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Well-posed Cauchy problem

and the Hamiltonian form of (2+1) nonlinear equations

integrable by inverse scattering transform

L. P. Nizhnik∗

Abstract

The Hamiltonian form of the (2+1) nonlinear integrable Schrödinger equation and

the system of two (2+1) nonlinear analogue of the mKdV equation is proved. A well–

posed Cauchy problem is formulated and the solvability of such a problem for the (2+1)

nonlinear analogue of the mKdV equation is proved.

MSC 2020: 37K40, 35Q55, 35R30

1 The nonlinear Schrödinger equation

The paper [1] presents well-posedness and solvability of the Cauchy problem for the (2+1)

nonlinear Schrödinger equation of the form:

i
∂u

∂t
+
∂2u

∂x2
+
∂2u

∂y2
+ (v1 + v2)u = 0, (1.1)

where pseudopotentials v1 and v2 are real-valued functions related to the solution u(x, y; t) of

equation (1.1) in the form:

∂v1

∂x
= 2

∂

∂y
|u|2,

∂v2

∂y
= 2

∂

∂x
|u|2. (1.2)

For the Cauchy problem, equality (1.2) can be represented as following:

v1(x, y; t) = p−(y, t) + 2

x
∫

−∞

∂

∂y
|u(s, y; t|2 ds,

v2(x, y; t) = q+(x, t)− 2

+∞
∫

y

∂

∂x
|u(x, s; t|2 ds,

(1.3)

where

p−(y, t) = v1(−∞, y; t), q+(x, t) = v2(x,+∞; t).
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The Cauchy problem for equations (1.1)–(1.3) consists of finding a solution u(x, y; t) of equation

(1.1)–(1.3) with a given initial data u(x, y; 0) and specifying two functions p−(y, t) and q+(x, t).

A solution to such a Cauchy problem is given in [1].

In order to construct the Hamiltonian form for the equation (1.1)–(1.2), we proceed in the

same way as in the case of the (1+1) Schrödinger equations. We will denote by u1 = u, and

by u2 = ū in equalities (1.1)–(1.2). The relationship (1.2) of the pseudopotentials v1 and v2

with u1 and u2 can be represented in the form:

v1(x, y; t) = r(y, t) + 2∂y∂
−1

x (u1u2), v2(x, y; t) = s(x, t) + 2∂x∂
−1

y (u1u2), (1.4)

where functions r and s are real-valued and uniformly bounded in their arguments:

r(y, t) =
1

2
[v1(+∞, y; t) + v1(−∞, y; t)],

s(x, t) =
1

2
[v2(x,+∞; t) + v2(x,−∞; t)].

(1.5)

In formulae (1.4), the operators ∂−1
x and ∂−1

y are skew-symmetric, having the following form:

∂−1

x f(x) =
1

2

[

x
∫

−∞

f(s) ds−

+∞
∫

x

f(s) ds
]

,

∂−1

y g(y) =
1

2

[

y
∫

−∞

g(s) ds−

+∞
∫

y

g(s) ds
]

, f, g ∈ L1(R
1).

(1.6)

Therefore, the identity holds:
∫∫

R2

ψ(x, y)[∂x∂
−1

y ]ϕ(x, y) dxdy =

∫∫

R2

ϕ(x, y)[∂x∂
−1

y ]ψ(x, y) dxdy. (1.7)

A similar identity is also valid for the operator ∂y∂
−1
x . The functions ψ and ϕ are assumed to

be rapidly decreasing at infinity with their derivatives ψ, ϕ ∈ W ′

2(R
2).

Theorem 1.1. Equation (1.1) with explicit relation (1.4) of values v1 and v2 with solution

u1, u2 admits a representation of the form:

∂u1

∂t
=

−iδH

δu2
,

∂u2

∂t
=
iδH

δu1
, (1.8)

where the Hamilton function H has the form:

H =

∫∫

R2

[u1,xu2,x + u1,yu2,y − u1(r + s)u2 − u1u2[∂x∂
−1

y + ∂y∂
−1

x ](u1u2)] dx dy. (1.9)

Proof. Using the property (1.7), we obtain:

δH

δu2
= [−∆u1 − (r + s)u1 − 2u1[∂x∂

−1

y + ∂y∂
−1

x ](u1u2)].
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Considering the explicit relation (1.4) of v1 and v2 with the solution u1, u2, we have

δH

δu2
= −[∆u1 + (v1 + v2)u1].

Therefore, the equation
∂u1

∂t
=

−iδH

δu2
is equivalent to (1.1) because of u1 = u, and u2 = ū.

Similarly, it is proved that the equation
∂u2

∂t
=

iδH

δu1
is equivalent to the equation (1.1) for

u2 = ū.

2 Spatially two-dimensional nonlinear integrable ana-

logues of the KdV equation

Back in 1980, in the work [2], a spatially symmetric two–dimensional KdV equation was con-

sidered, which in the literature became known as the Nizhnik-Novikov-Veselov equation [4].

This equation has the form:

∂u

∂t
= k1

∂3u

∂x3
+ k2

∂3u

∂y3
+ 3

∂

∂x
(v1u) + 3

∂

∂y
(v2u),

∂v1

∂y
= k1

∂u

∂x
,

∂v2

∂x
= k2

∂u

∂y
.

(2.1)

It has a Lax representation:

LP −QL = 0 (2.2)

for the operator:

L =
∂2

∂x∂y
+ u(x, y; t). (2.3)

Let us now consider the spatially two–dimensional analogue of the modified KdV equation

[3], when the nonlinearity is cubic, in contrast to equation (2.1), where it is quadratic. The

equation has the form:

∂u

∂t
=
∂3u

∂x3
+
∂3u

∂y3
+ (vu)y + (wu)x −

1

2
(vy + wx)u,

vx = 3(u2)y, wy = 3(u2)x.

(2.4)

and the Lax representation has the form (2.2), where

L =







∂

∂x
u

−u
∂

∂y






, P =







D−
1

2
vy −3ux∂x

3uy∂y D−
1

2
wx






,

Q =







D−
1

2
vy − wx 3∂yuy

−3∂xux D−
1

2
wx − vy






,

(2.5)

where

D = ∂t − ∂3x − ∂3y − v∂y − w∂x.
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Theorem 2.1. Let u(x, y; t) ∈ L2(R
2) be a solution of equation (2.4), and let the functions v

and w of equation (2.4) be related to the solution u of equation (2.4) as following:

v(x, y; t) = p(y, t) + 3

x
∫

−∞

[u2(s, y, t)]′y ds,

w(x, y; t) = q(x, t)− 3

+∞
∫

y

[u2(x, s, t)]′x ds,

(2.6)

where

p(y, t) = v(−∞, y, t), q(x, t) = w(x,+∞, t).

Then, the scattering data f(x, y, t) satisfy the equation:

∂f

∂t
−
∂3f

∂x3
−
∂3f

∂y3
− q(x, y)

∂f

∂x
−

1

2
q′x(x, t)f − p(y, t)

∂f

∂y
−

1

2
p′y(y, t)f = 0. (2.7)

Proof. Recall [3] that in the case u1, u2 ∈ L2(R
2) the scattering problem for the equation

(

∂
∂x

u1

u2
∂
∂y

)(

ψ1

ψ2

)

= 0 (2.8)

consists in constructing solutions ψ1,ψ2 in the form:

ψ1(x, y) = a1(y) + o(1), where x→ −∞; ψ1(x, y) = b1(y) + o(1), where x→ +∞;

ψ2(x, y) = a2(x) + o(1), where y → −∞; ψ2(x, y) = b2(x) + o(1), where y → +∞.

(2.9)

The functions a1, a2 ∈ L2(R
1) are incident waves, and the functions b1, b2 ∈ L2(R

1) are scat-

tered waves. In this case, if a = col (a1, a2) are given, then b = col (b1, b2) are uniquely

determined by b = Sa, where S = I + F is the scattering operator, and

F =

(

F11 F12

F21 F22

)

is the matrix of Hilbert–Schmidt integral operators Fij . There exists an operator S−1 = I +G.

The scattering data are a pair of operators (F21, G12) or (F12, G21). The scattering data are

uniquely determined by the potentials u1, u2. The potentials are uniquely reconstructed from

the scattering data. The operator that transforms the potentials into scattering data is denoted

by A, and the solutions to the inverse scattering problem are determined by the operator A−1.

In the case u2 = −ū1 for the scattering data, only one operator F21 is sufficient to solve the

inverse scattering problem. In this case, the necessary and sufficient condition for the Hilbert–

Schmidt operator F21 to be scattering data is the condition ||F21|| < 1. In what follows, we will

omit the indices (2,1) of the operator F21, and denote the kernel of this operator by f(x, y).

Then, if a2 = 0, then b2 = Fa1. Let u(x, y; t) be a solution to system (2.4). Let ψ = col (ψ1, ψ2)

be a solution to equation (2.8). Then the function ψ̂ = Pψ by virtue of the Lax representation
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(2.2) also satisfies the equation Lψ̂ = 0. Let the incident waves for the solution ψ have the

form (a1, 0). Then, the incident waves (â1, â2) and the scattered one b̂2 for the solution ψ̂ have

the form:

â1(y, t) = [−
∂3

∂y3
−

1

2
p′y(y, t)− p(y, t)

∂

∂y
]a1(y), â2 = 0,

b̂2(x, t) = [
∂

∂t
− ∂3x − q(x, t)

∂

∂x
−

1

2
q′x(x, t)]b2(x, t).

(2.10)

Since b2 = Fa1 and b̂2 = F â2, then equation (2.7) follows from (2.10) for the scattering data

f(x, y; t) of the kernel of the integral operator F (t).

Theorem 2.2. Let the initial conditions of equation (2.7) be f(x, y, 0) ∈ L2(R
2), and let the

real functions p(y, t) and q(x, t) belong to the space C
1(R2). Then the solution f(x, y, t) of the

Cauchy problem for equation (2.7) exists and is unique for any time interval, and the integral

operator F (t) with kernel f(x, y, t) has the property

||F (t)||L2
= ||F (0)||L2

. (2.11)

Proof. The evolution equation (2.7) can be represented as

∂f

∂t
= [A1(t) + A2(t)]f,

where the operators A1 =
∂3

∂x3
+ q

∂

∂x
+

1

2
q′x and A2 =

∂3

∂y3
+ p

∂

∂y
+

1

2
p′y are skew-symmetric

A∗

j = −Aj . The operator A1(t) acts on the variable x, and the operator A2(t) acts on the

variable y, and these operators commute and smoothly depend on t. Therefore, there exist

unitary operators U1(t) and U2(t), as solutions of the equations
dUj(t)

dt
= Aj(t)Uj(t); Uj(0) = I.

The solution of the Cauchy problem for equation (2.7) can be represented in the form:

f(x, y, t) = U1(t)U2(t)f(x, y, 0).

This shows that the equality (2.11) is true.

Theorem 2.3. There is a unique classical solution to the Cauchy problem for the system (2.4)

with given sufficiently smooth initial condition u(x, y, 0) ∈ L2(R
2) and given sufficiently smooth

functions p(y, t), q(x, t) ∈ C1(R2).

Proof. Since the solution of the Cauchy problem is reduced by the IST method to the linear

Cauchy problem for equation (2.7), the initial data f(x, y, 0) = Au(x, y, 0) obtained by the

IST method. The inequality ||F (0)||L2
< 1 is valid, and therefore, we have ||F (t)||L2

< 1 by

virtue of theorem 2.2. Hence, the function u(x, y, t) = A−1f(x, y, t) is a solution of the Cauchy

problem by virtue of theorem 2.2.

Remark 2.1. Using the IST method, one can remove the requirement for additional smooth-

ness of the initial data of the Cauchy problem in Theorem 2.3 if one defines a generalized

solution to the Cauchy problem, so that in the case where the formula u(x, y, t) = A−1f(x, y, t)

has meaning, the function u(x, y, t) is a generalized solution to the Cauchy problem.
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3 Hamiltonian form of a system of two (2+1) nonlinear

analogues of mKdV

Let us now consider a system of two equations with respect to the functions u1(x, y, t) and

u2(x, y, t)
∂u1

∂t
=
( ∂3

∂x3
+

∂3

∂y3

)

u1 − v
∂u1

∂y
− w

∂u1

∂x
− (v1 + w1)u1,

∂u2

∂t
=
( ∂3

∂x3
+

∂3

∂y3

)

u2 − v
∂u2

∂y
− w

∂u2

∂x
− (v2 + w2)u2.

(3.1)

Pseudopotentials v1, v2, v,w1, w2, w are related to the solutions u1,u2 by equalities:

∂v1

∂x
= 3(u′1,y · u2)

′

y,
∂w1

∂y
= 3(u′1,x · u2)

′

x,

∂v2

∂x
= 3(u1 · u

′

2,y)
′

y,
∂w2

∂y
= 3(u1 · u

′

2,x)
′

x,

∂v

∂x
= 3(u1 · u2)

′

y,
∂w

∂y
= 3(u1 · u2)

′

x.

(3.2)

System (3.1)–(3.2) admits the Lax representation (2.2). In this case, the operator

L =

(

∂
∂x

u1

u2
∂
∂y

)

,

and the operators P and Q are matrix operators of the form:

P =

(

D+ v1 −3u1,x∂x

−3u2,y∂y D+ w2

)

, Q =

(

D+ w1 + w2 + v1 3u1,y∂y + 3u1,yy

3u2,x∂x + 3u2,xx D+ w2 + v1 + v2

)

, (3.3)

where

D = ∂t − ∂3xxx − ∂3yyy + w∂x + v∂y.

Theorem 3.1. Let the pseudopotentials of (3.2) be uniquely related to solutions u1 and u2 by

equalities:

v1 = 3∂−1

x (u1,y · u2)
′

y, w1 = 3∂−1

y (u1,x · u2)
′

x,

v2 = 3∂−1

x (u1 · u2,y)
′

y, w2 = 3∂−1

y (u1 · u2,x)
′

x,

v = 3∂−1

x (u1 · u2)
′

y, w = 3∂−1

y (u1 · u2)
′

x,

(3.4)

where ∂−1
x and ∂−1

y are skew–symmetric operators defined by equalities (1.6). Then, the system

(3.1)–(3.4) is a Hamiltonian system of the form:

∂u1

∂t
=

−δH

δu2
,

∂u2

∂t
=
δH

δu1
, (3.5)
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where Hamilton function H = H1 +H2 +H3, and

H1 =

∫∫

R2

[u1,xx · u2,x + u1,yy · u2,y] dx dy,

H2 = 3

∫∫

R2

[u1,y · u2∂
−1

x (u1 · u2,y)] dx dy,

H3 = 3

∫∫

R2

[u1,x · u2∂
−1

y (u1 · u2,x)] dx dy.

(3.6)

Proof. Functional H1 can be represented in the following two forms:

H1 =

∫∫

R2

[u1(u2,xxx + u2,yyy)] dx dy = −

∫∫

R2

[(u1,xxx + u1,yyy)u2] dx dy.

It follows from the first representation:
δH1

δu1
=
∂3u2

∂x3
+
∂3u2

∂y3
, and from the second one:

δH1

δu2
= −

[∂3u1

∂x3
+
∂3u1

∂y3

]

.

Finding
δH2

δu2
, it is desirable to represent functional H2 in the form:

Ĥ2 = 3

∫∫

R2

[(u1,y · u2)∂
−1

x (u1 · u3,y)] dx dy
∣

∣

∣

u3=u2

= 3

∫∫

R2

u3∂y[u1∂
−1

x (u1,y · u2)] dx dy
∣

∣

∣

u3=u2

.

Then,

δH2

δu2
=
[δĤ2

δu2
+
δĤ2

δu3

]∣

∣

∣

u3=u2

= 3u1,y∂
−1

x (u1 · u2,y) + 3∂y[u1∂
−1

x (u1,y · u2)] =

= 3u1,y∂
−1
x (u1 · u2)

′

y + 3u1∂y∂
−1
x (u1,y · u2),

and by virtue of (3.4):
δH2

δu2
= v · u1,y + v1 · u1.

Similarly we get:
δH3

δu2
= w · u1,x + w2 · u1.

Therefore,
δH

δu2
= −

(∂3u1

∂x3
+
∂3u1

∂y3

)

+ w · u1,x + v · u1,y + (v1 + w2) · u1.

The first equation of (3.1) reduces to the equation:
∂u1

∂t
= −

δH

δu2
. It is similarly verified that

the second equation of (3.1) is equivalent to the equation
∂u2

∂t
=
δH

δu1
.
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