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Abstract

This paper aims at investigating necessary (and sufficient) conditions for quasilinear systems of first order
PDEs to be Hamiltonian, with non-homogeneous operators of order 1 + 0, also with degenerate leading coeffi-
cient. As a byproduct, Tsarev’s compatibility conditions are extended to degenerate operators. Some examples
are finally discussed.

1 Introduction

Evolutionary systems are very common in mathematical models for applied sciences, and play a central role in
the theory of integrable systems. Indeed, they represent the natural extension to Partial Differential Equations
(in the following, PDEs) of dynamical systems. In general, studying Nonlinear phenomena is a difficult task,
especially in order to search for solutions of the systems. Commonly, a powerful tool to investigate such
models is represented by Hamiltonian formalism, as in the case of Ordinary Differential Equations (ODEs) in
dynamical systems. In particular, finding a Hamiltonian structure for a chosen system gives arise to geometric
considerations on the conserved quantities and the inner symmetries at first, but also on the solutions themselves
at second. Systems admitting the Hamiltonian property are largely present in physical and mechanical models,
and are deeply studied in pure and applied mathematics. Moreover, this formalism is also strictly connected
to differential and algebraic geometry [7, 6, 20], cohomological theories, algebraic topology and pure algebra.
Several examples can be found in fluid dynamics, quantuum and soliton theories [12] and recently also in kinetic
models [18]. Among these, the Korteweg de Vries equation, the Sine-Gordon equation, Euler’s equations, the
Camassa-Holm equations [5] and the KP equation are deeply investigated in the last forty years. Interested
reader can see [2, 13, 11].

From a technical viewpoint, let us consider evolutionary systems of order k:

uit = F i(x, uj , ujx, . . . , u
j
kx), i = 1, . . . , n. (1)

in 1 + 1 dimensions, i.e. the number of independent variables is two (x, t) and one of them has a favored
role (usually t represents the time in models describing physical phenomena). Here, the field variables are
indicated with ui, for i = 1, 2 . . . , n. Now, we briefly recall that an evolutionary system (1) admits Hamiltonian
formulation if there exist a Hamiltonian differential operator Aij and a functional H =

∫

h(x, uj , . . . ujkx) dx
such that

uit = F i(x, uj , ujx, . . . , u
j
kx) = Aij δH

δuj
, i = 1, 2, . . . n. (2)
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Hereafter, we consider local operators Aij = AijσDσ, where Dσ = Dx ◦ · · · ◦Dx is the composition of σ-times
the total derivative with respect to x, and indicate with δ/δuj the variational derivative with respect to the
field variable uj. The Hamiltonian property of the operator is given as follows. Consider a local differential
operator and define a bracket between conserved quantities P,Q as follows

{P,Q}A =

∫

δp

δui
AijσDσ

δq

δuj
dx . (3)

Then A is Hamiltonian if the associated bracket { , }A is a Poisson bracket, i.e. it is a derivation, skew-
symmetric and satisfies the Jacobi identity. These conditions on the brackets are equivalent to require the
operator A to be skew-adjoint and that the Schouten brackets of A with itself vanish ([A,A] = 0).

The question naturally arising is: when does an evolutionary system admit Hamiltonian formulation? First
results in this direction were presented in [19] and later in [17]. In this paper, recent developments concerning
quasilinear systems of first order PDEs are discussed.

2 Quasilinear systems

In the present paper, we focus on particular quasilinear systems of first order

uit = V i
j (u)u

j
x +W i(u), i = 1, 2, . . . n. (4)

Systems (4) naturally arise in models of mathematical biology or mathematical physics. As an example,
consider the well-known 3-wave equation:











u1t = −c1u
1
x − 2(c2 − c3)u

2u3

u2t = −c2u
2
x − 2(c1 − c3)u

1u3

u3t = −c3u
3
x − 2(c2 − c1)u

1u2
(5)

Here u1, u2, u3 are the field variables whereas c1, c2, c3 are constants.
Moreover, quasilinear systems arise when considering an evolutionary scalar equation of arbitrary order k.

Indeed, applying a procedure introduced by S.I. Tsarev in [16], it is possible to increase the number of field
variables with the following change of coordinates:

u1 = u, u2 = ux, . . . u
k = u(k−1)x. (6)

Finally, inverting the independent variables x with t a quasilinear system (4) of order 1 is obtained. Interested
readers can see [16] and the more recent paper [1]. As an example, using this inversion procedure the Kortweg
De Vries equation ut = 6uux − uxxx is transformed into the following system











u1t = u2

u2t = u3

u3t = −u1x + 6u2u3
(7)

We deduce that the study of such evolutionary systems is of interest also in the theory of integrable systems.
A first property of quasilinear systems of first order is given by the following Proposition.

Proposition 1 Non-homogeneous quasilinear systems of first order (4) are invariant in form under diffeo-
morfisms ūi = ūi(uj) of the manifold of dependent variables.

Proof. Applying the standard rules for change of variables and derivatives, the proof is straighforward.
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2.1 Hamiltonian structures

Let us briefly recall that homogeneous operators are operators of fixed degree m in the order of derivation, i.e.
operators for which every term is homogeneous of degree m with respect to the x-derivative:

Aij =gij∂mx + bijk u
k
x ∂

m−1
x +

(

cijk u
k
xx + cijkl u

k
x u

l
x

)

∂m−2
x + . . .

. . . +
(

dijk u
k
nx + · · ·+ dijk1...km

uk1

x · · · ukm

x

)

,
(8)

where the coefficients gij , bijk , c
ij
k , . . . depend on the field variables. Operators of this type were firstly intro-

duced by Dubrovin and Novikov in [4] and later investigated also in [7, 19, 20, 6, 15, 11] by different authors.
In particular, in [3] the authors introduced first order homogeneous Hamiltonian operators

gij∂x + bijk u
k
x, (9)

where gij and bijk depend on the field variables uj. Such operators are also known as Dubrovin-Novikov operators
and naturally arise when dealing with quasilinear systems of first order. The Hamiltonianity conditions for (9)
are given in the following Theorem (see the review [11]):

Theorem 2 The operator (9) is Hamiltonian if and only if

gij = gji (10a)

∂gij

∂uk
= bijk + bjik (10b)

gisbjks − gjsbiks = 0 (10c)

gis
(

bjrs,k − bjrk,s

)

+ bijs b
sr
k − birs b

sj
k = 0 (10d)

(

gis
(

bjrs,k − bjrk,s

)

+ bijs b
sr
k − birs b

sj
k

)

,q
+

∑

(ijr)

(

bsiq

(

bjrk,s − bjrs,k

))

+
(

gis
(

bjrs,q − bjrq,k

)

+ bijs b
sr
q − birs b

sj
q

)

,k
+

∑

(ijr)

(

bsik
(

bjrq,s − bjrs,q
))

= 0 ,
(10e)

with the sum over (i, j, r) is on cyclic permutations of the indices.

In [3], Dubrovin and Novikov studied the non-degenerate case, i.e. when the leading coefficient satisfies the
condition det gij 6= 0. Under this assumption, the operator (9) is Hamiltonian if and only if gij = (gij)−1 is a

flat metric and bijk = −gisΓj
sk, where Γi

jk are Christoffel symbols for g.
A natural extension of homogeneous operators is given by non-homogeneous ones. They are combinations

of homogeneous operators of different orders. In this paper, we will use the notation introduced by Dubrovin
and Novikov [4]: if C is a non-homogeneous operator obtained as combination of two operators of degree k and
h we say that C is a non-homogeneous operator of type k + h (with k > h).

The simplest example is given by operators of type 1 + 0, also known as non-homogeneous hydrodynamic
operators and introduced in [4]:

Cij = gij∂x + bijk u
k
x + ωij (11)

where gij , bijk and ωij depend on the field variables uj.
For the Hamiltonianity conditions of Cij , we briefly recall the Hamiltonianity conditions of the 0-order

operator ω:

Theorem 3 The operator ωij(u) is Hamiltonian if and only if it forms a finite-dimensional Poisson structure,
i.e. it satisfies the conditions

ωij = −ωji (skew-symmetry) (12)

ωisωjk
,s + ωjsωki

,s + ωksωij
,s = 0 . (13)
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So that, the following result holds.

Theorem 4 The operator (11) is Hamiltonian if and only if gij ∂x+b
ij
k u

k
x is Hamiltonian, ωij is Hamiltonian,

and the compatibility conditions are satisfied

Φijk = Φkij , (14)

Φijk
,r =

∑

(i,j,k)

bsir ω
jk
,s +

(

bijr,s − bijs,r
)

ωsk , (15)

where Φijk is the (3, 0)-tensor

Φijk = gis ωjk
,s − bijs ω

sk − biks ωjs . (16)

Moreover, in [10] Ferapontov and Mokhov proved that

Proposition 5 If det gij 6= 0, the operator (11) is Hamiltonian if and only if

C̃ij = gij∂x + Γij
k u

k
x (17)

is a Dubrovin-Novikov operator, ωij defines a classical finite-dimensional Poisson structure and the following
compatibilty conditions are satisfied:

∇iωjk +∇jωik = 0 (18)

∇s∇kω
ij = 0 (19)

where ∇i = gis∇s and ∇s is the covariant derivative with respct to g.

As Ferapontov and Mokhov remarked in [10], condition (19) is just a corollary of (18), then it does not give
any additional requirement on ω.

Classifications of non-homogeneous operators of type 1 + 0 were presented in both the degenerate and
non-degenerate case, separately. At first, Dubrovin and Novikov proved [4] that if det gij 6= 0, then there exist
coordinates ūi = ūi(u) such that the operator (11) takes the following form

Cij = gij0 ∂x + (cijk ū
k + hij0 ) (20)

where gij0 = cost (Γij
k = 0), cijk are structural constants of the semisimple Lie algebra having gij0 as Killing form

and hij0 is an arbitrary cocycle of the Lie algebra. Otherwise, if det gij = 0 the complete classification of such
operators was presented by Dell’Atti and the present author in [1].

3 Compatibility conditions

The aim of this paper is to compute conditions which are necessary to find a Hamiltonian structure for a fixed
quasilinear evolutionary system (4). Hereafter, we will define such conditions as compatibility conditions.

3.0.1 Differential coverings and compatibility conditions

In order to compute compatibility conditions, we emphasize that in [8] the authors introduced a method to find
necessary conditions for given systems to admit Hamiltonian formulation with a fixed operator. The procedure
makes use of the theory of differential coverings and was deeply investigated for homogeneous and nonlocal
operators in [19] and [17]. In the following, we will briefly show how it works.

Let us consider quasilinear systems of first-order partial differential equations

F i = uit − V i
j (u)u

j
x −W i(u) = 0 i = 1, 2, . . . , n. (21)

4



We recall that symmetries of (21) are vector functions ϕ = ϕi such that ℓF (ϕ) = 0 when F = 0, where ℓF
is the Frechét derivative or the linearization of ϕ with respect to F . Explicitly:

ℓF (ϕ)
i = Dt(ϕ

i)− (V i
j,lu

j
x +W i

,l)ϕ
l − V i

jDxϕ
j i = 1, 2, . . . , n. (22)

Moreover, conservation laws are equivalence classes of 1-forms ω = adt+ bdx that are closed modulo F = 0 up
to total divergencies. A conservation law is uniquely represented by generating functions ψj = δb/δuj, which
are called cosymmetries of the system. Such vector functions ψ satisfy ℓ∗F (ψ) = 0, where ℓ∗F is the formal
adjoint of ℓF , explicitly:

ℓ∗F (ψ)i = −Dtψi + (V k
i,ju

j
x − V k

j,iu
j
x −W k

,i)ψk + V k
i Dxψk i = 1, 2, . . . , n. (23)

In [13, 9], it is shown that if A is a Hamiltonian operator for F = 0, then

ℓF ◦A = A∗ ◦ ℓ∗F . (24)

where A∗ is the adjoint of the operator A. Then, if ψk is a cosymmetry it follows that ℓF (A
ijψj) = 0,

i.e. ϕi = Aijψj is a symmetry of (21). Equivalently, this means that Hamiltonian operators map conserved
quantities into symmetries.

In [8] the authors introduce new variables pi, such that it is possible to associate Dxψi to pi,x, D
2
xψi to

pi,xx and so on. By this, they associate to each differential operator Aij = aijσDσψj a linear vector function
Ai = aijσpj,σ where σ identifies the derivation order with respect to x. For our purposes, we introduce the
cotangent covering for systems (21):

T ∗ :

{

uit = V i
j u

j
x +W i

pi,t = (V k
i,ju

j
x − V k

j,iu
j
x −W k

,i)pk + V k
i pk,x

(25)

Analogously, we introduce new variables qi such that we correspond qi for vector functions ϕi, qix to Dxϕ
i

and so on. Then, we define the tangent covering for non-homogeneous systems of type (21):

T :

{

uit = V i
j u

j
x +W i

qit = (V i
j,lu

j
x +W i

,l)q
l + V i

j q
j
x

. (26)

Both cotangent and tangent coverings are form-invariant under trasformations of type ũi = Ũ i(u). Finally,
the following result holds true:

Theorem 6 ([8]) A linear vector function A in total derivatives satisfies (24) if and only if the equation

ℓF (A(p)) = 0 (27)

holds on the cotangent covering (25).

We can finally read conditions (27) as necessary for system F = 0 to be Hamiltonian with the structure
given in terms of the operator Aij . So that, computing (27) is equivalent to find the compatibility conditions.

The main advantadge of this approach is that it allows to compute explicit conditions without making use
of a Hamiltonian functional H =

∫

h dx. However, these compatibility conditions do not guarantee that an
operator A is skew-adjoint or its Schouten brackets annihilate, then it does not ensure the Hamiltonianity of
the operator. For this reason, they are only necessary.

However, finding compatibilty conditions (even if only necessary a priori) is a useful tool when studying
the Hamiltonian formalism of a given evolutionary system. One can try to solve the obtained equations in
order to search for a Hamiltonian structure or can exclude some operators if such conditions are not satisfied.
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Moreover, when the operator is non-degenerate, one can invert the leading coefficient and search for an explicit
Hamiltonian density.

In what follows, we consider operators A to be Hamiltonian. Moreover, we will focus on quasilinear
systems only. To this aim we gradually analyse 0-order systems, first order homogeneous systems and finally
first order non-homogeneous ones.

A. 0-order systems

Let us firstly consider 0-order systems and search for a Hamiltonian formulation with a 0-order operator.

Proposition 7 Let us consider the system

uit =W i(u), i = 1, 2, . . . n (28)

Then, (28) admits Hamiltonian formulation with the non-degenerate ultralocal operator ωij if and only if

∇̃iW j = ∇̃jW i, (29)

where ∇̃i = ωis∇̃s and ∇̃s is the covariant derivative with respect to ω, where

Γ̃j
ik = −

1

2
ωiaω

aj
,k . (30)

are the related symbols of the connection.

Proof of 7. Let us assume that ω is non-degenerate. Then, the system is Hamiltonian if W i = ωis∇sh for a
certain function h = h(u). Such condition is satisfied if and only if the system is compatible, that is h,js = h,sj .
Having h,j = ωjsW

s, the compatibility conditions become:

ωsi,jW
i + ωsiW

i
,j − ωji,sW

i − ωjiW
i
,s = 0 (31)

by applying twice the inverse 2-form ωij we obtain ∇̃iW j − ∇̃jW i = 0.

Remark 8 Analogously we can compute ℓF (ω
ijpj) = 0, following the procedure described at the beginning of

this section. In this case, the compatibility condition is given by

ωij
,sW

s − ωjsW i
,s − ωisW j

,s = 0. (32)

(32) is obtained without the assumption of non-degeneracy of ω. Note that it reduces to (29) when ω is
invertible.

B. First order homogeneous systems

Let us now focus on the homogeneous case of quasilinear systems of first order, i.e. on systems of type

uit = V i
j (u)u

j
x. (33)

A natural assumption in Hamiltonian theories is to require the Hamiltonian density H to depend only on the
field variables uj (and not on their derivatives). In such a case, we usually say the density h = h(u) to be of
hydrodynamic type. Then, system (33) is Hamiltonian in the hydrodynamic sense if

V i
j = ∇i∇jh = gis∇s∇jh (34)
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where gij is a flat non-degenerate metric and ∇ is the Riemannian covariant derivative of g. Note that systems
(33) are also known as hydrodynamic type systems. Moreover, following a notation introduced by Tsarev, we
define the matrix V i

j to be a Hamiltonian matrix.
Let us now compute conditions similar to Proposition 7 for hydrodynamic type systems and first order

homogeneous Hamiltonian operators (not necessarily in the non-degenerate case). In order to do this we apply
the above described method. Then, let us consider a first-order homogeneous operator:

Aij = gij∂x + bijk u
k
x (35)

We now associate to (35) the linear vector function Ai(p) = gijpj,x + bijk u
k
xpj .

Theorem 9 If a quasilinear homogeneous system admits a Hamiltonian formulation with a Hamiltonian ho-
mogeneous operator of first order, the following conditions are then satisfied:

gisV j
s = gjsV i

s , (36)

gis
(

V j
s,k − V j

k,s

)

+ bijs V
s
k − bsjk V

i
s = 0. (37)

In the specific case of non-degenerate gij , we substitute coefficients bijk with Γij
k , where b

ij
k = −gisbjsk and

the latter are exactly Christoffel symbols of second kind. Then, Tsarev proved the following theorem:

Proposition 10 ([14, 15]) A quasilinear system is Hamiltonian in Dubrovin-Novikov sense if and only if
there exists a nondegenerate flat metric gij such that

gisV
s
j = gjsV

s
i , (38)

∇iV
j
k = ∇kV

j
i , (39)

where gij = (gij)
−1.

As natural, the previous can be considered a Corollary of Theorem 9.

Proof of 9. Let us assume the operator Aij = gij∂x+b
ij
k u

k
x to be Hamiltonian, i.e. conditions in Theorem

2 are satisfied. In order to obtain the necessary conditions, we only need to compute the compatibility conditions
ℓF (A

i(p)) = 0, for i = 1, 2, . . . n.
Now,

ℓF (A(p)) =∂t(g
ijpj,x + bijk u

k
xpj)

− V i
l,ku

l
x(g

kjpj,x + bkjh u
h
xpj)− V i

k∂x(g
kjpj,x + bkjh u

h
xpj)

(40)

Then, expliciting the identities on the cotangent covering and collecting for ujσ, we obtain the following set of
conditions

V i
kg

kj − V j
k g

ki = 0, (41)

gijk V
k
m + gik(V j

k,m − V j
m,k) + gikV j

k,m + bikmV
j
k − V i

m,kg
kj − V i

kg
kj
m − V i

k b
kj
m = 0, (42)

gik
(

V j
k,h − V j

h,k

)

+ bijk V
k
h − bkjh V

i
k = 0, (43)

gik
(

V j
k,ml + V j

k,lm − V j
m,kl − V j

l,km

)

+ bijm,kV
k
l + bijl,kV

k
m + bijk V

k
l,m + bijk V

k
m,l

+ bikl V
j
k,m + bikmV

j
k,l − bikl V

j
m,k − bikmV

j
l,k

− bkjmV
i
l,k − bkjl V

i
m,k − bkjm,lV

i
k − bkjl,mV

i
k = 0.

(44)
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Let us first notice that condition (42) is a differential consequence of (41) and (43). Indeed, using the
Hamiltonianity condition gij,k = bijk + bjik of the operator, we exactly obtain that

gik(V j
k,h − V j

h,k) + bijk V
k
h − bkjh V

i
kg

jk(V i
k,h − V i

h,k)

+ bjik V
k
h − bkih V

j
k + ∂h(g

ikV j
k − gjkV i

k ) = 0, (45)

that is trivially equal to zero when (41) and (43) are taken into account. Note that this proof is exactly the
same as the one of Lemma 4 in [19]. On the other side, we can again prove that (44) is a differential consequence
of (41) and (43) but the proof needs some arrangements from [19] due to the fact that the tensor gij is not
invertible in this case.

Let us subtract the differential consequence

(

gik(V j
k,m − V j

m,k) + bijk V
k
m − bkjmV

i
k

)

,l
+
(

gik(V j
k,l − V j

l,k) + bijk V
k
l − bkjl V

i
k

)

,m
(46)

of (43) from equation (44), obtaining

(

bijm,k − bijk,m

)

V k
l +

(

bijl,k − bijk,l

)

V k
m + bkjl

(

V i
k,m − V i

m,k

)

+ bkil

(

V j
m,k − V j

k,m

)

+ bkjm
(

V i
k,l − V i

l,k

)

+ bkim

(

V j
l,k − V i

k,l

)

Now, let us multiply for gamgbl, obtaining

gam
(

bijm,k − bijk,m

)

gblV k
l + gbl

(

bijl,k − bijk,l

)

gamV k
m + gblbkjl g

am
(

V i
k,m − V i

m,k

)

+ gblbkil g
am

(

V j
m,k − V j

k,m

)

+ gambkjm g
bl
(

V i
k,l − V i

l,k

)

+ gambkimg
bl
(

V j
l,k − V i

k,l

) (47)

Let us use condition (42) for the last four terms. Then, by using (41), some terms erase and we obtain the
following

gblV k
l

(

gam
(

bijm,k − bijk,m

)

+ baimb
mj
k − bajm b

mi
k

)

+ galV k
l

(

gbm
(

bijm,k − bijk,m

)

+ bbimb
mj
k − bbjmb

mi
k

) (48)

We finally obtain that, by condition (10d), (48) is zero and the Theorem is proved.

As a corollary, in the non-degeneracy assumption on gij , we prove Corollary 10:

Proof of 10. The first condition is a direct consequence of the first one in Theorem 9, by lowering the
indices. For the second condition, it is sufficient to observe that

gis
(

∇sV
j
k −∇kV

j
s

)

= gis
(

V j
k,s − V j

s,k

)

+ Γij
s V

s
k + gisV l

sΓ
j
kl (49)

and by using gisV l
s = glsV i

s we obtain

gis
(

∇sV
j
k −∇kV

j
s

)

= gis
(

V j
k,s − V j

s,k

)

+ Γij
s V

s
k − Γsj

k V
i
s . (50)

Due to the non-degeneracy of gij , we obtain that condition 2 in Theorem 9 is satisfied if and only if Tsarev’s
conditions are satisfied.
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C. First order non-homogeneous systems

Finally, we extend the previous procedures to non-homogeneous hydrodynamic-type systems and non-homogeneous
operators of type 1 + 0. It follows that if a non-homogeneous hydrodynamic-type system is Hamiltonian the
following holds

uit = V i
j u

j
x +W i = (ujx∇

i∇j + ∇̃i)h i = 1, 2, . . . , n. (51)

Here we denote with ∇i the covariant derivative with respect to the metric tensor g, indicating the related
Christoffel symbols with Γi

jk, whereas we use ∼ to indicate the covariant derivative with respect to the sym-

plectic form ω, choosing to indicate the related symbols with Γ̃i
jk and the derivative with ∇̃.

Let us now consider a non-homogeneous operator of type 1+0 satisfying Theorem 4:

Cij = Aij + ωij = gij∂x + bijk u
k
x + ωij , (52)

that can be identified by the linear vector function Cij(p) = gijpj,x + bijk u
kpj + ωijpj . The following theorem

holds.

Theorem 11 If a quasilinear system

uit = V i
j (u)u

j
x +W i(u), i = 1, 2, . . . n (53)

is Hamiltonian with the Hamiltonian operator Cij , then the following conditions are satisfied:

V i
s g

sj − V j
s g

si = 0; (54)

gis
(

V j
s,k − V j

k,s

)

+ bijs V
s
k − bsjk V

i
s = 0; (55)

gij,sW
s − gjsW i

,s − gisW j
,s − ωsiV j

s − ωsjV i
s = 0; (56)

W i
,sω

sj +W j
,sω

is + ωji
,sW

s = 0; (57)

T ij
k = 0 (58)

where

T ij
k = −gilW j

,lk + bijk,lW
l + bijl W

l
,k − bilkW

j
,l − bljkW

i
,l − V i

k,sω
sj

+ ωis
(

V j
s,k − V j

k,s

)

+ ωij
,sV

s
k − ωsj

,kV
i
s

Whereas, under the non-degeneracy hypothesis on gij :

Proposition 12 If the quasilinear system

uit = V i
j (u)u

j
x +W i(u), i = 1, 2, . . . n (59)

is Hamiltonian with the non-degenerate Hamiltonian operator Cij , then the following conditions are satisfied:

∇iV j
k = ∇jV i

k ; (60)

gikV j
k = gjkV i

k ; (61)

∇iW j +∇jW i = ωikV j
k + ωjkV i

k ; (62)

∇̃iW j = ∇̃jW i; (63)

T ij
k = 0. (64)
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Proof of 11. Let us assume that Cij = gij∂x + bijk u
k
x+ωij is Hamiltonian (see conditions in Theorem 4).

We only need to prove the compatibility conditions ℓF (C
i(p)) = 0 for i = 1, 2, . . . n.

Now, let us observe that
ℓF (C) = ℓF (A) + ℓF (ω

ijpj) (65)

Then

ℓF (ω
ijpj) = ∂t(ω

ijpj)−
(

V i
j,lu

j
x +W i

l

)

ωlkpk − V i
j ∂x(ω

jkpk)

= ωij
,ku

k
t pj + ωijpj,t − V i

j,lω
lkujxpk −W i

,jω
lkpk+

− V i
j ω

jk
,l u

l
xpk − V i

j ω
jkpk,x

= ωij
,k

(

V k
l u

l
x +W k

)

pj + ωij
(

V k
j,lu

l
x − V k

l,ju
l
x −W k

,j

)

pk

+ ωijV k
j pk,x − V i

j,lω
lkujxpk −W i

,lω
lkpk+

− V i
j ω

jk
,l u

l
xpk − V i

j ω
jkpk,x

(66)

Summing this with the expression of ℓF (A) (see [17]) and collecting for each variable ujσ, the theorem is proved.

Proof of 12. Then, with non-degenerate coefficients gij and ωij we introduce the following symbols:

Γ̃j
ik = −

1

2
ωiaω

aj
,k (67)

this is a symplectic connection which is compatible with the symplectic form ωij (see also [11]). Define
Γ̃ij
k = ωisΓ̃j

sk, then condition (63) in the previous theorem can be written in a coordinate-free form as follows:

∇̃jW i − ∇̃iW j = 0 (68)

where ∇̃ is the covariant derivative for the connection Γ̃i
jk.

4 Examples

This section aims at presenting some examples of quasilinear systems satisfying the compatibility conditions
found in Section 3. The examples treated herein can be computed via Computer Algebra Systems as Reduce
(see [9, 21]) or Maple.

Let us firstly study the case of KdV equation, in two versions. Recall that in both cases we applied the
method of inversion of the system in order to increase the number of variables and reduce the order (see [16, 1])

Example 13 (KdV equation - I) Let us consider the KdV equation:

ut = 6uux − uxxx (69)

and let us regard (69) as an evolutionary system:











u1t = u2

u2t = u3

u3t = −u1x + 6u1u2
(70)

Then it is a non-homogeneous hydrodynamic type system. Let us consider the non-homogeneous operator

Cij = gij∂x + Γij
k u

k
x + γij (71)
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where

gij =





0 0 1
0 −1 0
1 0 8u1





and

γij =





0 2u1 2u2

−2u1 0 −12(u1)2 + 2u3

−2u2 12(u1)2 − 2u3 0





The compatibility conditions described in Corollary 12 are satisfied.

Example 14 (KdV equation - II) Let us consider again system (70). This system is also Hamiltonian with
the following non-homogeneous hydrodynamic type operator [16]

Cij =





0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 −1



 ∂x +





0 −1 0
1 0 6u1

0 −6u1 0



 , (72)

with the leading coefficient gij being degenerate. The operator and the system are compatible in the sense of
Theorem 11.

Note that in Example 14, the Hamiltonian operator is degenerate. Other examples in 2 components of non-
homogeneous operators with degenerate leading coefficient are given in the following:

Example 15 (2-wave interaction system) In [11], the author introduced the real reduction of 2-waves in-
teraction system formulated in terms of the system of hydrodynamic equations:

{

ut = auv

vt = avx + u2
, (73)

with a constant. The system admits a Hamiltonian formulation, with the operator

Cij =

(

0 0
0 1

)

∂x +

(

0 −u
u 0

)

. (74)

As expected, the system is compatible in the sense of Theorem 11 with the operator Cij.

Example 16 (Sinh-Gordon equation) Let us consider the Sinh-Gordon equation

ϕτξ = sinhϕ . (75)

Applying the change of variables given by ϕ = 2 log u and v = 2uτ/u, consider the light-cone coordinates
τ = t, ξ = t− x and obtain











ut =
1

2
uv

vt = vx +
1

2

(

u2 −
1

u2

) . (76)

In [1], the system is shown to be Hamiltonian with the non-homogeneous hydrodynamic operator

Cij =

(

0 0
0 1

)

∂x +
1

2

(

0 u
−u 0

)

. (77)

The operator and the system are compatible in the sense of Theorem 11.
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Finally, we conclude this section with the first example presented in the Introduction.

Example 17 (The 3-waves equation) Let us consider the 3-waves equations:










u1t = −c1u
1
x − 2(c2 − c3)u

2u3

u2t = −c2u
2
x − 2(c1 − c3)u

1u3

u3t = −c3u
3
x − 2(c2 − c1)u

1u2
(78)

and let us consider the non-homogeneous local operator

M ij =





1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1



 ∂x +





0 −2u3 2u2

2u3 0 2u1

−2u2 −2u1 0



 . (79)

The compatibility conditions presented in Corollary 12 are satisfied.

An analogue of this discussion, but in terms of nonlocal operators for non-homogeneous quasilinear systems,
was also presented in [17]. In the paper, the author showed compatibility conditions for homogeneous first
order operators similar to Tsarev’s ones and extended to non-homogeneous systems. Other examples are also
therein presented.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, tensorial necessary conditions for a given quasilinear system of first order PDEs to admit
a Hamiltonian structure are discussed. We emphazise that such conditions were firstly presented for non-
degenerate homogeneous Hamiltonian operators of order 1 and homogeneous systems (see [14]).

The main novelties of the present work are the following:

• degenerate leading coefficients of the operators are discussed,

• conditions previously computed are extended to non-homogeneous operators of type 1 + 0, and

• non-homogeneous systems are investigated.

Some example of equations of the previous kind are presented (such as the well-knownKorteweg-de Vries treated
as system, the 3-waves equation, and the 2-wave interaction system), showing that a further investigation of
such conditions for different operators and systems is needed in the future.
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