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HAANTJES ALGEBRAS OF CLASSICAL

INTEGRABLE SYSTEMS

PIERGIULIO TEMPESTA AND GIORGIO TONDO

Abstract. A tensorial approach to the theory of classical Hamiltonian inte-
grable systems is proposed, based on the geometry of Haantjes tensors. We
introduce the class of symplectic-Haantjes manifolds (or ωH manifolds), as
a natural setting where the notion of integrability can be formulated. We
prove that the existence of suitable Haantjes algebras of (1,1) tensor fields
with vanishing Haantjes torsion is a necessary and sufficient condition for a
Hamiltonian system to be integrable in the Liouville-Arnold sense. We also
show that new integrable models arise from the Haantjes geometry. Finally,
we present an application of our approach to the study of the Post-Winternitz
system and of a stationary flow of the KdV hierarchy.
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1. Introduction

Integrable systems are ubiquitous in many branches of modern mathematics and
theoretical physics. Due to their relevance, in the last decades the search for intrin-
sic mathematical structures underlying the notion of integrability has been actively
pursued. In particular, the investigation of the properties of exact solvability of
integrable systems led to the discovery of new important analytic and geometric
techniques. It is interesting to observe that finite-dimensional integrable models
coming from classical or quantum mechanics share many geometric and algebraic
properties with the infinite-dimensional ones described in terms of soliton equations.

The study of the geometry of classical integrable systems has a long history,
dating back to the works by Liouville, Jacobi, Stäckel, Eisenhart, Arnold, etc.

In this context, the bi-Hamiltonian approach has shown to be crucial for many
respects. A bi-Hamiltonian manifold is a differentiable manifold endowed with a
pencil of Poisson structures [25]. In particular, the special class of ωN manifolds,
introduced in [33, 12], is characterized by a non-degenerate Poisson bivector (whose
inverse provides a symplectic structure ω), and a compatible (1, 1) tensor field
N , also called recursion or hereditary operator. Such a tensor has a vanishing
Nijenhuis torsion as a consequence of the existence of an underlying bi-Hamiltonian
structure. The class of ωN manifolds offers a coherent approach to the construction
of separation variables; it has been successfully applied, for instance, to the study
of Gelfand-Zakharevich systems [16, 22, 12].

The purpose of this paper is to present a new formulation of classical integra-
bility based on Haantjes operators, namely operator fields with vanishing Haantjes
torsion. The latter concept was introduced in 1955 by Haantjes in [18] as a natural
generalization of the Nijenhuis torsion [17]. However, the relevance of the Haant-
jes differential-geometric work in the realm of integrable systems quite surprisingly
has not been recognized for a long time, with the exception of some interesting
applications to Hamiltonian systems of hydrodynamic type [13, 6, 14].

The central notion underlying our formulation of integrability is that of Haantjes
algebra, introduced in [49]. Essentially, a Haantjes algebra is a pair (M,H ) where
M is a differentiable manifold and H is a set of operator fields over M , with
vanishing Haantjes torsion, which satisfy suitable compatibility conditions among
each others.

The study of these algebras was initiated by us for two reasons. Indeed, they
play a crucial role in the theory of diagonalization of operators on differentiable
manifolds: Whenever the operators of a Haantjes algebra are semisimple and com-
mute, a set of local coordinates exists where all operators can be diagonalized
simultaneously. Moreover, in the non-semisimple case, they acquire simultaneously
a block-diagonal form. At the same time, Haantjes algebras naturally general-
ize several known interesting geometric structures arising in Riemannian geometry
[3, 55, 49]. A generalization of both the Haantjes torsion and the Haantjes theorem
has been recently proposed in [50].

In this work, we will show the prominent role of Haantjes algebras in the theory
of integrable systems. Indeed, we shall define a new family of manifolds, called
symplectic–Haantjes (or ωH ) manifolds. They are symplectic manifolds endowed
with a Haantjes algebra of operators that are compatible with the symplectic struc-
ture.
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We shall prove that the integrability of a Hamiltonian finite-dimensional system
can be characterized in terms of an Abelian algebra of Haantjes operators, whose
spectral and geometric properties turn out to be particularly rich. The notion of
Haantjes chain, defined in this framework, is a natural extension in the context
of Haantjes geometry of previous similar notions known in the literature, as that
of Lenard-Magri chain [26] and generalized Lenard chain [52, 11, 28], relevant for
quasi-bi-Hamiltonian systems and their generalizations.

A comparison between our notion of ωH manifolds and the recent definition of
“Haantjes manifolds” due to Magri [29, 30, 31, 32] is in order. Our theory mainly
differs from the fact that we assume the existence of an algebra of independent
Haantjes operators which are supposed to be compatible with the symplectic form
ω. Besides, the Haantjes chains in our context are “shorter” than the ones defined
in the recent Magri’s theory [30]. This is due to a weaker assumption that allows
us to deal with both integrable and separable systems. This fact is an important
novelty of the present work.

Our main result concerning integrability is a theorem establishing that the ex-
istence of a 2n-dimensional ωH manifold is a necessary and sufficient condition
for a non-degenerate Hamiltonian system to be integrable in the Liouville-Arnold
sense. Precisely, we shall prove the existence of n Haantjes operators

(1) Kα =

n
∑

i=1

ν
(α)
i (J)

νi(J)

(

∂

∂Ji
⊗ dJi +

∂

∂φi
⊗ dφi

)

α = 1, . . . , n ,

where νi and ν
(α)
i are the frequencies of the Hamiltonian H and of the (α) − nth

linear flow associated with the given system, respectively and (J ,φ) are a set
of action-angle variables. Formula (1) therefore intimately relates the Haantjes
algebraic-geometric structure of an integrable system with its intrinsic dynamical
properties.

As a by-product of the main theorem, we will be able to define new general classes
of integrable models possessing an assigned Haantjes geometry. Quite interestingly,
the systems so obtained are related to the wave equation.

An advantage of the present formulation à la Haantjes (which also represents
the main motivation for our study) is its generality: Haantjes tensors are indeed a
larger class of tensors than those of Nijenhuis.

The proposed theory incorporates essentially all the known results on integra-
bility of finite-dimensional systems that have been developed in a bi-Hamiltonian
framework up to date, i.e. all the approaches based on Lenard chains and their
generalizations (as quasi-bi-Hamiltonian systems [4], etc).

There is a neat relation between the Haantjes geometry developed in the present
work and the well known Nijenhuis geometry. In fact, a subfamily of symplectic-
Haantjes manifolds is provided by the class of symplectic-Nijenhuis (ωN) manifolds.
Precisely, we shall show that given an ωN manifold, under mild assumptions one
can construct an ωH structure by taking n independent powers of the recursion
operator N . In this case, N will play the role of a generator for the ωH structure.

However, it is important to notice that there exist ωH structures not arising
from a subjacent ωN structure. Indeed, whenever the Haantjes algebra H is non-
Abelian, obviously it cannot be cyclically generated by a single Nijenhuis operator.
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This is the case, for instance, of the ωH manifold associated with the superinte-
grable Post-Winternitz system.

Another noteworthy feature of our approach is that a priori the class of Haan-
tjes algebras considered is not necessarily diagonalizable. This aspect represents a
generalization of the ωN approach, where indeed the operator N is diagonalizable
by hypothesis. Nevertheless, our theory keeps the intrinsic simplicity enjoyed by
the standard approach to the Lenard-Magri chains for soliton hierarchies.

At the same time, the theory of ωH manifolds is motivated by the crucial
problem of the construction of coordinate systems allowing the additive separation
of the associated Hamilton-Jacobi (HJ) equation (the separation variables). This
is one of the most important problems in the theory of classical integrable systems,
which historically has motivated a large amount of research work and inspired the
formulation of several fundamental geometric developments.

The problem of the construction of separation of variables (SoV) can be recast
in our approach and, in many cases, solved explicitly. Our main result in this
direction is Theorem 28 ensuring the existence, under mild hypotheses, of a set
of distinguished coordinates provided by the Haantjes structure associated with
an integrable system, that we shall call the Darboux-Haantjes coordinates. They
represent separation coordinates for the Hamilton-Jacobi equation associated with
the Hamiltonian functions of the given system.

The study of the general problem of separation of variables (including partial
separation [47], [10]) in the Haantjes geometry is in progress; the case of multisep-
arable systems has been addressed in [46].

Finally, we mention that a generalization of ωH manifolds that parallels the the-
ory of Poisson-Nijenhuis manifolds [21] has been introduced in [56]. The structures
arising in this perspective, of Poisson-Haantjes type, will be suitable for studying
Gelfand-Zakharevich systems [16].

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we review the main al-
gebraic properties of Nijenhuis and Haantjes tensors, and the notion of Haantjes
algebras introduced in [49]. In Section 3, we introduce the main geometric struc-
tures needed for the discussion of integrability, i.e. the ωH manifolds; also, we
clarify their relation with ωN manifolds. In particular, a theorem guaranteeing
the existence of the DH coordinates is proved. Besides, the notion of generator
of a Haantjes structure is defined. Section 4 contains the theorem that character-
izes complete integrability via the Haantjes geometry. In Section 5, new integrable
models related to the wave equation are deduced from suitable Haantjes structures.

In Section 6, a procedure for the construction of Haantjes structures for a given
integrable system with two degrees of freedom is proposed. Also, the relevant ex-
ample of the superintegrable Post-Winternitz system, whose separation coordinates
are still not known, is worked out. An application of our theory to a stationary
reduction of the seventh-order equation of the KdV hierarchy is discussed in Section
7. Some open problems are discussed in the final Section 8.

2. Haantjes algebras of operators

Given a dynamical system defined over a finite–dimensional manifold M , a fun-
damental issue is to find suitable sets of coordinates which allow us to decouple
the equations of motion. The natural frames of such coordinates, being obviously
integrable, can be characterized in a tensorial manner as eigendistributions of a
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suitable class of (1, 1) tensor fields, i.e. the ones with a vanishing Nijenhuis or
Haantjes tensor. In this section, we review some basic algebraic results concerning
the theory of such tensors. For a more complete treatment, see the original papers
[18, 41], the related ones [42, 15] and the recent review [20].

2.1. Preliminaries. We shall denote by M a differentiable manifold and by L :
TM → TM a (1, 1) smooth tensor field, i.e. a smooth field of linear operators on
the tangent space at each point ofM . In the following, all tensors will be considered
to be smooth.

Definition 1. The Nijenhuis torsion of L is the skew-symmetric (1, 2) tensor field
defined by

(2) TL(X,Y ) := L2[X,Y ] + [LX,LY ]−L

(

[X,LY ] + [LX,Y ]
)

,

where X,Y ∈ TM and [ , ] denotes the commutator of two vector fields.

In local coordinates x = (x1, . . . , xn), the Nijenhuis torsion can be written in the
form

(TL)
i
jk =

n
∑

α=1

(

∂Li
k

∂xα
Lα

j −
∂Li

j

∂xα
Lα

k +
(∂Lα

j

∂xk
−

∂Lα
k

∂xj

)

Li
α

)

=
n
∑

α=1

(

Lα
[j∂|α|L

i
k] −Li

α∂[jL
α
k]

)

,

(3)

for the components of TL; among them, n2(n− 1)/2 are independent. Here for the
sake of brevity we have used the notation ∂j :=

∂
∂xj and the indices between square

brackets are to be skew–symmetrized, except those in | · |.

Definition 2. The Haantjes tensor associated with L is the (1, 2) tensor field
defined by

(4) HL(X,Y ) := L2TL(X,Y ) + TL(LX,LY )−L

(

TL(X,LY ) + TL(LX,Y )
)

.

The skew-symmetry of the Nijenhuis torsion implies that the Haantjes tensor is
also skew-symmetric. Its explicit intrinsic expression is

HL(X,Y ) = L4[X,Y ] + [L2X,L2Y ]− 2L3
(

[X,LY ] + [LX,Y ]
)

+

+L2
(

[X,L2Y ] + 4 [LX,LY ] + [L2X,Y ]
)

− 2L
(

[LX,L2Y ] + [L2X,LY ]
)

.
(5)

Its local expression in recursive form is

(6) (HL)
i
jk =

n
∑

α,β=1

(

Li
αL

α
β (TL)

β
jk+(TL)

i
αβL

α
j L

β
k−Li

α

(

(TL)
α
βkL

β
j +(TL)

α
jβL

β
k

)

)

.

More explicitly, we have

(HL)
i
jk =

n
∑

α=1

(

− (L3)iα∂[jL
α
k] +

n
∑

β=1

(

(L2)iα
(

2Lβ
[j∂|β|L

α
k] −L

β
[j∂k]L

α
β)

+ (L2)α[jL
β
k]∂αL

i
β −Li

α(L
2)β[j∂|β|L

α
k] − 2

n
∑

γ=1

Li
αL

β
[jL

γ
k]∂βL

α
γ

)

)

.

(7)

The following notion is at the heart of the theory we are going to develop.
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Definition 3. A Haantjes (Nijenhuis) operator is an operator field whose Haantjes
(Nijenhuis) torsion identically vanishes.

Remark 4. Any operator field on a two dimensional manifold is a Haantjes oper-
ator. Furthermore, on an n-dimensional manifold, any operator field that admits
local charts where it takes a diagonal form is also a Haantjes operator.

2.2. Haantjes algebras. The concept of Haantjes algebra was defined in [49] as
an abstract setting for developing the theory of Haantjes operators. Indeed, many
important properties of this class of operators can be discussed in a general, basis-
independent context, in which the algebraic structure is kept to a minimum. As
we shall see, additional structures (as symplectic or Poisson structures) are needed
if one wishes to discuss integrable models and the construction of suitable separa-
tion variables. For sake of completeness, here a very brief review of the theory of
Haantjes algebras is presented.

Definition 5. A Haantjes algebra of rank m is a pair (M,H ) which satisfies the
following conditions:

• M is a differentiable manifold of dimension n;
• H is a set of Haantjes operators K : TM → TM that generates

– a free module of rank m over the ring of smooth functions on M
(8)
H(

fK1+gK2

)(X,Y ) = 0 , ∀X,Y ∈ TM , ∀f, g ∈ C∞(M) , ∀K1,K2 ∈ H ,

– a ring w.r.t. the composition operation

(9) H(

K1 K2

)(X,Y ) = 0 , ∀K1,K2 ∈ H , ∀X,Y ∈ TM ,

If

(10) K1 K2 = K2 K1 ∀K1,K2 ∈ H

the algebra H will be said to be an Abelian Haantjes algebra. Moreover, if the
identity operator I ∈ H , then (M,H ) will be said to be a Haantjes algebra with
identity.

The assumptions (8), (9) ensure that the set H is an associative algebra of
Haantjes operators ; moreover, the Hamilton-Cayley theorem implies that its rank
m is not greater than n.

The conditions of Definition 5 might seem difficult to realize. However, a nat-
ural class of Haantjes algebras is given, in a local chart {U,x = (x1, . . . , xn)}, by
operators of the form

(11) K =

n
∑

i=1

li(x)
∂

∂xi
⊗ dxi ,

where li(x) := lii(x) are arbitrary smooth functions playing the role of the eigenval-
ues of K. The diagonal operators (11) have vanishing Haantjes tensor and satisfy
the differential compatibility condition (8), by virtue of Remark 4. Furthermore,
they form a commutative ring; thus they also satisfy Eqs. (9).

Definition 6. The algebra generated by operators of the form (11) will be said to
be a diagonal Haantjes algebra.
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2.2.1. Cyclic Haantjes algebras. A particularly relevant class of Abelian Haantjes
algebras is given by those generated by a single Haantjes operator L : TM 7→ TM
[49]. One can construct directly a Haantjes algebra L of rank m ≤ n = dim(M) by
choosing as a set of generators the first (n− 1) powers of L together with L0 := I

L(L) := Span{I,L, . . . ,Ln−1, . . .} = Span{I,L, . . . ,Ln−1} .

The fact that L(L) is a Haantjes algebra is a consequence of the following result.

Proposition 7. [5]. Let L be an operator with vanishing Haantjes tensor on M .

Then, for any polynomial p(x,L) =
∑(n−1)

j=0 aj(x)L
j with coefficients aj ∈ C∞(M),

the associated Haantjes tensor also vanishes, i.e.

(12) HL(X,Y ) = 0 =⇒ Hp(x,L)(X,Y ) = 0.

Proof. See Corollary 3.3, p. 1136 of Ref. [5]. �

According to the previous discussion, one can introduce the notion of cyclic
Haantjes algebras.

Definition 8. Let (M,H ) be an Abelian Haantjes algebra of rank m. An operator
L, with minimal polynomial of degree h ≥ m, is a generator of H if

H ⊆ L(L) .

The corresponding algebra will be said to be a cyclic Haantjes algebra.
Let

(13) Bcyc = {I,L,L2, . . . ,Lm−1}

be a cyclic basis of L(L). A basis B of H such that B ⊆ Bcyc will be said to be a
cyclic basis of H .

A generator of H allows us to represent each Haantjes operator K ∈ H as a
polynomial field in L of degree at most (h− 1), i.e.

(14) K = pK(x,L) =
h−1
∑

i=0

ai(x)L
i ,

where ai(x) are smooth functions on M . A natural problem is to establish the
conditions ensuring that a given Haantjes algebra is cyclic. This problem has been
solved in Proposition 47 of [49], where it was proven that each semisimple Abelian
algebra (see Definition 9) is cyclic. In the next subsection, we will present an
extension of that result.

2.3. Haantjes coordinates. We shall always assume that the eigenvalues of any
operator field considered in this article are real functions.

Let us recall the main result of [49] about the existence of Haantjes charts for
Haantjes algebras. The set of proper eigenvector fields of a generic operator K,
corresponding to an eigenvalue li(x), is given by Ker(K − liI), whereas the set
of its generalized eigenvector fields is Ker(K − liI)

ρi . We have denoted by ρi the
Riesz index of li (assumed to be independent of x), that is, the minimum integer
such that Ker(K − liI)

ρi = Ker(K − liI)
ρi+1.

Definition 9. A Haantjes algebra is said to be semisimple if each K ∈ H is
semisimple (diagonalizable), that is, if each K admits a local reference frame formed
by proper eigenvector fields of K.
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If a semisimple Haantjes algebra is Abelian, then there exists a local reference
eigenframe in which all K ∈ H take simultaneously a diagonal form. A crucial
question is to ascertain whether an integrable common eigenframe exists, or equiv-
alently, whether there exists a local coordinate chart where all operators can be
simultaneously written in a diagonal form. The answer to this problem is offered
by Theorem 11. Preliminarily, we state the following

Definition 10. Let {Di,Dj , . . . ,Dk} be a set of distributions of vector fields. We
shall say that these distributions are mutually integrable if

i) each of them is integrable;
ii) any sum Di +Dj + . . .+Dk (where all indices i, j, . . . , k are different) is also

integrable.

Theorem 11. [49] Let (M,H ) be an Abelian Haantjes algebra of rank m and
{K1, . . . ,Km} a basis of it. Let us consider the spectral decomposition

(15) TxM =

v
⊕

a=1

Va(x)

where

(16) Va(x) := D
(1)
i1

(x)
⋂

. . .
⋂

D
(m)
im

(x) a := (i1, . . . , im)

and

(17) D
(α)
iα

(x) := Ker
(

Kα − l
(α)
iα

I
)ρiα (x), α = 1, . . . ,m, iα = 1, . . . , sα,

where sα is the number of the distinct eigenvalues of Kα. The distributions Va

are mutually integrable; therefore, there exists a set of coordinates (that we shall
call Haantjes coordinates) adapted to the decomposition (15), such that all K ∈
H can be simultaneously written in a block-diagonal form. Furthermore, if H is
semisimple, in each set of Haantjes coordinates all K ∈ H can be simultaneously
written in a diagonal form.

For the sake of clarity, we also quote Proposition 45 of Ref. [49], which is relevant
in the forthcoming discussion.

Proposition 12. Let L be a semisimple operator with h pointwise distinct eigen-
values {λ1(x), . . . , λh(x)}, and K be another semisimple operator field possessing s
pointwise distinct eigenvalues, with s ≤ h. The following conditions are equivalent:

• K belongs to the cyclic algebra of rank h generated by L, i.e.

(18) K ∈ L(L) ;

• there exists a polynomial field pK(x, λ) in λ of degree at most (h− 1) such
that

(19) K = pK(x,L) ;

• each eigendistribution of L is included in a single eigendistribution of K:

(20) Cλi := ker(L− λiI) ⊆ Dli := ker(K − liI),

where it is understood that the eigenvalues
(

l1(x), . . . , lh(x)
)

of K may not

be all distinct.
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We present now an extension of the result obtained in Proposition 47 of Ref.
[49], since it will be relevant in the formulation of the theory of ωH manifolds.

Proposition 13. Every semisimple Abelian Haantjes algebra (M,H) of rank m
is cyclic and admits a family of Haantjes generators; among them, there exists a
Nijenhuis operator.

Moreover, an operator K ∈ H is a generator of H if and only if it possesses h
distinct eigenvalues; precisely, h = m if I ∈ H , or h = (m+ 1) otherwise.

Proof. Let us consider the Haantjes chart

(21) {U,x = (y1, . . . ,yv)},

adapted to the spectral decomposition (15). Then, if v ≥ m, each operator of the
form

(22) L =

v
∑

a=1

λa(x)

ra
∑

ja=1

∂

∂ya,ja
⊗ dya,ja ,

where ra = rank Va is a generator of H , provided that its eigenvalue fields
{λ1(x), . . . , λv(x)} are arbitrary but distinct smooth functions at any point of U .
In fact, the eigendistributions of the operator (22) are given by the distributions
Va defined in Eq. (16); consequently, by construction they satisfy condition (20).
Besides, as the eigenvalues of L are distinct, this operator also satisfies the as-
sumptions of Proposition 12. In particular, if the eigenvalues of L are chosen to
be

(23) λa(x) = λa(y
a,1, . . . , ya,ra) a = 1, . . . , v,

then L is a Nijenhuis generator, that is, its Nijenhuis torsion identically vanishes. If
v < m, a generator can still be constructed, because we can further decompose some
of the distributions Va into a direct sum of mutually integrable sub-distributions.
Precisely, we have

Va =

〈

∂

∂ya,1
, . . . ,

∂

∂ya,ra

〉

=

r̄ia
⊕

ia=1

〈

∂

∂ya,1
, . . . ,

∂

∂ya,ia

〉

=

r̄ia
⊕

ia=1

Ca,ia ,

with
∑

r̄ja = ra; the previous decomposition of Va can be realized in such a way
that the number of addends appearing into the direct sum

(24) TxM =

v,r̄ia
⊕

a=1,ia=1

Ca,ia

is not less than m.

Let us recall that since H is a semisimple algebra by assumption, then the
degree of the minimal polynomial of any K ∈ H coincides with the number of its
distinct eigenvalues.

Assume now that K belongs to H and has h distinct eigenvalue fields, with
h = m if I ∈ H , or h = (m+1) otherwise. If I ∈ H , then L(K) ⊆ H and having
rank m, it coincides with H . Otherwise, H = Span{K, . . . ,Km} ⊂ L(K).

Conversely, assume that a generator L belongs to H . Then, by Lemma 37 of
[49], we have that h ≤ m if I ∈ H , or h ≤ m + 1 otherwise. Furthermore, we
observe that if I 6∈ H and h = m, then the cyclic Haantjes algebra L(L) would
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coincide with H , which is absurd. Taking into account that h ≥ m by Definition
8, the statement is proven. �

As in the case v ≥ m the number v coincides with the number h of the pointwise
distinct eigenvalues of L, we deduce the following

Corollary 14. Let (M,H ) be a semisimple Abelian Haantjes algebra of rank m.
Assume that the number of the addends of the decomposition (15) is v ≥ m. Then,
generators of H belonging to H exist if and only if v = m, when I ∈ H , or
v = m+ 1, otherwise.

In Section 3.4, we shall specialize the results of Proposition 13 and Corollary 14
to the case of ωH manifolds.

2.4. Haantjes chains. The theory of Lenard–Magri chains is a fundamental piece
of the geometric approach to soliton hierarchies. Lenard–Magri chains have been
introduced in order to construct integrals of motion in involution for infinite-
dimensional Hamiltonian systems [25, 26] (see also [45], for a brief history about the
origin of the name “Lenard chains”). Besides, some non trivial generalizations of
Lenard–Magri chains have proved to be useful in the study of separation of variables
for finite-dimensional Hamiltonian systems (see [37, 38, 54, 11, 12] and reference
therein).
Hereafter, we propose a further generalization of the standard notions of the theory,
which has the advantage to be both simple and directly connected to the theory of
classical integrable systems.

Definition 15. Let (M,H ) be a Haantjes algebra of rank m. We shall say that
a smooth function H generates a Haantjes chain of closed 1-forms of length m if
there exist a distinguished basis {K̃1, . . . , K̃m} of H such that

(25) d(K̃
T

α dH) = 0 , α = 1, . . . ,m ,

where K̃
T

α : T ∗M → T ∗M is the transposed operator of K̃α . The (locally) exact
1-forms

dHα = K̃
T

α dH

(which are supposed to be linearly independent), are called the elements of the Haan-
tjes chain of length m generated by H; the functions Hα are their potential func-
tions.

In order to enquire about the existence of Haantjes chains for an assigned Haan-
tjes algebra, we have to consider the codistribution, of rank r ≤ m, generated by a
given function H through an arbitrary basis {K1,K2, . . . ,Km} of H , i.e.

(26) D◦
H := Span{KT

1 dH,KT
2 dH, . . . ,KT

m dH} ,

and the distribution DH of the vector fields annihilated by them, which has rank
(n− r). Note that such distributions do not depend on the particular basis chosen
in H .

The following theorem offers a geometric characterization of the existence of
a Haantjes chain generated by a smooth function H in terms of the Frobenius
integrability of its associated codistribution.
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Theorem 16. Let (M,H ) be a Haantjes algebra of rank m, and H be a smooth
function on M . Let D◦

H be the codistribution (26), assumed to be of rank m (in-
dependent on x), and DH be the distribution of the vector fields annihilated by the
1-forms of D◦

H . Then, the function H generates a Haantjes chain (25) if and only
if D◦

H (or equivalently DH) is Frobenius-integrable.

Proof. By definition, the Haantjes chain (25) containsm independent exact 1-forms.
Therefore, they generate the integrable distribution

(27) D◦ = Span{dH1 = K̃
T

1 dH, . . . , dHm = K̃
T

m dH} ,

which coincides with D◦
H . Vice versa, let D◦

H be integrable and DH its foliation.
Then, there exist m independent functions (H1, H2, . . . , Hm) which are constant on
the leaves of DH . Their differentials belong to D◦

H , hence they can be written as

(28) dHα =





m
∑

β=1

aαβ(x)K
T
β



dH =: K̃
T

α dH α = 1, . . . ,m.

�

3. The theory of symplectic-Haantjes manifolds

In this section we introduce the new class of symplectic-Haantjes manifolds;
we shall call them ωH manifolds, by analogy with the well-known ωN manifolds
[33, 12]. These new manifolds are essentially Haantjes algebras endowed with a
symplectic structure. The main reason to define these manifolds is that, apart
from their interesting mathematical properties, they provide a simple but suffi-
ciently general setting in which the theory of Hamiltonian integrable systems can
be naturally formulated.

3.1. Haantjes algebras and ωH manifolds.

Definition 17. A symplectic–Haantjes (or ωH ) manifold of class m is a triple
(M,ω,H ) which satisfies the following properties:

i) (M,ω) is a symplectic manifold of dimension 2n;
ii) H is a Haantjes algebra of rank m;
iii) (ω,H ) are algebraically compatible, that is

ω(X,KY ) = ω(KX,Y ) ∀K ∈ H ,

or equivalently

(29) ΩK = KTΩ, ∀K ∈ H .

Hereafter Ω := ω♭ : TM → T ∗M denotes the fiber bundles isomorphism defined by

ω(X,Y ) =< ΩX,Y > ∀X,Y ∈ TM ,

and the map P := Ω−1 : T ∗M → TM is the Poisson bivector induced by the
symplectic structure ω.

If the identity operator I belongs to H , then we shall say that (M,ω,H ) is a
ωH manifold with identity. If H is an Abelian Haantjes algebra, the resulting
ωH manifold will be said to be Abelian.
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Remark 18. The set of conditions of Definition 17 admits a natural, simple real-
ization. Indeed, note that in a coordinate system x = (x1, . . . , x2n) the operators

(30) Kα =
2n
∑

j=1

λ
(α)
j (x)

∂

∂xj
⊗ dxj , α = 1, . . . ,m ,

according to Definition 6, generate a diagonal Haantjes algebra for any smooth

function λ
(α)
j (x). Besides, by imposing the algebraic compatibility conditions (29)

we get in a Darboux chart the solutions {x = (q1, . . . qn, p1, . . . , pn)} given by

(31) Kα =

n
∑

i=1

l
(α)
i (x)

( ∂

∂qi
⊗ dqi +

∂

∂pi
⊗ dpi

)

, α = 1, . . . ,m .

Here l
(α)
i = λ

(α)
i (x) = λ

(α)
n+i(x), i = 1, . . . , n.

As a consequence of conditions (29), one can immediately deduce the following
proposition, which turns out to be crucial for many results of the present theory.
For instance, it has important consequences on the spectrum and the eigenvector
fields of the Haantjes operators belonging to a ωH manifold.

Proposition 19. Let (M,ω,H ) be an ωH manifold. Then, any composed opera-

tor Ω p(x,K), P q(x,KT ) (where p(x,K) and q(x,K) are polynomial fields in K

and KT respectively) is skew-symmetric ∀K ∈ H . Moreover, if ωH is Abelian,

then KT
αΩKβ, KαPKT

β , are also skew-symmetric ∀Kα,Kβ ∈ H .

Corollary 20. Given a 2n-dimensional ωH manifold M , every generalized eigen–
distribution Ker(K − liI)

ri , ri ∈ N, is of even rank. Therefore, the geometric and
algebraic multiplicities of each eigenvalue li(x) are even.

Proof. Given an ωH manifold, every generalized eigen–distributionKer(K−liI)
ri

has the same rank of the kernel of the operator Ω(K − liI)
ri , which is skew-

symmetric by virtue of Proposition 19. Thus, the second statement in the Corollary
is a consequence of the fact that the geometric multiplicity of an eigenvalue li(x)
is equal to the rank of Ker(K − liI), and its algebraic multiplicity to the rank of
Ker(K − liI)

ρi . �

Due to the above corollary, and the spectral decomposition of the tangent spaces
of M given by

(32) TxM =

s
⊕

i=1

Di(x), Di(x) := Ker
(

K − liI
)ρi

(x),

as rank Di ≥ 2, i = 1, . . . s we conclude that the number of the distinct eigenvalues
of any Haantjes operator K of an ωH structure is not greater than n.

Definition 21. Given a 2n-dimensional ωH manifold, if the number of pointwise
distinct eigenvalues of a Haantjes operator K ∈ H is n, we shall say that such
operator is maximal.

Observe that the minimal polynomial of a maximal operator K ∈ H has the form

(33) mK(x, λ) =

n
∏

i=1

(

λ− li(x)
)ρi

.
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Lemma 22. A Haantjes operator K of a 2n-dimensional ωH manifold of class
m is maximal if and only if its minimal polynomial has degree m = n. Therefore,
its minimal polynomial is the product of n linear factors; thus, K is pointwise
semisimple.

Proof. As a consequence of Corollary 20, if K admits a Jordan chain of length ρi
associated with a given eigenvalue li(x), there must exist, for the same eigenvalue,
a “twin” Jordan chain of the same length. Consequently, the number of the Jordan
chains of length ρi associated to a given eigenvalue is even, and therefore ρi ≤ n.

Observe that K can be maximal if and only if ρi = 1, i = 1, . . . , n, due to Eq.
(33). In fact, in this case every eigendistribution of K has rank 2 and it is formed
by proper eigenvector fields. �

In the following, we shall present some properties of both algebraic and differential-
geometric nature for the Haantjes operators K ∈ H . Denote by

(34) Ei :=

s
⊕

j=1, j 6=i

Dj = Im
(

K − liI
)ρi

, i = 1, . . . , s,

the distribution of rank (2n − ri) spanned by all of the generalized eigenvectors
of a Haantjes operator K, except those associated with the eigenvalue li. Such a
distribution will be called a characteristic distribution of K. Let E◦

i denote the
module of one-forms that annihilate all vector fields of the distribution Ei.

Proposition 23. Given an ωH manifold, the relations

Ω(Dj) = E◦
j ⇔ Dj = P (E◦

j ) = E⊥
j ,(35)

Ω(Ej) = D◦
j ⇔ Ej = P (D◦

j ) = D⊥
j ,(36)

hold. Here E⊥
j and D⊥

j are the symplectic orthogonal distributions of Ej and Dj,
respectively.

Proof. Property (35) follows from the compatibility condition (29), taking into
account that the symplectic operator Ω is invertible. In fact, for each generalized
eigenvector field Yj ∈ Dj , the one-form ΩYj is a generalized eigenform of KT , as
one infers from the relation

(KT − ljI)
ρjΩYj

Prop.19
= Ω(K − ljI)

ρj Yj = 0.

Then, since

(37) Ker(KT − liI)
ρi =

(

Im
(

K − liI
)ρi

)◦
= E◦

i ,

we deduce that ΩYj(x) belongs to E◦
j (x). Since this subspace has the same dimen-

sion of Dj(x), we obtain Eq. (35). The companion relation (36) follows from Eq.
(35) jointly with the observation that, by construction, Ej(x) is a complementary
subspace of Dj(x) in TxM . �

Proposition 24. Given an ωH manifold, the distributions Dj of each K ∈ H

are integrable and of even rank. Their integral leaves are symplectic submanifolds
of M and are symplectically orthogonal to each other, namely

ω(Dj ,Dj) = symplectic(38)

ω(Dj ,Dk) = 0 j 6= k .(39)
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Proof. The distributions Dj are integrable due to the Haantjes Theorem [18] and
are of even rank by virtue of Corollary 20. Besides, they are symplectic as

Dj ∩ (Dj)
⊥ (36)

= Dj ∩ Ej = {0} .

Finally, property (39) follows from the fact that Dk ⊆ Ej
(36)
≡ D⊥

j , if j 6= k. �

Corollary 25. Given an Abelian ωH manifold, each integral leaf Dj of the eigen–
distribution Dj, j = 1, . . . , s, is an Abelian ωH submanifold.

Proof. As the Haantjes algebra H is Abelian by assumption, the submanifold Dj

is H -invariant. Therefore, each operator K ∈ H can be restricted to Dj , giving
rise to a Haantjes algebra of rank ≤ m. Finally, the compatibility condition (29)
holds since

KT
|Dj

Ω|Dj
= (KT Ω)|Dj

= (ΩK)|Dj
= Ω|Dj

K|Dj
∀K ∈ H .

�

The ωH manifold associated with the integral leaf Dj will be denoted by
(Dj , ω|Dj

,H|Dj
).

Below, we shall prove that Proposition (24) and Corollary (25) hold for the

intersections of the distributions D
(α)
iα

defined in Eq. (17). Precisely, let us consider
the distributions

(40) WI(α) := Wi1,...,iα := D
(1)
i1

⋂

. . .
⋂

D
(α)
iα

α = 1, . . . ,m,

which are integrable, being intersections of integrable distributions. Interestingly,
the integral leaves of such distributions are themselves ωH manifolds.

Proposition 26. Given an Abelian ωH manifold, the distributions WI(α) (40)
that have constant rank are integrable and of even rank. Their integral leaves
are symplectic submanifolds of M and are symplectically orthogonal to each other,
namely

ω
(

WI(α),WI(α)
)

= symplectic(41)

ω
(

WI(α),WI(β)
)

= 0 α 6= β .(42)

Moreover, they are ωH submanifolds of (M,ω,H ).

Proof. We prove the result by induction on the number α of the factors in the
intersection (40). First, observe that if α = 1, properties (41) and (42) are fulfilled
according to Proposition 24. Let us suppose that these properties are satisfied by
the distributions

(43) WI(α−1) = Wi1,...,iα−1 = D
(1)
i1

⋂

. . .
⋂

D
(α−1)
i(α−1)

, α > 1 ;

then we will prove that they hold true for the distributionsWI(α) = WI(α−1)

⋂

D
(α)
iα

.
To this aim, we consider the foliation WI(α−1) and a generic leaf WI(α−1) of it. Ob-
viously, the symplectic form ω can be restricted to WI(α−1), where it is still non
degenerate, by the induction assumption (41). Furthermore, asWI(α−1) is invariant
for the Haantjes algebra H , each element of H can be restricted to WI(α−1).
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Now, let us denote by H|WI(α−1)
the restriction of the Haantjes algebra to

WI(α−1). Over the leaf WI(α−1) the restricted compatibility condition holds true,
as ∀K ∈ H we have
(44)

(KT )|WI(α−1)
Ω|WI(α−1)

= (KT Ω)|WI(α−1)
= (ΩK)|WI(α−1)

= Ω|WI(α−1)
K |WI(α−1)

.

Therefore, the triple (WI(α−1), ω|WI(α−1)
,H|WI(α−1)

) is a ωH manifold.
Notice that the generalized eigendistribution WI(α) can be characterized at any

point by WI(α)(x) = Ker
(

Kα − l
(α)
iα

I
)ρi

|WI(α−1)
(x). Consequently, the rank of Wα

must be even due to Corollary 20. Moreover,

W⊥
I(α)(x) =

(

Ker
(

Kα − l
(α)
iα

I
)ρi

|WI(α−1)

)⊥
(x)

= P |WI(α−1)

(

(

Ker
(

Kα − l
(α)
iα

I
)ρi

|WI(α−1)

)◦)
(x) = (E

(α)
iα

)|WI(α)
(x) ,

where P |WI(α−1)
= (Ω|WI(α−1)

)−1. Therefore,

WI(α)
⋂

W⊥
I(α) = (D

(m)
im

)|WI(α−1)

⋂

(E
(α)
iα

)|WI(α−1)
= {0}

so that WI(α) is a symplectic foliation of M . Observe that condition (44) also holds
over any leaf WI(α). Therefore, we conclude that each integral leaf WI(α) of the dis-
tributionsWI(α) is again a ωH manifold; it will be denoted by (WI(α), ω|WI(α)

,H|WI(α)
).

To prove relation (42), let us compare WI(α) = D
(1)
i1

⋂

. . .
⋂

D
(α)
iα

with WJ (α) =

D
(1)
j1

⋂

. . .
⋂

D
(α)
jα

. We distinguish two possibilities: If, i1 6= j1, . . . , iα 6= jα, it

follows that WI(α) ⊆ W⊥
J (α) as D

(1)
i1

⊆ E
(1)
j1

= D⊥
j1
, . . . ,D

(1)
iα

⊆ E
(α)
jα

= (D
(α)
jα

)⊥.

Consequently, Eq. (42) holds true. Instead, if some indices coincide, say i1 =
j1, . . . , is = js, but is+1 6= js+1, . . . , iα 6= jα, we have:

WI(α) = (D
(1)
is+1

⋂

. . .
⋂

D
(α)
iα

)|D(1)
i1

⋂
...

⋂D(s)
is

, WJ (α) = (D
(1)
js+1

⋂

. . .
⋂

D
(α)
jα

)|D(1)
i1

⋂
...

⋂D(s)
is

,

therefore we go back to the previous case.
�

3.2. Darboux–Haantjes coordinates for ωH manifolds. We wish to show
that among the families of Haantjes coordinates defined in Section 2.3, there exist
sets of coordinates in which the symplectic form ω takes specifically the Darboux
form. In order to construct such Darboux-Haantjes coordinates, we first state the
following

Lemma 27. Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold and let

(45) {U, (x1,1, . . . , x1,2σ1 ; . . . ;xa,1, . . . , xa,2σa ; . . . ;xv,1, . . . , xv,2σv )}

be a local chart in M in which ω takes locally the block-form expression
(46)

ω =

2σ1
∑

i,j=1

ω
(1)
ij dx1,i∧dx1,j+ . . .+

2σa
∑

i,j=1

ω
(a)
ij dxa,i∧dxa,j+ . . .+

2σv
∑

i,j=1

ω
(v)
ij dxv,i∧dxv,j .

Then, its components satisfy the equations

(47)
∂ω

(a)
ij

∂xb,k
= 0 a 6= b , k = 1, . . . , 2σb .
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Proof. It is an immediate consequence of the fact that ω is a closed form. �

Theorem 28. Let (M,ω,H ) be an Abelian ωH manifold of class m. Among the
sets of Haantjes coordinates for H , there exist local charts in U ⊂ M with Darboux
coordinates

(48) (q1,p1, . . . , q
v,pv) ,

where

(q1,p1) = (q1,1, . . . , q1,σ1 , p1,1, . . . , p1,σ1); . . . ; (q
v,pv) = (qv,1, . . . , qv,σv , pv,1, . . . , pv,σv),

such that ω takes the Darboux form

(49) ω =

v
∑

a=1

σa
∑

i=1

dpa,i ∧ dqa,i .

Here σa = 1/2 rank(Va), and Va (a = 1, . . . , v) are the distributions defined in Eq.
(16).

Proof. Let us consider a Haantjes chart for H . It is adapted to the decomposition
(15) and has the form (45). In such a chart, each element of the Haantjes algebra
takes a block-diagonal form, due to Theorem 11. Besides, the distributions Va sat-
isfy the properties stated in Proposition 26 as they correspond to the distributions
Wα when α = m. Consequently, in each Haantjes chart, the symplectic form ω
takes the block form (46) as

ω

(

∂

∂xa,i
,

∂

∂xb,j

)

= 0 a 6= b, i = 1, . . . , 2σa, j = 1, . . . , 2σb ,

thanks to Eq. (42). Thus, its components satisfy property (47). Then, over the
leaves of every distribution Va one can find Darboux coordinates for the restriction
of the symplectic form, which is still symplectic, due to Eq. (41). Therefore, one
can collect such coordinates to obtain a local chart in M like (48), adapted to the
decomposition (15). In this chart, the symplectic form ω takes the Darboux form
(49) and each Haantjes operator K ∈ H still possesses a block-diagonal form. �

Definition 29. Given an ωH manifold, the local coordinates where all Haantjes
operators take simultaneously a block-diagonal form and, at the same time, the
symplectic form takes the Darboux form (49) are called Darboux–Haantjes (DH)
coordinates.

Definition 30. An ωH manifold (M,ω,H ) will be said to be semisimple if H is
a semisimple Haantjes algebra.

Corollary 31. In a semisimple Abelian ωH manifold (M,ω,H ), each K ∈ H

takes the diagonal form (31) in every set of Darboux–Haantjes coordinates.

Proof. Given a semisimple Abelian Haantjes algebra H , in each set of Haantjes
coordinates the operators K ∈ H take a diagonal form. Furthermore, due to
Theorem 28, among Haantjes coordinates there exist local charts in which the
symplectic form takes the Darboux form (49). In such DH coordinates, every K ∈
H takes the form (31) as a consequence of the compatibility condition (29). �
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3.3. Haantjes chains for ωH manifolds. The relevance of Haantjes chains in
the theory of ωH manifolds is due to the following

Lemma 32. Let (M,ω,H ) be an Abelian ωH manifold. Then the potential func-
tions Hα, whose differentials belong to all Haantjes chains generated by a single
function H, are in involution among each others and with H, w.r.t. the Poisson
bracket defined by the Poisson operator P = Ω−1.

Proof. In fact, we have
(50)

{Hα, Hβ} =< dHα,P dHβ >=< KT
αdH,PKT

β dH >=< dH,KαPKT
β dH >

Prop.19
= 0,

for α, β = 1, . . . ,m. The involution of Hα with H can be proved analogously. �

An interesting problem is to study both Lagrangian eigendistributions and their
associated Lagrangian foliations in an ωH manifold. To this aim, let us compare
the distribution DH , spanned by the vector fields annihilated by the codistribution
D◦

H defined by Eq. (26), with the distribution, denoted by D⊥
H , of the vector fields

symplectically orthogonal to those of DH . It is known that D⊥
H = P (D◦

H). Taking
into account Eq. (26) and Proposition 19, it turns out that

(51) D⊥
H = Span{K1 XH ,K2 XH , . . . ,Km XH},

where XH = P dH is the Hamiltonian vector field with Hamiltonian function H .
Thus, we deduce the following result.

Proposition 33. Let (M,ω,H ) be a 2n-dimensional Abelian ωH manifold, and
H be a smooth function on M . The relation

(52) D⊥
H ⊆ DH

holds, namely, DH is a coisotropic distribution and D⊥
H is an isotropic one. More-

over, if
rank(DH) = n,

they coincide and form a Lagrangian distribution.

Proof. Each vector field belonging to D⊥
H is annihilated by any 1-form belonging to

D◦
H as

< KT
αdH,KβXH >=< dH,KαKβP dH >

Prop.19
= 0, ∀Kα,Kβ ∈ H .

If rank(DH) = n, we also have rank
(

D◦
H

)

= n = rank
(

P
(

D◦
H)

)

. Therefore,

D⊥
H = DH . �

Proposition 34. Let (M,ω,H ) be a 2n-dimensional Abelian ωH manifold of
class m and H be a smooth function that generates a Haantjes chain of length
m. Then, the distribution DH (rs. D⊥

H) are integrable distributions and have a
coisotropic (rs. isotropic) foliation that we denote by DH (rs. D⊥

H). In particular,
if m = n, DH = D⊥

H is a Lagrangian foliation.

Proof. Let {H1, H2, . . . , Hm} be the potential functions of the Haantjes chain gen-
erated by H . They are in involution, due to Lemma 32; then, they are integral
functions of the coisotropic foliation DH . Consequently, the isotropic distribution
D⊥

H is also integrable. In particular, if m = n, then rank(DH) = rank(D⊥
H) = n.

Thus, from Eq. (52) it follows that DH = D⊥
H . �
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The following theorem clarifies the compatibility between a ωH manifold and a
set of functions in involution.

Theorem 35. Let (M,ω,H ) be a 2n-dimensional ωH Abelian manifold of class
m. Let {H1, H2, . . . , Hm} be a set of independent functions in involution and D◦ de-
note the codistribution spanned by their differentials. The functions {H1, H2, . . . , Hm}
form a Haantjes chain, generated by a smooth function H in involution with them,
if and only if H satisfies the condition

(53) D◦
H = D◦ .

Proof. Condition (53) is equivalent to require that D◦
H ⊆ D◦ as they both have,

by assumption, the same rank m. Thus, if such an inclusion is satisfied, DH is
integrable and its foliation is a coisotropic foliation due to Proposition 33. Moreover,
by virtue of Theorem 16, it follows that the function H generates the Haantjes chain
given by {dH1, dH2, . . . , dHm}.

Conversely, if {H1, H2, . . . , Hm} are the potential functions of a Haantjes chain

generated by H , as a consequence of Eq. (25) it follows that K̃
T

αdH = dHα ∈ D◦,
for α = 1, . . . ,m. Then, condition (53) is satisfied. �

3.4. Cyclic ωH manifolds. A particular, especially relevant family of Abelian
ωH manifolds is represented by the class of symplectic manifolds endowed with a
cyclic Haantjes algebra of rank m (see Sec. 2.2.1). This algebra is generated by
a single Haantjes operator L, assumed to satisfy the compatibility condition (29).
Taking into account Eq. (14), it is easy to prove that such condition holds true also
for each K ∈ L(L). In fact, representing K as a polynomial field in L, we have

ΩK = Ω pK(x,L) = pK(x,LT )Ω = KTΩ .

We shall say that these manifolds are cyclic ωH manifolds.
For a cyclic ωH manifold one can construct a special class of Haantjes chains.

Indeed, in this context, Theorem 16 amounts to say that a function H generates
the Haantjes chain

(54) dHα = KT
αdH = pα(L

T )dH α = 1, . . . ,m

if and only if the codistribution

(55) D◦
H = Span{dH,LTdH, . . . , (LT )m−1dH}

is integrable. The chain (54) will be said to be a cyclic Haantjes chain.
An important class of cyclic ωH manifolds is represented by ωN manifolds

[33, 27]. Let (M,ω,N) be a symplectic-Nijenhuis (or ωN) manifold, that is, a
manifold endowed with a symplectic form ω and a Nijenhuis operator N that
satisfy the following compatibility conditions

ΩN −NTΩ = 0 ,(56)

d(ΩN) = 0 .(57)

Here

(58) dΩ(X,Y ) = LX(Ω)Y −LY (Ω)X+d < ΩX,Y > +Ω [X,Y ] , ∀X,Y ∈ TM

and LX denotes the Lie derivative of a tensor field with respect to the vector field
X .
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Example 36. Let us suppose that the Nijenhuis operator N has its minimal poly-
nomial of degree m. Then, the ωN manifold M has a standard ωH structure,
given by

(M,ω,K1 = I,K2 = N , . . . , ,Km = Nm−1) ,

with a Haantjes algebra of rank m ≤ dim(M). In fact, each Nijenhuis operator N is
also a Haantjes operator; therefore, it generates the cyclic Haantjes algebra L(N ).
Besides, the algebraic compatibility condition (56) assures that for all Haantjes
operators

(59) K = pK(x,N ) =

m−1
∑

i=0

ai(x)N
i,

condition iii) of Definition 17 is fulfilled.
Furthermore, the differential condition (57) implies that for all K, the following

relation

(60) d(Ω,K)(X,Y ) =
m−1
∑

i=0

dai ∧ (ΩN i)(X,Y ) ∀X,Y ∈ TM

holds.

Note that the cyclic Haantjes chains on ωN manifolds coincide with the notion
of Nijenhuis chains [11] and of generalized Lenard chains, defined in [48, 53]. In

particular, if K̃α = Nα−1, the cyclic Haantjes chains coincide with the classical
Lenard-Magri chains [27] (see also the analysis of the Benenti systems in terms of
Killing-Stäckel in algebras [3]).

We shall now deepen into the relationship between the notion of cyclic Haantjes
algebras and the theory of ωH manifolds.

Proposition 37. Every semisimple 2n-dimensional Abelian ωH manifold (M,ω,H )
of class m is a cyclic ωH manifold. Moreover, each generator of H that belongs
to H must have h distinct eigenvalues, with h = m if I ∈ H , or h = m + 1
otherwise. In particular, if H has rank m = n, an operator K ∈ H is a generator
of H if and only if it is maximal. In this case, I ∈ H .

Finally, if a 2n-dimensional ωH manifold of class n is non-semisimple, then
none of its generators can be maximal.

Proof. The first and the second statement are a direct consequence of Proposition
13. In particular, if h = n, the cyclic algebra L(K) generated by a maximal operator
K ∈ H has rank n; therefore, it coincides with H ; thus, I ∈ H . Conversely, every
generator of H , being semisimple and having its minimum polynomial of degree n
(by virtue of the second statement), is maximal.

Finally, we observe that generators of non-semisimple Haantjes algebras cannot
be maximal, since maximal operators, due to Lemma 22, are semisimple. �

The following Proposition, which specializes the results of Proposition 13 and
Corollary 14 to the case of a semisimple 2n-dimensional Abelian ωH manifold of
class m, presents an explicit construction of a generator of H ; in particular, this
generator can be chosen to be a Nijenhuis operator.

Proposition 38. Let (M,ω,H ) be an Abelian 2n-dimensional semisimple ωH

manifold of class m. Let us consider the spectral decomposition (15) and a Darboux-
Haantjes chart {U, (qa,ja , pa,ja)}, a = 1, . . . , v, ja = 1, . . . , σa = 1

2rank(Va), adapted
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to the decomposition (15), namely

(61) Va = Span

{

∂

∂qa,ja
,

∂

∂pa,ja

}

.

Then, if m ≤ v ≤ n, each operator defined by

(62) L =

v
∑

a=1

λa(q, p)

σa
∑

ja=1

(

∂

∂qa,ja
⊗ dqa,ja +

∂

∂pa,ja
⊗ dpa,ja

)

is a generator of H , provided that {λ1(q, p), . . . , λv(q, p)} are arbitrary, pointwise
distinct smooth functions. Therefore, every operator K ∈ H can be written in the
form

(63) K =

m
∑

i=1

li
Πj 6=i(L− λjI)

Πj 6=i(λi − λj)
,

where li = li(q, p) are the eigenvalue fields of K. In particular, if

(64) λa(q, p) = λa(q
a,1, pa,1, . . . , q

a,σa , pa,σa) a = 1, . . . , v ,

the generator L is a Nijenhuis operator. This operator endows the manifold M with
a standard N structure, since it satisfies both conditions (56) and (57), as it can be
proved by a direct calculation

If v < m ≤ n, by means of a further decomposition of Va we can re-obtain the
case m ≤ v.

Finally, a generator L is maximal if and only if m = v = n. In this case, I ∈ H .

Proof. The inequality v > n cannot hold in an ωH manifold of class n because,
due to Proposition 26, the rank of each distribution Va can not be less than 2.
Therefore, we have that v ≤ n. Let us consider a Darboux-Haantjes chart of the
form (61), adapted to the decomposition (15) (whose existence is guaranteed by
Theorem 28). In this chart, if v ≥ m, the generator (22) takes the form (62) and it
can be a Nijenhuis operator, providing that its eigenvalues fields are chosen of the
form (64).

When v < m, a generator can still be constructed since, as in Proposition 13,
we can further decompose each distribution Va into a direct sum of 2-dimensional
sub-distributions

Va =

σa
⊕

i=1

Span

{

∂

∂qa,i
,

∂

∂pa,i

}

a = 1, . . . , v .

�

4. Complete Integrability and Haantjes structures

The aim of this Section is to prove the main result of this paper, namely the
equivalence between the existence of an ωH structure associated with a Hamil-
tonian system and its complete integrability in the sense of Liouville and Arnold.
In particular, we shall prove formula (1), which relates the Haantjes geometry of a
given integrable system with its dynamics. Also, we will show in a specific example
how the Haantjes formulation overcomes, for the vector fields under scrutiny, an
obstruction to the existence of a classical Lenard chain pointed out by R. Brouzet.

From now on, we will work with the distinguished basis {K̃1, . . . , K̃m}, and we

will drop off the tilde over K̃α for the sake of simplicity.



HAANTJES ALGEBRAS OF CLASSICAL INTEGRABLE SYSTEMS 21

4.1. Haantjes theorem for integrable systems. We propose a characterization
of the notion of integrability in the sense of Liouville–Arnold in terms of ωH

manifolds.

Theorem 39 (Liouville-Haantjes). Let M be a 2n-dimensional Abelian ωH man-
ifold of class n and {H1, H2, . . . , Hn} be smooth potential functions of a Haantjes
chain generated by a function H. Then, the foliation generated by these functions is
Lagrangian. Consequently, each Hamiltonian system, with Hamiltonian functions
H and Hα, 1 ≤ α ≤ n, is integrable by quadratures.

Conversely, let us consider a completely integrable system with n degrees of free-
dom, defined by a Hamiltonian H and a set of n integrals of motion {H1, . . . , Hn},
in involution and independent among each other. Let {(Jk, φk)}, k = 1, . . . , n, de-
note a set of action-angle variables, with associated frequencies νk(J) :=

∂H
∂Jk

. If H
is non degenerate, that is

(65) det

(

∂νk
∂Ji

)

= det

(

∂2H

∂Ji∂Jk

)

6= 0 ,

then M admits, in any tubular neighbourhood of an Arnold torus, a semisimple
ωH structure whose Haantjes algebra is generated by the operators

(66) Kα =

n
∑

i=1

ν
(α)
i (J)

νi(J)

(

∂

∂Ji
⊗ dJi +

∂

∂φi
⊗ dφi

)

α = 1, . . . , n ,

where ν
(α)
i (J) are the frequencies of the (α) − nth linear flow.

Proof. To prove the first statement, by virtue of the classical Liouville-Arnold theo-
rem, it is sufficient to note that the functions Hα belonging to a Haantjes chain are
in involution w.r.t. the Poisson bracket defined by the symplectic form ω, thanks
to Lemma 32.

Let us prove the converse statement. The integrals of motion {H1, . . . , Hn}
are all assumed to be independent smooth functions on an open dense subset of
the phase space, in involution among each others and with H . Due to the cel-
ebrated Arnold theorem [2], the 2n-dimensional phase space is foliated by leaves
whose compact connected components are invariant tori. Also, at least in any tubu-
lar neighbourhood of each torus, there exists a set of action-angle (AA) variables
{(Ji, φi)}, such that the symplectic 2-form reads

(67) ω =
n
∑

i=1

dJi ∧ dφi .

Owing to condition (65), the set {H1, . . . , Hn} depends on the action variables only
[2]. Then, the functions Hα take the generic form

(68) Hα = Hα(J), α = 1, . . . , n.

With these data, we shall construct a semisimple and Abelian ωH structure asso-
ciated with the given integrable system.

As a basis of the Haantjes algebra we wish to construct, we can take the following
diagonal operators in the action-angle coordinates

(69) Kα =

n
∑

i=1

l
(α)
i (J)

(

∂

∂Ji
⊗ dJi +

∂

∂φi
⊗ dφi

)

α = 1, . . . , n ,
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where l
(α)
i are arbitrary smooth functions. They comply with Definition 5 and fulfil

the compatibility condition (29).
Moreover, we impose that the integrals of motion {H1, H2, . . . , Hn} form a Haan-

tjes chain generated by H , i.e.

(70) KT
αdH = dHα , α = 1, . . . , n .

Being Kα diagonal in the AA variables, such conditions are equivalent to the

following system of 2n algebraic equations in the n indeterminate functions: l
(α)
i

(71) l
(α)
i

∂H

∂Ji
=

∂Hα

∂Ji
, i = 1, . . . , n.

(72) l
(α)
i

∂H

∂φi
=

∂Hα

∂φi
, i = 1, . . . , n.

Obviously, Eqs. (72) are trivially satisfied, so that only Eqs. (71) have to be taken
into account. Without loss of generality, we assume that νi, i = 1, . . . , n, are non-
vanishing functions. Then, equations (71) imply that the eigenvalues of the α-th
operator must be the ratio between the frequencies associated to the α-th integral of
motion and to the Hamiltonian, respectively. It is easy to prove that the Haantjes
operators so obtained are linearly independent, due to the independence of the
integrals of motion. Consequently, the Haantjes algebra involved in the Haantjes
chain (70) is generated by the distinguished basis of operators (66). �

There is a natural relation between AA variables and DH coordinates in the
Haantjes geometry, as clarified by

Proposition 40. Any set of AA variables for a completely integrable system is a
set of DH coordinates for the ωH manifold given by the symplectic form ω and the
Haantjes diagonal algebra generated by the operators (66).

Remark 41. The Haantjes operators (66) exist without any restriction on the
form of the Hamiltonian function H, except for the non-degeneracy condition (65).
However, if one wishes to construct a Nijenhuis recursion operator N for H, i.e.
a Nijenhuis operator that, at the same time, provides a classical Lenard chain

(73) dHα = (NT )αdH α = 1, . . . , n,

and has the natural vector fields
(

∂
∂Ji

, ∂
∂φi

)

as eigenvectors, then the Hamiltonian

function must take necessarily the separated form

(74) H(J) =

n
∑

k=1

Hk(Jk) ,

where Hk(Jk) is a smooth function of the single action variable Ji (see [33], [35]).

Remark 42. The non constant eigenvalues l
(α)
i (x) of the Haantjes operators (66)

Kα, α = 1, 2, . . . , n, depending only on action variables, are integrals of motion for
the Hamiltonian vector field XH , i.e. their Lie derivatives along the flow of XH

vanishes:

LXH l
(α)
i = 0.
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However, this property does not imply that the Haantjes operators are invariant
along the flow of XH , as

(75) LXHKα =

n
∑

i,k=1

(

l
(α)
i − l

(α)
k

) ∂νi
∂Jk

∂

∂φi
⊗ dJk .

4.2. The analysis of Brouzet. In [7], R. Brouzet studied the existence of a Ni-
jenhuis recursion operator for a completely integrable system, that is a Nijenhuis
operator compatible with ω and fulfilling the requirement

LXH (N) = 0 .

Notice that this requirement is not satisfied by the Haantjes operators (66), ac-
cording to Eq. (75). Brouzet proved that the existence of a Nijenhuis recursion
operator for XH in a tubular neighbourhood of a Liouville torus implies very strong
restrictions on the form of its Hamiltonian function. Accordingly, he presented an
example of an integrable system with two degrees of freedom that does not admit
a recursion operator compatible with the original symplectic structure. Here we
show that such example does admit a simple formulation in the context of the ωH

geometry.
In his analysis, Brouzet considered the symplectic manifold M = R

2 × T
2, with

the action variables (J1, J2) ∈ R
2, the angles (φ1, φ2) on the bi-dimensional torus

T
2, and the Hamiltonian function

(76) H = J1(1 + J2
2 ) ,

which is not of the form (74) and is non degenerate in the dense open submanifold
M ′ := {m ∈ M : J2 6= 0}. The corresponding Hamiltonian vector field

(77) XH = (1 + J2
2 )

∂

∂φ1
+ 2J1J2

∂

∂φ2

is completely integrable, since any smooth function depending only on the action
variables is an integral of motion for it. For instance, let us take

(78) H1 = J1 , H2 = J2 ,

which on M ′ are functionally independent among each others. One can easily
verify that the two Hamiltonian functions in involution {H1, H2} are the potential
functions of a Haantjes chain w.r.t. the ωH structure given by the standard
symplectic form

(79) ω = dJ1 ∧ dφ1 + dJ2 ∧ dφ2

and by the Haantjes operators
(80)

K1 =
1

(1 + J2
2 )

(

∂

∂J1
⊗ dJ1 +

∂

∂φ1
⊗ dφ1

)

, K2 =
1

2J1J2

(

∂

∂J2
⊗ dJ2 +

∂

∂φ2
⊗ dφ2

)

,

which are constructed in the open submanifold of M ′ where J1 6= 0 according to
the formulae (66).

It is interesting to observe that the authors of [24] have by-passed the Brouzet
obstruction to the existence of a Njenhuis recursion operator for the Hamiltonian
(76) (and for other examples presented in [8]) by using a different strategy. Their
approach consists in looking for a Njenhuis recursion operator compatible with a
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symplectic structure alternative to the original one. Instead, in our theory, the
Haantjes operators are compatible with the original symplectic structure.

5. Integrable models, wave equation and Haantjes geometry

Given the equivalence between complete integrability of a Hamiltonian system
and the existence of an associated ωH structure, we can use this equivalence in two
ways: to construct integrable models from a given Haantjes geometry (the direct
problem) or, conversely, to determine the Haantjes geometry of a given integrable
system (the inverse problem). In this section, we will adopt the first point of view,
in order to show the flexibility of the Haantjes approach in applicative contexts.
We consider the simplest case of a manifold M of dimension 4 and of a Haantjes
algebra of class 2, whose basis is {I,K} for a suitable K. Indeed, by searching for
Haantjes chains w.r.t. such a distinguished basis, we are able to define families of
associated integrable models.

Precisely, we will show that by means of the Haantjes geometry, solutions of the
two-dimensional wave equation can be used to define new integrable systems.

Theorem 43. Let ξ = x+y√
2
, η = x−y√

2
, pξ =

px+py√
2

, pη =
px−py√

2
be characteristic

coordinates and momenta in an open set of M . The Hamiltonian

(81) H = H1(ξ, η, pξ, pη) = f(η) + g(ξ) + F (pη) +G(pξ)

where f , g, F , G are arbitrary functions of their arguments, is integrable and admits
the first integral of motion

(82) H2(ξ, η, pξ, pη) = −f(η) + g(ξ)− F (pη) +G(pξ).

Proof. Consider the uniform Haantjes operator in Cartesian coordinates and mo-
menta

(83) K =
∂

∂x
⊗ dy +

∂

∂y
⊗ dx+

∂

∂px
⊗ dpy +

∂

∂py
⊗ dpx .

We construct the Haantjes chain

(84) KTdH = dH2.

This chain is defined by the differential relations
{

∂H1

∂py
= ∂H2

∂px
,

∂H1

∂px
= ∂H2

∂py
,

{

∂H1

∂y = ∂H2

∂x ,
∂H1

∂x = ∂H2

∂y .
(85)

These equations can be combined to define the wave equations

(86) Hi,pxpx −Hi,pypy = 0, Hi,xx −Hi,yy = 0, i = 1, 2 .

Therefore the Hamiltonian functions

(87) H1(x, y, px, py) = F (px − py) +G(px + py) + f(x− y) + g(x+ y)

and

(88) H2(x, y, px, py) = −F (px − py) +G(px + py)− f(x− y) + g(x+ y) ,

where F,G, f, g are arbitrary smooth functions of their arguments, define a com-
pletely integrable system, separable in the coordinates (ξ, η, pξ, pη). �
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Example 44. Choosing the functions F,G, f, g as a power of their arguments, we
get the interesting family of models

H1 = (px − py)
n + (px + py)

n + (x− y)m + (x+ y)m , n,m ∈ N(89)

H2 = −(px − py)
n + (px + py)

n − (x− y)m + (x + y)m .(90)

For n = 2, the Hamiltonian function H1 is quadratic in the momenta and corre-
sponds to a class of separable systems that have been discussed in [43] (page 81). In
particular, for n = 2,m = 3 one obtains the Sawada-Kotera system [1]. For n > 2
we have, to the best of our knowledge, a new family of integrable systems.

The direct method outlined in this section can be widely adopted to generate
new models from known Haantjes operators. However, an exhaustive analysis of
this approach is out of the scopes of the present work.

6. The inverse problem for systems with two degrees of freedom

In this Section, we deal with the inverse problem. More precisely, given a set of
independent functions in involution, we will construct by means of them a Haantjes
algebra compatible with the symplectic form. In other words, we shall determine
a Haantjes algebra for an assigned integrable system, represented in physical vari-
ables.

6.1. A general procedure. Let us consider the simplest case of Hamiltonian sys-
tems with two degrees of freedom. We propose a general procedure allowing us to
determine a Haantjes algebra with identity and of class 2, associated to the Haant-
jes chain formed by the differentials of the two given integrals of motion. We search
for a generator of such Haantjes algebra, that is to say a Haantjes operator L whose
minimal polynomial is of degree two (namely, the maximum degree allowed by our
assumptions):

(91) mL(x, λ) := λ2 − c1(x)λ − c2(x) ,

where c1(x) =
1
2Trace(L), c2(x) = −

√

det(L). Let us note that such a requirement
does not imply the semisimplicity of L (unless the existence of two real, distinct
roots of mL(x, λ) is also assumed).

Remark 45. In the case n = 2, any non-isotropic (that is L1 6= l(x)I) Haantjes
operator, compatible with the symplectic form, is a generator of the cyclic Haantjes
algebra L(L1) = Span{I,L1}. Besides, any other generator of L(L1) has the form

(92) L2 = fI + gL1 ,

where f and g are arbitrary smooth functions, with g nowhere vanishing. In fact,

(93) det(L2 − λI) = det(fI + gL1 − λI) = gn det

(

L1 −
λ− f

g
I

)

.

Therefore, the eigenvalues λ
(1)
i of L1 and λ

(2)
i of L2 are related by the affine equa-

tions

(94) λ
(2)
i = f + g λ

(1)
i i = 1, 2 ;

consequently, λ
(1)
1 = λ

(1)
2 ⇔ λ

(2)
1 = λ

(2)
2 . Then, we can conclude that the Haantjes

algebra (even if non-semisimple) contains a maximal generator if and only if all of
its generators are maximal.
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The procedure can be sketched as follows. Given two independent integrals of
motion in involution {H1 = H,H2}, we look for an operator L with the following
properties:

i) it is compatible with the symplectic form

(95) LTΩ = ΩL ;

ii) it provides us with a Haantjes chain for the integrals

(96) LT dH = dH2 ;

iii) it is a Haantjes operator

(97) HL(X,Y ) = 0 ∀X,Y ∈ TM .

The algebraic compatibility condition (95) is very strong: chosen a set of Darboux
coordinates, it allows us to reduce the number of unknown components of the
operator L from 16 to 6. We obtain that it must have the form

(98) L =









l11 l12 0 l14
l21 l22 −l14 0
0 l32 l11 l21

−l32 0 l12 l22









,

where lij are unknown arbitrary functions on M . Note that the form (98) for L

guarantees that condition (91) is satisfied. The relations (96), still algebraic, provide
us with a system of 4 algebraic equations in the 6 unknown functions; it turns out
that only 3 equations are independent; thus we are left with 3 unknown functions.
The vanishing of the Haantjes torsion (97) of L provides us with an over-determined
system of 24 PDEs of first order, which can be managed with some suitable ansätze.
For instance, some homogeneity properties for the components of L can be assumed.

6.2. On the superintegrable Post-Winternitz system. By means of the pro-
cedure described above, we can discuss now the inverse problem for a system which
recently has attracted much attention: the Post-Winternitz (PW) system [44]. In-
deed, it is a maximally superintegrable system [36] with integrals of motion cubic
and quartic in the momenta. As a consequence of maximal superintegrability, its
bounded orbits are closed and periodic. Thus, as any superintegrable system, it
does not fulfil the non degeneracy condition (65), so that Theorem 39 cannot be
applied. Despite its regularity properties, separation variables for the PW system
are not known. Since it does not belong to the classical Stäckel family of Hamilton-
ian functions quadratic in the momenta, the PW system is certainly not separable
by an extended point transformation.

Let us consider a set of canonical coordinates (x, y, px, py); the Hamiltonian
system with Hamiltonian function

(99) H = H1 =
1

2
(p2x + p2y) + a

x

y
2
3

a ∈ R , y 6= 0 ,

admits the two independent integrals of motion

(100) H2 = 2p3x + 3p2ypx + a

(

9y
1
3 py + 6

x

y
2
3

px

)
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and

(101) H3 = p4y − 12ay
1
3 pxpy + 4a

x

y
2
3

p2y − 2a2
(

9y2/3 −
2x2

y
4
3

)

.

We shall prove that these integrals form the two different Haantjes chains {dH1, dH2}
and {dH1, dH3}; each of them is sufficient to guarantee the complete integrability
of the PW system.

By performing the extended-point canonical transformation

(102) q1 = y
1
3 , q2 =

x

y
2
3

, p1 = 2
x

y
1
3

px + 3y
2
3 py , p2 = y

2
3 px ,

we reduce the Hamiltonian functions to a rational form; from it we infer the weights
of the three components of (98) (still unknown after having imposed the conditions

(96)). As a result of the previous approach, we get the ωH manifold (ω, I,K
(PW )
2 )

associated with the Haantjes chain {dH, dH2}, where

(103) K
(PW )
2 = 3









2px py 0 3y
0 2px −3y 0
0 0 2px 0
0 0 py 2px









,

once written in the original coordinates (x, y, px, py). Similarly, we obtain a second

ωH structure (ω, I,K
(PW )
3 ) associated with the Haantjes chain {dH, dH3}, where

(104)

K
(PW )
3 = 4











p2y + 2a x
y2/3 −(pxpy + 3ay1/3) 0 −3ypx

0 p2y + 2a x
y2/3 3ypx 0

0 0 p2y + 2a x
y2/3 0

0 0 −(pxpy + 3ay1/3) p2y + 2a x
y2/3











.

Although both K
(PW )
2 and K

(PW )
3 have a minimal polynomial of degree 2, they

are not semisimple, since each of them possesses a sigle eigenvalue of algebraic mul-
tiplicity equal to 4, with two proper eigenvectors and two generalized eigenvectors.

Moreover, neither of the two non-semisimple Haantjes algebras generated by

{I,K
(PW )
2 } and {I,K

(PW )
3 } admits a maximal generator, by Remark 45. How-

ever, their two Haantjes chains assure the superintegrability of the PW model.

Thus, the existence of K
(PW )
2 and K

(PW )
3 shows that the Haantjes theory can be

naturally applied to non-Stäckel systems which do not possess any evident separa-
bility structure, even when they do not satisfy the non-degeneracy condition (65).

Furthermore, one can verify that the set {I,K
(PW )
2 ,K

(PW )
3 } is still a basis of a

Haantjes algebra. However, this algebra is non-Abelian, therefore it does not admit
a generator. Thus, the PW system is a remarkable example of a superintegrable
system admitting a non Abelian ωH structure of rank 3.

Remark 46. Once the algebra H associated with an integrable system is deter-
mined, assuming that it is Abelian a theorem proved in [49] guarantees that there
exists a local chart where all Haantjes operators can be put in diagonal form (if
H is semisimple) or in a block-diagonal form (if it is not). This fact is crucial in
order to find separation variables [46], whenever they exist, or, more generally, to
study partial separability [47], [9].
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Remark 47. The procedure described above can also be applied to the case when
an Hamiltonian function is given, but no integrals of motion are known. In this
situation, Eq. (96) for the Haantjes chain can be used to construct, in principle,
both the integrals of motion (if they exist) and the corresponding Haantjes operators.

7. The stationary reduction of the seventh-order KdV flow
revisited

In this section, in order to show the large range of applicability of the theory
previously developed, we shall discuss an important example of Hamiltonian inte-
grable system, defined on a six-dimensional symplectic manifold, which is obtained
as a stationary reduction of the seventh-order equation of the Korteweg de Vries
(KdV) hierarchy.

In [52], a method to obtain the Poisson pencil P1 − λP0 of the stationary flows
of the KdV hierarchy was presented. In [37], this method was applied to construct
the stationary reduction of the seventh-order equation of the hierarchy. The re-
stricted Poisson pencil turns out to be a degenerate pencil of co-rank one in a seven
dimensional manifold M(7), being therefore a Gelfand-Zakarevich system [16]. It
possesses a polynomial Casimir function of length four, starting with a Casimir of
P0 and ending with a Casimir of P1. Then, a Marsden-Ratiu reduction procedure
[34], similar to the one used in other cases [52, 39, 40], was performed to each six-
dimensional symplectic leaf S0 of the Poisson tensor P0, in order to get rid of the
Casimir of P0.
Furthermore, by restricting the polynomial Casimir function to S0, one of the
present authors was able to obtain in [37] three Hamiltonian functions in involution
which in the Darboux chart (q1, q2, q3, p1, p2, p3) read

H = H1 = p1p2 +
1

2
p23 −

5

8
q41 +

5

2
q21q2 +

1

2
q1q

2
3 −

1

2
q22 ,

(105)

H2 =
1

2
p21 + p1p2q1 + p23q1 − p22q2 − p2p3q3 −

1

2
q51 −

1

4
q21q

2
3 +

1

2
q2q

2
3 + 2q1q

2
2 ,

H3 =
1

2
p23q

2
1 + p23q2 − p1p3q3 − p2p3q1q3 +

1

2
p22q

2
3 +

1

2
q31q

2
3 − q1q2q

2
3 −

1

8
q43 .

However, as typically happens in the case of Gelfand-Zakarevich systems, the
reduced integrable Hamiltonian systems on S0 do not possess a bi-Hamiltonian
description but a ωN one [12]. Nevertheless, they can also be described in the
context of our new theory. In fact, we search for a generator L of a cyclic Haantjes
algebra H of rank 3, therefore with the minimal polynomial of degree 3:

(106) mL(x, λ) := λ3 − c1(x)λ
2 − c2(x)λ− c3(x) .

To this aim, we follow a procedure whose first step is analogous to the one performed
in two degrees of freedom. We look for an operator K2 that satisfies

KT
2 Ω = ΩK2 ,(107)

KT
2 dH = dH2 ,(108)

HK2(X,Y ) = 0 ∀X,Y ∈ TM .(109)
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Condition (107) allows us to reduce the unknown components of the operator K2

from 36 to 15. Under the simplest ansatz that the remaining elements of K2

are linear in the Darboux coordinates (q1, q2, q3, p1, p2, p3), we find the following,
unique solution of Eqs. (107), (108) and (109):

(110) K2 =

















q1 1 0 0 0 0
−2q2 q1 −q3 0 0 0
−q3 0 2q1 0 0 0
0 −p2 −p3 q1 −2q2 −q3
p2 0 0 1 q1 0
p3 0 0 0 −q3 2q1

















.

Since K2 is a maximal semisimple Haantjes operator in the points where the dis-
criminant ∆ of its minimal polynomial

(111) ∆ = −(8 q41q2 + 4 q31q
2
3 + 32 q21q

2
2 + 72 q1q2q

2
3 + 27 q43 + 32 q32)

is positive, then, by virtue of Proposition 37, it generates a cyclic Haantjes algebra
H . Thus, we search for another Haantjes operator K3 such that

K3 = fI + gL+ hL2 , L = K2 ,(112)

KT
3 dH = dH3 ,(113)

where f , g, h are suitable smooth functions on M to be determined. The unique
solution is K3 = (q21 + 2q2) I − 2q1L+L2, therefore
(114)

K3 =

















0 0 −q3 0 0 0
q23 0 −q1q3 0 0 0

−q1q3 −q3 q21 + 2q2 0 0 0
0 0 p2q3 − p3q1 0 q23 −q1q3
0 0 −p3 0 0 −q3

−(p2q3 − p3q1) p3 0 −q3 −q1q3 q21 + 2q2

















.

Thus, {K1 = I,K2,K3} is a distinguished basis of the cyclic Abelian Haantjes
algebra of rank 3 generated by L = K2, which provides us with the Haantjes chain
{dH1, dH2, dH3}.

8. Future Perspectives

The extension of the present theory to the case of quantum integrable systems
is a nontrivial task. This research line would pave the way to an algebraic in-
terpretation of the notion of Haantjes integrability developed here, in terms of
infinite-dimensional commuting operators on a Hilbert separable space of quantum
states.

Also, it would be interesting to compare the geometric structures underlying the
vision offered here with the intrinsic, purely algebraic structures developed in [23],
in the context of nilpotent integrability.

We mention that new ωH structures have been recently found in Ref. [19],
which is based on an earlier version of this article.

An in-depth analysis of the case of superintegrable systems [51], especially max-
imally superintegrable ones, has been performed [46]. Along these lines, we also
wish to construct a generalization of our approach to the study of the geometry of
certain classical systems, as the abovementioned Post-Winternitz model of Section



30 PIERGIULIO TEMPESTA AND GIORGIO TONDO

6.2, that do not possess any known system of separation coordinates. We believe
that our theory can offer a proper language in which the study of separability can
be formulated and carried out.
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[10] T. Daudé, N. Kamran and F. Nicoleau, Separability and symmetry operators for Painlevé
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[34] J. E. Marsden, T. Ratiu, Reduction of Poisson Manifolds, Lett. Math. Phys. 11, 161–169

(1986).
[35] H. P. McKean, Compatible Brackets in Hamiltonian Mechanics. In: Fokas, T., Zakharov, V.E.

(eds.) Important Development in Soliton Theory, 344–354, Springer Ser. Nonlinear Dynamics,
Springer, Berlin, (1993).

[36] W. Miller Jr., S. Post and P. Winternitz, Classical and Quantum Superintegrability with

Applications, J. Phys. A, 46, 423001 (2013).
[37] C. Morosi, G. Tondo, Quasi–bi–Hamiltonian systems and separability, J . Phys. A 30, 2799-

2806 (1997).
[38] C. Morosi, G. Tondo, On a class of dynamical systems both quasi–bi–Hamiltonian and bi–

Hamiltonian, Phys. Lett. A 247, 59-64 (1998).
[39] C. Morosi, G. Tondo, The quasi-bi-Hamiltonian formulation of the Lagrange top, J. Phys. A

35, 1741-1750 (2002).
[40] C. Morosi, G. Tondo, Separation of Variables in multi–Hamiltonian systems: an application

to the Lagrange top, Theor. Math. Phys. 137, 1550-1560, (2003).
[41] A. Nijenhuis, Xn−1-forming sets of eigenvectors, Indag. Mathematicae 54, 200-212 (1951).
[42] A. Nijenhuis, Jacobi–type identities for bilinear differential concomitants of certain tensor

fields I,II, Indag. Math 17, 390-397, 398-403 (1955).
[43] A.M. Perelomov, Integrable Systems of Classical Mechanics and Lie Algebras, Birkäuser,
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Superintegrability in Classical and Quantum Systems, Montréal, CRM proceedings and Lec-
ture Notes, AMS, vol. 37 (2004).

[52] G. Tondo, On the integrability of stationary and restricted flows of the KdV hierarchy, J.
Phys. A 28, 5097-5115, (1995).

[53] G. Tondo, Generalized Lenard chains and multi–separability of the Smorodinsky-Winternitz

system, J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 482, paper n. 012042, 10 pages (2014).
[54] G. Tondo, C. Morosi, Bi-Hamiltonian manifolds, quasi–bi–Hamiltonian systems and Sepa-

ration of Variables, Rep. Math. Phys. 44, 255-266 (1999).
[55] G. Tondo, P. Tempesta, Haantjes structures for the Jacobi-Calogero model and the Benenti

Systems, SIGMA 12, paper n. 023, 18 pages (2016).
[56] G. Tondo, Haantjes Algebras of the Lagrange top, Theor. Math. Phys. 196, 1366-1379 (2018).
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