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Abstract

To capture a multidimensional consistency feature of integrable systems in terms of the geometry, we
give a condition called geodesic compatibility implying the existence of integrals in involution of the geodesic
flow. The geodesic compatibility condition is constructed from a concrete example namely the integrable
Calogero’s goldfish system through the Poisson structure and the variational principle. The geometrical
view of the geodesic compatibility gives compatible parallel transports between two different Hamiltonian
vector fields.

1 Introduction

In the recent years, the multidimensional consistency feature of integrable systems has been extensively
studied by many people in the field. This intriguing feature first arose in the level of discrete integrable
systems, namely, the consistency around the cube (CAC) |1}-4] such that there exists a set of compatible
equations defined in each subspace corresponding to the number of independent variables. This means that it
allows us to consistently embed the difference equations in a multidimensional discrete space. In the context
of Hamiltonian systems, the Liouville integrability is a natural criterion to test the system in question [5].
The important feature is called the Hamiltonian commuting flows which can actually be considered as the
multidimensional consistency in the level of the Poisson structure. Such consistency can also be captured in
the Lagrangian description known as the Lagrangain multi-forms [6]. The main feature for the integrability
in this context is called the closure relation which implies the existence of infinite paths on the space of in-
dependent variables corresponding to a single path on the space of dependent variables with a critical action.

The Calogero-Moser (CM) type systems, Ruijsanaars-Schneider (RS) type systems and Calogero’s gold-
fish (GF) type systems are well-known integrable one-dimensional many-body systems [7-9] in the context
of Liouville integrability. Furthermore, their integrability can also be exhibited through the Lagrangian
1-form structure [10H17]. Intriguingly, for the GF systems, Hamiltonians are all written with exponential
of conjugate momenta, and their equations of motion are perfectly in a form of geodesic representation.
The geodesic interpretation of GF models was first investigated in 18], and it was found that the Riemann
curvature tensor for the case of rational GF model vanishes suggesting that the evolution of this system is
indeed a free geodesic motion in Cartesian-like coordinates under the coordinate transformation.

As we mentioned earlier that the GF models are the integrable systems exhibiting the multidimensional
consistency through the Hamiltonian commuting flows and the closure relation and, since GF models are
also integrable geodesic flows, in the present paper, we would like to capture the multidimensional consis-
tency from the geometrical point of view through the general metric tensors. In section [2| we provide a
brief review on the geodesic flows and a criterion for their integrability. The GF systems are also presented
together with their geodesic interpretation. In section |3 the condition on metric tensors called the geodesic



compatibilz’tyﬂ is derived from the commuting Hamiltonian flows and the variational principle on the space
of time variables. Both rational and hyperbolic GF models are explicitly used to verify the condition. In
section [d] the interpretation of the geodesic compatibility condition in the geometrical point of view is
presented. In section [5, the summary, as well as remarks, is given .

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Integrable geodesic flows

Suppose there is an N-dimensional manifold M equipped with the metric tensor g(q), where ¢ = (¢*, ¢?, ..., ¢")
is a set of local coordinates, and a pair (M, g) forms a well-known (smooth) Riemannian manifold. Let a
smooth curve y(q(t), %q(t)) be a geodesic defined on the tangent bundle T M. Mathematically, a geodesic
flow is a family of the diffeomorphisms ¢; of the tangent bundle such that each point on the geodesic can
be expressed as [20]

o1 (a(0) 5a00)) = (at0) a0 (2.)

Let us now define SM as a unit tangent bundle which is a subset of T M where dq/dt has a unity norm. We
find that SM is preserved under the map defined in (2.1)) along the curve 7, i.e., for any (¢, dq/dt) € SM,

In Hamiltonian context, the geodesic flow is the trajectory that describes the evolution for a system of
equations
dq* o dp; O

at ~ op; 0t og ' T (22)

on the cotangent bundle 7M. The Hamiltonian (g, p) is given in the form

N

1 y 1 ..

H(q.p) =5 9" (Opip = 59" pip; (2.3)
i

where (¢,p) = (¢*,¢>,....,¢~,p1,p2, ..., pN) are the canonical coordinates on a 2N-dimensional phase space,
and ¢ are the elements in the metric tensor such that Dj = ij %qi. With a given Hamiltonian (2.3)),

equation (2.2)) reads

— S =_27 .. 24
ar =9 g = g g Pitk (2.4)

resulting in the geodesic equations
Pq' g A, (2.5)

dt2 IR ar dt

where F;.k are the affine connection given by

k=99 OqFk ogf g™

In general, the geodesic on a closed Riemannian manifold can be globally complicated, but still regular,
and of course not chaotic. Global regular behaviour is a main characteristic property of integrable geodesic

!The geometrical condition for geodesic compatibility of the systems with pseudo-Riemannian metrics has been investigated by
Topalov [19]. A pair of geodesic flows is said to be compatible if their Christoffel symbols satisfy the so-called PQ¢-projectivity.
If two pseudo-Riemannian metrics obey such condition, the hierarchy of compatible metrics admitting functionally-independent
integrals of motion, which are in involution with each other, can be produced.



flows which are defined as follows.

Definition: The geodesic flow is said to be completely Liouville integrable if there exists a set of N functions
defined on the phase space {Fi(q,p), F2(q,p), ..., Fn(q,p)} which satisfies the following requirements:

e They are integrals of the geodesic flow, i.e., constant along each geodesic line.

e They are commuting with respect to Poisson bracket on T*M, i.e., {F;, F;} = 0, where i # j =
1,2,...,N

e They are functionally independent on T*M. In other words, the gradients of every integrals are
linearly independent.

We find that it is not difficult to obtain the Lagrangian associated with the Hamiltonian (2.3))

dq 1 dq*dg’
B s Sl A 2.
Z (q’ dt) 299 gt "at 27)
and the Euler-Lagrange equations
0% d 0%
=0 (2.8)

it a/dg
0q dt o(%")
give us again ([2.5]).

We end this section with some well known examples of topological objects admitting integrable geodesic
flows. The 2-Sphere 52 := {(¢')? + (¢?)? + (¢®)? = 1}, whose geodesics are equators (the curves on the great
circles), and the torus with a flat metric ds? = (dq')?+(dg?)?, whose angle coordinates 6;(t) defining the sur-
face is quasi-periodic, i.e., 0;(t) = ¢;t of period 2w, where i = 1,2, are classical examples of two-dimensional
surfaces with integrable geodesic flows. However, surfaces of revolution admitting non-trivial linear constants
of motion called Clairaut integrals and surfaces with Liouville metrics ds? = (f(x) + g(x))((dg*)? + (dg?)?)
admitting non-trivial quadratic integrals are also examples. [21]

2.2 GF models as geodesic Hamiltonian flow

The GF models are the Hamiltonian system [9,[22] whose Hamiltonian is given by

N N
H(q,p) =Y e [ 1d —d), (2.9)
i=1 j=1
i
where a is a parameter, and
£9) é : rational case
V= sin}ll(q) : hyperbolic case ,

respectively. Using Hamilton’s equations, the equations of motion are given by

d2q N dq’ d¢’ . ‘
:E — —W(qg"—¢) f 1 =1,2,....N 2.10
dt2 J - dt dt (q q) or 1 ) ) ) ) ( )
where
2 : rational case
Wig) =41 .
2coth(q) : hyperbolic case ,

and «y is an arbitrary parameter. It accidentally turns out that (2.10) are in the form of geodesic equations
with the affine connection given by [18§]

L1 b)W(g - ) (2.11)

F}k = (5;w2k + 5,2111@‘]' , and Wij = —2
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In the rational case, it has been shown that all components of the curvature tensor (Riemann tensor)

Ry = Era 3q T himt kj (2.12)

vanish identically. This means that the evolution of rational GF model is indeed free geodesic, and there
exists the Cartesian-like coordinates

1 o
znlq] = = Z ¢'q¢"?..¢" ,n=12. N (2.13)

(41,82,..,0N)’

where ’ indicates that the all indices are different, such that the goldfish equations (2.10) becomes
d*z,, /dt* = 0.

The geodesic interpretation for the RS systems and Toda systems had been investigated further. In the
case of rational RS system, there is the same structure as the rational GF system. In the hyperbolic RS
and relativistic Toda systems, it turns out to be that they are linked to non-metric connections [23,24]. For
non-metric case, an investigation on a sufficient and necessary condition for a system with two-dimensional
affine connection admitting linear first integrals was given in [25]. The restriction on the form of the affine
connection of the DubrovinNovikov Hamiltonian formulation of the one-dimensional hydrodynamic system
is also analyzed in [26].

3 Compatible geodesic flows

It is known that the GF models (2.9) are completely integrable [22] and certainly the systems possess the
Hamiltonian hierarchies. The first three Hamiltonians of the GF system are

H = % = gijmvrj y % = géjﬂ'iﬂ'j y %‘é = ggjﬂ'iﬂ'j ; i,j = 1,2, ...,N y (3.14)

where m; = ePi/2 and p; is the conjugate momentum in canonical coordinates (p,q). The first three metric
tensors for the rational case are given by

N b N
W=t 9=y 9 =iy (3.15)
[1(¢" —q%) I1(¢" —q%) I1(¢" —¢%)
a#i aFi a#i

and the first three metric tensors for the hyperbolic case are given by

N b N m n
. Z]%;e—?q ; e—24™—2q
%) ¥ n+=m
g’ij = 5%] N ) 92 - 5%] N y 93 - 5%] N . (316)
[[ sinh (¢" — q) [] sinh (¢’ — ¢*) [] sinh (¢’ — ¢%)
a#i a#i a#i

It is well-known that the Hamiltonian is a time generator and here we definitely have different time variables
for each Hamiltonian. The geodesic equations for the Hamiltonian .77, are given by

a2 N dg g .
Z ST yrgi — ) for k=1,2,..,N. (3.17)

However, we would like to point that the Hamiltonians in (3.14)) are in the pseudo-geodesic form. What we
mean by “pseudo” is that actually this Hamiltonian hierarchy is not explicitly in the form given in (2.3
since the momenta 7; are not canonical variables and of course the Poisson bracket {m;, ¢/} # &7.



In this section, we are interested in constructing the relation that implies integrability through the structure
of the g metric tensors. We first set out to derive the condition directly from the involution of the Hamilto-
nians, and then we look for the condition from a different perspective, namely, from the variational principle.

The Poisson structure: Given two arbitrary Hamiltonians in the hierarchy
I = glijwmj and J4 = géjwmj , (3.18)
the Poisson bracket between them gives

0 0., B 0, 0.7
0q™ Opy, 0@ Opp,

— 6gllj nk 1 nk 1
- <8qmﬂ-ﬂr]> (gs ﬂ-k(iﬂ'n(snm)‘i‘gs ﬂ-n(iﬂ—kékm))

{1, 4} =

ag¢ 1 e 1
o (8(]7717[-’7[-]> (gl (27Tn5nm) +9 kﬂ'n(iﬂ'kékm))

8gij 1 1
— (@}nmﬂj (ig;nkﬂkﬂm+§g?m7rn7rm)

The involution condition gives

N ij
dgy . Ogd
Z (aqlkgsk o 9 ) T =0 . (3.19)

i,7,n,k=1

This equation can be called as the geodesic compatibility and can be used as an integrability criterion for
the pseudo-geodesic Hamiltonian systems.

The variational principle: The action functional of a system with N independent variables is given
by

N
/ > (widi, — g mimj)dty (3.20)
C =1

where € is a curve on the space of independent variables and ¢;, = Jq/0t;. Now we introduce a time-
parameterised variable s, sg < s < s1, such that

N

51 dt
S —/ [Z(pz-qt,c gkmw])dk]ds

0 k=1

The variation of action according to the local deformation on t;-t; plane (I # s) is

= ot (0Pt s Opi i Oai, dq;, gy’ 99
0SS = /{|: bi tl s <6t 5tl + ot qtldts +p287tl(5t1 + pi at, Ot ot 7T17T](5tl ot 7r27r]6t8

i ODi ; Op; 1 ;0 ij O dt i dot
— fgl] 32; im0t — fgl 8p mmj0ts — §glj 822] ™m0t — fg] ap] im0t ) d; gl]Wﬂ] 15 1]
, dsts (s Ipi dg dgi 09y 09
iy q;.0t LSty A i 6ty A pia Oty — Ot — Ot
* [p s T <8t Ty, de:0ts TPy O P, ot "TIONT Tgy, T

1 ..0p; 1 ..0 1 ..0 0 dt dot
_ 7913%7“»7@&1—7 ij CPi Wzﬂjétl_, ij pjmwjdtl——g? 8]9; »7rj5t1> dss g?wnr] I }}ds.



Integrating by parts the first and last terms inside each square bracket, the cancellation among the terms
will give

- | (0pidg  Opi Og ag?  9gY P o o\
o5 = /{[2 (8751 ots Oty Ot T Ot 5 ot 7WTJ+ lat 9s at; T

1( ;0p;  5;0p;\ _ _ Jdts 1 (0pidq"  Opi O’ R A
*3 <g o, %o )™ st 3 \anay T an o) T\ o o |

1 Opi  ;;0p; Op;  ;;0p; dty

- (/e N ¥/ g (/RN Y it ' .

2 (g at, s atl> ity <g ot, 9 ar, ) T g0t

Using the equations of motion,

Ld“ = Qikﬂ'ﬂ —dpk = _Lg?jﬂ iy
dy, VTR agk
qu = gikﬂ‘ﬂ dp = ——aggjw ™
dts s Tk dt, 8qk g
we obtain
N .
dg/’ 0gd
> (a g3 = ) mimymam =0, (3.21)
igmk=1 \

which is actually identical to (3.19). One may find that it is straightforward to show that this condition
holds true for every pair of metric tensors in the case of N degrees of freedom.

Proposition: For integrable pseudo-geodesic Hamiltonian systems, the following identity

> (aqlk %" -3 Zm"’“) Tt = 0 (3.22)
i7j7n7k:1

holds true on solutions of the Hamilton’s equations.

Above statement can be verified with explicit computation. Next, we will give direct computation on
the compatibility between g1 and go, the metric tensors associated with the first two Hamiltonians in the
hierarchy, for the rational and hyperbolic Calogero’s GF systems.

The rational case: For simplicity, we consider first the case of three particles. We found that, in rational
case, the whole inside the bracket of (3.22)) vanish naturally independent of others under the summation.
Therefore, the general case of N particles can be proved as follows. Calculating the term inside the bracket,
we obtain

% K IZ_VI (¢" - q“))(&-k - 51;0] % ¢’

69? nk I#i L\ i#azl b#n
[1(a" —q¢*)? I] (¢" — ¢)
aF#i a#n

and

0 ﬁfqi—qa)(éabk) > {l# [S”A“’“q —q>)<5ik—5lk>}}.

N
[1(¢" = q*) IT (¢" — ¢*)
a#i a#n

(3.24)




Here, we have suppressed the initial condition of every summation and product since they are all starting
from one. We observe that (3.23)) and (3.24]) are different by just the term that contains dpr. So, we divide
our proof into two parts.

Part 1 for the case ¢ = k: Consider (3.24)), the condition for the summation on b becomes b # k which
means that the kronecker delta functions & are all zero. Therefore, changing every ¢ appearing in (3.24))
into k and, since n is always equal to k for goldfish models, we find that (3.23]) and (3.24) are exactly the
same.

Part 2 for the case i # k: ;. always vanish and the kronecker delta functions d;; will be one only the
term that [ = k. Also, the kronecker delta functions 3, can only be one since there is only one term where

b = k. Then, (3.24) is reduced to

A N , N N .
i (@ —=d") II (@ —¢)+("+ X ¢) II (¢~
095 nk i#atk i£btk  itatk
aqk gl - N 4 N
[1(¢" —q*)* II (¢" — q*)
a#i a#n

N N
@+ > &) II (¢ —q%
itbtk  itatk

N N
[1(¢" —q*)* I (¢" — q%)
aF#i a#n
NN
(b;kq ) ’illk(Q’ —q*)
= 5 ~ : (3.25)
[1(a" —q*)* II (¢" — %)
aF#i a#n
Also, (3.23) becomes
NN
o (b;k q°) illk(ql —q")
1 nk __ v7a
[I(¢"—q*)? I (¢" — q*)
ai a#n

The equation (3.25) and (3.26]) are identical. Therefore, this completes the verification of the geodesic
compatibility for rational case.

The hyperbolic case: We start the computation in the same fashion as the rational case. Substituting
the metric tensors into (3.22)), we get

g) K ﬁ sinh(q" — qa)) cosh(q" — ¢')(dix — i) Z e

dg' 1% L\ ial b#n
Tjﬂ o= ~ < (3.27)
[I sinh(g" — ¢*)? [] sinh(¢" — ¢%)
aFi a#n
and
N , N N[N N , '
[1 sinh(g" — q*)(—=2 > e 2 0pg) — > e~ { > [( [] sinh(q" — q“)) cosh(q’ — ¢") (6 — o)
892 g”’“ a#i b4 b£i £i L\ ital /
8qk 1 o o u

N . N
1;['s1nh(q’ —q%)2 ];[ sinh(g" — %)



Again, for the case of i = k, it can be easily seen that both (3.27)) and (3.28) are identical as we do have in
the rational type.

For the case of i # k, we start with an observation that, for a pair (11 — 22), we have
8911 8911 8922 8922
< c')q12 95 - 8q22 g1 | mmmams + 6q11 95— 8(121 g1 | memomymy
[ (39%1 22 89%1 22> + (89%2 11 8932

qugz - qugl qugz - qu

and this also holds true for other pairs, i.e., (11 — 33), (22 — 44), and so on. Then, simplifying (3.27)) and
(3.28) as in the rational case and subtracting them, we obtain

72q’“N : i _ g LA i _ i gk - 72q”_N —2¢"
2e [I sinh(¢* —q*) + ][ sinh(¢" —¢*)cosh(¢" —¢*)( > e > e

9%1> }Wﬂfﬂfﬂz =0 (3.29)

8g§j ke 6957 nk ai i#a#k b#k A
0 g O g . . sk
[1 sinh(q’ — ¢*)? [] sinh(q* —q)
aFi a#k
The term in the numerator inside the last bracket can be simplified as
N N A N N _
Z e 2 Ze_qu = M 4 Z e 20" _ 2" Z e 2 = 72 _ 2"
btk beti i#btk i#btk
Then, (3.30) becomes
‘ ; A N )
ij ij (26_% sinh(g — ¢*) + (e~ — ¢72¢") cosh(q’ — qk)) [T sinh(¢' —¢)
agl nk agQ nk i#a#k
aqk 92 aqk g1 N . N
[1 sinh(q’ — ¢*)? [] sinh(q* — ¢)
aF#i a#k
<262qlC sinh(q’ — ¢%) — 2sinh(¢’ — ¢") cosh(q’ — qk)> [[ sinh(¢" —q%)
N i#a#k
o N . N
[1 sinh(q’ — ¢*)? [] sinh(q* —q)
aFi a#k
(262‘1 — 2cosh(q" — qk)> ] sinh(¢" — ¢%)
i aFi
o N A N
[1 sinh(q’ — ¢*)? [] sinh(q* —q)
aFi a#k
<2€_2qk —2cosh(q* — qk)>
_ | (3.31)

N N

[1 sinh(¢* — ¢*) ][ sinh(¢* — ¢*)

aFi a#k
The summations appear in (3.19) will generate another term similar to (3.31]) but the indices are inter-
changed such that (3.31)) becomes

2¢724" — 2 cosh ¢ —q )
dgi* i Ogs* ( ( :

ij
[] sinh(¢* — ¢2) ] sinh(q® — ¢*)
a#k a#i

Since the cosine hyperbolic is an even function, and the denominators are the same, adding (3.31)) and
(13.32)) up as suggested by the observation, we get

(26*2‘1]6 —2cosh(q’ — ¢")) + (2672(11’ —2cosh(¢" — ¢')) = 2(672qk + 672(11.) —4cosh(¢" —¢') = 0.

This completes the verification for the hyperbolic case.



4 Geometrical interpretation

To see how we would interpret the geodesic compatibility in terms of the geometry, the present form of the
relation ([3.22)) is not suitable since the Hamiltonians (3.14]) are not in the canonical variable representation.
We then assume that there exists an integrable system with the Hamiltonian hierarchy

where p; are the canonical momenta, and ¢ = ¢“(q) are the metric tensors as functions of canonical
coordinates ¢ = {q¢', ¢, ...,¢"V}. The involution feature (Hamiltonian commuting flows) between two Hamil-
tonians,

i = g'pip; and A = gIpiv; . (4.34)
gives
89 J ag J
> (a T = g r ot | pipipn = 0. (4.35)
i7j7n7k:1 q q

which is a geodesic compatibility condition. To unravel the geometrical insight, we employ the relation
between the derivative with respect to coordinates ¢* and the affine (Levi-Civita) connection

g = ff};hghj — Fihgih . (4.36)
Then, we find that the term inside the bracket of the geodesic compatibility condition (4.35) becomes
Okg 9t* — Okg gt = (~Ting” — Thuoi"ge* — (~Thngl? — Th9ier™ . (4.37)

The geodesic compatibility can now be written as

N ) )
> (agl” ga* — 99¢ g?k) PipjP
L Ys L iPjPn
i’j’”’k::l aq 8q
N
= - Y {(Fihgﬂ + 19,0090 — (Thngl + 19,9 97% | pipjpn =0 . (4.38)
i,j,m,k=1

Recalling the covariant derivative of the metric tensor

Vig? = 0kg" + Ting™ + g™ (4.39)
and substituting (4.39)) into the term inside the bracket of (4.35]), we get
o9’ gi* = Ohgigi* = (Vg —Ting)” — T ge" = (Vigd — Tingl? — 1,90 7"
= [(Vig)ge* = (Vrgd g™
o ok . b ok
—[(Chng)” +Tipgi") 98" — (Chnge? + Ti98)ai™] - (4.40)
The second bracket in (4.40|) effectively vanishes according to (4.38) resulting in
N ij ij N
dg,’ dgs 7 .
> (alkg?k = S w o | ppipa = ) ((ngl” )ik — (Vig¥ )g?’“) pipjpn =0 . (4.41)
i,5,m,k=1 q q i,7,n,k=1

We know that (4.41) is a direct consequence of the Hamiltonian commuting flows, see also section
{A, #,}=0. Suppose that X » and X 4, are vector fields associated with the Hamiltonians % and 7,
respectively. We have now a condition that the Lie bracket of these two vector fields vanishes,

(X, X ] =0 (4.42)

It is well-known that gives a compatibility between two Hamiltonian vector fields. This means that
compatibility between flows forms a perfect parallelogram. The covariant derivative gives the parallel
transport of the vector on the manifold. Then, may be treated as the compatible parallel transports
of two different Hamiltonian vector fields, see figure [T}
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Figure 1: Geodesic compatibility: (a) parallel transport of the vector field X 5 in the direction of the X . (b)
parallel transport of the vector field X, in the direction of the X 4. Here, the different Hamiltonian flows are

represented by 2-dimensional sheet governed by different metric tensors.

5 Conclusion

We have successfully constructed the geodesic compatibility condition to capture the multidimensional con-
sistency in terms of metric tensors. This compatibility between metric tensors, which is equivalent to the
Hamiltonian commuting flows and the closure relation, can possibly be treated as an integrability feature of
the system. The rational and hyperbolic GF systems, hierarchy geodesic flows , are used as concrete
examples to explicitly verify the geodesic compatibility condition. The condition can be geometrically inter-
preted as compatible parallel transports between two different directions corresponding to two Hamiltonian
vector fields. We put here a remark on the RS type systems. The geodesic interpretation holds only for the
first flow in the RS hierarchy since the second equation of motion in the hierarchy is not in the geodesic
form [11]. Then, the RS type systems is not applicable for the geodesic compatibility test. Another point is
that we do not have the geodesic interpretation in the Lagrangian description for both GF and RS systems,
see the Lagrangian hierarchy in [11}12].
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