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Abstract
In this paper, we generalize all the results obtained on para-Kähler Lie algebras in [3]
to para-Kähler Lie algebroids. In particular, we study exact para-Kähler Lie algebroids
as a generalization of exact para-Kähler Lie algebras. This study leads to a natural gen-
eralization of pseudo-Hessian manifolds, we call them contravariant pseudo-Hessian
Manifolds. Contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifolds have many similarities with
Poisson manifolds. We explore these similarities which, among others, leads to a pow-
erful machinery to build examples of non trivial pseudo-Hessian structures. Namely,
we will show that given a finite dimensional commutative and associative algebra
(, .), the orbits of the action Φ of (,+) on ∗ given by Φ(!,") = exp

(
#∗
!
)
(") are

pseudo-Hessian manifolds, where #!($) = !.$. We illustrate this result by consider-
ing many examples of associative commutative algebras and show that the resulting
pseudo-Hessian manifolds are very interesting.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Recall that a Lie algebroid is a vector bundle % ←→ & together with an anchor map ' ∶ % ←→ (& and a Lie bracket [ , ]% on
Γ(%) such that, for any !, $ ∈ Γ(%), ) ∈ *∞(&),

[!,)$]% = ) [!, $]% + '(!)() )$.

Lie algebroids are now a central notion in differential geometry and constitute an active domain of research. They have many
applications in various part of mathematics and physics (see for instance [6–8,18]). It is a well-established fact that many
classical geometrical structures involving the tangent bundle of a manifold (which has a natural structure of Lie algebroid) can
be generalized to the context of Lie algebroids. Thus the notions of connections on Lie algebroids, symplectic Lie algebroids,
pseudo-Riemannian Lie algebroids and so on are now usual notions in differential geometry with many applications in physics
(see for instance [4,10]). On the other hand, it is important to point out that Lie algebroids generalize also Lie algebras and,
for instance, if one obtains a result on the curvature of pseudo-Riemannian Lie algebroids this result holds for the curvature of
pseudo-Euclidean Lie algebras and hence for the curvature of left invariant pseudo-Riemannian metrics on Lie groups.
Mathematische Nachrichten. 2019;1–26. © 2019 WILEY-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim 1www.mn-journal.org
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In this paper, we study para-Kähler Lie algebroids as a generalization of both para-Kähler manifolds and left invariant para-
Kähler structures on Lie groups. Para-Kahler Lie algebroids were introduced by Leichtnam, Tang and Weinstein in [14] and
have been studied in [16,17]. In our study, we adopt a different point of view from [16,17], we recover some of their results and
give new ones.

A para-Kähler structure on a manifold & is a pair (+,,) where + is a pseudo-Riemannian metric and , is a parallel (with
respect to the Levi–Civita connection of +) skew-symmetric endomorphism field satisfying ,2 = -.(& . The paper [9] contains
a survey on para-Kähler geometry and contains many references. When the manifold is a Lie group /, the metric and the para-
complex structure are considered left-invariant, they are both determined by their restrictions to the Lie algebra ! of /. In a such
situation, (!, +0,,0) is called para-Kähler Lie algebra.

A para-Kähler Lie algebroid is a Lie algebroid (%,& , ') together with a pseudo-Euclidean product ⟨ , ⟩ on % and a bundle
isomorphism , ∶ % ←→ % such that ,2 = Id%, , is skew-symmetric with respect to ⟨ , ⟩ and ∇, = 0 where ∇ is the Levi–
Civita connection associated to ⟨ , ⟩.

The authors realized a complete study of para-Kähler Lie algebras in [3] and, our first motivation was to generalize the results
obtained in this study to the context of para-Kähler Lie algebroids. This has been done successfully and constitutes the first part
of this paper. The generalization was not straightforward and many new phenomenas appeared due to the anchor. Moreover, as it
happens often in mathematics, during our investigations when studying a special class of para-Kähler Lie algebroids, we came
across a new structure which turned out to be a natural generalization of the notion of pseudo-Hessian manifolds. We will call
it contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifold and some of its remarkable properties constitute the second part of this paper. Let us
give briefly the definition of this structure and some of its properties.

Recall that a pseudo-Hessian manifold is a locally affine manifold (& ,1) endowed with a pseudo-Riemannian metric such
that + is locally given by1.2where2 is a function. This is equivalent to3 = 1+ is totally symmetric. Pseudo-Hessian geometry
is an active domain of research which has many applications in economic theory, in system modeling and optimization as well as
in statistical theory. One can consult [1,22] to find out more about this geometry and its origins. A contravariant pseudo-Hessian
manifold is triple (& ,1,ℎ) where (& ,1) is a locally affine manifold and ℎ is a symmetric bivector field such that the tensor
( ∈ Γ

(
⊗3 (&

) given by ( (6, 7, 8) = 1ℎ#(6)ℎ(7, 8) is totally symmetric, where ℎ# ∶ ( ∗& ←→ (& is given by
7
(
ℎ#(6)

)
= ℎ(6, 7). When ℎ is invertible, (& ,1,ℎ−1

) is a pseudo-Hessian manifold. There are many similarities between
Poisson manifolds as a generalization of symplectic manifolds and contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifolds as a generalization
of pseudo-Hessian manifolds. Indeed, if (& ,1,ℎ) is a contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifold then Imℎ# is an integrable distri-
bution and defines a singular foliation whose leaves are pseudo-Hessian manifolds. There is an analogue of Darboux–Weinstein
theorem near a regular point (see Theorem 6.11) and  ∶ Ω1(&) × Ω1(&) ←→ Ω1(&) and the bracket [ , ]ℎ on Ω1(&) given
by

≺ 67,: ≻ = ∇:ℎ(6, 7)+ ≺ ∇∗
ℎ#(6)

7,: ≻ and [6, 7] = ∇∗
ℎ#(6)

7 − ∇∗
ℎ#(7)

6,

satisfy (
( ∗& ,& ,ℎ#, [ , ]ℎ

) is a Lie algebroid and  is a torsionless flat connection for this Lie algebroid. Moreover, for
any < ∈ & , < = ker ℎ#(<) carries a natural structure of commutative associative algebra. On the other hand, let (, .) be a
commutative associative algebra (, .). Denote by 1 the canonical affine connection on ∗ and define the symmetric bivector
field ℎ on ∗ by

ℎ(6, 7)(") = ≺ ", 6(").7(") ≻, 6, 7 ∈ Ω1(∗) = *∞(∗,), " ∈ ∗.

Then (∗,1,ℎ) is a contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifolds and the leaves of the foliation associated to Imℎ# are the orbits
of the action Φ of (,+) on ∗ given by Φ(!,") = exp(#∗

!)(") where #!($) = !.$ (see Theorem 7.3). Thus the orbits of Φ are
pseudo-Hessian manifolds. This gives powerful machinery to build examples of pseudo-Hessian structures. We will show that
the pseudo-Hessian structure of these orbits is not trivial since their Hessian curvature is not zero. We illustrate this result by
considering many examples of associative commutative algebras and we will show the pseudo-Hessian structures of these orbits
are not trivial since their Hessian curvatures are not zero.

We give now the organization of this paper. In Section 2, we recall some basic facts about Lie algebroids and connections
on Lie algebroids. A Lie algebroid with a torsionless and flat connection was called Koszul–Vinberg algebroid in [20] and
left symmetric algebroid in [15]. These algebroids play a central role in the study of para-kähler Lie algebroids. We adopt
the terminology of left symmetric algebroids as in [15] and we give some of their geometrical properties we will use later. In
Section 3, we start the study of para-Kähler Lie algebroids and the main result here is Theorem 3.7 which states that a para-
Kähler Lie algebroid is obtained from two left symmetric algebroids on two dual vector bundles compatible in some sense. In
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Sections 4 and 5, we study exact para-Kähler Lie algebroids and the related notions of !-matrices and quasi-S-matrices on a left
symmetric algebroid. If (& ,1) is an affine manifold then ((& ,& ,1) becomes a left symmetric algebroid and a symmetric
!-matrix on ((& ,& ,1) defines a contravariant pseudo-Hessian structure on (& ,1). Section 6 is devoted to the study of this
new structure. In Section 7, we study linear contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifolds and we give many examples.

Notations: Let% ←→ & be a vector bundle and let= ∶ % ←→ % be a bundle endomorphism. We denote by Γ(%) the space of its
sections and by= ∗ ∶ %∗ ←→ %∗ the dual endomorphism. For any: ∈ %< and 6 ∈ %∗

<, we denote 6(:) by≺ 6,: ≻. We consider
the vector bundle Φ(%) ∶= %⊕%∗ endowed with the two nondegenerate bilinear forms ⟨ , ⟩0, Ω0 and ,0 ∶ Φ(%) ←→ Φ(%)
given by

⟨? + 6, @ + 7⟩0 =≺ 6, @ ≻ + ≺ 7, ? ≻,

Ω0(? + 6, @ + 7) =≺ 7, ? ≻ − ≺ 6, @ ≻ and ,0(? + 6) = ? − 6. (1.1)
Let A ∈ Γ

(
∧2 %∗) which is nondegenerate. We denote by ♭ ∶ % ←→ %∗ the bundle isomorphism given by ♭(@) = A(@, .).

2 LIE ALGEBROIDS, CONNECTIONS, LEVI–CIVITA CONNECTIONS, LEFT
SYMMETRIC ALGEBROIDS AND SYMPLECTIC LIE ALGEBROIDS
Through this paper, we will use some well-known basic notions, namely, anchored bundles, Lie algebroids, connections on
Lie algebroids and symplectic Lie algebroids. In this section, we recall the definitions of these notions, we give some of their
properties and some basic examples. For more details one can consult [6–8,11,18]. We recall the definition of left symmetric
algebroids known also as Koszul–Vinberg algebroids. They are Lie algebroids which will play a central role in the study of
para-Kähler Lie algebroids. We give some of their properties we will use later.

Lie algebroids and their immediate properties An anchored vector bundle is a triple (%,& , ') where C ∶ % ←→ & is a
vector bundle and ' ∶ % ←→ (& is a bundle homomorphism called anchor. An homomorphism between two anchored vector
bundles (%,& , ') and (%′,& , '′) is a bundle homomorphism 2 ∶ % ←→ %′ such that ' = '′ ◦2. The sum of two anchored
bundles (%,& , ') and (D,& , '′) is the anchored bundle (%⊕ D,& , ' ⊕ '′).

Let (%,& , ') be an anchored vector bundle. A bracket on Γ(%) is skew-symmetric ℝ-bilinear map
[ , ]% ∶ Γ(%) × Γ(%) ←→ Γ(%).

It is called anchored if for any !, $ ∈ Γ(%) and for every smooth function ) ∈ *∞(&),
[!,)$]% = ) [!, $]% + '(!)() )$. (2.1)

By using a classical argument, we can deduce from this relation that [ , ]% is local in the sense that if a section ! vanishes on
an open set E then for any $ ∈ Γ(%), [!, $]% vanishes on E . The torsion of [ , ]% is the map F[ , ]% ∶ Γ(%) × Γ(%) ←→ (&)
given by

F[ , ]% (!, $) = '([!, $]%) − ['(!), '($)]. (2.2)
F[ , ]% is ℝ-bilinear, skew-symmetric and, for any ) ∈ *∞(&),

F[ , ]% ()!, $) = F[ , ]% (!,)$) = )F[ , ]% (!, $).

So F[ , ]% ∈ Γ
(
∧2 %∗ ⊗ (&

). In order to study under which conditions [ , ]% is a Lie bracket, we introduce the Jacobiator of
[ , ]% as G[ , ]% ∶ Γ(%) × Γ(%) × Γ(%) ←→ Γ(%) given by

G[ , ]% (!, $, H) =
[
[!, $]%, H

]
% +

[
[$, H]%, !

]
% +

[
[H, !]%, $

]
%.

G is ℝ-trilinear and skew-symmetric. Thus [ , ]% is a Lie bracket if and only if G[ , ]% = 0. However, this equation is not tensorial
and may be very difficult to check in concrete situations. Nevertheless, for any !, $, H ∈ Γ(%) and any ) ∈ *∞(&),

G[ , ]% (!, $,)H) = )G[ , ]% (!, $, H) + F[ , ]% (!, $)() )H. (2.3)
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This relation shows that G[ , ]% is local and if F[ , ]% vanishes then G[ , ]% becomes a tensor, namely, G[ , ]% ∈ Γ
(
∧3 %∗ ⊗ (&

).
This shows also that if G[ , ]% vanishes then F[ , ]% does. The following proposition is an immediate consequence of (2.3) and
gives us an useful way of checking if an anchored bracket is actually a Lie bracket.
Proposition 2.1. Let (%,& , ') be an anchored bundle and let [ , ]% be an anchored bracket on Γ(%). Then the following
assertions are equivalent:

(I)
(
Γ(%), [ , ]%

)
is a Lie algebra, i.e., G% vanishes identically.

(II) For any < ∈ & there exists an open set E of & containing < and a basis of sections (!1,… , !J) over E such that

G[ , ]%
(
!I, !K , !L

)
= 0 and F

(
!I, !K

)
= 0, 1 ≤ I < K < L ≤ J.

Definition 2.2. A Lie algebroid is an anchored vector bundle (%,& , ') together with an anchored bracket [ , ]% satisfying (I)
or (II) of Proposition 2.1. A Lie algebroid is called transitive if its anchor map is onto on every point and it is called regular if
the rank of ' is constant on & .

There are some well-known properties of a Lie algebroid (
%,& , ', [ , ]%

).

(a) The induced map ' ∶ Γ(%) ←→ (&) is a Lie algebras homomorphism.
(b) The smooth distribution Im ' is integrable in the sense of Sussmann [24] and, for any leaf # of Im ', (%|#,#, ', [ , ]%

) is a
transitive Lie algebroid.

(c) For any < ∈ & , there is an induced Lie bracket say [ , ]< on !< = ker('<) ⊂ %< which makes it into a finite dimensional
Lie algebra.

(d) The map .% ∶ Γ(∧%∗) ←→ Γ(∧%∗) by

.%N
(
!1,… , !C

)
=

C∑
I=1

(−1)I+1'(!I).N
(
!1,… , !̂I,… , !C

)
−

∑
1≤I<K≤C

(−1)I+K+1N
(
[!I, !K]%, !1,… , !̂I,… , !̂K ,… , !C

)
,

is a differential, i.e., .2% = 0. In particular, for any !, $ ∈ Γ(%), ) ∈ *∞(&) and N ∈ Γ(∧%∗),

.%) (!) = '(!)() ) and .%N(!, $) = '(!).N($) − '($).N(!) −N([!, $]%).

These two relations show that there is a correspondence between Lie algebroids structure on (%,&) and differentials on
Γ(∧%∗).

(e) The bracket [ , ]% extends to a new bracket denoted in the same way on the sections of ∧% = %⊕…⊕ ∧rank%% called
generalized Schouten–Nijenhuis bracket. Its properties are the same as those of the usual Schouten–Nijenhuis bracket and
the anchor extends also to give a map ' ∶ ∧% ←→ ∧(& which preserves Schouten–Nijenhuis brackets. It is important here
to point out that if Π ∈ Γ

(
∧2 %

) satisfies [Π,Π]% = 0 then P = '(Π) is a Poisson tensor on & .

Some examples of Lie algebroids
1. The basic example of a Lie algebroid over & is the tangent bundle itself, with the identity mapping as anchor.
2. Every finite dimensional Lie algebra is a Lie algebroid over a one point space.
3. Any integrable subbundle of (& is a Lie algebroid with the inclusion as anchor and the induced bracket.
4. Let (& ,P) be a Poisson manifold. The bivector field P defines a bundle homomorphism P# ∶ ( ∗& ←→ (& and a bracket

on Ω1(&) by

[6, 7]P = P#(6)7 − P#(7)6 − .P(6, 7)

such that (( ∗& ,& ,P#, [ , ]P
) is a Lie algebroid.
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5. Let ! F
←→ (&) be an action of a finite-dimensional real Lie algebra ! on a smooth manifold & , i.e., a morphism of Lie

algebras from ! to the Lie algebra of vector fields on & . Consider (%,& , ', [ , ]%
), where % = & × ! as a trivial bundle

and
'((Q, R)) = F(R)(Q) and [R, S]% = '(R)S − '(S)R + [R, S]!, S, R ∈ Γ(%) = *∞(& , !).

By using (II) of Proposition 2.1, it is easy to check that (%,& , ', [ , ]%
) is a Lie algebroid.

Connections on Lie algebroids Given a Lie algebroid (
%,& , ', [ , ]%

), an %-connection on a vector bundle T ←→ & is a
ℝ-bilinear operator ∇ ∶ Γ(%) × Γ(T) ←→ Γ(T) satisfying:

∇)!U = ) ∇!U and ∇!()U) = )∇!U + '(!)() )U,

for any ! ∈ Γ(%), U ∈ Γ(T) and ) ∈ *∞(&). We shall call %-connections on the vector bundle % ←→ & linear %-connections.
The curvature of an %-connection ∇ on T is formally identical to the usual definition

V(!, $)U = ∇!∇$U − ∇$∇!U − ∇[!,$]%U,

where !, $ ∈ Γ(%) and U ∈ Γ(T). The connection ∇ is called flat if V vanishes identically. The dual of ∇ is the %-connection
∇∗ on T∗ given by

≺ ∇∗
!6, U ≻= '(!). ≺ 6, U ≻ − ≺ 6,∇!U ≻, (2.4)

for any ! ∈ Γ(%), U ∈ Γ(T), 6 ∈ Γ(T∗).
There is a notion of parallel transport associated to an %-connection ∇ on W ∶ T ←→ & . An %-path is a curve 6 ∶ [!, $] ←→ %

such that
∀X ∈ [!, $], '(6(X)) = H′(X),

where H = C ◦ 6 ∶ [!, $] ←→ & . Given an %-path 6 ∶ [!, $] ←→ %, we denote by Γ6(T) the vector space of curves U ∶ [!, $] ←→ T
such that W ◦ U = C ◦ 6. The connection ∇ defines a unique derivative ∇6 ∶ Γ6(T) ←→ Γ6(T) and a parallel transport
F6 ∶ TH(!) ←→ TH($) given by F6(U1) = U(!) where U ∈ Γ6(T) is uniquely determined by ∇6U = 0 and U(!) = U1.

The canonical connection on the adjoint bundle Let (%,& , ', [ , ]%
) be a Lie algebroid such that ' has a constant rank

over & . Then the adjoint bundle ! = ker ' ←→ & is a vector bundle of Lie algebras. Define ∇! ∶ Γ(%) × Γ(!) ←→ Γ(!) by
∇!
!U = [!, U]%. (2.5)

This defines a %-connection on ! satisfying, for any !, $ ∈ Γ(%), U1, U2 ∈ Γ(!),
V∇!(!, $) = 0 and ∇!

![U1, U2]% =
[
∇!
!U1, U2

]
% +

[
U1,∇

!
!U2

]
%, (2.6)

for any ! ∈ Γ(%) and U1, U2 ∈ Γ(!). For any <, Y ∈ & lying in the same leaf of the characteristic foliation, there exists an
%-path 6 ∶ [!, $] ←→ % such that C ◦ 6(!) = < and C ◦ 6($) = Y. The second relation in (2.6) shows that the parallel transport
F6 ∶ !< ←→ !Y is an isomorphism of Lie algebras.

The Levi–Civita connection of a pseudo-Riemannian Lie algebroid A pseudo-Riemannian metric of signature (C, W) on a
Lie algebroid (

%,& , ', [ , ]%
) is the data, for any < ∈ & , of a nondegenerate product ⟨ , ⟩< of signature (C, W) on the fiber %<

such that, for any local sections !, $ of %, the function ⟨!, $⟩ is smooth. A Lie algebroid with a pseudo-Riemannian metric is
called pseudo-Riemannian Lie algebroid.

The most interesting fact about pseudo-Riemannian Lie algebroids is the existence on the analogous of the Levi–Civita
connection. Indeed, if ⟨ , ⟩ is a pseudo-Riemannian metric on a Lie algebroid (

%,& , ', [ , ]%
) then the formula

2⟨∇!$, H⟩ = '(!).⟨$, H⟩ + '($).⟨!, H⟩ − '(H).⟨!, $⟩ + ⟨[H, !]%, $⟩ + ⟨[H, $]%, !⟩ + ⟨[!, $]%, H⟩

defines a linear %-connection which is characterized by the two following properties:
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(i) ∇ is metric, i.e., '(!).⟨$, H⟩ = ⟨∇!$, H⟩ + ⟨$,∇!H⟩,
(ii) ∇ is torsion free, i.e., ∇!$ − ∇$! = [!, $]%.
We call ∇ the Levi–Civita %-connection associated to ⟨ , ⟩. Moreover, ⟨ , ⟩ and ' define a symmetric bivector field
ℎ ∈ Γ((& ⊗ (&) by

ℎ(6, 7) = ⟨# ◦ '∗(6), # ◦ '∗(7)⟩ =≺ 7, ' ◦ # ◦ '∗(6) ≻=≺ 6, ' ◦ # ◦ '∗(7) ≻, (2.7)
where # ∶ %∗ ←→ % is the isomorphism associated to ⟨ , ⟩. The following relations are easy to check:

!⟂< = # ◦ '∗
(
( ∗
<&

)
, !< ∩ !⟂< = # ◦ '∗

(
ker ℎ<

) and ker '∗< ⊂ ker ℎ<, < ∈ & , !< = ker '<.

These relations show that ℎ< is nondegenerate if and only if !< is ⟨ , ⟩-nondegenerate and '< is onto.

Symplectic Lie algebroids A symplectic form on a Lie algebroid (
%,& , ', [ , ]%

) is a bilinear skew-symmetric nondegen-
erate form A ∈ Γ

(
∧2 %∗) such that, for any !, $, H ∈ Γ(%),

.%A(!, $, H) ∶= '(!).A($, H) + '($).A(H, !) + '(H).A(!, $) − A([!, $]%, H) − A([$, H]%, !) − A([H, !]%, $) = 0.

We call (
%,& , ', [ , ]%,A

) a symplectic Lie algebroid. There is a natural Poisson structure on & associated to(
%,& , ', [ , ]%,A

).
Proposition 2.3. Let

(
%,& , ', [ , ]%,A

)
be a symplectic Lie algebroid and let ♭ ∶ % ←→ %∗, ! → A(!, .). Then the bivector field

P given, for any 6, 7 ∈ Ω1(&), by

P(6, 7) = A
(
♭−1 ◦ '∗(6), ♭−1 ◦ '∗(7)

)
=≺ 7, ' ◦ ♭−1 ◦ '∗(6) ≻, (2.8)

is a Poisson tensor. Moreover, ♭−1 ◦ '∗ ∶ ( ∗& ←→ % is a Lie algebroid homomorphism, where ( ∗& is endowed with the Lie
algebroid structure associated to P.

Proof. It is standard and one can see for instance [6]. □

Let (%,& , ', [ , ]%,A
) be a symplectic Lie algebroid, as in the case of a pseudo-Riemannian Lie algebroid, we have

!A< = ♭−1 ◦ '∗
(
( ∗
<&

)
, !< ∩ !A< = ♭−1 ◦ '∗

(
ker P<

) and ker '∗< ⊂ ker P<, < ∈ & , !< = ker '<, (2.9)
where !A< is the orthogonal of !< with respect to A. These relations show that P< is invertible if and only if !< is A-nondegenerate
and '< is onto.

Left symmetric algebroids Left symmetric algebroids appeared first in [20] as Koszul–Vinberg algebroids were studied in
more details in [15].

Let (%,& , ') be an anchored vector bundle. A right-anchored product on (%,& , ') is ℝ-bilinear map
( ∶ Γ(%) × Γ(%) ←→ Γ(%) such that, for any !, $ ∈ Γ(%) and any ) ∈ *∞(&),

()!$ = ) (!$ and (!()$) = ) (!$ + '(!)() )$. (2.10)
To ( we associate the anchored bracket [!, $]( = (!$ − ($!. The curvature of ( is the ℝ-trilinear map

V( ∶ Γ(%) × Γ(%) × Γ(%) ←→ Γ(%) given by V( (!, $)H = [(!, ($]H − ([!,$]( H.

The curvature V( satisfies, for any !, $, H ∈ Γ(%),
⎧
⎪
⎨
⎪⎩

V( (!, $)H = −V( ($, !)H,
V( ()!, $)H = V( (!,)$)H = )V( (!, $)H,
V( (!, $))H = )V( (!, $)H + F[ , ]( (!, $)() )H,

(2.11)
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and the Bianchi's identity
V( (!, $)H +V( ($, H)! + V( (H, !)$ = G[ , ]( (!, $, H). (2.12)

From theses relations we deduce that V( is local and ( is called Lie-admissible if [ , ]( induces a Lie algebroid structure
on (%,& , ').
Remark 2.4. We preferred to distinguish between%-connections which are defined on Lie algebroids and right-anchored products
which are defined over anchored bundles not yet a Lie algebroid.

The following proposition follows easily from Proposition 2.1 and (2.12).
Proposition 2.5. Let (%,& , ') be an anchored bundle and let ( be a right-anchored product on Γ(%). Then ( is Lie-admissible
if and only for any < ∈ & there exists an open set E of & containing < and a basis of sections (!1,… , !J) over E such that

V( (!I, !K
)
!L + V( (!K , !L

)
!I + V( (!L, !I)!K = 0 and F[ , ](

(
!I, !K

)
= 0, 1 ≤ I < K < L ≤ J.

The following proposition is a consequence of (2.11).
Proposition 2.6. Let (%,& , ') be an anchored bundle and let ( be a right-anchored product on Γ(%). Then the following
assertions are equivalent.

(i) The curvature V( vanishes identically.
(ii) For any < ∈ & there exists an open set E of & containing < and a basis of sections (!1,… , !J) over E such that

V( (!I, !K
)
!L = 0 and F[ , ](

(
!I, !K

)
= 0, 1 ≤ I < K ≤ J, 1 ≤ L ≤ J.

Definition 2.7. A left symmetric algebroid is an anchored bundle (%,& , ') together with a right-anchored product ( satisfying
(I) or (II) of Proposition 2.6.

It is obvious that if (%,& , ', ( ) is a left symmetric algebroid then (
%,& , ', [ , ](

) is a Lie algebroid.
Remark 2.8.
1. A right-anchored product is Lie-admissible if the Jacobiator of the associated anchored bracket vanishes. Proposition 2.5 gives

a subtle way of checking the Lie-admissibility. We will use it in a crucial way in the study of para-Kähler Lie algebroids.
2. A left symmetric algebroid is an anchored bundle with a right-anchored product whose curvature vanishes. However, it is

important to keep in mind that the vanishing of the curvature is not a tensorial equation and (II) of Proposition 2.6 could be
very useful in concrete situations.

Some examples of left symmetric algebroids
1. Any left symmetric algebra is obviously a left symmetric algebroid.
2. Let & be a smooth manifold. A right-anchored product on ((& ,& , id(& ) is just a linear connection, a Lie-admissible right-

anchored product on ((& ,& , id(& ) is just a torsion-free linear connection and a left symmetric product on ((& ,& , id(& )
is just a flat linear connection.

3. Let (3, .) be a left symmetric algebra, i.e, for any !, $, H ∈ 3,
assoc(!, $, H) = assoc($, !, H),

where assoc(!, $, H) = (!.$).H − !.($.H). It is know that [!, $] = !.$ − $.! is a Lie bracket on %. Let F ∶ 3 ←→ (&) an action
of (3, [ , ]) on a smooth manifold & . Consider the anchored bundle (%,& , ') where % is the trivial bundle & × 3 and
'(Q, !) = F(!)(Q). Define on Γ(%) = *∞(& ,3) the product ( by

(U1U2 = '(U1)U2 + U1.U2.

By using (II) of Proposition 2.6, it is easy to check that (%,& , ', ( ) is a left symmetric algebroid. This example has been
given in [15].
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4. Let ! Γ
←→ (&) be an action of a finite-dimensional real Lie algebra ! on a smooth manifold & , i.e., a morphism of Lie

algebras from ! to the Lie algebra of vector fields on & . Let J ∈ ∧2! be a solution of the classical Yang–Baxter equation,
i.e.,

[J, J] = 0,

where [J, J] ∈ ! ∧ ! ∧ ! is defined by
[J, J](6, 7, 8) = 6([J(7), J(8)]) + 7([J(8), J(6)]) + 8([J(6), J(7)]),

and J ∶ !∗ ←→ ! denotes also the linear map given by 6(J(7)) = J(6, 7). We denote by PJ the Poisson tensor on & image of
J by Γ. Write

J =
∑
I,K

!IK?I ∧ ?K

and put, for 6, 7 ∈ Ω1(&),
J

67 ∶=
∑
I,K

!IK6(EI)EK
7,

where EI = Γ(?I). We get a map J ∶ Ω1(&) × Ω1(&) ←→ Ω1(&) which is a a right-anchored product on (
( ∗& ,& ,PJ

#
).

It was proved in [5] that J is Lie-admissible and left symmetric.
We finish this section by an useful lemma.

Lemma 2.9. Let (%,& , ', ( ) be a left symmetric algebroid such that '(!) = 0 implies (! = 0. Then, for any regular point
Q ∈ & and ! ∈ %Q, there exist an open set E around Q and U ∈ Γ(E ) such that, for any U′ ∈ Γ(E ), (U′U = 0 and U(Q) = !.

Proof. Denote by W the rank of ' at Q. According to the local splitting theorem near a regular point (see [11] Theorem 1.1),
there exists a coordinates system (

<1,… , <W , Y1,… , YZ−W
) around Q and a basis of sections (!1,… , !J

) of % such that
⎧
⎪
⎪
⎨
⎪
⎪⎩

'(!I) = [<I , I = 1,… , W,
'(!I) = 0, I = W + 1,… , J,
[
!I, !K

]
% =

J∑
?=W+1

*IK
? !?.

Put (!I!K =
∑J

?=1 Γ
?
IK!?. We look for U = ∑J

K=1 )K!K satisfying ( U = 0 and U(Q) = ∑J
I=1 !

0
I !I. Since by assumption (!I = 0 for

I = W + 1,… , J, this is equivalent to
[)K
[<I

= −
J∑

?=1
)?Γ

K
I? and )K(Q) = !0K , I = 1,… , W, K = 1,… , J. (2.13)

We think of the YI as parameters and we consider 6 ∶ ℝW ←→ ℝ and, for I = 1,… , W, =I ∶ ℝW ×ℝJ ←→ ℝJ, given by

6
(
<1,… , <W

)
=
(
)1(<, Y),… ,)J(<, Y)

) and =I(<, \) = −
( J∑

?=1
\?Γ

K
I?(<, Y)

)J

K=1
.

Thus (2.13) is equivalent to
[6
[<I

= =I(<, 6(<)).

According to a well-known theorem (see [23] pp.187) these system of differential equations has solutions if
[=K

[<I
−

[=I
[<K

+
J∑

?=1

[=K

[\?
= ?
I −

J∑
?=1

[=I
[\?

= ?
K = 0, I, K = 1,… , W.

Or, one can check easily by using that ([!I,!K ] = 0 that this condition is equivalent to the vanishing of the curvature. □
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3 PARA-KÄHLER LIE ALGEBROIDS
In this section, we give the definition of a para-Kähler Lie algebroid, its basic properties, a characterization of a such structure
and some examples.

Definition of para-Kähler Lie algebroid and its immediate consequences Let (%,& , ', [ , ]%
) be a Lie algebroid. The

Nijenhuis torsion of a bundle homomorphism ] ∶ % ←→ % is given by
^] (!, $) ∶= []!,]$]% −][]!, $]% −][!,]$]% +]2[!, $]%, (3.1)

for any !, $ ∈ Γ(%).
The following proposition is a generalization of a well-known fact in differential geometry (see Proposition 4.2 p. 148 [13]).

It can be used to give quickly the two equivalent definitions of para-Kähler Lie algebroids established in [17].
Proposition 3.1. Let (%,& , ', ⟨ , ⟩) be a pseudo-Riemannian Lie algebroid and let , ∶ % ←→ % be a skew-symmetric bundle
endomorphism such that ,2 = id%. Define Ω by Ω(!, $) = ⟨,!, $⟩. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) .%Ω = 0 and ^, = 0.
(ii) ∇, = 0, where ∇ is the Levi–Civita %-connection associated to ⟨ , ⟩.

Proof. We have, for any !, $, H ∈ Γ(%),
.%Ω(!, $, H) = ⟨∇!(,)$, H⟩ + ⟨∇$(,)H, !⟩ + ⟨∇H(,)!, $⟩,

.%Ω(!,,$,,H) = ⟨∇!(,),$,,H⟩ + ⟨∇,$(,),H, !⟩ + ⟨∇,H(,)!,,$⟩,
⟨^, (H,,$), !⟩ = ⟨∇,H(,)(,$), !⟩ − ⟨∇$(,)(H), !⟩ + ⟨∇H(,)($), !⟩ − ⟨∇,$(,)(,H), !⟩,

where ∇!(,)$ = ∇!(,$) −,(∇!$). These relations show that (II) implies (I). Moreover, , is skew-symmetric and hence
⟨∇!(,)$, H⟩ + ⟨∇!(,)H, $⟩ = 0.

Thus
.%Ω(!, $, H) + .%Ω(!,,$,,H) + ⟨^, (H,,$), !⟩ = ⟨∇!(,)$, H⟩ + ⟨∇!(,),$,,H⟩.

Now
⟨∇!(,),$,,H⟩ = ⟨∇!$,,H⟩ − ⟨,∇!,$,,H, ⟩ = ⟨∇!,$, H, ⟩ − ⟨,∇!$, H⟩ = ⟨∇!(,)$, H⟩.

Finally,
2⟨∇!(,)$, H⟩ = .%Ω(!, $, H) + .%Ω(!,,$,,H) + ⟨^, (H,,$), !⟩

and the proposition follows. □

Definition 3.2. A para-Kähler Lie algebroid is a pseudo-Riemannian Lie algebroid (
%,& , ', ⟨ , ⟩) endowed with a bundle

isomorphism , ∶ % ←→ % satisfying ,2 = Id%, , is skew-symmetric with respect to ⟨ , ⟩ and ∇, = 0, where ∇ is the Levi–
Civita %-connection of ⟨ , ⟩ .

A para-Kähler Lie algebroid (
%,& , ', ⟨ , ⟩,,) carries a natural bilinear skew-symmetric nondegenerate form Ω, defined

by Ω, (!, $) = ⟨,!, $⟩. The following proposition is an immediate consequence of Definition 3.2 and Proposition 3.1.
Proposition 3.3. Let

(
%,& , ', ⟨ , ⟩,,)

be para-Kähler Lie algebroid and let ∇ be its Levi–Civita %-connection. Then:

(i) (%,& , ',,) is a para-complex Lie algebroid, i.e., ,2 = Id%, ^, = 0 and, for any < ∈ & , dim ker(, + Id%)(<) =
dim ker(, − Id%)(<).

(ii) (%,& , ',Ω, ) is a symplectic Lie algebroid and hence P = '(Π) is a Poisson tensor on & , where Π is the inverse of Ω, .
(iii) % = %+ ⊕%− where %+ = ker(, − Id%) and %− = ker(, + Id%).
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(iv) %+ and %− are isotropic with respect to ⟨ , ⟩ and Lagrangian with respect to Ω, .
(v) for any ! ∈ Γ(%), ∇!(Γ(%+)) ⊂ Γ(%+) and ∇!(Γ(%−)) ⊂ Γ(%−).

The following proposition is the first important property of para-Kähler Lie algebroids.
Proposition 3.4. Let

(
%,& , ', ⟨ , ⟩,,)

be a para-Kähler Lie algebroid then, for any !+, $+ ∈ Γ(%+), !−, $− ∈ Γ(%−),

V(!+, $+) = V(!−, $−) = 0 and V(!+, !−)$+ − V($+, !−)!+ = V(!−, !+)$− − V($−, !+)!− = 0,

where V is the curvature of the Levi–Civita connection ∇. In particular, for _ = ±, the restriction of ∇ to %_ induces on(
%_ ,& , '|%_

)
a left symmetric algebroid structure.

Proof. According to Bianchi's identity (2.12)
V(!+, $+)!− + V($+, !−)!+ + V(!−, !+)$+ = 0.

Since ∇Γ(%_) ⊂ Γ(%_) we get V(!+, $+)!− ∈ Γ(%−) and V($+, !−)!+ + V(!−, !+)$+ ∈ Γ(%+) and hence
V(!+, $+)!− = V($+, !−)!+ + V(!−, !+)$+ = 0.

Now, for any H+ ∈ Γ(%+),
⟨V(!+, $+)!−, H+⟩ = −⟨!−,V(!+, $+)H+⟩ = 0.

So V(!+, $+) = 0. In the same way we can show that V(!−, $−) = 0 and V($−, !+)!− + V(!+, !−)$− = 0. This completes
the proof. □

Description of para-Kähler Lie algebroids Let (%,& , ', ⟨ , ⟩,,) be a para-Kähler Lie algebroid. As an anchored
bundle, (%,& , ') = (%+ ⊕%−,& , '+ ⊕ '−) where '_ = '|%_ . The map ♭ ∶ %− ←→ (%+)∗, ! → !∗, where !∗ is given by
≺ !∗, $ ≻ = ⟨!, $⟩, realizes a bundle isomorphism between %− and (%+)∗. According to Proposition 3.4, the restriction of the
Levi–Civita connection ∇ to %+ say 3 induces on (%+,& , '+) a structure of left symmetric algebroid. The same thing happens
for %− and by the identification above we get a left symmetric right-anchored product ( on ((%+)∗,& , '1) where '1 = ' ◦ ♭−1.
Thus we can identify (

%,& , ', ⟨ , ⟩,,) with (
Φ(%+), '+ ⊕ '1, ⟨ , ⟩0, ,,0

) (see (1.1)) and, under this identification, the Levi–
Civita connection ∇0 is entirely determined by 3 and ( . Namely, for any !, $ ∈ Γ(%+) and ?, @ ∈ Γ((%+)∗), we have

∇0
!$ = 3!$, ∇0

?@ = (?@, ∇0
!? = 3∗

! ? and ∇0
?! = ( ∗

? !,

where 3∗ and ( ∗ are the dual of 3 and ( given by (2.4). Moreover, since '+ ⊕ '1 ∶ Γ(Φ(%+)) ←→ (& is a Lie algebra homo-
morphism, we have

['+(!), '+($)] = '+
(
3!$ − 3$!

)
, ['1(?), '1(@)] = '1

(
(?@ − (@?

)

and ['+(!), '1(?)] = '1
(
3∗
! ?
)
− '+

(
( ∗
? !

)
, ∀!, $ ∈ Γ(%+), ∀?, @ ∈ Γ((%+)∗.

How to build a para-Kähler Lie algebroid from two left symmetric algebroid structures on two dual vector bundles Let
(D,& , '0,3) and (D∗,& , '1, ( ) be two left symmetric algebroids. We extend the right-anchored products on (D,& , '0) and
(D∗,& , '1) to (Φ(D),& , '0 ⊕ '1) by putting, for any :, ` ∈ Γ(D) and for any 6, 7 ∈ Γ(D∗),

∇:+6(` + 7) = 3:` + ( ∗
6 ` + 3∗

:7 + (67. (3.2)
The anchored bracket associated to ∇ is given by

[: + 6, ` + 7]2 = [:, ` ]D + [6, 7]D∗ + ( ∗
6 ` − ( ∗

7 : + 3∗
:7 − 3∗

` 6. (3.3)
We endow also Φ(D) with ,0 and ⟨ , ⟩0 given by (1.1).

The question now is under which conditions that ∇ is Lie-admissible or equivalently [ , ]2 is a Lie bracket. It is a crucial
step in our study and we will use Proposition 2.5 to get an answer which will turn out to be very useful, particularly, in the next
section.
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Proposition 3.5. With the hypothesis above, the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) The right-anchored product on (Φ(D),& , '0 ⊕ '1) given by (3.2) is Lie-admissible.
(ii) For any :, ` ∈ Γ(D) and 6, 7 ∈ Γ(D∗),

V∇(:, 6)` = V∇(` , 6): and V∇(6,:)7 = V∇(7,:)6. (3.4)

(iii) For any < ∈ & there exists an open set E containing < and a basis of sections (!1,… , !Z) of D over E such that, for any
1 ≤ I, K, L ≤ Z,

V∇(!I, 6L
)
!K = V∇(!K , 6L

)
!I,

V∇(6I, !L
)
6K = V∇(6K , !L

)
6I and

[
'0(!I), '1

(
6K
)]

= '1
(
3∗
!I
6K
)
− '0

(
( ∗
6K
!I
)
, (3.5)

where (61,… , 6Z) is the dual basis of (!1,… , !Z) and V∇ is the curvature of ∇.

Proof. It is a consequence of Proposition 2.5 and the facts that
V∇(:, ` ) = 0, V∇(6, 7) = 0, F[ , ]2 (:, ` ) = F[ , ]2 (6, 7) = 0

and
F[ , ]2 (:, 6) = '1

(
3∗
:6

)
− '0

(
( ∗
6 :

)
− ['0(:), '1(6)]

for any :, ` ∈ Γ(D) and 6, 7 ∈ Γ(D∗). □

The equations (3.4) are the same equations defining left symmetric bialgebroids in [16].
Definition 3.6. Two left symmetric algebroids (D,& , '0,3) and (D∗,& , '1, ( ) satisfying (3.4) or (3.5) will be called Lie-
extendible or compatible.

Thus we get the following result.
Theorem 3.7. Let (D,& ,3, '0) and (D∗,& , ( , '1) be two Lie-extendible left symmetric algebroids.

Then
(
Φ(D),& , '0 ⊕ '1, ⟨ , ⟩0,,0

)
endowed with the Lie algebroid bracket given by (3.3) is a para-Kähler Lie algebroid.

Moreover, all para-Kähler Lie algebroids are obtained in this way.

A subtlety of compatible left symmetric algebroids The compatibility between two left symmetric algebroids has a subtle
property we will point out now.

Let (D,& , '0,3) and (D∗,& , '1, ( ) be two left symmetric algebroids. They are compatible if (3.4) holds. Note first that, for
any :, ` ∈ Γ(D) and 6, 7 ∈ Γ(D∗),

V∇(:, 6)` =
[
3: , ( ∗

6
]
` + 3( ∗

6 :
` − ( ∗

3∗
:6`

and V∇(6,:)7 =
[
(6 ,3∗

:
]
7 + (3∗

:67 − 3∗
( ∗
6 :

7. (3.6)
On the other hand, Equation (3.4) is not tensorial and it is equivalent to the vanishing of the Jacobiator of the bracket [ , ]2
given by (3.3). We have seen that the vanishing of the Jacobiator implies the vanishing of the torsion. Let compute the torsion
of [ , ]2. Since the torsions of [ , ]3 and [ , ]( vanish, we have for any :, ` ∈ Γ(D), 6, 7 ∈ Γ(D∗),

F[ , ]2 (:, ` ) = 0 and F[ , ]2 (6, 7) = 0.

Moreover,
F3,( (:, 6) ∶= F[ , ]2 (:, 6) = ['0(:), '1(6)] − '1

(
3∗
:6

)
+ '0

(
( ∗
6 :

)
. (3.7)
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Then F[ , ]2 = 0 if and only if the tensor field F3,( ∈ Γ(D∗ ⊗D ⊗ (&) vanishes. By using Bianchi's identity, we get for any
:, ` ∈ Γ(D) and 6, 7 ∈ Γ(D∗),

V∇(:, 6)` − V∇(` , 6): = G[ , ]2 (:, 6, ` ) and V∇(6,:)7 − V∇(7,:)6 = G[ , ]2 (6,:, 7).

Thus if F3,( vanishes then '0 ⊕ '1 is a Lie algebras homomorphism and hence '0 ⊕ '1(G[ , ]2 ) = 0. So we get from Bianchi's
identity that

'0
(
V∇(:, 6)`

)
= '0

(
V∇(` , 6):

) and '1
(
V∇(6,:)7

)
= '1

(
V∇(7,:)6

)
. (3.8)

So we get the following proposition.
Proposition 3.8. Let (D,& , '0,3) and (D∗,& , '1, ( ) be two left symmetric algebroid structures. Then the following assertions
hold:

(i) If '0 and '1 are injective then (D,& ,3, '0) and (D∗,& , ( , '1) are Lie-extendible if and only if F3,( = 0.
(ii) If '0 is injective then the two left symmetric structures are Lie-extendible if and only if, for any : ∈ Γ(D) and 6, 7 ∈ Γ(D∗),

V∇(6,:)7 = V∇(7,:)6 and F3,( = 0.

(iii) If '0 is an isomorphism and the two left symmetric structures are Lie-extendible then, for any : ∈ Γ(D) and 6 ∈ Γ(D∗),

( ∗
6 : = s

(
3∗
:6

)
− [:, s(6)]D ,

where s = '−10 ◦ '1 ∶ D∗ ←→ D.

The general case of (III) in the proposition above will be studied in the next section devoted to the notion of exact para-Kähler
Lie algebroids which generalizes the notion of exact para-Kähler Lie algebras introduced in [2] and studied in more details in [3].

It is important to point out that two compatible left symmetric algebroids give rise to a symmetric bivector field and a Poisson
structure on the underlying manifold. Indeed, if (D,& ,3, '0) and (D∗,& , ( , '1) are two Lie-extendible left symmetric alge-
broids then (Φ(D),& , '0 ⊕ '1,Ω0) is a para-Kähler Lie algebroid and hence there exists a symmetric bivector field ℎ and a
Poisson tensor P on & given by (2.7) and (2.8), respectively. One can see easily that ℎ#,P# ∶ ( ∗& ←→ (& associated to ℎ and
P are given by

ℎ# = '1 ◦ '∗0 + '0 ◦ '∗1 and P# = '1 ◦ '∗0 − '0 ◦ '∗1. (3.9)

Example 3.9. Let (%,& ,3, ') be a left symmetric algebroid. Then the left symmetric product on% and the trivial left symmetric
product on %∗ together with the trivial anchor are Lie-extendible so (

Φ(%),& , ' ⊕ 0, ⟨ , ⟩0,,0
) endowed with the Lie algebra

bracket associated to the left symmetric product
∇0
:+6(` + 7) = 3:` + 3∗

:7 (3.10)
is a para-Kähler Lie algebra. We denote by [ , ]⊳ the Lie bracket associated to ∇0. We have

[: + 6, ` + 7]⊳ = [:, ` ] + 3∗
:7 − 3∗

` 6.

Moreover, it is easy to check that (Φ(%), [ , ]⊳, ⟨ , ⟩0
) is a flat pseudo-Riemannian Lie algebroid and (

Φ(%),& , [ , ]⊳,Ω0
) is

a symplectic Lie algebroid and Ω0 is parallel with respect to ∇0.

4 EXACT PARA-KÄHLER LIE ALGEBROIDS
In this section, we introduce the notion of exact para-Kähler Lie algebroids which generalizes exact para-Kähler Lie algebras
introduced in [2] and studied in more details in [3].
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Let (%,& , ',3) be a left symmetric algebroid, r ∈ Γ(%⊗%) and r = # + $ the decomposition of r into skew-symmetric and
symmetric part. We denote by r# ∶ %∗ ←→ % the bundle homomorphism given by 7(r#(6)) = r(6, 7). Put 'r = ' ◦ r# and, for any
6, 7 ∈ Γ(%∗) and : ∈ Γ(%),

≺ (67,: ≻∶= '(:).r(6, 7) − r
(
3∗
:6, 7

)
− r

(
6,3∗

:7
)
+ ≺ 3∗

r#(6)
7,: ≻= 3:r(6, 7) + ≺ 3∗

r#(6)
7,: ≻ . (4.1)

It is clear that ( is a right-anchored product on (
%∗,& , 'r

). Let ∇ be the extension of 3 and ( on (Φ(%),& , ' ⊕ 'r ) given by
(3.2).
Problem 4.1. Under which conditions on (%,& , ', r), is (%∗,& , 'r , ( ) a left symmetric algebroid with (%,& , ',3) and
(%∗,& , 'r , ( ) being compatible?

Recall that (%∗,& , 'r , ( ) is a left symmetric algebroid with (%,& , ',3) and (%∗,& , 'r , ( ) being compatible if and only if
of the curvature of ( vanishes and, for any 6, 7 ∈ Γ(%∗), :, ` ∈ Γ(%),

V∇(:, 6)` = V∇(` , 6): and V∇(6,:)7 = V∇(7,:)6.

Remark first that if the curvature of ( vanishes then ( is Lie-admissible and hence 'r ∶ Γ(%∗) ←→ (&) is a Lie algebra
homomorphism, i.e., 'r ([6, 7]( ) = ['r (6), 'r (7)]. This can be written

'(Δ(J)(6, 7)) = 0, (4.2)
where

Δ(J)(6, 7) = r#([6, 7]( ) − [r#(6), r#(7)]3 . (4.3)
We have Δ(J) ∈ Γ(%⊗%⊗%) and Equation (4.2) is tensorial. The following theorem gives an answer to Problem 4.1.
Theorem 4.2. Let (%,& , ',3) be a left symmetric algebroid and let r = # + $ ∈ Γ(%⊗%). Then (%∗,& , 'r , ( ) is a left
symmetric algebroid with (%,& , ',3) and (%∗,& , 'r , ( ) being compatible if and only if, for any 6, 7 ∈ Γ(%∗) and : ∈ Γ(%),

' ◦Δ(J) = 0, 32# = 0

and N:Δ(J)(6, 7) ∶= [:,Δ(J)(6, 7)]3 − Δ(J)
(
3∗
:6, 7

)
− Δ(J)

(
6,3∗

:7
)
= 0. (4.4)

Before proving this theorem, let us give some clarifications on (4.4). First, note that 3# and 32# are given by
3:#(6, 7) = '(:).#(6, 7) − #

(
3∗
:6, 7

)
− #

(
6,3∗

:7
) and 32

:,` # = 3:3` # − 33:` #.

The second point is that the quantity N:Δ(J)(6, 7) is tensorial with respect to 6 and 7, it is not tensorial with respect to :.
However, when ' ◦Δ(J) = 0 then it becomes tensorial with respect to : and hence the last equation in (4.4) is tensorial. The
proof of Theorem 4.2 is a consequence of the following lemma.
Lemma 4.3. Let (%,& , ',3) be a left symmetric algebroid and let r = # + $ ∈ Γ(%⊗%). With the notations above, we have,
for any :, ` ∈ % and for any 6, 7, 8 ∈ %∗

V∇(:, 6)` = V∇(` , 6):, ≺ V∇(6,:)7 −V∇(7,:)6, ` ≻= −232
:,` #(6, 7) and

≺ V( (6, 7)8 ,: ≻ = −'(Δ(J)(6, 7)). ≺ 8 ,: ≻ − ≺ 8 , [:,Δ(J)(6, 7)]3 ≻ + ≺ 8 ,Δ(J)
(
3∗
:6, 7

)
≻

+ ≺ 8 ,Δ(J)
(
6,3∗

:7
)
≻ +232

:,$#(8)
#(6, 7) − 232

:,##(8)
#(6, 7).

Proof. Note first that a direct computation using (4.1) gives, for any : ∈ Γ(%), 6 ∈ Γ(%∗),
( ∗
6 : = r#

(
3∗
:6

)
+
[
r#(6),:

]
3 . (4.5)
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On the other hand, recall from (3.6) that V∇(:, 6) =
[
3: , ( ∗

6
]
+ 3( ∗

6 :
− ( ∗

3∗
:6 . So by using (4.5) we get

V∇(:, 6)` = 3:r#
(
3∗
` 6

)
+ 3:

[
r#(6), `

]
3 − r#

(
3∗
3:` 6

)
−
[
r#(6),3:`

]
3

+3r#(3∗
:6)` + 3[r#(6),:]3 ` − r#

(
3∗
` 3

∗
:6

)
−
[
r#(3∗

:6), `
]
3

=
[
:, r#

(
3∗
` 6

)]
3 + 3r#(3∗

` 6)
: + 3:

[
r#(6), `

]
3 − r#

(
3∗
3:` 6

)
−
[
r#(6),3:`

]
3

+3r#(3∗
:6)` + 3[r#(6),:]3 ` − r#

(
3∗
` 3

∗
:6

)
−
[
r#
(
3∗
:6

)
, `

]
3

=
[
:, r#

(
3∗
` 6

)]
3 +

[
` , r#

(
3∗
:6

)]
3 + 3r#(3∗

:6)` + 3r#(3∗
` 6)

: +
[
:,

[
r#(6), `

]
3
]
3

− r#
(
3∗
3:` 6 + 3∗

` 3
∗
:6

)
−
[
r#(6),3:`

]
3 + 3[r#(6),:]3 ` + 3[r#(6),` ]3:.

So
V∇(:, 6)` − V∇(` , 6): = r#

((
V3 (` ,:)

)∗6
)
+
[
r#(6), [` ,:]3

]
3 +

[
:,

[
r#(6), `

]
3
]
3 +

[
` ,

[
:, r#(6)

]
3
]
3 = 0.

This shows the first relation.
We have from (3.6) that V∇(6,:) =

[
(6 ,3∗

:
]
+ (3∗

:6 − 3∗
( ∗
6 :

. By using (4.1) and (4.5), we get

≺ V∇(6,:)7, ` ≻ = ≺ (63∗
:7, ` ≻ − ≺ 3∗

:(67, ` ≻ + ≺ (3∗
:67, ` ≻ − ≺ 3∗

( ∗
6 :

7, ` ≻

= 3` r
(
6,3∗

:7
)
+ ≺ 3∗

r#(6)
3∗
:7, ` ≻ −'(:). ≺ (67, ` ≻ + ≺ (67,3:` ≻

+3` r
(
3∗
:6, 7

)
+ ≺ 3∗

r#(3∗
:6)7, ` ≻ − ≺ 3∗

r#(3∗
:6)7, ` ≻ − ≺ 3∗

[r#(6),:]3
7, ` ≻

= 3` r
(
6,3∗

:7
)
+ 3` r

(
3∗
:6, 7

)
+ ≺ 3∗

r#(6)
3∗
:7, ` ≻ −'(:).3` r(6, 7)

−'(:). ≺ 3∗
r#(6)

7, ` ≻ +33:` r(6, 7)+ ≺ 3∗
r#(6)

7,3:` ≻ − ≺ 3∗
[r#(6),:]3

7, ` ≻

= −'(:).3` r(6, 7) + 3` r
(
6,3∗

:7
)
+ 3` r

(
3∗
:6, 7

)
+ 33:` r(6, 7)

= −3:3` r(6, 7) + 33:` r(6, 7),

and the second relation follows from r = $ + #.
Let us compute the curvature of ( . Remark first that from (4.1) we can derive easily that

≺ [6, 7]( ,: ≻∶= ≺ (67 − (76,: ≻ =≺ 3∗
r#(6)

7 − 3∗
r#(7)

6,: ≻ +23:#(6, 7). (4.6)
By using (4.5) once more, we get

≺ (6(78 ,: ≻ = 'r (6). ≺ (78 ,: ≻ − ≺ (78 , ( ∗
6 : ≻

= 'r (6) ◦ 'r (7). ≺ 8 ,: ≻ −'r (6). ≺ 8 , ( ∗
7 : ≻ −'r (7). ≺ 8 , ( ∗

6 : ≻ + ≺ 8 , ( ∗
7 (

∗
6 : ≻

= 'r (6) ◦ 'r (7). ≺ 8 ,: ≻ −'r (6). ≺ 8 , ( ∗
7 : ≻ −'r (7). ≺ 8 , ( ∗

6 : ≻ + ≺ 8 , r#
(
3∗
r#(3∗

:6)7
)
≻

+ ≺ 8 ,
[
r#(7), r#

(
3∗
:6

)]
≻ + ≺ 8 , r#

(
3∗
[r#(6),:]3

7
)
≻ + ≺ 8 , [r#(7), [r#(6),:]3 ]3 ≻

= 'r (6) ◦ 'r (7). ≺ 8 ,: ≻ −'r (6). ≺ 8 , ( ∗
7 : ≻ −'r (7). ≺ 8 , ( ∗

6 : ≻

+ ≺ 8 , r#
(
3∗
r#(3∗

:6)7
)
≻ + ≺ 8 ,Δ(r)

(
3∗
:6, 7

)
≻ + ≺ 8 , r#

([
7,3∗

:6
]
(
)
≻

+ ≺ 8 , r#
(
3∗
[r#(6),:]3

7
)
≻ + ≺ 8 , [r#(7), [r#(6),:]3 ]3 ≻,
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≺ ([6,7]( 8 ,: ≻ = 'r ([6, 7]( ). ≺ 8 ,: ≻ − ≺ 8 , ( ∗
[6,7](

: ≻

= 'r ([6, 7]( ). ≺ 8 ,: ≻ − ≺ 8 , r#
(
3∗
:[6, 7](

)
≻ − ≺ 8 , [r#([6, 7]( ),:]3 ≻ .

By using the Jacobi identity for :, r#(6), r#(7), we get
≺ V( (6, 7)8 ,: ≻ = −'(Δ(J)(6, 7)). ≺ 8 ,: ≻ − ≺ 8 , [:,Δ(J)(6, 7)]3 ≻ + ≺ 8 ,Δ(J)

(
3∗
:6, 7

)
≻

+ ≺ 8 ,Δ(J)
(
6,3∗

:7
)
≻ + ≺ N, $(8) ≻ − ≺ N, #(8) ≻,

where
N = 3∗

r#(3∗
:6)7 − 3∗

r#(3∗
:7)6 +

[
7,3∗

:6
]
( −

[
6,3∗

:7
]
( + 3∗

[r#(6),:]3
7 − 3∗

[r#(7),:]3
6 + 3∗

:[6, 7]( .

Now, by using (4.6) and the fact that the curvature of 3 vanishes, we get
≺ N, ` ≻ = ≺ 3∗

r#(7)
3∗
:6, ` ≻ − ≺ 3∗

r#(6)
3∗
:7, ` ≻ +23` #

(
7,3∗

:6
)
− 23` #

(
6,3∗

:7
)
+ ≺ 3∗

[r#(6),:]3
7, ` ≻

− ≺ 3∗
[r#(7),:]3

6, ` ≻ +'(:). ≺ [6, 7]( , ` ≻ − ≺ [6, 7]( ,3:` ≻

= −23` #
(
3∗
:6, 7

)
− 23` #

(
6,3∗

:7
)
+ ≺ 3∗

:3
∗
r#(7)

6, ` ≻ − ≺ 3∗
:3

∗
r#(6)

7, ` ≻ +'(:). ≺ 3∗
r#(6)

7, ` ≻

−'(:). ≺ 3∗
r#(7)

6, ` ≻ +2'(:).3` #(6, 7)− ≺ 3∗
r#(6)

7,3:` ≻ + ≺ 3∗
r#(7)

6,3:` ≻ −233:` #(6, 7)

= 232
:,` #(6, 7).

So we get the lemma. □

Corollary 4.4. Let (%,& , ',3) be a left symmetric algebroid such that ' is into and let r = # + $ ∈ Γ(%⊗%). Then(
%∗,& , 'r , (

)
is a left symmetric algebroid with (%,& , ',3) and

(
%∗,& , 'r , (

)
being compatible if and only if

Δ(J) = 0 and 32# = 0.

Let (%,& , ',3) be a left symmetric algebroid and r = # + $ ∈ Γ(%⊗%) satisfying (4.4). Then (
%∗,& , 'r , (

) is a left
symmetric algebroid compatible with (%,& , ',3). According to Theorem 3.7, (Φ(%),& , ' ⊕ 'r

) carries a para-Kähler Lie
algebroid structure which will be called exact. This induces on & a symmetric bivector and a Poisson tensor which, by virtue
of (3.9), are given by

ℎ(6, 7) = 2$('∗(6), '∗(7)) and P(6, 7) = 2#('∗(6), '∗(7)). (4.7)

Example 4.5. Let (%,& , ',3) be a left symmetric algebroid and r = # + $ ∈ Γ(%⊗%) which is 3-parallel, i.e., 3r = 0. Then
3# = 0 and it is easy to check that Δ(r) = 0. Thus r satisfies (4.4).

5 PARA-KÄHLER LIE ALGEBROIDS ASSOCIATED TO QUASI !-MATRICES
In this section, we study a class of exact para-Kähler Lie algebroids associated to a kind of solutions of (4.4) we will call quasi
3-matrices using the same terminology used in the context of para-Kähler Lie algebras in [3].
Definition 5.1. A quasi !-matrix of a left symmetric algebroid (%,& , ',3) is a r = # + $ ∈ Γ(%⊗%) such that, for any
6, 7 ∈ Γ(%∗) and : ∈ Γ(%),

' ◦Δ(J) = 0, 3# = 0 and N:Δ(J)(6, 7) ∶= [:,Δ(J)(6, 7)] − Δ(J)
(
3∗
:6, 7

)
− Δ(J)

(
6,3∗

:7
)
= 0.

The particular case when J is symmetric and Δ(J) = 0 has been considered in [16].
In what follows, we focus our attention on the para-Kähler Lie algebroid structure on Φ(%) associated to a quasi !-matrix.

We show that the Lie algebroid structure can be described in a precise and simple way. Indeed, let r be a quasi 3-matrix. Then,
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according to Theorem 4.2, the right-anchored product ( on %∗ given by (4.1) is left symmetric and(
Φ(%), [ , ]J, ' + 'r , ⟨ , ⟩0,,0

) is a para-Kähler Lie algebroid, where
[: + 6, ` + 7]J = [:, ` ]3 + 3∗

:7 + ( ∗
6 ` − 3∗

` 6 − ( ∗
7 : + [6, 7]( .

We have shown in Example 3.9 that Φ(%) carries a left symmetric product ∇0 and its associated Lie bracket [ , ]⊳ induces on
Φ(%) a para-Kähler Lie algebroid structure. We define a new bracket on Φ(%) by putting

[: + 6, ` + 7]⊳,J = [: + 6, ` + 7]⊳ + Δ(r)(6, 7). (5.1)

Proposition 5.2. (
Φ(%), [ , ]⊳,J, ' + 0

)
is a Lie algebroid and the linear map

R ∶
(
Φ(%), [ , ]⊳,J, ' + 0

)
←→

(
Φ(%), [ , ]J, ' + 'r

)
,: + 6 → : − r#(6) + 6

is an isomorphism of Lie algebroids.

Proof. Clearly R is bijective. Let us show that R preserves the Lie brackets. It is clear that, for any :, ` ∈ Γ(%), R ([:, ` ]⊳,J
)
=

[R(:), R(` )]J. Now, for any : ∈ Γ(%), 6 ∈ Γ(%∗),
R
(
[:, 6]⊳,J

)
= R

(
3∗
:6

)

= −r#
(
3∗
:6

)
+ 3∗

:6

(4.5)= −( ∗
6 : −

[
:, r#(6)

]
3 + 3∗

:6

=
[
:,−r#(6) + 6

]J

= [R(:), R(6)]J.

On the other hand, for any 6, 7 ∈ Γ(%∗),
R
(
[6, 7]⊳,J

)
= R(Δ(r)(6, 7)) = Δ(r)(6, 7),

[R(6), R(7)]J =
[
−r#(6) + 6,−r#(7) + 7

]J

=
[
r#(6), r#(7)

]
3 + [6, 7]( − 3∗

r#(6)
7 + 3∗

r#(7)
6 − ( ∗

6 r#(7) + ( ∗
7 r#(6)

(4.5)=
[
r#(6), r#(7)

]
3 − r#

(
3∗
r#(7)

6
)
+ r#

(
3∗
r#(6)

7
)
+
[
r#(7), r#(6)

]
3 −

[
r#(6), r#(7)

]
3

= r#([6, 7]( ) −
[
r#(6), r#(7)

]
3

= Δ(r)(6, 7).

□

We can now transport the para-Kähler structure associated to r from (
Φ(%), [ , ]J, ⟨ , ⟩0,,0

) to Φ(%) via R and we get the
following proposition.
Proposition 5.3. Let (%,& , ',3) be a left symmetric algebroid and let r = # + $ ∈ Γ(%⊗%) be a quasi !-matrix. Then(
Φ(%), [ , ]⊳,J, ' + 0, ⟨ , ⟩J,,J

)
is a para-Kähler Lie algebroid, where

⟨: + 6, ` + 7⟩J = ≺ 6, ` ≻ + ≺ 7,: ≻ −2$(6, 7) and ,J(: + 6) = : − 6 − 2r#(6).

6 SYMMETRIC QUASI !-MATRICES ON AFFINE MANIFOLDS AND
CONTRAVARIANT PSEUDO-HESSIAN STRUCTURES
In this section, we study symmetric quasi !-matrices on the left symmetric algebroid (

(& ,& , Id(& ,∇
) associated to an

affine manifold (& ,∇). This leads naturally to a new structure we call contravariant pseudo-Hessian structure. There are many
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similarities between Poisson manifolds as a generalization of symplectic manifolds and contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifolds
as a generalization of pseudo-Hessian manifolds and we show some of these similarities.

Symmetric quasi !-matrices on affine manifolds
Let (& ,∇) be an affine manifold, i.e., a manifold endowed with a torsionless flat connection. Then (

(& ,& , -.(& ,∇
) is a

left symmetric algebroid and according to Definition 5.1, a symmetric quasi !-matrix on (
(& ,& , -.(& ,∇

) is a symmetric
bivector field ℎ on & such that Δ(ℎ) = 0. Let's study this equation more carefully. We denote by  the right-anchored product
on (

( ∗& ,& ,ℎ#
) associated to ℎ. According to (4.1), we have for any 6, 7 ∈ Ω1(&) and : ∈ X(&),
≺ 67,: ≻ = ∇:ℎ(6, 7)+ ≺ ∇∗

ℎ#(6)
7,: ≻ and [6, 7] = ∇∗

ℎ#(6)
7 − ∇∗

ℎ#(7)
6. (6.1)

Proposition 6.1. We have, for any 6, 7, 8 ∈ Ω1(&),

≺ 8 ,Δ(ℎ)(6, 7) ≻= ∇ℎ#(7)ℎ(6, 8) − ∇ℎ#(6)ℎ(7, 8), (6.2)
and

≺ 8 ,ℎ#
(67

)
≻=≺ 8 ,∇ℎ#(6)ℎ#(7) ≻ + ≺ 7,Δ(ℎ)(6, 8) ≻ . (6.3)

Proof. Let's compute
≺ 8 ,Δ(ℎ)(6, 7) ≻ = ≺ 8 ,ℎ#([6, 7]) ≻ − ≺ 8 ,

[
ℎ#(6),ℎ#(7)

]
≻

= ℎ
(
8 ,∇∗

ℎ#(6)
7
)
− ℎ

(
8 ,∇∗

ℎ#(7)
6
)
− ≺ 8 ,

[
ℎ#(6),ℎ#(7)

]
≻

= ∇ℎ#(7)ℎ(6, 8) − ∇ℎ#(6)ℎ(7, 8) + ℎ#(6).ℎ(7, 8)

−ℎ#(7).ℎ(6, 8) + ℎ
(
6,∇∗

ℎ#(7)
8
)
− ℎ

(
7,∇∗

ℎ#(6)
8
)
− ≺ 8 ,

[
ℎ#(6),ℎ#(7)

]
≻

= ∇ℎ#(7)ℎ(6, 8) − ∇ℎ#(6)ℎ(7, 8) + ℎ#(6).ℎ(7, 8) − ℎ#(7).ℎ(6, 8)+ ≺ ∇∗
ℎ#(7)

8 ,ℎ#(6) ≻

− ≺ ∇∗
ℎ#(6)

8 ,ℎ#(7) ≻ − ≺ 8 ,∇ℎ#(6)ℎ#(7) ≻ + ≺ 8 ,∇ℎ#(7)ℎ#(6) ≻

= ∇ℎ#(7)ℎ(6, 8) − ∇ℎ#(6)ℎ(7, 8).

Let's pursue

≺ 67,ℎ#(8) ≻ = ∇ℎ#(8)ℎ(6, 7) + ℎ
(
∇∗
ℎ#(6)

7, 8
)

(6.2)= ∇ℎ#(6)ℎ(8 , 7) + ℎ
(
∇∗
ℎ#(6)

7, 8
)
+ ≺ 7,Δ(ℎ)(6, 8) ≻

= ℎ#(6).ℎ(7, 8) − ℎ
(
∇∗
ℎ#(6)

8 , 7
)
+ ≺ 7,Δ(ℎ)(6, 8) ≻

= ≺ 8 ,∇ℎ#(6)ℎ#(7) ≻ + ≺ 7,Δ(ℎ)(6, 8) ≻ .

□

By using Theorem 4.2, Equation (6.2) and Proposition 5.3 we get the following theorem.
Theorem 6.2. Let (& ,∇) be an affine manifold and let

(
(& ,& , -.(& ,∇

)
be its associated left symmetric algebroid. Let ℎ

be a symmetric bivector field on & and consider  the right anchored product given by (6.1). Then
(
( ∗& ,& ,ℎ#,)

is a left
symmetric algebroid compatible with

(
(& ,& , -.(& ,∇

)
if and only if, for any 6, 7, 8 ∈ Ω1(&),

∇ℎ#(6)ℎ(7, 8) − ∇ℎ#(7)ℎ(6, 8) = 0. (6.4)
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In this case,
(
(& ⊕ ( ∗& ,& , [ , ]⊳, -.(& + 0, ⟨ , ⟩ℎ,,ℎ

)
is a para-Kähler Lie algebroid, where

[: + 6, ` + 7]⊳ = [:, ` ] + ∇∗
:7 − ∇∗

` 6,

⟨: + 6, ` + 7⟩ℎ = ≺ 6, ` ≻ + ≺ 7,: ≻ −2ℎ(6, 7) and ,ℎ(: + 6) = : − 2ℎ#(6) − 6.

Moreover, the associated symplectic form Ω0 is given by

Ω0(: + 6, ` + 7) =≺ 7,: ≻ − ≺ 6, ` ≻ .

Remark 6.3. This theorem deserves some comments. Indeed, the theorem asserts that, given an affine manifold (& ,∇) and a
symmetric bivector field ℎ satisfying (6.4), we have:
1. (

( ∗& ,& ,ℎ#,) is a left symmetric algebroid,
2. (

(& ⊕ ( ∗& ,& , [ , ]⊳, -.(& + 0, ⟨ , ⟩ℎ,Ω0,,ℎ
) is a para-Kähler Lie algebroid.

These two results are a consequence of a long path based on all the results and the constructions performed before. The first
assertion introduces a class of left symmetric algebroids and hence a class of Lie algebroids which, to our knowledge, has not
been considered before. We will devote the reminder of this section to the study of this class. Also, to our knowledge, the class
of para-Kähler Lie algebroids introduced in 2. has not been considered before.

Now once the results are available, one can prove the assertions 1. and 2. directly. For the first assertion, one can compute (a
huge computation identical to the one in Lemma 4.3) the curvature of  and show that it vanishes. For the second assertion,
we can use Proposition 3.1 and show either that the Nijenhuis torsion of ,ℎ vanishes and Ω0 is closed with respect to [ , ]⊳ or
show that ,ℎ is parallel with respect to the Levi–Civita connection. We have seen in Example 3.9 that Ω0 is parallel with respect
to the Lie-admissible connection ∇0

:+6(` + 7) = ∇:` + ∇∗
:7 and hence it is closed. To show that the Nijenhuis torsion with

respect to [ , ]⊳ vanishes is an easy computation using that Δ(ℎ) = 0. However, one must point out that ∇0 is not the Levi–Civita
connection ∇ of ((& ⊕ ( ∗& ,& , [ , ]⊳, -.(& + 0, ⟨ , ⟩ℎ

) and a straightforward computation gives
∇:` = ∇:` ,

∇:6 = ∇∗
:6 − (∇:ℎ)#(6), ∇6: = −(∇:ℎ)#(6) and ∇67 = −2(∇ℎ#(6)ℎ)#(7) + ∇∗

ℎ#(6)
7 −67.

With this formula one can check that ∇,ℎ = 0.
We will give now other characterizations of bivector fields satisfying (6.4).

Proposition 6.4. Let (& ,∇) a manifold endowed with a torsionless connection (we don't need to suppose that ∇ is flat). Le ℎ
be a symmetric bivector field on & . For any ) ∈ *∞(&), put :) = ℎ#(.) ). Then the following assertions are equivalent.

(i) ℎ satisfies (6.4).
(ii) For any ) , + ∈ *∞(&) and any 6 ∈ Ω1(&), .6

(
:) ,:+

)
= ∇:)

ℎ#(6)(+) − ∇:+
ℎ#(6)() ).

(iii) For any ) , +," ∈ *∞(&), ∇:)
:"(+) = ∇:+

:"() ).
(iv) For any < ∈ & , there exists a coordinates system (<1,… , <Z) around < such that for any 1 ≤ L ≤ Z and 1 ≤ I < K ≤ Z,

∇:<I
:<L

(
<K
)
= ∇:<K

:<L
(
<I
)
.

Proof. We have
∇:)

ℎ(.+, 6) = :) .ℎ(.+, 6)− ≺ ∇∗
:)

.+,ℎ#(6) ≻ − ≺ ∇∗
:)

6,:+ ≻

= :) .ℎ(.+, 6) −:) .ℎ(.+, 6) + ∇:)
ℎ#(6)(+) −:) .ℎ(.+, 6) + 6

(
∇:)

:+

)

= −:) .6
(
:+

)
+ ∇:)

ℎ#(6)(+) + 6
(
∇:)

:+

)
.

Thus
∇:)

ℎ(.+, 6) − ∇:+
ℎ(.) , 6) = −.6

(
:) ,:+

)
+ ∇:)

ℎ#(6)(+) − ∇:+
ℎ#(6)() ).
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This relation and the fact that (6.4) is tensorial permit to prove the proposition. □

Remark 6.5. Let (& ,∇) as in Proposition 6.4 and ℎ satisfying (6.4). By using (III) of Proposition 6.4, for any ) , +," ∈ *∞(&),
we get

[
:) ,:+

]
(") = ∇:)

:+(") − ∇:+
:) (")

= ∇:"
:+() ) − ∇:"

:) (+)

=
[
:",:+

]
() ) +

[
:) ,:"

]
(+) + ∇:+

:"() ) − ∇:)
:"(+)

=
[
:",:+

]
() ) +

[
:) ,:"

]
(+).

Thus
[
:) ,:+

]
(") +

[
:+ ,:"

]
() ) +

[
:",:)

]
(+) = 0. (6.5)

So the triple product {., ., .} ∶ *∞(&) × *∞(&) × *∞(&) ←→ *∞(&) given by {) , +,"} =
[
:) ,:+

]
(") satisfies:

1. {) , +,"} = −{+,) ,"},
2. {) , +,"} + {+,",)} + {", ) , +} = 0,
3. {) , +,"1"2} = {) , +,"1}"2 + {) , +,"2}"1.

Note that we have a similar situation on a Poisson manifold. Indeed, if & is a manifold endowed with a Poisson bracket { , }
then the triple product ⟨ , , ⟩ given by ⟨) , +,"⟩ = {{) , +},"} satisfies the relations 1.,2.,3. above.

Contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifolds
We will show now that the triple (& ,∇,ℎ) satisfying (6.4) are a generalization of a well-known structure, namely, a pseudo-
Hessian structure. Recall that a pseudo-Hessian manifold (see [22]) is a triple (& ,∇, +) where ∇ is a flat torsionless connection
and + is a pseudo-Riemannian metric is given locally by + = ∇.2 where 2 is a local function. This is equivalent to 3 ∶= ∇+ is
totally symmetric, i.e., (∇, +) satisfying the Codazzi equation

∇:+(` ,b) = ∇` +(:,b). (6.6)
If we put ℎ = +−1 and take : = :@, ` = :@ and b = :c with ?, @,c ∈ *∞(&), on can see easily that this equation is equiv-
alent to ∇:?

:c(@) = ∇:@
:c(?) and hence, by virtue of Proposition 6.4, + satisfies Codazzi equation if and only if +−1 satisfies

(6.4). There is a subclass of the class of pseudo-Hessian manifolds, namely, the subclass of affine special real manifolds which
appeared in physics. A pseudo-Hessian manifold (& ,∇, +) is called affine special real manifold if, in addition, 3 is parallel.
In [1], this subclass has been studied in detail and, in particular, the J-map which associate to any pseudo-Hessian manifold
(& ,∇, +) a natural pseudo-Kählerian structure on (& has been scrutinized. By virtue of what above, the following definition
is natural.
Definition 6.6. We call a triple (& ,∇,ℎ) where ∇ is torsionless flat and ℎ satisfies (6.4) a contravariant pseudo-Hessian
manifold. If, in addition, the tensor field ( given by ( (6, 7, 8) = ∇ℎ#(6)ℎ(7, 8) is parallel with respect to the anchored product given by (6.1), we call (& ,∇,ℎ) contravariant affine special real manifold.

The following theorem shows a similarity between Poisson manifolds and contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifolds.
Theorem 6.7. Let (& ,∇,ℎ) be a contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifold. Then Imℎ# is integrable and defines a singular
foliation on & such that for every leaf # we have:

(i) For every vector fields :, ` tangent to #, ∇:` is tangent to #,
(ii) # has a natural pseudo-Hessian structure. Moreover, if (& ,∇,ℎ) is a contravariant affine special real manifold then # is

an affine special real manifold.

Proof. According to Theorem 6.2, (( ∗& ,& ,ℎ#,) is a left symmetric Lie algebroid and hence (( ∗& ,& ,ℎ#, [ , ]
) is a Lie

algebroid. This implies that Imℎ# is integrable and defines a singular foliation on & . Each leaf # carries a pseudo-Riemannian
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metric +# given by +#(ℎ#(6),ℎ#(7)) = ℎ(6, 7). On the other hand, (6.3) shows that any leaf # carries an affine structure ∇# and
one can check easily that (∇#, +#

) is a pseudo-Hessian structure on # which is affine special real when (& ,∇,ℎ) is. □

Example 6.8. Consider ℝZ endowed with its canonical affine structure ∇ and denote by (<1,… , <J, Y1,… , YZ−J) its canonical
linear coordinates. Let ) ∈ *∞(&) such that the matrix

(
[2)

[<I[<K

)
is invertible and put

ℎ =
J∑

I,K=1
ℎIK[<I ⊗ [<K ,

where (ℎIK) is the inverse of the matrix
(

[2)
[<I[<K

)
. Then (ℝZ,∇,ℎ) is a contravariant pseudo-Hessian structure. This is a conse-

quence of the following proposition.
Proposition 6.9. Let (& ,∇) be an affine manifold and let I ∶  ←→ (& be a subbundle such that, for any :, ` ∈ Γ( ),
∇:` ∈ Γ( ). Suppose that there exists 2 ∈ *∞(&) such that + given by +<(?, @) = ∇?.2(@) for any < ∈ & and any ?, @ ∈ <
is nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form on <. Then ℎ# = I ◦ # ◦ I∗, where # ∶ ∗ ←→  is the isomorphism associated to +,
defines a contravariant pseudo-Hessian structure on (& ,∇).

Proof. For any 6, 7, 8 ∈ Ω1(&), put : = ℎ#(6), ` = ℎ#(7) and b = ℎ#(8). There are three vector fields tangent to  . Since
∇:` and ∇:b are tangent to  then

∇ℎ#(6)ℎ(7, 8) = −ℎ#(6).ℎ(7, 8)+ ≺ 7,∇ℎ#(6)ℎ#(8) ≻ + ≺ 8 ,∇ℎ#(6)ℎ#(7) ≻ = −∇:+(` ,b).

Now
∇:+(` ,b) − ∇` +(:,b) = :.∇.2(` ,b) − ` .∇.2(:,b) − ∇.2(∇:` − ∇` :,b)

−∇.2(` ,∇:b) + ∇.2(:,∇` b)

= [:, ` ]..2(b) −:..2(∇` b) + ` ..2(∇:b) − [:, ` ]..2(b) + .2(∇[:,` ]b)

−` ..2(∇:b) + .2(∇`∇:b) +:..2(∇` b) − .2(∇:∇` b)

= 0.

□

The following proposition is a generalization of Lemma 2.1 in [12]. The proof we give here is different.
Proposition 6.10. Let (& ,∇) be an affine manifold and let I ∶ 1 ←→ (& be a subbundle such that, for any :, ` ∈ Γ(1),
∇:` ∈ Γ(1). Then, for any Q ∈ & , there exists a coordinates system (<1,… , <J, Y1,… , YZ−J) on an open set around Q such
that, for any C ∈ E ,

1(C) = span
{
[<1 (C),… , [<J (C)

}
and ∇[<I

[<K = 0, I, K = 1,… , J.

Proof. Denote by ∇1 the restriction of ∇ to 1. Then (
1,& , I,∇1) is a left symmetric algebroid. Moreover, ∇1 satisfies the

hypothesis of Lemma 2.9. Let (01,… , 0J) be a basis of 1(Q). By virtue of Lemma 2.9, there exists a family of local vector fields
:1,… ,:J tangent to 1 such that ∇1:I = 0, :I(Q) = 0I, I = 1,… , J. For any, I, K = 1,… , J, [:I,:K

]
= ∇:I

:K − ∇:K
:I = 0

and the proposition follows by applying Frobenius's theorem. □

The following theorem shows that any contravariant pseudo-Hessian structure is locally as Proposition 6.9 near any regular
point. This can be compared to Darboux–Weinstein near a regular point in Poisson geometry (see [26]).
Theorem 6.11. Let (& ,∇,ℎ) be a contravariant pseudo-Hessian structure and let < ∈ & be such the rank of ℎ# is constant in
a neighborhood of <. Then there exists a chart (<1,… , <J, Y1,… , YZ−J) and a function ) (<, Y) such that

ℎ =
J∑

I,K=1
ℎIK[<I ⊗ [<K , ∇[<I

[<K = 0, I, K = 1,… , J,
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and the matrix
(
ℎIK

)
is invertible and its inverse is the matrix

(
[2)

[<I[<K

)
.

Proof. By applying Proposition 6.10 to Imℎ# near <, there exists a chart (<1,… , <J, Y1,… , YZ−J) such that

span
(
[<1 ,… , [<J

)
= Imℎ# and ∇[<I

[<K = 0, I, K = 1,… , J.

This implies that ℎ#(.YI) = 0 for I = 1,… , Z − J. Note first that, for any I, K, L = 1,… , Z, ≺ ∇∗
[<L

.<K , [<K ≻ = 0 and hence from
(6.1),

≺ .<I.<K , [<L ≻ = ∇[<L
ℎ(.<I, .<K)+ ≺ ∇ℎ#(.<I).<K , [<L ≻

= ≺ .ℎ(.<I, .<K), [<L ≻ − ≺ ∇∗
[<L

.<I,ℎ#(.<K) ≻ − ≺ ∇∗
[<L

.<K ,ℎ#(.<L) ≻

= ≺ .ℎ(.<I, .<K), [<L ≻ .

Thus .<I.<K = .ℎ
(
.<I, .<K

)
+ 6IK where 6IK ∈ ker ℎ#. This implies that

[
ℎ#(.<I),ℎ#

(
.<K

)]
= ℎ#

(.<I.<K
)
− ℎ#

(.<K .<I
)
= 0.

So there exists a coordinates system (\1,… , \Z) such that

ℎ#(.<I) = [\I , I = 1,… , J.

We deduce that

[<I =
J∑

K=1
ℎIK[\K , I = 1,… , J,

(
ℎIK

)
=
(
.ℎ

(
.<I, .<K

))−1.

Thus ℎIK = [\K
[<I

. We consider d = ∑J
K=1 \K.<K . We have .d = 0 so, according to the foliated Poincaré lemma (see [19],

pp. 56), there exists a function ) such that ℎIK = [2)
[<I[<K

, which completes the proof. □

Remark 6.12. It is important to generalize the theorem above near a singular point. The authors have no ideas how to do it and
left the problem open.

7 CANONICAL CONTRAVARIANT PSEUDO-HESSIAN STRUCTURE ON THE
DUAL OF A COMMUTATIVE ASSOCIATIVE ALGEBRA
In this section, we will pursue the study of similarities between contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifolds and Poisson manifolds.
Namely, we will show that the dual of any commutative and associative algebra carries a canonical contravariant pseudo-Hessian
structure and we will study these structures in detail.

Let (& ,∇,ℎ) be a contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifold. Let < ∈ & and denote by !< = ker ℎ#(<). Let  be the right-
anchored product associated to ℎ given by (6.1). According to (6.3), for any 6, 7 ∈ Ω1(&), ℎ#(67) = ∇ℎ#(6)ℎ#(7). This
shows that if ℎ#(6)(<) = 0 then ℎ#(67)(<) = 0. Moreover, 67 −76 = ∇ℎ#(6)7 − ∇ℎ#(7)6. This implies that if ℎ#(6)(<) =
ℎ#(7)(<) = 0 then 67(<) = 76(<). For any !, $ ∈ !< put

!.$ = (67)(<),

where 6, 7 are 2 differential 1-forms satisfying 6(<) = ! and 7(<) = $. This defines a commutative product on !< and moreover,
by using the vanishing of the curvature of , we get:
Proposition 7.1. (!<, .) is a commutative associative algebra.
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As the dual of a Lie algebra carries a natural Poisson structure, the dual of a commutative associative algebra carries a
contravariant pseudo-Hessian structure. Indeed, let (, .) be a finite dimensional commutative associative algebra. We define a
symmetric bivector ℎ on ∗ by putting

ℎ(6, 7)(") = ≺ ", 6(").7(") ≻, 6, 7 ∈ Ω1(∗) = *∞(∗,)," ∈ ∗. (7.1)
We denote by ∇0 the canonical affine connection of ∗ given by ∇0

:` (") = ."` (:(")) where :, ` ∶ ∗ ←→ ∗ are regarded
as vector fields on ∗. For any ? ∈ , we denote by ?∗ the linear function on ∗ given by ?∗(") = ≺ ", ? ≻, by :? the vector
field on ∗ given by :? = ℎ#(.?∗) and by #? ∶  ←→  the left multiplication by ?. Let  be the right-anchored product
associated to (∗,∇0,ℎ

) and given by (6.1). Finally, denote by ( the tensor field on ∗ given by ( (6, 7, 8) = ∇0
ℎ#(6)

ℎ(7, 8). A
straightforward computation gives the following proposition.
Proposition 7.2. For any ?, @,c, < ∈ , we have

ℎ
(
.?∗, .@∗

)
= (?.@)∗, :? = #∗

? , ∇0
:?
:@ = :?.@, (

(
.?∗, .@∗, .c∗) = (?.@.c)∗,

.?∗.@∗ = .(?.@)∗ and (
(
.?∗, .@∗, .c∗, .<∗

)
= −2(?.@.c.<)∗.

As a consequence of these formulas and Theorem 6.7, we get the following result.
Theorem 7.3. (∗,∇0,ℎ

)
is a contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifold and the singular foliation associated to Im ℎ# is given by

the orbits of the linear action Φ of the abelian Lie group (,+) on ∗ given by Φ(?,") = exp
(
#∗
?
)
("). Moreover,

(∗,∇0,ℎ
)

is a contravariant affine special real manifold if and only if 4 = 0. In particular, the orbits of Φ are pseudo-Hessian manifolds
and if 4 = 0 they are affine special real manifolds.

Remark 7.4. This theorem is similar to the well-known result asserting that the dual of a Lie algebra carries a natural Poisson
structure. However, there is an important difference between the two situations. In the case of a Lie algebra, the symplectic
leaves are the orbits of the co-adjoint action of any connected Lie group associated to the Lie algebra and the action preserves
the symplectic form of any leaf. In the case of a commutative associative algebra, the pseudo-Hessian leaves are the orbits of
the action of (,+) and this action preserves the affine structure of any leaf but not its pseudo-Hessian metric unless 3 = 0.
Note that these pseudo-Hessian manifolds are diffeomorphic to a ℝW × # C.

The class of associative commutative algebras constitutes a large class of associative algebras so Theorem 7.3 is a powerful
tool to build examples of pseudo-Hessian manifolds and affine special real manifolds. Since any pseudo-Hessian structure on a
manifold gives rise to a pseudo-Kählerian structure on its tangent bundle we get also a machinery to build examples of pseudo-
Kählerian manifolds. In what follows, we will illustrate this by showing that, using Theorem 7.3, we can get interesting examples.
Namely, we will show that the Hessian curvature of these manifolds is not trivial in general. Shima introduced the notion of
Hessian curvature, which is a finer invariant than Riemannian curvature and is related with the curvature of the associated Kähler
metric on the total space of the tangent bundle. Let us recall first the definition of the Hessian curvature and the definitions of
some basic notions in a pseudo-Hessian manifold (see [22] for more details).

Let (& ,∇, +) be a pseudo-Hessian manifold. Denote by 1 the Levi–Civita connection of + and put ∇′ = 21 − ∇ and
8 = 1 − ∇. The connection ∇′ is called the dual connection of ∇ with respect to + and (& ,∇′, +) is also a pseudo-Hessian
structure. The Hessian curvature (& ,∇, +) is the tensor N given by N = ∇8 . The first and the second Koszul forms are given,
respectively, by 6(:) = tr(I:8) and 7 = ∇6.

Let compute now all the mathematical objects above in the case where & =
{
exp

(
#∗
!
)
("), ! ∈ } is an orbit of the pseudo-

Hessian foliation associated to the contravariant pseudo-Hessian manifold (∗,∇0,ℎ) appearing in Theorem 7.3. Note that
(e& = {:!(e), ! ∈ }. As above, we denote by ∇ the affine connection on & , + the pseudo-Riemannian metric, 1 the Levi–
Civita connection and so on. The following proposition is a consequence of an easy and straightforward computation.
Proposition 7.5. For any !, $, H ∈  and any e ∈ ∗,

+
(
:!(e),:$(e)

)
= ≺ e, !.$ ≻, ∇:!

:$ = :!.$, 1:!
:$ =

1
2:!.$, ∇′

:!
:$ = 0,

N
(
:!,:$

)
:H =

1
2:!.$.H , 6

(
:!

)
= −1

2 tr(#!) and 7
(
:!,:$

)
= 1

2tr(#!.$).

In particular, + is a flat pseudo-Riemannian metric and N = 0 if and only if 4 = 0.
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We end this paper by considering examples of commutative associative algebras. For each of them we choose an orbit & and
give in an affine system of coordinates (<I) the pseudo-Hessian metric + and a function 2 such that +IK = [22

[<I[<K
. Some examples

come from the lists of low dimensional associative algebras obtained in [21].
Example 7.6. All the algebras bellow are identified with ℝZ with its canonical basis (0I)ZI=1 and (0∗I )

Z
I=1 is the dual basis. The

action Φ of  on ∗ is given by Φ(!,") = exp
(
#∗
!
)
(") and, for any ! ∈ , :! is the vector fields on ∗ given by :! = #∗

!,
where #! is the left multiplication by !. We denote by ∇ the canonical connection on ∗.
1. We take  = ℝZ as a product of Z copies of the associative commutative algebra ℝ. The non vanishing product is given by

0I0I = 0I for I = 1,… , Z. We denote by (!I)ZI=1 the linear coordinates of  and (<I)ZI=1 the dual coordinates on ∗. We have

Φ
( Z∑

I=1
!I0I,

Z∑
I=1

<I0∗I

)
=

Z∑
I=1

0!I<I0∗I .

Moreover, for any I = 1,… , Z, :0I = <I[<I . The orbit of a point < ∈ ∗ is &< =
{∑Z

I=1 0
!I<I0∗I , !I ∈ ℝ

}. It is a convex cone
and one can see easily that if 2 ∶ ∗ ←→ ℝ is the function given by

2(?) =
Z∑
I=1

?I ln |?I|,

then the restriction of ∇.2 to &< together with the restriction of ∇ to &< define the pseudo-Hessian structure on &<
described in Theorem 7.3. Note here that the signature of the pseudo-Hessian metric on &< is exactly (C, W) where C is the
number of <I such that <I > 0 and W is the number of <I such that <I < 0. Note that if <I > 0 for I = 1,… , Z then the metric
on &< is definite positive and we recover the example given in [22], pp. 17.

2. We take  = C endowed with its canonical structure of commutative and associative algebra. The non vanishing products
are

01.01 = 01, 01.02 = 02.01 = 02, 02.02 = −01.

We denote here by (<, Y) the linear coordinates on  associated to (01, 02) and (6, 7) the dual coordinates on ∗. We have
:01 = 6[6 + 7[7 and :02 = 7[6 − 6[7

and it is easy to check that
Φ(<01 + Y02, 60∗1 + 70∗2) = 0<

(
(6 cos(Y) + 7 sin(Y))0∗1 + (−6 sin(Y) + 7 cos(Y))0∗2

)
.

We deduce that we have two orbits the origin and ∗ ⧵ {0}. Let describe the pseudo-Hessian structure of & ∶= ∗ ⧵ {0}.
The pseudo-Hessian metric + satisfies

+
(
:01 ,:01

)
= 6, +

(
:01 ,:02

)
= 7, +

(
:02 ,:02

)
= −6

and hence
+ = 1

62 + 72
(
6.62 + 27.6.7 − 6.72

)
.

Thus (& ,∇, +) is a Lorentzian Hessian manifold. Moreover, the metric + is flat. Now we look for a function ) on & such
that + = ∇.) , i.e.,

[2)
[62

= 6
62 + 72

, [2)
[72

= −6
62 + 72

and [2)
[6[7

= 7
62 + 72

.

The function ) given by

) (6, 7) = 1
26 ln

(
62 + 72

)
+ 7 arctan

(
6
7

)

satisfies these equations on the open set {7 ≠ 0}. Note that this function is harmonic.
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3. We take  = ℝ3 with the commutative associative product given by 0101 = 02 and 0102 = 03 and the others products are
zero. We have 3 ≠ 0 and 4 = 0. We denote by (!, $, H) the linear coordinates of  and (<, Y, \) the dual coordinates of∗. We have

:01 = Y[< + \[Y, :02 = \[< and :03 = 0

and
Φ
(
!01 + $02 + H03, <0∗1 + Y0∗2 + \0∗3

)
=
(
< + !Y +

(1
2!

2 + $
)
\, Y + !\, \

)
.

The orbits of this action are the plans {\ = H, H ≠ 0}, the lines {\ = 0, Y = H, H ≠ 0} and the points {(H, 0, 0)}. The pseudo-
Riemannian metric on &H = {\ = H, H ≠ 0} is given by

+H
(
:01 ,:01

)
= Y, +H

(
:01 ,:02

)
= H and +H

(
:02 ,:02

)
= 0.

This is a Lorentzian metric and one can check easily that, if 2(<, Y, \) = − Y3
6\2 +

<Y
\ then +H is the restriction of ∇.2 to &H .

Note that since 4 = 0 then (
&H ,∇|&H

, +H
) is an affine special real manifold. However, the pseudo-Hessian metric on the

line #H = {\ = 0, Y = H, H ≠ 0} is given by the restriction of ∇.21 where 21(<, Y, \) =
<2
2Y .

4. We take  = ℝ3 with the commutative associative product given by
0101 = 02, 0103 = 01, 0203 = 02, 0303 = 03,

the others products are zero. We denote by (!, $, H) the linear coordinates on  and (<, Y, \) the dual coordinates on ∗. We
have

Φ
(
!01 + $02 + H03, <0∗1 + Y0∗2 + \0∗3

)
= 0H

(
< + !Y, Y, !< + 1

2
(
!2 + 2$

)
Y + \

)
.

The orbits have dimension 3,2,1 or 0. The three dimensional orbits are {Y > 0} and {Y < 0}. The two dimensional orbits
are {Y = 0, < > 0} and {Y = 0, < < 0}. The one dimensional orbits are {Y = < = 0, \ > 0} and {Y = < = 0, \ < 0}. The
origin is the only zero dimensional orbit. Let describe the pseudo-Hessian structure on & = {Y > 0} or & = {Y < 0}.
We have

:01 = Y[< + <[\, :02 = Y[\ and :03 = <[< + Y[Y + \[\,

and the pseudo-Hessian metric + on & is satisfies
+
(
:01 ,:01

)
= Y, +

(
:01 ,:02

)
= 0,

+
(
:01 ,:03

)
= <, +

(
:02 ,:02

)
= 0, +

(
:02 ,:03

)
= Y and +

(
:03 ,:03

)
= \.

Note that the matrix of + in (
:01 ,:02 ,:03

) is just the passage matrix f from (
:01 ,:02 ,:03

) to (
[<, [Y, [\

) and hence the
matrix of + in (

[<, [Y, [\
) is f−1. Thus, in the coordinates (<, Y, \), we have

+ = 1
Y

(
.<2 + <2 − Y\

Y
.Y2 + 2.Y.\ − 2<

Y
.<.Y

)
.

One can check easily that + is the restriction of ∇.2 where 2(<, Y, \) = \ ln |Y| + <2
2Y . This metric is of signature (+,+,−) in

{Y > 0} and (+,−,−) in {Y < 0}.
5. We take  = ℝ4 with the commutative associative product given by

0101 = 02, 0102 = 03, 0103 = 0202 = 04,
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the others products are zero. We have 3 ≠ 0 and 4 = 0. We denote by (!, $, H, .) the linear coordinates on  and (<, Y, \, X)
the dual coordinates on ∗. We have

Φ
(
!01 + $02 + H03 + .04, <0∗1 + Y0∗2 + \0∗3 + X0∗4

)

=
(
< + !Y +

(1
2!

2 + $
)
\ +

(1
6!

3 + !$ + H
)
X, Y + !\ +

(1
2!

2 + $
)
X, \ + !X, X

)

and
:01 = Y[< + \[Y + X[\, :02 = \[< + X[Y, :03 = X[< and :04 = 0.

Let describe the pseudo-Hessian structure of the hyperplan&H = {X = H, H ≠ 0} endowed with the coordinates (<, Y, \). Since
the matrix of +H in (

:01 ,:02 ,:03
) is the passage matrix f from (

:01 ,:02 ,:03
) to (

[<, [Y, [\
), we get

+H =
1
H

(
2.<.\ + .Y2 − 2\

H
.Y.\ + (\2 − YH)

H2
.\2

)
.

The signature of this metric is (+,+,−) if H > 0 and (+,−,−) if H < 0. One can check easily that +H is the restriction of ∇.2
to &H , where

2(<, Y, \, X) = \4

12X3
+ Y2

2X −
\2Y
2X + <\

X
.

Since 4 = 0, &H is an affine special real manifold.
6. We take  = ℝ4 with the commutative associative product given by

0101 = 01, 0102 = 02, 0103 = 03, 0104 = 04, 0202 = 03, 0203 = 04.

We have
:01 = <[< + Y[Y + \[\ + X[X, :02 = Y[< + \[Y + X[\, :03 = \[< + X[Y and :04 = X[<.

Thus {X > 0} and {X < 0} are orbits and hence carry a pseudo-Hessian structures. Let us determine the pseudo-Hessian
metric. The same argument as above gives that the metric is given by the inverse of the passage matrix from (

:01 ,… ,:04
)

to (
[<, [Y, [\, [X

). Thus

+ = 1
X

(
2.<.X + 2.Y.\ − 2\

X
.Y.X − \

X
.\2 + 2(\2 − YX)

X2
.\.X + 2\YX − <X2 − \3

X3
.X2

)
.

The signature of this metric is (+,+,−,−). One can check easily that + is the restriction of ∇.2 to & , where

2(<, Y, \, X) = − \3

6X2
+ Y\

X
+ < ln |X|.
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