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Abstract

This paper examines a generalization of the Camassa-Holm equation
from the perspective of integrability. Using the framework developed
by Dubrovin on bi-Hamiltonian deformations and the general theory of
quasi-integrability, we demonstrate that a unique bi-Hamiltonian struc-
ture is possible for this generalized equation only when it reduces to the
original CH equation.
Keywords: Camassa-Holm equation, quasi-integrability, approximate
symmetries, bi-Hamiltonian

1 Introduction

The Camassa-Holm (CH) equation, expressed as:

ut − uxxt = 3uux − 2uxuxx − uuxxx (1.1)

for u(t, x), has attracted significant attention in the last three decades due to its relevance in
shallow water wave theory. In 1993, it was shown [1,2] that this equation arises from the theory
of shallow water waves, derived via an asymptotic expansion of Euler’s equations for inviscid
fluid flow. Since then, research efforts have focused extensively on exploring its mathematical
and physical properties, alongside generalizations that maintain some of its key features. A
notable family of generalized CH equations is formulated as:

ut − uxxt =
1

2
(p+ 1)(p + 2)upux −

1

2
p(p− 1)up−2u3x − 2pup−1uxuxx − upuxxx, (1.2)

where p ∈ Z \ {0} is a parameter representing nonlinearity. This family of equations was
inspired by one of the Hamiltonian structures of the CH equation and draws analogies with the
generalized KdV family [3, 4]

ut − upux − uxxx = 0, p 6= 0. (1.3)

This generalized CH equation has been shown to admit single peakon solutions but does not
allow for multi-peakon solutions [5].

Integrability is a relatively rare property for partial differential equations, and several defi-
nitions (related but not equivalent) exist [6–9]. For this paper, we define integrability as follows:

ut = −B1
δH1

δu
= −B2

δH2

δu
, (1.4)
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where B1 and B2 are the Hamiltonian operators satisfying the Jacobi identity, H1 and H2 are
the Hamiltonian functions such that any linear combination of Hamiltonian operators remains
a Hamiltonian operator.

It is well-established that equation (1.2) is integrable when p = 1, which reduces to the CH
equation. However, for arbitrary choices of p, we have not found any explicit results indicating
integrability beyond the case of the CH equation. In this paper, we apply a perturbative method
due to Dubrovin [10,11] to investigate the quasi-integrability of equation (1.2), a weaker notion
of integrability introduced by da Silva PL and Freire IL [12].

Definition 1.1. An equation is said to be quasi-integrable if, eventually under a change of
variables, it satisfies Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2.

Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, presented in Section 2, essentially demonstrate the existence of an in-
finite hierarchy of approximate symmetries [13] and uniqueness of a bi-Hamiltonian deformation
of hyperbolic equations. We have the following result about the quasi-integrability of Equation
(1.2):

Theorem 1.1. Equation (1.2) is quasi-integrable if and only if p = 1. In particular, its perturbed
Hamiltonian is

H =

∫
(

−
1

2
v3 + ǫ2vv2x − ǫ4vv2xx

)

dx, v = (1− ǫ2∂2
x)

1/2u.

Moreover, the equation (1.2) admits a unique bi-Hamiltonian structure given by

{v(x), v(y)}1 = δ′(x− y),

{v(x), v(y)}2 = vδ′(x− y) +
1

2
vxδ(x− y) + ǫ2

[

vδ′′′(x− y) +
3

2
vxδ

′′(x− y) +
1

2
vxxδ

′(x− y)

]

+ ǫ4
[

vδ′′′′′(x− y) +
5

2
vxδ

′′′′(x− y) + 3vxxδ
′′′(x− y) + 2vxxxδ

′′(x− y) +
1

2
vxxxxδ

′(x− y)

]

.

Corollary 1.1. Equation (1.2) is quasi-integrable if and only if it is equivalent to the CH
equation.

2 Preliminaries

To initiate our analysis, we recall key results from [10]. We consider Hamiltonian pertur-
bations of the hyperbolic equation:

vt + a(v)vx = 0, (2.1)

which is known to exhibit infinitely many symmetries and conservation laws (e.g., see Refs. 14,
15 and references therein). This equation can be written in Hamiltonian form as follows:

vt + {v(x),H0} = 0, H0 =

∫

f(v)dx, f ′′(v) = a(v), (2.2)

where H0 is the unperturbed Hamiltonian, while {·, ·} denotes a poisson bracket. In the re-
mainder of this paper, {·, ·}1 and {·, ·}2 represent two distinct Poisson brackets, adhering to
Dubrovin’s notation. We will adhere closely to Dubrovin’s notation throughout the remainder
of the discussion.
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Lemma 2.1. For any f = f(v) the Hamiltonian flow

vt + ∂x
δHf

δv
= 0,

Hf =

∫

hf (v)dx,

hf = f − ǫ2
c

24
f ′′′v2x + ǫ4

[(

rf ′′′ +
c

480
f (4)

)

v2xx

−

(

cc′′

1152
f (4) +

cc′

1152
f (5) +

c2

3456
f (6) +

r′

6
f (4) +

r

6
f (5) − sf ′′′

)

v4x

]

,

(2.3)

where c = c(v) and r = r(v), is a symmetry, module O(ǫ6) of (2.2). Moreover, the Hamiltonian
Hf commute pairwise, in the sense that {Hf ,Hg} = O(ǫ6) for arbitrary two functions f(v) and
g(v).

Not all perturbations are bi-Hamiltonian, but we have a very interesting and valuable result.

Lemma 2.2. If c(v) 6= 0, the commuting Hamiltonians (2.3) admit a unique bi-Hamiltonian
structure obtained by a deformation of

{v(x), v(y)}1 = δ′(x− y), {v(x), v(y)}2 = q(v(x))δ′(x− y) +
1

2
q′(v)vxδ(x− y)

with the functions r(v), q(v), c(v) and s(v) satisfying the relation

r(v) =
c(v)2

960

(

5c′(v)

c(v)
−

q′′(v)

q′(v)

)

, s(v) = 0. (2.4)

3 Integrability Results

To prove Theorem 1.1, we apply the techniques introduced by Dubrovin. The crux of
determining whether equation (1.2) satisfies the conditions of Definition 1.1 lies in treating its
higher-order derivative terms as perturbations of a hyperbolic equation of the form (2.1). For
this, we introduce the change of variables:

(t, x, u) 7→ (ǫt, ǫx, u), 0 6= ǫ ≪ 1,

into the variables of equation (1.2). This rescaling transforms equation (1.2) into the following:

ut − ǫ2uxxt −
1

2
(p+ 1)(p+2)upux + ǫ2

(

1

2
p(p− 1)up−2u3x − 2pup−1uxuxx − upuxxx

)

= 0. (3.1)

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Next, observe that Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 specifically apply to evolution
equations, while equation (3.1) is not initially expressed in this form. To address this, we
rewrite u − ǫ2∂2

xu = (1 − ǫ2∂2
x)u, and since this expression represents a perturbation of the

identity operator, it is invertible. For s ∈ R, the operator can be expanded as

(1− ǫ2∂2
x)

s/2 = 1−
s

2
ǫ2∂2

x +
s(s− 2)

8
ǫ4∂4

x +O(ǫ6) ≈ 1−
s

2
ǫ2∂2

x +
s(s− 2)

8
ǫ4∂4

x. (3.2)

It is worth mentioning that this operator commutes with ∂t. We can now transform the
non-evolution equation (3.1) into an evolution equation by following these steps:

• We begin by writing m = u − ǫ2∂2
xu and define v = (1 − ǫ2∂2

x)
−1/2m, which implies that

u = (1− ǫ2∂2
x)

−1/2v;
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• Next, we rewrite Equation (3.1) as follows:

(1− ǫ2∂2
x)

−1/2mt = (1− ǫ2∂2
x)

−1/2

(

1

2
(p+ 1)(p + 2)upux

)

− ǫ2(1− ǫ2∂2
x)

−1/2

(

1

2
p(p− 1)up−2u3x − 2pup−1uxuxx − upuxxx

)

;

(3.3)

• Then, we use the expansion (3.2) with s = −1 to obtain the following series expansions
for the terms involving u:

u = v +
ǫ2

2
vxx +

3

8
ǫ4vxxxx +O(ǫ6),

ux = vx +
ǫ2

2
vxxx +

3

8
ǫ4vxxxxx +O(ǫ6),

uxx = vxx +
ǫ2

2
vxxxx +

3

8
ǫ4vxxxxx +O(ǫ6),

uxxx = vxxx +
ǫ2

2
vxxxxx +

3

8
ǫ4vxxxxxxx +O(ǫ6);

• Finally, we use the relation (1 − ǫ2∂2
x)

−1/2mt = vt, and substitute the above expressions
and the expansion (3.2) with s = −1 into Equation (3.3).

The final result of the above procedure is the equation

vt = I + ǫ2
(

II +
1

2
∂2
xI

)

+ ǫ4
(

III +
1

2
∂2
xII +

3

8
∂4
xI

)

+O(ǫ6), (3.4)

whose term are

I =
1

2
(p + 1)(p + 2)vpvx,

II =
1

2
p(p+ 3)vpvxxx + p2(p+ 3)vp−1vxvxx +

1

4
p2(p− 1)(p + 3)vp−2v3x,

III =
1

2
p(p+ 3)vpvxxxxx +

5

2
p2(p + 3)vp−1vxxvxxx +

3

2
p2(p + 3)vp−1vxvxxxx

+
13

4
p(p− 1)

(

p2 + 3p+
4

13

)

vp−2vxv
2
xx +

9

4
p(p− 1)

(

p2 + 3p+
2

9

)

vp−2v2xvxxx

+ 2p(p − 1)(p − 2)

(

p2 + 3p+
1

2

)

vp−3v3xvxx +
3

16
p(p− 1)(p − 2)(p − 3)

(

p2 + 3p +
2

3

)

vp−4v5x.

(3.5)

From now on, we neglect terms O(ǫ6). Then Hamiltonian in (2.3) takes the form

Hf = H0 + ǫ2H1 + ǫ4H2, (3.6)

where

H0 =

∫

f(v)dx, H1 =

∫

c

24
f ′′′v2xdx,

H2 =

∫
[

(

rf ′′′ +
c

480
f (4)

)

v2xx −

(

cc′′

1152
f (4) +

cc′

1152
f (5) +

c2

3456
f (6) +

r′

6
f (4) +

r

6
f (5) − sf ′′′

)

v4x

]

dx.

(3.7)
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Our goal here is to investigate whether Equation (3.4) can be expressed in the form of
Equation (2.3). Assuming this hypothesis, we proceed by considering the coefficients of 1, O(ǫ2)
and O(ǫ4) in the expansions given by (3.5), (3.7), and the first equation in (2.3). This leads to
the following system of equations for the respective terms:

I = −∂x
δH0

δv
, (3.8)

II +
1

2
∂2
xI = −∂x

δH1

δv
, (3.9)

III +
1

2
∂2
xII +

3

8
∂4
xI = −∂x

δH2

δv
. (3.10)

We now use Equation (3.8) to determine whether and under what conditions Equation (1.2)
satisfies Lemma 2.1. From this point onward, we assume all constants of integration are zero.
Based on Equations (3.5) and (3.8), we conclude that

f(v) = −
1

2
vp+2. (3.11)

Substituting Equation (3.11) into H1 in (3.7), and using Equations (3.5) and (3.9), we obtain

1

4
p2(p+3)vp−1v2x+

1

2
p(p+3)vpvxx =

1

48
p(p+1)(p+2)

[

c′vp−1v2x + (p − 1)cvp−2v2x + 2cvp−1vxx
]

.

(3.12)
Matching the coefficients of v2x and vxx from both sides, we arrive at the following system of
equations:

1

4
p2(p+ 3)v =

1

48
p(p+ 1)(p + 2)

[

c′vp−1 + (p− 1)c
]

, (3.13)

and
1

2
p(p+ 3)v =

1

24
p(p+ 1)(p + 2)c, (3.14)

which gives

c(v) =
12(p + 3)

p2 + 3p + 2
v. (3.15)

Following the same steps as before, we substitute Equations (3.11) and (3.15) into H2 in (3.7)
and use Equation (3.5). By matching the coefficients of vxxxx and v2xvxx in result of (3.10), we
get

r(v) =
p+ 3

2(p2 + 3p+ 2)
v −

p2 + 2p + 3

40(p2 + 3p+ 2)
, (3.16)

and

s(v) = −
p5 + 6p4 + 6p3 − 9p2 − 4p

6p(p2 + 3p + 2)2v
−

p5 − p4 − 7p3 + 13p2 − 6p

240p(p2 + 3p+ 2)v2
. (3.17)

Consider that Equation (1.2) satisfies Lemma 2.2 as well, this would occur only when p = 1,
which implies that r(v) = 1

3v and q(v) = v, where a and b are two arbitrary constants, with
a 6= 0. Finally, by using the explicit formula for the deformed bi-Hamiltonian structure given in
the Appendix in Ref. 10, we obtain the unique bi-Hamilton structure of Equation (1.2). This
completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

4 Data Availability

No data was used for the research described in the article.
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