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Abstract

First-order Hamiltonian operators of hydrodynamic type were introduced by Drubrovin and
Novikov in 1983. In 2D, they are generated by a pair of contravariant metrics g, § and a pair of
differential-geometric objects b, b. If the determinant of the pencil g + Aj vanishes for all ), the
operator is called degenerate. In this paper we provide a complete classification of degenerate
two- and three-component Hamiltonian operators. Moreover, we study the integrability, by the
method of hydrodynamic reductions, of 2+1 Hamiltonian systems arising from the structures we
classified.
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1 Introduction

The theory of first-order Hamiltonian operator of differential-geometric type has been developed
in the last three decades by several authors, starting from the pioneering work of Dubrovin and
Novikov [4]. In one-dimensional case, these structures are given by

d

ij ij ij k
P =g J(u)a + by (u)uy, (€))]
where u = (ul,...,u") are local coordinates depending on z, i,5,k = 1,...,n, and u* = %.

Dubrovin and Novikov proved that in the non-degenerate situation, namely det(¢g%/) # 0, ) de-
fines a Poisson bracket through
{F,G} = / OF pij 0G

Sui’ Sud’

if and only if g%/ is a flat pseudo-Riemannian metric and the coefficients T, = —g;,,b;" are the
Levi-Civita connection of the metric g;; (where g""g,,; = 6;). Thus, in flat coordinates, any non-
degenerate Hamiltonian operator (I) assumes constant form. In the case where the metric g is
degenerate, that is, det(g*/) = 0, this result does not hold. Grinberg [12] and later Bogoyavlenskij
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[1, 2] firstly investigated this case, and recently we provided a complete list of two- and three-
component Poisson structures with degenerate metric [16].

First-order Hamiltonian operators of differential-geometric type naturally arise in the study of
quasilinear systems (systems of hydrodynamic type). In 1+1 dimensions they are given by

ul + V;(u)ujm = 0.
Such systems are called Hamiltonian if they can be written in the form
’U,é —|— PZJ(SJh = O,

where 6; = §/6u’ is the variational derivative, h = h(u) is the Hamiltonian density, and P¥ is a
Hamiltonian operator of hydrodynamic type (d). It was conjectured by Novikov that a combination
of the Hamiltonian property with the diagonalizability of the matrix V; implies the integrability.
This conjecture was proved by Tsarev in [20], who established the linearizability of such systems
by the generalised hodograph transform.

A generalisation of hydrodynamic type systems in 2+1 dimensions is given by

u; + A(u)u, + B(u)u, =0, (2)

where u = (u',...,u"), v’ = u'(t,z,y) and A, B are n x n matrices. Systems of this type describe

many physical phenomena. In particular, important examples occur in gas dynamics, shallow
water theory, combustion theory, nonlinear elasticity, magneto-fluid dynamics, etc. A system (@) is
called Hamiltonian if it can be written in the form u} + P%§;h = 0, where P¥ is a 2D first-order
Hamiltonian operator of differential-geometric type, namely

Pl = gij(u)% + b (wul + gij(u)diy + b (w)uf. €)

In 241 dimensions, a quasilinear system is said to be integrable if it can be decoupled in in-
finitely many ways into a pair of compatible m-component one-dimensional systems in Riemann
invariants [6]. Ferapontov and Khusnutdinova proved that the requirement of the existence of suf-
ficiently many m-component reductions provides an effective classification criterion. This method
of hydrodynamic reductions, which is a natural analogue of the generalised hodograph transform
in higher dimensions, leads to finite-dimensional moduli spaces of integrable Hamiltonians.

The purpose of this paper is two-fold. Starting from the classification of degenerate brackets in
1D, we want to describe degenerate Hamiltonian operators of hydrodynamic type in 2D, that is,
operators of the form (B) such that det(g+ Ag) = 0 holds V A (precise definition follows). Our analy-
sis leads to a complete classification of two- and three-component degenerate structures (Section[2).
Secondly, we study the integrability, by the method of hydrodynamic reductions, of Hamiltonian
systems arising from three-component structures we classified (Section[3).

2 Degenerate Hamiltonian operators in 2D

The problem of classification of multidimensional Hamiltonian operators was proposed by Dubrovin
and Novikov in [5], and thoroughly investigated by Mokhov [13] [14]. Some results in the classifi-
cation of 2D non-degenerate Hamiltonian operators were recently obtained in our paper [9].

A first-order multidimensional Hamiltonian operator of differential-gemetric type (Dubrovin-
Novikov type) is defined by

d
ij ija d ija
pPY = 0;9 ’ (u)dx—o‘ + b7 (w)ule, 4)



where u = (u!,...,u") are local coordinates on a certain smooth n-dimensional manifold M or a
domain of R”, and x = (!, ..., 2%) are independent variables.

As in the one-dimensional case, the condition of skew-symmetry and the Jacobi identity for a
Hamiltonian operator of the form () impose very severe restrictions on the coefficients ¢*/*(u) and

b* (u). In particular, Mokhov proved the following general statement:

Theorem 1 ([15]). Operator of the form @) is a Hamiltonian operator, i.e. it is skew-symmetric and satisfies
the Jacobi identity, if and only if the following relations for the coefficients of the operator are fulfilled:

gue =g’ (5a)
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Relations and (5D) are equivalent to the skew-symmetry of the bivector (), and relations
(5d)—(5g) are equivalent to the fulfilment of the Jacobi identity for a skew-symmetric bivector of the
form @). The signs > (a,p) and >, ;) mean cyclic summation on the indicated indices. Notice
that for n = 1, these conditions reduce to Grinberg’s conditions [12].

In the one-dimensional case, Hamiltoinan operator () is called degenerate if det(g%/) = 0. In the
multidimensional situation, we have the following

Definition 1. A d-dimensional operator of the form (@) is said to be degenerate if det (Zi:1 Aa g"‘) =0
for any choice of A1, ..., A, i.e. if there is no linear combination of the metrics g such that the determinant
of this linear combination is non-zero.

Let us point out that Theorem [Il does not assume non-degeneracy of operators or additional
conditions on the coefficients of @).

From Mokhov’s conditions it immediately follows that each multidimensional Hamiltonian op-
erator of the form (@) is always the sum of one-dimensional Hamiltonian operators with respect to
each of the independent variables z¢, [15].

Based on this result, and on the classification of one-dimensional degenerate Poisson structures
of hydrodynamic type, we give a complete description of two- and three-component degenerate
Hamiltonian operators for d = 2, namely

N 4 y i A5
P = gii (u)% + b (u)u]; + g% (u)d—y + b (u)u;j (6)



For simplicity, let us label the a-part and the y-part of the Hamiltonian operator (6) respectively
with P(z) and P(y) .
Hamiltonian structure of the form (6) is called trivial if it is identically zero, or if it can be reduced
to the form
g7 =¢€g", b =y, (7)
for £ constant. Notice that allowing linear change of the independent variables x,y, an operator
satisfying (7) is essentially 1D.

Remark. Let us remark that if a pair of Hamiltonian operators defines a 2D structure, by (@) it
easily follows that these two operators are compatible, and therefore they define a bi-Hamiltonian
structure [14}, [15]. Degenerate bi-Hamiltonian structures of hydrodynamic type were firstly inves-
tigated by Strachan [18,[19], revealing a nice relation with the theory of the analogous of Frobenius
manifolds with degenerate metric.

2.1 Classification

The analysis of Mokhov’s conditions (5) is not straightforward. In order to study two- and three-
component structures, we fix the pair (g, b) given by the classification of 1D Hamiltonian operators
[16]. This classification can be summarised in the following two theorems.

Theorem 2. Any degenerate two-component Hamiltonian operator of Dubrovin-Novikov type in 1D can be
brought, by a change of the dependent variables, to one of the following two canonical forms:
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Theorem 3. Any degenerate three-component Hamiltonian operator of Dubrovin-Novikov type in 1D can
be brought, by a change of the dependent variables, to one of the following canonical forms:

o rank(g) = 0:
0 ul 0
P=|-u? 0 o0f, )
0 0
o rank(g) =1:
3 u2 uS
P=|o oo, P=[-u® 0 o, P=|o0 o |.P=[% o 0 |.(0
3 B
0 0 0 0 0 ue 0 Z— 0
o rank(g)=2:
3 w3
0 d, 0 0 do —2 0 dy T
P=|d, o o|l,P=|d, 0 0 |,P= d, 0 e | (11)
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Once we have fixed the pair (g, b), solving (B) we are able to find the pair (g,b). At this point,
we look for canonical forms of 2D structures using transformations which preserve the form of the



first structure given by (g,b). As we will see, in some cases these transformations are not enough
to eliminate all the functional parameters appearing in the 2D structure.

Let us agree on some notation: if a function depends only on one variable, we denote with ’
the derivative with respect to that variable. Otherwise, if a function depends on more than one

variable, say, f = f (ul,...,u"), then we use 0, f = g JT In Section 3] for simplicity, the derivative

with respect to u’ will be denote as f,:.

2.1.1 Two-component case
Here we provide a full description of the two-component case.

Theorem 4. Any non-trivial degenerate two-component Hamiltonian operator of Dubrovin-Novikov type
in 2D can be brought, by a change of the dependent variables, to the following form

2 2,2
d., +u?d, + Lu2 _MatuTuy
P= ( ’ uiJrgzuz 2 OUI ’ (12)
ul
where € can be either 0 or 1.
Proof:

First of all, the case g = § = 0 gives no non-trivial solutions. In the case where the rank of the pencil
g9 + \g" is constantly equal to one, there exists a coordinates system (u', u?) where

(10 .. (f o
ij i
R ) B (A

here f = f(u',u?) is some function. Let us fix the P, structure.

Case (8),. If b/ are all identically zero, conditions (B) imply

f

[= f(u2)7 B%I = 9

and all other Bfg equal to zero. If f = £ is constant, than g = {g. Otherwise, using a transformation
which preserves P, that is, a suitable change of coordinates of the form u' = v* + ! (v?), u? =

©%(v?), we can easily reduce f to v?, obtaining ([I2) with € = 0.
Case (8),. Suppose b3' = —b3* = ;. Conditions (5) imply

!/
2 711 f 721 712 f
f f (u )7 2 ) ) 2 ul
If f = ¢ is constant, than § = £g, b = £b. Otherwise, let us assume f non-constant. Transformations
which preserve P, are given by u! = v', u® = ¢(v?), then we can always choose ¢ such that f

reduces to v? in the new coordinate system, obtaining (12) with ¢ = 1. [ |

2.1.2 Three-component case

The analysis of the three-component situation is more complicated. Let us consider separately the
cases with respect to the rank of the pencil gy = ¢g— Ag. We point out that in some cases the group
of transformations preserving the first structure P, is not sufficient to reduce the second structure
P,y to something simpler. Thus, we will just consider the more general structure given by the
solution of Mokhov’s conditions. The results can be stated as follows.



Theorem 5. Rank(gy) = 0. Any non-trivial degenerate three-component Hamiltonian operator of Dubrovin-
Nowikov type in 2D can be brought, by a change of the dependent variables, to one of the following forms:

0 ud +u'ud 0 0 ud +utud 0
P=|—ul—u'u] 0 0, P=|-ud-vu} 0 0f. (13)
0 0 0 0 0 0

In this case, we do not need any linear change of the independent variables z, y.

Theorem 6. Rank(gy) = 1. Any non-trivial degenerate three-component Hamiltonian operator of Dubrovin-
Novikov type in 2D can be brought, by a change of the dependent variables and linear change of x and vy, to
one of the following forms:

3 2, 0.3
_umfhuerjuy
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where f = f(u?,u®), h = h(u? u®) are arbitrary functions and e can be either 0 or 1.

Theorem 7. Rank(gy) = 2. Any non-trivial degenerate three-component Hamiltonian operator of Dubrovin-
Novikov type in 2D can be brought, by a change of the dependent variables and linear change of x and vy, to
one of the following forms:

—2ul! dy — u}J dy +u? dy + 2u§ eug 0 d, dy
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where p, q,r are arbitrary functions on u®,  is constant and e can be either 0 or 1.



The proof of these theorems can be found in the Appendix.
Let us point out that, after swapping the coordinates u!, u?, (I8), corresponds to the Hamilto-
nian operator for the 2D equations of gas dynamic (see, for instance, [7]), namely

0 d dy
.. 2,8
Pi=1d, 0 =, (22)
371}.
dy =5 0

We will discuss it in Section[3.2

3 Hamiltonian systems of hydrodynamic type in 2+1 dimensions
In this section we discuss (2+1)-dimensional Hamiltonian systems of hydrodynamic type,
u;, + A(u)u, + B(u)u, =0, (23)

which are representable in the form u; + Phy, = 0, where h(u) is a Hamiltonian density and P
is a two-dimensional Hamiltonian operator of differential-geometric type (6). As we recalled in
the introduction, a (2+1)-dimensional quasilinear system is said to be integrable if it can be decou-
pled in infinitely many ways into a pair of compatible m-component one-dimensional systems in
Riemann invariants. Let us briefly describe the method of hydrodynamic reduction introduced by
Ferapontov and Khusnutdinova in [6].

3.1 The method of hydrodynamic reductions

The method of hydrodynamic reductions is based on the existence of exact solutions of the (2+1)-
dimensional system (23). These solutions have the form u = u(R!,..., R™), where the Riemann
invariants R = (R', ..., R™) solve a pair of commuting diagonal systems

Ri = N(R)R., R} =pu/(R)R.. (24)

Let us point out that we do not impose any constraint on the number of Riemann invariants: m
is arbitrary. Therefore, the (2+1)-dimensional system we are considering (23), is decoupled into a
pair of diagonal (1+1)-dimensional systems given by (24). Usually, these solutions are known as
nonlinear interactions of m planar simple waves.
It turns out that the commutativity of the flows (24) is equivalent to the following constraints
on the characteristic speeds \’, u* [20]:
6j )\i 8j /Li 0

)\]_/\z M‘]_MZ’ Z#]a J aij

(25)

(no summation). Imposing these restrictions, the general solution of systems (24) is given by the
implicit generalised hodograph formula [20]

vVIR) =z +NR)t+p' R)y, i=1,...m. (26)

Here the functions v*(R) are characteristic speeds of the general flow commuting with (24), namely,
the general solution of the linear system
o' 9N ;'
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By straightforward computation, the substitution of u(R?, ..., R™) into (23), using (24), leads to
(E+XNA+u'B)oju=0, i=1,..,m, (28)

where F is the n x n identity matrix. This means that both \* and x* have to satisfy the dispersion
relation
det(E+ NA+u'B) =0. (29)

Furthermore, the construction of nonlinear interactions of m planar simple waves can be sum-
marised as follows. First of all, we have to decoupled the initial (2+1)-dimensional system 23) into
a pair of commuting flows (24), by solving the equations 25), @28) for u(R), A’(R), p(R) as func-
tions depending on the Riemann invariants R', ..., R™. It is not difficult to see that for m > 3 the
system given by these equations is overdetermined. Thus, in general this system does not posses
solutions. However, if we are able to construct a particular reduction of the form @24), the sec-
ond step is quite straightforward: we have to solve the linear system given by (27) for the functions
v*(R), and then we can obtain R, ..., R™ as functions of ¢, z, y from the implicit hodograph formula
26).

What can we say about the number of m-component reductions that a (2+1)-dimensional system
may admit? Analysing equations (25) and (28), one can prove that this number is parametrised,
up to changes of variables of the form R* — f*(R'), by m arbitrary functions of a single variable.
Remarkably, this number does not depend on n. This leads to the following definition.

Definition 2 ([6]). A (2+1)-dimensional quasilinear system is said to be integrable if it possesses m-
component reductions of the form @4) parametrised by m arbitrary functions of a single arqument.

Remark. Looking at the structure of equations (25) and (28), one can see that their consistency
conditions involve only triple of indices ¢ # j # k. Moreover, all these conditions are completely
symmetricin 7, j and k, and then it is enough to verify them setting, for instance, i = 1, j = 2, k = 3.
This means that the existence of non-trivial three-component reductions implies the existence of m-
component reductions for arbitrary m.

Remark. We require that A" and p’ do not satisfy any linear relation, otherwise we would have no
sufficiently many arbitrary functions of a single argument. Indeed, let us suppose that u* = a\® +b.
Condition (25) reads 9;a)\’ + 9;b = 0, which implies a and b constant. Thus, solutions of the system

R} =XR., Rl =(aX +b)RL,

are of the form R* = R'(z + by, t + ay). These solutions correspond to travelling wave reduction,
and they clearly do not contain enough arbitrary functions.
3.2 Generalised two-dimensional gas dynamic equations
The equations of two-dimensional isentropic gas dynamics are of the form

pr+ (pu)z + (pv)y =0,  wp + g + vuy + % =0, v+ uvy +ovy+ % =0, (30)
where p = p(p) is the equation of state. In matrix form (23), one has u = (p, u,v)! and

u p 0

v 0 p
2 0 v O
A= % w 0 | B= 2 '
— 0 v
0 0 u P



where ¢ = p/(p) is the sound speed. As demonstrated in [17], there exist potential flows describing
nonlinear interaction of two sound waves which are locally parametrised by four arbitrary func-
tions of a single argument.
The system can be written in Hamiltonian form as u; + Phy, = 0, where the operator P is
given by (22), namely
de dy
. 0 Yy —Va

P =

Y

d
d, == 0
P

the Hamiltonian density h is h(p,u,v) = $p(u® + v?) + k(p), and the equation of state p and the
function k are related by p, = pk,,.
Let us assume h = h(p, u, v) generic, thus the system u; + Ph,, = 0 reads

Uy — Vg Ve — U

pr+ (ha)z + (ho)y =0,  ug+ (hp)a + hy =0, v+ (hy)y+ Yh, = 0. (31)

Let us consider the Riemann invariants R, ..., R™ solving

R, =) (R)R{, R, =p'(R)R], i=1,....,m.

x

By straightforward computation, the substitution p = p(R),u = u(R),v = v(R) into (31) implies

(1 + Nhpy + p1'hp)Oiu + hppX0ip = 0, (32)
(14 XN hpy + 1 hpy )00 + hppp'Oip = 0, (33)
(14 A Rpu + 1 1p0)0ip + (N s + 1 B )05t + (N gy + 1 o) B0 = 0, (34)

herei = 1,...,m, 9; = 3% . Note that since ;'0;u = \'0;v (this easy follows from (32) and (33),
assuming 1 + A'hy, + pi'h,y, # 0), one has u, = v,. Thus, solutions are necessarily potential. Then,
setting u = ¢, and v = ¢,, our system (BI) reads

pr+ (hu)e + (ho)y =0, @ur + (hp)a = 0, @ye + (By)y = 0. (35)
Both the last two equations give ¢; + h, = 0, so we finally have the following system
pe+ (hu)e + (ho)y =0, @r +hp = 0. (36)
If we consider the partial Legendre transform
p=h, d=u, ©=v, h=h-ph,, (37)
the derivatives respect the new variables are
hs=—p, ha=hy, hs=h, (38)
and we can rewrite the system (36) in the form
(hs), + (ha), + (ﬁﬁ)y =0, pt=p, Ya=1u, @y=0.

The function / depends only on ., ¢y, ¢; and thus we obtain three-dimensional Euler-Lagrange
equations (setting h = f)

(f%?z)x—i_ (ftpy)y+(ftpt)t :Oa (39)



corresponding to Lagrangian densities of the form f(¢., ¢y, ¢:). For example, the Lagrangian den-
sity f = u2 4 u2 — 2¢"* leads to the Boyer-Finley equation ua, + ty, = ¢ uy [3].

In [8] Ferapontov, Khusnutdinova and Tsarev derived a system of partial differential equations
for the Lagrangian density f(ys, ¢y, ¢:) which are necessary and sufficient for the integrability
of the equation (39) by the method of hydrodynamic reductions (see also [10] for further details).
Setting a = ¢z, b = @y, ¢ = ¢y, these conditions can be represented in a remarkable compact form:

Theorem 8 ([8]). For a non-degenerate Lagrangian, the Euler-Lagrange equation is integrable by the
method of hydrodynamic reductions if and only if the density f satisfies the relation

df=d f% + %det(dM); (40)

here d® f and d* f are the symmetric differentials of f. The Hessian H and the 4 x 4 matrix M are defined as
follows:

0 a c
faa fab fac f J.cf J.cfbb }-f
H=det| fao foo foo |, M= A (41)
Foe foo f oo fao foo Joc
e ¢ « .fc fac fbc ,fcc
The differential dM = M,da + Mydb + M. dc is a matrix-valued form
O faa ,fab fac O fab ,fbb fbc
faa faaa faab faac fab faab fabb fabc
dM = da + db

Jab  faab  fabb  fabe ¢ Joo  faoo  foob  fove
fac faac fabc facc ,fbc fabc ,fbbc ,fbcc

0 fac fbc ,fcc
fac .faac fabc facc
fbc fabc fbbc fbcc de.
fcc facc fbcc fccc

Finally, we recall that the equations of gas dynamic possess only double waves reduction, and
are not integrable by the method of hydrodynamic reductions [7]. On the other hand, the gener-
alised equations (3I) define a (2+1)-dimensional integrable system when the Lagrangian density
f(@z, ¢y, @), obtained by the Hamiltonian density h(p, u,v) performing a partial Legendre trans-
form (37), satisfies the conditions given by Theorem 8]

+

3.3 Three-component Hamiltonian systems with degenerate structure

We have seen that the degenerate Hamiltonian operator (18), leads to a class of integrable systems
related to the Lagrangian density of the form f(y,, ¢y, ¢:). Here we are going to describe all three-
component cases arising from our classification.

The aim of this section is to apply the method of hydrodynamic reductions to three-component
Hamiltonian systems given by u; + Phy = 0, where P is a Hamiltonian structure appearing in
Theorems Bl [fland [71 Let us identify the Hamiltonian operators we obtained with the rank of the
pencil g,. For instance, we call rank-zero structures the Hamiltonian operators listed in Theorem[5|

Theorem 9. The method of hydrodynamic reductions imposes additional differential constraints under
which equations under study reduce to known classes of systems considered before:

o rank-zero structures lead to trivial systems



o rank-one structures lead to one dimensional system of the form
up + fluul =0, u? =ul =0,
o rank-two structures lead either to one dimensional system to the form
up + (hy2)e =0, uf + (hy1)e =0, uf =0,
or two-component non-degenerate Hamiltonian systems
uf + (hyt)z =0, u + (hy2)y =0, (42)
uf + (hy2)e =0, U7 + (hyt)o + (hy2)y =0, (43)
uy + (2uthy +uhyz —h)g + (uthyz)y, =0, uf + (urhy)e + (2u?hy2 +uthy —h), =0, (44)
plus the trivial equation u3 = 0, or to the system

up + (hy2)e + (hys)y =0, u? + (hy)e =0, P+ (hy)y = 0. (45)

We point out that the integrability of two-component non-degenerate Hamiltonian systems (42),
(43) and (@4), generated respectively by the Hamiltonian operators

d; O 0 dg 2ul  w? 0 u! U
P= , P= , P= dy d
( 0 dy> (dm dy> < u? 0 ) * <u1 2u2> vt <u

is completely understood, see [11] for further details. Furthermore, as we showed above, sys-

88—
SRS
SRS =
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tem (45) reduces to the three-dimensional Euler-Lagrange equations (39) after performing a partial
Legandre transformation of the form (37).

Proof of Theorem 9t

First of all, let us remark that if ui = 0, for some 4, the method of hydrodynamic reductions
necessarily implies u’ = const. Secondly, if one of the equations of the system is of the form
uj + p(u)ul, +(u)ul, = 0, the method of hydrodynamic reductions implies (A + ¢ +¢p)d;u’ = 0,
which leads to u* = const, since we are imposing that AY and p’ do not satisfy any linear rela-
tion. Furthermore, in these cases we can replace u’ with a constant, and then the Hamiltonian will
depend on w’ for j # i.

Using these observations, the proof is straightforward. Rank-zero structures easily lead to trivial
systems. For the rank-one structures we always have u? and u? constant, which leads to an operator

of the form
dy +rdy 0 0
P = 0 0 0|, k=const,
0 0 0

which is essentially one-dimensional (up to linear change of the independent variables = and y).

The analysis of rank-two structures is a bit more complicated. In the cases ([I6), and ([@9),, the
method of hydrodynamic reductions implies u® = const. Thus, up to a change of local coordinates
u', u?, the 3 x 3 degenerate Hamiltonian operator reduces to direct sum of the 2 x 2 two-component
non-degenerate Mokhov’s Hamiltonian operator [13} [14]

2ul  w? 0 ul U
P = dy d
( u? 0 ) + (ul 2u2> vt (u
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and the trivial 1 x 1 operator P = 0.

In the cases (I7), ,, (I8),, @0) and (1) the method of hydrodynamic reductions implies again
u? = const. These structures reduce to direct sum of constant 2 x 2 two-component non-degenerate
Hamiltonian operator, and the trivial 1 x 1 operator P = 0. Constant 2 x 2 non-degenerate Hamil-

tonian operators are known [11]: if they do not reduce to one-dimensional operator

P:Odw,
dy O

(for instance, ([8), for e = 1), they can be brought to one of the following two forms

P:dmO,P:Odm,
0 dy dy dy

by a change of local coordinates u', u? and a linear change of the independent variables x, y.
It remains to consider the cases ([L6), and ([19),. It is not difficult to see that in both cases we get
2

u? = uj. Therefore, solutions are necessarily potential. Then, setting u? = ¢, and u® = ¢,, the

s&stem leads to (35). [ ]

4 Concluding remarks

The problem of classification of 2D Hamiltonian operators of differential geometric-type, proposed
by Dubrovin and Novikov in [5], is now completely solved up to three-component case. Even
though in [9] we provided a complete classification of non-degenerate operators up to four compo-
nents, in the degenerate case it is still open. The main obstacle is the lack of a full description of one-
dimensional degenerate Poisson brackets. Indeed, already for four-component one-dimensional
degenerate structures, the computation of Jacobi conditions is quite complicated [[12} [16].

As we have said above, any 2D degenerate Hamiltonian operator gives rise to a pair of 1D
compatible degenerate brackets of Dubrovin-Novikov type (see [14, [15] for further details). Some
of the degenerate bi-Hamiltonian structures arising from our classification are not of the kind in-
vestigated by Strachan [18] [19]. It would be interesting to analyse these structures and to study a
possible correspondence with the analogous of Frobenius manifolds with degenerate metric.
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Appendix. Proof of Theorems 5,6l and [7]

Proof of Theorem/[§

In the case where the pencil g, has rank constantly equal to 0, both the metrics must be identically
null. Thus, by Theorem[B] we can always reduce the coefficients b}’ to b}> = —b3! = 1, that is, the -
part of the 2D Hamiltonian operator can be fixed as ([@). Imposing (§), we get that all the coefficients
by must vanish except b2 = —b32! = v(u',u?, u®). The transformations which preserve the form of

P,y have the form

ul = @' (vh 0?1 0?), W =0l 0), Wt = (07,

12



with the constraint
D19 029" — Do D19” = (7).
If v = ¢ is constant, we get b = &b. Let us assume that v = v(u?®). Then, in the new system
of coordinates, it is always possible to reduce v to v3. Let us finally assume that v is an arbitrary

function of u!, u?

,u’. Then, there exists a change of coordinate preserving P(,) which transforms v
to v! or, equivalently, to v? (these two cases are the same since we can swap v!, v?). Summarising,

Py, leads to one of the following two structures

0 vloy 0 0 vivp 0
Py = —vlvg 0 0, Py= —0302 0 01,
0 0 0 0 0 0

which are not equivalent modulo transformations which preserve the form of F,).

Proof of Therem|[6

When the rank of the pencil g/ + A" is constantly equal to one, we can always work in a coordinate
system where the metrics assume the forms

100 f 00
g?=10 0 of, g“"=|0 0 0],
000 000

where f = f(u',u?, u?). Let us now consider separately each case given by Theorem[3]

Case (10), . The symbols b}/ are identically 0. In this case, a generic transformation which preserves
Py, is given by

ul = vl +901(U27U3)7 u2 = @2(U27U3)1 u3 = ()03(,02’”3)' (46)
Let us point out that this change of coordinates transforms b’ (and then 5}’) as components of a
(2,1)-tensor [16]. Conditions (B) imply two solutions.

Solution 1. The first solution reads

< 5, - 3} - - - -
f= f(uzw?,)7 b%l _ Lf7 bél _ Lf, p2l — —b%z _ béS _ _bgl =,

2
~ ~ 2 ~ ~
bgl _ _b§2 _ %’ b%?) _ _bgl =1,

where 1 = ¥(u?,u?) and n = n(u?,v?), and all other b vanish. Clearly, we are imposing 7 # 0.
The operator leads to

82 ful+0s fu’ 2
fd, + == uy22 /% —ul — %ug nuy + pud
- 2 %% 3
Ply) Yul + Lud 0 0 ,
—77%2, — 1/)%3, 0 0

where f = f(u?,u?), ¥ = ¥(u?,u?) and n = n(u?,u?) # 0. Applying a transformation of the form
(@8) we get f - /(42 ¢") and
(9390 + 939°9) (G2 p?n + D2 0*Y)

721 712 713 731
===t =y (029?033 — D32 Dap3)n) ’
B pl2 = v (0P 4 Osp)? 7
(0202053 — D302 0ap)n
1;%3 _ _[3%1 —n = (6290277 + 82@3¢)2

(02020503 — D32 020

13



We cannot choose both 9xp?n + 92039 = 0 and 0301 + 0303 = 0, otherwise we would have
the denominator equal to zero. However, a suitable choice of the functions ¢? and (? allows us to
reduce f to either v? or v3 (which are equivalent up to swapping v? and v3) if f is not constant, and
1 to zero. This leads to two operators

7J2
kdy 0 vl vidy + 4 0 il
Py=| 0 0 0], Py 0 0o 0|,
—ivy 00 —wZ 0 0

where k is constant and 7 = 7(v?, v®). Allowing linear change of = and y, x can be brought to zero.

Solution 2. In the case where 1 = 0, the solution reads

- ) - ) - -
f=rf?u®), b= %f, bl = %f, bi? = b2 = v(u?, u?),
and all other b}/ vanish. Modulo transformations of the form this case corresponds to the

previous one.

Case (I0),. Here b}> = —b3" = 1, while other symbols b}/ are identically 0. Conditions (B) imply

_ Oof - Osf - _
f = flu?u?), b%1:%7 bélz%, by? = —b3t = v(u?, u?),

and other 13;’3 = 0. A generic transformation which preserves F,) is given by
wt =l u? = 9P (%) + p2(0%), WP = P(0P).

Unfortunately, in general this group of transformations cannot help to simplify our structure (the
operator depends on two functions of u?, u3, while the group depends only on two functions of u?).
We should consider separately each case where the functions f and v are constant or depend on
one single variables. Therefore, it is more reasonable to consider just the general solution, namely

2 3
fdy, + 76#%;83 Juy I/’U,Z 0
P(y) = —Vug 0 01,
0 0 O

for arbitrary f = f(u?,u?), v = v(u?,u?).

Case (I0);. Here b3! = —b}*> = L. while other symbols b} are identically 0. Conditions () imply

- rf df 5 7 [ 7 v
f = f(’LL2,’LL3), bél = Ta bilil = Ta bgl = _bég = aa b%3 = _bgl = av

where v = v(u?,u?), and other b; = 0. A generic transformation which preserves P, is given by
ut =0l W = (0?), W’ = (07).

As before, this group of transformations cannot help to simplify our structure for arbitrary f and
v. Therefore, the operator leads to

2 3 2_ ¢ 3
fdy + 82juy42r(’)3fuy 0 vquIfuy
Py = L o 0 1,
_uuy—fu;y 0 0

ul

14



for arbitrary f = f(u?,u?), v = v(u?,u?).
Case (I0),. Here b3' = —b}? = —b3® = b3' = L, while other symbols b’ are identically 0. Condi-
tions (B) imply

Oof 95 f

. . o o s g
f:f(uzvug)v b%IZTv b%lzT’ bglz—bézz—bégzbglzav

and other b)) = 0. A generic transformation which preserves Py, is given by
=0l wt= P00, W= o).

This change of coordinates transforms the objects l;Zj as components of a (2, 1)-tensor [16]. If f = ¢

is constant, then §j = £g and b = &b. Otherwise, we can choose 2 or ¢? such that f reduce either to

v? or v*, which are equivalent forms since we can swap v?, v*. Thus P, leads to

2 2 3
2 U_y _’U Uy _U ’Uy
v dyzt 2 vl vl
_ v
Py = - 0 0
VU
L 0 0

Proof of Therem/[7]

When the rank of the pencil g”/ 4+ \g" is constantly equal to two, we have three possibilities:

1 0 p q O
g¢?=11 0 0f, g%=|q r Of, (47)
00 0 00 0
0 0 p q r
g7=11 0 0o, g“=|q 0 0}, (48)
0 0 r 0 0
or
01 0 0 ¢ 0
g7=110 0of, gd9=|q p r|, (49)
00 0 0 r 0

where p, g, r are arbitrary functions of u!, u?, u®. We remark that @8) and [9) are equivalent up to a
transformation of the form u' = v?,u? = v', u® = v (which preserves the form of the first metric).
However, this change of coordinate does not fix the structures (I1), and (I1),. Therefore, when the
x-part of the operator is given by (11)),, we can avoid @9), while in the other two cases, (1), and

(11D, we have to take it into account.

Case (II),. Here the first structure is (II));, and the group of transformations which preserve its
form is given by

W= e (), W= e 208, W = 0P, (50)

where 1 is constant, plus the switch of u!, u? (note that this change of coordinates transforms the
objects b}’ as components of a (2, 1)-tensor [16]). In the case where we are dealing with @Z), up to
swapping u!, u?, solutions of conditions (B) can be summarised as follows.

15



Solution 1. The first solution is given by

2 B ~ ~ !
p = p(u®) + ru', qzq(u%—%, pllopt =2 gL
552 — 552 — 9, 531 —
where k # 0 is constant. This leads to

K/U/l /US

(p+ kut) %—I—% (q—"T“z) dy—/wz—i—Qq'uz 0
K/U/2

Py = (a= =) dy + 52 — q'u 0 0
0 0 0

A change of coordinates of the form (50) transforms

2

¢’k B
p = P REp$), ¢ o~ ta@?), K ke

thus, it is always possible to choose ¢!, ¢? and v such that in the new coordinates p = ¢ = 0 and «
is fixed, let us set it equal to —2. Therefore, the operator leads to

—2p! dy — v; V2 dy + 21}5 0
Py = 02 dy, — ’Ug 0 0

0 0 0

Let us point out that in this case the 2D operator P can be view as direct sum of 2 x 2 Mokhov’s
operator [14]

Y

P:
<dz+v2dy—v§ 0

and trivial 1 x 1 operator P = 0.

—2vtd, —vl  dy+v2d,+ 2U§>

Solution 2. The second solution is given by

2 _ ~ ~ _ _ /
R B I
5%2 = —K, B§2 = ql7
where x # 0 is constant. This leads to
I{’u.;Jr ’u;’ ru? ru’
(o ) dy + S5 (= ) dy = g
2 Kku?
Poy=| (a-1%) dy+ "3 0 0
3
Huy O 0

The group acts on this case as the previous one. Thus, we can reduce p and ¢ to zero, and « to
—2, obtaining

—21 dy — ’U; V2 dy + 21}5 ’Ug
P(y) = v2 dy — v§ 0 0
—v3 0 0

y
Solution 3. In the case where x = 0, the solution is given by

B 1% B B B r
p=p?), q=q®), r=r@?®), b= 3 b =v(u?), b'=q¢ -v, b= 5
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This leads to

/7,3
pu,

pdy + — qdy—i-uug 0

7’/7143
Py = qdy+ (¢ —v)u), rdy,+—=* 0
0 0 0

Here, the group (50) acts on the objects as
p = p@)e™, g = a(@®), T = (), v (0*)r(e).

Here we have four arbitrary functions p, ¢, 7, v and only one function * and one constant 1) acting
on them. Thus, even if we could consider several cases (where some functions are constant or
zero), it does not simplify the classification. However, let us make a choice: if v is non-zero, it can
be always reduced to 1. Thus the operator leads to

/uS
pdy+p2y qdy—i—euz 0
7,3
Py =1 qdy+ (¢ —epud rdy+ 5% 0] (51)
0 0 0

with € equal either to 0 or 1.

Let us deal with @8). If r = 0, solutions of conditions (3) lead to (BI) (replacing r with 0).
Otherwise, we have

~ p/ ~ ~
p=p®), q¢=@), r=r@®), b'=%, b’=4q, b’=r,

2
which leads to s
pdy—l—p;y qdy—l—q’ufj Tdy—i-r’uz
Py = qd, 0 0
T dy 0 0
In this case, (50) transform p, ¢, r as
1Y/ (13 2V/0n( 3 3
p o e (p(<p3) B 2(@(;;‘)(/90 ))7 ¢ — q(®) — (90(207;520 ), N zs(;g)?ew'

Thus, since  # 0, we can always reduce 7 to 1 and p and ¢ to 0, obtaining

0 0 d,
Ppy=10 0 0
d, 0 0

Case ({I),. Here the first structure is ({II),, and the group of transformations which preserve its
form is given by
3 3
ut = el 1 o1 (0?), W=V Wl = 3 (0P, (52)
In the case where the second metric is of the form @Z), conditions (B) lead to two structures,
given respectively by

/
p=p’), q=q@’), r=0, =0 BP=—5="T B =¢. (53)
and
- pu? P pu' +p'
p = p(ud)ut + p(u?), q-li—T, r=0, bl =0pd! 2’ bt = ) , bi2=—p,
/,,2
712 pu 31 713 _ K
b3 - 92 ) b _b3 Ev
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where « is constant.
In the case where the second structure is of the form given by [@8), conditions (§) lead again to
two structures, where the first is the same as (53), and the second is given by

2 - ~ ~ /a1 =/ ~
p=pyt + i), q=n-T rer@d), W= =L =T IE oy,
/0,2
712 pu 713 731 k 13 731
b3 :—T, b3 :—b3 :T—E, b2 —b —2,
which corresponds to (54) replacing r, b33, b33, b3", b3 with
3 713 st _ T g13 731 K
r=r(u bs® = —by = —, b®=-by =r— —.
( )7 2 2 w2’ 3 3 u2
Finally, considering (49), conditions (§) imply
~ ~ r ~ ~ q ~ ~
p=0. q=q®), r=r@), W=-0'= W =-BP=5 Bleg BPer
Summarising, this case leads to three different structures, namely
/.3 3 1__.3
pdy+ 3> qdy —F 0 qdy,
Py =|qdy+qdul 0 0 |, Puy=|ady+ q’lug 0 rd,+rud|. (55
Ly 0 0 Lol pd, 0
(pul +13) dy + PuLJr(p’glJr;ﬁ’)uZ (Ii _ %) dy _ pu?j . p'u;uz , dy i ru§+(r’7;27n)uz
E u
P( ) = (,{ — ﬁ) d, + ﬂ 0 0
y 2 y T 3
3.2
r dy + nuyuzruy 0 0
(56)

These are the more general solutions assuming the first operator given by (II),. In these cases, a
transformation of the form (52) allows to simplify these structures, but we will get more cases. Let
us discuss each operator in detail.
Let us consider an operator of the form (53),. Under change of coordinates of the form (52), p
and ¢ transform as
—2¢_ ¢ 3 3
p = e p(¢"), a = a(@).

Thus, if p vanishes and ¢ = £ is constant, we get § = &g, b = &b, that is, a trivial operator. If p
vanishes, but ¢ is arbitrary, it can be easily reduce to v®. Otherwise, if p # 0, it can be always
reduced to 1, and, if ¢ is not constant, the freedom in u3 = 3 (v?) allows to reduce q to v3. Therefore,

in this case we get the following non-trivial canonical forms

ed, vid, - dy Kkdy —F
P(y) = |3 dy + vg 0 0 , P(y) = | kdy 0 0 ,
3,3 3
el 0 0 ) 0

v
where & is constant and ¢ can be either 0 or 1.

When the operator takes the form (53),, if r vanishes, it reduces to the first operator of the
previous case with ¢ = 0. In general, a change of coordinates given by (52) with ¢ = const,
transforms r and ¢ as

3 - s 7
4TI T Ty
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Notice that here we have to impose the constraint ¢ = const, otherwise we would have an extra
function in the metric written in the new coordinates. Thus, for r # 0, choosing ¢!, ¢? such that
(@) =r(p?), (¢') = q(p?), r can be brought to 1 and ¢ to 0, obtaining

’Ul

0 0 %

P(y) = 01 dy
—% d, 0

Finally, we have to look at the case (56). In the general case, a change of coordinates of the form
(B2) transforms the functions p, p and r as

2r (%)Y’ oV 5 ~ 3 3 1_27’(%’3)(‘%’1)/ 20 o (e

Thus, if » # 0, we can reduce p and p to zero and r to 1. Otherwise, if r = 0 and p # 0, we can
brought p to 1 and p to zero. If both r and p are equal to zero, then j can be reduced to 1. Finally, if
r=p=p=0,wehave § = kg, b = kb. Therefore, the canonical form of can be summarised as
follow

p— (p(wg) -

2 _kod kvl
0 Kdy dy+ dy wdy —F
Py = rdy 0 0 , Pyy=|rd, 0 0o |,
dy + =0 0 =20 0
1 vy v’ 2 v
vidy + 5 (/{—7) dy —v, —
'U2
Py = (/@—%) dy + 2 0 0
3
e 0 0

Remark. Allowing linear change of the independent variables 2 and y, one can easily see that it is
always possible to reduce to zero the part of P,y which is proportional to P,). This means that we
can set x equal to zero in the above canonical forms.

Case (I1),. Here the first structure is given by (I1),. In the first case, that is, when the second metric
is given by ([@7), conditions (B) imply

/ 3./ 3
3 3 3)2 711 _ P 712 u-p 731 713 2u°p — Kk
p:p(u)a q=kK—-uwp, T:(u)pa b3 :57 b3 = - 9 b3 :_b3 :u1u3—u2’
3,/ 3\2,/ 3(9,,3
721 _ u-p 722 _ 3 (u”)?p 723 _ 332 _ U (2u’p — k)
= WEupt T W= =y e
Thus, the operator leads
pdy + p,;z (k —udp)dy, — u3p2’u3 - (zu:p;,{)gg
L E U U —u
3,7 3 3 3\2,./ 3 3 3, 3
P(y) = (k- ng) dy — (2p+u2p 2y (UB)QP dy + Gupr )V ehu, v (537;11’_:2)% ’
(2u3p71~c)u2 u3(2u3p71~c)u2
T T T v 0

where p = p(u3) and & is constant. First of all, by linear change of = and y, we can set x to 0. A
change of coordinates which preserves P, namely

ul—\/?;)”“r\/ﬁ’ “2_\/@”24‘0\/@, W = (o),
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where ¢ = const, transforms p into &(;"). This means that, if p # % for £ constant, we can always
v u
reduce p to 1, obtaining

20303
3 kit T
dy v°d, T
2(v°)%v
= 23 23 3\2 3,,3 y
P v d;’ : v, (v°) dys—tz; vy Tt |
2v°v 2(v°)%v
e T 0
Otherwise, setting p = %, we get
3 3 3
gdy _ 8y —&dy, + fuy, 20w,
u3 (u? )i Y 2u2 'u,?’u%1 —gu2
_ Eu 3 u, 28u”
Po) = [ —€dy — 5% &udy+ 5 mrta
2£u3 2£u%uz
T T me— 0

In the cases where the second metric is given by [@8) or by @9), conditions (B) imply

’U,3:‘<L

p:’]":O’ q:,k;/’ ’653:—’631: 523:—632:

wlu3 _u2’ wlu3 _u2’

where £ is constant. This leads to a trivial operator, since § = kg and b = kb.
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