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THE GEOMETRY OF DARBOUX-INTEGRABLE ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS

MARK E. FELS AND THOMAS A. IVEY

ABSTRACT. We characterize real elliptic differential systems whose solutions can be expressed in terms of
holomorphic solutions to an associated holomorphic Pfaffian system H on a complex manifold. In particular,
these elliptic systems arise as quotients by a group G of the real differential system generated by the real and
imaginary parts of H, such that G is the real form of a complex Lie group K which is a symmetry group
of ‘H. Subject to some mild genericity assumptions, we show that such elliptic systems are characterized by
a property known as Darboux integrability. Examples discussed include first- and second-order elliptic PDE
and PDE systems in the plane.
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Classically, a Darboux integrable (DI) second-order partial differential equation (PDE) in the plane (i.e.,
for one function of two independent variables) is a hyperbolic PDE compatible with a secondary system
of PDE which together make a system of total differential equations satisfying the Frobenius integrability
condition. This in turn can lead to a closed form general solution to the original PDE (see, e.g., the survey
[1]). In the pioneering work [26]], Ernest Vessiot found an alternative method for finding the general
solution to Darboux integrable equations through a generalization of equations of Lie type on homoge-
neous spaces (see Chapter 12 in [25]). This idea was expanded upon and formalized by Anderson, Fels and
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Vassiliou [7] to a class of hyperbolic exterior differential systems whose solutions could be obtained using
the theory of Lie group quotients of exterior differential systems. The quintessential example here is the
Liouville equation u,, = 2¢“, for which the general solution can be expressed in terms of the two generic
1-variable functions f(x), g(y) as

f'()g'(y)

U =R GG g v

This solution can be derived by representing the Liouville equation as the quotient of the product of two

jet spaces with their contact system by an action of SL(2, R). The details of this construction can be found

in Example 3.1 of [4]]. The article [[7] shows how the Lie algebra of SL(2,R) arises as an invariant of the

Liouville equation and that it allows for the construction of the general solution to the equation through

this quotient construction. In recognition of the work of Vessiot this algebra was termed the Vessiot
algebra for the Liouville equation in [7].

In this paper, our ultimate goal is to characterize elliptic differential equations whose general solution
admit formulas similar to that in (1), and to show how the theory of group quotients plays a role similar
to the hyperbolic case. For example, there are two inequivalent versions of the elliptic Liouville equation,
namely Uz, + uyy = F+2e“. As is well known (see §13.3 in [13])), these equations arises for e to be
the conformal factor modifying a flat metric in the plane to have constant positive or negative Gauss
curvature. The general solutions for these two equations have a form similar to the one above for the
hyperbolic Liouville equation and are given in terms of a holomorphic function f(z) by

TR 4 () FEY

uy(z,y) =In T 7 (2)2 u_(z,y) =In T f T (2)

The two versions of the elliptic Liouville equation are Darboux integrable and are distinguished in this work
by an invariant we again call the Vessiot algebra which is the direct analogue of the terminology in [7].
The Vessiot algebras for these equations consist of the two real forms of s[(2, C), and the corresponding
subgroups of SL(2,C) are used to find the solutions (2) using a quotient theory of differential systems
which we develop below in analogy to the hyperbolic case. In Example [71below, the u (x, y) solution is
derived using an SL(2,R) quotient while the u_(x, y) solution is derived from an SU(2) quotient.

A striking consequence of the invariance of the Vessiot algebra is the fact that while in the hyperbolic
Liouville equation u,, = 2¢" a minus sign on the right hand side may be disposed of by a trivial change
of coordinates, the two versions Au = 2e" and Au = —2e* of the elliptic Liouville equation are not
equivalent, since their Vessiot algebras are not isomorphic; see Corollary 4.171

In order to generalize the notion of hyperbolic differential systems formulated in [7], and based on the
algebraic structure of the Pfaffian systems occurring in second-order elliptic PDE in the plane (analyzed in
Example 2lbelow), we define an elliptic decomposable exterior differential system on a manifold M to
be a system Z equipped with a bundle V' C T* M ® C such that V NV spans the 1-forms of Z® C and the
2-form generators of Z ® C may be chosen to lie in A2V or in A?V. (Further technical requirements are
given in Definition[2.10l). The bundle V' is called the singular bundle due to its relationship with singular
integral elements of Z ® C, as described Proposition[2.4land Example[2] Our definition implies that the real
distribution D annihilated by the 1-forms of Z is even-dimensional and carries an ‘almost sub-complex
structure’, i.e., an endomorphism J satisfying J2 = — Id (see §2.1] for details).

We then give a definition for Darboux integrability in Definition which is a straightforward ana-
logue of the notion of Darboux integrability for hyperbolic systems used in [[7]]. Essentially, Darboux inte-
grability means that the singular bundle V has sufficiently many independent first integrals, i.e., complex-
valued functions on M whose differentials are sections of V. We refer to these functions as holomorphic
Darboux invariants; the justification for this term is that, when 7 is Darboux integrable, J restricts to be
a genuine complex structure on any integral manifold whose tangent spaces are J-invariant, and the Dar-
boux invariants restrict to be J-holomorphic functions. In the case of elliptic PDE in the plane, for integral
manifolds of real dimension two, any two holomorphic Darboux invariants must be functionally related to
each other on a solution; in fact, imposing a functional relationship between independent Darboux invari-
ants amounts to restricting the system Z to a submanifold of M on which it becomes a Frobenius system
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and this takes us back to the original idea of Darboux integrability. Examples demonstrating this property
are given in §4.5

As with the case of scalar PDE in the plane (and hyperbolic systems [7]), we also associate to a de-
composable Darboux integrable elliptic systems the singular differential system V in Definition 2.20 To
obtain a structure theory for Darboux integrable systems, we limit ourselves to the case where the singular
system is Pfaffian.

Comparison and Summary of Results. We state below a fundamental theorem of Darboux integra-
bility, which is proved in the hyperbolic case in [7]] and in the elliptic case here, and can be described in
terms of quotients of differential systems by a symmetry group GG and the notion of a symmetric pair which
appears in the classification of symmetric spaces [18].

A group G acting on M is a symmetry group of a differential system 7 if ¢g*Z = 7 for all g € G. We
will assume that all actions are regular in the sense that the orbit space M /G is a smooth manifold and
G : M — M/G is a smooth submersion. In this case the quotient Z/G is the EDS on M /G defined by

I/G={0€ Q" (M/G) |r0€T},

while 7(,(Z/G) are the G-basic forms in Z. The action of the symmetry group G is transverse to Z if
I Nker 7, = 0, in which case Z/G is a constant rank EDS. The system Z /G is the group reduction of Z,
while 7 is an integrable extension of Z /G (see Definition[3.3). The transversality condition on the action of
G implies that 7 maps integral manifolds of 7 to integral manifolds of Z /G, while the integrable extension
property implies that every integral manifold of Z/G may be lifted (locally) to an integral manifold of Z
by an application of the Frobenius theorem. Further useful facts about Z/G and its computation can be
found in Section 2.2 of [3]].

A pair of Lie groups (K, G) is called a symmetric pair if there exists an involutive automorphism
o : K — K such that the subgroup G C K is the fixed point set of 0. Somewhat analogous to sym-
metric spaces, these play a key role in the characterization of Darboux integrable systems described in
the following fundamental theorem. However, the symmetric pairs that appear here are of a special type
where either K’ = G x (G and the automorphism fixes the diagonal subgroup, or K is the complexification
of G and the automorphism is complex conjugation; we refer to such symmetric pairs as being of Darboux

type.

Theorem 1.1. A differential system (Z, M) is a Darboux integrable decomposable (hyperbolic or elliptic)
differential system where the singular systems are Pfaffian, if and only if there exists and EDS £ on a manifold
N and a symmetric pair (K, G) of Darboux type such that

(1) & is a maximally Darboux integrableﬂ Pfaffian system,
(2) K acts freely on N, as a transverse symmetry group of &,
(3) T is the quotient of € by the subgroup G, thatisZT = £/G on M = N/G.

The proof of the necessary part of the Theorem[T.T]is a local construction of £ and (K, G) from Z using
the Frobenius theorem for complex vector fields. The sufficiency part of Theorem [1.T] allows us to easily
construct Darboux integrable systems by group quotients, while the necessary part allows us to find closed
form general solutions to partial differential equations represented by 7 using only the Frobenius theorem
and the integral manifolds of £. In particular the fact that 7 is the quotient of £ by a transverse symmetry
group G implies that any integral manifold of Z is the image, under the quotient map 7 : N — N/G, of
an integral manifold of £ (see Theorem 2.1 and Section 2.1 in [3]]). In both cases of elliptic and hyperbolic
systems we can identify families of systems 7 where the integral manifolds of £ can be determined in
closed form (due to the maximal number of Darboux invariants for £), which then produces a closed form
general solution to the partial differential equation represented by Z. See the examples in §3.4/and §4.5/in
this article, or the many other hyperbolic examples in [2], [3]], [7] demonstrating this theorem.

The difference between hyperbolic and elliptic systems in Theorem [I.T] manifests itself in the structure
of £ and the symmetric pair (K, G) which we describe in the next two propositions. First, Theorem 1.4 in
[7] shows the following for hyperbolic systems:

IThis means the number of independent Darboux invariants is as large as possible; see Definition [2.17]
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Proposition 1.2. A decomposable hyperbolic differential system is Darboux integrable with Pfaffian sin-
gular systems if and only if there exists £ and (K, G) in Theorem[I1.1 where

(1) € =& @ &y is the direct sum of two Pfaffian systems (€1, N1), (€2, N2) on N = Nj X No,

(2) K = G x G and the symmetric pair is (K, Ggiag ), where Ggiag denotes the diagonal subgroup,

(3) G acts freely on N; as a transverse symmetry group of &;.

By comparison, one of our main results given below states that all Darboux integrable elliptic decom-
posable systems (with Pfaffian singular systems) arise as quotients of a system £ which is the ‘realification’
of a holomorphic Pfaffian system H on a complex manifold. (By realification we mean simply that as a
Pfaffian system & is generated by the real and imaginary parts of the holomorphic 1-forms generating #.)

Proposition 1.3. A real analytic elliptic decomposable differential system T is Darboux integrable with
Pfaffian singular system if and only if there exists £ and (K, G) as in Theorem[I.1 where

(1) & is the realification of a holomorphic Pfaffian system H on a complex manifold N,
(2) the symmetric pair is (K, G) where K is a complex Lie group and G C K is a real form,
(3) K acts freely and holomorphically on N as a transverse symmetry group of H.

In the forward direction, the construction of £ uses the Frobenius theorem for complex vector fields
(stated below in Theorem [2.15) and is only local. This application of the Frobenius theorem requires that
7 be real analytic; in the other direction, 7 is necessarily real analytic since H and the action of K are
holomorphic. The Lie algebra of G which appears in Theorem [1.2] and Proposition1.3lis shown in §4.4to
be an invariant of the system, and we call this the Vessiot algebra because its role is analogous to that for
hyperbolic systems.

In the hyperbolic case [[7] the quotient map 7 is called the superposition map as it combines integral
manifolds of the two auxiliary systems £; and & to produce integral manifolds of Z. In the elliptic case
the map 7¢ is more analogous to the classical Weierstrass representation for minimal surfaces in R3, as
it allows solutions to Z to be expressed in terms of holomorphic data, namely integral manifolds of the
auxiliary holomorphic system H

In this paper, we split the proof of Proposition[T3linto the sufficiency and necessary parts. We start with
a maximally Darboux integrable system and a symmetric pair, and prove in Theorem 3.1]that the quotient
is a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system. This provides a mechanism for constructing such DI
systems which we demonstrate with examples in §3.41 Then in §4 we prove the necessary part by starting
with a DI elliptic system Z with Pfaffian singular system, and construct £ using the Frobenius theorem
in Theorems 4.7 and [4.8] One of the key steps in establishing Theorem [4.8] is associating to a DI elliptic
system Z a real Lie algebra g, the Lie algebra of G used in constructing the extension £. In §4.4/ we show
that, up to Lie algebra isomorphism, the Lie algebra g is an invariant of Z. This requires an alternative
approach compared to the case of hyperbolic systems due to the need to track the real isomorphism class
of the algebra.

The proofs of Theorem A7 and Theorem 4.8 have a number of similarities to that of Theorem 5.1 in [[7]
but also some critical differences. One main difference is that we prove the existence of the extension £
more directly than was done in [[7]]; in particular, compare Theorem[4.7 here with Theorem 5.1 in [[7] which
utilizes the manifolds M; and My which we have not. The proofs of Theorem [4.7]and Theorem 4.8 would
provide an alternative approach to proving Theorem 5.1 in [[7]. A second important difference is the role
in which real analyticity plays in the construction of £, both through the application of the Frobenius
theorem as well as Step 3 of Theorem [4.1]

While we have generalized the construction in [7] to elliptic systems, we have not pursued the resulting
applications, such as to the existence of Backlund transformations as in [3]], [4]], [12]]. Of particular interest,
it was shown in [6] that the initial value problem for Darboux integrable hyperbolic PDE in the plane
with solvable Vessiot algebra admits a closed-form solution expressed in terms of quadratures. This not
only generalizes d’Alembert’s solution to the wave equation to other equations, but it also generalizes

%In fact, as pointed out by Ian Anderson, the minimal surface equation itself can be represented by an elliptic system which is
Darboux integrable, and the Weierstrass representation can be derived from the quotient map 7 for that system.
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Lie’s approach to closed-form solutions to ordinary differential equations in that it determines a class
of equations where the initial value problem can be solved by quadrature (i.e., the hyperbolic Darboux
integrable systems with solvable Vessiot algebras). It is an interesting problem to extend these results to
boundary value problems for DI elliptic equations.

We would like to thank our good friend and colleague Ian Anderson for many useful discussions and
suggestions that helped initiate this project. We are also grateful to Anderson and his co-author Brandon
Ashley for providing us a copy of their preprint [2]] which supplied some motivation and perspective for
this article. We are indebted to Andreas Malmendier for his help that allowed us to finish the proof of
Theorem[4.7] The second author is grateful to Robert Bryant for introducing him to the subject of Darboux
integrability many years ago, and would also like to thank the Department of Mathematics and Statistics
at Utah State University for their hospitality and support during the winter semester of 2023.

Layout of the Paper. In §2lwe define elliptic decomposable systems and Darboux integrability, beginning
with the dual notion of elliptic distributions. We also discuss elliptic systems generated by the spans of
the real and imaginary part of a holomorphic Pfaffian system H on complex manifolds (the realification of
‘H described above), and show that they are maximally Darboux integrable. In the examples, we discuss
systems arising from first-order and second-order PDE in the plane, where the elliptic structure is revealed
through considerations of singular integral elements.

In §3lwe consider actions of a complex Lie group K on a complex manifold that preserve a holomorphic
Pfaffian system. We show, in Theorem[3.1] that under the assumptions of regularity and transversality, the
quotient of the realification of H by the action of the real form of K is elliptic and Darboux integrable.
This provides the sufficiency proof of Theorem §1.3] We also show how to construct a local coframe for
the quotient system which leads to a normal form for the structure equations. Examples are given at the
end of the section demonstrating the theory.

In §4l we begin with showing that every DI elliptic decomposable system Z admits a local coframe of
precisely the same normal form as given in §3| The construction of this coframe is, up to a point, analogous
to what happens in [7], but here we also use analytic continuation in an essential way. In §4.2land §4.3 we
finish the proof of the local necessary part of Theorem[1.3] by constructing the integrable extension £ on
an appropriate complex manifold along with and a group action K so that Z = £/G, with G a real form
of K. Again, examples are given demonstrating this construction.

In remarks at the end of this article, we briefly discuss the classic theory of Darboux integrability and
its relationship to closed form solutions.

EDS Conventions. We will study PDE and PDE systems by working with their generalization as exterior
differential systems. Recall that an exterior differential system (EDS) on a smooth manifold M is a graded
ideal Z (with respect to wedge product) inside the ring of differential forms on M, such that Z is also
closed under exterior differentiation. We assume systems do not include 0-forms, and we assume that for
1 < k < dim M the k-forms of 7 span a vector sub-bundle Ij, of constant rank inside ART*M. The
systems we consider will, in fact, be generated algebraically by 1-forms and 2-forms, i.e., sections of I; and
I5. Most of these will be Pfaffian systems, which are generated by sections of a given sub-bundle [; C T*M
and their exterior derivatives.

For a Pfaffian EDS 7 or £ we will by convention use the corresponding roman letter I or E respectively
to denote the bundle of 1-forms which generates it in this way, omitting the subscript 1 when no confusion
is possible; sometimes I or E will itself be referred to as a Pfaffian system. We also let I~ C T'M denote the
annihilator sub-bundle of I C T™M; similarly, given a distribution D C T'M then DL ¢ T*M denotes
its annihilator.

For a Pfaffian system generated by I C T*M, the first derived system I’ is spanned by sections 6 of
I which satisfy df € C°°(I AN T*M). Applying this construction repeatedly generates the derived flag
I > IM > ... where I). = I’ This sequence (the members of which we will always assume to be
constant rank sub-bundles of 7 M) stabilizes at a terminal derived system I(®) which may have rank
zero. Any local section of I that is a closed 1-form lies in (), and by the Frobenius Theorem I(°°) is

locally generated by exact 1-forms. We apply these standard constructions to the complexification Z ® C
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and utilize the version of the Frobenius theorem for complex vector fields found in [24] and stated in
Theorem[2.15]below. This version of the Frobenius theorem requires real analyticity and therefore we will
assume all manifolds and differential systems are real analytic.

An immersion s : ¥ — M is said to define an integral submanifold of 7 if s*¢ = 0 for all differential
forms ¢ € Z. When T is coupled with a differential n-form €2 giving an independence condition, it is
customary to consider only integral submanifolds which satisfy the independence condition, in the sense
that s*() is a volume form on ¥.

As is well-known (see, e.g., [10] or [19]) a system R of p partial differential equations of order k for
s functions of n variables defines a codimension-p submanifold M inside the space J*(R™, R?) of k-jets
of functions from R" to R®, and solutions to system R are in one-to-one correspondence with integral
submanifolds of a Pfaffian system Z on M generated by the pullbacks to M of the canonical contact forms
on the jet space. (One usually also requires the integral submanifolds to satisfy an independence condition
that implies they are graphs over R".) Examples[1][2 Bland[12]below show how the system Z is constructed
in several cases.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Elliptic Distributions and Elliptic Decomposable Systems. We begin by giving the elliptic ana-
logue of the definition of a hyperbolic distribution from [2]].

Definition 2.1. An elliptic distribution on a manifold M of dimension m is a pair (D, J) where

[i] D C T'M is a smooth distribution of even rank 2d < m,
[ii] D is bracket-generating, i.e., D) = TM,
[iii] J is a sub-complex structure on D (i.e., J : D — D is a bundle isomorphism satisfying J? = —Id),
[iv] when J is extended C-linearly to D ® C, the decomposition
DoC=DydD_
as a sum of +i and —1i eigenspaces of J respectively, satisfies

Dy, D_]CD®C. (3)

The non-degeneracy of J on the elliptic distribution D implies that if s : ¥ — M is an integral manifold
of D which is J invariant, so that J : 5,7, — 5,71, then J restricts to give an almost complex structure

JonX.

Remark 2.2. The definition of D, D_ as eigenspaces of J implies that D_ = D,. Conversely, given a
decomposition of D ® C as a direct sum D1 @ D_ of complex subspaces which are conjugates of each
other determines a sub-complex structure on D. To see why, suppose W, is a local basis of sections of D,

and we define a complex endomorphism on D ® C by JW, =i W, and JW, = —iW,. Then J? = —1d,
and J restricts to be an endomorphism of D, since

J(Wet+ Wo) =i(W, = Wo)  J(i(W,— W) = (W, + W,). (4)

(In this section we use index ranges 1 < a,b < dand 1 <i,5 < m — 2d.) Moreover, this J is independent
of the choice of basis.

It is easy to see that the condition (3) implies the following:
Lemma 2.3. For an elliptic distribution D, the derived systems of D, Dy, D_ satisfy
PW e C=(DeC)® =p¥ pk

Condition (@) also implies that the subspaces D, and D_ have a special relationship to the Pfaffian
system generated by the 1-forms annihilating D.

Proposition 2.4. Let (D, J) be an elliptic distribution on M and T be the Pfaffian system generated by

I = D' Then any one-dimensional complex subspace of D, or of D_ is a singular integral element of T ® C.
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Proof. Choose a local frame { T;, W,, W, } for TM ® C such that D, = {W,} and D_ = {W,}, and
let {6%, 0%, 57} be the dual local coframe for T* M @ C. (Thus, the #° are a local basis of sections of I ® C.)
Let X and Y be sections of Dy and D_ respectively. Then (3) implies that

do'(X,Y) = —60"([X, Y]) = 0.
It follows that the expression for d0" in terms of our coframe contains no o® A o® terms, and therefore

d9' = 1AL 0% N o® + 1Bl o7 A ot mod 6. (5)
Now since D is bracket-generating, there exist sections X;, Xg of Dy with [ X, Xo] ¢ D®C. Thus there
exists an index ig such that 6% ( Xy, Xg) = —0%([ Xy, X3]) # 0, and therefore the 2-form A;Obaa/\ab # 0.
Similarly, since [X7, Xz] ¢ D ® C then B'0® A o # 0.

Singular integral elements are those integral elements for which the polar equations associated to the
integral element have lower rank when compared to those associated to nearby integral elements. (The
‘polar equations’ refer to a basis for the annihilator of the polar space of the integral element; see Chapter
8 in [19] for further details.) If F is the one-dimensional integral element for Z ® C spanned by X =
W, ‘m eD, ‘m, then the polar space associated to E is annihilated by 6% and by

, . b
XTado' = ALy to

for each i. Because B;%F A ot # 0 these equations are not maximal rank. In particular, an integral

element spanned by a generic X € D ® C has polar equations which include nonzero terms involving the

ob. Therefore, X € D, spans a singular integral element, and similarly any nonzero X~ € D_ spans a
singular integral element. 0

The fact that we are working with a real distribution D leads to the following refinement of the structure
equations (5).
Corollary 2.5. Let (D, J) be an elliptic distribution and let {0°, 0, 0%} be a coframe as in the proof of

Proposition[24, with [ @ C = spanc{60’} where I = D~. Then there is an invertible matrix P whose entries
are complex-valued functions such that ' = Pf@j. Thus, P~' = P and

o' = LA%,0" Ao+ SPIAL 67 Aot mod 67 . (6)

Proof. Since I C T*M is real, I ® C is closed under conjugation and hence {67} form a local basis for
I ® C. Thus, § = P;H_ﬂ where P; are the components of an invertible matrix. Substituting this equation
into its complex conjugate then gives P~! = P.

Taking the exterior derivative of #° = P;H_J and using the conjugate of equation (3) gives

9" = Pidfi = P! <%A—ibﬁ Aab+ %B—iba“ A ab) mod 6" .
Comparing the left-hand side with that of (@) gives B!, = P;A—ib : 0

The following converse to Proposition[2.4l characterizes ellipticity in terms of Pfaffian systems and their
singular integral elements. (See Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 2.3 in [7] for a similar characterization for hy-
perbolic systems.)

Proposition 2.6. Let T be a Pfaffian system generated by I C T* M and let D = I-. Suppose that
(1) 11 = 0; o
(2) there are complex sub-bundles D, D_ C TM ® C such thatD_ =D, andD R C =D, ®D_;
(3) forany X+ € Dy and X~ € D_,spanc{ X, X~ } is an integral 2-plane of T @ C.
Then (D, J) is an elliptic distribution on M, where J : D — D is determined by the decomposition D @ C =
Dy & D_ asin Remark[22
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Proof. The assumption 1(>) = 0 is equivalent to D being bracket-generating, thus satisfying condition
in Definition 211 Assumption [2)] implies that rankg D = 2rankc D, so condition [[i] is satisfied.
Assumption [(3)] implies that for any 1-form 6 in Z and any sections X, X~ of D, and D_ respectively,

O([XT, X)) = —do(X*, X7) = 0.

Therefore [ X1, X~] € D ® C and equation (@) in condition[[iv]|is satisfied. Lastly, it is easy to check that
the J : D — D defined by equation (@) is a sub-complex structure, so all conditions in Definition 2.1] are
satisfied. O

Corollary 2.7. Let T be a Pfaffian system such that I(™) = 0. Suppose that on W C M there exists a
coframe { 0%, 7%, 3%} for TM ® C such that I ® C = spanc{0'} and the 0" satisfy (3). Let D = I+,
Dy ={0" 0"}, D_= {0 0%}, and define a sub-complex structure J on D associated to the splitting
D ® C =D4 @ D_ asin Remark[22 Then (D, J) is an elliptic distribution on U.

Remark 2.8. In order to determine whether a Pfaffian system 7 satisfies the conditions in Proposition [2.6]
it is necessary to identify the 1-dimensional complex integral elements that are singular. For, Proposition
[2.4] shows that every non-zero vector in Dy or D_ is in fact a singular integral element. Determining
appropriate candidate spaces Dy, D_ is illustrated in §2.4/below.

Given an elliptic distribution (D, J) we define its associated singular bundles, which are complex-conjugate

sub-bundles of 7*M ® C dual to the splitting of D ® C:
V=MD )Y cTrrMeC, V=D cT*MxC.

(For simplicity, we will refer to V' as the singular bundle, since it determines V.) These bundles have
complex rank m — d, and satisfy V NV = I ® C where I = D+,

Remark 2.9. Note that V, V determine, and are determined by, the sub-complex structure on D. In partic-
ular, the bundle V' is spanned by 1-forms that restrict to D to be of type (1, 0):

V={4eT"MaC|ypv)=iy(v),Vv € D}. (7)
Note also that in terms of the local coframe in the proof of Prop. 24 we have V = spanc{6*, o%}. Con-
sequently, for a J-invariant integral manifold s : ¥ — M of D with induced almost complex structure J,

s*(V) € T*S @ C is the bundle of (1,0)-forms on ¥ relative to J. Then 17 ¥ will equal the pointwise
span of the 1-forms s*o%, since s*6° = 0.

The exterior differential systems we will consider in the rest of this paper include Pfaffian systems whose
dual distribution is elliptic, but which satisfy additional assumptions:

Definition 2.10. A triple (Z, D, J) is an elliptic decomposable system on M if

[i] Z is an exterior differential system on M generated algebraically by 1-forms and 2-forms;
[ii] D = (I;)* and J is a sub-complex structure on D such that (D, J) is elliptic in the sense of Defn.
[2.1]above;
[iii] on a neighborhood of any point in M, there exist a set of 2-forms ¥ which are sections of A2V
such that Z ® C is algebraically generated by the (2, their complex conjugates 0, and sections of
I, where V, V denote the singular bundles associated to (D, J).

Definition is analogous to the notion of a (hyperbolic) decomposable system given in [7]. Note
that condition [[iii]| is independent of the others. For example, if (D, J) is an elliptic distribution and Z is
the Pfaffian system generated by D+, then (5) implies that its generator 2-forms are sections of A2V +
A2V, whereas implies that each 2-form Aflbaa A o® belongs to Z. More generally, we note that for
Pfaffian systems the decomposability condition|[iii]]is equivalent to the coefficients in structure equations
(@) satisfying certain linear-algebraic conditions; see Theorem 2.3 in [[7]] for details in the hyperbolic case.

However, in certain important low-dimensional cases, condition follows from When 7 is a
Pfaffian system arising from a PDE in the plane (i.e., Z encodes a second-order PDE for one unknown
function of two variables, or is a prolongation of such a system) the ellipticity of the PDE implies that
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there are complex-conjugate singular bundles such that the structure equations satisfy condition
then D = (I;)" becomes an elliptic distribution once one designates one of these as the annihilator of
D_. The details of the construction are give in Example 2 Likewise, for determined first-order systems
for two functions in the plane, ellipticity of the symbol relations implies that the corresponding Pfaffian
system is an elliptic decomposable EDS (see, e.g., the analysis in §7.1 of [10]]).

2.2. Darboux Integrability.

Definition 2.11. Given an elliptic decomposable system (Z, D, J) with singular bundle V, a function
f : M — C such that df is a section of V(*°) is called a Darboux invariant. We will let 3 (V') denote the
set of Darboux invariants.

As mentioned in Remark[2.9] on J-invariant integral submanifolds of D, sections of V' span the bundle
of (1, 0)-forms; hence the restrictions of the Darboux invariants to such submanifolds are the analogues of
holomorphic functions. (In fact, we will see below that, as the induced structure J on such submanifolds
is integrable, their restrictions are in fact holomorphic.) Accordingly, we will sometimes refer to functions

in H(V') as holomorphic Darboux invariants. Since D) = (V) then f : M — C is a Darboux

invariant if and only if X(f) = 0 for every section X of D(_OO). However, since D(_OO) is generated by
brackets of vector fields in D_, this condition can be simplified as follows (see Lemma 2.8 in [[7] for the
hyperbolic case).

Lemma 2.12. A function f : M — C is a Darboux invariant if and only if X(f) = 0 for every section X
of D_.

Classically, the existence of a sufficient number of Darboux invariants allows one to construct inte-
gral manifolds using techniques from ordinary differential equations; see [7] or Chapter 7 in [19] for the
hyperbolic case.

Definition 2.13. Let M be a real-analytic manifold and (D, J) an real-analytic elliptic distribution on M.
Then (D, J) is Darboux integrable if its associated singular bundle satisfies

VR LV =T"M®C, (8)

where the sum need not be direct. Equivalently, by taking the annihilator of @), (D, J) is Darboux inte-
grable if

P nD_ =0. 9)
We similarly define an elliptic decomposable system (Z, D, J) on M to be Darboux integrable if 7 is a
real-analytic EDS and (D, J) is a Darboux integrable elliptic distribution.

Analyticity is required in Definition[2.13]in order to guarantee we can find a local basis for the Darboux
invariants. In particular, a local basis is provided by the next lemma, which relies on the Frobenius theorem
for complex vector fields, which in turn requires the vector fields to be real analytic.

For what follows, it will be convenient to introduce the following abbreviations for the dimensions and
ranks of the objects we are considering:

dim M = m, rankg D = 2d, ranke V(%) = ¢, n=m— 2q. (10)
Lemma 2.14. Let (D, J) be Darboux integrable. Near any point in M there exist real local coordinates
(x®,y*, t"), wherel < a < qand1 < i <n, such that
V() = {dz9}

where 2¢ = x® + iy®.

We call coordinates (t*, 2%, 2%) adapted coordinates; these have the property that the z® give a complete
set of independent holomorphic Darboux invariants.

The proof of Lemma [2.74] follows from the complex Frobenius theorem (attributed to Nirenberg [[24]),

which we now state.
9



Theorem 2.15 (Complex Frobenius Theorem). Let M be a real-analytic manifold of dimension m. Let
8 CTM ® C be a real-analytic complex sub-bundle of complex rank s that is closed under Lie bracket. Let
S = 8+ 8. Assume that S has complex rank s + ¢ and is also closed under Lie bracket. Then near any
point in M there is a real-analytic coordinate system (z%,y®, ti, u®), wherel < a < /¢ 1<i<s—/and
1 <a<m—(s+¥), such that § is generated by

axa + iaya and 8tz' .

Proof of Lemmal2.14 The Frobenius Theorem is applied as follows. By construction, ’D(_OO) = (V(OO))J‘
(c0)

is closed under Lie bracket and rank D
generating, by Lemma [2.3] we have

= m — q > d because rank V(°°) = ¢. Since D is bracket-

T*M ® C = D + D),
Hence 8 = D' satisfies the hypotheses of the Theorem 215 with s = m — g and { = ¢ (i.e., no u-

coordinates). Thus, on a neighborhood of any given point in M there are real coordinates (7%, y%,t'),
where 1 < a <gand1 < i <n =m — 2q, such that if 2% = x® + iy® then the dz® are a local basis for
sections of V(%) O

The Darboux integrability condition (§) leads to bounds on the number of independent Darboux invari-
ants, given by the following proposition.

Proposition 2.16. Let (Z, D, J) be a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system and let d,q, m be as

in (10). Then
d<q<|m/2). (11)

Proof. Since rank D, = d then rank V. = m — d and (8) implies that ¢ > d, giving the lower bound in
(D). Equation (8) also implies that m = rank V(> 4+ rank V' — rank(V N V(*)), and so

rank(V N V() = rank V(®) 4 rankV —m = ¢ — d. (12)
By Lemma [2.14] there are local coordinates such that V() = {dz?}, 1 < a < ¢. This implies that
V() 0 V() = 0 and hence (V N V()N (V N V(OO)) = 0. Since

Vave)yevnT™crec (13)
then 2 rank(V N V(%)) < rank I = m — 2d. Substituting this into equation (Z) and simplifying leads to
the upper bound in (I1). 0

Definition 2.17. We will say that a Darboux integrable system is minimal if rank V(*°) = d, its minimal
value in ({T). (In other words, V(*) is no larger than necessary to fulfill condition (8), and the sum in (8)
is direct.) On the other hand, we will say the system is maximal if m = dim M is even and rank V(>
attains its maximum value m/2 in (II). Maximally Darboux integrable systems are characterized in the
next section.

We now find a local coframe for 7* M ® C adapted to the condition in equation (8).

Theorem 2.18. Let (D, J) be Darboux integrable elliptic distribution on a manifold M of dimension m and
let I = DY, Letrank I = m — 2d and let ¢ = rank V(). Then near any point inm € M there exists an
open set U C M about m and a complex coframe (0*,n", 0", ", c%) on U such that
(1) V)| = Spanc{n’",q“}, wherel <r <qg—d, 1 <u<d;
(2) (I ® C)ly =spanc{6’,n",n"}, where1 < i <n=m —2g;
(3) the coframe satisfies structure equations
do" =0, (14a)

dn" = iE,0" Ao + Flo" AP, (14b)

o' = AL x A 7b + SPIAT, 7 A b mod {6}, (14c)

a
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where in (I4d) we amalgamate (", o) into the vectorw = (1%),1 < a < g, andP; are entries in a
nonsingular matrix of functions such that

0" = PJZH_J mod 1", n"; (15)
(4) the coefficients A%, E"

r . .
o> By, Iy s are Darboux invariants.

The coframe (0%, 7", c%, 7", o%) in Theorem 218 is the analogue of the ‘1-adapted’ coframe in Theorem
2.9 in [7] (compare (17) with (2.14) in [7]). We will likewise call this coframe 1-adapted.

Proof. Let (%, y®, t*) be adapted coordinates near m. Note that by equation (I2) the rank of (I ®C)NV ()
equals ¢ — d. We may choose 1-forms 1", 1 < r < ¢ — d, forming a basis of sections of (I ® C) N V("O),
and complete them with 1-forms %, 1 < u < d, to form a basis of sections of V(OO), so that (after suitably
re-numbering the z%)

o' =dz", 1<u<d (16)
0 =dz"T+ R dz", 1<r<q-—d.

Because dn” contains no terms of the form dz? A dz® or dt' A dz%, then dR”, € V, and hence R!, € H(V).
As argued in the proof of Prop. 10.2.7 in [19], the 1-forms 7" then satisfy structure equation (14b) and
moreover £}, and F)_ also belong to H(V').

We may now choose 1-forms #%, 1 < i < n = m—2q, defined on a possibly a smaller neighborhood of m,
such that (6%, 7", ") form a basis of sections for I ® C. Since I ® C is preserved by complex conjugation,
a nonsingular matrix P exists satisfying (I5). Moreover, since I ® C = V NV and V() C V, then
(6%,n", 0%, 77) is a local basis of sections for V.

Let (T;, N, Sy, N;, S,,) be the dual frame to (6°,7", 0%, 7", o@). Note that D is spanned at each point
by the vector fields S, and ’Dioo) by the vector fields T;, N,., S,,. The forms #° satisfy 6°([S,, Sy]) = 0

on account of (3), so that the structure equations for 0% have the form
dot = AL, Anb + BLym@Ard mod  {6°}. (17)

Applying the argument used in the proof of Corollary 23] to equation (I7) shows that B!, = P;A—ib. We
have now established that (I4a),({14b), (I4c) hold. o
Finally, taking the exterior derivative of equation (I4d), the coefficient of % A 7% A 7% is Su(AL,) which

must vanish. Lemma[2.12 then implies A%, € H(V). O

In Remark [2.9]it was noted, for a J-invariant integral manifold s : ¥ — M of an elliptic distribution
(D, J) with induced almost complex structure J, that T7¢% = s*(V) and is spanned pointwise by the
s*c". Equation shows that when (D, J) is Darboux integrable Jis integrable, and that the local
coordinates from (18), provided by the Frobenius Theorem, will induce holomorphic coordinates local
on X. The Darboux invariants on M then restrict to be holomorphic functions on 3. While Darboux
integrability provides a sufficient condition that J be integrable, Example 7.4.20 in [18] shows that even
when an elliptic decomposable system is not Darboux integrable the invariants may still restrict to be
holomorphic on any J-invariant integral submanifold.

Corollary 2.19. Let (Z, D, J) be a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system, and (6%, 1", o*, 7", o%)
a I-adapted coframe satisfying structure equations (14). Then the 2-forms defined by

At = TAL TN I (18)
lieinZ ® C, along with their complex conjugates.

Proof. Let 9V, Q¥ be the local 2-form generators of Z ® C provided by part of Definition 210l Then
structure equation (I4c) implies that
Al + PIAT = SiQ" + T mod I} ® C (19)
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for some functions S, T:. The splitting

(T*M/L)®C=2V/(IL®C)dV /(1 ® C)
induces a splitting of . A?(T*M/I) ® C. By applying the latter splitting to both sides of (19) we see that
A’ = 51,0 and PjAJ = T/Q” mod I. Since P is non-singular, then A", A* € T ® C. O

Definition 2.20. Let (Z, D, J) be a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system with associated sin-
gular bundle V. We define its singular system ) as the algebraic ideal generated (over C) by sections of V/
and the 2-forms of 7.

Proposition 2.21. The singular system )V associated to a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system
(Z,D,)) is a differential ideal and contains T @ C.

Proof. Let (6,1, 0%, 1", %) be a 1-adapted coframe on an open set U about m € M as in Theorem 2.18]
and let 2" be the set of generator 2-forms in A2V referred to in condition|[iii]] in Definition 210l Then

(I® (C)|u = { 92'7 77T7 77 QV7 W }alg' (20)
On the other hand,
V|u = { 927 77T7 77 Ju7 av }alg (21)

showing that Z® C C V. Since T is differentially closed (by definition) and 6%, n", 7", Q¥ € T® C we need
only observe from the structure equation that trivially do* € V. Thus V is differentially closed. [J

We now define a special class of elliptic Darboux integrable systems which is analogous to the class of
hyperbolic systems whose singular systems form a Darboux pair (see Definition 1.3 in [7]).

Definition 2.22. A Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system is normal if its associated singular
system is Pfaffian.

For normal Darboux integrable systems the local generators for V and 7 take on the following form.

Lemma 2.23. Let (Z,D,J) be a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system which is normal, and let
m € M and (0°,n", ", 0%, 0%) be a 1-adapted coframe on the open set U about m satisfying equations ({4a),
(14D, and ([I4d) of Theorem[2.18 Then

V‘u = { 9i7 77T7 Fa Uuad—nra E }algm (223)
(I® (C)|u = { 9i7 77T7 Fa d77r, d_Wa Ai) ﬁ }algm (22b)
where A' is defined as in (I8).
Proof. Since A’ € T ® C by CorollaryZ19 Z ® C C V and V is a differential ideal, then
{9i7 "7Ty Fa O'uvd—nrv ﬁ}alg cV.
On the other hand, the fact that V is Pfaffian and Q¥ € A%V together imply that there exist functions
Sy, TY such that
O = SVdo' 4 TVdn" mod 0%, 0", ", o%
= S;’P;ﬁ +TVdny” mod 6%, 0", 17, 0% . (23)
This shows that ), as given by the expression (21), is included the right-hand side of (22a).
Similarly, Corollary 219 implies that { 6%, 5", 7", dn", dn", A’, A}, C T ® C. Then the expression
(20), together with (23) and its complex conjugate, imply the inclusion in the opposite direction so that

(22b) holds. O

Proposition 2.24. If (Z, D, J) is a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system which is Pfaffian then it
is normal.
12



Proof. In terms of a 1-adapted coframe provided by Theorem[2.18] the condition that 7 is Pfaffian implies
by equation (20) that

Q" = RYd0' + S¥dn” + T di mod 6%, 0", 7.
This in turn shows V is Pfaffian by equation (21). 0

For example, Proposition [2.24] implies that if the standard representation of a second-order PDE in the
plane by an EDS on a 7-manifold (see Example 2] below) is Darboux integrable then it is normal.

2.3. Maximal Darboux Integrability. Maximally Darboux integrable systems play a pivotal role in the
structure theory of elliptic Darboux integrable systems, as highlighted in Theorem[L.1] In particular Theo-
rem[2.25|below defines a generic class of maximally Darboux integrable systems whose quotients give rise
to the normal Darboux integrable systems which we are considering (see Theorems[3.1] [4.7] and [4.8)).

Suppose that (Z, D, J) is a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system with singular bundle V ona
manifold N. Suppose that Z is maximally Darboux integrable, so that dim N = 2 g where ¢ = rank V(*°).
Thus, rank I = dim N — 2d = 2(q — d) and the containment in (I3) becomes

I@C={VnVe)eVnve). (24)

This decomposition arises naturally if N is a complex manifold and Z is a Pfaffian system spanned by
the real and imaginary parts of a holomorphic Pfaffian system (see Remark[2.26]below). Such systems are
generated by sections of a holomorphic vector bundle H C 17, N. Since HNH = 0,then I®C = H® H.

(For example, if {67} is a local basis of holomorphic sections of H then 67 + 7 and (7 — 67) are pointwise
linearly independent local sections of I.) By way of an abus de langage we say that I is the realification of
H, and write I = Hp.

Since I®C = H® H, any integral manifold of Z is an integral manifold of the 1-forms in H. Conversely,
since [ is spanned by real and imaginary parts of sections of H, then any integral manifold of H is an
integral manifold of Z. Note that the J-invariant integral manifolds of Z with induced complex structure
Jare holomorphic integral manifolds of # and conversely.

The following theorem, which is the elliptic analogue of Theorem 3.1 in [7]], shows that the realification
I = Hp is maximally Darboux integrable.

Proposition 2.25. Let N be a complex manifold of complex dimension p with complex structure J, and let
H C T{ (N be a rank h holomorphic Pfaffian system with H(®) = 0. Let I = Hy be the realification of H
and let T be the corresponding Pfaffian system generated by I. Then:

(1) The distribution D = I+ is J-invariant, (D, J) is an elliptic distribution, where D @ C = Dy @& D_

and
D, =TioNNH, D_ =Ty, NNH", (25a)
D) =Ty 4N, D) = Ty, N. (25b)
(2) The singular bundle V = (D_)" satisfies
V=(D)"= Tij,NeH, V™ =TfN. (26)

(3) The system (Z,D, J) is a maximally Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system which is normal.

Remark 2.26. Equation (26) shows that the Darboux invariants for (Z, D, J) in this case (Definition 2.17)
consist of the holomorphic functions on N and that equation (24) holds where V' N V(_OO) = H. On account
of the singular system ) being Pfaffian, equation (26) shows that V = {Q"0(M) & H} 4.

Proof. Part[(1)} We check the conditions of Definition 2] First note that I = Hpg has real rank 2h (as
shown above), so D = I has rank 2(p — h) and Definition 21][]]is satisfied. Moreover,

PRC=HoH)=H"nH =Dy ®Ty,N)N(T1oN&D_) =D, & D_
with D4 and D_ being given by equation (25a).
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We next check Definition 2I[iii]] by showing that D is J-closed. Fix a point n € N and let {X,} be
a local basis of sections of D near n, so that {X,} is a basis of sections of D_. The real vector fields
T, = X, + X,, Sqs = i(X, — X,) then give a local basis {S,,7,} of sections for D near n. Since
X,, X, take value in Ty oN and Tp 1N respectively, then the C-linear extension of J to T'N ® C satisfies
J(X,) =iX, and J(X,) = —iX,. Therefore J(T,) = S,, J(S,) = —T,, so that D is invariant under J.

We now verify condition Definition 21][iv]] By construction, D and D_ are precisely the +i and —i
eigenspaces for J on D ® C, so it remains to check equation (3). Since H is holomorphic, we may assume
that the local basis { X, } of sections of D C T} ¢N consists of holomorphic vector fields, and hence
[X,, Xp) = 0.If X, Y™ are arbitrary locally defined vector fields in D and D_ respectively, then

Xt = [ Xa, Y= = gafa
for locally defined functions f¢, g%, and
(XT,Y 7] =[f*X.,0"°Xp) = XT(¢) X, — Y (f)X, €D, @D_=D®C.

This shows that equation (@) is satisfied and hence Definition [2.]] is satisfied.
Finally we check Definition Z1l[ii] along with verifying equations (25b). Since H(*®) = 0,

TN ®C = (H®): = (HH) = (D, & Ty, N)™ =D & Ty, N,
so that DS_OO) = T oN; a similar computation finishes the proof of (25b). Then by Lemma [2.3]
D™ oC =D +D™ —TNeC

and D(*) = T'N. This shows Definition 2Z1I[ii]] is satisfied, so that (D, J) is an elliptic decomposable
distribution with decomposition given by equation (25a).
Part|(2)} Equations (Z6) follow from the definition of D_ in (25a) by taking the annihilator.
Part|(3)|: We first show that (Z, D, J) is elliptic and decomposable (Definition 2.10). From part[(1)]and the
fact that Z is Pfaffian, Deﬁnition and are satisfied. We now check the condition in Definition
Choose a local basis {6} of holomorphic sections of H, extended so that {#°, 7} is a local basis
of sections for 77 (V. Then we have

o' = C07 N OF + Alyn® A7° + MEOT A 7

a

for some locally defined holomorphic functions C’; p Al M ;a on N. By equation (26) 7 and 6° are local
sections of the singular system V/, and so df’ is a local section of A2V Since ] ® C = H @ H, a similar
computation with #7 shows that the Pfaffian system Z ® C is generated (locally) by {6, df", 67, d@}alg’
and hence Definition holds.

We now check that is 7 is maximally Darboux integrable. From equation (26)),
V4V =T} N+ H®T;;N =T"N®C,

so equation (8) is satisfied and (Z, D, J) is Darboux integrable. From equation (28), dimg N = 2 rank(V (),
so that (Z, D, J) is maximally Darboux integrable; moreover equation (Z4) holds since V> NV = H. Fi-
nally (Z, D, J) is normal by Proposition [2:24] O

We also have a converse to Proposition [2.25]

Proposition 2.27. If an elliptic decomposable Pfaffian system (Z,D,J) on N is maximally Darboux inte-
grable then J extends to give an integrable complex structure on N (so that N is a complex manifold), and
there exists a holomorphic Pfaffian system H such that Z is the realification of H.

Proof. Let V be the singular bundle of (D, J). Since dim N = 2rank V(*) then T*N®@C = V(> g V().
This splitting defines a complex structure J on N such that (V(OO))J‘ is the —i-eigenspace of J, and which
is an extension of that on D. Because V(°°) is a Frobenius system the complex structure is integrable (see,
e.g., Theorem 2.8 in Chapter IX of [21]]). We set

H=vVNnve),
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Then H N H = 0 and by equation 4), I ® C = H & H. In terms of the adapted coframe provided by
Theorem[2.18] H is locally spanned by the 1-forms 7" It follows that from (14b) that these are holomorphic
1-forms. O

A simple maximally Darboux integrable system is given in Example [4] of the next section.

2.4. Examples. The examples below demonstrate the basic Definitions[2.1] [2.10]and [2.13|for elliptic distri-
butions, elliptic decomposability and Darboux integrability respectively, focusing on second-order scalar
PDE in the plane and first-order systems of PDE in two dependent and two independent variables.

Example 1 (Laplace’s equation). Let 2%, u, u;, u;; be standard coordinates on the 8-dimensional jet space
J? (R2, R). (In terms of these coordinates, u is a function of independent variables :El, 22, and u;, Ujj = Ujj
are its first- and second-order partial derivatives.) In these coordinates Laplace’s equation is u11 +ug2 = 0.
If M C J?(R%R) is the 7-dimensional submanifold defined by this equation, then a Pfaffian EDS Z
encoding Laplace’s equation is generated by the pullbacks to M of the standard contact forms:

T = {0 := *(du—uyda —ugdz?), 91 := o*(dus—updat —uioda?), ¥ := 1" (dug—u19dz® —ugodz®}aig,
(27)

where ¢ is the inclusion + : M < J?(R% R). We will use the restrictions of 2', 22, u, uy, us, u11, u12 as

coordinates on M. In terms of the coordinate vector fields, the distribution annihilated by the 1-forms of

7is

D= {Dl = 61,1 + w10, + un@ul + U126u2, Dy := 8952 + w90y + ulgaul — un@uQ,&m , 8u12)}.
The derived flag of this distribution satisfies
D(l) = {D17D27au178u278uu78ulz}7 D(Z) = TM7

so D is bracket-generating.

We will define a sub-complex structure on D which makes 7 an elliptic system. To do this (and illustrate
Prop. [2.1) we identify two subspaces of D @ C, each spanned by singular 1-dimensional integral elements.
Such singular integral elements are determined by the generator 2-forms of the EDS, which in this case
are

I = {du11 A da' + dugy A da®, dugy A dz' — duyy Ada®} mod 1.
Let X = 1Dy +£2Dy + €30, +£10,,, be a nonzero vector in D. The polar equations of X are computed
by taking the interior product of X with the generator 2-forms. The resulting 1-forms fail to be linearly
independent if and only if

0= () + (@) =@+ =@ - =+ ¢ (28)
In particular, the 1-forms are linearly independent for all nonzero real X, and thus there are no real singular
integral 1-planes. When we allow the coefficients £ in equation (28) to be complex, the complex singular
integral 1-planes belong to one of two subspaces of D @ C,
Dy = {Dl —iDo, 8“11 + i8u12}, D_ = D—+,

which have the property that D® C =D, & D_.
Matters being so, we define a sub-complex structure J on D so that Dy and D_ are respectively the +i
and —i eigenspaces for the extension of J to D ® C (see also Remark[2.2). It follows that

J:Diy— Dy, J:Dyr+— —Dy, J:(‘)ull n—>—8um, J:c‘)um '—)81“1.

It is easy to check that our decomposition of D @ C satisfies [D1,D_] C D ® C; Thus, Z is an elliptic
decomposable system.
The terminal derived flag of D is given by

D) = DY) = {Dy — 1Dy, 8y, 8y + 10y, Dury + 1001y ), (29)
and comparing with D_ = {D;+iD3, 0y, —10,,, } shows that the criterion (9) for Darboux integrability is

satisfied. Notice that in this case the integrability is not minimal in the sense of Definition[2.17] as the sum

in @) is not direct: V() = (D(_OO) )+ has rank 3 while V has rank 5, so these sub-bundles have a non-trivial
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intersection inside 7'M ® C. The Darboux invariants are found by taking the conjugate of (29) and solving
(c0)

for functions invariant under D "; one choice of basis for H (V) is the set {wl +ix?, ug —iug, urg — iug2}.

Example 2. Consider the general case of a second-order PDE in the plane of the form
F(xivuvuiyuij) = 07 1 < Za] < 27 (30)

where 2%, u, u;, u;j are coordinates on J 2(R?,R) as in Example [T We assume that (30) defines a smooth
hypersurface My C J2(R? R), and that this hypersurface submerses onto J!(R?, R). As in 27) we let Z
be the Pfaffian system generated by the pullbacks to M of standard contact 1-forms.

Following [[17], we define a symmetric bilinear form on sections ¢, ¢ of I by

(¢,0) Volpr, = dp Adip A6 A OY A 62, (31)

where Vol y,. is a chosen volume form on M and §°, 6, 62 is any choice of local basis of 1-form generators
for Z. Note that since (, ) is C*°-linear, it is well-defined pointwise. However, with different choices of
volume form or basis, the bilinear form changes by multiplication by a non-vanishing smooth function on
MTF, so it should be regarded as a conformal symmetric bilinear form.

As the form (, ) is only well-defined up to a multiple, its only invariants are its rank and the relative
signs of its eigenvalues. The first derived system I’ is in the kernel of (, ), so the rank of (, ) is at most 2.
In [17] Z is defined to be elliptic if and only if the form (, ) has rank 2 and its nonzero eigenvalues have
the same sign at each point. This implies the classical result that the PDE is elliptic if and only if

OF OF 1<8F>2
) >0
Ouio

at each point of Mp; similarly, the PDE is hyperbolicif (, ) has rank 2 and this discriminant is everywhere
negative (see equations (2.21)-(2.24) in [17] for the details).
Assume that Z is elliptic. By choosing generator 1-forms 6°, 0!, 2 that diagonalize (, ) over R, we see

that there is a choice of local coframe (6°, 81, 62, w', 7', w?, 72) on My which satisfies structure equations
de® =0
do' = w' A1t — w? A 72, mod 6°, 6%, 62 (32)

do* = ' A+ WP Art
The two sub-bundles of 7*M ® C defined by
M = spanc{0°, 0" +i0%}, M = spanc{6°, 6" —i6?}

are the maximally isotropic subspaces of the C-linear extension of the bilinear form (, ) at each point of
Mp. Setting 8 = 01 +162%, w = w! + iw? and 7 = 7 + in2, we have from equations (32),

dB=wAT mod 90, B, B. (33)
It follows that
We can use the maximally isotropic subspaces to give Z the structure of an elliptic decomposable system.

Letting D = I, in terms of the dual frame (Jgo, 0g, 83, Ow, Oz, O, O%) we have
D ® C = spanc{0.,, 0y, Or, Oz }.
On the other hand, following (3.18) in [17] we define the characteristic vector field system
Char(I @ C,dM) :={X € DRC| X 2dM CI®C}.

and compute that Char(/ ® C,dM) = spanc{0Jy, Oz}. Furthermore it is easy to check that X € D® C
spans a singular integral 1-plane if and only if it lies in Char(/ ® C,dM) or its conjugate. Thus, setting

D_ = Char(I ® C,dM), D, =D_, (35)
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we have D ® C = D, @ D_ and we define J : D — D as in Remark[2.2] (Note that if in (33) we had
instead set D4 = Char(/ ® C, dM) then J is modified by a minus sign.) The singular bundle is computed
to be

V = (D-)" = spanc{w,m,6° 8,8} (36)
It now follows from (33), (34), (35), and (36) that (Z, D, J) satisfies Definition[2.10]and is an elliptic decom-
posable system. Finally it also follows from the structure equations (32) that any 2-dimensional integral
manifold s : ¥ — M satisfying the independence condition w! A w? # 0 is J-invariant, so that J restricts
to give an almost complex structure on ¥ which is integrable if 7 is Darboux integrable.

The objects M, D_, V in this example are easily shown to be (up to conjugation) differential invariants
of Z. If a diffeomorphism ® : Mpr — Mp is a symmetry transformation, so that ®*7Z = Z, then since
pullback and d commute, (P*¢p, D*1)) = A\(¢, ¢) for some non-vanishing function A. Hence the sub-bundle
®* M is again a 2-dimensional isotropic subspace for (, ). From this and the form of D_ we conclude that
either

PM=M, &D_=D_, V=V, P, 0)l=J0d,
or (37)
P*M=M, ®&D_=D,, V=V, ®,0)l=—-Jod,.

Example 3. Consider the following first-order partial differential equation for a complex-valued function
W of a complex variables z and conjugate Z,
ow
0z
which appeared in [22]]; see also [14]. If we introduce real variables z, y, u, v such that W = u + iv and
z = x + iy, then the real and imaginary parts of this equation give a first-order system for u, v:

@81’_2 2

= 3|IW P, (38)

— s =u"+v
o .0 ox Oy ’
1= ;2 _ 10,2 2
2<8$+18y>(u+w) s(u”+v7) = @_1_@_0
oy O0r

Let 2, y, u, v, u;, v; be standard coordinates on jet space J'(R?, R?). We encode this first-order system as
a Pfaffian EDS by restricting the standard contact forms of the jet space to the 6-manifold M defined by
up — vg = u? + v% and uy + v; = 0. Retaining u; and v; as coordinates on M, this results in a Pfaffian
system

Z ={du — uy dz + vy dy,dv — vy dx — (u3 — u? — 1)2) dy} qifr -
Note that while uy + iv; gives the value of 9W/9z when W is a holomorphic function of z, this is not the
case for a solution of system Z; in fact,

dW = (uy +iv1 — $(u? +0?)) dz + L (u® +v?)dZ mod T. (39)
In terms of the coordinate vector fields on M, the distribution annihilated by the 1-forms of 7 is
D = {D, := 0y +u10y + 110y, Dy := 9y — 010y + (ug — u* — v*)Dy, By, Oy, }-

It is easy to check that DY) = T'M at points of M where u, v are not both zero. So, we will restrict our
attention to such points, in order that D be bracket-generating with a regular derived flag.

Again, we will derive a sub-complex structure on D by decomposing D ® C into spaces spanned by
singular integral elements. The generator 2-forms of the EDS are

Ty = {duy Ndx — dvy A dy, (dvy + 2vv1 dy) A dx + (duy — 2uuy dz) A dy}  mod 7.

Taking the interior product of X = ¢1D, + £2D,, + €30, + £'0,, € D with these 2-forms yields a pair
of 1-forms which are linearly independent for all nonzero real vectors X. When we allow the coefficients
£? to be complex, the polar equations drop rank if and only if X lies in either the rank 2 sub-distribution

D, = {D; —iDy + 2(uuj + vv1)0y,, 0y, —10y, } CD & C
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or its complex conjugate D_ = D . As in Remark[2.2] this determines a sub-complex structure on D.
One can check that the decomposability condition in equation (3) also holds here; for example,

[Dy —iDy + 2(uuq + vv1)0u,, Dy + 1Dy + 2(uuy 4 vv1)0y, | = 4i(u2 + v2)v18ul,
[Dy — iDy + 2(uuy + vv1)0y, , Ou, + 10y, ] = —2(u + iv)0,, -
Thus, (Z, J) is an elliptic decomposable Pfaffian system. (More generally, any quasilinear first-order com-

W —
plex PDE of the form = F(z,z, W, W) leads in the same fashion to an elliptic decomposable EDS.)
The terminal derived flag of D is

D) = DB = (D, —1Dy+2(utts +001)uy , Dy — 10y , Ou—i0y+ (1 —10) Doy , 1 (u—i0) By + (g —iv1) Dy, },

(40)
and since this has zero intersection with D_ the system is Darboux integrable by Defn. In this case
the integrability is minimal, since in equation (8) the sum is direct: V() = (’D(_OO))J‘ has rank 2 and
V = (D))" has rank 4. A basis for the (holomorphic) Darboux invariants is found, using the conjugate
of equation (40) and Lemma[2.12] to be the two functions x + iy and

5:M_u, (41)

u+ iv

Example 4. Let N = J1},,/(C, C) with holomorphic contact system H = spanc{dw — w,dz } and let
(x,y,u,v,us,v1) be real coordinates on N where z = z + iy,w = u + iv,w, = uj + iv;. Then the
realification I = Hp in Proposition [2.25]is found by writing

dw — w,dz = du — uydz + v1dy + i(dv — vidz — uydy)
and
I = Hg = spanp{ du — uydx + v1dy, dv — vidx — urdy },

which is a standard representation of the Cauchy-Riemann equations by a Pfaffian system on a 6-dimensional
manifold. By equation (26) the singular system is

V = spanc{ dz, dw, dw,, du —w,dz }

while the coordinate functions z, w, w, are a basis for the holomorphic Darboux invariants and 7 is max-
imally Darboux integrable.

3. SYMMETRY REDUCTION OF MAXIMALLY DARBOUX INTEGRABLE ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS

In this section we show that the quotient of a maximally Darboux integrable system (as given in Propo-
sition[2.25) by a symmetry group satisfying a natural transversality condition is again a Darboux integrable
system. This proves the sufficiency part of Theorem[1.3]from the Introduction. The full technical details are
given in Theorem[3.1]of this section, which is the elliptic analogue of Theorem 6.1 in [3] (see also Corollary
3.4 in [7]).

3.1. Group Action Conventions. Let K be a connected complex Lie group of complex dimension n
admitting a real form G C K. This implies there exists a basis { Z1'} of the complex Lie algebra £ of left-

invariant holomorphic vector fields on K such that { X} = ZF + Z—]L} is a basis for the real Lie algebra g
of left-invariant vector fields on G. These bases satisfy

(zF. zF =ckzE,  (xF, xF)=ckxt. (42)

for real structure constants C'ji- K

Let Z be the right-invariant vector field coinciding with ZF at the identity, and let u% and ;1% be

the right- and left-invariant holomorphic 1-forms on K dual to {ZF*} and {Z['} respectively. Let Ad* :
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K — Aut(¥*) be the co-adjoint representation of K, and A be the matrix-valued function on K such that
Aa) = [Ad*(a)]T, i,

Ad*(a)uf, = Nj(a)u,- (43)
Note that A and 2 = A~! satisfy
iy = Ny R (iploa) = Aj(@)pg o, i = Qpg,  Aj(ab) = Aj(0) A} (a), (44)
where R, : G — G is right-multiplication by a € G. The structure equations du} = —%C’]’: k,uji A ,u]z of
the Lie group K imply that
A, = QCluy,  dA; = —ChLASuf (45)

and _ _
L0y, = CLQk,.
Let qi : K — K/G be the quotient map; on the homogeneous space K /G the vector fields
v o_ R, 7R Vo R_ 7R
Xz—qG*(Zi +Zj )7 Y;—qu*(Zi Zj)a
form a basis for the Lie algebra of infinitesimal generators of the action of K on K /G, while
-~ 1 ~ o~ _
Zi = 5(X; —1Y)) = ac.Z;
form a global basis of sections of T'(K/G) @ C and satisfy
(Zi, Z;] = —CL 2.

We now assume p : N X K — N is a right action of K on a complex manifold N of dimension p
with the properties that it acts freely and holomorphically, and that 7 : N — N/K is a holomorphic
principal K -bundle over the complex manifold N/K. We also assume the quotient N/G by the action of
G is a differentiable manifold (of dimension 2p — n) with 7¢ : N — N/G a principal G-bundle. This

implies there is a submersion ¢ : N/G — N/K giving N/G the structure of a K/G-bundle over complex
manifold N/ K, such that the following diagram commutes:

N

TK

e (46)

N/G N/K

LetI'y C T 9N be the n dimensional complex Lie algebra of infinitesimal generators of the action of K
on N and denote by Z; the basis of infinitesimal generators correspondinéa to the choice of basis {ZZL }of
¢ satisfying (42). The distribution of complex rank n given by the pointwise span of Z; will be denoted by
I's. The real vector fields X; = Z; + Z are a basis for the n-dimensional real Lie algebra, denoted by I',
of infinitesimal generators of the action of G on N, and correspond to the choice of left-invariant vector
fields X/ satisfying equation (@2). Let I'y C T'N be the real rank n distribution defined by the pointwise
span of the X;. These vector fields on [V satisfy the bracket relations

k 7 k
We also have pointwise on [V,
Vert,, = ker ng, = spang{X;} =Ty, (47)
for the bundle of vertical vectors for 7.
3This correspondence is standard: if forn € N welet p, : K — N denote the mapping k — p(n, k), then Zi|m = (pm)«ZE|e

where e € K denotes the identity element.
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3.2. The Quotient Theorem. The main result proven in this section is the sufficiency part of Theorem
[L1] (or Proposition[L.3) in the Introduction.

Theorem 3.1. (Quotient Theorem) Let N be a complex manifold of complex dimension p, and let H C 17 (N

be a rank h holomorphic Pfaffian system with H(>) = 0. Let E = Hy be the rank 2h realification of H and
let A = E+ C TN be the real rank 2(p — h) distribution annihilated by E.

Letp: N x K — N be a right action of the n-dimensional complex Lie group K with real form G C K,
such that K acts freely on N with mgg : N — N/K being a principal bundle as in Section[31l Furthermore
assume that K acts by symmetries of H, and transversely to H, i.e, H- N Ty = 0. Suppose that G acts
regularly on N with principal bundle 7 : N — M where M = N/G. Then the following hold:

(1) The Pfaffian system £ generated by E is K -invariant, the K — (and hence G—) action is transverse to
FE, and
I=E/G, D=1I=mg.(D) (48)
are of constant rank, withrank D = 2(p — h).
(2) The complex structure J on N induces a pointwise linear map Jo : D — D defined by

Jo(X) =7, J(Y), where g, (Y )=X €D (49)
such that (D, Jo) is an elliptic distribution. Moreover D ® C = Dy & D_ where
Dy :WG*(A-F)? D_ :WG*(A—) (50)

is the Jo-eigenspace decomposition, and the decomposition A @ C = Ay @ A_ is given by equation
(25) (with D replaced by A).
(3) With ¢ being given in diagram (@), the singular bundle V = D= satisfies

V= (T{,NeH)/G, (51)
V) = (T74N) /G = ¢*(T7 o(N/K), (52)

and (D, Jo) is a Darboux integrable elliptic distribution.
(4) The system (Z,D, Jy) is a normal Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system whose singular
system V) is the quotient of the singular system for £.

Remark 3.2. Equation (5I) shows that the singular bundle V of Z = £/ is the quotient of the singular
bundle 77 N & H of & (given by (26)). Then equation (52) shows that the Darboux invariants for Z are
the pullbacks from N/K of holomorphic functions on N/K. Since the holomorphic functions on N/K
are precisely the K —invariant holomorphic functions on /N, we will use this to determine the Darboux
invariants for Z in the examples; in particular, see equations (7Z0), (82) , and (88).

Proof. Part[(1)} Let 9 be a local basis of sections of H defined on a K-invariant open set V C N and let
a € K . Since H is K-invariant, p}J° = Rg‘ﬂﬁ for some holomorphic functions Rg‘, and therefore

pa(9% +9%) = AG(0° + 9P) + B§(i(0”® — 9F))

where 2A§- = (R; + R;) and QB;- = —i(Ré- + R;) are real matrices. A similar computation with i(9 — )
show that K is a symmetry group of the real Pfaffian system £. The subgroup G C K is then also a
symmetry group.

We now prove that K (and hence () acts transversely to E. Using the initial transversality condition
TN H+ = 0, we have that near each point n in N there exists local sections ¥ of H such that ¥*(Z;) = 5;-
where Z; are the infinitesimal generators of the right K -action as in section[3.1] Therefore,

(0 +T)(X;) = 251, (9 +99)(Y;) = 0, i(9' — T)(X;) = 0, (9 +97)(Y;) = 20

where X; = Z; + Z;, Y; = i(Z; — Z;). This shows that K, as a real 2p-dimensional Lie group, acts
transversely to E, and hence so does G. Therefore by Corollaries 7.1 and 7.4 in [5] the quotient differential
system £ /G is constant rank and is algebraically generated by 1-forms and 2-forms. We also have

D =1I' = ng(EY) = ng. (D)
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which by transversality (E+ N Vert,, = 0) implies that rank D = rank A = 2(p — h).

Part We begin by noting that the complex structure J is K -invariant, as is A = E* as shown in
part [(1)] above. Therefore Jy : D — D in equation (49) is well defined, linear and satisfies J3 = —Id. At
this point conditions [[i]| and [[iii]] in Definition 2] hold, and it remains to check the other conditions in
Definition 2.1l to verify ellipticity.

Definition Z1J[ii]| for D in equation (@) is verified by first recalling that A is elliptic so A(®) = TN
(part (1) in Theorem [2.25), and therefore by Theorem 2.2 of [3]],

D) = 714, (A®)) = 75, (TN) = T(N/G) = TM.
Definition 2.1][iv]] is verified by first noting that the K-invariant decomposition A @ C = AL & A_,
along with equation (50) defining D, D_, gives
DeC= 7T-G*(A ® (C) = 7-‘-G*(A-l- ® A—) = 71-G*(A—i-) + 7"—G*(A—) =Dy +D_. (53)
Since rank A ® C = rank D ® C = rank A +rank A_, the sum in equation (53) must be direct. We now
check the eigenspace condition for Jy. Suppose that X € Dy and Y € A, with 7g,Y = X. Then
Jo(X) =716, (JY) = mq. (1Y) = iX,

so that D as defined in equation (50) is the i-eigenspace of Jy, and similarly D_ is the —i-eigenspace of
Jo.

Lastly we check equation (3) in Definition 2.3]|[iv]} Consider vector fields X, € Dy, X_ € D_, Y, €
A andY_ € A_ such that X = ng, Y4 and X = 7, Y_. Since [V, Y_] € A®C,

[X+,X_] = [WG*Y+,7TG*Y_] = TG % [Y+,Y_] €D X C.

All conditions in Definition[2.1] are thus satisfied and (D, Jy) is an elliptic distribution.
Part|[(3)} The formula (51) for the singular bundle V = (D_)~ follows from equation (28), giving

V= (D) = (r6.(A)* = (AL)/G = (I7,N e H) /C.

By equation (26), (A1)(>) = 17 (N, and the action of G is transverse to this, so the first equality in (52)

follows from (5I) by fact [d] on page 1921 in [7] (i.e., if a symmetry group G acts transversely to (>,
for some Pfaffian system I, then (I/G)(*) = I(*)/G'). The final part of equation (52) follows from the
commutative diagram (46); see Section 3.1 in [3].

We now check that (D, Jy) satisfies equation (9) and is Darboux integrable. Since Aﬁf") = Ti,0N from
(25), we have Afo) N (Vert,, ®C) = 0, so that by the dual of the above-cited fact,

DS_OO) _ WG*(AS_OO)), D(_oo) _ TG*(A(_OO))-
Since (Vert,, ®C) N (T 0N & A_) = 0 we have

'Ds_oo) ND_ = rg, (TLON) N TGy (A_) = WG*(TL()N N A_) = 0.
Therefore (D, Jy) is Darboux integrable.

Part[(4)} We begin by checking that (Z, D, Jo) is an elliptic decomposable differential system. As noted in
the proof of part[(1)] the transversality hypothesis implies that Z = £/G is a constant rank EDS generated
by 1-forms and 2-forms which is part|[[i]| of Definition 210l Part[(2)| of this theorem shows that (Z, D, Jy)
satisfies Definition [2.I0I[ii]} so we need only check the decomposability condition [iii] in Definition[2.10]

Let Z; be a basis for the infinitesimal generators for the action of K on N. Again, by the transversality
of the K action, Theorem [3.5] below implies that we have a local basis (9*,7", c%) for sections of 179N
defined on some K-invariant open set U C N such that H = spanc{9", "}, ¥'(Z;) = 5;-, and n”,o" are
K -basic. Then from equation (56) we have

HRC={9, 7", A" ag, E@C={V", 0", A", 9, 7, A Jayg
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where A" = A!, 0% A 0¥ are an amalgamation of the E7, 0" A ¢V and Q%, 7% A 7® terms in equation (56),
and are K -basic and take value in A2T1*’0N . Then the mg-semibasic forms are

(5 ® C)G,sb = { 192 - Wa 77r7 ‘Ata Faﬁ }alg

If s : U/G — Uis alocal cross-section for the action of G on N, then a local set of algebraic generators
for Z ® C on U/G is (see Corollary 4.1 in [5])

I C={sW -9, s, s, s*Al, s*"Al }g
In particular note that s*A’ € A2V by equation (5I), which shows that part of Definition [2.10/ holds.
A local normal form for the structure equations of Z ® C is derived in Section[3.3]

The fact that (Z, D, Jy) satisfies the Definition 213 for Darboux integrability now follows from part [(3)|
of this theorem, so we only need to prove that the singular system V is Pfaffian which is the normality
condition. The singular system V of Z is the quotient of the singular system W for £, thatis V = W/G
(following a similar argument as in Theorem 3.1 in [[7], or see also equation in Corollary B.7). The
singular system for £ is the Pfaffian system generated by W =17 (N & H from equation (Z6). The action

of G is transverse to 17 ([N and therefore to the derived system WM, and therefore V = W/G is Pfaffian
(see Theorem 5.1 in [5]) which proves that (Z, D, Jy) is normal. O

The transversality condition on the group action in Theorem [3.1limplies by Theorem 2.1 in [3] that £ is
an integrable extension of 7; we now recall the definition.

Definition 3.3. An integrable extension of an EDS 7 on M is a submersion p : N — M, and an EDS £
on N and a bundle F' C T* N satistying the following conditions:

[i] rank F = dim N — dim M, [ii] FX Nkerp, =0, and [iii] £ = (S(F) U p* (Z))atg- (54)
Condition [ii] in (54) means F is transverse to p, while S(F’) denotes the sections of F’ in condition [iii].

In Theorem [3.1] the system £ is an integrable extension of £/G where the bundle F' C E is a choice
of complement to the sub-bundle of mg semi-basic forms in E; see equation (2.22) in Theorem 2.1 of [3].
Further properties of integrable extension can be found in Section 2.1 of [3]] or Chapter 7 in [19].

We now show that holomorphic integral manifolds of H and the Jy-invariant integral manifolds of Z
in Theorem [3.1] coincide. Equation (49) in Theorem [3.1] shows that if s : ¥ — N a holomorphic integral
manifold of H then g o s : ¥ — M is a Jp-invariant integral manifold of Z. The next corollary shows
that the converse is true locally.

Corollary 3.4. Let s : ¥ — M be a Jp-invariant integral manifold of 7 = £/G from Theorem[31 Given
pointsn € N and x € ¥ such that mg(n) = s(x), there exists an open neighborhood U C ¥ of x and an
integral manifold s : U — N of € through n such that s = mg o § and s : U — N is a holomorphic integral
manifold of H.

Proof. Let s : ¥ — M be a Jp-invariant integral manifold of Z and let n € N, x € ¥ with 7g(n) = =.
By the integrable extension property (see second paragraph in Section 2.1 of [3]]) there exists an open set
U C ¥ containing z, and an integral manifold 5 : U — N of £ (and hence of H) through n such that
s=mgosonU.

We need to show that 3,7, U is J-invariant. Let X € T, U; then by Jg invariance and s = 7g o 3, there
exists an X’ € T,.U such that

JO(ﬂ-G*g*X) = JO(S*X) = S*X/-
Using equation (49) this becomes
T d(8:X) = ma. (8. X).

Since mg, : A — D in equation (48) is an isomorphism, we have J(5,X) = 5+ X’ where X, X' € T,,U.
Therefore § : U — N is J-invariant and thus defines a holomorphic integral manifold of H with respect
to the induced complex structure from Jg on 3. O

Corollary 3.4l shows that a Jp-invariant integral manifold of Z = £ /G locally factors through a holo-

morphic integral manifold of H.
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3.3. The Local Normal Form. In this section we give a local normal form for the structure equations of
the elliptic system Z = £ /G in Theorem[3.1] The proof given here is the elliptic analogue of the algorithm
given in Section 7.3 of [3] to obtain a normal form for hyperbolic systems. The first step requires the
holomorphic analogue of Theorem 2.4 in [3]] given as follows.

Theorem 3.5. Let K, N, H be as in Theorem[31 and let Z; be the infinitesimal generators of the right action
of K on N corresponding to the choice ZiL for the Lie algebra of K satisfying (42). About each pointn € N
there exists a K -invariant open setV C N and a local basis (9, ", o) of holomorphic sections Ole*,oN‘v
(wherel <i,7 <n,1<r,s <h—n,and1 < u,v < p— h)satisfying the following conditions:

(@) Hly = {n", v} | |

(b) The 1-forms V" satisfy V*(Z;) = 6;.

(c) The 1-formsn", oc* are K -basic.

(d) Forthe actionp : N x K — N, and Ag- in equation (43),

pa 4.0 = A;-(a)ﬂj]x, ac K, zeV. (55)
(e) These forms satisfy the structure equations
do“ = 0,
df" = 3B, 0" Na¥ + Fy o' AP, (56)

d' = LQlym* Amt — $CH A IF,
withm® = (n",0") as usual.
Proof. As with Theorem 2.4 in [3], the proof starts with constructing a bundle chart ¥ : V — W x K for
7k : N — N/K where W = mx (V) and w* are holomorphic coordinates on W pulled back to V. The
transversality hypothesis implies there exist holomorphic 1-forms 9} satisfying 9{(Z;) = 5;, and 1-forms

o = dw"

n" = dw "™ 4+ R (w)dw"
such that H|y = spanc{ 9", 1" }. The K-basic 0" are chosen complementary to H in T}V, while the 7"
span the K -basic 1-forms in H (compare equation (2.35) in [3])). At this point () [(b)]and [(c)|are satisfied.

Now using the chart ¥ we have ¥, 7; = ZZ-L. Therefore there exist holomorphic functions 77, S}, on 'V
such that

(57)

0= V" (ug) + Tin" + Syot.
We define the 1-forms ‘ ' ' ' '
V' =y —Tm" =V (pg) + Sio, (58)
(corresponding to equation (2.38) in [3]) which still satisfy [(a)] and [(b)} To begin to show [(d)} we note that,
from equation (44) and the K-equivariance of the map ¥, we have

Pav () = U Ry (uf,) = U (A (a)u) = Aj(a) ¥ (uf) (59)
for a € K. Using equations (58) and (39),
e = 0 (U (115) + 50) loa = AL (@) (1) ]2 + Si (@ - a)or"

But since H is K-invariant, then p}9’ € H. It follows that S (z - a) = A% (a)S*(x) and[[d)]is established.

For part|(e)l the derivation of the first two structure equations in (56) follows from taking the exterior
derivative in (57). The last structure equation in (56) follows by taking the exterior derivative of ¥ in (58)
and using the argument in the last paragraph of the proof of Theorem 2.4 in [3]. g

Using Theorem 3.5 we can now prove our sought-after result, a local normal form for the structure
equations of the 1-forms inZ = £/G.

Theorem 3.6. Let K, N, H,G,E andZ,V be as in Theorem[31 About each pointm € N/G there exists an
open set U and a 1-adapted coframe (6°, 1", 0", 7", %) on U such that:

(1) V(o) = spanc{n",o"},
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2) (I ® C)|y = spanc{ 0, 0", 7" } and 0'|,, are imaginary valued on (real) vectors in Ty, M,
(3) the following structure equations hold:

do" = 0
" = 3E,, 0" No"+F, 0" A (60)
d' = 1AL nt A+ IPIAL T AT+ 1CT 67 A 08 + MLt A6,

where Cji-k are structure constants for the Lie algebra of G and 0% = P;H_J mod n, 7N defines P;
(4) The coefficients AL, M. ET Fr. e H(V).

abr " ajr Huvs

Theorem[3.6is the elliptic analogue of the steps outlined in Section 7.3 in [3]] which produces a 4-adapted
coframe for a hyperbolic Darboux integrable system.

Proof. The proof consists of utilizing Theorem[3.5to construct G-basic 1-forms on a K -invariant open set
V C N which satisfies the conditions of the theorem. By way of an abuse of notation we then identify the
G-basic forms on 'V as forms on the open set U = 7 (V) C N/G.

Part Let m € M andletn € N with mg(n) = m and chose a K-invariant open set V containing
n such that ¥ : V — W x K is a local trivialization of 7 : N — N/K as a principal K-bundle and
where ¥U(n) = (w,e). Let U = 7g(V). As in the proof of Theorem 33l let (9%, 7", 0%) be the local basis
of sections for 77 ;N defined on V which, along with the conjugates 7", o¥, form a coframe on V. The
1-forms o, n" are holomorphic and K -basic by part[(c) of that theorem, and by virtue of being K -basic,
define a local basis of sections of 77 W. Viewing these as forms on U (with our convention of suppressing

pullback under ¢), equation (52) in Theorem 3.1l finishes the proof of part|(1)]

Part|(2)} Since ", n" € £ ® Cly are K-basic, they are also G-basic, and by construction (and abuse of
notation) 7%, n% € Z ® Cly. We now need to find G-basic forms §° € £ ® C|y satisfying equations (60).
We claim that the 1-forms

0" = 0L — 7)), (61)

satisfy these conditions, where O;- = \I’*Q; and Q; is defined in (@4). Since ¢! € ERC|y, then§’ € E&C
and we now check that they are G-basic. o

First note that (see equation (@7)), X; — (9" — 9?) = 5; — 5;'- = 0, so the 1-forms #° are semibasic for the

projection g : 'V — U. We also note that since G is real then A;- (9) and Q;(g) are real for g € G. Then

V’

using equation (53) and O;(:L’ ) = Oz(:n)Qﬁ (g) for z € V we compute
Py leg = Oj(x - g) py( —07)|ug
= Oi@)25(9) A, (9) (0" — )],
= 0@ =)o = 07

Hence the 0° are G-basic and the first part of[(2)]is proved. Now 6|, = O;(n) (99 — 99| = (9" — 07)
since O;(n) = \I/*Qé-\(w,e) = 5; This shows that §°|,,, are pure imaginary-valued.

m»

Part By equation (56) the first two equations in (60) are satisfied. We now derive the final equation
in (60). Using condition [(b)| in Theorem [3:3]in the form of equation (58), we have ¥*p! = ¢ + LEn for
some holomorphic functions L!; hence by (@5) we have

dO! = O4CJ; (9" + Lim).
Using this and equation (56), we compute
o' = dOi A (97 — 97) + Ol (d? — i)
= OLCE ' + Lin®) A (97 — 97) — L0icH, (79’“ A9E— Ok A W) + 0@ r® A b — Q1,7 A TD).
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For the sake of convenience, set o = ¢ + ¥ and ﬂl = 9" — 9%, Then modulo the 7% and Ta,
do' = L0LCk (ol + ) A BT — LOiCl, ((ozk + B A (o + BY — (oF — BF) A (af — 56)
= J0LCEB N BT + S0iCHa’ A BT~ J0ICT, (oF A B + 8% A o)
= 3G}, 0; 078 N B/ = 3C},, 08 N O™

Thus,
o’ = O5(Q2ym® AP — Q2 A wb) + 5C3,07 A OF + (OLCH LT A 67, (62)
which matches the final structure equation in (60) with P} = —O; (6_1%;.

Part Let ('Ty, N, Sy, N, S.) be the dual coframe. Taking the exterior derivative in last of equation
(60) we have S, (A%;) = 0and N, (A%,) = 0. Therefore by Lemma[212} A%, € H(V). A similar argument
shows that Méj, E, . EFl € H(V).

O
In the next corollary we continue the practice of identifying G-basic forms on N as forms on N/G.

Corollary 3.7. In terms of the coframe given by Theorem|3.6, we have the following local algebraic generators
forZ @ C and its singular system V:

(Z@Oh=((EC) /O h={8 1" 7, d, dif', A", AT }aig (63a)
Viu= {0 0" 0", 7, dif’, AT Yag = (W/G) . (63b)

where W is the singular system of £, and from equations (60) and (62) we have
Al = Al m A b = O;Qibﬂa A (64)

Furthermore, the 2-forms A® are K -basic.

Proof. Part[(2)] of Theorem 3.6 shows that the forms 6%, 7", 7" and their derivatives lie in (Z ® C)|y. Due
to the structure equation (62) we need only show that A’ € (Z ® C)|y and that all the 2-form generators
of Z ® C are accounted for. According to the reduction algorithm in [5]], the 2-forms in (£ ® C)/G are
determined algebraically by the mg-semibasic 2-forms in £ ® C. We need only identify the semibasic 2-
forms in € ® C which can be expressed as a linear combination of 7 A 7%, 7% A b, 7@ A 7b, since any
other terms involving 6, ", 7" are already included in the right-hand side of (&3a).

The 2-forms Q%, 7@ A 7® € £ ® Cly in equation (56) are 7 -semibasic (and hence 7g-semibasic) so
determine elements of Z ® C|y (again see Proposition 4.2 [5]). In particular the 2-forms A’ in equation
(64) are an invertible combination of these and are K-basic (using equations (64), (58)). The only other
T-semibasic forms not accounted for are Qflbﬂ'a Amb € &® C|y but these determine forms in the span
of A’ which is contained in right-hand side of (63a).

The generators of the singular system )V given in equation are obtained from Z ® C using Lemma
[2.23] Notice that this shows by equations (60) that V is Pfaffian. Since WV is Pfaffian and the action of G is
transverse to the derived system W/, we have W/G is Pfaffian (by Theorem 5.1 in [5]]). Furthermore the
bundles satisfy V' = W/G (by part[(3)]in Theorem[3labove), which implies V = W/G. O

A coordinate chart description of the quotient construction of Z is given by the diagram in equation

(I18) of Corollary 4.9

3.4. Examples. The examples in this section demonstrate Theorem [3.1] by starting with a holomorphic
Pfaffian system H, with realification £, and a symmetry group K satisfying the hypotheses of the theorem.
Our examples also satisfy the condition that the action of the real form G is transverse to derived system
&', so that by Theorem 5.1 in [5] the quotient Z = £ /G is a Pfaffian system. We then compute the quotient
by finding D, = 7, (AL ) (see equation (B0)) from which I ® C = (D, @ D, )~ and hence T is then

determined.
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Example 5. Let N = J%,,1(C, C) denote the space of 2-jets of holomorphic functions of one complex
variable. On this complex 4-manifold we take holomorphic coordinates z, wg, wy, wy where z stands for
the independent variable and wg, w1, wo for the dependent variable and its z-derivatives. In terms of these,
the holomorphic contact system on V is

H = {(p := dwy — w1 dz, (3 := dwy — wa dz}qif- (65)

As in Prop. [2.25] we let £ denote the real Pfaffian system generated by the real and imaginary parts of the
1-forms in H, which we call the realification of H. We also have from equation (25),

AL =T oNnN Ht = spanc{ D, := 0, + w104, + W20, , Ows }- (66)
Consider the holomorphic vector fields on N given by
Zl = 8w0, ZQ = Zawo + awl,

which are easily checked to be infinitesimal symmetries of H. As these commute, they generate an action
of the two-dimensional Abelian Lie group K = C? on N. Taking coordinates ¢y, c3 on K, the K -action is
computed to be

(z,wo, w1, ws) - (c1,c2) = (2, wo + €1 + c2z, w1 + c2, Ww). (67)

(2) = (Co, G1) = <i (1)> ;

the action is transverse to H and hence also to E by part [(1)] of Theorem B} The real vector fields X; =
Z; + Z; likewise form an Abelian algebra generating the action of the real form G C K obtained by
restricting ¢y, co in equation (€7) to be real.

The derived system £’ is generated by the real and imaginary parts of 1-form ¢y, and

(%) equme = (5. 1)

shows that the action of G is transverse to £’ on the K-invariant open set V defined by Im z # 0. Then
Z = £/G is a Pfaffian system on the open set U = 7¢(V) in the 6-dimensional manifold M = N/G. By
Theorem [3.1] part[(4)] Z is Darboux integrable. Because n = dim K and h = rank H are both equal to 2,
the local normal form given by Theorem [3.6] includes no 7-forms, and the integrability is minimal in the
sense of Definition[2.17]

To find coordinates on U we start by noting that the function

Since

wo — Wo

U= w1 — (68)

z2—Z
is G-invariant, and hence is well-defined on U. Since the holomorphic vector field D, on NV is K -invariant
(and hence G-invariant) then
w1 wo — Wo

UZ:DZU:’wQ—

z—z (2—72)2
is also G-invariant. In fact z, U, U, and their conjugates give a well-defined coordinate system on U. Using
equations (50) and (66), we have in terms of these coordinates

U U+U
Dy =ma.(Ay) ={0. + U0y + ﬁ% + m@f, ou. }.
From this we obtain / ® C = (D ® D4 )+ = {8, B} where

dz.

B=dU —-U,dz —

z2—Z
It is clear from the form of 3 that integral surfaces for Z on the set U that satisfy the independence condition
dz A dZ # 0 are 1-graphs of solutions of the PDE

U T

0z z2—7%
26
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(If we decompose U and z into their real and imaginary parts, this PDE is equivalent to a real first-order
system for two functions of two variables.) A contact-equivalent form of equation (69) was shown to be
Darboux integrable in [14]] (see Example 8.3.3). As the integrability is minimal, there should be ¢ = d = 2
independent holomorphic Darboux invariants, which are characterized by being invariant under vector
fields in D_ = D, . For systems such as this one, arising as a quotient, by Remark[3.2lwe can generate these
invariants from holomorphic functions on N that are K-invariant. Besides z, a second such holomorphic
function is given by wo, and this descends to U to give the Darboux invariant

£=Uz+rUE. (70)

As remarked after Theorem[I.lin the Introduction, because 7 is a quotient of £ we can generate solutions
of (69) from those of £. In fact, £ is simply the prolongation of the Cauchy-Riemann equations, and so
integral surfaces of £ satisfying the independence condition dz A dZ # 0 are given by

wo = f(2), wy = f'(2), wy = f"(2) (71)

for an arbitrary holomorphic function f(z). Substituting these into the formula (68) gives the solution

formula
v - G

Im 2

for (&9).

Example 6. In this example, we will realize equation (38) by a Darboux integrable Pfaffian system Z aris-
ing as the quotient of the realification £ of a holomorphic Pfaffian system by the transverse action of a
symmetry group GG. Again, we will use Remark [3:2]to recover the holomorphic Darboux invariants given
in Example B] and we will also demonstrate the calculation of the local normal form for Z provided by
Theorem 3.6

As in Example[5] let N = J 2h01((c, C), on which we have holomorphic coordinates z, wq, w1, we, the
holomorphic contact system H defined by (65), and its realification £. Let K be the complex Lie group of

matrices
C1 0
K = c1,60 € Cier #0 3, (72)
C9 1

and let K act on the right on NV by contact transformations

(z,wo, w1, ws) - (c1,c2) = (2, crwg + c2, crwy, crwy) (73)

which are symmetries of H. (Below we willlet p : N x K — N denote this action.)
The infinitesimal generators of the K-action are holomorphic vector fields on /N given by

Z1 = woOy, + W10y, + W20y,
Zo = Oy

Let G C K be the subgroup of K where c1,cy € R. The vector fields X; = Z; + 7, are the infinitesimal
generators of an action of G on IV defined by restricting c;, ¢ to be real in (73) and these form an algebra
of real symmetry vector fields of £. Since

<2> - (G0, G1) = <u{0 u(})l> ,

then K acts transversely to H provided that w; # 0. Furthermore, the action of GG is transverse to the
derived system &’ when Im w( # 0. We compute £ /G by restricting to the G-invariant open subset V C N
where these two transversality conditions hold.
Let mg : N — M = N/G be the quotient map, and let U = m¢(V). It is easy to check that
2
W=_" (74)
Wo — Wo
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is G-invariant. As in Example[5] we can apply the K -invariant vector field D, = 0, + w10y, + w20y, to
obtain an additional G-invariant function

2’(02 2w%

Wiy =D, W = — — 5
wp — Wo (Wo — wo)

Along with their conjugates, z, W, W provide a well-defined coordinate system on U.
Let A be the holomorphic distribution annihilated by H, defined by (66). Then in our coordinates

_2 _
Dy = e, (Ay) = spanc{0s + Widw + 3|W |20y + W (%W + %Wl) Dy O }

It follows that ] ® C = (D4 @ D_)*+ = {8, B } where
Bi=dW — Wydz — 3|W|%dz. (75)

It is clear from the form of 3 that Z encodes the first-order complex PDE (38). Because it arises as a
quotient, we recover the fact that 7 is Darboux integrable. The second independent holomorphic Darboux
invariant on U, besides z, is obtained from the K-invariant holomorphic function wy/wj. In terms of our
G-invariants W, W this is given by
wy W
£=t -~ (76)

which agrees with the Darboux invariant given in equation (41)).

Again, since 7 is a quotient of £, we can generate solutions of (38) from integral surfaces of £ (parametrized
as in (7I)) provided that they also satisfy our regularity assumptions. Specifically, if f(z) is a holomor-
phic function satisfying Im f(z) # 0 and f’(z) # 0 on some open domain D C C, then by substituting

wo = f(2) into equation (74) gives the general solution to equation (38) as

W= if(2)/ Tm f(2).
We now demonstrate Theorem [3.6]and construct the normal form for 7 by first computing 1-forms in
‘H that are dual to vector fields Z;, Z5 as in the proof of Theorem 3.5

9t = wl_l(dwl —wydz), %= dwy—widz — (wo/wy)(dw; — ws dz).

We obtain the chart ¥ : V — W x K used in the proofs of Theorem 3.5 and [3.6] by identifying the orbit
space W = V/K with the slice S C N where wy = i, w; = 1 and wy = &, and then letting ¥ be the
inverse of the restriction of the right K-action p to S x K; in coordinates this is given by

z=2z, &=wy/wy, ¢ =wy, Ccp=wy—iw.
It is easy to check that
\P* Zl = Clacl + 628627 \P* Z2 = 8627
the latter being left-invariant holomorphic vector fields on K. Their duals are left-invariant (1,0)-forms
,ulL = cl_ldcl, ,uZL = dcy — (c2/c1)deq,
while the right-invariant (1,0)-forms that coincide with these at the identity in K are
fih = ¢ tdey, ph = ¢y tdey.
As in equation (&) in the proof of Theorem[3.6] we let §° = (\II*Qg)(W — 97), where Q is the matrix as in

(@) such that u', = Q; ,uji. This yields the G-basic 1-forms

6! = i(dw1 —wydz) — é(dwl — Wy dz) = iﬁ - ;B,

w1 w1 w W 77
9 1 - wo — Wy . Al 2 - 1 7
0° = —(dwy — w1 dz — dwg + Widz) + | ——— | (dwg — Wz dz) —i0" = —=F —i6".

wy w1 W7 (W2

The coframe given by Theorem[3.6lis completed by closed 1-forms o' = dz, 02 = d¢ and their conjugates.
(Since rank H = dim K there are no 7 1-forms in this coframe.)

We will later revisit this example in §4.5] reconstructing the integrable extension £ from the system Z.
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The next example shows that for a given N and H, and complex Lie group K acting on N preserving
‘H, inequivalent real forms of K can lead to inequivalent Darboux integrable quotient systems.

Example 7. Now we take N = J3},,(C, C) with complex coordinates z, wg, w1, w2, w3, and define the
holomorphic contact system

H = {dwy — w1 dz,dw; — we dz, dwy — w3 dz } g
with real form £. On N, define the holomorphic vector fields
Z1 = Oy,
Zo = woOyw, + W10y, + W20y, + W30y, (78)
73 = %Mawo + ww Oy, + (Wowsz + w?) Dy, + (Wows + Jwiws)Dys,
which are infinitesimal symmetries of the contact system, and satisfy
(21, Zo) = 70, 7, Zs| = 7o, [Z2, 73] = Zs,

matching the structure constants of SL(2,RR). Thus, the Z; form a Lie algebra which generate a local
holomorphic action of K = SL(2,C) on N, while the real vector fields X; = Z; + Z; form a real
subalgebra arising from the action of the non-compact real form G = SL(2,R) C SL(2,C) on N. The
K-action is transverse to H when w; # 0 while the G-action is transverse to £ at points where Im wg #
0,w; # 0. Accordingly, we let V. C N denote the open subset where Imwy # 0,w; # 0, and let
U=mg(V).

The K-action preserves holomorphic functions as well as the contact system #, and it also commutes
with differentiation by the total derivative vector field

D, = 0, + w10y, + w20y, + w30y,

as well as with its complex conjugate Dz, as in the previous examples. The lowest-order G-invariant
functions on V are z and the real-valued function w7 /(wo — Wp)?, and we can generate higher-order
invariants by applying D, and D3. If we let

U = In (—4w w1/ (wo — Wp)*) = In (Jwy|*/(Imwp)?) , (79)

one can check that
Dz(D.U) = 1eV. (80)

For a given function f on J3,5(C,C), D, f gives a function that restricts to any integral surface of the
contact system £ to give the z-derivative of the restriction of f (and similarly for the Z-derivative). Thus,
it follows from (80) that the image of an integral surface of £ under 7 gives a solution to the elliptic
Liouville equation

AU = 26V, (81)

(Note that if z = x +iy then A = 92+ 35 = 40,0z.) It follows from Theorem[.1lthat the systemZ = £/G
encoding the elliptic Liouville equation is Darboux integrable. Moreover, setting wy = f(z),w1 = f'(z2)
for holomorphic f in (79) yields the first solution formula in (2).

Finally we use Remark [3.2] to compute the Darboux Invariants. The lowest-order holomorphic K-
invariants on IV are z and the Schwarzian derivative

= w3 3w;
w1 2w%

When £ is expressed in terms of the derivatives of U we get,
g =U,, — %(UZ)27 (82)

which is the second independent holomorphic Darboux invariant for the elliptic Liouville equation (&T).
Again, setting wg = f(z),w; = f’(z) for holomorphic f in (80) yields the first solution formula in (2).
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Consider now a different basis W for the same complex Lie algebra s[(2, C), given in terms of the vector

fields Z; in equation (78) on N by
Wi =371+ 73, Wy=iZy, Ws3=i(3%1— Z3).
This basis satisfies bracket relations with structure constants matching those of su(2):
(Wi, Wo] = W3, [Wy, W3] =—Wsy, [Wy, W3] = Wj.

Again, the real vector fields W; + W; form a (real) subalgebra with the same structure constants, and

these arise from the action of the compact real form G = SU(2) C SL(2,C) on N. This action of SU(2)
is transverse to £’ on the open subset where w; # 0, so we now let V C N denote this set, and let
U= o (V) _

The lowest order G-invariants are z and |wy|?/(1 + |w|?). If we let

U =1In (4w [*/(1 + [w]?)) (83)
then proceeding as before we find that

Dz(D.U) = -1

while z and £ = U,, — %UZZ generate the Darboux invariants. So, the image of an integral surface of
& under 75 gives a solution of AU = —2¢Y, an alternate version of the elliptic Liouville equation. In
particular, setting wy = f(z), w1 = f’(2) for holomorphic f in (83) yields the second solution formula in
@).

Moreover, the corresponding Pfaffian system I=¢ / G is not contact-equivalent to the system Z en-
coding (81). This is due to the fact that, as we will see in Theorem and Corollary below, the
Vessiot algebras g and g are contact invariants (up to Lie algebra isomorphisms) of the respective Darboux
integrable systems Z and 7.

In the previous examples of this section, Darboux integrable elliptic systems were obtained as quotients
of holomorphic contact systems, i.e., systems whose realification is a prolongation of the Cauchy-Riemann
equations. The next example shows that this is not the only possibility.

Example 8. Consider the Cartan-Hilbert equation
b, = (kzz)2 (84)

for holomorphic functions k(z), £(z). Equation (84) can be represented by a rank 3 holomorphic Pfaffian
system H on a complex 5-dimensional manifold with coordinates z, k, ¢, k., k. :

H = {dk — k. dz,dk, — k.. dz,dl — (k..)* dz}aig.

This system admits the complex split form of go as a symmetry algebra; the specific symmetry vector fields
are the holomorphic versions of those given in Appendix C in [2]. (Note that in [2] the Cartan-Hilbert
system is described using real variables x, u, z corresponding to our z, k, £ respectively.)

Consider, as in Section 4.1 of [2]], the 5-dimensional nilpotent subalgebra £ of symmetries of # generated
by the holomorphic vector fields

73 = 320, + 38kz

7= — 170
Zio= O
22 z 1
Zn= — 70— 50k = 50k. —k:0
23 22 z
Zl4 — mak — 4_88kz — ﬂakzz + E(k — Zkz)ag
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(We retain the numbering for the vector fields from [2].) The action generated by these vector fields does
not satisfy the transversality conditions in Theorem[3.1] In fact, we must pass to the second prolongation
of system H,

H= {dk — k. dz,dk, — k..dz,dk., — k... dz,dk... — k....dz,dl — (k..)* dz}ais
defined on a complex 7-manifold with coordinates (z, k, ¢, k,, k.., k..., k...), and prolong the above vec-
tor fields to obtain vector fields Z, on the 7-manifold which are transverse symmetries of H. We now
summarize the construction of the quotient of the realification £ of H by the action generated by the real

form g = spang{ Xo = Za + Zo} of &
The lowest order real differential invariant of g is

) 1.)\2 2 1. 1.2 1 1.
By applying the g-invariant vector field
D =0, + kO + k20, + kozzOh,, + kzoozOk,,. + (K22)?0
and its complex conjugate, we obtain further invariants
uy = Dyu = iaz, Uz = —2@2, Uyz = iZOé_Oéz7 (86)

which we express in terms of the complex g-invariant quantity

R L ek
z2—Z (z —2)2

It is evident from the relations among the invariants in (86) that the quotient system £/G represents the

second-order elliptic PDE in the plane given by
T \Jud 4 u?
Utz OF  Ugy + Uyy = Wy (87)

i(z—2) Yy
We should note that (87) is Darboux integrable only after one prolongation, and the system £/G defined
on a 9-dimensional manifold encodes this prolongation.

A second independent Darboux invariant, in addition to z, is found from the lowest-order holomorphic

Uzz = —

invariant of £ = Spanc{za} on the complex 7-manifold (see Remark [3.2). In terms of the g-invariants
Uy Uy, Uyz, Uyyy, this Darboux invariant has the rather formidable expression
2
. Uzzz V Uz Uzz U
=—-(1 2k =2 8 8 - == 88
¢=—(1+1)V2k.... \/u_z+ GoE T N CEE (88)

The general solution to equation (87) is given by (85) where k and ¢ are holomorphic functions satisfying
equation (84), and on such solutions £ is a holomorphic function of z.

Similarly, it is straightforward to find elliptic analogues of the other Darboux integrable hyperbolic PDE
found in [2].

4. THE CONVERSE OF THE QUOTIENT THEOREM AND THE VESSIOT ALGEBRA

In this section we prove two main results. We prove first that for any normal Darboux integrable elliptic
decomposable system Z (see Definition [2.22)) there exists a complex manifold N, a holomorphic Pfaffian
system H, and a complex Lie group K satisfying the conditions of Theorem[31] so that locally Z = £/G
where G is a real form of K (see Theorem[d.8land Corollary[d.9below in §4.3). This result is a local converse
to Theorem 311 The construction of N, K and H requires only algebraic operations and (in some cases)
the complex Frobenius theorem, and this allows us to find closed form general solutions to the Darboux
integrable systems in §4.5] In order to prove Theorem[4.8 we identify for a given Darboux integrable elliptic
distribution (see Definition [2.13) a Lie algebra, which turns out to be the Lie algebra of GG, by means of

a locally-defined coframe we call the Vessiot coframe based at a chosen point m € M. The second main
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result, which is proved in §4.4] is that the Lie algebra computed using the Vessiot coframe is independent
of the choice of m and is an invariant of the Darboux integrable elliptic system.

Again we remind the reader that we are assuming that ) is a real-analytic manifold of dimension m,
and that all elliptic distributions and elliptic systems on M are real-analytic. Besides being required for
the complex Frobenius theorem, the assumption of real analyticity is essential for the final step in the
construction of the Vessiot coframe.

4.1. The Vessiot Coframe. The principal result of this subsection is a refinement of the 1-adapted coframe
for Darboux integrable elliptic distributions (D, J) given in Theorem[2.18 This is necessary for identifying
the Lie algebra of group G in our construction of an extension. Note that the coframe given by the following
theorem is the elliptic analogue of the ‘4-adapted’ coframe in Theorem 4.5 in [7]].

Theorem 4.1. Let (D, ) be a Darboux integrable elliptic distribution of rank 2d on M, with [ = D+ and
singular bundle V, and let ¢ = rank V(°). Then given any point m € M there exists an open set U about m
and a 1-adapted coframe (0%, 1", 0%, 7", %) on U such that

(@) V)| = spanc{n", 0"}, wherel <r < q—d, 1 <u<d;

(b) (I ® C)Jy = spanc{0°,n",n"}, where 1 <i <n=m — 2g;

(c) the coframe satisfies structure equations of the form

do" =0, (89a)
dn" = iE,,0" AoV + Flo" AP, (89b)
o' = S Al m® A+ SPIAL T A + 1O 6T A OF + M NG9, (89¢)

where (1", o) are as usual combined into a single vector m = (7%) with1 < a < q, and 0° = P;H_J
mod 1", n" defines P!;

(d) the coefficients Ay, M}, By, Fiiy € H(V);

(e) the 1-forms 6" are imaginary-valued on (real) vectors in T, M ;

(f) the coefficients C]Z-k are real constants, and are the structure constants of a Lie algebra g of dimension
n.

We call a 1-adapted coframe (6%, 1", 0%, 7", %) which also satisfies the structure equations in Theorem
[l a Vessiot coframe for (D, J) based at m € M. It is important to emphasize here that, for Darboux
integrable systems of the form £/G from Theorem B.1] Theorem [3.6] shows that there exists a Vessiot
coframe for the corresponding Darboux integrable distribution. Since Theorem[4.I]gives a Vessiot coframe
for all Darboux integrable distributions, this suggests the converse to Theorem [3.6] might hold locally for
all Darboux integrable systems; see Corollary [4.9]

Proof: We prove Theorem [4.1] by modifying as necessary the steps leading to a ‘4-adapted’ coframe as in

[7].

Step 1. Let (6%, 1", 0%, ", o%) be a 1-adapted coframe satisfying the conditions of Theorem[Z.I8 on an open
neighborhood about m, and let (T;, N,., Sy, N,, S_u) be the dual frame. (It will sometimes be convenient to
refer to parts of the coframe as vectors of 1-forms, denoted as 8, 7 and &) Note that V' |y, = {6°, 7", 0%, 7"},
and this coframe already satisfies parts|(a)] [D) of the theorem as well as structure equations and (89h).
In these first two steps, we will modify the §° so that (89¢) is also satisfied.

It follows from the fact that dor, d@ and dn contain no o A @ terms (see equations (I4a)), (14b) and (I4d))
that the vector fields S,,, which form a basis of sections for D, satisfy the essential condition [S,,, S,] = 0.
Following the argument on page 1925 of [7] let S,, = [Su, Su], and more generally for a multi-index W
whose entries range between 1 and d let

SWv = [SW7 SU]

Because do = 0 and d7 contains no o A ¢ terms, Sy, is in the span of the vectors T; and N,.. Moreover,

since d7] contains no o A 6 or o A 1 terms, then [S,, T;] and [S,,, N,] are also in the span of T; and N,..
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It follows by induction (and the Jacobi identity) that Sy € spanc{ T;, N, } whenever [W| > 1. (We let
|W| denote the length of W)

There will be a finite subset of these iterated brackets that span DS_OO) = spanc{ T, N,., S, }. In partic-
ular, there will be a finite set { Sy, }, with |W,.| > 1, such that ( T;, Sw,, S,) is a local basis of sections of
’Dioo). Thus, ( Ty, Sw., Su, Sw,, Su) is a local frame on M, and we let (6,7, o, 7", @) denote its dual
coframe. Note that the 1-forms ¢" are unchanged, and the 7" have the same span as the 7", but may not
satisfy the desired structure equations (89b); in fact, we will discard 77" and use (51, n",o% ", o%) as our
new coframe.

Since [ Sy, S,] = 0 it follows by the Jacobi identity that [ Sy, S, ] = 0 for all W and hence [Sw,, Sw.] =
0 for all r, s. Thus, the expressions for d6' in terms of our new coframe contain no terms of the form nnAo,
o A7, or n A 7). Thus (dropping the tildes) our new structure equations have the form

d9’ = 1AL, T A b %ngﬁ A+ 1CI607 A OF + M A OF + N7 A OF, (90)

where the complex coefficients Aab’ p C]’: ;. are skew-symmetric in the lower indices. (The coframe at

this point is analogous to the ‘2-adapted’ coframe in Theorem 4.3 of [7]; compare (@0) to equation (4.13)
n [7].) Our coframe is still 1-adapted in the sense of Theorem [2.18] and in particular this implies that

Bl, = PiAJ, where 0' = Pifi mod 1", 7" defines P?.

Step 2. Let (6%, 1", 0%, 77, 0%) be the coframe from Step 1. Let (¢, 2%, zb) be adapted local coordinates (in
the sense of Lemma [2.74) defined on a possibly smaller nelghborhood U of m. The 1-forms (#°, dz® dzb)
also form a local coframe on U, and let ( T;, Uy, m) be its dual frame. (Note that since the span of the dz*
is the same as that of the 7%, then the T} are the same vectors as in the dual frame to (6%, 1", 0%, 7", o%)
used above.) We now follow the argument on page 1926 in [[7] for our next coframe adaptation.

Since by (90), d6 contains no 7 A 7 terms, then [U,, Up] = 0. Similarly to Step 1, for any multi-index
A whose entries range between 1 and g we define iterated brackets

Uap = [Ua, Up)

and note that, by the Jacobi identity, [U A,m] = 0 for all A,b. Moreover, because of the structure
equations satisfied by our temporary coframe (6°,dz*,dz%), [Ug, U] is in the span of the Tj, and the
same is true for Uy whenever |A| > 1. On the other hand, since (Dy)* = spang{#’, 7, 1"}, then

D, C (spanc{#’, 7})+ = spanc{ Uy}, and it follows that DSFOO) C spanc{ U4 | |A| > 1}. Since

spanc{ U4 | |A| > 1} Cspanc{T;} C D(OO),

then there are finitely many U4, with |A;| > 1 that form a local basis for spanc{ T;}.
Thus, (Uga,, Ug, Up) is a local frame. If we let (9", 7, 7°) be the dual coframe, then at each point
the span of our new 1-forms 0’ is the same as that of the #". However, we retain the previous 1-forms
= (1", o), taking (8", 7, 7°) as our new coframe. Because [U 4, U] = 0, and the span of the 7 is the

same as that of the 7%, the structure equations satisfied by 6’ in our new coframe contain no f A 7 terms,
and so after dropping the tildes we have

o' = $AL T AT+ Blym® A+ 50800 AOF + MLt A 67 (91)
(At this point our coframe (?, nr,f, o®, 0%) is analogous to the ‘3-adapted’ coframe in Theorem 4.4 in [7]
where 07 plays the role of 6% and 0’ plays the role of §%,; compare equation (1) to (4.22) in [7]).) Again our
coframe is still 1-adapted and so B!, = P;Aib and part[(c)|is proved.

Let ('T;, Uy, m) be the dual frame to our new coframe. If we take the exterior derivative of equation
(©1), the terms containing 7® imply that

vb( zb) = 07 vb( ;k)) = 07 vb(]\4éy) = 07 (92)
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and so A’ gk’ M € H(V') by Lemma [2.12] establishing part [(d)| of the theorem. For later use, we also
note that the terms contalnlng 0 A 67 A 0% lead to the identity

1 Cln + ClyClj + ChyCly = 0. (93)

Before giving the final coframe adaptation which will finish the proof of Theorem [41] we need two
lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. Let (6%, 7%, 7%), with 7% = (1", o), be a I-adapted coframe on U satisfying equations (89a),
and (@1). Let P be the non-singular n x n matrix P of functions such that 6" = P;Qj mod 7),7]. Then

Pic} = —Ct.PlPk (94)
Proof. Equation (94) follows by substituting §° = P?Gj mod 7,7 into equation (91) and its conjugate. [J

Lemma 4.3. Let (', 7% 7 ) be a coframe defined on a neighborhood U of m € M again satisfying (8%al

(89b) and @1). There exists a constant-coefficient change of coframe 6 = K6 such that 6 is imaginary- valued
on (real) vectors in Ty, M.

Note that after this change of coframe, part|(e) holds and the new matrix ﬁ]’ defined as in Lemma (4.2)
satisfies ﬁj’(m) = —5;-.

Proof. Let (T;, Ug, U,) be the dual frame to the given coframe. In terms of an adapted coordinate system
(t", 2%, z%), there is a nonsingular n x n matrix B whose entries are complex-valued functions satisfying

T; = Bjo,.

Then there is a nonsingular constant matrix K such that Re(B(m)K ~ ) = 0. It follows that if we make a
change 0= K ’93 of the adapted coframe from Step 2, then the 1-forms 0’ are imaginary-valued atm. [

Step 3. Let (0°, 7%, « ) a local adapted coframe from Step 2, modified by a constant-coefficient change of
coframe as in Lemma@] so that it satisfies part[(e)] of the theorem. Let (¢, 2%, zb) be adapted coordinates
near m. (In what follows will be convenient to suppress indices and write these coordinates as vectors,
eg,t = (t'), z = (2%).) Denote the local coordinates of m by (tg,zg) € R" x CY. Let P]Z = Pj‘t:to;
these are real-analytic (but not holomorphic) functions on an open set Uy C C? about zg, and by Lemma
[4.3] satisty P]’ |ZO = —5;-. Then substituting t = t( into equation (94) gives

Pi(z,7)C}, (z) = —Cj.(2) P) (2,Z) Pk (2,%), (95)
where we have emphasized the dependence on local coordinates.

We now use z and w = (w?) as coordinates on C2¢ = C? x CY, and let D = {(z,w) | w = Z}
be the ‘diagonal’ in C24. Let , : D — CY be the restriction to D of the projection (z, w) + z and let
Do = D N7, (Up). Using a construction called polarization (see Lemma 3.1.4 and Proposition 3.1.5 in
[20]]), there exist unique holomorphic functions F' ; (z,w) defined on a open set Vo C C2? containing Dy
such that ' N

il p, = b
In the other words, the functions F! j’ are the unique holomorphic extensions of 7 Pj’ to the vicinity of D.
(We shrink Vj as necessary to ensure that the F’ ; are components of a nonsingular matrix.) Similarly, we

let sz‘_ 1 be the unique holomorphic functions on Vg such that

Note that because C’ji. . depends only on Z, 5! Gk depends only on w.
Now by a slight extension of polarizatlon applied to the components of equation (95), we have
FZ(Z7W)Szm(W) = - ;k(Z)Fg(Z7W)Fr€L(Z7W) (96)

J
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for (z,w) € V. If we set w = 7 in equation (96), and let K;(z) = —Fj" , we have

W=2Z
Coilyge = (K0 K KT (97)
for which the left-hand side is constant. We now make the final change of coframé], setting
i
0" = (K )%¢7. (98)
Because KjZ € H(V), structure equations of the form (91) are still satisfied by the 6'. The corresponding
coeflicients gib, Mék again satisfy equation (92) so that gib, Mék € H(V'). Moreover, by equation (97),
~. il ok —
Clzej = (K 1)Z€Ckaj KIT = le'k‘z:zo
are constants. The new matrix P defined as in Lemma [.2 satisfies ]3; = (K_l)aPéka. Since KJZ (m) =
—Pji (m) = 5; we have ]5;(111) = —(53-, so that the 1-forms 6" are again pure imaginary on Tj, M. At this

point, parts|(c) through|(e)|are satisfied by ¢', and 5; i, are constants.
Now dropping the tildes, we have for the coframe at hand,

o' = LAL,m A+ SPIAL 7@ A b+ L0169 A 98 + M A OF,
where we use equation (6) to replace the B, coefficients. The identity in equation (94) holds here, which
when evaluated at m and using P;(m) = —5;- gives

so that the C]Z: .. are real. Finally, equation (@3) shows that the CJZ‘- i are the structure constants of a real Lie
algebra of dimension n = m — 2q. This finishes the proof of part[(f)]and completes the proof of Theorem
41l O

4.2. Constructing an Integrable Extension. The next step we need in proving the converse of Theorem
Bdlis to construct a further coframe adaptation which will allow us to define an action of the complex group
K on M along with a slice for that action.

Proposition 4.4. Let (Z,D,J) be a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system on manifold M. Let
(0, 7,7) be a Vessiot coframe defined on an open set W C M and based at m € U. Let C’;k be the constant
coefficients in the structure equations (89) satisfied by this coframe, which are structure constants for the
corresponding real Lie algebra g, and let P be the matrix of functions defined by 6" = P;H_J mod 1", n".
Then, defined on a possibly a smaller neighborhood of m, there is a nonsingular n X n matrix R and ann X q
matrix S, both of whose entries are functions in H(V'), such that the 1-forms

w' = R;—Qj + " + (RPR‘l)é-W where ¢ := SIn, (99)
satisfy
dw' = $Ch 0 AwF. (100)
Moreover, the matrix R at each point defines an automorphism of the complexification of the Lie algebra g,
ie.,
RiC;, = Cy,,R{'R}.
In addition R may be chosen such that Ré- (m) € R, and so the formsw' are imaginary-valued at m.

Part of the proof follows the arguments in section 4.4 of [7], which utilizes the Frobenius Theorem. In
the case at hand the complex version is needed instead, necessitating the assumption of real-analyticity
stated at the beginning of this section of the paper.

“In practice, as shown in the examples below, when one has explicit formulas for the entries of the matrix P one can compute
the matrix K (z) by treating z and Z as independent variables and setting K (z) =
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Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [7], we obtain 1-forms
0" = R.67 + S)n® (101)
which satisfy structure equations
b’ = LGiym@ ATb + 5507 N OF.

(For the dependence of the entries of R, S see the first paragraph of section 4.4 in [7], noting that S%
corresponds to ¢, in [7].) The proof breaks into cases depending on the type of the Lie algebra g, and one
can check that in each case R can be chosen to be real-valued at a given point.

The proof that the 1-forms w® satisfy (100) follows the proof of Lemma 5.8 in [7]]. (Again, note that the
4-adapted coframe components 6%, 6}, in [7] correspond respectively to the Vessiot coframe components

ﬁand 0% in Theorem 1] and hence R,Q, R and ¢, in Lemma 5.8 correspond respectively to R, P, R and
53 in this paper.) 0

See equations (128), (132), and (I34) for examples of the construction of the forms w’. (Note that these
1-forms do not, in general, belong to Z.)

Let w' be the 1-forms associated to our Vessiot coframe as in Prop. [4.4] based at m and defined on
U C M. Then (w', 7%, %) is also a coframe on U. If ( Z;, U, U,) is its dual coframe, then from (I00) the
vector fields Z; satisfy

[Z;, Zi) = —C}}, Zs. (102)
Let K be a complex Lie group with structure constants C]Z: ;> With a basis ZL of left-invariant holomorphic

vector fields satisfying (@2). Since the corresponding right-invariant vector fields Z% satisfy the same
bracket relations as (I02), U is foliated by orbits of a (local) left K -action. We will assume the real and
imaginary parts of the vector fields Z; are complete so that this action is global. WeletI' : K x U — U
denote the action of K such that T', Z% = 7.

Now it follows from (99) that

w' = (RPR™1)}w, (103)

and so {w'} annihilates a real codimension-n distribution 3, spanned by the real and imaginary parts of
the U,. Thus, X has rank 2¢ and it follows from @I) that it satisﬁes the Frobenius condition. Let S be the
maximal integral manifold of ¥ through m. Since w'(Z;) = 07 we have that S is transverse to the orbits
of K.

By ([{03), P(m) = —I, and because R(m) is real-valued we have w'|,, = —w?|s, so that

W(X5) = w(Zj + Zj)lm = w'(Zj)|m + @' (Z))|m = 0.
If we let G = K, C K be the isotropy subgroup at m, then the Lie algebra of G has the basis { X[* =
78 + 7?} and G is a real form of K.
Suppose now the S, K, T are as above. Since [ U,, X;] = 0 we have
XZ’J; =0, z€8,

since S is connected. Hence the Lie algebra of the isotropy subgroup K, C K is the same at all points
x € S, and the submanifold S forms an infinitesimal slice [11]]. Sufficient conditions for S to be an actual
slice are given in the next lemma and will be used to simplify the exposition.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that for each x € S that K, is connected, and that S is a cross-section to the left action
of KonU. LetY : § x K — U be the restriction of I to S x K, i.e,

Y(x, k) =T (k,x) =k -z, reS. (104)

(1) The map” : SxK — U is a smooth submersion which is equivariant with respect to left-multiplication
of K on itself in the domain, and 7, Zﬁ = 7.
36



(2) 7 is invariant under right-multiplication by elements of G = K, and induces a left K -equivariant
injective local diffeomorphism ® : & x K/G — U such that this diagram commutes:

Sx K

de (105)

Sx K/G u

where the usual quotient map qi : K — K/G is extended trivially to the product with S.

Proof. Part (1): The function ¥ defined by (I04) clearly has the equivariance property stated and ¥, Z =
Z;. Since w'(Z;) = 5;-, and w'|s = 0, the orbits of K are transverse to S which implies that 7 is a
submersion.

Part (2): Since the isotropy subgroup K, at x and GG have the same Lie algebra and are connected, K, = G
forallz € S. Then for (z,k) € S x Kand g € G = K,,, we have V(z,kg) = kg-v =k -x ="7Y(z,k), so
7 is invariant under the right action of G' and thus factors through the quotient map q¢. Therefore there
exists & : S x K/G — U so that the commutative diagram in (I05) holds.

Equivariance of ® with respect to the left K -action is clear, so we must show @ is a diffeomorphism onto
its image. Because 7 is a submersion, ® is also a submersion. Since its domain and range have the same
dimension, it is a local diffeomorphism, so we must show it is injective. Suppose now that, for z,y € S
and cosets kG and (G, ®(x, kG) = ®(y,{G). Then £~k - x = y. Since S is assumed to be a cross-section
to the action of K, we have x = y and ¢~k € G, that so kG = (G. Thus, P is injective and part (2) is
proved. g

Remark 4.6. The map ® in equation (105) is known as a tube about the orbit K - m and S is a slice through
m [11]). If the connectivity of G, fails or S fails to be a global cross-section, then an infinitesimal version of
the diagram (103) exists. Also note that if K is solvable then S can be found by quadratures; see Corollary
3.1 in [15]).

The 1-forms (w’, 7, 7®) from Proposition [£4] define a complex coframe on U such that the w’ vanish
when pulled back to S. Thus, (7%|s, 7°|s) define a complex coframe on S, where we use restriction as an
abbreviation for pullback under the inclusion S < M. Let Js be the almost complex structure on S such
that

T7 oS = spanc{n®|s} = spanc{ o“|s, 7"[s }-
Since the pullback of spanc{7®} = V(%) is a Frobenius system, then .Js is integrable. Note that the set of
independent holomorphic Darboux invariants z* € H (V') in Lemma 2.14 restricted to S define complex
coordinates on S. The structure equations (89a) and (89b) along with E”,, F"'. € H (V') shows that 7%|s
are holomorphic 1-forms.

Now let J be the induced complex structure on the product complex manifold N = § x K. Then
Tio(S x K) = spanc{n®|s, uj} where uj, are the right-invariant (1,0)-forms on K (see §3.1), and
we suppress the pullback under the projections to each factor. Since the projections are holomorphic
mappings, these 1-forms define a holomorphic coframe on S x K.

Our next result uses the product decomposition of U into K -orbits and the slice S defined by ¥ in
Lemma 4.5 to construct an integrable extension of Z; see Definition 3.3

By re-defining U in Lemmal[4.5]to be the image of ® we assume from here on that @ is a diffeomorphism.

Theorem 4.7. Let (Z, D, J) be anormal Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system, let (01, n", 0%, T, o%)
be a Vessiot coframe based at m € U (as in Theorem[41), and let w* and 1)’ be defined as in equation (Q9) of
Proposition[44 Let S C U and the action T : K x U — U satisfy the conditions of Lemmal43
If we define
H= spang {,ug% - 7*1/Jj,7*?’]r} , (106)
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then this rank n + q — d sub-bundle of T*(S x K) @ C defines a holomorphic Pfaffian system on S x K.
Moreover, its realification E = Hpy generates an integrable extension £ of T relativetoY : S x K — U
which is of fiber rank n.

Proof. As noted above, the holomorphic Darboux invariants and the 1-forms 7¢ restrict to be holomorphic
on S. Since ¢* = S;m* where S, € H(V), the ¥" also restrict to be holomorphic 1-forms on S. Fur-
thermore since the 1-forms 7 = (7", 0") are K-invariant, Y*7® is the same as the pullback of 7%|s to

the product, and the same is true for 'Y*wi. The u% are holomorphic on K, and thus all the forms in H in
equation (T06) are holomorphicon § x K.

In order to show that & is an integrable extension of Z, we begin by showing that Y*§* € £ ® C, which
is the crux of the argument. We will use the local representation of Z ® C given in equation (22b) coupled
with the Vessiot coframe provided by Theorem [4.1]

We may replace the 1-forms 6% by 7 = R; 67 where R} is as in equation (99), because R; € H(V) and
R;'- defines an automorphism of the algebra £ = g ® C at each point of U, so that 67 satisfies the structure
equations in Theorem [£.3] with the same real constants C’; &~ Furthermore since R(m) is real-valued, 0’ is

imaginary-valued at m, and so (6%, 7%, F) is a Vessiot coframe based at m. Now equation (99) gives
0" = w' — ' — Piypd, (107)
where % = pjé_ﬂ mod 7", n". We now drop the tildes and assume R is the identity matrix for the rest of
the proof. From (107) we have
V0 =7 (w' — ¢ — Plyd). (108)
To compute the right-hand side of (I08) we begin by finding Y*w’. Since the w’ restrict to be zero on
S, T*K @ C is spanned by the %, and their conjugates, and Zf Yt = (2= wh) = (5; then
Yol =, — Bk, (109)
for some coeflicients Bi. Since ,u";2 = Q?ui from (@), and the vector fields X7 are tangent to the fibers
of q¢, then
0= XJ = (up — Biuy) = X7 =(Qu} — B up) = Qf - BlOf.
It follows that Bg = Qz A_L, so we have

V! = ply — QAL pk = Q (uf — ph). (110)
Now from (110) it follows that
V'l = —BiV*wk,
and comparing with (I03) shows that Y *Pf = —B]i- = —Q}QA_;C Substituting this and (I10) into (I08) yields
Y v () = B om
where for the sake of convenience in equation (I11) we have defined
o - e R (112)

Equations (I06) and (I11) now show that Y*6* € HeH=E®C.

We next show that the 2-form generators of £ ® C are pullbacks of those of Z ® C. Since ERC =
{79, 79 ,7*0" VI }aier and the 2-forms d(7*1") are simply the pullbacks by Y of the 2-forms dn” € Z®C,
we only need to consider the d7/ and their conjugates.

When we differentiate equation (I12), the Maurer-Cartan equations determine the term d/ﬂ%, and so we

only need to compute dv/’. If we substitute for w’ from equation (107) into (I00) we obtain, using equation
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829,
Al + PLAT + 3CH07 N OF + Mia® N67 + dy' + dP} A + Pldyi
=ici, (93' +op) + PW) A (0% + F + Plapi),
where A’ = %Aébﬂ'a A 7. Isolating the terms involving 7 A 7 gives
dip’ = LChAT AP — AL
Consequently,
dr' = Sl A i+ (AT = JCH7 AwF) =777 mod 1,
and similarly d¢ = 7*A? mod 7. Hence we have
EQC={, 7, 70", VT }ain
= {ij ga 7*‘Aja 7*ﬁ7 7*77T7 7*F7 '7*d77T, 7*d7 }alg (113)
= {Tja T(Z ® C)}ag, (114)

where in the last step we use (II1) to solve for 77 in terms of Y*#" and 7, and use the local representation
of Z ® C given by equation (22D). (This is where our hypothesis of normality is used.) To obtain the real
version of equation (I14), note that (IT1) can be written

Y =1t — B;g =7l - LA;?Tj = QL(A?Tj — A;?Tj) (115)

and that the forms A;‘?Tj — A?Tj are pure imaginary. Equation (I15) allows us to rewrite (I14) in the
equivalent form

E®C={A', (T ® C)}ag = {ALTF + Al 75,7 (Z ® C) Jalg- (116)

The pointwise span of the real 1-forms o/ = A{;Tk + AiTk define a sub-bundle J C T*(S x K) of rank

dim G. The forms o satisfy o( X]L ) = 5;- and hence J is transverse to the fibers of 7 in equation (105).
This shows J satisfies conditions [i] and [ii] in (54). From equation (I16) we then have

£ ={od, V" T}ag.

This verifies condition [iii] in (54), and therefore the real Pfaffian system £ with J C T*(S x K) defines
an integrable extension of 7 relative to ¥ : § x K — U, with fiber rank dim G = n. n

4.3. Proof of the Converse to the Quotient Theorem. The next theorem and its corollary show that
the extension £ in Theorem [4.7] satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1l and that ®*Z on S x K/G is the

quotient of £ by G C K. In particular this shows that every normal Darboux integral elliptic system can
be obtained locally from the quotient of the realification of a holomorphic Pfaffian system, as in Theorem

B1

Theorem 4.8. Let (Z, D, J) be a normal Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system and let S, K, ﬁ, E
be as in Theorem[ZZ2and ® : S x K/G — W as in diagram (105). Then

(1) H= spangc {M{q — Y, ’Y*nr} is a rank n+q —d holomorphic Pfaffian system on S x K invariant
under right-multiplication by K.

(2) The right action of K on S x K is transverse to H.

(3) The real form G of K satisfies 1 = CI)*(SA/G) on U, with G acting on the right on S x K.

(4) The system H satisfies H(>) = 0.
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Proof. Part (1): By Theorem[@.7lwe only need to check that Hin equation (106) is right K -invariant. Using
the Vessiot coframe based at m from the proof of Theorem[4.7] the forms 7® = (¢, 7") on U are invariant
with respect to the I" action of K and so by the equivariance of ¥ and 7%( Z;) = 0, the forms (7Y*¢“,Y*n")
are K -basic for the left action of K on § x K. A form which is left K -basic on § x K is also K -basic for
the right K -action, and so this shows the 7*n" € H satisfy the conditions in (1).

In equation (99) the coefficients S are holomorphic Darboux invariants and thus ¢ = Si7% are K-
invariant on U. Therefore Y*¢)* = 7*(S.7*) are left (and hence right) K-basic. The forms i}, on S x K

are right K -invariant, so we conclude that His right K-invariant.

Part (2): The holomorphic infinitesimal generators 7} defined in §31]for the right action of K on S x K
satisfy ZF - (1 — Y*7) :,\Q§ by equation (44). The matrix Q; is pointwise invertible and so the right
action of K is transverse to H.

Part (3): In order to compute g /G on S x K/G we need to determine generators for the G-basic 1-forms
and 2-forms of € on S x K; see §2.2 in [3]]. The commutative diagram (I03) gives 7* = q; o ®* so that
the forms

YEAL, YRAL YT, YT, Yedn”, Yy, e
are automatically right G-basic on S x K and by (II3) are among the algebraic generators of £®C.
Since the expression of any G-basic form of £ ® C in terms of the generators in cannot include any
combination of the 77 or 77 (as they are not even 7-semibasic), we have

(E0C)/C = {34, BT, ¥, BT, Bdf, B, 30 Jg = 5 (L © C)
on S x K/G and hence £/G = ®*T.

Part (4): On S x K the singular bundle for EisW = T7o(S x K) @ Jii (see equation (26))) which has
rank 2n + 2q — d, while by equation (51) the singular bundle V for Z satisfies W/G = ®*V and has

rank 1 + 2¢ — d. We have W(®) = T7o(S x K) ® H  which has rank n + ¢ + rank H . Since

—=(00)
G acts transversely to (), then rank(W(®) /G) = ¢ + rank H . Since G also acts transversely to
W, by Theorem 2.2 in [3] we have ®*(V (%)) = W () /G. Since since rank V() = ¢, this implies that

rank H =0.
O

We now identify a manifold N with a (right) K action and Pfaffian system £ such that Z = £/G.

This canonical construction follows from the fact that Z = @*(E/G) Let N = (7 1)*(S x K) be the
pullback principal G bundle of q¢ : S x K — S X K/G from diagram (I05) and let ¥ : N — S x K be
the induced diffeomorphism. The manifold NV has a complex structure induced from ¥, with free action

p:NxK—N
(x, (y, k) -h= (2, (y,kh)) where x =Y(y,k), 2" = 7(y, kh),

fory € Sand h,k € K. The quotient map 7 : N — N/G satisfies 7¢ = 7Y o ¥ and gives rise to the
commutative diagram

Y

N = (&7 1)*(S x K) Sx K
TG ~ qc (117)
U ¢ SxK/G

Corollary 4.9. The Pfaffian system H = U*H is holomorphic on N and K is a symmetry group of H which
acts transversely to H. The pullback Pfaffian system & = U*E is the realification of H and satisfies T = £ /G.
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Proof. The proof follows by standard commutative diagram arguments. g

Corollary[4.9]completes the final proof that every normal elliptic Darboux integrable system arises as a
quotient as in Theorem[3.1] Finally we note that Corollary[4.9/and Theorem[4.8] can be summarized by the
commutative diagram of 1-forms for the differential systems in Corollary [4.9]

v

EQC={nin", ntn’, wé@i, ﬂé?i, U7t Yy {7y, YT, V60, ’Y*@, 7 Ysxk

e

I & (C - { 77T7 77r7 927 0 }u { (:I)*UT? ®*nr7®*917®*91 }SXK/G

(118)
See Example[Q where Corollary[4.9] and the commutative diagram (18] are demonstrated.

Remark 4.10. The commutative diagrams (I17) and (I18) can also be constructed starting with N, H and
K as in Theorem [31] as follows. Take the chart W on V used in the proof of Theorem [3.6 along with the
Vessiot coframe on U constructed in Theorem 3.6l Using the adapted chart ®~! : U — W x K/G, the
systems on the right side of diagram (I18)) are just the pullbacks (or the local chart representation) of £ ®C
onV and I ® C on U from TheoremB.T]and Theorem[3.6] In this case the forms 7¢ in the diagram (T18) are
defined using equations (@4) and (58) by 7% = Q;(\I/_l)*ﬁj.

It is worth noting that if 7 is a maximally Darboux integrable Pfaffian system then K is the trivial group
and Theorem[4.8]and Corollary[4.9] degenerate to Proposition[2.27]

4.4. The Vessiot Algebra. Given an elliptic decomposable Darboux integrable system (Z, D, J) on a man-
ifold M, about each point m € M we have associated a coframe in Theorem[4.1I]where the C]’: 1 in equation
(89¢) are the structure constants of a real Lie algebra g. In this section we prove that if M is connected,
then the algebra g does not depend on the point m. We then show that this is an invariant of the Darboux
integrable system and as in the case of Darboux integrable hyperbolic systems we call g the Vessiot algebra
of (Z,D,J).

We begin by showing that all Vessiot coframes based at a given point m determine the same Lie algebra
up to isomorphism.

Theorem 4.11. Let (09, 7%, 77) and (67, o, a%) be two Vessiot adapted coframes based at m and defined on

an open set U (as in Theorem[4), and satisfying structure equations (89) with real coefficients C’gz and 5116
respectively. Then the two corresponding algebras g and g are isomorphic as real Lie algebras.

Proof. Condition (2) of Theorem[4.1]implies there exists functions i, 53, TY such that
B = Qi+ ST + T 19)
while condition (1) of Theorem [4.1] implies Q; is invertible at each point of U. If (Z;, U, U,) denotes

the dual frame to (67, 7%, 79), then taking the exterior derivative of equation (I19) and using the structure
equations in Theorem [41] for both coframes implies Ua(Qé) = 0, hence by Lemma [2.12| we have Q’ €

H (V). Then matching the coefficients of #7 A ¥ in the exterior derivative of equation (I19) gives
Qi Cht = Ch QT QR (120)
Equation (120) implies that the complex Lie algebras defined by C'ji- i and 5; i, are isomorphic. However,
since 0% |y, = —0%|,, and 67|, = —09 |y, taking conjugates in ({19) gives Qi(m) € R. Hence when
equation (120) is evaluated at m, Q; (m) defines an isomorphism of the real Lie algebras defined by C]Z: i
and 6’]’ i
O
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The next theorem uses a Vessiot coframe based at m with corresponding algebra g to construct a Vessiot
coframe based at an arbitrary point n in a particular neighbourhood of m such that the associated algebra
for the Vessiot coframe at n is again g.

Theorem 4.12. Let (#7, 7%, 7%) be a Vessiot coframe based atm € U with C’;k defining the algebra g and let
P : S x K/G — U be the diffeomorphism from LemmalZ3 Letn € U, let (s,hG) = ®~(n) € S x K/G,

and let 67 = Ai(h)@k where Aé-(h) = [Ad*(h)]é- is defined in equation (@3). Then

(67,77, 7)
is a Vessiot coframe- based at 1, and the 6 satisfy structure equations (89¢) with the same coefficients C]’:k as
those satisfied by 6.

Proof. The structure equations satisfied by 0i = Ai(h)@k are of the same form as those in (89¢) with the
same coefficients C’;k because A(h) = [Ad*(h)] defines an automorphism of £* = g* ® C. We now need

to show that 6 is imaginary-valued on 7,,U which will finish the proof of the theorem.
Without loss of generality we may assume as in the proof of Theorem[4.7] that (after a change in frame,
as in equation (I07)) we have

0" = w' — ' — Plyi.
Let ( Zg, Ug, U,) denote the dual frame and note that
67(U,) = AL(h)8*(U,) =0, 67(T,) =0 (121)
so that we need only show
07 (Re(Ze)|n = AJ(h)w (Re(Zg))ln,  67(Im(Zg))|n = A (h)w” (Im( Zg))|n (122)

are pure imaginary.
We show this by using the map 7 in equation (I05) where Y(s,a) = ®(s,aG) = n and equation (I10)
to find,
VA (h)wn) = MG (W], — 15 ) s,y = (L — 1) 5,1
since 2 = A~!. The right side of this equation is pure imaginary valued on real vectors which along with

7 being a submersion shows the terms in equation (I122) are pure imaginary. Therefore by equations (121)
and (I2Z2) we have 67 is imaginary valued on T, U. 0

Theorem [4.12] shows that the mapping which assigns to each point m € M the corresponding algebra
g of a Vessiot coframe based at m is locally constant. From this we have the following corollaries.

Corollary 4.13. Let (Z,D, J) be a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system on a connected manifold
M. Then the algebra g associated to a Vessiot coframe at a point m is independent of m. We call this the Vessiot
algebra of (Z,D, J).

The Vessiot coframes constructed in Theorem [3.6] give the second corollary.

Corollary 4.14. Let (Z,D, J) be a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system such that T arises as a
quotient £ /G of the realification of a holomorphic system H satisfying the conditions of Theorem[31l Then
the Lie algebra g of G is the Vessiot algebra of (Z,D, J).

In the proof of Lemma 4.5 where the vector fields Z; in the dual frame are infinitesimal generators for
the action of K, we have assumed there exists a global action of K on M such that S defines a global
slice through m. In general a global action may not exist and the mapping ¢ in equation (I05) may only
define a local diffeomorphism on a neighbourhood U of (s, [¢]) € S x K/G. However the same proof of
Theorem[4.12]holds in this case for points n € U and Corollary [4.13holds similarly.

Motivated by definitions in complex geometry and the case of second order PDE in the plane, discussed

in Example[2land below, we make the following definition.
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Definition 4.15. Two elliptic distributions (Dy, Jy), ¢ = 1, 2 are equivalent if there exists a diffeomorphism
® : My — M,y such that ®,D; = D5 and either

D,J1(X) = Jo(®,X) VXeD
or

¢,J1(X) = —J2(P.X) VX eD.
Due to the fact that D, | and D, _ are the +i eigenspaces of Jy, these conditions hold if and only if
®,D1,+ =Dsx, or P,D1 4 =Dy (123)
As expected, the Vessiot algebra is well-behaved under this notion of equivalence.

Theorem 4.16. Let (Dy,Jy), { = 1,2 be equivalent Darboux integrable elliptic distributions with Vessiot
algebras g1, g2 and with equivalence ® : My — My such that My and Mas are connected. Then the Vessiot
algebras are isomorphic.

Proof. We first assume ®,D; + = Do+ in equation (I23). Since the singular bundles are given by V;, =
(D¢~ )+, we have

O*Vy = V. (124)

Now let (65, 7%, 73) be a Vessiot coframe for (D2, J2) based at my and defined on open set Us. We claim
that

( 3'77((11777_[11) = (I)*(Hé,ﬂg,ﬂ_g)

defines a Vessiot coframe for (Dy,J;) based at m; defined on Uy, where m; = ®!(my) and U; =
®~1(Us). Equation (IZ4) shows that the algebraic conditions in parts[(a)]and[(b)|of Theorem@.Tlare satisfied
by (6%, m¢, 7§). While the structure equations in part[(c)|are satisfied by commuting the exterior derivative
and pullback, with coefficients C;k the same for both coframes. Moreover, since the % are imaginary-
valued at my, the #% are imaginary-valued at m;. Therefore by Theorem £.11] and Corollary @13 the Lie
algebras g; and g are isomorphic.

Lastly, if we assume instead that ®,D; _ = D5 ; then we can make a similar argument, but with

0 = ®*0;, =} =d*d, 7o = d*ng
providing a Vessiot coframe for (Dy, J;). O

We now examine the invariance property of the Vessiot algebra for Darboux integrable second order
elliptic PDE in the plane. Let Fy(z*, u, u;, u;;) = 0,€ = 1,2 be two elliptic PDE in the plane as in Example
2land let (Zy, Dy, J¢), be the corresponding decomposable elliptic system defined on the 7-manifolds M,
which we assume to be connected. Suppose now that & : M; — M>y defines an equivalence of the
differential systems so that ®*7y = 7;. The conformal bilinear form defined in equation (31) satisfies

q>*<7>2:>‘<7>1

where A is a nowhere vanishing function on M. Using this fact, the argument leading to equations (37)
gives ®,.J; = £J2®... Therefore P satisfies Definition[4.15land defines an equivalence of the corresponding
elliptic distributions (Dy, J¢). We then have the following.

Corollary 4.17. If F; = 0 for ¢ = 1,2 are two Darboux integrable second order PDE in the plane whose
Vessiot algebras are not isomorphic, then Fy are not locally equivalent.
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4.5. Examples. In this section we demonstrate the construction of the Vessiot coframe in Theorem [4.1]
along with construction of the extension £ and the superposition formula from Theorem[4.8]and Corollary
[4.9for a number of examples.

In Example [0l we re-visit the equation W3 = %|I/V|2 appearing in Examples[3] [6land give all the details
and formulas leading to diagrams (117), (118). In Example[10lwe include a short discussion on the possible
geometry of the holomorphic system H from Theorem [4.8] when the original Darboux integrable system
exists on a 6- or 7-dimensional manifold. We relate this to the fact that locally there are only three Darboux
integrable systems on a 6-manifold [14] In Example [[1] we demonstrate the construction of the Vessiot
coframe for a system on a 7-dimensional manifold arising from a second-order PDE in the plane; this
example is sufficiently general that every step of the proof of Theorem[4.1]is required. In Example [12 we
again demonstrate the construction of the systems H and F in a higher dimensional case. In particular we
show that the bi-harmonic equation can be written as a Darboux integrable system on a 12-manifold with
4-dimensional Vessiot algebra. The constructions for the Vessiot coframe and the extension E are given,
along with the solution formula provided by the quotient map.

Example 9. We return to the first-order complex PDE (38) considered in Examples[3land[fl For the sake of
convenience, we will express the Pfaffian system 7 encoding this equation in terms of complex coordinates

z, W, W1 = D,W and their conjugates on M, so that (see equation (73)),
Z ® C = spanc{dW — Wy dz — %|W|2d2, dW — Widz — %|W|2dz}.

(In terms of the coordinates used in Example[3] z = x + iy, W = u + iv and from (39) we have W; =
uy + ivg — %(u2 + v?).) In Example Bl we showed that this is an elliptic decomposable system which is

Darboux-integrable, with holomorphic Darboux invariants given by z and

W W
SSw oy
In Example [6] we showed how this system arises as a quotient of the canonical contact system on the
space NN of 2-jets of holomorphic functions, by the action of the real part of a complex solvable Lie group
K. Here, we will show how to reconstruct K and the system £ on N as an integrable extension of Z as
outlined in Theorem [4.8land Corollary [4.91
We begin by following the algorithm in Theorem [4.1] and compute a Vessiot coframes for this system,
in terms of coordinates z, W, W1, and defined on the open subset U C M where W # 0. We choose the
point where z = 0, £ = 0 and W = i as the ‘origin’ m € U C M. Following Steps 1-3 in the proof of
Theorem 1] we obtain a coframe (0%, 7%, 7%) on M with 7! = dz, 7* = d¢ and

Glzﬂ—d:W—édz+EdE
w w (125)
dw W+26

2 _ o _ _inl

0 _2|W|2 dz W dz —i6".

(Note that 8!, 62 are imaginary-valued at m.) These satisfy structure equations
dot = 7' A — 7l A 72,
20 .
do? = —ir' A? 4+ (i+ W)wl A2 — 0N A% + ((i€ — 1)0 + £0%) A7,

The further change of coframe in Step 4 is not needed, as the coefficients of 8 Af? in the structure equations
are already real constants, and we have a Vessiot coframe based at m. We also note that the matrix P]Z in
Lemmal[4.3]is

-1 0

P=| 2-iW W (126)
14 pres
w w

and satisfies P;(m) = —d.
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Next, we apply the procedure from Proposition 4] to obtain the 1-forms w',w? in equation (©9). In

particular, we compute that

(10 P Edz
= (0 1> : [1/;2] = [(1 —ig) dz} ’ (127)
which along the matrix P in equation (126) gives
w! = v ﬂ, w? = 2d—V1 —jwl. (128)
w w ww

We now find the action of K and the slice as in Lemma &5 The vector fields dual to w',w? (and
annihilated by the o* and %) are

Z1 = 3W (Wow + Wog) + Wow,  Zo = sW (Wow + W),

satisfying [Zi, Zo] = Za. This coincides with the bracket relations of the right-invariant holomorphic
vector fields on the solvable Lie group K defined in Example[6l Thus, there is a left-action of I" : K x M —
M such that T'vc10,, = Z; and T'yc10,, = Zs. (Here, we use the same holomorphic coordinates ¢, c2 on
K asin (72), and let G C K be the subgroup where c;, ¢y € R.)

Let S C M be the maximal integral manifold of the Frobenius system spanned by {w',w?} through m;
in other words, let S be the submanifold where W = i. As in Lemmal45 we let Y : § x K — M be the
restriction of I' to S C M. Since Z;, Zs are imaginary-valued at points on S, at these points the isotropy
of the K-action is the real subgroup G C K. Thus, 7 induces a local diffeomorphism ® : § x K/G — U.
By integrating the vector fields Z;, Zy given above, we find that ® is determined by z = 2z, = £ and

N —261
N co +ic — (@—iﬁ)

where the coordinates z, £ on U restrict to provide coordinates on S. Note that the right-hand side of this
equation can be expressed in terms of local coordinates on K/G, i.e., functions on K which are invariant
under right-multiplication by G; for example, if

r=1Imc;/Recy, s=Imecy/Recy (129)

then in these coordinates W = (i —r)/(1 + s).

Next, we compute the integrable extension £ in Theorem[4.7] The right-invariant (1,0)-forms on K are
given by uk = (1/c1)dey, p% = (1/c1)des; then using equations (I06), (127), and (129) the extension on
S x K is generated by the holomorphic Pfaffian system

H= spanc{dc; — c1€dz,dcy — c1(1 —i€) dz}.

If we now let W = U/K with qx : U — W the quotient map, then ¢x : S — W is a diffeomorphism
and using this diffeomorphism we may replace S in diagram (I17) with W and obtain the commutative
diagram,

)Y W x K
ure dc (130)
U Wx K/G

where again N = V is the pullback G-bundle V = (®~!) (W x K). At this point diagram (I30) is nothing
more that an adapted bundle chart on U induced by the principal G-bundle 7 : V — U. Finally we let £
the realification of H = (®~1)* H which completes diagram (I18). We now give a concrete description of

& which utilizes Example [6]
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In Example[@we have already represented Z as a quotient £ /G. In particular, using coordinates (z, wp, w1, w2)
on V as in Example[6] the map 7 : V — U is
2w 2w9 2w%

7TG$(Z,'(U0,ZU1,’(U2)’—>(Z:Z,W:T, WIZ_ + — 5/
Wp — Wo wo —wo  (Wo — wo)

The bundle chart ®~! in (I30) induced by the choice of S C U is given in coordinates by

1% w ReW 1
o M oW new o b
() -(Z,WWI)’_)(z’g_ % Q’T ImW’s ImW 1)’

and from (129) we have
ac : (z,&,e1,c0) = (2, & r=Imecy/Recy, s=Imey/Recy ).

When we work in coordinates to write down a mapping ¥ that makes the diagram (I30) commute, as a
well as being an equivariant holomorphic /K -bundle chart, we obtain the unique solution

U (2, wp, wy,we) = (2, & =wowy ', e1 = wy, ca = wo — iwy)

in coordinates. It is then easy to check U*H coincides with the contact system of Example [6] defined by
equation (65) and £ is the realification of the contact system. Thus we have constructed the mappings and
systems in the commutative diagrams (117), (113).

Finally it should be noted that the two Vessiot coframes given in equations (1235) and (77) are in fact
identical and that one could have constructed the diagrams (I17), and (I18) in accordance with Remark
410

Example 10. In Examples[5land [l we have identified two inequivalent rank 2 Darboux integrable Pfaffian
systems on a 6-dimensional manifold, while in Example[@lwe constructed the extension for Example[6lusing
Theorem [4.8] and Corollary [4.9] In general if M is a 6 dimensional manifold and Z is a rank 2 Darboux
integrable Pfaffian system, then NV constructed in Corollary[4.9/is a 4 dimensional complex manifold while
H is a rank 2 holomorphic Pfaffian system with derived flag [2, 1,0] (since H(>) = 0). The local structure
equations for H = spanc{0°,6'} can then be written in the coframe {6, 6!, 7!, 72} as

do® = p1 A OY + py N 6P, do' =t Ax? mod H
where p; = a;m' + b;m? are holomorphic and p; is nowhere zero. The holomorphic vector field
X = bawl - a&rz

is a Cauchy characteristic for %, and therefore we may (locally) consider §° as a holomorphic one form
on the complex 3 manifold N/X where df° A §° # 0. In standard coordinates (see Theorem 3.1 [8]),

0° = dw — w.dz.

There are two locally inequivalent two-dimensional infinitesimal contact actions in the tables 1 and 3 in
Olver [23] given by,

t; = span{0y,, woy}, o = span{dy, 20y }.

The quotients in this case lead to the two Darboux integrable given in equation (69) from example b and
equation (38) from example[3l These two equations together with the Cauchy-Riemann equations are the
only 3 (locally up to contact transformations) Darboux integrable equations on a 6 manifold [14]].

In the case where M is a 7 manifold corresponding to a second order PDE in the plane with rank 3
Darboux integrable Pfaffian system Z with a 3 dimensional Vessiot group G, then in Corollary [4.9] N has
5 complex dimensions and the holomorphic system H has rank 3, with either [3,2,1,0] or [3,2, 0] as the
only possibilities for the ranks of its derived system.

The following example is intended to illustrate the construction of the Vessiot coframe in a case where
Steps 1-3 lead to a coframe where the coefficients C’; & in (89¢) are non-constant functions of the holomor-

phic Darboux invariants, and a non-trivial change of coframe is needed in Step 4.
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Example 11. We will show below that the second-order elliptic PDE

V14 uZ/1+u2 (131)

COS U

Uzz =

for real u is Darboux-integrable. This equation was obtained from a classification of Darboux-integrable
second-order hyperbolic Monge-Ampere equations by Goursat and Vessiot (see §5 in [12] for details), by
replacing independent variables x and y by z and Z. (Other DI elliptic equations can be obtained from the
Goursat-Vessiot list by similar modifications.)

In order to rationally parametrize the jets of solutions of (I131)) we introduce a complex parameterp # +1
such that

2 1+ p?
Uy = p2, V1+u?= pz‘

L—p L—p
Then the PDE (I31) is equivalent to
o (=147
0z 2(1—-p?)cosu

Let M be the open subset in R x Cx Cx Cwith coordinates u, z, Z, p, D, 7, 7 where p? # landsinu # 0,
and on M define a (real) Pfaffian system Z such that I @ C = {8y, 81, f1}, where

(1L=p)(1+77)
2(1 —p?)cosu

2p 2p
1_p2dz— 1_ﬁ2d2, b1 =dp—rdz—

,8() = du —
Computing the derivatives of these 1-form generators, and finding decomposable 2-forms, leads to singular
systems V and V where
V=(®C)a{dz, (1 —p*)cos® udr — (p(1 + p*)(sinu — r cosu) + p(1 + p*)) dz}

We designate V' as the singular system, since this makes coordinate z a holomorphic Darboux invariant;
by computing V' (>°) we uncover a second Darboux invariant

r—%(1+p2)tanu 1 ( Uyy

7 "2\ Vi

1—p? 2
As V(%) has rank two, (Z, V') is minimally Darboux integrable.
We continue our computations using coordinates u as well as z, p, £ and their conjugates on M. Choos-
ing the point m defined by u = 0,2 = 0,p = 0 and £ = 1 as origin, we follow Steps 1-3 in the proof of
Theorem @1l to obtain an adapted coframe with 7! = dz, 7% = d¢ and

—V1+u2 tan(u))

P 4 (1—p?)sinu+ (1 +p*)¢cosu
! 3 1-p?
22 _ 4 g(l] Ao 1 ip . i(1—p?)sinu —i(1 + p?)¢ L cosu
03 a4l 4(1-p?) £ -7
, —8ipcosu
2i(1 2 0 —_—
i(1+p%) -

Since the 1-forms (5, 1, B1) are permuted in a simple way by conjugation, the matrix P such that §? =
P;Gj is given by

100
P = APOA_l, PO =10 0 1
010
Note that P;(m) = —5;, so this coframe also satisfies the conditions of Lemma[4.3]

To obtain the change of coframe in Step 4, we set all variables in P — including £ and Z but not including

¢ and z - equal to their values at m which determines the matrix K in equation (97). The inverse of the
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resulting matrix is

be+n) k-1 0

5 3(+1) 0

0 0 1

Making the change from equation (98), gi = (K _1)§9j results in a coframe satisfying structure equations
dot = —202 A 03 — Li(1 4+ 26)0° A7t — Lrt A 7?
do* = —20" N9 — 126 — 1)0° At + dir! A 7P mod 7! A 72,
do® = —160" A0 +2i(1 + 260" At +2(1 — 26)6* A !

K=

where we have dropped the tildes. It is easy to check that the Vessiot algebra is isomorphic to s((2, R).
Since the Vessiot algebra is semi-simple, the forms g in equation (T01) can be found algebraically using
the fact shown in [7] that M, ; define an automorphism of the complexification of the Vessiot algebra. We
solve (see equation (4.57) in [[7]])
M; = S5Cl;, Rl =6
which in this example leads to

—264+1 0
St = g | i@+ 0
0 0
and the forms w’ in equation (@9) (with R; = 5;) are then
pdu dp ((cos u—sin u)p?+sin u+-cos u)dﬁ
Wl 7-1) T 171 A(p*—1)(p*—1)
2 . ipdu idp i(;nz(sin u+cos u)—sin u+cos u)dﬁ 132
wg = | -y T aprn A(p2-1)(p>-1) (132)
w i(p2+1)du 2ip cos u dp

2020 (- (PP-1)

In principle, given the Vessiot coframe and the 1-forms w’ constructed above, one can obtain the inte-
grable extension £ of Theorem[4.7] We leave further details to the interested reader.

Example 12. The biharmonic equation A(Awu) = 0 is equivalent to a system of two second-order elliptic
PDEs,
Ay = 20, Av =0 (133)

(the factor of 2 being for the sake of convenience). As we will see, it is this version of the biharmonic
equation that is Darboux-integrable in the sense of our definition.

To encode (I33) by an exterior differential system, we restrict the standard contact system on .J%(R?, R?)
to the 12-dimensional submanifold M cut out by the equations. In detail, we take coordinates x, y, u, v, u;,
V4, U;; = uj; and v;; = vj; on jet space (where 1 < 4,j < 2). On M, we retain most of these but replace
ui;j and vij by w12, v12, 7 = %(un —ugg) =ujp —vand s = %(vu — vg2) = v11. In these coordinates, the
contact system pulls back to M to be the rank 6 Pfaffian system

T ={du — uy dz — ug dy,du; — (v + 1) dz — ujo dy, dus — u1z dz — (v — r) dy,
dv — vy dx — vy dy, dvy — sdx — vi2 dy, dvy — vio dx + sdy}.

The rank 6 distribution D on M annihilated by these 1-forms is spanned by the coordinate vector fields
Or, Os, Ouyqs Op,, and

Dy =0y +u10y + ('U + T)aul + u128u2 +v10, + 38111 + U12av27
Dy = 0y + 120y + w120y, + (v — )0y, + 020, + 0120y, — 50y, .

As in Example[2.4] examining the complex singular integral elements of 7 lets us determine a sub-complex
structure on D which makes it an elliptic distribution. Specifically, we split D @ C as Dy @ D_, where

Dy ={D, —iDy, 0y 4+ 10y,,,0s + 10y, }, D_=D,.
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As usual we let V' C T*M ® C be the sub-bundle annihilated by D_. Then V(*) is spanned by the
differentials of

x+iy, vy —ive, s—ivie, r—iujy— %(:p —1iy) (v — ivg).

(In other words, these functions are a basis for the holomorphic Darboux invariants of Z.) Thus, v 4V
spans the whole of T*M ® C, and so by Definition[2.13] Z is Darboux integrable. Because V() has rank
4, the integrability is neither minimal or maximal in the sense of Definition [2.17]

In what follows we will construct a Vessiot coframe for Z, as well as compute the group action and
integrable extension given by Theorem[d.7] To facilitate calculations, we will change coordinates on M
so that our coordinate system incorporates as many Darboux invariants as possible. In detail, we will use
coordinates

. 1 . 1 . . _ .
z=x+iy, w,=5(u —iug), v, =35(vi—ive), p=r—iup—7v,, ¢=s—ivp

along with their complex conjugates, as well as  and v. In terms of these coordinates, Z ® C is generated
by the following 1-forms

Du :=du—u,dz—u,dz, Du, := duz—%(p—l—ivz)dz—%vdf, Dv = dv—v,dz—v,dzZ, Dv, := dvz—%q dz,

together with the complex conjugates Du,, Dv,.
Let m € M be the origin in our coordinate system. Using the process described the proof of Theorem
[41](in particular Steps 1-3 and Lemma[4.3), we find an adapted coframe (6,7,7, 0,7 ) on M given by

6! = i(Du — zDu,),

0% = Du, — Du, — %EDU,

0* = i(Du, + Du;) — %izDuv,

0* = iDwv,

n=2Dv,, o'=dz, o*=dp, o°=dq.

(The factors of i ensure that the 1-forms 6 are imaginary-valued at the origin m.) These satisfy the structure
equations

df' = —izo' A (507 + §27) +Lob A (62 + 6%)
d92:%(01/\02 ;/\?)—%(z +2)ol AT —|—%io’1/\04
d6® = Li(o" A o? + 0T A 0?) 4 Li(z — 2)aT AT +igtng

do* = Li(e' A+ ol AT)
dn =o' A o3,

which agree with the structure equations (@I). Moreover, equation (89¢) is also satisfied since the coeffi-
cients C]Z- ;. are zero, and so we have a Vessiot coframe. Thus, the Vessiot algebra is Abelian, and K is the

additive group C*.
The 1-forms w’ provided by Proposition 4.4 (see (@9)) are

. . P
ol 1 —%12 —%z 0 o1 —%1])201 —§1pzal_
w2 0 1 0 —3iz P s(p+z2v.)0! s(P+77:) 0!
w3 - 1 03 T 1: 1 + 1of—  ——\ 7 (134)
“ 0 O 1 —52 i silp—zv.)0 5i(p—Zv;) 0

0 0 0 1 iv, ol s ot

In this case, equation (I00) implies that the 1-forms given by (I34) are closed. (In fact, the w’ can be
expressed as constant-coefficient linear combinations of the differentials of the functions u — zu, —zu; +
%]2\2?), Uy — %UE, u, — %’uz and v.) The remaining coordinates z, p, ¢, v, and their conjugates restrict to
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give coordinates along the leaves of distribution ¥ annihilated by the w®. Transverse to this distribution,
the generators of the K-action on M are the dual vector fields to the w’ annihilated by the n,7, o, 7, i.e.,

Zl = _lauu
Zo = %(8uz — 8@ + (Z — E)au)
Zs = —3i(0y, + Ouz + (2 +2)0u)
Zy = —3i(20, + 204 + 20y, + |2[704)
Note that these vector fields are pure imaginary. (In general, their real parts only vanish at points along the
maximal integral manifold of > through the origin; however, since K is Abelian in this case the isotropy
subalgebra is the same at every point.)
If we use coordinates ¢; = a; + ib; on K = C%, then the action of K on M generated by the Z; is
u i u+ 201 +ibo(z — Z) + b3(z + Z) + byl2]?,
Uy > Uy + by + 1bs + b4z,
U, = Uy + bz —ibg + byz,
V= v+ 2b4
We now apply Theorem [4.7] to define an integrable extension of Z. In the theorem we will take m to be
the origin, and thus § C M is the 8-dimensional submanifold defined by u = 0,v = 0 and u, = 0. We

use z,p, q,v, as complex coordinates on S, and define the submersion ¥ : S x K — M by applying the
group action to points on S:

u =201 +ibo(z —Z) + b3(z + Z) + by|z|?, u, = bz +1iby + by, v = 2by,
Since K is Abelian, the matrix A on K is equal to the identity matrix, and formula (I09) gives YVl =

dc? — dcd = 2idb’ . '
In this example, the 1-forms 7" in equation (99) are given in explicitly in equation (134) as

1 1
Pl = —§i pzdz, Y= %(p + zv,)dz, ¢ = ii(p —zv)dz, Yt =iv,dz. (135)

The right- (and left-)invariant 1-forms on K are simply the differentials dc’, so the extension £ is the
real Pfaffian system corresponding to the holomorphic Pfaffian system defined in equation (I06) using the
forms in equation (I35) given by

H= {,uf — 7 0} = {dey + %pz dz,dcy — %(p—l—zvz)dz, des — %(p— 2v,)dz, dey —iv, dz, dv, — %q dz}.

The derived flag of H indicates that H can be put in Goursat normal form (see [28])). In fact, if we make
the change of complex coordinates on S x K

ko = —(co+ics +ics2), ki = —icy, ky = vz, ks = 5q, lo = —2icy + (c2 —ics)z, €1 = c3 —ic3, by = p,
then H becomes a holomorphic contact system:
H = {dko — kl dZ, dkl — kg dZ, dkz — kg dZ, d@o — 61 dZ, d@l — 62 dZ}.

Of course, a solution to this system can be given by ko = f(z2), bo = g(2), k1 = f'(2), {1 = ¢'(2), etc., for
arbitrary holomorphic functions f, g. Since, in terms of these coordinates,

u = Re(ly + Zko),

then we have the solution formula u = Re(g(z) + Zf(z)) for the biharmonic equation.
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REMARKS ON CLASSICAL DARBOUX INTEGRABILITY AND CLOSED FORM SOLUTIONS

Darboux integrable equations often admit closed form general solutions as seen in the example of the
Liouville equation in (2). Both forms of the elliptic Liouville equation admit the holomorphic Darboux
invariant )

£ = Uy, — iuz
It is easy to check by taking the derivative 0z which when evaluated on a solution to the Liouville equation
Ugg + Uyy = F2e" is zero and hence § defines a holomorphic function when restricted to a solution of the
elliptic Liouville equation. In particular this implies that if 4(z) is any holomorphic function, then

Uy + Uyy = T2, Uy, — =u; = h(z) (136)

define an integrable system of total differential equations (where all second derivatives are known and
all integrability conditions are satisfied) for u(x,y). This demonstrates the classical notion of Darboux

integrability. If we substitute say u_(z,y) = In % from equation (@) into the second equation
(136) we get
f/// 3 f// 2

where the left hand side is the Schwarzian derivative of f(z). It is not possible to find f(z) in closed
form in terms of h(z) using quadratures. This is a consequence of the Vessiot algebra for these equations
being simple and that equation (I37) is an equation of Lie type on SL(2,C). So while we have a closed
form formula for the general solution given in equation (2)), we have no closed form formula for f(z) in
terms of h(2) in equation (I37). Also of note is that equation (I37) is the prescribed curvature problem for
holomorphic curves in CP! with the standard SL(2, C) action [16].

If the Vessiot algebra is solvable as in equation

ow

0z
then the closed form solution with prescribed holomorphic invariant can be obtained by quadrature. For
this example the general solution is derived in Example[6] to be

L

_ 2f'(2)
f) = f()
while a holomorphic Darboux invariant is given in equation (Z8)) of Example[f as
A
w27

In this case the prescribed Darboux invariant problem £ = h(z) can be solved by quadrature

f//(Z) — h(z an 2) — efh(z)dz .
G ke and g = [ el
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