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Abstract. Given a compact symplectic manifold (M,ω) and a compact Lagrangian sub-
manifold L ⊂ (M,ω), we describe small deformations of the pair (ω,L) modulo the action
by isotopies. We show that the resulting moduli space can be identified with an open
neighborhood of the origin in the second relative de Rham cohomology group H2(M,L).
This implies in particular that the moduli space is smooth and finite dimensional.
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Introduction

This paper represents the first part of a project which aims to describe the local moduli
space of deformations of a pair (ω,N), where ω is a symplectic form on a fixed compact
manifold M and N ⊂ (M,ω) is a compact coisotropic submanifold. While the general
coisotropic case will be addressed in a companion paper [5], here we focus on the special
case where the submanifold is Lagrangian. Hence, given a compact symplectic manifold
(M,ω) and a compact Lagrangian submanifold L ⊂ (M,ω), we aim to achieve the following.

Main Goal: Study the local moduli space of simultaneous deformations of
the symplectic structure ω and the Lagrangian submanifold L, quotienting
by isotopies of diffeomorphisms. More precisely, we will study pairs (ω′, L′)
that are (C0 × C1)-close to (ω,L) modulo isotopies of C1-small diffeomor-
phisms.

Context. The modern approach to deformation theory, which has emerged through the
works of Nijenhuis–Richardson and was further developed by Schlessinger–Stasheff, Deligne,
Goldman–Millson and Drinfeld among others, centers on the following principle: “In char-
acteristic zero, a deformation problem is controlled by a dgLa, with quasi-isomorphic dgLas
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giving the same deformation theory.” In the context of formal deformation theory and for-
mal moduli spaces, starting with the works of Kontsevich, Hinich and Manetti, these ideas
have been turned into a theorem by Lurie and Pridham establishing an equivalence between
formal deformation problems and the homotopy category of dgLas.

When studying the deformation problem of a geometric structure O, we say that a dgLa
(or more generally an L∞-algebra) g controls the deformation problem when small Maurer–
Cartan (MC) elements of g are in bijection with small deformations of the structure O.
Additionally, g encodes the local moduli space if this bijection intertwines the gauge equiv-
alence of MC elements and a certain equivalence by “isomorphisms” of deformations. Then
the underlying dg-space controls infinitesimal deformations and the Lie bracket induced in
cohomology detects obstructions. However, even though a quasi-isomorphism g → h deter-
mines an isomorphism Defg → Defh between the associated deformation functors (with g
and h encoding the same formal moduli space), in general the induced map between the
MC moduli spaces MC(g)/gauge → MC(h)/gauge is not a bijection.

Individual Deformations. The individual deformation problems of a symplectic form
and a Lagrangian submanifold are controlled by abelian dgLas, i.e. dg-spaces. First, the
deformation problem of a compact Lagrangian submanifold L in (M,ω) is controlled by its
de Rham complex (Ω•(L), d). Indeed, by Weinstein’s Lagrangian neighborhood theorem, we
can identify C1-small deformations of L with C1-small closed 1-forms on L. Quotienting by
Hamiltonian isotopies, the local moduli space of Lagrangian deformations gets parametrized
by a neighborhood of 0 in H1(L). Second, the deformation problem of a symplectic form ω
on a given compact manifold M is controlled by the shifted de Rham complex (Ω•(M)[1], d).
Indeed, C0-small deformations of ω identify with C0-small closed 2-forms on M and Moser’s
stability theorem implies that, when quotienting by isotopies, the local moduli space of
symplectic deformations is parametrized by a neighborhood of 0 in H2(M).

To study simultaneous deformations of ω and L, it is useful to look at deformations of ω
from an alternative viewpoint inspired by Poisson geometry. First, the relation π̃ = −ω̃−1

identifies symplectic structures ω̃ with those Poisson structures π̃ that are non-degenerate
(a C0-open condition on π̃). Next, deformations of the Poisson structure π = −ω−1 are
governed by the dgLa (Ω•(M)[1], d, [−,−]π), where [−,−]π is the Koszul bracket associated
with π. Consequently, the relation −ω̃−1 = π − (∧2π♯)η identifies deformations ω̃ of ω
with C0-small MC elements η of (Ω•(M)[1], d, [−,−]π) and it intertwines the equivalence of
symplectic forms by isotopies with the gauge equivalence of C0-small MC elements.

Now denote by iL : L→M the inclusion and set Ω•(M,L) := ker(i∗L). Since L ⊂ (M,ω)
is Lagrangian, we have that Ω•(M,L) is a sub-dgLa of (Ω•(M)[1], d, [−,−]π). The induced
dgLa-structure (Ω•(M,L)[1], d, [−,−]π) satisfies the following.

(1) It controls deformations of ω such that L is Lagrangian, and encodes their moduli
space with respect to isotopies of diffeomorphisms preserving L.

(2) It is homotopy abelian by a formality result due to Fiorenza-Manetti [2]. That is,
there exists an L∞-algebra isomorphism

(Ω•(M,L)[1], d, [−,−]π) −→ (Ω•(M,L)[1], d). (1)

Strategy. Our approach utilizes the dg-space cone(i∗L) = (Ω•(M)[1]⊕Ω•(L), di∗L), i.e. the
mapping cone of the cochain map i∗L : (Ω

•(M), d) → (Ω•(L), d). For the sake of explaining
our strategy, we identify M with T ∗L via the Lagrangian neighborhood theorem. We then
get an abelian embedding of Ω•(L)[1] into (Ω•(M)[1], [−,−]π) which is also a splitting of
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the following short exact sequence

0 Ω•(M,L) Ω•(M) Ω•(L) 0
i∗L .

Voronov’s technique of higher derived brackets [16] yields an L∞-algebra structure {`k}k∈N
enriching cone(i∗L), i.e. an L∞-algebra structure {`k}k∈N with `1 = di∗L which is also an
L∞-algebra extension with basis (Ω•(M)[1], d, [−,−]π) and fiber (Ω•(L), d):

0 (Ω•(L), d) (Ω•(M)[1]⊕ Ω•(L), {`k}k∈N) (Ω•(M)[1], d, [−,−]π) 0 .

By the approach to simultaneous deformation problems of Fregier–Zambon [3], the L∞-
algebra (Ω•(M)[1]⊕ Ω•(L), {`k}k∈N) satisfies the following.

(1) It controls the formal simultaneous deformations of ω and L, and encodes their
formal moduli space with respect to isotopies of diffeomorphisms.

(2) We have a strict quasi-isomorphism of L∞-algebras given by the inclusion
(Ω•(M,L)[1], d, [−,−]π) ↪→ (Ω•(M)[1]⊕ Ω•(L), {`k}k∈N). (2)

The above helps to outline a strategy for achieving the main goal of this paper, namely
splitting it into two intermediate goals. Since the L∞-algebras appearing in Equations (1)
and (2) are connected by L∞-algebra quasi-isomorphisms, they encode the same formal
moduli space. In our paper we aim to establish that these equivalences extend from formal
moduli spaces to local moduli spaces, leading to two intermediate goals.

Goal #1: Identify the local moduli space of deformations of (ω,L) with the
local moduli space of deformations of ω such that L remains Lagrangian,
Goal #2: Identify the latter with an open neighborhood of 0 in the second
relative de Rham cohomology group H2(M,L).

Our Results. Since we aim to describe the local moduli space of simultaneous defor-
mations of the symplectic structure ω and the Lagrangian submanifold L, we will consider
only pairs (ω′, L′) lying a sufficiently small neighborhood of (ω,L) up to a slightly finer
notion of equivalence by isotopies adapted to this neighborhood. Using the Lagrangian
neighborhood theorem, Definition 1.2 introduces the space DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼ which serves as
the local model for the moduli space of simultaneous deformations around the equivalence
class [(ω,L)]. Additionally, DefL(ω)/ ∼ denotes the space of symplectic forms on M such
that L is Lagrangian, modulo isotopies of diffeomorphisms preserving L. Then intermediate
goal #1 above is achieved by the following (see Proposition 2.17).

Proposition (#1). There is a well-defined map q : DU ′(ω,L) → DefL(ω) : (ω
′, L′) 7→ φ∗L′ω′

which induces a bijection between moduli spaces q : DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼−→ DefL(ω)/ ∼.

In the above, the map φL′ is a certain diffeomorphism moving L to L′ that is constructed
explicitly out of L′ (see Definition 2.3 for more details). Next, intermediate goal #2 above
is achieved by the following result (see Proposition 3.2).

Proposition (#2). The map DefL(ω)/ ∼→ H2(M,L) : [ω′] 7→ [ω − ω′] identifies the
moduli space of a C0-open around ω in DefL(ω) with an open around 0 in H2(M,L).

Combining Propositions (#1) and (#2) yields our main result (see Theorem 3.5).

Theorem. The map DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼→ H2(M,L) : [(ω′, L′)] 7→ [ω−φ∗L′ω′] identifies the mod-
uli space of a C0×C1-open around (ω,L) in DU ′(ω,L) with an open around 0 in H2(M,L).
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Structure of the paper. The paper consists of five sections. In Section 1, we introduce
the local model for the moduli space of simultaneous deformations. Section 2 reduces the
simultaneous deformation problem of (ω,L) to the deformation problem of symplectic forms
ω for which L remains Lagrangian. In Section 3, we prove the main theorem stated above.
Section 4 relates our result about the local moduli space of simultaneous deformations with
the local moduli spaces of the individual deformation problems. Finally, Section 5 connects
our findings to the result by Fiorenza and Manetti [2] on formality of Koszul brackets.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Marco Zambon for useful comments on a first
draft of this paper. S.G. acknowledges support from the UCL Institute for Mathematical
and Statistical Sciences (IMSS) and the Mathematical Institute of the Polish Academy of
Sciences (IMPAN). A.G.T. is a member of the National Group for Algebraic and Geometric
Structures, and their Applications (GNSAGA INdAM).

1. The simultaneous deformation problem

Assume we are given a compact symplectic manifold (M,ω) and a compact Lagrangian
submanifold L ⊂ (M,ω). We aim to study simultaneous deformations of ω and L. That is,
we will parametrize small deformations of the pair (ω,L) inside the space

D(ω,L) :=
{
(ω′, L′) : ω′ ∈ Ω2(M) is symplectic and L′ ⊂ (M,ω′) is Lagrangian

}
, (3)

quotienting by the equivalence relation

(ω′, L′) ∼ (ω′′, L′′) ⇔ ∃φ ∈ Diff0(M) such that φ∗ω′′ = ω′ and φ(L′) = L′′. (4)

Here Diff0(M) denotes the space of diffeomorphisms of M that are isotopic to the identity.
Rather than studying the entire moduli space D(ω,L)/ ∼, we will consider pairs (ω′, L′)

lying in a sufficiently small neighborhood of (ω,L), up to a slightly finer notion of equiv-
alence that is adapted to this neighborhood. We will now make this precise. In order to
restrict to Lagrangians L′ close to L, we need to recall the notion of non-linear Grassmanian.

Definition 1.1. The non-linear Grassmannian GrL(M) is the Fréchet manifold consisting
of all submanifolds of M diffeomorphic to L.

We will restrict to submanifolds L′ ⊂ M lying in a chart for GrL(M) around L. Such
a chart can be obtained as follows [4, § 2.1]. Using Weinstein’s Lagrangian neighborhood
theorem [17], we fix a symplectomorphism between a neighborhood V of L in (T ∗L, ωcan)
and a neighborhood U of L in (M,ω), which restricts to the identity on L. Denote it by

ψ : (V, ωcan) → (U, ω). (5)

For reasons that will become clear later, let us also fix smaller neighborhoods V ′ and U ′ of
L which correspond under ψ and satisfy L ⊂ V ′ ⊂ V ′ ⊂ V and L ⊂ U ′ ⊂ U ′ ⊂ U . We also
make sure that V ′ is fiberwise convex. Now consider the set

ΓV ′(T ∗L) = {σ ∈ Γ(T ∗L) : σ(L) ⊂ V ′},

which is an open subset of the Fréchet space Γ(T ∗L). Let U ′ ⊂ GrL(M) be the neighborhood
of L consisting of submanifolds that are images of ψ ◦ σ : L → M for σ ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L). This
way, we obtain a chart U ′ → ΓV ′(T ∗L) for GrL(M) around L. We can now introduce a
local model for the moduli space D(ω,L)/ ∼, which will be our main object of study.

Definition 1.2. Denote by Ωsymp(M) the space of symplectic forms on M .
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i) We introduce the space
DU ′(ω,L) :=

{
(ω′, L′) ∈ Ωsymp(M)× U ′ : L′ ⊂ (M,ω′) is Lagrangian

}
.

ii) We refine the equivalence relation ∼ from (4) as follows. If (ω′, L′), (ω′′, L′′) ∈ DU ′(ω,L),
we say that (ω′, L′) ∼ (ω′′, L′′) if there exists an isotopy (φt)t∈[0,1] of M such that

φ1(L
′) = L′′, (φ1)

∗ω′′ = ω′ and φt(L
′) ∈ U ′ for all t ∈ [0, 1].

To study the local model DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼ more effectively, it will be useful to provide an
alternative description for it. This is the main aim of the next section.

2. An alternative point of view

In this section, we will prove that the local moduli space of simultaneous deformations
DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼ can be identified with the moduli space of symplectic forms on M for which L
is Lagrangian. This will be convenient because the latter can be parametrized more easily.

2.1. A map between moduli spaces. Let us first introduce our notation for the moduli
space of symplectic forms on M with respect to which L is Lagrangian.

Definition 2.1. Let (M,ω) be a compact symplectic manifold and L ⊂ (M,ω) a compact
Lagrangian submanifold. We define the space

DefL(ω) :=
{
ω′ ∈ Ωsymp(M) : L ⊂ (M,ω′) is Lagrangian

}
.

For ω′, ω′′ ∈ DefL(ω), we say that ω′ ∼ ω′′ if there is an isotopy (ρt)t∈[0,1] of M such that

(ρ1)
∗ω′′ = ω′ and ρt(L) = L for all t ∈ [0, 1].

The geometric intuition behind the correspondence between DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼ and DefL(ω)/ ∼
is the following. Given (ω′, L′) ∈ DU ′(ω,L), one can construct a diffeomorphism isotopic to
the identity which maps L to L′. This means that (ω′, L′) is equivalent in DU ′(ω,L) with
a pair of the form (ω′′, L). To make this idea more precise, we fix some data and notation.

• By the smooth Urysohn lemma, there exists a smooth function f ∈ C∞(M) such
that f |U ′ ≡ 1 and supp(f) ⊂ U . We fix such a function f once and for all.

• Given L′ ∈ U ′, there exists a unique section σ ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L) such that L′ is the image
of ψ ◦σ : L→M . We can view the section σ as a vertical, fiberwise constant vector
field Xσ on T ∗L. Its flow at time 1 takes L to the submanifold Graph(σ).

Remark 2.2. The correspondence between sections σ ∈ Γ(T ∗L) and vertical, fiberwise
constant vector fields Xσ on T ∗L is given by the explicit formula

ιXσωcan = −p∗σ,
where p : T ∗L→ L is the bundle projection. This is easily checked in cotangent coordinates
(x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn) on T ∗L, since in such a chart we can write

ωcan =

n∑
i=1

dxi ∧ dyi, σ =

n∑
i=1

gidxi and Xσ =

n∑
i=1

gi∂yi .

Definition 2.3. For any L′ ∈ U ′, we define φL′ ∈ Diff0(M) to be the flow at time 1 of the
vector field XL′ := fψ∗(Xσ) ∈ X(M). Note that it satisfies φL′(L) = L′ and φL = Id.

We can now consider the map
q : DU ′(ω,L) → DefL(ω) : (ω′, L′) 7→ φ∗L′ω′.

It turns out that this map descends to a well-defined map at the level of moduli spaces.
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Lemma 2.4. We have a well-defined map

q :
DU ′(ω,L)

∼
→ DefL(ω)

∼
: [(ω′, L′)] 7→

[
φ∗L′ω′].

Proof. Assume that (ω′, L′) and (ω′′, L′′) are equivalent in DU ′(ω,L). This means that there
exists an isotopy (ρt)t∈[0,1] such that

ρ1(L
′) = L′′, (ρ1)

∗ω′′ = ω′ and ρt(L
′) ∈ U ′ for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Note that φ−1
L′′ ◦ ρ1 ◦ φL′ is a diffeomorphism preserving L. We will show that φ−1

L′′ ◦ ρ1 ◦ φL′

is isotopic to the identity through an isotopy (σt)t∈[0,1] satisfying σt(L) = L for all t ∈ [0, 1].
This will imply that φ∗L′ω′ and φ∗L′′ω′′ are equivalent in DefL(ω), because

σ∗1
(
φ∗L′′ω′′) = (φ−1

L′′ ◦ ρ1 ◦ φL′
)∗(

φ∗L′′ω′′) = φ∗L′(ρ∗1ω
′′) = φ∗L′ω′.

In fact, it suffices to construct an isotopy (τt)t∈[0,1] connecting τ0 = Id and τ1 = φ−1
L′′ ◦ρ1◦φL′

and satisfying τt(L) ∈ U ′ for all t ∈ [0, 1]. Indeed, we can then define a smooth family of
diffeomorphisms φτt(L) as in Def. 2.3 satisfying

φτ0(L) = φL = Id,
φτ1(L) = φ(ϕ−1

L′′◦ρ1◦ϕL′ )(L)
= φL = Id,

φτt(L)(L) = τt(L).

If we set σt := φ−1
τt(L)

◦ τt, then we get an isotopy (σt)t∈[0,1] which satisfies all requirements.
We now proceed by constructing an isotopy (τt)t∈[0,1] as described above. Fix a smooth

function h : [0, 1] → [0, 1] satisfying

h(0) = 0,

h|]0, 15 [ :
]
0, 15
[
→ h

(]
0, 15
[)

is a diffeomorphism,
h|[ 1

5
, 2
5
] ≡

1
3 ,

h|] 25 , 35 [ :
]
2
5 ,

3
5

[
→ h

(]
2
5 ,

3
5

[)
is a diffeomorphism,

h|[ 3
5
, 4
5
] ≡

2
3 ,

h|] 45 ,1[ :
]
4
5 , 1
[
→ h

(]
4
5 , 1
[)

is a diffeomorphism,
h(1) = 1.

Recall from Def. 2.3 that φL′ is the time 1-flow of the vector field XL′ . Let us denote this
flow by φtXL′ . Similarly, we have that φL′′ is the flow φtXL′′ at time 1. We define τt by
setting

τt =



φ
3h(t)
XL′ if 0 ≤ t ≤ 1

5 ,

φ1XL′ if 1
5 ≤ t ≤ 2

5 ,

ρ(3h(t)−1) ◦ φ1XL′ if 2
5 ≤ t ≤ 3

5 ,

ρ1 ◦ φ1XL′ if 3
5 ≤ t ≤ 4

5 ,

φ
(2−3h(t))
XL′′ ◦ ρ1 ◦ φ1XL′ if 4

5 ≤ t ≤ 1.

Then τt is smooth in t and it connects τ0 = Id with τ1 = φ−1
XL′′ ◦ρ1◦φ

1
XL′ = φ−1

L′′ ◦ρ1◦φL′ . We
now check that τt(L) ∈ U ′ for all t ∈ [0, 1]. So we have to check that τt(L) corresponds with
a section in ΓV ′(T ∗L). As L′, L′′ ∈ U ′, they correspond with sections α′, α′′ ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L).

• For 0 ≤ t ≤ 1
5 , we have that τt(L) corresponds with 3h(t)α′ ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L).
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• For 1
5 ≤ t ≤ 2

5 , we have that τt(L) corresponds with α′ ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L).
• For 2

5 ≤ t ≤ 3
5 , we have that 0 ≤ 3h(t)− 1 ≤ 1. By assumption, ρs(L′) ∈ U ′ for all

0 ≤ s ≤ 1. It follows that τt(L) = ρ(3h(t)−1)(L
′) ∈ U ′.

• For 3
5 ≤ t ≤ 4

5 , we have that τt(L) = ρ1(L
′) = L′′ corresponds with α′′ ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L).

• For 4
5 ≤ t ≤ 1, we have that τt(L) corresponds with the section

α′′ + (2− 3h(t))α′′ = 3(1− h(t))α′′ ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L).

In the first and last bullet point, we used that V ′ ⊂ T ∗L is fiberwise convex to conclude
that the scalar multiples of α′ and α′′ still take values in V ′. The proof is now finished. □
Remark 2.5. The key point in the proof above is that the diffeomorphism φ−1

L′′ ◦ ρ1 ◦ φL′

leaving L invariant is isotopic to Id through an isotopy that leaves L invariant at each stage.
In general, if L is a compact Lagrangian submanifold of a compact symplectic manifold

(M,ω) and f ∈ Diff0(M) is such that f(L) = L, one can not always find an isotopy
connecting f with the identity that fixes L at each stage. For instance, let M be the unit
sphere in R3 with its standard symplectic form and let L be the equator. Set f := Rotx,π to
be the rotation around the x-axis over an angle π. Then f fixes L and it is isotopic to the
identity via the isotopy (Rotx,tπ)t∈[0,1]. However, there is no isotopy connecting f with the
identity and fixing L at each stage. This would imply that the diffeomorphism f |L ∈ Diff(L)
is isotopic to the identity, which is impossible. Indeed, since f |L is the reflection around the
x-axis, it is orientation reversing hence not isotopic to Id. The statement is true however
when the diffeomorphism f fixing L is sufficiently C1-small, see the proof of [8, Lemma 6].

In what follows, we will show that the map q is a bijection between the moduli spaces
DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼ and DefL(ω)/ ∼. We will first study q at the infinitesimal level, showing that
its formal linearization at the class [(ω,L)] is a linear isomorphism.

2.2. The infinitesimal equivalence. To show that the formal linearization
dq : T[(ω,L)]

(
DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼

)
→ T[ω]

(
DefL(ω)/ ∼

)
(6)

is an isomorphism, we have to study the infinitesimal moduli spaces appearing in (6).
We will identify them with suitable cohomology groups governing the respective moduli
problems.

2.2.1. The infinitesimal counterpart of DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼. The deformation problem of the pair
(ω,L) deforms two objects while requiring that a certain compatibility condition between
them remains satisfied. The complex underlying such a deformation problem is usually
the mapping cone of some cochain map between the relevant deformation complexes which
captures how the deformation of one object is constrained by the deformation of the other1.

Definition 2.6. Let (A•, dA) and (B•, dB) be complexes and Φ : (A•, dA) → (B•, dB) a
cochain map. The mapping cone C(Φ) is the complex

(
A• ⊕B•−1, dΦ

)
with differential

dΦ(a, b) =
(
dAa,Φ(a)− dBb

)
, for a ∈ Ak, b ∈ Bk−1.

In our situation, we are given a Lagrangian submanifold L ⊂ (M,ω) with inclusion map
ιL : L ↪→ M . The deformation complex of the Lagrangian submanifold L is

(
Ω•(L), d

)
while the deformation complex of the symplectic form ω is

(
Ω•(M)[1], d

)
, as we recall in

1A recent example of this philosophy can be found in [1]. There one shows that the deformation complex
of a symplectic groupoid (G, ω) is the mapping cone of a cochain map between the deformation complex of
the Lie groupoid G and the deformation complex of the closed multiplicative two-form ω.



SIMULTANEOUS DEFORMATIONS OF SYMPLECTIC FORMS AND LAGRANGIANS 8

§ 4. The condition of being Lagrangian is captured by the cochain map ι∗L :
(
Ω•(M), d

)
→(

Ω•(L), d
)
. Hence, it is natural to expect that the mapping cone

(
C(ι∗L), dι∗L

)
of the pullback

ι∗L is the deformation complex of the pair (ω,L). We will now confirm that this is indeed
the case.

To argue what is the appropriate notion of first order deformation of (ω,L), we first
need a suitable definition of smooth paths in DU ′(ω,L). This is provided by the following.
Recall that a submanifold L′ ∈ U ′ corresponds with a section α ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L).

Definition 2.7. A path (ωt, Lt) in DU ′(ω,L) is smooth if ωt is a smooth path in Ω2(M)
and the path αt in ΓV ′(T ∗L) corresponding with Lt is smooth.

Lemma 2.8. Let (ωt, Lt) be a smooth path in DU ′(ω,L) starting at (ω,L). Denote by αt
the path in ΓV ′(T ∗L) corresponding with Lt. Then the following hold:

(1) The infinitesimal deformation (ω̇0, α̇0) is a cocycle in
(
C(ι∗L), dι∗L

)
.

(2) If the path (ωt, Lt) is generated by an isotopy φt, meaning that
φt(L) = Lt and φ∗tωt = ω,

then the infinitesimal deformation (ω̇0, α̇0) is a coboundary in
(
C(ι∗L), dι∗L

)
.

Proof. For item (1), it is clear that ω̇0 is closed. It remains to show that
ι∗Lω̇0 = dα̇0 (7)

Because the symplectomorphism ψ : (V, ωcan) → (U, ω) that we fixed in (5) restricts to the
identity on L, we may assume that ωt is a path of symplectic forms on V ⊂ T ∗L starting
at ωcan such that the graph of αt ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L) is Lagrangian with respect to ωt. This means
that α∗

tωt = 0. Differentiating this equality at time t = 0, we obtain

0 =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

α∗
tωcan + ι∗Lω̇0 = −d

(
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

α∗
t θtaut

)
+ ι∗Lω̇0 = −dα̇0 + ι∗Lω̇0.

Here we used that the tautological one-form θtaut ∈ Ω1(T ∗L) satisfies α∗θtaut = α for all
α ∈ Γ(T ∗L), see [9, Prop. 3.1.18]. This shows that (7) holds, which proves item (1).

For item 2), let Yt be the time dependent vector field defined by the isotopy φt. We claim
that the infinitesimal deformation (ω̇0, α̇0) satisfies

(ω̇0, α̇0) = −
(
dιY0ω, ι

∗
L(ιY0ω)

)
= dι∗L(−ιY0ω, 0). (8)

First, differentiating the equality φ∗tωt = ω at time t = 0 gives

0 =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

φ∗tωt = £Y0ω + ω̇0 = dιY0ω + ω̇0,

which shows that the first components in (8) are equal. To show that the second components
in (8) are also equal, we will again use that the symplectomorphism ψ : (V, ωcan) → (U, ω)
restricts to the identity on L. Denoting by Zt := (ψ−1)∗Yt, it then suffices to prove that

α̇0 = −ι∗L
(
ιZ0ωcan

)
. (9)

Note that the isotopy ψ−1 ◦ φt ◦ ψ integrating the time-dependent vector field Zt satisfies(
ψ−1 ◦ φt ◦ ψ

)
(L) = graph(αt). By [14, Lemma 3.13], this implies that

α̇0 = P
(
Z0|L

)
, (10)

where P is the vertical projection in the decomposition T (T ∗L)|L = TL ⊕ T ∗L. Unravel-
ling this equality using the explicit correspondence between sections of T ∗L and vertical,
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fiberwise constant vector fields on T ∗L from Rem. 2.2, the expression (10) in fact states
that

α̇0 = −ι∗L
(
ι
P
(
Z0|L

)ωcan) = −ι∗L
(
ιZ0ωcan

)
.

In the last equality, we used that ι∗Lωcan = 0. This shows that the equation (9) holds. □

The following result is a converse to Lemma 2.8. It shows in particular that the simulta-
neous deformation problem of (ω,L) is smoothly unobstructed.

Lemma 2.9. Let (η, β) ∈ Ω2(M)× Ω1(L) be a cocycle in
(
C(ι∗L), dι∗L

)
.

(1) There exists a smooth path (ωt, Lt) in DU ′(ω,L) starting at (ω,L) whose associated
infinitesimal deformation (ω̇0, α̇0) is exactly (η, β).

(2) If (η, β) is a coboundary in
(
C(ι∗L), dι∗L

)
, then one can find such a path (ωt, Lt) that

is generated by an isotopy φt.

Before proving Lemma 2.9, we make some useful observations.
• We saw in equation (8) that the first order deformation coming from a path (ωt, Lt)

generated by an isotopy is a coboundary lying in dι∗L
(
Ω1(M)⊕ {0}

)
. In fact, every

two-coboundary is of this form since

dι∗L
(
Ωk(M)⊕ {0}

)
= dι∗L

(
Ωk(M)⊕ Ωk−1(L)

)
. (11)

Indeed, given (η, β) ∈ Ωk(M)⊕ Ωk−1(L) one can always find ζ ∈ Ωk(M) such that

dι∗L(ζ, 0) = (dζ, ι∗Lζ) = (dη, ι∗Lη − dβ) = dι∗L(η, β).

For instance, let β̃ ∈ Ωk−1(M) be any extension of β ∈ Ωk−1(L) and set ζ := η−dβ̃.
• Let (η, β) ∈ Ω2(M)× Ω1(L) be a two-cocycle in

(
C(ι∗L), dι∗L

)
, that is{

dη = 0

ι∗Lη = dβ
.

If β̃ ∈ Ω1(M) is any extension of β, then we have

(η, β) = (η − dβ̃, 0) + (dβ̃, β) = (η − dβ̃, 0) + dι∗L(β̃, 0). (12)

Hence, the cocycle (η, β) is cohomologous with the cocycle (η−dβ̃, 0) whose second
component is zero. This indicates how we should construct a path of deformations
(ωt, Lt) prolonging the first order deformation (η, β). First take a path of the form
(ω′
t, L) prolonging (η− dβ̃, 0), then correct this path by applying a suitable isotopy.

Proof of Lemma 2.9. For item (1), let (η, β) ∈ Ω2(M)×Ω1(L) be a two-cocycle in (C(ι∗L), dι∗L)
and fix an extension β̃ ∈ Ω1(M) of β. We will follow the strategy outlined in the second
bullet point above. First, take ε > 0 such that for all 0 ≤ t ≤ ε, the two-form ω+ t(η− dβ̃)

is still symplectic. Note that L is Lagrangian with respect to ω+ t(η−dβ̃) for all 0 ≤ t ≤ ε.
Hence we get a smooth path (

ω + t(η − dβ̃), L
)
0≤t≤ϵ

in DU ′(ω,L), which prolongs the first order deformation (η − dβ̃, 0). Second, let φt be the
flow of the vector field Y ∈ X(M) determined by ιY ω = −β̃. Shrinking ε if needed, we can
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make sure that the path (φt(L))0≤t≤ϵ stays inside the neighbourhood U ′ ⊂ GrL(M) of L.
We then get a smooth path(

(φ−1
t )∗

(
ω + t(η − dβ̃)

)
, φt(L)

)
0≤t≤ϵ

in DU ′(ω,L), which prolongs the first order deformation (η, β). Indeed, on one hand

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(φ−1
t )∗

(
ω + t(η − dβ̃)

)
= −£Y ω + η − dβ̃ = −dιY ω + η + dιY ω = η.

On the other hand, let (αt)0≤t≤ϵ be the path in ΓV ′(T ∗L) corresponding with the path
(φt(L))0≤t≤ϵ in U ′. Since ιY ω = −β̃, checking that α̇0 = β amounts to showing that

α̇0 = −ι∗L(ιY ω).

This is done exactly as in the proof of Lemma 2.8 (2). This finishes the proof of item (1).
For item (2), recall from (11) that every two-coboundary in

(
C(ι∗L), dι∗L

)
is of the form

dι∗L(ζ, 0) = (dζ, ι∗Lζ), ζ ∈ Ω1(M).

Let φt be the flow of the vector field Y ∈ X(M) determined by ιY ω = −ζ. Take ε > 0 small
enough such that the path (φt(L))0≤t≤ϵ stays inside the neighbourhood U ′ ⊂ GrL(M) of L.
We then get a smooth path (

(φ−1
t )∗ω, φt(L)

)
0≤t≤ϵ

in DU ′(ω,L). The proof of Lemma 2.8 (2) shows that the first order deformation of (ω,L)
coming from this path is exactly given by

dι∗L(−ιY ω, 0) = dι∗L(ζ, 0). □

Corollary 2.10. The formal tangent space T[(ω,L)]
(
DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼

)
is given by H2

(
C(ι∗L)

)
.

Remark 2.11. This shows in particular that the formal tangent space T[(ω,L)]
(
DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼

)
is finite dimensional. Indeed, it is well-known that the mapping cone

(
C(ι∗L), dι∗L

)
fits in a

short exact sequence of complexes

0
(
Ω•−1(L),−d

) (
C(ι∗L)•, dι∗L

) (
Ω•(M), d) 0.

β 7→(0,β) (η,β) 7→η

We get a long exact sequence in cohomology

· · · −→ Hk−1(L) −→ Hk
(
C(ι∗L)

)
−→ Hk(M) −→ · · ·

Since L and M are compact, we know that Hk−1(L) and Hk(M) are finite dimensional.
The long exact sequence then implies that Hk

(
C(ι∗L)

)
is finite dimensional as well.

2.2.2. The infinitesimal counterpart of DefL(ω)/ ∼. It is not hard to describe the formal
tangent space T[ω]

(
DefL(ω)/ ∼

)
. The relevant cochain complex is now the relative de

Rham complex
(
Ω•(M,L), d

)
, which is defined as follows. Given the inclusion ιL : L ↪→M ,

we set
Ωk(M,L) =

{
α ∈ Ωk(M) : i∗Lα = 0

}
.

We call the cohomology groups H•(M,L) arising from
(
Ω•(M,L), d

)
the relative de Rham

cohomology groups of M with respect to L. The following result is straightforward.



SIMULTANEOUS DEFORMATIONS OF SYMPLECTIC FORMS AND LAGRANGIANS 11

Lemma 2.12. (1) Let ωt be a smooth path in DefL(ω) starting at ω. The corresponding
infinitesimal deformation ω̇0 is a closed element of Ω2(M,L). Conversely, if η ∈ Ω2(M,L)
is closed then there exists a smooth path ωt in DefL(ω) starting at ω such that ω̇0 = η.

(2) If a smooth path ωt in DefL(ω) starting at ω is generated by an isotopy preserving
L, then ω̇0 ∈ dΩ1(M,L). Conversely, if η ∈ dΩ1(M,L), then there is a smooth path ωt in
DefL(ω) starting at ω which is generated by an isotopy preserving L and satisfies ω̇0 = η.

Proof. (1) If ωt is a smooth path in DefL(ω), then ωt is closed and belongs to Ω2(M,L) for
every t. Hence, the same holds for ω̇0. Next, if η ∈ Ω2(M,L) is closed then ωt := ω + tη is
symplectic for small enough t and moreover L is Lagrangian with respect to ωt. It follows
that ωt is a smooth path in DefL(ω) starting at ω such that ω̇0 = η.

(2) By assumption, we have that φ∗tωt = ω where φt is an isotopy whose time dependent
vector field Yt is tangent to L. Differentiating at time t = 0, we get

ω̇0 = −dιY0ω.

Here ιY0ω ∈ Ω1(M,L) since ω ∈ Ω2(M,L) and Y0 is tangent to L. Hence ω̇0 ∈ dΩ1(M,L).
Conversely, take a coboundary dγ with γ ∈ Ω1(M,L). Let φt be the flow of the vector field
Y ∈ X(M) determined by ιY ω = −γ. The fact that γ ∈ Ω1(M,L) implies that Y is tangent
to L because

Y |L ∈ Γ(TLω) = Γ(TL).

So the isotopy φt preserves L. The path ωt := (φ−1
t )∗ω generated by φt satisfies

ω̇0 = −dιY ω = dγ. □

Corollary 2.13. The formal tangent space T[ω]
(
DefL(ω)/ ∼

)
is given by H2(M,L).

Remark 2.14. This shows in particular that the formal tangent space T[ω]
(
DefL(ω)/ ∼

)
is finite dimensional. Indeed, the relative de Rham complex

(
Ω•(M,L), d

)
fits in a short

exact sequence of complexes

0 −→
(
Ω•(M,L), d

)
−→

(
Ω•(M), d

) i∗L−→
(
Ω•(L), d

)
−→ 0,

which induces a long exact sequence in cohomology

· · · −→ Hk−1(L) −→ Hk(M,L) −→ Hk(M) −→ · · · . (13)

Since L and M are compact, we know that Hk−1(L) and Hk(M) are finite dimensional.
The long exact sequence then implies that Hk(M,L) is finite dimensional as well.

2.2.3. A linear isomorphism. We will now prove that the formal linearization

dq : T[(ω,L)]
(
DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼

)
→ T[ω]

(
DefL(ω)/ ∼

)
is a linear isomorphism. We will proceed by first recalling a canonical isomorphism between
the cohomology groups H2

(
C(ι∗L)

)
and H2(M,L). We will then show that this isomorphism

is realized by the map dq under the identifications established in Cor. 2.10 and Cor. 2.13.
It is well-known that for a surjective cochain map Φ : (A•, dA) → (B•, dB), the natural

inclusion
(
kerΦ, dA

)
↪→
(
C(Φ), dΦ

)
is a quasi-isomorphism [6, Lemma 5.2.4]. Applying this

fact to the pullback ι∗L :
(
Ω•(M), d

)
→
(
Ω•(L), d

)
gives an isomorphism

I : Hk(M,L)
∼−→ Hk

(
C(ι∗L)

)
: [η] 7→ [(η, 0)].

We will need the inverse of this isomorphism, which was already hinted at in equation (12).
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Lemma 2.15. The inverse of the isomorphism I is given by

J : Hk
(
C(ι∗L)

)
→ Hk(M,L) : [(η, β)] 7→ [η − dβ̃].

Here β̃ ∈ Ωk−1(M) is any extension of β ∈ Ωk−1(L).

Proof. We first show that J is well-defined. If (η, β) is a k-cocycle in
(
C(ι∗L), dι∗L

)
, then{

dη = 0

ι∗Lη = dβ
.

Hence for any extension β̃ of β, the form η − dβ̃ is closed and its pullback to L vanishes.
So it defines a class in Hk(M,L). This class does not depend on the choice of extension β̃.
Indeed, if β̃1 and β̃2 are two extensions of β then

(η − dβ̃1)− (η − dβ̃2) = d(β̃2 − β̃1),

where β̃2− β̃1 ∈ Ωk−1(M,L). Hence η−dβ̃1 and η−dβ̃2 define the same class in Hk(M,L).
So we get a well-defined map

Ck(ι∗L)closed → Hk(M,L) : (η, β) 7→ [η − dβ̃]. (14)

To check that it descends to Hk
(
C(ι∗L)

)
, we show that k-coboundaries are mapped to zero.

By equation (11), a k-coboundary is necessarily of the form
dι∗L(ζ, 0) = (dζ, ι∗Lζ)

for some ζ ∈ Ωk−1(M). An extension of ι∗Lζ ∈ Ωk−1(L) is simply given by ζ, hence it is
clear that (dζ, ι∗Lζ) gets mapped to zero by the map (14). It follows that J is well-defined.

It remains to check that I and J are inverses. It is clear that J ◦ I is the identity map.
On the other hand, the composition I ◦ J is given by

I ◦ J : Hk
(
C(ι∗L)

)
→ Hk

(
C(ι∗L)

)
: [(η, β)] 7→ [(η − dβ̃, 0)].

We already remarked in (12) that a cocycle (η, β) is cohomologous with (η − dβ̃, 0) since

(η, β) = (η − dβ̃, 0) + (dβ̃, β) = (η − dβ̃, 0) + dι∗L(β̃, 0).

This shows that I ◦J is also the identity map. Hence I and J are inverses of each other. □

The isomorphism J : H2
(
C(ι∗L)

)
→ H2(M,L) is in fact realized by the formal lin-

earization of q at the class [(ω,L)] ∈ DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼. In particular, the latter is also an
isomorphism.

Proposition 2.16. We have a commutative diagram

T[(ω,L)]
(
DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼

)
T[ω]
(
DefL(ω)/ ∼

)
H2
(
C(ι∗L)

)
H2(M,L)

dq

' '

J

.

Proof. Take a smooth path (ωt, Lt) in DU ′(ω,L) starting at (ω,L). Denote by αt the path
in ΓV ′(T ∗L) corresponding with Lt. We need to prove the following equality in H2(M,L):[

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

φ∗Lt
ωt

]
=
[
ω̇0 − d˜̇α0

]
(15)
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Denote by Yt the time-dependent vector field of the isotopy φLt . We then have

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

φ∗Lt
ωt = dιY0ω + ω̇0.

Hence, the equality (15) follows if we show that ιY0ω + ˜̇α0 ∈ Ω1(M,L). That is to say,

α̇0 = −ι∗L(ιY0ω).

To prove this equality, we use that the symplectomorphism ψ : (V, ωcan) → (U, ω) restricts
to the identity on L. Denoting by Z0 := (ψ−1)∗Y0, it then suffices to prove that

α̇0 = −ι∗L(ιZ0ωcan). (16)

We now make the vector field Z0 more explicit. Recall that φLt is the flow at time 1 of
the vector field XLt := fψ∗(Xαt) ∈ X(M). It will be beneficial to rephrase this as

φLt = exp(XLt),

where exp : X(M) → Diff(M) denotes the exponential map of the infinite dimensional Lie
group Diff(M). Since the derivative d0 exp is the identity map, it follows that

Y0 =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

φLt =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

exp(XLt) = (d0 exp)

(
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

XLt

)
= fψ∗(Xα̇0).

This implies that the vector field Z0 = (ψ−1)∗Y0 is given by Z0 = ψ∗(f)Xα̇0 . The equality
(16) now follows immediately. Since ψ∗(f) is identically 1 along L, we get

−ι∗L(ιZ0ωcan) = −ι∗L(ιXα̇0
ωcan) = α̇0.

In the last equality, we used again the correspondence from Rem. 2.2 between vertical,
fiberwise constant vector fields on T ∗L and sections of T ∗L. This finishes the proof. □

2.3. The geometric equivalence. The fact that the formal linearization of q is an isomor-
phism suggests that q should be a local equivalence between the moduli spaces DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼
and DefL(ω)/ ∼. We now confirm that this is indeed the case.

Proposition 2.17. We have a bijection

q :
DU ′(ω,L)

∼
→ DefL(ω)

∼
: [(ω′, L′)] 7→

[
φ∗L′ω′].

Proof. Surjectivity is clear, since [ω′] ∈ DefL(ω)/ ∼ is the image of [(ω′, L)] ∈ DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼.
For injectivity, assume that (ω′, L′), (ω′′, L′′) ∈ DU ′(ω,L) are such that φ∗L′ω′ and φ∗L′′ω′′

are equivalent in DefL(ω). Then there exists an isotopy (ψt)t∈[0,1] such that

(ψ1)
∗(φ∗L′′ω′′) = φ∗L′ω′ and ψt(L) = L for all t ∈ [0, 1].

We will construct an isotopy (ρt)t∈[0,1] connecting ρ0 = Id and ρ1 = φL′′ ◦ ψ1 ◦ φ−1
L′ such

that additionally ρt(L′) ∈ U ′ for all t ∈ [0, 1]. This will imply that (ω′, L′) and (ω′′, L′′) are
equivalent in DU ′(ω,L), because

ρ1(L
′) =

(
φL′′ ◦ ψ1 ◦ φ−1

L′
)
(L′) = L′′

and
(ρ1)

∗ω′′ =
(
φ−1
L′
)∗ (

(ψ1)
∗(φ∗L′′ω′′)) = (φ−1

L′
)∗
(φ∗L′ω′) = ω′.
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We can proceed as in the proof of Lemma 2.4. Consider again the same smooth function
h : [0, 1] → [0, 1] satisfying

h(0) = 0,

h|]0, 15 [ :
]
0, 15
[
→ h

(]
0, 15
[)

is a diffeomorphism,
h|[ 1

5
, 2
5
] ≡

1
3 ,

h|] 25 , 35 [ :
]
2
5 ,

3
5

[
→ h

(]
2
5 ,

3
5

[)
is a diffeomorphism,

h|[ 3
5
, 4
5
] ≡

2
3 ,

h|] 45 ,1[ :
]
4
5 , 1
[
→ h

(]
4
5 , 1
[)

is a diffeomorphism,
h(1) = 1.

Recall from Def. 2.3 that φL′ is the time 1-flow of the vector field XL′ . Let us denote this
flow by φtXL′ . Similarly, we have that φL′′ is the flow φtXL′′ at time 1. We now define

ρt =



φ
−3h(t)
XL′ if 0 ≤ t ≤ 1

5 ,

φ−1
XL′ if 1

5 ≤ t ≤ 2
5 ,

ψ(3h(t)−1) ◦ φ−1
XL′ if 2

5 ≤ t ≤ 3
5 ,

ψ1 ◦ φ−1
XL′ if 3

5 ≤ t ≤ 4
5 ,

φ
(3h(t)−2)
XL′′ ◦ ψ1 ◦ φ−1

XL′ if 4
5 ≤ t ≤ 1.

Then ρt is smooth in t and it connects ρ0 = Id with ρ1 = φ1XL′′ ◦ψ1◦φ−1
XL′ = φL′′◦ψ1◦φ−1

L′ . We
now check that ρt(L′) ∈ U ′ for all t ∈ [0, 1]. So we have to check that ρt(L′) corresponds with
a section in ΓV ′(T ∗L). As L′, L′′ ∈ U ′, they correspond with sections α′, α′′ ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L).

• For 0 ≤ t ≤ 1
5 , we have that ρt(L′) corresponds with (1− 3h(t))α′ ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L).

• For 1
5 ≤ t ≤ 2

5 , we have that ρt(L′) corresponds with the zero section 0 ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L).
• For 2

5 ≤ t ≤ 3
5 , we have that 0 ≤ 3h(t) − 1 ≤ 1. By construction, we have that

ψs(L) = L for all 0 ≤ s ≤ 1. It follows that ρt(L′) = ψ(3h(t)−1)(L) = L corresponds
with the zero section 0 ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L).

• For 3
5 ≤ t ≤ 4

5 , we still have that ρt(L′) = ψ1(L) = L corresponds with the zero
section 0 ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L).

• For 4
5 ≤ t ≤ 1, we have that ρt(L) corresponds with (3h(t)− 2)α′′ ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L).

In the first and last bullet point, we used that V ′ ⊂ T ∗L is fiberwise convex to conclude
that the scalar multiples of α′ and α′′ still take values in V ′. The proof is now finished. □

Remark 2.18. A loose interpretation of the correspondence in Prop. 2.17 is the following.
Let Diff(M) be the diffeomorphism group of M , which acts on the space of pairs D(ω,L).
The subgroup DiffL(M) of diffeomorphisms preserving L acts on DefL(ω). One can think
of DefL(ω) as a DiffL(M)-slice to the Diff(M)-action on D(ω,L). Indeed, we have a map

Diff(M)×DiffL(M) DefL(ω) → D(ω,L) : (f, ω′) 7→
(
(f−1)∗ω′, f(L)

)
and upon restricting to DU ′(ω,L) we obtain a map in the other direction. From this point
of view, one expects the local moduli space of simultaneous deformations to be the quotient
DefL(ω)/DiffL(M) of the “slice” DefL(ω). Prop. 2.17 above makes this precise.
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3. The main result

In this section, we will show that the local moduli space of simultaneous deformations can
be identified with an open neighborhood of the origin in the relative cohomology H2(M,L),
provided that we restrict to small enough deformations of the pair (ω,L). By invoking the
bijection of moduli spaces established in §2, we can essentially reduce the problem to proving
the same result for the local moduli space of symplectic forms for which L is Lagrangian.

To make everything precise, we need to introduce suitable topologies on the deformation
spaces DU ′(ω,L) and DefL(ω). In the rest of this section, we assume the following setup:

• We endow the space DefL(ω) with the C0-topology inherited from
(
Ω2(M), C0

)
.

• By identifying submanifolds in U ′ with their corresponding sections in ΓV ′(T ∗L),
we can endow U ′ with the C1-topology. We then endow DU ′(ω,L) with the product(
C0 × C1

)
-topology inherited from

(
Ω2(M)× U ′, C0 × C1

)
.

3.1. Local parametrization of the moduli space DefL(ω)/ ∼. The moduli space of
symplectic forms for which L is Lagrangian can be identified with an open neighborhood
of the origin in H2(M,L), provided that we restrict to small deformations of ω in DefL(ω).

Lemma 3.1. There is a C0-open W around ω in the space of closed two-forms Ω2
cl(M)

such that W is convex and W ⊂ Ωsymp(M).

Proof. Denote by π := −ω−1 the Poisson structure corresponding with ω. Fix a Riemannian
metric and consider the map ‖ · ‖ : Ω2

cl(M) → R determined by

‖ω̃‖ := sup
{∣∣∣π♯ ◦ ω̃♭(v) + v

∣∣∣ : v ∈ TM, |v| = 1
}
, ω̃ ∈ Ω2

cl(M).

Note that ‖ω‖ = 0 and that ‖ω̃‖ ≥ 1 if ω̃ is degenerate. Hence setting

W := {ω̃ ∈ Ω2
cl(M) : ‖ω̃‖ < 1},

we get a C0-open around ω in Ω2
cl(M) consisting of symplectic forms. Note that W is

convex. Indeed, take ω̃1, ω̃2 ∈ W and t ∈ [0, 1] and let v ∈ TM be such that |v| = 1. We
then have∣∣∣π♯ ◦ (tω̃♭1 + (1− t)ω̃♭2

)
(v) + v

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣t(π♯ ◦ ω̃♭1(v) + v
)
+ (1− t)

(
π♯ ◦ ω̃♭2(v) + v

)∣∣∣
≤ t

∣∣∣π♯ ◦ ω̃♭1(v) + v
∣∣∣+ (1− t)

∣∣∣π♯ ◦ ω̃♭2(v) + v
∣∣∣

≤ t‖ω̃1‖+ (1− t)‖ω̃2‖
< t+ (1− t)

= 1.

This shows that ‖tω̃1+(1−t)ω̃2‖ < 1, hence tω̃1+(1−t)ω̃2 ∈ W . So W is indeed convex. □

We now restrict to deformations of ω lying in the C0-open DefL(ω)∩W . The properties
of the neighborhood W allow us to describe the moduli space

(
DefL(ω)∩W

)
/ ∼ explicitly.

Proposition 3.2. The map
DefL(ω) ∩W

∼
→ H2(M,L) : [ω′] 7→ [ω − ω′] (17)

is a well-defined bijection onto an open neighborhood of the origin in H2(M,L).
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Proof. We first check that the map is well-defined. If ω′
1, ω

′
2 ∈ DefL(ω) ∩W are equivalent

then there exists an isotopy (ρt)t∈[0,1] of M such that

(ρ1)
∗ω′

2 = ω′
1 and ρt(L) = L for all t ∈ [0, 1].

If Yt is the time-dependent vector field of ρt, then we have

(ω − ω′
2)− (ω − ω′

1) = (ρ1)
∗ω′

2 − ω′
2 =

∫ 1

0

d

dt
(ρ∗tω

′
2)dt = d

(∫ 1

0
ρ∗t (ιYtω

′
2)dt

)
.

Note that ρ∗t (ιYtω′
2) ∈ Ω1(M,L) since ρt preserves L, Yt is tangent to L and ω′

2 ∈ Ω2(M,L).
Hence the classes [ω − ω′

1] and [ω − ω′
2] in H2(M,L) agree, so the map is well-defined.

Next, we check that the map surjects onto an open neighborhood of the origin in
H2(M,L). Clearly, the class [ω] is mapped to zero. It remains to show that the im-
age of the map (17) is open. Assume that [β] ∈ H2(M,L) is the image of [ω′] for some
ω′ ∈ DefL(ω) ∩ W . Pick closed forms η1, . . . , ηk ∈ Ω2(M,L) whose cohomology classes
[η1], . . . , [ηk] form a basis of H2(M,L). There exists ε > 0 such that for all δ ∈ Rk with
‖δ‖ < ε, we have that

ω′ −
k∑
i=1

δiηi ∈ DefL(ω) ∩W .

The image of its equivalence class in
(
DefL(ω) ∩W

)
/ ∼ under the map (17) is[

ω − ω′ +
k∑
i=1

δiηi

]
= [β] +

k∑
i=1

δi[ηi].

Therefore the open ball B[β],ϵ ⊂ H2(M,L) is contained in the image of the map (17).
At last, we check that the map is injective. Assume that ω′

1, ω
′
2 ∈ DefL(ω) ∩W are such

that [ω′
1] = [ω′

2] in H2(M,L). We have to show that there is an isotopy (ρt)t∈[0,1] such that

(ρ1)
∗ω′

2 = ω′
1 and ρt(L) = L for all t ∈ [0, 1]. (18)

Pick β ∈ Ω1(M,L) such that
ω′
2 − ω′

1 = dβ

and consider the straight line homotopy
Ωt = ω′

1 + tdβ.

Towards using the Moser trick, let (ρt)t∈[0,1] be an isotopy with corresponding time-dependent
vector field (Yt)t∈[0,1]. We then have

d

dt
(ρt)

∗Ωt = (ρt)
∗ (d (ιYtΩt + β)) .

Note that Ωt is symplectic for all t ∈ [0, 1] since W is convex and W ⊂ Ωsymp(M). Hence,
we can pick Yt such that

ιYtΩt = −β. (19)
The isotopy (ρt)t∈[0,1] then satisfies

(ρ1)
∗ω′

2 = ω′
1.

It remains to argue that ρt preserves L for all t ∈ [0, 1]. To do so, note that equation (19)
implies that for all x ∈ L we have

(Yt)(x) ∈ TxL
⊥Ωt = TxL,
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where TxL⊥Ωt is the symplectic orthogonal of TxL with respect to Ωt. Here we used the
fact that L is Lagrangian with respect to Ωt for all t ∈ [0, 1]. So the time-dependent vector
field Yt is tangent to L, and therefore the isotopy ρt fixes L for all t ∈ [0, 1]. It follows
that the conditions (18) hold. This shows that the map (17) is injective, so the proof is
finished. □
3.2. Continuity of the map q. In the previous subsection, we parametrized a C0-open
around ω in DefL(ω) up to isotopies fixing L. We want to use this result to parametrize a(
C0×C1

)
-open around (ω,L) in DU ′(ω,L) up to isotopies. This can be done using the map

q : DU ′(ω,L) → DefL(ω) : (ω′, L′) 7→ φ∗L′ω′,

if we show that this map is continuous with respect to the
(
C0×C1

)
-topology on the domain

and the C0-topology on the codomain. This subsection is devoted to proving the following.

Proposition 3.3. The map
F :

(
Ω2(M)× U ′, C0 × C1

)
→
(
Ω2(M), C0

)
: (ω′, L′) 7→ φ∗L′ω′.

is continuous at the point (ω,L).

Towards proving Prop. 3.3, we first note that the map(
Ω2(M)× Diff(M), C0 × C1

)
→
(
Ω2(M), C0

)
: (ω′, φ) 7→ φ∗ω′.

is continuous. This follows immediately from the coordinate expression of the pullback
φ∗ω′. Therefore, in order to prove Prop. 3.3 we only need to establish the following auxiliary
result.

Lemma 3.4. The assignment(
U ′, C1

)
→
(
Diff(M), C1

)
: L′ 7→ φL′

is continuous at the point L.

We will use the following version of Gronwall’s inequality [11, Thm. 1.2.2]: if u : [0, 1] → R
is a continuous, positive function and there are positive constants A and B such that

u(t) ≤ A+B

∫ t

0
u(s)ds (20)

then u satisfies u(t) ≤ AeB for all t ∈ [0, 1]. We now proceed with the proof of Lemma 3.4,
which is inspired by the proofs of [10, Lemma B.3] and [7, Lemma 3.10].

Proof of Lemma 3.4. The proof consists of two steps.
(1) We first show that the map(

U ′, C1
)
→
(
X(M), C1

)
: L′ 7→ XL′ (21)

is continuous at L. The support of XL′ is contained in the open U ⊂M , which we
identify with V ⊂ T ∗L. Hence, we may assume that XL′ is a compactly supported
vector field on V ⊂ T ∗L. Recall that L′ ∈ U ′ corresponds with a section α′ ∈
ΓV ′(T ∗L). In cotangent coordinates (x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn), the assignment (21) is
given by

n∑
i=1

gidxi 7→ f

(
n∑
i=1

gi∂yi

)
,

where f is a fixed compactly supported function on V . From this expression, it is
immediately clear that the assignment L′ 7→ XL′ is continuous for C1-topologies.
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(2) Next, we show that the map(
{XL′ : L′ ∈ U ′}, C1

)
→
(
Diff(M), C1

)
: XL′ 7→ φL′ (22)

is continuous at zero. Again, since XL′ and its flow φL′ are supported in the open
U ⊂M , we may assume that both are defined on the open V ⊂ T ∗L.

We introduce some notation. Cover L in finitely many coordinate charts Oi ∼= Rn
such that the closed balls {Bi}i of radius 1 still cover L. Let us denote the cotangent
coordinates on Oi×Rn by (z1, . . . , zn, zn+1, . . . , z2n). Since the compactly supported
vector field XL′ ∈ X(V ) is vertical, it is locally given by

XL′ |Oi×Rn = f1i (z)∂zn+1 + · · ·+ fni (z)∂z2n .

Its C1-norm is then given by

‖XL′‖1 := sup
i,j

{∣∣∣∣∣∂|I|f ji∂zI
(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ : z ∈ Bi × Rn and 0 ≤ |I| ≤ 1

}
.

We denote the flow of XL′ by (φt)t∈[0,1], so that φL′ = φ1. In what follows, we need
to estimate the C1-distance between φ1 and Id. To this end, we define

χi,t := φt − Id : Oi × Rn → Oi × Rn.

Written in components, we have χi,t = (0, χ1
i,t, . . . , χ

n
i,t). Note that χji,t satisfies

dχji,t
dt

(z) = f ji (z + χi,t(z)), χji,0 = 0.

It follows that
χji,t(z) =

∫ t

0
f ji (z + χi,s(z))ds. (23)

We first estimate the difference between φ1 and Id. For z ∈ Bi × Rn, we have∣∣∣χji,1(z)∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0
f ji (z + χi,s(z))ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫ 1

0

∣∣∣f ji (z + χi,s(z))
∣∣∣ ds ≤ ‖XL′‖1. (24)

We now estimate the difference between derivatives of φ1 and Id. By taking partial
derivatives in the equation (23), we get for z ∈ Bi × Rn that

∂χji,t
∂zk

(z) =

∫ t

0

(
∂f ji
∂zk

(z + χi,s(z)) +
2n∑

l=n+1

∂f ji
∂zl

(z + χi,s(z))
∂χl−ni,s

∂zk
(z)

)
ds.

It follows that∣∣∣∣∣∂χ
j
i,t

∂zk
(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖XL′‖1 + ‖XL′‖1
∫ t

0

n∑
l=1

∣∣∣∣∣∂χli,s∂zk
(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ds.
Consequently,

n∑
l=1

∣∣∣∣∣∂χli,t∂zk
(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ n‖XL′‖1 + n‖XL′‖1
∫ t

0

n∑
l=1

∣∣∣∣∣∂χli,s∂zk
(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ds.
We are now in the setup of Gronwall’s inequality, see (20) above. It follows that∣∣∣∣∣∂χ

j
i,t

∂zk
(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
n∑
l=1

∣∣∣∣∣∂χli,t∂zk
(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ n‖XL′‖1en‖XL′‖1 .
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In particular, we proved that∣∣∣∣∣∂χ
j
i,1

∂zk
(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ n‖XL′‖1en‖XL′‖1 . (25)

The estimates (24) and (25) confirm that the map (22) is indeed continuous. □

3.3. Local parametrization of the moduli space DU ′(ω,L)/ ∼. We can now prove
our main result, which parametrizes a

(
C0 × C1

)
-open around (ω,L) in DU ′(ω,L) up to

isotopies. This open neighborhood of (ω,L) is obtained as follows:
i) In Lemma 3.1, we constructed a suitable C0-open neighborhood W of ω in Ω2

cl(M).
Hence there exists a C0-open V around ω in Ω2(M) such that W = V ∩ Ω2

cl(M).
ii) By Prop. 3.3, there exists a

(
C0 × C1

)
-open O around (ω,L) in Ω2(M)× U ′ such that

F (O) ⊂ V . Then DU ′(ω,L)∩O is the desired
(
C0×C1

)
-open around (ω,L) in DU ′(ω,L).

Theorem 3.5. The map
DU ′(ω,L) ∩ O

∼
→ H2(M,L) : [(ω′, L′)] 7→ [ω − φ∗L′ω′] (26)

is a well-defined bijection onto an open neighborhood of the origin in H2(M,L).

Proof. The proof relies on the fact that if (ω′, L′) ∈ DU ′(ω,L)∩O, then φ∗L′ω′ ∈ DefL(ω)∩W .
This follows from the construction of the neighborhood O outlined above.

To see that the map (26) is well-defined, assume that (ω′, L′), (ω′′, L′′) ∈ DU ′(ω,L) ∩ O
are equivalent. First, since the map

q :
DU ′(ω,L)

∼
→ DefL(ω)

∼
: [(η,K)] 7→

[
φ∗Kη

]
is well-defined by Lemma 2.4, it follows that φ∗L′ω′, φ∗L′′ω′′ ∈ DefL(ω) ∩ W are equivalent.
Next, since the map

DefL(ω) ∩W
∼

→ H2(M,L) : [η] 7→ [ω − η]

is well-defined by Prop. 3.2, the classes [ω − φ∗L′ω′] and [ω − φ∗L′′ω′′] in H2(M,L) agree.
To see that the map (26) is injective, assume that (ω′, L′), (ω′′, L′′) ∈ DU ′(ω,L) ∩ O are

such that [ω− φ∗L′ω′] = [ω− φ∗L′′ω′′] in H2(M,L). First, because of injectivity in Prop. 3.2,
we get that φ∗L′ω′, φ∗L′′ω′′ ∈ DefL(ω) ∩ W are equivalent. Next, because of injectivity in
Prop. 2.17, it follows that (ω′, L′), (ω′′, L′′) ∈ DU ′(ω,L) ∩ O are equivalent.

We now check that the map (26) surjects onto an open neighborhood of zero in H2(M,L).
Since the class [(ω,L)] is mapped to zero, we only need to show that the image of the map
(26) is open. We will argue as in the proof of Prop. 3.2. Assume that [β] ∈ H2(M,L) is the
image of [(ω′, L′)] for some (ω′, L′) ∈ DU ′(ω,L)∩O. Pick closed forms η1, . . . , ηk ∈ Ω2(M,L)
whose cohomology classes [η1], . . . , [ηk] form a basis of H2(M,L). Because the map(

Ω2(M), C0
)
→
(
Ω2(M), C0

)
: α 7→ (φ−1

L′ )
∗α

is continuous, there exists ε > 0 such that for all δ ∈ Rk with ‖δ‖ < ε, we have that(
ω′ − (φ−1

L′ )
∗
( k∑
i=1

δiηi

)
, L′

)
∈ DU ′(ω,L) ∩ O.
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The image of its equivalence class in
(
DU ′(ω,L) ∩ O

)
/ ∼ under the map (26) is[

ω − φ∗L′ω′ +

k∑
i=1

δiηi

]
= [β] +

k∑
i=1

δi[ηi].

Therefore the open ball B[β],ϵ ⊂ H2(M,L) is contained in the image of the map (26). This
shows that the image of the map (26) is an open neighborhood of the origin inH2(M,L). □

4. Relation with other deformation problems

The problem studied in this note concerns simultaneous deformations of a symplectic
form ω ∈ Ω2(M) and a Lagrangian submanifold L ⊂ (M,ω). One could also deform both
structures individually, i.e. study Lagrangian deformations of L for fixed ω or study sym-
plectic deformations of ω. The aim of this section is to relate these deformation problems.

4.1. Deformations of Lagrangian submanifolds. Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold
and L ⊂ (M,ω) a compact Lagrangian submanifold. We recall the well-known classification
of Lagrangian deformations L′ of L, up to equivalence by Hamiltonian isotopies.

As in § 1, we will restrict to Lagrangian submanifolds L′ ⊂ (M,ω) lying in a chart for the
non-linear Grassmannian GrL(M) around L. By Weinstein’s Lagrangian neighborhood the-
orem [17], we can fix a symplectomorphism between a neighborhood V of L in (T ∗L, ωcan)
and a neighborhood U of L in (M,ω), which restricts to the identity on L. We denote it
by

ψ : (V, ωcan) → (U, ω).

Let us also fix smaller neighborhoods V ′ and U ′ of L which correspond under ψ and satisfy
L ⊂ V ′ ⊂ V ′ ⊂ V and L ⊂ U ′ ⊂ U ′ ⊂ U . We also make sure that V ′ is fiberwise convex.
We define

ΓV ′(T ∗L) = {σ ∈ Γ(T ∗L) : σ(L) ⊂ V ′}

and set U ′ ⊂ GrL(M) to be the neighborhood of L consisting of submanifolds that are
images of ψ ◦ σ : L→M for σ ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L). We restrict to Lagrangian submanifolds in U ′.

Definition 4.1. i) We introduce the space

DU ′(L) :=
{
L′ ∈ U ′ : L′ ⊂ (M,ω) is Lagrangian

}
.

ii) For L′, L′′ ∈ DU ′(L), we say that L′ ∼ L′′ if there exists a Hamiltonian isotopy (φt)t∈[0,1]
of (M,ω) such that

φ1(L
′) = L′′ and φt(L

′) ∈ U ′ for all t ∈ [0, 1].

A Lagrangian submanifold L′ ∈ DU ′(L) corresponds to a unique section α′ ∈ ΓV ′(T ∗L)
whose graph is Lagrangian with respect to ωcan. It is well-known that the latter condition
is equivalent with α′ ∈ Ω1(L) being closed [9, Prop. 3.4.2]. So we get an assignment

DU ′(L) → H1(L) : L′ 7→ [α′].

It was proved in [12, Chapter 5, Prop. 2.7] that this map descends to a bijection between
the moduli space DU ′(L)/ ∼ and an open neighborhood of the origin in H1(L).
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4.2. Deformations of symplectic forms. Let M be compact and ω ∈ Ωsymp(M) a
symplectic form. We recall the well-known classification of deformations ω′ ∈ Ωsymp(M) of
ω, quotienting by the equivalence relation

ω′ ∼ ω′′ ⇔ ∃φ ∈ Diff0(M) such that φ∗ω′′ = ω′. (27)
We restrict to a convex C0-open D(ω) ⊂ Ω2

cl(M) around ω such that D(ω) ⊂ Ωsymp(M),
see Lemma 3.1. It follows from Moser’s theorem [9, Thm. 3.2.4] that the map

D(ω) → H2(M) : ω′ 7→ [ω − ω′]

induces a bijection between D(ω)/ ∼ and an open neighborhood of the origin in H2(M).

4.3. Relating the moduli spaces. Let (M,ω) be a compact symplectic manifold with a
compact Lagrangian submanifold L ⊂ (M,ω).

• In §4.1, we described C1-small deformations L′ of L up to Hamiltonian isotopy. We
denote the resulting moduli space by ML. It is parametrized by

ML → H1(L) : [L′] 7→ [α′]. (28)
• In §3.3, we described (C0 × C1)-small deformations (ω′, L′) of the pair (ω,L) up to

isotopies. We denote the resulting moduli space by M(ω,L). It is parametrized by

M(ω,L) → H2(M,L) : [(ω′, L′)] 7→ [ω − φ∗L′ω′]. (29)

• In §4.2, we described C0-small deformations ω′ of ω up to isotopies. We denote the
resulting moduli space by Mω. It is parametrized by

Mω → H2(M) : [ω′] 7→ [ω − ω′]. (30)
These moduli spaces fit in a natural sequence

ML M(ω,L) Mω.
[L′] 7→[(ω,L′)] [(ω′,L′)] 7→[ω′] (31)

On the other hand, the cohomology groups H1(L),H2(M,L) and H2(M) that model these
moduli spaces fit in an exact sequence

H1(L) H2(M,L) H2(M).
[α] 7→[dα̃] [β] 7→[β] (32)

Here α̃ ∈ Ω1(M) is any one-form such that ι∗Lα̃ = α. This sequence is part of the long exact
sequence already mentioned in (13). We claim that the “geometric” sequence (31) and the
“algebraic” sequence (32) agree if we adopt the parametrizations in (28), (29) and (30).

Proposition 4.2. The following diagram commutes

ML M(ω,L) Mω.

H1(L) H2(M,L) H2(M)

[L′] 7→[(ω,L′)]

[L′] 7→[α′]

[(ω′,L′)] 7→[ω′]

[(ω′,L′)] 7→[ω−ϕ∗L′ω
′] [ω′] 7→[ω−ω′]

[α] 7→[dα̃] [β] 7→[β]

.

Proof. To see that the second square commutes, we just have to remark that [φ∗L′ω′] = [ω′]
in H2(M) because φL′ ∈ Diff0(M) induces the identity in cohomology. To show that the
first square commutes, let us denote by (φt)t∈[0,1] the flow of the vector field

XL′ = fψ∗(Xα′),
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so that φL′ = φ1. We then have

ω − φ∗L′ω = −
∫ 1

0

(
d

dt
φ∗tω

)
dt = −d

(∫ 1

0
φ∗t
(
ιXL′ω

)
dt

)
,

so the first square commutes as soon as we show that

ι∗L

(∫ 1

0
φ∗t
(
ιXL′ω

)
dt

)
= −α′. (33)

To prove this equality, take x ∈ L and v ∈ TxL and compute∫ 1

0
ωϕt(x)

(
XL′(φt(x)), (dxφt)(v)

)
dt

=

∫ 1

0
f(φt(x))ωϕt(x)

(
(ψ∗Xα′)(φt(x)), (dxφt)(v)

)
dt

=

∫ 1

0
ωϕt(x)

(
(ψ∗Xα′)(φt(x)), (dxφt)(v)

)
dt

=

∫ 1

0

(
ωcan

)
ψ−1(ϕt(x))

(
Xα′(ψ−1(φt(x))), (dϕt(x)ψ

−1)(dxφt(v))
)
dt, (34)

where we used that f ≡ 1 along the flow line (φt(x))t∈[0,1] and that ψ∗ω = ωcan. We now
simplify the formula (34). Recall from Rem. 2.2 that, if p : T ∗L→ L is the projection, then

ιXα′ωcan = −p∗α′.

Inserting this equality into (34), we obtain

−
∫ 1

0
(p∗α′)ψ−1(ϕt(x))

(
dx(ψ

−1 ◦ φt)(v)
)
dt. (35)

By functoriality, (ψ−1◦φt◦ψ)t∈[0,1] is the flow of the vector field ψ∗(f)Xα′ which is vertical.
So we have that p ◦ ψ−1 ◦ φt = p ◦ ψ−1, hence the expression (35) reduces to

−
∫ 1

0
α′
p(ψ−1(x))

(
dx(p ◦ ψ−1)(v)

)
dt = −

∫ 1

0
α′
x(v)dt = −α′

x(v).

Here we used that ψ|L = Id. So the equality (33) holds, hence the proof is finished. □

5. Relation with formality of Koszul brackets

In this section, we remark that Thm. 3.5 is consistent with a formality result for Koszul
brackets due to Fiorenza-Manetti [2], in the following sense. Recall from Prop. 2.17 that
we have a bijection of moduli spaces

q :
DU ′(ω,L)

∼
→ DefL(ω)

∼
: [(ω′, L′)] 7→

[
φ∗L′ω′].

We will point out that the moduli space DefL(ω)/ ∼ is in bijection with the moduli space
of Maurer-Cartan elements of a dgL[1]a-structure on Ω•(M,L)[2]. This dgL[1]a was shown
to be homotopy abelian in [2], indicating once more that the moduli space of deformations
of the pair (ω,L) should be given by H2(M,L). We now spell this out in more detail.

The most straightforward way of parametrizing small deformations of ω in DefL(ω)
would be through small closed elements of Ω2(M,L). This leads to the local description
of the moduli space DefL(ω)/ ∼ established in Prop. 3.2. In this section, we will look at a
different approach. It turns out that the space DefL(ω) can be parametrized alternatively
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via Maurer-Cartan elements of a dgL[1]a-structure on Ω•(M,L)[2] inherited from the Koszul
dgL[1]a.

Definition 5.1. Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold with Poisson structure π := −ω−1.
We get an L∞[1]-algebra

(
Ω•(M)[2], λ1, λ2

)
whose multibrackets are defined as follows:{

λ1(α) = dα

λ2(α, β) = (−1)|α|[α, β]π
.

Here [−,−]π is the Koszul bracket associated with π, see for instance [2],[15].

We refer to
(
Ω•(M)[2], λ1, λ2

)
as the Koszul dgL[1]a associated with π. It was shown in

[15, Lemma 2.12] that deformations of the symplectic form ω can be parametrized by small
Maurer-Cartan elements of

(
Ω•(M)[2], λ1, λ2

)
. In more detail, let Iπ be the neighborhood

of M ⊂ ∧2T ∗M consisting of those bilinear forms β such that
Id + π♯ ◦ β♭ : TM → TM

is invertible. For β ∈ Iπ, we can define a two-form F (β) determined by

F (β)♭ = β♭ ◦ (Id + π♯ ◦ β♭)−1. (36)

Lemma 5.2. There is a bijection between:
i) Small Maurer-Cartan elements β of the Koszul dgL[1]a

(
Ω•(M)[2], λ1, λ2

)
, i.e.

β ∈ Iπ such that dβ +
1

2
[β, β]π = 0,

ii) Deformations of the symplectic form ω.
The bijection assigns to β ∈ Iπ ∩MC

(
Ω•(M)[2], λ1, λ2

)
the symplectic form ω + F (β).

The subspace Ω•(M,L)[2] ⊂ Ω•(M)[2] inherits a dgL[1]a-structure
(
Ω•(M,L)[2], λ1, λ2

)
,

as shown in [2, § 5]. This dgL[1]a yields an alternative parametrization for DefL(ω), see [5].

Lemma 5.3. We get a bijection{
β ∈ Iπ ∩ Ω2(M,L) such that dβ +

1

2
[β, β]π = 0

}
→ DefL(ω) : β 7→ ω + F (β).

The dgL[1]a
(
Ω•(M,L)[2], λ1, λ2

)
carries an algebraic notion of equivalence defined on its

Maurer-Cartan set. Two Maurer-Cartan elements β0, β1 of
(
Ω•(M,L)[2], λ1, λ2

)
are called

gauge equivalent if there is a one-parameter family of Maurer-Cartan elements (βt)t∈[0,1]
interpolating between β0 and β1, as well as a one-parameter family (αt)t∈[0,1] in Ω1(M,L),
such that

∂

∂t
βt = dαt − [αt, βt]π.

Under the parametrization of DefL(ω) by Maurer-Cartan elements of
(
Ω•(M,L)[2], λ1, λ2

)
,

the equivalence of elements in DefL(ω) by isotopies fixing L essentially agrees with the
gauge equivalence of Maurer-Cartan elements. We again refer to [5] for a proof.

Proposition 5.4. Let β0 and β1 be Maurer-Cartan elements of
(
Ω•(M,L)[2], λ1, λ2

)
lying

in Iπ, corresponding with ω+F (β0) and ω+F (β1) in DefL(ω). The following are equivalent:
(1) The Maurer-Cartan elements β0 and β1 are gauge equivalent through a family of

Maurer-Cartan elements (βt)t∈[0,1] lying in Iπ.
(2) There is an isotopy (ρt)t∈[0,1] such that ρ∗1(ω + F (β1)) = ω + F (β0) and ρt(L) = L

for all t ∈ [0, 1].
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Combining Prop. 2.17 with Lemma 5.3 and Prop. 5.4, we get a correspondence

DU ′(ω,L)

∼
−→

Iπ ∩MC
(
Ω•(M,L)[2], λ1, λ2

)
∼gauge

: [(ω′, L′)] 7→
[
F−1

(
φ∗L′ω′ − ω

)]
. (37)

Remark 5.5. The correspondence (37) is natural if one takes the point of view of Voronov’s
derived bracket construction [16], which we now turn to describe. Assume that we are given
a V-data, that is a quadruple (L, a, P,∆) where:

• (L, [−,−]) is a graded Lie algebra,
• a is an abelian Lie subalgebra,
• P : L → a is a linear projection whose kernel is a Lie subalgebra of L,
• ∆ ∈ ker(P ) is an element of degree 1 such that [∆,∆] = 0.

The derived bracket construction produces out of a V-data an L∞[1]-algebra structure on
L[1]⊕ a whose multibrackets are defined as follows. Below, we denote D := [∆, •] : L → L.
The differential is given by

d(x[1], a) =
(
−D(x)[1], P (x+D(a))

)
,

the binary bracket satisfies

{x[1], y[1]} = (−1)|x|[x, y][1],

and for n ≥ 1 we have

{x[1], a1, . . . , an} = P [. . . [x, a1], . . . , an],

{a1, . . . , an} = P [. . . [D(a1), a2], . . . , an].

Here x, y ∈ L and a1, . . . , an ∈ a. Up to permutation of the entries, all remaining multi-
brackets vanish. Restricting the multibrackets of L[1]⊕a to ker(P )[1] one obtains a dgL[1]a,
and the inclusion ker(P )[1] ↪→ L[1]⊕ a is a strict quasi-isomorphism of L∞[1]-algebras. See
the appendix of [5] for a proof of this fact, which is also hinted at in [16, Section 4].

Now let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold and L ⊂ (M,ω) a Lagrangian submanifold.
Via the Lagrangian neighborhood theorem, we identify a neighborhood of L in M with a
vector bundle E := T ∗L, where the latter is endowed with its canonical Poisson structure
πcan := −ω−1

can. We then obtain a V-data (L, a, P,∆) given by the following [3, Lemma 2.2]:
• the graded Lie algebra L is the space of multivector fields X•(E)[1] endowed with

the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket,
• the abelian Lie subalgebra a is Γ(∧•E)[1], which can be viewed as the space of

vertical fiberwise constant multivector fields.
• the projection P : L → a is obtained by restricting multivector fields to L and then

applying the projection ∧•TE|L → ∧•E coming from the splitting TE|L = TL⊕E.
• the Maurer-Cartan element ∆ ∈ ker(P ) is the Poisson structure πcan.

The derived bracket construction yields an L∞[1]-algebra structure on X•(E)[2]⊕Γ(∧•E)[1]
which by [3, Cor. 2.5] governs the deformation problem of (ωcan, L), at least heuristically.2

2The precise statement is the following. Rather than allowing all multivector fields on E, one should
restrict to the ones that are fiberwise entire [13]. The L∞[1]-algebra structure on X•

fe(E)[2]⊕Γ(∧•E)[1] has
the property that its Maurer-Cartan elements are pairs (π, ϕ) ∈ X2

fe(E)⊕Γ(E) such that πcan+π is Poisson
and Graph(−ϕ) is coisotropic with respect to πcan+π. Note that πcan+π is the inverse of a symplectic form
whenever π is sufficiently small. Hence, small Maurer-Cartan elements of X•

fe(E)[2]⊕Γ(∧•E)[1] parametrize
deformations of (ωcan, L) for which the associated Poisson structure remains fiberwise entire.



SIMULTANEOUS DEFORMATIONS OF SYMPLECTIC FORMS AND LAGRANGIANS 25

Restricting the multibrackets to ker(P )[1], we obtain a dgL[1]a with multibrackets{
µ1(Q) = −[πcan, Q]

µ2(Q1, Q2) = −(−1)|Q1|[Q1, Q2]
,

where degrees are taken in X•(E). The dgL[1]a
(
ker(P )[1], µ1, µ2

)
is strictly isomorphic to

the dgL[1]a
(
Ω•(E,L)[2], λ1, λ2

)
introduced above, via the map

− ∧• π♯can :
(
Ω•(E,L)[2], λ1, λ2

) ∼−→
(
ker(P )[1], µ1, µ2

)
.

Altogether, we get a strict L∞[1]-quasi-isomorphism(
Ω•(E,L)[2], λ1, λ2

)
−→ X•(E)[2]⊕ Γ(∧•E)[1] : β 7→

(
− ∧•π♯can(β), 0

)
.

Heuristically, one expects this map to induce a bijection of equivalence classes of Maurer-
Cartan elements. This is realized rigorously by the inverse of the correspondence in (37).
Indeed, the latter is given by

Iπ ∩MC
(
Ω•(M,L)[2], λ1, λ2

)
∼gauge

−→ DU ′(ω,L)

∼
: [β] 7→ [(ω + F (β), L)],

and the Poisson structure corresponding with ω+F (β) is indeed π−∧2π♯(β), see [15, § 2].

We can relate the moduli space of Maurer-Cartan elements appearing in (37) with the
cohomology group H2(M,L) thanks to a result by Fiorenza-Manetti [2, § 5] stating that the
dgL[1]a

(
Ω•(M,L)[2], λ1, λ2

)
is homotopy abelian. In more detail, let Rπ be the coderiva-

tion of S
(
Ω•(M)[2]

)
extending the second Koszul bracket

K(ιπ)2 : S
2
(
Ω•(M)[2]

)
→ Ω•(M)[2] : α� β 7→ ιπ(α ∧ β)− ιπα ∧ β − α ∧ ιπβ.

Then we have an isomorphism of L∞[1]-algebras

eRπ :
(
Ω•(M)[2], λ1, λ2

)
→
(
Ω•(M)[2], d

)
which induces an isomorphism between L∞[1]-subalgebras

eRπ :
(
Ω•(M,L)[2], λ1, λ2

)
→
(
Ω•(M,L)[2], d

)
.

The induced map between the Maurer-Cartan sets is well-defined for small Maurer-Cartan
elements and coincides with the map F defined in (36), see [15, Prop. 4.10]. Heuristically,
this map should give a bijection between moduli spaces of Maurer-Cartan elements. Hence,
combined with the correspondence (37), one should get a parametrization

DU ′(ω,L)

∼
−→ H2(M,L) : [(ω′, L′)] 7→

[
φ∗L′ω′ − ω

]
.

Thm. 3.5 makes sense of this in a more precise way – upon restricting to small deformations
DU ′(ω,L)∩O ⊂ DU ′(ω,L), we get a bijection onto an open around the origin in H2(M,L).

Remark 5.6. There is of course no need for Koszul brackets if one wants to describe small
deformations of ω in DefL(ω), as those are simply parametrized by small closed elements of
Ω2(M,L). Koszul brackets are useful however in more complicated deformation problems,
for instance to describe deformations of a presymplectic form [15] or deformations of a
symplectic form for which a given coisotropic submanifold remains coisotropic [5].



SIMULTANEOUS DEFORMATIONS OF SYMPLECTIC FORMS AND LAGRANGIANS 26

References
[1] C. C. Cardenas, J. N. Mestre and I. Struchiner, Deformations of symplectic groupoids, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc., Published electronically, 2025.
[2] D. Fiorenza and M. Manetti, Formality of Koszul brackets and deformations of holomorphic Poisson

manifolds, Homol. Homotopy Appl. 14(2), p. 63-75, 2012.
[3] Y. Frégier and M. Zambon, Simultaneous deformations and Poisson geometry, Compos. Math. 151(9),

p. 1763-1790, 2015.
[4] F. Gay-Balmaz and C. Vizman, Principal bundles of embeddings and nonlinear Grassmannians, Ann.

Glob. Anal. Geom. 46, p. 293312, 2014.
[5] S. Geudens, F. Schätz, A.G. Tortorella and M. Zambon, From coisotropic submanifolds to presym-

plectic structures: relating the deformation theories, in preparation.
[6] M. Manetti, Lie Methods in Deformation Theory, Springer Monographs in Mathematics, Springer

Nature Singapore Pte Ltd., 2022.
[7] I. Mărcuţ, Rigidity around Poisson submanifolds, Acta Math. 213, p. 137198, 2014.
[8] I. Mărcuţ and B. Osorno Torres, Deformations of log-symplectic structures, J. London Math. Soc.

90(1), p. 197-212, 2014.
[9] D. McDuff and D. Salamon, Introduction to Symplectic Topology, Third Edition, Oxford Graduate

Texts in Mathematics 27, Oxford University Press, 2017.
[10] E. Miranda, P. Monnier and N. T. Zung, Rigidity of Hamiltonian actions on Poisson manifolds, Adv.

Math. 229, p. 11361179, 2012.
[11] B.G. Pachpatte, Inequalities for Differential and Integral Equations, Mathematics in Science and

Engineering 197, Academic Press, 1998.
[12] F. Schätz, Coisotropic submanifolds and the BFV-complex, PhD Thesis, Universität Zürich, 2009.

Available at https://user.math.uzh.ch/cattaneo/theses.html.
[13] F. Schätz and M. Zambon, Deformations of coisotropic submanifolds for fibrewise entire Poisson

structures, Lett. Math. Phys. 103, p. 777791, 2013.
[14] F. Schätz and M. Zambon, Equivalences of coisotropic submanifolds, J. Symplectic Geom. 15(1), p.

107149, 2017.
[15] F. Schätz and M. Zambon, Deformations of pre-symplectic structures and the Koszul L∞-algebra, Int.

Math. Res. Not. 2020(14), p. 41914237, 2020.
[16] T. Voronov, Higher derived brackets for arbitrary derivations, Trav. Math. 16, University of Luxem-

bourg, p. 163-186, 2005.
[17] A. Weinstein, Symplectic manifolds and their Lagrangian submanifolds, Adv. Math. 6, p. 329-346,

1971.

Institute of Mathematics, Polish Academy of Sciences, ul. Sniadeckich 8, 00-656 Warsaw, Poland
Email address: stephane_geudens@hotmail.com

KfW Westarkade, PalmengartenstraSSe 5-9, 60325 Frankfurt am Main, Germany
Email address: florian.schaetz@gmail.com

DipMat, Università degli Studi di Salerno, Via Giovanni Paolo II n.132, 84084 Fisciano, Italy
Email address: atortorella@unisa.it

https://user.math.uzh.ch/cattaneo/theses.html

	Introduction
	1. The simultaneous deformation problem
	2. An alternative point of view
	3. The main result
	4. Relation with other deformation problems
	5. Relation with formality of Koszul brackets
	References

