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D. Garćıa-Beltrán 1† , J. C. Rúız-Pantaleón 2‡ and Yu. Vorobiev 3§

† CONACyT Research–Fellow, Departamento de Matemáticas, Universidad de Sonora, México
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Abstract. We present a class of Poisson structures on trivial extension algebras which generalize some
known structures induced by Poisson modules and allow us to give an algebraic setting for the so–called
infinitesimal Poisson algebras. We show that there exists a one–to–one correspondence between such class
of Poisson structures and some data involving (not necessarily flat) contravariant derivatives, and then we
give a formulation of this result in terms of Lie algebroids. Some examples coming from Poisson modules
and Poisson submanifolds are given.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study Poisson structures on trivial extension algebras of a given Poisson algebra which
are compatible with the given Poisson structure in a natural way. Such a class generalizes some known
Poisson algebra structures induced by Poisson modules [2, 3, 4, 15]. One of our main motivations is to
provide a general algebraic framework for the study of (infinitesimal) Poisson algebras that arise in the
problem of constructing first–order approximations of Poisson structures around Poisson submanifolds
[12] (see also [11]). We present a general algorithm for the construction of Poisson structures on trivial
extension algebras based on the notion of a contravariant derivative [13]. In particular, the Poisson
structures induced by Poisson modules are associated to flat contravariant derivatives.

Recall that, the trivial extension algebra P0 ⋉ P1 of a commutative R–algebra P0 by a P0–(bi)module
P1 is the commutative R–algebra consisting of the R–module P0 ⊕ P1 with multiplication defined by

(f ⊕ η) · (g ⊕ ξ) := fg ⊕ (fξ + gη), f, g ∈ P0, η, ξ ∈ P1. (1.1)

Here, by R we denote a commutative ring with unit.
If P0 admits a Poisson algebra structure, it is well–known that every Poisson module P1 over P0

induces a Poisson structure on P0 ⋉ P1. In this case, the natural projection P0 ⋉ P1 ! P0 is a Poisson
morphism. This property is our starting point for constructing a more general class of Poisson structures
on trivial extension algebras.

Trivial extension algebras has played an important role in several branches of algebra and geometry.
In particular, they arise in the study of the infinitesimal geometry around Poisson submanifolds [12].
Recently, trivial extension algebras were characterized as some algebras on which every derivation is inner
[1]. As is known, Poisson modules are closely related with the notion of flat contravariant derivative [2, 3].
This fact was exploited for the study of the semiclassical geometry associated with the quantization of
the deformation of vector bundles over Poisson manifolds [2] (see also [4]).

In this paper, for a given Poisson algebra P0, we consider Poisson structures on the trivial extension
algebra P0 ⋉ P1 in (1.1) such that the natural projection P0 ⋉ P1 ! P0 is a Poisson morphism, which we
call admissible Poisson structures (Definition 3.1). We show that there exists a one–to–one correspon-
dence between admissible Poisson structures and data consisting of a (not necessarily flat) contravariant
derivative, a Lie bracket on P1 and a P1–valued mapping satisfying some compatibility conditions repre-
senting a factorization of the Jacobi identity (Theorem 4.4). Moreover, the data, which we call Poisson
triples (Definition 4.1), parameterize admissible Poisson structures and the associated objects. In the case
when the contravariant derivative is flat and is the only non–trivial data Poisson structures on P0 ⋉ P1

induced by Poisson modules [2, 3, 4, 15] are recovered. We also show that there exists a one–to–one
correspondence between admissible Poisson algebras and Lie algebroids [9, 10] on Ω1

P0
⊕ P1 satisfying the

condition that the natural projection Ω1
P0

⊕ P1 ! Ω1
P0

is a Lie algebroid morphism (Theorem 4.4). Here,
(Ω1

P0
, [ , ]0, ̺0) is the Lie algebroid of the Poisson algebra P0 [9, 7].

We describe the Casimir elements and the Poisson and Hamiltonian derivations of admissible Poisson
algebras by means of Poisson triples. Furthermore, the space of all Hamiltonian derivations is completely
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characterized in Theorem 5.11 and, in particular cases, the space of all Poisson derivations are also given
in Corollary 5.15 and Proposition 5.16. These results can be used for the computation of the cohomology
of the Poisson algebra [8] on P0 ⋉ P1 and the generalization of the results obtained in [15]. These general
results are also applied to the classes of admissible Poisson algebras associated to the Poisson modules
and Poisson submanifolds.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we recall basic definitions. In section 3, we define
admissible Poisson structures on trivial extension algebras and study some properties. In section 4,
we show that there exists a one–to–one correspondence between admissible Poisson algebras, Poisson
triples and a class of Lie algebroids. Finally, in Section 6, we study admissible Poisson algebras induced
by Poisson modules and, in Section 7, the admissible Poisson algebras which arise in the infinitesimal
geometry of Poisson submanifolds are described.

2 Preliminaries

Here, we recall some basic facts about Poisson algebras and Lie algebroids structures (for more details,
see also [9, 10, 7]).

Poisson Algebras. Throughout this section P denotes an associative and commutative unital algebra,
with product · , over a commutative ring R with unit.

Definition 2.1 A Poisson structure on P is a Lie bracket { , } : P × P ! P compatible with the product
by the so called Leibniz rule,

{a, b · c} = {a, b} · c+ b · {a, c},

for all a, b, c ∈ P .

The triple P = (P, ·, { , }) is called a Poisson (R–)algebra. A Poisson subalgebra of a Poisson algebra
P is an associative subalgebra S of P which is closed under the Poisson structure, {S, S} ⊆ S. An
associative ideal I of P is called Poisson ideal if it is also a Lie ideal with respect to the Poisson structure
of P, {P, I} ⊆ I.

A Casimir element of P is an element k ∈ P satisfying {k, a} = 0, for all a ∈ P . The Poisson subalgebra
of such elements is denoted by Casim(P).

Recall that a derivation of the commutative algebra P is an R–endomorphismD : P ! P that satisfies
the Leibniz rule: D(ab) = D(a)b + aD(b), for all a, b ∈ P . We denote the P–module of all derivations of
P by Der(P ).

A derivation of a Poisson algebra P, or Poisson derivation, is a derivation D ∈ Der(P ) which is also a
derivation of the Poisson structure, D{a, b} = {Da, b}+ {a,Db}, for all a, b ∈ P . We denote by Poiss(P)
the Lie subalgebra of all derivations of P.

Given an element h ∈ P , a derivation of the form D = adh is called a Hamiltonian derivation, asso-
ciated to the (Hamiltonian) element h, with respect to the Poisson structure { , }. Here, adh : P ! P
denotes the adjoint operator of h relative to { , } defined by adh(a) := {h, a}, for all a ∈ P .

Every Hamiltonian derivation is a derivation of the Poisson algebra P. The converse is not true, in
general. By Ham(P) we denote the Lie ideal of all Hamiltonian derivations of P, [Der(P),Ham(P)] ⊆
Ham(P). Here, and in what follows, the bracket

[ , ] : EndR(P )× EndR(P ) −! EndR(P ) (2.1)

will denote the commutator of R–endomorphisms of P defined by [D1, D2] := D1 ◦D2 −D2 ◦D1, for all
D1, D2 ∈ EndR(P ).

An R–linear map φ : (P ′, ·′, { , }′) 7! (P, ·, { , }) between two Poisson algebras is called a Poisson
morphism if it is a morphism for both the commutative and Poisson structures,

φ{a, b}′ = {φ(a), φ(b)} and φ(a ·′ b) = φ(a) · φ(b),

for all a, b ∈ P .

Example 2.2. The standard example of a Poisson algebra is given by a Poisson bivector field Π ∈ Γ ∧2
TM

on a smooth manifold M . In this case, we have that P = C∞
M is the commutative algebra of smooth

functions on M with pointwise multiplication and {f, g}Π := Π(df, dg) is the Poisson bracket on M . ⊳
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Lie Algebroids. Let P be the associative and commutative R–algebra with unit. Let A be a P–module.

Definition 2.3 A Lie algebroid structure on A over P is a tuple ([[ , ]], ̺), where [[ , ]] is a Lie bracket on
A and ̺ : A! Der(P ) is a morphism of P–modules and Lie algebras, called the anchor map,

̺[[X,Y ]] = [̺(X), ̺(Y )]; (2.2)

satisfying the following “Leibniz rule” condition

[[X, aY ]] = a[[X,Y ]] + ̺(X)(a)Y, a ∈ P, (2.3)

for all X,Y ∈ A.

The triple A = (A, [[ , ]], ̺) is called a Lie algebroid on A over P .

Remark 2.4 If ̺ = 0, then a Lie algebroid structure on A over P is just a P–linear Lie bracket on A. If
[[ , ]] = 0 and ̺ = 0, then the triple (A, 0, 0) is said to be the trivial Lie algebroid on A.

Remark 2.5 As is well–known, if A is a faithful module, then condition (2.3) implies (2.2) [9].

Remark 2.6 The definition of Lie algebroid, used in this work, is related with to the following concepts:
pseudoLie-algebras, (K,R)– or (K,A)–Lie algebras, Elie Cartan spaces and pre–spaces, Lie modules,
Lie–Cartan pairs, among others [9].

A morphism of Lie algebroids, between two Lie algebroids (A′, [[ , ]]′, ̺′) and (A, [[ , ]], ̺) over the same
commutative algebra P , is a morphism of P–modules ϕ : A′

! A such that

ϕ[[X ′, Y ′]]′ = [[ϕ(X ′), ϕ(Y ′)]] and ̺′ = ̺ ◦ ϕ, (2.4)

for all X ′, Y ′ ∈ A′.

The Lie Algebroid of a Poisson Algebra. For the associative and commutative R–algebra P with
unit 1P , we denote by Ω1

P the P–submodule of Der(P )
∗
defined by the kernel of the multiplication

P ⊗R P ! P and equipped with the R–derivation d : P ! Ω1
P defined as

df := 1P ⊗R f − f ⊗R 1P , f ∈ P.

By construction, it follows that
Ω1
P = spanP {df | f ∈ P},

(for more details, see [5, 7]). Moreover, given an α ∈ Ω1
P , we define dα through the usual formula

dα(D1, D2) := D1

(

α(D2)
)

−D2

(

α(D1)
)

− α
(

[D1, D2]
)

, D1, D2 ∈ Der(P ).

Now, suppose that (P, ·, { , }) is a Poisson algebra. Extending the mapping dh! adh by P–linearity,
we get a morphism ̺P : Ω1

P ! Der(P ) uniquely defined by

̺P (dh) := adh, h ∈ P.

Then, the triple (Ω1
P , [[ , ]]P , ̺P ) is a Lie algebroid on Ω1

P over P with Lie bracket [[ , ]]P given by

[[α, β]]P := i̺P (α)dβ − i̺P (β)dα+ d
(

β
(

̺P (α)
))

,

for all α, β ∈ Ω1
P [8, 7]. Observe that if α = df and β = dg, for some f, g ∈ P , then [[df, dg]]P = d{f, g}.

Definition 2.7 The triple (Ω1
P , [[ , ]]P , ̺P ) is called the Lie algebroid of the Poisson algebra (P, ·, { , }).

Example 2.8. Every Poissonmanifold (M,Π) induces the Lie algebroid (A = ΓT
∗M, [[ , ]] = { , }T∗M , ̺ =

Π♮), called the cotangent Lie algebroid [14, 10, 6]. ⊳

Remark 2.9 If Ω1
P carries a Lie algebroid structure ([[ , ]], ̺) over P , then we can define {f, g}̺ := ̺(df)(g),

for any f, g ∈ P . If the anchor map ̺ is skew–symmetric, df(̺(dg)) = −dg(̺(df)), and the condition
̺(d{f, g}̺) = [̺(df), ̺(dg)] holds, then the bracket { , }̺ defines a Poisson structure on P . In this case,
it is said that the Lie algebroid structure is of Poisson type [7].
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3 Admissible Poisson Algebras

In this section, we present a natural class of Poisson structures on trivial extension algebras of Poisson
algebras.

Suppose we start with

• a Poisson R–algebra P0 = (P0, ·, { , }0); and

• a P0–(bi)module P1;

where R is a commutative ring with unit.
We denote by

P = P0 ⋉ P1 (3.1)

the trivial extension algebra of the commutative algebra P0 by P1, see (1.1), and by

pr0 : P −! P0, pr1 : P −! P1, (3.2)

and
ι0 : P0 −֒! P0 ⊕ {0}, ι1 : P1 −֒! {0} ⊕ P1, (3.3)

the canonical projections and the inclusion maps, respectively.

Definition 3.1 A Poisson structure { , } on the trivial extension algebra P is said to be admissible if the
projection pr0 : P ! P0 is a Poisson morphism,

pr0{f ⊕ η, g ⊕ ξ} = {f, g}0, (3.4)

for all f ⊕ η and g ⊕ ξ in P .

Therefore, an admissible Poisson structure on P is compatible with multiplication (1.1) by the Leibniz
rule. The pair P = (P0 ⋉ P1, { , }) will be called an admissible Poisson algebra (APA).

Remark 3.2 By definition of trivial extension algebra, the projection pr0 is a morphism of commutative
algebras: pr0[(f ⊕ η) · (g ⊕ ξ)] = fg = pr0(f ⊕ η) pr0(g ⊕ ξ), for all f ⊕ η, g ⊕ ξ ∈ P .

Example 3.3. Let (A, ·, { , }0) be a Poisson algebra and P1 ⊂ A a Poisson ideal. If P0 = A/P1 is the
quotient Poisson algebra, then the trivial extension algebra of P0 by P1 is an admissible Poisson algebra
[3] with Poisson structure defined by

{

(f + P1)⊕ f ′, (g + P1)⊕ g′
}

:=
(

{f, g}0 + P1

)

⊕
(

{f, g′}0 − {g, f ′}0
)

,

for f, g ∈ A and f ′, g′ ∈ P1. ⊳

Example 3.4. Let (A, ·, { , }) be a Poisson algebra and P1 ⊂ A a Poisson ideal such that P 2
1 = 0. If

there exists a complementary subalgebra P0 ⊂ A to P1, A = P0 ⊕ P1, then (A, ·, { , }) is an admissible
Poisson algebra. ⊳

Example 3.5. Let P0 = (P0, ·, { , }0) be a Poisson algebra and P1 the P0–module of (k × k)–matrices
with entries in P0. Then, the tuple P = (P = P0 ⋉ P1, { , }) is an admissible Poisson algebra with Poisson
structure given by

{f ⊕A, g ⊕B} = {f, g}0 ⊕
(

DdfB −DdgA+ [|A,B|]
)

, (3.5)

for f ⊕A, g ⊕B ∈ P . Here, we define

(

Dg′df ′B
)

ij
:= g′{f ′, Bij}0, f ′, g′ ∈ P0; (3.6)

and [| , |] denotes the commutator of matrices. ⊳

Moreover, in Sections 6 and 7 we present two important classes of admissible Poisson algebras coming
from Poisson modules and the infinitesimal geometry of Poisson submanifolds.
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Remark 3.6 An admissible Poisson structure on P0 ⋉ P1 does not always exist. A necessary condition
is that the P0–module P1 admits a contravariant derivative (Theorem 4.4), which is generally not the
case [3].

Let P = (P, { , }) be an admissible Poisson algebra. Definition 3.1 implies that the admissible Poisson
structure of P can be represented as

{P, P} = {P0, P0}0 ⊕ pr1{P, P}. (3.7)

So, it is completely determined by the second factor pr1{P, P}. In particular, we have the following:

Lemma 3.7 Let P be an admissible Poisson algebra. The ideal {0} ⊕ P1 of the commutative algebra P
is also a Poisson ideal of P.

Therefore, the P0–module P1 inherits from P a P0–linear Lie bracket [ , ]1 defined by

[η, ξ]1 := pr1{ι1η, ι1ξ}, η, ξ ∈ P1. (3.8)

Hence, taking into account Remark 2.4, we have the following result.

Proposition 3.8 Every admissible Poisson structure on the trivial extension algebra P induces a Lie
algebroid structure on P1 over P0 with Lie bracket defined in (3.8) and the zero anchor map.

In addition to a P0–linear Lie bracket on P1, every admissible Poisson algebra induces two other data
which are presented in the next section.

4 Poisson Triples

Here, we show that admissible Poisson algebras are parameterized by some data that we call Poisson
triples involving the notion of (not necessarily flat) contravariant derivative. Moreover, such Poisson
algebras are in correspondence with a special class of Lie algebroids.

Let P be the trivial extension algebra of P0 by P1 in (3.1) and

(

Ω1
P0
, [ , ]0 = [[ , ]]P0

, ̺0 = ̺P0

)

the Lie algebroid of the Poisson algebra P0 = (P0, ·, { , }0), see Definition 2.7.
Suppose we are given a triple ([ , ],D,K) consisting of

• a P0–linear Lie bracket [ , ] on P1;

• an R–bilinear mapping D : Ω1
P0

× P1 ! P1, (α, η) 7! Dαη, satisfying

Dfαη = fDαη and Dα(fη) = fDαη + ̺0(α)(f) η, f ∈ P0;

that is said to be a contravariant derivative on P1 [13]; and

• a P0–linear skew–symmetric mapping K : Ω1
P0

× Ω1
P0

! P1.

Assume that the triple ([ , ],D,K
)

satisfies the following conditions

[Dα, adη] = adDαη, (4.1)

adK(α,β) = [Dα,Dβ]−D[α,β]0, (4.2)

S
(α,β,γ)

DαK(β, γ) +K(α, [β, γ]0) = 0, (4.3)

for all α, β, γ ∈ P0 and η ∈ P1. Here, adη := [η, ·], the bracket [ , ] is the commutator of endomorphism
(2.1) and S denotes the cyclic sum.

Definition 4.1 A triple ([ , ],D,K) satisfying (4.1)–(4.3) is said to be a Poisson triple of the trivial
extension algebra P .
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Conditions (4.1)–(4.3) can be interpreted as follows: equality (4.1) says that the contravariant deriva-
tive D is a derivation of the Lie bracket [ , ], that is, D[η, ξ] = [Dη, ξ] + [η,Dξ], for all η, ξ ∈ P1. Condition
(4.2) states that K controls the curvature of D,

CurvD(α, β) := [Dα,Dβ]−D[α,β]0, α, β ∈ Ω1
P0
; (4.4)

in the sense that CurvD = adK. In particular, the contravariant derivative D is flat, CurvD = 0, if
and only if K takes values in the center of the Lie bracket [ , ]. Finally, condition (4.3) is a Bianchi
identity type for K, meaning that ∂DK = 0, where ∂D is the (contravariant) differential induced by D,
(∂DK)(α, β, γ) := S(α,β,γ)DαK(β, γ) +K(α, [β, γ]0).

Remark 4.2 The difference Dα −D′
α, for two contravariant derivatives D and D′ on P1, defines a P0–

linear endomorphism of P1 for each α ∈ Ω1
P0
. So, given a P0–bilinear map Ξ : Ω1

P0
× P1 ! P1, the sum

D+ Ξ is a (new) contravariant derivative on P1.

Example 4.3. Let P0 = (P0, ·, { , }0) be a Poisson algebra and P1 the P0–module of (k × k)–matrices
with entries in P0. Then, a Poisson triple of P0 ⋉ P1 is given by

(

[ , ] = [| , |],D = D,K = 0
)

, (4.5)

where [| , |] is the commutator of matrices and D is defined in (3.6). ⊳

Now, let us consider the direct sum of the P0–modules Ω1
P0

and P1,

A = Ω1
P0

⊕ P1. (4.6)

Let ([[ , ]], ̺) be a Lie algebroid structure on A over P0. By (2.4), the canonical projection proj0 : A! Ω1
P0

is a morphism of Lie algebroids if

proj0[[α⊕ η, β ⊕ ξ]] = [α, β]0, α⊕ η, β ⊕ ξ ∈ A; (4.7)

and
̺ = ̺0 ◦ proj0. (4.8)

So, Lie algebroid structures on A for which proj0 is a morphism of Lie algebroids are of the form
([[ , ]], ̺0 ◦ proj0), for some Lie bracket [[ , ]] on A satisfying (4.7).

We arrive at the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.4 Let P0 = (P0, ·, { , }0) be a Poisson R–algebra and P1 a P0–module. Consider the triv-
ial extension algebra P = P0 ⋉ P1 of the commutative algebra P0 by P1. Then, there is a one–to–one
correspondence between the sets of

(i) the Poisson structures on P satisfying (3.4);

(ii) the Poisson triples of P ;

(iii) the Lie algebroid structures ([[ , ]], ̺0 ◦ proj0) on A over P0 satisfying (4.7).

As a consequence of this theorem, we conclude that the existence of a contravariant derivative on P1

is a necessary condition for the trivial extension algebra P to admit an admissible Poisson structure, as
mentioned in Remark 3.6.

Example 4.5. Let P = (P = P0 ⋉ P1, { , }) be the admissible Poisson algebra (3.5) in Example 3.5.
The corresponding Poisson triple of P is given in (4.5). The corresponding Lie algebroid structure
([[ , ]], ̺0 ◦ proj0) on Ω1

P0
⊕ P1 over P0 is defined by the Lie bracket [[df ⊕ A, dg ⊕ B]] := [df, dg]0 ⊕

(DdfB −DdgA+ [|A,B|]), for all f, g ∈ P0 and A,B ∈ P1. ⊳

The rest of this section will be devoted to the proof of Theorem 4.4.

APA and Poisson Triples. First, we show that there is a one–to–one correspondence between admis-
sible Poisson algebras and Poisson triples.
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Lemma 4.6 Each Poisson triple ([ , ],D,K) of the commutative algebra P induces an admissible Poisson
structure on P defined by

{f ⊕ η, g ⊕ ξ} := {f, g}0 ⊕
(

Ddfξ −Ddgη + [η, ξ] +K(df, dg)
)

, (4.9)

for all f ⊕ η, g ⊕ ξ ∈ P .

The proof of this lemma is a direct verification that conditions (4.1)–(4.3) give a factorization of the
Jacobi identity for the bracket in (4.9).

Using (4.9), one can show that the converse is also true.

Lemma 4.7 Each admissible Poisson algebra P = (P, { , }) induces a Poisson triple ([ , ]1,D
P,KP) of

P , where [ , ]1 is the Lie bracket in (3.8), and DP and KP are defined by

D
P

dfη := pr1{ι0f, ι1η}, (4.10)

K
P(df, dg) := pr1{ι0f, ι0g}, (4.11)

for all f, g ∈ P0 and η ∈ P1. Moreover, the Poisson structure { , } is parameterized by this Poisson triple
in the same way as (4.9). Here, pr1 is the natural projection in (3.2), and ιi are the inclusion maps in
(3.3), for i = 0, 1.

Direct computations show that the Jacobi identity for { , } implies that DP in (4.10) and KP in (4.11)
satisfies (4.3) and are compatible with [ , ]1 by conditions (4.1) and (4.2). This completes the proof of
the correspondence between the items (i) and (ii) in Theorem 4.4.

Now, by (4.11), we derive the following consequence.

Corollary 4.8 The subalgebra P0 ⊕ {0} of P is a Poisson subalgebra of P if and only if KP = 0.

Example 4.9. For the admissible Poisson algebra P = (P0 ⋉ P1, { , }) in (3.5) the subalgebra P0 ⊕ {0}
is a Poisson subalgebra of P since the corresponding Poisson triple (4.5) is such that KP = 0. ⊳

As a consequence of Corollary 4.8, by (4.2) and (4.4), admissible Poisson algebras for which P0 ⊕ {0}
is a Poisson subalgebra induces flat contravariant derivatives on P1. Such a class of admissible Poisson
algebras is given, for example, by Poisson modules (Section 6).

Poisson Triples and Lie Algebroids. We show that there is a one–to–one correspondence between
Poisson triples and Lie algebroid structures on A over P0 with Lie bracket satisfying (4.7) and anchor
map of the form (4.8).

Lemma 4.10 Each Poisson triple ([ , ],D,K) of the commutative algebra P induces a Lie algebroid
structure on A over P0 with Lie bracket given by

[[α⊕ η, β ⊕ ξ]] = [α, β]0 ⊕
(

Dαξ −Dβη + [η, ξ] +K(α, β)
)

, (4.12)

for all α⊕ η, β ⊕ ξ ∈ A, and anchor map ̺ = ̺0 ◦ proj0.

Conditions (4.1)–(4.3) for Poisson triples imply that the bracket in (4.12) is a Lie bracket on A which
is compatible with the Lie algebra morphism ̺0 ◦ proj0 by means of the Leibniz rule (2.3).

By construction, the Lie bracket in (4.12) satisfies condition (4.7). So, for the reciprocal, suppose that
A = ([[ , ]], ̺0 ◦ proj0) is a Lie algebroid structure on A over P0 satisfying (4.7). Then, the Lie bracket [[ , ]]
of A can be represented as

[[A,A]] =
[

Ω1
P0
,Ω1

P0

]

0
⊕ proj1[[A,A]], (4.13)

where proj1 : A! P1 is the canonical projection. In other words, the Lie bracket [[ , ]] is completely
determined by the second factor proj1[[A,A]].

From (4.13) we deduce the following:

Lemma 4.11 The submodule {0} ⊕ P1 of A is a Lie ideal of the Lie algebroid A, [[A, 1P1]] ⊆ 1P1. Here,
1 : P1 !֒ {0} ⊕ P1 is the inclusion map.
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Consequently, the P0–module P1 admits a P0–linear Lie bracket [ , ]A1 defined by

[η, ξ]A1 := proj1[[1η, 1ξ]], η, ξ ∈ P1. (4.14)

Taking into account Remark 2.4 we have the following result.

Proposition 4.12 Each Lie algebroid structure ([[ , ]], ̺0 ◦ proj0) on A over P0 satisfying (4.7) induces a
Lie algebroid structure on P1 over P0 with Lie bracket defined in (4.14) and the zero anchor map.

Now, we define the following data:

• a P0–linear mapping D
A : Ω1

P0
! EndP0

(P1),

D
A

α η := proj1 [[0α, 1η]], α ∈ Ω1
P0
, η ∈ P1; (4.15)

• a P0–linear skew–symmetric mapping KA : Ω1
P0

× Ω1
P0

! P1,

K
A(α, β) := proj1 [[0α, 0β]], α, β ∈ Ω1

P0
. (4.16)

Here, 0 : P0 !֒ P0 ⊕ {0} is the inclusion map.

Lemma 4.13 The data ([ , ]A1 ,D
A,KA) in (4.14)–(4.16) define a Poisson triple of the commutative

algebra P .

This completes the proof of the correspondence between the items (ii) and (iii) in Theorem 4.4.

5 Poisson and Hamiltonian Derivations

In this section, we describe the Casimir elements and the Poisson and Hamiltonian derivations of an
admissible Poisson algebra in terms of the corresponding Poisson triple.

Let P = (P = P0 ⋉ P1, { , }) be an admissible Poisson algebra and ([ , ]1,D
P,KP) the corresponding

Poisson triple of P . Recall that P0 = (P0, ·, { , }0) is a Poisson R–algebra and P1 is a P0–module.
We denote the P0–module of P1–valued derivations of P0 by

Der(P0;P1) := {D : P0 ! P1 | D(fg) = fDg + gDf, for all f, g ∈ P0}.

For each f ⊕ η ∈ P , we define the following element of Der(P0;P1):

Tf⊕η ≡ T
P

f⊕η := K
P
(

df, d( · )
)

−D
P

d(·)η. (5.1)

The kernel of the R–linear morphism f ⊕ η 7! Tf⊕η is denoted by

kerT =
{

f ⊕ η ∈ P | Tf⊕η = 0
}

.

Lemma 5.1 The set kerT is a Lie subalgebra of P, {kerT, kerT} ⊆ kerT. Moreover, the intersection
(Casim(P0)⊕ P1) ∩ kerT is a Poisson subalgebra of P.

This lemma is a direct consequence of the following useful identity:

T{f⊕η,g⊕ξ} = Tf⊕η ◦ ad
0
g − Tg⊕ξ ◦ ad

0
f +

(

D
P

df + adη
)

◦ Tg⊕ξ −
(

D
P

dg + adξ
)

◦ Tf⊕η, (5.2)

for all f ⊕ η, g ⊕ ξ ∈ P . Here, and in what follows, ad0f and adη stands for the adjoint operators given

by ad0f = {f, ·}0 and adη = [η, ·]1.

Casimir Elements. Recall that an element k ⊕ ζ ∈ P is a Casimir element of the admissible Poisson
algebra P if and only if {k ⊕ ζ, f ⊕ η} = 0, for all f ⊕ η ∈ P . This yields the following useful criterion:

• An element k ⊕ ζ ∈ P is a Casimir element of P if and only if k ∈ Casim(P0) and {k ⊕ ζ, f ⊕ η} ∈
P0 ⊕ {0}, for all f ⊕ η ∈ P .
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This criterion and formula (4.9) give rise to the following description of the Casimir elements of an
admissible Poisson algebra.

Lemma 5.2 An element k ⊕ ζ ∈ P is a Casimir element of P if and only if

k ∈ Casim(P0), k ⊕ ζ ∈ kerT and D
P

dk + adζ = 0. (5.3)

Note that the third condition in (5.3) is well–defined since DP

dk : P0 ! P0 is a P0–linear morphism for
every k ∈ Casim(P0).

We denote the center of the Lie algebra (P1, [ , ]1) by

ZP(P1) := {ξ ∈ P1 | [ξ, ·]1 = 0}.

Example 5.3. If P0 is of symplectic type, that is, Casim(P0) = R, then

Casim(P) = R⊕
(

ZP(P1) ∩ δP(P1)
)

,

with δP(P1) := {η ∈ P1 | DPη = 0}. ⊳

Characterization of Poisson Derivations. Let X : P ! P be an R–linear endomorphism of the
commutative algebra P . Then, X admits a unique representation

X(f ⊕ η) =
(

X00f +X01η
)

⊕
(

X10f +X11η
)

, for all f ⊕ η ∈ P ; (5.4)

or, equivalently, one can write

X =

(

X00 X01

X10 X11

)

,

where
X00 : P0 −! P0, X01 : P1 −! P0, X10 : P0 −! P1, X11 : P1 −! P1,

are the R–linear morphisms defined by Xij := pri ◦X ◦ ιj , for i, j = 0, 1. Here, pri are the canonical
projections in (3.2) and ιj are the inclusion maps in (3.3).

Lemma 5.4 An R–linear endomorphism X of P , given in (5.4), preserves

(a) the commutative algebra P0 if and only if its component X10 vanishes,

X
(

P0 ⊕ {0}
)

⊆ P0 ⊕ {0} ⇐⇒ X10 = 0;

(b) the P0–module P1 if and only if its component X01 vanishes,

X
(

{0} ⊕ P1

)

⊆ {0} ⊕ P1 ⇐⇒ X01 = 0;

(c) both the commutative algebra P0 and the P0–module P1 if and only if it is of the form

X =

(

X00 0
0 X11

)

.

Let us introduce the set

ε(P0) :=
{

T ∈ HomP0
(P1, P0) | T (ξ) η + T (η) ξ = 0, for all η, ξ ∈ P1

}

. (5.5)

Lemma 5.5 An R–linear endomorphism X : P ! P , given in (5.4), is a derivation of the commutative
algebra P if and only if the morphisms X00, X01, X10 and X11 satisfy the conditions:

(i) X00 is a derivation of P0, X00 ∈ Der(P0);

(ii) X01 ∈ ε(P0);

(iii) X10 is a P1–valued derivation of P0, X10 ∈ Der(P0;P1); and
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(iv) X11 is a generalized X00–derivation of P1,

X11(fη) = fX11η + (X00f)η; (5.6)

for all f, g ∈ P0 and η ∈ P1.

Proof . By definition, X is a derivation of P if and only if

X(π1 π2) = X(π1)π2 + π1X(π2), (5.7)

for any π1, π2 ∈ P . In particular, using (1.1), we get that if π1 = f ⊕ 0 and π2 = g ⊕ 0, then condition
(5.7) implies the items (i) and (iii). If π1 = 0⊕ η and π2 = 0⊕ ξ, then (5.7) implies (ii). If π1 = f ⊕ 0
and π2 = 0⊕ η, then (5.7) implies (iv). Reciprocally, by straightforward computations, one can show
that conditions (i)–(iv) for X imply (5.7). ✷

Remark 5.6 The set ε(P0) in (5.5) is non–trivial, in general [15].

Now, we derive the following description of Poisson derivations of an admissible Poisson algebra.

Proposition 5.7 An R–linear endomorphism X of the commutative algebra P satisfying (i)–(iv) of
Lemma 5.5 is a derivation of an admissible Poisson algebra P = (P, { , }) if and only if

X00{f, g}0 = {X00f, g}0 + {f,X00g}0 −
(

X01 ◦K
P
)

(df, dg), (5.8)

X11[η, ξ]1 = [X11η, ξ]1 + [η,X11ξ]1 +D
P

dX01η
ξ −D

P

dX01ξ
η, (5.9)

X01[η, ξ]1 = 0, (5.10)

X01 ◦D
P

df = ad0f ◦X01, (5.11)

X10{f, g}0 = TX00f⊕X10f (g)− TX00g⊕X10g(f)−
(

X11 ◦K
P
)

(df, dg), (5.12)
(

X11 ◦D
P

df

)

(η) =
(

D
P

dX00f
+ adX10f

)

(η)− TX01η⊕X11η(f), (5.13)

for all f, g ∈ P0 and η, ξ ∈ P1.

Proof . By definition, X is a derivation of P if and only if it is a derivation of P and satisfies

X{π1, π2} = {X(π1), π2}+ {π1, X(π2)}, (5.14)

for any π1, π2 ∈ P . In particular, using (4.9), if π1 = f ⊕ 0 and π2 = g ⊕ 0, then condition (5.14) implies
(5.8) and (5.12). If π1 = 0⊕ η and π2 = 0⊕ ξ, then (5.14) implies (5.9) and (5.10). If π1 = f ⊕ 0 and
π2 = 0⊕ η, then (5.14) implies (5.11) and (5.13). Reciprocally, by direct computations, one can show
that conditions (5.8)–(5.13) for X imply (5.14). ✷

Note that, if the derivation X preserves the P0–module P1, i.e., X01 = 0, then conditions (5.8) and
(5.9) say that X00 must be a derivation of the Poisson algebra P0 and X11 must be a derivation of the P0–
linear Lie bracket [ , ]1, respectively. This is the case of Hamiltonian derivations. Indeed, a necessary, but
in general not sufficient, condition for X to be a Hamiltonian derivation of P is that its component X01

vanishes and the components X00 and X11 are associated to an element h⊕ η ∈ P (Theorem 5.11). This
fact motivates the definition of the following Lie subalgebra of P1–preserving derivations of P associated
to the admisible Poisson algebra P:

DerP1 (P ) :=
{

X : P ! P | X01 = 0, X10 ∈ Der(P0;P1) and

X00 = ad0h, X11 = D
P

dh + adη, for some h⊕ η ∈ P
}

. (5.15)

Note that, for a given X10 ∈ Der(P0;P1), the R–mapping

h⊕ η 7−! X =

(

ad0h 0
X10 DP

dh + adη

)

∈ DerP1 (P ) (5.16)

is not injective. Indeed, an element h′ ⊕ η′ ∈ P defines the same derivation X in (5.16) if and only if
k = h′ − h ∈ Casim(P0) and η

′ satisfies the following relation:

adη′ = adη −D
P

dk. (5.17)
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Observe that, for a given k ∈ Casim(P0), one can think (5.17) as a equation for η′ ∈ P1. This interpre-
tation rises the question of the solvability of (5.17). For example, if the condition Casim(P0) = {f ∈
P0 | DP

df = 0} holds (see Example 5.3), then all solutions of (5.17) are of the form η′ = η + ξ, for some
ξ ∈ Z(P1). In general, by conditions (4.1)–(4.3) for Poisson triples, solutions to (5.17) satisfy

D
Pη′ = D

Pη +K
P(dk, ·) + χ,

for some P0–linear mapping χ ≡ χP

k⊕η : Ω1
P0

! ZP(P1). This gives

T(h+k)⊕η′ = Th⊕η − χ ◦ d. (5.18)

Proposition 5.8 Let P = (P = P0 ⋉ P1, { , }) be an admissible Poisson algebra and X ∈ DerP1 (P ) a
derivation given in (5.16). Then, X is a derivation of P if and only if its component X10 satisfies
the following two conditions

Im(X10 − Th⊕η) ⊆ ZP(P1), (5.19)

(X10 − Th⊕η){f, g}0 = Ddf(X10 − Th⊕η)(g)−Ddg(X10 − Th⊕η)(f), (5.20)

for all f, g ∈ P0. Conditions (5.19) and (5.20) are independent of the choice of the element h⊕ η in
(5.16).

Proof . This result follows from Proposition 5.7. Indeed, since X01 = 0, X00 = ad0h and X11 = DP

dh + adη
for some h⊕ η ∈ P , conditions (5.8)–(5.11) are automatically satisfied, whereas (5.12) and (5.13) are
equivalent to (5.20) and (5.19), respectively. The independence of conditions (5.19) and (5.20) on the
choice of the element h⊕ η in (5.16) follows from formula (5.18). ✷

By definition of T in (5.1) and (4.2), condition (5.19) is equivalent to the following:

CurvD
P

(dh, df) = adDP

df
η+X10f

, f ∈ P0.

So, if DP is flat, then condition (5.19) is reduced to the following: Im(X10 +DP

d(·)η) ⊆ ZP(P1).

Corollary 5.9 Let X ∈ DerP1 (P ) be a derivation given in (5.16). If

X10 = Th⊕η, (5.21)

then X is a Poisson derivation of P. Moreover, if the center of the Lie algebra (P1, [ , ]1) is trivial, then
condition (5.21) is also necessary.

If the center of the Lie algebra (P1, [ , ]1) is non–trivial, then there exist Poisson derivations in DerP1 (P )
which do not satisfy condition (5.21), as in the following example.

Example 5.10. Let P0 = (P0, ·, { , }0) be a Poisson algebra admitting a Poisson derivation W which is
not Hamiltonian. For the P0–module P1 of (k × k)–matrices with entries in P0, consider the admissible
Poisson algebra P = (P = P0 ⋉ P1, { , }) in (3.5). In this case, the center of the Lie algebra (P1, [| , |]) is
non–trivial. For a given h⊕N ∈ P , the derivation X ∈ DerP1 (P ) defined by

X01 = 0, X00 = ad0h, X10 =W (·) I −Dd(·)N, X11 = Ddh + adN , (5.22)

is a Poisson derivation of P. But h⊕N does not satisfy condition (5.21) since Th⊕N = −Dd(·)N . Here,
adN = [|N, · |] and I is the identity matrix. ⊳

Note that Proposition 5.8 says that a derivation in DerP1 (P ) is not necessarily a Poisson derivation of
P. We denote the Lie subalgebra of all Poisson derivations of P in DerP1 (P ) by

Poiss1(P) := DerP1 (P ) ∩ Poiss(P). (5.23)

Characterization of Hamiltonian Derivations. Here we give a description of all Hamiltonian deriva-
tions of an admissible Poisson algebra in terms of the corresponding Poisson triple.
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Theorem 5.11 The Lie subalgebra of all Hamiltonian derivations of an admissible Poisson algebra
P = (P, { , }) is given by

Ham(P) =
{

X ≡ Xh⊕η : P ! P | X00 = ad0h, X01 = 0, X10 = Th⊕η and

X11 = D
P

dh + adη, for some h⊕ η ∈ P
}

. (5.24)

Moreover,

• the mapping h⊕ η 7! Xh⊕η is a Lie algebra homomorphism, whose kernel consists of all Casimir
elements of P,

Casim(P) =
{

k ⊕ ζ ∈ P | k ∈ Casim(P0), k ⊕ ζ ∈ kerT and D
P

dk + adζ = 0
}

; (5.25)

• the set
Ham0(P) :=

{

Xh⊕η ∈ Ham(P) | h⊕ η ∈ kerT
}

(5.26)

is a Lie subalgebra of Ham(P); and

• we have the following natural inclusion:

Ham(P) ⊆ DerP1 (P ). (5.27)

Here, the data ([ , ]1,D
P,KP) is the Poisson triple of P induced by P, the morphism T is defined in (5.1)

and the Lie subalgebra of derivations DerP1 (P ) is defined in (5.15).

We give a proof of this theorem in few steps. First, we present some lemmas.

Lemma 5.12 Every Hamiltonian derivation of P preserves the P0–module P1.

Proof . Let X be a Hamiltonian derivation of P with Hamiltonian element h⊕ η ∈ P . Then, by defini-
tion and (5.4), we have that X01(ξ) = (pr0 ◦X ◦ ι1)(ξ) = pr0{h⊕ η, 0⊕ ξ} = {h, 0}0 = 0, for all ξ ∈ P1.
Hence, X01 = 0 and the claim follows from Lemma 5.4. ✷

In other words, a necessary condition for a derivation X of P to be a Hamiltonian derivation of P is
that it is of the form

X =

(

X00 0
X10 X11

)

. (5.28)

Lemma 5.13 A derivation X of P given in (5.28) is a Hamiltonian derivation of P = (P, { , }) with
respect to { , } if and only if there exists h⊕ η ∈ P such that

X00 = ad0h, X10 = Th⊕η and X11 = D
P

dh + adη. (5.29)

Moreover, a Hamiltonian element of X is just h⊕ η.

Proof . Suppose that X given in (5.28) is Hamiltonian with respect to { , }, that is, there exists an element
h⊕ η ∈ P such that X = {h⊕ η, ·}. Then, using (4.9) and (5.4), we have that

X00(f) = (pr0 ◦X ◦ ι0)(f) = pr0{h⊕ η, f ⊕ 0} = {h, f}0,

X10(f) = (pr1 ◦X ◦ ι0)(f) = pr1{h⊕ η, f ⊕ 0} = K(dh, df)−Ddfη,

X11(ξ) = (pr1 ◦X ◦ ι1)(ξ) = pr1{h⊕ η, 0⊕ ξ} = Ddhξ + [η, ξ],

for all f ∈ P0 and ξ ∈ P1. This proves that conditions in (5.29) are necessary for X to be a Hamiltonian
derivation of P. By direct computations, one can show that they are also sufficient. ✷

By using the description presented in this lemma, given two Hamiltonian derivations X1 = Xh1⊕η1

and X2 = Xh2⊕η2 of P, it follows from (5.2) and (5.29) that

[X1, X2]00 = ad0{h1,h2}0
, [X1, X2]10 = T{h1⊕η1,h2⊕η2},

[X1, X2]11 = D
P

d{h1,h2}0
+ adTh1⊕η1

h2 +(DP

dh1
+adη1

)η2 ,
(5.30)
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i.e., the commutator [X1, X2] of X1 and X2 is again a Hamiltonian derivation of P, with a Hamiltonian
element given by

{h1, h2}0 ⊕
(

Th1⊕η1h2 + (DP

dh1
+ adη1)η2

)

= {h1 ⊕ η1, h2 ⊕ η2}. (5.31)

Another consequence of Lemma 5.13 is that an obstruction for the associative algebra P0 to be invariant
with respect to all Hamiltonian derivations of P can be formulated in terms of the kernel of the morphism
T in (5.1).

Lemma 5.14 A Hamiltonian derivation Xh⊕η of P preserves the algebra P0 if and only if

h⊕ η ∈ kerT.

This lemma is consequence of Lemmas 5.4 and 5.13.

Proof of Theorem 5.11. From Lemma 5.13 we have the characterization (5.24) of all Hamiltonian deriva-
tions of an admissible Poisson algebra P. The claim that the mapping h⊕ η 7! Xh⊕η is a Lie algebra
homomorphism follows from (5.30) and (5.31). So, it is clear that the kernel of this morphism consists of
all Casimir elements in (5.25). As a consequence of Lemmas 5.14 and 5.1 and (5.30) the set Ham0(P) in
(5.26) is a Lie subalgebra of Ham(P). Finally, the inclusion (5.27) follows from (5.24) and the definition
of DerP1 in (5.15). ✷

Now, it is clear that
Ham(P) ⊆ Poiss1(P) ⊆ DerP1 (P ). (5.32)

The following result gives necessary and sufficient conditions for equality.

Corollary 5.15 We have that Ham(P) = Poiss1(P) = DerP1 (P ) if and only if for every X ∈ DerP1 (P )
condition (5.21) holds.

Under some assumptions, we may have Ham(P) = Poiss1(P) ⊆ DerP1 (P ).

Proposition 5.16 Let P be an admissible Poisson algebra. If the center of the Lie algebra (P1, [ , ]1) is
trivial, then every derivation in DerP1 (P ) which is a Poisson derivation of P is necessarily a Hamiltonian
derivation of P.

Proof . Let X ∈ Poiss1(P) given in (5.16). By Corollary 5.9, if ZP(P1) = {0}, then condition (5.21) holds.
Hence, by Theorem 5.11, X is a Hamiltonian derivation of P. ✷

In other words, if ZP(P1) = {0}, then Poiss1(P) = Ham(P). Otherwise, we may have Ham(P)  
Poiss1(P), as Example 5.10 illustrates: the Poisson derivation X ∈ Poiss1(P) defined in (5.22) does not
belong to Ham(P) since the element h⊕N does not satisfy (5.21).

Remark 5.17 Theorem 5.11, Propositions 5.8, 5.7 and 5.16 and Lemma 5.2 can be used to study the
Poisson cohomology of admissible Poisson algebras in some particular cases (see also [15]). For example,
by (5.32), it is natural to study the first Poisson cohomology restricted to DerP1 : Poiss1(P)/Ham(P).

6 Poisson Modules

Here, we show that Poisson modules give rise to a special class of admissible Poisson algebras.
Recall that a Poisson module over a Poisson algebra P0 = (P0, ·, { , }0) is a P0–module P1 endowed

with an R–linear map λ : P0 × P1 ! P1 satisfying the following conditions [2, 3, 4]:

λ(g, fη) = fλ(g, η)− {f, g}0η, (6.1)

λ(fg, η) = fλ(g, η) + λ(f, η)g, (6.2)

λ
(

{f, g}0, η
)

= λ
(

f, λ(g, η)
)

− λ
(

g, λ(f, η)
)

, (6.3)

for all f, g ∈ P0 and η ∈ P1. For simplicity, given a Poisson algebra P0, we will denote by (P1, λ) a Poisson
module over P0 associated to λ.
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Example 6.1. Every Poisson algebra (P0, ·, { , }0) is a Poisson module over itself, where P1 = P0 and
λ : P0 × P0 ! P0 is defined by λ(f, g) := {f, g}0, for all f, g ∈ P0. ⊳

Some alternative versions of the following result can be found in [2, 3, 4].

Proposition 6.2 Every Poisson module (P1, λ) over a Poisson algebra (P0, ·, { , }0) induces an admissible
Poisson structure on the trivial extension algebra P = P0 ⋉ P1 such that

(a) the subalgebra P0 ⊕ {0} of P is a Poisson subalgebra; and

(b) the P0–module P1 has the trivial Lie algebroid structure over P0.

Moreover, the admissible Poisson structure is defined by

{f ⊕ η, g ⊕ ξ}λ := {f, g}0 ⊕
(

λ(f, ξ) − λ(g, η)
)

, (6.4)

for all f, g ∈ P0 and η, ξ ∈ P1. The converse is also true.

By direct computations, one can show that conditions (6.1)–(6.3) are equivalent to the Jacobi identity
for the bracket in (6.4). Items (a) and (b) of Proposition 6.2 are consequences of the following observation:
by Lemma 4.7, the Poisson triple of the commutative algebra P induced by the admissible Poisson algebra
Pλ = (P, { , }λ) is given by

(

[ , ]λ1 = 0,Dλ,Kλ = 0
)

, (6.5)

where the contravariant derivative Dλ is defined by

D
λ
dfη := λ(f, η), f ∈ P0, η ∈ P1. (6.6)

So, it is clear that conditions (4.1) and (4.3) are satisfied and (4.2) is equivalent to (6.3), which implies
that Dλ is flat. Taking into account (6.5), from Corollary 4.8 and Proposition 3.8 we deduce that P0 ⊕ {0}
is a Poisson subalgebra of Pλ and that P1 has the trivial Lie algebroid structure over P0.

Proposition 6.3 An admissible Poisson algebra P = (P, { , }) is induced by a Poisson module if and only
if the corresponding Poisson triple of P is of the form ([ , ]1 = 0,DP,KP = 0). In this case, by (4.2), DP

is a flat contravariant derivative. Moreover, the Poisson module (P1, λ) over the Poisson algebra P0 is
defined by formula (6.6).

In other words, there exists a one–to–one correspondence between Poisson modules and flat contravari-
ant derivatives defined by the formula (6.6) [2, 3].

Example 6.4. Let (P0, ·, { , }0) be a Poisson R–algebra and consider the P0–module P1 = EndR(P0).
Then, P1 is a Poisson module over P0 with λ : P0 × P1 ! P1 defined by

λ(f, T ) := ad0f ◦ T.

Here, ad0f (g) := {f, g}0, for g ∈ P0. The induced admissible Poisson structure on P0 ⋉ P1 is given by

{f ⊕ T, g ⊕ S}λ = {f, g}0 ⊕
(

ad0f ◦ S − ad0g ◦ T
)

,

for f ⊕ T, g ⊕ S ∈ P0 ⋉ P1. ⊳

Remark 6.5 By omitting condition (6.3), we get a more general definition of a Poisson module which
can be found in [3]. But in this case, the bracket in (6.4) does not satisfy the Jacobi identity.

By Theorem 4.4, Poisson modules also induce a special class of Lie algebroids.

Proposition 6.6 Every Poisson module (P1, λ) over P0 induces a Lie algebroid (Ω1
P0

⊕P1, [[ , ]]λ, ̺λ) over
P0, where the Lie bracket is defined by

[[df ⊕ η, dg ⊕ ξ]]λ := d{f, g}0 ⊕
(

λ(f, ξ) − λ(g, η)
)

and the anchor map is given by
̺λ(df ⊕ η) := ad0f ,

for all f, g ∈ P0 and η, ξ ∈ P1.

Example 6.7. The Lie algebroid (Ω1
P0

⊕ P1, [[ , ]]λ, ̺λ) induced by the Poisson module in Example 6.4 is
given by

[[df ⊕ T, dg ⊕ S]]λ = d{f, g}0 ⊕ (ad0f ◦ S − ad0g ◦ T ) and ̺λ(df ⊕ T ) = ad0f ,

for all f, g ∈ P0 and S, T ∈ EndR(P0). ⊳
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7 Poisson Algebras of Poisson Submanifolds

In this section, follow the results of [12], we show that the commutative algebra of fiberwise affine functions
on the normal bundle of an embedded Poisson submanifold carries an admissible Poisson structure.

Let E
π
! S be a vector bundle over a smooth manifold S. Consider the C∞

S –module of fiberwise affine
C∞–functions on E,

C∞
aff (E) := π∗C∞

S ⊕ C∞
lin(E),

where C∞
lin(E) is the C∞

S –module of fiberwise linear functions on E.

The Trivial Extension Algebra C
∞

aff
(E). As is well–known, the module C∞

lin(E) is isomorphic to
the C∞

S –module ΓE∗ of smooth sections of the dual bundle E∗ over S. So, we have the following
identification:

C∞
aff (E) ≃ C∞

S ⊕ ΓE∗. (7.1)

Consequently, C∞
aff (E) is a commutative algebra isomorphic to the trivial extension algebra of the com-

mutative algebra P0 = C∞
S by the P0–module P1 = ΓE∗ with multiplication given by

(f ⊕ η) · (g ⊕ ξ) = fg ⊕ (fξ + gη), (7.2)

for all f, g ∈ C∞
S and η, ξ ∈ ΓE∗.

Observe that the multiplication (7.2) can be also introduced in terms of the linearization procedure
on the total space E at the zero section S !֒ E as follows. Let Aff : C∞

E ! C∞
aff (E) be the linearization

mapping [12] which assigns to each smooth function F on E its affine part Aff(F ) in the Taylor expansion
of F at the points of S. Then, for any ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ C∞

aff(E) formula (7.2) reads

ϕ1 · ϕ2 = Aff(ϕ1ϕ2). (7.3)

Now, let V ∈ ΓTE be a linear vector field on E, that is, the Lie derivative LV : C∞
E ! C∞

E leaves
invariant the subspace C∞

lin(E). Then, V is π–related with a vector field v ∈ ΓTS on the base S. Moreover,
the linear vector field V is tangent to the zero section and its restriction to S is just v. The Lie algebra
of all linear vector fields is denoted by X̄lin(E).

We observe that for every V ∈ X̄lin(E), the restriction of the Lie derivative LV to C∞
aff (E) gives a

derivation of the trivial extension algebra which leaves invariant the decomposition (7.1). Indeed, taking
into account (7.3) and the property that the linearization mapping commutes with LV , we get

LV (ϕ1 · ϕ2) = LV
(

Aff(ϕ1ϕ2)
)

= Aff
(

LV (ϕ1ϕ2)
)

= LV ϕ1 · ϕ2 + ϕ1 · LV ϕ2,

for all ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ C∞
aff (E). It follows that the components of the derivation LV (see Lemma 5.5) are given

by
(LV )00 = Lv, (LV )01 = 0, (LV )10 = 0

and
(LV )11 : C∞

lin(E) ! C∞
lin(E)

is an automorphism satisfying the condition: (LV )11(fℓ) = (Lvf)ℓ+ f (LV )11ℓ, for f ∈ C∞
S and ℓ ∈

C∞
lin(E).
Now, let Z ∈ ΓTE be a vector field on E which is tangent to the zero section S. Then, one can

associate to Z a natural derivation Z(2) of the trivial extension algebra C∞
aff (E) which is given by

Z(2)ϕ := Aff
(

LZϕ
)

, ϕ ∈ C∞
aff (E). (7.4)

It is clear that Z
(2)
01 = 0 and the components Z

(2)
00 and Z

(2)
11 are uniquely determined by the Lie derivative

LvarSZ along the linear vector field varSZ ∈ X̄lin(E), which is called the first variation of Z at S [12]. In

general, the component Z
(2)
10 : C∞

S ! C∞
lin(E) is non–trivial and measures the deviation of Z(2) from the

property to be the restriction to C∞
aff (E) of a derivation of the commutative algebra C∞

E . So, we have
the following simple but important criteria [12].

Lemma 7.1 For the derivation Z(2) in (7.4), the following assertions are equivalent:
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(a) The component Z
(2)
01 vanishes, Z

(2)
01 = 0.

(b) The canonical splitting
TSE = TS ⊕ E

is invariant with respect to the differential of the flow of Z.

(c) The derivation Z(2) is the restriction of the Lie derivative along a linear vector field on E.

Compatible Poisson Structures on C∞
aff (E). Suppose that the base S is equipped with a Poisson

tensor ψ. Recall that a contravariant derivative [13] on E∗ consists of R–linear operatorsDα : ΓE∗
! ΓE∗

which are C∞
S –linear in α ∈ ΓT

∗S and satisfy the Leibniz type rule

Dα(fη) = fDαη +
(

Lψ♮αf
)

η,

for all f ∈ C∞
S and η ∈ ΓE∗. The curvature CurvD of D is defined as

CurvD(α, β) := DαDβ −DβDα −D[α,β]T∗S
,

for α, β ∈ ΓT
∗S. Here, [ , ]T∗S denotes the Lie bracket for 1–forms on the Poisson manifold (S, ψ) [6].

Suppose we are given a triple ([ , ]E∗ ,D,K) consisting of

• a fiberwise Lie algebra structure [ , ]E∗ on E∗;

• a contravariant derivative D on E∗; and

• a E∗–valuated bivector field K : ΓT
∗S × ΓT

∗S ! ΓE∗ on S.

The data ([ , ]E∗ ,D,K) is called a Poisson triple of E
π
! (S, ψ) if it satisfies the following conditions [12]

[Dα, adη] = adDαη,

CurvD(α, β) = adK(α,β),

S
(α,β,δ)

DαK
(

β, δ
)

+K
(

α, [β, δ]T∗S

)

= 0,

for all α, β, δ ∈ ΓT
∗S and η ∈ ΓE∗. Here, adη(·) := [η, ·]E∗ .

Let P0 = (C∞
S , { , }ψ) be the Poisson algebra of (S, ψ). Applying Lemma 4.6 to P0 ⊕ P1 = C∞

aff (E) in
(7.2), we get an admissible Poisson structure on C∞

aff(E) defined by

{f ⊕ η, g ⊕ ξ}aff := ψ(df, dg)⊕
(

Ddfξ −Ddgη + [η, ξ]E∗ +K(df, dg)
)

, (7.5)

for f, g ∈ C∞
S and η, ξ ∈ ΓE∗. This yields,

Proposition 7.2 Suppose that there exists a Poisson triple of E
π
! (S, ψ). Then, the commutative algebra

of fiberwise affine functions on E admits a compatible Poisson structure defined by the formula (7.5).

As we now show, for the normal bundle of a Poisson submanifold, a Poisson triple always exists.

The Normal Bundle Case. Suppose that E = TSM/TS is the normal bundle of an embedded Poisson
submanifold (S, ψ) of a Poisson manifold M . Fix a splitting

TSM = TS ⊕ L, (7.6)

where L ⊂ TSM is a subbundle complementary to TS. Here, TSM = TM |S.

Theorem 7.3 Every subbundle L in (7.6) induces a Poisson triple ([ , ]E∗ ,DL,KL) of E ! (S, ψ) and
the associated admissible Poisson algebra PL = (C∞

aff (E), ·, {, }L), where the Lie bracket {, }L is defined
by the formula (7.5). Moreover, the algebra PL is independent of the choice of L up to isomorphism.
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The proof of this theorem can be found in [12], where PL is called an infinitesimal Poisson algebra of
the Poisson submanifold (S, ψ). Alternatively, the infinitesimal Poisson algebra can be defined as follows
[11]: since S is embedded, we have that S is a Poisson submanifold ofM if and only if the vanishing ideal
I(S) = {f ∈ C∞

M | f |S = 0} is also an ideal in the Lie algebra (C∞
M , {, }M). So, the infinitesimal Poisson

algebra PL is naturally identified with the quotient Poisson algebra C∞
M /I2(S).

Example 7.4. Consider the Poisson manifold M = R3
w × R3

z equipped with the Lie–Poisson bracket

{wi, wj} = ǫijkwk, {wi, za} = ǫiabzb, {za, zb} = ε2 ǫabiwi, ε ∈ R;

for i, j, k, a, b = 1, 2, 3. Then for every fixed ε, there exists the following 3–dimensional Poisson submani-
fold of M :

S =
{

(w, z) ∈M | εw + z = 0
}

.

Fixing the transversal L generated by {∂/∂za}, we choose a tubular neighborhood U of S as U = R3
w × R3

z

which is equipped with (adapted) coordinates x = w and y = εw+ z. Then, the Poisson bivector field ψ
on S is determined by ψij(x) = ǫijkxk and the corresponding Poisson triple ([ , ]U∗ ,DL,KL) is given by
λabc = 2εǫabc, Dia

b = ǫiab and Kij
a = 0. In this case, the contravariant derivative DL is flat. From (7.5) it

follows that the corresponding admissible Poisson structure on C∞
aff (U) is given by

{f ⊕ η, g ⊕ ξ}aff = {f, g}
so(3) ⊕

[

ǫiab
(

ξa
∂f
∂xi

− ηa
∂g
∂xi

)

+ ǫijkxk
(

∂f
∂xi

∂ξb
∂xj

− ∂g
∂xi

∂ηb
∂xj

)

+ 2εǫacbηaξc

]

dyb, (7.7)

Here, η = ηadya and ξ = ξadya. Hence, (C
∞
aff (U), { , }aff) is an admissible Poisson algebra. ⊳

Now, we proceed to the problem on the existence of Hamiltonian structures for the derivations of
C∞

aff (E) coming from the linearization of the Hamiltonian vector fields on the Poisson manifold M at the
Poisson submanifold S ⊂M [12].

Consider the normal bundle E ! S and fix a transversal subbundle L in splitting (7.6). Fix an
exponential map around S tangent to L [12], that is, a diffeomorphism e from the total space E onto a
neighborhood of S in M which is identical on S and such that (dSe)(E) = L.

Pick a function H ∈ C∞
M and denote by ZH the pull back via e of the Hamiltonian vector field on M

associated to H . It is clear that ZH is tangent to S and hence induces a derivation Z
(2)
H of the trivial

extension algebra C∞
aff (E), see (7.4), whose the (0, 0)–component and (1, 1)–component are determined

by the first variation vector field varSZH and the (1, 0)–component may be nonzero. Moreover, one can
associate to H the infinitesimal element (h, η) of C∞

aff(E) in (7.1) defined as

h = H |S and η = dS(e
∗H)|E . (7.8)

Taking into account Theorems 5.11 and 7.3 and Lemma 7.1, we deduce the following result.

Theorem 7.5 The derivation Z
(2)
H is a Hamiltonian derivation of the admissible Poisson algebra

(C∞
aff (E), ·, { , }L) of the form

(

ad0h 0
Th⊕η Ddh + adη

)

,

where (h, η) is given by (7.8). Moreover, the following assertions are equivalent:

• The (1, 0)–component of Z
(2)
H vanishes, Th⊕η = 0.

• The first variation vector field varSZH defines a Hamiltonian derivation relative to the Poisson
structure { , }L on C∞

aff(E).

• The transversal L in splitting (7.6) is invariant relative to the differential of the flow of the Hamil-
tonian vector field on M associated to H.

Finally, we notice that every vector field tangent to S induces a derivation of the trivial extension
algebra C∞

aff (E). However, not every derivation of C∞
aff (E) extends to a vector field on M [11].
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