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Abstract

We deepen the existence of a nonlocal Hamiltonian formalism for the El’s kinetic equation for soliton
gas under the polychromatic reduction for a class of interaction kernels. The nonlocality presented is
related to semi-Riemannian metrics of constant curvature, conformally flat metrics and hypersurfaces
in a pseudo-Euclidean space. These results generalise a previous one that Vergallo and Ferapontov
obtained with local Hamiltonian operators. Some examples as the Korteweg-de Vries, the Lieb-Liniger
and the separable cases are analysed.
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1 Introduction

The kinetic equation for soliton gas is an integro-differential equation that recently appeared in the
context of the soliton gas theory [3, 11, 12] and, independently, in what is known as generalised hy-
drodynamics [5, 6, 7] (for this reason it is also called GHD equation). Both the theories deal with
emerging phenomena in mathematical physics (making use of statistical mechanics, integrable systems
and nonlinear waves) and experimental physics (due to their wide applications in the fields of optics, hy-
drodynamics and water waves). The main equations (also indicated by El’s equation especially among
the community of soliton gas theory) describe an infinite stochastic ensamble of interacting solitons
with randomly distributed parameters. Moreover, in [11], the author proved that such an equation
can be obtained as thermodynamic limit of the Whitham equations for the famous Korteweg-de Vries
equation. This result was then generalised for a number of very well-known integrable systems (the
sinh-Gordon equation, the Toda lattice, the defocusing nonlinear Schroedinger equation..), connecting
directly the analytical and geometric approaches used in the theory of integrable systems and the
emerging phenomena. This connection led researchers to investigate the geometric inner structure of
the equations, focusing in particular on their Hamiltonian formulation.

After the introduction of the delta-functional reduction (see [10, 34]), it has been proved that the
integro-differential structure simply reduces to a quasilinear system of first-order Partial Differential
Equations (PDEs in what follows). After that, its integrability was proved in [15], mapping the
system previously obtained into one of Jordan-block type. Recently, in [44, 43] the Hamiltonian
structure of these reduced systems has been proved, using the Hamiltonian formalism for PDEs with
local differential operators, known as Dubrovin-Novikov operators. In [43], the authors also stated that
a second Hamiltonian structure can be investigated, which is nonlocal and that deals to a compatible
pair of operators. As proved by Magri [25], such a bi-Hamiltonian structure leads to the integrability
of the system.

Finally, the investigation of a Hamiltonian structure for the full integro-differential kinetic equation
(without any reduction) is viewed as a challenging topic, mainly discussed in the recent papers [2] and
[43]. However, the study of nonlocal structures for the full equation remains an open problem. We hope
this paper can help in this direction starting from the easy case of nonlocalities for the polychromatic
reduction of the system, i.e. under the delta-functional ansatz.

The paper is structured as follows: in Section 2 we introduce the mathematical description of
the equation and its polychromatic reduction, in Section 3 we briefly review the main concepts of
differential-geometric Poisson structures and the Hamiltonian formalism for PDEs, proving the main
Theorem of the paper, finally in Section 4 we show some applications of the obtained structures for
integrable systems. At the end, we discuss some further perspectives in the Conclusions in Section 5.

2 Polychromatic reductions of the El’s equation
Let us consider the El’s integro-differential kinetic equation that describes the evolution of a dense
soliton gas and is also considered a generalisation of Zakharov’s kinetic equation for rarefied soliton

gas [48]. The equation concretely presents as a pair of equations, the first one is a hydrodynamic-type
system whereas the second is an integral equation:

ft"’_(sf)m =0,

s(n) = S() + / Glyus 1) (1)) — ()] dp,

where



f(n) = f(n,z,t) is the distribution function describing the density of the soliton gas (the so
called density of states) such that f(ng,xo,t0)dndz is the number of solitons found at ¢ = g
in the element [ng, no + dn] X [xo, o + dz] of the phase space. Note that we integrate over the
support of f;

e s(n) = s(n,z,t) is the associated transport velocity (also known as effective transport velocity);
e 7) is a spectral parameter in the Lax pair associated with the dispersive hydrodynamics;
e S(n) is the free soliton velocity and describes the velocity of the gas in the vacuum and

e G(u,n) is the interaction kernel (also known as phase shift) modelling the pairwise soliton colli-
sions. We require G(p,7n) to be symmetric in its entries, i.e.

G(p,n) = G, ).

The latter functions S(n) and G(u,n) are independent of x and t.
We now consider the delta-functional ansatz for the distribution function f(n,x,t):

f(nvxvt) = Zui(xvt) 6(77 - ni(xvt))a (2)

where u’(x,t) physically represent the propagation weights according to their transport velocities
si = s(n', x,t). By substituting (2) into (1) the kinetic equation is reduced to a quasilinear system of

2n equations
ul = 0, (viu'
0= () (3)
= 0"
in the 2n field variables u*(z,t) and n'(z,t), i = 1,2,...n. This result was firstly derived by Pavlov,
Taranov and El in 2012 in [34] and the reduction is known as delta-functional ansatz or polychromatic
reduction. Here the coeflicients v* coincide up to a sign with the effective velocities of the weights u’,

v’ = —s(n',x,t), and can be recovered by the following system (linear in v7):
viu,n) = =S(') + Y Wh —v'),  with =GOk n), k#£i. (4)
ki

Let us now assume 7(z,t) are not constant, otherwise the last n equations in (3) are trivially
satisfied, as investigated in [10]. First, we recall the transformation of the field variables (u, n) — (r,7n),
where

; 1 ki, k :
rl:—E 1+Zelu , 1=1,2,...n, (5)
ki
firstly introduced by Ferapontov and Pavlov in [15]. Under the previous assumption on 7°, the system

is mapped into

(6)

ri = vy +p'n,

=V
whose coefficients can be explicitly expressed after the following definitions. Let us introduce a sym-
metric n X n matrix é whose entries are

i = { i 7

1=



In addition, we set 3 := —é~!, whose entries are indicated by j3;;. Finally, we obtain the formulas here
shown

n
u' = Z ﬂkia
k=1

k=1
. 1 oo ) )
p= (Z b (oF — iyt + <<ﬂ>'> ,
k=1

where we use the notation ekgi to indicate partial derivative with respect to n’.

Remark 1 The resulting system is composed by n 2 X 2 blocks in the diagonal. Fach block is upper
triangular, in Toeplitz form. As an example, let us fit n = 2 and compute the coefficients v' and p?,
where i = 1,2 as in (8):

SR w5 )

2 —¢
142 1
o1& —€
_ 10
v rt—e ’ (10)
2 1,2 /¢l 2
1€ —rr & =& ™
p = T2—6 (T2_66,n1+(§)>7 (11)
2 1,2 /¢2 1
9y € =TT & =& oy
p = ’I”l—ﬁ (T1_667”2+(§)>’ (12)
so that the matriz structure of the system is
rt vlopt 0 0 rt
1 1 1
n 10 w 0 O n
T2 - 0 0 ’U2 p2 7,2 (13)
n? 0 0 0 ? n?

x

Systems of this type are also known as parabolic hydrodynamic-type systems or systems of Jordan-
block type. A recent investigation of parabolic system within the context of finding solutions via the
method of differential constraints was done in [37].

3 Hamiltonian structures of the reduced system

In this Section, we describe the general framework of Hamiltonian formalism for PDEs. In particular,
we focus on an evolutionary system of ¢ equations

ul = f(z,u,..., W), 1=1,2,...¢, (14)

where ¢,z are the independent variables and u = (u!,...,u") are n dependent (or field) variables
depending on ¢ and x, here up, stays for %. In this context, we say that the maximum order of
derivation appearing in the system is the order of the system.

The Hamiltonian formalism for evolutionary systems of PDEs (14) has become a well-studied topic

in the last fifty years. Finding a Hamiltonian structure for a given system reveals additional properties



such as the existence of conserved quantities or a deeper geometric structure behind its analytic
representation. The key role of the Poisson tensor and the Hamiltonian function for ODEs is covered
by the Hamiltonian operator and the Hamiltonian functional respectively. We briefly recall that a
matrix differential operator A%, with i,j = 1,2,...n is Hamiltonian if it is skew-adjoint (A* = —A)
and its Schouten brackets vanish ([[A, A]] = 0). For those who are more familiar with Poisson brackets,
the previous requirements are equivalent to the fact that for any functionals F = [ fdz,G = [ g,dz
the bracket defined with respect to the operator A

_ of ij dg
{F,G}a= 5uiA <5uj dx (15)
is a Poisson brackets, i.e. it is skew-symmetric ({F, G} 4 = —{G, F'} 4) and for any additional functional

H = [ hdx satisfies the Jacobi identity
{F Gy A, Hy A+ {{G, HY A, Fya+ {{H,F}4,G} 4 =0.

Finally, a Hamiltonian functional is just a functional
H= /h(:v, ..., Up,)dr, (16)

such that a system of the form (14) is written as
ul = {u', H} A, i=1,2,...¢0 (17)

for a specific choice of a Hamiltonian operator A. Note that the previous expression explicitly reads
as
; [ 0H
=AY — |, i =1,2,...4. 18
w0 (35). (18)
Several scalar equations and systems in physical phenomena have been proved to be Hamiltonian
(e.g. the Korteweg-de Vries, the non-linear Schroedinger, the KP system, the Camassa-Holm, the
sin-Gordon equation..). We refer to the survey [29] for further details and for a larger number of
examples.

3.1 Dubrovin-Novikov operators and nonlocal extensions

As shown in Section 2, in this paper we focus on systems of PDEs which are quasilinear of first order
and homogeneous, i.e.

up=V/(wul, i=12...n (19)
Systems of these type are also known in the literature as hydrodynamic-type systems [39, 40] and
possess several methods to be exactly solved (see e.g. [26, 27, 28]).

In 1983, Dubrovin and Novikov proved that a natural Hamiltonian structure exists for a large class
of hydrodynamic type systems. Indeed, one can assume the Hamiltonian density to simply depend
on the field variables u and not on their higher order derivatives. Such functionals are also known
as hydrodynamic functionals, and to investigate a first-order system the only possibility is that the
operator is a differential operator of degree 1. The most general structure for first-order operators
which are homogeneous in the degree of derivation' is the following

g (de + 0w, i j=1.2..n. (20)

'Here we use the natural grading rules, i.e.

deg(8F) = k, deg(ung) = h.



Here the coefficients g%/, bfj depend on the field variables only (so that their degree is zero). A central
role in these operators is played by the leading coefficient ¢/, indeed in the non-degenerate case
det(g) # 0 the following result holds true:

Theorem 2 ([8]) A first-order homogeneous operator of form (20) is a Hamiltonian operator if and
only if setting g;; = (g*)~1:
e g;; is a flat metric;

° sz and the Christoffel symbols for g are related by the formula
b = —g*T7 | i k=1,2,...n. (21)

First-order homogeneous Hamiltonian operators are also known as Dubrovin-Novikov operators. In
what follows we assume det(g) # 0 so that we substitute b,/ more intuitively with T"}’.

Now, a given hydrodynamic-type system (19) admits a Hamiltonian structure with a Dubrovin-
Novikov operator if a hydrodynamic functional h(u) exists such that

ul = V;(u)ué = (V'V;h)ul, i=1,2,...n, (22)

where V; is the covariant derivative with respect to the Levi-Civita connection of g;; and Vi = g**V ;.
A useful result to prove the Hamiltonianity of hydrodynamic type system was presented by Tsarev:

Theorem 3 ([39, 40]) A system of type (19) is Hamiltonian with a Dubrovin-Novikov structure if
and only if the following relations are satisfied

gVl =gV, i =1,2,...n, (23a)

VIV =VIVE g k=1,2,...n. (23b)

We remark that Tsarev’s conditions (23a) and (23b) do not imply that a first-order operator (20)

is Hamiltonian. In particular, this result is not related to the curvature tensor of g. Indeed, the same

conditions hold for a generalised version of Dubrovin-Novikov operators, which are nonlocal.
Let us introduce the operator

gij(u)am—i—sz(u)—i—cui oyt ud, i,7=1,2,...n, (24)
where ¢ is a constant. These operators were firstly introduced in [30] by Ferapontov and Mokhov, who
also proved the following result on their Hamiltonianity

Theorem 4 ([30]) A nonlocal first-order operator of form (24) is Hamiltonian if and only if setting
gij = (g") "
® gi; has constant curvature c;
° sz and the Christoffel symbols for g are related by the formula
by = —g*T?, | i, k=1,2,...n. (25)
We recall that the curvature tensor related to a semi-Riemannian metric g;; is
R;‘kl = Fj‘l,k - F;‘k,l + T = I, T (26)

where l"j—k are Christoffel symbols of the Levi-Civita connection of g. So that we can re-write in
coordinates the first point of Theorem 4 as

R;kl :C(allcgjl _5;.9]]6)7 i?ja kvl: 1725"'77“ (27)



Notice that in the particular case of ¢ = 0 (i.e. the curvature tensor identically vanishes and the metric
is flat) we recover the result of Theorem 2.

Operators related to constant-curvature metrics can be viewed as particular cases of a further
generalisation of Dubrovin-Novikov operators with a more complicated type of nonlocalities. This
case has been investigated in full generality by Ferapontov in [13] so that the following operator is also
known as Ferapontov operator with N nonlocal tails

N
9" (W) + b () ul + > wiy (ki 07 wl (W) u, i =1,2,...,n. (28)
a=1

The Hamiltonian property of (28) is described by the following Theorem:

Theorem 5 ([13]) A nonlocal first-order operator of form (28) is Hamiltonian if and only if setting
kly—1
95 =(9") "

o the pseudo-Riemannian metric g;; and the (1,1) tensor wj— satisfy the relations

gistj = GjsWay> vsz:lj = ijkav (29a)
R = wigw!, —wl wly, ik l=1,2,n, (29b)
a=1

where Rj‘kl = gjs R}y is the Riemann curvature tensor of gi;;
o the set of affinors {wl;}\_, is commutative, i.e [wa,wp] = 0;

° sz and the Christoffel symbols for g are related by the formula
sz = _gisl—gkv i, k=1,2,...n. (30)

Remark 6 (A geometric interpretation of operators (28)) Ferapontov described a beautiful ge-
ometric interpretation of nonlocal operators (28) in the differential-geometric context. In [15], equa-
tions (29) are interpreted as the Gauss-Peterson-Codazzi equations for submanifolds of dimension n
embedded in the pseudo-Euclidean space RN with flat normal connection. In particular, the oper-
ators wij are regarded as the shape operators of the submanifold M (also known as the Weingarten
operators) corresponding to the field of pairwise orthogonal unit normals ne and the metric g;; as
the first fundamental form. Notice that the family of shape operators is commutative by definition of
submanifold with flat normal connection.

In the simple case N = 1, we recall that if we indicate with I the second fundamental form of the
hypersurface M, the shape operator satisfies

w) = g"L;, i,j=1,2,...n, (31)

so that given a Hamiltonian operator in form (28) we uniquely determine a hypersurface in Rt in
terms of its two fundamental forms.

We stress that for flat metrics g;; (where Rékl =0), the hypersurface reduces to a hyperplane and
the Weingarten operator vanishes identically. So that, this case covers the geometric interpretation of
Dubrovin-Novikov operators, which indeed are local.

The compatibility conditions found by Tsarev have been recently computed for nonlocal operators
by Vitolo and the present author in [45]:



Theorem 7 ([45]) Let us consider a non-local first order Hamiltonian operator of form (28) with
N = 1, whose nonlocal part is defined by a hydrodynamic type symmetry @' = w;(u)ui, and the
hydrodynamic type system (19). Then, if the system is Hamiltonian with a Ferapontov operator the

following conditions must be satisfied:
9"V =g V!, ii=1,2,...n, (32a)
ViV = vV, i, k=1,2,...n. (32b)
This reveals that the necessary conditions for local (20) or nonlocal (28) operators to be compatible
with hydrodynamic-type systems do not change provided that the affinor w} is a symmetry for the
system. We remark that the case w; = 05; reduces to the constant-curvature operator and the
additional requirement for wj» to be a symmetry for the system is trivially satisfied by systems ui =
Vji (u)ud, not explicitly depending on the independent variable = (see also [11, Section 4] and discussion
therein).
We finally briefly refer to a particular nonlocal Hamiltonian structure given by the following oper-
ator N 3 . ‘ . ‘
97 (w)0y + by (w)ul + wl (w)us oy 'ud + ul 8 wd (u)usl, i,7=1,2,...,n. (33)
This operator has two nonlocal tails and is strictly related to conformally flat metrics g;;, i.e.

metrics such that g;; = Q(u)n;; and n;; is a Euclidean metric. The Hamiltonianity conditions for (33)
have been computed again by Ferapontov in the very short paper [19]:

Theorem 8 ([19]) A nonlocal first-order operator of form (33) is Hamiltonian if and only if setting
gij = (g") "
o the pseudo-Riemannian metric g;; and the (1,1) tensor wj— satisfy the relations
gisw§ = gjswi,  Viwl = Vjwg, (34a)
RZJZ :w};éf —l—w{&}; —wi&f —wf&i., 5, k,1=1,2,...n, (34b)
where R;kl = gstﬁ is the Riemann curvature tensor of gi;;
° sz and the Christoffel symbols for g are related by the formula
by = —g*T?, | i, k=1,2,...n. (35)

As remarked in [19], from a purely differential geometric viewpoint the operator (33) is Hamiltonian
if and only if g;; is a conformally flat metric.

3.2 Nonlocal Hamiltonian structure of the reduced system

In [44, 43], the authors investigated the Hamiltonian property of the El’s integro-differential equation
under the polychromatic reduction in the form
e 0)
i = v'n, '

They used Tsarev’s Theorem 3 to firstly observe that by conditions (23a) the leading coefficient g*/
has a block-diagonal form

Ji 0 0

- 0 Jo 0 . .

g7 = . owhere = (" M) i=12,...n
0 0 T



We remark that each one of the n blocks has a Hankel structure.
Finally, applying conditions (23b) we are also able to specialise the entries of g%/:

i

si(n’) o _2si0) Zn:

_ j gi gi(rt,n%)
iz M Ty 2

Y (u)2 (37)

J#i
where u’ are defined in (8) and the functions s;(n’) and g;(r%, n') are arbitrary.

We stress now that Tsarev conditions do not imply that the first-order operator defined in terms
of g7 and its Christoffel symbols is Hamiltonian. In particular, we might require one of the following
additional conditions

(a) g is a flat metric,
(b) g is a constant-curvature metric, or
(c) g is a conformally flat metric.
These requirements can also be further generalised, see [13].

Condition (a) was the one investigated in [43], for which the authors obtained the following main
result

Theorem 9 ([43]) The metric specified by (37) is flat if and only if the functions g;(r’,n%) are
quadratic in 1,

gi(r',n') = 0i(n" ) (r")? + xa(n" ' + i ('),

furthermore, the following conditions must be satisfied:

€ (xi+x;) =2 siefff- + sjefzj + Z e*elkpr |, (38a)
k#i,3

> or(e®)? +1hi = 0. (38b)

Kt

This result shows that a Hamiltonian structure for the reduced systems with Dubrovin-Novikov
operators is possible only under additional constraints on the interaction kernel €. In spite of the large
number of examples that this assumption covers, for a number of weights u* larger than n = 2, only a
single Hamiltonian structure exists in the investigated cases (see subsection 4). In particular, it seems
that the bi-Hamiltonian structure obtained with local operators in [14] is lost for n > 2. We refer to
Section 4 for examples and tables of the obtained cases.

3.2.1 Hamiltonian structures with constant-curvature metric

We now wonder if another Hamiltonian structure with constant curvature emerges for systems of type
(36). This turns out to be the case. In particular, we are able to extend conditions (38a) and (38b)
involving an arbitrary constant c¢ related to the curvature of the proposed operator.

The following result holds true:

Theorem 10 The following conditions are necessary for the metric g to has constant curvature c:

€T (xi+x;) —20=2 [ sie] +5;67 + > ek, (39a)
k#i,j

> orl(e®)? + = —c (39b)

Kt

where gi(r',n") = ©i(n")(r")* + x: (N )r* + i (n").



Proof. The proof of the Theorem follows from considering the component R:Z’r‘ini of the Riemann
curvature tensor. Applying the definition of constant-curvature Riemann tensor (27), the following
condition must be satisfied _

R:zrini = —Crini, (40)
for an arbitrary constant c. Here, the left-hand side is

R;iTini = F:inimi - F:irimi + 1—‘:15 iini - 1—‘:715 78«17«1 (41)
One can now substitute the expression of the Christoffel symbols (see [13, Theorem 1]) to make (41)
explicit, as

n n
(det E)Qgimiﬂ — 2(det E)Ai,igi,ri +2 Z gk(Aiﬁk)Q—‘rQ Z Ai,kAi,l (sleff + SkEfZ)
k=1 k=1
— . 42
2 s; (det€)? (42)
where A; ) is the cofactor of the n x n matrix €, i.e., the determinant of the minor obtained by
eliminating the i-th row and the k-th column of €.

Moreover, using (37) we obtain that the right-hand side of the previous equation is

(43)

and recalling that u’ =", Bix, where B, = (—1)i+k+1%. In particular,

n

c(u’)?(dete)? = ¢ <Z(—1)i+k+lAi,k>

k=1
Finally, one can easily see as [13, Theorem 1] that (40) does not depend on 7. Then, g; is quadratic
in 7t
To conclude, conditions (39a), (39b) follow considering respectively the coefficients of (r7) [, £ij (rk)?
and Hk#(rk)? |

In addition, we easily obtain the following Corollaries:

Corollary 11 By the previous conditions it follows that two cases arise:
A) The kernel € is separable;
B) ¢; = 0,4¢; = —c and equation (39a) is satisfied;

Proof. Let us consider equation (39b):
Dokl i =, (14)
ki

recalling that ¢; = p(n') and ; = v;(n?). Differentiating twice with respect to n* (with k # i),
dividing the result by (¢"*)? and then differentiating again by 7°, we have

d*(loge™*)y

- 4

Pk

10



We then obtain two cases

02 (log €*
wr =0, or 78(771'377’“ ) =0. (46)

The first equation simply leads to ¥, = —¢, jointly with condition (39a). Then, case B) is proved.
Solving the second one, we obtain

82€ik 1 aeik aeik

anzank etk anz ank’ ( )
that is the interaction kernel ¢(n’, n*) is multiplicatively separable:
e(n',n") = ¢i(n")or ("), (48)
that is, case A) is also proved. m
Corollary 12 In the separable case, we additionally have that
') = di(n'), om0t ) = b,(7) (49)
Proof. Let us suppose € (n',n7) = ¢;(n")¢;(n?), then equation (39a) reduces to
bi @5 (Xi + X5) — 2¢ = 255 ¢ ¢ + 25i ¢} ¢ (50)
Let us now divide the previous expression by ¢; ¢; and obtain the following
2c & 108
Xi+Xj— —— = 28; =L + 28; . 51
T gig; T 9; bi 5D
, 2
Now by recalling that Sg% only depends on 7n’, then applying Srigg Ve reduce the equation (51) into
70N
¢ &}
—2c——2 = 0. (52)
22
b7 03

So that the Corollary is proved. m

3.2.2 Ferapontov Hamiltonian structures

We conclude this Section with some further remarks on general Ferapontov structures (28) and struc-
tures related to conformally flat metrics (33) for systems in Jordan block form. Let us firstly stress that
for N = 1 the necessary condition of compatibility for a system to be Hamiltonian with Ferapontov
operators are given by Theorem 7. In particular, we need the additional requirement that the affinor
w;(u) defines a hydrodynamic-type symmetry ¢’ = w; (u)u, for the system, i.e. they must commute.
An analogue result holds true for operators (33).

In [15], the authors proved that commuting flows for polychromatic reductions of the El’s kinetic
equations are given by affinors in the same Jordan block form, where the blocks are in Toeplitz form:

0 0
As 0
0o . 0
0 A

n

, Ai:(ué ‘ﬂ-), i=1,2,...n. (53)

co oX

11



and

1 _
W' = g (54)
1 _ _ o _
¢ = (B — ) — i+ ). (5)
where ' (n*,n?) and p(n'), i = 1,2,...,n are arbitrary functions of the indicated arguments with the

additional relation 9;¢7 = ¥ ',
As an example, for n = 2 the affinor must be

w pt 00
0 wt 0 0
w = 0 0 ’LU2 p2 (56)
0 0 0 w?
where explicitly (see [15, formula (42)]):
2,1 2
1_ Ty —ep
= — 57
w 2 _c (57a)
1,2 1
2 YT —€p
P2 e (o2 ol
¢ = 2 _ ¢ ( 2 _¢ ot +ript - 90,17,1) ; (57¢)
P2 2 [l 2
@ = — ( T +r2u2—<p?n2) . (57d)

Here ¢'(n*,n?), i = 1,2, are arbitrary functions satisfying cp}nQ =epu? and 30)2,71 = e ut, whereas p'(n'),
1 = 1,2 are totally arbitrary functions of their arguments.

We finally stress that deriving the analogue of Theorems 9 and 10 is a harder task. Indeed, in
this case the Hamiltonianity conditions deal with a different type of curvature tensor, i.e. a tensor of
type (2,2). This fact implies the need to arise one index in the Riemann tensor, producing a more
complicated expression to be solved. However, for concrete computations we skip this problem solving
the additional requirement that the affinor w} in the nonlocal tail of (28) must be a symmetry of the
investigated system.

In the following Section, we show some examples coming form the theory of soliton gas and gener-
alised hydrodynamics.

4 Examples

Remark 13 Before proceeding with some examples, we briefly discuss the structure of the Hamiltonian
density H = [ h(u)dz for the reduced systems. We firstly remark that, as in the finite dimensional
case, the Hamiltonian functional is a conserved quantity for the related Hamiltonian system. The
structure of conservation laws for polychromatic reductions of the kinetic equation was established in
[15]. In our case, the Hamiltonian density h is given by the following formula

h(r,m) = u'hi(n') (58)
i=1

where u® are defined in (8) and h;(n') must be specified case by case when fizing the interaction kernel
G(p,n) and the effective velocities v.

12



The El’s system (1) can be derived as a thermodynamic limit of the Whitham equations for a large class
of integrable equations. El himself proved in [11] that the Korteweg-de Vries equation is associated
with (1) for the specific choice of the interaction kernel G(u,n) and the free-velocity S(n) as follows

1
G(u,m) = — log

Hn

=l

S(n) = 4n>.
Bt )

(59)

In the following table we list other cases, for each one we show the interaction kernel and the

free-velocity functions.

Table 1. Types of soliton gas equations

kinetic equation S(n) G(u,n)
KdV soliton gas 4n? # log Z;Z
sinh-Gordon soliton gas | tanhn — nlcoshu ifjﬁé{g:ﬁ ))
hard-rod gas n —a
. . 2
Lieb-Liniger gas n m
. (71*H)2*(\/7]2*1+\/M2*1)2

DNLS solit - 1

SOTOn B ! 2/n2—1/u2 -1 * <<7zu)2(v7121\/uzl)2
separable case arbitrary | ¢(n) + ¢(u)
general case arbitrary | ¢(u)o(n)gla(pn) — a(n)]

The existence of a local Hamiltonian structure for the previous cases was proved in [13]. Here we

list their results by making explicit the functions s; and y; in Theorem 9 and the Hamiltonian density

h; as in (58):

Table 2: Local Hamiltonian structures for n > 3

kinetic equation si(n°) xi(n") hi(n*)

KdV soliton gas n' -2 —%(ni)2

sinh-Gordon soliton gas | 1 —2tanhn’ | —1

Lieb-Liniger gas 1 0 — % (nh)?

DNLS soliton gas 1—(nH? | 29 1

separable case af’,(g;)) 1 —Vom)) [ "’ % dn

Hamiltonian structures with constant-curvature metrics.

We now investigate the ex-

istence of a nonlocal structure with the Hamiltonian operator defined in (24). We show two examples
of this type and finally a case not admitting such structure.

Example 14 (KdV equation - I) Let us firstly consider the n =2 case, i.e.

1
1.2
e(m-,n") = In

()
nt+n*)

13



To search for a nonlocal Hamiltonian structure of type (24) one can proceed in two ways:
1. solve condition (27) in the unknown functions si, S2, V1,12 and x1, x2, or

2. solve (39a) in the same unknown functions but double checking that the solutions give arise to
a constant-curvature metric (indeed, we recall that condition (39a) is only necessary and not
sufficient in general).

We obtain the following

51("71) _ _@ _ g(nl)S, 52(772) _ (1 +4C2)77 2(772)37 (61a)
(3 (771) = =G ¢2(772) = =G (61b)
ximh) = e +em)?, xe(n?) = c2+ () (61c)

We remark that in the 2-dimensional reduction we obtain a multi-Hamiltonian structure, with three
Hamiltonian operators one for each arbitrary constant ci,ca and c. Two of them are local and one is
nonlocal.

Finally, we generalise the previous result for arbitrary n, having

= S - S, (622)
bin') =¢, xin') =é&—c(n'). (62D)

This shows that for higher order reductions only one local structure survives (with respect to ¢1 = co =
—¢) but the bi-Hamiltonian structure is preserved by the nonlocal one.
Finally the Hamiltonian density is given by formula (58), where we specify

8 n 8\/§tan’1 (\/gnl)

— ¢c,c#0
g e 04 nieve- ¢ 7
8
_° g=0
c

Analogously, we consider a second example.
Example 15 (Additive separable cases) Let us consider an interaction kernel of the form
(', n’) = 6i(n') + ¢; (7). (64)

also known as additive separable case.
Assuming n = 2, we have again a multi-Hamiltonian structure:

c3dt + 2c1¢1 +ca—c —c3P3 4 2c192 —ca — ¢

51(771) - 2¢/1 5 52(772) = 2¢/2 5 (653)
(') = —c,  Va(n?) = —c, (65b)
i) =c+eotespr, xo(n?)=c1—co—cspo (65¢)

and finally generalising for arbitrary n, we obtain that

B 2¢;(n')e — ¢

si(n') = T i(n') =—¢,  xi(n') =2 (66)

14



The quantities h; in formula (58) are

hi = 2+/20(n%) + c/77 %dn (67)

so that also the Hamuiltonian density is established.

We finally consider an example for which such a nonlocal structure does not exist.

Example 16 (Lieb-Liniger) Let us consider the interaction kernel

2a

a2+ (i — i)’ (68)

e(n',n) =
where a is a constant. This phase shift is associated with the Lieb-Liniger equation. It is easy to check
that by substituting (68) equation (39a) has no solution with arbitrary ¢ and the only one obtained
requires ¢ = 0. As a result, the Hamiltonian structure reduces to a purely local one, i.e. to a Dubrovin-
Nowikov operator.

Hamiltonian structures related to conformally flat metrics. Finally, we consider op-
erators of type (33). We recall that in this case the affinor w; is required to be a hydrodynamic-type
symmetry for the reduced system, so that computing the Hamiltonianity conditions for operators of
the form described in subsection 3.2.2 we can present two main examples.

Example 17 (KdV equation - II) Fizing the interaction kernel of the KdV and solving the Hamil-
tonianity conditions of the operator and considering equations (54) and (55) with the additional relation
;7 = €9’ we obtain the following

1
si(n') = ~1 (2c2(n")* + 2e1(n")? + 2¢s(n*)* + ca + ¢5) ', (69a)

1
s2(n?) = ~1 (2c2(n*)* + 2e1(*)? + 2¢3(n%)° + ca + ¢5) 1%, (69b)
g1(r', ") = =2c2(n")* + (ca(n')* + (c1 + ¢3)(n")* + ca) ' — 203, (69¢c)
g2(r? %) = =2c2(n°)* + (c2(®)* + (c1 + e3) (%) + ¢5) 1° — 20, (69d)

whereas, the flow w; has the following entries

) =)+, P(hn?) = ca(n?)? + o, (70a)
pi(n') =0, p2(n*) =0, (70b)

Note that we reduce to the flat case when wj— = 0. This is equivalent to require that c1 = co = c3 = 0.
In this case, we obtain the same solution obtained in [/, /3]. Furthermore, the constant curvature
case of Example 14 is derived by choosing c1 = c3 and co = 0.

Example 18 (Lieb-Liniger equation - IT) Choosing the interaction kernel of the Lieb-Liniger model,
we obtain:

51(771) =c3 52(772) =c3 (71a)
gi(r',n') = cort +2e1 ga(r®,n?) = —(car® + 2¢1) (71b)

15



whereas, the flow w; specialises as follows

o' n*)=—c1 Gt n’) = (72a)
pi(n') =0 p2(n?) =0 (72b)

Now we notice that for c; = 0 the flat case is obtained. However, the constant curvature case is only
obtained for ¢1(n*,n?) = ¢2(n*,n?), i.e. for ¢ =cz3 = 0.

As expected, both the examples reveal that nonlocal operators allow a more general structure for
the leading coefficient g% (u). In particular, it is easy to check that the functions g;(r%,n’) are not
only linear in 7* for non-separable kernels. Moreover, the functions s;(n’) in the KdV case and in the
Lieb-Liniger one are polynomials of higher order compared to what obtained for flat structures.

5 Conclusions

In this article, we presented in details additional Hamiltonian structures for the polychromatic re-
duction of the kinetic equation for soliton gas. We recall that for reductions in higher number of
components (n > 2, i.e. more than 4 components) the structure obtained turns out to play a key role
in the integrability of the system. Even if similar results firstly appeared in another previous paper
by E.V. Ferapontov and the present author, here we give some further details: we present a rigorous
proof for operators with constant-curvature metrics, we discuss the conformally flat case and compute
new examples.

The existence of a second Hamiltonian structure which is nonlocal reveals that a deeper investi-
gation of the inner geometric properties of such equations is still needed (also in the simple case of
operators extended by isometries [35]). As an example, we conjecture (and some preliminary results
jointly with E.V. Ferapontov confirm this thesis) that a more general Hamiltonian formulation is pos-
sible involving other type of nonlocalities, such as the one given by fully general Ferapontov operators
(28)

In this direction, we expect to additionally investigate the geometric interpretation of the related
manifolds in a purely differential geometric context. Finally, in the thermodynamic limit we plan to
extend the Hamiltonian property with these nonlocalities to the full kinetic equation, as firstly done
in [43].

Recently, new developments on degenerate operators [12, 4] show that similar results can be ob-
tained for Dubrovin-Novikov operators without the assumption of non-degeneracy of the leading co-
efficient g*/. We wonder if degenerate structures for the investigated equations exist or rather if such
a generalisation might be helpful for other types of reductions (as the one recently obtained by T.
Congy, M.A. Hoefer and G.A. El under the condensate ansatz) to prove their integrability.
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