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Abstract

In this paper, we are going to construct the classical field theory on the boundary of
the embedding of R × S1 into the manifold M by the Jacobi sigma model. By applying
the poissonization procedure and by generalizing the known method for Poisson sigma
models, we express the fields of the model as perturbative expansions in terms of the
reduced phase space of the boundary. We calculate these fields up to the second order
and illustrate the procedure for contact manifolds.

Copyright I. V. Vancea.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License.
Published by the SciPost Foundation.

Received 21-12-2020
Accepted 13-04-2021
Published 13-08-2021

Check for
updates

doi:10.21468/SciPostPhysProc.4.011

1 Introduction

Very recently, the Jacobi sigma models have been realized as embeddings into the Poisson
sigma models in a target space of one dimension higher [1, 2] by using a procedure called
poissonization [3]. The poissonization method has been used to study several important prob-
lems of Jacobi structures of interest in mathematics and physics such as the reduction of the
homogeneous tensors [4], the integrability [5], the supergeometry formulation [6], the defor-
mation of their coisotropic submanifolds [7] and the contact structures with singularities [8].

In this paper, we are going to apply the poissonization technique to obtain the classical field
theory on the boundary ∂Σ of the base space Σ = S1 × [0, L] of a Jacobi sigma model with
the target space M . The interest in this type of field theories is on their interpretation as holo-
graphic dual fields to the Jacobi sigma models upon quantization. By extension, we call the
poissonization of the Jacobi sigma model z : Σ→ M a Poisson sigma model z : Σ→ M+, where
M+ = R×M . In local coordinates, the fields of the Poisson sigma model are z I = (z0, z i) with
z i denoting the fields of the Jacobi sigma model, i = 1,2, . . . , dim(M) and M being a Jacobi
manifold. The Jacobi structure on a differentiable manifold was introduced by Lichnerowicz
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in [3] as a generalization of the Poisson manifold and a local realization of the Kirillov al-
gebras [9] (see also [5]). In general, the poissonization procedure refers to the embedding
of a Jacobi manifold into a higher dimensional Poisson manifold. Here, we are going to use
this embedding to derive a lower dimensional field theory from the classical field theory of
the Poisson sigma model associated to the Jacobi sigma model. The field theory on ∂Σ for
the Poisson sigma model with Σ= S1 × [0, L] was discussed previously in [10,11]. The same
problem on the disk was addressed in [12].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we are going to review the Jacobi structure
and the poissonization procedure and outline some of their properties. In Section 3, we are
going to present the construction of the Jacobi sigma model by poissonization following the
recent results from [1, 2]. In Section 4, we will derive the classical boundary field theories
associated to the Jacobi sigma models by poissonization of the classical field theory of the
corresponding higher dimensional Poisson sigma model. Here, we obtain the classical action
and calculate the classical fields as a power expansion with coefficients that depend on the
the reduced boundary phase space. Also, we give the explicit formulas for the fields up to the
second order in the expansion and illustrate the results in the case of the contact manifolds.
Our discussion follows closely the analysis from [11] of the Poisson sigma model. In the last
section we conclude the paper.

2 Jacobi structures

The Jacobi manifolds were introduced in [3] as a natural generalization of the Poisson mani-
folds. In this section, we are going to review some basic definitions, properties and examples
of the Jacobi structures following mainly [13,14].

Definition 1. A Jacobi structure is the triplet (M ,π, R) where M is a differentiable manifold,
π is a bivector from Γ (Λ2(T (M))) and R is a vector field from Γ (T (M)) such that

[π,π] = 2R∧π and LRπ= [R,π] = 0 . (1)

Here, [·, ·] is the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket [·, ·] : Λp(M) × Λq(M) → Λp+q−1(M) and R is
the Reeb vector field. The manifold M with the Jacobi structure is called a Jacobi manifold. A
Jacobi bracket can be defined on the set C∞(M) by the following relation

{ f , g}= π(d f , d g) + f R(g)− gR( f ) , ∀ f , g ∈ C∞(M) . (2)

The Jacobi brackets satisfy the following relations

{c1 f + c2 g, h}= c1 { f , g}+ c2 { f , g} , (3)

{ f , g}= −{g, f } , (4)

{{ f , g} , h}+ {{g, h} , f }+ {{h, f } , g}= 0 , (5)

{ f , gh}= g { f , h}+ h { f , g}+ gh (Rf ) , (6)

for all f , g, h ∈ C∞(M) and all c1, c2 ∈ R. Since

supp { f , g} ⊆ supp f ∩ supp g , (7)

for all f , g ∈ C∞(M), it follows that (C∞(M), {·, ·}) is a local Lie algebra [9]. We note that
the Jacobi structure induces the following bundle map

(π, R)] : T ?(M)×R→ T (M)×R , (8)

(π, R)] (ω, v) =
�

π]ω+ vR,−〈ω, R〉
�

, (9)

for all ω, v ∈ Γ (T ?(M)×R) where v acts multiplicatively on R.
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Examples. Well know examples of Jacobi structures are the symplectic Poisson structures,
the vectors fields on manifolds for which the bivector vanishes, the locally conformal symplec-
tic manifolds and the contact structures. Let us see some of these examples in more detail.

1. Locally conformal symplectic manifolds. The locally conformal sympletic structure is de-
fined on an even dimensional symplectic manifold M of dimension 2m endowed with a
non-degenerate 2-form β ∈ Λ2(M) and an 1-form γ ∈ Λ1(M) that satisfy the following
equations

dβ + β ∧ γ= 0 , (10)

dγ= 0 . (11)

The other two components of the triplet π and R are defined by the following relations

iRβ = γ , (12)

iπωβ = −ω , (13)

for all ω ∈ Λ1(M). For any point x ∈ M , there is an open set Ux ⊂ M and a function
f : Ux → R such that γ= d f and e f β is symplectic.

2. Contact manifolds. The contact manifolds and their Jacobi structure are defined as fol-
lows [15]. Let M be an odd dimensional manifold of dimension (2m+1) and γ ∈ Λ1(M).
Then γ is a contact form if it satisfies the following relation

γ∧ (dγ)m 6= 0 , (14)

at every point of M . The pair (M ,γ) is a contact manifold.

Let [ be the following isomorphism of C∞(M ,R)-modules

[ : T (M) −→ Λ1(M) , (15)

[(X ) = iX dγ+ γ(X )γ . (16)

Then the bivector π and the Reeb vector R are defined by the following relations

π(ω,η) = dγ
�

[−1(ω), [−1(η)
�

, (17)

R= [−1(γ) , (18)

for allω,η ∈ Λ1(M). In particular, the Reeb vector field satisfies the following equations

iRγ= 1 , iRdγ= 0 . (19)

In general, the Jacobi structure reduces to a Poisson structure for a vanishing Reeb vector
field R= 0. This defines a rather trivial relation between the Jacobi and the Poissson structures
on a given manifold. However, there is a non-trivial connection between the Jacobi structure
and the Poisson structure given by the poissonization.

Definition 2. The poissonization of the Jacobi structure (M ,π, R) is the Poisson structure
(M+,α) where M+ = R×M and the Poisson bivector α is defined as follows

α= e−t (π+ ∂t ∧ R) , (20)

where t is the canonical coordinate on R.
The Hamiltonian vector fields play an important role in the Jacobi as well as in the Poisson

structures. Therefore, let us give their definition below.
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Definition 3. Let (M ,π, R) be a Jacobi structure and f ∈ C∞(M ,R). Then the Hamiltonian
vector field associated to f is defined as

X f = π(d f ) + f R . (21)

The Hamiltonian vector fields on the Jacobi structure (M ,π, R) define the characteristic
distribuition of M as follows

C(M) := Span
�

R,πω |ω ∈ Λ1(M)
	

⊆ T (M) . (22)

If C(M) = T (M), the Jacobi structure is said to be transitive. In general, C(M) is integrable
and defines a foliation on M .

Definition 4. Let (A,ρ, M) be a vector bundle over M . Then A is said to be a Lie alge-
broid if there is a Lie bracket [·, ·]A on the space of smooth sections Γ (A) and a bundle map
ρ : A→ T (M) such that

ρ ([X , Y ]A) = [ρ(X ),ρ(Y )] , (23)

[X , f Y ]A = f [X , Y ]A+ (ρ(X ) f ) (Y ) , (24)

for any X , Y ∈ Γ (A) and any f ∈ C∞(M). The map ρ is called the anchor of the algebroid A.
One can associate a Lie algebroid to any Jacobi structure by considering that A= T ?(M)⊕R

and defining the following Lie bracket on Γ (T ?(M))

{(ω, f ), (γ, g)}(π,R) =
�

Lπωγ−Lπγω− d (π(ω,γ)) + f LRγ− gLRω− iR (ω∧ γ) ,

π(ω,γ) +π(ω, d g)−π(γ, d f ) + f R(d g)− gR(d f )) . (25)

The anchor map of the Jacobi algebroid is given by the following relation

ρ(ω, f ) = πω= f R . (26)

For more details on these constructions see, e. g. [13,14,16].

3 Jacobi sigma models

In this section, we are going to review the construction of the Jacobi sigma models by pois-
sonization as given in [1,2].

3.1 Poisson sigma models

Consider a Jacobi structure (M ,π, R). This structure can be lifted by poissonization to the
Poisson structure (M+,α) as discussed in the previous section. Without loss of generality, we
can choose the embedding M = {0} ×M ∈ M+ of M at the origin of the factor R.

Let us give a formal definition of the Poisson sigma models [17,18].

Definition 5. The Poisson sigma model is defined by the following set of objects:

1. A base space Σ which is a two-dimensional smooth manifold of boundary ∂Σ.

2. A target space M which is a finite dimensional smooth manifold endowed with a Poisson
structure (M ,α).
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3. A space of fields Φ of the model which is the space of morphisms of vector bundles
Mork (T (Σ), T ?(M)) and are continuous of class Ck.

4. A local action functional constructed as follows. Consider a (z,η) parametrization of
Mork (T (Σ), T ?(M)) where z ∈ Mork+1 (Σ, M) define the embedding of the base space
into the target space and η ∈ Γ k (Σ, T ?(Σ)× z?T ?(M)) denote the space of differentiable
sections of class Ck. Then the first order action of the Poisson sigma model is given by
the following functional

S[z,η] =

∫

Σ

〈η, dz〉+
1
2




η,
�

α] ◦ z
�

η
�

. (27)

Here, we are using the following notations. The bracket 〈·, ·〉 denotes the pairing of
elements from Λ1 (Σ, z?T ?(M)) and Λ1 (Σ, z?T (M)) , ◦ denotes the composition of maps
and

α] : T ?(M)→ T (M) , ω 7→ α(ω, ·) . (28)

As mentioned above, we consider that η ∈ Λ1 (Σ, z?T ?(M)) and dz ∈ Λ1 (Σ, z?T (M)).
Note that if the manifold Σ has a boundary ∂Σ, then the space of fields Φ|∂Σ contains the

morphisms of class Ck between T (∂Σ) and T ?(M). The set of these morphisms form a fiber
bundle P(T ?(M)) with fibers T ?z (P(M)) over the space of paths P(M) in M . The identification
between T ?(M) with P(T ?(M)) is given by the following map

φ : T ?(P(M))→ P(T ?(M)) , (z,η) 7→ c(τ) = (z(τ),η(τ)) , (29)

where c(τ) is a path. This space can also be endowed with a symplectic formω∂ such that for
any curve c

ω∂ [c](X1, X2) =

∫ 1

0

dτω0(X1 (τ), X2(τ)) , (30)

whereω0 is the canonical symplectic form on T ?(M) and X1 and X2 are tangent vectors to the
curve c(τ).

For the calculations in field theory, it is convenient to introduce local coordinates on both
base and target spaces, respectively. In what follows, we are going to useσa = (σ0,σ1) as local
coordinates on Σ and z i = (z1, . . . , zm) as local coordinates on M . By applying the variational
principle to the action (27), we obtain the following equations of motion

dz i +αi j(z)η j = 0 , (31)

dηi +
1
2
∂iα

jk(z)η j ∧ηk = 0 . (32)

The above equations represent the condition for the vector bundle morphisms to be the mor-
phisms of the corresponding Lie algebroids [19] 1.

The action (27) is invariant up to a total derivative term under the infinitesimal gauge
transformations given by the following relations

δεz
i = αi j(z)ε j , (33)

δεηi = −dεi − ∂iα
jk(z)η jεk , (34)

where ε ∈ Γ k (z?T ?(M)) is the gauge parameter. The total derivative term has the following
form

δεS[z,η] = −
∫

Σ

d
�

dz iεi

�

. (35)

1I acknowledge T. Strobl for pointing this out to me
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The variation δεS[z,η] = 0 if ∂Σ = ;. For the particular choice ε = 〈ζ,η]〉Σ, where the
contraction is with respect to the cotangent and tangent spaces of the base manifold and
ζ ∈ Γ k(T (Σ)), the gauge transformations (33) and (34) take the following form

δεz
i = Lζz i − iζ

�

dz i +αi j(z)ε j

�

, (36)

δεηi = Lζηi − iζ

�

dηi +
1
2
∂iα

jk(z)η j ∧ηk

�

. (37)

From the equations (36) and (37), we can concluded that the action S[z,η] is invariant under
the local diffeomorphisms on-shell. However, the gauge symmetries are not covariant with
respect to the target space transformation of the coordinates. In order to remedy this, an
torsion-free connection term can be introduced [20].

3.2 Jacobi sigma models

The Jacobi sigma model with the target space given by the Jacobi structure (M ,π, R) was de-
fined in [1, 2] such that its dynamics coincide with the dynamics of the poissonization sigma
model (in the sense defined in the previous section) with the target space given by the Poisson
structure (M+,α) at t = 0. In this definition, α is given by the relation (20). These require-
ments are satisfied by the following action functional

SJ[z,η] =

∫

Σ

〈η, dz〉+
1
2
〈η, (π ◦ z)η〉+ 〈(R ◦ z)η,λ〉 , (38)

where for simplicity we have identified notationally the sharp quantities with the correspond-
ing un-sharp ones. Here, λ ∈ Γ k (Σ, T ?(Σ)× z?T ?(M)) is an auxiliary field introduced by the
poissonization procedure.

We use the coordinate system introduced in the previous subsection with the coordinate
z0 on R. Then M+ = R×M has the local coordinates z I = (z0, z i). One can easily see that the
action (38) takes the following form in these coordinates

SJ[z,η] =

∫

Σ

d2σεab
�

ηa0∂bz0 +ηai∂bz i +
1
2

e−z0
πi j(z)ηaiηb j + e−z0

Ri(z)ηa0ηbi

�

. (39)

As usual, one can derive the equations of motion from the action (39) by applying the varia-
tional principle. The result is the following set of equations

∂az0 + e−z0
Riηai = 0 , (40)

∂az i + e−z0
πi jηa j − e−z0

Riηa0 = 0 , (41)

∂aηb0 −
1
2

e−z0
πi jηaiηb j − e−z0

Riηa0ηbi = 0 , (42)

∂aηbi +
1
2

e−z0
∂iπ

jkηa jηbk + e−z0
∂iR

jηa0ηb j = 0 . (43)

As was noted in [2], if the defining conditions of the Jacobi structure given by the relations
(1) are satisfied, then the action SJ[z,η] is invariant under the following infinitesimal gauge
transformations

δεz
0 = −e−z0

Riεi , (44)

δεz
i = e−z0 �

−πi jε j + Riε0

�

, (45)

δεηa0 = ∂aε0 − e−z0
π jkηa jεk + e−z0

R j
�

ηa jε0 −ηa0ε j

�

, (46)

δεηai = ∂aεi + e−z0
∂iπ

jkηa jεk − e−z0
∂iR

j
�

ηa jε0 −ηa0ε j

�

, (47)
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where the gauge parameters ε0 and εi are two-dimensional smooth scalar functions. Also, the
algebra of these transformations closes only on-shell

[δε1 ,δε2] z0 = δε3z0 , (48)

[δε1 ,δε2] z i = δε3z i , (49)

[δε1 ,δε2]ηa0 = δε3ηa0 − ε3
I

�

eq. motion z I
�

, (50)

[δε1 ,δε2]ηai = δε3ηai − ε3
i

�

eq. motion z0
�

+ e−z0 �

∂i∂ jπ
klε1

kε
2
l − ∂i∂ jR

k
�

ε1
kε

2
0 − ε

2
kε

1
0

�� �

eq. motion z i
�

. (51)

The general formulation of the Jacobi sigma model given above as a poissonization model
considers the target space M+. In order to define the Jacobi sigma model on M , one has to
consider the embedding M ∈ M+ at z0 = 0 [1] which introduces a certain simplification in the
general case. Also, in order to cancel the gauge variation of z0 from the gauge algebra, one
should require that the gauge transformations of z0 vanish. The same considerations apply to
the conjugate field variable η0. These requirements impose the following constraints on the
remaining fields

Riηai = 0 , (52)

πi jηaiηb j = 0 , (53)

Riεi = 0 , (54)

∂aε0 −π jkηa jεk + R jηa jε0 = 0 . (55)

The above construction shows that the Jacobi sigma model has a simple form after the pois-
sonization procedure is applied. Also, we can use the correspondence between the Jacobi and
the Poisson sigma models to derive some properties of the classical Jacobi field theory from
the corresponding properties of the Poisson field theory.

4 Classical boundary field theory of Jacobi sigma model

In this section, we are going to derive the classical boundary field theory of the Jacobi sigma
model by applying the poissonization procedure discussed above. Since the field theory lives
on the boundary, the choice of the base manifold Σ determines its general properties.

The starting point is the Jacobi sigma model on cylinder Σ = S1 × [0, L] defined by the
following action

S[z,η] =

∫

Σ

d2σεab
�

z0∂aηb0 + z i∂aηbi +
1
2

e−z0
πi j(z)ηaiηb j + e−z0

Riηa0ηbi

�

. (56)

The action has the full target space M+ with z denoting the coordinates z i on M submani-
fold. The equations of motion, the gauge symmetries and the gauge algebra were given in the
Section 3.2 above (with an overall minus sign of the gauge parameter).

In order to find the classical field theory of the Jacobi sigma model on the boundary, we
apply the poissonization method to extract the relevant information from the field theory lo-
calized on the boundary of the corresponding Poisson sigma model. We follow the general
procedure of constructing solutions of the classical equations of motion with given boundary
conditions given in [10,11].

The first step is to perform a gauge fixing of the Jacobi sigma model on M such that the
gauge be consistent with the gauge chosen for the Poisson sigma model on M+. This condition
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ensures that the field theory on the boundary obtained from the Jacobi sigma model is mapped
into the field theory on the boundary of its poissonization. The latter has been analyzed in [11].
The correspondence between the two field theories requires picking the boundary values of
the fields ηa0 and ηai and of the parameters ε0 and εi such that the gauge variation of the
action and the gauge variations of ηa0 and ηai vanish on the boundary.

The second step is to analyse the variation of the action under the gauge transformations
on the boundary ∂Σ= S1 × {0, L} which has the following form

δεS[z,η] =

∫ 2π

0

dσ0
¦

e−z0 ��

Ri + z0Ri − z j∂ jR
i
�

(η00εi −η0iε0)

+ η0iε j

�

πi j + z0πi j − zk∂kπ
i j
��	

�

�

�

�

L

0
. (57)

The variation of the action δεS[z,η] and the variation of the fields ηa0 and ηai vanish if the
following equations are satisfied

η00|∂Σ = η0i|∂Σ = 0 , ε0|∂Σ = εi|∂Σ = 0 . (58)

In the next step, we consider a classical background that is close to the trivial solutions of the
equations of motion as in [11,12]

z0 = z i = 0 , ηa0 = ηai = 0 . (59)

The variations of the fields in this background read

δεz
0 = Riεi , δεz

i = πi jε j − Riε0 , (60)

δεηa0 = −∂aε0 , δεηai = −∂aεi . (61)

From the equations (58) and (61) we conclude that

η10(σ) = φ0(σ
0) , η1i(σ) = φi(σ

0) . (62)

By correspondence to the Poisson sigma model, the generators of the gauge transformation
are the constraints

∂ z0

∂ σ1
+ e−z0

Riφi = 0 , (63)

∂ z i

∂ σ1
− e−z0

Riφ0 + e−z0
πi jφ j = 0 . (64)

Since the action S[z,η] is presented in the first order formalism, we can employ the Fadeev-
Jackiw method to determine the reduced phase space variables [11]. To this end, we consider
the following initial conditions that could select a single solution from each gauge orbit

z0(σ0,σ1 = 0) = ζ0(σ0) , z i(σ0,σ1 = 0) = ζi(σ0) . (65)

The general form of the solutions in the vicinity of the initial conditions is

z0
�

σ1;φ0(σ
0),φi(σ

0),ζ0(σ0),ζi(σ0)
�

= z0
�

σ1;φI ,ζ
I
�

, (66)

z i
�

σ1;φ0(σ
0),φi(σ

0),ζ0(σ0),ζi(σ0)
�

= z i
�

σ1;φI ,ζ
I
�

. (67)
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By using z0 and z i from the relations (66) and (67) we can define the following boundary
fields

x0(σ0) = x0(φI ,ζ
I)≡

∫ L

0

dσ1 z0
�

σ1;φI ,ζ
I
�

, (68)

x i(σ0) = x i(φI ,ζ
I)≡

∫ L

0

dσ1 z i
�

σ1;φI ,ζ
I
�

. (69)

Note that the fields x0 and x i are implicit functions on σ0 through the reduced phase space
variables (φI ,ζ

I).
The above data allows one to determine the action of the boundary field theory which is

given by the action (56) with the boundary conditions (62) and depends on the fields x0 and
x i . It is easy to see that the sought for action has the following form

Sbound[x ,φ] = −
∫

S1

dσ0
�

x0 dφ0

dσ0
+ x i dφi

dσ0

�

. (70)

The action Sbound[x ,φ] describes an one-dimensional classical field theory on the boundary
of Σ= S1× [0, L]. Since this is the dual field to the poissonization of the Jacobi sigma model,
we call it by extension the poissonization of the dual field to the Jacobi sigma model.

The action Sbound[x ,φ] has the same form as the classical action of the Poisson sigma
model obtained in [11] which is no coincidence since this is the poissonization of the Jacobi
model we started with. The dependence of the Lagrangian from (70) on the Jacobi structure is
implicit in the construction of the canonically dual variables {x I ,φI}. As shown above, these
variables are solutions to the equations (63) and (64) which are more difficult to solve than
in the Poisson case since they are non-linear in general. However, one can always search for
an approximate solution if a formal power expansion is defined as in [11]. To this end, one
introduces a real positive parameter λ which will be set to one at the end of the calculations.
The modified equations are

∂ z0

∂ σ1
+λe−z0

Ri(z)φi = 0 , (71)

∂ z i

∂ σ1
−λe−z0

Ri(z)φ0 +λe−z0
πi j(z)φ j = 0 . (72)

The fields z0 and z i are assumed to depend on λ. Then the formal series in powers of λ have
the following form

z0 = x0 +
∞
∑

n=1

λnz0
n , (73)

z i = x i +
∞
∑

n=1

λnz i
n , (74)

πi j(z) = πi j(x) +
∞
∑

n=1

λn ∂ n1+n2+···ns

∂ n1z i1∂ n2z i2 · · ·∂ ns z is
πi j(z)

�

�

z=xz i1
n1

z i2
n2
· · · z is

ns
, (75)

Ri(z) = Ri(x) +
∞
∑

n=1

λn ∂ n1+n2+···ns

∂ n1z i1∂ n2z i2 · · ·∂ ns z is
Ri(z)

�

�

z=xz i1
n1

z i2
n2
· · · z is

ns
, (76)

with n1+ n2+ · · ·+ ns = n and in the equations (75 ) and (76) there is a sum over each index
ik. The initial conditions are defined as follows

z0
0 = x0 , z0

n = 0 , (77)

z i
0 = x i , z i

n = 0 , n ∈ N . (78)
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For an arbitrary z0, the expansion of the exponential factor spoils the power expansion of
the modified constraints. Therefore, the method is valid strictly at the point z0 = 0 where
the Jacobi structure is embedded into the poissonization. Then a simple algebra gives the
constraints and solutions at all orders in λ.

Let us write down the corresponding relations at the first orders. At order zero, there is no
constraint and the solution is the initial condition

z i
0 = x i(σ0) . (79)

At first order, the constraint and the solution are

Ri(x)φi = 0 , (80)

z i
1 =

�

Ri(x)φ0 −πi j(x)φ j

�

σ1 . (81)

At second order, the constraint and the solutions have the following form

∂ Ri(x)
∂ z j

φi = 0 , (82)

z i
2 =

�

∂ Ri(x)
∂ z j

R j(x) (φ0)
2 −

�

∂ Ri(x)
∂ z j

π jk(x) +
∂ πik(x)
∂ z j

R j(x)

�

φ0φk

+
∂ πi j(x)
∂ zk

πkr(x)φrφ j

�

�

σ1
�2

. (83)

Similarly, we can solve the equations at arbitrary higher order in λ which determines the
classical boundary field theory completely.

As an example, consider the contact manifold (M ,γ) with dimM = 2m+ 1. As discussed
in Section 2, there is an induced Jacobi structure (M ,π, R). The poissonization of the contact
manifold has the dimension dimM+ = 2m+ 2. We denote by z i = (t, zr , zm+r), r, s = 1, . . . , m
the canonical coordinates of (M ,π, R). Then one can see that at order 0, 1,2 in λ the relations
(79) - (83) take the following form

t0 = t(σ0) , zr
0 = x r(σ0) , zm+r

0 = xm+r(σ0) , (84)

t1 =
�

φ0 − xm+sφm+s

�

σ1 , zr
1 = φrσ

1 , zm+r
1 =

�

−xm+rφt +φr

�

σ1 , (85)

t2 =
�

−xm+sφm+sφt −φm+sφs

� �

σ1
�2

, zr
2 = 0 , zm+r

2 = φrφm+r

�

σ1
�2

. (86)

Here, the only constraint left at λ= 0 is φt = 0.

5 Conclusions

In the present work, we have constructed the classical boundary field theory associated to the
Jacobi sigma model by applying the poissonization procedure which gives a correspondence
between the sought for field theory and the boundary field theory of the Poisson sigma model
[11]. The next step is to quantize the field theory obtained here to obtain the holographic
dual of the Jacobi sigma model. Since the discussion presented here is at the classical level,
it is natural to ask what is the covariant quantization of the Jacobi sigma model and whether
there is a relation between the quantum Jacobi and Poisson sigma theories. This question is
not trivial since the quantization of the two theories imply the quantization of two different
algebraic structures. We hope to report on that soon [21]. Other interesting problems related
to the Jacobi sigma models are the existence of a AKSZ derivation in the sense of [22] and a
thorough analysis of the existence of the induced morphism between the Jacobi algebroids in
the sense of [19].
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