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Abstract

We develop a rigorous theory of non-local Poisson structures, built on
the notion of a non-local Poisson vertex algebra. As an application,
we find conditions that guarantee applicability of the Lenard-Magri
scheme of integrability to a pair of compatible non-local Poisson struc-
tures. We apply this scheme to several such pairs, proving thereby
integrability of various evolution equations, as well as hyperbolic equa-
tions.
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1 Introduction

Local Poisson brackets play a fundamental role in the theory of integrable
systems. Recall that a local Poisson bracket is defined by (see e.g. [TF86]):

(1.1) {wi(z),u;(y)} = Hij(u(y),u'(y),...;0y)0(z —y),

where u = (uy,...,up) is a vector valued function on a 1-dimensional man-
ifold M, 6(x — y) is the d-function: §, f(y)d(z —y)dy = f(x), and H(0) =
(Hij(a))szl is an ¢ x ¢ matrix differential operator, whose coefficients are

functions in w,u/,...,u*). One requires, in addition, that (1.1) “satisfies
the Lie algebra axioms”.

One of the ways to formulate the latter condition is as follows. Let
VY be an algebra of differential polynomials in uq,...,us, i.e. the algebra
of polynomials in ul(-n), iel={l,...,0}, n € Zy, with ugo) = u; and the
derivation 0, defined by 8u§") = uE"H), or its algebra of differential functions
extension. The bracket (1.1) extends, by the Leibniz rule and bilinearity, to
arbitrary f,g e V:

(1.2) (£ ) afnf uz 0y Oy {ui(x), u;(y)} -

i,j€l mmneZy au j
Applying integration by parts, we get the following bracket on V/dV:

(19 (37,80 = [ &2 m@)5L

where { is the canonical quotient map V — V/dV and g—i is the vector

of variational derivatives g_zfi = Dinez, (—8)"%. Then one requires that

the bracket (1.3) satisfies the Lie algebra axioms. (The skewsymmetry of
this bracket is equivalent to the skewadjointness of H(?), but the Jacobi
identity is a complicated system of non-linear PDE on its coefficients.) In
this case the matrix differential operator H(0) is called a Poisson struc-
ture. (Sometimes in literature, including our previous papers, this is called
a Hamiltonian structure, or a Hamiltonian operator, but the name Poisson
structure seems to be more appropriate.)

Given an element {h € V/0V, called a Hamiltonian functional, the Hamil-
tonian equation associated to H(0) is the following evolution equation:

du I oh

(1.4) = = H@)5
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For example, taking H(d) = 0 and h = 1(u® + cuu”), we obtain the KAV
equation: d—“ = 3uu’ + cu”.

Equatlon (1.4) is called integrable if §h is contained in an infinite di-
mensional abelian subalgebra A of the Lie algebra V/dV with bracket (1.3).
Picking a basis {Shn}nel . of A, we obtain a hierarchy of compatible inte-
grable Hamiltonian equations:

du oh,,
— — H(0)== Z, .

An alternative approach, proposed in [BDSKO09], is to apply the Fourier
transform F'(z,y) — SMd:EG)‘(x_y)F(l‘, y) to both sides of (1.2) to obtain the
following “Master formula” [DSKOG]:

L5 {ha = Y ) H A+ &) (—A— &)=L
,jGImTLGZ+ auz

For an arbitrary ¢ x ¢ matrix differential operator H(J) this A-bracket is
polynomial in A, i.e. it takes values in V[d], satisfies the left and right
Leibniz rules:

(1.6)  {fagh} = g{fah} + h{frg} . {forh} = {faragt-h + {fasah}-g,

where the arrow means that A + ¢ should be moved to the right, and the
sesquilinearity axioms:

(1.7) {0fxg} = Mg}, {fadgh = (A + ) {fag}.

It is proved in [BDSKO09] that the requirement that (1.3) satisfies the Lie
algebra axioms is equivalent to the following two properties of (1.5):

(1.8) {orft = —{f-x-a9},

(1.9) {I{guh}t} = {gulah} + H{gdrenhl -

A differential algebra V, endowed with a polynomial A-bracket, satisfying
axioms (1.6)—(1.9), is called a Poisson vertex algebra (PVA).

It was demonstrated in [BDSKO09] that the PVA approach greatly sim-
plifies the theory of integrable Hamiltonian PDE, based on local Poisson
brackets. For example, equation (1.4) becomes, in terms of the \-bracket

associated to H: d
u
{h)\u}’)\ 0°



and the Lie bracket (1.3) becomes

{§f.59} = S{fatl o -

However the majority of important integrable equations, including the
non-linear Schroedinger equation, is Hamiltonian with respect to a non-local
Poisson bracket. It has been an open problem to develop a rigorous theory
of such brackets. The purpose of the present paper is to demonstrate that
the adequate (and in fact indispensable) tool for understanding non-local
Poisson brackets is the theory of “non-local” PVA.

We define a non-local M-bracket on the differential algebra V' to take
its values in V((A™!)), formal Laurent series in A~! with coefficients in V,
and to satisfy properties (1.6) and (1.7). The main example is the A-bracket
given by the Master Formula (1.5), where H(0) is a matrix pseudodifferential
operator. The only problem with this definition is the interpretation of the
operator )\%ra; this is defined by the geometric progression

s _ Z (_1)n)\—n—lan'

n€Z+

Property (1.8) of the A-bracket is interpreted in the same way, but the
interpretation of property (1.9) is more subtle. Indeed, in general, we
have {fi{guh}} € VI(A™) (1)), but {gu{frr}} € V((u™"))(A71)), and
{Hghrsuh} € VI + )™ 1))((A1)), so that all three terms of (1.9) lie in
different spaces. Our key idea is to consider the space

VA,u = V[P‘_lwu_l’ (/\ + :u)_l]][/\’ :u] )

which is canonically embedded in all three of the above spaces. We say that
a A-bracket is admissible if

{f\{guh}} €V, forall f,g,heV.

It is immediate to see that then the other two terms of (1.9) lie in V) , as
well, hence (1.9) is an identity in V) .

We call the differential algebra V), endowed with a non-local A-bracket,
a non-local PVA, if it satisfies (1.8), is admissible, and satisfies (1.9).

For an arbitrary pseudodifferential operator H(0d) the A-bracket (1.5)
is not admissible, but it is admissible for any rational pseudodifferential
operator, i.e. such that the entries of the matrix H(0) are contained in the
subalgebra generated by differential operators and their inverses. We show



that, as in the local case (see [BDSKO09]), this A-bracket satisfies conditions
(1.8) and (1.9) if and only if (1.8) holds for any pair u;, u;, and (1.9) holds
for any triple w;, uj, ug. Also, (1.8) is equivalent to skewadjointness of H(0).

The simplest example of a non-local PVA corresponds to the skewadjoint
operator H(0) = 0~'. Then

{uyu} = AL,

and equation (1.9) trivially holds for the triple u,u,u. Note that (1.1) in
this case reads: {u(z),u(y)} = 8;15(:17 — ), which is quite difficult to work
with (cf. [MNO1)).

The next example corresponds to Sokolov’s operator [Sok84| H(0) =
w0~ ou/. The corresponding A-bracket is

1 o
A+0

{uyu} = o’

The verification of (1.9) for the triple u, u, u is straightforward.

We say that a rational pseudodifferential operator H(0) is a Poisson
structure on V if the A-bracket (1.5) endows V with a structure of a non-
local PVA (in other words H(0) should be skewadjoint and (1.9) should hold
for any triple w;, uj, uy).

Fix a “minimal fractional decomposition” H = AB~'. This means that
A, B are differential operators over V, such that Ker A n Ker B = 0 in any
algebra of differential functions extension of V. It is shown in [CDSK12b]
that such a decomposition always exists and that the above property is
equivalent to the property that any common right factor of A and B is
invertible over the field of fractions IC of V. Then the basic notions of the
theory of integrable systems are defined as follows. A Hamiltonian functional

(for H = AB™') is an element {h € V/0V such that %S—uh = B(0)F for some
F e K*. Then the element P = A(0)F is called an associated Hamiltonian

vector field, and we write {h Apoaprds §h. Denote by F(H) < V/dV
the subspace of all Hamiltonian functionals, and by H(H) < V* the subspace
of all Hamiltonian vector fields (they are independent of the choice of the
minimal fractional decomposition for H):

_ (9N _ 1 g ¢
F(H) = <£> <ImB> c VoV, H(H) = A(B (ma)) =
Then it is easy to show that F(H) is a Lie algebra with respect to the well-
defined bracket (1.3), and H(H) is a subalgebra of the Lie algebra V* with
bracket [P, Q] = Dg(0)P — Dp(0)Q, where Dp(0) is the Frechet derivative.



A Hamiltonian equation, corresponding to the Poisson structure H and
a Hamiltonian functional {h € F(H), with an associated Hamiltonian vector
field P € H(H), is the following evolution equation:

du
1.10 — =P.

(1.10) o
Note that (1.10) coincides with (1.4) in the local case. The Hamiltonian
equation (1.10) is called integrable if there exist linearly independent infinite
sequences §h,, € F(H) and P, € H(H), n € Z, such that {ho = (h, Py = P,
P, is associated to (h,, and {§hm, §hn} =0, [Py, P,] = 0 for all m,n € Z,..
In this case we have a hierarchy of compatible integrable equations

% =P,, neZy.
(The P,’s are called the generalized symmetries of equation (1.10) and the
hy’s are its conserved densities.)

Having given rigorous definitions of the basic notions of the theory of
Hamiltonian equations with non-local Poisson structures, we proceed to es-
tablish some basic results of the theory.

The first result is Theorem 5.1, which states that if H and K are com-
patible non-local Poisson structures and K is invertible (as a pseudodiffer-
ential operator), then the sequence of rational pseudodifferential operators
HI = g, 7 = (HK Y 'H n > 1, is a compatible family of non-local
Poisson structures. (As usual [Mag78, Mag80] a collection of non-local Pois-
son structures is called compatible if any their finite linear combination is
again a non-local Poisson structure.) This result was first stated in [Mag80)]
and its partial proof was given in [FF81] (of course, without having rigorous
definitions).

Next, we give a rigorous definition of a non-local symplectic structure
and prove (the “well-known” fact) that, if S is invertible (as a pseudodif-
ferential operator), then it is a non-local symplectic structure if and only
if S71 is a non-local Poisson structure (Theorem 6.2). Since we completely
described (local) symplectic structures in [BDSKO09], this result provides a
large collection of non-local Poisson structures. We also establish a connec-
tion between Dirac structures (see [Dor93] and [BDSKO09]) with non-local
Poisson structures (Theorems 6.12 and 6.17).

After that we discuss the Lenard-Margi scheme of integrability for a
pair of compatible non-local Poisson structures H, K, similar to that dis-
cussed in [Mag78, Mag80, Dor93, BDSK09] in the local case, and give suffi-
cient conditions when this scheme works (Theorem 7.15 and Corollary 7.16).



This means that there exists an infinite sequence of Hamiltonian functionals
$hn, n € Zy, and Hamiltonian vector fields P, n € Z,, such that we have

(1.11) 0L Py L fhg L LSy L

and the spans of the {h,’s and of the P,’s are infinite dimensional. This
produces integrable Hamiltonian equations u;, = P,.

Let us also mention that the Lenard-Magri scheme in the weakly non-
local case (in the sense of [MNO1]) was studied in [Wan09].

Now we compare briefly our approach to integrability with other alge-
braic approaches. Probably the earliest approach is the Lax pair presen-
tation (see the book [Dic03]). The main difficulty of this approach is to
establish linear independence of the integrals of motion. Another popular
approach is based on a recursion operator (see books [Olv93] and [Bla98]),
which is applied to a conserved density or a generalized symmetry to pro-
duce a new one. Unfortunately, since R is non-local (even for the KdV) this
approach is not rigorous and often leads to wrong conclusions (as demon-
strated, for example, in [SWO01]). A more recent approach, due to Dorfman
[Dor93] is based on the notion of a Dirac structure. This theory, along with
its further developments in [BDSKO09] and the present paper, is a basis of
our non-local bi-Hamiltonian approach. In fact, our approach overcomes
the main difficulty, that of constructing a Dirac structure in Dorfman’s ap-
proach, and that of proving linear independence of integrals of motion in
the Lax pair approach. Also, its advantage as compared to the recursion
operator approach is that it is rigorous.

The applications of this theory to concrete examples are studied in Sec-
tions 8, 9 and 10. In Section 8 we consider three compatible scalar non-local
Poisson structures:

Li=0, Ly=0"", Ly=4'0""ou ( Sokolov [Sok84]),

and take for a compatible pair (H, K) two arbitrary linear combinations of
these three structures: H =, a;,L;, K = >, b;L;. We study in detail for
which values of the coefficients a; and b; the corresponding Lenard-Magri
scheme is integrable.

Furthermore we study when the infinite sequence (1.11) can be extended
to the left. The most interesting cases are those when the sequence is
“blocked” at some step P_,, n > 0, to the left. This leads to some interest-
ing integrable hyperbolic equations. As a result, we prove integrability of
two such equations

(1.12) Uty = e —ae " +e(e" —ae” "),



where e and € are 0 or 1, and
(1.13) Uty = U+ () gz -

Of course, in the case when € = 0, equation (1.12) is the Liouville (respec-
tively sinh-Gordon) equation if @ = 0 (resp. a = 1). For € = 1 equation
(1.12) was studied in [Fok95]. Equation (1.13), studied in [SW02], is called
the short pulse equation. Its integrability was proved in [SS04]

In Section 9 we study, in a similar way, two linear combinations of the
compatible non-local Poisson structures

Li=u0 ou, Ly=0"'ou/07 ou/07! ( Dorfman [Dor93]).

As a result we (re)prove integrability of the Schwarz KdV (also called the
degenerate Krichever-Novikov) equation
3 iy

Ut = Uggpx — )

2 u,

and also, moving to the left, establish integrability of the following equation

1 <utx> 1 (co+c1u+02u2>
ug \uy /), Uy Uy z’
where ¢, c1, co are arbitrary constants.
Finally, in Section 10 we study, in a similar way, three two-component
non-local Poisson structures that are used in the study of the non-linear

Schroedinger equation (NLS), see [Mag80, TF86, Dor93, BDSK09]. As a
result, we establish integrability of the following generalization of NLS:

iy = hae + o[V + iBIY[)a

where o and [ are arbitrary constants (NLS corresponds to § = 0). This
equation has been studied in the papers [CLL79] and [WKI79] (see also
[KN78] and [CC8T]).

In conclusion of the introduction we would like to comment on our defi-
nition of integrability. The existence of infinitely many linearly independent
integrals of motion in involution Shn, and of infinitely many linearly inde-
pendent commuting higher symmetries P, is only a necessary condition of
integrability. In Section 7.3 we introduce the notion of complete integrabil-
ity which, in our opinion, is the right necessary and sufficient condition of
integrability. This condition requires that the orthocomplement to the span
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= of the variational derivatives of the conserved densities &,, = ?—u”, nesy,

lies in the span II of the commuting generalized symmetries P,, n € Z,,
and the orthocomplement to II lies in =. This definition is a straightforward
generalization of Liouville integrability of finite dimensional Hamiltonian
systems. We intend to study this notion in a forthcoming publication.

Throughout the paper, unless otherwise specified, all vector spaces are
considered over a field F of characteristic zero.

We wish to thank Pavel Etingof and Andrea Maffei for (always) useful
discussions. We are greatly indebted to Alexander Mikhailov and Vladimir
Sokolov for very useful correspondence and discussions. We also wish to
thank Takayuki Tsuchida for pointing out, right after the paper appeared in
the arXiv, various references where some of the equations that we consider
were previously studied. The present paper was partially written during
the first author’s several visits to MIT, the second author’s several visits
to the Center for Mathematics and Theoretical Physics (CMTP) in Rome,
and both authors’ visits to IHP and THES, which we thank for their warm
hospitality.

2 Rational matrix pseudodifferential operators

2.1 The space V, ,

Throughout the paper we shall use the following standard notation. Given
a vector space V, we denote by V[A] the space of polynomials in A with
coefficients in V', by V[[A~!]] the space of formal power series in A~! with
coefficients in V, and by V((A™1)) = V[[A~!]][A] the space of formal Laurent
series in A~ with coefficients in V.

We have the obvious identifications V[, u] = V[A][pu] = V[u][A] and
VI e ] = VI = VI I 1]]- However the space
V(A1) (™) does not coincide with V((,u H)((A71)). Both spaces con-
tain naturally the subspace V[[A™!, u~!]][A, ]. In fact, this subspace is
their intersection in the ambient space V[[AT!, u£!]] of all infinite series of
the form Em,neZ Ay AT

The most important for this paper will be the space

V)\,u = V[[)‘ilv /Lil’ (/\ + :u)il]] [>‘7 /L] s

namely, the quotient of the F[\, u, v]-module V[[A~L, u= v~ ][\, u, v] by
the submodule (v—A—p)V[[A™L, =, v71]][\, p, v]. By definition, the space
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V), consists of elements which can be written (NOT uniquely) in the form

M N P
(2.1) A= Z Z Z am,n,pAmMn()‘ + p)?,

m=—00 n=—00 p=—00

for some M, N, P € Z (in fact, we can always choose P < 0), and @y, np € V.

In the space V[[A~!, =, v~ 1]][A, 4, v] we have a natural notion of de-
gree, by letting deg(\) = deg(u) = deg(v) = 1. Every element A €
VAL w Y v [, ps v] decomposes as a sum A = S0 A (possibly
infinite), where A? is a finite linear combination of monomials of degree
d. Since v — X\ — p is homogenous (of degree 1), this induces a well-defined
notion of degree on the quotient space V) ,, and we denote by VAd’ o ford e Z,
the span of elements of degree d in V), ,,. If A € V), has the form (2.1), then
it decomposes as A = Zﬁzw HXOJFP A@  where A@ e V)ﬁ . Is given by

AD =N g p AN )P
m<M,n<N,p<P
(m~+n+p=d)

The coefficients @, € V are still not uniquely defined, but now the sum
in A@ is finite (since d — 2K < m,n,p < K := max(M, N, P)). Hence, we
have the following equality

Vi = VINEL L (0 + )1,

where, as before, the superscript d denotes the subspace consisting of poly-
nomials in AE!, u® (A + )71, of degree d.

Lemma 2.1. The following is a basis of the space V)ffu over V:
Nt ey MO+ )T e Zag = {1,2,...},

in the sense that any element of the space V)ffu can be written uniquely as a
finite linear combination of the above elements with coefficients in V.

Proof. First, it suffices to prove the claim for d = 0. In this case, letting
t = u/A, the elements of V)e , are rational functions in ¢ with poles at 0
and -1. But any such rational functions can be uniquely written, by partial
fractions decomposition, as a linear combination of ', with i € Z, and of
(1 +t)7%, with i € Z=y. O

12



Remark 2.2. One has natural embeddings of V) , in all the vector spaces
VTN )s VN, VI + )7 1), VI )+
©)71), VIA+m) NI, VI +m) =) (1)), defined by expanding
one of the variables A, x or v = A+ p in terms of the other two. For example,
we have the embedding

(2.2) bt Va = VA )((™),
obtained by expanding all negative powers of A + p in the region |u| > |\[:
S (—n—1
2.3 A )t = A=kt
(23 e (U

Similarly in all other cases. Note that, even though V) , is naturally embed-
ded in both spaces V(A1) ((x~1)) and V((=1))((A~1)), it is not contained
in their intersection V[[A™1, = ][\, u].

Lemma 2.3. IfV is an algebra, then V) , is also an algebra, with the obvious
product. Namely, if A\, ), B\, ) € Vi, then AN\, p)B(A\, 1) € Vi,
More generally, if S, T : V — V are endomorphisms of V (viewed as a
vector space), then

AN+ S, u+T)B(A, ) € Vau,
where we expand the negative powers of X + 5 and p + T in non-negative
powers of S and T, acting on the coefficients of B.
Proof. We expand A and B as in (2.1):

SN M IO

m——OO n——OOp——OO
Z Z Z bmnp’/\ :u (/\+1u)
m/=—o00on'=—0wp'=—w0
Using the binomial expansion, we then get

M+M’ N+N' P+P' o )
AN+ S, u+T)BA ) = D> D D cmap\"w" (A + )P,

T=—00 l=—00 p=—00

Cnnp= 2 2

m<M,m/<M’i=0 n<N,/<N',j=0 p<Pp/ <P k>
(m+m’—i=m) (n+n'—j=n) (p+p'—k= p)

(r;z) <Z> (i) o (ST (S + T)¥ by 1) -

13
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To conclude, we just observe that each sum in the RHS is finite, since, for
example, in the first sum we have i = m +m’ —m, m — M’ < m < M and
—M<m' <M. O

Lemma 2.4. Let V' be a vector space and let U < V' be a subspace. Then
we have:

{AeViu]tuade UM ))(
={AeVa, |, AeU((p!

(™ ))}
NI}

={Ae V|t A e U(W)N(A+p)™1)}
={AeVau|tapuuAe U )N +p)~")}
={Ae Vil Ae U((A+ ) N1}
={AeViu|turinAc UM+ 1) N )} = Usp

Proof. We only need to prove that {4 € Vy,|¢2A4 € U(A D)) (™)} <
Uyp- Indeed, the opposite inclusion is obvious, and the argument for the
other equalities is the same.

Let A € V)ffu be such that its expansion ¢, A4 € V((A™1))((p™')) has
coefficients in U. We want to prove that A lies in U ,. By Lemma 2.1, A
can be written uniquely as

N N
A= Z AT 4 Z WATT N+ ), with v, wy e V.
i=——M j=1

Its expansion in V(A7) (1)) is
N N o , .
Lu,)\A _ Z Ui)\dﬂ'u—i T Z Z < k]>wj)\d+j+ku—j—k.
i=—M J=1k=0
Since, by assumption, ¢, xA € U((A™))((1™1)), we have

v, €U for —M<i<-1,

vl~|—2< )wjeU for 0<i<N,

N o, .
Z( ]>w]eU for > N.

N T

From the first condition above we have that v; lies in U for 7 < 0. Using the
third condition, we want to deduce that w; lies in U for all 1 < j < N. It
then follows, from the second condition, that v; lies in U for ¢ > 0 as well,
proving the claim.

14



For ¢ > N and 1 < j < N we have (Z:JJ) = (=1)"J (;j) Hence, we
will be able to deduce that w; lies in U for every j, once we prove that the

following matrix
po( (it
7 —1 N+1<i<oo
I<j<N

has rank N. Since the sign (—1)"™/ does not change the rank of the above
matrix, it sufficies to prove that the matrices

— 1
j—1) Jh+i1<i<h+N
I<j<N

are non-degenerate for every h > 0. This is clear since the matrix Ty is upper
triangular with 1’s on the diagonal, and, by the Tartaglia-Pascal triangle,
T}, and T}, 1 have the same determinant. O

2.2 Rational pseudodifferential operators

For the rest of this section, let A be a differential algebra, i.e. a unital
commutative associative algebra with a derivation 0, and assume that A is
a domain. For a € A, we denote @’ = d(a) and a(™ = 0"(a), for a non
negative integer n. We denote by K the field of fractions of A. Then of
course we can extend 0 to a derivation of IC making it a differential field.

Recall that a pseudodifferential operator over A is an expression of the
form

N
(2.4) A=A@) = )] and”, anec A,
n=—0oo

If ay # 0, one says that A has order N. Pseudodifferential operators form
a unital associative algebra, denoted by A((07')), with product o defined
by letting

(2.5) Moa= ) <T?>a(j)8"_j , neZ,acA.
JEL+ J

We will often omit o if no confusion may arise.
Clearly, K((071)) is a skewfield, and it is the skewfield of fractions of
A((07h). If Ae A((071)) is a non-zero pseudodifferential operator of order

N as in (2.4), its inverse A1 € K((071)) is computed as follows. We write
-1
A=ay (1 + Z a;vlanJrN@”) o,
n=—00
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and expanding by geometric progression, we get

—1

(2.6) At =0"No i (— Z a]_vlam_Na")k o a]}l,
k=0

n=—0oo

which is well defined as a pseudodifferential operator in K((071)), since, by
formula (2.5), the powers of ¢ are bounded above by —N, and the coefficient
of each power of ¢ is a finite sum.

The symbol of the pseudodifferential operator A(0) in (2.4) is the formal
Laurent series A(\) = Zi\[:—oo a,\" € A((A\71)), where X is an indetermi-
nate commuting with A. We thus get a bijective map A((071)) — A((A71))
(which is not an algebra homomorphism). A closed formula for the asso-
ciative product in A((071)) in terms of the corresponding symbols is the

following:
(2.7) (Ao B)(A\) = AN+ 0)B()).

Here and further on, we always expand an expression as (A + 0)", n € Z, in
non-negative powers of 0:

(2.8) A+ o) = i (”) A

=0 M

Therefore, the RHS of (2.7) means Zan’nzfoo Z;O:O (?)ambg))\er"*j.
The algebra A((071)) contains the algebra of differential operators A[?]
as a subalgebra.

Definition 2.5. The field K(0) of rational pseudodifferential operators is
the smallest subskewfield of ((0~!)) containing A[J]. We denote A(J) =
K(0) nA((071)), the subalgebra of rational pseudodifferential operators with
coefficients in A.

The following Proposition (see [CDSK12a, Prop.3.4]) describes explicitly
the skewfield K(0) of rational pseudodifferential operators.

Proposition 2.6. Let A be a differential domain, and let KC be its field of
fractions.

(a) Every rational pseudodifferential operator L € K(0) can be written as
a right (resp. left) fraction L = AS™! (resp. L = S~'A) for some
A, S e A[d] with S # 0.
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(b) Let L = AS™! (resp. L = S7'A), with A,S € A[d], S # 0, be a
decomposition of L € K(0) such that S has minimal possible order. Then
any other decomposition L = AlSl_l (resp. L = Sl_lAl), with A1, S €
A[d], we have Ay = AK, S1 = SK (resp. A1 = KA, Ay = KS), for
some K € K|[d].

2.3 Rational matrix pseudodifferential operators

Definition 2.7. A matrix pseudodifferential operator A € Mat, s A((071))
is called rational with coefficients in A if its entries are rational pseudodiffer-
ential operators with coefficients in A. In other words, the algebra of rational
matrix pseudodifferential operators with coefficients in A is Matyy ¢ A(0).

Let M = (AUBZEI)Z.JE ; be a rational matrix pseudodifferential operator
with coefficients in A, with A;;, B;; € A[J]. By the Ore condition (see e.g.
[CDSK12a]), we can find a common right multiple B € A[J] of all operators
Bij, i.e. for every i,j we can factor B = B;;C;; for some C;; € A[d].
Hence, AijBigl = /NlijB_l, where /Nlij = A;;C;;. Then, the matrix M can be

represented as a ratio of two matrices: M = ﬁ(B 1)~!. Hence,

Mat g A(0) = {A(B]I)_l

A € Mat 440 A[0], B € A[7],
AijB~h e A((071)) i, j '

However, in general this is not a representation of the rational matrix M in
“minimal terms” (see Definition 2.12 below).

We recall now some linear algebra over the skewfield K((071)) and, in
particular, the notion of the Dieudonné determinant (see [Art57] for an
overview over an arbitrary skewfield).

An elementary row operation of an £ x £ matrix pseudodifferential oper-
ator A is either a permutation of two rows of it, or the operation T (i, j; P),
where 1 < i # j < m and P € K((07')), which replaces the j-th row by
itself minus ¢-th row multiplied on the left by P. Using the usual Gauss
elimination, we can get the (well known) analogues of standard linear al-
gebra theorems for matrix pseudodifferential operators. In particular, any
matrix pseudodifferential operator A € Mat,, ¢ K((071)) can be brought by
elementary row operations to a row echelon form.

The Dieudonné determinant of a A € Maty., K((07!)) has the form
det A = €%, where ¢ € A, € is an indeterminate, and d € Z. It is defined by
the following properties: det A changes sign if we permute two rows of A,
and it is unchanged under any elementary row operation 7 (i, j; P) defined
above, for aribtrary i # j and a pseudodifferential operator P e KC((071));
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moreover, if A is upper triangular, with diagonal entries A;; of order n; and
leading coefficoent a;, then

det A = (Hai>52i"i :

2

It was proved in [Die43] (for any skewfield) that the Dieudonné determi-
nant is well defined and det(AB) = (det A)(det B) for every ¢ x { matrix
pseudodifferential operators A, B € Matg, ¢ KC((071)).

The Dieudonné determinant gives a way to characterize invertible matrix
pseudodifferential operators, thanks to the following well known fact (see e.g.
[CDSK12a, Prop.4.3]):

Proposition 2.8. Let D be a subskewfield of the skewfield K{(0~1)), and let
A eMatyyyD. Then A is invertible in Matyyy D if and only if det A # 0.

Corollary 2.9. Let A € Matyy, K((071)) be a matriz with det A # 0. Then
A is a rational matriz if and only if A7 is.

Proof. 1t is a special case of Proposition 2.8 when D is the subskewfield
K(0) = K((071)) of rational pseudodifferential operators. O

Remark 2.10. Tt is proved in [CDSK12a] that, if A € Maty,,.A((071)) then
we have det A = €%, with ¢ € A, where A is the integral closure of A.
Furthermore, if ¢ is an invertible element of A, then the inverse matrix A~
lies in Matgx o A((071)).

Definition 2.11. Let A be a differential domain. An ¢ x {-matrix pseudod-
ifferential operator A € Matyx; A((071)) is called non-degenerate if it has
non-zero Dieudonneé determinant, or, equivalently, if it is invertible in the

ring Matyy, K((071)) of pseudodifferential operators with coefficients in the
differential field of fractions K of A.

Definition 2.12 (see [CDSK12b]). Let H € Matyy, K(0) be a rational ma-
trix pseudodifferential operator with coefficients in the differential field .
A fractional decomposition H = AB~!, with A, B € Maty,K[J] and B
non-degenerate, is called minimal if dege det B is minimal (recall that it is
a non-negative integer).

Proposition 2.13 ([CDSK12b]). (a) A fractional decomposition H=AB™1
of a rational matrixz pseudodifferential operator H € Matyy IC(0) is min-
imal if and only if

(2.9) KerAnKerB =0,

wm any differential field extension of K.
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(b) The minimal fractional decomposition of H exists and is unique up to
multiplication of A and B on the right by a matrix differential operator
D which is invertible in the algebra Matyy, K[0]. Any other fractional
decomposition of H is obtained by multiplying A and B on the right by
a non-degenerate matriz differential operator.

Remark 2.14. Let A be a differential domain, and let IC be its field of frac-
tions. A fractional decomposition H = AB™! of H € Maty¢.A[d] over K
can be turned into a fractional decomposition over A by clearing the denom-
inators of A and B. Hence, a minimal fractional decomposition H = AB™!
over A, in the sense that it has minimal possible deg, det B among all frac-
tional decompositions of H with A, B € Matyy,.A[7], is also minimal over

K.

3 Non-local Poisson vertex algebras

3.1 Non-local A-brackets and non-local Lie conformal alge-
bras

Let R be a module over the algebra of polynomials F[d].

Definition 3.1. A non-local A-bracket on R is a linear map {- -} : RQR —
R((A71)) satisfying the following sesquilinearity conditions (a,b € R):

(3.1) {aa)\b} = —)\{a)\b} s {a,\ab} = ()\ + 8){a)\b} .

The non-local A-bracket {- -} is said to be skewsymmetric (respectively
symmetric) if (a,b € R)

(3.2) {baa} = —far ab} (resp. = fan ob}).

The RHS of the skewsymmetry condition should be interpreted as fol-
lows: if {axb} = 3N ¢, A", then

n=—0o

N

N 0 n
{asaab} = D (“A=)"cn= >, D] (k><—1)"<a’fcnw—’f

n=—ao n=—o k=0

) i (Nim (ml:- k‘> (_1)m+k(akcm+k)))\m‘

m=—00 k=0

In other words, we move —A — 0 to the left and we expand in non negative
powers of 0 as in (2.8).
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In general we have {a){b,c}} € R((A\™"))((u™")) for an arbitrary A-
bracket {-)-}. Recall from Section 2.1 that R), can be considered as a
subspace of R(A™1))((1™')) via the embedding ¢, .

Definition 3.2. The non-local A-bracket {- -} on R is called admissible if
{ax{buc}} € Ry, Va,b,ce R.

Remark 3.3. If {- -} is a skewsymmetric admissible A-bracket on R, then
{bufarct} € Ry, and {{arb}ry,c} € Ry, for all a,b,c € R. Indeed, the
first claim is obvious since Ry, = R, x. For the second claim, by skewsym-
metry {{axb}riuc} = —{c_r—,—a{arb}}, and by the admissibility assump-
tion {c,{axb}} € Ry ,. To conclude it suffices to note that when replacing
v by =\ —p — 0 in an element of Ry, = R[[A"1, v (A + v)7 ][\ v],
we have that v~! is expanded in negative powers of A 4+ p and (A + v)~!
is expanded in negative powers of u. As a result, we get an element of

RIA =t (4 ) I 1] = R

Definition 3.4. A non-local Lie conformal algebra is an F[d]-module R
endowed with an admissible skewsymmetric A-bracket {-,} : R® R —
R((A71)) satisfying the Jacobi identity (in Ry ,):

(3.3) {ax{buct} — {bu{axct} = {{axb}rypuc} for every a,b,ce R.

Ezample 3.5. Let R = (F[('J’] ® V) @ FC, where V is a vector space with
a symmetric bilinear form (-|-). Define the (non-local) A-bracket on R by
letting C' be a central element, defining

{axb} = (a|b)CA™ fora,beV,

and extending it to a A-bracket on R by sesquilinearity. Skewsymmetry for
this A-bracket holds since, by assumption, (-|-) is symmetric. Moreover,
since any triple A-bracket is zero, the A-bracket is obviously admissible and
it satisfies the Jacobi identity. Hence, we have a non-local Lie conformal
algebra.

3.2 Non-local Poisson vertex algebras

Let V be a differential algebra, i.e. a unital commutative associative algebra
with a derivation ¢ : V — V. As before, we assume that V is a domain and
denote by K its field of fractions.
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Definition 3.6. (a) A non-local A-bracket on the differential algebra V is
a linear map {-)-} : V®V — V((A™1)) satisfying the sesquilinearity
conditions (3.1) and the following left and right Leibniz rules:

{arbe} = blayc} + c{anb},

(34) {ab)\c} = {aAJrac}_)b + {b}\JraC}_)a .

Here and further an expression {ay;sb}_.c is interpreted as follows: if
{axby = SN e A then {axyob} e = SN en(A + 0)"¢, where we
expand (A + 0)"c in non-negative powers of ¢ as in (2.8).

(b) The conditions of (skew)symmetry, admissibility and Jacobi identity for
a non-local A\-bracket {- -} on V are the same as in Definitions 3.1, 3.2
and 3.4 respectively.

(¢) A non-local Poisson vertex algebra is a differential algebra V' endowed
with a non-local Poisson \-bracket, i.e. a skewsymetric admissible non-
local A-bracket, satisfying the Jacobi identity.

Ezample 3.7 (cf. Example 3.5). Let V = IF[ |z =1,...,0,n € Z+] be
the algebra of diffenertial polynoamials in £ dlﬁerentlal variables u1, ..., uy.
Let C = (cw)ej be an ¢ x ¢ symmetric matrix with coefficients in F. The
following formula defines a structure of a non-local Poisson vertex algebra

on V:

oP
_ m+n—1
mmnely i ]GZ+ ] i
For example, {u;yu;} = c;;A~! but, for P,Q € Fluy,...,u] < V, we get an
infinite formal Laurent series in A~ ':
oP
P i (A4 0) T —
tha = ]ZICJ + ou;
)4 0
_ oQ —n—1 -1
= 2 L00gs (¢ 8u2>/\ ev(A))-
4,j=1n=0

We will prove that this is indeed a non-local Poisson \-bracket in the next
section, where we will discuss a general construction of non-local Poisson
vertex algebras, which will include this example as a special case (see The-
orem 4.8).
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Proposition 3.8. Let {- -} be a non-local Poisson vertex algebra structure
on the differential domain V. Then there is a unique way to extend it to a
non-local Poisson vertex algebra structure on the differential field of fractions
IC, and it can be computed using the following formulas (a,b e K\{0}):

(3.5) {axb™'} = b *axb} , {a)'b} = —{arsab}a”?

Proof. 1t is straightforward to check that formulas (3.5) define a non-local
A-bracket on the field of fraction K, satysfying all the axioms of non-local
Poisson vertex algebra. In particular, admissibility of the A-bracket can be
derived from Lemma 2.3. The details of the proof are left to the reader. [

Thanks to Proposition 3.8 we can extend, uniquely, a non-local Poisson
vertex algebra A-bracket on V to its field of fractions /. The following results
are useful to prove admissibility of a non-local A-bracket.

Lemma 3.9. Let V be a differential algebra, endowed with a non-local \-
bracket {- \ }. Assume that V is a domain, and let KC be its field of fractions.
Let S = (Sij)ijel € Matyy, (K((071))) be an invertible ¢ x ¢ matriz pseu-

dodifferential operator with coefficients in K. Letting S;; = ZnN:_OO Sijm0",
the following identities hold for every a € K and i,j € I:

(3.6) {ar(S7) Z Z Lun(S™H)ir (A 4 i+ 0)

rit=1n=—o

{arsrin} (1 + 0)"(S i) € KA.

(3.7) {(SDij(Masua) = - thln_z_oo{srtn)\+u+aa}—>

((+ a>"<s—1>tj<A>)LA,AW(s*‘l)m-(u) e K((A+m) ™)),

where v, and )y, are as in (2.3). In equation (3.7) S* denotes the
adjoint of the matriz pseudodifferential operator S (its inverse being (S™1)* ).

Proof. The identity S o S~! = 1 becomes, in terms of symbols,

MN

rt ,u"'a )tJ( )_5TJ
t=1
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Taking A-bracket with a, we have, by sesquilinearity and the (left) Leibniz
rule,

4
- Z {axSre(p + ) (S )i ()}

Z {axsrin (i +0)" (5™ (1)}

N
Z {arsren} (e + a)n(sil)tj (1)

1 —

LunSrt A+ 1+ 0){ax(S™ ) ()} -

t

+

MN

o~
Il
—_

Note that ¢, xS(X + p + 0) is invertible in Maty, (K[J](A™1))((n™1))), its
inverse being ¢, \S™H (A + p + 7). We then apply ¢, \(S™)ir(A + o + 0) on
the left to both sides of the above equation and we sum over r = 1,...,¢,
to get

14 N
- Z Z Z Lua (D )ZT()“"N"‘a){aASTtn}(N"'a) (Si )i (1)

proving equation (3.6).
Similarly, for the second equation we have, by the right Leibniz rule,

I
Me\

{Sr(\ + (S5 (V) rspa}

1

N
2 s+ (S M)

I
M~

o~
Il
it

n

I
1
MziMz

{57*t;n)\+u_i_aa}H (/\ + a)n(s—l)tj (/\)

{(S_l)tj()\)AJr,quéa}_)L)\,)\Jru()‘ S a)nsrt;n

+
M~

[o0]

-
Il

—

3
Il
|

I
M~
M=

{Srt;n,\+u+aa}—>()‘ +0)" (S (N)

0

{05 (Marpraa} L iarenSi (1) -

o~
Il

—_

3
Il
I

+
M~

o~
Il
—_
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We next replace in the above equation p (placed at the right) by u + 0, and
we apply the resulting differential operator to ¢y x4, (S #=1) (). As aresult

we get, after summing over r = 1,...,/,
)4
Z (Matpsoa 0
N
n(qQ— —1
PP {Sruwwaa}ﬁ(@ £ 0" (S ) ea(S* i)
r=1t=1n=0

proving equation (3.7). O

Corollary 3.10. LetV be a differential algebra, endowed with a non-local \-
bracket {- \ -}. Assume thatV is a domain, and let K be its field of fractions.
Let S = (Si;), i jer € Matxy (K[0]) be non-degenerate (cf. Definition 2.11).
Then the follmumg identities hold for every a € IKC and i,j € I:
(3.8)

{a)\( )zy (N)}

y4 N
Z Z W >\+N+a){aksrtn}(ﬂ+a) (S_ )tj( ) EK%M’

rt=1n=0

and
(3.9)
{(S 1)23( Aﬂta}

l N
EPIPICEILS (O + 2755 M) (8 raln) € K,

where Sij = ZTZ:TZO sijmén.
Proof. 1t is immediate from equations (3.6) and (3.7). O

Corollary 3.11. LetV be a differential algebra, endowed with a non-local \-
bracket {- x -}. Assume thatV is a domain, and let K be its field of fractions.
Let Ae V(0) = K(0)nV((071)) be a rational pseudodifferential operator with
coefficients in' V. Then {ayA(u)} and {A(XN)xypa} lie in Vy , for everya e V.
In particular, the \-bracket is admissible.

Proof. First, note that if the pseudodifferential operators A, B € K((071))
satisfy the conditions

{axA(w)} {AQ ) pa{arxB(p)}, {B(Maspat € Kxp,
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for every a € KC, so does AB. Indeed, by the Leibniz rule,

{ax(AB) (1)} = {axA(p + ) B(p)}
={axA(p + )} B(p) + AA + p+ O){arB(u)},

and both terms in the RHS lie in ), by the assumption on A and B,
thanks to Lemma 2.3. Similarly, by the right Leibniz rule,

{(AB)(Maspa} = {A(X + 0)B(A)aspal
= {B(Matproat s pnA™ (1) + {AN + Oasproat-B(A)

and both terms in the RHS lie in Cy , (rather in the image of K, , in
KA+ p)™)) (A1) via exx+,) by Lemma 2.3. By Corollary 3.10 we
have that, if S € V[J], then {a\S™'(n)} and {S™1(A)rs,a} lie in Ky, for
all @ € K. Hence, by Definition 2.5 and the above observations, we get
that, if 4 € V() = K(0) n V((071)), then {ayA(u)} and {A(X)r;,a} lie in
Ky, for all a € K. On the other hand, if a € V, we clearly have {ayA(u)} €
V(A1) (1) and {A(N)xspat € V(A+1) 1)) ((A7)). The claim follows
from Lemma 2.4 applied to V = and U = V. O

Remark 3.12. In the case when S € V(0) is a rational pseudodifferential
operator with coefficients in V, thanks to Corollary 3.11, we can drop ¢, »
and 1) x4, respectively from equations (3.6) and (3.7), which hold in the
space V.

4 Non-local Poisson structures

4.1 Algebras of differential functions

Let Ry = F[uﬁn) |i € I,n € Z] be the algebra of differential polynomials
in the ¢ variables u;, i € I = {1,...,¢}, with the derivation ¢ defined by

8(u§")) = uE"H). The partial derivatives a—a(") are commuting derivations of
us

Ry, and they satisfy the following commutation relations with ¢:
0 0 N,
(4.1) ——,0| = ———— (the RHSis0ifn =0) .
auﬁ.") Oul(-n_l)

Recall from [BDSKO09] that an algebra of differential functions is a dif-
ferential algebra extension V of Ry, endowed with commuting derivations

(n):V—>V, iel,neZ,,
ou,

)
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extending the usual partial derivatives on Ry, such that only a finite number
of % are non-zero for each f € )V, and such that the commutation rules
>

(4.1) hold on V.

Given an algebra of differential functions V), its localization by a multi-
plicative subset is again an algebra of differential functions. Also, we can
add to V solutions of algebraic equations over V, or functions of the form
F(p1,...,¢n), where F' is an infinitely differentiable function in n variables
and ¢1,...,p, lie in V, to obtain again an algebra of differential functions.
(Note, though, that in general we cannot add to V solutions of linear differ-
ential equations. For example, a solution of the equation f' = fu'is f = e,
which can be added, while a non-zero solution of the equation f’ = fu can
never be added, due to simple differential order considerations.) We will use
these facts in the examples further on.

Remark 4.1. An algebra of differential functions V' can be equivalently de-
fined as follows. It is a commutative associative algebra extension of Ry,
endowed with commuting derivations % and (n) ,i1€1l,n€Z,, such that
ou
a% acts trivially on Ry, p ) extends the usual actlon of partial derivatives
u,;

7

on Ry, and for every f € V we have (n) = 0 for all but finitely many choices
of indices (i,m). In this case, the total derivative 0 : V — V defined by the

formula of of
(n+1) oJ
m T

i€l el Ju,

of =

satisfies equation (4.1)

Note that if the algebra of differential functions V is a domain, then its
field of fractions K is again an algebra of differential functions in the same
variables ui,...,up, with the maps a— : K — K defined in the obvious

u,

n

way. When V = K we call it a field of dzﬁerentzal functions.
We denote by C = {c eV | oc = 0} c V the subalgebra of constants, and
by

- {fev‘a—fzo for all ie[,neZJr}cV
8u§")
the subalgebra of quasiconstants. It is easy to see that C < F.

Given f €V which is not a quasiconstant we say that is has differential
order N if aN) # 0 for some i € I, and = (n) = (0 forevery je I andn > N.

We also set the differential order of a quasiconstant element equal to —oo.
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We let Vi be the subalgebra of elements of differential order at most N.
This gives an increasing sequence of subalgebras

(4.2) CcF=V_ypcVocVic---CV,

such that 0Vy < V1. Clearly, if V is a field of differential functions, then
this is a tower of field extensions.
It is easy to show, using (4.1), that

(4.3) VnVy=0n_1 for N>1, and dVnVy=0F.

4.2 Normal extensions
We refine the filtration (4.2) to a filtration Vy, = Vipo € Vi1 < -+ C
V¢ = Vm+1, where
0
(4.4) Vm,iz{feVm’—f=0forallj>i}ch
0u§-m)

Clearly, each subspace V,,; is preserved by all partial derivatives O for

(n,j) < (m,i) (in lexicographic order), and it is annihilated by — for
(n,4) > (m, ).
Definition 4 2. The algebra of differential functions V is said to be normal

if the map — (m) : Vi = Vm,i is surjective for every i € I,me Z.

Lemma 4.3. Any algebra of differential function V can be extended to a
normal one, which can be taken to be a domain provided that V is.

Proof. Given an algebra of diﬁerential functions V and an element a € V,,, ;
which is not in the image Of (m) , one can construct an algebra of differential

functions V extension of V w1th an element A € V,, ;i such that » (m) = a. For

example, we can take the algebra of polynomials in infinitely many variables

~ ak+ko,1+---+km7i,1A
V= V{

k’k’ol... k’mileZJr}
0 kO,l m km,ifl ’ 2 ) ) )
&L"k&ug e 0u2(._1)

and deﬁne on it a structure of algebra of differential functions by letting %

k+ko 1+ tkm i1 . .
9 A in the obvious

and —% for (n,j) < (m,i—1) act on . 14
5 ) 8xk8ugo) 0’1...8u1(-T1) mi—l

27



way (suggested by the notation used to denote the new variables), letting
oktko 1t thm i1 4
ok ou® ko,1 - oul™) Fm,i—17?

a—?”) for (n,7) > (m, i) act as zero on and letting
u 0

J

0 < oktko it tkmi-1 g > Oktkoattkmi-1q
m ki m km,if - k > m kmvi* ’
oui™ Nagkou® L aum T gk gl

The lemma follows by standard arguments using Zorn’s Lemma. O

Ezample 4.4. The algebra ]:[ugn), t1el,ne Z+] of differential polynomials
over a differential algebra F is a normal algebra of differential functions in
the variables u;, € I (we can always integrate polynomials).

Ezample 4.5. The algebra of differential functions V = Flu®!, u™, > 1],
is not normal, since u~! is not in the image of i A normal extension of
itisV = Fluth, ul® | n > 1,logu]. Indeed a preimage via - of u™ (logu)™,
m € Z\{—1},n € Z, is obtained by integration by parts

1

m+ll _ n m(] n—
(log u)™ m+1§duu (log u) ,

m(] n _
fduu™ (log u) e

and a preimage via a% of u=(logu)™ is n—H(log w)"*1. Similarly, F[u™, n e
Z, u(s)_l, log u(s)] is normal for every s.
Ezample 4.6. Other examples of normal algebras of differential functions are

Flu™, neZ,, et], since we can always integrate by parts P(u)e™*, n € Z,
for a polynomial P(u).

4.3 Variational complex

For f € V, as usual we denote by {f the image of f in the quotient space
V/dV. Recall that, by (4.1), we have a well-defined variational derivative
% : V)oY — V£ given by

off n OF .
S Z(—a) W,ze[.

n€Z+ ui

Given a set J and an element X € V’, we define the Frechet derivative
of X as the differential operator Dx(9) : V¥ — V/ given by

(4.5) (Dx ZZ Janl, jelJ.

(n
nely i€l ou
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Its adjoint operator is the map D% (0) : V& — V@ given by:

(4.6) (DX@)Y), = 2 Y0

(n)
nely jeJ aui

0X;

Yj>, iel.

Here and further, for a possibly infinite set J, V®/ denotes the space of
column vectors in V/ with only finitely many non-zero entries. (Though in
this paper we do not consider any example with infinite ¢, we still distinguish
V! and V® as a book-keeping device.)

The following identity can be checked directly and it will be useful later:

(4.7) (X - Dy(d)P + (Y Dx(@)P =P- %(X-Y),

forall X e V/, Y e V®/ P e )t
The above notions are linked naturally in the variational complex:

o
Oef/%}"—ﬂ//avﬂﬂ/@fg&—n..

where Y, is the space of skewadjoint ¢ x ¢ matrix differential operators over
V, and 0(F) = Dp(0) — D%(0), for F' € V¥, The construction of the whole
complex can be found in [DSKO09], but we will not need it here. In [BDSK09]
it is proved that the variational complex is exact, provided that the algebra
of differential functions V is normal. In particular, if V is normal we have
that Ker ( %) = F+0V, and that F € V®is closed, i.e. its Frechet derivative
Dp(0) is selfadjoint, if and only if it is exact, i.e. F € %V@é.

4.4 Differential orders

Given an arbitrary k x f-matrix A with entries in )V, we define its differential
order, denoted by dord(A), as the maximal differential order of all its entries.

Given a matrix differential operator D = Y ; A;0" € Matyx, V[J], we
define its differential order as

(4.8) dord(D) = max{dord(4;),...,dord(Ay)},
which should not be confused with its order, defined as
(4.9) |ID| =n if A, #0.

(Note that the notion of order carries over to matrix pseudofferential oper-
ators, while the differential order is not defined in general.)
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Lemma 4.7. Let D € Maty¢ V[0] be a matriz differential operator over V
and let F € V. Then:

(a) dord(DF) < max{dord(D),dord(F) + |D|}.

(b) If D has non-degenerate leading coefficient (meaning that its determi-
nant is not a zero divisor in' V) and it satisfies dord(F')+|D| > dord(D),
then dord(DF) = dord(F) + |D|.

(¢) If D has non-degenerate leading coefficient and it satisfies dord(DF’) >
dord(D), then dord(DF) = dord(F) + |D|.

Proof. Let D = " As0°. Clearly, for f € V and s € Z,, we have
dord(f®¥) = dord(f) + i. Hence, If h > max{dord(D),dord(F) + |D|},

we have
DR = XS (4, E0 <o
au(h) (2 J:I = au(h) s)1) 7 bl

for every i = 1,...,k, proving part (a). Furthermore, if |D| = n and
dord(F') + n > dord |D|, we can use (4.1) to get

0 { n ®)
ou (dord(F)+n) Z Z au(dord(F +n) (AS)ZJF’]
¢ (n) ¢
Z L Z OF}
)i 5 tdord( n)i 3 dora ()

Since, by assumption, the leading coefficient A, € Matyw;) of D is non-
degenerate, the RHS above is non-zero for some i. Hence, dord(DF) =
dord(F') 4+ n, proving part (b). Part (c) follows from parts (a) and (b). O

4.5 Construction of non-local Poisson structures

Let V be an algebra of differential functions in wuq,...,u,. Assume that V is
a domain, and let C be the corresponding field of fractions, which is a field
of differential functions. Let H = (Hij)z‘,jel € Matyx o V((071)) be an £ x ¢
matrix pseudodifferential operator over V, namely

N
Z Hijn0™ €V((0Y), d,jel.

n=—0o0
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We associate to this matrix H a non-local A-bracket on V given by the
following Master Formula (cf. [DSKO6])

(4.10)
rabn= Y 5t o Huh + (A — oL

igel  Ou; Ou;
m,nely

e V(A1)

In particular

The following result gives a way to check if a matrix pseudodifferential
operator H € Matyx, V((071)) defines a structure of non-local Poisson vertex

algebra on V. The analogous statement in the local case was proved in
[BDSKO09].

Theorem 4.8. Let V be an algebra of differential functions, which is a
domain, ane let K be its field of fractions. Let H € Matyy, V((07')). Then:

(a) Formula (4.10) gives a well-defined non-local \-bracket on V.

(b) This non-local \-bracket is skewsymmetric if and only if H is a skew-
adjoint matriz pseudodifferential operator.

(¢) If H = (Hi')i,jel € Matu¢ V(0) is a rational matriz pseudodifferen-
tial operator wnth coefficients in V), then the corresponding non-local
A-bracket {-x-}g : V xV — V((A™Y) (given by equation (4.10)) is
admissible.

(d) Let H = (Hij)me] € Matxe V(0) be a skewadjoint rational matriz
pseudodifferential operator with coefficients in V. Then the non-local
A-bracket {- ) -} defined by (4.10) is a Poisson non-local A\-bracket, i.e.
it satisfies the Jacobi identity (3.3), if and only if the Jacobi identity
holds on generators (i,j,k € 1):

(4.12) A{win{uj uetmte — {uj vt et — {uinuboy, uetn =0,
where the equality holds in the space V) ;.

Proof. For the proofs of (a), (b) and (d) one does the same computations
as in the proof of [BDSK09, Thm.1.15] for the local case. So, we only prove
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part (c). Let a, f,g € V. By the Master Formula (4.10) and the left Leibniz
rule, we have

0
{ax{fug}H}H— Z {aA M+a)”H]Z(M+a)( [—o)m i);)}H
mneZ+
= {A }Hw@) Hji(p + 0)(=p = )" —
i,jel ou;
m,neZy
0
* Z oy A+ 1+ 0 anHji(p + 0)}u (= u—a)m%
/ ou,;
i,5€l ;
mneZJr
+ > SO g O Hjg(h + 1+ O) (=X — = 0) o af)}H.
i,5€l au al
m,ne’ly

All sums in the above equations are finite. Therefore, all three terms in the
RHS lie in V), ,, thanks to Corollary 3.11 and Lemma 2.3. O

Definition 4.9. Let V be an algebra of differential functions. A non-local
Poisson structure on V is a skewadjoint rational matrix pseudodifferential
operator with coefficients in V, H = (Hij)i,jel € Matyy, V(0), satisfying
equation (4.12) for every i, j,k € I.

Remark 4.10. It is easy to show that, if L € KC(0) is a rational pseudodiffer-
ential operator, then it can be expanded as

N
(4.13) L= i DY mdtopd o0 opd”,

s=1n=0p1,...,ps€VM
(finite sum)

for some fixed M, N € Z, . To see this, write L = AS™!, where A, S € V[@]

and S = Zn 0 5n0" has non-zero leading coefficient sy, and expand S—1
using geometric progression:

o0 i
(4.14) S~t=0o""N Z (— s]}lsN_la_l = s]_vlsoc?_ > o le .
i=0

On the other hand, it is not hard to see that if L admits an expansion

n (4.13), then {axL(p)}y € Ky, for every a € K and every matrix
pseudodifferential operator H. As a consequence, if all the entries of a
matrix pseudodifferential operator H admit an expansion as in (4.13), then
the corresponding A-bracket {- ) -}z on K is admissible.
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Remark 4.11. Tt is claimed in the literature (without a proof) [DN89] that,
in order to show that a skewadjoint operator H defines a (local) Pois-
son structure, it suffices to check the Jacobi identity for the Lie bracket
{, 3 ={2a '}H’A:O in V/0V on triples of elements of the form §fu;, where
f € F is a quasiconstant. This is indeed true, provided that the algebra of
quasiconstants F is “big enough”, by the following argument. By a straight-
forward computation, using the Master Formula, we get

{§ fui, {Sgus, Shue ey — {Sguj, {§ fus, Shug} e i
—{{§fui, Sguit e, Shurt e = Sh<{ui)\{ujuuk}H}H

—{uj, fuiuntm b — {{UMUJ'}HAJFHU/&}H) (Ia=af) (lu=a9) -

Clearly, this is zero for all f,g,h € F and all 4,5,k € I if and only if H
is a Poisson structure, provided that the algebra F satisfies the following
non-degeneracy conditions:

(i) if {ha = 0 for some a € V and all h € F, then a = 0,

(i) if P(0)f = 0 for some differential operator P € V[d] and for all f € F,
then P = 0.

Obviously, F fulfills these conditions if it contains the algebra of polynomials
F[z]. Often in the literature this criterion is used also for non-local Poisson
structures, which does not seem to have much sense, since in the non-local
case V/0V does not have a Lie algebra structure.

4.6 Examples

Ezample 4.12. Let V be any algebra of differential functions in ¢ differen-
tial variables, with subalgebra of quasiconstants F < V. Any skewadjoint
rational matrix pseudodifferential operator with quasiconstant coefficients,
H = (H; -(0))ij€ ; € Matyy, F(0), is a Poisson structure. Indeed, by askewad-
jointness of H the A-bracket {--}g is skewsymmetric, and by the Master
Formula, all triple A\-brackets are zero. Note that, if H € Maty,, F((071)) is
skewadjoint, even if it is not a rational matrix, the corresponding A\-bracket
{- x -} m is still admissible, hence it defines a non-local Poisson vertex algebra
on V.

In the special case when H,j(A\) = ¢;;A7!, and C = (Cz’j)f,j:1 is a sym-
metric matrix with constant coefficients, we recover the non-local Poisson
vertex algebras from Example 3.7. When C' if a symmetrized Cartan ma-
trix or extended Cartan matrix of a simple Lie algebra, we get the Poisson
structure for a Toda lattice (see [Fr98]).
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Example 4.13. The following three operators form a compatible family of
non-local Poisson structures (i.e. any their linear combination is a non-
local Poisson structure) on the algebra R; = Flu,u/,u”,...] of differential
polynomials in one variable:

(i) K1 = 0 (GFZ Hamiltonina structure),
(ii) K_1 = 0! (Toda non-local Poisson structure),
(iii) H = u'0~! o’ (Sokolov non-local Hamitonian structure),

First, any linear combination over C of Ky and K_; is a non-local Pois-
son structure, as discussed in Example 4.12. Next, it is easy to show (cf.
[BDSK09, Example 3.14]) that H ! is a symplectic structure over the field of
fractions K1 = FracR;, known as the Sokolov symplectic structure, [Sok84].
Hence, by Theorem 6.2 below, we deduce that H is a non-local Poisson
structure. To conclude that Ky, K 1, H form a compatible family, it suffices
to check that

(4.15) {uxH ()} iy = {up HN) ey = {HA) At Kes

where H(A\) = u/(0 + \)~ '/ € V((A™1)). This is straightforward, but we
shall perform the computation in order to demonstrate how it works. We
have

{uxH (1)} iy, = {uae/(0+ p) "'}y,
_ ((a n A){uw}@) @+ @) " + (0 + A+ 1) (0 + Nfuaul iy,
_ /\lil(a_‘_ﬂ)flu/ +U,()\ _‘_M)fl/\lil )

In the second identity we used the Leibniz rule and sesquilinearity, and in
the last identity we used the definition of the Kj-A-bracket. Hence, the
LHS of (4.15) equals

(4.16) A1i1(8+u)*1u’ _Mlil(a+ A)flu, _’_u/()\_i_u)—l()\lil —,ulil).
Similarly, for the RHS of (4.15) we have
{H\ ) rpuy s, = {0/ 0+ N7 uli,

(417) = ~{ursurowdicn O+ p+ )@+ N7+ (—0 - )T
=A+p+)F(—@+N T+ @+p) ).

It is then immediate to check that (4.16) and the RHS of (4.17) are equal.
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Example 4.14. Dorfman non-local Poisson structure on the algebra of dif-
ferential polynomials Ry = Flu, v/, u”,...] is:

H=0touo oot

One easily shows (cf. [BDSK09, Example 3.14]) that H~! is a symplectic
structure over the field of fractions Ky = FracR;, known as Dorfman sym-
plectic structre, [Dor93], hence H is indeed a non-local Poisson structure.
Furthermore, one can show, by a lengthy calculation, that Sokolov’s and
Dorfman’s non-local Poisson structures are compatible.

Ezample 4.15 (cf. [Dor93]). Another triple of compatible non-local Poisson
structures on Ry = Flu, v/, u”,...] is:

(i) Ky = 0 (GFZ Poisson structure),
(ii) K_; = 0! (Toda non-local Poisson structure),

(iii) H = 0~ 'ou'+u'0~" (potential Virasoro-Magri non-local Poisson struc-
ture).

Ezample 4.16 (cf. [Mag80]). There is yet another triple of compatible non-
local Poisson structures on Ry = Flu,u/,u”,...]:

(i) Ky = 0 (GFZ Poisson structure),
(i) K3 = 03,

(iii) H = 0 oud~! oud (modified Virasoro-Magri non-local Poisson struc-
ture).

Ezample 4.17 (cf. [Mag78, Mag80]). The following is a triple of compatible
non-local Poisson structures on Ry = Flu,v,u/,v',...]:

(i) Ky = 01 (GFZ Poisson structure),

.. 0 -1

(i) K = ( 10 ),

v0 tov —wdlow
—udlov wilou

(i) H = <

) (NLS non-local Poisson structure).
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5 Constructing families of compatible non-local
Poisson structures

As in the previous sections, let V be an algebra of differential functions in
the variables uq,...,uy, we assume that V is a domain, and we let IC be its
field of fractions. As in the local case, two non-local Poisson vertex algebra
A-brackets on V (respectively two non-local Poisson structures) are said to
be compatible if any their linear combination is again a non-local Poisson
vertex algebra structure (resp. a non-local Poisson structure). Such a pair
is called a bi-Poisson structure. More generally, a collection of non-local
Poisson structures {H%},e4 on V, is called compatible if any their (finite)
linear combination is a non-local Poisson structure over V.

Recalling the Jacobi identity (4.12), we introduce the following notation.
Given rational ¢ x f-matrix pseudodifferential operators K, H € Matyy, V(0),
we let J(H,K) = JY(H,K) — J*(H,K) — J3(H,K), where J*(H,K) =
(J%R(H, K)(/\,,u))l.’j’ke[, for « = 1,2,3, are the arrays with the following
entries in V) ,:

JUH K\ p) = Auwin{uy,uitmbic
(5.1) JH(H, K)igeM ) = Ay, {uinu} ot

T (H, K\ p) = Huinugbey, ur -
Consider a collection { H*},e4 of skewadjoint rational non-local matrix pseu-
dodifferential operators. By definition, H® is a Poisson structure if and only

if J(HY, H*) = 0. It is easy to see that the H*’s form a compatible family
of Poisson structures if and only if each pair is compatible, i.e.

(5.2) J(HY HP) + JHP,H*) =0, Ya,B€ A.

Theorem 5.1. Let H, K € Matyx¢V(0) be compatible non-local Poisson
structures over the the algebra of differential functions )V, which is a domain.
Assume that K is an invertible element of the algebra Matyx,V(0). Then
the following sequence of rational matriz pseudodifferential operators with
coefficients in V:

HOY = Kk | HY = (HK)"'H e Mat 4, ,V(0) , n>1,
form a compatible family of non-local Poisson structures over V.

Remark 5.2. Tt is stated in [FF81] that H™ n > 0, are non-local Poisson
structures, but the prove there is given only under the additional assupmtion
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that H is invertible as well. In this case the proof becomes much easier since
HI" is invertible, therefore one needs to prove that (H ["])_1 is a symplectic
structure.

Following the idea in [TT11], we will reduce the proof of Theorem 5.1 to
the following special case of it:

Lemma 5.3. Let ]?I, K € Matyx,V(0) be compatible non-local Poisson
structures over V, and assume that K is an invertible element of the algebra
Matgy o V(0). Then H(0)K~1(0)H (0) € Mat V() is a non-local Poisson
structure over ).

Proof. To simplify notation, in this proof we denote H by H, and we let
R = HE'so that R* = K~'H. Let H®) = HK~'H( = RH = HR*),
and let {-)-}2 = {- -}y be the non-local A\-bracket on V associated to
H € Maty,, V(0) via (4.10). We need to prove the Jacobi identity, i.e.
using the notation in (5.1), that J(H[2! H2) = 0.

We need to compute all three terms J* = J*(HEZ, HZ), 0 (\ 1), for
a = 1,2,3, of the Jacobi identity. First, if f € V and ¢ € I, we have, in
V((AT),

(5.3) {funflz = D {usrsafta RE(N),
sel

(5.4) {uj fl2 = Z{Utu—kaf}HHRfj(N%
tel

(5.5) {Popun}e = Y RO+ o+ 0) {Fappurt i
rel

Both the above equations follow immediately from the Master formula (4.10)
and the definition of H[2I. The following identities are proved in a similar
way, using that K o K—1 = 1,

(5.6) {uinftu = D {usavoftx RN,
sel

(5.7) {uj flu = Z {uiprofir Ry,
tel

(5.8) {Frvptietr = D Rie(N+ 1+ 0) { Froptir} i -
rel

Next, it is not hard to chek, using the left and right Leibniz rules and Lemma
3.9, that, given an admissible non-local A-bracket {- -} on V, the following
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identities hold in V, ,, for every i, j, k € I:

(5.9 {unHE W} = Duntugudnd (| REw)

tel y=p+0
_ T%I R (A+p+0) {uin{ueyur i } <‘y=u+§z} (,u))
+ 2 Rier N+ g1+ 0) {uinfug ur b}
rel
6:10) o IO} = g lossdn) (|, FE)
_ ZE:I Rier (A1) {uj {usgr i} <L=A+§;‘(A)>
+ 2, Rir (A + 4 0) {uj fuirurba},
rel
(5.11) {HE] (Aa+punt = ;I{{Usgguj}H)\_,_/H_auk}H <L:>\+§:i(/\)>
_ SJZEI{{stUt}K)\JFuJFaUk}—» (‘m:)\+§;kl()\)) <‘y:u+]§“?j (N))
2 uinued iy g} R 1)
tel

Here and further we use the following notation: given an element

N
P(Aa :u) = Z pm,n,p/\mﬂno‘ + :u)p € V)\,u s

m,n,p=-—00

and f,g eV, we let

P00 (pe00)
(5.12) N

= D PunpA AP (A + ™) ((u+0)"g) € V-

m,n,p=—00

In equation (5.11) we used the assumption that H and K are skewadjoint.
Combining equations (5.3) and (5.9), equations (5.4) and (5.10), and equa-
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tions (5.5) and (5.11), we get, respectively,
(5.13)]1 = {UiA{Uj“ukb}?
p— *, *
= X tuscluguihirtu (| RO (| RE0))

otel T=A+0

= X Bt d) fussuudda (| RE0)(| | RW)

r,s,tel e=A+0

£ 2 Brht o+ ) sl wdadu (| REO)).,
r,sel

(5.14)% = {u;, {uirug}2}o
= X (g, fueuyirdn (| REO)(| _BGW)

T
s,tel

= % Bulntd) fufubida (| R0 (| Riw)

r,s,tel 2=A+0

+ Z Rier (N + p+ 0) {ugy{uinur b} o (’ Ry; (M)) ;

rtel ype
(5.15\° = {{uinujay, unte
= 3 Bt D i (| BEO)

St
=\
r,sel 2=A+0

= 3 B+ it 0 {fusguibien aurdn (| RSO0 Rl 0)

r,s,tel

+ D7 RO+ o+ 0) {{uinue} g otk R (1)
ritel

T=A+0

We need to prove that J' —J% — J3 = 0. The first term of the RHS of (5.13)
combined with the first term of the RHS of (5.14) gives, by the Jacobi
identity for H and by equation (5.8),

(5.16)

> ({Usm{utyuk}H}H - {ujy{usmuk}H}HX‘ RZO\))(L/:M&R%(M))

ool T=A+0

= Z {{’U,sx‘ut}H:Beruk}H} (‘ R:ZO\)) <‘y:u+6Rfj(M)>

s,tel T=A+0
FMR;@))(\FMR;m)).

= 3 ROt g+ gt gy e (
r,s,tel
Similarly, the third term of the RHS of (5.13) combined with the first term
of the RHS of (5.15) gives, by the Jacobi identity for H and by equation
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(5.17)

Z Rir(A+p+0) <{U5x{ujuur}H}H - {{usxuj}H)\Jr“Jraur}H_))

r,sel
RE) = Y RerA+ o+ 0) fug fueudadu (| REO))

(

AT r,sel =\+0
- 2 RIS o s o v (R (O T (R T B

In the same way, the third term of the RHS of (5.14) combined with the
third term of the RHS of (5.15) gives, by the Jacobi identity for H and by
equation (5.6),

= 3 RerOh+ 1+ 0) ({uay fuinwr iy + {{uisuehiy gy ur ki)

r.tel
Ry == Rir (N + i+ 0) {ugy{ugunr
(5.18) <y:“+a (M)) r,tZGI R
<’yzﬂ+aRfj(u)> - Z Ry (A + o+ 0) {usx{uryur b} i

r,s,tel

(|, Bm) (\FMR:; ).

Finally, combining the second term in the RHS of (5.13), (5.14) and (5.15),
together with the RHS of equations (5.16), (5.17) and (5.18), we get

JoP = Y Ryt ) ( — {usg {uryuy i}
r,s,tel
+{uty{u81‘u7’}K}H + {{usxut}KeryuT’}H_) + {{usxut}HeryuT’}K

Hugy{uszur iy — {us)\{utyur}H}K> ( x=)\+&R:i(/\)> (‘y=u+aRZ} (M)) ,

which is zero since, by assumption, H and K are compatible. O

Remark 5.4. The proof of Lemma 5.3 does not use the assumption that K
is a Poisson structure.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We prove, by induction on n > 1, that the rational
matrix pseudodifferential operators

HO = g, g = |7, ... HIM e Mat 1,,V(0),

form a compatible family of non-local Poisson structures over V. For n = 1,
this holds by assumption. Assuming by induction that the statement holds
for n = 1, we will prove that it holds for n + 1. Namely, thanks to the
observations at the beginning of the section, we need to prove that
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(1) J(H[nJrl],H[nJrl]) =0,
(i) J(H, gy ¢ gl g = 0 for every m = 0,...,n.

By the inductive assumption, H = S oxiH [il is a Poisson structure for
every xo,..., T, € F. Hence, by Lemma 5.3, we get the following Poisson
structure for every point (zg,...,z,) € F"*t!:

n 2n
HE'H = ) 2 HOK T HU = 3 Qy(a, ... ) HP
i,j=0 p=0

where, for p =0,...,2n,

(5.19) Qp(zo, ..., xpn) = Z TiTj .
(iifrjjz(i)v)
We thus get
2n
0=JHK 'HHK 'H) =Y Q3(xo....,v,)J(HP, HFI)
2n 0
+ 3 Qu0, .- 70)Qq(0, - ., ) (J(HP!, HI) 4 g (1, HIPL))
(i
for every (wg,...,x,) € F**1. Note that, by the inductive assumption,

J(HP), HIPl) = 0 for every 0 < p <n and J(HP), Hla) + j(Hld, gl = 0
for every 0 < p < g < n. Hence the above equation gives

(5.20)
2n
' Qiwo, ... @) (HP, HIPY)
p=n+1
n 2n

+Z Z QP($07'-'7xn)Qq(x07---7$n)(J(H[p]7H[q])+J(H[q]7H[p]))

p=0g=n+1

2n
+ D0 Qpl@o, -, w0)Qql@o, -, x) (J(HPL HI) 1+ g(HA, HP)) = 0

p,q=n+1

(p<q)
for every (zo,...,7,) € F"*!. Next, we introduce a grading in the algebra
of polynomials in zy,...,z,, letting deg(x;) = i. Then Qp(zo,...,xy) is
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homogeneous of degree p. By looking at the terms of degree d = 2n + 2 in
equation (5.20), we get
(5.21)
n
Q2 (@0, ) J(HI B 4 37 Q)
=2

Q2n+2—p (LZ'(), sy xn) (J(H[;D], H[2n+27p]) + J(H[2n+27p]7 H[p])) =0 ’

while, by looking at the terms of degree d = m +n + 1 with m € {0,...,n}
in equation (5.20), we get

Z Qp(ﬂim e 7xn)Qm+n+l—p<x07 e 7xn)

(5.22) =0
(J(H[p],H[er"H’p]) + J(H[m+n+1*p]’H[p])) =0,
for every (xg,...,z,) € F*"1. To conclude the proof, we only need to show

that equations (5.21) and (5.22) imply respectively relations (i) and (ii)
above. This is a consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. (a) For everyn > 1,
(5.23)

Q2 1(@o, - wa) ¢ Spams{Qp(o, . 70)Qnra—p(@o, @) |

(b) For everyn =1 and m € {0,...,n},

(5.24) QnQuir # Spanse{ QQuin i1y

o<p<m—1

Proof. Note that,

n 0 if p < 2]€,

= Z TiT; = :17% if p =2k,

i,j=Fk 2Tyt + ... ifp>2k.
(i+ji=p)

We prove part (a) separately in the cases when n is even and odd. If
n = 2k — 1 is odd, letting zg = -+ = 251 = 0 we have Q,11 = x% # 0,
and @, = 0 for all p = 2,...,n = 2k — 1. This implies (5.23) for odd n. If
n = 2, we have Qs = 2xgx2 + x%, Q3 = 2x179, Q4 = x%, hence Q% ¢ FQ2Qy.
If n = 2k with k& > 2, letting 29 = --- = 231 = 0 we have @, = 0 for all
p=2,....,n—1,Q, = $z, Qni1 = 20,k 1, Qnio = 20k Thao ~|—:17z+1. Since
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%H = 4x%xi+l is not a multiple of Q,,Qni2 = Qx%xmg + x%xiﬂ, (5.23)

holds for even n.

Similarly, we prove part (b) separately in the cases when m is even and
odd. If m = 2k is even, letting xyp = -+ = xp_1 = 0 we have Q,,Qni1 =
23Qn+1 # 0,and Q, = 0 for all p = 2,...,m—1. Hence (5.24) holds for even
m. For m = 1 < n, we have Qg = wg, Q1 = 2zoz1, Qni1 = 2012, + . ...
Therefore, QoQn2 is divisible by 22, while Q1Qn+1 = 220712712, + ...)

is not. Finally, if m = 2k + 1 is odd, with & > 1, letting zg = --- = 21 =0
we have @, = 0 for all p = 2,...,m — 2, Q1 = :Ez, Qm = 2TkTpyq,
Qni1 = 2TkTpy1—k + 2Tk 1Zp—g + ... Hence, Qm-1Qniz = 22Qny2 is
divisible by xi, while Q,,Qni1 = 4xiwk+1xn+1_k + 4wsz+1:ﬂn_k + ... 1s
not, proving (5.24) for odd m. O

O

Example 5.6. Let K = 0%, H = %o %0 o %82. These are compatible Hamil-
tonian structures (see [DSKW10]). Hence, by Theorem 5.1,

1
HM = (HK )" 'H =0?0(=00)*0d, neZ,,
u
are compatible Poisson structures. This was proved in [DSKW10] by direct
verification, and deduced from Theorem 5.1 in [TT11].

6 Symplectic structures and Dirac structures in
terms of non-local Poisson structures

6.1 Simplectic structure as inverse of a non-local Poisson
structure

As in the previous sections, let V be an algebra of differential functions in
the variables u1, ..., up, which is a domain, and let K be its field of fractions.

Recall that (see e.g. [BDSKO09]) a (local) symplectic structure on V is an
¢ x £ matrix differential operator S = (Si'(a))mel € Matyyy V[?] which is
skewadjoint and satisfies the following symplectic identity:

OSki() \n  OSki(N) 208 (M)
61 ] ( N i+ (A= =) e )_0.

nel 4 J 7

We can write the symplectic identity (6.1) in terms of the Beltrami \-
bracket (- x-): V x V — V[\], introduced in [BDSKO09]. It is defined as the
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symmetric A-bracket such that (u;\u;) = 0;;, and extended by the Master
Formula (4.10):

_ m ag m+n af
(frg) = Z (1) m(AJra) -
el 7 i
m,nel4
Then, the symplectic identity (6.1) becomes
(6.2) Cujyfuigurys) = Cwipfugyuts) + Qujyuibsy, ue) =0,

where, recalling (4.10), we let {u;, u;}s = Si;j(A).

Note that, if S € Matyyx,V(0) is a rational matrix pseudodifferential
operator with coefficients in V, then, by Corollary 3.11, all three terms in
the LHS of equation (6.2) lie in V) ,,. Hence, equation (6.2) still makes sense
(as an equation in V) ,,).

Definition 6.1. A non-local symplectic structure on V is a skewadjoint
rational matrix pseudodifferential operator S = (Si-(é))ije ; € Matyx, V(0)
with coeflicients in V, satisftying equation (6.2) in Vy , for all ¢, j, k € I.

Theorem 6.2. Let S € Matyy,V(0) be a skewadjoint rational matriz pseu-
dodifferential operator with coefficients in the algebra of differential functions
V. Assume that S is an invertible element of the algebra Matyy, V(). Then,
S is a non-local symplectic structure over V if and only if S~ is a non-local
Poisson structure over V.

Proof. Clearly, S is skewadjoint if and only if S~! is skewadjoint. Hence,
recalling the Definition 4.9 of non-local Poisson structure, we only need to
show that equation (6.1) in V) , is equivalent to the Jacobi identity (4.12),
again in V) ,, for H = S~1. By equation (3.6), Remark 3.12, and the Master
Formula (4.10), we have, letting S;;(0) = Z;V:_Oo 5ij:p0P,

(6.3)
{UiAZ{UjMUk}H}H = {uin(S k(W) } g1 =
N
— Z (S DkrN + 1+ O){uirsreps—1 (1 + 0P (S~ )5 (n)
ri{=1p=—00

== Y E e a (A + DS

r,s,tel, neZ

<55rt(/l +0)

PO RRCRL )
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Exchanging ¢ with j and A with u, we get

{Uju{ui)\uk}H}H = — Z (S er(\+ p+0)

r,s,tel, neZ

((u +0)"(S7h)y (u)) <7asr;i§n;r 9

(6.4)
(S7aW) -

Similarly, by equation (3.7) and Remark 3.12, we have, using the assumption
that S is skewadjoint,

{uinubryy utm = {057 (Masptn f g

¢ N
= Z Z {StS;pAJrquauk}S*lﬁ(sil)tj(ﬂ)()‘+a)p(sil)si()\)

s,t=1p=—0
D N G T O TR [ S e
r,s,tel, meZ4
0S1s(\ + 0)
au(m)

T

(6.5)

(5w (571M)

Combining equations (6.3), (6.4) and (6.5), we get that the LHS of the
Jacobi identity (4.12) is

{wir{uj urtmde —{wj {visuet b — Huiu oy, unde

= Z (Sfl)kr()\ + 4 a) ( _ 6Srt(y)xn asrs(;p) .

(66) r,s,tel, neZl 4+ (9%(;") 6u§")
I 0S4s(2) 1y . —1y
(Fe-y=9) 0u£n) > < :c=>\+a(s )SZ()\)) <‘y=u+6(5 )i (,u)) ’

where we used the notation introduced in (5.12). Clearly, the RHS of (6.6)
is zero, provided that the symplectic identity (6.1) holds. For the opposite
implication, we have, by (6.6),

D, Sz +y+9) <{Uz’x{ujyuk}H}H —{uy, {wizuet it
i,5,kel

—{{Uimuj}Hq;-i-yuk}H) <’m:A+aSi“<)‘)) <’y:“+65j (M))

_ Z . aS’YB(:u))\n_’_ aS’YOc<)‘)Mn_(_)\_M_a)nasﬁa(/\) .

TLEZ+

Hence, equation (4.12) implies equation (6.1). O
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6.2 Dirac structure in terms of non-local Poisson structure

Let V be an algebra of differential functions, which is a domain, and let IC
be its field of fractions.

We have the usual pairing V& x V¢ — V/dV given by (F|P) = ({F - P.
This pairing is non-degenerate (see e.g. [BDSK09, Prop.1.3(a)]). We extend
it to a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form

(6.7) Gy (VEE@ V) x (W eV - v/ov,

given by (FOPIG@ Q) =§(F-Q+ G- P).
The Courant-Dorfman product o is the following product on the space
VOl g Ve

(6.8) (FOP)o(GOQ) = (D(0)P+Dp(0)G—Dr(0)Q+Dr(0)Q)®[P, Q]
where, for P,Q € V', we let
(6.9) [P.Q] = Do(&)P — Dp(d)Q.

By definition, if F' € V¥ is closed (cf. Section 4.3), we have Dp(0)Q —
D7}(0)Q = 0. Moreover, it is straightforward to check that, for arbitrary
G e V9 and P e V!, we have

]

(PG
Hence, formula (6.8) takes a simpler form when F' and G are closed elements
of V&,

(6.10) (F@P)o(G@Q):%<fP-G>®[P,Q].

Remark 6.3. All the above notions have a natural interpretation from the
point of view of variational calculus. Indeed, the space V' is naturally iden-
tified with the Lie algebra of evolutionary vector fields g, and the space
V@ ig naturally identified with the space of variational 1-forms Q'. Then
the contraction of variational 1-forms by evolutionary vector fields gives the
inner product (6.7); the Courant-Dorfman product corresponds to the de-
rived bracket [, -]4, where [-, -] is the Lie superalgebra bracket on the space
of endomorphisms of the space of all de Rham forms over V, and d = ad(J),
where ¢ is the de Rham differential, [BDSK09, Prop.4.2].
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Definition 6.4 ([Dor93, BDSK09]). A Dirac structure is a subspace L <
VOV, which is maximal isotropic with respect to the inner product (6.7),
and which is closed under the Courant-Dorfman product (6.8).

Remark 6.5. If £L < V¥ @V is a Dirac structure, then the subspace
g={F@PecL|Fisclosed } c L

is a Lie algebra with respect to the Courant-Dorfman product, and its de-
rived Lie algebra lies in the subalgebra
h = {g DPc z} .
ou

Indeed, the Courant-Dorfman product (6.8) on V¥ @ V’ satisfies the left
Jacobi identity, cf. [BDSKO09, Sec.4.2]. Moreover, by the isotropicity as-
sumption on £ we have {P-G = —{Q - F for F®P, G®Q € L, so that the
Courant-Dorfman product restricted to g, given by formula (6.10) is also
skewsymmetric. Therefore g is a Lie algebra with respect to o, and, again
by formula (6.10), b contains the derived subalgebra g o g.

Given two ¢ x £ matrix differential operators A, B € Maty., V[0] consider
the following subspace of V®¢ @ V*:

(6.11) Lap={B0O)X®A0)X|X eV},

Proposition 6.6. The subspace Lap C VO @V s isotropic with respect
to the inner product (6.7) if and only if

(6.12) A*B+B*A=0.

If, moreover, B is non-degenerate, then (6.12) holds if and only if AB™' €
Matgy o K((071)) is skewadjiont, while if A is non-degenerate then (6.12)
holds if and only if BA™ € Matyy( KC((071)) is skewadjiont.

Proof. For X,Y € V® we have
(B(O)X ® A(0)X | B(O)Y @ A(0)Y ) = [Y - (A*(0)B(0) + B*(0)A(9)) X .
Hence, due to non-degeeracy of the pairing (F|P) = {F- P, the space L4 p is

isotropic if and only if (6.12) holds. The remaining statements are straight-
forward. O
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Ezample 6.7. Letting A € Matyy,V and B = 1, 0, condition (6.12) holds if
and only if A is a symmetric matrix with entries in C < V (the subring of
constant functions). In this case AB~! is a skewadjont matrix pseudodiffer-
ential operator and L4 g = {AX ®oX ‘ X e V@M} is an isotropic subspace
of VO @ V. Tt is not hard to show directly that £ A,B is maximal isotropic
if and only if the matrix A is non-degenerate. When V = K is a differential
field, this is a corollary of the following general result:

Proposition 6.8 ([CDSKI12b]). Let K be a differential field, and let H =
AB™' be a minimal fractional decomposition of the skewadjoint rational
matriz pseudodifferential operator H € Matyyy K(0). Then the subspace
Lap < K® @ KCt is mazimal isotropic with respect to the inner product
(6.7).

Proposition 6.9. Suppose that A, B € Matyx¢ V|[0] satisfy equation (6.12).
Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) (X oY, Z)=0 for all X,Y,Z € L4 p.
(ii) for every F,G € V' one has:

A*(0)Dp(a)a (0)A(O)F + A*(a)DZ(a)p(a)B(a)
(6.13)  —A*(0)Dpo)r(0)A(0)G + A*(0) Dy (DA(Q)G
+B*(0)D g(0)c(0)A(O) F — B*(0 )DA(a r(0)A(0)G =

(iii) for every i,j,k € I, one has in the space V|, u):

(6.14)
5 (Azsu bt o) 20 o) - B0k o 4 )
#81,0+ ) (2RO ) - Gk 0 a0
A g o)A == o (B + e, (u))) ~ 0.

Proof. Letting X = B(0)F ® A(0)F,Y = B(0)G ® A(0)G, Z = B(O)E®
A(0)E, condition (i) reads

S(A(Q)E) - ( B@G(OAOF + D3 5 p(0)B(0)G — Dpo)r(0)A(0)G
+D55p (DAQ)G) + (B(O)E)(Da(o)c () AO)F =D aa)r () A(9)G) =0.
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Since the above equation holds for every E € V®¢ it reduces, integrating by
parts, to equation (6.13). For this we use the non-degeneracy of the pairing
(6.7). This proves that conditions (i) and (ii) are equivalent.

We next prove that conditions (ii) and (iii) are equivalent, provided
that (6.12) holds. For a@ = 1,...,6, let (6.13), be the k-entry of the a-th
term of the LHS of (6.13): for example (6.13); = (A*(0)Dpa)c:(0)A(O)F),.
We have, by the definition of the Frechet derivative and some algebraic
manipulations (similar to those used in the proof of [BDSK09, Prop.1.16]),

@9 = 35 (a0 TH5e) anon

1,5,8,tel n€Z 4
oG,

G sj<a>waw<am),
ouy,

613, = % ¥ (an@cor(Zn) b0
i,J,8,tel neZ Us

FALO(-0" T ADB G, ),

(
©13), = - 3 Y <Ak5 (aBsgsf)m)a"Atj(a)Gj

1,7,8,tel neZ 4
o0F;

FALOB0) 50" 0 ).

6BZ- P
(6.13), = <Ak5 ti))Fi)Atj(a)Gj
0u
,],s,tel nel4 s
FAL(O)(- >" P B304y ()6, )
(6.13); = <Bks aASJ )Gj)a"Ati(a)F,-
,],s,tel nel 4
FBIL(0)A(0) (f)a“Amw) ).
ou,"
0A5i(0) N\
6.13)5 = — > ) < o)( e F;)o" A4 (0)G;
1,5,8,tel n€Z 4 Uy

x oF; _,
—I—Bks(a)ASZ(é)—a (n)a Am‘(@)Gj) .
U

t
Combining the second terms in the RHS of (6.13); and (6.13)5 we get zero,
thanks to equation (6.12). Similarly, we get zero if we combine the second
terms in the RHS of (6.13)2 and (6.13)4, and if we combine the second
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terms in the RHS of (6.13)3 and (6.13)g. Equation (6.14) thus follows from
equation (6.13) once we replace ¢ acting on F; by A, and ¢ acting on G; by
L ]

Remark 6.10. It follows by Definition 6.4 and Proposition 6.9 that a Dirac
structure is a maximal isotropic subspace £ of V& @ V! satisfying one of
the equivalent conditions (i)—(iii) above.

Proposition 6.11. Suppose that A, B € Maty.y V(0] satisfy equation (6.12)
and assume that B is non-degenerate. Suppose, moreover, that the (skewad-
joint) rational matriz pseudodifferential operator H = AB™' has coefficients
inV, i.e. He Matyx,V(0). Consider the corresponding non-local \-bracket
{-x -} given by the Master Formula (4.10). Then the Jacobi identity (4.12)

on {- -} is equivalent to equation (6.14) on the entries of matrices A and
B.

Proof. Letting As(0) = Z%:O ast;m 0™ and By (0) = Zr]‘io bijn0". By for-
mula (4.11) and the left Leibniz rule (3.4) we have,

{wir{u; untutn = D {uirAre (1 + 0B (1)

rel

M
= Z Z {wiraprimbm (p + a)mB;jl (1)
rel m=0
+ 3 ApeN + o+ O)fuin B (1)} i

rel

By equation (3.8) we have
{uirBy;' (1) ur

M
= - Z Z (Bil)rs()‘ +p+ a){ui)\bst;m}H(M + a)m(Bil)tj(M) :

s,tel m=0

Combining the above two equations we then get, using the Master Formula
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(4.10),

{uzx{uwuk}H}H

-y Yy i (4 277 55100) (04 9740+ 255 0)

r,s,tel m=0 neZ+

Z Z Z Akr()\—i_u—i_a)(B_l)rs()\‘FM-i-a)

p7q77“78,t€[ m=0 TLEZ+

";bsg;j; (G 0B )) (A + 0" Ay (A + B ()

-3 Y (M"”““+a 10) (0 A+ B )

r,s,tel neZ

Z Z Akr/\dl':u_‘_a)( 71)7‘5(/\4',&4-6)

p,q,r,S,tel neZ 4

<0Bst (1 +0)
8u1(,")

(B™i5()) (3 + 0" Apg (A + B (V)

Next, we apply B}, (A + i+ 0) to both sides of the above equation (on the
left), replace A by A\ + 0 acting on By (), replace pu by u + 0 acting on
B;j (1), and sum over i, j,k € I. As a result we get, using the assumption
(6.12) (see notation (5.12)),

(6.15)

Z Bl (A4 + a){uix{ujyuk}H}H<
i,5,kel

r=X\+ aBii/(A)) <‘y:u+aBjj’(M))

=S (Bt o+ ) o
ol

kel neZ
i (1)

0By,
e+ )2 0 07 a0 ).

ou;

Exchanging i" with j/ and A with g in (6.15), we get
(6.16)

Z B\ + w4+ g, {wiguitu b (’ :)\+6Bii’<)‘)) <‘y:u+aBjj’(M))

i,5,kel
= X B+t Ol udidu (| Baw)(|  Bie)
i,5,kel
0 A (A
= > > (Bk,k A+ p+0) (() )( +0) A1)
k,jel neZy ou
0By (A .
+ AL AN+ p+0) ak(s) )(u +0) Ajj,(ﬂ)> .
(T
J

ol



We are left to study the third term in the Jacobi identity. By the right
Leibniz rule (3.4) we get,

Huinug by, unb = D {Ajr (A + ) B (Mg unba

rel

M
— 3 (gl "B

rel m=0

M
+Z Z {Briil(/\)k+u+&uk}HH(—,u —0)"ajrim -

rel m=0

By equation (3.9) we have
(B (Mt prourtu_,

l M
== 3 D ettt o (O 7B aN) ) (B ar +0).

s,t=1m=0

Combining the above two equations and using the Master Formula (4.10)
we then get

{{ui)\uj}H)\Jruuk}H

= > A+ p+ OB A+ p+ (A —p—0) -
r,s,tel Ous
TLGZ+
— > AW+ p+ 0By A+ p+ ) (-A—p—0)"
,D,q,S,tel
TLGZ+

w04 A+ ) oy

<aBst(A +0)

- -1
L B (B i+ DAL ()
Up
Hence, if we apply, as before, B}, (XA + p + 0) on the left, replace A by
A+ 0 acting on By (A), replace p by p + 0 acting on Bjj(it), and sum over
i,7,k € I, we get, using (6.12),

Z B\ + 1+ O {uizwsb i, urtn <‘x_/\+aB,~,~/(/\)>
i,5,kel —
(6.17) <‘y:u+aBjj’<N)) = - Z N A A+ (A — )"
J,kel neZ
0A;s(N) OB,y (\)
( B By () + 2 A () )
duy, ou,
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Combining (6.15), (6.16) and (6.17), we get that the expression
Y, Bik(A+u+0) <{uix{ujyuk}H}H — {uj, {vizuntmta

i,5,kel
Bii’O\)) (‘ Bjj’(,u))

_{{uiruj}H:c+yuk}H>< y=p+0

T=A+0

is the same as the LHS of (6.14). The claim follows from the assumption
that the matrix B € Matyy, V[0] has non-zero Dieudonneé determinant. [

Theorem 6.12. Let V be an algebra of differential functions in the variables
Ul,...,up, which is a domain, and let K be its field of fractions. Let H =
AB™!, with A, B € Maty,,V|[d], B non-degenerate, be a minimal fractional
decomposition (cf. Definition 2.12 and Remark 2.14) of the rational matriz
pseudodifferential operator H € Matyyx, V(0). Then the subspace

(6.18) Lap(K)={B@)X®A0)A|X e K¥} c k¥ @K,

18 a Dirac structure if and only if H is a non-local Poisson structure over

V.

Proof. Tt immediately follows from Remark 2.14 and Propositions 6.6, 6.8,
6.9 and 6.11. O

Remark 6.13. We may define a “generalized” Dirac structure as a subspace
L of VO* @ V', such that £ < L+ (i.e. L is isotropic), and Lo L < L+
(i.e. condition (i) in Proposition 6.9 holds), where £* is the orthogonal
complement to £ with respect to the inner product (6.7). Note that a
Dirac structure is a special case of this when £ is maximal isotropic. If
A, B € Matyy,V[0], with B non-degenerate, then L4 p is a generalized
Dirac structure if and only if H = AB~! is a non-local Poisson structure
over V (not necessarily in its minimal fractional decomposition). Note also
that any subspace of a generalized Dirac structure is a generalized Dirac
structure.

6.3 Compatible pairs of Dirac structures

The notion of compatibility of Dirac structures was introduced by Gelfand
and Dorfman [GD80], [Dor93] (see also [BDSKO09]). In this paper we intro-
duce a weaker, but more natural, notion of compatibility, which still can
be used to implement successfully the Lenard-Magri scheme of integrabil-
ity, and which is more closely related to the notion of compatibility of the
corresponding non-local Poisson structures.
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Given two Dirac structures £ and £/ < V®¢ (—DVZ, we define the relations
(6.19)
Neo = {P@P/|FC—BP€£, F®P e/ for some I e V@)Z} c ViVt
N = {F(—DF"F(—BPG L, F'®Pe/l forsomelP e VZ} c VoL@,

Definition 6.14. Two Dirac structures £, L' < VO @ V¢ are said to be
compatible if for all P,P',Q,Q" € V!, F, F', F" € V¥ such that

PP, QadQ eNyp and FOF , FF®F e Ngp,
we have
(6.20)  (FI[P, Q) — (F'[P,Q]) — (F'[[F,Q]) + (F"|[P",Q]) = 0,
where, as before, (F|P) = {F- P, and, for P,Q € V*, [P, Q] is given by (6.9).

Remark 6.15. The original notion of compatibility, introduced by Dorfman
in [Dor93], is similar, except that Nz is replaced by the “dual” relation

Nip ={FeF eV'eV¥|(F.P=(F P forall P@P eNyp}.

Since £ and £’ are isotropic, we have, for F'@® F' € N/, and for Q@ Q' €
Neon SF-Q =—§G-P=(F'-Q, where P € V* and G € V®* are such that
FOP,GOQeL FFoP,G®Q €L Hence, Ng v = Nf 1.

Even with the weaker notion of compatibility, the following important
theorem still holds (cf. [BDSK09, Thm.4.13]).

Theorem 6.16. Let (L,L") be a pair of compatible Dirac structures. Let
Fy, Fy, Fy € VO be such that:

(i) Fo and Fy are closed, i.e. Dy, (0) = Dp,(0) forn =0,1;
(’l"i) FQ(—DFl, Fl (—DFQ 6./\/2?0.
Then, for all P® P',Q ® Q' € N¢ o, we have

(6.21) §@ - (D, (0) = D3, () P = 0.
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Proof. By the assumption (6.20), we have
0= (B[P, Q)) — (F[P.Q) — (B[P, Q) + (F2|[P', Q))
_ f (Fo- Do(0)P — Fo- Dp(@)Q — Fi - Dgy(9)P + Fy - Dp(2)Q
P+ By Dp(Q + By Dg(OF = Fy- D Q)
f (F|Q) — (F1|Q")) JQ — ((Fo|P) = (F1|P"))
- [P (@i - @) + [ @ (i) - @)
—JQ-DFO @+ [ P-Dr0Q +f@ -Dm(a)P—fP-DFl(a)Q’
+[ @ Dr@P - [P Du@Q - [ De@P + [P D@

In the second identity we used the definition (6.9) of the Lie bracket on
V¢, and in the last identity we used equation (4.7). Since, by assumption,
Fy®F € Ng o and QBQ' € N 1, we have (by Remark 6.15) that (Fy|Q) =
(F1]Q"). Hence the first term in the RHS above is zero, and, by the same
argument, the first four terms are zero. The following six terms are also
zero since, by assumption, Dg,(0) and Dp, (0) are selfadjoint. In conclusion,
equation (6.21) holds. O

—Fy - Dg

—~

°“|<>q:|°“

6.4 Compatible non-local Poisson structures and the corre-
sponding compatible pairs of Dirac structures

In Theorem 6.12 we proved that to a non-local Hamiltonian structure H €
Maty o V() in its minimal fractional decomposition H = AB~!, with A, B €
Maty¢ V[0], there corresponds a Dirac structure £4 g(KC) over the field of
frations K. In this section we prove that to a compatible pair of non-local
Poisson structures H = AB™', K = CD™!, in their minimal fractional
decompositions, there corresponds a compatible pair of Dirac structures
L4 B(K), Lo,p(K) over K. This is stated in the following:

Theorem 6.17. Let V be an algebra of differential functions in uq,...,uyp,
which is a domain, and let IC be its field of fractions. Let H, K € Matyy,; V(0)
be compatible non-local Poisson structures over V. Let H = AB™!, K =
CD™1 be their minimal fractional decompositions (cf. Definition 2.12 and
Remark 2.14). Then L4 g(K) and Lo p(K) are compatible Dirac structures
over IC.

By Theorem 4.8, the Poisson structures H and K over V are compatible
if and only if we have the following “mixed” Jacobi identity on generators
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(i,7,k € I):

{wirfuj untmy i — {uj {uiud o e — {uinuba g, ued ik

(6.22) Huin{uy utrte — {ug {uowe kb — {unwbey untn =0,

In order to relate the above condition to the compatibility of the cor-
responding Dirac structures £4 g and L¢c p, we need to compute explicitly
each term of the above equation. This is done in the following:

Lemma 6.18. Suppose that the pairs (A, B) and (C, D), with A,B,C,D €
Matyy, V[0], satisfy equation (6.12):

(6.23) A*B+B*A=0, C*D+ D*C =0.

Assume that B and D are non-degenerate, and that the (skewadjoint) ra-
tional matriz pseudodifferential operators H = AB™" and K = CD™! have
coefficients in V, i.e. H, K € Matyy,V(0). Consider the corresponding non-
local \-brackets {-x-}g and {- -}k given by the Master Formula (4.10).
Then, in terms of notation (5.12), we have the following identities for every
i, K el:

(6.24)
Z Bl (A +p+ a){uix{ujyuk}H}K(’xz)\_,_aDii’O‘)) (’y=u+aBjj’(M))
i,5,kel
. oAy .
=SS B+ 2 0L o0
i,kel neZ4 aui
. OBy .
N NN P R L LI oMY
ikel neZ du,
(6.25)

Z DA+ p + 5){Uix{ujyuk}K}H(‘x=,\+aBii’()‘)) (‘y=u+aDjj’(N))
i,5,kel

= > ) Dip(A+p+ 5)%0\ +0)" Air(A)

. (n)
ikel neZ U,
i,kel neZ. u;
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(6.26)
> BingO + p+ 0){uy {uigurt iy i (|, s Biv (V) (ly= s D (1)
i,5,kel

- Z Z Bz’k<)‘+ﬂ+a)aazl(()/\)( +0)"Cjjr (1)

j,kel neZ4
0By .,
]k‘EIHEZ+ a ]

(6.27)
Y D+ p+ Ofuy {uigury i ba (|, o Dir (V) (lyz i o Bisr (1))

i,5,kel
. 0C (A .
= 3% Db+ ) e 04,0

| @)
j keI neZ Uy
0D (A n
+ 3 ), Ci(A+u+0) ’“(n() )(u +0)" Az (),
j.kel neZy u;
(6.28)
> Din O+ o+ O f{uigu b,k (|, o Bir (V) (lyz 0By (1))
i,5,kel
0A (N
== > D G+ (A —p— a)”ﬂ—(n())ij(u)
jkel nely ouy,
0B (A
R NI 2 <X/ CTRE. [ SR L 25 RS
j,kel neZ auk
(6.29)
> Bl + i+ O {{uigui i,y yunt i (|, o Die (V) (| o Dig (1)
i,5,kel
0C;
== D A A p (A —p—0)" J(,E) )Djj’<,“)
j,kel neZ ou
0D ;i1(A
SN S AL O A ) J—(n())cmm-
j.kel neZ auk

Proof. For equation (6.24), we can use the Leibniz rule and equation (3.8)
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to get

{uio{uj untm}i = Y g Are(y + (B~ )ri(y)}

rel

=3 N iz} (y + O™ (B (y)

rel meZ

- Z Akr(‘r +ty+ a)(Bil)rpQT +ty+ a){ui)\bpq;m}K<y + a)m(Bil)qj (y) :

r,p,qel
m€Z+

We can then use the Master Formula (4.10) to get

fualgudibe = Y Y (D (51 ) @ + 0 Kasla)

r,sel neZy augn)
_ 0B +0
— 2 Aty + B ey + 0)(%
r,p,q,s€l aus
n€Z+

(B™4())

x(x + 0)"Kg(z).

If we now replace z with A + ¢ acting on D;(A\) and y by u + 0 acting on
Bjj (1), and we apply B}, (A 4+ p + 0), acting from the left, to both sides of
the above equation, we get, after using the assuption (6.23), that equation
(6.24) holds. Equation (6.25) is obtained from (6.24) by exchanging the roles
of H and K. Equation (6.26) is obtained from (6.24) by exchanging A\ with
pu and ¢ and ¢ with j and j’ respectively, and equation (6.27) is obtained
from (6.26) by exchaing the roles of H and K. Finally, equations (6.28) and
(6.29) can be derived with a similar computation, which involves the right
Leibniz rule (instead of the left) and equation (3.9) (instead of (3.8)). O

Let us next describe the relations (6.19) associated to Dirac structures
L4,p(K) and Lc,p(K) defined in (6.18). We have

Neant0).Lonr) = {AOX ®@C(OX'| X, X" e K%, B(0)X = D(0)X'},
Nea st zonw) ={B@O)Z@®D()Z'| 2,2 € K®, A(0)Z = C(0)Z'} .

Hence, by Definition 6.14, the Dirac structures £4 g and L¢ p are compat-
ible if and only if, for every X, X", Y,Y'. Z, Z' , W, W' € V® such that

B(&)X = D(O)X', B(0)Y = D(d)Y', B(OW = D(0)Z,

(6.31)
A(D)Z =C(0)Z' , AW =C(@W,
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we have the following identity:

(B(0)z][A Y]) — (D(0)Z'|[A(0)X, C(2)Y"])

(6.32)
— (B( Wy A(&)Y]) + (D@W'|[C()X',C(0)Y"]) = 0.

Lemma 6.19. Suppose that H = AB™' and K = CD™' are non-local
Poisson structures, and that conditions (6.31) hold. Then equation (6.32)
1$ equivalent to the following equation:

(6.33)

~(B@)ZIA@)Y)
~ §(A@Y) - Dp(ay7(DADX = §(A@Y) - Diyo)x (B2

Similarly, we have

C)q

(6.35) (D(&)Z’][A(&)X Co)y’]) = (4 5u —(D(9)Z'|C(9)Y)
—f© ) Dpayz (5)14 )X — S )Y') - D}a)x (0)D(0)Z'
(B@OW[[C(0)X', AQ)Y]) = §(C(9)X) - %(B(&)WM(&)Y)

(6.36)
—§(AQ)Y) - Dpoyw (O)C()X" = S(AQ)Y) - D¢ o) x/ () BO)W ,

and
(6.37)

(p @W’HO@)X’ IV = J(C@)X) - - (DOWC@Y)
- §( DD(a)W (0)C(0)X" = §(C(O)Y) - DE o) x: () D(O)W'.
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By the skewadnointness of H and K, which translates to (6.23), and by
conditions (6.31), we have

(B(0)Z|A(Q)Y) = —(A(0)Z|B(9)Y)
= —(C(0)Z'|D(O)Y") = (D(8)Z'|C(0)Y"),

hence the first terms in the RHS of (6.34) and (6.35) cancel. Similarly for the
first terms in the RHS of (6.36) and (6.37). Therefore, combining equations
(6.34)—(6.37), we get that equation (6.32) is equivalent to

(6.38)

— §(A(Q)Y) - Dp()2(9)A(O)X — [(A(O)Y) - D}y(5)x () B(0)Z
+§(C(O)Y") - Dp(g)z (0)A(0)X + §(C(O)Y") - DA x(0)D(9)Z'

+ §(AQ)Y) - Dpayw(0)C()X" + {(A(0)Y) v (O)B(O)W

= §(CO)Y") - Dpay(A)C(9)X" = {(C(2) /) Dc )x (O D@OW' =0

Next, since by assumption H = AB~! is a non-local Poisson structure, it
follows by Propositions 6.11 and 6.9 that equation (6.13) holds. In particu-
lar,

= §(A(Q)Y) - Dp(3)2(0)A(O)X = §(A(Q)Y) - D) x (9)B(0)Z

Similarly, using the assumption that K = CD~! is a non-local Poisson
structure, we get
(6.40)

—{(C@OY") - D ()C@)X" — J(C@)Y") - Doy () D@W!
- —S(o@y ) - Do (@CE@W! + §(C0)Y") - Doy (DCE@W’
+ {(D(O)Y") - Deopr(D)C@X — §(D(O)Y") - Doyxr ()C@W'.

Combining equations (6.38), (6.39) and (6.40), we get (6.33). O

Proof of Theorem 6.17. By Lemma 6.19, we only need to prove that, if con-
dition (6.22) holds, then equation (6.33) holds for every X, X' Y, Y/ W, Z'
satisfying the first three identities in (6.31). It follows by some straightfor-
ward computation that we can rewrite each term in the LHS of (6.33) as
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follows

(6.41)
—§(A(Q)Y) - Dpox(9)C(0)Z" = —{(A B(0)Dx(0)C(0)Z'
- ¥ Yk,Azlk@mwﬁau(ﬁ) o+ a>nojjf )X (o))
jliejlljzgé+ !
(6.42)
S(AQY) - Do x (9)C(0)Z" = [(A(O)Y) - DX/ (0)D*(9)C(9)Z'
b3 vzt -0 N 0 0 (,_ XD, ).
il j kel Ouy
kel ,neZ
(6.43)
§(D(O)Y') - Do)z ()A(O)X = S(D()Y”) - C(0)Dz(0)A(0)X
+f D Y,;,D;,k(mwa)ai’”(’,f)“) A+ 0™ i V) (3o Xi) (| 7))
(6.44)
—{(B Da)x(9)C(0)Z" = =§(B(9)Y) - A(0)Dx (9)C(0)Z'
-] Z YkBM<A+u+a>a‘;‘j+(<ﬁ><u+a>"cjjf<u><uzaxw><\u 7).
]lzcéllié% !
(6.45)

6
S(C(OY") - Dp o)z (D) A(Q)X = §(C(9)Y') - D(0) Dz (0)A(0)X
+] Y VGO tp+o) ODsy (u) A+ 0" Air (M) (2o X ) (|,=o %) -

n 0
i § kel 5%( ) =07’
i,k,el,neZ 4
(6.46)
S(CO)Y') - Do x (O)B(O)W = {(C(0)Y) - Dx (0)A* (0) B(O)W
\ L 0A (A

+ f Z Yk/’c’k’k()‘_'_“_‘_a)(_/\_ﬂ_a) ! (75) )Bjj’(:u)(‘)\:gXi’) (‘,u,:ﬁwj’)’

i g kel duy,

.k, el neZ
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(6 A7

§(A(9) ) w(0)C(0)X" = {(A(Q)Y) - B()Dw (0)C(0) X'
+ Yk’Ak’k(/\+ +5)aa (() )(A + 5)n0ii’(>\)(’A:aXz{')(’u:aWj’)’
kff’fé i
(6.48)
S(AQ)Y) - D& o)x(0)D(0)Z" = §(A(Q)Y') - DX.(0)C*(0)D(0) 2"
- f > Yk/Az/k<A+u+a><—A—u—a>"ac”'i'ﬁf )Djj’(ﬂ)(‘,\ﬁxz(’)(‘u:azjl")=
i Kel Juy,
J,k,el neZ 4
(6. 49)
= §(C@Y") - Dp(opx (DA@W = ~§(C@)Y") - D(&)Dxo(2) AW
—f Z Yk/Ck/k()\—i—u—i-a)aaZZ( ()/\)( +0)" Aj( )(‘A=8Xz{’)(‘u=awj’)7
iz, d
(6.50)
S(C(OY) - D5 x (AW = §(C(9)Y) - DX (0)B* () A(O)W
B e L WA N9 (W1 08
i Kel Juy,
J,k,el neZ 4
(6.51)

S(B(O)Y) - Da@w (9)C(O)X" = §(B(9)Y) - A(0)Dw (2)C(0) X'

f Z Y Bl (01 +a)6ékf(())(x " Cir M (2o Xi) ([,,oW) »

3 kel u;
i k GI nel 4
(6.52)
- Deo)x () AW = =§(D(9)Y”) - C(0)Dx: (0)A(O)W
j Z Y Diip(A+ p+0) a(;kl( () )( + )" Ay () (|, X) (|,u:6Wj') :
! kel U
Js k GI nNEZL4

It follows from the skewadjointness conditions (6.23) that the first term in
the RHS of (6.41) cancels with the first term in the RHS of (6.44), the first
term in the RHS of (6.42) cancels with the first term in the RHS of (6.48),
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the first term in the RHS of (6.43) cancels with the first term in the RHS
of (6.45), the first term in the RHS of (6.46) cancels with the first term in
the RHS of (6.50), the first term in the RHS of (6.47) cancels with the first
term in the RHS of (6.51), and the first term in the RHS of (6.49) cancels
with the first term in the RHS of (6.52). Furthermore, combining the second
terms of the RHS’s of (6.47) and (6.51), we get, thanks to (6.24),

f > (Biow ()Y ) {uir{wj,we} e (| g D () X30) (| = o Bigr (O) W) -
i'5' kel
i,5,kel

Combining the second terms of the RHS’s of (6.43) and (6.45), we get,
thanks to (6.25),

Z (Dk‘k;’ (ﬁ)Yk//) {’LLZ)\{UJHU]Q}K}H (‘A:@Bii/ (ﬁ)XZ/) (’/JzaDjj/ (ﬁ)Z;,) .
i’ kel
i,5,k,el

Combining the second terms of the RHS’s of (6.41) and (6.44), we get,
thanks to (6.26),

_f Z (Bkk,(a)yk,){uju{uiAuk}H}K(\A:an(a)Xﬂ)(\u:apjj,(a)zg,).
i’ k'el
i,5,k,el

Combining the second terms of the RHS’s of (6.49) and (6.52), we get,
thanks to (6.27),

_ j Z (Dkk/(0)Yé,){uw{u2)\uk}K}H(|)\:aDu/(0)X{,) (|“:6Bjj/(a)Wj/) .
i’ 3 kel
i,5,k,el

Combining the second terms of the RHS’s of (6.46) and (6.50), we get,
thanks to (6.28),

—f Z (Dkk/(a)Yk’,){{uMuj}H,\wuk}K(\/\zaBii/(6)Xi/)(\u=aBjj/(6)Wj/).
i’ 5" k'el
i,5,k,€l

Finally, combining the second terms of the RHS’s of (6.42) and (6.48), we
get, thanks to (6.29),

—J Y (B (@)Y ) {{uinuy iy it (5o Diwr () X5 (|, o Dy (D) 2 ).
i g kel
i,5,k,el
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Putting together all the above results, we conclude that the LHS of (6.33)
is equal to

Z (B@)Y)k({ui)\{ujuuk}H}K + {ui)\{ujuuk}K}H
i,5,kel

—{ug Jviueymd i — {uj, fuinue b — {{uinusbayy otk

= Hunughiey b)) (Lo B@OX), (|-, BOW),.
which is zero by (6.22). O

In view of Theorem 6.17, we can translate Theorem 6.16 in terms of
compatible non-local Poisson structures.

Theorem 6.20. Let V be an algebra of differential functions in uq,..., up,
which is a domain. Let H, K € Matyy,V(0) be compatible non-local Poisson
structures over V. Let H = AB™', and K = CD™"' be their minimal frac-
tional decompositions (cf. Definition 2.12), with A, B,C, D € Matyy, V[0],
B, D non-degenerate (cf. Definition 2.11 and Remark 2.14). Let Fy =
B(0)Z, F = D(0)Z' = B(O)W, Fy = D(O)W', with Z,Z' W, W' e VO be
such that

(6.53) D(0)Z' = B(O)W , A(0)Z =C(0)Z", AW =C(o)W',
and Fy and Fy are closed, i.e.
DF,(0) = Dy (0) , DF, (0) = Dy (0).-
Then:
(a) For all X,Y € VO such that D(0)X,D(0)Y € Im(B), we have

(6.54) §Y - C*(0)(Dp,(0) — D5, (9))C(0)X = 0.

(b) If we also assume that K is non-degenerate, then Fy is closed.

(¢) Moreover Fy is exact in any normal differential algebra extension % of
V: Fy = %2 where (fye V/oV.

ou ?

Proof. By Theorem 6.17, L4 p(K) and L, p(K) are compatible Dirac struc-
tures over K, the field of fractions of V. Recalling the expressions (6.30) of
N¢p and Ng oo for these Dirac structures, we get by Theorem 6.16 that
equation (6.54) holds over K, hence over V, proving (a). Let us prove part
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(b). It is proved in [CDSK12b] that any two non-degenerate matrix differ-
ential operators B(0) and D(0) have a right common multiple B(0)D;(0) =
D(0)B1(0), where B;(0), D1(0) € Matyy¢ K[0] are non-degenerate. By clear-
ing denominators, we can assume that B;1(0) and D;(0) have coefficients in
V. Hence, if X,Y € Im(By), we have D(0)X, D(0)Y € Im(B). Therefore, by
part (a) we have

jG  BHO)C*(0) (D, (8) - D, (0)) C(@)Br()F =0,

for all F, G € V®*. Since, by assumption, C(d) and By () are non-degenerate,
it follows that D}, (0) = Dp,(0), as we wanted. Finally, part (c) follows by

the fact that, under the assumption that Vis normal, the variational complex
is exact (see [BDSKO09, Thm.3.2]). O

7 Hamiltonian equations associated to a non-local
Poisson structure

7.1 A simple linear algebra lemma

Let U,V,W be vector spaces over F.

Definition 7.1. Given linear maps A: U - W and B : U — V, we say

that v € V and w € W are (A, B)-associated (over U), and we denote this by

A,B A,B . .
v @B) w or w @B) v, if there exists u € U such that v = Bu and w = Au.

Let (-|:) : U x U — G be a symmetric bi-additive form with values in
an abelian group G, and, by abuse of notation, let also (-]|-) : V. x W — G
be a bi-additive form with values in G. Given a subspace Vi < V, we define
its orthogonal complement Vit ¢ W as

Vit = {weW]|(vlw) =0 for all ve V;}

and similarly, given a subspace W1 < W, we define its orthogonal comple-
ment Wit  V as

Wle{UEV|(v|w)=0 for all w e Wy} .

We say that linear maps A : U — W and A* : V — U are adjoint if we
have
(v[Au) = (A*v|u),
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for every u € U and v € V, and similarly we say that linear maps B : U — V
and B* : W — U are adjoint if we have

(Bu|w) = (u|B*u),
for every uw € U and w € W. (The adjoints A* and B* are unique if the
inner product (-|-) : U x U — G is non-degenerate.)

Lemma 7.2. Let A: U —->W,B:U—->V,C:U—->W,D:U-—>YV, be
linear maps, and let A* : 'V - U,B* . W -U,C*: V ->U,D*: W —>U
be their adjoint. Assume that

(7.1) A*B+B*A =0, C*D+ D*C =0.

Let {v,}N__, <V and {w,})_q = W be finite sequences such that

(7.2) Vp—1 @5 W, @D Un s

holds for everyn =0,...,N.
(a) Then we have (vy,|w,) =0 for everym = —1,...,N, n=0,...,N.

(b) Suppose, moreover, that the the following orthogonality conditions hold:

(7.3) <SpaH]F{Un}£LV=_1>L cImC, <Spa]a11:{wn}ﬁ=0)L cImB.

Then, we can extend the given finite sequences to infinite sequences
{on}e__ <V, {wp}ry < W such that the association relations (7.2)
hold for every ne Z., .

Proof. By assumption, for every n = 0,..., N there exist u,,u, € U such
that

/

/
Up—1 = Buy, , wy, =Au, , v, =Du, , w,=Cu,.

Hence, by definition of adjoint operators and assumption (7.1), we have, for
every m,n,

(vm|wn) = (Du, |Cuy,) = (up, | D*Cuy,) = —(uy, |C* D)
= —(C*Duy|uy,) = —(Duy|Cuyy ) = —(vn|wm) ,

and similarly

(Vm|wn) = (Bumi1|Aug) = (ums1|B* Aup) = —(um1|A* Buy,)
= —(A*Bup|um+1) = —(Bup|Aum11) = —(Un-1]wm+1) -
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Hence,

(7.4) (Um|wn) = = (vp|wm) = —(vp—1|wp+1) -

Letting m = n in equation (7.4) we get (v,|w,) = 0 for every n =0,..., N,
while letting m = n—11in (7.4) we get (vp—1|wy) = 0 for every n = 0,..., N.
Equations (7.4) imply (vm|wn) = (Vm+1|wn—1), and therefore, by induction
on n —m, we get that (v,,|w,) = 0 for n = m. On the other hand, by the
first identity in equation (7.4) it follows that (vy,|w,) = 0 also for n < m.
This proves part (a).

By part (a), we have that (vy|w,) = 0 for every n = 0,..., N, and
therefore by the second orthogonality condition (7.3) we get that vy =
Bupnq for some uyi1 € U. We then let wy1 = Auyyi and we get, by

. A,B .
construction, that vy A5) wy+1. By the same argument as in the proof of
part (a), we have that (v,|wy41) = 0 for every n = —1,..., N, and therefore

by the first orthogonality condition (7.3) we get that wy,; = Culy,, for
some u’y,; € U. We then let vy;1 = Duy,, and we get, by construction,

C,D .. .
that vy @) wy+1. Hence, we prolonged the original finite sequences
{va}0__ | and {w,}_, by one step. The claim follows by induction. O

7.2 Hamiltonian functionals and vector fields, and Poisson
bracket

This section serves as a motivation to the Lenard-Magri scheme of inte-
grability, discussed in the following sections. We assume that the algebra of
differential functions V is a domain, and we denote by K its field of fractions.

Let H € Matyy¢V(0) be a non-local Poisson structure over V. Recall
that, since H has rational entries, it admits fractional decomposition H =
AB~! where A, B € Maty,, V[d] and B is non-degenerate (cf. Definitions
2.11 and 2.12).

Definition 7.3. Elements {h € /0K and P € K¢ are H-associated, and we
denote this by {h A, P, if

(7.5) h _ By, P A@F,

ou
for some fractional decomposition H = AB~!, with A, B € Maty,, V[d] and
B non-degenerate, and some element F' € K®¢. In this case, we say that §f
is Hamiltonian functional for H, and P is a Hamiltonian vector field for H.
We denote by F(H) < K/0K the subset of all Hamiltonian functionals for
H, and by H(H) < K’ the subset of all Hamiltonian vector fields.
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Remark 7.4. Note that in the definition (7.3) we can fix a minimal fractional
decomposition H = Alel for H, with Ay, By € Matyy, V|[d] and By non-
degenerate of minimal possible order. Indeed, by Proposition 2.13(b) if
H = AB™! is any other fractional decomposition, then there exists D e
Matyw¢ K[0] such that A = A1 D, B = By D. Therefore, if equations (7.5)
hold for some F € K% then we have 5—h = B1(0)F1, P = A1(0)F1, where
Fy = D(0)F € K®°. 1t follows that F(H ) and H(H) are vector spaces over
F. In fact, they are given by the following formulas

F(H) = (;)71(31 (ch)) c K/oK, H(H) = A, (B;l(%ic/azc)) c Kkt

u

Remark 7.5. Consider Definition 7.1 with U = V = K% and W = K.
Comparing this with Definition 7.3, we have that (A AL, pif and only if

A,B
gz @B) P for some fractional decomposition H = AB~!.

In the local case, when H € Matyy,V[d] is a (local) Poisson structure

over V, then {f € F(H) = K/0K and P € H(H) = H(&)(Im%) c K are
@Y.

associated if and only if P = H

Lemma 7.6. (a) If{f L Poand §g A, Q, then {(af+bg) A, (aP+bQ)
for every a,b € C (the subfield of constants in KC). In particular, F(H)
and H(H) are vector spaces over C.

(b) Ifo<—>P then {Sge]: ‘Sg<—>P}=Sf~I—]:0(H), where
(7.6) Fo(H) = {§g € F(H) | {g < 0}
(c) Ifo<—>P then {Qe?—[ ‘Sf<—>Q}:P+’H0(H), where

(7.7) Ho(H) = {Q e 1) |0 < Q).
Proof. Obvious, using Remark 7.4. O

Lemma 7.7. (a) The space K' is a Lie algebra with bracket (6.9), and
H(H) < K is its subalgebra.

(b) We have a representation ¢ of the Lie algebra K on the space K/OK

given by
oh
P = [P35
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and the subspace F(H) < KC/OK is preserved by the action of the Lie
subalgebra H(H) < K*.

(c) If Sh AP oand Sh A, Q for some (h € F(H), then the action of
P,Q € H(H)on F(H) is the same:

o )
fP%zfQ% for all §ge F(H).

Proof. Tt follows immediately from [BDSK09, Lem.4.7-8], using the fact that
L4p5(K) is a Dirac structure if H = AB~! is a minimal fractional decom-
position for H. O

Thanks to Lemma 7.7, we have a well-defined map {-, -}y : F(H) X
F(H) — F(H) given by

(75) {SMQ}HZJP'?—Z <: E—Z'A(a)B“(a)%)’

where P € H(H) is such that {f A, p.

Proposition 7.8. (a) The bracket (7.8) is a Lie algebra bracket on the
space of Hamiltonian functionals F(H).

(b) The Lie algebra action of H(H) on F(H) is by derivations of the Lie
bracket (7.8).

(¢) The subspace
A(H) = {(§£,P) e F(H) x H(H) | {f <5 P}

is a subalgebra of the direct product of Lie algebras F(H) x H(H).

Proof. Tt follows immediately from [BDSK09, Prop.4.9, Rem.4.6], using the
fact that £4 p(K) is a Dirac structure. O

7.3 Hamiltonian equations and integrability

Let V be an algebra of differential functions. We have a non-degenerate
pairing (- |-) : V¥ x V& — V/dV given by

(7.9) (P|§) ={P-¢.

(See e.g. [BDSKO09] for a proof of non-degeneracy of this form.)

69



Let H € Maty,,V(0) be a non-local Poisson structure. If H = AB~!
is a fractional decomposition of H, with A, B € Matyy,V[?] and B non-
degenerate, according to Definition 7.1 with U = V = V& and W = V¢, we
have that &€ € V®¢ and P € V! are (A, B)-associated,

(A,B)

(7.10) ¢ @B p

if there exists F € K®¢ such that ¢ = BF, P = AF.

Let §h € V/0V and P € V* be such that % @B P for some fractional

decomposition H = AB~!. The corresponding Hamiltonian equation is, by
definition, the following evolution equation on the variables u = (u,)ze I

du
(7.11) =P

By the chain rule, any element f €V evolves according to the equation

df npy Of
%:Z Z (¢ Pz‘)m,

i€l neZy

and, integrating by parts, a local functional {f € V/dV evolves according to
df of of
—= =P .= = (P|l==)|.
wo[r (e

Definition 7.9. The Hamiltonian equation (7.11) is said to be integrable if

there exist sequences {£,}nez, C VO and {P,}nez . C V! such that:

(i) elements &,’s and P,’s span infinite dimensional (over the subalgebra
C < V of constants) subspaces of V®¢ and V! respectively;

.. .. . A,B
(ii) for every n € Z, we have the association relation &, @5) P, for some

fractional decomposition H = AB™1;

(iii) the elements &,’s are closed, i.e. they have self-adjoint Frechet deriva-
tives: Dg, (0) = Dg (0);

(iv) the elements P,’s commute with respect the the Lie bracket (6.9):
[P, P,] =0 for all myneZ,;

(v) (Pn|&) =0forall m,neZ,.
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In this case, we have an integrable hierarchy of Hamiltonian equations

du

E = Pn , ne Z+ .
Remark 7.10. Recall from [BDSKO09, Prop.1.5] that if £ € V¢ is closed, then
it is exact in any normal algebra of differential function extension V of V:

¢ = g—Z for some (h € V/oV. If V is a domain, then by Lemma 4.3 it can

be extended to a normal algebra of differential functions V which is still a

domain, and we can consider its field of fractions L. Then we have §,, = ‘ZZL ,

where {§hy, }nez, « F(H) < K /0K form an infinite sequence of Hamiltonian
functionals in involution: {{h,, {h,} g = 0 for every m,n € Z; (cf. Section
7.2).

In analogy to Liouville integrability of finite dimensional Hamiltonian
systems, we should require in addition some completeness property of the
span = < VO of the variational derivatives of the conserved densities &, =
?—u”, n € Z., and of the span II of the generalized symmetries P,,, n€ Z,. A
natural condition, analogous to Liouville integrability, in the general setup

of non-local Poisson structures, is the following.

Definition 7.11. A completely integrable system associated to the non-local
Poisson structure H = AB™!, in its minimal fractional decomposition, is a
pair of subspaces Z = B(U) c V¥ and I = A(U) < V*, for some subspace
U < V¥ such that

(i) Z consists of closed elements in V& D¢ (0) = Dg(0) for all € € E;
(ii) IIis an abelian subalgebra of V* with respect to the Lie bracket (6.9);
(iii) TI+ = Z and =+ = II with respect to the pairing (7.9).

In this case, for every P € II we get a completely integrable Hamiltonian
equation Ccll—? = P, and all local functionals {f € V/dV such that % € Z are

its integrals of motion in involution.

Remark 7.12. In the local case we let = be the span of &, = ‘Sgl—u", neZly,

where h,, are the conserved densities, and we let II = H(Z). Then the
above condition IT+ = = is equivalent to the condition that = is a maximal
isotropic subspace of Q; = V¢ with respect to the skewsymmetric bilinear
form €y x Q1 — V/0V given by (&|n) = (HE|n). Indeed, £ € Q; satisfies
&&ny = —(€|HE,) = 0 for all n if and only if ¢ L H(ZE) = II. In this
case, the {hy,’s are automatically in involution and II consists of commuting
higher symmetries.
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Remark 7.13. We can generalize Definition 7.11 of complete integrability
to the case of an arbitrary Dirac structure £ < V& @ V! as a subspace
A < L such that Z = m(A) < V¥ and TI = m(A) < VY, the projections
of A ¢ V¥ @ V! in the first and second components respectively, satisfy
conditions (i)—(iii) above. These conditions are equivalent to require that
m1(A) consists of closed elements, that Ag = m1(A) @ m2(A) is a maximal
isotropic subspace of V¢ @ V¢ with respect to the symmetric bilinear form
(-]-) defined in (6.7), and the Courant-Dorfman product o defined in (6.8)
restricted to Ag is zero. In other words, Ay is a Dirac structure with zero
Courant-Dorfman product.

Ezample 7.14. 1t is not hard to check, using arguments similar to those in
[BDSKO09], that the KdV equation is completely integrable in the sense of
Definition 7.11.

7.4 The Lenard-Magri scheme of integrability

Theorem 7.15. Let V be an algebra of differential functions, and let H =
AB™' and K = CD™! be rational skewadjoint pseudodifferential operators,
with A, B,C,D € Mat,V|[d] and B,D non-degenerate. Let {&,}Y__| <
VO AP N = VE be finite sequences such that

AB) p (€D)

(7.12) €n—1 Py &n
holds for everyn =0,...,N. Then:
(a) We have
(7.13) (Ppolém) =0, m>=—-1,n>0.

(b) Assume thatV is a domain and H and K are compatible non-local Pois-
son structures with K non-degenerate, and assume that £_1 and & are
closed, i.e. their Frechet derivatives are selfadjoint. Then the elements
&n, n =1, are closed as well, and we have

(7.14) [P, Pn] € Ker B* nKer D* |, m,n >0.

(c) Assume that the matrices A, B,C, D have non-degenerate leading coef-
ficients, and that

dord(P,) > max { dord(A) — |H| + |K], dord(B) + | K],

(7.15) dord(C), dord(D) + |K1}
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for some n = 0. Then
dord(&,) = dord(P,) — |K|, dord(P,4+1) = dord(P,) + |H| — |K].
In particular, if |H| > |K|, then
dord(FP;) = dord(P,) + (j —n)(|H| — |K|) = dord(¢;) + [K],
for every j = n.

(d) Assume that the following orthogonality conditions hold:

(7.16) (Spanc{gm}i\é:,Ji cImC, <Spaunc{Pn}£y:0>l cImB,

where the orthogonal complements are with respect to the pairing de-
fined in (7.9). Then we can extend the given finite sequences to infinite
sequences {En}%__ 1 < VO {P,}*_, < V' such that the association
relations (7.12) hold for every n € Z .

Corollary 7.16. Let V be an algebra of differential functions, which is a
domain, let H = AB™ and K = CD™! be compatible non-local Poisson
structures, where A, B,C, D are £ x { matriz differential operators with non-
degenerate leading coefficients and such that |H| > |K|. Let {&,})__| <
Yot {Pn}gzo c VEobe finite sequences such that £_1 and & are closed,
conditions (7.12) hold for every 0 < n < N, condition (7.15) holds for
some 0 < n < N, and the orthogonality conditions (7.16) hold. Then the
given finite sequences can be extended to infinite sequences {&,}0_ | < VoL,
{P}r < VE, such that the differential orders of the &, s and the P,’s tend
to infinity as n — oo, all &,’s are closed, and equations (7.12), (7.13) and
(7.14) hold. Consequently,

du
(7.17) q. P,
1s an integrable bi-Hamiltonian equation for every n € Z,. If, moreover,
Ker B* n Ker D* = 0, all equations (7.17) form a (compatible) integrable
hierarchy of bi-Hamiltonian equations.

Proof of Theorem 7.15. Parts (a) and (d) are special cases of Lemma 7.2(a)
and (b) respectively, since the assumption that H and K are skewadjoint is
equivalent to equations (7.1). Part (b) follows Lemmas 7.17 and 7.18 below.
Finally, part (c) follows form Lemma 7.19 below, with £ = ¢&,, P = P,, and

Q= Pui1. U
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Lemma 7.17. Let H = AB™! and K = CD™' be compatible non-local
Poisson structures, with K non-degenerate, over the algebra of differential

functions V, which is a domain. Let &,&1 be closed elements of VO, & e
V@M, and Py, Py € V¢ be such that

A,B c.D AB c.D
(7.18) 50( )Pl ( )51 ( )P2 ( )52-
Then & is closed.

Proof. If H= AB~ ' and K = CD~! are minimal fractional decompositions,
then the statement follows from Theorem 6.20(b). Indeed, conditions (7.18)
imply the existence of Z,Z/,W,W’ € V® such that & = B(0)Z, & =
D(0)Z" = B(O)W, & = D(0)W', and solving equations (6.53).

In general, the fractional decompositions H = AB~! and K = CD~!
are not necessarily minimal. Let K be the field of fractions of V. By Propo-
sition 2.13 we have A = AP, B = BiP, C = C1Q, D = D{Q, with
Ay, B1,C1,Dq, P,Q € Matyy, K[7], where H = Alel and K = C’lDfl
are minimal fractional decompositions, and P, ) are non-degenerate. Ob-

viously, by the definition (7.10) of (A, B)-association, if £ @5 p holds over

V, in the sense that ¢ = BF, P = AF for some F € V®¢ then & (4B P

holds over K, indeed & = BiFy, P = A F,, where F; = PF € K%, Hence,
conditions (7.18) hold (over K) with A, B, C, D replaced by A;, By,C1, D;.
Then, by Theorem 6.20(b) we get that &, is closed over K, hence over V. [

Lemma 7.18. Let H = AB™! and K = CD™! be compatible non-local
Poisson structures, with K non-degenerate, over the algebra of differential
functions V, which is a domain. Let {€,}N__| be closed elements of VoL
and {P,}_, be elements of V' satisfying conditions (7.12). Then

[P, Py] € Ker B¥ nKer D* | m,n > 0.

Proof. Let K be the field of fractions of V, and let H = Alel, K = C’lDfl
be their minimal fractional decomposition over K. As observed in the proof
of Lemma 7.17, all association relations (7.12) hold, over K, after replacing
A,B,C,D with Ay, By,C1, Dy respectively. By Theorem 6.12, L4, p,(K)
and Lc, p,(K) are Dirac structures in K® @ Kf, in particular they are
closed with respect to the Courant-Dorfman product (6.8). By the def-
inition (6.11) of the Dirac structures L4, p,(K) and L¢, p, (K), we have
n1® Py, € Lo, (K)and & @ P, € Lc,,p,(K) for every n > 0. By the
assumption that all the &,’s are closed, we can use formula (6.10) to de-
duce that 2 (P, [&—1) ® [P, Pul € La,.5,(K) and 2 (P |£0) ® [P, Pr] €
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L4, B, (K). Hence, by Theorem 7.15(a) we conclude that 0@ [P, P,] €
La,.8,(K)n Lcy,p,(K). Namely, there exist F; € Ker By < Kt and Gy €
Ker Dy < K! such that [Py, P,] = A1(0)F1 = C1(0)G € Aj(Ker By) n
Cy(Ker D). By skewadjointness of H and K, we have BfA; = —A{B;
and DFC = —Cf D, which immediately implies A;(Ker By) < Ker B and
Cy(Ker Dy) < Ker D}. Therefore, [Py,, P,,] € Ker Bf nKer Df < K. On the
other hand, since B and D are right multiples of By and D; respectively,
we have Ker Bf n V' < Ker B* and Ker Df n V' < Ker D*. Thererore,
[P, P,] € Ker B* n Ker D* < V', as we wanted. O

Lemma 7.19. Let V be an algebra of differential functions, let A, B,C, D €
Matyy, V[0] be matrices with non-degenerate leading coefficients. Denote by
H = AB7 ' and K = CD™! the corresponding rational matriz pseudodiffer-
ential operators. Let P,Q € V' and & € V¥ satisfy the following association
relations (cf. Definition 7.1)

(@.D)

(7.19) p @B &B)

Q,

and assume that

(720) dord(P) > max { dord(A) — |H| + | K], dord(B) + |K],
' dord(C), dord(D) + |K|}.
(Here we use the notation introduced in (4.8) and (4.9).) Then
dord{ = dord(P) — |K| and dord(Q) = dord(P) + |H| — |K]|.

Proof. By definition, the relations (7.19) amount to the existence of elements
F,G € V* such that

CG=P, DG=¢, BF=¢, AF=Q.

Since C' has non-degenerate leading coefficient and dord(P) = dord(CG) >
dord(C'), we get by Lemma 4.7(c) that

dord(G@) = dord(CG) — |C| = dord(P) — |C]|.

Next, since by assumption D has non-degenerate leading coefficient and
dord(G) + |D| = dord(P) — |C| + |D| = dord(P) — |K| > dord(D), we get
by Lemma 4.7(b) that

dord(§) = dord(DG) = dord(G) + |D| = dord(P) — |C| + |D|
= dord(P) — |K]|.
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Similarly, since, by assumption, B has non-degenerate leading coefficient
and dord(BF) = dord(¢) = dord(P) — |K| > dord(B), we get by Lemma
4.7(c) that

dord(F) = dord(BF') — |B| = dord(&) — |B| = dord(P) — |K| — |B|.

Finally, since, by assumption, A has non-degenerate leading coefficient and
dord(F')+|A| = dord(P)—|K| = |B|+|A| = dord(P)—|K|+|H| > dord(A),
we get by Lemma 4.7(b) that

dord(Q) = dord(AF) = dord(F) + |A| = dord(P) — |K| — |B| + |A|
= dord(P) — |K| + |H]|.

0

Proof of Corollary 7.16. The statement of the corollary is basically a sum-
mary of parts (a)—(d) of Theorem 7.15, except that we need to explain why,
by the condition (7.14), it follows that each P, lies in an infinite dimen-
sional abelian subalgebra contained in Span{P,}_,. This follows from the
observation that Ker(B*) n Ker(D¥) is finite dimensional over C, and the
following result.

Lemma 7.20. Let U be an infinite dimensional subspace of a Lie algebra
such that [U,U] is finite dimensional. Then any element of U is contained
n an infinite dimensional abelian subalgebra of U.

Proof. Let a; be a non-zero element of U. The centralizer C; of ay in U is
the kernel of the map ada : U — [U, U], hence, it has finite codimension in
U. Next, let as be an element of C; linearly independent of a1, and let Co
be its centralizer in C. By the same argument, Cs has finite codimension in
C1. In this fashion we construct an infinite sequence of linearly independent
commuting elements of U. O

O

Remark 7.21. Suppose that the sequences {£,}%. ; < V® and {P,}%,
satisfy relations (7.12) for each n € Z, with respect to the compatible non-
local Poisson structures H = AB~! and K = CD™!, and assume that
their spans =2 = Span{{, },>—1 and II = Span{P,} define a completely in-
tegrable system in the sense of Definition 7.11. Then the orthogonality
conditions (7.16) automatically hold for some N (possibly infinite). Indeed,
by the relations (7.12) we have, in particular, that Z ¢ Im(B) n Im(D) and
IT € Im(A) n Im(C). Therefore conditions (7.16) follow by axiom (iii) in
Definition 7.11.
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Remark 7.22. Unfortunately we are unable to prove a stronger form of equa-
tion (7.14), namely that the generalized symmetries P, obtained by the
Lenard-Magri scheme commute. The usual “proof” of this fact using the
recursion operator (see e.g. [Bla98, p.64] or [Olv93, p.317]) is not rigorous.
In fact, we have a counterexample in Section 9.2.

The recurrence relations (7.12) are usually represented by the following
diagram, called the Lenard-Magri scheme:

(7.21)
Py P P
(AV ’YI,D)V Y’D)V X,D)
o &1

§-1

Explicitly, diagram (7.21) holds if there exists a sequence {F},},>_1 in V¢
such that the following equations hold (n € Z; ):

(7.22)

B(&)F_l =&, C((?)an = A(&)an_l =P,, B(&)anH = D(&)an =¢&,.

7.5 Notation, terminology and assumptions

In the following sections we apply the machinery developed so far in explicit
examples.

As stated in Theorem 7.15, if the algebra )V is a domain, the coordinates
of all &,’s and P,’s solving the recurrence equation (7.12) lie in V. However,
for notational purposes it is convenient to go to the field of fractions of V,

so we will assume that V is a field. Under this assumption, the notation

A,B
§h L, P introduced in Definition 7.3 is consistent with the notation £ AB)

P in (7.10). Namely, the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) §h < P,

.. A,B . " _
(ii) g—Z @B) p for some fractional decomposition H = AB™!,

(iii) g—Z @5 P for the minimal fractional decomposition H = AB™L.
Hence, in the rest of the paper we will use the more suggestive notation
{h <L P,

Furthermore, in all examples we will begin the Lenard-Magri scheme
with €1 = 0. In this case, by Lemma 7.17, all the elements &, are closed,
provided that &; is closed.
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Recall also that if all &,’s are closed, they are exact in some algebra

of differential function extension V of V: &, = ‘Sgl—u", for some h, € V. In

this case, and using the more suggestive notation above, the diagram (7.21)
takes the form

K H K H

(7.23) oL p P

§ho

§h

and it is equivalent to the existence of {F}},>_1 in V& such that the fol-
lowing equations hold (n € Z):
(7.24)

ohy,
B(O)F-1 =0, C(0)Fo, = A(0)Fon—1 = P, B(0)Fant1 = D(0)Fyy, = — .

ou

Remark 7.23. In general, if V is an arbitrary algebra of differential functions,
(&N < VO {PIN < V! and A, B,C,D € Maty,,V[d], then, the
whole infinite sequences {£,,}n>—1 and {P, },>0, constructed using Theorem
7.15, have coordinates in V.

S-type vs C-type Lenard-Magri schemes

Consider a Lenard-Magri scheme as in (7.23). We say that it is finite if it
can be extended indefinitely, but in any such infinite extension the linear
span of {{hn}nez, or of {P,}nez, is finite dimensional. We say that the
Lenard-Magri scheme (7.23) is blocked if it cannot be extended indefinitely,

namely, for some n, there is no {h, such that P, X, Ay, or there is no

P, 11 such that §h, A, P

For an integrable Lenard-Magri scheme (7.23), we say that it is of S-type
if the differential orders of the elements P,, grow to infinity, and it is of C-type
if the differential orders of the P,’s are bounded. It is easy to see that for an
integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of S-type the order of the pseudodifferential
H should be greater than the order of the pseudodifferential K. Indeed, since

we have P, A Shn A P,.1, if P, has differential order large enough,
then, by Lemma 7.19, dord(P,+1) = dord(P,) + ord(H) — ord(K).

Remark 7.24. This terminology in inspired by the terminology of Calogero,
who calls an integrable hierarchy of “S-type” if the differential orders of
the canonical conserved densities are unbounded, and of “C-type” otherwise
(see [MSS90, MS12]). Note that, though these two terminologies are close,
they do not coincide. For example, the linear equation ‘Cll—? = u" is C-
integrable in Calogero’s terminology, but the corresponding Lenard-Magri
scheme, considered for example in [BDSK09], is integrable of S-type.
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8 Liouville type integrable systems

In this section V is a field of differential functions in u, and we assume that
YV contains all the functions that we encounter in our computations. As
before, we denote by C < V the subfield of constants, and by F < V the
subfield of quasiconstants. We shall denote by x an element of F such that
or = 1.

Recall from Example 4.13 that we have the following triple of compatible
non-local Poisson structures:

Li=0, Ly = 571, Ls =uotou.
Given two non-local Poisson structures H and K of the form
(8.1) H=a1L1+asls+asls, K =0bLy+byLo+bsLg,

with a;,b; € C, 1 = 1,2,3, we want to discuss the integrability of the corre-
sponding Lenard-Magri scheme.

8.1 Preliminary computations

First, we find a minimal fractional decomposition for the operators H and
K.

Lemma 8.1. For X = x1L1 + xoLo + x3L3, with x1,x2,x3 € C, we have

1 xo + w3(u)? , 1 -1
(8.2) X=[$1620W8+2u73()8—3:3u][6omﬁ] .

The above fractional decomposition is minimal only for xoxs # 0. For xo #
0, z3 = 0, the minimal fractional decomposition is

(8.3) X = (010% + 22)07 |
for xo =0, x3 # 0 it is
1 1 -1
(8.4) X = (:L"lﬁ o U@ + :Egu') (;0) ,
and for xo = x3 =0 it is X = x10.
Proof. Straightforward. O

Later we will need the following simple facts concerning the numerators
of the fractional decompositions for X.
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Lemma 8.2. (a) For x1,x9,23 € C, 1 # 0, consider the equation

xo + x3(u’)?
u”

(8.5) <x102 o %0 + 0— :Egu')F =f,

in F eV and f e F. If zg # 0, then all the solutions of equation (8.5)
are
F=oau , f=uxa for some aecC,

while if x3 = 0, then all the solutions of equation (8.5) are

F=ou+ 8z —u)+v, f=xz(a+Bz) for some a,B,v€C.

(b) For x1,x9 € C, 1 # 0, an element F' €V satisfies
(8.6) (210 + 29)F € F
if and only if F' € F.

(c) For x1,x3€C, 1 # 0, an element F' €V satisfies

1
(87) (l‘lao U& + :Egu,)F eV

if and only if F € Vy and F' = %—Zu’.

Proof. If n > 2 and F € V solves equation (8.5) and has differential order
less than or equal to n, then, using (4.1), we have

0 1 oF
which implies that 8251) = 0. Hence F' must have differential order at most
1. Then we have
0 1 oF 1 ,

so that F' = %u”. But then equation (8.5) becomes

OFN" oF ,
(8.8) o1 <£) + (o2 +a3(u)?) 5 —au'F = f

If % has differential order n > 0, then applying auTaJrZ) to both sides of
0

equation (8.8) we get % = 0. Hence, % = ¢ € F. In other words,
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F = pu’ + fo, where fy € Vy has differential order less than or equal to 0.
But then the condition F’ = %u” becomes ¢'u’ + fj = 0. This implies,
using (4.3), that (fo + ¢'u) = ¢"ue dV nVy = 0F. So, necessarily, ¢ = 0.
Hence, ¢ = a+fx and fy = —pu+-y, for some constants «, 3,~ € C. Putting
these results together, we have

F = (a+ Bz)u' — fu+1,
and plugging back into equation (8.8) we get
To(a + Bx) + x3Bun — z3yu’ = f .

Since, by assumption, f € F, we obtain 8 = v = 0 if 23 # 0, completing the
proof of part (a).

For part (b) we just observe that, if F' € V,, for some n > 0 satisfies
condition (8.6), then

oF

0= xlm.

Futrry 1 a2l =

Hence, F must be a quasiconstant.
Similarly, if F' € V), for some n > 1 satisfies condition (8.7), then

0 F’ ’ T oF
= a0 (zla? + x3u F> = 2
Hence, F must lie in V. Furthermore,
0 F’ , F’ 1 0F
0= g (005 +o'F) = (— o + )
Hence, ' must be such that F’ = %—Zu’ ) O

Next, we compute the spaces Fo(X) and Ho(X) defined in (7.6) and
(7.7). Here and further we use the following notation: given two constants
x;,x; € C such that x; # 0, we let

(89) Tij = et eC.

(We assume that the field C contains all such elements.)
Lemma 8.3. For X = x1L1 + x9Lo + x3L3, we have:

(a) Fo(X) = Ker (%) if Tyxexs # 0;
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Fo(X) = Cfem22y + Cle=™12%y + Ker (L) if z122 # 0,23 = 0;
Fo(X) = Clem3v 4 Cle 13" + Ker (&L) if 13 # 0,19 = 0;
Fo(X) = CSu+Ker(6u) if w1 #0 and o = 23 = 0;
Fo(X)
Fo(X)

= Cl\/@g + x3(u/ +Ker(5u), if x1 = 0, 2023 # 0;

= Ker (—) ifr1 =0 and xo =0 or xz3 = 0.

(b) Ho(X)=C®Cu if xoxs # 0;

Ho(X) =C if xg # 0,23 = 0;
(X) =Cu if v = 0,25 # 0;

Ho(X) =0 if xg = 23 =0.

Proof. First, let us find all elements P € Ho(X). By Remark 7.4, if X =
Y Z~! is a minimal fractional decomposition, we need to solve the following
equations in F, P € V:

(8.10) ZF=0, P=YF.

By Lemma 8.1, if x9 = x3 = 0, then Y = 210 and Z = 1, so the only solution
of (8.10) is given by FF. =0, P = 0. If 29 # 0, z3 = 0, then Y = 210% + 2
and Z = 0, so we get F' € C and P € C. Similarly, if z9 = 0, z3 # 0,
then Y = 2100 %64—3;31/ and Z = %8, so we get ' € C and P € Cu/'.

Finally, if 29 # 0, 3 # 0, then Y = 2,0% o 1 ;0 + MZ#& — x3u’ and
Z =0o #8. Hence, the solutions of (8.10) are F =a+ fu e CHCY, and
P =YF = x93 — x3au’ € Cu'. This proves part (b).

Next, we find all elements {f € Fy(X), namely all solutions of the fol-

lowing equations in F' € V and {f € V/oV:

of

— =JF.
ou

(8.11) YF=0,
If 1 = 0,29 # 0,23 = 0, we have ¥ = :172 is invertible, and similarly, if
1 = 0,79 = 0,23 # 0, we have Y = x3u/ is invertible too. In both these

cases we thus have F' = 0, and hence Sf € Ker( ) Ifxy =0,29 # 0,23 # 0,
then Y = JWZ#@ —z3u’ and Z = 0o 78. The equation YF = 0 has a
one-dimensional (over C) space of solution, spanned by F = 1/xs + z3(u’)?.

Hence, all elements §f € Fy(X) are obtained solving the equation
of 1 r3u’
Su =ado W&\/x2+x3(u’) =a<—
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for o € C. Its solutions are of the form (f = —ay/xo + x3(uw/)? + k, where
k € Ker (%). Next, if 1 # 0,29 = x3 =0, then Y = 2170 and Z = 1, so the
equations (8.11) give F € C and {f € Cfu + Ker (%). Ifoy # 0,20 #0, 13 =
0, then Y = 210% + x5 and Z = 0. In this case, the first equation in (8.11)

reads
1 F" + 29F =0.

By Lemma 8.2(b), it must be F' € F, and it is easy to see that the space of
solutions is two-dimensional over C, consisting of elements of the form

F =a e +a_e 127

with a4 € C. Then, the second equation in (8.11) gives

of

Su ax12€"1?T — _xq9e” F12T
so that §f = ayz12fe™2u — a_x1p§e™"2%u + k, where k € Ker (£).
Similarly, we consider the case 1 # 0,25 = 0,23 # 0. In this case

Y = 2100 50+ x3u and Z = 0. The first equation in (8.11) reads
!

FI\7
x1<?> +a3u'F =0.

By Lemma 8.2(c), we must have F' € V such that F' = g—g. It is easy to
see that the space of solutions is two-dimensional over C, and it consists of
elements of the form

F =qa e + q_e *18%

with a4 € C. Then, the second equation in (8.11) gives

of

ou
and its solutions for {f are of the form {f = o {e®3" + a_fe 13" + k, for
k € Ker (%). Finally, we are left to consider the case when x1 # 0,29 #
0, z3 # 0. In this case Y = 210 o %04— %Wa—iﬂgu/ and Z = do %6.
The first equation in (8.11) reads

13U —T13U

= ajz13e”" —a_xy3€ :

F/ 7 F/
:131< ) + (w9 + xg(u/)2)y —z3u'F =0.

u//

By Lemma 8.2(a), the only solution of this equation is F' = 0. But then the

second equation in (8.11) gives Sf e Ker (%). ]
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In the statement of Lemma 8.3 and further on in this section, we assume
that V contains all the elements which appear in the statement, namely

er12® 13 and /x9 + x3(u)?.
Next, for each element §f € Fy(X), we want to find an element P € H(X)
which is X-associated to it, and for each element P € Hy(X), we want to

find an element {f € H(X) which is X-associated to it. Recall, by Lemma

7.6, that if {f =, P, then all elements in H(X) which are X-associated to
{f are obtained adding to P an arbitrary element of H(X), and all elements
in F(X) which are X-associated to P are obtained adding to {f an arbitrary
element of Fy(X).

Lemma 8.4. Let X = x1L1 + x9Lo + x3L3, and let az, a3,y € C\{0}. We
have:

(i) AP e H(X) such that {e"u X P ifas £0;

fer"u &, %(:1:172 + x9)e)”, if x3 = 0.

(i) BP e H(X) such that (e & p, if T2 #0;

ferv =, (2172 + 23)eM, if x5 = 0.
(iii) Su & (w9 + asud).

2
(iv) §\/as + az(u')? &, —<:171(92 oL 0+ WZ#&—:EW/) as + az(u')?.

(v) S0 S, ifag £ 0;
Bf € F(X) such that {f <> 1, if 2y = 0,123 # 0;
X .
S2:c13u’ 1, Zf$1 =0,20 =0,23 #0;

X .
i—?<—>1, ifx1 # 0,29 =0,23 = 0.

(vi) §0 <!, if 23 # 0;
1§ f e F(X) such that §f &, ', if w3 = 0,x129 # 0;

_u/2 X ;.
2(1,2) ', ifxy =0,29 # 0,23 = 0;

2 X .
Sgor < ', if 1 # 0,22 = 0,23 = 0.
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Proof. The condition {7 u <%, P means that, for some fractional decom-
position X = YZ~!, there exists F € V such that P = YF and ZF = .
Let us consider first the case x3 # 0. In this case, by Lemma 8.1 a minimal
fractional decomposition for X is (8.2) if x5 # 0, and (8.4) if 22 = 0. In the
former case Z = 0o #8, hence the equation ZF = e reads 8% = e*,
namely

J 1 Pt //+au
Y

for some a € C. This equation has no solutions since, integrating by parts,
we get S( e’ u’ + au”) = v§e"u, and this is not zero by (4.3). Similarly,

in the case o = 0 we have Z = m@, hence the equation ZF = ¢'* reads
F' = ey,

which has no solutions since, integrating by parts, {e7*u' = —y{e7*u # 0.
To conclude the proof of part (i), we consider the case x5 = 0. By Lemma
8.1 a fractional decomposition for X is X = Y Z~! given by (8.3). Hence, a
solution F' € V to the equation ZF = e is F = %ew, and in this case we
have P =YF = (a:182) e’ = (217 + %)e'm.

Next, let us prove part (ii). The condition {e7* & Pis equivalent
to the existence of F' € V such that P = YF and ZF = ~e'™, where
X = YZ'. Let us consider first the case xo # 0. In this case, by Lemma
8.1 a minimal fractional decomposition X = YZ! for X has Z = do %6
if x3 # 0, and Z = ¢ if z3 = 0. In both cases the equation ZF = ~e'™
would imply ve?™ € dV, which is not the case by (4.3). In the case x93 = 0,
a fractional decomposition for X is X = Y Z~! given by (8.4). Hence, a
solution F' € V to the equation ZF = v’ is I’ = €7, and in this case we
have P=YF = (mlc?o %6 + azgu’) e = (w172 + 23)ev’.

For part (iii) it suffices to check, using the fractional decomposition (8.2),
that F' = zu’ — u € V is a solution of the equations

ZF =05 = 2y,
YF = (:17102 Lo+ w@—:ﬂgu’)F = Tox + w3uu' .

Similarly, for part (iv), letting F' = —+/a2 + az(u’)? € V, we have

ZF = 0F = 3 Jay T w(@)?,

YF =— <x182 Lo+ 7:”#%(“) 0— x;;u’) as + az(u')?.

85



Next, let us prove part (v). For zg # 0, consider the fractional decom-
position X = Y Z~! given by (8.2). It is easy to check that, letting F' = g—;,
we have L

U
ZFzﬁomé’E:O, .
YF = <a;162 o $a+ Wz#&—xgu’)g—; =1.
Hence, (0 = 1, as we wanted. If 1 # 0,22 = 0,23 # 0, a minimal
fractional decomposition for X is X = Y Z~! given by (8.4). Therefore the

relation {f 1is equivalent to the existence of I’ € V such that

F 4 1
(8.12) L R <xlao_a+x3u/)F:1.
u du u!
By Lemma 8.2(c), the second equation in (8.12) implies that F' € V) is such
that F’ = %—fu’ . In this case, the second equation in (8.12) reads
oF

10— + x3Fu' =1,
ou

which, by the commutation relation (4.1), is equivalent to

< 0°F

xlw +x3F)u/ =1.

But obviously, the above equation is never satisfied. If 1 = 0,29 = 0, x3 #
0, it is easy to check that F' = —; solves

z3u’

1 ) 1

YF = z3u N W
x3u  ou2zsu’’

1
=1, ZF=—0
rau/ u

proving that S%SU, X1 Finally, for z1 # 0,29 = 0,23 = 0, a minimal
fractional decomposition X = YZ 7! is given by Y = 210 and Z = 1. In
this case, it is immediate to check that F' = x—xl solves
x x 0 cxu
YF=zo— =1, ZF == = —{=—
T r1 ou'xy
. o X
proving that 3% <= 1.
We are left to prove part (vi). For zg # 0, consider the fractional decom-

position X = Y Z~! given by (8.2). It is easy to check that, letting ' = ;—31,
we have

1 n—1

2
YF = <x182o%8+ m“i#&—xgu’);—gl = .
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Hence, {0 =, u', as we wanted. If x; # 0,29 # 0,23 = 0, the minimal
fractional decomposition for X is X = Y Z~! given by (8.3). Therefore the

relation {f s equivalent to the existence of I’ € V such that

(8.13) ZF = F = % , YF = (210° + 22)F = /.

If FeV,, for n > 0, we get, applying aw—?ﬁ) to both sides of the second
equation in (8.13), that % = 0. Hence, it must be F' € F. But in this
case, the second equation in (8.13) has clearly no solutions. If 1 = 0, z9 #

0,23 = 0, it is easy to check that F' = ;—; solves

u/

/ S —(u 2
YF =qy— =1, ZF:c?i:—S ()
€2 ) ou 23}2

(22

ézz) ) Finally, if 1 # 0,20 = 0,23 = 0, a minimal
fractional decomposition X = YZ 7! is given by Y = 210 and Z = 1. In
this case, it is immediate to check that F' = x—ul solves

proving that §

5 2
YF:a:laﬁzu’, ZF:EZ__U ,
z1 T ou 23}1

proving that S% S O

In order the check orthogonality conditions (7.16) for Liouville type in-
tegrable systems we will use the following results.

Lemma 8.5. (a) (C1)* = Im(9).
(b) (Cu)* =TIm(50).

(c) (Spaunc{l,u’})L = Im(do 50).
(d) For by, bs € C\{0}, we have

) by + by (u')?
(C5-§v/b2 + b5()?) " = Im (%a ~ by ) .

Proof. Parts (a) and (b) are immediate. Let us prove part (c). It is im-
mediate to check, integrating by parts, that {(a + Bu’)au#/ = 0 for every
a,f € C. Hence, Im(0 o #8) c (Spanc{l,u/})l. On the other hand, if
fe (Spanc{l,u/})L, it must be

1
fzﬁgzg(?h for some g,h e V.
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But then oh = u'dg = d(u'g) — u”g, which implies g = a(u g — h). Hence,
1., 1
f= 878(219 —h)eIm(do 76)

We are left to prove part (d). We have

———S«/bg—i—bg .y

b2+b3( ) )

The inclusion Im (M& — bgu’) (CO

u

sz%()> follows by inte-

gration by parts, and the following straightforward identity

/
(5 w+53U>a+ —-0.
U by + bs(u')?

1
We are left to prove the opposite inclusion. If f € (cai) , we
p pp f NN

ba+bs(u')
have X
0 by + b3(u')?)2
po ekl
bo+bs(u')?
for some g € V. Letting g = #(,)2, we then get:
2 3w
PRCELUARE h
bou” by + bz (u’)?
3
bo + b 2 byu'u” 1
<2+3<//))2<_ e sh+ h/)
bau (b2 + b3(u)?)? by + bs(u/)?
by + b3( ")? h
< u” 0= bau > by

8.2 Integrability of the Lenard-Magri scheme: b; =0

In this and the next two Sections we consider the case when b; = 0, for
which we get integrable Lenard-Magri schemes of S-type, in the terminology
introduced in Section 7.5, in the case a; # 0 (described in Section 8.3 below),
and of C-type in the case a; = 0 (described in Section 8.4 below). In Sections
8.5 we will consider the remaining case, when by # 0, for which we again get
some integrable Lenard-Magri schemes of C-type.
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According to Theorem 7.15 (and Remark 7.10), in order to apply suc-
cessfully the Lenard-Magri scheme of integrability, we need to find finite
sequences {P,}_o, {{hn}2L,, satisfying the relations (7.12) for &, = ?—u”,
or equivalently the relations (7.23), and the orthogonality conditions (7.16).
For b; = 0 we display below such sequences separately in all possibilities for
the coefficients ag, as, be, bs being zero or non-zero, and a; arbitrary. (Note
that, since we are assuming b; = 0, we don’t need to consider the case

by = by = 0.)
(i) babs # 0,aaz # 0: §0 < 1 L5 0 L w L5 (1 /by + bs(u/)2.
(i) bobg # 0,4z # 0,a3 = 0: §0 <2 1 < {4 /by + by(u')2.

(i) bobs # 0,a5 = 0,a3 # 0: §0 < w/ < {1/by + bg (/)2

(iV) babs # 0,a0 = ag = O: SO A, 0 X, S\/bg + bg(’u/)2.

(v) by # 0,b3 = 0,aza3 # 0: §0 <5 155 fo L S5 =007,

(vi) by # 0,b3 = 0,03 # 0,a3 = 0: §0 <2 1 <= fo.

(vid) by # 0,b3 = 0,az = 0,a3 # 0: §0 5 o/ L5 {=00°,

(vii) by # 0,b3 = 0,a5 = ag = 0: {0 <2 0 < fo.

(ix) by = 0,b3 # 0,a2a3 # 0: §0 <>t/ < §0 o 1 [l

(x) by = 0,bg # 0,a3 # 0,a3 = 0: §0 <~

K 1
1 S2b3u"
(xi) by = 0,b3 # 0,a2 = 0,a3 # 0: SOLU/LSO.
(xii) by = 0,b3 # 0,a3 = a3 = 0: SOLO<LSO,

All the above H- and K-association relations hold due to Lemmas 8.3 and
8.4. Moreover, using Lemmas 8.1 and 8.5 we check that both orthogonality
conditions (7.16) hold. Hence, by Theorem 7.15 and Remark 7.10 all the
above sequences can be continued indefinitely, possibly going to a normal
extension V of V, to an infinite sequence
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Note that, by Lemma 7.6, at each step the subsequent term is unique up to
a linear combinations of the previous steps.

Next, we want to discuss integrability of the corresponding hierarchies
of Hamiltonian equations jt—ii = P,, n € Z,. Namely, according to Defini-
tion 7.9, we need to see when the vector spaces Spanc{{h,} < V/0V and
Spang{P,} < V are infinite dimensional.

First, we consider the cases (vi), (viii), (xi) and (xii), where we show
that integrability does not occur (regardless of a; being zero or non-zero)

since the Lenard-Magri scheme repeats itself. In case (vi), by Lemmas 8.3
and 8.4 we have Ho(H) = C and, for every a € C, {{f € F(K)|(f &, a} =
Fo(K) = Ker (%). Hence, any infinite sequence extending the given finite
one will have Shn € Ker (%) and P, € C, for every n € Z_, . Similarly, in case
(xi) we have Ho(H) = Cu' and, for every au’ € Cu/, {{f € F(K)|(f £,
au'} = Fo(K) = Ker ( %). Hence, any infinite sequence extending the given
finite one will have {h, € Ker (%) and P, € Cu/, for every n € Z,. In
cases (viii) and (xii) we have Ho(H) = 0 and Fy(K) = Ker (%). Hence,
S$hy, € Ker (%) and P, = 0, for every n € Z,. In conclusion, in all these
cases Spang{P,} is finite dimensional, and integrability does not occur.

For the remaining 8 cases, we will prove in Section 8.3 that when a; # 0
we get some integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of S-type, and we will prove in
Section 8.4 that when a; = 0 we get some integrable Lenard-Magri scheme
of C-type (in the terminology of Section 7.5).

8.3 Integrable Lenard-Magri schemes of S-type in the case
bl =0 and ay # 0

Cases (i), (i), (iii), (iv)

In all the sequences (i)-(iv), after one or two steps, we arrive at (after shifting
indices) (h_1 = {4/b2 + b3(v/)?. The next term in the sequence, which we
denote Py, is obtained by solving the following equations for F' and Py in V:

1 )
BF = (90 F(?F = ES‘S’\/ b2 + bg(u/)2,

as + az(u')?
u//

1
Py =AF = <a162 o J(?—i- 6—a3u’>F.
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It is easy to check that a solution is given by F' = —4/by + b3(u’)2, and

a1bsu’ )” (a3b2 — agbg)
u/)2

Py= —
0 ( Dy + bs( /b2 + b ()2

albgbgu”/ 3 albgbgu’(u”)2 (CLng — agbg)
(bs +bs(u)?)F (b + by(w)?)F  V/ba+ba(u)?

The above computation works regardless whether a; is zero or not. But
to prove that the Lenard-Magri scheme is integrable of S-type we need to
assume a; # 0, in which case dord(Py) = 3 is greater than max{dord(A4) —
|H| + |K|, dord(B) + |K|, dord(C), dord(D) + |K|}, which is less than or
equal to 2 (for all the cases (i)-(iv)). Therefore, by Corollary 7.16, each
Hamiltonian PDE % = P,, n € Z,, is integrable, associated to an integrable
Lenard-Magri scheme of S-type. (Note that, since Ker(B*) n Ker(D*) =
C @ Cu' # 0, we cannot conclude that [P, P,] = 0 for every m,n € Z,
and therefore that the sequence of equations jt—zi = P,,n e Z,, form a
compatible hierarchy.)

After rescaling x and t appropriately in the equation Ccll—? = Py, we con-
clude that the following bi-Hamiltonian equation is integrable, associated to
an integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of S-type:

n 10, 11\2
(815 QoW g WO e el
At (14 @) 1+ W)z (14 (w)?)
This is an equation of the form [MSS90, eq.(41.5)] with a3 = (1 + (u’)z)%
This particular ag does not appear in their list, but as V. Sokolov informed
us, a simple point transformation reduces (8.15) to an equation from their
list.

(8.14)

=

Cases (v), (vii)

In the sequences (v) and (vii), after one or two steps, we arrive at (after

shifting indices) Sh_l = ngl;) . The next term in the sequence, which we
denote Py, is obtained by solving the following equations for F' and P, in V:
_(u/)2

2by

1 0

1 "2
Py = AF = <a162 o—0+ M@ — a;;u')F.
U u
It is easy to check that a solution is given by F' = (g;f, and
(8.16) Po= S 4 22 4 B )3

by bo 2b9
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As before, if a; # 0, then dord(Fy) = 3 is greater than max{dord(A) —
|H| + |K|, dord(B) + |K|, dord(C), dord(D) + |K|}, which is at most 2.
Therefore, by Corollary 7.16 each Hamiltonian PDE Ccll—? =Py, neZy,is
integrable, associated to an integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of S-type.

After rescaling x and t appropriately in the equation Ccll—? = Py, we con-
clude that the following bi-Hamiltonian equation is integrable, associated to
an integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of S-type:

(8.17) du_ u” +eu + a(u')?,

dt
where € is 1 (in case (v)) or 0 (in case (vii)) and o € C. By a Galilean
transformation we can make ¢ = 0. The resulting equation is called the

potential modified KdV equation (equation (4.11) in the list of [MSS90]).

Cases (iz), ()

In all the sequences (ix) and (x), after one or two steps, we arrive at (after
shifting indices) {h_; = Sﬁ The next term in the sequence, which we
denote Py, is obtained by solving the following equations for F' and P, in V:

1 1) 1
BF =00 —0F = —\——
° du”2bsu’’ .
1
Py = AF = (o 4o+ 2205 o) P,
u u

It is easy to check that a solution is given by F' = ﬁ, and

ar u” 3a; (u")? a1 as
1 Py=—— - —2 =
(8 8) 0 bg (u/)3 * bg (u’)4 + 2b3 (?/)2 bg

If ay # 0, we have dord(FPp) = 3, which is greater than max{dord(A) —
|H| + |K|, dord(B) + |K|, dord(C), dord(D) + |K|}, which is at most 2.
Therefore, by Corollary 7.16, each Hamiltonian PDE Ccll—? = P,,neZy,is
integrable, associated to an integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of S-type.

After rescaling x and t appropriately in the equation Ccll—? = Py, we con-
clude that the following bi-Hamiltonian equation is integrable, associated to
an integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of S-type:

du u" (u//)2 1

(8.19) T~ WP S

As explained in [MSS90], by a point transformation one can reduce this
equation to an equation of the form (4.1.4) in their list.
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Remark 8.6. Note that equation % = Py with Py given by (8.18) is trans-
formed, by the hodograph transformation z — u, u — —z, to the equation
with Py given by (8.16), after exchanging as and by with ag and bs respec-
tively. Equivalently, equation (8.19) can be transformed to equation (8.17)

up to rescaling of x and t.

8.4 Integrable Lenard-Magri schemes of C-type with a; =
by =0

Cases (i), (i), (ii7), (iv)

As pointed out above, in all the sequences (i)-(iv) we arrive, after one or

two steps (and after shifting indices), at {h_1 = {4/b2 + b3(v/)?. In the case

a1 = 0 we can actually find an explicit solution for the sequences {Shn}nEZ N
and {P,}nez, satisfying the recursive formulas

(8.20) Py Sh, Py, neiZy.

It is given by (n = 0):
- on — 1 — 2k)11 An+1=kgk —u'
Pn:Z<n>(n ”) . ag u i ,
(27’L — 2](3) b3 <b2 + bg(u/)2)§+n_k

By — i n\ (2n — 1 — 2k)!! A”“*ka’?‘f —
(2n — 2k + 2)” b§+1 (b2 + bs(u/)2)%+nfk ’

where A = ag9b3z — agbo, which is non-zero unless the operators H and K are
proportional. Here and further we let (—1)!! = 1.

First, note that for n = 0, the above expression for P, is the same as the
one in (8.14) with a; = 0. Hence Sh_l A Py. Next, we check that indeed
the sequences {{h,}nez, and {P,}nez, solve the recursive relations (8.20).
For this, we fix the fractional decompositions H = AB~! and K = CD~!
given by

as + az(u')?
u//

bg + bg (u’)2

u//

1
A= 0—azu , C= a—bgu/,B:Dzaoma.

Since B = D, the relations (8.20) hold if there exists an element F,, such
that

(8.22) CF,=P,, BF,=—", P, = AF,.
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A solution F,, to equations (8.22) is given by F,, = —h,,. Since h,, depends
only on v/, we have
1 oh,  Ohy,
B(_hn) =—0o Fahn = (_a)ﬁ = Ea
hence F,, = —h,, satisfies the second equation in (8.22). The first and third
equations in (8.22) can be easily checked using the following straightforward
identities (m € Z4):

1 - —bsymu/
(by + b3(u)2)2  (by + bg(u/)2)2
: = mA v + (m+1)a —
(b + bs(u)?)2 (by + bs(u)?)z lba + ba(w)?)3

If A # 0, all the elements P, are linearly independent, therefore, by
Theorem 7.15 and Lemma 7.20, each Hamiltonian PDE % =PFP,,neZ,,is
integrable, associated to an integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of C-type.

Cases (v), (vii)

In the sequences (v) and (vii) we arrive, after one or two steps (and after

shifting indices), at §h_; = ngg;)z. In the case a; = 0 we can actually find
an explicit solution for the sequences {§h, }nez, and {P,}nez, satisfying the
recursive formulas (8.20). It is given by (n € Z4):

2 (n\ (2k — D! agfka’g .
o= +1
(8.23) 1 ;g%<k> R (u)? 1,
| fno1 = = i n) (2k — D! a5 ~*a (u/) 2 +2
. HA\k) 2k +2)!1 by :

First, note that the above expression for Py is the same as the one in

(8.16) with a; = 0. Hence Sh_l A, Py. Next, we check that indeed the
sequences {{h,}nez, and {P,}nez, solve the recursive relations (8.20). For
this, we fix the fractional decompositions H = AB~! and K = CD~! given
by

2
1
A=t ol B—dolo, c=b, D=o.
u u
The relations (8.20) hold if there exist elements F,,, G, € V such that
n h’ﬂ
(8.24) CF,=P,, DF,= on BG, = O , Poy1 = AG,.

ou

ou
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Solutions F),, Gy, to equations (8.24) are given by F,, = éPn and G,, = —hy,.
The first and third equations in (8.24) are immediate. The third equation
follows from the immediate identity = 6h”. Finally, the fourth identity
in (8.24) is easily checked using the Tartagha—Pascal triangle.

Clearly, if ag # 0, all the elements P, are linearly independent, therefore,
by Theorem 7.15 and Lemma 7.20, each Hamiltonian PDE ‘Cll—? =P,,ne’Z,,
is integrable, associated to an integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of C-type.

Cases (iz), (z)
In the sequences (ix) and (x) we arrive, after one or two steps (and shift of

indices), at {h_; = Xﬁ If a1 = 0 we can find an explicit solution for the
sequences {{hy}nez, and {P,}nez, satisfying the recursive formulas (8.20).

It is given by (n € Z4):
2k —Dlai "k 1
k)l b" (u’)% )

2l<;— 1)Ha§j Fak 1
2k7~|—2 bgz+1 ( /)2k+1'

First, note that the above expression for Py is the same as the one in

(8.18) with a; = 0. Hence {h_y A, Py. Next, we check that indeed the
sequences {{hn}nez, and {P,}nez, solve the recursive relations (8.20). For
this, we fix the fractional decompositions H = AB~! and K = CD~! given
by

Z
(8.25) k=0
E

/)2 1 1
A:%&-agu', B=0do—0, C=bul, D=—0.
Since equations (8.24) hold with F, = 5= P, and G,, = —h,, (a fact that

can be easily checked directly), it follows that the recursive relations (8.20)
hold.

Clearly, if as # 0, all the elements P, are linearly independent, therefore,
by Theorem 7.15 and Lemma 7.20, each Hamiltonian PDE Ccll—? =P,,ne’Z,,
is integrable, associated to an integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of C-type.

8.5 Integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of C-type with b; # 0

As we did in the previous sections, we study here the integrability of the
Lenard-Magri scheme when b; # 0. We will consider separately the various
cases, depending on the parameters bs, b3, as, ag being zero or non-zero.
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Case 1: bybs # 0

Let us consider first the case when by and b3 are both non-zero. If Sho e V/oV

and Py € V satisfy the relations (0 A, opy §ho, then, by Lemmas
8.3 and 8.4, we necessarily have Py € C @ Cu’ and 56% = (0. Hence, any
infinite sequence extending the given finite one will have {h,, € Ker ( %) and
P, € C®CY, for every n € Z,. In other words, the Lenard-Magri scheme
repeats itself and integrability does not occur.

Case 2: by # 0,b3 =0,a3 =0

In the case when b1by # 0, b3 = 0 and az = 0, we can find explicitly all
possible solutions for the sequences {{h;,}nez, and {P,}nez, satisfying the
Lenard-Magri recursive relations (7.23).

In order to describe such solutions, we need to introduce some polynomi-
als. We let p,(x; A, €), qn(x; A €), n € Z4, be the sequences of polynomials,
a; ag
b by
constant parameters ¢ = (€, €, ... ), defined by the following recursive re-
lations: po(x; A,€) =0, and

depending on the 2 x 2 matrix A = < ), and on the sequence of

by —ab
Pt (@3 A ) = Lp(ws Ae) + 220 (25 A, €)
(8.26) » ; by by
<@ + 2612£>qn(az; Aje) = pp(z;Aye).

Here and further, as before, we use the notation (8.9) with x; and x; replaced
by b; and b;. It is easy to see that, if p(z) is a polynomial of degree n, then
a solution ¢(x) of the differential equation ¢”"(z) 4+ 2b12¢'(z) = p(z) is a
polynomial of degree n + 1, defined uniquely up to an additive constant
€o. Hence, at each step in the recursion (8.26), the resulting polynomial
Pn+1(x) depends on the previous step p,(x) and on the choice of a constant
parameter €,41.

With the above notation, all sequences {{hy}nez, , {Pn}nez, . satisfying
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the Lenard-Magri recursive relations (7.23), are as follows:

P, = py(x; A, e+)eb12x + pp(—x; A, 6_)e_b12x + agdy, ,

1
(8.27) hy, = o (q;(az; A €M) + bragn(z; A, e+)>eb12xu
1
1
- 7 <q;z(_$7 Av 67) + b12qn(—ﬂj‘, A7 67)) e*bmmu )
b1
where et = (ea—r,ez—r,...) and 6 = (do,d1,...) are arbitrary sequences of

constant parameters.

It is not hard to check that the sequences {{hy, }nez, and {P,}nez, indeed
solve the recursive relations (7.23), and any solution of the recursive relations
(7.23) is obtained in this way. To conclude, we observe that, since A =
asby — ajbe is non-zero (unless the operators H and K are proportional),
all the elements P, are linearly independent, therefore, by Theorem 7.15
and Lemma 7.20, each Hamiltonian PDE Ccll—? = P,, n € Z,, is integrable,
associated to an integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of C-type.

Case 3: by # 0,b3 = 0,a3 # 0

In the case when b1by # 0, by = 0 and a3 # 0, we have by Lemma 8.3(b)
that Ho(H) = a2C @ Cu’. On the other hand, by Lemma 8.4(vi) there is
no element §f € F(K) such that {f & Similarly, by Lemma 8.3(a)
we have Fo(K) = Cfe?2%u + Cle™"2%y + Ker (). On the other hand, by

Lemma 8.4(i) there is no element P € F(H) such that {e*?12%y A, p.

In conclusion, the Lenard-Magri recursion scheme, in this case, cannot
be applied, since the following finite sequences cannot be extended to infinite
sequences satisfying (7.23):

0w L9, fo 0 L fetheey L 4p.

Case 4: by =0,b3 #0,a9 =0

In the case when b1bg # 0, b = 0 and as = 0, we can find explicitly all
possible solutions for the sequences {{hy,}nez, and {P,}nez, satisfying the
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Lenard-Magri recursive relations (7.23). They are as follows:

P, = pp(u; A, e+)eb13“ + pn(—u; A, e*)e*b““ + aszdpu’

(5hn . 1 ’ . + . + bizu
S a<qn(u, A, €") + bizqn(us A, € ))e
1

_ (4 (= - . - —bio2u
b (qn( u; A, €7 ) 4 bisqn(—us A, € )>€ ,

(8.28)

where p,,(u; A, et) and ¢, (u; A,e) are the polynomials defined in (8.26),

depending on the matrix A = < Zl Z?’ ), and on the sequences of constant
1 03
parameters et = (eoi,eli,...) and § = (g, 01,...).

It is not hard to check, as in case 1, that the sequences {Shn}neZ . and
{Py }nez, solve the recursive relations (7.23), and any solution of the recur-
sive relations (7.23) is obtained in this way. We also observe that, since
A = asgb; — apbs is non-zero (unless the operators H and K are propor-
tional), all the elements P, are linearly independent, therefore, by Theorem
7.15 and Lemma 7.20, each Hamiltonian PDE Ccll—? = P,,n € Z,, is inte-
grable, associated to an integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of C-type.

Case 5: by = 0,b3 # 0,a9 # 0

In the case when bibs # 0, by = 0 and ag = 0, we have by Lemma 8.3(b)
that Ho(H) = C @ a3Cu’. On the other hand, by Lemma 8.4(v) there is
no element {f € F(K) such that {f LS Similarly, by Lemma 8.3(a) we
have Fo(K) = Cfeb13t + Cle 134 4 Ker (%). On the other hand, by Lemma
8.4(ii) there is no element P € F(H) such that {e*b13%qy A, p.

In conclusion, the Lenard-Magri recursion scheme, in this case, cannot
be applied, since the following finite sequences cannot be extended to infinite
sequences satisfying the relations (7.23):

(01 40, o dh 0L fetten L dp,
Case 6: by =b3 =0

In the case when by # 0, which we set equal to 1, and by = b3 = 0, we have
different possibilities according to the constants as and a3 being zero or not.

If asag # 0, the Lenard-Magri recursion scheme cannot be applied. In-
deed, by Lemma 8.3 we have Ho(H) = C®Cu’ and Fy(K) = Clu@Ker (%),
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and, whichever way we start the finite sequences {{h,,}2_, {P}Y,

(7.23), there is no way to extend them to non-trivial infinite sequences:

as in

SOHlKquHﬂPl,

0o u S gt S g

§0 LN PR fu l a2x+a3uu'<£>ﬂgh1.

Next, we consider the cases when exactly one of the elements as and
a3 is zero. Recall the sequence of polynomials p,(z; A,€) defined by the
recursive equations (8.26). In the case by = 1,by = 0, such equations reduce
to po(x;ay,az,e) =0 and

a az (d\—2
829 punlmanad = (3 + () )o@,

-2
Here <%> means integrating twice with respect to x, which is defined

uniquely up to adding a linear term €s,, + €2, +12. In particular, at each step
the degree increases by two.

In the case as # 0,a3 = 0, it is not hard to prove that all the sequences
{Shntnez, , {Pn}nez, , satisfying the Lenard-Magri recursive relations (7.23),
are as follows:

d -1
(8'30) P, an(l‘§a1,a2,€) +0n , Shn = S(%) pn(iﬂ;al,ag,E)U,
where € = (eg,€1,...) and (0, d1,...) are arbitrary sequence of constant

parameters. Since, obviously, all the elements P, are linearly independent,
we conclude that each Hamiltonian PDE % = P,, n € Z., is integrable,
associated to an integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of C-type.

Similarly, in the case ag = 0,a3 # 0, all the sequences {{hp}nez, .
{Pn}nez, , satisfying the Lenard-Magri recursive relations (7.23), are as fol-
lows:

d

-2
(8'31) P, = pn(“? ai, az, E)u/ + 5nu/ ) Shn = S(%) pn(u§ ay, az, E) )
where € = (€g,€1,...) and (dg,01,...) are arbitrary sequences of constant
parameters. Again, we conclude that each Hamiltonian PDE Ccll—? =P, ne

Z., is integrable, associated to an integrable Lenard-Magri scheme of C-
type.
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8.6 Summary

Let us summarize the results from the previous sections by listing all the
possibilities for the pairs H and K as in (8.1), and specifying, using the ter-
minology of Section 7.5, whether the corresponding Lenard-Magri sequence
(7.23) is integrable of S-type, i.e. the orders of the elements P,’s and %’s
tend to infinity (b = 0,a; # 0), whether it is integrable of Ci-type, i.e. the
C-span of the elements P,’s and {h,,’s is infinite dimensional and the orders
of H and K are both equal to —1 (by = a; = 0), whether it is integrable
of Ca-type, i.e. the C-span of the elements P,’s and {h,’s is infinite dimen-
sional and H has order less than or equal to K and K has order 1 (by # 0),
whether it is of finite type, i.e. the C-span of the elements P,’s or {h,’s is
necessarily finite dimensional, or whether it is blocked, i.e. there are choices
of Shn or P, for which the scheme cannot be continued. This is the list of
all possibilities:

e integrable of S-type:

(a) b1 =0, (b2,b3) # (0,0), arazaz # 0;
(b) b1 =0, a; # 0, and either by # 0, ag = 0 and (b3, a3) # (0,0), or
bs # 0, a3 = 0 and (ba, az) # (0,0).
e integrable of Ci-type:

by = a1 = 0, and either boas # 0 and (b3, ag) arbitrary, or bgay #
0 and (bg, a3) arbitrary.

e integrable of Co-type:
(a) bya; # 0, and either by = as = 0 and (bs,a3) # (0,0), or by =
az = 0 and (by,ag) # (0,0);
(b) by # 0, a; = 0, and either by = ay = 0 and ag # 0 (with bg
arbitrary), or bg = a3 = 0 and ag # 0 (with by arbitrary).
e finite type:

(a) bibobs # 0, a1 = 0, (az,as) # (0,0);

(b) by = 0, a; # 0, and either by = ag = 0 and b3 # 0 (with ag
arbitrary), or bg = a3 = 0 and by # 0 (with ay arbitrary).

(cl) by = a1 = 0, and either by = as = 0 and bzaz # 0, or byagy # 0
and b = a3 = 0;

(02) b1bobs # 0, aasag # 0;
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(d) bibabs # 0,a;1 # 0,aza3 = 0.
e blocked:
(a) by # 0, a;p =0, and either by = 0, ay # 0 and (b3, a3) # (0,0), or
bs =0, ag # 0 and (be, az) # (0,0);
(b) b1 # 0,b2bs = 0, ajazas3 # 0;

(¢) biay # 0, and either boas # 0 and by = ay = 0, or by = a3 = 0
and bzas # 0.

8.7 Going to the left

Suppose we have an integrable Lenard-Magri sequence (7.23) (of S, C; or
Cy-type). A natural question is whether this sequence can be continued to
the left:

(8.32)
H K H K H K H K
Py §0 Py $ho P Shi Py
In this way we get some additional equations compatible with the given
hierarchy c[liT: = P,, n € Z, and additional integrals of motion {h,, n =
—1,—2,..., in involution with the given {hy’s, with n > 0.

Clearly, trying to extend the Lenard-Magri scheme (8.32) to the left
amounts to switching the roles of the non-local Poisson structures H and
K, and to constructing the “dual” Lenard-Magri sequence

H K K H

(833) {05 Py Py h,

§ha

P_3

So, we need to study, for each possible choice of the parameters a;, b;,i =
1,2,3, what type of Lenard-Magri scheme we get when we switch all the
coefficients a;’s with the b;’s.

By looking at the list of all possibilities in the previous section, after
switching the roles of H and K we have the following:

e integrable of S-type (a) 2ok fnite type (a);

e integrable of S-type (b) =8 blocked (a);

e integrable of Ci-type ghacd integrable of Cq-type;

e integrable of Ca-type (a) phicd integrable of Ca-type (a);

e integrable of Ca-type (b) rhacd finite-type (b);
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e finite-type (c) phicd finite-type (c);
e finite-type (d) H2 X plocked (b);
e blocked (c) 2K Blocked (c).

We are only interested in the integrable (S or C-type) Lenard-Magri
schemes. We see from the above list that, after exchanging the roles of H
and K, three things can happen. The “dual” Lenard-Magri scheme (8.33)
can be of finite-type (this happens in the cases S(a) and Cy(b)). In this
situation continuing the Lenard-Magri scheme to the left we never get any
new interesting integrals of motion or equations.

The second possibility is that the “dual” Lenard-Magri scheme (8.33) is
of integrable-type (this happens in the cases C; and Cs(a)). In this situation
we can continue the Lenard-Magri scheme to the left indefinitely. In other
words, in each of these cases we can merge two integrable systems, “dual”
to each other, to get one integrable system with twice as many integrals of
motion and equations.

The most interesting situation is when the “dual” Lenard-Magri scheme
(8.33) is blocked (which happens in the case S(b)). In this case, if the
sequence (8.33) is blocked at P_, k > 0, we obtain an integrable PDE
which is not of evolutionary type.

8.8 Non-evolutionary integrable equations

According to the previous discussion, we need to consider the case of in-
tegrable Lenard-Magri scheme of S-type (b), which means the following 5
cases:

1. b1 =0,by # 0,b3 # 0,a1 # 0,a9 # 0,a3 = 0;
2. by =0,by # 0,b3 # 0,a1 # 0,as = 0,a3 # 0;
3. b1 =0,by #0,b3 #0,a; #0,as = 0,a3 = 0;
4. by =0,by # 0,b3 =0,a; # 0,as = 0,a3 # 0;

5. by =0,by =0,b3 # 0,a1 # 0,as # 0,a3 = 0;
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Case 1: by =0,by #0,b3 # 0,a1 # 0,a2 # 0,a3 =0

This case gives, to the right, the Lenard-Magri scheme listed as case (ii) in
Section 8.3, while, after exchanging the roles of H and K we get, to the left,
the “blocked” Lenard-Magri scheme listed as case 3 in Section 8.5. Hence,
overall, we get the following scheme:

pp L ferorry o L 0 L 1 B /by + bs(W)? L

H albgbg’u,”/ (],1bgbg”u,/(’u,”)2 a2b3 K

(by + bs(u)2)2 (b + b3(w/)2)3 /b2 + b3(u/)?

Here and further + means that we take arbitrary linear combination of the
above expressions with + and with —. Trying to solve naively for P in the
above scheme, we get the following expression

P= ib—zeialzx + bgu'07! (ei‘“”u/) .
a12
The meaning of the above expression for P is that the following partial
differential equation is a member of the integrable hierarchy associated to
the Lenard-Magri scheme of S-type (ii):

(834) (E) — ib_2<ieia12x) + b3€i‘al2acum )
Ug / a1z \Uyg x

Case 2: b =0,by #0,b3 # 0,a1 # 0,a2 =0,a3 #0

This case gives, to the right, the Lenard-Magri scheme listed as case (iii) in
Section 8.3, while, after exchanging the roles of H and K we get, to the left,
the “blocked” Lenard-Magri scheme listed as case 5 in Section 8.5. Hence,
overall, we get the following scheme:

ﬂPLSeiC”S“ ,0& §0 LGP § b2~|—b3(u’)2<£>

H _ albgbgu”/ (],1bgbg’u,/(’u,”)2 agbg K
(by + b3(w)2)2  (by + by(w)2)3 /b2 + by(u/)?

Trying to solve naively for P we get

P = ialgbﬁ*lei“““ + b3u/eia13u .
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This means that the following hyperbolic partial differential equation is a
member of the integrable hierarchy associated to the Lenard-Magri scheme
of S-type (iii):

b
(835) Uty = ia13b2eia13u + _3(eia13u)

Case 3: by =0,by # 0,b3 # 0,a1 # 0,a2 =0,a3 =0

This case gives, to the right, the Lenard-Magri scheme listed as case (iv) in
Section 8.3, while, after exchanging the roles of H and K we get, to the left,
the “blocked” Lenard-Magri scheme listed as case 6 in Section 8.5. Hence,
overall, we get, depending on how we choose to continue the scheme to the
left, the following two possibilities (or any their linear combination):

ﬂP<£>ailga;u o1 L 50 o 0 L /by + by (u)? <5

H _ albgbgu”’ 13 albgbgu’(u”)z K
(b + bs(w)?)2 by + bs(w)?)? ’
or
1.1
£P<£>a— Euz LR §0 LN PR § by + by(w)2 <
1
H _ albgbgu”/ albgbgu’(u”)z K

7 +3 5
(b2 +bg(u)?)2 (b2 + b3(u)?)2
Trying to solve naively for P we get, in the first case

b b b
P=—22%1 Sau — —3u/0_1u,
2a1 al al

which corresponds to the following integrable non-evolutionary partial dif-
ferential equation:

(830 (1), = 2 (D) + B,

In the second case we get
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which corresponds to the following integrable hyperbolic partial differential
equation:

b2 b3 3
8.37 = — — 2 -
( ) Uy alu + Gar (u?)

In conclusion, both equations (8.36) and (8.37) are members of the integrable
hierarchy associated to the Lenard-Magri scheme of S-type (iv).

Case 4: by =0,by #0,b3 =0,a1 # 0,a2 = 0,a3 # 0

This case gives, to the right, the Lenard-Magri scheme listed as case (vii) in
Section 8.3, while, after exchanging the roles of H and K we get, to the left,
the “blocked” Lenard-Magri scheme listed as case 5 in Section 8.5. Hence,
overall, we get the following scheme:

_(u/)2 H
2by

ip LS feronse o L fo L ol K
H ai , 43 ;3 K
b T 2, ")
Trying to solve naively for P we get

P = ia13b26_1€ia13u .

This means that the following hyperbolic partial differential equation is a
member of the integrable hierarchy associated to the Lenard-magri scheme
of S-type (vii):

(8.38) Uty = Fa13boeT 3%

As expected, equation (8.38) is obtained by (8.35) letting b3 = 0.

Case 5: by =0,b2 = 0,b3 # 0,a; # 0,a2 # 0,a3 =0

This case gives, to the right, the Lenard-Magri scheme listed as case (x) in
Section 8.3, while, after exchanging the roles of H and K we get, to the left,
the “blocked” Lenard-Magri scheme listed as case 3 in Section 8.5. Hence,
overall, we get the following scheme:

K ¢ orane, H K H K 1 H
ip fea12q 0 {0 1 { BT,

g ap u” a1 (u")?  ax 1 g

_E (u’)3 + E (u’)4 + ﬁ (u’)2
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Trying to solve naively for P in the above scheme, we get the following

expression
P = b0t (ei‘“”u/) ,

and the associated non-evolutionary partial differential equation is

(8.39) (ﬂ) — byetm2Ty,

Uy /
In conclusion, equation (8.39) is a member of the integrable hierarchy asso-
ciated to the Lenard-Magri scheme of S-type (x). Note that this equation is
obtained letting by = 0 in equation (8.34).

Conclusion

After rescaling the variables u, x and t, or replacing x by z+ const., or u
by u+ const., in equations (8.34)-(8.39), we conclude that the following are
all the integrable non-evolutionary partial differential equations which are
members of some integrable hierarchy of bi-Hamiltonian equations, with H
and K as in (8.1):

Uy = € —ae” " +e(e" —ae” ),

U et —ae "
(—t) = (" —ae u, + 6<7) ,
Uy / x Uy T
Uy = u + (%) 4z,

2

Ut X

(), (2, +ou
Uy / x Uy / T

where o and € are 0 or 1.

Recall that the case when e = 0 equation (8.40) is the Liouville equation
when a = 0, and the sinh-Gordon equation when o = 1, cf. [Dor93].
Equation (8.41) (respectively (8.43)) can be obtained from equation (8.40)
(resp. (8.42)) by the hodograph transformation u +— x, z — —u. Equation

(8.42) is called the “short pulse equation” [SW02], and its integrability was
proved in [SS04]. Equations (8.40) with € = 1 was studied in [Fok95].

9 KN type integrable systems

In this section V is a field of differential functions in u, and, as usual, we
assume that V contains all the functions that we encounter in our compu-
tations.
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Recall from Example 4.14 that the following is a pair of compatible non-
local Poisson structures:

Li=4'0" ou (Sokolov) , Ly=0"'ouw'o ' ow'd™ (Dorfman) .

We consider two non-local Poisson structures H and K which are linear
combinations of L1 and Lo: H = a1lq + asLls and K = b1 Ly + boLo. As
we have seen in the example of Liouville type integrable systems, discussed
in Section 8, integrable hierarchies associated to Lenard-Magri schemes of
C type are usually not very interesting (cf. Sections 8.4 and 8.5). Hence, in
this section, we will only consider integrable Lenard-Magri schemes of S-type
(in the terminology of Section 7.5), which is possible only when the order
of the pseudodifferential operator H is greater than the order of K, namely
when a1 # 0 and by = 0. Therefore, we consider the following compatible
pair of non-local structures:

(9.1) H=vo"ou +a0 oo oo™, K=0"odo oot
with @ € C. We want to discuss the integrability of the corresponding Lenard-
Magri scheme.

9.1 Preliminary computations

Note that K is the inverse of a differential operator, hence its minimal
fractional decomposition is K = 1D~!, where

1 1

We next find a minimal fractional decomposition for H. It is given by the
following
Lemma 9.1. For every a € C, we have H = AB™!, where
" "
9 U u N/ 1 ,
A= <(9 —2U0~|— <U) +a> o D(u,)é’—u ,

1 1 1
B:aOJaOJaOD(u’)a'

(9.3)

Here and further, we have, recalling (9.2),

(9.4) D) = <ui(z—':)'>/



The above fractional decomposition is minimal only for a # 0. For a = 0,
the minimal fractional decomposition for H is H = 15~', where

1 1
Proof. We need to prove that AB~! = S~! + aD~!. By looking at the
coefficient of a in AB™!, we get

—1
1 1.1 1 [P T NI o SAS R |
D<u/)6<aou/6ou/8oD(ul)6> =0 "oud touo T =D"".

Letting a = 0 in AB™!, we have

-1
2 _QWa (WYL o ooty 1t
<<a 2u/a+<u/> ot | Gl s e

" "
= <02 2% oy <u >, —uoto D(u/)> oo Mot oot

u! u!

N,
=o0ouo Yoo =20 L oo + <u_/> oot oot
U
/4

—w'o Lo D)o o oo =wo o + (u/ﬁ_l oL

,u/
N,
"o+ <“—,> oo — oo D(u’)a—lu/a—1> ou'd7L .
u
In the last identity we used the Leibniz rule for 0: do f = fo+ f. To

conclude the proof, we need to check that the expression in parenthesis in
the RHS is zero:

" "

(9.6) woto % — "0t + <%>/071u'871 —Wo o Do et = 0.

This identity is obtained applying repeatedly the commutation relation (f €
V),

(9.7) o tof=fot—otoflot,

which is a consequence of the Leibniz rule for ¢, and using the expression
(9.4) for D(u'). O

In order to apply successfully the Lenard-Magri scheme of integrability
we need to compute the kernel of the operator B.
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Lemma 9.2. The kernel of the operator B in (9.3) is a 4-dimensional vector
space over C, spanned by

1 u”\! uu"\' wu
f1:17 f2:_/<_/) ) f3:_<_> — T
u? ru’\’ ! %L
Ja= —,(—,) —2u— +2u’.
u \u U
Proof. 1t is immediate to check that all the elements f; are indeed in the
kernel of B. On the other hand, since B has order 4, its kernel has dimension
at most 4. U

9.2 Applying the Lemard-Magri scheme for a # 0

According to the Lenard-Magri scheme of integrability, starting with {h_; =
§0, we need to find sequences {§h,}Y_, and {P,}2_ solving the recursion
relations (7.23).

Since C' = 1, in order to find solutions of the scheme (7.23) up to N = 3,
we need to find elements F},, h,, P, €V, n=0,...,3, such that

Gy Ol

BF, P, = AF, —
n 5u 9 n n 5u

=DP,,

for all n = 0,1,2,3 (we let, as usual, {h_y = SO) Recalling the expressions
(9.2) and (9.3) of A, B, D, and using Lemma 9.2, it is a straightforward but
lengthy calculation to find solutions:

L ST
Fy=—fi=—1, Py = ghgzéf(%)Q.

Hence, we get the following Lenard-Magri scheme

o1 ot L jo w2 K o L
(98) H /K1<u”>2K

u/

We next prove that the Scheme~(9.8) can be extended indefinitely, pos-
sibly going to a normal extension V of V. According to Theorem 7.15 and
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Remark 7.10, this is the case, provided that the orthogonality conditions
(7.16) hold. Since C' = 1, the first condition in (7.16) is trivial. As for
the second orthogonality condition, let ¢ € (Spanc{Po, PP, Pg})l. Since
¢ L Py, we have that ¢ = ¢}, for some ¢; € V. Since ¢ L P;, we have

that ¢ = %, for some @9 € V. Since ¢ L P, we have that o = %, for

some 3 € V. And, finally, since ¢ 1 P3, we have that @3 = %&,), for some
w4 € V. In conclusion, ¢ = By, proving the second orthogonality condition
(7.16).

We compute explicitly the next element P, in the Lenard-Magri scheme,
which gives the first non-trivial equation of the corresponding bi-Hamiltonian
hierarchy. For this, we need to solve, for Fy, Py € V, the following equations

ohs

BF4 = E = D(’LL/) 5 P4 = AF4

The general solution is:
" "

u"N\' 1 ru"N\2 le} «Q o
Fy = <—,> ——<—,> +(a—a)fi+—fot+ —fs+—f1,
u 2\u a a a

where «;, i = 1,...,4, are arbitrary constants. Hence, the first non-trivial
integrable equation in the hierarchy has the form:

(9.9)

"\2
d_u :P4=u”’—§<u ) +a1u’+a2+a3u+a4u2.
dt 2

In order to prove that equation (9.9) is indeed integrable, we are left to
prove that the sequences {{hy}nez, and {P,}nez, are linearly independent.
For this, we use Lemma 7.19.

Since dord(D(u')) = 4, we have dord(A) = 6, dord(B) = 7, dord(C) =
—oo and dord(D) = 3. Moreover, |H| = —1 and |K| = —3. Hence, the RHS
of inequality (7.20) is 4.

Next, we compute the differential order of the next element P5; in the
Lenard-Magri scheme. It is obtained by solving, for &4 = %,Fg,,Pg, eV,
the following equations:

(9.10) ¢ =DPy, BFs=¢,, Ps= AFs.

From the first equation in (9.10) we get

1.1
54 = 8;5;8(1/” + ,0) N
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where p € V has dord(p) = 2. Hence, the second equation in (9.10) gives

1
aF — "
D(’LL/) 5 w+p1,
where dord(p; — p) = 0. In particular, F5 has differential order less than or
equal to 3. It follows by the third equation in (9.10) that

2 u” u” ! " /
Ps=1(0 —2?a+(5) +a (W + p1)—u'F5.

Hence, 225 = 1, and 255

Fe) =y = 0 for every n > 5. In particular, dord(Fs) = 5.
According to Lemma 7.19, since we have dord(Ps) = 5 > 4, we obtain:
dord (?—u") = 2n — 2, and dord(P,) = 2n — 5, for every n > 3. In particular,
all the elements {§hn}nez, and {P,},ez, are linearly independent. As a
consequence, every equation of the hierarchy C%L = P,, n € Z,, including
equation (9.9), is integrable of S-type.

Note that, since the kernels of B* and D* have non-zero intersections,
we cannot conclude that [P,,, P,] is zero for every m,n € Z,. In fact, we
have [P(],Pl] = Po, [P(],Pg] = 2P1, [Pl,Pg] = PQ, and Ker(B*)mKer(D*) =
Span{ Py, P1, P} (which is isomorphic to sly), in complete agreement with
our Theorem 7.15 (and in disagreement, for example, with [O1v93, Thm.5.36]
and [Blad8, Thm.3.12]).

When all constants «; are equal to zero, equation (9.9) is usually called
the Schwarz KdV equation, see e.g. [MS12] (in [Dor93] it is called the
Krichever-Novikov (KN) equation, since it is a degeneration of the KN equa-
tion). As explained in [MS12], equation (9.9) can be reduced to the Schwarz

KdV equation by some point transformation.

Remark 9.3. By Remark 7.23, all ¢,’s and P,,’s constructed in this section
have coordinates in V = F[u,v/™',v”,u”,...]. By Example 4.5, this algebra
is contained in a normal extension V = V[log '], and all conserved densities
h,,’s can be chosen in V.

9.3 The case a =0

In the case when a = 0 all the computations are much easier. Since A = C =

. . H K .
1, the recursive conditions Shn_l —— P, < {hy, n € Z, are equivalent

to the equations
_ Ohp1  Ohy

BP, , — =DP,.
ou ou
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It is easy to find the first few steps of the Lenard-Magri scheme:
(9.11)
"

1 2
gmi%:wﬁq%zﬂgﬁ«igzw_

§<u”)2
2

K
7 ~|—oz1u/<—>...

u
for arbitrary aq € C.

As before, the scheme (9.11) can be extended indefinitely. Indeed, since
C' =1, the first orthogonality condition in (7.16) is trivial, while the second
one holds since P;- = Im B.

Moreover, in this case dord(A) = dord(C) = —oo, dord(B) = 2, and
dord(D) = 3, so the RHS of inequality (7.20) is 0. Since dord(Fy) =1 > 0,
we can apply Lemma 7.19 to deduce that all the elements {Shn}nEZ . and
{Py}nez, are linearly independent.

In conclusion, every equation of the hierarchy i—i = P,,n € Z,, is
integrable of S-type. Note that the first non-trivial equation is % = P,

which is the same as equation (9.9) with ay = a3 = a4 = 0. Note also
that, since Ker B* n Ker D* = 0 in this case, we have [P,,, P,] = 0 for all
m,ne L.

9.4 One step back

As we did in the example of Liouville type integrable systems, we can ask
whether the Lenard-Magri schemes (9.8) and (9.11) can be continued to the
left. This amounts to finding P, € V and {h,, € V/dV, with n < —1, such
that

K H

(9.12) fhy <Py Lo

We consider separately the cases a # 0 and a = 0. When a # 0, the

conditions (9.12) give the following equations for P_;, F and £_o = 52;2:

(9.13) DP, =0, AF=P_,, ¢ .4=BF,

where A, B, and D are as in (9.2) and (9.3). All solutions P_; of the first
equation in (9.13) are

P {=cy+cu+ 62u2 ,
with ¢g,c1,c0 € C. Next, we want to find all solutions F' of the second

equation in (9.13). Applying m—a(n), with n > 4, to both sides of the equation
AF = P_; we immediately get that dord(F) < 3 and 0F = fD(u'), with
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dord(f) < 1. Hence, the second equation in (9.13) can be rewritten as the
following system of equations,

"

2 u’ u N\’ , 5
(9.14) af_2gaf+<g>f+af—uF=co+C1u+C2u,
oF = fD(u'),

for F, f € ¥V with dord(F) < 3 and dord(f) < 1. Applying W‘?g) to both sides

of the first equation in (9.14) and =25 to both sides of the second equation

oud)
in (9.14), we get
oF f of

G " R

Hence, dord(f) < 0. Next, applying au—6<2> to the first equation in (9.14) and
Wa(g) to the second equation in (9.14), we get
oF u” 1 of
— =-2——f———=0 of = ==u'.
ou" (u/)3f (u/)2 ! f 8uu

Hence, f is a function of v only. Using the above result, we can rewrite the
second equation in (9.14), after integrating by parts twice, as

f (u//), 6fu” N a2f /) an

Y ~ aa )

ul

——u
ou v ou?

aF:a(

In particular, it must be %(u/ )2 € 0V, which is possible only if %(u/ )2 =0,
see [BDSK09]. In conclusion, f must be a quadratic polynomial in u with

" / "
constant coefficients, and F' = % %) — %% + g%guﬁl— const. Plugging
these results back into equation (9.14) we finally get that
6F Co C1 C2 o
=/=—+—u+—u
D(u') ! a a

Hence, the third equation in (9.13) gives £_5 = 0. In conclusion, in this
case the “dual” Lenard-Magri sequence, obtained by exchanging the roles
of H and K, is of finite type, namely it repeats itself with {h,, € Ker (%)
and P, € Ker(D) for every n < —1, and we don’t get any new interesting
integrals of motion or equations.

Next, we consider the case a = 0. In this case, relations (9.12) give the
following equations for P_y, P_y, and {h_j:

Sh_
(9.15) DP_{ =0, DP_y=——2

ZSP,1,
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where S, and D are as in (9.2) and (9.5). As before, P_; = co + ciu + cou?,
with ¢g, ¢, c2 € C. Hence, the second equation in (9.15) reads

(9.16) <%<0Pl_2>/>':i<co+c1u/+ c2u2>"

U u u! u

For every n € Z,, we have the identity

n n n un—l

1 u™\ 1, u

) - 3w T
It follows that the RHS of (9.16) cannot be a total derivative unless ¢; =
co = 0 (cf. [BDSKO09]). Moreover, if ¢; = ¢o = 0 equation (9.16) reduces to

(0];’/_2)/ = % + const.u’,
which, for the same reason as before, has no solutions unless ¢y = 0. In
conclusion, for every non-zero P_; € Ker D, the “dual” Lenard-Magri scheme
is blocked at P_s. In this case, as we saw in Section 8.8, we obtain integrable
PDE’s which are not of evolutionary type.

In particular, for (c1,c2) # (0,0) we get the following non-evolutionary
integrable PDE:

0.17) ((te))) - (ntawtar)

while for ¢ = 1 and ¢; = ¢ = 0, we obtain the following integrable equation
Uty 1

( ) Uy Jx 2Uy TVl

where v is a constant. Note that, if we apply the differential substitution
v = logu' to equation (8.40) with € = 0, we get equation (9.18).
10 NLS type integrable systems

Recall from Example 4.17 that the following is a triple of compatible non-
local Poisson structures in two differential variables u, v:

0 —1 voltov —wilouw
Ly =ot, L2_<1 0 >’ Lg_(—uﬁlofu udtou )

We want to consider two non-local Poisson structures H and K which are
linear combinations of them: H = a1L1+asLlo+azls and K = by L1 +byLo+
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b3 L3, where a;’s and b;’s are constants. As in the previous section, we are
only interested in integrable Lenard-Magri schemes of S-type. In particular,
we assume that the order of the pseudodifferential operator H is greater
that the order of K, and so we consider only the case when b; = 0. Note
that when by = 0, we get K = b3 L3, which is a degenerate pseudodifferential
operator. In this case, we cannot apply Theorem 7.15 and we do not know
how to prove integrability. Hence, we assume that by = 1. And, since we
want that the order of H is greater that the order of K, we assume also that
a)p = 1.

In conclusion, we consider the following compatible pair of non-local
Hamiltonian structures:

0 —1 vo~tov —wolow
H—@][~|—a2< 1 0 > +a3< —udtov wdlow )
0 —1 vo~ltov —wolow
K= ( 1 0 >+b3< —udtov wdlow > '
Note that if ag = bg = 0, the above pair is such that H is “local”
differential operator, and K is invertible. In this case, the Lenard-Magri

. . . Shy
recursion relations give {h_; = 0 and H = =K ?—u” for every n = 0, hence

‘?—u” = 0 for every n. Therefore, in this case, the corresponding Lenard-Magri
scheme is of finite type, and we don’t get any integrable system. Hence, we
assume that (as,bs) # (0,0).

Next, we need to find minimal fractional decompositions for H and K.
This is given by the following

(10.1)

Lemma 10.1. We have the following minimal fractional decomposition for
the operator Ls:

votov —wolouw\ [0 —uv 1 0 -t
—udlov wilouw L0 w? - %(9ou

The rational matriz pseudodifferential operator H admits the fractional de-
composition H = AB™' given by

g, g1 _
(10.2) A—< 0—azy agfﬁou a3u2v>7 B—<1 0 >7

v v 1
dox+ay doydou+asu v 0ouw

which is minimal for ag # 0, while, for a3 = 0, H is a matriz differen-
tial operator. The rational matriz pseudodifferential operator K admits the
fractional decomposition K = CB~! with B as in (10.2) and

2 _Llooy — byuv
(10.3) C= ( 1 byt ) .
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This decomposition is minimal for bs # 0, while, for bs = 0, K = Lo is an
tnwvertible matrix.

Proof. Straightforward. O

As usual, in order to apply the Lenard-Magri scheme it is convenient to
find the kernels of the operators B and C':

KerB-C(E) , KerC—C<_lf’u>.

u u

We next compute the first few steps in the Lenard-Magri scheme. We
H K H K
Py $ho P

have the following H and K-associations: {0

Shi <L, Py, where (e ()
(10.4)
v

- Lo o 9

P(]—Oéa3< u >7 Sho_i‘g(u +U)7
_ [ W —a _ 1, 42, 9 2 b_3 2 22)
P1_<v’—|—a2u>’ Shl—f<uv+2(u ~|—v)+8(u +v°)7 ),
V" + 2a9u’ — a3v + %(u(zﬂ + 1)2)), + 7“3_2“21)31)(112 + v?) >

P —
2 —u” + 2a9v" + adu + %3 (v(u2 + 112))/ — 7“3_2“2b3u(u2 +v?)

Indeed, we have Py = AFy, BFy = 0, for Fy = « ( 8 > We have Py = CFy,

u

% = BF}, for F} = < Z ), where «, 8 € C are chosen so that aas— (b3 = 1
u
(we can always do so, since, by assumption, (as,bs) # (0,0)). We have

Py = AF,, 29 — BF, for Fy = ( Y > We have P, = CFy, 91 — B,

0
/ b3 2 2
for F3 = ( v +a2u—i;u22fv(2u +v%) > And, finally, we have P, = AF},
—lutte”

% = BF4, for F4 = Fg.
Next, we check that the orthogonality conditions (7.16) hold for N = 0.

We have F = ( / ) € %L if and only if §(uf + vg) = 0, namely if

g
f=—2g+ %,, for some h € V. But in this case
_v N
pe (T ) o1 e
u
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proving the first orthogonality condition (7.16). As for the first orthogonality
condition, if ag = 0 there is nothing to prove since H is a matrix differential
operator (i.e. the denominator is I in its minimal fractional decomposition).

If ag # 0, we can choose a = i, and we have I’ = ( i; ) € POL if and only

if {(—vf +ug) = 0, namely if g = ”f—i—i for some h € V. But in this case

() -n () ems,

proving the second orthogonality condition (7.16). Therefore, by Theorem
7.15 and Remark 7.10, we deduce that the elements (10.4) can be extended,
possibly going to a normal extension V of V, to infinite sequences {{h;, }nez s

{Pp}nez, , such that (h,_4 Ap K $hon.

Finally, we have |H| = 1, |K| = 0, dord(A) = 2, dord(B) = dord(C) =
dord(D) = 1, and dord(P») = 2. Hence, the inequality (7.20) holds. There-
fore, by Lemma 7.19 we have dord(P,) = dord(%22) = n for every n € Z,.
In particular, all the elements {h,,’s and P,’s are linearly independent.

In conclusion, each equation of the hierarchy C‘é—: = P, is integrable, and
the local functionals (h,’s are their integrals of motion. The first “non-
trivial” equation of this hierarchy is for n = 2. Letting as = 0, a3 = 2«, and
by = 20, it takes the form

105) ;—? =" + av(u® + %) + B(u(u2 + 1)2))/
‘ d—: = —u" — au(u® +v?) + B(v(v? + v2))/

If we view u and v as real valued functions, and we consider the complex
valued function 1) = u+ v, the system (10.5) can be written as the following
PDE:

dip

Z——W+¢M”WMM)

which, for g = 0, is the well-known Non-Linear Schroedinger equation (see
e.g. [TF86, Dor93, BDSK09]). The case 8 # 0 has been studied by many
authors as well, see [KN78, CLL79, WKI79, CC87].

It is not difficult to show that, when going back, the Lenard-Magri
scheme is “blocked” at {h_y when ag = 0, and it is of finite type when
as # 0. Hence, we don’t get any non-evolutionary PDE in this case.

Remark 10.2. By Remark 7.23, all &,’s and P,’s constructed above have
coordinates in V, = Flu®! v, o/, v/, u” v",...]. Moreover, using a different
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fractional decomposition, this time over V, = F[u, v, v/, v/ u", 0", .. ], we

can show that all coordinates of the &,’s and P,’s lie in V,, hence they actu-
ally lie in the algebra of differential polynomials V = Flu, v, v/, o', u” 0", .. . ].
This is a normal algebra of differential functions, therefore all conserved den-
sities h,,’s can be chosen in V.
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