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2 YUNBO ZENG AND WEN-XIU MA
I. Introduction.

As is known, some integrable systems possess bi-Hamiltonian structure. We recall
some known results. Let M be a differential manifold, TM and T*M its tangent and
cotangent bundle, and 6y and 6, : T*M — T M two compatible Poisson tensors on M
[1]. A vector field X is said to be bi-Hamiltonian (BH) with respect to 6y and 61, if two
smooth functions, H, F' € C*°(M), exist such that

X = 0odH = 6,dF (1.1)

where dF denotes the differential of F' (gradient s/ F for finite system and variation 0 F'
for field system). If 6 is invertible, the tensor ® = 6,6 !'is a Nijenhuis tensor or hered-
itary operator. The operator ® maps a given BH vector field into another BH vector
field. Hence having a Nijenhuis tensor, one can construct a hierarchy of Hamiltonian
symmetries, and a related hierarchy of integrals of motion for the underlying system.
The BH structure (1.1) ensures that the resulting integrals of motion are pairwise in
involution with respect to both Poisson brackets. Thus the BH structure of a given
system is important for its integrability.

Unfortunately, for a majority of the BH finite-dimensional systems, none of the 6
and 6, is invertible. In fact, all the known BH finite-dimensional systems arising from
the constrained flows or stationary flows of soliton equations usually exist in an extended
phase space and both 6y and 6; are degenerated (see, for example, [2-8]). In their natural
phase space these systems may satisfy a weaker condition than the BH one. The notion
of a quasi-bi-Hamiltonian (QBH) system was introduced [9,10]. According to [10], for
dimM = 2n, a vector field, X, is said to be a QBH vector field with respect to Poisson
tensors, 0y and 61, if there exist three smooth functions H, F\ p, such that

1

where two Poisson tensors 6y and #; are compatible and nondegenerated (invertible).
The function p is called an integrating factor. On a 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold
M, let (g = (q1,--+sqn),» = (P1,..-,Pn)) be a set of canonical coordinates and 6y the
0 I
-1 0
0o and 6; are compatible and invertible, the Nijenhuis tensor ® = 6,60, 1 is maximal,
i.e. it has n distinct eigenvalues p = (1, ..., pin). As is known [11], in a neighborhood
of a regular point, where the eigenvalues p are distinct, one can construct a canonical
transformation (q,p) — (u,v)((p,v) referred to as the Nijenhuis coordinates) such that
0; and ® take the Darboux form

canonical Poisson matrix 6y = (I denoting the n x n identity matrix). As

— 0 Al o A1 0 Y
0, = <—A1 0 ) ) P = ( 0 A1) , Ay =diag(py, ..y fin)- (1.3)
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A QBH vector field is said to be Pfaffian [10] if, in the Nijenhuis coordinates, an inte-
grating factor p in equation (1.2) is the product of the eigenvalues of @, i.e.

P HM (1.4)

In the Pfaffian case, the general solutions, H and F, of equation (1.2) are obtained
and the Hamilton-Jacobi equation for H is shown to be separable by verifying the Levi-
Civita conditions [12]. Some relationship between BH and QBH structure is discussed
n [13]. Several QBH systems are presented [9,10,12-14]. It is in general quite difficult
to directly construct a BH or QBH structure for a given integrable Hamiltonian vector
field. In recent years much work has been devoted to the constrained flows of soliton
equations (see, for example, [2-8,15-24]). One of the aims of this paper is to show how
to construct an infinite number of families of QBH systems from the constrained flows
of soliton equations. We have presented some families of the constrained flows in order
to study the dynamical r-matrices in [24]. We now describe the explicit QBH structures
for these families of the constrained flows.

The Lax representation for the constrained flows of soliton equations can always be
deduced from the adjoint representation of the Lax pair for soliton equations [16,17].
There is an effective way for the separation of variables for some finite-dimensional in-
tegrable Hamiltonian systems with some kind of Lax matrices [25,26]. The separated
variables for some constrained flows can be introduced and the Jacobi inversion prob-
lems for the constrained flows can be established by means of the Lax representation
[27,28]. We are interested in the relationship between the two methods for the separa-
bility mentioned above. Another main aim of this paper is to prove that the Nijenhuis
coordinates for the underlying families of QBH systems are usually the same as the
separated variables introduced by the Lax matrices.

The paper is organized as follows.

In section 2 we present a new QBH system. We directly construct the second compat-
ible Poisson tensor by using a map relating this system to its modified version, and prove
that the Nijenhuis coordinates for this system is equivalent to the separated variables
defined by Lax matrix. We make some comparison of the two methods for separability.
In section 3 and section 4, by using the constrained flows associated with the polynomial
second order spectral problems and the higher-order symmetry constraints, we propose
a way to construct an infinite number of families of QBH systems. The explicit QBH
structures of the first two families of constrained flows are given. The equivalence of the
Nijenhuis coordinates and the separated variables is proved. In section 5 we point out
that the two compatible Poisson tensors 6y, #; and the integrating factor p given by the
QBH structure (2.28) and (2.29a) are just that for the third family of OBH systems.
Also some conclusions and a conjucture are given.

II. New QBH system.
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In this section we present a new QBH system. By using a map relating this system to
its modified version, the second compatible Poisson tensor is obtained from the image
of the Poisson tensor for the modified version under the map. We use this system to
illustrate how to prove the equivalence of the Nijenhuis coordinates and the separated
variables introduced by the Lax matrix.

A. New finite-dimensional integrable Hamiltonian system.

For Jaulent—-Miodek (JM) spectral problem [29]

Ve = U(u, N\, U(u,A):<)\2_U?)\_u0 (1]), ¢=(Z;), uz(z(l)), (2.1)

its adjoint representation is defined by [30]
V, = [U,V]=UV — VU, (2.2)

where V is taken as

N —i (ai b
V_ZOV;A : Vi—(ci _ai). (2.3)

Then equation (2.2) and (2.3) yields

1
ag=ay =az =byg=0b; =0, by=1, 53251&1,
1 _ 1
az = 4U1,m, co=1, ¢ = 2u1,...,
and in general
<bk—|—2) _ L<bk—|—1>, k=12, (2.4)
br+1 b
1
@ = _§bk’x7 Ck = Ak,z — Uobk - U’lbk-i-l + bk+27 k= 1727 Ty (24b)
where
1nH— 1 1 7v—
L: (ul_ill) 1u17$ ZD2+U/06§D 1'11/0@), D:ag, DD_IZD_IDzl.
x

The Jaulent-Miodek hierarchy associated with (2.1) can be written as an infinite-
dimensional Hamiltonian system

w, = (“1) - J(b”+2) _ g0 o (2.5)
Uo tn bn_|_1 ou
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where the Hamiltonian H,, and the Hamiltonian operator J are given by

0 2D 1
J = (2D —Uig — 2u1D) ’ H, = ﬁ(2bn+3 - Ulbn+2>.

Under zero boundary condition we have

SN (2 SN 6A
R R »

The constrained flow of (2.5) consists of the equations obtained from the spectral
problem (2.1) for N distinct \; and the restriction of the variational derivatives for
conserved quantities H; (for any fixed [) and \; [15-17]:

\Ijl,x = \112, \IIQ’I = AQ\Ifl — ulA\Ill — UO\I}1, (27&)
%_1 N&_ bl+2 _1 <A\I/1,\I/1> -0 (27b>
du 24 du b 2\ <0, 0y > ) 7 '

which has been recognized as a symmetry constraint [18-20]. Hereafter we denote the
inner product in RY by < .,. > and

\Pi = (wilv'” 7¢iN)T7 L= 1727A: dla‘g()\b 7)\N>

For [ = 4, we have

7 5 5 3 1
Hy = 1—28u‘;’ + EU?UO - @U%xul + gugul - gulmUOm- (2.8)

By introducing the Jacobi-Ostrogradsky coordinates

q1 = U1, q2 = Uo,

0Hy 5) 1 0H, 1

_ =D s — g _ — lu, 2.9
Sur, 16 te T g A (2.9)

the equations (2.7) for [ = 4 are transformed into a finite-dimensional Hamiltonian
system (FDHS)

P1

_OR _OR OF,

\I]I_—: s 1,_—:—8 y I:—:_S 20 9 2.10
1 90, 2, Q1 o, D2, G2 91 p1 + 20q1p2 ( a)
OF
gy = — ot = A2y — i ATy — g0y, (2.10b)
oy,
L= L 0 e 02 0p2 4 22— S < AU, W S, 2.10
p1 o 1t Tz T Rt g m g < A¥L YL > (2.10c)
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s Y RO [ S 2.10d
D2 o0 64 + 1142~ 5 <V, ¥ > ( )
or equivalently
P, =0y <7 F1,
where
T T T 0 I(Nt2)x(N+2)
P:(\P17QI7q27\I}27p17p2) ) 90: 5
—I(N42)x(N+2) 0
1 1 1 1
Fi=5 <W, Uy > —5 <AL U > 4gq <AV U > doge < U, 0 >
5 3 7
-8 10192 — =3¢ — =qiqs — —¢°. 2.11
p1p2 + 10q1p3 160102 — g% — 155N ( )

The Lax representation for FDHS (2.10) can be deduced from the adjoint representation
(2.2) by using the method in [16,17] which is sketched as follows. Due to (2.4a), (2.6)
and (2.7b), we may define

~ 1
by, = 5 < AT Wy >, m=25,6,...,

which together with (2.4b) and (2.10) yields

~ 1 ~ 1
Ay, = —5 < Am_5\I}1,\I}2 >, Cpm = —5 < Am_5\1]27\112 >, m = 5,6, ...

Set N
U = Amy,  bm = by, Cm = Cm, m=20,1,2,3,4.

Then the construction of @, by,, ¢, ensures that under (2.10)

e — = —i o a; gz
V=) VixT, Vi—(a —zzi)’

=0

also satisfies (2.2). Notice that

o) oo N N
~ 1 Aj L Y12,
m)\ m+4:__ Iym . = J 4y
n;)a 2;};(A> Y154, 2;A—M

set

(AN B _ g )
o= (ot Taoy) =N (2:120)
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we have
¢1g¢2g
A(X) = 2p2A + 2p1 — 2q1p2 — —Z Y (2.12b)
N
3, 1
B(\) =X+ CJ1)\-|- Q1+QQ2+ Z)\d]lj (2.12c¢)
1 1 1 1 1 1
N =M\ — (= AN+ (=3 + = — 2 <Py, Ty >)A
C(N) 501 (26]2—1-8(11) +(4q1+2Q1Q2 2< 1, U1 >)
N 2
1, 5 1 1 1 V3;
— —4 AU, T U, v — J 2.12
+4QQ 64 P — 5 < A% 1>+2ql< 1, ¥ > ] = N (2.12d)

Since V under (2.10) satisfies (2.2), then @ under (2.10) satisfies (2.2), too, namely

Q. =[U,Q], (2.13)

which presents the Lax representation for (2.10). This can also be verified by a direct
calculation. The equation (2.13) implies that $7rQ*(\) = A%(A) + B(A)C(]) is the
generating function of the integrals of motion for (2.10). We have

N .
F@)

2 __ 6
A (AN) + BA)CAN) =N — i+ Fr + ;_1 o

(2.14)

1 1 1
Fy=—5 < AU, ¥y > 45 < AWy, 0y > —q0 < A2y, 0y >

e

1 1
861? +-qige— - <V, ¥ >) < Uy, Uy > —1@ < Wy, Uy >

4 4

3, 1 , 5, 1, 1 1
SR o) (—ApE — gt g — = < AU, Uy > =gy < Uy, U
Gt 2@2)( P = g T 7% 5 <AVLY1L > 4o < VLW >)

+(8

1 1
(4qQ + 1—6q1) <AV, Uy > —2py < Uy, Uy > +4(py — 1p2)?, (2.15)

| 1 1 3, 1

FO = (=2pa ) + 2q1p2 — 2p1) 1t — 5()\12 tondt gq% + Q@W%
1 1
SN - sa N

2 2
—4
2 42 Do

1, 1 ., 1., 1 1 1
—CE+ )N+ (P cquge — = < Uy, Ty )N+
o I (8(11+2Q2) z+(4Q1+2Q1Q2 2 1,V >) +t1

ok — V1ktba;i)?
A — N

1 1 1 (@Dh@b
—— = < AU, Ty > 4= U, 0 24 §
0 5 < 1, WY1 > 26]1 < Wy, Uy > 1 s

. i=1,..,N,
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where F() i =1, ..., N, Fy, F5 are N + 2 independent integrals of motion for (2.10). By
means of the r-matrix, it can be shown that the equation (2.10) is a finite-dimensional
integrable Hamiltonian system (FDIHS).

In order to find the QBH structure for (2.10), we need to use the modified system of
(2.10). Let us consider the modified Jaulent—-Miodek (MJM) spectral problem [31]

b = U, N6, U(v,\) = (Aﬁovl _AUO) o= @:) v= (Z(l)) (2.17)

The equations (2.2) and (2.3) yield

1 1
ap =0, by =1, 512501, ay =vg, co=1, €1 =501,

<2ak+1> :L<2ak), k=1,2,.., (2.18)
—br+1 —by,

I — 0 —2’00 + D
o %D + %D_lvoD %Ul + %D_lle ’

The MJM hierarchy associated with (2.17) can also be written as a infinite-dimensional
Hamiltonian system

. Vo . Qan . (SHn .
—— (Ul>t _J<_bn) =J<5 =12, (2.19)

n

where the Hamiltonian H,, and the Hamiltonian operator J are given by

1
1p 0 -1
= 2 ——— —
J ( 0 _2D) ’ Hn n [an,m Ulbn + 2bn—|—1]-
Also we have 5 2616
102
— = . 2.20
w0 (220
In the similar way as for (2.7), the constrained flow of (2.19) is defined by
Py, =vo®P1 + APy, Doy = (A —v1)P1 — 0P, (2.21a)
0H;, 1 [(2<®q, Py >
— + = ’ = 2.21b
5v+2<<<1>1,<1>1> 0 ( )
where ®; = (¢;1,...,oin) 7, i = 1,2.
For [ =3,
1 1 1 ) 3 3
Hjz = _<1U3x - 1_61)%1’ + Zvé + 6_4@% - gUO:rU% - gv(%v%)



FAMILIES OF QUASI-BI-HAMILTONIAN SYSTEMS AND SEPARABILITY 9

By introducing the Jacobi-Ostrogradsky coordinates

qﬂi = Ul? qE = UO7 (2.22&)

~ §Hs 1 - §Hs 1 3,
= — = —— T = — = — r — = y 222b
b1 Sv1s 8U1 b2 Sv0n 200 801 ( )

the equations (2.21) for | = 3 are transformed into a FDHS

R . OR _ OR 3

(I)x— — =P A(I), x:—~:_8~7 x:—~:2~ _~27 2.23
=55, — 0 1+ AP,y Qo = 5 P e = 5 P2+ 41 (2.23a)
OF N _
By, = —ot = AD) — 1P — 2D, (2.23b)
0P,
_ OF, 3. 3., 1, 1
Rt B L, B S SUF N 2.23
D1 94, 26]1292 4611(]2 4(11 5 1, ®1 ( C)
R R B A SO 2.23d
D2 9% %~ 10 1, P2 ( )
or B B
P, =0y F1,
where

P = ((P’{, Zjl? Zj?: ®§7§17ﬁ2>T7

~ 3. 3 1 1
F1=—413%+13§+15%P2+§§%67§+1—6§?—1§§

~ 1 1 1.
+q2 < @1,<P2 > +§ < Aq)g,q)g > —5 < Aq)l,q)l > +§Q1 <P, P >
B. The QBH structure for the FDIHS (2.10).

We now establish a map relating FDIHS (2.10) to (2.23), then use the map to con-
struct the second compatible Poisson tensor for the FDIHS (2.10).

It is known [31] that a gauge transformation between the JM and MJM spectral
problem is as follows

Y1 =1, 2= A2 +vod1, ul =01, U= —Voz — V3, (2.24)

which, together with (2.9) and (2.22), gives rise to the map relating (2.10) to (2.23), i.e.

P = M(P):
U, =&, Yy=APy+ @, ¢ =q,
1

_ 3 ~ ol 1o 5
q2 = —2ps — Z@? — @, p1=qp+ qu t50p2— g < Dy, P9 >, p2=p1- (2.25)
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The map M given by (2.25) transforms all equations in (2.10) except for (2.10c) into
the corresponding equations in (2.23) except for (2.23c). In fact, the equation (2.10c)
with an additive constant term ¢ = —%ﬁl is transformed into (2.23c) under the map
(2.25). However, the second Poisson tensor constructed later by using the map (2.25)
is valid for an arbitrary ¢, therefore we can take ¢ = 0. The Jacobi M’ of the map M
take the form

I 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
= 0 -3¢ —24> 0 0 -2
/ _ 2
M(P) Bl 0 o, A0 0 (2.26)
—107  p (@B +ipe —3%T @ 3¢
0 0 0 0 1 0

According to the standard procedure [32], the image of the Poisson tensor 6, for the
FDIHS (2.23) under the map M gives rise to the second compatible Poisson tensor for
the FDIHS (2.10). That is

o /T ([ Ovroyx N2y Ar
01 = M'0gM |P:M(P)— ( AT B ) (2.27a)
A -0 Onx1 Onxn %2 Onxi
Ar = | Oixn ¢ 1 , Bi=| 19l o0 pa |- (2.27b)
20T _%‘D - %Q% _%fh O1xv  —D2 0

Furthermore, by a straightforward calculation, we can show the following proposition.

Proposition 1. The system (2.10) possesses the QBH representation

1
where 3 1 ]
p=B(\)|x=0 = gqf +50 =5 < AN Ty > (2.29a)
N .
By =[A’(A) + BO)C)]azo = F2 = Y A1 FW
i=1
3 5 1 _q
= (1—6(]1 + Zq2)(< A \PQ,\IIQ > — << A\Ifl,\Ifl >)
3 1
(EQ% + ZQ1Q2) < Uy, Uy > 42(p1 — qip2) < AT, T >
5 1 1 1 _
+(2p5 + @q?ﬁ — qu + 7 <AL T > =21 <UL, T >) <A "oy, Uy >
3 1 1 5
+(§Q% + 592)(193 — 4p3 — a(ff) +4(p1 — q1p2)?
1
+Z[< A_I\Ifl,\IJQ >2 — < A_l\Ifl,\Ifl > A_I\IJQ,\IIQ >]. (229b)
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C. The Nijenhuis coordinates.

We now prove that the Nijenhuis coordinates for QBH system (2.28) are the same as
the separated variables defined by means of the Lax matrix (2.12b). As 6y and 6, are
compatible and invertible, the matrix 646, ! is maximal, it has N +2 distinct eigenvalues
p = (p1,...; un+2). The explicit form of the canonical transformation from P to the
Nijenhuis coordinates (p, v) is given in what follows. The eigenvalues 1, ..., iy 12 are
defined by the roots of the equation

fA) = Al — Ay |=0, (2.30)
which, since A; depends only on (V1, ¢1,¢q2), gives rise to
s :fj<\I}17QI7QQ)7 j:177N+27 (231)

wlj = g](ﬂ')? j = 17 "'7N7 q1 = gN—i—l(ﬂ')? a2 = gN+2('u') (232)

Then we introduce the generating function by

N

S = Z V2,95 (1) + P1gN+1 (1) + D2gn+2(M), (2.33a)
j=1
such that 59 99 99
= i=1,...N = — = — 2.33b
wlj a¢2] y J yceey AV q1 apl ) q2 8]92 ’ ( 33 )
95 & Jg; dgn 11 Ognt2 .

V= — = Yo +p +p , Jj=1,..,N+2. 2.33c
J 6uj Z 2 6uj ! 6uj 2 B,uj ( )

The equations (2.33b) reconstruct (2.31) or (2.32), the equations (2.33¢c) give the expres-
sion for v;. The system (2.10) written in terms of (u,v) can be shown to be separable.

On the other hand, the separated variables (g, ) for (2.10) can be constructed by
means of the Lax matrix in the following way [27,28]. The coordinates fi1, ..., iy 42 are
introduced by the zeros of B(\):

N 2
1 3 1 1 (CEp R(N)
BA) = N+ - +=-¢®+ - — J_ —

(2.34)

with

N+-2 N+2

N N
RN =T —i) =Y BdAV*2E KQ) = [T =) = ard¥F, (2.35)
k=0 k=0

k=1 k=1
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ap =1, ZAJ, e an =DV A
j=1
N—+2 N+2
50:17 Bl :_Zﬁ]7 ceey 6N+2 H ij
j=1

and the canonically conjugate coordinates vy, ..., Uno are defined by

vk = —A(jix) = —2p2fir. — 2p1 + 2q1p2 + 5 Z D1 , k=1.,N+2  (2.36)
ik — A

The FDIHS (2.10) in terms of the coordinates (i, 7) will be shown to be separable later.

We have the following proposition.

Proposition 2. The Nijenhuis coordinates (u,v) defined by (2.30) and (2.33) are ex-
actly the same as the separated variables (p,v) defined by (2.34) and (2.36). The QBH
vector field (2.28) is Pfaffian in the Nijenhuis coordinates.

Proof. We first show that
fA) = BA)K(A) = R(\). (2.37)

We denote f(A) by fn(A; A1, ..., An) in order to prove (2.37) by induction. Obviously,
(2.37) holds for N = 1. Then we have by induction

)\—)\1 O 0 %’l?bll O
0 A=Ay ... 0 Lp1s 0
NS, AN) = : . : : :
0 0 .. A=Ay lyy 0
0 0 0 )\—ql -1
2 e . 2y et Pe At
1 N
= (A= A)fN-1(A g, o AN) + 5% [T =2 (2.38)
k=2
(/\2+ >\+3 iyl i w“ )K()\)-i—l Un K(\) = BINK())
Q1 q1 2612 N SN = A = .

The equation (2.38) implies that )\1, similarly A\g, k = 2,..., N, is not the zero of f(\).
Thus (2.37) indicates that f(A) and B(\) have the same zeros, i.e. ux = fi.
It follows from (2.34) that

@ =2(B1 — 1), (2.39a)
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1 3 2 1 1 6N+2
= —q; = =< AU, 0 >
2Q2+8q1 5 1, Y1 >+ on

(2.39b)

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to A. The equations (2.39a) and
(2.39b) yield

N
— R()‘j) _ _ 2 BN+2
G2 = 2; SRy~ SBm a2 (2.39¢)
According to (2.33a), one gets
2R()\)) N Y N
S = Z¢23 K’()\ ) +2p1( +p2 Z )\ K’ 3(51 —ozl) -l—QW].
Notice that
[2R V2, R() Lo~ Y1
23 L 1 P25
e Z% K’ Z\/2R Aj) (i = A 22::;%—
0 <. 2R N )
Ot JZ: z:: Aj K' )bk — Aj)
N N 2
1 2R(\;) 2R(\)) 1 L zplj
= <AV, Ty > + ,
0BNy2  Bnye o(Pr—an)® (B — 041) _
- ) ——=—q, ——F—— =-1,
aﬂk M a,uk 8;%

and using B(uy) = 0, one finds from (2.33c) that vy, ux satisfy (2.36). Finally, it follows
from (2.39b) that

N+2
1 3 1 _ BN+2 N T

p=BNh=o =50+ 26— 5 <A, T > o~ Huj (2.40)

This completes the proof.

D. Comparison of the two methods for separability.

For the FDIHS with QBH structure, the separated variables, i.e. the Nijenhuis
coordinates, can be introduced by the Nijenhuis tensor. Then the separability of the
Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the system can be shown by varifying the Levi-Civita
conditions. For the FDIHS with some kind of Lax representation, the separated variables
can be found and the separability of the Hamilton Jacobi equation for the system can
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be shown by means of the Lax representation. So far there is not an effective way to
define separated variables for the FDIHSs with some kind of Lax matrices, such as the
3 x 3 Lax matrices [22] or the Lax matrices admitting dynamical r-matrix. However, if
the separated variables can be introduced by the Lax matrix, one can further establish
the Jacobi inversion problem for the system by means of the Lax representation. By
using the standard Jacobi inversion technique, the solution to the system can be found.

We now use the Lax representation (2.12) to construct the Jacobi inversion problem
for (2.10). Set

N+6
A%2(\) 4+ BNC(\) = % W) = Z PN, (2.41)

then P; are also the integrals of motion for (2.10). By substituting (2.13) and using
(2.14), (2.41) leads to

Pnie =1, Pnie—i=a; 1=1,2,3,4,

F1 = —PN_|_1 + as, F2 = PN — a1PN+1 + 105 — Qg .... (242)
The equations (2.34), (2.36) and (2.41) give rise to
W ()
U, = . k=1,..N+2 (2.43)
K ()

which indicates that the Hamilton-Jacobi equation is separable. Replacing v by 3 as Sk

and interpreting the P; as integration constants, one gets the generating function S of
the canonical transformation from (2.43)

W(A)

N—|—2
S(Nl,---,,uN—i—Q;PO,u PN—l—l / )\ d)\ (244)

The linearizing coordinates are then
| N2

Z/ TRy i 0L N L (2.45)

The linear flow induced by (2.10) is then given by (using (2.42))

oF
Qi = 71+1'8P1 =7 — 20 Nt+1, t=0,1,...,N+1, (2.46)

where «y; are arbitrary constants. Combining the equation (2.45) with the equation
(2.46) leads to the Jacobi inversion problem for the FDIHS (2.10)

N+2
/ %—xéi,NH, Z:O,l,,N—l—l (247)
\/7
Since wlj,ql,qg defined by (2.39) are the symmetric functions of g,k = 1,..., N + 2
by using the standard Jacobi inversion technique [33], they can be solved in terms of
Riemann theta functions from (2.47). After having 1;,q1, g2, the ¥, p1,p2 can be
found by using (2.10a). In this way the solution to (2.10) is obtained.
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ITII. The first family of QBH systems.

In the following sections, by using the method described in the previous section, we
will present QBH representation for some families of FDIHSs given in [24], and prove
the equivalence of two sets of separated variables.

A. The first family of FDIHSs.

We first recall the constrained flows of the hierarchy of nonlinear evolution equations
(NLEE) associated with the following polynomial second order spectral problem [31]

vo=UA Ve = (gl o) e= (D) e

where u,, = —1,u = (Up,_1, ..., u9)”. The adjoint representation (2.2) of (3.1) yields

1
aOZ...:am:bOZ...:bm_lzo, bmzl, bm+1:§um_1,
B ]
Am+4+1 = 4um—1,x7 co =1, 1 = 2um—17 ceey
and in general
bk+m bk+m—1
: =L : , (3.2a)
br+1 b,
L, L i besi, k=12 (3.2D)
G = — 50k, Ck = —50k,zx — Us i = L4, .
k 5 Ok, k 5 Ok, 2 k+
where
Loy Lo ... L1 Ly
1 0 0 O
L=| o 1 0 o0 |,
0 0 1 0
LO:ZD —|—UO—§D UQ,z, Lzzul—iD Ui 2 2:1,...,777,—1.

The hierarchy of NLEESs associated with (3.1) can be written as an infinite-dimensional
Hamiltonian system

U —1 bn+m
uy, = : =J : =J n=12,..., (3.3)

u ), bn+1
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where the Hamiltonian H,, and the Hamiltonian operator J are defined by

0 0 0 2D
0 0 .. 2D J,1
J = 0 0 Jm—l Jm—2 ,
2D Jp-1 ... J1 Jo
J, 2u; D ,=0,1 1, H 2 i b
i = U — UL, T=U, 0,000, — L, n=— __  a_. U On4i+41-
’ m—2n—2i:1 Tt

Under zero boundary condition we have

S P SA O
5, = TR AR YT L = A (3.4)

Similarly, the constrained flows of the NLEEs (3.3) are defined by [24]

m—1
Uy =0y, Uy =A"T0 — ) AT, (3.5a)
1=0
by, <A, Uy >
omy_15noy () 1 N (3.5b)
ou 24~ Su 2 : o ’
=1 b1 < W,V >

For [ = m, (3.5b) leads to

k

Urn—k = Z(—l)ﬂ—”;j DR UL 218 SN UL 2 S
jzl l1+...+lj:k}—j

k=1,....m, (3.6)

where iy > 0,...,]; > 0. By substituting (3.6) into (3.5a), the first constrained flow of
(3.3) can be written as a canonical FDHS

8F0 aF10
U, =20y, =20 3.7
L AD) 2, ov, ( )
or
Px — 90 V F07
where

P = (‘I}’{7\Pg)T7 00 = ( 0 INXN) )
—InxN 0
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1 1
Fy :—<\112,x112>+z )i+t > <AL Uy > < AT U >

2
7=0 l1—|—...—|—lj+1:m—j

The entries of the Lax matrix for (3.7) are given by [24]

N N 2
%Z wljwm B()\) — 1+ % Z )\wlj (38&)
=1

m k
1.
DAY (=5l YL <AMEL W > <AV T >
k=1

j=1 b+ tlj=k—j

J
53 o (3.8D)

l\.')|'—‘

Jj=1
We have

AN+ BANCA) ="+ > ;:( ) (3.9)

DN =

m k
. 1 .
FO =AY AR :(—5)7 > <AL > < AT, T Sy
k=1

j=1 Li+.. +lj=k—j

%Z Z (V13th2r — 1rtba;)?

=1
Mo — A b

N,

P

k:;éi

where F() j =1, ..., N, are independent integrals of motion for (3.7) and Fy = ngzo F®,
It can be shown that the system (3.7) is integrable in the Liouvill’s sense. The systems
with m = 1,2, ... give rise to a family of FDIHSs which include the well-known Garnier
system as the first member (m=1). This family of FDIHSs was first given in [34].

In order to find the QBH structure for (3.7), we need to consider the following
modified polynomial second order spectral problem [31]

b =Ulv, N, U(v,\) = (_va‘) Jin1 A ) b= <¢1), (3.10)

i=1Yi —Yo ?2
where v,, = —1,v = (vg, ..., vm_1)T . The equations (2.2) and (2.3) yield

1
apg=...=ap2=bg=...=byp_3=0, by_2=1, bm—1:§vm—17

am—1 = Vo, 60:17 €1 = —ZUm—-1,---,
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and in general

2041 2ay
—br41 —by,
.+ =L : , (3.11a)
—bkgm—1 —bktm—2
Chil = Qpo — Y Vibpric1,  k=1,2,--, (3.11b)
i=1
where
0 —2vp+D 0 ... 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
L= z ,
0 0 0 0 1
LO L1 L2 Lm—2 Lm—l
1 1 1 1
Ly = ZD+§D—1UOD, L;= §vi+§D_1viD, i=1,...,m—1.
The hierarchy of NLEEs associated with (3.10) is
v 2a,,
0
—by, 0H.
et : :J . :J n, :1,2,..., 3.12
Um—17/ ¢ _bn+m—2
where the Hamiltonian H,, and the Hamiltonian operator .J are given by
iD 0 0o ... 0 0
0 Jo Js ... Jn_1 —2D
J=1 : : R N
0 J,.1 -2D ... 0 0
0 —-2D 0 e 0 0
J; = vie + 20D, i=0,1 L Hi=m 2 o= i)
i = Vi v, t=uU,1...,m 9 n_m_Qn_2an,1‘ s 1Yn+i1—1]-
Also we have s
5 = (20162, 61, 061, ., A" 200) (3-13)
The constrained flows of (3.12) are defined by
m—1
q)l,m = qu)l + A(pg, q)gw = (Am_l — Z UiAz_l)(pl — ’Uo(pg, (314&)

=1
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2aq; 2 < (pl, @2 >
N
CSHZ 1 (5)\] _bl 1 < q)laq)l >
T3 - = . = . =0. 3.14b
v 2 v : * 3 : (3.14b)
_bl+m—2 < Am_QCI)l,(I)l >
For l =m — 1, (3.14b) leads to
1
Vg = —5 <P, Py >, (315&)
Um—k = Z(—l)J_l 27 Z < Al1q31,q31 > ... < Aqu)l,q31 >,
j:1 l1++lj:k—]
k=1,....m—1. (3.15b)

By substituting (3.15) into (3.14a), the first constrained flow of NLEE (3.12) can be
written as a canonical FDHS

8}?’0 aFO
Dy, = —, = ——, 3.16
Le = 5, 2 o0, (3.16a)
or B B
Px - 90 V F07
where
> T +T\T 0 InxN
P=(2,9;)", 0o = J
—InxnN 0
~ 1 1 9
Fy = 5 < ACIDQ,CIDQ > _Z < (I)l,q)g >
+Z<—§)‘7 > <A'D D> < AID Dy > (3.16b)
Jj=1 li4...+lj=m—j

B. The QBH structure for the family of FDIHD (3.7).

It is known [31] that the gauge transformation between the spectral problems (3.1)
and (3.10) is given by
Y1 =01, 2= A2+ vo¢1,
2

u,=v, t=1,..,m—1, wuyg=—vos — Vg, (3.17)

which, together with (3.6) and (3.15), gives rise to the map relating (3.7) to (3.16), i.e.

P = M(P):
1
U, :q31, \IIQIA(I)2_§ <q)1,(1)2>q)1, (318)
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In fact the map M transforms the first equation and the second equation with an
additive term , —c¥;(c = Fp), in (3.7) into the corresponding equations in (3.16). Since

the 61 constructed in the following is valid for an arbitrary ¢, so we can take ¢ = 0. The
Jacobi M’ of the map M takes the form

"(P) = Inyn On N
M (P) a (_% < @1,@2 > INXN — %@1®g A — %(plq)’{’ . (319)

Then the second compatible Poisson tensor for the vector field (3.7) is

_ T ([ Onxn  Ar
0= MM |y 5= < a7 Bl) , (3.20)

1 1 1
A =A— -0, B = _0,0T - v, vl
2 2 2
By a straightforward calculation, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3. The system (3.7) possesses the QBH representation

1
Px ZQOVFO = ;91VE1 (321&)
where )
p=DB\)|r=0=1- 5 < AN Wy >, (3.21b)
N .
Er = [A*(N) + BA)C(V)]Ia=o = = > _ A7 F®
=1
1 1
=3 < ANy Wy > +1[< AN Wy >2 - < AN Uy S< AT, Uy >
+Z<—§)‘7+1 > <AL T > < AT By > (3.21c)

j:O l1+...+lj+1:m—j
C. The Nijenhuis coordinates.

In the same way as for (2.30)-(2.33), the eigenvalues of the Nijenhuis tensor pi1, ..., un
are defined by the roots of the equation

f) =[ A=Ay =0, (3.22a)

which gives
Y15 =9;(8) j=1,..N.
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Then one defines

On the other hand, the generalized elliptic coordinates (f,v) are defined by means
of the Lax matrix in the following way [24]. The coordinates fiq, ..., iy are introduced
by the zeros of B(\):

B(\) =1+ 52 A_”Aj = R0y (3.23a)

N N
RO =[] =) = > Bua¥*, (3.23b)
k=1 k=0
N N
60:17 61 :_Zﬁ377 BN:(_l)NHﬁjv
J=1 Jj=1

and the canonically conjugate coordinates 7, ..., Uy are defined by

N
1 . .

o= A
We have the following proposition.

Proposition 4. The Nijenhuis coordinates (u,v) defined by (3.22) are exactly the same
as the generalized elliptic coordinates (p,v) defined by (3.23). The QBH vector field
(8.21) is Pfaffian in the Nijenhuis coordinates.

Proof. Similarly, we have by induction

fN()\; )\1, ...,)\N) = |/\I — A1|

A=A+ 308 sU11U12 e sUnYIN
T2 A=da+ 393 ... sU12U1N
1, 1, ' 12
SVINY11 S5V1NY12 oo A= AN+ 5UTN

N
= = M, ) + 50 [T - A = BOKO),  (3:24)
k=2
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which shows that pp = fig. It follows from (3.23a) that

¢%j:2

Thus we have

¢23 ) ¢1J¢2J
; 23(9“ \/K' Z\/2R ) (e — Aj) Zﬂk— ’

which implies that vy = 1y, since pr = fix. Finally, it is found from (3.23a) that

1
p=DB\)|x=0=1- 5 < AN Ty >= Py

an
This completes the proof.
IV. The second family of QBH systems.
For | = m+ 1, it is found from (3.5b) [24] that
1
Um—k = (_§>kufn—1
k—2
+) u > <AL U > L < AT Ty > k=2,
i=0 j=1 Lt Al =k—i—2j
m—1

Loum_1 =< Am_l\Ifl,\Ifl > — Z Lz < Ai_l\Ifl,\Ifl >,
i=1

where X o
o (i o ”___Z-_,_jl-i-j.
EZ:J - (2 +] + 1)5%]’ 51,] - ( 2) Z']' .
Denote ]
q = Um-1, b= _gum—l,m-

By substituting (4.1a), (3.5a) and (4.1b) become a canonical FDHS
P, = 90 \Y F17

where

Y

0 I
P =T, q 0l 0, = <N+1>x<N+1>)
(W ba,p)s (—I<N+1>x<N+1> 0

(3.25)

(3.26)

(4.2a)
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1 1
Fy = B < Wy, Uy > +(—§(J)m+2 — 4p?

[m+22—i]

+> 4 D B 3 < APy > < AV Ty > (4.2b)
i=0 =

l1—|—-|—lj :m—|—2—i—2j

The entries of the Lax matrix @ for (4.2) are of the form [24]

2
P Z ‘WQJ B(\) = A+ ;q + 1 Z Awl (4.32)

m-+1 N 2

A= AmtiTRe, — Z V3 (4.3b)
k=0

where
k 7 ]

k—2
Ek:(—lq Z Zﬁi’j Z <Al1\I/1,\I/1>...<Alj\I/1,\I}1 >,

j=1 it j=k—i—2j
k=1,...,m+1, (4.3c)
1
Cmtatk = =5 < AT, Ty > k=0,1,.... (4.3d)
Similarly, the equality
N F( i)
A2\ + BACO) = "2 — By + Z (4.4)
. 1 m—l—l
FO = —2piyahp; — ( Q3 + Z Ck )\mH k%z

(Priv2k — wlszz) .
+- Z Y , t=1,...,N,

determines N + 1 independent integrals of motion Fy, F(9) i =1, ..., N, for the FDHS
(4.2). The systems (4.2) for m = 1,2, ..., give the second family of FDIHSs. By taking
m =1 (4.2) gives rises to the multidimensional Henon-Heiles system. The system (4.2)
was also studied by a recurrence relation in [35], however no explicit expressions like
(4.2b) and (4.3) were given in that paper.

In the exactly the same way as we did in the previous section, we can obtain another
FDHS from (3.14) for [ = m, find the map relating this FDHS to the FDHS (4.2) and
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finally, by using this map, obtain the second compatible Poisson tensor for the vector
field for (4.2)

—AT By

A LUy Onxn Vs
_ 1 _ 1
1= (a7 —%q)’ B <—i\1€ 0 )

By a straightforward calculation, we can show the following proposition.

b= (S A, 0

Proposition 5. The system (4.2) possesses the QBH representation

1
PIZQOVFIZEQIVEI (46)
where . )
p=DB(\)|r=0 = 54— 5 < AN Ty >, (4.7a)
N .
= [A2(\) + BOCWN)][a=0 = —F1 = Y A 'FO
=1
1 1 -1 2 1 m—+2
=2p <A \Ill,\Il2>+Zq<A Wy, Wy > +4p _(_§Q)
[7n+2 z]
Z Z Bij > < AP Uy > < AV T >
1= l1—|—...—|—lj:m+2—i—2j
1 1 m+1 ['m+17i]
+ol< AT LWy, Wy >2 — < ATV, 0y S< AT, Uy >] — = Z Z Bii
X > < AU U > < AV Uy S< AT T > (4.7D)

ll +...+lj+1 :m+1—i—2j

In the same way, p1, ..., uny+1 in the Nijenhuis coordinates are defined by the roots

of the equation
fA) =] M — Ay |=0, (4.8a)

which gives
Yy =9;p) j=1,..N, q=gn+1(p).

Then one defines

oS 0g; 0
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On the other hand, the generalized parabolic coordinates (f,7) are defined by means
of the Lax matrix in the following way [24]. The coordinates fi1, ..., iy 41 are introduced
by the zeros of B(\):

B(A) =X+ —q+ = = 4.
(A) >\+2q+2;>\_)\j RO (4.9a)
where K () is defined by (2.35) and R(\) by
N+1 N+1
RO) = [T —m) =) ga¥ =,

k=1 k=0

N+1

N
Bo=1, Bi==> fj ... Bnp1= (- H I
=1

and the canonically conjugate coordinates /1, ..., Vx4 are deﬁned by

v = —A(i) = —2p+ = Z :i”_%] , k=1, N+1. (4.9D)

We have the following proposition.

Proposition 4. The Nijenhuis coordinates (,v) defined by (4.8) are exactly the same
as the generalized parabolic coordinates (,v) defined by (4.9). The QBH wvector field
(4.6) is Pfaffian in the Nijenhuis coordinates.

Proof. In a similar way, we can show by induction that

f(A) = B(AK(N). (4.10)
It follows from (4.9a) that
s
/lvbfj [fl(()\]]))v J = ]-7 '7N7
N

CART 2R() |, ofn+1 (4.11)

=< A1, Ty > 42 =
q 1, ¥1 N = MK () an

Then it is similar to find that
Vi = _A(/J’k)7

1 1
p =B =0 = 29735 <A, Uy >= BN_H-
an

This completes the proof.
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V. Concluding remarks.

In the exactly same way as we did in the previous two sections, we can construct the
third family of QBH systems from the constrained flows (3.5) for l = m+2,m = 1,2, ....
The QBH system (2.28) is just the second member (m = 2) in the third family of QBH
systems, and #; and p given by (2.27) and (2.29a) are the second compatible Poisson
tensor and the integrating factor for the third family of QBH systems.

In general, the constrained flow (3.5) for | = m + k can be transformed into a
FDIHS by introducing the Jacobi-Ostrogradsky coordinates. Under the map relating
this FDIHS to that obtained from the modified constrained flow (3.14) for [ = m+k—1,
the image of the Poisson tensor 6y for the latter gives rise to the second compatible
Poisson tensor 6; for the former. In this way, for each k£ we can obtain a family of
QBH systems with m = 1,2, .... The results obtained in the previous sections suggest
the following conjecture: each family of QBH systems (I = m + k,m = 1,2, ...) shares
the same 0, and p for the QBH structure

1
bo 7 1 = ;91 Vv En,

. . (AN B(\) .
and, in general, by means of the Lax matrix () = < c) A and the expression
) m—|—2k_ . F(Z)

A“(A)+ BMNC(N) = X\ ,
W +BAICK) = 3 N+ 35—

we have

N
p=DBNh=o, E1=[A(N)+BNCN)]x=o=Fo—> FONT.

=1

For k = 1,2, .., we find an infinite number of families of QBH systems. Furthermore we
can show in a similar way that the Nijenhuis coordinates introduced by the Nijenhuis
tensor are exactly the same as the separated variables defined by means of the Lax
matrix for the QBH system in the family, and each QBH vector field is Pfaffian in the
Nijenhuis coordinates.
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