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Abstract

We prove that for compatible weakly nonlocal Hamiltonian and symplectic oper-
ators, hierarchies of infinitely many commuting local symmetries and conservation
laws can be generated under some easily verified conditions no matter whether the
generating Nijenhuis operators are weakly nonlocal or not. We construct a recursion
operator of the two dimensional periodic Volterra chain from its Lax representation
and prove that it is a Nijenhuis operator. Furthermore we show this system is a
(generalised) bi-Hamiltonian system. Rather surprisingly, the product of its weakly
nonlocal Hamiltonian and symplectic operators gives rise to the square of the re-
cursion operator.
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1 Introduction

Integrable nonlinear evolution equations possess many hidden properties such as infinitely
many symmetries and conservation laws. These symmetries can be generated by so—called
recursion operators [1, 2], which map a symmetry to a new symmetry. All known recursion
operators including operands [3] for nonlinear integrable equations in the 2 + 1-dimension
are Nijenhuis operators. The important property of such an operator is to construct an
abelian Lie algebra. This property was independently studied by Fuchssteiner [4] and
Magri [5], where they named the operator hereditary symmetry. For example, the famous
Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation

Up = Ugze + 6uux
possesses a recursion OperatOr
_ 2 —1
R=D;+4u+2u,D,",

where D! stands for the left inverse of D,. Thus this recursion operator is only defined
on Im D,. It is a Nijenhuis operator and generates the KdV hierarchy

uy, = R (uy), j=0,1,2,---.

Any polynomial of & with constant coefficients such as $? is also a recursion operator of
the KdV. However, the operator % doesn’t generate the whole KdV hierarchy starting
form wu,.

The concept of Hamiltonian pairs was introduced by Magri [6]. He found that some sys-
tems admitted two distinct but compatible Hamiltonian structures (Hamiltonian pairs)
and named them twofold Hamiltonian system, nowadays known as bi-Hamiltonian sys-
tems. The KdV equation is a bi-Hamiltonian system. It can be written

u2 2

where ¢ is variational derivative with respect to the dependent variable. These two dif-
ferential operators D, and D32 + 4uD, + 2u, form a Hamiltonian pair.

Interrelations between Hamiltonian pairs and Nijenhuis operators were discovered by
Gel'fand & Dorfman [7] and Fuchssteiner & Fokas [8, 9]. For example, the Nijenhuis
recursion operator of the KdV equation can be obtained via the Hamiltonian pair, that
is,

R = (D3 +4uD, + 2u,) D, .

Such a decomposition of the operator R corresponds to the Lenard scheme used to con-
struct the hierarchies of infinitely many symmetries and cosymmetries. The story why
this concept was named after Lenard is told in [10].

In fact, the decomposition of R is not unique since it can also be represented as

R =D, (D, +2uD;' + 2D u),



where the operator D, is Hamiltonian and the operator D, +2uD_'+2D'u is symplectic.

The majority of 1 + 1-dimensional Hamiltonian integrable equations possess the same
property as the KdV equation: their Nijenhuis recursion operators can be decomposed
into the products of weakly nonlocal [11] Hamiltonian and symplectic operators of order
not less than —1 ( see [12] for a list of integrable systems). An exceptional recursion
operator can be found in [13] although it can be represented as a ratio of two compatible
weakly nonlocal Hamiltonian operators [14].

In applications, the Lenard scheme for both Hamiltonian and symplectic pairs [15] requires
that one of the operators is invertible, which is not clearly defined for (pseudo-)differential
operators in the sense that the inverses of many differential operators are no longer local.
For compatible Hamiltonian and symplectic operators, there is no need to invert any op-
erator in construction of Nijenhuis operators although the operators considered are likely
to be nonlocal. The nonlocality has motivated Dorfman to introduce Dirac structures to
the field of soliton theory [16]. Dirac structures unify and extend both Hamiltonian and
symplectic structures. She showed that pairs of Dirac structures give rise to Nijenhuis
relations, which is a generalization of the Nijenhuis operators associated with pairs of
Hamiltonian structures, and further generalised the Lenard scheme [15].

In this paper, we restrict to weakly nonlocal differential operators. Without using Dirac
structures, we prove that for compatible Hamiltonian and symplectic operators, hierar-
chies of infinitely many commuting local symmetries and conservation laws can be gen-
erated under some easily verified conditions. Their nonlocal terms suggest the starting
points of the Lenard scheme. We treat the case when the generating Nijenhuis opera-
tors are weakly nonlocal in Theorem 1 in section 3.1 and the case when the generating
Nijenhuis operators may not be weakly nonlocal in Theorem 2 in section 3.2.

We apply these results to study the algebraic structures of the following system

1t = P10 + 202,00 + 2010022 + (b%m + 3e202 — 32017202 (1)
G2t = =201 00 — Pra0 — 2012020 — P5, — 371 + JeTP1T02

We construct a recursion operator of system (1) from its Lax representation by apply-
ing the idea in [17] for Lax pairs invariant under reduction groups [18, 19, 20, 21] and
prove it is a Nijenhuis operator in section 4.2. In section 5, we show this system is a bi-
Hamiltonian system by constructing a Hamiltonian operator and a symplectic operator.
Rather surprisingly, the product of its weakly nonlocal Hamiltonian and symplectic oper-
ators gives rise to the square of the Nijenhuis recursion operator. The Nijenhuis operator
itself does not possess such a decomposition. This phenomenon is very rare. The only
known example to me in the literature is the system of gas dynamics [22], which is of
hydrodynamical type and where the operators are local.

System (1) corresponds to the two dimensional periodic Volterra chain

N
¢n+N = ¢na Z¢n = 0. (2)

n=1

¢n,t = en,x + 9n¢n,x — e20nt + 62¢7l+1a
Hn—l—l - en + ¢n+1,m + ¢n,x = 07

with period N = 3 [18, 19]. It has also appeared in the classification of integrable systems
of nonlinear Schrédinger type [23].



The two dimensional Volterra system (2) can be viewed as a discretisation of the Kadomtsev-
Petviashvili equation. Indeed, in the limit N — oo,

¢n(x’ t) = h2u(£7 777 T)? h = N_17

T="h%, &=nh+4ht, n=h’z
system (2) goes to
2
Ur = Jlgee + Suue — 2D§_1um7 + O(h?).

For integrable equations in the 2 + 1-dimension, their recursion operators are no longer
pseudo-differential operators [24, 25, 3]. To study the family of discrete integrable system
(2) for fixed N, we wish to shed some light on this issue. The exact solutions of system (2)
have much in common with 2 + 1-dimensional integrable equations, which have recently
been investigated by Bury and Mikhailov [26].

2 Definitions of geometric operators

In this section, we sketch the basic definitions of Hamiltonian, symplectic and Nijenhuis
operators following [7, 15, 27]. We begin with the construction of a complex of variational
calculus.

2.1 Complex of variational calculus

Let x,t be the independent variables and u be a N-dimensional vector-valued dependent
variable, where NV € N is finite. All smooth functions depending on u and z-derivatives of
u up to some finite, but unspecified order form a differential ring A with total z-derivation

o
9 !
D, = g Up+1 - =, where u, = JJu.
=0 8uk

Here - denotes the inner product of vectors. The highest order of z-derivative we refer to
the order of a given function. For any element g € A, we define an equivalence class (or
a functional) [g by saying that g and h are equivalent if and only if g — » € Im D,. The
space of functionals, denoted by A’, does not inherit the ring structure from A.

Any derivation 0 on the ring A can be written as Y, hy - %, where hy is an N-
dimensional vector field with entries from A. We denote the space of such vector fields as
hi by AY. The derivation 9 is uniquely defined by its action on the dependent variable
u and its x-derivatives. The derivation commuting with D, can be recovered from its
action on the dependent variable, that is, hy since we have hj, = D¥hg. This is known as
an evolutionary vector field. Let b denote the space of all such hy. For any P € b, there is
a unique derivation p = Y oo DEP - %. The natural commutator of derivations leads
to the Lie bracket on b:

[Pv Q]:DQ[P]_DP[Q]7 PaQETL (3)
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where Dg =2, gf D: is the Fréchet derivative of Q.

We define the action of any element P € h on [ g € A’ as follows:

P[g=[0p(9) = | Zio DiP - 5= = [ Dyl P (4)

Direct computation shows that such an action is a representation of the Lie algebra b.
Having a representation space of Lie algebra b, we can build an associated Lie algebra
complex. This complex is called the complex of variational calculus. Let us give the first
few steps since we do not need the general theory.

We denote the space of functional n-forms by Q" starting with Q° = A’. Now we consider
the space Q'. For any vertical 1-form on the ring A, i.e., w = > = h* - duy, where
hk € AN there is a natural non-degenerate pairing with the derivations dp:

<, P [ YW DEP = [ (S5, (~D.)h) - P 5)

This can be viewed as the pairing of 1-forms of the form £ du with P € h. Thus any element
of Q! is completely defined by & € AY. For a given w, we have £ = > 72 (=D, )"h".

The pairing between Lie algebra h and 1-forms Q' allows us to give the definition of
(formal) adjoint operators to linear (pseudo)-differential operators [28].

Definition 1. Given a linear operator S : b — Q' we call the operator S* : h — QL the
adjoint operator of S if <SPy, Py, >=< 8*P,, P, >, where P, € b fori=1, 2.

Similarly, we can define the adjoint operator for an operator mapping from Q! to b, from
b to b or from Q! to Q.

The variational derivative associates with each functional [¢g € A’ its Euler-Lagrange
expression §( [g) € Q' defined so that

<6([9), P>=(d[g)(P)=P [¢=<372(~Du)f5%, P>, (6)

where d : Q" — Q" is a coboundary operator. Due to the non-degeneracy of the pairing
(5), we have 6([g) = S50 (—Dy)F 2L € QL. In the literature one often uses E referring
u

to the Euler operator instead of §. For any £ € Q! by direct calculation we obtain
d§ = D¢ — Dy. We say that the 1-form & is closed if d§ = 0.

Finally, we give the formulas of Lie derivatives along any K € b using Fréchet derivatives,
cf. [15] for the details.

Definition 2. Let Lg denote the Lie derivative along K € . We have

Lk [g= [D,K] for [ge A

LKh' [ ] fOT hehv

Li€ = DelK) + Di(€) for € € O

LR = Dg|[K| — DgR+ RDg for R:bh —b;
LiH = Dy|K] — DxH — HDY for H: Q' — b;
Li = D;[K] + D4T +IDy for T:b — QL.



In this complex we can identify all the important concepts in the study of integrable
systems such as symmetries, cosymmetries, conservation laws and recursion operators.
They are all characterised by the vanishing of the Lie derivatives with respect to a given
evolution equation. This will be discussed further in section 4.1.

2.2 Symplectic, Hamiltonian and Nijenhuis operators

Definition 3. A linear operator S : h — Q1 (or Q' — b) is anti-symmetric if S = —S*.

Given an anti-symmetric operator Z : h — Q! there is an anti-symmetric 2-form associ-
ated with it. Namely,

w(P,Q) =<1I(P),Q@>= - <Z(Q), P >= —w(Q, P), PQ¢eb. (7)

Here the functional 2-form w has the canonical form [28]
1
w:§/du/\1du. (8)

Definition 4. An operator T : b — Q' is called symplectic if and only if the anti-
symmetric 2-form (8) is closed, i.e., dw = 0.

The symplecticity condition dw = 0 can be presented in several explicit and equivalent

versions. The details can be found in Theorem 6.1 in [15].

For an anti-symmetric operator H : Q' — b, we can define a Poisson bracket of two
functionals

{Jf, Jg} =<o(f),Hi(g) > (9)

Definition 5. The operator ‘H is Hamiltonian if the Poisson bracket defined by (9) is
anti-symmetric and satisfies the Jacobi identity

HUr Jay s ny +{{Jo. Ju} . Sy +{{Jn JF}. Jo} =0

For the Jacobi identity, there are several equivalent formulas given in [15] (see Theorem
5.1). In [28] (see p. 443), it was formulated as the vanishing of the functional tri-vector:
[0 A Dy[HO) A = 0, which makes it feasible to check.

The Jacobi identity is a quadratic relation of the operator H. In general, the linear
combination of two Hamiltonian operators is no longer Hamiltonian. If it is, we say
that two such Hamiltonian operators form a Hamiltonian pair. Hamiltonian pairs play an
important role in the theory of integrability. They naturally generate Nijenhuis operators.

Definition 6. A linear operator R : h — b is called a Nijenhuis operator if it satisfies



Using the definition of Lie bracket (3), formula (10) is equivalent to
LapR = RLpR. (11)

An equivalent formulation is: Dg[RP](Q) — RDp[P](Q) is symmetric with respect to P
and @, cf. [9].

The properties of Nijenhuis operators [15] provide us with the explanation how the in-
finitely many commuting symmetries and conservation laws of integrable equations arise.

3 Lenard Scheme of Integrability

The Lenard scheme was first used to generate the KdV hierarchy [10]. After the discovery
of the interrelations between Hamiltonian pairs and Nijenhuis operators [7, 9] it was
applied to bi-Hamiltonian systems. In 1987, Dorfman ([16]) introduced the concept of
Dirac structures into the field of soliton theory in order to deal with nonlocal terms in
the operators.

In this section, we consider weakly nonlocal [11] Hamiltonian and symplectic operators,
i.e., pseudo-differential operators with only a finite number of nonlocal terms of the form
P ® D;'Q, where P and Q are in the Lie algebra b for Hamiltonian operators and in the
space of 1-forms Q' for symplectic operators. We prove that for compatible weakly non-
local Hamiltonian and symplectic operators, hierarchies of commuting local symmetries
and cosymmetries can be generated under some easily verified conditions without using
Dirac structures. This is independent of the generating Nijenhuis operators being weakly
nonlocal or not. Their nonlocal terms suggest the starting points of the Lenard scheme.

Definition 7. A Hamiltonian operator H : Q' — b and a symplectic operator T : b — Q1
are compatible if ® = HT is a Nijenhuis operator.

We assume without loss of generality the nonlocal terms of a weakly nonlocal Hamiltonian
operator H : Q' — b are of the form [29]

> 6P @ D'P;,  where ¢; € {~1,0,1} and P;€h (12)
and those of a symplectic operator Z : h — Q! are of the form
> ohe1 €k @ Dy, where & € {~1,0,1}, 3 € Q' and D, = D} (13)

with the convention that if €, = 0 or €, = 0, we take P; = 0 or 7, = 0. Here ® denotes
the matrix product of two vectors (N x 1 column matrices), producing a N x N matrix.

For a given weakly nonlocal operator S, its highest power of D, is the order of an operator.
We say that the operator & is degenerate if there exists a non-zero weakly nonlocal
operator 7 such that ST = 0. Otherwise, we say that the operator S is non-degenerate.

Notice that the pairing between P; € h and v; appears in the computation of HZ. It
is important to determine whether the pairing is zero or not. The pairings being zero
implies that operator HZ is again weakly nonlocal.



Lemma 1. For any Q € b and & € Q' if De = DY then Lo& = <€, Q>.

Proof. Indeed, for any P € h we have

<0<, Q> P >=< De[P],Q > + <&, DolP| >=< DiQ + D&, P>
=< DeQ + D§§, P >=<Lg§, P > .

Since the pairing is non-degenerate, we obtain Lo§ = 0 <€, Q>. [

Proposition 1. Let the nonlocal terms of operators, H and I be of the form as (12) and
(18). Assume that P;, j = 1,--- ,m and v, k = 1,--- ,n are linear independent over
C, respectively. If Lp,Z = Lp,H = 0, then there exists anti-symmetric constant m x m
matriz AY) and n x n matriz BY) such that

&L P =3 PAY and &Lpyi=Y wBY.

k=1 k=1
Proof. The assumption LpZ = Lp,H = 0 implies that
St (eLp, P, @ D;'P;+ P, @ D, 'e;Lp, P;) = 0;
Yoy (giLPj%' QR D'y + v ® D;lgiLPj%) = 0.
Applying Theorem 8, we obtain the results as stated. [

If for all j = 1,---,m the matrices BY) are zero, the operator HZ is weakly nonlocal
since § < ;, P; >= Lp,7; = 0 according to Lemma 1. A lot of work has been done for
this case, e.g. [30, 31]. We give the Lenard scheme including all the starting points in
section 3.1. If there exists BY) # 0, the operator HZ is no longer weakly nonlocal. The
locality in this case has not been answered so far. In section 3.2, we tackle this problem
and work out concrete examples.

3.1 Case I: operator HZ is weakly nonlocal

Theorem 1. Let H and Z be compatible Hamiltonian and symplectic operators, as defined
above. Assume that Lp, P, = Lpyw = LpZ = LpH = Ly, s = 0 and THyy is closed,
where 3,0 =1,--- m and k,s =1,--- ,n. Then for all i,i1 =0,1,2,---,

1. & = (ITH)'y, € Q' are closed 1-forms and hi = HE, € b commute;
2. p = (HI)'P; € b commute and ¢} = Ip € Q' are closed 1-forms;

3. wector fields b}, and pé-l commute for allj=1,--- ,m, k=1,--- n.

If there exist fi, and g} such that &, = 0 f; and ¢} = 0g}, then all hj, and p' are Hamiltonian
vector fields and their Hamiltonian are in involution.



Before we proceed with the proof, we first give a few lemmas. Part of Lemma 2 and
Lemma 3 have been formulated and proved in abstract manner in [15] (see Proposition
2.4 and 2.8). Here we give a straightforward proof.

Lemma 2. Let Z be a symplectic operator. For P € b such that TP € Q', then IP is
closed if and only if LpZ = 0.

Proof. We know Dzp = D7 if and only if for any Q, H € b,
< DZP[Q]a H >=< D}P(H)v Q >=< DIP[H]vQ >,
that is,

0=< DIP[Q],H > — < DZP[HLQ >
=< D7[Q|(P),H >+ <ZDp|Q|,H > — < D7[H|(P),Q > — < IDp[H],Q >
= — < D7[P)(H),Q > — < DAI[H],Q > — < IDp[H],Q >,

where we used the fact that Z is a symplectic operator. This leads to

Dz[P|+ DpZ +ZIDp = 0.
From Definition 2, it follows that LpZ = 0. ]
Lemma 3. Let H be a Hamiltonian operator. If HE = P for some & € Q' and D¢ = Dg,
then LpH = 0.

Proof. We know that LpH = Dy[P] — DpH — HD%. For any p,q € Q', we compute

< (LpH)(p),q >=< Du[HE](p),q > — < Due[Hpl,q > — < HD3(p),q >
= — < Dy[Hq|(§),p > — < HDe[Hp|,q > + < Dye[Hql,p >=0,

where we used D¢ = Dy and H being a Hamiltonian operator. This leads to LpH = 0. B

Proof of Theorem 1. The assumption that Lp,7y, = 0 and the closedness of ¢ leads to
0 <Y, Pj>= 0. Thus the operator ® = HZ is weakly nonlocal with nonlocal terms as
follows:

Z;'n:l ¢, Py @ DU IPy) + 3 0)_y & (H) @ Dyt

Besides, R is Nijenhuis since H and Z are compatible.

We first check the conditions of statement 2 in Lemma 7 in the Appendix. For the first
statement in the theorem, we only need to check LpR = L3, %t = 0. We know

LpR = Lp (HT) = Lp,(H)T + HLp,(T) = 0.

Now we show Ly, R = 0. Since Lpy, = 0, so Hyy is local. Together with D,, = D7 ,
we have Ly, H = 0 by Lemma 3. The assumption that ZH~;, which is local due to
Ly, v = 0, is closed leads to Ly, Z = 0 from Lemma 2. So Ly, R = Ly, (HZ) = 0.

Thus we prove that 1-forms &, = (ZH )"y, are local and closed.
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For the second statement in the theorem, we need to show Lp (ZP) = Ly, (IP;) = 0
and ZHZIP; is closed.

It is clear that Lp,(ZF)) = Lp,(Z)(P;) +ILp,(F) = 0 by the assumptions. We also know
Lp,(Hvk) = Lp,H(ve) + H(Lp ) = 0. (14)

So Ly, (ZP;) = Ly, (2)(P;) + ILy., (Pj) = 0. From Lemma 2, ZHZP; being closed
is equivalent to Lyrp,Z = Lyp,Z = 0. It follows from Lemma 2 and Lp,Z = 0 that
TP; is closed. We also know $tP; is local since we have proved Lp (ZF) = 0. Thus
Lyp,H = 0 according to Lemma 3. Since R is Nijenhuis, we have Lyp,f = RLp R = 0,
that is, 0 = (Lyp,H)Z = HLyp,Z = HLyp,Z implying Lyp,Z = 0. We can now draw the
conclusion that 1-forms C} = Ip;'» are local and closed.

Next the conditions of statement 1 in Lemma 7 in Appendix are satisfied when we take
into account what we have proved. Thus we can conclude for fixed k& and j, vector fields
hi, = H&;, commute and p} = (HZ)'P; commute.

The third statement in the theorem follows from the fact R is Nijenhuis and
LP]‘PI = LH% (H73> = LP]‘ (H7k> =0

forall j, I=1,--- mand k, s=1,--- n.
Finally, we prove {fi, ¢i'} = 0if f} and g} exist. The other cases {fi, fi'} = 0 and
{ g;-l, gél} = 0 can be proved in the same way. We have

{fi, 97} =< &, HE >=< (TH)'y, (HI)" 7' Py >=<,, ROTH'P; >

and
o< Vi §Rs+1f)]‘ >= L§Rs+1pj’yk =0 < IH”}%, %st >= Lg)cgspj (IH’}%)
= (Lysp,(TH)) e + THLysp, (1) = THLgsp, (5)-

By induction, we obtain Lgs+1p, 7, = 0 < 7, R P; >= 0 implying {f,’g, gjl} = 0. By
now, we complete the proof. [ ]

This theorem gives rise to the Lenard scheme as shown in Figure 1 for fixed k and j.

In fact, such a scheme has been implicitly used for some integrable equations including
the new systems in [32]. Since we have, for P,Q € h or P,Q € Q*,

1 1
PaD'Q+Q®D;'P=5(P+Q)@ D (P+Q)—5(P-Q)@ D (P-Q),
we can easily adapt Theorem 1 in terms of P and () instead of P + ) and P — () since

all the operations involved in the theorem such as Lie derivatives and Poisson bracket are
linear.

Example 1. The Sawada-Kotera equation

Up = Usy + DUUsE + DUglsy + Hulu, (15)
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Figure 1: Lenard scheme for compatible Hamiltonian and symplectic
operators when the generating Nijenhuis operator is weakly nonlocal

has a Hamiltonian operator
H = D2 +2uD, +2D,u

and a compatible symplectic operator [33]

2 2
u u
—)D;' + D gy + —).

Starting from both 1 and ug, + “72 as &) and &9 in Figure 1, we generate the hierarchies
of symmetries and cosymmetries of the Sawada-Kotera equation.

I =D+uD, + Dyu+ (tgy +

3.2 Case II: operator HZ is not weakly nonlocal

We start with a known example: although both the Hamiltonian and the symplectic
operator are weakly nonlocal, the operator HZ is not weakly nonlocal.

Example 2. The two-component system

{ Up = Uppe + IUULV + UV,

Vp = Upae + uvv, + 302U, (16)

possesses a Hamiltonian operator

B —uD;'u Dy,+uD;j'v\ ([ 0 D, u 1
H_<DI+UD_1u —vD; 1w )_(Dx 0 )_(—U)D”” (u —v)

and a symplectic operator

T 3vD 1 D, +2uD;'v + 3vD u
~\ D, +2vD;tu+ 3uD; v 3uD; 'u

~(p. T) () e (B) ot o= (8) ot (e ).

These compatible Hamiltonian and symplectic structures of system (16) first appeared in
[34], although the given symplectic operator was incorrect as stated there.
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Using the notations in (12) and (13), we have
u u u V3v
b= (_U); m= (U); T2 = (_U); V= (\/ﬁu) (17)

—2
0
0

Indeed,

(LP1717 _LP{Y?’ LP173):(717 Y2, 73) 7&0

o NN O
o O O

and thus we can not present HZ as a weakly nonlocal operator.

Definition 8. We say Q1 = Q2, where Q1,2 € b, with respect to {f1,--- , B}, where
Bi E Ql ZfLQl-QzBZ = O fO’f”i = 1’... 7n_

Lemma 4. Letv;, i = 1,2,3 and Py be defined as (17) in Example 2. For any Q € b and
anti-symmetric 3 X 3 constant matriz A, if €,Lgvy; = Zizl ViAgi, then QQ = Spane < P; >
with respect to {v1,v2, V3 }-

Proof. From Lgvy; = As1v2+As17y3, we obtain () = % (A21U + As1V/3v, AsivV3u — Amv)tr

with respect to ;. For such @, it follows Azy = 0 from —Lgye = —Aa1y1 + Aseys and

further As; = 0 from Lgvys = —As17:. Thus we have Q) = % (u, —v)tr. |

This lemma is inspired by Theorem 8 in Appendix. The idea is to identify ) € § such
that €, Loy = Z?:l v; Air, when the anti-symmetric n x n constant matrix A # 0 for given
a set of linear independent ~;, ¢ = 1,--- ,n over C. Such an evolutionary vector field is
rather strict. Therefore, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 9. We say & € Q! is proper for the operators H and I if for all1 <1 € N,
vectors (HI)'HE have no intersection with Spang < Py, -+, P, >.

Theorem 2. Let Hamiltonian and symplectic operators, H and I with nonlocal terms
being (12) and (13), be compatible. Assume that

1. H is non-degenerate;
2. . are linear independent over C for k=1,--- n;
3. ijI:ijH:Oforj =1,---,m;

4. For an anti-symmetric n x n constant matriz A and Q € b, if €gLove = >y Vidiks
then @ = Spanc < Py, -+, P, > with respect to {1, ,Vn}-

Then for a proper closed 1-form £° satisfying Lp,® = Lygoyi = Lyeo&® = 0 such that
THEY is closed, all & = (TH)EY € Q are closed 1-forms and hi = HE € b commute for
i=0,1,2,---. If, moreover, & = §f*, then all h* are Hamiltonian vector fields and their
Hamiltonians are in involution.
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Proof. Since H and Z are compatible, we have that = HZ is Nijenhuis. From the
definition of h° and Lemma 2 and 3 this leads to LyoH = LyoZ = 0 and thus LyoR = 0.
Therefore, under the assumptions, if A € h and £° € Q| i.e., local, then the h' commute,
LR = 0 and the &' are closed. Thus we only need to show that A% and &° are local.

Assume that A'~' and ¢ are local and ijgl =0 for [ > 1. We show that h' and £'*! are
local and ijf”l = 0 by induction. It follows from Lemma 1 that § < P;, &' >= 0. Thus
we have h! = HE € h. Moreover, Ly H = 0 from Lemma 3. Since

O == théR = (Lth)I+ HthI == HthI,
this leads to L;;Z = 0 due to the non-degeneracy of H. This implies that
> i1 &k (L @ D'y + 9 @ D Lipyy) = 0. (18)

It follows from Theorem 8 in Appendix that &L,y = Zzzl Vi Agi, where the Ay, are
constant and Aj; = —A;,. From assumption 4, if the matrix A # 0, then h! contains the
vector in Spang < Pj,---, P, >, which cannot be true since £° is proper with respect
to operator H and Z. Therefore, the matrix A must be zero and this implies Ly, = 0.
By Lemma 1, we have § < h!,7, >= 0 and thus 7! = Zh! € Q!. Using the Leibnitz
rule for the Lie derivative and the assumption Lp,Z = Lp,H = 0, we obtain L pj§l+1 =
Lp, (THE') = 0.

Finally, we prove that {f% fi} = 0if £ = §f* in the same way as we did for Theorem 1.
We have {f%, fi1} =< & HEN >=< (TH) €O, H(TH)1E0 >=< €O R0 > and

0 < 50, RtipY >= L%ilﬂhogo =0< IH&O, Rati-1p0 > = Lwﬁwwo(lﬂfo)
= (L§Ri1+i71h0 (IH))&'O + IHL§R7;1+i71h0 (5()) = IHLgRilM—lhO (5())

By induction, we obtain Lgi+ipof® = 6 < €0, RUTAY >= 0 implying {f?, f} = 0 and
this completes the proof. [ |

This theorem gives rise to the Lenard scheme as shown in Figure 2.

Iy
—

A

Figure 2: Lenard scheme for compatible Hamiltonian and symplectic
operators when the generating Nijenhuis operator is not weakly nonlocal

Before we apply it to concrete examples, we make a few remarks.
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Remark 1. The assumption 4 was inspired by Lemma 4. From the proof of the theorem,
the purpose of Definition 9 and this assumption is to enable us to draw the conclusion
LI = 0 from identity (18). For concrete examples, it is possible we do not require
such strong assumptions. If v is polynomial and we restrict Q) to be polynomial, we only
need to check that h! does not contain linear terms in dependent variables since only such
vector fields preserve the order and the degree of ~y.

Remark 2. In application to nonlinear evolution equations, the 7y, in Theorem 2 are good
candidates for £°. If one of them, say v, without loss of generality, is indeed the starting
point, we only need to check the assumptions 2 and 4 in Theorem 2 for v, k=1,--- ,n—1.

Proposition 2. Starting from £° = ?73 the hierarchy of commuting local symmetries

and conservation laws for system (16) (cf. Definition 10) can be generated using the
Lenard scheme as shown in Figure 2 .

Proof. To prove the statement, we check the conditions in Theorem 2. The operator H is
non-degenerate since the determinant of the coefficient matrix of D, is non-zero. Following
Remark 2, we only consider v; and 75, which are obviously linear independent over C.
Secondly, by direct calculation we have Lp’H = Lp,Z = 0. Finally, as we remarked in
Remark 1 we only need to check for all I that the vectors h! do not contain any terms
linear in u and v, which is true for the given operators and £° (although assumption 4 has
been proved in Lemma 4).

Now we check the conditions on £°. Notice that £° is closed and Lp % = 0. Moreover,

2
He® = (Z””); THE = (Z”iiﬁé’v) =9 / (—ta0, + 2u0?).

So all the conditions of Theorem 2 are satisfied and thus we proved the statement. |

Example 3. Consider the vector modified KdV equation [35]

where the dimension of vector V' is N. Let J;; and S;; be N x N matrices. We represent
its Hamiltonian operator and sympletic operator [36] as follows:

H=D,+ > (JV)@D'(J;V); (Jiy)u = 0rd; — 5loh
1<i<j<N

1
T=D,+2V®D,'V+ Z —y(sijV) ® DN (S5V); (Sij)w = 0565 + 610%.

1<i<j< i

Proposition 3. Starting from £° =V the hierarchy of commuting local symmetries and
conservation laws for equation (19) can be generated using the Lenard scheme as shown
in Figure 2.

We first check assumption 3 of Theorem 2 in the following lemma.

Lemma 5. The Lie derivatives of H and I as defined in Example 3 along the vector J;;V
vanish, that is, Ly, vH = Lj,vZ = 0.

14



Proof. According to Definition 10, we have
LJ,L-J-VH = DH[JZ]V] - JZ]H + HJZJ
= Y AU, JIV) @ D7 TV) + (JuV) @ D7 ([, JilV)}

1<k<I<N

LJZ.jV.,Z: = Dz[JZ]V] - JZ]I+IJzy
= > A0Sk, JilV) @D (JuV) + (JuV) @ D[S, Jy]V)} -

1<k<LIKN

Using the fact that
et Jig) = Tusi + T + Jud + b
[Ski, Jij] = k0t — Sird] + S;05 — Syoi;
we can prove that Ly vH = Ly, vZ =0. [ |

Proof of Proposition 3. We check the conditions in Theorem 2 one by one. First the
operator H is non-degenerate since the determinant of the coefficient matrix of D, is non-
zero. For assumption 2, following Remark 2, we only consider S;;V, 1 < ¢ < j <, which
are linear independent over C. Assumption 3 is proved in Lemma 5. Finally, according
to Remark 1, instead of checking assumption 4, we only need to check for all [ that the
vectors h! do not contain any terms linear in v and v, which is true for the given operators
and £°.

Now we check the conditions on £°. Notice that ¢° is closed and L Jz.jvfo = 0. Moreover,
1
HE =V, THE =V, +2< V,V > Vzd/—§(< Vo, V> — <V, V >2).

So following the proof of Theorem 2 we obtain the results in the statement. [ |

The following lemma show how to check assumption 4 for Example 3 although it is not
necessary since the objects we considered are differential polynomials.

Lemma 6. Let J;;V and S;;V be defined as (3) in Example 2. For any Q € b and
anti-symmetric constant matriz A, if

14353 Lqo(S5V) = Z1§kgl§N Apiij (SkV) (20)

where Aklij = _Aijkl; Aklij = Alkij and Aklij = Aklji7 then Q = Span(c<Jij, 1< <j < N>
with respect to {S;,1 <i<j < N}.

Proof. When i = j, we know %LQ(S“-V) = Zlgkggn Apii(SiV). From Definition 2, it
follows that the k-th component of () is equivalent to Zjvzl Akjka(j), where Agjkk = Ajkkk
and V) is the j-th component of the vector V. For such @ and i < j, we compute

Lo(SiV) = S (AuiaSiV + AjjpSiV) -

Comparing to the coefficient of S;;V in (20), we obtain that A;;; = Aj;; = —A,j;;. This
leads to Q = Zl§i<j§n A;jiiJi;V with respect to {9;;,1 <i<j < N} [ |
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4 Construction of recursion operators

In this section, we construct a recursion operator of system (1) from its Lax representation.
In general, it is not easy to construct a recursion operator for a given integrable equation
although the explicit formula is given, cf. Definition 10. The difficulty lies in how to
determine the starting terms of R, i.e., the order of the operator, and how to construct
its nonlocal terms. Many papers are devoted to this subject, see [37, 38, 30]. If the
Lax representation of the equation is known, there is an amazingly simple approach to
construct a recursion operator proposed in [17]. The idea in [17] can be developed for
the Lax pairs that are invariant under the reduction groups. The general setting up and
results will be published later. Here we only treat system (1).

4.1 Integrability of evolution equations

Before we proceed, we first give the basic definitions for symmetries, cosymmetries and
recursion operators, etc. for evolution equations [15, 28] in the context of the variational
complex described in Section 2. Meanwhile we fix the notation.

To each element K € h, we can associate an evolution equation of the form

Strictly speaking, this association is not as innocent as it looks, since one associates to
the evolution equation the derivation

o J— 0
— DFK—.

As long as objects concerned are time-independent as in this paper, one does not see the
difference, but in the time dependent case one really has to treat the equation and its
symmetries as living in different spaces, cf. [27] for details.

Definition 10. Given an evolution equation (21), when Lie derivatives of the following
vanish along K € § we call: [g € A" a conserved density; h € § a symmetry; £ € Q!
a cosymmetry; X : b — b a recursion operator; a Hamiltonian operator H : Q' — b a
Hamiltonian operator for the equation; a symplectic operator I : h — Q' a symplectic
operator for the equation.

Here we use the standard definition of a recursion operator in the literature. We refer the
reader to [39] for a discussion of the problems with this definition when symmetries are
time-dependent.

From the above definitions, we can show that if [f is a conserved density of the equation,
then &([f) is its cosymmetry. Moreover, if H is a Hamiltonian operator and Z is a
symplectic operator of a given equation, then HZ is a recursion operator. Operator H
maps cosymmetries to symmetries while Z maps symmetries to cosymmetries.

16



We say that the evolution equation (21) is a Hamiltonian system if for a (pseudo-differential)
Hamiltonian operator H, there exists a functional [f, called the Hamiltonian, such that
H 6([f) is a symmetry of the equation. Additionally, if for a (pseudo-differential) sym-
plectic operator Z, which is compatible with 7, there exists a functional [g such that

Tu, :IK:&(/g) :

we say that the evolutionary equation is a (generalised) bi-Hamiltonian system.

The Sawada-Kotera equation (15) is a bi-Hamiltonian system since we have

2 3

and

1 7 8 17 25 2
Tu; = 5/(51@0 — §uu§m + gugx + 8uu3, — gui — gusui + §u6) .

4.2 Construction of a recursion operator

Consider a matrix operator of the form
L) =D, +X'VA - XAV, (22)

where A is the spectral parameter and A is a 3 x 3 matrix satisfying

010 vp 0 0 e 0 0
A=10 01 and V=0 v, 0 |=]0 €2 0
100 0 0 w3 0 0 e

Here A acts as a shift operator. Clearly we have A® = I and AT = A=t = A2,

Notation 1. From now on, we often write v; = €%, i = 1, .., 3, where Z?:l o; = 0.

The operator L(\) is invariant under the following two transformations

s:L(\)— ST'L(cA)S  and r:L(A)t—)—L*(%),

2mi/3

where S is a diagonal 3 x 3 matrix given by S;; = o' and 0 = ¢ . These two transfor-

mations satisfy

?=r=id, rsr=s"
and therefore generate the dihedral group D3. The reduction groups of Lax pairs have
been studied in [19, 20, 21].

Assume that 23:1 ¢; = 0. Consider the zero curvature equation



where A(A) = A'bVA = AA'Vb +3X"2(VA)2 = 3)\*(A~'V)? and b is a diagonal 3 x 3
matrix with entries b;; = @41, — ¢it2, under the convention ¢; = ¢; moas for ¢ > 3. It
gives us a 3-component system

¢i,t = ¢i+1,x:c - ¢i+2,x:c + (¢i+1,x - ¢i+2,x)¢i,x + 3e2¢i+1 - 3e2¢i+2a 1= 1a 27 3. (24)
Substituting the constraint Z;’:l ¢; = 0 into (24), we obtain system (1).

Notice that system (24) is homogeneous if we assign the weights of v; = e® as 1 and the
weights of ¢; as zero. We can also consider system (1) to be homogeneous under the same
weights since we derive it from homogeneous system (24). This homogeneity enables us
directly apply the results in [30].

The operator A(A) in (23) is also invariant under the transformations s and r. In the
commutator of the operators L(A) and A(\), the coefficients of positive powers of A\ are
transposes of the negative powers and thus give no extra information. The constant term,
i.e., the coefficient of A\, is trivially satisfied. This is true in general.

For given L()\), we can build up a hierarchy of nonlinear systems by choosing different
operators A(\) starting with A™(V A)". Tt is easy to check (VA)? = I when Z?Zl ¢; =0.
This implies that system (1) has no symmetries of order 3n.

The idea to construct a recursion operator directly from a Lax representation is to relate
the different operators A()) using ansatz A(\) = PA()\) + R and then to find the relation
between two flows corresponding to A()\) and A(\). Here P commutes with L(\) and R
is the reminder [17].

Since the operator L(A) given by (22) is invariant, we require that the ansatz PA()\) + R
is also invariant. We take P = A3 + \73, which is a primitive automorphic function of the
group D3 and R is of the form

3 dj71 0 0
R=> (AYd;(VAY = N(AT'V)d;) where dj=| 0 dj» 0 ). (25)
= 0 0 djs
This leads to
L\, = [PAN) + R, L(\)] = PL(A), + [R, L(\)]. (26)

Substituting the ansatz (25) into (26) and collecting the coefficient of negative powers of
A, we obtain

A4 VA —VAds + dsVA = 0;
)\_3 : dg - Dxdg - VAdQ(VA)2 = 0; (27)
A2 —A_l‘/; — Dx(dg(VA)2) — VAdl(VA) + A_IVdg + dl(VA)z — dgA_IV = 0;
At ‘/TA = —Dx(dﬂ/A) + A_IVdQ(VA)z — dQ(VA)2A_1V
We introduce the notation
o1 0 0
=10 ¢ O
0 0 ¢



and define Alqb = (;S(Z A, where ¢ = 1,2. Using this notation, we have V; = V¢; and
D, (VA =371~ ¢x (VA) Now formula (27) can be simplified as follows

¢ — dy) + dy = 0; (28)
Dyds + d\Y — dy = 0; (29)
207 VA — Dy(ds) — dotpy — dop(V) — diV + dy = 0; (30)
by = —Dy(dy) — iy + A dsV2A — dy V2 (31)

Under the assumption Z?:l ¢; = 0, we can solve system (28). The unique solution for
traceless matrix ds is

Lo® — 4.

1
ds = —§(2¢t + ¢§1)) = 3

Since d3 is traceless, system (29) is consistent. Its general solution is

1 1
dg = §(2Dxd3 + Dxdél)) + 02[ = §¢§:2t) + 62[,

where ¢, is a constant. In order to solve system (30), the trace of its both sides should be
equal, that is,

0 = Tr(—2A7'¢,V>A = Dy(ds) — datp, — dagpV)
= —Dy(e*" 4+ *2 4 €2%) — 3D,c + éDd(ﬁm + 3.+ 3.,
where Tr denotes the trace of a matrix. So we can take
ca = =5 250 D7 (0] = 550
We now substitute dy into (30). It follows
=207V — §60 — (Deea) ] + 567650 + 00 — &) +dy = 0.
Solving for dy, we obtain

= 1 (2002 1 162, - @ 6% — caol?
—260v2 0 — 1600, + 10167 + ¢ ¢x)+c11,

where ¢; is a constant. Again due to the consistence of system (31), ¢; satisfies
0 = —3D,e1 — Te(digp — d2V2 1 g2 Wy,
Using the solutions of dy and d;, we can write it as

P11
(alv Qg, Oég) ¢2,t )

P31

3Dx01 =

O =
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where o; = (¢i10.2— Pit1.2) (D2 — @i 2w Dy +607) +3(v7 — 07 5)D,. Now we have determined
dy and d;. Substituting them into (31), we have

3¢i,7’ = Dz (_2¢i+2,tvz'2+2 - %¢i+2,x:ct + %¢i+2,x¢i+2,xt - C2¢i+2,x
+2¢i+1,t%2+1 + %¢i+1,xwt — %¢z‘+1,x¢i+1,zt + C2Qit10 T 301)
+0i0 (20424025 — $Dit2,00t + 3Pit20Pit2.0t — C2Pit2
+2¢i+1,tvi2+1 + %¢i+1,xwt — %¢z‘+1,x¢i+1,zt + C2Pip10 T 301)
H(Pis1,0tV7 10 — Pir2.atViy) + 3c2(V7y — V7p,)
=D, (—2¢z’+2,tv,~2+2 — %¢i+2,mt + %¢i+2,x¢i+2,xt + 2¢i+1,t'Ui2+1 + %¢i+1,mt - %¢i+1,x¢i+1,xt>
+§ 22:1(2032¢j7t - %¢j7m¢j7mt)(¢i+1,m — Gito) + (Pis1, 0tV 0 — Pit2.2tV7i1)
—5 2 i1 ((Pi12.2 = Di12) (60300 + Bjawt — Gjatja) + 30511 — V310)djat)
+0i . (_2¢i+2,tvi2+2 - §¢i+2,mt + §¢i+2,z¢z‘+2,m + 2¢i+1,tvz‘2+1 + %(bi—l-l,xxt - §¢z‘+1,x¢i+1,zt)
—é (3(U,~2+1 — Ui2+2) + (Git1,00 — Git2,02) + Pin(Piv1,0 — ¢i+2,m)) 23:1 0Pt
—%gbm Z?:l((ﬁbﬂzx — @ji1.2)(Pjat — PjaPit) + 3(Ug2'+1 - Uj2'+2)¢j,t — (j42,20 — Oj41,22)Pjt)
+% (B(Ui2+1 —025) + (Dit 100 — Dit2an) + ia(Piv10 — ¢i+2,z)) D;! 2?21(2%2' + %‘?j,m)ﬁbj,t
_%gbz,xD;l 23:1 ((¢j+2,x - ¢j+1,x)(61}]2‘ + ¢j,:c:c) + (¢j+2,x:c:c - ¢j+1,xzx)
+¢j,x(¢j+2,mm - ¢j+1,xw> - 6(7)]2‘+1¢j+1,x - U]2'+2¢j+2,m)) ¢j,t .

We substitute ¢3 = —¢p1 — ¢ into the above expression. This leads to a recursion operator
I of system (1) mapping the flow ( D1, D24 )T to the flow ( G170 Gor )T, that is,

b1\ _ R Gre ) _ i RNio P14
Gor Pt Fo1 RNoo Gay )
Theorem 3. System (1) possesses a recursion operator of order 3 with entries

R11(P1, 02) = %Di + %(¢1,m + ¢2,.) D2
—|—%(3¢17mm - ¢17m¢27m + 3¢27mm - (ﬁim - (ﬁ%’m + 211]?3 + 31)% + 3U%)Dw
_%(7¢1,m¢2,mm + ¢1,mm¢2,x + 2¢1,m¢1,xw + 2¢2,m¢2,mm + 4¢i’,m + 7¢%,x¢2,x + ¢1,m¢%7m)
+$(50% — img - 7v1§)¢1,z +1§(8v% — 03 — 1303 e
—§¢1,$D; S2,61 — §¢1,tD; 51,015

§R12(§bl> 2) = %Di + %¢17ID3‘ + %(3¢1,x:c - 2¢%,x - 2¢1,x¢2,x - 2¢%,x + 62}% + 242}% + 24U§)Dx
+§(¢1,x¢1,xw - ¢1,x¢2,x:{: - ¢2,x¢l,xx - 2¢2,x¢2,x:{: - gbim - ¢im¢2,x - ¢1,x¢§,x)
+3 (0] 03 = 503) 10 + 405 — 13) o — 501.D; " 0.6, — 5P1 D5 51,65

and Ro1 (¢1, ¢2) = —R12(P2, ¢1); Ro2(d1, P2) = —R11(¢o, ¢1). Here

Sl,¢1 = _2¢1,mc — ¢2,:m — 6e21 + Ge 201202 (32)

S1,¢0 = _¢1,xx - 2¢27;m — Ge2%2 + Ge 201242

852,61 = —3¢2,xwx - 4¢1,m¢1,mm + 2¢2,m¢2,mm — 2¢1,xw¢2,gg — 2¢1,m¢2,mm
—12€*"1 g, — 126?72 ¢y, — 12e7201 722, , (33)

52,00 = 3¢1,x:c:c - 2¢1,x¢1,xz + 4¢2,x¢2,x:{: + 2¢1,x:c¢2,x + 2¢1,x¢2,x:{:
—|—1262¢1 ¢1,:c + 1262(1)2@51@ + 126_2451_2452@51755

and @14 , G2, is the system itself.
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In Theorem 3, (32) and (33) are two co-symmetries of system (1). They are variational
derivatives of the following two conservation laws:

Hy = ¢] , + ¢10020 + 05, — 3(v] + 03 +v3);
Hy = 30120220 + 0] 1020 — P1205, + 2 P %Cb;’x + 6ViP3.. + 6VIG1 ;. + BVIDg ..

The nonlocal terms of the recursion operator are determined by the symmetries and
co-symmetries of the corresponding orders. Such structures of recursion operators have
been discussed in [30, 31]. It has been shown that such recursion operator gives rise to
hierarchies of infinitely many commuting local symmetries if it is a Njienhuis operator.

Theorem 4. The operator R defined in Theorem 8 is Nijenhuis.

Proof. We need to check that the expression H := Dg[RP](Q) — RDg[P](Q) is sym-
metric with respect to two-component vectors P and (). We use subindex ¢ to denote
i-th component. The first component of H will be written as H;. The calculation is
straightforward, but rather complicated. Here we only pick out the constant terms in H,
i.e., terms are independent of the dependent variables ¢, ¢ and their z-derivatives. We
denote these terms by H°.

For the recursion operator R, its constant and linear terms are

wot( L33,

3\ —2D3 —D3
§R1 — 1 ( (¢1,m + ¢2,x>Dg + Dm(¢1,x + ¢2,m)Dm ¢1,ng + Dm(bl,xDx )
3 _¢27$D92c - Dm¢2,ngc _(¢1,x + ¢2,m)Dg2c - Dw(¢1,m + ¢2,x>Dgc

So H° = Du[RP](Q) — R°Dy [P](Q). Due to the relations among the entries of the
operator R, it is easy to see the second component of HY, i.e., (H?), is related to its first
component as follows:

(H)2(P1, Py; Q1, Qa) = (H)1(Py, Pr; Q2, Q).

Thus we only require to check whether the first component is symmetric with respect to
P and @ or not. Notice that

9(H)o( Py, Py; Q1,Q2)
= (Poay — Praz)Q120 + Do (Posz — Proaw) Q12 + (Praw + 2P244)Q2.4)
+(Praz + 2P2,42) Q220 — D3((Prz — Poy)Q120 — (Prz + 2P2 ;) Q2.92)
—Df‘c((Pl,m + P 2)Q10 4+ PraQoy — 2(Prig+ Pog)Qop — 2P Q1 1)
= (Pass — Pise) Q1o+ (Prse +2P5:) Q22 + (Poy — Pig)Qise + (Pro+ 2P 1)Q250
+3D2 ((Pyoy — Proz) @120 + (Proz + 2P 2,)Q2.9:)
=3 ((Pagz — P132) Q1,30 + (Prse + 2P 3,)Q2.32)
—D3 (Prp+ Pog)Qip + ProQoy —2(Prp+ Poy)Qop — 2P2 Q1) -

This is symmetric with respect to P and ) and thus we proved the statement. |

This Nijenhuis operator R defined in Theorem 3 has two seeds: the trivial symmetry
Uy = ( D1z, Do )T and system (1). We can generate the local symmetries of order
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symmetries cosymmetries

Figure 3: Interrelations between R and H,Z of system (1)

3k+1 and 3k + 2 for k£ > 0 of system (1) by recursively applying the operator R on these
two seeds. In particular, R(u,) gives us a local symmetry of order 4 with first component

G(b1,$2)0, = 30100 + 0240 + 50100130 + 30120230 + F0220180 + 301 5, + 120220
“2($2 ¥ Prabon + 02) (Gro + 20000) — S61, — 22 02— LG by T Loy 63
—e 202 _ omAd1—4d2 | 2014202 | o402 4 %(6(?%@ n 12¢17m¢27m T 2¢172w T 4¢2,2m)e2¢1
_%(&ﬁx — 401 P20 — 13¢%,x — 201 22 — 10¢hg 2, ) €*??
—5(707 . + 2201 2022 + 1303, — 801,20 — 1009 2, )21 7292

and the second component G(¢1, p2)g, = —G (P2, P1), -

The adjoint operator of * gives rise to the cosymmetries of order 3n + 2 and 3n + 3. In
figure 3, we list out the orders of symmetries in the left row and orders of cosymmetries
in the right row. We use a circle around a number £ to denote that the system does not
possess the symmetries or cosymmetries of order k.

5 Symplectic and Hamiltonian structures

In this section, we show system (1) is generalised bi-Hamiltonian by presenting its Hamil-
tonian and symplectic operators. Surprisingly, the product of these two operator does not
lead to the recursion operator we constructed in section 4.2, but to its square.

We know Hamiltonian operators map cosymmetries to symmetries while symplectic op-
erators map symmetries to cosymmetries. For system (1), from Figure 3 we can draw the
conclusion that the possible order of Hamiltonian operators can only be 3k + 2 and of
symplectic operators 3k + 1. Here we consider positive orders, i.e., k > 0.

For system (1), there exists an anti-symmetric operator A such that
Hiu Haio S1,¢1 R R D1,
4 ) = 9 @) 34
< Hor Hoo ) ( S1,¢2 For  Rao P2, (34)
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where R, s1 and s? are defined in Theorem 3 and

Hit = ¢12D2 + Dy1 o + 202, Dy + 2Dy 09 — ¢1,mD;1¢1,t — ¢1,tD;1¢1,x
Hl2 = 3D§ + 2¢1,xD:c - 2¢2,xD:c + ¢1,xx - ¢2,xx - %,x - Q%,x - ¢1,x¢2,x
+3(v + 03 +03) — 1Dy oy — P14 D} haa

and Hay (¢1, ¢2) = —Hia(d2, ¢1); Hao(d1, d2) = —Hii(d2, é1).

Theorem 5. The operator H defined above is Hamiltonian.

Proof. We prove this by checking the condition of Theorem 7.8 in [28]. The associated
bi-vector of H is by definition

@:%/HAHH, where 0= (6,6, )" .

We need to check the vanishing of the tri-vector: Prvy,(©) = 0. Instead of writing out
the full calculation, we pick out terms with highest degree in z-derivatives of dependant
variables ¢; and ¢ in 3-form of 6;. The relevant terms in H# are

_¢1,x ((2¢1,x¢2,x + QS%,x)el)_l - (2¢1,x¢2,x + gbix) (¢1,x91)_1
_¢2,m ((2¢1,x¢2,x + (b%,x)el)_l + (2¢1,m¢2,m + (b%,x) (¢1,m‘91>_1 ’

where (p)_; denotes D;'(p) and such terms in © are

[ =101 A ((2¢1,x¢2,x + Qﬁ,x)@l)_l = [$161. A ((2¢1,x¢2,x + ¢ix)91)_1
== — f(2¢1,m¢2,m + ¢%,x)91 A (¢1,x91)_1

using integration by parts. Thus the terms we look at in Prvy,(0) are

f _(2¢1,x¢2,x + Qﬁ,x) (¢1,x91)_1 A Hl,x A ((2¢1,x¢2,x + gbix)el)_l
+ f 2(¢2,x + ¢1,x)¢1,x:c ((2¢l,x¢2,x + gbim)el)_l A 91 A (¢1,x91)_1
+ [ 201 202,00 ((2¢1,x¢2,x + ¢im)91)_1 N0 A (¢1,.01)_4
=0

Similarly we can prove that the tri-vector Prvq,(0) vanishes, which implies that H is a
Hamiltonian operator. |

We now construct a symplectic operator of system (1). Its lowest positive order is 1.

Proposition 4. No weakly nonlocal symplectic operator of order 1 exists for system (1).

Proof. Assume that any of the nonlocal terms of the symplectic operator is of the form
& D1, where & € Q. Since system (1) is homogeneous in the variables ¢; and v;, &
is also homogeneous; its possible weights are 0,1. From the results in [30], the ; are
cosymmetries of the system. One can check that the system has no cosymmetries of
weight 1 and 0, that is, no conserved densities of weight 0 and 1. [ |
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We now look for next lowest order symplectic operator, which is 4. Indeed, there exists

an operator Z such that
I Zio P14 /
’ = (5 s 35
(Izl T, ) (@,t ) g (35)
where

g = 3(]5%73:0 + 3¢1,3x¢2,3x + 3¢%,3x - 15¢1 mm¢2 wx(¢1 zz T+ ¢2 xw) (24U1 + 15@2 + 24U3> l,zx
+5(¢%,x + ¢1,x¢2,x + ¢§,x)( 1,z + ¢1 xx¢2 zr T ¢2 :c:c) (151)1 + 242}2 + 242}3)¢2,xz
_(152]% + 152}% + 33U§)¢1,xx¢2,xx + 5 15 (2'Ul - ’U2 - ’U3)¢1,xx¢%,x
+%(2U§ - 'U% - 'U?2,) %,xgblx:c - g %,xQS%,x(gbl,x:c + ¢2,:c:c) + %( 4117x¢2,:c:c + ¢1,:c:c¢£21,x)
+2_77( ?,:c + ¢g,x) ( ¢2 T + ¢1 x¢2 :c) (3'U2 + ¢2 x) l,x ) (31)1 + ¢ )
+%(Ul + 'U3) e T 89(”2 + U3) 2,x 27 ¢2m (g % - %U% 1_02;%)@51 x¢2m

( Ug - ®U% mvg)@ x¢ (223U3 - 5”1 5“2) ¢2,m
+(15v5 + 60v] + 6005 + 661}1@2 + 660302 + 84viv3) g3
+(1501 4 60v3 + 6005 + 66viv3 + 66v7v5 + 84v2v3)¢2 .
+(15v] + 1505 + 10505 + 48vivs + 84viv3 + 841)21)3)¢1 c o — (v +v3 +v3)3

and

T = (2012 + ¢20) D2 + D3(2010 + d2.0) + qDo + Daq + 5(51,0, Dy s2,6, + 52,6, D5 ' s1,61):
Tis = 3D + 2(d10 — ¢2,0) D2 + p2D2 + p1 Dy + po + 5(s1,0, D5 $2,60 + 52,6, D3 S1,6,)-

Here s;4,, 5j,4, are the components of cosymmetries and

q = _2¢1 TTT ¢2 TTT 2¢1 :c¢2 Tx ¢2 :c¢2 Tr T - 2¢ ¢2 T %ng,x
(13¢2 T 4¢1 x)'Ul (4¢1 «+ 2¢2 x)'U2 (4¢1 T _I' 17¢2 x)'U3a
P2 = 3¢1,x:c 3¢2,x:{: ¢1,:c ¢1,x¢2,x ¢2,x + 15(U1 —+ U2 —+ Ug)
¢1 rTT ¢2 TITT 2¢1 x¢2 T T 4¢2 :c¢2 T - ¢2 T ¢1 x¢2 T w
(11¢1x +4¢2 x)'Ul (4¢1x - 49¢2 :c)UQ (19¢1x +41¢2 x)vgv
(¢1 T + 2¢2 x)¢2 TTT + 2¢1 S XX + ¢1,xx¢2,xx - ( 1,z + ¢1,x¢2,x)¢1,x:{: - ( %,x - 2¢%,x)¢2,xx
(10¢1,xx + 2¢2,xz 2¢ 1,z 4¢2,x)2}% - (2¢1,x:c - 29¢2,xz + 4¢%,m + 8¢1,x¢2,x - 36¢%,m)vg
~(1401,00 + 250200 — 607, — 38010020 — 28¢5 ,)vF + 12(07 + 03 + v3)*;

And oy (¢1, ¢2) = —Taa(@2, ¢1); Loa2(1, ¢2) = =11 (b2, d1).
Theorem 6. The operator T defined above is symplectic.

Proof. We use the notation d¢ = (d¢1, de¢)?. The 2-form defined by the operator Z is

w = % f do AN Zdo
= [ (2012 + D2,0)dd1 A dod1 30 + (1, d2) Aoy Adery + £51.6,dd1 A D (s2,6,d)
+3 do1 Adoguz + 2(h1,2 — G2.2)dd1 A da s + paddy A Ao o + prdey A dea,
+podgy A dgg + 551,6,dd1D; " (52,9,d2) + 552,6,d61 D} (51,6,db2)
—(2¢2,0 + $1,2)dd2 A dga 3. — q(d2, P1) dpa A dopa, + %81,¢2d¢2 A D;1(82,¢2d¢2)) .

We now compute dw. Instead of carrying out the whole computation, we only demonstrate
the method by picking out 3-forms of ¢; and its z-derivatives in dw. These are as follows:

/ (2d¢1 A d¢1 A dp13; — 2dd1 3, Adpy N dgr, — §d¢l,xx Adgr A DY (s9,6,dor)
% S1 ¢>1d¢1 AN D7 (41,4 + 2¢2,)den, s AN dor + (401,20 + 202,50)dP1 5 A d¢1))

= f ( 89,4, D (d¢1 vz N do1) A dor — S1,¢>1d¢1 A (41 e + 2¢25)do1 x A d¢1)
= [ 25 2¢1d¢1x/\d¢1 Ad¢ = 0.
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By working out for other terms, we can show dw = 0. Thus we prove Z is symplectic. B

Theorem 7. System (1) is a bi-Hamiltonian system.

Proof. We only need to show that the symplectic operator Z defined in Theorem 6 and
Hamiltonian operator H defined in Theorem 5 are compatible. Operator H is of order
2 and operator Z is of order 4. This leads to that HZ is of order 6. By straightforward
computation, one can verifies that HZ = 27R?, where R is defined in Theorem 3. From
Theorem 4, we know % is Nijenhuis. So is the operator 2. Thus these two operators are
compatible. Hence we proved the statement. [ |

We can check that the conditions in Theorem 1 are satisfied for H and Z. Therefore,
starting from four starting points, two symmetries appeared in H and two cosymmetries
appeared in Z, we can generate a hierarchy of commuting local symmetries, which are all
Hamiltonian vector fields and their Hamiltonian are in involution.

6 Discussion

In this paper, we prove that for compatible weakly nonlocal Hamiltonian and symplectic
operators, hierarchies of infinitely many commuting local symmetries and conservation
laws can be generated under some easily verified conditions no matter whether the gener-
ating Nijenhuis operators are weakly nonlocal or not. The problem how to generate local
symmetries and conservation laws when the Nijenhuis operators are no longer weakly
nonlocal has not been studied before. As in Example 2 and 3 where the objects are differ-
ential polynomials, we believe that assumption 4 in Theorem 2 can be relaxed in general.
However, we are not able to simplify this assumption yet.

We construct a recursion operator R, a Hamiltonian operator H and a symplectic operator
T for system (1). We show that HZ = R%. This leads to R*H being Hamiltonian and
compatible to H for k € N. An immediate question is: is RH Hamiltonian and compatible
to H? We conjecture the answer is positive. However, the computation involved is rather
big and we have not found an elegant way to prove it.

In the Lax representation L(\) of system (1), cf. formula (22), A is a 3 x 3 matrix. The
natural generalisation is A being n x n matrix. The construction in this paper works for
any finite n. For a given n, the corresponding system possesses a recursion operator Jt of
order n, which can be constructed in the same manner as in Section 4.2. The system is
bi-Hamiltonian with the lowest positive order of Hamiltonian operator H being n — 1 and
that of a symplectic operator Z being n+ 1. These operators have the same properties as
we discussed for n = 3, namely, HZ does not give rise to i, but R2.

If we treat arbitrary n by considering A as a shift operator, this leads to a 2+ 1-dimensional
lattice-field integrable equation. Recently, Blaszak and Szum have constructed Hamilto-
nian operators for such type of equations with a certain type of Lax operator [40]. It
would be interesting to construct the bi-Hamiltonian structure for the 2 4+ 1-dimensional
lattice-field equation and to see how this structure is related to the ones with finite periods.
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Appendix

Here we give the lemmas used in proof of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2. Lemma 7 is due to
Sergyeyev [31]. To increase the readability, we include the statement here.

Lemma 7. Let the nonlocal terms of a Nijenhuis operator R : h — b be of the form

22:1 Q; ® D;'B;, where P; €l and B; € Q'

1. If for all j,k = 1,--- 1, we have L, B = 0 and both B; and R*( ]) are closed, then
for any ho € b such that LyyR = 0 and Lp,B; = 0, all h; = R'(ho) are local and
commute, wherei=20,1,2,---

2. If Lo, R = 0, then for any & such that Lo, = 0 and both § and $* (&) are closed,
all & = R*(&o) are local and closed, where i = 0,1,2, -

The following theorem was proved by A.V. Mikhailov, Applied Mathematics Department,
University of Leeds and published here with his kind permission.

Theorem 8. Let f;,, g, € AN (either in b and/or in Q), vector-columns fy, ... £, be
linearly independent over C and

Z f,D'gl" + g, DI = 0, (36)
then §
gL = Z fi Ak
i1
where

The proof of the Theorem is based on two Lemmas.
Lemma 8. If
kaD gl 1 gD =0

then for any p,q € Z>q

Z D (£,)D% (g™ + D?(g,) D1(£/") = 0. (37)
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Proof. Indeed, it follows from (36) that

S (1) (Z £, Dig" + ngz;f,Sf) D=0
j=0 k=1

and thus for any ¢ € Z>¢
> 6DUEl) + geDAET) =0, g =0.1,.... (38)
k=1

In order to demonstrate (37) we use induction. It follows from (38) that the statement is
true for p = 0 and any g € Z>o. Let us assume that (37) is valid for any ¢ and p <1 —1
and then show that it is true for p = [. For p =1 — 1 we have

> D6, Di(gh) + D (gr) DA(EE) = 0.
k=1

Applying D, we get

n

>~ (DLt Diel) + Do) DI(ET) )+ (DL (6 DE (glF) + DL (g DI (ET) ) = 0.
k=1 k=1

The last sum vanishes due to the induction assumption. Thus (37) is true for p=17. N

Let F;, G} denote infinite dimensional vector-columns

fi Sk
D, (fx) D.(g)
F, = , G, = ,
D2 (fy) DP(gy)

and F, G denote matrices
F=(Fy,...,F,), G=(Gy,...,G,).
Then (37) can be written in the form
FGY + GF =0, (39)

Lemma 9. Let vectors fy, ..., £, be linearly independent over C, then vectors ¥y,..., F,
are linearly independent over A and thus

rank (F) = n.
Proof. Let us assume the opposite, i.e. rank (F') = m < n. Without a loss of generality

we shall assume that the first m vectors Fy, ... F,, are linearly independent over A and
thus the rest vectors Fi, k =m + 1,...n can be expressed as

Fk:ZFsasku askEAu k:m+177n

s=1
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The latter is equivalent to
DP(f},) ZDP Yo, k=m+1,...,n, pé€ Zsy. (40)
Differentiating (40) we find

Dy (fy) = Z DIE)D.() + 30 D (E)aw = 3 DI Dulas) + D2 (8)

s=1 s=1

and thus

Z Dp Oésk = 0.

Since vectors Fy, ..., F,, are assumed to be linearly independent, we have D,(ag) = 0
and thus ag, € C. It follows from (40) at p = 0 that vectors f; are linearly dependent
over C. H

Proof of Theorem 8. From Lemma 2 it follows that the rank of matrix F' in (39) is n,
thus vector columns of F' and G span the same linear space and therefore

Gr=>» Fidy (41)

or

D"(gy,) ZDP ’ (42)

Substitution of (41) in (39) gives F(A™ 4+ A)F'™ = 0 and since rank F = n we get
A 4 A = 0. From (42) it follows that

DY (g, Z DE(£,)Dy(A;,) + DI () As, = D2 (gi) + > DE(£:) Da(As)
which leads to D,(A;x) = 0 (since rank F' =n). |
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