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THE POISSON SATURATION OF COREGULAR SUBMANIFOLDS

STEPHANE GEUDENS

ABsTRACT. This paper is devoted to coregular submanifolds in Poisson geometry. We
show that their local Poisson saturation is an embedded Poisson submanifold, and we give
a normal form for this Poisson submanifold around the coregular submanifold. This result
recovers the normal form around Poisson transversals, and it yields Poisson versions of
some normal form/rigidity results around constant rank submanifolds in symplectic geom-
etry. As an application, we prove a uniqueness result concerning coisotropic embeddings
of Dirac manifolds in Poisson manifolds. We also show how our results generalize to the
setting of coregular submanifolds in Dirac geometry.
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INTRODUCTION

A well-known result in symplectic geometry is Weinstein’s generalized Darboux theorem,
which states that for any embedded submanifold X of a symplectic manifold (M,w), the
restriction of w to TM|x determines the symplectic form w on a neighborhood of X up to
symplectomorphism [We2|. By contrast, given a Poisson manifold (M, ) and any embedded
submanifold X C M, one should not expect m to be determined, up to neighborhood
equivalence, by its restriction 7|y. For instance, the origin in R? is a fixed point for both
the zero Poisson structure and the Poisson structure m = (22 4 y?)d, A 9, which are clearly
not diffeomorphic around (0, 0).

In order for the restriction 7|x to determine 7 around X, the ambient Poisson manifold
needs to satisfy a minimality condition with respect to X. Since 7|x only contains informa-
tion in the leafwise direction along X, we are led to consider the saturation of X C (M, ),
i.e. the union of the symplectic leaves that intersect X. Clearly, the saturation of X fails to
be smooth in general; the purpose of this note is to single out a class of embedded subman-
ifolds X C (M, m) whose saturation is smooth near X, in a sense that will be made precise
later. Since the saturation Sat(X) of X C (M,n) is traced out by following Hamiltonian
flows starting at points of X in directions normal to X C M, it is natural to impose the
following regularity condition on X.
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Definition. We call an embedded submanifold X of a Poisson manifold (M, 7) coregular
if the map pron? : T*M|x — TM|x/TX has constant rank.

It is equivalent to require that the 7-orthogonal TX+= := 7f(TX%) has constant rank.
Extreme examples are transversals and Poisson submanifolds of (M, ), and we show that
any coregular submanifold X C (M, ) is obtained by intersecting such submanifolds. Note
that if 7 is symplectic, then any submanifold of (M, ) is coregular.

The main result of Section [I] is the fact that the saturation of a coregular submanifold
X C (M, ) is smooth around X, in the following sense.

Theorem A. If X C (M, ) is a coregular submanifold, then there exists a neighborhood
V of X such that the saturation of X inside (V,m|y) is an embedded Poisson submanifold.

We will refer to this Poisson submanifold as the local Poisson saturation of X. The proof
of Theorem A relies on some contravariant geometry and some results concerning dual pairs
in Poisson geometry.

Sections [2 and [ are devoted to the construction of a normal form for the local Poisson
saturation of a coregular submanifold. In Section [2, we introduce the local model; it is
defined on the total space of the vector bundle (T X+7)*, and it depends on two choices:

(1) A choice of complement W to T X+~ inside TM|x. Such a choice yields an inclusion
G (TXt) — T*M|x.

(2) A choice of closed two-form 7 on a neighborhood of X in (T X*)*, with prescribed
restriction n|x = —o—7 along the zero section X C (TX*7)*. Here o € T(A?TX*n)
and 7 € I'(T*X ® TX*~) are bilinear forms defined by

o(&1,&) =7m(j(&), (&),
7((v1,61), (v2,62)) = (v1,5(&)) — (2,5 (&),
for &1,& € (TzXJ"T)* and vy,vp € T, X.

To such a complement W and closed extension 7, we associate a Poisson structure
(U,ﬂ'(VV, 7])) on a neighborhood U of X C (TX1=)*. It is described conveniently using
the language of Dirac geometry, see e.g. [FM2, §2| for definitions and notation. The
construction goes as follows: pull back the Dirac structure L, defined by the Poisson
structure 7 under ¢ : X < (M, L), then pull back once more by the bundle projection
pr: (TX+)* - (X,i'L;) and gauge transform by the closed extension 7. The obtained
Dirac structure (pr'(i'L,))" is Poisson on a neighborhood U of X C (I'X*=)*. This Poisson

structure, denoted by (U,ﬂ'(W, 7])), is the local model for the local Poisson saturation of
X C (M, ), as we prove in Section

Theorem B. Let X C (M, n) be a coregular submanifold. A neighborhood of X in its
local Poisson saturation is Poisson diffeomorphic with the local model (U, (W, 77))

The proof of this result goes along the same lines as the proof of the normal form around
Poisson transversals [FMI], using dual pairs in Dirac instead of Poisson geometry.

Since the local model (U, 7(W,n)) is constructed out of the restriction 7|x, Theorem B
shows that the local Poisson saturation of a coregular submanifold X is determined by the
restriction 7|x, up to Poisson diffeomorphism around X. We thus obtain a Poisson version
of Weinstein’s generalized Darboux theorem in symplectic geometry. In general, one needs
the full information of 7| x in order to determine the local Poisson saturation of X. However,
there are distinguished coregular submanifolds X for which only part of this information is
required, as we show in Section [4]
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In Section [d we specialize our normal form to some particular classes of coregular sub-
manifolds. These allow for a good choice of complement W and/or closed extension 7,
and as such our normal form becomes more explicit. Most notably, we obtain statements
concerning the following types of submanifolds, i) and ii) being particular instances of iii):

i) Poisson transversals: We recover the normal form theorem around Poisson transversals,
which was established in [EM1], [BLM].

ii) Coregular coisotropic submanifolds: We obtain a Poisson version of Gotay’s normal
form theorem from symplectic geometry [G], which shows that the local Poisson sat-
uration of a coregular coisotropic submanifold i : X < (M, ) is determined, up to
Poisson diffeomorphism around X, by the pullback Dirac structure i'L;.

iii) Coregular pre-Poisson submanifolds: We obtain a Poisson analog of Marle’s constant
rank theorem from symplectic geometry [Ma)]. Loosely speaking, the result shows that
the local Poisson saturation of a coregular pre-Poisson submanifold i : X < (M, ) is

determined, up to Poisson diffeomorphism around X, by the pullback Dirac structure
i' Ly and the restriction of 7 to (TX+7)*/(TX = NTX)*.

In Section B we present an application of our normal form specialized to the case of
coregular coisotropic submanifolds. We address the problem of embedding a Dirac manifold
(X, L) coisotropically into a Poisson manifold (M, ), which was considered before in [CZ2]
and [Wal. Existence of coisotropic embeddings is settled in [CZ2]|, where one shows that
such an embedding exists exactly when L NT X has constant rank. An explicit construction
of the Poisson manifold (M, ) is given in that case; another construction appears in [Wal.
The uniqueness of such embeddings was conjectured in [CZ2], but only proved under addi-
tional regularity assumptions on (X, L). Using our normal form result, we can show that
any coisotropic embedding of (X, L) factors through the model (M, 7) constructed in [CZ2],
which in turn proves the conjecture concerning the uniqueness of coisotropic embeddings.

In Section [6 we discuss how our results can be generalized to the setting of coregular
submanifolds in Dirac geometry. The Appendix contains a result in differential topology for
which we could not find a proof in the literature.

Terminology and notation. We freely use notions from Dirac geometry throughout the text,
adopting terminology and notation from [FM2]. For more background on Dirac structures,
see e.g. |B]. We also mention here that the recent work [BFM| addresses coregular sub-
manifolds X C (M, ) for which additionally TX+* NTX is trivial, ensuring that X has an
induced Poisson structure. We warn the reader that these submanifolds are also referred to
as “coregular” in [BEM]. In the book [CEM], these are called “coregular Poisson-Dirac”.

Acknowledgements. This work was supported by EOS project GOH4518N, funded by Fonds
Wetenschappelijk Onderzoek (FWO) and Fonds de la Recherche Scientifique (FNRS). I
would like to thank my supervisor loan Marcut for very useful suggestions, and the Max
Planck Institute for Mathematics in Bonn for its hospitality and financial support.

1. THE SATURATION OF A COREGULAR SUBMANIFOLD

In this section, we discuss the saturation of embedded submanifolds X in a Poisson
manifold (M, 7). Our aim is to give sufficient conditions on X that ensure smoothness of
its saturation in a neighborhood of X. We introduce the class of coregular submanifolds
X C (M, ), and we show that such a submanifold X has a neighborhood U in M such that
the saturation of X in (U, w|y) is an embedded Poisson submanifold.
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Definition 1.1. The saturation of a submanifold X of a Poisson manifold (M, ) is the
union of all the leaves of (M, ) that intersect X. We denote the saturation of X by Sat(X).

Recall that a Poisson submanifold P C (M, 7) is said to be complete if the inclusion
(P,mp) — (M, ) is a complete Poisson map [CW], §6.2|. It is clear that, given a submanifold
X C (M, ), the saturation Sat(X) is the smallest complete Poisson submanifold of (M, )
containing X, provided it is smooth. Indeed, a complete Poisson submanifold P C (M, )
is saturated [CW| Prop. 6.1], so if X C P then Sat(X) C Sat(P) = P.

The saturation of a submanifold can be very wild; in general it does not have a submani-
fold structure. For instance, consider the z-axis in the log-symplectic manifold (R?, 0y NOy);
its saturation is {x < 0} U {(0,0)} U {x > 0}. Clearly, this saturation doesn’t even contain
a Poisson submanifold around the z-axis.

We now single out classes of submanifolds X C (M, r) that do satisfy this property, i.e.
whose saturation contains a Poisson submanifold which contains X. Examples of such sub-
manifolds are transversals (whose saturation is open, and therefore a Poisson submanifold)
and Poisson submanifolds. These are extreme cases of what we call coregular submanifolds.

Definition 1.2. Given a Poisson manifold (M, 7), we call an embedded submanifold X C M
coregular if the map pr o« : T*M|x — TM|x/TX has constant rank.

Note indeed that transversals and Poisson submanifolds are exactly those submanifolds
X C (M, ) for which the map pr o 7f is respectively of full rank or identically zero.

We will now list some more observations about coregular submanifolds. For any subman-
ifold X C (M, ), we denote its 7-orthogonal by TX -+~ := 7#(TX°). If z € X and L is the
symplectic leaf through z, then T, X'~ is the symplectic orthogonal of T, X N T, L in the
symplectic vector space (T w L, (7] L);l). Various types of submanifolds in Poisson geometry
are defined in terms of their m-orthogonal; see [CEM]| and |Z] for a systematic overview.

a) Given a submanifold X C (M, 7), we get an exact sequence at points x € X:
1.\©o « prort
0 — (TpX*)" — TyM — T,M/T,X. (1)

Hence, X C (M, n) is coregular exactly when TX*= has constant rank. This observa-
tion explains the name “coregular” because, as mentioned above, TX = consists of the
symplectic orthogonals to the (singular) distribution 7X N 7#(T*M]|x).

b) We give an alternative characterization of coregular submanifolds X C (M, ) in Dirac
geometric terms. Denote by L the Dirac structure L, = {nf(a)+a : a € T*M} defined
by 7, and let i : X — (M, w) be any submanifold. Then X is coregular exactly when
L Nker((di)*) has constant rank. Indeed, L, Nker((di)*) = ker(7*) N TX®, so for any
x € X, we have

dim (Lr Nker((di)*)), = dim (7,X°) — dim (7, X"7).
Hence, coregular submanifolds are exactly those X C (M, ) for which the Dirac struc-
ture L, automatically pulls back to a smooth Dirac structure on X [Bl Prop. 1.10].

We mention here that X being coregular is not a necessary condition for Sat(X) to
contain a Poisson submanifold around X, as illustrated by the following examples.

Examples 1.3. 1) Take the Lie-Poisson structure (50 (3)*, 205 A Oy + 20y N\ 05 + y0. N 835)
and let X be the plane defined by z = 0. The symplectic foliation of s0(3)* consists
of concentric spheres of radius r > 0 centered at the origin, so that Sat(X) = so(3)*.
However, T X'~ = Span{yd, — 20, } vanishes at the origin, so X is not coregular.
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ii) Consider the regular Poisson manifold (R?, 9, Ad,) and let X be defined by the equation
z = 3. Then the saturation Sat(X) is all of R?, but X is not coregular. Indeed, we
have TX1= = Span{—3x29,}, which drops rank at points of the form (0,y,0) € X.

To construct a Poisson submanifold around the coregular submanifold X C (M, ), we
use some notions from contravariant geometry and some theory of dual pairs [CM],[FM1].

Definition 1.4. A Poisson spray on a Poisson manifold (M, ) is a vector field x on the
cotangent bundle T*M satisfying:

1) dpr(x(€)) = 7(¢) for all € € T*M,

i) mfx =tx forall £ > 0,
where pr : T*M — M is the projection and my : T*M — T*M is multiplication by ¢.

Poisson sprays x € X(1T"M) exist on any Poisson manifold. Since x vanishes along the
zero section M C T* M, there exists a neighborhood ¥ C T*M of M on which the flow ¢§<
is defined for all times ¢ € [0,1]. One can then define the spray exponential exp,, of x by

exp, : X C T*M — M : & pr(¢)(€)).

This neighborhood ¥ C T*M also supports a closed two-form (2, which is defined by
averaging the canonical symplectic form weq, with respect to the flow ¢§< of the Poisson
spray x € X(T*M): X

0
It was proved in |[CM] that , is non-degenerate along the zero zection M C T*M, so

shrinking ¥ C T*M if necessary, we can assume that , is symplectic on 3. By [EMI]
Lemma 25|, the symplectic manifold (X, 2,) fits in a full dual pair

Q= / (¢) weandt.

exp
(M, m) ¢ (8,9y) — (M, ~m). (2)
That is, denoting by m = Qy 1 the Poisson structure corresponding with 1y, the maps

pr: (E,T('X) — (M, ) and exp, : (E,ﬂ'x) — (M, —m) are surjective Poisson submersions
with symplectically orthogonal fibers: (ker dpr)LQX = kerdexp,.

Both legs in the diagram are symplectic realizations. We will need the following
lemma, which concerns the interplay between symplectic realizations and coregular sub-

manifolds of a Poisson manifold.

Lemma 1.5. Let X C (M, x) be a coregular submanifold and let p: (3,Q) — (M, ) be a
symplectic realization. Then (ker dp)*e NT(u=1 (X)) has constant rank, equal to the corank
of TXt= C TM|x.

Proof. Denote by mq := Q! the Poisson structure corresponding with Q. First note that,
for ¢ € p=1(X), we have

(ker du)é“ = wg((du)z ;(E)M)'
Since for any § € T}y M, we have that (d,u)gr?2 ((d,u)Zﬂ) = 7¥(B) belongs to Te)X exactly
when g € (Tu(g)XL”)O, we obtain

(ker dp)® N Te(p™ (X)) = (ker dpu)g® N (dp)g (T X)
= by (4 (Tue X47)°) (3)
Hence, the rank of (kerdu)*2 NT(u~(X)) is constant, equal to dim M — rk(TX+=). O
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We now prove that for a coregular submanifold X C (M, ), there exists an embedded
Poisson submanifold of (M, ) containing X that lies in the saturation Sat(X'). This Poisson
submanifold is in fact the saturation of X in a neighborhood (U, 7|7) of X.

Theorem 1.6. Let X C (M, ) be a coregular submanifold.

(1) There exists an embedded Poisson submanifold (P,mp) C (M, ) containing X that
lies inside the saturation Sat(X).

(2) Shrinking P if necessary, there exists a neighborhood U of X in M such that (P, mp)
is the saturation of X in (U, 7|y).

Proof. We divide the proof into four steps.

Step 1: Construction of the embedded submanifold P C M.

Choose a Poisson spray x € X(T*M) and denote by exp, : ¥ C T*M — M the corre-
sponding spray exponential. Notice that the restriction exp, : Y|x — M takes values in
Sat(X), because sprays trace cotangent paths [CEl §1]. Indeed, for £ € X|x, the curve

v(t) == pr(¢(€)) satisfies

(0 = (@ordag o (50440 ) = (@or)ag 0 (XOA)) = 7 (R0

showing that t — (¢ (£),~(t)) is a cotangent path between v(0) = pr(€) and y(1) = exp, (&).
Consequently, pr(§) and exp, (§) lie in the same leaf of (M, 7), hence exp, (X|x) C Sat(X).

Choosing a complement to TX*= in TM|y, we get an inclusion (TX+7)* C T*M|x.
The restriction of the spray exponential exp, : (T'X Lm)* MY — M fixes points of X, and
its differential along X reads [FMI Lemma 24]:

dexp, : T X @ (T, X+ = T, M : (v,€) — v+ 7(€).

This map is injective, for if 7#(¢) = —v € T, X, then ¢ € (7)"Y(TX) = (T, X*7)° and
therefore ¢ € (T, X+m)*N (T, X+7)° = {0}. Propositionand Remark [7.2]in the Appendix
imply that, shrinking ¥ if necessary, the map exp, : (TX L’T)”‘ N — M is an embedding.
Setting

P := exp, ((TXL”)* nx),
this is an embedded submanifold of M containing X that lies inside Sat(X).
Step 2: Shrinking X if necessary, we have P = exp, (¥|x).

To see this, let us denote for short Y x := X|x C T*M|x and Ty = (TXt ) Ny
First, we claim that the restriction expx}zx has constant rank, equal to the rank of

epr’i‘;' Indeed, using the self-dual pair , we have that
ker (d (exp,, vy )) = ker(d exp,) N T(pr~1(X)) = ker(dpr)* N T(pr~1(X)),

which has constant rank equal to dim M — rk(TX"~) by Lemma Consequently, the
rank of expx}zx is equal to dim X + rk(TX"7), which is the rank of expx|§;.

Using the claim just proved, we will now show that expx(i\;) = exp, (Xx), shrinking X
if necessary. It is enough to prove that every point £ € ¥ x has a neighborhood V¢ C X
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such that eXpX(Vg) C exp, (Sx). We keep in mind the diagram
Sy C (TX 1) e Sy C T*M|x

exp, Ig{z lexr)x oy -

expy () Y

Pick € € i\; C X x. Since exp,, | has constant rank, there is an open U¢ C Ty around &
such that epr(U5 ) C M is an embedded submanifold. As exp, is an embedding on i}, also
exp, (U $NSy) C M is an embedded submanifold. Since dim exp, (U* NSx) = dim exp, (U%)
by the previous claim, the inverse function theorem implies that exp, (U &N i;) is open in
eXpX(Ug). Since exp, |ye : Ué — epr(Ug) is continuous, the set exp, \[_]g(expx(U5 N f];))
is open in U¢, hence in Yx. Setting V¢ := exp,, |l_]§(epr(UE N /Z—;)) proves the assertion.
Step 3: P is a Poisson submanifold of (M, ).

We use the previous step, which states that P = eXpX(E x). Pick a point x € P and let
§ € Xx be such that exp, (§) = . We have to show that 7 (T, P°) = {0}. Making use of
the dual pair , we have

(T, P°) = {(d exp, )¢ © 71'3< o(d expx)ﬂ (T, P°),

so it is enough to show that
W&c ((dexp,){(T,P°)) C ker(dexp,)e = ﬂi(ker dpr)g.
To see that this inclusion holds, note that (kerdpr): C T¢¥Xx and (dexp, )¢(TeXx) C TP,
which implies that
(dexp, )¢ (T P°) C (TeXx)° C (kerdpr)g.

We now showed that P C (M, 7) is a Poisson submanifold, which finishes Step 3.
Step 4: Construction of the neighborhood U of X.
The idea is to extend exp, : (T'X Lm)* N Y — M to a local diffeomorphism, using the same
reasoning as in the proof of Proposition [7.1]in the Appendix. Choosing a complement

TM|x =TX @ (TX*)" @ C=TP|xaC,
and a linear connection V on T'M, we obtain a map

YV C((TX) @ C) = M: (§¢) = expy (Trexp, 1))

which is a diffeomorphism onto a neighborhood of X. Here V is a suitable convex neigh-
borhood of the zero section, and Trexpx(tf) denotes parallel transport along the curve
t — exp, (t§) for ¢ € [0,1]. Note that v satisfies 1(§,0) = exp, (). Consequently, shrinking
P if necessary, we can assume that

P=y (v ((rxt) e{o})).

We now set U := ¢(V'), and we check that P is the Poisson saturation of X in (U, 7|y).
On one hand, since (T X +7)* is closed in (T X*7)*®C, also P is closed in U. It follows that

P is saturated, being a properly embedded Poisson submanifold. Hence, the saturation of
X in (U, m|y) is contained in P. On the other hand, if exp, (§) = ¥(§,0) € P C U, then also
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exp, (t€§) € U for t € [0,1] since V is convex. Consequently, the path ¢ — (¢4 (), exp, (t€))
is a cotangent path covering a path in U that connects exp, () with a point in X. This
shows that exp, (§) is contained in the Poisson saturation of X in (U, 7|y ). O

The theorem above shows that the saturation of a coregular submanifold X C (M, 7) in
some neighborhood (U, 7|¢7) of X is an embedded Poisson submanifold. Clearly, one cannot
take U to be all of M in general. In this respect, we have the following sufficient condition.

Corollary 1.7. Let X C (M,w) be a coregular submanifold. If the submanifold P con-
structed in Theorem is open in Sat(X) for the induced topology, then Sat(X) is an
embedded submanifold of M.

Proof. Recall the following general fact [CEM|, Lemma 4.5]: if {N;};cz is a collection of
embedded submanifolds of M, all of the same dimension, such that N; N N; is open in N;
for all ¢,5 € Z, then N := U;czN; is a smooth manifold, possibly not second countable, for
which the inclusion N — M is an immersion. The smooth structure is uniquely determined
by the condition that the maps N; — NN are smooth open embeddings.

We want to apply this fact to the collection {d%(f (P) : f € C([0,1] x M)}, where
qb%(f denotes the time 1-flow of the Hamiltonian vector field associated with the compactly
supported function f € C2°([0,1] x M). We have to check that ¢§(f (P)N qﬁ%(g (P) is open
in q%(f (P). To this end, note that both ¢}(f(P) and ¢§9(P) are open in Sat(X), since
by assumption P is open in Sat(X) and qﬁ}(f, gzb}(g are diffeomorphisms preserving Sat(X).
Hence, also gb}(f(P) N qb%(g(P) is open in Sat(X), so there exists an open V' C M such that

8, (P) N 6k, (P) = V 1 Sat(X).
Since also gb_le(P) = U N Sat(X) for some open U C M, we obtain
ox,(P)Nox, (P) = ¢x,(P)Nox, (P)NU =V N (UNSat(X)) =V Nk, (P),

which shows that q%(f (P)N ¢§9(P) is open in q%(f (P).

So we can apply the fact mentioned above, which gives Sat(X) a smooth manifold struc-
ture, a priori not necessarily second countable, for which Sat(X) < M is an immersion.
But since the topology of this smooth structure is generated by open subsets of the sub-
manifolds gb%(f (P), it coincides with the induced topology on Sat(X). In particular, it is

second countable, and Sat(X) is an embedded submanifold of M. g

The proof of Corollary breaks down if P is not open in Sat(X), because the technical
requirements of [CFM| Lemma 4.5] are no longer met. See for instance Example below.

Remark 1.8. We comment on the condition in Corollary that P = exp, (¥|x) needs to
be open in Sat(X) for the induced topology. This occurs exactly when we are able to find
a small transversal 7 C (M, ) to the leaves such that 7N Sat(X) = X.

To see that then exp, (X]x) is indeed open in Sat(X) with respect to the induced topology,
we note that exp,, : Y| — M is a submersion, shrinking ¥ if necessary. Indeed, at points
p € 7, the differential

dexp, : T, ® Ty M — T,M : (v,€) — v + 7 ()
is surjective since 7 C (M, ) is a transversal. Hence exp, is of maximal rank in a neigh-

borhood of 7 C X|.. In particular, shrinking ¥ if needed, we have that exp, (Z|T) cM
is open. It now suffices to remark that exp, (¥|x) = exp,(X[;) N Sat(X). The forward
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inclusion is clear, since X C 7 and exp, (X|x) C Sat(X). For the backward inclusion,
assume that (p,§) € X[, is such that exp, (§) € Sat(X). Since p lies in the same leaf as
exp, (§) € Sat(X) and Sat(X) is saturated, it follows that p € Sat(X). Consequently,
p € TN Sat(X) = X. This shows that exp, (3|x) = exp, (X[;) N Sat(X) is open in Sat(X)
for the induced topology.

In the particular case where X is a point, then Sat(X) is just the leaf through X, which
is well-known to possess a natural smooth structure. Indeed, each leaf of a Poisson manifold
is an initial submanifold, so in particular it possesses a unique smooth structure that turns
it into an immersed submanifold. For an arbitrary coregular submanifold X, its saturation
does not have a natural smooth structure, as illustrated in the following example.

Ezample 1.9. We look at the manifold (R x S, z,y, z, #) with Poisson structure 7 = 9, Ady.
Consider the curve 3 : R — R3 : t +— (sin(2t),sin(t), ), which is a “figure eight” coming out
of the zy-plane. Denote its image by C C R3, and let Cpqse be the projection of C onto the
xy-plane. The submanifold X := C x S! € R3 x S! is embedded, and we claim that it is
coregular. To see this, we only have to check that dim(7,X NT,L) is constant for p € X,
where L denotes the leaf through p. Since at a point p = (5(¢g), 6p) we have

TpX = Span{ 0y|,, , 2 cos(2to) x|, + cos(to) Oy, + 9:|,},

it is clear that T, X NT,L = Span{0dp|,}, since cos(tp) and cos(2tg) cannot both be zero.
Hence, X C (R? x S, 7) is coregular. Its saturation is given by Sat(X) = Cpase x R x S.

The saturation has two obvious smooth structures that turn it into an immersed subman-
ifold, coming from those on the “figure eight”. But neither of them can be called natural,
because for both smooth structures the inclusion X — Sat(X) is not even continuous.

Let us also come back to the proof of Corollary and see why it fails in this case. We
refer to the figure below, where we removed the S'-factor, which is not essential to the spirit
of the example. The embedded submanifold P in this case is obtained by slightly thickening
the curve in vertical direction. One can take a Hamiltonian flow q%(f such that d&f (P)NP
consists of vertical segments of the line in which the cylinder intersects itself. This is not an
open subset of P, so we can no longer apply [CEM| Lemma 4.5]. And indeed, the conclusion
of Corollary [1.7] fails in this example.

\
\-‘-—.

FIGURE 1. The coregular submanifold X and its saturation Sat(X). This
is the picture in R3; the S'-factor is omitted for the sake of depiction.
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As a consequence of Theorem [I.6] we obtain an alternative characterization of coregular
submanifolds. It turns out that the two extreme examples — Poisson submanifolds and
transversals — are the building blocks of any coregular submanifold.

Proposition 1.10. A submanifold X C (M,r) is coregular if and only if X is the inter-
section of a Poisson submanifold P C (M, x) with a transversal T C (M, ).

A transversal 7 C (M, ) is also transverse to any Poisson submanifold P C (M, ), since
the intersection of P with any leaf of (M, 7) is open in the leaf. Indeed, if p € P and L is
the leaf through p, then

TyM =Tyr +T,L =T, +T,(PNL)CTyr+1T,P,
which shows that 7 h P. In particular, the intersection 7 N P is smooth.

Proof of Prop. [1.10. First assume that X C (M, ) is a coregular submanifold. Theorem
then gives a Poisson submanifold P C (M, ) containing X, and the proof shows that

TPy =TX & n*(TX*)" (4)

Choose a complement F to this subbundle of TM|y, i.e. TM|x = TX & 7! (TXJ-”)>k ®E.
Using a (metric) exponential map, we can construct a submanifold 7 C M containing X
such that T'7|x = TX @ E. For small enough 7, we have 7N P = X, and moreover

TM|x =TX &7 (TX ") @ E = (TX + Im(7¥|x)) ® E = Im(7*| x) + T'7x,

which shows that 7 is a transversal along X. Shrinking 7 if necessary, this implies that 7 is
a transversal in (M, 7). This proves the forward implication.

For the converse, assume that X = 7N P is a submanifold of M, where P C (M, 7) is a
Poisson submanifold and 7 C (M, 7) is a transversal. Then TX = T7|x NTP|x, so that
TX° = (T7|x)°+(TP|x)°. Since P is a Poisson submanifold, we get TX = = n#((T'7|x)°).
Since 7 is a transversal, the restriction 7|70 is injective, hence X is coregular. g

In what follows, we denote by (P, 7p) the Poisson submanifold containing X that was
constructed in Theorem We refer to (P, mp) as the local Poisson saturation of X.
In the next two sections, we prove a normal form theorem for (P, 7p) around X.

2. THE LOCAL MODEL

This section introduces the local model for the local Poisson saturation (P, wp) of a coreg-
ular submanifold X C (M, 7). The local model is defined on the vector bundle (TX*7)*,
which is indeed isomorphic with the normal bundle of X in P. An explicit isomorphism is
obtained by choosing an embedding (T X=)* < T*M|x and then applying the bundle map
7f, see equation . The local model involves some extra choices, which we now explain.

Let X C (M,n) be a coregular submanifold, and choose a complement W to T X~
inside T M |x. We obtain correspondingly an inclusion map j : (TX J‘”)* — T*M|x. Define
skew-symmetric bilinear forms o € T(A2TX*7) and 7 € T(T*X ® TX ") on the restricted
tangent bundle T ((I'X*)*)|x = TX & (T X*)* by the formulas

o(&1,6) = 7(j(€1),4(&2)),
7((v1, 1), (v2,&2)) = (v1,5(62)) — (v2,5(&1)), (5)
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for &1,& € (TIXL”)* and vi,vy € T, X. Denote by Ew(—o — 7) the set of all closed two-
forms 7, defined on a neighborhood of X C (T'X*~)*, whose restriction to the zero section
X C (TX*7)* equals

Nx=-0®-1®0c (N TX) @ (T*"X @ TX") o T(A2T*X). (6)

We refer to a two-form n € &y (—o—7) as a closed extension of —o —7. Closed extensions
of —o — 7 exist, see for instance [Well, Extension Theorem].

The local model for the local Poisson saturation of a coregular submanifold X < (M, )
is now defined as follows: pull back the Dirac structure i'Ly on X to (TX*7)* under the
submersion pr : (T X17)* — X and gauge transform by a closed extension n € &y (—o — 7).
The obtained Dirac structure (pr!(i!LW))?7 indeed defines a Poisson stucture in a neighbor-
hood of X C (TX*7)*, as we now show.

Proposition 2.1. Let X C (M, n) be a coregular submanifold. Fix a complement W to
TXL= in TM|x, define o € D(AN2TX4) and 7 € T(T*X @ TX*) by the formulas and
letn € Ew(—o—7) be any closed extension. The Dirac structure (pr!(i!Lﬂ))n s Poisson on
a neighborhood U of X C (TXJ-“)*.

Proof. It suffices to show that (pr!(i!LW))n is transverse to T(TXl“)* along X. By the
sequence (), we have i'Lr = {7%(a) + (di)*a : o € (I'X17)°}, and therefore

(pr (z L, ) ’ = {7r )+ &+ (dpr)*((di)*a) + Lat(a)+ell T Q€ (TX1)°, ¢ e (TXL’T)*}.
Assume that 7%(a) + £ € T(TX1)*|x N (pr'(i'Lx))" |x for @ € (TX17)°, € € (TX1r) .

Then (dpr)*((di)*a@) + trt(a)1en = 0, which implies the following:
e Forall v e TX, we get
a(v) +n(*(a) + & v) = 0= a(v) + (j(§),v) = 0.
So a4 j(€) € TX®, and therefore (o 4 j(€)) € TX .
e For all B € (TX17)*, we get
n(m*(a) +&,8) = 0= w(5(€),4(8)) + (x*(e),(8)) = 0
= (7 (a+(€).4(8)) =0.
Since j((TX1)*) = W*, this shows that 7#(a + j(£)) lies in W.

We now proved that 7#(a + j(§)) € TXt= N W = {0}. So 7*(j(¢)) = —n'(a) € TX,
which implies that j(¢) € (TX+7)°, again using exactness of the sequence (1. But then
§(&) e Wen (TX+7)° = {0}, so that £ = 0, which in turn implies that also 7%(a) =0. O

We denote the Poisson manifold from Proposition by (U, (W, 77)), and we refer to it
as the local model corresponding with W and 7). A priori, the construction depends on
a choice of complement W and a choice of closed extension 1. We now show that different
choices produce isomorphic local models.

Proposition 2.2. Any two local models for the local Poisson saturation of a coreqular
submanifold X C (M, ) are isomorphic around X, through a diffeomorphism that restricts
to the identity along X.
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Proof. Let (U, 7(Wo,m0)) and (V,7(W1,m1)) be two local models for the local Poisson sat-
uration of X. The idea of the proof is to construct a diffeomorphism between them in
two stages, where each stage relies on a Moser argument. We first map the local model
(U, m(Wo, 770)) to an intermediate local model (V’, w(Wy, ni)), which is defined in terms of
the complement 1. Then we pull (V/, (W1, 771)) to the second local model (V, (W, 771)).
Throughout, we shrink the neighborhoods on which the models are defined, when necessary.

We interpolate smoothly between the complements Wy, Wi to TX = in TM |x, as follows.
Decomposing Wi in the direct sum TM|x = TX 1" & Wy, we find A € F(Hom(Wo, TXJ-”))
such that W, = Graph(A). If we define W; := Graph(tA) for ¢t € [0,1], then the family
{Wi}iejo,1) consists of complements to TX17 ie TM|x = TX** ®W;, and it interpolates
between Wy and Wj. Denote by ¢ : TM|x — TX1 and Jt - (TXJ-“)* — T*M]|x the
projection and inclusion, respectively, induced by the complement W;. We first determine
the bilinear forms o; € T(A?TX*7) and 74 € I'(T*X ® TX*~), which are defined by the
formulas using the inclusion j¢, in terms of oy and 7.

Step 1: We compute oy and 7.
For e +w € TX** @ Wy = TM|x, we have
gr(e +w) = ¢ (e — tA(w) + w+ tA(w))
=e—tA(w)
= qoe + w) — tA(ld — go)(e + w).

This shows that ¢, = go —tA(Id — qp) and therefore j, = jo — t(Id — jp)A*. We now compute
for V1,02 € TwX and fl,fg € (T;BXJ‘“)*:

7t ((v1,€1), (v2,€2)) = (v1,je(&2)) — (v2,7:(&1))
= (v1,J0(&2)) — t(v1, (Id — jo) A"E2)
— (v2,j0(&1)) + t{v2, (Id — jo) A*&1)
= 70((v1, &), (v2,&2)) + t{A(Id — qo)va, &1) — t{A(Id — qo)v1, &2). (7)

Similarly, we obtain
01(€1,62) = (@ (7 (je(1))), &2)
= <[(QO — tA(Id — qo)) 7 (jo — ¢(1d — jo)A*)} (61), §2>
= 00(¢1,€2) — (a0 (1d — jo) A*) (€1), &2)
=~ ((AQd = q)7j0) (&1), &2 + 12 {(A(1d — o) (14 — o) A*) (€1), €2 ) . (8)

Step 2: Get closed extensions, smoothly varying in ¢ € [0, 1], of
—0t ® -1 @0 € NN’ TX) o T(T*X @ TX 1) @ D(A’T* X).

Thanks to [Well, Extension Theorem] and [Well Relative Poincaré Lemma|, we find a one-
form $, defined on a neighborhood of X C (T X*7)*, such that

Bilx =0,
dpilx e N(T*X @ TX*),
dpilx ((v1,61), (v2,62)) = (A(Id — qo)v1, &2) — (A(Id — qo)v2, &1),
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for (v1,&1), (v2,&2) € T, X @ (TxXL”)*. Similarly, we find one-forms (s, 53 defined around
X C (TX*m)* satisfying
B2|x =0,
dBe|x € T(A2TX 1),
dBa|x (€1, &) = ((qom*(Id — jo)A*)(&1), &2) + ((A(Id — qo)7?jo) (1), &2)
and
Bslx =0,
dﬂ3|X € F(/\zTXJ"'),
dBslx (&1,62) = ((A(Id — go)m*(1d — jo) A*) (€1), &2) ,
for £1,& € (TQ;XL’T)*. Using and , we see that

(o + tdBy + tdBe — t2dBs) |x = —0r & —1 & 0. (9)

Step 3: A Moser argument pulls (U,W(Wo,no)) to (V’, 7(Wi,no +dp1 + dps — dﬁg)).
By Proposition [2.1], we get a path of Dirac structures

. +tdB1+tdBa—t23d,
Ty = (pr!(z!LW))no B1+tdS2 B3

for ¢t € [0, 1], where 7, is Poisson on a neighborhood Uy of X in (TXL”)*. Note that the set
Usepoa7{t} x Ut is open, since it consists of the points (¢,2) for which () is Poisson. The
Tube Lemma implies that U’ := ﬂte[o,l] U; is a neighborhood of X on which m; is Poisson
for all t € [0,1]. Now, these Poisson structures are related by gauge transformations:

g2
= 7rédﬁﬁ-lfdﬁz t dﬁ37

where

S (18 + 1055 — Pdfs) = (215 — B — ).

A Poisson version of Moser’s theorem (e.g. [Me, Theorem 2.11]) shows that the flow &,

of the time-dependent vector field 7r§(2t53 — P2 — B1) satisfies (®y).m = 7, whenever it is
defined. Moreover, since the primitive 2t53 — B3 — 51 vanishes along X, the flow ®; fixes all
points in X. Now set ¢ := @fl. Shrinking U if necessary, we can assume that ¢ : U — V’
where V' := ¢(U). We then have

¢ : (U, n(Wo,mo)) = (V', (Wi, mo + dB1 + df2 — ds)), ¢lx = 1Id.
Step 4: Another Moser argument pulls (V’, m(Wi,mo+dp1 +dBy — dﬁg)) to (V, (Wi, 771)).
Both n; and ng + d81 + dB2 — dB3 are closed extensions of
—01@ -1 ®0 €A TX ) o T(T*X @ TX ) @ T(A\*T*X),

see equation @D So their difference 1y — (o + dS1 + dfB2 — dfs) is exact around X with a
primitive v that vanishes along X, by the Relative Poincaré Lemma. Denote

776 — (pr!(Z‘!LW))T)0+d51+dﬁ2*d53, 7T£ — (Tr[/))td’Y’
for t € [0,1]. Since m is Poisson on V' and dy|x = 0, we see that m; is Poisson on

a neighborhood V/ of X in (TX*=)*. Using the Tube Lemma as in Step 3, we find a
neighborhood O of X in (T X*7)* such that 7} is Poisson on O for all ¢ € [0, 1]. The Moser
Theorem [Mel, Theorem 2.11] implies that the flow W, of the time-dependent vector field
—(7})#(7) satisfies (U;).m, = 7)), whenever it is defined. Moreover, since v|x = 0, the flow
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U, fixes all points of X. Now set ¢ := \Iffl. Shrinking both V’ and V if necessary, we can
assume that 1) : V' — V. We then have

¢ (V' a(Wi,no +dBr +dB2 — dBs)) = (V. a(Wi,m)), Ylx = Id.

The diffeomorphism 1) o ¢ now satisfies the criteria: it fixes points in X and defines a Poisson
diffeomorphism
oo (
(

o (U
It is now justified to call (U, (W, 77)) the local model for the local Poisson saturation
of the coregular submanifold X C (M, ).

,m(Wosm0)) = (V,m(Wi,m)). O

3. THE NORMAL FORM

We now show that the local Poisson saturation of a coregular submanifold X C (M, )
is isomorphic around X to the local model (U, (W, 7)) constructed in Proposition We
will use the theory of dual pairs in Dirac geometry, as developed in [FM2|. We first need a
lemma, which describes how to obtain a weak Dirac dual pair out of the self-dual pair (2))

€XPy

(M, 7) «2— (2,Q,) —5 (M, —7)

whenever a coregular submanifold X C (M, ) is given. Recall from the proof of Theorem
that the local Poisson saturation (P,7p) of X C (M, ) is given by exp, (¥X|x).

Lemma 3.1. Leti: X < (M, n) be a coregular submanifold with local Poisson saturation
(P,mp). Then the following is a weak Dirac dual pair, in the sense of [FM2]:

(X,i' L) <2 (S]x, Gr(Qlx)) —2% (P, ~Lay).

This means that Qy|x is a closed two-form on X|x, that pr and exp,, are surjective forward
Dirac submersions, and that

(QX’X)(ShSQ) =0, (10)
rk(S1NKNSy) =dimX|x —dim X — dim P, (11)

where Sy := kerdpr, Sy := kerdexp, and K := ker (QX\X).

Proof. Tt is clear that pr is a surjective submersion. The fact that exp, is a surjective
submersion follows from the proof of Theorem Because is a dual pair, property
is automatic. To see that pr : (X|x,Gr(Qy|x)) — (X,i'Lx) is forward Dirac, consider the
following commutative diagram of Dirac manifolds and smooth maps:

(Slx, Gr(Qy]x)) —2— (X,i'Ly)

L

(2, Gr(y)) —2—— (M, L)

The maps ' on the left and ¢ on the right are backward Dirac by definition, and the
bottom map pr is forward Dirac because of the dual pair . Since the bottom map pr
is a submersion, we can apply [FM3| Lemma 3] to obtain that also the map at the top
pr: (]x, Gr(Qy|x)) — (X,i'Ly) is forward Dirac.
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Similarly, we get that exp,, : (Zx,Gr(Qy|x)) = (P,—Ly,) is forward Dirac considering
the diagram

(lx, Cr(Qy|x)) — = (P,~Ly,)

(S, Cr(Qy)) — 5 (M, ~Ly)

Here the map i’ is backward Dirac, the map i is backward (and forward) Dirac, and the
bottom map exp, is forward Dirac because of the dual pair . Again, the map exp, on
the bottom is a submersion, so we can apply [FM3], Lemma 3| to obtain that also the map
exp, (2]x,Gr(Qy|x)) = (P,—Lz,) at the top is forward Dirac.

It remains to check that property holds. For (z,¢) € ¥|x, we have

Koy =7 ((dpr)af)TxXo) N Tl e (T*M]x),

where m, := Q) 1 Consequently, we obtain

(51) (w6 N K () = 7} ((dpr)?z,@ (TwX " Mker ”5”)) ’

using that the left leg of the dual pair is a Poisson map. The equality in the proof
of Lemma [L.5 shows that

(S2)(we) = 7 ((dpr)f) (ToX7)°)
so we obtain
($D(w.6) N Ky N ($2)(m) = 74 ((dpr)f, ) (ToX° Nkermt ) ).
Consequently,
rk(S1 N K N Sh)(ye) = dim (T, X° Nker 7f)
= dim(7, X°) — dim(T, X )
= (dim M — dim X) — (dim P — dim X)
= dim ¥|x — dim X — dim P.
So also property holds, and this finishes the proof. O

We are now ready to state the main results of this section.

Theorem 3.2. Let X C (M, x) be a coregular submanifold with local Poisson saturation
(P,mp). Choose a complement W to TX = in TM|x and denote by j : (TX+)* — T*M|x
the corresponding inclusion. Then —j*(y|x) € Ew(—o — 7). Moreover, the correspond-
ing local model (U,?T(VV, —j*(QX\X))) is isomorphic with (P,mp) around X. FExplicitly, a
Poisson diffeomorphism onto a neighborhood of X is given by

exp, oj : (U, m(W,—5*(Qlx))) = (P, 7p).

We will denote by pr;, and pry the bundle projections 7*M|x — X and (TXL”Yk - X,
respectively. So pry; o0 j = pry.
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Proof. We first check that —j*(Q|x) € &w(—o — 7). The fact that —;5*(Q|x) restricts
along X C (TX17)* as required in @ is an immediate consequence of the following equality
[FM1, Lemma 24]:

Q ((v1,&), (v2,&2)) = (v1, &) — (v2,&1) + 7(&1, &),

where (v1,&1), (v2,&2) € Tu(T*M) =T, M & T;M for z € M.
To prove the second statement, we apply [FM2, Proposition 6| to the weak dual pair
constructed in Lemma

(X,i' L) &2 (Sx, Cr(Qy]x)) —5 (P, —Lyp),
and we get the following equality of Dirac structures on | x:

(priy (' L)) "X = exp) Lry. (12)

Since the map j : (TX17)* — T*M]|x is transverse to this Dirac structure, we can pull
back the equality to 771 (2|x) =2 j(TX+)* NY, which yields

(prx (i' L)) 77 ) = (expy 0)' Loy (13)
The left hand side of is Poisson on a neighborhood U C j~1(X|x) C (TX*7)*, where

it defines the local model (U, 7 (W, —5*(Qy|x))). Moreover, by the proof of Theorem
we know that exp, oj takes j~!(¥|x) diffeomorphically onto P. So we obtain that

exp,, o (U,Tr(W, —j*(QX|X))) — (P,7p)
is a Poisson diffeomorphism onto a neighborhood of X C (P, 7p), as desired. O

We now combine Proposition and Theorem [3.2] Also noticing that any local model
(U, m(W,n)) for the local Poisson saturation of X is constructed out of the restriction 7|x,
we obtain the following.

Corollary 3.3. Let X C (M, n) be a coregular submanifold with local Poisson saturation
(P,7p). For any choice of complement W to TX*= and closed extension n € Ew(—0 —T),
the corresponding local model (U, w(W,n)) is Poisson diffeomorphic around X with (P,7p).
In particular, up to Poisson diffeomorphism, the local Poisson saturation is determined by
the restriction of m along X.

In general, one needs the full information of w|x in order to determine the local Poisson
saturation of X. We will see in the next section that for certain coregular submanifolds X,
only part of this information is required.

Remark 3.4. We outline an alternative proof for our normal form result, relying on the fact
that a coregular submanifold X C (M, 7) is a transversal in its local Poisson saturation.
This allows one to use the normal form around Dirac transversals [BLM|, Thm. 5.1], [FM2,
§7] instead of Theorem which in combination with Proposition yields Corollary
We now elaborate on this, using explicitly the normal form in [FM2, §7| because it is the
closest in spirit to the arguments in this note.

A choice of complement TM|x = TX* @ W gives an inclusion j : (TX*+7)* < T*M]|x,
and an identification of the normal bundle

mtoj (TX1)* = af(j(T X)) 2 TP|x/TX.
According to [FM2| §7], the Dirac manifold (P, L, ) is isomorphic around X with

(U c @xtoy, (o' 6 (Lep))) ). (14)
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Here p is a splitting of the exact sequence
0 —i'Lyp — Lup|x — (TX17)* — 0, (15)

where the last arrow is the anchor map pry : Lr,|x — TP|x composed with the projection
to the normal bundle TP|x/TX = (TX*7)*. The two-form w appearing in is defined
choosing a spray on L, see for the precise formula. Hence, to prove our normal form
for one specific choice of local model, as we did in Theorem [3.2] we just have to show that
there is a splitting p of the sequence satisfying

pwlx =0+,
where ¢ and 7 were defined in . We claim that such a splitting is given by

P (TXT7) = Lap|x €= 7 (j(€)) + (d0)*((€)),
where ¢ : P < M is the inclusion. Indeed, choosing (v1,&1), (v2,&2) € T (TX7)*, we get

pwlx ((v1,&1), (v2,&2))
= w|x ((vl,ﬂﬁ(j(fl)) + (d)*(j(&))), (v2, 7 (5(&2)) + (db)*(j(fz))))

= (@ (&) (1 + 57D — (@ (i) (12 + 5ritite) )

= (v1,7(&2)) — (v2,7(&1)) + 7 (§ (&), 5(&2))
= (0 +7)((v1,&1), (v2,&)),

using [FM2] eq. 6] in the second equality. This proves that the local Poisson saturation
(P, mp) is isomorphic around X with the local model (U, 7T(VV, —p*w\X)). Along with Propo-
sition [2.2] this gives an alternative proof for our normal form in Corollary [3:3]

4. SOME PARTICULAR CASES

We proved that the local model (U, w(W, n)) described in Proposition depends neither
on the choice of complement W to T X+~ in T'M|x, nor on the choice of closed extension .
We now show that, for certain classes of coregular submanifolds X C (M, 7), a good choice
of complement and/or closed extension simplifies the normal form considerably. Some of
our results recover well-known normal form and rigidity statements around distinguished
submanifolds in symplectic and Poisson geometry.

4.1. Submanifolds in symplectic geometry.

Recall that, if (M,w) is a symplectic manifold and N C M is any submanifold, then the
restriction of w to T'M|y determines the symplectic form w on a neighborhood of N (see
[We2, Theorem 4.1]). We can recover this result from our normal form, as follows.

First note that, in case 7 = w™! is symplectic, any submanifold X C (M, ) is coregular
since TX+" = TXYv where TX*» = {v € TM|x : w(v,w) = 0 Yw € TX} denotes
the symplectic orthogonal of X. Next, the local Poisson saturation (P,7p) of X is an
embedded submanifold of M of dimension dim X + rk (wﬁ(TX L”)*), by the equality .
So if 7 is symplectic, then P C M is a neighborhood of X. Finally, the Poisson structure
m(W,n) = (pr!(i!Lﬂ))n from the local model is determined by the restriction 7|x.

In conclusion, our normal form shows that, for any submanifold X of the symplectic
manifold (M, ), the restriction 7|x determines 7 on a neighborhood of X C M, which
recovers the aforementioned rigidity result in symplectic geometry.
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4.2. Poisson transversals.

A submanifold X of a Poisson manifold (M, 7) is called a Poisson transversal if it meets
each symplectic leaf transversally and symplectically, that is

TX ®TX* " =TM]|x.

In the local model of Proposition , we can take TX as a canonical complement to 7 X =
in TM|x. Then the associated embedding j : (T X+7)* < T*M|x identifies (T X*7)* with
T X°. The following simplifications occur in the local model:
e The pullback 'L of the Dirac structure L, to X defines a Poisson structure on X
[FMT], Lemma 3|, which we denote by mx € T'(A2TX).
e Consider o € T(A’TX*) and 7 € I'(T*X ® TX ") defined in (f):

(&1, &) = 7(j(&),4(&)),
7((v1, 1), (v2,&2)) = (v1,5(&2)) — (v2,5(&1)),

for £1,& € (T, X*7)* and vy,vo € T, X. Since j ((TXJ-”)*) = TX°, we get that
7 = 0, and since the restriction of 7 to the conormal bundle T X° is fiberwise non-
degenerate, we get a symplectic vector bundle ((TX J-’T)*, or).
Moreover, since X is a transversal, its local Poisson saturation (P,7p) is in fact a neigh-
borhood of X in M. In conclusion, our normal form shows that a neighborhood of X in
(M, 7) is Poisson diffeomorphic with a neighborhood of X in (T X17)* endowed with the
Poisson structure

! n
(pr'(Lay))",
where 7 is a closed extension of —o. This is exactly the normal form established in [FMI].

4.3. Coregular coisotropic submanifolds.

Recall that a submanifold N of a symplectic manifold (M, w) is called coisotropic if its
symplectic orthogonal TN« is contained in TN. Gotay’s theorem [G] provides a normal
form for w around N, which is obtained as follows. Choose a complement to TN« inside
TN, and denote by j : (I'N+«)* < T*N the induced inclusion. On the total space of the
vector bundle pr : (TN+«)* — N, one gets a closed two-form

pr'(i*w) + j wean,
where i*w is the pullback of w to N and weqy, is the canonical symplectic form on T*N.
This two-form is non-degenerate on a neighborhood of the zero section N C (T'N+t«)*
and (M, w) is isomorphic with ((TN+«)*, pr*(i*w) + j*wean) around N. In particular, the
pullback i*w € T'(A?2T*N) determines w on a neighborhood of N C M.

More generally, recall that a submanifold X of a Poisson manifold (M, ) is coisotropic
if TX1= ¢ TX. In this subsection, we prove a Poisson version of Gotay’s theorem by
specializing our normal form to coregular submanifolds i : X < (M, x) that are coisotropic.
Mimicking Gotay’s construction, we choose a complement TX = TX' " & G to get an
inclusion j : (T X17)* < T* X, and we obtain a Dirac structure

(pr'(i' L)) (16)
on (TX+7)*, where weq, denotes the canonical symplectic form on 7% X.

Corollary 4.1 (Poisson version of Gotay’s Theorem). Let X C (M, ) be coregular coisotropic.
The Dirac structure defines a Poisson structure on a neighborhood U C (TX1)* of
X, which is Poisson diffeomorphic around X with the local Poisson saturation of X.
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Proof. 1t suffices to show that the Dirac structure is diffeomorphic around X with a
local model for the local Poisson saturation of X. By Lemma [£.2] in the next subsection,
the splitting TX = TX '~ & G induces a splitting TM|x = TX '~ @& W, where

H(Wg)°) c Wg  and WenTX =G.

Denote by j : (T X17)* < T*M]|x the inclusion induced by the complement Wg; it embeds
(TX1)* into T*M|x as (Wg)°. Consider o € T(A?2TX*7) and 7 € T'(T*X @ TX ") as
defined in (f)):

o (&1, &) =7 (j(£),5(&)),
7((v1,61), (v2,€2)) = (v1,4(&2)) — (v2,5(&1)),

for £&1,& € (TIXL")* and vy, vy € T, X. Since 7 ((Wg)°) € Wg, we have o = 0, and since
WeNTX =G, we have

7((v1,61), (v2,£2)) = (v1,§(&2)) — (v2,5(£1))
= (v1,4(&2)) — (v2,5(&1))
- (j*wcanﬂx ((017§1)7(U2a€2))

for &1,& € (T, X*7)* and vy, vy € T,X. This shows that (U,?T(Wg, —j*wc,m)) is a local
model for the local Poisson saturation of X, where U C (T X*7)* is a suitable neighborhood
of X. Note however that the Dirac structure still differs by a sign from this model;
we now remedy this. Shrinking U if necessary, we can assume that U is invariant under
fiberwise multiplication by —1. Denoting this map by m_1, we have

le ((pr!(i!Lﬂ))j*wcan) — ((pr o m_1)!i!Lﬂ)(jom’l)*wC“" _ (pr!(i!LW))fj*wcam

the latter being the Poisson structure (U,Tr(Wg, —j*wcan)). This shows that the Dirac
structure is in fact Poisson on U, and that it is Poisson diffeomorphic around X with
the local Poisson saturation of X. O

In particular, the pullback Dirac structure i' L, determines a neighborhood of X in its
local Poisson saturation, up to Poisson diffeomorphism. Indeed, if one knows 'L, then
one also knows TX1= = ¢'L. N TX, hence one can construct the local model which
recovers the local Poisson saturation up to Poisson diffeomorphism around X. In the next
subsection, we generalize this result to the class of coregular pre-Poisson submanifolds.

4.4. Coregular pre-Poisson submanifolds.

Recall that, given a symplectic manifold (M, w), a submanifold i : N — (M, w) is said to
be of constant rank if the pullback ¢*w has constant rank. Marle’s constant rank theorem
[Ma] states that a neighborhood of a constant rank submanifold ¢ : N — (M, w) is deter-
mined by the pullback ¢*w and the symplectic vector bundle (TN Lo / (TN e NTN ) , w).

Generalizing this notion to Poisson geometry, a submanifold X of a Poisson manifold
(M, ) is called pre-Poisson if TX 4+ T X"~ has constant rank [CZI]. It is equivalent to ask
that the bundle map pro n¥ : TX° — TX*" — TM|x/TX has constant rank. Examples
include Poisson transversals (in which case pr o 7t is an isomorphism) and coisotropic sub-
manifolds (in which case pr o 7 is the zero map). If X is coregular pre-Poisson, i.e. TX 17
has constant rank, then its characteristic distribution 7X+ N TX also has constant rank.

In this subsection, we prove a Poisson version of Marle’s theorem by specializing our
normal form to coregular pre-Poisson submanifolds. We need the following auxiliary result.
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Lemma 4.2. Let X C (M,7) be a coregular pre-Poisson submanifold. For any choice
of splittings TX = (TX** NTX)® G and TX'* = (TX+* NTX) @ H, there exists a
complement TM|x = (TXt=NTX)® H® Wg.u such that

m ((H+Wen)') CWen and WeunTX =G.
Proof. We have in particular that
TX +TX'" = (TX"NnTX)®oGao H. (17)
The proof is divided into four steps.
Step L: 7 ((G + H)°) has constant rank, equal to twice the rank of TX1~ N TX.
Since ker 7 € (TX+7)° C (TX** NTX)°, we have
ker 78 N (G + H)° = ker o N (TX"NTX)° N (G + H)°

=ker' N (TX NTX)+G+H)°

= ker* N (TX +TX+)°

=kerm* NTX°N(TX1")°

= kernf N TX°.

Since X is coregular, the latter has constant rank, which shows that also TFﬁ((G + H)°) has
constant rank. Explicitly,

rk (Wﬁ((G—i— H)°)> =dimM —rk(G+ H) — 7‘/74:(1<:er7rTj N(G+H)°)
=dim M — rk(TX + TX ) +rk(TX " NTX) — rk(ker7* N TX°)
=dim M — rk(TX + TX* ) + rk(TX*" NTX)
— (dim M — dim X — rk(TX"7))
=rk(TX) +rk(TXt) —rk(TX + TX'™) + rk(T X1 N TX)
= 2rk(TX+" NTX).
Step 2: (71'ﬁ ((G + H)O),w) is a symplectic vector bundle, where

w(n (@), 7(8)) = m(a, B).
We first show that 7% ((G + H)°) N (G + H) = {0}. Assume that v € (G + H)° is such that
7t(y) = g+h € G+ H. Since h € TX "7, we can write h = 7#(8) for some 3 € TX°, and we

obtain that 7(y— ) = g € TX. The exact sequence then implies that v—3 € (T X+7)°,
and therefore vy € TX° + (TX17)° = (TX NTX+7)°. Hence,

ye(TXNTX ) N(G+H)° =(TX +TX ) =TX°N(TX*)°,

using in the first equality. This implies that 7#(y) € TX* NTX, so we obtain that
m(y) € (TX**NTX)N (G + H) = {0}. This shows that 7*((G + H)°) N (G + H) = {0}.

It now follows that w is non-degenerate: if 7%(a) € kerw for a € (G + H)°, then for
all B € (G+ H)° we get (rf(a),8) = 0, which shows that 7%(a) € G + H. By what we
just proved, we then get 7¥(a) € 7#((G + H)°) N (G + H) = {0}, which shows that w is
non-degenerate.

Step 3: TX+* NTX C (ﬂ'u((G + H)O),w) is a Lagrangian subbundle.
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Since G+ H C TX + TX*7, we have (TX + TX*7)° C (G + H)° and therefore
TX NTX = (TX°N(TX)°) = ((TX + TX*)°) C (G + H)°).
By Step 1, we know that the rank of Wﬂ((G + H)O) is twice the rank of TX1 = NTX, so we

only have to check that TX+* NTX C (Wﬁ((G +H )O),w) is an isotropic subbundle. This
is clearly the case, for if a, 3 € TX° N (TX*7)° then

w(m(a), 74(8)) = (r*(a), B) = 0.
Here we use that 7%(a) € TX since a € (T X17)°, and that 8 € TX".

Step 4: Let C C (Wﬁ ((G—I—H)O) , w) be a Lagrangian complement of 7X 1= NTX, and choose
any subbundle Y C TM|x such that

TM|x = (TX"NTX)e(H®GaCaY).

Then the subbundle Wg g := G © C @Y satisfies the criteria.
fae(H+G+C+Y)° then a € (G+ H)° and a € C°. So for all ¢ € C, we get

0= (o, ¢) =w(ec Wﬁ(a)),
which implies that 7#(a) € C*« = C C G+ C + Y. Therefore, n* ((H + We,n)°) C Wa,n.
The fact that Wg g NTX = G follows immediately from the decomposition
TM|x = (TX"NTX)o HoWen=TXOH®CQY. O
Lemma [4.2 implies that there is a splitting TM|x = (TX**NTX) & H ® W, where
TXt =(TX*NTX)®H and 7*((H+W)°) CW.

Since 7 ((H + W)°, W°) = 0, a local model for the local Poisson saturation of X defined in
terms of the complement W can be constructed out of the data

(H,W,#Lm (W°/(H + W)°,7r)>. (18)

Interpreting the vector bundle W°/(H 4+ W)° as a well-defined version of the “quotient”
(TX+)*/(TX+= NTX)*, we regard this fact as a Poisson analog of Marle’s theorem.

Corollary 4.3 (Poisson version of Marle’s theorem). If X C (M, n) is a coregular pre-
Poisson submanifold, then a quadruple as in determines a neighborhood of X in its
local Poisson saturation, up to Poisson diffeomorphism.

The corollary shows that the local Poisson saturation of a coregular pre-Poisson subman-
ifold is determined by less data than that of a general coregular submanifold, since it uses
7 on a quotient of W° rather than on all of W°. The exception are those pre-Poisson sub-
manifolds X for which TX1=NTX = 0; these are the coregular Poisson-Dirac submanifolds
of (M, ) (see |CE| §8.2] or [CEM, §8.3]). They are studied in the recent work [BFM].

Remark 4.4. For the classes of coregular submanifolds X C (M, ) considered in this section,
we summarize loosely the data that determine the local Poisson saturation (P, 7p) near X.

H Type of submanifold ‘ (P, 7p) locally determined by H
X C (M, ) Poisson transversal i' Ly and (X Lry
X C (M, ) coregular coisotropic i' L
X C (M, 7) coregular pre-Poisson | i'L, and T|(rx Lry* ) (P X Lr AT X)*
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5. COISOTROPIC EMBEDDINGS OF DIRAC MANIFOLDS IN POISSON MANIFOLDS

As an application of Corollary [I.1] we look at the following question, which was considered
by Cattaneo and Zambon [CZ2| and by Wade [Wal: Given a Dirac manifold (X, L), when
can it be embedded coisotropically into a Poisson manifold (M, 7)? That is, when does
there exist an embedding i : X < (M, ) such that i'L, = L and i(X) is coisotropic in
(M, m)? Moreover, to what extent is such an embedding unique?

The question on the existence of coisotropic embeddings (X, L) < (M, ) is settled in
[CZ2, Theorem 8.1]: such an embedding exists exactly when L N TX has constant rank.
The construction of (M, ) in that case is carried out as follows: a choice of complement V'
to LNTX in TX gives an inclusion j : (LNTX)* < T*X, one takes M to be the total
space of the vector bundle pr : (L NTX)* — X and one shows that the Dirac structure
(pr'L)7"@ean on M is in fact Poisson on a neighborhood of X C M. A different proof of the
existence result is given in [Wal, Theorem 4.1].

The question on the uniqueness of coisotropic embeddings (X, L) < (M, ) is still open.
In [Wal, it is claimed (without proof) that uniqueness can be obtained if L N T X defines a
simple foliation on X. In [CZ2] it is conjectured that, if (X, L) is embedded coisotropically
in two different Poisson manifolds, then these must be neighborhood equivalent around X,
provided that they are of minimal dimension dim X + rk(L N TX). However, a proof of
this uniqueness statement is only given under the additional regularity assumption that the
presymplectic leaves of (X, L) have constant dimension [CZ2, Proposition 9.4].

We now show that this extra assumption can be dropped. Using Corollary we prove
that the model (U, (pr'L)?"“en) constructed in [CZ2] is minimal, thereby obtaining the
uniqueness result in full generality. In the proof below, given an embedding i : X — (M, ),
we may assume that it is the inclusion map by identifying X with i(X).

Proposition 5.1. Let (X, L) be a Dirac manifold for which LNTX has constant rank, and
denote by pr: (LNTX)* — X the bundle projection.
i) Any coisotropic embedding i : (X, L) — (M, ) into a Poisson manifold (M, ) factors
through the local model (U, (pr!L)j*%‘m). That is, we have a diagram

(X,L) ———— (M, n)

[~

(U, (prL ")

where 1 : (U, (pr!L)j*wC‘m) — (M, ) is a Poisson embedding.
it) In particular, if (My,71) and (Ma,m2) are Poisson manifolds of minimal dimension
dim X +rk(LNTX) in which (X, L) embeds coisotropically, then (M1, m1) and (Ma, m2)
are Poisson diffeomorphic around X.
Proof. i) The assumptions imply that X C (M, ) is a coregular coisotropic submanifold,
since
TX4 " = a8(TX°) = (i'L,)NTX = LNTX. (19)
Denote by (P, 7p) the local Poisson saturation of X C (M, ). By Corollary there
is a neighborhood U C (LNTX)* of X and a Poisson embedding
¢+ (U (pr'LY" ) — (P.p).

Since (P, 7p) is an embedded submanifold of (M, ), this proves the statement.
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ii) By what we just proved, there exist a neighborhood U C (L NTX)* of X and two
Poisson embeddings

b1 - (U, (pr!L)j*wC“"> ~ (P, 7p,),

oo : (U, (pr!L)j*wca") — (P2, 7p,),

where (P1,7p,) and (Pa, wp,) denote the local Poisson saturations of X in (Mj,71) and
(My, m2), respectively. The assumption implies that, for [ = 1,2:
dim P, = dimTX* ™ = dim X + rk(L N TX) = dim M;,

where we used . Since P, C M; is an embedded submanifold, this shows that
P, € M is a neighborhood of X, for [ = 1,2. So the composition ¢2 o d)l_l is a Poisson
diffeomorphism between neighborhoods of X in (Mj,7;) and (Ma, m2).

0

6. COREGULAR SUBMANIFOLDS IN DIRAC GEOMETRY

We now discuss how the results that we obtained in Sections[I} 2] and 3] can be generalized
to the setting of Dirac manifolds. The relevant tools are developed in [FM2], from which
we adopt the terminology and notation. For background on Dirac geometry, see e.g. [B].

Definition 6.1. We call an embedded submanifold X of a Dirac manifold (M, L) coregular
if the map pry : L|x — TM|x /T X, which is obtained composing the anchor pry: L — TM
with the projection to the normal bundle, has constant rank.

Given any submanifold i : X < (M, L), we have at points z € X that

— pry(Ly) +To X
T (L;) = ,

and therefore
X C (M, L) is coregular < prp(L) + TX has constant rank
< ker((di)*) N L has constant rank,

using that ker((di)*) N L = (pry(L) +7X)°. In particular, the Dirac structure L automat-
ically induces a Dirac structure on a coregular submanifold X C (M, L) [B, Prop. 1.10].

We recall some results about sprays and dual pairs in Dirac geometry [FM2].

Definition 6.2. Let L C TM &T* M be a Dirac structure on M, and let s : L — M denote
the bundle projection. A spray for L is a vector field V € X(L) satisfying

i) ds(V,) = prp(a) for all a € L,

ii) mfV = tV, where m; : L — L denotes fiberwise multiplication by ¢ # 0.

Sprays exist on any Dirac structure. Condition ii) implies that the spray ) vanishes along
the zero section M C L, and therefore there exists a neighborhood ¥ C L of M on which the
flow @ of V is defined for all times € € [0, 1]. We can then define the spray exponential
associated with V as

expy : X — M :a > s(p1(a)).
Moreover, this neighborhood ¥ C L supports a two-form w defined by

1
w::/0 ©F ((prye ) *wean ) de, (20)
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where prp« : L — T M is the projection and weq, is the canonical symplectic form on T* M.
It is proved in [FM2| that, shrinking ¥ C L if necessary, these data fit into a Dirac dual
pair:

(M, L) = (8, Cr(w)) — (M,~L). (21)
This means that both legs in the diagram are surjective, forward Dirac submersions,
and we have the additional requirements that w(V,W) = 0 and VN K N W = 0, where
V =kerds, W = kerdexpy, and K = kerw.

We need the following lemma, which is a Dirac substitute for Lemma[I.5] The statement
is not exactly the Dirac analog of Lemma we address this in Remark below.

Lemma 6.3. Consider a Dirac dual pair
(My, L) +—2— (%, Gr(w)) —4— (My, —Ly),

and let X C (My, Lo) be a coregular submanifold. We denote V := kerds, W := kerdt and
K :=kerw. Then WNds (T X) has constant rank, equal to the rank of pr7 (T X) C Lo|x.

Proof. Consider the following diagram of vector bundle maps:

Wls1(x) —— TMo|x/TX

R{ W | (22)

R(Wl-s(x)) ——— Lolx

Here R, is an injective bundle map defined by R, : W — TX @ T*Y : w — w + t,,w. The
map ¢ : R,(W) — Lo is defined by setting ¢(w + t,w) := ds(w) + 3, where § is uniquely
determined by the relation ds*(f) = ¢,w. Note that v is well-defined: existence of 3 follows
from the fact that w(V,W) = 0, and  is unique since s is a submersion. Since the map
s: (2,Gr(w)) — (Mo, Lo) is forward Dirac, ¥(w + t,w) = ds(w) + S is contained in Ly.
Moreover, we claim that the map 1 is an isomorphism. To see that i is injective,
assume that (w + tyw) = ds(w) + = 0 for some w € W. Then = 0, and therefore
tyw = ds*(8) = 0, so that w € W N K. But also ds(w) = 0, so that w € V. Hence
w €V NKNW =0, which shows that 1 is injective. Since the rank of R, (W) is given by

rk(Ry(W)) = rk(W) = dim ¥ — dim M; = dim M, = rk(Ly),

it follows that ¢ : R,(W) — Lg is a vector bundle isomorphism. Since the diagram ([22))
commutes, it follows that

rk(ds : Wls-1(x)y = TMo|x/TX) = rk(prr : Lo|x — TMo|x/TX)
= dim My — 7k (pr;' (TX)).
Consequently, we obtain that
rk(Wnds ™ (TX)) = rk(W) — dim My + rk(pr7' (T X)) = rk(pry (T X)),
which finishes the proof of the lemma. O

Remark 6.4. For completeness, we state here the Dirac geometric analog of Lemma [1.5
Recall that a forward Dirac map ¢ : (Mo, Lg) — (Mj, L) is strong if Ly Nkerdy = 0.
When Lg is the graph of a closed 2-form, then the map ¢ is called a presymplectic
realization of (Mj, L1). One can show that the following is true:
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“Let s : (X, Gr(w)) — (M, L) be a strong forward Dirac submersion, and assume that
X C (M, L) is a coregular submanifold. If V := kerds, then V+« Nds~™ (T X) has constant
rank, equal to the rank of pr}l(TX).”

We won’t address this in more detail, since we want to use the legs of the diagram (21))
and these are in general not presymplectic realizations. Indeed, using expressions for w|ys
that appear in [FM2], one can check that

(Gr(w) Nkerds)|yy =06 LNTM CTM & L,
(Gr(w) Nkerdexpy)|y = {(—v,v):ve LNTM}CTM & L,
so that both legs are presymplectic realizations only when the Dirac structure L is Poisson.

In that case, w is non-degenerate along M C 3, so that shrinking . if necessary, the diagram
is a full dual pair. In particular, the legs of the diagram are symplectic realizations.

We obtain the following generalization of Theorem [I.6]

Theorem 6.5. Let X C (M, L) be a coregular submanifold.

(1) There exists an embedded invariant submanifold (P, Lp) C (M, L) containing X that
lies inside the saturation Sat(X).

(2) Shrinking P if necessary, there exists a neighborhood U of X in M such that (P, Lp)
is the saturation of X in (U, L|y).

Proof. The proof is divided into four steps, just like the proof of Theorem

Step 1: Construction of the submanifold P C M.

Choose a spray V € X(L) and denote by expy, : ¥ C L — M the corresponding spray
exponential. Let s : L — M denote the bundle projection. Note that expy(a) and s(a)
lie in the same presymplectic leaf of (M, L), for all a € L. Indeed, the path t — ¢ (a) is
an A-path for the Lie algebroid A = (L, [, ], pry), covering the path ¢ — s(¢¢(a)) which
connects s(a) with expy,(a). In particular, we have that expy,(3|x) C Sat(X).

Since X C (M, L) is coregular, we have that pr'(TX) is a subbundle of L|x, being the
kernel of the constant rank bundle map pry : L|x — TM|x/TX. Choose a complement
Lix = pr}l(TX) @ C and consider the restriction expy, : CNY — M. It fixes points of X,
and its differential along X reads [EM2, Lemma 7|:

dexpy : T, X & Cy — T M : (u,a) — u+ prp(a).
This map is injective and therefore, shrinking ¥ if necessary, the map expy, : CNYX — M is
an embedding by Prop. We set P := expy,(CNE).
Step 2: Shrinking ¥ if necessary, we have that P = expy,(X|x).

It is enough to show that the restriction of expy, to X|x has constant rank, equal to the rank
of expy |cnx. To see this, we apply Lemma to the self-dual pair , and we obtain
that

ker (d(expy |5y )) = ker(dexpy) N ds 1T X)

has constant rank, equal to the rank of pr}l(TX ) C L|x. This implies that the rank of
expy |Z\ « 1s constant, equal to

rk(expv ‘Elx) =dim X 4 rk(L) — Tk(pr;l(TX))
=dim X + rk(C)

= rk( expy, ]Cmg).
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Step 3: The submanifold P C (M, L) is invariant.

We have to check that the characteristic distribution prp(L) of L is tangent to P, i.e.
that prp (Lexpv(a)) C (dexpy)a(TuX|x) for all a € ¥|x. We will first show that

prp (Lexpv(a)) = (d eXPv)a<Wl“’)a
where W denotes kerdexpy, as before. To see this, first pick u + § € Lexp, (a)- Then
u— & € —L, and since the map expy, : (¥, Gr(w)) — (M, —L) is forward Dirac, there exists
v € T, X such that v + t,w is expy-related with v — &, i.e.

{va = (dexpy);(=€),
u = (dexpy)q(v).

This implies that v € W so prp(u+€) = u = (dexpy)q(v) is contained in (d expy,)q(WL).

Conversely, assume v € T,Y lies in W+, Then 1w = (dexpy)Z(€) for some € € T;va (M-

This implies that (dexpy)aq(v) + € is expy-related with v + ¢,w € Gr(w), and since the map
expy : (2,Gr(w)) — (M,—L) is forward Dirac, we get that (dexpy).(v) + & € —L, i.e.
(dexpy)a(v) — & € L. Tt follows that (dexpy)q(v) € prp (Lexpv(a)).

Consequently, we obtain that

(dexpy)a (W)

(dexpy)a(V + WNK)

C (dexpy)a(ds™(TX))

= (dexpy)a(TaX]x), (23)

where the second equality uses [FM2, Lemma 3|, and the third equality holds because
W = kerdexpy, and V = kerds C ds™!(T'X). This proves Step 3.

Step 4: Construction of the neighborhood U of X.

The proof is completely analogous to the proof of Step 4 in Theorem[I.6] We want to extend
the map expy, : CN X — M to a local diffeomorphism. To do so, we choose a complement

TM|x =TX & (prp(C) @ E)

Prr (Lexpv (a) )

and a linear connection V on T'M. We obtain a map
Y:0C(CHE)— M:(a,e) — expy (Trexpv(m)e) ,

which is a diffeomorphism onto a neighborhood of X. Here O is a suitable convex neigh-
borhood of the zero section, and Ty, (ta) denotes parallel transport along the curve
t — expy(ta) for t € [0,1]. Note that ¢(a,0) = expy,(a), so shrinking P, we can assume
that P =4 (0N (C @ {0})). Setting U := 1(0O) finishes the proof. O

In the following, we denote by (P, Lp) the Dirac manifold constructed in Thm. we
refer to it as the local Dirac saturation of X. Since X is a Dirac transversal in (P, Lp),
the normal form theorem around Dirac transversals [BLM|, [FM2] gives a normal form for
the local Dirac saturation around X. We will reprove this result, continuing the argument

from Theorem We need the following Dirac version of Lemma

Lemma 6.6. Let i : X < (M, L) be a coregular submanifold with local Dirac saturation
(P,Lp). Then the following is a weak Dirac dual pair, in the sense of [FM2]:

(X,i'L) «2— (S|x, Gr(w|x)) —2 (P, —Lp). (24)
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This means that w|x is a closed two-form on X|x, that s and expy, are surjective forward
Dirac submersions, and that

w|x(S1,S2) =0, (25)
rk(S1 N K NSy) = dimX|x — dim X — dim P, (26)

where Sy := kerds, Sy := kerd expy, and K := ker(w|x).

Proof. The only non-trivial part is that equality holds. The other claims are proved
exactly like in Lemma so we don’t address them here.

To prove (26), note that S;NK NSy = VN(ds™ (T X))-<NW, where V, W are the vertical
distributions of the original dual pair . Note that for any subspace U, C (T,3,w,), we
have

dim(U2+) = dim(T,%) — dim(U,) + dim(U, N K,),

where K := kerw. It follows that a family U C TY of linear subspaces has constant rank if
both U+« and U N K have constant rank. On one hand, we have

(Vs (TX) ™ nNW)nK =0,

since VN K NW = 0. On the other hand, we consider (V N (ds™}(T'X))* NW) e Using
that K C (ds™(7TX))*, one checks that

(VN (ds~(TX)) " n W)™ = (VW)= + ((ds™H(TX)) ™).
Moreover, using that V' and W are the vertical distributions of the dual pair , one proves
that (V N W)te = V4o 4 W, Altogether, we obtain
(VN (ds™H(TX)) " n W)™ = Vi 4 ((ds™H(TX)) ) + wie
=Vt 4t dsTHTX) + K + W
=Vt £ ds HTX) + Wte
=WH+VNK+ds {(TX)+V+WNK
=W 4ds N (TX)+V
=W 4 ds™ (T X).
In the fourth equality, we use [FM2, Lemma 3]. Using Lemma we have now proved that
SINKNSy=VnN(ds YTX))L N W has constant rank. The rank is given by
rk(V N (ds™ (TX) ™ nW) =rk(TZ) — rk(W + ds™ 1 (TX))
= rk(TE) — rk(W) — rk(ds™ (T X)) + k(W nds™1(T X))
=dim(L) — rk(W) — dim(X) — rk(V) + rk(prT (TX))
= dim(M) — dim(expy(X|x)) + rk(L) — rk(V)
= dim(X) — rk(V) — dim(expy, (2| x))
= dim(X|x) — dim(X) — dim(expy(X]x))-

This is exactly the rank condition , so the proof is finished. ]
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Corollary 6.7. Leti: X — (M, L) be a coregular submanifold. We choose a complement
Lix = pry (TX) © C and denote by j : C < L|x the inclusion. The local Dirac saturation
(P,Lp) of X is diffeomorphic with

(CNx, (s L)kx).

In particular, (P, Lp) is determined by the pullback Dirac structure i'L, up to diffeomor-
phisms and exact gauge transformations.

Proof. Applying [FM2, Prop.6] to the diagram , we have the following equality of Dirac
structures on X|x:

(/1) = (expy)'Lp.

Taking the pullback under the map j, which is transverse to this Dirac structure, we obtain
(s'('L) "X = (expy o) Lp,

which is an equality of Dirac structures on C'N Y. We showed in Theorem [6.5] that exp,, oj
is a diffeomorphism from C' N Y onto P, which proves the first statement. Moreover, since
—j*w|x is closed and its pullback to X C C'N X vanishes, it is exact on a neighborhood of
X, by the relative Poincaré lemma. This implies the second statement of the corollary. [J

Remark 6.8. As mentioned before, the submanifold X is a Dirac transversal in (P, Lp).
Corollary agrees with the normal form around Dirac transversals proved in [FM2], upon
identifying the normal bundle TP|x /T X with C.

7. APPENDIX

We prove a result in differential topology that may be of independent interest. It should
be standard, but we could not find a reference in the literature. The statement is well-known
under the stronger assumption that the derivative of the map is an isomorphism along the
zero section [Mul, Lemma 6.1.3]. Our strategy is to reduce the proof to this case.

Proposition 7.1. Let E — N be a vector bundle, and let ¢ : E — M be a smooth map
satisfying

{go]N is an embedding (27)

(de)p is injective Yp € N
Then there is a neighborhood U C E of N such that ¢|y is an embedding.

Proof. We get a vector subbundle dy|n(E) C T'M|,ny which has trivial intersection with
T@(N). Choose a complement C' to dp|y(E) ®@ Tp(N) in T'M|,y, i-e.

TM|pny =Te(N) ®de|n(E) ® C.
Fix a linear connection V on T'M, and define a map
V:E® (o|n)"C— M : (e,c) = expy (Tr¢<te)c),

where T'r ) denotes parallel transport along the curve t — p(te) for t € [0,1]. We slightly
abuse notation, since the map v is only defined on a small enough neighborhood of the zero
section N. Clearly, v satisfies the following properties:

e 1) restricts to ¢|y along the zero section N.
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e For p € N and a vertical tangent vector (e,c) € T,(E ® (¢|n)*C), we have

d d
(dy)p(e, ) = e S:Ow(se,O) + 1 8:01/)(0, sc)
e expy (Op(se)) + &), expy(sc)
= dis - p(se) +c¢

= (dg)p(e) + ¢,
which shows that di is an isomorphism at points of the zero section.
e We have that (e, 0) = p(e), i.e. the following diagram commutes:

E® (p|n)*C

P (28)

FE—— M

Using the first and second bullet point above, the inverse function theorem for submanifolds
(e.g. |Mu, Lemma 6.1.3]) shows that 1 is an embedding on a neighborhood of N. Since
also the inclusion F — E & (¢|n)*C on the left in is an embedding, it follows that ¢
is an embedding on a neighborhood of N in F. O

Remark 7.2. If amap ¢ : U C E — M satisfying the assumptions of Proposition
is only defined on a neighborhood U C E of N, then the conclusion of the proposition still
holds. This can be obtained, for instance, by constructing a smooth map p : £ — FE such
that u(E) C U and p = Id near N (see [H, Chapter 4, §5]). Then Proposition implies
that the composition p o : E — M is an embedding on a neighborhood of N, hence the
same holds for .
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