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Hamiltonian perturbations at the second order approximation

Di Yang*
School of Mathematical Sciences, USTC, Hefei 230026, P.R. China

Abstract

Integrability condition of Hamiltonian perturbations of integrable Hamiltonian PDEs
of hydrodynamic type up to the second order approximation is considered.
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1 Introduction

Let M be an n-dimensional complex manifold. Consider the following system of Hamiltonian
PDEs of hydrodynamic type:

0H,
at(va) = na68w<5vﬁ(;)>, v= (v} .., eM zeS teR, (1.1)

where (n®%) is a given symmetric invertible constant matrix, Hy := J g1 ho(v) dz is a given
local functional (called the Hamiltonian), and §/6v” (z) denote the variational derivative. Here
and below, free Greek indices take the integer values 1,...,n, and the Einstein summation
convention is assumed for repeated Greek indices with one-up and one-down; the matrix (770‘5 )
and its inverse (1,3) are used to raise and lower Greek indices, e.g. v, := nagvﬁ . The
Hamiltonian density hg(v) is assumed to be a holomorphic function of v. More explicitly,
equations (LI) have the form:

aﬁ 82}10

O (vY) = AS(v)v), where AS(v) =17 508507 °

Basic assumption: (A§(v)) has pairwise distinct eigenvalues A1(v),...,A\n(v) on an open
dense subset U of M.

Let us perform a change of variables (v!,...,v") — (Ri,...,R,) with non-degenerate
Jacobian on U. We call Rq,..., R, a complete set of Riemann invariants, if evolutions along
Ry, ..., R, are all diagonal, namely,

8t(RZ) = V;(R)ax(RZ), 1= 1,...,n, (1.2)

where V;’s are some functions of R = (R, ..., R,). Below, free Latin indices take the integer
values 1,...,n unless otherwise indicated. Clearly, equations (I.2]) imply that the gradients of
Riemann invariants are eigenvectors of (A%), namely,

AGRia = NiRig, Vi= A (1.3)
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with R; o := 0,(R;). Similar notations like R; ; := 0;(R;), Ri ji := 0j0k(R;), --- will also be
used. Here and below, 0, := Oye, 0; := OR,.

It was proven by Tsarev [2I] that the integrability of equations (L) is equivalent to
the existence of complete Riemann invariants. Here, “integrability” means existence of suf-
ficiently many conservation laws/infinitesimal symmetries (See Definition 2.2]). It was shown
by B. Dubrovin [10] 1] that existence of a complete set of Riemann invariants is equivalent
to wanishing of the following Haantjes tensor:

Hogy = (AaporAgsAay + AgpoAsgAay + Aypo AagAgy) AL O™V, (14)

where A,p, = 0,050, (ho) and 6% = pnf¢ — p¥pfr. Note that H,p, automatically
vanishes if the signature («, 8,7) = 0; so for n = 1 or for n = 2, the system (1)) is always
integrable.

We proceed to the study of Hamiltonian perturbations [4L [5, @ [10L 1], 14} [16] of (L.II)

O (v) = na68w<%>, eSS teR, v=(v',...;0") e M. (1.5)

Here, H := fsl hdr = Z;‘;O ¢/ H; is the Hamiltonian with H; := fsl hj(v,v1,v2,...,v5) dz, and
h; are differential polynomials of v satisfying the following homogeneity condition:

j
Oh;

§ (v —2 = jh;, j=>0. (1.6)

- oy

(=1

We recall that the variational derivative reads

[e.e]

OH g9
oy~ 2% <av5>'

In the above formulae, vj' := oL (v®), £ > 0, and we recall that a differential polynomial of v
is a polynomial of v1,vs,... whose coefficients are holomorphic functions of v. The ring of
differential polynomials of v is denoted by A,. Note that the Hamiltonian operator n°?d,
defines a Poisson bracket {, } on the space of local functionals F := { [, fdz | f € A,[[e]]},
{,}: FxF—=F, by

OF G
F,G} = Py dv, VFGeF. 1.7

(2.6) = [ Gy (5 ) & o
It is helpful to view v*(z) as a “local functional” v*(z) = [ v*(y)d(y — x) dy, called the
coordinate functional. Then one can write equation (L) in the form

(™) = {v¥x), H}.

Clearly, a system of Hamiltonian PDEs of hydrodynamic type (II]) can be obtained from (.3])
simply by taking the dispersionless limit: ¢ — 0.

The perturbed system (L3)) is called integrable if its dispersionless limit is integrable and
each conservation law of (ILT) can be extended to a conservation law of (LH). In this paper,
we start with a system of integrable Hamiltonian PDEs of hydrodynamic type, and study the
conditions such that the perturbation (L)) is integrable up to the second order approximation.



Theorem 1.1. Assume that ([I1) is integrable. Denote by U the open dense subset under
consideration, by Ai,...,\, the distinct eigenvalues of (Ag), and by R = (Rl,...,Rn) the
associated complete Riemann invariants. A Hamiltonian perturbatz'on of (L) of the form
H = Hy+eHy + O(€?) with Hy = fsl v)dz, H = fsl " pi(R) R, dx is integrable at the
first order approximation iff

Wijk — Wikj = Gij Wik + Qj Wik — ik Wij — Qe Wiy Ve(i,j, k) = £1. (1.8)
Here, a;; and w;; are defined by

aij = ' LJ ‘ wij = pigj i\)]fl s V (3 75 J- (1.9)
_ Y

Assume that i ;(v) # 0 for v e U. If a Hamiltonian perturbation of (I1) of the form

H = Hy + € Hy + O(e) (1.10)
with Hy = fsl ho(u) dx, Hy = fsl ” 1di5(R) Ry R dw (dij = dj;) is integrable, then there
exist functions C;(R;) such that

dii = — Ci(Ri) Nii, (1.11)
d;; djk dpi .

= v k) ==+1. 1.12

<)‘i_)‘j>,k " <)‘j_)\k>7i * <)\k_)\i>,j 07 6(2737 ) ( )

An equivalent description of (LII))-(II2) is that the density hy can be written in the form

ZO D Nii Ri2 + Z i) sij Rin R, (1.13)
#J

where s;; 1= ¢; j — ¢;,; for some functions ¢;(R).

One important tool of studying Hamiltonian perturbations is to use Miura-type and quasi-
Miura transformations [14]. Recall that a Miura-type transformation near identity is given by
an invertible map of the form

o
v w, w® = Z ¢ W (v, v1, .05 00) , Wi =0, (1.14)
§=0

where W, j > 0 are differential polynomials of v homogeneous of degree j with respect to
the degree assignments deg vy’ = ¢, £ > 1. A Miura-type transformation is called canonical if
there exists a local functional K, such that

2
w® = v* + e{va(x),K} + 5{{1}”‘@),[(},]{} SNEEE (1.15)

where K = 3777 ¢/K;j. Two Hamiltonian perturbations of the same form (LH) are called
equivalent if they are related via a canonical Miura-type transformation. A Hamiltonian
perturbation (L3]) is called trivial if it is equivalent to (LII).

A map of the form (LI4]) is called a quasi-Miura transformation, if W, £ > 1 are allowed
to have rational and logarithmic dependence in v,. The Hamiltonian perturbation (LX) is
called quasi-trivial or possessing quasi-triviality, if it is related via a canonical quasi-Miura



transformation to ((LT]). The precise definition used in this paper for quasi-Miura transforma-
tion is given in Section 3. Many interesting nonlinear PDE systems possess quasi-triviality;
for example, it was shown in [I2] that if (LX) is bihamiltonian then it is quasi-trivial.

The existence of quasi-triviality of (5] at the second order approximation and its rela-
tionship with integrability together with an application are described in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Assume (11) is integrable and \;; is nowhere zero in U. Part 1. Up to
the second order approximation, the Hamiltonian perturbation (IL23) is quasi-trivial iff it is
integrable. Part 11. If Hy has the form (I.13), then the Hamiltonian perturbation (I.10) is
O(€?)-integrable.

For the cases n = 1,2, Theorem [[.2] agrees with the results of [I8] and [9].

The article is organized as follows. In Section [ we review some terminologies about
Hamiltonian PDEs. In Section B, we study integrability of (ILHl) up to the second order
approximation. An example of non-integrable perturbation is given in Section [l

2 Preliminaries
In this section, we will recall several terminologies in the theory of Hamiltonian perturbations;

more terminologies can be found in e.g. [14 211, 12} 6} [7, 8] 10l 20].
Definition 2.1. A local functional Fy = [ fo(v) dx is called a conserved quantity of (Z1) if

ary

o = 0. (2.1)

Here the density fo(v) is a holomorphic function of v.

We also often call a conserved quantity a conservation law. Note that for simplicity we will
exclude the degenerate ones with fy(v) = const from conservation laws.

Since (L)) is a Hamiltonian system, equation (2) can be written equivalently as
{Ho, b} =0, (2.2)

where {, } denotes the Poisson bracket defined in (I7]). According to Noether’s theorem, (2.1])
is also equivalent to the statement that the following Hamiltonian flow generated by Fj

vg o= {v%(x), Fo}

commutes with (ILI]). Let (M,g) denote the Hessian of f, i.e. Myp := 0,05(f). Equation ([Z.1))
then reads
AY Mg = MY Ag. (2.3)

Definition 2.2. The PDE system (I1l) is called integrable if it possesses an infinite family of
conserved quantities parametrized by n arbitrary functions of one variable.

A necessary and sufficient condition for integrability of (II]) is the vanishing of the Haan-
tjes tensor H,g, ([4) as recalled already in the introduction. We will assume that (IL.I)) is



integrable and study its perturbations. Recall that vanishing of the Haantjes tensor ensures
the existence of a complete set of Riemann invariants {Ry, ..., R, }. We have

AR, = N Rig, (2.4)
Mg Ria = piRig.

Here, p; are eigenvalues of (M g‘) For a generic conserved quantity Fp, the eigenvalues 1, ..., tin
on the U are also pairwise distinct. In terms of \;, u; the flow commutativity is equivalent to

a;; = bij, Vi#j, (2.6)
where

Hi,j
aj = — by = 2.7
J )\7, o )\] J i — N] ( )

The compatibility condition
Mijk = HMikjs Ve(i,j, k) = =+1
for equations (2.6]) reads as follows
(ki = pe) (@i — @irg) — (15 — ) (@ijp + aijaje + amakj — ajaig) = 0. (2.8)

Definition requires that equation (2.8]) is true for infinitely many F{ parametrized by n
arbitrary functions of one variable. So the coefficients of 11; — py, and of p1; — py, must vanish:

aijk — Qik; = 0, Ve(i,j, k) = =£1, (2.9)
aijr + Qe + aipag; — agag = 0, Ve(i,j, k) = £1. (2.10)
Note that (2ZI0) is implied by equations ([Z9]) and 27]).
Definition 2.3. A local functional ' := Z;’io ¢/ F; is called a conserved quantity of (L3), if

dF

dt
Here, F; = fsl fi(v,v1,...,v5) dx, j > 0 with f; being differential polynomials of v homogeneous
of degree j.

= 0. (2.11)

Conserved quantities (or say conservation laws) considered in this paper are always of the form
as in Definition

Equation (2I1) can be equivalently written as
{H,F} =0,
which is recast into an infinite sequence of equations
{Ho, Fo} = 0,
{Ho, F1} + {H1,Fo} = 0,
{Ho, Fo} + {H1, F1} + {H2, Fo} = 0,
ete. .
Definition 2.4. A Hamiltonian perturbation (I1) is called integrable if its dispersionless
limit (I1) is integrable and generic conservation laws of (I1]) can be extended to those of (1.1).

For N > 1, {I3) is called O(e")-integrable if its dispersionless limit (I1) is integrable and
every generic conservation law Fy of (I1]) can be extended to a local functional F, s.t.

{H,F} = O(N*Y), (2.12)



3 Proofs of Theorems [I.1] and

In this section, we study integrability of the Hamiltonian system (I.5]) up to the second order
approximation, and prove Theorems [[.1] and

Assume that (1) is integrable.

We start with the first order approximation. Let us first look at the integrability condition
of the O(e!)-approximation. Denote

H = Hy + e¢H, + O() (3.1)

with Hy = fsl Palw)ud de =31 fSl pi(R) R;, dz. Here, the functions p, and p; are assumed
to satisfy po = > iy DiRia
Proof of Theorem [Tl  Denote by HNQB the exterior differential of the 1-form p,du®

0o = Pa,g — DB,a- (3.2)
In the coordinate chart of the Riemann invariants Ry, ..., R,, we have
0ij = 0u® 0o d;u’ = pij — Dji-
The O(e')-integrability says any local functional Fy = [ f(u) da satisfying
{Hy, Fo} = 0
can be extended to a local functional
F = Fy + eF| + O()

such that
{H,F} = O(). (3.3)

Here, the local function Fj is of the form

F = / Jo(u)uy do = Z/ ¢i(R) R, dz . (3.4)
st = s

Equation (3.3]) reads as follows
{Ho, F1} + {H1,Fo} = 0,

which is equivalent to 3 3 . .
GQ»YMg + HB’YM(;{ = @w/Ag + @57143 (3.5)

or, in the coordinate system of the Riemann invariants, to
X=X =y

Vi g (3.6)

Here, ©43 = Ga.8 — 48,a: ©ij := ¢i,j — ¢j,;- The compatibility condition of ([B.0G]) is given by

®ij,k + @jk,i + ®ki,j = 0, V&(i,j, k’) = +1. (37)



Introduce the notations

Then equations ([B.7) imply

O [wij (i — p1j) ] + O [wj (e — pe) I + 0 [wii (e — )] = 0, Ve(i,j, k) =+1,
ie.
wijk (i = pg) + wij (pik — k) + cyclic = 0, Ve(i,j, k) = £1. (3.9)
Substituting equations (2.0]), (2.7) in equations (3.9]) we obtain

wijk (i — pg) + wij (aip(pi — pr) — ajp(p; — pr)) + cyclic = 0, (3.10)
from which we obtain that for any pairwise distinct 4, j, k,
(ki = 1) (Wi ke + Wij Qik — Wik Qi + W)k Aki — Whi j — Whi Gij)
+ (5 — p) (—wij e — wWij Ak + Wik + Wik Ggi — Wi Gkj + Wk ai) = 0. (3.11)
As a result we conclude that
Wijk T WijQik — Wik Qji + Wik Qi — Wkij — Wkiai; = 0, Ve(i,j k) = £1, (3.12)
—Wijk — Wij Qjk + Wikg T Wik Gji — Wk Gk + wWigai; = 0, Ve(i,j, k) =+1. (3.13)

The part on the first order approximation of the theorem is proved.
In below we will continue to prove the second part.

Let us consider the condition of quasi-triviality at the first order of approximation. We
call the Hamiltonian perturbation (B is quasi-trivial, if there exists a local functional

such that
{Hy, Ko} = H;. (3.14)

Clearly, our definition of quasi-triviality at the first order approximation is the same as trivi-
ality. Equation ([BI4]) is equivalent to the existence of a function v satisfying

Ok, 00

Pa = G e Ty (3.15)

Eliminating 1 in the above equation we find the following equivalent equation to (B.14)):

- Pho . ko

= — A7 Nl
Oucp uBouY " *  Quedur B (3.16)

In the coordinate chart of Riemann invariants, equations (3.I5]) and (BI6]) become

pi = Nikoi+ v, (3.17)

= koi; + aijko; + ajikoy, P F g (3.18)
N



Proposition 3.1. Assume (I1l) is integrable. At the first order approximation, the Hamilto-
nian perturbation (31) is (quasi-)trivial iff it is integrable.

Proof. The compatibility condition of equation ([BI8]) is given by
Okko,ij = Ojkoik , Ve(i, g, k) = +1,
which yields

0ij Oik
Ok <)\ 'y — ajj ko — aji k‘o,j> = 0 <)\i v aik ko — Qg k‘o,k) . (3.19)

Substituting equation ([BI8]) into (BI9]) we find

Wijk — Qi Wik — Qi Wik — kog aijr + Koj(aziajr — ajik) + kox(akiai; + agjaz;)

= Wik — GikWij — QkiWkj — Ko, @ik + kok(ariar; — akij) + koj(ajiai + ajpar;) -

(3.20)
Finally substituting equations (2.9]) and (Z.I0) into (3:20]), we have
Wijk — Qi Wik — G Wik = Wikj — Qik Wij — Qg Wi, Y (4,4, k) = %1, (3.21)
which finishes the proof. O
We now proceed to the second order approximation. Let
H = Hy + eH, + € Hy + O(%) (3.22)
be a Hamiltonian perturbation of (II) with
Hy = dog(v) v 0P do = / Z dijRizR;, dx (3.23)
St St ij=1
and
dop = dgo,  dij = dji = dagv0”,. (3.24)

Assume as always that (L)) is integrable, and assume that [(3.22) is O(e!)-integrable. Accord-
ing to Proposition Bl there exists a canonical Miura-type transformation reducing H; to the
zero functional. So the assumption that H; = 0 used in (LI0) in the statement of Theorem [[]
does not lose generality.

Let us study the necessary condition of O(e?)-integrability for (3.22).

Continuation of Proof of Theorem [Tl  Recall that the O(e?)-integrability means that, for
a generic conservation law Fy of (ILTl), there exists a local functional of the form

= / [)ag(u) uy ug dr = Z DZ] JRi R dx (3.25)
Sl
i,7=1
such that
{Ho, 2} + {H2,Fo} = 0. (3.26)



Note that equation ([B:26]) implies

Mfdyg — Midye = Al Dyg — AG Do, (3.27)
MJ dpop + Mg dps + ME dpyo — Mgy dps — M(fﬁ dp, — ng dpo
- M7 dﬁ%p - ME dm,p - M«? daﬁ,p
= (M <+ A, d+ D). (3.28)

In the coordinate system of the complete Riemann invariants, (3.27) and (3.:28) become

D; dij .
= . Yi# g 3.29
i — Ai = Aj (3.29)
NiaDij + NjiDji + XijDy + (N —XN)Dyji + (Aj — N) Dy + (M — Aj) D

= wigdij + pyidjp + pijdia + (i — ) diji + (g — ) dis; + (—pg)dije, V4,51,

(3.30)
Note that in the derivation of (830]) we have used (B3.29]).
Taking j = [ =i in (B30) we obtain
Aii Dii = piidii - (3.31)

By assumption, in the subset U of M, \; satisfy \;; # 0. Thus there exist functions C;(R)
such that
Dii = — CZ(R) Hii s dii = — CZ(R) )\,’ - (3.32)

Taking [ = j and i # j in ([B.30) we find

AiiDji + (N = Nj)Djji = pjadi; + (b — i) djji, YV j#i (3.33)
Substituting (332)) into (333) and using ([Z.9) we obtain
Cja (N = Ajpgg — (i — mj)Ajg) = 0, Vi#i, (3.34)

which implies

Cia =0, Vj#i,

ie.

Ci(R) = Cj(R;).
Taking [ = ¢ and j # 4 in (3:30) and using B.31]),([333]) we find

AiiDij + (N = Aj)Diji = piidiy + (i — 1) diji - (3.35)
Taking j =i and [ # ¢ in (3:30) and using [B.33]), we find
XiiDii + (N = XN)Dpii = paidi + (i — ) digi s (3.36)

which coincides with ([335]). It is straightforward to check that ([3:29) and ([Z9)) imply (3.35).
So ([B35]) does not give new constraints to d;j, i # j.

Now we use (3.30)) in the case (i, j,1) = £1. First, by (3.29)) it is convenient to write

Dij = sij(pi —p3), dij = sij(Ni— X)), i#7, (3.37)



where s;; are some anti-symmetric fields. Substituting [3:37) in (330) and using (29) we
obtain

(817 + 8jip + sitg) (N — M) (g — pa) — (Nj — A) (e — ) = 0, Ve(i,g,l) ==x1. (3.38)
Hence

S1j,i + Sjil + Silj = 0, v E(i,j,l) =+1. (339)

The theorem is proved. O

We now consider the condition of quasi-triviality for the Hamiltonian perturbation (3:22])
with Hy = 0. Such a perturbation is called quasi-trivial if there exists a local functional K of
the form

K = eK; + O(e), Klz/ k1 (u;ug) dz,
S1

such that
Hy + e¢{Hy,K} = H. (3.40)
Here k; is also required to satisfy the following homogeneity condition:
9 Ok 0k Ok Okq
rawl\awr %\5.7)) T a7 "%\ 55 ) 3.41
;TUT au?f <8u6 <aug>> ouB aug ( )

Equation (B341]) is equivalent to the following linear PDE system:

Uy kl ugubu + kl abul T 0, (3.42)
ux kl,u%uﬁ - uxu:c kl u’yuau kl RN = 0. (343)
From equation (3.40]) we obtain
{Ho, K1} = Ho,
which is equivalent to
5 0K,
— | H Aluld = 0. 3.44
(5up(a;)< 2t /51 ou(x) 7he x) (344)
Equations ([B8.44]) read explicitly as follows
2
Oky Oky
1)707 a v (Mg (P —
Z axap{aﬁu uf + A <aa ax<au%)>] 0. (3.45)

Jj=

We will now prove Theorem [[.2] by solving equations ([3.42)), (3.43), (3.45).
Proof of Theorem Part 1. We first prove that quasi-triviality implies integrability.
Comparing the coefficients of uJ,, of both sides of equations ([B:45]) gives
Ag kl,u%ug = Ag kl,ugug' (346)
In terms of the Riemann invariants, equations (3.46]) read
D kirigr;, RioRjp(\—X) = 0,
i#]
which implies

kir,r, =0, Yi#j. (3.47)

10



Lemma 3.2. Up to a total x-derivative, ki must have the form

ki = ZCi(Rl,...,Rn)RiwlogRim — Ci(Rl,...,Rn)Rm + @i(RI,---an)Rim (3.48)
=1

for some Cj, ¢;. Moreover, if k1 has the form (348) then it satisfies (342), (343), (340)-

Proof. Equations ([3:47) imply that k; must have the variable separation form
n
ki = Y Bi(Ri,..,Rn;iRiy). (3.49)
i=1
Noting that

n
kiue = g k1,r,, Ria,

i=1

n
kl,u%uf = Z kLRiijxRLaRj,ﬁ;
i,7=1

n
K woubur = E: kiR, R, Ry, RiaRjaRE

LuQuzug
i k=1

and substituting equation ([3.49)) into equations ([B.42]) we obtain
Riz Bi R, Ri,R:, + 2BiRi,r;, = 0.
If follows that
B; = Ei(R) + ¢i(R)R;, + Ci(R)R;i,log Ri, — Ci(R)R;, (3.50)

for some functions Cj, ¢;, F;. Finally, noticing that

n
Frus = (kurRip+ kR, Ripoud) ,
i=1
n n
kiuows = Y </€1,Rij Rjp+ klvRiijijﬂng> Rio+ Y kg, Rias,
i,j=1 i=1
n
j— g . .
Fyusutr = O (RLR Ry, B Bro + KRRy, Ry, Rinot?) Ria Ry
i.jk=1

n
+ Y kugi,r,, (RiayRis+ RiaRjpy)

,j=1

and substituting (3.49)), (3.50]) into ([B:43) we obtain

5 <§: Ei(R)> =0, (3.51)

which finishes the proof. O

11



Now collect the terms of (48] containing us,u?,

st 3k, 3k >
A% + A% — 2Aa7 = 0. 3.52
< auaaux oug P ouaouboug auaf)ux ou? (38.52)

W

Trr SCSC

Lemma 3.3. If ky satisfies (347) then it automatically satisfies (352).

Proof. We have

LHS of (3.52)

n
= ), ug, Z k1R, R Ry, Rlo (AQRigRj o + AGR; R o — 2A5R; 5 R p)

- xw (E{E Z kl RizRigRig RZ o] (A RZ BRZ ot AaRZ PRZ o 245 RZ BR 7P)
i=1

n

=, ul, Y kiR, ik N (RipRipRio + RigRipRio — 2Ri o RigRi )
i=1

= 0.

The lemma, is proved. [l

Comparing the coefficients of ugx of the both sides of ([3.45]) yields
2A0 K, uaufm — AGky yaur s — 3AG Fy uaupum — AS. K, woubul Uz Cuy
+ AG (Frugwr — Bruoug) + A (krugus = Ky yays) — 2dps = 0. (3.53)
Substituting (3:48)) into (B.53]) we obtain the following lemma.
Lemma 3.4. The functions C; must satisfy
Cij =0, Yi#j (3.54)
Proof. Noting that

ki,r,, = Cilog Riy + ¢,
k1R, ,r; = Cijlog Riy + i,
ki,r; r;, = Cidij R,

we find that the only possible terms containing log R;,. in equations ([B.53]) are
Ag (kl,u%uﬂ - kl,uaug) ’ Ag (kl’“%“p o kl,“a“g) :

If follows that > " i (i — )\j)(RiﬂRj,p + Rivajﬂ) log R;,, = 0, which yields

INES 1
ZCJ i) (RigRip+ RipRjp) = 0.
J#i
This gives ([8.54). The lemma is proved. O

12



Lemma 3.5. The daﬁ must have the form

— __Zo ) Nia Rip+ Nig Ria) + Zsm i) RiaR;g, (3.55)
Z#J

where s;j = ¢; j — @i for some functions ¢;.

Proof. Using equations ([B.53]) we obtain

2dpsulul = —2 ZC’ i) Aiz Riz + Z sij (\i — Aj) Rig R - (3.56)
i,j=1

The lemma is proved. O

Finally, let us check that equalities (B45) hold true if dys and k; are given by (B55) and (B4S).
Indeed, collecting the rest terms of both sides of ([B.45]) we find that it suffices to show

- (daﬂ Puxux 2dpﬁ ,Yuyug)
= Ao‘zﬂ (kl ucuPr — u kl uauauﬂ) - Ao‘uV (kl,u“fua — UU kl uo'u"/ua)
— A, uSulul ky wout + ASpu Tud (k1ugur — k1 yoye —ulky wbusul o), (3.57)

yo Yx Yx

where A?;Be = 0 0504030c(h). Indeed, the contribution of ¢;-terms is just a result of canon-
ical Miura-type transformation and note that equations ([3.45) depend on ki linearly, so we
can assume ¢; = 0, 7 = 1,...,n. Then by straightforward calculations we find that the both
sides of the above equations (B57) are equal to — > C;(R;) (i gsRip + NipRi ps) ugui

We have proved that the Hamiltonian perturbation [B22]) possesses quasi-triviality at
O(e?)-approximation iff dng has the form ([B55). We continue to show quasi-triviality implies
integrability.

Lemma 3.6. If a Hamiltonian perturbation of the form ([3.22) with Hy = 0 is quasi-trivial at
the second order approximation, then it is O(e?)-integrable.

Proof. We have proved that there exist functions C;(R;) and ¢;(R) such that equations (3.55])
hold true. And the quasi-triviality is generated by € K1 + O(€?) :

K = / Z Ci(R;) Rizlog Ri, — Ci(R;)Riy + ¢i(R1, ..., Ry) Riy dx. (3.58)
St

For a generic conservation law Fy = [ fo(v)da of (L)), denote by s, ..., u, the distinct
eigenvalues of the Hessian (M g) of fy. The calculations above can be applied to Fy, which
give

Fy = {Fy, K} = / < Z Ci(Ri) piyRiz + = Z — 1) 8ij RMRM> dz.  (3.59)
#J
Then using the Jacobi identity we obtain {Hy, Fo} + {Ha, Fp} = 0. The lemma is proved. [
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We proceed to prove that integrability implies quasi-triviality. According to Theorem L]
it suffices to show that the expression ([LI3)) and the expression (B.55]) are equivalent. Note
that in the coordinate chart of the complete Riemann invariants, (3.55]) becomes

dy = 5 (ClR)As + Ci(Ry)A) + st ), (3.60)
Z#J

where s;j; = ¢; ; — ¢;; for some functions ¢;. It then suffices to show that —%(C’i(Ri)/\i,j +
Cj(Rj)Aj,i), Vi # j can be absorbed into the term % > izisij (A — Aj). This is true because

o, (C’ i(Ri)Aij + C(Rj) A, Z) . ai<Cj(Rj))\j7k + Ck(Rk))\k,j>

Ai — Aj Aj— Ak
Cr(Ri) ki + Ci(Ri) N\ o
+ 9 k() Ak + CilBNi ) 0, Ve(,jk) = £1. (3.61)
A — N
Part 1 is proved. Part II then follows from Lemma and the above proved equivalence
between ([LI3) and (B55]). The theorem is proved. O
4 Example

The two component irrotational water wave equations in 14 1 dimensions [I], 23] are given by

00
/ e—zkxdx {Znt cosh [k6(1+un)] — q—wsinh [k€(1+ﬂn)]} = 0, (41)
2 2 2
m oo e (77+NQJ:77:0) O€ Nza
72 = . 4.2

Here, 4 and o are constants. For simplicity we will only consider the case ¢ = 0. Denote
r=14pn, v=pg,. Then we can rewrite (LI)-(£2) as the perturbation of a system of
Hamiltonian PDEs of hydrodynamic type:

re=(1+Q) 12 2 _1 aZJ L%~ 1y), (4.3)
7=1

Vp = —Tp — VU +

j 25 —2 - .
&, (Vret QTR Pty T e
27" 1+e2r2 ' '

: oo (S 525 0 9 : : o
where @) is an operator defined by @ := zj 1 BT 0y’ o r<J. The dispersionless limit of

E3)—(E4) was studied by Whitham [22] and is integrable. Now we look at the second order
approximation of (3])—(Z4)):

1
re = —(rv), + € (—7’27‘5(;1):(; — grgvm) + O(eh), (4.5)
2(1 2 o 4
Vg = — Ty — VU + € (57* vx) + O(€%). (4.6)
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This approximation has the Hamiltonian structure:

H = Hy + € Hy, + O(), (4.8)

1, 72 1 39
HO = — —rv° + —d"]}', H2 = =T Uy dz . (49)
g1 2 2 St

Proposition 4.1. The system ({{.3)—(4-4) is not integrable in the sense of Definition[Z2

Proof. The Riemann invariants are Ry = v/2 4+ /7, Ry = v/2 — y/r. And the eigenvalues are
3 1 1 3
A :—’U—\/;:—§R1—§R2, )\2:—U+\/;:—§R1—§R2. (4.10)

This gives A1 = Aa2 = —3/2. According to Theorems [LTHIZ] , the perturbation ) is
quasi-trivial at the second order approximation iff the following equation has a solution:

— ((R1 — R2)(¢1,2 — h2,1)) Rip Ras

3 3 R; — Ry)S
+ S Ci(R1) R} + 5 Ca(Ry) Ryl = B~ Ry)’ (R, + Ra,)*.
2 2 384
However, the solution set to this equation is empty. The proposition is proved. O

Let us provide additional evidence supporting the already proved statement of Proposi-
tion LT which is more straightforward. It is easy to verify that system (£3])-(#&4) has four
linearly independent conservation laws:

/rd:z:, /vdm, /rvd:n, — H.
St S St

We will show these form all the conservation laws for ([@3])-(Z4]). Indeed, only the following
four conservation laws of the dispersionless limit of (£3])—(4.4)

2
/rda;, /vdm, /rvdx, /%mﬂ—i—%dw (4.11)
51 st 51 51

can be extended to conservation laws at the second order approximation for ([@3])—-(@4]). To
see this, denote u! = r, u? = v, and let

F=Fy+F+0() = flu)dx + 62/ Dos(uw) udul + O(e3)
St St

be a conserved quantity of [A3)—(@4]) at the second order approximation. Then we have

foo =7 frr, (4'12)
,ulzfrv_\/;frm ,u2:frv+\/;frr, (413)
do = 2
di1 = doo = 381 (r1 —ra)”, (4.14)
0 0
Dy = — Rg,;gl)(ﬁ — 7‘2)6, Doy = — R§;g2)(r1 - 7‘2)6- (4.15)

Substituting these equations in ([3.33)) and using (£12]) we find f,., = 0. It yields five solutions:

1 1 2
f=r, f=v, f=rv f:§7‘112+§7‘2, f:%—krlogr. (4.16)
However, through one by one verifications only the first four can be (and are indeed) extended

to the second order approximation.
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