arXiv:2411.15496v1 [math-ph] 23 Nov 2024

Legendre transformations of a class of generalized Frobenius manifolds and the associated integrable hierarchies

Si-Qi Liu, Haonan Qu, Youjin Zhang

December 18, 2024

Abstract

For two generalized Frobenius manifolds related by a Legendre-type transformation, we show that the associated integrable hierarchies of hydrodynamic type, which are called the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies, are related by a certain linear reciprocal transformation; we also show, under the semisimplicity condition, that the topological deformations of these Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies are related by the same linear reciprocal transformation.

Keywords. Frobenius manifold; Principal Hierarchy; Legendre transformation; WDVV equation; Tau structure; Virasoro symmetry; Loop equation

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 The generalized Legendre transformations 3 2.1 Legendre fields . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 2.2 Quasi-homogeneity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

3 The Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy 7 3.1 The Legendre flows and the Principal Hierarchy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 3.2 The Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 3.3 Linear reciprocal transformations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 3.4 Tau structures of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy . . . . . . . . . 17

4 Topological deformations 21 4.1 Virasoro operators . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 4.2 Virasoro symmetries . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 4.3 Linearization of the Legendre-extended Virasoro symmetries . . . . . . . . . . 27 4.4 Relationship between the deformed integrable hierarchies . . . . . . . . . . . 30

5 Example: the KdV and the q-deformed KdV hierarchies 31 5.1 Generalized Frobenius manifolds and their complete data . . . . . . . . . . . 31 5.2 Solutions to their loop equations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 5.3 Linear reciprocal transformation between hierarchies . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36

6 Example: the Toda and the Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchies 40 6.1 Generalized Frobenius manifolds and their complete data . . . . . . . . . . . 40 6.2 Solutions to the loop equations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43 6.3 The extended Toda hierarchy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43 6.4 The extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45 6.5 Linear reciprocal transformation between hierarchies . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47

7 Conclusion 49

1 Introduction

Since Dubrovin introduced the notion of Frobenius manifold in the early1990s [10, 11], this geometric structure has been playing important roles in different research subjects of mathematical physics, such as Gromov-Witten theory, singularity theory and integrable systems, see for example [3, 5, 15, 17, 21, 22, 23, 25, 28, 33, 41] and references therein. In applications of Frobenius manifold to these research subjects some generalizations of this geometric structure arise [1, 2, 19, 26, 30, 31, 38]. Among such generalizations we have the so called generalized Frobenius manifolds with non-flat unity [30, 31], which satisfy all the axioms of Dubrovin’s definition of Frobenius manifold but the flatness condition imposed on the unit vector fields. In this paper, we refer to them simply as generalized Frobenius manifolds. Examples of such generalized Frobenius manifolds can be found in [4, 9, 30, 40].

It is shown in [30] that one can associate with any generalized Frobenius manifold a bihamiltonian integrable hierarchy of hydrodynamic type, which is called the Principal Hierarchy of the generalized Frobenius manifold and is an analogue of the one for a usual Frobenius manifold [15]. Such an integrable hierarchy possesses a tau structure, and the tau-cover of the Principal Hierarchy admits a family of Virasoro symmetries. The condition of linearization of actions of the Virasoro symmetries on the tau function of the Principal Hierarchy leads to the loop equation of the generalized Frobenius manifold, which is shown to have a unique solution under the assumption of semisimplicity [30]. The solution of the loop equation yields a quasi-Miura transformation which transforms the Principal Hierarchy of the semisimple generalized Frobenius manifold to its topological deformation. In [30, 31, 32] the topological deformations of the Principal Hierarchies of two particular examples of generalized Frobenius manifolds are studied, it turns out that they contain the Volterra hierarchy, the q-deformed KdV hierarchy and the Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy, which are discrete integrable hierarchies well known in the theory of soliton equation.

In the present paper, we study the relationship between the integrable hierarchies associated with two generalized Frobenius manifolds which are related by a Legendre-type transformation. Such a kind of transformations for Frobenius manifolds were originally introduced by Dubrovin in [10] based on symmetries of the WDVV equations of associativity. Each Legendre-type transformation is determined by an invertible flat vector field of the Frobenius manifold that is under consideration, and it transforms the given Frobenius manifold to another one. As it is shown in [45], these two Frobenius manifolds share the same monodromy data, and their Principal Hierarchies are related by a certain linear reciprocal transformation. Moreover, if these two Frobenius manifolds are semisimple, the topological deformations of their Principal Hierarchies are also related by the same linear reciprocal transformation, and share the same deformed tau structure. In [42], Strachan and Stedman generalized Dubrovin’s Legendre-type transformations of Frobenius manifolds. Such a generalized Legendre-type transformation is determined by an invertible vector field, which satisfies a certain set of defining conditions and is called a Legendre field. In general, a Legendre field is non-flat with respect to the flat metric of the Frobenius manifold under consideration, and the associated Legendre-type transformation transforms the Frobenius manifold to a generalized one with non-flat unity, moreover, one can apply such a transformation to any generalized Frobenius manifold.

In order to establish a relationship between the integrable hierarchies associated with two generalized Frobenius manifold that are related by a generalized Legendre-type transformation (which we will simply call a Legendre-type transformation), we need to extend the Principal Hierarchies of the generalized Frobenius manifolds by some flows that are constructed from the Legendre field, and we call these extended integrable hierarchies the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies of the generalized Frobenius manifolds. We show that these Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies of the generalized Frobenius manifolds are related by a linear reciprocal transformation, and they also possess tau-covers and Virasoro symmetries. We also show that the corresponding linearization conditions of the actions of the Virasoro symmetries on the tau function of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies lead to the same loop equations that are derived in [31]. In the case when the generalized Frobenius manifolds are semisimple, we show that the topological deformations of their Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies are also related by the same linear reciprocal transformation.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we recall the notion and main properties of Legendre-type transformations introduced in [42]. In Sect. 3, we construct the Legendreextended Principal Hierarchy and its tau structures for a generalized Frobenius manifold, and establish the relationship of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies of two generalized Frobenius manifolds that are related by a Legendre-type transformation. In Sect. 4, we study the Virasoro symmetries and the topological deformations of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies, and establish the relationships between these integrable hierarchies under the semisimplicity condition. In Sect. 5 and Sect. 6, we present two important examples, one relates the KdV hierarchy with the q-deformed KdV hierarchy, while the other one relates the Toda hierarchy with the Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy. In Sect. 7, we give some concluding remarks.

2 The generalized Legendre transformations

2.1 Legendre fields

Let M be an n-dimensional smooth manifold endowed with a generalized Frobenius manifold (GFM) structure (η, c, e), where η is a flat metric on M, c: T M × T M → T M is a tensor field of (1, 2)-type, e is a vector field on M, and the triple (η, c, e) is required to satisfy the following conditions:

1. For each p ∈ M, (η, c, e) yields a Frobenius algebra structure on T_pM with unity e(p).

2. Denote by ∇ the Levi-Civita connection of η, and by c̃ the (0, 3)-tensor defined by c̃(X, Y, Z) = ⟨X · Y, Z⟩, then ∇c̃ is a symmetric 4-tensor. Here we use the short notations X · Y := c(X, Y ), ⟨X, Y ⟩ := η(X, Y ), X, Y ∈ Vect(M).

Note that the flatness condition ∇e = 0 imposed on the unit vector field e and the existence of an Euler vector field in Dubrovin’s definition of a Frobenius manifold [10] are not assumed here, and this notion of generalized Frobenius manifold coincides with the one given in [31] except for the existence of an Euler vector field E.

In a system of flat coordinates {v^α}^n_{α=1} of the metric η in a neighborhood of a point p ∈ M we have η = η_{αβ} dv^α ⊗ dv^β, c = c^γ_{αβ} (v) ∂_γ ⊗ dv^α ⊗ dv^β, here and in what follows summation over repeated upper and lower Greek indices with range from 1 to n is assumed, and ∂_γ =^∂_{∂vγ} . Then the symmetry property of the tensor field ∇c̃ implies that there exists locally a function F (v) such that η_{αξ}c^ξ_{βγ} (v) = ∂^3F (v) ∂v^α∂v^β ∂v^γ , α, β, γ = 1, . . . , n, (2.1) and the associativity of the Frobenius algebra is equivalent to the fact that F (v) satisfies the WDVV equations

∂^3F (v) ∂v^α∂v^β ∂v^λ η^{λμ} ∂^3F (v) ∂v^μ∂v^γ ∂v^δ = ∂^3F (v) ∂v^δ ∂v^β ∂v^λ η^{λμ} ∂^3F (v) ∂v^μ∂v^γ ∂v^α , (2.2)

for α, β, γ, δ = 1, . . . , n. As it is shown in [10], the WDVV equations possess two types of symmetries. The first type of symmetries is given by Legendre-type transformations (see also in [13, 15, 18]), which is generalized in [42]. Another type of symmetries consists of inversion symmetries (see also in [34]), which will not be considered in the present paper.

Definition 2.1 ([42]). Let M(η, c, e) be a generalized Frobenius manifold. A solution B ∈ Vect(M) to the equation X · ∇_Y B = Y · ∇_X B, ∀ X, Y ∈ Vect(M) (2.3) is called a Legendre field.

Taking Y = e in (2.3), we arrive at

∇_X B = X · ∇_eB, ∀X ∈ Vect(M) (2.4)

for any Legendre field B. In the flat coordinates v^1, . . . , v^n, the equation (2.3) can be rewritten as c^δ_{αγ} ∂_β B^γ = c^δ_{βγ} ∂_αB^γ , ∀α, β, δ = 1, . . . , n (2.5) for a vector field B = B^γ ∂_γ . These equations are also equivalent to

∂_α(B^γ c^δ_{βγ} ) = ∂_β (B^γ c^δ_{αγ} ). (2.6)

From the above definition and the equations (2.6) it follows that we have the following two examples of Legendre fields:

1. If B ∈ Vect(M) satisfies the condition ∇B = 0, then B is a Legendre field. We call such a Legendre field a flat Legendre field.

2. The unit vector field e = e^α∂_α is a Legendre field.

Remark 2.2. Multiplying e_δ := η_{αδ} e^α on both sides of (2.5), we obtain η_{αγ} ∂_β B^γ = η_{βγ} ∂_αB^β, which implies that the Legendre field B is locally a gradient field, i.e., there locally exists a function φ on M such that

B = grad_η φ := ∂φ ∂v^α η^{αβ} ∂ ∂v^β . (2.7) In particular, the unity e is locally a gradient field (see also in [31]).

For any vector field B on M(η, c, e), introduce a new (0, 2)-tensor η̂ = ⟨ , ⟩_B by ⟨X, Y ⟩_B := ⟨B · X, B · Y ⟩, X, Y ∈ Vect(M). (2.8) We say B is invertible, if there exists a vector field B^{−1} such that B · B^{−1} = e. Note that if B is invertible, then ⟨ , ⟩_B is non-degenerate.

Proposition 2.3 (Generalized Legendre transformation [42]). Suppose B = B^α∂_α be an invertible Legendre field on a generalized Frobenius manifold M(η, c, e), then the following statements hold true:

1. M(η̂, c, e) is also a generalized Frobenius manifold, and the Levi-Civita connection ^∇ with respect to the new metric η̂ = ⟨ , ⟩_B satisfies the relation ^∇_X Y = B^{−1} · ∇_X (B · Y ), ∀X, Y ∈ Vect(M). (2.9)

2. A system of flat coordinates {v̂^α}^n_{α=1} with respect to the new metric η̂ can be chosen as a solution to the equations ∂v̂^α ∂v^β = B^γ (v)c^α_{βγ} (v), α, β = 1, . . . , n. (2.10) Moreover, we have

η̂ = η_{αβ} dv̂^α ⊗ dv̂^β, e = B^α(v) ∂ ∂v̂^α , ∂ ∂v^α = B(v) · ∂ ∂v̂^α . (2.11)

3. There locally exists a function F̂ = F̂ (v̂) on M such that ∂^3F̂ ∂v̂^α∂v̂^β ∂v̂^γ = ⟨ ∂ ∂v̂^α · ∂ ∂v̂^β , ∂ ∂v̂^γ ⟩ B , α, β, γ = 1, . . . , n, and such F̂ (v̂) can be chosen as a solution to the equation ∂^2F̂ (v̂) ∂v̂^α∂v̂^β = ∂^2F (v) ∂v^α∂v^β , α, β = 1, . . . , n, (2.12) where F (v) is defined as in (2.1).

4. B^{−1} is a Legendre field on M(η, c, e), which transforms η̂ back to η. Note that the difference between M(η, c, e) and M(η̂, c, e) lies only in their metrics η and η̂, and they share the same Frobenius multiplication c and the unit vector field e.

2.2 Quasi-homogeneity We say that the generalized Frobenius manifold M(η, c, e) is quasi-homogeneous, if there exists a vector field E = E^α∂_α and a constant d ∈ C , called the Euler vector field and the charge of M respectively, such that ∇∇E = 0, and The Lie derivatives of c and η along E satisfy the relations L_E c = c, L_Eη = (2 − d)η. (2.13) In other words, M(η, c, e, E) is a generalized Frobenius manifold of charge d in the sense of [31]. We assume in what follows that the Euler vector field E is diagonalizable, so that we can choose a system of flat coordinates {v^α} of η such that E = n∑ α=1 [( 2 − d 2 − μ_α ) v^α + r^α ] ∂ ∂v^α , (2.14)

where μ := diag(μ_1, ..., μ_n) is a part of the monodromy data of M at z = 0 [10, 12, 15, 31], and the constants r^α ≠ 0 only if μ_α +^d_2 = 1.

Definition 2.4 ([13]). Suppose M(η, c, e, E) is a generalized Frobenius manifold of charge d, a Legendre field B ∈ Vect(M) is called quasi-homogeneous if [E, B] = ( μ_B − 2 − d 2 ) B (2.15)

for a certain constant μ_B ∈ C .

We note that a flat Legendre field B =^∂_{∂vα} is quasi-homogeneous, since [ E, ∂ ∂v^α ] = ( μ_α − 2 − d 2 ) ∂ ∂v^α , and the constant μ_B coincides with μ_α. The unit vector field e is also quasi-homogeneous, because of the identity [E, e] = −e (see [31]), and μ_e = −^d_2 which is also denoted by μ_0 in [31].

Lemma 2.5. Suppose an invertible vector field B on M(η, c, e, E) satisfies the relation (2.15), then its inverse B̂ := B^{−1} satisfies [ E, B̂ ] = − ( μ_B +

2 + d 2 ) B̂. (2.16)

Proof. Using the identity [E, e] = −e and (2.13), we have −e = [E, e] = L_E ( B · B̂ ) = (L_E B) · B̂ + (L_Ec)(B, B̂) + B · (L_EB̂) = ( μ_B − 2 − d 2 ) e + e + B · [E, B̂], from which it follows (2.16). The lemma is proved.

Proposition 2.6. Suppose B is an invertible quasi-homogeneous Legendre field on the generalized Frobenius manifold M(η, c, e, E) of charge d, then M(η̂, c, e, E) is a generalized Frobenius manifold of charge d̂ = −2μ_B . (2.17)

Proof. By using Lemma 2.7 of [42] we have L_Eη̂ = (2 − d̂)η̂. Therefore, we only need to verify that E has local form (2.14) in a certain system of flat coordinates {v̂^α} of η̂. Let {v̂^α} be the system of coordinate defined by (2.10), then from (2.11), (2.13) and (2.16) it follows that [ E, ∂ ∂v̂^α ] = L_E ( B^{−1} · ∂ ∂v^α )

= [ E, B^{−1} ] · ∂ ∂v^α + (L_E c) ( B^{−1}, ∂ ∂v^α ) + B^{−1} · [ E, ∂ ∂v^α ]

= (μ_α − μ_B − 1) ∂ ∂v̂^α = ( μ_α − 2 − d̂ 2 ) ∂ ∂v̂^α .

On the other hand, in the coordinate v̂^1, . . . , v̂^n the Euler vector field E = Ê^{α ∂}_{∂v̂α} satisfies the relation [ E, ∂ ∂v̂^α ] = − ∂Ê^β ∂v̂^α ∂ ∂v̂^β , therefore we have ∂Ê^β ∂v̂^α = ( 2 − d̂ 2 − μ_α ) δ^β_α, thus E = n∑ α=1 [( 2 − d̂ 2 − μ̂_α ) v̂^α + r̂^α ] ∂ ∂v̂^α for certain constants r̂^α, where μ̂_α := μ_α. If μ̂_α +^{d̂}_2 ≠ 1, we can kill r̂^α by a certain coordinate translation v̂^α → v̂^α + const. The proposition is proved.

Remark 2.7. The relation (2.16) can be rewritten as [E, B̂] = ( μ̂_{B̂} − 2 − d̂ 2 ) B̂ (2.18)

in terms of the new charge d̂ given in (2.17) and μ̂_{B̂} := −^d_2 .

3 The Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy

Given a family of Legendre fields B = {B_j|j ∈ J }, we are to show in this section that one can construct from it a hierarchy of pairwise commuting flows, and that the the Principal Hierarchy [15, 31] of a generalized Frobenius manifold can be extended by using such flows.

3.1 The Legendre flows and the Principal Hierarchy Definition 3.1. Suppose B = B^α∂_α is a Legendre field (not necessarily invertible, quasihomogeneous) of M(η, c, e), then the Legendre flow^∂_{∂tB} generated by B is defined as ∂v^α ∂t^B = B^γ c^α_{γβ} v^β_x , α = 1, . . . , n. (3.1)

We note that the relation (2.6) implies that there locally exists functions {v^α_B }^n_{α=1} such that B^γ c^α_{γβ} = ∂_βv^α_B . (3.2) If B is invertible, then v^α_B coincides with the coordinate v̂^α that is defined in (2.10) up to the addition of a constant. In terms of the notation of v^α_B, the Legendre flow (3.1) can be rewritten as ∂v^α ∂t^B = (v^α_B )_x. (3.3)

Lemma 3.2. Let B_1, B_2 be any two given Legendre fields of M(η, c, e), then the associated Legendre flows are commutative, i.e., [_∂ ∂t^B1 , ∂ ∂t^B2 ] = 0.

Proof. From (3.1) and (3.3) it follows that ∂ ∂t^{B1} ( ∂ ∂t^{B2} v^α ) = ∂ ∂t^{B1} ( ∂_xv^α_{B2} ) = ∂_x ( ∂v^α_{B2} ∂t^{B1} ) = ∂_x ( ∂v^α_{B2} ∂v^β ∂v^β ∂t^{B1} )

= ∂_x ( B^γ_2 c^α_{βγ} B^ξ_1c^β_{ξσ}v^σ_x ) = ∂_x (B_2 · (B_1 · v_x))^α ,

where v_x := v^α_x^∂_{∂vα} . Therefore the commutativity and associativity of the Frobenius multiplication c imply that [_∂ ∂t^B1 , ∂ ∂t^B2 ] v^α = 0, the lemma is proved.

As a consequence, a family of Legendre fields {B_j|j ∈ J } yields a hierarchy of mutually commutative flows {_∂ ∂t^{Bj} | |j ∈ J } . An important example of such integrable hierarchies is the Principal Hierarchy (see details in [31]) ∂v^α ∂t^{i,p} = η^{αβ} ∂_x ( ∂θ_{i,p+1} ∂v^β ) , (i, p) ∈ I, (3.4) of a generalized Frobenius manifold M(η, c, e, E), where the index set

I := ( {1, 2, ..., n} × Z_{≥0} ) ∪ ( {0} × Z ) . (3.5)

The functions {θ_{i,p}}_{(i,p)∈I} on M satisfy the relations

θ_{α,0} = v_α := η_{αβ}v^β , grad_η θ_{0,0} = e, α = 1, . . . , n, (3.6) θ_{α,p} = p∑ k=0 (−1)^k ⟨ grad_η θ_{0,k+1}, grad_η θ_{α,p−k} ⟩ , α = 1, . . . , n, p ≥ 0, (3.7) ∂_α∂_β θ_{i,p+1} = c^γ_{αβ} ∂_γ θ_{i,p}, α, β = 1, . . . , n, (i, p) ∈ I. (3.8)

These functions also satisfy the following quasi-homogeneous conditions L_Eθ_{α,p} = ( p + μ_α + 2 − d 2 ) θ_{α,p} + p∑ s=1 θ_{ε,p−s}(R_s)^ε_α + (−1)^pr^ε_{p+1}η_{εα}, (3.9)

L_Eθ_{0,q} = (q + 1 − d) θ_{0,q} + q∑ s=1 θ_{ε,q−s}r^ε_s + a_{00;q+1} (3.10)

for 1 ≤ α ≤ n, p ≥ 0 and q ∈ Z, where d is the charge of the generalized Frobenius manifold, and { (R_s)^α_β , r^α_s , a_{00;q} | |1 ≤ α, β ≤ n, s ≥ 1, q ∈ Z} (3.11) is a certain family of constants which satisfy the relations R^T_s η = (−1)^{s+1}ηR_s, [μ, R_s] = sR_s, (3.12)

r^α_s ≠ 0 only if μ_α + d 2 = s, (3.13) a_{00;q} ≠ 0 only if q = d, and q is an odd integer, (3.14) and r^α_1 coincide with the coefficients r^α that appear in the expression (2.14) of the Euler vector field E. We also note that the flow^∂_{∂t0,0} defined in (3.4) is given by the translation along the spatial variable x, i.e., ∂v^α ∂t^{0,0} = v^α_x ,

so in what follows we will identify the time variable t^{0,0} with the spatial variable x, i.e., t^{0,0} = x. (3.15) Introduce the gradient fields

ξ_{i,p} := grad_η θ_{i,p} = η^{αβ} ∂θ_{i,p} ∂v^β ∂ ∂v^α , (i, p) ∈ I, (3.16) then we have ξ_{α,0} = ∂ ∂v^α , ξ_{0,0} = e. (3.17) Note that the recursion relations (3.8) imply that ∇_X ξ_{i,p} = X · ξ_{i,p−1} (3.18) for all (i, p) ∈ I and X ∈ Vect(M), and (3.9), (3.10) imply that [E, ξ_{α,p}] = ( p + μ_α − 2 − d 2 ) ξ_{α,p} + p∑ s=1 (R_s)^ε_αξ_{ε,p−s}, (3.19)

[E, ξ_{0,q}] = (q − 1)ξ_{0,q} + q∑ s=1 r^ε_sξ_{ε,q−s} (3.20) for all 1 ≤ α ≤ n, p ≥ 0 and q ∈ Z. The functions θ_{α,p} that are constructed in [31] also satisfy the following normalization conditions: ⟨ξ_α(−z), ξ_β (z)⟩ = η_{αβ}, α, β = 1, . . . , n, (3.21) where ξ_α(z) := ∑ p≥0 ξ_{α,p}z^p, α = 1, 2, ..., n.

Proposition 3.3. The vector fields ξ_{i,p} with (i, p) ∈ I are Legendre fields of the generalized Frobenius manifold M(η, c, e, E).

Proof. For each X, Y ∈ Vect(M), from (3.18) it follows that X · ∇_Y ξ_{i,p} = X · Y · ξ_{i,p−1} = Y · ∇_X ξ_{i,p}, here ξ_{α,−1} := 0 for 1 ≤ α ≤ n. Hence B := ξ_{i,p} satisfies (2.3), the proposition is proved.

As a Legendre field, ξ_{i,p} may not be quasi-homogeneous in general, because the constants (R_s)^ε_α, r^ε_s in (3.19), (3.20) may not vanish.

It is easy to see that the flow^∂_{∂ti,p} in the Principal Hierarchy (3.4) coincides with the Legendre flow^∂_{∂tξi,p} that is defined in (3.1) via the vector field ξ_{i,p}. In other words, the Principal Hierarchy (3.4) is a hierarchy of Legendre flows generated by {ξ_{i,p}|(i, p) ∈ I}.

Remark 3.4. The n × n matrices

η := (η_{αβ} ), μ := diag(μ_1, μ_2, ..., μ_n), R_s := ( (R_s)^β_α ) , s ≥ 1 (3.22)

form the monodromy data [10, 12, 15, 31] of the generalized Frobenius manifold M(η, c, e, E) at z = 0. Let us introduce the n × 1 column matrices

r_s := { (r^1_s , r^2_s , ..., r^n_s )^T, s > 0, 0, s ≤ 0, (3.23)

and the (n + 2) × (n + 2) matrices

~η := 1 η 1 , ~μ := μ_0 μ −μ_0 , ~R_s := 0 0 0 r_s R_s 0 a_{00;s} r^†_s 0

, (3.24)

here we denote R_s = 0 when s ≤ 0 and

μ_0 := − d 2 , r^†_s := (−1)^{s+1}r^T_s η.

Then the relations (3.12)–(3.14) can be rewritten as ~R^T_s ~η = (−1)^{s+1} ~η ~R_s, [~μ, ~R_s] = s ~R_s, s ∈ Z, and the matrices ~η, ~μ, ~R_s (s ≥ 1) form the monodromy data of an (n + 2)-dimensional Frobenius manifold ~M ∼= C × M × C that is associated with M at z = 0. The explicit construction of the Frobenius manifold structure on ~M can be found in [31], see also in [39].

3.2 The Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy Given a Legendre field of a generalized Frobenius manifold, we are to construct in this subsection a family of Legendre fields and extend the Principal Hierarchy by adding to it the associated Legendre flows. To this end, we first present the following lemma which is a generalized version of Proposition 2.6 given in [42].

Lemma 3.5. Suppose B is a Legendre field on a generalized Frobenius manifold M(η, c, e), then we have

1. ∇_eB is also a Legendre field.

2. There locally exists a Legendre field B_+ satisfying the relation ∇_X B_+ = X · B, ∀X ∈ Vect(M). (3.25) Proof. We note that the (1, 3)-tensor ∇c has the symmetry property

(∇c)(X_1, X_2, X_3) = (∇c)(X_{σ(1)} , X_{σ(2)}, X_{σ(3)}), ∀X_i ∈ Vect(M), ∀σ ∈ S_3, where (∇c)(X_1, X_2, X_3) = ∇_{X1} c(X_2, X_3). In particular, (∇_ec)(X, Y ) = (∇_X c)(e, Y ) = ∇_X (e · Y ) − (∇_X e) · Y − e · ∇_X Y =∇_X Y − (∇_X e) · Y − ∇_X Y = −(∇_X e) · Y (3.26) holds true for all X, Y ∈ Vect(M). Thus, for a given Legendre field B, by using the flatness of the Levi-Civita connection ∇ of η and by using (2.4), (3.26), we obtain ∇_Y ∇_eB = ∇_e∇_Y B + ∇_{[Y,e]}B =∇_e(Y · ∇_eB) + [Y, e] · ∇_eB =∇_eY · ∇_eB + (∇_ec)(Y, ∇_eB) + Y · ∇_e∇_eB + [Y, e] · ∇_eB = (∇_eY − ∇_Y e + [Y, e]) · ∇_eB + Y · ∇_e∇_eB =Y · ∇_e∇_eB, ∀Y ∈ Vect(M). Therefore we have X · ∇_Y (∇_eB) = X · Y · ∇_e∇_eB = Y · ∇_X (∇_eB), which implies that ∇_eB is a Legendre field.

Suppose B_+ = v^α_B ∂_α is a solution to the system of equations (3.2), then we have X · ∇_eB_+ = X · (e · B) = X · B = ∇_X B_+, so B_+ is also a Legendre field. The lemma is proved.

Taking X = e in (3.25), we obtain ∇_eB_+ = B for the solution B_+ to (3.25). We also note that such a B_+ is not unique, since for an arbitrary flat vector field X (i.e. ∇X = 0, or locally X = X^α∂_α for constants X^α), B_+ + X is also a solution to (3.25).

Let B be a Legendre field of M(η, c, e), then from the above lemma we know the existence of a family of Legendre fields {ξ_{B,q}}_{q∈Z} such that ξ_{B,0} = B, (3.27) ∇_X ξ_{B,q+1} = X · ξ_{B,q} (3.28) for all q ∈ Z and X ∈ Vect(M). From Remark 2.2 we also know that there exists a family of functions {θ_{B,q}}_{q∈Z} such that

ξ_{B,q} = grad_η θ_{B,q}, q ∈ Z. (3.29)

Then in the flat coordinates v^1, . . . , v^n the relation (3.28) can be rewritten in the form ∂_α∂_βθ_{B,q+1} = c^γ_{αβ} ∂_γ θ_{B,q}, α, β = 1, . . . , n, q ∈ Z. (3.30) Now let us consider the quasi-homogeneous case. Suppose B be a quasi-homogeneous Legendre field of the generalized Frobenius manifold M(η, c, e, E) of charge d, and μ_B be the parameter that is given by (2.15), then the above-mentioned vector fields {ξ_{B,q}}_{q∈Z} can be specified by the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. Let B be a quasi-homogeneous Legendre field of the generalized Frobenius manifold M(η, c, e, E), then there exists a family of Legendre fields {ξ_{B,q}}_{q∈Z} satisfying the relations (3.27), (3.28), and the following additional equations: [E, ξ_{B,q}] = ( q + μ_B − 2 − d 2 ) ξ_{B,q} + q∑ s=1 ξ_{α,q−s}r^α_{B;s}, (3.31)

where { r^α_{B;s} | |s ≥ 1, 1 ≤ α ≤ n} is a set of constants satisfying the condition

r^α_{B;s} ≠ 0 only if μ_α − μ_B = s. (3.32)

Proof. We first consider special cases. If B =^∂_{∂vα} , then ξ_{B,q}, r^β_{B;s} coincide with ξ_{α,q}, (R_s)^β_α in (3.9)–(3.20), here ξ_{α,q} := 0 if q < 0; in the cases when B = e, the corresponding ξ_{B,q}, r^α_{B;s} coincide with ξ_{0,q}, r^α_s .

For a generic quasi-homogeneous Legendre field B, the proof of the existence of ξ_{B,q}, r^α_{B;s} is similar to that of the case B = e, the details of which can be found in [31] and we omit here. The proposition is proved.

Remark 3.7. The equation (3.31) implies that the functions θ_{B,q} that are defined by (3.29) satisfy the equations L_Eθ_{B,q} = ( q + μ_B + 2 − d 2 ) θ_{B,q} + q∑ s=1 θ_{α,q−s}r^α_{B;s} + a_{10;q+1}, (3.33)

where a_{10;q} are some constants. We can adjust the functions θ_{B,q}, if needed, by adding to them certain constant terms so that the constants a_{10;q} satisfy the condition

a_{10;q} ≠ 0 only if μ_B − d 2 + q = 0. (3.34)

We introduce the n × 1-matrices

r_{B;s} := (r^1_{B;s}, r^2_{B;s}, ..., r^n_{B;s})^T, s ≥ 1. (3.35)

Definition 3.8. Let B be a quasi-homogeneous Legendre field of a generalized Frobenius manifold M(η, c, e, E) of charge d.

1. A family of vector fields Ξ_B := {ξ_{α,p}, ξ_{0,q}, ξ_{B,q}|1 ≤ α ≤ n, p ≥ 0, q ∈ Z} satisfying the relations (3.17)–(3.21) and (3.27)–(3.31) is called a Legendre-extended calibration of (M, B). 2. The family of constants { μ, μ_0 := −^d_2 , μ_B , R_s, r_s, r_{B;s} | s ≥ 1 } that are given in (2.15), (3.19)–(3.20), (3.22), (3.31), (3.35) satisfying the relations (3.12)–(3.13) and (3.32) is called the basic data for the Legendre-extended calibration Ξ_B.

Definition 3.9. Let B is a quasi-homogeneous Legendre field of a generalized Frobenius manifold M(η, c, e, E) of charge d, and Ξ_B is a Legendre-extended calibration of (M, B), then the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy of M(η, c, e, E) with respect to Ξ_B is given by the following family of evolutionary PDEs: ∂v ∂t^{α,p} = ξ_{α,p} · v_x, ∂v ∂t^{0,q} = ξ_{0,q} · v_x, ∂v ∂t^{B,q} = ξ_{B,q} · v_x (3.36)

for 1 ≤ α ≤ n, p ≥ 0 and q ∈ Z, here we use the notations v := v^α ∂ ∂v^α , v_x := v^α_x ∂ ∂v^α . The above hierarchy can be written in the form ∂v^α ∂t^{β,p} = η^{αγ} ∂_x∂_γ θ_{β,p+1}, ∂v^α ∂t^{0,q} = η^{αβ}∂_x∂_βθ_{0,q+1}, ∂v^α ∂t^{B,q} = η^{αβ}∂_x∂_βθ_{B,q+1} (3.37)

for 1 ≤ α ≤ n, p ≥ 0 and q ∈ Z, where the functions θ_{i,p}, θ_{B,q} associated with Ξ_B are defined as in (3.8)–(3.10) and (3.29)–(3.33).

Let us introduce the index set I_B as follows

I_B = ( {1, . . . , n} × Z_{≥0} ) ∪ ( {0, B} × Z ) , (3.38)

then the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy (3.37) can be rewritten as ∂v^α ∂t^{i,p} = η^{αγ} ∂_x∂_γ θ_{i,p+1}, 1 ≤ α ≤ n, (i, p) ∈ I_B . In the above convention, we have

∇_eξ_{i,p} = ξ_{i,p−1}, for all (i, p) ∈ I_B, (3.39)

here ξ_{α,p} := 0 if α = 1, 2, . . . n and p < 0. Moreover, the formulae (3.19)–(3.20) and (3.31) can be written uniformly in the form [E, ξ_{i,p}] = ( p + μ_i − 2 − d 2 ) ξ_{i,p} + p∑ s=1 ( ~R_{B;s} )_α i ξ_{α,p−s}, (3.40) where ( ~R_{B;s} )_α i := (R_s)^α_β if i = β ∈ {1, 2, ..., n}, r^α_s if i = 0, r^α_{B;s} if i = B. (3.41)

Here and in what follows, Greek letters α, β, γ, . . . are always assumed to be in {1, 2, . . . , n}, and the summation ∑_p s=1 vanishes when p ≤ 0. We remark that ( ~R_{B;s} )_α i are entries of a certain matrix ~R_{B;s} of size (n + 4) × (n + 4) which will be defined later, see Remark 3.15.

Remark 3.10. As for a Frobenius manifold M with flat-unity [10, 15], there is a bihamiltonian structure on the jet space J^∞(M) given by the compatible Hamiltonian operators P_a = (P^{αβ}_a ), a = 1, 2 with

P^{αβ}_1 = η^{αβ} ∂_x, P^{αβ}_2 = g^{αβ} ∂_x + Γ^{αβ}_γ v^γ_x , (3.42)

where the contravariant metric g^{αβ} = E^εc^{αβ}_ε is called the intersection form of M, and Γ^{αβ}_γ = (_1 2 − μ_β ) c^{αβ}_γ are the contravariant coefficients of the Levi-Civita connection of (g^{αβ} ), see details in [10, 15] or [31]. For an invertible quasi-homogeneous Legendre field B on M, the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy (3.37) is a bihamiltonian hierarchy with respect to this bihamiltonian structure, i.e., its flows are Hamiltonian systems of the form ∂v^α ∂t^{j,q} = P^{αγ}_1 δH_{j,q} δv^γ , α = 1, . . . , n, (j, q) ∈ I_B , and they satisfy the bihamiltonian recursion relations P^{αγ}_2 δH_{i,q−1} δv^γ = ( q + 1 2 + μ_i ) P^{αγ}_1 δH_{i,q} δv^γ + q∑ s=1 ( ~R_{B;s})^ε_i P^{αγ}_1 δH_{ε,q−s} δv^γ for α = 1, . . . , n and (i, q) ∈ I_B , where the Hamiltonians H_{i,q} for all (i, q) ∈ I_B are given by H_{i,q} = ∫ θ_{i,q+1}(v(x)) dx. 3.3 Linear reciprocal transformations Let B be an invertible quasi-homogeneous Legendre field of a generalized Frobenius manifold M(η, c, e, E) of charge d, which will also be denoted by M in what follows. From Propositions 2.3, 2.6 we know that the Legendre transformation that is induced by B transforms M to a new generalized Frobenius manifold M(η̂, c, e, E) of charge d̂ = −2μ_B which will also be denoted by M̂, and B̂ := B^{−1}

is an invertible quasi-homogeneous Legendre field of M̂ that transforms M̂ back to M. We emphasize that M and M̂ share the same multiplication c, unity e and Euler field E.

Now we study the relationship between the Legendre-extended calibrations of (M, B) and (M̂ , B̂). We first fix systems of flat coordinates {v^α} and {v̂^α} of the metrics η and η̂ respectively, which are related via (2.10)–(2.11).

Theorem 3.11. Let Ξ_B = {ξ_{i,p}|(i, p) ∈ I_B} be a Legendre-extended calibration of (M, B) with basic data { μ, μ_0 = −^d_2 , μ_B, R_s, r_s, r_{B;s} | s ≥ 1 } , then

Ξ̂_{B̂} = { ξ̂_{i,p} | |(i, p) ∈ I_{B̂}} forms a Legendre-extended calibration of (M̂ , B̂), where ξ̂_{α,p} = B̂ · ξ_{α,p}, ξ̂_{0,q} = B̂ · ξ_{B,q}, ξ̂_{B̂,q} = B̂ · ξ_{0,q}. (3.43) Moreover, the basic data { μ̂, μ̂_0 = −^{d̂}_2 , μ̂_B , R̂_s, r̂_s, r̂_{B̂;s} | s ≥ 1 } for Ξ̂_{B̂} satisfy the relations

μ̂ = μ, μ̂_0 = μ_B, μ̂_{B̂} = μ_0, (3.44) R̂_s = R_s, r̂_s = r_{Bs} , r̂_{B̂;s} = r_s. (3.45)

Proof. Firstly, the initial conditions (3.17), (3.27) for Ξ̂_{B̂} hold true, because

ξ̂_{α,0} = B̂ · ξ_{α,0} = B^{−1} · ∂ ∂v^α = ∂ ∂v̂^α , ξ̂_{0,0} = B̂ · ξ_{B,0} = B^{−1} · B = e, ξ̂_{B̂,0} = B̂ · ξ_{0,0} = B̂ · e = B̂.

Denote by ^∇ the Levi-Civita connection for the new metric η̂, from (2.9) we obtain ^∇_Xξ̂_{α,p+1} = B̂ · ∇_X ( B · B̂ · ξ_{α,p+1} ) = B̂ · ∇_X ξ_{α,p+1} = B̂ · (X · ξ_{α,p}) = X · ( B̂ · ξ_{α,p} ) = X · ξ̂_{α,p} for X ∈ Vect(M), therefore the recursion relations (3.18) for ξ̂_{α,p} hold true. Similarly, we also have ^∇_Xξ̂_{0,q+1} = X · ξ̂_{0,q}, ^∇_Xξ̂_{B,q+1} = X · ξ̂_{B,q} for q ∈ Z and X ∈ Vect(M).

The normalization condition (3.21) for ξ̂_{α,p} follows from the Definition 2.8 of the metric η̂ and the relation (2.11). Indeed, we have ⟨ ξ̂_α(−z), ξ̂_β (z) ⟩ B = ⟨ B · ξ̂_α(−z), B · ξ̂_β(z) ⟩

= ⟨ B · B̂ · ξ_α(−z), B · B̂ · ξ_β(z) ⟩ = ⟨ξ_α(−z), ξ_β (z)⟩ = η_{αβ} = η̂_{αβ}. Now, from (2.13) and (2.16) we arrive at [E, ξ̂_{α,p}] = L_E ( B̂ · ξ_{α,p} ) = [E, B̂] · ξ_{α,p} + (L_E c)(B̂, ξ_{α,p}) + B̂ · [E, ξ_{α,p}] = − ( μ_B +

2 + d 2 ) B̂ · ξ_{α,p} + B̂ · ξ_{α,p}

+ B̂ · (( p + μ_α − 2 − d 2 ) ξ_{α,p} + p∑ s=1 (R_s)^γ_αξ_{γ,p−s} )

= ( p + μ_α − 2 − d̂ 2 ) ξ̂_{α,p} + p∑ s=1 (R_s)^γ_αξ̂_{γ,p−s}. (3.46)

In a similar way, we can verify that

[E, ξ̂_{0,q}] = (q − 1)ξ̂_{0,q} + q∑ s=1 r^α_{B;s}ξ̂_{α,q−s}, (3.47)

[E, ξ̂_{B,q}] = ( q + μ̂_{B̂} − 2 − d̂ 2 ) ξ̂_{B,q} + q∑ s=1 r^α_s ξ̂_{α,q−s}, (3.48)

therefore Ξ̂_{B̂} is a Legendre-extended calibration of (M̂, B̂). The relations (3.44)–(3.45) for the basic data of Ξ̂_{B̂} follow from Proposition 2.6, Remark 2.7 and (3.46)–(3.48). The theorem is proved.

Remark 3.12. The relations (3.43) can be rewritten as ∂θ̂_{α,p} ∂v̂^β = ∂θ_{α,p} ∂v^β , ∂θ̂_{0,q} ∂v̂^α = ∂θ_{B,q} ∂v^α , ∂θ̂_{B̂,q} ∂v̂^α = ∂θ_{0,q} ∂v^α (3.49)

via the densities θ_{α,p}, θ_{0,q} and θ_{B,q} (and their M̂-analogues) defined as in (3.8)–(3.10).

Theorem 3.13. Let Ξ_B and Ξ̂_{B̂} be the Legendre-extended calibrations of (M, B) and (M̂, B̂). Then the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies (3.36) of Ξ_B and Ξ̂_{B̂} are related by the linear reciprocal transformation t̂^{α,p} = t^{α,p}, t̂^{0,q} = t^{B,q}, t̂^{B̂,q} = t^{0,q} (3.50) for 1 ≤ α ≤ n, p ≥ 0, and q ∈ Z.

Proof. Suppose v = v^{α ∂}_{∂vα} satisfies the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy (3.36) of Ξ_B, we need to verify that v̂ := v̂^{α ∂}_{∂v̂α} satisfies the corresponding Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy of Ξ̂_{B̂} under the identification (3.50) of time variables.

Note that the new spatial variable x̂ is identified with the new time variable t̂^{0,0}, i.e.

x̂ = t̂^{0,0},

which is analogous to (3.15). For a vector field X ∈ Vect(M), we denote X^α := ⟨dv^α, X⟩. Then from (2.10) we obtain ∂v̂^α ∂x̂ := ∂v̂^α ∂t̂^{0,0} = ∂v̂^α ∂t^{B,0} = ∂v̂^α ∂v^β ∂v^β ∂t^{B,0} = B^εc^α_{εβ} B^λc^β_{λγ} v^γ_x = (B^2 · v_x)^α.

It follows from (2.11) that

v̂_{x̂} := ∂v̂^α ∂x̂ ∂ ∂v̂^α = (B^2 · v_x)^α ( B̂ · ∂ ∂v^α )

= B̂ · ( (B^2 · v_x)^α ∂ ∂v^α ) = B̂ · (B^2 · v_x) = B · v_x. (3.51)

Therefore, by (3.43) and the above equations we arrive at ∂v̂ ∂t̂^{α,p} = ∂v̂^γ ∂t̂^{α,p} ∂ ∂v̂^γ = ∂v̂^γ ∂t^{α,p} ∂ ∂v̂^γ = ∂v̂^γ ∂v^β ∂v^β ∂t^{α,p} ∂ ∂v̂^γ = B^εc^γ_{εβ}(ξ_{α,p} · v_x)^β ( B̂ · ∂ ∂v^γ ) = B̂ · (B · ξ_{α,p} · v_x)^γ ∂ ∂v^γ = ξ_{α,p} · v_x = ξ_{α,p} · B̂ · v̂_{x̂} = ξ̂_{α,p} · v̂_{x̂}. In a similar way, we can verify that ∂v̂ ∂t̂^{0,q} = ξ̂_{0,q} · v̂_{x̂}, ∂v̂ ∂t̂^{B̂,q} = ξ̂_{B̂,q} · v̂_{x̂}, q ∈ Z. The theorem is proved.

3.4 Tau structures of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy

In this section, we introduce the tau structure and tau-cover of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy (3.36) of (M, B).

Suppose B_1, B_2 be two arbitrary Legendre fields of M, then by using (2.5) we have the identities ∂^δ ( B^α_1 c^γ_{αβ} B^β_2 ) = ∂^γ ( B^α_1 c^δ_{αβ}B^β_2 ) , which imply that B_1 · B_2 is a gradient field, i.e. there locally exists a function Ω_{B1;B2} on M such that B_1 · B_2 = grad_η Ω_{B1;B2} .

In particular, for a Legendre-extended calibration Ξ_B := {ξ_{i,p}|(i, p) ∈ I_B} of (M, B), since all vector fields in Ξ_B are Legendre, there locally exists a family of 2-point functions {Ω_{i,p;j,q}}_{(i,p),(j,q)∈IB} on M such that ξ_{i,p} · ξ_{j,q} = grad_η Ω_{i,p;j,q}. (3.52)

From the definition of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy we know that the above identities are equivalent to the following tau-symmetry condition [15]: ∂θ_{i,p} ∂t^{j,q} = ∂_xΩ_{i,p;j,q} = ∂θ_{j,q} ∂t^{i,p} . (3.53)

For any vector field X ∈ Vect(M), from (2.13), (3.19), (3.20), (3.31) and (3.52) we obtain

(d(L_E Ω_{i,p;j,q})) (X) = (L_E(dΩ_{i,p;j,q})) (X) = L_E((dΩ_{i,p;j,q})X) − (dΩ_{i,p;j,q})[E, X] = L_E ⟨ grad_η Ω_{i,p;j,q}, X ⟩ − ⟨ grad_η Ω_{i,p;j,q}, [E, X] ⟩ = ⟨L_E (ξ_{i,p} · ξ_{j,q}), X⟩ + (2 − d) ⟨ξ_{i,p} · ξ_{j,q}, X⟩ = (p + q + μ_i + μ_j + 1) ⟨ξ_{i,p} · ξ_{j,q}, X⟩ + p∑ s=1 ( ~R_{B;s} )_α i ⟨ξ_{α,p−s} · ξ_{j,q}, X⟩ + q∑ s=1 ( ~R_{B;s} )_α j ⟨ξ_{i,p} · ξ_{α,q−s}, X⟩

= d ( (p + q + μ_i + μ_j + 1)Ω_{i,p;j,q} + p∑ s=1 ( ~R_{B;s} )_α i Ω_{α,p−s;j,q}

+ q∑ s=1 ( ~R_{B;s} )_α j Ω_{i,p;α,q−s} ) (X), which imply that there exists a family of constants {C_{i,p;j,q}}_{(i,p),(j,q)∈IB} such that L_EΩ_{i,p;j,q} = (p + q + μ_i + μ_j + 1)Ω_{i,p;j,q} + p∑ s=1 ( ~R_{B;s} )_α i Ω_{α,p−s;j,q} + q∑ s=1 ( ~R_{B;s} )_α j Ω_{i,p;α,q−s} + C_{i,p;j,q}. (3.54)

Note that the 2-point functions Ω_{i,p;j,q} satisfying (3.52) are not unique, they have the freedom of adding constants. Now we specify the 2-point functions Ω_{i,p;j,q} to regularize the constants C_{i,p;j,q} in the right hand side of (3.54) by the following steps:

Step1. For q ≥ 0 and i ∈ {0, B; 1, 2, ..., n}, define Ω_{i,p;β,q} := q∑ k=0 (−1)^k ⟨ξ_{i,p+k+1}, ξ_{β,q−k}⟩ , (3.55) Ω_{β,q;0,p} := Ω_{0,p;β,q}, Ω_{β,q;B,p} := Ω_{B,p;β,q}. (3.56) Step2. Fix a family of functions {θ_{B,p}}_{p∈Z} satisfying (3.33) and (3.34), then define

Ω_{0,p;B,q} := p−1∑ k=0 (−1)^k ⟨ξ_{0,p−k}, ξ_{B,q+1+k}⟩ + (−1)^pθ_{B,p+q}, p ≥ 0, −p−1∑ k=0 (−1)^k ⟨ξ_{0,p+1+k}, ξ_{B,q−k}⟩ + (−1)^pθ_{B,p+q}, p < 0, (3.57)

Ω_{B,q;0,p} := Ω_{0,p;B,q}. (3.58) Moreover, let a_{10;p} be the constants that are given by (3.33) and (3.34), then we denote a_{01;p} := (−1)^{p+1}a_{10;p}, p ∈ Z. (3.59) Step3. Fix a family of functions {θ_{0,p}}_{p∈Z} satisfying (3.10) and (3.14). Note that when p is an odd integer, such θ_{0,p} is chosen as

θ_{0,p} = 1 2 p−1∑ k=0 (−1)^k ⟨ξ_{0,p−k}, ξ_{0,k+1}⟩ , if p > 0 is odd, 1 2 −p−1∑ k=0 (−1)^k ⟨ξ_{0,p+1+k}, ξ_{0,−k}⟩ , if p < 0 is odd, (see details in [31]). Then define

Ω_{0,p;0,q} := p−1∑ k=0 (−1)^k ⟨ξ_{0,p−k}, ξ_{0,q+1+k}⟩ + (−1)^pθ_{0,p+q}, if p ≥ 0, −p−1∑ k=0 (−1)^k ⟨ξ_{0,p+1+k}, ξ_{0,q−k}⟩ + (−1)^pθ_{0,p+q}, if p < 0. (3.60)

Step4. In the case of i = j = B, (3.54) imply that L_E Ω_{B,0;B,p} = (p + 2μ_B + 1)Ω_{B,p;B,0} + p∑ s=1 r^α_{B;s}Ω_{α,p−s;B,0} + a_{11;p+1} (3.61) for some constants {a_{11;p}}_{p∈Z}. We can appropriately choose {Ω_{B,0;B,p}}_{p∈Z} such that a_{11;p} ≠ 0 only if p + 2μ_B = 0 and p is an odd integer. (3.62) We do this in a way that is similar to the construction of {θ_{0,p}}_{p∈Z} given in Step 3, i.e., we define

Ω_{B,0;B,p} := 1 2 p−1∑ k=0 (−1)^p ⟨ξ_{B,p−k}, ξ_{B,k+1}⟩ , if p > 0 is odd, 1 2 −p−1∑ k=0 (−1)^p ⟨ξ_{B,p+1+k}, ξ_{B,−k}⟩ , if p < 0 is odd, and when p is even, we adjust Ω_{B,0;B,p} by adding a constant to ensure that (3.62) holds true. Fix such a family of {Ω_{B,0;B,p}}_{p∈Z}, we define

Ω_{B,p;B,q} := p−1∑ k=0 (−1)^k ⟨ξ_{B,p−k}, ξ_{B,q+1+k}⟩ + (−1)^pΩ_{B,0;B,p+q}, if p ≥ 0, −p−1∑ k=0 (−1)^k ⟨ξ_{B,p+1+k}, ξ_{B,q−k}⟩ + (−1)^pΩ_{B,0;B,p+q}, if p < 0, (3.63)

for all p, q ∈ Z.

We can verify via a straightforward calculation that the functions Ω_{i,p;j,q} defined in the above-mentioned four steps satisfy the relations (3.52)–(3.53), and they also have the following properties for all (i, p), (j, q) ∈ I_B: Ω_{i,p;j,q} = Ω_{j,q;i,p}, Ω_{0,0;i,p} = θ_{i,p}, v^α = η^{αβ} Ω_{0,0;β,0}. (3.64) We call this family of functions {Ω_{i,p;j,q}}_{(i,p),(j,q)∈IB} a tau structure of the Legendre-extend Principal Hierarchy (3.37). For each s ∈ Z, we introduce the 2 × 2 matrix

A_s := ( a_{00;s} a_{01;s} a_{10;s} a_{11;s} ) , (3.65)

where the entries of the above matrices are defined as in (3.10), (3.14), (3.33), (3.34), (3.59), (3.61) and (3.62), and we call the matrix

A := ∑ s∈Z A_s (3.66)

the extra data of the tau structure {Ω_{i,p;j,q}}. From the definition of the constants a_{ij;s} we know that the above sum have only finite number of non-zero terms.

Definition 3.14. Let {Ω_{i,p;j,q}} be a tau structure for the hierarchy (3.37), and {μ, μ_0 := −^d_2 , μ_B , R, r, r_B } be the basic data. We introduce the following blocked (n + 4) × (n + 4) matrices for s ∈ Z:

~μ_B := ν μ −ν , ~R_{B;s} := 0 0 0 T_s R_s 0 A_s T^†_s 0 , ~R_B := ∑ s∈Z ~R_{B;s}, (3.67)

where the 2 × 2 blocks {A_s}_{s∈Z} are defined in (3.65),

ν := ( μ_0 μ_B ) , T_s := { (r_s, r_{B;s})_{n×2} if s > 0, 0_{n×2} if s ≤ 0,

(3.68)

T^†_s := (−1)^{s+1} (T_s)^T η, (3.69)

and the n × n blocks R_s := 0 when s ≤ 0. We call {~μ_B, ~R_B } the complete data of the tau structure {Ω_{i,p;j,q}}.

Note that all the entries of complete data {~μ_B , ~R_B } are determined by the basis data {μ, μ_0 := −^d_2 , μ_B , R, r, r_B} and the extra data A, and the identities (3.12)–(3.14), (3.32), (3.34) and (3.62) can be uniformly written as

~η_B ~μ_B + ~μ_B ~η_B = 0, (3.70) ( ~R_{B;s})^T ~η_B = (−1)^{s+1} ~η_B ~R_{B;s}, (3.71) [~μ_B, ~R_{B;s}] = s ~R_{B;s} (3.72)

for all s ∈ Z, where the matrix η̃_B is defined by ~η_B = I_2 η I_2

, I_2 = ( 1 1 ) . Remark 3.15. Let us index the rows and columns of the above (n + 4) × (n + 4) matrices by (0, B; 1, 2, ..., n; 0^′ , B^′). Then the left hand side of (3.41) is indeed the (α, i)-entry of ~R_{B;s} for 1 ≤ α ≤ n and i ∈ {0, B; 1, 2, ..., n}. We also note that the matrices ~η, ~μ, ~R_s defined in (3.24) are submatrices of ~η_B , ~μ_B , ~R_{B;s} obtained by deleting the B-th and B^′-th rows and columns. Proposition 3.16. The tau structure {Ω_{i,p;j,q}} defined in (3.55)–(3.63) satisfy the relations L_eΩ_{i,p;j,q} = Ω_{i,p−1;j,q} + Ω_{i,p;j,q−1} + δ_{p0}δ_{q0}(~η_B )_{ij} , (3.73) L_EΩ_{i,p;j,q} = (p + q + μ_i + μ_j + 1) Ω_{i,p;j,q} + p∑ s=1 ( ~R_{B;s} )_α i Ω_{α,p−s;j,q}

+ q∑ s=1 ( ~R_{B;s} )_α j Ω_{i,p;α,q−s} + (−1)^p ( ~η_B ~R_{B;p+q+1} ) ij (3.74)

for all (i, p), (j, q) ∈ I_B.

Proof. The proposition can be proved via a straightforward calculation by using the definitions (3.55)–(3.63), and the relations (2.13), (3.7), (3.39)–(3.40). We omit the details here.

We can generalize the concept of tau-cover of the Principal Hierarchy (3.4) (see details in [31], or [15]) to the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy.

Definition 3.17. Let {Ω_{i,p;j,q}} be a tau structure for the Legendre-extend Principal Hierarchy (3.37), then the following system of PDEs ∂f ∂t^{i,p} = f_{i,p}, ∂f_{i,p} ∂t^{j,q} = Ω_{i,p;j,q}, ∂v^α ∂t^{i,p} = η^{αβ} ∂_xΩ_{β,0;i,p} (3.75)

for unknown functions {f, f_{i,p}, v^α} is called the Legendre-extended tau-cover of the Legendreextend Principal Hierarchy. Here the double-indexes (i, p), (j, q) ∈ I_B.

We note that tau-cover of the Principal Hierarchy (3.4) are obtained from (3.75) by restricting the indexes i, j to the subset {0; 1, 2..., n}. We also note that from (3.64) it follows that v^α = η^{αβ} ∂^2f ∂x∂t^{β,0} , α = 1, . . . , n. (3.76)

Theorem 3.18. Let B be an invertible quasi-homogeneous Legendre field on M, Ξ_B and Ξ̂_{B̂} be families of Legendre-extended calibrations of (M, B) and (M̂ , B̂) related by (3.43), and {Ω_{i,p;j,q}} be a tau structure of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy with respect to Ξ_B with complete data {~μ_B , ~R_B }, then the following statements hold true:

1. The functions Ω̂_{i,p;j,q} := Ω_{σ(i),p;σ(j),q} (3.77) form a tau structure of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy with respect to Ξ̂_{B̂}, where the bijection σ : {0, B̂; 1, 2, ..., n} → {0, B; 1, 2, ..., n} is defined by σ(α) = α, σ(0) = B, σ(B̂) = 0 (3.78) for α ∈ {1, 2, ..., n}. 2. The complete data {^~μ_{B̂}, ^~R_{B̂} }, {~μ_B , ~R_B } of the tau structures {Ω̂_{i,p;j,q}} and {Ω_{i,p;j,q}} respectively are related by the formulae (3.44)–(3.45) and ( â_{00;s} â_{01;s} â_{10;s} â_{11;s} ) = ( a_{11;s} a_{10;s} a_{01;s} a_{00;s} ) . (3.79)

3. Suppose f, f_{i,p} and v^α satisfy the Legendre-extended tau-cover (3.75), then under the time variable identification (3.50), the functions f̂ := f, f̂_{i,p} := f_{σ(i),p}, v̂^α := η̂^{αβ} ∂^2 f̂ ∂x̂∂t̂^{β,0} (3.80)

satisfy the Legendre-extended tau-cover of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy with respect to Ξ̂_{B̂} and the tau structure {Ω̂_{i,p;j,q}}. We note that η̂^{αβ} = η^{αβ} due to (2.11).

Proof. By equation (2.8) for the new metric η̂, it is clear that

grad_{η̂} φ = B̂^2 · grad_η φ

for φ ∈ C^∞(M), therefore from (3.43) and (3.52) it follows that grad_{η̂} Ω̂_{i,p;j,q} = B̂^2 · grad_η Ω_{σ(i),p;σ(j),q} = (B̂ · ξ_{σ(i),p}) · (B̂ · ξ_{σ(j),q}) = ξ̂_{i,p} · ξ̂_{j,q}, i.e., the functions Ω̂_{i,p;j,q} indeed satisfy the M̂ -analogue of (3.52). The remainder of this theorem can be verified through simple and straightforward calculations, so we omit the details here. The theorem is proved.

4 Topological deformations

4.1 Virasoro operators In this subsection we are to construct a collection of Virasoro operators in terms of the complete data (3.67) for the tau structure {Ω_{i,p;j,q}} of (M, B) constructed by (3.55)–(3.63).

Given an N-dimensional diagonal matrix μ = diag(μ_1, ..., μ_N ), we introduce the following subspaces of C^{N×N} for each s ∈ Z:

V_{μ;s} := { R ∈ C^{N×N} | |[μ, R] = sR} , (4.1) V_μ := ⨁ s∈Z V_{μ;s}. (4.2)

Then we have the canonical projections π_s : V_μ → V_{μ;s}, R → R_{[s]}, s ∈ Z (4.3) with respect to the decomposition (4.2).

For each R ∈ V_μ and integer m ≥ −1, we denote

P_m(μ, R) := e^{R∂x m} ∏ j=0 ( x + μ + j −^1_2 ) | |_{x=0}, if m ≥ 0,

1, if m = −1.

(4.4)

It is clear that P_m(μ, R) also belongs to V_μ.

Example 4.1. Let M be an n-dimensional generalized Frobenius manifold.

1. We take N = n, and μ, R to be the monodromy data of M given in (3.22). Then we have R ∈ V_μ, and R_{[s]} = R_s for s ∈ Z. We also note that R_{[s]} = 0 for s ≤ 0.

2. We take N = n + 2, and μ, R to be the monodromy data ~μ, ~R of ~M given in (3.24).

Then we have ~R ∈ V_{~μ}, and ~R_{[s]} = ~R_s for s ∈ Z. Note that ~R_{s≤0} does not necessarily vanish, it can possess a non-zero entry a_{00;s}.

3. Let N = n + 4, and B be an invertible quasi-homogeneous Legendre field on M. We take μ, R to be the matrices ~μ_B , ~R_B given in Definition 3.14. Then ~R_B ∈ V_{~μB} , and ( ~R_B )_{[s]} = ~R_{B;s} for s ∈ Z. Note that ~R_{B;s≤0} does not necessarily vanish, it can possess a non-zero block A_s.

Let us introduce the (n + 4)-dimensional operator-valued column vectors

~a^{(B)}_p = ( ~a^{(B),i}_p ) i∈{0,B;1,...,n;0^′,B^′} for p ∈ Z such that

~a^{(B),i}_p :=

(−1)^{p+1}t^{0,−p−1}, i = 0, p ∈ Z, (−1)^{p+1}t^{B,−p−1}, i = B, p ∈ Z, η^{iβ ∂}_{∂tβ,p} , 1 ≤ i ≤ n, p ≥ 0, (−1)^{p+1}t^{i,−p−1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, p < 0, ∂ ∂t^{0,p} , i = 0 ′, p ∈ Z, ∂ ∂t^{B,p} , i = B ′, p ∈ Z.

(4.5)

Then the operators { ~a^{(B),i}_p | p ∈ Z, i = 0, B; 1, ..., n; 0^′ , B^′ } together with the identity 1 form

a realization of the Heisenberg algebra ~H^{(B)} which satisfy the commutation relations [ 1, ~a^{(B),i}_p ] = 0, [ ~a^{(B),i}_p , ~a^{(B),j}_q ] = (−1)^p(~η_B )^{ij} δ_{p+q+1,0} · 1.

A family of (n + 2)-dimensional operator-valued column vectors ~a_p for p ∈ Z were constructed in [31] by deleting the B-th and B^′-th entries of the above-mentioned ~a^{(B)}_p , and a family of linear differential operators {L_m}_{m≥−1} were introduced as L_m(t, ∂ ∂t ) := 1 2 ∑ p,q∈Z (−1)^{p+1} : ~a^T_q ~η ( P_m(~μ − p, ~R) ) [m−1−q−p] ~a_p :

+ 1 4 δ_{m,0}tr ( 1 4 − μ^2 ) · 1. (4.6)

They are called the Virasoro operators of the generalized Frobenius manifold M. In the same way, we define the Legendre-extended Virasoro operators {L^{(B)}_m }_{m≥−1} of (M, B) by

L^{(B)}_m (t, ∂ ∂t ) := 1 2 ∑ p,q∈Z (−1)^{p+1} : ( ~a^{(B)}_q

)_T ~η_B ( P_m(~μ_B − p, ~R_B ) ) [m−1−q−p] ~a^{(B)}_p :

+ 1 4 δ_{m,0}tr ( 1 4 − μ^2 ) · 1 (4.7)

in terms of the complete data ~μ_B , ~R_B . Here the normal ordering : : in (4.6)–(4.7) means to put the differential operator terms^∂_{∂ti,p} on the right. By using the method of [14], we can verify that these operators also satisfy the commutation relations [ L^{(B)}_m , L^{(B)}_k ] = (m − k)L^{(B)}_{m+k}, m, k ≥ −1. (4.8) From the above definition it follows that the Legendre-extended Virasoro operators L^{(B)}_m can be obtained by adding certain terms involving t^{B,p} or^∂_{∂tB,p} to the operators L_m, and the above operators can be represented in the form L_m = a^{IJ}_m ∂^2 ∂t^I ∂t^J + b^J_{m;I} t^I ∂ ∂t^J + c_{m;IJ} t^I t^J + 1 4 δ_{m,0}tr ( 1 4 − μ^2 ) · 1, (4.9)

L^{(B)}_m = a^{(B);IJ}_m

∂^2 ∂t^I ∂t^J + b^{(B);J}_{m;I} t^I ∂ ∂t^J + c^{(B)}_{m;IJ} t^I t^J + 1 4 δ_{m,0}tr ( 1 4 − μ^2 ) · 1, (4.10)

here the Virasoro coefficients a^{IJ}_m , a^{(B);IJ}_m , b^J_{m;I} , b^{(B);J}_{m;I} and c_{m;IJ} , c^{(B)}_{m;IJ} satisfy the relations a^{IJ}_m = a^{JI}_m , a^{(B);IJ}_m = a^{(B);JI}_m , c_{m;IJ} = c_{m;JI} , c^{(B)}_{m;IJ} = c^{(B)}_{m;JI} , the uppercase Latin indices I, J, . . . are assumed to range over the index set I_B, see (3.38), and we assume Einstein summation convention w.r.t. these indices. We remark that the Virasoro coefficients also possess the properties a^{B,p;J}_m = b^J_{m;B,p} = b^{B,p}_{m;J} = c_{m;B,p;J} = 0, (4.11) since the operators L_m do not contain terms involving t^{B,p} or^∂_{∂tB,p} . It is clear that a^{i,p;j,q} m = a^{(B);i,p;j,q} m , b^{j,q}_{m;i,p} = b^{(B);j,q}_{m;i,p} , c_{m;i,p;j,q} = c^{(B)}_{m;i,p;j,q} if i, j ≠ B. (4.12) Moreover, a more involved observation from the definitions (4.4)–(4.7) shows that a^{(B);IJ} m = a^{IJ}_m , (4.13) for all I, J (even if I = (B, p) or J = (B, p)), and b^{(B);B,p} m;i,q ≠ 0, only if i = B, (4.14) b^{(B);i,q} m;B,p ≠ 0, only if i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} (4.15) for m ≥ −1, and p, q ∈ Z.

Remark 4.2. Let (M̂ , B̂) be the generalized Legendre transformation of (M, B) with respect to the invertible quasi-homogeneous Legendre field B. From the relationships between the complete data given in Theorem 3.18, it is clear that the Legendre-extended Virasoro operators of (M, B) and (M̂, B̂) are related by

L^{(B)}_m = L̂^{(B̂)}_m | | t̂i,p→t^{σ(i),p},^∂_{∂t̂i,p} →^∂_{∂tσ(i),p} , (4.16) here the bijection σ is defined in (3.78). Moreover, the above formulae are equivalent to the relationships â^{(B̂);i,p;j,q} m = a^{(B);σ(i),p;σ(j),q} m , b̂^{(B̂);j,q}_{i,p} = b^{(B);σ(j),q}_{σ(i),p} , ĉ^{(B̂)}_{m;i,p;j,q} = c^{(B)}_{m;σ(i),p;σ(j),q} (4.17) between the Virasoro coefficients.

At the end of this subsection, we provide the explicit formulae of L^{(B)}_m for m = −1, 0, 1, 2, which have the same expressions as the common case given in [14] (see also in [31]):

L^{(B)}_{−1} = ∑ p∈Z t^{i,p} ∂ ∂t^{i,p−1} + 1 2 η_{αβ} t^{α,0}t^{β,0}. (4.18)

L^{(B)}_0 = ∑ p∈Z ( p + μ_i + 1 2 ) t^{i,p} ∂ ∂t^{i,p} + 1 2 ∑ p,q∈Z (−1)^p ( ~η_B ~R_{B;p+q+1} ) ij t^{i,p}t^{j,q}

+ 1 4 tr ( 1 4 − μ^2 ) · 1. (4.19)

L^{(B)}_1 = 1 2 ( 1 4 − μ^2 )_α ε η^{εβ} ∂^2 ∂t^{α,0}∂t^{β,0} + ∑ p∈Z ( p + μ_i + 1 2 ) ( p + μ_i + 3 2 ) t^{i,p} ∂ ∂t^{i,p+1} + 2 ∑ p∈Z,s≥1 (p + μ_i + 1) ( ~R_{B;s} )_α i t^{i,p} ∂ ∂t^{α,p+1−s} + ∑ p∈Z,s≥2 ( ( ~R^2_B )_{[s]} )_α i t^{i,p} ∂ ∂t^{α,p+1−s} + ∑ p,q∈Z (−1)^{p+1}(p + μ_i + 1) ( ~η_B ~R_{B;p+q+2} ) ij t^{i,p}t^{j,q} + 1 2 ∑ p,q∈Z (−1)^p ( ~η_B ( ~R^2_B )_{[p+q+2]} ) ij t^{i,p}t^{j,q}. (4.20)

L^{(B)}_2 = 1 2 ( −3μ^2_α + 3μ_α + 1 4 ) (R_1)^α_γ η^{γβ}

∂^2 ∂t^{α,0}∂t^{β,0}

+ ( 1 2 − μ_α ) ( 3 2 − μ_α ) η^{αβ} ( 1 2 − μ_β ) ∂^2 ∂t^{α,0}∂t^{β,1} + ∑ p∈Z ( p + μ_i + 1 2 ) ( p + μ_i + 3 2 ) ( p + μ_i + 5 2 ) t^{i,p} ∂ ∂t^{i,p+2} + ∑ p∈Z,s≥1 [ 3 ( p + μ_i + 3 2 )_2 − 1 ] ( ~R_{B;s})^α_i t^{i,p} ∂ ∂t^{α,p+2−s} + ∑ p∈Z,s≥2 3 ( p + μ_i + 3 2 ) ( ( ~R^2_B )_{[s]} )_α i t^{i,p} ∂ ∂t^{α,p+2−s} + ∑ p∈Z,s≥3 ( ( ~R^3_B )_{[s]} )_α i t^{i,p} ∂ ∂t^{α,p+2−s} + 1 2 ∑ p,q∈Z (−1)^p [ ~η_B( ~R^3_B )_{[p+q+3]} − 3 ( p + μ_i + 3 2 ) ~η_B( ~R^2_B )_{[p+q+3]}

+ ( 3 ( p + μ_i + 3 2 )_2 − 1 ) ~η_B ( ~R_B )_{[p+q+3]} ] ij t^{i,p}t^{j,q}. (4.21)

4.2 Virasoro symmetries For a generalized Frobenius manifold M(η, c, e, E), a family of Virasoro symmetries {^∂_{∂sm} }_{m≥−1} of the tau-cover of the Principal Hierarchy (3.4) is given by ∂f ∂s_m = a^{IJ}_m f_I f_J + b^I_{m;J} t^J f_I + c_{m;IJ} t^I t^J , (4.22) ∂f_I ∂s_m = ∂ ∂t^I ∂f ∂s_m = (2a^{KL}_m Ω_{IK} + b^L_{m;I} )f_L + (b^K_{m;L}Ω_{IK} + 2c_{m;IL})t^L, (4.23) ∂v^α ∂s_m = η^{αβ} ∂_x ∂ ∂t^{β,0} ∂f ∂s_m , (4.24)

details of which can be found in [30, 31] (see also in [15]), here the tau structure {Ω_{IJ} } is constructed in (3.55)–(3.63), and the Virasoro coefficients a^{IJ}_m , b^I_{m;J} and c_{m;IJ} are given as in (4.9). We emphasize that although the tau-cover of the Principal Hierarchy of M does not involve the Legendre-extended flows^∂_{∂tB,p} , the uppercase Latin indices I, J, K, L in (4.22)– (4.24) are still assumed to range over the larger index set I_B (3.38) for a fixed invertible quasi-homogeneous Legendre field B.

From (4.22)–(4.24) it follows that ∂v^α ∂s_m = η^{αβ} ( 2a^{KL}_m (∂_xΩ_{β,0;K})f_L + (2a^{KL}_m Ω_{β,0;K} + b^L_{m;β,0})θ_L

+ b^K_{m;L}(∂_xΩ_{β,0;K} )t^L + (b^K_{m;0,0}Ω_{β,0;K} + 2c_{m;β,0;0,0}) ) , where we recall that θ_L = Ω_{0,0;L} and x = t^{0,0}. On the other hand, it was proved in [31] that (4.24) can be alternatively represented in the form ∂v^α ∂s_m = (E^{m+1})^α + terms involving time variables t^I or 1-point functions f_I , where E is the Euler vector field of M. Therefore we obtain

(E^{m+1})^α = η^{αβ} ( (2a^{KL}_m Ω_{β,0;K} + b^L_{m;β,0})θ_L + (b^K_{m;0,0}Ω_{β,0;K} + 2c_{m;β,0;0,0}) ) , (4.25) ∂v^α ∂s_m = (E^{m+1})^α + η^{αβ} (∂_xΩ_{β,0;K} ) ( 2a^{KL}_m f_L + b^K_{m;L}t^L )

= (E^{m+1})^α + ∂v^α ∂t^K ( 2a^{KL}_m f_L + b^K_{m;L}t^L ) . (4.26)

It was also proved in [31] that the relations [ ∂ ∂s_m , ∂ ∂t^I ] f = [ ∂ ∂s_m , ∂ ∂t^I ] f_J = [ ∂ ∂s_m , ∂ ∂t^I ] v^α = 0

hold true for m ≥ −1, 1 ≤ α ≤ n. However, [_∂ ∂s_m , ∂ ∂t^{B,p} ] f_J and [_∂ ∂s_m , ∂ ∂t^I ] f_{B,p} do not necessarily vanish. Now we are to construct a family of so called Legendre-extended Virasoro symmetries {_∂ ∂s^{(B)}_m } m≥−1 of the Legendre-extended tau-cover (3.75) which commute with

all the flows^∂_{∂tI} of (3.37).

Definition 4.3. The family of Legendre-extended Virasoro symmetries {_∂ ∂s^{(B)}_m } m≥−1 of the Legendre-extended tau-cover (3.75) are defined by ∂f ∂s^{(B)}_m = a^{(B);IJ} m f_I f_J + b^{(B);I}_{m;J} t^J f_I + c^{(B)}_{m;IJ} t^I t^J , (4.27) ∂f_I ∂s^{(B)}_m = ∂ ∂t^I ∂f ∂s^{(B)}_m = (2a^{(B);KL} m Ω_{IK} + b^{(B);L}_{m;I} )f_L + (b^{(B);K}_{m;L} Ω_{IK} + 2c^{(B)}_{m;IL})t^L, (4.28) ∂v^α ∂s^{(B)}_m = η^{αβ} ∂_x ∂ ∂t^{β,0} ∂f ∂s_m , (4.29)

here the Legendre-extended Virasoro coefficients a^{(B);IJ}_m , b^{(B);I}_{m;J} and c^{(B)}_{m;IJ} are given by (4.10).

From (4.25) and the relations (4.12)–(4.15) between the two types of Virasoro coefficients, equation (4.29) can be reformulated as ∂v^α ∂s^{(B)}_m = (E^{m+1})^α + ∂v^α ∂t^K ( 2a^{(B);KL} m f_L + b^{(B);K}_{m;L} t^L ) , (4.30)

which is analogous to (4.26).

Theorem 4.4. The above-mentioned flows {_∂ ∂s^{(B)}_m } m≥−1 satisfy the commutation relations [ ∂ ∂s^{(B)}_m , ∂ ∂t^I ] = 0 (4.31) for m ≥ −1 and I ∈ {0, B; 1, 2, ..., n} × Z. Proof. The proof is similar to the one for the Virasoro symmetries of the tau-cover of the usual Principal Hierarchy of a generalized Frobenius manifold given in [31]. From definitions (4.27)–(4.29) we see that [_∂ ∂s^{(B)}_m ,^∂_{∂tI} ] f = 0 hold true trivially; and if [_∂ ∂s^{(B)}_m ,^∂_{∂tI} ] f_J = 0 hold true, then it is easy to verify the validity of [_∂ ∂s^{(B)}_m ,^∂_{∂tI} ] v^α = 0. Therefore we only need to verify the identities [ ∂ ∂s^{(B)}_m , ∂ ∂t^I ] f_J = 0, I, J ∈ {0, B; 1, 2, ..., n} × Z. (4.32) By using (3.75), (4.27)–(4.29) and (4.30), we obtain ( ∂ ∂s^{[B]}_m ∘ ∂ ∂t^I ) f_J = ∂ ∂s^{(B)}_m Ω_{IJ} = (∂_αΩ_{IJ} ) ∂v^α ∂s^{(B)}_m = (∂_αΩ_{IJ} ) ( (E^{m+1})^α + ∂v^α ∂t^K (2a^{(B);KL} m f_L + b^{(B);K}_{m;L} t^L) )

= L_Em+1 Ω_{IJ} + ∂Ω_{IJ} ∂t^K ( 2a^{(B);KL} m f_L + b^{(B);K}_{m;L} t^L ) , ( ∂ ∂t^I ∘ ∂ ∂s^{[B]}_m ) f_J = ∂ ∂t^I ( (2a^{(B);KL} m Ω_{JK} + b^{(B);L}_{m;J} )f_L + (b^{(B);K}_{m;L} Ω_{JK} + 2c^{(B)}_{m;JL})t^L )

= 2a^{(B);KL} m ∂Ω_{JK} ∂t^I f_L + ( 2a^{(B);KL} m Ω_{JK} + b^{(B);L}_{m;J} ) Ω_{IL} + b^{(B);K}_{m;L} ∂Ω_{JK} ∂t^I t^L + b^{(B);K}_{m;I} Ω_{JK} + 2c^{(B)}_{m;IJ} .

We also note that^{∂ΩIJ}_{∂tK} =^{∂3f}_{∂tI ∂tJ ∂tK} =^{∂ΩJK}_{∂tI} , therefore (4.32) is equivalent to

L_Em+1 Ω_{IJ} = 2a^{(B);KL}_m Ω_{IK} Ω_{LJ} + ( b^{(B);K} m;I Ω_{KJ} + b^{(B);K}_{m;J} Ω_{IK} ) + 2c^{(B)}_{m;IJ} . (4.33)

It suffices to verify the validity of the above identities for m = −1, 0, 1, 2. The identities for m = −1, 0 have already been proved in (3.73)–(3.74); for m = 1, 2, we remark that the way to calculate L_E2 Ω_{0,p;0,q} and L_E3 Ω_{0,p;0,q} in the Appendix B of [31] can be applied to calculate L_E2 Ω_{IJ} , L_E3 Ω_{IJ} for I, J ∈ I_B, and we omit the details here. The theorem is proved.

4.3 Linearization of the Legendre-extended Virasoro symmetries Let M(η, c, e, E) be a generalized Frobenius manifold. Consider a quasi-Miura transformation [15, 30, 31] for the Principal Hierarchy (3.4) of the form

v^α → w^α = v^α + ε^2η^{αγ} ∂_x∂_tγ,0 ΔF, (4.34)

where ΔF = ∑ k≥1 ε^{k−2}F^{[k]}, F^{[k]} = F^{[k]} ( v, v_x, v_{xx}, ..., v^{(Nk )} ) (4.35)

and N_k are certain non-negative integer numbers. By representing the Principal Hierarchy in terms of the unknown functions w^1, . . . , w^n, we get a deformation of this integrable hierarchy.

We say that the transformation (4.34) linearizes the Virasoro symmetries (4.22)–(4.24) if the actions of {_∂ ∂s_m } on the tau function

τ = exp(F) = exp(ε^{−2}f + ΔF) (4.36) of the deformed integrable hierarchy are given by ∂τ ∂s_m = L_m ( ε^{−1}t, ε ∂ ∂t ) τ, m ≥ −1, (4.37) here the Virasoro operators L_m are defined in (4.6). We can represent the right hand side of (4.37) in the form L_m ( ε^{−1}t, ε ∂ ∂t ) τ = [ D_mΔF + ε^{−2} ∂f ∂s_m + a^{IJ}_m Ω_{IJ} + ε^2a^{IJ}_m ( ∂^2ΔF ∂t^I ∂t^J + ∂ΔF ∂t^I ∂ΔF ∂t^J ) + δ_{m,0} 4 tr ( 1 4 − μ^2 )] τ, (4.38)

where the operators D_m for m ≥ −1 are defined by

D_m = 2a^{IJ}_m f_I ∂ ∂t^J + b^J_{m;I} t^I ∂ ∂t^J . (4.39)

As it is shown in [31] (see also in [15]), for any functions ΔF of the form (4.35) we have the following identities:

D_mΔF = K_mΔF + ∂ΔF ∂s_m , (4.40) ∑ m≥−1 1 λ^{m+2} [ a^{IJ}_m Ω_{IJ} + ε^2a^{IJ}_m ( ∂^2ΔF ∂t^I ∂t^J + ∂ΔF ∂t^I ∂ΔF ∂t^J )]

= ε^2 2 ∑ k,ℓ≥0 ( ∂ΔF ∂v^{α,k} ∂ΔF ∂v^{β,ℓ} + ∂^2ΔF ∂v^{α,k}∂v^{β,ℓ} ) (∂^{k+1}_x ∂^αp_σ)G^{σρ}(∂^{ℓ+1}_x ∂^βp_ρ)

+ ε^2 2 ∑ k≥0 ∂ΔF ∂v^{α,k} ∂^{k+1}_x ( grad_η ( ∂p_σ ∂λ ) · grad_η ( ∂p_ρ ∂λ ) · v_x )_α G^{σρ}

+ 1 2 G^{αβ} ∂p_α ∂λ ∗ ∂p_β ∂λ , (4.41)

where the vector fields K_m = ∑ s≥0 K^{γ,s}_m^∂_{∂vγ,s} on the jet space J^∞(M) are defined by the

following generating series: ∑ m≥−1 K^{γ,s}_m λ^{m+2} = (s + 1)∂^s_x ( 1 E − λe )_γ + s∑ k=1 k ( s + 1 k + 1 ) ( ∂^{s−k}_x ∂^γ p_α ) G^{αβ} ( ∂ ∂λ ∂^k_x p_β ) ,

p_1, . . . , p_n are any given basis of periods of M, G = (G^{αβ} ) is the associated Gram matrix, and the star product ∗ is defined in [15, 31]. Hence the linearization condition (4.37) is equivalent to the following loop equation [30, 31] ∑ s≥0 ∂ΔF ∂v^{γ,s} (s + 1)∂^s_x ( 1 E − λe )_γ

+ ∑ s≥0 ∂ΔF ∂v^{γ,s} s∑ k=1 k ( s + 1 k + 1 ) ( ∂^{s−k}_x ∂^γ p_α ) G^{αβ} ( ∂ ∂λ ∂^k_x p_β )

= ε^2 2 ∑ k,ℓ≥0 ( ∂ΔF ∂v^{α,k} ∂ΔF ∂v^{β,ℓ} + ∂^2ΔF ∂v^{α,k}∂v^{β,ℓ} ) (∂^{k+1}_x ∂^αp_σ)G^{σρ}(∂^{ℓ+1}_x ∂^β p_ρ)

+ ε^2 2 ∑ k≥0 ∂ΔF ∂v^{α,k} ∂^{k+1}_x (( grad_η ∂p_σ ∂λ ) · ( grad_η ∂p_ρ ∂λ ) · v_x )_α G^{σρ}

+ 1 2 G^{αβ} ∂p_α ∂λ ∗ ∂p_β ∂λ − 1 4λ^2 tr ( 1 4 − μ^2 ) (4.42)

of the generalized Frobenius manifold M with the unknown function ΔF. The above equation is required to hold true identically with respect to the formal parameter λ. It was proved in [30] that if the generalized Frobenius manifold M is semisimple, then there exists a unique (up to adding constant terms) solution ΔF to the loop equation (4.42), which is of the form

ΔF = ∑ g≥1 ε^{2g−2}F_g ( v, v_x, ..., v^{(3g−2)} ) . (4.43)

Here the functions F_g are called the genus g free energies of M. The quasi-Miura transformation (4.34) induced by the solution ΔF to (4.42) yields a deformation of the Principal Hierarchy (3.4) which is called the topological deformation of the Principal Hierarchy of the generalized Frobenius manifold M.

Now let B be an invertible quasi-homogeneous Legendre field of M, we can also impose the linearization condition ∂τ ∂s^{(B)}_m = L^{(B)}_m ( ε^{−1}t, ε ∂ ∂t ) τ, m ≥ −1 (4.44)

of the Legendre-extended Virasoro symmetries (4.27)–(4.29) on the tau function (4.36), which are analogous to (4.37). Here L^{(B)}_m and^∂_{∂s(B)m} are introduced in (4.7) and (4.27)–(4.29) respectively.

Theorem 4.5. The Legendre-extended analogue of the linearization condition (4.44) is equivalent to the loop equation (4.42).

Proof. By straightforward calculation, we obtain the following analogues of (4.38)–(4.39):

D^{(B)}_m := 2a^{(B);IJ}_m f_I ∂ ∂t^J + b^{(B);J}_{m;I} t^I ∂ ∂t^J , (4.45) L^{(B)}_m ( ε^{−1}t, ε ∂ ∂t ) τ = [ D^{(B)}_m ΔF + ε^{−2} ∂f ∂s^{(B)}_m + a^{(B);IJ} m Ω_{IJ} + ε^2a^{(B);IJ}_m ( ∂^2ΔF ∂t^I ∂t^J + ∂ΔF ∂t^I ∂ΔF ∂t^J ) + δ_{m,0} 4 tr ( 1 4 − μ^2 )] τ. (4.46)

To prove this theorem, it suffices to verify that the identities ( ∂ ∂s^{(B)}_m − ∂ ∂s_m ) ΔF = ( D^{(B)}_m − D_m ) ΔF, m ≥ −1 (4.47)

hold true for all functions ΔF on the jet space J^∞(M), because of the relations (4.13) and (4.40)–(4.41). Denote Δb^I_{m;J} := b^{(B);I}_{m;J} − b^I_{m;J} , then from (4.13), (4.26) and (4.30) we arrive at ( ∂ ∂s^{(B)}_m − ∂ ∂s_m ) ΔF = ∑ s≥0 ∂ΔF ∂v^{α,s} ∂^s_x ( ∂v^α ∂s^{(B)}_m − ∂v^α ∂s_m ) = ∑ s≥0 ∂ΔF ∂v^{α,s} ∂^s_x ( Δb^I_{m;J} t^J ∂v^α ∂t^I ) , ( D^{(B)}_m − D_m ) ΔF = Δb^I_{m;J} t^J ∂ΔF ∂t^I = Δb^I_{m;J} t^J ∑ s≥0 ∂ΔF ∂v^{α,s} ∂^s_x ( ∂v^α ∂t^I ) .

Note that the spatial variable x is always identified with the time variable t^{0,0}, and the relations (4.11)–(4.15) imply Δb^J_{m;0,0} = 0, therefore we arrive at (4.47). The theorem is proved.

We remark that the loop equation (4.42) depends only on the generalized Frobenius manifold M, and is independent of the choice of the Legendre field B.

4.4 Relationship between the deformed integrable hierarchies Let M(η, c, e, E) be a generalized Frobenius manifold, and B be an invertible quasi-homogeneous Legendre field on M. Denote (M̂ , B̂) the generalized Legendre transformation of (M, B), where B̂ := B^{−1}. By using the relationship between the Legendre-extended tau-covers of (M, B) and (M̂ , B̂) that is given in Theorem 3.18, we apply the following identifications f̂ = f, f̂_{i,p} = f_{σ(i),p}, t̂^{i,p} = t^{σ(i),p}, ∂ ∂t̂^{i,p} = ∂ ∂t^{σ(i),p} (4.48)

for their Legendre-extended tau-covers, where σ is defined in (3.78). Then the relationship (4.16) between the Legendre-extended Virasoro operators reads

L̂^{(B̂)}_m ( ε^{−1}t̂, ε ∂ ∂t̂ ) = L^{(B)}_m ( ε^{−1}t, ε ∂ ∂t ) , m ≥ −1, (4.49)

moreover, from (4.17) and the definitions of the Legendre-extended Virasoro symmetries it is clear that ∂ ∂ŝ^{(B̂)}_m = ∂ ∂s^{(B)}_m , m ≥ −1. (4.50)

The quasi-Miura transformation (4.34), (4.35) for the Principal Hierarchy (3.4) of M yields a quasi-Miura transformation

v̂^α → ŵ^α = v̂^α + ε^2η̂^{αγ} ∂_{x̂}∂_{t̂}γ,0 ΔF̂, (4.51)

for the Principal Hierarchy of M̂, where v̂^1, . . . , v̂^n are related with v^1, . . . , v^n via (3.76), (3.80), and

ΔF̂ = ∑ k≥1 ε^{k−2}F̂^{[k]} ( v̂, v̂_{x̂}, v̂_{x̂x̂}, ..., v̂^{(Nk )} ) , (4.52) F̂^{[k]}(v̂, v̂_{x̂}, v̂_{x̂x̂}, ..., v̂^{(N}k^)) = F^{[k]}(v, v_x, v_{xx}, ..., v^{(N}k^)). (4.53)

We note that the x-derivatives of v^α are related with the x̂-derivatives of v̂^α via^∂_{∂x̂} =^∂_{∂tB,0} . For example, from (3.51) we have v_x = B̂ · v̂_{x̂}. From (4.49), (4.50) it follows that the quasi-Miura transformation (4.34), (4.35) linearizes the Legendre-extended Virasoro symmetries of (M, B) if and only if the quasi-Miura transformation (4.51)–(4.53) linearizes the Legendre-extended Virasoro symmetries of (M̂ , B̂), i.e., ∂τ ∂s^{(B)}_m = L^{(B)}_m ( ε^{−1}t, ε ∂ ∂t ) τ if and only if ∂τ ∂ŝ^{(B̂)}_m = L̂^{(B̂)}_m ( ε^{−1}t̂, ε ∂ ∂t̂ ) τ for m ≥ −1, where the tau function is given by

τ := exp(ε^{−2}f + ΔF) = exp(ε^{−2}f̂ + ΔF̂).

From Theorem 4.5 we know that the above linearization conditions are equivalent to the loop equations (4.42) of M and M̂ respectively, therefore ΔF satisfies the loop equation of M if and only if ΔF̂ satisfies the loop equation of M̂.

If the generalized Frobenius manifold M is semisimple, then M̂ is also semisimple because M and M̂ share the same multiplication. So in this case, from [30] we know that the loop equation (4.42) of M and the one of M̂ have unique solutions

ΔF = ∑ g≥1 ε^{2g−2}F_g ( v; v_x, . . . , v^{(2g−3)} ) , ΔF̂ = ∑ g≥1 ε^{2g−2}F̂_g ( v̂; v̂_{x̂}, . . . , v̂^{(2g−3)} )

up to the addition of constant terms, and we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.6. Let (M̂, B̂) be the generalized Legendre transformation of (M, B), and M is semisimple, then the solutions ΔF, ΔF̂ of their loop equations satisfy the relations

F_g(v, v_x, ..., v^{(3g−2)} ) = F̂_g(v̂, v̂_{x̂}, ..., v̂^{(3g−2)}) + const. (4.54)

for g ≥ 1. The topological deformations of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies of (M, B) and (M̂ , B̂) that are obtained by the quasi-Miura transformations (4.34) and (4.51) share the same tau function, and they are related by the linear reciprocal transformation (3.50).

5 Example: the KdV and the q-deformed KdV hierarchies

5.1 Generalized Frobenius manifolds and their complete data Consider the well-known 1-dimensional Frobenius manifold M with potential F = v^3 6 , (5.1)

here v is the flat coordinate with respect to the flat metric η = dv ⊗ dv. The unit vector field e and Euler field E of this Frobenius manifold are

e = ∂_v, E = v∂_v . (5.2)

Moreover, this Frobenius manifold has charge d = 0, and monodromy data μ = R = 0.

Introduce an invertible quasi-homogeneous Legendre field B = 1 2v^12

∂_v (5.3)

on M with μ_B = −^1_2 . The Legendre field B transforms M to a new generalized Frobenius manifold M̂ with potential F̂ = v̂^4 12 (5.4) and new metric η̂ = dv̂ ⊗ dv̂, where the new coordinate v̂ reads

v̂ = v^{12} . (5.5)

Under the new coordinate v̂, the unit vector field e and Euler field E have the form e = 1 2v̂ ∂_{v̂} , E = 1 2 v̂∂_{v̂}, (5.6)

and the charge d̂ of M̂ is d̂ = −2μ_B = 1. Moreover, the inversion B̂ := B^{−1} of B is B̂ = ∂_{v̂} , (5.7)

in particular, B̂ is flat with respect to the new metric η̂.

The Legendre-extended calibrations Ξ_B, Ξ̂_{B̂} of (M, B) and (M̂, B̂) are given by

ξ_{0,p} = ξ_{1,p} = v^p p! ∂_v, ξ_{B,p} = 2^{p−1} (2p − 1)!! v^{p− 12} ∂_v, ξ_{0,−q} = 0, ξ_{B,−q} = (−1)^q (2q − 1)!!

2^{q+1} v^{−q− 12} ∂_v, ξ̂_{B̂,p} = ξ̂_{1,p} = v̂^{2p} p! ∂_{v̂}, ξ̂_{0,p} = 2^{p−1}

(2p − 1)!! v̂^{2p−1}∂_{v̂}, ξ̂_{B̂,−q} = 0, ξ̂_{0,−q} = (−1)^q (2q − 1)!! 2^{q+1} v̂^{−2q−1}∂_{v̂} for p ≥ 0 and q > 0. Note that the above formulae can be uniformly written as

ξ_{0,p} = ξ_{1,p} = v^p Γ(p + 1) ∂_v, ξ_{B,p} = 1 2 Γ(^1_2 ) Γ(p +^1_2 ) v^{p− 12} ∂_v, (5.8)

ξ̂_{B̂,p} = ξ̂_{1,p} = v̂^{2p} Γ(p + 1)

∂_{v̂}, ξ̂_{0,p} = 1 2 Γ(^1_2 ) Γ(p +^1_2 ) v̂^{2p−1}∂_{v̂}, (5.9)

for p ∈ Z, and these vector fields are related by (3.43). From (3.36) we know that the corresponding Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies are given by ∂v ∂t^{0,p} = ∂v ∂t^{1,p} = v^p Γ(p + 1) v_x, ∂v ∂t^{B,p} = 1 2 Γ(^1_2 ) Γ(p +^1_2 ) v^{p− 12} v_x, (5.10) ∂v̂ ∂t̂^{B̂,p} = ∂v̂ ∂t̂^{1,p} = 2v̂^{2p+1} Γ(p + 1) v̂_{x̂}, ∂v̂ ∂t̂^{0,p} = Γ(^1_2 ) Γ(p +^1_2 ) v̂^{2p}v̂_{x̂}, (5.11)

here p ∈ Z. Note that the flows {_∂ ∂t^{1,p} } p≥0 form the well-known dispersionless KdV hierarchy, which is extended by a family of additional flows {_∂ ∂t^{B,p} } p∈Z. On the other hand, the

Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy (5.11) coincides with the dispersionless limit of the extended q-deformed KdV hierarchy, see details in [30]. From (5.5) and the identifications x = t^{0,0}, x̂ = t̂^{0,0}, we obtain the relationship

v̂_{x̂} = 1 4v v_x (5.12)

between the coordinates v_x and v̂_{x̂} on the jet space J^∞(M), and then it can be verified directly that the dispersionless extended KdV hierarchy (5.10) and the dispersionless extended qdeformed KdV hierarchy (5.11) are related by the linear reciprocal transformation

t̂^{1,p} = t^{1,p}, t̂^{0,q} = t^{B,q}, t̂^{B̂,q} = t^{0,q} (5.13)

for p ≥ 0 and q ∈ Z, which confirms the assertion of Theorem 3.13.

The tau structures {Ω_{i,p;j,q}}, {Ω̂_{i,p;j,q}} of the integrable hierarchies (5.10)–(5.11) are given by Ω_{1,p;1,q} = Ω_{1,p;0,q} = Ω_{0,p;1,q} = Ω_{0,p;0,q} =

{_1

Γ(p+1)Γ(q+1) v^{p+q+1} p+q+1 , if p, q ≥ 0, 0, if p < 0 or q < 0, Ω_{B,p;0,q} = Ω_{B,p;1,q} = Γ(^1_2 ) Γ(p +^1_2 )Γ(q + 1) v^{p+q+ 1}2 2p + 2q + 1 ,

Ω_{B,p;B,q} = 1 4 Γ^2(^1_2 ) Γ(p+^1_2 )Γ(q+^1_2 ) v^{p+q} p+q , if p + q ≠ 0, (−1)^p

4 log v, if p + q = 0,

Ω̂_{1,p;1,q} = Ω̂_{1,p;B̂,q} = Ω̂_{B̂,p;1,q} = Ω̂_{B̂,p;B̂,q} =

{_1

Γ(p+1)Γ(q+1) v̂^{2p+2q+2} p+q+1 , if p, q ≥ 0, 0, if p < 0 or q < 0,

Ω̂_{0,p;B̂,q} = Ω̂_{0,p;1,q} = Γ(^{12} ) Γ(p +^1_2 )Γ(q + 1) v̂^{2p+2q+1} 2p + 2q + 1 ,

Ω̂_{0,p;0,q} = 1 4 Γ^2(^1_2 ) Γ(p+^1_2 )Γ(q+^1_2 ) v̂^{2p+2q} p+q , if p + q ≠ 0, (−1)^p

2 log v̂, if p + q = 0,

for p, q ∈ Z, and the associated complete data ~μ_B, ~R_B and ^~μ_{B̂} , ^~R_{B̂} are given by

~μ_B = 0 −^1_2 0 0_1 2 , ~R_B = ~R_{B;1} = 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0^1_4 ,

^~μ_{B̂} =

−^1_2 0 0_1 2 0 , ^~R_{B̂} = ^~R_{B̂;1} = 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 .

We also note that

~η_B = ^~η_{B̂} = 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 .

The Legendre-extended Virasoro operators { L^{(B)}_m } m≥−1 of (M, B) given by the above complete data and (4.7) have the expressions

L^{(B)}_{−1} = ∑ p∈Z ( t^{B,p+1} ∂ ∂t^{B,p} + t^{0,p+1} ∂ ∂t^{0,p} ) + ∑ p≥0 t^{1,p+1} ∂ ∂t^{1,p} + 1 2 t^{1,0}t^{1,0}, (5.14)

L^{(B)}_0 = ∑ p∈Z pt^{B,p} ∂ ∂t^{B,p} + ∑ p∈Z ( p + 1 2 ) t^{0,p} ∂ ∂t^{0,p} + ∑ p≥0 ( p + 1 2 ) t^{1,p} ∂ ∂t^{1,p} + 1 8 ∑ p∈Z (−1)^pt^{B,p}t^{B,−p} + 1 16 , (5.15)

L^{(B)}_m = 1 2 m−1∑ p=0 (2p + 1)!!(2m − 2p − 1)!!

2^{m+1}

∂^2 ∂t^{1,p}∂t^{1,m−1−p} + ∑ p≥1 (p + m)! (p − 1)! ( t^{B,p} ∂ ∂t^{B,p+m} + (−1)^{m+1}t^{B,−p−m} ∂ ∂t^{B,−p} )

+ ∑ p∈Z Γ(p + m +^3_2 ) Γ(p +^1_2 ) t^{0,p} ∂ ∂t^{0,p+m} + ∑ p≥0 Γ(p + m +^3_2 ) Γ(p +^1_2 ) t^{1,p} ∂ ∂t^{1,p+m} + 1 4 ∑ p≥1 (−1)^{p+m} (p + m)! (p − 1)! p+m∑ k=p 1 k t^{B,p}t^{B,−m−p}

+ 1 8 m∑ p=0 (−1)^mp!(m − p)!t^{B,−p}t^{B,p−m}, m ≥ 1, (5.16) which are the Virasoro operators of the (dispersionless) extended KdV hierarchy (5.10). On the other hand, the Legendre-extended Virasoro operators {^ L^{(B̂)}_m } m≥−1 of ( M̂ , B̂) are

obtained from { L^{(B)}_m } m≥−1 by the replacement t 0,p → t̂^{B̂,p}, t^{1,p} → t̂^{1,p} and t^{B,p} → t̂^{0,p}. These operators are the Virasoro operators of the (dispersionless) extended q-deformed KdV hierarchy (5.11), which are given in [31].

5.2 Solutions to their loop equations As it is shown in [15], the loop equation (4.42) of the Frobenius manifold M with potential (5.1) reads ∑ s≥0 ∂ΔF ∂v^{(s)} [ ∂^s_x 1 v − λ + s∑ k=1 ( s k ) ( ∂^{k−1}_x 1 √ v − λ ) ( ∂^{s+1−k} x 1 √ v − λ )]

= ε^2 2 ∑ k,ℓ≥0 ( ∂^2ΔF ∂v^{(k)}∂v^{(ℓ)} + ∂ΔF ∂v^{(k)} ∂ΔF ∂v^{(ℓ)} ) ( ∂^{k+1}_x 1 √ v − λ ) ( ∂^{ℓ+1}_x 1 √ v − λ )

− ε^2 16 ∑ k≥0 ∂ΔF ∂v^{(k)} ( ∂^{k+2}_x 1 (v − λ)^2 ) − 1 16 1 (v − λ)^2

, (5.17)

where v^{(s)} := ∂^s_xv for s ≥ 0, and the unknown function has the form

ΔF = ∑ g≥1 ε^{2g−2}F_g(v, v_x, ..., v^{(3g−2)}). The above loop equation is required to hold true identically with respect to the parameter λ. The first three free energies of are given by

F_1 = 1 24 log v_x, F_2 = v^{(4)} 1152v^2_x − 7v^{(3)}v_{xx} 1920v^3_x + v^3_{xx} 360v^4_x , F_3 = v^{(7)} 82944v^3_x − 7v^{(6)}v_{xx} 46080v^4_x − 53v^{(5)}v^{(3)} 161280v^4_x + 353v^{(5)}v^2_{xx} 322560v^5_x − 103 ( v^{(4)}

)_2

483840v^4_x + 1273v^{(4)} v^{(3)}v_{xx} 322560v^5_x − 83v^{(4)}v^3_{xx} 15120v^6_x + 59 ( v^{(3)}

)_3

64512v^5_x − 83 ( v^{(3)}

)_2 v^2_{xx} 7168v^6_x + 59v^{(3)}v^4_{xx} 3024v^7_x − 5v^6_{xx} 648v^8_x . On the other hand, as it is shown in [30, 31], the loop equation of the generalized Frobenius manifold M̂ with potential (5.4) has the form ∑ s≥0 ∂ΔF̂ ∂v̂^{(s)} ∂^s_{x̂} 1 2v̂(v̂^2 − λ) + ∑ s≥1 ∂ΔF̂ ∂v̂^{(s)} s∂^s_{x̂} [ 1 2λ ( 1 √ v̂^2 − λ − 1 v̂ )]

+ ∑ s≥1 ∂ΔF̂ ∂v̂^{(s)} s∑ k=1 ( s k ) [ ∂^{k−1}_{x̂} 1 2λ ( v̂ √ v̂^2 − λ − 1 )] ( ∂^{s+1−k} x̂ 1 √ v̂^2 − λ )

= 1 2 ε^2 ∑ k,ℓ≥0 ( ∂ΔF̂ ∂v̂^{(k)} ∂ΔF̂ ∂v̂^{(ℓ)} + ∂^2ΔF̂ ∂v̂^{(k)}∂v̂^{(ℓ)} ) ( ∂^{k+1}_{x̂} 1 √ v̂^2 − λ ) ( ∂^{ℓ+1}_{x̂} 1 √ v̂^2 − λ )

+ 1 2 ε^2 ∑ k≥0 ∂ΔF̂ ∂v̂^{(k)} ∂^{k+1}_{x̂} v̂^2v̂_{x̂} (v̂^2 − λ)^3 − 1 16 1 (v̂^2 − λ)^2

, (5.18)

where v̂^{(s)} = ∂^s_{x̂}v̂, and the unknown function has the form

ΔF̂ = ∑ g≥1 ε^{2g−2}F̂_g(v̂, v̂_{x̂}, ..., v̂^{(3g−2)}). The first three free energies are given by

F̂_1 = 1 24 log v̂_{x̂} + 1 12 log v̂, F̂_2 = v̂^{(4)}v̂ 576v̂^2_{x̂} − 7v̂^{(3)}v̂_{x̂x̂}v̂ 960v̂^3_{x̂} + 37v̂^{(3)} 2880v̂_{x̂} + v̂^3_{x̂x̂}v̂ 180v̂^4_{x̂} − 11v̂^2_{x̂x̂} 960v̂^2_{x̂} + v̂_{x̂x̂} 120v̂ − v̂^2_{x̂} 120v̂^2 , F̂_3 = v̂^{(7)}v̂^2 20736v̂^3_{x̂} − 7v̂^{(6)}v̂_{x̂x̂}v̂^2 11520v̂^4_{x̂} + 91v̂^{(6)}v̂ 103680v̂^2_{x̂} − 53v̂^{(5)}v̂^{(3)}v̂^2 40320v̂^4_{x̂} + 353v̂^{(5)}v̂^2_{x̂x̂}v̂^2 80640v̂^5_{x̂} − 419v̂^{(5)}v̂_{x̂x̂}v̂ 60480v̂^3_{x̂} + 913v̂^{(5)} 241920v̂ − 103(v̂^{(4)} )^2v̂^2 120960v̂^4_{x̂} + 1273v̂^{(4)}v̂^{(3)}v̂_{x̂x̂}v̂^2

80640v̂^5_{x̂}

− 9169v̂^{(4)}v̂^{(3)}v̂ 725760v̂^3_{x̂} − 83v̂^{(4)}v̂^3_{x̂x̂}v̂^2 3780v̂^6_{x̂} + 545v̂^{(4)}v̂^2_{x̂x̂}v̂ 16128v̂^4_{x̂} − 3727v̂^{(4)}v̂_{x̂x̂} 241920v̂^2_{x̂} + v̂^{(4)} 1512v̂ + 59(v̂^{(3)})^3v̂^2 16128v̂^5_{x̂} − 83(v̂^{(3)})^2v̂^2_{x̂x̂}v̂^2

1792v̂^6_{x̂} + 97(v̂^{(3)})^2v̂_{x̂x̂}v̂ 2016v̂^4_{x̂} − 1669(v̂^{(3)} )^2 145152v̂^2_{x̂} + 59v̂^{(3)}v̂^4_{x̂x̂}v̂^2 756v̂^7_{x̂} − 5555v̂^{(3)}v̂^3_{x̂x̂}v̂

48384v̂^5_{x̂} + 325v̂^{(3)}v̂^2_{x̂x̂} 6912v̂^3_{x̂} − v̂^{(3)}v̂_{x̂} 378v̂^2 − 5v̂^6_{x̂x̂}v̂^2 162v̂^8_{x̂} + 13v̂^5_{x̂x̂}v̂ 252v̂^6_{x̂} − 193v̂^4_{x̂x̂} 8064v̂^4_{x̂} − v̂^2_{x̂x̂} 504v̂^2 + v̂_{x̂x̂}v̂^2_{x̂} 126v̂^3 − v̂^4_{x̂} 252v̂^4 . From the flows ∂v ∂t^{0,0} = v_x, ∂v̂ ∂t̂^{B̂,0} = 2v̂v̂_{x̂}

and (5.5), (5.13), we obtain the following relationships between the coordinates { v, v_x, v_{xx}, ..., v^{(4)} } and { v̂, v̂_{x̂}, v̂_{x̂x̂}, ..., v̂^{(4)} } on the jet space J^∞(M):

v = v̂^2, v_x = 4v̂^2v̂_{x̂}, v_{xx} = 8v̂^3v̂_{x̂x̂} + 24v̂^2v̂^2_{x̂}, v^{(3)} = 16v̂^4v̂^{(3)} + 192v̂^3v̂_{x̂x̂}v̂_{x̂} + 192v̂^2v̂^3_{x̂}, v^{(4)} = 32v̂^5v̂^{(4)} + 640v̂^4v̂^{(3)}v̂_{x̂} + 480v̂^2v̂^2_{x̂x̂} + 3840v̂^3v̂_{x̂x̂}v̂^2_{x̂} + 1920v̂^2v̂^4_{x̂}.

By using these relations, we can verify that

F_1 = F̂_1 + const., F_2 = F̂_2.

The relation F_3 = F̂_3 can also be verified in the same way.

5.3 Linear reciprocal transformation between hierarchies The solutions ΔF, ΔF̂ to the loop equations of M and M̂ yield the topological deformations of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies. The topological deformations of the flows {_∂ ∂t^{1,p} } p≥0 form the KdV hierarchy which controls the 2D topological gravity as we learn from Witten’s conjecture and its proof by Kontsevich [27, 44], and the topological deformations of the Legendre flows {_∂ ∂t^{B,p} } p∈Z extend the KdV hierarchy. Precisely speaking, if v satisfies the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy (5.10) of (M, B), then

U = ε^2

∂^2 log τ ∂x∂t^{1,0} = v + ε^2(ΔF)_{xx}

= v + ( v^{(3)} 24v_x − v^2_{xx} 24v^2_x ) ε^2 + ( v^{(6)} 1152v^2_x − 41v^{(5)}v_{xx} 5760v^3_x − 73v^{(4)}v^{(3)} 5760v^3_x + 17v^{(4)}v^2_{xx} 480v^4_x + 19 ( v^{(3)}

)_2 v_{xx} 384v^4_x − 35v^{(3)}v^3_{xx}

288v^5_x + v^5_{xx} 18v^6_x ) ε^4 + O(ε^6) (5.19)

satisfies the following well-known KdV hierarchy ε ∂L ∂t^{1,p} = 2^{p+ 1}2 (2p + 1)!! [( L^{p+ 12} ) + , L ] , p ≥ 0, (5.20) and topological deformations of the Legendre flows {_∂ ∂t^{B,p} } p∈Z, here the Lax operator L = ε^2 2 ∂^2_x + U. (5.21)

Note that the first few flows of the KdV hierarchy (5.20) reads ∂U ∂t^{1,0} = U_x, ∂U ∂t^{1,1} = UU_x + ε^2 12 U^{(3)}, (5.22) ∂U ∂t^{1,2} = 1 2 U^2U_x + ε^2 12 ( UU^{(3)} + 2U_{xx}U_x ) + ε^4 240 U^{(5)},

and it can be verified directly that U satisfies ∂U ∂t^{B,0} = 1 2 U^{− 12} U_x + ( − U^{(3)} 48U^32 + U_{xx}U_x 16U^52 − 5U^3_x 128U^72 ) ε^2

+ ( U^{(5)} 640U^52 − 3U^{(4)}U_x 256U^72 − 5U^{(3)}U_{xx} 256U^72 + 161U^{(3)}U^2_x 3072U^92 + 217U^2_{xx}U_x 3072U^92 − 21U_{xx}U^3_x 128U^{11}2 + 1155U^5_x 16384U^{13}2 ) ε^4 + O(ε^6), (5.23)

which is the topological deformation of the Legendre flow^{∂v}_{∂tB,0} =^1_2 v^{− 1}2 v_x.

On the other hand, it is proved in [30] that the topological deformations of the Legendreextended Principal Hierarchy (5.11) of M̂ coincide, up to a Miura-type transformation, with the extended q-deformed KdV hierarchy. More precisely, if v̂ satisfies the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy (5.11) of M̂, then

Û = εΛ − Λ^{−1} 2 √ 2 i ∂ log τ̂ ∂t̂^{1,0} = Λ − Λ^{−1} 2 √ 2 i ε∂_x ( v̂ +

∂^2ΔF̂ ∂x̂∂t̂^{1,0} ) (5.24)

= v̂ + ( v̂v̂^{(3)} 12v̂_{x̂} − v̂v̂^2_{x̂x̂} 12v̂^2_{x̂} ) ε^2 + ( v̂^2v̂^{(6)} 288v̂^2_{x̂} − 41v̂^2v̂^{(5)}v̂_{x̂x̂}

1440v̂^3_{x̂} + 3v̂v̂^{(5)} 160v̂_{x̂} − 73v̂^2v̂^{(4)}v̂^{(3)} 1440v̂^3_{x̂} + 17v̂^2v̂^{(4)}v̂^2_{x̂x̂} 120v̂^4_{x̂} − 13v̂v̂^{(4)}v̂_{x̂x̂}

160v̂^2_{x̂} + 19v̂^2 ( v̂^{(3)}

)_2 v̂_{x̂x̂} 96v̂^4_{x̂} − v̂ ( v̂^{(3)}

)_2

18v̂^2_{x̂} − 35v̂^2v̂^{(3)}v̂^3_{x̂x̂} 72v̂^5_{x̂} + 71v̂v̂^{(3)}v̂^2_{x̂x̂}

288v̂^3_{x̂} + 2v̂^2v̂^5_{x̂x̂} 9v̂^6_{x̂} − 37v̂v̂^4_{x̂x̂} 288v̂^4_{x̂} ) ε^4 + O(ε^6) (5.25)

satisfies the following so-called extended q-deformed KdV hierarchy √ 2 i ε ∂L̂ ∂t̂^{1,p} = (−1)^{p+1}

2^{3p+2} (2p + 1)!! [( L̂^{p+ 1}_2 ) + , L̂ ] , p ≥ 0, (5.26) √ 2 i ε ∂L̂ ∂t̂^{0,−p} = − (p − 1)!

2^{2p} [( L̂^{−p} ) − , L̂ ] , p ≥ 1, (5.27) √ 2 i ε ∂L̂ ∂t̂^{0,p} = (−1)^{p+1}

2^{2p−1} p! [( L̂^p log L̂ ) + , L̂ ] , p ≥ 0, (5.28) where L̂ = Λ^2 + ÛΛ, Λ = e^{√2 i ε∂}x̂ , (5.29)

the definitions of L̂^{−1}, log L̂ and more details can be found in Sect. 4 of [30]. The first few flows of this hierarchy have the following forms: √ 2 i ε ∂Û ∂t̂^{1,0} = 4Û ( Λ − 1 Λ + 1 Û ) , (5.30) √ 2 i ε ∂Û ∂t̂^{1,1} = 32 3 ( Û ∘ Λ − 1 Λ + 1 ∘ Û ∘ Λ Λ + 1 ) [( 1 Λ + 1 Û )_2]

, (5.31) ∂Û ∂t̂^{0,0} = Û_{x̂}, √ 2 i ε ∂Û ∂t̂^{0,−1} = 1 4 ( 1 Û + − 1 Û − ) , (5.32)

where Û^± = Λ^{±1}Û.

Based on the discussion given in Section 4.4, we arrive at the equivalence relation ( KdV Hierarchy with extended flows {_∂ ∂t^{B,p} } p∈Z ) (5.13)

===== q-deformed KdV Hierarchy with extended flows {_∂ ∂t̂^{0,p} } p∈Z up to a certain Miura-type transformation. Moreover, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. If Û satisfies the extended q-deformed KdV hierarchy (5.26)–(5.28), then

U := 8Λ Λ + 1 [( 1 Λ + 1 Û )_2]

= Û^2 + ( ÛÛ_{x̂x̂} + 1 2 Û^2_{x̂} ) ε^2 + ( 1 3 ÛÛ^{(4)} + 2 3 Û^{(3)}Û_{x̂} + 1 2 Û^2_{x̂x̂} ) ε^4 + O(ε^6) (5.33)

satisfies the KdV hierarchy (5.20) and the topological deformations of the Legendre flows {_∂ ∂t^{B,p} } p∈Z, under the identifications (5.13). In particular, U satisfies the KdV equation ∂U ∂t̂^{1,1} = U ∂U ∂t̂^{1,0} + ε^2 12 ∂^3U ( ∂t̂^{1,0} )_3 . (5.34)

Proof. It suffices to verify that the functions U and Û defined in (5.19) and (5.25) respectively are related by (5.33). From Theorem 4.6 we know that the topological deformations of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies of M and M̂ share the same tau function, therefore

U = ε^2

∂^2 log τ ∂x∂t^{1,0} = ε^2

∂^2 log τ̂ ∂t̂^{1,0}∂t̂^{1,0} . By the relationships between the q-deformed KdV hierarchy and the fractional Volterra hierarchy (FVH) together with its tau structure (see details in [30, 36, 37]), we can verify that ε^2

∂^2 log τ̂ ∂t̂^{1,0}∂t̂^{1,0} = −8Res ( ΛL̂^{12} ) = 8Λ Λ + 1 [( 1 Λ + 1 Û )_2] , thus we arrive at a proof of the theorem.

Remark 5.2. The relation (5.33) given in the above theorem can also be derived from spectral problems. Note that the t̂^{1,0}-flow given in (5.26) is the compatibility condition of the following spectral problem and the evolution of the wave function:

L̂ψ̂ = λ̂ψ̂, (5.35) √ 2 i εψ̂_{t̂}1,0 = −4 [ Λ + ( 1 1 + Λ Û )] ψ̂, (5.36)

here L̂ is the Lax operator (5.29), λ̂ is the spectral parameter, ψ̂ is the wave function. Denote λ = −4λ̂, ψ = Λψ̂, then by using the following identity

(Λ − 1) [( 1 Λ + 1 Û )_2] = ( Λ Λ + 1 Û )_2 − ( 1 Λ + 1 Û )_2

= ( Û − 1 Λ + 1 Û )_2 − ( 1 Λ + 1 Û )_2

= Û^2 − Û ( 2 Λ + 1 Û ) = Û ( Λ − 1 Λ + 1 Û ) , (5.37)

we can show that [ ε^2 2 ∂^2_x + 8Λ Λ + 1 ( 1 Λ + 1 Û )_2] ψ = λψ, which is the spectral problem of the KdV hierarchy (5.21) with U given by (5.33), here x = t̂^{1,0}.

Corollary 5.3. Suppose U satisfies the KdV hierarchy (5.20), then the following assertions hold true.

1. There exists a function

W = U + ∞∑ k=1 U_{[k]}ε^k uniquely determined by the equation W − U = i ε (√ W + U ) x , (5.38)

here {U_{[k]}}_{k≥1} are differential polynomials of U.

2. The above-mentioned function W yields a symmetry U → W of the KdV hierarchy.

Moreover, this symmetry is generated by the topological deformation of the Legendre flow^∂_{∂tB,0} given in (5.23), i.e.

W = exp (√ 2 i ε ∂ ∂t^{B,0} ) U. (5.39)

Proof. It is easy to see that we can solve U_{[k]} recursively from (5.38), so the first assertion of the corollary holds true. In order to prove the second assertion of the corollary, it suffices to verify that the function W defined by (5.39) solves the equation (5.38). Indeed, from (5.13) it follows that exp (√ 2 i ε ∂ ∂t^{B,0} ) = e √ 2 i ε∂_{x̂} = Λ.

We denote U^± = Λ^±U, then Û = Λ + 1 2 √ 2 √ U + U^− satisfies the relation (5.33), so it is a solution of the extended q-deformed KdV hierarchy. Therefore from (5.30) and (5.37) we arrive at

(Λ − 1)U = 8Λ Λ + 1

(Λ − 1) [( 1 Λ + 1 Û )_2] = ( 8Λ Λ + 1 ∘ Û ∘ Λ − 1 Λ + 1 ) Û

= 2 √ 2 i εΛ Λ + 1 ∂Û ∂t̂^{1,0} = 2 √ 2 i εΛ Λ + 1

Λ + 1 2 √ 2 (√ U + U^− ) x = i ε (√ U^+ + U ) x , i.e. W := U^+ solves the equation (5.38). The corollary is proved.

In fact, the solution W to the equation (5.38) has the form

W = U + U_x 2U^12 ϵ + ( U_{xx} 8U − U^2_x 8U^2 ) ϵ^2 + ( U^{(3)} 32U^32 + 25U^3_x 256U^72 − U_{xx}U_x 8U^52 ) ϵ^3

+ ( U^{(4)} 128U^2 − 13U^{(3)}U_x 256U^3 − 9U^2_{xx} 256U^3 + 99U_{xx}U^2_x 512U^4 − 15U^4_x 128U^5 ) ϵ^4 + O(ε^5),

where ϵ = √ 2 i ε.

6 Example: the Toda and the Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchies

6.1 Generalized Frobenius manifolds and their complete data Consider the 2-dimensional generalized Frobenius manifold M with potential F = 1 2 v^2u + ve^u + 1 2 v^2 log v, (6.1)

where (v, u) := (v^1, v^2) are the flat coordinates with respect to the flat metric η = dv ⊗ du + du ⊗ dv. The unity e, Euler vector field E and monodromy data μ, R of M are given by e = v∂_v − ∂_u v − e^u , E = v∂_v + ∂_u, μ = ( −^1_2 0 0^1_2 ) , R = R_1 = ( 0 0 2 0 ) . (6.2)

This generalized Frobenius manifold and its relation to the Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy are presented in [4, 29, 31, 32], and it is shown in [31, 32] that the flows of the Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy are contained in the topological deformation of the Principal Hierarchy of M.

Consider the vector field B = ∂_v (6.3) on M, which is an invertible quasi-homogeneous Legendre field such that μ_B = μ_1 = − 1 2 . It is clear that the flows^∂_{∂tB,p} in the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy coincide with the flows^∂_{∂t1,p} for p ∈ Z, and the Legendre-extended calibrations ξ_{B,p}, the Hamiltonian densities θ_{B,p} and the 2-point functions Ω_{B,p;i,q} can be chosen as ξ_{B,p} = ξ_{1,p}, θ_{B,p} = θ_{1,p}, Ω_{B,p;i,q} = Ω_{1,p;i,q} (6.4) for p, q ∈ Z and i ∈ {0, B, 1, 2}. As shown in [35], this Legendre field B transforms M to the Frobenius manifold M̂ with potential F̂ = 1 2 v̂^2û + e^û, (6.5) where (v̂, û) := (v̂^1, v̂^2) are the flat coordinates with respect to the new flat matric η̂ = dv̂ ⊗ dû + dû ⊗ dv̂, and they are related with (v, u) by v̂ = v + e^u, û = log v + u. (6.6) The relation of the Frobenius manifold M̂ with the extended Toda hierarchy and the Gromov– Witten invariants of C P^1 are studied in [8, 15, 16, 20, 46]. In the coordinates v̂, û, the unit vector field e and the Euler vector field E given in (6.2) have the form e = ∂_{v̂}, E = v̂∂_{v̂} + 2∂_û. (6.7) Note that the unit vector field e = ∂_{v̂} is flat with respect to the new metric η̂, therefore the ∂ ∂t̂^{0,p} -flows coincide with the ∂ ∂t̂^{1,p} -flows in the Principal Hierarchy of

M̂. From (2.11) and (6.2) it follows that the inversion B̂ := B^{−1} has the form B̂ = B̂ · e = v( B̂ · ∂_v) − (B̂ · ∂_u) v − e^u = v∂_{v̂} − ∂_û v − e^u . (6.8) According to (3.55), (3.64), (3.77) and (6.4), the Hamiltonian densities θ̂_{B̂,p} of the flows^∂_{∂t̂B̂,p} of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy of (M̂, B̂) have the form

θ̂_{B̂,p} = Ω̂_{B̂,p;0,0} = Ω_{0,p;B,0} = Ω_{0,p;1,0} = ⟨ξ_{0,p+1}, ξ_{1,0}⟩ = ∂θ^{0,p+1} ∂v , p ∈ Z, (6.9) where the first few terms and explicit formulas of θ_{0,p} of M can be found in [31] and [32] respectively. For example, we have

θ̂_{B̂,−3} = −2 ( v^2 + 4ve^u + e^{2u} ) (v − e^u)^5 , θ̂_{B̂,−2} = v + e^u (v − e^u)^3 , θ̂_{B̂,−1} = − 1 v − e^u , θ̂_{B̂,0} = u, θ̂_{B̂,1} = v(u + 1) + e^u(u − 1), θ̂_{B̂,2} = 1 4 ( v^2(2u + 3) + 4ve^u(2u − 1) + e^{2u}(2u − 3) ) , θ̂_{B̂,3} = 1 36 ( v^3(6u + 11) + 9v^2e^u(6u − 1) + 9ve^{2u}(6u − 7) + e^{3u}(6u − 11) ) , here v, u and v̂, û are related by (6.6). The Hamiltonian densities θ̂_{0,p} = θ̂_{1,p} and θ̂_{2,p} of the Frobenius manifold M̂ with potential (6.5) are given in [15, 16] as follows:

θ̂_1(z) = ∑ p≥0 θ_{1,p}z^p = −2e^{zv̂} ( K_0(2ze^{12 û}) + (log z + γ)I_0(2ze^{12 û}) ) , (6.10)

θ̂_2(z) = ∑ p≥0 θ_{2,p}z^p = 1 z ( e^{zv̂}I_0(2ze^{12 û}) − 1 ) , (6.11)

where I_0, K_0 are the modified Bessel functions, and γ = 0.577 · · · is the Euler’s constant. Then from (3.49) and (6.6) we obtain

∂θ_1(z) ∂u = 2zv^{12} e^ue^{z(v+eu )} ( K_1(2zv^{12} e^u) − (log z + γ)I_1(2zv^{12} e^u) ) , ∂θ_1(z) ∂v = −2ze^{z(v+eu )} ( K_0(2zv^{12} e^u) + (log z + γ)I_0(2zv^{12} e^u) ) , ∂θ_2(z) ∂u = v^{12} e^{u2} e^{z(v+eu )}I_1(2zv^{12} e^u),

∂θ_2(z) ∂v = e^{z(v+eu )}I_0(2zv^{12} e^u),

which provide an alternative formulation of the Hamiltonian densities {θ_{i,p}}_{i=1,2, p≥0} of the dispersionless extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy [4, 32].

Now let us compute the complete data ~μ_B , ~R_B of (M, B). It is not difficult to see that some of the 2-point functions of (M, B) are given by

Ω_{0,0;0,0} = θ_{0,0} = u − log(v − e^u), Ω_{0,0;B,0} = θ_{B,0} = θ_{1,0} = u, Ω_{B,0;B,0} = Ω_{1,0;1,0} = u + log v,

therefore L_E Ω_{0,0;0,0} = 0, L_EΩ_{0,0;B,0} = 1 and L_EΩ_{B,0;B,0} = 2. Then from (3.74) and other basic properties of the complete data it follows that

~μ_B = −^1_2 −^1_2

−^1_{2 1} 2 1 2 1 2

, ~R_B = ~R_{B;1} = 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 0 .

On the other hand, the complete data ^~μ_{B̂}, ^~R_{B̂} of (M̂ , B̂) can be obtained from the above ~μ_B , ~R_B by using Theorem 3.18.

6.2 Solutions to the loop equations In this subsection, we compare the solutions to the loop equations of M̂ and M. The loop equation of the Frobenius manifold M̂ can be found in Sect. 5 of [16] (see also in Example 3.10.27 of [15]). The genus-one solution F̂_1 to this loop equation has the expression

F̂_1 = 1 24 log ( v̂^2_{x̂} − e^ûû^2_{x̂} ) − 1 24 û. (6.12)

Under the linear reciprocal transformation (3.50)–(3.51) and (6.6), the relation between jet variables v̂_{x̂}, û_{x̂} and v_x, u_x are given by

v̂_{x̂} = 1 v ((v + e^u)v_x + 2ve^uu_x) ,

û_{x̂} = 1 v (2v_x + (v + e^u)u_x) .

Then F̂_1 given in (6.12) can be rewritten as

F̂_1 = 1 24 log ( v^2_x − ve^uu^2_x ) + 1 12 log(v − e^u) − 1 8 log v − 1 24 u, (6.13)

which coincides with the genus-one solution F_1 to the loop equation of generalized Frobenius manifold M, see Example 11.2 of [31].

As it is shown in [16], the topological deformation of the^∂_{∂t̂i,p} -flows (i = 1, 2) of M̂ yields the so-called extended Toda hierarchy [8] up to a certain Miura-type transformation, and the additional Legendre flows^∂_{∂t̂B̂,p} give a further extension of the extended Toda hierarchy. On the other hand, it is proved in [32] that the topological deformation of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy of (M, B) coincides with the so-called extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy up to a certain Miura-type transformation. Based on the discussion given in Section 4.4 and the fact that Legendre flows^∂_{∂tB,p} =^∂_{∂t1,p} , we know that the above-mentioned extension of the extended Toda hierarchy and the extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy are related by the linear reciprocal transformation (3.50) up to a certain Miura-type transformation.

6.3 The extended Toda hierarchy In this subsection, let us recall the definition and some basic properties of the extended Toda hierarchy. For more details, see [8, 16]. Introduce the Lax operator

L̂ = Λ̂ + V̂ + e^Û Λ̂^{−1}, (6.14)

where V̂ , Û are unknown functions, and the shift operator

Λ̂ = e^{ε∂}x̂ . (6.15)

The extended Toda hierarchy consists of the following flows ε ∂L̂ ∂t̂^{α,p} = [A_{α,p}, L̂], α = 1, 2, p ≥ 0, (6.16)

where

A_{1,p} = 2 p! ( L̂^p(log L̂ − c_p) ) + , A_{2,p} = 1 (p + 1)! ( L̂^{p+1} ) + , and c_p = 1+^1_2 +· · ·+^1_p for p ≥ 1, c_0 = 0. Note that for an operator of the form X = ∑ k∈Z X_kΛ̂^k, the positive part X_+ is defined as ∑ k≥0 X_kΛ̂^k, and Res X = X_0. The definition of log L̂ can be found in [8] and is omitted here.

The^∂_{∂t̂2,p} -flows for p ≥ 0, known as the positive flows, constitute the usual Toda hierarchy, while the logarithmic flows^∂_{∂t̂1,p} serve as an extension of this hierarchy. The first flows of the extended Toda hierarchy (6.16) are^∂_{∂t̂1,0} = ∂_{x̂} and ε ∂V̂ ∂t̂^{2,0} = e^{Û ⊕} − e^Û , ε ∂Û ∂t̂^{2,0} = V̂ − V̂^⊖, (6.17)

here we introduce the following short notation: for a function f we denote f^⊕ = Λ̂f, f^⊖ = Λ̂^{−1}f. (6.18) The extended Toda hierarchy (6.16) possesses a tau structure. For any solution of the extended Toda hierarchy there exists a function τ̂ such that

V̂ = ε(Λ̂ − 1)∂ log τ̂ ∂t̂^{2,0} , (6.19) Û = (Λ̂ − 1)(1 − Λ̂^{−1}) log τ̂, (6.20)

ε(Λ̂ − 1)

∂^2 log τ̂ ∂t̂^{α,p}∂t̂^{β,q} = ∂ ∂t̂^{β,q} Res A_{α,p} (6.21) for α, β = 1, 2 and p, q ≥ 0. For example, we have the following two-point functions

ε^2

∂^2 log τ̂ ∂t̂^{2,0}∂t̂^{2,0} = e^Û , (6.22)

ε^2

∂^2 log τ̂ ∂t̂^{2,0}∂t̂^{2,1} = 1 2 (V̂ + V̂^⊖)e^Û , (6.23)

which can be derived from (6.17) and (6.21) directly.

The extended Toda hierarchy is the topological deformation of the Principal Hierarchy of M̂ (6.5) up to a certain Miura-type transformation. Precisely speaking, let

ΔF̂ = ∑ g≥1 ε^{2g−2}F̂_g

be the solution to the loop equation of M̂, and suppose v̂, û satisfy the Principal Hierarchy of M̂, then

V̂ =

Λ̂ − 1 ε∂_{x̂} ( v̂ + ε^2

∂^2ΔF̂ ∂x̂∂t̂^{2,0} ) , Û = (

Λ̂ − 1)(1 − Λ̂−1)

ε^2∂^2_{x̂} ( û + ε^2

∂^2ΔF̂ ∂x̂∂t̂^{1,0} )

satisfy the extended Toda hierarchy (6.16), and the corresponding tau function satisfies log τ̂ = ε^{−2}f̂ + ΔF̂, where f̂ be the genus-zero free energy of the tau-cover (3.75).

We remark that in the Principal Hierarchy of M̂ , we have ∂ ∂t̂^{0,p} = ∂ ∂t̂^{1,p} for p ≥ 0,

and^∂_{∂t̂0,p} = 0 for p ≤ −1. The Legendre field B̂ of M̂ defined in (6.8) yields a family of extended flows {_∂ ∂t̂^{B̂,p} } p∈Z , the topological deformation of which gives a further extension of the extended Toda hierarchy.

6.4 The extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy In this subsection, let us recall the definition and some basic properties of the extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy. For more details, see [29, 32] and Sect. 11 of [31]. Introduce the Lax operator

L = (1 − QΛ^{−1})^{−1}(Λ − P ) = Λ + (Q − P ) + Q(Q^− − P^−)Λ^{−1} + · · · , (6.24)

where P, Q are unknown functions, and the shift operator

Λ = e^{ε∂x} . (6.25)

Here we introduce the short notation

f^+ = Λf, f^− = Λ^{−1}f (6.26)

for any function f. The Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy consists of following flows: ε ∂L ∂t^{2,p} = 1 (p + 1)! [( L^{p+1} ) + , L ] , (6.27) ε ∂L ∂t^{0,−p−1} = (−1)^pp! [( L^{−p−1} ) − , L ] (6.28)

for p ≥ 0, which are known as the positive and negative flows respectively. For example, the first positive flow has the form ε ∂P ∂t^{2,0} = P (Q^+ − Q), ε ∂Q ∂t^{2,0} = Q(Q^+ − Q^− − P + P^−). (6.29)

Introduce new coordinates

V = Q − P, U = log Q, (6.30)

then the t^{2,0}-flow (6.29) can be rewritten as ε ∂V ∂t^{2,0} = V e^{U +} − V^−e^U , ε ∂U ∂t^{2,0} = e^{U +} − e^U + V − V^−. (6.31)

In general, the dispersionless limit of Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy (6.27)–(6.28) coincides with the t^{2,p}- and t^{0,−p−1}-flows in the Principal Hierarchy of the generalized Frobenius manifold M with potential (6.1) under the change of variables V → v and U → u.

The Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy (6.27)–(6.28) admits two families of extended flows ∂ ∂t^{0,p} , ∂ ∂t^{1,p} , p ≥ 0 (6.32)

with ∂ ∂t^{0,0} = ∂_x, and their dispersionless limits coincide which the t^{0,p}- and t^{1,p}-flows of the Principal Hierarchy of M under the change variables V → v and U → u. The Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy (6.27)– (6.28) together with extended flows (6.32) is known as the extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy [32]. Although we do not know at the moment the explicit formulations of the extended flows (6.32) in terms of Lax equations, we have the following result.

Proposition 6.1. (Theorem 3.1 of [32]). The extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy admits the following discrete symmetry P → P^⊕ = P (Q^{++} − P^+) Q^+ − P

, (6.33) Q → Q^⊕ = Q^+(Q^{++} − P^+) Q^+ − P

. (6.34)

Moreover, the above symmetry is generated by the extended flow^∂_{∂t1,0} , i.e.

P^⊕ = e^{ε ∂}∂t^{1,0} P, Q^⊕ = e^{ε ∂}∂t^{1,0} Q. (6.35)

We introduce the shift operator Λ̂ = e^{ε ∂}_{∂t}1,0 , (6.36)

and we denote f^⊕ = Λ̂f, f^⊖ = Λ̂^{−1}f.

Here we use the same notations Λ̂, ⊕ and ⊖ as in previous subsection, this is because the flow^∂_{∂t1,0} turns out to be identified with the flow^∂_{∂t̂1,0} =^∂_{∂t̂0,0} = ∂_{x̂} of the extended Toda hierarchy via the linear reciprocal transformation (3.50).

From (6.33)–(6.34) it follows that

P^⊖ =

P (Q^− − P^−) Q − P , Q^⊖ = Q^−(Q^{−−} − P^{−−}) Q^− − P^− , so in the coordinates V, U defined by (6.30), the above discrete symmetry of the extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy can be reformulated as

V^⊕ = V^+ + e^{U ++} − e^{U +} , (6.37)

e^{U ⊕} = e^{U +}

V^+ + e^{U ++} − e^{U +} V + e^{U +} − e^U

, (6.38)

V^⊖ = V^− + e^{U −} V^{−−} V^− − e^U V^− V , (6.39)

e^{U ⊖} = e^{U −} V^{−−} V^− . (6.40)

The extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy admits a tau structure. For any solution of the extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy there exists a function τ such that

V = ε(Λ − 1)

∂ log τ ∂t^{2,0} , (6.41)

U = (1 − Λ^{−1})(Λ̂ − 1) log τ, (6.42)

ε(Λ − 1)

∂^2 log τ ∂t^{2,p}∂t^{2,q} = ∂ ∂t^{2,q} ( 1 (p + 1)!

Res L^{p+1} ) , p, q ≥ 0. (6.43) For example, we have the following two-point functions

ε^2

∂^2 log τ ∂t^{2,0}∂t^{2,0} = (Q^− − P^−)Q = V^−e^U , (6.44)

ε^2

∂^2 log τ ∂t^{2,0}∂t^{2,1} = 1 2 ( Q^+Q(Q^− − P^−) + QQ^−(Q^{−−} − P^{−−})

+ Q(Q − P )(Q^− − P^−) + Q(Q^− − P^−)^2 )

= 1 2 ( e^{U+U +} V^− + e^{U −+U} V^{−−} + (V^− + V )V^−e^U ) , (6.45)

which can be derived from (6.29) and (6.43) directly.

The extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy is the topological deformation of the Principal Hierarchy of M with potential (6.1) up to a certain Miura-type transformation. More precisely, let ΔF = ∑ g≥1 ε^{2g−2}F_g be the solution to the loop equation of M, and suppose v, u satisfy the Principal Hierarchy of M, then it was conjectured in [31] and was proved in [32] that V = Λ − 1 ε∂_x ( v + ε^2

∂^2ΔF ∂x∂t^{2,0} ) , U = 1 − Λ^{−1} ε∂_x Λ̂ − 1 ε∂_t1,0 ( u + ε^2

∂^2ΔF ∂x∂t^{1,0} )

satisfy the extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy under the change of variables (6.30), and the corresponding tau function satisfies

log τ = ε^{−2}f + ΔF, (6.46)

where f is the genus-zero free energy of the tau-cover (3.75).

We remark that the Legendre-extended flows^∂_{∂tB,p} of M associated with the Legendre field B = ∂_v (6.3) coincide with^∂_{∂t1,p} for p ≥ 0, and^∂_{∂tB,p} = 0 for p ≤ −1.

6.5 Linear reciprocal transformation between hierarchies Since the generalized Frobenius manifold M and the Frobenius manifold M̂ with potentials (6.1) and (6.5) respectively are related by a generalized Legendre transformation, Theorem 4.6 asserts that the topological deformations of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies of them are related by the linear reciprocal transformation t̂^{1,p} = t^{1,p}, t̂^{2,p} = t^{2,p}, t̂^{B̂,p} = t^{0,p}, t̂^{B̂,−p−1} = t^{0,−p−1}, p ≥ 0, (6.47) therefore, the extended Toda hierarchy and the extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy are related by this linear reciprocal transformation.

Theorem 6.2. Suppose V, U satisfy the extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy (6.27), (6.28) and (6.32) under the change of variables (6.30), then V̂ = V + e^{U +} , Û = log V^− + U (6.48)

satisfy the extended Toda hierarchy (6.16) and its Legendre-extended flows^∂_{∂t̂B̂,p} via the linear reciprocal transformation (6.47). In particular, V̂ , Û satisfy the Toda equation (6.17). Proof. According to Theorem 4.6, the topological deformations of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchies of (M, B) and (M̂, B̂) share the same tau function τ = τ̂. Therefore, it suffices to verify that the V, U and V̂ , Û defined as in (6.41)–(6.42) and (6.19)– (6.20) are related by (6.48). Comparing their two-point functions (6.22)–(6.23) and (6.44)– (6.45), we arrive at

e^Û = V^−e^U , V̂ + V̂^⊖ = e^{U +} + e^{U −} V^{−−} V^− + V^− + V,

therefore Û = log V^− + U, and from (6.39)–(6.40) we obtain

V̂ = 1 1 + Λ̂^{−1} ( e^{U +} + e^{U −} V^{−−} V^− + V^− + V ) = V + e^{U +} .

The theorem is proved.

Remark 6.3. The relation (6.48) given in the above theorem can also be derived from spectral problems. Note that the Lax operator L of the Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy given in (6.24) can also be represented in the form

L = (Λ − P̃ )(1 − Q̃Λ^{−1})^{−1},

where P̃ = P^+(Q − P ) Q^+ − P^+ , Q̃ = Q(Q^− − P^−) Q − P . Then it can be verified that the discrete symmetry (6.33)–(6.34) is the compatibility condition of the following spectral problem and the discrete evolution of the wave function Lψ = λψ, (6.49) Λ̂ψ = (Λ − Q^+)ψ, (6.50)

where λ, ψ are spectral parameter and wave function respectively. The evolution equation of the wave function can be rewritten as

ψ^+ = ψ^⊕ + Q^+ψ. (6.51)

By applying Λ on both sides of the above equation and by using (6.33)–(6.34), we obtain

ψ^{++} = ψ^{⊕⊕} + (Q^{⊕+} + Q^{++})ψ^⊕ + Q^{++}Q^+ψ. (6.52)

The spectral problem (6.49) implies

ψ^{++} − (λ + P^+)ψ^+ + λQ^+ψ = 0.

By substituting (6.51)–(6.52) into the above equation, and by using (6.33)–(6.34), we obtain ψ^{⊕⊕} + ( Q^+ + Q − P )_⊕ ψ^⊕ + [( Q^− − P^− ) Q ]_⊕ ψ = λψ^⊕, therefore ( Λ̂ + (Q^+ + Q − P ) + (Q^− − P^−)QΛ̂^{−1} ) ψ = λψ, which is the spectral problem (6.14), (6.30), (6.48) of the Toda hierarchy.

7 Conclusion

In this paper we establish the relationship between the Principal Hierarchies, the tau structures, the Virasoro operators and the full-genera free energies of two semisimple generalized Frobenius manifolds M and M̂ that are related by a generalized Legendre transformation. An important step in the establishing of this relationship is the construction of the hierarchies of flows associated with the Legendre fields. We call these flows the Legendre flows, and we add them to the Principal Hierarchies of the generalized Frobenius manifolds to obtain the Legendre extended Principal Hierarchies. We show that the Legendre extended Principal Hierarchies and their topological deformations associated with the generalized Frobenius manifolds M and M̂ are related by a linear reciprocal transformation, and we also give two examples to illustrate such a relationship between integrable hierarchies associated with generalized Frobenius manifolds.

We remark that a generic generalized Frobenius manifold M with non-flat unity can be transformed to a usual Frobenius manifold M̂ with flat unity by a certain generalized Legendre transformation. To see this, let {v^1, . . . v^n} be a system of flat coordinates of M such that its Euler vector field takes the form (2.14), then all the vector fields^∂_{∂vα} are quasi-homogeneous and Legendre; under the assumption that^∂_{∂vα} is invertible for a certain α ∈ {1, . . . , n}, the Legendre transformation associated with B =^∂_{∂vα} transforms M to a Frobenius manifold M̂ with flat unity e =^∂_{∂v̂α} with respect to the flat metric of M̂.

Note that the quasi-Miura transformation (4.34) yielded by the solution to the loop equation (4.42) transforms the bihamiltonian structure (3.42) of the Legendre-extended Principal Hierarchy of a semisimple generalized Frobenius manifold M to that of its topological deformation. An important problem is whether this deformed bihamiltonian structure possesses the polynomiality property, i.e., whether the deformation terms of the bihamiltonian structure can be represented in terms of differential polynomials of the unknown functions of the integrable hierarchy. In the case of a usual semisimple Frobenius manifold with flat unity, the polynomiality of its deformed bihamiltonian structure is studied in [6, 7, 15, 24], and it is proved recently in [33]. The fact that a generic generalized Frobenius manifold with non-flat unity can be transformed to a usual Frobenius manifold with flat unity by a generalized Legendre transformation leads us to conjecture that the polynomiality property also holds true for the deformed bihamiltonian structure of a semisimple generalized Frobenius manifold with non-flat unity. We will study this topic in subsequent publications.

Acknowledgements. This work is supported by National Key R&D Program of China (Grant No. 2020YFE0204200), NSFC No. 12171268 and No. 11725104. We would like to thank Di Yang and Zhe Wang for very helpful comments and discussions on this work.

References

[1] A. Arsie, A. Buryak, P. Lorenzoni, P. Rossi, Flat F-manifolds, F-CohFTs, and integrable hierarchies, Comm. Math. Phys. 388 (2021), 291–328.

[2] A. Arsie, A. Buryak, P. Lorenzoni, P. Rossi, Semisimple flat F-manifolds in higher genus, Comm. Math. Phys. 397 (2023), 141–197.

[3] X. Blot, D. Lewanski, S. Shadrin, On the strong DR/DZ conjecture, eprint arXiv: 2405.12334.

[4] A. Brini, G. Carlet, P. Rossi, Integrable hierarchies and the mirror model of local C P^1, Phys. D 241 (2012) 2156–2167.

[5] A. Buryak, Double ramification cycles and integrable hierarchies, Comm. Math. Phys.

336 (2015), 1085–1107.

[6] A. Buryak, H. Posthuma, S. Shadrin, On deformations of quasi-Miura transformations and the Dubrovin-Zhang bracket, J. Geom. Phys. 62 (2012), 1639–1651.

[7] A. Buryak, H. Posthuma, S. Shadrin, A polynomial bracket for the Dubrovin-Zhang hierarchies, J. Differential Geom. 92 (2012), 153–185.

[8] G. Carlet, B. Dubrovin, Y. Zhang, The extended Toda hierarchy, Mosc. Math. J. 4 (2004), 313–332.

[9] N. K. Chidambaram, E. Garcia-Failde, A. Giacchetto, Relations on M_{g,n} and the negative r-spin Witten conjecture, eprint arXiv: 2205.15621.

[10] B. Dubrovin, Geometry of 2D topological field theories, In: Integrable systems and quantum groups (Montecatini Terms, 1993), Lecture Notes in Math., 1620, Springer, Berlin, 1996, pp. 120–348.

[11] B. Dubrovin, Integrable systems and classification of 2-dimensional topological field theories, In: Integrable Systems, Progress in Mathematics, vol. 115, Birkhäuser, Boston, 1993, pp. 313–359.

[12] B. Dubrovin, Painlevé transcendents in two-dimensional topological field theory, In:

The Painlevé property, CRM Ser. Math. Phys., Springer, New York, 1999, pp. 287–412.

[13] B. Dubrovin, S.-Q. Liu, Y. Zhang, Bihamiltonian cohomologies and integrable hierarchies II: the tau structures, Comm. Math. Phys. 361 (2018), 467–524.

[14] B. Dubrovin, Y. Zhang, Frobenius manifolds and Virasoro constraints, Selecta Math. 5 (1999), 423–466.

[15] B. Dubrovin, Y. Zhang, Normal forms of hierarchies of integrable PDEs, Frobenius manifolds and Gromov-Witten invariants, eprint arXiv: math/0108160.

[16] B. Dubrovin, Y. Zhang, Virasoro symmetries of the extended Toda hierarchy, Comm.

Math. Phys. 250 (2004), 161–193.

[17] H. Fan, T. Jarvis, Y. Ruan, The Witten equation, mirror symmetry, and quantum singularity theory, Ann. of Math. (2) 178 (2013), 1-106.

[18] M. Feigin, L. Kaminski, I. A. Strachan, Legendre transforms for type A_n and B_n ∨- systems, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 57 (2024), 475205.

[19] E. Getzler, The jet-space of a Frobenius manifold and higher-genus Gromov-Witten invariants, In: Frobenius manifolds, Aspects Math., E36, Friedr. Vieweg & Sohn, Wiesbaden, 2004, pp. 45–89.

[20] E. Getzler, The Toda conjecture, In: Symplectic geometry and mirror symmetry (Seoul, 2000), World Scientific, River Edge, NJ, 2001, pp. 51–79.

[21] A. Givental, Gromov-Witten invariants and quantization of quadratic Hamiltonians, Mosc. Math. J. 1 (2001), 551–568.

[22] A. Givental, Semisimple Frobenius structures at higher genus, Internat. Math. Res.

Notices, 2001 (2001), 1265–1286.

[23] A. Givental, T. Milanov, Simple singularities and integrable hierarchies, Progr. Math.

232, Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 2005, pp. 173–201.

[24] F. Hernández Iglesias, S. Shadrin, Bi-Hamiltonian recursion, Liu-Pandharipande relations, and vanishing terms of the second Dubrovin-Zhang bracket, Comm. Math. Phys. 392 (2022), 55–87.

[25] C. Hertling, Frobenius manifolds and moduli spaces for singularities. Cambridge Tracts in Math., Vol. 151. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2002.

[26] C. Hertling, Yu. Manin, Weak Frobenius manifolds, Internat. Math. Res. Notices 1999 (1999), 277–286.

[27] M. Kontsevich, Intersection theory on the moduli space of curves and the matrix Airy function, Comm. Math. Phys. 147 (1992), 1–23.

[28] M. Kontsevich, Y. Manin, Gromov-Witten classes, quantum cohomology, and enumerative geometry, Comm. Math. Phys. 164 (1994), 525–562.

[29] S. Li, S.-Q. Liu, H. Qu, Y. Zhang, Tri-hamiltonian structure of the Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy, Physica D 433 (2022), 133180.

[30] S.-Q. Liu, H. Qu, Y. Wang, Y. Zhang, Solutions of the loop equations of a class of generalized Frobenius manifolds, Comm. Math. Phys. 405 (2024), Paper No. 225.

[31] S.-Q. Liu, H. Qu, Y. Zhang, Generalized Frobenius manifolds with non-flat unity and integrable hierarchies, eprint arXiv: 2209.00483.

[32] S.-Q. Liu, Y. Wang, Y. Zhang, The extended Ablowitz-Ladik hierarchy and a generalized Frobenius manifold. eprint arXiv: 2404.08895.

[33] S.-Q. Liu, Z. Wang, Y. Zhang, Linearization of Virasoro symmetries associated with semisimple Frobenius manifolds, Adv. Math., to appear, eprint arXiv: 2109.01846.

[34] S.-Q. Liu, D. Xu, Y. Zhang, The inversion symmetry of the WDVV equations and tau functions, Physica D 241 (2012), 2168–2177.

[35] S.-Q. Liu, D. Yang, Y. Zhang, C. Zhou, On equivariant Gromov–Witten invariants of resolved conifold with diagonal and anti-diagonal actions, Lett. Math. Phys. 112 (2022), Paper No. 129.

[36] S.-Q. Liu, D. Yang, Y. Zhang, C. Zhou, The Hodge-FVH correspondence, J. Reine Angew. Math. 775 (2021), 259–300.

[37] S.-Q. Liu, Y. Zhang, C. Zhou, Fractional Volterra hierarchy, Lett. Math. Phys. 108 (2018), 261–283.

[38] Yu. Manin, F-manifolds with flat structure and Dubrovin’s duality, Adv. Math. 198 (2005), 5–26.

[39] A. E. Mironov, I. A. Taimanov, On some algebraic examples of Frobenius manifolds, eprint arXiv: math-ph/0609033.

[40] S. Romano, Frobenius structures on double Hurwitz spaces, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 2015 (2015), 538–577.

[41] Y. Ruan, G. Tian, A mathematical theory of quantum cohomology, J. Differential Geom.

42 (1995), 259–367.

[42] I. A. Strachan, R. Stedman, Generalized Legendre transformations and symmetries of the WDVV equations, J. Phys. A. 50(9) (2017), 095202.

[43] E. Witten, On the structure of the topological phase of two-dimensional gravity, Nucl.

Phys. B. 340 (1990), 281–332.

[44] E. Witten, Two-dimensional gravity and intersection theory on moduli space, Surv.

Differ. Geom. 1 (1990), 243–310.

[45] D. Yang, Analytic theory of Legendre-type transformations for a Frobenius manifold, Comm. Math. Phys. 405 (2024), paper No. 234.

[46] Y. Zhang, On the C P^1 topological sigma model and the Toda lattice hierarchy, J. Geom.

Phys. 40 (2002), 215–232.