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ABSTRACT. Given a compact symplectic manifold (M, w) and a compact Lagrangian sub-
manifold L C (M,w), we describe small deformations of the pair (w, 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 H?(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 (w, N), where w is a symplectic form on a fixed compact
manifold M and N C (M,w) 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,w) and a compact Lagrangian submanifold L C (M,w), we aim to achieve the following.

Main Goal: Study the local moduli space of simultaneous deformations of
the symplectic structure w and the Lagrangian submanifold L, quotienting
by isotopies of diffeomorphisms. More precisely, we will study pairs (w’, L)
that are (CY x C')-close to (w, L) modulo isotopies of C'-small diffeomor-
phisms.

arXiv:2512.21225v1 [math.SG] 24 Dec 2025

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 dglLa
(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 — b deter-
mines an isomorphism Def; — Defy 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, w) is controlled by its
de Rham complex (2*(L), d). Indeed, by Weinstein’s Lagrangian neighborhood theorem, we
can identify C'-small deformations of L with C'-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 H'(L). Second, the deformation problem of a symplectic form w
on a given compact manifold M is controlled by the shifted de Rham complex (2°(M)[1], d).
Indeed, C%-small deformations of w identify with C°-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 H?(M).

To study simultaneous deformations of w and L, it is useful to look at deformations of w
from an alternative viewpoint inspired by Poisson geometry. First, the relation 7# = —w~*
identifies symplectic structures w with those Poisson structures 7 that are non-degenerate
(a CY-open condition on 7). Next, deformations of the Poisson structure 7 = —w™! are
governed by the dgLa (Q*(M)[1],d, [—, —|r), where [—, —]; is the Koszul bracket associated
with w. Consequently, the relation —&~! = 7 — (A27%)n identifies deformations @ of w
with C%-small MC elements 1 of (Q*(M)[1],d,[—, —]») and it intertwines the equivalence of
symplectic forms by isotopies with the gauge equivalence of C%-small MC elements.

Now denote by iy, : L — M the inclusion and set Q°*(M, L) := ker(i} ). Since L C (M,w)
is Lagrangian, we have that Q°(M, L) is a sub-dgLa of (Q*(M)[1],d, [—, —]z). The induced
dgLa-structure (Q*(M, L)[1],d, [—, —]x) satisfies the following.

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

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

(Q*(M, L)[1],d,[=, —]x) — (Q*(M, L)[1], d). (1)

Strategy. Our approach utilizes the dg-space cone(i7) = (2*(M)[1]@Q°(L),d;: ), i.e. the
mapping cone of the cochain map i} : (Q2°(M),d) — (2°(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 Q°(L)[1] into (Q°*(M)[1],[—, —]z) which is also a splitting of
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the following short exact sequence

*

0 QML) — 5 QM) — = Q%) —— 0.
~_

Voronov’s technique of higher derived brackets [16] yields an Loo-algebra structure {/x }ren
enriching cone(i} ), i.e. an Loo-algebra structure {¢;}ren with 1 = diz which is also an
L-algebra extension with basis (Q*(M)[1],d, [—, —]z) and fiber (2°*(L), d):

0 — (Q*(L),d) — (Q*(M)[1] & Q*(L), {l}ren) —> (Q*(M)[1],d,[=,~]z) — 0 .

By the approach to simultaneous deformation problems of Fregier—Zambon [3], the Loo-
algebra (Q*(M)[1] ® Q°(L), {¢r}ren) satisfies the following.

(1) It controls the formal simultaneous deformations of w and L, and encodes their
formal moduli space with respect to isotopies of diffeomorphisms.
(2) We have a strict quasi-isomorphism of Ly.-algebras given by the inclusion

(Q(M, L)[1], d, [=, =]x) = (Q*(M)[1] & Q*(L), {€k }ren)- (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 Lo,-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 (w, L) with the
local moduli space of deformations of w such that L remains Lagrangian,

Goal #2: Identify the latter with an open neighborhood of 0 in the second
relative de Rham cohomology group H?(M, L).

Our Results. Since we aim to describe the local moduli space of simultaneous defor-
mations of the symplectic structure w and the Lagrangian submanifold L, we will consider
only pairs (w’, L) lying a sufficiently small neighborhood of (w, 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 Dy (w, L)/ ~ which serves as
the local model for the moduli space of simultaneous deformations around the equivalence
class [(w, L)]. Additionally, Defr (w)/ ~ 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: Dy (w, L) — Defr(w) : (W', L") — ¢},
which induces a bijection between moduli spaces G: Dyr(w, L)/ ~— Defr(w)/ ~.

In the above, the map ¢y 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 Defr(w)/ ~— H*(M,L) : ['] — [w — '] identifies the
moduli space of a C'-open around w in Def(w) with an open around 0 in H?(M,L).

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

Theorem. The map Dy (w, L)/ ~— H*(M,L): [(w',L")] — [w— ¢} '] identifies the mod-
uli space of a C® x Ct-open around (w, L) in Dy (w, L) with an open around 0 in H*(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 (w, L) to the deformation problem of symplectic forms
w 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,w) and a compact Lagrangian
submanifold L C (M,w). We aim to study simultaneous deformations of w and L. That is,
we will parametrize small deformations of the pair (w, L) inside the space

D(w, L) == {(, L") : o' € Q*(M) is symplectic and L' C (M,w’) is Lagrangian}, (3)
quotienting by the equivalence relation

(W', L") ~ (", L") & 3¢ € Diffy(M) such that ¢*w” =’ and ¢(L') = L". (4)

Here Diffy(M) denotes the space of diffeomorphisms of M that are isotopic to the identity.

Rather than studying the entire moduli space D(w, L)/ ~, we will consider pairs (w’, L")
lying in a sufficiently small neighborhood of (w, 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 Gry, (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 Gry(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, wean)
and a neighborhood U of L in (M,w), which restricts to the identity on L. Denote it by

U (Viwean) — (U, w). (5)

For reasons that will become clear later, let us also fix smaller neighborhoods V' and U’ of
L which correspond under v and satisfy LC V' C V' CVand LCc U’ c U’ c U. We also
make sure that V' is fiberwise convex. Now consider the set

Ty (T*L) ={oc € T(T*L) : o(L)CV'},

which is an open subset of the Fréchet space I'(T*L). Let U’ C Grp (M) be the neighborhood
of L consisting of submanifolds that are images of Y oo : L — M for o € I'y/(T*L). This
way, we obtain a chart Y’ — T'y/(T*L) for Grp,(M) around L. We can now introduce a
local model for the moduli space D(w, L)/ ~, which will be our main object of study.

Definition 1.2. Denote by Qgym,(M) the space of symplectic forms on M.
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i) We introduce the space
Dy (w, L) := {(W', L) € Qaymp(M) x U’ : L' C (M,w') is Lagrangian} .
ii) We refine the equivalence relation ~ from (4) as follows. If (', L), (W"”, L") € Dy (w, L),
we say that (o', L) ~ (", L") if there exists an isotopy (¢¢)sejo1] of M such that
n(L)y=L1L", ($)'W" =w and ¢ (L") el foralltel0,1].

To study the local model Dy (w, 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
Dy (w, 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, w) be a compact symplectic manifold and L C (M,w) a compact
Lagrangian submanifold. We define the space

Defy,(w) := {w’ € Qgymp(M) : L C (M,w') is Lagrangian} .
For ', w" € Deff(w), we say that w’' ~ w" if there is an isotopy (p¢)¢co,1] of M such that
(p1)*w" =w' and p(L) = L for all t € [0, 1].

The geometric intuition behind the correspondence between Dy (w, L)/ ~ and Defr (w)/ ~
is the following. Given (w’, L") € Dy(w, L), one can construct a diffeomorphism isotopic to
the identity which maps L to L’. This means that (w’, L’) is equivalent in Dy (w, L) with
a pair of the form (w”, L). To make this idea more precise, we fix some data and notation.

e By the smooth Urysohn lemma, there exists a smooth function f € C*°(M) such
that f|;7 =1 and supp(f) C U. We fix such a function f once and for all.

e Given L' € U', there exists a unique section o € I'y/(T*L) such that L’ is the image
of oo : L — M. We can view the section o as a vertical, fiberwise constant vector
field X, on T*L. Its flow at time 1 takes L to the submanifold Graph(o).

Remark 2.2. The correspondence between sections o € I'(T*L) and vertical, fiberwise
constant vector fields X, on T*L is given by the explicit formula

LX,Wean = —p*a,
where p : T*L — L is the bundle projection. This is easily checked in cotangent coordinates
(1, Tn,Y1,---,Yn) o0 T*L, since in such a chart we can write

n n n
Wean = Z dz; Ndy;, o= Zgid:ﬁi and X, = Zgiayi.
i=1 i=1

i=1
Definition 2.3. For any L’ € U’, we define ¢, € Diffy(M) to be the flow at time 1 of the
vector field X7/ := fi.(X,) € X(M). Note that it satisfies ¢/(L) = L' and ¢ = Id.

We can now consider the map
q : Dy (w, L) — Defr(w) : (W', L) = ¢,

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
7 Dy (w, L) N Defy (w)

~

(W LN e [P
Proof. Assume that (w’, L) and (w”, L") are equivalent in Dy (w, L). This means that there
exists an isotopy (pt):e(o,1] such that

pi(LY=L", (p)W" = and p(L)) el forallte|0,1].
Note that gbi} o pj o ¢y is a diffeomorphism preserving L. We will show that gbi} oprLodr
is isotopic to the identity through an isotopy (o¢).c[o,1) satisfying o¢(L) = L for all ¢ € [0, 1].
This will imply that ¢},w" and ¢} ,w” are equivalent in Defy, (w), because

o1 (67nw") = (¢pr 0 pro o) (¢1nw") = b7 (piw”) = P,

In fact, it suffices to construct an isotopy (7¢)sc[o,1] connecting 7o = Id and 71 = gzbz,% oprody,
and satisfying 7:(L) € U’ for all ¢ € [0,1]. Indeed, we can then define a smooth family of

diffeomorphisms ¢, (1) as in Def. 2.3 satisfying
Gry(z) = ¢ = 1d,
¢TMIJ Pophomony(r) = P = 1d,
b7,y (L) = Te(L).
If we set oy := gb;% L) ° Tt then we get an isotopy (Ut)te[o,l] which satisfies all requirements.

We now proceed by constructing an isotopy (Tt)te[oﬂ as described above. Fix a smooth
function A : [0, 1] — [0, 1] satisfying

(h(0) =0,
h‘]o,%[ : ]0, % [ — h(]oO, % ) is a diffeomorphism,
Pz = 3
h|]g 5 ]%,%[ —h (] %, % D is a diffeomorphism,
5’5
Mg =5
h\]?l[ : }%, 1= h(] %, 1[) is a diffeomorphism,
Lh(1) = 1.

Recall from Def. 2.3 that ¢y is the time 1-flow of the vector field X/. Let us denote this

flow by qbg(y. Similarly, we have that ¢~ is the flow qﬁfxw at time 1. We define 73 by
setting

¢%ﬁ ifo<t<l,
1 2
¢XL’ if < t S 5
Tt = (3h(t) 1 o) ¢A1XL/ if % <t S %,
¢X3 if 3 <t<?,
2 3h(t 1 4
d)XL// oplo(;SXL, if -+ <t <1

Then 7; is smooth in ¢ and it connects 79 = Id with 7 = QS;(L” op1 ongL, = qbi,% opiopr. We
now check that 74(L) € U’ for all t € [0, 1]. So we have to check that (L) corresponds with
a section in I'y/(T*L). As L', L" € U’, they correspond with sections o/, a” € T'y/(T*L).

e For 0 <t < 1, we have that 7(L) corresponds with 3h(t)o/ € I'y/(T*L).
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For
e For

<t < 2, we have that 7;(L) corresponds with o/ € T'y/(T*L).

<t < 2, we have that 0 < 3h(t) — 1 < 1. By assumption, ps(L’) € U’ for all
(L) = pesniey1) (E') €U

< , we have that 7(L) = pl(L’) L" corresponds with o € T'y/(T*L).
<t< 1, we have that 74(L) corresponds with the section

"4 (2 = 3h(t))a” = 3(1 — h(t))a" € Dy (T*L).

In the first and last bullet point, we used that V/ C T*L is fiberwise convex to conclude
that the scalar multiples of o/ and o still take values in V’. The proof is now finished. [J

[an}
AN
» vNool =
ATA
- =
/\ —
-+
5
)
=
n
+
=
@
-+
;‘

For
e For

[ ]
(SN {[N)

Remark 2.5. The key point in the proof above is that the diffeomorphism gbz,% o p10 QL
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,w) and f € Diffy(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 R? with its standard symplectic form and let L be the equator. Set f := Rot, » to
be the rotation around the x-axis over an angle w. Then f fixes L and it is isotopic to the
identity via the isotopy (Roty tx)ic[,1)- However, there is no isotopy connecting f with the
identity and fixing L at each stage. This would imply that the diffeomorphism f|;, € Diff(L)
is isotopic to the identity, which is impossible. Indeed, since f|z, is the reflection around the
xr-axis, it is orientation reversing hence not isotopic to Id. The statement is true however
when the diffeomorphism f fixing L is sufficiently C!-small, see the proof of [8, Lemma 6].

In what follows, we will show that the map § is a bijection between the moduli spaces
Dy (w, L)/ ~ and Defr,(w)/ ~. We will first study g at the infinitesimal level, showing that
its formal linearization at the class [(w, L)] is a linear isomorphism.

2.2. The infinitesimal equivalence. To show that the formal linearization

dﬁ : T[(ij)] (Du/ (w, L)/ ~ ) — T[w} (DefL(w)/ ~ ) (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 Dy (w, L)/ ~. The deformation problem of the pair
(w, 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 other?.

Definition 2.6. Let (A®,d4) and (B®,dp) be complexes and @ : (A%, d4) — (B®,dp) a
cochain map. The mapping cone C(®) is the complex (A’ ® B* !, dq,) with differential

do(a,b) = (daa, ®(a) — dpb), for a € A¥ b e BFL.

In our situation, we are given a Lagrangian submanifold L C (M,w) with inclusion map
tr, : L — M. The deformation complex of the Lagrangian submanifold L is (Q'(L),d)
while the deformation complex of the symplectic form w is (Q®*(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,w) 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 w.
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§4. The condition of being Lagrangian is captured by the cochain map ¢} : (Q‘(M ), d) —
(Q'(L), d). Hence, it is natural to expect that the mapping cone (C(L"i), dL*L) of the pullback
¢; is the deformation complex of the pair (w, L). We will now confirm that this is indeed
the case.

To argue what is the appropriate notion of first order deformation of (w, L), we first
need a suitable definition of smooth paths in Dy (w, L). This is provided by the following.

Recall that a submanifold L' € U’ corresponds with a section « € 'y (T*L).

Definition 2.7. A path (w;, L;) in Dy (w, L) is smooth if w; is a smooth path in Q?(M)
and the path oy in I'y/(T* L) corresponding with L; is smooth.

Lemma 2.8. Let (wy, Li) be a smooth path in Dy (w, L) starting at (w, L). Denote by oy
the path in Ty/(T*L) corresponding with L. Then the following hold:

(1) The infinitesimal deformation (do,cw) is a cocycle in (C(c}), dﬁz)-

(2) If the path (wy, Lt) is generated by an isotopy ¢y, meaning that

¢+(L) = Ly and ¢;wy = w,
then the infinitesimal deformation (co, cw) is a coboundary in (C(c}), sz).
Proof. For item (1), it is clear that wy is closed. It remains to show that
Vi wo = déy (7)

Because the symplectomorphism v : (V,wean) — (U,w) that we fixed in (5) restricts to the
identity on L, we may assume that w; is a path of symplectic forms on V' C T*L starting
at wean such that the graph of oy € I'y/(T* L) is Lagrangian with respect to wy. This means
that ajw; = 0. Differentiating this equality at time ¢t = 0, we obtain

d

0= —
dt|,_,

dt

O Wean + LT w0 = —d ( afﬁmut> + 1pwo = —dd + L1 wo.
t=0
Here we used that the tautological one-form i4,; € QY(T*L) satisfies a4y = « for all
aeI'(T*L), see [9, Prop. 3.1.18]. This shows that (7) holds, which proves item (1).
For item 2), let Y; be the time dependent vector field defined by the isotopy ¢;. We claim

that the infinitesimal deformation (wp, &) satisfies

(wo, ) = —(dbyow, LE(LYOUJ)) = dL*L(—Lyow, 0). (8)
First, differentiating the equality ¢fw; = w at time ¢ = 0 gives
d

0 gZ)Z(ut: Ly,w + wo = diry,w + wo,

]

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 9 : (V, ween) — (U, w)
restricts to the identity on L. Denoting by Z; := (¢¥~1),Y;, it then suffices to prove that

ap = _L*L (LZOWcan) . (9)

Note that the isotopy ¢! o ¢ o 1 integrating the time-dependent vector field Z; satisfies
(¥~ o ¢ o) (L) = graph(ay). By [14, Lemma 3.13], this implies that

& = P(ZolL), (10)

where P is the vertical projection in the decomposition T'(T*L)|;, = T'L & 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

qo = —1}, (LP(ZOL)WC“”> = -1 (LZOwC,m).
In the last equality, we used that ¢} weqn = 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 (w, L) is smoothly unobstructed.

Lemma 2.9. Let (n,) € Q*(M) x QY(L) be a cocycle in (C(¢}),d,x ).

I LL
(1) There exists a smooth path (w¢, Ly) in Dy (w, L) starting at (w, L) whose associated
infinitesimal deformation (wo, &) is exactly (n, ().
(2) If (n, B) is a coboundary in (C(s}), dbz), then one can find such a path (wy, Ly) that
is generated by an isotopy ¢;.

Before proving Lemma 2.9, we make some useful observations.
e We saw in equation (8) that the first order deformation coming from a path (wy, L+)
generated by an isotopy is a coboundary lying in d,x (Ql(M ) @ {O}) In fact, every
two-coboundary is of this form since

dys (Q°(M) ® {0}) = d,z (Q"(M) ® Q" 1(L)). (11)

07
Indeed, given (1, 8) € Q*(M) @ Q¥~1(L) one can always find ¢ € QF(M) such that
dbz (Ca 0) = (dC> L*LC) = (dnv LEU - d/B) = sz (777 6)

For instance, let 3 € QF~1(M) be any extension of 3 € Q*1(L) and set ¢ := n—dp.
e Let (1, 8) € Q*(M) x Q'(L) be a two-cocycle in (C(¢}),d,x ), that is

1
dn=20
vpn = dp

If3 e Q!(M) is any extension of 3, then we have
(n,8) = (n — dB,0) + (B, §) = (n — dB,0) + d,y (5. 0). (12)

Hence, the cocycle (n, 8) is cohomologous with the cocycle (n— dg, 0) whose second

component is zero. This indicates how we should construct a path of deformations

(wt, Ly) prolonging the first order deformation (n, 5). First take a path of the form

(wy, L) prolonging (n—df3,0), then correct this path by applying a suitable isotopy.
Proof of Lemma 2.9. For item (1), let (1, 8) € Q*(M)xQ!(L) be a two-cocycle in (C(1} ), dyz)
and fix an extension E € QY(M) of B. We will follow the strategy outlined in the second
bullet point above. First, take e > 0 such that for all 0 < ¢t < ¢, the two-form w + t(n — df3)
is still symplectic. Note that L is Lagrangian with respect to w+t(n—dg) for all 0 <t <ee.
Hence we get a smooth path

(w +t(n—dp), L)ogtge

in Dy (w, L), which prolongs the first order deformation (1 — dB, 0). Second, let ¢; be the
flow of the vector field Y € X(M) determined by tyw = —f3. Shrinking e if needed, we can
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make sure that the path (¢;(L))o<i<e stays inside the neighbourhood U’ C Grp(M) of L.
We then get a smooth path

(67 (@ +tn = dB)), &u(D)),

in Dy (w, L), which prolongs the first order deformation (7, 3). Indeed, on one hand

4
dt

0<t<e

(67 ) (w+t(n —dB)) = —£yw +n—dB = —diyw + 1 + diyw = 1.
t=0

On the other hand, let (ot)o<t<e be the path in I'y/(T*L) corresponding with the path
(¢¢(L))o<t<e in U'. Since tyw = —f3, checking that ¢y = [ amounts to showing that

ap = —17(tyw).

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(:}), dq) is of the form

sz (C) O) = (dg, LEC)a C € QI(M)

Let ¢y be the flow of the vector field Y € X(M) determined by tyw = —(. Take € > 0 small
enough such that the path (¢:(L))o<i<e stays inside the neighbourhood U’ C Grp (M) of L.
We then get a smooth path

((@Z);l)*wa ¢t(L))0§t§6
in Dy (w, L). The proof of Lemma 2.8 (2) shows that the first order deformation of (w, L)
coming from this path is exactly given by
dLZ(ibywv 0) = dbz (Cv 0) O
Corollary 2.10. The formal tangent space Tj, 1] (Du/ (w,L)/ ~ ) is given by H? (C(L*L))

Remark 2.11. This shows in particular that the formal tangent space T}, ( v (w, L)/ ~ )
is finite dimensional. Indeed, it is well-known that the mapping cone (C L) LE) fits in a
short exact sequence of complexes

0 —— (L), —d) =8 (cup)®, dp: ) P (00 (M), d) — 0.

We get a long exact sequence in cohomology
— H*"Y(L) — H*(C(s})) — HY(M) — -+

Since L and M are compact, we know that H*~!(L) and H*(M) are finite dimensional.
The long exact sequence then implies that H* (C (Lz)) is finite dimensional as well.

2.2.2. The infinitesimal counterpart of Def;(w)/ ~. It is not hard to describe the formal
tangent space T}, (Defz(w)/ ~ ). The relevant cochain complex is now the relative de
Rham complex (Q'(M , L), d), which is defined as follows. Given the inclusion ¢y, : L <— M,
we set

QF(M,L) = {a € QF(M) : i} a = 0}.
We call the cohomology groups H®(M, L) arising from (Q‘(M , L), d) the relative de Rham
cohomology groups of M with respect to L. The following result is straightforward.
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Lemma 2.12. (1) Let wy be a smooth path in Def; (w) starting at w. The corresponding
infinitesimal deformation &g is a closed element of Q?(M, L). Conversely, if n € Q*(M, L)
is closed then there exists a smooth path wy in Def; (w) starting at w such that wy = 7.

(2) If a smooth path wy in Def; (w) starting at w is generated by an isotopy preserving
L, then do € dQY(M,L). Conversely, if n € dQ*(M, L), then there is a smooth path w; in
Def; (w) starting at w which is generated by an isotopy preserving L and satisfies wy = 1.

Proof. (1) If w; is a smooth path in Defy, (w), then w; is closed and belongs to Q2(M, L) for
every t. Hence, the same holds for cg. Next, if n € Q?(M, L) is closed then w; := w + t is
symplectic for small enough ¢ and moreover L is Lagrangian with respect to wy. It follows
that w; is a smooth path in Defy (w) starting at w such that wy = 7.
(2) By assumption, we have that ¢;w; = w where ¢, is an isotopy whose time dependent
vector field Y; is tangent to L. Differentiating at time ¢ = 0, we get
d)o = —dl,yow.

Here ty,w € QY(M, L) since w € Q?(M, L) and Yy is tangent to L. Hence wy € dQ* (M, L).
Conversely, take a coboundary dy with v € Q'(M, L). Let ¢; be the flow of the vector field
Y € X(M) determined by tyw = —v. The fact that v € Q' (M, L) implies that Y is tangent
to L because

Y|, € I(TL¥) = T(TL).
So the isotopy ¢: preserves L. The path w; := (¢, D)*w generated by ¢; satisfies
wo = —diyw = d~. O
Corollary 2.13. The formal tangent space T} (Defy(w)/ ~) is given by H*(M,L).

Remark 2.14. This shows in particular that the formal tangent space Tj, (DefL(w) / ~ )

is finite dimensional. Indeed, the relative de Rham complex (Q' (M, L),d) fits in a short
exact sequence of complexes

0 — ((M, L),d) —> (Q*°(M),d) 5 (Q*(L),d) — 0,
which induces a long exact sequence in cohomology
oo — HYL) — H¥M,L) — HY(M) — --- . (13)

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

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

dﬁ : ,T[(w,L)] (DL{’ (w, L)/ ~ ) — T[w} (DefL(w)/ ~ )

is a linear isomorphism. We will proceed by first recalling a canonical isomorphism between
the cohomology groups H?(C(:})) and H*(M, L). We will then show that this isomorphism
is realized by the map dg under the identifications established in Cor.2.10 and Cor. 2.13.

It is well-known that for a surjective cochain map ® : (A®,d4) — (B®,dp), the natural
inclusion (ker d,d A) — (C (®), dq;) is a quasi-isomorphism [6, Lemma 5.2.4]. Applying this
fact to the pullback ¢} : (Q*(M),d) — (Q°*(L),d) gives an isomorphism

I:HMM,L) = H*(C(})) : [n] = [(n,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
T HMC(E)) = HA(M, L)« [(n,8)] = [n — dB).
Here B € Q*1(M) is any extension of 8 € QF=1(L).
Proof. We first show that J is well-defined. If (7, 3) is a k-cocycle in (C(c}), d%), then

dn=20
un =dpg
Hence for any extension E of 3, the form n — dﬁ is closed and its pullback to L vanishes.

So it defines a class in H k(M , L). This class does not depend on the choice of extension E
Indeed, if 81 and (9 are two extensions of 5 then

(n—dp) — (n— dB2) = d(B2 - 1),
where 52 — 51 € QF1(M, L). Hence n— dBl and n— dﬁg define the same class in H*(M, L).
So we get a well-defined map
CH (1] )etosea = H*(M, L) = (n. ) = [ — dP]. (14)

To check that it descends to H* (C (L*L)), we show that k-coboundaries are mapped to zero.
By equation (11), a k-coboundary is necessarily of the form

dL*L (Cv 0) = (dC7 [’*LC)

for some ¢ € QF1(M). An extension of t5¢ € QF71(L) is simply given by ¢, hence it is
clear that (d¢, ¢} () 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 o I is the identity map.
On the other hand, the composition I o J is given by

Lo HE(C()) - H* () < [(n, B)] = [(n — d5.0))
We already remarked in (12) that a cocycle (1, 8) is cohomologous with (1 — dj3,0) since
(n,8) = (n—dB,0) + (dB, B) = (n — dB,0) + d,: (B,0).
This shows that IoJ is also the identity map. Hence I and J are inverses of each other. [

The isomorphism J : H?(C(v})) — H?*(M,L) is in fact realized by the formal lin-
earization of g at the class [(w,L)] € Dy (w, L)/ ~. In particular, the latter is also an
isomorphism.

Proposition 2.16. We have a commutative diagram

Tiwy) (Do (@, L)/ ~ ) — Ty (Defy (w)/ ~ )

=| |=

H2(C(13)) : » H?(M, L)

Proof. Take a smooth path (w¢, L) in Dy (w, L) starting at (w, L). Denote by «; the path
in I'y+(T* L) corresponding with L;. We need to prove the following equality in H?(M, L):

4
dt

_ ¢ztwt} — |é0 — dao (15)
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Denote by Y; the time-dependent vector field of the isotopy ¢r,. We then have

d

p ¢, wt = dry,w + wo.
t=0

Hence, the equality (15) follows if we show that ty,w + 56 € QY(M, L). That is to say,
ap = —17(Lyyw).
To prove this equality, we use that the symplectomorphism v : (V) ween) — (U, w) restricts
to the identity on L. Denoting by Zg := () ~!). Y, it then suffices to prove that
G = —u7 (LzoWean)- (16)

We now make the vector field Zy more explicit. Recall that ¢, is the flow at time 1 of
the vector field X, := f1).(X,,) € X(M). It will be beneficial to rephrase this as

¢Lt = exp(XLz)a

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

vo— &

d
=), T @

=0 dt

exp(Xr,) = (do exp) (jt

This implies that the vector field Zg = (1), Yy is given by Zy = 1*(f)Xs,. The equality
(16) now follows immediately. Since ¥*(f) is identically 1 along L, we get

XLt> - fw*(Xdo)'
t=0

t=0

_L*L(LZowcan) = _L*L(LXdowcan) = Q.
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. O

2.3. The geometric equivalence. The fact that the formal linearization of G is an isomor-
phism suggests that g should be a local equivalence between the moduli spaces Dy (w, L)/ ~
and Defr,(w)/ ~. We now confirm that this is indeed the case.

Proposition 2.17. We have a bijection
Dy (w, L D
2 Du.L) | Defy(w)

~ ~

[ L] [65].

Proof. Surjectivity is clear, since [w'] € Defr,(w)/ ~ is the image of [(w', L)] € Dyr(w, L)/ ~.
For injectivity, assume that (', L'), (W”,L") € Dy(w, L) are such that ¢}, and ¢7,w"
are equivalent in Defy (w). Then there exists an isotopy (tt).e[0,1] such that

(¢1)*(¢’znw") =¢;,w  and (L) = L for all t € [0, 1].

We will construct an isotopy (Pt)te[o,l] connecting pg = Id and p; = ¢ oy 0 (bz,l such
that additionally p;(L") € U’ for all ¢t € [0,1]. This will imply that (w’, L’) and (w”, L") are
equivalent in D;y(w, L), because

L) = (¢provrodp) (L) = 1"
and

(p1)'w" = (65')" (1) (eLw")) = (67,) (D10 = .
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We can proceed as in the proof of Lemma2.4. Consider again the same smooth function
h :[0,1] — [0, 1] satisfying

(h(0) =0,
h|]0,%[ : 10, % [ — h(]oO, % ) is a diffeomorphism,
h‘[%7§] = %7
h|]g ] : ]%,%[ —h (] %, % D is a diffeomorphism,
575
Mg = 3,
h|]%71[ : }%, 1[—h(] %, 1[) is a diffeomorphism,
\h(1> -

Recall from Def. 2.3 that ¢, is the time 1-flow of the vector field X /. Let us denote this
flow by gbeL,. Similarly, we have that ¢~ is the flow gbeL” at time 1. We now define

3h(t
¢XL/() ifo<t<l,
x,, if g <t<Z,
pe = Ysnny-1) © Px., if 2 <t< 3,
Y100y, 1f3<t§§
(3h(t)—-2) -1 4
ngL” O'(?Z)loqbXL/ if <t§]‘

Then p; is smooth in ¢ and it connects pg = Id with p; = <Z>X , o010 qﬁX , = ¢rroYn ogbL, .

now check that p;(L") € U’ for all t € [0, 1]. So we have to Check that pt(L ) corresponds w1th
a section in I'y/(T*L). As L', L"” € U’, they correspond with sections o/, € T'y:(T*L).

e For 0 <t < %, we have that p;(L’) corresponds with (1 — 3h(t))a’ € I'y/(T*L).

e For } £ <t< 2 , we have that p;(L") corresponds with the zero section 0 € I'y+(T*L).

e For % <t S 3, we have that 0 < 3h(t) — 1 < 1. By construction, we have that
Ys(L) = L for all 0 <s < 1. Tt follows that pi(L') = v3p)—1)(L) = L corresponds
with the zero section 0 € I'y/ (T*L).

e For 2 <t < 2, we still have that p;(L') = (L) = L corresponds with the zero
sectlon 0el'y/(T*L).

e For $ <t <1, we have that p;(L) corresponds with (3h(t) — 2)o/” € I'y/(T*L).

In the first and last bullet point, we used that V/ C T*L is fiberwise convex to conclude
that the scalar multiples of o/ and o still take values in V’. The proof is now finished. [J

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(w, L).
The subgroup Difff, (M) of diffeomorphisms preserving L acts on Defr,(w). One can think
of Defr (w) as a Difff (M )-slice to the Diff(M)-action on D(w, L). Indeed, we have a map

Diff(M) xpite, (ary Defr(w) = D(w, L) : (f,0) = ((F71)"w', f(L))

and upon restricting to Dy (w, 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
Defr,(w)/Diffr, (M) of the “slice” Defr,(w). 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 H?(M, L),
provided that we restrict to small enough deformations of the pair (w, 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 Dy (w, L) and Defy (w). In the rest of this section, we assume the following setup:

e We endow the space Defy,(w) with the C-topology inherited from (Q?(M),C°).

e By identifying submanifolds in &4’ with their corresponding sections in I'y/(T*L),
we can endow U’ with the C'-topology. We then endow Dy (w, L) with the product
(C% x C1)-topology inherited from (Q2(M) x U',C° x C*).

3.1. Local parametrization of the moduli space Def(w)/ ~. The moduli space of
symplectic forms for which L is Lagrangian can be identified with an open neighborhood
of the origin in H?(M, L), provided that we restrict to small deformations of w in Deff,(w).

Lemma 3.1. There is a C°-open W around w in the space of closed two-forms Q2 (M)
such that W is convex and W C Qgymp(M).

Proof. Denote by 7 := —w ™! the Poisson structure corresponding with w. Fix a Riemannian
metric and consider the map | - || : Q% (M) — R determined by

|©]| := sup {"R’ﬁ 0@ (v) 4+ v|:veTM,v| = 1} . e Q3 (M).
Note that ||w|| = 0 and that ||@|| > 1 if @ is degenerate. Hence setting
W= {@ € Q(M) : ||&]l < 1},

we get a C%-open around w in Q2 (M) consisting of symplectic forms. Note that W is
convex. Indeed, take @1,02 € W and t € [0,1] and let v € TM be such that |v| = 1. We
then have

’Wﬁ o (toﬁz? +(1- t)d)g) (v) + v‘ = ‘t (wﬁ o @ (v) + v) +(1-1) (77ﬁ o @ (v) + v)‘
<t ‘wﬂ o @ (v) +v’ +(1—1) ‘wﬂ o @) (v) +v’
< tfj@nfl + (1 =)@zl
<t+(1-1)
=1.
This shows that ||t 4 (1—t)w2|| < 1, hence tw;+(1—t)@e € W. So W is indeed convex. [

We now restrict to deformations of w lying in the C%-open Defy,(w) N W. The properties
of the neighborhood W allow us to describe the moduli space (Defr,(w) NW)/ ~ explicitly.

Proposition 3.2. The map
Defy (w) N W

~

— H*(M,L) : W] — [w— ] (17)

is a well-defined bijection onto an open neighborhood of the origin in H*(M,L).
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Proof. We first check that the map is well-defined. If w/,w) € Defr,(w) N W are equivalent
then there exists an isotopy (p¢)ie[o,1) of M such that

(p1)*wh =w) and p(L)=L foralltel0,1].
If Y; is the time-dependent vector field of p;, then we have

(w—wp) — (w—wh) = (p1) wé—a)é=/0 dt(ptwé)dt=d</0 pt(wtwé)dt)-

Note that pj (ty,w)) € QY(M, L) since p; preserves L, Y; is tangent to L and w) € Q*(M, L).
Hence the classes [w — w}] and [w — wh] in H?(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 [w] is mapped to zero. It remains to show that the im-
age of the map (17) is open. Assume that [3] € H?(M, L) is the image of [w'] for some
W' € Defr(w) N W. Pick closed forms n1,...,m € Q?(M, L) whose cohomology classes
[m], ..., 7] form a basis of H2(M, L). There exists ¢ > 0 such that for all § € R¥ with

|18]| < €, we have that
k

W - Z 0;n; € DefL(w) nW.
i=1
The image of its equivalence class in (Defy,(w) N W)/ ~ under the map (17) is

k k
[w —w' ) 51-771'] = [B]+ ) dilnil.
=1 =1

Therefore the open ball B . C H?(M, L) is contained in the image of the map (17).
At last, we check that the map is injective. Assume that w],w) € Defr,(w) N W are such
that [w)] = [wh] in H?*(M, L). We have to show that there is an isotopy (p¢)se(o,1) such that
(p1)*wh =w) and p(L)=L foralltel0,1]. (18)
Pick 8 € Q'(M, L) such that
why —w) =dp
and consider the straight line homotopy
Qt = w'l + td,@

Towards using the Moser trick, let ( Pt)te[ml] be an isotopy with corresponding time-dependent
vector field (Y3)iepo,1)- We then have

%(pt)*gt = ()" (d (v, 2 + B)) -

Note that €2 is symplectic for all ¢ € [0,1] since W is convex and W C Qgymp(M ). Hence,
we can pick Y; such that

by, = —f. (19)
The isotopy (Pt)te[o,u then satisfies

(p1)"wh = wy.
It remains to argue that p; preserves L for all ¢ € [0,1]. To do so, note that equation (19)
implies that for all z € L we have

(Yi)(z) € Tp L+ =T, L,
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where T, L2t is the symplectic orthogonal of T, L with respect to ;. Here we used the
fact that L is Lagrangian with respect to € for all ¢ € [0, 1]. So the time-dependent vector
field Y} is tangent to L, and therefore the isotopy p; fixes L for all ¢t € [0,1]. Tt follows
that the conditions (18) hold. This shows that the map (17) is injective, so the proof is
finished. g

3.2. Continuity of the map ¢. In the previous subsection, we parametrized a C°-open
around w in Defy(w) up to isotopies fixing L. We want to use this result to parametrize a
(CO X Cl)—open around (w, L) in Dy (w, L) up to isotopies. This can be done using the map

q: Dy (w, L) — Defp(w) : (o', L") — ¢7,u',

if we show that this map is continuous with respect to the (CO xC 1)—topology on the domain
and the CY-topology on the codomain. This subsection is devoted to proving the following.

Proposition 3.3. The map
F:(Q*(M) xU',C'xCh) — (Q*(M),C0) : (, L) =~ ¢},
is continuous at the point (w,L).
Towards proving Prop. 3.3, we first note that the map
(Q*(M) x Diff(M),C% x C') — (Q*(M),C") : (W', ¢) > ¢*w'.
is continuous. This follows immediately from the coordinate expression of the pullback

¢*w’. Therefore, in order to prove Prop. 3.3 we only need to establish the following auxiliary
result.

Lemma 3.4. The assignment
', c) — (Dif(M),C") : L' — ¢y
is continuous at the point L.

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

u(t) < A+ B/Ot u(s)ds (20)

then u satisfies u(t) < AeP 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'.ct) — (x(M),Ct) : L' — Xy (21)
is continuous at L. The support of X/ is contained in the open U C M, which we
identify with V C T*L. Hence, we may assume that X/ is a compactly supported

vector field on V' € T*L. Recall that L' € U’ corresponds with a section o/ €
Ly (T*L). In cotangent coordinates (z1,...,Tn,Y1,--.,Yn), the assignment (21) is

given by
i=1 i=1

where f is a fixed compactly supported function on V. From this expression, it is
immediately clear that the assignment L' — X/ is continuous for C'-topologies.
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(2) Next, we show that the map
({Xp : L' eu'},ct) — (Diff(M),C) : X1y — ¢r (22)

is continuous at zero. Again, since X, and its flow ¢, are supported in the open
U C M, we may assume that both are defined on the open V C T*L.

We introduce some notation. Cover L in finitely many coordinate charts O; = R”
such that the closed balls { B;}; of radius 1 still cover L. Let us denote the cotangent
coordinates on O; xR™ by (21, ..., 2n, Znt1, - - - , 22). Since the compactly supported
vector field X, € X(V) is vertical, it is locally given by

XL”OZXRn = f’Ll (z)azn+1 + T + f?(z)az?n
Its C'-norm is then given by

Il ¢
()

HXL/||13=SUP{ :zeBixR”andogmgl}.
i,

We denote the flow of X1/ by (¢1)ie[0,1), so that ¢, = ¢1. In what follows, we need
to estimate the C'-distance between ¢; and Id. To this end, we define

Xi t 2:¢t—IdIOiXRn—>OiXRn.

Written in components, we have x;; = (0, le,t, el ngt). Note that Xz,t satisfies
dxjt . .
) = flet Xz, xlg=0.
It follows that .
@ = [ H i) (23)
0

We first estimate the difference between ¢ and Id. For z € B; x R™, we have

o
/O FI(2+ xia(2))ds

We now estimate the difference between derivatives of ¢; and Id. By taking partial
derivatives in the equation (23), we get for z € B; x R™ that

1 .
< [|Herve|as<ixon. @
0

Xgl(z)’ =

X ‘(o1 o Of OXix"
It follows that
6Xg,t

92 )

t n
<Xl + 1 Xpll /0 3
=1

2 )

Consequently,

n

>

=1

aXli ¢
T%(z) (z)| ds.

o | O
< all X+l Xl 30|52
=1

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

n

<y

=1

9 X?,t

8X§,t
8Zk

=) 5o ()| < nlXp el
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In particular, we proved that

8X‘Z,l

Oz (2)| < nl| Xyl Xl (25)

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

3.3. Local parametrization of the moduli space Dy (w, L)/ ~. We can now prove
our main result, which parametrizes a (CO X Cl)-open around (w, L) in Dy (w, L) up to
isotopies. This open neighborhood of (w, L) is obtained as follows:
i) In Lemma3.1, we constructed a suitable C’-open neighborhood W of w in Q2 (M).
Hence there exists a C’-open V around w in Q2(M) such that W =V N Q2 (M).
ii) By Prop. 3.3, there exists a (C® x C')-open O around (w, L) in Q?(M) x U’ such that
F(O) C V. Then Dy (w, L)NO is the desired (C”xC')-open around (w, L) in Dy (w, L).

Theorem 3.5. The map
Dy (w, L )
U( ) )

~

H*(M, L) : [, )] = [w = ¢ (26)

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

Proof. The proof relies on the fact that if (W', L') € Dy (w, L)NO, then ¢} ,w’ € Defr,(w)NW.
This follows from the construction of the neighborhood O outlined above.

To see that the map (26) is well-defined, assume that (&', L'), (w", L") € Dy (w,L) N O

are equivalent. First, since the map

_ Du/ w,L

. D)

~

o D) ) o]

is well-defined by Lemma 2.4, it follows that ¢7,w’, ¢} ,w"” € Defr(w) N W are equivalent.
Next, since the map

DefL(w) nw N

~

is well-defined by Prop. 3.2, the classes [w — ¢},w'] and [w — ¢} ,w”] in H*>(M, L) agree.

To see that the map (26) is injective, assume that (o', L"), (0", L") € Dyr(w, L) N O are
such that [w — ¢%,w'] = [w — ¢%,w"] in H?>(M, L). First, because of injectivity in Prop. 3.2,
we get that ¢f,w', ¢ ,w” € Defr(w) N W are equivalent. Next, because of injectivity in
Prop. 2.17, it follows that (w', L"), (w”, L") € Dy (w, L) N O are equivalent.

We now check that the map (26) surjects onto an open neighborhood of zero in H?(M, L).
Since the class [(w, 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 [3] € H?(M, L) is the
image of [(w’, L')] for some (', L') € Dyyr(w, L)NO. Pick closed forms 1, ...,n, € Q?(M, L)
whose cohomology classes [11], ..., [n:] form a basis of H%(M, L). Because the map

(Q2(M),C°%) — (9*(M),C°) s a s (7))

H*(M, L) : [n] = [w—n]

is continuous, there exists € > 0 such that for all § € R* with ||§]| < ¢, we have that

k
(w' — (qbz,l)* ( Z 5177,) , L/> € Dy (w, L) NnOo.
=1
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The image of its equivalence class in (Dys(w, L) N O)/ ~ under the map (26) is

k

= [B]+ > dilnil.

i=1

k
w— g+ m;

=1

Therefore the open ball Byg . € H*(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 in H?(M, L). O

4. RELATION WITH OTHER DEFORMATION PROBLEMS

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

4.1. Deformations of Lagrangian submanifolds. Let (M,w) be a symplectic manifold
and L C (M,w) 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' C (M,w) lying in a chart for the
non-linear Grassmannian Gry, (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, ween)
and a neighborhood U of L in (M, w), which restricts to the identity on L. We denote it
by

U (V,wean) = (U,w).

Let us also fix smaller neighborhoods V' and U’ of L which correspond under 1 and satisfy
LcV' cV'cVand L cU cU' cU. We also make sure that V' is fiberwise convex.
We define

Iy (T*L)={c € T(T*L): o(L)CV'}

and set U’ C Grp(M) to be the neighborhood of L consisting of submanifolds that are
images of Yoo : L — M for o € T'y+(T*L). We restrict to Lagrangian submanifolds in U’.

Definition 4.1. i) We introduce the space
Dy (L) :={L' e’ : L' C (M,w) is Lagrangian} .

ii) For L', L" € Dy (L), we say that L' ~ L" if there exists a Hamiltonian isotopy (¢¢):ejo,1)
of (M,w) such that

o (L)=L1L" and ¢(L") el foralltel0,1].

A Lagrangian submanifold L’ € Dy (L) corresponds to a unique section o € T'y/(T*L)
whose graph is Lagrangian with respect to weqn. It is well-known that the latter condition
is equivalent with o/ € Q'(L) being closed [9, Prop. 3.4.2]. So we get an assignment

Dy (L) — HY(L) : L' — [o/].

It was proved in [12, Chapter 5, Prop. 2.7] that this map descends to a bijection between
the moduli space Dy;(L)/ ~ and an open neighborhood of the origin in H*(L).
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4.2. Deformations of symplectic forms. Let M be compact and w € Qgymp(M) a
symplectic form. We recall the well-known classification of deformations w’ € Qgymp(M) of
w, quotienting by the equivalence relation

W ~ W & 3¢ € Diffy(M) such that ¢*w” = o', (27)
We restrict to a convex C’-open D(w) C Q2%(M) around w such that D(w) C Qsymp(M),
see Lemma 3.1. It follows from Moser’s theorem [9, Thm. 3.2.4] that the map

D(w) = H*(M) : ' — [w— ]

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

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

e In §4.1, we described C'-small deformations L’ of L up to Hamiltonian isotopy. We
denote the resulting moduli space by M. It is parametrized by
My — HY L) : [L] = [o]. (28)
e In §3.3, we described (C° x C!)-small deformations (w’, L) of the pair (w, L) up to
isotopies. We denote the resulting moduli space by M, 1. It is parametrized by
Mgy = HX(M,L) : [, L')] = [w — ¢pw]- (29)

e In §4.2, we described C%-small deformations w’ of w up to isotopies. We denote the
resulting moduli space by M,,. It is parametrized by

My = HA* (M) : W] = [w— ] (30)
These moduli spaces fit in a natural sequence

[L]=[(w, L)] (@, L] [w]

My M) M. (31)

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

[o]—[da]

[B—[8]

H'Y(L) H2(M, L) —222 s g2(M). (32)

Here & € Q' (M) is any one-form such that t§ & = «. 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

M, (L]~ [(w,L")] M) [(w, L))~ [w'] M,
l[L’]H[a’] J[(WCL’)]H[wﬁ,w’] l[w’}H[w—w/] :
HY(L) [a]—[dal] H2(M, L) (8]~ (8] H2(M)
Proof. To see that the second square commutes, we just have to remark that [¢},w'] = [w/]

in H?(M) because ¢, € Diffo(M) induces the identity in cohomology. To show that the
first square commutes, let us denote by (¢:).e(o,1] the flow of the vector field

XL’ = fw*(Xa/)7
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so that ¢ = ¢1. We then have

1 1
* d * *
w— ¢ w = —/0 <dt¢tw> dt = —d </0 o5 (LXL,w)dt> ,
so the first square commutes as soon as we show that
1
5 ( / ¢:(LXL,w)dt) — . (33)
0

To prove this equality, take x € L and v € T, L and compute

1
/0 Wity (X1 (61(2)), (dao) (0)dt
1
_ /0 F (612w 0y ( (100 X ) (1(2)), (dahy) (v) )
1
— /0 Wity (X (01(2)) (duo) (v) )t

1
= /0 (wcan)w—1(¢t($)) (on’ (¢_1(¢t(x)))v (ddzt(z)w_l)(dx(bt(v)))dt? (34)

where we used that f = 1 along the flow line (¢¢(7));c(o,1) and that ¥*w = wean. We now
simplify the formula (34). Recall from Rem. 2.2 that, if p : T*L — L is the projection, then

* /
X Wean = =P .

Inserting this equality into (34), we obtain
1
~ [ @ sy (@ o)) (35)
By functoriality, (¥t o¢; 0t)sefo,1] is the flow of the vector field ¢*(f) X which is vertical.
So we have that po ™! o ¢; = po1p~!, hence the expression (35) reduces to
1 1
~ [ oy (alpo v ) dt = = [l 0)at =~ (w).
Here we used that 1|, = Id. So the equality (33) holds, hence the proof is finished. O

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

_ Du/ w,L
- Dule, L)

~

o D) s o).

We will point out that the moduli space Defr(w)/ ~ is in bijection with the moduli space
of Maurer-Cartan elements of a dgL[1]a-structure on Q®*(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 (w, L) should be given by H?(M, L). We now spell this out in more detail.

The most straightforward way of parametrizing small deformations of w in Defr (w)
would be through small closed elements of Q2(M, L). This leads to the local description
of the moduli space Def,(w)/ ~ established in Prop.3.2. In this section, we will look at a
different approach. It turns out that the space Defr (w) can be parametrized alternatively
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via Maurer-Cartan elements of a dgL[1]a-structure on 2°*(M, L)[2] inherited from the Koszul
dgL[1]a.

Definition 5.1. Let (M,w) be a symplectic manifold with Poisson structure 7 := —w
We get an Log[1]-algebra (2°(M)[2], A1, A2) whose multibrackets are defined as follows:

(o) = da
)\Q(Oé, 6) = (_1)‘04 [Oé, /8]7r
Here [—, —]x is the Koszul bracket associated with , see for instance [2],[15].

We refer to (Q°(M)[2], A1, A2) as the Koszul dgL([1]a associated with 7. It was shown in
[15, Lemma 2.12] that deformations of the symplectic form w can be parametrized by small
Maurer-Cartan elements of (Q°(M)[2], A1, A2). In more detail, let I be the neighborhood
of M C A?T*M consisting of those bilinear forms 3 such that

Id+nfop : TM - TM
is invertible. For 8 € I, we can define a two-form F'(/3) determined by
F(B) =8 o (ld+xfo )" (36)

Lemma 5.2. There is a bijection between:
i) Small Maurer-Cartan elements (3 of the Koszul dgL[1]a (Q'(M)[2], )\1,)\2), i.e.

-1

1
B € I, such that dS + §[B,B]W =0,

it) Deformations of the symplectic form w.
The bijection assigns to B € I N MC(Q'(M)[Q], A, )\2) the symplectic form w + F(B).

The subspace Q°(M, L)[2] C Q°(M)[2] inherits a dgL[1]a-structure (Q°(M, L)[2], A1, A2),
as shown in [2, §5]. This dgL[1]a yields an alternative parametrization for Defy (w), see [5].

Lemma 5.3. We get a bijection
1
{6 e L, NQ*(M,L) such that djB+ 5[6,5]W = 0} — Defp (w) : = w+ F(B).

The dgL[1]a (Q°*(M, L)[2], A1, A2) carries an algebraic notion of equivalence defined on its
Maurer-Cartan set. Two Maurer-Cartan elements Sy, 51 of (Q' (M, L)[2], A1, >\2) are called
gauge equivalent if there is a one-parameter family of Maurer-Cartan elements (/Bt)te[o,l]

interpolating between 3y and 31, as well as a one-parameter family (at);e(o,1) in QY (M, L),
such that

0
aﬁt = doy — [ay, Bilx.

Under the parametrization of Defy (w) by Maurer-Cartan elements of (Q°(M, L)[2], A1, A2),
the equivalence of elements in Defr (w) 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 3y and 31 be Maurer-Cartan elements of (Q'(M, L)[2], A1, )\2) lying
in I, corresponding with w+F(By) and w—+F(B1) in Defr(w). The following are equivalent:
(1) The Maurer-Cartan elements 5y and (1 are gauge equivalent through a family of
Maurer-Cartan elements (Bt)ic(0,1) lying in Ir.
(2) There is an isotopy (pt)icpo,1) such that pi(w + F(1)) = w+ F(Bo) and py(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

Dy (w, L) R L: N MC(Q°(M, L)[2], A1, \2)

~

(W L) = [F (95w — w)]. (37)
~gauge

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 (£, a, P, A) where:

(L,[—,—]) is a graded Lie algebra,

a is an abelian Lie subalgebra,

P : L — ais a linear projection whose kernel is a Lie subalgebra of L,
A € ker(P) is an element of degree 1 such that [A, A] = 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 := [A, o] : L — L.
The differential is given by

d(z[1],a) = (— D(2)[1], P(z + D(a))),
the binary bracket satisfies

{e1], 9111} = (=¥, y]11],

and for n > 1 we have

{z[1],a1,...,an} = P|...[z,a1],...,an],
{a1,...,a,} = P[...[D(a1),a2],...,a].

Here z,y € £ and a1,...,a, € 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 Ly[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,w) be a symplectic manifold and L C (M,w) 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
Tean = —Wo,. We then obtain a V-data (£, a, P, A) given by the following [3, Lemma 2.2]:

can*

e the graded Lie algebra L is the space of multivector fields X*(E)[1] endowed with
the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket,

e the abelian Lie subalgebra a is I'(A®*E)[1], which can be viewed as the space of
vertical fiberwise constant multivector fields.

e the projection P : L — a is obtained by restricting multivector fields to L and then
applying the projection A*TE|;, — A®E coming from the splitting TE|, = TL® E.

e the Maurer-Cartan element A € ker(P) is the Poisson structure mggy,.

The derived bracket construction yields an Ly [1]-algebra structure on X*(E)[2] T (A E)[1]
which by [3, Cor. 2.5] governs the deformation problem of (wean, L), at least heuristically.?

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 Loo[1]-algebra structure on X%, (E)[2] @T'(A®E)[1] has
the property that its Maurer-Cartan elements are pairs (, ¢) € X%.(E) @ T'(E) such that meq, +7 is Poisson
and Graph(—¢) is coisotropic with respect to mean + 7. Note that meqn +7 is the inverse of a symplectic form
whenever 7 is sufficiently small. Hence, small Maurer-Cartan elements of X}, (E)[2] ®I'(A® E)[1] parametrize
deformations of (wean, L) for which the associated Poisson structure remains fiberwise entire.
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Restricting the multibrackets to ker(P)[1], we obtain a dgL[l]a with multibrackets

ﬂl(Q) = _[WcamQ]
12(Q1,Q2) = —(=1)14N[Q1,Qy)

where degrees are taken in X*(E). The dgL[1]a (ker(P)[1], 1, u2) is strictly isomorphic to
the dgL[1]a (Q°(E, L)[2], A1, A2) introduced above, via the map

— At (B, L)[2], M, M2) — (ker(P)[1], pi, p2).

can

Altogether, we get a strict Lo [1]-quasi-isomorphism
(Q°(E,L)[2], A1, A2) — X(BE)[2] @ T(AE)[1] : B (= A®T0n(B),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

L N MC(Q*(M, L)[2], A1, X2) N Dy (w, L)

~

Bl = l(w+ F(B), L)),

~gauge
and the Poisson structure corresponding with w + F(3) is indeed m — A?7%(f), see [15, §2].

We can relate the moduli space of Maurer-Cartan elements appearing in (37) with the
cohomology group H?(M, L) thanks to a result by Fiorenza-Manetti [2, § 5] stating that the
dgL[1]a (Q°(M, L)[2], A1, A2) is homotopy abelian. In more detail, let R, be the coderiva-
tion of S(Q*(M)[2]) extending the second Koszul bracket

K(ir)2 : S2(Q(M)[2]) = Q(M)[2]: @ ® B+ tr(a AB) =tz A B — a A i3
Then we have an isomorphism of Lo, [1]-algebras
M (@0 (M)[2), A, o) = (2°(M)[2), )
which induces an isomorphism between Lo, [1]-subalgebras
eftr  (Q*(M, L)[2], A1, \2) — (Q°(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

Dy(w,L)

~v

H*(M,L): (W, L] = [¢jw —w].

Thm. 3.5 makes sense of this in a more precise way — upon restricting to small deformations
Dy (w, L)NO C Dy (w, 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 w in Defr, (w), as those are simply parametrized by small closed elements of
O?(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].
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