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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 systemH on a complex manifold. In particular,

these elliptic systems arise as quotients by a groupG 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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1. Introduction

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. �is 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], [27] 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]). �is 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. �e quintessential example here is the
Liouville equation uxy = 2eu, for which the general solution can be expressed in terms of the two generic
1-variable functions f(x), g(y) as

u(x, y) = ln
f ′(x)g′(y)

(f(x) + g(y))2
(1)

�is 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). �e details of this construction can be found
in Example 3.1 of [4]. �e 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 uxx + uyy = ±2eu. As is well known (see §13.3 in [13]), these equations arises for eu to be
the conformal factor modifying a flat metric in the plane to have constant positive or negative Gauss
curvature. �e 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

u+(x, y) = ln
f(z)′f(z)′

(Im f(z))2
, u−(x, y) = ln

4f(z)′f(z)′

(1 + f(z)f(z))2
. (2)

�e two versions of the elliptic Liouville equation areDarboux 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].
�e Vessiot algebras for these equations consist of the two real forms of sl(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 7 below, 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 uxy = 2eu a minus sign on the right hand side may be disposed of by a trivial change
of coordinates, the two versions ∆u = 2eu and ∆u = −2eu of the elliptic Liouville equation are not
equivalent, since their Vessiot algebras are not isomorphic; see Corollary 4.17.

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 2 below), we define an elliptic decomposable exterior differential system on a manifoldM to
be a system I equipped with a bundle V ⊂ T ∗M ⊗C such that V ∩V spans the 1-forms of I ⊗C and the
2-form generators of I ⊗ C may be chosen to lie in Λ2V or in Λ2V . (Further technical requirements are
given in Definition 2.10.). �e bundle V is called the singular bundle due to its relationship with singular
integral elements of I⊗C, as described Proposition 2.4 and Example 2. Our definition implies that the real
distribution D annihilated by the 1-forms of I 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 2.13 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 onM whose differentials are sections of V . We refer to these functions as holomorphic
Darboux invariants; the justification for this term is that, when I 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 I to a submanifold ofM on which it becomes a Frobenius system

2



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 groupG and the notion of a symmetric pairwhich
appears in the classification of symmetric spaces [18].

A group G acting onM is a symmetry group of a differential system I if g∗I = I 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
πG :M →M/G is a smooth submersion. In this case the quotient I/G is the EDS onM/G defined by

I/G = { θ ∈ Ω∗(M/G) | π∗G θ ∈ I },
while π∗G(I/G) are the G-basic forms in I . �e action of the symmetry group G is transverse to I if

I⊥1 ∩kerπG∗ = 0, in which case I/G is a constant rank EDS.�e system I/G is the group reduction of I ,
while I is an integrable extension of I/G (see Definition 3.3). �e transversality condition on the action of
G implies thatπGmaps integralmanifolds of I to integralmanifolds of I/G, while the integrable extension
property implies that every integral manifold of I/G may be li�ed (locally) to an integral manifold of I
by an application of the Frobenius theorem. Further useful facts about I/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
σ : K → K such that the subgroup G ⊂ K is the fixed point set of σ. 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 eitherK = G×G and the automorphism fixes the diagonal subgroup, orK is the complexification
ofG and the automorphism is complex conjugation; we refer to such symmetric pairs as being of Darboux
type.

�eorem 1.1. A differential system (I,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 E on a manifold

N and a symmetric pair (K,G) of Darboux type such that

(1) E is a maximally Darboux integrable1 Pfaffian system,
(2) K acts freely on N , as a transverse symmetry group of E ,
(3) I is the quotient of E by the subgroup G, that is I = E/G onM = N/G.

�e proof of the necessary part of the �eorem 1.1 is a local construction of E and (K,G) from I using
the Frobenius theorem for complex vector fields. �e sufficiency part of �eorem 1.1 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 I using only the Frobenius theorem
and the integral manifolds of E . In particular the fact that I is the quotient of E by a transverse symmetry
group G implies that any integral manifold of I is the image, under the quotient map πG : N → N/G, of
an integral manifold of E (see �eorem 2.1 and Section 2.1 in [3]). In both cases of elliptic and hyperbolic
systems we can identify families of systems I where the integral manifolds of E can be determined in
closed form (due to the maximal number of Darboux invariants for E), which then produces a closed form
general solution to the partial differential equation represented by I . 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.

�e difference between hyperbolic and elliptic systems in �eorem 1.1 manifests itself in the structure
of E and the symmetric pair (K,G) which we describe in the next two propositions. First, �eorem 1.4 in
[7] shows the following for hyperbolic systems:

1�is 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 E and (K,G) in �eorem 1.1 where

(1) E = E1 ⊕ E2 is the direct sum of two Pfaffian systems (E1, N1), (E2, N2) on N = N1 ×N2,

(2) K = G×G and the symmetric pair is (K,Gdiag), where Gdiag denotes the diagonal subgroup,
(3) G acts freely on Ni as a transverse symmetry group of Ei.
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 E which is the ‘realification’
of a holomorphic Pfaffian system H on a complex manifold. (By realification we mean simply that as a
Pfaffian system E is generated by the real and imaginary parts of the holomorphic 1-forms generatingH.)

Proposition 1.3. A real analytic elliptic decomposable differential system I is Darboux integrable with

Pfaffian singular system if and only if there exists E and (K,G) as in �eorem 1.1 where

(1) E 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 ⊂ K is a real form,

(3) K acts freely and holomorphically on N as a transverse symmetry group ofH.

In the forward direction, the construction of E uses the Frobenius theorem for complex vector fields
(stated below in �eorem 2.15) and is only local. �is application of the Frobenius theorem requires that
I be real analytic; in the other direction, I is necessarily real analytic since H and the action of K are
holomorphic. �e Lie algebra of G which appears in �eorem 1.2 and Proposition1.3 is shown in §4.4 to
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 πG is called the superpositionmap as it combines integral
manifolds of the two auxiliary systems E1 and E2 to produce integral manifolds of I . In the elliptic case
the map πG is more analogous to the classical Weierstrass representation for minimal surfaces in R

3, as
it allows solutions to I to be expressed in terms of holomorphic data, namely integral manifolds of the
auxiliary holomorphic system H.2

In this paper, we split the proof of Proposition 1.3 into the sufficiency and necessary parts. We start with
a maximally Darboux integrable system and a symmetric pair, and prove in �eorem 3.1 that the quotient
is a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system. �is provides a mechanism for constructing such DI
systems which we demonstrate with examples in §3.4. �en in §4 we prove the necessary part by starting
with a DI elliptic system I with Pfaffian singular system, and construct E using the Frobenius theorem
in �eorems 4.7 and 4.8. One of the key steps in establishing �eorem 4.8 is associating to a DI elliptic
system I a real Lie algebra g, the Lie algebra of G used in constructing the extension E . In §4.4 we show
that, up to Lie algebra isomorphism, the Lie algebra g is an invariant of I . �is requires an alternative
approach compared to the case of hyperbolic systems due to the need to track the real isomorphism class
of the algebra.

�e proofs of �eorem 4.7 and �eorem 4.8 have a number of similarities to that of �eorem 5.1 in [7]
but also some critical differences. One main difference is that we prove the existence of the extension E
more directly than was done in [7]; in particular, compare�eorem 4.7 here with�eorem 5.1 in [7] which
utilizes the manifoldsM1 andM2 which we have not. �e proofs of �eorem 4.7 and �eorem 4.8 would
provide an alternative approach to proving �eorem 5.1 in [7]. A second important difference is the role
in which real analyticity plays in the construction of E , both through the application of the Frobenius
theorem as well as Step 3 of �eorem 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 Bäcklund 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. �is not
only generalizes d’Alembert’s solution to the wave equation to other equations, but it also generalizes

2In 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 πG 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
�eorem 4.1. �e 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 §2we define elliptic decomposable systems andDarboux 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 systemH 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 §3 we consider actions of a complex Lie groupK on a complex manifold that preserve a holomorphic
Pfaffian system. We show, in�eorem 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.
�is provides the sufficiency proof of �eorem §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 §4 we begin with showing that every DI elliptic decomposable system I admits a local coframe of
precisely the same normal form as given in §3. �e 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 §4.2 and §4.3 we
finish the proof of the local necessary part of �eorem 1.3 by constructing the integrable extension E on
an appropriate complex manifold along with and a group actionK so that I = E/G, with G a real form
ofK . 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. Wewill study PDE and PDE systems by working with their generalization as exterior
differential systems. Recall that an exterior differential system (EDS) on a smooth manifoldM is a graded
ideal I (with respect to wedge product) inside the ring of differential forms on M , such that I is also
closed under exterior differentiation. We assume systems do not include 0-forms, and we assume that for
1 ≤ k ≤ dimM the k-forms of I span a vector sub-bundle Ik of constant rank inside ΛkT ∗M . �e
systems we consider will, in fact, be generated algebraically by 1-forms and 2-forms, i.e., sections of I1 and
I2. Most of these will be Pfaffian systems, which are generated by sections of a given sub-bundle I1 ⊂ T ∗M
and their exterior derivatives.

For a Pfaffian EDS I or E we will by convention use the corresponding roman le�er I or E respectively
to denote the bundle of 1-forms which generates it in this way, omi�ing the subscript 1when no confusion
is possible; sometimes I orE will itself be referred to as a Pfaffian system. We also let I⊥ ⊂ TM denote the
annihilator sub-bundle of I ⊂ T ∗M ; similarly, given a distribution D ⊂ TM then D⊥ ⊂ T ∗M denotes
its annihilator.

For a Pfaffian system generated by I ⊂ T ∗M , the first derived system I ′ is spanned by sections θ of
I which satisfy dθ ∈ C∞(I ∧ T ∗M). Applying this construction repeatedly generates the derived flag

I ⊃ I(1) ⊃ . . . where I(1) = I ′. �is sequence (the members of which we will always assume to be

constant rank sub-bundles of T ∗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 I(∞), and by the Frobenius �eorem I(∞) is
locally generated by exact 1-forms. We apply these standard constructions to the complexification I ⊗ C
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and utilize the version of the Frobenius theorem for complex vector fields found in [24] and stated in
�eorem 2.15 below. �is version of the Frobenius theorem requires real analyticity and therefore we will
assume all manifolds and differential systems are real analytic.

An immersion s : Σ → M is said to define an integral submanifold of I if s∗ϕ = 0 for all differential
forms ϕ ∈ I . When I is coupled with a differential n-form Ω giving an independence condition, it is
customary to consider only integral submanifolds which satisfy the independence condition, in the sense
that s∗Ω is a volume form on Σ.

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 submanifoldM inside the space Jk(Rn,Rs) of k-jets
of functions from R

n to R
s, and solutions to system R are in one-to-one correspondence with integral

submanifolds of a Pfaffian system I onM generated by the pullbacks toM 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 overRn.) Examples 1, 2, 3 and 12 below show how the system I 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 manifoldM of dimensionm is a pair (D, J) where
[i] D ⊆ TM 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 onD (i.e., J : D → D is a bundle isomorphism satisfying J2 = − Id) ,
[iv] when J is extended C-linearly to D ⊗ C, the decomposition

D ⊗ C = D+ ⊕D−

as a sum of +i and −i eigenspaces of J respectively, satisfies

[D+,D−] ⊆ D ⊗ C. (3)

�e non-degeneracy of J on the elliptic distributionD implies that if s : Σ →M is an integral manifold
ofD which is J invariant, so that J : s∗TxΣ → s∗TxΣ, then J restricts to give an almost complex structure

J̃ on Σ.

Remark 2.2. �e definition of D+,D− as eigenspaces of J implies that D− = D+. Conversely, given a
decomposition of D ⊗ C as a direct sum D+ ⊕ D− of complex subspaces which are conjugates of each
other determines a sub-complex structure onD. To see why, suppose Wa is a local basis of sections ofD+,
and we define a complex endomorphism on D⊗C by JWa = iWa and JWa = −iWa. �en J

2 = − Id,
and J restricts to be an endomorphism of D, since

J(Wa + Wa) = i(Wa − Wa) J
(
i(Wa − Wa)

)
= −(Wa + Wa). (4)

(In this section we use index ranges 1 ≤ a, b ≤ d and 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 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,D+,D− satisfy

D(k) ⊗ C = (D ⊗ C)(k) = D(k)
+ +D(k)

−

Condition (3) 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 I be the Pfaffian system generated by

I = D⊥. �en any one-dimensional complex subspace ofD+ or ofD− is a singular integral element of I ⊗C.
6



Proof. Choose a local frame {Ti, Wa, Wa} for TM ⊗ C such that D+ = {Wa} and D− = {Wa}, and
let {θi, σa, σa} be the dual local coframe for T ∗M ⊗C. (�us, the θi are a local basis of sections of I⊗C.)
Let X and Y be sections of D+ and D− respectively. �en (3) implies that

dθi(X, Y) = −θi([ X, Y]) = 0.

It follows that the expression for dθi in terms of our coframe contains no σa ∧ σb terms, and therefore

dθi ≡ 1
2A

i
abσ

a ∧ σb + 1
2B

i
abσ

a ∧ σb mod θi. (5)

Now sinceD is bracket-generating, there exist sections X1, X2 ofD+ with [ X1, X2] 6∈ D⊗C. �us there

exists an index i0 such that dθ
i0(X1, X2) = −θi0([ X1, X2]) 6= 0, and therefore the 2-formAi0

abσ
a∧σb 6= 0.

Similarly, since [ X1, X2] /∈ D ⊗ C then Bi0
abσ

a ∧ σb 6= 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. (�e
‘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 E is the one-dimensional integral element for I ⊗ C spanned by X+ =
ξaWa

∣∣
m
∈ D+

∣∣
m
, then the polar space associated to E is annihilated by θi and by

X+ dθi = Ai
abξ

aσb

for each i. Because Bi0
abσ

a ∧ σb 6= 0 these equations are not maximal rank. In particular, an integral
element spanned by a genericX ∈ D⊗C has polar equations which include nonzero terms involving the

σb. �erefore, X+ ∈ D+ spans a singular integral element, and similarly any nonzero X− ∈ D− spans a
singular integral element. �

�e fact that we are workingwith a real distributionD leads to the following refinement of the structure
equations (5).

Corollary 2.5. Let (D, J) be an elliptic distribution and let {θi, σa, σa} be a coframe as in the proof of

Proposition 2.4, with I ⊗ C = spanC{θi} where I = D⊥. �en there is an invertible matrix P whose entries

are complex-valued functions such that θi = P i
jθ

j . �us, P−1 = P and

dθi ≡ 1
2A

i
abσ

a ∧ σb + 1
2P

i
jA

i
abσ

a ∧ σb mod θi . (6)

Proof. Since I ⊂ T ∗M is real, I ⊗ C is closed under conjugation and hence {θi} form a local basis for

I ⊗ C. �us, θi = P i
jθ

j where P i
j are the components of an invertible matrix. Substituting this equation

into its complex conjugate then gives P−1 = P .

Taking the exterior derivative of θi = P i
jθ

j and using the conjugate of equation (5) gives

dθi ≡ P i
jdθ

j = P i
j

(
1
2A

j
abσ

a ∧ σb + 1
2B

j
abσ

a ∧ σb
)

mod θi .

Comparing the le�-hand side with that of (5) gives Bi
ab = P i

jA
j
ab . �

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

Proposition 2.6. Let I be a Pfaffian system generated by I ⊂ T ∗M and let D = I⊥. Suppose that

(1) I(∞) = 0;
(2) there are complex sub-bundles D+,D− ⊂ TM ⊗ C such that D− = D+ and D ⊗ C = D+ ⊕D−;

(3) for any X+ ∈ D+ and X− ∈ D−, spanC{X+, X− } is an integral 2-plane of I ⊗ C.

�en (D, J) is an elliptic distribution onM , where J : D → D is determined by the decomposition D ⊗ C =
D+ ⊕D− as in Remark 2.2.
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Proof. �e assumption I(∞) = 0 is equivalent to D being bracket-generating, thus satisfying condition
[ii] in Definition 2.1. Assumption (2) implies that rankRD = 2 rankCD+, so condition [i] is satisfied.
Assumption (3) implies that for any 1-form θ in I and any sections X+, X− of D+ and D− respectively,

θ([ X+, X−]) = −dθ(X+, X−) = 0.

�erefore [ X+, X−] ∈ D ⊗C and equation (3) in condition [iv] is satisfied. Lastly, it is easy to check that
the J : D → D defined by equation (4) is a sub-complex structure, so all conditions in Definition 2.1 are
satisfied. �

Corollary 2.7. Let I be a Pfaffian system such that I(∞) = 0. Suppose that on U ⊂ M there exists a

coframe { θi, σa, σa } for TM ⊗ C such that I ⊗ C = spanC{θi} and the θi satisfy (5). Let D = I⊥,

D+ = { θi , σb }⊥, D− = { θi , σa }⊥, and define a sub-complex structure J on D associated to the spli�ing

D ⊗ C = D+ ⊕D− as in Remark 2.2. �en (D, J) is an elliptic distribution on U.

Remark 2.8. In order to determine whether a Pfaffian system I 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 D+ or D− is in fact a singular integral element. Determining
appropriate candidate spaces D+,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 T ∗M ⊗ C dual to the spli�ing of D ⊗C:

V = (D−)
⊥ ⊂ T ∗M ⊗ C, V = (D+)

⊥ ⊂ T ∗M ⊗C.

(For simplicity, we will refer to V as the singular bundle, since it determines V .) �ese bundles have
complex rankm− d, and satisfy V ∩ V = 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 = {ψ ∈ T ∗M ⊗ C | ψ(Jv) = iψ(v),∀v ∈ D}. (7)

Note also that in terms of the local coframe in the proof of Prop. 2.4, we have V = spanC{θi, σa}. Con-
sequently, for a J-invariant integral manifold s : Σ → M of D with induced almost complex structure J̃,

s∗(V ) ⊂ T ∗Σ ⊗ C is the bundle of (1, 0)-forms on Σ relative to J̃. �en T ∗
1,0Σ will equal the pointwise

span of the 1-forms s∗σa, since s∗θi = 0.

�e exterior differential systemswewill consider in the rest of this paper include Pfaffian systemswhose
dual distribution is elliptic, but which satisfy additional assumptions:

Definition 2.10. A triple (I,D, J) is an elliptic decomposable system onM if

[i] I is an exterior differential system onM generated algebraically by 1-forms and 2-forms;
[ii] D = (I1)

⊥ 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 inM , there exist a set of 2-forms Ων which are sections of Λ2V
such that I ⊗C is algebraically generated by the Ων , their complex conjugates Ων , and sections of
I1, where V, V denote the singular bundles associated to (D, J).

Definition 2.10 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 I is
the Pfaffian system generated by D⊥, then (5) implies that its generator 2-forms are sections of Λ2V +
Λ2V , whereas [iii] implies that each 2-form Ai

abσ
a ∧ σb belongs to I . More generally, we note that for

Pfaffian systems the decomposability condition [iii] is equivalent to the coefficients in structure equations
(5) satisfying certain linear-algebraic conditions; see �eorem 2.3 in [7] for details in the hyperbolic case.

However, in certain important low-dimensional cases, condition [iii] follows from [ii]. When I is a
Pfaffian system arising from a PDE in the plane (i.e., I 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 [iii];
then D = (I1)

⊥ becomes an elliptic distribution once one designates one of these as the annihilator of
D−. �e 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 (I,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 H(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 J̃ 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(∞)
− . However, since D(∞)

− 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. LetM be a real-analytic manifold and (D, J) an real-analytic elliptic distribution onM .
�en (D, J) is Darboux integrable if its associated singular bundle satisfies

V (∞) + V = T ∗M ⊗ C, (8)

where the sum need not be direct. Equivalently, by taking the annihilator of (8), (D, J) is Darboux inte-
grable if

D(∞)
+ ∩ D− = 0. (9)

We similarly define an elliptic decomposable system (I,D, J) on M to be Darboux integrable if I 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:

dimM = m, rankRD = 2d, rankC V
(∞) = q, n = m− 2q. (10)

Lemma 2.14. Let (D, J) be Darboux integrable. Near any point in M there exist real local coordinates

(xa, ya, ti), where 1 ≤ a ≤ q and 1 ≤ i ≤ n, such that

V (∞) = {dza}
where za = xa + iya.

We call coordinates (ti, za, za) adapted coordinates; these have the property that the za give a complete
set of independent holomorphic Darboux invariants.

�e proof of Lemma 2.14 follows from the complex Frobenius theorem (a�ributed to Nirenberg [24]),
which we now state.
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�eorem 2.15 (Complex Frobenius �eorem). Let M be a real-analytic manifold of dimension m. Let

S ⊂ TM ⊗ C be a real-analytic complex sub-bundle of complex rank s that is closed under Lie bracket. Let

S̃ = S + S. Assume that S̃ has complex rank s + ℓ and is also closed under Lie bracket. �en near any

point inM there is a real-analytic coordinate system (xa, ya, ti, uα), where 1 ≤ a ≤ ℓ, 1 ≤ i ≤ s − ℓ and
1 ≤ α ≤ m− (s+ ℓ), such that S is generated by

∂xa + i∂ya and ∂ti .

Proof of Lemma 2.14. �e Frobenius �eorem is applied as follows. By construction, D(∞)
− = (V (∞))⊥

is closed under Lie bracket and rankD(∞)
− = m − q ≥ d because rankV (∞) = q. Since D is bracket-

generating, by Lemma 2.3 we have

T ∗M ⊗ C = D(∞)
− +D(∞)

+ .

Hence S = D(∞)
− satisfies the hypotheses of the �eorem 2.15 with s = m − q and ℓ = q (i.e., no u-

coordinates). �us, on a neighborhood of any given point in M there are real coordinates (xa, ya, ti),
where 1 ≤ a ≤ q and 1 ≤ i ≤ n = m − 2q, such that if za = xa + iya then the dza are a local basis for
sections of V (∞). �

�e Darboux integrability condition (8) leads to bounds on the number of independent Darboux invari-
ants, given by the following proposition.

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

in (10). �en
d ≤ q ≤ ⌊m/2⌋. (11)

Proof. Since rankD+ = d then rankV = m − d and (8) implies that q ≥ d, giving the lower bound in

(11). Equation (8) also implies thatm = rankV (∞) + rankV − rank(V ∩ V (∞)), and so

rank(V ∩ V (∞)) = rankV (∞) + rankV −m = q − d. (12)

By Lemma 2.14 there are local coordinates such that V (∞) = {dza}, 1 ≤ a ≤ q. �is implies that

V (∞) ∩ V (∞) = 0 and hence (V ∩ V (∞)) ∩ (V ∩ V (∞)
) = 0. Since

(V ∩ V (∞))⊕ (V ∩ V (∞)
) ⊂ I ⊗ C (13)

then 2 rank(V ∩ V (∞)) ≤ rank I = m− 2d. Substituting this into equation (12) and simplifying leads to
the upper bound in (11). �

Definition 2.17. We will say that a Darboux integrable system is minimal if rankV (∞) = d, its minimal

value in (11). (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 = dimM is even and rankV (∞)

a�ains its maximum value m/2 in (11). Maximally Darboux integrable systems are characterized in the
next section.

We now find a local coframe for T ∗M ⊗C adapted to the condition in equation (8).

�eorem 2.18. Let (D, J) be Darboux integrable elliptic distribution on a manifoldM of dimensionm and

let I = D⊥. Let rank I = m − 2d and let q = rankV (∞). �en near any point in m ∈ M there exists an

open set U ⊂M about m and a complex coframe (θi, ηr, σu, ηr, σu) on U such that

(1) V (∞)|U = spanC{ηr, σu}, where 1 ≤ r ≤ q − d, 1 ≤ u ≤ d;
(2) (I ⊗C)|U = spanC{θi, ηr, ηr}, where 1 ≤ i ≤ n = m− 2q;
(3) the coframe satisfies structure equations

dσu = 0, (14a)

dηr = 1
2E

r
uvσ

u ∧ σv + F r
usσ

u ∧ ηs, (14b)

dθi ≡ 1
2A

i
abπ

a ∧ πb + 1
2P

i
jA

j
abπ

a ∧ πb mod {θi}, (14c)
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where in (14c) we amalgamate (ηr, σu) into the vector π = (πa), 1 ≤ a ≤ q, and P i
j are entries in a

nonsingular matrix of functions such that

θi ≡ P i
jθ

j mod ηr, ηr; (15)

(4) the coefficients Ai
ab, E

r
uv , F

r
us are Darboux invariants.

�e coframe (θi, ηr, σu, ηr, σu) in �eorem 2.18 is the analogue of the ‘1-adapted’ coframe in �eorem
2.9 in [7] (compare (17) with (2.14) in [7]). We will likewise call this coframe 1-adapted.

Proof. Let (xa, ya, ti) be adapted coordinates nearm. Note that by equation (12) the rank of (I⊗C)∩V (∞)

equals q − d. We may choose 1-forms ηr , 1 ≤ r ≤ q − d, forming a basis of sections of (I ⊗ C) ∩ V (∞),

and complete them with 1-forms σu, 1 ≤ u ≤ d, to form a basis of sections of V (∞), so that (a�er suitably
re-numbering the za)

σu = dzu, 1 ≤ u ≤ d (16)

ηr = dzr+d +Rr
udz

u, 1 ≤ r ≤ q − d.

Because dηr contains no terms of the form dzb ∧ dza or dti ∧ dza, then dRr
u ∈ V , and hence Rr

u ∈ H(V ).
As argued in the proof of Prop. 10.2.7 in [19], the 1-forms ηr then satisfy structure equation (14b) and
moreover Er

uv and F
r
us also belong toH(V ).

Wemay now choose 1-forms θi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n = m−2q, defined on a possibly a smaller neighborhood ofm,
such that (θi, ηr, ηr) form a basis of sections for I ⊗C. Since I ⊗C is preserved by complex conjugation,

a nonsingular matrix P exists satisfying (15). Moreover, since I ⊗ C = V ∩ V and V (∞) ⊂ V , then
(θi, ηr, σu, ηr) is a local basis of sections for V .

Let (Ti, Nr, Su, Nr, Su) be the dual frame to (θi, ηr, σu, ηr, σu). Note thatD+ is spanned at each point

by the vector fields Su, and D(∞)
+ by the vector fields Ti, Nr, Su. �e forms θi satisfy θi([ Su, Sv]) = 0

on account of (3), so that the structure equations for θi have the form

dθi ≡ Ai
abπ

a ∧ πb +Bi
abπ

a ∧ πb mod { θi }. (17)

Applying the argument used in the proof of Corollary 2.5 to equation (17) shows that Bi
ab = P i

jA
j
ab. We

have now established that (14a),(14b), (14c) hold.
Finally, taking the exterior derivative of equation (14c), the coefficient of σu∧πa∧πb is Su(A

i
ab)which

must vanish. Lemma 2.12 then implies Ai
ab ∈ H(V ). �

In Remark 2.9 it was noted, for a J-invariant integral manifold s : Σ → M of an elliptic distribution

(D, J) with induced almost complex structure J̃, that T ∗
1,0Σ = s∗(V ) and is spanned pointwise by the

s∗σu. Equation (14a) shows that when (D, J) is Darboux integrable J̃ is integrable, and that the local
coordinates from (16), provided by the Frobenius �eorem, will induce holomorphic coordinates local
on Σ. �e Darboux invariants on M then restrict to be holomorphic functions on Σ. While Darboux

integrability provides a sufficient condition that J̃ 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 (I,D, J) be a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system, and (θi, ηr, σu, ηr, σu)
a 1-adapted coframe satisfying structure equations (14). �en the 2-forms defined by

A
i := 1

2A
i
abπ

a ∧ πb (18)

lie in I ⊗ C, along with their complex conjugates.

Proof. Let Ων ,Ων be the local 2-form generators of I ⊗ C provided by part [iii] of Definition 2.10. �en
structure equation (14c) implies that

A
i + P i

jA
j ≡ Si

νΩ
ν + T i

νΩ
ν mod I1 ⊗ C (19)
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for some functions Si
ν , T

i
ν . �e spli�ing

(T ∗M/I1)⊗ C ∼= V/(I1 ⊗ C)⊕ V /(I1 ⊗ C)

induces a spli�ing of Λ2(T ∗M/I1) ⊗ C. By applying the la�er spli�ing to both sides of (19) we see that

A
i ≡ Si

νΩ
ν and P i

jA
j ≡ T i

νΩ
ν mod I1. Since P is non-singular, then A

i,Ai ∈ I ⊗C. �

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

Proposition 2.21. �e singular system V associated to a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system

(I,D, J) is a differential ideal and contains I ⊗ C.

Proof. Let (θi, ηr, σu, ηr, σu) be a 1-adapted coframe on an open set U aboutm ∈ M as in �eorem 2.18,
and let Ων be the set of generator 2-forms in Λ2V referred to in condition [iii] in Definition 2.10. �en

(I ⊗ C)|U = { θi, ηr, ηr, Ων , Ων }alg. (20)

On the other hand,

V|U = { θi, ηr, ηr, σu, Ων }alg (21)

showing that I ⊗C ⊂ V . Since I is differentially closed (by definition) and θi, ηr, ηr,Ων ∈ I⊗Cwe need
only observe from the structure equation (14a) that trivially dσu ∈ V . �us V is differentially closed. �

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 I take on the following form.

Lemma 2.23. Let (I,D, J) be a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system which is normal, and let

m ∈M and (θi, ηr, ηr, σu, σu) be a 1-adapted coframe on the open set U aboutm satisfying equations (14a),
(14b), and (14c) of �eorem 2.18. �en

V|U = { θi, ηr, ηr, σu, dηr, Ai }alg, , (22a)

(I ⊗ C)|U = { θi, ηr, ηr, dηr, dηr, Ai, Ai }alg, , (22b)

where Ai is defined as in (18).

Proof. Since Ai ∈ I ⊗ C by Corollary 2.19, I ⊗ C ⊂ V and V is a differential ideal, then

{ θi, ηr, ηr, σu, dηr, Ai }alg ⊂ V.

On the other hand, the fact that V is Pfaffian and Ων ∈ Λ2V together imply that there exist functions
Sν
i , T

ν
r such that

Ων ≡ Sν
i dθ

i + T ν
r dη

r mod θi, ηr, ηr, σu

≡ Sν
i P

i
jA

j + T ν
r dη

r mod θi, ηr, ηr, σu . (23)

�is shows that V , as given by the expression (21), is included the right-hand side of (22a).

Similarly, Corollary 2.19 implies that { θi, ηr, ηr, dηr, dηr, Ai, Ai }alg ⊂ I ⊗C. �en the expression
(20), together with (23) and its complex conjugate, imply the inclusion in the opposite direction so that
(22b) holds. �

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

is normal.
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Proof. In terms of a 1-adapted coframe provided by �eorem 2.18, the condition that I is Pfaffian implies
by equation (20) that

Ω
ν
= Rν

i dθ
i + Sν

r dη
r + T ν

r dη
r mod θi, ηr, ηr .

�is in turn shows V is Pfaffian by equation (21). �

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�eorem 1.1. In particular�eo-
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 �eorems 3.1, 4.7, and 4.8).

Suppose that (I,D, J) is a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable systemwith singular bundle V on a

manifoldN . Suppose that I is maximally Darboux integrable, so that dimN = 2 q where q = rankV (∞).
�us, rank I = dimN − 2d = 2(q − d) and the containment in (13) becomes

I ⊗ C = (V ∩ V (∞))⊕ (V ∩ V (∞)) . (24)

�is decomposition arises naturally if N is a complex manifold and I 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 bundleH ⊂ T ∗
1,0N . SinceH∩H = 0, then I⊗C = H⊕H .

(For example, if {θj} is a local basis of holomorphic sections ofH then θj+θj and i(θj−θj) 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 = HR.

Since I⊗C = H⊕H , any integral manifold of I is an integral manifold of the 1-forms inH . Conversely,
since I is spanned by real and imaginary parts of sections of H , then any integral manifold of H is an
integral manifold of I . Note that the J-invariant integral manifolds of I with induced complex structure

J̃ are holomorphic integral manifolds of H and conversely.
�e following theorem, which is the elliptic analogue of �eorem 3.1 in [7], shows that the realification

I = HR is maximally Darboux integrable.

Proposition 2.25. Let N be a complex manifold of complex dimension p with complex structure J, and let

H ⊂ T ∗
1,0N be a rank h holomorphic Pfaffian system with H(∞) = 0. Let I = HR be the realification of H

and let I be the corresponding Pfaffian system generated by I . �en:

(1) �e distribution D = I⊥ is J-invariant, (D, J) is an elliptic distribution, where D ⊗ C = D+ ⊕ D−

and

D+ = T1,0N ∩H⊥, D− = T0,1N ∩H⊥
, (25a)

D(∞)
+ = T1,0N, D(∞)

− = T0,1N. (25b)

(2) �e singular bundle V = (D−)
⊥ satisfies

V = (D−)
⊥ = T ∗

1,0N ⊕H, V (∞) = T ∗
1,0N. (26)

(3) �e system (I,D, J) is a maximally Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system which is normal.

Remark 2.26. Equation (26) shows that the Darboux invariants for (I,D, J) in this case (Definition 2.11)

consist of the holomorphic functions onN and that equation (24) holds where V ∩V (∞) = H . On account
of the singular system V being Pfaffian, equation (26) shows that V = {Ω1,0(M)⊕H}alg.
Proof. Part (1): We check the conditions of Definition 2.1. First note that I = HR has real rank 2h (as
shown above), so D = I⊥ has rank 2(p − h) and Definition 2.1.[i] is satisfied. Moreover,

D ⊗ C = (H ⊕H)⊥ = H⊥ ∩H⊥
= (D+ ⊕ T0,1N) ∩ (T1,0N ⊕D−) = D+ ⊕D−

with D+ and D− being given by equation (25a).
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We next check Definition 2.1.[iii] by showing that D is J-closed. Fix a point n ∈ N and let {Xa} be

a local basis of sections of D+ near n, so that {Xa} is a basis of sections of D−. �e real vector fields

Ta = Xa + Xa, Sa = i(Xa − Xa) then give a local basis {Sa, Ta} of sections for D near n. Since

Xa,Xa take value in T1,0N and T0,1N respectively, then the C-linear extension of J to TN ⊗ C satisfies

J(Xa) = iXa and J(Xa) = −iXa. �erefore J(Ta) = Sa, J(Sa) = −Ta, so that D is invariant under J.
We now verify condition Definition 2.1.[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). SinceH is holomorphic, we may assume
that the local basis {Xa} of sections of D+ ⊂ T1,0N consists of holomorphic vector fields, and hence

[ Xa, Xb] = 0. If X+, Y− are arbitrary locally defined vector fields in D+ and D− respectively, then

X+ = faXa, Y − = gaXa

for locally defined functions fa, ga, and

[X+, Y −] = [faXa, g
aXb] = X+(ga)Xa − Y −(fa)Xa ∈ D+ ⊕D− = D ⊗ C.

�is shows that equation (3) is satisfied and hence Definition 2.1.[iv] is satisfied.

Finally we check Definition 2.1.[ii] along with verifying equations (25b). SinceH(∞) = 0,

TN ⊗ C = (H(∞))⊥ = (H⊥)(∞) = (D+ ⊕ T0,1N)(∞) = D(∞)
+ ⊕ T0,1N,

so that D(∞)
+ = T1,0N ; a similar computation finishes the proof of (25b). �en by Lemma 2.3,

D(∞) ⊗ C = D(∞)
+ +D(∞)

− = TN ⊗ C

and D(∞) = TN . �is shows Definition 2.1.[ii] is satisfied, so that (D, J) is an elliptic decomposable
distribution with decomposition given by equation (25a).

Part (2): Equations (26) follow from the definition of D− in (25a) by taking the annihilator.

Part (3) : We first show that (I,D, J) is elliptic and decomposable (Definition 2.10). From part (1) and the
fact that I is Pfaffian, Definition 2.10.[i] and [ii] are satisfied. We now check the condition in Definition
2.10.[iii]. Choose a local basis {θi} of holomorphic sections ofH , extended so that {θi, πa} is a local basis
of sections for T ∗

1,0N . �en we have

dθi = Ci
jkθ

j ∧ θk +Ai
abπ

a ∧ πb +M i
jaθ

i ∧ πa

for some locally defined holomorphic functions Ci
jk, A

i
ab,M

i
ja on N . By equation (26) πa and θi are local

sections of the singular system V , and so dθi is a local section of Λ2V . Since I ⊗ C = H ⊕H , a similar

computation with θi shows that the Pfaffian system I ⊗ C is generated (locally) by {θi, dθi, θi, dθi}alg,
and hence Definition 2.10.[iii] holds.

We now check that is I is maximally Darboux integrable. From equation (26),

V (∞) + V = T ∗
1,0N +H ⊕ T ∗

0,1N = T ∗N ⊗ C,

so equation (8) is satisfied and (I,D, J) is Darboux integrable. From equation (26), dimRN = 2 rank(V (∞)),
so that (I,D, J) is maximally Darboux integrable; moreover equation (24) holds since V∞ ∩ V = H . Fi-
nally (I,D, J) is normal by Proposition 2.24. �

We also have a converse to Proposition 2.25.

Proposition 2.27. If an elliptic decomposable Pfaffian system (I,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 I is the realification ofH .

Proof. Let V be the singular bundle of (D, J). Since dimN = 2 rankV (∞) then T ∗N⊗C = V (∞)⊕V (∞).

�is spli�ing defines a complex structure J onN such that (V (∞))⊥ is the −i-eigenspace of J, and which

is an extension of that onD. Because V (∞) is a Frobenius system the complex structure is integrable (see,
e.g., �eorem 2.8 in Chapter IX of [21]). We set

H = V ∩ V (∞).
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�en H ∩ H = 0 and by equation (24), I ⊗ C = H ⊕ H . In terms of the adapted coframe provided by
�eorem 2.18,H is locally spanned by the 1-forms ηr . It follows that from (14b) that these are holomorphic
1-forms. �

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

2.4. Examples. �e 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 xi, u, ui, uij be standard coordinates on the 8-dimensional jet space
J2(R2,R). (In terms of these coordinates, u is a function of independent variables x1, x2, and ui, uij = uji
are its first- and second-order partial derivatives.) In these coordinates Laplace’s equation is u11+u22 = 0.
If M ⊂ J2(R2,R) is the 7-dimensional submanifold defined by this equation, then a Pfaffian EDS I
encoding Laplace’s equation is generated by the pullbacks toM of the standard contact forms:

I = {ϑ0 := ι∗(du−u1dx1−u2dx2), ϑ1 := ι∗(du1−u11dx1−u12dx2), ϑ2 := ι∗(du2−u12dx2−u22dx2}diff ,
(27)

where ι is the inclusion ι : M →֒ J2(R2,R). We will use the restrictions of x1, x2, u, u1, u2, u11, u12 as
coordinates onM . In terms of the coordinate vector fields, the distribution annihilated by the 1-forms of
I is

D = {D1 := ∂x1 + u1∂u + u11∂u1
+ u12∂u2

,D2 := ∂x2 + u2∂u + u12∂u1
− u11∂u2

, ∂u11
, ∂u12

)}.
�e derived flag of this distribution satisfies

D(1) = {D1,D2, ∂u1
, ∂u2

, ∂u11
, ∂u12

}, D(2) = TM,

so D is bracket-generating.
We will define a sub-complex structure onD which makes I an elliptic system. To do this (and illustrate

Prop. 2.1) we identify two subspaces ofD⊗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

I2 = {du11 ∧ dx1 + du12 ∧ dx2, du12 ∧ dx1 − du11 ∧ dx2} mod I1.

LetX = ξ1D1+ξ
2D2+ξ

3∂u11
+ξ4∂u12

be a nonzero vector inD. �e polar equations ofX are computed
by taking the interior product of X with the generator 2-forms. �e resulting 1-forms fail to be linearly
independent if and only if

0 = (ξ1)2 + (ξ2)2 = (ξ3)2 + (ξ4)2 = ξ1ξ3 − ξ2ξ4 = ξ1ξ4 + ξ2ξ3. (28)

In particular, the 1-forms are linearly independent for all nonzero realX , and thus there are no real singular
integral 1-planes. When we allow the coefficients ξa in equation (28) to be complex, the complex singular
integral 1-planes belong to one of two subspaces of D ⊗ C,

D+ = {D1 − iD2, ∂u11
+ i∂u12

}, D− = D+,

which have the property that D ⊗ C = D+ ⊕D−.
Ma�ers being so, we define a sub-complex structure J on D so that D+ andD− are respectively the +i

and −i eigenspaces for the extension of J to D ⊗ C (see also Remark 2.2). It follows that

J : D1 7→ D2, J : D2 7→ −D1, J : ∂u11
7→ −∂u12

, J : ∂u12
7→ ∂u11

.

It is easy to check that our decomposition of D ⊗ C satisfies [D+,D−] ⊂ D ⊗ C; �us, I is an elliptic
decomposable system.

�e terminal derived flag of D+ is given by

D(∞)
+ = D(2)

+ = {D1 − iD2, ∂u, ∂u1
+ i∂u2

, ∂u11
+ i∂u12

}, (29)

and comparingwithD− = {D1+iD2, ∂u11
−i∂u12

} 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 (8) is not direct: V (∞) = (D(∞)
− )⊥ has rank 3while V has rank 5, so these sub-bundles have a non-trivial
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intersection inside TM⊗C. �e Darboux invariants are found by taking the conjugate of (29) and solving

for functions invariant underD(∞)
− ; one choice of basis forH(V ) is the set {x1+ix2, u1− iu2, u11− iu12}.

Example 2. Consider the general case of a second-order PDE in the plane of the form

F (xi, u, ui, uij) = 0, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2, (30)

where xi, u, ui, uij are coordinates on J
2(R2,R) as in Example 1. We assume that (30) defines a smooth

hypersurfaceMF ⊂ J2(R2,R), and that this hypersurface submerses onto J1(R2,R). As in (27) we let I
be the Pfaffian system generated by the pullbacks toMF of standard contact 1-forms.

Following [17], we define a symmetric bilinear form on sections φ,ψ of I1 by

〈φ,ψ〉VolMF
= dφ ∧ dψ ∧ θ0 ∧ θ1 ∧ θ2, (31)

whereVolMF
is a chosen volume form onMF and θ0, θ1, θ2 is any choice of local basis of 1-form generators

for I . 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
MF , 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. �e first derived system I ′ is in the kernel of 〈 , 〉, so the rank of 〈 , 〉 is at most 2.
In [17] I 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. �is implies the classical result that the PDE is elliptic if and only if

∂F

∂u11

∂F

∂u22
− 1

4

(
∂F

∂u12

)2

> 0

at each point ofMF ; similarly, the PDE is hyperbolic if 〈 , 〉 has rank 2 and this discriminant is everywhere
negative (see equations (2.21)-(2.24) in [17] for the details).

Assume that I is elliptic. By choosing generator 1-forms θ0, θ1, θ2 that diagonalize 〈 , 〉 over R, we see
that there is a choice of local coframe (θ0, θ1, θ2, ω1, π1, ω2, π2) onMF which satisfies structure equations

dθ0 ≡ 0

dθ1 ≡ ω1 ∧ π1 − ω2 ∧ π2,
dθ2 ≡ ω1 ∧ π2 + ω2 ∧ π1





mod θ0, θ1, θ2. (32)

�e two sub-bundles of T ∗M ⊗ C defined by

M = spanC{θ0, θ1 + iθ2}, M = spanC{θ0, θ1 − iθ2}
are the maximally isotropic subspaces of the C-linear extension of the bilinear form 〈 , 〉 at each point of
MF . Se�ing β = θ1 + iθ2, ω = ω1 + iω2 and π = π1 + iπ2, we have from equations (32),

dβ ≡ ω ∧ π mod θ0, β, β. (33)

It follows that

I ⊗ C = {θ0, β, β, ω ∧ π, ω ∧ π}alg. (34)

We can use themaximally isotropic subspaces to give I the structure of an elliptic decomposable system.
Le�ing D = I⊥, in terms of the dual frame (∂θ0 , ∂β , ∂β , ∂ω, ∂ω, ∂π, ∂π) we have

D ⊗ C = spanC{∂ω, ∂ω, ∂π, ∂π}.
On the other hand, following (3.18) in [17] we define the characteristic vector field system

Char(I ⊗ C, dM) := {X ∈ D ⊗ C | X dM ⊂ I ⊗ C }.
and compute that Char(I ⊗ C, dM) = spanC{∂ω, ∂π}. Furthermore it is easy to check thatX ∈ D ⊗ C

spans a singular integral 1-plane if and only if it lies in Char(I ⊗ C, dM) or its conjugate. �us, se�ing

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 (35) we had
instead set D+ = Char(I ⊗C, dM) then J is modified by a minus sign.) �e singular bundle is computed
to be

V = (D−)
⊥ = spanC{ω, π, θ0, β, β }. (36)

It now follows from (33), (34), (35), and (36) that (I,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 : Σ →M satisfying the independence condition ω1 ∧ ω2 6= 0 is J-invariant, so that J restricts
to give an almost complex structure on Σ which is integrable if I is Darboux integrable.

�e objectsM,D−, V in this example are easily shown to be (up to conjugation) differential invariants
of I . If a diffeomorphism Φ : MF → MF is a symmetry transformation, so that Φ∗I = I , then since
pullback and d commute, 〈Φ∗φ,Φ∗ψ〉 = λ〈φ,ψ〉 for some non-vanishing functionλ. Hence the sub-bundle
Φ∗M is again a 2-dimensional isotropic subspace for 〈 , 〉. From this and the form ofD− we conclude that
either

Φ∗M = M, Φ∗D− = D−, Φ∗V = V, Φ∗ ◦ J = J ◦ Φ∗

or

Φ∗M = M, Φ∗D− = D+, Φ∗V = V , Φ∗ ◦ J = −J ◦Φ∗ .
(37)

Example 3. Consider the following first-order partial differential equation for a complex-valued function
W of a complex variables z and conjugate z,

∂W

∂z
= 1

2 |W |2, (38)

which appeared in [22]; see also [14]. If we introduce real variables x, y, u, v such thatW = u + iv and
z = x+ iy, then the real and imaginary parts of this equation give a first-order system for u, v:

1
2

(
∂

∂x
+ i

∂

∂y

)
(u+ iv) = 1

2(u
2 + v2) ⇐⇒





∂u

∂x
− ∂v

∂y
= u2 + v2,

∂u

∂y
+
∂v

∂x
= 0.

Let x, y, u, v, ui, vi be standard coordinates on jet space J1(R2,R2). We encode this first-order system as
a Pfaffian EDS by restricting the standard contact forms of the jet space to the 6-manifoldM defined by
u1 − v2 = u2 + v2 and u2 + v1 = 0. Retaining u1 and v1 as coordinates onM , this results in a Pfaffian
system

I = {du− u1 dx+ v1 dy, dv − v1 dx− (u1 − u2 − v2) dy}diff .
Note that while u1 + iv1 gives the value of ∂W/∂z whenW is a holomorphic function of z, this is not the
case for a solution of system I ; in fact,

dW ≡
(
u1 + iv1 − 1

2(u
2 + v2)

)
dz + 1

2(u
2 + v2)dz mod I. (39)

In terms of the coordinate vector fields onM , the distribution annihilated by the 1-forms of I is

D = {Dx := ∂x + u1∂u + v1∂v,Dy := ∂y − v1∂u + (u1 − u2 − v2)∂v , ∂u1
, ∂v1}.

It is easy to check that D(1) = TM at points ofM where u, v are not both zero. So, we will restrict our
a�ention 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. �e generator 2-forms of the EDS are

I2 ≡ {du1 ∧ dx− dv1 ∧ dy, (dv1 + 2vv1 dy) ∧ dx+ (du1 − 2uu1 dx) ∧ dy} mod I1.
Taking the interior product of X = ξ1Dx + ξ2Dy + ξ3∂u1

+ ξ4∂v1 ∈ D with these 2-forms yields a pair
of 1-forms which are linearly independent for all nonzero real vectorsX . When we allow the coefficients
ξa to be complex, the polar equations drop rank if and only if X lies in either the rank 2 sub-distribution

D+ = {Dx − iDy + 2(uu1 + vv1)∂u1
, ∂u1

− i∂v1} ⊂ D ⊗ 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,

[Dx − iDy + 2(uu1 + vv1)∂u1
,Dx + iDy + 2(uu1 + vv1)∂u1

] = 4i(u2 + v2)v1∂u1
,

[Dx − iDy + 2(uu1 + vv1)∂u1
, ∂u1

+ i∂v1 ] = −2(u+ iv)∂u1
.

�us, (I, J) is an elliptic decomposable Pfaffian system. (More generally, any quasilinear first-order com-

plex PDE of the form
∂W

∂z
= F (z, z,W,W ) leads in the same fashion to an elliptic decomposable EDS.)

�e terminal derived flag of D+ is

D(∞)
+ = D(2)

+ = {Dx−iDy+2(uu1+vv1)∂u1
, ∂u1

−i∂v1 , ∂u−i∂v+(u−iv)∂u1
, i(u−iv)∂v+(u1−iv1)∂u1

},
(40)

and since this has zero intersection with D− the system is Darboux integrable by Defn. 2.13. In this case

the integrability is minimal, since in equation (8) the sum is direct: V (∞) = (D(∞)
− )⊥ 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

ξ =
u1 + iv1
u+ iv

− u. (41)

Example 4. Let N = J1
hol(C,C) with holomorphic contact system H = spanC{ dw − wzdz } and let

(x, y, u, v, u1, v1) be real coordinates on N where z = x + iy,w = u + iv,wz = u1 + iv1. �en the
realification I = HR in Proposition 2.25 is found by writing

dw − wzdz = du− u1dx+ v1dy + i(dv − v1dx− u1dy)

and

I = HR = spanR{ du− u1dx+ v1dy, dv − v1dx− u1dy },
which is a standard representation of the Cauchy-Riemannequations by a Pfaffian system on a 6-dimensional
manifold. By equation (26) the singular system is

V = spanC{ dz, dw, dwz, dw − wzdz }
while the coordinate functions z, w,wz are a basis for the holomorphic Darboux invariants and I 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. �is proves the sufficiency part of�eorem 1.3 from the Introduction. �e full technical details are
given in�eorem 3.1 of this section, which is the elliptic analogue of�eorem 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
admi�ing a real form G ⊂ K . �is implies there exists a basis {ZL

i } of the complex Lie algebra k of le�-

invariant holomorphic vector fields onK such that {XL
i = ZL

i + ZL
j } is a basis for the real Lie algebra g

of le�-invariant vector fields on G. �ese bases satisfy

[ZL
i , Z

L
j ] = Ck

ijZ
L
k , [XL

i ,X
L
j ] = Ck

ijX
L
k . (42)

for real structure constants Ci
jk.

Let ZR
i be the right-invariant vector field coinciding with ZL

i at the identity, and let µiR and µiL be

the right- and le�-invariant holomorphic 1-forms on K dual to {ZL
i } and {ZR

i } respectively. Let Ad∗ :
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K → Aut(k∗) be the co-adjoint representation ofK , and Λ be the matrix-valued function onK such that
Λ(a) = [Ad∗(a)]T , i.e.,

Ad∗(a)µiL = Λi
j(a)µ

j
L. (43)

Note that Λ and Ω = Λ−1 satisfy

µiL = Λi
jµ

j
R, R∗

a

(
µiL|ba

)
= Λi

j(a)µ
j
L|b , µiR = Ωi

jµ
j
L, Λi

k(ab) = Λi
j(b)Λ

j
k(a), (44)

where Ra : G → G is right-multiplication by a ∈ G. �e structure equations dµiL = −1
2C

i
jkµ

j
L ∧ µkL of

the Lie group K imply that

dΩi
j = Ωi

kC
k
ℓjµ

ℓ
L, dΛi

j = −Ci
klΛ

ℓ
jµ

k
L (45)

and

Ωi
jC

j
ℓm = Ci

jkΩ
j
ℓΩ

k
m.

Let qG : K → K/G be the quotient map; on the homogeneous space K/G the vector fields

X̃i = qG∗(Z
R
i + ZR

j ), Ỹi = iqG∗(Z
R
i − ZR

j ) ,

form a basis for the Lie algebra of infinitesimal generators of the action ofK onK/G, while

Z̃i =
1

2
(X̃i − iỸi) = qG∗Z

R
i

form a global basis of sections of T (K/G) ⊗ C and satisfy

[Z̃i, Z̃j ] = −Ck
ijZ̃k.

We now assume ρ : N × 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 πK : N → N/K is a holomorphic
principalK-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 πG : N → N/G a principal G-bundle. �is
implies there is a submersion φ : N/G→ N/K givingN/G the structure of aK/G-bundle over complex
manifold N/K , such that the following diagram commutes:

N

N/G N/K

πK
πG

φ

(46)

Let Γk ⊂ T1,0N be the n dimensional complex Lie algebra of infinitesimal generators of the action ofK
onN and denote by Zi the basis of infinitesimal generators corresponding3 to the choice of basis {ZL

i } of
k satisfying (42). �e distribution of complex rank n given by the pointwise span of Zi will be denoted by
Γk. �e real vector fieldsXj = Zj + Zj are a basis for the n-dimensional real Lie algebra, denoted by Γg,
of infinitesimal generators of the action of G on N , and correspond to the choice of le�-invariant vector
fieldsXL

i satisfying equation (42). Let Γg ⊂ TN be the real rank n distribution defined by the pointwise
span of theXj . �ese vector fields on N satisfy the bracket relations

[Zi, Zj ] = Ck
ijZk, [Zi, Zj ] = 0, [Xi,Xj ] = Ck

ijXk.

We also have pointwise on N ,

VertπG
= ker πG∗ = spanR{Xi} = Γg, (47)

for the bundle of vertical vectors for πG.

3�is correspondence is standard: if for n ∈ N we let ρn : K → N denote themapping k 7→ ρ(n, k), thenZi|m = (ρm)∗Z
L
i |e

where e ∈ K denotes the identity element.
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3.2. �e �otient �eorem. �e main result proven in this section is the sufficiency part of �eorem
1.1 (or Proposition 1.3) in the Introduction.

�eorem 3.1. (�otient �eorem) LetN be a complex manifold of complex dimension p, and letH ⊂ T ∗
1,0N

be a rank h holomorphic Pfaffian system withH(∞) = 0. Let E = HR be the rank 2h realification ofH and

let ∆ = E⊥ ⊂ TN be the real rank 2(p − h) distribution annihilated by E.

Let ρ : N ×K → N be a right action of the n-dimensional complex Lie group K with real form G ⊂ K ,

such that K acts freely on N with πK : N → N/K being a principal bundle as in Section 3.1. Furthermore

assume that K acts by symmetries of H , and transversely to H , i.e., H⊥ ∩ Γk = 0. Suppose that G acts

regularly on N with principal bundle πG : N →M whereM = N/G. �en the following hold:

(1) �e Pfaffian system E generated by E isK-invariant, theK− (and hence G−) action is transverse to

E, and

I = E/G, D = I⊥1 = πG∗(∆) (48)

are of constant rank, with rankD = 2(p − h).
(2) �e complex structure J on N induces a pointwise linear map J0 : D → D defined by

J0(X) = πG∗ J(Y ), where πG∗ (Y ) = X ∈ D (49)

such that (D, J0) is an elliptic distribution. Moreover D ⊗ C = D+ ⊕D− where

D+ = πG∗ (∆+ ), D− = πG∗ (∆− ) (50)

is the J0-eigenspace decomposition, and the decomposition ∆⊗ C = ∆+ ⊕∆− is given by equation

(25) (with D replaced by ∆).

(3) With φ being given in diagram (46), the singular bundle V = D⊥
− satisfies

V = (T ∗
1,0N ⊕H)/G, (51)

V (∞) = (T ∗
1,0N)/G = φ∗(T ∗

1,0(N/K)), (52)

and (D, J0) is a Darboux integrable elliptic distribution.
(4) �e system (I,D, J0) is a normal Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system whose singular

system V is the quotient of the singular system for E .
Remark 3.2. Equation (51) shows that the singular bundle V of I = E/G is the quotient of the singular

bundle T ∗
1,0N ⊕H of E (given by (26)). �en equation (52) shows that the Darboux invariants for I 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 I in the examples; in particular, see equations (70), (82) , and (88).

Proof. Part (1): Let ϑα be a local basis of sections of H defined on a K-invariant open set V ⊂ N and let
a ∈ K . SinceH isK-invariant, ρ∗aϑ

α = Rα
βϑ

β for some holomorphic functions Rα
β , and therefore

ρ∗a(ϑ
α + ϑα) = Aα

β(ϑ
β + ϑβ) +Bα

β (i(ϑ
β − ϑβ))

where 2Ai
j = (Ri

j+R
i
j) and 2B

i
j = −i(Ri

j+R
i
j) are real matrices. A similar computation with i(ϑα−ϑα)

show that K is a symmetry group of the real Pfaffian system E . �e subgroup G ⊂ K is then also a
symmetry group.

We now prove that K (and hence G) acts transversely to E. Using the initial transversality condition
Γk∩H⊥ = 0, we have that near each point n inN there exists local sections ϑi ofH such that ϑi(Zj) = δij
where Zi are the infinitesimal generators of the rightK-action as in section 3.1. �erefore,

(ϑi + ϑi)(Xj) = 2δij , (ϑ
i + ϑi)(Yj) = 0, i(ϑi − ϑi)(Xj) = 0, i(ϑi + ϑi)(Yj) = 2δij

where Xj = Zi + Zi, Yj = i(Zi − Zi). �is shows that K , as a real 2p-dimensional Lie group, acts
transversely to E, and hence so doesG. �erefore by Corollaries 7.1 and 7.4 in [5] the quotient differential
system E/G is constant rank and is algebraically generated by 1-forms and 2-forms. We also have

D = I⊥ = πG∗(E
⊥) = πG∗(∆)
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which by transversality (E⊥ ∩VertπG
= 0) implies that rankD = rank∆ = 2(p − h).

Part (2): We begin by noting that the complex structure J is K-invariant, as is ∆ = E⊥ as shown in
part (1) above. �erefore J0 : D → D in equation (49) is well defined, linear and satisfies J20 = − Id. At
this point conditions [i] and [iii] in Definition 2.1 hold, and it remains to check the other conditions in
Definition 2.1 to verify ellipticity.

Definition 2.1.[ii] for D in equation (48) is verified by first recalling that ∆ is elliptic so ∆(∞) = TN
(part (1) in �eorem 2.25), and therefore by �eorem 2.2 of [3],

D(∞) = πG∗ (∆
(∞) ) = πG∗ (TN ) = T (N/G) = TM.

Definition 2.1.[iv] is verified by first noting that the K-invariant decomposition ∆ ⊗ C = ∆+ ⊕∆−,
along with equation (50) defining D+,D−, gives

D ⊗ C = πG∗(∆ ⊗ C) = πG∗(∆+ ⊕∆−) = πG∗(∆+) + πG∗(∆−) = D+ +D−. (53)

Since rank∆⊗C = rankD⊗C = rank∆++rank∆−, the sum in equation (53) must be direct. We now
check the eigenspace condition for J0. Suppose thatX ∈ D+ and Y ∈ ∆+ with πG∗Y = X . �en

J0(X) = πG∗(JY ) = πG∗(iY ) = iX,

so that D+ as defined in equation (50) is the i-eigenspace of J0, and similarly D− is the −i-eigenspace of
J0.

Lastly we check equation (3) in Definition 2.1.[iv]. Consider vector fields X+ ∈ D+, X− ∈ D−, Y+ ∈
∆+ and Y− ∈ ∆− such thatX+ = πG∗Y+ andX− = πG∗Y−. Since [Y+, Y−] ∈ ∆⊗ C,

[X+,X−] = [πG∗Y+, πG∗Y−] = πG∗[Y+, Y−] ∈ D ⊗ C.

All conditions in Definition 2.1 are thus satisfied and (D, J0) is an elliptic distribution.

Part (3): �e formula (51) for the singular bundle V = (D−)
⊥ follows from equation (26), giving

V = (D−)
⊥ = (πG∗(∆−))

⊥ = (∆⊥
−)/G =

(
T ∗
1,0N ⊕H

)
/G.

By equation (26), (∆⊥
−)

(∞) = T ∗
1,0N , and the action of G is transverse to this, so the first equality in (52)

follows from (51) by fact [d] on page 1921 in [7] (i.e., if a symmetry group G acts transversely to I(∞),

for some Pfaffian system I , then (I/G)(∞) = I(∞)/G ). �e final part of equation (52) follows from the
commutative diagram (46); see Section 3.1 in [3].

We now check that (D, J0) satisfies equation (9) and is Darboux integrable. Since ∆
(∞)
+ = T1,0N from

(25), we have∆
(∞)
+ ∩ (VertπG

⊗C) = 0, so that by the dual of the above-cited fact,

D(∞)
+ = πG∗(∆

(∞)
+ ), D(∞)

− = πG∗(∆
(∞)
− ).

Since (VertπG
⊗C) ∩ (T1,0N ⊕∆−) = 0 we have

D(∞)
+ ∩ D− = πG∗ (T1,0N) ∩ πG∗ (∆−) = πG∗(T1,0N ∩∆−) = 0.

�erefore (D, J0) is Darboux integrable.

Part (4): We begin by checking that (I,D, J0) is an elliptic decomposable differential system. As noted in
the proof of part (1), the transversality hypothesis implies that I = E/G is a constant rank EDS generated
by 1-forms and 2-forms which is part [i] of Definition 2.10. Part (2) of this theorem shows that (I,D, J0)
satisfies Definition 2.10.[ii], so we need only check the decomposability condition [iii] in Definition 2.10.

Let Zi be a basis for the infinitesimal generators for the action ofK on N . Again, by the transversality
of the K action, �eorem 3.5 below implies that we have a local basis (ϑi, ηr, σu) for sections of T ∗

1,0N

defined on some K-invariant open set U ⊂ N such thatH = spanC{ϑi, ηr}, ϑi(Zj) = δij , and η
r, σu are

K-basic. �en from equation (56) we have

H⊗ C = { ϑi, ηr, At }alg, E ⊗ C = { ϑi, ηr, At, ϑi, ηr,At }alg
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where At = At
uvσ

u ∧ σv are an amalgamation of the Er
uvσ

u ∧ σv and Qi
abπ

a ∧ πb terms in equation (56),

and areK-basic and take value in Λ2T ∗
1,0N . �en the πG-semibasic forms are

(E ⊗ C)G,sb = { ϑi − ϑi, ηr, At, ηr,At }alg
If s : U/G → U is a local cross-section for the action of G on N , then a local set of algebraic generators
for I ⊗ C on U/G is (see Corollary 4.1 in [5])

I ⊗ C = { s∗(ϑi − ϑi), s∗ηr, s∗ηr, s∗At, s∗At }alg
In particular note that s∗At ∈ Λ2V by equation (51), which shows that part [iii] of Definition 2.10 holds.
A local normal form for the structure equations of I ⊗ C is derived in Section 3.3.

�e fact that (I,D, J0) satisfies the Definition 2.13 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. �e singular system V of I is the quotient of the singular system W for E , that is V = W/G
(following a similar argument as in �eorem 3.1 in [7], or see also equation (63b) in Corollary 3.7). �e
singular system for E is the Pfaffian system generated byW = T ∗

1,0N ⊕H from equation (26). �e action

of G is transverse to T ∗
1,0N and therefore to the derived systemW (1), and therefore V = W/G is Pfaffian

(see �eorem 5.1 in [5]) which proves that (I,D, J0) is normal. �

�e transversality condition on the group action in �eorem 3.1 implies by �eorem 2.1 in [3] that E is
an integrable extension of I ; we now recall the definition.

Definition 3.3. An integrable extension of an EDS I onM is a submersion p : N → M , and an EDS E
on N and a bundle F ⊂ T ∗N satisfying the following conditions:

[i] rankF = dimN − dimM, [ii] F⊥ ∩ kerp∗ = 0, and [iii] E = 〈S(F ) ∪ p∗(I)〉alg. (54)

Condition [ii] in (54) means F is transverse to p, while S(F ) denotes the sections of F in condition [iii].

In �eorem 3.1 the system E is an integrable extension of E/G where the bundle F ⊂ E is a choice
of complement to the sub-bundle of πG semi-basic forms in E; see equation (2.22) in �eorem 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 J0-invariant integral manifolds of I
in �eorem 3.1 coincide. Equation (49) in �eorem 3.1 shows that if s : Σ → N a holomorphic integral
manifold of H then πG ◦ s : Σ → M is a J0-invariant integral manifold of I . �e next corollary shows
that the converse is true locally.

Corollary 3.4. Let s : Σ → M be a J0-invariant integral manifold of I = E/G from �eorem 3.1. Given

points n ∈ N and x ∈ Σ such that πG(n) = s(x), there exists an open neighborhood U ⊂ Σ of x and an

integral manifold ŝ : U → N of E through n such that s = πG ◦ ŝ and ŝ : U → N is a holomorphic integral

manifold ofH.

Proof. Let s : Σ → M be a J0-invariant integral manifold of I and let n ∈ N , x ∈ Σ with πG(n) = x.
By the integrable extension property (see second paragraph in Section 2.1 of [3]) there exists an open set
U ⊂ Σ containing x, and an integral manifold ŝ : U → N of E (and hence of H) through n such that
s = πG ◦ ŝ on U .

We need to show that ŝ∗TxU is J-invariant. LetX ∈ TxU ; then by J0 invariance and s = πG ◦ ŝ, there
exists anX ′ ∈ TxU such that

J0(πG∗ŝ∗X) = J0(s∗X) = s∗X
′.

Using equation (49) this becomes
πG∗J(ŝ∗X) = πG∗(ŝ∗X

′).

Since πG∗ : ∆ → D in equation (48) is an isomorphism, we have J(ŝ∗X) = ŝ∗X
′ where X,X ′ ∈ TxU .

�erefore ŝ : U → N is J-invariant and thus defines a holomorphic integral manifold of H with respect
to the induced complex structure from J0 on Σ. �

Corollary 3.4 shows that a J0-invariant integral manifold of I = E/G locally factors through a holo-
morphic integral manifold ofH.
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3.3. �e Local Normal Form. In this section we give a local normal form for the structure equations of
the elliptic system I = E/G in �eorem 3.1. �e 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. �e first step requires the
holomorphic analogue of �eorem 2.4 in [3] given as follows.

�eorem 3.5. LetK,N,H be as in �eorem 3.1 and let Zi be the infinitesimal generators of the right action

of K on N corresponding to the choice ZL
i for the Lie algebra of K satisfying (42). About each point n ∈ N

there exists aK-invariant open set V ⊂ N and a local basis (ϑi, ηr, σu ) of holomorphic sections of T ∗
1,0N

∣∣
V

(where 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, 1 ≤ r, s ≤ h− n, and 1 ≤ u, v ≤ p− h) satisfying the following conditions:

(a) H|V = {ηr, ϑi}
(b) �e 1-forms ϑi satisfy ϑi(Zj) = δij .
(c) �e 1-forms ηr, σu are K-basic.

(d) For the action ρ : N ×K → N , and Λi
j in equation (43),

ρ∗aϑ
i|x·a = Λi

j(a)ϑ
j |x, a ∈ K, x ∈ V. (55)

(e) �ese forms satisfy the structure equations

dσu = 0 ,

dηr = 1
2E

r
uv σ

u ∧ σv + F r
us σ

u ∧ ηs ,
dϑi = 1

2Q
i
abπ

a ∧ πb − 1
2C

i
jkϑ

j ∧ ϑk,
(56)

with πa = (ηr, σu) as usual.

Proof. As with �eorem 2.4 in [3], the proof starts with constructing a bundle chart Ψ : V → W×K for
πK : N → N/K where W = πK(V) and wa are holomorphic coordinates on W pulled back to V. �e
transversality hypothesis implies there exist holomorphic 1-forms ϑi0 satisfying ϑ

i
0(Zj) = δij , and 1-forms

σu = dwu

ηr = dwr+n−m +Rr
u(w)dw

u (57)

such thatH|V = spanC{ϑi, ηr }. �eK-basic σu are chosen complementary toH in T ∗
1,0V, while the η

r

span theK-basic 1-forms inH (compare equation (2.35) in [3]). At this point (a), (b) and (c) are satisfied.
Now using the chart Ψ we have Ψ∗Zi = ZL

i . �erefore there exist holomorphic functions T i
r , S

i
u on V

such that
ϑi0 = Ψ∗(µiL) + T i

rη
r + Si

uσ
u.

We define the 1-forms
ϑi = ϑi0 − T i

rη
r = Ψ∗(µiL) + Si

uσ
u, (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 theK-equivariance of the map Ψ, we have

ρ∗aΨ
∗(µiL) = Ψ∗R∗

a(µ
i
L) = Ψ∗(Λi

k(a)µ
k
L) = Λi

k(a)Ψ
∗(µkL) (59)

for a ∈ K . Using equations (58) and (59),

ρ∗aϑ
i|x·a = ρ∗a

(
Ψ∗(µiL) + Si

uσ
u
)
|x·a = Λi

k(a)Ψ
∗(µkL)|x + Si

u(x · a)σu|x .
But sinceH isK-invariant, then ρ∗aϑ

i ∈ H . It follows that Si
u(x · a) = Λi

k(a)S
k
u(x) and (d) is established.

For part (e), the derivation of the first two structure equations in (56) follows from taking the exterior
derivative in (57). �e last structure equation in (56) follows by taking the exterior derivative of ϑi in (58)
and using the argument in the last paragraph of the proof of �eorem 2.4 in [3]. �

Using �eorem 3.5, we can now prove our sought-a�er result, a local normal form for the structure
equations of the 1-forms in I = E/G.
�eorem 3.6. LetK,N,H,G, E and I, V be as in �eorem 3.1. About each pointm ∈ N/G there exists an

open set U and a 1-adapted coframe (θi, ηr, σu, ηr, σu) on U such that:

(1) V (∞) = spanC{ηr, σu},
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(2) (I ⊗C)|U = spanC{ θi, ηr, ηr } and θi|m are imaginary valued on (real) vectors in TmM ,

(3) the following structure equations hold:

dσu = 0

dηr = 1
2E

r
uv σ

u ∧ σv + F r
us σ

u ∧ ηs

dθi = 1
2A

i
ab π

a ∧ πb + 1
2P

i
jA

i
ab π

a ∧ πb + 1
2C

i
jk θ

j ∧ θk +M i
ajπ

a ∧ θj,
(60)

where Ci
jk are structure constants for the Lie algebra of G and θi ≡ P i

jθ
j mod η,η defines P i

j .

(4) �e coefficients Ai
ab,M

i
aj , E

r
uv , F

r
us ∈ H(V ).

�eorem 3.6 is 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. �e proof consists of utilizing�eorem 3.5 to construct G-basic 1-forms on aK-invariant open set
V ⊂ 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 = πG(V) ⊂ N/G.

Part (1): Let m ∈ M and let n ∈ N with πG(n) = m and chose a K-invariant open set V containing
n such that Ψ : V → W × K is a local trivialization of πK : N → N/K as a principal K-bundle and
where Ψ(n) = (w, e). Let U = πG(V). As in the proof of �eorem 3.5 let (ϑi, ηr, σu) be the local basis
of sections for T ∗

1,0N defined on V which, along with the conjugates ηr, σu, form a coframe on V. �e
1-forms σu, ηr 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 T ∗

1,0W. Viewing these as forms on U (with our convention of suppressing
pullback under φ), equation (52) in �eorem 3.1 finishes the proof of part (1).

Part (2): Since ηu, ηu ∈ E ⊗ C|V are K-basic, they are also G-basic, and by construction (and abuse of
notation) ηu, ηu ∈ I ⊗ C|U. We now need to find G-basic forms θi ∈ E ⊗ C|V satisfying equations (60).
We claim that the 1-forms

θi = Oi
j(ϑ

j − ϑj), (61)

satisfy these conditions, whereOi
j = Ψ∗Ωi

j andΩ
i
j is defined in (44). Since ϑ

i ∈ E⊗C|V, then θi ∈ E⊗C|V,
and we now check that they are G-basic.

First note that (see equation (47)),Xj (ϑi − ϑi) = δij − δij = 0, so the 1-forms θi are semibasic for the

projection πG : V → U. We also note that since G is real then Λi
j(g) and Ωi

j(g) are real for g ∈ G. �en

using equation (55) and Oi
j(x · g) = Oi

ℓ(x)Ω
ℓ
j(g) for x ∈ V we compute

ρ∗gθ
i|x·g = Oi

j(x · g) ρ∗g(ϑj − ϑj)|x·g
= Oi

ℓ(x)Ω
ℓ
j(g)Λ

j
k(g)(ϑ

k − ϑk)|x
= Oi

k(x)(ϑ
k − ϑk)|x = θi|x

Hence the θi areG-basic and the first part of (2) is proved. Now θi|m = Oi
j(n)(ϑ

j − ϑj)|m = (ϑi − ϑi)|m,
since Oi

j(n) = Ψ∗Ωi
j|(w,e) = δij . �is shows that θi|m are pure imaginary-valued.

Part (3): By equation (56) the first two equations in (60) are satisfied. We now derive the final equation
in (60). Using condition (b) in �eorem 3.3 in the form of equation (58), we have Ψ∗µiL = ϑℓ + Lℓ

aπ
a for

some holomorphic functions Lℓ
a; hence by (45) we have

dOi
j = Oi

kC
k
ℓj(ϑ

ℓ + Lℓ
aπ

a).

Using this and equation (56), we compute

dθi = dOi
j ∧ (ϑj − ϑj) +Oi

j(dϑ
j − dϑj)

= Oi
kC

k
ℓj(ϑ

ℓ + Lℓ
aπ

a) ∧ (ϑj − ϑj)− 1
2O

i
jC

j
kℓ

(
ϑk ∧ ϑℓ − ϑk ∧ ϑl

)
+Oi

j(Q
j
abπ

a ∧ πb −Qj
abπ

a ∧ πb).
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For the sake of convenience, set αi = ϑi + ϑi and βi = ϑi − ϑi. �en modulo the πa and πa,

dθi ≡ 1
2O

i
kC

k
ℓj(α

ℓ + βℓ) ∧ βj − 1
8O

i
jC

j
kℓ

(
(αk + βk) ∧ (αℓ + βℓ)− (αk − βk) ∧ (αℓ − βℓ)

)

= 1
2O

i
kC

k
ℓjβ

ℓ ∧ βj + 1
2O

i
kC

k
ℓjα

ℓ ∧ βj − 1
4O

i
jC

j
kℓ

(
αk ∧ βℓ + βk ∧ αℓ

)

= 1
2C

i
kmO

k
ℓO

m
j β

ℓ ∧ βj = 1
2C

i
kmθ

k ∧ θm.
�us,

dθi = Oi
j(Q

j
abπ

a ∧ πb −Qj
abπ

a ∧ πb) + 1
2C

i
jkθ

j ∧ θk + (Oi
kC

k
ℓjL

ℓ
a)π

a ∧ θj, (62)

which matches the final structure equation in (60) with P i
k = −Oi

j(O
−1

)jk .

Part (4): Let (Ti, Nr, Su, Nr, Su) be the dual coframe. Taking the exterior derivative in last of equation

(60) we have Su(A
i
ab) = 0 and Nr(A

i
ab) = 0. �erefore by Lemma 2.12, Ai

ab ∈ H(V ). A similar argument

shows thatM i
aj , E

r
uv , F

r
us ∈ H(V ).

�

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

Corollary 3.7. In terms of the coframe given by�eorem 3.6, we have the following local algebraic generators

for I ⊗ C and its singular system V :
(I ⊗ C)|U = ((E ⊗ C)/G)|U = { θi, ηr, ηr, dηr, dηr, Ai, Ai }alg (63a)

V|U = { θi, ηr , σu, ηr, dηr, Ai }alg = (W/G)|U. (63b)

where W is the singular system of E , and from equations (60) and (62) we have

A
i = Ai

abπ
a ∧ πb = Oi

jQ
j
abπ

a ∧ πb. (64)

Furthermore, the 2-forms Ai are K-basic.

Proof. Part (2) of �eorem 3.6 shows that the forms θi, ηr, ηr and their derivatives lie in (I ⊗ C)|U. Due
to the structure equation (62) we need only show that Ai ∈ (I ⊗ C)|U and that all the 2-form generators
of I ⊗ C are accounted for. According to the reduction algorithm in [5], the 2-forms in (E ⊗ C)/G are
determined algebraically by the πG-semibasic 2-forms in E ⊗ C. We need only identify the semibasic 2-

forms in E ⊗ C which can be expressed as a linear combination of πa ∧ πb, πa ∧ πb, πa ∧ πb, since any
other terms involving θi, ηr, ηr are already included in the right-hand side of (63a).

�e 2-forms Qi
abπ

a ∧ πb ∈ E ⊗ C|V in equation (56) are πK -semibasic (and hence πG-semibasic) so

determine elements of I ⊗ C|U (again see Proposition 4.2 [5]). In particular the 2-forms Ai in equation
(64) are an invertible combination of these and are K-basic (using equations (64), (58)). �e only other

πG-semibasic forms not accounted for are Qi
abπ

a ∧ πb ∈ E ⊗ C|V but these determine forms in the span

of Ai which is contained in right-hand side of (63a).
�e generators of the singular system V given in equation (63b) are obtained from I ⊗C using Lemma

2.23. Notice that this shows by equations (60) that V is Pfaffian. SinceW is Pfaffian and the action of G is
transverse to the derived systemW ′, we have W/G is Pfaffian (by �eorem 5.1 in [5]). Furthermore the
bundles satisfy V =W/G (by part (3) in �eorem 3.1 above), which implies V = W/G. �

A coordinate chart description of the quotient construction of I is given by the diagram in equation
(118) of Corollary 4.9

3.4. Examples. �e examples in this section demonstrate �eorem 3.1 by starting with a holomorphic
Pfaffian systemH, with realification E , and a symmetry groupK 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
E ′, so that by�eorem 5.1 in [5] the quotient I = E/G is a Pfaffian system. We then compute the quotient

by finding D+ = πG∗(∆+) (see equation (50)) from which I ⊗ C = (D+ ⊕ D+)
⊥ and hence I is then

determined.
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Example 5. Let N = J2
hol(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, w0, w1, w2 where z stands for
the independent variable andw0, w1, w2 for the dependent variable and its z-derivatives. In terms of these,
the holomorphic contact system onN is

H = {ζ0 := dw0 − w1 dz, ζ1 := dw1 − w2 dz}diff . (65)

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

∆+ = T1,0N ∩H⊥ = spanC{Dz := ∂z + w1∂w0
+ w2∂w1

, ∂w2
}. (66)

Consider the holomorphic vector fields onN given by

Z1 = ∂w0
, Z2 = z∂w0

+ ∂w1
,

which are easily checked to be infinitesimal symmetries ofH. As these commute, they generate an action
of the two-dimensional Abelian Lie groupK = C

2 onN . Taking coordinates c1, c2 onK , theK-action is
computed to be

(z, w0, w1, w2) · (c1, c2) = (z, w0 + c1 + c2z, w1 + c2, w2). (67)

Since (
Z1

Z2

)
(ζ0, ζ1) =

(
1 0
z 1

)
,

the action is transverse to H and hence also to E by part (1) of �eorem 3.1. �e real vector fields Xi =
Zi + Zi likewise form an Abelian algebra generating the action of the real form G ⊂ K obtained by
restricting c1, c2 in equation (67) to be real.

�e derived system E ′ is generated by the real and imaginary parts of 1-form ζ0, and(
X1

X2

)
(Re ζ0, Im ζ0) =

(
1 0

Re z Im z

)

shows that the action of G is transverse to E ′ on the K-invariant open set V defined by Im z 6= 0. �en
I = E/G is a Pfaffian system on the open set U = πG(V) in the 6-dimensional manifoldM = N/G. By
�eorem 3.1 part (4), I is Darboux integrable. Because n = dimK and h = rankH are both equal to 2,
the local normal form given by �eorem 3.6 includes no η-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

U = w1 −
w0 − w0

z − z
. (68)

isG-invariant, and hence is well-defined onU. Since the holomorphic vector field Dz onN isK-invariant
(and hence G-invariant) then

Uz = DzU = w2 −
w1

z − z
+
w0 − w0

(z − z)2

is alsoG-invariant. In fact z, U, Uz and their conjugates give a well-defined coordinate system onU. Using
equations (50) and (66), we have in terms of these coordinates

D+ = πG∗(∆+) = {∂z + Uz∂U +
U

z − z
∂U +

U + U

(z − z)2
∂Uz

, ∂Uz }.

From this we obtain I ⊗ C = (D+ ⊕D+)
⊥ = {β, β } where

β = dU − Uz dz −
U

z − z
dz.

It is clear from the form of β that integral surfaces for I on the setU that satisfy the independence condition
dz ∧ dz 6= 0 are 1-graphs of solutions of the PDE

∂U

∂z
=

U

z − z
. (69)
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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 q = d = 2
independent holomorphic Darboux invariants, which are characterized by being invariant under vector

fields inD− = D+. For systems such as this one, arising as a quotient, by Remark 3.2 we can generate these
invariants from holomorphic functions onN that areK-invariant. Besides z, a second such holomorphic
function is given by w2, and this descends to U to give the Darboux invariant

ξ = Uz +
U

z − z
. (70)

As remarked a�er�eorem 1.1 in the Introduction, becauseI is a quotient of E we can generate solutions
of (69) from those of E . In fact, E is simply the prolongation of the Cauchy-Riemann equations, and so
integral surfaces of E satisfying the independence condition dz ∧ dz 6= 0 are given by

w0 = f(z), w1 = f ′(z), w2 = f ′′(z) (71)

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

U = f ′(z)− Im f(z)

Im z
for (69).

Example 6. In this example, we will realize equation (38) by a Darboux integrable Pfaffian system I aris-
ing as the quotient of the realification E of a holomorphic Pfaffian system by the transverse action of a
symmetry group G. Again, we will use Remark 3.2 to recover the holomorphic Darboux invariants given
in Example 3, and we will also demonstrate the calculation of the local normal form for I provided by
�eorem 3.6.

As in Example 5, let N = J2
hol(C,C), on which we have holomorphic coordinates z, w0, w1, w2, the

holomorphic contact system H defined by (65), and its realification E . Let K be the complex Lie group of
matrices

K =

{(
c1 0
c2 1

) ∣∣∣∣c1, c2 ∈ C, c1 6= 0

}
, (72)

and letK act on the right on N by contact transformations

(z, w0, w1, w2) · (c1, c2) = (z, c1w0 + c2, c1w1, c1w2) (73)

which are symmetries ofH. (Below we will let ρ : N ×K → N denote this action.)
�e infinitesimal generators of theK-action are holomorphic vector fields on N given by

Z1 = w0∂w0
+ w1∂w1

+ w2∂w2

Z2 = ∂w0
.

Let G ⊂ K be the subgroup ofK where c1, c2 ∈ R. �e vector fields Xi = Zi + Zi are the infinitesimal
generators of an action of G onN defined by restricting c1, c2 to be real in (73) and these form an algebra
of real symmetry vector fields of E . Since

(
Z1

Z2

)
(ζ0, ζ1) =

(
w0 w1

1 0

)
,

then K acts transversely to H provided that w1 6= 0. Furthermore, the action of G is transverse to the
derived system E ′ when Imw0 6= 0. We compute E/G by restricting to theG-invariant open subsetV ⊂ N
where these two transversality conditions hold.

Let πG : N →M = N/G be the quotient map, and let U = πG(V). It is easy to check that

W =
2w1

w0 − w0
(74)
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is G-invariant. As in Example 5, we can apply theK-invariant vector field Dz = ∂z +w1∂w0
+w2∂w1

to
obtain an additionalG-invariant function

W1 = DzW =
2w2

w0 − w0
+

2w2
1

(w0 − w0)2
.

Along with their conjugates, z,W,W1 provide a well-defined coordinate system on U.
Let∆+ be the holomorphic distribution annihilated byH , defined by (66). �en in our coordinates

D+ = πG∗(∆+) = spanC{∂z +W1∂W + 1
2 |W |2∂W +W

(
1
4W

2
+ 1

2W1

)
∂W1

, ∂W1
}

It follows that I ⊗ C = (D+ ⊕D−)
⊥ = {β, β } where
β := dW −W1 dz − 1

2 |W |2dz. (75)

It is clear from the form of β that I encodes the first-order complex PDE (38). Because it arises as a
quotient, we recover the fact that I is Darboux integrable. �e second independent holomorphic Darboux
invariant on U, besides z, is obtained from theK-invariant holomorphic function w2/w1. In terms of our
G-invariantsW,W1 this is given by

ξ =
W1

W
− W

2
(76)

which agrees with the Darboux invariant given in equation (41).
Again, since I is a quotient of E , we can generate solutions of (38) from integral surfaces of E (parametrized

as in (71)) provided that they also satisfy our regularity assumptions. Specifically, if f(z) is a holomor-
phic function satisfying Im f(z) 6= 0 and f ′(z) 6= 0 on some open domain D ⊂ C, then by substituting
w0 = f(z) into equation (74) gives the general solution to equation (38) as

W = if ′(z)/ Im f(z).

We now demonstrate �eorem 3.6 and construct the normal form for I by first computing 1-forms in
H that are dual to vector fields Z1, Z2 as in the proof of �eorem 3.5:

ϑ1 = w−1
1 (dw1 − w2 dz), ϑ2 = dw0 − w1 dz − (w0/w1)(dw1 − w2 dz).

We obtain the chart Ψ : V → W × K used in the proofs of �eorem 3.5 and 3.6 by identifying the orbit

space W = V/K with the slice pS ⊂ N where w0 = i, w1 = 1 and w2 = ξ, and then le�ing Ψ be the

inverse of the restriction of the rightK-action ρ to pS ×K ; in coordinates this is given by

z = z, ξ = w2/w1, c1 = w1, c2 = w0 − iw1.

It is easy to check that

Ψ∗ Z1 = c1∂c1 + c2∂c2 , Ψ∗ Z2 = ∂c2 ,

the la�er being le�-invariant holomorphic vector fields onK . �eir duals are le�-invariant (1,0)-forms

µ1L = c−1
1 dc1, µ2L = dc2 − (c2/c1)dc1,

while the right-invariant (1,0)-forms that coincide with these at the identity inK are

µ1R = c−1
1 dc1, µ2R = c−1

1 dc2.

As in equation (61) in the proof of �eorem 3.6, we let θi = (Ψ∗Ωi
j)(ϑ

j − ϑj), where Ω is the matrix as in

(44) such that µiR = Ωi
jµ

j
L. �is yields the G-basic 1-forms

θ1 =
1

w1
(dw1 −w2 dz)−

1

w1
(dw1 − w2 dz) =

1

W
β − 1

W
β,

θ2 =
1

w1
(dw0 −w1 dz − dw0 + w1dz) +

(
w0 − w0

w1w1

)
(dw1 − w2 dz)− iθ1 =

2

|W |2β − iθ1.

(77)

�e coframe given by�eorem 3.6 is completed by closed 1-forms σ1 = dz, σ2 = dξ and their conjugates.
(Since rankH = dimK there are no η 1-forms in this coframe.)

We will later revisit this example in §4.5, reconstructing the integrable extension E from the system I .
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�e next example shows that for a given N and H, and complex Lie group K acting on N preserving
H, inequivalent real forms ofK can lead to inequivalent Darboux integrable quotient systems.

Example 7. Now we take N = J3
hol(C,C) with complex coordinates z, w0, w1, w2, w3, and define the

holomorphic contact system

H = {dw0 − w1 dz, dw1 − w2 dz, dw2 − w3 dz}diff
with real form E . On N , define the holomorphic vector fields

Z1 = ∂w0

Z2 = w0∂w0
+ w1∂w1

+ w2∂w2
+ w3∂w3

Z3 =
1
2w

2∂w0
+ ww1∂w1

+ (w0w2 + w2
1)∂w2

+ (w0w3 + 3w1w2)∂w3
,

(78)

which are infinitesimal symmetries of the contact system, and satisfy

[ Z1, Z2] = Z1, [ Z1, Z3] = Z2, [ Z2, Z3] = Z3,

matching the structure constants of SL(2,R). �us, the Zi form a Lie algebra which generate a local

holomorphic action of K = SL(2,C) on N , while the real vector fields Xi = Zi + Zi form a real
subalgebra arising from the action of the non-compact real form G = SL(2,R) ⊂ SL(2,C) on N . �e
K-action is transverse toH when w1 6= 0 while the G-action is transverse to E ′ at points where Imw0 6=
0, w1 6= 0. Accordingly, we let V ⊂ N denote the open subset where Imw0 6= 0, w1 6= 0, and let
U = πG(V) .

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

Dz = ∂z + w1∂w0
+ w2∂w1

+ w3∂w2

as well as with its complex conjugate Dz , as in the previous examples. �e lowest-order G-invariant
functions on V are z and the real-valued function w1w1/(w0 − w0)

2, and we can generate higher-order
invariants by applying Dz and Dz . If we let

U = ln
(
−4w1w1/(w0 − w0)

2
)
= ln

(
|w1|2/(Imw0)

2
)
, (79)

one can check that

Dz(DzU) = 1
2e

U . (80)

For a given function f on J3
hol(C,C), Dzf gives a function that restricts to any integral surface of the

contact system E to give the z-derivative of the restriction of f (and similarly for the z-derivative). �us,
it follows from (80) that the image of an integral surface of E under πG gives a solution to the elliptic
Liouville equation

∆U = 2eU . (81)

(Note that if z = x+iy then∆ = ∂2x+∂
2
y = 4∂z∂z .) It follows from�eorem 3.1 that the system I = E/G

encoding the elliptic Liouville equation is Darboux integrable. Moreover, se�ing w0 = f(z), w1 = f ′(z)
for holomorphic f in (79) yields the first solution formula in (2).

Finally we use Remark 3.2 to compute the Darboux Invariants. �e lowest-order holomorphic K-
invariants on N are z and the Schwarzian derivative

ξ =
w3

w1
− 3

2

w2
2

w2
1

.

When ξ is expressed in terms of the derivatives of U we get,

ξ = Uzz − 1
2(Uz)

2, (82)

which is the second independent holomorphic Darboux invariant for the elliptic Liouville equation (81).
Again, se�ing w0 = f(z), w1 = f ′(z) for holomorphic f in (80) yields the first solution formula in (2).
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Consider now a different basis Wi for the same complex Lie algebra sl(2,C), given in terms of the vector
fields Zi in equation (78) on N by

W1 =
1
2 Z1 + Z3, W2 = iZ2, W3 = i(12 Z1 − Z3).

�is basis satisfies bracket relations with structure constants matching those of su(2):

[W1, W2] = W3, [W1, W3] = −W2, [W2, W3] = W1.

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

these arise from the action of the compact real form G̃ = SU(2) ⊂ SL(2,C) onN . �is action of SU(2)
is transverse to E ′ on the open subset where w1 6= 0, so we now let V ⊂ N denote this set, and let
U = πG̃(V).

�e lowest order G̃-invariants are z and |w1|2/(1 + |w|2). If we let

U = ln
(
4|w1|2/(1 + |w|2)

)
(83)

then proceeding as before we find that

Dz(DzU) = −1
2e

U

while z and ξ = Uzz − 1
2U

2
z generate the Darboux invariants. So, the image of an integral surface of

E under πG̃ gives a solution of ∆U = −2eU , an alternate version of the elliptic Liouville equation. In

particular, se�ing w0 = f(z), w1 = f ′(z) for holomorphic f in (83) yields the second solution formula in
(2).

Moreover, the corresponding Pfaffian system Ĩ = E/G̃ is not contact-equivalent to the system I en-
coding (81). �is is due to the fact that, as we will see in �eorem 4.16 and Corollary 4.17 below, the
Vessiot algebras g and g̃ are contact invariants (up to Lie algebra isomorphisms) of the respective Darboux

integrable systems I and Ĩ .

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. �e next example shows that this is not the only possibility.

Example 8. Consider the Cartan-Hilbert equation

ℓz = (kzz)
2 (84)

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

H = {dk − kz dz, dkz − kzz dz, dℓ − (kzz)
2 dz}diff .

�is system admits the complex split form of g2 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, ℓ respectively.)

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

Z3 = 3z∂k + 3∂kz
Z7 = − 7∂k

Z10 = ∂ℓ

Z11 = − z2

4
∂k −

z

2
∂kz −

1

2
∂kzz − kz∂ℓ

Z14 = − z3

144
∂k −

z2

48
∂kz −

z

24
∂kzz +

1

12
(k − zkz)∂ℓ .
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(We retain the numbering for the vector fields from [2].) �e action generated by these vector fields does
not satisfy the transversality conditions in �eorem 3.1. In fact, we must pass to the second prolongation
of systemH,

pH = {dk − kz dz, dkz − kzz dz, dkzz − kzzz dz, dkzzz − kzzzz dz, dℓ − (kzz)
2 dz}diff

defined on a complex 7-manifold with coordinates (z, k, ℓ, kz , kzz, kzzz, kzzzz), and prolong the above vec-

tor fields to obtain vector fields pZα on the 7-manifold which are transverse symmetries of pH. We now

summarize the construction of the quotient of the realification E of pH by the action generated by the real

form g = spanR{ pXα = pZα + pZα} of k.
�e lowest order real differential invariant of g is

u = i

(
ℓ− ℓ̄

4
− (k − k̄)2

(z − z̄)3
− k2 + kk̄ + k̄2

z − z̄
+ 3

(k − k̄)(kz + k̄z̄)

(z − z̄)2

)
. (85)

By applying the g-invariant vector field

Dz := ∂z + kz∂k + kzz∂kz + kzzz∂kzz + kzzzz∂kzzz + (kzz)
2∂ℓ

and its complex conjugate, we obtain further invariants

uz = Dzu =
i

4
α2, uz̄ = − i

4
ᾱ2, uzz̄ = i

αᾱ

z̄ − z
, (86)

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

α := kzz −
4kz + 2k̄z̄
z − z̄

+ 6
k − k̄

(z − z̄)2
.

It is evident from the relations among the invariants in (86) that the quotient system E/G represents the
second-order elliptic PDE in the plane given by

uzz = −4

√
uzuz̄

i(z − z̄)
or uxx + uyy = 4

√
u2x + u2y

y
(87)

We should note that (87) is Darboux integrable only a�er one prolongation, and the system E/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

invariant of k = spanC{pZα} on the complex 7-manifold (see Remark 3.2). In terms of the g-invariants
u, uz, uzz, uzzz , this Darboux invariant has the rather formidable expression

ξ = −(1 + i)
√
2 kzzzz = 2

uzzz√
uz

+ 8

√
uz

(z − z̄)2
+ 8

uzz√
uz(z − z̄)

− u2zz

u
3/2
z

. (88)

�e general solution to equation (87) is given by (85) where k and ℓ are holomorphic functions satisfying
equation (84), and on such solutions ξ 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�otient 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 I (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 �eorem 3.1, so that locally I = E/G
whereG is a real form ofK (see�eorem 4.8 and Corollary 4.9 below in §4.3). �is result is a local converse
to �eorem 3.1. �e 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�eorem 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 G, by means of
a locally-defined coframe we call the Vessiot coframe based at a chosen point m ∈ M . �e 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 thatM is a real-analytic manifold of dimensionm,
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. �eVessiot Coframe. �eprincipal result of this subsection is a refinement of the 1-adapted coframe
for Darboux integrable elliptic distributions (D, J) given in�eorem 2.18. �is is necessary for identifying
the Lie algebra of groupG 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 �eorem 4.5 in [7].

�eorem 4.1. Let (D, J) be a Darboux integrable elliptic distribution of rank 2d onM , with I = D⊥ and

singular bundle V , and let q = rankV (∞). �en given any pointm ∈M there exists an open set U about m
and a 1-adapted coframe (θi, ηr, σu, ηr, σu) on U such that

(a) V (∞)|U = spanC{ηr, σu}, where 1 ≤ r ≤ q − d, 1 ≤ u ≤ d;
(b) (I ⊗C)|U = spanC{θi, ηr, ηr}, where 1 ≤ i ≤ n = m− 2q;
(c) the coframe satisfies structure equations of the form

dσu = 0, (89a)

dηr = 1
2E

r
uvσ

u ∧ σv + F r
usσ

u ∧ ηs, (89b)

dθi = 1
2A

i
abπ

a ∧ πb + 1
2P

i
jA

i
abπ

a ∧ πb + 1
2C

i
jkθ

j ∧ θk +M i
ajπ

a ∧ θj, (89c)

where (ηr, σu) are as usual combined into a single vector π = (πa) with 1 ≤ a ≤ q, and θi ≡ P i
jθ

j

mod ηr, ηr defines P i
j ;

(d) the coefficients Ai
ab,M

i
aj , E

r
uv, F

r
us ∈ H(V );

(e) the 1-forms θi are imaginary-valued on (real) vectors in TmM ;

(f) the coefficients Ci
jk are real constants, and are the structure constants of a Lie algebra g of dimension

n.

We call a 1-adapted coframe (θi, ηr, σu, ηr, σu) which also satisfies the structure equations in �eorem
4.1 a Vessiot coframe for (D, J) based at m ∈ M . It is important to emphasize here that, for Darboux
integrable systems of the form E/G from �eorem 3.1, �eorem 3.6 shows that there exists a Vessiot
coframe for the corresponding Darboux integrable distribution. Since�eorem 4.1 gives a Vessiot coframe
for all Darboux integrable distributions, this suggests the converse to �eorem 3.6 might hold locally for
all Darboux integrable systems; see Corollary 4.9.

Proof: We prove �eorem 4.1 by modifying as necessary the steps leading to a ‘4-adapted’ coframe as in
[7].

Step 1. Let (θi, ηr, σu, ηr, σu) be a 1-adapted coframe satisfying the conditions of�eorem 2.18 on an open

neighborhood aboutm, and let (Ti, Nr, Su, Nr, Su) be the dual frame. (It will sometimes be convenient to
refer to parts of the coframe as vectors of 1-forms, denoted as θ, η andσ.) Note thatV |U = {θi, ηr, σu, ηr},
and this coframe already satisfies parts (a), (b) of the theorem as well as structure equations (89a) and (89b).
In these first two steps, we will modify the θi so that (89c) is also satisfied.

It follows from the fact that dσ, dθ and dη contain no σ ∧σ terms (see equations (14a), (14b) and (14c))
that the vector fields Su, which form a basis of sections forD+, satisfy the essential condition [ Su, Sv] = 0.
Following the argument on page 1925 of [7] let Suv = [ Su, Sv], and more generally for a multi-indexW
whose entries range between 1 and d let

SWv = [ SW , Sv].

Because dσ = 0 and dπ contains no σ ∧ σ terms, Suv is in the span of the vectors Ti and Nr. Moreover,
since dη contains no σ ∧ θ or σ ∧ η terms, then [ Su, Ti] and [ Su, Nr] are also in the span of Ti and Nr .
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It follows by induction (and the Jacobi identity) that SW ∈ spanC{Ti, Nr} whenever |W | > 1. (We let
|W | denote the length ofW .)

�ere will be a finite subset of these iterated brackets that spanD(∞)
+ = spanC{Ti, Nr, Su}. In partic-

ular, there will be a finite set {SWr}, with |Wr| > 1, such that (Ti, SWr , Su) is a local basis of sections of

D(∞)
+ . �us, (Ti, SWr , Su, SWr , Su) is a local frame onM , and we let (θ̃i, η̃r, σu, η̃r, σu) denote its dual

coframe. Note that the 1-forms σu are unchanged, and the η̃r have the same span as the ηr , but may not

satisfy the desired structure equations (89b); in fact, we will discard η̃r and use (θ̃i, ηr, σu, ηr, σu) as our
new coframe.

Since [ Su, Sv] = 0 it follows by the Jacobi identity that [ SW , Sv] = 0 for allW and hence [SWr , SWs ] =

0 for all r, s. �us, the expressions for dθ̃i in terms of our new coframe contain no terms of the form η∧σ,
σ ∧ η, or η ∧ η. �us (dropping the tildes) our new structure equations have the form

dθi = 1
2A

i
abπ

a ∧ πb + 1
2B

i
abπ

a ∧ πb + 1
2C

i
jkθ

j ∧ θk +M i
akπ

a ∧ θk +N i
akπ

a ∧ θk, (90)

where the complex coefficients Ai
ab, B

i
ab, C

i
jk are skew-symmetric in the lower indices. (�e coframe at

this point is analogous to the ‘2-adapted’ coframe in �eorem 4.3 of [7]; compare (90) to equation (4.13)
in [7].) Our coframe is still 1-adapted in the sense of �eorem 2.18 and in particular this implies that

Bi
ab = P i

jA
j
ab where θ

i ≡ P i
j θ

j mod ηr, ηr defines P i
j .

Step 2. Let (θi, ηr, σu, ηr, σu) be the coframe from Step 1. Let (ti, za, zb) be adapted local coordinates (in

the sense of Lemma 2.14) defined on a possibly smaller neighborhood U of m. �e 1-forms (θi, dza, dzb)
also form a local coframe onU, and let (Ti, Ua, Ub) be its dual frame. (Note that since the span of the dza

is the same as that of the πa, then the Ti are the same vectors as in the dual frame to (θi, ηr, σu, ηr, σu)
used above.) We now follow the argument on page 1926 in [7] for our next coframe adaptation.

Since by (90), dθ contains no π ∧ π terms, then [ Ua, Ub] = 0. Similarly to Step 1, for any multi-index
A whose entries range between 1 and q we define iterated brackets

UAb = [UA, Ub]

and note that, by the Jacobi identity, [ UA, Ub] = 0 for all A, b. Moreover, because of the structure
equations satisfied by our temporary coframe (θi, dza, dza), [ Ua, Ub] is in the span of the Ti, and the
same is true for UA whenever |A| > 1. On the other hand, since (D+)

⊥ = spanC{θi, πa, ηr}, then
D+ ⊂ (spanC{θi, πa})⊥ = spanC{Ua}, and it follows that D(∞)

+ ⊂ spanC{UA | |A| ≥ 1}. Since

spanC{UA | |A| > 1} ⊂ spanC{Ti} ⊂ D(∞)
+ ,

then there are finitely many UAi
with |Ai| > 1 that form a local basis for spanC{Ti}.

�us, (UAi
, Ua, Ub) is a local frame. If we let (θ̃i, π̃a, π̃b) be the dual coframe, then at each point

the span of our new 1-forms θ̃i is the same as that of the θi. However, we retain the previous 1-forms

π = (ηr, σu), taking (θ̃i, πa, πb) as our new coframe. Because [ UA, Ub] = 0, and the span of the π̃a is the

same as that of the πa, the structure equations satisfied by θ̃i in our new coframe contain no θ̃ ∧ π terms,
and so a�er dropping the tildes we have

dθi = 1
2A

i
abπ

a ∧ πb +Bi
abπ

a ∧ πb + 1
2C

i
jkθ

j ∧ θk +M i
ajπ

a ∧ θj. (91)

(At this point our coframe (θi, ηr, ηr, σa, σa) is analogous to the ‘3-adapted’ coframe in�eorem 4.4 in [7]

where θi plays the role of θiX and θi plays the role of θiY ; compare equation (91) to (4.22) in [7].) Again our

coframe is still 1-adapted and so Bi
ab = P i

jA
j
ab and part (c) is proved.

Let (Ti, Ua, Ub) be the dual frame to our new coframe. If we take the exterior derivative of equation

(91), the terms containing πb imply that

Ub(A
i
ab) = 0, Ub(C

i
jk) = 0, Ub(M

i
aj) = 0, (92)
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and so Ai
ab, C

i
jk,M

i
aj ∈ H(V ) by Lemma 2.12, establishing part (d) of the theorem. For later use, we also

note that the terms containing θi ∧ θj ∧ θk lead to the identity
Ci
jlC

l
km + Ci

klC
l
mj + Ci

mlC
l
jk = 0. (93)

Before giving the final coframe adaptation which will finish the proof of �eorem 4.1, we need two
lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. Let (θi, πa, πb), with πa = (ηr, σu), be a 1-adapted coframe on U satisfying equations (89a),

(89b) and (91). Let P be the non-singular n× n matrix P of functions such that θi ≡ P i
jθ

j mod η,η. �en

P i
jC

j
ℓm = −Ci

jkP
j
ℓ P

k
m. (94)

Proof. Equation (94) follows by substituting θi ≡ P i
jθ

j mod η,η into equation (91) and its conjugate. �

Lemma 4.3. Let (θi, πa, πb) be a coframe defined on a neighborhood U of m ∈ M again satisfying (89a),

(89b) and (91). �ere exists a constant-coefficient change of coframe θ̃ = Kθ such that θ̃ is imaginary-valued

on (real) vectors in TmM .

Note that a�er this change of coframe, part (e) holds and the new matrix P̃ i
j defined as in Lemma (4.2)

satisfies P̃ i
j (m) = −δij .

Proof. Let (Tj , Ua, Ua) be the dual frame to the given coframe. In terms of an adapted coordinate system

(ti, za, za), there is a nonsingular n× n matrix B whose entries are complex-valued functions satisfying

Tj = Bi
j∂ti .

�en there is a nonsingular constant matrixK such that Re(B(m)K−1) = 0. It follows that if we make a

change θ̃i = Ki
jθ

j of the adapted coframe from Step 2, then the 1-forms θ̃i are imaginary-valued atm. �

Step 3. Let (θi, πa, πb) a local adapted coframe from Step 2, modified by a constant-coefficient change of

coframe as in Lemma 4.3 so that it satisfies part (e) of the theorem. Let (ti, za, zb) be adapted coordinates
near m. (In what follows will be convenient to suppress indices and write these coordinates as vectors,

e.g., t = (ti), z = (za).) Denote the local coordinates of m by (t0, z0) ∈ R
n × C

q . Let P̊ i
j = P i

j

∣∣
t=t0

;

these are real-analytic (but not holomorphic) functions on an open set U0 ⊂ C
q about z0, and by Lemma

4.3 satisfy P̊ i
j

∣∣
z0

= −δij . �en substituting t = t0 into equation (94) gives

P̊ i
j (z, z)C

j
ℓm(z) = −Ci

jk(z)P̊
j
ℓ (z, z)P̊

k
m(z, z), (95)

where we have emphasized the dependence on local coordinates.
We now use z and w = (wa) as coordinates on C

2q = C
q × C

q , and let D = {(z,w) | w = z}
be the ‘diagonal’ in C

2q . Let πz : D → C
q be the restriction to D of the projection (z,w) 7→ z and let

D0 = D ∩ π−1
z

(U0). Using a construction called polarization (see Lemma 3.1.4 and Proposition 3.1.5 in
[20]), there exist unique holomorphic functions F i

j (z,w) defined on a open set V0 ⊂ C
2q containing D0

such that
F i
j

∣∣
D0

= π∗
z
P̊ i
j .

In the other words, the functions F i
j are the unique holomorphic extensions of π∗

z
P̊ i
j to the vicinity ofD0.

(We shrink V0 as necessary to ensure that the F i
j are components of a nonsingular matrix.) Similarly, we

let Si
jk be the unique holomorphic functions on V0 such that

Si
jk

∣∣
D0

= π∗
z
Ci
jk.

Note that because Ci
jk depends only on z, Si

jk depends only on w.

Now by a slight extension of polarization applied to the components of equation (95), we have

F i
j (z,w)Sj

ℓm(w) = −Ci
jk(z)F

j
ℓ (z,w)F k

m(z,w) (96)
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for (z,w) ∈ V0. If we set w = z0 in equation (96), and letKi
j(z) = −F i

j

∣∣
w=z0

we have

Ci
jk

∣∣
z=z0

= (K−1)iℓC
ℓ
kmK

k
jK

m
k , (97)

for which the le�-hand side is constant. We now make the final change of coframe4, se�ing

θ̃i = (K−1)ijθ
j. (98)

Because Ki
j ∈ H(V ), structure equations of the form (91) are still satisfied by the θ̃i. �e corresponding

coefficients Ãi
ab, M̃

i
ak again satisfy equation (92) so that Ãi

ab, M̃
i
ak ∈ H(V ). Moreover, by equation (97),

C̃i
kj = (K−1)iℓC

ℓ
kmK

k
jK

m
k = Ci

jk

∣∣
z=z0

are constants. �e new matrix P̃ defined as in Lemma 4.2 satisfies P̃ i
j = (K−1)ikP

k
ℓ K

ℓ
j . Since K

i
j(m) =

−P i
j (m) = δij we have P̃

i
j (m) = −δij , so that the 1-forms θ̃i are again pure imaginary on TmM . At this

point, parts (c) through (e) are satisfied by θ̃i, and C̃i
jk are constants.

Now dropping the tildes, we have for the coframe at hand,

dθi = 1
2A

i
abπ

a ∧ πb + 1
2P

i
jA

i
abπ

a ∧ πb + 1
2C

i
jkθ

j ∧ θk +M i
akπ

a ∧ θk,
where we use equation (6) to replace the Bi

ab coefficients. �e identity in equation (94) holds here, which

when evaluated atm and using P i
j (m) = −δij gives

Cj
ℓm = Cj

ℓm,

so that the Ci
jk are real. Finally, equation (93) shows that the Ci

jk are the structure constants of a real Lie

algebra of dimension n = m− 2q. �is finishes the proof of part (f) and completes the proof of �eorem
4.1. �

4.2. Constructing an Integrable Extension. �e next step we need in proving the converse of�eorem
3.1 is to construct a further coframe adaptationwhichwill allow us to define an action of the complex group
K onM along with a slice for that action.

Proposition 4.4. Let (I,D, J) be a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system on manifold M . Let

(θ,π,π) be a Vessiot coframe defined on an open set U ⊂ M and based at m ∈ U. Let Ci
jk 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 θi = P i
j θ

j mod ηr, ηr .
�en, defined on a possibly a smaller neighborhood ofm, there is a nonsingular n×n matrix R and an n× q
matrix S, both of whose entries are functions in H(V ), such that the 1-forms

ωi = Ri
jθ

j + ψi + (RPR−1)ijψ
j where ψj := Sj

aπ
a, (99)

satisfy

dωi = 1
2C

i
jkω

j ∧ ωk. (100)

Moreover, the matrix R at each point defines an automorphism of the complexification of the Lie algebra g,

i.e.,

Ri
jC

j
kℓ = Ci

mnR
m
k R

n
ℓ .

In addition R may be chosen such that Ri
j(m) ∈ R, and so the forms ωi are imaginary-valued at m.

Part of the proof follows the arguments in section 4.4 of [7], which utilizes the Frobenius �eorem. 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.

4In practice, as shown in the examples below, when one has explicit formulas for the entries of the matrix P one can compute

the matrixK(z) by treating z and z as independent variables and se�ing Ki
j(z) = −P i

j

∣

∣

t=t0,z=z0
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Proof. Following the proof of �eorem 4.1 in [7], we obtain 1-forms

pθi = Ri
jθ

j + Sj
aπ

a (101)

which satisfy structure equations

dpθi = 1
2G

i
abπ

a ∧ πb + 1
2C

i
jk

pθj ∧ pθk.

(For the dependence of the entries of R,S see the first paragraph of section 4.4 in [7], noting that Si
a

corresponds to φia in [7].) �e 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.

�e proof that the 1-forms ωi satisfy (100) follows the proof of Lemma 5.8 in [7]. (Again, note that the
4-adapted coframe components θiX , θ

i
Y in [7] correspond respectively to the Vessiot coframe components

θi and θi in �eorem 4.1, and hence R̂,Q, Ř and ψj
α in Lemma 5.8 correspond respectively to R,P,R and

Sj
a in this paper.) �

See equations (128), (132), and (134) for examples of the construction of the forms ωi. (Note that these
1-forms do not, in general, belong to I .)

Let ωi be the 1-forms associated to our Vessiot coframe as in Prop. 4.4, based at m and defined on
U ⊂M . �en (ωi, πa, πa) is also a coframe on U. If ( Zi, Ua, Ua) is its dual coframe, then from (100) the
vector fields Zi satisfy

[ Zj , Zk] = −Ci
jk Zi. (102)

LetK be a complex Lie group with structure constants Ci
jk, with a basis ZL

i of le�-invariant holomorphic

vector fields satisfying (42). Since the corresponding right-invariant vector fields ZR
i satisfy the same

bracket relations as (102), U is foliated by orbits of a (local) le� K-action. We will assume the real and
imaginary parts of the vector fields Zi are complete so that this action is global. We let Γ : K × U → U

denote the action ofK such that Γ∗ Z
R
i = Zi.

Now it follows from (99) that

ωi = (RPR−1)ijω
j, (103)

and so {ωi} annihilates a real codimension-n distribution Σ, spanned by the real and imaginary parts of
the Ua. �us, Σ has rank 2q and it follows from (100) that it satisfies the Frobenius condition. Let S be the
maximal integral manifold of Σ through m. Since ωi( Zj) = δij we have that S is transverse to the orbits

ofK .
By (103), P (m) = −I , and because R(m) is real-valued we have ωi|m = −ωi|m, so that

ωi(Xj) = ωi( Zj + Zj)|m = ωi( Zj)|m + ωi( Zj)|m = 0.

If we let G = Km ⊂ K be the isotropy subgroup at m, then the Lie algebra of G has the basis {XR
i =

ZR
i + Z

R
i } and G is a real form ofK .

Suppose now the S ,K , Γ are as above. Since [ Ua, Xi] = 0 we have

Xi|x = 0, x ∈ S,
since S is connected. Hence the Lie algebra of the isotropy subgroup Kx ⊂ 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 thatKx is connected, and that S is a cross-section to the le� action

ofK on U. Let γ : S ×K → U be the restriction of Γ to S ×K , i.e.,

γ(x, k) := Γ(k, x) = k · x, x ∈ S . (104)

(1) �emapγ : S×K → U is a smooth submersion which is equivariant with respect to le�-multiplication

ofK on itself in the domain, and γ∗ Z
R
i = Zi.
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(2) γ is invariant under right-multiplication by elements of G = Km, and induces a le� K-equivariant

injective local diffeomorphism Φ : S ×K/G→ U such that this diagram commutes:

S ×K

S ×K/G U

γ
qG

Φ

(105)

where the usual quotient map qG : K → K/G is extended trivially to the product with S .
Proof. Part (1): �e function γ defined by (104) clearly has the equivariance property stated and γ∗ Z

R
i =

Zi. Since ωi( Zj) = δij , and ω
i|S = 0 , the orbits of K are transverse to S which implies that γ is a

submersion.

Part (2): Since the isotropy subgroupKx at x andG have the same Lie algebra and are connected,Kx = G
for all x ∈ S . �en for (x, k) ∈ S ×K and g ∈ G = Km we have γ(x, kg) = kg · x = k · x = γ(x, k), so
γ is invariant under the right action of G and thus factors through the quotient map qG. �erefore there
exists Φ : S ×K/G → U so that the commutative diagram in (105) holds.

Equivariance ofΦwith respect to the le�K-action is clear, so wemust showΦ is a diffeomorphism onto
its image. Because γ is a submersion, Φ 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 x, y ∈ S
and cosets kG and ℓG, Φ(x, kG) = Φ(y, ℓG). �en ℓ−1k · x = y. Since S is assumed to be a cross-section
to the action of K , we have x = y and ℓ−1k ∈ G, that so kG = ℓG. �us, Φ is injective and part (2) is
proved. �

Remark 4.6. �e map Φ in equation (105) is known as a tube about the orbitK ·m and S is a slice through
m [11]. If the connectivity ofGx fails or S fails to be a global cross-section, then an infinitesimal version of
the diagram (105) exists. Also note that ifK is solvable then S can be found by quadratures; see Corollary
3.1 in [15].

�e 1-forms (ωi, πa, πb) from Proposition 4.4 define a complex coframe on U such that the ωi vanish

when pulled back to S . �us, (πa|S , πb|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

T ∗
1,0S = spanC{πa|S} = spanC{ σu|S , ηr|S }.

Since the pullback of spanC{πa} = V (∞) is a Frobenius system, then JS is integrable. Note that the set of
independent holomorphic Darboux invariants za ∈ H(V ) in Lemma 2.14 restricted to S define complex
coordinates on S . �e structure equations (89a) and (89b) along with Er

uv, F
r
us ∈ H(V ) shows that πa|S

are holomorphic 1-forms.
Now let J be the induced complex structure on the product complex manifold N = S × K . �en

T ∗
1,0(S × K) = spanC{πa|S , µjR} where µjR 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 ×K .

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

By re-definingU in Lemma 4.5 to be the image ofΦwe assume from here on thatΦ is a diffeomorphism.

�eorem4.7. Let (I,D, J) be a normal Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system, let (θi, ηr, σu, ηr, σu)
be a Vessiot coframe based at m ∈ U (as in �eorem 4.1), and let ωi and ψj be defined as in equation (99) of
Proposition 4.4. Let S ⊂ U and the action Γ : K × U → U satisfy the conditions of Lemma 4.5.

If we define

pH = spanC

{
µjR − γ∗ψj ,γ∗ηr

}
, (106)
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then this rank n + q − d sub-bundle of T ∗(S ×K) ⊗ C defines a holomorphic Pfaffian system on S ×K .

Moreover, its realification pE = pHR generates an integrable extension pE of I relative to γ : S × K → U

which is of fiber rank n.

Proof. As noted above, the holomorphic Darboux invariants and the 1-forms πa restrict to be holomorphic
on S . Since ψi = Si

aπ
a where Si

a ∈ H(V ), the ψi also restrict to be holomorphic 1-forms on S . Fur-
thermore since the 1-forms πa = (ηr, σu) are K-invariant, γ∗πa is the same as the pullback of πa|S to

the product, and the same is true for γ∗ψi. �e µiR are holomorphic onK , and thus all the forms in pH in
equation (106) are holomorphic on S ×K .

In order to show that pE is an integrable extension of I , we begin by showing that γ∗θi ∈ pE ⊗C, which
is the crux of the argument. We will use the local representation of I ⊗C given in equation (22b) coupled
with the Vessiot coframe provided by �eorem 4.1.

We may replace the 1-forms θi by θ̃j = Ri
jθ

j where Ri
k is as in equation (99), because Ri

j ∈ H(V ) and

Ri
j defines an automorphism of the algebra k = g⊗C at each point of U, so that θ̃j satisfies the structure

equations in �eorem 4.1 with the same real constants Ci
jk. Furthermore since R(m) is real-valued, θ̃i is

imaginary-valued atm, and so (θ̃i, πa, πb) is a Vessiot coframe based atm. Now equation (99) gives

θ̃i = ωi − ψi − P̃ i
jψ

j , (107)

where θ̃i = P̃ i
j θ̃

j mod ηr, ηr . We now drop the tildes and assume R is the identity matrix for the rest of
the proof. From (107) we have

γ∗θi = γ∗(ωi − ψi − P i
jψ

j). (108)

To compute the right-hand side of (108) we begin by finding γ∗ωj . Since the ωj restrict to be zero on

S , T ∗K ⊗ C is spanned by the µiR and their conjugates, and ZR
j

γ∗ωi = γ∗( Zj ωi) = δij , then

γ∗ωj = µjR −Bj
kµ

k
R (109)

for some coefficients Bj
k. Since µ

k
R = Ωk

ℓµ
ℓ
L from (44), and the vector fields XL

i are tangent to the fibers
of qG, then

0 = XL
i (µjR −Bj

kµ
k
R) = XL

i (Ωj
kµ

k
L −Bj

kΩ
k
ℓ µ

ℓ
L) = Ωj

i −Bj
kΩ

k
i .

It follows that Bj
k = Ωj

iΛ
i
k , so we have

γ∗ωj = µjR − Ωj
iΛ

i
k µ

k
R = Ωj

i (µ
i
L − µiL). (110)

Now from (110) it follows that

γ∗ωj = −Bj
k
γ∗ωk,

and comparing with (103) shows that γ∗P i
j = −Bi

j = −Ωi
kΛ

k
j . Substituting this and (110) into (108) yields

γ∗θi = µiR − γ∗ψi −Bi
j

(
µjR − γ∗ψj

)
= τ i −Bi

jτ
j (111)

where for the sake of convenience in equation (111) we have defined

τ j := µjR − γ∗ψj ∈ pH. (112)

Equations (106) and (111) now show that γ∗θi ∈ pH ⊕ pH = pE ⊗ C.

We next show that the 2-form generators of pE ⊗ C are pullbacks of those of I ⊗ C. Since pE ⊗ C =

{τ j , τ j ,γ∗ηr,γ∗ηr}diff , and the 2-forms d(γ∗ηr) are simply the pullbacks by γ of the 2-forms dηr ∈ I⊗C,
we only need to consider the dτ j and their conjugates.

When we differentiate equation (112), the Maurer-Cartan equations determine the term dµjR, and so we

only need to compute dψj . If we substitute for ωi from equation (107) into (100) we obtain, using equation
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(89c),

A
i + P i

jA
j + 1

2C
i
jkθ

j ∧ θk +M i
ajπ

a ∧ θj + dψi + dP i
j ∧ ψj + P i

jdψ
j

= 1
2C

i
jk

(
θj + ψj + P̃ j

ℓ ψ
ℓ
)
∧ (θk + ψk + P̃ k

mψ
j),

where Ai = 1
2A

i
abπ

a ∧ πb. Isolating the terms involving π ∧ π gives

dψi = 1
2C

i
jkψ

j ∧ ψk −A
i.

Consequently,

dτ i = 1
2C

i
jkµ

j
R ∧ µkR + γ∗

(
A

i − 1
2C

i
jkψ

j ∧ ψk
)
≡ γ∗

A
i mod τ j ,

and similarly dτ i ≡ γ∗
Ai mod τ j . Hence we have

pE ⊗ C = { τ j , τ j, γ∗ηr, γ∗ηr }diff
= {τ j , τ j , γ∗

A
j, γ∗

Aj , γ∗ηr, γ∗ηr, γ∗dηr, γ∗dηr }alg (113)

= {τ j ,γ∗(I ⊗ C)}alg, (114)

where in the last step we use (111) to solve for τ i in terms of γ∗θi and τ i, and use the local representation
of I ⊗ C given by equation (22b). (�is is where our hypothesis of normality is used.) To obtain the real
version of equation (114), note that (111) can be wri�en

γ∗θi = τ i −Bi
jτ

j = τ i − Ωi
kΛ

k
j τ

j = Ωi
k(Λ

k
j τ

j − Λk
j τ

j) (115)

and that the forms Λk
j τ

j − Λk
j τ

j are pure imaginary. Equation (115) allows us to rewrite (114) in the

equivalent form

pE ⊗ C = {Λk
j τ

j,γ∗(I ⊗ C)}alg = {Λj
kτ

k + Λj
kτ

k,γ∗(I ⊗ C)}alg. (116)

�e pointwise span of the real 1-forms αj = Λj
kτ

k + Λj
kτ

k define a sub-bundle J ⊂ T ∗(S ×K) of rank

dimG. �e forms αi satisfy αi(XL
j ) = δij and hence J is transverse to the fibers of γ in equation (105).

�is shows J satisfies conditions [i] and [ii] in (54). From equation (116) we then have

pE = {αj ,γ∗I}alg.

�is verifies condition [iii] in (54), and therefore the real Pfaffian system pE with J ⊂ T ∗(S ×K) defines
an integrable extension of I relative to γ : S ×K → U, with fiber rank dimG = n. �

4.3. Proof of the Converse to the �otient �eorem. �e next theorem and its corollary show that

the extension pE in �eorem 4.7 satisfies the hypotheses of �eorem 3.1 and that Φ∗I on S ×K/G is the

quotient of pE by G ⊂ 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 �eorem
3.1.

�eorem 4.8. Let (I,D, J) be a normal Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system and let S,K, pH, pE
be as in �eorem 4.7 and Φ : S ×K/G → U as in diagram (105). �en

(1) pH = spanC

{
µjR − γ∗ψj ,γ∗ηr

}
is a rank n+q−d holomorphic Pfaffian system on S×K invariant

under right-multiplication by K .

(2) �e right action ofK on S ×K is transverse to pH .

(3) �e real form G ofK satisfies I = Φ∗(pE/G) on U, with G acting on the right on S ×K .

(4) �e system pH satisfies pH(∞) = 0.
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Proof. Part (1): By�eorem 4.7 we only need to check that pH in equation (106) is rightK-invariant. Using
the Vessiot coframe based atm from the proof of �eorem 4.7 the forms πa = (σu, ηr) on U are invariant
with respect to the Γ action ofK and so by the equivariance of γ and πa( Zi) = 0, the forms (γ∗σu,γ∗ηr)
areK-basic for the le� action ofK on S ×K . A form which is le�K-basic on S ×K is alsoK-basic for
the rightK-action, and so this shows the γ∗ηr ∈ pH satisfy the conditions in (1).

In equation (99) the coefficients Si
a are holomorphic Darboux invariants and thus ψi = Si

aπ
a are K-

invariant on U. �erefore γ∗ψi = γ∗(Si
aπ

a) are le� (and hence right) K-basic. �e forms µjR on S ×K

are rightK-invariant, so we conclude that pH is right K-invariant.

Part (2): �e holomorphic infinitesimal generators ZL
i defined in §3.1 for the right action ofK on S ×K

satisfy ZL
i (µjR − γ∗ψj) = Ωi

j by equation (44). �e matrix Ωi
j is pointwise invertible and so the right

action ofK is transverse to pH .

Part (3): In order to compute pE/G on S ×K/G we need to determine generators for theG-basic 1-forms

and 2-forms of pE on S ×K ; see §2.2 in [3]. �e commutative diagram (105) gives γ∗ = q∗
G ◦ Φ∗ so that

the forms
γ∗

A
i, γ∗

Ai, γ∗ηr, γ∗ηr, γ∗dηr, γ∗dηr, γ∗θi

are automatically right G-basic on S × K and by (113) are among the algebraic generators of pE ⊗ C.

Since the expression of any G-basic form of pE ⊗ C in terms of the generators in (113) cannot include any

combination of the τ j or τ j (as they are not even πG-semibasic), we have

(pE ⊗ C)/G = { Φ∗
A

i, Φ∗
Ai, Φ∗ηr, Φ∗ηr, Φ∗dηr, Φ∗dηr, Φ∗θi }alg = Φ∗(I ⊗ C)

on S ×K/G and hence pE/G = Φ∗I .

Part (4): On S × K the singular bundle for pE is W = T ∗
1,0(S × K) ⊕ pH (see equation (26)) which has

rank 2n + 2q − d, while by equation (51) the singular bundle V for I satisfies W/G = Φ∗V and has

rank n + 2q − d. We have W (∞) = T ∗
1,0(S × K) ⊕ pH

(∞)
which has rank n + q + rank pH

(∞)
. Since

G acts transversely to W (∞), then rank(W (∞)/G) = q + rank pH
(∞)

. Since G also acts transversely to

W , by �eorem 2.2 in [3] we have Φ∗(V (∞)) = W (∞)/G. Since since rankV (∞) = q, this implies that

rank pH
(∞)

= 0.
�

We now identify a manifold N with a (right) K action and Pfaffian system E such that I = E/G.
�is canonical construction follows from the fact that I = Φ∗(pE/G). Let N = (Φ−1)∗(S × K) be the
pullback principal G bundle of qG : S ×K → S ×K/G from diagram (105) and let Ψ : N → S ×K be
the induced diffeomorphism. �e manifold N has a complex structure induced from Ψ, with free action
ρ : N ×K → N

(x, (y, k)) · h = (x′, (y, kh)) where x = γ(y, k), x′ = γ(y, kh),

for y ∈ S and h, k ∈ K . �e quotient map πG : N → N/G satisfies πG = γ ◦ Ψ and gives rise to the
commutative diagram

N = (Φ−1)∗(S ×K)

U

S ×K

S ×K/G

πG

Φ

Ψ

qGγ (117)

Corollary 4.9. �e Pfaffian systemH = Ψ∗ pH is holomorphic onN andK is a symmetry group ofH which

acts transversely toH . �e pullback Pfaffian system E = Ψ∗ pE is the realification ofH and satisfies I = E/G.
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Proof. �e proof follows by standard commutative diagram arguments. �

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

E ⊗ C = { π∗Gηr, π∗Gηr, π∗Gθi, π∗Gθ
i
, Ψ∗τ i }N

I ⊗ C = { ηr, ηr, θi, θi }U

{ γ∗ηr, γ∗ηr, γ∗θi, γ∗θi, τ i }S×K

{ Φ∗ηr, Φ∗ηr,Φ∗θi,Φ∗θi }S×K/G

πG

Φ

Ψ

qGγ

(118)
See Example 9 where Corollary 4.9 and the commutative diagram (118) are demonstrated.

Remark 4.10. �e commutative diagrams (117) and (118) can also be constructed starting with N , H and
K as in �eorem 3.1 as follows. Take the chart Ψ on V used in the proof of �eorem 3.6 along with the
Vessiot coframe on U constructed in �eorem 3.6. Using the adapted chart Φ−1 : U → W × K/G, the
systems on the right side of diagram (118) are just the pullbacks (or the local chart representation) ofE⊗C

on V and I ⊗C on U from�eorem 3.1 and�eorem 3.6. In this case the forms τ i in the diagram (118) are
defined using equations (44) and (58) by τ i = Ωi

j(Ψ
−1)∗ϑj .

It is worth noting that if I is a maximally Darboux integrable Pfaffian system thenK is the trivial group
and �eorem 4.8 and Corollary 4.9 degenerate to Proposition 2.27.

4.4. �eVessiot Algebra. Given an elliptic decomposable Darboux integrable system (I,D, J) on a man-
ifoldM , about each pointm ∈M we have associated a coframe in�eorem 4.1 where theCi

jk in equation

(89c) 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 pointm. 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 (I,D, J).

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

�eorem 4.11. Let (θj, πa, πa) and (θ̃j, αa, αa) be two Vessiot adapted coframes based atm and defined on

an open set U (as in �eorem 4.1), and satisfying structure equations (89) with real coefficients Cj
kℓ and C̃

j
kℓ

respectively. �en the two corresponding algebras g and g̃ are isomorphic as real Lie algebras.

Proof. Condition (2) of �eorem 4.1 implies there exists functions Qj
k, S

j
r , T

j
r such that

θ̃j = Qj
kθ

k + Sj
rη

r + T j
r η

r, (119)

while condition (1) of �eorem 4.1 implies Qi
j is invertible at each point of U. If ( Zj , Ua, Ua) denotes

the dual frame to (θj, πa, πa), then taking the exterior derivative of equation (119) and using the structure
equations in �eorem 4.1 for both coframes implies Ua(Q

i
j) = 0, hence by Lemma 2.12 we have Qi

j ∈
H(V ). �en matching the coefficients of θj ∧ θk in the exterior derivative of equation (119) gives

Qi
mC

m
jk = C̃i

mnQ
m
j Q

n
k . (120)

Equation (120) implies that the complex Lie algebras defined by Ci
jk and C̃i

jk are isomorphic. However,

since θk|m = −θk|m and θ̃j|m = −θ̃j|m, taking conjugates in (119) gives Qj
k(m) ∈ R. Hence when

equation (120) is evaluated at m, Qi
j(m) defines an isomorphism of the real Lie algebras defined by Ci

jk

and C̃i
jk

�

41



�e next theorem uses a Vessiot coframe based atmwith corresponding algebra g to construct a Vessiot
coframe based at an arbitrary point n in a particular neighbourhood ofm such that the associated algebra
for the Vessiot coframe at n is again g.

�eorem 4.12. Let (θj, πa, πa) be a Vessiot coframe based atm ∈ U with Ci
jk defining the algebra g and let

Φ : S ×K/G → U be the diffeomorphism from Lemma 4.5. Let n ∈ U, let (s, hG) = Φ−1(n) ∈ S ×K/G,

and let θ̃j = Λj
k(h)θ

k where Λi
j(h) = [Ad∗(h)]ij is defined in equation (43). �en

(θ̃j, πa, πa)

is a Vessiot coframe based at n, and the θ̃j satisfy structure equations (89c) with the same coefficients Ci
jk as

those satisfied by θj .

Proof. �e structure equations satisfied by θ̃j = Λj
k(h)θ

k are of the same form as those in (89c) with the

same coefficients Ci
jk because Λ(h) = [Ad∗(h)] defines an automorphism of k∗ = g∗ ⊗ C. We now need

to show that θ̃j is imaginary-valued on TnU which will finish the proof of the theorem.
Without loss of generality we may assume as in the proof of �eorem 4.7 that (a�er a change in frame,

as in equation (107)) we have

θi = ωi − ψi − P i
jψ

j .

Let ( Zk, Ua, Ua) denote the dual frame and note that

θ̃j(Ua) = Λj
k(h)θ

k(Ua) = 0, θ̃j(Ua) = 0 (121)

so that we need only show

θ̃j(Re( Zk))|n = Λj
ℓ(h)ω

ℓ(Re( Zk))|n, θ̃j(Im(Zk))|n = Λj
ℓ(h)ω

ℓ(Im(Zk))|n (122)

are pure imaginary.
We show this by using the map γ in equation (105) where γ(s, a) = Φ(s, aG) = n and equation (110)

to find,

γ∗(Λi
j(h)ω

j |n) = Λi
j(h)Ω

j
k(h)(µ

k
L − µkL)|(s,h) = (µiL − µiL)|(s,h),

since Ω = Λ−1. �e right side of this equation is pure imaginary valued on real vectors which along with
γ being a submersion shows the terms in equation (122) are pure imaginary. �erefore by equations (121)

and (122) we have θ̃j is imaginary valued on TnU. �

�eorem 4.12 shows that the mapping which assigns to each point m ∈ M the corresponding algebra
g of a Vessiot coframe based atm is locally constant. From this we have the following corollaries.

Corollary 4.13. Let (I,D, J) be a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system on a connected manifold

M . �en the algebra g associated to a Vessiot coframe at a pointm is independent ofm. We call this the Vessiot

algebra of (I,D, J).
�e Vessiot coframes constructed in �eorem 3.6 give the second corollary.

Corollary 4.14. Let (I,D, J) be a Darboux integrable elliptic decomposable system such that I arises as a

quotient E/G of the realification of a holomorphic system H satisfying the conditions of �eorem 3.1. �en

the Lie algebra g of G is the Vessiot algebra of (I,D, J).
In the proof of Lemma 4.5, where the vector fields Zi 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 Φ in equation (105) may only
define a local diffeomorphism on a neighbourhood U of (s0, [e]) ∈ S ×K/G. However the same proof of
�eorem 4.12 holds in this case for points n ∈ U and Corollary 4.13 holds similarly.

Motivated by definitions in complex geometry and the case of second order PDE in the plane, discussed
in Example 2 and below, we make the following definition.
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Definition 4.15. Two elliptic distributions (Dℓ, Jℓ), ℓ = 1, 2 are equivalent if there exists a diffeomorphism
Φ :M1 →M2 such that Φ∗D1 = D2 and either

Φ∗J1(X) = J2(Φ∗X) ∀X ∈ D1

or

Φ∗J1(X) = −J2(Φ∗X) ∀X ∈ D1.

Due to the fact that Dℓ,+ and Dℓ,− are the ±i eigenspaces of Jℓ, these conditions hold if and only if

Φ∗D1,± = D2,±, or Φ∗D1,± = D2,∓ (123)

As expected, the Vessiot algebra is well-behaved under this notion of equivalence.

�eorem 4.16. Let (Dℓ, Jℓ), ℓ = 1, 2 be equivalent Darboux integrable elliptic distributions with Vessiot

algebras g1, g2 and with equivalence Φ : M1 → M2 such thatM1 andM2 are connected. �en the Vessiot
algebras are isomorphic.

Proof. We first assume Φ∗D1,± = D2,± in equation (123). Since the singular bundles are given by Vℓ =

(Dℓ,−)
⊥, we have

Φ∗V2 = V1. (124)

Now let (θi2, π
a
2 , π

a
2) be a Vessiot coframe for (D2, J2) based at m2 and defined on open set U2. We claim

that

(θi1, π
a
1 , π

a
1) := Φ∗(θi2, π

a
2 , π

a
2)

defines a Vessiot coframe for (D1, J1) based at m1 defined on U1, where m1 = Φ−1(m2) and U1 =
Φ−1(U2). Equation (124) shows that the algebraic conditions in parts (a) and (b) of�eorem 4.1 are satisfied
by (θi1, π

a
1 , π

a
1). While the structure equations in part (c) are satisfied by commuting the exterior derivative

and pullback, with coefficients Ci
jk the same for both coframes. Moreover, since the θi2 are imaginary-

valued at m2, the θ
i
1 are imaginary-valued at m1. �erefore by �eorem 4.11 and Corollary 4.13 the Lie

algebras g1 and g2 are isomorphic.
Lastly, if we assume instead that Φ∗D1,− = D2,+ then we can make a similar argument, but with

θi1 = Φ∗θi2, πa1 = Φ∗πa2 , πa1 = Φ∗πa2

providing a Vessiot coframe for (D1, J1). �

We now examine the invariance property of the Vessiot algebra for Darboux integrable second order
elliptic PDE in the plane. Let Fℓ(x

i, u, ui, uij) = 0, ℓ = 1, 2 be two elliptic PDE in the plane as in Example
2 and let (Iℓ,Dℓ, Jℓ), be the corresponding decomposable elliptic system defined on the 7-manifoldsMℓ

which we assume to be connected. Suppose now that Φ : M1 → M2 defines an equivalence of the
differential systems so that Φ∗I2 = I1. �e conformal bilinear form defined in equation (31) satisfies

Φ∗〈 , 〉2 = λ〈 , 〉1

where λ is a nowhere vanishing function onM1. Using this fact, the argument leading to equations (37)
givesΦ∗J1 = ±J2Φ∗. �ereforeΦ satisfies Definition 4.15 and defines an equivalence of the corresponding
elliptic distributions (Dℓ, Jℓ). We then have the following.

Corollary 4.17. If Fℓ = 0 for ℓ = 1, 2 are two Darboux integrable second order PDE in the plane whose

Vessiot algebras are not isomorphic, then Fℓ are not locally equivalent.
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4.5. Examples. In this section we demonstrate the construction of the Vessiot coframe in �eorem 4.1
along with construction of the extension E and the superposition formula from�eorem 4.8 and Corollary
4.9 for a number of examples.

In Example 9 we re-visit the equationWz̄ = 1
2 |W |2 appearing in Examples 3, 6 and give all the details

and formulas leading to diagrams (117), (118). In Example 10 we include a short discussion on the possible
geometry of the holomorphic system H from �eorem 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 11 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 �eorem 4.1 is required. In Example 12 we
again demonstrate the construction of the systemsH andE in a higher dimensional case. In particular we
show that the bi-harmonic equation can be wri�en as a Darboux integrable system on a 12-manifold with
4-dimensional Vessiot algebra. �e 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 3 and 6. For the sake of
convenience, we will express the Pfaffian system I encoding this equation in terms of complex coordinates
z,W,W1 = DzW and their conjugates onM , so that (see equation (75)),

I ⊗ C = spanC{dW −W1 dz − 1
2 |W |2dz, dW −W1dz − 1

2 |W |2dz}.
(In terms of the coordinates used in Example 3, z = x + iy, W = u + iv and from (39) we have W1 =
u1 + iv1 − 1

2 (u
2 + v2).) In Example 3 we showed that this is an elliptic decomposable system which is

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

ξ =
W1

W
− W

2
.

In Example 6 we showed how this system arises as a quotient of the canonical contact system on the
space N 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 E on N as an integrable extension of I as
outlined in �eorem 4.8 and Corollary 4.9.

We begin by following the algorithm in �eorem 4.1 and compute a Vessiot coframes for this system,
in terms of coordinates z,W,W1, and defined on the open subset U ⊂ M whereW 6= 0. We choose the
point where z = 0, ξ = 0 and W = i as the ‘origin’ m ∈ U ⊂ M . Following Steps 1–3 in the proof of
�eorem 4.1, we obtain a coframe (θi, πa, πa) onM with π1 = dz, π2 = dξ and

θ1 =
dW

W
− dW

W
− ξ dz + ξ dz

θ2 = 2
dW

|W |2 − dz − W + 2ξ

W
dz − iθ1.

(125)

(Note that θ1, θ2 are imaginary-valued atm.) �ese satisfy structure equations

dθ1 = π1 ∧ π2 − π1 ∧ π2,

dθ2 = −iπ1 ∧ π2 + (i +
2

W
)π1 ∧ π2 − θ1 ∧ θ2 + ((iξ − 1)θ1 + ξθ2) ∧ π1,

�e further change of coframe in Step 4 is not needed, as the coefficients of θ1∧θ2 in the structure equations
are already real constants, and we have a Vessiot coframe based at m. We also note that the matrix P i

j in
Lemma 4.3 is

P =




−1 0

i +
2− iW

W

W

W


 (126)

and satisfies P i
j (m) = −δij .
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Next, we apply the procedure from Proposition 4.4 to obtain the 1-forms ω1, ω2 in equation (99). In
particular, we compute that

R =

(
1 0
0 1

)
,

[
ψ1

ψ2

]
=

[
ξ dz

(1− iξ) dz

]
, (127)

which along the matrix P in equation (126) gives

ω1 =
dW

W
− dW

W
, ω2 = 2

dW

WW
− iω1. (128)

We now find the action of K and the slice as in Lemma 4.5. �e vector fields dual to ω1, ω2 (and
annihilated by the σu and σu) are

Z1 =
1
2 iW

(
W∂W +W∂W

)
+W∂W , Z2 =

1
2W

(
W∂W +W∂W

)
,

satisfying [ Z1, Z2] = Z2. �is coincides with the bracket relations of the right-invariant holomorphic
vector fields on the solvable Lie groupK defined in Example 6. �us, there is a le�-action ofΓ : K×M →
M such that Γ∗c1∂c1 = Z1 and Γ∗c1∂c2 = Z2. (Here, we use the same holomorphic coordinates c1, c2 on
K as in (72), and let G ⊂ K be the subgroup where c1, c2 ∈ R.)

Let S ⊂M be the maximal integral manifold of the Frobenius system spanned by {ω1, ω2} throughm;
in other words, let S be the submanifold whereW = i. As in Lemma 4.5, we let γ : S ×K → M be the
restriction of Γ to S ⊂M . Since Z1, Z2 are imaginary-valued at points on S , at these points the isotropy
of theK-action is the real subgroup G ⊂ K . �us, γ induces a local diffeomorphism Φ : S ×K/G → U.
By integrating the vector fields Z1, Z2 given above, we find that Φ is determined by z = z, ξ = ξ and

W =
−2c1

c2 + ic1 − (c2 − ic1)

where the coordinates z, ξ 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 onK/G, i.e., functions onK which are invariant
under right-multiplication by G; for example, if

r = Im c1/Re c1, s = Im c2/Re c1 (129)

then in these coordinatesW = (i− r)/(1 + s).
Next, we compute the integrable extension E in �eorem 4.7. �e right-invariant (1,0)-forms on K are

given by µ1R = (1/c1)dc1, µ
2
R = (1/c1)dc2; then using equations (106), (127), and (129) the extension on

S ×K is generated by the holomorphic Pfaffian system

pH = spanC{dc1 − c1ξ dz, dc2 − c1(1− iξ) dz}.
If we now let W = U/K with qK : U → W the quotient map, then qK : S → W is a diffeomorphism

and using this diffeomorphism we may replace S in diagram (117) with W and obtain the commutative
diagram,

V

U

W×K

W×K/G

πG

Φ

Ψ

qG (130)

where againN = V is the pullbackG-bundle V = (Φ−1)∗(W×K). At this point diagram (130) is nothing
more that an adapted bundle chart on U induced by the principal G-bundle πG : V → U. Finally we let E
the realification ofH = (Φ−1)∗ pH which completes diagram (118). We now give a concrete description of
E which utilizes Example 6.

45



In Example 6we have already represented I as a quotientE/G. In particular, using coordinates (z, w0, w1, w2)
on V as in Example 6, the map πG : V → U is

πG : (z, w0, w1, w2) 7→ (z = z, W =
2w1

w0 − w0
, W1 =

2w2

w0 − w0
+

2w2
1

(w0 − w0)2
).

�e bundle chart Φ−1 in (130) induced by the choice of S ⊂ U is given in coordinates by

Φ−1 : (z,W,W1) 7→ (z, ξ =
W1

W
− W

2
, r = −ReW

ImW
, s =

1

ImW
− 1 ),

and from (129) we have

qG : (z, ξ, c1, c2) 7→ ( z, ξ, r = Im c1/Re c1, s = Im c2/Re c1 ).

When we work in coordinates to write down a mapping Ψ that makes the diagram (130) commute, as a
well as being an equivariant holomorphicK-bundle chart, we obtain the unique solution

Ψ : (z, w0, w1, w2) 7→ (z, ξ = w2w
−1
1 , c1 = w1, c2 = w0 − iw1)

in coordinates. It is then easy to check Ψ∗H̃ coincides with the contact system of Example 6 defined by
equation (65) and E is the realification of the contact system. �us we have constructed the mappings and
systems in the commutative diagrams (117), (118).

Finally it should be noted that the two Vessiot coframes given in equations (125) and (77) are in fact
identical and that one could have constructed the diagrams (117), and (118) in accordance with Remark
4.10.

Example 10. In Examples 5 and 6 we have identified two inequivalent rank 2 Darboux integrable Pfaffian
systems on a 6-dimensionalmanifold, while in Example 9we constructed the extension for Example 6 using
�eorem 4.8 and Corollary 4.9. In general if M is a 6 dimensional manifold and I is a rank 2 Darboux
integrable Pfaffian system, thenN 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] (sinceH(∞) = 0). �e local structure
equations for H = spanC{θ0, θ1} can then be wri�en in the coframe {θ0, θ1, π1, π2} as

dθ0 = ρ1 ∧ θ1 + ρ2 ∧ θ0, dθ1 ≡ π1 ∧ π2 modH

where ρi = aiπ
1 + biπ

2 are holomorphic and ρ1 is nowhere zero. �e holomorphic vector field

X = b∂π1 − a∂π2

is a Cauchy characteristic for θ0, and therefore we may (locally) consider θ0 as a holomorphic one form
on the complex 3 manifold N/X where dθ0 ∧ θ0 6= 0. In standard coordinates (see �eorem 3.1 [8]),

θ0 = dw − wzdz.

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

k1 = span{∂w, w∂w}, k2 = span{∂w, z∂w}.
�e quotients in this case lead to the two Darboux integrable given in equation (69) from example 5 and
equation (38) from example 3. �ese 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 I 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.

�e 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 Ci

jk in (89c) are non-constant functions of the holomor-

phic Darboux invariants, and a non-trivial change of coframe is needed in Step 4.
46



Example 11. We will show below that the second-order elliptic PDE

uzz =

√
1 + u2z

√
1 + u2z

cos u
(131)

for real u is Darboux-integrable. �is equation was obtained from a classification of Darboux-integrable
second-order hyperbolic Monge-Ampère 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 (131)we introduce a complex parameterp 6= ±1
such that

uz =
2p

1− p2
,

√
1 + u2z =

1 + p2

1− p2
.

�en the PDE (131) is equivalent to

∂p

∂z
=

(1− p2)(1 + p2)

2(1− p2) cos u
.

LetM be the open subset inR×C×C×Cwith coordinatesu, z, z, p, p, r, r where p2 6= 1 and sinu 6= 0,
and onM define a (real) Pfaffian system I such that I ⊗ C = {β0, β1, β1}, where

β0 := du− 2p

1− p2
dz − 2p

1− p2
dz, β1 = dp− r dz − (1− p2)(1 + p2)

2(1− p2) cos u
dz.

Computing the derivatives of these 1-form generators, and finding decomposable 2-forms, leads to singular

systems V and V where

V = (I ⊗ C)⊕ {dz, (1 − p2) cos2 u dr −
(
p(1 + p2)(sin u− r cosu) + p(1 + p2)

)
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

ξ =
r − 1

2(1 + p2) tan u

1− p2
=

1

2

(
uzz√
1 + u2z

−
√

1 + u2z tan(u)

)

As V (∞) has rank two, (I, V ) is minimally Darboux integrable.
We continue our computations using coordinates u as well as z, p, ξ and their conjugates onM . Choos-

ing the point m defined by u = 0, z = 0, p = 0 and ξ = 1 as origin, we follow Steps 1–3 in the proof of
�eorem 4.1 to obtain an adapted coframe with π1 = dz, π2 = dξ and



θ1

θ2

θ3


 = A



β0
β1
β1


 , A :=

1

4(1− p2)




−p
ξ

−1
(1− p2) sinu+ (1 + p2)ξ−1 cos u

1− p2

ip

ξ
−i

i(1− p2) sinu− i(1 + p2)ξ−1 cos u

1− p2

2i(1 + p2) 0
−8ip cos u

1− p2



.

Since the 1-forms (β0, β1, β1) are permuted in a simple way by conjugation, the matrix P such that θi =

P i
jθ

j is given by

P = AP0A−1, P0 :=



1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0


 .

Note that P i
j (m) = −δij , 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 ξ and z but not including
ξ and z – equal to their values at m which determines the matrix K in equation (97). �e inverse of the
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resulting matrix is

K−1 =




1
2(ξ + 1) 1

2 i(ξ − 1) 0
1
2 i(1− ξ) 1

2 (ξ + 1) 0
0 0 1


 .

Making the change from equation (98), θ̃i = (K−1)ijθ
j results in a coframe satisfying structure equations

dθ1 ≡ −2θ2 ∧ θ3 − 1
4 i(1 + 2ξ)θ3 ∧ π1 − 1

4π
1 ∧ π2

dθ2 ≡ −2θ1 ∧ θ3 − 1
4(2ξ − 1)θ3 ∧ π1 + 1

4 iπ
1 ∧ π2

dθ3 ≡ −16θ1 ∧ θ2 + 2i(1 + 2ξ)θ1 ∧ π1 + 2(1− 2ξ)θ2 ∧ π1





mod π1 ∧ π2,

where we have dropped the tildes. It is easy to check that the Vessiot algebra is isomorphic to sl(2,R).

Since the Vessiot algebra is semi-simple, the forms pθi in equation (101) can be found algebraically using
the fact shown in [7] thatM i

aj define an automorphism of the complexification of the Vessiot algebra. We
solve (see equation (4.57) in [7])

M i
aj = Sℓ

aC
i
ℓj, Ri

j = δij
which in this example leads to

Sℓ
a =

1

8




−2ξ + 1 0
−i(2ξ + 1) 0

0 0




and the forms ωi in equation (99) (with Ri
j = δij ) are then



ω1

ω2

ω3


 =




pdu
4(p2−1)

+ dp
4(p2−1)

+
((cosu−sinu)p2+sinu+cosu)dp

4(p2−1)(p2−1)

− ipdu
4(p2−1)

+ idp
4(p2−1)

− i(p2(sinu+cosu)−sinu+cosu)dp
4(p2−1)(p2−1)

− i(p2+1)du
2(p2−1)

− 2 ip cos u dp

(p2−1)(p2−1)




(132)

In principle, given the Vessiot coframe and the 1-forms ωi constructed above, one can obtain the inte-

grable extension pE of �eorem 4.7. We leave further details to the interested reader.

Example 12. �e biharmonic equation ∆(∆u) = 0 is equivalent to a system of two second-order elliptic
PDEs,

∆u = 2v, ∆v = 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 (133) by an exterior differential system, we restrict the standard contact system on J2(R2,R2)
to the 12-dimensional submanifoldM cut out by the equations. In detail, we take coordinates x, y, u, v, ui,
vi, uij = uji and vij = vji on jet space (where 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2). OnM , we retain most of these but replace

uij and vij by u12, v12, r =
1
2(u11 − u22) = u11 − v and s = 1

2(v11 − v22) = v11. In these coordinates, the
contact system pulls back toM to be the rank 6 Pfaffian system

I = {du− u1 dx− u2 dy, du1 − (v + r) dx− u12 dy, du2 − u12 dx− (v − r) dy,

dv − v1 dx− v2 dy, dv1 − s dx− v12 dy, dv2 − v12 dx+ s dy}.
�e rank 6 distribution D on M annihilated by these 1-forms is spanned by the coordinate vector fields
∂r , ∂s, ∂u12

, ∂v12 and

Dx = ∂x + u1∂u + (v + r)∂u1
+ u12∂u2

+ v1∂v + s∂v1 + v12∂v2 ,

Dy = ∂y + u2∂u + u12∂u1
+ (v − r)∂u2

+ v2∂v + v12∂v1 − s∂v2 .

As in Example 2.4, examining the complex singular integral elements of I lets us determine a sub-complex
structure on D which makes it an elliptic distribution. Specifically, we split D ⊗ C as D+ ⊕D−, where

D+ = {Dx − iDy, ∂r + i∂u12
, ∂s + i∂v12}, D− = D+.
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As usual we let V ⊂ T ∗M ⊗ C be the sub-bundle annihilated by D−. �en V (∞) is spanned by the
differentials of

x+ iy, v1 − iv2, s− iv12, r − iu12 − 1
2(x− iy)(v1 − iv2).

(In other words, these functions are a basis for the holomorphic Darboux invariants of I .) �us, V (∞)+V
spans the whole of T ∗M ⊗ C, and so by Definition 2.13, I 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 I , as well as compute the group action and
integrable extension given by �eorem 4.7. 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

z = x+ iy, uz =
1
2 (u1 − iu2), vz =

1
2(v1 − iv2), p = r − iu12 − zvz, q = s− iv12

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

Du := du−uzdz−uzdz, Duz := duz−1
2(p+zvz)dz−1

2vdz, Dv := dv−vzdz−vzdz, Dvz := dvz−1
2q dz,

together with the complex conjugatesDuz,Dvz .
Let m ∈ M be the origin in our coordinate system. Using the process described the proof of �eorem

4.1 (in particular Steps 1-3 and Lemma 4.3), we find an adapted coframe (θ,η,η,σ,σ) onM given by

θ1 = i(Du− zDuz),

θ2 = Duz −Duz − 1
2zDv,

θ3 = i(Duz +Duz)− 1
2 izDv,

θ4 = iDv,

η = 2Dvz, σ1 = dz, σ2 = dp, σ3 = dq.

(�e factors of i ensure that the 1-forms θi are imaginary-valued at the originm.) �ese satisfy the structure
equations

dθ1 = −izσ1 ∧ (12σ
2 + 1

4zη) +1
2σ

1 ∧ (iθ2 + θ3)

dθ2 = 1
2 (σ

1 ∧ σ2 − σ1 ∧ σ2)− 1
4(z + z)σ1 ∧ η +1

2 iσ
1 ∧ θ4

dθ3 = 1
2 i(σ

1 ∧ σ2 + σ1 ∧ σ2) + 1
4 i(z − z)σ1 ∧ η +1

2σ
1 ∧ θ4

dθ4 = 1
2 i(σ

1 ∧ η + σ1 ∧ η)
dη = σ1 ∧ σ3,

which agree with the structure equations (91). Moreover, equation (89c) is also satisfied since the coeffi-
cients Ci

jk are zero, and so we have a Vessiot coframe. �us, the Vessiot algebra is Abelian, and K is the

additive group C
4.

�e 1-forms ωi provided by Proposition 4.4 (see (99)) are




ω1

ω2

ω3

ω4


 =




1 −1
2 i z −1

2z 0

0 1 0 −1
2 i z

0 0 1 −1
2z

0 0 0 1







θ1

θ2

θ3

θ4


+




−1
2 i p z σ

1

1
2 (p+ z vz)σ

1

1
2 i(p− z vz)σ

1

i vz σ
1



+




−1
2 i p z σ

1

1
2(p+ z vz)σ1

1
2 i(p − z vz)σ1

i vz σ1




(134)

In this case, equation (100) implies that the 1-forms given by (134) are closed. (In fact, the ωi can be
expressed as constant-coefficient linear combinations of the differentials of the functions u− zuz − zuz +
1
2 |z|2v, uz − 1

2vz, uz − 1
2vz and v.) �e remaining coordinates z, p, q, vz and their conjugates restrict to
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give coordinates along the leaves of distribution Σ annihilated by the ωi. Transverse to this distribution,
the generators of theK-action onM are the dual vector fields to the ωi annihilated by the η, η,σ,σ, i.e.,

Z1 = −i∂u,

Z2 =
1
2(∂uz − ∂uz + (z − z)∂u)

Z3 = −1
2 i(∂uz + ∂uz + (z + z)∂u)

Z4 = −1
2 i(2∂v + z∂uz + z∂uz + |z|2∂u)

Note that these vector fields are pure imaginary. (In general, their real parts only vanish at points along the
maximal integral manifold of Σ through the origin; however, since K is Abelian in this case the isotropy
subalgebra is the same at every point.)

If we use coordinates cj = aj + ibj onK = C
4, then the action ofK onM generated by the Zj is

u 7→ u+ 2b1 + ib2(z − z) + b3(z + z) + b4|z|2,
uz 7→ uz + b3 + ib2 + b4z,

uz 7→ uz + b3 − ib2 + b4z,

v 7→ v + 2b4.

We now apply �eorem 4.7 to define an integrable extension of I . In the theorem we will take m to be
the origin, and thus S ⊂ M is the 8-dimensional submanifold defined by u = 0, v = 0 and uz = 0. We
use z, p, q, vz as complex coordinates on S , and define the submersion γ : S ×K → M by applying the
group action to points on S :

u = 2b1 + ib2(z − z) + b3(z + z) + b4|z|2, uz = b3 + ib2 + b4, v = 2b4,

Since K is Abelian, the matrix Λ on K is equal to the identity matrix, and formula (109) gives γ∗ωj =

dcj − dcj = 2idbj .
In this example, the 1-forms ψi in equation (99) are given in explicitly in equation (134) as

ψ1 = −1

2
i p z dz, ψ2 = 1

2(p + z vz)dz, ψ3 =
1

2
i(p− z vz)dz, ψ4 = ivz dz. (135)

�e right- (and le�-)invariant 1-forms on K are simply the differentials dcj , so the extension E is the
real Pfaffian system corresponding to the holomorphic Pfaffian system defined in equation (106) using the
forms in equation (135) given by

H = {µRj −ψj , η} = {dc1+
i

2
pz dz, dc2− 1

2 (p+ zvz)dz, dc3 −
i

2
(p− zvz)dz, dc4 − ivz dz, dvz − 1

2q dz}.

�e 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 ×K

k0 = −(c2+ ic3 + ic4z), k1 = −ic4, k2 = vz, k3 =
1
2q, ℓ0 = −2ic1 +(c2− ic3)z, ℓ1 = c2− ic3, ℓ2 = p,

thenH becomes a holomorphic contact system:

H = {dk0 − k1 dz, dk1 − k2 dz, dk2 − k3 dz, dℓ0 − ℓ1 dz, dℓ1 − ℓ2 dz}.

Of course, a solution to this system can be given by k0 = f(z), ℓ0 = g(z), k1 = f ′(z), ℓ1 = g′(z), etc., for
arbitrary holomorphic functions f, g. Since, in terms of these coordinates,

u = Re(ℓ0 + zk0),

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 o�en 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

ξ = uzz −
1

2
u2z.

It is easy to check by taking the derivative ∂zξwhichwhen evaluated on a solution to the Liouville equation
uxx+uyy = ±2eu is zero and hence ξ defines a holomorphic function when restricted to a solution of the
elliptic Liouville equation. In particular this implies that if h(z) is any holomorphic function, then

uxx + uyy = ±2eu, uzz −
1

2
u2z = 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). �is demonstrates the classical notion of Darboux

integrability. If we substitute say u−(x, y) = ln 4f(z)′f(z)′

(1+f(z)f(z))2
from equation (2) into the second equation

(136) we get

f ′′′

f ′
− 3

2

(
f ′′

f ′

)2

= h(z) (137)

where the le� 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. �is is a consequence of the Vessiot algebra for these equations
being simple and that equation (137) 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(z) in equation (137). Also of note is that equation (137) is the prescribed curvature problem for
holomorphic curves in CP1 with the standard SL(2,C) action [16].

If the Vessiot algebra is solvable as in equation

∂W

∂z
= 1

2 |W |2,

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

W =
2f ′(z)

f(z)− f(z)
,

while a holomorphic Darboux invariant is given in equation (76) of Example 6 as

ξ =
Wz

W
− W

2
.

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

f ′′(z)

f ′(z)
= h(z) and f(z) =

∫
e
∫
h(z)dzdz.
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[4] I.M. Anderson, M.E. Fels, Bäcklund transformations for Darboux integrable differential systems: Examples and applications,

J. Geom. Phys. 102 (2016), 1–31.

[5] I.M. Anderson, M.E. Fels, Exterior Differential Systems with Symmetry, Acta. Appl. Math. 87 (2005), 3–31.

[6] I.M. Anderson, M.E. Fels, The Cauchy Problem for Darboux Integrable Systems and Non-Linear d’Alembert Formulas,

SIGMA 9 (2017)

51

https://works.bepress.com/ian_anderson/


[7] I.M. Anderson, M.E. Fels, P.J. Vassiliou, Superposition formulas for exterior differential systems, Advances in Mathematics

221 (2009), 1910–1963.

[8] D. E. Blair, Riemannian geometry of contact and symplectic manifolds, Birkhauser, 2010.

[9] R.L. Bryant, P.A. Griffiths, Characteristic cohomology of differential systems II: Conservation laws for a class of parabolic

equations, Duke Math. Journal 78 (1995), 531–676.

[10] R.L. Bryant, S.-S. Chern, R.B. Gardner, H.L. Goldschmidt, P.A. Griffiths, Exterior differential systems, Springer-Verlag,

1989.

[11] G.E. Bredon, Introduction to Compact Transformation Groups (3rd ed.), Elsevier, 2019.
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