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Regular F-manifolds: initial conditions and Frobenius metrics

LIANA DAVID AND CLAUS HERTLING

Abstract. A regular F-manifold is an F-manifold (with Euler field) (M, �, e, E),
such that the endomorphism U(X) := E � X of T M is regular at any p 2 M.
We prove that the germ ((M, p), �, e, E) is uniquely determined (up to isomor-
phism) by the conjugacy class of Up : TpM ! TpM . We obtain that any regular
F-manifold admits a preferred system of local coordinates and we find condi-
tions, in these coordinates, for a metric to be Frobenius. We study the Lie algebra
of infinitesimal symmetries of regular F-manifolds. We show that any regular
F-manifold is locally isomorphic to the parameter space of a Malgrange univer-
sal connection. We prove an initial condition theorem for Frobenius metrics on
regular F-manifolds.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010): 32B10 (primary); 32G99, 53Z05,
53D45 (secondary).

1. Introduction

Frobenius manifolds were defined in [2], by Boris Dubrovin, as a geometrization
of the so called Witten-Dijkgraaf-Verlinde-Verlinde (WDVV)-equations and appear
in many areas of mathematics (quantum cohomology, singularity theory, integrable
systems etc). Later on, the weaker notion of F-manifold was introduced in the
literature by Hertling and Manin [6] and was intensively studied since then (see,
e.g., [1, 4, 9, 14, 18]). Rather than the usual definition of Frobenius manifolds [2],
we prefer the alternative one [4] where Frobenius manifolds are viewed as an en-
richment of F-manifolds.

Definition 1.1. i) An F-manifold is a manifold M together with a (fiber preserv-
ing) bilinear commutative, associative multiplication � on T M , with unit field
e, and an additional field E (called the Euler field), such that the following
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conditions hold:

LX�Y (�) = X � LY (�) + Y � LX (�) (1.1)

and
LE (�)(X,Y ) = X � Y,

for any vector fields X,Y 2 TM ;
ii) A Frobenius manifold is an F-manifold (M, �, e, E) together with a (non-
degenerate) flat, multiplication invariant metric g (i.e., g(X �Y, Z) = g(X,Y �

Z), for any X,Y, Z 2 T M), such that LE (g) = Dg (with D 2 C) and
r
LC(e) = 0 (where r

LC is the Levi-Civita connection of g);
iii) A Frobenius metric on an F-manifold (M, �, e, E) is a metric g which makes

(M, �, e, E, g) a Frobenius manifold.
There are examples of F-manifolds which do not support locally any Frobenius
metric (see Remark 8.3). In fact, it is difficult to construct explicitly Frobenius man-
ifolds (one strong obstruction being the flatness of the metric). The semisimple case
is understood. More precisely, a semisimple F-manifold admits, by definition, a co-
ordinate system (ui ), called canonical, in which the multiplication takes the simple
form @i � @ j = �i j@ j . Any multiplication invariant metric is diagonal in canonical
coordinates, its flatness is expressed by the Darboux-Egoroff equations and Frobe-
nius metrics exist locally on the open subset M tame

:= {(ui ), ui 6= u j , i 6= j}
of tamed points (see, e.g., [2]). More general classes of Frobenius manifolds can
be obtained from the so called initial condition theorems, developed by Hertling
and Manin in [7]. It turns out that the germ ((M, p), �, e, E, g) of certain Frobe-
nius manifolds is determined (modulo isomorphism) by the linear data induced on
the tangent space TpM and conversely, starting with an abstract linear data (called
’initial condition’) one obtains a unique (up to isomorphism) germ of such Frobe-
nius manifolds. In the semisimple case, this was already proved in [2], Lecture 3.
Generalizations, where the point was replaced by an entire submanifold, were also
developed in [7].

We shall be particularly interested in the relation between F-manifolds and
meromorphic connections. The parameter space M of a meromorphic connection
r on a vector bundle over M ⇥ D (where D ⇢ C is a small disc around the ori-
gin), with poles of Poincaré rank one along M ⇥ {0}, in Birkhoff normal form
( B0(x)⌧ + B1)d⌧⌧ +

Ci (x)dxi
⌧ , inherits (under additional conditions) an F-manifold

structure. On the other hand, if at a point x0 2 M the matrix B0(x0) is regular
(see the comments after Definition 1.2), then, for a small neighbourhood U of x0,
r|U⇥D is uniquely determined (up to pull-backs ( f ⇥ Id)⇤ and isomorphisms) by
its restriction r

0
:= r|{x0}⇥D . (For this reason, r0 can be considered as the ’initial

condition’ for r). This follows from the existence of a universal integrable defor-
mation r

can of a meromorphic connection (in our case r
0), on a vector bundle over

D, in Birkhoff normal form, with a pole of Poincaré rank one in {0}, with regular
residue. Such a universal deformation was constructed by Magrange in [10, 11].
The parameter space of more general meromorphic connections (not necessarily
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in Birkhoff normal form), the so called (TE)-structures, is also an F-manifold
(see [5]).

In this paper we are concerned with a large class of F-manifolds, namely the
regular ones, and their relation with Frobenius metrics and meromorphic connec-
tions.
Definition 1.2. An F-manifold (M, �, e, E) is called regular if the endomorphism
U : T M ! T M , U(X) := E � X , is regular at any p 2 M.

(An endomorphism A : V ! V of a complex vector space V is regular if one
of the following equivalent conditions holds: 1) any two distinct Jordan blocks from
its Jordan normal form have distinct eigenvalues; 2) the characteristic and minimal
polynomials of A coincide; 3) the vector space of endomorphisms of V commuting
with A has dimension n = dim(V ) and basis {Id, A, · · · , An�1}; 4) there is a cyclic
vector for A, i.e., a vector v 2 V such that {v, A(v), · · · , An�1(v)} is a basis of V .)

Our main result from this paper is as follows. Its second part can be understood
as an initial condition theorem for regular F-manifolds.

Theorem 1.3. i) Any germ ((M, p), �, e, E) of regular F-manifolds is isomor-
phic to a product P := 5n

↵=1((Cm↵ , 0), �↵, e↵, E↵) of germs of (regular) F-
manifolds. Here m↵ are the dimensions of the Jordan blocks of the endomor-
phism Up(X) = X�Ep of TpM . For each such block, let a↵ be the correspond-
ing eigenvalue of Up. In the canonical frame field {@i :=

@
@t i , 0  i  m↵�1},

determined by coordinates (t0, · · · , tm↵�1) 2 Cm↵ , the multiplication �↵ is
given by

@i �↵ @ j =

(
@i+ j , i + j  m↵ � 1
0, i + j � m↵,

(1.2)

and the unit field and Euler field by

e↵ = @0, E↵ = (t0+ a↵)@0+ (t1+ 1)@1+ t2@2+ · · · + tm↵�1@m↵�1. (1.3)

The product P is canonically associated to ((M, p), �, e, E) (up to ordering
of its factors) and the isomorphism between ((M, p), �, e, E) and P is unique
(when such an ordering is fixed);

ii) In particular, there is a unique (up to unique isomorphism) germ of regular F-
manifolds ((M, p), �, e, E), with given conjugacy class for the endomorphism
Up(X) := X � Ep of TpM .

(The conjugacy class of an endomorphism is determined by its Jordan normal form;
two endomorphisms, defined on not necessarily the same vector space, belong to the
same conjugacy class if they can be reduced to the same Jordan normal form.)

Structure of the paper. The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we recall,
following [2–4, 10, 11, 15], the basic definitions and results we need on Frobenius
and F-manifolds, Saito bundles and meromorphic connections.



1124 LIANA DAVID AND CLAUS HERTLING

Section 3 represents a first step in the proof of Theorem 1.3. Here we prove
that a regular F-manifold (M, �, e, E) for which the endomorphism Up0 = CEp0 2

End(Tp0M) has exactly one eigenvalue (for p0 2 M fixed), is globally nilpotent
around p0 (see Definition 2.2 and Proposition 3.1).

In Section 4 we prove Theorem 1.3. One can check “by hand” that each factor
(Cm↵ , �↵, e↵, E↵) in Theorem 1.3 i) is an F-manifold, for which the multiplication
at 0 2 Cm↵ by the Euler field E↵ is a Jordan block in the canonical frame {@i }
of Cm↵ , with eigenvalue a↵. This shows the existence of the germ in Theorem 1.3
ii). In Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 from this section we prove the uniqueness of the
germ in Theorem 1.3 ii). The argument is based on Hertling’s decomposition of F-
manifolds [4], the local classification of {e}-structures [17] and the material from
Section 3. The uniqueness of the germ in Theorem 1.3 ii) implies that any germ
((M, p), �, e, E) of regular F-manifolds is isomorphic to a product P , as required
in Theorem 1.3 i). The uniqueness of the isomorphisms in Theorem 1.3 i) and ii) is
a consequence of the fact that any automorphism of a germ of regular F-manifolds
is the identity map (see Lemma 4.3).

The next sections are devoted to applications of Theorem 1.3. The local coor-
dinate system on any regular F-manifold (M, �, e, E), provided by Theorem 1.3 i),
is similar to the canonical coordinate system on semisimple F-manifolds. In Sec-
tion 5 we study Frobenius metrics on (M, �, e, E), in these coordinates. We find
conditions for the coidentity e[ to be closed, the unit e to be flat and, respectively,
the Euler field E to preserve the metric (see Proposition 5.5). The picture is similar
to the semisimple case. To express the flatness, we use Dubrovin’s description of
Frobenius manifolds (without Euler fields) with a maximal Abelian group of alge-
braic symmetries [2]. We find an alternative formulation for this description (see
Proposition 5.3) and we apply it in order to obtain the conditions for a multipli-
cation invariant metric on a regular globally nilpotent F-manifold to be Frobenius
(see Theorem 5.5). The conditions are more involved than in the semisimple case,
owing to the generalized Darboux-Egoroff equations (see Example 5.6).

In Section 6 we define the Lie algebra of infinitesimal symmetries of a regular
F-manifold and we compute it using the coordinate system provided by Theorem
1.3 i) (see Definition 6.1 and Proposition 6.3).

In Section 7 we study the relation between regular F-manifolds and meromor-
phic connections. As stated above, the parameter space of certain meromorphic
connections are F-manifolds, but the converse is not true (not every F-manifold
can be locally obtained in this way, see Remark 8.3 b)). We prove that the converse
is, however, true, under the regularity assumption (see Corollary 7.2). Namely, we
determine the F-manifold structure of the parameter spaces Mcan of the Malgrange
universal deformations r

can, mentioned above, and we show that any regular F-
manifold is locally isomorphic to such a parameter space (see Proposition 7.1).
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In Section 8 we prove an initial condition theorem for Frobenius metrics on
regular F-manifolds (see Theorem 8.2). This follows from our Theorem 1.3, com-
bined with [7, Theorem 4.5 ]. While the arguments from [7] work in high generality,
they are also quite technical. For completeness of our exposition, we provide in the
appendix (Section A) an alternative, simple and self-contained proof for the ex-
istence of the extension of the metric in Theorem 8.2, based on our treatment of
regular F-manifolds.

2. Preliminary material

This section is intended to fix notation. We work in the holomorphic category: the
manifolds are complex and the vector bundles, sections, connections etc are holo-
morphic. We denote by TM the sheaf of holomorphic vector fields on a complex
manifold M , byOM the sheaf of holomorphic functions on M and by�1(M, V ) the
sheaf of holomorphic 1-forms with values in a vector bundle V . In our conventions,
the connection form of a connection r on a vector bundle V ! M , in a local basis
of sections {s1, · · · , sn} of V , is the matrix valued 1-form � = (�i j ), defined by
rX (si ) =

Pn
j=1(� j i )Xs j . The representation of an endomorphism A 2 End(V )

(where V is a vector space), in a basis {v1, · · · , vn} of V , is the matrix A = (Ai j ),
where A(vi ) =

Pn
j=1 A jiv j . To simplify notation, we often use the Einstein sum-

mation convention.

2.1. F-manifolds

2.1.1. Hertling’s decomposition of F-manifolds

The following theorem due to Hertling (see [4, page 16]) plays an essential role in
the proof of our main result. We shall use it for regular F-manifolds, but we remark
that the regularity condition is not required for its statement in full generality.

Theorem 2.1. Let ((M, p), �, e, E) be a germ of F-manifolds and a1, · · · , an the
distinct eigenvalues of the endomorphism U(X) := X � E of T M at p. Then
((M, p), �, e, E) is isomorphic to a product 5n

↵=1((M↵, p↵), �↵, e↵, E↵) of germs
of F-manifolds. For any 1  ↵  n, the endomorphism U↵(X) := X �↵ E↵ of T M↵

has precisely one eigenvalue at p↵ , namely a↵.

2.1.2. Basic facts on globally nilpotent F-manifolds

Definition 2.2. An F-manifold (M, �, e, E) is called globally nilpotent if, for any
p 2 M and X p 2 TpM , the endomorphism CX p : TpM ! TpM , CX p (Yp) :=

X p � Yp, has exactly one eigenvalue. Equivalently, if

CX p = µ(X p)Id+ NXp ,

with µ(X p) 2 C and NXp 2 End(TpM) nilpotent.
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For any globally nilpotent F-manifold (M, �, e, E) and X 2 TM , the function
µ(X) : M ! C, µ(X)(p) := µ(X p) is holomorphic. Indeed, the characteristic
polynomial P of CX is given by P(z, p) = (z � µ(X p))

n , for any z 2 C and
p 2 M (where n = dim(M)). Therefore, µ(X) = �

1
n! P

(n�1)(0, ·) 2 OM , as P is
holomorphic (the superscript (n � 1) denotes the (n � 1) derivatives with respect
to z). In particular, the eigenfunction a := µ(E) of U = CE is holomorphic (not
necessarily constant).

Recall Definition 1.2 of regular F-manifolds, from the introduction.

Lemma 2.3. Let (M, �, e, E) be a regular F-manifold of dimension n.

i) For any k � 0, let Xk := E � · · · � E (k-times), with X0 := e. The vector fields
{X0, X1, · · · , Xn�1} are linearly independent (at any point) and⇥

Xi , X j
⇤

= ( j � i)Xi+ j�1, i, j � 0; (2.1)

ii) Suppose that the endomorphism Up(X p) = X p � Ep of TpM has exactly one
eigenvalue, for any p 2 M. Then (M, �, e, E) is globally nilpotent.

Proof. The linear independence of {X0, · · · , Xn�1} follows from regularity. For-
mula (2.1) was proved in [6] (and holds on any F-manifold, not necessarily reg-
ular). Claim i) follows. We now prove claim ii). By hypothesis, U = aId + N
on T M , where a 2 OM and N : T M ! T M is nilpotent (at any point). Let
X := f0X0 + · · · + fn�1Xn�1 2 TM , where fi 2 OM . We obtain

CX =

 
n�1X
k=0

fkak
!
Id+

n�1X
k=1

fk
kX
p=1

C p
k a

k�pN p.

The second term in the right hand side of the above relation is a nilpotent endomor-
phism. Claim ii) follows.

Definition 2.4. The vector fields {X0, · · · , Xn�1} from Lemma 2.3 i) form the
canonical frame of the regular F-manifold (M, �, e, E).

2.1.3. Frobenius metrics on constant F-manifolds

The F-manifolds and Frobenius manifolds we are interested in come, by definition,
with an Euler field. However, often in the literature the quasi-homogeneity condi-
tion imposed by the Euler field is considered as an additional obstruction and is not
required in the definition of these structures. This is true for example in Dubrovin’s
description of Frobenius manifolds which underly constant F-manifolds [2]. Since
we need this description in Subsection 5.2, we recall it here. We begin with the
definition of constant F-manifolds.
Definition 2.5. An F-manifold (N , �, e) (without Euler field) is called constant
if it admits a coordinate system (called canonical) in which the multiplication is
constant.



REGULAR F -MANIFOLDS: INITIAL CONDITIONS AND FROBENIUS METRICS 1127

Such an F-manifold has an n-dimensional Abelian group of algebraic sym-
metries, where n = dim(N ) (see [2, page 69]). In a canonical coordinate system
(t0, · · · , tn�1), @i � @ j = cki j@k , where @i :=

@
@t i and c

k
i j 2 C. (Our notation is dif-

ferent from that used in [2]: in this reference, (t i ) denote the flat coordinates, rather
than the canonical ones). We assume that there is a constant (in canonical coordi-
nates), multiplication invariant, (non-degenerate) metric on T N and we fix such a
metric ✏. Using ✏, we identify T N with T ⇤N . The multiplication � on T N induces
a multiplication, also denoted by �, on T ⇤N . It is given by: dti � dt j = ci jk dt

k ,
where ci jk = ✏isc jsk . A 1-form  2 �1(N ) is called invertible if, for any p 2 N , the
covector  p 2 T ⇤

p N is invertible with respect to � (acting on T ⇤

p N ).
Let � 2 End(T N ) be an ✏ symmetric endomorphism which satisfies the gen-

eralized Darboux-Egoroff equations:
⇥
Ci , L@ j (� )

⇤
�

⇥
C j , L@i (� )

⇤
+

⇥
[Ci , � ], [C j , � ]

⇤
= 0, 0  i, j  n � 1, (2.2)

where Ci := C@i and [. , .] denotes the commutator of endomorphisms. Such an en-
domorphism is called, by analogy with the semisimple case, a rotation coefficient
operator. The following description of Frobenius metrics on constant F-manifolds
is due to Dubrovin (see [2, Theorem 3.1]). Below  [Ci , � ] 2 �1(N ) is the compo-
sition (as maps) of [Ci , � ] 2 End(T N ) with the 1-form  : T N ! C).

Theorem 2.6 ([2]). Let � be a rotation coefficient operator on (N , �, e) and  2

�1(N ) invertible, satisfying

L@i ( ) =  [Ci , � ], 0  i  n � 1. (2.3)

Then the metric

g(X,Y ) := ( �  )(X � Y ), X,Y 2 T N (2.4)

is Frobenius on (N , �, e). Conversely, any Frobenius metric on (N , �, e) is of this
form, for a certain rotation coefficient operator � and 1-form  .

2.2. F-manifolds, Frobenius manifolds and Saito bundles

In this paragraph we recall the relation between Frobenius or F-manifolds and Saito
bundles (see, e.g., [15, Chapter VII]).
Definition 2.7. i) A Saito bundle is a vector bundle (⇡ : V ! M,r,8, R0, R1)

with a connection r, a 1-form 8 2 �1(M,End(V )) and two endomorphisms
R0, R1 2 End(V ), such that the following conditions are satisfied:

Rr

= 0, 8 ^8 = 0, [R0,8] = 0

and
dr8 = 0, rR0 +8 = [8, R1], rR1 = 0. (2.5)
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Above Rr is the curvature of r and the End(V )-valued forms [R,8] (with
R := R0 or R1), dr8 and 8 ^8 are defined by: for any X,Y 2 TM ,

[R,8]X := [R,8X ]

(dr8)X,Y := rX (8Y ) � rY (8X ) �8[X,Y ]

(8 ^8)X,Y := 8X8Y �8Y8X ;

ii) A Saito bundle with metric is a Saito bundle (V,r,8, R0, R1) with a (non-
degenerate) metric g 2 S2(V ⇤), such that the following conditions are satis-
fied:

rg = 0, R1 + R⇤

1
= 0, R0 = R⇤

0 , 8X = 8⇤

X , 8X 2 T M,

where the superscript “⇤”denotes the g-adjoint.
Let (⇡ : V ! M,r,8, R0, R1) be a Saito bundle. Suppose there is a section s of
V , such that

I : T M ! V, I (X) := 8X (s), X 2 T M (2.6)

is a bundle isomorphism. Define an (associative, commutative, with unit field
eM := I�1(s)) multiplication �M on T M and a vector field EM 2 TM by the
conditions 8X�MY (s) = 8X8Y (s) and EM = �I�1R0(s). (We remark that our
conventions differ from those used in [3, 15]; in these references, the identification
between T M and V is done via�I ; the induced multiplication on T M is then��M ,
but the induced fields EM are the same). The following holds (see, e.g., [3, Lemmas
4.1 and 4.3]):

Proposition 2.8. Both �M and EM are independent of the section s and (M, �M ,
eM , EM) is an F-manifold. The endomorphism UM(X) = X �EM of T M coincides
with �I�1R0 I . In particular, (UM)p and �(R0)p belong to the same conjugacy
class, for any p 2 M.

Suppose now that g is a metric on V , which makes (V,r,8, R0, R1, g)
a Saito bundle with metric. Suppose that the section s from the isomorphism
(2.6) is r-parallel and R1(s) = qs, for q 2 C. Such a section is called prim-
itive homogeneous. Then gM(X,Y ) := g(I (X), I (Y )) is a Frobenius metric on
(M, �M , eM , EM). The Levi-Civita r

LC of gM is given by r
LC

= I�1 � r � I and

r
LCEM = I�1R1 I + (1� q)Id. (2.7)

(see [15, page 239]). Conversely, any Frobenius manifold arises in this way (see
[15, page 240]).

2.3. F-manifolds and flat meromorphic connections

Let r be a flat meromorphic connection on a vector bundle E over M ⇥ D (where
D ⇢ C is a small disc around the origin), with poles of Poincaré rank one along
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M ⇥ {0}, in Birkhoff normal form. By definition, this means that E = (M ⇥ D) ⇥

Cn
! M ⇥ D is the trivial bundle and the connection form of r in the standard

trivialization of E is given by

� =

✓
B0(x)
⌧

+ B1

◆
d⌧
⌧

+

Ci (x)dxi
⌧

, (2.8)

where (xi ) are coordinates on M , ⌧ is the coordinate on D, Ci : M ! Mn(C),
B0 : M ! Mn(C) and B1 2 Mn(C). We consider B0, B1 as endomorphisms
(the latter, constant) of the trivial bundle V = M ⇥ Cn

! M and C = Ci dxi
as an End(V )-valued 1-form on M . In its simplest form, the relation between F-
manifolds and meromorphic connections is the following (for the more general re-
lation between F-manifolds and (TE)-structures, see [5, Theorem 3.1]).

Proposition 2.9. Letr be a flat meromorphic connection on the trivial bundle E =

(M ⇥ D) ⇥ Cn
! M ⇥ D, in Birkhoff normal form (2.8).

i) The trivial bundle V = M ⇥ Cn
! M , together with (Dc,C, B0,�B1), where

Dc is the canonical flat connection of V and C, B0, B1 are as above, is a Saito
bundle;

ii) In particular, if there is a section s of V , such that (2.6) is an isomorphism, then
M inherits an F-manifold structure.

Proof. Claim i) follows from the flatness condition d� + � ^ � = 0. Claim ii)
follows from Proposition 2.8.

2.4. Malgrange universal deformation

Let r0 be a connection on the trivial bundle V 0 = D ⇥ Cn
! D, with connection

form
�0 =

✓ Bo0
⌧

+ B1

◆
d⌧
⌧

, (2.9)

where Bo0 , B1 2 Mn(C). To keep the text self-contained, we recall the definition
of an integrable deformation of r0.
Definition 2.10. An integrable deformation ofr0 is a flat meromorphic connection
r on the trivial vector bundle E = (M ⇥ D) ⇥ Cn

! M ⇥ D, in Birkhoff normal
form (2.8), which coincides with r

0 when restricted to {p0} ⇥ D (where p0 2 M),
i.e. B0(p0) = B�

0 .
Assume now that Bo0 is regular. Then r

0 admits an integrable deformation
r
can, constructed by Malgrange [10, 11], which is universal (see, e.g., [15, page

208], for the definition of universal integrable deformations). Following Sabbah
[15, Chapter VI, Section 3.a], we now recall its construction. Let D ⇢ T (Mn(Cn))
be defined by

D0 := SpanC

n
Id, (B0)0, · · · , (B0)n�10

o
⇢ T0Mn(C) = Mn(C), (2.10)
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where
(B0)0 := Bo0 � 0 + [B1,0]. (2.11)

Because Bo0 is regular, so is (B0)0 , for any 0 2 W , where W is a small open
neighbourhood of 0 in Mn(C). For any 0 2 W , D0 is the (n-dimensional) vector
space of polynomials in (B0)0 and the distribution D ! W is integrable. The
Malgrange universal deformation of r0 is defined as follows [10,11] (also [15]):
Definition 2.11. i) The parameter space Mcan

= Mcan(Bo0 , B1) of the universal
deformation r

can of r
0 is the maximal integral submanifold of D|W , passing

through 0;
ii) The connection r

can of r
0 is defined on the trivial bundle E = (Mcan

⇥ D) ⇥

Cn
! Mcan

⇥ D, with connection form in the standard trivialization of E given
by

�can =

✓
B0
⌧

+ B1

◆
d⌧
⌧

+

C
⌧

. (2.12)

Here B0 : Mcan
! Mn(C), (B0)(0) := (B0)0 is given by (2.11) and CX := X

is the action of the matrix X on Cn , for any X 2 T0Mcan
⇢ Mn(C).

3. Globally nilpotent regular F-manifolds

Our aim in this section is to prove the following result.

Proposition 3.1. Let (M, �, e, E) be an F-manifold of dimension n � 2, such that
at a point p0 2 M , the endomorphism Up0 = (CE )p0 : Tp0M ! Tp0M is regular,
with exactly one eigenvalue. Then there is a neighbourhood U of p0, such that
(U, �, e, E) is globally nilpotent (and regular).

Proof. Let U be a small neighbourhood of p0, such that, for any p 2 U , the en-
domorphism Up = (CE )p : TpM ! TpM is regular, and let P(p, z) = zn +Pn�1

k=0 �k(p)z
k be the characteristic (or minimal) polynomial of Up. As before, let

Xi := E � . . . � E (i-times, i � 0) with X0 = e. Since P(p,Up) = 0,

Xn +

n�1X
k=0

�k Xk = 0. (3.1)

Define the functions

fk := �k �

Ck
n

nn�k
�n�kn�1, 0  k  n � 2.

(Remark that fk(p) = 0 for p 2 U and all 0  k  n � 2, if and only if
P(p, z) = (z +

�n�1(p)
n )n , if and only if Up has exactly one eigenvalue.) By hy-

pothesis, fk(p0) = 0, for any 0  k  n� 2. Our aim is to compute the derivatives
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Xi ( fk) (with 0  i  n� 1) and to show, using the Cauchy-Kovalevskaia theorem,
that fk = 0 on U , for any 0  k  n � 2. This implies that U has exactly one
eigenvalue at any point of U and we conclude from Lemma 2.3 that (U, �, e, E) is
globally nilpotent, as required. Details are as follows.

We take the Lie derivative of (3.1) with respect to Xs (s � 0) and we use (2.1).
We obtain

(n � s)Xs+n�1 +

n�1X
k=0

(Xs(�k)Xk + (k � s)�k Xs+k�1) = 0, (3.2)

which is equivalent, by taking �n := 1, to

n�1X
k=0

Xs(�k)Xk +

nX
k=0

(k � s)�k Xs+k�1 = 0. (3.3)

Relation (3.3), with s = 0, gives

X0(�k) = �(k + 1)�k+1, 0  k  n � 1. (3.4)

Relation (3.3), with s = 1, gives

n�1X
k=0

X1(�k)Xk +

nX
k=0

(k � 1)�k Xk = 0.

From (3.1), Xn = �

Pn�1
k=0 �k Xk . Replacing this expression of Xn into the above

relation we obtain

X1(�k) = (n � k)�k, 0  k  n � 1. (3.5)

The computation of X2(�k) is done in the same way, but is a bit more complicated.
Taking in (3.3) s = 2 we obtain

n�1X
k=0

X2(�k)Xk +

nX
k=0

(k � 2)�k Xk+1 = 0

or, equivalently,

n�1X
k=0

X2(�k)Uk +

nX
k=0

(k � 2)�kUk+1 = 0.

Since P(p, ·) is the minimal polynomial of Up (for any p 2 U ) there are holomor-
phic functions b0, b1 2 OU such that

n�1X
k=0

X2(�k)zk +

nX
k=0

(k � 2)�k zk+1 = (b0 + b1z)
nX

k=0
�k zk . (3.6)
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Identifying in (3.6) the coefficients of zn+1 we obtain b1 = n � 2. Relation (3.6)
becomes

nX
k=0

(X2(�k) � b0�k)zk �

nX
k=1

(n � k + 1)�k�1zk = 0. (3.7)

Then (from the coefficient of z0), X2(�0) = b0�0, and the remaining terms in (3.7)
give

nX
k=1

(X2(�k) � b0�k � (n � k + 1)�k�1)zk = 0. (3.8)

Using �n = 1, we obtain b0 = ��n�1 (from the coefficient of zn) and relation (3.8)
becomes

X2(�k) = ��n�1�k + (n � k + 1)�k�1, 0  k  n � 1. (3.9)

(We use the convention �i = 0 for i < 0; similarly, below fi = 0 whenever i < 0.)
Next, we compute the derivatives X3(�k). Relation (3.3), with s = 3, gives, by

a similar argument as for s = 2,

X3(�k)=
⇣
�2n�1�2�n�2

⌘
�k+(n�k+2)�k�2��n�1�k�1, 0kn�1. (3.10)

From relations (3.4), (3.5), (3.9) and (3.10), we obtain, from long but straightfor-
ward computations, the expressions for the derivatives Xi ( fk) (for any 0  i  3
and 0  k  n � 2):

X0( fk)=�(k+1) fk+1 (k n � 3), X0( fn�2) = 0, X1( fk)=(n � k) fk (3.11)

and

X2( fk) = ��n�1 fk + (n � k + 1) fk�1 �

2Ck
n(n � k)
nn�k

�n�k�1n�1 fn�2,

X3( fk) =

⇣
�2n�1 � 2�n�2

⌘
fk +

Ck
n(3n � 3k � 2)

nn�k
�n�kn�1 fn�2

+ (n � k + 2) fk�2 � �n�1 fk�1 �

3Ck
n(n � k)
nn�k

�n�k�1n�1 fn�3.

(3.12)

In particular, both (3.11) and (3.12) are of the form

Xi ( fk) =

n�2X
s=0

a(i)
ks fs, 0  i  3, 0  k  n � 2, (3.13)

for some a(i)
ks 2 OU . Since [Xi , X j ] = ( j � i)Xi+ j�1 (see relation (2.1)), we

obtain that the derivatives Xi ( fk), for any 0  i  n � 1 (and 0  k  n � 2),
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are of the form (3.13). In a coordinate chart � = (y0, · · · , yn�1) : U ! Cn with
�(p0) = 0 we obtain

@
�
fk � ��1�
@yi

=

n�2X
s=0

b(i)
ks

⇣
fs � ��1

⌘
, 0  i  n � 1, 0  k  n � 2,

for some b(i)
ks 2 O�(U). Also, ( fk � ��1)(0) = 0 for any 0  k  n � 2. Applying

successively the uniqueness statement of the Cauchy-Kovalevskaia theorem (in the
form stated, e.g., in [7], relations (2.42) and (2.43), with no (t i )-parameters in the
notation of this reference), we obtain that fk = 0 on U , as required.

The computations from the above proof imply the following corollary.

Corollary 3.2. Let (M, �, e, E) be an n-dimensional globally nilpotent regular F-
manifold and {X0, · · · , Xn�1} its canonical frame. Let a 2 OM be the eigenfunc-
tion of U = CE . Then

[Xi , X j ] =

8><
>:

( j � i)Xi+ j�1, i + j  n

(i � j)
n�1P
k=0

c(i+ j�1�n)
k ai+ j�1�k Xk, i + j > n,

(3.14)

where c(p)k (p � 0 and 0  k  n � 1) are constants, defined inductively by
c(0)k = (�1)n�kCk

n and for any s � 0, c(s+1)k = c(s)k�1 � c(0)k c(s)n�1 (when k � 1) and
c(s+1)0 = �c(0)0 c(s)n�1. Moreover,

Xi (a) = ai , i � 0. (3.15)

Proof. Relation (3.14) for i+ j  n is just (2.1). We now prove (3.14) for i+ j > n.
Since (U � aId)n = 0,

Un +

n�1X
k=0

c(0)k an�kUk = 0. (3.16)

Multiplying the above relation with U , U2, etc, and using an induction argument,
we obtain

Un+s +

n�1X
k=0

c(s)k an�k+sUk = 0, s � 0,

or, equivalently,

Xn+s = �

n�1X
k=0

c(s)k an�k+s Xk, s � 0. (3.17)

Relations (2.1) and (3.17) imply (3.14) for i + j > n, as required.
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It remains to prove (3.15). With the notation from the proof of Proposition
3.1, a = �

�n�1
n and �k = Ck

n(�a)n�k , for any 0  k  n � 1 (because fk = 0,
(M, �, e, E) being globally nilpotent). On the other hand, in the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.1 we computed the following derivatives:

X0(�n�1) = �n, X1(�n�1) = �n�1

X2(�n�1) = ��2n�1 + 2�n�2
X3(�n�1) = �3n�1 + 3�n�3 � 3�n�1�n�2.

These expressions, written in terms of a, give (3.15), for 0  i  3. Using (2.1) we
obtain (3.15), for any i � 0.

Remark 3.3. For the proof of Theorem 1.3 (next section), it is convenient to ex-
press the Lie brackets [Xi , X j ], computed in Corollary 3.2, in a unified form (not
as in (3.14), where the cases i + j  n and i + j > n are separated). This can be
done as follows. Consider the constants c(p)k from Corollary 3.2. They were defined
for p � 0 and 0  k  n � 1. For p < 0 (and 0  k  n � 1), let c(p)k := 0, unless
p = k� n, in which case c(k�n)k := �1. With this notation, the two relations (3.14)
reduce to the single one

[Xi , X j ] = (i � j)
n�1X
k=0

c(i+ j�1�n)
k ai+ j�1�k Xk, i, j � 0.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.3

Using the material from the previous section, we now prove Theorem 1.3. With the
explanations from the introduction, the only statements which need to be proved
are the uniqueness (up to isomorphism) of the germ in Theorem 1.3 ii) and the
uniqueness of the isomorphisms in Theorem 1.3 i) and ii).

We begin by proving the uniqueness of the germ. Consider two germs
((M, p), �M , eM , EM) and ((N , q), �N , eN , EN ) of n-dimensional F-manifolds.
Let UM 2 End(T M) and UN 2 End(T N ) be the endomorphisms given by the
multiplication with the Euler fields. We assume that (UM)p : TpM ! TpM
and (UN )q : Tq N ! Tq N are regular and belong to the same conjugacy class.
Our aim is to show that the two germs are isomorphic. Owing to Hertling’s de-
composition of F-manifolds (see Theorem 2.1), we can (and will) assume that
(UM)p and (UN )q have exactly one eigenvalue. From Proposition 3.1, the germs
((M, p), �M , eM , EM) and ((N , q), �N , eN , EN ) are globally nilpotent. Let a 2

OM and b 2 ON be the eigenfunction of UM and UN , respectively. Since (UM)p
and (UN )q belong to the same conjugacy class, a(p) = b(q).We denote by {Xi :=

(EM)i , 0  i  n � 1} and {Yi := (EN )i , 0  i  n � 1} the canonical frames of
the two germs.
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Proposition 4.1. In the above setting, there is a biholomorphic transformation  :

(M, p) ! (N , q), such that  ⇤(Xi ) = Yi for any 0  i  n � 1 and b �  = a.

Proof. The statement follows from the classification of {e}-structures (see [17, The-
orem 4.1, page 344]). For completeness of our exposition we present the argument
in detail, by adapting the proof of [17, Theorem 4.1] to our setting. Let {!Xi 0 

i  n � 1} and {!Yi , 0  i  n � 1} be the 1-forms dual to {Xi , 0  i  n � 1}
and {Yi , 0  i  n � 1}, respectively. From Remark 3.3,

d!Xk =

X
0i, jn�1

⇣
cX

⌘k
i j
!Xi ^!Xj ,

⇣
cX

⌘k
i j

:=�

1
2
(i� j)c(i+ j�1�n)

k ai+ j�1�k (4.1)

and similarly

d!Yk =

X
0i, jn�1

⇣
cY

⌘k
i j
!Yi ^!Yj ,

⇣
cY

⌘k
i j

:=�

1
2
(i�j)c(i+ j�1�n)

k bi+ j�1�k . (4.2)

From relation (3.15),

da =

n�1X
i=0

ai!Xi , db =

n�1X
i=0

bi!Yi . (4.3)

In particular, dpa 2 T ⇤

p M and dqb 2 T ⇤

q N are non-trivial. We restrict M and N
such that dxa 6= 0 and dyb 6= 0, for any x 2 M and y 2 N . Let ⇡1 : M ⇥ N ! M
and ⇡2 : M ⇥ N ! N be the natural projections, ✓ Xi := (⇡1)⇤(!

X
i ) and ✓Yi :=

(⇡2)⇤(!
Y
i ) for any i . Pulling back (4.3) to M ⇥ N , we obtain

d
�
⇡⇤

1 a
�

=

n�1X
i=0

�
⇡⇤

1 a
�i
✓ Xi , d

�
⇡⇤

2 b
�

=

n�1X
i=0

�
⇡⇤

2 b
�i
✓Yi . (4.4)

Let S be the (2n � 1)-dimensional submanifold of M ⇥ N , defined by

S := {(x, y) 2 M ⇥ N , a(x) = b(y)}.

Remark that (p, q) 2 S. Let Ei : S ! M ⇥ N be the inclusion. We will show that

DS := Span
n
(Ei)⇤

⇣
✓ Xi � ✓Yi

⌘
, 0  i  n � 1

o
⇢ T ⇤S

is a rank (n � 1) subbundle of T ⇤S. For this, we remark from (4.4) that

✓ X0 � ✓Y0 = d
�
⇡⇤

1 a � ⇡⇤

2 b
�
�

n�1X
i=1

⇣�
⇡⇤

1 a
�i
✓ Xi �

�
⇡⇤

2 b
�i
✓Yi

⌘
. (4.5)
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Restricting (4.5) to T S and using that ⇡⇤

1 a = ⇡⇤

2 b on S (and d(⇡⇤

1 a � ⇡⇤

2 b) = 0
on T S), we obtain that (Ei)⇤(✓ X0 � ✓Y0 ) is a linear combination of the remaining
(Ei)⇤(✓ Xi �✓Yi ), 1  i  n�1.We deduce that rank(DS)  n�1.On the other hand,
since S is of codimension one in M ⇥ N , the kernel of the map (Ei)⇤ : T ⇤

(x,y)(M ⇥

N ) ! T ⇤

(x,y)S is one dimensional (for any (x, y) 2 S). We deduce that the kernel of
the restriction of this map to Span{(✓ Xi �✓Yi )(x,y), 0  i  n�1} ⇢ T ⇤

(x,y)(M⇥N )

is at most one dimensional. Since {(✓ Xi � ✓Yi )(x,y)} are linearly independent, we
obtain that dim(DS)(x,y) � n� 1.We conclude that dim(DS)(x,y) = n� 1, for any
(x, y) 2 S, i.e., DS is of rank n � 1, as needed.

We now prove that Ker(DS) is integrable. Pulling back the first relations (4.1)
and (4.2) to S, and using ⇡⇤

1 (c
X )ki j = ⇡⇤

2 (c
Y )ki j on S (which follows from the defi-

nition of (cX )ki j and (cY )ki j and from ⇡
⇤

1 a = ⇡⇤

2 b on S), we obtain that

d
⇣
✓ Xk �✓Yk

⌘
=

X
i, j
⇡⇤

1

⇣
cX

⌘k
i j

⇣
✓ Xi �✓Yi

⌘
^✓ Xj +

X
i, j
⇡⇤

2

⇣
cX

⌘k
i j
✓Yi ^

⇣
✓ Xj � ✓Yj

⌘
, 8k

i.e., Ker(DS) is an integrable distribution on S.
Consider now the integral submanifold S0 of Ker(DS) which contains (p, q).

It is of dimension dim(S) � rank(DS) = (2n � 1) � (n � 1) = n. We claim
that {(✓ Xi )|T S0, 0  i  n � 1} is a basis of forms on S0. Indeed, since the forms
{(✓ Xi )(x,y), (✓

X
i � ✓Yi )(x,y), 0  i  n � 1} are a basis of T ⇤

(x,y)(M ⇥ N ), their
restriction to T(x,y)S0 generate T ⇤

(x,y)S
0. Therefore, {(✓ Xi )|T(x,y)S0, 0  i  n � 1}

generate T ⇤

(x,y)S
0, hence form a basis of T ⇤

(x,y)S
0 (because (✓ Xi � ✓Yi )(x,y) vanishes

on T(x,y)S0
= Ker(DS)(x,y) and dim(S0) = n). We proved that {(✓ Xi )|T S0, 0  i 

n � 1} is a basis of forms on S0, as needed. From this fact and (⇡1|S0)⇤(!Xi ) =

(✓ Xi )|T S0 , we obtain that ⇡1|S0 : S0
! M is locally a biholomorphic transformation.

A similar argument shows that ⇡2|S0 : S0
! N is also, locally, a biholomorphic

transformation. We restrict the representatives M and N of the germs, such that
⇡1 : S0

! M and ⇡2 : S0
! N are biholomorphic transformations and we define

 := ⇡2 � ⇡�1
1 . Since (p, q) 2 S0,  (p) = q. Since any (x, y) 2 S0 satisfies

a(x) = b(y), we obtain that b �  = a. Since ⇡⇤

1 (!
X
i ) = ⇡⇤

2 (!
Y
i ) on T S0, we

obtain that  ⇤(!Yi ) = !Xi , i.e.,  ⇤(Xi ) = Yi , for any 0  i  n � 1.

Proposition 4.2. The map  : ((M, p), �M , eM , EM) ! ((N , q), �N , eN , EN )
from Proposition 4.1 is an isomorphism of germs of F-manifolds.

Proof. From Proposition 4.1 the map  preserves the unit and Euler fields. It re-
mains to check that it preserves the multiplications, too. From regularity, this is
equivalent to  ⇤(EiM) = EiN , for any i � 0. The statement for i  n � 1 follows
from Proposition 4.1 (since EiM = Xi and EiN = Yi for such i). We need to prove
that  ⇤(EiM) = EiN also for i � n. For this, we notice that the characteristic poly-
nomials of (UM)x and (UN ) (x) coincide, for any x 2 M (both (UM)x and (UN ) (x)
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are regular, defined on vector spaces of the same dimension, with the same (unique)
eigenvalue a(x) = (b � )(x)). Therefore, for any i � n, the coordinates of (EM)ix
in the basis {(X j )x , 0  j  n � 1} coincide with the coordinates of (EN )i (x)
in the basis {(Y j ) (x), 0  j  n � 1}. Using that  ⇤(X j ) = Y j we deduce that
 ⇤((EiM)x ) = (EiN ) (x), i.e.,  ⇤(EiM) = EiN , as needed.

The uniqueness of the isomorphisms required by Theorem 1.3 i) and ii) is a
consequence of the following simple lemma, which concludes the proof of Theo-
rem 1.3.

Lemma 4.3. Any automorphism of a germ ((M,p),�, e, E) of regular F-manifolds
is the identity map.

Proof. Let  be such an automorphism. Then  ⇤(Ei ) = Ei for any i � 0. From
regularity,  ⇤(X) = X , i.e., �Xt �  =  � �Xt , where �Xt is the flow of X and
X 2 TM is arbitrary. Since  (p) = p, we obtain that  is the identity map.

In the following sections we develop applications of Theorem 1.3.

5. Frobenius metrics in canonical coordinates

In this section we study Frobenius metrics in the coordinate system provided by
Theorem 1.3 i). In Subsection 5.1 we express the conditions which involve the unit
and Euler fields. The flatness of the metric will be treated in Subsection 5.2.

5.1. The unit and Euler fields

Let M := Cm1
⇥ · · · ⇥ Cmn . We denote by (t i(↵)) (0  i  m↵ � 1, 1  ↵  n)

the canonical coordinates on M and by {@i(↵) :=
@

@t i(↵) } the associated vector fields.
According to Theorem 1.3 i), the multiplication

@i(↵) � @ j (�) =

(
@(i+ j)(↵) ↵ = �, i + j  m↵ � 1
0 otherwise,

and the vector field

E =

nX
↵=1

 ⇣
t0(↵)

+ a↵
⌘
@0(↵) +

⇣
t1(↵)

+ 1
⌘
@1(↵) +

m↵�1X
i=2

t i(↵)@i(↵)

!
,

give M the structure of an F-manifold, with unit field

e =

nX
↵=1

@0(↵).
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Any multiplication invariant metric on M is of the form

g = �↵�⌘(i+ j)(↵)dti(↵)
⌦ dt j (�), (5.1)

for some functions ⌘i(↵), where 1  ↵,�  n, 0  i  m↵ � 1 and ⌘i(↵) = 0, for
i � m↵ .

Proposition 5.1. i) The coidentity e[ := g(e, ·) is closed if and only if there is a
function H (called a metric potential) such that ⌘i(↵) = @i(↵)(H) for any i(↵);

ii) The unit field e is flat (with respect to the Levi-Civita connection r
LC of g) if

and only if d(e[) = 0 and e(⌘i(↵)) = 0, for any i(↵);
iii) The Euler field rescales g (i.e., LE (g) = Dg for a constant D) if and only if

E(⌘i(↵)) = (D � 2)⌘i(↵) for any i(↵).

Proof. Since e =

Pn
↵=1 @0(↵), the coidentity is given by e[ = ⌘i(↵)dti(↵). It is

closed if and only if it is exact, i.e., e[ = dH , for a function H. Claim i) follows.
For claim ii), we use that rLC(e) = 0 if and only if d(e[) = 0 and Le(g) = 0. But

Le(g)
�
@i(↵), @ j (�)

�
= �↵�e

�
⌘(i+ j)(↵)

�
� g

�
[e, @i(↵)], @ j (�)

�
� g

�
@i(↵), [e, @ j (�)]

�
= �↵�e

�
⌘(i+ j)(↵)

�
,

where in the second line we used e =

Pn
↵=1 @0(↵) and the fact that the vector fields

{@i(↵)} commute. Claim ii) follows. Claim iii) follows equally easily.

5.2. The flatness condition

It remains to study the flatness. For this, let us consider again Dubrovin’s descrip-
tion of Frobenius metrics on constant (not necessarily regular) F-manifolds, re-
called in Subsection 2.1.3. In Lemma 5.2 we prove that the rotation coefficient
operator is determined (modulo a term CX , for X 2 TN ) by the Frobenius metric.
Therefore, the generalized Darboux-Egoroff equations (2.2) may be written directly
in terms of the metric (rather than the rotation coefficient operator). Proposition 5.3
below is a rewriting of [2, Theorem 3.1]. We will apply it in order to obtain a
description of Frobenius metrics on regular, globally nilpotent F-manifolds (see
Theorem 5.5).

We use the notation from Subsection 2.1.3. In particular, we identify T N with
T ⇤N using ✏ = ✏i j dt i ⌦ dt j . We denote by ✏�1 : T ⇤N ! T N this isomorphism.
The induced metric on T ⇤N will also be denoted by ✏. It is given by ✏ = ✏i j@i ⌦ @ j
where (✏i j ) is the inverse of (✏i j ).

Lemma 5.2. Let (N , �, e) be a constant F-manifold, with constant multiplication
invariant metric ✏ 2 S2(T ⇤N ),  =  j dt j 2 �1(N ) an invertible 1-form and
T = ✏�1( ) 2 TN the ✏ dual vector field. There is an ✏ symmetric endomorphism
�̃ 2 End(T N ) which satisfies

L@i ( ) =  [Ci , �̃ ], 8i, (5.2)
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if and only if ✏( , ) is constant and the endomorphism � 2 End(T N ), defined by

� = L✏�1(dti )( ) ⌦

⇣
@i � T�1

⌘
, (5.3)

is ✏ symmetric. If ✏( , ) is constant and � is ✏ symmetric, then � satisfies (5.2),
and, moreover, any other ✏ symmetric endomorphism �̃ , which satisfies (5.2), is of
the form �̃ = � + CX , for X 2 TN .

Proof. We divide the proof into several steps.
Step 1. We claim that the operator � defined by (5.3) satisfies

� (T ) =

1
2
✏�1

�
dti

�
(✏( , ))@i � T�1. (5.4)

To prove (5.4), we use the definition of � and L@i (✏) = 0:

� (T ) = L✏�1(dti )( )(T )@i � T�1
= ✏

�
L✏�1(dti )( ), 

�
@i � T�1

=

1
2
✏�1

�
dti

�
(✏( , ))@i � T�1.

Step 2. We claim that any ✏ symmetric endomorphism �̃ of T N satisfies

�̃ = ✏ik [Ck, �̃ ](@ j )dt j ⌦

�
@i � T�1�

+ C�̃ (T )�T�1 . (5.5)

To prove (5.5), let �̃ be such an endomorphism. Using that Ci and �̃ are ✏ symmet-
ric, we obtain

 [Ci , �̃ ]

�
@ j
�

= ✏
�
T, [Ci , �̃ ](@ j )

�
= ✏

�
T � �̃ (@ j ) � �̃ (T ) � @ j , @i

�
. (5.6)

From X = ✏ik✏(X, @k)@i , for any X 2 TN , and relation (5.6), we obtain

T � �̃
�
@ j
�
� �̃ (T ) � @ j = ✏ik✏

�
T � �̃ (@ j ) � �̃ (T ) � @ j , @k

�
@i

= ✏ik [Ck, �̃ ]

�
@ j
�
@i ,

which implies (5.5).
Step 3. We claim that if there is an ✏ symmetric endomorphism �̃ of T N , which
satisfies (5.2), then ✏( , ) is constant and the operator � , defined by (5.3), is ✏
symmetric. Let �̃ be such an endomorphism. From (5.2) and L@i (✏) = 0,

1
2
@i (✏( , ))=✏(L@i ( ), )=✏( [Ci , �̃ ], )=�✏([Ci , �̃ ](T ), T ) = 0. (5.7)

(In the third equality we used that [Ci , �̃ ] 2 End(T N ) is ✏ skew-symmetric; owing
to this, the 1-form  [Ci , �̃ ] 2 �1(N ) is ✏ dual to �[Ci , �̃ ](T ) 2 TN . In the fourth
equality we used again that [Ci , �̃ ] is ✏ skew-symmetric). Relation (5.7) shows that
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✏( , ) is constant. Using (5.5) (�̃ is ✏ symmetric), (5.2) and ✏�1(dti ) = ✏ik@k ,
we obtain

�̃ = ✏ik@k
�
 j

�
dt j ⌦

⇣
@i � T�1

⌘
+ C�̃ (T )�T�1 = � + C�̃ (T )�T�1 . (5.8)

Since �̃ is ✏ symmetric, so is � . Our claim follows.

Step 4. We assume that ✏( , ) is constant and � is ✏ symmetric. We claim that �
satisfies (5.2). Since ✏( , ) is constant, � (T ) = 0 (see relation (5.4)). Since � is
symmetric and � (T ) = 0, relation (5.5) implies that

� = ✏ik [Ck, � ]

�
@ j
�
dt j ⌦

�
@i � T�1�. (5.9)

On the other hand, from its definition (5.3),

� = ✏ik@k
�
 j

�
dt j ⌦

�
@i � T�1�. (5.10)

Combining (5.9) with (5.10) we obtain that @k( j ) =  [Ck, � ](@ j ), i.e., � satisfies
(5.2), as claimed.

Step 5. In the hypothesis from Step 4, we claim that any other ✏ symmetric en-
domorphism �̃ , which satisfies (5.2), is equal to � + C�̃ (T )�T�1 . Let �̃ be such an
endomorphism. Since it is ✏ symmetric, it satisfies (5.5). Using (5.2), relation (5.5)
becomes �̃ = � + C�̃ (T )�T�1 , as needed.

Proposition 5.3. Let (N , �, e) be a constant F-manifold and ✏ 2 S2(T ⇤N ) a con-
stant, multiplication invariant metric. Let  =  j dt j 2 �1(N ) be an invertible
1-form. Then the metric

g(X,Y ) := ( �  )(X � Y )

is Frobenius on (N , �, e) if and only if ✏( , ) is constant and the endomorphism

� = L✏�1(dti )( ) ⌦

�
@i � T�1� (5.11)

is ✏ symmetric and satisfies the generalized Darboux-Egoroff equations (2.2).
Above T = ✏�1( ) 2 TN is ✏ dual to  .

Proof. From Theorem 2.6, g is Frobenius if and only if there is an ✏ symmetric
endomorphism �̃ 2 End(T N ) (a rotation coefficient operator), which satisfies (5.2)
and the generalized Darboux-Egoroff equations (2.2). From Lemma 5.2, the ex-
istence of an ✏ symmetric endomorphism �̃ , which satisfies (5.2), is equivalent to
the ✏ symmetry of � and to ✏( , ) being constant. Suppose that these equivalent
conditions hold. From Lemma 5.2 again, � = �̃ � C�̃ (T )�T�1 . Therefore, �̃ sat-
isfies the generalized Darboux-Egoroff equations if and only if � does. Our claim
follows.
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Remark 5.4. There is an alternative formula for the endomorphism � from Lemma
5.2, which is more suitable for computations. Let cki j and c

i j
k be the structure con-

stants, in canonical coordinates (t i ), of the multiplications on T N and T ⇤N . We
claim that

� = @k
�
 j

�
�s✏

ikcsti dt
j
⌦ @t , (5.12)

where � =

P
i �i dt i 2 �1(N ) is the inverse of  . Relation (5.12) is obtained from

the following computation: from (5.3),

� = ✏ik@k
�
 j

�
dt j ⌦ (@i � ✏�1(�)) = ✏ik@k

�
 j

�
�sdt j ⌦

�
@i � ✏�1(dts)

�
= @k

�
 j

�
�s✏

ik✏s f dt j ⌦

�
@i � @ f

�
= @k

�
 j

�
�s✏

ik✏s f cti f dt
j
⌦ @t

= @k
�
 j

�
�s✏

ikcsti dt
j
⌦ @t ,

where we used ✏�1(dts) = ✏s f @ f , T�1
= ✏�1(�) and csti = ✏s f cti f .

We now return to the setting of regular F-manifolds. For simplicity, we as-
sume that (M, �, e, E) is globally nilpotent (and regular, of dimension m). Let
(t0, · · · , tm�1) be the coordinate system of M provided by Theorem 1.3 i) and
✏ 2 S2(T ⇤M) the (multiplication invariant) metric given by

✏ = ✏i j dt i ⌦ dt j , ✏i j = ✏
�
@i , @ j

�
:= �i+ j,m�1. (5.13)

We identify T M with T ⇤M using ✏. The induced multiplication on T ⇤M is given
by dti � dt j = dti+ j�(m�1) (with the convention dts = 0 when s � m or s < 0)
and dtm�1 is the unit. A 1-form  =  j dt j 2 �1(M) is invertible if and only if
 m�1 is non-vanishing. If  is invertible and � = � j dt j is its inverse, then

�m�1 m�1 = 1,
X
r+s=k

�s r = 0, m � 1  k < 2(m � 1). (5.14)

The following theorem is our main result from this section.

Theorem 5.5. Let (M, �, e, E) be a regular, globally nilpotent, m-dimensional F-
manifold, with fixed constant metric ✏ 2 S2(T ⇤M) given by (5.13). Let g be a
multiplication invariant metric, given by

g = ⌘i+ j dt i ⌦ dt j . (5.15)

We fix a branch of (⌘m�1)1/2.

i) There is a unique invertible 1-form  =  j dt j 2 �1(M), related to g by

g(X,Y ) = ( �  )(X � Y ), X,Y 2 T M. (5.16)

Its (m � 1)-component is given by  m�1 = (⌘m�1)1/2 and its remaining com-
ponents are determined inductively by the conditions:X

s+t=(m�1)+k
 s t = ⌘k, 0  k  m � 2; (5.17)
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ii) The metric g is Frobenius on (M, �, e) if and only if

✏( , ) =

X
i+ j=m�1

 i j

is constant and

� :=

X
j

X
is

�s@m�1�i ( j )@m�1+i�s ⌦ dt j

is ✏ symmetric and satisfies the generalized Darboux-Egoroff equations (2.2),
where � := � j dt j 2 �1(M) is the inverse of  . In particular, if g is Frobenius
then there is (locally) a function H such that ⌘i = @i (H), for any i , and @i (H)
is independent of t0;

iii) The metric g is Frobenius on (M, �, e, E) if and only if the conditions from ii)
hold and, moreover, E(⌘i ) = (D � 2)⌘i for any i.

Proof. The proof follows from Propositions 5.1 and 5.3 and relation (5.12).

Example 5.6. We consider the setting of Theorem 5.5.
i) The metric ✏ itself is Frobenius with  = dtm�1 and � = 0;
ii) Assume that m = 2. The 1-form  , its inverse �, the operator � and ✏( , )
are given by

 =

1
2
⌘0(⌘1)

�1/2dt0+(⌘1)
1/2dt1, �=�

1
2
(⌘1)

�3/2⌘0dt0 + (⌘1)
�1/2dt1

� (@i ) = �1@1( i )@0 + (�0@1( i ) + �1@0( i ))@1, 0  i  1
✏( , ) = 2 0 1 = ⌘0.

The generalized Darboux-Egoroff equations reduce to [C1, L@0(� )] = 0. The
unit field e is flat if and only if @0(⌘1) = @1(⌘0) and ⌘i are independent of
t0 (i = 1, 2). Suppose that e is flat. Then ⌘0 is constant, the generalized
Darboux-Egoroff equations are automatically satisfied and � is ✏ symmetric.
A metric is Frobenius on (M, �, e) if and only if it is of the form g = ḟ (dt0 ⌦

dt1 + dt1 ⌦ dt0), where f = f (t1) and its derivative ḟ (with respect to
t1) is non-vanishing. The metric g is Frobenius on (M, �, e, E) if, moreover,
t1 f̈ = (D � 2) ḟ , for a constant D 2 C;

iii) Assume that m = 3. The 1-form  =  j dt j , its inverse � = � j dt j and
✏( , ) are given by

 =

✓
1
2
⌘0(⌘2)

�1/2
�

1
8
(⌘1)

2(⌘2)
�3/2

◆
dt0+

1
2
⌘1(⌘2)

�1/2dt1+(⌘2)
1/2dt2

�=

✓
�

1
2
⌘0(⌘2)

�3/2
+

3
8
(⌘1)

2(⌘2)
�5/2

◆
dt0 �

1
2
⌘1(⌘2)

�3/2dt1

+ (⌘2)
�1/2dt2

✏( , )=2 0 2 + ( 1)
2

= ⌘0.
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Suppose that e is flat. Like in the case m = 2, ⌘i are independent of t0 and
@i (⌘ j ) = @ j (⌘i ), for any i, j. In particular, ⌘0 is constant. The operator � is
given by: for any 0  i  2,

� (@i ) = @2( i )�2@0 + (@2( i )�1 + @1( i )�2)@1 + (�0@2( i ) + �1@1( i ))@2.

It is ✏ symmetric if and only if �10 = �21, �00 = �22 and �01 = �12, where
� (@i ) = � j i@ j . Suppose that these relations are satisfied. The generalized
Darboux-Egoroff equations become the highly non-trivial condition⇥

C1, L@2(� )
⇤
�

⇥
C2, L@1(� )

⇤
+

⇥
[C1, � ], [C2, � ]

⇤
= 0,

which, in terms of �i j , gives

@2(�11 � �00) � @1(�01) + (�01)
2
� (�11 � �00)�02 = 0

@2(�01) � @1(�02) � �02�01 = 0
@2(�02) + (�02)

2
= 0.

6. Infinitesimal symmetries in canonical coordinates

Definition 6.1. An infinitesimal symmetry of an F-manifold (M, �, e, E) is a vec-
tor field X which preserves the multiplication and the Euler field:

LX (�) = 0, [X, E] = 0.

Using the Jacobi identity and the general formula L[X,Y ] = [LX , LY ] for the Lie
derivative, we obtain that the set L of infinitesimal symmetries of any F-manifold
is a subalgebra of the Lie algebra of vector fields. In this section we compute the
Lie algebra L of germs of regular F-manifolds. According to [4, Theorem 2.11],
an infinitesimal symmetry of a product F-manifold decomposes into a product of
infinitesimal symmetries of the factors. The Lie algebra L decomposes accord-
ingly and, from Theorem 1.3, there is no loss of generality to assume that the germ
is the standard model ((Cm, 0), �, e, E), with coordinates (t0, · · · , tm�1) and F-
manifold structure given by (1.2) and (1.3) (with no index ↵). We begin with the
following lemma.

Lemma 6.2. A vector field X on ((Cm, 0), �, e, E) satisfies LX (�) = 0 if and only
if

[@0, X] = 0, [@1, X] � @m�1 = 0,
[@i , X] = i@i�1 � [@1, X], 2  i  m � 1.

(6.1)

Proof. For any vector field X ,

LX (�)(@i , @ j ) =

(
[X, @i+ j ] � [X, @i ] � @ j � @i � [X, @ j ] i + j  m � 1
�[X, @i ] � @ j � @i � [X, @ j ] i + j � m.
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In particular,

LX (�)(@0, @0) = [@0, X],

LX (�)(@1, @ j�1) = [X, @ j ] � [X, @1] � @ j�1 � @1 � [X, @ j�1], 2  j  m � 1,
LX (�)(@1, @m�1) = �[X, @1] � @m�1 � @1 � [X, @m�1].

By induction, we obtain that the right hand side of these relations vanish if and only
if the relations (6.1) hold. Moreover, if the relations (6.1) hold, then LX (�)(@i ,@ j )=
0, for any i, j (easy check).

Proposition 6.3. The system of vector fields {Y1, · · · ,Ym�1}, defined by

Y1 :=

�
t1 + 1

�
@1 +

m�1X
j=2

j t j@ j , Yk := @k�1 � Y1, 2  k  m � 1,

is a basis of the Lie algebra L of infinitesimal symmetries of the standard model
((Cm, 0), �, e, E) and

[Yi ,Y j ] =

(
(i � j)Yi+ j�1 i + j  m
0 i + j > m.

(6.2)

Proof. It is easy to check that Y1 satisfies the relations (6.1) and [E,Y1] = 0, i.e.,
Y1 belongs to L. Using that Y1 2 L, L@k (�) = 0 and that E is an Euler field, we
obtain: for any k � 2,

[E,Yk] = [E, @k�1 � Y1] = [E, @k�1] � Y1 + @k�1 � [E,Y1] + @k�1 � Y1 = 0
LYk (�) = L@k�1�Y1(�) = @k�1 � LY1(�) + Y1 � L@k�1(�) = 0.

We proved that Yk 2 L, for any k � 1. Relation (6.2) can be checked directly.
Consider now an arbitrary vector field X 2 L. We write it as X = f0@0 +

f1Y1 + · · · + fm�1Ym�1, where fk are functions. We will prove that f0 = 0
and fk are constant, for any k � 1. For any s (sufficiently close to 0), 8X

s is
an automorphism of the F-manifold. Within the F-manifold, the hypersurfaces
{t | t0 + a = const} are the submanifolds where the only eigenvalue of U = E�,
namely t0 + a, is constant. As 8X

s is an automorphism which respects multipli-
cation and Euler field, it does not change this eigenvalue. Therefore the flow of
X respects the hypersurfaces {t | t0 + a = const} and we obtain that f0 = 0. Let
Z :=

Pn�1
k=1( fk � fk(0))Yk . The flow of 2Z

s , for any s, fixes the point 0, so it is
an automorphism of the germ ((Cm, 0), �, e, E). By Lemma 4.3, 2Z

s = Id. This
implies Z = 0 and X =

Pn�1
k=1 fk(0)Yk .

Remark 6.4. The F-manifold in Theorem 2 i), (Cm, �, e, E)with �, e and E given
there (with no index ↵), is regular and globally nilpotent on C ⇥ (C � {1}) ⇥

Cm�2. By Theorem 2 ii), for any two values t1, t2 2 C ⇥ (C � {1}) ⇥ Cm�2 with
t01 = t02 , the germs ((Cm, t1), �, e, E) and ((Cm, t2), �, e, E) are isomorphic, and
the isomorphism is unique. It is of the form 8X

s , for suitably chosen X 2 L and s.
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7. Regular F-manifolds and meromorphic connections

Let r0 be a meromorphic connection on the trivial vector bundle V 0 = D⇥Cn
!

D (where D is a small disc around the origin in C), with connection form �0

given by (2.9), in the standard trivialization of V 0. We assume that Bo0 2 Mn(C)
is regular. Let Mcan

= Mcan(Bo0 , B1) be the parameter space of the Malgrange
universal deformationr

can ofr0 (see Definition 2.11). Recall that it is the maximal
integrable submanifold of the distribution D|W , defined by (2.10), passing through
0. The tangent bundle T Mcan admits a natural multiplication �can: for any 0 2

Mcan, (�can)0 , acting on T0Mcan
= D0 ⇢ Mn(C), is the multiplication of matrices

(it preserves D0). It is clear that �can is associative, commutative, with unit field
(Idcan)0 = Id (the identity matrix), for any 0 2 Mcan.

Proposition 7.1. i) The multiplication �can gives Mcan the structure of a (regular)
F-manifold, with Euler field

(Ecan)0 := �(B0)0 = �Bo0 + 0 � [B1,0], 0 2 Mcan
; (7.1)

ii) Conversely, let (M, �, e, E) be a regular F-manifold, p 2 M , and �Bo0 the
representation of Up : TpM ! TpM , Up(X) = X � Ep, in a basis of TpM. Let
B1 be any matrix and Mcan

:= Mcan(Bo0 , B1). The germs ((M, p), �, e, E)
and ((Mcan, 0), �can, Idcan, Ecan) are isomorphic.

Proof. Let V = Mcan
⇥ Cn

! Mcan be the trivial bundle. Elements of V are
pairs (0, v) where 0 2 Mcan and v 2 Cn . We shall denote by V0 = Cn the fiber
of V at 0 2 Mcan. From Proposition 2.9 and relation (2.12), rcan induces a Saito
structure (Dc,8, B0,�B1) on V , as follows: Dc is the canonical flat connection
(the constant sections of V are Dc-flat); 8 2 �1(Mcan,End(V )) is given by 8X =

X 2 Mn(C) = End(V0), for any X 2 T0(Mcan) ⇢ Mn(Cn) (i.e., for any v 2 V0 =

Cn , 8X (v) = X (v) is the action of the matrix X on the vector v); (B0)0, (B1)0 2

End(V0) are given by

(B0)0 = Bo0 � 0 + [B1,0], (B1)0 = B1.

Let v 2 Cn be a cyclic vector for Bo0 and s 2 0(V ) the associated constant section.
Thus, s : Mcan

! V = Mcan
⇥ Cn , s(0) = (0, v), for any 0 2 Mcan. The map

I : T Mcan
! V, I (X) := 8X (s) = (0, X (v)), X 2 T0Mcan

is an isomorphism. From the definition of �can and Ecan, 8X�canY (s) = 8X8Y (s)
and 8Ecan(s) = �B0(s), i.e., Ecan = �I�1B0(s). It follows that (�can, Ecan) is
induced from the Saito bundle (V, Dc,8, B0,�B1), as in Proposition 2.8. In par-
ticular, (Mcan, �can, Idcan, Ecan) is a (regular) F-manifold, as required. This proves
claim i).

For claim ii), let Ucan 2 End(T Mcan) be defined by Ucan(X) := X �can Ecan.
From Proposition 2.8, (Ucan)0 is conjugated to �(B0)0 = �Bo0 . Since �Bo0 is
the representation of Up in a basis of TpM , (Ucan)0 and Up belong to the same
conjugacy class. We conclude with Theorem 1.3.



1146 LIANA DAVID AND CLAUS HERTLING

Corollary 7.2. Any regular F-manifold (M, �, e, E) is the parameter space of an
integrable deformation of a meromorphic connection on V 0 = D ⇥ Cn

! D, in
Birkhoff normal form, with a pole of Poincaré rank one in the origin.

Proof. Trivial, from Proposition 7.1 ii).

8. Initial conditions for Frobenius metrics

In this section we prove an initial condition theorem for Frobenius metrics on regu-
lar F-manifolds (see Theorem 8.2 below). Our argument relies on Theorem 1.3 and
the theory developed in [7]. A self contained proof for the existence of a Frobenius
metric with given initial condition, which avoids the technicalities of [7], will be
presented in Section A. The following remark justifies the properties of Vp from
Theorem 8.2.
Remark 8.1. If (M, �, e, E, g) is a Frobenius manifold and LE (g) = Dg then
r
LCE = V +

D
2 Id, where r

LC is the Levi-Civita connection of g and V is the
g skew-symmetric part of r

LCE . Using [e, E] = e and r
LC(e) = 0, we obtain

V(e) = (1�
D
2 )e.

Our main result from this section is the following.

Theorem 8.2. Let (M, �, e, E) be a regular F-manifold and p 2 M. Suppose that
gp 2 S2(T ⇤

p M) and Vp 2 End(TpM) are given, such that the following conditions
are satisfied:

i) gp is multiplication invariant and non-degenerate;
ii) Vp is gp skew-symmetric and Vp(ep) = (1�

D
2 )ep, for D 2 C.

Then gp can be extended to a unique Frobenius metric g on the germ ((M, p), �, e,
E), such that (rLCE)|TpM = Vp +

D
2 Id.

Proof. We consider the linear data (TpM,Up,Vp, gp) (as usual, Up is the mul-
tiplication by Ep). From regularity, ep together with Ukp(ep) (k � 1), generate
TpM . Therefore, we can apply [7, Theorem 4.5], with the Frobenius type struc-
ture reduced to the vector space (TpM,Up,Vp, gp) and ⌧ := ep (see also [7, Re-
mark 4.6]). We obtain a germ of Frobenius manifolds ((M̃, p̃), �̃, ẽ, Ẽ, g̃), with
L Ẽ (g̃) = Dg̃, and an isomorphism

j : (TpM, ep,Up,Vp, gp) !

✓
Tp̃ M̃, ẽ p̃, ˜U p̃, (r̃LC Ẽ)|Tp̃ M̃ �

D
2
Id, g̃ p̃

◆
(8.1)

(where ˜U p̃ is the multiplication by Ẽ p̃ and r̃
LC is the Levi-Civita connection of g̃.)

Since j (ep) = ẽ p̃ and j �Up =
˜U p̃ � j , we obtain that j (Ekp) = Ẽkp̃, for any k � 0.

Since Up and ˜U p̃ are conjugated, the germs ((M, p), �, e, E) and ((M̃, p̃), �̃, ẽ, Ẽ)
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are isomorphic (from Theorem 1.3). Let f : ((M, p), �, e, E) ! ((M̃, p̃), �̃, ẽ, Ẽ)
be an isomorphism and g := f ⇤g̃. The metric g is Frobenius on ((M, p), �, e, E).
Since f⇤(e) = ẽ, f⇤(E) = Ẽ and f⇤ preserves multiplications, f⇤(Ek) = Ẽk , for
any k � 0. In particular, ( f⇤)p(Ekp) = Ẽkp̃ and hence ( f⇤)p = j. It follows that
g|TpM⇥TpM = j⇤(g̃ p̃) = gp, i.e., g extends gp. The Levi-Civita connections r

LC

and r̃
LC are related by

f⇤rLCX (Y ) = r̃
LC
f⇤(X) f⇤(Y ), X,Y 2 TM .

Applying this relation to Y := E , using that f⇤(E) = Ẽ , ( f⇤)p = j and
✓⇣

r̃
LC Ẽ

⌘
|Tp̃ M̃ �

D
2
Id
◆

� j = j � Vp

(from (8.1)), we obtain

r
LC
X p

(E) = j�1r̃LCj (X p)
(Ẽ) = Vp(X p) +

D
2
X p, X p 2 TpM,

as required. The existence of the extension is proved.
The unicity follows also from [7, Theorem 4.5]. More precisely, from this theo-

rem we know that any two extensions of g̃p, with the required properties, are related
by an isomorphism of the germ ((M, p), �, e, E). But any such isomorphism is the
identity map (see Lemma 4.3). Our claim follows.

Remark 8.3. In [6, Chapter 3] it was asked whether there exist F-manifolds which
do not admit, in the neighbourhood of any point, any Frobenius metric. There
are F-manifolds for which the answer to this question is not known (e.g., some
generically semisimple F-manifolds near points where they are not semisimple).
Below we describe two sources of examples for which the answer is negative.

a) [4, Proposition 5.32 and Remark 5.33] provide examples of germs (M, 0)
of generically semisimple F-manifolds such that T0M is a local algebra, but not
a Frobenius algebra, so it does not allow a nondegenerate multiplication invariant
metric. In [4, Proposition 5.32] the F-manifolds are 3 dimensional, and T0M is as
an algebra isomorphic to C{x, y}/(x2, xy, y2).

b) There are examples of (globally nilpotent) F-manifolds which do not sup-
port any Frobenius metric. Such F-manifolds are described in [8, Sections 2.5.2 and
2.5.3]. Recall that an associative, commutative, with unit multiplication � on the
tangent bundle T M of a manifold M defines a (possible non-reduced) subvariety Y
of T ⇤M , the spectral cover, by the ideal I = (y0�1, yi y j�

P
k aki j (x)y

k) ⇢ OT ⇤M ,
where (xi ) are coordinates on M , with @0 = e the unit field, (xi , y j ) are the induced
coordinates on T ⇤M and aki j are defined by @i �@ j = aki j@k . The integrability condi-
tion (1.1) from the definition of F-manifolds is equivalent to {I, I } ⇢ I , where {·, ·}
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is the canonical Poisson bracket of T ⇤M (see [8, Theorem 2.5]). The reduced vari-
ety Yred, defined by

p

I , is the support of the Higgs bundle (T M,CX (Y ) = X � Y ):

Yred = [x2M
�
� 2 T ⇤

x M, 8X 2 TxM, ker(CX � �(X)id : TxM ! TxM) 6= 0
 
.

If the F-manifold can be enriched to a Frobenius manifold (even without Euler
field), this induces on the pull back of T ⇤M to C ⇥ M a (T)-structure (in the no-
tation of [3]) respectively a holonomic RX module (in the notation of [16], where
X = M). This is essentially the construction of the Saito bundle from the Frobenius
manifold, but without the data from the Euler field. A result of Sabbah ([16, Propo-
sition 1.2.5]) on holonomic RX -modules says that the reduced variety Yred is La-
grangian, or, equivalently, {

p

I ,
p

I } ⇢

p

I . The ideals defining the spectral covers
in the examples of F-manifolds from [8], mentioned above, do not satisfy this last
condition. Thus, these F-manifolds do not support any Frobenius metric.

Appendix

A. Proof of Theorem 8.2 revised

As promised in Section 8, we develop here an alternative argument for the existence
of the extended metric in Theorem 8.2. Consider the setting from this theorem. Let
Bo0 and B1 2 Mn(C) be the matrix representations of Up = (CE )p and Vp in the
basis B := {ep, Ep, · · · , En�1p } of TpM (where n := dim(M)):

Up
�
Eip

�
=

�
Bo0

�
j i E

j
p, Vp

�
Eip

�
= (B1) j i E

j
p.

For any 0  i  n � 2,
�
Bo0

�
i+1,i = 1,

�
Bo0

�
j i = 0, j 6= i + 1. (A.1)

Since Vp(ep) = (1�
D
2 )ep,

(B1) j0 =

✓
1�

D
2

◆
�0 j , 0  j  n � 1. (A.2)

From the skew-symmetry of Vp,

(B1)ki e[p
�
Ek+ j
p

�
+ (B1)k j e[p

�
Ek+ip

�
= 0, 0  i, j  n � 1, (A.3)

where e[p(X) = gp(ep, X), for any X 2 TpM .
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Let Mcan
:= Mcan(�Bo0 ,�B1), with its F-manifold structure provided by

Proposition 7.1. From this proposition, we know that there is an isomorphism

f : ((M, p), �, e, E) ! ((Mcan, 0), �can, Idcan, Ecan). (A.4)

Recall that the Euler field of Mcan is given by

(Ecan)0 := Bo0 + 0 + [B1,0], 0 2 Mcan.

In particular, (Ecan)0 = Bo0 and, since f⇤(E
i ) = (Ecan)i , we obtain that

( f⇤)p
�
Eip

�
=

�
Bo0

�i
, i � 0. (A.5)

Let
(gcan)0 : T0Mcan

⇥ T0Mcan
! C, (gcan)0 :=

�
f �1�⇤(gp)

be the push-forward metric, given by

(gcan)0
⇣�
Bo0

�i
,
�
Bo0

� j⌘
= gp

�
Eip, E

j
p
�

= e[p
�
Ei+ j
p

�
, 0  i, j  n � 1. (A.6)

The endomorphism (Ucan)0(X) = X �can Ecan of T0Mcan is the multiplication by
Bo0 2 Mn(C) on T0Mcan

⇢ Mn(C). It is (gcan)0 symmetric. The isomorphism
(A.4) defines a bijection between the set of Frobenius metrics on its domain and
target space and the existence part in Theorem 8.2 is a consequence of the following
lemma.

Lemma A.1. The metric (gcan)0 defined by (A.6) admits an extension to a Frobe-
nius metric gcan on the germ ((Mcan, 0), �can, Idcan, Ecan), such that

�
DLCEcan

�
0 = ( f⇤)p � Vp �

�
f⇤
�
�1
p +

D
2
Id. (A.7)

Above DLC is the Levi-Civita connection of gcan.

Proof. We preserve the notation from the proof of Proposition 7.1. Let V = Mcan
⇥

Cn
! Mcan be the trivial bundle over Mcan

= Mcan(�Bo0 ,�B1) and s 2 0(V )
the constant section s(0) = (0, v0), where v0 := (1, 0, · · · , 0) 2 Cn . We denote
by v1 := (0, 1, 0, · · · , 0), v2 := (0, 0, 1, 0, · · · , 0), . . . , vn�1 = (0, · · · , 0, 1) the
remaining standard vectors ofCn . The F-manifold structure of Mcan is obtained (as
explained in Proposition 2.8) from the Saito bundle (V, Dc,8, B0, B1) (defined as
in the proof of Proposition 7.1, with Bo0 replaced by �Bo0 and B1 by �B1), by
means of the isomorphism

I : T Mcan
! V, I (X) = 8X (s) = (0, X (v0)), X 2 T0Mcan

⇢ Mn(C). (A.8)
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We aim to construct on the Saito bundle (V, Dc,8, B0, B1) a Saito metric which
will induce, via the isomorphism I , the Frobenius metric gcan we are looking for.
From (A.1), v0 is a cyclic vector for Bo0 and

I0 : T0Mcan
! V0 = Cn, I0

⇣�
Bo0

�i⌘
=

�
Bo0

�i
(v0) = vi , 0  i  n� 1. (A.9)

Let g0 := (I�10 )⇤(gcan)0 2 S2(V ⇤

0 ) be the push-forward of (gcan)0 2 S2(T ⇤

0 M
can):

g0
�
vi ,v j

�
:=(gcan)0

⇣
I�10

�
vi
�
,I�10

�
v j
�⌘

=(gcan)0
⇣�
Bo0

�i
,
�
Bo0

� j⌘
=e[p

⇣
Ei+ j
p

⌘
. (A.10)

Since (Ucan)0 is (gcan)0 symmetric (as stated before the lemma), I0 � (Ucan)0 � I�10
is g0 symmetric. But I0 � (Ucan)0 � I�10 = �(B0)0 (see Proposition 2.8). Since
B0 2 End(V ) is given by

(B0)0 = �(Bo0 + 0 + [B1,0]), 0 2 Mcan, (A.11)

we obtain that �(B0)0 = Bo0 . Therefore, B
o
0 2 Mn(C) is g0 symmetric. From

(A.3) and (A.10), B1 2 Mn(C) is g0 skew-symmetric. Since Bo0 is g0 symmetric
and B1 is g0 skew-symmetric, (B0)0 is g0 symmetric when 0 is so.

Let Msym
n (C) be the manifold of g0 symmetric matrices. We claim that

(Mcan, 0)⇢ (Msym
n (C), 0). For this, we use the above observation (namely, (B0)02

Msym
n (C) when 0 2 Msym

n (C)) and the following general fact (which can be easily
checked): if D is an integrable distribution on a manifold M , N is a submanifold
of M such that D|N ⇢ T N and Imax is the maximal integrable submanifold of
D, which contains p 2 N , then there is a neighbourhood U of p in M , such that
Imax\U ⇢ N \U . Applying this fact to M := W (a small open neighbourhood of
0 2 Mn(C)), N := Msym

n (C) \ W and the distribution D|W whose maximal inte-
grable submanifold is Mcan (and whose fiber at 0 2 W is the vector space of poly-
nomials in (B0)0 , with (B0)0 as in (A.11)), we obtain (Mcan, 0) ⇢ (Msym

n (C), 0),
as needed.

Let gV 2 S2(V ⇤) be the constant extension of g0 to the bundle V . It follows
that (V , Dc, 8, B0, B1, gV ) is a Saito bundle with metric (see Definition 2.7).
The section s is primitive homogeneous, with B1(s) = (1 �

D
2 )s (we use (A.2);

recall that s is the constant section of V , determined by v0 = (1, 0, · · · , 0) 2 Cm).
The metric gcan(X,Y ) := gV (I (X), I (Y )) extends (gcan)0 (from (A.10)). From
Subsection 2.2, gcan is a Frobenius metric on ((Mcan, 0), �can, Idcan, Ecan) and

DLCEcan = I�1B1 I +

D
2
Id.

In order to conclude the proof, we need to check that

I�10 B1 I0 = ( f⇤)p � Vp �

�
f⇤
�
�1
p . (A.12)
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From (A.9), the left hand side of (A.12), applied to (Bo0 )
i

2 T0Mcan (with
0  i  n � 1), is given by

�
I�10 B1 I0

��
Bo0

�i
= I�10 B1(vi ) = (B1) j i

�
Bo0

� j
.

From (A.5), the right hand side of (A.12), applied to (Bo0 )
i , is given by

⇣
( f⇤)p � Vp �

�
f⇤
�
�1
p

⌘ �
Bo0

�i
= ( f⇤)pVp

�
Eip

�
= (B1) j i ( f⇤)p

�
E j
p
�

= (B1) j i
�
Bo0

� j
.

Relation (A.12) follows.
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