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FLAT F-MANIFOLDS, F-COHFTS, AND INTEGRABLE HIERARCHIES
ALESSANDRO ARSIE, ALEXANDR BURYAK, PAOLO LORENZONI, AND PAOLO ROSSI

ABSTRACT. We define the double ramification hierarchy associated to an F-cohomological field
theory and use this construction to prove that the principal hierarchy of any semisimple (ho-
mogeneous) flat F-manifold possesses a (homogeneous) integrable dispersive deformation at all
orders in the dispersion parameter. The proof is based on the reconstruction of an F-CohFT
starting from a semisimple flat F-manifold and additional data in genus 1, obtained in our pre-
vious work. Our construction of these dispersive deformations is quite explicit and we compute
several examples. In particular, we provide a complete classification of rank 1 hierarchies of
DR type at the order 9 approximation in the dispersion parameter and of homogeneous DR
hierarchies associated with all 2-dimensional homogeneous flat F-manifolds at genus 1 approx-
imation.
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INTRODUCTION

Since Witten’s conjecture [Wit91] and its proof by Kontsevich [Kon92], there have been grow-
ing and fruitful interactions between the area of integrable hierarchies of PDEs and algebraic
geometry of the moduli spaces of algebraic curves. In this context, and in connection with topo-
logical field theory, Dubrovin introduced in the 90s the notion of Frobenius manifold [Dub96],
a differential-geometric structure that encodes genus-zero information af a cohomological field
theory (CohFT) on the moduli space of stable curves, besides having far reaching connections
with other areas of mathematics.
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From the point of view of integrable systems, given a Dubrovin—Frobenius manifold, there
exists an associated integrable hierarchy of Hamiltonian quasilinear PDEs called Dubrovin’s
principal hierarchy, or simply principal hierarchy. An important problem in the theory of inte-
grable systems consists in constructing a full dispersive hierarchy starting from its dispersionless
limit.

In the framework of moduli spaces, the principal hierarchy associated to a Dubrovin—Frobenius
manifold and its dispersive deformation should satisfy additional constraints coming from the
intersection theory of the CohFT. In the semisimple case, there exist two different (but con-

jecturally Miura-equivalent [Burld, BDGRIS, BGRI19]) constructions defining such dispersive

deformations:

(1) The Dubrovin-Zhang construction [DZ01] is based on the idea that the partition func-
tion of the corresponding CohF'T in all genera is the logarithm of the tau-function of
a special solution (called the topological solution) to a full dispersive hierarchy (the
DZ hierarchy). One can construct the hierarchy itself starting from this tau-function,
and it turns out that the the principal hierarchy is the dispersionless limit of DZ hi-
erarchy. Moreover the full DZ hierarchy and the principal hierarchy are related by a
special change of dependent variables, called a quasi-Miura transformation, which can
be uniquely determined in the semisimple case from genus zero information.

(2) The double ramification construction, introduced by one of the authors in [Burlj], is
based on the definition of an infinite set of commuting Hamiltonian densities [BR16a] in
terms of intersection numbers of the CohFT, the double ramification cycles and other
natural tatutological classes on the moduli space of curves.

For both constructions and in the (homogeneous) semisimple case, the reconstruction of the
full dispersive hierarchy from its dispersionless limit (the principal hierarchy of the Dubrovin—
Frobenius manifold encoding the genus 0 part of the CohFT) is possible thanks to the Givental—
Telemann reconstruction theorem for the CohFT itself from its genus 0 part [Tel12] [GivO1].

Notice that, by construction, the dispersionless limits of both the DZ and DR hierarchies co-
incide with the principal hierarchy of the Dubrovin-Frobenius manifold underlying the CohFT.

In the last 20 years, it has been observed that many constructions related to Dubrovin—
Frobenius manifolds can be extended to a more general setting ([Sab98| [Get04], Man05] [LPR09,
[SZ11l [AL13al, [Lor1dl [KMS15, [ALI7, [DHI17, BRIS, KMSIS8| [ALI9, BB19, [ABLR20]). For in-
stance, it was observed in [LPR0O9| that the notion of principal hierarchy does not require the
existence of an invariant flat metric. This leads naturally to the consideration of the gener-
alization of Dubrovin—Frobenius manifolds, called F-manifolds with compatible flat structure
[Man05] or simply flat F-manifolds [LPR0O9], obtained by replacing a flat metric with a flat
torsionless connection and keeping all the axioms of Dubrovin—Frobenius manifolds apart from
those involving explicitly the metric and not just the associated Levi-Civita connection. In
flat coordinates for the flat connection, the flows of the principal hierarchy are systems of con-
servation laws. In the case of Dubrovin—Frobenius manifolds, the presence of an invariant flat
metric has to deal with the presence of a local Hamiltonian structure.

In this paper we construct (homogeneous) double ramification hierarchies starting from a (ho-
mogeneous) CohFT. In particular, in the semisimple case, leveraging on the results of [ABLR20],
this provides dispersive deformations of the principal hierarchy associated to a semisimple (ho-
mogeneous) flat F-manifold. The existence of these dispersive integrable deformations relies
on:
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(1) a generalization of the notion of cohomological field theory, called F-cohomological field
theory (or F-CohFT for short) introduced in [BRI8, [ABLR20I;

(2) a reconstruction theorem for a semisimple (homogeneous) F-CohFT starting from a flat
F-manifold and additional data in genus 1 [ABLR20];

(3) the definition of an infinite set of commuting flows (the DR hierarchy) in terms of
intersection numbers of the F-CohF'T, the double ramification cycles, the top Hodge
class, and psi classes on the moduli space of stable curves.

The paper is organized as follows.

Section[Mlis devoted to the construction of the DR hierarchy of an F-CohF'T (see also [BR1S]).
The main properties of this hierarchy are given in terms of densities of local vector fields on
the formal loop space and a special basis for their integrals of motion. We also consider the
additional properties of the hierarchy in the case of a homogeneous F-CohFT.

In Section 2], after recalling the definition of a flat F-manifold and the construction of its
associated principal hierarchy, we present our main result: given an arbitrary semisimple flat
F-manifold and an associated principal hierarchy, we construct a family of dispersive integrable
deformations of the principal hierarchy. These deformations, called the descendant DR hierar-
chies, come from the family of DR hierarchies associated to a family of F-CohF'T's parameterized
by a semisimple point of our flat F-manifold. The descendant DR hierarchy depends on a choice
of a certain vector field on the flat F-manifold, which we call a framing. We prove that the
descendant DR hierarchies corresponding to different framings are not related to each other by
a Miura transformation that is close to identity.

In Section B, we discuss the role of (descendant) DR hierarchies in the problem of classifica-
tion of integrable deformations of integrable dispersionless systems of conservation laws. One
can impose various constraints for such integrable deformations, and we discuss the correspond-
ing results (mostly at the approximation up to some finite power of ¢) for flat F-manifolds of
dimension 1 and 2 in Section and BTl In Section B3] we briefly mention the problem of
computing general integrable deformations of principal hierarchies of flat F-manifolds. It was
conjectured in [AL18] that the equivalence classes of such deformations are labeled by certain
functional parameters called Miura invariants. In the case of Dubrovin—Frobenius manifolds
and bihamiltonian deformations, these invariants are equivalent to central invariants, which are
known to classify deformations of semisimple local bihamiltonian structures of hydrodynamic

type ([DLZ0G, (CPS18]).

Acknowledgements. The work of A. B. is supported by the Russian Science Foundation
(Grant no. 20-71-10110). P. L. is supported by MIUR - FFABR funds 2017 and by funds of
H2020-MSCA-RISE-2017 Project No. 778010 [IPaDEGAN.

1. DOUBLE RAMIFICATION HIERARCHY OF AN F-CoHFT

In this section, we associate to any F-CohFT with a vector space V an infinite sequence
of commuting vector fields on the formal loop space of V, i.e., an infinite sequence of com-
patible systems of evolutionary PDEs of rank N := dim V' (in particular, in the form of con-
servation laws). This construction is a generalization of the double ramification hierarchy of
[Burl5l BRI6a] to the context of F-CohFTs and enjoys most of its properties (for instance,
recursion formulas for the higher symmetries), but loses in general the Hamiltonian nature.
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1.1. F-cohomological field theories. We recall from [BRIS| [ABLR20] the definition of an
F-cohomological field theory on the moduli space M, of stable curves of genus g with n
marked points. We will denote by H*(X) the cohomology ring with coefficients in C of a
topological space X. When considering the moduli space of stable curves, X = Mg,n, the even

part H®"(M,,,) in the cohomology ring H*(M,,) can optionally be replaced by the Chow

ring A*(M,.,).

Definition 1.1. An F-cohomological field theory (or F-CohFT) is a system of linear maps
Comi1: VE@VE — HY (M, i1), 2g—1+n>0,

where V' is an arbitrary finite dimensional vector space, together with a special element e € V',
called the unit, such that, chosen any basis ei, ..., eqmy of V and the dual basis €', ..., edmV

of V*, the following axioms are satisfied:

(i) The maps ¢y 41 are equivariant with respect to the S,-action permuting the n copies
of Vin V* @ V®" and the last n marked points in M 11, respectively.

(il) T cgn+1(e™ DB €a,) = Cont2(€ @R eq, ®e) for 1 < ag, an, ..., a, < dimV, where
T Mg pya — Mgy is the map that forgets the last marked point.
Moreover, cg3(e® ® e ® e) = g for 1 <o, f < dim V.

* ni+nsa _
(i) gl"cgitgomitnat1(e™ @@L eq,) = Cgymy1+2(e%° @ Ricren, ® €,) @ Cgynpv1(e @ ®j€J€aJ’)

for 1 < ap,a1,...,Qnyin, < dimV, where T U J = {2,...,ny +ny + 1}, |I| = ny,
|J| = ng, and gl: My, 409 X Mg, nat1 = My, 4o nmitnot+1 1s the corresponding gluing
map.

There is an obvious generalization of the notion of an F-CohF'T where the maps ¢, 41 take

value in H" (M, ,4+1) ® K, where K is a C-algebra. We will call such objects F-cohomological
field theories with coefficients in K.

Definition 1.2. An F-CohFT ¢, ,11: V@ VO — HY( M, ,11) is called homogeneous if
there exists an operator @) € End(V'), a vector 7 € V, and a complex constant v such that
Qe = 0 and the following condition is satisfied:

(1.1) Degocypi1+ e 0 Cgpin 0 (®F) =

= Cgmi1© (-Qt R+ ) ded¥eQe Id®j> + YGCamit,

i+j=n—1

where Deg € End(H*(M,,,)) is the operator acting on H*(M,,) by the multiplication by £,
T Mg,n+2 — Mg,nﬂ is the map that forgets the last marked point, ®7: V* @ V& — V* @
V @@+ is the operator of tensor multiplication from the right by 7, and @' € End(V*) is the
transposed operator. The constant v is called the conformal dimension of our F-CohFT.

Remark 1.3. Our definition of a homogeneous F-CohFT is slightly more general, than the one
from the paper [ABLR20] where the operator () was required to be diagonalizable. However, it
is easy to see that all the results from [ABLR20] about homogeneous F-CohFTs are true with
the new definition (see also Section 2. Ilwith a new definition of a homogeneous flat F-manifold).
An example of a homogeneous F-CohFT with a nondiagonalizable operator ) will appear in
Section [3
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1.2. Vector fields on the the formal loop space. Let A and A be the spaces of differential
polynomials and local functionals in formal (even) variables u{, 1 < a < N, k > 0, and ¢, with
the differential grading deg, uf = k, deg,_ e = —1, where the deﬁmtlons and the notations are
taken from [Rosl7, Section 2.1].

The space of densities of local multivector fields (on the formal loop space of V) is the
supercommutative associative algebra

A = Cllu*, 0.]][uZ g, O+,0][[€]],

where the new formal variables 0,5, 1 < o < N, k > 0, are odd (anti-commuting among
themselves and commuting with € and ) with degy 0,5 == k, u® = ug, and 0, = 04,
and the symbol *, as an index, denotes any of the allowed values for that index. The alge-
bra A* is endowed with the super grading, denoted by dege, which is defined by degg 0, := 1
and degyuj = deg(,&t := 0. The sub-vector space of A* homogeneous of super degree 1>0
is denoted by At and called the space of densities of local i-vector fields. We have A= AO
while A! is called the space of densities of local vector fields. The homogeneous component of
the space A’ of differential degree k will be denoted by (le\i)[k]

The operator 0, is extended from A to A* as the super-derivation
0 0
0, = Up i =—— F+ o1 =— |,
Z( L G ”f“aeak)
k>0 ’

where, here and in what follows, we perform summation over repeated Greek indices. The space
of local multivector fields is defined as

= A*/(Im 8, @ C[[]))

and, for ¢ > 0, the space of local i-vector fields A is the image of A in the quotient. If f € .»Zl\',
its image in A® is denoted by f = [ fdz. As before, A = A°, and A! is called the space of local

vector fields. Naturally, the spaces A’ inherit the differential grading deg .

For any 1 < a < N, we define the (super) variational derivatives

N e VPN O _N~_ay 9
Sue D (=) oy’ 60, D (=) 0oy’

k>0 @ k>0

which are well defined on A® since they vanish on Im 8, & C[[¢]].

The Schouten—Nijenhuis bracket [-,-]: A" x A7 — A+~ is defined by

(1.2) (ol =>" <3 (;g) dur (-1ye; (;zi) 622)

k>0
This Schouten—Nijenhuis bracket is a lift of the Schouten—Nijenhuis bracket [-,]: Ax N —
A=t defined by
- of o9 0f 0g
1. = 1
(13) o= [ (L + ol ) an

A further lift of the Schouten—Nijenhuis bracket to Al x A7 can be defined employing formal
Dirac delta functions, similarly to what was done in [BR16b] for the quantum commutator of
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two differential polynomials,

(1.4)
@)90) = Y (570) e 80000 =) + (1) 5 (o) 3 0) 0o =)

k>0

Taking the integral with respect to z of formula (I4), using that [d(z — y)g(y)dz = g(y),
reproduces indeed formula (I2)), and further integration with respect to y gives (L3).

As usual, for i = j = 1, the above Schouten—Nijenhuis brackets are called the Lie brackets.
For + = 1 and j = 0, the Schouten—Nijenhuis brackets reduce simply to the differentiation of
(a density of) a local functional along (a density of) a vector field, from which we see that the

symbol 6, can be interpreted as the operator 9% o ‘A > A

Given a local vector field X € Kl, there is a unique representative X € Al of X such
that X = X0, with X* € A. This representative is given by X = %Qa. The system of
evolutionary PDEs associated to X is

ou® 06X

(15) 81& - 50 (u 5)7

a=1,...,N.

Two systems of evolutionary PDEs

ou®  0X

W:(se (U*,g), Oézl,...,N7
ou® oY
D5 50, —(u}; e), a=1,...,N,

are compatible, in the sense that, for any 1 < a < N, gt aa“s = %%L:, if and only if the associ-

ated local vector fields X,Y € A! satisfy [X,Y] = 0.

Under a Miura transformation (see [Rosl7, Section 2.1] for more details) of the form
(1.6) = (ufe) e A= (AN 1<a <N,

au*
1.7 U |weo =0,  det 0,
( ) U | =0 e (au*) #

ur=0
the generators u} and 0, . of A® transform according to the formulae

e -
ul = Fu(uk;e), On s = OF (Z(—&B)s (% 9u>> : I1<a<N, k>0,

5>0 s lup=ui(ui;e)

where u®(u}; ) is obtained by inverting u® = u®(uf; ) order by order in . For a local vector
field, these formulae give

X = / (X%0,)dx = / (Z ggZa;XM>

from which we obtain that a system of evolutionary PDEs (LI transforms into

o~
- — S Y
ot (Z oul %X )

s>0

0, | dx,

ui=uj(ui;e)

, a=1,...,N.

ui=uj(ui;e)
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Performing the change of formal variables
(1.8) <Zp“ x) Oos = O (Z qa,aei‘”ﬁ) ., 1<a<N, k>0,
a€Z a€l

one can rewrite a density of a local multivector field f(u?,6,.,;¢) € (A™)4 as a formal Fourier
series

a1,00050n,b1500,bm e5 pM (el (D0 ai+> 0 b))
S R N U Q31+~ Qo €51 0T )7,

n,s>0
a1,...,anEZ
b1y, b EZ

bi,ob . - )
where the coefficient fal’ 3’;511 .5 as a function of the indices ay, ..., an,b1,... by, 1s a

homogeneous polynomlal of degree s + d. Formal Fourier series of this type form a super-
commutative associative algebra where the formal variables g, . are odd. Moreover, the local
multivector field f corresponds to the constant term of the Fourier series. Similarly to the vari-
ables 0, ., one should interpret the variable g, , to represent the vector This is coherent

a o
with the following formulae for the variational derivatives in the variables p* and g, .

5 axr a 5 o iaxr 8
&L—azze 8paa’ E_Ze Moo

a€l - a€Z o, ~a

acting on local multivector fields to give densities of local multivector fields. Accordingly, using
the formal Fourier expansion 6(z) = ) ., € for the formal Dirac delta function, it is easy to

obtain the formula for the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket () on At x A7 in the new variables:

L9 U@ =X (5 ) ) + (Do) ) ),

from which analogues of (L2) and (3] are easily obtained by integration in x and then y.

1.3. Densities of local vector fields for the DR hierarchy. Denote by ¢; € H*(M,,) the
i-th psi class, which is the first Chern class of the line bundle over M, ,, formed by the cotangent
lines at the i-th marked point. Denote by [E the rank g Hodge vector bundle over Mg,n whose
fibers are the spaces of holomorphic one-forms on stable curves. Let \; := ¢;(E) € H¥(M,,,),
these classes are called the Hodge classes.

For any ay,...,a, € Z, Y+, a; = 0, denote by DR,(ay, . ..,a,) € H*(M,,) the double ram-
ification (DR) cycle We refer the reader for example to HESEZ_lﬁﬂ for the definition of the DR
cycle on Mg », which is based on the notion of a stable map to CP! relative to 0 and co. If not
all the multiplicities a; are equal to zero, then one can think of the class DRy (a, ..., a,) as the
Poincaré dual to a compactification in Mg,n of the locus of pointed smooth curves (C; py, ..., pn)
satisfying Oc (3°1_, aip;) = O¢. Consider the Poincaré dual to the double ramification cy-
cle DRy(ay,...,a,) in the space M,,. It is an element of Ho2g—34n) (M), and abusing
notation it is also denoted by DRy (ay, ..., ay).

'» 18 the moduli space of stable curves of

The restriction DRy(ay, ..., an)}Mct , where ./\/lCt
g,n

compact type, is a homogeneous polynomial in ay,...,a, of degree 2¢g with the coefficients
in H*(M',). This follows from Hain’s formula for the version of the DR cycle defined
using the universal Jacobian over M, and the result of the paper [MW13], where it is proved
that the two versions of the DR cycle coincide on ./\/l;tn (the polynomiality of the DR cycle
on M, is proved in m) The polynomiality of the DR cycle on M, together with the
fact that A, vanishes on M, \ M’ (see, e.g., [FP00, Section 0.4]) imply that the cohomology
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class A\,DRy(=> 7 aj,a1,...,a,) € H*(M, 1) is a degree 2g homogeneous polynomial in
the coefficients aq, ..., a,.

Giveia vector space V with dimV = N and a basis e,...,exy € V, let ¢y pp1: VFQVE" —
H" (Mg 41) be an F-CohFT with unit e = A*e,. For 1 < 3 < N and d > 0, we define the
following system of formal Fourier series:

(1.10)

Z.al(_EQ)g «a n - o7 ila " ai)T
Ys4:=— Z o (/D )\gwgcg,n“(e ®es® ®j:16aj)> Qo (Hpa]]> RICED DY) ’
j=1

g,n>0,2g4+n>0 Rg(a,—a—Z}Ll @j,01,-,0n )
a,ai,...,an €%

which, thanks to the polynomiality property of the DR cycle, can be rewritten as a system of
densities of local vector fields Yz 4 € (A')Y as

(1.11)

g2 N . =
Yﬁ,d = — Z Ecoefak(al)kl...(an)kn /]; )\gwgcg,nm(e X €s ® ®j:16aj) 904,]94_1 H Ukj .
j=1

g,n>0,2g+n>0 Rg(“v*a*Z?:1 aj,01,...,an)
k,k1,....,kn>0
k351 ki=29

To this definition, we add the extra densities Y _; := =g, 1 <5 < N.
The double ramification hierarchy associated to the given F-CohFT is the infinite system of

local vector fields Y4, 1 < 8 < N, d > —1, associated with the above densities or, in terms of
evolutionary PDEs, the system

a «
(1.12) a—?ﬁ —9,P¢,, 1<a,B<N, d>0,
d
where
(1.13)
e 529 d o n - @y
Pg, = Z FCoef(al)klm(an)kn / A5 Conia(e” ® eg ® ®j:16aj) H uk;
gn>0.294n50 'V DRy (— Z?:I a;,0,a1,...,an) j=1
ketyokin >0
ZIJ'-Ll kj=2g

Let us adopt the convention Pg_, := 5. Notice that the system of evolutionary PDEs (L.I2)
carries strictly less information than the corresponding densities (L.IT]). We have the following
result.

Theorem 1.4 ([BR1§|). All the equations of the DR hierarchy (L12) are compatible with each

other, namely,
o 8 (0%
8 <8u ) a ( - )7 1§OZ,61,62§N, d17d220-

o \oug )~ g \org

This theorem is proved in [BRIS], but we give another proof in Theorem (see part (ii)).
For 1 < 1,82 < N and dq,ds > 0, let us define the generating series

(1.14)

Y e ia(_ez)g )\ d1 d2 « n .
51,d1;52,d2<x7y> = Z - g¥2 ¥3 Cg,n+3(€ ®ep ®eg, ® ®j:1€aj>

|
g,n>0 s Rg(a,b1,b2,a1,....an)
a,by,b2,a1,...,anEZL

n
i —ibix _—ib
‘Ga,a (Hl%j) € e 2y7
Jj=1
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where we adopt the convention that DRy (a, by, bs, a4, ..., a,) == 0 when a+b, +b2+2?:1 a; # 0.
To this definition, for future convenience, we add Yz, —1.8,a(%,y) = Y548, -1(z,y) = 0,
1<B1,8,<N,d>0.

We will use the symbol 11, as an index, to denote the sum over the values 1 < a < N for that

index with the coefficients A“. For example, Yy g := A"Y), 4, 0y := A"0, 1, and a% = A“%.
d d

Theorem 1.5. For all 1 < 51,52 < N and dy,ds > —1 such that di + dy > —1, we have

(i) [XBQ’dQ (y_)’ Vi (l‘)] = 8$Y51,d1+1;527d2 (ZL‘, y) - ayY517d1;52,d2+1(x7 y);
(11) [Yﬁ2,d2v Yﬁl,dl] =0;

o o 0 0 a
(i) Y1, Ys.a] = 0:(D —1)Ys a4y4+1, where D := ;0 (ukﬁ—uz‘ + 9a7ka‘9a,k) + €

N 0
(1V) [Yﬁ2,07 Y517d1] - aﬂcmyﬁhdﬁ—ﬁ

~ 0
(V) Yio = —u“0a1 + 028, S € (AYY, which implies S O.u” for 1 < a < N;

ot}
(Vl) %Yﬁl,dﬁl = Yﬁhdu mpﬁidl-i-l = Pﬁidl'

. 0
(i) o P = DELL,

Proof. For n > 0, let us use the notation [n] for the set {1,...,n}.

Let us prove part (i). If dj = —1 or dy = —1, then the statement easily follows from
the definitions. For dy, ds > 0, the statement is analogous to [BRI6D, Lemma 3.3], and we use
[BSSZ15l Corollary 2.2], describing the intersection of the psi classes with the DR cycle, together
with the fact that that A, vanishes on Mg, \ M¢ . Let n > 0 and consider integers a1, ..., an43
with the vanishing sum. For a subset I = {iy,... 4} C [n+ 3], 91 < iy < ... < i, denote
by Aj the string a;,, a;,, ... 4. For I,J C [n+ 3]\ {2,3} with U J = [n+ 3]\ {2,3}, and for
91,92 > 0 with 2g; + || > 0, 292+ |J| > 0, let us denote by DRy, (as, A;, —k) XK DRy, (a3, Ay, k)
the cycle in M, 4, n+3 Obtained by gluing the two DR cycles at the marked points labeled by
the integers —k and k, respectively. Here, the coefficient a;, 1 < j < n + 3, is attached to the
marked point j. Then we have

(1.15) (agts —azths) \JDRy(Ap i) = > Ag-k-DRy, (ag, A;, —k)XDRy, (a3, Ay, k).

TuJ=[n+3]\{2,3}
keZ,91>0,g2>0
gi+92=g
291-{-|I|7 2g2+‘J|>0

One then needs to intersect this relation with the class —ale*m?me*iaf’yﬁbglwg2097n+3(e°‘1 ®
®?:+236ai), where, as usual, the covector e* is attached to the marked point 1 and each vec-
tor e,, is attached to the marked point . Thanks to the gluing axiom of the F-CohFT, by
the definitions (LI0) and (LI4), and after setting as = 1 and a3 = fs, the left-hand side
of equation ([LTH]) produces the right-hand side of the equation in part (i) and depending on
whether, in the above sum, the marked point 1 belongs to the subset I or J, we obtain either

of the two terms in the Lie bracket on the left-hand side of the equation in part (i).

Part (ii) is immediately obtained from (i) upon integration in both x and y.
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Part (iii) is obtained from (i) after setting 5, = 1, do = 1 and integrating in y. The generating
series [ Vs, a,+1.1.1(2, y)dy reduces to (D — 1)Yj, 4,41 thanks to the following simple equality:

/ A5 3o nis(e® ® e, ® e ® ®_jeq,) = (29 + 1) / Mgty nia(e® ® es ® ®T_jeq,),
D D

Rg(a,b1,0,a1,....an) Rg(a,b1,a1,...,an)

which is in turn a consequence of the following behavior of the involved cohomology classes
with respect to the morphism 7: M, 3 — My, 1o forgetting the third marked point:

(1.16) DRy(a,b1,0,a1,...,a,) = m*DRy(a, by, a1, ..., a,),
(1.17) Cgnt3(e” ®es ®e® ®?:1604j) =Ty ni2(e” ®ep @ ®§L:1eaj)a
(1.18) A=y m) = (20 + gt

Indeed, the operator D multiplies each term of Yp, 4,41 by the number of variables €, u}, and 0, ,
appearing in that term, i.e., by 2g +n + 1.

Part (iv) is similarly obtained from (i) by setting do = 0 and integrating in y, as [ Y3, 4, +1,5,.0(, y)dy
reduces by definition to M%thdlﬂ.

To deduce (v), we consider formula (L.I0) and notice that, for (g,n) # (0,1),

/ AgCyni2(e* @ e® ®_?=1604j) = / Cgnt1(e” ® ®_?=1604j)7
DRy (a,~—a—3"7_; aj,a1,...,an) Tx(AgDRg(a,—a—3"7_; aj.a1,....an))

and m, (A, DRy(a, —a—3""_, a;,a1,. .., a,)) is divisible by (a+>7"_, a;)* as proved in [BDGRIS,
Lemma 5.1}, where 7: Mg,n+2 — Mg,nﬂ is the map forgetting the second marked point. When
g = 0and n = 1, we have instead DRo(a, —a —ay,a1) =1, A\g = 1, and ¢p3(e®* ® e ®eq,) = 05,
which gives the desired result.

Part (vi) immediately follows from parts (iv), (v), the properties Ker (8$|j1) =0, Ker (aac|jf) =
C[[e]], and the fact &BPﬁfdl = ﬁ?ﬁl,dl-
’ 2
11 aP]fll
For part (vii), we compute 0, 55

DO, Py = 0,DP}'.

=55~ [ Viupodrdy = 7~(D = 1)Y g0 = Dyg—Y g, 0 =
U

1.4. Densities of integrals of motion for the DR hierarchy. The DR hierarchy of a
CohFT is a Hamiltonian integrable system [Burlbl [BR16al, so the Hamiltonians both generate
the commuting vector fields and provide integrals of motion for the hierarchy. In the non-
Hamiltonian F-CohF'T case, integrals of motion have a separate geometric definition in terms
of intersection numbers on the moduli space of curves. For 1 < 8 < N and d > 0, we define
the following system of formal Fourier series:

—e2)9 . n N .
(1 19) g@d = Z ( n! ) </ )‘gwtlicngrl(eﬁ ® ®j1€a]~)> (de) e (Z]:I J) ,
' : DRy (— o

g,n>0 Z;L:I a’j7a17~~~7an)
2g4+n—1>0
at,...,an €L

which, thanks to the polynomiality property of the DR cycle, can be rewritten as differential
polynomials ¢4 € Al a5

B.d 3 g d 8 & @ T
g = ﬁcoef(m)kl...(an)kn / ( Ag¥y Cg7n+2(€ ® ®j:1€ai> H uklj
! DR, (— j=1

9,n>0,2g+n—1>0 i1 aj,a1,.,0n)
ki,....kn>0
E;’L:I kj=2g

(1.20)
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To this definition, we add the extra densities of conserved quantities ¢* ' :=u® 1< < N,
and the “primary” local vector field YV := —fgﬁ’OQBJ dz or, in other words, 0,¢*° = (%,

1<B<N.

Finally, for 1 < 1, 82 < N and dy,dy > 0, let us define the generating series
(1.21)

2 n
,d <_8 )g n ;i —ibix _—1
gg; i (T, y) = Z ol </D>‘g f1¢g2cg,n+2(eﬁl ® ep, ® ®j16aj)> (HPaf) e T e,
! ey

g,n>0,2g+n>0 Rg(b1,b2,a1,...;an)
b1,b2,a1,...,an€Z

To this definition, for future convenience, we add gggg (x,y) = ggé’_l(a: y):=0,1< 08,06 <

N, d > 0.

Theorem 1.6. For all 1 < 51,52 < N and dy,ds > —1 such that d; + ds > —1, we have
() Varar (), g% ()] = Ougizit (2, y) — 0yg57 02 1 (2, )

(11) [Yﬁ1 dlvgBQ’dQ] =0;
) (Pa10] = 0,(D — 1)g?4;
(i) V091 = 0,5 5m9™ "

0
(V) _951,d1+1 _ 951@1 ;
out _

(Vl) Y]l,l - (g - Q)Y,

.o ? —Y
(vil) Yo 5

Proof. The proof of (i) is completely analogous to the proof of (i) in Theorem [[Hl For d; = —
or dy = —1, the statement easily follows from the definitions. Suppose dy,dy > 0. Let n > 0 and

consider integers ay, .. ., a, o with the vanishing sum. Let us write the same relation as (LT3,
but with the psi classes taken at other marked points:
(0111 — agtha)AgDRy(Apya)) = > Ay - k- DRy, (a1, A;, —k) ] DRy, (as, Ay, k).

IuJ=[n+2]\{1,2}
k€Z791207 9220
g1+g2=9g
2g1+‘[‘, 292+|J‘>0

Intersecting this relation with the class (—i)e~@e=2W{2ydic, o (e ®®"+26%) and forming
the corresponding generating series, we obtain part (i) (after setting ap = 81 and a; = fs).

The proof of (ii) to (iv) follows strictly the arguments in the proof of the corresponding parts
in Theorem [

The proof of part (v) is the same as the proof of part (vi) in Theorem

For the proof of (vi), consider the equation of part (iii) with dy = —1. Multiplying it by 63,,
summing over (5, and integrating over x we obtain, on the left-hand side,

_ Y _
/[Yﬂ 1,uﬁ2]952dx = 0 L1 QBQdZL‘ = Y]l 1
’ 003, ’
and, on the right-hand side,
/a 9% 05,dx = —(D — 2) /962700527@3; — (D -2)Y.

Part (vii) is proved in an analogous fashion starting from (iv). O
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1.5. Homogeneous DR hierarchies. Let Yj, € (A\l)[l] and g*? € A9 1 < B,a < N,
q,p > —1, be the densities of local vector fields and of integrals of motion of the DR hierarchy
associated to a homogeneous rank N F-CohFT. Let

5, = cos(e” ®eg®ey) €C
for 1 <a,pB,y < N.

Consider the following vector field on the space of densities of local multivector fields on the
formal loop space:

oo 0 o 0 11—~ 0

k>0 k

where ¢’es = Qe, and r%, = 7. For convenience, let us define Y, o = P _5 = 0 and
g2 =A%forall 1 <a,B<N.

Proposition 1.7. For alll1 < a < N and d > —1, we have
(i) E,Y(Y )= dYoa+ Y50+ Vg

(11)§(Pﬁd) (d+1)Pgd+qg 'yd_quPyd+TC'yBPd 1
(iii) B,(g™%) = (d+2)g™" — q5g™" + r7cS, 9"
(iv) 7(7) =Y -1 gu/u“ﬁgvldx.

Proof. The proof is a simple consequence of equation (LT)) together with dimension counting
for the intersection numbers involved in the definitions of ¢®¢, Y, 4, and Y and the fact that
el = d — 5?n+17r Pt 1<i<n,d>1, where m: Mg,11 — M,, forgets the last marked
point and 47, is the closure in M,,,+1 of the locus of stable curves whose dual graph is a tree
with two vertices, one of which has genus 0 and exactly two legs marked by ¢ and n+1. 0O

n [BRS20], the authors presented an explicit conjectural formula for a bihamiltonian struc-
ture of the DR hierarchy corresponding to a homogeneous CohFT. This in particular gives a re-

cursion of certain type, called a bihamiltonian recursion, expressing the flows ata ,1<a<N,
of the hierarchy in terms of the flows a?, 1 <a < N. For a general homogeneous F-CohFT,
d

we don’t expect the corresponding DR hierarchy to have a Hamiltonian structure. However,
we will now present a conjectural generalization of the bihamiltonian recursion in this setting.

Following [BRS20)], we associate with a differential polynomial f € Aa sequence of differential
operators indexed by a =1,..., N and k > 0:

N\ OF
0= 3 () ot

i>k

Consider an arbitrary homogeneous F-CohFT and the corresponding DR hierarchy. Define
an operator R = (R§) by

le n o 1 —7 o “
3 = E’y (L%(g 70)) o 890 + (T(Sg + qg) Lg(g 70)$ + 896 o Lé(g 70) o axv

where the notation E\y (L%(ga’o)) (respectively, L%(ga’o)x) means that we apply the operator Ey
(respectively, ,) to the coefficients of the operator Lj(g*°).
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Conjecture 1.8. The following recursion relation is satisfied:
(1.22)

3
RLPL, = <(d+TfY> 5g+qg)8P°‘d+1+(8P )CaT 1<a,B<N, d>-1.

Proposition 1.9.
(1) If our homogeneous F-CohF'T comes from a homogeneous CohFT, then the recursion (L22l)
coincides with the bihamiltonian recursion from part (2) of [BRS20, Conjecture 1.13].
(2) Congecture is true in genus 0, i.e., if we set € = 0.

Proof. For part (1), using the notations from paper [BRS20] let us note that Pg, = n*# %0

Sut

Therefore, we have to check that g, Ky" = R§. This follows from the properties 75,Q"(g)* =
L(9™°) and g4mus + Nandls = Vas-

The proof of part (2) follows closely the proof of [BRS2(0, Proposition 2.1]. O

2. PRINCIPAL HIERARCHY OF A FLAT F-MANIFOLD AND DISPERSIVE DEFORMATIONS

In this section, using the results from the previous section, we construct a family of disper-
sive integrable deformations of a principal hierarchy associated to an arbitrary semisimple flat
F-manifold. Moreover, we prove that different hierarchies from this family are not equivalent
to each other by a Miura transformation that is close to identity.

2.1. Flat F-manifolds. Here we recall the notion of a flat F-manifold (|Get04] [Man05], see
also [AL18] and [LPR09]) and its main properties.

Definition 2.1. A flat F-manifold (M,V,o,¢€) is the datum of an analytic manifold M, an
analytic connection V in the tangent bundle 7'M, an algebra structure (7),M, o) with unit e on
each tangent space, analytically depending on the point p € M, such that the one-parameter
family of connections V, = V + zo is flat and torsionless for any z € C, and Ve = 0.

The algebras (7,M, o) are commutative and associative. Let t*, 1 < o < N, N = dim M,
be flat coordinates for the connection V. Locally, there exist analytic functions F(t!, ... tV),
1 < a < N, such that the second derivatives

PP
2.1 Ch, = =7
1) 7 otPoty
are the structure constants of the algebras (7,M, o), afﬂ o (w = C§, ata' Also, in the coordi-

nates t“ the unit e has the form e = A® a?a for some constants A% € C. Moreover, the following
equations are satisfied:

OPFe
2.2 A+ Z 1< <N
( ) 8t“8t5 5[37 = O‘uﬁ = )
2Fa 2F;L 2Fa 2F;L
(2.3) 0 0 _ 0 0 1<, 8,70 <N,

OOt Ot ots Ot ot OtPOtd’
which are often called the oriented WDV'V equations. The N-tuple of functions F = (F!, ... FN)
is called a wvector potential of the flat F-manifold.

Conversely, given an open subset M of CV and analytic functions F!, ..., FN on M satisfying
equations (2.2)) and (Z3), these functions define a flat F-manifold (M V o, Aa +0-) with the con-

nection V given by V 2 tﬁ = 0, and the multiplication o given by the structure constants (2.).
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A point p € M of an N-dimensional flat F-manifold (M, V, 0, e) is called semisimple if T,,M
has a basis m,..., TN satisfying Ty O 7r5 = 00,8Tq- Moreover locally around such a point one
can choose coordinates u' such that 57 o 833 = 008753 aua' These coordinates are called canonical
coordinates. In particular, this means that the set of semisimple points is open in M. In the
canonical coordinates, we have e = > -2 Fus A flat F-manifold (M, V, o, e) is called semisimple

if the set of semisimple points is dense in M.

A flat F-manifold given by a vector potential F is called homogeneous if there exists a vector
field E of the form

0
(2.4) E = ((55 - g5t + r)om 4 €C,
—.fe
satisfying [e, E] = e and such that
OF®
o o a Ié] ayf a

for some Af, B* € C. Note that this equation can be written more invariantly as Lieg(o) = o,
where Lieg denotes the Lie derivative. The vector field E is called the Fuler vector field. Around
a semisimple point, the Euler vector field has the following form in canonical coordinates:
E=YN (u+ a') 7% for some a' € C.

Remark 2.2. As we already mentioned in Remark [L.3] our definition of a homogeneous flat
F-manifold is slightly more general than the one from [ABLR20], but all the results from that
paper remains valid.

Remark 2.3. In [AL13a], the authors introduced the closely related notion of a bi-flat F-
manifold that is the datum of two different flat F-manifold structures (V,o,¢e) and (V*, x, E)
on the same manifold M intertwined by the following conditions: (1) [e, E] = e, Lie(o) = o;
(2) X*Y := (Fo) ' X oY (or X oV = (ex)"'X xY) for all local vector fields X,Y on M,
where (FEo)~! is the inverse of the endomorphism of the tangent bundle given by Eo; (3)
(dy — dy+)(X o) = 0 for all local vector fields X on M, where dy is the exterior covariant
derivative. For a bi-flat F-manifold, the flat structure given by (V* %, F) is called the dual
structure. In the semisimple case, the flatness of the dual structure is equivalent to the condition
VVE = 0 [ALL7 (see [KMSIS] for the regular case). Thus, in the structure of a semisimple
homogeneous flat F-manifold is equivalent to the structure of a semisimple bi-flat F-manifold.

Given an F-CohFT ¢y, 41 V*@VE" — HY (M, ,11), dimV = N, and a basis ey, ..., ey €
V, with e = A%,, an N-tuple of functions (F',... F) satisfying equations (Z2)) and (23]
can be constructed as the following generating functions:

Fa( Z Z </_ CO,n-I—l(ea ® ®?16ai)> H e

n>2 " 1<an,man<N \Y Mont1

thus yielding an associated flat F-manifold structure on a formal neighbourhood of 0 in V' (see,
e.g., [ABLR20, Proposition 3.2]). The flat F-manifold associated to a homogeneous F-CohFT
is homogeneous with the Euler vector field (Z4]) where gge, := Qeg and 1%, :=T.

2.2. Principal hierarchy of a flat F-manifold. Given a flat F-manifold (M,V,o,¢e), one
can construct an integrable dispersionless hierarchy called a principal hierarchy associated to
(M,V,0,¢e) (see [LPRO9]). This construction generalizes the notion of a principal hierarchy
associated to a Dubrovin—Frobenius manifold. Before presenting the construction, let us intro-
duce a small generalization of the space of densities of local multivector fields.
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Let U be an open subset of CV, with coordinates u, ..., u". Denote by O(U) the space of
analytic functions on U. Consider the following space:

A3 = O(U) [y, 0[],

Clearly, the space A* can be considered as the space ,Zl\'U where U is a formal neighborhood
of 0. The space le\{] will also be called the space of densities of local multivector fields. It
is easy to see that all the constructions from Section (except, probably, the constructions
related to the change of variables (L§])) work with the more general space .Z‘U The space of
local multivector fields corresponding to ./Zl\('] will be denoted by K(']

Consider a flat F-manifold (M, V,o,e). For any point of M, on its open neighbourhood U,
one can consider a basis (over C[[z]]) Xa(2) = > 00 | X0a2®™, 1 < a < N = dim M, in the
space of flat sections of the deformed connection V_, =V — zo:

(2.5) 0=(V—20)X,(2) =(V — 20) Z Xo. a2t

d=—1
It is immediate to see from (Z3]) that X, 1, a = 1,... N, are flat vector fields for V, while the
vector fields X, 4 are obtained via the recurrence relation VX, 441 = X, 40. If U is connected,
then the collection of flat sections X,(z) is determined uniquely up to a transformation of the
form X, (z) = Xp(2)G5(2), where G(2) = (G§(z)) € Maty n(C)|[2]] is invertible. If M is
simply connected, then flat sections X, (z) can be constructed on the whole M.

Definition 2.4. A calibration of a flat F-manifold (M, V, o, e) is a basis X, = > o7 | X429t
Xoa € T(M),1 <o <dim M, in the space of flat sections of the deformed connection V — zo.
A flat F-manifold with a fixed calibration is called a calibrated flat F-manifold.

Consider now a flat F-manifold structure on M C CV given by a vector potential I, together
with a calibration X,(z). The principal hierarchy associated to our calibrated flat F-manifold
is the following system of PDEs:

ou® N
57 =0 (Xlosn) . 1SaB<N a0,

d
where X g,da% = Xp3,4. We see that the system (2.6)) has the form of a system of conservation
laws. Moreover, this is a system of quasilinear evolutionary PDEs, which is dispersionless and
integrable, in the sense that all the flows pairwise commute (see [LPR09]).

(2.6)

Suppose that M is a formal neighbourhood of 0 € CV. There exist unique flat sections X, (z)
on M satisfying the condition X, 1 = a% and the condition that X, 4 vanish at 0 for d > 0.

(3

The corresponding principal hierarchy is called the ancestor principal hierarchy.

Proposition 2.5. Consider an F-CohFT and the associated flat F-manifold and the DR hier-
archy. Then the dispersionless part of the DR hierarchy coincides with the ancestor principal
hierarchy of the flat F-manifold.

Proof. This immediately follows from the construction of the DR hierarchy and [ABLR20,
Proposition 3.2] (see also an analogous statement in [Burlf, Section 4.2.2]). g

We see that this proposition can be immediately used for a construction of dispersive de-
formations of ancestor principal hierarchies. In order to construct dispersive deformations of
arbitrary principal hierarchies, we need a generalization of the construction of the DR hierarchy,
which we will introduce in the next section.
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2.3. Dispersive deformations of a principal hierarchy: descendant DR hierarchies.
In order to construct dispersive deformations of a principal hierarchy associated to an arbitrary
semisimple flat F-manifold, we first need to study analytic families of F-CohFTs depending on
a semisimple point of a flat F-manifold.

Consider a semisimple flat F-manifold structure on M C C¥ defined by a vector potential F.
Recall that for an arbitrary semisimple point on M, on its connected open neighborhood U,
one has the following objects (we use the notations from [ABLR20, Section 1.2]):

e canonical coordinates u’;

e the matrix U := (gé‘;)

9

e the matrices D and I' defined by d¥ - U~! = D + [f,dU], where D is a diagonal
matrix consisting of one-forms, [ is a matrix with vanishing diagonal entries, and U :=
diag(u', ..., u") (in the homogeneous case this is the operator of multiplication by the
Euler vector field);

e a diagonal nondegenerate matrix H = diag(Hy, ..., Hy) defined by dH-H ' = -D (the
entries of this matrix can be interpreted as the Lamé coefficients of a diagonal metric
associated with the flat F-manifold);

e the matrices ¥ and I defined by ¥ := HU and I := H[ H!;

e asequence of matrices Ry = Id, Ry, Ra, . . . defined by the relations dRy_1+ Ry 1[I, dU| =
[Ry,dU], k > 1.

Note that the matrix H is defined uniquely up to the transformation H — AH, where A is
a constant nondegenerate diagonal matrix. After such a transformation, the matrices ¥, T,
and Ry, transform as follows: ¥ +— AW, ' — ATA™', R, — AR,A™'. Recall also that if we
fix H, then the matrices Ry are defined uniquely up to the transformation

(2.7) I+ Riz' (Id +>° Dizi) (Id +) Rl-zi),

i>1 i>1 i>1

where D;, 1 > 1, are arbitrary constant diagonal matrices.

Using the notations from [ABLR20), Section 4.4], for any Gy € CV, let us define an analytic
family of F-CohFTs parameterized by a point t € U by

_ ~ 3 B . L
CG’Q,t — 1H 1R 1(—Z)H.Ctrw7H GO’

where R(2) := .., Riz". Note that if Go = 0, then the maps ngil are zero for g > 1.

Let 71, ..., 7" be formal variables. Recall from [ABLR20, Section 3.2] (note, however, that we

prefer to use a different notation here) that for an F-CohFT ¢ ,p1: V*QVE" — HYV (M 0 41)

its formal shift Sh-(c)gni1: V* @ VE" — H( M, ,41)[[77]] is defined by

1
She(c)gmet == Y 1 mx © Contmt © (®(1%€a)™™)

m>0

where 7 = (71,...,7") and 7,,: Mwﬂrm“ — Mg,n-i-l forgets the last m marked points. The

maps Sh=(¢)g 11 form an F-CohFT with the coefficients in C[[7*]].

Proposition 2.6. 1. For any ty = (t},...,t)) € U, a vector potential of the flat F-manifold
corresponding to the F-CohFT ¢ is equal to F(t* —t3).

2. For any fived ty € U, the Taylor expansion of G0l at Ty coincides with the formal shift
of G0l e, ci"n’ffq = Sh-(cG0l0), .11, as elements of Hom (V* @ VE" HY (M, ,11)[[7*]]).
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Proof. 1. We know that under the transformation H — AH, where A is a nondegenerate
constant diagonal matrix, R(z) transforms as R(z) — AR(z)A™!, and therefore

{IvlflH71R71<_z)H.Ctriv,H72Go S {IvlflH*lRfl(_z)H.Ctriv,H72(A72Go).

Thus, for a fixed ¢ the family {CGO’E}GOE([:N doesn’t depend on a choice of H. Let us choose H
such that H;(f) = 1, then %ol = U~ ()R~ (—2,%y).c"VC0. The fact that a vector potential
of the associated flat F-manifold is equal to F(t* — t;) was proved in [ABLR20, Section 4.4]
(see equation (4.3) there).

2. An elementary computation shows that ¢“of = U~'R~1(—z).c/HH 'Go where by H we
denote the vector (Hy, ..., Hy). The statement of part 2 of the proposition is equivalent to the

property

9 —1p-1 H,H'Go —-1p-1 H.H 1Gq
9 (111 R (=2).c >g,n+1 = T, O <\II R (—2).c )g’n+2 o (®ep),
which was proved in [ABLR20, proof of Proposition 4.11]. O

To our family of F-CohFTs ¢“0f f € U, one can associate a natural vector field X =

X“(;% on U where X“ is the degree zero part of cf‘{’z(e“) € H*(M,,). Note that X® =

SN 9% {26y, This motivates the following definition.
Definition 2.7. Consider a semisimple flat F-manifold (M, V,o,¢). A vector field X on M is
called a framing if around each semisimple point of M, in canonical coordinates u’, the field X
has the form X = vazl aiH[Q% for some complex constants a;, 1 <7 < .

Using this language, we can say that our family of F-CohFTs ¢“0f induces a framing on U.

Suppose that all the points of our flat F-manifold M are semisimple and X is a framing
on M. We see that for any point ty € M the above construction gives a family of F-CohFTs
around ?, such that the induced framing coincides with X. This family is not unique because
the matrix R(z) is defined uniquely only up to the transformation (27). Suppose that M is
simply connected. Then it is easy to see that there is a consistent choice of matrix R(z) in all
the charts such that the local families glue in a global family of F-CohFTs parameterized by
t € M. Let us denote this global family by ¢¥f. This global family is not unique: in order to
fix the ambiguity, one can, for example, fix a choice of matrix R(z) at some fixed point of M.

Note that if X = 0, then the maps c;‘f;fﬂ are zero for g > 1.

Let us now apply the construction of the DR hierarchy to the F-CohFTs vl We obtain
a family of densities Yﬁﬁd € (Al)m, where the superscript ¢ signals that the densities Yg’d

analytically depend on ¢ € M. It is convenient to consider the generating series of densities Yg, &

Yg(z) = Z Y;dzd“.

d>—1

ovi(z)  avi(z)

Lemma 2.8. We have —-— = —~

- Cg,yij(z), 1<B8,7<N.

Pm?f. This follows from the definition of the densities Yg, 4> the property a%(c’( ) g4l = T4 ©
(ct")yns2 0 (®eg) (which is equivalent to part 2 of Proposition ), and the fact that 7o =
P — 52n+1ﬂf¢g_1, 1 <i < mn,d>1, where the class ¢y, ,, was defined in the proof of
Proposition [L.7] O



18 ALESSANDRO ARSIE, ALEXANDR BURYAK, PAOLO LORENZONI, AND PAOLO ROSSI

Consider now a calibration X, ( ) of our flat F-manifold M. Define densities }N/g,d e (AHl
1<B<N,d>—1,by > . Y de —Yt()where

Yi(z) = Y(2)X}(2).

8Y6’5’ d

Lemma 2.9. We have ° —Sat = St

X[ (2) v
—Cr2Xy(z). O

Proof. This immediately follows from Lemma 2.8 and the property —z [

Define densities of vector fields Y3!5¢ e (A 1<B<N,d>—1, by
)| e
u*=0/ 1tv=u>
The previous lemma implies that for a fixed ¢ € M the density ?;d is the Taylor expansion

of the density Y% at w7 = 7, i. YB g = Yoo as elements of (A'). Therefore,

uY Y +u’

Ydesc — <Yﬁt,d

since for any ¢ € M the densities Yt 5.4 broduce a hierarchy of pairwise commuting flows, the

densities YﬁdeSC also produce a hlerarchy of pairwise commuting flows. This hierarchy is called
the descendant DR hierarchy.

In more details, the equations of the descendant DR hierarchy are given by

ou®

A
where Pgedsm = <Pﬁt§ ) Pé;‘ = Ed“ P;f; X 30 and phe 5.4 are the differential poly-
' v=0/ lpr=ur’

nomials (LI3) corresponding to the F-CohFT ¢¥f. Also, we adopt the convention Pdesca =

St Bt
oPgG _ 0Pgy

aﬂ T ouY

= 0,P55%,  1<a,B<N, d>0,

Xgi . Note that we have

We immediately see that Pdesca

the descendant DR hierarchy comcndes with the principal hierarchy. For X = 0, the descendant
DR hierarchy coincides with the principal hierarchy.

X5 d’ v—yr and therefore the dispersionless part of

Statements analogous to the ones from Theorem are true for the descendant DR hierar-
chy. We present here the proof of a couple of them.

Note that if X§ , = 47, then X, coincides with ¢* up to a constant. We will say that a
calibration is of standard type if X§_, =0F and Xy, =1

Proposition 2.10. 1. We have 5 szsif‘ = ng;qa, 1<a,B<N,d>-—1.
2. If our calibration is of standard type, then 52 Pfism = DPE%SC;O‘, 1<a,f<N.

_ 0 pdesc;a - 8 Dt d+2 ptia m _
Proof. To prove part 1, we compute 5 Py ;) St D5 ar1 = auﬂ ol 0 Plav1-iXi1p=

uY =ty —Hﬂ

d+1 pta m Dt desc;a
Z P,udel lﬁ_PB,d_Pd

uY =Y Y

For part 2, we compute %Pfﬁsc?a = %ﬁﬁ;? = ;2 (Pn 1 +Pt3t“> DP o+
’ uY =ty +uY ’

e} tio desc;a

0 plia _ pple . O

uY =t u”Y

To summarize the above constructions, given the following data:
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e a flat F-manifold structure on M C CV given by a vector potential F such that M is
simply connected and all the points of M are semisimple;
e its calibration;
e a framing on M;
we have constructed a dispersive integrable deformation of the principal hierarchy . In the next
section, we will prove that the dispersive deformations corresponding to different framings are
not related to each other by a Miura transformation that is close to identity.

2.4. Nonequivalence of dispersive deformations. We say that a Miura transformation ([L.6])—
(L) is close to identity if u®|.—g = u®.

Definition 2.11. Two dispersive deformations of the principal hierarchy of a calibrated flat
F-manifold are called equivalent if they are related by a Miura transformation that is close to
identity.

Theorem 2.12. Let us fix a calibrated flat F-manifold structure on a simply connected open
subset M C CN, with a vector potential F' and which is semisimple at each point of M. Then,

for different framings X and X on M , the corresponding descendant DR hierarchies are not
equivalent.

Proof of Theorem[212. Following [ALIS], for a system of evolutionary PDEs of the form
a“ =-=0Q% Qe 1<a<Nh

let us consider the associated Mzum matriz S(z) = (S5(2)) € Maty n (O(M)][[2]]) defined by
o Q"
5302 = 3 09T

For a Miura transformation (LG)—(L7) that is close to identity, introduce its symbol T'(z) =
(Tg(2)) € Maty, n (O(M)][2]]) by

ou”
T3 (z) := —

d>0

uZ:(Scyot'y
E=z

It is easy to see that under the Miura transformation the Miura matrix of our system of PDEs
transforms as follows:

S(z) = T(2)S(2)T(2)"".

Now consider the descendant DR hierarchies corresponding to different framings X and X.

Let us denote the Miura matrices of a flow 2 = from these two hierarchies by S(*%(z) and Sled) (2),

respectively. Clearly, S©@%(0) = S Sleud) (0). Suppose that the hierarchies are related by a Miura
transformation that is close to identity. Denote its symbol by T'(z). For the calibration of
our flat F-manifold, without loss of generality, we can assume that Xg§ ;| = d5. Consider the

expansions S(@9(2) = 3. 505 ad) 22 Sled) () = > iz S ad) 2% T(z) = > 50 Tiz". Then we
have -

[T17 S(C“ @ ]
S5+ [Sé“"”, TT, + [Ty, S ) = 557,
(2.8) =55 — G =[5 1.

S@D(2) = T(2)S@D ()T(2)"! = {
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For the descendant DR hierarchy corresponding to the framing &X', we have

P]tlcly_P]tlll»Pi;gXu +X]117 P;tig_Pt0+Xf;07

which implies that the matrix S = (S§) := S(]l 1) Zuzl Xﬁ‘,OSéu’ is given by

Pk
S§ = Coef.2 “/;0
Ous

= Coef 2 / Alwgcfgf(ea ReQeg) =
DR (a,0,—a) 7

u*=0

= 2Coef ;2 / Alcfg(e“ ® eg),
DRi(a,—a)

which is equal to 2Coef 2 fDRl(a’_Q) A = % times the degree zero part of cff(e‘f ® eg). By
the construction of the cohomological ﬁeld theory c¢*?, the degree zero part of cf(ét(e“ ® eg) is
equal to EZN 1 gf; X Zg;‘ﬁ, where EZN , X'% = X and @ are local canonical coordinates on M.
We conclude that if we denote S := S(]l h Zuzl XLOSSM’ , then \II(S — S) ~' is a nonzero
diagonal matrix. On the other hand, since ¥ S\ ¥~ is a diagonal matrix for any 1 < o < N
and d > 0, the diagonal part of [ <S(]l 1) Zu 1 XﬁOS(“’ ) UL \TITQ\TI*I] is equal to zero,
which contradicts (2.5]).

Note that during the proof of the theorem we have obtained the following explicit relation

between a framing and the differential polynomials defining the flows atﬂ and u of a corre-
0

sponding descendant DR hierarchy.

Lemma 2.13. Consider a flal F-manifold, a calibration satisfying X5 | = 03, a framing X =
X« ‘?a, and a corresponding descendant DR hierarchy. Then we have

xe=1

Coef (P;‘ffw - pgeosc;axlffﬁo)

auﬂ B
2.5. Homogeneous dispersive deformations. As at the beginning of Section 23] consider a
semisimple flat F-manifold structure on M C CV defined by a vector potential F, a semisimple
point, canonical coordinates u’ on an open neighborhood U of this point, the diagonal matrix
of one-forms 5 a diagonal nondegenerate matrix H, and matrices R;. Suppose that our
flat F-manifold is homogeneous with an Euler vector ﬁeld E of the form (2Z4). By [ABLR20),
Proposition 1.14], the diagonal matrix ZED is constant, ZED = —diag(dy,...,0n) = —A, J; € C.
Moreover, we have E*-2-H = AH, and by m Proposition 1.16] we can fix a chOice of
matrices Ry by the addltional conditions E“ ‘?a Ry = —kRy + [A, Rg] for £ > 1. By [ABLR20,
proof of Theorem 4.10], for an arbitrary 1 < [ < N and an eigenvector G of the matrix A
corresponding to the eigenvalue d; the family of F-CohFTs ¢“o7 satisfies the property

0 . : .
Deg o ¢t + 7 gt = it © (—Qt @I+ Y Meld*2Qe Id®f> — 259¢0.
itj=n—1

This implies that for any ¢ € U the F-CohFT ¢“0? is homogeneous of conformal dimension —24;.
Note that the corresponding framing X on U satisfies the property [E, X]| = (=26, — 1)X

Suppose that M is connected, then it is clear that up to permutations of the components the

vector (01,...,0y) doesn’t depend on a semisimple point. We come to the following natural
definition.
Definition 2.14. The vector 7 := (—=2d1,...,—2y) is called the vector of conformal dimen-

stons corresponding to our flat F-manifold.
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Suppose that all the points of M are semisimple. As in the previous section, we can now glue
the local families of F-CohFTs in a global family. Note that given a framing X on M satisfying
[E,X] = (=26, — 1)X we can now construct a unique global family ¢¥* 7 € M, of F-CohFTs
fixing the choice of matrices Ry using the Euler vector field.

Summarizing the considerations of this section, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.15. Consider a homogeneous flat F-manifold structure on a connected open subset

M c C¥ defined by a vector potential F. Suppose that all the points of M are semisimple. Let

¥ = (71, --,7N) be the vector of conformal dimensions. Let 1 <1 < N and let X be a framing

on M such that [E,X] = (v, — 1)X. Then the family of F-CohFTs c**! satisfies the property
Xt

O - - ‘ . -
Dego ¢,y + Ea%cj’;jﬂ =)o (-Qt R+ > e ®Q e Id®]> +NgCy -
i+j=n—1

In particular, for any t € M the F-CohFT ¢ is homogeneous of conformal dimension ;.

Let us now discuss properties of the descendant DR hierarchies in the homogeneous case.
Under the assumptions of the theorem, suppose also that M is simply connected. By [BB19,
Proposition 4.4], there exists a calibration X, (z) and complex matrices R;, i > 1, such that

Xg_, =03, Q. R =iR;, and
0 x(2) = 2 L X (o) + [X(2).Q) + X (=) R(2)
ot 0z ’ ’
where X (z) := Yo, (X§,) 2™ and R(z) := D ois1 R;z'. Such a calibration is called homoge-
neous. Consider now the associated descendant DR hierarchy.

Let us introduce a generating series P4°¢(2) by

PdeSC<Z) — Z (ngadsc;a) ZdJrl.

d>—1

Proposition 2.16. We have

E\wpdesc(z) — Z%PdeSC(Z) + [Pdesc(z)’ Q] + Pdesc(z)é(z).

0
Proof. Let us introduce generating series P'(z) and P'(z) by

PY(z) = Z <§§3> 24 Pl(z) := Z <P§3> 24,

d>—1 d>—1

We have to check that

— zgﬁ%) + [PY(2),Q] + P'(2)R(z).

UVt +uY z

B, P (2)

For this, we compute

E,n plese(z) i (E% + (6P — Qf‘)a%ﬁ) ]sz( 2) =
~ (B + 062 - Q) Pe) - X (o) L2
(2.9) :ngf(z) - X(2)+ [P{(z), QX (2) + ZP{(Z)(EVCV)X(z),

0z
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where C, = (Cj), and We~recall that CF = 8‘?;{;;. Since zE7C,X(z) = E'5=X(z) =
22X (2) + [X(2),Q] + X(2)R(z), the expression in line ([Z3) is equal to

P X [P, QIXE) + ) (357 X() + [X(:).Q 4 X(RG) ) =

=20 B(2) + [P(2), Q) + PU2)R(),

as required. ]

3. TOWARDS A CLASSIFICATION OF DISPERSIVE DEFORMATIONS

In this section we consider the problem of classification of dispersive integrable deformations
of principal hierarchies for flat F-manifolds and observe the central role played in it by the DR
hierarchies. We propose two a priori different classes of deformations and we classify them, up
to some finite order in e, for 1 and 2 dimensional flat F-manifolds, respectively. Up to that
approximation, we observe that both classes contain essentially the DR hierarchies considered
in Section

3.1. Dispersive deformations of DR type and the rank 1 case.

3.1.1. Integrable systems of DR type. Given a local vector field X € (Kl)“], consider the oper-
ator D¢: Al[[z]] — A'[[2]] defined by
DxY(2) = 0:(D = 1)Y(2) — 2[X, Y (2)],
= ZYk—lzka Y, 1 € A\l
k>0

Suppose there exist N solutions Y4(z) € (AHM, 1 < a < N, to the equation DxYq(z) = 0
with the initial conditions Y, (z = 0) = —f,,1. Then a new vector of solutions with the same
initial conditions can be found by the following transformation:

(3.1) Ya(z) = af(2)Yu(2),
where a¥(z) = 6t + >, ab 2" € C[[z]].

>0 Vot

Theorem 3.1. Assume that X € (A satisfies the following properties:
(a) there exist N solutions Yo (z) = Y450 Yaa-12" € (AHU[2]], 1 € « < N, to the equation
(3.2) DxYa(z) =0
with the initial conditions Yo (z = 0) = —0,1,

(b) s5%X = —u®0y; + O?R, R € (AYEY, where S = A*L and A* are some complex
constants.

Then, up to a transformation of type (B.1), we have
(1 = —uae 1 + 62( )71R,

) Y
(11) Y]ll =
(111) [ at, d17 %) d2j| _O 1< a1, < N d17d2
8
<1V) [ a9, 07 31 d] 8:Bmya1,d+1; 1 S a1, Qo S N; d Z _17
)

(V a]l Oéd-i-l Ya,d71§a§N7dZ_1-

Proof. The proof follows closely the proof of [BDGRI9, Theorem 5.1-5.2] with Lie brackets of

densities of local vector fields replacing Poisson brackets of differential polynomials. O
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Remark 3.2. When we restrict to ¢ = 0, a particular local vector field satisfying condi-
tion (a) of Theorem B.1lis given by X = —(D —2) [ F*(u},...,u™ )0, 1dx where the functions
Fe(tt, ... tY) are solutions to the oriented WDVV equations ([22), [23)). It is easy to check
that for such X solutions Y, (z) are given by Y, (2) = —> o, Xg’d95712d+1 where the func-

tions X 5 4 form a calibration of the flat F-manifold satisfying Xifl = 67 (see Section 2.2)).
Therefore, the functions Y, (z) are the generating series of densities of local vector fields of the
principal hierarchy of the flat F-manifold. Note that condition (b) for our X is equivalent to

%ﬁf = 1%, which can always be fulfilled by adding to F'“ appropriate linear terms.

Definition 3.3. Let X ¢ (Kl)[l} satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 3.1l Then we say that X =
Yy 1 and the induced hierarchy of compatible densities of local vector fields Y, 4, 1 < a < N,
d > —1, are of double ramification (DR) type.

Theorem 3.4. The double ramification hierarchy (LII) associated to an F-CohFT is a hier-
archy of double ramification type.

Proof. Hypotheses (a) and (b) of Theorem B.J] follow immediately from claims (iii) and (v),
respectively, of Theorem [LLA O

3.1.2. Classification of rank 1 hierarchies of DR type. Thanks to Theorem B and Remark 3.2]
it makes sense to use equation ([32) to find all possible deformations of DR type of a principal
hierarchy associated to a given flat F-manifold, at low order in the dispersion parameter ¢.
These deformations will, in particular, include the ones coming from all F-CohFTs with the
given genus 0 part.

Consider the ancestor principal hierarchy associated to the genus 0 part of the trivial CohFT,
i.e., the CohFT with V = C(e) and ¢,,,(e®") =1 € H°(M,,,) for all (g,n) in the stable range.
Let e; = e, ug == up, O := 01, for k > 0, with u := g, 6 := 6, as usual, and Yy :=Y; 4 = Yy 4.
A direct computation (at the approximation up to ) shows that its most general deformation
of DR type is either of the form

ou oY
8—15 :5—91 = uu + 8201,1U3 -+ 84 (Cg71U5 + 027271/2“3)
1
10 (Cyy) 2 9
+ 56 0371’LL27,L5 + ng’dg (Ug) 2 + M + —01,10272 u
7Ch. 35

80 Cs,

15(Cs1)3 8 4
+ &8 (04,1 (u2) 2U5 + Cu (u2) Puz + < (Ca) U910 + £C1,103,1> Ug

7(Cr)? 105

3.3

o <— 1225(36('81)522 2 15070 (Cy, 2) + %01’103’2 + 733331?3’1) U U7
N < 177 %111 )°Cap 383 (Cha)? + %01,103,2 + 733%*11f3’1) wats
. <44202 10 1(,122 55122510132 B 44%(,;%; N 204,1) (1)
+ < 21 002111 )*Caz ?712 (C2) %+ 201710372 + 7132%’11’103’1) Uslg
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88C451 (Cag)?  55CH,C: 88C% (!
( wlCha)l PG 8L 3’1+604,1) “2“3u4)

21(Cy1)2 6Ch 4 210,
+0("),
with C; ; € C and C}; # 0, or of the form
8'& 5?1
4 —_— = — = .
(3.4) T uuy + eCu, CeC

Notice that, imposing Cyo = 0 for all & > 1 in equation (B.3]), we recover the most gen-
eral Hamiltonian deformation of DR type, obtained in [BDGR19], which is in turn in one to
one correspondence with the most general rank 1 CohFT. This shows that the extra parame-
ters C 2, k > 1 control the strictly non-Hamiltonian deformations (at least with respect to the
Hamiltonian operator 0,). We expect these to correspond to F-CohFTs that are not CohFTs.

Remark 3.5. It is easy to check that the r.h.s of equation (B.3) is a total z-derivative. Com-
paring with the results of [ALMI5] we see that a similar result can be obtained starting from
generic scalar conservation laws of the form

ou
Py = Zélepd,l, Py e AE@”;
1>0
choosing
ud+1
® Pio= [T R
° % = 0; the reduction to this form by means of a Miura transformation is always

pozssible and it is unique,
and imposing the following conditions:

o Commutativity of the flows.

e String property: B%Pdﬂ = P, for d > —1, where P_, := 1.
According to the conjecture formulated in [ALMI5], it should be possible to write all the
coefficients appearing in the deformation as functions of the coefficients of the quasilinear part.
Moreover, the coefficients of the quasilinear part should be constant (due to the string property)
and arbitrary. This is consistent with the formula (B3] since the additional free parameters
appearing at the order €% are related to the coefficients of the quasilinear part by constraints
obtained considering higher order conditions.

Even more intriguing is the isolated deformation (B.]), which, up to reabsorbing the con-
stant C' into the factor e, is the celebrated Burgers equation, which is dissipative and hence
non-Hamiltonian. The appearence of terms with odd powers of ¢ in a hierarchy of DR type
rules out the possibility that it is the double ramification hierarchy of an F-CohFT. However,
considering that flat F-manifolds are known to appear in genus 0 open Gromov-Witten and
Saito theory [PST14, BCTI18, BCT19, BB19] it is tempting to conjecture that Burgers equa-
tion ([B.4) and its higher symmetries might control some version of F-CohFT on the space of
Riemann surfaces with boundaries, where curves can indeed possess half-integer genus account-
ing for odd powers of the genus parameter .

The fact that Burgers equation ([B4]) and its higher symmetries form a hierarchy of DR type
can be proved rigorously at all order in ¢ as follows.

Theorem 3.6. The vector field X = [(wu, + euyy)dx of the Burgers equation defines a
hierarchy of DR type, i.e., it satisfies conditions (a) and (b) of Theorem [31.
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Proof. Let us first present a reformulation of the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket |-, -] : / Ax AL — A
in terms of formal differential operators. Consider an arbitrary local vector field X = [ Xfdx €

Al and a density Y =", ., Vil € A!. The local vector field X defines a flow on the space of
differential polynomials by

8u_57_

T

Y

and we consider also formal differential operators ZY and Ly defined by

~ 0X
- § ’ k — 2 : k
LY = (—893) o) 8uk’ Ly = — Ykﬁm

Directly from the definition (L2), we obtain the following identity:

0 ~
L[Y7Y] = ELY — Ly e} Ly,

where we apply the differentiation % to the operator Ly coefficient-wise.

Let us now take X = [(uu, + ey, )0dz.

Let us prove condition (a) of Theorem B.J] by showing that a required solution Y'(z) =
> ks1 Ye2 T of equation (B.2) is given by

Y(Z) _ _ezeaxez(u—%@x)el ZN LY(z) — Z zk-i—lLYk _ _ezeax o ez(u—Zeax) o am
k>—1
Since Ly = —ud, + £92, equation (B2) is equivalent to
~ OLy (.
(3.6) Oy 0 DLy () = 2 ( a’;( L Ly(yo (—ud, + eag)) ,

where D := Enzo un% + e%, and we apply D to Ly (z) coefficient-wise. Note that Z~?Ly(z) =
Z%Ly(z). Therefore, equation ([B.6]) is equivalent to

0 0
_aﬂﬁ o @ (ezaﬁx o ez(u—258x) o aﬂﬁ) — a (ezaﬁx o ez(u—Qan) o 893)
+ %% 0 #u=%0%) 6 9 o (—ud, + £0?) &
PN ezeaz o <_8:1: ou—+ gai) o ez(u72€8z) 00, = — ezsaz o gez(uf%az) 09,

ot

& %ez(“%&”) :[ez(“’%az), —0, o u + d?).

Note that the last equation follows from the elementary identity %(u —2e0,) = [u—2e0,, —0, 0
u+ed?].

Condition (b) of Theorem B.J] immediately follows from the equation %7 = —ub; + €.
O
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3.2. Homogeneous dispersive deformations and the rank 2 case.

3.2.1. Homogeneous deformations with string and dilaton property. Let us fix a flat F-manifold

together with a homogeneous calibration of standard type. We consider systems of evolutionary
PDEs of the form

a «
(3.7) S =0,Pg,  1<af<N, d>0,
at7 ’
a « (2
Pia=D_"Plan  Pia €AY,

1>0
such that the following properties are satisfied:

(1) Commutativity of the flows: the flows 8% pairwise commute,
d

(2) The dispersionless limit of the system (B.7) coincides with the principal hierarchy of the
given calibrated flat F-manifold,
3) String property: ]IP = Pg, for d > —1, where P§_, 1= 0F,
ou! Bd—i—l 8,1 3

(4) Dilaton property: ——3+ DPﬁo,
(5) Homogeneity condztwn. EVP( z) = 2 P(2) + [P(2),Q] + P(2)R(z) for some v € C,
where P(z) == Yo (Pgg)z"""

In this section, working out the N = 2 case, we observe how descendant DR hierarchies appear
in the problem of classification of dispersive integrable deformations of principal hierarchies of
flat F-manifolds of the above form, which we refer to as a homogeneous deformation with string
and dilaton properties. The role played by conditions (3), (4), and (5) is central in producing
finite dimensional spaces of deformations even without having to quotient with respect to
equivalence up to Miura transformations of the dependent variables.

Remark 3.7. Axioms (1), (3), and (4) above correspond closely to properties (iii), (iv), and (v)
of Theorem Bl for hierarchies of local vector fields of DR type. Homogeneity (5) corresponds to
property (iii) of Proposition [[L7] for homogeneous DR hierarchies. Finally, condition (2) above
is satisfied by hierarchies of DR type, see Remark[3.2l This means that homogeneous dispersive
deformations with string and dilaton properties contain homogeneous descendant hierarchies
of DR type whose local vector fields have only even powers of €. It’s not a priori clear that the
converse is true and it would be interesting to investigate this point.

3.2.2. Classification of semisimple homogeneous flat F-manifolds in dimension 2. In the semisim-
ple case, using canonical coordinates uq, ..., uy, the structure of a homogeneous flat F-manifold
can be recovered from a solution of the following system ([AL19]):

aT!.
8uk

ar; o
(3.8) Z auk =0, i # 7,

(3.9) > ug

_FZFZkJFFZFJkJFFkPkJa iFk#FjF4,

o, o
auk _sz l # J-

For N = 2, the above system reduces to ([B.8) and (3.9]), and the general solution is

€
)

ui—uj

(R
I, =
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where €¢; and e, are arbitrary constants. Note that the corresponding vector of conformal
dimensions is equal to (2€g,2¢;). In order to compute a vector potential, we need to introduce
flat coordinates u, v (these correspond to ¢!, ¢* in Section BII). We have to distinguish 3 cases:

L.

II.

(3.10)

I1I.

€1 + €2 # 0, 1. In this case, flat coordinates are

1

U1 — U2 m 2+4+c +2—C
u = v = u u
4 ; A 1 A 25
where ¢ =222 m = —— # 0,1, and a vector potential is
uv—QCT::,”——i-‘ngf?) if m+#-1,3,0,1,
1 2y 4—c2 2 : _
(F*, F?) = uv—QClogu——i- U >, if m=-—1,

3/2 v? 4c : _
uv — 3cu/ 5+ ulogu) ifm=

N [—=

2m ) 2m

The unit is 5, the Buler vector field is E = —ua% +va%, andy = <(27C)(m71) (2+c)(m-1) ) :

If m is a half-integer, these are the vector potentials of the bi-flat F-manifold structures
defined on the orbit space of the dihedral group I5(2m) [ALLT]. If also ¢ = 0, the above
vector potential comes from the Dubrovin—Frobenius manifold structure defined on the
orbit space of the dihedral group.

€1 =c¢, € =1—¢, ¢ # 0 (see the remark about the case ¢ = 0 below). Using the flat
coordinates

u:ul—u2+%, v=—1In(u; — uy),
we obtain
F1—§u2+1;C_2”, F? = cuv + (2¢ — 1)e”
The unlt is ~=-, the Euler vector field is F = uau av’ and 7 = (2 — 2¢,2¢). For

c= 5, the above vector potential comes from the genus 0 Gromov-Witten potential of
the complex projective line.

In the case ¢ = 0, choosing the flat coordinates u = up and v = —1In (u; — uy), we
2

obtain F! = % and F? = wv — e *. This flat F-manifold is isomorphic to the flat
F-manifold (B10) with ¢ = 1 and shifted by v +— v + 7.
€1 = ¢, 60 = —c. If ¢ # 0, then using the flat coordinates

U = U — Uy, v—(u1—u2)ln(u1—u2)+%
we obtain

1
F!' =cuv + u? (% —clnu) ,

c 3c+1 c¢+1 c
F? =—¢? — Inu— —(lnw)? ).
2v+ ( 1 + 5 lnu 2(nu))
a

The unit is 1.2, the Euler vector field is £ = u2 + (u+v)Z, and § = (—2¢, 2¢).

If ¢ = 0, then choosing as flat coordinates the canonical coordinates u = wu; and

U = U9 We obtain
2 2

The unit is 2 + 2, the Euler vector field is £ = u2- + v, and 7 = (0,0).



28 ALESSANDRO ARSIE, ALEXANDR BURYAK, PAOLO LORENZONI, AND PAOLO ROSSI

3.2.3. Integrable deformations of rank 2 homogeneous principal hierarchies. We now want to
classify all homogeneous deformations with string and dilaton properties of principal hierar-
chies associated to the homogeneous two-dimensional flat F-manifolds considered above. In our
computations below, we have observed the following remarkable facts:

e If such a deformation exists and is nontrivial at the €2 approximation, then v must be
equal to v, or 7.

e For v = ~;, at the €2 approximation, any such deformation coincides with the descen-
dant DR hierarchy constructed using an appropriate framing. In particular, any such
deformation at the approximation up to €2 can be extended to a deformation at all
orders of ¢.

Let us consider all three cases from Section 3.2.2]in detail.

Case I. For simplicity, we consider the case L # Z, which guarantees that there is a unique
m ~

homogeneous calibration of standard type such that R; = 0 for ¢« > 1. Recall that the vector of

conformal dimensions is (7y1,72) = <(2_C;£;”_1), (2+c;£;n_1)>. We have three subcases.

Case I1. If 7y, # 5 and v = 7;, we obtain
P1170 =v — 2cu™
4 Ay~ 2em=D 2 (m(c—2)(em — ¢ —2m + 4)u"%u? + m(c — 2)°u™ Py — cu vy, + O(e?),
m2(4 — %)

P}, :ﬁu%_l + Am(c? — 4)u—3etm—1g2 (mem — ¢ — d4m + 6)u?™ 2
b m —

+m(c — 4)u*™ Buy, — um’va) +0(eh),

and
2
Py =uv — ijLclumH + Ay 22 (m(c —2)(em — ¢ — 2m — 2)u™ *u?
mie = 2)lem - e = fm = 2)w’“lum _mmemd Ny O(e),
m— 1 m—1
2 4 2
P22,1 :% + Muﬁn + Am(c + 2)u‘%6(m—1)€2 <m(cm e 4m)(c N 2)u2m_3ui
—c—4m)(c—2 —c—2m —2
m(em — ¢ m)(c )u2m—2 o cm —c¢ m um_lvm) N (9(54).
m—1 m—1

Here A is an arbitrary complex constant. This deformation is given by the descendant DR
hierarchy corresponding to the framing (X1, X?) = 124 (ﬁu_%c(m_l), %u‘é(“m(m_l)).
Case I2. If v, # 9 and v = 75, we obtain
P1170 =v — 2cu™
4 By2cm=1)g2 (m(c+2)(ecm — ¢+ 2m — 4)u™ul + m(c + 2)*u™ gy — cu” vg,) + O(e7),
s mid—c?)

N u?™ ' 4 Bm(c* — 4)uéc(m_1)52 (m(cm — ¢+ 4m — 6)u™ *u?
) m —

+m(c+ Hu*™ Uz, — U Pug,) + O(eY),
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and
2
P} =uv — ﬂ mtl | Byzelm=1)g2 (m(c +2)(em — ¢+ 2m + 2)u™ i
’ m + 1
2N(em — ¢+ 2m + 2 —ct4
N m(c+2)(ecm — ¢+ 2m + )um—lum - Mvm) + (’)(54),
m—1 m—1

2 4 — 2

Pi =+ Mum + Bin(e — 2)ume? (m(cm = o dm)(e+ 2u"
N m(em — ¢+ 4m)(c+ 2)u2m’2um _cm—c+ 2m + 2um’1vm I O<€4>.

Here B is an arbitrary complex constant. This deformation is given by the descendant DR
hierarchy corresponding to the framing (X!, X?) = 12B < uic(m ) —%u%(cﬁ)(mfl)).

Case 13. If 71 = 75 (which is equivalent to ¢ = 0) and v coincides with them, we get a
two-parameter family of deformations formed by linear combinations of the deformations from
Cases I1 and 12.

Case II. There is a unique homogeneous calibration of standard type such that Xg, = %f; ,
R1 = _OC 8 , and Ri = 0 for 7 > 2. Recall that the vector of conformal dimensions is

(71,72) = (2 — 2¢,2¢). We have three subcases.

Case I11. 1f 7, # 7 and v = 1, we obtain

Py :C; 16_2U + A(c — 1)e2eDvg? (Um — 262; 36_”1)3% + 20 3€_vvm) +O(eh),
P}y =cu—(2c—1)e " + Ae2le=Dvg? (—202_ le”um + (e _Cl)Zvi L _CI)ZUM) +0(eh),
and
P!, :%2u2 + 0(04_ D (20 + 1)e 2 + A Dve? (c((c — Do+ 1ug,

c—1

(2= 30+ 32+ T2 (20 - B+ Do) + O,

P12,1 =cPuv — ¢(2c — 1)(v + 1)e™¥ 4 Ae2eDve? <—§((20 — Do+ 2)e’uy,

C_
2

L (2¢ = 2)v +3)02 — (c— D)((c — v + 1)vm) + O(e%),

where A is an arbitrary complex constant. This deformation is given by the descendant DR
hierarchy corresponding to the framing (X1, X?) = % (62(0*1)”, —6(20*1)”).

Case 112. 1f 7, # 7, and v = 5, we obtain

c—1
2

2 1 2 1
ot Ble- e (—u ot 2 e - X e, ) 1 o,

c 2c

1
Py =

2c—1

P22,0 =cu —e " (2c — 1) + Be 2%¢? ( € Ugy — CU2 + cvm) + O(eh),
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and

c? clc—1)
Pl —~ 2
1= u” + 1

xT

1
(2v+1)e ™ + B(c — 1)e *e? (—(cv — Vg, + 5((20 +1)v — 3)e "2

1
—5((20 +1)v — 2)e”vm) +0(e"h),
PE =c*uv —c(2c — 1) (v + 1)e™®
1 1
+ Bee 2e? (5((20 —1)v —2)euy, — 5(201} —3)v? + (cv — 1)vm) + 0(e"),

where B is an arbitrary complex constant. This deformation is given by the descendant DR

hierarchy corresponding to the framing (X!, X?) = % (%6*20”, —e*(%*l)”).

Case I13. If 7y = 79 (which is equivalent to ¢ = %) and vy coincides with them, we get a

two-parameter family of deformations formed by linear combinations of the deformations from
Cases II1 and II2.

Case II1. There is a unique homogeneous calibration of standard type such that ﬁl = 0 for
i > 1. Recall that the vector of conformal dimensions is (71, 72) = (—2¢, 2¢).

Case II11. If 71 # 72 (equivalently, ¢ # 0) and v = 73 = —2¢, we obtain

1
P1170 =u(1 — 2cInu) + cv + Au=21e? (— (c + 5) U2 A+ vy, + (g —c(l1+1n u)) um) + 0(e"),

1
P12,0 =u(lnu — (14 In?u)) + Au2¢71e2 (—u—l ((c + 5) Inu + c) ui+

4 <C(1 +lnu) — %) Ve + (2(1 +Inu) —c(1+Inu)? — 2%) um) +0(h),

and

P21,1 = _ gu(cu(l +2Inu) — 2cv —u) + Auy 2712 (c(c — Duvg, +c(1 — C)UfﬂL

+u <c(1 —¢)Inu — <c — %) (c — 2)) u) +O(eh),

2
P22,1 =— §u2(2(clnu+c —1)4+c—1)Inu+ %v2+

4 Ay 212 (c ((1 —c¢)lnu+ ; —c) ui+cu ((c— DInu+c— g) VUgz +

+u (c(l —c)In*u — (2¢* —4c+ 1D)Inu —® + 3¢ — g) um) +0(eY),

where A is an arbitrary complex constant. This deformation is given by the descendant DR
hierarchy corresponding to the framing (X!, X?) = —124 (42 4 =2¢(1 + Inu)).

Case III2. If v1 # 72 (equivalently, ¢ # 0) and v = v9 = 2¢, we obtain

1 1
Ply=u(l = 2cInu) + cv + Bu*~'e” ((c - 5) U2 — Uy + (clnu +c+ 5) um) +0(eY),

1
Pl =u(lnu — c(1+ In’u)) + Bu*'e? ((5 —c¢(1+1n u)) Vgt

1 1 1
+ <c(lnu+ 1)? — %) Upy +u " ((c— 5) Inu+c—1+ %) ui) + O(eY),
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and

Py =— Eu(cu(l +2Inu) —2cv —u) + gBu%’lg2 (2(c+ D)u — 2(c + Duvg,+

(\V]

Hu(2(c+ 1) Inu + 2¢ 4 3)ug,) + O(4),
P} =— §u2(2(clnu +c—1)4+c—1)Inu+ %2112—1—
+ Bu*'eg? <<02 + g —1+c(c+ 1)lnu> u? +u (1 - g —c* —clc+ 1)lnu> Vgrt
+u (02 +c— ; +c(c+ 1) (Inu + 2) lnu)) um) + O(e%),

where B is an arbitrary complex constant. This deformation is given by the descendant DR
hierarchy corresponding to the framing (X1, X?) = % (—uQC, u* (% —1—1In u))

Case II13. If ; = v (equivalently, ¢ = 0) and v = ; = 0, we get the two-parameter family
of deformations

2

Pll,1 :% + Ac%uy, + O(eh),
U2

P12,1 =5 + Be*v,, + O(e?),

which is given by the descendant DR hierarchy corresponding to the framing (X!, x?) =
12(A, B). This hierarchy is just the DR hierarchy of the rank 2 F-topological field theory

A, fay=...=a, =1,
e n .
Cg,nJrl(e °® ®i:1€ai) = Bg’ if Qg =...=aq, = 2,
0,  otherwise,

and it coincides with the system of two uncoupled KdV hierarchies.

3.3. General integrable deformations and open problems. In Section B2 we con-
sidered the problem of classification of dispersive deformations, containing only even powers
of € and satisfying properties (1)—(5), of principal hierarchies of two-dimensional homogeneous
semisimple flat F-manifolds. We observed that at the approximation up to &2 all such defor-
mations are given by the descendant DR hierarchies.

In this section, we consider more general dispersive deformations of the same principal hi-
erarchies: first, we allow odd powers of ¢ in the dispersive deformation ([B1), and, second, we
require that only properties (1)—(2) are satisfied. In other words, we require only integrabil-
ity, i.e., pairwise commutativity of the flows. In the table below, we summarize the results of
computations of such deformations at the approximation up to €2 (the results for Case I were
already obtained in [ALIS]). When we refer to a functional parameter relative to an integrable
deformation, we mean that at a specified order the equivalence classes of deformations depend
on an arbitrary function. Recall (see Definition 2.11) that two deformations are said to be
equivalent if they are related by a Miura transformation that is close to identity.

For special values of the functional parameters, we recover the genus one approximations
of the descendant DR hierarchies from Section Unfortunately, for generic choices of the
functional parameters the existence of a full dispersive hierarchy is an open problem. Toward
this direction, let us point out that in [ALI§] it was conjectured that up to equivalence integrable
deformations are labelled by a simple set of invariants called Miura invariants. Consider a
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Case Values of ¢ Integrable Integrable sec-
first order | ond order de-
deformations | formations

I c# +2 Miura trivial Two functional

parameters

I c==2 One functional | Two functional
parameter parameters

II c#1 Miura trivial Two functional

parameters

II c=1 One functional | Two functional
parameter parameters

11 arbitrary c Miura trivial Two functional

parameters

TABLE 1. Functional parameters for the integrable deformations at the approx-
imation up to &2

system of evolutionary PDEs of the form

(3.11)
8ua af, *\,, B af, *\, 0B o *\, B, v
e Aﬁ(u Yu,+e (Bﬁ (u)ul, + Bﬁv(u )uxux)
+&? (C’g‘(u*)ufm + ng(u*)uﬁugm + C’g‘w(u*)ugului) +..., a=1...,N,

and as in the proof of Theorem 2.12] consider the associated Miura matrix
Mg‘(u*,p) = Ag(u*) + Bg‘(u*)p + C’g‘(u*)p2 + ...
The Miura invariants of the system (BII) are the eigenvalues \(u*,p) of the Miura ma-

trix. If the eigenvalues of the matrix (A%) are pairwise distinct at some point (u',...,u") =
(u})rig, oo ,ué\iig) € CV, then the Miura invariants are well defined as formal power series whose
coefficients are functions on an open neighbourhood of (ul,, . .., ul,):

(3.12) N=v'+ANp+Np*+..., i=1,...,N.

The functional parameters of Tablelcan be identified with a part of the coefficients A1, A2, AL A3
in formula (812). The presence of odd powers of p in the expansion ([B:I2]) seems an exceptional
phenomenon. In the case of special deformations satisfying all the properties (1)—(5) from
Section B2] there are examples related to open Gromov-Witten theory ([BRIS|) and we
expect that this is not a coincidence. However, this point requires further investigation.
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