arXiv:2103.00249v2 [math-ph] 12 Jul 2021

SYMPLECTIC Z^n_2-MANIFOLDS

ANDREW JAMES BRUCE^† & JANUSZ GRABOWSKI^‡

Abstract. Roughly speaking, Z^n_2 -manifolds are ‘manifolds’ equipped with Z^n_2 -graded commutative coordinates with the sign rule being determined by the scalar product of their Z^n_2 -degrees. We examine the notion of a symplectic Z^n_2 -manifold, i.e., a Z^n_2 -manifold equipped with a symplectic two-form that may carry non-zero Z^n_2 - degree. We show that the basic notions and results of symplectic geometry generalise to the ‘higher graded’ setting, including a generalisation of Darboux’s theorem.

Keywords: Z^n_2 -manifolds; symplectic structures; graded Poisson brackets; cg Darboux theorem. MSC 2020: 14A22; 17B63; 17B75; 53D05; 53D15; 58A50.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Symplectic Z^n_2-manifolds 2 2.1. Essential elements of Z^n_2-geometry 2 2.2. The Z^{n+1}_2 -tangent functor and differential forms 4 2.3. Almost symplectic and symplectic structures 7 2.4. Hamiltonian vector fields and Z^n_2 -graded Poisson brackets 9 2.5. Canonical symplectic structures on cotangent bundles 10 2.6. Z^n_2-graded gauge and Hamiltonian systems 12 2.7. BV-like Laplacians 12 2.8. The Z^n_2-graded Darboux theorem 13 3. Discussion and possible applications 16 3.1. Recap 16 3.2. Mackenzie theory 16 3.3. Parastatistics 17 Acknowledgements 18 References 18

1. Introduction

It is well known that symplectic geometry, and more generally Poisson geometry, is part of the natural geometric framework for classical mechanics. The impact of this on both mathematics and physics hardly needs to be emphasised here. There are many different generalisations of symplectic geometry to be found in the literature, but important for the work are symplectic supermanifolds. One non-classical aspect of supergeometry is Grassmann odd geometric structures, such objects have no true classical counterpart. In particular, the category of supermanifolds allows for even and odd symplectic structures, the latter being vital in the BV- BRST formalism (see [29, 42, 43]). The notion of an odd connection on a supermanifold was given by the authors in a previous paper [13]. Even and odd Riemannian structures in supermanifolds have long been studied (see for example [6, 23, 24, 25]).

In this paper, we examine symplectic structures in the rapidly developing setting of Z^n_2 -geometry (Z^n_2 := Z_2×· · ·×Z_2), see [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 37]. Naturally, a symplectic Z^n_2-manifold is a Z^n_2 -manifold equipped with a non-degenerate closed two form, we will make all this precise in due course. As compared with supergeometry, there is a lot more freedom with the degree of a symplectic structure beyond simply even or odd, here understood as the total degree. We remark that Riemannian Z^n_2-manifolds were the subject of our previous paper [12], and in complete parallel with the classical setting, can be viewed as the symmetric cousins of symplectic Z^n_2-manifolds.

Z^n_2 -manifolds are a very natural, but demanding generalisation of supermanifolds, both of which are ‘species’ of locally ringed spaces. Heuristically, Z^n_2-manifolds are ‘manifolds’ with local coordinates whose sign rule is determined by their Z^n_2 -degree and the standard scalar product in Z^n_2: ⟨(a_1 . . . , a_n), (b_1, . . . , b_n)⟩ = ∑ i a_ib_i .

Date: July 19, 2021. 1

This implies that for n > 1, in general, we have formal coordinates that are not nilpotent. The non-nilpotent nature of some of the formal coordinates implies that we must work with formal power series and not simply polynomials. In practice, this means that although many of the standard results from the theory of supermanifolds hold for Z^n_2-manifolds verbatim, the proofs are often significantly more involved. It has also been shown that a Z^n_2 -manifold is fully encoded in its algebra of global sections (see [17, Corollary 3.8]), and this algebra is an example of an almost commutative algebra in the sense of Bongaarts & Pijls [7]. We also have a chart theorem ([21, Theorem 7.10]) that says that we can work with morphisms between Z^n_2-manifolds at the level of local coordinates. Thus, one should view Z^n_2-manifolds as a very workable form of noncommutative algebraic geometry. We also remark that Z^n_2-geometry sits comfortably within Majid’s framework of braided geometry (for an introduction see [34]).

In this paper we establish, amongst other results, the following:

• If the symplectic structure on a Z^n_2-manifold is of Z^n_2-degree zero, i.e., of Z^n_2 -degree 0 = (0, 0, · · · , 0), then the underlying reduced manifold is itself a symplectic manifold (see Proposition 2.22). There is no analogue statement for structures of non-zero Z^n_2 -degree.

• The algebra of global sections on a Z^n_2 -manifold comes equipped with a Z^n_2 -graded Poisson bracket (see Proposition 2.32 and Theorem 2.34).

• Appropriately degree shifted cotangent bundles of Z^n_2 -manifolds come with canonical symplectic structures (see Theorem 2.38).

• Any symplectic Z^n_2-manifold admits Z^n_2-graded Darboux coordinates. That is, locally the symplectic structure can be brought into canonical form (see Theorem 2.53).

Parallel to the mathematical works, there has been a renewed interest in the physical applications of Z^n_2-gradings, for example [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 14, 46]. The origin of Z^n_2-graded associative algebras can be traced back to Rittenberg & Wyler [38] and Scheunert [41], both works were motivated by Z^n_2-Lie algebras and their potential applications in physics. It has long been appreciated that Z_2 × Z_2-gradings appear in parastatistics, see for example [45, 50]. Thus, we will focus on the mathematical aspects of the theory of symplectic Z^n_2-manifolds and will not explore the potential applications in physics other than making some comments in the discussion section of this paper.

2. Symplectic Z^n_2-manifolds

2.1. Essential elements of Z^n_2-geometry. Covolo, Grabowski and Poncin pioneered the locally ringed space approach to Z^n_2-manifolds (see [19, 20]). Further various technical issues have been clarified in [16, 17, 21]. We will draw upon these works and not present proofs of any formal statements. To set notation, by Z^n_2 we mean the abelian group Z_2 × Z_2 × · · · × Z_2 where the Cartesian product is over n factors. Once an ordering has been fixed, we will denote elements of Z^n_2 as γ_i for i = 0, 1 · · · , N, where N = 2^n − 1. The convention of ordering that we will choose is to fill in the zeros and the ones from the left, and then placing the even elements first and then the odd elements. For example, with this choice of ordering

Z^2 = {(0, 0), (1, 1), (0, 1), (1, 0)},

Z^3_2 = {(0, 0, 0), (0, 1, 1), (1, 0, 1), (1, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 0), (1, 0, 0), (1, 1, 1)}.

In particular, γ_0 = (0, 0, · · · , 0) =: 0. We set q := (q_1, q_2, · · · , q_N ), where N = 2^n − 1 and q_i ∈ N.

Definition 2.1. A locally Z^n_2-ringed space, n ∈ N \ {0}, is a pair S := (|S|, O_S ) where |S| is a second-countable Hausdorff space, and O_S is a sheaf of Z^n_2-graded Z^n_2-commutative associative unital R-algebras, such that the stalks O_{S,p}, p ∈ |S| are local rings.

In the above context, Z^n_2-commutative means that any two (local) sections s, t ∈ O_S (|U|), |U| ⊂ |S| open, of homogeneous degree deg(s) ∈ Z^n_2 and deg(t) ∈ Z^n_2 commute up to the sign rule

s t = (−1)^{⟨deg(s),deg(t)⟩} t s,

where ⟨ , ⟩ is the standard scalar product on Z^n_2. For example, consider the γ_3 = (0, 1) and γ_2 = (1, 1) ∈ Z^2, then ⟨γ_3, γ_2⟩ = 0 × 1 + 1 × 1 = 1.

Definition 2.2 ([15]). A Z^n_2-Grassmann algebra Λ^q := R[[ξ]] consists of a formal power series generated by the Z^n_2-graded variables {ξ^A}, there are q_i generators of degree γ_i ∈ Z^n_2 , (i > 0), subject to the relation

ξ^Aξ^B = (−1)^{⟨deg(A),deg(B)⟩}ξ^B ξ^A,

where deg(ξ^A) =: deg(A) ∈ Z^n_2 \ {0} and similar for ξ^B .

A supermanifold can heuristically be thought of as a manifold for which the structure sheaf is enriched by a Grassmann algebra. Similarly, a Z^n_2-manifold can, very loosely, be thought of as a manifold whose structure sheaf is modified to include generators of a Z^n_2-Grassmann algebra.

Definition 2.3 ([19]). A (smooth) Z^n_2-manifold of dimension p|q is a locally Z^n_2 -ringed space M := (|M|, O_M ), which is locally isomorphic to the Z^n_2-ringed space R^{p|q} := (R^p , C^∞_Rp(−)[[ξ]]). Local sections of M are formal power series in the Z^n_2-graded variables ξ with smooth coefficients, O_M (|U|) ≃ C^∞(|U|)[[ξ]] := { ∑ α∈N^N ξ^αf_α | f_α ∈ C^∞(|U|) } , for ‘small enough’ opens |U| ⊂ |M|. Morphisms between Z^n_2-manifolds are morphisms of Z^n_2-ringed spaces, that is, pairs (ϕ, ϕ^∗) : (|M|, O_M ) → (|N|, O_N ) consisting of a continuous map ϕ : |M| → |N| and sheaf morphism ϕ^∗ : O_N (|V |) → O_M (ϕ^{−1}(|V |)), where |V | ⊂ |N| is open. The global sections of the structure sheaf O_M will be referred to as functions and we denote the algebra of global sections as C^∞(M) := O_M (|M|).

Example 2.4 (The local model). The locally Z^n_2-ringed space U^{p|q} := ( U^p, C^∞_U p (−)[[ξ]] ) , where U^p ⊆ R^p (open) is naturally a Z^n_2-manifold. Such Z^n_2-manifolds are referred to as Z^n_2-domains of dimension p|q. We can employ (natural) coordinates x^I := (x^a, ξ^A) on any Z^n_2-domain, where x^a form a coordinate system on U^p and the ξ^A are formal coordinates.

Associated with any Z^n_2-graded algebra A is the ideal J of A, generated by the homogeneous elements of A that have non-zero Z^n_2-degree. The associated J-adic topology is vital in the theory of Z^n_2-manifolds. In particular, given a morphism of Z^n_2 -graded algebras ψ : A → A^′, then ψ(J_A) ⊂ J_A′ . These notions can be ‘sheafified’, i.e., for any Z^n_2-manifold M, there exists an ideal sheaf J_M , defined by J (|U|) := ⟨f ∈ O_M (|U|) | deg(f) ≠ 0⟩. The J_M -adic topology on O_M can then be defined in the obvious way. It is known that the structure sheaf of a Z^n_2-manifold O_M is Hausdorff complete with respect to the J_M -adic topology (see [21, Proposition 7.9] for details). Furthermore, for any Z^n_2-manifold M, there exists a short exact sequence of sheaves of Z^n_2-graded Z^n_2-commutative associative R-algebras (2.1) 0 −→ ker ϵ −→ O_M^ϵ−→ C^∞_{|M|} −→ 0, such that ker ϵ = J_M . Informally, ϵ_{|U|} : O_M (|U|) → C^∞(|U|) is simply “forgetting” the formal coordinates. The reduced manifold is defined as M_{red} := ( |M|, C^∞_{|M|} ) . As is customary in supergeometry, we will usually simply write |M| for the reduced manifold. Note that the reduced manifold is a Z^n_2-submanifold |M| → M defined by the dual of ϵ. This inclusion is, of course, over the identity on |M|. Locally this inclusion is given by ϵ(x^a) = x^a and ϵ(ξ^A) = 0.

As standard on manifolds and supermanifolds, one can build global geometric concepts via the gluing of local geometric objects. This is a particularly useful point of view when constructing new Z^n_2-manifolds from old ones, for example, Cartesian products and fibre bundles. That is, we can consider a Z^n_2-manifold as being covered by Z^n_2-domains together with the appropriate coordinate transformations. The key result here is the chart theorem ([21, Theorem 7.10]) that allows us to write morphisms of Z^n_2 -manifolds in terms of the local coordinates. Specifically, suppose we have two Z^n_2-domains U^{p|q} and V^{r|s}. Morphisms ϕ : U^{p|q} −→ V^{r|s} correspond to graded unital R-algebra morphisms ϕ^∗ : C^∞ ( V^r ) [[η]] −→ C^∞ ( U^p ) [[ξ]], which are fully determined by their coordinate expressions. We now proceed to describe atlases as these will be useful when describing differential forms via a generalised notion of a tangent bundle, for example.

For any M := ( |M|, O_M ) , we define open Z^n_2-submanifolds of M as Z^n_2-manifolds of the form U := ( |U|, O_M |_{|U|} ) , where |U| ⊂ |M| is open. Due to the local structure of a Z^n_2 -manifold of dimension p|q we know that for a ‘small enough’ |U| ⊂ |M| there exists an isomorphism of Z^n_2-manifolds ψ : U −→ U^{p|q}. We refer to a pair (U, ψ) as a (coordinate) chart, and a family of charts {(U_i, ψ_i)}_{i∈I} we refer to as an atlas if the family {|U_i|}_{i∈I} forms an open cover of |M|. Coordinate transformations are constructed as follows. Suppose we have two charts

ψ_i : U_i^∼→ U^{p|q}_i = ( U^p_i , C^∞_U p_i [[ξ]] ) , ψ_j : U_j^∼→ U^{p|q}_j = ( U^p_j , C^∞_U p_j [[η]] ) , where we assume that |U_{ij} | := |U_i| ∩ |U_j | ≠ ∅. We then set |ψ_i| ( |U_{ij} | ) := U^p_{ij} , |ψ_j | ( |U_{ij} | ) := U^p_{ji}. As standard, we have a homomorphism (not writing out the obvious restrictions) |ψ_{ij} | := |ψ_j | ∘ |ψ_i|^{−1} : U^p_{ij} −→ U^p_{ji}. We need to define what happens to sections, and via the Chart Theorem, we know it is sufficient to describe this in terms of the coordinates. Specifically,

ψ^∗_{ij} := (ψ^∗_i )^{−1} ∘ ψ^∗_j : C^∞(U^p_{ji})[[η]] −→ C^∞(U^p_{ji})[[ξ]], provides the required Z^n_2-graded Z^n_2-commutative algebra isomorphism. In coordinates, we write ψ^∗_{ij} (y^b, η^B ) = (y^b(x, ξ), η^B (x, ξ)) and similar.

As a result of the local structure of a Z^n_2-manifold any morphism ϕ : M → N can be uniquely specified by a family of local morphisms between Z^n_2-domains, once atlases on M and N have been fixed. Thus, morphisms of Z^n_2-manifolds can be fully described using local coordinates. We will regularly exploit this and employ the standard abuses of notation as found in classical differential geometry when writing morphisms using local coordinates.

Remark 2.5. There is a Batchelor–Gawȩdzki theorem for Z^n_2 -manifolds, see [19, Theorem 3.2]. The theorem states that any Z^n_2-manifold is noncanonically isomorphic to a Z^n_2 \ {0}-graded vector bundle over a smooth manifold, which is, of course, the reduced manifold of the Z^n_2-manifold. We will not use this theorem in this paper.

The tangent sheaf T M of a Z^n_2 -manifold M is defined as the sheaf of derivations of sections of the structure sheaf, i.e., T M(|U|) := Der(O_M (|U|)), for arbitrary |U| ⊂ |M|. Naturally, this is a sheaf of locally free O_M - modules. Global sections of the tangent sheaf are referred to as vector fields. We denote the O_M (|M|)-module of vector fields as Vect(M). We can always ‘localise’ vector fields, X|_{|U|} = X_{|U|} ∈ Der(O_M (|U|)) (see [21, Lemma 2.2]). For ‘small enough’ opens we can employ local coordinates x^I = (x^a, ξ^A) and write

X_{|U|} = X^I (x) ∂ ∂x^I . We will generally not explicitly write restrictions of a vector field and so on when presenting them in local coordinates. Under changes of coordinates x^{I ′} = x^{I ′} (x) the local components of a vector field transform as

X^{I ′} = X^I ( ∂x^{I ′} ∂x^I ) . The R-vector space Vect(M) forms a Z^n_2-Lie algebra (see [18, Section 2]) with the Lie bracket being defined as [X, Y ] := X ∘ Y − (−1)^{⟨deg(X),deg(Y )⟩}Y ∘ X, for homogeneous X and Y ∈ Vect(M), extension to inhomogeneous vector fields is via linearity. The reader can quickly verify that the Lie bracket is (graded) skewsymmetric:

[X, Y ] = −(−1)^{⟨deg(X),deg(Y )⟩} [Y, X], and satisfies the (graded) Jacobi identity [X, [Y, Z]] = [[X, Y ], Z] + (−1)^{⟨deg(X),deg(Y )⟩} [Y, [X, Z]], where X, Y and Z ∈ Vect(M) are homogeneous but otherwise arbitrary.

2.2. The Z^{n+1}_2 -tangent functor and differential forms. Recall that differential forms on a manifold M_0 can be defined as functions on the supermanifold ΠTM_0, known as the antitangent or shifted tangent bundle. Differential forms on a supermanifold, in Bernstein’s conventions, can similarly be defined using the antitangent bundle. In [21], it was suggested that differential forms on a supermanifold M_1 in Deligne’s conventions can be understood as functions on a Z^2-manifold, which we will denote as TM_1. We will take the position that differential forms on a Z^n_2-manifold can be defined as functions on a Z^{n+1}_2 -graded version of the tangent bundle. Differential forms on a Z^n_2-manifold were first considered in [21] and match our conventions. The new aspect is the understanding as functions on Z^{n+1}_2 -manifold.

We construct the Z^{n+1}_2 -tangent functor T : Z^n_2Man −→ Z^{n+1}_2 Man M → TM via the construction of an atlas coming from an atlas on M. We will then come to construct morphisms similarly. To do this we first consider TU^{p|q}_i . The reduced manifold is defined to be |TU^{p|q}_i | = U^p_i . We define

TU^{p|q}_i := ( U^p_i , C^∞_U p_i [[ξ, dx, dξ]] ) , where the formal coordinates are assigned the Z^{n+1}_2 -degrees { ξ^A (0,deg(A)) , dx^b (1,0) , dξ^B (1,deg(B)) }.

Note that ξ are the formal coordinates on U^{p|q}_i , but now considered to be Z^{n+1}_2 -graded. Given an atlas {(U_i, ψ_i)}_{i∈I} on M, we need to construct {(TU_i, Tψ_i)}_{i∈I} . We assume |U_{ij} | := |U_i| ∩ |U_j | ≠ ∅, and set (as before) |ψ_i| ( |U_{ij} | ) := U^p_{ij} , |ψ_j | ( |U_{ij} | ) := U^p_{ji}.

We then define |Tψ_{ij} | := |ψ_{ij} | : U^p_{ij} → U^p_{ji}. We now need to define the Z^{n+1}_2 -graded Z^{n+1}_2 -commutative algebra morphism Tψ^∗_{ij} : C^∞(U^p)_{ji}[[η, dy, dη]] → C^∞(U^p)_{ij} [[ξ, dx, dξ]], which we define using T as a “derivative” and local coordinates: Tψ^∗_{ij} y^b := ψ^∗_{ij} y^b = y^b(x, ξ), Tψ^∗_{ij} η^B := ψ^∗_{ij} η^B = η^B (x, ξ), Tψ^∗_{ij} dy^c := d ( ψ^∗_{ij} y^c ) = dx^a ∂y^c ∂x^a + dξ^A ∂y^c ∂ξ^A , Tψ^∗_{ij} dη^D := d ( ψ^∗_{ij} η^D ) = dx^a ∂η^D ∂x^a + dξ^A ∂η^D ∂ξ^A . The cocycle condition can easily be checked and follows from the chain rule for derivatives (see [21, Proposition 2.10]). The upshot is that TM comes with natural coordinates ( x^I (0,deg(I)) , dx^J (1,deg(J)) ), and the admissible coordinate transformations

x^{I ′} = x^{I ′} (x), dx^{J ′} = dx^J ( ∂x^{J ′} ∂x^J ) . The commutation rules for the coordinates are x^I x^J = (−1)^{⟨deg(I),deg(J)⟩} x^J x^I , x^I dx^J = (−1)^{⟨deg(I),deg(J)⟩} dx^J x^I , dx^I dx^J = −(−1)^{⟨deg(I),deg(J)⟩} dx^J dx^I .

Remark 2.6. Clearly, TM is a vector bundle in the category of Z^{n+1}_2 -manifolds. We will not make use of this vector bundle structure and so postpone details of vector bundles in this higher graded setting to future publications. We will only remark that categorical products exist in the category of Z^n_2-manifolds (see [17]).

The global algebra O_{TM}(|M|) is Z^{n+1}_2 -graded, Z^{n+1}_2 -commutative. Note that this is closest to Deligne’s sign conventions for differential forms on a supermanifold. Due to the linear nature of the coordinate transformations, the global algebra can be considered as N-graded using the form degree or homological degree, i.e., locally the order in dx of any monomial. We then define differential forms on a Z^n_2-manifold M as global functions on TM, Ω^∗(M) := O_{TM}(|M|) = ⨁ p∈N ( O_{TM}(|M|) ) p, and Ω^p(M) := ( O_{TM}(|M|) ) p. Note that Ω^0(M) ∼= O_M (|M|). It is then clear that the algebra of differential forms can naturally be thought of as a (right) O_M (|M|)-module. Locally, any p-form looks like

Ω^p(M) ∋ α = 1 p! dx^{I1} · · · dx^{Ip} α_{Ip···I1} (x), where the Z^{n+1}_2 -degree is (p mod 2, deg(α)) and the Z^n_2-degree is deg(α) = deg(α_{Ip···I1} ) + deg(I_p) + · · · deg(I_1). Note that, in general, there are no top-forms on a Z^n_2-manifold as dξ is not nilpotent if ξ is total degree odd. Warning. By the degree of a differential p-form we will explicitly mean the Z^n_2 -degree. Remark 2.7. We can naturally think about the sheaf of differential forms |U| → O_{TM}(|U|) for opens |U| ⊂ |M|. However, using the ‘reconstruction theorems’ found in [17], we know that it is sufficient to work with the global algebraic picture when defining differential forms.

The Cartan calculus, just as in the classical setting, consists of three vector fields on TM, once a vector field on M is specified. Using local coordinates (x^I , dx^J ) we have the local expressions:

(1) The de Rham derivative: d := dx^{I ∂}_{∂xI} , which has Z^{n+1}_2 -degree (1, 0),

(2) The interior product: X = X^I (x)^∂_{∂xI} ⇝ i_X := X^I (x)^∂_{∂dxI} , which has Z^{n+1}_2 -degree (1, deg(X)),

(3) The Lie derivative: X = X^I (x)^∂_{∂xI} ⇝ L_X := [d, i_X ] = X^I (x)^∂_{∂xI} + dx^{J ∂X I (x)}_{∂xJ}^∂_{∂dxI} , which has Z^{n+1}_2 - degree (0, deg(X)).

Note that the Z^{n+1}_2 -degree of^∂_{∂xI} and^∂_{∂dxJ} are (0, deg(I)) and (1, deg(J)), respectively. The reader can easily check that these local expressions are well-defined, and so glue together to give global vector fields, using ∂ ∂x^{I ′} = ( ∂x^I ∂x^{I ′} ) ∂ ∂x^I + dx^J ( ∂x^{J ′} ∂x^J ) ∂^2x^I ∂x^{J ′} ∂x^{I ′} ∂ ∂dx^I , ∂ ∂dx^{I ′} = ( ∂x^I ∂x^{I ′} ) ∂ ∂dx^I .

From [21, Proposition 2.3], which states that vector fields (as Z^n_2-graded derivations) are J -adically continuous, we immediately have the following.

Proposition 2.8. Let M be a Z^n_2-manifold, and let us fix some vector field X ∈ Vect(M). Then the derivations d, i_X , L_X : O_{TM}(|M|) −→ O_{TM}(|M|) are all J_{TM}(|M|)-adically continuous.

Using the local expressions it is easy to prove the following.

Proposition 2.9. The de Rham differential, the interior product and the Lie derivative satisfy the following: 2 d^2 = [d, d] = 0, [i_X , i_Y ] = 0, [d, L_X ] = 0, [L_X , i_Y ] = i_{[X,Y ]}, [L_X , L_Y ] = L_{[X,Y ]}, for arbitrary vector fields X, Y ∈ Vect(M).

We will later need the following lemma. The proof follows from Proposition 2.9 and the fact that i_X f = 0 for any X and f ∈ O_M (|M|), thus we omit details. Lemma 2.10. Let α be a two-form on a Z^n_2-manifold M. Then

i_X i_Y i_Z dα = X(i_Y i_Z α) + (−1)^{⟨deg(X),deg(Y )+deg(Z)⟩} Y (i_Z i_X α) + (−1)^{⟨deg(Z),deg(X)+deg(Y )⟩} Z(i_X i_Y α)− − i_Z i_{[X,Y ]}α − (−1)^{⟨deg(X),deg(Y )+deg(Z)⟩}i_X i_{[Y,Z]}α + (−1)^{⟨deg(Z),deg(Y )⟩}i_Y i_{[X,Z]}α , for homogeneous vector fields X, Y and Z ∈ Vect(M).

The de Rham complex is the cochain complex ( Ω^∗(M), d ) given by 0^d−→ Ω^0(M)^d−→ Ω^1(M)^d−→ Ω^2(M)^d−→ · · · , which is not, in general, bounded from above.

Remark 2.11. One can also think in terms of a complex consisting of sheaves of differential forms. We will only consider the global complex here.

The de Rham cohomology is defined as standard. Moreover, we have a version of the Poincaré lemma (for the proof see [21, Theorem 5.10]).

Lemma 2.12 (Poincaré). Let M be a Z^n_2 -manifold, then the de Rham complex (Ω^∗(M), d) of M is a resolution of the constant sheaf R.

The upshot of this lemma, just as in the standard case for smooth manifolds and supermanifolds, is that closed forms are locally exact. Moreover, it is known that the de Rham cohomology of M reduces to the de Rham cohomology of the reduced manifold |M| (see [21, Remark 5.12]).

In the same way as for supermanifolds (see [31]), there is a canonical map from the differential forms on M to the differential forms on the reduced manifold |M|.

Proposition 2.13. Let M = (|M|, O_M ) be a Z^n_2-manifold, then there exists a canonical cochain map κ : ( Ω^∗(M), d_M ) −→ ( Ω^∗(|M|), d_{|M|} ) , from the de Rham complex of M to the de Rham complex of |M|.

Proof. We construct the map κ via local coordinates and then check that it is well-defined. We take a small enough |U| ⊂ |M| so that we can employ local coordinates. We will not write out all the required restrictions and define κ(dx^a) := dx^a, κ(dξ^A) := 0, κ(f) := ϵ_{|U|}(f), where f ∈ O_M (|U|). We now need to check that this definition is invariant under changes of coordinates. Specifically, we need to see what happens to

dx^{a′} = dx^b ∂x^{a′} ∂x^b + dξ^B ∂x^{a′} ∂ξ^B , dξ^{A′} = dx^b ∂ξ^{A′} ∂x^b + dξ^B ∂ξ^{A′} ∂ξ^B . One can easily observe that κ(dx^{a′} ) = dx^b ϵ_{|U|} ( ∂x^{a′} ∂x^b ) , κ(dξ^{A′} ) = dx^b ϵ_{|U|} ( ∂ξ^{A′} ∂x^b ) = 0,

remembering that each ξ^′ is at least linear in (some) ξ and so vanishes under ϵ. The above gives exactly the expected transformation rules for dx and so the map κ is globally well-defined.

We now proceed to examine what happens with the de Rham differentials. Let α ∈ Ω^∗(|U|) be an arbitrary differential from, and so, in general, α = α(x, ξ, dx, dξ). Directly, κ ( d_M α ) = κ ( dx^a ∂α ∂x^a + dξ^A ∂α ∂ξ^A ) = dx^a κ ( ∂α ∂x^a ) = dx^a ∂κ(α) ∂x^a . Thus, we have shown that κ ∘ d_M = d_{|M|} ∘ κ as required. □

Remark 2.14. It is clear that if α ∈ Ω^∗(M) is homogeneous with non-zero Z^n_2 -degree, then κ(α) =0. Also, by construction, the homological degree of a differential p-form is preserved under κ, i.e., κ ( Ω^p(M) ) ⊂ Ω^p(|M|)). These observations will be important when discussing (almost) symplectic structures.

To have a functor, we need to describe what T does to morphisms of Z^n_2-manifolds ϕ : M → N. This will allow us to define the pullback of differential forms. We do this via local coordinates. Let us employ local coordinates x^I and y^L on M and N, respectively. We then write ϕ^∗y^L := ϕ^L(x). We then define

(Tϕ)^∗dy^L := d(ϕ^L(x)) = dx^I ∂ϕ^L(x) ∂x^I . Via standard arguments, we can glue this local description together to construct a morphism of Z^{n+1}_2 -manifolds.

Definition 2.15. Let ϕ : M → N be a morphism of Z^n_2-manifolds. The pullback of differential forms by ϕ is the Z^{n+1}_2 -graded Z^{n+1}_2 -commutative algebra morphism (Tϕ)^∗ : Ω^∗(N) −→ Ω^∗(M).

We will follow classical notation write ϕ^∗α for any α ∈ Ω^∗(N).

Proposition 2.16. Let ϕ : M → N be a morphism of Z^n_2-manifolds. Then the pullback of differential forms by ϕ is a cochain map between the de Rham complexes ϕ^∗ : ( Ω^∗(N), d_N ) −→ ( Ω^∗(M), d_M ) . Proof. It is sufficient to prove this locally using coordinates. The result follows directly via the chain rule. Specifically

ϕ^∗(d_N α) = ϕ^∗(dy^L) ϕ^∗ ( ∂α ∂y^L ) = dx^I ∂ϕ^L(x) ∂x^I ϕ^∗ ( ∂α ∂y^L ) = dx^I ∂ϕ^∗α ∂x^I = d_M (ϕ^∗α),

for any α ∈ Ω^∗(N). Then ϕ^∗ ∘ d_N = d_M ∘ ϕ^∗ as required. □

2.3. Almost symplectic and symplectic structures. We are now in a position to make the main definition of this paper.

Definition 2.17. Let M be a Z^n_2-manifold. An almost symplectic structure of Z^n_2-degree deg(ω) = γ ∈ Z^n_2 on M, is a nondegenerate two-form ω of Z^n_2-degree γ. An almost symplectic structure is said to be a symplectic structure if it is closed, i.e., dω = 0. The pair (M, ω) is said to be an almost symplectic Z^n_2-manifold if ω is an almost symplectic structure, and is said to be a symplectic Z^n_2-manifold if ω is a symplectic structure.

In local coordinates, any two-form is given by ω = 1 2! dx^I dx^J ω_{JI} (x),

where ω_{JI} = −(−1)^{⟨deg(J),deg(I)⟩} ω_{IJ} . Under coordinates changes the components of a two-form transform as

(2.2) ω_J ′_I ′ (x^′) = −(−1)^{⟨deg(I ′ ),deg(J)⟩} ( ∂x^J ∂x^{J ′} ) ( ∂x^I ∂x^{I ′} ) ω_{IJ} (x(x^′)). The nondegeneracy condition for an almost symplectic structure is, locally, the invertibility of the components of the two form, i.e., there exists a matrix ω^{IK} such that ω^{IK} ω_{KJ} = ω_{JK} ω^{KI} = δ^I_J . If we are dealing with a symplectic structure, then the closure property can be written locally as

(−1)^{⟨deg(I),deg(K)⟩} ∂ω_{JI} ∂x^K + (−1)^{⟨deg(K),deg(J)⟩} ∂ω_{IK} ∂x^J + (−1)^{⟨deg(J),deg(I)⟩} ∂ω_{KJ} ∂x^I = 0.

Proposition 2.18. Let ω_{KJ} be the local components of an almost symplectic structure. Then the inverse structure P^{IK} := (−1)^{⟨deg(I),deg(I)⟩} ω^{IK} has the symmetry P^{IK} = −(−1)^{⟨deg(I),deg(K)⟩+⟨deg(ω),deg(ω)⟩} P^{KI} .

Proof. From the definition of invertibility and the symmetry of the components of a two-form we have

ω^{IK} ω_{KJ} = −(−1)^{⟨deg(I)+deg(K)+deg(ω),deg(J)+deg(K)+deg(ω)⟩+⟨deg(K),deg(J)⟩+Φ} ω_{JK} ω^{KI} ,

where Φ represents the symmetry of ω^{IK} . When I = J we need (up to the overall minus sign)

Φ + ⟨deg(I) + deg(K) + deg(ω), deg(J) + deg(K) + deg(ω)⟩ + ⟨deg(K), deg(J)⟩ = 0 .

Thus, Φ = ⟨deg(I), deg(I)⟩ + ⟨deg(K), deg(K)⟩ + ⟨deg(K), deg(I)⟩ + ⟨deg(ω), deg(ω)⟩ and the proposition is established. □

If ⟨γ, γ⟩ = 0/1, then ω is said to an even/odd almost symplectic structure. Note that the inverse structures of even and odd almost symplectic structures have very different symmetries under the exchange of the indices. Specifically, even structures are graded skewsymmetric, while odd structures are graded symmetric.

Proposition 2.19. Let (M, ω) be an almost symplectic Z^n_2 -manifold. We set p|q = p|q_1, q_2, · · · , q_N =: q_0, q_1, q_2, · · · , q_N . Then the non-degeneracy condition requires that

(i) if deg(ω) ≠ 0, then q_i = q_j when γ_i + γ_j = deg(ω), (ii) if deg(ω) = 0 and ⟨γ_i, γ_i⟩ = 0, then each q_i must be an even integer, i.e., q_i = 2n_i for some integer n_i.

Proof. As this is a local question, it is sufficient to examine the invertibility of the tensor ω_{IJ} in some chosen, but arbitrary, set of local coordinates. The i, j block of ω is of Z^n_2-degree γ_i + γ_j + deg(ω). The entries of this matrix are in O_M (|U|) for some “small enough” |U| ⊂ |M|. It is known that any such matrix is invertible if and only if the underlying real matrix ϵ_{|U|}(ω) is itself invertible (see [18] and for the super-case see [31]). Here ϵ : O_M → C^∞_{|M|} is the canonical sheaf morphisms. Under this projection, the only non-zero blocks are those for which γ_i + γ_j = deg(ω).

(i) Each block itself must be invertible and so a square matrix. Thus q_i = q_j whenever γ_i + γ_j = deg(ω). (ii) The graded skewsymmetry of the almost symplectic structure implies that if ⟨γ_i, γ_i⟩ = 0, these blocks are, in classical terminology, skewsymmetric matrices. This directly implies that the q_i must be even. □ Example 2.20. Consider R^{2|2,1,1} equipped with global coordinates ( x, p (0_{,0)} , z, w (1_{,1)} , ξ (0_{,1)} , θ (1,0) ).

Then ω_{(0,0)} = dx dp + dz dw + (dξ)^2 + (dθ)^2 is a Z^2-degree 0 symplectic structure. The similarity with even symplectic structures on supermanifolds is apparent.

Example 2.21. Consider R^{1|1,1,1} equipped with global coordinates ( x (0,0) , z (1,1) , ξ (0_{,1)} , θ (1,0) ). Then ω_{(1,1)} = dx dz + dθ dξ, ω_{(0,1)} = dx dξ + dz dθ, and ω_{(1,0)} = dx dθ + dz dξ are symplectic structures of Z^2-degree (1, 1), (0, 1) and (1, 0), respectively. The similarity with odd symplectic structures on supermanifolds is apparent.

Proposition 2.22. Let (M, ω_0) be an almost symplectic Z^n_2-manifold with a Z^n_2 -degree zero almost symplectic structure. Then the reduced manifold |M| is canonically almost symplectic. Moreover, if the two-form ω_0 is a symplectic structure then the reduced manifold is a symplectic manifold.

Proof. We define ω_{red} := κ(ω_0), which is a two-form on the reduced manifold |M|, a priori this could vanish (see Remark 2.14). We need to argue that ω_{red} is non-degenerate. In local coordinates, ω_{IJ} (x, ξ), as a matrix, is invertible if and only if each of its diagonal blocks are invertible (see the proof of Proposition 2.19. In particular, ω_{ab}(x, ξ) is non-zero and invertible, and this is only the case if ϵ_{|U|}(ω_{ab}(x, ξ)) is invertible. The local invertibility is independent of the chosen coordinates, and hence, ω_{red} is an almost symplectic structure.

. If we now further assume that ω_0 is a symplectic structure, i.e., d_M ω_0 = 0, then directly from Proposition 2.13, κ(d_M ω_0) = d_{|M|}κ(ω_0) = 0. Thus, we have a symplectic structure on |M|. □

Example 2.23. Continuing Example 2.20, it is clear that κ(ω_{(00)}) = dx dp, which is the canonical symplectic structure on R^2 .

Just as in the classical setting, we have the natural notion of a symplectomorphism.

Definition 2.24. Let (M_1, ω_1) and (M_2, ω_2) be an almost symplectic Z^n_2-manifolds with almost symplectic structures of the same Z^n_2-degree. The diffeomorphism ϕ : M_1 −→ M_2 is said to be a symplectomorphism if ϕ^∗ω_2 = ω_1. The symplectomorphism group Symp(M, ω) is the group of all symplectomorphisms ϕ : M −→ M.

Remark 2.25. As morphisms in the category of Z^n_2-manifolds preserve the Z^n_2-degree of functions, and similarly, for the associated pullback of differential forms, we cannot consider maps between (almost) symplectic Z^n_2 - manifolds with structures of different Z^n_2 -degree.

We will consider infinitesimal symplectomorphisms and Hamiltonian vector fields in Subsection 2.4. 2.4. Hamiltonian vector fields and Z^n_2-graded Poisson brackets. In direct analogy with classic (almost) symplectic geometry, we have the notion of infinitesimal symmetries, or in other words vector fields whose Lie derivative annihilates the (almost) symplectic form, i.e., symplectic vector fields.

Definition 2.26. Let (M, ω) be an almost symplectic Z^n_2-manifold. A vector field X ∈ Vect(M) is said to be a symplectic vector field if L_X ω = 0. We will denote the set of symplectic vector fields by Vect_ω(M). Proposition 2.27. Let (M, ω) be an almost symplectic Z^n_2-manifold. The set of symplectic vector fields Vect_ω(M) forms a Z^n_2-Lie algebra under the Lie bracket of vector fields on M.

Proof. First, we need to show that the set of symplectic vector fields has the structure of a R-vector space. This is clear from the linear nature of the Lie derivative, i.e., L_{X+cY} = L_X + c L_Y for all vector fields X and Y , and c ∈ R. Thus, any linear combination of symplectic vector fields is a symplectic vector field. Similarly, L_{[X,Y ]} = [L_X , L_Y ] for all vector fields X and Y , implies that if X and Y are symplectic vector fields, then is also [X, Y ] a symplectic vector field. □ Remark 2.28. Note that symplectic vector fields may have non-zero Z^n_2-degree. The Lie algebra of Z^n_2 -degree zero symplectic vector fields is interpreted as the Lie algebra associated with the symplectomorphism group Symp(M, ω). We will not make use of this here and so refrain from presenting details. Definition 2.29. Let (M, ω) be an almost symplectic Z^n_2-manifold. A vector field X ∈ Vect(M) is said to be a Hamiltonian vector field if it is a symplectic vector field, i.e., L_X ω = 0, and i_X ω ∈ Ω^1(M) is exact. Remark 2.30. If ω is closed, i.e., it is a symplectic structure, then i_X ω being exact implies that X is a symplectic vector field. For an almost symplectic structure, we need both conditions for a vector field to be a Hamiltonian vector field.

We will adopt the standard notation i_{Xf} ω = df, where f ∈ O_M (|M|). Balancing the Z^n_2-degree we see that deg(X_f ) = deg(ω) + deg(f).

Definition 2.31. Let (M, ω) be an almost symplectic Z^n_2-manifold, where deg(ω) = γ ∈ Z^n_2. Then the associated almost Poisson bracket is the bilinear mapping {−, −}_ω : O_M (|M|) × O_M (|M|) −→ O_M (|M|), given by {f, g}_ω := i_{Xf} i_{Xg} ω = X_f (g). If ω is a symplectic structure then we speak of the associated Poisson bracket.

In local coordinates, the (almost) Poisson bracket is given by {f, g}_ω = (−1)^{⟨deg(f )+γ,γ⟩+⟨deg(f ),deg(I)⟩} P^{IJ} (x) ∂f ∂x^J ∂g ∂x^I , where P^{IJ} = (−1)^{⟨deg(I),deg(I)} ω^{IJ} . Specifically, (2.3) {x^I , x^J }_ω = −(−1)^{⟨deg(I),γ⟩} P^{IJ} (x). The almost Poisson bracket has the expected properties.

Proposition 2.32. Let (M, ω) be an almost symplectic Z^n_2-manifold. Then the associated almost Poisson bracket

(1) is of Z^n_2-degree γ, i.e., deg({f, g}_ω) = deg(f) + deg(g) + γ;

(2) is shifted skewsymmetric, i.e., {f, g}_ω = −(−1)^{⟨deg(f )+γ,deg(g)+γ⟩} {g, f}_ω, and

(3) satisfies the Leibniz rule, i.e., {f, gh}_ω = {f, g}_ω h + (−1)^{⟨deg(f )+γ,deg(g)⟩} g {f, h}_ω, for all f, g and h ∈ O_M (|M|). Proof.

(1) This is clear as the Z^n_2-degrees of the objects are deg(i_{Xf} ) = deg(f) + γ, and similar for i_{Xg} , and deg(ω) = γ. Thus, deg(i_{Xf} i_{Xg} ω) = deg(f) + deg(g) + γ.

(2) Directly, {f, g}_ω = i_{Xf} i_{Xg} ω = −(−1)^{⟨deg(f )+γ,deg(g)+γ⟩} i_{Xg} i_{Xf} ω = −(−1)^{⟨deg(f )+γ,deg(g)+γ⟩} {g, f}_ω.

(3) This follows from a short calculation: {f, gh}_ω = i_{Xf} i_{Xg h}ω = i_{Xf} ( dg h + g dh ) = X_f (g) h + (−1)^{⟨deg(f )+γ,deg(g)+γ⟩} g X_f (h) = {f, g}_ω h + (−1)^{⟨deg(f )+γ,deg(g)+γ⟩} g {f, h}_ω. □ Proposition 2.33. Let (M, ω) be an almost symplectic Z^n_2-manifold (with deg(ω) = γ). Then [X_f , X_g] = X_{{f,g}ω} , for all f and g ∈ O_M (|M|).

Proof. Recall that for Hamiltonian vector fields L_{Xf} ω = 0 and i_{Xf} ω = df. Directly i_{[Xf ,Xg ]}ω = [L_{Xf} , i_{Xg} ]ω = L_{Xf} (i_{Xg} ω) = L_{Xf} (dg) = d(X_f g) = d({f, g}_ω) = i_{X{f,g}ω} . □ Just as with the classical and supergeometric cases, if the almost symplectic structure is closed, so a symplectic structure, we have a graded version of the Jacobi identity.

Theorem 2.34. Let (M, ω) be a symplectic Z^n_2-manifold, then the associated Poisson bracket further satisfies the Z^n_2-graded Jacobi identity {f, {g, h}_ω}_ω = {{f, g}_ω, h}_ω + (−1)^{⟨deg(f )+γ,deg(g)+γ⟩} {g, {f, h}_ω}_ω, for any homogeneous f, g and h ∈ O_M (|M|).

Proof. Using Lemma 2.10 together with Definition 2.31 (and the symmetry of the almost Poisson bracket) we observe that i_{Xf} i_{Xg} i_{Xh} dω = {f, {g, h}_ω}_ω + (−1)^{⟨deg(f )+γ,deg(g)+deg(h)⟩} {g, {h, f}_ω}_ω + (−1)^{⟨deg(h)+γ,deg(f )+deg(g)⟩} {h, {f, g}_ω}_ω = {f, {g, h}_ω}_ω − {{f, g}_ω, h}_ω − (−1)^{⟨deg(f )+γ,deg(g)+γ⟩} {g, {f, h}_ω}_ω, for any homogeneous f, g and h ∈ O_M (|M|). As we have a symplectic structure, dω = 0 and we observe that the Jacobi identity holds. □ Remark 2.35. For a symplectic Z^n_2 -manifold, the pair (O_M (|M|), {−, −}_ω) should be referred to as a γ-shifted Z^n_2-Poisson algebra. As far as we know, the closely related notion of a colour Poisson (super)algebra was first proposed by Trostel motivated by applications in generalised statistics in quantum theory (see [47]). Example 2.36. Continuing Example 2.21, the Poisson brackets associated with the given symplectic structures are {f, g}_{(1,1)} = (−1)^{⟨(1,1),deg(f )⟩} ∂f ∂z ∂g ∂x − ∂f ∂x ∂g ∂z − (−1)^{⟨(1,0),deg(f )⟩} ∂f ∂θ ∂g ∂ξ − (−1)^{⟨(0,1),deg(f )⟩} ∂f ∂ξ ∂g ∂θ ,

{f, g}_{(0,1)} = −(−1)^{⟨(0,1),deg(f )⟩} ∂f ∂ξ ∂g ∂x − ∂f ∂x ∂g ∂ξ + (−1)^{⟨(1,1),deg(f )⟩} ∂f ∂z ∂g ∂θ − (−1)^{⟨(1,0),deg(f )⟩} ∂f ∂θ ∂g ∂z ,

{f, g}_{(1,0)} = −(−1)^{⟨(1,0),deg(f )⟩} ∂f ∂θ ∂g ∂x − ∂f ∂x ∂g ∂θ + (−1)^{⟨(1,1),deg(f )⟩} ∂f ∂z ∂g ∂ξ − (−1)^{⟨(0,1),deg(f )⟩} ∂f ∂ξ ∂g ∂z . The reader should note the similarity of above Poisson brackets with the antibracket (odd Poisson or Schouten bracket) as found in the BV-BRST formalism of gauge theory.

2.5. Canonical symplectic structures on cotangent bundles. Just as in the classical case, the cotangent bundle of a Z^n_2 -manifold comes with a canonical Z^n_2-degree zero symplectic form. Moving to supermanifolds, the parity shifted cotangent bundle comes with a canonical odd symplectic structure. A very similar situation occurs in Z^n_2 -geometry where we have a multitude of different shifts in the grading.

We will describe the cotangent bundle via local coordinates. We equip T^∗M with coordinates (x^I , p_J ), where the Z^n_2-degrees of the coordinates are deg(x^I ) = deg(I) and deg(p_J ) = deg(J) and the admissible changes of coordinates are of the form

x^{I ′} = x^{I ′} (x), p_J ′ = ( ∂x^I ∂x^{J ′} ) p_I .

We then have inherited coordinates on TT^∗M ( x^I (0,deg(I)) , p_J (0,deg(J)) , dx^K (1,deg(K)) , dp_L (1,deg(L)) ) ,

and the admissible changes of coordinates are

dx^{K′} = dx^K ( ∂x^{K′} ∂x^K ) ,

dp_J ′ = ( ∂x^J ∂x^{J ′} ) dp_J + dx^K ( ∂x^{K′} ∂x^K ) ( ∂^2x^I ∂x^{K′} ∂x^{J ′} ) p_I . Proposition 2.37. Let M be a Z^n_2-manifolds. Then the cotangent bundle T^∗M comes equipped with a canonical Z^n_2-degree zero symplectic structure ω_0.

Proof. In some chosen coordinate system we claim that the symplectic structure is given by ω_0 = dx^I dp_I . The Z^n_2-degree is clear, as is the nondegeneracy and the fact that it is closed. We just need to check that the two-form is well-defined, i.e., it does not depend on choice of coordinates. Directly,

ω^′_0 = dx^{I ′} dp_I ′ = dx^I dp_I + dx^{I ′} dx^{K′} ( ∂^2x^L ∂x^{K′} ∂x^{I ′} ) p_L. Note that the final term consists of a contraction over something skewsymmetric and symmetric in indices and so it vanishes. Thus, ω^′_0 = ω_0 and so the proposition is established. □

For any γ ∈ Z^n_2 (we will include 0 to be consistent later) we have a γ-degree shifted cotangent bundle Π_γ T^∗M, which we will define via coordinates. Essentially, the Z^n_2 -degree of the momentum is shifted by γ. To do this, we treat Π_γ as a formal object of Z^n_2-degree γ in local expressions. In particular

Π_γ p_J ′ = Π_γ (( ∂x^I ∂x^{J ′} ) p_I ) = (−1)^{⟨deg(I)+deg(J ′),γ⟩} ( ∂x^I ∂x^{J ′} ) Π_γ p_I .

Then defining, p^γ_J := Π_γ p_J , we define local coordinates on Π_γ T^∗M ( x^I deg(I) , p^γ_J deg(J)+γ ),

and the admissible changes of coordinates are

x^{I ′} = x^{I ′} (x), p^γ_J ′ = (−1)^{⟨deg(I)+deg(J ′ ),γ⟩} ( ∂x^I ∂x^{J ′} ) p^γ_I . Then TT^∗M comes with induced coordinates ( x^I (0,deg(I)) , p^γ_J (0,deg(J)+γ) , dx^K (1,deg(K)) , dp^γ_L (1,deg(L)+γ) ) ,

where the admissible changes of coordinates are as before, except the shifted momenta now transform as

dp^γ_J ′ = (−1)^{⟨deg(I)+deg(J ′ ),γ⟩} ( ∂x^J ∂x^{J ′} ) dp^γ_J + (−1)^{⟨deg(I)+deg(J ′),γ⟩} dx^K ( ∂x^{K′} ∂x^K ) ( ∂^2x^I ∂x^{K′} ∂x^{J ′} ) p^γ_I . Theorem 2.38. Let M be a Z^n_2-manifold. Then the γ-shifted cotangent bundle Π_γ T^∗M comes equipped with a Z^n_2-degree γ canonical symplectic structure ω_γ , which is locally given by ω_γ = (−1)^{⟨deg(I),γ⟩} dx^I dp^γ_I .

Proof. We define ω_γ := Π_γ ω_0 = Π_γ (dx^I dp^γ_I ) = (−1)^{⟨deg(I),γ⟩} dx^I dp^γ_I . The Z^n_2-degree is clear as is the nondegeneracy and the fact that the two-form is closed. The proof that the two-form is well-defined under coordinate transformations is almost identical to the proof of Proposition 2.37 and so we omit details. □

In adapted coordinates (x^I , p^γ_J ) the canonical Poisson brackets are

(2.4) {f, g}_ω = (−1)^{⟨deg(f )+γ,deg(I)+γ⟩+⟨deg(I),deg(I)⟩} ∂f ∂p^γ_I ∂g ∂x^I − (−1)^{⟨deg(f ),deg(I)⟩} ∂f ∂x^I ∂g ∂p^γ_I , which should be compared with the classical Poisson brackets as found in mechanics and the antibracket as found in the BV-BRST formalism.

2.6. Z^n_2 -graded gauge and Hamiltonian systems. The notion of gauge and Hamiltonian systems naturally generalises to the current setting. As compared to supermanifolds, we have a lot more choice in how we assign the degrees. In particular, we have more freedom in how we choose functions as being of total degree even/odd.

Definition 2.39. Let (M, ω) be an almost symplectic Z^n_2-manifold with an almost symplectic structure of Z^n_2-degree γ. A homological potential is a section Θ ∈ O_M (|M|) of total degree odd/even if γ is even/odd, and {Θ, Θ}_ω = 0. A triple (M, ω, Θ) is referred to as a (non-degenerate) gauge system.

Note that the condition {Θ, Θ}_ω = 0 is non-trivial. The nomenclature here is borrowed from physics and in particular the BV-BRST formalism of gauge theory (see [32]).

Proposition 2.40. Let (M, ω, Θ) be a gauge system with ω being a symplectic structure. Then M comes equipped with a canonical homological vector field Q_Θ ∈ Vect(M), i.e., 2(Q_Θ)^2 = [Q_Θ, Q_Θ] = 0.

Proof. We define Q_Θ := X_Θ = {Θ, −}_ω, which is of Z^n_2-degree deg(Θ) + γ, noting that, by definition, it is of odd total degree. We need to check that this vector field ‘squares to zero’. This follows from the Jacobi identity for the Poisson bracket (and so we need a symplectic rather than an almost symplectic structure). Let f ∈ O_M (|M|) be arbitrary, then (Q_Θ)^2f = {Θ, {Θ, f}_ω}_ω = {{Θ, Θ}_ω, f}_ω − {Θ, {Θ, f}_ω}_ω . Thus, (Q_Θ)^2f =^1_2 {{Θ, Θ}_ω, f}_ω = 0. □

Definition 2.41. Let (M, ω, Θ) be a gauge system with a symplectic structure ω. The associated standard cochain complex is (O_M (|M|), Q_Θ).

In complete analogy with a supercomplex, we have what we shall call a Z^n_2-complex O_M (|M|)_{γi} OM (|M|)_{γi +deg(Θ)+γ} Q_Θ ++

Q_Θ kk for all i = 0, 1, · · · , N, and here deg(Q_Θ) = deg(Θ) + γ. A homogeneous function f ∈ O_M (|M|)_{γi} is said to be Q_Θ-closed if Q_Θf = 0, and Q_Θ-exact if there exists a g ∈ O_M (|M|)_{γi+deg(Θ)+γ} such that f = Q_Θg. The homogeneous kernel and image of Q_Θ are defined in the obvious way. We can then define the i-th standard cohomology group as H^i_{st}(Q_Θ) := Ker(Q_Θ)_{γi} \ Im(Q_Θ)_{γi} , i.e., the space of Q_Θ-closed but not Q_Θ-exact functions on M of degree γ_i. The algebra structure of O_M (|M|) induced a bilinear map H^i_{st}(Q_Θ) × H^j_{st}(Q_Θ) → H^{i+j}_{st} (Q_Θ), where i + j is counted mod N.

The notion of a Hamiltonian system is similarly defined.

Definition 2.42. Let (M, ω) be an almost symplectic Z^n_2-manifold with an almost symplectic structure of Z^n_2-degree γ. A Hamiltonian is a section H ∈ O_M (|M|) of total degree even/odd if γ is even/odd. A triple (M, ω, H) is referred to as a (non-degenerate) Hamiltonian system.

Note that {H, H}_ω = 0 automatically.

Remark 2.43. Thinking of dynamical systems in this context (being intentionally loose):

(1) For a gauge system the “gauge parameter” λ, defined via f → f + λ {Θ, f}_ω is of Z^n_2-degree deg(λ) = deg(Θ) + γ, which is odd.

(2) Similarly, for a Hamiltonian system the “time” t, defined via f → f + t {H, f}_ω + O(t^2) is of Z^n_2 -degree deg(t) = deg(H) + γ, which is even, but not necessarily 0.

For even/odd symplectic (more generally Poisson/Schouten) supermanifolds we only have degree 0 time and degree 1 gauge parameters. For the more general Z^n_2-case, we have a lot more freedom with the Z^n_2-degree of the evolution parameters.

2.7. BV-like Laplacians. It is well-known that the antibracket in the BV-BRST formalism is generated by an odd Laplacian via the failure of the Leibniz rule for second-order operators. A similar phenomenon occurs in the setting of Z^n_2-geometry. We restrict attention to Π_γ T^∗M with γ odd, i.e., ⟨γ, γ⟩ = 1. Then by Theorem 2.38, we know that we have an odd Poisson bracket (see (2.4) for the local expression). In natural coordinates, we define the BV-like Laplacian as

(2.5) Δ^γ |_{|U|} :=

∂^2 ∂x^I ∂p^γ_I + first-order terms.

The exact nature of the first-order terms is irrelevant for the following. However, they are required if Δ^γ is to be well-defined. For example, one may use an affine connection to compensate for the first-order terms generated by coordinate transformations of the second-order term. Alternatively, we may consider M = R^{p|q} and linear changes of coordinates and simply drop the first-order terms.

Proposition 2.44. Let Π_γ T^∗M be such that γ odd. Then there exists a BV-like Laplacian of the form (2.5) that generates the Poisson bracket as the failure or anomaly to the graded Leibniz rule, i.e.,

Δ^γ (fg) = Δ^γ (f) g + (−1)^{⟨γ,deg(f )⟩} f Δ^γ (g) + (−1)^{⟨deg(f )+γ,γ⟩} {f, g}_ω,

where f and g are global sections on Π_γ T^∗M.

Proof. As we are interested in the Leibniz rule we can safely ignore the first-order terms of the BV-like Laplacian. Then directly in local coordinates

Δ^γ (fg) =

∂^2f ∂x^I ∂p^γ_I g + (−1)^{⟨γ,deg(f )⟩}f ∂^2g ∂x^I ∂p^γ_I + (−1)^{⟨deg(I),deg(f )+deg(I)+γ⟩} ∂f ∂p^γ_I ∂g ∂x^I + (−1)^{⟨deg(f ),deg(I)+γ⟩} ∂f ∂x^I ∂g ∂p^γ_I . Comparing the final two terms with (2.4), we see that we have the Poisson bracket, up to the overall factor of (−1)^{⟨deg(f )+γ,γ⟩}, provided ⟨γ, γ⟩ = 1, as we suppose. □

Remark 2.45. In order to fully generalise the BV-formalism to the setting of Z^n_2-geometry one needs an understanding of the theory of integration on Z^n_2 -manifolds. The theory of integration in this setting is, at the time of writing, in its infancy. Currently, only very low dimensional examples are understood. For progress in this direction the reader can consult [37] and the appendix of [9].

2.8. The Z^n_2 -graded Darboux theorem. Let M = (|M|, O_M ) be a Z^n_2-manifold and let ω be a symplectic structure of Z^n_2-degree γ on M. An open set |U| ⊂ |M| will be called a Darboux coordinate neighbourhood for (M, ω) if |U| is a coordinate neighbourhood which admits homogeneous coordinates (q^1, . . . , q^j , p_1, . . . , p_j , y_1, . . . y_k) (not necessarily written in canonical order) such that

(2.6) ω|_{|U|} = j∑ i=1 (−1)^{⟨γ,deg(i)⟩} dq^i dp_i + k∑ l=1 ε_l 2 (dy_l)^2 ,

where ε_l = ±1. This should be compared with the Darboux theorem in symplectic supergeometry, see for example Schwarz [43], proofs of which are sketched by Kostant [30] and Shander [44]. We remark that Khudaverdian gave a ‘simple’ proof of the Darboux theorem for odd symplectic supermanifolds in [29]. Rothstein in [39] gives an alternative version of the Darboux theorem for even symplectic supermanifolds based on Batchelor’s theorem.

We will need some preliminaries before we state and prove the relevant Darboux theorem. The tangent space of M at m ∈ |M|, denoted T_mM, is the Z^n_2-graded R-vector space of Z^n_2 -graded R-linear derivations O_{M, m} → R. Recall that any Z^n_2-graded derivation X : O_M (|U|) → O_M (|U|) induces a Z^n_2-graded derivation at the level of stalks X|_m : O_{M, m} → O_{M, m}, of the same Z^n_2 -degree as X (assuming homogeneity), for any m ∈ |U|. We denote ϵ_m : O_{M, m} → C^∞_m as the algebra morphism induced by pullback to the reduced manifold of M. Furthermore the evaluation morphism at m we denote as ev_m : C^∞_m → R. We then define u ∈ T_mM as the tangent vector

u := (ev_m ∘ ϵ_m ∘ X|_m).

Definition 2.46. Let M be a Z^n_2-manifold and |U| ⊂ |M| be open. A section X ∈ T M(|U|) is said to be non-degenerate at m ∈ |U| if the associated tangent vector u ∈ T_pM is non-zero, i.e., not the zero vector.

The cotangent space of M at m ∈ |M|, denoted T^∗_mM, is the Z^n_2-graded R-vector space defined as

T^∗_mM := Hom_R ( T_mM, R ) , where Hom_R is the internal homs in the category of Z^n_2-graded R-vector spaces. Every one-form α on |U| ⊂ |M| gives rise to a covector in T^∗_mM for any m ∈ |U|. First, we define, for any X vector field on |U|, α(X) := (−1)^{⟨deg(α),deg(X)⟩} i_X α. Thus we consider a one-form as a R-linear map

α(−) : Der ( O_M (|U|) ) −→ O_M (|U|). We can then work at the level of germs at m ∈ |U|

α|_m(−) : Der ( O_{M,m} ) −→ O_{M,m}. A tangent vector u ∈ T_mM can be considered as a constant derivation using the coordinate basis, i.e., u = u^I ∂_I |_m where each u^I ∈ R. This can then be considered as a constant element of Vect(U) for “small enough” |U| ⊂ |M|. We then define α_m(u) := ev_m ∘ ϵ_m(α|_m(u)) = (−1)^{⟨deg(α),deg(X)⟩} (i_uα)|_m , and thus we consider α_m ∈ T^∗_mM.

Definition 2.47. Let M be a Z^n_2-manifold and let |U| ⊂ |M| be an open neighbourhood of m ∈ |M|. A one-form α ∈ Ω^1(U) is said to be non-degenerate at m ∈ |M| if the associated covector α_m is non-zero, i.e., not the zero covector.

Definition 2.48. Let M = (|M|, O_M ) be a Z^n_2-manifold and let |U| ⊂ |M| be open.

(1) A (finite) collection of vector fields {X_1, X_2, · · · , X_s} on |U| is said to be linearly independent at m ∈ |U| if the associated set of tangent vectors at m is linearly independent.

(2) A (finite) collection of one-forms {α_1, α_2, · · · , α_s} on |U| is said to be linearly independent at m ∈ |U| if the associated set of covectors at m is linearly independent.

Lemma 2.49. Let α and β be one-forms on |U| that are of different Z^n_2-degrees and non-degenerate at m ∈ |U|. Then α and β are linearly independent at m.

Proof. Via assumption α_m and β_m are non-zero and belong to different graded sectors of T^∗_mM and so they are linearly independent covectors. Thus, α and β are linearly independent at m. □

Lemma 2.50. An almost symplectic structure ω ∈ Ω^2(M) (of Z^n_2-degree γ) gives rise to a non-degenerate R-bilinear Z^n_2-graded skewsymmetric map (of the same Z^n_2 -degree as ω)

ω_m : T_mM × T_mM → R,

for any m ∈ |M|.

Proof. As before, we consider tangent vectors u, v ∈ T_mM as giving rise to constant vector fields on |U| with m ∈ |U|. Then we define

ω_m(u, v) := (−1)^{⟨γ,deg(u)+deg(v)⟩} ev_m ( ϵ_m ( i_ui_vω|_m )) . The properties are evident as they follow from the properties of the almost symplectic structure. □

Lemma 2.51. Let ω be a Z^n_2-degree 0 almost symplectic structure on a Z^n_2-manifold M. Furthermore, let X and Y be vector fields on |U| that are even and of the same Z^n_2 -degree and non-degenerate at m ∈ |U|. Then X and Y are linearly dependant if and only ω_m(X_m, Y_m) = 0.

Proof. If X and Y are linearly dependant at m ∈ |U|, then Y_m = c X_m for some c ∈ R (non-zero). This implies that ω_m(X_m, Y_m) = c ω_m(X_m, X_m) = −c ω_m(X_m, X_m) = 0, where we have used the (graded) skewsymmetry.

In the other direction, we observe that ( T_mM ) γ_l , with γl ∈ Z n 2 being an even degree, is a symplectic Rvector space. Indeed, the non-degeneracy of the almost symplectic form implies that its components in local coordinates are “block invertible”. In turn, this means that at any point we can consider the even sectors of the tangent space as a symplectic vector space. Thus, we can always work with the symplectic bilinear form in a Darboux basis. As a simple illustration, assume that ( T_mM ) γ_l ≃ R 2 . Then in this case we can always find a basis such that ω_m(X_m, Y_m) = −X^1_mY^2_m + X^2_mY^1_m. Now assuming that ω_m(X_m, Y_m) = 0 implies that X_m and Y_m are proportional (remembering we assume X and Y are non-degenerate at m) and so linearly dependant. Thus, X and Y are linearly dependant at m. □

Lemma 2.52. Let ω be a homogeneous symplectic structure of even total degree on M = (⋆, Λ_{odd}) where Λ_{odd} is a Z^n_2-Grassmann algebra with just odd generators. Then we can find generators of Λ_{odd} (q^1, · · · , q^j , p_i, · · · p_j , y_1, · · · y_k), where deg(p_i) = deg(q^i) + γ, such that ω = j∑ i=1 (−1)^{⟨γ,deg(i)⟩} dq^i dp_i + k∑ l=1 ε_l 2 (dy_l)^2 + J^2Ω^2(M)

where ε_l = ±1 and the generators y are non-zero only if γ = 0. Here J is the ideal generated by the generators.

Proof. Let us employ arbitrary odd generators ξ^A (of the required number and degrees). Observe that

ω = dξ^A dξ^B f_{BA} + J^2Ω^2(M)

with each f_{BA} ∈ R not all zero as ω is nondegenerate. Note that as ω is even that there can be no term in JΩ^2(M). Furthermore, we require deg(A) + deg(B) = γ and f_{BA} = −(−1)^{⟨deg(A),deg(B)⟩} f_{AB} . The question then becomes one of finding the appropriate form of the real matrix f_{BA} via a linear coordinate transformations. We are not concerned with the exact form of the term in J^2Ω^2(M) at this juncture. Thus, we consider f_{BA} as a non-degenerate homogeneous bilinear form on the Z^n_2 -graded R-vector space T^⋆M := V = ⨁ γ_p∈(Z^n_2 )_{odd} Vγp (see

Lemma 2.50). We can thus use a modified Gram–Schmidt process to bring the bilinear form into the desired form.

We will denote the nondegenerate pairing as (−, −) : V × V → V . Let v ∈ V be a non-zero homogeneous vector, then there are two possibilities

(i) (v, v) = 0, or (ii) (v, v) ≠ 0.

Case (i) Let v ∈ V be homogeneous and we set v = v_1, and look for a w_1 ∈ V such that (v_1, w_1) = 1. This can always be found as the pairing is nondegenerate and v_1 is non-zero. Note that this implies deg(w_1) = deg(v_1) + γ (which is odd). Clearly v_1 and w_1 are linearly independent as (v_1, v_1) = 0. Thus, (v_1, w_1) = (−1)^{⟨deg(v1 ),γ⟩} (w_1, v_1). We then pass to the complimentary space ⟨v_1, w_1⟩^⊥ := {u ∈ V | (av_1 + bw_1, u) = 0, a, b ∈ R} and repeat the process until all v have been exhausted. Note that since v_1 and w_1 are homogeneous, the complimentary space ⟨v_1, w_1⟩^⊥ is spanned by homogeneous vectors. Because at each step we pass to complimentary spaces we end up with a set of linearly independent and homogeneous vectors. Let us also observe that if γ ≠ 0 then the process stop at this first stage as case (ii) is impossible.

Case (ii) We now find a homogeneous v = z_1 such that (z_1, z_1) = ±1. This can always be found by rescaling a selected vector. We then pass to the complimentary space ⟨z_1⟩^⊥ := {y ∈ V, | (z_1, y) = 0}, and repeat the process until all v have been exhausted. Because at each step we pass to complimentary spaces we end up with a set of linearly independent and homogeneous vectors.

In conclusion, the nondegenerate pairing on V can then be cast into the canonical form

0 δ^j_i 0 (−1)^{⟨deg(i),γ⟩} δ^j_i 0 0 0 0 ϵ_mδ^m_l .

□ Theorem 2.53. Any symplectic Z^n_2-manifold (M, ω), with symplectic structure of Z^n_2-degree γ, can be covered by Darboux coordinate neighbourhoods (see (2.6)). The coordinates y_l can appear only in the case γ = 0.

Warning. Our conventions with differential forms are closes to Deligne’s conventions with differential forms on a supermanifold. In the proceeding proof, when stating that a one-form is even or odd we will be referring to the total Z^n_2-degree and not the Z^{n+1}_2 -degree. Specifically, if q is an even/odd coordinate, then dq is said to be even/odd. On the other hand, for the skew-products of one-forms we use the Z^{n+1}_2 -degree.

Proof.

Step 1 Let p_1 be a coordinate, p_1 ∈ O_M (|U|), for a neighbourhood |U| ⊂ |M| of m ∈ |M| so that deg(p_1) + γ is even. If there is no such coordinate, go directly to Step 2.

Let X be a vector field in this neighbourhood such that i_X ω = (−1)^{⟨γ,deg(1)⟩} dp_1 (we will not write out all the required restrictions), which is non-degenerate at m. The vector field is by assumption even, so according to [22, Proposition 5.6], there is an even coordinate q^1 (in a neighbourhood of m, perhaps a bit smaller, |V | ⊂ |U|) such that X = ∂_q1 .

Next let Y be a vector field on |U| such that i_Y ω = (−1)^{⟨deg(1),deg(1)⟩} dq^1. Clearly, Y is non-degenerate at m and of degree deg(p_1). Note that deg(q^1) = deg(X) = γ + deg(p_1), so dq^1 and dp_1 are of different Z^n_2-degrees, and hence linearly independent at m, if γ ≠ 0 (see Lemma 2.49).

If deg(q^1) = deg(p_1), then γ = 0, and ω, dq^1 and dp_1 are all even. In this case, however, X and Y , thus dp_1 and dq^1, are also linearly independent at m. This follows from Lemma 2.51. In particular,

ω_m(X_m, Y_m) = ev_m ∘ ϵ_m ( i_X i_Y ω|_m ) = ev_m ∘ ϵ_m ( i_X dq^1|_m ) = 1 ≠ 0,

and thus we have linear independence of X and Y at m, and since ω_m is non-degenerate we conclude that dp_1 and dq^1 are also linearly independent at m.

In any case, (−1)^{⟨γ,deg(1)⟩} dq^1 dp_1 is a two-form of degree γ, that is non-degenerate at m. Moreover, L_X ω = L_Y ω = 0, as X and Y are (locally) Hamiltonian vector fields, and [X, Y ] = 0 as

i_{[X,Y ]}ω = (L_X i_Y ± i_Y L_X )ω = L_X i_Y ω = ±d ( i_{∂q1} dq^1 ) = 0 .

In conclusion, X and Y are (Z^n_2 -graded) commuting vector fields spanning a two-dimensional distribution. Then, via [22, Theorem 5.7], we have a neighbourhood |U_1| ⊂ |V | of m and coordinates (q^1, p_1, z^1, . . . , z^r) such that X = ∂_q1 and Y = ∂_{p1} . We then set

ω_1 = ω − (−1)^{⟨γ,deg(1)⟩} dq^1 dp_1 .

Clearly, dω_1 = 0. We then observe that ω_1 cannot contain a term associated with dq^1 and dp_1, as i_X ω_1 = i_Y ω_1 = 0. Moreover, we know that ω_1 does not depend on q^1, p_1, since L_X ω_1 = L_Y ω_1 = 0; this can easily be checked using the local expression for the Lie derivative.

In consequence, we can view ω_1 as a symplectic form in coordinates (z^1, . . . , z^r) of degree γ. Then we repeat this process iteratively as long as we are able to find a coordinate p_i such that γ + deg(p_i) is even. We end up with coordinates (z^1, . . . , z^r) such that γ + deg(z^s) are all odd and ω is of the form ω = j∑ i=1 (−1)^{⟨γ,deg(i)⟩} dq^i dp_i + ω_j ,

where ω_j is a symplectic form of degree γ in coordinates (z^1, . . . , z^r).

Step 2. Assume now that on a Z^n_2 -manifold M^′ we have a symplectic form ω of degree γ and γ+deg(z^s) ∈ Z^n_2 are odd for all homogeneous coordinates (z^1, . . . , z^r). If γ is odd, then all coordinates are even; a contradiction, because a two-form in even coordinates must be even. Thus, for symplectic structures of odd total degree, the procedure terminates at Step 1. and the corresponding Darboux theorem is established. If γ is even, then all coordinates are odd and the problem becomes completely algebraic. In particular, we consider the Z^n_2 -manifold M^′ = (⋆, Λ_{odd}), where Λ_{odd} is the Z^n_2-Grassmann algebra with the required number of odd generators only. This means that the space Ω^2(M^′) of two-forms on M^′ is finite-dimensional as we only have nilpotent coordinates.

We choose homogeneous coordinates (q^1, . . . , q^j , p_1, . . . , p_j , , y_1, . . . y_k) (all odd and not necessarily in canonical order) such that Lemma 2.52 holds, and we define

(2.7) ω_0 = j∑ i=1 (−1)^{⟨γ,deg(i)⟩}dq^i dp_i + k∑ l=1 ε_l 2 (dy_l)^2 ,

where ε_l = ±1. Note that deg(q^i) = γ + deg(p_i), and we have coordinates y_l only in the case γ = 0. We then define ω_1 = ω − ω_0, which is clearly a closed two-form. As ω_1 is even, it follows that ω_1 ∈ J^2Ω^2(M^′), where J is the ideal generated by formal variables. Hence, there are elements f^1, . . . , f^j , g_1 . . . , g_j , h_1, . . . h_k of Λ_{odd} belonging to J^3, deg(f^i) = deg(p_i) , deg(g_i) = deg(q^i) , deg(h_l) = deg(y_l) , such that (via the Poincaré lemma (see Lemma 2.12))

(2.8) ω = ω_0 + d (_j ∑ i=1 ( f^i dp_i + dq^ig_i ) + k∑ l=1 h_l dy_l ) . The coordinates h_l can appear only in the case γ = 0. Let us define now the new set of homogeneous coordinates:

p̃_i = p_i + g_i , q̃^i = q^i + f^i , ỹ_l = y_l + h_l .

It is easy to see that

(2.9) ω̃_0 = j∑ i=1 (−1)^{⟨γ,deg(i)⟩}dq̃^i dp̃_i + k∑ l=1 ε_l 2 (dỹ_l)^2 .

differs from ω by a close two-form belonging to J^4Ω^2(M^′). As the space Ω^2(M^′) is finite-dimensional, the corresponding recurrent procedure ends up at 0 and the Darboux theorem is proven. □

3. Discussion and possible applications

3.1. Recap. In this paper, we have shown that the foundational aspects of symplectic geometry generalise to the setting of Z^n_2-manifolds. In particular, we have an associated (shifted) Z^n_2-graded Poisson bracket that has all the expected properties, shifted cotangent bundles come with canonical symplectic structures, and we have a version of the Darboux theorem. As compared with supersymplectic geometry, there is a lot more freedom with the degree of symplectic structures other than just even or odd. However, for certain aspects, symplectic structures on Z^n_2-manifolds can be distinguished by their total degree as even or odd. For example, the local components of a symplectic structure are (graded) skewsymmetric in its indices, while the inverse structures are skewsymmetric or symmetric depending on the symplectic structure being even or odd. Furthermore, we have a BV-like Laplacian than generates the Poisson bracket if and only if the symplectic structure is odd.

3.2. Mackenzie theory. By Mackenzie theory we mean the rich tapestry of ideas related to double and multiple vector bundles, double Lie algebroids, Lie bialgebroids and their natural links with Poisson geometry. Recall that double vector bundles (in the category of smooth manifolds) have a natural Z^2-superization (see [19]). In particular, Π_Z2T^∗E, where E → M is a vector bundle, can be equipped with homogeneous coordinates of the form ( x^a (0,0) , ξ^i (1_{,0)} , p_b (1_{,1)} , π_j (0_{,1)} ) ,

and comes with a canonical (non-degenerate) Poisson bracket of Z^2-degree (1, 1) locally give by {F, G} = (−1)^{⟨(1,1),deg(F )⟩} ∂F ∂p_a ∂G ∂x^a − ∂F ∂x^a ∂G ∂p_a − (−1)^{⟨(1,0),deg(F )⟩} ∂F ∂π_i ∂G ∂ξ^i − (−1^{⟨(0,1),deg(F )⟩}) ∂F ∂ξ^i ∂G ∂π_i .

The pair of (linear) homological potentials

Θ_{(0,1)} := −ξ^iQ^a_i (x)p_a + 1 2 ξ^iξ^j Q^k_{ji}(x)π_k , and Θ_{(1,0)} := −Q^{ia}(x)p_aπ_i + 1 2 ξ^kQ^{ij}_k π_j π_i , can be shown to be equivalent to the structure of a Lie algebroid on E and E^∗, respectively. Furthermore, the compatibility condition {Θ_{(1,0)}, Θ_{(0,1)}} = 0 leads to a pair of commuting homological vector fields Q_{(1,0)} and Q_{(0,1)}. These two homological vector fields encode a Lie bialgebroid structure on the pair (E, E^∗) as first defined by Mackenzie and Xu (see [33]). This is completely analogous to the results of Roytenberg (see [40]) and Voronov (see [49]). In the super-setting we have a pair of anticommuting homological vector fields. The potential mismatch of signs in the compatibility conditions is compensated for by the different commuting/anticommuting nature of the coordinates. Rather than present details here, we will defer a careful study of Mackenzie’s double Lie algebroids and Lie bialgebroids etc. in the setting of Z^n_2-geometry to a future publication.

3.3. Parastatistics. Being speculative, degree zero symplectic structures on Z^n_2-manifolds may find application in classical mechanics that include parabosons and parafermions in terms of Green components ([26, 48]). Indeed, Z^n_2-gradings have long been recognised as important in quantum mechanical parastatistics (see for example Tolstoy [45] and references therein). Earlier works in the direction of understanding the classical notion parastatistics include [28, 35, 36]. As an illustration, consider a system consisting of a single non-relativistic paraboson and a single non-relativistic parafermion of order two, which we write in Green components as

Q = q^1 + q^2, Ψ = ψ^1 + ψ^2 ,

which are subject to the commutation rules

q^iq^i = +q^iq^i, q^iq^j = −q^j q^i if i ≠ j ,

ψ^îψ^î = −ψ^îψ^î, ψ^îψ^ĵ = +ψ^ĵ ψ^î if î ≠ ĵ ,

q^iψ^î = +ψ^îq^i, q^iψ^ĵ = −ψ^ĵ q^i if i ≠ ĵ .

We have some freedom in how we chose the relative statistics, and we here choose normal relative statistics (cf. [27]). This generalises the standard commutation rules between a boson and a fermion – parabosons and parafermions are ‘relative parabosons’. These commutation rules can be implemented by assigning a Z^4_2-degree

deg(q^i) = deg(i) = { (0, 1, 0, 1) if i = 1 (1, 0, 0, 1) if i = 2

deg(ψ^î) = deg(î) = { (0, 1, 1, 1) if î = 1 (1, 0, 1, 1) if î = 2

We then consider these degrees of freedom as coordinates on the purely formal Z^4_2-manifold M = (⋆, R[[q, ψ]]). We then consider the phase space to be the cotangent bundle T^∗M = (⋆, R[[q, ψ, p, π]]), where deg(p_i) = deg(i) and deg(π_î) = deg(î). In general, the physical phase space will only be a Z^n_2 -submanifold of the cotangent bundle of the configuration Z^n_2-manifold. As our intention is not to discuss general mechanics in the presence of various constraints, we will not elaborate further.

The degree 0 Poisson bracket then has the form {f, g} = (−1)^{⟨deg(f ),deg(i)⟩} ( ∂f ∂p_i ∂g ∂q^i − ∂f ∂q^i ∂g ∂p_i ) + (−1)^{⟨deg(f ),deg(î)⟩} ( ∂f ∂π_î ∂g ∂ψ^î + ∂f ∂ψ^î ∂g ∂π_î ) . The only physically relevant degrees of freedom are Q = q^1 + q^2, Ψ = ψ^1 + ψ^2, P = p_1 + p_2 and Π = π_1 + π_2. Note that we cannot say if these pairwise commute or anticommute as they are inhomogeneous in Z^4_2-degree. Any potentially physically relevant Hamiltonian must be a function of these variables and be Z^4_2-degree 0. We propose the following simple Hamiltonian as an explicit example, H = 1 2m P^2 + k 2 Q^2 + λ 2 ( ΨΠ − ΠΨ )

= 1 2m δ^{ij} p_j p_i + k 2 q^iq^j δ_{ji} + λ ψ^îπ_î ,

where m, k and λ ∈ R have the standard interpretation of masses and a coupling constant. This Hamiltonian is the obvious generalisation of the Hamiltonian of the harmonic (super)oscillator. Being slack with what we exactly mean by a phase trajectory^1, the phase dynamics are given by Hamilton’s equations dq^i dt (t) = δ^{ij} ( p_j (t) m ) , dp_j dt (t) = −k q^i(t)δ_{ij} , dψ^î dt (t) = −λ ψ^î(t) , dπ_ĵ dt (t) = λ π_ĵ (t) .

Bringing this back into the physical degrees of freedom we have dQ dt (t) = ( P (t) m ) , dP dt (t) = −k Q(t) , dΨ dt (t) = −λ Ψ(t) , dΠ dt (t) = λ Π(t) .

Note that we cannot, as expected, directly apply Dirac’s quantisation procedure due to the presence of constraints as indicated by the phase dynamics of the parafermion. None-the-less, this example suggests that symplectic Z^n_2-manifolds are useful in the theory of parastatistics. Moreover, one should note that any sign rule for a finite number of objects can be encoded in a Z^n_2 -grading, with the standard scalar product determining the sign rule, for a sufficiently large n ([21, Theorem 2.1]). Thus, any finite number of paraparticles with exotic commutation rules between their Green components can be accommodated in symplectic Z^n_2-geometry.

Acknowledgements

The authors thank the anonymous referees for their invaluable comments and suggestions. A.J. Bruce thanks Norbert Poncin for many helpful discussions about Z^n_2-geometry and related subjects. J. Grabowski acknowledges that his research was funded by the Polish National Science Centre grant HARMONIA under the contract number 2016/22/M/ST1/00542.

References

[1] N. Aizawa, K. Amakawa & S. Doi, N -Extension of double-graded supersymmetric and superconformal quantum mechanics, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 53 (2020), 065205, arXiv:1905.06548 [math-ph].

[2] N. Aizawa, K. Amakawa & S. Doi, Z^n_2 -graded extensions of supersymmetric quantum mechanics via Clifford algebras, J. Math. Phys. 61 (2020), no. 5, 052105, 13 pp, arXiv:1912.11195 [math-ph].

[3] N. Aizawa, Z. Kuznetsova, H. Tanaka, H. & F. Toppan, Z2 × Z2-graded Lie symmetries of the Lévy-Leblond equations, PTEP. Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2016, no. 12, 123A01, 26 pp, arXiv:1609.08224 [math-ph].

[4] N. Aizawa, Z. Kuznetsova & F. Toppan, Z2 × Z2-graded mechanics: the classical theory,

arXiv:2003.06470 [hep-th].

[5] N. Aizawa, Z. Kuznetsova & F. Toppan, Z2×Z2-graded mechanics: the quantization, arXiv:2005.10759 [hep-th]. [6] M. Asorey & P.M. Lavrov, Fedosov and Riemannian supermanifolds, J. Math. Phys. 50 (2009), no. 1, 013530, 16 pp, arXiv:0803.1591 [hep-th].

[7] P.J.M Bongaarts & H.G.J Pijls, Almost commutative algebra and differential calculus on the quantum hyperplane, J. Math. Phys. 35 (1994), no. 2, 959–970.

[8] A.J. Bruce, On a Z^n_2 -graded version of supersymmetry, Symmetry 2019, 11, 116, arXiv:1812.02943 [hep-th]. [9] A.J. Bruce, Z2×Z2-graded supersymmetry: 2-d sigma models, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 53 (2020), 455201, arXiv:2006.08169 [math-ph].

[10] A.J. Bruce & S. Duplij, Double-graded supersymmetric quantum mechanics, J. Math. Phys. 61 (2020), 063503, arXiv:1904.06975 [math-ph].

[11] A.J. Bruce, K. Grabowska & G. Moreno, On a geometric framework for Lagrangian supermechanics, J. Geom. Mech.

9 (2017), no. 4, 411–437, arXiv:1606.02604 [math-ph].

[12] A.J. Bruce & J. Grabowski, Riemannian Structures on Z^n_2 -manifolds, Mathematics 8(9) (2020), 1469, arXiv:2007.07666 [math-ph].

[13] A.J. Bruce & J. Grabowski, Odd connections on supermanifolds: existence and relation with affine connections, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 53 (2020), 455203, arXiv:2005.07449 [math-ph].

[14] A.J. Bruce & E. Ibarguengoytia, The graded differential geometry of mixed symmetry tensors, Arch. Math. (Brno) 55 (2019), no. 2, 123–137, arXiv:1806.04048 [math-ph].

[15] A.J. Bruce, E. Ibarguengoytia & N. Poncin, The Schwarz–Voronov embedding of Z^n_2 -manifolds, SIGMA, 16, Paper 002, 47 p. (2020), arXiv:1906.09834 [math-ph].

[16] A.J. Bruce & N. Poncin, Functional analytic issues in Z^n_2 -geometry, Rev. Un. Mat. Argentina, 60, No. 2, 2019, Pages 611–636, arXiv:1807.11739 [math-ph].

[17] A.J. Bruce & N. Poncin, Products in the category of Z^n_2 -manifolds, J. Nonlinear Math. Phys. 26 (2019), 420–453, arXiv:1807.11740 [math-ph].

[18] T. Covolo, V. Ovsienko & N. Poncin, Higher trace and Berezinian of matrices over a Clifford algebra, J. Geom. Phys.

62 (2012), no. 11, 2294–2319, arXiv:1109.5877 [math.DG].

1It is clear that one needs ‘external parameters’ that carry non-trivial Z4 2-graded parameters. To do this rigorously one should think about a time parametrised functor of points. We will not dwell on this here and direct the reader to [11] for a discussion of supermechanics.

[19] T. Covolo, J. Grabowski & N. Poncin, The category of Z^n_2 -supermanifolds, J. Math. Phys. 57 (2016), 073503, 16 pages, arXiv:1602.03312.

[20] T. Covolo, J. Grabowski & N. Poncin, Splitting theorem for Z^n_2 -supermanifolds, J. Geom. Phys. 110 (2016), 393– 401, arXiv:1602.03671.

[21] T. Covolo, S. Kwok & N. Poncin, Differential calculus on Z^n_2 -supermanifolds, arXiv:1608.00949 [math.DG]. [22] T. Covolo, S. Kwok & N. Poncin, The Frobenius theorem for Z^n_2 -supermanifolds, arXiv:1608.00961 [math.DG]. [23] A.S. Galaev, Irreducible holonomy algebras of Riemannian supermanifolds, Ann. Global Anal. Geom. 42 (2012), no. 1, 1–27, arXiv:0906.5250.

[24] S. Garnier & T. Wurzbacher, The geodesic flow on a Riemannian supermanifold, J. Geom. Phys. 62 (2012), no. 6, 1489–1508, arXiv:1107.1815.

[25] O. Goertsches, Riemannian supergeometry, Math. Z. 260 (2008), no. 3, 557–593, arXiv:math/0604143. [26] H.S. Green, A generalized method of field quantization, Phys. Rev. (2) 90 (1953), 270–273. [27] O.W. Greenberg & A.M.L. Messiah, Selection rules for parafields and the absence of para particles in nature, Phys. Rev. (2) 138 (1965).

[28] A.J. Kálnay, Parastatistics and Dirac Brackets, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 6 (1972) 415–424. [29] H.M. Khudaverdian, Semidensities on odd symplectic supermanifolds, Comm. Math. Phys. 247 (2004), no. 2, 353– 390, arXiv:math/0012256 [math.DG].

[30] B. Kostant, Graded manifolds, graded Lie theory, and prequantization, in Differential geometrical methods in mathematical physics (Proc. Sympos., Univ. Bonn, Bonn, 1975), pp. 177–306. Lecture Notes in Math., Vol. 570, Springer, Berlin, 1977.

[31] D.A. Leites, Introduction to the theory of supermanifolds, Russ. Math. Surv. 35 (1980), no. 1, 1–64. [32] S.L. Lyakhovich & A.A. Sharapov, Characteristic classes of gauge systems, Nuclear Phys. B 703 (2004), no. 3, 419–453, arXiv:hep-th/0407113.

[33] K.C.H. Mackenzie & P. Xu, Lie bialgebroids and Poisson groupoids, Duke Math. J. 73 (1994), no. 2, 415–452. [34] S. Majid, Foundations of quantum group theory, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1995. [35] A. Mostafazadeh, Parageneralization of Peierls bracket quantization, Internat. J. Modern Phys. A 11 (1996), no.

16, 2941–2955, arXiv:hep-th/9508061.

[36] A. Mostafazadeh, Parabose–parafermi supersymmetry, Internat. J. Modern Phys. A 11 (1996), no. 16, 2957–2975, arXiv:hep-th/9508106.

[37] N. Poncin, Towards integration on colored supermanifolds, in Geometry of jets and fields, 201–217, Banach Center Publ., 110, Polish Acad. Sci. Inst. Math., Warsaw, 2016.

[38] V. Rittenberg & D. Wyler, Generalized superalgebras, Nuclear Phys. B 139 (1978), no. 3, 189–202. [39] M. Rothstein, The structure of supersymplectic supermanifolds, in Differential geometric methods in theoretical physics (Rapallo, 1990), 331–343, Lecture Notes in Phys., 375, Springer, Berlin, 1991.

[40] D. Roytenberg, On the structure of graded symplectic supermanifolds and Courant algebroid, in Quantization, Poisson brackets and beyond (Manchester, 2001), 169–185, Contemp. Math., 315, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2002, arXiv:math/0203110 [math.SG].

[41] M. Scheunert, Generalized Lie algebras, J. Math. Phys. 20 (1979), no. 4, 712–720.

[42] A.S. Schwarz, Geometry of Batalin-Vilkovisky quantization, Comm. Math. Phys. 155 (1993), no. 2, 249–260, arXiv:hep-th/9205088.

[43] A.S. Schwarz, Superanalogs of symplectic and contact geometry and their applications to quantum field theory in Topics in statistical and theoretical physics, 203–218, Amer. Math. Soc. Transl. Ser. 2, 177, Adv. Math. Sci., 32, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1996, arXiv:hep-th/9406120.

[44] V.N. Shander, Analogues of the Frobenius and Darboux theorems for supermanifolds, C. R. Acad. Bulgare Sci. 36 (1983), no. 3, 309–312.

[45] V.N. Tolstoy, Once more on parastatistics, Phys. Part. Nucl. Lett. 11 (2014) 7, 933–937, arXiv:1610.01628 [math-ph].

[46] V.N. Tolstoy, Super-de Sitter and alternative super-Poincaré symmetries, in Lie Theory and its Applications in Physics, Springer Proc. Math. Stat., Vol. 111, Springer, Tokyo, 2014, 357–367, arXiv:1610.01566 [hep-th].

[47] R. Trostel, Color analysis, variational self-adjointness, and color Poisson (super)algebras, J. Math. Phys. 25 (1984), no. 11, 3183–3189.

[48] D.V. Volkov, On the quantization of half-integer spin fields, Soviet Physics. JETP 9 1959 1107–1111. [49] Th.Th. Voronov, Q-manifolds and Mackenzie theory, Comm. Math. Phys. 315 (2012), no. 2, 279–310, arXiv:1206.3622 [math-ph].

[50] W. Yang & S. Jing, A new kind of graded Lie algebra and parastatistical supersymmetry, Sci. China Ser. A 44 (2001), no. 9, 1167–1173.

† Mathematics Research Unit, University of Luxembourg, Esch-sur-Alzette, Luxembourg, ‡ Institute of Mathematics, Polish Academy of Sciences, Poland

Email address: andrewjamesbruce@googlemail.com, jagrab@impan.pl