arXiv:1007.3707v1 [math.RA] 21 Jul 2010

Calculus structure on the Lie conformal algebra complex and the variational complex

Alberto De Sole^1, Pedram Hekmati^2, Victor G. Kac^3

1 Dipartimento di Matematica, Università di Roma “La Sapienza”, 00185 Roma, Italy E-mail: desole@mat.uniroma1.it 2 School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Adelaide, Adelaide, SA 5005, Australia E-mail: pedram.hekmati@adelaide.edu.au 3 Department of Mathematics, MIT, 77 Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA E-mail: kac@math.mit.edu

The date of receipt and acceptance will be inserted by the editor

Abstract: We construct a calculus structure on the Lie conformal algebra cochain complex. By restricting to degree one chains, we recover the structure of a g-complex introduced in [DSK]. A special case of this construction is the variational calculus, for which we provide explicit formulas.

1. Introduction

A Lie conformal algebra over a field F, is an F[∂]-module R endowed with a bilinear map [·_λ ·] with values in R[λ], called the λ-bracket, satisfying certain sesquilinearity, skewcommutativity and Jacobi identity. In practice, λ-brackets arise as generating functions for the singular part of the operator product expansion in conformal field theory [K]. More recently, their domain of applicability has been further extended to encode local Poisson brackets in the theory of integrable evolution equations [BDSK].

Lie conformal algebras resemble Lie algebras in many ways and in particular their cohomology theory with coefficients in an R-module M was developed in [BKV], [BDAK].

In [DSK], it was further shown that when the R-module M is endowed with a commutative associative product, on which ∂ and R act as derivations, the Lie conformal algebra cochain complex (C^•(R, M), d) carries a structure of a g-complex, where g is the Lie algebra of Lie conformal algebra 1-chains. Namely, for each X ∈ g there exists a contraction operator ι_X and a Lie derivative L_X on C^•(R, M) satisfying the usual rules of Cartan calculus.

Moreover, it was shown in [DSK] that in the special case of the Lie conformal algebra R = ⨁ i∈I F[∂]u_i with zero λ-bracket, acting on an algebra of differential functions V by u_{iλ}f = ∑ k∈Z_+ λ^k ∂f ∂u^{(k)}_i , f ∈ V , (1.1) the cochain complex (C^•(R, V), d) is identified with the variational complex, introduced in [GD], the Lie algebra of 1-chains for the R-module V is identified with the Lie algebra of evolutionary vector fields, and the Cartan calculus turns into the variational calculus.

Our aim in this paper is to extend the structure of a g-complex on C^•(R, M) to the much richer structure of a calculus structure. The notion of a calculus structure originated in Hochschild cohomology theory [DTT] (in fact, the definition in [DTT] differs from ours by some signs). It is defined as a representation (ι_·, L_·) of a Gerstenhaber (=odd Poisson) algebra G on a complex (Ω, d), such that the usual Cartan’s formula holds

L_X = [ι_X , d] . (1.2)

Here ι_· (respectively L_·) is a representation of G (resp. of G with reversed parity) viewed as an associative (resp. Lie) superalgebra.

The motivating example of a calculus structure comes from differential geometry. Namely, let M be a smooth manifold. The space of polyvector fields Ω_•(M), is a Gerstenhaber algebra, with the associative product given by the exterior multiplication ∧, and the bracket given by the Schouten bracket. Then the representation of Ω_•(M) on the space Ω^•(M) of differential forms, together with the de Rham differential d, is given by the contraction operator

(ι_X ω)(Y ) = (−1)^{p(X)(p(X)−1)2} ω(X ∧ Y ) , X, Y ∈ Ω_•(M), ω ∈ Ω^•(M) (1.3)

and the Lie derivative L_X is given by Cartan’s formula (1.2).

In Section 2, apart from the basic definitions, we introduce the notion of a rigged representation of a Lie algebroid (g, A), which allows one to extend a structure of a (g, A)-complex to a calculus structure (Theorem 2.18 and 2.25).

In Section 3, for any Lie algebra g and a g-module A, where A is a commutative associative algebra on which g acts by derivations, we construct a calculus structure (Δ_•(g, A), Δ^•(g, A)), where Δ_•(g, A) is the space of Lie algebra chains endowed with a structure of a Gerstenhaber algebra, and (Δ^•(g, A), d) is the complex of Lie algebra cochain (Theorem 3.1). Keeping in mind the annihilation Lie algebra of a Lie conformal algebra, we construct a “topological” calculus structure in the case when g is a linearly compact Lie algebra.

In Section 4 we introduce a Gerstenhaber algebra structure on the space of Lie conformal algebra chains C_•(R, M) for an arbitrary module M with a commutative associative algebra structure over a Lie conformal algebra R, acting on M by derivations. This extends the Lie algebra structure on the space of 1-chains with reversed parity, g = ΠC_1(R, M), defined in [DSK, Theorem 4.8]. This allows us to extend the g-structure on the complex of Lie conformal algebra cochains C^•(R, M) constructed in [DSK] to a calculus structure (Theorem 4.11). Furthermore, we construct a morphism from the topological calculus structure for the (linearly compact) annihilation Lie algebra Lie_− R of a finite Lie conformal algebra R to the calculus structure (C_•(R, M), C^•(R, M)) which induces an isomorphism of the reduced by ∂ former calculus structure to the torsionless part of the latter calculus structure (Theorem 4.14), extending that in [DSK] for g-structures. This is used in Section 5 to identify the variational complex Ω^•(V) over an algebra of differential functions V on ℓ differential variables, with the complex C^•(R, V), where R is the free F[∂]-module of rank ℓ with zero λ-bracket, acting on V via (1.1), and to extend the identification of g-structures obtained in [DSK], to an explicit construction of the variational calculus structure (Ω_•(V), Ω^•(V)), where Ω_•(V) is the Gerstenhaber algebra of all evolutionary polyvector fields over V.

Throughout the paper all vector spaces are considered over a field F of characteristics zero. Unless otherwise specified, direct sums and tensor products are considered over F.

2. Calculus structure on a complex

In this section we introduce the basic definitions of a Gerstenhaber algebra and of a calculus structure, and prove some simple related results that will be used throughout the paper.

2.1. Rigged representations of Lie superalgebras. Recall that a vector superspace is a Z/2Z-graded vector space V = V¯_0 ⊕ V¯_1. If a ∈ V_α, where α ∈ Z/2Z = {¯0, ¯1}, one says that a has parity p(a) = α. One denotes by ΠV the superspace obtained from V by reversing the parity, namely ΠV = V as a vector space, with parity p̄(a) = p(a) + ¯1. An endomorphism of V is called even (resp. odd) if it preserves (resp. reverses) the parity. The superspace End(V ) of all endomorphisms of V is endowed with a Lie superalgebra structure by the formula: [A, B] = A ∘ B − (−1)^{p(A)p(B)}B ∘ A. Definition 2.1. A representation of a Lie superalgebra g on a vector superspace V , X → L_X ∈ End(V ), is called rigged if it is endowed with an even linear map ι_· : Πg → End(V ) (i.e. a parity reversing map g → End(V )), denoted X → ι_X , such that:

(i) [ι_X , ι_Y ] = 0 for all X, Y ∈ g, (ii) [L_X , ι_Y ] = ι_{[X,Y ]} for all X, Y ∈ g.

Throughout the paper we will denote the parity of the Lie superalgebra g by p̄. Hence, for the linear map ι_· : Πg → End(V ), we have p(ι_X ) = p̄(X) + ¯1.

Recall that a complex (Ω, d) is a vector superspace Ω, endowed with an odd endomorphism d ∈ End(Ω) such that d^2 = 0. A representation of a Lie superalgebra g on a complex (Ω, d) is a representation of g on the superspace Ω, denoted X → L_X ∈ End(Ω), such that [L_X , d] = 0.

Recall also (see e.g. [DSK]) that a g-complex is a pair (g, Ω), where g is a Lie superalgebra, (Ω, d) is a complex, endowed with a linear map ι_· : Πg → End(Ω), satisfying the following conditions:

(i) [ι_X , ι_Y ] = 0 for all X, Y ∈ g, (ii) [[ι_X , d], ι_Y ] = ι_{[X,Y ]} for all X ∈ g.

This is also called a g-structure on the complex (Ω, d).

Lemma 2.2. Any g-complex (g, Ω) gives rise to a rigged representation of the Lie superalgebra g on the complex (Ω, d), obtained by defining the map L_· : g → End(Ω) by Cartan’s formula:

L_X = [ι_X , d] . (2.1)

Proof. Indeed, conditions (i) and (ii) in Definition 2.1 coincide, via Cartan’s formula, with conditions (i) and (ii) above. Moreover, since d^2 =^1_2 [d, d] = 0, we immediately get that [L_X , d] = 0 for every X ∈ g. Finally we have, by Cartan’s formula (2.1) and condition (ii),

[L_X , L_Y ] = [L_X , [ι_Y , d]] = [[L_X , ι_Y ], d] ± [ι_Y , [L_X , d]] = [ι_{[X,Y ]}, d] = L_{[X,Y ]} . ⊓⊔

2.2. Rigged representations of Lie algebroids. Recall that a Lie superalgebroid is a pair (g, A), where g is a Lie superalgebra, A is a commutative associative algebra, such that g is a left A-module and A is a left g-module, satisfying the following compatibility conditions (X, Y ∈ g, f, g ∈ A):

(i) (fX)(g) = f(X(g)), (ii) X(fg) = X(f)g + fX(g), (iii) [X, fY ] = X(f)Y + f[X, Y ]. Remark 2.3. Since we assume A to be purely even, the odd part of g necessarily acts trivially on A. One can consider also A to be a commutative associative superalgebra, but then the signs in the formulas become more complicated.

Example 2.4. If A is a commutative associative algebra and g is a subalgebra of the Lie algebra of derivations of A such that Ag ⊂ g, then, obviously, (g, A) is a Lie algebroid.

Example 2.5. If g is a Lie superalgebra with parity p̄, acting by derivations on a commutative associative superalgebra A, then (A ⊗ g, A) is a Lie algebroid with Lie bracket [f ⊗ X, g ⊗ Y ] = fg ⊗ [X, Y ] + fX(g) ⊗ Y − (−1)^{p̄(X)p̄(Y )}gY (f) ⊗ X . Example 2.6. Given a Lie superalgebroid (g, A), we can construct two Lie superalgebras: g ⋉ A and g ⋉ ΠA, with Lie bracket which extends that on g by letting, for f, g ∈ A and X ∈ g, [f, g] = 0, [X, f] = X(f) and [f, X] given by skewcommutativity. Both these Lie superalgebras give rise to Lie superalgebroids in the obvious way.

Definition 2.7. (a) A representation of a Lie superalgebroid (g, A) on a vector superspace V is a left A-module structure on V , denoted f → ι_f , together with a left g-module structure on V , denoted X → L_X , such that, for X ∈ g, f ∈ A, we have [L_X , ι_f ] = ι_{X(f )}.

(b) Given ϵ ∈ F, an ϵ-rigged representation of a Lie superalgebroid (g, A) (with parity of g denoted by p̄) on a vector superspace V is a left A-module structure on V , ι_· : A → End(V ), together with a rigged representation of the Lie superalgebra g ⋉ ΠA, defined by the linear maps ι_· : Πg ⊕ A → End(V ), L_· : g ⊕ ΠA → End(V ), satisfying the following compatibility conditions (f, g ∈ A, X ∈ g): (i) L_{f g} = L_f ι_g + ι_f L_g, (ii) ι_{f X} = ι_f ι_X , (iii) L_{f X} = ι_f L_X − (−1)^{p̄(X)}L_f ι_X − ϵι_{X(f )}.

Remark 2.8. If (g, A) is a Lie superalgebroid, then both A and g are (g, A)- modules (but in general they are not rigged). On the other hand, as we will see in Proposition 2.14, they extend to a 1-rigged representation of the Lie superalgebroid (g, A) on the vector superspace S_A(Πg). However, for the applications to calculus structure, the most important role will be played by the 0-rigged representations. Indeed, as we will see in Proposition 2.11 below, any (g, A)-complex gives rise to a 0-rigged representation of the Lie superalgebroid (g, A).

Definition 2.9. (a) A representation of a Lie superalgebroid (g, A) on a complex (Ω, d) is a representation of (g, A) on the vector superspace Ω such that [L_X , d] = 0 for every X ∈ g.

(b) A (g, A)-complex (Ω, d), where (g, A) is a Lie superalgebroid, is a g ⋉ ΠAcomplex (for the Lie superalgebra g⋉ΠA in Example 2.6) such that the linear map ι_· : Πg ⊕ A → End(Ω) satisfies the following two additional conditions (for f, g ∈ A, X ∈ g): (i) ι_{f g} = ι_f ι_g , (ii) ι_{f X} = ι_f ι_X .

The following result allows us to extend a g-complex to an (A⊗g, A)-complex.

Lemma 2.10. Let A be a commutative associative algebra and let g be a Lie superalgebra, with parity p̄, acting on A by derivations, so that we have the corresponding Lie superalgebroid (A ⊗ g, A) from Example 2.5. Let (Ω, d) be a complex endowed with a structure of a g-complex, ι_· : Πg → End(Ω), and with a structure of a left A-module, denoted by ι_· : A → End(Ω). Define the map L_· : g ⊕ ΠA → End(Ω) by Cartan’s formula: L_a = [ι_a, d], a ∈ g ⊕ ΠA. Assume that the following conditions hold:

(i) [ι_X , ι_f ] = 0 for all f ∈ A, X ∈ g, (ii) [L_f , ι_g] = 0, for all f, g ∈ A, (iii) [L_X , ι_f ] = ι_{X(f )}, for all f ∈ A, X ∈ g.

Then, we have a structure of an (A ⊗ g, A)-complex on (Ω, d) by letting ι_{f ⊗X} = ι_f ι_X , for f ∈ A and X ∈ g.

Proof. By definition of a complex over the Lie superalgebroid (A ⊗ g, A), we need to prove that the following relations hold:

(1) [ι_a, ι_b] = 0, for a, b ∈ (A ⊗ Πg) ⊕ A, (2) [L_a, ι_b] = ι_{[a,b]}, for a, b ∈ (A ⊗ g) ⋉ ΠA, (3) ι_{f g} = ι_f ι_g , for f, g ∈ A, (4) ι_{f (g⊗X)} = ι_f ι_{g⊗X} , for f, g ∈ A, X ∈ Πg, where L_a, as before, is defined by Cartan’s formula for a ∈ (A⊗g)⊕ΠA. Relation (1) is immediate by the definition of ι_{f ⊗X} and assumption (i). Relation (3) holds by the assumption that ι : A → End(Ω) defines a structure of a left A-module. Relation (4) is also immediate. We are left to prove relation (2). When a, b ∈ ΠA, it holds by assumption (ii). When a = f ∈ ΠA, b = g ⊗ X ∈ A ⊗ g, it follows by a straightforward computation using the following identity,

[L_f , ι_X ] = −(−1)^{p̄(X)}ι_{X(f )} , which can be easily checked. Finally, when a = f ⊗ X ∈ A ⊗ g and b = g ∈ ΠA or b = g ⊗ Y ∈ A ⊗ g, relation (2) follows using the identity,

L_{f ⊗X} = ι_f L_X − (−1)^{p̄(X)}L_f ι_X ,

which is again straightforward to check. ⊓⊔ The following result generalizes Lemma 2.2 to the case of Lie superalgebroids.

Proposition 2.11. Any (g, A)-complex (Ω, d) gives rise to a 0-rigged representation of the Lie superalgebroid (g, A) on the vector superspace Ω, obtained by defining the map L_· : g ⋉ ΠA → End(Ω) by Cartan’s formula: L_a = [ι_a, d] for all a ∈ g ⋉ ΠA. Proof. Condition (i) in Definition 2.9(b) guarantees that Ω is a left A-module. By Lemma 2.2 we know that the map L_· : g ⋉ ΠA → End(V ), given by Cartan’s formula, is a Lie superalgebra homomorphism. Moreover, condition (ii) in Definition 2.7(b) coincides with condition (ii) in Definition 2.9(b). Hence, to conclude the proof, we are left to check that ι_· and L_· satisfy the compatibility conditions (i) and (iii) in Definition 2.7(b). Both of them follow immediately by Cartan’s formula. ⊓⊔ Example 2.12. Let A be the algebra of smooth functions on a smooth manifold M, g be the Lie algebra of smooth vector fields on M, and Ω be the complex of smooth differential forms on M with the de Rham differential d. Then (g, A) is a Lie algebroid. Moreover, the map ι_· : Πg ⊕ A → End(V ), where ι_f is the multiplication by f ∈ A, and ι_X is the contraction operator by the vector field X ∈ g, defines a structure of a (g, A)-complex on Ω. Hence, by Proposition 2.11, we get a 0-rigged representation of the Lie algebroid (g, A) on the complex Ω, where L_f is the multiplication by −df in the algebra Ω, for f ∈ A, and L_X is the Lie derivative by the vector field X ∈ g.

2.3. Gerstenhaber (= odd Poisson) algebras. Recall that, given a commutative associative algebra A, and an A-module structure on a vector superspace V , the symmetric, (respectively exterior) superalgebra S_A(V ) (resp. ⋀ A(V )) is defined as the quotient of the tensor superalgebra T_A(V ) by the relations u ⊗_A v − (−1)^{p(u)p(v)}v ⊗_A u (resp. u ⊗_A v + (−1)^{p(u)p(v)}v ⊗_A u). Note that S_A(ΠV ) is the same as ⋀ A V as an A-module (but not as a vector superspace).

Definition 2.13. A Gerstenhaber algebra (also known as an odd Poisson algebra) is a vector superspace G, with parity p, endowed with a product ∧ : G ⊗G → G, and a bracket [·, ·] : G ⊗ G → G satisfying the following properties:

(i) (G, ∧) is a commutative associative superalgebra, (ii) (ΠG, [·, ·]) is a Lie superalgebra, (iii) the following left Leibniz rule holds:

[X, Y ∧ Z] = [X, Y ] ∧ Z + (−1)^{(p(X)+¯1)p(Y )}Y ∧ [X, Z] . (2.2)

From the left Leibniz rule (2.2) and skewcommutativity, we get the right Leibniz rule:

[X ∧ Y, Z] = X ∧ [Y, Z] + (−1)^{p(Y )(p(Z)+¯1)}[X, Z] ∧ Y . (2.3)

Proposition 2.14. Let (g, A) be a Lie superalgebroid. Then there exists a unique structure of a Gerstenhaber algebra on the superspace G = S_A(Πg), with parity denoted by p, where the commutative associative superalgebra product ∧ on G is the product in the symmetric superalgebra S_A(Πg), and the Lie superalgebra bracket [·, ·] on ΠG, called the Schouten bracket, extends inductively that on the Lie superalgebra g ⋉ ΠA from Example 2.6 by the Leibniz rule (2.2).

Proof. The symmetric superalgebra S_A(Πg) is defined as the quotient of the tensor superalgebra T (Πg ⊕ A) by the two-sided ideal K generated by the relations (i) a ⊗ b = (−1)^{p(a)p(b)}b ⊗ a , a, b ∈ Πg ⊕ A , (ii) f ⊗ X = fX , f ∈ A, X ∈ Πg . (2.4) Therefore, in order to prove that the Schouten bracket is well defined, we need to do three things. First, we check that its inductive definition preserves associativity of the tensor product, so that we have a well-defined bracket on the whole tensor algebra, [·, ·]~: ΠT (Πg ⊕ A) × ΠT (Πg ⊕ A) → ΠS_A(Πg). Second, we argue that, in order to prove that K is in the kernel of this bracket, it suffices to show that it preserves relations (2.4)(i) and (ii). Finally, we prove that these relations are indeed preserved.

We start by defining a bracket [·, ·]~ : ΠT (Πg ⊕ A) × ΠT (Πg ⊕ A) → ΠS_A(Πg), such that its restriction to g ⊕ ΠA coincides with the given Lie bracket on g ⋉ ΠA. We do it, inductively, in three steps. First we extend it to a bracket [·, ·]~: (g ⊕ ΠA) × ΠT (Πg ⊕ A) → ΠT (Πg ⊕ A), by the left Leibniz rule (2.2) with ∧ replaced by ⊗ and [·, ·] replaced by [·, ·]~. To prove that this map is well defined we check that the left Leibniz rule preserves the associativity relation in the tensor algebra. Indeed, both [X, Y ⊗ (Z ⊗ W )]~and [X, (Y ⊗ Z) ⊗ W ]~ are equal to [X, Y ]~⊗ Z ⊗ W + (−1)^{(p(X)+1)p(Y )}Y ⊗ [X, Z]~⊗ W +(−1)^{(p(X)+1)(p(Y )+p(Z))}Y ⊗ Z ⊗ [X, W ]~. (2.5)

We then further extend it to a bracket [·, ·]~: ΠT (Πg ⊕ A) × ΠT (Πg ⊕ A) → ΠT (Πg ⊕ A), by the right Leibniz rule (2.3), with the same changes in notation. Again, we prove that this map is well defined by checking that the right Leibniz rule preserves associativity. Indeed, both [X ⊗(Y ⊗Z), W )]~and [(X ⊗Y )⊗Z, W ]~ are equal to X ⊗ Y ⊗ [Z, W ]~+ (−1)^{p(Z)(p(W )+1)}X ⊗ [Y, W ]~⊗ Z +(−1)^{(p(Y )+p(Z))(p(W )+1)}[X, W ]~⊗ Y ⊗ Z . (2.6)

Finally, we compose the bracket [·, ·]~with the canonical quotient map ΠT (Πg⊕ A) → ΠS_A(Πg), and we keep the same notation for the resulting map: [·, ·]~: ΠT (Πg⊕A)×ΠT (Πg⊕A) → ΠS_A(Πg). We claim that this map satisfies both the left and the right Leibniz rules. The right Leibniz rule holds by construction, while for the left one we have to check that, when computing [X ⊗ Y, Z ⊗ W ], we get the same result if we first apply the left Leibniz rule and then the right one, or vice versa. As the reader can easily check, the results are not equal in the tensor algebra, but they become equal after we pass to the symmetric algebra.

Next, it is immediate to check that the bracket [·, ·]~preserves the relations (2.4)(i) and (ii), namely, the differences between the LHS and RHS in both relations lie in the center of this bracket. This allows us to conclude, recalling (2.5) and (2.6), that two-sided ideal K ⊂ T (Πg ⊕ A) generated by the relations (2.4)(i)and (ii) is in the center of the bracket [·, ·]~. Hence it factors through a well defined bracket [·, ·] : S_A(Πg) × S_A(Πg) → S_A(Πg) satisfying both the left and the right Leibniz rules (2.2) and (2.3). Using this it is easy to check, by induction, that the bracket is skewcommutative, and after that, again by induction, that it satisfies the Jacobi identity. ⊓⊔ Remark 2.15. If g is a Lie superalgebra with parity p̄, the corresponding parity p in the Gerstenhaber algebra G = S_A(Πg) is

p(X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_m) = p̄(X_1) + · · · + p̄(X_m) + m , (2.7)

and the parity p̄ of the Lie superalgebra ΠG is

p̄(X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_m) = p̄(X_1) + · · · + p̄(X_m) + m + 1 . (2.8)

One derives from the left and right Leibniz rules (2.2) and (2.3) explicit formulas for the Schouten bracket between two arbitrary elements of the Gerstenhaber algebra G. For f ∈ A and X = X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_m ∈ G, with X_i ∈ g, we have

[f, X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_m] = (−1)^{p̄(X1 )+···+p̄(Xm)+m}[X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_m, f] = m∑ i=1 (−1)^{p̄(X1 )+···+p̄(Xi−1 )+i}X_i(f) X_1∧^iˇ· · · ∧X_m , (2.9)

while for X = X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_m, Y = Y_1 ∧ · · · ∧ Y_n ∈ G, with X_i, Y_j ∈ g, we have [ X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_m, Y_1 ∧ · · · ∧ Y_n ] = m∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 (−1)^{sij (X,Y )}[X_i, Y_j ] ∧ X_1∧^iˇ· · · ∧X_m ∧ Y_1∧^jˇ· · · ∧Y_n , (2.10)

where s_{ij} (X, Y ) = ( p̄(X_i) + 1 )( p̄(X_1) + · · · + p̄(X_{i−1}) + i + 1 ) + ( p̄(Y_j ) + 1 )( p̄(Y_1) + · · · + p̄(Y_{j−1}) + j + 1 ) +p̄(Y_j ) ( p̄(X_1)+^iˇ· · · +p̄(X_m) + m + 1 ) . In particular, if g is a Lie algebra, then s_{ij} (X, Y ) = i + j.

2.4. Representations of a Gerstenhaber algebra.

Definition 2.16. A representation of a Gerstenhaber algebra G with parity p on a superspace V is a module structure over the commutative associative superalgebra (G, ∧), denoted by ι_· : G ⊗ V → V, X ⊗ v → ι_X (v), and called contraction, together with a module structure over the Lie superalgebra (ΠG, [·, ·]), denoted by L_· : G ⊗ V → V, X ⊗ v → L_X (v), and called Lie derivative, such that the left Leibniz rule is preserved:

[L_X , ι_Y ] ( = L_X ι_Y − (−1)^{(p(X)+¯1)p(Y )}ι_Y L_X ) = ι_{[X,Y ]} . (2.11)

For example, letting ι_X = X∧ and L_X = ad X, we get a representation of a Gerstenhaber algebra G on itself, called its adjoint representation.

Remark 2.17. Note that a representation of a Gerstenhaber algebra (G, ∧, [·, ·]) on V is the same as a rigged representation of the Lie superalgebra (ΠG, [·, ·]) such that the rigging X → ι_X is a representation of the associative superalgebra (G, ∧). Theorem 2.18. Let (g, A) be a Lie superalgebroid, and consider the Gerstenhaber algebra G = S_A(Πg), with parity p. Then any ϵ-rigged representation of the Lie superalgebroid (g, A) on a vector superspace V , extends uniquely to a representation of the Gerstenhaber algebra G on V such that, for every X, Y ∈ G, the following ϵ-right Leibniz rule holds:

L_{X∧Y} = ι_X L_Y + (−1)^{p(Y )}L_X ι_Y − ϵ(−1)^{p(Y )}ι_{[X,Y ]} ( = ι_X L_Y + (−1)^{p(X)p(Y )}ι_Y L_X + (1 − ϵ)(−1)^{p(Y )}ι_{[X,Y ]} ) . (2.12)

Proof. Since the contraction ι_· : G → End(V ) is a representation of the commutative associative superalgebra (G, ∧), and it extends the rigging of the representation of the Lie superalgebra g ⋉ ΠA on V , it is forced to be given by the following formula: ι_{X1 ∧···∧Xm} = ι_{X1} · · · ι_{Xm} , (2.13) for all X_1, . . . , X_m ∈ g. It is immediate to check, using the assumptions that ι_{f X} = ι_f ι_X for all f ∈ A, X ∈ g, and [ι_a, ι_b] = 0 for all a, b ∈ Πg ⊕ A, that the contraction map is a well-defined representation of the commutative associative superalgebra (G, ∧).

By assumption, the Lie derivative L_· : ΠG → End(V ) is defined by extending, inductively, the representation of the Lie superalgebra g ⋉ ΠA on V , using equation (2.12). In order to prove that the map L_· is well defined, we proceed as in the proof of Proposition 2.14. First, we define a map ~L_· from the tensor algebra T (Πg ⊕ A) to End(V ) (which reverses the parity), extending L_· : g ⊕ ΠA → End(V ), inductively, by saying that ~L_{X⊗Y} is given by the RHS in (2.12). By applying (2.12) twice, we get that both ~L_{X⊗(Y ⊗Z)} and ~L_{(X⊗Y )⊗Z} are equal to

ι_X ι_Y ~L_Z + (−1)^{p(Z)}ι_X ~L_Y ι_Z + (−1)^{p(Y )+p(Z)} ~L_X ι_Y ι_Z −ϵ(−1)^{p(Z)} ( ι_X ι_{[Y,Z]} + (−1)^{p(Y )}ι_{[X,Y ]}ι_Z + (−1)^{p(X)p(Y )}ι_Y ι_{[X,Z]} ) , (2.14)

proving that ~L_· preserves the associativity relation for the tensor product. Above we denoted, by an abuse of notation, the lifts of the contraction map and the

Schouten bracket to the tensor algebra T (Πg ⊕ A) by ι_· and [·, ·] respectively. Hence ~L_· is a well defined map: T (Πg ⊕ A) → End(V ). Moreover, the fact that ~L_· preserves the defining relations (2.4)(i) and (ii) is encoded in the assumption that V is an ϵ-rigged representation of the Lie superalgebroid (g, A). More precisely, for the relation (2.4)(i) with a = f, b = g ∈ A, we have that ~L_{f ⊗g} = ι_f L_g + L_f ι_g , which is the same as ~L_{g⊗f} thanks to condition (i) in Definition 2.7(b) and the fact that L_f and ι_g commute. For a = X, b = Y ∈ g, we have ~L_{X⊗Y} − (−1)^{p(X)p(Y )} ~L_{Y ⊗X} = [ι_X , L_Y ] + (−1)^{p(Y )}[L_X , ι_Y ] − ϵ ( ι_{[X,Y ]} + (−1)^{1+(p(X)+¯1)(p(Y )+¯1)}ι_{[Y,X]} ) , and this is zero by the definition of ϵ-rigged representation and by the skewcommutativity of the Lie bracket on g. Finally, when a = X ∈ g, b = f ∈ A, we have that both ~L_{f ⊗X} and ~L_{X⊗f} are equal to ι_f L_X + (−1)^{p(X)}L_f ι_X − ϵι_{X(f )}, thanks to the assumption that [L_X , ι_f ] = ι_{X(f )}. Moreover, this expression is equal to L_{f X} , by condition (iii) in Definition 2.7(b), thus proving that ~L_· preserves the relation (2.4)(ii). What we just proved allows us to conclude that two-sided ideal K ⊂ T (Πg ⊕ A) generated by the relations (2.4)(i) and (ii) is in the kernel of ~L_· (this is not immediate since ~L_· is not a homomorphism of associative algebras). Indeed, both the contraction map ι_· and the Schouten bracket [·, ·] are defined on the symmetric superalgebra S_A(Πg), and hence, when lifted to the tensor algebra T (Πg ⊕ A), they map the ideal K to zero. Therefore it is clear, from the expression (2.14) for ~L_{X⊗Y ⊗Z} , that K is in the kernel of ~L_·. Hence ~L_· factors through a well defined map L_· : S_A(Πg) → End(V ).

To complete the proof we have to check that the pair (ι_·, L_·) is a Gerstenhaber algebra representation. By assumption the left Leibniz rule (2.11) holds for X, Y ∈ Πg ⊕ A. Therefore, in order to prove (2.11) by induction, we note that,

[L_X , ι_{Y ∧Z} ] = [L_X , ι_Y ι_Z ] = [L_X , ι_Y ]ι_Z + (−1)^{(p(X)+¯1)p(Y )}ι_Y [L_X , ι_Z ] = ι_{[X,Y ]}ι_Z + (−1)^{(p(X)+¯1)p(Y )}ι_Y ι_{[X,Z]} = ι_{[X,Y ∧Z]} ,

for all X, Y, Z ∈ G such that Y, Z have degree at least 1, and

[L_{X∧Y} , ι_Z ] = [ι_X L_Y + (−1)^{p(Y )}L_X ι_Y − ϵ(−1)^{p(Y )}ι_{[X,Y ]}, ι_Z ] = ι_X [L_Y , ι_Z ] + (−1)^{p(Y )(p(Z)+¯1)}[L_X , ι_Z ]ι_Y = ι_X ι_{[Y,Z]} + (−1)^{p(Y )(p(Z)+¯1)}ι_{[X,Z]}ι_Y = ι_{[X∧Y,Z]} ,

for all X, Y, Z ∈ G such that X, Y have degree at least 1. In the computations above we used the inductive assumptions, formula (2.12), and the commutation relation [ι_X , ι_Y ] = 0.

Finally, we use the above results to prove, by induction, that L_· : ΠG → End(V ) is a Lie superalgebra homomorphism: [L_X , L_Y ] = L_{[X,Y ]} for all X, Y ∈ ΠG. If both X, Y are in g ⊕ ΠA, this holds by assumption. Moreover, by skewcommutativity, it suffices to check the homomorphism condition for X, Y ∧ Z, where both Y and Z have degree greater or equal than 1:

[L_X , L_{Y ∧Z} ] = L_{[X,Y ∧Z]} . (2.15)

The LHS of (2.15) is, by inductive assumption,

[L_X , L_{Y ∧Z} ] = [L_X , ι_Y L_Z + (−1)^{p(Z)}L_Y ι_Z − ϵ(−1)^{p(Z)}ι_{[Y,Z]}] = [L_X , ι_Y ]L_Z + (−1)^{(p(X)+¯1)p(Y )}ι_Y [L_X , L_Z ] + (−1)^{p(Z)}[L_X , L_Y ]ι_Z +(−1)^{p(Z)+(p(X)+¯1)(p(Y )+¯1)}L_Y [L_X , ι_Z ] − ϵ(−1)^{p(Z)}[L_X , ι_{[Y,Z]}] = ι_{[X,Y ]}L_Z + (−1)^{(p(X)+¯1)p(Y )}ι_Y L_{[X,Z]} + (−1)^{p(Z)}L_{[X,Y ]}ι_Z +(−1)^{p(Z)+(p(X)+¯1)(p(Y )+¯1)}L_Y ι_{[X,Z]} − ϵ(−1)^{p(Z)}ι_{[X,[Y,Z]]} .

Similarly, the RHS of (2.15) is L_{[X,Y ∧Z]} = L_{[X,Y ]∧Z} + (−1)^{(p(X)+¯1)p(Y )}L_{Y ∧[X,Z]} = ι_{[X,Y ]}L_Z + (−1)^{p(Z)}L_{[X,Y ]}ι_Z − ϵ(−1)^{p(Z)}ι_{[[X,Y ],Z]} +(−1)^{(p(X)+¯1)p(Y )} ( ι_Y L_{[X,Z]} + (−1)^{p(Z)+(p(X)+¯1)}L_Y ι_{[X,Z]} −ϵ(−1)^{p(X)+p(Z)+1}ι_{[Y,[X,Z]]} ) . Equation (2.15) now follows by the Jacobi identity for the Schouten bracket. ⊓⊔ Remark 2.19. One can show that among all possible expressions for L_{X∧Y} of the form aι_X L_Y + bι_Y L_X + cL_X ι_Y + dL_Y ι_X + eι_{[X,Y ]} ,

with a, b, c, d, e ∈ F, only those given by (2.12) satisfy the left Leibniz rule (2.11), and therefore give rise to a representation of the Gerstenhaber algebra S_A(Πg).

Example 2.20. The adjoint representation of the Gerstenhaber algebra S_A(Πg) on itself, satisfies the ϵ-right Leibniz formula with ϵ = 1.

In the next subsection we will see how to construct representations of the Gerstenhaber algebra S_A(Πg) satisfying the ϵ-right Leibniz formula with ϵ = 0, starting from a (g, A)-complex and using Cartan’s formula.

Example 2.21. If a Lie superalgebroid (g, A) is such that the action of g on A is trivial, then every ϵ_0-rigged representation of (g, A) on a vector superspace V , for some ϵ_0, is automatically ϵ-rigged for all ϵ. Hence, by Theorem 2.18, we automatically get in this case a family of representations of the Gerstenhaber algebra G = S_A(Πg) on V , depending on the parameter ϵ, which satisfies the ϵright Leibniz formula (2.12). In particular, in this case, the adjoint representation of G = S_A(Πg) on itself admits a 1-parameter family of deformations.

Remark 2.22. Using the ϵ-right Leibniz rule (2.12) and recalling the relation (2.7) for the parity in G = S_A(Πg), one can find an explicit formula for the Lie derivative L_X , for an arbitrary element X = X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_m with X_i ∈ g:

L_X = m∑ i=1 (−1)^{p̄(Xi+1 )+···+p̄(Xm)+m+i}ι_{X1} · · · ι_{Xi−1} L_{Xi} ι_{Xi+1} · · · ι_{Xm} −ϵ ∑ 1≤i<j≤m (−1)^{tij (X)}ι_{X1} · · · ι_{[Xi ,Xj ]}^jˇ· · · ι_{Xm} , (2.16)

where t_{ij} (X) = p̄(X_{i+1}) + · · · + p̄(X_m) + m + i + ( p̄(X_j ) + ¯1 )( p̄(X_{i+1}) + · · · + p̄(X_{j−1}) + i + j + ¯1 ) .

Using the second formula in (2.12) one can get a different expression for L_X , which in the case ϵ = 1 gives

L_X = m∑ i=1 (−1) (_{p̄(Xi)+¯1})(_{p̄(Xi+1)+···+p̄(Xm)+m+i}) ι_{X1}^iˇ· · · ι_{Xm} L_{Xi} . We will use formula (2.16) in the special case when g is a Lie algebra and ϵ = 0. In this case it reads

L_X = m∑ i=1 (−1)^{m+i}ι_{X1} · · · ι_{Xi−1} L_{Xi} ι_{Xi+1} · · · ι_{Xm} (2.17)

2.5. Calculus structure on a complex.

Definition 2.23. A calculus structure of a Gerstenhaber algebra G on the complex (Ω, d) is a representation of the Gerstenhaber algebra G on the vector superspace Ω, denoted by ι_· : G → End(Ω), L_· : ΠG → End(Ω), satisfying Cartan’s formula (2.1). Often we will denote this calculus structure as the pair (G, Ω).

Remark 2.24. Given a Gerstenhaber algebra G and a complex (Ω, d), in order to construct a calculus structure of G on Ω, it suffices to define a representation ι_· of the associative superalgebra (G, ∧) on the superspace Ω, satisfying

[[ι_X , d], ι_Y ] = ι_{[X,Y ]} , for all X, Y ∈ G ,

and to define the Lie derivative L_X by Cartan’s formula. This follows from Lemma 2.2.

Note that a G-complex, for the Gerstenhaber algebra G, is automatically a ΠG-complex, for the Lie algebra ΠG (and hence for any subalgebra g ⊂ ΠG). The following result can be viewed as a converse statement: to any g-complex, or more generally to any (g, A)-complex, (Ω, d), we associate a calculus structure of the Gerstenhaber algebra G = S_A(Πg) on Ω.

Theorem 2.25. Let (g, A) be a Lie superalgebroid. Then any (g, A)-complex (Ω, d) extends uniquely to a calculus structure of the Gerstenhaber algebra G = S_A(Πg) on the complex (Ω, d). Moreover, the contraction ι_· and the Lie derivative L_· of this calculus structure satisfy the 0-right Leibniz rule (2.12).

Proof. By Proposition 2.11, we have a 0-rigged representation of the Lie superalgebroid (g, A) on Ω, satisfying Cartan’s formula [ι_a, d] = L_a for all a ∈ g⊕ΠA. By Theorem 2.18, this further extends to a representation of the Gerstenhaber algebra G = S_A(Πg) on Ω satisfying the 0-right Leibniz rule. To prove that this representation is indeed a calculus structure, we only have to check that Cartan’s formula (2.1) holds for every X ∈ G. We already know that it holds for X ∈ Πg ⊕ A, and we have, by induction,

[ι_{X∧Y} , d] = [ι_X ι_Y , d] = ι_X [ι_Y , d] + (−1)^{p(Y )}[ι_X , d]ι_Y = ι_X L_Y + (−1)^{p(Y )}L_X ι_Y = L_{X∧Y} .

In the last identity we used the 0-right Leibniz rule (2.12). Uniqueness of the extension is clear, since ι_· extends uniquely to a representation of the associative algebra (G, ∧), and L_· is given by Cartan’s formula.

⊓⊔ Example 2.26. Recall from Example 2.12 that the de Rham complex (Ω, d) carries a structure of a (g, A)-complex, where A is the algebra of smooth functions and g is the Lie algebra of smooth vector fields on a smooth manifold M. Hence, by Theorem 2.25, this extends uniquely to a calculus structure (G, Ω), where G is the Gerstenhaber algebra S_A(Πg). The contraction by a polyvector field X = X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_m is ι_X = ι_{X1} · · · ι_{Xm} , and the Lie derivative by X is given by (2.17).

Remark 2.27. Note that both Cartan’s formula (2.1) and the compatibility condition (2.11) differ by a sign from those in [DTT]. The reason for this change is that, as defined in [DTT], a calculus is not a representation of the Gerstenhaber algebra G. Also, in [DTT] the definition of a calculus includes the 0-right Leibniz rule (rather a different version of it by a sign), which is of course superfluous since it is equivalent to the following trivial identity:

[ι_X ι_Y , d] = ι_X [ι_Y , d] + (−1)^{p(Y )}[ι_X , d]ι_Y .

2.6. Z_+-graded calculus structures. Usually, a complex (Ω, d) is endowed with a Z_+-grading Ω = ⨁ n∈Z_+ Ω n, such that d(Ω^{n−1}) ⊂ Ω^n. A Gerstenhaber algebra G is called Z_+-graded, with grading G = ⨁ n∈Z_+ Gn, if Gm ∧ Gn ⊂ Gm+n and [G_m, G_n] ⊂ G_{m+n−1}. A Z_+-graded calculus structure of a Z_+-graded Gerstenhaber algebra G on a Z_+-graded complex is, by definition, a calculus structure such that ι(G_m × Ω^n) ⊂ Ω^{n−m} and L(G_m × Ω^n) ⊂ Ω^{n−m+1}.

Example 2.28. If (g, A) is a Lie superalgebroid, then S_A(Πg) is a Z_+-graded Gerstenhaber algebra with the usual Z_+-grading of the symmetric algebra. Moreover, suppose we have a (g, A)-complex (Ω, d), such that (Ω, d) is a Z_+-graded complex, and ι_f (Ω^n) ⊂ Ω^n for all f ∈ A and ι_X (Ω^n) ⊂ Ω^{n−1} for all X ∈ Πg. Then the corresponding calculus structure (S_A(Πg), Ω) given by Theorem 2.25 is Z_+-graded.

Remark 2.29. Given a Z-graded vector superspace V = ⨁ n∈ZV^n, with parity p and degree deg, we let ΠV be the Z-graded vector superspace with opposite parity: p̄(v) = p(v) + ¯1, and with degree shifted by 1: deg(v) = deg(v) + 1. In other words, ΠV = ⨁ n∈Z(ΠV )^n, where (ΠV )^n = Π(V^{n−1}). Using this notation, if (Ω, d) is a Z_+-graded complex, it means that d is a parity preserving linear map of degree zero from Ω to ΠΩ. Moreover, if we have a Z_+-graded Gerstenhaber algebra G = ⨁ n∈Z_+ Gn, we consider it as a Z−-graded super-

space G = ⨁ n∈Z_− G n, by letting G^n = G_{−n}. With this notation, (G, ∧) is a Z_−-graded commutative associative superalgebra, and (ΠG, [·, ·]) is a Z_−-graded Lie superalgebra. Moreover, in a Z_+-graded calculus structure (G, Ω), both the contraction map ι_· : G ×Ω → Ω and the Lie derivative L_· : ΠG ×Ω → Ω become parity preserving maps of degree zero.

2.7. Morphisms of calculus structures.

Definition 2.30. A morphism (G, Ω) → (G^′, Ω^′) of a calculus structure (G, Ω) to a calculus structure (G^′, Ω^′) is a Gerstenhaber algebra homomorphism Φ : G^′ → G, together with a homomorphism of complexes Ψ : Ω → Ω^′, such that, for X^′ ∈ G^′ and ω ∈ Ω, we have

ι_X ′ Ψ(ω) = Ψ(ι_{Φ(X} ′_)ω) . (2.18)

Note that, by Cartan’s formula, equation (2.18) holds if the contraction ι_· is replaced by the Lie derivative L_·.

A morphism of Z_+-graded calculus structures is one that preserves the Z_+- gradings.

Example 2.31. Let G be a Gerstenhaber algebra with a calculus structure on the complex (Ω, d). Let ∂ be an even endomorphism of the superspace Ω, such that [d, ∂] = 0. Let G^∂ = { X ∈ G | | [ι_X , ∂] = 0} ⊂ G. Notice that, by Cartan’s

formula, [L_X , ∂] = 0 for all X ∈ G^∂ . It follows that G^∂ is a subalgebra of the Gerstenhaber algebra (G, ∧, [·, ·]), and that (∂Ω, d) is a subcomplex of (Ω, d), such that ∂Ω is a submodule over the Gerstenhaber algebra G^∂ . We can thus consider the quotient G^∂ -module Ω/∂Ω. This defines an induced calculus structure of the Gerstenhaber algebra G^∂ on the complex (Ω/∂Ω, d), which is called the reduced calculus structure. We have the obvious morphism of calculus structures (G, Ω) → (G^∂ , Ω/∂Ω) given by the inclusion map of G^∂ → G and the quotient map Ω → Ω/∂Ω. 3. Calculus structure on the Lie algebra complex

3.1. Discrete case. Let g be a Lie algebra and A a g-module, endowed with the structure of a unital commutative associative algebra, on which g acts by derivations. By Example 2.5, we have a Lie algebroid (A ⊗ g, A). Hence, by Proposition 2.14 and Example 2.28, we have a Z_+-graded Gerstenhaber algebra S_A(Π(A⊗g)), which we denote by Δ_• = Δ_•(g, A) = ⨁ h∈Z_+ Δh(g, A). Note that

we have the canonical isomorphism Δ_•(g, A) = A ⊗ S(Πg) = A ⊗ ⋀ g (the latter identity is only of vector spaces, not superspaces, and A ⊗ ⋀ g is considered as a vector superspace with induced Z/2Z-grading). We shall call this the superspace of chains.

Dualizing, the superspace of cochains is the Z_+-graded vector superspace Δ^•(g, A) = Hom_A(Δ_•(g, A), A) = ⨁ k∈Z_+ Δ k(g, A), where the k-th component is Δ^k(g, A) = Hom_A(Δ_k(g, A), A). Again, this is the same as the traditional definition due to the canonical isomorphism of vector spaces Δ^k(g, A) = Hom_A(A ⊗ ⋀_k g, A) = Hom_F( ⋀_k g, A). Again, we consider the latter as a vector superspace with induced Z/2Z-grading. The superspace Δ^•(g, A) is a Z_+-graded complex with differential d : Δ^•(g, A) → Δ^•(g, A), defined by the usual formula, see e.g. [F] (X_i ∈ g):

(dω)(X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_{k+1}) = k+1∑ i=1 (−1)^{i+1}X_i ( ω(X_1∧^iˇ· · · ∧X_{k+1}) )

+ k+1∑ i,j=1 i<j (−1)^{i+j} ω([X_i, X_j ] ∧ X_1∧^iˇ· · ·^jˇ· · · ∧X_{k+1}) .

(3.1)

We next define a structure of a (A ⊗ g, A)-complex on (Δ^•(g, A), d), see Definition 2.9(b). For f ∈ A, we let ι_f ∈ End(Δ^•(g, A)) be the multiplication by f, given by the obvious left A-module structure on Δ^•(g, A) = Hom_F( ⋀ g, A). For X ∈ g, we let the contraction operator ι_X : Δ^k(g, A) → Δ^{k−1}(g, A) = Hom_F( ⋀_{k−1} g, A), be zero for k = 0, and, for k ≥ 1, be given by (ι_X ω)(Y ) = ω(X ∧ Y ) , Y ∈ ⋀_{k−1} g . (3.2)

We then use Cartan’s formula (2.1) to define, for f ∈ A, L_f : Δ^k(g, A) → Δ^{k+1}(g, A), and, for X ∈ g, L_X : Δ^k(g, A) → Δ^k(g, A), k ∈ Z_+. We have (X_i ∈ g):

(L_f ω)(X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_{k+1}) = k+1∑ i=1 (−1)^iX_i(f)ω(X_1∧^iˇ· · · ∧X_{k+1}) ,

(L_X ω)(X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_k) = X ( ω(X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_k) ) − k∑ i=1 ω(X_1 ∧ · · · [X, X_i] · · · ∧ X_{k+1}) . (3.3)

Theorem 3.1. (a) The operators ι_f , f ∈ A, and ι_X , X ∈ g, define a structure of a (A ⊗ g, A)-complex on (Δ^•(g, A), d).

(b) This extends uniquely to a Z_+-graded calculus structure of the Gerstenhaber algebra Δ_•(g, A) on the complex Δ^•(g, A).

Proof. First, we check that the contraction maps ι_X , X ∈ g, define a structure of a g-complex on Δ^•(g, A). This is straightforward, using the second formula in (3.3). Then, in order to prove that we have a structure of a (A ⊗ g, A)-complex on (Δ^•(g, A), d), it suffices to check conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) in Lemma 2.10. Condition (i) is clear, condition (ii) follows from the first formula in (3.3), and condition (iii) follows from the second formula in (3.3). This proves part (a). For part (b), by Theorem 2.25 the structure of a (A ⊗ g, A)-complex on (Δ^•(g, A), d) extends to a calculus structure (Δ_•(g, A), Δ^•(g, A)), and, by Example 2.28, this calculus structure is Z_+-graded. ⊓⊔ It is not hard to find a general formula for the contraction operator and the Lie derivative for an arbitrary element f ⊗ X = f ⊗ X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_h ∈ A ⊗ ⋀_h g = Δ_h(g, A). Let ω ∈ Δ^k(g, A) = Hom_F( ⋀_k g, A). If h ≤ k and Y ∈ ⋀_{k−h} g, we have, from (2.13),

(ι_{f ⊗X} ω)(Y ) = (−1)^{h(h−1)2} fω(X ∧ Y ) . (3.4)

If h ≤ k + 1 and Y = X_{h+1} ∧ · · · ∧ X_{k+1} ∈ ⋀_{k+1−h} g, we have, from (2.17),

(L_{f ⊗X} ω)(Y ) = (−1)^{h(h−1)2}

(_{k+1}∑ i=h+1 (−1)^iX_i(f)ω(X_1∧^iˇ· · · ∧X_{k+1})

− h∑ i=1 (−1)^ifX_i ( ω(X_1∧^iˇ· · · ∧X_{k+1}) )

+ h∑ i=1 k+1∑ j=i+1 (−1)^ifω(X_1∧^iˇ· · · ∧[X_i, X_j ] ∧ X_{k+1}) ) . (3.5)

3.2. Linearly compact case. In this subsection we shall assume that g is a Lie algebra with a linearly compact topology, acting continuously by derivations on a unital commutative associative algebra A, with discrete topology. For a definition of linearly compact space and relevant properties which we shall use, see e.g. [G,CK].

Recall that a linear topology on a vector space V over F is a topology for which there exists a fundamental system of neighborhoods of zero, consisting of vector subspaces of V . A vector space V with linear topology is called linearly compact if there exists a fundamental system of neighborhoods of zero, consisting of subspaces of finite codimension in V and, in addition, V is complete in this topology (equivalently, if V is a topological direct product of some number of copies of F with discrete topology). If φ : V → U is a continuous map of vector spaces with linear topology and V is linearly compact, then φ(V ) is linearly compact. The basic examples of linearly compact spaces are finite-dimensional vector spaces with the discrete topology, and the space of formal power series V [[x_1, . . . , x_m]] over a finite-dimensional vector space V , with the topology defined by taking as a fundamental system of neighborhoods of 0 the subspaces {x^{j1}_1 . . . x^{jm}_m V [[x_1, . . . , x_m]]}_{(j1 ,...,jm)∈Z}m_+ . Let U and V be two vector spaces with linear topology, and let Hom^c_F(U, V ) denote the space of all continuous linear maps from U to V . We endow the vector space Hom^c_F(U, V ) with a “compact-open” linear topology, the fundamental system of neighborhoods of zero being {Ω_{K,W} }, where K runs over all linearly compact subspaces of U, W runs over all open subspaces of V , and Ω_{K,W} = {φ ∈ Hom^c_F(U, V ) | φ(K) ⊂ W }. In particular, we define the dual space of V as V^∗ = Hom^c_F(V, F), where F is endowed with the discrete topology. Then V is linearly compact if and only if V^∗ is discrete. Note also that a discrete space V is linearly compact if and only if dim V < ∞. The tensor product of two vector spaces U and V with linear topology is defined as

U ^⊗V = Hom^c_F(U^∗, V ) .

Thus, U ^⊗V = U ⊗ V if both U and V are discrete and U ^⊗V = (U^∗ ⊗ V^∗)^∗ if both U and V are linearly compact. Hence the tensor product of linearly compact spaces is linearly compact.

We can construct a “topological” calculus structure (Δ̂_•(g, A), Δ̌^•(g, A)), associated to the Lie algebra g and its representation on A.

We let Δ̂_•(g, A) = ⨁ h∈Z_+ Δ̂h(g, A), where Δ̂h(g, A) = A ^⊗ ^⋀^hg, where ^⋀^hg

is the quotient of g^{^⊗h} by the usual skewsymmetry relations. Clearly Δ_•(g, A) is a subspace of Δ̂_•(g, A), and its Gerstenhaber algebra structure, given by the wedge product and formulas (2.9) and (2.10) for the Lie bracket, extends by continuity to the whole Δ̂_•(g, A).

Next, we let Δ̌^•(g, A) = ⨁ k∈Z_+ Δ̌ k(g, A), where Δ̌^k(g, A) = Hom^c_F(^ ⋀k g, A). Since ⋀_k g is dense in^ ⋀k g, a continuous linear map from^ ⋀k g to A is determined by its restriction to ⋀_k g. Hence, we can view Δ̌^•(g, A) as a subspace of Δ^•(g, A). One easily checks that the differential d on Δ^•(g, A) leaves this subspace invariant, giving it a structure of a Z_+-graded complex.

Finally, it is easy to check that the calculus structure (Δ_•(g, A), Δ^•(g, A)) extends, by continuity, to a well defined calculus structure (Δ̂_•(g, A), Δ̌^•(g, A)), and the inclusion maps Δ_•(g, A) → Δ̂_•(g, A), Δ̌^•(g, A) → Δ^•(g, A), define a morphism of calculus structures.

4. Calculus structure on the Lie conformal algebra complex

4.1. Preliminaries on Lie conformal algebras and their modules. In this section we review basic properties of Lie conformal algebras and their modules, following [K].

Definition 4.1. A Lie conformal algebra R is an F[∂]-module equipped with a λ-bracket, that is an F-linear map R ⊗ R → F[λ] ⊗ R, denoted a ⊗ b → [a_λb], satisfying the following relations (a, b, c ∈ R):

(sesquilinearity) [∂a_λb] = −λ[a_λb] , [a_λ∂b] = (∂ + λ)[a_λb], (skewcommutativity) [a_λb] = −[b_{−λ−∂} a], where ∂ is moved to the left, (Jacobi identity) [a_λ[b_μc]] − [b_μ[a_λc]] = [[a_λb]_{λ+μ}c].

One writes [a_λb] = ∑ j∈Z_+ λ^j j! ( a_{(j)}b ) , where the sum is finite; the bilinear products a_{(j)}b are called j^{th}-products.

Definition 4.2. A module M over a Lie conformal algebra R is an F[∂]-module, with action of ∂ denoted by ∂^M , endowed with a λ-action R ⊗ M → F[λ] ⊗ M, denoted a ⊗ m → a_λm, such that

(i) (∂a)_λm = −λa_λm , a_λ(∂^M m) = (∂^M + λ)(a_λm). (ii) a_λ(b_μm) − b_μ(a_λm) = [a_λb]_{λ+μ}m.

Remark 4.3. If R is a Lie conformal algebra, then the torsion Tor R of the F[∂]- module R is in the center of the Lie conformal algebra R, and moreover its λ-action on any R-module M is trivial. Indeed, for a ∈ R and P (∂) ∈ F[∂], we have (P (∂)a)_λ = P (−λ)a_λ. Hence, if a ∈ Tor R, i.e. P (∂)a = 0 with P ≠ 0, we get that a_λ = 0 on any R-module.

Recall that the annihilation Lie algebra associated to the Lie conformal algebra R is Lie_−R = R[[t]]/(∂ + ∂_t)R[[t]] , with the well defined Lie bracket

[a_m, b_n] = ∑ j∈Z_+ ( m j ) (a_{(j)}b)_{m+n−j} , a, b ∈ R, m, n ∈ Z_+ , (4.1) where a_n, n ∈ Z_+, denotes the image of at^n in Lie_−R. Letting a_λ = ∑ n∈Z_+ λ^n n! a_n, formula (4.1) is equivalent to [a_λ, b_μ] = [a_λb]_{λ+μ}, which is equivalent to the Jacobi identity. Moreover, the identity (∂a)_n = −na_{n−1}, which holds on Lie_− R, is equivalent to (∂a)_λ = −λa_λ, which is the first sesquilinearity relation. Note also that, if a ∈ Tor R, then a_λ = 0. This follows by the same argument as in Remark 4.3.

The action of ∂ on R induces a derivation of the Lie algebra Lie_− R, by ∂(a_n) = (∂a)_n, which we still denote by ∂, and we may consider the semidirect product Lie_− R ⋊ F∂. A module M over the annihilation Lie algebra Lie_− R, or over the Lie algebra Lie_− R ⋊ F∂, is called conformal if, for any a ∈ R and v ∈ M, we have a_n(v) = 0 for n sufficiently large.

Proposition 4.4. A module over a Lie conformal algebra R is the same as a conformal module over the Lie algebra Lie_− R ⋊ F∂.

Proof. To give a vector space M a structure of an R-module means to provide an operator ∂^M on M and, for each a ∈ R, a sequence of operators a_n, n ∈ Z_+, on M, such that the map R ⊗ M → F[λ] ⊗ M given by a_λv = ∑ n∈Z_+ λ^n n! a_nv, v ∈ M , (4.2) satisfies relations (i) and (ii) in Definition 4.2. But this is exactly the same as giving M a structure of a conformal module over Lie_− R ⋊ F∂, with ∂ acting as ∂^M . ⊓⊔ If the Lie conformal algebra R is of finite rank as an F[∂]-module, then the Lie algebra Lie_− R can be endowed with a linearly compact topology. In fact, if we decompose R = (F[∂] ⊗ U) ⊕ Tor, where U is a finite dimensional vector space, then Lie_− R is (non canonically) isomorphic to U[[t]] as a vector space, and it has the usual formal power series topology, which makes it a linearly compact Lie algebra. In this case, to say that a Lie_− R-module M is conformal is the same as to say that it is a continuous module, when we endow it with the discrete topology.

4.2. The Lie conformal algebra cochain complex (C^•(R, M), d). For k ∈ Z_+, denote by F_− [λ_1, . . . , λ_k] the space of polynomials in the k variables λ_1, . . . , λ_k with the F[∂]-module structure obtained by letting ∂ act by multiplication by −(λ_1 + · · · + λ_k ).

Let R be a Lie conformal algebra and let M be an R-module. We define the space of k-cochains C^k (R, M), k ∈ Z_+, as the space of F-linear maps c : R^{⊗k} −→ F_− [λ_1, . . . , λ_k] ⊗_{F[∂]} M , a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k → c_{λ1,··· ,λk} (a_1, · · · , a_k) , satisfying the following conditions: (sesquilinearity) c_{λ1,··· ,λk} (a_1, · · · , ∂a_i, · · · , a_k) = −λ_ic_{λ1,··· ,λk} (a_1, · · · , a_k), (skewsymmetry) c_{λσ(1) ,··· ,λσ(k)} (a_{σ(1)}, · · · , a_{σ(k)}) = sign(σ)c_{λ1 ,··· ,λk} (a_1, · · · , a_k), for all permutations σ ∈ S_k.

For example, C^0(R, M) = M/∂M and C^1(R, M) = Hom_{F[∂]}(R, M). We let C^•(R, M) be the Z_+-graded vector superspace ⨁ k∈Z_+ C k(R, M), with the parity induced by the Z_+-grading.

We make C^•(R, M) into a Z_+-graded complex by letting the differential d : C^k(R, M) → C^{k+1}(R, M), k ∈ Z_+, defined by the following formula: (dc)_{λ1 ,··· ,λk+1} (a_1, · · · , a_{k+1}) = k+1∑ i=1 (−1)^{i+1}a_{iλi} ( c_{λ1 ,} i_{ˇ···,λk+1} (a_1,^iˇ· · ·, a_{k+1}) )

+ ∑ 1≤i<j≤k+1 (−1)^{j+1}c_{λ1 ,···λi +λj} j_{ˇ···,λk+1} (a_1, · · · [a_{iλi} a_j ]^jˇ· · ·, a_{k+1}) . (4.3)

For example, if ∫ v ∈ M/∂M = C^0(R, M), we have ( d ∫ v ) λ(a) = a_λv = a_{−∂}M v ∈ F_− [λ] ⊗_{F[∂]} M, where ∂^M is moved to the left. Here, as usual in the variational calculus, ∫ v denotes the coset of v in M/∂M.

Proposition 4.5. Formula (4.3) gives a well defined map d : C^k(R, M) → C^{k+1}(R, M), and d^2 = 0. Hence, C^•(R, M) is a Z_+-graded complex.

Proof. This complex is a special case of a Lie pseudoalgebra complex, when the Hopf algebra is F[∂]. Hence, this statement follows from the results in [BDAK, Sec.15.1]. It also follows from [DSK], where the complex C^•(R, M) is introduced in terms of poly-λ-brackets (see Remark 4.6 below). ⊓⊔ Remark 4.6. We can identify the space F_− [λ_1, . . . , λ_k] ⊗_{F[∂]} M with the space F[λ_1 , . . . , λ_{k−1}]⊗M, by substituting λ_k by λ^†_k := −λ_1 −· · ·−λ_{k−1} −∂^M . Although this identification is not canonical, it is often convenient in practical use, via the language of poly-λ-brackets. Namely, a k-cochain c ∈ C^k(R, M) is described as a k-λ-bracket, i.e. a map c : R^{⊗k} → F[λ_1 , . . . , λ_{k−1}] ⊗ M, a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k → {a_{1λ1} · · · a_{k−1λk−1} a_k}_c, satisfying (i) {a_{1λ1} . . . (∂a_i)_{λi} . . . a_{k−1λk−1} a_k}_c = −λ_i{a_{1λ1} · · · a_{k−1λk−1} a_k}_c for i ≤ k − 1, and {a_{1λ1} . . . a_{k−1λk−1} ∂a_k}_c = −λ^†_k{a_{1λ1} · · · a_{k−1λk−1} a_k}_c; (ii) {a_{σ(1)λσ(1)} · · · a_{σ(k−1)λσ(k−1)} a_{σ(k)}}_c = sign(σ){a_{1λ1} · · · a_{k−1λk−1} a_k}_c, σ ∈ S_k, where λ_k is replaced by λ^†_k whenever it appears.

In the language of poly-λ-brackets the differential d : C^k(R, M) → C^{k+1}(R, M), for k ≥ 1, takes the form {a_{1λ1} . . . a_{kλk} a_{k+1}}_{dc} = k+1∑ i=1 (−1)^{i+1}a_{iλi} { a_{1λ1}^iˇ· · · a_{kλk} a_{k+1} } c + ∑ 1≤i<j≤k+1 (−1)^{j+1} { a_{1λ1} · · · [a_{iλi} a_j ]_{λi +λj}^jˇ· · · a_{kλk} a_{k+1} } c ,

where, as before, we replace λ_{k+1} by λ^†_{k+1} whenever it appears. For example, if c ∈ C^1(R, M) = Hom_{F[∂]}(R, M), then {a_λb}_{dc} = a_λc(b) − b_{−λ−∂}M c(a) − c([a_λb]). Remark 4.7. Following [DSK], define the subcomplex C̄^•(R, M) ⊂ C^•(R, M), consisting of the F-linear maps c : R^{⊗k} → F_− [λ_1, · · · , λ_k] ⊗_{F[∂]} M, such that c_{λ1 ,··· ,λk} (a_1, · · · , a_k) = 0 if one of the entries a_i is a torsion element in the F[∂]-module R. Then C̄^k(R, M) = C^k(R, M) if k ≠ 1, while C̄^1(R, M) = { c ∈ C^1(R, M) = Hom_{F[∂]}(R, M) | c(Tor(R)) = 0 } . For example, if R is of finite rank as an F[∂]-module, and it decomposes as

R = Tor(R) ⊕ (F[∂] ⊗ U) , Tor(R) = ⨁ i F[∂]/(P_i (∂)) , (4.4)

then C̄^1(R, M) = Hom_F(U, M), while C^1(R, M) = ( ⨁ i Ker(P_i(∂) : M → M) ) ⊕ Hom_F(U, M).

4.3. The space of chains C_•(R, M) and its Gerstenhaber algebra structure. Let R be a Lie conformal algebra and let M be a module over R endowed with the structure of a commutative associative algebra on which ∂^M and a_λ, a ∈ R, act by derivations.

For k ∈ Z_+, consider the algebra of formal power series M[[x_1, . . . , x_k]] with coefficients in M. It is endowed with an F[∂]-module structure, with ∂ acting as ∂^M on coefficients, and with a λ-action of R on M[[x_1, . . . , x_k]], where a_λ acts on the coefficients of the formal power series. Note that this is not an R-module structure of R on M[[x_1, . . . , x_k]], since a_λϕ can be a formal power series in λ, but it satisfies all other axioms of a module over a Lie conformal algebra.

Let M_k ⊂ M[[x_1, . . . , x_k]] be the subspace of series ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_k) such that ( ∂_{x1} + · · · + ∂_{xk} ) ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_k) = ∂^M ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_k) . (4.5)

For example, M_0 = {m ∈ M | ∂^M m = 0} = M^∂ , and M_1 = {e^{x∂M} m | m ∈ M}, which is naturally identified with M. Note that the subspace M_k is not an R-submodule. We have a natural action of the group of permutations S_k on M[[x_1, . . . , x_k]], which leaves M_k invariant, given by (σ ∈ S_k):

(σϕ)(x_1 , . . . , x_k) = ϕ(x_{σ(1)}, . . . , x_{σ(k)}) . (4.6)

Also, recall that we have a natural action of S_k on the space R^{⊗k} given by

σ(a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k) = a_σ−1_{(1)} ⊗ . . . a_σ−1_{(k)} . (4.7)

The space of k-chains C_k(R, M) is defined as the quotient of the space R^{⊗k} ⊗ M_k by the following relations:

(sesquilinearity) a_1 ⊗. . . ∂a_i · · ·⊗a_k ⊗ϕ+a_1 ⊗· · ·⊗a_k ⊗(∂_{xi} ϕ) = 0, i = 1, . . . , k, (skewsymmetry) σ(a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ ϕ) = sign(σ)a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ ϕ, σ ∈ S_k.

For example, C_0(R, M) = M_0 = M^∂ and, using the identification M_1 = M described above, we have an identification C_1(R, M) = (R ⊗ M)/∂(R ⊗ M). We let C_• = C_•(A, M) = ⊕_{k∈Z+}C_k(A, M) be the Z_+-graded superspace of all chains, with parity induced by the Z_+-grading.

The wedge product on C_•(R, M), which makes it a commutative associative Z_+-graded superalgebra, is given by ( a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_h ⊗ ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_h) ) ∧ ( a_{h+1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ ψ(x_1, . . . , x_{k−h}) ) = a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ ( ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_h)ψ(x_{h+1}, . . . , x_k) ) . (4.8)

It is immediate to check that the wedge product is well defined and it is associative and commutative (in the super sense). For commutativity we use the skewsymmetry relation in C_k(R, M) where σ is the permutation τ_{h,k−h} ∈ S_k exchanging the first k − h letters with the last h letters: τ_{h,k−h} = ( 1 · · · k − h k − h + 1 · · · k h + 1 · · · k 1 · · · h ) . (4.9)

To have a Gerstenhaber algebra structure on C_•(R, M) we are left to introduce a Lie superalgebra bracket on ΠC_•(R, M). In [DSK], it was shown that ΠC_1 = (R ⊗ M)/∂(R ⊗ M) carries a Lie algebra bracket given by the formula:

[a ⊗ m, b ⊗ n] = [a_∂M_1 b]_→ ⊗ mn + b ⊗ (a_∂M n)_→m − a ⊗ (b_∂M m)_→n , (4.10) where, ∂^M_1 in the first summand denotes ∂^M acting only on the first factor m and the right arrow means that ∂^M should be moved to the right. Motivated by formula (4.10) and by the definition of the Schouten bracket, we introduce the following bracket on C_•(R, M):

[ a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_h ⊗ ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_h) , a_{h+1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ ψ(x_1, . . . , x_{k−h}) ]

= h∑ i=1 k∑ j=h+1 (−1)^{h+j+1} ( a_1 ⊗ · · · [a_{i ∂xi} a_j ]^jˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_h)ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^jy . . . , x_{k−1}) )| |_{y=xi}

+ h∑ i=1 (−1)^{h+i}a_1⊗^iˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ ( a_{i ∂y} ψ(x_h, . . . , x_{k−1}) ) ϕ(x_1, · · ·^iy . . . , x_{h−1}) | | |_{y=0}

+ k∑ i=h+1 (−1)^{h+i}a_1⊗^iˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ ( a_{i ∂y} ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_h) ) ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^iy . . . , x_{k−1}) | | |_{y=0}. (4.11)

Here and further, by writing^jy, we mean that y is in place of the variable x_j , and the remaining variables x_ℓ, ℓ ≥ j, are shifted to the right. For ex-

ample, in the first term of the RHS above, we have ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^jy . . . , x_{k−1}) = ψ(x_{h+1}, . . . , x_{j−1}, y, x_j , . . . , x_{k−1}). It is also clear that the bracket (4.11) coincides with (4.10) when h = k − h = 1.

Theorem 4.8. Formulas (4.8) for the wedge product and (4.11) for the bracket define a structure of a Z_+-graded Gerstenhaber algebra on the space of chains C_•(R, M).

Proof. First, we need to prove that the bracket in (4.11) is well defined. It is straightforward to check that each term in the RHS of (4.11) lies in R^{⊗k−1} ⊗ M_{k−1}. For the second and third term, one needs to use sesquilinearity of the λ-action of R on M. It is not hard to check that the sesquilinearity relations defining C_k(R, M) are preserved by the bracket (4.11), using the sesquilinearity of the λ-bracket on R and of the λ-action of R on M. For the skewsymmetry relation, we have, for σ ∈ S_h, [ σ ( a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_h ⊗ ϕ ) , a_{h+1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ ψ ] = h∑ i=1 k∑ j=h+1 (−1)^{h+j+1} ( a_σ−1_{(1)} ⊗ · · · [a_σ−1_{(i)∂xi} a_j ] · · · a_σ−1_{(h)} ⊗ a_{h+1}^jˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ϕ(x_{σ(1)}, · · · , x_{σ(h)})ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^jy · · · , x_{k−1}) ) | |_{y=xi} + h∑ i=1 (−1)^{h+i}a_σ−1_{(1)}⊗^iˇ· · · a_σ−1_{(h)} ⊗ a_{h+1} · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ ( a_σ−1_{(i)∂y} ψ(x_h, · · · , x_{k−1}) ) (σϕ)(x_1, · · ·^iy · · · , x_{h−1}) | | |_{y=0} + k∑ i=h+1 (−1)^{h+i}a_σ−1_{(1)} ⊗ · · · a_σ−1_{(h)} ⊗ a_{h+1}^iˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ ( a_{i∂y} ϕ(x_{σ(1)}, · · · , x_{σ(h)}) ) ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^iy · · · , x_{k−1}) | | |_{y=0} .

(4.12) It is not hard to check that the first term in the RHS of (4.12) is equal to σ (_h∑ ℓ=1 k∑ j=h+1 (−1)^{h+j+1}a_1 ⊗ · · · [a_{ℓ∂xℓ} a_j ] · · · a_h ⊗ a_{h+1}^jˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ϕ(x_1, · · · , x_h)ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^jy · · · , x_{k−1}) | | |_{y=xℓ} ) , where we made the change of the summation index ℓ = σ^{−1}(i). Here we consider σ ∈ S_h as an element of S_{k−1} via the obvious embedding S_h ⊂ S_{k−1}. Likewise, the last term in the RHS of (4.12) is equal to σ (_k∑ i=h+1 (−1)^{h+i}a_1 ⊗ · · · a_h ⊗ a_{h+1}^iˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ ( a_{i∂y} ϕ(x_1, · · · , x_h) ) ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^iy · · · , x_{k−1}) | |_{y=0} ) . We are left to consider the second term in the RHS of (4.12). Given a permutation σ ∈ S_h and i = 1, . . . , h, we define the permutation σ_i ∈ S_{h−1} as follows: σ_i : {1, . . . , h − 1}^∼−→ {1,^σ −1(i) ˇ· · · , h}^σ−→ {1,^iˇ· · ·, h}^∼−→ {1, . . . , h − 1} , where the first map is the shift to the right by 1 of indices greater than or equal to σ^{−1}(i), and the last map is the shift to the left by 1 of indices greater than

i. Clearly, the element a_σ−1_{(1)}⊗^iˇ· · · a_σ−1_{(h)} ⊗ a_{h+1} · · · ⊗ a_k ∈ R^{k−1} is obtained

by applying the permutation σ_i ∈ S_{h−1} ⊂ S_{k−1} to the element a_1⊗^σ −1 (i) ˇ· · · ⊗a_k. Moreover, we have the obvious identity σ_iϕ(x_1, · · ·^σ −1 (i) y . . . , x_{h−1}) = (σϕ)(x_1, · · ·^iy . . . , x_{h−1})) , where in the LHS σ_i permutes only the variables x_1, . . . , x_{h−1}. These two facts together allow us to rewrite the second term in the RHS of (4.12) as h∑ i=1 (−1)^{h+i}σ_i ( a_1⊗^iˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ ( a_σ−1_{(i)∂y} ψ(x_h, · · · , x_{k−1}) ) ϕ(x_1, · · ·^σ −1 (i) y · · · , x_{h−1}) | | |_{y=0} ) . Combining the above results, and using the sign identity

sign(σ_i) = (−1)^{i+σ(i)} sign(σ) , (4.13)

we conclude that the RHS of (4.12) is equal, modulo the skewsymmetry relation in C_{k−1}(R, M), to sign(σ)[a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_h ⊗ ϕ, a_{h+1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ ψ] , as required. The fact that the skewsymmetry relations in the right factor is also preserved can be proved similarly. In fact, this will follow from the skewcommutativity of the bracket. This concludes the proof that the bracket (4.11) is well defined.

Next, we prove that the bracket (4.11) is skewcommutative. We have, after some change in the summation indices, [a_{h+1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ ψ, a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_h ⊗ ϕ] = h∑ i=1 k∑ j=h+1 (−1)^{i+1} ( a_{h+1} ⊗ · · · [a_{j ∂xj−h} a_i] · · · a_k ⊗ a_1^iˇ· · · ⊗a_h ⊗ψ(x_1, . . . , x_{k−h})ϕ(x_{k−h+1} , · · ·^{k−h+i}y . . . , x_{k−1}) ) | |_{y=xj−h} + k∑ j=h+1 (−1)^{k+j} a_{h+1}⊗^jˇ· · · a_k ⊗ a_1 · · · ⊗ a_h ⊗ ( a_{j ∂y} ϕ(x_{k−h}, . . . , x_{k−1}) ) ψ(x_1, · · ·^{j−h}y . . . , x_{k−h}) | | y=0 + h∑ i=1 (−1)^ia_{h+1} ⊗ · · · a_k ⊗ a_1^iˇ· · · ⊗a_h ⊗ ( a_{j ∂y} ψ(x_1, . . . , x_{k−h}) ) ϕ(x_{k−h+1}, · · ·^{k−h+i}y . . . , x_{k−1}) | | |_{y=0} .

(4.14)

Let us consider the first term in the RHS of (4.14). Skewcommutativity of the λ-bracket in R gives [a_{j ∂xj−h} a_i] = −[a_{i−∂xj−h −∂} a_j ]. Combining this with

the sesquilinearity relation in C_{k−1}(R, M), we conclude that we can replace [a_{j ∂xj−h} a_i] by −[a_{i∂y} a_j ]. We then observe that

a_{h+1} ⊗ · · ·^j[a_{i∂y} a_j ] · · · a_k ⊗ a_1^iˇ· · · ⊗a_h = σ ( a_1 ⊗ · · ·^i[a_{i∂y} a_j ]^jˇ· · · ⊗a_k ) , where σ ∈ S_{k−1} is the following permutation:

σ(ℓ) = k − h + ℓ if ℓ = 1, . . . , i − 1 j − h if ℓ = i k − 1 − h + ℓ if ℓ = i + 1, . . . , h ℓ − h if ℓ = h + 1, . . . , j − 1 ℓ − h + 1 if ℓ = j, . . . , k − 1 .

Moreover, we have ∂^n_y ψ(x_1, . . . , x_{k−h})ϕ(x_{k−h+1}, · · ·^{k−h+i}y . . . , x_{k−1}) | | |_{y=xj−h} = σ ( ∂^n_{xi} ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_h)ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^jy . . . , x_{k−1}) | | |_{y=xi} ) . Combining the above results, we conclude that the first term in the RHS of (4.14) is equal to − h∑ i=1 k∑ j=h+1 (−1)^{i+1}σ ( a_1 ⊗ · · · [a_{i∂xi} a_j ]^jˇ· · · ⊗a_k ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_h)ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^jy . . . , x_{k−1}) | |_{y=xi} )

Since sign(σ) = (−1)^{(h+1)(k−h+1)+h+j+i}, the above expression is the same, modulo the skewsymmetry relation in C_{k−1}(R, M), as the first term in the RHS of (4.11) multiplied by (−1)^{1+(h+1)(k−h+1)}. Next, consider the second term in the RHS of (4.14). We have that a_{h+1}⊗^jˇ· · · a_k ⊗ a_1 · · · ⊗ a_h = τ_{k−h−1,h} ( a_1⊗^jˇ· · · ⊗a_k ) , where the permutation τ_{k−h−1,h} ∈ S_{k−1} is defined in (4.9). Moreover, ( a_{j ∂y} ϕ(x_{k−h}, . . . , x_{k−1}) ) ψ(x_1, · · ·^{j−h}y . . . , x_{k−h}) | | |_{y=0} = τ_{k−h−1,h} (( a_{j ∂y} ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_h) ) ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^jy . . . , x_{k−1}) | | y=0 ) . Combining the above results, we conclude that the second term in the RHS of (4.14) is equal to k∑ j=h+1 (−1)^{k+j} τ_{k−h−1,h} ( a_1⊗^jˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ ( a_{j ∂y} ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_h) ) ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^jy . . . , x_{k−1}) | | |_{y=0} ) . Clearly, sign(τ_{k−h−1,h}) = h(k − h + 1). Hence, due to the skewsymmetry relation in C_{k−1}(R, M), the above expression is the same as the third term in the RHS of (4.11) multiplied by (−1)^{1+(h+1)(k−h+1)}. The third term in the RHS of (4.14) is similar. This proves that the bracket (4.11) is skewcommutative.

We are left to prove the Jacobi identity and the odd Leibniz rule. These identities can be proven by a direct lengthy calculation, but instead we provide a short proof in the case when the Lie conformal algebra R is a direct sum of a free F[∂]-submodule and torsion.

First, we note that there is a natural Gerstenhaber algebra structure on the space of basic chains ~C_•(R, M) (see Remark 4.13 below), defined by extending the Lie bracket on 1-chains Π ~C_1(R, M) introduced in [DSK], [a ⊗ ϕ(x), b ⊗ ψ(x)] = [a_{∂x1} b] ⊗ ϕ(x_1)ψ(x)|_{x1 =x} −a ⊗ (b_{∂y} ϕ(x))ψ(y)|_{y=0} + b ⊗ (a_{∂y} ψ(x))ϕ(y)|_{y=0} , to all higher degree chains using the Leibniz rule (2.2) and (4.8). The resulting bracket coincides with (4.11) and satisfies the Jacobi identity and the left Leibniz rule by construction. Moreover, the space ~C_• carries a Z-graded F[∂]-module structure and the subspace of ∂-invariant chains ~C^∂_• , called the reduced chain space, is a kernel of ~C_• and hence a Gerstenhaber subalgebra.

When R is a direct sum of a free F[∂]-submodule and torsion, there is a bijection, established in Proposition 3.12 of [DSK], between the reduced chain space ~C^∂_• and the quotient space C̄_• of the chain space C_• by the subspace T_1 of C_1 (see Remark 4.9 below). This endows C̄_• with the structure of a Gerstenhaber algebra, in particular, ΠC̄_• is a Lie superalgebra. For the subalgebra ΠC_1 of ΠC_• the Jacobi identity was proven in Section 3.8 in [DSK]. Next, recall that the Lie conformal algebra R acts trivially on the torsion of the F[∂]-module M [K], in particular on M^∂ . It follows that ΠC_0 is in the center of the Lie algebra ΠC_•. Since [C_i, C_j ] lies in C_{i+j−1}, it follows that the Jacobi identity holds for ΠC_•.

Likewise, it suffices to check the Leibniz rule (2.2) for X = a_1 ⊗ ϕ(x_1) ∈ C_1, Y = m ∈ C_0 and Z = a_2 ⊗ a_3 ⊗ ψ(x_1, x_2) ∈ C_2. We have

[a_1 ⊗ ϕ(x_1), m ∧ a_2 ⊗ a_3 ⊗ ψ(x_1, x_2)] = [a_{1 ∂x1} a_2] ⊗ a_3 ⊗ ϕ(x_1)mψ(y, x_2)|_{y=x1}

−[a_{1 ∂x1} a_3] ⊗ a_2 ⊗ ϕ(x_1)mψ(x_1, y)|_{y=x1} + a_2 ⊗ a_3 ⊗ ( a_{1 ∂y} (mψ(x_1, x_2)) ) ϕ(y)|_{y=0} −a_1 ⊗ a_3 ⊗ (a_{2 ∂y} ϕ(x_1))mψ(y, x_2)|_{y=0} + a_1 ⊗ a_2 ⊗ (a_{3 ∂y} ϕ(x_1))mψ(x_2, y)|_{y=0} .

The Leibniz rule follows immediately by expanding the third term on the RHS, using the fact that a_λ acts by derivations on the commutative associative product in M. This completes the proof of the theorem. ⊓⊔ Remark 4.9. Consider the subspace T_k of C_k(R, M) spanned by elements a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_k ) such that one of the entries a_i is a torsion element of the F[∂]-module R. Clearly, by (4.8) and (4.11), T_• = ⨁ k∈Z_+ Tk is an abelian ideal of

the Gerstenhaber algebra C_•(R, M). Let C̄_•(R, M) = ⨁ k∈Z_+ C̄k (R, M) be the

corresponding Gerstenhaber factor algebra. It is easy to see [DSK] that T_k = 0 if k ≠ 1, hence C̄_k(R, M) = C_k(R, M) for k ≠ 1, while C^1(R, M) = R ⊗ M/∂(R ⊗ M) and C̄^1(R, M) = R ⊗ M/(Tor(R) ⊗ M + ∂(R ⊗ M)). If R decomposes as in (4.4), then C̄_1(R, M) = U ⊗M, while C_1(R, M) = ( ⨁ i M/(P_i(∂)M) ) ⊕(U ⊗M).

Remark 4.10. We can define a differential d on C_•(R, M) dual to the one on the cochain complex only when the λ-action of R on M is trivial. It is given by the following formula: d ( a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_k) ) = ∑ 1≤i<j≤k (−1)^{j+1}a_1 ⊗ · · · [a_{i∂xi} a_j ]^jˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ ϕ(x_1, · · ·^jy · · · , x_{k−1}) | |_{y=xi} .

If we try to dualize the differential on C^•(R, M) even when the action is not trivial, we would have to add the following term [BKV]: k∑ i=1 (−1)^{i+1}a_1⊗^iˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ ( a_{i∂y} ϕ(x_1, · · ·^iy · · · , x_{k−1}) | |_{y=0} ,

but this is a divergent sum, since the λ-action of R on M_k is not polynomial.

4.4. Calculus structure (C_•(R, M), C^•(R, M)). Given an h-chain X = a_1 ⊗· · ·⊗ a_h ⊗ ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_h) ∈ C_h(R, M) and a k-cochain c = c_{λ1,··· ,λk} (a_1, . . . , a_k) ∈ C^k(R, M), we define the contraction of c by X, denoted ι_X (c), as the following element of C^{k−h}(R, M): (ι_X c)_{λh+1 ,··· ,λk} (a_{h+1}, · · · , a_k) = (−1)^{h(h−1)2} ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} )c_{λ1 ,··· ,λk} (a_1, . . . , a_k) | | |_{λ1 =···=λh =0} . (4.15)

Note that, for h = k, we need to take the integral of the RHS, since C^0(R, M) = M/∂M. It is proved in [DSK, Lemma 7], in the poly-λ-bracket notation, that the contraction ι_X (c) is well defined and it lies in C^{k−h}(R, M). As usual, we define the Lie derivative L_X (c) ∈ C^{k−h+1}(R, M) by Cartan’s formula (2.1). Recalling (4.3), we have, by a straightforward computation which we omit: (L_X c)_{λh+1 ,··· ,λk+1} (a_{h+1}, · · · , a_{k+1}) =(−1)^{h(h−1)2} (_h∑ i=1 (−1)^{i+1}ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} )a_{iλi} ( c_{λ1,} i_{ˇ···,λk+1} (a_1,^iˇ· · ·, a_{k+1}) )

+ k+1∑ i=h+1 (−1)^i ( a_{iλi} ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} ) ) c_{λ1 ,} i_{ˇ···,λk+1} (a_1,^iˇ· · ·, a_{k+1})

+ h∑ i=1 k+1∑ j=i+1 (−1)^{j+1}ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} ) c_{λ1 ,...λi +λj} j_{ˇ···,λk+1} (a_1, . . . [a_{iλi} a_j ]^jˇ· · ·, a_{k+1}) ) ) | | |_{λ1=···=λh =0} .

(4.16)

Recall that C_1(R, M) is canonically identified with R ⊗ M/∂(R ⊗ M). With this identification, formulas (4.15) and (4.16) become, for h = 1, (ι_{a1 ⊗m}c)_{λ2 ,··· ,λk} (a_2, · · · , a_k) = c_∂M_{,λ2,··· ,λk} (a_1, · · · , a_k)_→m , (L_{a⊗m}c)_{λ1 ,··· ,λk} (a_1, · · · , a_k) = ( a_∂M c_{λ1,··· ,λk} (a_1, · · · , a_k) ) →m + k∑ i=1 c_{λ1 ,···λi+∂}M_{··· ,λk} (a_1, · · ·^ja · · · , a_k)_→(a_{iλi} m) − k∑ i=1 c_{λ1 ,···λi +∂}M_{··· ,λk} (a_1, · · · [a_∂M a_i] · · · , a_k)_→m .

In particular, for h = k = 1 we have, recalling the identifications C^0(R, M) = M/∂^M M and C^1(R, M) = Hom_{F[∂]}(R, M), (ι_{a⊗m}c) = ∫ c(a)m , (L_{a⊗m}c)(b) = ( a_∂M c(b) ) →m +_← ( b_{−∂}M m ) c(a) − c([a_∂M ]b)_→m .

In the second term of the RHS, the left arrow means that ∂^M should be moved to the left to act on the whole expression.

Theorem 4.11. The contraction map ι_· : C_•(R, M) → End(C^•(R, M)), and the Lie derivative map L_· : ΠC_•(R, M) → End(C^•(R, M)), define a Z_+-graded calculus structure (C_•(R, M), C^•(R, M)).

Proof. According to Remark 2.24, we only need to prove that ι_· gives a representation of the associative superalgebra C_•(R, M) on C^•(R, M), and that equation (2.11) holds. Applying formula (4.15) twice and using the skewsymmetry condition on C^ℓ(R, M) for the permutation τ_{h,k−h} in (4.9), we get, for X ∈ C_h(R, M), Y ∈ C_{k−h}(R, M), c ∈ C^ℓ(R, M), that ι_X ι_Y (c) = ι_{X∧Y} (c), due to the identity

s_{h,k−h} := h(h − 1) 2 + (k − h)(k − h − 1) 2 + h(k − h) ≡ k(k − 1) 2 mod 2 .

(4.17) This explains the choice of the sign factor (−1)^{h(h−1)2} in the definition (4.15) of the contraction operators. Next, we prove equation (2.11). Let X = a_1 ⊗· · ·⊗a_h⊗ ϕ ∈ C_h(R, M), Y = a_{h+1} ⊗· · ·⊗a_k ⊗ψ ∈ C_{k−h}(R, M), c = c_{λ1 ,··· ,λℓ} (b_1, · · · , b_ℓ) ∈ C^ℓ(R, M). We want to prove that (L_X ι_Y c)_{λk+1,··· ,λℓ+1} (a_{k+1}, · · · , a_{ℓ+1}) + (−1)^{1+(h+1)(k−h)}(ι_Y L_X c)_{λk+1 ,··· ,λℓ+1} (a_{k+1}, · · · , a_{ℓ+1}) = (ι_{[X,Y ]}c)_{λk+1 ,··· ,λℓ+1} (a_{k+1}, · · · , a_{ℓ+1}) . (4.18)

By (4.15) and (4.16), the first term in the RHS of (4.18) is

(−1)^{sh,k−h +(k−h)} (_h ∑ i=1 (−1)^{i+1}ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} ) a_{iλi} ( ψ(∂_{λh+1} , . . . , ∂_{λk} )c_{λ1 ,} i_{ˇ···,λℓ+1} (a_1,^iˇ· · ·, a_{ℓ+1}) )

+ ℓ+1∑ i=k+1 (−1)^i ( a_{iλi} ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} ) ) ψ(∂_{λh+1} , . . . , ∂_{λk} ) c_{λ1 ,} i_{ˇ···,λℓ+1} (a_1,^iˇ· · ·, a_{ℓ+1}) + h∑ i=1 h∑ j=i+1 (−1)^{j+1}ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} )ψ(∂_{λh+1} , . . . , ∂_{λk} ) c_{λ1,···λi +λj} j_{ˇ···,λℓ+1} (a_1, · · · [a_{iλi} a_j ]^jˇ· · ·, a_{ℓ+1}) + h∑ i=1 ℓ+1∑ j=k+1 (−1)^{j+1}ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} )ψ(∂_{λh+1} , . . . , ∂_{λk} ) c_{λ1 ,···λi +λj} j_{ˇ···,λℓ+1} (a_1, · · · [a_{iλi} a_j ]^jˇ· · ·, a_{ℓ+1}) ) | | | λ_1 =···=λ_k =0 .

(4.19)

Similarly, the second term in the RHS of (4.18) is

(−1)^{sh,k−h +(k−h)+1} (_h ∑ i=1 (−1)^{i+1}ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} )ψ(∂_{λh+1} , . . . , ∂_{λk} ) ( a_{iλi} c_{λ1 ,} i_{ˇ···,λℓ+1} (a_1,^iˇ· · ·, a_{ℓ+1}) )

+ ℓ+1∑ i=h+1 (−1)^iψ(∂_{λh+1} , . . . , ∂_{λk} ) ( a_{iλi} ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} ) )

c_{λ1 ,} i_{ˇ···,λℓ+1} (a_1,^iˇ· · ·, a_{ℓ+1}) + h∑ i=1 ℓ+1∑ j=i+1 (−1)^{j+1}ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} )ψ(∂_{λh+1} , . . . , ∂_{λk} ) c_{λ1 ,···λi+λj} j_{ˇ···,λℓ+1} (a_1, · · · [a_{iλi} a_j ]^jˇ· · ·, a_{ℓ+1}) ) | | | |_{λ1=···=λk =0} .

(4.20)

Combining (4.19) and (4.20), we get that the LHS of (4.18) is (−1)^{sh,k−h +(k−h)} (_h ∑ i=1 (−1)^{i+1}ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} ) ( a_{iλi} ψ(∂_{λh+1} , . . . , ∂_{λk} ) )

c_{λ1 ,} i_{ˇ···,λℓ+1} (a_1,^iˇ· · ·, a_{ℓ+1}) + k∑ i=h+1 (−1)^{i+1}ψ(∂_{λh+1} , . . . , ∂_{λk} ) ( a_{iλi} ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} ) )

c_{λ1 ,} i_{ˇ···,λℓ+1} (a_1,^iˇ· · ·, a_{ℓ+1}) + h∑ i=1 k∑ j=h+1 (−1)^j ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} )ψ(∂_{λh+1} , . . . , ∂_{λk} ) c_{λ1 ,···λi+λj} j_{ˇ···,λℓ+1} (a_1, · · · [a_{iλi} a_j ]^jˇ· · ·, a_{ℓ+1}) ) | | |_{λ1=···=λk =0} .

(4.21)

We next observe that, for i = 1, . . . , h, ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} ) ( a_{iλi} ψ(∂_{λh+1} , . . . , ∂_{λk} ) ) c_{λ1 ,} i_{ˇ···,λℓ+1} (a_1,^iˇ· · ·, a_{ℓ+1}) | | |_{λ1 =···=λk =0} , is the contraction of c by a_1⊗^iˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ ( a_{i ∂y} ψ(x_h, . . . , x_{k−1}) ) ϕ(x_1, · · ·^iy . . . , x_{h−1}) | | |_{y=0} ,

that, for i = h + 1, . . . , k, ψ(∂_{λh+1} , . . . , ∂_{λk} ) ( a_{iλi} ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} ) ) c_{λ1 ,} i_{ˇ···,λℓ+1} (a_1,^iˇ· · ·, a_{ℓ+1}) | | |_{λ1 =···=λk =0} , is the contraction of c by a_1⊗^iˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ ( a_{i ∂y} ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_h) ) ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^iy . . . , x_{k−1}) | | y=0 , and that, for i = 1, . . . , h, k = i + 1, . . . , k, ϕ(∂_{λ1} , . . . , ∂_{λh} )ψ(∂_{λh+1} , . . . , ∂_{λk} ) c_{λ1 ,···λi +λj} j_{ˇ···,λℓ+1} (a_1, · · · [a_{iλi} a_j ]^jˇ· · ·, a_{ℓ+1}) | | |_{λ1 =···=λk =0} , is the contraction of c by ( a_1 ⊗ · · · [a_{i ∂xi} a_j ]^jˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_h)ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^jy . . . , x_{k−1}) )| |_{y=xi} . Finally, we combine the above results and we use equation (4.17) to conclude, recalling the definition (4.11) of the Lie bracket on C_•(R, M), that (4.21) is equal to the RHS of (4.18). ⊓⊔

Remark 4.12. Recall from Remark 4.7 that C̄^•(R, M) is a subcomplex of the complex C^•(R, M), and from Remark 4.9 that C̄_•(R, M) = C_•(R, M)/T_• is a Gerstenhaber factor algebra of C_•(R, M). It is immediate to check from (4.15) that ι_X (c) = 0 if X ∈ T_• and c ∈ C̄^•(R, M). Hence, we have the induced calculus structure (C̄_•(R, M), C̄^•(R, M)), with the canonical morphism of calculus structures (C̄_•(R, M), C̄^•(R, M)) → (C_•(R, M), C^•(R, M)).

Remark 4.13. We can define another calculus structure ( ~C_•(R, M), ~C^•(R, M)) associated to the R-module M, called the basic Lie conformal algebra calculus structure. The space of basic k-cochains ~C^k(R, M) is the space of F-linear maps: c : R^{⊗k} → F[λ_1 , . . . , λ_k] ⊗ M, satisfying the same sesquilinearity and skewsymmetry conditions as for C^k(R, M). The differential d on ~C^•(R, M) is defined by the same formula (4.3) as for the complex C^•(R, M). The space of k-chains ~C_k(R, M) is defined as the quotient of the space R^{⊗k} ⊗ M[[x_1, . . . , x_k]] by the same sesquilinearity and skewsymmetry relations as for C_k(R, M). The structure of Gerstenhaber algebra on ~C_•(R, M) is given by the same formulas (4.8) and (4.11) as for C_•(R, M). We then define the contraction map ι_· : ~C_•(R, M) → End( ~C^•(R, M)) by formula (4.15), and the same arguments (in a simpler form) as in the proof of Theorem 4.8 show that ( ~C_•(R, M), ~C^•(R, M)) is a calculus structure. Moreover, we have an obvious morphism of calculus structures ( ~C_•(R, M), ~C^•(R, M)) → (C_•(R, M), C^•(R, M)).

4.5. Calculus structure for a Lie conformal algebra complex and a reduction of the calculus structure for a Lie algebra complex. As before, let R be a Lie conformal algebra and M be a module over R endowed with the structure of a commutative associative algebra on which ∂^M and a_λ, a ∈ R, act by derivations. We have associated to the pair (R, M) the calculus structure (C_•(R, M), C^•(R, M)). Recall also from Remark 4.12 that it has the “torsion free” subcalculus structure (C̄_•, C̄^•) → (C_•(R, M), C^•(R, M)). Furthermore, we assume that R is of finite rank as an F[∂]-module, so that the annihilation Lie algebra Lie_− R is a linearly compact Lie algebra. By Proposition 4.4, M, endowed with the discrete topology, is a continuous module over Lie_− R, and moreover Lie_− R acts by derivations of the algebra M and its action extends to the semidirect product (Lie_− R) ⋊ F∂, with ∂ acting as ∂^M .

Recall the calculus structure (Δ̂_•(Lie_− R, M), Δ̌^•(Lie_− R, M)) from Section 3.2. The action of ∂ on Lie_− R and M induces its natural action on both Δ̂_•(Lie_− R, M) and Δ̌•(Lie_− R, M)), preserving the Z_+-gradings. More precisely,

the action of ∂ on Δ̂_k(Lie_− R, M) = M ^⊗^ ⋀k Lie_− R is given by ∂(f ⊗ X) =

(∂^M f) ⊗ X + f ⊗ ∂X, and its action on Δ̌^k(Lie_− R, M)) = Hom^c_F(^ ⋀k Lie_− R, M) is given by (∂ω)(X) = ∂^M (ω(X)) − ω(∂X). It is immediate to check that the action of ∂ on Δ̌^•(Lie_− R, M) commutes with the action of the differential d in (3.1). Hence we can consider the complex (Δ̌^•(Lie_− R, M)/∂Δ̌^•(Lie_− R, M), d). Furthermore, for a ∈ Δ̂_k(Lie_− R, M), we have the identity [∂, ι_a] = ι_{∂a} .

Hence, the Gerstenhaber subalgebra Δ̂_•(Lie_− R, M)^∂ from Example 2.31 is the kernel of the action of ∂ on Δ̂_•(Lie_− R, M). Now we can consider the reduced calculus structure (Δ̂_•(Lie_− R, M)^∂ , Δ̌^•(Lie_− R, M)/∂Δ̌^•(Lie_− R, M)).

In this section we will relate all these calculus structures. We define a Z_+- grading preserving linear map Φ_• : C_•(R, M) → Δ̂_•(Lie_− R, M) by the following formula Φ_k(a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_k)) = ∑ m_1,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ a_{1,m1} ∧ · · · ∧ a_{k,mk} ⊗ ∂^{m1}_{x1} · · · ∂^{mk}_{xk} m_1! · · · m_k! ϕ | |_{x1=···=xk =0} . (4.22)

Similarly, we define a Z_+-grading preserving linear map Ψ^• : Δ̌^•(Lie_− R, M) → C^•(R, M) by the following formula (Ψ^kω)_{λ1,··· ,λk} (a_1, · · · , a_k) = ∑ m_1,··· ,m_k∈Z_+ λ^{m1}_1 · · · λ^{mk}_k m_1! · · · m_k! ω(a_{1,m1} ∧· · ·∧a_{k,mk} ) . (4.23) Theorem 4.14. Let R be a Lie conformal algebra of finite rank as an F[∂]- module, and let M be a module over R endowed with the structure of a commutative associative algebra on which ∂^M and a_λ, a ∈ R, act by derivations. Then the maps Φ_• and Ψ^• defined by (4.22) and (4.23) give a morphism of calculus structures

(Δ̂_•(Lie_−R, M), Δ̌^•(Lie_−R, M)) → (C_•(R, M), C^•(R, M)) , (4.24)

which induces a calculus structure isomorphism

(Δ̂_•(Lie_−R, M)^∂ , Δ̌^•(Lie_−R, M)/∂Δ̌^•(Lie_−R, M)) ≃ (C̄_•(R, M), C̄^•(R, M)) .

Proof. First, we need to check that the maps Φ_• and Ψ^• are well-defined. Let X = a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_h ⊗ ϕ ∈ C_h(R, M) and ω ∈ Δ̌^•(Lie_−R, M). Using the fact that ∂ acts by −∂_t on Lie_−R, we have Φ_h(a_1 ⊗ · · · ∂a_i · · · ⊗ a_h ⊗ ϕ) = = − ∑ m_1,··· ,m_h∈Z_+ a_{1,m1} ∧ · · · m_ia_{i,mi−1} · · · ∧ a_{h,mh} ⊗ ∂^{m1}_{x1} · · · ∂^{mh}_{xh} m_1! · · · m_h! ϕ | |_{x1=···=xh=0}

= − ∑ m_1,··· ,m_h∈Z_+ a_{1,m1} ∧ · · · ∧ a_{h,mh} ⊗ ∂^{m1}_{x1} · · · ∂^{mi+1}_{xi} · · · ∂^{mh}_{xh} m_1! · · · m_h! ϕ | |_{x1=···=xh=0} = Φ_h(−a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_h ⊗ ∂_{xi} ϕ) , thus proving that Φ_h(X) satisfies the sesquilinearity condition in C_h(R, M). The skewsymmetry property follows immediately by the skewsymmetry of the wedge product. Likewise, using ∂a_m = −ma_{m−1} and relabelling the indices, it is immediate to check that Ψ^k(ω) fulfills the sesquilinearity and skewsymmetry conditions in C^k(R, M). By the same token, one has that the action of ∂ on Δ̂_•(Lie_−R, M) is given by ∂Φ_h(a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ ϕ) = Φ_h ( a_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a_k ⊗ (∂^M − ∂_{x1} − · · · − ∂_{xh} )ϕ ) .

Recalling condition (4.5) satisfied by ϕ ∈ M_h, we conclude that the image of Φ_• is Ker(∂). Moreover, the kernel of Φ_• is precisely the torsion part in C_•(R, M). Indeed, as pointed out in Remark 4.9, all torsion is contained in C_1(R, M) and since R is assumed to be of finite rank, it follows that Ker(Φ_•) = ( ⨁ i M/(P_i(∂)M) ) . Next, we prove that Φ_• is a homomorphism of Gerstenhaber algebras. The identity Φ_{h+k}(a ∧ b) = Φ_h(a) ∧ Φ_k (b) follows immediately by (4.8) and definition (4.22). To see that the Gerstenhaber bracket is preserved by Φ_•, we first note that the bracket on Δ̂_•(Lie_−R, M) is given by (2.10), extended with two additional terms due to the non-trivial action of Lie_−R on the coefficient module M, [ a_{1,m1} ∧ · · · ∧ a_{h,mh} ⊗ u , a_{h+1,mh+1} ∧ · · · ∧ a_{k,mk} ⊗ v ] = h∑ i=1 k∑ j=h+1 (−1)^{h+j+1}a_{1,m1} ∧ · · · [a_{i,mi} , a_{j,mj} ]^jˇ· · · ∧a_{k,mk} ⊗ uv

+ h∑ i=1 (−1)^{h+i}a_{1,m1} ∧^iˇ· · · ∧a_{k,mk} ⊗ (a_{i,mi} .v)u + k∑ i=h+1 (−1)^{h+i}a_{1,m1} ∧^iˇ· · · ∧a_{k,mk} ⊗ (a_{i,mi} .u)v ,

(4.25)

where [a_{i,mi} , a_{j,mj} ] is defined by (4.1) and u, v ∈ M. Here we have shifted the commutator in the RHS of (2.10) to position i, changing the overall sign by

(−1)^{i−1}. Expanding the first term in (4.11) using [a_{i ∂xi} a_j ] = ∑ l∈Z_+(ai(l)aj ) ∂^l_{xi} l! , a straightforward computation yields ∑ m_1 ,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ h∑ i=1 k∑ j=h+1 (−1)^{h+j+1}a_1 ⊗ · · · ∑ l∈Z_+ ( m_i l ) (a_{i(l)}a_j ) · · · ⊗ a_k⊗

⊗ϕ_{(m1,...,mh)}ψ_{(mh+1 ,...,mk )} x^{m1}_1 · · · x^{mi +mj −l} i · · · x^{mj−1}_{j−1} x^{mj+1}_j · · · x^{mk}_{k−1} m_1! · · · m_k! , which corresponds to the first term in (4.25) under the map Φ_{k−1}. Likewise, expanding the second term in (4.11) using (4.2), we get ∑ m_1 ,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ h∑ i=1 (−1)^{h+i}a_1⊗^iˇ· · · ⊗a_k ⊗ ( a_{i(mi)}ψ_{(mh+1 ,...,mk )} ) ϕ_{(m1,...,mh)} x^{m1}_1 · · · x^{mi−1}_{i−1} x^{mi+1}_i · · · x^{mk}_{k−1} m_1! · · · m_k! , which is sent by Φ_{k−1} to the second term in (4.25), and similarly for the last term.

We show next that Ψ^• commutes with the action of the differentials d and hence defines a morphism of complexes. By (4.23), we have Ψ^{k+1}(dω)_{λ1 ,··· ,λk+1} (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) = = ∑ m_1,··· ,m_{k+1}∈Z_+ λ^{m1}_1 · · · λ^{mk+1}_k m_1! · · · m_{k+1}! (dω)(a_{1,m1} ∧ · · · ∧ a_{k+1,mk+1} ) , where dω is given by the formula (3.1). Combining (4.3) and (4.2), it is not hard to check that the first terms in dΨ^k(ω) and Ψ^{k+1}(dω) are equal. Expanding the last term in dΨ^k(ω), we obtain ∑ m_1,··· ,m_{k+1}∈Z_+ ∑ i<j (−1)^{j+1}Ψ^k(ω)_{(m1,...,mk+1)} ( a_1, · · · , ∑ l∈Z_+ (a_{i(l)}a_j ) λ^l_i l! ,^jˇ· · ·, a_{k+1} )

λ^{m1}_1 · · · (λ_i + λ_j )^{mi j}ˇ· · · λ^{mk+1}_{k+1} m_1! · · · m_{k+1}! . Using the following identity,

(λ_i + λ_j )^{mi} λ^l_i m_i!l! = 1 m_i!l! ∑ m_j ∈Z_+ ( m_i m_j ) λ^{mi −mj +l} i λ^{mj}_j = ∑ m_j ∈Z_+ ( ~m_i l ) λ^{~mi}_i λ^{mj}_j ~m_i!m_j ! ,

where m_i = ~m_i + m_j − l, we conclude that also the last terms in dΨ^k(ω) and Ψ^{k+1}(dω) coincide, thus proving the claim.

The image of Ψ^• corresponds to the free part in C^•(R, M). Indeed, by Remark 4.7, only C^1(R, M) contains torsion and assuming that R decomposes as in (4.4), it is clear by (4.23) that Im(Ψ^•) = C̄^•(R, M). Moreover, it is not hard to check that the action of ∂ on Δ̌^•(Lie_−R, M), given by (∂ω)(X) = ∂^M (ω(X))−ω(∂X), leads to ( Ψ^k(∂ω) ) λ_1 ,··· ,λ_k (a1, · · · , ak) = (∂ + λ1 + · · · + λk) ( Ψ^k(ω) ) λ_1,··· ,λ_k (a1, · · · , ak) . Since F_− [λ_1, . . . , λ_k] ⊗_{F[∂]} V is the quotient of F[λ_1 , . . . , λ_k] ⊗_F V by the image of (∂ + λ_1 + · · · + λ_k), it follows that Ker(Ψ^k) = Im(∂).

Finally, we check that the contraction operators are compatible with the homomorphisms, namely that Ψ^•(ι_{Φ• (X)}(ω)) = ι_X (Ψ^•(ω)). By (3.4), it follows that the coefficient of λ^{mh+1}_{h+1} · · · λ^{mk}_k in Ψ^{k−h}(ι_{Φ•(X)}(ω))_{λh+1 ,··· ,λk} (a_{h+1}, · · · , a_k) is ω(a_{1,m1} ∧ · · · ∧ a_{k,mk} ) ∂^{m1}_{x1} · · · ∂^{mk}_{xk} m_1! · · · m_k! ϕ(x_1, · · · , x_h) | |_{x1=···=xk=0} . Likewise, recalling (4.15), the corresponding coefficient in the polynomial ι_X (Ψ^k (ω))_{λh+1 ,··· ,λk} (a_{h+1}, · · · , a_k) is ω(a_{1,m1} ∧ · · · ∧ a_{k,mk} )ϕ(∂_{λ1} , · · · , ∂_{λh} ) λ^{m1}_1 · · · λ^{mh}_h m_1! · · · m_h! | |_{λ1 =···=λk =0} , which, by noting ∂^n_λ λ^m|_{λ=0} = ∂^m_x x^n|_{x=0} = m!δ_{m,n}, proves the claim. ⊓⊔ Remark 4.15. Recall the calculus structure ( ~C_•(R, M), ~C^•(R, M)) introduced in Remark 4.13. Formulas (4.22) and (4.23) define an isomorphism of calculus structures (Δ̂_•(Lie_−R, M), Δ̌^•(Lie_−R, M)) ≃ ( ~C_•(R, M), ~C^•(R, M)). This isomorphism induces the morphism (4.24). In other words, we have the following commutative diagram of calculus structures:

(Δ̂_•, Δ̌^•) fflffl

∼ // ( ~C_•, ~C•)

fflffl (Δ̂^∂_• , Δ̌^•/∂Δ̌^•)^∼ // (C̄•, C̄^•) // (C•, C^•) .

5. The complex of variational calculus

5.1. de Rham complex over an algebra of differential functions. Definition 5.1. [DSK] Let I = {1, . . . , l} be a finite index set. An algebra of differential functions V in the variables u_i, i ∈ I, is a differential algebra, i.e. a unital, commutative, associative algebra with a derivation ∂ : V → V, together with commuting derivations^∂_{∂u(n)i} : V → V, such that [ ∂ ∂u^{(n)}_i , ∂ ] = ∂ ∂u^{(n−1)} i , (5.1)

and, for any f ∈ V,^{∂f}_{∂u(n)i} = 0 for all but finitely many i ∈ I, n ∈ Z_+.

The image of an element f ∈ V under the quotient map V → V/∂V is denoted, as before, ∫ f. Example 5.2. The polynomial algebra R_ℓ = F[u^{(n)}_i ]_{i∈I,n∈Z+} is an algebra of differential functions with ∂u^{(n)}_i = u^{(n+1)}_i and the usual ∂/∂u^{(n)}_i .

Example 5.3. The polynomial algebra R_ℓ[x] is an algebra of differential functions extension of R_ℓ, with ∂x = 1.

A vector field is a derivation of V of the form X = ∑ i∈I,n∈Z_+ P^n_i ∂ ∂u^{(n)}_i , P^n_i ∈ V . (5.2)

Obviously the space of vector fields is closed under the commutator, and we denote the resulting Lie algebra by Vect(V). In fact, the pair (V, Vect(V)) is a Lie algebroid, with the obvious actions of V on Vect(V) and of Vect(V) on V. Hence we can consider the corresponding Gerstenhaber algebra of polyvector fields ~Ω_•(V) = S_V (Π Vect(V)), given by Proposition 2.14. Its elements have the following form: X = ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_k ∈I n_1,··· ,n_k ∈Z_+ P^{n1 ...nk} i_1 ...i_k ∂ ∂u^{(n1)}_{i1} ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ ∂u^{(nk )}_{ik} , P^{n1...nk} i_1 ...i_k ∈ V . (5.3)

The associative product in ~Ω_•(V) is just the wedge product, and the bracket (2.10) becomes in this case: [ P ∂ ∂u^{(m1)}_{i1} ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ ∂u^{(mh)}_{ih} , Q ∂ ∂u^{(mh+1)} i_{h+1} ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ ∂u^{(mk)}_{ik} ]

= h∑ α=1 (−1)^{h+α}P ∂Q ∂u^{(mα)}_{iα} ∂ ∂u^{(m1)}_{i1} ∧^αˇ· · · ∧ ∂ ∂u^{(mk )}_{ik} + k∑ α=h+1 (−1)^{h+α}Q ∂P ∂u^{(mα)}_{iα} ∂ ∂u^{(m1)}_{i1} ∧^αˇ· · · ∧ ∂ ∂u^{(mk )}_{ik} . (5.4)

Note that there is a natural action of ∂ as a derivation of the Lie algebra Vect(V), given by X → [∂, X]. This action extends to a derivation of the Gerstenhaber algebra ~Ω_•(V). Explicitly, if X is as in (5.3), we have, using (5.1), ∂(X) = ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_k ∈I n_1,··· ,n_k ∈Z_+ ( ∂P^{n1...nk} i_1 ...i_k − k∑ j=1 P^{n1 ...nnj +1···nk} i_1 ...i_k ) ∂ ∂u^{(n1)}_{i1} ∧· · ·∧ ∂ ∂u^{(nk )}_{ik} . (5.5)

A polyvector field X ∈ ~Ω_•(V) is called evolutionary if ∂(X) = 0. Hence, X in (5.3) is an evolutionary polyvector field if and only if ∂P^{n1...nk} i_1...i_k = k∑ j=1 P^{n1...nnj +1···nk} i_1 ...i_k (5.6)

The de Rham complex over V is the free unital commutative associative superalgebra over V with odd generators du^{(n)}_i , i ∈ I, n ∈ Z_+. It consists of elements of the form ~ω = 1 k! ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_k ∈I m_1,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ f^{m1...mk} i_1 ...i_k du (m_1) i_1 ∧ · · · ∧ du (m_k ) i_k , f m_1...m_k i_1 ...i_k ∈ V , (5.7)

where all but finitely many coefficients f^{m1...mk}_{i1 ...ik} are zero. It is a Z_+-graded complex, with the differential d given by the usual formula: d~ω = 1 k! ∑ j∈I,n∈Z_+ ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_k ∈I m_1 ,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ ∂f^{m1...mk} i_1...i_k ∂u^{(n)}_{ij} du^{(n)}_j ∧ du^{(m1)}_{i1} ∧ · · · ∧ du^{(mk)}_{ik} . (5.8)

Clearly, d is an odd derivation of degree 1 and one checks easily that d^2 = 0.

Given a vector field X ∈ Vect(V), we define the contraction operator ι_X as the odd derivation of the superalgebra ~Ω^•(V) acting trivially on V and such that ι_X (du^{(n)}_i ) = X(u^{(n)}_i ). Furthermore, for f ∈ V, we let ι_f be the operator of left multiplication by f on ~Ω^•(V). Recalling Definition 2.9, one easily checks that the resulting map ι_· : Π Vect(V) ⊕ V → End( ~Ω^•(V)) defines a structure of a (Vect(V), V)-complex on ( ~Ω^•(V), d). Hence, by Theorem 2.25, this extends to a calculus structure ( ~Ω_•(V), ~Ω^•(V)).

The action of ∂ on V extends to an action on the de Rham complex ~Ω^•(V) as an even derivation of the associative product such that ∂(du^{(n)}_i ) = d(u^{(n+1)}_i ). It is immediate to check that ∂ commutes with the action of d in (5.8). Hence, we can consider the reduced calculus structure ( ~Ω_•(V)^∂ , ~Ω^•(V)/∂ ~Ω^•(V)) (see Example 2.31), which we call the variational calculus structure, and denote by (Ω_•(V), Ω^•(V)). It is easy to check that

[∂, ι_X ] = ι_{∂(X)} , X ∈ ~Ω_•(V) , (5.9)

hence the Gerstenhaber algebra Ω_•(V) is the algebra of evolutionary polyvector fields. The complex (Ω^•(V), d) is called the variational complex [GD].

5.2. Variational complex as a Lie conformal algebra complex. The connection between Lie conformal algebra calculus structure and the variational calculus is based on the following observation, [DSK]. Let V be an algebra of differential functions and consider the Lie conformal algebra R = ⊕_{i∈I} F[∂]u_i , with the zero λ-bracket. Then V is endowed with a structure of an R-module, with the following λ-action: u_{iλ}f = ∑ n∈Z_+ λ^n ∂f ∂u^{(n)}_i , i ∈ I , (5.10)

and R acts by derivations on the associative product in V. Recalling the construction in Section 4.4, we consider the calculus structure (C_•(R, V), C^•(R, V)) for the R-module V.

In this section we will identify it with the variational calculus structure, and in the next section we will describe it more explicitly.

We define a map Φ_• : C_•(R, V) → ~Ω_•(V) as follows. Since R = ⨁ i F[∂]u_i is a free F[∂]-module, the space C_k(R, M) is spanned by elements of the form a = u_{i1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ u_{ik} ⊗ ϕ(x_1, · · · , x_k), with i_1, . . . , i_k ∈ I and ϕ ∈ M_k. Expanding the formal power series ϕ as ϕ(x_1, · · · , x_k) = ∑ n_1 ,··· ,n_k ∈Z_+ P^{n1...nk} i_1 ...i_k n_1! · · · n_k! x^{n1}_1 · · · x^{nk}_k , P^{n1...nk}_{i1 ...ik} ∈ V , we let Φ_k(a) = ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_k ∈I n_1,··· ,n_k ∈Z_+ P^{n1 ...nk} i_1 ...i_k ∂ ∂u^{(n1)}_{i1} ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ ∂u^{(nk )}_{ik} . (5.11)

Clearly, Φ_k is well defined and injective. Moreover, the condition that ϕ ∈ M_k exactly corresponds, in terms of the coefficients P^{n1...nk}_{i1 ...ik} , to identity (5.6). Hence, the image of Φ_k is the space of evolutionary polyvector fields Ω_k(V), and Φ_• induces an isomorphism of Z_+-graded vector spaces Φ_• : C_•(R, V) → Ω_•(V).

Next, we define a map Ψ^• : ~Ω^•(V) → C^•(R, V). Let ~ω ∈ ~Ω^k (V) be as in (5.7). Given indices i_1, . . . , i_k ∈ I, we let ( Ψ^k(~ω) ) λ_1 ,··· ,λ_k (ui^1 , · · · , ui^k ) = ∑ m_1,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ λ^{m1}_1 · · · λ^{mk}_k ⟨f⟩^{m1...mk}_{i1 ...ik} ∈ F[λ_1 , . . . , λ_k] ⊗ V , (5.12) where ⟨f⟩ is the skewsymmetrization of f, i.e. ⟨f⟩^{m1 ...mk} i_1 ...i_k = 1 k! ∑ σ∈S_k f^{mσ(1) ...mσ(k)} i_{σ(1)} ...i_{σ(k)} . (5.13)

Note that the RHS is a polynomial in the variables λ_1, . . . , λ_k since, by assumption, all but finitely many coefficients f^{m1...mk}_{i1...ik} are zero. Then Ψ^k(~ω) ∈ C^k(R, V) is defined by extending the above formula to R^{⊗k} → F[λ_1 , . . . , λ_k] ⊗ V by the sesquilinearity relations, and composing it with the quotient map F[λ_1 , . . . , λ_k] ⊗ V → F_− [λ_1, . . . , λ_k] ⊗_{F[∂]} V. Clearly, Ψ^k(~ω) satisfies the skewsymmetry conditions in C^k(R, V), thanks to the assumption that the coefficients f^{m1...mk} i_1 ...i_k are skewsymmetric. Hence Ψ

k(~ω) lies in C^k(R, V). Moreover, the map Ψ^k is obviously surjective. To study the kernel of the map Ψ^k, we need the following identity, which can be easily checked directly: ( Ψ^k(∂~ω) ) λ_1 ,··· ,λ_k (ui^1 , · · · , ui^k ) = (∂ + λ_1 + · · · + λ_k) ( Ψ^k(~ω) ) λ_1,··· ,λ_k (ui^1 , · · · , ui^k ) ∈ F[λ1 , . . . , λk] ⊗F V . (5.14) Recalling that F_− [λ_1, . . . , λ_k] ⊗_{F[∂]} V is the quotient of F[λ_1 , . . . , λ_k] ⊗_F V by the image of (∂ + λ_1 + · · · + λ_k), we deduce that Ker(Ψ^k) = Im(∂). Thus Ψ^• factors through a bijective map of Z_+-graded vector spaces Ψ^• : Ω^•(V) → C^•(R, V). Theorem 5.4. Let V be an algebra of differential functions in the variables u_i, i ∈ I. Then the maps Φ_• and Ψ^• defined by (5.11) and (5.12) give a morphism of calculus structures ( ~Ω_•(V), ~Ω^•(V)) → (C_•(R, V), C^•(R, V)) , (5.15) which induces a calculus structure isomorphism (Ω_•(V), Ω^•(V)) ≃ (C̄_•(R, V), C̄^•(R, V)) . Proof. We want to prove that Φ_• is a homomorphism of Gerstenhaber algebras. Let a = u_{i1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ u_{ih} ⊗ ϕ(x_1, · · · , x_h) ∈ C_h(R, V), b = u_{ih+1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ u_{ik} ⊗ ψ(x_1, · · · , x_{k−h}) ∈ C_{k−h}(R, V) and let P^{m1 ...mh}_{i1 ...ih} and Q^{n1...nk−h}_{i1 ...ik−h} be the coefficients of x^{m1}_1 · · · x^{mh}_h respectively x^{n1}_1 · · · x^{nk−h}_{k−h} in the formal power series expansion of ϕ and ψ. By (4.8), the coefficient of x^{m1}_1 · · · x^{mk}_k in a ∧ b is ∑ σ∈S_k sign(σ) h!(k − h)! P^{mσ(1) ...mσ(h)} i_{σ(1)} ...i_{σ(h)} Q m_{σ(h+1)} ...m_{σ(k)} i_{σ(h+1)} ...i_{σ(k)} , which, together with (5.11), proves that Φ_• is an associative superalgebra homomorphism.

We are left to prove that the Gerstenhaber bracket is preserved by this map. Since the λ-bracket on R is zero by assumption, the expression (4.11) for the bracket [a, b] reduces to h∑ α=1 (−1)^{h+α}u_{i1} ⊗^αˇ· · · ⊗u_{ik} ⊗ ( u_{iα ∂y} ψ(x_h, . . . , x_{k−1}) ) ϕ(x_1, · · ·^αy . . . , x_{h−1})+ k∑ α=h+1 (−1)^{h+α}u_{i1} ⊗^αˇ· · · ⊗u_{ik} ⊗ ( u_{iα ∂y} ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_h) ) ψ(x_{h+1}, · · ·^αy . . . , x_{k−1}) , (5.16) evaluated at y = 0. Using formula (5.10) for the R-module structure on V and expanding in formal power series, the first sum in (5.16) at y = 0 is equal to h∑ α=1 (−1)^{h+α}u_{i1} ⊗^αˇ· · · ⊗u_{ik} ⊗ ∑ m_r ∈Z_+ P^{m1...mh} i_1 ...i_h ∂Q^{mh+1...mk} i_{h+1} ...i_k ∂u^{(mα)}_{iα} x^{m1}_1 · · · x^{mα−1}_{α−1} x^{mα+1}_α · · · x^{mk}_{k−1} , where we have used (_∂ ∂y )_n y^{mα} |_{y=0} = m_α!δ_{n,mα} . Similarily, the second sum in (5.16) at y = 0 is equal to k∑ α=h+1 (−1)^{h+α}u_{i1} ⊗^αˇ· · · ⊗u_{ik} ⊗ ∑ m_r ∈Z_+ Q^{mh+1...mk} i_{h+1} ...i_k ∂P^{m1...mh} i_1 ...i_h ∂u^{(mα)}_{iα} x^{m1}_1 · · · x^{mα−1}_{α−1} x^{mα+1}_α · · · x^{mk}_{k−1} . The identity Φ_{k−1}([a, b]) = [Φ_h(a), Φ_{k−h}(b)] follows by combining the above results with the formula (5.4) and the definition (5.11) of Φ_•.

Next, we prove that Ψ^• is a morphism of complexes. Let ~ω ∈ ~Ω^k (V) as in (5.7). Again, due to the triviality of the λ-bracket on R, the second term in (4.3) vanishes. Recalling the λ-action (5.10) of R on V and (5.12), the coefficient of λ^{m1}_1 · · · λ^{mk+1}_{k+1} in the polynomial (dΨ^k(~ω))_{λ1 ,··· ,λk+1} (u_{i1} , · · · , u_{ik+1} ) is k+1∑ α=1 (−1)^{α+1} ∂⟨f⟩^{m1} α ˇ···m_{k+1} i_1^αˇ···i_{k+1} ∂u^{(mα)}_{iα} . By (5.8), it follows that ( Ψ^{k+1}(d~ω) ) λ_1 ,··· ,λ_{k+1} (ui^1 , · · · , ui^{k+1} ) = ∑ m_r ∈Z_+ λ^{m1}_1 · · · λ^{mk+1}_{k+1} ⟨ ∂f^{m2...mk+1} i_2 ...i_{k+1} ∂u^{(m1)}_{i1} ⟩

= ∑ m_r ∈Z_+ λ^{m1}_1 · · · λ^{mk+1}_{k+1} k+1∑ α=1 (−1)^{α+1} ∂⟨f⟩^{m1} α ˇ···m_{k+1} i_1^αˇ···i_{k+1} ∂u^{(mα)}_{iα} , thus proving that Ψ^{k+1}(d~ω) = dΨ^k(~ω).

Finally, we show that Φ_• and Ψ^• are compatible with the contraction operators. Let a = u_{i1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ u_{ih} ⊗ ϕ ∈ C_h(R, V) and let ~ω ∈ ~Ω^k(V) as in above. We want to prove that Ψ^{k−h}(ι_{Φh (a)}(~ω)) = ι_a(Ψ^k(~ω)). By (3.4), it follows that the coefficient of λ^{mh+1}_{h+1} · · · λ^{mk}_k in Ψ^{k−h}(ι_{Φh (a)}(~ω))_{λh+1 ,··· ,λk} (u_{ih+1} , . . . , u_{ik} ) is

(−1)^{h(h−1)2} ∑ m_1,...,m_h∈Z_+ P^{m1···mh} i_1 ···i_h ⟨f⟩ m_1···m_k i_1 ···i_k . On the other hand, recalling (4.15), we have that ι_a(Ψ^k(~ω))_{λh+1 ,··· ,λk} (u_{ih+1} , . . . , u_{ik} ) =

= (−1)^{h(h−1)2} ∑ m_r ∈Z_+ ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_h ∈I n_1,··· ,n_h∈Z_+ P^{n1···nh} i_1 ···i_h ∂^{n1}_{λ1} n_1! · · · ∂^{nh}_{λh} n_h! ⟨f⟩^{m1···mk} i_1 ···i_k λ m_1 1 · · · λ^{mk}_k

= (−1)^{h(h−1)2} ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_h ∈I m_1 ,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ P^{m1···mh} i_1 ···i_h ⟨f⟩ m_1···m_k i_1 ···i_k λ m_{h+1} h+1 · · · λ^{mk}_k ,

which completes the proof of the theorem. ⊓⊔ Remark 5.5. Formulas (5.11) and (5.12) define an isomorphism of calculus structures ( ~Ω_•(V), ~Ω^•(V)) ≃ ( ~C_•(R, V), ~C^•(R, V)). This isomorphism induces the morphism (5.15). In other words, we have the following commutative diagram of calculus structures: ( ~Ω_•(V), ~Ω^•(V)) fflffl

∼ // ( ~C_•(R, V), ~C•(R, V))

fflffl (Ω_•(V), Ω^•(V))^∼ // (C_•(R, V), C^•(R, V)) .

5.3. A description of the variational calculus structure. Let V be an algebra of differential functions in the variables u_i, i ∈ I. To every k-cochain ~ω ∈ ~Ω we associate the linear map S_{~ω} : ~Ω_k(V) → V, X → S_{~ω}(X) = (−1)^{k(k−1)/2}ι_X (~ω). Explicitly, it is easy to see that for ~ω as in (5.7) and X as in (5.3), we have S_{~ω}(X) = ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_k ∈I m_1,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ ⟨f⟩^{m1···mk} i_1 ···i_k P m_1···m_k i_1 ···i_k , (5.17)

where ⟨f⟩ is the skewsymmetrization defined in (5.13).

Lemma 5.6. For ~ω ∈ ~Ω^k(V) and X ∈ Ω_k(V) ⊂ ~Ω_k, we have S_{∂ ~ω}(X) ∈ ∂V.

Proof. We have, by definition, S_{∂ ~ω}(X) = (−1)^{k(k−1)/2}ι_X (∂~ω) = (−1)^{k(k−1)/2} ( ∂ι_X (~ω) − ι_{∂(X)}(~ω) ) . In the second identity we used equation (5.9). To conclude we just notice that, by assumption, ∂(X) = 0. ⊓⊔ By Lemma 5.6, for ω ∈ Ω^k(V) = ~Ω^k(V)/∂ ~Ω^k(V) we have the induced map: Ω_k(V) → V/∂V. Recalling the isomorphism Ψ^k : Ω^k(V)^∼→ C^k(R, V) defined in Theorem 5.4, to every c ∈ C^k(R, V) we associate the induced map S_c : Ω_k(V) → V/∂V. Explicitly, if c ∈ C^k(R, V) is such that c_{λ1,··· ,λk} (u_{i1} , · · · , u_{ik} ) = ∑ m_1,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ λ^{m1}_1 · · · λ^{mk}_k f^{m1···mk} i_1···i_k , (5.18)

and X ∈ Ω_k is as in (5.3), we have

S_c(X) = ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_k ∈I m_1,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ ∫ f^{m1···mk} i_1···i_k P m_1···m_k i_1 ···i_k . (5.19)

In this section we assume that the algebra of differential functions V is nondegenerate, in the sense that the pairing V × V → V/∂V, given by (f, g) = ∫ fg, is non-degenerate. By [DSK, Lemma 10(c)], any differential algebra extension of the algebra of differential polynomials in Example 5.2 is non-degenerate.

Proposition 5.7. Suppose that V is a non-degenerate algebra of differential functions. Then

(i) if c ∈ C^k(R, V) is such that S_c = 0, then c = 0;

(ii) if c ∈ C^k(R, V) is such that S_c(X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_k) = 0 for every X_1, . . . , X_k ∈ Ω_1(V), then c = 0.

Proof. Obviously (i) implies (ii). Suppose then that c in (5.18) satisfies the assumption in (ii). We have, letting X_α = ∑ i∈I,n∈Z_+(∂ nP^α_i )^∂_{∂u(n)i} ∈ Ω_1, α = 1, . . . , k, ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_k ∈I m_1,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ f^{m1···mk} i_1 ···i_k (∂ m_1 P 1 i_1 ) · · · (∂ m_k P k i_k ) ) = 0 ,

for every of P^1, . . . , P^k ∈ V^ℓ. Integrating by parts, and using the nondegeneracy of the pairing V × V → V/∂V, we get ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_k ∈I m_1,··· ,m_k∈Z_+ (−∂)^{mk} ( f^{m1···mk} i_1 ···i_k (∂ m_1 P 1 i_1 ) · · · (∂ m_{k−1} P k−1 i_{k−1} ) ) = 0

for every P^1, · · · , P^{k−1} ∈ V^ℓ. Equivalently, we have that ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_k ∈I m_1,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ (−∂ − λ_1 − · · · − λ_{k−1})^{mk} f^{m1···mk}_{i1 ···ik} λ^{m1}_1 · · · λ^{mk−1}_{k−1} = 0 ,

as an element of V[λ_1, . . . , λ_{k−1}]. In other words, the corresponding k-λ-bracket {u_{i1 λ1} · · · u_{ik−1 λk−1} u_{ik} }_c (see Remark 4.6) is zero. ⊓⊔ Thanks to Proposition 5.7 we can and we will identify the space of k-cochains C^k(R, V) with the space of skewsymmetric local k-operators, namely the maps S : Ω_k → V/∂V of the form S(X) = ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_k ∈I m_1,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ ∫ f^{m1···mk} i_1 ···i_k P m_1 ···m_k i_1 ···i_k , (5.20)

where f^{m1···mk} i_1 ···i_k ∈ V are skewsymmetric under simultaneous permutations of

upper and lower indices, and all but finitely many of them are zero, and X = ∑ P^{n1 ···nk} j_1 ···j_k ∂ ∂u^{(n1 )}_{j1} ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ ∂u^{(nk )}_{jk} ∈ Ω_k(V) is an evolutionary k-vector field.

Next, we will see how the calculus structure on C^•(R, V) translates under this identification.

It is not hard to check, by direct computation, that the definition (4.3) of the differential d : C^k (R, V) → C^{k+1}(R, V) gives rise to the following map on skewsymmetric local operators. Let S : Ω_k(V) → V/∂V be as in (5.20) and consider the evolutionary k + 1-vector field X = ∑ P^{n1···nk+1} j_1 ···j_{k+1} ∂ ∂u^{(n1)}_{j1} ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ ∂u^{(nk+1 )} jk+1 ∈ Ω_{k+1}(V). We have

(dS)(X) = ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_{k+1}∈I m_1,··· ,m_{k+1}∈Z_+ k+1∑ α=1 (−1)^{α+1} ∫ ( ∂ ∂u^{(mα)}_{iα} f^{m1} α ˇ···m_{k+1} i_1^αˇ···i_{k+1} ) P^{m1···mk+1} i_1 ···i_{k+1} . (5.21) In particular, if X = X_1 ∧· · ·∧X_{k+1}, with X_i ∈ Ω_1(V), we recover formula (166) from [DSK]:

(dS)(X) = k+1∑ α=1 (−1)^{α+1} ∫ ( X_αS ) (X_1∧^αˇ· · · ∧X_{k+1}) ,

where X_αS means that X_α acts on the coefficients of S.

Next, we see how the contraction operators ι_X , X ∈ Ω_h(V), act on skewsymmetric local k-operators. The action of ι_X on a skewsymmetric local k-operator S : Ω_k(V) → V/∂V is induced by its action on ~Ω^k(V) via the map ~ω → S_{~ω} defined at the beginning of the section. It follows that, for X ∈ Ω_h(V) and Y ∈ Ω_{k−h}(V), we must have (ι_X S)(Y ) = (−1)^{h(h−1)/2}S(X ∧ Y ). Here we used equation (4.17). Explicitly, if S : Ω_k(V) → V/∂V is as in (5.20), X = ∑ P^{n1 ···nh} j_1 ···j_h ∂ ∂u^{(n1)}_{j1} ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ ∂u^{(nh )}_{jh} , and Y = ∑ Q^{nh+1···nk} j_{h+1}···j_k ∂ ∂u^{(nh+1 )} jh+1 ∧ · · · ∧^∂_{∂u(nk )j} k , we

have

(ι_X S)(Y ) = (−1)^{h(h−1)2} ∑ i_1,··· ,i_k ∈I m_1 ,··· ,m_k ∈Z_+ ∫ f^{m1···mk} i_1 ···i_k P m_1···m_h i_1 ···i_h Q m_{h+1}···m_k i_{h+1}···i_k . (5.22)

Combining formulas (5.21) and (5.22) we get, by Cartan’s formula, an explicit expression for the Lie derivative L_X S : Ω_{k−h+1} → V/∂V. For S and X as before, and Y = ∑ Q^{nh+1···nk+1} j_{h+1} ···j_{k+1} ∂ ∂u^{(nh+1 )} jh+1 ∧ · · · ∧^∂_{∂u(nk+1)j} k+1 ∈ Ω_{k−h+1}(V), we have

(L_X S)(Y ) = (−1)^{h(h−1)2} ∑ i_1 ,...,i_{k+1}∈I m_1,...,m_{k+1}∈Z_+

∫ (_h∑ α=1 (−1)^{α+1} ∂f^{m1} α ˇ···m_{k+1} i_1^αˇ···i_{k+1} ∂u^{(mα)}_{iα} P^{m1...mh} i_1 ...i_h

+ k+1∑ α=h+1 (−1)^αf^{m1} α ˇ···m_{k+1} i_1^αˇ···i_{k+1} ∂P^{m1...mh} i_1...i_h ∂u^{(mα)}_{iα} ) Q^{mh+1...mk+1} i_{h+1}...i_{k+1} . (5.23)

In particular, if X = X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_h, Y = X_{h+1} ∧ · · · ∧ X_{k+1}, with X_i ∈ Ω_1(V), equation (5.23) becomes

(L_X S)(Y ) = (−1)^{h(h−1)2} (^h∑ α=1 (−1)^{α+1} ( X_αS ) (X_1∧^αˇ· · · ∧X_{k+1}) + h∑ α=1 k+1∑ β=h+1 (−1)^βS(X_1 ∧ · · · X_β (X_α)^βˇ· · · ∧X_{k+1}) ) , where, as before, XS with X ∈ Ω_1(V), means that X acts on the coefficients of S, and Y (X), with X, Y ∈ Ω_1(V), means that Y acts on the coefficients of X. (In terms of characteristics, Y (X_P ) = X_{Y (P )} [DSK]). In the special case h = 1 we recover formula (175) in [DSK] (there is a typo there in the second term of the RHS):

(L_X S)(X_1 ∧· · ·∧X_k ) = ( XS ) (X_1 ∧· · ·∧X_k)+ k∑ β=1 S(X_1 ∧· · · X_β(X) · · ·∧X_{k+1}) .

References

BDAK. B. Bakalov, A. D’Andrea, and V.G. Kac, Theory of finite pseudoalgebras, Adv. Math.

162, (2001) 1–140.

BKV. B. Bakalov, V.G. Kac, and A.A. Voronov, Cohomology of conformal algebras, Commun.

Math. Phys. 200, (1999) 561–598.

BDSK. A. Barakat, A. De Sole, and V.G. Kac, Poisson vertex algebras in the theory of Hamiltonian equations, Japan. J. Math. 4, (2009) 141-252.

CK. N. Cantarini, and V.G. Kac, Classification of linearly compact simple Jordan and generalized Poisson superalgebras, J. Algebra 313, (2007) 100-124.

DSK. A. De Sole, and V.G. Kac, Lie conformal algebra cohomology and the variational complex, Commun. Math. Phys. 292, (2009) 667-719.

DTT. V. Dolgushev, D. Tamarkin, and B. Tsygan, Formality of the homotopy calculus algebra of Hochschild (co)chains, preprint arXiv:0807.5117.

F. D.B. Fuchs, Cohomology of infinite dimensional Lie algebras Contemporary Soviet Mathematics. Consultants Bureau, New York, 1986.

GD. I.M. Gelfand, and I.Ya. Dorfman, Hamiltonian operators and the classical Yang-Baxter equation Funct. Anal. Appl. 16 (1982) 1-9.

G. V.W. Guillemin, A Jordan-Holder decomposition for a certain class of infinite-dimensional Lie algebras, J. Differential Geom. 2 (1968) 313-345.

K. V.G. Kac, Vertex algebras for beginners, Univ. Lecture Ser., vol 10, AMS, 1996. Second edition, 1998.