arXiv:2005.01110v1 [math.QA] 3 May 2020

TRANSPOSED POISSON ALGEBRAS, NOVIKOV-POISSON ALGEBRAS AND 3-LIE ALGEBRAS

CHENGMING BAI, RUIPU BAI, LI GUO, AND YONG WU

Abstract. We introduce a dual notion of the Poisson algebra by exchanging the roles of the two binary operations in the Leibniz rule defining the Poisson algebra. We show that the transposed Poisson algebra thus defined not only shares common properties of the Poisson algebra, including the closure under taking tensor products and the Koszul self-duality as an operad, but also admits a rich class of identities. More significantly, a transposed Poisson algebra naturally arises from a Novikov-Poisson algebra by taking the commutator Lie algebra of the Novikov algebra. Consequently, the classic construction of a Poisson algebra from a commutative associative algebra with a pair of commuting derivations has a similar construction of a transposed Poisson algebra when there is one derivation. More broadly, the transposed Poisson algebra also captures the algebraic structures when the commutator is taken in pre-Lie Poisson algebras and two other Poisson type algebras. Furthermore, the transposed Poisson algebra improves two processes in [17] that produce 3-Lie algebras from Poisson algebras with a strongness condition. When transposed Poisson algebras are used in one process, the strongness condition is no longer needed and the resulting 3-Lie algebra gives a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra. In the other process, the resulting 3-Lie algebra is shown to again give a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 2. Identities and properties of transposed Poisson algebras 4 2.1. Preliminary examples and classifications of transposed Poisson algebras 4 2.2. Identities in transposed Poisson algebras 6 2.3. Related structures and tensor products 8 2.4. Operadic and categorial properties of transposed Poisson algebras 10 3. From Novikov-Poisson algebras and pre-Lie Poisson algebras to transposed Poisson algebras 11 4. Transposed Poisson algebras and 3-Lie algebras 15 4.1. Construction of 3-Lie algebras from transposed Poisson algebras with derivations 15 4.2. Another construction of 3-Lie algebras from transposed Poisson algebras 20 4.3. From Poisson algebras to transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebras 22 References 23

Date: April 20, 2022.

1991 Mathematics Subject Classification. 17B63, 17A36, 18M70, 17D25, 17A40, 37J39, 53D17 . Key words and phrases. Lie algebra, Poisson algebra, transposed Poisson algebra, pre-Lie algebra, Novikov algebra. 1

2 CHENGMING BAI, RUIPU BAI, LI GUO, AND YONG WU

1. Introduction

This paper studies a variation of the well-known Poisson algebra in which the Leibniz rule of the Lie bracket on the commutative associative multiplication is replaced by a rescaling of the Leibniz rule of the commutative associative multiplication on the Lie bracket.

We first recall the definition of a Poisson algebra.

Definition 1.1. Let L be a vector space equipped with two bilinear operations ·, [ , ] : L ⊗ L → L. The triple (L, ·, [ , ]) is called a Poisson algebra if (L, ·) is a commutative associative algebra and (L, [ , ]) is a Lie algebra that satisfy the compatibility condition [x, y · z] = [x, y] · z + y · [x, z], ∀x, y, z ∈ L. (1) Eq. (1) is called the Leibniz rule since the adjoint operators of the Lie algebra are derivations of the commutative associative algebra.

Poisson algebras arose from the study of Poisson geometry [32, 44] in the 1970s and has appeared in an extremely wide range of areas in mathematics and physics, such as Poisson manifolds [11, 31, 45], algebraic geometry [7, 23, 40], operads [20, 25, 35], quantization theory [27, 29], quantum groups [13, 16], and classical and quantum mechanics [2, 14, 39].

The study of Poisson algebras also led to other algebraic structures, such as noncommutative Poisson algebras [46], Jacobi algebras (also called generalized Poisson algebras) [1, 12, 28, 32], Gerstenhaber algebras and Lie-Rinehart algebras [22, 30, 33, 41]. Especially interesting is the notion of a Novikov-Poisson algebras [8, 47] arising from giving a tensor product structure to the important notion of a Novikov algebra in connection with the Poisson brackets of hydrodynamic type [6] and Hamiltonian operators in the formal variational calculus [21].

The Novikov-Poisson algebra [47] is obtained from replacing the Lie bracket in a Poisson algebra by the Novikov algebra product, and replacing the Leibniz rule (1) by certain compatibility conditions. As a Lie-admissible algebra, taking commutators in a Novikov algebra gives a Lie algebra. Thus it is natural to expect that taking commutators in the Novikov product of a Novikov-Poisson algebra gives a Poisson algebra. It came as a surprise for us to discover that this is not the case, but rather a “dual” structure of the Poisson algebra in the sense that the compatibility condition, or Leibniz rule in Eq (1) of a Poisson algebra is modified by exchanging the roles of the two binary operations (commutative associative and Lie operations). Even more unexpected is the fact that the multiplication operators of the commutative associative algebra are a rescaling of derivations of the Lie algebra, rather than the derivations themselves. This motivated us to introduce the following notion.

Definition 1.2. Let L be a vector space equipped with two bilinear operations ·, [ , ] : L ⊗ L → L. The triple (L, ·, [ , ]) is called a derivation-transposed Poisson algebra or transposed Poisson algebra in short if (L, ·) is a commutative associative algebra and (L, [ , ]) is a Lie algebra that satisfy the following compatibility condition 2z · [x, y] = [z · x, y] + [x, z · y], ∀x, y, z ∈ L. (2)

TRANSPOSED POISSON ALGEBRAS 3

Eq. (2) is called the transposed Leibniz rule because the roles played by the two binary operations in the Leibniz rule in a Poisson algebra are switched. Further, the resulting operation is rescaled by introducing a factor 2 on the left hand side.

In this paper we present three aspects of transposed Poisson algebras that demonstrate that, despite the unusual appearance of the identity (2), the new structure has very good properties at the levels of algebras, operads and categories, and is the right algebraic structure to expect in connection with several important algebraic structures including Novikov- Poisson algebras, 3-Lie algebras, as well as Poisson algebras.

First in Section 2, we consider basic properties, examples and identities of transposed Poisson algebras. The notion of a Poisson algebra was motivated by the action of commuting derivations from geometry and mechanics. The notion of a transposed Poisson algebra also has similar examples from classical analysis. In particular, for a commutative associative algebra (L, ·) with a derivation D, define the Lie bracket by (see Proposition 2.2) [x, y] = x · D(y) − y · D(x), ∀x, y ∈ L. (3) Then (L, ·, [ , ]) is a transposed Poisson algebra. Further, as one of the important properties of Poisson algebras, there exists a natural Poisson algebra structure on the tensor product space of two Poisson algebras which overcomes the lack of such a property for Lie algebras. The transposed Poisson algebra also has this property (Theorem 2.8). A remarkable property of the Poisson algebra is the Koszul self-duality of its operad, which is shared by the transposed Poisson algebra (Proposition 2.10). On the other hand, while both the Poisson algebra and transposed Poisson algebra are built from a commutative associative operation and a Lie operation, the coupling relations of the two operations in the two algebras are orthogonal in a suitable sense (Proposition 2.11). Furthermore, transposed Poisson algebras possess an intriguing class of algebraic identities (Theorem 2.5), some of which turn out to be critical for existing algebraic structures studied later in the paper.

The second important aspect of the transposed Poisson algebra is its close relationship with several other algebraic structures akin to the Poisson algebra, as presented in Section 3. As noted above, taking the commutator in a Novikov-Poisson algebra gives rise to a transposed Poisson algebra. Another important Lie-admissible algebra, which is also more general than the Novikov algebra, is the pre-Lie algebra, as the fundamental algebraic structure in many fields in mathematics and mathematical physics, such as differential geometry, deformation theory, operads, vertex algebras, quantum field theory, symplectic structures and phase spaces, just to name a few (see [10] and the references therein). From the study of Hopf algebras of rooted trees in quantum field theory and control theory, as well as of F -manifolds [19, 34, 15], the pre-Lie commutative algebra was introduced, to consist of a commutative associative operation and a pre-Lie operation whose compatibility conditions are still given by the Leibniz rule, that is, the left multiplication operators of the pre-Lie algebra are derivations of the commutative associative algebra. In this sense, the pre-Lie commutative algebra is very similar to the Poisson algebra. Another related structure is the so-called differential Novikov-Poisson algebras introduced in [8].

To provide a uniform approach, we introduce the notion of a pre-Lie Poisson algebra by replacing the Lie bracket in a Poisson algebra with the pre-Lie product and replacing the Leibniz rule (1) in a Poisson algebra by compatibility conditions similar to those of the Novikov-Poisson algebra. Novikov-Poisson algebras and differential Novikov-Poisson algebras are pre-Lie Poisson algebras, as are the pre-Lie commutative algebras under a

4 CHENGMING BAI, RUIPU BAI, LI GUO, AND YONG WU

suitable condition. We show that taking the commutator in a pre-Lie Poisson algebra gives rise to a transposed Poisson algebra (Proposition 3.10). Consequently, the same is true for a pre-Lie commutative algebra with the above condition and for a differential Novikov-Poisson algebra, as well as for a Novikov-Poisson algebra.

The third aspect for the importance of the transposed Poisson algebra is that it fits particularly nicely with various 3-Lie algebras or n-Lie algebras, as demonstrated in Section 4. The notions of a 3-Lie algebra or more generally an n-Lie algebra are the n-ary generalizations of a Lie algebra [18] and have played vital roles in many fields in mathematics and physics [38, 43]. Thus it is important to construct 3-Lie algebras or more generally, n-Lie algebras, from Lie algebras or from n-Lie algebras in smaller arities. The Poisson or Poisson-like structures are instrumental for such constructions. In [17], for any n-Lie algebras n ≥ 2, the notion of a Poisson n-Lie algebra (called n-Lie-Poisson there) was introduced, recovering the Poisson algebra when n = 2 (also see [24, 36, 42]). With an additional “strongness” condition, a Poisson n-Lie algebra with a derivation can be used to construct an (n + 1)-Lie algebra.

It is fascinating to note that this strongness condition for n = 2 is actually an identity holding automatically for any transposed Poisson algebra. In fact, the same construction of a 3-Lie algebra can be provided by any transposed Poisson algebra with a derivation, with no constraints (Theorem 4.5). In addition, this resulted 3-Lie algebra and the commutative associative algebra satisfy the following ternary analog of the compatibility condition in Eq. (2): 3u · [x, y, z] = [x · u, y, z] + [x, y · u, z] + [x, y, z · u], ∀ x, y, z, u ∈ L, which motivates us to introduce the notion of a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra. Such an ascending process is expected to continue for transposed Poisson n-Lie algebras with any n ≥ 3 and is formulated in Conjecture 4.9. Incidently, by putting into such a framework, the dilation factor 2 in the transposed Leibniz rule (2) has a natural interpretation as the arity 2 of the Lie bracket. By a similar process, transposed Poisson algebras with an involutive endomorphism also give rise to 3-Lie algebras (Theorem 4.10).

Finally, 3-Lie algebras can also be derived from strong Poisson algebras without any additional structures [17]. We show that, in the resulting 3-Lie algebras, the compatibility condition of the 3-Lie product and the commutative associative product of the Poisson algebra is the one for a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra (Theorem 4.14). In fact, only under strict constraints, can the compatibility condition also be the one for a Poisson 3-Lie algebra (Remark 4.18).

Notations. Throughout the paper, the base field K are assumed to be characteristic zero. To simplify notations, the commutative associative multiplication · will usually be suppressed unless emphasis is needed.

2. Identities and properties of transposed Poisson algebras

This section presents examples, identities and basic properties of transposed Poisson algebras.

2.1. Preliminary examples and classifications of transposed Poisson algebras. We first give some preliminary examples of transposed Poisson algebras and a classification of complex transposed Poisson algebras in dimension 2. More examples will be provided throughout the rest of the paper.

TRANSPOSED POISSON ALGEBRAS 5

A classical example of Poisson algebra from mechanics and symplectic manifolds is the Hamilton algebra (see [37]) H_n := K[x_1, · · · , x_n, y_1, · · · , y_n] with its commutative associative product and the (Poisson) bracket [f, g] := n∑ i=1 ∂_{xi} (f)∂_{yi} (g) − ∂_{yi} (f)∂_{xi} (g), ∀f, g ∈ H_n, where ∂_z is the partial derivative with respect to the variable z ∈ {x_1, · · · , x_n, y_1, · · · , y_n}.

At a more abstract level, we have Example 2.1. Let (L, ·) be a commutative associative algebra and D_1, D_2 be commuting derivations (that is, D_1D_2 = D_2D_1). Then there is a Lie algebra (L, [ , ]) defined by [x, y] = D_1(x) · D_2(y) − D_1(y) · D_2(x), ∀x, y ∈ L. (4) Moreover, (L, ·, [ , ]) is a Poisson algebra.

See [7] for a recent application to model theory and differential-algebraic geometry. When there is only one derivation, we have Proposition 2.2. Let (L, ·) be a commutative associative algebra and let D be a derivation. Define the multiplication [x, y] := x · D(y) − D(x) · y, ∀x, y ∈ L. (5) Then (L, ·, [ , ]) is a transposed Poisson algebra.

We note that the defining identity (2) does not hold without the factor 2. See Section 3 for the perspective from Novikov-Poisson algebras.

Proof. All the needed identities can be verified directly, but we will give the proposition as a consequence (Corollary 3.4) of the more general result in Theorem 3.2 on Novikov-Poisson algebras. For now, we just verify Eq. (2) to illustrate that the factor 2 in the equation is indispensable. For all x, y ∈ L, we have [zx, y] + [x, zy] = zxD(y) − D(zx)y + xD(zy) − D(x)zy = zxD(y) − zD(x)y − D(z)xy + xzD(y) + xD(z)y − D(x)zy = 2z(xD(y) − D(x)y) = 2z[x, y]. □ As a concrete example, for the usual derivations, we have Example 2.3. The commutative associative algebra L = K[x_1, · · · , x_n] together with the bracket [g, h] := n∑ i=1 (g∂_{xi} (h) − h∂_{xi} (g)), ∀g, h ∈ L, is a transposed Poisson algebra. More generally, for D = ∑_n i=1 f_i∂_{xi} with f_i ∈ L, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, the bracket [g, h] := n∑ i=1 (f_i(g∂_{xi} (h) − h∂_{xi} (g)), ∀g, h ∈ L, also gives a transposed Poisson algebra.

As special cases of transposed Poisson algebras, by inspection, we have

6 CHENGMING BAI, RUIPU BAI, LI GUO, AND YONG WU

Proposition 2.4. For a linear space L with a commutative associative multiplication · and a Lie bracket [ , ].

(a) If either · or [ , ] is zero, then (L, ·, [ , ]) is a transposed Poisson algebra, as well as a Poisson algebra.

(b) More generally, if x · [y, z] = [x · y, z] = 0, ∀x, y, z ∈ L, then (L, ·, [ , ]) is a transposed Poisson algebra, as well as a Poison algebra.

As we will see in Proposition 2.11, the converse of Proposition 2.4.(b) holds. We next classify the transposed Poisson algebra structures on two-dimensional complex Lie algebras.

Let L be a complex vector space with a basis {e_1, e_2}. If (L, [ , ]) is an abelian Lie algebra, then by Proposition 2.4.(a), for any 2-dimensional commutative associative algebra (L, ·), (L, ·, [ , ]) is a transposed Poisson algebra. Hence any 2-dimensional complex transposed Poisson algebra in which the Lie algebra is abelian is isomorphic to one of the following transposed Poisson algebras (we only give non-zero product):

(a) (L, ·) : e_ie_j = 0, i, j = 1, 2; (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = 0; (b) (L, ·) : e_1e_1 = e_1, e_2e_2 = e_2, (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = 0; (c) (L, ·) : e_1e_1 = e_1, e_1e_2 = e_2e_1 = e_2, (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = 0; (d) (L, ·) : e_1e_1 = e_1, (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = 0; (e) (L, ·) : e_1e_1 = e_2, (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = 0.

These transposed Poisson algebras are mutually non-isomorphic.

On the other hand, it is well-known that any 2-dimensional non-abelian complex Lie algebra is isomorphic to the one whose product is given by

[e_1, e_2] = e_2.

By a straightforward computation, we find that a commutative (not necessarily associative) algebra (L, ·) satisfying Eq. (2) if and only if its product is given by

e_1e_1 = ae_1 + be_2, e_1e_2 = e_2e_1 = ce_1 + ae_2, e_2e_2 = ce_2,

for some a, b, c ∈ C . Moreover, (L, ·) is associative if and only if ac = 0. Therefore, any 2-dimensional complex transposed Poisson algebra in which the Lie algebra is non-abelian is isomorphic to one of the following transposed Poisson algebras (we only give the non-zero product):

(a) (L, ·) : e_ie_j = 0, i, j = 1, 2; (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = e_2; (b) (L, ·) : e_1e_1 = e_2, (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = e_2;

(c) (L, ·) : e_1e_2 = e_2e_1 = e_1, e_2e_2 = e_2, (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = e_2; (d) (L, ·) : e_1e_1 = λe_1, e_1e_2 = e_2e_1 = λe_2, λ ≠ 0, (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = e_2.

All parameters appearing above are in C . Furthermore, these transposed Poisson algebras are mutually non-isomorphic.

2.2. Identities in transposed Poisson algebras. There is a rich family of identities for transposed Poisson algebras which will be used later in the paper, but are also interesting in their own right.

TRANSPOSED POISSON ALGEBRAS 7

Theorem 2.5. Let (L, ·, [ , ]) be a transposed Poisson algebra. Then the following identities hold. x[y, z] + y[z, x] + z[x, y] = 0, (6) [h[x, y], z] + [h[y, z], x] + [h[z, x], y] = 0, (7) [hx, [y, z]] + [hy, [z, x]] + [hz, [x, y]] = 0, (8) [h, x][y, z] + [h, y][z, x] + [h, z][x, y] = 0, (9) [xu, yv] + [xv, yu] = 2uv[x, y], (10) x[u, yv] + v[xy, u] + yu[v, x] = 0, (11) for all x, y, z, h, u, v ∈ L. Proof. Let x, y, z, h, u, v ∈ L. By Eq. (2), we have [xz, y] + [x, yz] = 2z[x, y], [yx, z] + [y, zx] = 2x[y, z], [zy, x] + [z, xy] = 2y[z, x]. Taking the sum of the three identities above gives Eq. (6).

The proof of Eq. (7) takes more efforts. First by Eq. (2), we have [[x, y]h, z] + [[x, y], zh] = 2h[[x, y], z], [[y, z]h, x] + [[y, z], xh] = 2h[[y, z], x], [[z, x]h, y] + [[z, x], yh] = 2h[[z, x], y]. Taking the sum of the three identities above and applying the Jacobi identity, we obtain [[x, y]h, z] + [[y, z]h, x] + [[z, x]h, y]) + ([[x, y], zh] + [[y, z], xh] + [[z, x], yh]) = 0. (12) Next applying the Jacobi identity to [[x, y], zh] gives [[x, y], zh] + [[y, zh], x] + [[zh, x], y] = 0 and applying Eq. (2) to [[y, zh], x] gives [[y, zh], x] = 2[h[y, z], x] − [[yh, z], x]. Thus we obtain [[x, y], zh] + 2[h[y, z], x] − [[yh, z], x] + [[zh, x], y] = 0. Similarly, we have [[y, z], xh] + 2[h[z, x], y] − [[zh, x], y] + [[xh, y], z] = 0, [[z, x], yh] + 2[h[x, y], z] − [[xh, y], z] + [[yh, z], x] = 0. Taking the sum of the three identities above yields [[x, y], zh] + [[y, z], xh] + [[z, x], yh]) + 2([h[x, y], z] + [h[y, z], x] + [h[z, x], y]) = 0. (13) Then Eq. (7) follows from taking the difference between Eq. (13) and Eq. (12).

Furthermore, Eq. (8) follows by substituting Eq. (7) into Eq. (12). By Eq. (2), we have [h[x, y], z] + [h, z[x, y]] = 2[x, y][h, z], [h[y, z], x] + [h, x[y, z]] = 2[y, z][h, x], [h[z, x], y] + [h, y[z, x]] = 2[z, x][h, y].

8 CHENGMING BAI, RUIPU BAI, LI GUO, AND YONG WU

Taking the sum of the above three identities and applying Eq. (7), we obtain Eq. (9).

By Eq. (2), we get [xu, yv] + [x, yvu] = 2u[x, yv], [xv, yu] + [xvu, y] = 2u[xv, y]. Taking the sum of the above two identities gives ([xu, yv] + [xv, yu]) + ([x, yvu] + [xvu, y]) = 2u([x, yv] + [xv, y]). Since [x, yvu] + [xvu, y] = 2vu[x, y], 2u([x, yv] + [xv, y]) = 4uv[x, y], Eq. (10) follows.

Finally by Eqs. (2) and (10), we have Eq. (11): 2x[u, yv] + 2v[xy, u] + 2yu[v, x] = [xu, yv] + [u, xyv] + [xyv, u] + [xy, uv] + 2uv[x, y] = 0. □ 2.3. Related structures and tensor products. The following result shows that transposed Poisson algebra structures on a space is closed under the commutative associative product.

Proposition 2.6. Let (L, ·, [ , ]) be a transposed Poisson algebra. For any h ∈ L, define a new bilinear operation [ , ]_h on L by [x, y]_h = h[x, y], ∀x, y ∈ L. (14) Then (L, ·, [ , ]_h) is a transposed Poisson algebra.

Proof. It is obvious that the operation [ , ]_h is skew-symmetric. By Eq. (7), we have [[x, y]_h, z]_h + [[y, z]_h, x]_h + [[z, x]_h, y]_h = h([h[x, y], z] + [h[y, z], x] + [h[z, x], y]) = 0, for all x, y, z ∈ L. Then (L, [ , ]_h) is a Lie algebra. By Eq. (2), we have [xz, y]_h + [x, yz]_h = h[xz, y] + h[x, yz] = 2hz[x, y] = 2z[x, y]_h, for all x, y, z ∈ L. Hence (L, , [ , ]_h) is a transposed Poisson algebra. □ An important property of Poisson algebras is that they are closed under taking tensor products (see [47].)

Proposition 2.7. Let (L_1, ·_1, [ , ]_1) and (L_2, ·_2, [ , ]_2) be two Poisson algebras. Define two operations · and [ , ] on L_1 ⊗ L_2 by (x_1 ⊗ x_2) · (y_1 ⊗ y_2) = x_1 ·_1 y_1 ⊗ x_2 ·_2 y_2, (15) [x_1 ⊗ x_2, y_1 ⊗ y_2] = [x_1, y_1]_1 ⊗ x_2 ·_2 y_2 + x_1 ·_1 y_1 ⊗ [x_2, y_2]_2, (16) for all x_1, y_1 ∈ L_1, x_2, y_2 ∈ L_2. Then (L_1 ⊗ L_2, ·, [ , ]) is a Poisson algebra.

This property is also shared by transposed Poisson algebras.

Theorem 2.8. Let (L_1, ·_1, [ , ]_1) and (L_2, ·_2, [ , ]_2) be two transposed Poisson algebras. Define two operations · and [ , ] on L_1 ⊗ L_2 by Eqs. (15) and (16) respectively. Then (L_1 ⊗ L_2, ·, [ , ]) is a transposed Poisson algebra.

TRANSPOSED POISSON ALGEBRAS 9

Proof. For brevity, the subscripts 1 and 2 in the operations · and [ , ] will suppressed, since their meaning should be clear from the context.

It is obvious that (L_1 ⊗ L_2, ·) is a commutative associative algebra. Let x_1, y_1, z_1 ∈ L_1, x_2, y_2, z_2 ∈ L_2. Then we have

[[x_1 ⊗ x_2, y_1 ⊗ y_2], z_1 ⊗ z_2] + [[y_1 ⊗ y_2, z_1 ⊗ z_2], x_1 ⊗ x_2] + [[z_1 ⊗ z_2, x_1 ⊗ x_2], y_1 ⊗ y_2] = (A1) + (A2) + (A3) + (A4), where

(A1) = [[x_1, y_1], z_1] ⊗ x_2y_2z_2 + [[y_1, z_1], x_1] ⊗ y_2z_2x_2 + [[z_1, x_1], y_1] ⊗ z_2x_2y_2, (A2) = x_1y_1z_1 ⊗ [[x_2, y_2], z_2] + y_1z_1x_1 ⊗ [[y_2, z_2], x_2] + z_1x_1y_1 ⊗ [[z_2, x_2], y_2], (A3) = [x_1, y_1]z_1 ⊗ [x_2y_2, z_2] + [y_1, z_1]x_1 ⊗ [y_2z_2, x_2] + [z_1, x_1]y_1 ⊗ [z_2x_2, y_2], (A4) = [x_1y_1, z_1] ⊗ [x_2, y_2]z_2 + [y_1z_1, x_1] ⊗ [y_2, z_2]x_2 + [z_1x_1, y_1] ⊗ [z_2, x_2]y_2.

Since (L_1, ·), (L_2, ·) are commutative associative algebras and (L_1, [ , ]), (L_2, [ , ]) are Lie algebras, (A1) and (A2) are zero. By Eq. (6), we have ([y_1, z_1]x_1) ⊗ [y_2z_2, x_2] = ([z_1, x_1]y_1 + [x_1, y_1]z_1) ⊗ [x_2, y_2z_2], [y_1z_1, x_1] ⊗ [y_2, z_2]x_2 = [x_1, y_1z_1] ⊗ ([z_2, x_2]y_2 + [x_2, y_2]z_2).

Substituting the above equations into (A3) and (A4) respectively, we have (A3) = ([x_1, y_1]z_1) ⊗ ([x_2y_2, z_2] + [x_2, y_2z_2]) + ([z_1, x_1]y_1) ⊗ ([z_2x_2, y_2] + [x_2, y_2z_2]),

(A4) = ([x_1y_1, z_1] + [x_1, y_1z_1]) ⊗ ([x_2, y_2]z_2) + ([z_1x_1, y_1] + [x_1, y_1z_1]) ⊗ ([z_2, x_2]y_2). By Eq. (2), we have (A3) = 2([x_1, y_1]z_1) ⊗ (y_2[x_2, z_2]) + 2([z_1, x_1]y_1) ⊗ (z_2[x_2, y_2]), (A4) = 2(y_1[x_1, z_1]) ⊗ ([x_2, y_2]z_2) + 2(z_1[x_1, y_1]) ⊗ ([z_2, x_2]y_2).

Hence (A3) + (A4) = 0 and therefore (L_1 ⊗ L_2, [ , ]) is a Lie algebra.

Furthermore, we have

[(x_1 ⊗ x_2)(z_1 ⊗ z_2), y_1 ⊗ y_2] + [x_1 ⊗ x_2, (y_1 ⊗ y_2)(z_1 ⊗ z_2)] = [x_1z_1, y_1] ⊗ (x_2z_2y_2) + (x_1z_1y_1) ⊗ [x_2z_2, y_2] + [x_1, y_1z_1] ⊗ (x_2y_2z_2) +(x_1y_1z_1) ⊗ [x_2, y_2z_2] = ([x_1z_1, y_1] + [x_1, y_1z_1]) ⊗ (x_2y_2z_2) + (x_1y_1z_1) ⊗ ([x_2z_2, y_2] + [x_2, y_2z_2]) = 2(z_1[x_1, y_1]) ⊗ (x_2y_2z_2) + 2(x_1y_1z_1) ⊗ (y_2[x_2, z_2]) = 2(z_1 ⊗ z_2)[x_1 ⊗ x_2, y_1 ⊗ y_2].

Therefore the conclusion holds. □ We end this section by displaying a close relationship between transposed Poisson algebras and Hom-Lie algebras.

Recall that a Hom-Lie algebra [26] is a triple (g, [ , ], φ) consisting of a linear space g, a skew-symmetric bilinear operation [ , ] : ∧^2g → g and a linear map φ_:g → g satisfying [φ(x), [y, z]] + [φ(y), [z, x]] + [φ(z), [x, y]] = 0, ∀x, y, z ∈ g. (17) If in addition, φ is an algebra homomorphism, then the Hom-Lie algebra (g, [ , ], φ) is called multiplicative.

10 CHENGMING BAI, RUIPU BAI, LI GUO, AND YONG WU

Proposition 2.9. Let (L, ·, [ , ]) be a transposed Poisson algebra. For any h ∈ L, define a linear map φ_h : L → L by φ_h(x) = hx, ∀x ∈ L. (18) Then (L, [ , ], φ_h) is a Hom-Lie algebra. Moreover, φ_h satisfies φ^2_h([x, y]) = [φ_h(x), φ_h(y)], ∀x, y ∈ L. (19) Hence if φ^2_h = φ_h, that is, hhx = hx for all x ∈ L, then (L, [ , ], φ_h) is a multiplicative Hom-Lie algebra.

Proof. Let x, y, z ∈ L. Then by Eq. (8), we have [φ_h(x), [y, z]] + [φ_h(y), [z, x]] + [φ_h(z), [x, y]] = 0.

Hence (L, [ , ], φ_h) is a Hom-Lie algebra. By Eq. (10), we have [xh, yh] + [xh, yh] = 2hh[x, y]. Hence Eq. (19) holds. Thus the conclusion follows. □ 2.4. Operadic and categorial properties of transposed Poisson algebras. 2.4.1. Operadic dual of transposed Poisson algebra. It is well known that the operad of Poisson algebras is self dual [33]. It is interesting to see that the same is true for the operad of transposed Poisson algebras.

Proposition 2.10. The operad of transposed Poisson algebras, denoted by TPois, is self dual.

Proof. The operad TPois is binary quadratic, with its two-dimensional operation space V = V (2) spanned by the binary operations μ for the commutative associative operation and ν for the Lie bracket. So μ satisfies the commutative associative law and ν is skewsymmetric and satisfies the Jacobi identity. Further, the operations μ and ν satisfy the compatibility relation (or distributive law) 2μ(x, ν(y, z)) = ν(μ(x, y), z) + ν(y, μ(x, z)), (20) which is rewritten in the standard form as in [33, §7.6.2] 2μ(ν(y, z), x) − ν(μ(x, y), z) − ν(μ(z, x), y), (21) that is, 2μ ∘_{II} ν − ν ∘_I μ + ν ∘_{III} μ.

Taking into account of the action of the symmetric group S_3, the relation space of the binary quadratic operad TPois is of dimensional three, spanned by the basis elements 2μ ∘_{II} ν − ν ∘_I μ + ν ∘_{III} μ, 2μ ∘_{III} ν − ν ∘_{II} μ + ν ∘_I μ, 2μ ∘_I ν − ν ∘_{III} μ + ν ∘_{II} μ. For the dual space V = K{μ̌, ν̌}, by the duality between the commutative associative operad and the Lie operad, μ̌ is a Lie bracket and ν̌ is commutative associative. So the corresponding compatibility relations have its basis

2ν̌ ∘_{II} μ̌ − μ̌ ∘_I ν̌ + μ̌ ∘_{III} ν̌, 2ν̌ ∘_{III} μ̌ − μ̌ ∘_{II} ν̌ + μ̌ ∘_I ν̌, 2ν̌ ∘_I μ̌ − μ̌ ∘_{III} ν̌ + μ̌ ∘_{II} ν̌. By direct inspection, we see that the two sets of relations annihilate each other under the operad pairing given by ⟨μ̌, μ⟩ = ⟨ν̌, ν⟩ = 1, ⟨μ̌, ν⟩ = ⟨ν̌, μ⟩ = 0.

TRANSPOSED POISSON ALGEBRAS 11

Since both sets span a subspace of dimension three out of a space of dimension six, they are the exact annihilators of each other. Since the commutative associative operad is already dual to the Lie operad, this proves that the Koszul dual of TPois is itself. □

2.4.2. Independence of Poisson algebra and transposed Poisson algebra. We show that the compatibility relations of the Poisson algebra and those of the transposed Poisson algebra are independent in the following sense.

Proposition 2.11. Let (L, ·) be a commutative associative algebra and (L, [ , ]) be a Lie algebra. Then (L, ·, [ , ]) is both a Poisson algebra and a transposed Poisson algebra if and only if x[y, z] = [xy, z] = 0, ∀x, y, z ∈ L. (22) Proof. The “if” part has been given in Proposition 2.4.(b). For the “only if” part, let x, y, z ∈ L. By Eq. (1), we have [zx, y] = −x[y, z] − z[y, x], [x, zy] = y[x, z] + z[x, y]. Then by Eq. (2), we have 0 = [zx, y] + [x, zy] − 2z[x, y] = [x, z]y − [y, z]x. By Eq. (6), we have [x, y]z = [x, z]y − [y, z]x = 0. By Eq. (1) again, we have [xy, z] = 0. □

Remark 2.12. The above conclusion means that, with the relations of the commutative associative product and the Lie bracket, the intersection of the compatibility conditions of the Poisson algebra and of the transposed Poisson algebra is trivial. That is, the structures of transposed Poisson algebras and Poisson algebras are completely inconsistent. To put it in another context, the operad of transposed Poisson algebras together with Poisson algebras is the direct sum [33] of the operad of the commutative associative algebra and that of the Lie algebra.

3. From Novikov-Poisson algebras and pre-Lie Poisson algebras to transposed Poisson algebras

We now show that, for several Poisson related algebraic structures, taking the commutator gives rise to transposed Poisson algebras.

Definition 3.1. [47] A Novikov-Poisson algebra is a triple (L, ·, ∘), where L is a vector space and , ∘ are two bilinear operations on L satisfying the following conditions:

(1) (L, ·) is a commutative associative algebra. (2) (L, ∘) is a Novikov algebra, that is, for all x, y, z ∈ L, (x ∘ y) ∘ z − (y ∘ x) ∘ z = x ∘ (y ∘ z) − y ∘ (x ∘ z), (23) (x ∘ y) ∘ z = (x ∘ z) ∘ y. (24) (3) The following equations hold for all x, y, z ∈ L. (xy) ∘ z = x(y ∘ z), (25) (x ∘ y)z − (y ∘ x)z = x ∘ (yz) − y ∘ (xz). (26)

12 CHENGMING BAI, RUIPU BAI, LI GUO, AND YONG WU

Taking the commutator in a Novikov-Poisson algebra, we obtain Theorem 3.2. Let (L, ·, ∘) be a Novikov-Poisson algebra. Define [x, y] = x ∘ y − y ∘ x, ∀x, y ∈ L. (27) Then (L, ·, [ , ]) is a transposed Poisson algebra.

Proof. It is known that (L, [ , ]) is a Lie algebra (cf. [10], in fact, it is due to Eq. (23) only). By Eqs. (25) and (26), for all x, y, z ∈ L, we have [xz, y] + [x, yz] − 2z[x, y] = (xz) ∘ y − y ∘ (xz) + x ∘ (yz) − (yz) ∘ x − 2z(x ∘ y − y ∘ x) = ((xz) ∘ y − z(x ∘ y) + z(y ∘ x) − (yz) ∘ x) −((x ∘ y)z − (y ∘ x)z − x ∘ (yz) + y ∘ (xz)) = 0.

Hence the conclusion holds. □ We quote the following classical results before giving applications.

Lemma 3.3. Let (L, ·) be a commutative associative algebra and D be a derivation. Define a bilinear operation ∘ on L by x ∘ y = xD(y), ∀x, y ∈ L. (28) Then

(a) (S. Gelfand, [21]) (L, ∘) is a Novikov algebra. (b) [47] (L, ·, ∘) is a Novikov-Poisson algebra.

Combining Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 3.3 leads to the following consequence, which can be regarded as the basic examples of transposed Poisson algebras in analog to the construction of Poisson algebras from commutative associative algebras with commuting derivations. Corollary 3.4. (=Proposition 2.2) Let (L, ·) be a commutative associative algebra and D be a derivation. Then (L, ·, [ , ]) is a transposed Poisson algebra, where [x, y] = xD(y) − yD(x), ∀x, y ∈ L. (29) For examples in low dimensions, we have Example 3.5. The complex commutative associative algebras in dimensions in 2 and 3 and their derivations were given in [4]. Hence the induced transposed Poisson algebras by Corollary 3.4 can be obtained explicitly. We give the 2-dimensional cases. Let L be a 2-dimensional vector space with a basis {e_1, e_2}. In the following, we give the nonzero multiplication of the commutative associative algebra (L, ·), the set Der_a(L) of all derivations of (L, ·) and the induced Lie algebra (L, [ , ]) such that (L, ·, [ , ]) is a transposed Poisson algebra.

(1) (L, ·) : e_ie_j = 0, i, j = 1, 2; Der_a(L) = End(L); (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = 0. (2) (L, ·) : e_1e_1 = e_1, e_2e_2 = e_2; Der_a(L) = 0; (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = 0. (3) (L, ·) : e_1e_1 = e_1, ; Der_a(L) = ( 0 0 0 a ) ; (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = 0.

(4) (L, ·) : e_1e_1 = e_1, e_2e_1 = e_1e_2 = e_2; Der_a(L) = ( 0 0 0 a ) ; (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = ae_2.

TRANSPOSED POISSON ALGEBRAS 13

(5) (L, ·) : e_1e_1 = e_2, ; Der_a(L) = ( a 0 b 2a ) ; (L, [ , ]) : [e_1, e_2] = be_2.

All the parameters are in the complex number field C .

The following combination of the pre-Lie algebra and commutative associative algebra arose from the study of Hopf algebras of rooted trees in quantum field theory and control theory, as well as of F -manifolds [19, 34, 15].

Definition 3.6. [34] A pre-Lie commutative algebra (or PreLie-Com algebra) is a triple (L, ·, ∘), where (L, ·) is a commutative associative algebra and (L, ∘) is a pre-Lie algebra satisfying x ∘ (yz) − (x ∘ y)z − y(x ∘ z) = 0, ∀ x, y, z ∈ L. (30) Note that Eq. (30) means that the left multiplication operators of the pre-Lie algebra (L, ∘) are derivations of the commutative associative algebra (L, ·).

Example 3.7. Let (L, ·) be a commutative associative algebra and D be a derivation. It is straightforward to show that (L, ·, ∘) is a PreLie-Com algebra, where (L, ∘) is defined by Eq. (28): x ∘ y := xD(y) for all x, y ∈ L.

There is also a notion of a differential Novikov-Poisson algebra introduced in [8, Definition 4.1], which is a triple (L, ·, ∘), where (L, ·) is a commutative associative algebra and (L, ∘) is a Novikov algebra satisfying Eqs. (25), (26) and (30).

We now introduce a general context to include Novikov-Poisson algebras, pre-Lie commutative algebras under certain conditions and differential Novikov-Poisson algebras.

Definition 3.8. A pre-Lie Poisson algebra is a triple (L, ·, ∘), where L is a vector space and , ∘ are two bilinear operations on L satisfying the following conditions.

(1) (L, ·) is a commutative associative algebra. (2) (L, ∘) is a pre-Lie algebra, that is, Eq. (23) holds. (3) Eqs. (25) and (26) hold.

For the relationship among these notions, we have

Lemma 3.9. (a) A Novikov-Poisson algebra is a pre-Lie Poisson algebra;

(b) A PreLie-Com algebra (L, ·, ∘) satisfying Eq. (25) is a pre-Lie Poisson algebra; (c) A differential Novikov-Poisson algebra is a PreLie-Com algebra satisfying Eq. (25) and hence is pre-Lie Poisson algebra.

Proof. (a). This follows since a Novikov algebra is a pre-Lie algebra and a Novikov-Poisson algebra and a pre-Lie Poisson algebra have the same compatibility conditions for the two operations.

(b). Let x, y, z ∈ L. Then we have y ∘ (xz) + (x ∘ y)z − (y ∘ x)z − x ∘ (yz) = (y ∘ x)z + x(y ∘ z) + (x ∘ y)z − (y ∘ x)z − (x ∘ y)z − y(x ∘ z) = x(y ∘ z) − y(x ∘ z) = (xy) ∘ z − (yx) ∘ z = 0. Hence (L, ·, ∘) is a pre-Lie Poisson algebra.

(c). Note that the identity (26) in the definition of a differential Novikov-Poisson algebra is redundant, since by Item.(b), it can be derived from Eqs. (30) and (25). Then the conclusion follows. □

14 CHENGMING BAI, RUIPU BAI, LI GUO, AND YONG WU

The commutator of a pre-Lie algebra is a Lie algebra [10]. Observe that the proof of Theorem 3.2 only uses the relations in Eqs. (25) and (26), which hold for pre-Lie algebras. Thus the same proof as that for Theorem 3.2 gives Proposition 3.10. Let (L, ·, ∘) be a pre-Lie Poisson algebra. Then (L, ·, [ , ]) is a transposed Poisson algebra, where the operation [ , ] is defined by Eq. (27): [x, y] = x ∘ y − y ∘ x, ∀x, y ∈ L. Example 3.11. Let L be a 2-dimensional vector space with a basis {e_1, e_2}. Then (L, ∘) is a pre-Lie algebra [3, 9] with the non-zero product given by e_1 ∘ e_1 = e_1, e_1 ∘ e_2 = e_2.

This pre-Lie algebra is not a Novikov algebra [4]. By a straightforward computation, a commutative (not necessarily associative) algebra (L, ·) satisfies Eq. (25) if and only if its non-zero product is given by e_1e_1 = ae_2, Moreover, with the above product, (L, ·) is associative and Eq. (26) is satisfied. Therefore, with the above pre-Lie algebra product and commutative associative algebra product, (L, ·, ∘) is a pre-Lie Poisson algebra. It is not a Novikov-Poisson algebra. The induced transposed Poisson algebra (L, ·, [ , ]), where the operation [ , ] is defined by Eq. (27), is isomorphic to the second transposed Poisson algebra of dimension two with non-abelian Lie product in Section 2.1.

Combining Proposition 3.10 and Lemma 3.9, we have Corollary 3.12. Let (L, ·, ∘) be a PreLie-Com algebra. If in addition, Eq. (25) holds, then (L, ·, [ , ]) is a transposed Poisson algebra, where the operation [ , ] is defined by Eq. (27): [x, y] := x ∘ y − y ∘ x for all x, y ∈ L. In particular, the conclusion holds when (L, ·, ∘) is a differential Novikov-Poisson algebra.

One of the motivations and intentions of introducing the notion of Novikov-Poisson algebras is so that the tensor product can be taken [47]. We give the following similar property for pre-Lie Poisson algebras.

Proposition 3.13. Suppose that (L_1, ·, ∘) and (L_2, ·, ∘) are two pre-Lie Poisson algebras. Define two bilinear operations · and ∘ on L_1 ⊗ L_2 respectively by Eq. (15) and (x_1 ⊗ x_2) ∘ (y_1 ⊗ y_2) = x_1 ∘ y_1 ⊗ x_2 · y_2 + x_1 · y_1 ⊗ x_2 ∘ y_2, ∀x_1, y_1 ∈ L_1, x_2, y_2 ∈ L_2. (31) Then (L_1 ⊗ L_2, ·, ∘) is a pre-Lie Poisson algebra.

Proof. As is well-known, (L_1 ⊗ L_2, ·) is a commutative associative algebra. Let x_1, y_1, z_1 ∈ L_1, x_2, y_2, z_2 ∈ L_2. Then we have

((x_1 ⊗ x_2) ∘ (y_1 ⊗ y_2)) ∘ (z_1 ⊗ z_2) − ((y_1 ⊗ y_2) ∘ (x_1 ⊗ x_2)) ∘ (z_1 ⊗ z_2) −(x_1 ⊗ x_2) ∘ ((y_1 ⊗ y_2) ∘ (z_1 ⊗ z_2)) + (y_1 ⊗ y_2) ∘ ((x_1 ⊗ x_2) ∘ (z_1 ⊗ z_2)) = ((x_1 ∘ y_1) ∘ z_1 − (y_1 ∘ x_1) ∘ z_1 − x_1 ∘ (y_1 ∘ z_1) + y_1 ∘ (x_1 ∘ z_1)) ⊗ x_2y_2z_2 +((x_1 ∘ y_1)z_1 − (y_1 ∘ x_1)z_1) ⊗ (xy_2) ∘ z_2 − x_1(y_1 ∘ z_1) ⊗ x_2 ∘ (y_2z_2) +y_1(x_1 ∘ z_1) ⊗ y_2 ∘ (x_2z_2) + (x_1y_1) ∘ z_1 ⊗ ((x_2 ∘ y_2)z_2 − (y_2 ∘ x_2)z_2) −x_1 ∘ (y_1z_1) ⊗ x_2(y_2 ∘ z_2) + y_1 ∘ (x_1z_1) ⊗ y_2(x_2 ∘ z_2)

TRANSPOSED POISSON ALGEBRAS 15

+x_1y_1z_1 ⊗ ((x_2 ∘ y_2) ∘ z_2 − (y_2 ∘ x_2) ∘ z_2 − x_2 ∘ (y_2 ∘ z_2) + y_2 ∘ (x_2 ∘ z_2))

(23)

= ((x_1 ∘ y_1)z_1 − (y_1 ∘ x_1)z_1) ⊗ (x_2y_2) ∘ z_2 − x_1(y_1 ∘ z_1) ⊗ x_2 ∘ (y_2z_2)

+y_1(x_1 ∘ z_1) ⊗ y_2 ∘ (x_2z_2) + (x_1y_1) ∘ z_1 ⊗ ((x_2 ∘ y_2)z_2 − (y_2 ∘ x_2)z_2) −x_1 ∘ (y_1z_1) ⊗ x_2(y_2 ∘ z_2) + y_1 ∘ (x_1z_1) ⊗ y_2(x_2 ∘ z_2)

(25)

= ((x_1 ∘ y_1)z_1 − (y_1 ∘ x_1)z_1) ⊗ (x_2y_2) ∘ z_2 − (x_1y_1) ∘ z_1 ⊗ (x_2 ∘ (y_2z_2) − y_2 ∘ (x_2z_2)) +(x_1y_1) ∘ z_1 ⊗ ((x_2 ∘ y_2)z_2 − (y_2 ∘ x_2)z_2) − (x_1 ∘ (y_1z_1) − y_1 ∘ (x_1z_1)) ⊗ (x_2y_2) ∘ z_2 = ((x_1 ∘ y_1)z_1 − (y_1 ∘ x_1)z_1 − x_1 ∘ (y_1z_1) + y_1 ∘ (x_1z_1)) ⊗ (x_2y_2) ∘ z_2

+(x_1y_1) ∘ z_1 ⊗ ((x_2 ∘ y_2)z_2 − (y_2 ∘ x_2)z_2 − x_2 ∘ (y_2z_2) + y_2 ∘ (x_2z_2))

(26)

= 0.

Therefore, (L_1 ⊗ L_2, ∘) is a pre-Lie algebra. Moreover, we have ((x_1 ⊗ x_2)(y_1 ⊗ y_2)) ∘ (z_1 ⊗ z_2) = (x_1y_1) ∘ z_1 ⊗ x_2y_2z_2 + x_1y_1z_1 ⊗ (x_2y_2) ∘ z_2

(25)

= x_1(y_1 ∘ z_1) ⊗ x_2(y_2z_2) + x_1(y_1z_1) ⊗ x_2(y_2 ∘ z_2) = (x_1 ⊗ x_2)((y_1 ⊗ y_2) ∘ (z_1 ⊗ z_2)).

((x_1 ⊗ x_2) ∘ (y_1 ⊗ y_2))(z_1 ⊗ z_2) − ((y_1 ⊗ y_2) ∘ (x_1 ⊗ x_2))(z_1 ⊗ z_2) −(x_1 ⊗ x_2) ∘ ((y_1 ⊗ y_2)(z_1 ⊗ z_2)) + (y_1 ⊗ y_2) ∘ ((x_1 ⊗ x_2)(z_1 ⊗ z_2)) = ((x_1 ∘ y_1)z_1 − (y_1 ∘ x_1)z_1 − x_1 ∘ (y_1z_1) + y_1 ∘ (x_1z_1)) ⊗ x_2y_2z_2 +x_1y_1z_1 ⊗ ((x_2 ∘ y_2)z_2 − (y_2 ∘ x_2)z_2 − x_2 ∘ (y_2z_2) + y_2 ∘ (x_2z_2))

(26)

= 0.

Hence (L_1 ⊗ L_2, ·, ∘) is a pre-Lie Poisson algebra. □

4. Transposed Poisson algebras and 3-Lie algebras In this section we present the close relationship between transposed Poisson algebras and 3-Lie algebras. In one direction, we show that a transposed Poisson algebra with a derivation gives rise to a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra. A similar construction works for a transposed Poisson algebra with an involutive endomorphism. In the other direction, the 3-Lie algebra derived from a strong Poisson algebra in [17] is shown to carry a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra structure, instead of a Poisson 3-Lie algebra one.

4.1. Construction of 3-Lie algebras from transposed Poisson algebras with derivations. We first recall the notion of a 3-Lie algebra.

Definition 4.1. [18] A 3-Lie algebra is a vector space A together with a skew-symmetric linear map (3-Lie bracket) [ , , ] : ⊗^3A → A such that the following Fundamental Identity (FI) holds: [[x, y, z], u, v] = [[x, u, v], y, z] + [[y, u, v], z, x] + [[z, u, v], x, y], (32) for x, y, z, u, v ∈ A.

16 CHENGMING BAI, RUIPU BAI, LI GUO, AND YONG WU

In other words, the adjoint action of u, v in the ternary operation is a derivation. Given the importance of Poisson algebras and 3-Lie algebras, it is natural to study the relationship between them. As it turned out, an extra condition is needed for this to work.

Definition 4.2. [17] A Poisson algebra (L, ·, [ , ]) is called strong if [h, x][y, z] + [h, y][z, x] + [h, z][x, y] = 0, ∀x, y, z, h ∈ L. (33) For example, the Poisson algebra (L, ·, [ , ]) in Example 2.1 is strong. We observe that Eq (33) is just Eq. (9) in Theorem 2.5, hence holds for all transposed Poisson algebras. As a 3-Lie variation of Poisson algebras, we have

Definition 4.3. [17] A Poisson 3-Lie algebra is a vector space L with a bilinear operator and a ternary operator [ , , ] such that (L, ·) is a commutative associative algebra, (L, [ , , ]) is a 3-Lie algebra and the following equation holds. [x, y, uv] = u[x, y, v] + [x, y, u]v, ∀x, y, u, v ∈ L. (34) Thus the adjoint action of x, y on the commutative associative product is a derivation.

In addition, a Poisson 3-Lie algebra (L, ·, [ , , ]) is called strong if the following equation holds.

− [x, y, u_1][u_2, u_3, u_4] + [x, y, u_2][u_1, u_3, u_4] − [x, y, u_3][u_1, u_2, u_4] + [x, y, u_4][u_1, u_2, u_3] = 0, (35)

for all x, y, u_1, u_2, u_3, u_4 ∈ L.

Proposition 4.4. [17] Let (L, ·, [ , ]) be a strong Poisson algebra. Suppose that D is a derivation of (L, ·) and (L, [ , ]). Define a ternary operation by [x, y, z] := D(x)[y, z] + D(y)[z, x] + D(z)[x, y], ∀x, y, z ∈ L. (36) Then (L, ·, [ , , ]) is a strong Poisson 3-Lie algebra.

Let (L, ·) be a commutative associative algebra and D_1, D_2 be two commutating derivations. Let (L, [ , ]) be the Lie algebra defined by Eq. (4) through D_1, D_2 in Example 2.1. Let D_3 be a third derivation of (L, ·) commuting with D_1 and D_2. It is straightforward to show that D_3 is a derivation of (L, [ , ]). Hence there is a 3-Lie algebra defined by Eq. (36). Explicitly,

[x, y, z] := det

D_1(x) D_1(y) D_1(z) D_2(x) D_2(y) D_2(z) D_3(x) D_3(y) D_3(z) = (D_1 ∧ D_2 ∧ D_3)(x, y, z), ∀x, y, z ∈ L. (37) This is one of the first and also one of the most important examples of 3-Lie algebras [38, 43].

As we will see (Theorem 4.5 and Proposition 4.7), the strongness condition on the construction of 3-Lie Poisson algebras from Poisson algebras in Eq. (36) can be removed when the equation is used to construct transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebras from transposed Poisson algebras.

Theorem 4.5. Let (L, ·, [ , ]) be a transposed Poisson algebra and let D be a derivation of (L, ·) and (L, [ , ]). Define a ternary operation on L by Eq. (36): [x, y, z] := D(x)[y, z] + D(y)[z, x] + D(z)[x, y], x, y, z, ∈ L. (38) Then (L, [ , , ]) is a 3-Lie algebra.

TRANSPOSED POISSON ALGEBRAS 17

Proof. Let x, y, z, u, v ∈ L. First we have D(x)D([y, z]) + D(y)D([z, x]) + D(z)D([x, y]) = −x[D(y), D(z)] − y[D(z), D(x)] − z[D(x), D(y)], (39) since by the Leibniz rule of D and Eq. (2), both sides equal to the one-half of [D(y), D(x)z]+[D(y)z, D(x)]+[D(z), D(y)x]+[D(z)x, D(y)]+[D(z)D(x), y]+[D(x)y, D(z)]. Furthermore, expanding by Eq. (38) and then applying Eq. (39), we have [[x, y, z], u, v] = [D(x)[y, z], u, v] + [D(y)[z, x], u, v] + [D(z)[x, y], u, v] = D(D(x)[y, z])[u, v] + D(u)[v, D(x)[y, z]] + D(v)[D(x)[y, z], u] +D(D(y)[z, x])[u, v] + D(u)[v, D(y)[z, x]] + D(v)[D(y)[z, x], u] +D(D(z)[x, y])[u, v] + D(u)[v, D(z)[x, y]] + D(v)[D(z)[x, y], u] = D^2(x)[y, z][u, v] + D(x)D([y, z])[u, v] + D(u)[v, D(x)[y, z]] + D(v)[D(x)[y, z], u] +D^2(y)[z, x][u, v] + D(y)D([z, x])[u, v] + D(u)[v, D(y)[z, x]] + D(v)[D(y)[z, x], u] +D^2(z)[x, y][u, v] + D(z)D([x, y])[u, v] + D(u)[v, D(z)[x, y]] + D(v)[D(z)[x, y], u] = D^2(x)[y, z][u, v] − x[D(y), D(z)][u, v] + D(u)[v, D(x)[y, z]] − D(v)[u, D(x)[y, z]] +D^2(y)[z, x][u, v] − y[D(z), D(x)][u, v] + D(u)[v, D(y)[z, x]] − D(v)[u, D(y)[z, x]] +D^2(z)[x, y][u, v] − z[D(x), D(y)][u, v] + D(u)[v, D(z)[x, y]] − D(v)[u, D(z)[x, y]]. Similarly, [[x, u, v], y, z] = D^2(x)[u, v][y, z] − x[D(u), D(v)][y, z] + D(y)[z, D(x)[u, v]] + D(z)[D(x)[u, v], y] +D^2(u)[v, x][y, z] − u[D(v), D(x)][y, z] + D(y)[z, D(u)[v, x]] + D(z)[D(u)[v, x], y] +D^2(v)[x, u][y, z] − v[D(x), D(u)][y, z] + D(y)[z, D(v)[x, u]] + D(z)[D(v)[x, u], y]. [[y, u, v], z, x] = D^2(y)[u, v][z, x] − y[D(u), D(v)][z, x] + D(z)[x, D(y)[u, v]] + D(x)[D(y)[u, v], z] +D^2(u)[v, y][z, x] − u[D(v), D(y)][z, x] + D(z)[x, D(u)[v, y]] + D(x)[D(u)[v, y], z] +D^2(v)[y, u][z, x] − v[D(y), D(u)][z, x] + D(z)[x, D(v)[y, u]] + D(x)[D(v)[y, u], z]. [[z, u, v], x, y] = D^2(z)[u, v][x, y] − z[D(u), D(v)][x, y] + D(x)[y, D(z)[u, v]] + D(y)[D(z)[u, v], x] +D^2(u)[v, z][x, y] − u[D(v), D(z)][x, y] + D(x)[y, D(u)[v, z]] + D(y)[D(u)[v, z], x] +D^2(v)[z, u][x, y] − v[D(z), D(u)][x, y] + D(x)[y, D(v)[z, u]] + D(y)[D(v)[z, u], x]. Therefore we rewrite [[x, u, v], y, z] + [[y, u, v], z, x] + [[z, u, v], x, y] = 8∑ i=1 (A_i), where

(A_1) := D^2(x)[u, v][y, z] + D^2(y)[u, v][z, x] + D^2(z)[u, v][x, y], (A_2) := D^2(u)[v, x][y, z] + D^2(u)[v, y][z, x] + D^2(u)[v, z][x, y]

18 CHENGMING BAI, RUIPU BAI, LI GUO, AND YONG WU +D^2(v)[x, u][y, z] + D^2(v)[y, u][z, x] + D^2(v)[z, u][x, y], (A_3) := −x[D(u), D(v)][y, z] − y[D(u), D(v)][z, x] − z[D(u), D(v)][x, y], (A_4) := −u[D(v), D(x)][y, z] − u[D(v), D(y)][z, x] − u[D(v), D(z)][x, y], (A_5) := −v[D(x), D(u)][y, z] − v[D(y), D(u)][z, x] − v[D(z), D(u)][x, y], (A_6) := D(x)[D(u)[v, y], z] + D(x)[y, D(u)[v, z]] + D(y)[z, D(u)[v, x]] +D(y)[D(u)[v, z], x] + D(z)[D(u)[v, x], y] + D(z)[x, D(u)[v, y]] (A_7) := D(x)[D(v)[y, u], z] + D(x)[y, D(v)[z, u]] + D(y)[z, D(v)[x, u]] +D(y)[D(v)[z, u], x] + D(z)[D(v)[x, u], y] + D(z)[x, D(v)[y, u]] (A_8) := (D(x)[y, D(z)[u, v]] + D(z)[D(x)[u, v], y]) + (D(y)[z, D(x)[u, v]] +D(x)[D(y)[u, v], z]) + (D(z)[x, D(y)[u, v]] + D(y)[D(z)[u, v], x]). By Eq. (9), we have (A_2) = 0 and by Eq. (6), we have (A_3) = 0. By Eq. (7), we have (A6) = D(x)[v, D(u)[y, z]] + D(y)[v, D(u)[z, x]] + D(z)[v, D(u)[x, y]] (A7) = −D(x)[u, D(v)[y, z]] − D(y)[u, D(v)[z, x]] − D(z)[u, D(v)[x, y]]. Applying Eq. (7) and then Eq. (11), we obtain −u[v, x][y, z] + x[v[y, u], z] + x[y, v[z, u]] = −u[v, x][y, z] − x[v[z, y], u] = −v[u, x[y, z]]. Replacing x and v by D(x) and D(v) respectively, this gives −u[D(v), D(x)][y, z]+D(x)[D(v)[y, u], z]+D(x)[y, D(v)[z, u]] = −D(v)[u, D(x)[y, z]]. (40) From Eq. (40), we obtain (A_4) + (A_7) = −D(v)[u, D(x)[y, z]] − D(v)[u, D(y)[z, x]] − D(v)[u, D(z)[x, y]], (A_5) + (A_6) = D(u)[v, D(x)[y, z]] + D(u)[v, D(y)[z, x]] + D(u)[v, D(z)[x, y]], and from Eq. (11), we obtain (A_8) = −x[D(y), D(z)][u, v] − y[D(z), D(x)][u, v] − z[D(x), D(y)][u, v]. In summary,

[[x, y, z], u, v] = (A_1) + (A_4) + (A_5) + (A_6) + (A_7) + (A_8) = 8∑ i=1 (A_i). Therefore (L, [ , , ]) is a 3-Lie algebra. □ As a direct consequence of Theorem 4.5, we obtain the following construction of 3-Lie algebras in [17] (see also Example 4.15).

Corollary 4.6. Let (L, ·) be a commutative associative algebra and D_1, D_2 be two commutating derivations. Then there exists a 3-Lie algebra defined by [x, y, z] := D_2(x)(yD_1(z) − zD_1(x)) + D_2(y)(zD_1(x) − xD_1(z)) +D_2(z)(xD_1(y) − yD_1(x)), ∀x, y, z ∈ L. (41)

TRANSPOSED POISSON ALGEBRAS 19

Proof. By Corollary 3.4, (L, ·) together with the bracket defined by [x, y] := xD_1(y) − yD_1(x), ∀x, y ∈ L, gives a transposed Poisson algebra. A direct checking shows that D_2 is a derivation on (L, [ , ]). Thus by Theorem 4.5, Eq. (41) gives a 3-Lie algebra structure on L. □

We can rewrite Eq. (41) as

[x, y, z] := det x y z D_1(x) D_1(y) D_1(z) D_2(x) D_2(y) D_2(z) = (id ∧ D_1 ∧ D_2)(x, y, z), ∀x, y, z ∈ L. (42)

In fact, the 3-Lie algebras given by Theorem 4.5 satisfies an additional equation. Proposition 4.7. Let (L, ·, [ , ]) be a transposed Poisson algebra. Suppose that D is a derivation of (L, ·) and (L, [ , ]). Then for the 3-Lie algebra defined by Eq. (38), the triple (L, ·, [ , , ]) in a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra in the sense that the following additional equation holds. 3u[x, y, z] = [xu, y, z] + [x, yu, z] + [x, y, zu], ∀ x, y, z, u ∈ L. (43)

Proof. Let x, y, z, u ∈ L. Then we have [xu, y, z] + [x, yu, z] + [x, y, zu] = D(xu)[y, z] + D(y)[z, xu] + D(z)[xu, y] + D(x)[yu, z] + D(yu)[z, x] +D(z)[x, yu] + +D(x)[y, zu] + D(y)[zu, x] + D(zu)[x, y] = 3u(D(x)[y, z] + D(y)[z, x] + D(z)[x, y]) + D(u)(x[y, z] + y[z, x] + z[x, y]) = 3u[x, y, z]. Hence the conclusion holds. □

In [17], there is also a notion of a Poisson n-Lie algebra which consists of a commutative associative algebra and an n-Lie algebra, but the compatibility condition is that the adjoint operators of the n-Lie algebra are the derivations of the commutative associative algebra, thus generalizing the notions of a Poisson algebra and a Poisson 3-Lie algebra.

For transposed Poisson algebras, we introduce Definition 4.8. Let n ≥ 2 be an integer. A transposed Poisson n-Lie algebra is a triple (L, ·, μ) where (L, ·) is a commutative associative algebra and (L, μ) is an n-Lie algebra satisfying the following condition. nwμ(x_1, · · · , x_n) = n∑ i=1 μ(x_1, · · · , wx_i, · · · , x_n), ∀w, x_1, · · · , x_n ∈ L.

It is reasonable to expect that an transposed Poisson (n + 1)-algebra can be obtained from an transposed Poisson n-Lie algebra with a derivation, generalizing Proposition 4.7. To be precise, we propose

20 CHENGMING BAI, RUIPU BAI, LI GUO, AND YONG WU

Conjecture 4.9. Let n ≥ 2 be an integer. Let (L, ·, μ_n) be a transposed Poisson n-Lie algebra and let D be a derivation of (L, ·) and (L, μ_n). Define an (n + 1)-ary operation

μ_{n+1}(x_1, · · · , x_{n+1}) := n+1∑ i=1 D(x_i)μ_n(x_1, · · · , x̌_i, · · · , x_{n+1}), ∀x_1, · · · , x_{n+1} ∈ L, where x̌_i means that the i-th entry is omitted. Then (L, ·, μ_{n+1}) is a transposed Poisson (n + 1)-Lie algebra.

This conjecture gives a natural interpretation of the scalar 2 in the compatibility condition of a transposed Poisson algebra: it is simply the arity of the operation of the Lie algebra. 4.2. Another construction of 3-Lie algebras from transposed Poisson algebras. There is also a construction of 3-Lie algebras from transposed Poisson algebras with certain linear transformations instead of the derivations.

Theorem 4.10. Let (L, ·, [ , ]) be a transposed Poisson algebra. Let f be an endomorphism of (L, ·) satisfying f^2 = id, that is f is an involutive endomorphism of (L, ·) and f([x, y]) = −[f(x), f(y)], ∀x, y ∈ L. (44) Define a ternary operation on L by [x, y, z] := f(x)[y, z] + f(y)[z, x] + f(z)[x, y], ∀x, y, z ∈ L. (45) Then (L, [ , , ]) is a 3-Lie algebra.

Alternatively, in replacing f by −f, we can also assume that f is an involutive endomorphism of (L, [ , ]) and satisfies f(xy) = −f(x)f(y). Proof. Let x, y, z, u, v ∈ L. Applying Eqs. (44) and (45), we obtain [[x, u, v], y, z] + [[y, u, v], z, x] + [[z, u, v], x, y] − [[x, y, z], u, v] = 10∑ i=1 (A_i), where (A_1) := −x[f(u), f(v)][y, z] − y[f(u), f(v)][z, x] − z[f(u), f(v)][x, y], (A_2) := x[f(y), f(z)][u, v] + f(y)[f(z)[u, v], x] + f(z)[x, f(y)[u, v]], (A_3) := y[f(z), f(x)][u, v] + f(z)[f(x)[u, v], y] + f(x)[y, f(z)[u, v]], (A_4) := z[f(x), f(y)][u, v] + f(x)[f(y)[u, v], z] + f(y)[z, f(x)[u, v]], (A_5) := −f(u)[v, f(x)[y, z]] − v[f(x), f(u)][y, z] + f(x)[f(u)[v, y], z] +f(x)[y, f(u)[v, z]], (A_6) := −f(u)[v, f(y)[z, x]] − v[f(y), f(u)][z, x] + f(y)[f(u)[v, z], x] +f(y)[z, f(u)[v, x]], (A_7) := −f(u)[v, f(z)[x, y]] − v[f(z), f(u)][x, y] + f(z)[f(u)[v, x], y] +f(z)[x, f(u)[v, y]], (A_8) := f(v)[f(x)[y, z], u] − u[f(v), f(x)][y, z] + f(x)[f(v)[y, u], z] +f(x)[y, f(v)[z, u]], (A_9) := f(v)[f(y)[z, x], u] − u[f(v), f(y)][z, x] + f(y)[f(v)[z, u], x]

TRANSPOSED POISSON ALGEBRAS 21 +f(y)[z, f(v)[x, u]], (A_{10}) := f(v)[f(z)[x, y], u] − u[f(v), f(z)][x, y] + f(z)[f(v)[x, u], y] +f(z)[x, f(v)[y, u]]. By Eq. (6), we have (A_1) = 0. By Eqs. (2) and (6), we have x[f(y), f(z)][u, v] = x([f(y)[u, v], f(z)] + [f(y), f(z)[u, v]]) +(f(y)[f(z), x] + f(z)[x, f(y)])[u, v]. By Eq. (6) again, we have (A_2) = f(z)[x, f(y)[u, v]] + f(y)[f(z)[u, v], x] + x([f(y)[u, v], f(z)] +[f(y), f(z)[u, v]]) + (f(y)[f(z), x] + f(z)[x, f(y)])[u, v] = 0.

Similarly, we have (A_3) = (A_4) = 0.

By Eq. (7), we have (A_5) = −f(u)[v, f(x)[y, z]] − v[f(x), f(u)][y, z] − f(x)[f(u)[y, z], v]. Therefore due to the identity (A_2) = 0, we show that (A_5) = 0. Similarly, (A_6) = (A_7) = (A_8) = (A_9) = (A_{10}) = 0. Hence (L, [ , , ]) is a 3-Lie algebra. □ Remark 4.11. In general, under the same condition in Theorem 4.10, (L, ·, [ , , ]) is not a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra. In fact, it is a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra if and only f satisfies an additional condition (f(u) − u)(f(x)[y, z] + f(y)[z, x] + f(z)[x, y]) = 0, ∀u, x, y, z ∈ L. Corollary 4.12. Let (L, ·) be a commutative associative algebra and D be derivation. Let (L, [ , ]) be the Lie algebra defined by Eq. (28). If f is an involutive endomorphism and Df = −fD, then Eq. (44) holds. Hence there is a 3-Lie algebra (L, [ , , ]) defined by Eq. (45). Moreover, [x, y, z] = f(x)[y, z] + f(y)[z, x] + f(x)[y, z] = det D(x) D(y) D(z) f(x) f(y) f(z) x y z = (D ∧ f ∧ Id)(x, y, z), ∀x, y, z ∈ L. Proof. For all x, y ∈ L, we have f([x, y]) = f(xD(y) − yD(x)) = f(x)fD(y) − f(y)fD(x) = −[f(x), f(y)]. Hence by Theorem 4.10, (L, [ , , ]) defined by Eq. (45) is a 3-Lie algebra. The other conclusion follows immediately. □

This construction of 3-Lie algebras recovers [5, Theorem 3.3] which was obtained by a direct verification.

22 CHENGMING BAI, RUIPU BAI, LI GUO, AND YONG WU

4.3. From Poisson algebras to transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebras. In addition to Proposition 4.4, there is another construction of 3-Lie algebras from Poisson algebras.

Proposition 4.13. [17] Let (L, ·, [ , ]) be a strong Poisson algebra. Define [x, y, z] = x[y, z] + y[z, x] + z[x, y], ∀x, y, z ∈ L. (46) Then (L, [ , , ]) is a 3-Lie algebra satisfying Eq. (35).

Let (L, ·, [ , ]) be a Poisson algebra. Suppose that the ternary operation [ , , ] defined by Eq. (46) gives a 3-Lie algebra (L, [ , , ]). A natural question is whether the triple (L, ·, [ , , ]) is a Poisson 3-Lie algebra. We show that the triple is in fact a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra. Indeed, as we will see in Remark 4.18, the triple is a Poisson 3-Lie algebra only under strict conditions.

Theorem 4.14. Let (L, ·, [ , ]) be a Poisson algebra. If Eq. (46) defines a 3-Lie algebra (L, [ , , ]), then (L, ·, [ , , ]) is a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra. In particular, if (L, ·, [ , ]) is a strong Poisson algebra, then the 3-Lie algebra (L, [ , , ]) obtained in Proposition 4.13 gives a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra (L, ·, [ , , ]).

Proof. Let u, x, y, z ∈ L. Then we have [ux, y, z] = ux[y, z] + y[z, ux] + z[ux, y] = ux[y, z] + yu[z, x] + yx[z, u] + zu[x, y] + zx[u, y], [x, uy, z] = xu[y, z] + xy[u, z] + uy[z, x] + zu[x, y] + zy[x, u], [x, y, uz] = xu[y, z] + xz[y, u] + yu[z, x] + yz[u, x] + uz[x, y]. Taking the sum of the three identities above, we get [ux, y, z] + [x, uy, z] + [x, y, uz] = 3u(x[y, z] + y[z, x] + z[x, y]) = 3u[x, y, z]. Hence (L, ·, [ , , ]) is a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra. □

Example 4.15. Here is an interesting instance where we can compare the construction of a 3-Lie algebra from a strong Poisson algebra by Proposition 4.13 (and Theorem 4.14) with the construction of a 3-Lie algebra from a transposed Poisson algebra by Corollary 4.6.

Let (L, ·) be a commutative associative algebra and D_1, D_2 be two commutating derivations. On the one hand, the derivations D_1, D_2 on (L, ·) gives a Lie algebra (L, [ , ]) by Eq. (4) in Example 2.1, turning (L, ·, [ , ]) into a strong Poisson algebra (see the remark after Definition 4.2), which in turn gives rise to the 3-Lie algebra in Eq. (46). On the other hand, the derivation D_1 on (L, ·) gives a transposed Poisson algebra (L, ·, [ , ]) by Corollary 3.4, which then gives rise to a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra by Eq. (42). The two constructions of 3-Lie algebras coincide since in either case, the 3-Lie algebra is defined by [x, y, z] = Id ∧ (D_1 ∧ D_2)(x, y, z) = (Id ∧ D_1) ∧ D_2(x, y, z), ∀x, y, z ∈ L. Remark 4.16. Let (L, ·, [ , ]) be a Poisson algebra. If the strongness condition Eq. (9) is replaced by Eq. (7), that is, the following equation holds, [h[x, y], z] + [h[y, z], x] + [h[z, x], y] = 0, ∀h, x, y, z ∈ L, (47) then Eq. (46) still defines a 3-Lie algebra by a straightforward proof.

TRANSPOSED POISSON ALGEBRAS 23

Moreover, in this case, the triple (L, ·, [ , , ]) is also a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra. One can show that for a Poisson algebra, Eq. (7) follows from Eq. (9). Note that for a transposed Poisson algebra, both Eqs. (7) and (9) hold automatically.

Similar to Proposition 2.11, we have

Proposition 4.17. Let (L, ·) be a commutative associative algebra and (L, [ , , ]) be a 3-Lie algebra. Then (L, ·, [ , , ]) is both a Poisson 3-Lie and a transposed Poisson 3-Lie algebra if and only if u[x, y, z] = [ux, y, z] = 0, ∀u, x, y, z ∈ L. (48) Proof. (=⇒) Let u, x, y, z ∈ L. Substituting Eq. (34) into Eq. (43), we have x[u, y, z] + y[u, z, x] + z[u, x, y] = 0. Substituting Eq. (43) again into the above equation, we have [ux, y, z] + [x, uy, z] + [x, y, uz] = 0. The left hand side of the above is exactly 3u[x, y, z]. Therefore we have u[x, y, z] = 0. Hence [ux, y, z] = 0. (⇐=) It is obvious. □

Putting Theorem 4.14 and Proposition 4.17 together, we obtain

Remark 4.18. Let (L, ·, [ , ]) be a Poisson algebra and let [ , , ] be the ternary operation defined in Eq. (46). Then the triple (L, ·, [ , , ]) is a transposed Poisson algebra by Theorem 4.14. If the triple is also a Poisson 3-Lie algebra, then according to Proposition 4.17, it is necessary that Eq. (48) holds, that is, all the mixed products of · and [ , , ] are trivial. In particular, if (L, ·, [ , ]) is a strong Poisson algebra, then the 3-Lie algebra (L, [ , , ]) defined by Eq. (46) gives rise to a Poisson 3-Lie algebra (L, ·, [ , , ]) only if Eq. (48) holds.

Acknowledgements. This work is supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant Nos. 11771190 and 11931009). C. Bai is also supported by the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities and Nankai ZhiDe Foundation.

References

[1] A. Agore and G. Militaru, Jacobi and Poisson algebras, J. Noncomm. Geom. 9 (2015), 1295-1342. 2 [2] V.I. Arnol’d, Mathematical Methods of Classical Mechanics. Graduate Texts Math. 60, Springer- Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1978. 2 [3] C. Bai and D. Meng, Classiciation of 2-dimensional left-symmetric algebras (in Chinese), Chin. Sci.

Bull. 41 (1996), 2207. 14 [4] C. Bai and D. Meng, On the realization of transitive Novikov algebras, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 34 (2001), 3363-3372. 12, 14 [5] R.-P. Bai and Y. Wu, Constructions of 3-Lie algebras, Linear and Multilinear Algebra 63 (2015), 2171-2186. 21 [6] A.A. Balinskii and S.P. Novikov, Poisson brackets of hydrodynamic type, Frobenius algebras and Lie algebras, Soviet Math. Dokl. 32 (1985), 228-231. 2 [7] J. Bell, S. Launois, O. León Sánchez and R. Moosa, Poisson algebras via model theory and differential algebraic geometry, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 19 (2017), 2019-2049. 2, 5 [8] L. Bokut, Y. Chen and Z. Zhang, On free Gelfand-Dorfman-Novikov-Poisson algebras and a PBW theorem, J. Algebra 500 (2016), 153-170. 2, 3, 13 [9] D. Burde, Simple left-symmetric algebras with solvable Lie algebra, Manuscipta Math. 95 (1998) 397-411. 14

24 CHENGMING BAI, RUIPU BAI, LI GUO, AND YONG WU

[10] D. Burde, Left-symmetric algebras, or pre-Lie algebras in geometry and physics, Cent. Eur. J. Math.

4 (2006), 323-357. 3, 12, 14 [11] K. Bhaskara and K. Viswanath, Poisson Algebras and Poisson Manifolds, Longman Scientific & Technical (1988). 2 [12] N. Cantarini and V. Kac, Classification of linearly compact simple Jordan and generalized Poisson superalgebras. J. Algebra 313 (2007), 100-124. 2 [13] V. Chari and A. Pressley, A Guide to Quantum Groups, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (1994). 2 [14] P.A.M. Dirac, Lectures on Quantum Mechanics, Belfer Grad. Sch. Sci. Monogr. Ser., Yeshive University, New York, 1964. 2 [15] V. Dotsenko, Algebraic structure of F -manifolds via pre-Lie algebras, arXiv:170607340. 3, 13 [16] V.G. Drinfeld, Quantum groups. Proc. Internat. Congr. Math. (Berkeley, 1986), 798-820, Amer. Math.

Soc., Providence, RI, 1987. 2 [17] A.S. Dzhumadil’dav, Identities and derivations for Jacobian algebras, in “Quantization, Poisson brackets and beyond (Manchester, 2001)”, Contemp. Math. 315, 245-278, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2002. 1, 4, 15, 16, 18, 19, 22 [18] V. T. Filippov, n-Lie algebras, Sib. Mat. Zh. 26 (1985), 126-140. 4, 15 [19] L. Foissy, The Hopf algebra of Fliess operators and its dual pre-Lie algebra, Comm. Algebra 43 (2015), 4528-4552. 3, 13 [20] B. Fresse, Théorie des opérades de Koszul et homologie des algèbres de Poisson, Ann. Math. Blaise Pascal 13 (2006), 237-312. 2 [21] I.M. Gel’fand, I. Ya. Dorfman, Hamiltonian operators and algebraic structures related to them, Funct.

Anal. Appl. 13 (1979) 248-262. 2, 12 [22] M. Gerstenhaber, The cohomology structure of an associative ring, Ann. Math. 78 (1963), 267-288. 2 [23] V. Ginzburg and D. Kaledin, Poisson deformations of symplectic quotient singularities, Adv. Math.

186 (2004), 1-57. 2 [24] J. Grabowski and G. Marmo, Remarks on Nambu-Poisson and Nambu-Jacobi bracket, J. Phys. A:

Math. Gen. 32 (1999), 4239-4247. 4 [25] M. Goze and E. Remm, Poisson algebras in terms of non-associative algebras, J. Algebra 320 (2008), 294-317. 2 [26] J. Hartwig, D. Larsson and S. Silvestrov, Deformations of Lie algebras using σ-derivations, J. Algebra 295 (2006), 314-361. 9 [27] J. Huebschmann, Poisson cohomology and quantization, J. Reine Angew. Math. 408 (1990), 57-113. 2 [28] A. Kirillov, Local Lie algebras, Russian Math. Surveys 31 (1976), 55-75. 2 [29] M. Kontsevich, Deformation quantization of Poisson manifolds, Lett. Math. Phys 66 (2003), 157-216. 2 [30] Y. Kosmann-Schwarzbach, From Poisson to Gerstenhaber algebras, Ann. Inst. Fourier 46 (1996), 1243-1274. 2 [31] L. Li, Classical r-matrices and compatible Poisson structures for Lax equations on Poisson algebras, Comm. Math. Phys. 203 (1999), 573-592. 2 [32] A. Lichnerowicz, Les variétiés de Poisson et leurs algèbras de Lie associées, J. Diff. Geom. 12 (1977), 253-300. 2 [33] J. Loday and B. Vallette, Algebraic Operads, Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften 346 Springer, 2012. 2, 10, 11 [34] A. Mansuy, Preordered forests, packed words and contraction algebras, J. Algebra 411 (2014), 259-311.

3, 13 [35] M. Markl and E. Remm, Algebras with one operation including Poisson and other Lie-admissible algebras, J. Algebra 299 (2006), 171-189. 2 [36] G. Marmo, G. Vilasi and A.M. Vinogradov, The local strcuture of n-Poisson and n-Jacobi manifolds, J. Geom. Phys. 25 (1998), 141-182. 4 [37] S. P. Mishchenko, V. M Petrogradsky and A. Regev, Poisson PI algebras, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.

359 (2007), 4669-4694. 5 [38] Y. Nambu, Generalized Hamiltonian dynamics, Phys. Rev. D 7 (1973), 2405-2412. 4, 16 [39] A. Odzijewicz, Hamiltonian and quantum mechanics, Geom. Topol. Monogr. 17 (2011), 385-472. 2

TRANSPOSED POISSON ALGEBRAS 25

[40] A. Polishchuk, Algebraic geometry of Poisson brackets, J. Math. Sci. 84 (1997), 1413-1444. 2 [41] G. Rinehart, Differential forms for general commutative algebras, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 108 (1963), 195-222. 2 [42] M. Rotkiewicz, On strong n-Lie-Poisson algebras, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 200 (2005), 87-96. 4 [43] L. Takhtajan, On foundation of the generalized Nambu mechanics, Comm. Math. Phys. 160 (1994), 295-315. 4, 16 [44] A. Weinstein, Lecture on Symplectic Manifolds, CBMS Regional Conference Series in Mathematics 29, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1979. 2 [45] I. Vaisman, Lectures on the Geometry of Poisson Manifolds, Progr. Math. 118, Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 1994. 2 [46] P. Xu, Noncommutative Poisson algebras, Amer. J. Math. 116 (1994), 101-125. 2 [47] X. Xu, Novikov-Poisson algebras, J. Algebra 190 (1997), 253-279. 2, 8, 11, 12, 14

Chern Institute of Mathematics & LPMC, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, China E-mail address: baicm@nankai.edu.cn

College of Mathematics and Information Science, Hebei University, Baoding 071002, P.R. China

E-mail address: bairp1@yahoo.com.cn

Department of Mathematics and Computer Science, Rutgers University, Newark, NJ 07102, USA

E-mail address: liguo@rutgers.edu

Hebei College of Science and Technology, Baoding 071002, P.R. China E-mail address: wuyg1022@sina.com