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Abstract

We investigate second-order maximally superintegrable systems that arise
from semi-simple and nilpotent Hesse-Frobenius structures. Moreover, we
present a gluing construction method for generating second-order maximally
superintegrable systems on pseudo-Euclidean spaces.

1 Introduction

Let g be a pseudo-Riemannian flat metric on a simply connected and oriented man-
ifold with coordinates x1, . . . , xn. We consider the natural Hamiltonian of the form

H(x, p) = gij(x)pipj + V (x)

(Einstein’s summation convention applies), where (x, p) = (x1, . . . , xn, p1, . . . , pn)
are canonical Darboux coordinates and where V is a potential that depends only on
the position (x1, . . . , xn).

An integral of the motion for H is a function F (x, p) that Poisson commutes
with H, i.e.

{F,H} =
n∑

j=1

(
∂F

∂xj

∂H

∂pj
− ∂H

∂xj

∂F

∂pj

)
= 0.

Integrals of the motion are constant along solutions of Hamilton’s classical equations
of motion.

A maximally superintegrable system for the Hamiltonian H is defined by 2n− 2
additional integrals of the motion F (1), . . . , F (2n−2), such that (H,F (1), . . . , F (2n−2))
are functionally independent. A maximally superintegrable system is second-order
if these integrals of the motion can be chosen to be of the form

F (x, p) = Kij(x)pipj + W (x) .
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It is straightforward to show that the coefficient functions Kij are associated to a
Killing tensor with components Kij, where indices are lowered using the metric g.
Without loss of generality, we assume that Kij = Kji.

Second-order superintegrable Hamiltonian systems have been intensively inves-
tigated from many angles, such as via separation of variables [21, 19], geodesic
equivalence [11, 13, 24, 25, 23, 18], coalgebras [28, 12], via limiting procedures [16,
14, 10] and warped product geometries [17, 20, 36]. A classification exists to date for
second-order superintegrable systems in dimension two, and partially in dimension
three, see [5, 3, 4, 7, 6, 2, 26, 29, 30, 33, 34].

In [15, 9, 8, 22], algebraic geometry was proposed as a promising method to
classify second-order superintegrable systems in arbitrary dimension. Following this
direction, a new geometric approach has recently been developed that remains man-
ageable in arbitrarily high dimension [27, 31, 32, 35, 37]. It naturally incorporates
the underpinning conformal geometry and reveals algebraic-geometric obstructions
relevant from dimension four. Here, we employ this approach to construct second-
order superintegrable systems on pseudo-Euclidean spaces from semi-simple and
nilpotent algebraic structures. More generally, we present a gluing construction
that allows one to obtain such systems in arbitrarily high dimension from lower-
dimensional examples. This construction utilizes the properties of the underlying
Hesse-Frobenius structures, i.e. of the underlying Manin-Frobenius structure that is
compatible with a natural Hessian structure [35, 37].

A Hesse-Frobenius structure for a flat metric g is a commutative and associative
product ⋆ of vector fields such that

1. the Frobenius property g(X ⋆ Y, Z) = g(X, Y ⋆ Z) holds,

2. the differential identity ∇Z ⋆ (X, Y ) = X ⋆ Y ⋆ Z holds.

Consider the tensor C defined via X ⋆ Y = Cijkg
kl∂l. The conditions of a Hesse-

Frobenius manifold are equivalent to

• The tensor defined by Cijk is symmetric in all three indices.

• The Witten-Dijkgraaf-Verlinde-Verlinde equation gab (CijaCklb − cikaCjlb) = 0
holds.

• The condition ∇lCijk = Cijag
abCklb holds.

It is shown in [35, 27] that, given a Hesse-Frobenius structure (g, ⋆) of dimension
n ≥ 3, a second-order maximally superintegrable system is obtained as follows:

Step 1: Compute the structure tensor. From Cijk, we first compute

Tijk = 3

(
Cijk −

1

n
gij g

abCabk

)
,

and then we introduce
T̂ k
ij = Tijag

ak.
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Step 2: Solve for the potential. We integrate

∇2
ijV = T̂ k

ij∂kV +
1

n
gij ∆V (1)

where ∇2
ijV is the Hessian of V , and where ∆V denotes the Laplace-Beltrami oper-

ator. The general solution depends on n+ 2 integration constants cj, 1 ≤ j ≤ n+ 2.

Step 3: Compute the Killing tensors. Once the general solution V is known,
we need to solve (

Ka
[i,j] + Kb

i T̂
a
bj

)
∂aV = 0 , (2)

for any of the potentials V obtained in the previous step, where Kij are the compo-
nents of a Killing tensor for g. Note that, whenever we are able to solve the Killing
equation explicitly for the metric g, the Equation (2) becomes a linear equation
on the integration constants. More specifically, in the previous step we found the
potential in the form (M = n + 2)

V (x) =
M∑
µ=1

cµV
(µ(x) ,

and the Killing tensor in the form (N = (n+1)!(n+2)!
12(n−1)!n!

, cf. [1])

Kij(x) =
N∑
ν=1

βνK
(ν)
ij (x) .

Hence, (2) becomes∑
µ,ν

cµ

(
βνg

abK
(ν)
a[i,j] + βνK

(ν)
ai T̂

k
bj

)
∂kV

(µ) = 0 .

Requiring that it holds for any choice of potentials, we obtain the system∑
ν

βν

(
gabK

(ν)
a[i,j] + K

(ν)
ai T̂

k
bj

)
∂kV

(µ) = 0 , µ = 1, . . . , n + 2 ,

which is a linear system of equations for (β1, . . . , βN).
We remark that the second-order maximally superintegrable systems obtained

in this way are precisely the so-called systems of abundant type. These abundant
systems are precisely the second-order maximally superintegrable systems with (n+
2)-parameter potential for which the integrability conditions of (1) are generically
satisfied and for which (2) then admits 1

2
n(n + 1) independent solutions K.

We also comment that, instead of (2), one could equivalently consider the first-
order closed prolongation for the Killing tensors associated to non-degenerate irre-
ducible second-order superintegrable systems obtained in [27].
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2 Semi-simple Hesse-Frobenius structures

We consider a semi-simple Hesse-Frobenius structure with Riemannian metric. In
the semi-simple case, there exists a frame (ei) such that ei ⋆ ej = eiδij. Hence,
Cijk = δijδjk. Due to associativity of ⋆, [C(ei), C(ej)] = 0 implies [ei, ej] = 0 and
due to the Frobenius property, we have g(ei, ej) = 0. Hence, there exist canonical
coordinates such that

Cijk = λi(x
i) δijδjk and gij = δij.

In order to define a Hesse-Frobenius manifold, Cijk therefore has to satisfy also the
differential condition, which becomes, for each value of j,

∇kλj = λ2
j

A non-zero solution hence satisfies

∇k

(
1

λj

)
= 1 .

We infer
1

λj

= xj + cj,

with integration constant cj. We arrive at the following statement for the semi-
simple case.

Proposition 1. For a semi-simple Hesse-Frobenius manifold, we obtain a second-
order maximally superintegrable system with Hamiltonian

H = pip
i + c0

(
4

m∑
j=1

x2
j +

n∑
j=m+1

x2
j

)
+

m∑
j=1

cjxj +
n∑

j=m+1

cj
x2
j

+ cn+1

for some m with 1 ≤ m ≤ n, up to coordinate changes.

Proof. This is obtained by carrying out the 3-step procedure. The system can also
be found in the literature.

As an example, we consider the 4D Smorodinski-Winternitz system.

H(x, p) = p2 + c0

(
3∑

j=1

(xj)2 + 4x4

)
+

3∑
j=1

cj
(xj)2

+ c4x4 + c5

In dimension four, we have, specifically,

V (x) = c1

(
x2
4

2
+

x2
1

8
+

x2
2

8
+

x2
3

8

)
+ c2x4 −

c3
2x2

1

− c4
2x2

2

− c5
2x2

3

+ c6 .
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The compatible Killing tensors are

K(1) = dx2
1 K(2) = dx2

2

K(3) = dx2
3 K(4) = dx2

4

K(5) = (x2 dx1 − x1 dx2)
2 K(6) = (x3 dx2 − x2 dx3)

2

K(7) = (x3 dx1 − x1 dx3)
2 K(8) = (x4 dx3 − x3 dx4)dx3

K(9) = (x4 dx1 − x1 dx4)dx1 K(10) = (x4 dx2 − x2 dx4) dx2

For systems in other dimensions, the Killing tensors are obtained analogously.

We remark that we symmetric tensor products of 1-forms are denoted as dxi dxj =
1
2

(dxi ⊗ dxj + dxj ⊗ dxi).

3 Nilpotent Hesse-Frobenius structures

We consider a Hesse-Frobenius manifold with a product that is (index-3) nilpotent.
To this end, we consider a commutative, associative product with the Frobenius
property. Denoting the tensor associated to the product by Cijk,

X ⋆ Y := CijkX
iY jgkl∂l ,

we have that Cijk is symmetric, and due to the nilpotency assumption we have

gabCijaCklb = 0 .

The Witten-Dijkgraaf-Verlinde-Verlinde condition is hence satisfied as either term
vanishes independently. We obtain a Hesse-Frobenius manifold if and only if in
addition

∇⋆ = 0

is satisfied, meaning that Cijk must be constant in ∇-affine coordinates.
We give a simple example. Take the 4D, flat metric

g =


0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0


We consider the Frobenius potential

ϕ(x) =
1

6

(
x3
1 + x3

2

)
,

which gives rise to the cubic tensor field

Cijk = δijδik(δi1 + δi2),
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i.e. C = ∇3ϕ = dx1 ⊗ dx1 ⊗ dx1 + dx2 ⊗ dx2 ⊗ dx2. It is straightforwardly checked
that C satisfies the conditions of a Hesse-Frobenius manifold. By integration, one
obtains the superintegrable potential

V =

(
x3
1

2
+ x1x3 +

x2(x
2
2 + 2x4)

2

)
c1

+

(
3x2

1

2
+ x3

)
c2 +

(
3x2

2

2
+ x4

)
c3 + c4x1 + c5x2 + c6

which is compatible with the following integrals of the motion:

K(1) = dx2
1

K(2) = dx2
2

K(3) = dx1 dx3

K(4) = dx2 dx4

K(5) = x3 dx
2
1 − x1 dx1 dx3 +

1

2
dx2

3

K(6) = x4 dx
2
2 − x2 dx2 dx4 +

1

2
dx2

4

K(7) = dx1 dx2

K(8) = x2 dx
2
1 − x1 dx1 dx2 + dx2 dx3

K(9) = x1 dx
2
2 − x2 dx1 dx2 + dx2 dx4

K(10) = (x4 −
1

2
x2
2)dx

2
1 + (x3 −

1

2
x2
1) dx

2
2 + (x1 dx1 − dx3)(x2 dx2 − dx4) .

Note that the system under consideration arises as a product of two 2D second-order
superintegrable systems, via a gluing construction we are going to discuss shortly.
Before doing so, it is worth remarking that the Killing tensors K(1), K(3), K(5) and
K(2), K(4), K(6), respectively, are inherited from the constituent systems, while the
Killing tensors K(7), K(8), K(9) and K(10) arise in the product system.

4 Product spaces

We assume that (U, g, ⋆) and (V, h, ∗) are two Hesse-Frobenius manifolds. We then
consider the product space

M = U ×W

with the metric
G = g + h

and together with the product
⋇ = ⋆ + ∗.

Here, we understand g and h as well as ⋆ and ∗ to be extended trivially to M , such
that

G =

(
g 0
0 h

)
and ⋆ ◦ ∗ = ∗ ◦ ⋆ = 0

6



We hence obtain that ⋇ is commutative and associative, and that it has the Frobe-
nius property with respect to G. Moreover, we find that

∇G(⋆ + ∗) = ∇g ⋆ +∇h∗ = ⋆ ◦ ⋆ + ∗ ◦ ∗ = (⋆ + ∗) ◦ (⋆ + ∗) ,

where ∇G, ∇g and ∇h denote the Levi-Civita connections of G, g and h, respectively.
We furthermore obtain that (M,G,⋇) is also a Hesse-Frobenius structure. It follows
that it gives rise to a second-order superintegrable system on (M,G).

In a straightforward manner, we next infer that, if (U, g, ⋆) and (W,h, ∗) corre-
spond, respectively, to superintegrable potentials

VU and VW ,

then on (M,G) we obtain a natural Hamiltonian with additively separated potential

VM(x, y) = ṼU(x) + ṼW (y) ,

where (x, y) are adapted coordinates on M = U × W and where ṼU and ṼW are
potentials in only one set of variables. These potentials are obtained from VU and
VW , respectively, but are subject to the condition (1), which poses a restriction on
its parameters of the potential. More specifically, the potential VM is subject to the
condition

∇G 2
ij VM = T̂ k

ij∇kVM +
1

n
gij ∆GVM ,

where ∆G is the Laplace-Beltrami operator for G. This condition imposes consis-
tency conditions on the parameters of the individual systems on U and W , respec-
tively.

Note that the examples we have discussed earlier are also of the product form
(M,G,⋇). The product construction allows us to construct further examples from
known ones, and particularly we are able to combine the examples already presented
in order to obtain new systems on the respective product spaces. As an example,
we combine the nilpotent example with the 3D Smorodinski-Winternitz system and
the 1D Harmonic oscillator. We obtain the following 8D Hamiltonian system: its
underlying metric is

G =



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

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


defined on a subset of R4+4 = R8; note that the entries of G that are not shown
are supposed to vanish. The momenta p1, . . . , p4 correspond to x, the remaining
momenta p5 , . . . , p8 to y. The Hamiltonian of the product system thus takes the
form

H = 2p0p2 + 2p1p3 + p24 + p25 + p26 + p27 + V (x, y) ,
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where the potential is of the form

V (x, y) = c1

(
1

2
x3
1 +

1

2
x3
2 + x1x3 + x2x4 +

1

8
x2
5 +

1

8
x2
6 +

1

8
x2
7 +

1

2
x2
8

)
+ c2

(
3x2

1

2
+ x3

)
+ c3

(
3x2

2

2
+ x4

)
+ c4x1 + c5x2

+ c6x8 −
c7

2x2
5

− c8
2x2

6

− c9
2x2

7

+ c10.

This potential is compatible with 1
2
· 8 · 9 = 36 Killing tensors. We are now going to

list these Killing tensors. First, we have the six pure squares of linear momenta

dx2
1 , dx2

2 , as well as dx2
5 , dx2

6 , dx2
7 , dx2

8 ,

then the five mixed squares of linear

dx1 dx2 , dx1 dx3 , dx2 dx4 , and dx1 dx8 , dx2 dx8 .

Next, we have nine symmetric products of the form

(x8 dx5 − x5 dx8)dx5 (x8 dx6 − x6 dx8)dx6 (x8 dx7 − x7 dx8)dx7

(x1 dx7 − x7 dx1)dx7 (x2 dx7 − dx2 x7)dx7 (x2 dx5 − x5 dx2)dx5

(x1 dx6 − x6 dx1)dx6 (x2 dx6 − x6 dx2)dx6 (x1 dx5 − x5 dx1)dx5

and four combinations of the form

(x1 dx2 − x2 dx1)dx2 + dx1 dx4 (x8 dx2 − x2 dx8)dx2 + dx4 dx8

(x2 dx1 − x1 dx2)dx1 + dx2 dx3 (x8 dx1 − x1 dx8)dx1 + dx3 dx8 .

We continue with two Killing tensors of the form

(x3 dx1 − x1 dx3)dx1 +
1

2
dx2

3 and (x4 dx2 − x2 dx4)dx2 +
1

2
dx2

4 ,

and three further ones, namely the pure squares of angular momenta

(x7 dx6 − x6 dx7)
2

(x6 dx5 − x5 dx6)
2

(x7 dx5 − x5 dx7)
2

Finally, we have the six Killing tensors

1

2
(x6 dx1 − x1 dx6)dx1 + (x6 dx3 − x3 dx6)dx6

1

2
(x7 dx1 − x1 dx7)dx1 + (x7 dx3 − x3 dx7)dx7

1

2
(x5 dx1 − x1 dx1)dx5 + (x5 dx3 − x3 dx5)dx5

1

2
(x6 dx2 − x2 dx6)dx2 + (x6 dx4 − x4 dx6)dx6

1

2
(x7 dx2 − x2 dx7)dx2 + (x7 dx4 − x4 dx7)dx7

1

2
(x5 dx2 − x2 dx5)dx2 + (x5 dx4 − x4 dx5)dx5

8



and eventually also the Killing tensor

(x4 −
1

2
x2
2)dx

2
1 + (x3 −

1

2
x2
1) dx

2
2 + (x1 dx1 − dx3)(x2 dx2 − dx4) .

Altogether, we have listed the

6 + 5 + 9 + 4 + 2 + 3 + 6 + 1 = 36

Killing tensors compatible with the 10-parameter potential. Out of these, 3 + 3 +
6 + 1 = 13 are inherited from the two 2D, the 3D and the 1D constituent systems,
respectively. From the level of the two 4D constituents, an additional number of
4 and 3 Killing tensors, respectively, are inherited. Finally, in the 8D system, 16
additional Killing tensors arise. Note that their existence is ensured through the
gluing construction.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have presented a gluing construction that yields second-order
superintegrable systems on pseudo-Euclidean spaces of arbitrarily high dimension
in a systematic and geometric manner. It is based on the systems’ underpinning
Hesse-Frobenius structure. We have shown how the construction can be employed in
practical cases to systematically obtain second-order superintegrable systems. This
demonstrates that already relatively basic algebraic structures can efficiently be used
to construct new systems of superintegrable Hamiltonian systems using this gluing
method.

The possibility of lifting such solutions to product spaces provides a means to
then produce many systems by a systematic construction.
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