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HESSIANIZABILITY OF SURFACE METRICS

ROBERT L. BRYANT

Dedicated to the memory of Joseph A. Wolf, whose generous advice, inspiring works, and

seemingly inexhaustible knowledge of geometry has been a boon to me and so many

others.

Abstract. A symmetric quadratic form g on a surface M is said to
be locally Hessianizable if each p ∈ M has an open neighborhood U

on which there exists a local coordinate chart (x1, x2) : U → R
2 and a

function f : U → R such that, on U , we have

g =
∂2f

∂xi∂xj
dxi

◦ dxj
.

In this article, I show that, when g is nondegenerate and smooth, it is
always smoothly locally Hessianizable.
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1. Introduction

A symmetric quadratic differential form g on an n-manifold Mn is said
to be of Hessian type if there exist (n+1) functions x1, . . . , xn, f on M such
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2 R. BRYANT

that dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn 6= 0 and such that1

g =
∂2f

∂xi∂xj
dxi ◦ dxj .

Note that the independence of the differentials dxi is needed in order to
define the ‘partial derivatives’ in the formula. One says that g is locally of

Hessian type if each point of M has an open neighborhood U ⊂M on which
there exists a coordinate chart x : U → R

n and a function f ∈ C∞(U) such
that the above formula holds on U . The notion of Hessian type has been
considered in many places in the literature (cf. [4, 5, 6] and the papers cited
therein) and is connected with affine and Kähler geometry and many other
areas.

Since symmetric quadratic differential forms g in dimension n depend on
1
2n(n+1) functions of n variables and the data of a Hessian representation
depends only on (n+1) functions of n variables, it is clear that, when n > 2,
not every g is locally of Hessian type. As n increases, the condition of
being locally of Hessian type becomes more and more restrictive. When g is
nondegenerate, so that (M2, g) is a pseudo-Riemannian manifold, being of
Hessian type implies algebraic conditions on the Riemann curvature tensor
once n is sufficiently large [6, 1].

Meanwhile, when n = 2, finding Hessianizing data (x1, x2, f) for a given
quadratic form g is a determined PDE problem, being three equations for
three unknowns, so one might expect formal solvability. However, it is not
necessarily true that the PDE system involved is nondegenerate, so even
formal solvability is not guaranteed.

For example, the smooth (in fact, real-analytic) quadratic form g =
cijky

i dyj ◦ dyk, where cijk = cikj are constants, is not Hessianizable on
a neighborhood of y = 0 unless cijk = cjik.

However, when g ∈ S2(T ∗M) is real-analytic and nondegenerate at p ∈
M2, it is straightforward to show, using the Cartan-Kähler Theorem, that
g is Hessianizable on an open neighborhood of p. See Theorem 1 below,
which is the result to which I alluded in [3]. (The reader might also want to
compare the argument in [1], which was arrived at independently.)

It is natural to ask whether this Hessianizability result continues to hold
in the smooth setting. It turns out that the PDE involved is never elliptic, so
one never gets existence and/or regularity by applying results from elliptic
theory. In fact, the complex characteristic variety of the PDE along regular
initial conditions consists of 3 points, so at least one of the characteristics
has to be real.

Now, it turns out that, when g is nondegenerate, one can always find
regular initial conditions for the PDE with 3 real, distinct characteristics,
i.e., initial conditions for which the PDE problem is hyperbolic. Thus, one

1Note the use of the Einstein summation convention, which will be employed through-
out this article. Also, note the standard use of α ◦ β for 1

2
(α ⊗ β + β ⊗ α), i.e., the

symmetrized tensor product.
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finds that one can invoke results of Yang [7] on involutive hyperbolic systems
to prove smooth local Hessianizability of nondegenerate g that are merely
smooth. See Theorem 2.

For details on the notation and definitions in the use of the Cartan-Kähler
Theorem, which will be used to prove Theorem 1, the reader is referred to [2].

2. The structure equations

Let M2 be a surface, and let g be a metric on M , i.e., a nondegenerate
quadratic form on M . Thus, in a local coordinate chart y = (yi) : U → R

2,
one has g = gij(y) dy

i dyj, where g11g22 − g212 is nonvanishing. (One does
not need to assume that g be definite.)

Let π : F → M denote the coframe bundle of M , whose typical ele-
ment u ∈ F is an isomorphism u : Tπ(u)M → R

2, with its right action

by A ∈ GL(2,R) = Aut(R2) defined to be RA(u) = u ·A = A−1 ◦u. There is
an R

2-valued 1-form ω : TF → R
2 defined by ωu(v) = u

(

π′(v)
)

for v ∈ TuF .

Its components ω = (ωi) are the canonical (‘soldering’) forms ωi (where
1 ≤ i ≤ 2). Let Gij = Gji be the functions on F such that π∗g = Gij ω

i◦ωj

and, as usual, let Gij = Gji satisfy GikGkj = δij .

Let ωi
j be the Levi-Civita connection forms of g on F . These forms,

together with the ωi, define a coframing of F , and they are uniquely specified
by the requirements that they satisfy compatibility with g,

(2.1) dGij = Gik ω
k
j +Gkj ω

k
i ,

and the first structure equation,

(2.2) dωi = −ωi
j ∧ωj.

Furthermore, they satisfy the second structure equation,

(2.3) dωi
j = −ωi

k ∧ωk
j +GjlK ωi

∧ωl,

where the function K is the Gauss curvature of g pulled up to F via the
projection π : F →M .

It will be convenient to define ωij = Gik ω
k
j , so that the equations above

become dGij = ωij + ωji, and to define ωi = Gij ω
j, so that π∗g = ωi ◦ ω

i.
Note that one has ωi∧ω

i = 0, since Gij = Gji.

3. An exterior differential system for Hessianizability

If U ⊂ M is an open subset on which there exist coordinates x = (xi) :
U → R

2 and a function f such that, on U , one has

g =
∂2f

∂xi∂xj
dxi ◦ dxj = d

(

∂f

∂x1

)

◦ dx1 + d

(

∂f

∂x2

)

◦ dx2,

then the coordinate coframing ξ = (dxi) defines a section ξ : U → F that

satisfies ξ∗(ωi) = dxi and ξ∗(Gij) =
∂2f

∂xi∂xj . Consequently, ξ
∗(ωi) = d

(

∂f
∂xi

)

.
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In particular, the section ξ : U → F satisfies

ξ∗
(

dωi
)

= d
(

dxi) = 0 and ξ∗(dωi) = d

(

d

(

∂f

∂xi

))

= 0

while ξ∗(ω1
∧ω2) = dx1∧dx2 6= 0.

Conversely 2 , if S ⊂ F is a surface such that S∗(dωi) = S∗(dωi) = 0 while
S∗(ω1

∧ω2) 6= 0, then each point of S has an open neighborhood V ⊂ S that
is the image of a local section ξ : U → F for some open set U ⊂ M . When
U is simply connected, one has ξ∗ωi = dxi for some independent functions
xi on U , while ξ∗ωi = dpi for some functions pi on U . Since ωi∧ω

i = 0, it
follows that d(pi dx

i) = dpi∧dx
i = 0, so that there exists a function f on U

such that df = pi dx
i, i.e., pi =

∂f
∂xi . Thus,

g = ξ∗(ωi ◦ ω
i) = dpi ◦ dx

i =
∂2f

∂xi∂xj
dxi ◦ dxj,

as desired.
Letting I be the differential ideal on F generated by the four 2-forms dωi

and dωi for i = 1, 2, it then follows that the problem of locally writing g in
Hessian form is equivalent to finding the integral surfaces of I on which the
2-form ω1

∧ω2 is nonvanishing.

3.1. A prolongation. The ideal with independence condition
(

I, ω1
∧ω2

)

is not quite the right ideal to consider, for it does not contain all of the
forms on F that vanish on Hessianizing sections. To see this, note that, by
definition, Gijdω

j = −ωij∧ω
j while, since dGij = ωij + ωji, one has that

dωi = dGij ∧ωj +Gijdω
j = ωji ∧ω

j .

Thus, I is generated by the four 2-forms ωij∧ω
j and ωji∧ω

j for i = 1, 2. In
particular, I contains the pair of 2-forms (ω12 − ω21)∧ω

j for j = 1, 2, and,
consequently, any integral surface of I on which ω1

∧ω2 6= 0 must also be an
integral surface of the 1-form θ = 1

2(ω12−ω21). Thus, one can add θ and its
exterior derivative dθ to I to form a larger ideal I+ with the property that
the integral surfaces of

(

I+, ω
1
∧ω2) are the same as the integral surfaces of

(

I, ω1
∧ω2). Henceforth, I will work with this larger ideal, which is a partial

prolongation of
(

I, ω1
∧ω2).

Write σij =
1
2(ωij + ωji) (=

1
2dGij), so that ωij ≡ σij mod θ and

−Gijdω
j ≡ dωi ≡ σij ∧ωj mod θ.

Note that the forms ω1, ω2, θ, σ11, σ12, and σ22 are everywhere linearly
independent and hence define a coframing of F . Using the second structure

2Here and throughout this article, when S ⊂ M is a submanifold and τ is a contravari-
ant tensor field on M (e.g., a differential form or a metric on M), the notation S∗(τ )
denotes the pullback of τ to S, which the reader should take care not to confuse with τ|S,

i.e., the restriction of τ to S.
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equations, one finds

dθ ≡ Gklσk1 ∧σl2 +K ω1 ∧ω2 mod θ.

Thus, the differential ideal I+ is generated algebraically by θ and three
2-forms:

(3.1)

Ω1 = σ1j ∧ωj ,

Ω2 = σ2j ∧ωj ,

Θ = Gklσk1 ∧σl2 +K ω1 ∧ω2 .

It is easy to see that the right action of GL(2,R) on F preserves the ideal
with independence condition

(

I+, ω
1
∧ω2

)

. In particular, this right action

prolongs to an action of GL(2,R) on the space V2

(

I+, ω
1
∧ω2

)

⊂ Gr2(TF ),

which consists of the 2-dimensional integral elements of I+ on which ω1
∧ω2

is nonvanishing.

4. Involutivity

The pieces are now in place to prove the main result.

Theorem 1. The differential ideal with independence condition
(

I+, ω
1
∧ω2

)

is involutive, with Cartan characters s0 = 1, s1 = 3, and s2 = 0.
If g is real analytic, then the integral surfaces of

(

I+, ω
1
∧ω2

)

depend on

three arbitrary functions of one variable. In particular, each point of M has

an open neighborhood on which g can be written in Hessian form.

Proof. Because I+ is generated in degree 1 by the nonvanishing 1-form θ, all
of the 0-dimensional integral elements are both ordinary and regular, and
all of its 1-dimensional integral elements are ordinary.

Thus, to prove involutivity, it suffices to show that, at each u ∈ F , there
exists a regular 1-dimensional integral element E1 ⊂ TuF for which ω1

∧ω2

is nonvanishing on the polar space H(E1).
To this end, let v ∈ TuF be the basis of a 1-dimensional integral element,

i.e., θ(v) = 0 while v is nonzero. Then the polar space of E1 = Rv is

H(E1) = { w ∈ TuF θ(w) = Ω1(v,w) = Ω2(v,w) = Θ(v,w) = 0 },

and hence has dimension at least 2. Set ai = ωi(v) and sij = σij(v). Then

(4.1)

v Ω1 = −a1 σ11 − a2 σ12 + s11 ω
1 + s12 ω

2,

v Ω2 = −a1 σ12 − a2 σ22 + s12 ω
1 + s22 ω

2,

v Θ = Gkl(sk1σl2 − sl2σk1) +K(G11G22 −G12
2) (a1 ω2 − a2 ω1).

Thus, H(E1) has dimension 2 and ω1
∧ω2 is nonvanishing on H(E1) exactly

when

(4.2) (a1)2 s21 − a1a2 (s11 − s22)− (a2)2 s12 6= 0,

where, for brevity, I have written sij = Gik(u)skj. In particular, except when

sij = λGij(u) for some λ, it will always be possible to choose a1 and a2 so



6 R. BRYANT

that the inequality (4.2) holds. For a v ∈ TuF so chosen, the integral element
E1 = Rv is regular and, hence, its 2-dimensional polar space H(E1) = E2

is an ordinary integral element of
(

I+, ω
1
∧ω2

)

. Moreover, the characters of
the ordinary flag (0) ⊂ E1 ⊂ E2 are visibly s0 = 1, s1 = 3, and s2 = 0 and
(

I+, ω
1
∧ω2

)

is involutive.
Moreover, when g is real analytic, the Cartan-Kähler Theorem applies,

yielding that any analytic curve Γ ⊂ F that satisfies Γ∗θ = 0 and Γ∗C 6= 0,
where C is the characteristic cubic form3

(4.3) C = (ω1)2 ◦ (G2jσj1)−ω
1 ◦ω2 ◦ (G1jσj1−G

2jσj2)− (ω2)2 ◦ (G1jσj2),

lies in a unique (ordinary) analytic integral surface of
(

I+, ω
1
∧ω2

)

.
When g (and hence I+) is real analytic, it is easy to construct such an-

alytic curves Γ ⊂ F : Let A ⊂ M be any connected, noncompact, analytic,
embedded curve, on which there is a parameter t : A → (a, b) ⊂ R and
let FA = π−1(A) ⊂ F . Then FA is a 5-dimensional embedded, analytic
submanifold on which ω1

∧ω2 vanishes, although ω1 and ω2 do not simulta-
neously vanish. Thus, there exist two functions ai : FA → R for i = 1, 2
that do not simultaneously vanish such that ωi = ai π∗(dt) on FA. Then
let Γ ⊂ FA be any real analytic curve in FA that projects diffeomorphically
onto A and satisfies Γ∗θ = 0 while Γ∗ψ 6= 0 where ψ is the 1-form on FA

defined by

ψ = (a1)2G2kσk1 − a1a2 (G1kσk1 −G2kσk2)− (a2)2G1kσk2 .

Such a Γ will then be a regular integral curve of I+ lying in a unique integral
surface S ⊂ F of

(

I+, ω
1
∧ω2

)

. Moreover, an open neighborhood of Γ in S
will project diffeomorphically onto an open neighborhood U of A in M , and
the inverse map ξ : U → S will be a Hessianizing section for g on U .

In particular, for any given point u ∈ F , an integral surface of
(

I+, ω
1
∧ω2

)

exists that passes through u.
Since the Cartan characters of the system are s0 = 1, s1 = 3, and s2 = 0,

it follows that the ordinary integral surfaces depend on three functions of
one variable [2].

As explained above, this implies that the metric g is locally Hessianizable
if it is real analytic. �

5. Hyperbolicity and smooth Hessianizability

In order to prove Hessianizability in the smooth category, it will be nec-
essary to take a closer look at the structure of the ideal with independence
condition (I+, ω

1
∧ω2).

5.1. The characteristic variety. Let V2(I+, ω
1
∧ω2) ⊂ Gr2(TF ) denote

the locus of 2-dimensional integral elements of (I+, ω
1
∧ω2). A 2-plane E ⊂

3For use below, I note that R∗
A(C) = det(A)C for A ∈ GL(2,R).
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TuF belongs to V2(I+, ω
1
∧ω2) if and only if it is defined by 4 Pfaffian equa-

tions of the form

(5.1) θ = σij − pijk(E)ωk = 0,

where the numbers pijk(E) = pjik(E) satisfy the linear relations pijk(E) =
pikj(E) (which are equivalent to the vanishing of Ωi on E) and the quadratic
relation

(5.2)
0 = Gkl(u)

(

pk11(E)pl22(E)−pk12(E)pl12(E)
)

+K(u)
(

G11(u)G22(u)−G12(u)
2
)

(which is equivalent to the vanishing of Θ on E). The quadratic form in the
4 independent quantities p111(E), p112(E), p122(E), and p222(E) that makes
up the first term of this relation is easily seen to be nondegenerate and
indefinite. Hence, this exhibits V2(I+, ω

1
∧ω2) as a hypersurface in F × R

4

whose fiber over u ∈ F is a (nonempty) 3-dimensional hyperquadric that is
smooth away from the 2-plane defined by pijk(E) = K(u) = 0.

Meanwhile, the integral element E will be ordinary (i.e., it will contain a
regular 1-dimensional integral element) if and only if E∗(C) 6= 0, since ΞE ⊂
PE∗, i.e., the characteristic variety of E, consists of the points represented
by the linear factors of the cubic form

(5.3) E∗(C) = ǫjkG
kl(u)plmn(E) ωj ◦ ωm ◦ ωn.

(Here, ǫij = −ǫji and ǫ12 = 1.) It follows that E is ordinary unless pijk(E) =
0 for all (i, j, k) which, by the above quadratic relation, can only happen if
K(u) = 0.

Remark 1 (Non-ordinary integral surfaces). An integral surface of the ideal
(

I+, ω
1
∧ω2

)

on which C vanishes identically is a so-called ‘non-ordinary’

integral surface, i.e., it is an integral surface of
(

I+, ω
1
∧ω2

)

that contains
no regular integral curves. Since E∗(C) vanishes if and only if pijk(E) = 0,
it follows from (5.2) that non-ordinary integral surfaces can only exist over
open sets in M2 on which the curvature K vanishes, and, in this case, they
are the integral surfaces of the Frobenius system generated by θ and the σij.
Thus, when K ≡ 0, the coframe bundle F is foliated by the 4-parameter
family of leaves of this system.

Conversely, if g is a nondegenerate quadratic form on M with vanishing
curvature, then each point p ∈ M has a neighborhood on which there exist
p-centered local coordinates (x1, x2) in which g = cij dx

i dxj, where the
cij = cji are constants, so that g is in Hessian form with f = 1

2cij x
ixj.

Such constant coefficient Hessianizations describe the non-ordinary integral
surfaces.

5.2. Hyperbolicity. The (complex) characteristic variety of the ideal I+
meets each cotangent space of each ordinary integral surface in the three
linear factors of the cubic form C (as defined in (4.3)). Since a nonvanishing
cubic in 2 variables always has at least one real linear factor, it follows that
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the real characteristic variety is never empty, so the system is never elliptic.
Therefore, the best behavior one could hope for is that the characteristic
variety at each point would consist of three real distinct factors, which would
be the hyperbolic case.

Recall that, for a cubic form c ∈ S3(E∗), where E is a 2-dimensional
vector space over R, its discriminant ∆(c) is an element of S6

(

Λ2(E∗)
)

.

When (e1, e2) is a basis of E∗ and c is expressed in the form

(5.4) c = c0 (e
1)3 + 3c1 (e

1)2e2 + 3c2 e
1(e2)2 + c3 (e

2)3,

then

(5.5) ∆(c) =
(

6c0c1c2c3 + 3c1
2c2

2 − 4c0c2
3 − 4c1

3c3 − c0
2c3

2
)

(e1 ∧ e2)⊗6.

Then ∆(c) = 0 if and only if c has a multiple linear factor. Because the
scalar field is R, the inequality ∆(c) > 0 makes sense, and this inequality
holds if and only if c has three real, distinct, linear factors.

Let Vh
2 (I+, ω

1
∧ω2) ⊂ V2(I+, ω

1
∧ω2) denote the open subset that consists

of integral elements E for which the characteristic cubic E∗(C) is nonzero
and has three real, distinct, linear factors. By definition, the elements of
Vh
2 (I+, ω

1
∧ω2) are ordinary. I will refer to Vh

2 (I+, ω
1
∧ω2) as the hyperbolic

locus.

Lemma 1. The basepoint projection Vh
2 (I+, ω

1
∧ω2) → M is a surjective

submersion.

Proof. It suffices to prove that the basepoint projection Vh
2 (I+, ω

1
∧ω2) →

M is surjective, since every element of Vh
2 (I+, ω

1
∧ω2) is a Kähler-regular

integral element and the ideal I+ is generated in positive degree.
Also, because the right action by GL(2,R) on F is transitive on the fibers

of F →M , it suffices to consider an element u ∈ F at which all of G11, G12

and G22 are nonzero, so I will assume this hencforth.
Consider the locus Lu ⊂ V2(I+, ω

1
∧ω2) in the fiber over u that is defined

by the two equations

G22p122 −G12p222 = 0 and G12p111 −G11p112 = 0.

Because G11G22− (G12)
2 6= 0, there will exist unique functions s1 and s2 on

L such that

p111 = G11s1 , p112 = G12s1 , p122 = G12s2 , p222 = G22s2 .

These values for pijk will define an integral element if and only if they satisfy
(5.2), which turns out to be

(5.6) (G11G22−G12
2)2K −G12(G11s2−G12s1)(G21s2−G22s1) = 0.

Because G12 and G11G22 − G12
2 are nonvanishing, this equation defines

either a hyperbola or a pair of transverse lines in the s1s2-plane, depending
on whether K is zero or not.
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Meanwhile, the characteristic cubic at points of Lu is (up to a nonzero
multiple) given by

C = −
(

(G11G22 +G12
2)s1 − 2G11G12s2

)

(ω1)2ω2

+
(

(G11G22 +G12
2)s2 − 2G22G12s1

)

ω1(ω2)2.

Obviously C will have three real distinct factors as long as both quantities
(G11G22 + G12

2)s1 − 2G11G12s2 and (G11G22 + G12
2)s2 − 2G22G12s1 are

nonzero. The vanishing of these quantities define two lines ℓ1 and ℓ2 in the
s1s2-plane that intersect transversely at s1 = s2 = 0.

When K is nonzero, the hyperbola (5.6) in the s1s2-plane is not contained
in the union of the two lines ℓ1 and ℓ2. Hence there is a choice of (s1, s2)
that satisfies (5.6) for which C has three real distinct factors.

When K = 0, one checks that the two (distinct) lines in the s1s2-plane
defined by G11s2−G12s1 = 0 and G21s2−G22s1 = 0 only meet the lines ℓ1
and ℓ2 in the origin s1 = s2 = 0. Hence, again there is a choice of (s1, s2)
that satisfies (5.6) for which C has three real distinct factors.

Such a choice of (s1, s2) defines an element of Lu that lies in Vh
2 (I+, ω

1
∧ω2),

proving the claimed surjectivity. �

Remark 2 (Universal hyperbolicity). It is not always true that each u ∈ F

has a 2-dimensional integral element E ⊂ TuF for which the characteristic
cubic E∗(C) is the product of a linear factor and an irreducible quadratic
factor (the other open GL(2,R)-orbit). For example, if g > 0, then such
integral elements exist only when K(u) < 0. In fact, when g > 0 and K > 0,
one finds that all of the Kähler-ordinary integral elements are hyperbolic.

Theorem 2. Let I(1) denote the contact ideal on Vh
2 (I+, ω

1
∧ω2) ⊂ Gr2(TF ),

endowed with its canonical independence condition ω. Then (I(1), ω) is in-

volutive hyperbolic in the sense of Yang [7].
Consequently, any smooth nondegenerate quadratic form on M2 is locally

Hessianizable.

Proof. Since (I(1), ω) on Vh
2 (I+, ω

1
∧ω2) is an open subset of the ordinary

prolongation of the involutive system (I+, ω
1
∧ω2), it is involutive, with Car-

tan characters s0 = 4, s1 = 3, s2 = 0. Moreover, because ordinary prolon-
gation preserves the characteristic variety, it follows that the characteristic
variety of each integral element of (I(1), ω) consists of three real, distinct

points. Thus, (I(1), ω) is involutive hyperbolic in the sense of Yang [7].
In particular, it follows from Theorem 4.11 in [7] that, when g is a smooth

nondegenerate quadratic form on M2, each u ∈ F lies in a smooth, ordi-
nary, hyperbolic integral surface of

(

I+, ω
1
∧ω2

)

. Consequently, any smooth
nondegenerate quadratic form on a surface can locally be written in Hessian
form. �
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