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Abstract. In this paper, we construct a pair of solutions to the open WDVV

equations associated with the infinite-dimensional Frobenius manifolds that un-

derlie the genus-zero universal Whitham hierarchy, and for the resulting flat F-

manifolds, we explicitly construct their principal hierarchies. We further demon-

strate that this construction is compatible with finite-dimensional reductions,

yielding solutions for Frobenius manifolds associated with general rational su-

perpotentials and those subject to a Z2-symmetry reduction. In particular, the

polynomial solutions derived by Basalaev and Buryak via open Saito theory for A

and D type singularities are recovered as special cases.
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1. Introduction

The theory of Frobenius manifolds, first introduced by B. Dubrovin [1], furnishes a

geometric framework for the Witten-Dijkgraaf-Verlinde-Verlinde (WDVV) equations

of two-dimensional topological field theory (2D-TFT). Briefly, a Frobenius manifold

is characterized by a flat metric and a compatible, smoothly varying Frobenius

algebra structure on its tangent spaces, complemented by a specific Euler vector field

that governs its quasi-homogeneous properties. This mathematical structure has

proven to be a crucial tool in diverse areas of mathematical physics, such as Gromov-

Witten theory [2], singularity theory [3], and, in particular, integrable systems with

one spatial variable [4].

It was shown by Dubrovin and Zhang [4] that from a semisimple Frobenius man-

ifold, one can associate a dispersionless, tau-symmetric bi-Hamiltonian integrable

system on its loop space, called the principal hierarchy. The tau-function of the

topological solution to this hierarchy is the genus-zero partition function for the

corresponding TFT. The full-genus partition function can be obtained by a quasi-

Miura deformation of this hierarchy, which linearizes the Virasoro symmetries acting

on the tau-function. This deformation can be obtained by solving the generalized

loop equation for the Frobenius manifold. This celebrated result generalizes the

well-known Witten conjecture [5, 6], which states that the partition function of 2D

topological quantum gravity is the tau-function of the KdV hierarchy. For general-

izations and applications of the Dubrovin-Zhang theory in recent years, see [7–11]

and references therein.

The concept of infinite-dimensional Frobenius manifolds emerged from efforts

to generalize this geometric framework to integrable hierarchies with two spatial

variables. The first example was provided by Carlet, Dubrovin, and Mertens [12],

defining such a manifold on a space of pairs of meromorphic functions. This pow-

erful approach has since been successfully applied to uncover the geometric struc-

tures underlying a variety of important hierarchies, including the two-component

Kadomtsev-Petviashvili (KP) hierarchy of Type B [13], the Toda lattice hierar-

chy [14], and an extended KP hierarchy [15]. It should be noted that alternative

construction methods also exist, for instance via Schwartz functions [16] or classical

r-matrices [17]. Furthermore, the corresponding principal hierarchies for some of

these manifolds have also been investigated [16,18].

A fundamental object in the theory of integrable systems is the universal Whitham

hierarchy, introduced by Krichever [19, 20], primarily due to its ”universality”; it

contains many celebrated integrable systems such as the dispersionless KP hierarchy

as reductions, and finding profound applications in fields ranging from Seiberg-

Witten theory to conformal mapping [21–29]. In a previous work [30], the present
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author, together with Wu and Zuo, investigated the genus-zero case of this hierarchy,

constructing (following the approach of [12]) a class of infinite-dimensional Frobenius

manifolds and explicitly deriving their corresponding principal hierarchies.

The concept of open WDVV equations was introduced in [31], arising from the

axioms of open Gromov-Witten theory with applications to the computation of

Welschinger invariants. These equations, originally derived to describe generating

functions for certain integrals on the moduli spaces of Riemann surfaces with bound-

aries [32–34], can be defined for any Frobenius manifold M . A crucial insight, first

observed by P. Rossi, is the direct correspondence between a solution to these equa-

tions and the structure of a flat F-manifold on the product space M × U , where U

is a domain in C. This correspondence has proven to be a powerful tool, allowing

concepts from the theory of Frobenius manifolds, such as cohomology field theory,

Virasoro constraints, Givental theory and integrable systems, to be generalized to

the study of open intersection theory [35–39].

The aim of this paper is to construct the first solutions to the open WDVV equa-

tions for an infinite-dimensional Frobenius manifolds, namely for those associated

with the universal Whitham hierarchy [30]. We explicitly construct a pair of such

solutions, which in turn define a pair of flat F-manifold structures, and derive the

explicit form of their principal hierarchies.

A key feature of our results is their compatibility with finite-dimensional reduc-

tions. As established in [30], both the Frobenius manifold structure and its associ-

ated principal hierarchy for the universal Whitham hierarchy restrict under a known

limit to those of a Frobenius manifold with rational superpotentials. Moreover, we

show that our construction is also compatible with a different restriction to a sub-

manifold underlying the multicomponent BKP hierarchy, and subsequently, with the

finite-dimensional limit corresponding to even rational superpotentials. This gen-

eral result provides a unified framework that encompasses previously known special

cases, such as the solutions for Frobenius manifolds associated with A and D type

singularities constructed by Basalaev and Buryak via open Saito theory [40].

The results of this paper may also be viewed as a first step towards a broader goal:

to establish a relationship between infinite-dimensional flat F-manifolds, their asso-

ciated integrable systems, and enumerative geometry, analogous to the celebrated

interplay between these structures in the finite-dimensional case [33, 34].

1.1. Main results. To state our main results, we first recall some essential no-

tations from [30]. The manifold M consists of pairs of meromorphic functions

(a(z), â(z)) defined on an exterior domain Dext and an interior domain Dint, respec-

tively. These domains are formed from a set of pairwise non-intersecting closed disks

D1, . . . , Dm in the Riemann sphere, where Dint =
⋃m

i=1 Di and Dext = P1 \
⋃m

i=1Di.
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The functions are required to have specific pole structures, with a(z) having a pole

at z = ∞ and â(z) having poles at points φj ∈ Dj for each j = 1, . . . ,m. Their

Laurent expansions near these poles are given by:

a(z) = zn0 + an0−2z
n0−2 + an0−3z

n0−3 + · · · , as z → ∞;

â(z) = âj,−nj
(z − φj)

−nj + âj,−nj+1(z − φj)
−nj+1 + · · · , as z → φj, (1.1)

where n0, . . . , nm are given positive integers.

The Frobenius manifold structure (M, η, ◦, e, E) is described using a decomposi-

tion of functions. Let H be the space of functions holomorphic in a neighborhood of

the domain boundaries γ =
⋃m

i=1 γi where γi = ∂Di. Any function f(z) ∈ H admits

a unique decomposition

f(z) = f(z)+ + f(z)−,

where f(z)+ is analytic in Dint and f(z)− is analytic in Dext, vanishing at infinity.

For example, H contains the characteristic functions 1γi(z), defined by the condition

1γi(z)
∣∣
γj

= δij, i, j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. (1.2)

It is a subtle fact that, although f(z)1γj(z) vanishes on contours γj′ for j
′ ̸= j, its

projections (f(z)1γj(z))± may be non-zero on γj′ .

Using these projections, we define:

ζ(z) := a(z)− â(z), ℓ(z) := a(z)+ + â(z)−. (1.3)

The inverse transformation is given by:

a(z) = ℓ(z) + ζ(z)−, â(z) = ℓ(z)− ζ(z)+. (1.4)

This decomposition is central to the construction, as the flat coordinates u with

respect to the metric η are constructed from ζ(z) and ℓ(z). The set of these coordi-

nates is denoted by:

u = {ti,s | 1 ≤ i ≤ m, s ∈ Z}∪{h0,j | 1 ≤ j ≤ n0−1}∪{hk,r | 1 ≤ k ≤ m, 0 ≤ r ≤ nk}.
(1.5)

For the statement of our main theorems, we will also need the following standard

truncations of Laurent series:(∑
p

fpz
p

)
∞,≥0

=
∑
p≥0

fpz
p,

(∑
p

fp(z − φi)
p

)
φi,≤−1

=
∑
p≤−1

fp(z − φi)
p.

Furthermore, the integer dj denotes the winding number of the image of the contour

γj under the map ζ(z), and the constants cp are defined by cp =
∑p

k=1
1
k
for p ≥ 1,

with c0 = 0.

With these notations, we now present our main theorems.
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Theorem 1.1. There exists a pair of functions, Ω(u, s) on M×Dext and Ω̂(u, s)

on M × Dint, that provide solutions to the open WDVV equations for M. These

functions are defined by the following system of differential equations for any flat

coordinates α, β ∈ u:

∂α∂βΩ(u, s) =

(
∂αζ(s)∂βζ(s)

ζ ′(s)

)
−
+

(
∂αℓ(s)∂βℓ(s)

ℓ′(s)

)
∞,≥0

+
m∑
j=1

(
∂αℓ(s)∂βℓ(s)

ℓ′(s)

)
φj ,≤−1

,

∂sΩ(u, s) = a(s), s ∈ Dext;

∂α∂βΩ̂(u, s) = −
(
∂αζ(s)∂βζ(s)

ζ ′(s)

)
+

+

(
∂αℓ(s)∂βℓ(s)

ℓ′(s)

)
∞,≥0

+
m∑
j=1

(
∂αℓ(s)∂βℓ(s)

ℓ′(s)

)
φj ,≤−1

,

∂sΩ̂(u, s) = â(s), s ∈ Dint.

Here, the projection operators (·)±, (·)∞,≥0 and (·)φj ,≤−1 are understood to act on the

Laurent series with respect to s.

The solutions Ω(u, s) and Ω̂(u, s) induce a pair of flat F-manifold structures on

M×Dext and M×Dint, respectively. The explicit form of the principal hierarchies

for these two structures, which constitutes our second main result, is presented in

the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. The principal hierarchies for the flat F-manifolds associated with

the solutions Ω(u, s) and Ω̂(u, s) take the following form:

(i) For the case of Ω(u, s):

∂

∂T̃ ti,l,p
=

∂

∂T ti,l,p
− 1

(p+ 1)!

di
l + di

∂x

(
ζ(s)l/di

(
a(s)p+1 − â(s)p+1

)
1γi

)
−
∂s, l ̸= −di,

∂

∂T̃ h0,j ,p
=

∂

∂T h0,j ,p
+

Γ(1− j/n0)

Γ(2 + p− j/n0)
∂x

(
a(s)1+p−j/n0

)
∞,≥0

∂s,

∂

∂T̃ hk,r,p
=

∂

∂T hk,r,p
− Γ(1− r/nk)

Γ(2 + p− r/nk)
∂x

(
â(s)1+p−r/nk

)
φk,≤−1

∂s, r ̸= nk,

∂

∂T̃ ti,−di
,p
=

∂

∂T ti,−di
,p − ∂x

(
di
ap(s)

p!

(
log

a(s)1/n0

s− φi

− cp
n0

))
∞,≥0

∂s

+ ∂x

(
di
ap(s)

p!
log

s− φi

ζ(s)1/di
1γi

)
−
∂s

− ∂x

(
di
a(s)p

p!
log(s− φi)

)
∂s
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+ ∂x

(∑
j ̸=i

di
a(s)p

p!
log(s− φi)1γj

)
−
∂s,

∂

∂T̃ hk,nk
,p
=

∂

∂T hk,nk
,p
− ∂x

(
nk

ap(s)

p!
log

s− φk

ζ(s)1/dk
1γk

)
−
∂s

+ ∂x

(
nk

âp(s)

p!
log

s− φk

ζ(s)1/dk
1γk

)
−
∂s

+ ∂x

(
nk

ap(s)

p!

(
log

a(s)1/n0

s− φk

− cp
n0

))
∞,≥0

∂s

− ∂x

(
nk

âp(s)

p!

(
log
(
â(s)1/nk(s− φk)

)
− cp

nk

))
φk,≤−1

∂s

+ ∂x

(
nk

a(s)p

p!
log(s− φk)

)
∂s

− ∂x

(∑
j ̸=k

nk
a(s)p

p!
log(s− φk)1γj

)
−
∂s,

∂

∂T̃ s,p−1
= ∂x

(a(s)p
p!

)
∂s.

(ii) For the case of Ω̂(u, s):

∂

∂T̃ ti,l,p
=

∂

∂T ti,l,p
+

1

(p+ 1)!

di
l + di

∂x

(
ζ(s)l/di

(
a(s)p+1 − â(s)p+1

)
1γi

)
+

∂s, l ̸= −di,

∂

∂T̃ h0,j ,p
=

∂

∂T h0,j ,p
+

Γ(1− j/n0)

Γ(2 + p− j/n0)
∂x

(
a(s)1+p−j/n0

)
∞,≥0

∂s,

∂

∂T̃ hk,r,p
=

∂

∂T hk,r,p
− Γ(1− r/nk)

Γ(2 + p− r/nk)
∂x

(
â(s)1+p−r/nk

)
φk,≤−1

∂s, r ̸= nk,

∂

∂T̃ ti,−di
,p
=

∂

∂T ti,−di
,p − ∂x

(
di
ap(s)

p!

(
log

a(s)1/n0

s− φi

− cp
n0

))
∞,≥0

∂s

− ∂x

(
di
ap(s)

p!
log

s− φi

ζ(s)1/di
1γi

)
+

∂s

− ∂x

(∑
j ̸=i

di
a(s)p

p!
log(s− φi)1γj

)
+

∂s,
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∂

∂T̃ hk,nk
,p
=

∂

∂T hk,nk
,p
+ ∂x

(
nk

ap(s)

p!
log

s− φk

ζ(s)1/dk
1γk

)
+

∂s

− ∂x

(
nk

âp(s)

p!
log

s− φk

ζ(s)1/dk
1γk

)
+

∂s

+ ∂x

(
nk

ap(s)

p!

(
log

a(s)1/n0

s− φk

− cp
n0

))
∞,≥0

∂s

− ∂x

(
nk

âp(s)

p!

(
log
(
â(s)1/nk(s− φk)

)
− cp

nk

))
φk,≤−1

∂s

+ ∂x

(
nk

â(s)p

p!
log(s− φk)1γk

)
∂s

+ ∂x

(∑
j ̸=k

nk
a(s)p

p!
log(s− φk)1γj

)
+

∂s,

∂

∂T̃ s,p−1
= ∂x

( â(s)p
p!

)
∂s,

where ∂
∂Tu,p denotes the flow of the principal hierarchy for M corresponding to the

coordinate u ∈ u, as constructed in [30].

We now consider the finite-dimensional reduction of our construction. In the

limit ζ(z) → 0, the infinite-dimensional Frobenius manifold M degenerates to a

finite-dimensional Frobenius manifold (denoted M) defined on the space of rational

functions of the form:

ℓ(z) = zn0 + an0−2z
n0−2 + · · ·+ a1z + a0 +

m∑
i=1

ni∑
j=1

bi,j(z − φi)
−j.

The flat coordinates for M are denoted by h, which correspond to the subset of u

given by:

h = {h0,j | 1 ≤ j ≤ n0 − 1} ∪ {hk,r | 1 ≤ k ≤ m, 0 ≤ r ≤ nk}.

The principal hierarchy for this manifold corresponds to a subhierarchy of the prin-

cipal hierarchy for M, and coincides with the dispersionless limit of the constrained

KP hierarchy for m = 1 [41,42]. Our construction is compatible with this reduction,

yielding the following corollary.
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Corollary 1.3. In the limit ζ(z) → 0, the solutions Ω and Ω̂ both reduce to a single

function F o(h, s), defined by the system

∂α∂βF
o(h, s) =

(
∂αℓ(s)∂βℓ(s)

ℓ′(s)

)
∞,≥0

+
m∑
j=1

(
∂αℓ(s)∂βℓ(s)

ℓ′(s)

)
φj ,≤−1

,

∂sF
o(h, s) = ℓ(s),

which provides a solution to the open WDVV equations for the Frobenius manifold

M .

Moreover, the principal hierarchy for the original flat F-manifold restricts to the

one associated with the F-manifold of F o(h, s), which takes the form:

∂

∂T̃ h0,j ,p
=

∂

∂T h0,j ,p
+

Γ(1− j/n0)

Γ(2 + p− j/n0)
∂x

(
ℓ(s)1+p−j/n0

)
∞,≥0

∂s,

∂

∂T̃ hk,r,p
=

∂

∂T hk,r,p
− Γ(1− r/nk)

Γ(2 + p− r/nk)
∂x

(
ℓ(s)1+p−r/nk

)
φk,≤−1

∂s, r ̸= nk,

∂

∂T̃ hk,nk
,p
=

∂

∂T hk,nk
,p
+ ∂x

(
nk

ℓ(s)p

p!

(
log

(
ℓ(s)1/n0

s− φk

)
− cp

n0

))
∞,≥0

∂s

− ∂x

(
nk

ℓ(s)p

p!

(
log
(
ℓ(s)1/nk(s− φk)

)
− cp

nk

))
φk,≤−1

∂s

+ ∂x

(
nk

ℓ(s)p

p!
log(s− φk)

)
∂s

− ∂x

(∑
j ̸=k

nk
ℓ(s)p

p!
log(s− φk)

)
φj ,≤−1

∂s,

∂

∂T̃ s,p−1
= ∂x

(ℓ(s)p
p!

)
∂s,

where ∂
∂Tu,p denotes the flow of the principal hierarchy for M corresponding to u ∈ h.

In the special case m = 0, our solution for M coincides with the polynomial

solution for the A-type singularity constructed by Basalaev and Buryak [40]. Their

construction, based on open Saito theory, yields a solution whose series expansion

in the variable s reveals the transition functions between the flat and unfolding

coordinates of the underlying Frobenius manifold. Furthermore, this solution is

known to coincide with the generating function for intersection numbers in open

r-spin theory [34]. In particular, for the case where m = 0 and n0 = 2, the principal
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hierarchy for our solution coincides with the dispersionless limit of the Burgers-KdV

hierarchy [35], whose tau-tuple was studied in [43].

Another type of reduction involves restricting to the fixed points of M under the

involution ι on P1 defined by z → −z. We assume the parameters and domains

satisfy the symmetry conditions:

m = 2m′ + 1, n0 = 2n′
0, n1 = 2n′

1, n2j−2 = n2j−1 = n′
j, 2 ≤ j ≤ m′ + 1,

and

ι(D1) = D1, ι(D2j−2) = D2j−1, 2 ≤ j ≤ m′ + 1.

With these assumptions, we denote by M̂ the submanifold of M consisting of the

fixed points of ι, that is, points a⃗ = (a(z), â(z)) ∈ M satisfying:

a(z) = a(−z), â(z) = â(−z).

The metric ⟨·, ·⟩η on M can be restricted to M̂, which has a set of flat coordinates

û = t̂ ∪ ĥ,

where

t̂ = {t1,2l−1 | l ∈ Z} ∪ {t2i−2,l | 2 ≤ i ≤ m′ + 1, l ∈ Z};

ĥ = {h0,2j−1 | 1 ≤ j ≤ n′
0} ∪ {h1,2j−1 | 1 ≤ j ≤ n′

1}

∪ {h2k−2,r | 2 ≤ k ≤ m′ + 1, 0 ≤ r ≤ n′
k}.

Corollary 1.4. The Frobenius manifold structure on M, as well as the subhierarchy

defined by the flows:

{ ∂

∂T t1,2l−1
}s∈Z ∪ { ∂

∂T t2i−2,l
− ∂

∂T t2i−1,l
}2≤i≤m′+1;l∈Z

and

{ ∂

∂T h0,2j−1
}1≤j≤n′

0
∪ { ∂

∂T h1,2j−1
}1≤j≤n′

1
∪ { ∂

∂T h2k−2,r
− ∂

∂T h2k−1,r
}2≤k≤m′+1;0≤r≤n′

k

can be restricted to M̂, constituting its Frobenius manifold structure and principal

hierarchy.

Furthermore, the solutions Ω and Ω̂ remain solutions to the open WDVV equations

upon restriction to M̂. The associated principal hierarchies are then given by the

restriction of the corresponding flows (defined on M×Dext and M×Dint) to M̂×
Dext and M̂ ×Dint, respectively.

The Frobenius manifold structure on M̂, which is a generalization of that under-

lying the two-component BKP hierarchy [13] (corresponding to the case m′ = 0),
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degenerates in the limit ζ(z) → 0 to the corresponding structure on the space M̂ of

rational functions of the form:

ℓ(z) = z2n
′
0 +

n′
0−1∑
j=0

b0,jz
2j +

n′
1∑

j=1

b1,jz
−2j +

m′+1∑
i=2

n′
i∑

j=1

bi,j(z
2 − bi,0)

−j.

This structure coincides with that on the orbit space of the Coxeter group of D

type [44], which corresponds to the case m′ = 0 and n′
1 = 1. Furthermore, the

principal hierarchy for this case is the dispersionless limit of the Drinfeld-Sokolov

hierarchy of D type [45,46].

Corollary 1.5. In the limit ζ(z) → 0, the solutions Ω and Ω̂ (which remain so-

lutions for M̂) both reduce to a single function F o(ĥ, s), which provides a solution

to the open WDVV equations for M̂ . Furthermore, the principal hierarchy for the

associated flat F-manifold is obtained by restricting the corresponding flows{
∂

∂T̃ h0,2j−1

}
1≤j≤n′

0

∪
{

∂

∂T̃ h1,2j−1

}
1≤j≤n′

1

∪
{

∂

∂T̃ h2k−2,r

− ∂

∂T̃ h2k−1,r

}
2≤k≤m′+1; 0≤r≤n′

k

(defined on M×Dext or M×Dint) to M̂ and subsequently taking the limit ζ(z) → 0.

In the special case where m′ = 0 and n′
1 = 1, our solution for M̂ coincides with

the polynomial solution for the D-type singularity constructed by Basalaev and

Buryak [40]. We hope that our result will inspire the construction of a dispersive

hierarchy for this case, analogous to the A-type case, or more generally, an open-type

Drinfeld-Sokolov hierarchy.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the essential aspects

of the infinite-dimensional Frobenius manifold structure on M that are necessary

for the proofs of our main theorems. Section 3 is devoted to the proofs of Theorem

1.1 and Theorem 1.2. In Section 4, we study the reductions of our construction,

proving Corollaries 1.3–1.5.

2. Frobenius manifold structure on M

In this section, we recall the construction of the infinite-dimensional Frobenius

manifold structure on M introduced in [30], focusing on the explicit formulas that

are essential for the proofs of our main theorems.

2.1. Invariant metric. Given a point a⃗ = (a(z), â(z)) ∈ M, we identify any vector

X in the tangent space Ta⃗M with the derivative (∂Xa(z), ∂X â(z)). The invariant

metric on M is defined by

⟨X1, X2⟩η = − 1

2πi

m∑
j=1

∮
γj

∂1ζ(z)∂2ζ(z)

ζ ′(z)
dz −

(
Res
z=∞

+
m∑
j=1

Res
z=φj

)
∂1ℓ(z)∂2ℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)
dz,

(2.1)
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where ∂ν = ∂Xν for ν = 1, 2, and the components ζ(z), ℓ(z) are as defined in (1.3).

The dual description of the metric is given by a linear map η : H×H → Ta⃗M as

η(ω(z), ω̂(z)) =
(
a′(z)(ω(z) + ω̂(z))− − (ω(z)a′(z) + ω̂(z)â′(z))−,

− â′(z)(ω(z) + ω̂(z))+ + (ω(z)a′(z) + ω̂(z)â′(z))+
)
, (2.2)

which satisfies

⟨ω⃗, X⟩ = ⟨η(ω⃗), X⟩η, (2.3)

where

⟨ω⃗, X⟩ := 1

2πi

m∑
j=1

∮
γj

(ω(z)∂Xa(z) + ω̂(z)∂X â(z)) dz. (2.4)

The surjectivity of the map η, established in [30], allows for the identification of the

cotangent space with the quotient space:

T ∗
a⃗M = (H×H)/ ker η. (2.5)

2.2. Flat coordinates. The flatness of the metric η was established by explicitly

constructing the flat coordinates u (see (1.5)), which are defined as the coefficients

of the Laurent expansions of the inverse functions of ζ(z) and ℓ(z), as follows:

z =
∑
s∈Z

tj,sζ(z)
s/dj , z ∈ γj;

z = ℓ(z)1/n0 − h0,1ℓ(z)
−1/n0 − h0,2ℓ(z)

−2/n0 − · · · , z → ∞;

z = hj,0 + hj,1ℓ(z)
−1/nj + hj,2ℓ(z)

−2/nj + · · · , z → φj.

The tangent vectors corresponding to these coordinates can be computed explicitly:

∂a⃗

∂ti,s
=
(
−(ζ(z)s/diζ ′(z)1γi)−, (ζ(z)

s/diζ ′(z)1γi)+
)
, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, s ∈ Z;

∂a⃗

∂h0,j

=
(
(ℓ′(z)ℓ(z)−j/n0)∞,≥0, (ℓ

′(z)ℓ(z)−j/n0)∞,≥0

)
, 1 ≤ j ≤ n0 − 1;

∂a⃗

∂hk,r

=
(
−(ℓ′(z)ℓ(z)−r/nk)φk,≤−1,−(ℓ′(z)ℓ(z)−r/nk)φk,≤−1

)
, 1 ≤ k ≤ m, 0 ≤ r ≤ nk.

The only non-vanishing components of the metric in this basis are:〈
∂

∂ti,s
,

∂

∂ti,s′

〉
η

= −diδ−di,s+s′ ,〈
∂

∂h0,j

,
∂

∂h0,j′

〉
η

= n0δn0,j+j′ ,〈
∂

∂hk,r

,
∂

∂hk,r′

〉
η

= nkδnk,r+r′ .
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2.3. Levi-Civita connection. The Levi-Civita connection ∇ associated with the

metric ⟨·, ·⟩η is given by the following expression for the covariant derivative of a

vector field ∂2 along ∂1:

(∇∂1∂2)(⃗a) =

(
∂1∂2a(z)−

(
∂1ζ(z)∂2ζ(z)

ζ ′(z)

)′

−
−
(
∂1ℓ(z)∂2ℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)′

∞,≥0

−
m∑
j=1

(
∂1ℓ(z)∂2ℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)′

φj ,≤−1

,

∂1∂2â(z) +

(
∂1ζ(z)∂2ζ(z)

ζ ′(z)

)′

+

−
(
∂1ℓ(z)∂2ℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)′

∞,≥0

−
m∑
j=1

(
∂1ℓ(z)∂2ℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)′

φj ,≤−1

)
. (2.6)

2.4. Multiplication structure. The Frobenius manifold structure includes a com-

mutative and associative multiplication ◦ on each tangent space Ta⃗M, which is con-

structed in two steps. First, a commutative and associative multiplication is defined

on the ambient space H×H by the formula:

ω⃗1 ◦ ω⃗2 =
(
ω2(ω1a

′)+ − ω1(ω2a
′)− − ω2(ω̂1â

′)− − ω1(ω̂2â
′)−,

ω̂2(ω̂1â
′)+ − ω̂1(ω̂2â

′)− + ω̂1(ω2a
′)+ + ω̂2(ω1a

′)+

)
,

which then induces the multiplication on the tangent space via the map η:

ξ⃗1 ◦ ξ⃗2 = η
(
η−1(ξ⃗1) ◦ η−1(ξ⃗2)

)
, ξ⃗1, ξ⃗2 ∈ Ta⃗M. (2.7)

This definition is well-defined, as it is independent of the choice of preimages, and

possesses an identity element e given by:

e =


m∑
i=1

(
∂

∂ti,0
+

∂

∂hi,0

)
, n0 = 1;

1

n0

∂

∂h0,n0−1

, n0 ≥ 2.

The action of this multiplication is also described by a family of linear maps Cξ⃗ :

T ∗
a⃗M → Ta⃗M, indexed by a tangent vector ξ⃗ = (ξ, ξ̂) ∈ Ta⃗M. This operator is

defined for a covector ω⃗ = (ω, ω̂) by the formula:

Cξ⃗(ω⃗) =
(
a′(ωξ + ω̂ξ̂)− − ξ(ωa′ + ω̂â′)−, −â′(ωξ + ω̂ξ̂)+ + ξ̂(ωa′ + ω̂â′)+

)
. (2.8)

It is related to the tangent space multiplication via the identity:

Cξ⃗(ω⃗) = ξ⃗ ◦ η(ω⃗). (2.9)
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2.5. Principal hierarchy. The Frobenius manifold M is naturally endowed with

the principal hierarchy, which is a system of commuting Hamiltonian flows defined

on the loop space of M, denoted by ∂
∂Tu,p for each coordinate u ∈ u and integer

p ≥ 0. For the sake of brevity, we list only two representative sets of these flows:

∂a⃗

∂T h0,j ,p
=

Γ(1− j/n0)

Γ(2 + p− j/n0)

({
(a1+p−j/n0)∞,≥0, a

}
,
{
(a1+p−j/n0)∞,≥0, â

})
;

∂a⃗

∂T hk,r,p
=

Γ(1− r/nk)

Γ(2 + p− r/nk)

({
−(â1+p−r/nk)φk,≤−1, a

}
,
{
−(â1+p−r/nk)φk,≤−1, â

})
,

where r ̸= nk and the bracket {·, ·} for two functions f(z) and g(z) is defined by

{f, g} :=
∂f

∂z

∂g

∂x
− ∂g

∂z

∂f

∂x
. (2.10)

The remaining flows, particularly those corresponding to the coordinates ti,s and

hk,nk
, are considerably more involved; their full explicit forms can be found in [30].

A key result established in [30] is that the genus-zero Whitham hierarchy is a sub-

hierarchy of this principal hierarchy.

3. Proofs of the Main Theorems

In this section, we provide the proofs of our main results, Theorem 1.1 and Theo-

rem 1.2. We begin by reviewing the essential concepts of flat F-manifolds and their

associated principal hierarchies.

3.1. Flat F-manifolds and principal hierarchy. First, we recall the definition

of a flat F-manifold, following [47–49]. A flat F-manifold is a quadruple (N ,∇, ◦, e)
consisting of an analytic manifold N , a flat and torsion-free connection ∇ on its

tangent bundle, a commutative and associative multiplication ◦ on each tangent

space, and a unity vector field e satisfying ∇e = 0. Furthermore, the multiplication

must be expressible in terms of a vector potential Ψ as

X ◦ Y = [X, [Y,Ψ]]

for any flat vector fields X and Y .

A primary source of such structures is the set of open WDVV equations:

cδαβ
∂F o(t, s)

∂tδ∂tγ
+

∂F o(t, s)

∂tα∂tβ
∂F o(t, s)

∂tγ∂s
= cδβγ

∂F o(t, s)

∂tδ∂tα
+

∂F o(t, s)

∂tβ∂tγ
∂F o(t, s)

∂tα∂s

and

cδαβ
∂F o(t, s)

∂tδ∂s
+

∂F o(t, s)

∂tα∂tβ
∂F o(t, s)

∂s∂s
=

∂F o(t, s)

∂tα∂s

∂F o(t, s)

∂tβ∂s
,

where cδαβ are the structure constants of an underlying Frobenius manifold N (we

assume the Einstein summation convention for repeated indices). As observed by

P. Rossi, any solution F o(t, s) to these equations defines a flat F-manifold structure
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on the product space N × U , where U is a certain domain in C with coordinate s.

The vector potential for this structure is given by

Ψ =
∂F (t)

∂tα
ηαβ

∂

∂tβ
+ F o(t, s)

∂

∂s
. (3.1)

Here, F (t) is the prepotential of N .

The notion of a principal hierarchy extends to this setting [48]. A calibration for

a flat F-manifold is a set of vector fields {Θtα,p}p≥0 satisfying the recursive relation

∇XΘtα,p+1 = Θtα,p ◦X, (3.2)

for any vector field X, with the initial condition Θtα,0 =
∂

∂tα
, where t = {tα} are the

flat coordinates of the connection ∇. The associated principal hierarchy is then the

system of flows on the loop space of N defined by:

∂tα(x)

∂T tβ ,p
= Θtβ ,p;δ(t(x))c

α
δγ

∂tγ(x)

∂x
, (3.3)

where Θtβ ,p;δ denotes the
∂
∂tδ

-component of Θtβ ,p.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on a key result from

[49], which provides a method to construct solutions to the open WDVV equations.

Lemma 3.1. Let N be a Frobenius manifold with flat coordinates t = {t1, . . . , tn},
and let f(t, s) be a smooth function on N × U such that ∂sf ̸= 0. If f satisfies the

equation

∂α∂βf = ∂s

(
∂αf∂βf − cδαβ∂δf

∂sf

)
, α, β = 1, . . . , n, (3.4)

where ∂α = ∂
∂tα

, then the function F o = F o(t, s) determined by the system

∂α∂βF
o =

∂αf∂βf − cδαβ∂δf

∂sf
, ∂sF

o = f, (3.5)

provides a solution to the open WDVV equations for N .

Our proof strategy is to apply Lemma 3.1 to the infinite-dimensional Frobenius

manifold M. We will show that the functions f = a(s) and f = â(s) satisfy the

required condition (3.4). To this end, we first need an explicit expression for the

right-hand side of (3.4) in our specific setting, which is derived in the following

lemma.
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Lemma 3.2. For any tangent vectors ∂1, ∂2 ∈ Ta⃗M, the following identities hold:

∂1a(z)∂2a(z)− (∂1 ◦ ∂2)a(z)
a′(z)

=

(
∂1ζ(z)∂2ζ(z)

ζ ′(z)

)
−
+

(
∂1ℓ(z)∂2ℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)
∞,≥0

+
m∑
j=1

(
∂1ℓ(z)∂2ℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)
φj ,≤−1

,

(3.6)

∂1â(z)∂2â(z)− (∂1 ◦ ∂2)â(z)
â′(z)

= −
(
∂1ζ(z)∂2ζ(z)

ζ ′(z)

)
+

+

(
∂1ℓ(z)∂2ℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)
∞,≥0

+
m∑
j=1

(
∂1ℓ(z)∂2ℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)
φj ,≤−1

.

(3.7)

Proof. We prove only (3.6); the proof of (3.7) is entirely analogous.

Denote ξ⃗ν = (ξν(z), ξ̂ν(z)) = ∂ν a⃗ for ν = 1, 2. Since the map η is surjective, we

can write ξ⃗ν = η(ω⃗ν) for some ω⃗ν = (ων(z), ω̂ν(z)) ∈ H ×H. From the definition of

the tangent space multiplication (2.7) and the operator Cξ⃗ (2.9), we have

(∂1 ◦ ∂2)⃗a = ξ⃗1 ◦ ξ⃗2 = Cξ⃗1
ω⃗2.

By substituting the explicit formulas for ξ2(z) (as the first component of η(ω⃗2)) and

the first component of Cξ⃗1
ω⃗2, a direct calculation shows that

∂1a(z)∂2a(z) = ξ1(z)
(
a′(z)(ω2(z) + ω̂2(z))− − (ω2(z)a

′(z) + ω̂2(z)â
′(z))−

)
,

(∂1 ◦ ∂2)a(z) = a′(z)(ω2(z)ξ1(z) + ω̂2(z)ξ̂1(z))− − ξ1(z)(ω2(z)a
′(z) + ω̂2(z)â

′(z))−.

Thus, dividing the difference by a′(z), the left-hand side of (3.6) simplifies to:

∂1a(z)∂2a(z)− (∂1 ◦ ∂2)a(z)
a′(z)

= ξ1(z)(ω2(z) + ω̂2(z))− − (ξ1(z)ω2(z) + ξ̂1(z)ω̂2(z))−.

We now express the terms on the right-hand side of (3.6) in terms of ξ⃗1 and ω⃗2.

This is accomplished using the following identities from [30]:

ξν(z)− ξ̂ν(z) = −ζ ′(z)(ων(z)+ − ω̂ν(z)−), (3.8)(
ξν(z)

a′(z)

)
∞,≥−n0+1

=

(
(ων(z) + ω̂ν(z))−

)
∞,≥−n0+1

, (3.9)(
ξ̂ν(z)

â′(z)

)
φj ,≤nj

= −
(
(ων(z) + ω̂ν(z))+

)
φj ,≤nj

, 1 ≤ j ≤ m. (3.10)
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Applying these identities, we obtain the terms on the right-hand side of (3.6) as:

∂1ζ(z)∂2ζ(z)

ζ ′(z)
= −(ξ1(z)− ξ̂1(z))(ω2(z)+ − ω̂2(z)−),(

∂1ℓ(z)∂2ℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)
∞,≥0

=

(
ξ1(z)ξ2(z)

a′(z)

)
∞,≥0

=
(
(ω2(z) + ω̂2(z))−ξ1(z)

)
+
,

m∑
j=1

(
∂1ℓ(z)∂2ℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)
φj ,≤−1

= −
(
(ω2(z) + ω̂2(z))+ξ̂1(z)

)
−.

Summing these three terms recovers the expression for the left-hand side. This

completes the proof of (3.6). □

We now complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. Since the coordinates u are flat,

the covariant derivatives of the basis vector fields vanish, i.e., ∇∂α∂β = 0 for any

α, β ∈ u. Substituting this into the definition of the Levi-Civita connection (2.6),

we find that

∂α∂βa(z) =

(
∂αζ(z)∂βζ(z)

ζ ′(z)

)′

−
+

(
∂αℓ(z)∂βℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)′

∞,≥0

+
m∑
j=1

(
∂αℓ(z)∂βℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)′

φj ,≤−1

and

∂α∂βâ(z) = −
(
∂αζ(z)∂βζ(z)

ζ ′(z)

)′

+

+

(
∂αℓ(z)∂βℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)′

∞,≥0

+
m∑
j=1

(
∂αℓ(z)∂βℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)′

φj ,≤−1

.

A comparison of the above expressions for ∂α∂βa(z) and ∂α∂βâ(z) with the identities

in Lemma 3.2 shows that the condition (3.4) of Lemma 3.1 is satisfied for f = a(s)

and f = â(s), respectively. The existence of the solutions Ω and Ω̂ as defined in

Theorem 1.1 is thus established. □

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2. We now construct the principal hierarchy for the flat

F-manifold structures associated with the solutions Ω and Ω̂. By definition, this

requires us to determine a set of vector fields

Θu,p =
∑
α∈u

Θu,p;α∂α +Θu,p;s∂s, u ∈ u ∪ {s}, p ≥ 0,

on the extended manifold M×U . These vector fields are defined recursively by the

relation

∇ext
X Θu,p+1 = X ⋆Θu,p (3.11)

for any vector fieldX =
∑

u∈u∪{s}Xu∂u onM×U , together with the initial condition

Θu,0 = ∂u, u ∈ u ∪ {s}. (3.12)
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Here, ∇ext is the affine connection on M × U with respect to the flat coordinates

u∪{s}. The operation ⋆ is the multiplication of the flat F-manifold structure, with

its components given by:

∂α ⋆ ∂β = ∂α ◦ ∂β + ∂α∂βF
o(u, s)∂s, α, β ∈ u;

∂α ⋆ ∂s = ∂αf(s)∂s;

∂s ⋆ ∂s = f ′(s)∂s.

This general framework applies to our two cases, corresponding to (F o, f) = (Ω, a(s))

and (F o, f) = (Ω̂, â(s)), respectively.

For the case of f = a(s) and F o = Ω, we propose the following ansatz for the

vector fields Θu,p:∑
α∈u

Θu,p;α∂αa⃗(z) = η

(
∂Qu,p(a(z), â(z))

∂a
,
∂Qu,p(a(z), â(z))

∂â

)
, (3.13)

Θu,p;s = −(Qu,p−1(a(s), â(s)))− + Q̃u,p−1(a(s)) (3.14)

for indices u ∈ u, and

Θs,p;α = 0, α ∈ u; Θs,p;s =
a(s)p

p!
, (3.15)

where Qu,p and Q̃u,p are required to satisfy

∂Qu,p

∂a
+

∂Qu,p

∂â
= Qu,p−1,

dQ̃u,p

da
= Q̃u,p−1, p ≥ 0. (3.16)

We now verify that this ansatz satisfies the recursive relation (3.11). Expanding

the left-hand side of (3.11), we obtain:1

∇ext
X Θu,p+1 =

∑
α∈u

∇Xα∂αΘu,p+1 +Xs∇∂sΘu,p+1

=
∑
α∈u

∇Xα∂α

(∑
β∈u

Θu,p+1;β∂β

)
+
∑
α∈u

Xα(∂αΘu,p+1;s)∂s

+
∑
α∈u

Xs(∂sΘu,p+1;α)∂α +Xs(∂sΘu,p+1;s)∂s.

1We remark that although the sums in the following expansions range over the infinite set of

indices u, they represent well-defined vector fields on M. This is guaranteed by the fact that the

connection ∇ and the multiplication ◦ are intrinsically defined via the explicit formulas given in

Section 2 (see (2.6) and (2.7), respectively).
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Similarly, expanding the ⋆-product on the right-hand side of (3.11) yields:

X ⋆Θu,p =
∑
α,β∈u

XαΘu,p;β∂α ◦ ∂β +
∑
α,β∈u

XαΘu,p;β(∂α∂βΩ)∂s

+
∑
α∈u

XαΘu,p;s(∂α∂sΩ)∂s +
∑
α∈u

XsΘu,p;α(∂α∂sΩ)∂s

+XsΘu,p;s(∂
2
sΩ)∂s.

The following identity has been established in the construction of the principal

hierarchy for M in [30]:∑
α∈u

∇Xα∂α

(∑
β∈u

Θu,p+1;β∂β

)
=
∑
α,β∈u

XαΘu,p;β∂α ◦ ∂β.

Furthermore, since the components Θu,p;α are independent of s, we have

∂sΘu,p;α = 0, α ∈ u.

The verification of (3.11) thus reduces to proving the equality of the components

along the vector field ∂s, as follows:∑
α∈u

Xα∂αΘu,p+1;s +Xs∂sΘu,p+1;s =
∑
α,β∈u

XαΘu,p;β∂α∂βΩ +
∑
α∈u

XαΘu,p;s(∂α∂sΩ)

+
∑
α∈u

XsΘu,p;α(∂α∂sΩ) +XsΘu,p;s∂
2
sΩ.

Using the explicit form of Θu,p+1;s from our ansatz, the left-hand side becomes:

−
(∑

α∈u

Xα∂αQu,p(⃗a(s))

)
−
−Xs(∂sQu,p(⃗a(s)))−

+
∑
α∈u

Xα∂αQ̃u,p(a(s)) +Xs∂sQ̃u,p(a(s)).

We analyze the three groups of terms on the right-hand side separately. The first

term, involving ∂α∂βΩ, can be expressed using Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 3.2 as:∑
α,β∈u XαΘu,p;β∂αa(s)∂βa(s)−

(
∂X ◦ ∂∑

α∈u Θu,p;α∂α

)
a(s)

a′(s)

= −
(
∑

α∈uXα∂αa(s))(Qu,p(⃗a(s)))
′
−

a′(s)
+

(∑
α∈u

Xα∂αa(s)

)
(Qu,p−1(⃗a(s)))−

+
(
∑

α∈u Xα∂αa(s))(Qu,p(⃗a(s)))
′
−

a′(s)
−
(∑

α∈u

Xα∂αQu,p(⃗a(s))

)
−

=

(∑
α∈u

Xα∂αa(s)

)
(Qu,p−1(⃗a(s)))− −

(∑
α∈u

Xα∂αQu,p(⃗a(s))

)
−
.
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The second term, involving ∂α∂sΩ, evaluates to:

∑
α∈u

XαΘu,p;s(∂α∂sΩ) = −
(∑

α∈u

Xα∂αa(s)

)
(Qu,p−1(⃗a(s)))−+

(∑
α∈u

Xα∂αa(s)

)
Q̃u,p−1(a(s)).

(3.17)

The last two terms simplify to:

∑
α∈u

XsΘu,p;α(∂α∂sΩ) +XsΘu,p;s∂
2
sΩ

= Xs

(
−(Qu,p(⃗a(s)))

′
− + a′(s)(Qu,p−1(⃗a(s)))−

)
−Xsa

′(s)(Qu,p−1(⃗a(s)))− +Xsa
′(s)Q̃u,p−1(a(s))

= −Xs(Qu,p(⃗a(s)))
′
− +Xsa

′(s)Q̃u,p−1(a(s)). (3.18)

Summing these three results and using the equality (3.16), we find that the right-

hand side is identical to the expression for the left-hand side. This confirms the

identity (3.11).

By choosing the explicit forms for Qu,p and Q̃u,p as follows:2

Qti,l,p =
1

(p+ 1)!

di
l + di

ζ(z)l/di
(
a(z)p+1 − â(z)p+1

)
1γi , l ̸= −di;

Qh0,j ,p =
Γ(1− j/n0)

Γ(2 + p− j/n0)
a(z)1+p−j/n0 ;

Qhk,r,p =
Γ(1− r/nk)

Γ(2 + p− r/nk)
â(z)1+p−r/nk1γk , r ̸= nk;

Qti,−di
,p = −di

a(z)p

p!

(
log

a(z)1/n0

ζ(z)1/di
− cp

n0

)
1γi

− di
∑
j ̸=i

a(z)p

p!

(
log a(z)1/n0 − cp

n0

)
1γj ;

Qhk,nk
,p = nk

â(z)p

p!

(
log
(
ζ(z)1/dk â(z)1/nk

)
− cp

nk

)
1γk −

nk

dk
Qtk,−dk

,p,

2Strictly speaking, Qu,p involves fractional powers and logarithms, requiring restrictions on

winding numbers. However, following the strategy in [30], one can derive explicit expressions for

Θu,p that are independent of these branch cuts. Thus, the constructed vector fields are globally

well-defined.
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and

Q̃ti,l,p = 0, l ̸= −di;

Q̃h0,j ,p = Qh0,j ,p;

Q̃hk,r,p = 0, r ̸= nk;

Q̃ti,−di
,p = −di

a(z)p

p!

(
log a(z)1/n0 − cp

n0

)
;

Q̃hk,nk
,p = nk

a(z)p

p!

(
log a(z)1/n0 − cp

n0

)
,

with

Qu,−1 :=
∂Qu,0

∂a
+

∂Qu,0

∂â
, Q̃u,−1 :=

dQ̃u,0

da
,

one can then verify that this choice ensures that the resulting vector fields Θu,p

satisfy the initial condition (3.12).

For the case of f = â(s) and F o = Ω̂, the ansatz for the vector fields Θu,p is given

by: ∑
α∈u

Θu,p;α∂αa⃗(z) = η

(
∂Qu,p(a(z), â(z))

∂a
,
∂Qu,p(a(z), â(z))

∂â

)
, (3.19)

Θu,p;s = (Qu,p−1(a(s), â(s)))+ + Q̃u,p−1(â(s)) (3.20)

for u ∈ u, and

Θs,p;α = 0, α ∈ u; Θs,p;s =
â(s)p

p!
, (3.21)

where Qu,p(a, â) and Q̃u,p(â) are required to satisfy

∂Qu,p

∂a
+

∂Qu,p

∂â
= Qu,p−1,

dQ̃u,p

dâ
= Q̃u,p−1, p ≥ 0.

A similar calculation shows that the recursive relation (3.11) holds. In this case, the

functions Qu,p are taken to be the same as in the previous case, while Q̃u,p(â) are

given by:

Q̃ti,l,p = 0, l ̸= −di;

Q̃h0,j ,p = 0;

Q̃hk,r,p = −Qhk,r,p, r ̸= nk;

Q̃ti,−di
,p = 0;

Q̃hk,nk
,p = −nk

â(z)p

p!

(
log
(
â(z)1/nk

)
− cp

nk

)
1γk ,
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with

Q̃u,−1 :=
dQ̃u,0

dâ
.

It can then be verified that this construction satisfies the initial condition (3.12).

We now use the calibration Θu,p defined above to construct the corresponding

principal hierarchy. The flows of this hierarchy, denoted by ∂

∂T̃u,p
, are given by the

definition (3.3):

∂

∂T̃ u,p
= Θu,p ⋆

∑
v∈u∪{s}

vx∂v

=
∑
α∈u

Θu,p;α∂α ◦
∑

v∈u∪{s}

vx∂v +
∑
v,β∈u

vxΘu,p;β(∂v∂βF
o)∂s

+
∑
v∈u

vxΘu,p;s(∂v∂sF
o)∂s +

∑
α∈u

sxΘu,p;α(∂α∂sF
o)∂s + sxΘu,p;s(∂

2
sF

o)∂s.

We denote the principal hierarchy for the underlying Frobenius manifold M by

∂

∂T u,p
=
∑
α∈u

Θu,p;α∂α ◦
∑

v∈u∪{s}

vx∂v, u ∈ u.

For the case of (F o, f) = (Ω, a(s)), an application of the identities (3.17) and (3.18)

yields the flows for u ∈ u as:

∂

∂T̃ u,p
=

∂

∂T u,p
−
(∑

v∈u

vx∂vQu,p(⃗a(s)) + sx∂sQu,p(⃗a(s))

)
−
∂s

+

(∑
v∈u

vx∂vQ̃u,p(a(s)) + sx∂sQ̃u,p(a(s))

)
∂s

=
∂

∂T u,p
− ∂x(Qu,p(⃗a(s)))−∂s + ∂xQ̃u,p(a(s))∂s,

and
∂

∂T̃ s,p−1
= ∂x

(
a(s)p

p!

)
∂s.

For the case of (F o, f) = (Ω̂, â(s)), a similar calculation shows that

∂

∂T̃ u,p
=

∂

∂T u,p
+

(∑
v∈u

vx∂vQu,p(⃗a(s)) + sx∂sQu,p(⃗a(s))

)
+

∂s

+

(∑
v∈u

vx∂vQ̃u,p(â(s)) + sx∂sQ̃u,p(â(s))

)
∂s

=
∂

∂T u,p
+ ∂x(Qu,p(⃗a(s)))+∂s + ∂xQ̃u,p(â(s))∂s, u ∈ u,

and
∂

∂T̃ s,p−1
= ∂x

(
â(s)p

p!

)
∂s.
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Substituting the explicit forms of Qu,p and Q̃u,p into these expressions yields the

explicit form of the principal hierarchy, thus completing the proof of Theorem 1.2.

□

4. Reductions

In this section, we prove Corollaries 1.3–1.5 by investigating the reductions of the

construction presented in the previous section to specific submanifolds of M.

4.1. Proof of Corollary 1.3. Recall that the Frobenius manifold M consists of

rational functions of the form

ℓ(z) = zn0 + an0−2z
n0−2 + · · ·+ a1z + a0 +

m∑
i=1

ni∑
j=1

bi,j(z − φi)
−j, (4.1)

equipped with the flat metric

⟨∂′, ∂′′⟩η =
∑
|ℓ|<∞

Res
dℓ=0

∂′(ℓ(z)dz) ∂′′(ℓ(z)dz)

dℓ(z)
,

and a multiplication ◦ defined by the symmetric 3-tensor

c(∂′, ∂′′, ∂′′′) :=
∑
|ℓ|<∞

Res
dℓ=0

∂′(ℓ(z)dz) ∂′′(ℓ(z)dz) ∂′′′(ℓ(z)dz)

dℓ(z)dz

via the relation

⟨∂′ ◦ ∂′′, ∂′′′⟩η = c(∂′, ∂′′, ∂′′′),

where ∂′, ∂′′, ∂′′′ ∈ Vect(M).

The proof of Corollary 1.3 follows from a direct comparison of the explicit for-

mulas for the Frobenius structures of M and M. As shown in [50], the Levi-Civita

connection on M is given by:

(∇∂1∂2)(ℓ(z)) = ∂1∂2ℓ(z)−
(
∂1ℓ(z)∂2ℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)′

∞,≥0

−
m∑
j=1

(
∂1ℓ(z)∂2ℓ(z)

ℓ′(z)

)′

φj ,≤−1

. (4.2)

A direct verification shows that this expression is precisely the limit of the connection

on M, given by equation (2.6), as ζ(z) → 0.

Furthermore, the dual description of the multiplication for M is described as

follows. We represent a covector in T ∗
ℓ(z)M by an element ω(z) ∈ H via the pairing:

⟨ω(z), X⟩ := 1

2πi

m∑
j=1

∮
γj

ω(z)∂Xℓ(z) dz. (4.3)

The linear map η : H → Tℓ(z)M is then given by

η(ω(z)) = −(ω(z))+ℓ
′(z) + (ω(z)ℓ′(z))+ (4.4)
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and it relates to the metric via the identity

⟨ω(z), X⟩ = ⟨η(ω(z)), X⟩η. (4.5)

The multiplication operator CX : T ∗
ℓ(z)M → Tℓ(z)M , indexed by a tangent vector

X ∈ Tℓ(z)M , is defined by the formula

CX(ω(z)) = −(ω(z)∂Xℓ(z))+ℓ
′(z) + (ω(z)ℓ′(z))+∂Xℓ(z), (4.6)

and is related to the tangent space multiplication via

CX(ω(z)) = X ◦ η(ω(z)). (4.7)

A direct comparison shows that in the limit as ζ(z) → 0, the Levi-Civita connec-

tion ∇ and the multiplication operator CX for M reduce precisely to their coun-

terparts on M . Since the proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 rely solely on

these structures, their arguments remain valid in this limit. Corollary 1.3 is thus

established. □

4.2. Proof of Corollaries 1.4 and 1.5. The proofs of these two corollaries are

analogous to that of Corollary 1.3. Recall that M̂ is defined as a submanifold of M
by imposing the following restrictions on the flat coordinates:

t1,2l = 0, t2i−2,l = −t2i−1,l, 2 ≤ i ≤ m′ + 1, l ∈ Z,

and

h0,2j = 0, j = 1, . . . , n′
0;

h2k−2,r = −h2k−1,r, k = 2, . . . ,m′ + 1, r = 0, . . . , n′
k,

which is equivalent to

a(z) = a(−z), â(z) = â(−z)

for a⃗ = (a(z), â(z)) ∈ M̂. One can verify that the Levi-Civita connection ∇ associ-

ated with the restricted metric on M̂ retains the same explicit form as that on M
(see (2.6)).

To provide a dual description of this metric, let Hodd ⊂ H be the subspace of

functions satisfying ω(−z) = −ω(z). Since the projection operators (·)± commute

with the involution ι : z → −z, we have

−ω±(z) = (ω(−z))± = ω±(−z)

for any ω(z) ∈ Hodd. Consequently, the linear map η : H × H → Ta⃗M defined in

(2.2) restricts to a map from Hodd ×Hodd to Ta⃗M̂.

Using the explicit formula (2.8) for the multiplication operator Cξ⃗, it follows that

for any ξ⃗ ∈ Ta⃗M̂, the operator Cξ⃗ restricts to a map from Hodd ×Hodd to Ta⃗M̂.
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Thus, following the construction in [30], we can analogously establish a Frobenius

manifold structure on M̂, which can be viewed as the restriction of the structure

on M. Furthermore, adopting the approach in [30], the principal hierarchy for M̂
is given by the following subhierarchy of that for M:{

∂

∂T t1,2l−1

}
l∈Z

∪
{

∂

∂T t2i−2,l
− ∂

∂T t2i−1,l

}
2≤i≤m′+1; l∈Z

and{
∂

∂T h0,2j−1

}
1≤j≤n′

0

∪
{

∂

∂T h1,2j−1

}
1≤j≤n′

1

∪
{

∂

∂T h2k−2,r
− ∂

∂T h2k−1,r

}
2≤k≤m′+1; 0≤r≤n′

k

.

Finally, the solutions to the open WDVV equations and the associated principal

hierarchy for M̂ are obtained directly by restricting those associated with M. This

completes the proof of Corollary 1.4.

The proof of Corollary 1.5 proceeds analogously to that of Corollary 1.3. It relies

on a direct comparison of the explicit forms of the connection and multiplication

operator on M̂ with those on M̂ (as detailed in [50]). Therefore, we omit the details

for brevity. □
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