On the integrability of orthogonal distributions in
Poisson manifolds

Dan Fish and Serge Preston

Abstract. In this article we study conditions for the integrability of the
distribution defined on a regular Poisson manifold as the orthogonal com-
plement (with respect to a pseudo-Riemannian metric) to the tangent
spaces of the leaves of a symplectic foliation. Integrability criteria in
terms of Casimir covectors and in terms of the Nijenhuis Tensor defined
by the orthogonal distribution are obtained. Examples of integrability and
non-integrability of this distribution are provided.
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1 Introduction

Let (M™, P) be a regular Poisson manifold. Denote by & = {S,,|m € M} the sym-
plectic foliation of M by symplectic leaves (of constant dimension k). Denote by T'(S)
the sub-bundle of T'(M) of tangent spaces to the symplectic leaves (the association
x — T,(S) is an integrable distribution on M which we will also denote by T'(S)).
Let M be endowed with a pseudo-Riemannian metric g such that the restriction of g
to each symplectic leaf is non-degenerate.

Let A, = S be the subspace of T,,,(M) that is g-orthogonal to S,,. The asso-
ciation m — N, defines a distribution N which is transversal and complemental to
the distribution T'(S). The restriction of the metric g to N is non-degenerate and has
constant signature. In general, the distribution N is not integrable.

If the metric g is Riemannian, and if the Poisson tensor is parallel with respect to
the Levi-Civita connection V = V9 defined by g, ie: VP = 0, then it is a classical
result of A. Lichnerowicz ([13], Remark 3.11) that the distribution N is integrable,
and the restriction of the metric g to the symplectic leaves defines, together with the
symplectic structure wg = P |§1, a Kahler structure on symplectic leaves.

Integrability of the distribution N depends strongly on the foliation S and its
“transversal topology” (see [11]). Thus, in general it is more a question of the theory
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of bundles with Ehresmann connections rather than that of Poisson geometry. Yet
in some instances, it is useful to have integrability conditions in terms of the Poisson
structure P, and to relate integrability of the distribution N with other structures of
the Poisson manifold - Casimir functions, Poisson vector fields, etc.

Our interest in this question was influenced by our study of the representation of
a dynamical system in metriplectic form, i.e. as a sum of a Hamiltonian vector field
(with respect to a Poisson structure, and a gradient one (with respect to a metric g),
see [2, 4, 12, 1], or, [6] for a more general approach. Integrability of the distribution
N guarantees that in the geometrical (local) splitting of the space M as a product
of a symplectic leaf and a transversal submanifold with Casimir functions ¢’ as local
coordinates (see [14]), the transversal submanifold can be chosen to be invariant under
the gradient flow (with respect to the metric g) of the functions c'.

As a result one can separate observables of the system into Casimirs undergoing
pure gradient (dissipative) evolution from those (along symplectic leaves) which un-
dergo the mix of Hamiltonian and gradient evolutions. Such a separation leads to an
essential simplification of the description of the transversal dynamics in metriplectic
systems.

In Section 2 we introduce necessary notions and notations. In Section 3 we obtain
necessary and sufficient conditions on the metric g and the tensor P for the distribu-
tion A to be integrable. We derive these conditions in terms of covariant derivatives
of the Poisson Tensor, in terms of covariant derivatives of Casimir covectors, and as
conditions on the nullity of the Nijenhuis Torsion of the (1,1)-tensor A% = PHrg,,,.
As a corollary we prove that the distribution A is integrable if parallel translation
(via the Levi-Civita connection of the metric g) in the direction of N preserves the
symplectic distribution T'(S).

In Section 4 we present integrability conditions in Darboux-Weinstein coordinates:
the distribution A is integrable if and only if the following symmetry conditions are
fulfilled for I': I'j;s = I'y1s, where I'ngy = Jaol'G and where capital Latin letters
I, J indicate the transversal coordinates ,while small Latin letters indicate coordinates
along symplectic leaves.

In Section 5 we describe an example of non-integrability of A and refer to the
integrability of A/ for linear Poisson structures on dual spaces g* of semi-simple Lie
algebras g, with the metric induced by the Killing form, as well as for the dual se(3)*
to the Lie algebra se(3) of Euclidian motions in R® with the simplest non-degenerate
ad*-invariant metric(s).

2 Orthogonal distribution of Poisson manifold with
a pseudo-Riemannian metric

Let (M™, P) be a regular Poisson manifold ([13]). We will be use local coordinates
x® in the domains U C M with the corresponding local frame { agu} and the dual
coframe dz®. Let g be a pseudo-Riemannian metric on M as above, and let I denote

the Levi-Civita connection associated with g. The tensor P77 (z) defines a mapping

0—C(M)—T*(M)ET(S) =0
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where C(M) C T*(M) is the kernel of P and T'(S) is (as defined above) the tangent
distribution of the symplectic foliation {S*}. The space C(M) is a sub-bundle of the
cotangent bundle T*M consisting of Casimir covectors. Locally, C' (M) is generated
by differentials of functionally independent Casimir functions c¢'(x), i = 1,...,n —
k satisfying the condition P7dci = 0 (in this paper we assume the condition of
summation by repeated indices).

We denote by A the distribution defined as the g-orthogonal complement
T(S)* to T(S) in T(M). Then we have, at every point z a decomposition into a
direct sum of distributions (sub-bundles)

T, M =T,(S) & N,.

The assignment z — N, defines a transverse connection for the foliation S, or,
more exactly, for the bundle (M, m, M/S) over the space of leaves M /S, whenever
one is defined (see below). We are interested in finding necessary and sufficient con-
ditions on P and g under which the distribution N is integrable. By the Frobenius
theorem, integrability of A/ is equivalent to the involutivity of the distribution A
with respect to the Lie bracket of N-valued vector fields (sections of the sub-bundle
N Cc T(M)).

Let w* = widz* (i < d = n-k) be a local basis for C(M). For any a in T*(M),
let of denote the image of o under the bundle isomorphism # : T*(M) — TM of
index lifting induced by the metric g. The inverse isomorphism (index lowering) will
be conventionally denoted by b : T(M) — T*M. We introduce the following vector
fields: & = (w')f € T(M).

Lemma 1. The vectors & form a (local) basis for N.

Proof. Since g is non-degenerate, the vectors ¢; are linearly independent and span a
subspace of TM of dimension d. For any vector n € T M,

(&g = guéin” = gug"win” = win” = w'(n).

So the vector 7 is g-orthogonal to all &; if and only if 1 is annihilated by each w’. That
is, n € Ann(C(M)) = {\ € T(M)|wi(\) =0, Vj <d}. Since Ann(C(M)) = T(9),
we see that the linear span of {&}+ is T(S). O

Recall (see [10]) that the curvature (Frobenius Tensor) of the “transversal con-
nection” A is the bilinear mapping Ry : T(M) x T(M) — T(S) defined as

(2.1) Ry (v,m) = v([hy, hn)),

where h : T(M) — N is g-orthogonal projection onto N, and v : T(M) — T(S) is
g-orthogonal projection onto T'(S).

It is known (see [9]) that N is integrable if and only if the curvature Ry defined
above is identically zero on TM x T M.
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3 Integrability criteria

Condition that the curvature (2.1) is identically zero is equivalent to v([y, n]) = 0, for
all v,n € N. If we write the vectors v, in terms of the basis {{;}, then we have

(&, &)) = v (V&) =P (& G+ 6 6))
= yiu([&, &]), since v(&) =0 VE.

Thus R = 0 if and only if v([¢;,§;]) =0 for all4,j < d.

Consider the linear operator A : T(M) — T(M) defined by the (1,1)-tensor field
Al = P7?gy,. Since g is non-degenerate we have ImA = T(S). Since each basis
vector & € N is of the form & = g"w! with w' € ker P, we also have

ALEY = P77 g,,g" Wl = PTwi = 0.

Therefore N' C kerA, and by comparing dimensions we see that N' = kerA. Notice
that operator A and the orthonormal projector v have the same image and kernel.
We conclude that

R=0< A[@,EJ] = O, VZ,] <d.
We now prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 1. Let w’, 0 < i < d be a local basis for C(M) and let (w')¥ = &; be the
corresponding local basis of N'. Let V be the Levi-Civita covariant derivative on T M
corresponding to the metric g. Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. The distribution N is integrable.

2. Foralli,j <d, and all T <n,
P (Ve,wh — Ve,wy) = 0.
3. Foralli,j <d, and all T < n,
9 (VaP) (W' Ae’)sa =0,
where Vx = Vg g,
4. Foralli,j<d, and all T <mn,

PTU.gG')\(vfié? - v&;é?) =0.

5. The sub-bundle C(M) is invariant under the following skew-symmetric bracket
on 1-forms generated by the bracket of vector fields:

[, Bly = [, A"
ie if a,feT(C(M)), then [, f]y € T(C(M)).
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Proof. Since the Levi-Civita connection of g is torsion-free, we know that
[givgj] = vézf] - vfggz

Therefore, in a local chart (z%),

AT[6, 610 = AX(Ve &) — Ve, 8)) = PTgor(Ve & — Ve, &) =
= P77 (Vg,wh — Ve, wp)-

In the last step we have used the fact that lifting and lowering of indices by the metric
g commutes with the covariant derivative V defined by the Levi-Civita connection of

g.
Recalling from the discussion before the Theorem that the integrability of the
distribution N is equivalent to the nullity of A[¢;,&;] for all 4,5 < d, we see that
statements 1.,2., and 4. are equivalent.
To prove the equivalence of these statements to the statement 3. we notice that

P77 (Vew), — Ve,wy) = PT7(EVaw) — §Vawg) =
= P (wa Vaw), — Wi Vawy) = g™ (VaP) ™ (wpw), —wawi) =
= **(VAP) 7 (W' Aw)pa
Here, at the third step we have used the following equality
P77 W, Vaw) = —g**(VaP) Twyw

0' a7

since P™°wJ = 0 (similarly for the second term).

To prove the equivalence of the condition 5. with the other statements we act
as follows. Let o = qw® and 8 = B;w’ be any two sections of sub-bundle C(M) C
T*(M). Then of =", a;&; and B =3, 3;&;. So we have

[, B]g = vﬁjfj (O‘iwl) — Ve (ﬂjwj)

= ;f3j(Ve,w' = Ve ) + B (o)’ — Ofﬂ(ﬂj)w

. . da; 98; .
= a0y (Ve = Ve) + (505 '~ (e 7t
(3.1) = aiffjlw’, W]y + (B%(ai) — o (B7))o’
At the last step we have used the following (recall that w® = (&;)")
vﬁjwi - v&wj = (ijgi - vfigj) [5176}] - [ ‘ wj ﬂ] [wiij]g'

The second term in the right side of (3.1) is always in the kernel C(M) of P, thus
applying P to both sides yields
P ([0, Blg)s = il P ([w',w]g)e = i PT7gor(Ve & — Ve, &1).

Therefore, condition 4. above holds if and only if the space of sections of the bundle
C(M) of Casimir covectors is invariant under the bracket [—, —],. O
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Corollary 1. If (V(,i: P)""w’ =0 for all o, i and j, i.e. if V(uiy:Plcn =0 for
all i, then the distribution N is integrable.

Proof. In the proof of the equivalence of statements 1. and 2. with statement 3. in
the Theorem, it was shown that

P77 (Vew) = Ve,wy) = g (VaP) 7 (wow) — whwy) =

= WL (VAP) 7wl — g**wl (VAP)wl = EN(VAP)w] — £ (VAP) W) =
= (VﬁiP)Tawg - (vfj P)Tawjr'

Since & = (w*)? for each 4, if V(wi)t Ple(ary = 0, then condition 3. of the Theorem is
fulfilled. |

The following criteria specify the part of the A. Lichnerowicz condition that P is
g-parallel (see [13]) ensuring the integrability of the distribution A:

Corollary 2. If Vi :T(M)— T(M) preserves the tangent sub-bundle T'(S) to the
symplectic leaves for every o € C(M), then N is integrable.

Proof. If the parallel translation V: along the trajectories of the vector field £ = of
preserves T'(8), then it also preserves its g-orthogonal complement N, and hence the
dual to parallel translation in the cotangent bundle will preserve sub-bundle C(M) =
N’ (see Lemma 1). That is,

PV 1B, =0
for any 3 in C'(M). Writing this equality in the form (V,:P)"’ 3, = 0 and using the
previous Corollary we get the result. O

Remark 1. Lichnerowicz’s condition, i.e. the requirement that VP = 0, guarantees
much more than the integrability of the distribution N and, therefore, the local splitting
of M into a product of a symplectic leaf S and complemental manifold N with zero
Poisson tensor. It also guarantees reqularity of the Poisson structure, and reduction of
the metric g to the block diagonal form g = gs+gnr, with the corresponding metrics on
the symplectic leaves and mazimal integral manifolds N,, of N being independent on
the complemental variables (i.e. the metric gs on the symplectic leaves is independent
from the coordinates y along Ny, ). Furthermore, the condition VP = 0 also ensures
the independence of the symplectic form wg from the transversal coordinates y (see
[13], Remark 3.11). Finally from V95wg = 0 follows the existence of a gs-parallel
Kahler metric on the symplectic leaves.

Corollary 3. Let Vyw® = 0 for all \,i (i.e. the 1-forms w' = dc* are VI-covariant
constant). Then

i) The distribution N is integrable,
it) the vector fields &; are Killing vector fields of the metric g, and

iii) the Casimir functions ¢* are harmonic: Agyc® = 0.
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Proof. The first statement is a special case of condition 3. in the Theorem above.
To prove the second, we calculate the Lie derivative of g in terms of the covariant
derivative V',

(3.2)
i ; 0wl oWt
(E’&,g)a)\ = g'y)\vagz"y +ga'yv)\€;{ = Vowy +Vaw, = 81‘;\ + ) 7(“-)7(FZ,\ +FZ)\) =
0?ct act , 93¢t , ,
— Y A
= o T awar 2 or T 2gpegx — 2lon =2V

Thus, if the condition of the Corollary is fulfilled, &; are Killing vector fields. The
third statement follows from

. ; 1 1
Agct = divg(& = (dc')F) = 3 Trg(Leg) = 59A“(ﬁsi9)w-

3.1 Nijenhuis Tensor

Conventionally the integrability of different geometrical structures presented by a
(1,1)-tensor field can be characterized in terms of the corresponding Nijenhuis tensor.
Thus, it is interesting to see the relation of our criteria presented above to the nullity
of the corresponding Nijenhuis tensor.

Definition 1. Given any (1,1) tensor field J on M, there exists a tensor field N; of
type (1,2) (called the Nijenhuis torsion of J) defined as follows (see [9], Sec.1.10):

for all vector fields &, n.

If J is an almost product structure, i.e. J? = Id, then N; = 0 is equivalent to
the integrability of J. In fact, given such a structure on M, we can define projectors
v =(1/2)(Id + J) and h = (1/2)(Id — J) onto complementary distributions I'm(v)
and I'm(h) in TM such that at each point z € M,

T.M = Im(v), @ Im(h),.

It is known (see [9], Sec.3.1) that J is integrable if and only if I'm(v) and Im(h) are
integrable, and that the following equivalences hold:

NJ:0<—>Nh:0<—>Nv:0.

Consider now the two complementary distributions 7'(S) and A discussed above.
Suppose that v is g-orthogonal projection onto the distribution T'(S), and h is g-
orthogonal projection onto A'. Applying these results in this setting we see that that
the distribution A is integrable if and only if N, = 0.

Since v? = v, and since any ¢ € T(M) can be expressed as £ = v€ + h&, we have

Ny(§m) = [v§,vn] —v[v€,vn + hn] — v[v§ + hy,vn] + v[vy + hy, vy + A1)
(Id —v)[v€, vn] + v[hy, hn] = hlvE, vn] + v[hE, hn)
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for all £ and n in T(M). Since T'(S) is integrable we have [v€, vn] € T(S), and so
Ny (&, m) = v[h&, hn).

As a result, we can restrict £ and 1 to be sections of the distribution N to get the
following integrability condition for A in terms of (1,1)-tensor v:

N is integrable « N, (&, n)" = vb[¢,n)" = —d;vl (€ An)" =0,

for all 4 and all £, € T(N). The equality (*) on the right is proved in the same way
as the similar result for the action of P77 in the proof of statement (3) of Theorem 1.

The tensor A% = g,,P?" discussed above can be considered to be a linear mapping
from T(M) to T(S), but since A is not idempotent, it does not define a projection.
However, the tensors A and v, having the same kernel and image are related in the
sense that the integrability of A is also equivalent to

AJl& )" = =0, A5(EAn)7" =0,

for all sections ¢ and 7 of the distribution A/ (using the same argument as for the
tensor v¥ above).

In fact, since the linear mappings A, v of T,,(M) have the same kernel and image
for all m € M, there exists a (non-unique) pure gauge automorphism D : T(M) —
T(M) of the tangent bundle (i.e. inducing the identity mapping of the base M and,
therefore, defined by a smooth (1,1)-tensor field D#) such that A% = D!vY. For any
couple ¢ and 7 of sections from I'(N), we have

Ap6 )" = =0, AG(E AN = =0, D (vz (€ AN)" + Didyvg (A7) =
= Do, vz (A" = DENy(E,m).
This proves

Theorem 2. There exists a (not unique) invertible linear automorphism D of the
bundle T(M) such that for all couples of vector fields £,m € T'(N)

Alg,n] = D(Nu(&,m)).
Thus, Ny|asn =0 iff Al€,n] =0 for all £&,n € T(N).

4  Local criteria for integrability

Since M is regular, any point in M has a neighborhood in which the Poisson tensor P
has, in Darboux-Weinstein (DW) coordinates (y“,z?), the following canonical form
(see [14])

Opxp 0p><2k
P = 0 0 —1Ig
2kXp Ik: Ok:

We will use Greek indices A, u, 7 for general local coordinates, small Latin 4, j, k for
the canonical coordinates along symplectic leaves and capital Latin indices A, B,C'
for transversal coordinates. In these DW-coordinates we have, since P is constant,

(VAP)™ = P'°T}, — P7TTY,.
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Using the structure of the Poisson tensor we get, in matrix form,

0 PisTT,
VAP)7 = I;'Xps s ])\" s >7
(VaP) (—P T3, PIT%, — PIT3,

where the index 7 takes values (7', t), and the index o takes values (.5, s), transversally
and along the symplectic leaf respectively.

In DW-coordinates we choose w™ = dy” as a basis for the co-distribution C(M).
Now we calculate (using the symmetry of the Levi-Civita connection I)

(VAP)(dy" Ady”)ao = —6LPTTT, + 6 PITTY,,
so that 4

gAa(V)\P)'ra(dyl A dyJ)ao — P]T[Q‘D\F}])\ _ gI)\F§>\]~
This expression is zero if 7 = T', so the summation goes by 7 = ¢ only.

Substituting the Poisson Tensor in its canonical form we get the integrability
criteria 3. of Theorem 1 in the form

9" T = ¢S, =0, Y I, J,t.
Using the metric g to lower indices, we finish the proof of the following

Theorem 3. Let (y!,2%) be local DW-coordinates in M. Use capital Latin in-
dices for transversal coordinates y along N' and small Latin indices for coordinates T
along symplectic leaves. Then the distribution N is integrable if and only if T jpy =
Lrge, VI,J,t.

5 Examples

5.1. 4-dim example of non-integrable N. Here we construct an (example of the
lowest possible dimension where the distribution A is not integrable. (M = R*, P)
will be a 4-d Poisson manifold and rank(P) = 2 at all points of M.

Let P be the Poisson tensor given in the global coordinates z® by the following

0000

4 x4 matrix: P= (39§ § ?) . Let w! = dz!, and w? = dz?. Then {w',w?} is a basis
00-10

for the kernel C'(M) of P, and

1, a=1,0=2
(5.1) (WA go=¢ —1, a=20=1
0, otherwise.

Let now ¢ be an arbitrary pseudo-Riemannian metric defined on M = R* by a non-
degenerate symmetric (0,2)-tensor gy,. The corresponding g-orthogonal distribution
is denoted by N and the Levi-Civita connection of the metric g by V.

Consider VP77 = 0,\P™° +PTHDS + PR, Since P is constant, the first term
of this expression is always zero. Furthermore, since each w® is in the kernel of P,
we see that the third term in this expression will contract to zero with (w! A w?)ae-
Therefore, using (5.1) we get

g)\av)\PTJ(wl A wZ)(XU _ g)\aPTHF(;M(Wl A W2)ao — g)\lpTuriu o g)\QPTp,FiM.
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The only values of 7 for which P™* # 0 are 7 = 3 and 7 = 4. We consider each case
individually:
T =3: POVAP (W Aw?)ae = gMLPHT2, — P2P3ITL =
=M~ 9Ty = %(Qﬂg% —%9") (g0 + gaox — 9ras) = 971 9% (9as.0 — Gans)-
T=4: VAP (W Aw?)ay = MIPBT2, - P2PBTL = _MI2, 4 1l =
= %(ﬁq”g25 + 929" (963 + 9350 — 9r3.5) = 997 (9306 — g35.0)-

Thus, the integrability condition takes the form of the following system of equations

Al 26

AL, 26
— :O’
(5.2) 9 9% (9376 — g35,0)
9™ 9°° (9451 — gar,s) = 0.

equivalent to the symmetry conditions given in Theorem 3. Both expressions in (5.2)
are zero if g is diagonal or block-diagonal with 2x2 matrix blocks. For these types of

metric, the transversal distribution N is integrable.
10f0

0100

f010
. . . O 0 O 1 . .

Oaf # 0. This symmetrical matrix has 1,1,1 + f,1 — f as its eigenvalues. Thus

g determines the Riemannian metric in the region |f| < 1, and the second of the
conditions (9): g**V P77 (w! A w?)4, = 0 fails since, for 7 = 4 we have:

On the other hand, let g = , where f(z) satisfies to the condition

VALY (W A W) ao = gM 0% (9305 — g36.0) = 9 gane = gM 1 gs1,2 = Oaf # 0.

As an example of such a function f for which both conditions (i.e. conditions
|fl < 1 and 2f # 0) are fulfilled in the whole space R* we can take the func-
tion f(z!,...,21) = %tcm_l(xz) where the principal branch of tan=!(z) is chosen
(taking values between —7/2 and 7/2).

We can also see that the distribution A is not integrable by a direct computation.
Vector fields & = 01 + f0s, &2 = 02 form the local basis vectors for A/. Their Lie
bracket is [£1, &3] = 0203, which is not in the span of {£1,&2} (since daf # 0). Thus,

distribution A is not integrable.

Remark 2. The very possibility to choose a global metric g such that the distribution
Ny is integrable is determined mostly by the topological properties of the “bundle” of
leaves of the symplectic foliation, i.e. the existence of a zero curvature FEhresmann
connection. More specifically, one can prove the following

Proposition 1. Let (M, n, B; (F,w)) be a symplectic fibration (see [3]) with the model
symplectic fiber (F,w), base B and the total Poisson space M. If the bundle (M, 7, B)
is topologically non-trivial, then the Poisson manifold (M, P = wb_l cannot be endowed
with a (global) pseudo-Riemannian metric g such that the orthogonal distribution N
would be integrable.

For its proof see [5].
Thus, if we take an arbitrary nontrivial bundle over a simply-connected manifold
B, it can not have a monlinear connection of zero curvature. An example is the
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tangent bundle (T(CP(2)),m, CP(2)) over B = CP(2), where the standard symplectic
structure on B = CP(2) determines the (constant) symplectic structure along the
fibers.

5.2. Examples of integrability of N. Linear Poisson structures (Surio-
Kostant-Kirillov bracket) in the dual space g* to the semi-simple Lie algebras g en-
dowed with the metric induced by the Killing form (dual Killing metric), see [§],
deliver a family of examples where orthogonal (to the coadjoint orbits, see [7]) distri-
bution N is integrable. More specifically, in the paper [5] it is shown that restriction of
the Poisson structure and the dual Killing metric to the subspace of regular elements
9r¢y has the integrable orthogonal distribution N in the following cases:

1. g-compact semi-simple Lie algebra, M = g , with the dual Killing metric.
Furthermore, via the identification of g* with g using Killing metric, each
connected component (Weyl Chamber) of the Lie algebra t of a maximal torus
T C G is a maximal integral surface of the distribution N at each point .

2. g-real semi-simple Lie algebra, M = gy, with the dual Killing metric. Maximal
integral submanifolds of N are images under the identification ix : g = g* of
(the regular parts of) Cartan subalgebras of g.

3. Let g = ¢(3) be the Euclidian Lie algebra in dimension 3. For any choice of
(constant) non-degenerate ad-invariant metric on the subspace M = gy, of 4d
co-adjoint orbits of dual space e(3)*, the distribution N is integrable.

6 Conclusion

In this work we discuss necessary and sufficient conditions for the distribution N on
a regular Poisson manifold (M, P) defined as orthogonal complement of tangent to
symplectic leaves with respect to some (pseudo-)Riemannian metric g on M to be
integrable. We present these conditions in different forms, including a condition in
terms of a symmetry of Christoffel coefficients of the Levi-Civita connection of the
metric g and get some Corollaries, one of which specifies the part of the Lichnerowicz
(VP = 0) condition ensuring integrability of N (see [13], 3.11). We present examples
of non-integrable A/ (the model 4d case and the case of a nontrivial symplectic fibra-
tion). In the preprint [5] we have proved integrability of N on the regular part of the
dual space g* of a real semi-simple Lie algebra g and the same in the case of the 3d
Euclidian Lie algebra e(3) with a linear Poisson structure.

As the case of a symplectic fibration shows, the integrability of A is possible only
on a topologically trivial bundle. Thus, it would be interesting to study maximal
integral submanifolds of A/ in the case of nontrivial symplectic bundles. In particular,
it would be interesting to get conditions on the metric g under which these maximal
integral submanifolds would have maximal possible dimension.

Acknowledgment. Second author would like to express his gratitude to Professor
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