arXiv:math/0606645v1 [math.DG] 26 Jun 2006

DIFFERENTIAL WORMS AND GENERALIZED MANIFOLDS

PAVOL ŠEVERA

Abstract. We study differential forms and their higher-order generalizations by interpreting them as functions on map spaces. We get a series of approximations of “generalized manifolds” (i.e. of sheaves and stacks) somewhat akin to Taylor series.

Contents

1. Multidifferential algebras on manifolds 1 2. Late informal introduction 2 3. Differential forms and differential worms as functions on map spaces 3 4. Reminder on presheaves (generalized objects) 4 5. Differential forms and presheaves on families of supermanifolds 5 6. Reminder on presheaves (continued) 5 7. Approximations of presheaves 6 8. Representability of presheaves 7 9. Examples of differential forms/worms on presheaves and of approximations 8 10. The case of sheaves 10 11. Open ends 10 Appendix A. Cohomology of worms 13 Appendix B. Cartan wormulas 13 Appendix C. Integration of worms 14 Appendix D. Level-2 worms in Riemannian geometry 15 References 16

1. Multidifferential algebras on manifolds

We shall make some computations with natural multidifferential algebras that generalize the algebra of differential forms on a manifold. The elements of these algebras will be called differential worms. In this section we just want to see how to compute in local coordinates and what is the behaviour under coordinate changes and pullbacks.

Let us start with an open subset U of R^n (since we are going to compute in local coordinates). For any k ∈ N we shall construct a k-fold differential graded-commutative algebra Ω_{[k]}(U) (i.e. a k-fold complex with a compatible algebra structure), generalizing differential forms on U; Ω_{[1]}(U) will be just Ω(U).

The algebra Ω_{[k]}(U) of differential worms of level k will have the following properties: its zerodegree subalgebra will be C^∞(U) and for every function f ∈ C^∞(U) and every differential d_a among the k differentials d_1, . . . , d_k on Ω_{[k]}(U), we will have

(1) d_af = ∂f ∂x^i d_ax^i. Out of it we easily compute

(2) d_ad_bf = ∂f ∂x^i d_ad_bx^i +

∂^2f ∂x^i∂x^j d_ax^i d_bx^j , partially supported by the Swiss National Science Foundation. 1

d_ad_bd_cf = ∂f ∂x^i d_ad_bd_cx^i +

∂^2f ∂x^i∂x^j ( d_ax^i d_bd_cx^j + d_bx^i d_cd_ax^j + d_cx^i d_ad_bx^j ) + + ∂^3f ∂x^i∂x^j ∂x^k d_ax^id_bx^j d_cx^k (3) and so on.

The algebra Ω_{[k]}(U) is defined as the graded-commutative algebra freely generated by the algebra C^∞(U) and by elements d_{a1} d_{a2} . . . d_{ap} x^i, 1 ≤ a_1 < a_2 < · · · < a_p ≤ k, 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

We defined Ω_{[k]}(U) using coordinates, but it is easy to see what happens when we pass to a different system of coordinates x̃^i. First of all, the relation (1) is valid in any coordinates, since ∂f ∂x̃^j d_ax̃^j = ∂f ∂x̃^j ∂x̃^j ∂x^i d_ax^i = ∂f ∂x^i d_ax^i = d_af. Hence also the relations (2), (3) etc. hold in any coordinates. Now we can pass between any two systems of coordinates – we just set the f on the LHS of (1), (2), (3) etc. to be coordinates from one system and the x’s on the RHS to be coordinates from the other system. Since we can pass between systems of coordinates, we can also define Ω_{[k]}(M) on any manifold (it is easy to see that this definition is consistent). Moreover, for any smooth map M → N we have a pullback Ω_{[k]}(N) → Ω_{[k]}(M), again given in coordinates by (1), (2), (3) etc. We should notice that the algebra Ω_{[k]}(M) belongs to higher-orded geometry if k ≥ 2, since the transition formulas contain up to k’th derivatives.

The definition we just presented was very low-brow. One could give a more natural (coordinatefree) definition, using a universal property satisfied by Ω_{[k]}(M). We shall, however, wait until Section 3, where Ω_{[k]}(M)’s will get a geometrical explanation, together with a much richer structure than that of a k-fold differential algebra.

2. Late informal introduction

It is well known that one can see differential forms as functions on a supermanifold and de Rham differential as a vector field on the supermanifold. It is however less well known that the supermanifold and the vector field have a very simple geometrical explanation. Namely, differential forms on M are functions on the supermanifold Hom(R^{0|1} , M) of all maps R^{0|1} → M (here R^{0|1} denotes the odd line), while both the differential and the degrees of differential forms, i.e. the structure of a complex on Ω(M), come from the action of Diff (R^{0|1} ) on Hom(R^{0|1} , M). We found this geometrical explanation in [Kon].

It is then straightforward to see Ω_{[k]}(M) as functions on Hom(R^{0|k} , M). This gives us an action of Diff (R^{0|k} ) on Ω_{[k]}(M), which is (for k ≥ 2) a stronger structure than just a k-fold complex. We thus get not just a geometric meaning of differential worms, but also some new interesting properties. This point of view of worms also suggests the next developpement, as follows.

Besides differential forms there are other interesting differential graded-commutative algebras (DGCAs). For example, if g is a Lie algebra, on the Grassmann algebra ⋀ g^∗ there is the Chevalley- Eileinberg differential that makes it to a DGCA. As we’ll see, these other DGCAs can also be seen as differential forms on some “generalized manifolds”. By differential forms we mean functions on the space of maps from R^{0|1} to the generalized manifold. The generalized manifolds we have in mind are contravariant functors from the category of (super)manifolds. If F is such a functor, the idea is to see F (M) as the “space of all maps M → F ”, and thus differential forms on F are functions on F (R^{0|1} ). This way we can construct Ω_{[k]}(F ) for any k, and moreover, approximate F using Ω_{[k]}(F ) and the action of Diff (R^{0|k} ) on Ω_{[k]}(M) (the approximation is app_kF (M) = {Diff (R^{0|k} )-equivariant algebra morphisms Ω_{[k]}(F ) → Ω_{[k]}(M)}). We thus get a sequence of approximations of F , akin to Taylor series.

As a simple example, let G be a Lie group, and let us define F (M) = Hom(M, G)/G. In this case Ω(F ) is the Chevalley-Eilenberg DGCA ⋀ g^∗. The approximation app_1F is given by

app_1F (M) = {DGCA maps ⋀ g^∗ → Ω(M)} = {flat connections on M}.

All higher approximations of F are in this case equal to app_1F .

This paper is inspired, besides the fact that differential forms are functions on Hom(R^{0|1} , M), by Sullivan’s Rational homotopy theory [Sull], where one interprets general (reasonable) DGCAs as if they were differential forms on manifolds. In particular, one considers DGCA maps A → Ω(M) as maps from M to some generalized space (out from this one can e.g. construct a simplicial set by taking M’s to be simplices of all dimensions, and then get the homotopy type of the generalized space as the geometric realization). We are interested in the inverse operation — getting a DGCA Ω(F ) out of a generalized space F , and also getting the algebras Ω_{[k]}(F ) that approximate F better than Ω(F ) does.

Most of the ideas of this paper appeared in the unpublished work [KS]; here we attempt to state them in a formally correct way. Differential worms were introduced independently (and with a saner name) by Vinogradov and Vitagliano [VV], from a different point of view.

3. Differential forms and differential worms as functions on map spaces

The basic hero of this paper is the supermanifold Hom(R^{0|k} , X) of all maps R^{0|k} → X, where X is any (super)manifold. It is defined, up to unique isomorphisms, by the following property: for any supermanifold Y , a map Y → Hom(R^{0|k} , X) is the same as a map Y × R^{0|k} → X.

It is easy to see that Hom(R^{0|k} , X) exists for any k and X, and moreover, is naturally (i.e. functorially in X) isomorphic with something well-known:

Proposition 1. For any supermanifold X, Hom(R^{0|1} , X) is naturally isomorphic to ΠT X, and thus (using induction) Hom(R^{0|k} , X) is naturally isomorphic to (ΠT )^kX.

Here ΠT X is the odd tangent bundle of X. Recall that differential forms on X are functions on ΠT X.^1 The proof of the proposition is straightforward: let θ be the coordinate on R^{0|1} and x^i be local coordinates on X, so that x^i, dx^i are local coordinates on ΠT X. If R^{0|1} → X is a map parametrized by some Y (that is, a map R^{0|1} ×Y → X), expanding to Taylor series in θ it is of the form x^i(θ) = x^i(0) + ξ^iθ; identifying x^i(0) with x^i and ξ^i with dx^i we get the (local) isomorphism between Hom(R^{0|1} , X) and ΠT X. This identification is independent of the choice of coordinates x^i, since using other coordinates x̃^i we have

x̃(x(θ)) = x̃(x(0) + ξθ) = x̃(x(0)) + ∂x̃ ∂x ξθ, i.e. ξ̃ =^{∂x̃}_{∂x} ξ, just as dx̃ =^{∂x̃}_{∂x} dx.

The isomorphism of Hom(R^{0|1} , X) with ΠT X is certainly not surprising: the relation θ^2 = 0 basically says that maps R^{0|1} → X are 1-jets of curves in X, i.e. tangent vectors in X. It gives us, however, an interesting explanation of the deRham differential (which, being a derivation on Ω(X), is a vector field on ΠT X). Namely, on Hom(R^{0|1} , X) we have a right action of the supersemigroup Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ), and this action gives us the structure of a complex on Ω(X) (a left action of Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ) on a vector space V is the same as a structure of a non-negatively graded complex on V ).

Let us compute the action of Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ) explicitly. Given a transformation θ → θ^′ = aθ+β of R^{0|1} , we have x^i(θ^′) = x^i(aθ + β) = ( x^i(0) + ξ^iβ ) + aξ^iθ, i.e. x^i → x^i + dx^i β, dx^i → a dx^i. If we take infinitesimal generators of Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ), ∂/∂θ and θ∂/∂θ, we get the following:

Proposition 2. The vector fields ∂/∂θ and θ ∂/∂θ on R^{0|1} act on ΠT M as dx^i ∂ ∂x^i and dx^i ∂ ∂(dx^i) , i.e. as the de Rham differential and the degree.

1more precisely, functions that are polynomial on the fibres of ΠT X; general functions on ΠT X are called pseudodifferential forms on X. If X is a manifold then every pseudodifferential form is actually a differential form.

Now we can make an obvious generalization, by passing from R^{0|1} to R^{0|k} . On Hom(R^{0|k} , X) we have a right action of Hom(R^{0|k} , R^{0|k} ). In particular, the vector fields ∂/∂θ^a on R^{0|k} (where θ^as, 1 ≤ a ≤ k, are coordinates on R^{0|k} ) give rise to k odd vector fields d_a on Hom(R^{0|k} , X), satisfying d_ad_b + d_bd_a = 0, i.e. to k anticommuting differentials. In local coordinates x^i on X, a map R^{0|k} → X is given by functions x^i(θ) on R^{0|k} (we suppress the inessential dependence on Y ), and we have x^i(θ) = exp(θ^ad_a) x^i(0).

We denote x^i(0) simply by x^i (a slight abuse of notation: x^i’s were functions on X and now they become functions on Hom(R^{0|k} , X)). As an example, for k = 2 we get x^i(θ^1, θ^2) = x^i + θ^1d_1x^i + θ^2d_2x^i + θ^2θ^1d_1d_2x^i.

Now we see that d_{a1} d_{a2} . . . d_{ap} x^i (1 ≤ a_1 < a_2 < · · · < a_p ≤ k, 0 ≤ p ≤ k) are coordinates on Hom(R^{0|k} , X) and we can identify Ω_{[k]}(X) with functions on Hom(R^{0|k} , X).^2 Hom(R^{0|k} , R^{0|k} ) acts on Hom(R^{0|k} , X) from the right, and therefore on Ω_{[k]}(X) from the left.

This gives Ω_{[k]}(X) a stronger structure than that of a k-differential algebra. For example when k = 2, vector fields on R^{0|2} have basis ∂ ∂θ^a , θ^b ∂ ∂θ^a , θ^1θ^2 ∂ ∂θ^a , which generates on Hom(R^{0|2} , X) the vector fields

d_a = d_ax^i ∂ ∂x^i + ϵ_{ab} d_1d_2x^i ∂ ∂(d_bx^i) E^b_a = d_ax^i ∂ ∂(d_bx^i) + δ^b_a d_1d_2x^i ∂ ∂(d_1d_2x^i) R_a = ϵ_{ab} d_bx^i ∂ ∂(d_1d_2x^i) , out of which only d_1, d_2 (differentials) and E^1_1 , E^2_2 (degrees) take part in the bicomplex structure.

For further properties of worms see Appendix, and also the last example in Section 9 that contains a decomposition of Ω_{[2]}(X) to indecomposable representations of Hom(R^{0|2} , R^{0|2} ). Some other properties can be found in [KS].

4. Reminder on presheaves (generalized objects) The basic reference for this section is [SGA IV], exposé I. Let C be a category. A presheaf on C is a functor C^o → Set; the category of presheaves^3 on C (with natural transformations as morphisms) is denoted Ĉ. Presheaves can be reasonably viewed as generalized objects of C, with F (X) (F ∈ Ĉ, X ∈ C) interpreted as the set of morphisms X → F . Namely, any object Y ∈ C gives us a presheaf Y ∈ Ĉ via Y (X) = Hom_C(X, Y ). For any X ∈ C and F ∈ Ĉ then Hom_Ĉ(X, F ) ∼= F (X). This way C is identified with a full subcategory of Ĉ (which is the excuse for denoting X ∈ C and the corresponding presheaf X ∈ Ĉ by the same letter).

A presheaf isomorphic to some X ∈ C is said to be representable. For example, if U, V are objects of C, the presheaf U × V is defined as U × V (X) = U(X) × V (X); if it is representable, the corresponding object of C (defined up to a unique isomorphism) is called the cartesian product of U and V , and denoted (somewhat abusively) U × V as well. Similarly, the presheaf Hom(U, V ) is defined by Hom(U, V )(X) = Hom(U × X, V ). If it is representable, the corresponding object of C is called the internal Hom from U to V , and is still denoted Hom(U, V ).

2more precisely, Ω [k](X) consists of the functions that are polynomial in the differentials of x^i’s; more invariantly, they are the functions that are in finite-dimensional Hom(R^{0|k} , R^{0|k})-invariant subspaces of C^∞(Hom(R^{0|k} , X)) 3we make the usual hyper-correct assumption of working in some universe of sets to avoid set-of-all-sets-like problems

Proposition 1 says that in the category of supermanifolds, Hom(R^{0|k} , X) is representable for any k and X. It will be quite conventient to speak of Hom(Y, X) even when it is not representable; we just have to keep in mind that it is no longer a supermanifold, just a presheaf.

5. Differential forms and presheaves on families of supermanifolds

Let us denote by SM the category of finite-dimensional C^∞-supermanifolds. Recall from Section 2 that we want to define differential forms on a generalized (super)manifold F as the algebra of functions on F (R^{0|1} ). For this to make sense, F (R^{0|1} ) should be itself a supermanifold, and thus F should be a functor SM^o → SM rather than SM^o → Set. To get interesting examples we would have to admit some infinite-dimensional supermanifolds to SM. We prefer not to do it, and rather use ^SM as a formal replacement of infinite-dimensional supermanifolds, i.e. to consider functors SM^o → ^SM (which is the same as presheaves on SM × SM). We need these contravariant functors to be functorial in this strong sense: for any two supermanifolds X, Y we need a morphism Hom(X, Y )×F (Y ) → F (X), and these morphisms are required to be coherent under the composition of Hom’s. Such a functor is the same as a presheaf on the following category, which has the same objects as SM × SM, but more morphisms.

Definition 1. The category PSM (of product families of supermanifolds) has pairs of supermanifolds as objects, and morphisms (X_1, B_1) → (X_2, B_2) are commutative squares

X_1 × B_1 → X_2 × B_2 ↓ ↓ B_1 → B_2

where the vertical arrows are the canonical projections.

It means that a morphism (X_1, B_1) → (X_2, B_2) is the same as a map B_1 → B_2 and a map X_1 × B_1 → X_2, or in other words, Hom ((X_1, B_1), (X_2, B_2)) ∼= (B_2 × Hom(X_1, X_2))(B_1). This observation gives a morphism Hom(X, Y ) × F (Y, ·) → F (X, ·) in ^SM for any X, Y ∈ SM and F ∈ ^PSM, in particular, a right action of Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ) on F (R^{0|1} , ·).

Definition 2. If F ∈ ^PSM and F (R^{0|1} , ·) ∈ ^SM is representable, differential forms on F are functions on (the supermanifold representing) F (R^{0|1} , ·). Similarly, level-n differential worms are defined by substituting R^{0|1} with R^{0|n} .

In particular, if F is represented by (X, {point}) then F (R^{0|1} , ·) is represented by the supermanifold Hom(R^{0|1} , X) = ΠT X, so that differential forms on F are the same as differential forms on X.

Presheaves on PSM are a reasonable definition for the “generalized manifolds” of Section 2; they will be the basic object of our study.

Remark. Presheaves on the category PSM might look a bit exotic. However, “natural” presheaves on the category of manifolds usually admit a natural extension to PSM. Consider e.g. the presheaf of differential k-forms. Firstly, differential forms make sense on supermanifolds, so we have a presheaf on SM. Secondly, if X and B are supermanifolds, we can consider families of differential k-forms on X smoothly parametrized by B; this way we get a presheaf on PSM. Roughly speaking, smooth families of something on X, parametrized by B, are the presheaves on PSM that we are interested in.

6. Reminder on presheaves (continued)

Here we shall recall the relation between presheaves on a category and on its full subcategory: if C ⊂ D is a full subcategory then we can see Ĉ as a full subcategory of D̂, we have a projection app : D̂ → D̂ onto Ĉ and a natural transformation id_{D̂} → app. It will be the basis for approximations of “generalized manifolds” using their worms (hence the notation “app” for the functor), as outlined in Section 2.

Let first C, D be any categories and u : C → D any functor. It induces a functor u^∗ : D̂ → Ĉ via u^∗(F ) = F ∘ u. The functor u^∗ admits a right adjoint u_∗ : Ĉ → D̂, that can be defined via u_∗(F )(Z) = Hom_Ĉ(u^∗(Z), F ) for F ∈ Ĉ and Z ∈ D. If now C is a full subcategory^4 of D and u is the inclusion (the only situation we shall meet; in that case u^∗ is simply the restriction) then u^∗ ∘ u_∗ is (isomorphic to) id_Ĉ and consequently u_∗ is fully faithful. We can thus use u_∗ to identify Ĉ with a full subcategory of D̂, and u∗ gives us a projection D̂ → Ĉ; the above mentioned functor app : D̂ → D̂ will be defined as u_∗ ∘ u^∗ and the morphism id_{D̂} → app comes from the fact that u^∗ and u_∗ form an adjoint pair.

We finish with a simple condition that forces u^∗ (and thus u_∗) to be an equivalence of categories. Lemma 1. Suppose that u : C → D is a fully faithful functor, and that any object Y ∈ D is a retract of some object X ∈ C, i.e. that there are morphisms Y → u(X) → Y that compose to id_Y . Then u^∗, and consequently u_∗, is an equivalence of categories.

7. Approximations of presheaves

Definition 3. For n ∈ N, the category PSM_n is the full subcategory of PSM with objects (R^{0|n} , B), B ∈ SM .

We have Hom ( (R^{0|n} , B_1), (R^{0|n} , B_2) ) ≃ Hom(B_1, B_2) × Hom(R^{0|n} , R^{0|n} )(B_1), so we get the following lemma:

Lemma 2. An object of ^PSM_n can be equivalently described as an object of ^SM with a right action of Hom(R^{0|n} , R^{0|n} ); a morphism of ^PSM_n corresponds to an equivariant morphism of ^SM.

This lemma means that if F ∈ ^PSM then taking F (R^{0|n} , ·) ∈ ^SM together with the right action of Hom(R^{0|n} , R^{0|n} ) is equivalent to restricting F from PSM to PSM_n. In other words, if F (R^{0|n} , ·) happens to be representable, the algebra of level-n worms on F together with the (left) action of Hom(R^{0|n} , R^{0|n} ) is equivalent to the restriction of F to PSM_n. In particular, the differential graded algebra of differential forms on F is equivalent to the restriction of F to PSM_1.

Next we shall see that restriction to PSM_k can be restored from restriction to PSM_l whenever k ≤ l. To this end we define some auxiliary categories:

Definition 4. The category PSM_{≤n} is the full subcategory of PSM with objects (X, B) such that X = R^{0|m} with m ≤ n.

These categories form a chain PSM_{≤0} ⊂ PSM_{≤1} ⊂ PSM_{≤2} ⊂ · · · ⊂ PSM. Moreover the inclusion PSM_n ⊂ PSM_{≤n} satisfies the assumption of Lemma 1, i.e.

Lemma 3. Let u : PSM_n → PSM_{≤n} be the inclusion. Then u^∗ is an equivalence of categories.

This means that there is no difference between restriction of a presheaf from PSM to PSM_{≤n} or to PSM_n; PSM_ns are nice because of Lemma 2, while PSM_{≤n}s are nice because they form an increasing chain.

Definition 5. Let u_n : PSM_{≤n} → PSM be the inclusion. The n-th approximation is the functor app_n = u_{n∗} ∘ u^∗_n : ^PSM → ^PSM. The approximating morphism is the morphism id_{^PSM} → app_n coming from the fact that u_{n∗} and u^∗_n form an adjoint pair of functors. A presheaf F ∈ ^PSM is of order n if F → app_n(F ) is an isomorphism (it is then of order m for every m ≥ n), or equivalently, if it is of the form u_{n∗}(G) for some G ∈ ^PSM_{≤n}.

The category of presheaves of order n is thus equivalent to ^PSM_{≤n} (or ^PSM_n); in particular, for n = 0 it is equivalent to ^SM. The chain PSM_{≤0} ⊂ PSM_{≤1} ⊂ PSM_{≤2} ⊂ · · · ⊂ PSM gives us a chain app_0 ← app_1 ← app_2 ← · · · ← app_n ← · · · that together with the approximating morphisms id_{^PSM} → app_k form a commutative diagram.

4There is, of course, no real difference between a fully faithful functor and a full subcategory. Sometimes we shall even commit the crime of calling a category C to be a full subcategory of D when all we have is a fully faithful functor C → D, provided the functor is clear from the context (C is then just equivalent to a full subcategory of D).

8. Representability of presheaves To get differential worms on an F (see Definition 2) we need F (R^{0|n} , ·) to be representable, so let us study this case.

Definition 6. The objects of the category SM_{[n]} are supermanifolds with right action of the super-semigroup Hom(R^{0|n} , R^{0|n} ), and morphisms are equivariant maps.

By Lemma 2 this category is a full subcategory of ^PSM_n, and thus of ^PSM. The objects of SM_{[1]} are also called differential non-negatively graded supermanifolds.

The following definition says that F admits level-n worms and that it is completely determined by these worms.

Definition 7. A presheaf F on PSM is n-representable if it is of order n and if F (R^{0|n} , ·) is representable.

0-representable presheaves are those represented by objects of PSM of the form (X, {point}) (where X is the supermanifold representing F ({point}, ·)), i.e. their category is equivalent to SM. Similarly, we have the following obvious claim for arbitrary n:

Proposition 3. The category of n-representable presheaves on PSM is equivalent to SM_{[n]}, where Z ∈ SM_{[n]} corresponding to an n-representable F is the supermanifold representing F (R^{0|n} , ·), and F corresponding to Z is given by

F (X, B) = the set of Hom(R^{0|n} , R^{0|n} )-equivariant maps Hom(R^{0|n} , X) × B → Z.

In particular the object Z ∈ SM_{[n]} corresponding to (X, B) is Hom(R^{0|n} , X) × B.

It follows from definition that if F ∈ ^PSM is of order n then it is of order m for any m ≥ n. We shall make a conjecture that same is valid for n-representability, i.e. that the categories of nrepresentable functors form an increasing chain. If the conjecture is valid, by the previous theorem we have a chain of fully faithful functors

SM = SM_{[0]} → SM_{[1]} → SM_{[2]} → · · ·

Conjecture. Let F be an n-representable presheaf on PSM. Then

1. F is m-representable for every m ≥ n 2. app_m(F ) is m-representable for every m.

Remark. 1. follows from 2. since F ∼= app_m(F ) for m ≥ n. We thus have to prove that if Z is an object of SM_{[n]} (in our case Z is the supermanifold representing F (R^{0|n} , ·)) then the following presheaf H ∈ ^SM is representable:

H(X) = the set of Hom(R^{0|n} , R^{0|n} )-equivariant maps Hom(R^{0|n} , R^{0|m} ) × X → Z.

This is easy to see if m ≤ n, but we were not able to prove (or disprove) it when m > n. (The conjecture is, of course, true for all the examples we shall consider.)

We understood ^PSM and all its subcategories such as ^PSM_n and SM_{[n]} as categories of generalized supermanifolds. Here is the condition for a generalized manifold:

Definition 8. A presheaf F ∈ ^PSM is even if it is stable under the parity involution, i.e. if for every (X, B) ∈ PSM, F sends the parity involution (X, B) → (X, B) (which is the parity involution applied to both X and B) to the identity on F (X, B).

If F is represented by some (Y, C) ∈ PSM, this condition means that both Y and C are manifolds. The condition translates to SM_{[n]} in the following way: the parity involution of R^{0|n} (an element of Hom(R^{0|n} , R^{0|n} )) should act on a Z ∈ SM_{[n]} by the parity involution of Z. In particular, for n = 1 it means that if f is a function on Z of degree d, its parity is the parity of d.

9. Examples of differential forms/worms on presheaves and of approximations

The presheaves F ∈ ^PSM in this section will be of the form F (X, B) = smooth families of something on X, parametrized by B. It’s an experimental fact (but not a theorem) that such presheaves admit worms of any level (i.e. F (R^{0|n} , ·) is representable for every n, or in other words, app_n(F ) is n-representable for every n).

Example. As the most trivial example, let us take the presheaf represented by an object (X, B). This presheaf is n-representable for any n ≥ 1, the corresponding object in SM_{[n]} is Hom(R^{0|n} , X)× B, hence the level-n worms on the presheaf are level-n worms on X smoothly parametrized by B. The presheaf is 0-representable only if B is a point (which is, however, the most interesting case).

Example. Let G be a Lie group (or supergroup). Let F (X, B) = Hom(X × B, G)/Hom(B, G) (where both Hom(X × B, G) and Hom(B, G) inherit the group structure from G). Then F (R^{0|1} , ·) is represented by Πg = Hom(R^{0|1} , G)/G. Differential forms on F , i.e. the differential graded algebra of functions on Πg, is the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex of g. We have app_1(F )(X, B) = smooth families of flat g-connections on X parametrized by B; app_1(F ) is thus the sheafification of F . All higher approximations of F are isomorphic to app_1(F ).

Example. As a generalization of the previous example, let G be a Lie groupoid (or supergroupoid). From X, B ∈ SM we form a groupoid G_{X,B} with objects X ×B and morphisms X ×X ×B (i.e. the pair groupoid of X times the trivial groupoid of B). We define F (X, B) = {Lie groupoid morphisms G_{X,B} → G} (in other words, families of Lie groupoid morphisms from the pair groupoid of X smoothly parametrized by B). Then F (R^{0|1} , ·) is represented by ΠA, where A is the Lie algebroid of G. The algebra of differential forms on F is thus Γ( ⋀ A), the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex of A.

The first approximation of F is given by app_1(F )(X, B) = {Lie algebroid morphisms T X × B → G}, i.e. it is the sheafification of F . Higher approximations of F are again isomorphic to app_1(F ).

Example. This is an extremely simple example, but it might be enlightening. Let F be given by F (X, B) = {families of closed k-forms on X smootly parametrized by B}.

Then F (R^{0|1} , ·) is represented by the (1-dimensional) vector superspace of closed k-forms on R^{0|1} , i.e. by R[k]. This F is 1-representable.

Example. This is an example of a presheaf on which a group acts. Let G be a Lie group, g its Lie algebra, and let F be given by

F (X, B) = {families of g-connections on X smoothly parametrized by B}. On this F acts the group (represented by) G, namely on F (X, B) acts the group Hom(X × B, G) by gauge transformations. The presheaf F is 1-representable, the algebra of differential forms on F is the Weil algebra W (g). Moreover, the action of Hom(R^{0|1} , G) on differential forms gives the standard G-differential structure on W (g).

If now M is a manifold (or supermanifold) with G-action, the algebra of differential forms on F × M is W (g) ⊗ Ω(M), and the algebra of Hom(R^{0|1} , G)-invariant differential forms is the basic subcomplex (whose cohomology is the equivariant cohomology of M if G is compact).

Example. Let us fix a supermanifold Y and let F be given by F (X, B) = Hom(X × X × B, Y ) (or in other words, families of smooth maps X × X → Y smoothly parametrized by B). Then F (R^{0|n} , ·) is represented by Hom(R^{0|n} × R^{0|n} , Y ), and

app_n(F )(X, B) = {smooth families of sections of j^k(X, Y ) parametrized by B}, where j^k(X, Y ) → X is the bundle of k-jets of maps X → Y . If for example Y = R, the differential forms on F form the free graded commutative algebra generated by x, ξ, τ, t with deg x = 0, deg ξ = deg τ = 1, deg t = 2, with differential given by dx = ξ, dτ = t.

Example. Given m ∈ N we shall consider the presheaf given by

F (X, B) = {smooth families of sections of (T^∗)^{⊗m}X, parametrized by B},

and similar presheaves given by natural subbundles of (T^∗)^{⊗m}X (it is convenient to decompose (T^∗)^{⊗m}X with respect to the action of the symmetric group S_m).

Let λ be a Young diagram with m squares, e.g.

for m = 10, and let W_{(λ)} be the corresponding irreducible representation of S_m. If V is a vector space, let V_λ = Hom_{Sm} (W_{(λ)}, V^{⊗m}),

where S_m acts on V^{⊗m} by permutations of factors (recall that V_λ is an irreducible representation of GL(V )). This way we get a functor from the category of vector spaces to itself, given by V → V_λ, and thus a presheaf

F_λ(X, B) = {smooth families of sections of T^∗_λ X, parametrized by B}.

For any λ and any n the functor F_λ(R^{0|n} , ·) is represented by the vector superspace Γ(T^∗_λ R^{0|n} ). Let c be the number of columns of λ. The presheaf F_λ is n-representable for n > c, while app_n(F_λ)(X, B) = {0} for n < c. For n = c we have

app_c(F_λ)(X, B) = {smooth families of sections of ~T^∗_λ X, parametrized by B},

where ~T^∗_λ X is a natural bundle over X containing T^∗_λ X.

If c = 1 (the case of differential forms) then ~T^∗_λ X = T^∗_λ X; the same is true when λ has only one row (the case of symmetric tensors). When c = 2 we have the following result: ~T^∗_λ X has a natural increasing filtration T^∗_λ X = A_1 ⊂ A_2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ ~T^∗_λ X,

such that each A_{i+1}/A_i is isomorphic to some T^∗_μ X. The rule for obtaining these μ’s from λ should be clear from this picture:

In words, we keep removing squares from the two column and adding them to the first row, till the second column contains only one square.

This result enables us to decompose Ω_{[2]}(M) to indecomposable representation of the supersemigroup Hom(R^{0|2} , R^{0|2} ). The irreducible (left) representations of Hom(R^{0|2} , R^{0|2} ) are duals of Γ(T^∗_λ R^{0|2} ) for 2-column λ’s (these are called generic irreducibles), and duals of the spaces of closed k-forms on R^{0|2} , k ∈ N (non-generic irreducibles). The representation theory of Hom(R^{0|2} , R^{0|2} ) is quite simple: generic irreducibles never appear in the composition series of reducible indecomposable representations, and the only reducible indecomposable cyclic representations are duals to the spaces of differential k-forms on R^{0|2} , k ∈ N. It gives the following decomposition of polynomial functions on Hom(R^{0|2} , R^{0|2} ):

Ω_{[2]}(R^{0|2} ) ∼= ( ⨁ λ Γ(T^∗_λ R^{0|2} )^∗ ⊗ Γ(T^∗_λ R^{0|2} ) ) ⊕ ⨁ k Ω^k(R^{0|2} )^∗ ⊗ Ω^k(R^{0|2} ) d( ⨁ k Ω^k(R^{0|2} )^∗ ⊗ Ω^{k−1}(R^{0|2} ))

(where the sum is over all 2-column λ’s) and thus for any supermanifold X

Ω_{[2]}(X) ∼= ( ⨁ λ Γ(T^∗_λ R^{0|2} )^∗ ⊗ Γ(~T^∗_λ X) ) ⊕ ⨁ k Ω^k(R^{0|2} )^∗ ⊗ Ω^k(X) d( ⨁ k Ω^k(R^{0|2} )^∗ ⊗ Ω^{k−1}(X)) . Unfortunately, the representation theory of Hom(R^{0|n} , R^{0|n} ) is wild for n ≥ 3 [Shom], and we do not know how to decompose the space of polynomial functions on this semigroup. We also do not know the composition series of ~T^∗_λ for general λ with more than 2 columns. Just as an example, here is the composition series for a rather simple λ with 3 columns:

10. The case of sheaves

Most of the examples of presheaves we considered were actually sheaves, and all their approximations were sheaves. Let us be more specific about what we mean. Let (X, B) and (X_i, B_i) (where i runs through some index set I) be objects of PSM. Then (X_i, B_i) is a covering of (X, B) if each X_i is an open subset of X, each B_i is an open subset of B and ⋃ (X_i × B_i) = X × B.

A presheaf on PSM is a sheaf if for any (X, B) and any covering of (X, B) it satisfies the usual conditions for sheaves.

Sheaves on PSM can be extended to a larger category where they look more natural:

Definition 9. The category FSM is the category of foliated supermanifolds, i.e. its objects are foliated supermanifolds and morphisms are smooth maps that map leaves into leaves.

Any object (X, B) ∈ PSM gives a foliated supermanifold X ×B, with leaves given by projection X × B → B. This way PSM becomes a full subcategory of FSM. Any sheaf on PSM is naturally extended to a presheaf on FSM that is actually a sheaf w.r.t. the étale topology.

As an important example, all n-representable presheaves (for any n) are sheaves. All approximations of sheaves are sheaves as well.

11. Open ends

This concluding section contains some suggestions for further development.

11.1. Stacks, their differential forms/worms and approximations. Very informally speaking, the basic idea of this paper is to approximate “things” defined on all (super)manifolds by evaluating them on the simplest supermanifolds of the form R^{0|k} ; we suppose these “things” to be contravariant, thus getting differential forms/worms into the play. There are of course many different formalizations of this vague idea.

As an example, here we shall briefly present a slight generalization of what we did so far, basically by passing from contravariant functors to the category of sets to contravariant functors to the category of categories. More precisely, we shall deal with stacks (sheaves with values in categories) over the category SM or FSM (we always use the étale topology, where by definition a covering is a surjective locally-diffeomorphic map). We do it just to show some interesting examples. For definitions see [Gir, SGA I], though they are not necessary to understand our simple examples.

If G is a Lie group, we have the stack of all principal G-bundles (morphisms in this stack are G-equivariant maps between the bundles). More generally, if G is a Lie supergroup with a right action of Hom(R^{0|k} , R^{0|k} ) (i.e. G is a group object in the category SM_{[k]}) then for any (super)manifold X we can consider principal G-bundles P ↓ Hom(R^{0|k} , X)

with a compatible action of Hom(R^{0|k} , R^{0|k} ) on P (compatibility means that the maps G × P → P and P → Hom(R^{0|k} , X) are Hom(R^{0|k} , R^{0|k} )-equivariant). We again get a stack over SM (morphisms are now maps that are both G and Hom(R^{0|k} , R^{0|k} ) equivariant). We can extend this stack to FSM by using the same formulas, when R^{0|k} is understood as a foliated supermanifold with just one leaf.

Instead of a Lie group G we can also take any Lie category C and consider principal C-bundles. If C ∈ SM_{[n]} (the right Hom(R^{0|k} , R^{0|k} )-action on C is supposed to be copatible with the category structure of C), we can again consider principal C-bundles over Hom(R^{0|k} , X)’s with a compatible right Hom(R^{0|k} , R^{0|k} )-action, and get a stack over FSM this way.

Yet more generally, the action of Hom(R^{0|k} , R^{0|k} ) on C may be weak (i.e. up to coherent natural transformations of C); precisely and invariantly it means that we have a fibred Lie category Ĉ → Hom(R0|k , R0|k ) (where the semigroup Hom(R0|k , R0|k ) is understood as a category with only one object) whose fibre is C. We can then consider principal C-bundles P → Hom(R^{0|k} , X) with a compatible action of Ĉ on P . Stacks of this form will be called weakly k-representable.

Contrary to k-representable (pre)sheaves, the fibred category Ĉ is not uniquely determined by the corresponding stack on FSM. However, given a morphism between two stacks represented by Ĉ_1 and Ĉ_2 respectively, we have a Lie category fibred over (1 → 2) × Hom(R0|k , R0|k ) (where (1 → 2) is the category with objects 0 and 1, with a unique morphism 1 → 2) that coincides with Ĉ_1 and Ĉ_2 over 1 and 2 respectively. If the morphism is an equivalence, we get a Lie category fibred over (1 ↔ 2) × Hom(R^{0|k} , R^{0|k} ); the category Ĉ is defined by the corresponding stack up to such equivalences.

We can define approximations of stacks on FSM just as we did for presheaves: given a stack S → FSM we can restrict it to PSM_k; the restriction has a right adjoint (see [Gir]). The composition of the restriction with the induction will be called again k-th approximation. Weakly k-representable stacks are of course equivalent to their k-th (and higher) approximations.

Let us finally present some examples. They are all weakly 1-representable.

Example. (“Categorified de Rham complex”) Let R[k] = Z^k(R^{0|1} ) ⊂ Ω^k(R^{0|1} ) denote the 1-dimensional group of closed k-forms on R^{0|1} . If X is any supermanifold, it is easy to see that equivariant principal R[k]-bundles P → Hom(R^{0|1} , X) are classified by k + 1-th de Rham cohomology group of X, while automorphisms of P are canonically isomorphic to closed k-forms on X (see [S1]). These bundles are nothing but Z^k(X)-torsors. (If X ∈ FSM we need to take leafwise forms and their cohomology.)

On the other hand, equivariant Ω^k(R^{0|1} )-principal bundles P → Hom(R^{0|1} , X) are the same as Ω^k(X)-torsors, i.e. affine bundles over X whose associated vector bundle is ⋀_k T^∗X. They are all isomorphic.

The exact sequence 0 → R[k] → Ω^k(R^{0|1} ) → R[k + 1] → 0 says that a reduction of a Ω^k(R^{0|1} )-bundle P → Hom(R^{0|1} , X) (i.e. of a Ω^k(X)-torsor) to a R[k]- bundle (to a Z^k(X)-torsor) is the same as a trivialization of the R[k + 1]-bundle X/R[k].

Example. (Pontryagin class) Let G be a Lie group and ⟨, ⟩ be an invariant symmetric bilinear form on the Lie algebra g. There is a central extension ~T [1]g of the cone T [1]g = g ⊕ g[1] of g by R[2], given by [u, v] = ⟨u, v⟩ ∈ R[2], u, v ∈ g[1]. This extention of differential graded Lie algebras can then be integrated to a central extension ~T [1]G of T [1]G by R[2].

Since on both ~T [1]g and ~T [1]G we have a right action of Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ), they give us 1- representable sheaves on FSM: for any foliated supermanifold X, ~T [1]g gives a central extension of the Lie algebra of all smooth maps X → g by closed leafwise 2-forms on X, while ~T [1]G gives a central extension of the group of all smooth maps X → G, again by closed leafwise 2-forms on X.

The stack weakly 1-represented by ~T [1]G is the stack of torsors of the above-mentioned sheaf of group. If P → X is a principal G-bundle, it can be lifted to a torsor of the central extension iff its ⟨, ⟩-Pontryagin class vanishes, i.e. if the leafwise 4-form ⟨Ω ∧ Ω⟩ (where Ω is the curvature of a leafwise connection on P ) is exact.

Example. (Weil and Cartan models of equivariant cohomology) Let G be a Lie group. Let us consider the stack whose objects are principal G-bundles with connection (if we mean a stack over FSM, the connection should be just along the leaves of the foliation) and morphisms are G-equivariant maps preserving the connection. This stack is weakly 1-representable. It is easy to find a Lie supergoupoid Γ with a right action of Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ) representing this stack: over R^{0|1} any G-bundle is trivial, so we can take the affine space Ω^1(R^{0|1} ) ⊗ g of connections on this bundle, the gauge group Hom(R^{0|1} , G) acting on this space, and finally put Γ to be the corresponding action groupoid.

We can find a smaller groupoid Γ^′ equivalent to Γ: any g-connection on R^{0|1} can be made to vanish at the origin by a gauge transformation, i.e. is gauge-equivalent to a connection of the form a θdθ, a ∈ g. The groupoid Γ^′ will be the full subgroupoid of Γ whose objects are connections of this form. Γ^′ is nothing but the action groupoid of G on g (with the adjoint action). The action of Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ) doesn’t descend from Γ to Γ^′ however; we only have a fibred Lie category Γ̂′ → Hom(R0|1 , R0|1 ) with fibre Γ.

Let now M be a manifold with a G-action. Let us consider the stack of principal G bundles with a connection (as above) and with a G-equivariant map to M. This stack is weakly 1-represented by the action groupoid of Hom(R^{0|1} , G) acting on Ω^1(R^{0|1} )⊗g×Hom(R^{0|1} , M), or by the equivalent action groupoid of G on g × Hom(R^{0|1} , M). When we take the invariant functions on the bases of these groupoids, we get Weil and Cartan model of G-equivariant cohomology of M respectively. The fact that in Cartan model d^2 = 0 only on equivariant forms (i.e. on invariant functions on g × Hom(R^{0|1} , M)) comes from the fact that on Γ^′ we do not have a Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} )-action, just the fibred category Γ̂^′ → Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ).

Example. (Quasi-Poisson groupoids) An interesting example of Lie categories fibred over Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ), and thus of weakly 1-representable stacks, comes from Lie quasi-bialgebras and more generally from Lie quasi-bialgebroids. As at the end of the previous example, we will not have an action of Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ) on a Lie category, just a Lie category fibred over Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ). More precisely, we shall use the isomorphism Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ) = (R, ×)⋉R[−1] (a general element of Hom(R^{0|1} , R^{0|1} ) is of the form θ → aθ+β; (R, ×) corresponds to θ → aθ and R[−1] to θ → θ+β); we shall describe Lie groupoids fibred over R[−1], with a right action of (R, ×) (in other words, we shall have graded Lie groupoids, with differentials “up to homotopy”).

As noticed in [S2], a Lie quasi-bialgebra structure on a vector space g can be described as a graded principal R[2]-bundle X → g^∗[1], with an R[2]-invariant odd Poisson structure π of degree −1 on X. Similarly, if A → M is a vector bundle, a Lie quasi-bialgebroid structure on A is a principal R[2]-bundle X → A^∗[1], again with an odd Poisson structure as above. (In perhaps more familiar algebraic terms, we add a variable t of degree 2 to the graded-commutative algebra Γ( ⋀ A^∗) and want a Gerstenhaber bracket on the result, such that all [α, β], [α, t] and [t, t] are in Γ( ⋀ A^∗) for any α, β ∈ Γ( ⋀ A^∗).) If the odd Poisson structure on X is integrable to an odd symplectic groupoid Γ̂, the R[2]-action on X lifts to a Hamiltonian action on Γ̂, with a Hamiltonian Γ̂ → R[−1] that is a morphism of groupoids and makes Γ̂ to a groupoid fibred over R[−1], as we wanted.

11.2. Differences vs. differentials. In this paper we exploited the fact that Hom(R^{0|k} , X) is representable. Besides R^{0|k} ’s there are other (super)manifolds sharing this property, namely finite sets (of course, for them it is completely trivial). We could thus rewrite the paper: in place of

R^{0|k} we would use a m-element set, in place of Hom(R^{0|k} , R^{0|k} ) we would use the semigroup Σ_m of all maps of the m-element set to itself etc.

In the Examples Section 9 some of the examples are induced from finite sets. Let us consider the second one given by a Lie group G (where we can take m = 3). When we restrict that functor to the category Σ of finite sets we get a functor Σ^o → SM (for any finite set S we take its pair groupoid S×S ⇒ S and then the manifold of all the functors from this groupoid to G). The functor Σ^o → SM is roughly speaking the “enhanced” nerve of G (the ordinary nerve is a contravariant functor from the category of ordered finite sets Δ; in Σ we have more morphisms than in Δ, i.e. a functor from Σ is a stronger structure than a functor from Δ; we get “simplicial objects with inverses”). The general procedure of computing “the Lie algebra of a simplicial manifold with inverses” is to start with a functor Σ^o → SM, induce it to a presheaf on PSM and then compute its differential forms and possibly also its higher level worms. An interesting question is when these algebras exist (i.e. when the corresponding presheaves on SM are representable) and whether/when the k-th approximations of this presheaf stabilize.

Appendix A. Cohomology of worms

The cohomology of Ω_{[k]}(X) with respect to d_1 (or with respect to any non-zero linear combination of d_a’s) is canonically isomorphic to de Rham cohomology of X. Indeed, d_1 comes from the vector field ∂/∂θ_1 on R^{0|1} . On the other hand,

[∂/∂θ_1, θ_1θ_2 ∂/∂θ_2] = θ_2 ∂/∂θ_2,

which means that the d_1-cohomology of the subcomplex of Ω_{[k]}(X) with non-zero 2nd degree vanishes (as θ_2 ∂/∂θ_2 generates the 2nd degree, and the above equation says that it is homotopic to 0). The same is of course true for any degree except for the first one. As a result, the embedding Ω(X) = Ω_{[1]}(X) → Ω_{[k]}(X) is a quasiisomorphism.

The action of Hom(R^{0|k} , R^{0|k} ) gives rise also to some other differentials on Ω_{[k]}(X). For example, the cohomology of the differential given by θ_1θ_2 ∂/∂θ_2 is isomorphic to Ω_{[k−1]}(X): the above equation again shows that Ω_{[k]}(X) is quasiisomorphic to the subcomplex with vanishing 2nd degree (which can be identified with Ω_{[k−1]}(X)), but on the subcomplex the differential vanishes.

Appendix B. Cartan wormulas

Here we shall see how the Cartan formula [d, i_v] = L_v can be derived from the fact that differential forms are functions on a map space, and how the formula generalizes to Ω_{[k]}. The formula really comes from the action of the group Diff (Y ) ⋉ (Diff (X))^Y on the space of maps Y → X (where Y = R^{0|k} for our purposes), or yet better, from the action of the corresponding Lie algebra X (Y ) ⋉ (C^∞(Y ) ⊗ X (X)) (here X (X) denotes the Lie algebra of vector fields on X).

If u ∈ X (Y ) and f ⊗ v ∈ C^∞(Y ) ⊗ X (X), we denote the corresponding vector fields on Hom(Y, X) by u^♭ and f · v^# (1 · v^# will be denoted simply v^#).^5 The following formulas express the fact that on Hom(Y, X) we have an action of X (Y ) ⋉ (C^∞(Y ) ⊗ X (X)):

[u^♭_1, u^♭_2] = [u_1, u_2]^♭ [u^♭, f · v^#] = (uf) · v^# [f_1 · v^#_1 , f_2 · v^#_2 ] = (−1)^{|v1||f2|}(f_1f_2) · [v_1, v_2]^#.

In the case of Y = R^{0|1} the equation

[(∂/∂θ)^♭, θ · v^#] = v^#

is Cartan’s [d, i_v] = L_v (since (∂/∂θ)^♭ = −d, θ · v^# = −i_v and v^# = L_v ); for Y = R^{0|k} , the above commutation relations are the promissed generalization of Cartan’s formula.

5one can easily see that the operation f· can be applied to any vector field on Hom(Y, X), not just to those of

the form v^#; we shall not need this fact here

Appendix C. Integration of worms

Integration of forms can be reformulated in the following well-known way: For any supermanifold X there is a natural volume form μ_{ΠT X} on ΠT X. If x^i’s are local coordinates on X then μ_{ΠT X} is just the coordinate volume form in the coordinates x^i’s, dx^i’s on ΠT X. The volume form is d-invariant, i.e. L_d μ_{ΠT X} = 0. If α is a (pseudo)differential form on X, i.e. a function on ΠT X, then the integral of α is defined as ∫ ΠT X α μ_{ΠT X} . From the d-invariance of μ_{ΠT X} we get ∫ dα = 0 for any α with compact support. To get Stokes theorem from here, let χ_Ω be the characteristic function of a compact domain Ω; then 0 = ∫ d(χ_Ωα) = ∫ (dχ_Ω)α + ∫ χ_Ωdα = − ∫ ∂Ω α + ∫ Ω dα. For k ≥ 2 we can write (ΠT )^kX as ΠT ((ΠT )^{k−1}X) and thus obtain a volume form μ_{(ΠT )}k_X on (ΠT )^kX. A simple computation shows that μ_{(ΠT )}k_X is X (R^{0|k} ) invariant (only if k ≥ 2; for k = 1 we had just d-invariance, but not θ ∂/∂θ-invariance). We use this volume form to define integrals of worms. For example, if X = R and k = 2, we have ∫ e^{−x2−(d1d2x)2} d_1x d_2x = π. The X (R^{0|k} )-invariance leads to obvious generalizations of Stokes theorem. Notice that the elements of Ω_{[k]}(M) for k ≥ 2 are never integrable functions on (ΠT )^kM (being polynomial on the fibres of (ΠT )^kM). To get interesting examples we need to use general (non-polynomial) functions on (ΠT )^kM = Hom(R^{0|k} , M); we shall call them pseudodifferential worms.

Here is a simple illustrative result for k = 2:

Proposition 4. Let M be a connected compact manifold and β a level-2 pseudodifferential worm on M. If d_1β = d_2β = 0 and if β is integrable then ∫ β = β|_M 2 (−π)^{m/2}S_m χ_M , where m is the dimension of M, β|_M is the restriction of β to the zero-section M ⊂ (ΠT )^2M (β|_M is a constant because of d_1β = d_2β = 0), χ_M is the Euler characteristics of M and S_m is the volume of the unit m-dimensional sphere.

Proof. We will first prove a special case. Let g be a Riemann metric on M and let us define γ = g_{ij} d_1x^id_2x^j ∈ Ω_{[2]}(M); γ is clearly independent of the choice of local coordinates. We will prove the theorem for β = e^{d1d2γ} . In Riemann normal coordinates we have at the origin

d_1d_2γ = −δ_{ij} d_1d_2x^id_1d_2x^j − 1 2 R_{ijkl} d_1x^i d_1x^j d_2x^k d_2x^k

where R_{ijkl} are the components of the curvature tensor. To compute the integral we pass to Riemann normal coordinates at any point of M and then integrate over d_1x^i’s, d_2x^i’s and d_1d_2x^i’s; we end up with the Pfaffian of the curvature whose integral over M is well known to be a multiple of χ_M . By comparing with the case when M is the unit m-dimensional sphere we get our result.

To prove the theorem for a general β we need the following result: if α ∈ C^∞((ΠT )^2M) grows at most polynomially in d_1d_2x^i’s, d_1α = d_2α = 0 and α|_M = 0 then ∫ e^{d1d2γ} α = 0. Indeed, since α|_M = 0, we can find a κ ∈ C^∞((ΠT )^2M) such that α = Eκ and d_1κ = d_2κ = 0, where the vector field E = −(θ_1∂/∂θ_1 + θ_2∂/∂θ_2)^♭ is the total degree, i.e. E = d_ax^i ∂/∂(d_ax^i) + 2 d_1d_2x^i ∂/∂(d_1d_2x^i). Since

θ_1∂/∂θ_1 + θ_2∂/∂θ_2 = [∂/∂θ_1, θ_1θ_2 ∂/∂θ_1] + [∂/∂θ_2, θ_2θ_1 ∂/∂θ_2], i.e.

E = [d_1, (θ_1θ_2 ∂/∂θ_1)^♭] + [d_2, (θ_2θ_2 ∂/∂θ_2)^♭], we have α = Eκ = d_1(θ_1θ_2 ∂/∂θ_1)^♭κ + d_2(θ_2θ_2 ∂/∂θ_2)^♭κ, and thus ∫ e^{d1d2γ} α = ∫ d_1(e^{d1d2γ} (θ_1θ_2 ∂/∂θ_1)^♭κ) + ∫ d_2(e^{d1d2γ} (θ_2θ_1 ∂/∂θ_2)^♭κ) = 0

(the last equality by the d_{1,2}-invariance of integration).

Finally to prove our theorem, set α = β − β|_M , multiply γ by a constant s > 0 and take the limit s → 0_+. □

Appendix D. Level-2 worms in Riemannian geometry

This appendix is a very elementary example of how worms may appear in traditional geometry. At the same time it contains an explicit calculation of an approximation of a presheaf in a simple case, hopefully better explaining the meaning of approximations than the main abstract text. We try to be “pedagogical” here.

Given a Riemann metric g on M we can form a level-2 worm

γ = g_{ij} d_1x^id_2x^j ∈ Ω_{[2]}(M)

(γ is clearly independent of the choice of local coordinates; we used this worm already in the proof of Proposition 4). Out of γ we can compute d_1γ, d_2γ and d_1d_2γ; the last one contains “conveniently packed” Levi-Civita connection and curvature of g. Moreover, as we’ll see, the four worms form a basis of an irreducible representation of Hom(R^{0|2} , R^{0|2} ).

An easy computation gives

(4) d_1d_2γ = −g_{ij} d_1d_2x^i d_1d_2x^j + 2 Γ_{ijk} d_1d_2x^i d_1x^j d_2x^k + g_{ik,jl} d_1x^id_1x^j d_2x^kd_2x^l

where Γ_{ijk} = (g_{ij,k} + g_{ik,j} − g_{jk,i})/2 are the Christoffel symbols (components of the connection). If we look at (4) as a function of d_1d_2x^i’s and evaluate it at its critical point

d_1d_2x^i = −Γ^i_{jk} d_1x^id_2x^j ,

we get

(5) − 1 2 R_{ijkl} d_1x^id_1x^j d_2x^kd_2x^l.

Geometrically we did the following: the space (ΠT )^2M = Hom(R^{0|2} , M) is fibred over the space Π(T ⊕ T )M of 1-jets of maps R^{0|2} → M (the additional coordinates in (ΠT )^2M are precisely d_1d_2x^i’s); the critical points of d_1d_2γ on the fibres of (ΠT )^2M → Π(T ⊕ T )M give us a section Π(T ⊕ T )M → (ΠT )^2M; we use it to pull back d_1d_2γ and get a function on Π(T ⊕ T )M, i.e. a section of ⋀ (T ⊕ T )M, (5).

Let us now look at the action of Hom(R^{0|2} , R^{0|2} ) on the worms γ, d_1γ, d_2γ and d_1d_2γ. The infinitesimal generators of the action were computed at the end of Section 3. We see directly that R_aγ = 0 and E^a_b γ = δ^a_b γ. As a result, γ, d_1γ, d_2γ, d_1d_2γ is the basis of a representation of Hom(R^{0|2} , R^{0|2} ), or better, they are components of an equivariant map Hom(R^{0|2} , M) → V , where V is certain irreducible 4-dimensional representation of Hom(R^{0|2} , R^{0|2} ). Geometrically, V is the space of sections Γ(S^2T^∗R^{0|2} ). Moreover, if γ̃ ∈ Ω_{[2]}(M) is any worm satisfying R_aγ̃ = 0 and E^a_b γ̃ = δ^a_b γ̃ then γ̃ = g̃_{ij} d_1x^id_2x^j for some tensor field g̃ ∈ Γ(S^2T^∗M) (indeed: the condition E^a_b γ̃ = δ^a_b γ̃ means that γ̃ = g̃_{ij} d_1x^id_2x^j + h_i d_1d_2x^i and R_aγ̃ = 0 gives h_i = 0). In other words, an equivariant map Hom(R^{0|2} , M) → V is the same as a section of S^2T^∗M.

Let us see what really happens. Let g be a section of S^2T^∗M. Given any map ϕ : N → M we get a section ϕ^∗g of S^2T^∗N. If we take N = R^{0|2} , for any map R^{0|2} → M we get an element of the vector space V = Γ(S^2T^∗R^{0|2} ), i.e. we have a map from Hom(R^{0|2} , M) (the space of all maps R^{0|2} → M) to V . Our map Hom(R^{0|2} , M) → V is clearly equivariant. Any tensor field g ∈ S^2T^∗M thus yields naturally an equivariant map Hom(R^{0|2} , M) → V , and as we noticed above, this correspondence is a bijection. In other words, the sheaf of sections of S^2T^∗M is 2- representable (more information on approximations of covariant tensor fields is in the last example in Section 9).

References

[Gir] J. Giraud, Cohomologie non-abélienne, Springer, Berlin Heidelberg New York 1971. [Kon] M. Kontsevich, Deformation quantization of Poisson manifolds I, q-alg/9709040 [KS] D. Kochan, P. Ševera, Differential gorms, differential worms, math.DG/0307303 [Leit] D. Leites, Indecomposable representations of Lie superalgebras, math.RT/0202184 [S1] P. Ševera, Some title containing the words “homotopy” and “symplectic, e.g. this one, Travaux Math. XVI (2005) [S2] P. Ševera, Noncommutative differential forms and quantization of the odd symplectic category, Lett.Math.Phys. 68 (2004) [SGA I] A. Grothendieck, Revêtements étales et groupe fondamentale, LNM 224, Springer, Berlin Heidelberg New York 1971.

[SGA IV] M. Artin, A. Grothendieck, J.L. Verdier, Théorie des topos et cohomologie étale des schémas, LNM 269, Springer, Berlin Heidelberg New York 1972.

[Shom] N. Shomron, Blocks of Lie superalgebras of type W (n), math.RT/0009103 [Sull] D. Sullivan, Infinitesimal computations in topology, Publ. IHES 47 (1977) [Vain] A. Vaintrob, Lie algebroids and homological vector field, Russian Math. Surveys 52 no.2, 1997 [VV] A. M. Vinogradov, L. Vitagliano, Iterated differential forms I: Tensors, Dokl.Math. 73 no. 2 (2006) Current address: Section de Mathématiques, Université de Genève, rue du Lièvre 2-4, 1211 Geneva, Switzerland, on leave from Dept. of Theoretical Physics, Mlynská dolina F2, 84248 Bratislava, Slovakia

E-mail address: pavol.severa@gmail.com