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Classification of Deformation Quantization
Algebroids on Complex Symplectic Manifolds

By

Pietro Polesello∗

Abstract

A (holomorphic) deformation quantization algebroid over a complex symplectic
manifold X is a stack locally equivalent to the ring of WKB operators, that is, mi-
crodifferential operators with an extra central parameter τ . In this paper, we will
show that the (holomorphic) deformation quantization algebroids endowed with an
anti-involution are classified by H2(X; k∗

X), where k∗ is a subgroup of the group of
invertible series in C[[τ−1]]. In the formal case, the analogous classification is given by
H2(X; CX)[[~]]odd, where one sets ~ = τ−1.

Introduction

Let M be a complex manifold, T ∗M its cotangent bundle endowed with
the canonical symplectic structure and OT∗M the sheaf of holomorphic func-
tions. Let WT∗M be the sheaf of algebras on T ∗M of WKB operators, that
is, microdifferential operators with an extra central parameter τ . Recall that
the order of the operators defines a filtration on WM such that its associated
graded algebra is isomorphic to OT∗M [τ−1, τ ]. The product is given by the
Liebniz rule not involving τ -derivatives and it is compatible with the filtration
and with the canonical Poisson structure on OT∗M . It follows that WT∗M or,
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more generally, any W-algebra, i.e. a filtered sheaf of algebras which is lo-
cally isomorphic to WT∗M and whose associated graded sheaf is OT∗M [τ−1, τ ],
provides a (holomorphic) deformation quantization of T ∗M .

On a complex symplectic manifold X, the W-algebras exist on any sym-
plectic local chart f : X ⊃ U −→ T ∗M , but there may not exist a W-algebra
globally defined on X. However, replacing sheaves of algebras by algebroid
stacks, one may show that the sheaves f−1WM glue together as an algebroid
stack WX (see [16, 18, 26, 12]). Again, WX is endowed with a filtration and
its associated graded stack is the trivial algebroid stack OX [τ−1, τ ]. Then we
may mimic the definition of a W-algebra, and define a W-algebroid on X as
a filtered algebroid stack which is locally equivalent to WX and whose asso-
ciated graded algebroid stack is OX [τ−1, τ ]. These objects play the role of
(holomorphic) deformation quantizations of X.

The purpose of this paper (appeared as an e-print in [24]) is to show that
the W-algebroids on X which are endowed with an anti-involution are classi-
fied by H2(X; k∗

X), where k∗ is a subgroup of the group of invertible series in
C[[τ−1]]. In the formal case, the classification is given by the familiar group
H2(X; CX)[[�]]odd of odd formal power series in � = τ−1 with coefficients in
H2(X; CX). Note that this is compatible with the classification of the defor-
mation quantization algebroids (not assumed endowed with an anti-involution)
given in [8].

The classification of deformation quantization algebras on real symplectic
manifolds has been considered by many authors (see for example [10, 21, 2, 4]).
We refer to [22] (see also [8]) for the analogous classification in the complex
setting, where these algebras are constructed under suitable hypothesis.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 1 we recall the definition
of WKB operator, that of W-algebra and their classification. In Section 2 we
give the main definitions and properties of filtered and graded stacks, focusing
on algebroid stacks. In Section 3 we define the W-algebroids on a complex
symplectic manifold X. In Section 4 we recall the cohomology theory with
values in a stack. In Section 5 we classify the W-algebroids (endowed with an
anti-involution) on X.

Notations and conventions. All the filtrations are over Z, increasing and
exhaustive. If A (resp. A) is a filtered algebra (resp. sheaf of filtered algebras),
we will denote by Gr(A) (resp. Gr(A)) its associated graded algebra (resp.
sheaf of graded algebras), and by Gr0(A) (resp. Gr0(A)) the algebra (resp.
sheaf of algebras) of homogeneous elements of degree 0. We will use similar
notations for morphisms.
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We will use the upper index op to denote opposite structure, when refer-
ring either to (sheaves of) algebras, to categories or to stacks. If F is a functor
between categories, resp. stacks, F op will denote the induced functor between
the corresponding opposite categories, resp. stacks. (Note that a natural trans-
formation of functors F ⇒ G induces a natural transformation Gop ⇒ F op.)

If A is a sheaf of algebras, we will denote by A× the sheaf of groups of its
invertible elements and, for each section a ∈ A×, by ad(a) : A −→ A the algebra
isomorphism b �→ aba−1.

§1. W-Algebras

The relation between Sato’s microdifferential operators and WKB opera-
tors1 is discussed in [23, 1, 26]. We follow here the presentation in [26], and we
refer to [27, 15, 17] for the theory of microdifferential operators.

Let M be an n-dimensional complex manifold, π : T ∗M −→ M its cotangent
bundle and ρ : J1M −→ T ∗M the natural projection from the 1-jets bundle. Let
(t, τ ) be the system of homogeneous symplectic coordinates on T ∗C, and recall
that J1M is identified with the open subset of the projective cotangent bundle
P ∗(M × C) defined by τ �= 0. Denote by EM×C (resp. EM×C(m), m ∈ Z)
the sheaf of finite order (resp. of order ≤ m) microdifferential operators on
P ∗(M ×C) and consider the subring EM×C,∂t

of operators commuting with ∂t.
The ring of finite order WKB operators is defined by

WT∗M = ρ∗(EM×C,∂t
|J1M ),

and its subsheaf of operators of order ≤ m by

WT∗M (m) = ρ∗(EM×C,∂t
(m)|J1M ).

In a local coordinate system (x) on M , with associated symplectic local
coordinates (x, u) on T ∗M , a WKB operator P of order ≤ m defined on a open
subset U of T ∗M has a total symbol

σtot(P ) =
m∑

j=−∞
pj(x, u)τ j,

where the pj ’s are holomorphic functions on U subject to the estimates

(1.1)

{
for any compact subset K of U there exists a constant
CK > 0 such that for all j < 0, sup

K
|pj | ≤ C−j

K (−j)!.

1WKB stands for Wentzel-Kramer-Brillouin.
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The product structure on WT∗M is given by the Leibniz formula not involving
τ -derivatives: if Q is another WKB operator defined on U of total symbol
σtot(Q), then

σtot(PQ) =
∑

α∈Nn

τ−|α|

α!
∂α

u σtot(P )∂α
x σtot(Q).

Note that WT∗M contains π−1DM as a sub-C-algebra, where DM denotes the
ring of differential operators on M . A WKB operator in π−1DM has a total
symbol

∑m
j=0 pj(x, u)τ j with pj(x, u) a j-homogeneous polynomial in the fiber

variables.
The center of WT∗M is the constant sheaf kT∗M with stalk the subfield

k = Wpt ⊂ C[[τ−1, τ ] of WKB operators over a point, i.e. series
∑m

j=−∞ ajτ
j

which satisfy the estimates:{
there exists a constant C > 0 such that
for all j < 0, |aj | ≤ C−j(−j)!.

The algebra WT∗M is filtered by the C-modules WT∗M (m), as well as the
field k by k(m) = Wpt(m). Note that k(0) is a commutative ring, WT∗M (0) is
a k(0)-algebra, and there is an isomorphism of filtered k-algebras

WT∗M 	 WT∗M (0) ⊗k(0) kT∗M .

We denote by

σm(·) : WT∗M (m) −→ OT∗M , P �→ pm(x, u)

the symbol map of order m, which does not depend on the local coordinate
system on T ∗M . If σm(P ) is not identically zero, then one says that P has
order m and σm(P ) is called the principal symbol of P . In particular, an
element P in WT∗M is invertible if and only if its principal symbol is nowhere
vanishing. Note that Gr(k) 	 C[τ−1, τ ] and that the principal symbol maps
induce an isomorphism of graded C[τ−1, τ ]-algebras

Gr(WT∗M ) 	 OT∗M [τ−1, τ ].

Remark 1.1.

(i) The algebra WT∗M is a (holomorphic) deformation quantization of T ∗M in
the following sense. Denote by Oτ

T∗M the subsheaf of OT∗M [[τ−1, τ ] of series
f(x, u; τ ) =

∑m
j=−∞ fj(x, u)τ j satisfying the estimates (1.1). This is a fil-

tered k-module whose associated graded C[τ−1, τ ]-module is OT∗M [τ−1, τ ].
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The algebra WT∗M has thus the same graded sheaf as Oτ
T∗M and it is locally

isomorphic to Oτ
T∗M as filtered k-modules (via the total symbol σtot), in

such a way that the Leibniz rule induces the Wick star-product on Oτ
T∗M .

Note that most of the authors use to set � = τ−1 and consider the C[[�]]-
algebra ŴT∗M (0) of formal WKB operators of degree ≤ 0, obtained by
dropping the estimates (1.1).

(ii) Note that the Borel transform defines an isomorphism of C-modules

B : Oτ
T∗M (0) ∼−→ OT∗M{t},

where OT∗M{t} denotes the sheaf of germs in t = 0 of functions in OJ1M .
Recall that, if f(x, u; τ ) =

∑0
j=−∞ fj(x, u)τ j, then B(f)(x, u; t) is given

formally by 1
2πi

∫
γ

f(x, u; τ ) etτ

τ dτ for γ a counter clockwise oriented circle
around 0 in C. In particular, k(0) 	 C{t} as C-modules.

In order to define the canonical anti-involution2 of a WKB operator, which
is of use in microlocal analysis (see [27, 15, 17]), we need to consider a slight
modification of WT∗M .

Let ΩM be the canonical line bundle on M , that is, the sheaf of differential
forms of top degree. Each locally defined volume form θ ∈ ΩM gives rise to
a local isomorphism ∗θ : Wop

T∗M
∼−→ WT∗M , which sends a WKB operator P

to its formal adjoint P ∗θ with respect to θ. In a local coordinate system (x)
satisfying θ = dx, with associated symplectic local coordinates (x, u), one has

σtot(P ∗θ) =
∑

α∈Nn

(−τ )−|α|

α!
∂α

u ∂α
x σ̂tot(P ),

where ·̂ : Oτ
T∗M −→ Oτ

T∗M is defined by f̂(x, u; τ ) = f(x, u;−τ ).
Twisting WT∗M by ΩM , one then gets a globally defined anti-k-linear3

isomorphism of algebras

Wop
T∗M

∼−→ π−1ΩM ⊗WT∗M ⊗π−1Ω
⊗−1

M P �→ θ ⊗P ∗θ ⊗ θ
⊗−1

,

which does not depend on the choice of the volume form. (Here the tensor

product is over π−1OM and θ
⊗−1 denotes the unique section of Ω

⊗−1

M , the dual
of ΩM , satisfying θ

⊗−1 ⊗ θ = 1.) This leads to replace the algebra WT∗M by
its twisted version by half-forms

W
√

v
T∗M = π−1Ω

⊗1/2

M ⊗WT∗M ⊗ π−1Ω
⊗−1/2

M .

2An anti-involution is an isomorphism of rings ι : Aop ∼−→ A such that ι2 = id.
3A map between k-modules is anti-k-linear if it is C-linear and sends τ to −τ .
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Recall that the sections of W
√

v
T∗M are locally defined by θ

⊗1/2 ⊗P ⊗θ
⊗−1/2 for

a volume form θ and a WKB operator P , with the equivalence relation θ
⊗1/2

1 ⊗
P1 ⊗θ

⊗−1/2

1 = θ
⊗1/2

2 ⊗P2 ⊗θ
⊗−1/2

2 if and only if P2 = (θ1/θ2)1/2P1(θ1/θ2)−1/2.

The sheaf W
√

v
T∗M is a filtered k-algebra on T ∗M locally isomorphic to

WT∗M and satisfying the following properties:

(i) there is an isomorphism of graded C[τ−1, τ ]-algebras

σ : Gr(W
√

v
T∗M ) ∼−→ OT∗M [τ−1, τ ]

preserving the Poisson structures (induced by the commutator on W
√

v
T∗M

and by the Poisson bracket on T ∗M , respectively);

(ii) it is endowed with a filtered anti-k-linear anti-involution

∗ : (W
√

v
T∗M )op ∼−→ W

√
v

T∗M ,

such that Gr0(∗) is the identity (if P ∈ W
√

v
T∗M (m), one has σm(P ∗) =

(−1)mσm(P )).

It follows that W
√

v
T∗M is again a deformation quantization of T ∗M .

This suggests the following definition:

Definition 1.2. A W-algebra with anti-involution on T ∗M , a (W , ∗)-
algebra for short, is a sheaf of filtered k-algebras A together with

(i) an isomorphism of graded C[τ−1, τ ]-algebras ν : Gr(A) ∼−→ OT∗M [τ−1, τ ];

(ii) an anti-involution ι;

such that the triplet (A, ν, ι) is locally isomorphic to (W
√

v
T∗M , σ, ∗).

An isomorphism ϕ : A1 −→ A2 of (W , ∗)-algebras is a filtered k-algebra
isomorphism commuting with the anti-involutions and such that ν2◦Gr(ϕ) = ν1.

Isomorphisms of (W , ∗)-algebras translate to WKB operators the notion of
equivalence between star-products. Indeed, the isomorphism ν in (i) preserves
the Poisson structures, so that any (W , ∗)-algebra provides a (holomorphic)
deformation quantization of T ∗M . Note also that the anti-involution ι in (ii)
is filtered anti-k-linear and Gr0(ι) is the identity. We refer to [3, 4] for similar
definitions in the context of microdifferential and Toeplitz operators.
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Remark 1.3. One may show that any k-algebra automorphism ϕ of
WT∗M is filtered with Gr(ϕ) = id (see [27], or also [13], for the microdif-
ferential case). It follows that any sheaf of k-algebras A locally isomorphic
to WT∗M is filtered and endowed with an isomorphism of graded C[τ−1, τ ]-
algebras Gr(A) 	 OT∗M [τ−1, τ ], so that property (i) in Definition 1.2 could
in fact be dropped. However, this is no more true when replacing sheaves of
algebras by algebroid stacks (see Remark 3.4), so we prefer to leave it in the
definition.

Example 1.4. Let f : T ∗M −→ T ∗M be a symplectic transformation.
Then the sheaf-theoretical inverse image f−1W

√
v

T∗M is a k-algebra on T ∗M
and inherits an anti-involution and a filtration from W

√
v

T∗M , in such a way
that f induces a graded isomorphism σf : Gr(f−1W

√
v

T∗M ) ∼−→ OT∗M [τ−1, τ ].
By [26], locally there exists a Quantized Symplectic Transformation over f ,
that is, a filtered k-algebra isomorphism f−1W

√
v

T∗M
∼−→ W

√
v

T∗M preserving the
anti-involutions and compatible with σf . It follows that f−1W

√
v

T∗M is a (W , ∗)-
algebra.

Denote by Aut (W,∗)(W
√

v
T∗M ) the group of (W , ∗)-algebra automorphisms

of W
√

v
T∗M and set

W
√

v,∗
T∗M = {P ∈ W

√
v

T∗M (0); σ0(P ) = 1 and PP ∗ = 1},
k∗ = {s(τ ) ∈ k(0); s(τ ) = 1 +

∑
j<0 ajτ

j and s(τ )s(−τ ) = 1}.

Note that W
√

v,∗
T∗M is a subgroup of the group of invertible WKB operators of

order 0, and that k∗ = W
√

v,∗
pt .

Lemma 1.5 (cf. [26]). There is an exact sequence of sheaves of groups

(1.2) 1 −→ k∗
T∗M −→ W

√
v,∗

T∗M
ad−→ Aut (W,∗)(W

√
v

T∗M ) −→ 1.

The set of isomorphism classes of (W , ∗)-algebras on T ∗M is in bijection
with H1(T ∗M ;Aut (W,∗)(W

√
v

T∗M )). Hence we get:

Corollary 1.6. The (W , ∗)-algebras on T ∗M are classified by the pointed
set H1(T ∗M ;W

√
v,∗

T∗M/k∗
T∗M ).

§2. Filtered and Graded Stacks

In order to define the W-algebroids on a complex symplectic manifold,
we need to translate the notions of filtration and graduation from sheaves to
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stacks. In this section we define what a filtered category is and show how to
associate a graded category to a filtered one. Then we stackify these definitions.
Finally, we recall the notion of algebroid stack and give a cocycle description
for the graded stack associated to a filtered algebroid stack. We assume that
the reader is familiar with the basic notions of the theory of stacks, which are,
roughly speaking, sheaves of categories. (The classical reference is [14], and a
short presentation is given e.g. in [16, 11].)

Let R be a filtered commutative ring.

Definition 2.1. A filtered R-category is an R-category4 C satisfying
the following properties:

• for any objects P, Q ∈ C, the R-module HomC(P, Q) is a filtered R-module
(FnHomC(P, Q) will denote its subgroup of morphisms of degree ≤ n);

• for any P, Q, R ∈ C and any morphisms f in FmHomC(Q, R) and g in
FnHomC(P, Q), the composed morphism f ◦ g is in Fm+nHomC(P, R);

• for each P ∈ C, the identity morphism idP is in F0HomC(P, P ).

An R-functor Φ: C −→ C′ between filtered R-categories is filtered if the R-
module morphism HomC(P, Q) −→ HomC′(Φ(P ), Φ(Q)) is filtered for any ob-
jects P, Q ∈ C.
A natural transformation α = (αP )P∈C : Φ ⇒ Φ′ between filtered R-functors is
filtered of degree ≤ n if αP is in FnHomC′(Φ(P ), Φ′(P )) for each P ∈ C.

In a similar way one defines the graded categories, the graded functors and
the graded natural transformations. (Note that a graded category amounts to
a DG-category with zero differential.) If C is graded, we denote by GnHomC(P,

Q) the subgroup of HomC(P, Q) of morphisms homogeneous of degree n.
If Φ, Φ′ : C −→ C′ are filtered R-functors, we define FnHom(Φ, Φ′) as the

set of those natural transformations of functors which are filtered of degree ≤ n

and we denote by FctFR(C, C′) the filtered R-category thereby obtained. Sim-
ilarly, one defines the graded category of graded functors between two graded
categories.

To any filtered R-category C there is an associated graded Gr(R)-category
Gr(C), whose objects are the same of those of C and for any objects P, Q the
set of morphisms is defined by HomGr(C)(P, Q) = Gr(HomC(P, Q)). Similarly,

4An R-category is a category whose sets of morphisms are endowed with an R-module
structure, so that the composition is bilinear. An R-functor is a functor between R-
categories which is linear at the level of morphisms.
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to any filtered functor Φ, one associates a graded functor Gr(Φ). In this way,
we get a functor

Gr : {Filtered R-categories} −→ {Graded Gr(R)-categories}.

Note that, if Φ, Φ′ are filtered functors, then for each n there is a natural
injective morphism

Grn(Hom(Φ, Φ′)) =
FnHom(Φ, Φ′)

Fn−1Hom(Φ, Φ′)
−→ GnHom(Gr(Φ), Gr(Φ′)).

To any filtered natural transformation α : Φ ⇒ Φ′ we may thus associate a
graded natural transformation Gr(Φ) ⇒ Gr(Φ′), denoted by Gr(α). One checks
that Gr(·) defines a 2-functor from the 2-category of filtered R-categories, fil-
tered R-functors and filtered natural transformations to that of graded Gr(R)-
categories, graded Gr(R)-functors and graded natural transformations.

If C is a filtered R-category, Gr0(C) will denote the sub-Gr0(R)-category of
Gr(C) with the same objects but only those morphisms which are homogeneous
of degree 0, that is, HomGr0(C)(P, Q) = Gr0(HomC(P, Q)). As above, we get
a functor Gr0(·) from filtered R-categories to Gr0(R)-categories, which extends
to a 2-functor if we restrict to filtered natural transformations of degree ≤ 0.

Recall that there is a fully faithful functor (·)+ from filtered (resp. graded)
algebras to filtered (resp. graded) categories, which sends an algebra A to the
category A+ with a single object • and End (•) = A as set of morphisms. If
f, g : A −→ B are filtered (resp. graded) algebra morphisms, then each filtered
(resp. graded) natural transformation of degree ≤ n (resp. of degree n) f+ ⇒
g+ corresponds to an element b in FnB (resp. in GnB) such that bf(a) = g(a)b
for any a ∈ A. Clearly, for any filtered R-algebra A one has Gr(A+) = Gr(A)+.
Moreover, if f, g : A −→ B are filtered R-algebra morphisms and α : f+ ⇒ g+

a filtered natural transformation defined by b ∈ FnB, then the graded natural
transformation Gr(α) : Gr(f)+ ⇒ Gr(g)+ is given by the symbol of b, that is,
the image of b via the natural map FnB −→ Grn B = FnB/Fn−1B.

Let A be a filtered R-algebra. For any filtered (left) A-modules M and
N , let FmHomFA(M, N) be the set of those A-linear morphisms M −→ N

which send FnM to Fn+mN . We denote by ModF (A) the filtered R-category
thereby obtained. One easily checks that it is equivalent to the category
FctFR(A+, ModF (R)), and that the Yoneda embedding

A+ −→ FctFR((A+)op, ModF (R)) ≈ ModF (Aop)

identifies A+ with the full subcategory of filtered right A-modules which are
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isomorphic to A. Everything remains true replacing filtered algebras and cate-
gories by graded ones. Note that Gr(·) induces a faithful graded Gr(R)-functor

Gr: Gr(ModF (A)) −→ ModG(Gr(A)),

which sends a filtered A-module L to its associated graded module Gr(L).

Let X be a topological space. As for categories, there are natural notions of
filtered (resp. graded) stack, of filtered (resp. graded) functor between filtered
(resp. graded) stacks and of filtered (resp. graded) natural transformation
between filtered (resp. graded) functors.

As above, we denote by (·)+ the faithful and locally full functor from
sheaves of filtered (resp. graded) algebras to filtered (resp. graded) stacks,
which sends an algebra A to the stack A+ defined as follows: it is the stack
associated with the pre-stack X ⊃ U �→ A(U)+. If f, g : A −→ B are filtered
(resp. graded) algebra morphisms, filtered (resp. graded) natural transforma-
tions f+ ⇒ g+ are locally described as above.

Let R be a sheaf of filtered commutative rings.
Given a filtered R-algebra A, the R-stack5 ModF (A) of filtered (left) A-

modules is filtered and equivalent to the stack FctFR(A+, ModF (R)) of filtered
R-functors. Moreover the Yoneda embedding gives a fully faithful functor

A+ −→ FctFR((A+)op, ModF (R)) ≈ ModF (Aop)

into the stack of filtered right A-modules. This identifies A+ with the full
substack of filtered right A-modules which are locally isomorphic to A. As
above, everything remains true replacing filtered algebras and stacks by graded
ones.

Let S be a filtered R-stack. We denote by Gr(S) the graded Gr(R)-stack
associated to the pre-stack X ⊃ U �→ Gr(S(U)). As above, this defines a
functor (which is, in fact, a 2-functor)

Gr : {Filtered R-stacks} −→ {Graded Gr(R)-stacks}.

As for categories, we will also make use of the 2-functor Gr0(·).

Proposition 2.2. Let A be a filtered R-algebra. Then there is an equiv-
alence of graded Gr(R)-stacks Gr(A+) ≈ Gr(A)+.

5The R-stacks and R-functors are defined in a similar way as for categories. When R = Z,
they are usually called linear stacks.
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Proof. By the Yoneda embedding, the functor of Gr(R)-stacks

Gr : Gr(ModF (Aop)) −→ ModG(Gr(A)op)

restricts to a functor Gr(A+) −→ Gr(A)+. Since at each x ∈ X this reduces
to the equality Gr(A+

x ) = Gr(Ax)+, it follows that this last functor is a local,
hence global, equivalence.

We will use the notion of algebroid stack introduced by Kontsevich [18],
as developed in [12].

Definition 2.3. An R-algebroid stack is an R-stack A which is locally
non-empty and locally connected by isomorphisms.

Equivalently, an R-algebroid stack is an R-stack such that there exist an
open covering X =

⋃
i∈I Ui, R|Ui

-algebras Ai on Ui and R|Ui
-equivalences

A|Ui
≈ A+

i . Note that, an R-algebroid stack A has a global object if and only
if it is globally equivalent to A+ for an R-algebra A (if L ∈ A(X) is a global
object, take A = EndA(L), the sheaf of endomorphisms of L).

Corollary 2.4. Let A be a filtered R-stack. If A is an R-algebroid
stack, then its associated graded stack Gr(A) is a Gr(R)-algebroid stack.

Proceeding as in [12], one gets that a filtered R-algebroid stack A on X is
given, up to equivalence, by the datum of

({Ui}, {Ai}, {fij}, {aijk}),

where X =
⋃

i∈I Ui is an open covering, Ai =
⋃

m∈Z
FmAi are filtered R-

algebras on Ui, fij : Aj
∼−→ Ai are filtered R-algebra isomorphisms on Uij and

aijk ∈ Fmijk
A×

i (Uijk) are invertible sections such that{
fijfjk = ad(aijk)fik, as morphisms Ak −→ Ai on Uijk,

aijkaikl = fij(ajkl)aijl in A×
i (Uijkl).

(Here and in the sequel we set Uij = Ui ∩ Uj and so on.)

Proposition 2.5. Let A be as above. Then the associated graded Gr(R)-
algebroid stack Gr(A) is given, up to equivalence, by the datum of

({Ui}, {Gr(Ai)}, {Gr(fij)}, {σi
mijk

(aijk)}),

where σi
mijk

denotes the symbol map Fmijk
Ai −→ Grmijk

(Ai).
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Recall that, given an R-algebroid stack A, the stack of A-modules is by
definition the R-stack of R-functors FctR(A, Mod(R)). It is an example of
stack of twisted sheaves (see for example [11]). Similarly, one defines the stack
of filtered (resp. graded) modules over a filtered (resp. graded) algebroid stack.

§3. W-Algebroids

Let (X, ω) be a complex symplectic manifold. Recall that a local model
for X is an open subset V of the cotangent bundle T ∗M of a complex manifold
M , equipped with the canonical symplectic form. Hence it is possible to define
the (W , ∗)-algebras on X in the same way as in Definition 1.2.

Although there may not exist a globally defined (W , ∗)-algebra on X,
Polesello-Schapira [26] defined a canonical stack Mod(W ; X) of WKB-modules
on X. Following [12], this result may be restated as:

Theorem 3.1 (cf. [26]). On any complex symplectic manifold X there
exists a canonical k-stack WX which is locally equivalent to (f−1W

√
v

T∗M )+ for
any symplectic local chart f : X ⊃ U −→ T ∗M .

Note that WX is a k-algebroid stack and the stack of WX -modules equiv-
alent to Mod(W ; X). In particular, if X = T ∗M for a complex manifold M ,
then WT∗M is by definition equal to (W

√
v

T∗M )+ and it is canonically equivalent
to (f−1W

√
v

T∗M )+ for any symplectic transformation f : T ∗M −→ T ∗M .
The next proposition follows directly from the construction of WX given

in [26] and by Proposition 2.5. It allows us to say that the algebroid stack WX

provides a (holomorphic) deformation quantization of X.

Proposition 3.2. The k-algebroid stack WX is filtered and satisfies the
following properties :

(i)+ there is an equivalence of graded C[τ−1, τ ]-stacks

σσσ : Gr(WX) ≈−→ (OX [τ−1, τ ])+;

(ii)+ it is endowed with a filtered anti-k-linear (strict) anti-involution6

∗∗∗ : Wop
X

≈−→ WX

such that σσσ ◦ Gr0(∗∗∗) = σσσop, where we identify (O+
Y )op with O+

Y .

6An anti-involution on a linear stack S is a linear equivalence ιιι : Sop ≈−→ S endowed with
an invertible transformation ε : ιιι2 ⇒ idS such that the transformations ε ◦ idιιι : ιιι3 ⇒ ιιι
and idιιι ◦ε : ιιι ⇒ ιιι3 are inverse one to each other. It is strict if ε = id.
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We may thus mimic the definition of (W , ∗)-algebra and get:

Definition 3.3. A W-algebroid with an anti-involution on X, a (W , ∗)-
algebroid for short, is a filtered k-stack A endowed with

(i)+ an equivalence of graded C[τ−1, τ ]-stacks ννν : Gr(A) ≈−→ (OX [τ−1, τ ])+;

(ii)+ a (strict) anti-involution ιιι;

such that the triplet (A, ννν, ιιι) is locally equivalent to (WX ,σσσ,∗∗∗).
A (strict) equivalence of (W , ∗)-algebroids (A1, ννν1, ιιι1) −→ (A2, ννν2, ιιι2) is a

filtered k-equivalence Φ: A1 −→ A2 satisfying ιιι2 ◦Φop = Φ ◦ ιιι1 and ννν2 ◦Gr(Φ) =
ννν1.

An invertible transformation between equivalences of (W , ∗)-algebroids is
a filtered invertible transformation of functors α : Φ1 ⇒ Φ2 satisfying idννν2

◦Gr(α) = idννν1 (as natural transformations ννν2 ◦ Gr(Φ1) = ννν1 ⇒ ννν1) and such
that the natural transformations α ◦ idιιι1 : Φ1 ◦ ιιι1 ⇒ ιιι2 ◦ Φop

2 and idιιι2 ◦α : ιιι2 ◦
Φop

2 ⇒ Φ1 ◦ ιιι1 are inverse one to each other.

As the (W , ∗)-algebras give the (holomorphic) deformation quantizations
of T ∗M , we may say that the (W , ∗)-algebroids provide the (holomorphic)
deformation quantizations of X. We call WX the canonical (W , ∗)-algebroid
on X.

Remark 3.4.

(i) In fact, it is possible to show that any k-stack A which is locally k-equivalent
to WX is filtered. However, contrarily to the case of W-algebras (see
Remark 1.3), its associated graded stack Gr(A) is in general not globally
equivalent to (OX [τ−1, τ ])+. These objects are (holomorphic) deformation
quantizations of gerbes in the sense of [8], and are studied in [13].

(ii) Note that any anti-involution of WX is isomorphic to a strict one. Hence
it is not restrictive to suppose that the anti-involution ιιι in (ii)+ is strict.
Similarly, it is not restrictive to take equalities instead of invertible natural
transformations in the definition of equivalence of (W , ∗)-algebroids (see
the proof of [25, Theorem 3.3] for the microdifferential case).

If A is a (W , ∗)-algebra on X, then A+ is a (W , ∗)-algebroid with a global
object. Conversely:
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Proposition 3.5. Let (A, ννν, ιιι) be a (W , ∗)-algebroid on X with a global
object. Then there exists a (W , ∗)-algebra A on X and an equivalence of (W , ∗)-
algebroids A+ ≈ A.

Note that, if such A exists, in general it is not unique. Moreover, any other
(W , ∗)-algebra on X is locally isomorphic to A.

Proof. Let L ∈ A(X) be a global object and set B = EndA(L). Then
B is a W-algebra on X, that is, it is a filtered k-algebra locally isomorphic to
f−1W

√
v

T∗M for any symplectic local chart f : X ⊃ U −→ T ∗M , and whose graded
algebra is isomorphic to OX [τ−1, τ ]. Since there is a k-equivalence B+ ≈ A,
it follows that ιιι defines an anti-involution on B+ and, as the functor (·)+ is
locally full (see Section 2), one may suppose that this is locally isomorphic to
ι+, for a locally defined anti-involution ι on B. One thus gets an open covering
X =

⋃
i∈I Ui, anti-involutions ιi on B|Ui

and invertible operators Pij ∈ B×(Uij)
satisfying ιi = ad(Pij) ◦ ιj , ιi(Pij) = Pij on Uij and PijPjk = Pik on Uijk.
Moreover, since ννν ◦ Gr0(ιιι) = νννop, the Pij ’s must be of order 0 and principal
symbol 1. Choose Qij ∈ B×(Uij) of order 0 and principal symbol 1 such that
Pij = Q2

ij and ιi(Qij) = Qij (see [26, Lemma 5.3] for the construction of
such operators in the microdifferential case). One checks easily that the Qij ’s
satisfy ιi ◦ ad(Qij) = ad(Qij) ◦ ιj on Uij and QijQjk = Qik on Uijk. It follows
that the W-algebra A defined by the 1-cocycle {ad(Qij)} is endowed with an
anti-involution, i.e. it is an (W , ∗)-algebra, and that there is an equivalence of
(W , ∗)-algebroids A+ ≈ A.

§4. Cohomology with Values in a Stack

As for classifying W-algebras one uses cohomology with values in a sheaf of
groups, so to classify W-algebroids we need a cohomology theory with values in
a stack with group-like properties. In this section we briefly recall the definition
of cohomology with values in a stack and show how to describe it explicitly by
means of crossed modules. References are made to [6, 7]7. We assume that the
reader is familiar with the notions of monoidal category, monoidal functor and
monoidal transformation, and also with their stack counterpart. (The classical
reference is [20] and a more recent one is [19]. See for example [SGA4, exposé
XVIII] for the stack case.)

Let X be a topological space.
7We prefer to follow here the terminology of Baez-Lauda [Higher-dimensional algebra. V.
2-groups, Theory Appl. Categ. 12 (2004), 423–491], which seems to us more friendly
than the classical one of gr-category as in loc.cit.
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Definition 4.1.

(i) A 2-group is a monoidal category (G,⊗, I) whose morphisms are all invert-
ible and such that for each object P ∈ G there exist an object Q ∈ G and
a morphism P ⊗ Q 	 I (and hence a morphism Q ⊗ P 	 I). A functor
(resp. a natural transformation of functors) of 2-groups is a monoidal func-
tor (resp. a monoidal transformation of functors) between the underlying
monoidal categories.

(ii) A pre-stack (resp. stack) of 2-groups on X is a monoidal pre-stack (resp.
stack) (G,⊗, I) such that for each open subset U ⊂ X, the monoidal cat-
egory (G(U),⊗, I) is a 2-group. Functors (resp. natural transformations
of functors) of stacks of 2-groups are monoidal functors (resp. monoidal
natural transformations).

In the sequel, if there is no risk of confusion, a stack of 2-groups (G,⊗, I)
on X will be called a 2-group on X and denoted by G.

Let G be a (pre-)sheaf of groups on X. We denote by G[0] the discrete
(pre-)stack defined by trivially enriching G with identity arrows, and by G[1]
the stack associated to the pre-stack whose category on an open subset U ⊂ X

has a single object • and End (•) = G(U) as set of morphisms. Note that the
Yoneda embedding identifies G[1] with the stack of right G-torsors. Clearly G[0]
is a (pre-)stack of 2-groups, while G[1] defines a stack of 2-groups if and only if
G is commutative8.

Let G be a pre-stack of 2-groups on X. We define the 0-th cohomology
group of X with values in G by

H0(X; G) = lim−→U
H0(U ; G),

where U ranges over open coverings of X. For an open covering U = {Ui}i∈I ,
the elements of H0(U ; G) are represented by pairs ({Pi}, {αij}) (the 0-cocycles),
where Pi is an object in G(Ui) and αij : Pj

∼−→ Pi is an isomorphism on double
intersection Uij , such that αij ◦ αjk = αik on triple intersection Uijk, with the
relation ({Pi}, {αij}) is equivalent to ({P ′

i}, {α′
ij}) if and only if there exists

an isomorphism δi : P ′
i

∼−→ Pi compatible with αij and α′
ij on Uij .

Note that, if G is a stack, then H0(X; G) is isomorphic to the group of
isomorphism classes of objects in G(X). If G is a (pre-)sheaf of groups on X,
then H0(X;G[0]) is nothing but the usual Cech cohomology group H0(X;G).

8Recall that for any (pre-)stack of 2-groups G, the (pre-)sheaf of groups AutG(I) is
commutative.
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Similarly, the 1-st cohomology (pointed) set of X with values in G is defined
by

H1(X; G) = lim−→U
H1(U ; G),

where U ranges over open coverings of X. For an open covering U = {Ui}i∈I ,
the elements of H1(U ; G) are given by pairs ({Pij}, {αijk}) (the 1-cocycles),
where Pij is an object in G(Uij) and αijk : Pij ⊗Pjk

∼−→ Pik is an isomorphism
on Uijk such that the diagram on quadruple intersection Uijkl

Pij ⊗Pjk ⊗Pkl

αijk⊗idPkl ��

idPij
⊗αjkl

��

Pik ⊗Pkl

αikl

��
Pij ⊗Pjl

αijl �� Pil

commutes. The 1-cocylces ({Pij}, {αijk}) and ({P ′
ij}, {α′

ijk}) are equivalent if
and only if there exists a pair ({Qi}, {δij}), with Qi an object of G(Ui) and
δij : P ′

ij ⊗Qj
∼−→ Qi⊗Pij an isomorphism on Uij such that the diagram on Uijk

P ′
ij ⊗P ′

jk ⊗Qk

idP′
ij

⊗δjk

��

α′
ijk⊗idQk

��

P ′
ij ⊗Qj ⊗Pjk

δij⊗idPjk �� Qi ⊗Pij ⊗Pjk

idQi
⊗αijk

��
P ′

ik ⊗Qk
δik �� Qi ⊗Pik

commutes.
Note that, if G is a stack, then H1(X; G) classifies the right G-torsors on

X (see for example [6]). As before, if G is a (pre-)sheaf of groups on X, then
H1(X;G[0]) gives the usual Cech cohomology H1(X;G).

Definition 4.2. A crossed module on X is a complex9 of sheaves of
groups G−1 d−→ G0 endowed with a left action of G0 on G−1 such that, for any
local sections g ∈ G0 and h, h′ ∈ G−1, one has

d(gh) = ad(g)(d(h)) and d(h′)h = ad(h′)(h).

A morphism of crossed modules is a morphism of complexes compatible with
the actions in the natural way.

To each crossed module G−1 d−→ G0 there is an associated 2-group on X,
which we denote by [G−1 d−→ G0], defined as follows: it is the stack associated

9Here we use the convention as in [7, SGA4, exposé XVIII] for which Gi is in i-th degree.
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to the pre-stack whose objects on an open subset U ⊂ X are the sections
g ∈ G0(U) and whose morphisms g −→ g′ are given by sections h ∈ G−1(U)
satisfying g′ = d(h)g. The 2-group structure for objects is g ⊗ g′ = gg′ and for
morphisms is given by the rule

(g1
h1−→ g′1) ⊗ (g2

h2−→ g′2) = g1g2
h1

g1h2−−−−→ g′1g
′
2.

In a similar way, a morphism of crossed modules induces a functor of the
corresponding 2-groups.

Remark 4.3. In fact, it is true that any 2-group on X comes from a
crossed module. However, this result is not of practical use. We refer to [SGA4,
exposé XVIII] for the proof of this fact in the commutative case and to [9] for
the non commutative case on X = pt.

By definition, an object P of [G−1 d−→ G0] on an open subset U ⊂ X

is described by an open covering U =
⋃

i∈I Ui, sections {gi} ∈ G0(Ui) and
sections {hij} ∈ G−1(Uij), subject to the relations gi = d(hij)gj on Uij and
hijhjk = hik on Uijk. In particular, if G is a sheaf of groups, then [1 −→ G]
is naturally identified with G[0]. If moreover G is commutative, the complex
G −→ 1 is a crossed module and the associated 2-group is identified with G[1]. We
denote by 111 the trivial 2-group 1[0] = 1[1] with (one object and) one morphism.

Let G−1 d−→ G0 be a crossed module on X and consider the exact sequence
of groups

(4.1) 1 −→ ker d −→ G−1 d−→ G0 −→ coker d −→ 1.

Proposition 4.4. The sequence (4.1) induces an extension of 2-groups
on X

111 −→ ker d[1] i−→ [G−1 d−→ G0] π−→ coker d[0] −→ 111,

that is, π is surjective on objects and i factors through an equivalence with the
kernel of π (the full sub-2-group of [G−1 d−→ G0] whose objects satisfy π(P) =
1 ∈ coker d).

In particular, if d is surjective (resp. injective), then there is a 2-group
equivalence ker d[1] ≈ [G−1 d−→ G0] (resp. [G−1 d−→ G0] ≈ coker d[0]).

Proof. Since ker d is commutative, the sequence (4.1) induces a (non-
exact) sequence of crossed modules and one then takes the associated sequence
of 2-groups

[ker d −→ 1] i−→ [G−1 d−→ G0] π−→ [1 −→ coker d].
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In particular, the functor i sends the object • of ker d[1] to the unit object 1 ∈
G0. It is fully faithful and its essential image is identified with the sub-2-group
of [G−1 d−→ G0] of objects locally isomorphic to 1. Note that coker d is identified
with the sheaf associated to the pre-sheaf whose sections on an open subset
U ⊂ X are isomorphism classes of objects in the 2-group [G−1 d−→ G0](U), and
π with the functor which sends an object P ∈ [G−1 d−→ G0] to its isomorphism
class. Hence π is surjective on objects and π(P) = 1 ∈ coker d if and only if P
is locally isomorphic to 1 ∈ G0.

Let G−1 d−→ G0 be a crossed module on X. Then the cohomology of X with
values in the 2-group [G−1 d−→ G0] admits a very explicit description, which we
recall below. This is usually referred as the (hyper-)cohomology of X with
values in G−1 d−→ G0 and it will be denoted by Hi(X;G−1 d−→ G0), i = 0, 1.

Up to a refinement of the open covering U = {Ui}i∈I of X, the 0-cocycles
on U with values in [G−1 d−→ G0] may be described by pairs ({gi}, {hij}), where
gi ∈ G0(Ui) and hij ∈ G−1(Uij) are sections satisfying the relations{

gi = d(hij)gj in G0(Uij)

hijhjk = hik in G−1(Uijk),

and ({gi}, {hij}) is equivalent to ({g′i}, {h′
ij}) if and only if there exist sections

{ki} ∈ G−1(Ui) such that the following relations hold{
g′i = d(ki)gi in G0(Ui)

h′
ijkj = kihij in G−1(Uij).

The same description for 1-cocycles needs some care, since one has to
consider open coverings for any double intersection Uij . In other words, one has
to replace coverings by hyper-coverings. Indices become thus very cumbersome,
and we will not write them explicitly10. Hence the 1-cocycles on U with values
in [G−1 d−→ G0] may be described by pairs ({gij}, {hijk}), where gij ∈ G0(Uij)
and hijk ∈ G−1(Uijk) are sections satisfying the relations{

gijgjk = d(hijk)gik in G0(Uijk)

hijkhikl = gij hjklhijl in G−1(Uijkl).

10Recall that, for a paracompact space, usual coverings are cofinal among hyper-coverings.



Deformation Quantization Algebroids 743

Moreover, ({gij}, {hijk}) is equivalent to ({g′ij}, {h′
ijk}) if and only if there

exists a pair ({li}, {kij}), with kij ∈ G−1(Uij) and li ∈ G0(Ui) such that{
g′ij lj = d(kij)ligij in G0(Uij)

h′
ijkkik = g′

ij kjkkij
lihijk in G−1(Uijk).

Note that, if G−1 d−→ G0 is a complex of sheaves of commutative groups
(with trivial action) then Hi(X;G−1 d−→G0) is the usual Cech hyper-cohomology
of X with values in G−1 d−→ G0. In particular, if G is a sheaf of commutative
groups, then there is an isomorphism

(4.2) Hi(X;G[1]) 	 Hi+1(X;G), i = 0, 1.

§5. Classification of W-Algebroids

Let X be a complex symplectic manifold and WX the canonical (W , ∗)-
algebroid on X. We denote by Aut(W,∗)(WX) the stack of 2-groups of auto-
equivalences of WX as (W , ∗)-algebroid. Its objects are filtered k-equivalences
Φ: WX −→ WX satisfying σσσ ◦Gr(Φ) = σσσ and ∗∗∗◦Φop = Φ◦∗∗∗, and its morphisms
are the filtered invertible transformations α : Φ1 ⇒ Φ2 satisfying idσσσ ◦Gr(α) =
idσσσ and such that the natural transformations α ◦ id∗∗∗ : Φ1 ◦ ∗∗∗ ⇒ ∗∗∗ ◦ Φop

2 and
id∗∗∗ ◦α : ∗∗∗ ◦Φop

2 ⇒ Φ1 ◦ ∗∗∗ are inverse one to each other.

Let A be a (W , ∗)-algebroid. By definition, there exists an open covering
X =

⋃
i∈I Ui such that A|Ui

is equivalent to WX |Ui
as (W , ∗)-algebroids. Let

Φi : A|Ui
−→ WX |Ui

and Ψi : WX |Ui
−→ A|Ui

be quasi-inverse to each other. On
Uij there are (W , ∗)-algebroid equivalences Φij = Φi ◦ Ψj : WX |Uij

−→ WX |Uij
,

and on Uijk there are invertible transformations of (W , ∗)-algebroid equiva-
lences αijk : Φij ◦ Φjk ⇒ Φik. On Uijkl the following diagram commutes

(5.1) Φij ◦ Φjk ◦ Φkl

αijk◦idΦkl ��

idΦij
◦αjkl

��

Φik ◦ Φkl

αikl

��
Φij ◦ Φjl

αijl �� Φil.

It follows that the (W , ∗)-algebroids are described by 1-cocycles (Φij , αijk)
with values in Aut(W,∗)(WX). In a similar way one describes the equivalences
between (W , ∗)-algebroids. Hence we have:

Proposition 5.1. The set of the equivalence classes of (W , ∗)-algebroids
on X, pointed by the class of WX , is isomorphic to H1(X; Aut(W,∗)(WX)).



744 Pietro Polesello

Let us briefly recall how to describe more explicitly the 1-cocycle (Φij , αijk)
attached to a (W , ∗)-algebroid A. We follow here [26, 12]. By definition, WX

is locally equivalent to (f−1W
√

v
T∗M )+ for any symplectic local chart f : X ⊃

U −→ T ∗M . Hence, up to a refinement of the open covering X =
⋃

i∈I Ui, one
may suppose that there exists a symplectic embedding fi : Ui −→ T ∗M such
that WX |Ui

is equivalent to (W
√

v
Ui

)+ = (f−1
i W

√
v

T∗M )+. Since the functor (·)+
is locally full (see Section 2), up to shrinking again the open covering, one
may suppose that Φij is isomorphic to ϕ+

ij , for a filtered k-algebra isomorphism

ϕij : W
√

v
Ui

−→ W
√

v
Ui

on Uij . From σσσ ◦Gr(Φij) = σσσ and ∗∗∗◦Φop
ij = Φij ◦∗∗∗ it follows

that ϕij is a (W , ∗)-algebra isomorphism. On Uijk the invertible transformation
αijk : ϕ+

ij ◦ ϕ+
jk ⇒ ϕ+

ik is (locally) given by an invertible operator Pijk ∈ W
√

v
Uijk

satisfying
ϕij ◦ ϕjk = ad(Pijk) ◦ ϕik.

Since (id∗∗∗ ◦αijk) ◦ (αijk ◦ id∗∗∗) = id and idσσσ ◦Gr(αijk) = idσσσ, it follows that Pijk

must satisfies P ∗
ijkPijk = 1 (hence it is of order 0) and σ0(Pijk) = 1, so that it

is a section of W
√

v,∗
Ui

. Finally, on Uijkl the diagram (5.1) corresponds to the
equality

PijkPikl = ϕij(Pjkl)Pijl.

The datum of
({fi}, {ϕij}, {Pijk})

as above is enough to reconstruct the (W , ∗)-algebroid A (up to equivalence).
In the particular case of X = T ∗M , one has fi = id. We thus proved:

Lemma 5.2. The assignment ϕ �→ ϕ+ defines an equivalence of 2-
groups on T ∗M[

W
√

v,∗
T∗M

ad−→ Aut (W,∗)(W
√

v
T∗M )

] ≈−→ Aut(W,∗)((W
√

v
T∗M )+)

We are now ready to prove our main result.

Theorem 5.3. The set of the equivalence classes of (W , ∗)-algebroids
on X is isomorphic to H2(X; k∗

X).

Note that H2(X; k∗
X) has a group structure, contrarily to the set of equiv-

alence classes of (W , ∗)-algebroids. One may thus state the Theorem 5.3 by
saying that there is a free and transitive action of H2(X; k∗

X).
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Proof. Consider the natural functor of 2-groups

i : k∗
X [1] −→ Aut(W,∗)(WX)

induced by the functor of pre-stacks which sends the unique object • to the
identity functor idWX

. At any point p ∈ X, we may find a symplectic local
chart f : X ⊃ U −→ T ∗M around p, such that WX |U is equivalent to (W

√
v

U )+ =
(f−1W

√
v

T∗M )+ as (W , ∗)-algebroids. We thus have a chain of equivalences of 2-
groups

Aut(W,∗)(WX)|U ≈ Aut(W,∗)(WX |U )

≈ Aut(W,∗)((W
√

v
U )+)

≈
[
W

√
v,∗

U
ad−→ Aut (W,∗)(W

√
v

U )
]
,

(the last one follows from Lemma 5.2) and hence the functor i restricts on U

to
i|U : k∗

U [1] −→
[
W

√
v,∗

U
ad−→ Aut (W,∗)(W

√
v

U )
]
.

By Lemma 1.5 and Proposition 4.4, this is an equivalence of 2-groups. It follows
that the functor i is locally, and hence globally, an equivalence. We thus get a
chain of isomorphisms of pointed sets

H1(X; Aut(W,∗)(WX)) 	 H1(X; k∗
X [1]) 	 H2(X; k∗

X),

where the latter follows by (4.2).

Consider the exponential sequence11

0 −→ Z −→ k(0) −→ k(0)× −→ 1.

It induces an isomorphism of groups k(0)odd 	 k∗, where k(0)odd = {s(τ ) ∈
k(0); s(τ ) + s(−τ ) = 0}. In the formal case, i.e. dropping the estimates (1.1),
this is nothing but the group C[[�]]odd of odd formal power series in � =
τ−1. Since Theorems 3.1 and 5.3 are still valid in the formal case, it follows
that the formal (W , ∗)-algebroids on X are classified by H2(X; C[[�]]odd

X ) 	
H2(X; CX)[[�]]odd.

Note that the inclusion k(0)odd ↪→ C[[�]]odd defines a split exact sequence of
C-modules. Therefore H2(X;k(0)odd

X ) is a direct summand of H2(X;CX)[[�]]odd,
and it vanishes whenever H2(X; CX) = 0. Since H2(X; k∗

X) 	 H2(X; k(0)odd
X ),

we have:
11For any WKB operator P of order ≤ 0, the operator exp P is well defined, since it satisfies

the estimates (1.1). This follows, for example, by using the quasi-norm introduced by
Boutet de Monvel-Krée in [5].
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Corollary 5.4. Suppose that H2(X; CX) = 0. Then WX is the unique
(up to equivalence) (W , ∗)-algebroid on X.

Remark 5.5.

(i) By taking H0 instead of H1 in the proof of Theorem 5.3, we get an iso-
morphism between H1(X; k∗

X) and the group of isomorphism classes of
(W , ∗)-algebroid autoequivalences of WX .

(ii) If X = T ∗M for a complex manifold M , the coboundary map

δ : H1(T ∗M ;W
√

v,∗
T∗M/k∗

T∗M ) −→ H2(T ∗M ; k∗
T∗M )

associated to the exact sequence (1.2), may be interpreted as the map which
sends the class [A] of a (W , ∗)-algebra to the class [A+] of the corresponding
(W , ∗)-algebroid. Note that the (W , ∗)-algebras as in Example 1.4 are sent
by δ to the unit element.

(iii) One may show that Theorem 5.3 holds in the framework of real symplectic
manifolds, replacing (W , ∗)-algebras with (sheaves of) deformation quanti-
zation algebras endowed with an anti-involution, and k by C[[�]]. This fol-
lows from three well-known facts (see for example [10, 4]): the existence of
a deformation quantization algebra endowed with an anti-involution (and,
a fortiori, of a deformation quantization algebroid endowed with an anti-
involution); that any two such algebras are locally isomorphic; the existence
of an exact sequence similar to (1.2). However, in that case, any deforma-
tion quantization algebroid has always a global object and all global objects
give rise to isomorphic deformation quantization algebras (see [10]). It fol-
lows that in the real case there are no distinctions between the deformation
quantizations given by sheaves of algebras and those provided by algebroid
stacks. In particular, one recovers that the deformation quantization alge-
bras with an anti-involution on a real symplectic manifold X are classified
by H2(X; CX)[[�]]odd.

(iv) Using the same techniques, in [25] it is shown that on a complex contact
manifold the stack defined by Kashiwara in [16] is the unique (up to equiv-
alence) quantization endowed with an anti-involution.
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paraison entre Fedosov et De Wilde, Lecomte, Selecta Math. (N.S.) 1 (1995), no. 4,
667–697.

[11] A. D’Agnolo and P. Polesello, Stacks of twisted modules and integral transforms, in
Geometric aspects of Dwork theory. Vol. I, II, 463–507, Walter de Gruyter GmbH &
Co. KG, Berlin, 2004.

[12] , Deformation quantization of complex involutive submanifolds, in Noncommu-
tative geometry and physics, 127–137, World Sci. Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2005.

[13] , Morita equivalence for deformation quantization algebroids, Preprint 2008.
[14] J. Giraud, Cohomologie non abélienne, (French), Die Grundlehren der mathematischen

Wissenschaften, Band 179, Springer, Berlin, 1971.
[15] M. Kashiwara, Introduction to microlocal analysis, Enseign. Math. (2) 32 (1986), no. 3-

4, 227–259.
[16] , Quantization of contact manifolds, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 32 (1996), no. 1,

1–7.
[17] , D-modules and microlocal calculus, Translated from the 2000 Japanese original

by Mutsumi Saito, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2003.
[18] M. Kontsevich, Deformation quantization of algebraic varieties, Lett. Math. Phys. 56

(2001), no. 3, 271–294.
[19] T. Leinster, Higher operads, higher categories, London Mathematical Society Lecture

Note Series 298, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2004.
[20] S. Mac Lane, Categories for the working mathematician, Second edition, Graduate Texts

in Mathematics 5, Springer, New York, 1998.
[21] R. Nest and B. Tsygan, Algebraic index theorem, Comm. Math. Phys. 172 (1995), no. 2,

223–262.
[22] , Deformations of symplectic Lie algebroids, deformations of holomorphic sym-

plectic structures, and index theorems, Asian J. Math. 5 (2001), no. 4, 599–635.
[23] F. Pham, Resurgence, quantized canonical transformations, and multi-instanton expan-

sions, in Algebraic analysis, Vol. II, 699–726, Academic Press, Boston, MA, 1988.
[24] P. Polesello, Classification of deformation quantization algebroids on complex symplectic

manifolds, e-print 2005, arXiv:math.AG/0503400.
[25] , Uniqueness of Kashiwara’s quantization of complex contact manifolds, in Ge-

ometric and topological methods for quantum field theory, 233–246, Contemp. Math.,
434, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2007.



748 Pietro Polesello

[26] P. Polesello and P. Schapira, Stacks of quantization-deformation modules on complex
symplectic manifolds, Int. Math. Res. Not. 2004, no. 49, 2637–2664.

[27] M. Sato, T. Kawai and M. Kashiwara, Microfunctions and pseudo-differential equa-
tions, in Hyperfunctions and pseudo-differential equations (Proc. Conf., Katata, 1971;
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