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BIHAMILTONIAN STRUCTURE OF THE DR HIERARCHY IN THE

SEMISIMPLE CASE

ALEXANDR BURYAK AND PAOLO ROSSI

Abstract. We prove that the double ramification (DR) hierarchy of a homogeneous semisim-
ple cohomological field theory (CohFT) with metric η is bihamiltonian with respect to the
Poisson operator η−1∂x and a second Poisson operator introduced in a previous work of ours
in collaboration with S. Shadrin. This second Poisson operator has a simple and explicit ex-
pression in terms of the generating function of intersection numbers of the CohFT with the DR
cycle and the top Hodge class λg. Our proof is based on two recently proved results: the equiv-
alence of the double ramification hierarchy and the Dubrovin-Zhang hierarchy of a semisimple
CohFT under Miura transformation and the polynomiality of the second Poisson bracket of the
DZ hierarchy of a homogeneous semisimple CohFT. In particular our second Poisson bracket
coincides through DR/DZ equivalence with the second Poisson bracket of the DZ hierarchy,
hence providing a remarkably explicit approach to their bihamiltonian structure.

1. Introduction

In [DZ01] Dubrovin and Zhang present a construction associating an integrable hierarchy
of Hamiltonian evolutionary PDEs in one space variable to a semisimple cohomological field
theory (CohFT) on the moduli spaces of stable curves. This integrable system is called the
Dubrovin-Zhang (DZ) hierarchy, it is tau-symmetric and (the logarithm of) the tau-function of
one of its solutions coincides with the potential of the CohFT (the generating function of the
intersection numbers of the CohFT with monomials in the psi-classes). One key fact is that
the DZ hierarchy is, in an appropriate sense, nonsingular, meaning that Hamiltonians, Poisson
structure and, consequently, the equations themselves are essentially polynomial in the spatial
derivatives of the dependent variables. This polynomiality is not trivial a priori and was proved
in [BPS12].

As explained in [BPS12] the hierarchy can be defined starting from the genus 0 part of the
CohFT (as the principal hierarchy of the corresponding Dubrovin–Frobenius manifold). The
principal hierarchy is the dispersionless part of the DZ hierarchy. The full DZ hierarchy is
defined as the dispersionless part expressed in new coordinates via a coordinate transformation
determined (in terms of the tau function) by higher genus geometric data. This coordinate
transformation, however, is singular in the spatial derivatives. Polynomiality for the full hier-
archy, for the Hamiltonians and for its Poisson structure then corresponds to a series of highly
nontrivial cancellations of the singular terms originating from applying the singular coordinate
change to their regular dispersionless limit.

When the semisimple CohFT is homogeneous, Dubrovin defined in [Dub96] a bihamiltonian
structure for the principal hierarchy of the corresponding homogeneous Dubrovin–Frobenius
manifold. Similar to what happens for the Hamiltonians and the first Poisson structure, poly-
nomiality of the Poisson structure for the full DZ hierarchy obtained applying the singular
coordinate change to Dubrovin’s second Poisson bracket is a nontrivial fact which was only
recently proved in [LWZ21].

In [Bur15] the first named author introduced another construction of a Hamiltonian tau-
symmetric integrable hierarchy, called double ramification (DR) hierarchy, from a CohFT,
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employing intersection theory of the CohFT with the DR cycle in the moduli space of stable
curves. The construction is more general (it doesn’t need semisimplicity and can be applied to
partial CohFTs too), but in the semisimple case it was conjectured in [Bur15, BDGR18] that
the DR and DZ hierarchies coincide after a regular (polynomial) coordinate transformation.
This conjecture was transformed into a geometric statement about the validity of certain rela-
tions in the tautological ring of the moduli spaces of curves [BDGR18, BDGR20, BGR19] and
proved in [BLS24].

In [BRS21], in a collaboration with S. Shadrin, we conjectured a formula for a second Poisson
structure for the DR hierarchy of a homogeneous CohFT which would make it bihamiltonian.
This formula is an explicit and relatively simple closed expression in the generating function of
intersection numbers of the DR cycle with the top Chern class of the Hodge bundle and the ho-
mogeneous CohFT. We could prove compatibility with the first Poisson bracket and gave some
evidence of the bihamiltonian recursion for the hierarchy with respect to these two operators,
but, in particular, we could not prove that our expression for the second bracket satisfies the
Jacobi identity. Notice that, in light of the above mentioned equivalence between the DR and
the DZ hierarchies, the regular coordinate transformation connecting the two hierarchies can
be used to transport the bihamiltonian structure of the DZ hierarchy to the DR side, and our
idea was that our second conjecturally Poisson operator would reproduce that bihamiltonian
structure.

In this paper we prove this fact. The main idea is to study the singular coordinate transforma-
tion obtained by composing the singular coordinate transformation sending the dispersionless
part of the DZ hierarchy (i.e. the principal hierarchy of the underlying Dubrovin–Frobenius
manifold) to the full DZ hierarchy and the regular coordinate transformation connecting the
DZ to the DR hierarchy. In Lemma 6.2 we prove that, in an appropriate sense, this composite
transformation connecting the principal hierarchy to the DR hierarchy has no regular part (is
purely singular in the language of this paper). In particular, when we apply it to Dubrovin’s
dispersionless second Poisson bracket of the principal hierarchy, this purely singular transfor-
mation produces mostly singular terms and only of handful of regular terms for the transformed
bracket. At this point we make use of the above mentioned result of [LWZ21] stating that the
second Poisson bracket of the DZ hierarchy is polynomial, and so is its transformation through
the (regular) DR/DZ equivalence proved in [BLS24]. This means that all the above mentioned
singular terms produced in the transformation have to vanish and only the handful of regular
terms remain, which coincide with the formula we introduced in [BRS21].

Notation and conventions.

• We use the standard convention of sum over repeated Greek indices.

• When it doesn’t lead to a confusion, we use the symbol ∗ to indicate any value, in the
appropriate range, of a sub- or superscript.

• For a nonnegative integer n, let [n] := {1, . . . , n}.

• For a topological space X , we denote by H i(X) the cohomology groups with coefficients
in C. Let He(X) :=

⊕
i≥0H

2i(X). By Deg : H∗(X) → H∗(X) we denote the operator

that acts on H i(X) by the multiplication by i
2
.

• We will work with the moduli spaces Mg,n of stable algebraic curves of genus g with n
marked points, which are nonempty only when the condition 2g− 2+n > 0 is satisfied.
We will often omit mentioning this condition explicitly, and silently assume that it is
satisfied when a moduli space is considered.
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2. DR hierarchy

Definition 2.1 ([KM94]). A cohomological field theory (CohFT) is a family of linear maps

cg,n : V
⊗n → He(Mg,n), g, n ≥ 0, 2g − 2 + n > 0,

where V is an arbitrary finite dimensional vector space, together with a special element e ∈ V ,
called the unit, and a symmetric nondegenerate bilinear form η : V ×V → C, called the metric,
such that the following axioms are satisfied:

(i) The maps cg,n are equivariant with respect to the Sn-actions permuting the n copies
of V in V ⊗n and the n marked points in Mg,n, respectively.

(ii) π∗ (cg,n(⊗
n
i=1vi)) = cg,n+1(⊗

n
i=1vi ⊗ e) for v1, . . . , vn ∈ V , where π : Mg,n+1 → Mg,n is

the map that forgets the last marked point. Moreover, c0,3(v1 ⊗ v2 ⊗ e) = η(v1, v2)
for v1, v2 ∈ V , where we use the identification H∗(M0,3) = C coming from the fact

that M0,3 is a point.

(iii) Choosing a basis e1, . . . , edimV of V , we have

gl∗
(
cg1+g2,n1+n2(⊗

n1+n2
i=1 eαi

)
)
= ηµνcg1,n1+1(⊗i∈Ieαi

⊗ eµ)⊗ cg2,n2+1(⊗j∈Jeαj
⊗ eν)

for 1 ≤ α1, . . . , αn1+n2 ≤ dimV , where I ⊔ J = [n1 + n2], |I| = n1, |J | = n2,
gl : Mg1,n1+1 × Mg2,n2+1 → Mg1+g2,n1+n2 is the corresponding gluing map, ηαβ :=
η(eα, eβ), we will also denote by η the matrix (ηαβ), and η

αβ is defined by (ηαβ) := η−1.
Clearly, the axiom doesn’t depend on the choice of a basis in V .

(iv) gl∗ (cg+1,n(⊗
n
i=1eαi

)) = cg,n+2(⊗
n
i=1eαi

⊗ eµ ⊗ eν)η
µν for 1 ≤ α1, . . . , αn ≤ dim V , where

gl : Mg,n+2 → Mg+1,n is the gluing map that increases the genus by identifying the last
two marked points.

Definition 2.2. A CohFT {cg,n} is called homogeneous if the vector space V is graded, V =⊕
q∈C Vq (only finitely many vector space Vq are nonzero), with deg e = 0, and there exist a

vector r ∈ V and a complex number δ such that for any homogeneous vectors v1, . . . , vn ∈ V
the following condition is satisfied:

Deg cg,n(⊗
n
i=1vi) + π∗ (cg,n+1(⊗

n
i=1vi ⊗ r)) =

(
n∑

i=1

deg vi + δ(g − 1)

)
cg,n(⊗

n
i=1vi),

where π : Mg,n+1 → Mg,n is the map that forgets the last marked point.

Let us briefly recall basic notions and notations in the formal theory of evolutionary PDEs
with one spatial variable:

• We fix an integer N ≥ 1 and consider formal variables u1, . . . , uN . To the formal
variables uα we attach formal variables uαd with d ≥ 0 and introduce the algebra of
differential polynomials Au := C[[u∗0]][u

∗
≥1]. We identify uα0 = uα and also denote uαx :=

uα1 , u
α
xx := uα2 , . . . .

• Operators ∂x,
δ

δuα : Au → Au are defined by ∂x :=
∑

d≥0 u
α
d+1

∂
∂uα

d

and δ
δuα :=

∑
d≥0(−∂x)

d◦
∂

∂uα
d

, respectively.

• The space Λu := Au/ (C ⊕ Im(∂x)) is called the space of local functionals. The image
of f ∈ Au under the canonical projection Au → Λu is denoted by

∫
fdx ∈ Λu. Since

C⊕ Im(∂x) ⊂ Ker
(

δ
δuα

)
, there is a well-defined linear map δ

δuα : Λu → Au.
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• Denote by Au;d ⊂ Au and Λu;d ⊂ Λu the homogeneous components of (differential)
degree d, where deg uαi := i.

• The extended spaces of differential polynomials and local functionals are defined by

Âu := Au[[ε]] and Λ̂u := Λu[[ε]], respectively. Let Âu;d ⊂ Âu and Λ̂u;d ⊂ Λ̂u be the
homogeneous components of degree d, where deg ε := −1.

• A differential operator on Âu is an operator of the form
∑

i,j≥0 f
[i]
j ε

i∂jx, where f
[i]
j ∈ Au

and for any fixed i the sum
∑

j≥0 f
[i]
j ∂

j
x has only finitely many nonzero terms. For any

differential operator K =
∑

i≥0 fi∂
i
x, we define K† :=

∑
i≥0(−∂x)

i ◦ fi.

• A matrix differential operator is an N ×N matrix K = (Kµν) consisting of differential

operators Kµν . We define K† =
(
(K†)µν

)
by (K†)µν := (Kνµ)†.

• Given a matrix differential operator K = (Kµν), a bracket on the space Λ̂u is defined

by {f, g}K :=
∫ (

δf

δuµK
µν δg

δuν

)
dx, where f, g ∈ Λ̂u. A Poisson operator is a matrix

differential operator K such that the bracket {·, ·}K is skewsymmetric and satisfies
the Jacobi identity. The space of Poisson operators will be denoted by POu. For
any symmetric matrix M = (mαβ) with complex coefficients, the matrix differential
operator M∂x is Poisson.

• A Hamiltonian system of PDEs is a system of the form

∂uα

∂τi
= Kαµ δhi

δuµ
, α ∈ [N ], i ∈ Z≥1,

where K is a Poisson operator and hi ∈ Λ̂u. The local functionals hi are called the
Hamiltonians. The system is called integrable if {hi, hj}K = 0 for all i, j ≥ 1.

• We will discuss solutions of Hamiltonian systems. Note that for any differential poly-

nomial P ∈ Âu and an N -tuple (u1, . . . ,uN) ∈ C[[x, τ∗, ε]]
N satisfying uα|x=τ∗=ε=0 = 0,

the substitution P |uα
n 7→∂n

xu
α is well defined as a formal power series in the variables x, τi,

and ε. So we will consider solutions (u1, . . . ,uN) of Hamiltonian systems only in the
class of formal power series satisfying the condition uα|x=τ∗=ε=0 = 0.

• Consider an integrable Hamiltonian system. Given an arbitrary N -tuple (f 1, . . . , fN) ∈
C[[x, ε]]N satisfying fα|x=ε=0 = 0, the system has a unique solution (u1, . . . ,uN) ∈
C[[x, τ∗, ε]] satisfying the initial condition uα|τ∗=0 = fα.

• A Miura transformation is a change of variables of the form

uα 7→ wα(u∗∗, ε) =
∑

k≥0

εkfα
k (u

∗
∗), α ∈ [N ],

fα
k ∈ Au;k, fα

0 |u∗=0 = 0, det

(
∂fα

0

∂uβ

)∣∣∣∣
u∗=0

6= 0.

Using this change of variables, any differential polynomial f ∈ Âu can be written as a
differential polynomial in the variables w1, . . . , wN , which we will denote by f(w∗

∗, ε).

Therefore, a Miura transformation gives an isomorphism Âu
∼= Âw.

• A Miura tranformation gives an isomorphism Λ̂u
∼= Λ̂w. A local functional h ∈ Λ̂u

written in the variables w1, . . . , wN will be denoted by h[w].

• Consider an arbitrary Miura transformation and the associated isomorphism Λ̂u
∼= Λ̂w.

Any matrix differential operator K gives a bracket {·, ·}K on Λ̂u, which, under the

isomorphism Λ̂u
∼= Λ̂w, induces a bracket {·, ·}Kw

on Λ̂w where Kw = (Kαβ
w ) is the
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matrix differential operator given by

Kαβ
w :=

(
∑

p,q≥0

∂wα(u∗∗, ε)

∂uµp
∂px ◦K

µν ◦ (−∂x)
q ◦

∂wβ(u∗∗, ε)

∂uνq

)∣∣∣∣∣
u
γ
m 7→∂m

x uγ(w∗
∗ ,ε)

.

Remark 2.3. We will mainly consider Hamiltonian systems where one of the flows, say ∂
∂τ1

, is

given by ∂uα

∂τ1
= uαx . Then any solution of such system has the form (u1, . . . ,uN)|τ1 7→τ1+x for

some uα ∈ C[[τ∗, ε]]. Abusing notation, we will call the N -tuple (u1, . . . ,uN) ∈ C[[τ∗, ε]]
N a

solution of the system.

We will use the following standard cohomology classes on Mg,n:

• The psi-class ψi ∈ H2(Mg,n), 1 ≤ i ≤ n, is the first Chern class of the line bundle
over Mg,n formed by the cotangent lines at the i-th marked point of stable curves.

• The Hodge class λj := cj(E) ∈ H2j(Mg,n), j ≥ 0, where E is the rank g Hodge vector
bundle over Mg,n whose fibers are the spaces of holomorphic one-forms on stable curves.

• The double ramification (DR) cycle DRg(a1, . . . , an) ∈ H2g(Mg,n), a1, . . . , an ∈ Z,∑
ai = 0, is defined as follows. There is a moduli space of projectivized stable maps

to CP
1 relative to 0 and ∞, with ramification profile over 0 given by the negative

numbers among the ai-s, ramification profile over ∞ given by the positive numbers
among the ai-s, and the zeros among the ai-s correspond to additional marked points
(see, e.g., [BSSZ15] for more details). This moduli space is endowed with a virtual
fundamental class, which lies in the homology group of degree 2(2g − 3 + n). The DR
cycle DRg(a1, . . . , an) is the Poincaré dual to the pushforward, through the forgetful map

to Mg,n, of this virtual fundamental class. The crucial property of the DR cycle is that
for any cohomology class θ ∈ H∗(Mg,n) the integral

∫
Mg,n+1

λgDRg (−
∑
ai, a1, . . . , an) θ

is a homogeneous polynomial in a1, . . . , an of degree 2g (see, e.g., [Bur15, Lemma 3.2]).

For a given CohFT
{
cg,n : V

⊗n → He(Mg,n)
}
, define differential polynomials gα,d ∈ Âu;0,

α ∈ [N ], d ∈ Z≥0, as follows:

gα,d :=
∑

g,n≥0
2g−1+n>0

ε2g

n!

∑

b1,...,bn≥0
b1+...+bn=2g

uα1

b1
· · ·uαn

bn
×

× Coef
a
b1
1 ···a

bn
n

(∫

Mg,n+1

DRg

(
−
∑

ai, a1, . . . , an

)
λgψ

d
1cg,n+1(eα ⊗⊗n

i=1eαi
)

)
.

Define gα,d :=
∫
gα,ddx.

Definition 2.4 ([Bur15]). The Hamiltonian system

∂uα

∂tβq
= ηαµ∂x

δgβ,q
δuµ

, 1 ≤ α, β ≤ N, q ∈ Z≥0,

is called the DR hierarchy.

The Hamiltonians gα,d satisfy {gα1,d1
, gα2,d2

}η−1∂x = 0 [Bur15, Theorem 4.1], so the DR
hierarchy is integrable.

We equip the DR hierarchy with the following N linearly independent Casimirs of the Poisson
bracket {·, ·}η−1∂x :

gα,−1 :=

∫
ηαβu

βdx, α ∈ [N ].
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Another important object related to the DR hierarchy is the local functional g ∈ Λ̂u;0 defined
by the relation [Bur15, Section 4.2.5]:

g11,1 = (D − 2)g,

where D :=
∑

n≥0(n + 1)uαn
∂

∂uα
n
, g11,1 := Aαgα,1, and the complex numbers Aα are defined by

e = Aαeα.

3. Bihamiltonian structure

We associate with a differential polynomial f ∈ Âu a sequence of differential operators
indexed by α ∈ [N ] and k ∈ Z≥0:

Lk
α(f) :=

∑

i≥k

(
i

k

)
∂f

∂uαi
∂i−k
x .

We will often use the notation Lα(f) := L0
α(f). These operators satisfy the property

Lk
α(∂xf) = ∂x ◦ L

k
α(f) + Lk−1

α (f), k ≥ 0,

where we adopt the convention Ll
α(f) := 0 for l < 0. Given a symmetric matrix (ηαβ) with com-

plex coefficients, we associate with any local functional h ∈ Λ̂u a sequence of matrix differential

operators Ω̂k(h) =
(
Ω̂k(h)αβ

)
, indexed by k ∈ Z≥0, defined by

Ω̂k(h)αβ := ηαµηβνLk
ν

(
δh

δuµ

)
.

These operators satisfy the property Ω̂k(g)† = (−1)kΩ̂k(g) [BRS21, Lemma 1.5]. We will often

use the notation Ω̂(h) := Ω̂0(h).

Consider a homogeneous CohFT {cg,n : V
⊗n → He(Mg,n)}. We fix a homogeneous basis

e1, . . . , eN ∈ V , with deg eα = qα, and introduce complex numbers rγ by r = rγeγ . Define a
diagonal matrix µ by

µ := diag(µ1, . . . , µN), where µα := qα −
δ

2
.

Note that µη + ηµ = 0. Define an operator Ê on Âu by

Ê :=
∑

n≥0

((1− qα)u
α
n + δn,0r

α)
∂

∂uαn
+

1− δ

2
ε
∂

∂ε
.

Consider now the DR hierarchy associated to our homogeneous CohFT.

Definition 3.1 ([BRS21]). Define a matrix differential operator KDR = (KDR;αβ) by

KDR := Ê
(
Ω̂(g)

)
◦ ∂x + Ω̂(g)x ◦

(
1

2
− µ

)
+ ∂x ◦ Ω̂

1(g) ◦ ∂x,(3.1)

where the notation Ê
(
Ω̂(g)

)
(respectively, Ω̂(g)x) means that we apply the operator Ê (respec-

tively, ∂x) to the coefficients of the operator Ω̂(g).

Recall that two Poisson operators K1 and K2 are said to be compatible if the linear combi-
nation K2 − λK1 is a Poisson operator for any λ ∈ C.

Conjecture 3.2 ([BRS21]).

(1) The matrix differential operator KDR is Poisson and is compatible with the Poisson
operator η−1∂x.
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(2) The Poisson operator KDR endows the DR hierarchy with a bihamiltonian structure with
the following bihamiltonian recursion relation:

{
·, gα,d

}
KDR =

(
d+

3

2
+ µα

){
·, gα,d+1

}
η−1∂x

+ Aβ
α

{
·, gβ,d

}
η−1∂x

, d ≥ −1,(3.2)

where Aβ
α := ηβνc0,3(eν ⊗ eα ⊗ r).

Remark 3.3.

• Consider the Dubrovin–Frobenius potential

F :=
∑

n≥3

∑

α1,...,αn∈[N ]

∏
tαi

n!

∫

M0,n

c0,n(⊗
n
i=1eαi

) ∈ C[[t1, . . . , tN ]]

corresponding to our CohFT. Denote

b̃αβ := ηανηβθ
∂2F

∂tν∂tθ

∣∣∣∣
tγ 7→uγ

, g̃αβ := ((1− qγ)u
γ + rγ)

∂b̃αβ

∂uγ
.

Then we have

KDR;αβ
∣∣
ε=0

= g̃αβ∂x + ∂xb̃
αβ

(
1

2
− µβ

)
,

and we see that the right-hand side coincides with a famous Poisson operator found
by Dubrovin [Dub96, Theorem 6.3], which endows the principal hierarchy associated
with F with a bihamiltonian structure (see more details in Section 5 below). So we see
that the operator KDR can be naturally considered as a deformation of the Dubrovin
operator. We also see that the local functional g in formula (3.1) plays the role of the
potential F in Dubrovin’s formula.

• In [BRS21, Lemma 1.14], the authors proved the following alternative expression for
the operator KDR:

KDR = ∂x ◦ Ω̂(g) ◦

(
1

2
− µ

)
+

(
1

2
− µ

)
◦ Ω̂(g) ◦ ∂x + η−1Aη−1∂x + ∂x ◦ Ω̂

1(g) ◦ ∂x,

where the matrix A = (Aαβ) is given by Aαβ := c0,3(eα ⊗ eβ ⊗ r).

Recall that a CohFT is called semisimple, if the algebra defined by the structure constants
θαβγ := ηανc0,3(eν ⊗ eβ ⊗ eγ) doesn’t have nilpotents.

Theorem 3.4. Conjecture 3.2 is true if the homogeneous CohFT is semisimple.

After some preparation in the next section, we will prove this theorem in Section 6.

Remark 3.5. There is a simple argument allowing to extend the class of CohFTs, beyond
semisimple CohFTs, for which we can prove Conjecture 3.2. Consider an arbitrary homogeneous
CohFT {cg,n : V

⊗n → He(Mg,n)}, with fixed homogeneous basis e1, . . . , eN ∈ V . Let τ 1, . . . , τN

be formal variables and τ = (τ 1, . . . , τN). A formal shift of this CohFT is a CohFT with
coefficients in C[[τ 1, . . . , τN ]]

{
cτg,n : V

⊗n → He(Mg,n)⊗ C[[τ 1, . . . , τN ]]
}

defined by (see, e.g, [PPZ15, Section 1])

cτg,n(⊗
n
i=1vi) :=

∑

m≥0

1

m!
(πm)∗

(
cg,n+m(⊗

n
i=1vi ⊗ (ταeα)

⊗m)
)
∈ He(Mg,n)⊗ C[[τ 1, . . . , τN ]],

where πm : Mg,n+m → Mg,n is the map that forgets the last m marked points. Suppose that
there exists a neighborhood U of 0 in V such that cτg,n(⊗

n
i=1vi) is convergent for any ταeα ∈
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U . Then, for any such vector τ ∈ CN , the CohFT {cτg,n} is homogeneous with the same
constants qα and δ, but with the constant rα replaced by rα + τα(1 − qα). The coefficients of
the differential polynomials gα,d and of the operator KDR, constructed for the CohFT {cτg,n},

depend holomorphically on τ . Suppose moreover, that the CohFT {cτg,n} is semisimple for
generic ταeα ∈ U . Then, taking the limit at nonsemisimple points, using Theorem 3.4, we
conclude that Conjecture 3.2 is true for any CohFT {cτg,n} with ταeα ∈ U . An important

example is given by the r-spin CohFT {cr-sping,n : (Cr−1)⊗n → He(Mg,n)} (see, e.g, [PPZ15,
Section 1]). This CohFT is not semisimple for any r ≥ 3, but the formal shift is convergent for
any τ ∈ Cr−1 and is semisimple for generic τ ∈ Cr−1. We conclude that Conjecture 3.2 is true
for the r-spin CohFT.

4. Rational Miura transformations

We fix a positive integer N throughout this section.

4.1. Definitions. Consider formal variables v1, . . . , vN . Define an extension Awk
v of the alge-

bra Av as the algebra of formal power series in the shifted variables (vαn − δα,1δn,1), α ∈ [N ],
n ∈ Z≥0, with complex coefficients. Denote by Awk,t

v ⊂ Awk
v the subalgebra consisting of ele-

ments f ∈ Awk
v satisfying ∂f

∂vαn
= 0 for all α ∈ [N ] and big enough n. Denote Âwk

v := Awk
v [[ε]]

and Âwk,t
v := Awk,t

v [[ε]]. We have the chain of inclusions

Âv ⊂ Âwk,t
v ⊂ Âwk

v .

Note that the operator ∂x : Âv → Âv can be extended to the algebra Âwk
v by the same formula:

∂x :=
∑

i≥0

vαi+1

∂

∂vαi
: Âwk

v → Âwk
v .

For f ∈ Âwk
v and d ∈ Z, we will write deg f = d if

(∑
n≥0 v

α
n

∂
∂vαn

− ε ∂
∂ε

)
f = d · f . We denote

by Âwk
v;d ⊂ Âwk

v the vector subspace of elements of degree d.

Various definitions, which we gave for the algebra of differential polynomials, can be imme-

diately extended to the algebra Âwk,t
v .

• A variational derivative δ
δvα

: Âwk,t
v → Âwk,t

v is defined in the same way. There is an

inclusion Im(∂x) ⊂ Ker( δ
δvα

).

• There are spaces Λwk,t
v := Awk,t

v /(Im(∂x)⊕C) and Λ̂wk,t
v := Λwk,t

v [[ε]]. Variational deriva-

tives δ
δvα

: Λ̂wk,t
v → Âwk,t

v , α ∈ [N ], are well defined. Using the algebra Âwk,t
v , matrix

differential operators are defined in the same way, and also the associated brackets on
the space Λ̂wk,t

v . The associated space of Poisson operators will be denoted by POwk,t
v .

• Using Poisson brackets on Λ̂wk,t
v , we define Hamiltonian systems of PDEs.

• We will consider changes of variables of the form

vα 7→ uα(v∗∗, ε) = fα
0 +

∑

k≥1

εkfα
k ,

fα
0 ∈ C[[v1, . . . , vN ]], fα

k ∈ Awk,t
v for k ≥ 1,

fα
0 |v∗=0 = 0, det

(
∂fα

0

∂vβ

)∣∣∣
v∗=0

6= 0,
(4.1)

and call them weak Miura transformations. These transformations form a group.

Remark 4.1. It is useful to note that for a weak Miura transformation (4.1) the terms hα1 , h
α
2 , . . .

of the inverse weak Miura transformation

uα 7→ vα(u∗∗, ε) = hα0 +
∑

k≥1

εkhαk (u
∗
∗)
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can be recursively determined by the relation

hαk+1(u
∗
∗)
∣∣
u
γ
c 7→∂c

xf
γ
0 (v

∗
∗)
+ Coefεk+1

(
k∑

i=0

hαi (u
∗
∗)ε

i
∣∣
u
γ
c 7→∂c

xu
γ(v∗∗ ,ε)

)
= 0, k ≥ 0.(4.2)

Remark 4.2. We see that various notions that we consider in this paper, like local functional,
Poisson operator, Hamiltonian system, can be based on the algebra of differential polynomi-

als Âv or on the bigger algebra Âwk,t
v . Let us agree that when we add the adjective “polyno-

mial”, then this signals that the corresponding notion is based on the algebra of differential
polynomials.

Note that for any i ∈ Z≥1 the fraction 1
(v1x)

i can be naturally considered as an element of the

algebra Awk,t
v :

1

(v1x)
i
= (1 + (v1x − 1))−i =

∑

k≥0

(
−i

k

)
(v1x − 1)k,

and clearly deg
(

1
(v1x)

i

)
= −i. For any d ∈ Z let Art

v;d be the vector subspace of Awk
v consisting

of elements of the form

∑

i≤m

Pi(v
1
x)

i, m ∈ Z, Pi ∈ Av;d−i,
∂Pi

∂v1x
= 0.

Clearly Art
v;d ⊂ Awk

v;d. Let

Art
v :=

⊕

d∈Z

Art
v;d ⊂ Awk

v , Art,t
v := Art

v ∩Awk,t
v ⊂ Art

v .

Define extended spaces

Ârt
v := Art

v [[ε]], Ârt,t
v := Art,t

v [[ε]].

We will consider changes of variables of the form

vα 7→ uα(v∗∗ , ε) = vα +
∑

k≥1

εkfα
k , fα

k ∈ Art,t
v;k .

and call them rational Miura transformations. They form a subgroup in the group of weak
Miura transformations. For an element f =

∑
i≤m Pi(v

1
x)

i ∈ Art
v ,

∂Pi

∂v1x
= 0, define the polynomial

and the singular parts by

fpol :=

m∑

i=0

Pi(v
1
x)

i ∈ Av, f sing := f − fpol ∈ Art
v .

A purely singular Miura transformation is a rational Miura transformation vα 7→ uα(v∗∗, ε)
satisfying the conditions

uα(v∗∗ , ε)
pol = vα,

∂uα(v∗∗, ε)

∂v1
= δα,1.(4.3)
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4.2. Technical results.

Lemma 4.3.

(1) For any purely singular Miura transformation vα 7→ uα(v∗∗, ε) and f ∈ Ârt,t
u , we have

(
f |uγ

c 7→∂c
xu

γ(v∗∗ ,ε)

)pol
=
(
(fpol)uγ

c 7→∂c
xu

γ(v∗∗ ,ε)

)pol
.

If, moreover, the condition ∂fpol

∂u1
x

= 0 is satisfied, then we have

(
f |uγ

c 7→∂c
xu

γ(v∗∗ ,ε)

)pol
= (fpol)uγ

c 7→v
γ
c
.

(2) Purely singular Miura transformations form a subgroup in the group of all rational Miura
transformations.

Proof. 1. Note that (∂cxu
α(v∗∗, ε))

pol = vαc , which implies that if a differential polynomial h ∈ Au

satisfies ∂h
∂u1

x
= 0, then

(
h|uγ

c 7→∂c
xu

γ(v∗∗ ,ε)

)pol
= h|uγ

c 7→v
γ
c
and

(
h

(u1
x)

k

∣∣∣
u
γ
c 7→∂c

xu
γ(v∗∗ ,ε)

)pol

= 0, where

k ≥ 1. From this Part 1 immediately follows.

2. The fact that the composition of purely singular Miura transformations satisfies the first
condition in (4.3) follows from Part 1. The second condition follows from the chain rule. Using
Remark 4.1, we see that the inverse to a purely singular Miura transformation is recursively
determined by the relation

hαk+1(u
∗
∗)
∣∣
u
γ
c 7→v

γ
c
+ Coefεk+1

(
uα(v∗∗) +

k∑

i=1

hαi (u
∗
∗)ε

i
∣∣
u
γ
c 7→∂c

xu
γ(v∗∗ ,ε)

)
= 0, k ≥ 0.

Then both conditions in (4.3) are easily proved by the induction on k, using Part 1 and the
chain rule. �

For a differential operator K =
∑

i≥0 fi∂
i
x, fi ∈ Ârt,t

v , we denote Kpol :=
∑

i≥0 f
pol
i ∂ix.

Lemma 4.4. Consider a purely singular Miura transformation vα 7→ uα(v∗∗, ε) and a matrix
differential operator K = (Kαβ) of the form

Kαβ = gαβ∂x + bαβγ vγx , gαβ, bαβγ ∈ C[[v1, . . . , vN ]],
∂2gαβ

(∂v1)2
=
∂bαβγ
∂v1

= 0, bαβ1 ∈ C.

Then

(Kαβ
u )pol =

(
Kαβ + L1

µ(P
α) ◦ ηµβ∂x + Lµ(P

α) ◦ bµβ1 + bαν1 ◦ Lν(P
β)†
)∣∣∣

v
γ
n 7→u

γ
n

,

where ηαβ := ∂gαβ

∂v1
and P α := (v1x(u

α(v∗∗, ε)− vα))
pol

.

Proof. Define ũα(v∗∗, ε) := uα(v∗∗ , ε)− vα. We have Kαβ
u = K̃αβ

∣∣∣
v
γ
c 7→∂c

xv
γ (u∗

∗,ε)
, where

K̃αβ :=

(
δαµ +

∑

p≥0

∂ũα(v∗∗, ε)

∂vµp
∂px

)
◦
(
gµν∂x + bµνξ v

ξ
x

)
◦

(
δβν +

∑

q≥0

(−∂x)
q ◦

∂ũβ(v∗∗ , ε)

∂vνq

)
.

By Lemma 4.3, we have

(
K̃αβ

∣∣∣
v
γ
c 7→∂c

xv
γ(u∗

∗,ε)

)pol

=

(
(K̃αβ)pol

∣∣∣
v
γ
c 7→∂c

xv
γ(u∗

∗,ε)

)pol

. Let us now

compute (K̃αβ)pol.
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We have

K̃αβ =gαβ∂x + bαβξ vξx +
(
gαν∂x + bανξ vξx

)
◦
∑

q≥0

(−∂x)
q ◦

∂ũβ(v∗∗, ε)

∂vνq
︸ ︷︷ ︸

A:=

+
∑

p≥0

∂ũα(v∗∗, ε)

∂vµp
∂px ◦

(
gµβ∂x + bµβξ vξx

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
B:=

+

(
∑

p≥0

∂ũα(v∗∗, ε)

∂vµp
∂px

)
◦
(
gµν∂x + bµνξ v

ξ
x

)
◦

(
∑

q≥0

(−∂x)
q ◦

∂ũβ(v∗∗, ε)

∂vνq

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
C:=

.

Denote

Ârt,t,sing
v :=

{
f ∈ Ârt,t

v

∣∣∣∣f
pol = 0,

∂f

∂v1
= 0

}
⊂ Ârt,t

v .

This subspace is closed under the multiplication and also satisfies ∂xÂ
rt,t,sing
v ⊂ Ârt,t,sing

v . Note
that

ũα(v∗∗, ε)−
P α

v1x
∈

1

v1x
Ârt,t,sing

v ,
∂P α

∂v1
=
∂P α

∂v1x
= 0,

which implies that

∂kx
∂ũα(v∗∗, ε)

∂vµp
−
∂kx

∂Pα

∂v
µ
p

v1x
∈

1

v1x
Ârt,t,sing

v , k ≥ 0.(4.4)

Let us now compute Apol, Bpol, and Cpol.

Using (4.4), we see that

(
gαν∂x ◦

∑

q≥0

(−∂x)
q ◦

∂ũβ(v∗∗, ε)

∂vνq

)pol

= 0,

(
bανξ vξx ◦

∑

q≥0

(−∂x)
q ◦

∂ũβ(v∗∗, ε)

∂vνq

)pol

=

(
bανξ vξx ◦

1

v1x

∑

q≥0

(−∂x)
q ◦

∂P β

∂vνq

)pol

= bαν1 ◦ Lν(P
β)†.

Therefore, Apol = bαν1 ◦ Lν(P
β)†. Using the properties ∂2gαβ

(∂v1)2
=

∂b
αβ
γ

∂v1
= 0 and (4.4), we obtain

Bpol =

(
1

v1x
Lµ(P

α) ◦ (ηµβv1∂x + bµβ1 v1x)

)pol

= L1
µ(P

α) ◦ ηµβ∂x + Lµ(P
α) ◦ bµβ1 ,

and Cpol = 0.

Thus, we have
(
Kαβ

u

)pol
= bαβ1

(
∂xv

1(u∗∗, ε)
)pol

+



(
gαβ∂x +

∑

ξ 6=1

bαβξ vξx + L1
µ(P

α) ◦ ηµβ∂x + Lµ(P
α) ◦ bµβ1 + bαν1 ◦ Lν(P

β)†
)
∣∣∣∣∣∣
v
γ
c 7→∂c

xv
γ (u∗

∗,ε)




pol

,

where used that bαβ1 ∈ C. The first term on the right-hand side of this equality is equal

to bαβ1 u1x(u
∗
∗, ε). In the second term, note that the derivative by v1x of each coefficient of the
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underlined operator is equal to 0, so by Lemma 4.3 the second term is equal to
(
gαβ∂x +

∑

ξ 6=1

bαβξ vξx + L1
µ(P

α) ◦ ηµβ∂x + Lµ(P
α) ◦ bµβ1 + bαν1 ◦ Lν(P

β)†

)∣∣∣∣∣
v
γ
n 7→u

γ
n

,

which completes the proof of the lemma. �

4.3. Relation with the string and the dilaton equations. Consider formal variables tαa ,
α ∈ [N ], a ∈ Z≥0. For d ∈ Z≥0, denote by C[[t∗∗]]

(d) ⊂ C[[t∗∗]] the ideal consisting of infinite
linear combinations of monomials

∏
tαi

di
satisfying

∑
di ≥ d.

Consider formal power series ṽα ∈ C[[t∗∗]], α ∈ [N ], satisfying

ṽα|t∗
≥1=0 = tα0 ,

(
∂

∂t10
−
∑

k≥0

tαk+1

∂

∂tαk

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
S:=

ṽα = δα,1,

(
∂

∂t11
−
∑

k≥0

tαk
∂

∂tαk

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
D:=

ṽα = 0.(4.5)

The last two equations are usually called the string and the dilaton equation, respectively.
Denote ṽαn := ∂nṽα

(∂t10)
n . From the string equation it follows that

ṽαn = δn,1δ
α,1 +

(
∑

k≥0

tγk+1

∂

∂tγk

)n

ṽα,

and therefore

ṽαn − tαn − δn,1δ
α,1 ∈ C[[t∗∗]]

(n+1).(4.6)

This implies that for any element P ∈ Awk
v the substitution P |vγn 7→ṽ

γ
n
∈ C[[t∗∗]] is well defined and,

moreover, it defines an algebra isomorphism Awk
v → C[[t∗∗]]. We will say that this isomorphism is

given by the N -tuple of formal power series (ṽ1, . . . , ṽN). The preimage of an element f ∈ C[[t∗∗]]
under this isomorphism will be denoted by f(v∗∗).

Obviously, ∂
∂t10
ṽαn = ṽαn+1. Also, from the string and the dilaton equations it follows that

S(ṽαn) = δα,1δn,0 and D(ṽαn) = nṽαn . This implies that under the isomorphism Awk
v

∼= C[[t∗∗]] the
operators ∂

∂t10
, S, and D on C[[t∗∗]] correspond to the operator ∂x,

∂
∂v10

, and Dv :=
∑

k≥0 kv
γ
k

∂
∂v

γ
k

on Awk
v , respectively.

Lemma 4.5. Consider a formal power series f ∈ C[[t∗∗]] satisfying D(f) = d · f , d ∈ Z.

(1) We have f(v∗∗) ∈ Art
v;d.

(2) Suppose f ∈ C[[t∗∗]]
(k) for some k ∈ Z≥0. Let us decompose f =

∑
i≥k hi, where hi ∈

C[[t∗∗]] is homogeneous of degree i, if we assign to tγc degree c. Then f(v∗∗) has the form

f(v∗∗) =
∑

i≥k

Pi(v
1
x)

d−i, Pi ∈ Av;i,
∂Pi

∂v1x
= 0,

where Pk = hk|tγn 7→v
γ
n
.

Proof. We proceed in the same way as in the proof of Proposition 7.6 from the paper [BDGR20].
Suppose f ∈ C[[t∗∗]]

(k) for some k ∈ Z≥0. We construct a sequence of pairs (fi, Qi) ∈ C[[t∗∗]]
(k+i)×

Av;k+i−1, i ≥ 0, with f0 = f and Q0 = 0, by the following recursive formulas:

Qi :=
∑

n≥0

∑

α1,...,αn∈[N ]
d1 ...,dn∈Z≥0∑

dj=k+i−1

∂nfi−1

∂tα1

d1
· · ·∂tαn

dn

∣∣∣∣
t∗∗=0

∏
v
αj

dj

n!
, fi := fi−1 −

(
(v1x)

d+1−k−iQi

)∣∣
v
γ
c 7→ṽ

γ
c
, i ≥ 1.
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Let us check that D(fi) = d · fi and fi ∈ C[[t∗∗]]
(k+i) by the induction on i. Indeed, if D(fi−1) =

d · fi−1 and fi−1 ∈ C[[t∗∗]]
(k+i−1), then we immediately obtain that ∂nfi−1

∂t
α1
d1

···∂t
αn
dn

∣∣∣∣
t∗∗=0

= 0 if
∑
dj =

k + i − 1 and (αl, dl) = (1, 1) for some l ∈ [n]. Therefore, ∂Qi

∂v1x
= 0, and the property (4.6)

implies that fi ∈ C[[t∗∗]]
(k+i). Using the formula for fi, we also see that D(fi) = d · fi. From the

above construction, we obtain

f =
∑

i≥1

Qi(v
1
x)

d+1−k−i

∣∣∣∣∣
v
γ
c 7→ṽ

γ
c

, Qi ∈ Av;i+k−1,
∂Qi

∂v1x
= 0,

which implies the first part of the lemma. The second part follows from the construction
of Q1. �

5. Dubrovin–Zhang hierarchy

Consider a semisimple CohFT. Its correlators are defined by

〈τd1(v1) · · · τdn(vn)〉g :=

∫

Mg,n

cg,n(⊗
n
i=1vi)

n∏

i=1

ψdi
i , v1, . . . , vn ∈ V, d1, . . . , dn ∈ Z≥0.

Choosing a basis e1, . . . , eN ∈ V such that e1 = e, consider the potential of our CohFT:

F(t∗∗, ε) =
∑

g≥0

ε2gFg(t
∗
∗) :=

∑

g,n≥0

ε2g

n!

∑

α1,...,αn∈[N ]
d1,...,dn∈Z≥0

〈
n∏

i=1

τdi(eαi
)

〉

g

n∏

i=1

tαi

di
∈ C[[t∗∗, ε]].

The potential F satisfies the string and the dilaton equations:

S(F) =
1

2
ηαβt

α
0 t

β
0 + ε2 〈τ0(e1)〉1 , D(F) = ε

∂F

∂ε
− 2F + ε2

N

24
.

Define local functionals

h
DZ;[0]

α,d :=

∫
∂F0

∂tαd

∣∣∣∣
t
γ
n 7→δn,0vγ

dx ∈ Λv;0, α ∈ [N ], d ∈ Z≥0.

We consider the matrix differential operator η−1∂x as a Poisson operator from POv. The
principal hierarchy is the Hamiltonian hierarchy defined by the Poisson operator η−1∂x and the

local functionals h
DZ;[0]

α,d . The principal hierarchy is integrable (see, e.g., [BPS12, Proposition 7]).

We additionally equip the principal hierarchy with the local functionals h
DZ;[0]

α,−1 :=
∫
ηανv

νdx,
α ∈ [N ], which are Casimirs of the Poisson bracket {·, ·}η−1∂x . From the string equation for F ,

it follows that h
DZ;[0]

1,0 =
∫

1
2
ηαβv

αvβdx, so the flow ∂
∂t10

of the principal hierarchy is given by
∂vα

∂t10
= vαx .

For α ∈ [N ] and n ∈ Z≥0, introduce formal power series

wtop;α := ηαµ
∂2F

∂tµ0∂t
1
0

, wtop;α
n :=

∂nwtop;α

(∂t10)
n
, vtop;α := wtop;α|ε=0, vtop;αn := wtop;α

n |ε=0.

From the string and the dilaton equations for F , it follows that ṽα = vtop;α satisfies the

conditions in (4.5). So we consider the isomorphism Âwk
v

∼= C[[t∗∗, ε]] given by the N -tuple
vtop := (vtop;1, . . . , vtop;N). Note also that vtop is a solution of the principal hierarchy (see,
e.g., [BPS12, Section 3.1.2]).

Let us consider an element wα(v∗∗, ε) := wtop(v∗∗, ε) ∈ Âwk
v . Clearly, wα(v∗∗, ε) = vα + O(ε).

In [BDGR20, Proposition 7.6], the authors proved that wα(v∗∗, ε) ∈ Ârt,t
v;0 , so the change of

variables vα 7→ wα(v∗∗, ε) is a rational Miura transformation.
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Consider the local functionals h
DZ

α,d := h
DZ;[0]

α,d [w] ∈ Λ̂rt,t
w;0, α ∈ [N ], d ∈ Z≥−1, and the Poisson

operator KDZ
(1) := (η−1∂x)w ∈ POrt,t

w . In [BPS12, Section 7], the authors proved these local
functionals and the Poisson operator are actually polynomial:

h
DZ

α,d ∈ Λ̂w;0, KDZ
(1) ∈ POw.

Since Fg(v
∗
∗) ∈ Awk,t

v [BPS12, Proposition 4] for g ≥ 1, we have

Coefε2gw
α(v∗∗, ε) = ηαν

∂2Fg

∂t10∂t
ν
0

(v∗∗) = ∂x

{
Fg(v

∗
∗), η

ανh
DZ;[0]

ν,0

}
η−1∂x

∈ Im{∂x : A
wk,t
v → Awk,t

v }, g ≥ 1.

Therefore, h
DZ

α,−1 =
∫
ηανw

νdx.

Definition 5.1. The Hamiltonian hierarchy defined by the Poisson operator KDZ
(1) and the local

functionals h
DZ

α,d, α ∈ [N ], d ∈ Z≥0, is called the Dubrovin–Zhang hierarchy.

Since
{
h
DZ;[0]

α1,d1
, h

DZ;[0]

α2,d2

}
η−1∂x

= 0, we have
{
h
DZ

α1,d1
, h

DZ

α2,d2

}
KDZ

(1)

= 0 and so the Dubrovin–Zhang

hierarchy is integrable. The flow ∂
∂t10

of the Dubrovin–Zhang hierarchy is given by ∂wα

∂t10
= wα

x .

The N -tuple
(
wtop;1, . . . , wtop;N

)
is a solution of the Dubrovin–Zhang hierarchy. It is called the

topological solution.

Suppose now that our CohFT is homogeneous. Let us choose a homogeneous basis e1, . . . , eN ∈
V with e1 = e, deg(eα) = qα. Define

bαβ := ηαµηβν
∂2F0

∂tµ0∂t
ν
0

∣∣∣∣
tθ
k
7→δk,0v

θ

∈ C[[v1, . . . , vN ]].

Define a matrix differential operator K
DZ;[0]
(2) =

(
K

DZ;[0],αβ
(2)

)
by

K
DZ;[0],αβ
(2) := gαβ∂x + ∂xb

αβ

(
1

2
− µβ

)
, where gαβ := ((1− qν)v

ν + rν)
∂bαβ

∂vν
.

This matrix differential operator is Poisson, it is compatible with the Poisson operator η−1∂x,
and it endows the principal hierarchy with a bihamiltonian structure [Dub96, Theorem 6.3]
(see also [BRS21, Proposition 2.1 and Remark 2.2]):

{
·, h

DZ;[0]

α,d

}
K

DZ;[0]
(2)

=

(
d+

3

2
+ µα

){
·, h

DZ;[0]

α,d+1

}
η−1∂x

+ Aβ
α

{
·, h

DZ;[0]

β,d

}
η−1∂x

, d ≥ −1.

In [LWZ21, Theorem 1.2], the authors proved that the Poisson operator KDZ
(2) := K

DZ;[0]
(2);w ∈

POrt,t
w is actually polynomial:

KDZ
(2) ∈ POw.

Summarizing, the Dubrovin–Zhang hierarchy associated to our semisimple homogeneous CohFT

is a polynomial bihamiltonian integrable hierarchy given by the local functionals h
DZ

α,d and the

Poisson operators KDZ
(1) , K

DZ
(2) with the bihamiltonian resursion relation

{
·, h

DZ

α,d

}
KDZ

(2)

=

(
d+

3

2
+ µα

){
·, h

DZ

α,d+1

}
KDZ

(1)

+ Aβ
α

{
·, h

DZ

β,d

}
KDZ

(1)

, d ≥ −1.
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6. Proof of Theorem 3.4

We consider an arbitrary semisimple homogeneous CohFT. It is easy to check that the validity
of the theorem doesn’t depend on the choice of a homogeneous basis in V . Let us choose a
homogeneous basis such that e = e1.

Consider the Dubrovin–Zhang hierarchy associated to our CohFT. As Hamiltonian hierar-
chies, the Dubrovin–Zhang hierarchy and the DR hierarchy are related by a Miura transforma-
tion uα 7→ wα(u∗∗, ε) satisfying w

α(u∗∗, ε) = uα+O(ε) (see [BDGR18, Proposition 7.4], [BGR19,
Section 3.4], and [BLS24, Theorem 1.2]):

η−1∂x =
(
KDZ

(1)

)
u
, gα,d = h

DZ
[u], α ∈ [N ], d ∈ Z≥−1.

Consider now the operator
(
KDZ

(2)

)
u
∈ POu. From the discussion in the previous section, we

know that this operator is Poisson, it is compatible with the operator η−1∂x, and relation (3.2)

is satisfied if we replace KDR by
(
KDZ

(2)

)
u
∈ POu. Therefore, it is sufficient to prove that

KDR =
(
KDZ

(2)

)
u
.

Since the Dubrovin–Zhang hierarchy is obtained from the principal hierarchy by the rational
Miura transformation vα 7→ wα(v∗∗, ε), we see that we have a rational Miura transformation
vα 7→ uα(v∗∗, ε) relating the principal hierarchy and the DR hierarchy. So it is sufficient to prove
the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. We have KDR =
(
K

DZ;[0]
(2)

)
u
.

Proof. Denote gα,0 := ηανgν,0.

Lemma 6.2.

(1) The rational Miura transformation vα 7→ uα(v∗∗, ε) is purely singular.

(2) We have (v1x (u
α(v∗∗, ε)− vα))

pol
= ∂x (g

α,0 − gα,0|ε=0)|uγ
c 7→v

γ
c
.

Proof. Since g1,0 =
∫

1
2
ηαβu

αuβ [Bur15, Lemma 4.3], the flow ∂
∂t10

of the DR hierarchy is given by
∂uα

∂t10
= uαx . Consider the solution (ustr;1, . . . , ustr;N) ∈ C[[t∗∗, ε]]

N of the DR hierarchy satisfying

the initial condition ustr;α|
t
6=1
0 =t∗

≥1=0 = δα,1t10 (see also Remark 2.3). This solution is called the

string solution. We denote ustr;αn := ∂nustr;α

(∂t10)
n .

The Miura transformation relating the Dubrovin–Zhang hierarchy and the DR hierarchy
maps the topological solution of the Dubrovin–Zhang hierarchy to the string solution of the
DR hierarchy [BDGR18, proof of Proposition 7.4]:

wα(u∗∗, ε)|uγ
c 7→u

str;γ
c

= wtop;α.

Therefore, using the isomorphism Âwk
v

∼= C[[t∗∗, ε]] given by the N -tuple vtop, the rational Miura
transformation vα 7→ uα(v∗∗, ε) can be described as

uα(v∗∗, ε) = ustr;α(v∗∗, ε).

The string solution of the DR hierarchy satisfies the string equation [Bur15, Lemma 4.7]

S
(
ustr;α

)
= δα,1,

which implies that ∂uα(v∗∗ ,ε)
∂v1

, and so the second condition in (4.3) is satisfied.
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Let us now check the first condition in (4.3). Following [BS22, Section 4.4.2], we introduce N
formal power series FDR;α ∈ C[[t∗∗, ε]], α ∈ [N ], by the formula

∂FDR;α

∂tβb
:= ηαν

δgβ,b
δuν

∣∣∣∣
u
γ
n 7→u

str;γ
n

,

with the constant terms defined to be equal to zero, FDR;α
∣∣
t∗∗=0

:= 0. Clearly, we have ustr;α =
∂FDR;α

∂t10
. Consider the expansion FDR;α =

∑
g≥0 ε

2gFDR;α
g . By [BS22, Theorem 4.9], we have

∂nFDR;α
g

∂tα1
d1

· · ·∂tαn

dn

∣∣∣∣∣
t∗∗=0

= 0, if
∑

di ≤ 2g − 1.(6.1)

Lemma 6.3. The formal power series FDR;α satisfies the string equation

S
(
FDR;α

)
= tα0 .(6.2)

Proof. Clearly, both sides of (6.2) are zero if we set t∗∗ = 0. Recall that S(ustr;α) = δα,1 and
∂gα,a

∂u1 = gα,a−1, a ≥ 0. Then, for d ≥ 1, we compute

∂

∂tβd

(
S
(
FDR;α

))
= S

(
∂FDR;α

∂tβd

)
−
∂FDR;α

∂tβd−1

=

= ηαν

[
S

(
δgβ,d
δuν

∣∣∣∣
u
γ
n 7→u

str;γ
n

)
−
δgβ,d−1

δuν

∣∣∣∣
u
γ
n 7→u

str;γ
n

]
= ηαν

[
δ
∂gβ,d

∂u1

δuν
−
δgβ,d−1

δuν

]∣∣∣∣∣
u
γ
n 7→u

str;γ
n

= 0.

For d = 0, we have

∂

∂tβ0

(
S
(
FDR;α

))
= S

(
∂FDR;α

∂tβ0

)
= ηανS

(
δgβ,0
δuν

∣∣∣∣
u
γ
n 7→u

str;γ
n

)
= ηαν

δ
∂gβ,0

∂u1

δuν

∣∣∣∣∣
u
γ
n 7→u

str;γ
n

= δαβ ,

which completes the proof. �

Using the lemma and the vanishing (6.1), we obtain

Coefε2g
∂nustr;α

∂tα1

d1
· · ·∂tαn

dn

∣∣∣∣
t∗∗=0

= 0, if g ≥ 1 and
∑

di ≤ 2g.

By Lemma 4.5, this implies that the first condition in (4.3) is satisfied.

Let us now prove Part 2 of the lemma. By [BS22, Theorem 4.9], in the case
∑
di = 2g we

have

∂nFDR;α
g

∂tα1

d1
· · ·∂tαn

dn

∣∣∣∣∣
t∗∗=0

=ηανCoef
a
d1
1 ···a

dn
n

∫

Mg,n+1

λgDRg(−
∑

ai, a1, . . . , an)cg,n+1(eν ⊗⊗n
i=1eαi

) =

=Coefε2g
∂ngα,0

∂uα1

d1
· · ·∂uαn

dn

.

Using the string equation for FDR;α
g , we obtain

Coefε2g
∂nustr;α

∂tα1

d1
· · ·∂tαn

dn

∣∣∣∣
t∗∗=0

= Coefε2g
∂n(∂xg

α,0)

∂uα1

d1
· · ·∂uαn

dn

, if g ≥ 1 and
∑

di = 2g + 1.

By Lemma 4.5, this implies Part 2 of the lemma. �
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Denote g[0] := g|ε=0 and gα,0[0] := gα,0|ε=0. Note that gα,0 = δg

δuα . The operator K = K
DZ;[0]
(2)

satisfies the conditions of Lemma 4.4, with bαβ1 = ηαβ
(
1
2
− µβ

)
. Denote Aαβ := ηαγηβνAγν .

Using Lemma 4.4 and Remark 3.3, we compute

(
K

DZ;[0]
(2)

)αβ
u

=

((
K

DZ;[0]
(2)

)αβ
u

)pol

=

=
(
K

DZ;[0],αβ
(2)

)∣∣∣
v
γ
n 7→u

γ
n

+ L1
µ

(
∂x(g

α,0 − gα,0[0] )
)
◦ ηµβ∂x

+ Lµ

(
∂x(g

α,0 − gα,0[0] )
)
◦ bµβ1 + bαν1 ◦ Lν

(
∂x(g

β,0 − gβ,0[0] )
)†

=

=
✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘

∂x ◦ Ω̂(g[0])
αβ ◦

(
1

2
− µβ

)
+

(
1

2
− µα

)
◦ Ω̂(g[0])

αβ ◦ ∂x + Aαβ∂x+

+ L1
µ

(
∂x(g

α,0 − gα,0[0] )
)
◦ ηµβ∂x + ∂x ◦ Lµ

(
gα,0 −

�
��gα,0[0]

)
◦ bµβ1 − bαν1 ◦ Lν

(
gβ,0 − gβ,0[0]

)†
◦ ∂x =

=
✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘✘(
1

2
− µα

)
◦ Ω̂(g[0])

αβ ◦ ∂x + Aαβ∂x + ∂x ◦ L
1
µ(g

α,0) ◦ ηµβ∂x + Lµ

(
gα,0 −

�
��gα,0[0]

)
◦ ηµβ∂x

+ ∂x ◦ Lν(g
α,0) ◦ ηνβ

(
1

2
− µβ

)
− ηαν

(
1

2
− µν

)
◦ Lν

(
gβ,0 −

�
��gβ,0[0]

)†
◦ ∂x =

=Aαβ∂x + ∂x ◦ Ω̂
1(g)αβ ◦ ∂x + Ω̂(g)αβ ◦ ∂x + ∂x ◦ Ω̂(g)

αβ ◦

(
1

2
− µβ

)
−

(
1

2
+ µα

)
◦
(
Ω̂(g)βα

)†
◦ ∂x =

=Aαβ∂x + ∂x ◦ Ω̂
1(g)αβ ◦ ∂x + ∂x ◦ Ω̂(g)

αβ ◦

(
1

2
− µβ

)
+

(
1

2
− µα

)
◦ Ω̂(g)αβ ◦ ∂x =

=KDR;αβ,

which concludes the proof of the proposition. �
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