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Abstract

We obtain 21 two-dimensional natural Hamiltonian systems with sextic invariants,

which are polynomial of the sixth order in momenta. Following to Bertrand, Darboux,

and Drach these results of the standard brute force experiments can be applied to con-

struct a new mathematical theory.
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1 Introduction

A Hamiltonian system is called natural if Hamiltonian is the sum of positive-definite kinetic
energy and potential

H = T (q, p) + V (q) .

The search of natural Hamiltonian systems admitting integral of motion that is a polynomial
of order N in the momenta is a classical problem [4, 5], which is currently intensively studied,
see [2, 10, 11, 12, 15, 23] and references within.

There is few two-dimensional natural Hamiltonian systems with invariants (constants of
motion or integrals of motion), which are polynomials of the sixth order in momenta. According
to [13] the Hamiltonian vector field with Hamiltonian

H = p21 + p22 + V (q1, q2) ,

admits sextic invariants for a potential of the Holt-type system

V = 12q
4/3
2 + (q21 + a)q

−2/3
2 + bq−2

1 ,

Toda-type system

V1 = e
(
√

3q1−q2)
2 + eq2 + e−

√
3q1 , V2 = e

(
√

3q1−q2)
2 + eq2 + e

−

√

3q1
3 ,

superintegrable Calogero-type system

V = v(2q2) + v(
√
3q1 + q2) + v(−

√
3q1 + q2) , v(z) = z−2 +

a2

2
z−2 ,

and a few superintegrable systems associated with the Chebychev theorem on binomial differ-
entials.

In [9] we obtained one more system with sextic invariant at

V = (q
−2/3
1 + a)q

−2/3
2 ,

which is a generalization of the Fokas-Lagerström system having a cubic invariant [7, 13].
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On the pseudo-Euclidean space, there are more natural Hamiltonian systems with sextic
invariant [14]

H = p1p2 + qa1q
b
2 ,

where a and b are rational numbers associated with a special set of parameters of the hyperge-
ometric function, for instance

V = q21q
−10/7
2 , V = q

−2/3
1 q

−5/6
2 , V = q

−2/3
1 q

−7/3
2 .

Similar to the Holt and Fokas-Lagerstrom potentials we have singular potentials which are
well-defined functions only on part of the plane.

In [18] we construct one more Hamiltonian system with invariant of degree six on the
two-dimensional space with metric depending on local coordinates

H =
p21

2m1(q1, q2)
+

p22
2m2(q1, q2)

+ V (q1, q2) ,

i.e. a natural Hamiltonian system with position-dependent mass (effective mass). This system
has been obtained using divisor arithmetic on an elliptic curve [18, 19]. Below we present 20
similar natural Hamiltonian systems with effective mass and sextic invariant.

Dynamical systems with position-dependent mass were first introduced in the theory of
semiconductor physics, and now these systems can be found in many fields, such as classical
Hamiltonian and non-Hamiltonian mechanics, quantum mechanics, relativistic mechanics, nu-
clear physics, molecular physics, neutrino mass oscillations, quantum information and so on,
see references in recent papers [1, 3, 8, 16, 22].

Our aim is not to construct integrable systems with a sixth degree invariant or to study
the applications of these systems in physics. Similar to Darboux [5] and Drach [6] we use the
direct method of constructing invariants to collect a sufficient number of examples that allow
us to build a mathematical theory explaining the existence of such sextic invariants.

1.1 Two-dimensional geodesic motion with cubic invariant

Let us consider two-dimensional metric

g =







(kq1 + q2)q
m
1

q1 − q2
0

0
(kq2 + q1)q

m
2

q2 − q1






, q1 < 0 < q2 ,

and the corresponding kinetic energy

T = g11p
2
1 + g22p

2
2 =

(kq1 + q2)q
m
1

q1 − q2
p21 +

(kq2 + q1)q
m
2

q2 − q1
p22 , (1.1)

derived in [18] in the framework of divisor arithmetic on an elliptic curve. Here q1,2 are the
position variables and p1,2 are the conjugate momenta for canonical Poisson brackets

{q1, p1} = {q2, p2} = 1 , {q1, q2} = {q1, p2} = {q2, p1} = {p1, p2} = 0 .

At k = ±1 Hamiltonian system with geodesic Hamiltonian T (1.1) admits linear invariant
and, therefore, sextic invariant may be obtained by using the Chebyshev theorem on binomial
differentials [9]. Here, we do not consider this construction of integrals of motion.

Proposition 1 At special values of parameters m and k

• m = 1 , k = 2; • m = 3 , k =
1

2
, 3; • m = 4 , k = ±3,−3

5
,−1

7
,
1

5
,
1

2
;
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geodesic Hamiltonian T (1.1) commutes

{T,K} = 0

with the reducible cubic polynomial

K = K1K2 , K1 = (q21p1 − q22p2) ,

where K2 is a polynomial of the second order in momenta.

These special values of parameters are related to divisor arithmetic on an elliptic curve, which
allows us to get separated variables for the corresponding Hamilton-Jacobi equation T = E and
prove that these Hamiltonian systems are bi-Hamiltonian.

Proposition 2 At special values of parameters m and k

• m = 1 , k = 2; • m = 3 , k =
1

2
, 2; • m = 4 , k = −3,

1

3
,
1

5
,
3

5
, 2;

geodesic Hamiltonian T (1.1) commutes

{T, L} = 0

with the reducible quartic polynomial

L = K2
1L2 , K1 = (q21p1 − q22p2) ,

where L2 is a polynomial of the second order in momenta.

Thus, we have superintegrable geodesic motion at

• m = 1 , k = 2; • m = 3 , k =
1

2
; • m = 4 , k = −3,

1

5
;

and in all these cases
{L,K} = K2 .

Following the example from [18], below we consider integrable Hamiltonian systems with
integrals of motion

H1 = T + V (q1, q2) ,

H2 =
(

K2
1 + U1(q1, q2)

)(

K2 + U2(q1, q2)
)2

= K2 +
(

U1K
2
2 + 2U2K1K

)

+
(

U2
2K

2
1 + 2U1U2K2

)

+ U1U
2
2 .

(1.2)

where V (q1q2) and U1,2(q1q2) are the solution of partial differential equations obtained from
the standard equation

{H1, H2} = 0 , (1.3)

which must be identically satisfied for all admissible values of p1 and p2.
If reducible cubic polynomial K admits a few decompositions

K = K1K2 = K̂1K̂2 = K̃1K̃2 ,

we obtain several integrable systems with integrals of motion (1.2) and

Ĥ1 = T + V̂ (q1, q2) , Ĥ2 =
(

K̂2
1 + Û1(q1, q2)

)(

K̂2 + Û2(q1, q2)
)2

,

H̃1 = T + Ṽ (q1, q2) , H̃2 =
(

K̃2
1 + Ũ1(q1, q2)

)(

K̃2 + Ũ2(q1, q2)
)2

.

(1.4)

In the next section, we present formal solutions of the partial differential equations (1.3) asso-
ciated with all parameters m and k in Proposition 1.
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2 Invariants of sixth order in momenta

In [18] we supposed that q1,2 are parabolic coordinates on the plane

q1 = y −
√

x2 + y2 , q2 = y +
√

x2 + y2

so that the corresponding momenta are

p1 =
py

2
+

√−q1q2 px

2q1
, p1 =

py

2
+

√−q1q2 px

2q2
.

In these variables, kinetic energy is equal to

m = 1 , T =
yp2x
2

+
x(k − 1)pxpy

2
+

kyp2y

2
,

m = 3 , T =
kyx2p2x

2
+

(

(k − 1)x2 + 4ky2
)

xpxpy

2
+

(

(2k − 1)x2

2
+ 2ky2

)

yp2y ,

m = 4 , T =
x2

(

(k − 1)x2 + 4ky2
)

p2x

4
+ xy

(

(2k − 1)x2 + 4ky2
)

pxpy

+

(

(k − 1)x4

4
+ (3k − 1)x2y2 + 4ky4

)

p2y .

Below we also present potentials in these x, y-variables in two dimensional configuration space.

2.1 Case m = 1 and k = 2

In this case geodesic Hamiltonian

T =
q1(2q1 + q2)p

2
1

q1 − q2
+

q2(q1 + 2q2)p
2
2

q2 − q1

commutes with cubic and quartic polynomials

K =
q1q2(q

2
1p1 − q22p2)(p1 − p2)

2

(q1 − q2)3
, L =

(q21p1 − q22p2)
2(q1p

2
1 − q2p

2
2)

(q1 − q2)3
, {K,L} = K2 .

Cubic polynomial K has the form K = K1K2 = K̂1K̂2, where

K1 = (q21p1 − q22p2) , and K̂1 =
q1q2(p1 − p2)

(q1 − q2)3
.

The corresponding functions in (1.2) and (1.4) are

V =
a(4q41 + 14q31q2 + 19q21q

2
2 + 14q1q

3
2 + 4q42)

(q1 + q2)2
+ b(q1 + q2) + c

(

1

q1
+

1

q2

)

,

U1 = 2a(q21 + q1q2 + q22)(q1 + q2)(q1 − q2)
2 +

b(q1 − q2)
2(q1 + q2)

2

2
,

U2 =
2aq1q2

(q1 + q2)(q1 − q2)
− c

q1q2(q1 − q2)
,
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and

V̂ =
a(q41 − 4q31q2 − 14q21q

2
2 − 4q1q

3
2 + q42)

(q1 + q2)2
+

b(q21 + 3q1q2 + q22)

(q1 + q2)3/2
+ c(q1 + q2) ,

Û1 =
8aq22q

2
1

(q21 − q22)
4
− 2bq1q2√

q1 + q2(q1 − q2)4
,

Û2 =
2a(q41 − q42)

q1 + q2
+

b(q1 − q2)
2

2
√
q1 + q2

+ c(q1 − q2)
2 .

In x, y-variables potentials read as

V = −a(x4 − 8x2y2 − 64y4)

4y2
+ 2by − 2cy

x2
, (2.1)

V̂ = −a(x4 − 8x2y2 − 4y4)

y2
−

√
2b(x2 − 4y2)

4y3/2
+ 2cy . (2.2)

Using the method of undetermined coefficients we can prove that these Hamiltonian systems
do not have quartic invariants. Indeed, substituting quartic polynomial

H3 = L+
4

∑

k=0

k
∑

i=0

fik(q1, q2)p
k−i
1 pi2

into the equations
{T + V,H3} = 0 {T + V̂ , H3} = 0

we obtain two inconsistent systems of partial differential equations on functions fik(q1, q2). It
means that the corresponding Hamiltonian vector fields admit quartic invariants only at V = 0
and V̂ = 0.

2.2 Case m = 3 and k = 3

Geodesic Hamiltonian

T =
q31(3q1 + q2)p

2
1

q1 − q2
+

q32(q1 + 3q2)p
2
2

q2 − q1
,

commutes with cubic polynomial

K =
q
3/2
1 q

3/2
2

(q1 − q2)2
(q21p1 − q22p2)(q

3/2
1 p1 − q

3/2
2 p2)(q

3/2
1 p1 + q

3/2
2 p2) .

So, we can take

K1 = q
3/2
1 q

3/2
2 (q21p1 − q22p2) , K̂1 = q

3/2
1 q

3/2
2 (q

3/2
1 p1 − q

3/2
2 p2) .

and
K̃1 = q

3/2
1 q

3/2
2 (q

3/2
1 p1 + q

3/2
2 p2) .

Solution of the equation (1.3) for V and U1,2 has the following form

V =
a(q1 + q2)(q

2
1 + 3q1q2 + q22)

q31q
3
2

+ b(q1 + q2) + c

(

1

q1
+

1

q2

)

,

U1 =
a(q1 − q2)

2(q1 + q2)
2

4
+

bq31q
3
2(q1 − q2)

2

3
,

U2 =
a(q21 + q1q2 + q22)

q31q
3
2(q1 − q2)

+
b

3(q1 − q2)
+

c

q1q2(q1 − q2)
.
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Other decompositions give rise to potentials

V̂ =
a(13q21+4

√
q31q2+46q1q2+4

√
q1q32+13q22)(

√
q1+

√
q2)

2

q31q
3
2

+
bq1q2(

√
q1+

√
q2)

2

(3q1−2
√
q1q2+3q2)2

+
c(

√
q1+

√
q2)

2

q1q2
,

Ṽ =
a(13q21−4

√
q31q2+46q1q2−4

√
q1q32+13q22)(

√
q1−

√
q2)

2

q31q
3
2

+
bq1q2(

√
q1−

√
q2)

2

(3q1+2
√
q1q2+3q2)2

+
c(

√
q1−

√
q2)

2

q1q2
,

and functions

Û1 = −8a(
√
q1 −

√
q2)

2(
√
q1 +

√
q2)

4 +
8bq41q

4
2(
√
q1 −

√
q2)

2

3(3q1 − 2
√
q1q2 + 3q2)2

,

Ũ1 = −8a(
√
q1 −

√
q2)

4(
√
q1 +

√
q2)

2 − 8bq41q
4
2(
√
q1 +

√
q2)

2

3(3q1 + 2
√
q1q2 + 3q2)2

,

Û2 = −a(5q1+2
√
q1q2+5q2)(q1−6

√
q1q2+q2)

(
√
q1−

√
q2)q31q

3
2

− bq1q2
3(

√
q1−

√
q2)(3q1−2

√
q1q2+3q2)2

+ c
q1q2(

√
q1−

√
q2)

,

Ũ2 = −a(5q1−2
√
q1q2+5q2)(q1+6

√
q1q2+q2)

(
√
q1+

√
q2)q31q

3
2

+ bq1q2
3(

√
q1+

√
q2)(3q1+2

√
q1q2+3q2)2

− c
q1q2(

√
q1+

√
q2)

,

In x, y-variables potentials have the form

V =
2ay(x2 − 4y2)

x6
+ 2by − 2cy

x2
, (2.3)

V̂ = i

(

−8a(iy − 5x− 8y)(iy − 5x+ 8y)(iy − x)

5x6
− b(iy − x)x2

2(3iy + x)2
− 2c(iy − x)

x2

)

, (2.4)

Ṽ = i

(

−8a(iy + 5x− 8y)(iy + 5x+ 8y)(iy + x)

5x6
− b(iy + x)x2

2(3iy − x)2
− 2c(iy + x)

x2

)

, (2.5)

where i =
√
−1. In two last cases canonical transformation of coordinates

y → iy and py → −ipy,

changes kinetic energy T and potentials V̂ , Ṽ so that the corresponding Hamiltonians

Ĥ1 = i(T + V̂ ) , and H̃1 = i(T + Ṽ )

become real functions.

2.3 Case m = 3 and k = 1/2

Quadratic polynomial

T =
q31

(

q1
2 + q2

)

p21

q1 − q2
+

q32
(

q1 +
q2
2

)

p22

q2 − q1

commutes with cubic and quartic polynomials

K =
q21q

2
2(q

2
1p1 − q22p2)

2(p1 − p2)

(q1 − q2)3
, L =

(q21p1 − q22p2)
3
(

q21(q1 + 3q2)p1 + q22(3q1 + q2)p2

)

4(q1 − q2)3

so that {L,K} = K2. Because cubic polynomial K admits two decompositions

K = K1K2 = K̂1K̂2 ,

where

K1 = q21q
2
2(q

2
1p1 − q22p2) , and K̂1 =

p1 − p2

(q1 − q2)3
,

6



we can construct two different integrable systems with sextic invariants so that

V =
a(q41 − 4q31q2 − 14q21q

2
2 − 4q1q

3
2 + q42)

q21q
2
2(q1 + q2)2

+
b(q21 + 3q1q2 + q22)√
q1q2(q1 + q2)3/2

+ c

(

1

q1
+

1

q2

)

,

U1 = −16aq31q
3
2(q1 − q2)

2

q1 + q2
+

4bq
7/2
1 q

7/2
2 (q1 − q2)

2

√
q1 + q2

,

U2 = − 4a(q21 + q22)

q31q
3
2(q

2
1 − q22)

− b

q
3/2
1 q

3/2
2

√
q1 + q2(q21 − q22)

− 2c

q21q
2
2(q1 − q2)

,

and

V̂ =
a(4q41 + 14q31q2 + 19q21q

2
2 + 14q1q

3
2 + 4q42)

q21q
2
2(q1 + q2)2

+ b(q1 + q2) + c

(

1

q1
+

1

q2

)

,

Û1 = −4a(q1 + q2)(q
2
1 + q1q2 + q22)

q51q
5
2(q1 − q2)4

− c(q1 + q2)
2

q41q
4
2(q1 − q2)4

,

Û2 = −4aq1q2(q1 − q2)
2

q1 + q2
+ 2bq21q

2
2(q1 − q2)

2 .

In this case

V = −a(x4 − 8x2y2 − 4y4)

x4y2
+

ib
√
2(x2 − 4y2)

4xy3/2
− 2cy

x2
, (2.6)

V̂ = −a(x4 − 8x2y2 − 64y4)

4x4y2
+ 2by − 2cy

x2
. (2.7)

After changing parameter b → −ib we obtain real potential V (2.6).

2.4 Case m = 4 and k = −3

In this case geodesic Hamiltonian

T =
q41(q2 − 3q1)p

2
1

q1 − q2
+

q42(q1 − 3q2)p
2
2

q2 − q1

commutes with the reducible cubic polynomial

K = K1K2 = K̂1K̂2 =
q1q2(q

2
1p1 − q22p2)(q

2
1p1 + q22p2)

2

q1 − q2
,

where

K1 = q21p1 − q22p2 and K̂1 =
q1q2(q

2
1p1 + q22p2)

q1 − q2
.

The corresponding quartic invariant is equal to

L =
(q21p1 − q22p2)

2
(

q41(3q
2
1 − 2q1q2 + q22)p

2
1 + 2q21q

2
2(q

2
1 + q22)p1p2 + q42(q

2
1 − 2q1q2 + 3q22)p

2
2

)

4(q1 − q2)2
,
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so that {L,K} = K2. The corresponding two integrable systems with sextic invariants (1.2-1.4)
are determined by functions

V =
a(19q41 − 68q31q2 + 82q21q

2
2 − 68q1q

3
2 + 19q42)

q41q
4
2

+
bq21q

2
2

(q1 + q2)2
+

c(q1 − q2)
2

q21q
2
2

,

U1 = −8a(3q21 − 2q1q2 + 3q22)(q1 − q2)
2

q41q
4
2

− c(q1 − q2)
2

q21q
2
2

,

U2 = −4a(q1 + q2)
2(q1 − q2)

q31q
3
2

− bq31q
3
2

(q1 + q2)2(q1 − q2)
,

and

V̂ =
a(q41 − 2q31q2 − 2q21q

2
2 − 2q1q

3
2 + q42)

q41q
4
2

+
b(q21 − 6q1q2 + q22)

4q1q2(q1 − q2)
+

c(q1 − q2)
2

q21q
2
2

,

Û1 = −a(q1 + q2)
2

q21q
2
2

− bq1q2

q1 − q2
,

Û2 =
a(q1 + q2)(q1 − q2)(q

2
1 + q22)

q41q
4
2

+
b(q1 + q2)

4q1q2
+ c

(

1

q21
− 1

q22

)

.

In x, y-variables potentials have the form

V =
16a(16x4 + 36x2y2 + 19y4)

x8
+

bx4

4y2
+

4c(x2 + y2)

x4
, (2.8)

V̂ =
4a(x4 + 6x2y2 + 4y4)

x8
+

b(2x2 + y2)

2x2
√

x2 + y2
+

4c(x2 + y2)

x4
. (2.9)

We can prove that the Hamiltonians H1 (1.2) and Ĥ1 (1.4) do not commute with the following
polynomial of fourth order in momenta

H3 = L+

4
∑

k=0

k
∑

i=0

fik(q1, q2)p
k−i
1 pi2 ,

for any functions fik(q1, q2). It means that the corresponding Hamiltonian vector fields admit
quartic invariants only for geodesic motion at V = 0 and V̂ = 0.

2.5 Case m = 4 and k = 3

In this case, we have

T =
q41(3q1 + q2)p

2
1

q1 − q2
+

q42(q1 + 3q2)p
2
2

q2 − q1

and

K = K1K2 = K̂1K̂2 =
q21q

2
2

(q1 − q2)2
(q21p1 − q22p2)

2(q21p1 + q22p2) ,

where
K1 = q21q

2
2(q

2
1p1 − q22p2) and K̂1 = (q21p1 + q22p2) .

8



The first decomposition yields the following solutions of (1.3)

V =
a(q41 + 4q31q2 + 4q21q

2
2 + 4q1q

3
2 + q42)

q41q
4
2

+
b(q21 + 4q1q2 + q22)

q21q
2
2

+ c

(

1

q1
+

1

q2

)

,

U1 = −a(3q21 + 2q1q2 + 3q22)(q1 − q2)
2

4
− bq22q

2
1(q1 − q2)

2 ,

U2 =
a(q1 + q2)(q

2
1 + q22)

q41q
4
2(q1 − q2)

+
b(q1 + q2)

q21q
2
2(q1 − q2)

+
c

q1q2(q1 − q2)
.

The second decomposition leads to the solutions

V̂ =
a(q21 + 6q1q2 + q22)(q1 − q2)

2

q41q
4
2

+
bq21q

2
2

(q1 + q2)2
+

c(q1 − q2)
2

q21q
2
2

,

Û1 = −a(q1 − q2)
4

q41q
4
2

+
2bq21q

2
2

(q1 + q2)2
,

Û2 = −2a(3q21 + 2q1q2 + 3q22)

q21q
2
2

+ 2c .

In x, y-variables potentials have the form

V = −2a(x4 − 8y4)

x8
− 2b(x2 − 2y2)

x4
− 2cy

x2
, (2.10)

V̂ = −16a(x4 − y4)

x8
+

bx4

4y2
+

4c(x2 + y2)

x4
. (2.11)

2.6 Case m = 4 and k = −3/5

Geodesic Hamiltonian

T =
q41

(

q2 − 3q1
5

)

p21

q1 − q2
+

q42
(

q1 − 3q2
5

)

p22

q2 − q1

commutes with reducible polynomial

K =
(q21p1 − q22p2)(q

2
1p1 + q22p2)

(

q21(5q
2
1 − 10q1q2 + q22)p1 + q22(q

2
1 − 10q1q2 + 5q22)p2

)

q1q2(q1 − q2)
,

from which we can extract three different linear polynomials in momenta

K1 = (q21p1 − q22p2) , K̂1 =
(q21p1 + q22p2)

q1q2(q1 − q2)

and
K̃1 = q21(5q

2
1 − 10q1q2 + q22)p1 + q22(q

2
1 − 10q1q2 + 5q22)p2 .

The corresponding potentials in (1.2-1.4) are equal to

V =
a(19q21 − 26q1q2 + 19q22)

q21q
2
2

+
bq21q

2
2

(q1 + q2)2
,

U1 = −40a(q1 − q2)
2

q21q
2
2

,

U2 =
5a(5q21 − 6q1q2 + 5q22)(q1 + q2)

2

2q31q
3
2(q1 − q2)

− 10bq1q2(q1 − q2)

(q1 + q2)2
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and

V̂ =
a(31q41 − 68q31q2 + 58q21q

2
2 − 68q1q

3
2 + 31q42)

q1q2(q1 − q2)3
− b

√
q1q2(7q

2
1 − 18q1q2 + 7q22)

(q1 − q2)5/2
+

cq1q2

q1 − q2
,

Û1 = − 40a(q1 + q2)
2

q31q
3
2(q1 − q2)3

+
40b

q
3/2
1 q

3/2
2 (q1 − q2)5/2

,

Û2 =
5a(q1 + q2)(3q1 − q2)

2(q1 − 3q2)
2

q1q2(q1 − q2)2
+

5b
√
q1q2)(3q1 − q2)(q1 − 3q2)(q1 + q2)

(q1 − q2)3/2

−5cq1q2(q1 + q2) .

Third decomposition K = K̃1K̃2 yields the third integrable system H̃1 = T + Ṽ with potential

Ṽ =
a(5q21 − 6q1q2 + 5q22)

q1q2(q1 − q2)
, Ũ1 = 0 , Ũ2 =

5a(q1 + q2)

q1q2
.

Thus, in this case, we have three integrable systems with sextic invariants and potentials

V =
4a(16x2 + 19y2)

x4
+

bx4

4y2
, (2.12)

V̂ =
2a(16x4 + 48x2y2 + 31y4)

x2(x2 + y2)3/2
+

√
2bx(8x2 + 7y2)

2(x2 + y2)5/4
− cx2

2
√

x2 + y2
, (2.13)

Ṽ =
2a(4x2 + 5y2)

x2
√

x2 + y2
. (2.14)

2.7 Case m = 4 and k = −1/7

As above geodesic Hamiltonian

T =
q41

(

q2 − q1
7

)

p21

q1 − q2
+

q42
(

q1 − q2
7

)

)p22
q2 − q1

commutes with reducible cubic polynomial

K =
(q21p1 − q22p2)

(

q21(q1 − 3q2)p1 + q22(3q1 − q2)p2

)

q1q2(q1 − q2)3

×
(

q21(3q
3
1 − 27q21q2 + 33q1q

2
2 − q32)p1 + q22(q

3
1 − 33q21q2 + 27q1q

2
2 − 3q32)p2

)

from which we can extract three different linear polynomials

K1 = q21p1 − q22p2 , K̂1 = q21(q1 − 3q2)p1 + q22(3q1 − q2)p2

and
K̃1 = q21(3q

3
1 − 27q21q2 + 33q1q

2
2 − q32)p1 + q22(q

3
1 − 33q21q2 + 27q1q

2
2 − 3q32)p2 .

The corresponding potentials in (1.2-1.4) are equal to

V =
a(11q21 − 42q1q2 + 11q22)

q21q
2
2

+
bq21q

2
2

(q1 + q2)2
, U1 =

56a(q1 − q2)
2

q21q
2
2

,

U2 =
14a(3q1 − q2)(q1 − 3q2)(q1 + q2)

2

q31q
3
2(q1 − q2)

− 28bq1q2(q
2
1 − 6q1q2 + q22)

(q1 + q2)2(q1 − q2)
,
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and

V̂ =
a(11q41 − 84q31q2 + 66q21q

2
2 − 84q1q

3
2 + 11q42)

q1q2(q21 − 6q1q2 + q22)
3/2

− 2bq1q2
√

q21 − 6q1q2 + q22
,

Û1 = −112a(q1 − q2)
2(q1 + q2)

2

q1q2
√

q21 − 6q1q2 + q22
,

Û2 =
14a(q1 + q2)(q

2
1 − 14q1q2 + q22)

2

(q21 − 6q1q2 + q22)
3/2(q1 − q2)q21q

2
2

+
28b(q1 + q2)

√

q21 − 6q1q2 + q22(q1 − q2)
.

Third decomposition K = K̃1K̃2 gives rise to the third integrable system so that

Ṽ =
a(3q1 − q2)(q1 − 3q2)

q1q2
√

q21 − 6q1q2 + q22
, Ũ1 = 0 , Ũ2 =

14a(q1 + q2)

q21q
2
2(q1 − q2)

√

q21 − 6q1q2 + q22
.

In x, y-variables these potentials have the form

V =
4a(16x2 + 11y2)

x4
+

bx4

4y2
, , (2.15)

V̂ = −2a(16x4 + 32x2y2 + 11y4)

x2(2x2 + y2)3/2
+

bx2

√

2x2 + y2
, (2.16)

Ṽ = −2a(4x2 + 3y2)

x2
√

2x2 + y2
. (2.17)

2.8 Case m = 4 and k = 1/5

In this case geodesic Hamiltonian

T =
q41

(

q1
5 + q2

)

p21

q1 − q2
+

q42
(

q1 +
q2
5

)

p22

q2 − q1

commutes with the cubic and quartic polynomials

K =
q1q2(q

2
1p1 − q22p2)

(

q21(q1 + 3q2)p1 − q22(3q1 + q2)p2

)2

(q1 − q2)3
,

and

L =
(q21p1−q

2
2p2)2

(

q
4
1(q31+9q21q2+21q1q

2
2+q

3
2)p21−2q21q

2
2(q1−q2)(q21+4q1q2+q

2
2)p1p2−q

4
2(q31+21q21q2+9q1q

2
2+q

3
2)p22

)

4(q1−q2)3
.

so that {L,K} = K2.
This cubic polynomial can be decomposed as K = K1K2 or K = K̂1K̂2, where

K1 = (q21p1 − q22p2) and K̂1 = q21(q1 + 3q2)p1 − q22(3q1 + q2)p2 .

Integrals of motion (1.2-1.4) involve the following functions

V =
a(11q41 + 156q31q2 + 546q21q

2
2 + 156q1q

3
2 + 11q42)

q41q
4
2

+
b(q21 + 6q1q2 + q22)

q21q
2
2

+
cq21q

2
2

(q1 + q2)2
,

U1 =
40a(q1 − q2)

2(q21 + 10q1q2 + q22)

q41q
4
2

+
5b(q1 − q2)

2

q21q
2
2

,

U2 =
20a(q21 + 6q1q2 + q22)(q2 + q1)

2

q31q
3
2(q1 − q2)

− 5cq31q
3
2

(q1 − q2)(q2 + q1)2
,
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and

V̂ =
a(q41 + 6q31q2 + 6q21q

2
2 + 6q1q

3
2 + q42)

q41q
4
2

+
b(3q21 + 14q1q2 + 3q22)

q1q2
√

q21 + 6q1q2 + q22
+

c(q21 + 6q1q2 + q22)

q21q
2
2

,

Û1 = −5a(q1 − q2)
2(q21 + 6q1q2 + q22)(q1 + q2)

2

q41q
4
2

− 20b(q1 − q2)
2
√

q21 + 6q1q2 + q22
q1q2

,

Û2 =
5a(q1 + q2)

q21q
2
2(q1 − q2)

− 5b(q1 + q2)

2
√

q21 + 6q1q2 + q22(q1 − q2)
− 5c(q1 + q2)

2q1q2(q1 − q2)
.

In x, y-variables potentials are equal to

V =
16a(16x4 − 28x2y2 + 11y4)

x8
− 4b(x2 − y2)

x4
+

cx4

4y2
, (2.18)

V̂ = −4a(x4 + 2x2y2 − 4y4)

x8
+

2b(2x2 − 3y2)

x2
√

y2 − x2
− 4c(x2 − y2)

x4
. (2.19)

We can prove that Hamiltonians H1 (1.2) and Ĥ1 (1.4) do not commute with polynomial
of fourth order in momenta

H3 = L+
4

∑

k=0

k
∑

i=0

fik(q1, q2)p
k−i
1 pi2

for any fik(q1, q2). As above it means that the corresponding Hamiltonian vector fields admit
quartic invariants only for geodesic motion.

2.9 Case m = 4 and k = 1/2

In this case geodesic Hamiltonian

T =
q41

(

q1
2 + q2

)

p21

q1 − q2
+

q42
(

q1 +
q2
2

)

p22

q2 − q1

commute with cubic polynomial

K = K1K2 = K̂1K̂2 =
q21q

2
2(q

2
1p1 − q22p2)

2
(

q21(2q1 + 3q2)p1 − q22(3q1 + 2q2)p2

)

(q1 − q2)3
,

where

K1 = q21(2q1 + 3q2)p1 − q22(3q1 + 2q2)p2 , and K̂1 = (q21p1 − q22p2) .

As a result, we obtain two integrable systems (1.2-1.4) with

V =
a(q21 + 3q1q2 + q22)(3q

2
1 + 8q1q2 + 3q22)

q41q
4
2

+
b(q21 + 3q1q2 + q22)

q21q
2
2

+
cq21q

2
2

(q1 + q2)2
,

U1 = −2a(q1 − q2)
2(q21 + 3q1q2 + q22)

2

q41q
4
2

− 2cq21q
2
2(q1 − q2)

2

(q1 + q2)2
,

U2 =
2a(q21 + 4q1q2 + q22)

q21q
2
2(q1 − q2)

+
2b

q1 − q2
,
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and

V̂ =
a(17q41 + 108q31q2 + 198q21q

2
2 + 108q1q

3
2 + 17q42)

q41q
4
2

+
b(7q21 + 18q1q2 + 7q22)

q21q
2
2

+
c(q1 + q2)

q1q2
,

Û1 =
16a(q1 − q2)

2(q21 + 4q1q2 + q22)

q41q
4
2

+
8b(q1 − q2)

2

q21q
2
2

,

Û2 =
8a(q1 + 3q2)(3q1 + q2)(q1 + q2)

q21q
2
2(q1 − q2)

+
4b(q1 + q2)

q1 − q2
+

2cq2q1
q1 − q2

.

In x, y-variables potentials are equal to

V =
2a(x2 − 4y2)(x2 − 6y2)

x8
− b(x2 − 4y2)

x4
− cx4

4y2
, (2.20)

V̂ =
16a(x4 − 10x2y2 + 17y4)

x8
− 4b(x2 − 7y2)

x4
− 2cy

x2
. (2.21)

Thus, we present 21 integrable systems with sextic invariants associated with metric (1.1)
depending on coordinates.

Other nontrivial families of integrable systems with quartic invariants can be obtained
similarly. Indeed, we can consider integrals of motion

H1 = T + V (q1, q2) , H2 =
(

K2
1 + U1(q1, q2)

)(

L2 + U2(q1, q2)
)

(2.22)

where V and U1,2 are solutions of the equation (1.3). For instance, at m = 1 and k = 2 if we
substitute Hamiltonian

H1 =
q1(2q1 + q2)p

2
1

q1 − q2
+

q2(q1 + 2q2)p
2
2

u2 − u1
+ V (q1, q2)

and

H2 =
(

(q21p1 − q22p2)
2 + U1(q1, q2)

)

(

(q1p
2
1 − q2p

2
2)

(q1 − q2)3
+ U2(q1, q2)

)

into {H1, H2} = 0 and solve the resulting equation, then we obtain the following solution

V = a(q1 + q2)
(

2q21 + q1q2 +2q22
)

+ b
(

2q21 +3q1q2 +2q22
)

+ c(q1 + q2) +
d(q1 + q2)

q1q2
+

e(q1 + q2)
3

q31q
3
2

and integrable Hamiltonian

H1 =
y(p2x + 2p2y)

2
+

xpxpy

2
+ 2ay(3x2 + 8y2) + b(x2 + 8y2) + 2cy − 2dy

x2
+

8ey3

x6

depending on five parameters a, b, c, d, and e. The corresponding Hamiltonian vector fields has
the quartic invariant H2.

3 Conclusion

In 1910 Darboux studied two-dimensional systems in the Euclidean plane with quadratic invari-
ants [5] and his calculations became one of the foundations of the modern theory of separation
of variables in orthogonal curvilinear coordinates.

In 1935 Drach studied two-dimensional systems in the pseudo-Euclidean plane with cubic
invariants [6]. Seven of the ten Drach potentials are superintegrable with two quadratic addi-
tional integrals [17] and, therefore, cubic Drach invariants exist due to the Abel and Riemann-
Roch theorems [20, 21].
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In [14] we studied three families of superintegrable two-dimensional systems in the pseudo-
Euclidean planes, for which one additional first integral is quadratic, and the second one can
be arbitrarily polynomials of a high degree in momenta. Some of these systems were obtained
using degenerate deformations of the Poisson brackets but we do not know of a mathematical
justification for the existence of these systems till now.

In this note, we start with two-dimensional systems with a position-dependent mass having
cubic invariants. Some of these systems are also superintegrable. In contrast with the Drach
systems, these cubic invariants can be used to construct systems with sextic invariants. From
the technical point of view, it is a consequence of dependence of metrics on the coordinates.

In [18] we obtain a triad of bivectors Π± and π, which form a Poisson bivector

Π′ =
Π−
a

+ π + aΠ+

compatible with canonical Poisson bivector Π, so that

X = ΠdH1 = Π′dH2

for a system with sextic invariant at m = 4 and k = 3. In the future, we plan to study similar
triads of bivectors Π± and π and the corresponding bi-Hamiltonian vector fields X for other
integrable cases obtained in this note. We hope that this mathematical experiment allows us
to get new results for natural Hamiltonian systems with other metrics.

The work was supported by the Russian Science Foundation (project 21-11-00141).
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