arXiv:1210.1688v1 [math-ph] 5 Oct 2012

Non-local Hamiltonian structures and applications to the theory of integrable systems I

Alberto De Sole^˚, Victor G. Kac^:

December 24, 2018

Dedicated to Minoru Wakimoto on his 70-th birthday.

Abstract We develop a rigorous theory of non-local Hamiltonian structures, built on the notion of a non-local Poisson vertex algebra. As an application, we find conditions that guarantee applicability of the Lenard-Magri scheme of integrability to a pair of compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures.

1 Introduction

Local Poisson brackets play a fundamental role in the theory of integrable systems. Recall that a local Poisson bracket is defined by (see e.g. [TF86]):

(1.1) tu_ipxq, u_j pyqu “ H_{ij} ` upyq, u^1pyq, . . . ; B_y ˘ δpx ´ yq , where u “ pu_1, . . . , u_ℓq is a vector valued function on a 1-dimensional manifold M, δpx´yq is the δ-function: ş M fpyqδpx ´ yqdy “ fpxq, and HpBq “ ` H_{ij}pBq

˘_ℓ

i,j“1 is an ℓ ^ ℓ matrix

differential operator, whose coefficients are functions in u, u^1, . . . , u^{pkq}. One requires, in addition, that (1.1) “satisfies the Lie algebra axioms”.

One of the ways to formulate this condition is as follows. Let V be an algebra of differential polynomials in u_1, . . . , u_ℓ, i.e. the algebra of polynomials in u^{pnq}_i , i P I “ t1, . . . , ℓu, n P Z_`, with u^{p0q}_i “ u_i and the derivation B, defined by Bu^{pnq}_i “ u^{pn`1q}_i , or its algebra of differential functions extension. The bracket (1.1) extends, by the Leibniz rule and bilinearity, to arbitrary f, g P V:

(1.2) tfpxq, gpyqu “ ÿ i,jPI ÿ m,nPZ_` Bfpxq Bu^{pmq}_i Bgpyq Bu^{pnq}_j

B^m_x B^n_y tu_ipxq, u_j pyqu .

˚Dipartimento di Matematica, Università di Roma “La Sapienza”, 00185 Roma, Italy desole@mat.uniroma1.it Supported in part by Department of Mathematics, M.I.T.

:Department of Mathematics, M.I.T., Cambridge, MA 02139, USA. kac@math.mit.edu Supported in part by an NSF grant, and the Center for Mathematics and Theoretical Physics (CMTP) in Rome.

Applying integration by parts, we get the following bracket on V{BV:

(1.3) t ş f, ş gu “ ż δg δu ¨ HpBq δf δu , where ş is the canonical quotient map V Ñ V{BV and^{δf}_{δu} is the vector of variational derivatives^{δf}_{δui} “ ř nPZ_`p´Bq n Bf Bu^{pnq}_i . Then one requires that the bracket (1.3) satisfies

the Lie algebra axioms. (The skewsymmetry of this bracket is equivalent to the skewadjointness of HpBq, but the Jacobi identity is a complicated system of non-linear PDE on its coefficients.) In this case the matrix differential operator HpBq is called a Hamiltonian structure.

Given an element ş h P V{BV, called a Hamiltonian functional, the Hamiltonian equation associated to HpBq is the following evolution equation:

(1.4) du dt “ HpBq δh δu . For example, taking HpBq “ B and h “^1_2 pu^3 ` cuu^2q, we obtain the KdV equation: du dt “ 3uu^1 ` cu^3.

Equation (1.4) is called integrable if ş h is contained in an infinite dimensional abelian subalgebra A of the Lie algebra V{BV with bracket (1.3). Picking a basis t ş h_nu_{nPZ`} of A, we obtain a hierarchy of compatible integrable Hamiltonian equations: du dt_n “ HpBq δh_n δu , n P Z_` .

An alternative approach, proposed in [BDSK09], is to apply the Fourier transform F px, yq ÞÑ ş M dxe^{λpx´yq}F px, yq to both sides of (1.2) to obtain the following “Master formula” [DSK06]:

(1.5) tf_λgu “ ÿ i,jPI ÿ m,nPZ_` Bg Bu^{pnq}_j pλ ` Bq^nH_{ji}pλ ` Bqp´λ ´ Bq^m Bf Bu^{pmq}_i .

For an arbitrary ℓ ^ ℓ matrix differential operator HpBq this λ-bracket is polynomial in λ, i.e. it takes values in VrBs, satisfies the left and right Leibniz rules:

(1.6) tf_λghu “ gtf_λhu ` htf_λgu , tfg_λhu “ tf_{λ`B}gu_Ñh ` tf_{λ`B}hu_Ñg ,

where the arrow means that λ ` B should be moved to the right, and the sesquilinerity axioms:

(1.7) tBf_λgu “ ´λtf_λgu , tf_λBgu “ pλ ` Bqtf_λgu .

It is proved in [BDSK09] that the requirement that (1.3) satisfies the Lie algebra axioms is equivalent to the following two properties of (1.5):

(1.8) tg_λfu “ ´tf_{´λ´B}gu ,

(1.9) tf_λtg_μhuu “ tg_μtf_λhuu ` ttf_λgu_{λ`μ}hu .

A differential algebra V, endowed with a polynomial λ-bracket, satisfying axioms (1.6)– (1.9), is called a Poisson vertex algebra (PVA).

It was demonstrated in [BDSK09] that the PVA approach greatly simplifies the theory of integrable Hamiltonian PDE, based on local Poisson brackets. For example, equation (1.4) becomes, in terms of the λ-bracket associated to H: du dt “ th_λuu ˇ λ“0 , and the Lie bracket (1.3) becomes t ş f, ş gu “ ş tf_λgu ˇ ˇ_{λ“0} .

It is the purpose of the present paper to demonstrate that the adequate (and in fact indispensable) tool for understanding non-local Poisson brackets is the theory of “non-local” PVA.

We define a non-local λ-bracket on the differential algebra V to take its values in Vppλ^{´1}qq, formal Laurent series in λ^{´1} with coefficients in V, and to satisfy properties (1.6) and (1.7). The main example is the λ-bracket given by the Master Formula (1.5), where HpBq is a matrix pseudodifferential operator. The only problem with this definition is the interpretation of the operator^1_{λ`B} ; this is defined by the geometric progression 1 λ ` B “ ÿ nPZ_` p´1q^nλ^{´n´1}B^n .

Property (1.8) of the λ-bracket is interpreted in the same way, but the interpretation of property (1.9) is more subtle. Indeed, in general, we have tf_λtg_μhuu P Vppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq, but tg_μtf_λhuu P Vppμ^{´1}qqppλ^{´1}qq, and ttf_λgu_{λ`μ}hu P Vpppλ ` μq^{´1}qqppλ^{´1}qq, so that all three terms of (1.9) lie in different spaces. Our key idea is to consider the space

V_{λ,μ} “ Vrrλ^{´1}, μ^{´1}, pλ ` μq^{´1}ssrλ, μs ,

which is canonically embedded in all three of the above spaces. We say that a λ-bracket is admissible if tf_λtg_μhuu P V_{λ,μ} , for all f, g, h P V .

It is immediate to see that then the other two terms of (1.9) lie in V_{λ,μ} as well, hence (1.9) is an identity in V_{λ,μ}.

We call the differential algebra V, endowed with a non-local λ-bracket, a non-local PVA, if it satisfies (1.8), is admissible, and satisfies (1.9).

For an arbitrary pseudodifferential operator HpBq the λ-bracket (1.5) is not admissible, but it is admissible for any rational pseudodifferential operator, i.e. contained in the subalgebra generated by differential operators and their inverses. We show that, as in the local case (see [BDSK09]), this λ-bracket satisfies conditions (1.8) and (1.9) if and only if (1.8) holds for any pair u_i, u_j , and (1.9) holds for any triple u_i, u_j , u_k. Also, (1.8) is equivalent to skewadjointness of HpBq.

The simplest example of a non-local PVA corresponds to the skewadjoint operator HpBq “ B^{´1}. Then tu_λuu “ λ^{´1} ,

and equation (1.9) trivially holds for the triple u, u, u. Note that (1.1) in this case reads: tupxq, upyqu “ B^{´1}_y δpx ´ yq, which is quite difficult to work with.

The next example corresponds to Sokolov’s skewadjoint operator [Sok84], HpBq “ u^1B^{´1} ˝ u^1. The corresponding λ-bracket is

tu_λuu “ u^1 1 λ ` B u^1 .

The verification of (1.9) for the triple u, u, u is straightforward.

A rational pseudodifferential operator HpBq is a Hamiltonian structure on V if the λbracket (1.5) endows V with a structure of a non-local PVA (in other words HpBq should be skewadjoint and (1.9) should hold for any triple u_i, u_j , u_k).

Fix a “minimal fractional decomposition” H “ AB^{´1}. This means that A, B are differential operators over V, such that Ker A X Ker B “ 0 in any differential domain extension of V. It is shown in [CDSK12b] that such a decomposition always exists and that the above property is equivalent to the property that any common right factor of A and B is invertible over the field of fractions of V. Then the basic notions of the theory of integrable systems are defined as follows. A Hamiltonian functional (for H “ AB^{´1})

is an element ş h P V{BV such that^δ ş_h δu “ BpBqF for some F P V^ℓ. Then the element P “ ApBqF is called an associated Hamiltonian vector field. Denote by FpHq Ă V{BV the subspace of all Hamiltonian functionals, and by HpHq Ă V^ℓ the subspace of all Hamiltonian vector fields (they are independent of the choice of the minimal fractional decomposition for H): FpHq “ ´ δ δu ¯_{´1}´ Im B ¯ Ă V{BV , HpHq “ A ´ B^{´1} ´ Im δ δu ¯¯ Ă V^ℓ .

Then it is easy to show that FpHq is a Lie algebra with respect to the well-defined bracket (1.3), and HpHq is a subalgebra of the Lie algebra V^ℓ with bracket rP, Qs “ D_QpBqP ´ D_P pBqQ, where D_P pBq is the Frechet derivative.

A Hamiltonian equation, associated to the Hamiltonian structure H and a Hamiltonian functional ş h P FpHq, with an associated Hamiltonian vector field P P HpHq, is the following evolution equation:

(1.10) du dt “ P . Note that (1.10) coincides with (1.4) in the local case. The Hamiltonian equation (1.10) is called integrable if there exist linearly independent infinite sequences ş h_n P FpHq and P_n P HpHq, n P Z_`, such that ş h_0 “ ş h, P_0 “ P , P_n is associated to ş h_n, and t ş h_m, ş h_nu “ 0, rP_m, P_ns “ 0 for all m, n P Z_`. In this case we have a hierarchy of compatible integrable equations du dt_n “ P_n , n P Z_` .

Having given rigorous definitions of the basic notions of the theory of Hamiltonian equations with non-local Hamiltonian structures, we proceed to establish some basic results of the theory.

The first result is Theorem 5.1, which states that if H and K are compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures and K is invertible (as a pseudodifferential operator), then the sequence of rational pseudodifferential operators H^{r0s} “ K, H^{rns} “ pH ˝K^{´1}q^{n´1} ˝H, n ě 1, is a compatible family of non-local Hamiltonian structures. (As usual [Mag78, Mag80] a collection of non-local Hamiltonian structures is called compatible if any their finite linear combination is again a non-local Hamiltonian structure.) This result was first stated in [Mag80] and its partial proof was given in [FF81] (of course, without having rigorous definitions).

Next, we give a rigorous definition of a non-local symplectic structure and prove (the “well-known” fact) that, if S is invertible as pseudodifferential operator, then it is a non-local symplectic structure if and only if S^{´1} is a non-local Hamiltonian structure (Theorem 6.2). Since we completely described (local) symplectic structures in [BDSK09], this result provides a large collection of non-local Hamiltonian structures. We also establish a connection between Dirac structures (see [Dor93] and [BDSK09]) with non-local Hamiltonian structures (Theorems 6.11 and 6.16).

After that we discuss the Lenard-Margi scheme of integrability for a pair of compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures, similar to that discussed in [Mag78, Mag80, Dor93, BDSK09] in the local case, and give sufficient conditions when this scheme works (Theorem 7.7 and Remark 7.8).

Finally, we demonstrate on the example of the NLS hierarchy how this scheme works. The corresponding pair of compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures has been written down already in [Mag80]: H “ ^ vB^{´1} ˝ v ´vB^{´1} ˝ u ´uB^{´1} ˝ v uB^{´1} ˝ u ˙ ` cB1I , K “ ^ 0 ´1 1 0 ˙ . In our next paper [DSK12] we go systematically over well known non-local bi-Hamiltonian structures and construct the corresponding integrable hierarchies of Hamiltonian PDE’s.

Throughout the paper, all vector spaces are considered over a field F of characteristic zero.

We wish to thank Pavel Etingof and Andrea Maffei for useful discussions.

2 Rational pseudodifferential operators

2.1 The space V_{λ,μ}

Throughout the paper we shall use the following standard notation. Given a vector space V , we denote by V rλs the space of polynomials in λ with coefficients in V , by V rrλ^{´1}ss the space of formal power series in λ^{´1} with coefficients in V , and by V ppλ^{´1}qq “ V rrλ^{´1}ssrλs the space of formal Laurent series in λ^{´1} with coefficients in V .

We have the obvious identifications V rλ, μs “ V rλsrμs “ V rμsrλs and V rrλ^{´1}, μ^{´1}ss “ V rrλ^{´1}ssrrμ^{´1}ss “ V rrμ^{´1}ssrrλ^{´1}ss. However the space V ppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}q does not coincide with V ppμ^{´1}qqppλ^{´1}qq. Both spaces contain naturally the subspace V rrλ^{´1}, μ^{´1}ssrλ, μs. In fact, this subspace is their intersection in the ambient space V rrλ^{˘1}, μ^{˘1}ss consisting of all series of the form ř m,nPZ am,nλ mμ^n. The most important for this paper will be the space

V_{λ,μ} :“ V rrλ^{´1}, μ^{´1}, pλ ` μq^{´1}ssrλ, μs ,

namely, the quotient of the Frλ, μ, νs-module V rrλ^{´1}, μ^{´1}, ν^{´1}ssrλ, μ, νs by the submodule pν ´ λ ´ μqV rrλ^{´1}, μ^{´1}, ν^{´1}ssrλ, μ, νs. By definition, the space V_{λ,μ} consists of elements which can be written (NOT uniquely) in the form

(2.1) A “ Mÿ m“´8 Nÿ n“´8 Pÿ p“´8 a_{m,n,p}λ^mμ^npλ ` μq^p , for some M, N, P P Z (in fact, we can always choose P ď 0), and a_{m,n,p} P V .

In the space V rrλ^{´1}, μ^{´1}, ν^{´1}ssrλ, μ, νs we have a natural notion of degree, by letting degpλq “ degpμq “ degpνq “ 1. Every element A P V rrλ^{´1}, μ^{´1}, ν^{´1}ssrλ, μ, νs decomposes as a sum A “ ř_N d“´8 A pdq (possibly infinite), where A^{pdq} is a finite linear combination of monomials of degree d. Since ν ´ λ ´ μ is homogenous (of degree 1), this induces a well-defined notion of degree on the quotient space V_{λ,μ}, and we denote by V^d_{λ,μ}, for d P Z, the span of elements of degree d in V_{λ,μ}. If A P V_{λ,μ} has the form (2.1), then it decomposes as A “ ř_{M`N`P} d“´8 A pdq, where A^{pdq} P V^d_{λ,μ} is given by

A^{pdq} “ ÿ mďM,nďN,pďP pm`n`p“dq a_{m,n,p}λ^mμ^npλ ` μq^p .

The coefficients a_{m,n,p} P V are still not uniquely defined, but now the sum in A^{pdq} is finite (since d ´ 2K ď m, n, p ď K :“ maxpM, N, P q). Hence, we have the following equality

V^d_{λ,μ} “ V rλ^{˘1}, μ^{˘1}, pλ ` μq^{´1}s^d ,

where, as before, the superscript d denotes the subspace consisting of polynomials in λ^{˘1}, μ^{˘1}, pλ ` μq^{´1}, of degree d.

Lemma 2.1. The following is a basis of the space V^d_{λ,μ} over V :

λ^{d´i}μ^i, i P Z ; λ^{d`i}pλ ` μq^{´i}, i P Z_{ą0} “ t1, 2, . . . u ,

in the sense that any element of the space V^d_{λ,μ} can be written uniquely as a finite linear combination of the above elements with coefficients in V .

Proof. First, it suffices to prove the claim for d “ 0. In this case, letting t “ μ{λ, the elements of V^0_{λ,μ} are rational functions in t with poles at 0 and -1. But any such rational functions can be uniquely written, by partial fractions decomposition, as a linear combination of t^i, with i P Z, and of p1 ` tq^{´i}, with i P Z_{ą0}.

Remark 2.2. One has natural embeddings of V_{λ,μ} in all the spaces V ppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq, V ppμ^{´1}qqppλ^{´1}qq, V ppλ^{´1}qqpppλ ` μq^{´1}qq, V ppμ^{´1}qqpppλ ` μq^{´1}qq, V pppλ ` μq^{´1}qqppλ^{´1}qq, V pppλ ` μq^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq, defined by expanding one of the variables λ, μ or ν “ λ ` μ in terms of the other two. For example, we have the embedding

(2.2) ι_{μ,λ} : V_{λ,μ} ãÑ V ppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq ,

obtained by expanding all negative powers of λ ` μ in the region |μ| ą |λ|:

(2.3) ι_{μ,λ}pλ ` μq^{´n´1} “ 8ÿ k“0 ^ ´n ´ 1 k ˙ λ^kμ^{´n´k´1} .

Similarly in all other cases. Note that, even though V_{λ,μ} is naturally embedded in both spaces V ppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq and V ppμ^{´1}qqppλ^{´1}qq, it is not contained in their intersection V rrλ^{´1}, μ^{´1}ssrλ, μs.

Lemma 2.3. If V is an algebra, then V_{λ,μ} is also an algebra, with the obvious product. Namely, if Apλ, μq, Bpλ, μq P V_{λ,μ}, then Apλ, μqBpλ, μq P V_{λ,μ}. More generally, if S, T : V Ñ V are endomorphisms of V (viewed as a vector space), then Apλ ` S, μ ` T qBpλ, μq P V_{λ,μ} , where we expand the negative powers of λ ` S and μ ` T in non-negative powers of S and T , acting on the coefficients of B.

Proof. We expand A and B as in (2.1): Apλ, μq “ Mÿ m“´8 Nÿ n“´8 Pÿ p“´8 a_{m,n,p}λ^mμ^npλ ` μq^p ,

Bpλ, μq “ M^1ÿ

m^1“´8

N^1ÿ

n^1“´8

P^1ÿ

p^1“´8

b_m1_{,n}1_{,p}1 λ^{m1} μ^{n1} pλ ` μq^{p1} .

Using binomial expansion, we then get Apλ ` S, μ ` T qBpλ, μq “ M`M^1ÿ

m̄“´8

N`N^1ÿ

n̄“´8

P `P^1ÿ

p̄“´8 c_{m̄,n̄,p̄}λ^{m̄}μ^{n̄}pλ ` μq^{p̄} , where c_{m̄,n̄,p̄} “ ÿ mďM,m^1ďM^1,iě0

pm`m^1´i“m̄q ÿ nďN,n^1ďN^1,jě0 pn`n^1´j“n̄q ÿ pďP,p^1ďP^1,kě0 pp`p^1´k“p̄q ^ m i ˙^ n j ˙^ p k ˙ a_{m,n,p} ` S^iT^jpS ` T q^kb_m1_{,n}1_{,p}1 ˘ . To conclude, we just observe that each sum in the RHS is finite, since, for example, in the first sum we have i “ m ` m^1 ´ m̄, m̄ ´ M^1 ď m ď M and m̄ ´ M ď m^1 ď M^1.

Lemma 2.4. Let V be a vector space and let U Ă V be a subspace. Then we have: � A P V_{λ,μ} ˇ ˇ ι_{μ,λ}A P Uppλ´1qqppμ´1qq( “ � A P V_{λ,μ} ˇ ˇ ι_{λ,μ}A P Uppμ´1qqppλ´1qq( “ � A P V_{λ,μ} ˇ ˇ ι_{λ`μ,λ}A P Uppλ^{´1}qqpppλ ` μq^{´1}qq( “ � A P V_{λ,μ} ˇ ˇ ι_{λ`μ,μ}A P Uppμ^{´1}qqpppλ ` μq^{´1}qq( “ � A P V_{λ,μ} ˇ ˇ ι_{λ,λ`μ}A P Upppλ ` μq^{´1}qqppλ^{´1}qq( “ � A P V_{λ,μ} ˇ ι_{μ,λ`μ}A P Upppλ ` μq^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq ( “ U_{λ,μ} . Proof. We only need to prove that � A P V_{λ,μ} ˇ ι_{μ,λ}A P Uppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq ( Ă U_{λ,μ}. Indeed, the opposite inclusion is obvious, and the argument for the other equalities is the same.

Let A P V^d_{λ,μ} be such that its expansion ι_{μ,λ}A P V ppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq has coefficients in U. We want to prove that A lies in U_{λ,μ}. By Lemma 2.1 A can be written uniquely as A “ Nÿ i“´M v_iλ^{d`i}μ^{´i}` Nÿ j“1 w_j λ^{d`j} pλ ` μq^{´j} ,

with v_i, w_j P V . Its expansion in V ppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq is ι_{μ,λ}A “ Nÿ i“´M v_iλ^{d`i}μ^{´i}` Nÿ j“1 8ÿ k“0 ^ ´j k ˙ w_jλ^{d`j`k}μ^{´j´k} . Since, by assumption, ι_{μ,λ}A P Uppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq, we have

v_i P U for ´ M ď i ď ´1 ,

v_i` iÿ j“1 ^ ´j i ´ j ˙ w_j P U for 0 ď i ď N , Nÿ j“1 ^ ´j i ´ j ˙ w_j P U for i ą N .

From the first condition above we have that v_i lies in U for i ă 0. Using the third condition, we want to deduce that w_j lies in U for all 1 ď j ď N. It then follows, from the second condition, that v_i lies in U for i ě 0 as well, proving the claim.

For i ą N and 1 ď j ď N we have

`_{´j} i´j ˘ “ p´1q^{i´j}

`_{i´1} j´1 ˘ . Hence, we will be able to deduce that w_j lies in U for every j, once we prove that the following matrix P “ ^ p´1q^{i`j} ^ i ´ 1 j ´ 1 ˙˙ N`1ďiă8 1ďjďN , has rank N. First, the sign p´1q^{i`j} does not change the rank of the above matrix. So it sufficies to prove that the matrices

T_h “ ^^ i ´ 1 j ´ 1 ˙˙ h`1ďiďh`N 1ďjďN , are non-degenerate for every h ě 0. This is clear since the matrix T_0 is upper triangular with ones on the diagonal, and, by the Tartaglia-Pascal triangle, T_h and T_{h`1} have the same determinant.

2.2 Rational pseudodifferential operators

For the rest of this section, let A be a differential algebra, i.e. a unital commutative associative algebra with a derivation B, and assume that A is a domain. For a P A, we denote a^1 “ Bpaq and a^{pnq} “ B^npaq, for a non negative integer n. We denote by K the field of fractions of A.

Recall that a pseudodifferential operator over A is an expression of the form

(2.4) A “ ApBq “ Nÿ n“´8

a_nB^n , a_n P A .

If a_N ‰ 0, one says that A has order N. Pseudodifferential operators form a unital associative algebra, denoted by AppB^{´1}qq, with product ˝ defined by letting

(2.5) B^n ˝ a “ ÿ jPZ_` ^ n j ˙ a^{pjq}B^{n´j} , n P Z, a P A . We will often omit ˝ if no confusion may arise.

Clearly, KppB^{´1}qq is a skewfield, and it is the skewfield of fractions of AppB^{´1}qq. If A P AppB^{´1}qq is a non-zero pseudodifferential operator of order N as in (2.4), its inverse A^{´1} P KppB^{´1}qq is computed as follows. We write A “ a_N ´ 1` ´1ÿ n“´8

a^{´1}_N a_{n`N} B^n ¯ B^N ,

and expanding by geometric progression, we get

(2.6) A^{´1} “ B^{´N}˝ 8ÿ k“0 ´ ´ ´1ÿ n“´8

a^{´1}_N a_{n`N} B^n

¯_k

˝ a^{´1}_N ,

which is well defined as a pseudodifferential operator in KppB^{´1}qq, since, by formula (2.5), the powers of B are bounded above by ´N, and the coefficient of each power of B is a finite sum.

The symbol of the pseudodifferential operator ApBq in (2.4) is the formal Laurent series Apλq “ ř_N n“´8 anλ n P Appλ^{´1}qq, where λ is an indeterminate commuting with A. We thus get a bijective map AppB^{´1}qq Ñ Appλ^{´1}qq (which is not an algebra homomorphism). A closed formula for the associative product in AppB^{´1}qq in terms of the corresponding symbols is the following:

(2.7) pA ˝ Bqpλq “ Apλ ` BqBpλq .

Here and further on, we always expand an expression as pλ ` Bq^n, n P Z, in non-negative powers of B:

(2.8) pλ ` Bq^n “ 8ÿ j“0 ^ n j ˙ λ^{n´j}B^j .

Therefore, the RHS of (2.7) means ř_N m,n“´8 ř_8 j“0 `_m j ˘ a_mb^{pjq}_n λ^{m`n´j}.

The algebra AppB^{´1}qq contains the algebra of differential operators ArBs as a subalgebra.

Definition 2.5. The field KpBq of rational pseudodifferential operators is the smallest subskewfield of KppB^{´1}qq containing ArBs. We denote ApBq “ KpBq X AppB^{´1}qq, the subalgebra of rational pseudodifferential operators with coefficients in A.

The following Proposition (see [CDSK12, Prop.3.4]) describes explicitly the skewfield KpBq of rational pseudodifferential operators.

Proposition 2.6. Let A be a differential domain, and let K be its field of fractions.

(a) Every rational pseudodifferential operator L P KpBq can be written as a right (resp.

left) fraction L “ AS^{´1} (resp. L “ S^{´1}A) for some A, S P ArBs with S ‰ 0.

(b) Let L “ AS^{´1} (resp. L “ S^{´1}A), with A, S P ArBs, be a decomposition of L P KpBq such that S has minimal possible order. Then any other decomposition L “ A_1S^{´1}_1 (resp. L “ S^{´1}_1 A_1), with A_1, S_1 P ArBs, we have A_1 “ AK, S_1 “ SK (resp. A_1 “ KA, A_1 “ KS), for some K P KrBs.

2.3 Rational matrix pseudodifferential operators

Definition 2.7. A matrix pseudodifferential operator A P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} AppB^{´1}qq is called rational with coefficients in A if its entries are rational pseudodifferential operators with coefficients in A. In other words, the algebra of rational matrix pseudodifferential operators with coefficients in A is Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} ApBq.

Let M “ ` A_{ij} B^{´1}_{ij} ˘ i,jPI be a rational matrix pseudodifferential operator with coeffi-

cients in A, with A_{ij} , B_{ij} P ArBs. By the Ore condition (see e.g. [CDSK12]), we can find a common right multiple B P ArBs of all operators B_{ij} , i.e. for every i, j we can factor B “ B_{ij}C_{ij} for some C_{ij} P ArBs. Hence, A_{ij} B^{´1}_{ij} “ rA_{ij}B^{´1}, where rA_{ij} “ A_{ij}C_{ij} . Then, the matrix M can be represented as a ratio of two matrices: M “ rApB1Iq^{´1}. Hence,

Mat_{ℓ^ℓ}ApBq “ " ApB1Iq^{´1} ˇ ˇ A P Mat^{ℓ^ℓ}ArBs, B P ArBs, A_{ij} B^{´1} P AppB^{´1}qq @i, j * . However, in general this is not a representation of the rational matrix M in “minimal terms” (see Definition 2.11 below).

We recall now some linear algebra over the skewfield KppB^{´1}qq and, in particular, the notion of the Dieudonné determinant (see [Art57] for an overview over an arbitrary skewfield).

An elementary row operation of an ℓ^ℓ matrix pseudodifferential operator A is either a permutation of two rows of it, or the operation T pi, j; P q, where 1 ď i ‰ j ď m and P P KppB^{´1}qq, which replaces the j-th row by itself minus i-th row multiplied on the left by P . Using the usual Gauss elimination, we can get the (well known) analogues of standard linear algebra theorems for matrix pseudodifferential operators. In particular, any matrix pseudodifferential operator A P Mat_{m^ℓ} KppB^{´1}qq can be brought by elementary row operations to a row echelon form.

The Dieudonné determinant of a A P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} KppB^{´1}qq has the form det A “ cξ^d, where c P A, ξ is an indeterminate, and d P Z. It is defined by the following properties: det A changes sign if we permute two rows of A, and it is unchanged under any elementary row operation T pi, j; P q defined above, for aribtrary i ‰ j and a pseudodifferential operator P P KppB^{´1}qq; moreover, if A is upper triangular, with diagonal entries A_{ii} of order n_i and leading coefficoent a_i, then

det A “ ´ ź i a_i ¯ ξ^{ři ni} . It was proved in [Die43] (for any skewfield) that the Dieudonné determinant is well defined and detpA˝Bq “ pdet Aqpdet Bq for every ℓ^ℓ matrix pseudodifferential operators A, B P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} KppB^{´1}qq.

The Dieudonné determinant gives a way to characterize invertible matrix pseudodifferential operators, thanks to the following well known fact (see e.g. [CDSK12, Prop.4.3]):

Proposition 2.8. Let D be a subskewfield of the skewfield KppB^{´1}qq, and let A PMat_{ℓ^ℓ} D. Then A is invertible in Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} D if and only if det A ‰ 0.

Corollary 2.9. Let A P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} KppB^{´1}qq be a matrix with det A ‰ 0. Then A is a rational matrix if and only if A^{´1} is.

Proof. It is a special case of Proposition 2.8 when D is the subskewfield KpBq Ă KppB^{´1}qq of rational pseudodifferential operators.

Remark 2.10. It is proved in [CDSK12] that, if A P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} AppB^{´1}qq then we have det A “ cξ^d, with c P Ā, where Ā is the integral closure of A. Furthermore, if c is an invertible element of Ā, then the inverse matrix A^{´1} lies in Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} ĀppB^{´1}qq.

Definition 2.11 (see [CDSK12b]). Let H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} KpBq be a rational matrix pseudodifferential operator with coefficients in the differential field K. A fractional decomposition H “ AB^{´1}, with A, B P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} KrBs, det B ‰ 0, is called minimal if deg_ξ det B is minimal (recall that it is a non-negative integer).

Proposition 2.12 ([CDSK12b]). (a) A fractional decomposition H“AB^{´1} of a rational matrix pseudodifferential operator H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} KpBq is minimal if and only if

(2.9) Ker A X Ker B “ 0 ,

in any differential field extension of K.

(b) The minimal fractional decomposition of H exists and is unique up to multiplication of A and B on the right by a matrix differential operator D which is invertible in the algebra Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} KrBs.

Remark 2.13. In the case ℓ “ 1 the fractional decomposition H “ AB^{´1} P KpBq, is minimal if and only if the the differential operators A, B P KrBs have no right common divisor of order greater than 0 (i.e. the right greatest common divisor of A and B is 1). Remark 2.14. Let A be a differential domain, and let K be its field of fractions. A fractional decomposition H “ AB^{´1} of H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} ArBs over K can be turned into a fractional decomposition over A by clearing the denominators of A and B. Hence, a minimal fracitonal decomposition over A is also minimal over K.

3 Non-local Poisson vertex algebras

3.1 Non-local λ-brackets and non-local Lie conformal algebras

Let R be a module over the algebra of polynomials FrBs.

Definition 3.1. A non-local λ-bracket on R is a linear map t¨_λ ¨u : R b R Ñ Rppλ^{´1}qq satisfying the following sesquilinearity conditions (a, b P R):

(3.1) tBa_λbu “ ´λta_λbu , ta_λBbu “ pλ ` Bqta_λbu .

The non-local λ-bracket t¨_λ ¨u is said to be skewsymmetric (respectively symmetric) if (a, b P R) (3.2) tb_λau “ ´ta_{´λ´B}bu ´ resp. “ ta_{´λ´B}bu ¯ . The RHS of the skewsymmetry condition should be interpreted as follows: if ta_λbu “ ř_N n“´8 cnλ n, then

ta_{´λ´B}bu “ Nÿ n“´8

p´λ ´ Bq^nc_n “ Nÿ n“´8 8ÿ k“0 ^ n k ˙ p´1q^npB^kc_nqλ^{n´k} “ Nÿ m“´8 ´ N´mÿ k“0 ^ m ` k k ˙ p´1q^{m`k}pB^kc_{m`k}q ¯ λ^m . In other words, we move ´λ ´ B to the left and we expand in non negative powers of B as in (2.8).

In general we have ta_λtb_μcuu P Rppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq for an arbitrary λ-bracket t¨_λ ¨u. Recall from Section 2.1 that R_{λ,μ} can be considered as a subspace of Rppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq via the embedding ι_{μ,λ}.

Definition 3.2. The non-local λ-bracket t¨_λ ¨u on R is called admissible if ta_λtb_μcuu P R_{λ,μ} @a, b, c P R . Remark 3.3. If t¨_λ ¨u is a skewsymmetric admissible λ-bracket on R, then tb_μta_λcuu P R_{λ,μ} and tta_λbu_{λ`μ}cu P R_{λ,μ} for all a, b, c P R. Indeed, the first claim is obvious since R_{λ,μ} “ R_{μ,λ}. For the second claim, by skewsymmetry tta_λbu_{λ`μ}cu “ ´tc_{´λ´μ´B}ta_λbuu, and by the admissibility assumption tc_ν ta_λbuu P R_{λ,ν} . To conclude it suffices to note that when replacing ν by ´λ ´ μ ´ B in an element of R_{λ,ν} “ Rrrλ^{´1}, ν^{´1}, pλ ` νq^{´1}ssrλ, νs, we have that ν^{´1} is expanded in negative powers of λ`μ and pλ`νq^{´1} is expanded in negative powers of μ. As a result, we get an element of Rrrλ^{´1}, μ^{´1}, pλ ` μq^{´1}ssrλ, μs “ R_{λ,μ}.

Definition 3.4. A non-local Lie conformal algebra is an FrBs-module R endowed with an admissible skewsymmetric λ-bracket t¨_λ ¨u : R b R Ñ Rppλ^{´1}qq satisfying the Jacobi identity (in R_{λ,μ}):

(3.3) ta_λtb_μcuu ´ tb_μta_λcuu “ tta_λbu_{λ`μ}cu for every a, b, c P R .

Example 3.5. Let R “ ` FrBs b V ˘ ‘ FC, where V is a vector space with a symmetric bilinear form p¨ | ¨q. Define the (non-local) λ-bracket on R by letting C be a central element, defining ta_λbu “ pa|bqCλ^{´1} for a, b P V ,

and extending it to a λ-bracket on R by sesquilinearity. Skewsymmetry for this λ-bracket holds since, by assumption, p¨ | ¨q is symmetric. Moreover, since any triple λ-bracket is zero, the λ-bracket is obviously admissible and it satisfies the Jacobi identity. Hence, we have a non-local Lie conformal algebra.

3.2 Non-local Poisson vertex algebras

Let V be a differential algebra, i.e. a unital commutative associative algebra with a derivation B : V Ñ V. As before, we assume that V is a domain and denote by K its field of fractions.

Definition 3.6. (a) A non-local λ-bracket on the differential algebra V is a linear map t¨_λ ¨u : V b V Ñ Vppλ^{´1}qq satisfying the sesquilinearity conditions (3.1) and the following left and right Leibniz rules:

(3.4) ta_λbcu “ bta_λcu ` cta_λbu , tab_λcu “ ta_{λ`B}cu_Ñb ` tb_{λ`B}cu_Ña .

Here and further an expression ta_{λ`B}bu_Ñc is interpreted as follows: if ta_λbu “ ř_N n“´8 cnλ n, then ta_{λ`B}bu_Ñc “ ř_N

n“´8 cnpλ ` Bq

nc, where we expand pλ ` Bq^nc in non-negative powers of B as in (2.8).

(b) The conditions of (skew)symmetry, admissibility and Jacobi identity for a non-local λ-bracket t¨_λ ¨u on V are the same as in Definitions 3.1, 3.2 and 3.4 respectively.

(c) A non-local Poisson vertex algebra is a differential algebra V endowed with a nonlocal Poisson λ-bracket, i.e. a skewsymetric admissible non-local λ-bracket, satisfying the Jacobi identity.

Example 3.7 (cf. Example 3.5). Let V “ Fru^{pnq}_i | i “ 1, . . . , ℓ, n P Z_`s be the algebra of diffenertial polynoamials in ℓ differential variables u_1, . . . , u_ℓ. Let C “ ` c_{ij} ˘_ℓ

i,j“1 be an

ℓ ^ ℓ symmetric matrix with coefficients in F. The following formula defines a structure of a non-local Poisson vertex algebra on V:

tP_λQu “ ÿ m,nPZ_` ÿ i,jPZ_` c_{ij} BQ Bu^{pnq}_j p´1q^mpλ ` Bq^{m`n´1} BP Bu^{pmq}_i .

For example, tu_{iλ}u_ju “ c_{ij} λ^{´1} but, for P, Q P Fru_1 , . . . , u_ℓs Ă V, we get an infinite formal Laurent series in λ^{´1}:

tP_λQu “ ℓÿ i,j“1 c_{ij} BQ Bu_j pλ ` Bq^{´1} BP Bu_i “ ℓÿ i,j“1 8ÿ n“0 p´1q^n BQ Bu_j ´ B^n BP Bu_i ¯ λ^{´n´1} P Vppλ^{´1}qq .

We will prove that this is indeed a non-local Poisson λ-bracket in the next section, where we will discuss a general construction of non-local Poisson vertex algebras, which will include this example as a special case (see Theorem 4.1).

Proposition 3.8. Let t¨_λ ¨u be a non-local Poisson vertex algebra structure on the differential domain V. Then there is a unique way to extend it to a non-local Poisson vertex algebra structure on the differential field of fractions K, and it can be computed using the following formulas (a, b P Kzt0u):

(3.5) ta_λb^{´1}u “ ´b^{´2}ta_λbu , ta^{´1}_λ bu “ ´ta_{λ`B}bu_Ña^{´2} .

Proof. It is straightforward to check that formulas (3.5) define a non-local λ-bracket on the field of fraction K, satysfying all the axioms of non-local Poisson vertex algebra. In particular, admissibility of the λ-bracket can be derived from Lemma 2.3. The details of the proof are left to the reader.

Thanks to Proposition 3.8 we can extend, uniquely, a non-local Poisson vertex algebra λ-bracket on V to its field of fractions K. The following results are useful to prove admissibility of a non-local λ-bracket.

Lemma 3.9. Let V be a differential algebra, endowed with a non-local λ-bracket t¨_λ u. Assume that V is a domain, and let K be its field of fractions. Let S “ ` S_{ij} ˘ i,jPI P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} ` KppB^{´1}qq ˘ be an invertible ℓ ^ ℓ matrix pseudodifferential operator with coefficients in K. Letting S_{ij} “ ř_N n“´8 sij;nB n, the following identities hold for every a P K and i, j P I:

(3.6) � a_λpS^{´1}q_{ij}pμq ( “´ ℓÿ r,t“1 Nÿ n“´8

ι_{μ,λ}pS^{´1}q_{ir}pλ ` μ ` Bq

ta_λs_{rt;n}upμ ` Bq^npS^{´1}q_{tj} pμq P Kppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq , and

(3.7) � pS^{´1}q_{ij} pλq_{λ`μ}a ( “´ ℓÿ r,t“1 Nÿ n“´8 ts_{rt;nλ`μ`B}au_Ñ ´ pλ ` Bq^npS^{´1}q_{tj} pλq ¯ ι_{λ,λ`μ}pS^{˚´1}q_{ri}pμq P Kpppλ ` μq^{´1}qqppλ^{´1}qq ,

where ι_{μ,λ} and ι_{λ,λ`μ} are as in (2.3). In equation (3.7) S^˚ denotes the adjoint of the matrix differential operator S (its inverse being pS^{´1}q^˚).

Proof. The identity S ˝ S^{´1} “ 1 becomes, in terms of symbols, ℓÿ t“1 S_{r,t}pμ ` BqpS^{´1}q_{tj} pμq “ δ_{rj} .

Taking λ-bracket with a, we have, by sesquilinearity and the (left) Leibniz rule, 0 “ ℓÿ t“1 � a_λS_{rt}pμ ` BqpS^{´1}q_{tj} pμq (

“ ℓÿ t“1 Nÿ n“´8 � a_λs_{rt;n}pμ ` Bq^npS^{´1}q_{tj} pμq (

“ ℓÿ t“1 Nÿ n“´8

ta_λs_{rt;n}upμ ` Bq^npS^{´1}q_{tj} pμq ` ℓÿ t“1 ι_{μ,λ}S_{rt}pλ ` μ ` Bq � a_λpS^{´1}q_{tj} pμq ( . Note that ι_{μ,λ}Spλ ` μ ` Bq is invertible in Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} ` KrBsppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq ˘ , its inverse being ι_{μ,λ}S^{´1}pλ ` μ ` Bq. We then apply ι_{μ,λ}pS^{´1}q_{ir}pλ ` μ ` Bq on the left to both sides of the above equation and we sum over r “ 1, . . . , ℓ, to get ℓÿ t“1 δ_{it} � a_λpS^{´1}q_{tj} pμq (

“´ ℓÿ r“1 ℓÿ t“1 Nÿ n“´8

ι_{μ,λ}pS^{´1}q_{ir}pλ ` μ ` Bqta_λs_{rt;n}upμ ` Bq^npS^{´1}q_{tj} pμq ,

proving equation (3.6).

Similarly, for the second equation we have, by the right Leibniz rule, 0 “ ℓÿ t“1 � S_{rt}pλ ` BqpS^{´1}q_{tj} pλq_{λ`μ}a (

“ ℓÿ t“1 Nÿ n“´8 � s_{rt;n}pλ ` Bq^npS^{´1}q_{tj} pλq_{λ`μ}a (

“ ℓÿ t“1 Nÿ n“´8 � s_{rt;nλ`μ`B}a ( Ñpλ ` Bq^npS^{´1}q_{tj} pλq ` ℓÿ t“1 Nÿ n“´8 � pS^{´1}q_{tj} pλq_{λ`μ`B} a ( Ñι_{λ,λ`μ}pλ ´ λ ´ μ ´ Bq^ns_{rt;n} “ ℓÿ t“1 Nÿ n“´8 � s_{rt;nλ`μ`B}a ( Ñpλ ` Bq^npS^{´1}q_{tj} pλq ` ℓÿ t“1 � pS^{´1}q_{tj} pλq_{λ`μ`B} a ( Ñι_{λ,λ`μ}S^˚_{tr}pμq . We next replace in the above equation μ (placed at the right) by μ ` B, and we apply the

resulting differential operator to ι_{λ,λ`μ}pS^{˚´1}q_{ri}pμq. As a result we get, after summing

over r “ 1, . . . , ℓ, ℓÿ t“1 � pS^{´1}q_{tj} pλq_{λ`μ`B} a ( Ñδ_{ti} “´ ℓÿ r“1 ℓÿ t“1 Nÿ n“0 � s_{rt;nλ`μ`B}a ( Ñ ´ pλ ` Bq^npS^{´1}q_{tj} pλq ¯ ι_{λ,λ`μ}pS^{˚´1}q_{ri}pμq ,

proving equation (3.7).

Corollary 3.10. Let V be a differential algebra, endowed with a non-local λ-bracket

t¨_λ ¨u. Assume that V is a domain, and let K be its field of fractions. Let S “ ` S_{ij} ˘ i,jPI P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} ` KrBs ˘ have non-zero Dieudonnè determinant. Then the following identities hold

for every a P K and i, j P I:

(3.8) � a_λpS^{´1}q_{ij}pμq ( “´ ℓÿ r,t“1 Nÿ n“0 pS^{´1}q_{ir}pλ ` μ ` Bqta_λs_{rt;n}upμ ` Bq^npS^{´1}q_{tj} pμq P K_{λ,μ} , and

(3.9) � pS^{´1}q_{ij} pλq_{λ`μ}a ( “´ ℓÿ r,t“1 Nÿ n“0 ts_{rt;nλ`μ`B}au_Ñ ´ pλ ` Bq^npS^{´1}q_{tj} pλq ¯ pS^{˚´1}q_{ri}pμq P K_{λ,μ} ,

where S_{ij} “ ř_N

n“0 s_{ij;n}B^n.

Proof. It is immediate from equations (3.6) and (3.7).

Corollary 3.11. Let V be a differential algebra, endowed with a non-local λ-bracket t¨_λ u. Assume that V is a domain, and let K be its field of fractions. Let A P VpBq “ KpBq X VppB^{´1}qq be a rational pseudodifferential operator with coefficients in V. Then ta_λApμqu and tApλq_{λ`μ}au lie in V_{λ,μ} for every a P V.

Proof. First, note that if the pseudodifferential operators A, B P KppB^{´1}qq satisfy the conditions ta_λApμqu , tApλq_{λ`μ}auta_λBpμqu , tBpλq_{λ`μ}au P K_{λ,μ} , for every a P K, so does A ˝ B. Indeed, by the Leibniz rule,

ta_λpA ˝ Bqpμqu “ ta_λApμ ` BqBpμqu “ ta_λApμ ` Bqu_ÑBpμq ` Apλ ` μ ` Bqta_λBpμqu ,

and both terms in the RHS lie in K_{λ,μ} by the assumption on A and B, thanks to Lemma 2.3. Similarly, by the right Leibniz rule,

tpA ˝ Bqpλq_{λ`μ}au “ tApλ ` BqBpλq_{λ`μ}au “ tBpλq_{λ`μ`B} au_Ñι_{λ,λ`μ}A^˚pμq ` tApλ ` Bq_{λ`μ`B} au_ÑBpλq ,

and both terms in the RHS lie in K_{λ,μ} (rather in the image of K_{λ,μ} in Kpppλ`μq^{´1}qqppλ^{´1}qq via ι_{λ,λ`μ}) by Lemma 2.3. By Corollary 3.10 we have that, if S P VrBs, then ta_λS^{´1}pμqu and tS^{´1}pλq_{λ`μ}au lie in K_{λ,μ} for all a P K. Hence, by Definition 2.5 and the above observations, we get that, if A P VpBq “ KpBq X VppB^{´1}qq, then ta_λApμqu and tApλq_{λ`μ}au lie in K_{λ,μ} for all a P K. On the other hand, if a P V, we clearly have ta_λApμqu P Vppλ^{´1}qqppμ^{´1}qq and tApλq_{λ`μ}au P Vpppλ`μq^{´1}qqppλ^{´1}qq. The claim follows from Lemma 2.4 applied to V “ K and U “ V.

Remark 3.12. In the case when S P VpBq is a rational pseudodifferential operator with coefficients in V, thanks to Corollary 3.11, we can drop ι_{μ,λ} and ι_{λ,λ`μ} respectively from equations (3.6) and (3.7), which hold in the space V_{λ,μ}.

4 Non-local Hamiltonian structures

4.1 Algebras of differential functions

Let R_ℓ “ Fru^{pnq}_i | i P I, n P Z_`s be the algebra of differential polynomials in the ℓ variables u_i, i P I “ t1, . . . , ℓu, with the derivation B defined by Bpu^{pnq}_i q “ u^{pn`1q}_i . The partial derivatives^B_{Bupnqi} are commuting derivations of R_ℓ, and they satisfy the following commutation relations with B:

(4.1) « B Bu^{pnq}_i , B ff “ B Bu^{pn´1q}_i

(the RHS is 0 if n “ 0) .

Recall from [BDSK09] that an algebra of differential functions is a differential algebra extension V of R_ℓ, endowed with commuting derivations B Bu^{pnq}_i

: V Ñ V , i P I, n P Z_` ,

extending the usual partial derivatives on R_ℓ, such that only a finite number of^{Bf}_{Bupnqi} are

non-zero for each f P V, and such that the commutation rules (4.1) hold on V. Examples other than R_ℓ itself are any localization of R_ℓ by a multiplicative subset or any algebraic extension of R_ℓ.

For f P V, as usual we denote by ş f the image of f in the quotient space V{BV. Recall that, by (4.1), we have a well-defined variational derivative^δ_{δu} : V{BV Ñ V^{‘ℓ}, given by δ ş f δu_i “ ÿ nPZ_` p´Bq^n Bf Bu^{pnq}_i , i P I .

Note that if the algebra of differential functions V is a domain, then its field of fractions K is again an algebra of differential functions in the same variables u_1, . . . , u_ℓ, with the maps^B_{Bupnqi} : K Ñ K defined in the obvious way. When V “ K we call it a field of differential functions.

We denote by C “ � c P V ˇ ˇ Bc “ 0( Ă V the subalgebra of constants, and by F “ ! f P V ˇ ˇ Bf Bu^{pnq}_i

“ 0 for all i P I, n P Z_` ) Ă V the subalgebra of quasiconstants. It is easy to see that C Ă F. Given f P V which is not a quasiconstant, we say that is has differential order N if^{Bf}_{BupNqi} ‰ 0 for some i P I, and Bf Bu^{pnq}_j

“ 0 for every j P I and n ą N. We also set the differential order of a quasiconstant

element equal to ´8. We let V_N be the subalgebra of elements of differential order at most N. This gives an increasing sequence of subalgebras

C Ă F “ V_{´8} Ă V_0 Ă V_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V ,

such that BV_N Ă V_{N`1}.

4.2 Construction of non-local Hamiltonian structures

Let V be an algebra of differential functions in the variables u_1, . . . , u_ℓ. Assume that V is a domain, and let K be the corresponding field of differential functions of fractions. Let H “ ` H_{ij} ˘ i,jPI P Matℓ^ℓ VppB ´1qq be an ℓ ^ ℓ matrix pseudodifferential operator over V, namely H_{ij} “ Nÿ n“´8

H_{ij;n}B^n P VppB^{´1}qq , i, j P I .

We associate to this matrix H a non-local λ-bracket on V given by the following Master Formula (cf. [DSK06])

(4.2) tf_λgu_H “ ÿ i,jPI m,nPZ_` Bg Bu^{pnq}_j pλ ` Bq^nH_{ji}pλ ` Bqp´λ ´ Bq^m Bf Bu^{pmq}_i

P Vppλ^{´1}qq .

In particular (4.3) tu_{iλ}u_j u_H “ H_{ji}pλq , i, j P I .

The following result gives a way to check if a matrix pseudodifferential operator H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VppB^{´1}qq defines a structure of non-local Poisson vertex algebra on V. The analogous statement in the local case was proved in [BDSK09].

Theorem 4.1. Let V be an algebra of differential functions, which is a domain, ane let K be its field of fractions. Let H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VppB^{´1}qq. Then: (a) Formula (4.2) gives a well-defined non-local λ-bracket on V.

(b) This non-local λ-bracket is skewsymmetric if and only if H is a skew-adjoint matrix pseudodifferential operator.

(c) If H “ ` H_{ij} ˘ i,jPI P Matℓ^ℓ VpBq is a rational matrix pseudodifferential operator with

coefficients in V, then the corresponding non-local λ-bracket t¨_λ ¨u_H : V ^ V Ñ Vppλ^{´1}qq (given by equation (4.2)) is admissible.

(d) Let H “ ` H_{ij} ˘ i,jPI P Matℓ^ℓ VpBq be a skewadjoint rational matrix pseudodifferential

operator with coefficients in V. Then the non-local λ-bracket t¨_λ ¨u_H defined by (4.2) is a Poisson non-local λ-bracket, i.e. it satisfies the Jacobi identity (3.3), if and only if the Jacobi identity holds on generators (i, j, k P I):

(4.4) tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ku_H u_H ´ tu_{jμ}tu_{iλ}u_ku_H u_H ´ ttu_{iλ}u_j u_{H λ`μ}u_ku_H “ 0 , where the equality holds in the space V_{λ,μ}.

Proof. For the proofs of (a), (b) and (d) one does the same computations as in the proof of [BDSK09, Thm.1.15] for the local case. So, we only prove part (c). Let a, f, g P V. By the Master Formula (4.2) and the left Leibniz rule, we have

ta_λtf_μgu_H u_H “ ÿ i,jPI m,nPZ_` � a_λ Bg Bu^{pnq}_j pμ ` Bq^nH_{ji}pμ ` Bqp´μ ´ Bq^m Bf Bu^{pmq}_i ( H “ ÿ i,jPI m,nPZ_` � a_λ Bg Bu^{pnq}_j ( H pμ ` Bq^nH_{ji}pμ ` Bqp´μ ´ Bq^m Bf Bu^{pmq}_i ` ÿ i,jPI m,nPZ_` Bg Bu^{pnq}_j pλ ` μ ` Bq^nta_λH_{ji}pμ ` Bqu_{H Ñ}p´μ ´ Bq^m Bf Bu^{pmq}_i ` ÿ i,jPI m,nPZ_` Bg Bu^{pnq}_j pλ ` μ ` Bq^nH_{ji}pλ ` μ ` Bqp´λ ´ μ ´ Bq^m � a_λ Bf Bu^{pmq}_i ( H .

All sums in the above equations are finite. Therefore, all three terms in the RHS lie in V_{λ,μ}, thanks to Corollary 3.11 and Lemma 2.3.

Definition 4.2. Let V be an algebra of differential functions, which is a domain. A non-local Hamiltonian structure on V is a skewadjoint rational matrix pseudodifferential operator with coefficients in V, H “ ` H_{ij} ˘ i,jPI P Matℓ^ℓ VpBq, satisfying equation (4.4)

for every i, j, k P I.

Remark 4.3. It is easy to show that, if L P KpBq is a rational pseudodifferential operator, then it can be expanded as

(4.5) L “ 8ÿ s“1 Nÿ n“0 ÿ p_1,...,p_sPV_M pfinite sumq

p_1B^{´1} ˝ p_2B^{´1} ˝ . . . B^{´1} ˝ p_sB^n ,

for some fixed M, N P Z_`. To see this, write L “ AS^{´1}, where A, S P VrBs and S “ ř_N n“0 s_nB^n has non-zero leading coefficient s_N , and expand S^{´1} using geometric progression:

(4.6) S^{´1} “ B^{´N} 8ÿ i“0 ´ ´ s^{´1}_N s_{N´1}B^{´1} ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ s^{´1}_N s_0B^{´N}

¯_i

s^{´1}_N .

On the other hand, it is not hard to see that if L admits an expansion as in (4.5), then ta_λLpμqu_H P K_{λ,μ} for every a P K and every matrix pseudodifferential operator H. As a consequence, if all the entries of a matrix pseudodifferential operator H admit an expansion as in (4.5), then the corresponding λ-bracket t¨_λ ¨u_H on K is admissible. Remark 4.4. It is claimed in the literature (without a proof) [DN89] that, in order to show that a skewadjoint operator H defines a (local) Hamiltonian structure, it suffices to check the Jacobi identity for the Lie bracket t¨ , ¨u_H “ t¨_λ ¨u_H ˇ ˇ_{λ“0} in V{BV on triples of elements of the form ş fu_i, where f P F is a quasiconstant. This is indeed true, provided that the algebra of quasiconstants F is “big enough”, by the following argument. By a straightforward computation, using the Master Formula, we get t ş fu_i, t ş gu_j , ş hu_ku_H u_H ´ t ş gu_j , t ş fu_i, ş hu_ku_H u_H ´tt ş fu_i, ş gu_j u_H , ş hu_ku_H “ ş h ´ tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ku_H u_H

´tu_{j μ}tu_{iλ}u_ku_H u_H ´ ttu_{iλ}u_j u_{H λ`μ}u_ku_H ¯` |_{λ“B}f ˘` |_{μ“B}g ˘ . Clearly, this is zero for all f, g, h P F and all i, j, k P I if and only if H is a Hamiltonian structure, provided that the algebra F satisfies the following non-degeneracy conditions:

(i) if ş ha “ 0 for some a P V and all h P F, then a “ 0,

(ii) if P pBqf “ 0 for some differential operator P P VrBs and for all f P F, then P “ 0.

Obviously, F fulfills these conditions if it contains the algebra of polynomials Frxs. Often in the literature this criterion is used also for non-local Hamiltonian structures, which does not seem to have much sense, since in the non-local case V{BV does not have a Lie algebra structure.

4.3 Examples

Example 4.5. Let V be any algebra of differential functions in ℓ differential variables, with subalgebra of quasiconstants F Ă V. Any skewadjoint rational matrix pseudodifferential operator with quasiconstant coefficients, H “ ` H_{ij}pBq ˘ ijPI P Matℓ^ℓ FpBq, is

a Hamiltonian structure. Indeed, by askewadjointness of H the λ-bracket t¨_λ ¨u_H is skewsymmetric, and by the Master Formula, all triple λ-brackets are zero. Note that, if H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} FppB^{´1}qq is skewadjoint, even if it is not a rational matrix, the corresponding λ-bracket t¨_λ ¨u_H is still admissible, hence it defines a non-local Poisson vertex algebra on V.

In the special case when H_{ij}pλq “ c_{ij} λ^{´1}, and C “ pc_{ij} q^ℓ_{i,j“1} is a symmetric matrix with constant coefficients, we recover the non-local Poisson vertex algebras from Example 3.7. When C if a symmetrized Cartan matrix or extended Cartan matrix of a simple Lie algebra, we get the Hamiltonian structure for a Toda lattice (see [Fr98]). Example 4.6. The following three operators form a compatible family of non-local Hamiltonian structures (i.e. any their linear combination is a non-local Hamiltonian structure) on the algebra R_1 “ Fru, u^1 , u^2, . . . s of differential polynomials in one variable:

(i) K_1 “ B (GFZ Hamiltonina structure),

(ii) K_{´1} “ B^{´1} (Toda non-local Hamiltonian structure),

(iii) H “ u^1B^{´1} ˝ u^1 (Sokolov non-local Hamitonian structure),

First, any linear combination over C of K_1 and K_{´1} is a non-local Hamiltonian structure, as discussed in Example 4.5. Next, it is easy to show (cf. [BDSK09, Example 3.14]) that H^{´1} is a symplectic structure on the field of fractions K_1 “ FracR_1, known as the Sokolov symplectic structure, [Sok84]. Hence, by Theorem 6.2 below, we deduce that H is a nonlocal Hamiltonian structure. To conclude that K_1, K_{´1}, H form a compatible family, it suffices to check that

tu_λHpμqu_{K˘1} ´ tu_μHpλqu_{K˘1} “ tHpλq_{λ`μ}uu_{K˘1} ,

where Hpλq “ u^1pB ` λq^{´1}u^1 P Vppλ^{´1}qq. This is straightforward.

Example 4.7. Dorfman non-local Hamiltonian structure on the algebra of differential polynomials R_1 “ Fru, u^1 , u^2, . . . s is:

H “ B^{´1} ˝ u^1B^{´1} ˝ u^1B^{´1} .

One easily shows (cf. [BDSK09, Example 3.14]) that H^{´1} is a symplectic structure on the field of fractions K_1 “ FracR_1, known as Dorfman symplectic structre, [Dor93], hence H is indeed a non-local Hamiltonian structure. Furthermore, one can show, by a lengthy calculation, that Sokolov’s and Dorfman’s non-local Hamiltonian structures are compatible.

Example 4.8 (cf. [Dor93]). Another triple of compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures on R_1 “ Fru, u^1 , u^2, . . . s is:

(i) K_1 “ B (GFZ Hamiltonian structure),

(ii) K_{´1} “ B^{´1} (Toda non-local Hamiltonian structure),

(iii) H “ B^{´1} ˝ u^1 ` u^1B^{´1} (potential Virasoro-Magri non-local Hamiltonian structure).

Example 4.9 (cf. [Mag80]). There is yet another triple of compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures on R_1 “ Fru, u^1 , u^2, . . . s:

(i) K_1 “ B (GFZ Hamiltonian structure),

(ii) K_3 “ B^3,

(iii) H “ B ˝ uB^{´1} ˝ uB (modified Virasoro-Magri non-local Hamiltonian structure).

Example 4.10 (cf. [Mag78, Mag80]). The following is a triple of compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures on R_2 “ Fru, v, u^1 , v^1, . . . s:

(i) K_1 “ B1I (GFZ Hamiltonian structure),

(ii) K “ ^ 0 ´1 1 0 ˙ ,

(iii) H “ ^ vB^{´1} ˝ v ´vB^{´1} ˝ u ´uB^{´1} ˝ v uB^{´1} ˝ u ˙ (NLS non-local Hamiltonian structure).

5 Constructing families of compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures

As in the previous sections, let V be an algebra of differential functions in the variables u_1, . . . , u_ℓ, we assume that V is a domain, and we let K be its field of fractions. As in the local case, two non-local Poisson vertex algebra λ-brackets on V (respectively two nonlocal Hamiltonian structures) are said to be compatible if any their linear combination is again a non-local Poisson vertex algebra structure (resp. a non-local Hamiltonian structure). Such a pair is called a bi-Hamiltonian structure. More generally, a collection of non-local Hamiltonian structures tH^αu_{αPA} on V, is called compatible if any their (finite) linear combination is a non-local Hamiltonian structure on V.

Recalling the Jacobi identity (4.4), we introduce the following notation. Given rational ℓ ^ ℓ-matrix pseudodifferential operators K, H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq, we let JpH, Kq “ J^1pH, Kq ´ J^2pH, Kq ´ J^3pH, Kq, where J^αpH, Kq “ ` J^α_{ijk}pH, Kqpλ, μq ˘ i,j,kPI, for α “ 1, 2, 3, are the arrays with the following entries in V_{λ,μ}:

(5.1)

J^1pH, Kq_{ijk}pλ, μq “ tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ku_H u_K , J^2pH, Kq_{ijk}pλ, μq “ tu_{j μ}tu_{iλ}u_ku_H u_K , J^3pH, Kq_{ijk}pλ, μq “ ttu_{iλ}u_ju_{H λ`μ}u_ku_K .

Consider a collection tH^αu_{αPA} of skewadjoint rational non-local matrix pseudodifferential operators. By definition, H^α is a Hamiltonian structure if and only if JpH^α, H^αq “ 0.

It is easy to see that the H^α’s form a compatible family of Hamiltonian structures if and only if

(5.2) JpH^α, H^βq ` JpH^β, H^αq “ 0 , @α, β P A .

Theorem 5.1. Let H, K P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq be compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures on the the algebra of differential functions V, which is a domain. Assume that K is an invertible element of the algebra Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq. Then the following sequence of rational matrix pseudodifferential operators with coefficients in V:

H^{r0s} “ K , H^{rns} :“ ` H ˝ K^{´1}

˘_{n´1} ˝ H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ}VpBq , n ě 1 ,

form a compatible family of non-local Hamiltonian structures on V.

Remark 5.2. It is stated in [FF81] that H^{rns}, n ě 0, are non-local Hamiltonian structures, but the prove there is given only under the additional assupmtion that H is invertible as well. In this case the proof becomes much easier since H^{rns} is invertible, therefore one needs to prove that pH^{rns}q^{´1} is a symplectic structure.

Following the idea in [TT11], we will reduce the proof of Theorem 5.1 to the following special case of it:

Lemma 5.3. Let rH, K P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq be compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures on V, and assume that K is an invertible element of the algebra Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq. Then the rational matrix pseudodifferential operator with coefficients in V

rHpBq ˝ K^{´1}pBq ˝ rHpBq P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ}VpBq ,

is a non-local Hamiltonian structure on V.

Proof. To simplify notation, in this proof we denote rH by H, and we let R “ H ˝ K^{´1} so that R^˚ “ K^{´1} ˝ H. Let H^{r2s} “ H ˝ K^{´1} ˝ H ´ “ R ˝ H “ H ˝ R^˚ ¯ , and let t¨_λ ¨u_2 “ t¨_λ ¨u_Hr2s be the non-local λ-bracket on V associated to H^{r2s} P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq via (4.2). We need to prove the Jacobi identity, i.e. using the notation in (5.1), that JpH^{r2s}, H^{r2s}q “ 0.

We need to compute all three terms J^α “ J^αpH^{r2s}, H^{r2s}q_{ijk}pλ, μq, for α “ 1, 2, 3, of the Jacobi identity. First, if f P V and i P I, we have, in Vppλ^{´1}qq,

tu_{iλ}fu_2 “ ÿ sPI tu_{sλ`B}fu_{H Ñ}R^˚_{si}pλq ,

(5.3)

tu_{j μ}fu_2 “ ÿ tPI tu_{tμ`B}fu_{H Ñ}R^˚_{tj} pμq ,

(5.4)

tf_{λ`μ}u_ku_2 “ ÿ rPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq tf_{λ`μ}u_ru_H .

(5.5)

Both the above equations follow immediately from the Master formula (4.2) and the definition of H^{r2s}. The following identities are proved in a similar way, using that K˝

K^{´1} “ 1I,

tu_{iλ}fu_H “ ÿ sPI tu_{sλ`B}fu_{K Ñ}R^˚_{si}pλq ,

(5.6)

tu_{j μ}fu_H “ ÿ tPI tu_{tμ`B}fu_{K Ñ}R^˚_{tj} pμq ,

(5.7)

tf_{λ`μ}u_ku_H “ ÿ rPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq tf_{λ`μ}u_ru_K .

(5.8)

Next, it is not hard to chek, using the left and right Leibniz rules and Lemma 3.9, that, given an admissible non-local λ-bracket t¨_λ ¨u on V, the following identities hold in V_{λ,μ}, for every i, j, k P I:

tu_{iλ}H^{r2s}_{kj} pμqu “ ÿ tPI tu_{iλ}tu_{ty}u_ku_H u ´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B} R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯ (5.9) ´ ÿ r,tPI R_{kr}pλ`μ`Bq tu_{iλ}tu_{ty}u_ru_K u ´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯

` ÿ rPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ru_H u ,

tu_{j μ}H^{r2s}_{ki} pλqu “ ÿ sPI tu_{j μ}tu_{sx}u_ku_H u ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯ (5.10) ´ ÿ r,sPI R_{kr}pλ`μ`Bq tu_{j μ}tu_{sx}u_ru_K u ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯

` ÿ rPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq tu_{j μ}tu_{iλ}u_ru_H u ,

tH^{r2s}_{ji} pλq_{λ`μ}u_ku “ ÿ sPI ttu_{sx}u_j u_{H λ`μ`B}u_ku_Ñ ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯ (5.11) ´ ÿ s,tPI ttu_{sx}u_tu_{K λ`μ`B}u_ku_Ñ ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯

` ÿ tPI ttu_{iλ}u_tu_{H λ`μ`B}u_ku_ÑR^˚_{tj} pμq .

Here and further we use the following notation: given an element P pλ, μq “ Nÿ m,n,p“´8 p_{m,n,p}λ^mμ^npλ ` μq^p P V_{λ,μ} , and f, g P V, we let

(5.12) P px, yq ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}f ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B} g ¯

“ Nÿ m,n,p“´8 p_{m,n,p}pλ ` μ ` Bq^p ` pλ ` Bq^mf ˘` pμ ` Bq^ng ˘ P V_{λ,μ} .

In equation (5.11) we used the assumption that H and K are skewadjoint. Combining equations (5.3) and (5.9), equations (5.4) and (5.10), and equations (5.5) and (5.11), we get, respectively,

J^1 “ tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ku_2u_2

(5.13) “ ÿ s,tPI tu_{sx}tu_{ty}u_ku_H u_H ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯

´ ÿ r,s,tPI R_{kr}pλ`μ`Bq tu_{sx}tu_{ty}u_ru_K u_H ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯

` ÿ r,sPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq tu_{sx}tu_{j μ}u_ru_H u_H ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯ , J^2 “ tu_{j μ}tu_{iλ}u_ku_2u_2

(5.14) “ ÿ s,tPI tu_{j y}tu_{sx}u_ku_H u_H ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯

´ ÿ r,s,tPI R_{kr}pλ`μ`Bq tu_{ty}tu_{sx}u_ru_K u_H ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯

` ÿ r,tPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq tu_{ty}tu_{iλ}u_ru_H u_H ´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯ , J^3 “ ttu_{iλ}u_ju_{2λ`μ}u_ku_2

(5.15) “ ÿ r,sPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq ttu_{sx}u_j u_{H λ`μ`B} u_ru_{H Ñ} ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯

´ ÿ r,s,tPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq ttu_{sx}u_tu_{K λ`μ`B}u_ru_{H Ñ} ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯ R^˚_{tj} pμq ` ÿ r,tPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq ttu_{iλ}u_tu_{H λ`μ`B}u_ru_{H Ñ}R^˚_{tj} pμq .

We need to prove that J^1 ´ J^2 ´ J^3 “ 0. The first term of the RHS of (5.13) combined with the first term of the RHS of (5.14) gives, by the Jacobi identity for H and by equation (5.8),

(5.16) ÿ s,tPI ´ tu_{sx}tu_{ty}u_ku_H u_H ´ tu_{j y}tu_{sx}u_ku_H u_H ¯´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B} R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯

“ ÿ s,tPI ttu_{sx}u_tu_{H x`y}u_ku_H u ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯

“ ÿ r,s,tPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bqttu_{sx}u_tu_{H x`y}u_ru_K ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯ .

Similarly, the third term of the RHS of (5.13) combined with the first term of the RHS of (5.15) gives, by the Jacobi identity for H and by equation (5.7),

(5.17) ÿ r,sPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq ´ tu_{sx}tu_{j μ}u_ru_H u_H ´ ttu_{sx}u_j u_{H λ`μ`B}u_ru_{H Ñ} ¯ ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯ “ ÿ r,sPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq tu_{j μ}tu_{sx}u_ru_H u_H ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯

“ ÿ r,s,tPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq tu_{ty}tu_{sx}u_ru_H u_K ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯ .

In the same way, the third term of the RHS of (5.14) combined with the third term of the RHS of (5.15) gives, by the Jacobi identity for H and by equation (5.6),

(5.18)

´ ÿ r,tPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq ´ tu_{ty}tu_{iλ}u_ru_H u_H ` ttu_{iλ}u_tu_{H λ`y}u_ru_H ¯ ´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯ “´ ÿ r,tPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq tu_{iλ}tu_{ty}u_ru_H u_H ´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯ “´ ÿ r,s,tPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq tu_{sλ}tu_{ty}u_ru_H u_K ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B} R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯ . Finally, combining the second term in the RHS of (5.13), (5.14) and (5.15), together with the RHS of equations (5.16), (5.17) and (5.18), we get

J^1 ´ J^2 ´ J^3 “ ÿ r,s,tPI R_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq ´ ´ tu_{sx}tu_{ty}u_ru_K u_H

`tu_{ty}tu_{sx}u_ru_K u_H ` ttu_{sx}u_tu_{K x`y}u_ru_{H Ñ} ` ttu_{sx}u_tu_{H x`y}u_ru_K `tu_{ty}tu_{sx}u_ru_H u_K ´ tu_{sλ}tu_{ty}u_ru_H u_K ¯´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}R^˚_{si}pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}R^˚_{tj} pμq ¯ , which is zero since, by assumption, H and K are compatible.

Remark 5.4. The proof of Lemma 5.3 does not use the assumption that K is a Hamiltonian structure.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We prove, by induction on n ě 1, that the rational matrix pseudodifferential operators

H^{r0s} “ K, H^{r1s} “ H, . . . , H^{rns} P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ}VpBq ,

form a compatible family of non-local Hamiltonian structures on V. For n “ 1, this holds by assumption. Assuming by induction that the statement holds for n ě 1, we will prove that it holds for n ` 1. Namely, thanks to the observations at the beginning of the section, we need to prove that

(i) JpH^{rn`1s}, H^{rn`1s}q “ 0,

(ii) JpH^{rms}, H^{rn`1s}q ` JpH^{rn`1s}, H^{rms}q “ 0 for every m “ 0, . . . , n.

By the inductive assumption, rH “ ř_n i“0 x_iH^{ris} is a Hamiltonian structure for every x_0, . . . , x_n P F. Hence, by Lemma 5.3, we get the following Hamiltonian structure for every point px_0, . . . , x_nq P F^{n`1} :

rH ˝ K^{´1} ˝ rH “^n ÿ i,j“0 x_ix_jH^{ris} ˝ K^{´1} ˝ H^{rjs} “ 2nÿ p“0 Q_ppx_0, . . . , x_nqH^{rps} ,

where, for p “ 0, . . . , 2n,

(5.19) Q_ppx_0, . . . , x_nq “ nÿ i,j“0 pi`j“pq x_ix_j .

We thus get

0 “ Jp rHK^{´1} rH, rHK^{´1} rHq “ 2nÿ p“0 Q^2_ppx_0, . . . , x_nqJpH^{rps}, H^{rps}q ` 2nÿ p,q“0 ppăqq Q_ppx_0, . . . , x_nqQ_qpx_0, . . . , x_nq ` JpH^{rps}, H^{rqs}q ` JpH^{rqs}, H^{rps}q ˘ ,

for every px_0, . . . , x_nq P F^{n`1} . Note that, by the inductive assumption, JpH^{rps}, H^{rps}q “ 0 for every 0 ď p ď n and JpH^{rps}, H^{rqs}q ` JpH^{rqs}, H^{rps}q “ 0 for every 0 ď p ă q ď n. Hence the above equation gives

(5.20)

2nÿ p“n`1 Q^2_ppx_0, . . . , x_nqJpH^{rps}, H^{rps}q ` nÿ p“0 2nÿ q“n`1 Q_ppx_0, . . . , x_nqQ_qpx_0, . . . , x_nq ` JpH^{rps}, H^{rqs}q ` JpH^{rqs}, H^{rps}q ˘

` 2nÿ p,q“n`1 ppăqq Q_ppx_0, . . . , x_nqQ_qpx_0, . . . , x_nq ` JpH^{rps}, H^{rqs}q ` JpH^{rqs}, H^{rps}q ˘ “ 0

for every px_0, . . . , x_nq P F^{n`1} . Next, we introduce a grading in the algebra of polynomials in x_0, . . . , x_n, letting degpx_iq “ i. Then Q_ppx_0, . . . , x_nq is homogeneous of degree p. By looking at the terms of degree d “ 2n ` 2 in equation (5.20), we get

(5.21)

Q^2_{n`1}px_0, . . . , x_nqJpH^{rn`1s}, H^{rn`1s}q` nÿ p“2 Q_ppx_0, . . . , x_nq Q_{2n`2´p}px_0, . . . , x_nq ` JpH^{rps}, H^{r2n`2´ps}q ` JpH^{r2n`2´ps}, H^{rps}q ˘ “ 0 ,

while, by looking at the terms of degree d “ m ` n ` 1 with m P t0, . . . , nu in equation (5.20), we get

(5.22) mÿ p“0 Q_ppx_0, . . . , x_nqQ_{m`n`1´p}px_0, . . . , x_nq ` JpH^{rps}, H^{rm`n`1´ps}q ` JpH^{rm`n`1´ps}, H^{rps}q ˘ “ 0 , for every px_0, . . . , x_nq P F^{n`1} . To conclude the proof, we only need to show that equations (5.21) and (5.22) imply respectively relations (i) and (ii) above. This is a consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. (a) For every n ě 1,

(5.23) Q^2_{n`1}px_0, . . . , x_nq R Span_F ! Q_ppx_0, . . . , x_nqQ_{2n`2´p}px_0, . . . , x_nq ) 2ďpďn . (b) For every n ě 1 and m P t0, . . . , nu,

(5.24) Q_mQ_{n`1} R Span_F ! Q_pQ_{m`n`1´p} ) 0ďpďm´1 . Proof. Note that, Q_pp0, . . . , 0, x_k, . . . , x_nq “ nÿ i,j“k pi`j“pq x_ix_j “ $ & % 0 if p ă 2k , x^2_k if p “ 2k , 2x_kx_{p´k} ` . . . if p ą 2k .

We prove part (a) separately in the cases when n is even and odd. If n “ 2k ´ 1 is odd, letting x_0 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ x_{k´1} “ 0 we have Q_{n`1} “ x^2_k ‰ 0, and Q_p “ 0 for all p “ 2, . . . , n “ 2k ´1. This implies (5.23) for odd n. If n “ 2, we have Q_2 “ 2x_0x_2 `x^2_1, Q_3 “ 2x_1x_2, Q_4 “ x^2, hence Q^2_3 R FQ_2 Q_4. If n “ 2k with k ě 2, letting x_0 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ x_{k´1} “ 0 we have Q_p “ 0 for all p “ 2, . . . , n ´ 1, Q_n “ x^2_k, Q_{n`1} “ 2x_kx_{k`1}, Q_{n`2} “ 2x_kx_{k`2} ` x^2_{k`1}. Since Q^2_{n`1} “ 4x^2_kx^2_{k`1} is not a multiple of Q_nQ_{n`2} “ 2x^3_kx_{k`2} ` x^2_kx^2_{k`1}, (5.23) holds for even n.

Similarly, we prove part (b) separately in the cases when m is even and odd. If m “ 2k is even, letting x_0 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ x_{k´1} “ 0 we have Q_mQ_{n`1} “ x^2_kQ_{n`1} ‰ 0, and Q_p “ 0 for all p “ 2, . . . , m ´ 1. Hence (5.24) holds for even m. For m “ 1 ď n, we have Q_0 “ x^2_0, Q_1 “ 2x_0x_1, Q_{n`1} “ 2x_1x_n ` . . . . Therefore, Q_0Q_{n`2} is divisible by x^2_0, while Q_1Q_{n`1} “ 2x_0x_1p2x_1x_n ` . . . q is not. Finally, if m “ 2k ` 1 is odd, with k ě 1, letting x_0 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ x_{k´1} “ 0 we have Q_p “ 0 for all p “ 2, . . . , m ´ 2, Q_{m´1} “ x^2_k, Q_m “ 2x_kx_{k`1}, Q_{n`1} “ 2x_kx_{n`1´k} ` 2x_{k`1}x_{n´k} ` . . . . Hence, Q_{m´1}Q_{n`2} “ x^2_kQ_{n`2} is divisible by x^2_k, while Q_mQ_{n`1} “ 4x^2_kx_{k`1}x_{n`1´k} ` 4x_kx^2_{k`1}x_{n´k} ` . . . is not, proving (5.24) for odd m.

Example 5.6. Let K “ B^3, H “ B^2 ˝^1_u B ˝^1_u B^2. These are compatible Hamiltonian structures (see [DSKW10]). Hence, by Theorem 5.1,

H^{rns} “ pH ˝ K^{´1}q^{n´1} ˝ H “ B^2 ˝ p 1 u ˝ Bq^{2n} ˝ B , n P Z_` ,

are compatible Hamiltonian structures. This was proved in [DSKW10] by direct verification, and deduced from Theorem 5.1 in [TT11].

6 Symplectic structures and Dirac structures in terms of non-local Hamiltonian structures

6.1 Simplectic structure as inverse of a non-local Hamiltonian structure

As in the previous sections, let V be an algebra of differential functions in the variables u_1, . . . , u_ℓ, which is a domain, and let K be its field of fractions.

Recall that (see e.g. [BDSK09]) a symplectic structure on V is an ℓ ^ ℓ matrix differential operator S “ ` S_{ij} pBq ˘ i,jPI P Matℓ^ℓ VrBs which is skewadjoint and satisfies

the following symplectic identity:

(6.1) ÿ nPZ_` ´BS_{ki}pμq Bu^{pnq}_j λ^n´ BS_{kj}pλq Bu^{pnq}_i μ^n ` p´λ ´ μ ´ Bq^n BS_{ij} pλq Bu^{pnq}_k ¯ “ 0 .

We can write the symplectic identity (6.1) in terms of the Beltrami λ-bracket x¨_λ ¨y : V ^ V Ñ Vrλs, introduced in [BDSK09]. It is defined as the symmetric λ-bracket such that xu_{iλ}u_j y “ δ_{ij} , and extended by the Master Formula (4.2):

xf_λgy “ ÿ iPI m,nPZ_` p´1q^m Bg Bu^{pnq}_i pλ ` Bq^{m`n} Bf u^{pmq}_i .

Then, the symplectic identity (6.1) becomes

(6.2) xu_{j λ}tu_{iμ}u_ku_S y ´ xu_{iμ}tu_{j λ}u_ku_S y ` xtu_{j λ}u_iu_{S λ`μ}u_ky “ 0 ,

where, recalling (4.2), we let tu_{j λ}u_iu_S “ S_{ij}pλq.

Note that, if S P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq is a rational matrix pseudodifferential operator with coefficients in V, then, by Corollary 3.11, all three terms in the LHS of equation (6.2) lie in V_{λ,μ}. Hence, equation (6.2) still makes sense (as an equation in V_{λ,μ}).

Definition 6.1. A non-local symplectic structure on V is a skewadjoint rational matrix pseudodifferential operator S “ ` S_{ij} pBq ˘ i,jPI P Matℓ^ℓ VpBq with coefficients in V,

satisftying equation (6.2) in V_{λ,μ} for all i, j, k P I.

Theorem 6.2. Let S P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq be a skewadjoint rational matrix pseudodifferential operator with coefficients in the algebra of differential functions V. Assume that S is an invertible element of the algebra Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq. Then, S is a non-local symplectic structure on V if and only if S^{´1} is a non-local Hamiltonian structure on V.

Proof. Clearly, S is skewadjoint if and only if S^{´1} is skewadjoint. Hence, recalling the Definition 4.2 of non-local Hamiltonian structure, we only need to show that equation (6.1) in V_{λ,μ} is equivalent to the Jacobi identity (4.4), again in V_{λ,μ}, for H “ S^{´1}. By equation (3.6), Remark 3.12, and the Master Formula (4.2), we have, letting S_{ij}pBq “ ř_N p“´8 sij;pB p,

(6.3) tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ku_H u_H “ � u_{iλ}pS^{´1}q_{kj}pμq ( S^{´1} “ ´ ℓÿ r,t“1 Nÿ p“´8

pS^{´1}q_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bqtu_{iλ}s_{rt;p}u_S´1 pμ ` Bq^ppS^{´1}q_{tj} pμq “´ ÿ r,s,tPI, nPZ_` pS^{´1}q_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq ´ pλ ` Bq^npS^{´1}q_{si}pλq ¯ ´BS_{rt}pμ ` Bq Bu^{pnq}_s pS^{´1}q_{tj} pμq ¯ . Exchanging i with j and λ with μ, we get

(6.4) tu_{j μ}tu_{iλ}u_ku_H u_H “´ ÿ r,s,tPI, nPZ_` pS^{´1}q_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq ´ pμ ` Bq^npS^{´1}q_{tj} pμq

¯´BS_{rs}pλ ` Bq Bu^{pnq}_t pS^{´1}q_{si}pλq ¯ . Similarly, by equation (3.7) and Remark 3.12, we have, using the assumption that S is skewadjoint,

(6.5) ttu_{iλ}u_ju_{H λ`μ}u_ku_H “ � pS^{´1}q_{ji}pλq_{λ`μ}u_k ( S^{´1} “ ℓÿ s,t“1 Nÿ p“´8

ts_{ts;pλ`μ`B}u_ku_S´1_ÑpS^{´1}q_{tj} pμqpλ ` Bq^ppS^{´1}q_{si}pλq “ ÿ r,s,tPI, mPZ_` pS^{´1}q_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bqp´λ ´ μ ´ Bq^m ´ pS^{´1}q_{tj} pμq

BS_{ts}pλ ` Bq

Bu^{pmq}_r pS^{´1}q_{si}pλq ¯ . Combining equations (6.3), (6.4) and (6.5), we get that the LHS of the Jacobi identity (4.4) is

(6.6) tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ku_H u_H ´ tu_{j μ}tu_{iλ}u_ku_H u_H ´ ttu_{iλ}u_ju_{H λ`μ}u_ku_H “ ÿ r,s,tPI, nPZ_` pS^{´1}q_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bq ~ ´ BS_{rt}pyq Bu^{pnq}_s x^n` BS_{rs}pxq Bu^{pnq}_t y^n

´p´x ´ y ´ Bq^n BS_{ts}pxq Bu^{pnq}_r ¸ ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}pS^{´1}qsipλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}pS^{´1}qtj pμq ¯ , where we used the notation introduced in (5.12). Clearly, the RHS of (6.6) is zero, provided that the symplectic identity (6.1) holds. For the opposite implication, we have, by (6.6), ÿ i,j,kPI S_{γk}px ` y ` Bq ~ tu_{ix}tu_{j y}u_ku_H u_H ´ tu_{j y}tu_{ix}u_ku_H u_H

´ttu_{ix}u_j u_{H x`y}u_ku_H ¸ ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}Siαpλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}S_{jβ}pμq ¯

“ ÿ nPZ_` ~ ´ BS_{γβ} pμq Bu^{pnq}_α λ^n` BS_{γα}pλq Bu^{pnq}_β μ^n ´ p´λ ´ μ ´ Bq^n BS_{βα}pλq Bu^{pnq}_γ ¸ .

Hence, equation (4.4) implies equation (6.1).

6.2 Dirac structure in terms of non-local Hamiltonian structure

Let V be an algebra of differential functions, which is a domain, and let K be its field of fractions. Given a set J and an element X P V^J , we define the Frechet derivative of X as the differential operator D_X pBq : V^ℓ Ñ V^J given by

(6.7) ` D_X pBqP ˘ i “ ÿ nPZ_` ÿ jPI BX_i Bu^{pnq}_j

B^nP_j .

Its adjoint operator is the map D^˚_X pBq : V^{‘J} Ñ V^{‘ℓ} given by:

(6.8) ` D^˚_X pBqY ˘ i “ ÿ nPZ_` ÿ jPI p´Bq^n

´ BX_j

Bu^{pnq}_i Y_j ¯ .

Here and further, for a possibly infinite set J, V^{‘J} denotes the space of column vectors in V^J with only finitely many non-zero entries. (Though in this paper we do not consider any example with infinite ℓ, we still distinguish V^ℓ and V^{‘ℓ} as a book-keeping device).

The following identity can be checked directly and it will be useful later:

(6.9) ş X ¨ D_Y pBqP` ş Y ¨ D_X pBqP “ ş P¨ δ δu pX ¨ Y q , for all X P V^J , Y P V^{‘J} , P P V^ℓ.

We have the usual pairing V^{‘ℓ} ^ V^ℓ Ñ V{BV given by pF |P q “ ş F ¨ P . This pairing is non-degenerate (see e.g. [BDSK09, Prop.1.3(a)]). We extend it to a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form

(6.10) x¨ | ¨y : ` V^{‘ℓ} ‘ V^ℓ ˘ ^ ` V^{‘ℓ} ‘ V^ℓ ˘ Ñ V{BV , given by xF ‘ P |G ‘ Qy “ ş pF ¨ Q ` G ¨ P q.

The Courant-Dorfman product is the following product on the space V^{‘ℓ} ‘ V^ℓ:

(6.11) pF ‘ P q ˝ pG ‘ Qq “ ` D_GpBqP ` D^˚_P pBqG ´ D_F pBqQ ` D^˚_F pBqQ ˘ ‘ rP, Qs , where, for P, Q P V^ℓ, we let

(6.12) rP, Qs “ D_QpBqP ´ D_P pBqQ .

The above formula takes a simpler form when F and G are variational derivatives (see [BDSK09, Rem.4.6]):

(6.13) ´δşf δu ‘ P ¯ ˝ ´ δşg δu ‘ Q ¯ “ δ δu ´ ż P¨ δg δu ¯ ‘ rP, Qs . Remark 6.3. All the above notions have a natural interpretation from the point of view of variational calculus. Indeed, the space V^ℓ is naturally identified with the Lie algebra of evolutionary vector fields g^B, and the space V^{‘ℓ} is naturally identified with the space of variational 1-forms Ω^1. Then the contraction of variational 1-forms by evolutionary vector fields gives the inner product (6.10); the Courant-Dorfman product corresponds to the derived bracket r¨ , ¨s_d, where r¨ , ¨s is the Lie superalgebra bracket on the space of endomorphisms of the space of all de Rham forms over V, and d “ adpδq, where δ is the de Rham differential, [BDSK09, Prop.4.2].

Definition 6.4 ([Dor93, BDSK09]). A Dirac structure is a subspace L Ă V^{‘ℓ} ‘ V^ℓ, which is maximal isotropic with respect to the inner product (6.10), and which is closed under the Courant-Dorfman product (6.11).

Given two ℓ^ℓ matrix differential operators A, B P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs consider the following subspace of V^{‘ℓ} ‘ V^ℓ:

(6.14) L_{A,B} “ � BpBqX ‘ ApBqX ˇ X P V^{‘ℓ} ( . Proposition 6.5. The subspace L_{A,B} Ă V^{‘ℓ} ‘ V^ℓ is isotropic with respect to the inner product (6.10) if and only if

(6.15) A^˚ ˝ B ` B^˚ ˝ A “ 0 .

If, moreover, det B ‰ 0 (i.e. B is invertible in the algebra Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} KppB^{´1}qq), then (6.15) holds if and only if A ˝ B^{´1} P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} KppB^{´1}qq is skewadjiont, while if det A ‰ 0, then (6.15) holds if and only if B ˝ A^{´1} P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} KppB^{´1}qq is skewadjiont.

Proof. For X, Y P V^{‘ℓ} we have

xBpBqX ‘ ApBqX | BpBqY ‘ ApBqY y “ ş Y¨ ` A^˚pBqBpBq ` B^˚pBqApBq ˘ X . Hence, due to non-degeeracy of the pairing pF |P q “ ş F ¨ P , the space L_{A,B} is isotropic if and only if (6.15) holds. The remaining statements are straightforward.

Example 6.6. Letting A P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} V and B “ 1I_ℓ B, condition (6.15) holds if and only if A is a symmetric matrix with entries in C Ă V (the subring of constant functions). In this case AB^{´1} is a skewadjont matrix pseudodifferential operator and L_{A,B} “ � AX ‘ BX ˇ ˇ X P V^{‘ℓ} ( is an isotropic subspace of V^{‘ℓ} ‘ V^ℓ. It is not hard to show directly that L_{A,B} is maximal isotropic if and only if the matrix A is non-degenerate. When V “ K is a differential field, this is a corollary of the following general result:

Proposition 6.7 ([CDSK12b]). Let K be a differential field, and let H “ AB^{´1} be a minimal fractional decomposition of the skewadjoint rational matrix pseudodifferential operator H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} KpBq. Then the subspace L_{A,B} Ă K^{‘ℓ} ‘ K^ℓ is maximal isotropic with respect to the inner product (6.10).

Proposition 6.8. Suppose that A, B P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs satisfy equation (6.15). Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) xX ˝ Y, Zy “ 0 for all X, Y, Z P L_{A,B}.

(ii) for every F, G P V^ℓ one has:

(6.16)

A^˚pBqD_{BpBqG}pBqApBqF ` A^˚pBqD^˚_{ApBqF} pBqBpBqG ´A^˚pBqD_{BpBqF} pBqApBqG ` A^˚pBqD^˚_{BpBqF} pBqApBqG `B^˚pBqD_{ApBqG}pBqApBqF ´ B^˚pBqD_{ApBqF} pBqApBqG “ 0 .

(iii) for every i, j, k P I, one has in the space Vrλ, μs:

(6.17) ÿ s,tPI nPZ_`

~ A^˚_{ks}pλ ` μ ` Bq ^ BB_{sj}pμq Bu^{pnq}_t pλ ` Bq^nA_{ti}pλq´ BB_{si}pλq Bu^{pnq}_t pμ ` Bq^nA_{tj} pμq ˙

`B^˚_{ks}pλ ` μ ` Bq ^ BA_{sj} pμq Bu^{pnq}_t pλ ` Bq^nA_{ti}pλq´ BA_{si}pλq Bu^{pnq}_t pμ ` Bq^nA_{tj} pμq ˙

`A^˚_{ks}pλ ` μ ` Bqp´λ ´ μ ´ Bq^n ^ BA_{ti}pλq Bu^{pnq}_s B_{tj} pμq` BB_{ti}pλq Bu^{pnq}_s A_{tj} pμq ˙¸ “ 0 .

Proof. Letting X “ BpBqF ‘ApBqF, Y “ BpBqG‘ApBqG, Z “ BpBqE‘ApBqE, condition (i) reads ş` ApBqE ˘ ¨ ` D_{BpBqG}pBqApBqF ` D^˚_{ApBqF} pBqBpBqG ´ D_{BpBqF} pBqApBqG `D^˚_{BpBqF} pBqApBqG ˘ ` ` BpBqE ˘ ¨ ` D_{ApBqG}pBqApBqF ´D_{ApBqF} pBqApBqG ˘ “0. Since the above equation holds for every E P V^{‘ℓ} it reduces, integrating by parts, to equation (6.16). For this we use the non-degeneracy of the pairing (6.10). This proves that conditions (i) and (ii) are equivalent.

We next prove that conditions (ii) and (iii) are equivalent, provided that (6.15) holds. For α “ 1, . . . , 6, let (6.16)_α be the k-entry of the α-th term of the LHS of (6.16): for example (6.16)_1 “ ` A^˚pBqD_{BpBqG} pBqApBqF ˘ k. We have, by the definition of the Frechet derivative and some algebraic manipulations (similar to those used in the proof of [BDSK09, Prop.1.16]),

(6.16)_1 “ ÿ i,j,s,tPI ÿ nPZ_` ^ A^˚_{ks}pBq

´ BB_{sj} pBq

Bu^{pnq}_t G_j ¯ B^nA_{ti}pBqF_i

`A^˚_{ks}pBqB_{sj} pBq BG_j Bu^{pnq}_t

B^nA_{ti}pBqF_i ˙ , (6.16)_2 “ ÿ i,j,s,tPI ÿ nPZ_` ^ A^˚_{ks}pBqp´Bq^n

´ BA_{ti}pBq

Bu^{pnq}_s F_i ¯ B_{tj} pBqG_j `A^˚_{ks}pBqp´Bq^n BF_i Bu^{pnq}_s

A^˚_{it}pBqB_{tj} pBqG_j ˙ , (6.16)_3 “´ ÿ i,j,s,tPI ÿ nPZ_` ^ A^˚_{ks}pBq

´ BB_{si}pBq

Bu^{pnq}_t F_i ¯ B^nA_{tj} pBqG_j

`A^˚_{ks}pBqB_{si}pBq BF_i Bu^{pnq}_t

B^nA_{tj} pBqG_j ˙ ,

(6.16)_4 “ ÿ i,j,s,tPI ÿ nPZ_` ^ A^˚_{ks}pBqp´Bq^n

´ BB_{ti}pBq

Bu^{pnq}_s F_i ¯ A_{tj} pBqG_j `A^˚_{ks}pBqp´Bq^n BF_i Bu^{pnq}_s

B^˚_{it}pBqA_{tj} pBqG_j ˙ , (6.16)_5 “ ÿ i,j,s,tPI ÿ nPZ_` ^ B^˚_{ks}pBq

´ BA_{sj} pBq

Bu^{pnq}_t G_j ¯ B^nA_{ti}pBqF_i

`B^˚_{ks}pBqA_{sj} pBq BG_j Bu^{pnq}_t

B^nA_{ti}pBqF_i ˙ , (6.16)_6 “´ ÿ i,j,s,tPI ÿ nPZ_` ^ B^˚_{ks}pBq

´ BA_{si}pBq

Bu^{pnq}_t F_i ¯ B^nA_{tj} pBqG_j

`B^˚_{ks}pBqA_{si}pBq BF_i Bu^{pnq}_t

B^nA_{tj} pBqG_j ˙ . Combining the second terms in the RHS of (6.16)_1 and (6.16)_5 we get zero, thanks to equation (6.15). Similarly, we get zero if we combine the second terms in the RHS of (6.16)_2 and (6.16)_4, and if we combine the second terms in the RHS of (6.16)_3 and (6.16)_6. Equation (6.17) thus follows from equation (6.16) once we replace B acting on F_i by λ, and B acting on G_j by μ.

Remark 6.9. It follows by Definition 6.4 and Proposition 6.8 that a Dirac structure is a maximal isotropic subspace L of V^{‘ℓ} ‘ V^ℓ satisfying one of the equivalent conditions (i)–(iii) above.

Proposition 6.10. Suppose that A, B P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs satisfy equation (6.15) and assume that B has non-zero Dieudonnè determinant. Suppose, moreover, that the (skewadjoint) rational matrix pseudodifferential operator H “ A ˝ B^{´1} has coefficients in V, i.e. H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq. Consider the corresponding non-local λ-bracket t¨_λ ¨u_H given by the Master Formula (4.2). Then the Jacobi identity (4.4) on t¨_λ ¨u_H is equivalent to equation (6.17) on the entries of matrices A and B.

Proof. Letting A_{st}pBq “ ř_M

m“0 a_{st;m}B^m and B_{st}pBq “ ř_M

n“0 b_{ij;n}B^n. By formula (4.3) and the left Leibniz rule (3.4) we have,

tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ku_H u_H “ ÿ rPI tu_{iλ}A_{kr}pμ ` BqB^{´1}_{rj} pμqu_H “ ÿ rPI Mÿ m“0 tu_{iλ}a_{kr;m}u_H pμ ` Bq^mB^{´1}_{rj} pμq ` ÿ rPI A_{kr}pλ ` μ ` Bqtu_{iλ}B^{´1}_{rj} pμqu_H .

By equation (3.8) we have

tu_{iλ}B^{´1}_{rj} pμqu_H “´ ÿ s,tPI Mÿ m“0 pB^{´1}q_{rs}pλ ` μ ` Bqtu_{iλ}b_{st;m}u_H pμ ` Bq^mpB^{´1}q_{tj} pμq .

Combining the above two equations we then get, using the Master Formula (4.2),

tu_{iλ}tu_{jμ}u_ku_H u_H “ ÿ r,s,tPI Mÿ m“0 ÿ nPZ_` Ba_{kr;m} Bu^{pnq}_s ´ pμ ` Bq^mB^{´1}_{rj} pμq ¯´ pλ ` Bq^nA_{st}pλ ` BqB^{´1}_{ti} pλq ¯

´ ÿ p,q,r,s,tPI Mÿ m“0 ÿ nPZ_` A_{kr}pλ ` μ ` BqpB^{´1}q_{rs}pλ ` μ ` Bq Bb_{st;m} Bu^{pnq}_p ´ pμ ` Bq^mpB^{´1}q_{tj} pμq ¯´ pλ ` Bq^nA_{pq}pλ ` BqB^{´1}_{qi} pλq ¯

“ ÿ r,s,tPI ÿ nPZ_` ´BA_{kr}pμ ` Bq

Bu^{pnq}_s

B^{´1}_{rj} pμq ¯´ pλ ` Bq^nA_{st}pλ ` BqB^{´1}_{ti} pλq ¯

´ ÿ p,q,r,s,tPI ÿ nPZ_` A_{kr}pλ ` μ ` BqpB^{´1}q_{rs}pλ ` μ ` Bq ´BB_{st}pμ ` Bq

Bu^{pnq}_p pB^{´1}q_{tj} pμq ¯´ pλ ` Bq^nA_{pq}pλ ` BqB^{´1}_{qi} pλq ¯ . Next, we apply B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq to both sides of the above equation (on the left), replace λ by λ`B acting on B_{ii}1 pλq, replace μ by μ`B acting on B_{jj}1 pμq, and sum over i, j, k P I. As a result we get, using the assumption (6.15) (see notation (5.12)),

(6.18) ÿ i,j,kPI B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqtu_{ix}tu_{j y}u_ku_H u_H ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}B_{ii}1 pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}B_{jj}1 pμq ¯

“ ÿ k,iPI ÿ nPZ_` ^ B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq

BA_{kj}1 pμq Bu^{pnq}_i pλ ` Bq^nA_{ii}1 pλq

`A^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq

BB_{kj}1 pμq

Bu^{pnq}_i pλ ` Bq^nA_{ii}1 pλq ˙ .

Exchanging i^1 with j^1 and λ with μ in (6.18), we get

(6.19) ÿ i,j,kPI B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqtu_{j y}tu_{ix}u_ku_H u_H ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}B_{ii}1 pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}B_{jj}1 pμq ¯

“ ÿ i,j,kPI B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqtu_{ix}tu_{j y}u_ku_H u_H ´ˇ ˇ_{x“μ`B}B_{ij}1 pμq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“λ`B}B_{ji}1 pλq ¯

“ ÿ k,jPI ÿ nPZ_` ^ B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq

BA_{ki}1 pλq

Bu^{pnq}_j pμ ` Bq^nA_{jj}1 pμq

`A^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq

BB_{ki}1 pλq

Bu^{pnq}_j pμ ` Bq^nA_{jj}1 pμq ˙ . We are left to study the third term in the Jacobi identity. By the right Leibniz rule (3.4) we get, ttu_{iλ}u_j u_{H λ`μ}u_ku_H “ ÿ rPI tA_{jr}pλ ` BqB^{´1}_{ri} pλq_{λ`μ}u_ku_H “ ÿ rPI Mÿ m“0 ta_{jr;mλ`μ`B}u_ku_{H Ñ}pλ ` Bq^mB^{´1}_{ri} pλq ` ÿ rPI Mÿ m“0 tB^{´1}_{ri} pλq_{λ`μ`B}u_ku_{H Ñ}p´μ ´ Bq^ma_{jr;m} .

By equation (3.9) we have

tB^{´1}_{ri} pλq_{λ`μ`B} u_ku_{H Ñ} “´ ℓÿ s,t“1 Mÿ m“0 tb_{st;mλ`μ`B}u_ku_Ñ˝ ´ pλ ` Bq^mpB^{´1}q_{ti}pλq ¯ pB^{˚´1}q_{sr}pμ ` Bq .

Combining the above two equations and using the Master Formula (4.2) we then get ttu_{iλ}u_ju_{H λ`μ}u_ku_H “ ÿ r,s,tPI nPZ_` A_{kt}pλ ` μ ` BqB^{´1}_{ts} pλ ` μ ` Bqp´λ ´ μ ´ Bq^n

BA_{jr}pλ ` Bq Bu^{pnq}_s

B^{´1}_{ri} pλq ´ ÿ r,p,q,s,tPI nPZ_` A_{kq}pλ ` μ ` BqB^{´1}_{qp} pλ ` μ ` Bqp´λ ´ μ ´ Bq^n

´BB_{st}pλ ` Bq

Bu^{pnq}_p pB^{´1}q_{ti}pλq ¯´ pB^{˚´1}q_{sr}pμ ` BqA^˚_{rj} pμq ¯ . Hence, if we apply, as before, B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq on the left, replace λ by λ ` B acting on B_{ii}1 pλq, replace μ by μ`B acting on B_{jj}1 pμq, and sum over i, j, k P I, we get, using (6.15),

(6.20) ÿ i,j,kPI B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqttu_{ix}u_j u_{H x`y}u_ku_H ´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}B_{ii}1 pλq ¯ ´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}B_{jj}1 pμq ¯ “´ ÿ j,kPI ÿ nPZ_` A^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqp´λ ´ μ ´ Bq^n ^ BA_{ji}1 pλq Bu^{pnq}_k

B_{jj}1 pμq`

BB_{ji}1 pλq Bu^{pnq}_k A_{jj}1 pμq ˙ .

Combining (6.18), (6.19) and (6.20), we get that the expression ÿ i,j,kPI B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq ´ tu_{ix}tu_{j y}u_ku_H u_H ´ tu_{j y}tu_{ix}u_ku_H u_H

´ttu_{ix}u_ju_{H x`y}u_ku_H ¯´ˇ ˇ_{x“λ`B}B_{ii}1 pλq ¯´ˇ ˇ_{y“μ`B}B_{jj}1 pμq ¯

is the same as the LHS of (6.17). The claim follows from the assumption that the matrix B P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs has non-zero Dieudonnè determinant.

Theorem 6.11. Let V be an algebra of differential functions in the variables u_1, . . . , u_ℓ, which is a domain, and let K be its field of fractions. Let H “ AB^{´1}, with A, B P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs, det B ‰ 0, be a minimal fractional decomposition (cf. Definition 2.11 and Remark 2.14) of the rational matrix pseudodifferential operator H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq. Then the subspace

(6.21) L_{A,B}pKq “ � BpBqX ‘ ApBqA ˇ ˇ X P K^{‘ℓ}( Ă K^{‘ℓ} ‘ K^ℓ ,

is a Dirac structure if and only if H is a non-local Hamiltonian structure on V.

Proof. It immediately follows from Remark 2.14 and Propositions 6.5, 6.7, 6.8 and 6.10.

Remark 6.12. We may define a “generalized” Dirac structure as a subspace L of V^{‘ℓ} ‘V^ℓ, such that L Ă L^K (i.e. L is isotropic), and L ˝ L Ă L^K (i.e. condition (i) in Proposition 6.8 holds), where L^K is the orthogonal complement to L with respect to the inner product (6.10). Note that a Dirac structure is a special case of this when L is maximal isotropic. If A, B P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs, det B ‰ 0, then L_{A,B} is a generalized Dirac structure if and only if H “ AB^{´1} is a non-local Hamiltonian structure on V (not necessarily in its minimal fractional decomposition). Note also that any subspace of a generalized Dirac structure is a generalized Dirac structure.

6.3 Compatible pairs of Dirac structures

The notion of compatibility of Dirac structures was introduced by Gelfand and Dorfman [GD80], [Dor93] (see also [BDSK09]). In this paper we introduce a weaker, but more natural, notion of compatibility, which still can be used to implement successfully the Lenard-Magri scheme of integrability, and which is more closely related to the notion of compatibility of the corresponding non-local Hamiltonian structures.

Given two Dirac structures L and L^1 Ă V^{‘ℓ} ‘ V^ℓ, we define the relations

(6.22) N_{L,L}1 “ � P ‘ P^1 ˇ F ‘ P P L, F ‘ P^1 P L^1 for some F P V^{‘ℓ} ( Ă V^ℓ ‘ V^ℓ , N_{L,L}1q “ � F ‘ F^1 ˇ F ‘ P P L, F^1 ‘ P P L^1 for some P P V^ℓ ( Ă V^{‘ℓ} ‘V^{‘ℓ}.

Definition 6.13. Two Dirac structures L, L^1 Ă V^{‘ℓ} ‘ V^ℓ are said to be compatible if for all P, P^1, Q, Q^1 P V^ℓ, F, F^1, F^2 P V^{‘ℓ} such that

P ‘ P^1, Q ‘ Q^1 P N_{L,L}1 and F ‘ F^1, F^1 ‘ F^2 P N_{L,L}1q , we have

(6.23) pF |rP, Qsq ´ pF^1|rP, Q^1sq ´ pF^1|rP^1, Qsq ` pF^2|rP^1, Q^1sq “ 0 ,

where, as before, pF |P q “ ş F ¨ P , and, for P, Q P V^ℓ, rP, Qs is given by (6.12).

Remark 6.14. The original notion of compatibility, introduced by Dorfman in [Dor93], is similar, except that N_{L,L}1q is replaced by the “dual” relation

N^˚_{L,L}1 “ � F ‘ F^1 P V^{‘ℓ} ‘ V^{‘ℓ} ˇ ˇ şF ¨ P “ şF^1 ¨ P^1 for all P ‘ P^1 P N_{L,L1} ( .

Since L and L^1 are isotropic, we have, for F ‘ F^1 P N_{L,L}1q , and for Q ‘ Q^1 P N_{L,L}1 , ş F ¨ Q “´ ş G ¨ P “ ş F^1 ¨ Q^1, where P P V^ℓ and G P V^{‘ℓ} are such that F ‘ P, G ‘ Q P L, F^1 ‘ P, G ‘ Q^1 P L^1. Hence, N_{L,L}1q Ă N^˚_{L,L}1 .

Even with the weaker notion of compatibility, the following important theorem still holds (cf. [BDSK09, Thm.4.13]).

Theorem 6.15. Let pL, L^1q be a pair of compatible Dirac structures. Let F_0, F_1, F_2 P V^{‘ℓ} be such that:

(i) D^˚_{Fn} pBq “ D_{Fn} pBq, for n “ 0, 1;

(ii) F_0 ‘ F_1, F_1 ‘ F_2 P N_{L,L}1q .

Then, for all P ‘ P^1, Q ‘ Q^1 P N_{L,L}1 , we have

(6.24) ş Q^1¨ ` D_{F2} pBq ´ D^˚_{F2} pBq ˘ P^1 “ 0 .

Proof. By the assumption (6.23), we have

0 “ pF_0|rP, Qsq ´ pF_1|rP, Q^1sq ´ pF_1|rP^1, Qsq ` pF_2|rP^1, Q^1sq “ ż´ F_0 ¨ D_QpBqP ´ F_0 ¨ D_P pBqQ ´ F_1 ¨ D_Q1 pBqP ` F_1 ¨ D_P pBqQ^1

´F_1 ¨ D_QpBqP^1 ` F_1 ¨ D_P 1 pBqQ ` F_2 ¨ D_Q1 pBqP^1 ´ F_2 ¨ D_P 1 pBqQ^1 ¯ “ ż P¨ δ δu ` pF_0|Qq ´ pF_1|Q^1q ˘ ´ ż Q¨ δ δu ` pF_0|P q ´ pF_1|P^1q ˘ ´ ż P^1¨ δ δu ` pF_1|Qq ´ pF_2|Q^1q ˘ ` ż Q^1¨ δ δu ` pF_1|P q ´ pF_2|P^1q ˘ ´ ż Q ¨ D_{F0} pBqP` ż P ¨ D_{F0} pBqQ` ż Q^1 ¨ D_{F1} pBqP´ ż P ¨ D_{F1} pBqQ^1 ` ż Q ¨ D_{F1} pBqP^1´ ż P^1 ¨ D_{F1} pBqQ´ ż Q^1 ¨ D_{F2} pBqP^1` ż P^1 ¨ D_{F2} pBqQ^1 .

In the second identity we used the definition (6.12) of the Lie bracket on V^ℓ, and in the last identity we used equation (6.9). Since, by assumption, F_0 ‘ F_1 P N_{L,L}1q and Q ‘ Q^1 P N_{L,L}1 , we have (by Remark 6.14) that pF_0|Qq “ pF_1|Q^1q. Hence the first term in the RHS above is zero, and, by the same argument, the first four terms are zero. The following six terms are also zero since, by assumption, D_{F0} pBq and D_{F1} pBq are selfadjoint. In conclusion, equation (6.24) holds.

6.4 Compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures and corresponding compatible pairs of Dirac structures

In Theorem 6.11 we proved that to a non-local Hamiltonian structure H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq in its minimal fractional decomposition H “ AB^{´1}, with A, B P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs, there corresponds a Dirac structure L_{A,B}pKq on the field of frations K. In this section we prove that to a compatible pair of non-local Hamiltonian structures H “ AB^{´1}, K “ CD^{´1}, in their minimal fractional decompositions, there corresponds a compatible pair of Dirac structures L_{A,B}pKq, L_{C,D}pKq on K. This is stated in the following:

Theorem 6.16. Let V be an algebra of differential functions in u_1, . . . , u_ℓ, which is a domain, and let K be its field of fractions. Let H, K P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq be compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures on V. Let H “ AB^{´1}, K “ CD^{´1} be their minimal fractional decompositions (cf. Definition 2.11). Then L_{A,B}pKq and L_{C,D}pKq are compatible Dirac structures on K.

By Theorem 4.1, the Hamiltonian structures H and K on V are compatible if and only if we have the following “mixed” Jacobi identity on generators (i, j, k P I):

(6.25) tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ku_H u_K ´ tu_{j μ}tu_{iλ}u_ku_H u_K ´ ttu_{iλ}u_j u_{H λ`μ}u_ku_K `tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ku_K u_H ´ tu_{j μ}tu_{iλ}u_ku_K u_H ´ ttu_{iλ}u_ju_{K λ`μ}u_ku_H “ 0 ,

In order to relate the above condition to the compatibility of the corresponding Dirac structures L_{A,B} and L_{C,D}, we need to compute explicitly each term of the above equation. This is done in the following:

Lemma 6.17. Suppose that the pairs pA, Bq and pC, Dq, with A, B, C, D P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs, satisfy equation (6.15):

(6.26) A^˚ ˝ B ` B^˚ ˝ A “ 0 , C^˚ ˝ D ` D^˚ ˝ C “ 0 .

Assume that B and D have non-zero Dieudonnè determinant, and that the (skewadjoint) rational matrix pseudodifferential operators H “ AB^{´1} and K “ CD^{´1} have coefficients in V, i.e. H, K P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq. Consider the corresponding non-local λ-brackets t¨_λ ¨u_H and t¨_λ ¨u_K given by the Master Formula (4.2). Then, in terms of notation (5.12), we have the following identities for every i^1, j^1, k^1 P I:

(6.27) ÿ i,j,kPI B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqtu_{ix}tu_{j y}u_ku_H u_K `ˇ x“λ`BDii^1 pλq ˘`ˇ y“μ`BBjj^1 pμq ˘

“ ÿ i,kPI ÿ nPZ_` B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq

BA_{kj}1 pμq Bu^{pnq}_i pλ ` Bq^nC_{ii}1 pλq ` ÿ i,kPI ÿ nPZ_` A^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq

BB_{kj}1 pμq Bu^{pnq}_i pλ ` Bq^nC_{ii}1 pλq ,

(6.28) ÿ i,j,kPI D^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqtu_{ix}tu_{jy}u_ku_K u_H `ˇ x“λ`BBii^1 pλq ˘`ˇ y“μ`BDjj^1 pμq ˘

“ ÿ i,kPI ÿ nPZ_` D^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq

BC_{kj}1 pμq Bu^{pnq}_i pλ ` Bq^nA_{ii}1 pλq ` ÿ i,kPI ÿ nPZ_` C^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq

BD_{kj}1 pμq Bu^{pnq}_i pλ ` Bq^nA_{ii}1 pλq ,

(6.29) ÿ i,j,kPI B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqtu_{j y}tu_{ix}u_ku_H u_K `ˇ x“λ`BBii^1 pλq ˘`ˇ y“μ`BDjj^1 pμq ˘

“ ÿ j,kPI ÿ nPZ_` B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq

BA_{ki}1 pλq Bu^{pnq}_j pμ ` Bq^nC_{jj}1 pμq ` ÿ j,kPI ÿ nPZ_` A^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq

BB_{ki}1 pλq Bu^{pnq}_j pμ ` Bq^nC_{jj}1 pμq ,

(6.30) ÿ i,j,kPI D^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqtu_{j y}tu_{ix}u_ku_K u_H `ˇ x“λ`BDii^1 pλq ˘`ˇ y“μ`BBjj^1 pμq ˘

“ ÿ j,kPI ÿ nPZ_` D^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq

BC_{ki}1 pλq Bu^{pnq}_j pμ ` Bq^nA_{jj}1 pμq ` ÿ j,kPI ÿ nPZ_` C^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq

BD_{ki}1 pλq Bu^{pnq}_j pμ ` Bq^nA_{jj}1 pμq ,

(6.31) ÿ i,j,kPI D^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqttu_{ix}u_ju_{H x`y}u_ku_K `ˇ x“λ`BBii^1 pλq ˘`ˇ y“μ`BBjj^1 pμq ˘

“´ ÿ j,kPI ÿ nPZ_` C^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqp´λ ´ μ ´ Bq^n

BA_{ji}1 pλq Bu^{pnq}_k B_{jj}1 pμq ´ ÿ j,kPI ÿ nPZ_` C^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqp´λ ´ μ ´ Bq^n

BB_{ji}1 pλq Bu^{pnq}_k A_{jj}1 pμq ,

(6.32) ÿ i,j,kPI B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqttu_{ix}u_j u_{K x`y}u_ku_H `ˇ x“λ`BDii^1 pλq ˘`ˇ y“μ`BDjj^1 pμq ˘

“´ ÿ j,kPI ÿ nPZ_` A^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqp´λ ´ μ ´ Bq^n

BC_{ji}1 pλq Bu^{pnq}_k D_{jj}1 pμq ´ ÿ j,kPI ÿ nPZ_` A^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bqp´λ ´ μ ´ Bq^n

BD_{ji}1 pλq Bu^{pnq}_k C_{jj}1 pμq . Proof. For equation (6.27), we can use the Leibniz rule and equation (3.8) to get tu_{ix}tu_{j y}u_ku_H u_K “ ÿ rPI tu_{ix}A_{kr}py ` BqpB^{´1}q_{rj} pyqu_K “ ÿ rPI ÿ mPZ_` tu_{ix}a_{kr;m}u_K py ` Bq^mpB^{´1}q_{rj} pyq ´ ÿ r,p,qPI mPZ_` A_{kr}px ` y ` BqpB^{´1}q_{rp}px ` y ` Bqtu_{iλ}b_{pq;m}u_K py ` Bq^mpB^{´1}q_{qj} pyq .

We can then use the Master Formula (4.2) to get

tu_{ix}tu_{j y}u_ku_H u_K “ ÿ r,sPI ÿ nPZ_` ´ BA_{kr}py ` Bq

Bu^{pnq}_s pB^{´1}q_{rj} pyq ¯ px ` Bq^nK_{si}pxq ´ ÿ r,p,q,sPI nPZ_` A_{kr}px ` y ` BqpB^{´1}q_{rp}px ` y ` Bq

´ BB_{pq}py ` Bq

Bu^{pnq}_s pB^{´1}q_{qj} pyq ¯ px ` Bq^nK_{si}pxq .

If we now replace x with λ ` B acting on D_{ii}1 pλq and y by μ ` B acting on B_{jj}1 pμq, and we apply B^˚_k1_kpλ ` μ ` Bq, acting from the left, to both sides of the above equation, we get, after using the assuption (6.26), that equation (6.27) holds. Equation (6.28) is obtained from (6.27) by exchanging the roles of H and K. Equation (6.29) is obtained from (6.27) by exchanging λ with μ and i and i^1 with j and j^1 respectively, and equation (6.30) is obtained from (6.29) by exchaing the roles of H and K. Finally, equations (6.31) and (6.32) can be derived with a similar computation, which involves the right Leibniz rule (instead of the left) and equation (3.9) (instead of (3.8)).

Let us next describe the relations (6.22) associated to Dirac structures L_{A,B}pKq and L_{C,D}pKq defined in (6.21). We have

(6.33) N_{LA,B pKq,LC,D pKq} “ � ApBqX ‘ CpBqX^1 ˇ ˇ X, X1 P K‘ℓ , BpBqX “ DpBqX1( , N_{LA,B pKq,LC,D pKq} q “ � BpBqZ ‘ DpBqZ^1 ˇ Z, Z^1 P K^{‘ℓ} , ApBqZ “ CpBqZ^1 ( . Hence, by Definition 6.13, the Dirac structures L_{A,B} and L_{C,D} are compatible if and only if, for every X, X^1, Y, Y^1, Z, Z^1, W, W^1 P V^{‘ℓ} such that

(6.34)

BpBqX “ DpBqX^1 , BpBqY “ DpBqY^1 , BpBqW “ DpBqZ^1 ,

ApBqZ “ CpBqZ^1 , ApBqW “ CpBqW^1 ,

we have the following identity:

(6.35) ` BpBqZ ˇ rApBqX, ApBqY s ˘ ´ ` DpBqZ^1 ˇ rApBqX, CpBqY^1s ˘ ´ ` BpBqW ˇ ˇrCpBqX^1, ApBqY s˘ ` `DpBqW^1 ˇ ˇrCpBqX^1, CpBqY^1s˘ “ 0 .

Lemma 6.18. Suppose that H “ AB^{´1} and K “ CD^{´1} are non-local Hamiltonian structures, and that conditions (6.34) hold. Then equation (6.35) is equivalent to the following equation:

(6.36)

´ ş pApBqY q ¨ D_{BpBqX} pBqCpBqZ^1` ş pApBqY q ¨ D^˚_{BpBqX} pBqCpBqZ^1 ` ş pBpBqY q ¨ D_{CpBqZ}1 pBqApBqX´ ş pBpBqY q ¨ D_{ApBqX} pBqCpBqZ^1 ` ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D_{DpBqZ}1 pBqApBqX` ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D^˚_{ApBqX} pBqDpBqZ^1 ` ş pApBqY q ¨ D_{BpBqW} pBqCpBqX^1` ş pApBqY q ¨ D^˚_{CpBqX}1 pBqBpBqW ´ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D_{DpBqX}1 pBqApBqW` ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D^˚_{DpBqX}1 pBqApBqW ` ş pDpBqY^1q ¨ D_{ApBqW} pBqCpBqX^1´ ş pDpBqY^1q ¨ D_{CpBqX}1 pBqApBqW “ 0 .

Proof. By (6.12) and (6.9), we have

(6.37) ` BpBqZ ˇ rApBqX, ApBqY s ˘ “ ş pBpBqZq ¨ D_{ApBqY} pBqApBqX ´ ş pBpBqZq ¨ D_{ApBqX} pBqApBqY “ ş pApBqXq¨ δ δu pBpBqZ|ApBqY q ´ ş pApBqY q ¨ D_{BpBqZ} pBqApBqX´ ş pApBqY q ¨ D^˚_{ApBqX} pBqBpBqZ .

Similarly, we have

(6.38) ` DpBqZ^1 ˇ rApBqX, CpBqY^1s ˘ “ ş pApBqXq¨ δ δu pDpBqZ^1|CpBqY^1q ´ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D_{DpBqZ}1 pBqApBqX´ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D^˚_{ApBqX} pBqDpBqZ^1 ,

(6.39) ` BpBqW ˇ ˇrCpBqX^1, ApBqY s˘ “ şpCpBqX^1q ¨ δ δu pBpBqW |ApBqY q ´ ş pApBqY q ¨ D_{BpBqW} pBqCpBqX^1´ ş pApBqY q ¨ D^˚_{CpBqX}1 pBqBpBqW , and

(6.40) ` DpBqW^1 ˇ rCpBqX^1, CpBqY^1s ˘ “ ş pCpBqX^1q¨ δ δu pDpBqW^1|CpBqY^1q ´ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D_{DpBqW} 1 pBqCpBqX^1´ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D^˚_{CpBqX}1 pBqDpBqW^1 .

By the skewadnointness of H and K, which translates to (6.26), and by conditions (6.34),

we have pBpBqZ|ApBqY q “ ´pApBqZ|BpBqY q

“ ´pCpBqZ^1|DpBqY^1q “ pDpBqZ^1|CpBqY^1q ,

hence the first terms in the RHS of (6.37) and (6.38) cancel. Similarly for the first terms

in the RHS of (6.39) and (6.40). Therefore, combining equations (6.37)–(6.40), we get

that equation (6.35) is equivalent to

(6.41) ´ ş pApBqY q ¨ D_{BpBqZ} pBqApBqX´ ş pApBqY q ¨ D^˚_{ApBqX} pBqBpBqZ ` ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D_{DpBqZ}1 pBqApBqX` ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D^˚_{ApBqX} pBqDpBqZ^1 ` ş pApBqY q ¨ D_{BpBqW} pBqCpBqX^1` ş pApBqY q ¨ D^˚_{CpBqX}1 pBqBpBqW ´ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D_{DpBqW} 1 pBqCpBqX^1´ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D^˚_{CpBqX}1 pBqDpBqW^1 “ 0 .

Next, since by assumption H “ AB^{´1} is a non-local Hamiltonian structure, it follows by

Propositions 6.10 and 6.8 that equation (6.16) holds. In particular,

(6.42) ´ ş pApBqY q ¨ D_{BpBqZ} pBqApBqX´ ş pApBqY q ¨ D^˚_{ApBqX} pBqBpBqZ “´ ş pApBqY q ¨ D_{BpBqX} pBqApBqZ` ş pApBqY q ¨ D^˚_{BpBqX} pBqApBqZ ` ş pBpBqY q ¨ D_{ApBqZ} pBqApBqX´ ş pBpBqY q ¨ D_{ApBqX} pBqApBqZ .

Similarly, using the assumption that K “ CD^{´1} is a non-local Hamiltonian structure,

we get

(6.43) ´ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D_{DpBqW} 1 pBqCpBqX^1´ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D^˚_{CpBqX}1 pBqDpBqW^1 “´ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D_{DpBqX}1 pBqCpBqW^1` ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D^˚_{DpBqX}1 pBqCpBqW^1 ` ş pDpBqY^1q ¨ D_{CpBqW} 1 pBqCpBqX^1´ ş pDpBqY^1q ¨ D_{CpBqX}1 pBqCpBqW^1 .

Combining equations (6.41), (6.42) and (6.43), we get (6.36).

Proof of Theorem 6.16. By Lemma 6.18, we only need to prove that, if condition (6.25)

holds, then equation (6.36) holds for every X, X^1, Y, Y^1, W, Z^1 satisfying the first three

identities in (6.34). It follows by some straightforward computation that we can rewrite

each term in the LHS of (6.36) as follows

(6.44) ´ ş pApBqY q ¨ D_{BpBqX} pBqCpBqZ^1 “´ ş pApBqY q ¨ BpBqD_X pBqCpBqZ^1 ´ ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI j,k,PI, nPZ_` Y_k1 A^˚_k1_kpλ`μ`Bq

BB_{ki}1 pλq

Bu^{pnq}_j pμ ` Bq^nC_{jj}1 pμq `ˇ λ“BX_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BZ^1_j1 ˘ ,

(6.45) ş pApBqY q ¨ D^˚_{DpBqX}1 pBqCpBqZ^1 “ ş pApBqY q ¨ D^˚_X1 pBqD^˚pBqCpBqZ^1 ` ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI j,k,PI,nPZ_` Y_k1 A^˚_k1_kpλ`μ`Bqpλ́´μ´Bq^n

BD_{ji}1 pλq

Bu^{pnq}_k C_{jj}1 pμq `ˇ λ“BX^1_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BZ^1_j1 ˘ ,

(6.46) ş pDpBqY^1q ¨ D_{CpBqZ}1 pBqApBqX “ ş pDpBqY^1q ¨ CpBqD_Z1 pBqApBqX ` ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI i,k,PI,nPZ_` Y^1_k1 D^˚_k1_kpλ`μ`Bq

BC_{kj}1 pμq

Bu^{pnq}_i pλ ` Bq^nA_{ii}1 pλq `ˇ λ“BX_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BZ^1_j1 ˘ ,

(6.47) ´ ş pBpBqY q ¨ D_{ApBqX} pBqCpBqZ^1 “´ ş pBpBqY q ¨ ApBqD_X pBqCpBqZ^1 ´ ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI j,k,PI,nPZ_` Y_k1 B^˚_k1_kpλ`μ`Bq

BA_{ki}1 pλq

Bu^{pnq}_j pμ ` Bq^nC_{jj}1 pμq `ˇ λ“BX_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BZ^1_j1 ˘ ,

(6.48) ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D_{DpBqZ}1 pBqApBqX “ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ DpBqD_Z1 pBqApBqX ` ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI i,k,PI,nPZ_` Y^1_k1 C^˚_k1_kpλ`μ`Bq

BD_{kj}1 pμq

Bu^{pnq}_i pλ ` Bq^nA_{ii}1 pλq `ˇ λ“BX_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BZ^1_j1 ˘ ,

(6.49) ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D^˚_{ApBqX} pBqBpBqW “ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D^˚_X pBqA^˚pBqBpBqW ` ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI j,k,PI,nPZ_` Y^1_k1 C^˚_k1_kpλ`μ`Bqpλ́´μ´Bq^n

BA_{ji}1 pλq

Bu^{pnq}_k B_{jj}1 pμq `ˇ λ“BX_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BW_j1 ˘ ,

(6.50) ş pApBqY q ¨ D_{BpBqW} pBqCpBqX^1 “ ş pApBqY q ¨ BpBqD_W pBqCpBqX^1 ` ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI i,k,PI,nPZ_` Y_k1 A^˚_k1_kpλ`μ`Bq

BB_{kj}1 pμq

Bu^{pnq}_i pλ ` Bq^nC_{ii}1 pλq `ˇ λ“BX^1_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BW_j1 ˘ ,

(6.51) ş pApBqY q ¨ D^˚_{CpBqX}1 pBqDpBqZ^1 “ ş pApBqY q ¨ D^˚_X1 pBqC^˚pBqDpBqZ^1 ` ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI j,k,PI,nPZ_` Y_k1 A^˚_k1_kpλ`μ`Bqpλ́´μ´Bq^n

BC_{ji}1 pλq

Bu^{pnq}_k D_{jj}1 pμq `ˇ λ“BX^1_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BZ^1_j1 ˘ ,

(6.52) ´ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D_{DpBqX}1 pBqApBqW “´ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ DpBqD_X1 pBqApBqW ´ ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI j,k,PI,nPZ_` Y^1_k1 C^˚_k1_kpλ`μ`Bq

BD_{ki}1 pλq

Bu^{pnq}_j pμ ` Bq^nA_{jj}1 pμq `ˇ λ“BX^1_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BW_j1 ˘ ,

(6.53) ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D^˚_{BpBqX} pBqApBqW “ ş pCpBqY^1q ¨ D^˚_X pBqB^˚pBqApBqW ` ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI j,k,PI,nPZ_` Y^1_k1 C^˚_k1_kpλ`μ`Bqpλ́´μ´Bq^n

BB_{ji}1 pλq

Bu^{pnq}_k A_{jj}1 pμq `ˇ λ“BX_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BW_j1 ˘ ,

(6.54) ş pBpBqY q ¨ D_{ApBqW} pBqCpBqX^1 “ ş pBpBqY q ¨ ApBqD_W pBqCpBqX^1 ` ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI i,k,PI,nPZ_` Y_k1 B^˚_k1_kpλ`μ`Bq

BA_{kj}1 pμq

Bu^{pnq}_i pλ ` Bq^nC_{ii}1 pλq `ˇ λ“BX^1_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BW_j1 ˘ ,

(6.55) ´ ş pDpBqY^1q ¨ D_{CpBqX}1 pBqApBqW “´ ş pDpBqY^1q ¨ CpBqD_X1 pBqApBqW ´ ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI j,k,PI,nPZ_` Y^1_k1 D^˚_k1_kpλ`μ`Bq

BC_{ki}1 pλq

Bu^{pnq}_j pμ ` Bq^nA_{jj}1 pμq `ˇ λ“BX^1_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BW_j1 ˘ .

It follows from the skewadjointness conditions (6.26) that the first term in the RHS of

(6.44) cancels with the first term in the RHS of (6.47), the first term in the RHS of

(6.45) cancels with the first term in the RHS of (6.51), the first term in the RHS of

(6.46) cancels with the first term in the RHS of (6.48), the first term in the RHS of

(6.49) cancels with the first term in the RHS of (6.53), the first term in the RHS of

(6.50) cancels with the first term in the RHS of (6.54), and the first term in the RHS

of (6.52) cancels with the first term in the RHS of (6.55). Furthermore, combining the

second terms of the RHS’s of (6.50) and (6.54), we get, thanks to (6.27), ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI i,j,kPI ` B_{kk}1 pBqY_k1 ˘ tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ku_H u_K `ˇ λ“BD_{ii}1 pBqX^1_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BB_{jj}1 pBqW_j1 ˘ .

Combining the second terms of the RHS’s of (6.46) and (6.48), we get, thanks to (6.28), ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI i,j,k,PI ` D_{kk}1 pBqY^1_k1 ˘ tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ku_K u_H `ˇ λ“BB_{ii}1 pBqX_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BD_{jj}1 pBqZ^1_j1 ˘ .

Combining the second terms of the RHS’s of (6.44) and (6.47), we get, thanks to (6.29), ´ ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI i,j,k,PI ` B_{kk}1 pBqY_k1 ˘ tu_{j μ}tu_{iλ}u_ku_H u_K `ˇ λ“BB_{ii}1 pBqX_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BD_{jj}1 pBqZ^1_j1 ˘ .

Combining the second terms of the RHS’s of (6.52) and (6.55), we get, thanks to (6.30), ´ ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI i,j,k,PI ` D_{kk}1 pBqY^1_k1 ˘ tu_{j μ}tu_{iλ}u_ku_K u_H `ˇ λ“BD_{ii}1 pBqX^1_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BB_{jj}1 pBqW_j1 ˘ .

Combining the second terms of the RHS’s of (6.49) and (6.53), we get, thanks to (6.31), ´ ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI i,j,k,PI ` D_{kk}1 pBqY^1_k1 ˘ ttu_{iλ}u_j u_{Hλ`μ}u_ku_K `ˇ λ“BB_{ii}1 pBqX_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BB_{jj}1 pBqW_j1 ˘ .

Finally, combining the second terms of the RHS’s of (6.45) and (6.51), we get, thanks to

(6.32), ´ ż ÿ i^1,j^1,k^1PI i,j,k,PI ` B_{kk}1 pBqY_k1 ˘ ttu_{iλ}u_j u_{K λ`μ}u_ku_H `ˇ λ“BD_{ii}1 pBqX^1_i1 ˘`ˇ μ“BD_{jj}1 pBqZ^1_j1 ˘ .

Putting together all the above results, we conclude that the LHS of (6.36) is equal to ż ÿ i,j,kPI ` BpBqY ˘ k ´ tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ku_H u_K ` tu_{iλ}tu_{j μ}u_ku_K u_H

´ tu_{j μ}tu_{iλ}u_ku_H u_K ´ tu_{j μ}tu_{iλ}u_ku_K u_H ´ ttu_{iλ}u_j u_{H λ`μ}u_ku_K

´ ttu_{iλ}u_ju_{K λ`μ}u_ku_H ¯`ˇ ˇ_{λ“B}BpBqX˘_i` ˇ ˇ_{μ“B}BpBqW ˘_j ,

which is zero by (6.25).

In view of Theorem 6.16, we can translate Theorem 6.15 in terms of compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures.

Theorem 6.19. Let V be an algebra of differential functions in u_1, . . . , u_ℓ, which is a domain. Let H, K P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq be compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures on V. Let H “ AB^{´1}, and K “ CD^{´1} be their minimal fractional decompositions (cf. Definition 2.11), with A, B, C, D P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs, det B ‰ 0, det D ‰ 0. Let F_0 “ BpBqZ, F_1 “ DpBqZ^1 “ BpBqW, F_2 “ DpBqW^1, with Z, Z^1, W, W^1 P V^{‘ℓ}, be such that DpBqZ^1 “ BpBqW , ApBqZ “ CpBqZ^1 , ApBqW “ CpBqW^1 , and D^˚_{F0} pBq “ D_{F0} pBq , D^˚_{F1} pBq “ D_{F1} pBq .

Then:

(a) For all X, Y P V^{‘ℓ}, such that DpBqX, DpBqY P ImpBq, we have

(6.56) ş Y ¨ C^˚pBq ` D_{F2} pBq ´ D^˚_{F2} pBq ˘ CpBqX “ 0 .

(b) If we also assume that det K ‰ 0, then D^˚_{F2} pBq “ D_{F2} pBq.

(c) If, moreover, we assume that V is a normal algebra of differential functions, then F_2 is exact: F_2 “^{δf2}_{δu} for some ş f_2 P V{BV.

Proof. By Theorem 6.16, L_{A,B}pKq and L_{C,D}pKq are compatible Dirac structures over K, the field of fractions of V. Recalling the expressions (6.33) of N_{L,L}1q and N_{L,L}1 for these Dirac structures, we get by Theorem 6.15 that equation (6.56) holds over K, hence over V, proving (a). Let us prove part (b). It is proved in [CDSK12b] that any two matrices BpBq and DpBq with non zero determinant have a right common multiple BpBqD_1pBq “ DpBqB_1pBq, where B_1pBq, D_1pBq P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} KrBs have non-zero determinant. By clearing denominators, we can assume that B_1pBq and D_1pBq have coefficients in V. Hence, if X, Y P ImpB_1q, we have DpBqX, DpBqY P ImpBq. Therefore, by part (a) we have ż G ¨ B^˚_1 pBqC^˚pBq ` D_{F2} pBq ´ D^˚_{F2} pBq ˘ CpBqB_1pBqF “ 0 ,

for all F, G P V^{‘ℓ}. Since, by assumption, C and B_1 have non-zero determinants, it follows that D^˚_{F2} pBq “ D_{F2} pBq, as we wanted. Finally, part (c) follows by the fact that, under the assumption that V is normal, the variational complex is exact (see [BDSK09, Thm.3.2]).

7 Hamiltonian equations associated to a non-local Hamiltonian structure

7.1 Local functionals, Hamiltonian equations and integrability

Let V be an algebra of differential functions in the variables u_i, i P I, assume that it is a domain, and let K be it field of fractions. Let H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq be a non-local Hamiltonian structure on V. Recall that, since H has rational entries, it admits a minimal fractional decomposition H “ AB^{´1}, where A, B P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs and det B ‰ 0 (cf. Definition 2.11). Throughout this section we fix such a minimal fractional decomposition for H. Recall that L_{A,B} is a Dirac structure on V by Theorem 6.11.

Definition 7.1. A Hamiltonian functional (for H “ AB^{´1}) is an element ş h P V{BV such that^{δh}_{δu} “ BpBqF for some F P V^{‘ℓ}. Then, P “ ApBqF P V^ℓ is called a Hamiltonian vector field associated to ş h. We denote by FpHq Ă V{BV the subspace of all Hamiltonian functionals, and by HpHq Ă V^ℓ the subspace of all Hamiltonian vector fields: FpHq “ ´ δ δu ¯_{´1} pIm Bq Ă V{BV , HpHq “ A ´ B^{´1} ´ Im δ δu ¯¯ Ă V^ℓ .

We say that ş f P FpHq and P P HpHq are associated (with respect to the Hamiltonian structure H “ AB^{´1}) if there exists F P V^ℓ such that^{δf}_{δu} “ BpBqF, P “ ApBqF . In this case we write ş f^HÐÑ P .

Remark 7.2. Note that, the spaces FpHq Ă V{BV and HpHq Ă V^ℓ, as well as the relation ş h^HÐÑ P , for ş h P FpHq and P P HpHq, may depend not only on the non-local Hamiltonian structure H, but also on its fractional decomposition H “ AB^{´1}. However, if A and B are multiplied on the right by a matrix differential operator D which is invertible in the algebra Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs, the spaces FpHq and HpHq, as well as the relation ş h^HÐÑ P , are unchanged. In particular, in the special case when V “ K is a field, by Proposition 2.12, the spaces FpHq, HpHq, and the relation ş h^HÐÑ P , are independent of the minimal fractional decomposition of H.

In the local case, when H P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs is a (local) Hamiltonian structure on V, then ş f P FpHq “ V{BV and P P HpHq “ HpBq ´ Im^δ_{δu} ¯ Ă V^ℓ are associated if and only if

P “ HpBq^δ ş_f δu . Lemma 7.3. (a) The space V^ℓ is a Lie algebra with bracket (6.12), and HpHq Ă V^ℓ is its subalgebra.

(b) We have a representation ϕ of the Lie algebra V^ℓ on the space V{BV given by ϕpP q `ş h ˘ “ ż P¨ δh δu , and the subspace FpHq Ă V{BV is preserved by the action of the Lie subalgebra HpHq Ă V^ℓ.

(c) If ş h^HÐÑ P and ş h^HÐÑ Q for some ş h P FpHq, then the action of P, Q P HpHqon FpHq is the same: ż P¨ δg δu “ ż Q¨ δg δu for all ş g P FpHq .

Proof. It follows immediately from [BDSK09, Lem.4.7-8].

Thanks to Lemma 7.3, we have a well-defined map t¨ , ¨u_H : FpHq ^ FpHq Ñ FpHq given by

(7.1) t ş f, ş gu_H “ ż P¨ δg δu ´ “ ż δg δu ¨ ApBqB^{´1}pBq δf δu ¯ , where P P HpHq is such that ş f^HÐÑ P .

Proposition 7.4. (a) The bracket (7.1) is a Lie algebra bracket on the space of Hamiltonian functionals FpHq.

(b) The Lie algebra action of HpHq on FpHq is by derivations of the Lie bracket (7.1).

(c) The subspace ApHq “ ! p ş f, P q P FpHq ^ HpHq ˇ ˇ ˇ ş f^HÐÑ P ) is a subalgebra of the direct product of Lie algebras FpHq ^ HpHq.

Proof. It follows immediately from [BDSK09, Prop.4.9, Rem.4.6].

A Hamiltonian equation associated to the Hamiltonian structure H and to the Hamiltonian functional ş h P FpHq, with an associated Hamiltonian vector field P P HpHq, is, by definition, the following evolution equation on the variables u “ ` u_i ˘ iPI : (7.2) du dt “ P . By the chain rule, any element f P V evolves according to the equation df dt “ ÿ iPI ÿ nPZ_` pB^nP_iq Bf Bu^{pnq}_i ,

and, integrating by parts, a local functional ş f P V{BV evolves according to d ş f dt “ ż P¨ δf δu . An integral of motion for the Hamiltonian equation (7.2) is a Hamiltonian functional ş f P FpHq such that d ş f dt “ t ş h, ş fu_H “ 0 ,

i.e. ş f lies in the centralizer of ş h in the Lie algebra FpHq. The Hamiltonian equation (7.2) is said to be integrable if there is an infinite sequence of pairs p ş h_n, P_nq P FpHq^ HpHq, n ě 0, such that ş h_0 “ ş h, P_0 “ P , we have ş h_n^HÐÑ P_n for every n P Z_`, the sequence t ş h_nu_{nPZ`} spans an infinite-dimensional abelian subalgebra of the Lie algebra FpHq, and the sequence tP_nu_{nPZ`} spans an infinite-dimensional abelian subalgebra of the Lie algebra HpHq. (Equivalently, if there exists an abelian subalgebra h of the Lie algebra ApHq defined in Proposition 7.4(c), such that both its canonical projections π_1phq and π_2phq in FpHq and HpHq are infinite dimensional, and ş h P π_1phq.) In this case, we have an integrable hierarchy of Hamiltonian equations du dt_n “ P_n , n P Z_` .

7.2 The Lenard-Magri scheme of integrability

Throughout the section, we let H, K P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq be a pair of compatible Hamiltonian structures on the algebra of differential functions V. We also let H “ AB^{´1} and K “ CD^{´1}, with A, B, C, D P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs and det B ‰ 0, det D ‰ 0, be their minimal fractional decomposition, and let L_{A,B}, L_{C,D} Ă V^{‘ℓ} ‘V^ℓ be the corresponding compatible Dirac structures (see Theorems 6.11 and 6.16).

The Lenard-Magri scheme of integrability consists in finding sequences 0 “ ş h_{´1}, ş h_0, ş h_1, ş h_2, ¨ ¨ ¨ P FpHq X FpKq ,

P_0, P_1, P_2, ¨ ¨ ¨ P HpHq X HpKq ,

such that

(7.3) P_{n´1}== H ˝˝zzz zz zz zz z cc_K

##GG GGG GGG G P^n¡¡_H

——yyy yy yy y ‘‘_K

BB BB BB BB P_{n`1} ¡¡ H ——yyy yyy yy aa_K

!!DD DD DD DD DD . . . ş h_{n´1} ş h_n . . . Explicitly, diagram (7.3) holds if and only if there exists a sequence tF_nu_{ně´1} in V^{‘ℓ} such that the following equations hold:

(7.4) BpBqF_{´1} “ 0 , CpBqF_{2n} “ ApBqF_{2n´1} “ P_n , BpBqF_{2n`1} “ DpBqF_{2n} “ δh_n δu for all n ě 0.

Proposition 7.5. (a) If the sequence of pairs `ş h_n, P_n ˘ , 0 ď n ď N ` 1, where ş h_n P FpHq X FpKq, P_n P HpHq X HpKq, satisfies ş h_{n´1}^HÐÑ P_n^KÐÑ ş h_n for 0 ď n ď N, then

(7.5) t ş h_m, ş h_nu_H “ t ş h_m, ş h_nu_K “ 0 , 0 ď m, n ď N .

(b) We have

(7.6) rP_m, P_ns P Ker B^˚ X Ker D^˚ for all m, n ď N .

Proof. For m “ n equation (7.5) holds trivially, by the skew symmetry of the Lie brackets t¨ , ¨u_H and t¨ , ¨u_K . Assuming m ă n, we prove (7.5) by induction on n ´ m. We have, by the assumption on the ş h_n’s and P_n’s and the definition (7.1) of the Lie bracket on FpHq, �ş h_m, ş h_n ( H “ ż P_{m`1}¨ δh_n δu “ �ş h_{m`1}, ş h_n ( K “ 0 ,

by the inductive assumption. Similarly, �ş h_m, ş h_n ( K “´ �ş h_n, ş h_m ( K “´ ş P_n ¨^{δhm}_{δu} “´ �ş h_{n´1}, ş h_m ( H “ �ş h_m, ş h_{n´1} ( H “ 0 .

By Theorem 6.11, L_{A,B} and L_{C,D} are Dirac structures, hence they are closed under the Courant-Dorfman product (6.11). By formula (6.21) and the assumption on the ş h_n’s

and P_n’s, we have that^δ ş_{hn´1} δu ‘ P_n P L_{A,B}, and^δ ş_{hn} δu ‘ P_n P L_{C,D}, for every 0 ď n ď N.

It then follows, by equation (6.13) and formulas (6.12) and (7.1), that

´ δşh_{m´1} δu ‘ P_m ¯ ˝ ´ δşh_{n´1} δu ‘ P_n ¯ “ δ δu t ş h_{m´1}, ş h_{n´1}u_H ‘ rP_m, P_ns ´ δşh_m δu ‘ P_m ¯ ˝ ´ δşh_n δu ‘ P_n ¯ “ δ δu t ş h_m, ş h_nu_K ‘ rP_m, P_ns

Hence, by (7.5), we get that 0‘rP_m, P_ns P L_{A,B} XL_{C,D}. Namely, there exist F P Ker B Ă V^ℓ and G P Ker D Ă V^ℓ such that rP_m, P_ns “ AF “ CG P ApKer Bq X CpKer Dq. To conclude, we finally observe that, by skewadjointness of H and K, we have B^˚A “ ´A^˚B and D^˚C “ ´C^˚D, which immediately implies ApKer Bq Ă Ker B^˚ and CpKer Dq Ă Ker D^˚.

Corollary 7.6. Suppose that the sequences t ş h_nu_{nPZ`}, tP_nu_{nPZ`}, span infinite dimensional subspaces of V{BV and V^ℓ respectively, and satisfy conditions (7.3) (where ş h_{´1} “ 0). Suppose, moreover, that Ker B^˚ XKer D^˚ “ 0. Then, the hierarchy of bi-Hamiltonian equations du dt_n “ P_n , n P Z_` .

is integrable.

Proof. It is immediate from Proposition 7.5 and the definition of integrability.

Next, we want to discuss in which situations one can apply successfully the Lenard- Magri scheme. In order to do so, recall that an algebra of differential functions V is called normal [BDSK09] if^B_{Bupmqi} pV_{m,i}q “ V_{m,i} for every m P Z_`, i P I, where V_{m,i} “ ! f P V ˇ ˇ ˇ Bf Bu^{pnq}_j

“ 0 for pn, jq ą pm, iq pin lexicographic orderq ) . For example, the algebra of differential polynomials in ℓ variables is normal, and any algebra of differential functions V can be included in a normal one.

Theorem 7.7. Let V be a normal algebra of differential functions. Let H, K PMat_{ℓ^ℓ}VpBq be a pair of compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures on V and assume that det K ‰ 0. Let H “ AB^{´1}, K “ CD^{´1}, be their minimal fractional decompositions, with A, B, C, D P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs. Let N ě 0, and let 0 “ ş h_{´1}, ş h_0, ş h_1, . . . , ş h_N P FpHqXFpKq and P_0, P_1, . . . , P_N P HpHq X HpKq be such that ş h_{n´1}^HÐÑ P_n^KÐÑ ş h_n for 0 ď n ď N.

Suppose, moreover, that the following orthogonallity conditions hold: ` Span_C �δh_n δu (_N n“0 ˘_K Ă Im C , ` Span_C � P_n (_N n“0 ˘_K

Ă Im B ,

where the orthogonal complement is with respect to the pairing V^{‘ℓ} ^ V^ℓ Ñ V{BV, defined by pF, P q ÞÑ ş F ¨ P . Then, there exist infinite sequences t ş h_nu_{nPZ`} Ă FpHq X FpKq and tP_nu_{nPZ`} Ă HpHq X HpKq, extending the given finite sequences, satisfying conditions (7.3). In other words, the Lenard-Magri scheme of integrability can be applied.

Proof. By Proposition 7.5, we have ş δh_N δu ¨ P_n “ t ş h_N , ş h_nu_K “ 0 ,

for all n “ 0, . . . , N. Hence, by the second orthogonality condition we get that^{δhN}_{δu} “ BpBqX for some X P V^{‘ℓ}. Let P_{N`1} “ ApBqX P V^ℓ. Again by Proposition 7.5, we have ş δh_n δu ¨ P_{N`1} “ t ş h_n, ş h_N u_H “ 0 ,

for all n “ 0, . . . , N. Hence, by the first orthogonality condition we get that P_{N`1} “ CpBqY for some Y P V^{‘ℓ}. Let F_{N`1} “ DpBqY P V^{‘ℓ}. It follows by Theorem 6.19(c) (with δh_{N´1} δu in place of F_0,^{δhN}_{δu} in place of F_1, and F_{N`1} in place of F_2) that F_{N`1} is exact, i.e. F_{N`1} “^{δhN`1}_{δu} for some ş h_{N`1} P V{BV. By construction, ş h_N^HÐÑ P_{N`1}^KÐÑ ş h_{N`1}.

Hence, we extended the sequences t ş h_nu^N_{n“´1} and tP_nu^N_{n“0} by one step. The claim follows by induction.

Remark 7.8. Let V be an algebra of differential function in u_i, i P I. Assume that V is a domain, and let K be its field of fractions. Let H “ AB^{´1}, K “ CD^{´1} P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VpBq be skewadjoint rational matrix differential operators with coefficients in V, with A, B, C, D P Mat_{ℓ^ℓ} VrBs, det B, det D ‰ 0. Let ξ_{´1} “ 0, ξ_0, . . . ξ_N P V^{‘ℓ} and P_0, . . . , P_N P V^ℓ be such that

(7.7) ξ_{n´1} “ BpBqF_n , P_n “ ApBqF_n , ξ_n “ DpBqG_n , P_n “ CpBqG_n ,

for 0 ď n ď N and some F_0, . . . , F_N , G_0, . . . , G_N P V^ℓ, and ` Span_C tξ_nu^N_{n“0}

˘_K Ă Im C , ` Span_C tP_nu^N_{n“0}

˘_K

Ă Im B .

By the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 7.7 we can extend the given seguences to infinite sequences tξ_nu_{nPZ`} Ă V^{‘ℓ} and tP_nu_{nPZ`} Ă V^ℓ satisying conditions (7.7) for every n P Z_`. Next, suppose that H “ AB^{´1} and K “ CD^{´1} are minimal fractional decompositions (cf. Definition 2.11) and that H and K are compatible Hamiltonian structures on V. Suppose, moreover, that det K ‰ 0 and ξ_0 “^{δh0}_{δu} for some ş h_0 P V{BV.

Then it follows by Theorem 6.19 that all ξ_n’s are closed in K^{‘ℓ}, i.e. D_{ξn} pBq is self-adjoint for every n P Z_`. Hence, all the ξ_n’s are closed in V^{‘ℓ}. Finally, taking, if necesary, a normal extension rV of V, one proves that all the ξ_n’s are exact, i.e. there exist elements ş h_n P rV{B rV such that ξ_n “^δ ş_{hn} δu , n P Z_`, [BDSK09, Thm.3.2]. Hence, the Lenard-Magri scheme can be applied.

Remark 7.9. Recall from Theorem 5.1 that, given two compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures H and K, with detpKq ‰ 0 , we get an infinite family of compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures given by H^{r0s} “ K, and H^{rss} “ pH ˝ K^{´1}q^{s´1} ˝ H, for s ě 1. Suppose that the infinite sequences t ş h_nu_{nPZ`} Ă FpHq X FpKq, tP_nu_{nPZ`} Ă HpHq X HpKq satisfy the Lenard-Magri recursive relations ş h_{n´1}^HÐÑ P_n^KÐÑ ş h_n for every n ě 0

(we let ş h_{´1} “ ş 0). Then, for every n, s P Z_` we have the relations ş h_n^{Hrss}ÐÑ P_{n`s}. This will be proved in [DSK12]. Consequently, all the evolutionary equations^{du}_{dtn} “ P_n are Hamiltonian with respect to all the non-local Hamiltonian structures H^{rss}, s P Z_`.

7.3 Example: NLS integrable hierarchy

Consider the algebra of differential polynoamials in two variables R_2 “ Fru, v, u^1 , v^1, . . . s, and its extension V_u “ Fru^{˘1} , v, u^1, v^1, . . . s. Let also K be the field of fractions of R_2 (which is the same as that of V_u). Consider the following pair of compatible non-local Hamiltonian structures with coefficients in R_2 from Example 4.10: H “ ^ vB^{´1} ˝ v ´vB^{´1} ˝ u ´uB^{´1} ˝ v uB^{´1} ˝ u ˙ ` cB1I , K “ ^ 0 ´1 1 0 ˙ , where c P F is a fixed constant. The operators H and K admit the following fractional decompositions: H “ AB^{´1}, K “ CD^{´1}, where C “ K, D “ 1I, and A “ ^ cB ˝ u ´u^2v cB ˝ v u^3 ` cB ˝ puB ` 2u^1q ˙ , B “ ^ u 0 v uB ` 2u^1 ˙ . This fractional decomposition of H is minimal over K by Proposition 2.12 since Ker B̄ Ă K̄2 is spanned by ^ 0 u^{´2} ˙ , which does not lie in Ker Ā. Let ş h_{´1} “ 0, ş h_0 “^1_2 pu^2 ` v^2q P V_u{BV_u and P_0 “ ^ ´v u ˙ P V^2_u. We have 0 “ ş h_{´1}^HÐÑ P_0^KÐÑ ş h_0. Indeed, letting F_{´1} “ ^ 0 u^{´2} ˙ and F_0 “ ^ u v ˙ , we have

BpBqF_{´1} “ 0 “ δ ş h_{´1} δu , ApBqF_{´1} “ ^ ´v u ˙ “ P_0

1IF_0 “ δ ş h_0 δu , KF_0 “ ^ ´v u ˙ “ P_0 .

Note that, even though 0 “ ş h_1, ş h_0 P R_2{BR_2 and P_0 P R^2, they are NOT associated within the algebra R_2, since F_{´1} does not lie in R^2.

Next, we prove the orthogonality conditions:

`_δ ş_{h0} δu ˘_K Ă Im 1I, ` P_0

˘_K Ă ImpB : V^2_u Ñ

V^2_uq. The first condition is obvious. For the second, F “ ^ f g ˙ P V^2_u is orthogonal to P_0

if and only if ´vf ` ug “ Bh P BV_u . In this case, F “ BpBq ^ f{u h{u^2 ˙ P Im B.

By the observations in Remark 7.8, there exist sequences tξ_nu_{nPZ`} and tP_nu_{nPZ`} in V^2_u satisfying condition (7.7) for all n P Z_`, and all the ξ_n’s are closed, in the sense that their Frechet derivative D_{ξn} pBq is self-adjoint for every n.

We argue that, in fact, all these elements ξ_n, P_n, n P Z_`, lie in R^2. Indeed, it is not hard to show, using the explicit form of the matrices A and B, that, if ξ_{n´1} lies in R^2, then necessarily both P_n and ξ_n lie in R^2. Alternatively, we can exchange the roles of u and v to prove that all ξ_n’s and P_n’s lie in V^2_v , hence in R^2. First, we observe that, since Ker B is one dimensional over F and C “ K is invertible, the flag of subspaces

(7.8)

U_0 “ Span_F tξ_0u , U_1 “ Span_F tξ_0, ξ_1u , . . . , V_0 “ Span_F tP_0u , V_1 “ Span_F tP_0, P_1u , ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V^2_u ,

associated to the sequences tξ_nu_{nPZ`} and tP_nu_{nPZ`} satisfying condition (7.7) for every n P Z_`, is uniquely defined. Consider now the new fractional decomposition H “ A_1B^{´1}_1 , where

A_1 “ ^ v^3 ` cB ˝ pvB ` 2v^1q cB ˝ u

´uv^2 cB ˝ v ˙ , B_1 “ ^ vB ` 2v^1 u 0 v ˙ . By the same argument as above, we get that there exist sequences tξ^1_nu_{nPZ`} and tP^1_n u_{nPZ`} in V^2_v , satysfying condition (7.7) with respect to the new fractional decomposition, i.e.

ξ^1_{n´1} “ B_1pBqF^1_n , P^1_n “ A_1pBqF^1_n , ξ^1_n “ DpBqG^1_n , P^1_n “ CpBqG^1_n ,

for some elements F^1_n , G^1_n P V^2_v . Note that the two fractional decompositions H “ AB^{´1} and H “ A_1B^{´1}_1 are equivalent, in the sense that A_1 and B_1 are obtained from A and B by multiplication on the right by the matrix

D “ B^{´1}B_1 “ ^ u^{´1}v^{´1}B ˝ v^2 1 ´u^{´2}v^2 0 ˙ , which is invertible in Mat_{ℓ^ℓ}KrBs. Hence, by the arguments in Remark 7.8 we get that both the sequences tξ_nu_{nPZ`}, tP_nu_{nPZ`} Ă V^2_u, and the sequences tξ^1_nu_{nPZ`}, tP^1_n u_{nPZ`} Ă V^2_v , considered as sequences in K^2, satisfy condition (7.7) for every n P Z_`. Therefore, by the uniqueness of the flag (7.8), we get that the subspaces U_n “ Span_F tξ_0, . . . , ξ_nu Ă V^2_u and U^1_n “ Span_F tξ^1_0 , . . . , ξ^1_nu Ă V^2_v must be the same subspace of K^2, and similarly the subspaces V_n “ Span_F tP_0, . . . , P_nu Ă V^2_u and V^1_n “ Span_F tP^1_0 , . . . , P^1_n u Ă V^2_v must be the same subspace of K^2. In conclusion, all ξ_n’s and P_n’s lie in V^2_u X V^2_v “ R^2.

Since R_2 is a normal algebra of differential functions, it follows from [BDSK09, Thm.4.13] that all ξ_n’s are exact, i.e. there exists elements ş h_n P V{BV, n P Z_`, such

that ξ_n “^δ ş_{hn} δu . Hence, the Lenard scheme can be applied.

It is not hard to show, by induction on n, that both entries of ξ_n P R^2 have differential order n. Therefore, the vectors ξ_n are linearly independent. It follows that the elements ş h_n P V{BV, n P Z_` and the elements P_n “ Kξ_n P R^2, n P Z_`, are linearly independent as well. Since D “ 1I, we can apply Proposiion 7.5 and Corollary 7.6 to deduce that we have an infinite hierarchy of compatible integrable equations^{du}_{dtn} “ P_n, n P Z_`, for which ş h_n P FpHq X FpKq are integrals of motion.

We can compute the first few equations of this integrable hierarchy, called the nonlinear Schroedinger (NLS) hierarchy: d dt_0 ^ u v ˙ “ ^ ´v u ˙ , d dt_1 ^ u v ˙ “ c ^ u^1 v^1 ˙ , d dt_2 ^ u v ˙ “ ^ c^2v^2 `^c_2 vpu^2 ` v^2q ´c^2u^2 ´^c_2 upu^2 ` v^2q ˙ , d dt_3 ^ u v ˙ “ ^ ´c^3u^3 ´^3_2 c^2pu^2 ` v^2qu^1 ´c^3v^3 ´^3_2 c^2pu^2 ` v^2qv^1 ˙ . . . . The third equation is called the (coupled) NLS equation. The first four integrals of motion are ş h_0 “ ż 1 2 pu^2 ` v^2q , ş h_1 “ c ż uv^1 , ş h_2 “ ż´ c^2 2 pu^{12} ` v^{12}q´ c 8 pu^2 ` v^2q^2 ¯ , ş h_3 “ ż´ ´ c^3uv^3´ c^2 2 pu^3v^1 ´ v^3u^1q ¯ . Of course this is a very well known hierarchy, studied by many different methods, see e.g. [TF86, Dor93, BDSK09]. The approach of the last two papers, based on a Dirac structure, is close to ours (even though in [Dor93] the proposed Dirac structure is not quite a Dirac structure).

References

[Art57] E. Artin, Geometric algebra, Interscience Publishers, Inc., New York-London, 1957.

[BDSK09] A. Barakat, A. De Sole and V.G. Kac, Poisson vertex algebras in the theory of Hamiltonian equations, Japan. J. Math. 4 (2009), 141-252.

[CDSK12] S. Carpentier, A. De Sole and V.G. Kac, Some algebraic properties of matrix differential operators and their Dieudonnè determinant, J. Math. Phys. 53 (2012), 063501, 15 pp.

[CDSK12b] S. Carpentier, A. De Sole and V.G. Kac, Rational matrix pseudodifferential operators, preprint arXiv:1206.4165.

[DSK06] A. De Sole and V.G. Kac, Finite vs. affine W -algebras, Japanese J. Math. 1 (2006), 137-261.

[DSK09] A. De Sole and V.G. Kac, Lie conformal algebra cohomology and the variational complex, Commun. Math. Phys. 292 (2009), 667-719.

[DSK12] A. De Sole and V.G. Kac, Non-local Hamiltonian structures and applications to the theory of integrable systems II, in preparation.

[DSKW10] A. De Sole, V.G. Kac and M. Wakimoto, On classification of Poisson vertex algebras, Transform. Groups 15 (2010), no. 4, 883-907.

[Die43] J. Dieudonné, Les déterminants sur un corps non commutatif, Bull. Soc. Math.

France 71 (1943), 27-45.

[Dor93] I.Ya. Dorfman, Dirac structures and integrability of nonlinear evolution equations, Nonlinear Sci. Theory Appl. (John Wiley & Sons, 1993) 176 pp.

[DN89] B.A. Dubrovin and S.P. Novikov, Hydrodynamics of weakly deformed soliton lattices. Differential geometry and Hamiltonian theory, (Russian) Uspekhi Mat. Nauk 44 (1989), n.6 (270), 29–98; translation in Russian Math. Surveys 44 (1989), n.6, 35-124.

[Fr98] E. Frenkel, Five lectures on soliton equations. Surveys in differential geometry:

integrable systems, 131-180, Surv. Differ. Geom., IV, Int. Press, Boston, MA, 1998.

[FF81] B. Fuchssteiner and A.S. Fokas, Symplectic structures, their Bäcklund transformations and hereditary symmetries, Phys. D 4 (1981), n.1, 47-66.

[GD80] I.M. Gelfand and I. Dorfman, Schouten bracket and Hamiltonian operators, Funct. Anal. Appl. 14:3 (1980), 71-74.

[Mag78] F. Magri, A simple model of the integrable Hamiltonian equation, J. Math. Phys.

19 (1978), 1156-1162.

[Mag80] F. Magri, A geometrical approach to the nonlinear solvable equations, Lecture Notes in Phys. 120 (1980), 233-263.

[Sok84] V.V. Sokolov, Hamiltonian property of the Krichever-Novikov equation (Russian) Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 277 (1984), no. 1, 48-50.

[TF86] L.A. Takhtadzhyan and L.D. Faddeev, The Hamiltonian approach in soliton theory, Nauka, Moscow, 1986. 528 pp.

[TT11] D. Talati and R. Turhan, On a Recently Introduced Fifth-Order Bi-Hamiltonian Equation and Trivially Related Hamiltonian Operators, SIGMA 7 (2011), 081, 8 pages.