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“NONLINEAR PULLBACKS” OF FUNCTIONS AND L.,.-MORPHISMS
FOR HOMOTOPY POISSON STRUCTURES

THEODORE TH. VORONOV

ABSTRACT. We introduce mappings between spaces of functions on (super)manifolds that
generalize pullbacks with respect to smooth maps but are, in general, nonlinear (actually,
formal). The construction is based on canonical relations and generating functions. (The
underlying structure is a formal category, which is a “thickening” of the usual category
of supermanifolds; it is close to the category of symplectic micromanifolds and their mi-
cromorphisms considered recently by A. Weinstein and A. Cattaneo—B. Dherin—A. We-
instein.) There are two parallel settings, for even and odd functions. As an application,
we show how such nonlinear pullbacks give L.,-morphisms for algebras of functions on
homotopy Schouten or homotopy Poisson manifolds.

INTRODUCTION

In this paper we introduce and study a certain notion of a “generalized pullback” for
functions on smooth manifolds or supermanifolds. It has two characteristic features: it is,
in general, a nonlinear mapping between the spaces of functions (actually, it is given by a
formal nonlinear differential operator), and it contains the usual pullback of functions as a
particular case (when it is of course linear). Being nonlinear, such a “generalized pullback”
cannot be an algebra homomorphism; however, it has the property that its derivative at
each point is an algebra homomorphism.

The underlying “generalized morphisms” of (super)manifolds are certain canonical rela-
tions between the corresponding cotangent bundles. Recall that a canonical relation (or
a canonical correspondence) between symplectic manifolds is a Lagrangian submanifold in
the direct product endowed with the difference of the symplectic forms. Such are the graphs
of symplectomorphisms, hence canonical relations are usually seen as a generalization of
symplectomorphisms. Our viewpoint is different (so thinking of symplectomorphisms is
not useful for understanding) and can be explained as follows. Let ¢: M; — My be
a usual smooth map. It does not induce, in general, any map of the cotangent bun-
dles. (The exception is the case of a diffcomorphism.) Nevertheless it gives a relation
R, C T*M; x (=T*M,), which, as one can see, is a Lagrangian submanifold (here the mi-
nus sign means the negative of the symplectic form). This is our point of departure. As a
generalization of maps ¢: M; — M, we consider canonical relations ® C T*M; x (=T My)
of the type “closest to those of the form R,”. The latter requirement, as we will see, forces
us to consider formal relations, i.e., which live as submanifolds in the formal neighborhood
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2 THEODORE TH. VORONOV

of the zero section. All our constructions are therefore microformal (based on power series
in momentum variables).

Replacing ordinary maps by relations and considering categories of relations is a very
classical idea; in particular, the unifying role of canonical relations has been stressed by
Weinstein [29, 28][] The novelty is not in the use of relations as such, but in our choice of
a particular class of relations and in their treatment for defining an analog of pullbacks.
We see a relation & C T*M; x (=T*Ms) as a ‘morphism’ not between T*M; and T* My,
but between M; and M,. This is crucial and leads to the idea of a pullback

P*: COO(MQ) — COO(Ml),

which we define as follows. Suppose g € C*(M;) is a function on M,. The pullback ®*
should map it to a function f € C*°(M;). Consider the graph of the derivative A, C T M,.
It is a Lagrangian submanifold. Then f can be defined by the formula:

Api=Po A, CT"M,,

where o denotes the composition of relations; one needs to show that ® o A, has the
form Ay. More precisely, this defines the function f up to a constant of integration, so
our constructions involve a choice of constants. We assume that ® C T*M; x (=T*My)
can be specified by a generating function S(x,q) depending on position variables on M;
and momentum variables on M,, and we treat S as part of structure. Then the pullback
f = ®*[g] introduced above in an abstract way is given explicitly by

flx) =g(y) + Sz, q) — y'ai,

where to eliminate the variables ¢ and y one should use the system of equations ¢; = dg /0y’
and y' = 0S/0q; . Tt is solved by iterations, which gives y as a function of z depending in
general on g and its derivatives. Therefore the resulting f(z) is expressed in g(y) with all
its derivatives perturbatively and nonlinearly, as a formal power series. (This is one of the
many instances where formality enters the picture. Actually, the very assumption that we
can use S(x,q) implies a formal framework.) Remarkably, when ® = R, the equations
decouple, the nonlinearity disappears and the formula gives the ordinary pullback ¢*g.
We came to this construction motivated by the following task. Suppose a supermanifold
M is endowed with a homotopy analog of a Poisson structure. That means that —instead
of a familiar bracket with two arguments — there is a whole sequence of brackets including
binary, but also unary, ternary, etc., so that in particular the Jacobi identity for the binary
bracket is satisfied up to an algebraic homotopy, where the ternary bracket is the homo-
topy and the unary bracket is the differential, and there are further identities involving the
‘higher homotopies’. Speaking more formally, there is an L..-algebra structure on functions
on M such that all the brackets are multiderivations with respect to the ordinary product
of functions. (Actually, there are two different types of such structures on M, a ‘homotopy
Poisson’ and a ‘homotopy Schouten’ structures, which differ by the parities of the brack-
ets.) The problem is how to construct Ls,-morphisms of such homotopy structures. Let
us concentrate on the homotopy Schouten case, for concreteness. From general theory it is

!Other manifestations of this idea include additive relations in homological algebra [14] and the Berezin—
Neretin spinor representations of classical categories [2], [17, [1§].



“NONLINEAR PULLBACKS” AND HOMOTOPY POISSON STRUCTURES 3

known that the most efficient description for L..-algebras is that of ()-manifolds, i.e., super-
manifolds endowed with homological vector fields (see, e.g., [11, [12]). L.-morphisms then
correspond to maps of supermanifolds intertwining the corresponding homological vector
fields. In the considered example, homological vector fields live on infinite-dimensional
“functional” supermanifolds such as C*° (M) and one has to construct mappings between
them. This is a problem formulated in terms of infinite-dimensional geometry. On the
other hand, a homotopy Schouten structure has a convenient finite-dimensional descrip-
tion in terms of differential-geometric objects on M itself: it is specified by an odd function
H on T*M satisfying (H, H) = 0 for the canonical Poisson bracket. Hence the question:
is it possible to construct L..-morphisms in these terms? Nonlinear pullbacks ®* that we
introduce give the desired solution.

More precisely, we proved the following theorem. If two odd Hamiltonians H; and H,
specifying homotopy Schouten structures on M; and M, satisty pjH; = p5Hy; on @ C
T*M, x (=T*Ms,) as above (in other words, if they are ‘®-related’, for ® regarded as a
‘microformal morphism’ from M; to Ms), then the pullback ®*: C>(My) — C>®(M)) is
an L..-morphism of the homotopy Schouten algebras. (Note that the possible nonlinearity
of ®* is essential for obtaining nontrivial L.,-morphisms.)

Nonlinear pullbacks ®* as above are applicable to even functions. There is a parallel
construction that works for odd functions and gives a different ‘formal thickening’ of the
category of smooth supermanifolds, with nonlinear pullbacks

(here IT is the parity reversion functor and ‘points’ of IIC *°(M) are odd functions on M). It
is based on the anticotangent bundles II7* M with the canonical odd symplectic structure.
There is a similar application to homotopy Poisson manifolds.

The formal categorical structure outlined only briefly in this paper, and further applica-
tions to vector bundles and algebroids, are developed in [24]. A certain ‘quantum’ version
is constructed in [25, 26].

In the course of this work, I greatly benefited from discussions with H. M. Khudaverdian.
Discussions with K. C. H. Mackenzie on various aspects of Lie algebroids and bialgebroids
were a source of inspiration. I am very grateful to A. Weinstein and J. Stasheff for their
comments on early versions of this paper and to the anonymous referee for the remarks
that helped to improve the exposition.

1. MAIN CONSTRUCTION

Consider smooth manifolds or supermanifolds M; and M. We shall define a mapping of
smooth functions on M; to smooth functions on M; which generalizes the pullback w.r.t.
a smooth map ¢: M; — M,. This mapping is, in general, nonlinear — actually, it will be
defined as a formal power series—and has an ordinary pullback as a particular case, in
which is it is linear. (Moreover, as we shall see, ordinary pullbacks appear as linearizations
or derivatives for our construction.)

Remark 1. Constructions in this section are not specifically super, so the reader may
assume, initially, that we work with ordinary manifolds and ignore signs related with the
supercase. Considering supermanifolds is necessary only for applications.
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To emphasize that we consider spaces of smooth functions as infinite-dimensional man-
ifolds rather than vector spaces, we use boldface letters for the notation, e.g., C*(M)

instead of C*(M).

Remark 2. This distinction is important for supermanifolds where C* (M) is itself an
infinite-dimensional supermanifold whose ‘points’ are, by definition, even functions on M
possibly depending on auxiliary odd parameters, unlike elements of the Zs-graded vector
space C°°(M), which may be even or odd. Indeed, for consider unambiguously non-linear
expressions involving f(z), etc., the parity of f should be fixed, since even and odd functions
satisfy different commutativity constraints. (Similarly, odd functions on M should be
regarded as ‘points’ of the infinite-dimensional supermanifold TIC (M) corresponding to
the Zs-graded vector space I1C*(M).)

We shall use the language of canonical relations. Consider the cotangent bundles T M;
and T*M,. Denote local coordinates on M; and M, by z¢ and v¢, and let p, and g;
stand for the corresponding conjugate momenta; so the canonical symplectic forms are
wi = dpgdr® and w, = dg;dy’, respectively. We use local coordinates here because it is
the most efficient language, though of course everything can be rephrased in a coordinate-
free way. It is well known that canonical relations between symplectic manifolds arise
as graphs of canonical transformations (symplectomorphisms) and may be seen as their
generalizations. For cotangent bundles, they also arise when one considers the effect of
smooth maps of the bases. This is our starting point.

Example 1. Suppose ¢: M; — Mj is a smooth map. It induces the following diagram
for the cotangent bundles:

T 7
T*M, 2 o5 (T* My) 2 T* M,

M, My
where the map @ is fiberwise identical and at each point x € M; the map T*p(x) =
(Tp)*(z) is the adjoint of the tangent map. In coordinates, ¢*(y’) = ¢'(z) and

7 (a%,q) = (v, @) where y' = ¢'(z),

* a a a '
T p: (2% ¢;) — (2% p,) where p, = a—ja(x)ql
We define a relation R, C T*M,; x T* M, as follows:
a i d¢’ i i
Rgo:{(x ,pa,y,qi)‘pQZ%(w)me Zw(w)}- (1)

In other words, R, is the composition of the graphs of 7%y and . Note that the dimension
of R, is exactly half of the dimension of T*M; x T M,. For the pullbacks of the symplectic
forms w; and w, on R, we obtain

i

piwr = pi(dpa.dz®) = d( % qi)d:c“ = d(

D
oz

qz-dx“> =d <d90i%'> = dg;dy’
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and

pyws = py(dgdy’) = dg;dy’ .

Therefore pjw; = piws on R, and so R, is a Lagrangian submanifold in T*M; x T™ M,
considered with the symplectic structure pjw; — psws , i.e., a canonical relation.

This example serves as a model for our general construction. Denote by T* My x (—=1"*M,)
the symplectic manifold 7% M; x T* M, considered with the symplectic form w; —wq (where
we have suppressed p} and p3). Consider a canonical relation

b C T*Ml X (—T*M2>
of the form generalizing ,

d = { (2%, pa, ', @) ’ Pa = Yalz,q), y' = ¢'(,q) } : (2)

(We use the letter ® is a reminiscent of a map of manifolds ¢.) The condition that ® is
canonical implies that it can be described by a generating function S = S(z, ¢) so that

padz® — (—1)"y'dg; = dS (3)

on ®. (Note that p,dz® — (—=1)"yidg; = padz® — q:dy’ + d(y'q;).) In other words, our
relation has the form

. oS . -0S
¢ = { (xaapmyla%') Pa = % (.T,C_I) > yl = (_1>Zaq (l’,Q) } 5 (4)

for a generating function S = S(z,q). (In particular, (1)) is recovered from for S =
& (2)a )

A good time to quote Arnold: “Before turning to the apparatus of generating functions,
we remark that it is unfortunately noninvariantﬂ and it uses, in an essential way, the
coordinate structure in phase space” [I, p. 258].

Remark 3. Recall that if A C N is a Lagrangian submanifold of a symplectic manifold,
then in each local Darboux coordinate system on N one can choose half of the coordinates
so that they are independent on A and the remaining canonically conjugated coordinates
are expressed as the partial derivatives (up to signs) of a function of the coordinates
from the first group. This function, by definition, is a generating function for A. By
construction, it is a coordinate-dependent object. A particular type of such a function
corresponds to a choice of Darboux coordinates on N taken as independent coordinates
on the Lagrangian submanifold A. Not all choices may be possible. In our situation,
we postulate the possibility of taking x¢, ¢; as independent coordinates on ® C T*M; x
(=T*Ms) and hence the possibility of expressing our canonical relation in the form ,

#)-

Now we shall define an analog of pullback of functions using a canonical relation & of
the form as a replacement of a smooth map ¢: M; — M,. Consider an even function

%In the Russian original it sounds even stronger: “depressingly noninvariant”.
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g € C>(M,). The graph of its derivative is a Lagrangian submanifold Ay, C T*M,. In
coordinates,

A={ 0 | a=2w) ) (5)
{ ‘ dy }

Take the composition of the relation ® C T*M; x (=T*M,) with the submanifold A, C
T*Ms. 1t is a submanifold in 7™ M,

ANi=DoN;=p (PNpy'(Ay) CTM;.

In coordinates,

A= {e ) [= g a= 0 = D @ . ©

Theorem-Definition 1 (preliminary version). The submanifold A C T*M, is Lagrangian
and is the graph of the derivative of a function f € C>(My), A = Ay, which is given by

fx) = g(y) + S(2,q) — v'a;. (7)
where ¢; and y* in are determined from the equations
_ Y
- ;0S8 dg
i— (—1)° i .

The function f € C*(M,) defined by Eq. (7)), together with Eqs. () and (9)), is called
the generalized pullback of a function g € C®(Ms) w.r.t. a canonical relation & C
T*M; x (=T*Ms). Notation: f = ®*[g].

Proof. The fact that A C T*M; is Lagrangian actually follows from general theory: the
composition of Lagrangian relations, when it is well-defined, is Lagrangian. We shall check
it directly together with establishing (7). On @, p,dz® — ¢;dy’ = dS — d(y'q;) (see (3)). By
substituting ¢;dy’ = dg, we obtain that on A, p,dz® = dg + dS — d(y'q;), so p.dz® = df
with f given by . In particular, A has the correct dimension, so it is indeed Lagrangian
and A = Ay, as claimed. Formulas and @ follow from the definitions of ® and A,. We
shall see that the construction of f by formulas ,,@ does not depend on a choice of
coordinates and f is globally defined. This requires some further clarifications that will be

provided below after considering examples. O

Let us analyze formulas , and @ defining together the map ®*. In order to find the
function f = ®*[g] € C*°(M;) from (7)), one has to solve equation (9] so to express y as a
function of  and then substitute y = y(z) into (§) and (7). The function g € C*°(M>), the
functional argument of the mapping ®*, enters the equation for y through the derivative
0g/0y. Ultimately, the function g appears in both explicitly as ¢g(y) and implicitly
through the variables y and ¢. To see the whole procedure better, we consider examples
(which will also lead us to promised clarifications).

Example 2 (image of zero). Let g =0 € C>®(My). We get ¢; = dg/dy" = 0, so
f(x) = 5(x,0) =0+ 0= So(z),
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where we denoted Sy(z) := S(x,0). Therefore
P*[0] = So . (10)
This is a fixed (even) function on M;.

Let us write S(z, ¢) in the form of a power expansion in g; :
, 1 . 1 ..
S(z,q) = So(x) + ¢'(x)q; + 5 SY(x)g;q; + 30 ST (@) qua;gi + - - - (11)

(the reason for the choice of notation ¢'(x) will become clear shortly).
Consider first a special case.

Example 3 (ordinary pullback with a shift). Suppose
S(x,q) = So(@) + ¢'(2)a (12)
(no higher order terms). Then from (9)),
Yy =¢'(x),
so the coefficients ¢* define a smooth map ¢: M; — M,. From ([7) we obtain
flw) = So(x) + ¢'(x)gi — y'a; + g(y) = So(x) + g((2)).

We see that in this case, the map ®* is the combination of an ordinary pullback w.r.t. a
map M; — M and a ‘constant shift’ by a function on M,

P*[g] = So + ¢y (13)

In contrast with , it is not possible in a meaningful way to consider the generating
function S with a finite number of higher order terms restricting their order by some r > 1
(as we shall see later). So we have to deal with the whole expansion (11). For that, we
consider ®* perturbatively near g = 0.

Example 4 (linear approximation for ®*). Consider g(y) = eh(y) where ¢ = 0. From
and , we see that we need to determine y from @ only in the zero order approximation.
Also, there is no input from the terms of order > 2 in (L1)). Hence y* = ¢’(z) and f(z) is
obtained similarly to Example [3}

f(x) = So(x) + ¢ ()gi — y'q; + eh(y) = So(x) + eh(p(x)) .
In other words,
®*[eh) = Sy +ep*h mod 2. (14)

Example 5 (quadratic approximation for ®*). To make one more step, let g(y) = eh(y)
where €3 = 0. Now we see that we need y in the linear approximation. Writing y. = yo+eyi
mod &2, we obtain from (9] and

oh
oy’

(yo) = ¢'(x) + ¢ Sij(ﬁ)% (p(z)) mod 2.

= () +=59() o
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To find f(z), we substitute into (7)) and simplify:

f(x) = S(x,9) = y'q: +eh(y) =
S xsa (yo +evy1) | — (v —|—6y)8h (Yo +ey1) + eh(yo +ey1) =
By 0 1 By 0 n Yo Y1
Oh Oh

. Oh 1 ..
So(z) +¢ @Z(ﬁ)a—yi (o +ey) + € 5 SY (x)a—yj (%o) oy (yo)—

, . Oh
e(yo + 591)5 (yo + €1n) + eh(yo + eyr) =

Oh Ooh - Oh
(yo)ay (yo) — &2 1/18 ; (Yo +ey1) +ehlyo +eyr) =

Sola) + €25 SY(a) o

oy’
51 .. Oh oh 5 : Oh 5 ; Oh B
Solw) +e7 5 S”(w)a—yj (yO)a_y (yo) — ¢ yla - (Yo) +eh(yo) +e 4 o (o) =
Oh Oh
i 3
So(z) + e h(p(x)) + 5 (z )ay] (¢ (I))ayi (¢(x)) mode”.
Thus
®*[ch] = Sy +ep*h +&° % SY ©*0;h p*0;h  mod &*. (15)

Generalizing from these examples, we claim that in general the nonlinear transformation
®* ewists at least at the formal level as a perturbation series around an ordinary pullback
plus a shift (a transformation of the form (13))):

O [g](x) = Solx) + @*g(x) + Y O (z, 0" 9g(x), ¢"0g(x),...) | (16)

r>2

where each term @, is a homogeneous differential polynomial in g of order < r. (Also, @,
depends on derivatives of degrees < r in g.) Here the ‘shift’ Sy(x) is given by the zero
order term of a generating function S(x,q) and the ordinary pullback ¢* is with respect to
a map ¢: M; — M, which is given the first order terms of the function S(z, ¢q).

That this is indeed so can be proved as follows. For a given g, equation @[) defines the
variables ¢ as functions of z%, i.e., it defines a smooth map

Pg- Ml — M2 (17)

depending on g € C*°(Mz), which is a formal perturbation of a given map ¢ = ¢o: M; —
Ms. Solution of @ may be obtained by an iterative procedure starting from y* = ¢'(z) =
(—1)'9S/0q;(z,0). In other words, we write

QDQZQO()—F... s

where ¢y = ¢, so the map ¢, depending on g is expressed as a perturbation series around
the map ¢ defined by the canonical relation ® alone. Introduce parameter ¢ and consider
eg instead of g. For the Nth iterative step we write

yny=Yo+eyi +y+...+eyy  mod Nt
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where yy = ¢(z). The term yy is defined via yo,y1, ..., yn_1 from the equation
votemtep .. ey =

. . 0 _
©'(x) +¢e Sl (x, a—z (yo+ey +y+.. .+ 1yN1)>

, 0
+5QS§ (x,a—g (y0+€y1 —|—52y2—|—...+5N_2yN_2)) + ...

+ NSy (x, g—‘(y] (yo)) mod eVt (18)

Here
; 0S r+1

. |
Sp(x,q) = (1)’ 94; (z,q) = ﬁsm”'“(l’)%r i

where
1 .
Sy(z,q) = ] S () g, - qay

is the rth homogeneous term in the expansion (L1]). To find yy from , we expand the
r.h.s. to order N in € and notice that the terms of order < N — 1 cancel automatically with
the terms at the Lh.s. (since y;, ..., yny_1 were defined by exactly the same relation at the
previous steps). Therefore, it is sufficient to collect the terms of order N at the r.h.s. and
upon division by &/ this gives yx. By the way we see that yy depends on the derivatives
of g to order < N (evaluated at yo = ¢(z)). We may write symbolically

g =0+ @ilg] +p2lgl + ..+ onlgl + .. (19)

as a functional formal power series in g, where each term @ylg] is of order N in g and
©%lg] = v’ defined by the above procedure. Hence

*[g] = pyg + S(w, wga—g> — 0y 0509, (20)

which justifies the claim about the form of the expansion ([16]).

To summarize, we can now supplement Theorem-Definition (1| by saying that we should
consider the generating function S(z, q) specifying a canonical relation ® as a formal power
series in ¢;; thus the relation @ is itself formal. The operation ®* is defined by via
the above iterative procedure and is therefore a formal mapping between the spaces of
functions. Also, the generating function S(z,q) is regarded as a part of structure, which
eliminates questions about a choice of ‘constants of integration’. This is the first of the
clarifications promised in the proof of Theorem-Definition[I} Another clarification concerns
the (in)dependence of the procedure defining ®* of a choice of coordinates and will follow
shortly.

In Example [ we actually computed the derivative of the mapping ®* at g = 0. It is
possible to find the derivative of ®* at an arbitrary point.

Theorem 2. The derivative of the formal mapping of functional manifolds

d*: COO(MQ) — COO(Ml)
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at a point g € C*°(Ms) is given by the formula:

(To")[g] = ¢},
where
@y CF(My) — C*(M)
is the usual pullback with respect to the map @q: My — My defined by g.

Proof. Consider a variation of a point g € C*(My), g.(y) = g(y) + cu(y). We need to find

the corresponding f. = ®*[g.]. We shall denote by ¢ and y¢ the solutions of and (9)

for the perturbed function g., and by symbols without €, the corresponding non-perturbed

objects. We may write y¢ = ¢’ + ey} and ¢ = ¢; +£qy; . By substituting into (7)), we obtain
fe(x) = S(z,q +eqr) — (' + eyi) (@i + equi) + g:(y + ey1) =

as i i i i 99

S, q) +equz—(,0) —y'ai — (=1)"ey'qu —eyiqi + 9(y) + i 7

Jq; dy

S(,q) +equ(=1)"y —y'q; — (=1)7e(=1)"" gy’ —cyiag + 9(y) + eyt +culy) =

S(xq) = v'ai + 9(y) +euly) = f(x) +euly).

Note that y = ¢,(z) . Therefore for a perturbation e u, u € C*(M,), of g € C>*(M,), the
corresponding perturbation of ®*[g] € C*(M,) is € pju, where pru € C(M). O

(y) teuly) =

Finally, let us turn to the question of a transformation law of the generating function
S(x,q) under a change of coordinates. Geometrically, we have a Lagrangian submanifold
& C T*M; x (=T*Ms), which in given coordinates on M; and M, is described by where
S = S(x,q) is a function of the variables 2% and ¢; (the coordinates on the base of T*M;
and the standard fiber of T™* M, respectively). Suppose we change coordinates:

ox® - L oy"
= a’ =y y §i = — - 21

g P ¥ =), g oy (21)
We need to find a new function S’ = S'(x',¢') of the variables 2%, ¢y such that in the new
coordinates %, pos, ", qi on T*M; X (—=T*M,) our Lagrangian submanifold ® is specified
by the equations of the same form:

s, v 208",
pa’_w<$JQ)7y _( 1) 36]1/ (I7Q) (22)

2% =2(2"), pa

Since local coordinates on M; and M, transform independently, the questions concerning
the behavior of S w.r.t. transformations of ¢ and g’ are separate. The behavior w.r.t.
x® is not problematic: it is easy to see that w.r.t. these variables S can be viewed as
representing a genuine function on M, and so one has to simply perform a substitution
in the arguments, x* = z*(2’). The real problem is with transformations of coordinates on
M. The solution is given by the following statement. (Note that generating functions are
generally defined up to constants, but we shall give a transformation law for S without
such an ambiguity.)

Theorem 3. The ‘new’ generating function S’(x',q’) is given the formula

S'(@',q) = S(x,q) — v'ai + vy aw (23)
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where z%, ¢;, y' and y" are determined from the equations

L . 08 oy’ /
v =y (y), ¥ = (—1>Zaq,(l‘aq), G = 2 (y) qr, z°=2"(a'). (24)

Proof. Differentiate both sides of ;

ds' =dS — dy'q; — (—1)'y'dg; + dy’ ¢ + (—1)"y" dgs

oS 05 . , ” ,
e T i 5 — (=1)'daiy’ + (=1)"dawy"

= dS — (=1)y'dg; + (—1)"y" dgy = da® o

and on the submanifold ,
dS" = da p, + (—1)dg; y' — (—1)dgy’ + (—1)" dguy” = da® py + (—1)" dgiy”
which gives as desired. To properly make use of formula , one has to express all
the variables at the r.h.s. of it, i.e., 2% ¢;, ¥* and " in terms of the variables at the Lh.s.,
i.e., 2 and gy . For 2%, we simply substitute 2 = z%(2'). We also substitute y* = y (y)
and use the standard transformation law for the momentum variables ¢;, expressing them
via ¢y and 3. The rest is subtler: for determining y* we have a system of coupled equations
;08 (z,q) B oy"
aql 7q 9 ql - ayz

yi = (_1> (y) di ,
which gives
, -0S , oy
(2 — _1 1 1'7 —J / ,
v = (1), (@ 5, W1)
from where y is expressed as a function of x and ¢’ by an iterative procedure similar to
that defining the map ¢, above. The result is a formal power expansion in ¢'. O

Formula can be read as the composition of three transformations: the ‘direct’ Le-
gendre transform from ¢; to y*, the substitution y* = y*(3/), and the ‘inverse’ Legendre
transform from y* to gy . Namely, we pass from S(gq) (here the dependence on z is sup-
pressed) to S*(y),

S*(y) =y'q — S(q),
where ¢; is expressed from

V= (175 ).

Then we substitute to obtain S*'(y') := S* (y(y’)) Finally, we pass from S* to S’ = (S*)",
S'(¢) =y"a — S (y()) ,

where y¥ is expressed from
0
— 5" ).
a7 5 (W)

qy =

3Note an analogy with pseudodifferential operators: the direct Fourier transform, then a multiplication
operator, and then the inverse Fourier transform. It is not a random analogy because the Legendre
transform can be seen as the ‘classical limit’ of the Fourier transform. We can treat formula in a
similar way. Compare with [25] [26].
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Assembled together, these steps give equation . The possibility to make the Legendre
transform from ¢ to y puts a restriction on the generating function S (non-degeneracy
in ¢). Such a restriction is not satisfied, for example, by S corresponding to a smooth
map M; — Ms. However, the restriction disappears for the composite transformation
S(q) — S'(¢'), because the two Legendre transforms compensate each other in a way.
(It is illuminating to see how the inverse matrix S;; eventually disappears from the final
answer after one initially assumes the non-degeneracy of the quadratic form S¥g;q; in the
expansion of S so to be able to apply the Legendre transform.) Theorem [3|does not require
any non-degeneracy from S.

Remark 4. The transformation law for S given by and satisfies the cocycle con-
dition, as one can immediately see: if S'(2/,¢’) is expressed from S(z,q) by (23),([24), and
S"(x",q") is expressed from S'(z’,¢') by the same formulas (with the necessary replace-
ments), then the composite expression of S”(z",¢") via S(z,q) coincides with the direct
expression given by these formulas. This makes it possible to consider generating functions
S(z,q) (defined as power series in q) as geometric objects on M; x M.

Example 6. Suppose the ‘old’ generating function S(z, ¢) is given by the expansion ([11)).
Under a change of coordinates (21]), the ‘new’ generating function S'(2’, ¢’) has the expan-
sion

S'(') = Sole(@)) + & () v + 5 57 () avas + O P), (25)
where
o () =y (p(x()) (26)
and
(&) = (—1y" X () 59 (ae)) 2 (o). (21)
oy? oyl

This can be obtained by a patient calculation along the lines above, which we leave to the
pleasure of the reader. Note that is just the expression of the map ¢: M; — M in
new coordinates on M; and M,, and in equation one recognizes the tensor law on M,
at a point ¢(x). Non-tensor transformations depending, in particular, on higher derivatives
of a coordinate transformation on M appear in the higher order terms of S.

The following statement is a direct consequence of the definition of ®* and the trans-
formation law given by Theorem [3] It deserves the name of a theorem because of its
importance.

Theorem 4. Suppose ¢ = ¢'(y') is the expression of an even function g = g(y) in new
coordinates on My, i.e., ¢'(y') = g(y(y)), and S'(2',q") is the expression of a generat-
ing function S(x,q) in new coordinates on My and My according to the transformation
law (23),[24). Let the function f' = f'(2') be obtained from ¢', S' and the function
f = f(x) be obtained from g, S, as the generalized pullbacks (in coordinates ', y' and
x, y, respectively). Then the function f' = f'(2') is the expression of the function f = f(x)
in the new coordinates on My, i.e., f'(2') = f(x(2)).

Proof. We are given that
f’(l’l) — g/(y/) + S/(LLJ7 q/) o :y/q/7
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where

-/83/ 89/

i (1) 1o = N
Yy = (-1 _8qi/<x’Q)’ q —ay,(y)

Also ¢'(v') = g(y(v/')), for an invertible change of variables ¢’ = ¢/(y), and
S'(@',q") = S(x,q9) —ya +y'd .

where

’ -/ . ~aS ayll
i i (1) o : " a_ 20l
y =y (y)a Yy ( ) En (:L‘,q), qi By (y)q 'y T (.1')

Note that this transformation law for S implies y* = (—1)"95"/9qy (', ¢) if y* = (—1)'05/0¢i(z, q).
Hence we can ‘compose’ the formulas for f’ and S’ to obtain
f'@)=glyy) +S(x,q) —ya+y'd —y'qd =g(y) + S(z,9) — yaq,

where at the r.h.s.

. 08 dg

i _1 7 L —

y' = (-1) 90, (z.9), @ —ay(y) ,

and = x(z’). This is exactly the equality f'(z') = f(z(2')), as claimed. O

To summarize, we may say that a generalized pullback ®*, a formal mapping of function
spaces defined initially in local coordinates, is independent of a choice of coordinates. This
finishes with all questions of substantiation.

We leave out discussion of compositions of formal canonical relations @ given by formal
generating functions S(z, ). One should expect, in view of the analysis performed above,
that they form what can be regarded as a formal categoryﬁ and the usual formula

(P10 Ps)" = 030 D] (28)

holds, so our analog of pullbacks gives a nonlinear representation of (the dual of) this formal
category. (Formula should basically follow from the associativity of composition of
relations.) These questions are considered fully in our forthcoming work [24].

Remark 5. We have worked so far with formal objects (power series). To extend consid-
eration to non-formal objects may be possible but may require more work. Our central
equation @ defines a map ¢,: M; — M, associated with a canonical relation ® and a
function g. We showed above how to solve it by iterations so to obtain a power series
solution. At the same time, one can imagine that a Banach contraction mapping argument
can be used for obtaining a non-formal solution of @D in a neighborhood of the zero sec-
tion. Since such a neighborhood is unspecified, a neat formulation would be to replace it
by a germ. So the options are to work on a formal level with power series (infinite jets)
or with germs. Considering germs of symplectic manifolds at Lagrangian submanifolds is
Weinstein’s idea dating back to [27]. If we follow this direction, our work will immediately
meet the recent body of works on “symplectic microgeometry” such as [30], [3], 4 [5].

4The underlying category, for which this formal category is a formal neighborhood, being the semi-direct
product of the usual category of smooth supermanifolds and their smooth maps with algebras of smooth
functions.
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2. HAMILTON—JACOBI VECTOR FIELDS

Consider a Hamiltonian function H € C*°(T*M), which can be even or odd. We write
H = H(x,p), as usual. To such a function we assign a vector field X g on the infinite-
dimensional manifold C* (M), as follows: for each f € C>°(M), the variation of f is given
by

frs fo=f+eXulf], where f.(z) = f(z) +gH(x,g—£ (:c)). (29)

Here ¢2 = 0 and € = H. The parity of the vector field Xy is the same as the parity of
H. In standard terminology used in field theory or integrable systems, the vector field X g
is a ‘first-order local vector field” on the space of functions. It can be written in terms of
variational derivatives as

Xy = (—1)im /D:r; H(x, g—i (x)) 5;2@ . (30)

Mnlm
(The sign is required for linearity.)
The differential equation defining the flow of the vector field X g on the manifold C > (M)
is a Hamilton-Jacobi equation ] It takes the familiar form
of of
= H(z, 20 31
ot o (31
when H is even. Here the time variable ¢ in (31]) is also even. (In , a function f depends
on t in addition to x, so to give a curve in C*(M).) For an odd H, the corresponding
Hamilton—Jacobi equation takes the form
0 0 of
Df=(Z4+72) = H( , —) , 2
d (8T+78t>f " o (32)

with two time variables, even ¢ and odd 7. (The operator D at the Lh.s. of squares
to 0/0t.)

Theorem 5. For arbitrary Hamiltonians H and F,

where the bracket at the l.h.s. is the commutator of vector fields on the infinite-dimensional
manifold C>®(M) and the bracket at the r.h.s. is the canonical Poisson bracket on T*M .

(The minus sign in is of course completely inessential and depends on conventions.)

Proof. Direct calculation, but still worth giving here. For calculating the commutator, we
start from a point fo € C*°(M) and apply to it successively infinitesimal shifts along the
vector fields X g and X . First we arrive at f;, where

dfo

fil@) = fole) +eH (2, 52

SFrom arbitrary first order local vector fields, the vector fields X y are distinguished by the dependence
only on the values of the derivative but not the function itself. This is precisely what distinguishes the
Hamilton—-Jacobi equations among arbitrary first order partial differential equations.
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and €2 = 0. Then we arrive at f,, where

ala) = u(e) +n (2,90 =
- ) (-8 e )
( dfo

folz )+€H<x a—fo)-i-nF( af0>+

" Oz 8:5“ ) SF( a@?)

and 7% = 0. Next we arrive at f3, where

o) = 1)~ 22) -

() o ) (o 52) B 52)-
0

6H<J,’ afO 8 ( dfo )
" Oz
) o 2 e )2 )
5H< %‘?) —5aianF<x,aa—J;?> . %Z(x?%) _
) e ) 1)

Finally we arrive at fy, where

41 = 10 22) = o+ () OF (1 )

et (5 G G (7 5 = o e (P o (52,

Ipa Ox® ox
oy (7 0) ~ 0T () 5 ()

By examining the differential expression in the big bracket, we observe that the terms of
the first order in f, assemble to

0z Op, 0z Op,

. OH OF  OH aF>:_<H7F)7

(=1) (( 1 Opg 0x®  0x® Jp,
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the Poisson bracket of H and F, evaluated at (.75, %) . At the same time, the terms of the
second order in f; are
(—1) *fo OH OF )+ fo OF OH
0x20xb Jpy Op, 0x20x® Jpy Opa
and we can observe that they cancel by the symmetry of second partial derivatives. Hence
0
f4<£l§') = fO —ne <H7 F) <l’, a_fxb> )

as claimed. O

Corollary. Let Q be an odd Hamiltonian and (Q,Q) = —2H, so H is even. Then the
solution of the Hamilton—Jacobi equation for @,

o1 -o( ).

is given by f(t, ) = fo(t) + 7 f1(t), where fy is the solution of the usual Hamilton—Jacobi
equation for H,

dfo dfo

210 g 20

ot (x ax> ’
and f; = Q({E, %) . In particular, if (Q,Q) = 0, then the Hamilton—Jacobi equation for
Q) reduces to

of af

E - Q('xa %) ’
and its solution is just an ‘odd shift’: f = fo+ 7Q (x, %) )

We shall refer to the vector fields on the infinite-dimensional manifold C*° (M) of the
form Xy as to the Hamilton—Jacobi vector fields.

Consider an arbitrary relation R C T*M; x T*M,. We say that Hamiltonians H; €
C>®(T*M,) and Hy € C=(T* M) are R-related if pj H, = p5H,, where p;, i = 1,2, are the
restrictions of the canonical projections on T*M;. This terminology extends the classical
notion of p-related vector fields as shown by the following example.

Example 7. Suppose R = R, corresponds to a smooth map ¢: M; — M, as in Example .
Then the condition that H; = Hi(x,p) and Hy = Hs(y, q) are R-related amounts to

0
i (. 520)4) = Ha(o(o).a).
In particular, if Hy(z,p) = X%x)p, and Hs(y,q) = Y'(y)q; correspond to vector fields
X € Vect(M;) and Y € Vect(Ms;), we recognize the familiar condition

X(w) 9 = Vi (p(a)

i.e., that the vector fields X and Y are ¢-related.

Suppose there is a canonical relation ® C T*M; x (—T*M,) of the form (). Consider
the pullback ®*: C>(My) — C>(M;).
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Theorem 6. If Hamiltonians Hy € C*(T*M;) and Hy € C>®(T*M,) are ®-related, then
the Hamilton—Jacobi vector fields X g, € Vect(C>®(Ms)) and X g, € Vect(C>(M,)) are
O*-related.

Proof. The condition that two vector fields are related by a smooth map means that the
map intertwines the corresponding infinitesimal shifts. We shall check that for the vector
fields X g, and X ,. Note that the condition that H; and H, are ®-related reads:
oS ; ; 08
Hy(z,p) = Hy(y,q) for p,=——(z,q) and y' = (=1)" -—(z,q) . (34)
Ox 0
Take an arbitrary g € C*°(M,) and apply to it the infinitesimal shift along X p,. We
obtain

9y
0:9) = 9ly) + < Ha (50 ).
Apply to the result the map ®*. By Theorem [2]

*[ge] = D" [g] + € ¥, (H2 (y, %)) :

Recall that ¢} simply means that y* should be found from the equation

v= (-1 (5 50). (35)

In the opposite direction, apply first ®* to g to obtain ®*[¢g] and then apply to it the
infinitesimal shift along X y,. We arrive at

")

Denote ®*[g] =: f. To calculate the derivative in the argument, write

flx) =Sz, q) —v'a+9(y),

O*[g| +eH,y <x,

where
% and 3’ = (—1) 05 (x @>
ql - ay y - aqz 783/ I
SO
of 0SS/ dg dq; 0S ;1 0Og oy — - 0q  Oy' Og
_ ~J “JIY C(—1)% —
ox®  Ox° <x, 8y> + 0x® Jg; (x, 83/) gra & (=" ox® * Ox® Qy'

D (m ay> gy e~ (Y 9rn Y T g T e <x ay>'

Therefore, to prove our statement, we need to compare the infinitesimal increments of f(x),
f = ®*[¢], given in one case by
dg
(v3,)
2\ Y By

(after dropping ) and in the other case by

i (v g (7. 5))
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where in both cases y° is obtained from (35]). We see that the equality in question

oS dg\\ dg
(e 5z (n.5,)) = (v 3,)
follows from , which is valid for all ¢, in particular ¢ = dg/Jy . U

This theorem may be seen as the main statement of our paper.

3. APPLICATION TO HOMOTOPY ALGEBRAS AND ALGEBROIDS

Let us recall some information concerning L..-algebras. We shall use the higher derived
bracket construction [22]. A vector space L together with an infinite sequence of odd
symmetric multilinear operations (‘brackets’)

Lx...xL—1L,
———

rtimes
where r = 0,1,2,3,... , is called an L. -algebra if the brackets satisfy the sequence of
‘higher Jacobi identities’
Jn(vi,. .. 0,) =0, (36)
foralln =0,1,2,3,... ,ﬂ where J,(v1,...,v,) denotes the nth Jacobiator of the brackets
defined by

To(wi o) = Y > (D {0y - Vol b Valhr1)s -5 Vahro - (37)
k>0 (k,£)-shuffles
k+4=n
(Here the sign (—1)* is the usual Koszul sign depending on the parities of permuted
arguments, e.g., (—1)° = +1, if all v; are even.)

A sequence of symmetric multilinear operations of a given parity on a vector space L
can be assembled into a formal vector field on the corresponding ‘vector supermanifold’
L, where we use boldface for distinction. Conversely, given a vector field X € Vect(L), a
sequence of brackets on L is obtained as follows [22]:

i{U17~--7vr} = [ e [[Xv ivl] ’iv2] ) >iv2] (0) ) (38)

(evaluation at the origin), where i, is the constant vector field corresponding to a vector
v € L. Suppose a sequence of odd brackets on L corresponds to an odd vector field
@ € Vect(L). Then the sequence of their Jacobiators J,, corresponds to the even vector
field @* = 1[Q,Q]. (See [22] for a more general statement.) Therefore there is a one-
to-one correspondence between L..-algebra structures on a vector space L and formal
homological vector fields on L. It is known that the language of homological vector fields
is the most efficient way of working with L..-algebras (see, e.g. [11, [12]). In particular, an
Loo-morphism from an L.-algebra Ly to an L..-algebra Lo (in the above description) can
be defined as a formal supermanifold map ¢: L; — Ly (in general, nonlinear) such that
the corresponding homological vector fields @; € Vect(L;) are ¢-related.

SMore precisely, this is an L.-algebra “in the symmetric version”. In the original terminology [13], an
Lo-algebra or ‘strongly homotopy Lie’ algebra has antisymmetric brackets of alternating parities, namely,
brackets with an even number of arguments being even and with an odd number of arguments, odd. These
two notions transform to each other by the parity reversion of the underlying space, see [22].
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We shall apply these general notions to the setup where brackets are introduced on the
space of smooth functions on some (super)manifold.

A Hamiltonian H € C*°(T*M) defines a sequence of symmetric brackets on the vector
space C°°(M) by the higher derived bracket construction [22] :

{fla"-ufT}H = ("'((H7f1>7f2)7"'7f7")|M : (39)

The parity of these brackets is the same as the parity of H. All brackets are multi-
derivations w.r.t. the associative multiplications of functions. If we expand H as

1 1
H(x,p) = Ho(x) + H*(x)p, + 5 H®(2)pypa + 3 H®(2)popypa + - - (40)
with symmetric coefficients H* % then
{fi,- -, [y = £H () Do f ... 00 f - (41)

We shall refer to the Hamiltonian generating a given sequence of brackets as to the master
Hamiltonian. It is natural to ask what is the corresponding vector field on the infinite-
dimensional supermanifold C*(M). The answer is given by the following statement.

Theorem 7. The higher derived brackets (39)) generated by H € C°°(T*M) assemble to
the Hamilton—Jacobi vector field X g € Vect(C>(M)),

T of )
Xy=(—1" /Da: H(w, - @)) Tk (42)
Mnim
Proof. Directly. One needs to apply to fi = ... = [, = [, for some even function
feC>(M). O

When the master Hamiltonian H is odd, the derived brackets are also odd and it
is legitimate to ask whether the Jacobi identities hold for them. As follows from a
general theorem [22], if an odd Hamiltonian H obeys the classical master equation

(H>H):Ov (43)

then all the Jacobi identities are satisfied for its derived brackets, so the space C*°(M)
with these brackets is an L.-algebra. Considered also with the ordinary multiplication of
functions, it is a homotopy Schouten algebra. (By definition, a homotopy Schouten algebra
or Sy-algebra is a commutative associative algebra endowed with an infinite sequence
of odd symmetric brackets that satisfy the higher Jacobi identities and also the Leibniz
identity in each argument [22].) A supermanifold M whose algebra of functions is endowed
with odd brackets making it a homotopy Schouten algebra will be called a homotopy
Schouten manifold or an S, -manifold.

Remark 6. By Theorem [] for an odd Hamiltonian H we have
(X u, Xu| ==X um -

So if H satisfies (H, H) = 0, then X7 = 0. This gives a direct proof that such an H
generates an L.-algebra.

Consider homotopy Schouten manifolds M; and M,. Let H; and Hy be the respective
master Hamiltonians. Let ® C T*M; x (=T*M,) be a canonical relation of the form (4.
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Corollary (From Theorems @ and . If master Hamiltonians Hy and Hy are ®-related,
then the formal mapping of function supermanifolds

O C(My) — C=(M))
(in general, nonlinear) is an L.,-morphism of the corresponding L.-algebras.

Example 8. A very special case is that of ® corresponding to an ordinary map ¢: M; —
M, so that the master Hamiltonians are ¢-related. Then ¢*: C®(My) — C*(M,) is
the usual pullback, hence linear. It gives a strict morphism of L..-algebras, for which all
brackets are preserved separately.

This can also be applied to Lie algebroid theory, as follows.

For Lie bialgebroids, a Lie bialgebroid morphism F; — FEj5 is defined as a morphism of
Lie algebroids ¢: E; — FE, such that it is also a Poisson map for the Lie-Poisson brackets
induced by the Lie algebroid structures on the dual bundles [15]. The latter condition is
also equivalent to ¢ being a Poisson map for the Lie-Schouten brackets induced on ITE; and
I1E,. The conditions of a Lie algebroid morphism and a Poisson map naturally combine
together into one condition that the odd Hamiltonians defining the QS-structures (see [21])
on I1F; and I1F; are p-related. This is equivalent to ¢*: C*°(I1Ey) — C*(I1E;) being a
morphism of differential Schouten algebras. The question arises, what should stand for all
that in the homotopy case.

A structure of an L.-bialgebroid is defined on a vector bundle E by an odd master
Hamiltonian H satisfying the master equation (H,H) = 0. It particular it makes the
algebra of functions C*°(IIF) is a homotopy Schouten algebra. How one should define
morphisms of L..-bialgebroid? We should be looking for constructions leading to L..-
morphisms of the algebras of functions. Ordinary morphisms of vector bundles can only
lead to strict morphisms. This is clearly not sufficient. The correct notion should use
nonlinear pullbacks (as can be showed).

Example 9. Let a supermanifold M have a homotopy Poisson structure (see, e.g., [10]
and in the Appendix). (The difference with a homotopy Schouten structure is that the
brackets are antisymmetric and have alternating parities, so that the binary bracket is
even.) In [10] we showed that it induces the structure of an L..-algebroid on the cotangent
bundle T*M. (This is the analog of the Lie algebroid structure on 7*M for an ordinary
Poisson manifold.) The corresponding sequence of odd brackets on functions on IIT'M are
called the higher Koszul brackets. Recall that functions on IIT'M are (pseudo)differential
forms on M. In the classical situation, there is only the binary Koszul bracket on forms
induced by an ordinary Poisson structure and the pullback w.r.t. the Poisson anchor maps
it to the canonical Schouten bracket of multivector fields. In [I0], we posed the problem of
extending this picture to the homotopy Poisson case, i.e., to find an L.,-morphism between
the higher Koszul brackets and the canonical Schouten bracket. The solution is given by a
certain nonlinear pullback ®*: C*(IIT'M) — C>(IIT*M) (see [24]). This question was
the departure point of the present work.

Example [0 has an abstract form, which is an L, version of ‘triangular Lie bialgebroids’
of Mackenzie—Xu [16] and in particular of the canonical Lie bialgebroid morphism E* — E
defined for them (which is an abstract analog of the Poisson anchor, see [15]). We elaborate
these questions in [24] and a forthcoming paper with H. M. Khudaverdian.
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APPENDIX: “NONLINEAR PULLBACKS” FOR ODD FUNCTIONS
In the main text we construct and study the mapping of even functions on supermanifolds
o*: C™(My) — C*=(M)

associated with a canonical relation ® C T*M; x (—=T*Ms). There is a parallel construction
of a similar mapping of odd functions

U TIC™®(Ms) — TIC™®(M,).

Below we give a brief outline of the corresponding statements without repeating the proofs
that generally go along the same lines. In the same way as the constructions in the main
text are based on the symplectic geometry of the cotangent bundles of the (super)manifolds
involved, the parallel constructions here make use of odd symplectic geometry. It is well
known that there are fundamental differences between even and odd symplectic geometry
(see, e.g., [7, 8], [9]), but up to a certain point everything remains similar and it suffices
for our purpose.

For a supermanifold M consider the anticotangent bundle II7T*M. If 2* are local coor-
dinates on M, then on IIT*M we obtain local coordinates ¢, z}, where the variables x

a’
have the parities opposite to the parities of the corresponding z* and they transform as

CL/
Tt = O zt
a 827“ a "

The variables z%, z¥ form canonically conjugate pairs w.r.t. the odd bracket (the canonical
Schouten bracket), where

[z5, lﬁ]] - 52 )
and [F,G] = —(=1)FDED[G, F] (see, e.g., [21]). It corresponds to the canonical odd
symplectic form w = d(dx® z7).
Let W C IIT*M; x (—IIT*Ms;) be a canonical relation such that it can be specified by
an odd generating function © = O(x, y*),ﬂ

v ={ @t | o= 5o @) = 52 @) |

Here 2, x* are coordinates on IIT*M; and ¥, y; are coordinates on IIT*M,. Then a given
odd function g € TIC*(M;) is mapped to the odd function f =: U*[g] € TIC*>(M;) defined
by the formula
f(x) = g(y) +O(z,y") —y'v; |
where
«_ 99

(Y)

"Unlike the even case, a Lagrangian submanifold A of an odd symplectic manifold N has a discrete
invariant. Namely, if dim N = n|n, then dim A can take any of the values n — k|k, where k = 0,1,...,n.
The relations ¥ C IIT*M; x (—IIT*M,) that we consider have this invariant equal to m; + ng, where
dim M; = nylm and dim My = ng|ma.
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and g’ is determined from the equation

, 00 < g ( )>
= xr. —
oy; \" oy
(similarly to , , @ above). This equation can be solved by iterations. If we expand

Y

O(z,y") = Op(z) + ' (x)y! + 5 oY (x)yiy; + ...,

then the zeroth order term ©g is just a fixed odd function on M, the first order term
corresponds to an ordinary smooth map ¢: M; — M,, and the higher order terms give a
‘perturbation’. As in the main text, we obtain ¢p,: M; — M, as a perturbative series

g =@+ eilgl + e2lg] + -
with terms of orders 1,2,... in g.
Example 10. As an exercise, one can calculate the linear and quadratic terms in g to obtain
99

py(z) = ¢'(x) + 6Y(z) Dyl (o(2)) +

~~

v1lg]
g 9%g

dg Jg
Ay ((z)) DyF oy Ik D

(@) + 5 07 (@) 3% (pla)) 35 (¢(2) + .

w2(9]

0V (z)oM (z)

(the round brackets in the indices denote symmetrization). The particular expression is not very
important, but it gives a feeling of the general appearance of the terms in the expansion.

Then the image of ¥* in a greater detail is

W [gl(2) = glgy(2)) + O ( o (sog(fv)>> — 4(2) 2 (ool

and, as in the main text, we can obtain that to the second order

dg dg

¥lg)(a) = O0a) + glpla)) + 56%(0) 5% (o(a)) 5k (pla)) + .

Composition of canonical relations of the considered form leads to another ‘formal cat-
egory’ extending the category of smooth supermanifolds and their smooth maps, different
from the one considered in the main text ] One should expect

(V) 0Wy)* =W3o W7,

so “nonlinear pullbacks” give a nonlinear representation of this formal category on the
spaces of odd functions.
Similarly to Theorem [2] of the main text, we have

8Working in a formal framework allows to go around the standard difficulties with composition. Compare
remark at the end of section |1l Moreover, for ordinary (purely even) manifolds, the fibers of IIT*M are
odd, hence there is no difference between formal and non-formal treatments. It was Severa [20] who first
noted that in that case Weinstein’s symplectic “category” is a genuine category without quotes.
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Theorem. The derivative of the formal nonlinear mapping
at a point g € TIC>°(Ms) is given by the formula:

(TY)[g] = 5 ,
where
@y CF(My) — C*(M)
is the ordinary pullback w.r.t. the map pq: My — My depending on g. U

Analogs of the Hamilton—Jacobi vector fields introduced in the main text, in the ‘odd’

setup take the form
g of 4]
X :_1H<m+1)/D Hlz, == ) ——
n= (=) ‘ * B 6f(x)’
Mnlm

where H € C*(IIT*M) is a multivector (or ‘pseudomultivector’) field on M. Here we need
to emphasize that the function f is odd, so in particular the substitution of its derivatives
J0f/0x® for the antimomenta x} makes good sense. In other words, we have infinitesimal
shifts of odd functions on M of the form

0
fe fe=f+eXylf], where X y[f](z) = H(x, 3_£ (w)) .
Here €2 = 0 and & = H + 1. The parity of the vector field X  on TIC (M) is the opposite
to the parity of H.

Theorem. For arbitrary multivector fields H and F,
X, Xr] = (-1 Xpury

where the bracket at the l.h.s. is the commutator of vector fields on the infinite-dimensional
supermanifold TIC (M) and the bracket at the r.h.s. is the canonical Schouten bracket on
7M. O

Multivector fields Hy; € C*°(IIT*M;) and Hy € C>®(IIT*M;) are said to be R-related
for a relation R C IIT*M; x IIT*M, it piHy = p5H,. For a canonical relation ¥ C
IIT*M; x (=IIT*M,) as above the analog of Theorem [6] holds:

Theorem. If multivector fields Hy € C®°(IIT*M,) and Hy € C™(IIT*Ms) are V-related,
then the vector fields X y, € Vect(TIC*°(My3)) and X g, € Vect(TIC*>°(M;)) are W*-related,
for W*: TIC>°(My) — TIC>* (M) . d

An even multivector field P € C*°(IIT*M) satisfying [P, P] = 0 defines a homotopy
Poisson structure (or a Py -structure) on M via the higher derived bracket construction [22].
That means antisymmetric brackets of alternating parities on C'°°(M) that make it into an
L..-algebra in the “antisymmetric version” and which are multiderivations w.r.t. ordinary
multiplication. On the vector space IIC*° (M) this induces an Lo-algebra structure in the
“symmetric version”. With an abuse of language we still refer to P as to a ‘Poisson tensor’
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on M. The homological vector field @ on the supermanifold TIC*(M) corresponding to
this L..-structure has the Hamilton—Jacobi form

Q= / Dxp(x’%>6f(zx)'

Mnlm

Let My = (M, P) and My = (Ms, P») be two homotopy Poisson manifolds and let
U C IT*M; x (—IIT*M,) be a canonical relation as above.

Corollary. If the Poisson tensors Py and P, are V-related, then the mapping

15 an Lso-morphism of the corresponding L..-algebras. U
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