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Abstract

In the framework laid down by Matveev and Shevchishin, superintegrability is
achieved with one integral linear in the momenta (a Killing vector) and two extra
integrals of of any degree above two in the momenta. However these extra integrals
may exhibit either a trigonometric dependence in the Killing coordinate (a case
we have already solved) or a hyperbolic dependence and this case is solved here.
Unfortunately the resulting geodesic flow is never defined on the two-sphere, as was
the case for Koenigs systems (with quadratic extra integrals). Nevertheless we give
some sufficient conditions under which the geodesic flow is defined on the hyperbolic
plane.
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1 Introduction

Matveev and Shevchishin [5] have proposed an interesting approach to superintegrability
on surfaces of revolution equipped with the hamiltonian

H=h(P:+P)), h, = D, h(z). (1.1)

This system is integrable and to reach superintegrability we need some extra integral, let

us say S, which implies in turn the existence of a second one, namely Sy = {P,, 51 }.
Under appropriate hypotheses, they have shown that the y dependence of the extra

integral (which was supposed to be cubic in the momenta) may be of three kinds:

1. In the so called “affine case” the extra integral can be quadratic:

S1 =510+ 511y + 51,2?/2-

2. In the second case the extra integral can be trigonometric

Sy =cosyS +siny T.

3. In the third case the extra integral can be hyperbolic
S; =coshyS +sinhy T.

In fact a prior work by Koenigs [2], popularized and generalized in [3] and [4], involving
a completely different analysis, had established that for a quadratic extra integral only
the three issues stated above were possible. Unfortunately the geodesic flow of Koenigs
superintegrable (SI) systems never meet S? as emphasized in [g].

We gave the solution for the affine case in [9] by reducing the problem to a linear ODE
for which the general solution could be obtained explicitly.

We solved the trigonometric case in [I0]: as foreseen by Matveev and Shevchishin in
this case one runs into Zoll geometry (see [I] and [LI] for this subject) and we could give
sufficient conditions insuring that the geodesic flow is globally defined on M = S?. This
seems to be the most interesting situation.

The remaining hyperbolic case is the subject of this article, but, as we will see, despite
the superintegrability of its geodesic flow it never meets S?. Nevertheless, some sufficient
conditions do give a quite large panel of solutions globally defined on HZ.

This article has the following content: in Section 2 the main results are stated.

Then, in a First Part, we examine the case where f(S) = 2n > 2, beginning with a
presentation of the framework laid down by Matveev and Shevchishin in Section 3, followed
by the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2 in Sections 4 and 5. In Section 6 and for quadratic
extra integrals we relate our results with Koenigs ones.

We proceed to the Second Part dealing with integrals of order 2n + 1 > 3. In Section
7 the setting for this case is given and we prove Theorems 3 and 4 respectively in Sections
8 and 9.

The global issues are discussed in Section 10, where Theorem 5 is proved, and some
concluding remarks are presented in Section 11.

The article ends up with Appendices A and B in which we prove several technical
relations.



2 The results

As explained in the introduction we will consider the geodesic flow of the hamiltonian

P2 P,
H=I?+ Y | Im=—°L. 2.1
cosh? ¢ A(t) (2.1)
It does exhibit one linear integral P, and to reach superintegrability we have to construct
two extra integrals S; and S, which are polynomials in H and in P?, of fixed degree,

Yy
denoted by #(S1) = #(S2), in the momenta.

2.1 Integrals of even degree

Let us first consider the case where #(S1) = #(S52) = 2n with n > 1 and the set of integrals
H, P, Sy =coshyS +sinhy T, Sy =coshyT —sinhyS, (2.2)

where

S =" Aya(0) H"* P, T=10Y Ay(t) H" " P} (2.3)
k=0 k=0
We will prove:

Theorem 1 The geodesic flow of the hamiltonian (21)) is superintegrable if one takes

2n—1 .
e, sinht
Aty =1+ g , Vk: e = =£1, (2.4)
1 Vmy cosh?t — 1

where all of the 2n — 1 real parameters my, are restricted to my > 1.
Theorem 2 The set of integrals
H, P, Sy =51+ 95,

generates a Poisson algebra, with the relations

2n 2n—1
SeSo =3 o H™ PR (S, S} =2 (k+ Vo H"F P (25)
k=0 k=0

and the coefficients o, are explicitly given in terms of the coefficients my, see (5.14).

2.2 Integrals of odd degree
In the case where (51) = #(S2) = 2n + 1 with n > 1, we will consider the set of integrals
H, P, S; =coshyS +sinhy T, Sy =sinhy S + coshy T, (2.6)

where
S=IY " Aopy(0) H"* P2 T =Y Ao(0) H™ 1 p2tt (2.7)

and we get similar results:



Theorem 3 The geodesic flow of the hamiltonian (211) is superintegrable if one takes

2n

Alt) =1+ ;
) ; Vmy cosh®t — 1

e, sinht

Vk: ep =l (2.8)

where all of the 2n real parameters my, are restricted to my > 1.

Theorem 4 The set of integrals
H, P, Sy =51+ 05,

generates a Poisson algebra, with the relations

2n 2n—1
SeSo=> o H™ P (S, S} =2 (I+ oy H P2 (2.9)
=0

=0

and the coefficients o; are explicitly given in terms of the coefficients my,.

2.3 The global issues
They strongly depend on the degree of the integrals. We have:

Theorem 5 The superintegrable geodesic flows considered in this article:
a) Are never globally defined on S*.

b) Are globally defined on H? for quadratic integrals (Koenigs case) while for higher
even degree integrals they are never globally defined.

c) Are globally defined on H?, under appropriate restrictions on the parameters, for
integrals of odd power in the momenta.

In all what follows the constraints m; > 1 will be assumed to hold.

I. INTEGRALS OF EVEN DEGREE

3 The setting

Let us turn ourselves to the general case where #(S;) = #(S2) = 2n > 2. The hamiltonian

1S
2n—1

Hoty D o D Ay =1+ Y G (3.1)
cosh?t’ A(t)’ 1 V/my, cosh?t — 1 '
and the extra integrals are given by
S =cosyS +siny T, Sy =cosyT —siny S, (3.2)



where

n n—1
=" Aopa(t) H"F P, T =10 Ay(t) H" 7 p2FL, (3.3)
k=0 k=0

The main problem is therefore to determine the following array of functions of ¢

)\1 )\3 - )\2n—1
Ao=0, Ajq=1 Ao = 0. (3.4)
)\0 )\2 e )\Q(n_l)

The conventional values A\_5 = A9, = 0 are introduced to alleviate many formulae in the
sequel.

4 Proof of Theorem 1

Let us begin with
Proposition 1 S; and Sy will be integrals iff the X’s s solve the differential system:
oo (a):  cosh®tXNy | = —Aly) @)
<k<n: :
() : cosh? ¢ Aoy, = ,2(19—1) —tanh ¢ Ag_1) — A Agp—1,

taking into account the conventional values A\_o = A9, = 0.

Proof: Both constraints {H, 51} = 0 and {H, S;} = 0 are seen to be equivalent to

b,
cosh? ¢

b,
cosh?t

{H,8} = 2 T (H,T} = -2 (4.2)

Using the explicit form of S and T elementary computations give (£.1]). O
A simplifying approach to the differential system (4.1]) makes use of generating func-
tions, which encode all the array in a couple of objects:

L0 =3 Aulr) € M) =3 A (1) €4 (4.3)

Let us prove

Proposition 2 The differential system given in Proposition 1 is equivalent, in terms of
generating functions, to the set of partial differential equations

cosh®t(1 + 7)9,L + € tanht L+ AM =0, OM—TAL=0, (4.4)
§

cosh?t’

where T = —



Proof: Using relation (b) in (4.1]) we have

n—1
cosh? 1L =Y ( bty — tanh  Aoge_1) — A )\gk_1>§k (4.5)
k=0

which becomes

—_

n—

(A;, - tanht)\2l>£l+1 - ( 1) — tanhmz(n_l))gn - A(M ~ Nonet 5“), (4.6)
1

Il
o

and can be written
€0,L — € tanht £ — AM — ( bty — tanh t Aggy 1) — A Azn_l)g". (4.7)
So we have obtained
cosh®t(1 + 7)0,L + € tanht L+ AM = —( bin_1) — tanht Agq 1) — A )\gn_l)gn. (4.8)

The right hand member does vanish thanks to relation (b) for k = n in ([41]). Conversely,
expanding this relation in powers of £ one recovers relations (b) in ([A.I]).
Using relation (a) in ({]) we have

A

cosh?t

n n—1
OM =" Ny &=~ > At =1AL, (4.9)
k=1 =0

which was to be proved. O
To get an explicit form of these functions we need:

Definition 1 Forn > 1 and k € {1,2,...,v} let us introduce

Yk hu(t) = ex Vg cosh®t — 1, ey =41, my > 1, (4.10)

and let us define the H}/(t) by the

v v

H(t,€) = [Ja+ () = 3 Hy ()€ (4.11)

k=1 k=0

In Appendix A the reader will find useful relations for these functions to be used in
the sequel.

In this first part with £(S) = 2n we will take v = 2n — 1 and to simplify matters we
will omit the upper index v = 2n — 1 of the functions H ,3"_1.

These functions allow to define the \’s:

Definition 2 Let us consider, for k € {0,1,...,n—1}

(—1)1 & J(n—1—1 .
)\Qk = m Z (—1) n—1—k |:H2H-1 + SlnhtHgl], (412)
=0



(—1)* i ,(n—1 < n—1-1
>\2k—1 = m Z (—1) <n _ ]{J) Hgl —sinht — ( n—k ) H21+1 y (413)

>\2n—1 = o (—1)l |:H21 — Sil’lhtHQH_l} . (414)
cosh™ ¢ +—
Let us compute the generating functions.
Proposition 3 Defining
Yoy =7 (1+7)""  0<1<n, (4.15)
the generating functions are given by
£(t 5) = — 1 nz_l (—1)l Ip l|:Hl + sinh t H. l] (4 16)
) cosht 2 n—1,0 | {12141 2|5 .
and by
n—1 n—1
M(t,€) = (=1)ny Hy — sinht » (=1)"¢y, 111 Hapr. (4.17)

l

Il
o

1=0
Proof: From the definition of £, given in (A3]), and upon use of the formulae in (£I12) we

have
! r n—1-—1
—cosht L = ZTk Z(—l)l (n 1 k) [H2l+1 + Sinhtﬂzl]- (4.18)
k=0  1=0

Reversing the order of the summations leads to
— Lm—1-1
—cosht L= (~1)f [Hng + SinhtHgl} ( )7’“, (4.19)

and since we have

— n—1-1 k_n_l_l n—1-1 K+l 1 n—1-1 _
> (e ™=y oo )= T T =y (4.20)

K=

[e=]

the relation (.I6) is proved.
From the definition of M, given in (43]), and upon use of the formulae in (£.I3]) and

([EI4) we have

k

M = Z lZ; <::Z)H2l—s1nhtkzn; 2_: (”_1 Z)HM. (4.21)

LThis set is empty for n = 1.




Reversing the summations gives
- " /n—1 = " m—1-1
M=) (-1)'Hy ) (k - l) T —sinht > (=1)'Hyp Y ( . )Tk. (4.22)
1=0 k=1 1=0 k=1+1
Using the binomial theorem, as explained in (A.20), gives
N A N AN
k=l k=1+1

which proves ([@I7]). O
Now let us use Proposition 3 to prove

Proposition 4 The generating functions L and M obtained in Proposition 3 are solutions
of the partial differential equations given in Proposition 2, namely:

(a) : cosh®t(1 4+ 7)0,L + Etanh tL + AM = 0,
(4.24)
() : OM—-1AL=0.
Proof of relation (a): Let us define the splitting
1 n—1 n—1
_ ! _ 1
£1 = _COSht — (—1) wn—l,l H21+1 EQ = —tanht ;(—1) ¢n—1,l Hgl (425)
and similarly
n—1 n—1
My = (=1)4ny Hy My = —sinht Y " (=1)"p 141 Hyp1. (4.26)
1=0 1=0
In the sequel we will need the easily proved relations, valid for [ =0,1,...,n — 1:

(a) : cosht(l+ T)0uy—11 = — sinht[Ql Ui +2(n—1—1) Y141,
) (A +7)Vn10 = Yy, (4.27)
(€  T¥n-11=Ynis1.

Using relation (a) and the Proposition in Appendix A, we get for cosh®#(1 + 7)9,L;:

n—1 n—1
sinh ¢ Y (—1)"4b Hosr + sinht » (—1)' [21 Vs +2(n—1—1) wn,m] Hopiq

=0 1=0 (A—1) (4.28)
- SinhtZ(—l)l |:(2l + 1)H2l+1 + (2l - 271)H21_1 + sinht H21:| ¢n,l~



All the terms involving ,,; Ho+1 add up to zero. The term involving A —1 is nothing but
—(A — 1)M; and the remaining terms

n—1 n
sinht(Z(—l)l(Qn — 2~ )by Harer — Y (—1)!(20 2n)¢n,lH2l_1) (4.29)
=0 =1

add up to zero. Hence we have proved
cosh® t(1 +7)0,L, = —(A — 1) M. (4.30)
The relation (c) in ([A.27) implies that £ tanht £, = —Mj so we conclude to
cosh®t(1 + 7)0,Ly + EtanhtL; = —AM; + My — My, (4.31)

Similarly one can prove

cosh?t(1 + 7)0,Ly + Etanh tLy = —AMy — My + My, (4.32)
Adding up ([£31)) and ([£32) gives
cosh? t(1 4 7)0,L + £ tanh t L + AM = 0, (4.33)

which is the relation (a) to be proved in Proposition A

Proof of relation (b): Using the easy relation

Outhns = — tanht |20 gy +2(n — D) 0<i<n, (4.34)
and Proposition we have
n—1 n—1
1
tanhtatMl = - Z(—l)l [2“%,1 +2(n — l)¢n,z+1} Hoy + Z(—l)l@bn,l 20 Hy
1 = (A-1) =0 (4.35)
+ 3 (1) [(zz 20 = 1) Hyy) + Hgl_l} .

=1

The terms involving v, ; Hy add up to zero. In the second line the missing term for [ = n

— Hagony + (gn_h? (4.36)
does vanish using ([A.4]), so let us add it. Observing that
= =
7L = ok ;(—1)l7¢n—1,lH2l+1 i ;(—1)l¢n,l+1H2l+1, (4.37)
the factor of A — 1 becomes
. ! i(_l)lwanﬂ—l =—= ! nz_l(—l)l@bn L+1Hap 1 = ;751- (4.38)
sinh ¢ — ’ sinh ¢ — ’ tanht



The remaining terms are

-1

- (-1 n—zwm+1H2l+Z ) thna(2 = 2n — 1) Haq) =

3

- 1 (4.39)
= = (_ ) wn,l+1H21 = - Z(—l)llen—qul = m752-
=0 =0

So we have obtained

8t/\/l1 = ATﬁl — 7'[:1 + 7'[:2. (440)
Similarly one can prove

&g./\/lg = AT£2 + T£1 — TEQ. (441)
Adding (4.40) and (A41)) ends up the proof of relation (b) in Proposition Al O

The generating functions £ and M, given by (AI6) and (£I7), are solutions of the
system of equations (L24]). It follows, from Proposition 2 that S; and Sy are indeed
integrals for the hamiltonian (B.1]). Its geodesic flow is therefore superintegrable.

This concludes the proof of Theorem 1. O

5 Proof of Theorem 2

5.1 Computing the moments

Let us define
S =5+5%=eS+T), S =5 -59%=¢Y%(S-T). (5.1)

It follows that we can define the moments o, according to

2n
Se 5. =8-T"=) o H" " P* (5.2)
k=0

The moments are mere constants since S, S_ is an integral, and we have

Proposition 5 The moments are given in terms of the X’s by the relations

k
OSI{?S’/L Uk:ZSl,k—l (0'0:1)
=9 (5.3)
n—i—1§k§2n U’f:ZSlJf—l
I=k—n

where ) )
St = Aai—1dop—1 — A Ao(e—1) + =y Z(k D (5.4)

cosh



Proof: Elementary computations involving products of finite series. U
In order to get more insight into the moments let us prove:

Proposition 6 The generating function of the moments, defined by
2n
=> o, (5.5)
k=0
s given in terms of the generating functions by

Y= M>—€£(14+7)L% (5.6)

Proof: Using the relations given in (5.3)) we have

Zgzsklk‘l‘ Zglzsklk (5.7)

l=n+1

Reversing the order of the summations gives

k+n n k+n
= Zs’fZSm k€ k+Zs’f > Spaw 2501§l+25k25k1 K7, (5.8)
k=0 =k k=1 l=n+1 k=1 1=k

so, defining L = [ — k we obtain

N SR Ao Ao
Y= ng Z Spr&t = ka Z <)\2k—1)\2L—1 — Ak Aoy + M) b (5.9)
k=0 L0 k=0  L—0

cosh?

Taking into account the conventional values: A_4 = A_5 = Xy, = 0, let us compute the
first term

Z Aog—1EF Z Aop1&F = M. (5.10)
k=0 L=0
The second term is
n—1 n n—1
=) A" Nt = L) At = —¢L?, (5.11)
k=0 L=1 1=0

while the last term is

1 a "
cosh? ¢ Z Az(k—l)gk Z )\2(L—1)§L — OSh2t Z Mok €K+1 Z Ao €l+1 57_[:2 (5.12)
k=1 L=1

which concludes the proof. O
We are now in position to establish

10



Proposition 7 We have the explicit relation

2n—1

2@ =01-¢ [Ta-mo). (5.13)

k=1
Using the symmetric functions (M) of the masses my., defined by

2n—1 2n—1

[T —mee) = S (~1)F ),

k=1 k=0

one can express the moments according to

gg = 1,

op = (—1)F [(M)k + (M)k_l}, l<k<2n-1, (5.14)

2n—1

Oon = (M)2n—1 = H mg.
k=1

Proof: The second part of this Proposition is trivial: expanding ¥(§) in powers of £ gives

G.1d).
In order to prove (5.I3) we need a new writing of the generating functions. Let us
begin with

M = Z )4 Hoy — Slﬂhtz ) i1 Hot. (5.15)

For £ < 0 one can define n = 4/ % which gives
T

n—1 n—1
M= (1+7)" (Z( 1)!n? Hy — nsinht Z Ve Hy, 1) . (5.16)

1=0 1=0
Defining
2n—1
Hy = H(t,+in) = H (1 + inhk(t)), hie = ex/my cosh®t — 1 (5.17)
k=1

and using the relations given in (A.11]) of Appendix A, we get

1 n
M = ( +2T) ((1 +insinht)H. + (1 —in sinht)?—[_>. (5.18)
Similarly we have
(1 + 1)t o L
L= 277 p— ((1 +insinht)H, — (1 —insinh t)?-[_). (5.19)

11



Plugging these relations into (B.6) we deduce

Y(€) = (1 +n?sinh?t) (1 4+ 7)"H, H_, (5.20)
and the relations
1 _5 2n—1
1+ 7?sinh’t = ——=, L+ HHo=(1+7) [T —&m), (5.21)
147 P

prove (B.I3) for £ < 0. Since X is a polynomial the result is valid for any complex {. [

5.2 Poisson algebra

To establish the Poisson algebra structure we need to compute

1 10
y
The first term is
2n 1 2n
> koy H P 4 %N > (@2n—k)o, H 7 P (5.23)
k=1 COSL 920
so if we prove the relation
2n
cosh?t {S, T} + Z(Qn — kYo, H* R P;’“rl =0, (5.24)
k=0
we will have proved Theorem 2
2n—1
(S0, 8} = =2 (k+1)opp HF1 P2 (5.25)
k=0

Let us proceed to

Proposition 8 The relation (5.24) does hold true.

Proof: Let us compute the Poisson bracket

{8, T}= Z P;(k+l)_1{)\2k—1 H" % Xy ITH" '} (5.26)
k.l

Introducing the notation W%, = H*"~+1=1 Pyz(k“)_1 we get for the right hand side [

>0 (0 = W Aaka {H, Do YL+ (0 = K)o 1o {H, T} -
kol (5.27)
—(n - ]f))\2(k—1){H, )\21—1}11 - )\Z(l—l){Ha )\2k—1}H)-

2 Any mute index is summed from 0 to n.

12



The remaining brackets are all elementary and lead to

Ao Aage—1) At
EZWH( )y 20 2 gy 22020 2
A cosh”t (5.28)
+2(n — k) tanh t Ak-122-1 P+ As(-1) A2 H)
cosh’t A Y cosh?t :

2

Getting rid of IT> = H — }izt and upon multiplication by cosh?t one obtains
cos
o cosh? t)‘/2(z_1)
Z Uil |2(n— k))‘%—lT +(2n = 2k + 1) Aoy Ao-1) | +
k1
Aok—1 Ao(k—1)A2(1-1)
Z \Dk—l—l |: ) A ( — )\/2(l—1) + tanht )\Q(l—l)> — 2(n — k)m .
(5.29)
Let us consider the first term
n cosh2 tA, cosh tAL
D 2 = k)aer Y Wi = Y 2n— k AMIEZWﬁL L.
k 1=1 k
(5.30)
Adding it to the similar terms in the second line of (5.29]) we get
p2n )‘ 2k—1 2,/ / -
Z i 2(n — T (cosh t Ay — Agqony + tanht)\g(l_l)) =
(5.31)

= —Z‘I’kHQ n—k)Xop—1Aa1-1

upon use of relation (b) in (AI]). Taking into account the k <> [ symmetry we can write
the remaining terms

> oW 20—k =1+ DAgge-1)dag-1)—
k.l

Aa(k—1)A2(1-1) ) (5.32)
cosh? ¢ '

Z i, (2n —k—1) <A2k—1)\21—1 +

The first term becomes
Z Uit (2n — K = Do dagy), (5.33)

recalling the definition of Sk, given by (5.4)), we conclude to
cosh?t{S, T} = — Z(?n —k —1)Sk, Hzn_k_l_leQ(kH)“. (5.34)
kel
Setting L = [ 4+ k we have

n n+k
cosh® t{S, T} ==Y "> (2n— L)Sp - H " PIH, (5.35)

k=0 L=k

13



and reversing the summations gives

n

L
cosh?t {S, T} = — Z (2n — L) g~ 11 P;LH Z SkL—k—

RS A (5.36)
o Z (27’L o L) H2n—L—1 Py2L+1 Z Sk,L—k-
L=n-+1 k=L—n

Thanks to relations (5.3]) we have

2n

cosh® t{S, T} = =) (2n — l)oy H** = P2, (5.37)

1=0
which was to be proved. U
This concludes the proof of Theorem 2. 0

6 Relation with Koenigs

For n = 1 the integrals are quadratic in the momenta. This case was first solved by
Koenigs in [2]:
sin® z 9

Hy =20 (p2y p?
K 1—pcosa¢< T E). (6.1)

SE = coshy<§ H — cosxP;) — sinhy sinz P, P,.

As shown in [0], taking = € (0,7) and y € R and defining eX = tan(z/2), we obtain

Hy = ! <P2+ Py ) (x, y) € R? € (0,+1)
K™ 14 ptanhy \'* ' cosh®y/’ oy ! T (6.2)

SE = coshy<§ H + tanh y Py2> — sinhy P, P,.

Let us relate these results with our work. In Koenigs case the extra integral is quadratic
so n =1 and Theorem 1 gives for hamiltonian

P? P,
H:HMF}%, H:Z, (6.3)
where i
A—14 S G eR ms L (6.4)
Vmcosh’t — 1
The first extra integral is
Sy = coshy(H + A\ P;) +sinhy Ao I1 P, (6.5)

14



and Definition Pl gives

1 .
do=——— (Hl + smht), A = —

Here we have H; = v/mcosh?t — 1 so that
smht\/mcosh2t—1—1 )

cosh?t
(sinht + vm cosh?t —

cosh t Py

1
cosht

(1 - sinhtH1>. (6.6)

S1 = coshy (H
(6.7)

—sinh y
Let us describe the diffeomorphism relating Hyx and H:

Proposition 9 The correspondence

N Vmsinht + v/m cosh?t —

eX = Tl X € R, (6.8)

implies the relations

H m
He — = K _ = —. .

Proof: The relation gx = u? g is equivalent to
(a): /1+ptanhy coshy = pcosht & (b): +/1+ptanhyxdy=pAdt. (6.10)

24/
Taking p = Tml the relation (a) is purely algebraic and has for solution
m

2m cosh®t —m — 1 + 2y/msinht a(t)
(vV/m 4+ 1)? ’

dx  «/mcosht

dat \/mcosh2t— 1.

e?X =

Taking its square root gives (6.8) and — A somewhat hairy compu-

tation gives then

sinht + vm cosh?t —

cosht

Vm + 1\/1 + ptanh xy =

which shows that the relation (b) is identically true. O
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II. INTEGRALS OF ODD DEGREE

7 The setting

Here §(S1) = #(S2) = 2n+ 1 > 3. Let us recall that the hamiltonian is

2n

P? P, ey sinht
H=IP+—Y— H=-—"  A{t)=1+ (7.1)
cosh? ¢ A(t) ; Vmy, cosh?t — 1
and the extra integrals
S1 =coshyS +sinhy T, Sy ={P,,S1} =coshy T +sinhyS. (7.2)
The following array of functions of ¢:
A1 A3 e A2n
A =1, ;o A1 =0,
Ao Ao e A2n—1

allows to define the building blocks of S; and Ss:

y )

S=1Y Aypa(t) H"* P* T =) Aglt) H"F P (7.3)
k=0 k=0

8 Proof of Theorem 3

Let us begin with:

Proposition 10 S; and Sy will be integrals if and only if the X’s solve the differential
system:

(a) : cosh®t Ny, = —Algp_1,
0<kE<n: (8.1)
(b) : cosh®t Ny 1 = Ny_y — tanht Ag_q — A gy
Proof: Similar to the proof of Proposition 1. U

Let us define the generating functions defined by

‘C(tag) = Z )\2k(t) €k> M(ta 5) = Z )\2k—1(t) gk’ 5 € Ca (82)

and let us prove

Proposition 11 The differential system in Proposition 10 is equivalent to the partial dif-
ferential system for the generating functions:

cosh?t O,L + AM =0, cosh®t(1 +7) M + Etanht M +EAL = 0, (8.3)
where T = —%.
cosh”t

16



Proof: Using relation (a) in (8.20) we have

cosh® tOL = =AY Agp1F = —AM. (8.4)

k=0

Conversely, expanding this relation in powers of £ gives relation (a) in (820).
Using relation (b) in (820) we have

n—1

cosh>t M = Y €FH (X%_I —tanht Ay, — A A%), (8.5)
k=0

or in terms of the generating functions

cosh? t M = g(at M — tanht M — Aﬁ) UL L — tanht Agn 1 — Asn), (8.6)
leading to

cosh?t (14 7)0,M + EtanhtM + EAL = —€"TH(N,, | —tanht Agp_y — AXay).  (8.7)

The right hand side of this relation does vanish due to relation (b) for & = n. Conversely,
expanding this relation in powers of £ one recovers relation (b). O
We will need again the functions of Definition [Il but in the case §(S5) = 2n considered
in this second part, we will take v = 2n — 1 and to simplify matters we will omit the upper
index v = 2n — 1 of the functions H;""! from the formulae.
These functions allow to define the \’s:

Definition 3 For k € {0,1,...,n — 1}, let us take for the functions defining S:

Mg — DT zk: (—1)! (” N l) [Hgm v smhth}, (8.8)

cosh?*1¢ P n—k
and
D)™ e, 1y
Aoy = ——5— Z (—1)'Ho 1 + sinh ¢ Z(—l) Hy | . (8.9)
cosh t = 1=0

The functions needed for T are, for k € {1,2,...,n— 1}, given by

Ay = D k (—1)1(”_Z)H —sinht%(—l)l <”_1_Z)H (8.10)
2l = ok 2 n_ )2 2 i 2041 :

and

(_1)n n—1 l . n—1 l
Aogp_] = ———— —1)" Hyy — sinh ¢ E —-1) H . .11
2n—1 cosh2™ l (—=1)" Hy — sin 121( ) Horiq ( )

Il
o

Now it is possible to compute the generating functions £ and M :

17



Proposition 12 Defining
Yy = T(1+7)"7, 0<Il<mn,

the generating functions are given by

n—1
—cosht L(t,&) = (=1)'t Hysy + sinht Z ) 4hny Hoy
=0 =0

and by
M(t,§) = (=1)" 4, Hy — sinht Z V41 Hoprs

=0 =0

Proof: We have for the first generating function

n—1 k
—1
—cosht L = Tkz (n )[H21+1 + sinh t Hy ]+
k=0 =0
n—1
+7_n Z(—I)I[Hgl_H + SinhtHgl].
=0

Reversing the summations in the first term we get
—cosht L = Z H21+1 + sinh t Hy| ™,
= !

and the first relation in (£.23) concludes the proof.
For the second generating function we have

k

M Z Z (n B Z)Hgl - Slnhtzn: Z (n -1 Z)HQI_H,
=0 k=1 =

and the first term, thanks to the first relation in (£23]), gives

n

S0 (1) = D vt

=0 =0

The second piece gives, thanks to the second relation in (4.23):

n—1
— SinhtZ(— H2l+1 Z ( i 1) = —smhtz 'l/)n I+1 H2l+1,
=0

k=Il+1

which was to be proved.
Let us proceed to
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Proposition 13 The generating functions obtained in Proposition 12 are solutions of the

partial differential equations given in Proposition 11, namely
(a) : cosh®t 0,L + AM = 0,

(b) : cosh® t(1 +7) OM + Etanht M + £ AL =0,

Proof of relation (a): Let us define the splittings

n—1 n—1
1
= - —1)4p,, H. Lo = —tanht Y (—1), H.
“osh? ;( ) ng Hoya, 2 an ;( ) U Ha,
and
My = (=1)4pny Ha, = —Slnhtz ) thn.11Harg1.

1=0
Upon use of the easy relation

cosh® t 1y, = —sinh t cosh t(20 1,y + 2(n — Db 141,

and of relation (A3]) in Appendix A, one gets

-1 n—1

cosh? ¢
sinh ¢ O L Z wn 1Hyr + Z 201 + 2(n — l)¢n 11) Hop1—
= 1=0

nl 2l + 1)H2[+1 - (2n — 21 + 1)H2[ 1+ sinh ¢ (H)gl.

l:O

The terms involving ¢, ;Ho+1 add up to zero. The term involving (A — 1) is

nz_l Vil = ~ 50, — (1),

smh t . sinh ¢

The remaining terms compensate partially and we are left with

&)

n— 1 .
(—1) U1 Hapr = = N ( — My + (=1)""'sinh tHgn_l).
; sinh ¢

Il
o

Collecting all the terms we have obtained

cosh?t 8, £, = —AM; + My — My + (—1)"‘1<sinhtH2n_1 —(A- 1)H2n),

adn the last term vanishes thanks to relation (A.4]).
Similarly one can check that

cosh?t 0, Lo = —AMsy — My + M.
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Adding these last two equations proves relation (a).

Proof of relation (b): Using the easy relations
cosh? t(1 + 7)0tb,; = Etanh (204, 1 + 2(n — Dbny),

(8.28)
cosh® t(1 + 7)1 = =& WPny1,

one gets

cosh?
(14 7) 0 M = 52 ) (201 +2(n = s ) Har—

- Z )41 <2lH2l + (20 = 2n — 2)Hy(— 1)) (8.29)

(A —1) «
sinh ¢

Z(—l)l?/)n,z—le—l-

The terms involving 1, ;_1 Hy add up to zero. The term involving (A — 1) is

,_.

(A-1) ¢
sinh ¢

(A-1)

D'y Hoppg = ————
( )¢,l 20+1 tanh 1

§

L. (8.30)
l

Il
o

The remaining terms add up to zero, so we have obtained
cosh®t(1 +7) O, My = —E AL+ €Ly, (8.31)
Adding the relation & tanht M; = —£L, we end up with
cosh®t(1 +7) 0y My + & tanht My = —E ALy + E(Ly — Ly). (8.32)
Similarly one can show the relation
cosh?t(1 4+ 7) 0y My + € tanht My = —E ALy — (L1 — L5). (8.33)

Adding these last two equations proves relation (b). O
So we have proved that the generating functions £ and M, as defined in Proposition
12 are indeed solutions of the partial differential relations stated in Proposition 11 which
insure that S; and Sy are integrals for the hamiltonian ([Z1]). Its geodesic flow is therefore
superintegrable.
This concludes the proof of Theorem 3. U

9 The moments and the Poisson structure

To avoid agony for the reader, we will state the results without proofs since the techniques
and the relations established in the first part are easily adapted to this case.
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Let us define

S+:Sl+52:6y(8+T), S_:Sl—SQI€_y(S—T),
we have
2n+1
S48 =8-T>=> o H"" 7+ p*.
k=0

The moments are given in terms of the \’s by the relations

k
0<k<n: Uk:ZSz,k—l
=0
n+1§k§2n+1: O — Z Sng_l
I=k—n—1
where N
S = Aot 1 dor 1 — Aot Norpqy — 2AZ172k—3
1k 2A—1A2k—1 20A2(k—1) cosh2

Defining the generating function of the moments by

2n+1

2(5) = Z Ok €k>
k=0

it is related to the generating functions by
Y= (14+7)M*—¢L2%

Its computation gives
2n

2 =1-9 ][0 —&mp).

k=1
The Poisson algebra structure follows from

2n+1

S_|_ S = Z op 21k Py2k7
k=0

2n
(50,83 = -2 3k oy 0 21

k=0
where the moments are given by
4 o —
a1 = (_1)l<(M)l+(M)1_1> le{l,...,2n}
2n
Oonrt = —(M)ze == [,
L k=1

(9.3)

(9.4)

(9.5)

(9.9)



where the symmetric functions (M), of the my, are defined by

2n 2n
[T =&me) =" (—0)F () €-. (9.10)
k=1 k=0

This concludes the statements of Theorem 4. O

Let us turn ourselves to the global problems.

10 Global aspects

The metric to discuss for v € N\{0} is
g = A%(t) dt* + cosh® t dy?, (10.1)

where
14

er sinh ¢
A(t) =1+ ; VEk: ep==£1, my > 1. (10.2)
; V/my, cosh®t — 1

For integrals with #(S5;) = 2n (resp. #(S;) = 2n + 1) one has to take v = 2n — 1 (resp.
v =2n). For v =1 we recover Koenigs.

10.1 Proof of point a) in Theorem 5

It is necessary that the sectional curvature be at least continuous for ¢ € R. Since we have

sinht A" — cosht A
R = VE , (10.3)

it follows that A must not vanish, so we can take A > 0 for t € R.
Let us compute the area of the surface:

(M) :/RctoshtA(t) dt/dy. (10.4)

If one takes y € R the second integral diverges. But this is not mandatory since we can
take y € S! and the second integral gives 2. In this case let us consider the integral over
t. Its convergence requires

A(—o0) = A(+00) =0 = 1+ =0
N
which is impossible, hence u(M) is divergent excluding M = S%. O
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10.2 Conformal structure of the metric

To proceed we need a conformal writing of the metric. For this let us recall that H? is
embedded into R? according to

o+ rh— a3 = —1, (z1,75) € R?, x3 > 1. (10.5)
The coordinates choice
x1 = cosh y sinhy, Ty = sinh y, x3 = cosh y cosh y, (x,y) € R? (10.6)

gives
go(H?) = da? + da? — da? = dx* + cosh? y dy”. (10.7)

So we can define the conformal factor p by

A? dt* 4 cosh® t dy* = p?(dx® + cosh? y dy?) = p* go(H?), (10.8)
as well as ,
Y(t) = Z arctan (hy(t)), hi(t) = e/ my cosh? t — 1, (10.9)
k=1
and

YW (t) = cosh(t) — sinep(t) sinht. (10.10)

Let us prove

Lemma 1 If ) > 0 then the manifold on which the metric (I0.8) is defined will be
diffeomorphic to H>. A zero of X) precludes any manifold.

Proof: The coordinate x and the conformal factor p are given by
pDiyx = A, & p cosh x = cosht. (10.11)
Dividing these two relations and integrating gives

o e Htan(y(t)/2) el (1)
1 tan(y(t)/2)  (cos(y(t)/2) — sin(u(t)/2) sinht)>’ (10.12)

The strict positivity of eX is therefore equivalent to £ > 0.
Computing D,y and plugging it into the first relation in (I0.I12) gives p = L),
The relation (I0.12]) allows to compute cosh x and to check that the second relation in

([I[OII) gives anew p = N®).
So, if the conformal factor p = $*)(t) never vanishes then the manifold is M = H?. [J
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10.3 Proof of point b) in Theorem 5

The case of integrals quadratic in the momenta, due to Koenigs, was already settled in
Section 6. In this case the manifold is M = HZ.

Let us consider now the case of higher integrals in the momenta with £(S;) = 2n for
n > 2 in which case we have v = 2n — 1. As proved in Appendix B we have

n—1

n— 2n— 1 2n—1)
RED(t) = Son_1( cosht n— 1(2 1) Hy —sinh? Z H2(l+1 )> (10.13)
e 1=0

where

2n—1 2n—1 In—1
[[Ta+evm) => &8, = Suwa=]] v (10.14)
k=1 k=0 k=1

For t — +o00 we have the equivalents

n—1
(2n 1 ~ (— "_1M
Son—1( COSht n—1 ; Hzl (t) ~(=1) cosh t (10.15)
and
sinh ¢ ot L or(2ne) o
~ S teosh T 2TV H Y ~ (1) sinht. (10.16)

=0

Hence X("~1)(400) are of opposite signs and this implies a zero of X"~V (t), precluding
any manifold. O

10.4 Towards the proof of point c) in Theorem 5

Here we need some preparatory material. First we have £(S;) = 2n + 1, with n > 1, and
SO vV = 2n.
We have 2n “masses”

{ma,....,mu,my,...,my}, enik = —€r, Vke{l,...,n}.
2n
This just means that we take Z er = 0. These choices give
k=1

A2n) (t)=1+ A(2")(t), (2n Z sinh ¢ ( ;) 7 (10.17)

hi(t) Ry (t)
where
hi(t) = exV/my, cosh®t — 1, T (t) = ex\/ iy, cosh® ¢ — 1, (10.18)
as well as .
P (1) = (arctan(hk) — arctan(ﬁ@), (10.19)
k=1
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and

T+ €he) (1 = € halt) Z H2™(t) €™, (10.20)
k=1

Let us begin with

Lemma 2 The inequality

n

1 1
Yl—=-—|<l  m=mp—1, =iy -1, (10.21)
k=1 |V Hk V Hk

implies that
<Vt eR: A > 0) & AR (£oo0) > 0. (10.22)

Proof: Defining 7 = tanht and pp = my — 1, . = my — 1 gives

Aln) — [E— € [—1.+1]. 10.23
; /Lk+72 /,,Lk“—Tz Y T [ ?_l_ ] ( )

So we have

ACY) < i — fix| 10.24
| Z\/uwﬂ\/uwﬂ Vi + 724 g+ 72) o2

from which we deduce

n

A2V < 2k = i /T VI )
A S L T+ ) Z N - +(1025)

It follows that A(t) will be strictly positive not only for t € R but also for t - +o0. O
The next step is

Lemma 3 One has the following relations:

[=0: a3 = Hy" Y
[=1: H = H"Y 4 (hy — h) HY" Y
2<1<2n—1): HX=H"" +(hy,—h)H"  —hh, HZV  (10.26)
l=2n—1: H¥I = +(h = o) Hyon ") —hiyhy Hap Y
l=2n: HZ = —hphy Hyi ).
Proof: Relation (I0.20) implies
2(n—1) n
(L4 Eh) (1= Eha) > B0 =>" HM1)€ (10.27)



Expanding both sides in powers of £ gives (3)).
In Appendix B it is proved that

n

1
cos M (t) =

=0

and

n—1

1
sin M (t) =
1=0

From these relations we deduce

Lemma 4 One has the following recurrences

Seomr oV A, S =

S (o 2"V HE D),

1 (1+ hyphy) o (hn—hy) _
(2n) _ n'n (2n 2) o n n (2n 2) 1030
cosy MMy, ( cosh? ¢ cosy cosh? ¢ siny ’ ( )
and
. 1 (1+ hphy) Ly (B —hy) _
(2n) — non @n-2) | \n (2n-2) | 10.31
sy My Moy, < cosh? t siny cosh? ¢ cosy ( )
Proof: Use relations (I0.28) and (I0.29) and Lemma [3l O
Similarly we have
Lemma 5 Having defined
e = cos ) — sinht sin ™, (10.32)
imples the recurrence relation
s _ L ([ Ly Ot sinht)}(lgz —sinh ) | on ) Gro — o) sin =
My My, cos
(10.33)
Proof: Use relations (I0.28) and (I0.29) and Lemma [l O
To prepare the final proof we need
Lemma 6 Forn =1 we have for manifold M = H?.
Proof: We have
V/mymy cosh® t /mymy cosh? t (10.34)

(hy + sinh ¢)(hy — sinh ¢) + cosh®¢
/mymy cosh? t
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Since strict inequalities are not respected when taking limits, we must check that
@ (400) > 0. This follows from

1 1

Y@ (£o0) =1+ N (10.35)
Since m; > 1 and m; > 1, we have
e 1~ < +1 — 2@ (+00) > 0. (10.36)
Vimu my
Use of Lemma, [I] concludes the proof. O

Before giving the proof of point c¢) in Theorem 5, let us give the precise hypotheses
needed:

(h1) In relation (I0.I8) we take all e, = 1.

(h2) For the “masses” we have

VEe {1,....n—1}: myp>my > 1, 1 <m, <my,

(h3) And the bound

n

D

k=1

1 1
Vik /T

< 1, uk:mk—l, ﬁk:mk—l

Under these hypotheses let us prove:

10.5 Proof of point c¢) in Theorem 5

For n = 1 we have proved in Lemma [B that ©® never vanishes. Let us proceed by
recurrence. Lemma [B gives

$(2n) _ 1 _ ([1 N (hy, + sinh t)(f;n — sinh¢) (en-2) | (TLn ) sin @2
My My, cosh” t

(10.37)

2n=2) ~ () we can conclude

Hypothesis h2 implies that %n — h,, is strictly positive, so if sin
that Vt € R we have £¥®" > (.
Let us recall that

—_

3

Y2 (1) =Y " (arctan hy(t) — arctan iy, (t)) > 0, (10.38)
k=0
with
An=2) _ - 11
D=2 — . ACn=2) _ 1 — ;sinht (h_k — }L:) ) (10.39)
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Using these relations one can easily establish the bounds

3
,_.

0 <yt < B, = (arctan VI — arctan \/ [ (10.40)

The upper bound becomes

kol

n—1 n—1
1 1 N Z
= E arctan ——= — arctan — | = E arctan /%71 (10.41)
v Pk Vo - 1+

k=0

leading to

S S A SRS

So we get 0 < @D(zn V1< 7/2 implying the strict positivity of sin®?=2) ().
Strict inequalities are not respected when taking limits, so we have to check that
") (4+00) > 0. Since we have

n

(10.42)

k=0 ik

M (400) = A (+00), (10.43)
the hypothesis (h3) and Lemma 2] conclude the proof. O
This ends up the proof of point ¢) in Theorem 5. O

11 Conclusion

Let us add the following remarks:

1. Once more let us point out that SI geodesic flows are not necessarily related to
Zoll geometry. Conversely it is not known whether any Zoll metric of revolution, globally
defined on S?, produces a SI geodesic flow.

2. We have proved the existence of a solution for the differential systems in Proposi-
tions 1 and 10. However the problem of uniqueness is left open.

3. Let us recall an important open problem: do there exist SI geodesic flows beyond
the hypotheses of Matveev and Shechishin?

4. Locally there is an intriguing “symmetry” between the trigonometric and the hy-
perbolic cases but globally they are drastically different:

e In the trigonometric case we may find metrics defined on S?,

e In the hyperbolic case we may find metrics defined on H?!
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5. It is interesting to compare the two cases:

‘ trigonometric ‘

g = A%(t)dt* + sin® t dy? g = A%(t)dt? + cosh® t dy?

te (0,m), ye St (t,y) € R?

A(t)zl—l—z e, sint A(t)zl—i—z e, sinht

— /1 —my, sin®t A Vmy cosh?t — 1

#(S) = 2 (Koenigs) : no manifold H?
81(S)=2n>4: no manifold no manifold
8(S)=2n+1>3: Zoll — §? H?

6. Leaving aside Koenigs system, there seems to be a curse in the case f(S5) = 2n for
which no manifold seems to be allowed. There should be an explanation of this fact.

Appendices

A Appendix A

Let us recall the content of Definition [Il We have

VE e {1,2,...,v}: hk(t):ek\/mkcoshzt—l VE (ek::tl & mk21),

as well as
sinh ¢

Ay =1+ D) (A.1)

The functions H[/(t) are defined by the generating function

v

1t &) = [[(+ () =D H(1) ¢~ (A.2)

k=1

For convenience we will introduce the conventional values H”,(t) = H",(t) = H},,(t) = 0.
Let us prove some useful relations:

Proposition 14 For all k € {0,1,...,v} one has

(A-1)

Dy H(t) = tanbt (K HY + (k= v — 2) H{_,) + SSH,

as well as
sinht H ,=(A—-1)H,. (A.4)
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Proof: The relation is trivial for £ = 0, so let it be supposed that £ > 1. Using the
relations

1
= tanht <hk + ) (A.5)
D,
we deduce
(%'H - fhk . 5
—— = tanht + —_— | . A6
o <k:1 L+ &y ,; hi(1+ :m)) (A0)
The first sum is merely
~ §0:H
= A7
Z 14 Ehy H (A7)

while the second sum is transformed according to

0 -+ 51—£hk §hu,
Z hi(1 + Ehyg) B Z Zl+§hk

(A.8)
_ (A — 1) 2 2 585%
a £sinht vE&+< H
Hence we have obtained
oOH = tanht((l + EHEOH — vE? H) + E( — 1) H. (A.9)
cosht

Expanding in powers of ¢ gives (A3) for &k from 1 to v. For k = v + 1 we get ([A.4)) while
for k = v + 2 the relation obtained is trivial. O
We will need also, for the functions

= H"(t, £in), (A.10)
the following:

Proposition 15 For v = 2n one has the relations

(— 1) H2l+1 772l+1 (A.11)

Proof: Starting from (A.2) with §¢ — =in, expanding in powers of in and separating
the real and imaginary parts proves both relations. 0

B Appendix B

Let us come back to relation ([A.2)) for £ =i. We have

f[ 1+ ihyg(t Z PPHY(t) (B.1)
k=1
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Noticing that 1+ ihy(t) = \/my, cosh t e’ @t i(t) the previous relation becomes

v

ﬁ /i cosh” t eVt = Z PFHY (1), W(t) = i arctan (fy,(t)). (B.2)

k=0

Defining S, = H\/mk and comparing the real and the imaginary gives cos(t) and

k=1
sin v (t) which lead, for v =2n — 1, to

n—1

. 1 . ' n—1 .
E(2n 1)(t) _ 52 I(COSh t>2n_1 ( § :(_1)1H22l 1(t) —gsinht E (_1)lH221+11)‘ (B.?))
- 1=0

=0

For v = 2n we get similarly the relation

n n—1
. 1 n : n
ERIE W(Z<—1>l H3P(t) —sinht » (—1) H§,+1). (B.4)
n 1=0 1=0
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