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Abstract

We investigate the role of Hertling-Manin condition on thristure constants of an
associative commutative algebra in the theory of integralystems of hydrodynamic
type. In such a framework we introduce the notionfoimanifold with compatible
connection generalizing a structure introduced by Manin.

Introduction

In their seminal papers 8, 25], Dubrovin, Novikov, and Esapointed out a deep relation
between the integrability properties of systems of PDEsydfddynamic type

ui:‘/;lu;, 1=1,...,n, (1)

(sum over repeated indices is understood) and geometringbasticular, Riemannian—
structures on the target manifald, where(u!, . .., u™) play the role of coordinates. Proba-
bly, the most important of such structures is the notion oblenius manifold, introduced by
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Dubrovin (see, e.g., [4]) in order to give a coordinate-filescription of the famous WDVV
equations. A crucial ingredient involved in the definitidnFoobenius manifolds is &1, 2)-
type tensor field: giving an associative commutative product on every tangeate:

(X oY) i=c\ XIV*

where X andY are vector fields. More recently [17], Hertling and Maninwsied that this
product satisfies the condition

(XoVY,ZoW]|—=[XoY,Z]oW —[XoY,W|oZ —Xo[Y,ZoW|+ Xo[Y,Z]o W+
+Xo[Y,W]oZ—-Yo[X,ZoW|+Yo[X,Z]oW+Yo[X,W|oZ=0,
(2)

or, in terms of the components af
(ascé?l)cfm + (8jcfm)cls€l - (ascﬁm)cj'l - (8icjl)cls€m - (810;771)652' - (amei)C?S =0. (3)

They calledf’-manifolda manifold endowed with an associative commutative mudipive
structure satisfying conditionl(2).

The aim of this paper is to study the properties of the PDEsg/dfddynamic type asso-
ciated with F'-manifolds. The systeni(3) and its relation with integraftstems has been
considered from a different point of view in [18]. Here, fmAling the insights coming from
the case of the principal hierarchy in the context of Frobgmnanifolds, we will assume
such PDEs to be of the form

ul = (Vx)é-ufc, i=1,...,n, (Vx)é = cé-ka, 4)
whereX is a vector field onV/ andc satisfies[(R). These assumptions have two important

consequences, spelled out respectively in Section 2 and 3:

1. For any choice of the vector field, the Haantjes tensor associated with the (1,1)
tensor fieldV’y vanishes.

2. They allow one to write the condition of commutativity @fd flows of the form[(%4)
as a simple requirement on the corresponding vector fieldd on

Starting from Section 4, we put into the game an additiomakcstire, namely a connec-
tion V satisfying the symmetry condition

(Vxe) (Y, Z2) = (Vye) (X, Z), (5)

for all vector fieldsX, Y, andZ. Remarkably, as shown by Hertling |16], conditian (2)
follows from (8).

In Section 4, following Manin([20], we study the special cageere the connectioW
is flat and we show how to construct an integrable hierarchliyyorodynamic type. The
costruction is divided in two steps. First—using a basis aif Wiector fields—one defines
a set of flows, known agrimary flows Then, from these flows one can define recursively
the higher flows of the hierarchy. In this way, each primarwftarns out to be the starting
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point of a hierarchy. This construction is a straightfordvgeneralization of the principal
hierarchy defined by Dubrovin in the case of Frobenius méasf{].

The general (non-flat) case is studied in Section 5, whereniveduce the notion of
F-manifold with compatible (non-flat) connectidn and we show that the associated inte-
grable systems of hydrodynamic type are defined by a familyeofor fields satisfying the
following condition:

c;kaXm = ¢, V; X™. (6)
In the non-flat case the existence of solutions of the abostesyis not guaranteed. Indeed,
we prove that every solutiol of (6) satisfies the condition

k n k n k n l
(leicpk + Rlipcmk + Rlpmcik:)X = 07

whereR is the curvature tensor &f. It is thus natural to introduce the following requirement
on the curvature:

If the structure constant$, admit canonical coordinates, conditian (7) is related evell-
known semi-Hamiltonian property introduced by TsareVv [@5]compatibilty condition for
the linear system providing the symmetries of a diagondksy®f hydrodynamic type.

In Section 6, motivated by the Hamiltonian theory of systevh&ydrodynamic type,
we consider the case of metric connections and we introcheadtion of Riemanniat’-
manifold. Finally, in Section 7, we discuss in details an amant example: the reductions
of the dispersionless KP hierarchy (also known as Benneynkha

2 The Haantjes tensor

An important class of systems of hydrodynamic type, widéldid in the literature, con-
sists in those systems which admit diagonal form. We sayetlsgistem[(1) is diagonalizable
if there exists a set of coordinatés!, . .., r")—usually calledRiemann invariants-such
that the tensoV’; is diagonal in these coordinatels;(r) = v* 0%. Then the system takes the
(diagonal) form

1

ri=o'(rt, . )

x?

1=1,...,n.

It is important to recall that there exists an invariantariin for the diagonalizability. One
first introduces th&lijenhuis tensoof V' as

Ny(X,Y)=[VX, VY] -VIX, VY] -V [VX, Y]+ V?[X,Y],
whereX andY are arbitrary vector fields, and then definesitaantjes tensoas
Hy(X,Y)=Ny(VX,VY) =V Ny(X,VY) =V Ny, (VX,Y) + VEN, (X, Y).

In the case whefr has mutually distinct eigenvalues, thens diagonalizable if and only if
its Haantjes tensor is identically zero. In this section,oessider the Haantjes tensor of

(Vz)j = ciu 2", 8)
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wherec satisfies the Hertling-Manin conditionl (2). Fof B 1)- type tensor field of the form
(8), the Nijenhuis tensor reads

Ny, (X, Y)=[ZoX,ZoY|+Z*c[X,Y|—-Zo[X,ZoY] - Zo[ZoX,Y].
By using the Hertling-Manin conditiof{2) evaluatedXt= Z, this can be written as
Nv,(X,)Y)=[X0Z ZloY —[X,Y]oZoY +[Z,YoZloX —[Z,Y]oXoZ,

using this identity it is easy to prove the following

Theorem 1 The Haantjes tensor associated with vanishes for any choice of the vector
field Z.

Proof. Let us write for simplicityNV in place of Ny,,. Then, we have that

Hy,[X,Y] = N[ZoX,ZoY]+Z?oN[X,Y]|—-ZoN[X,ZoY]—ZoN[ZoX,Y]=
XoZ* ZloYoZ—[Xo0Z Z|oZ*0Y +[Z,YoZ*|oXoZ+
YoZloXoZ*+[XoZloYoZ?—[X,Z]oZ30Y +

[
1z
+ [Z,YoZloXoZ?—[Z,Y]oXo0Z—[Xo0Z Z]oZ*oY +
+ [X,Z]0oZ%0Y —~[Z,YoZ oXoZ+[Z,YoZoXoZ*+
— [XoZ%ZloYoZ+[Xo0Z,Z|oZ?oY —[Z,YoZ]loXoZ*+
+ [Z,Y]oXo0Z?=0,
whereZ? = ZoZandZ3 = Zo Zo Z. O
Suppose now thak is a vector field such thaty has everywhere distinct real eigen-
values(v!, ..., v™). Since the Haantjes tensor Bf vanishes, there exist local coordinates
(r',...,r") such that(Vx); = d%v". These coordinates are the Riemann invariants of the

corresponding system of hydrodynamic type. Moreover, we ha

Proposition 2 The components of the tensor fielith the coordinatesr!, . . ., r™) are given
by
ok = fiokok

Furthermore, iff; # 0 for all j, thenf; depends on the variablé only.
Proof. In diagonal coordinates we have
(Vx), = cip X* = 0’6,
hence, we get
Cha JkX = CpgV' 0 = GV’

On the other hand, due to the associativity of the algebrasamealso write

Al Xt =dd XF = w6 =c v (nosum ovep),
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and therefore,
c (Ui — Up) =0.

pq

Since the algebra is commutative and the eigenvalugs @re pairwise distinct, this means
that the structure constants, in the coordinatés. . ., "), take the form

¢ty = fi0L6, (9)

where thef; are arbitrary functions, depending in principle on all tleiablesr!, ..., r".
The requirement on the structure constants satisfy the Herling-Manin conditiofl(3) im-
plies further constraints on the functiofis Indeed, substituting [9) int@](3), we get a set of
equations the; have to satisfy; considering for instance the case- j # k =i = [, we
get

fi0ifr =0,
which means that, in the non-degenerate case whe#a 0 for all j, then f;, depends on
r* only. It is easy to check that conditioris (3) give no furthestrictions on thef;; the
proposition is proved. O

If the functionsf; are everywhere different from zero, then it is easy to shat tthere
exist local coordinates, callegnonical coordinatessuch that{; = 6;4%. Moreover, in this
case, the vector field

10
= ; E ort
is globally defined and is the unity of the algebra.

Remark 3 If the algebra has a unity, then the Hertling-Manin condition implies
Lie.c= 0.
Indeed, forX = Y = e the Hertling-Manin condition becomes

—le, ZoW]+le,Z] oW + [e, W] o Z = 0.

Remark 4 An alternative proof of the existence of canonical coortisdas been given in
[17] under the assumption of semisimplicty of the algeldnat ts, the existence of a basis of
idempotents.

3 Commutativity of the flows

As a consequence of the Hertling-Manin condition, the cihoia for the commutativity of
two hydrodynamical flows take a rather simple form.



Proposition 5 The flows

T

uy = [Vxliul, = ¢ X7l (10)

uy = [Wljug = CE-kYJU'; (11)

commute if and only if the vector fieldsandY satisfy the condition
((Liexc) (Y, Z) — (Lieyce) (X, Z) + [X,Y] o Z) 0o Z =0,
for any vector fieldZ. Equivalently,

((Liexc) (Y, Z) — (Lieye) (X, Z) + [X,Y]o Z) o W
+ ((Liexc) (Y, W) — (Lieyce) (X, W)+ [X,Y]oW)0o Z =0

for all pairs (Z, W) of vector fields. In local coordinates this means that
o [(Liexc);lq Y — (Lieye)i, X9 + ¢, X, Y]q]
+, [(Liexc)iq Y — (Lieye)', X7 + ¢ [X, Y]q] —0.

Proof. It is well-known that the commutativity of the flowis (10) aidl) is equivalent to the
following requirements:

1. The(1,1)-tensor fieldsVy andVy (seen as endomorphism of the tangent bundle)
commute.

2. For any vector fiel& the following condition is satisfied:
Vx(2),W(Z)] = Vx ([Z, W(Z2)]) + W ([Z,Vx(Z)]) = 0,
that is to say,
[ZoX,ZoY]|—Xo[Z,ZoY]|+Yo|Z ZoX]=0.

The first requirement is automatically verified due to th@awsgivity of the algebra. Making
use of identity[(R), the second one becomes

([Zo X, Y]+ [X,ZoY]|—[X,Z]oY —[X,Y]|oZ - Xo[Z,Y])oZ =0. (12)
A simple calculation shows that the quantity in the brackatnely
[ZoX,) Y]+ [X,ZoY]|—-[X,Z]oY —[X,Y]|oZ - Xo[ZY],

is equal to
(Liexc) (Y, Z) — (Lieyce) (X, Z) + [X,Y] o Z . (13)

Substituting[(IB) into(12), we get the thesis. O



Corollary 6 A sufficient condition for the commutativity of the hydraatyic flows([(1D) and
(A1) is that

(Liexc) (Y, Z) — (Lieye) (X, Z2) + [X,Y] o Z =0 (14)
for all vector fieldsZ, that is,
(Liexc),, Y9 — (Lieyc),, X9+ ¢, [X,Y]? =0 (15)
or, equivalently,
Liery - LieyVX - VY[XA/] = 0. (16)

4 Dubrovin principal hierarchy

In this section, we adapt Dubrovin’s construction of thepipal hierarchy [4] to the case of
F-manifolds with compatible flat connection introduced byriyfein [20].

Definition 7 An F-manifold with compatible flat connection is a manifold ewdd with an
associative commutative multiplicative structure givegnal(1, 2)-tensor fieldc and a flat
torsionless connectioW satisfying the symmetry condition

Vich, = Ve, (17)
meaning thaiVc is totally symmetric:
(VXC) (K Z) = (VYC) (Xv Z) ) (18)

for all vector fieldsX, Y, and~.

Notice that Hertling-Manin conditiom {2) does not appeathi@ above definition. Indeed, as
proved by Hertling in[[16], it is a consequence of the existeof a torsionless (even non-flat)
connectionV satisfying [(17).

Remark 8 Notice that in flat coordinates conditidfi7) reads
Aichy, = Oiciy.
This, together with the commutativity of the algebra, implhat
iy = 0,C = 0;0,C".

Therefore, condition (17) is equivalent to the local existe of a vector field’ satisfying,
for any pair(X, Y') of flat vector fields, the condition

XoY =[X,[Y,C]].

The above condition appears in the original definition of Mgi20].
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Let us construct now the principal hierarchy. In order to do the first step con-
sists in defining the primary flows. Since the connection is fA@® can consider a basis
(Xa,0):-- -, X(n0) Of flat vector fields; the primary flows are thus defined as

=X, (19)
Proposition 9 The primary flowg19) commute.

Proof. Since theX, ) are flat and the torsion vanishes, they commute and

LieX(p’O)c = VX(p’O)C
Therefore, the commutativity condition (14) for the vedietds X = X, o) andY = X, )
follows from condition[(17). O

Starting from the primary flow$ (19) one can introduce theyhigr flows” of the hierar-
chy, defined as .
ui(w) - j'kX(]p,a)“l;’ (20)

by means of the following recursive relations:

) 7 k
va(p,a) = ij(p,a—l)' (21)

Remark 10 The flatness of the connecti®h the symmetry of the tens®ic (condition [17))
and the associativity of the algebra with structure conlssiaﬂC are equivalent to the flatness
of the one-parameter family of connections defined, for amyqf vector fieldsX andY’,

by
ViV =VyY +2X0Y, 2eC.

The vector fields obtained by means of the recursive relat(@@) are nothing but the-
coefficients of a basis of flat vector fields of the deformeaection [4].

In order to show that the higher flowis {(20) are well-defineds itecessary to prove the
following

Proposition 11 The recursive relation$ (21) are compatible.

Proof. We note that the recursive relatiofisl(21) can be writtehénform

0iX(pa) = ~TitX{pa) = ki X(pa)s
thus, we have
(0;0m — On0) X (poy = [Omly — 0T, rlkr L+ D] X, a)
[8mc;'l - 8]‘0;,” kj ml Ffm Cik + ka 7l + Fl] mk} Xép,a—l)
+ [c;'k‘c]:nl mk ]l] X(pa 2)"
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The flatness of the connectidn, together with identity[(17) and the associativity of the al
gebra, implies the vanishing of the quantity above. Theesfielations[(21) are compatible.
O

Since the primary flow$ (19) commute and the recursive mat{21) are compatible, it
only remains to prove the following

Theorem 12 The flows of the principal hierarchy commute.

Proof. Let us consider the hydrodynamic flows associated with gwtor fieldsX, ) and
X(q,5- In order to show that these flows commute, we prove that thggfg the sufficient
condition [15). In local coordinates it reads:

X(rga)(amcik)X(qB) X ( mcjk’)
Jk(alX(pa ) qB )+ Clk(a X(pa )X(q
(8kX(pa )X(q + Cyk@l )X(pa

_CZk(a'X(q )X(pa - ( )X
—Cli ((alX(pa )X(qﬁ (81X(q6 )Xl ) 0.

(p,cv)
In particular, if the coordinates are flat, the first row vaeis due to the symmetry of the
tensorVe. Moreover, using the recursive relatiohsl(21) we obtain
—cé-kcan("p,a_l)X@ﬂ) + clkc X(pa 1)X(k21,6)+
+C§-;C§mX&a l)X(kq gt Cﬂ»cclnX(q,ﬁ—1)X(l‘fn,a>jL
— kX (5,80 X (pa) — GiChnX (g,8-1)X (p.oy
jkcmnX(pa )X (g8 T cékcgan&,ﬁ—l)ng,a)

which vanishes due to the associativity of the algebra. O

Remark 13 The flows of the principal hierarchy are well-defined evenhia tase when
the torsion ofV does not vanish. However, their commutativity dependsialiyon this
additional assumption.

5 F-manifolds with compatible connection and related in-
tegrable systems

From the point of view of the theory of integrable systemsydrodynamic type, the “flat
case” and the associated principal hierarchy are excegitidherefore, it is quite natural to
extend the notion of’-manifolds with compatible flat connection to the non-fladeaAs a
starting point, we consider afi-manifold endowed with a connectidn satisfying [(17). If
V is flat, we know how to construct integrable systems of hygnadnic type. Indeed, the
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starting point of the construction of the previous sect®a basis oflat vector fields, and
the recursive procedurg (21) defining the “higher” vectddfiend the corresponding flows
is well-defined as a consequence of the vanishing of the tiuezaln the non-flat case, in
order to define integrable systems of hydrodynamic type eeesto find an alternative way
to select the vector fields.

5.1 Hydrodynamic-type systems associated with-manifolds
In the flat case, the vector field§ defining the principal hierarchy satisfy the condition
(VzX)oW = (VwX)o Z (22)
for all pairs(Z, W) of vector fields, that is, in local coordinates,
Vi X™ = i, Vi X™ (23)

Indeed, in the case of the flat vector fields, ;) defining the primary flows, both sides of
(23) vanish due to

ViXpo=0, p=1...,n,
while the vector fields defining the higher flows of the hiengrsatisfy (238) due to the
associativity of the algebra:

7 m 1 m vl 1 m vl ) m
CimVEX(pa) = CimhiX (pa-1) = ChmCil X (pa—1) = Chm ViX (p.a)-

A crucial remark is the following: iV satisfies conditiori (17), theany pair of solutions
of (23) defines commuting flows even if the conne&ias not flat More precisely, we have
the following

Proposition 14 If X andY are two vector fields satisfying conditidn {22), then theoass
ated flows 4 ' _
Uy = Cip X kuﬁc (24)

J
and ' ' '
uL = c;»kqufE (25)
commute.
Proof. Recall from Propositionl5 that the flows {24) ahd|(25) conmantiand only if
((Liexc) (Y, Z) — (Lieyc) (X, Z2)+ [X,Y]0o Z) o Z =0 (26)

for any vector fieldZ. On the other hand, the vanishing of the torsioivogives the identity

(Liexc) (Y, Z) = (Vxe) (Y. Z) — Ve X + (Y, V2X) + o(Vy X, Z) ,
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and this, together with the symmetly [18)\6¢, can be used to write the term in the bracket

of (268) as
—VyozX + VxozY + [V, X] 0 Z.

Multiplying the above identity by?, and using property (22) for the vector fieldsandY,

we obtain
— (VyozX) o Z 4+ (VxozY)o Z+[Y,X]0 Z? =

—(VzX)o(YoZ)+(VzY)o(XoZ)+[Y,X]oZ? =
—(VyX) o Z? +(VxY)o Z> 4+ [Y,X] 0 Z* = 0.
The proposition is proved. O
Remark 15 From (17) and[(2R) it follows that the (1,1)-tensor field
(Vx): =, X"

satisfies the condition ' ‘
vk(‘/X); = vj(VX);c?

which is well-known in the Hamiltonian theory of systemsyafrbdynamic type [8].

5.2 Integrability condition

In the flat case, we have seen that sysfem (23) admits a sdutibss, given by the vector
fields of the principal hierarchy. However,¥f is non-flat, existence of solutions for system
(23) is not guaranteed; additional constraints have to poged on the curvatur® of the
connectionV.

Proposition 16 If X is a solution of[(2R), then the identity
ZoRW,Y)X)+WoR(Y,Z)(X)+YoR(ZW)(X)=0, 27)

holds for any choice of the vector fields, W, 7).

Proof. Condition [22) implies
Vi (ZoVy X —Y oV, X)+Vy(WoV ;X —ZoVy X)+V4(Y oV X —WoVyX) =0.
Using the symmetry conditiof (IL7) written in the form

Vy(Xo0Z)—Vx(YoZ)+Y oVxZ—XoVyZ—[V,X]0Z=0

we obtain identity[(2]7). O

Condition [27) must be satisfied fany solution X of the system[(23). Since we are
looking for a family of vector fields satisfying (23), it is tumal to require that (27) holds
true for anarbitrary vector field X
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Definition 17 An F-manifold with compatible connectiois a manifold endowed with an
associative commutative multiplicative structure givenalf1, 2)-tensor fieldc and a tor-
sionless connectiok satisfying condition (18) and condition

ZoRW,Y)(X)+WoR(Y,Z)(X)+Y o R(Z,W)(X) =0, (28)
for any choice of the vector field(, Y, W, Z). In local coordinates this means that
R} oo+ R cry + RE e =0 (29)
Remark 18 An equivalent form of condition (28) can be easily obtaingithai the (second)
Bianchi identity for the deformed connection
VxY =VxY +2X0Y, z € C,

whereX andY are arbitrary vector fields. Indeed, due to associativitg@ymmetry condi-
tion (17), the Riemann tensor of this connection does no¢nidenz [24]. Using this fact
it is easy to see that the Bianchi identity reduces to

0 = VxR(Y,Z)(W)+V4R(X,Y)W)+VyR(Z X)(W)
= XoRY,Z)Y W)+ ZoR(X,Y)W)+Y oR(Z, X)(W)
—R(Y,Z) (X oW) = R(X,Y)(Z o W) — R(Z,X)(Y o W)

for any choice of the vector fieldX, Y, W, Z). Hence, conditiorf28) is equivalent to
R(Y, Z)(X o W) + R(X,Y)(Z o W) + R(Z, X)(Y o W) =0,
forevery(X,Y, W, 7).

From now on we will assume the existence of canonical coatdstr’, . .., "), discussing
the meaning of condition (29) under this additional assiummpt

Proposition 19 In canonical coordinates, system [23) reduces to
o' =Ti (" =),  i#k, (30)
wherev® are the components of in such coordinates.
Proof. Writing (23) in canonical coordinates, we get
50" + Tpo') = 6, (050" + Thh).

In the case = j # k, using the identities

F?ﬂkz = _F;m‘ (31)
and _
which follow from (17), we obtain systemi (B0). The remainganditions give no further
constraints. O
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Remark 20 We recall that, in canonical coordinates, the componenthefvector fieldX
coincide with the characteristic velocities of the asstmibsystem of hydrodynamic type:

i i kg i —
Ty = CpU Ty =0T, 1=1,...,n.

Compatibility conditions of syster (BO) are well-known hetliterature[[25], and are given
by the following conditions:

ot . — o, =0, (33)
Ol = U Ui, + Tk, — il = 0, (34)

for pairwise distinct indices, i, m.
Proposition 21 Condition [29) is equivalent to conditioris {33) andl(34).

Proof. In canonical coordinates, conditidn {29) reads

lez pk + Rlzp :Lnk + prmc?k =
RE,.6767 + R 6107 + RE oro7 =
lnmz D + Rlzp(sn + Rlpm ) =0.

If all the indicesm, i, p, n are distinct the above condition is trivially satisfied. ustconsider
the casen = p (the casen # p can be treated in the same way and does not add further
condition). Ifn = ¢, we obtain

lmn + Rlnm + 5:1 lnnn =0 )

that is satisfied due to the skew-symmetry of the Riemanrotesish respect to the second
and third lower indices. The samerif= m. Forn # i, m, we obtain
Rn

nmai

=0, (35)
if l=nand
lmz = O (36)

if [ # n. Since, due td(31), the components of the Riemann tensastvérall the indices
are distinct, conditior (36) reduces to

R . =0, n#m#i#n. (37)
Finally, using [(31) and (32), it is easy to check that condisi (35) and[(37) are equivalent
to conditions[(3B) and (34) respectively. This proves thappsition. O
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Remark 22 If the compatibility conditiond (33) and (B4) are satisfifite general solution
of the systeni (30) depends orarbitrary functions of a single variable. Moreover, due to
(33), any solutior{v!, ..., v") of (30) satisfies the condition

8k(ajvi)—8j<8li];i):0,i7éj;£k;éi, (38)

vl — ot vk

known in literature as semi-Hamiltonian property [25]. Amvariant and highly non trivial
formulation of such a property has been found.in/[22].

Due to the above remark, under the assumption of existencanoinical coordinates we
have a set of solutions df (B0) leading to a family of commyiystems of hydrodynamic
type, depending on arbitrary functions. This result shows the deep relatiotwben F'-
manifold with compatible connection (Definitidn|17) andeigtable systems of PDEs.

6 Riemannian F-manifolds and Egorov metrics

In this section we consider the special case where the ctonég is a metric connection.
This assumption plays an important role in the Hamiltontaoty of systems of hydrody-
namic type (see for instance [3,/121, 23] and referencesit)eres well as in the theory of
Frobenius manifolds [4,/5].

Definition 23 A Riemannian/’-manifoldis an F'-manifold with a compatible connection
satisfying the following additional conditions:

1. The connection is metric:
Vg=0.
2. The inner product:, -) defined by the metrig is invariant with respect to the product

(XoY,Z)=(X,Y 0 Z). (39)

In local coordinates, conditiof (B9) reads

q __ q iq ! g i
giqclp - glqcip7 or glchp =g qc;m (40)

where g;; and g% are respectively the covariant and the contravariant corepis of the
metricg.

If there exist canonical coordinates, the metrientering the definition of Riemannian
F-manifold is an Egorov metric. Let us recall the definitiortluit special class of metrics.

Definition 24 A metric is calledEgorovif there exist coordinateg, . .., ") such that it is
diagonal andpotential ‘ '
gij = 5; gii(Tl, Ce ,7’”) = (5; @F,

for a certain functionr'.
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Now, if we assume the existence of canonical coordinatesliton (40) tells us that the
metric g is diagonal in such coordinates, while condition] (32)—whicllows from (17)—
implies that the metric is potential. Thereforeis an Egorov metric. Conversely, given an
Egorov metricg whose curvature tensor satisfies condition (37), we carllyocanstruct
a Riemannian/-manifold. More precisely, letr!, ... ") be the coordinates wheigis
diagonal and potential. Then, the metgiand the structure constants

cz-k(r) = 5;5,1
endow the open set where the coordindtes. .., ") are defined with the structure of a
Riemanniar#-manifold.

We point out that conditior (29) is far from being trivial.deed, using the above remark,
it is easy to construct examples of metrics satisfying prig® (39) and[(17). Much more
difficult is the problem of finding Egorov metrics which s&ialso condition[(2B), since the
potential has to fulfill[(3I7). However, there exists an intpat class of metrics, appearing
in the Hamiltonian theory of integrable hierarchies of lyaimamic type (not necessarily of
Egorov type) whose curvature satisfies|(29). These are thecserhose Riemann tensor
admits “a quadratic expansion” in terms of the flows of thedmehy [9/10]:

uia :c;'»kaa)ui, 1=1,...,n
This means that
Ry = (couch, — cichg) Y €aX{ X0y, €a= %1, (41)

where the indexy can take value on a finite or infinite—even continuous—set.

Proposition 25 Suppose tha¥ is the Levi-Civita connection of a metrig and that its
curvature satisfies condition (41). In this case, condi{{28) is automatically satisfied.

Proof. We have that
sk n sk n sk n _
Rmz pk + Rzp mk Rpm ik

Z Ea[<cfnrc£€q - cfrcfnq>cgk + (Cfrclgq - c;m"czq) mk + ( Cpr fnq cfnrclgq> ]X Xq =

Zea Czqcpk Cpqczk)c + (Ck ka Ck )Czr +( mq zk Ck mk) ]X( )X(qa)

Whlch vanishes due to associativity. O
Remark 26 If the functions
lg .__ l q
g q = Z EaX(a)X(a)

«

define the contravariant components of a metric satisfyorglition [(40), then the operator

i d\" j i i
S il (45 ) ol ()= ity

is a purely nonlocal Poisson operator (sée|[13] for details)
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7 An example: reductions of the dispersionless KP hierar-
chy

In this section we will consider a class of Riemannfaimanifolds associated with a well-
known class of hydrodynamic type systems: the reductiotiseotlispersionless KP hierar-
chy. For a generic reduction, the metric will be non-flat.

The dispersionless KP (or dKP) hierarchy can be defined bgdating the formal series
A=p+ Z T (42)
k=0 p

which has to satisfy the following dispersionless Lax et

N, = {)\, %(Am}.

Here{f,¢9} = 0.f 0,9 — 0,f 0.¢ denotes the canonical Poisson bracket, @nd. is the
polynomial part of the argument. For simplicity, we will der here only the second flow
(n = 2); all other flows of the hierarchy can be treated in the same fa@r the second flow,
we have

1
A, = {/\, §p2 + AO} = pAs — AN, (43)
or, explicitly in terms of the variabled*,
Af = AR 4 AR AD k=0,1,2,... (44)

This last system is also known in the literature as Benneyndi its Lax representation
(43) appeared for the first time in [19]. Arcomponent reduction of the Benney chain is a
restriction of the infinite dimensional system(44) to aabi¢n-dimensional submanifold,
that is

AR = ARt um), kE=0,1,....

The reduced systems are systems of hydrodynamic type inattibles(u!, ... u") that
parametrize the submanifold:

uy = vi(u)ul, i=1,...,n.
Reductions of the Benney system were introduced in [14]theck it was proved that such
systems are diagonalizable and integrable via the gemeddtiodograph transformation [25].
Clearly, in the case of a reduction, the coefficients of thies€42) depend on the Riemann
invariants(r!, ..., ") and the series can be thought as the asymptotic expansipnr-foso
of a suitable function\(p, r!, ..., r™) depending piecewise analytically on the paramgter
It turns out [14] 15] that such a function satisfies a systeohofdal Loewner equations,

oA BA

A i=1...,n, (45)
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describing families of conformal maps (with respecpjon the complex upper half plane.
The analytic properties of characterize the reduction. More precisely, in the caseof-a
reduction the associated functiarpossesses distinct critical points on the real axis; these
are the characteristic velocitiesof the reduced system, that is,

Ap(V') 1= g—p(vl)zo, i=1,...,n,

and the corresponding critical values can be chosen as Riremaariants. Compatibility
conditions of the Loewner systein (45) are of the form

- 0, A°
I —
O vt —vd
P # J,
o a0 = 204040
) (’UZ _ ij)2

and were found by Gibbons and Tsarev/[15]. Thus, every reatucf the Benney chain is
described by a particular solution of the Loewner sysfen). (45

Starting from the function,, we will show now how to give to the manifold parametrized
by the Riemann invariants!, ..., r"), a structure of’-manifold with a compatible connection—
in general non-flat. In order to do this, we define a metric

- OA(p) I A(p) )
0,0 = ————dp ), 46
9(0,9) ;:1 pr:egi( %, p (46)
and structure constants

AR - OA(p) I N(p) &"Mp) )
0,0,0") = dp |, 47
o ) ;:1 res ( N p (47)
whered, &', & are arbitrary tangent vectors on the manifold. In the comuisr!, ..., "),

and making use of the Loewner equatidng (45), the metricttileediagonal form

9 0\ & ON 0N dp\ & 0,A%,A° ), dp
g (a_ a_> =2 (aw%rp) =2 (<p ) = )

= 0;A°9; A"\, (v") 8 = D, A 6y,

where we used the fact [12] that
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In particular, the metric is Egorov. Moreover, a similaratahtion for the structure constants
gives

0 0 90\ <« OX OX X dp\ < 9; A0, A°0, A° (N,)? dp
¢ (87 i’ W) - lerffi (W%WTP) - Zprffi <(p — ') (p — v9)(p — vF)

i= =1

— 9,40, A°0, A° (Mpp(v))? 8100 = DA 6y,

and from this it follows that
0 0 0

o o ~ g
r r or

namely(r!, ... r") are canonical coordinates for the algebra.

Remark 27 The metric(48) and the structure constan{d?) were introduced for the first
time by Dubrovin in[[4], in the particular case of the Gelfamdkii reductions of the dKP
hierarchy, where the functioi is a polynomial inp. The same metric and constants were
also used by Chan@[2] and Ferguson and Strachan [11], fordhugly of reductions where

is rational or logarithmic. We remark that in all these exdegpthe metric considered turns
out to be flat.

We have now to prove that the metric and the structure cotsstifined in this way are
compatible, namely that conditioris {17) ahd|(29) are satlsfAs regard conditio (17)—
due to the results of Sectidh 6—it is sufficient to note thatrtietric (46) is Egorov. On the
other hand, for conditiori (29), we only have to recall thautesf [12], where the curvature
tensor of the metrid¢ (46) has been shown to possess the fotiayuadratic expansion:

1 7 7 7 %

w'(N) w? (X) dA, w'(N) o) — o)

wherep(\) = A7!(p) is the inverse of\ with respect top, andC' is a suitable contour
on the complex\-plane. Due to Propositidn P5, the existence of a quadraparsion of

the curvature implies that condition (29) is satisfied. Al&ively, such a condition follows
from the well-known fact that the characteristic veloatie—which satisfy conditiod {30)—
satisfy the semi-Hamiltonian condition_(38).

iy
4 211 C

Remark 28 A similar construction can be done using instead of the m¢#@), one of the

metrics
o 9\ <& (0N 0N dp
1 (5 ) = 2 rests) (aw%rp) (48)

=t
i=1 P

whereyp; are arbitrary functions of a single variable, and defining tborresponding struc-
ture constants as

o 9 0\ <& (O O DN dp
C(%’%’W) _Zres.(@i(r )) <8T’Z%W)\_p) (49)

—?
i=1 P
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If all the functionsy; are different from zero, it turns out that the structure damss [49)
admit canonical coordinates. Moreover, in such coordisatihe metric[(48) is potential.
In this way, repeating the construction described in thitis&, one defines, for any choice
of the functionsp;, a new structure of’-manifold with compatible connection on teame
manifold. Notice that in case of reductions related to Fmailbs manifolds, such as the
Zakharov and the Gel'fand-Dikii reductions| |4, 7], one oétimetrics[(4B) is thentersection
form of the Frobenius manifold. Using this metric, the constiarctabove reduces to the
Dubrovin’s dualityof the theory of Frobenius manifolds [6].
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