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Abstract

We investigate Hamiltonian aspects of the integro-differential kinetic equa-
tion for dense soliton gas which results as a thermodynamic limit of the Whitham
equations. Under a delta-functional ansatz, the kinetic equation reduces to a
non-diagonalisable system of hydrodynamic type whose matrix consists of sev-
eral 2 × 2 Jordan blocks. We demonstrate that the resulting system possesses
local Hamiltonian structures of differential-geometric type, for all standard two-
soliton interaction kernels (KdV, sinh-Gordon, hard-rod, Lieb-Liniger, DNLS,
and separable cases). In the hard-rod case, we show that the continuum limit of
these structures provides a local multi-Hamiltonian formulation of the full kinetic
equation.
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1 Introduction

Let us begin by introducing the integro-differential kinetic equation for dense soliton
gas [11, 12, 10]:

ft + (sf)x = 0,

s(η) = S(η) +

∫

G(µ, η)f(µ)[s(µ)− s(η)] dµ,
(1)

where f(η) = f(η, x, t) is the distribution function, s(η) = s(η, x, t) is the associated
transport velocity, and the integration is carried over the support of f . Here the variable
η is a spectral parameter in the Lax pair associated with the dispersive hydrodynamics;
the function S(η) (free soliton velocity) and the kernel G(µ, η) (symmetrised phase shift
due to pairwise soliton collisions) are independent of x and t. The kernel G(µ, η) is
assumed to be symmetric: G(µ, η) = G(η, µ). Equation (1) describes the evolution of a
dense soliton gas and represents a broad generalisation of Zakharov’s kinetic equation
for rarefied soliton gas [38]. It has appeared independently in the context of generalised
hydrodynamics of multi-body quantum integrable systems [5]. In the special case

S(η) = 4η2, G(µ, η) =
1

ηµ
log

∣

∣

∣

∣

η − µ

η + µ

∣

∣

∣

∣

,
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system (1) was derived in [11] as a thermodynamic limit of the KdV Whitham equa-
tions.

It was demonstrated in [28] that under a delta-functional ansatz,

f(η, x, t) =
n
∑

i=1

ui(x, t) δ(η − ηi(x, t)), (2)

system (1) reduces to a 2n× 2n quasilinear system for ui(x, t) and ηi(x, t),

uit = (uivi)x, ηit = viηix, (3)

where vi ≡ −s(ηi, x, t) can be recovered from the linear system

vi = −S(ηi) +
∑

k 6=i

ǫkiuk(vk − vi), ǫki = G(ηk, ηi), k 6= i. (4)

Ansatz (2) with ηi(x, t) = const was discussed in [10]. In this case, the last n equa-
tions (3) are satisfied identically, while the first n equations constitute an integrable
diagonalisable linearly degenerate system whose Hamiltonian aspects (both local and
nonlocal) were explored in [9, 3]. The case of non-constant ηi(x, t) was investigated
recently in [16]: the matrix of the corresponding system (3) is reducible to n Jordan
blocks of size 2 × 2, furthermore, it was shown that the system is linearly degenerate
and integrable by a suitable extension of the generalised hodograph method of [34, 35].
Following [28], let us introduce the new variables ri by the formula

ri = − 1

ui

(

1 +
∑

k 6=i

ǫkiuk

)

.

In the dependent variables ri, ηi, system (3) reduces to block-diagonal form,

rit = virix + piηix,
ηit = viηix,

(5)

i = 1, . . . , n, which consists of n Jordan blocks of size 2 × 2. Here the coefficients vi

and pi can be expressed in terms of (r, η)−variables as follows. Let us introduce the
n×n matrix ǫ̂ with diagonal entries r1, . . . , rn (so that ǫii = ri) and off-diagonal entries
ǫki = G(ηk, ηi), k 6= i. Note that this matrix is symmetric due to the symmetry of the
kernel G. Define another symmetric matrix β̂ = −ǫ̂−1. Explicitly, for n = 2 we have

ǫ̂ =

(

r1 ǫ12

ǫ12 r2

)

, β̂ =
1

r1r2 − (ǫ12)2

(

−r2 ǫ12

ǫ12 −r1
)

.
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Denote βki the matrix elements of β̂ (indices k and i are allowed to coincide). Intro-
ducing the notation ξk(ηk) = −S(ηk), we have the following formulae for ui, vi and pi

[28]:

ui =

n
∑

k=1

βki, vi =
1

ui

n
∑

k=1

βkiξ
k, pi =

1

ui

(

n
∑

k=1

ǫki,ηi(v
k − vi)uk + (ξi)′

)

, (6)

where we use the notation ǫki
,ηi

to indicate partial derivative with respect to ηi.

Remark. In the simplest case n = 1, we have ǫ̂ = r1, β̂ = − 1
r1
, u1 = − 1

r1
, v1 =

ξ1, p1 = −(ξ1)′u1, so that system (3) assumes Hamiltonian form

(

u1t
η1t

)

=

(

0 1
1 0

)

d

dx

(

∂h/∂u1

∂h/∂η1

)

,

with the Hamiltonian density h = ζ1(η1) u1 where (ζ1)′ = ξ1 (in fact, this system
possesses infinitely many local Hamiltonian structures).

In Section 2, we investigate Hamiltonian aspects of system (5) for n ≥ 2. Our main
result is that for the existence of a local Hamiltonian structure, it is necessary and
sufficient that the phase shift function G(µ, η) has the form

G(µ, η) = φ(µ)φ(η)g[a(µ)− a(η)] (7)

where φ, g and a are some functions of the indicated arguments (for the symmetry
of G, the function g must be even). In Sections 2.3, 2.4 we construct local Hamilto-
nian structures for delta-functional reductions of all standard cases of the soliton gas
equations presented in Table 1 below.

Table 1. Types of soliton gas equations

kinetic equation S(η) G(µ, η)

KdV soliton gas 4η2 1
ηµ

log

∣

∣

∣

∣

η−µ
η+µ

∣

∣

∣

∣

sinh-Gordon soliton gas tanh η 1
cosh η coshµ

a2 cosh(η−µ)
4 sinh2(η−µ)

hard-rod gas η −a

Lieb-Liniger gas η 2a
a2+(η−µ)2

DNLS soliton gas η 1

2
√

η2
−1

√
µ2

−1
log

(

(η−µ)2−
(√

η2
−1+

√
µ2

−1
)

2

(η−µ)2−
(√

η2
−1−

√
µ2

−1
)

2

)

separable case arbitrary φ(η) + φ(µ)

general case arbitrary φ(µ)φ(η)g[a(µ) − a(η)]
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Note that all cases of Table 1 fall into class (7). We refer to [11, 12, 4, 5, 6, 7, 33]
for further discussion and references. For n = 2, a local Hamiltonian formulation of
system (5) was established in [36] for all cases of Table 1; here we generalise the results
of [36] to arbitrary n. Finally, in Section 2.5 we calculate flat coordinates (Casimirs)
and momenta for the Hamiltonian structures constructed in Section 2.3.

In Section 3, we discuss continuum limit of the multi-Hamiltonian formalism con-
structed in Section 2.4 to obtain a local multi-Hamiltonian formulation of the full
kinetic equation for the hard-rod gas. This is done by rewriting the kinetic equation
of the hard-rod gas as an infinite (linearisable) hydrodynamic chain. In this connec-
tion, we refer to [20] for Hamiltonian aspects of integro-differential Vlasov equations,
as well as to [21] for calculations of various differential-geometric quantities (Haantjes
tensor, curvature tensor, etc) in the Vlasov picture. Note that non-local Hamiltonian
formalism of the full kinetic equation for dense soliton gas was developed in [3].

2 Hamiltonian formulation of delta-functional re-

ductions

System (5) governing delta-functional reductions of the kinetic equation belongs to a
general class of quasilinear systems of the form

Rt = A(R)Rx, (8)

where R = (R1, ..., RN)T is the (column) vector of dependent variables and A is an
N×N matrix. In particular, for system (5) we have N = 2n, R = (r1, η1, . . . , rn, ηn)T ,
and the matrix A is block-diagonal with n Jordan blocks of size 2 × 2. Systems (8)
whose matrix A has non-trivial Jordan block structure have appeared in numerous
applications such as degenerations of hydrodynamic systems associated with multi-
dimensional hypergeometric functions [23], in the context of parabolic regularisation
of the Riemann equation [24], as reductions of hydrodynamic chains and linearly de-
generate dispersionless PDEs in 3D [29], in the context of Nijenhuis geometry [2], and
as primary flows of non-semisimple Frobenius manifolds [27]. It was shown in [37] that
integrable systems of Jordan block type are governed by the modified KP hierarchy.
The subject of this paper, delta-functional reductions of the kinetic equation, leads to
particularly interesting integrable examples of type (8) where the matrix A consists of
several 2× 2 Jordan blocks, see [28, 16, 36].

After introducing Hamiltonian formalism of differential-geometric type, we estab-
lish Hamiltonian formulation of delta-functional reductions for all standard two-soliton
interaction kernels G(µ, η) presented in Table 1.

5



2.1 Hamiltonian operators of differential-geometric type, Tsarev’s

conditions

We will be looking at systems (8) representable in Hamiltonian form,

Ri
t = Bij δH

δRj
,

where Bij is a Hamiltonian operator of Dubrovin-Novikov type,

Bij = gij(R)∂x + Γij
k (R)R

k
x, (9)

and H =
∫

h(R) dx is a Hamiltonian with density h(R). The conditions for operator
(9) to be Hamiltonian were obtained in [8]. In particular, if det(gij) 6= 0, then g = {gij}
is a contravariant flat metric and Γij

k = −gisΓj
sk where Γ

j
sk are Christoffel symbols of the

associated Levi-Civita connection. The matrix A = (Ai
j) of the corresponding system

(8) is given by the formula
Ai

j = ∇i∇jh.

Thus, to specify a Hamiltonian structure of type (9), it is sufficient to provide the
corresponding contravariant flat metric g.

In what follows, we will also need a nonlocal generalisation of Dubrovin-Novikov
operators (9) of the form

Bij = gij(R)∂x + Γij
k (R)R

k
x +KRi

x∂
−1
x Rj

x, (10)

K=const [18]. Operator (10) is Hamiltonian iff g is a contravariant flat metric of
constant curvature K and Γij

k = −gisΓj
sk where Γj

sk are Christoffel symbols of the
associated Levi-Civita connection. The matrix A of the corresponding system (8) is
given by the formula

Ai
j = ∇i∇jh +Kh δij.

It was shown by Tsarev [34, 35] that system (8) admits Hamiltonian formulation
of type (9) (respectively, (10)), if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

gisAj
s = gjsAi

s, (11)

∇iA
j
k = ∇kA

j
i , (12)

where ∇ denotes covariant derivative in the Levi-Civita connection of the flat (respec-
tively, constant curvature K) metric g. Note that conditions (11) imply that, if A has
block-diagonal form with n upper-triangular 2× 2 Toeplitz blocks as in (5),

(

vi pi

0 vi

)

,
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then the corresponding metric g (with upper indices) will also have block-diagonal form
with n upper-triangular 2× 2 Hankel blocks:

(

mi ni

ni 0

)

.

Conditions (12) give differential equations for the metric coefficients mi, ni. To write
them down explicitly let us introduce the following quantities expressed in terms of
vi, pi:

bi =
vi
ηi
− pi

ri

pi
, aij =

vi
rj

vj − vi
, bij =

vi
ηj
− aijp

j

vj − vi
,

cij =
pi
rj
+ aijp

i

vj − vi
, dij =

pi
ηj
+ bijp

i − cijp
j

vj − vi
;

here and below we assume i 6= j. In terms of these quantities (which have appeared in
[16], formulae (15-16), as invariants of commuting flows), conditions (12) simplify to

Equations for ni:

ni,ri

ni

= −bi,
ni,rj

ni

= −2aij ,
ni,ηj

ni

= −2bij . (13)

Equations for mi:

(

mi

ni

)

rj

= −2cij ,

(

mi

ni

)

ηj

= −2dij . (14)

Note that ni are defined up to arbitrary multiplicative factors, ni → ni si(ηi), while mi

are defined up to transformations of the form mi → mi + ni gi(r
i, ηi) where si(η

i) and
gi(r

i, ηi) are arbitrary functions of the indicated arguments. The general solution of
equations (13), (14) has the form

ni =
si(η

i)

(ui)2
, mi = −2si(η

i)

(ui)3

n
∑

j 6=i

ujǫji
,ηi

+
gi(r

i, ηi)

(ui)2
, (15)

where ui are defined in (6) and the functions si(η
i) and gi(r

i, ηi) are, as yet, arbitrary.
Our next goal is to specify arbitrary functions si(η

i) and gi(r
i, ηi) so that the corre-

sponding metric g is flat (or has constant curvature K). After that, calculation of the
Hamiltonian density h will require a simple quadrature.
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2.2 Flatness of the metric tensor

The operator (9) will be Hamiltonian if the metric g is flat, which is equivalent to the
vanishing of the Riemann curvature tensor,

Ri
jkl = Γi

jl,k − Γi
jk,l + Γi

ksΓ
s
jl − Γi

lsΓ
s
jk, (16)

where Γi
jk are Christoffel symbols of the Levi-Civita connection of g.

Theorem 1 The metric specified by (15) is flat if and only if the functions gi(r
i, ηi)

are quadratic in ri,

gi(r
i, ηi) = ϕi(η

i)(ri)2 + χi(η
i)ri + ψi(η

i),

furthermore, the following conditions must be satisfied:

ǫij (χi + χj) = 2

(

siǫ
ij

,ηi
+ sjǫ

ij

,ηj
+
∑

k 6=i,j

ǫikǫjkϕk

)

, (17)

∑

k 6=i

ϕk(ǫ
ik)2 + ψi = 0. (18)

Proof. Let us begin by proving the necessity of the conditions of the theorem. We
will use coordinates (R1, R2, . . . , R2n−1, R2n) = (r1, η1, . . . , rn, ηn). Direct calculation
of the curvature component Rri

ririηi
, i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, gives

−
(det ǫ)2gi,riri − 2 det ǫAi,igi,ri + 2

n
∑

k=1

gk(Ai,k)
2+2

n
∑

k,l=1

Ai,kAi,l

(

slǫ
lk
,l + skǫ

lk
,k

)

2 si (det ǫ)2
(19)

where Ai,k is the cofactor of the n × n matrix ǫ̂, i.e., the determinant of the minor
obtained by eliminating the i-th row and the k-th column of ǫ̂. Indeed, for j = k = i
and l = i+ 1, formula (16) gives

Rri

ririηi = Γri

riηi,ri − Γri

riri,ηi + Γri

risΓ
s
riηi − Γri

ηisΓ
s
riri. (20)

Using the following expressions for Christoffel symbols of metrics g consisting of 2× 2
Hankel blocks,
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Γri

riri = gr
iηigriηi,ri,

Γri

ri ηi =
1

2
gr

iηigηiηi,ri,

Γri

ηi ηi = gr
irigriηi,ηi −

1

2
gr

irigηiηi,ri,

Γηi

ηi ηi
= gr

iηigriηi,ηi −
1

2
gr

iηigηiηi,ri,

Γri

rj ηj = −1

2
gr

irigrjηj ,ri −
1

2
gr

iηigrjηj ,ηi ,

Γri

rj rj = −1

2
gr

irigrjrj ,ri −
1

2
gr

iηigrjrj ,ηi ,

Γri

ri rj =
1

2
gr

iηigriηi,rj ,

Γηi

rj ηj
= −1

2
gr

iηigrjηj ,ri,

Γηi

ηj ηj
= −1

2
gη

irigηjηj ,ri,

Γηi

ri ηi
= Γηi

riri
= Γri

kl = Γηi

kl = 0,

(21)

where i 6= j, k, l, the expression (20) simplifies to

Rri

ririηi = Γri

riηi,ri − Γri

riri,ηi +
∑

s 6=ri,ηi

Γri

ri sΓ
s
riηi − Γri

ηi sΓ
s
riri.

Let us first observe that

gr
iri = mi, gr

iηi = ni, gη
iηi = 0,

griri = 0, griηi =
1

ni

, gηiηi = −mi

n2
i

.

Substituing this into (21) gives

Γri

ri rkΓ
rk

riηi + Γri

riηkΓ
ηk

riηi
= −

mkn
2
i,k + 2nkni,kni,k+1

4n3
i

,

Γri

riri,ηi = −ni,i i+1ni − ni,ini,i+1

n2
i

,

Γri

riηi,ri =
−mi,iin

2
i + 3mi,ini,ini − 2minini,ii − 4min

2
i,i

2n3
i

,

9



leading to the formula

Rri

ririηi = − 1

4n3
i

[

∑

k 6=i

(

mk(ni,k)
2 + 2nk(ni,k)(ni,k+1)

)

+ 8min
2
i,i + 4ni(ni,i)(ni,i+1)

− 6ni(ni,i)(mi,i) + 2n2
i (mi,ii)− 4n2

i (ni,i i+1)− 4minini,ii

]

.

Substituting (15) in the above expression, equating to zero the numerator of Rri

ririηi

and differentiating it with respect to ri we obtain

0 = 2 det ǫAi,igi,ri,ri + 2(det ǫ)2gi,ririri − 2(Ai,i)
2gi,ri + 2(Ai,i)

2gi,ri − 2 det ǫAi,igi,riri

= 2(det ǫ)2gi,ririri.

Thus, the functions gi(r
i, ηi) must be quadratic in ri,

gi(r
i, ηi) = ϕi(η

i)(ri)2 + χi(η
i)ri + ψi(η

i),

where ϕi, χi, ψi are arbitrary functions of ηi. With this form of gi(r
i, ηi), formula (19)

reduces to

− 1

2si(det ǫ)2

[

2(det ǫ)2ϕi − 2 det ǫAi,i(2ϕi r
i + χi) +

+ 2
n
∑

k=1

(ϕk(r
k)2 + χkr

k + ψk)(Ai,k)
2 + 2

n
∑

k,l=1

Ai,kAi,l

(

slǫ
lk
,l + skǫ

lk
,k

)

]

where Ai,j is the (i, j)-cofactor of ǫ̂. This expression vanishes if and only if its numerator
vanishes:

2(det ǫ)2ϕi − 2 det ǫAi,i(2ϕi r
i + χi)+

+ 2
n
∑

k=1

(ϕk(r
k)2 + χkr

k + ψk)(Ai,k)
2 + 2

n
∑

k,l=1

Ai,kAi,l

(

slǫ
lk
,l + skǫ

lk
,k

)

= 0.

We remark that this expression is a polynomial of degree 2n in the variables r1, . . . , rn,
furthermore, it has degree at most two in each variable rk. We also note that the
coefficients at ri and (ri)2 vanish identically. Collecting the coefficients at

∏

k 6=i(r
k)2,

we obtain

2ǫij

(

∑

k 6=i

ϕk(ǫ
ik)2 + ψi

)

.

Finally, collecting the coefficients at (rj)
∏

k 6=i,j(r
k)2 we get

2ǫij
(

χi(η
i) + χj(η

j)
)

− 4

(

si(η
i)ǫij,i + sj(η

j)ǫij,j +
∑

k 6=i,j

ϕk(η
k)ǫikǫjk

)

.

10



Equating these coefficients to zero gives the necessity part of Theorem 1.

The sufficiency of conditions of Theorem 1 can be demonstrated as follows. Differen-
tiating equation (18) by ηk, k 6= i, dividing the result by (ǫik)2 and then differentiating
again by ηi, we obtain ϕk(log ǫ

ik)ηiηk = 0. Thus, the further analysis splits into two
different cases:

Case 1: (log ǫik)ηiηk 6= 0, equivalently, (logG)µη 6= 0. In this case, ϕi = ψi = 0 and
the conditions of Theorem 1 simplify to gi(r

i, ηi) = χi(η
i)ri,

ǫij (χi + χj) = 2
(

siǫ
ij

,ηi
+ sjǫ

ij

,ηj

)

,

which, in particular, leads to formula (7) for the interaction kernel G(µ, η).

Case 2: (log ǫik)ηiηk = 0, equivalently, (logG)µη = 0. In this case, the interaction ker-
nel has (miltiplicatively) separable form, G(µ, η) = φ(µ)φ(η), a particularly interesting
special case being the hard-rod gas, G(µ, η) = −a.

In both cases, the flatness of the corresponding metric can be obtained by direct
calculation.

We will also need the following nonlocal generalisation of Theorem 1.

Theorem 2 The metric specified by (15) has constant curvature K (that is, Ri
jkl =

K(δikgjl − δilgjk)), if and only if the functions gi(r
i, ηi) are quadratic in ri,

gi(r
i, ηi) = ϕi(η

i)(ri)2 + χi(η
i)ri + ψi(η

i),

furthermore, the following conditions must be satisfied:

ǫij (χi + χj)−2K = 2

(

siǫ
ij

,ηi
+ sjǫ

ij

,ηj
+
∑

k 6=i,j

ǫikǫjkϕk

)

,

∑

k 6=i

ϕk(ǫ
ik)2 + ψi = −K.

Local Hamiltonian formulation (9) of Cases 1 and 2 appearing in the proof of
Theorem 1 is discussed in Sections 2.3 and 2.4 below. In Case 1, we have finitely many
local Hamiltonian structures, while Case 2 is multi-Hamiltonian with infinitely many
compatible local Hamiltonian structures parametrised by arbitrary functions.

11



2.3 Local Hamiltonian formulation of the case (logG)µη 6= 0

In this case, the metric components ni, mi are given by formula (15) where gi(r
i, ηi) =

χi(η
i)ri. The functions si(η

i) and χi(η
i) are to be recovered from the relations

2si(η
i)ǫij

,ηi
+ 2sj(η

j)ǫij
,ηj

= ǫij (χi(η
i) + χj(η

j)).

Below we specify the functions si(η
i) and χi(η

i) for all standard cases of the soliton gas
equations as listed in Table 1 (excluding the hard-rod case which satisfies (logG)µη = 0
and is discussed in Section 2.4). It turns out that the cases n = 2 (Table 2) and n ≥ 3
(Table 3) are different: for n = 2, we have at least two compatible local Hamiltonian
structures, whereas for n ≥ 3 only one of them survives.

Table 2: Local Hamiltonian structures for n = 2

kinetic equation s1(η
1), s2(η

2) χ1(η
1), χ2(η

2)

KdV soliton gas s1 = c1η
1 χ1 = −2c1 + c2

s2 = c1η
2 χ2 = −2c1 − c2

sinh-Gordon soliton gas s1 = c1 χ1 = −2c1 tanh η
1 + c2

s2 = c1 χ2 = −2c1 tanh η
2 − c2

Lieb-Liniger gas s1 = c1 χ1 = c2

s2 = c1 χ2 = −c2

DNLS soliton gas s1 = c1(1− (η1)2) χ1 = 2c1η
1 + c2

s2 = c1(1− (η2)2) χ2 = 2c1η
2 − c2

separable case s1 = c2φ
2(η1)+2c1φ(η

1)+c4
2φ′(η1) χ1 = c1 + c3 + c2φ(η

1)

s2 = −c2φ
2(η2)+2c1φ(η

2)−c4
2φ′(η2) χ2 = c1 − c3 − c2φ(η

2)

general case s1 = c1
a′(η1) χ1 = 2c1φ

′(η1)
a′(η1)φ(η1) + c2

s2 = c1
a′(η2) χ2 = 2c1φ

′(η2)
a′(η2)φ(η2) − c2

In Table 2, ci are arbitrary constants (responsible for the number of different Hamilto-
nian structures). The corresponding Hamiltonian densities are of the form

h = u1h1(η
1) + u2h2(η

2)

where the variables ui are given by formula (6) and the explicit form of the functions
hi(η

i) can be found in [36].
For n ≥ 3, only one local Hamiltonian structure survives, namely, the one that

corresponds to the constant c1 (in what follows, we set c1 = 1). The corresponding
Hamiltonian densities are of the form h =

∑n
i=1 u

ihi(η
i) where the functions hi are

given by

hi(η
i) = e

∫ χi(η
i)

2si(η
i)

dηi
∫

ξi(ηi)e
−

∫ χi(η
i)

2si(η
i)

dηi

si(ηi)
dηi. (23)
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Similarly, the densities of momenta are of the form g =
∑n

i=1 u
igi(η

i) where the func-
tions gi are given by

gi(η
i) = e

∫ χi(η
i)

2si(η
i)

dηi
∫

e
−

∫ χi(η
i)

2si(η
i)

dηi

si(ηi)
dηi. (24)

The results are summarised in Table 3 below where the last two columns give the
functions hi(η

i) and gi(η
i).

Table 3: Local Hamiltonian structures for n ≥ 3

kinetic equation si(η
i) χi(η

i) hi(η
i) gi(η

i)

KdV soliton gas ηi −2 − 4
3 (η

i)2 1

sinh-Gordon soliton gas 1 −2 tanh ηi −1 tanh ηi

Lieb-Liniger gas 1 0 − 1
2 (η

i)2 ηi

DNLS soliton gas 1− (ηi)2 2ηi 1 sin−1 ηi√
1−(ηi)2

separable case φ(ηi)
φ′(ηi) 1 −

√

φ(ηi)
∫ ηi

φ′(η)S(η)
φ(η)3/2

dη −2

general case 1
a′(ηi)

2φ′(ηi)
a′(ηi)φ(ηi) −φ(ηi)

∫ ηi
S(η)a′(η)

φ(η) dη φ(ηi)
∫ ηi

a′(η)
φ(η) dη

Although systems from Table 3 possess only one local Hamiltonian structure, all
of them are multi-Hamiltonian, with compatible (nonlocal) Hamiltonian structures of
type (10), or of a more general nonlocal type studied in [13]. Thus, delta-functional
reduction of the KdV soliton gas possesses Hamiltonian operator (10) associated with
the constant curvature K metric (15) with

si(η
i) = −K

2
(ηi)3, gi(r

i, ηi) = K(ηi)2ri−K;

the corresponding Hamiltonian density is h = 8
K

∑n
i=1 u

i.

2.4 Local Hamiltonian formulation of the case (logG)µη = 0

With ǫij(ηi, ηj) = φi(η
i)φj(η

j), equation (18) simplifies to

∑

k 6=i

ϕk(φk)
2 +

ψi

(φi)2
= 0.

Separating the variables we obtain

ϕi =
ci
φ2
i

, ψi = −
∑

k 6=i

ck φ
2
i ,

13



where ci are arbitrary constants. With this form of ϕi and ψi, equation (17) simplifies
to

(

χi − 2si
φ′
i

φi

)

+

(

χj − 2sj
φ′
j

φj

)

= 2
∑

k 6=i,j

ck. (25)

For n ≥ 3, relations (25) imply

χi = 2
siφ

′
i

φi

+

(

∑

k 6=i

ck − ci

)

,

ultimately,

gi(r
i, ηi) =

ci
φ2
i

(ri)2 +

(

2
si(η

i)φ′
i

φi

+
∑

k 6=i

ck − ci

)

ri −
∑

k 6=i

ckφ
2
i .

Note that in the special case n = 2, we have only one relation (25) which gives

χ1 = 2

(

s1φ
′
1

φ1
− c

)

, χ2 = 2

(

s2φ
′
2

φ2
+ c

)

,

where c is yet another arbitrary constant. The corresponding metrics are all proved
to be flat, thus, we have an infinity of local Hamiltonian structures parametrised by
n arbitrary functions si(η

i) and n arbitrary constants ci (with an extra constant c
appearing in the special case n = 2). Below we present some explicit formulae for
n = 2.

General case, n = 2: ǫ(η1, η2) = φ1(η
1)φ2(η

2). In this case the functions g1, g2
specialise as follows:

g1 =
c1 (r

1)
2

φ2
1

+ 2

(

φ′
1

φ1
s1 − c

)

r1 − c2φ
2
1,

g2 =
c2 (r

2)
2

φ2
2

+ 2

(

φ′
2

φ2
s2 + c

)

r2 − c1φ
2
2;

here s1(η
1), s2(η

2) are arbitrary functions and c1, c2, c are arbitrary constants. For the
particular choice c1 = c2 = 0, c = 1, s1 = φ1/φ

′
1, s2 = −φ2/φ

′
2, we have g1 = g2 = 0

and the coefficients of the corresponding contravariant metric simplify to

n1 =
φ1

φ′
1

(r1r2 − ǫ2)
2

(r2 − ǫ)2
, m1 = −2

ǫ(r1 − ǫ)

(r2 − ǫ)3
(r1r2 − ǫ2)2,

n2 = −φ2

φ′
2

(r1r2 − ǫ2)
2

(r1 − ǫ)2
, m2 = 2

ǫ(r2 − ǫ)

(r1 − ǫ)3
(r1r2 − ǫ2)2.
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The corresponding Hamiltonian density is given by the formula

h =

(r1 − ǫ)

∫

φ′
2 ξ

2

φ2
dη2 − (r2 − ǫ)

∫

φ′
1 ξ

1

ϕ1
dη1

r1r2 − ǫ2
.

Hard-rod gas, n = 2: ǫ(η1, η2) = −a = const. In this case, the functions g1, g2 can
be scaled as follows:

g1 = c1 (r
1)2 − 2cr1 − c2 a

2, g2 = c2 (r
2)2 + 2cr2 − c1 a

2;

here s1(η
1), s2(η

2) are arbitrary functions and c1, c2, c are arbitrary constants. The
coefficients of the corresponding contravariant metric take the form

n1 =
s1 (a

2 − r1r2)2

(a+ r2)2
, m1 =

(c1 (r
1)2 − 2cr1 − c2 a

2) (a2 − r1r2)2

(a+ r2)2
,

n2 =
s2 (a

2 − r1r2)2

(a + r1)2
, m2 =

(c2 (r
2)2 + 2cr2 − c1 a

2) (a2 − r1r2)2

(a+ r1)2
.

Based on the general form of conservation laws from [16], we obtain the corresponding
Hamiltonian density:

h =
(a+ r2)ψ1 + (a+ r1)ψ2

r1r2 − a2
+ σ1(η1) + σ2(η2)

where

ψ1 = c2k
(

ac1s
2
2σ

′′
2 − cs21σ

′′
1 − s1

(

s′1c− c1c2a
2 − c2

)

σ′
1 + c1

(

as2s
′
2σ

′
2 + aξ2c2 − ξ1c

))

,

ψ2 = c1k
(

ac2s
2
1σ

′′
1 + cs22σ

′′
2 + s2

(

s′2c+ c1c2a
2 + c2

)

σ′
2 + c2

(

as1s
′
1σ

′
1 + aξ1c1 + ξ2c

))

;

here

k =
1

c1c2(c1c2a2 + c2)
,

and σ1(η
1), σ2(η

2) are solutions of the following ODEs:

(s21) σ
′′′
1 + (3s′1s1) σ

′′
1 +

(

−c1c2a2 − c2 + (s′1)
2 + s1s

′′
1

)

σ′
1 + c1(ξ

1)′ = 0,

(s22) σ
′′′
2 + (3s′2s2) σ

′′
2 +

(

−c1c2a2 − c2 + (s′2)
2 + s2s

′′
2

)

σ′
2 + c2(ξ

2)′ = 0.

In the case n ≥ 3 we have

ni =
si(ηi)∏

k 6=i(a+rk)2
(det ǫ̂)2 = si(ηi)

(ui)2
,

mi =
(ciri−a

∑
k 6=i ck)(a+ri)

∏
k 6=i(a+rk)2

(det ǫ̂)2 =
(ciri−a

∑
k 6=i ck)(a+ri)

(ui)2
,

(26)
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where si(η
i) are arbitrary functions and ci are arbitrary constants. The special choice

si(η
i) = 1, ci = 0 leads to the flat metric with ni =

1
(ui)2

, mi = 0, the corresponding

Hamiltonian density is h = −1
2

∑

ui(ηi)2. We refer to Section 3 for the explicit form
of the limit of this Hamiltonian structure obtained as n→ ∞.

Note that the presence of infinitely many compatible local Hamiltonian structures
is the sign of linearisability of the corresponding system. In Section 3 we will see that
this is indeed the case: the kinetic equation for hard-rod gas is linearisable.

2.5 Casimirs and momenta

As demonstrated in [16], all conserved densities of system (3) are given by the formula

n
∑

i=1

uiψi(η) +
n
∑

i=1

σi(ηi)

where σi(ηi) are arbitrary functions of their arguments and the functions ψi(η1, . . . , ηn)
satisfy the equations ψi

,ηj
= (σj)′ǫij , j 6= i. The general conserved density depends on

2n arbitrary functions of one variable: n functions σi(ηi), plus extra n functions coming
from ψi.

In this section we calculate flat coordinates (Casimirs) and momenta for Hamilto-
nian structures from Table 3. Our first observation is that the first n Casimirs (out of
the total number of 2n) are given by the simple formula

uiψi(ηi) where ψi(ηi) = e
∫ χi(η

i)

2si(η
i)

dηi

, (27)

no summation, where the functions si and χi are the same as in Table 3. The remaining
n Casimirs, which are more complicated, are listed below on a case-by-case basis. We
will restrict to the case n = 2.

KdV case, n = 2. The first two Casimirs, as given by (27), have the form

u1

η1
,

u2

η2
.

The next two Casimirs are more complicated:

u1
ln s ln(s+ 1) + dilog s+ dilog (s+ 1)

η1
− η2,

u2
ln s ln(s+ 1) + dilog s+ dilog (s+ 1)

η2
+ η1,
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here s = η1−η2

η1+η2
and dilog is the dilogarithm function,

dilog(x) = Li2(1− x) =

∫ x

1

log t

1− t
dt.

The density of momentum, as given by formula (24), has the form

u1 + u2.

Sinh-Gordon case, n = 2. The first two Casimirs have the form

u1

cosh η1
,

u2

cosh η2
.

The next two Casimirs are more complicated:

u1
a2

4 sinh (η1 − η2) cosh η1
+ sinh η2, u2

a2

4 sinh (η2 − η1) cosh η2
+ sinh η1.

The density of momentum, as given by formula (24), has the form

u1 tanh η1 + u2 tanh η2.

Lieb-Liniger case, n = 2. The first two Casimirs have the form

u1, u2.

The next two Casimirs are more complicated:

2u1 tan−1

(

η2 − η1

a

)

+ η2, 2u2 tan−1

(

η1 − η2

a

)

+ η1.

The density of momentum, as given by formula (24), has the form

u1η1 + u2η2.

DNLS case, n = 2. The first two Casimirs have the form

u1
√

1− (η1)2
,

u2
√

1− (η2)2
.

The next two Casimirs are more complicated:
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u1
√

(η1)2 − 1

[

cosh−1η2 + 2 ln (ex1 − e−x2)
(

tanh−1ex1 − tanh−1e−x2
)

+ 2 ln (ex1 − ex2)
(

tanh−1ex1 − tanh−1ex2
)

− dilog

(

ex1 + 1

ex2 + 1

)

+ dilog

(

ex1 − 1

ex2 − 1

)

+ dilog

(

ex1 + 1

e−x2 + 1

)

− dilog

(

ex1 − 1

e−x2 − 1

)

]

− cosh−1η2,

u2
√

(η2)2 − 1

[

cosh−1η1 + 2 ln (ex2 − e−x1)
(

tanh−1ex2 − tanh−1e−x1
)

+ 2 ln (ex2 − ex1)
(

tanh−1ex2 − tanh−1ex1
)

− dilog

(

ex2 + 1

ex1 + 1

)

+ dilog

(

ex2 − 1

ex1 − 1

)

+ dilog

(

ex2 + 1

e−x1 + 1

)

− dilog

(

ex2 − 1

e−x1 − 1

)

]

− cosh−1η1,

where xi = cosh ηi.

The density of momentum, as given by formula (24), has the form

u1
sin−1 η1
√

1− (η1)2
+ u2

sin−1 η2
√

1− (η2)2
.

Separable case, n = 2. The first two Casimirs have the form

u1
√

φ(η1), u2
√

φ(η2).

The next two Casimirs are more complicated:

u1
φ(η1)− φ(η2)
√

φ(η2)
+

1
√

φ(η2)
, u2

φ(η2)− φ(η1)
√

φ(η1)
+

1
√

φ(η1)
.

The density of momentum, as given by formula (24), has the form

−2u1 − 2u2.

General case, n = 2. The first two Casimirs have the form

u1φ(η1), u2φ(η2).
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The next two Casimirs are more complicated:

u1φ(η1)G[a(η2)− a(η1)] +

∫

a′(η2)

φ(η2)
dη2, u2φ(η2)G[a(η1)− a(η2)] +

∫

a′(η1)

φ(η1)
dη1,

where G is the antiderivative of g.

The density of momentum, as given by formula (24), has the form

u1φ(η1)

∫ η1 a′(η)

φ(η)
dη + u2φ(η2)

∫ η2 a′(η)

φ(η)
dη.

Remark. For all examples above, the last two Casimirs are of the form

u1ψ1(η1, η2) + σ2, u2ψ2(η1, η2) + σ1,

where

ψ1
,η1 =

−2σ′
2 ǫ s2 + ψ1χ1

2s1
, ψ1

,η2 = σ′
2 ǫ,

ψ2
,η1 = σ′

1 ǫ, ψ2
,η2 =

−2σ′
1 ǫ s1 + ψ2χ2

2s2
.

The compatibility conditions of these relations lead to equations for σ1, σ2:

σ1′′

σ1′
+
s′1
s1

+
χ1

2s1
= 0,

σ2′′

σ2′
+
s′2
s2

+
χ2

2s2
= 0.

Solving these equations we complete the set of Casimirs for all of the above examples.

3 Hamiltonian formulation of the full hard-rod ki-

netic equation

In this section we construct local Hamiltonian formalism for the full hard-rod kinetic
equation. Note that nonlocal Hamiltonian formalism in the general case was discussed
in [3]. For G(µ, η) = −a, S(η) = η, equation (1) simplifies to

ft + (sf)x = 0,

s(η) = η − a

∫

f(µ)[s(µ)− s(η)] dµ.
(28)
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3.1 Moment representation and linearisation

Let us introduce the ‘moments’,

Ai =

∫

ηif(η) dη, Bi =

∫

ηis(η)f(η) dη,

i ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .}. Multiplying the first equation (28) by ηi and integrating over η one
obtains Ai

t + Bi
x = 0. Similarly, multiplying the second equation (28) by ηif(η) and

integrating over η one obtains the explicit form of B-moments in terms of A-moments,
namely, B0 = A1, Bk = Ak+1−aA1Ak

1−aA0 , k ≥ 1. In particular, the second equation gives

s(η) = η−aA1

1−aA0 , so that the kinetic equation reduces to

ft +

(

η − aA1

1− aA0
f

)

x

= 0; (29)

in equivalent form, it has appeared in [32], eq. (2) and [1], eq. (1.1). In terms of the
moments, equation (29) leads to an infinite hydrodynamic chain,

Ai
t +

(

Ai+1 − aA1Ai

1− aA0

)

x

= 0, (30)

i ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .}, which has first appeared in the classification of integrable Egorov
hydrodynamic chains ([31], degeneration of formula (14)). Under delta-functional re-
duction (2), the A-moments assume the form Ai =

∑n
k=1 u

k(ηk)i. The corresponding
system (3) can be viewed as a 2n-component hydrodynamic reduction of chain (30); see,
e.g., [22, 30, 18] for the theory of integrable hydrodynamic chains and their reductions.

Note that chain (30) linearises under the reciprocal transformation (t, x) → (t, y)
where the new nonlocal independent variable y is defined as dy = (1−aA0)dx+aA1dt,

followed by the change of moments, Ãi = Ai

1−aA0 , taking equations (30) to

Ãi
t + Ãi+1

y = 0. (31)

This allows to obtain a general solution of equation (29) as follows (compare with
[32]). Applied directly to equation (29), the above reciprocal transformation leads to
the linear PDE

f̃t + ηf̃y = 0,

where f̃ = f

1−aA0 . Thus, f̃ = ϕ(y − ηt, η) where ϕ is some function of the indicated
arguments, so that

f = (1− aA0)ϕ(y − ηt, η). (32)

Integrating relation (32) with respect to η gives A0 = (1 − aA0)
∫

ϕ(y − ηt, η) dη.
Similarly, multiplying (32) by η and integrating with respect to η gives A1 = (1 −
aA0)

∫

η ϕ(y − ηt, η) dη. In particular,

1

1− aA0
= 1 + a

∫

ϕ(y − ηt, η) dη,
A1

1− aA0
=

∫

η ϕ(y − ηt, η) dη,
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so that the relation dx = 1
1−aA0dy − aA1

1−aA0dt can be explicitly integrated for x:

x = y + a

∫

Φ(y − ηt, η) dη

where Φ is the antiderivative of ϕ in the first argument. Ultimately, the general solution
of the kinetic equation for hard-rod gas can be represented in the following parametric
form:

f(η, y, t) =
ϕ(y − ηt, η)

1 + a
∫

ϕ(y − ηt, η) dη
,

s(η, y, t) = η + aη

∫

ϕ(y − ηt, η) dη − a

∫

η ϕ(y − ηt, η) dη,

x = y + a

∫

Φ(y − ηt, η) dη,

where ϕ is an arbitrary function of its arguments and Φ is the antiderivative of ϕ in
the first argument.

3.2 Hamiltonian structures

Rewriting Hamiltonian structures (26) in terms of the moments Ai, in the limit n→ ∞
one obtains local Hamiltonian structures of the full kinetic equation, represented as
hydrodynamic chain (30). As an example, let us take ni = 1/(ui)2, mi = 0, in
which case the metric g (with upper indices) is represented by a symmetric matrix

consisting of n blocks of the form

(

0 ni

ni 0

)

. The corresponding symmetric bivector

is
∑

2
(ui)2

∂ri∂ηi . Rewriting it in the variables Ai we obtain a 2n×2n symmetric matrix
which coincides with the upper left 2n× 2n block of the infinite matrix

J(U + UT )JT

(1− aA0)
(33)

where the infinite matrices J and U are defined as

J =









(1− aA0) 0 0 . . .
−aA1 1 0 . . .
−aA2 0 1 . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . .









, U =









0 0 0 . . .
A0 A1 A2 . . .
2A1 2A2 2A3 . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . .









.

Note that (1−aA0)J is the Jacobian matrix of the change of variables A→ Ã discussed
in Section 3.1. Thus, formula (33) gives a flat contravariant metric of hydrodynamic
chain (30). The exact form of the corresponding Hamiltonian operator is obtained in
Example 1 below.
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Hamiltonian structures of hydrodynamic chain (30) can also be obtained from that
of the linear chain (31) by utilising reciprocal transformation dy = (1−aA0)dx+aA1dt

and the change of variables Ãi = Ai

1−aA0 ; see [13, 15] for the behaviour of Hamiltonian
structures under reciprocal transformations. We will present two examples of this kind.

Example 1. Introducing the column vectors Ã = (Ã0, Ã1, . . . )T , ∂h̃

∂Ã
= ( ∂h̃

∂Ã0 ,
∂h̃

∂Ã1 , . . . )
T ,

one can represent the linear chain (31) in Hamiltonian form,

Ãt = B̃
∂h̃

∂Ã
,

with the Hamiltonian density h̃ = −1
2
Ã2 and the Kupershmidt-Manin Hamiltonian

operator

B̃ = Ũ
d

dy
+

d

dy
ŨT , Ũ =









0 0 0 . . .

Ã0 Ã1 Ã2 . . .

2Ã1 2Ã2 2Ã3 . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . .









,

which first appeared as a Hamiltonian structure of the Benney chain [25]. Applying the
transformations indicated above we obtain a local Hamiltonian formulation of chain
(30):

At = B
∂h

∂A
,

with the Hamiltonian density h = −1
2
A2 and the Hamiltonian operator

B = J

(

1

1− aA0
U
d

dx
+

d

dx
UT 1

1− aA0

)

JT +
a

1− aA0
(PAT

x −AxP
T ).

Here J and U are the same as above and the column vector P is defined as P =
(0, A0, 2A1, 3A2, . . . )T . Note that the contravariant metric of this operator coincides
with (33).

Example 2. One can represent the linear chain (31) in yet another Hamiltonian form,

Ãt = B̃
∂h̃

∂Ã
,

with the Hamiltonian density h̃ = −Ã1 and the Kupershmidt Hamiltonian operator
[26],

B̃ = Ṽ
d

dy
+

d

dy
Ṽ T , Ṽ =









Ã0 Ã1 Ã2 . . .

Ã1 Ã2 Ã3 . . .

Ã2 Ã3 Ã4 . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . .









.
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Applying the transformations indicated above we obtain a nonlocal (constant curva-
ture) Hamiltonian formulation of chain (30):

At = B
∂h

∂A
,

with the Hamiltonian density h = −A1 and the nonlocal Hamiltonian operator

B = J

(

1

1− aA0
V
d

dx
+

d

dx
V T 1

1− aA0

)

JT + 2a (AAT
x −AxA

T ) + 2aAx

(

d

dx

)−1

AT
x .

Here A and J denote the same as in Example 1 while

V =









A0 A1 A2 . . .
A1 A2 A3 . . .
A2 A3 A4 . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . .









.

3.3 Monge-Ampère form of delta-functional reductions

Here we establish a link of delta-functional reductions of the hard-rod kinetic equation
to the higher-order Monge-Ampère equations discussed in [19]. As we saw in Section
3.1, in terms of the moments Ai the delta-functional reduction assumes the form Ai =
∑n

k=1 u
k(ηk)i. For definiteness, let us consider the case n = 2 (the general case is

similar). Explicitly, we have

A0 = u1 + u2,

A1 = u1η1 + u2η2,

A2 = u1(η1)2 + u2(η2)2,

A3 = u1(η1)3 + u2(η2)3,

A4 = u1(η1)4 + u2(η2)4,

(34)

equivalently,

A =





A0 A1 A2

A1 A2 A3

A2 A3 A4



 = u1





1 η1 (η1)2

η1 (η1)2 (η1)3

(η1)2 (η1)3 (η1)4



+ u2





1 η2 (η2)2

η2 (η2)2 (η2)3

(η2)2 (η2)3 (η2)4



 .

As both matrices on the right-hand side have rank one, the Hankel matrix A on the
left has rank two, so that detA = 0, providing explicit expression for A4 in terms of
A0, A1, A2, A3. Thus, chain (30) truncates to the first four equations:

A0
t + A1

x = 0, A1
t +

(

A2−a(A1)2

1−aA0

)

x
= 0, A2

t +
(

A3−aA1A2

1−aA0

)

x
= 0, A3

t +
(

A4−aA1A3

1−aA0

)

x
= 0.
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Under the reciprocal transformation dy = (1−aA0)dx+aA1dt, followed by the change

of variables Ãi = Ai

1−aA0 , this system simplifies to

Ã0
t + Ã1

y = 0, Ã1
t + Ã2

y = 0, Ã2
t + Ã3

y = 0, Ã3
t + Ã4

y = 0, (35)

where Ã4 is expressed in terms of Ã0, Ã1, Ã2, Ã3 from the equation det Ã = 0 (Ã is the
same matrix as A but with tilded entries). Finally, introducing a potential f(t, y) such
that

Ã0 = fyyyy, Ã
1 = −fyyyt, Ã2 = fyytt, Ã

3 = −fyttt, Ã4 = ftttt,

we reduce system (35) to a single fourth-order Monge-Ampère equation for f ,

det Ã = det





fyyyy −fyyyt fyytt
−fyyyt fyytt −fyttt
fyytt −fyttt ftttt



 = 0.

Note that all minuses can be removed by the change of sign of y; we refer to [19] for
the properties of this equation and its generalisations.

Let us mention that equation (34) has a simple geometric meaning: consider pro-
jective space P

4 with affine coordinates A0, . . . , A4, supplied with a rational normal
curve γ = (1, s, s2, s3, s4). Then equations (34) parametrise bisecant variety of γ (col-
lection of all bisecant lines of γ), which is a cubic hypersurface in P

4 with the equation
detA = 0.

4 Concluding remarks

Table 3 suggests that, in the limit n→ ∞, the local Hamiltonian structures of Table 3
should go to local Hamiltonian structures of the corresponding full kinetic equations.
At the level of Hamiltonian densities and momenta, this limit is easy to see. For
example, the Hamiltonian density of delta-functional reduction (2) of the KdV kinetic
equation is given by h = −4

3

∑n

i=1 u
i(ηi)2, which can be represented as

h = −4

3

∫

η2f(η, x, t) dη = −4

3
A2

where A2 is one of the moments introduced in Section 3. Thus, as a Hamiltonian of
the full KdV kinetic equation one should take

H = −4

3

∫ ∫

η2f(η, x, t) dηdx = −4

3

∫

A2dx.

Similarly, the density of momentum is given by g =
∑n

i=1 u
i, which can be represented

as

g =

∫

f(η, x, t) dη = A0.
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Thus, as a momentum of the full KdV kinetic equation one should take

G =

∫ ∫

f(η, x, t) dηdx =

∫

A0dx.

Unfortunately, it is not entirely clear how to write the metric of the Hamiltonian
operator in terms of the moments Ai, as well as how to pass to the limit as n→ ∞.
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