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Abstract

Generalisations of geometry have emerged in various forms in the study of field
theory and quantization. This mini-review focuses on the role of higher geometry
in three selected physical applications. After motivating and describing some basic
aspects of algebroid structures on bundles and (differential graded) Q-manifolds, we
briefly discuss their relation to (α) the Batalin-Vilkovisky quantization of topological
sigma models, (β) higher gauge theories and generalized global symmetries and (γ)
tensor gauge theories, where the universality of their form and properties in terms of
graded geometry is highlighted.
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1 Introduction

The interaction between physics and geometry has a long and fertile history and has played
a central role in the understanding and the precise description of physical phenomena. Fun-
damentally, all physical phenomena refer either to the gravitational interaction, described
by General Relativity (GR) and its limits, or to the interactions in particle and condensed
matter physics, collectively described through Quantum Field Theory (QFT). Both GR
and QFT have a geometrical character, through Riemannian geometry and the geometry
on (principal) fiber bundles, but also strong ties with the concept of symmetry, which is
intimately related to the study of groups and algebras.

Geometry and symmetry find a unified description via higher (or generalised) geometry.1

Higher geometry introduces a series of unifying frameworks, which often sprang with mo-
tivation from specific physical problems. Poisson and symplectic geometry, the backbones
of classical mechanics and the springboards for quantization, were the early driving forces.
The study of constrained Hamiltonian systems 2 and integrability conditions led to the
notion of Dirac structure which clarifies the relation between Poisson and presymplectic
structures [1] and paved the road to the development of Courant algebroids [2] and, via
complexification, to generalised complex geometry [3, 4], which brings together symplectic
and complex geometry as well as interpolating structures therein. From a mathematical
standpoint, these are instances of unifying the notions of algebra (corresponding to symme-
try) and vector bundle (corresponding to geometry) to the notion of an algebroid, originally
introduced in the 60s [5]. Remarkably, from a physical standpoint, these structures have
made their appearance in a variety of ways in QFT, notably in the context of quantiza-
tion via the Batalin-Viskovisky formalism, in describing higher gauge theories that exhibit
higher (global and/or gauge) symmetries and/or dualities, but also in string, M and string
field theories.

The purpose of this mini-review, part of a volume with title Noncommutativity in Physics,
is to collect together developments regarding generalizations of geometry and their appli-
cations in physics which although distinct from noncommutative geometry and field theory
they are closely related to it and often refer to similar physical problems. (The common ori-
gins of generalized geometry and noncommutativity were explored in [6].) Here, motivated
by certain problems in constrained Hamiltonian systems, field theory and quantization, we
focus on the higher geometry of algebroids and differential graded manifolds (Q-manifolds)
and discuss their emergence in physics through three selected applications: (α) topological
sigma models and their Batalin-Vilkovisky (BV) quantization, (β) higher gauge theories
and their relation to generalized global symmetries, and (γ) gauge theories for general ten-
sor fields, including spins > 1. Obviously there are more things omitted than included
in our discussion, for some of which the reader can consult the rest of the papers in this
volume.

1In this mini-review, the word “higher” is preferred. One reason is that it is sometimes used here
as an umbrella term for a variety of different—but often closely related—ideas, including generalised
complex geometry, differential geometry of homotopy algebras or algebroids, graded supergeometry and
noncommutative geometry, although focus will be on a small subset due to length restrictions.

2It is useful to recall that all gauge field theories are constrained Hamiltonian systems.
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2 Roads to Higher Geometry

There are two main routes one can follow in describing higher geometries, namely (α)
ordinary differential geometry on general or extended vector bundles and (β) graded ge-
ometry on (super)manifolds. The two approaches are complementary, with different merits
and contextual usefulness. In the following we briefly describe them starting from their
physical motivations.

In classical mechanics and in the Hamiltonian formulation, one encounters generalised
coordinates and momenta which together form the phase space of a mechanical system and
obey Hamilton’s equations. In a coordinate-independent way, one introduces a Poisson
bracket of functions on the phase space. Given two functions F and G, their Poisson
bracket {F,G} is another function and the bracket obeys the antisymmetry condition and
the Jacobi identity. This can be described using an antisymmetric 2-vector Π ∈ Γ(∧2TM)
on a smooth manifold M that satisfies

[Π,Π]SN = 0 , (2.1)

in terms of the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket of multivector fields, which receives a p-vector
and a q-vector and gives a (p+ q − 1)-vector as result. In the case of 2-vectors, the result
is an antisymmetric 3-vector and specifically Eq. (2.1) in a coordinate basis results in

Πl[i∂lΠ
jk] = 0 , (2.2)

where antisymmetrization is taken with weight 1. This is nothing but the Jacobi identity
of the Poisson bracket. Then Π is called a Poisson 2-vector and (M,Π) a Poisson manifold.

Modelling the phase space of a Hamiltonian system as a Poisson manifold, endows it with a
natural symplectic structure. One should be cautious, however, in that when constraints are
present in the system, the Poisson structure can be singular and the symplectic structure
degenerate, in which case it is referred as presymplectic. A presymplectic manifold is then
one equipped with a closed 2-form ω,

dω = 0 , (2.3)

not necessarily nondegenerate. One question then is, what is the relation between Poisson
and presymplectic structures and are there interpolations between them? The answer was
given in [1], using an extension of the Lie bracket of vector fields known as the Courant
bracket, given as

[X1 + η1, X2 + η2] = [X1, X2] + LX1
η2 −LX2

η1 −
1

2
d (X1(η2)−X2(η1)) , (2.4)

where X1 and X2 are vector fields and η1 and η2 are 1-forms. This is then a skew-symmetric
binary operation locally on the extension of the tangent bundle of M by its cotangent
bundle, E = TM ⊕ T ∗M . The properties of this bracket were organised in an axiomatic
form originally in [2] and given the name of a Courant algebroid, which is a quadruple
(E, [·, ·], 〈·, ·〉, ρ : E → TM) of a vector bundle over M , a (non Lie, but in the original
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definition skew-symmetric) bracket, a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form and a smooth
bundle map called “anchor”, respectively.3

Returning to the discussion on constrained Hamiltonian systems, Poisson and presymplectic
structures are both associated with subbundles of E where the Courant bracket is closed
and the bilinear form vanishes. These are called Dirac structures and they are specific
instances of Lie algebroids. The latter are mergers of vector bundles and Lie algebras in
the sense that they correspond to vector bundles L with a Lie algebra structure on their
sections, given by a Lie bracket. They comprise L, the bracket [·, ·]L on its space of sections
and an anchor ρ : L → TM which is a homomorphism of bundles and participates in the
Leibniz rule

[e1, fe2]L = f [e1, e2]L + ρ(e1)f e2 . (2.5)

Apart from Dirac structures, simple—and in a sense extremal—examples of Lie algebroids
include (i) Lie algebras, which are Lie algebroids over a point M = {∗}, and (ii) the tangent
bundle Lie algebroid, where E = TM itself, the anchor is the identity map and the bracket
is the ordinary one for vector fields, which are the sections in this case. We note that
this is not the only possible Lie algebroid structure over TM , just the most common one.
Apart from these examples, it is worth mentioning another simple instance, the action Lie
algebroid. This is modelled on the trivial vector bundle M × g, where g is a Lie algebra
acting on M . It is a case repeatedly encountered in physics in the context of gauge theory,
when there is an action of a symmetry algebra. We will encounter some more complicated
examples below.

It is useful to note that since the Courant bracket is an extension of the ordinary Lie bracket
of vector fields, which is symmetric under diffeomorphisms, this symmetry is inherited by
the former and it is augmented by an additional symmetry that corresponds to gauge
symmetry for a 2-form [4]. This is the primary reason why this structure has naturally
appeared in theories that contain a Riemannian metric and a Kalb-Ramond field, notably
in string theory. What is more, the fiber metric that corresponds to the inner product
〈·, ·〉 of the Courant algebroid is of split signature and introduces an O(d, d;R) structure,
d = dimM . This is the reason why Courant algebroids have played a central role in modern
developments regarding T-duality and string theory backgrounds with generalized fluxes,
often in the context of double field theory. For all these developments, we refer to several
useful reviews that highlight different aspects of the topic and contain further pointers to
the literature [10–13].

The second route refers to graded geometry. Loosely this means that we consider spaces
whose local coordinates carry some additional degree. More mathematically precise treat-
ments may be found in [14,15]—here we follow a more physics oriented approach, according
to the requirements of the present review. The idea of graded coordinates is certainly not
unfamiliar in theoretical physics. Supersymmetry and supersymmetric field theories are
the prime examples of this, especially in the superspace formulation. There we encounter
bosonic (degree-0) and fermionic (degree-1) coordinates, thus having a Z2 grading.

Another, more general context where such grading is encountered is the Batalin-Vilkovisky
(BV) formalism. This is the most general method to organise the local symmetry structure

3Other versions corresponding to the same notion exist, for example based on Leibniz-type brackets
(a.k.a. Dorfman bracket) [7, 8] or foliations [9].
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and subsequently quantize a theory with gauge symmetries. It generalises the familiar
Fadeev-Popov method of handling redundancies in non-Abelian gauge theory and it is
necessary in very general cases where the gauge theory features one or more of the following
three properties: (α) a gauge algebra that closes only on-shell (meaning after the classical
field equations of the theory are taken into account)—this is often referred as an open
gauge algebra, (β) a gauge algebra whose structure constants are field-dependent—this is
sometimes called a soft algebra, (γ) a reducible gauge symmetry, one where not all gauge
parameters are independent, typically arising when differential forms of degree ≥ 2 are
present, as for example in higher gauge theory. According to the BV formalism, to handle
such cases one must introduce a series of ghosts, ghosts for ghosts, antifields and antighosts
and also additional trivial pairs to the classical basis. All these objects carry an additional
degree to their parity, which can be any integer, thus introducing a finer Z grading. The
field space then is a graded supermanifold with coordinates of different degrees. Detailed
expositions of the formalism are found for example in [16–18].

The basic idea in graded geometry is that instead of tensor fields (sections on vector bun-
dles) one can shift attention to functions on graded supermanifolds. The prototypical
example is the degree-shifted tangent bundle of a manifold M , denoted T [1]M and indi-
cating that the fibers are assigned shifted degree 1. The local coordinates on such a graded
manifold are xµ and θµ of degrees 0 and 1 respectively. Then θµ are anticommuting

θµθν = −θνθµ . (2.6)

In a certain sense, the coordinates of degree 1 have replaced the differentials dxµ and the
product of functions the wedge product of differential forms. In other words, a differential
form can be alternatively described as a function on T [1]M instead of as a section of the
exterior algebra of M .

What is then the relation of the above picture to higher geometry? The most straight-
forward way to answer this is roughly that algebroid structures are in one-to-one corre-
spondence with suitable graded manifolds equipped with an odd (degree 1 and homolog-
ical) vector field Q that satisfies Q2 := 1

2
{Q,Q} = 0, where the curly brackets are the

anticommutator,—also called Q-manifolds or differential graded manifolds. To be more
precise, a Lie algebroid given by the triplet of structures (L, [·, ·]L, ρ) can be as well de-
scribed as the Q-manifold (L[1], QL) of the degree-shifted vector bundle L and a homological
vector field given as

QL = ρµa(x)ξ
a ∂

∂xµ
−

1

2
Ca

bc(x)ξ
bξc

∂

∂ξc
, (2.7)

where xµ are degree 0 coordinates on M and ξa the degree 1 coordinates on the fiber of
L. The nilpotence of this vector field is then identical to the defining conditions of a Lie
algebroid once the function ρµa(x) is identified with the components of the anchor map in
some basis and the functions Ca

bc(x) with the structure functions of the Lie bracket in the
same basis.

In a similar fashion, a Courant algebroid given by the data (E, [·, ·], 〈·, ·〉, ρ) can be described
as a Q-manifold (T ∗[2]T [1]M,Q), which is a generalised phase space with graded generalized
coordinates and momenta of degrees 0, 1, 1 and 2. In fact, such a graded manifold is
more than just a Q-manifold. Being a phase space, it carries a natural odd symplectic
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structure (referred as a P-structure) that is moreover compatible with the Q-structure in
the sense that the flow of the corresponding odd symplectic form ω is invariant along the
homological vector field, LQω = 0. Such differential graded manifolds are called graded
symplectic supermanifolds [7] or symplectic L2 (read Ln with n = 2) algebroids [19] or QP-
manifolds [20]. The precise relation between Courant algebroids and L∞ (strong homotopy
Lie) algebras is found in [21]—see also [22] for an alternative approach.

QP-manifolds are of course not a structure specific to Courant algebroids. First of all,
they already exist at the level of Lie algebroids. The prototypical example is the degree-
shifted cotangent bundle T ∗[1]M with coordinates xµ and ξµ, with ξ being essentially
the conjugate momenta of x. Equipping it with a suitable homological vector field with
structure functions Πµν(x) as ρ and ∂ρΠ

µν as C, nilpotence is equivalent to the 2-vector
being a Poisson structure and the correspondence is to a Lie algebroid on the cotangent
bundle with anchor induced by this Poisson structure and Lie bracket given by the Koszul-
Schouten bracket of 1-forms. It is useful to point out here that we have described Poisson
geometry in four alternative ways up to this point,

(M, {·, ·}) or (M,Π) or (T ∗M, [·, ·]KS,Π
♯) or (T ∗[1]M,Q) , (2.8)

corresponding to the Poisson bracket, Poisson 2-vector, cotangent Lie algebroid and Q-
manifold respectively. QP-structures exist on other underlying graded manifolds too, for
example on T ∗[n]T [1]M for n ∈ Z, T ∗[n]T ∗[1]M , T ∗[n](∧n−1[n − 1])T [1]M and so on, see
e.g. [23, 24].

Although QP-manifolds are important on their own right due to their direct relation to
the BV formalism and topological field theory [20], as will be discussed below, the relation
of algebroids and Q-manifolds is more fundamental. This can be seen in a variety of
ways, which we briefly highlight through examples. There exists a Lie algebroid over the
cotangent bundle with the anchor being a twisted Poisson structure in the sense of [25] and
the bracket being the twisted Koszul-Schouten one. The twist in this case corresponds to
a closed, not necessarily exact, 3-form on M . The corresponding graded manifold has a Q
but not a QP-structure. The same conclusion holds for 4-form-twisted Courant algebroids
(also called pre-Courant algebroids4) [27–30] but also in more general cases, for example
for (p + 2)-form twisted R-Poisson manifolds [31]. Even more explicitly, an arbitrary Lie
algebroid modelled on E[1] does not have a P-structure at all, let alone a QP one.

3 Selected Applications

3.1 Topological Sigma Models & BV formalism

Topological sigma models were introduced in [32] and their early history is summarized
in [33]. From a general perspective, they are topological quantum field theories described
as maps from a source manifold, the world volume, to a target manifold. In 2D, there exists
a variety of topological sigma models, with prominent cases Witten’s A and B topological
string models. The quantization of such models follows the BV formalism. One may

4This and some relaxed structures thereof were used in [26] for membrane sigma models.
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then ask what is the geometry behind this very general quantization scheme. Notably, it
turns out that for topological sigma models, a solution to the classical master equation
corresponds to a QP structure on the space of fields [20, 34–36].

This correspondence between the higher geometry of QP manifolds and topological quan-
tum field theory goes by the name of the AKSZ construction. Remarkably, this method
turns a complicated problem into a simple geometrical one. Indeed, determining the so-
lution to the classical master equation can be very demanding, especially as one increases
the dimension of the target or the degree of reducibility of the gauge algebra. In the
AKSZ construction, once the graded source is chosen, typically being the graded tangent
bundle T [1]Σ of the world volume Σ, and the target space is identified as a QP manifold,
the solution is straightforward. The classical action functional of the topological sigma
model is replaced by one where all fields are promoted to superfields, functions on T [1]Σ.
These superfields are the pull-backs of the graded coordinates of the QP manifold by an
extended sigma model map and their components contain all ghosts and antifields of the
gauge theory, suitably organized.

Alluding to the examples of QP manifolds mentioned above, considering T ∗[1]M one obtains
the Poisson sigma model, originally introduced in [37, 38], whose direct relation to the A-
model, also with respect to their observables, is described in [39,40]. This means that this
field theory encodes Poisson geometry in its gauge structure. It is worth mentioning that
the quantum BV action of the Poisson sigma model on a disk was used in [41] to provide a
physical derivation of the Kontsevich solution to the problem of deformation quantization
on Poisson manifolds [42], which served as the stepping stone for the development of several
physical models based on noncommutative geometry, the central topic of this volume. It
should also be mentioned that the A-model also serves as the starting point of the proposed
quantization via branes [43], based on its A-branes [44], which has been suggested as a
systematic method to address the problem of quantizing a symplectic manifold.

Going back to the examples of QP manifolds, the next one is the graded second order
bundle T ∗[2]T [1]M , which is related to Courant algebroids as already discussed. From the
topological quantum field theory viewpoint, this target space corresponds to Chern-Simons
theory in 3D, or more precisely an extension thereof called Courant sigma model [45–47],
which can be viewed as a coupled Chern-Simons-BF theory. In other words, the consistency
of the gauge structure of this field theory is equivalent to the local coordinate expressions
for the axioms of a Courant algebroid. Aside these two basic models in 2D and 3D, one
can construct further analogs in higher dimensions too [19].

However, it is interesting to emphasize that not all topological sigma models come together
with a QP structure on the target space that can be directly pulled back to the space of
fields. Notable examples of topological field theories where this is not the case are models
with Wess-Zumino term, such as the completely gauged G/G Wess-Zumino-Witten model
or the 3-form-twisted Poisson sigma model [48] based on the twisted Poisson structure of [25]
and its corresponding Lie algebroid mentioned earlier. The latter model, even though it
does have a Q and a P structure, the QP structure is obstructed since the symplectic form
is not Q-invariant in general. Moreover, this is not an isolated 2D example. It has a semi-
infinite class of higher-dimensional analogs, given by the twisted R-Poisson sigma models
in p + 1 dimensions with a closed (p + 2)-form as Wess-Zumino term [31]. In a different
direction, there also exists a class of 2D topological sigma models that interpolate between
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the G/G WZW and the twisted Poisson, called Dirac sigma models [49] and having no
P-structure in general.

One may then ask, what is the solution of the classical master equation for such models
and how about the geometry of the BV formalism in such cases? Although there is no
general answer to these questions yet, a few recent developments exist. Regarding the
twisted Poisson sigma model in 2D, the solution to the classical master equation was found
in [50], where it is also shown that a naive extension of the AKSZ method does not give
the right answer. Nonetheless, the solution involves a number of definite higher geometric
ingredients, notably a Lie algebroid E-connection with nonvanishing E-torsion and an
associated basic E-curvature. Lie algebroid E-connections and their associated E-covariant
derivatives generalize their ordinary counterparts such that the arguments are sections of E
instead of vector fields. Specifically an E-covariant derivative on E is a map E∇e : E → E

such that
E∇e(fe

′) = f E∇ee
′ + ρ(e)f e′ , (3.1)

where e, e′ are sections of E and ρ the anchor.5 Using this notion, one may define the
associated torsion and curvature tensors as in usual differential geometry, see e.g. [51]. This
higher E-geometry is instrumental in establishing the global structure of the topological
sigma model beyond local coordinate patches. In a similar fashion, the solution to the
classical master equation has been recently found for topological Dirac sigma models [52]
in 2D and for 4-form-twisted R-Poisson sigma models in 3D [53]. In the former case, the
higher E-geometry has been determined and it involves two separate E-connections with
their corresponding higher torsion and curvature tensors. In the latter case, the higher
geometry has not been fully developed yet.

3.2 Higher Form Gauge Theories & Global Symmetries

Higher gauge theory refers to QFTs that contain in their field content differential forms
of degree higher than 1, as opposed to ordinary gauge theory where fields are 1-forms
(“vectors”), connections on a principal bundle. As already mentioned, having higher form
fields in your gauge theory leads to reducible gauge symmetry and therefore the BV for-
malism applies, along with its associated higher geometry discussed above in the context
of topological sigma models. Clearly, this is more general and goes beyond topological
sigma models, pertaining any type of interacting gauge theory. Comprehensive treatments
of higher gauge theory with both physical and mathematical perspectives include [54–56].

Before discussing some further elements of higher gauge theory, it is useful to comment
right away on the relation to higher global symmetries, a subject which developed rather
independently. Recall that the textbook treatment of gauge theory sets off with some
global symmetry with a rigid transformation parameter. Due to Noether’s theorem there
are associated conservation laws and in particular conserved 1-form currents and charges.
These currents can be coupled to the action of the theory with suitable 1-form background
fields, essentially realizing the Noether procedure. Subsequently, and as long as no potential

5We note that E-covariant derivatives on a different vector bundle V can also be defined.
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anomalies are present,6 the global symmetry can be gauged by promoting the background
fields to dynamical ones with their kinetic term.

The above standard picture of gauging a global symmetry has a higher analog. The starting
point is the existence of higher global symmetries whose conserved currents are differential
forms of degree greater than 1, see [58] and [59] for a review with a more complete set of
references on the subject. As before, such symmetries can be gauged, first by coupling the
currents to higher form background fields and then promoting them to dynamical ones.
Thus although higher gauge theories have an independent history, one could also think of
them as the gauged version of theories with higher global symmetry, as in the ordinary
case. This is a topic with intensive activity in recent years.

Returning to higher gauge theory, let us discuss in some more detail the approach closest
to the spirit of this review, in other words let us focus again on Q-manifolds and higher
E-geometry. A complete treatment of this higher geometric viewpoint on higher gauge
theory was given in [56]. There it is shown very generally that every higher gauge theory is
in correspondence with a Q-manifold. This is of course in accord with what we discussed in
the previous subsection, but it also holds for more general classes of gauge theories. On the
other hand, this geometrical picture points to the direction of viewing every gauge theory
essentially as a generalized sigma model of maps from a source space(time) to a suitable
target space of fields.

To be more specific, one can consider a tower of fields of any differential form degree, say
scalar fields Xµ, 1-forms Aa, 2-forms BI , . . . , up to p-forms, with indices µ, a, I, . . . taking
values from independent sets. Let us moreover collectively denote all fields as Φα, with
α = {µ, a, I, . . . }. Then the field strength in this collective notation, comprising a variety
of field strengths for each of the component fields, may be written as

F α = dΦα +

p+1
∑

r=1

1

r!
fα

β1...βr
(X)Φβ1 . . .Φβr , (3.2)

where wedge products are understood wherever needed. In this expression, f ’s are general
field-dependent structure functions. Consistency of the theory imposes additional con-
straints to them, typically in the form of Bianchi identities. For Yang-Mills theory, these
would be simply the structure constants fa

bc of the gauge algebra, subject to the Jacobi
identity. More generally, one should have the condition

dF α‖Fα=0 = 0 . (3.3)

Then [56] show that this condition, and its “decomposition” in a large number of compli-
cated consistency conditions for the structure functions, is equivalent to the simple condi-
tion Q2 = 0, where Q is the degree-1 vector field defined on a suitable graded manifold M
with coordinates ξα. The specific form of Q is

Q =

p+1
∑

r=1

1

r!
fα

β1...βr
(X)ξβ1ξβ2 . . . ξβr

∂

∂ξα
. (3.4)

6We mainly refer here to ’t Hooft anomalies, which can obstruct the gauging of a symmetry, see e.g. [57]
for a recent review. The same reasoning also applies of course to ABJ anomalies.

8



For instance, when M = E[1] with coordinates ξα = {xµ, ξa} this results in the homological
vector field (2.7) in Vaintrob’s identification of Lie algebroids with Q-manifolds, provided
that we identify the only nonvanishing structure functions as fµ

a = ρµa and fa
bc = −Ca

bc.

Two remarks are in order here. First, the spirit of sigma models is evident from the fact
that for the field content Φα of differential form degrees 0, 1, . . . , p we introduced a graded
manifold with coordinates ξα of degree 0, 1, . . . , p. As in sigma models where the scalar
fields are viewed as pull-back functions from the coordinates of a target manifold via the
sigma model map X : Σ → M , namely Xµ = X∗(xµ) where xµ coordinates on M , we can
think of the “big map” Φ : Σ̂ → M and

Φα = Φ∗(ξα) , (3.5)

where Σ̂ is a graded extension of Σ as discussed previously, e.g. T [1]Σ. Note that both Σ̂
and M are graded manifolds, and denoting their homological vector fields as QΣ̂ and QM,
we can see that the field strengths are given as

F α = F(ξα) , where F = QΣ̂ ◦ Φ∗ − Φ∗ ◦QM . (3.6)

We will return to this generalized sigma model perspective in the next subsection in the
context of tensor gauge theories. The second remark is that the above setting carries a
strong L∞ flavour. L∞ algebras are generalizations of Lie algebras where, roughly, the
binary Lie bracket and the Jacobi identity are replaced by a series of n-ary brackets and
higher Jacobi identities, see [60] for an excellent introduction to their relation to field
theory, [56] for their relation to the present context of higher gauge theory and [61] for an
application in the context of Section 2.

3.3 Tensor Gauge Theories & Universality of Form

In the two physical applications we discussed so far, the spacetime (or world volume in
the sigma model perspective) was the graded manifold T [1]Σ of an ordinary manifold Σ.
Recalling from Section 2 that functions on this graded manifold are in correspondence with
differential forms, this is expected in view of the fact that we have been dealing with higher
form fields and their gauge theory. However, in physics we do not encounter only scalar
fields and differential forms, but also higher tensor fields. The obvious one is the graviton,
a symmetric tensor field. Nevertheless, higher spin fields, higher symmetric tensors for
example, can also be relevant in several contexts and moreover they can often arise through
generalizations of electric/magnetic duality. For example, the so-called Curtright field, a
3-index tensor with (2, 1) mixed symmetry (antisymmetric in two indices but not in all
three) arises as the dual of the graviton in 5D [62]. Gauge theories for this field and (p, q)
generalizations thereof were studied in [63]. From a different physical motivation, tensor
gauge theories find applications in condensed matter systems with subsystem symmetries,
such as fractons, see e.g. the review [64] for pointers in this direction.

In view of the above and in relation to the rest of this review, one could naturally ask what
is the E-geometry or Q-manifold description for theories with mixed symmetry tensor
fields in their field content. Although a complete mathematical description is still lacking,
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some steps in this direction were taken in [65–67]. In this approach, one introduces a
graded manifold with two differentials Q1 and Q2, both being homological and in addition
commuting,

(Q1)
2 = 0 = (Q2)

2 and [Q1, Q2] = 0 . (3.7)

In the simplest possible setting, one can then model the spacetime manifold as a “double
copy”7 T [1, 0]Σ⊕ T [0, 1]Σ, indicating that the coordinates on this manifold are two sets of
fermionic ones θµ1 and θ

µ
2 aside the bosonic ones xµ. In the same way as functions on T [1]Σ

correspond to differential forms, functions on this extended graded manifold correspond
to bipartite mixed symmetry tensors of type (p, q). Of course, this picture includes scalar
fields and differential forms already and in addition it can be extended to higher spin fields
once more femionic coordinates are introduced.8

With the above simple starting point, one can build a graded differential calculus on the
extended source space and develop an extended (Q1, Q2)-manifold perspective to higher
tensor gauge theory. In view of the length constraints of this mini-review and skipping
details that may be found in the original papers, let us briefly mention the key points
of this approach. The main advantage is that it leads to a “universality of form” for
gauge theories with different field content and spins. Restricting here to bipartite mixed
symmetry tensors, this means that there exists a universal form of the action of a linear
or algebraically nonlinear9 (gauge, in the massless case) theory that is the same for scalar
fields, differential forms and (p, q) tensors and it reads

Suni[ω] =

∫
(

1

2
Gµν(ω, dω)dω

µ ⋆ dων +
1

2
Bµν(ω, dω)dω

µdων

)

+ Sm + Sint , (3.8)

for a suitable ⋆ operator that defines a good inner product [65] and for an integral that
refers to spacetime as well as to the Berezin integration over the fermionic coordinates. In
this universal action, we have included a universal mass term given simply as

Sm ∝

∫

ω ⋆ ω , (3.9)

and an interaction term that can include for instance higher derivative Galileon-type in-
teractions for tensor fields as found in [68]. In the multifield case one includes background
fields G (symmetric 2-tensor) and B (symmetric in 4n and antisymmetric in 4n+2 dimen-
sions). Focusing only on the kinetic (or also the mass) term and climbing up the ladder
of options, this action is precisely the massless (or massive) scalar or the Maxwell (Proca)
theory or the linearized Einstein-Hilbert (or massive Fierz-Pauli) or the Curtright (massive
Curtright) theory, etc., all included in the same starting point.

Notably and in relation to the discussion in Section 3.2, such actions and their first-order
analogs were used to identify higher global symmetries and their ’t Hooft anomalies in a

7One should not take this as having literally any relation to the matching of scattering amplitudes
between gravity and Yang-Mills.

8It is amusing to note that the more symmetric slots one adds to a tensor, the more antisymmetric
coordinates are introduced to describe them in terms of Q-manifolds. I thank Peter Schupp for emphasizing
this.

9This means that Lagrangians whose nonlinearity is due to being an algebraic functional of the free
kinetic and theta terms are included, but Yang-Mills type theories or full general relativity have not been
fully described in this form yet.
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universal way and also to offer a geometric interpretation to higher global symmetries as
generalized isometries along graded vector fields on a graded target space or its 1st jet space
thereof [67]. This perspective is along the lines of thinking of such theories universally as
generalized sigma models, also in the case of higher spins such as the graviton. This way
we see once more the close interplay between Q-manifolds and field theory, this time for
higher tensor fields.

Acknowledgements. Work supported by the Croatian Science Foundation Project “New
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[57] C. Córdova, T. T. Dumitrescu and K. Intriligator, “Exploring 2-Group Global Sym-
metries,” JHEP 02, 184 (2019) doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2019)184 [arXiv:1802.04790 [hep-
th]].

[58] D. Gaiotto, A. Kapustin, N. Seiberg and B. Willett, “Generalized Global Symmetries,”
JHEP 02, 172 (2015) doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2015)172 [arXiv:1412.5148 [hep-th]].

[59] E. Sharpe, “Notes on generalized global symmetries in QFT,” Fortsch. Phys. 63, 659-
682 (2015) doi:10.1002/prop.201500048 [arXiv:1508.04770 [hep-th]].

[60] O. Hohm and B. Zwiebach, “L∞ Algebras and Field Theory,” Fortsch. Phys. 65,
no.3-4, 1700014 (2017) doi:10.1002/prop.201700014 [arXiv:1701.08824 [hep-th]].

[61] C. J. Grewcoe and L. Jonke, “Double field theory algebroid and curved L∞-algebras,”
J. Math. Phys. 62, no.5, 5 (2021) doi:10.1063/5.0041479 [arXiv:2012.02712 [hep-th]].

[62] C. M. Hull, “Duality in gravity and higher spin gauge fields,” JHEP 09, 027 (2001)
doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2001/09/027 [arXiv:hep-th/0107149 [hep-th]].

[63] T. Curtright, “Generalized Gauge Fields,” Phys. Lett. 165B (1985) 304.
doi:10.1016/0370-2693(85)91235-3

[64] M. Pretko, X. Chen and Y. You, “Fracton Phases of Matter,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A
35, no.06, 2030003 (2020) doi:10.1142/S0217751X20300033 [arXiv:2001.01722 [cond-
mat.str-el]].

[65] A. Chatzistavrakidis, G. Karagiannis and P. Schupp, “A unified approach to standard
and exotic dualizations through graded geometry,” Commun. Math. Phys. 378, no.2,
1157-1201 (2020) doi:10.1007/s00220-020-03728-x [arXiv:1908.11663 [hep-th]].

[66] A. Chatzistavrakidis, G. Karagiannis and A. Ranjbar, “Duality and higher Buscher
rules in p-form gauge theory and linearized gravity,” Fortsch. Phys. 69, no.3, 2000135
(2021) doi:10.1002/prop.202000135 [arXiv:2012.08220 [hep-th]].

[67] A. Chatzistavrakidis, G. Karagiannis and A. Ranjbar, “Duality, Generalized
Global Symmetries and Jet Space Isometries,” Universe 8, no.1, 10 (2021)
doi:10.3390/universe8010010 [arXiv:2112.00441 [hep-th]].

[68] A. Chatzistavrakidis, F. S. Khoo, D. Roest and P. Schupp, “Tensor Galileons and
Gravity,” JHEP 03, 070 (2017) doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2017)070 [arXiv:1612.05991 [hep-
th]].

15

http://arxiv.org/abs/1407.6759
http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.04790
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.5148
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.04770
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.08824
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.02712
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0107149
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.01722
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.11663
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.08220
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.00441
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.05991

	1 Introduction
	2 Roads to Higher Geometry
	3 Selected Applications
	3.1 Topological Sigma Models & BV formalism
	3.2 Higher Form Gauge Theories & Global Symmetries
	3.3 Tensor Gauge Theories & Universality of Form


