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Abstract. This paper introduces a method for constructing pure algebroids, dull algebroids, and Lie alge-

broids. The construction relies on what we defined as n-systems on vector bundles, and we provide explicit

computations for all resulting structure maps. Analogously, metric n-systems defined on metric vector
bundles allow us to construct metric algebroids, pre-Courant algebroids, and Courant algebroids.
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1. Introduction

1.1. The motivation. Lie algebroids, initially introduced by Pradines [39], furnish a rigorous framework
for describing the infinitesimal structure of Lie groupoids. The reader who wishes to pursue the topic of Lie
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algebroids and groupoids is referred to Mackenzie’s book [36] (see also [10,35]) for foundational materials. In
short, a Lie algebroid (A, [ · , · ]A, aA) consists of a vector bundle A (over a base manifold M), a Lie bracket
[ · , · ]A on the section space Γ(A), and an anchor map aA : A → TM which are compatible with the Lie
bracket. Furthermore, any Lie algebroid (A, [ · , · ]A, aA) admits an equivalent characterization as homological
vector fields of degree 1 on the graded manifold (M,∧•A∗) (see [42]). Thus, Lie algebroids have important
research in algebraic geometry [6,8,9] and differential geometry [38], while also having some applications in
analytical mechanics [24,26].

Courant algebroids, introduced in [34], unify the concept of Lie bialgebras and the bracket on TM ⊕T ∗M
first discovered by Courant [17], where M is an arbitrary smooth manifold. Around the same time and
developed independently, the Dorfman bracket [22], introduced in the context of Hamiltonian structures,
is an alternation of the Courant bracket. Roytenberg provided an equivalent definition using the Dorfman
bracket [41], which gives the relation of Courant algebroids to L∞-algebras [40]. In this paper, we use
the notation (E, ⟨·, ·⟩, ◦, aE) to denote a Courant algebroid. In specific, we have a pseudo-Euclidean vector
bundle (E, ⟨·, ·⟩) (over a base manifold M), equipped with a vector bundle morphism aE : E → TM , also
called the anchor, and a Leibniz algebra structure ◦, called the Dorfman bracket, defined on the section space
Γ(E), subject to specific compatibility conditions. The subject of Courant algebroids has inspired significant
research in higher structure [5], Poisson geometry [2,3,13,27,37] and generalize geometry [16,23], while also
having some important applications in 3-dimensional topological field theory [29–31], string theory [19] and
double field theory [43].

In a prior work [7], we presented a construction of split Courant algebroids utilizing Dirac generating opera-
tors. While this provides a theoretical framework, many Lie algebroids and Courant algebroids considered in
the literature remain purely abstract concepts. Therefore, it is pertinent to seek concrete examples of these
algebraic objects where their structures can be explicitly formulated and analyzed. This paper addresses
this need by introducing the concept of n-systems and demonstrating how these n-systems can be used to
generate concrete examples of both Lie algebroids and Courant algebroids.

1.2. Structures and main results of the paper. An anchored bundle, denoted (A, aA), is the fundamen-
tal object of study in the initial section. It consists of a vector bundle A over a base manifold M , equipped
with a bundle map aA : A → TM , termed the anchor. At this stage, (A, aA) lacks a Lie structure. We
aim to investigate the conditions under which a Lie bracket, denoted by [·, ·], can be defined on Γ(A), the
space of sections of A, such that (A, [·, ·], aA) constitutes a Lie algebroid. Our approach involves employing
connections on the anchored bundle, drawing inspiration from the role of connections in differential geometry
on smooth manifolds (see Definition 2.1). We denote such a connection on (A, aA) by ∇, and we seek a
bracket on Γ(A) of the torsion-free form:

[x, y]∇ = ∇xy −∇yx, ∀x, y ∈ Γ(A). (1)

Indeed, it can be demonstrated that any Lie algebroid structure compatible with (A, aA) must adopt this
form (see equation (7) in Section 1.3 and Proposition 2.2). In this scenario, the connection ∇ is constrained
by a condition referred to as the Lie-Bianchi identity (see Proposition 2.7).

The primary contribution of this paper is the introduction of a method for constructing anchored bundles,
connections, and their associated Lie algebroid structures. This construction relies on a specific set of data,

termed an “n-system” on A, denoted by (X̂1, . . . , X̂n; ξ̂
1, . . . , ξ̂n). Here, X̂1, . . ., X̂n are covariant differential

operators acting on A, while ξ̂1, . . ., ξ̂n are elements of Γ(A∗), linearly independent over C∞(M). From a
given n-system, we define an anchor map aA : A → TM by

aA(y) =
〈
y
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · x̂i, ∀y ∈ Γ(A),

where x̂i ∈ Γ(TM) represents the symbol of X̂i. Simultaneously, a connection ∇A is defined as:

∇A
y z :=

〈
y
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · X̂i(z), ∀y, z ∈ Γ(A).
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Consequently, the bracket operation on Γ(A), defining the Lie algebroid structure on A, is given explicitly
by:

[y, z]A = ∇A
y z −∇A

z y =
〈
y
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · X̂i(z)−

〈
z
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · X̂i(y), ∀y, z ∈ Γ(A).

We note that the Lie algebroid structure of T ∗M constructed in [20] is a special case derived from a particular
1-system.

The satisfaction of Lie algebroid axioms by the aforementioned structures on A requires specific conditions
for the said n-system. Proposition 2.11 provides a sufficient condition, expressed by Equations (13) and (14).

When these two equations hold, the n-system (X̂1, . . . , X̂n; ξ̂
1, . . . , ξ̂n) is termed a “compatible n-system”.

In conclusion, any compatible n-system gives rise to an associated Lie algebroid with explicitly defined
structure maps. Moreover, the language of compatible n-systems allows us to characterize certain DG
manifolds and Lie pairs, as demonstrated in Sections 2.4 and 2.5. In Section 2.3, we further investigate a
special type of compatible n-system, providing a characterization of its associated Lie algebroid in terms of
explicit bases and functions, alongside concrete examples.

Analogously to Lie algebroids, Courant algebroids can also be constructed using a similar method. In the
second part of this paper, we will elaborate on this construction, beginning with an arbitrary anchored
metric bundle (E, ⟨·, ·⟩, aE) over a base manifold M . Here, (E, aE) denotes an anchored bundle equipped
with a metric ⟨·, ·⟩ on E. We aim to utilize connections on this anchored metric bundle, specifically metric
connections, denoted by ∇ (see Section 3.1). These connections are required to be compatible with the
metric ⟨·, ·⟩. Notably, our metric connection is a specific instance of the generalized connections introduced
in [11].

A key distinction between the Lie bracket and the Courant bracket lies in the skew-symmetry property,
which is satisfied by the former but not by the latter. Consequently, a Courant bracket on Γ(E) cannot be
expressed in the form of equation (1). Instead, we will demonstrate that the Courant bracket necessarily
takes the form:

e1
∇◦ e2 = ∇e1e2 −∇e2e1 +∆e2e1,

where the operator ∆ : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E) is determined by ∇ according to the relation:

⟨∆e2e1, e3⟩ := ⟨∇e3e1, e2⟩, ∀e1, e2, e3 ∈ Γ(E).

Proposition 3.2 provides a proof of this result. Following this, Section 3.2 examines three specific examples
of anchored metric bundles, analyzing their metric, pre-Courant, and Courant algebroid structures.

To construct metric connections and their associated Courant algebroids, we introduce a method analogous
to our previous construction of Lie algebroids from n-systems for vector bundles. Specifically, given a metric

vector bundle (E, ⟨·, ·⟩), we define a metric n-system as a tuple (Ẑ1, . . . , Ẑn; û
1, . . . , ûn), where Ẑ1, . . . , Ẑn

are metric-compatible covariant differential operators on E, and û1, . . . , ûn are elements of Γ(E) that are
linearly independent over C∞(M). From such a metric n-system, we construct a metric connection ∇ and
an operator ∆ on Γ(E) as follows:

∇e1e2 :=
〈
e1
∣∣ûi
〉
· Ẑi(e2), ∆e2e1 :=

〈
Ẑi(e1)

∣∣e2〉 · ûi,

for all e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E). Consequently, we formulate the associated Courant algebroid structure on E as follows:

• The anchor map aE : E → TM is defined by aE(e) =
〈
e
∣∣ûi
〉
·ẑi, and the operatorD : C∞(M) → Γ(E)

is given by D(f) := ẑi(f) · ûi, where ẑi ∈ Γ(TM) denotes the symbol of Ẑi;

• The Dorfman bracket
∇◦ : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E) is defined by

e1
∇◦ e2 =

〈
e1
∣∣ûi
〉
· Ẑi(e2)−

〈
e2
∣∣ûi
〉
· Ẑi(e1) +

〈
Ẑi(e1)

∣∣e2〉 · ûi,

for all f ∈ C∞(M) and e, e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E).

To ensure that the aforementioned structures satisfy the axioms of a Courant algebroid, we invoke Proposition
3.13, which provides a sufficient condition. This condition is articulated through the satisfaction of three

equations: (41), (43), and (44). When these three equations hold, the system (Ẑ1, . . . , Ẑn; û
1, . . . , ûn) is
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defined as a compatible metric n-system. Consequently, given any such compatible metric n-system, we can
conclude that there exists an associated Courant algebroid, the structure maps of which can be explicitly
formulated.

In Sections 3.4 and 3.5, we present applications of our findings. Specifically, Section 3.4 focuses on a
particular class of compatible metric n-systems, characterizing the Courant algebroid structures they induce
and providing illustrative examples. Furthermore, Section 3.5 demonstrates the utility of compatible metric
n-systems in characterizing certain Manin pairs and Dorfman connections.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Honglei Lang, Zhangjiu Liu, Ping Xu, and Maosong Xiang
for fruitful discussions and useful comments. This research is partially supported by NSFC grants 11961049,
10601219, 12071241, 11701146, and Key Project of Jiangxi Natural Science Foundation grant (Bi).

1.3. List of terminologies and notations.

(1) Throughout this paper, we adopt the Einstein convention, i.e., aibi implies summation over the index
i.

(2) The letter A (or E) denotes a vector bundle over a smooth manifold M .
(3) We define Γ(CDO(A)) as the space of covariant differential operators on A. Specifically, an element

X̂ ∈ Γ(CDO(A)) is an R-linear operator Γ(A) → Γ(A), accompanied by some x̂ ∈ Γ(TM), such that
for all y ∈ Γ(A) and f ∈ C∞(M), the condition

X̂(fy) = fX̂(y) + x̂(f) · y

holds.
(4) The standard pairing on A⊕A∗ is defined for all x+ ξ, y + η ∈ Γ(A⊕A∗) as

⟨x+ ξ|y + η⟩ := ξ(y) + η(x). (2)

(5) A pure algebroid (A, [ · , · ]A, aA) is composed by a vector bundleA → M , a bundle map aA : A → TM
known as the anchor map, and a skew-symmetric bracket [ · , · ]A on Γ(A) satisfying the Leibniz
identity

[x, fy]A = f [x, y]A + aA(x)(f) · y, ∀x, y ∈ Γ(A), f ∈ C∞(M).

(6) A dull algebroid, which we defined slightly differently from [33] (where the skew-symmetric property
of [ · , · ]A is not required), is a pure algebroid (A, [ · , · ]A, aA) that satisfies an additional condition:

aA([x, y]A) = [aA(x), aA(y)], ∀x, y ∈ Γ(A). (3)

(7) A Lie algebroid is a pure algebroid (A, [ · , · ]A, aA) that adheres to the Jacobi identity

[[x, y]A, z]A + [[y, z]A, x]A + [[z, x]A, y]A = 0, ∀x, y, z ∈ Γ(A).

Notably, a Lie algebroid must be a dull algebroid, as the Jacobi identity implies Condition (3).
(8) A metric algebroid (E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ◦, aE), as discussed in [44], is a vector bundle E → M equipped with

three structures: a pseudo-metric ⟨ · | · ⟩ on Γ(E), which is a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form on
Γ(E); a bilinear operation ◦ on Γ(E) known as the Dorfman bracket; and a bundle map aE : E → TM
called the anchor. These structures must satisfy the following axioms: for all e, h1, h2 ∈ Γ(E),
(i) aE(e)⟨h1|h2⟩ = ⟨e ◦ h1|h2⟩+ ⟨h1|e ◦ h2⟩,
(ii) e ◦ e = 1

2 D⟨e|e⟩,
where D : C∞(M) → Γ(E) is determined by ⟨D(f)|e⟩ = aE(e)(f) for all f ∈ C∞(M). An important
equality for metric algebroids, useful in [41], is〈

D(f) ◦ e
∣∣h〉 = (aE(e ◦ h)− [aE(e), aE(h)]

)
(f), (4)

for all e, h ∈ Γ(E), f ∈ C∞(M).
(9) A pre-Courant algebroid, as defined in [43], is a metric algebroid (E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ◦, aE) that satisfies an

additional condition:

aE(e1 ◦ e2) = [aE(e1), aE(e2)], ∀e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E). (5)

According to Equation (4), this condition also implies D(f)◦e = 0 for all e ∈ Γ(E) and f ∈ C∞(M).
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(10) A Courant algebroid is a metric algebroid (E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ◦, aE) that satisfies the Leibniz identity

e1 ◦ (e2 ◦ e3) = (e1 ◦ e2) ◦ e3 + e2 ◦ (e1 ◦ e3), ∀e1, e2, e3 ∈ Γ(E).

2. From connections to Lie algebroids

This section introduces compatible n-systems on vector bundles. We present our main findings, which
characterize pure algebroids, dull algebroids, and Lie algebroids through connections and n-systems.

2.1. Connections and pure algebroids. We begin by outlining some key concepts and facts that are well
established in the literature. Let A be a vector bundle over a base manifold M . We also consider a bundle
map aA : A → TM , which we designate as the anchor. The combination (A, aA) constitutes what we call
an anchored (vector) bundle.

Definition 2.1. A connection on the anchored bundle (A, aA) is an operator ∇ : Γ(A) × Γ(A) → Γ(A)
that satisfies the following two properties:

∇(fx)y = f∇xy and ∇x(fy) = aA(x)(f) · y + f∇xy,

where x, y ∈ Γ(A) and f ∈ C∞(M).

From this Definition, we can observe that any connection ∇ defined on the anchored bundle (A, aA) naturally
induces an associated bracket operation on Γ(A). This bracket, denoted as

[ · , · ]∇ : Γ(A)× Γ(A) → Γ(A)

is defined by the covariant derivatives in alternating directions

[x, y]∇ := ∇xy −∇yx, ∀x, y ∈ Γ(A). (6)

Proposition 2.2. Let (A, aA) be an anchored vector bundle. Given a connection ∇ on (A, aA), a pure
algebroid structure

(
A, [ · , · ]∇, aA

)
can be constructed, where the bracket [ · , · ]∇ is defined by Equation (6).

Conversely, every pure algebroid structure on (A, aA) arises from an associated connection through this way.

Proof. We only prove the second statement. Beginning with an arbitrary affine connection ∇TM : Γ(TM)×
Γ(A) → Γ(A), we can define a corresponding operator ∇A : Γ(A) × Γ(A) → Γ(A) through the following
relation:

∇A
x y := ∇TM

aA(x)y, ∀x, y ∈ Γ(A).

To construct the desired connection, we introduce a skew-symmetric and C∞(M)-bilinear operator K :
Γ(A)⊗ Γ(A) → Γ(A), defined as

K(x, y) := [x, y]A −∇A
x y +∇A

y x, ∀x, y ∈ Γ(A).

Subsequently, we construct an operator ∇ : Γ(A)× Γ(A) → Γ(A) by

∇xy := ∇A
x y +

1

2
K(x, y), ∀x, y ∈ Γ(A).

One can verify that ∇ determines a connection on (A, aA) and satisfies the relation:

[x, y]A = ∇xy −∇yx =: [x, y]∇.

□

Definition 2.3. Two connections ∇ and ∇′ on
(
A, aA

)
are called equivalent if there exists a symmetric

bundle map S : A⊗A → A satisfying

∇′
xy = ∇xy + S(x, y), ∀x, y ∈ Γ(A).

As a direct consequence of Proposition 2.2 and Definition 2.3, we can state the following one-to-one corre-
spondence:
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Proposition 2.4. There exists a canonical one-to-one correspondence between equivalence classes of con-
nections on the anchored bundle

(
A, aA

)
and pure algebroid structures underlying

(
A, aA

)
.

Let us introduce the curvature form of ∇, which is an operator

R∇ : Γ(A) ∧ Γ(A) → Γ(CDO(A))

defined as

R∇(x ∧ y)(z) := ∇x∇yz −∇y∇xz −∇([x,y]∇)z, (7)

for all x, y, z ∈ Γ(A).

According to Equation (7), the operator R∇ is C∞(M)-linear in the arguments x and y. This property
results in the following proposition:

Proposition 2.5. For a pure algebroid
(
A, [ · , · ]∇, aA

)
arising from the connection ∇, the following state-

ments are equivalent:

• The curvature R∇ is C∞(M)-linear with respect to the argument z,
•
(
A, [ · , · ]∇, aA

)
is a dull algebroid.

The proof is easy and is therefore omitted. Through direct computation, we obtain another significant
property:

Proposition 2.6. With the same condition as in Proposition 2.5, for a pure algebroid
(
A, [ · , · ]∇, aA

)
, the

following identity holds:

R∇(x, y)z +R∇(y, z)x+R∇(z, x)y = [x, [y, z]∇]∇ + [y, [z, x]∇]∇ + [z, [x, y]∇]∇, (8)

where x, y, z ∈ Γ(A).

This identity (8) is called the pure-Bianchi identity (of a pure algebroid).

Proposition 2.7. The following statements are equivalent:

(1)
(
A, [ · , · ]∇, aA

)
is a Lie algebroid;

(2) For all x, y, z ∈ Γ(A), the following identity holds:

R∇(x, y)z +R∇(y, z)x+R∇(z, x)y = 0. (9)

We call (9) the Lie-Bianchi identity (of a Lie algebroid).

Remark 2.8. There is another type of curvature in [1]. Let M be a smooth manifold and E → M be a vector
bundle; a connection ∇ is a degree 1 derivation of the differential graded module Ω(M ;E) = Γ(∧T ∗M ⊗ E)
over the differential graded algebra

(
Ω(M),∧,d

)
, that is, an operator ∇ : Γ(∧•T ∗M⊗E) → Γ(∧•+1T ∗M⊗E)

satisfying

∇(ωσ) = (dω) · σ + (−1)|ω|ω · ∇(σ), ∀ω ∈ Ω(M), σ ∈ Ω(M ;E).

The curvature of ∇ is R∇ = ∇2, is defined to be an Ω(M)-module morphism of degree 2. It is different from
the curvature form that we use in this paper.

2.2. Lie algebroids from compatible n-systems. Consider a vector bundle A over a base manifold M ,

and suppose that ξ̂1, ξ̂2, . . ., ξ̂n are elements of Γ(A∗) that are linearly independent over the ring of smooth

functions C∞(M). Furthermore, let X̂1, X̂2, . . ., X̂n be covariant differential operators on A, belonging to
Γ(CDO(A)), where these operators might be linearly dependent over C∞(M). In the sequel, the rank of the
vector bundle A is at least n.

Definition 2.9. The datum

(X̂1, . . . , X̂n; ξ̂
1, . . . , ξ̂n)

is called an n-system on A.
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In the subsequent discussion, we consistently represent the symbols of X̂1, . . . , X̂n−1, and X̂n by the letters

x̂1, . . . , x̂n−1, and x̂n (where x̂i ∈ Γ(TM) for each i). Given an n-system (X̂1, . . . , X̂n; ξ̂
1, . . . , ξ̂n), one can

define the following structure maps on Γ(A), which establish a pure algebroid (A, [ · , · ]A, aA):

• The anchor map aA : A → TM is defined as

aA(y) :=
〈
y
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · x̂i, ∀y ∈ Γ(A). (10)

• The connection ∇A : Γ(A)× Γ(A) → Γ(A) is defined by

∇A
y z :=

〈
y
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · X̂i(z), ∀y, z ∈ Γ(A). (11)

• The bracket [ · , · ]A : Γ(A)× Γ(A) → Γ(A), induced by ∇A, is formulated as

[y, z]A := ∇A
y z −∇A

z y =
〈
y
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · X̂i(z)−

〈
z
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · X̂i(y), ∀y, z ∈ Γ(A). (12)

For specific examples of n-systems, see Section 2.3. The next step is to investigate the conditions under
which this pure algebroid can be characterized as either a dull algebroid or a Lie algebroid. The first fact
we need is the following proposition.

Proposition 2.10. Consider the n-system (X̂1, . . . , X̂n; ξ̂
1, . . . , ξ̂n) on A, and suppose that it satisfies the

following conditions:

X̂i(ξ̂
j) = ajik ξ̂

k,

[x̂i, x̂j ] = (akji − akij)x̂k,

where ajik ∈ C∞(M). Under these conditions, the triple (A, [ · , · ]A, aA) constitutes a dull algebroid.

Proof. Based on the definitions and conditions presented above, one verifies the following relation:

aA([x, y]A)− [aA(x), aA(y)] = 0, ∀x, y ∈ Γ(A).

In fact, the left hand side of the above equation can be expressed as:〈
x
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · 〈X̂i(y)

∣∣ξ̂j〉 · x̂j −
〈
y
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · 〈X̂i(x)

∣∣ξ̂j〉 · x̂j

−
〈
x
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · 〈y∣∣ξ̂j〉 · [x̂i, x̂j ]−

〈
x
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · x̂i

(〈
y
∣∣ξ̂j〉) · x̂j +

〈
y
∣∣ξ̂j〉 · x̂j

(〈
x
∣∣ξ̂i〉) · x̂i

= −
〈
x
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · 〈y∣∣ξ̂j〉 · [x̂i, x̂j ]−

〈
x
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · 〈y∣∣X̂i(ξ̂

j)
〉
· x̂j +

〈
y
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · 〈x∣∣X̂i(ξ̂

j)
〉
· x̂j

= −
〈
x
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · 〈y∣∣ξ̂j〉 · (akji − akij)x̂k −

〈
x
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · 〈y∣∣ajik ξ̂k〉 · x̂j +

〈
y
∣∣ξ̂i〉 · 〈x∣∣ajik ξ̂k〉 · x̂j

= 0.

□

Proposition 2.11. Consider an n-system (X̂1, . . . , X̂n; ξ̂
1, . . . , ξ̂n) on A, and suppose that it satisfies the

following conditions:

X̂i(ξ̂
j) = ajik ξ̂

k, (13)

[X̂i, X̂j ] = (akji − akij)X̂k, (14)

where ajik ∈ C∞(M). Under these conditions, the following equation holds:

R∇(x, y)z = 0,

for all x, y, z ∈ Γ(A). Consequently, the triple (A, [ · , · ]A, aA) constitutes a Lie algebroid.

Proof. For all x, y, z ∈ Γ(A), by Formulas (10)—(12) and Conditions (13)—(14), we obtain

R∇(x, y)z = ∇x∇yz −∇y∇xz −∇([x,y]∇)z

= ⟨x|ξ̂i⟩ · ⟨y|ξ̂j⟩ · [X̂i, X̂j ](z) +
(
⟨x|ξ̂i⟩ ·

〈
y
∣∣X̂i(ξ̂

k)
〉
− ⟨y|ξ̂j⟩ · ⟨x|X̂j(ξ̂

k)⟩
)
· X̂k(z)

= ⟨x|ξ̂i⟩ · ⟨y|ξ̂j⟩ · (akji − akij)X̂k(z) +
(
⟨x|ξ̂i⟩ ·

〈
y
∣∣akij ξ̂j〉− ⟨y|ξ̂j⟩ · ⟨x|akjiξ̂i⟩

)
· X̂k(z)

= 0.
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Moreover, by Equation (8), we have [x, [y, z]A]A + [y, [z, x]A]A + [z, [x, y]A]A = R∇(x, y)z + R∇(y, z)x +
R∇(z, x)y = 0. □

Definition 2.12. An n-system (X̂1, . . . , X̂n; ξ̂
1, . . . , ξ̂n) on A is called compatible if it satisfies Conditions

(13) and (14).

Consider the simplest case where n = 1, which corresponds to a 1-system on the vector bundle A → M , say(
X̂; ξ̂

)
where X̂ ∈ Γ(CDO(A)), ξ̂ ∈ Γ(A∗). The compatibility becomes

X̂(ξ̂) = âξ̂, for some â ∈ C∞(M).

This condition implies that ξ̂ can be regarded as an eigenvector of X̂. Arising from this 1-system, the
corresponding Lie algebroid structure on A can be explicitly characterized through the following relations:

aA(y) =
〈
y
∣∣ξ̂〉 · x̂,

[y, z]A =
〈
y
∣∣ξ̂〉 · X̂(z)−

〈
z
∣∣ξ̂〉 · X̂(y), ∀y, z ∈ Γ(A).

2.3. A special type of compatible n-systems. Let I ⊂ R be an open subset on which smooth functions
are represented as f = f(t), with t being the coordinate of I. Consider the m-dimensional vector space
V = SpanR{w1, w2, . . . , wm} and its dual space V ∗ = SpanR{w1, w2, . . . , wm}. We define two product vector
bundles A = I × V and A∗ = I × V ∗ over I.

Let X̂1, X̂2, . . . , X̂n ∈ Γ(CDO(A)) (n ⩽ m) be differential operators, each associated with a symbol x̂i = fi
d
dt ,

where fi are smooth functions on I. The action of each operator X̂i is specifically characterized by its
operation on the basis vectors w1, · · · , wm of V ∗, which are treated as constant sections in Γ(A∗). Suppose
that this action is explicitly expressed as:

X̂i


w1

w2

...
wm

 = Ai


w1

w2

...
wm

 =


a1i1 a1i2 · · · a1im
a2i1 a2i2 · · · a2im
· · · · · · · · · · · ·
ami1 ami2 · · · amim




w1

w2

...
wm

 ,

where each Ai (i = 1, . . . , n) is a m×m matrix composed by functions ajik = ajik(t) ∈ C∞(I) (1 ⩽ j, k ⩽ m).

The collection (X̂1, . . ., X̂n; w
1, . . ., wn) forms an n-system on A.

In what follows we only let the indices i, j, k range from 1 to n. The compatibility condition [x̂i, x̂j ] =
(akji − akij)x̂k can be expressed as:

[fi
d

dt
, fj

d

dt
] = (akji − akij)fk

d

dt
or fif

′
j − fjf

′
i = (akji − akij)fk. (15)

Furthermore, the condition [X̂i, X̂j ] = (akji − akij)X̂k implies Equation (15) and the following equation:

AiAj −AjAi + fiA
′
j − fjA

′
i = (akji − akij)Ak. (16)

When fi and Ai satisfy Equations (15) and (16), (X̂1, . . . , X̂n;w
1, . . . , wn) constitutes a compatible n-system.

The associated Lie algebroid structure on A = I × V is explicitly given by

aA(wi) = fi
d

dt
, aA(wn+1) = · · · = aA(wm) = 0,

and
[wi, wj ]A = X̂i(wj)− X̂j(wi) = (akji − akij)wk,

[wi, wp]A = X̂i(wp) = −
m∑
s=1

asipws, (n+ 1 ⩽ p ⩽ m)

[wq, wp]A = 0. (n+ 1 ⩽ q, p ⩽ m)

In the special case that A1, A2, . . . , An are constant matrices, Equation (16) reduces to

[Ai, Aj ] = (akji − akij)Ak.



FROM n-SYSTEMS TO LIE AND COURANT ALGEBROIDS 9

Example 2.13. For m = n = 1, we have only one element X̂1 ∈ Γ(CDO(A)). Denote its symbol by

x̂1 = f d
dt , and suppose that X̂1(w

1) = gw1 where g ∈ C∞(I). Under these conditions, Equations (15) and

(16) are automatically satisfied. As a consequence, the pair (X̂1;w
1) forms a compatible 1-system on A,

resulting in the associated Lie algebroid (A, [ · , · ]A, aA). The structure maps for this Lie algebroid are given
by

aA
(
gw1

)
= gf

d

dt
,

[gw1, hw1]A = (gh′ − g′h)fw1.

Example 2.14. For m = n = 2, let c1 ∈ R be a constant, and consider the set I := {t ∈ R | t ̸= c1}.
Consider the functions f1 = 1 and f2 = 0, along with the following matrices

A1 =

(
0 0
0 0

)
, A2 =

(
0 c2

c1−t
1

c1−t
c3

c1−t

)
,

where c2, c3 ∈ R are arbitrary constants. These matrices satisfy Equations (15) and (16), confirming

(X̂1, X̂2;w
1, w2) as a compatible 2-system on A. Furthermore, the associated Lie algebroid (A, [·, ·]A, aA)

is characterized by the following maps:

aA(w1) =
d

dt
, aA(w2) = 0, [w1, w2]A =

1

c1 − t
w2.

Example 2.15. Consider m = n = 2 again. Let b ∈ R be a constant, and I := {t ∈ R | t ̸= −b} an open
set. Take any non-negative integer k ̸= 1, and we define the functions f1 = (t + b)k and f2 = t + b. The
matrices A1 and A2 provided below are solutions to the equations derived from the conditions for compatible
2-systems, specifically Equations (15), which simplifies to a121 − a112 = 1− k and a221 − a212 = 0, and (16).

(1) Take constants c1, c2 ∈ R, and set

A1 =

(
0 0
0 0

)
, A2 =

(
1− k c1
0 c2

)
;

(2) Take constants c3 ∈ R\{ 1−k
2 } and c4 ∈ R, and set

A1 =

(
0 c3 − 1−k

2

0 0

)
, A2 =

(
c3 +

1−k
2 c4

0
4c23+4(1−k)c3−3(1−k)2

4c3−2(1−k)

)
;

(3) Take constant c5 ∈ R\{0}, and set

A1 =

(
0 0
c5 0

)
, A2 =

(
1− k 0
0 0

)
;

(4) Take constants c6 ∈ R\{0} and c7 ∈ R\{ 1−k
2 }, and set

A1 =

(
c6 c7 − 1−k

2
2c26

(1−k)−2c7
−c6

)
, A2 =

(
c7 +

1−k
2

4c27−(1−k)2

4c6

−c6 −c7 +
1−k
2

)
;

(5) Set

A1 =

(
(t+ b)k−1 0

0 (2− k)(t+ b)k−1

)
, A2 =

(
1− k (t+ b)1−k

(2− k)(t+ b)k−1 0

)
.

Each of the above pairs (A1, A2) gives rise to a compatible 2-system (X̂1, X̂2;w
1, w2) defined on A.

Example 2.16. For the m = n = 3 case, let b0, b1 ∈ R be two constants and I = {t ∈ R|t ̸= b0, t ̸= b1}.
Take f1 = 1, f2 = 0, f3 = 0,

A1 =

0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

 , A2 =

 0 0 0
1

b0−t 0 0

0 0 0

 and A3 =

 0 0 0
b3

(b0−t)(b1−t) 0 b2
b1−t

1
b1−t 0 b4

b1−t

 ,
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where b2, b3, b4 ∈ R can be arbitrary. Then Equations (15) and (16) can be verified. Hence (X̂1, X̂2, X̂3;
w1, w2, w3) is a compatible 3-system on A. For the associated Lie algebroid (A, [ · , · ]A, aA), we have

aA(w1) =
d

dt
,

aA(w2) = 0,

aA(w3) = 0,

[w1, w2]A = − 1

b0 − t
w2,

[w1, w3]A = − b3
(b0 − t)(b1 − t)

w2 −
1

b1 − t
w3,

[w2, w3]A = 0.

2.4. DG manifolds from compatible n-systems. In this section, we consider differential graded (DG)
manifolds derived from compatible n-systems. Let V be a Z-graded vector space over R, represented as
V = ⊕n∈ZVn, where each element v ∈ Vn is assigned a degree n, denoted as |v| = n. Suppose that A is a Lie

algebroid arising from a compatible n-system (X̂1, . . . , X̂n; ξ̂1, . . . , ξ̂n) underlying the vector bundle A. Given
these data, we can construct a DG manifold (A[1] = (M,Γ(∧•A∗)), D), where D : Γ(∧•A∗) → Γ(∧•+1A∗) is
defined as the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential of the Lie algebroid. In fact, this differential can be expressed

as D := ξ̂i ⊗ X̂i, by some easy verification. In conclusion, (A[1], D = ξ̂i⊗̂X̂i) constitutes a DG manifold
derived from the said compatible n-system.

2.5. Construction of Lie pairs from compatible n-systems. Consider a compatible n-system (X̂1, . . .,

X̂n; ξ̂1, . . . , ξ̂n) defined on A. Suppose that the covariant differential operators (X̂1, . . . , X̂n) within this

system can be divided into two subsets: (X̂1, . . . , X̂k) and (X̂k+1, . . . , X̂n), and the subset (X̂1, . . . , X̂k)
exhibits closure under the commutator operation, and satisfies the following condition:

[X̂l1 , X̂l2 ] =

k∑
l3=1

(al3l2l1 − al3l1l2)X̂l3 , ∀l1, l2 = 1, 2, . . . , k. (17)

Here, the functions ajik ∈ C∞(M) are defined in Equation (13). The equation above corresponds to the
following condition:

apl2l1 = apl1l2 , ∀ l1, l2 = 1, 2, . . . , k; p = k + 1, k + 2, . . . , n.

We can define a subbundle S of A as

S := {s ∈ A|⟨s|ξ̂k+1⟩ = ⟨s|ξ̂k+2⟩ = · · · = ⟨s|ξ̂n⟩ = 0}.

Under these conditions, (A,S) forms a Lie pair as defined in [15]. Recall that a Lie pair defined as follows–
A Lie pair (A,S) is a pair consisting of two Lie algebroids over the same manifold M together with a Lie
algebroid inclusion S ↪→ A (covering the identity map idM ).

Resume the setting of (A,S) as earlier. The structure maps of the Lie subalgebroid S are

aS(s) := aA(s) =

k∑
l=1

⟨s|ξ̂l⟩x̂l, ∀s ∈ S,

[s1, s2]S := [s1, s2]A =

k∑
l=1

〈
s1
∣∣ξ̂l〉 · X̂l(s2)−

k∑
l=1

〈
s2
∣∣ξ̂l〉 · X̂l(s1), ∀s1, s2 ∈ S.

The straightforward verification of these formulas is omitted for brevity. A simple method for constructing

Lie pairs is to choose any covariant differential operator X̂i. Using the method above, we can define a
non-trivial Lie subalgebroid S such that (L, S) forms a Lie pair.
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Example 2.17. Following Example 2.16 of a compatible 3-system, we can form a sub-vector bundle of A,

S = SpanR{w1, w2}.

Moreover, the structure maps of the Lie subalgebroid S are given by

aA(w1) =
d

dt
, aA(w2) = 0,

[w1, w2]A = − 1

b0 − t
w2.

Therefore, (A,S) forms a Lie pair.

3. From metric connections to Courant algebroids

This section introduces compatible metric n-systems on metric bundles. We present characterizations of
metric algebroids, pre-Courant algebroids, and Courant algebroids through metric connections and metric
n-systems.

3.1. Metric connections and metric algebroids. Consider a vector bundle E → M equipped with a
pseudo-metric, which is a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form denoted by ⟨ · | · ⟩. In addition, we assume
a bundle map aE : E → TM is given, and designate it as the anchor map. The triple (E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, aE) is called
an anchored metric bundle. Given this data, a connection ∇ : Γ(E) × Γ(E) → Γ(E) on the anchored
metric bundle (E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, aE) is called a metric connection if it satisfies the compatibility condition:

aE(e1)⟨e2|e3⟩ =
〈
∇e1e2

∣∣e3〉+ 〈e2∣∣∇e1e3
〉
, ∀e1, e2, e3 ∈ Γ(E). (18)

The metric connection ∇ is a special instance of the generalized connection described in [11]. To see the
existence of such a connection, one takes an arbitrary TM -connection ∇0 : Γ(TM) × Γ(E) → Γ(E), and
define two auxiliary operators H : Γ(TM)⊗ Γ(E) → Γ(E) and ∇TM : Γ(TM)× Γ(E) → Γ(E) as follows:〈

H(X, e1)
∣∣e2〉 := X⟨e1|e2⟩ −

〈
∇0

Xe1
∣∣e2〉− 〈e1∣∣∇0

Xe2
〉
,

∇TM
X e1 := ∇0

Xe1 +
1

2
H(X, e1),

where X ∈ Γ(TM) and e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E). One can easily check that

H(X, fe1) = H(fX, e1) = fH(X, e1), ∀f ∈ C∞(M).

Then, the operator ∇TM defines a TM -connection on E and satisfies the following condition:

X⟨e1|e2⟩ =
〈
∇TM

X e1
∣∣e2〉+ 〈e1∣∣∇TM

X e2
〉
.

Subsequently, we define a metric connection ∇ : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E) as the pullback of ∇TM :

∇e1e2 := ∇TM
aE(e1)

e2, ∀e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E).

Then, this connection ∇ satisfies the compatibility condition:〈
∇e1e2

∣∣e3〉+ 〈e2∣∣∇e1e3
〉
=
〈
∇TM

aE(e1)
e2
∣∣e3〉+ 〈e2∣∣∇TM

aE(e1)
e3
〉
= aE(e1)⟨e2|e3⟩.

Definition 3.1. Given a metric connection ∇ on an anchored metric bundle
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, aE

)
, we defined an

associated bracket
∇◦ : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E) on Γ(E) through the following relation:

⟨e1
∇◦ e2, e3⟩ := ⟨∇e1e2, e3⟩ − ⟨∇e2e1, e3⟩+ ⟨∇e3e1, e2⟩. (19)

Furthermore, define an operator ∆ : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E) by

⟨∆e2e1, e3⟩ := ⟨∇e3e1, e2⟩, ∀e1, e2, e3 ∈ Γ(E). (20)
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We can easily verify the following identities:

∆(fe2)e1 = f∆e2e1,

∆e2(fe1) = f∆e2e1 + ⟨e1|e2⟩ · D(f),

D⟨e1|e2⟩ = ∆e1e2 +∆e2e1,

where D : C∞(M) → Γ(E) is given by ⟨D(f)|e⟩ = aE(e)(f) for all f ∈ C∞(M).

The associated bracket
∇◦ can also be expressed by

e1
∇◦ e2 = ∇e1e2 −∇e2e1 +∆e2e1. (21)

Consequently, we obtain the following identities:

aE(e)⟨h1|h2⟩ = ⟨e ∇◦ h1|h2⟩+ ⟨h1|e
∇◦ h2⟩,

e
∇◦ e =

1

2
D⟨e|e⟩.

Thus, the quadruple
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩,∇◦ , aE

)
forms a metric algebroid.

Proposition 3.2. Let
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ◦, aE

)
be a metric algebroid. Then there exists a metric connection ∇ on

the anchored metric bundle
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, aE

)
such that the operation ◦ is exactly the operation

∇◦, as defined in
Equation (19) or (21).

Proof. Consider an arbitrary metric connection ∇0 : Γ(E) × Γ(E) → Γ(E) on the metric vector bundle E.

Consequently, we have an operator
∇0

◦ : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E) defined as follows:〈
e1

∇0

◦ e2
∣∣e3〉 := 〈∇0

e1e2 −∇0
e2e1

∣∣e3〉+ 〈∇0
e3e1

∣∣e2〉,
for all e1, e2, e3 ∈ Γ(E), and we have a metric algebroid

(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩,∇

0

◦ , aE
)
. However,

∇0

◦ is different from the
given operator ◦. To derive the desired connection ∇, we introduce an operator K : Γ(E)⊗ Γ(E) → Γ(E),
which is defined by

K(e1, e2) := e1 ◦ e2 − e1
∇0

◦ e2, ∀e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E).

Through direct calculation, it can be verified that K is skew-symmetric and C∞(M)-bilinear, and satisfies
the following identity:〈

K(e1, e2)
∣∣e3〉+ 〈e2∣∣K(e1, e3)

〉
= 0, ∀e1, e2, e3 ∈ Γ(E).

Utilizing these properties, we construct the desired connection ∇ : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E) as

∇e1e2 := ∇0
e1e2 +

1

3
K(e1, e2), ∀e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E).

It can be demonstrated that ∇ is indeed a metric connection on
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, aE

)
, satisfying the following

equation: 〈
e1 ◦ e2

∣∣e3〉 = 〈∇e1e2 −∇e2e1
∣∣e3〉+ 〈∇e3e1

∣∣e2〉, ∀e1, e2, e3 ∈ Γ(E).

This completes the proof. □

Definition 3.3. Two metric connections ∇ and ∇′ are said to be equivalent, written as ∇ ∼ ∇′, if their
difference is a vector bundle map T : E ⊗ E → E satisfying the property〈

T (e2, e1)
∣∣e3〉 = 〈T (e1, e2)∣∣e3〉+ 〈T (e3, e1)∣∣e2〉, ∀e1, e2, e3 ∈ Γ(E).

Using Proposition 3.2, we can directly derive the next proposition.

Proposition 3.4. There exists a one-to-one correspondence between equivalence classes of metric connec-
tions on the anchored metric bundle (E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, aE) and metric algebroid structures underlying

(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, aE

)
.
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Definition 3.5. Assume that
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ∇◦, aE

)
is a metric algebroid arising from a metric connection ∇.

Define a binary operation C∇ : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(CDO(E)) by

C∇(e1, e2) := ∇e1∇e2 −∇e2∇e1 −∇
(e1

∇◦e2)

= ∇e1∇e2 −∇e2∇e1 −∇(∇e1e2)
+∇(∇e2e1)

−∇(∆e2e1)
, (22)

for all e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E). We call C∇ the Courant curvature associated with the metric connection ∇.

Remark 3.6. Consider a pure algebroid
(
A, [ · , · ]∇, aA

)
arising from a connection ∇, and a trivial Lie

algebroid
(
A∗, [ · , · ]∗ = 0, aA∗ = 0

)
. Using these structures, we can construct an anchored metric bundle

(E = A ⊕ A∗, ⟨ · | · ⟩, aE = aA), where ⟨ · | · ⟩ is the standard pairing as defined in (2). This construction
naturally induces a metric connection

∇̂ : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E)

defined by

∇̂x+ξ(y + η) := ∇xy +∇xη,

for all x+ ξ, y + η ∈ Γ(E).

The above structures rise to a metric algebroid
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ∇̂◦ , aE = aA

)
, where the Dorfman bracket

∇̂◦ can be
explicitly expressed as

(x+ ξ)
∇̂◦ (y + η) = [x, y]∇ + Lxη − ιy(dAξ),

for all x+ ξ, y + η ∈ Γ(E). The associated Courant curvature C∇̂ is of the form

C∇̂(x+ ξ, y + η) = R∇(x, y).

This formulation shows that Courant curvatures naturally extend curvatures of pure algebroids.

By direct computations, we can verify that the Courant curvature C∇ satisfies the following properties:

C∇(e1, e2) + C∇(e2, e1) = −∇D⟨e1|e2⟩,

C∇(fe1, e2) = fC∇(e1, e2)− ⟨e1|e2⟩ · ∇D(f),

C∇(e1, fe2) = fC∇(e1, e2), (23)

C∇(e1, e2)(fe3) = fC∇(e1, e2)e3 +
(
[aE(e1), aE(e2)]− aE(e1

∇◦ e2)
)
(f) · e3, (24)

for all e1, e2, e3 ∈ Γ(E), f ∈ C∞(M).

Remark 3.7. The curvature R∇ introduced in [33] differs from our Courant curvature C∇ due to two
reasons – (1) What she called the Dorfman connection is not our metric connection; and (2), her R∇ is not
linear in its second argument, i.e., R∇(e1, fe2) ̸= fR∇(e1, e2) for all e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E) and f ∈ C∞(M).

Proposition 3.8. The quadruple
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩,∇◦ , aE

)
is a pre-Courant algebroid if and only if either of the

following equivalent conditions holds:

• The operator C∇(e1, e2) : Γ(E) → Γ(E) is C∞(M)-linear for all e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E);

• For any e ∈ Γ(E) and f ∈ C∞(M), the relation D(f)
∇◦ e = 0 holds.

To establish a key theorem that fully characterizes Courant algebroids through Courant curvature, we in-
troduce an operator Q : Γ(E)× Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E) defined by〈

Q(e1, e2, e3)
∣∣t〉 := 〈C∇(e1, t)e2

∣∣e3〉+ 〈C∇(e2, t)e3
∣∣e1〉+ 〈C∇(e3, t)e1

∣∣e2〉, (25)

where e1, e2, e3, t ∈ Γ(E). The C∞(M)-linearity of this relation with respect to the t-argument, as derived
from Equation (23), ensures that Q(e1, e2, e3) is well-defined.
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Theorem 3.9. Let
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ∇◦, aE

)
be a metric algebroid. If C∇ is C∞(M)-linear with respect to its third

argument, and the following identity holds:

C∇(e1, e2)e3 + C∇(e2, e3)e1 + C∇(e3, e1)e2

+∇(∆e3
e2)e1 +∇(∆e1

e3)e2 +∇(∆e2
e1)e3

+Q(e1, e2, e3) = 0, (26)

for all e, e1, e2, e3 ∈ Γ(E), f ∈ C∞(M), then
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ∇◦, aE

)
forms a Courant algebroid.

We call (26) the Courant-Bianchi identity (of the Courant algebroid (E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ∇◦ , aE)).

The proof of Theorem 3.9 will follow immediately from Equation (24) and the proposition below.

Proposition 3.10. The following equality holds:

C∇(e1, e2)e3 + C∇(e2, e3)e1 + C∇(e3, e1)e2 +∇(∆e3e2)
e1

+∇(∆e1
e3)e2 +∇(∆e2

e1)e3 +Q(e1, e2, e3) + (D⟨e1|e3⟩)
∇◦ e2

= e1
∇◦ (e2

∇◦ e3)− (e1
∇◦ e2)

∇◦ e3 − e2
∇◦ (e1

∇◦ e3), (27)

for all e1, e2, e3 ∈ Γ(E).

We call (27) the metric-Bianchi identity
(
of the metric algebroid

(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ∇◦ , aE

))
.

Proof. For all e1, e2, e3 ∈ Γ(E), by Equations (18) and (19), we have

⟨e1
∇◦ (e2

∇◦ e3)|t⟩ = ⟨∇e1∇e2e3|t⟩ − ⟨∇e1∇e3e2|t⟩ − ⟨∇
(e2

∇◦e3)
e1|t⟩

+⟨∇te1|∇e2e3⟩ − ⟨∇te1|∇e3e2⟩+ ⟨∇te2|∇e1e3⟩
+⟨∇e1∇te2|e3⟩ − ⟨∇(∇e1

t)e2|e3⟩+ ⟨∇(∇te1)e2|e3⟩.

By rotation of arguments, we derive the following identity:

e1
∇◦ (e2

∇◦ e3) + c.p.(e1, e2, e3) = C∇(e1, e2)e3 +∇(∆e3e2)
e1 +D⟨e1|∇e2e3⟩+ c.p.(e1, e2, e3)

+Q(e1, e2, e3). (28)

Using e1
∇◦ e2 + e2

∇◦ e1 = D⟨e1|e2⟩, we have two identities:

−(e1
∇◦ e2)

∇◦ e3 = e3
∇◦ (e1

∇◦ e2)−D⟨e1
∇◦ e2|e3⟩, (29)

−e2
∇◦ (e1

∇◦ e3) = e2
∇◦ (e3

∇◦ e1)− e2
∇◦
(
D⟨e1|e3⟩

)
. (30)

We also need the following relation:

aE(e2
∇◦ t)⟨e1|e3⟩ =

〈
e2

∇◦ t
∣∣D⟨e1|e3⟩

〉
=
〈
∇e2t−∇te2

∣∣D⟨e1|e3⟩
〉
+
〈
∇D⟨e1|e3⟩e2

∣∣t〉
= aE(∇e2t)⟨e1|e3⟩ − aE(∇te2)⟨e1|e3⟩+

〈
∇D⟨e1|e3⟩e2

∣∣t〉. (31)

Then, we can derive the following equality:〈
−D⟨e1

∇◦ e2|e3⟩ − e2
∇◦
(
D⟨e1|e3⟩

)∣∣t〉
= −aE(t)

(
⟨∇e1e2|e3⟩ − ⟨∇e2e1|e3⟩+ ⟨∇e3e1|e2⟩

)
−⟨∇e2(D⟨e1|e3⟩)|t⟩+ ⟨∇D⟨e1|e3⟩e2|t⟩ − ⟨∇te2| D⟨e1|e3⟩⟩

= −aE(t)
(
⟨∇e1e2|e3⟩+ ⟨∇e2e3|e1⟩+ ⟨∇e3e1|e2⟩

)
+ aE(∇e2t)⟨e1|e3⟩

−aE(∇te2)⟨e1|e3⟩+ ⟨∇D⟨e1|e3⟩e2|t⟩ − aE(e2)(aE(t)⟨e1|e3⟩) + aE(t)(aE(e2)⟨e1|e3⟩)
(31)
===== −aE(t)

(
⟨e1|∇e2e3⟩+ ⟨e2|∇e3e1⟩+ ⟨e3|∇e1e2⟩

)
+
(
aE(e2

∇◦ t)− [aE(e2), aE(t)]
)
⟨e1|e3⟩. (32)
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Thus, we have 〈
e1

∇◦ (e2
∇◦ e3)− (e1

∇◦ e2)
∇◦ e3 − e2

∇◦ (e1
∇◦ e3)

∣∣t〉
(29)(30)(32)
===========

〈
e1

∇◦ (e2
∇◦ e3)

∣∣t〉+ 〈e2 ∇◦ (e3
∇◦ e1)

∣∣t〉+ 〈e3 ∇◦ (e1
∇◦ e2)

∣∣t〉
−aE(t)

(
⟨e1|∇e2e3⟩+ ⟨e2|∇e3e1⟩+ ⟨e3|∇e1e2⟩

)
+
(
aE(e2

∇◦ t)− [aE(e2), aE(t)]
)
⟨e1|e3⟩

(28)(4)
=======

〈
C∇(e1, e2)e3 + C∇(e2, e3)e1 + C∇(e3, e1)e2 +∇(∆e3e2)

e1

+∇(∆e1
e3)e2 +∇(∆e2

e1)e3 +Q(e1, e2, e3) +
(
D⟨e1|e3⟩

) ∇◦ e2
∣∣t〉.

This completes the proof. □

3.2. Three typical examples of metric algebroids. We will examine three types of metric bundles:
E = A⊕A∗ (where A is an arbitrary vector bundle), TM ⊕ T ∗M (where M is an arbitrary manifold), and
TM ⊕ TM , and establish the corresponding metric, pre-Courant, and Courant algebroid structures.

Case 1: E = A⊕A∗.

Let (A, [ · , · ]A, aA) and (A∗, [ · , · ]∗, aA∗) be two pure algebroids arising from two torsion free connections
∇AA : Γ(A) × Γ(A) → Γ(A) and ∇A∗A∗

: Γ(A∗) × Γ(A∗) → Γ(A∗), respectively. The standard metric on
A⊕A∗ is defined by the standard pairing (2). The anchor map aE : A⊕A∗ → TM is defined by

aE(x+ ξ) = aA(x) + aA∗(ξ),

for all x+ ξ ∈ Γ(A⊕A∗).

These structures establish an anchored metric bundle (A ⊕ A∗, ⟨ · | · ⟩, aE). By ∇AA and ∇A∗A∗
, we obtain

two induced connections ∇AA∗
: Γ(A)×Γ(A∗) → Γ(A∗) and ∇A∗A : Γ(A∗)×Γ(A) → Γ(A) given respectively

by 〈
∇AA∗

x ξ
∣∣y〉 = aA(x)⟨ξ|y⟩ −

〈
ξ
∣∣∇AA

x y
〉
,

and
〈
∇A∗A

ξ x
∣∣η〉 = aA∗(ξ)⟨x|η⟩ −

〈
x
∣∣∇A∗A∗

ξ η
〉
, ∀x, y ∈ Γ(A), ξ, η ∈ Γ(A∗).

Thus, we have a natural operator ∇ : Γ(A⊕A∗)× Γ(A⊕A∗) → Γ(A⊕A∗) defined by

∇x+ξ(y + η) := ∇AA
x y +∇AA∗

x η +∇A∗A
ξ y +∇A∗A∗

ξ η,

and the associated Dorfman bracket
∇◦ : Γ(A⊕A∗)× Γ(A⊕A∗) → Γ(A⊕A∗) given by

(x+ ξ)
∇◦ (y + η) := ∇x+ξ(y + η)−∇y+η(x+ ξ) + ∆y+η(x+ ξ), (33)

where ∆ : Γ(A⊕A∗)× Γ(A⊕A∗) → Γ(A⊕A∗) (according to Equation (20)) is explicitly expressed by〈
∆y+η(x+ ξ)

∣∣z + γ
〉
=
〈
∇z+γ(x+ ξ)

∣∣y + η
〉
=
〈
∇AA

z x+∇A∗A
γ x

∣∣η〉+ 〈∇AA∗

z ξ +∇A∗A∗

γ ξ
∣∣y〉,

for all x+ ξ, y + η, z + γ ∈ Γ(A⊕A∗).

Further, the operator
∇◦ given by Equation (33) can be expressed alternatively:

(x+ ξ)
∇◦ (y + η) =

(
[x, y]A + Lξy − ιη(d∗x)

)
+
(
[ξ, η]∗ + Lxη − ιy(dAξ)

)
. (34)

In conclusion, (A ⊕ A∗, ⟨ · | · ⟩,∇◦ , aE) is a metric algebroid. One may ask under what conditions the datum

(A ⊕ A∗, ⟨ · | · ⟩,∇◦ , aE) will become a pre-Courant algebroid. Indeed, the answer is merely some system of
equations which is not so interesting. Moreover, suppose that (A,A∗) is a Lie bialgebroid in the sense of
[37], then A⊕A∗ is a Courant algebroid and the canonical Dorfman bracket of A⊕A∗ is exactly defined as
above (see [17]).

Case 2: E = TM ⊕ T ∗M .
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Let A = TM be the tangent Lie algebroid and A∗ = T ∗M equipped with the trivial Lie algebroid structure.
The anchor map aE : Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M) → Γ(TM) is defined by:

aE(X + α) = X, ∀X + α ∈ Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M).

Moreover, the Courant bracket (34) transforms into the following expression:

(X + α)
∇◦ (Y + β) = [X,Y ] + LXβ − ιY dα, (35)

where d : Γ(∧•T ∗M) → Γ(∧•+1T ∗M) is the de Rham differential. Indeed, the quadruple
(
TM ⊕ T ∗M ,

⟨ · | · ⟩, ∇◦ , aE
)
is the first example of Courant algebroids [17].

The standard Courant bracket
∇◦ in (35) can be altered through a twisting operation and a differential 3-form

ω ∈ Ω3(M) = Γ(∧3T ∗M). The modified Courant bracket, denoted
ω◦, is defined as

(X + α)
ω◦ (Y + β) := (X + α)

∇◦ (Y + β) + ω(X,Y, · ). (36)

Indeed, we can rewrite
ω◦ via a particular type of metric connections on (TM ⊕ T ∗M, ⟨ · | · ⟩, aE) as follows:

(1) Consider an arbitrary torsion-free connection ∇TM : Γ(TM)× Γ(TM) → Γ(TM). This connection
induces a corresponding connection ∇T∗M : Γ(TM)× Γ(T ∗M) → Γ(T ∗M) on the cotangent bundle
T ∗M , defined by the following equation:

⟨∇T∗M
X α, Y ⟩ = X⟨α, Y ⟩ − ⟨α,∇TM

X Y ⟩, ∀X,Y ∈ Γ(TM), α ∈ Γ(T ∗M).

(2) Define an associated connection ∇ : Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M)× Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M) → Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M) by

∇X+α(Y + β) = ∇TM
X Y +∇T∗M

X β, ∀X + α, Y + β ∈ Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M). (37)

Then ∇ is a metric connection on Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M).
(3) Define an ω-twisted connection ∇ω : Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M)× Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M) → Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M) by

∇ω
X+α(Y + β) = ∇X+α(Y + β) +

1

3
ω(X,Y ), ∀X + α, Y + β ∈ Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M),

where ∇ is the metric connection defined in Equation (37). Then ∇ω is also a metric connection on
Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M).

(4) It can be directly verified that the Courant bracket
∇◦ from Equation (35) is induced by the connection

∇. Similarly, the ω-twisted Courant bracket
ω◦ defined in Equation (36) is induced by the modified

connection ∇ω.

Case 3: E = TM ⊕ TM .

Let M be a smooth manifold and g : TM ⊗TM → R a pseudo-Riemannian metric. Thus, one can define an
induced pseudo-metric ⟨ · | · ⟩ :

(
TM ⊕ TM

)
⊗
(
TM ⊕ TM

)
→ R by

⟨(X1, X2) | (Y1, Y2)⟩ := g(X1, Y2) + g(X2, Y1), ∀(X1, X2), (Y1, Y2) ∈ Γ(TM ⊕ TM).

Define the anchor map ρ : Γ(TM⊕TM) → Γ(TM) by ρ(X1, X2) := X1+X2, for all (X1, X2) ∈ Γ(TM⊕TM).
So, the triple (TM ⊕ TM , ⟨ · | · ⟩, ρ) is an anchored metric bundle.

Since we have an isomorphism of vector bundles g♯ : TM → T ∗M given by
〈
g♯(X)

∣∣Y 〉 := g(X,Y ), for all
X,Y ∈ Γ(TM), one can identify T ∗M with TM and endow T ∗M with a Lie algebroid structure isomorphic to
TM . Then consider the particular instance of A = TM in Case 1, and we see that TM⊕TM ∼= TM⊕T ∗M
has a metric algebroid structure. However, it can never become a pre-Courant algebroid. The reason is as
follows.

We can first take the Levi-Civita connection ∇TM : Γ(TM)×Γ(TM) → Γ(TM) arising from g; hence ∇TM

is torsion-free. Then define an associative operator ∆TM : Γ(TM)× Γ(TM) → Γ(TM) by

g
(
∆TM

w u, v
)
:= g

(
∇TM

v u,w
)
, ∀u, v, w ∈ Γ(TM).
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In the meantime, we have the associated metric connection in TM ⊕TM , i.e., ∇ : Γ(TM ⊕TM)×Γ(TM ⊕
TM) → Γ(TM ⊕ TM), given by

∇(X1,X2)(Y1, Y2) :=
(
∇TM

X1+X2
Y1,∇TM

X1+X2
Y2

)
, ∀(X1, X2), (Y1, Y2) ∈ Γ(TM ⊕ TM).

As for the Dorfman bracket
∇◦ : Γ(TM⊕TM)×Γ(TM⊕TM) → Γ(TM⊕TM) which is generally expressed

by

(X1, X2)
∇◦ (Y1, Y2) := ∇(X1,X2)(Y1, Y2)−∇(Y1,Y2)(X1, X2) + ∆(Y1,Y2)(X1, X2),

for all (X1, X2), (Y1, Y2) ∈ Γ(TM ⊕ TM), we can compute the following four special situations:

(X1, 0)
∇◦ (Y1, 0) =

(
[X1, Y1], 0

)
,

(X1, 0)
∇◦ (0, Y2) =

(
−∇TM

Y2
X1 +∆TM

Y2
X1,∇TM

X1
Y2 +∆TM

Y2
X1

)
,

(0, X2)
∇◦ (Y1, 0) =

(
∇TM

X2
Y1 +∆TM

Y1
X2,−∇TM

Y1
X2 +∆TM

Y1
X2

)
,

(0, X2)
∇◦ (0, Y2) =

(
0, [X2, Y2]

)
.

In order that the said metric algebroid
(
TM ⊕ TM , ⟨ · | · ⟩, ∇◦ , ρ

)
is a pre-Courant algebroid, we need

ρ((X1, 0)
∇◦ (0, Y2)) = [ρ(X1, 0), ρ(0, Y2)]

which is just the condition ∆TM
Y2

X1 = 0, ∀Y2, X1 ∈ Γ(TM), and hence we must have ∇TM = 0, a contradic-
tion.

3.3. Construction of Courant algebroids from compatible metric n-systems. In this section, we
are about to state our second main result. Consider a vector bundle E → M equipped with a pseudo-metric
⟨·, ·⟩ on E and suppose that û1, û2, . . . , ûn are elements of Γ(E) that are linearly independent over C∞(M).

Furthermore, let {Ẑ1, Ẑ2, . . . , Ẑn} ⊂ Γ(CDO(E)) be covariant differential operators on E (which may be

linearly dependent over C∞(M)). We consistently represent the symbols of {Ẑ1, . . . , Ẑn} by the letters

{ẑ1, . . . , ẑn} (where ẑi ∈ Γ(TM) for each i). Assume that the operators Ẑi, their corresponding symbols ẑi,
and the pseudo-metric ⟨·, ·⟩ satisfy the following compatibility condition:〈

Ẑi(e1)
∣∣e2〉+ 〈e1∣∣Ẑi(e2)

〉
= ẑi⟨e1|e2⟩, ∀e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E). (38)

In this part, we suppose that the rank of the vector bundle E is at least n.

Definition 3.11. The datum

(Ẑ1, . . . , Ẑn; û
1, . . . , ûn)

described as above is called a metric n-system.

Given a metric n-system, one can define the following structure maps on Γ(E), which constitute a metric

algebroid
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ∇◦ , aE

)
.

• The anchor map aE : E → TM is defined by the expression:

aE(e) :=
〈
e
∣∣ûi
〉
· ẑi, ∀e ∈ Γ(E).

The associated operator D : C∞(M) → Γ(E) is given by the following formula

D(f) := ẑi(f) · ûi, ∀f ∈ C∞(M).

• The associated connection ∇ : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E) is defined by the expression:

∇e1e2 :=
〈
e1
∣∣ûi
〉
· Ẑi(e2), ∀e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E). (39)

The connection ∇ is a metric connection because it satisfies Equation (38). The associated operator
∆ : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E) corresponding to ∇ is given by the following formula

∆e2e1 :=
〈
Ẑi(e1)

∣∣e2〉 · ûi, ∀e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E).
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• The Dorfman bracket
∇◦ : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E) induced by ∇ can be expressed by

e1
∇◦ e2 := ∇e1e2 −∇e2e1 +∆e2e1

=
〈
e1
∣∣ûi
〉
· Ẑi(e2)−

〈
e2
∣∣ûi
〉
· Ẑi(e1) +

〈
Ẑi(e1)

∣∣e2〉 · ûi, ∀e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E). (40)

The next step is to investigate the sufficient conditions under which this metric algebroid can be characterized
as either a pre-Courant algebroid or a Courant algebroid.

Proposition 3.12. Suppose that the metric n-system (Ẑ1, . . . , Ẑn; û
1, . . . , ûn) on E satisfies the following

conditions:

Ẑi(û
j) = Cj

ikû
k, where Cj

ik ∈ C∞(M), (41)

[ẑi, ẑj ] = (Ck
ji − Ck

ij)ẑk, (42)〈
ûi
∣∣ûj
〉
= 0, (43)

for all i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. Then the associated metric algebroid
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ∇◦, aE

)
is a pre-Courant algebroid.

Proof. We only need to verify the relation

aE(e1
∇◦ e2)− [aE(e1), aE(e2)] = 0, ∀e1, e2 ∈ Γ(E).

In fact, we have

aE(e1
∇◦ e2)− [aE(e1), aE(e2)]

(40)
=====

〈
e1
∣∣ûi
〉
·
〈
Ẑi(e2)

∣∣ûj
〉
· ẑj −

〈
e2
∣∣ûi
〉
·
〈
Ẑi(e1)

∣∣ûj
〉
· ẑj +

〈
Ẑi(e1)

∣∣e2〉 · ⟨ûi|ûj⟩ · ẑj
−⟨e1|ûi⟩ · ⟨e2|ûj⟩ · [ẑi, ẑj ]− ⟨e1|ûi⟩ · ẑi⟨e2|ûi⟩ · ẑj + ⟨e2|ûi⟩ · ẑj⟨e1|ûi⟩ · ẑi

(38)
===== −

〈
e1
∣∣ûi
〉
·
〈
e2
∣∣Ẑi(û

k)
〉
· ẑk +

〈
e2
∣∣ûj
〉
·
〈
e1
∣∣Ẑj(û

k)
〉
· ẑk

−⟨e1|ûi⟩ · ⟨e2|ûj⟩ · [ẑi, ẑj ] +
〈
Ẑi(e1)

∣∣e2〉 · ⟨ûi|ûj⟩ · ẑj
(41)(42)
======== −

〈
e1
∣∣ûi
〉
·
〈
e2
∣∣Ck

ij û
j
〉
· ẑk +

〈
e2
∣∣ûj
〉
·
〈
e1
∣∣Ck

jiû
i
〉
· ẑk

−⟨e1|ûi⟩ · ⟨e2|ûj⟩ · (Ck
ji − Ck

ij)ẑk +
〈
Ẑi(e1)

∣∣e2〉 · ⟨ûi|ûj⟩ · ẑj
(43)
===== 0.

□

Proposition 3.13. Consider the metric n-system (Ẑ1, . . . , Ẑn; û
1, . . . , ûn) on E, and suppose that it satisfies

Conditions (41) and (43) of the previous proposition, and the following condition:

[Ẑi, Ẑj ] = (Ck
ji − Ck

ij)Ẑk, (44)

for all i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. Under these conditions, the following equation holds:

C∇(e1, e2)e3 = ∇(∆e3
e2)e1 = Q(e1, e2, e3) = (D⟨e1|e3⟩)

∇◦ e2 = 0, ∀e1, e2, e3 ∈ Γ(E).

Consequently, the quadruple
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ∇◦, aE

)
constitutes a Courant algebroid.

Proof. Now, we verify that
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ∇◦ , aE

)
is a Courant algebroid.

• To see C∇(e1, e2)e3=0, we use Equations (41) and (44) to get

C∇(e1, e2)e3 = ∇e1∇e2e3 −∇e2∇e1e3 −∇
(e1

∇◦e2)
e3

= ⟨e1|ûi⟩ · ⟨e2|ûj⟩ · [Ẑi, Ẑj ](e3)

+⟨e1|ûi⟩ · ⟨e2|Ẑi(û
k)⟩ · Ẑk(e3)− ⟨e2|ûj⟩ · ⟨e1|Ẑj(û

k)⟩ · Ẑk(e3)

−⟨Ẑi(e1)|e2⟩ · ⟨ûi|ûk⟩ · Ẑk(e3)

= ⟨e1|ûi⟩ · ⟨e2|ûj⟩ · (Ck
ji − Ck

ij)Ẑk(e3)
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+⟨e1|ûi⟩ · ⟨e2|Ck
ij û

j⟩ · Ẑk(e3)− ⟨e2|ûj⟩ · ⟨e1|Ck
jiû

i⟩ · Ẑk(e3)

−⟨Ẑi(e1)|e2⟩ · ⟨ûi|ûk⟩ · Ẑk(e3)

= 0.

• By using the above fact C∇(e1, e2)e3 = 0, and Equation (43), we have

∇(∆e3
e2)e1 = ⟨Ẑi(e2)|e3⟩ · ⟨ûi|ûj⟩ · Ẑj(e1) = 0,〈

Q(e1, e2, e3)
∣∣t〉 = 〈C∇(e1, t)e2

∣∣e3〉+ 〈C∇(e2, t)e3
∣∣e1〉+ 〈C∇(e3, t)e1

∣∣e2〉 = 0.

• It is left to show that (D⟨e1|e3⟩)
∇◦ e2 = 0. By applying Equations (41), (42) and (44), we get

(D⟨e1|e3⟩)
∇◦ e2 = ẑj

(
⟨e1|e3⟩

)
· ⟨ûj |ûi⟩ · Ẑi(e2)

+
〈
e2
∣∣ûj
〉
· [ẑi, ẑj ]

(
⟨e1|e3⟩

)
· ûi

−
〈
e2
∣∣ûj
〉
· ẑk
(
⟨e1|e3⟩

)
· Ẑj(û

k) + ẑk
(
⟨e1|e3⟩

)
·
〈
Ẑi(û

k)
∣∣e2〉 · ûi

= ẑj
(
⟨e1|e3⟩

)
· ⟨ûj |ûi⟩ · Ẑi(e2)

+
〈
e2
∣∣ûj
〉
· (Ck

ji − Ck
ij)ẑk

(
⟨e1|e3⟩

)
· ûi

−
〈
e2
∣∣ûj
〉
· ẑk
(
⟨e1|e3⟩

)
· Ck

jiû
i + ẑk

(
⟨e1|e3⟩

)
·
〈
Ck

ij û
j
∣∣e2〉 · ûi

= 0.

So, the following Leibniz identity holds:

e1
∇◦ (e2

∇◦ e3)− (e1
∇◦ e2)

∇◦ e3 − e2
∇◦ (e1

∇◦ e3)

= C∇(e1, e2)e3 + C∇(e2, e3)e1 + C∇(e3, e1)e2

+∇(∆e3
e2)e1 +∇(∆e1

e3)e2 +∇(∆e2
e1)e3 +Q(e1, e2, e3) + (D⟨e1|e3⟩)

∇◦ e2

= 0.

This fact confirms that the metric algebroid
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ∇◦ , aE

)
is a Courant algebroid. □

Definition 3.14. A metric n-system (Ẑ1, . . . , Ẑn; û
1, . . . , ûn) on E is called compatible if it satisfies Con-

ditions (41), (43) and (44).

In summary, a compatible metric n-system on E induces a Courant algebroid underlying E. Let us now
examine a specific example.

Example 3.15. Let c1 ∈ R be a constant. Consider M = R \ {c1} and the vector space V (∼= R4) =
spanR{w1, w2, w3, w4}. We define a vector bundle E = M × V over M . Assume that V is equipped with a
metric which is determined by the following matrix

0 0 1 0
0 0 0 −1
1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0


with respect to the basis {w1, w2, w3, w4}. Let Ẑ1 and Ẑ2 ∈ Γ(CDO(E)) be covariant differential operators
equipped with symbol ẑ1 = d

dt and ẑ2 = 0, respectively, such that

Ẑ1(wi) = 0,

Ẑ2


w1

w2

w3

w4

 =


0 c2

c1−t 0 0
1

c1−t
c3

c1−t 0 0

0 c4
c1−t 0 1

c1−t
c4

c1−t 0 c2
c1−t − c3

c1−t



w1

w2

w3

w4

 , where c2, c3, c4 ∈ R.

The collection (Ẑ1, Ẑ2;w1, w2) forms a metric 2-system on E. Observing that [Ẑ1, Ẑ2] =
1

c1−t Ẑ2, we can
directly verify the compatibility conditions. Consequently, this metric 2-system gives rise to a corresponding
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Courant algebroid structure on E, which is characterized by its anchor and Dorfman bracket:

aE(w3) =
d

dt
, aE(w1) = aE(w2) = aE(w4) = 0,

w2
∇◦ w3 =

1

c1 − t
w2, w2

∇◦ w4 =
1

c1 − t
w1, w3

∇◦ w4 =
1

c1 − t
w4,

w1
∇◦ w1 = w1

∇◦ w2 = w1
∇◦ w3 = w1

∇◦ w4 = w2
∇◦ w2 = w3

∇◦ w3 = w4
∇◦ w4 = 0.

3.4. Construction of Lie bialgebroids from compatible metric n-systems. Suppose that (X̂1, . . . , X̂p;

ξ̂1, . . . , ξ̂p) is a compatible p-system on the vector bundle A such that A is a Lie algebroid. Suppose that

(Ŷ1, . . . , Ŷq; v̂
1, . . . , v̂q) is a compatible q-system on the vector bundle A∗ such that A∗ is also a Lie alge-

broid. Our objective is to obtain the necessary conditions for the two Lie algebroids, A and A∗, to form a

Lie bialgebroid. The operators X̂1, X̂2, . . . , X̂p and Ŷ1, Ŷ2, . . . , Ŷq can be expressed as covariant differential
operators acting on both A and A∗. Additionally, they naturally extend to covariant differential operators
on A⊕A∗. This extension preserves the standard pairing as defined in Equation (2).

Suppose that

X̂i(ξ̂
j) = ajik ξ̂

k, Ŷα(v̂
β) = bβαγ v̂

γ , X̂i(v̂
α) = cαiγ v̂

γ , Ŷα(ξ̂
i) = diαk ξ̂

k,

for some ajik, b
β
αγ , c

α
iγ , d

i
αk ∈ C∞(M). By the compatibility conditions, we already have

[X̂i, X̂j ] = (akji − akij)X̂k, (45)

[Ŷα, Ŷβ ] = (bγβα − bγαβ)Ŷγ . (46)

We further impose two conditions

[Ŷα, X̂i] = cγiαŶγ − dkαiX̂k, (47)

and
〈
ξ̂i
∣∣v̂α〉 = 0. (48)

It is easy to see that under the extra conditions (47) and (48), the set of data

(X̂1, . . . , X̂p, Ŷ1, . . . , Ŷq; ξ̂
1, . . . , ξ̂p, v̂1, . . . , v̂q)

defines a compatible metric (p + q)-system. Consequently, E = A ⊕ A∗ becomes a Courant algebroid. In
other words, A and A∗ form a Lie bialgebroid.

Example 3.16. Let M = R be a 1-dimensional smooth manifold. Consider the 2-dimensional vector space
V = R2 = spanR{w1, w2} and its dual space V ∗ = spanR{w1, w2}. We define Lie algebroids A = M ×V and

A∗ = M × V ∗ over M . Assume that X̂ : Γ(A∗) → Γ(A∗) is a covariant differential operator with symbol
x̂ = d

dt such that

X̂

(
w1

w2

)
=

(
−k 0
0 0

)(
w1

w2

)
, for some k ∈ R.

Assume that Ŷ : Γ(A) → Γ(A) is a covariant differential operator with symbol ŷ = d
dt such that

Ŷ

(
w1

w2

)
=

(
0 0
0 −l

)(
w1

w2

)
, for some l ∈ R.

Then (X̂;w1) and (Ŷ ;w2) are compatible metric 1-systems on A and A∗, respectively. Moreover, we have

X̂(w1) = −kw1,

Ŷ (w2) = −lw2,

X̂(w2) = 0,

Ŷ (w1) = 0,

[Ŷ , X̂] = 0,

⟨w1|w2⟩ = 0.
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It is easy to check that (X̂, Ŷ ;w1, w2) satisfies Conditions (45)—(48). Consequently, E = A ⊕ A∗ forms a
Courant algebroid. The anchor map of E is explicitly given by

aE(w1) =
d

dt
and aE(w2) = 0.

The Dorfman bracket of E is generated by the trivial relations

w1 ∇◦ w1 = w1 ∇◦ w2 = w1 ∇◦ w1 = w1 ∇◦ w2 = 0,

w2 ∇◦ w1 = w2 ∇◦ w2 = w2 ∇◦ w1 = w2 ∇◦ w2 = 0,

w1
∇◦ w1 = w1

∇◦ w2 = w1
∇◦ w1 = w1

∇◦ w2 = 0,

w2
∇◦ w1 = w2

∇◦ w2 = w2
∇◦ w1 = w2

∇◦ w2 = 0.

However, we can not say that the Dorfman bracket on E is trivial. For example, we have

w1
∇◦ fw1 =

df

dt
w1, w1

∇◦ fw2 =
df

dt
w2, ∀f ∈ C∞(M).

Example 3.17. Consider the three dimensional vector space V = spanR{w1, w2, w3} and its dual space
V ∗ = spanR{w1, w2, w3}. Consider the vector bundles A = R× V and A∗ = R× V ∗ over R.

Suppose that X̂ ∈ Γ(CDO(A∗)) is equipped with a symbol x̂ = (t + b)m d
dt ∈ X(R), where b ∈ R, m ∈

{0, 2, 3, . . .}. Suppose further that X̂ satisfies the following condition:

X̂

w1

w2

w3

 =

 0 0 0
c1 0 0
c2 0 0

w1

w2

w3

 ,

where c1, c2 ∈ R.

Suppose that Ŷ ∈ Γ(CDO(A)) is equipped with a symbol ŷ = (t + b) d
dt ∈ X(R) and satisfies the following

condition:

Ŷ

w1

w2

w3

 =

m− 1 c3 c4
0 0 0
0 0 0

w1

w2

w3

 ,

where c3, c4 ∈ R.

Then, we can verify that (X̂;w1) and (Ŷ ;w2) are compatible metric 1-systems on A and A∗, respectively.

It is easy to check that (X̂, Ŷ ;w1, w2) satisfies Conditions (45)—(48). Consequently, E = A ⊕ A∗ forms a
Courant algebroid. In fact, we can compute the following relations:

aE(w1) = x̂, aE(w
2) = ŷ, aE(w2) = aE(w3) = aE(w

1) = aE(w
3) = 0,

w1
∇◦ w1 = (m− 1)w2, w1

∇◦ w2 = −(m− 1)w1 − c4w3, w1
∇◦ w3 = c4w2,

w1 ∇◦ w2 = (m− 1)w1, w2 ∇◦ w3 = −c4w
1,

w1
∇◦ w1 = w1

∇◦ w2 = w1
∇◦ w3 = w2

∇◦ w2 = w2
∇◦ w3 = w2

∇◦ w1 = w2
∇◦ w2 = w2

∇◦ w3 = 0,

w3
∇◦ w3 = w3

∇◦ w1 = w3
∇◦ w2 = w3

∇◦ w3 = w1 ∇◦ w1 = w1 ∇◦ w3 = w2 ∇◦ w2 = w3 ∇◦ w3 = 0.

3.5. Compatible metric n-systems and Manin pairs. In this part, we construct Manin pairs from
certain compatible metric n-systems, find a formula to produce Dorfman connection, and study the associated
Lie algebroids.

3.5.1. Construction of Manin pairs.

Definition 3.18. [3] Let
(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩, ◦, aE

)
be a Courant algebroid over M . A Dirac structure is a subbundle

L ⊂ E that is maximally isotropic with respect to the pseudo-metric ⟨ · | · ⟩ and the space Γ(L) of smooth
sections of L is closed under the bracket ◦, i.e., Γ(L) ◦ Γ(L) ⊆ Γ(L). In this case, L naturally constitutes a
Lie algebroid. The pair (E,L) is called a Manin pair over M .
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Consider a compatible metric n-system (Ẑ1, . . ., Ẑn; û
1, . . ., ûn) on a metric bundle

(
E, ⟨ · | · ⟩), and thus E

is endowed with a Courant algebroid structure according to Proposition 3.13.

We suppose that the following three conditions are true:

(i) The covariant differential operators (Ẑ1, . . . , Ẑn) can be divided into two parts: (Ẑ1, . . . , Ẑk) and

(Ẑk+1, . . . , Ẑn). Assume that the second part (Ẑk+1, . . . , Ẑn) is closed under the commutator oper-
ation:

[Ẑa, Ẑb] =

n∑
c=k+1

(Cc
ba − Cc

ab)Ẑc, ∀a, b = k + 1, k + 2, . . . , n, (49)

where the structure functions Cc
ab ∈ C∞(M) are subject to Equation (41). This Equation (49) can

be equivalently described as the following condition:

Cc
ba = Cc

ab, ∀ a, b = k + 1, 2, . . . , n, c = 1, 2, . . . , k. (50)

(ii) Assume that L is given by

{v ∈ E|⟨v|û1⟩ = ⟨v|û2⟩ = · · · = ⟨v|ûk⟩ = 0}.

.
(iii) Assume that L constitutes a maximal isotropic subbundle of E.

By the definition of L and Condition (43), every ûj belongs to Γ(L). Since the set {û1, · · · , ûn} is linearly
independent over C∞(M) and L is a maximal isotropic subbundle of E, the rank of E is at least 2n.

Corollary 3.19. Under the above three conditions (i), (ii), and (iii), (E,L) is a Manin pair. Moreover, the
Lie algebroid structure maps of L are given by

aL(v) := aE(v) =

n∑
l=k+1

⟨v|ûl⟩ẑl, ∀v ∈ L,

[v1, v2]L := v1 ◦n v2

(40)
=====

n∑
l=k+1

(〈
v1
∣∣ûl
〉
· Ẑl(v2)−

〈
v2
∣∣ûl
〉
· Ẑl(v1)

)
+

n∑
l=1

〈
Ẑl(v1)

∣∣v2〉 · ûl, ∀v1, v2 ∈ Γ(L).

Proof. It suffices to verify that [v1, v2]L ∈ Γ(L). In fact, for any j = 1, · · · , k, we use the above expression
of [v1, v2]L and Equations (38), (41), (43) and (50) to get

⟨[v1, v2]L|ûj⟩
(43)
=====

n∑
l=k+1

⟨v1|ûl⟩⟨Ẑl(v2)|ûj⟩ −
n∑

l=k+1

⟨v2|ûl⟩⟨Ẑl(v1)|ûj⟩

(38)
=====

n∑
l=k+1

⟨v1|ûl⟩(ẑl⟨v2|ûj⟩ − ⟨v2|Ẑl(ûj)⟩)

−
n∑

l=k+1

⟨v2|ûl⟩(ẑl⟨v1|ûj⟩ − ⟨v1|Ẑl(û
j)⟩)

=

n∑
l=k+1

(−⟨v1|ûl⟩⟨v2|Ẑl(û
j)⟩+ ⟨v2|ûl⟩⟨v1|Ẑl(û

j)⟩)

(41)
=====

n∑
l1,l2=k+1

(−⟨v1|ûl1⟩Cj
l1l2

⟨v2|ûl2⟩+ ⟨v2|ûl2⟩Cj
l1l2

⟨v1|ûl1⟩)

=

n∑
l1,l2=k+1

(Cj
l2l1

− Cj
l1l2

)⟨v1|ûl1⟩⟨v2|ûl2⟩

(50)
===== 0.

This completes the proof. □
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3.5.2. The associated Dorfman connection. Let us now study the relationship between Dorfman connections
and compatible metric n-systems. The following Definitions 3.20, 3.21 and Proposition 3.22 are recalled from
[33].

Definition 3.20. Let
(
Q, [ · , · ]Q, aQ

)
be a dull algebroid over M . Let B → M be a vector bundle equipped

with a fiberwise pairing ⟨ · , · ⟩QB : Q×MB → R and a map dB : C∞(M) → Γ(B) such that

⟨q, dBf⟩QB = aQ(q)(f),

for all q ∈ Γ(Q) and f ∈ C∞(M). Then
(
B, dB , ⟨ · , · ⟩QB

)
is called a pre-dual of Q.

Definition 3.21. Let
(
Q, [ · , · ]Q, aQ

)
be a dull algebroid over M and

(
B, dB , ⟨ · , · ⟩QB

)
a pre-dual of Q. A

Dorfman (Q-)connection on B is an R-bilinear map

∇Dorf : Γ(Q)× Γ(B) → Γ(B)

such that

(a) ∇Dorf
fq b = f∇Dorf

q b+ ⟨q, b⟩QB · dBf ,
(b) ∇Dorf

q (fb) = f∇Dorf
q b+ aQ(q)(f) · b,

(c) ∇Dorf
q (dBf) = dB

(
aQ(q)(f)

)
,

for all q, q′ ∈ Γ(Q), b ∈ Γ(B), f ∈ C∞(M).

Let L ⊆ E be an isotropic subalgebroid. This means that L is isotropic with respect to ⟨ · | · ⟩ (possibly not
maximal) and Γ(L) is closed with respect to ◦. In fact, a (possibly non-unique) Dorfman connection exists
on the quotient bundle E/L.

Proposition 3.22. With assumptions as above, L has a Lie algebroid structure induced from E and the
map

∇Dorf : Γ(L)× Γ(E/L) → Γ(E/L), ∇Dorf
v ē = v ◦ e, ∀v ∈ Γ(L), ē ∈ Γ(E/L),

is an L-Dorfman connection. Here the map dE/L : C∞(M) → Γ(E/L) is induced from D : C∞(M) → Γ(E)
and the pairing ⟨ · , · ⟩L,E/L : L×M (E/L) → R is the natural pairing induced by the pairing on E, i.e.,

[v1, v2]L = [v1, v2]E ,

aL(v) = aE(v),

⟨v, ē⟩L,E/L = ⟨v|e⟩,
dE/L(f) = D(f),

for all v, v1, v2 ∈ Γ(L), e ∈ Γ(E).

In particular, arising from any Manin pair (E,L) there is an L-Dorfman connection on E/L.

We now consider a compatible metric n-system (Ẑ1, . . ., Ẑn; û
1, . . ., ûn) on a metric bundle (E, ⟨ · | · ⟩), and

suppose that Conditions (i), (ii), and (iii) in Section 3.5.1 are satisfied. Thus we have a Manin pair (E,L)
accordingly. Using Equation (40), the associated Dorfman connection can be explicitly presented.

Corollary 3.23. The Dorfman (L-)connection ∇ : Γ(L)× Γ(E/L) → Γ(E/L) is given by

∇Dorf
v ē = v ◦ e = −

n∑
i=1

〈
e
∣∣ûi
〉
· Ẑi(v), (51)

for all v ∈ Γ(L) and e ∈ Γ(E).

Example 3.24. Let C ∈ R be a constant. Consider M = R \ {C} and the vector space V (∼= R8) =
spanR{w1, w2, w3, w4, w5, w6, w7, w8}. We define a vector bundle E = M × V over M . Assume that V is
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equipped with a metric which is determined by the following matrix

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0


with respect to the basis {w1, w2, w3, w4, w5, w6, w7, w8}.

Suppose that Ẑ1 and Ẑ2 ∈ Γ(CDO(E)) are covariant differential operators on E (both with trivial symbols)
determined by the following matrices:

Ẑ1



w1

w2

w3

w4

w5

w6

w7

w8


=



CC1+C2

C−t 0 1
C−t 0 0 0 0 0

C1t+C2

C−t C1
1

C−t 0 0 0 0 0
C3

C−t 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 C4

C−t − C4

C−t

0 0 0 0 −CC1+C2

C−t −C1t+C2

C−t − C3

C−t 0

0 0 0 0 0 −C1 0 0

0 0 0 − C4

C−t − 1
C−t − 1

C−t 0 0

0 0 0 C4

C−t 0 0 0 0





w1

w2

w3

w4

w5

w6

w7

w8


,

Ẑ2



w1

w2

w3

w4

w5

w6

w7

w8


=



0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
C1 −C1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 −C1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 C1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0





w1

w2

w3

w4

w5

w6

w7

w8


,

where C1, C2, C3, and C4 are constants (∈ R). Suppose that Ẑ3 ∈ Γ(CDO(E)) is a covariant differential

operator on E equipped with the symbol ẑ3 = d
dt such that Ẑ3(wi) = 0 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , 8.

Then we can check the relations [Ẑ1, Ẑ2] = 0, [Ẑ1, Ẑ3] = − 1
C−t Ẑ1 − 1

C−t Ẑ2, and [Ẑ2, Ẑ3] = 0. Thus the 3-

system (Ẑ1, Ẑ2, Ẑ3; w1, w2, w3) satisfies Conditions (41), (43) and (44). Hence, E is equipped with a Courant
algebroid structure:

aE(w1) = aE(w2) = aE(w3) = aE(w4) = aE(w5) = aE(w6) = aE(w8) = 0, aE(w7) =
d

dt
,

w1
∇◦ w5 = − 1

C − t
w3, w1

∇◦ w7 =
1

C − t
w1, w1

∇◦ w8 = − 1

C − t
w3,

w2
∇◦ w5 = − 1

C − t
w3, w2

∇◦ w7 =
1

C − t
w1, w2

∇◦ w8 = − 1

C − t
w3, w4

∇◦ w5 =
C4

C − t
(w8 − w7),

w4
∇◦ w8 =

C4

C − t
(w8 − w7), w5

∇◦ w7 = − 1

C − t
(w5 + w6)−

C4

C − t
w4,

w5
∇◦ w8 =

C4

C − t
w4 +

CC1 + C2

C − t
w5 +

C1t+ C2

C − t
w6 +

C3

C − t
w7, w6

∇◦ w8 = −C1w6,

w7
∇◦ w7 = − C4

C − t
w1, w7

∇◦ w8 =
1

C − t
(w5 + w6), w8

∇◦ w8 =
C4

C − t
w1,

w1
∇◦ w1 = w1

∇◦ w2 = w1
∇◦ w3 = w1

∇◦ w4 = w1
∇◦ w6 = 0

w2
∇◦ w2 = w2

∇◦ w3 = w2
∇◦ w4 = w2

∇◦ w6 = w3
∇◦ w3 = 0,

w3
∇◦ w4 = w3

∇◦ w5 = w3
∇◦ w6 = w3

∇◦ w7 = w3
∇◦ w8 = w4

∇◦ w4 = 0,
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w4
∇◦ w6 = w4

∇◦ w7 = w5
∇◦ w5 = w5

∇◦ w6 = w6
∇◦ w6 = w6

∇◦ w7 = 0.

We can check that L = spanR{w1, w2, w3, w4} is a Dirac structure, and thus (E,L) constitutes a Manin pair.
Furthermore, based on Equation (51), the only non-trivial terms in the L-Dorfman connection on E/L are

∇w4
w5 =

C4

C − t
(w8 − w7), ∇w4

w8 =
C4

C − t
(w8 − w7).
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