arXiv:2512.01691v1 [math.DG] 1 Dec 2025

Hessian geometry and
Frobenius manifolds with curvature

ANDREAS VOLLMER
University of Hamburg, Department of Mathematics, Bundesstrafie 55, 20146 Hamburg

December 2, 2025

Abstract

A Riemannian metric is called Hessian if, locally, it can be written as the Hessian
of a function called the Hessian potential. A (flat) Manin-Frobenius manifold is a
flat Riemannian manifold furnished with a commutative and associative product
compatible with the metric, such that a certain potentiality property is satisfied.
Curved Frobenius manifolds generalize this concept to spaces with non-vanishing
curvature, and they have applications in supersymmetric mechanics and within the
theory of submanifolds.

Curved Frobenius manifolds naturally arise from Hessian metrics, and we find
that they, conceptually, are the typical non-trivial examples. We obtain that Curved
Frobenius structures on constant curvature spaces are consistent with a Hessian
structure, if they satisfy a closed prolongation system of finite type. Consistency
means that the Frobenius potential and the Hessian potential can be identified.

As an application, we show that certain second-order maximally superintegrable
systems correspond 1-to-1 to Curved Frobenius structures that are consistent with
a Hessian structure.
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1 Introduction

Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2. Throughout the paper we
assume that g is conformally flat. We denote by X(M) the bundle of vector fields on M.
We denote the Levi-Civita connection of g by V. For a product x : X(M)xX(M) — X(M),
we call

Assoc, (X, Y, Z) = (X*xY)*xZ — X x (Y xZ) = [*x(Z),x(X)]Y

the associator of x. We omit the subscript, whenever the underlying product is clear.

Definition 1. A Curved Frobenius manifold is a Riemannian manifold (M, g) together
with a product
*: X(M) x X(M) = X(M)

such that

1. % 18 commutative
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2. % 15 compatible with g, i.e.
g XY, Z)=g(X,Y xZ) (1)
where XY, 7Z € X(M)
3. the associator of x satisfies
(X)), x(Y)] = p R(X,Y) (2)
for a constant p.
4. Vx is symmetric (in its contravariant arguments)

Curved Frobenius manifolds generalize the (flat) Manin-Frobenius manifolds, which are
recovered, if g is assumed to be flat:

Example 1. We call a Curved Frobenius manifold whose underlying metric g is a flat
metric, i.e. R =0, a Manin-Frobenius manifold. In this case, the underlying product x is
commutative, associative and g-compatible. The symmetry of Vx, in this case, is called
the potentiality property, e.g. [9, 18].

There exists a vast literature on Manin-Frobenius manifolds. They appear in many con-
texts such as topological and quantum field theory [4, 5, 6, 18, 22|, Gromov-Witten
theory [9, 10] and information geometry [2]. Examples with curvature also naturally arise
in various contexts. For instance, the condition (2) appears as curved Witten-Dijkgraaf-
Verlinde-Verlinde equation in [11, 12, 13], establishing a correspondence between certain
Curved Frobenius manifolds and N' = 4 supersymmetric models on manifolds of dimen-
sion n. Curved Frobenius manifolds also appear naturally in the theory of submanifolds.
Specifically, [19] establishes a duality relationship between Curved Frobenius manifolds
and a special class of submanifolds, namely the so-called submanifolds with potential
of normals. A further application was identified by the author in [21], in the context
of second-order superintegrable systems. Examples of Curved Frobenius manifolds with
non-vanishing curvature naturally arise in Hessian geometry.

Definition 2. A Riemannian metric g is called Hessian, if there is a flat connection D
such that, in a neighborhood of any point of M,

g = Ddf

for a (locally defined) function f. The function f is called Hessian potential. A Hessian
structure is a triple (M, g,D) of this kind.

Example 2 ([13]). Let (M, g,D) be a Hessian manifold. It follows in particular that D
1s flat and, locally, we have

g =Dd¢.
Then P =V —D is a (1,2)-tensor field and Codazzi, i.e. VP is symmelric in its con-

travariant arguments. Moreover, P = P’ s a totally symmetric (0, 3)-tensor field with

1
pP=D?
5 D¢



locally, where ¢ is defined. It follows that

A

R(X.Y) = [P(Y), P(X)]

and, therefore, x := P defines a commutative product on X(M) that is g-compatible and
satisfies the potentiality property. Its associator satisfies the condition in the definition of
a Curved Frobenius manifold. Hence, (M, g,D = V + x) both satisfy the conditions of a

Curved Frobenius manifold.

This example is discussed in [13], see also the references therein.

2 Initial observations

We begin with some basic findings that are useful for the characterization of Curved
Frobenius manifolds. In particular, the following observation is a useful tool for the study
of Curved Frobenius structures. Its proof is straightforward.

Lemma 1. Let (M, g,%) be a Curved Frobenius manifold with
(X), #(Y)] = pR(X,Y).
We define a new product o by
o {L* e ®)
Vul
Then (M, g,0) is a Curved Frobenius manifold with
[o(X), o(Y)] = eR(X,Y),
where € € {—1,0,+1}, ¢ = sign(u).

The sign of p is zero, if and only if p = 0, and otherwise it is sign(u) = T/%I We call
e the signature of the Curved Frobenius manifold. Also, we say that (M, g,0) is the
normalization of (M, g,*).

Definition 3. We say that two Curved Frobenius manifolds are equivalent up to rescaling,
iof their normalizations coincide.

Example 3. The simplest case of Curved Frobenius manifolds is that with u = 0. In this
case, the endomorphisms Px : X(M) — X(M), PxY = P(X,Y), X,Y € X(M), always
necessarily commute. Hence, = in Definition 1 can be any commutative and associative
product that is compatible with the metric g, and such that the potentiality property is
satisfied. In particular, if and only if the metric is flat, the product x defines a Manin-
Frobenius manifold with underlying metric g.

We continue our exploration with the associator of Curved Frobenius manifolds. Note
that the associator Assoc of x induces a map A : ['(A?(T'M)) — End(T M) via

AX ANY)(Z) = Assoc(X, Z,Y). (4)

For our next lemma, we introduce Lie triple systems.
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Definition 4. A Lie triple system is a tri-linear map C : V3 — V on a (finite dimen-
sional) vector space V' such that

C(u,v,w) = —C(v,u,w)
0=C(u,v,w)+ C(v,w,u) + C(w,u,v)
) = C(C(u,v,wy), ws, ws)
+ C(wy, C(u, v, wz)) + C(wi, wy, C(u, v, ws))

C(U’v v, C(wh Wy, U)3)

for u, v, w, wy, wy, w3 € V.

We observe that the associator of * in a Curved Frobenius manifold is always skew-
symmetric and that it satisfies the cyclic condition. Indeed, due to the Bianchi identity, we
have for a Curved Frobenius manifold (M, g, x) that the map C' : X(M)xX(M)xX(M) —
%<M) Y

C(X,Y,Z) = AX AY)(Z),

satisfies the cyclic identity
CX,)Y,2)+CY,Z,X)+C(Z,X,Y)=0, (5)

proving the claim. In particular, for Curved Frobenius manifolds of constant sectional
curvature, we have obtained:

Lemma 2. Let (M, g,%) be a (normalized) Curved Frobenius manifold of constant sec-
tional curvature. Then the following two statements are true:

1. The map C : X(M) x X(M) x X(M) — X(M),
C(X,Y, Z) = A(X AY)(Z),
defines a Lie triple structure.

2. The map A takes values in so(n). The map is either trivial or a constant multiple
of the standard map V¥ : T'(A*TM) — End(T'M),

UV: XAY = (Z—gX,2)Y —g(Y,2)X) .
It is trivial precisely if g is flat.

Consider a Manin-Frobenius manifold, i.e. that ¢ is flat. Then, both C' and ¥ are
trivial. In this case, (2) implies [x(X),*(Y")] = 0 and hence

P(X,P(Y,Z) = P(P(X,2),Y)=X+(Y*xZ) =Y *x(XxZ) =0,
where we write P =  for better legibility. It follows that
(X+xX)*x(X*xY) = X% ((X*X)*Y)
— P(X,X) (P(=, P(X,Y)) = P(X, P(=,Y)) = 0.

Since * is also commutative, it follows that * defines a Jordan algebra on X(M).



3 Hesse-Frobenius structures

We characterize Curved Frobenius manifolds that arise from Hessian structures. In prepa-
ration, consider the tensor field P € I'(Syms(7T*M)), P(X,Y, Z) = g(X*Y, Z). Note that,
because of commutativity, P is symmetric in its first two arguments. It is then totally
symmetric because of g-compatibility. Since V« is symmetric, it furthermore follows that
VP is symmetric and, hence, that P is a (rank-3) Codazzi tensor.

Solutions of rank-3 Codazzi equations are discussed in [17, 20]. For example, in the case
of a flat manifold, the tensor field P is, locally, the third derivative of a (locally defined)
function ¢, Py, = V;?*jkw. Contrast this with the local existence of a Hessian potential ¢,
which implies P, = %D?jk f on a (maybe smaller) local neighborhood. Neither of these
two potentials ¢ and ¢ is unique, but we may ask whether it is possible to choose ¢ and 1)
such that they coincide. We will return to this question momentarily, but first we need

to clarify further when a Curved Frobenius manifold arises as in Example 2.

Lemma 3. 1. Let (M,g,x) be a Curved Frobenius manifold with p < 0. Then its

normalization (M, g,0) arises as in Example 2 from the Hessian structure (g,D =
V —%).

2. Assume that g is flat and that (M, g, %) is a Curved Frobenius manifold. Then there
is a real number r € R and a product o = rx, such that (M,g,0) arises as in
Ezxample 2 from the Hessian structure (g,D =V — %).

3. Consider a Curved Frobenius manifold (M, qg,*). If there is a real number r € R
such that (M, g,D =V —ro) is Hessian, then (M, g,*) is as in the first or second
number of this theorem.

In short, Example 2 essentially covers Manin-Frobenius manifolds as well as non-flat
Curved Frobenius manifolds with p < 0.

Proof. In Example 2, the Curved Frobenius structure is already in normalized form. We
can therefore work directly with the normalization and assume p € {—1,0,1} without
loss of generality.

Claim 1 then follows by Example 2. The same is true for the claim 2, since the right
hand side in (2) vanishes due to the flatness of g.

For claim 3, we obtain D and P as in Example 2. Note that the flatness of D immedi-
ately implies (2), and that P is a Codazzi tensor, i.e. that VP is symmetric. The claim
follows. [

We now specialize to Curved Frobenius structures of constant sectional curvature. In
this case, the Codazzi equation Vka; — VP4 = 0 can be solved explicitly. Indeed, from
[7, 17], it follows that, locally, there is a function ¢ such that

Pijr = V:()’ijk)l/) + 4K g Vi) = V?jkﬁi + K (29 Vi + 9 Vv + 9 Vi) .
Here, by ijkw we mean the triple covariant derivative in the order V;,V,;V;1.

Lemma 4. In a Curved Frobenius manifold (M, g,x) of constant sectional curvature k,
the Hessian potential ¢,
g = Ddo



and the Frobenius potential 1),
Pijr = Vi + £ (295, Vit + ga V0 + g Vi)
satisfy, in a neighborhood where both are simultaneously defined,
V?jk(w +¢) = =V PiVap + P;}szkvaCﬁ — k(295 Vi + g Vb + g Vip) . (6)
Proof. We have D = V — % and define P = +*. We also write x = P. We then compute

2P;1. = Djyd = D (V30 + PiV.a0)
= Vi + ViPiVad + Pyx — P P5Vud + 2Py, .
We conclude that X o
— Py, = Vb + ViPiV o — PiPiN o6
Moreover, we have
Fiji = V?jk?/f + k(29 Vi + 9 Vi + 9 Vi),
and hence
VW + @) + K (295 Vit + gV + g Vi) + Vi PaVed — PiPa V.6 = 0.
m

Note that neither ¢ nor ¢ are uniquely determined. Indeed, the Hessian potential is
unique only up to the addition of D-affine terms. Similarly, 1) can be altered by adding
any solution y of

VX + 5 (295 Vix + g6 Vix + g1 Vix) =0,

since this does not change the underpinning Curved Frobenius structure. It is thus a
natural question whether the Hessian potential ¢ and the Frobenius potential ¢ can be
chosen to coincide. In order to answer this question, we introduce for Curved Frobenius
manifolds a concept of consistency with a Hessian structure.

Definition 5. We say that a Curved Frobenius manifold (M, g, ) is a Hesse-Frobenius
manifold of constant sectional curvature k, if there exists a Hessian structure (g,D) such
that

*: X(M) x X(M) — X(M), X*xY =VyxY —DxY. (7)

and such that, locally around any given point, any Hessian potential f of (g,D) satisfies
Piji = _v?ijk)f — 4k g6V f,
where round brackets indicate symmetrization in the enclosed indices.

Hesse-Frobenius manifolds are rich geometric structures. They are interesting as geomet-
ric structures in their own right. We will also explain later how they naturally appear
in mathematical physics, and more specifically in the context of superintegrable Hamil-
tonian systems. Examples can also be found in supersymmetric mechanics [12, 13] and
submanifold theory [19]. Definition 5 however has limitations as it requires the underlying
metric to have constant sectional curvature. This requirement ensures the existence of
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the Frobenius potential via the solution of the Codazzi equation described in [7, 17]. Yet
one quickly realizes that whenever there is an explicit solution of VP, — VP = 0 of
the form
P = V?jkl/z + 0§ Vat,

where © depends only on the data (g, P), and not on the choice of ¢, then a condition
similar to the above one can be obtained.

We now characterize Curved Frobenius manifolds of constant sectional curvature that
arise from Hessian structures.

Theorem 1. Assume that g is of constant sectional curvature k.
In a Hesse-Frobenius manifold (M, g,x), the product satisfies the first-order prolonga-
tion system

Vixiy = %o +5 (2059% + Ging; + gind;) - (8)
Conversely, if the latter condition holds for a commutative and g-compatible product x,
and if Vx is symmetric, then (M, g,*) is a Hesse-Frobenius structure.

Proof. In a Hesse-Frobenius manifold (M, g, ), we have that the (flat) connection D =
V — % defines the Hessian structure (M, g,D). Hence, locally, there is a function ¢ such
that

gij = (Ddo);j, —2P;, = D?jk
and
Piji = V?jk(b + £ (29;;Vid + 9 V0 + 96 Vi0)

J— a
where P, = Gra*ij- We compute

—2Pj = Db = V0 + ViPiVao + Py, — PL PRV o6 + 2Py

ijk ijk
and hence
—Pijk = Vo + ViPiVap — PPV o . (9)
Combining this with
Pijk = Vb + & (29;; Vit + g Vb + g Vit)) ,
we obtain
0=Vio—0¢)= (VP — PiI}Pl;lk — k(29539 + 9irg§ + girg{)) Vad . (10)

Now, observe that ¢, being the Hessian potential, is determined up to D-affine changes.
Hence, by changing the Hessian potential, we can obtain a basis of Q!(M). It follows that

ViPy = PP + 1 (2959% + 9adl + 9ingy) -

Conversely, assuming this identity, note that (2) follows under the hypothesis. Hence,
(g,*) defines a Curved Frobenius structure. Resubstituting (8) it into (6), we arrive at

Vi + ) = =k (295 Vo + gix V¢ + 9 Vid) — # (2055 Vi) + g V9 + g Vi) .
Therefore,
Vi +¢) = =k (205Ve( + @) + gaV; (¥ + ¢) + gxVi(Y + ).

For any Hessian potential ¢, ¥ = —¢ is a solution, and we conclude that the structure is
Hesse-Frobenius. O



Remark 1. Note that our definition of a Hesse-Frobenius structure requires any Hessian
potential to also be a Frobenius potential. If we only require to find one such Hessian
potential ¢, it has to be such that

(Vi xiy = %5 % — £ (293594 + ging; + gjx9)) (dd)e = 0. (11)

This guarantees that

Vi + 6) + £ (20 Vi(¥ + ) + g V(1 + ) + g Vi(th + ¢)) =

and hence ¥ — (Y + @) = —¢ is also an admissible Frobenius potential. Note that, if the
data (g, k,*) and a Hessian potential ¢’ in D-affine coordinates are known, (11) is a linear
condition on the D-affine correction to ¢’ that yields ¢.

Let us now turn our attention to (8). We characterize the initial data from which
suitable structures can be locally obtained.

Corollary 1. Consider a Riemannian manifold (M, g) of constant sectional curvature k.
Moreover, let p € M and let b = g, be the metric in p. Assume that (T,M,+,0) is an
algebra such that 4 is the usual addition on T,M and

e o 15 commutative
e ¢ is b-compatible, i.e. b(uov,w) = b(u,vow) forv,v,w e T,M
e the associator of ¢ satisfies

Assoc,(u, v,w) = g(u, w)v — g(v, w)u

Then there is a neighborhood U C M of p with a Hessian structure

(U7 g|U7 D) )
such that (M, g, =V — D) defines a Hesse-Frobenius manifold.

Proof. We consider the Ricci identity for (8). Indeed, taking a further derivative and
antisymmetrizing, we obtain

(=VVi B + VP P+ Pl VB — (Vi VP + VP, Py + P V. By)
= Ry, P + RY, Po + PL Ry, + Vi P Pl + P NP, — Vi Pl Pl — PL Py
Rzkzpzfj + nglpz% + Pil}ngz + P (P Py — P} Lt
+r (szP %+ 91 Pk — 9Py — ginPg) =0

Hence, at p, the integrability condition for (8) is always satisfied due to the (non-)associa-
tivity of ©. Using a result in [8], we conclude that the initial data ¢ thus can be extended
in a small neighborhood U > p to a product * such that (g|y, *) defines a Hesse-Frobenius
structure on (U, g|v). O

The latter characterizes Hesse-Frobenius manifolds as Curved Frobenius manifolds
whose product is determined by that in any single point and fitted together in a way that
ensures that the Frobenius and the Hessian potential are (up to sign) identical.



4 Characterizing Curved Frobenius manifolds

We conclude our study with a characterization of Curved Frobenius manifolds of positive
signature. In preparation, consider a Curved Frobenius manifold (M, g, ) such that x is
not associative and g > 0. Then it is a solution of

Pijk = Fliji)
VP = Vb
iaifpjga - fkpﬁb = R?jk
and vice versa.

Definition 6. For the purposes of this paper, we call a triple (M, g,D) consisting of a
Riemannian manifold (M, g) and a torsion-free connection D a skew-Hessian manifold, if

1. the g-dual connection D* of D is torsion-free as well,
2. the curvature of D is non-vanishing, and

3. the curvature of D is twice the curvature of g.

This provides us with a characterization of the remaining cases of Curved Frobenius
manifolds

Theorem 2. Curved Frobenius manifolds correspond to skew-Hessian structures. More
precisely:
1. A skew-Hessian manifold defines a Curved Frobenius manifold with p =1 via

*x=D - V.

2. A Curved Frobenius manifold with y = 1 is a skew-Hessian manifold, if its under-
lying metric is non-flat.

Proof. For the first claim, we observe that the torsion-freeness of D and D* implies that
P defined by g(P(X,Y),Z) = g(DxY = VxY,Z) (X.,Y,Z € X(M), is totally symmetric,
which implies that x is commutative and g-compatible. Note that the curvature tensor
of D decomposes, according to irreducible representations of the symmetric group. Hence,
the condition that the curvature tensor of D is a non-zero multiple of RY,

RP = \RY,

decomposes into two independent conditions: firstly, P has to be a Codazzi tensor with
respect to V, and hence « satisfies the potentiality property. Secondly, we have (with
X,Y € X(M))

RI(X,Y) + [*x(X),*x(Y)] =2RI(X,Y).

Therefore, (2) is satisfied with p = 1.
Under the hypothesis of the second claim, we have

x(X), x(Y)] = R(X,Y),

which does not vanish. We define D = V + . Since P = «” is totally symmetric, D and
D* are therefore torsion-free. Moreover, we find

RP°(X,Y) = RI(X,Y) + [%(X),«(Y)] = 2 R9(X,Y)

and hence that RP is non-vanishing. The theorem is therefore proved. O]
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We now obtain the following characterization of Curved Frobenius manifolds.
Corollary 2. A Curved Frobenius manifold falls into precisely one of the following cases

e its normalization is a Hessian manifold in the sense of Example 2, or

e its underlying metric is non-flat and * is associative, or

e its normalization is a skew-Hessian manifold.

Proof. This follows immediately from Example 3, together with Lemma 3 and Theorem 2.
O

As a consequence, it appears justified to say that there exist few qualitatively dif-
ferent types of Curved Frobenius manifolds. Indeed, up to rescalings, Curved Frobenius
manifolds are either Hessian structures, skew-Hessian structures or they are non-flat and
associative. Note that the first condition in Definition 6 makes (M, g,D) a so-called sta-
tistical manifold. We can therefore say that the typical example of a Curved Frobenius
manifold is a statistical manifold such that the curvatures of D and V are the same up to
multiplication by a constant.

5 Application to second-order superintegrability

Applications of curved Frobenius manifolds have been described across the literature
in various contexts. Flat (Manin-)Frobenius structures are ubiquitous in the literature
on topological and quantum field theory, e.g. [4, 5, 6, 18, 22]. They are also linked
to Gromov-Witten theory [9, 10] and information geometry [2]. Examples with non-
vanishing curvature are less frequent, but also appear naturally in applications in physics
and geometry [11, 12, 13, 19]

We report a further class of examples here, namely second-order superintegrable sys-
tems. Our discussion below is based on [21] and [3] as well as [1, 14, 15]. Consider
a Riemannian manifold (M, g). The cotangent space T*M carries a natural symplectic
structure w. We denote by (x,p) canonical Darboux coordinates on 7*M. Then the map
H:T"M — R,

H(w,p) = g~ (p,p) + V(z)

is called Hamiltonian with potential V' : M — R. The vector field Xy on T(T*M) with
w(Xpy,—) = dH is called the Hamiltonian vector field for H.

A (maximally) superintegrable system is defined by a collection of functions F*) :
"M — R, 1 < v <2n— 2, such that

1. (H,FW .. . F@"=2)is functionally independent
2. each F() is a constant of the motion for H, i.e. Xy (F®) = 0.

A superintegrable system is called second-order if the constants of the motion can be
chosen in the form (we drop the Einstein convention temporarily)

FOx,p) =Y K9 (@)pip; + W¥(x),

ij=1
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where we assume K% = K®)J* without loss of generality. One can show that the

coefficients K define components of Killing tensors
Ko=) (Z Gaigoi K ab) dz' ® da’
ij=1 \a,b=1

A second-order superintegrable system is called irreducible, if the endomorphisms associ-
ated to these Killing tensors via g do not share a common invariant subspace.

For irreducible second-order superintegrable systems, there is a tensor field 7" =
ZZ g 1T’“ dr' ® dz? @ 0y, which is symmetric in (4, j) and trace-free with respect to g
in (7, 7), such that (we use the Einstein convention again)

1
ViV =T;"ViV + = g;; AV
n
Here, A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator. We define the one-form ¢ via
tX)=tr(Y - T(X,Y))

and moreover the tensor field

n —

P(X,Y,7) = (g(T(X, Y),Z)+ —— g(X, Y)t(Z)> .

In [14, 15, 16], the structural equations for irreducible second-order superintegrable sys-
tems are obtained for the case when all integrability conditions for V' and K, are satisfied
generically (these systems are called abundant). For n > 3, it is found in [14, 15] that
under this abundantness assumption and for g of constant sectional curvature x, P is
totally symmetric and satisfies

_1(P(X7Y)7P(Zv W)) _g_l(P(Xv Z),P(YV, W))
=K (g(X7 Y)g(Z> W) - g(X7 Z)g(Y, W)) (12)

for any vector fields X,Y, Z, W. Moreover, the tensor T is subject to the differential
conditions (in index notation, o denotes the trace-free part)

. 1 . . .
Tiwt = 75 Wan), [Tij Thia + Tijity + 3 Tty
4 o b -
+ n—2 7—‘7, irjab - 37—;] ta Gkl (133)
Iy 1 2 abrf
1 3n + 2 o berd n—2_. 3
+ = TTwe — —t'ty+ ———R 13b
n K <6(n+2)(n—1) e T TG 2(n — 1) ) (1b)
where (1), is the projector onto the symmetric trace-free part with respect to the
enclosed indices, and where t = Ty b For details see [14].

Now assume that (M, g) is a Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3 and of constant
sectional curvature and that P is a totally symmetric, cubic tensor field on M satisfy-
ing (12) and (13). Let X«Y := P(X,Y, —) for vector fields X, Y on M. It was shown in [1]
that D = V — « defines a Hessian structure (g, D) and that, for any Hessian potential ¢,

P = D3¢.
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Hence, we are in the case of a Hesse-Frobenius structure and conclude
ViCijk = Cijag® Cort + £ (293591 + Girgs + Gjrgi) - (14)

Remark 2. Note that (14) implies both (12) and (13). We remark that the form (14)
can also be obtained similarly to the respective computation in [21], where the flat case is
discussed (i.e. the case of Manin-Frobenius manifolds).

We therefore obtain:

Theorem 3. On Riemannian manifolds of constant sectional curvature, abundant second-
order superintegrable systems correspond 1-to-1 to Hesse-Frobenius structures.

6 Conclusion

We found that, possibly up to rescaling, Curved Frobenius manifolds fall into three distinct
types, namely (non-flat) spaces with a commutative and associative, metric-compatible
product, Hessian structures, and skew-Hessian structures. These types all fit under the
broader umbrella of statistical manifolds.

In particular, we have investigated the case of Hesse-Frobenius structures, which de-
scribe the case of Curved Frobenius structures that are consistent with a Hessian struc-
ture in the sense that the Hessian potentials serve simultaneously as Frobenius potentials.
We have characterized Hesse-Frobenius structures intrinsically via a stronger potentiality
property, which also encodes the associator-curvature condition (2). This case is both
geometrically natural and relevant in mathematical physics, which we illustrated with an
example from the theory of second-order maximally superintegrable systems.
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