arXiv:1906.01305v1 [nlin.SI] 4 Jun 2019

Quasi-periodic solutions to the negative-order KdV hierarchy

Jinbing Chen^∗ School of Mathematics, Southeast University, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210096, P.R. China

Abstract

A complete algorithm is developed to deduce quasi-periodic solutions for the negative-order KdV (nKdV) hierarchy by using the backward Neumann systems. From the nonlinearization of Lax pair, the nKdV hierarchy is reduced to a family of backward Neumann systems via separating temporal and spatial variables. The backward Neumann systems are shown to be integrable in the Liouville sense, whose involutive solutions yield the finite parametric solutions of nKdV hierarchy. The negative-order Novikov equation is given, which specifies a finite-dimensional invariant subspace of nKdV flows. By the Abel–Jacobi variable, the nKdV flows are integrated with Abel–Jacobi solutions on the Jacobi variety of a Riemann surface. Finally, the Riemann–Jacobi inversion of Abel–Jacobi solutions is studied, from which some quasi-periodic solutions to the nKdV hierarchy are obtained.

Keywords: nKdV hierarchy, backward Neumann system, quasi-periodic solution

1 Introduction

The nKdV equation takes the form [1]

u_{t−2} + 2v_x = 0, v_{xxx} + 4uv_x + 2u_xv = 0, (1.1)

which was originally proposed by Verosky in view of the negative direction of recursion operators for symmetries. It connects with the sinh-Gordon equation through the Miura’s transformation [1], as well as the sine-Gordon equation under the reciprocal transformation [2]. Let ρ be the kernel of Schrödinger operator ∂^2 + u and v = ρ^2, where ∂ = ∂/∂x and ∂^2 = ∂^2/∂x^2, etc. The nKdV equation (1.1) can be put into its equivalent form [3] ( ρ_{xx} ρ ) t_{−2} − 4ρρ_x = 0, or ρ_{xxt−2} ρ − ρ_{xx}ρ_{t−2} − 4ρ^3ρ_x = 0. (1.2)

Followed by Verosky’s idea, four sets of symmetries together with the nKdV hierarchy were presented associated with the KdV system [3,4]. Subjected to the Painlevé test, Karasu–Kalkani et al. arrived at an integrable system of KdV6 equation from a class of sixth-order nonlinear wave equations [5]. It is worthy of pointing out that the KdV6 equation is in fact the integrable

∗cjb@seu.edu.cn;

coupling of KdV and nKdV flows. From the configuration of KdV6, Kupershmidt depicted it as a nonholonomic deformation of bi-Hamiltonian system (i.e. the Kupershmidt deformation) [6], and Zhou further generalized the nonholonomic perturbation to the mixed hierarchy of soliton equations, which includes the Kupershmidt deformation as its special member [7]. Recently, the Hamiltonian structure, infinitely many conservation laws, N-soliton, N-kink and quasiperiodic wave solutions have been derived for the nKdV equation [8, 9]. It is seen that soliton and kink solutions occur simultaneously in the nKdV equation. Also, the nKdV equation is found to be linked with the Camassa-Holm (CH) equation via a reciprocal transformation [10], such that the nKdV equation becomes a hot spot of integrable nonlinear evolution equations (INLEEs). Therefore, this paper is intend to design a constructing scheme for getting quasiperiodic solutions to the nKdV hierarchy characterized by the nKdV equation (1.1).

Due to the negative powers of Olver’s operator, the original form of nKdV equation is of a nonlocal INLEE, where the nonlocality is eliminated by introducing an additional spectral potential v or ρ. As known so far, most attention is paid to positive-order INLEEs (pINLEEs), while the negative-order INLEEs (nINLEEs) are not studied as comprehensively as the positiveorder ones. The main reason lies in the fact that the nonlocality of nINLEEs is out of the control of usual methods of analysis. Even in a long time, there was no a fascinating example of nINLEEs of physical interests in the community of mathematical physics. After the physical derivation of CH equation [11], the contented tranquility of such a subject has been completely disturbed ever since. It is found that the CH equation possesses not only the non-smooth soliton solutions (peakons) [11, 12], but also the presence of wave breaking [13]. Soon afterwards, the interest in the study of non-smooth solitons leads to the advent of peakon systems of Degasperis-Procesi (DP), CH2, and some others with cubic nonlinearity [14–17]. Seemingly, the peakon systems are described as local INLEEs by the Helmholtz operator 1 − ∂^2. Indeed, they are all residing in the negative-order hierarchies stemmed from linear spectral problems, which in a sense enrich the mathematical structures and the physical backgrounds of nINLEEs. Apart from the peakon systems themselves belong to the category of nINLEEs, they have reciprocal links to some previously known nINLEEs, for example, the CH and nKdV [10], the DP and negative-order Kaup-Kupershmidt [2], the CH2 and negative-order AKNS equations [15], and so on. Though nINLEEs are intractable to be handled due to the nonlocality, it is the nonlocality that extremely enhances the variety of nINLEEs, such as the presence of peakons, cuspons, and breaking waves etc [11–13,15–17]. As a result, we focus on the integrable structure, the evolution of phase flows and some other explicit solutions for nINLEEs.

Within the regime of mathematical physics, the KdV equation is almost the most popular and best studied nonlinear model, being integrable at both the classical and the quantum level. Apart from itself interesting, it is intimately related to the scattering theory of one-dimensional Schrödinger equation [18]. Moser and Trubowitz used one-dimensional Schrödinger equation to demonstrate a connection between the classical Neumann problem and the finite-gap solution of KdV equation [19, 20]. Furthermore, the linear operator with a self-consistent potential was introduced by Cherednik to construct finite-gap solutions for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation [21], and developed in the framework of the theory of integrable operators with selfconsistent coefficients [22, 23]. As ususal, one considers infinite-dimensional integrable systems (IDISs) to be solved in such a way as splitting into several finite-dimensional integrable systems (FDISs) that are easier to be treated with some available tools. Based on the works [18–

23], the nonlinearization of Lax pair makes it possible to reduce INLEEs to FDISs of solvable ordinary differential equations [24], from which soliton solutions, quasi-periodic solutions, and rogue periodic waves can be deduced by separating temporal and spatial variables [25–31]. Recently, it is found that nINLEEs can be reduced to a family of backward Neumann type systems on the symplectic submanifold [32]. The Neumann map not only generates the finitegap potential of spectral problem, but also specifies a finite-dimensional invariant subspace for the negative-order flow. Note that the nKdV and positive-order KdV (pKdV) hierarchies share the spatial part of Lax pairs, i.e. the one-dimensional Schrödinger equation. It stimulates us to decompose the nKdV hierarchy into backward Neumann systems, and take the backward Neumann systems as a basis to deduce quasi-periodic solutions of the nKdV hierarchy.

The main purpose of this paper is to generalize the application of backward FDISs for getting explicit solutions to nonlocal INLEEs. The mechanism of our treatment involved in can be outlined into threefold. The first step is the finite-dimensional integrable reduction, such that the nKdV hierarchy is decomposed into a class of backward Neumann system on the tangent bundle of unit sphere. The relationship between the nKdV hierarchy and the backward Neumann systems is established, where involutive solutions of the backward Neumann systems yield finite parametric solutions of the nKdV hierarchy. Besides, the negative-order Novikov equation is proposed, which specifies a finite-dimensional invariant subspace for the nKdV flows. The restriction of nKdV flows onto the solution space of negative-order Novikov equation become the backward Neumann flows. The next step is to straighten out the nKdV flows on the Jacobi variety of a Riemann surface. The starting point in this procedure is the introduction of a set of elliptic variables for the backward Neumann systems, whose dynamics are controlled by the Dubrovin-type equations. And, by an Abel map from the divisor group to the Jacobi variety, the Able–Jacobi (angle) variable is elaborated, such that the nKdV flows are integrated with Abel–Jacobi solutions represented by the linear combinations of flow variables. The third step is to explore the Riemann–Jacobi inversion of Abel–Jacobi solutions. It is noted that the spectral potential can be expressed as the symmetric functions of elliptic variables. From the asymptotic expansions of normalized holomorphic differentials and Riemann theta functions, the Abel– Jacobi solutions of nKdV flows are transformed to the original spectral potential in terms of the Riemann theorem. Actually, we take the nKdV hierarchy as an example to illustrate the construction of quasi-periodic solutions through backward Neumann systems, from which an effective way is presented to solve nonlocal INLEEs in view of backward FDISs.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, with an infinite sequence of Lenard gradients, we unify the pKdV and nKdV hierarchies into a generating pattern. In section 3, the finitedimensional integrable reduction of nKdV hierarchy is studied on the tangent bundle of unit sphere. The Liouville integrability of backward Neumann systems is completed in section 4. Section 5 is to connect the nKdV hierarchy with the backward Neumann systems, and section 6 is devoted to the algebro-geometric construction of explicit solutions for the nKdV hierarchy. Finally, in the appendix A, some new results associated with the Kupershmidt deformation of KdV hierarchy are presented depending upon the current work.

2 The bidirectional KdV hierarchy

It often happens that starting from a properly chosen spectral problem, soliton equations emerge with an infinite sequence of higher-order members [33], and can be formally represented by the Lenard gradients together with the Lenard operator pair K and J. If taking the kernel of J as initial values, we arrive at a hierarchy of pINLEEs; on the other hand, defining the kernel of K as initial values, we come to a hierarchy of nINLEEs. Since all the pINLEEs and nINLEEs share the spatial part of Lax representations and a pair of bi-Hamiltonian operators, the union of pINLEEs and nINLEEs is thus identified as a bidirectional hierarchy. To make the paper self-contained, let us first retrieve the bidirectional KdV (bKdV) hierarchy in our setting, and further supply some formulae for later use.

Our point of departure is the one-dimensional Schrödinger equation that coincides with the 2 × 2 matrix form as

φ_x = Uφ, U = σ_2 − (λ + u)σ_3, φ = (φ_1, φ_2)^T , (2.1)

with σ_1 = ( 1 0 0 −1 ) , σ_2 = ( 0 1 0 0 ) , σ_3 = ( 0 0 1 0 ) , (2.2)

where λ is a spectral parameter, and u is a spectral potential. We solve the stationary zerocurvature equation of spectral problem (2.1)

V_x = [U, V ], V = aσ_1 + bσ_2 + cσ_3 = ∑ j≥0 (a_j σ_1 + b_jσ_2 + c_j σ_3)λ^{−j} ,

−aσ_1 − bσ_2 − cσ_3 = − ∑ j≤−1 (a_j σ_1 + b_j σ_2 + c_j σ_3)λ^{−j} ,

(2.3)

and then derive

a_{jx} = b_{j+1} + ub_j + c_j, b_{jx} = −2a_j , c_{jx} = −2a_{j+1} − 2ua_j , j ∈ Z, (2.4)

4∂b_{j+1} = −(∂^3 + 2(∂u + u∂))b_j . (2.5)

Let a_0 = b_0 = 0 and c_0 = −1 be the initial seeds. By the recurrence chains (2.4) and (2.5), together with the kernel of Schrödinger operator ρ, we derive a few terms of a_j, b_j, and c_j

a_{−1} = −ρρ_x, b_{−1} = ρ^2, c_{−1} = −ρ^2_x, a_{−2} = 2∂ρ^2∂^{−1}ρ^{−2}∂^{−1}ρ^{−2}∂^{−1}ρ^2∂ρ^2, b_{−2} = −4ρ^2∂^{−1}ρ^{−2}∂^{−1}ρ^{−2}∂^{−1}ρ^2∂ρ^2, c_{−2} = 2(∂^2 + 2u)ρ^2∂^{−1}ρ^{−2}∂^{−1}ρ^{−2}∂^{−1}ρ^2∂ρ^2 − ρ^2,

(2.6)

and a_1 = 0, b_1 = 1, c_1 = −^1_2 u, a_2 =^1_4 u_x, b_2 = −^1_2 u, c_2 =^1_8 (u_{xx} + u^2), a_3 = −^1_{16} u_{xxx} −^3_8 uu_x, b_3 =^1_8 u_{xx} +^3_8 u^2, c_3 = −^1_{32} u_{xxxx} −^7_{32} u^2_x −^3_{16} uu_{xx} −^1_{16} u^3,

(2.7)

where ∂^{−1} is to denote the inverse operator of ∂ with the condition ∂∂^{−1} = ∂^{−1}∂ = 1.

Resorting to the recursive formulae (2.4) and (2.5), we introduce the Lenard gradients {g_j } (j ∈ Z) and the Lenard operator pair K, J

Kg_{j−1} = Jg_j , Kg_{−3} = 0, Jg_{−1} = 0, j ∈ Z, (2.8)

where K = − 1 2 ∂^3 − (∂u + u∂), J = 2∂, g_j = −b_{j+2}. (2.9)

It is noticed that

ker K = {ϱ_{−1}g_{−3}|∀ϱ_{−1} ∈ R}, ker J = {ϱ_1g_{−1}|∀ϱ_1 ∈ R}, (2.10)

up to the ker K, g_{j−1} = K^{−1}Jg_j (j ≤ −3) gives rise to the negative-order Lenard gradients, while up to the ker J, g_j = J^{−1}Kg_{j−1} (j ≥ 0) leads to the positive-order Lenard gradients. For example, it follows from (2.6) and (2.7) that the first few members of {g_j } read

g_{−1} = −1, g_{−2} = 0, g_{−3} = −ρ^2, g_{−4} = 4ρ^2∂^{−1}ρ^{−2}∂^{−1}ρ^{−2}∂^{−1}ρ^2∂ρ^2, g_0 =^1_2 u, g_1 = −^1_8 u_{xx} −^3_8 u^2, g_2 =^1_{32} u_{xxxx} +^5_{32} u^2_x +^5_{16} uu_{xx} +^5_{16} u^3,

(2.11)

which indicate that the formula (2.8) is well-defined, and the coalescence of negative- and positive-order Lenard gradients can be termed by the bidirectional Lenard gradients.

Only for convenience in writing, let us introduce a linear operator by σ : R −→ sl(2, R). It is supposed that the time-dependent φ satisfies a linear spectral problem given by the positiveorder Lenard gradients φ_{tn} = V^{(n)}φ, n ≥ 1, (2.12) where V^{(n)} = σ(u, λ)[g_+] = 1 2 ∂g_+σ_1 − g_+σ_2 + ( 1 2 ∂^2g_+ + λg_+ + ug_+)σ_3, (2.13)

g_+ = n∑ j=0 g_{j−2}λ^{n−j}. (2.14) With the isospectral nature λ_{tn} = 0, the zero-curvature equation

U_{tn} − V^{(n)}_x + [U, V^{(n)}] = 0,

yields the usual KdV (pKdV) hierarchy u_{tn} = Jg_{n−1} ≜ X_{n−1}, n ≥ 1, (2.15) together with a fundamental identity

V^{(n)}_x − [U, V^{(n)}] = U_∗((K − λJ)g_+), (2.16)

where U_∗(ξ) =^d_{dε} | |_{ε=0} U(u + εξ). It is obvious to see that the first nontrivial member in (2.15) is the KdV equation u_{t2} = − 1 4 (u_{xxx} + 6uu_x), (2.17) which invokes the Lax representations (2.1) and

φ_{t2} = V^{(2)}φ, V^{(2)} =

(_1 4 u_x λ −^1_2 u −λ^2 −^1_2 λu +^1_4 u_{xx} +^1_2 u^2 −^1_4 u_x ) . (2.18)

On the other hand, it is assumed that the time-dependent φ also obeys another linear spectral problem determined by the negative-order Lenard gradients

φ_{t−n} = V^{(−n)}φ, n ≥ 2, (2.19)

where V^{(−n)} = σ(u, λ)[g_−] = 1 2 ∂g_−σ_1 − g_−σ_2 + ( 1 2 ∂^2g_− + λg_− + ug_−)σ_3, (2.20)

g_− = − n−1∑ j=1 g_{−j−2}λ^{j−n}. (2.21) In a similar way, the compatibility of Lax representations of (2.1) and (2.19) leads to the second fundamental identity V^{(−n)}_x − [U, V^{(−n)}] = U_∗[(K − λJ)g_−], (2.22)

and a hierarchy of nonlocal INLEEs, namely the nKdV hierarchy [4] u_{t−n} = Jg_{−n−1} ≜ X_{−n+1}, n ≥ 2, (2.23) which is characterized by the nKdV equation (1.1) (or (1.2)) in view of v = ρ^2. Specifically, the nKdV equation can be regarded as the compatibility condition of Lax representations (2.1) and

φ_{t−2} = V^{(−2)}φ, V^{(−2)} = ( ρρ_xλ^{−1} −ρ^2λ^{−1} ρ^2_xλ^{−1} + ρ^2 −ρρ_xλ^{−1} ) . (2.24)

Based on the above presentations, we have specified the Lax pairs for each equation in the bKdV hierarchy by the bidirectional Lenard gradients, which display their integrability in the sense of Lax compatibility [33], for the integrability in the sense of bi-Hamiltonian structure, one may refer to the reference [8]. To fix n = 1 in (2.12), it is found that the spectral matrix V^{(1)} is the spectral matrix U delivering the fact that the flow variable t_1 is in essential the flow variable x. Compared with the spectral matrix V^{(n)}, the spectral matrix V^{(−n)} allows negative powers of spectral parameter λ with the singularity at λ = 0. Therefore, the INLEEs stayed in the nKdV hierarchy are thus recognized as the negative-order integrable systems.

3 Reduction to the nKdV hierarchy

Let λ_1, λ_2, · · · , λ_N be N distinct nonzero eigenvalues, and p_j, q_j be a pair of eigenfunctions associated with λ_j , (1 ≤ j ≤ N). Designate Λ = diag(λ_1, · · · , λ_N ), p = (p_1, p_2, · · · , p_N )^T and q = (q_1, q_2, · · · , q_N )^T . The diamond bracket ⟨·, ·⟩ stands for the inner product in the Euclid space R^N ; and ω^2 = dp ∧ dq represents the symplectic structure in R^{2N} . The Poisson bracket of two smooth functions f = f(p, q) and g = g(p, q) is defined by [34] {f, g} = N∑ j=1 ( ∂f ∂q_j ∂g ∂p_j − ∂f ∂p_j ∂g ∂q_j ) = ⟨ ∂f ∂q , ∂g ∂p ⟩ − ⟨ ∂f ∂p , ∂g ∂q ⟩ , (3.1)

whose value is the derivative of f along with the g-flow in the symplectic space (R^{2N} , ω^2). We consider N copies of linear spectral problem (2.1) ( p_j q_j ) x = ( 0 1 −λ_j − u 0 ) ( p_j q_j ) , 1 ≤ j ≤ N, (3.2) which results in the formulae ∇λ_j = δλ_j /δu = −p^2_j , (3.3) (K − λ_j J)∇λ_j = 0, (3.4) σ(u, λ_j )[∇λ_j ] = −p_jq_jσ_1 + p^2_j σ_2 − q^2_j σ_3 ≜ ϵ_j, (3.5) ∂ϵ_j = [U(u, λ_j ), ϵ_j ], (3.6) where ∇λ_j is the functional gradient of λ_j with respect to the spectral potential u.

From the nonlinearization of Lax pair [24], we turn to the symmetric (or Neumann) constraint

g_{−1} = N∑ j=1 ∇λ_j, (3.7)

and then achieve two geometric conditions ⟨p, p⟩ = 1, ⟨p, q⟩ = 0, (3.8) as well as a Neumann map from the eigenfunctions p and q to the spectral potential u u = ⟨q, q⟩ − ⟨Λp, p⟩. (3.9)

Lemma 1 (∂^3 + 2(u∂ + ∂u))⟨Λ^{−k−1}p, p⟩ + 4∂⟨Λ^{−k}p, p⟩ = 0, k ≥ 0. (3.10) Proof: By using equations (3.2), (3.8), and (3.9), the identity (3.10) can be confirmed through a direct calculation, which plays an important role in the reduction of nKdV hierarchy.

To set k = 0 in (3.10), it is clear to see that

(∂^3 + 2(u∂ + ∂u))⟨Λ^{−1}p, p⟩ = 0. (3.11)

The combination of (2.8), (2.9), (2.11), (3.10) and (3.11) gives ρ = √ ⟨Λ^{−1}p, p⟩, g_{−j} = −⟨Λ^{−j+2}p, p⟩, j ≥ 3. (3.12)

Moreover, using (3.2), (3.8), and (3.9), a direct calculation results in

(∂^2 + u)ρ = −ρ^{−3}(⟨Λ^{−1}p, p⟩ − ⟨Λ^{−1}p, p⟩⟨Λ^{−1}q, q⟩ + ⟨Λ^{−1}p, q⟩^2), (3.13)

which confirms that ρ is the kernel of Schrödinger operator ∂^2 + u as the constant of motion F_{−0} being zero (see (3.37) below). Note that the potential ρ can be represented as the square eigenfunction. The dynamical system (3.13) becomes the Mel’nikov flow originally proposed in [35], which has been known to be integrable under the inverse scattering transformation.

Note that the pKdV hierarchy (2.15) is depicted as the compatibility condition of spectral problems (2.1) and (2.12), and the nKdV hierarchy (2.23) is represented as the compatibility condition of spectral problems (2.1) and (2.19). Substituting (3.8), (3.9), and (3.12) into (2.1), (2.18), (2.24), and (2.19), respectively, we arrive at the classical Neumann system [19, 20] p_x = q, q_x = −Λp + (⟨Λp, p⟩ − ⟨q, q⟩)p, ⟨p, p⟩ = 1, ⟨p, q⟩ = 0, (3.14)

and a series of nonlinear dynamical systems of ordinary differential equations p_{t2} = −⟨Λp, q⟩p + Λq −^1_2 ⟨q, q⟩q +^1_2 ⟨Λp, p⟩q, q_{t2} = −Λ^2p +^1_2 (⟨Λp, p⟩ − ⟨q, q⟩)Λp + (⟨Λ^2p, p⟩ −⟨Λq, q⟩ −^1_2 ⟨Λp, p⟩^2 +^1_2 ⟨q, q⟩^2)p + ⟨Λp, q⟩q, ⟨p, q⟩ = 0, ⟨p, p⟩ = 1, (3.15)

p_{t−2} = ⟨Λ^{−1}p, q⟩Λ^{−1}p − ⟨Λ^{−1}p, p⟩Λ^{−1}q, q_{t−2} = ⟨Λ^{−1}q, q⟩Λ^{−1}p − Λ^{−1}p + ⟨Λ^{−1}p, p⟩p − ⟨Λ^{−1}p, q⟩Λ^{−1}q, ⟨p, q⟩ = 0, ⟨p, p⟩ = 1, (3.16)

p_{t−k−2} =^1_2^k ∑ j=0 (⟨Λ^{−j−1}p, q⟩Λ^{−k+j−1}p + ⟨Λ^{−k+j−1}p, q⟩Λ^{−j−1}p −2⟨Λ^{−j−1}p, p⟩Λ^{−k+j−1}q), q_{t−k−2} = −Λ^{−k−1}p + ⟨Λ^{−k−1}p, p⟩p +^1_2^k ∑ j=0 (2⟨Λ^{−k+j−1}q, q⟩Λ^{−j−1}p −⟨Λ^{−j−1}p, q⟩Λ^{−k+j−1}q − ⟨Λ^{−k+j−1}p, q⟩Λ^{−j−1}q), ⟨p, q⟩ = 0, ⟨p, p⟩ = 1, k ≥ 1. (3.17)

Note: Since the time-dependent Lax representation (2.19) corresponds to the negative direction of Schrödinger spectral problem (2.1), the nonlinear dynamical systems (3.16) and (3.17) are thus called the backward Neumann systems; likewise, due to the Lax representation (2.12) staying in the positive direction and the fact of U = V^{(1)}, the nonlinear dynamical systems (3.14) and (3.15) are congruously termed by the forward Neumann systems.

Have a look on the profile of dynamical systems (3.14)-(3.17), it is obvious to see that the backward and forward Neumann systems are all provided with the common geometric condition (3.8), which restricts themselves onto the tangent bundle of unit sphere T S^{N−1} = {⟨p, q⟩ ∈ R^{2N} |F ≜ ⟨p, q⟩ = 0, G ≜ ⟨p, p⟩ − 1 = 0}, (3.18) where F and G are two Casimir functions. Thus, we prefer to use the Dirac-Poisson bracket {f, g}_D = {f, g} + 1 {F, G} ({f, F }{G, g} − {f, G}{F, g}), (3.19) whose value is the directional derivative of f in the direction of g-flow on (ω^2, T S^{N−1}). With the Dirac-Poisson bracket (3.19), the backward and forward Neumann systems (3.14)-(3.17) are represented as the canonical Hamiltonian equations

p_x = {p, H_1}_D, q_x = {q, H_1}_D, (3.20)

p_{t2} = {p, H_2}_D, q_{t2} = {q, H_2}_D, (3.21) p_{t−2} = {p, H_{−0}}_D, q_{t−2} = {q, H_{−0}}_D, (3.22) p_{t−k−2} = {p, H_{−k}}_D, q_{t−k−2} = {q, H_{−k}}_D, k ≥ 1, (3.23) where H_1 = − 1 2 (⟨Λp, p⟩ + ⟨q, q⟩), (3.24) H_2 = − 1 2 (⟨Λ^2p, p⟩ + ⟨Λq, q⟩) − 1 4 ⟨Λp, p⟩⟨q, q⟩ + 1 8 (⟨Λp, p⟩^2 + ⟨q, q⟩^2), (3.25)

H_{−0} = − 1 2 (⟨Λ^{−1}p, p⟩ − ⟨Λ^{−1}p, p⟩⟨Λ^{−1}q, q⟩ + ⟨Λ^{−1}p, q⟩^2), (3.26)

H_{−k} = − 1 2 ⟨Λ^{−k−1}p, p⟩ + 1 2 k∑ j=0 (⟨Λ^{−j−1}p, p⟩⟨Λ^{−k+j−1}q, q⟩ − ⟨Λ^{−j−1}p, q⟩⟨Λ^{−k+j−1}p, q⟩). (3.27) Resorting to a special solution of Lenard eigenvalue equation [36] (K − λJ)G_λ = 0, G_λ = − N∑ j=1 p^2_j λ − λ_j ≜ −Q_λ(p, p), (3.28)

we derive a Lax matrix of the Neumann system (3.14)

V_λ = −Q_λ(p, q)σ_1 + Q_λ(p, p)σ_2 − (1 + Q_λ(q, q))σ_3, (3.29)

which satisfies the Lax equation (V_λ)_x − [U, V_λ] = 0. (3.30) The determinant of V_λ, under |λ| > max{|λ_1|, |λ_2|, · · · , |λ_N |}, results in the usual (forward) integrals of motion to the Neumann system (3.14) [37]

F^+_λ ≜ det V_λ = N∑ j=1 E_j λ − λ_j = λ^{−1} + ∞∑ k=1 F_kλ^{−k−1}, (3.31) where F_1 = ⟨Λp, p⟩ + ⟨q, q⟩, (3.32) F_2 = ⟨Λ^2p, p⟩ + ⟨Λp, p⟩⟨q, q⟩ + ⟨Λq, q⟩, (3.33) F_k = ⟨Λ^kp, p⟩ + k−1∑ j=0 | | ⟨Λ^j p, p⟩ ⟨Λ^{k−1−j} p, q⟩ ⟨Λ^j p, q⟩ ⟨Λ^{k−1−j} q, q⟩ | | , k ≥ 3, (3.34)

and E_j = p^2_j + N∑ k=1,k≠j (p_j q_k − p_kq_j)^2 λ_j − λ_k , (3.35)

while in the case of |λ| < min{|λ_1|, |λ_2|, · · · , |λ_N |} leads to the backward integrals of motion

F^−_λ ≜ det V_λ = − ∞∑ k=0 N∑ j=1 λ^{−k−1} j E_j λ^k = − ∞∑ k=0 F_{−k}λ^k, (3.36)

F_{−0} = ⟨Λ^{−1}p, p⟩ − ⟨Λ^{−1}p, p⟩⟨Λ^{−1}q, q⟩ + ⟨Λ^{−1}p, q⟩^2, (3.37) F_{−1} = ⟨Λ^{−2}p, p⟩(1 − ⟨Λ^{−1}q, q⟩) − ⟨Λ^{−1}p, p⟩⟨Λ^{−2}q, q⟩ + 2⟨Λ^{−1}p, q⟩⟨Λ^{−2}p, q⟩, (3.38) F_{−k} = ⟨Λ^{−k−1}p, p⟩ − k∑ j=0 (⟨Λ^{−j−1}p, p⟩⟨Λ^{−k+j−1}q, q⟩ − ⟨Λ^{−j−1}p, q⟩⟨Λ^{−k+j−1}p, q⟩). (3.39)

With the forward integrals of motion (3.32)-(3.34), we have introduced a sequence of forward Neumann systems [36] p_{tk} = {p, H_k}_D, q_{tk} = {q, H_k}_D, k ≥ 3, (3.40) where H_k = − 1 2 F_k + 1 2 k∑ j=0 H_jH_{k−j}, k ≥ 3, (3.41) which is in agreement with

F^+_λ = λ^{−1}(1 − H^+_λ )^2, H^+_λ = ∞∑ k=0 H_kλ^{−k}, (3.42)

in view of a supplementary definition H_0 = 0. It has been known that the forward Neumann systems (3.14), (3.15) and (3.40) constitute the decomposition of pKdV hierarchy (2.15) [36]. It will be seen that the Neumann systems (3.14) and the backward Neumann systems (3.16) and (3.17) exactly contributes to the decomposition of nKdV hierarchy (2.23), see section 5 below.

4 The Liouville integrability of backward Neumann systems

It turns out that the forward Neumann flows commute with each other, completely integrable in the Liouville sense, sharing the same set of integrals of motion: H_1, H_2, · · · , H_{N−1}, functionally independent and involutive in pairwise [36]. This section is to focus on the Liouville integrability of backward Neumann systems (3.16) and (3.17). In order to handle all the backward Neumann systems synchronously, we would like to use the generating function method. Recalling (3.26), (3.27), and (3.37)-(3.39), it is clear to see that H_{−k} = −^1_2 F_{−k}, k ≥ 0. We bring in a generating function for the Hamiltonians {H_{−k}}

H^−_λ = − 1 2 F^−_λ , H^−_λ = ∞∑ k=0 H_{−k}λ^k. (4.1)

Let τ^+_λ , τ^−_λ , τ_k (k ≥ 1), τ_{−k} (k ≥ 0), t^+_λ , t^−_λ , t_k (k ≥ 1) and t_{−k−2} (k ≥ 0) be the flow variables of F^+_λ , F^−_λ , F_k (k ≥ 1), F_{−k} (k ≥ 0), H^+_λ , H^−_λ , H_k (k ≥ 1) and H_{−k} (k ≥ 0), respectively. It follows from the definition of F^±_λ in (3.31) and (3.36) that the canonical Hamiltonian equation (see Eq. (3.23) in [36]) can be extended to d dτ^±_λ ( p_k q_k ) = ( {p_k, F^±_λ }_D {q_k, F^±_λ }_D ) = W (λ, λ_k) ( p_k q_k ) , (4.2)

where W (λ, μ) = − 2 λ − μ V_λ − 2Q_λ(p, p)σ_3. (4.3)

Furthermore, on (T S^{N−1}, ω^2) we have the generalized Lax equation dV_μ dτ^±_λ = [W (λ, μ), V_μ], λ ≠ μ, λ, μ ∈ C , (4.4) which gives rise to the formulae {F^±_μ , F^±_λ }_D = 0, λ ≠ μ, ∀λ, μ ∈ C , (4.5) {H^±_μ , H^±_λ }_D = 0, λ ≠ μ, ∀λ, μ ∈ C , (4.6) and by inserting (3.31), (3.36), (3.42)_2 and (4.1)_2 into (4.5) and (4.6) leads to the involutivity for all kinds of integrals of motion {F_k, k ≥ 1} ∪ {F_{−k}, k ≥ 0} ∪ {H_k, k ≥ 1} ∪ {H_{−k}, k ≥ 0} {F_{±j} , F_{±k}}_D = 0, j, k = 0, 1, 2, · · · , (4.7) {H_{±j} , H_{±k}}_D = 0, j, k = 0, 1, 2, · · · . (4.8) In addition, by the definition of Dirac-Poisson bracket, a direct calculation gives dF^±_μ dt^−_λ = {F^±_μ , H^−_λ }_D = − 1 2 {F^±_μ , F^−_λ }_D = 0, (4.9) dF^±_μ dt^+_λ = { {F^+_μ , H^+_λ }_D = −2μ^{−1}(1 − H^+_μ ){H^+_μ , H^+_λ }_D = 0, {F^−_μ , H^+_λ }_D = −2{H^−_μ , H^+_λ }_D = 0,

(4.10)

which together with (4.6) imply that, {F_k} and {H_k} (k ∈ Z), are integrals of motion for all the backward and forward Neumann systems (3.14)-(3.17) and (3.40).

According to the Liouville’s definition, the other essential element to the integrability is the functional independence of integrals of motion. The Hamiltonians H_1, H_2, · · · , H_{N−1}, have been shown to be functionally independent via the ϵ-technique of an algebraic calculation [38]. The rest of this section is to specify the functional independence of backward Hamiltonians H_{−0}, H_{−1}, · · · , H_{−N+2} by using a set of quasi-Abel-Jacobi variables in the context of algebraic geometry. For the brevity of presentations, let us make the symbols

F^±_λ = −V^{12}_λ V^{21}_λ − (V^{11}_λ )^2, V_λ = V^{11}_λ σ_1 + V^{12}_λ σ_2 + V^{21}_λ σ_3. (4.11)

To progress further, we define F^±_λ = b(λ) a(λ) = R(λ) a^2(λ)

, (4.12)

V^{12}_λ = Q_λ(p, p) = m(λ) a(λ) , (4.13)

where a(λ) =^N ∏ k=1 (λ − λ_k), b(λ) =^{N−1} ∏ k=1 (λ − λ_{N+k}), R(λ) =^{2N−1} ∏ k=1 (λ − λ_k), m(λ) =^{N−1} ∏ k=1 (λ − μ_k), (4.14)

and μ_1, μ_2, · · · , μ_{N−1} are N −1 elliptic variables of the backward and forward Neumann systems (3.14)-(3.17) and (3.40).

Substituting λ with μ_k in (4.11)_1 and (4.12), we have

V^{11}_λ | |_{λ=μj} = √ −R(μ_j) a(μ_j )

, 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. (4.15)

By virtue of (4.3), (4.4), (4.13) and (4.15), we arrive at the Dubrovin type equation 1 4 √ −R(μ_k) dμ_k dτ^±_λ = − m(λ) a(λ)(λ − μ_k)m^′(μ_k) , 1 ≤ k ≤ N − 1, (4.16)

that governs the evolution of μ_k along with the τ^±_λ -flow on (T S^{N−1}, ω^2). Multiplying (4.16) by μ^{N−1−j} k and summing with regard to k = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1, we derive N−1∑ k=1 μ^{N−1−j} k 4 √ −R(μ_k) dμ_k dτ^±_λ = − λ^{N−1−j} a(λ) , 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, (4.17)

with the aid of the Lagrange interpolation formula. The stimulus for considering the hyperelliptic curve of Riemann surface Γ ξ^2 + R(λ) = 0, (4.18) is hence inspired by the shape of (4.17). Due to deg R(λ) = 2N − 1, the Riemann surface Γ is of genus N − 1, and there exists only one infinity that is the branch point of Γ. As for a given λ (≠ ∞, λ_k, k = 1, 2, · · · , 2N − 1), there are two points P_±(λ) = (λ, ± √ −R(λ)) on the upper and lower sheets of Γ; specially, to set λ = 0, the corresponding two points are expressed by 0_1 = (0, − √ −R(0)) and 0_2 = (0, √ −R(0)). On the Riemann surface Γ, the N − 1 linearly independent holomorphic differentials are

ω̃_j = λ^{N−1−j}dλ 4 √ −R(λ) , 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. (4.19)

Denote a fixed point P_0 (≠ ∞, 0_1, 0_2, λ_j (j = 1, 2, · · · , 2N − 1)) on Γ. Let us now introduce a set of quasi-Abel-Jacobi variables

ϕ̃_j =^{N−1} ∑ k=1 ∫_{P (μk )} P_0

ω̃_j, 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. (4.20)

With the quasi-Abel-Jacobi variables ϕ̃_j , the formula (4.17) can be rewritten as dϕ̃_j dτ^±_λ = − λ^{N−1−j} a(λ) , 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. (4.21)

It follows from the Dirac-Poisson bracket that dϕ̃_j dτ^−_λ = {ϕ̃_j , F^−_λ }_D = ∞∑ k=0 {ϕ̃_j , −F_{−k}}_Dλ^k = − ∞∑ k=0 dϕ̃_j dτ_{−k} λ^k, 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. (4.22)

Let s_{−k} =^N ∑ j=1 λ^{−k}_j and s_k =^N ∑ j=1 λ^k_j . Based on the calculation of series expansions, one has

1 a(λ) = ∞∑ k=0 A_{−k}λ^k, |λ| < min{|λ_1|, |λ_2|, · · · , |λ_N |}, ∞∑ k=0 Ā_kλ−k−N , |λ| > max{|λ_1|, |λ_2|, · · · , |λ_N |}, (4.23)

where A_k = 0 (k ≥ 1), A_0 = (−1)^N ∏_N j=1 λ^{−1}_j , A_{−1} = A_0s_{−1}, A_{−2} =^1_2 A_0(s_{−2} + s^2_{−1}), A_{−3} = A_0(^1_3 s_{−3} +^1_2 s_{−1}s_{−2} +^1_6 s^3_{−1}),

A_{−k} =^1_k ( A_0s_{−k} + ∑ i+j=k,i,j≥1 A_{−i}s_{−j} ) , k ≥ 4, (4.24)

and Ā_{−k} = 0 (k ≥ 1), Ā_0 = 1, Ā_1 = s_1, Ā_2 =^1_2 (s_2 + s2_1), Ā_3 =^1_6 (2s_3 + 3s_2s_1 + s3_1),

Ā_k =^1_k ( s_k + ∑ i+j=k,i,j≥1 s_iĀ_j ) , k ≥ 4. (4.25)

Combining (4.21) with (4.23), we also have dϕ̃_j dτ^−_λ = − ∞∑ k=0 A_{−k}λ^{N−1−j+k}, 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. (4.26) The comparison of same powers in (4.22) and (4.26) yields dϕ̃_j dτ_{−k} = A_{N−1−k−j}, 0 ≤ k ≤ N − 2, 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. (4.27) Let ϕ̃ be the column vector of (ϕ̃_1, ϕ̃_2, · · · , ϕ̃_{N−1})^T . From (4.27), we arrive at

A ≜ ∂(ϕ̃_1, ϕ̃_2, · · · , ϕ̃_{N−1}) ∂(τ_{−0}, τ_{−1}, · · · , τ_{−N+2}) = 0 0 0 · · · 0 A_0 0 0 0 · · · A_0 A_{−1} . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 A_0 A_{−1} · · · A_{−N+4} A_{−N+3} A_0 A_{−1} A_{−2} · · · A_{−N+3} A_{−N+2}

. (4.28)

Proposition 1 {F_{−0}, F_{−1}, · · · , F_{−N+2}} are functionally independent on (T S^{N−1}, ω^2). Proof: Followed by [34], it is sufficient to demonstrate the linear independence of one-form differentials dF_{−0}, dF_{−1}, · · · , dF_{−N+2} in the cotangent space T^∗_{(p,q)}S^{N−1} at any point (p, q) ∈ T S^{N−1}. Take into account the identity

γ_{−0}dF_{−0} + γ_{−1}dF_{−1} + · · · + γ_{−N+2}dF_{−N+2} = 0, (4.29)

where γ_{−0}, γ_{−1}, · · · , γ_{−N+2} are N − 1 constants. Recalling the representation of Poisson bracket in terms of the symplectic structure ω^2, we know that N−2∑ k=0 γ_{−k}{ϕ̃_j , F_{−k}}_D = N−2∑ k=0 γ_{−k} dϕ̃_j dτ_{−k} = 0. (4.30)

Because the coefficient matrix A is non-degenerate (lower-triangular determinant), one derives

γ_{−0} = γ_{−1} = · · · = γ_{−N+2} = 0,

which completes the proof.

Corollary 1 {H_{−0}, H_{−1}, · · · , H_{−N+2}} are functionally independent on (T S^{N−1}, ω^2).

To this end, by the involutivity and functional independence of {H_{−k}}, k = 0, 1, 2, · · · , N −2, we come to the Liouville integrability of backward Neumann systems.

Theorem 1 The backward Neumann systems (3.16) and (3.17) are completely integrable in the Liouville sense.

Based on Proposition 3 in [36] and Theorem 1, the backward and forward Neumann systems (H_{−i}, ω^2, R^{2N} ) and (H_j, ω^2, R^{2N} ) are consistent in pairwise, which indicates that there exists a smooth function associated with flow variables t_{−i−2} and t_j generating the involutivity solution for the backward and forward Neumann systems.

5 From the backward Neumann systems to the nKdV hierarchy

To solve INLEEs by FDISs, one crucial step is to establish the relationship between INLEEs and FDISs [25–28]. The relationship between the pKdV hierarchy and the forward Neumann systems has been exhibited by means of the Neumann map [36]. This section is devoted to establishing the relationship between the nKdV hierarchy and the backward Neumann systems.

It is known from (4.9) and (4.10) that F_1 is a constant of motion independent of the flow variables. Recalling (3.9) and (3.32), we have

u = F_1 − 2⟨Λp, p⟩, (5.1)

from which the spectral potential u can be expressed by the symmetric functions of elliptic variables {μ_k}, k = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1.

Lemma 2 Let λ ≠ λ_j, (1 ≤ j ≤ N). Then ⟨Λp, p⟩ =^N ∑ j=1 λ_j −^{N−1} ∑ j=1 μ_j, ⟨Λ^2p, p⟩ = ∑ i<j μ_iμ_j − ∑ i<j λ_iλ_j + (^N ∑ j=1 λ_j)^2 −^N ∑ j=1 λ_j^{N−1} ∑ j=1 μ_j, ⟨Λ^3p, p⟩ = ∑ i<j<k λ_iλ_jλ_k − ∑ i<j<k μ_iμ_jμ_k − 2^N ∑ j=1 λ_j ∑ i<j λ_iλ_j +^N ∑ j=1 λ_j ∑ i<j μ_iμ_j + ( ∑ i<j λ_iλ_j − (^N ∑ j=1 λ_j )^2)^{N−1} ∑ j=1 μ_j + (^N ∑ j=1 λ_j)^3.

(5.2)

Proof: With the help of (4.14), the equation (4.13) is put into the form N∑ l=1 p^2_l (λ^{N−1} − λ^{N−2} N∑ j=1;j≠l λ_j + · · · + (−1)^{N−1} N∏ j=1;j≠l λ_j )

= λ^{N−1} − λ^{N−2} N−1∑ j=1 μ_j + · · · + (−1)^{N−1} N−1∏ j=1 μ_j. (5.3)

Comparing the coefficients of λ^{N−2}, λ^{N−3} and λ^{N−4} on both sides of (5.3), we come to the equation (5.2) by virtue of the identities ∑ i<j;i,j≠l λiλj = ∑ i<j λ_iλ_j − λ_l ∑_N j=1 λ_j + λ^2_l and ∑_{i<j<k} i,j,k≠l λ_iλ_j λ_k = ∑ i<j<k λiλjλk − λl ∑ i<j λ_iλ_j + λ^2_l ∑_N j=1 λ_j − λ^3_l .

Let us bring in a generating function of the negative-order Lenard gradients

g^−_λ = ∞∑ k=0 g_{−k−3}λ^k, (5.4)

which also satisfies the Lenard eigenvalue equation

(K − λJ)g^−_λ = 0. (5.5)

By applying the operator K^{−1}J on the Neumann constraint (3.7) k times, we arrive at N∑ j=1 λ^{−k}_j ∇λ_j = g_{−k−2} + c_{−2}g_{−k−1} + · · · + c_{−k+1}g_{−4} + c_{−k}g_{−3}, k ≥ 1, (5.6)

in view of the kernel of Lenard operator K, where c_{−2}, c_{−3}, · · · , c_{−k} are constants of integration. By |λ| < min{|λ_1|, |λ_2|, · · · , |λ_N |}, together with (5.4) and (5.6) the special solution G_λ of Lenard eigenvalue equation can be rewritten as

G_λ =^N ∑ j=1 ∇λ_j λ−λ_j = − ∞∑ k=0 (_N ∑ j=1 λ^{−k−1} j ∇λ_j ) λ^k = −^∞ ∑ k=0 (g_{−k−3} + c_{−2}g_{−k−2} + · · · + c_{−k}g_{−4} + c_{−k−1}g_{−3})λ^k = c^−_λ g^−_λ ,

(5.7)

where c^−_λ = −1 − ∞∑ k=0 c_{−k−2}λ^{k+1}. (5.8)

It follows from (4.1) that H_{−k} is linear to integrals of motion F_{−k}, k ≥ 0. From the definition of Dirac-Poisson bracket, we obtain d dt^−_λ = − 1 2 d dτ^−_λ , d dt_{−k−2} = − 1 2 d dτ_{−k} , k ≥ 0. (5.9)

Proposition 2 Let (p(x, t_{−k−2}), q(x, t_{−k−2}))^T be an involutive solution of the Neumann system (H_1, T S^{N−1}, ω^2) and the backward Neumann system (H_{−k}, T S^{N−1}, ω^2), k ≥ 0. Then u = ⟨q(x, t_{−k−2}), q(x, t_{−k−2})⟩ − ⟨Λp(x, t_{−k−2}), p(x, t_{−k−2})⟩, (5.10) is the finite parametric solution of the (k + 1)-th nKdV equation (2.23). Proof: On one hand, by (3.16) and (3.17), a lengthy but direct calculation gives ∂⟨Λp, p⟩ ∂t_{−k−2} = 2⟨Λ^{−k−1}p, q⟩, ∂⟨q, q⟩ ∂t_{−k−2} = −2⟨Λ^{−k−1}p, q⟩. (5.11) On the other hand, resorting to (2.9), (3.12), and (3.14), we have Jg_{−k−3} = −2∂⟨Λ^{−k−1}p, p⟩ = −4⟨Λ^{−k−1}p, q⟩. (5.12) Substituting (5.11) and (5.12) back into (2.23), it turns out that (5.10) is a finite parametric solution of the (k + 1)-th nKdV equation (2.23).

Corollary 2 Let (p(x, t_{−2}), q(x, t_{−2})) be an involutive solution of the classical Neumann system (H_1, T S^{N−1}, ω^2) and the backward Neumann system (H_{−0}, T S^{N−1}, ω^2). Thus, u = ⟨q(x, t_{−2}), q(x, t_{−2})⟩ − ⟨Λp(x, t_{−2}), p(x, t_{−2})⟩, v = ρ^2 = ⟨Λ^{−1}p(x, t_{−2}), p(x, t_{−2})⟩, (5.13) satisfy the nKdV equation (1.1) (or (1.2)).

Based on the commutability of backward and forward Neumann flows, the bKdV hierarchy is reduced to an infinite sequence of backward and forward Neumann systems, especially for the case of nonlocal INLEEs to local FDISs (see Proposition 2). Therefore, the derivation of explicit solutions for bKdV hierarchy is changed to the problem of solving a family of Neumann systems, which in a sense simplifies the procedure of getting explicit solutions. Within our best knowledge, the key point of the derivation of explicit solutions for INLEEs, no matter pure soliton solutions or quasi-periodic solutions, is to specify a finite-dimensional invariant subspace of IDISs from the infinite-dimensional function space [39, 40]. Actually, Novikov had already proposed the conception of high-order stationary KdV (Novikov) equation, which determines a finite-dimensional invariant subspace of KdV flows, namely the solution space of Novikov equation. To solve the nKdV equations, we generalize the Novikov equation to the negativeorder case that specifies a finite-dimensional invariant subspace for the nKdV flows, i.e. the negative N-order stationary KdV equation.

Theorem 2 It is assumed that (p(x), q(x))^T is a solution of the Neumann system (3.14). Thus u = ⟨q, q⟩ − ⟨Λp, p⟩, (5.14) is the finite-gap potential to the negative-order Novikov (or negative N-order stationary KdV) equation X_{−N} + c̄_{−2}X_{−N+1} + · · · + c̄_{−N} X_{−1} = 0, (5.15)

where c̄_{−j} are some constants of integration given by

c̄_{−j} = j−1∑ k=0 a_{−k}c_{−j+k}, j = 2, 3, · · · , N, (5.16) with a supplementary definition c_{−1} = 1, and

a_{−0} = 1, a_{−j} = (−1)^j ∑ i_1<i_2<···<i_j λ^{−1}_{i1} λ^{−1}_{i2} · · · λ^{−1}_{ij} , j = 1, 2, · · · , N. (5.17)

Proof: With an auxiliary polynomial

a(λ^{−1}) = N∏ j=1 (λ^{−1} − λ^{−1}_j ) = λ^{−N} + a_{−1}λ^{−N+1} + · · · + a_{−N+1}λ^{−1} + a_{−N} , (5.18)

we obtain from (5.6) that

0 =^N ∑ j=1 a(λ^{−1}_j )∇λ_j =^N ∑ j=1 (λ^{−N}_j + a_{−1}λ^{−N+1}_j + · · · + a_{−N+1}λ^{−1}_j + a_{−N} )∇λ_j

= (g_{−N−2} + c_{−2}g_{−N−1} + · · · + c_{−N+1}g_{−4} + c_{−N} g_{−3}) +a_{−1}(g_{−N−1} + c_{−2}g_{−N} + · · · + c_{−N+2}g_{−4} + c_{−N+1}g_{−3}) + · · · + a_{−N+2}(g_{−4} + c_{−2}g_{−3}) + a_{−N+1}g_{−3} + a_{−N} g_{−1}, = g_{−N−2} + c̄_{−2}g_{−N−1} + · · · + c̄_{−N+1}g_{−4} + c̄_{−N} g_{−3} + a_{−N} g_{−1}.

(5.19)

Applying the Lenard operator J on (5.19), we attain the negative-order Novikov equation (5.15).

6 The algebro-geometric construction of nKdV flows

Subjected to the Neumann type integrable reduction, the KdV and the fifth-order KdV flows are integrated with Abel-Jacobi solutions on the Jacobi variety of a Riemann surface, in which their quasi-periodic solutions are retrieved in view of three forward Neumann systems [36]. In what follows, we make an endeavor to illustrate the evolution behavior of the nKdV flows, and further to write down Riemann theta function representations of the finite-gap potential in terms of backward Neumann systems.

We firstly recollect some algebraic geometrical datum associated with the nKdV flows. Let us introduce a set of canonical basis of homological cycles {a_j , b_j}^{N−1}_{j=1} on the Riemann surface Γ. Taking into account the non-degenerate matrix C = (A_{ij} )^{−1}_{N−1×N−1}, A_{ij} = ∫ a_j ω̃_i, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N − 1, (6.1) we arrive at the normalized holomorphic differential

ω = (ω_1, ω_2, · · · , ω_{N−1})^T , ω_j = N−1∑ l=1 C_{jl}ω̃_l, 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, (6.2) with the property ∫ a_i ω_j = N−1∑ l=1 C_{jl} ∫ a_i ω̃_l = N−1∑ l=1 C_{jl}A_{li} = δ_{ji} = { 1, i = j, 0, i ≠ j. (6.3)

The 2(N − 1) periodic vectors

δ_j = ∫ a_j ω, B_j = ∫ b_j ω, 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, (6.4) span a lattice T in the complex space C^{N−1} , which defines the Jacobi variety J(Γ) = C^{N−1} /T of Γ. Let δ = (δ_1, δ_2, · · · , δ_{N−1}) and B = (B_1, B_2, · · · , B_{N−1}). It is seen from (6.3) that δ is a unit matrix. By the Riemannian bilinear relation, B is a symmetric matrix with positive-definite imaginary part, and can also be used to construct the Riemann theta function of Γ [41, 42] θ(ς) = ∑ z∈Z^{N−1} exp π √ −1(⟨Bz, z⟩ + 2⟨ς, z⟩), ς ∈ C^{N−1} . (6.5) The Abel map A : Div(Γ) −→ J(Γ) is defined from the divisor group to the Jacobi variety

A(P ) = ∫_P P_0 ω, A (_{N−1} ∑ k=1 n_kP_k ) = N−1∑ k=1 n_kA(P_k). (6.6)

Taking ∑_{N−1} k=1 P (μ_k) as a special divisor, on J(Γ) we elaborate the Abel-Jacobi variable ϕ̄ = Cϕ̃ = A (_{N−1} ∑ k=1 P (μ_k) ) = N−1∑ k=1 ∫_{P (μk)} P_0

ω, (6.7)

where P (μ_k) = (μ_k, ξ(μ_k)), C = (C_1, C_2, · · · , C_{N−1}).

Lemma 3 Let S_{−k} =^{2N−1} ∑ j=1 λ^{−k}_j and S_k =^{2N−1} ∑ j=1 λ^k_j . Then

1 √ R(λ) = ∞∑ k=0 Λ̃_{−k}λk, |λ| < min{|λ_1|, |λ_2|, · · · , |λ_{2N−1}|}, ∞∑ k=0 Λ̄_kλ^{−k−N+ 1}_2 , |λ| > max{|λ_1|, |λ_2|, · · · , |λ_{2N−1}|}, (6.8)

where

Λ̃_k = 0, (k ≥ 1), Λ̃_0 = ( −^{2N−1} ∏ j=1 λ_j )_− 1_2 , Λ̃_{−1} =^1_2Λ̃_0S_{−1},

Λ̃_{−2} =^1_8Λ̃_0(2S_{−2} + S2_{−1}), Λ̃_{−3} =^1_{48}Λ̃_0(8S_{−3} + 6S_{−1}S_{−2} + S3_{−1}), Λ̃_{−k} =^1_{2k} (Λ̃_0S_{−k} + ∑ i+j=k;i,j≥1 S_{−i}Λ̃_{−j} ), k ≥ 4, (6.9)

and Λ̄_{−k} = 0, (k ≥ 1), Λ̄_0 = 1, Λ̄_1 =^1_2 S_1, Λ̄_2 =^1_8 (2S_2 + S2_1 ), Λ̄_3 =^1_{48} (8S_3 + 6S_1S_2 + S3_1 ), Λ̄_k =^1_{2k} (S_{−k} + ∑ i+j=k;i,j≥1 S_iΛ̄_j ), k ≥ 4.

(6.10)

Proof: The proof is based on a direct calculation of power series expansions.

After these preparations, it is remarkable to see that the Abel-Jacobi variable ϕ̄ straightens out not only the backward Neumann flows, but also the forward Neumann flows.

Theorem 3 The backward Neumann flows are linearized by the Abel-Jacobi variable ϕ̄ on J(Γ) dϕ̄ dt^−_λ = ∞∑ k=0 Ω_{−k}λ^k, dϕ̄ dt_{−k−2} = Ω_{−k}, k ≥ 0, (6.11)

where

Ω_{−0} =^1_2 C_{N−1}A_0, Ω_{−1} =^1_2 (C_{N−2}A_0 + C_{N−1}A_{−1}), Ω_{−2} =^1_2 (C_{N−3}A_0 + C_{N−2}A_{−1} + C_{N−1}A_{−2}), Ω_{−k} =^1_2 (C_{N−1−k}A_0 + C_{N−k}A_{−1} + · · · + C_{N−1}A_{−k}), 3 ≤ k ≤ N − 2, Ω_{−k} =^1_2 (C_1A_{−(k−N+2)} + C_2A_{−(k−N+3)} + · · · + C_{N−1}A_{−k}), k ≥ N − 1.

(6.12)

Proof: Recalling (5.9), (6.7), (4.21), (4.22) and (4.23), by a direct calculation we arrive at dϕ̄ dt^−_λ = − 1 2 dϕ̄ dτ^−_λ = − 1 2 (C_1, C_2, · · · , C_{N−1}) ( dϕ̃_1 dτ^−_λ , dϕ̃_2 dτ^−_λ , · · · , dϕ̃_{N−1} dτ^−_λ )_T

= 1 2a(λ) N−1∑ j=1 C_j λ^{N−1−j} = 1 2 ∞∑ k=0 A_{−k}λ^k N−1∑ j=1 C_j λ^{N−1−j} = ∞∑ k=0 Ω_{−k}λ^k. (6.13)

On the other hand, it is known from the expression of (4.1)_2 that dϕ̄ dt^−_λ = {ϕ̄, H^−_λ }_D = ∞∑ k=0 {ϕ̄, H_{−k}}_Dλ^k = ∞∑ k=0 dϕ̄ dt_{−k−2} λ^k, (6.14)

which results in the formula (6.11)_2 by comparing the coefficients of λ^k in (6.13) and (6.14).

Theorem 4 The forward Neumann flows are linearized by the Abel-Jacobi variable ϕ̄ on J(Γ) dϕ̄ dt^+_λ = ∞∑ k=0 Ω_kλ^{−k−1}, dϕ̄ dt_{k+1} = Ω_k, k ≥ 0, (6.15)

where

Ω_0 =^1_2 C_1, Ω_1 =^1_2 (Λ̄_1C_1 + C_2), Ω_2 =^1_2 (Λ̄_2C_1 + Λ̄_1C_2 + C_3), Ω_k =^1_2 (Λ̄_{k−1}C_1 + · · · + Λ̄_1C_{k−1} + C_k), 3 ≤ k ≤ N − 2, Ω_k =^1_2 (Λ̄_{k−1}C_1 + · · · + Λ̄_{k−N+2}C_{N−2} + Λ̄_{k−N+1}C_{N−1}), k ≥ N − 1.

(6.16)

As a concrete application of Theorems 3 and 4, the Abel-Jacobi variable ϕ̄ is integrated by the direct quadrature on J(Γ)

ϕ̄ =^∞ ∑ k=0 Ω_{−k}t_{−k−2} + ϕ̄_0 + ∞∑ k=0 Ω_kt_{k+1}. (6.17)

It has been shown in section 5 that each INLEEs staying in the bKdV hierarchy is reduced to two Neumann systems. By restricting ϕ̄ to finite number terms, the dynamic picture of various flows becomes clear, which signifies that the decomposition of quasi-periodic solutions of bKdV hierarchy can be reduced to linear superpositions along with flow variables

H_{−k} flow : ϕ̄ = ϕ̄_0 + Ω_{−k}t_{−k−2}, k ≥ 0, (6.18)

H_k flow : ϕ̄ = ϕ̄_0 + Ω_{k−1}t_k, k ≥ 1, (6.19) X_{−k} flow : ϕ̄ = ϕ̄_0 + Ω_0x + Ω_{−(k−1)}t_{−k−1}, k ≥ 1, (6.20) X_k flow : ϕ̄ = ϕ̄_0 + Ω_0x + Ω_kt_{k+1}, k ≥ 1. (6.21) Due to the linearized flows (6.18)-(6.21), we discuss the Riemann–Jacobi inversion from the Abel–Jacobi variable ϕ̄ to the elliptic variables {μ_k}^{N−1}_{k=1} , which ultimately leads to Riemann theta function representations of the spectral potential u. It follows from (5.1) and (5.2) that the spectral potential u can be described as the symmetric function of elliptic variables. We turn to the Riemann theorem [42], for the Abel–Jacobi variable ϕ̄ constructed by (6.7), there exists a vector of Riemann constant M = (M_1, M_2, · · · , M_{N−1})^T such that f(λ) = θ(A(P (λ))−ϕ̄−M) has N −1 simple zeros at μ_1, μ_2, · · · , μ_{N−1}. In order to make f(λ) in the calculation well-defined, the Riemann surface Γ should be properly cut along with the contours a_j and b_j to form a simply connected region with the boundary γ. With the help of the Residue theorem, the symmetric functions (negative and positive power sums) of {μ_j }^{N−1}_{j=1} can be attained by the inversion formulae_{N−1} ∑ j=1 μ^{−k}_j = I_{−k}(Γ) − 2∑ s=1 Res_{λ=0s}λ^{−k}d ln f(λ), N−1∑ j=1 μ^k_j = I_k(Γ) − Res_{λ=∞}λ^kd ln f(λ),

(6.22)

where I_{−k}(Γ) =^{N−1} ∑ j=1 ∫ a_j λ −kω_j and I_k(Γ) =^{N−1} ∑ j=1 ∫ a_j λ kω_j are two constants independent of ϕ̄ [43].

In the neighbourhood of λ = ∞, it follows from the local coordinate λ = z^{−2} that the normalized basis of holomorphic differential ω can be expanded as

ω = (C_1, C_2, · · · , C_{N−1})(ω̃_1, ω̃_2, · · · , ω̃_{N−1})^T =^{λN−1} 4 √_{−R(λ)}^{N−1} ∑ j=1 C_jλ^{−j} dλ =^{λ− 12}_4^√_{−1}^∞ ∑ k=0 Λ̄_kλ−k^N∑ j=1 C_j λ^{−j}dλ = √ −1^∞ ∑ k=0 Ω_kz^{2k}dz,

(6.23)

which gives rise to the asymptotic expansion of A(P (λ)) at z = 0 A(P (λ)) = −χ + √ −1 ∞∑ k=0 Ω_kz^{2k+1} 2k + 1 , χ = ∫_{P0} ∞ ω. (6.24)

Let ς_j be the jth component of f(λ), ∂_j = ∂/∂ς_j , ∂^2_{jk} = ∂^2/∂ς_j ∂ς_k, etc. With the Einstein summation convention, in the local coordinate f(λ) has the Maclaurin expansion

f(λ) = f(z^{−2}) = θ^{(∞)}(ϕ̄ + M + χ) − √ −1Ω_{0j} ∂_j θ^{(∞)}z −^1_2 Ω_{0j} Ω_{0k}∂^2_{jk}θ^{(∞)}z^2 − √ −1 6 (2Ω_{1j} ∂_j θ^{(∞)} − Ω_{0j} Ω_{0k}Ω_{0l}∂^3_{jkl}θ^{(∞)})z^3 +^1_{24} (Ω_{0j}Ω_{0k}Ω_{0l}Ω_{0m}∂^4_{jklm}θ^{(∞)} − 8Ω_{1j} Ω_{0k}∂^2_{jk}θ^{(∞)})z^4 + o(z^4),

(6.25)

which indicates that

d ln f(z^{−2}) dz =^{Ω0j ∂j θ(∞)} √ −1θ^{(∞)} + ((_Ω 0j ∂_j θ^{(∞)} θ^{(∞)} )_2

−^1_{θ(∞)} Ω_{0j} Ω_{0k}∂^2_{jk}θ^{(∞)} ) z − √ −1 2 (_{2Ω1j ∂j θ(∞)} θ^{(∞)} + 3 (θ^{(∞)})^3 Ω0j∂j θ

(∞)Ω_{0k}Ω_{0l}∂^2_{kl}θ^{(∞)} −2 (_{Ω0j ∂j θ(∞)} θ^{(∞)} )_3 −^1_{θ(∞)} Ω_{0j}Ω_{0k}Ω_{0l}∂^3_{jkl}θ^{(∞)} ) z^2

+^1_6

(_1

θ^{(∞)} Ω0jΩ0kΩ0lΩ0m∂ 4 jklmθ (∞) −^8_{θ(∞)} Ω_{0j} Ω_{1k}∂^2_{jk}θ^{(∞)} −^3_{(θ(∞))2} (Ω_{0j} Ω_{0k}∂^2_{jk}θ^{(∞)})^2 +^8_{(θ(∞))2} Ω_{0j} ∂_jθ^{(∞)}Ω_{1k}∂_kθ^{(∞)}

+^{12}_{θ3} (Ω_{0j}∂_j θ^{(∞)})^2Ω_{0k}Ω_{0l}∂^2_{kl}θ^{(∞)} − 6 (_{Ω0j ∂j θ(∞)} θ^{(∞)} )_4

−^4_{(θ(∞))2} Ω_{0j} ∂_j θ^{(∞)}Ω_{0k}Ω_{0l}Ω_{0m}∂^3_{klm}θ^{(∞)} ) z^3 + o(z^3).

(6.26)

And thus, by (6.22) and (6.26), we come to the trace formulae N−1∑ k=1 μ_k = I_1(Γ) + ∂^2 ln θ(ϕ̄ + M + χ), N−1∑ k=1 μ^2_k = I_2(Γ) +^4_3 ∂^2_{xt2} ln θ(ϕ̄ + M + χ) −^1_4 ∂^4 ln θ(ϕ̄ + M + χ), · · · · · · , etc. (6.27)

Only for the succinctness in writing, let us make the notation

α = 2I_1(Γ) − 2 N∑ j=1 λ_j + F_1, κ = ϕ̄_0 + M + χ. (6.28)

In the end, resorting to Proposition 2, Theorems 3-4, (5.1), (5.2), (6.27), as well as Theorem 2 in [36], we obtain

• the quasi-periodic solutions of nKdV hierarchy (2.23) u(x, t_{−k−2}) = α + 2∂^2 ln θ(Ω_0x + Ω_{−k}t_{−k−2} + κ), k ≥ 0, (6.29) where the case of k = 0 is the quasi-periodic solution of nKdV equation (1.1) (or (1.2));

• and the quasi-periodic solutions of pKdV hierarchy (2.15) u(x, t_{k+1}) = α + 2∂^2 ln θ(Ω_0x + Ω_kt_{k+1} + κ), k ≥ 1, (6.30) where the case of k = 1 is the quasi-periodic solution of KdV equation (2.17).

Appendix A Quasi-periodic solutions to the Kupershmidt deformation of KdV hierarchy

Note that the KdV6 equation and its generalization are indeed the integrable couplings of pKdV and nKdV flows. We point out that they can be solved incidentally by using the backward and forward Neumann systems.

According to [5], the so-called KdV6 equation takes the form

(∂^3 + 4w_x∂ + 2w_{xx})(w_{t(2,−2)} + 1 4 (w_{xxx} + 6w^2_x)) = 0, (A.1) which is equivalent to { u_{t(2,−2)} +^1_4 (u_{xxx} + 6uu_x) + 2v_x = 0, v_{xxx} + 4uv_x + 2u_xv = 0,

(A.2) under the transformation u = w_x, v = − 1 2 w_{t(2,−2)} − 1 8 (w_{xxx} + 6w^2_x). (A.3)

Resorting to two Hamiltonian operators (or the Lenard operator pair K and J), Kupershmidt described the KdV6 equation (A.1) as a nonholonomic deformation of bi-Hamiltonian system [6] u_{t(2,−2)} = J δH_1 δu − J(v) = K δH_2 δu − J(v), (A.4)

H_1 = 1 16 u^2_x − 1 8 u^3, H_2 = 1 4 u^2. (A.5) Based on the construction of nonholonomic deformation, Zhou further generalized it to the mixed hierarchy of soliton equations [7] { u_{t(n,−m)} = C_1Jg_{n−1} + C_2Jg_{−m−1}, n ≥ 2, m ≥ 2, Kg_k = Jg_{k+1}, k ≤ −4, or k ≥ −1, k ∈ Z, (A.6) which includes the Kupershmidt deformation as its special member.

It follows from [7] that the KdV6 equation (A.1) has the Lax representations (2.1) and φ_{t(2,−2)} = V^{(2,−2)}φ, V^{(2,−2)} = V^{(2)} + V^{(−2)}, (A.7) and the Kupershmidt deformation of KdV hierarchy (A.6) has the Lax representations (2.1) and φ_{t(n,−m)} = V^{(n,−m)}φ, V^{(n,−m)} = C_1V^{(n)} + C_2V^{(−m)}. (A.8) Followed by the Neumann map (3.9), the KdV6 equation is reduced to the Neumann system (3.14) and the mixed Neumann system

p_{t(2,−2)} = {p, H_{(2,−0)}}_D, q_{t(2,−2)} = {q, H_{(2,−0)}}_D, H_{(2,−0)} = H_2 + H_{−0}. (A.9) The Kupershmidt deformation of KdV hierarchy is reduced to the Neumann system (3.14) and the mixed Neumann system p_{t(n,−m)} = {p, H_{(n,−m+2)}}_D, q_{t(n,−m)} = {q, H_{(n,−m+2)}}_D, (A.10) where H_{(n,−m+2)} = C_1H_n + C_2H_{−m+2}. (A.11) Recalling Theorems 3 and 4, the Abel-Jacobi variable ϕ̄ straightens out the KdV6 flow ϕ̄ = ϕ̄_0 + Ω_0x + (Ω_{−0} + Ω_1)t_{(2,−2)}, (A.12) which results in its quasi-periodic solution w(x, t_{(2,−2)}) = αx + 2∂ ln θ(Ω_0x + (Ω_{−0} + Ω_1)t_{(2,−2)} + κ), (A.13) and the Abel-Jacobi variable ϕ̄ straightens out the mixed KdV flow ϕ̄ = ϕ̄_0 + Ω_0x + (C_1Ω_{−m+2} + C_2Ω_{n−1})t_{(n,−m)}, n, m ≥ 3, (A.14) which yields its quasi-periodic solution

u(x, t_{(n,−m)}) = α + 2∂^2 ln θ(Ω_0x + (C_1Ω_{−m+2} + C_2Ω_{n−1})t_{(n,−m)} + κ), n, m ≥ 3. (A.15)

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No.11471072).

References

[1] J.M. Verosky, Negative powers of Olver recursion operators, J. Math. Phys. 32 (1991) 1733–1736.

[2] A. N W Hone and J.P. Wang, Prolongation algebras and Hamiltonian operators for peakon equation, Inverse Problems, 19 (2003) 129–145.

[3] S.Y. Lou, Symmetries of the KdV equation and four hierarchies of the integrodifferential KdV equations, J. Math. Phys. 35 (1994) 2390–2396.

[4] V.A. Andreev and M.V. Shmakova, Hierarchy of lower Korteweg–de Vries equations and supersymmetry structure of Miura transformations, J. Math. Phys. 34 (1993) 3491–3506.

[5] A. Karasu–Kalkanli, A. Karasu, A. Sakovich, S. Sakovich, R. Turhan, A new integrable generalization of the KdV equation, J. Math. Phys. 49 (2008) 073516.

[6] B.A. Kupershmidt, KdV 6: An integrable system. Phys. Lett. A, 372 (2008) 2634–2639. [7] R.G. Zhou, Mixed hierarchy of soliton equations, J. Math. Phys. 50 (2009) 123502. [8] Z.J. Qiao and E.G. Fan, Negative-order Korteweg–de Vries equations, Phys. Rev. E 86 (2012) 016601.

[9] Z.J. Qiao and J.B. Li, Negative-order KdV equation with both solitons and kink wave solutions, Euro. phys. Lett. 94 (2011) 50003.

[10] B. Fuchssteiner, Some tricks from the symmetry-toolbox for nonlinear equations: generalizations of the Camassa–Holm equation, Phys. D 95 (1996) 229–243.

[11] R. Camassa and D.D. Holm, An integrable shallow wave equation with peaked solitons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 71 (1993) 1661–1664.

[12] A. Constantin, V. Gerdjikov and R. Ivanov, Inverse scattering transform for the Camassa– Holm equation, Inverse Problems, 22 (2006) 2197–2207.

[13] A. Constantin and J. Escher, Wave breaking for nonlinear nonlocal shallow water equations, Acta Math. 181 (1998) 229–243;

[14] A. Degasperis and M. Procesi, Asymptotic Integrability, in: A. Degasperis, G. Gaeta (Eds.), Symmetry and Perturbation Theory, (Rome, December, 1998), World Scientific, Singapore, (1999) pp23–37.

[15] M. Chen, S.-Q. Liu and Y.J. Zhang, A two-component generalization of the Camassa–Holm equation and its solutions. Lett. Math. Phys. 75 (2006) 1–15.

[16] V. Novikov, Generalizations of the Camassa–Holm equation, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 42 (2009) 342002 (14pp).

[17] X.G. Geng and B. Xue, A three-component generalization of Camassa–Holm equation with N-peakon solutions, Adv. Math. 226 (2011) 827–839.

[18] C.S. Gardner, J.M. Greene, M.D. Kruskal and R.M. Miura, Method for solving the Korteweg-de Vries equation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 19 (1967) 1095–1097.

[19] J. Moser, Geometry of quadrics and spectral theory, in: The Chern symposium 1979, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, (1980) 147-188.

[20] H.P. McKean and E. Trubowitz, Hill’s operator and hyperelliptic function theory in the presence of infinitely many branch points, Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 29 (1976) 143–226.

[21] I.V. Cherednik, Differential equationsfor the Baker–Akhiezer functionsof algebraic curves, Funct. Anal. Appl. 12 (1978) 195–203.

[22] B.A. Dubrovin, I. Krichever, T.M. Malanyuk, V.G. Makhan’kov, Exact solutions of the nonstationary Schrödinger equation with self-consistent potentials, Sov. J. Part. Nucl. 19 (1988) 579–621.

[23] I. Krichever, Linear operators with self-consistent coefficients and rational reductions of KP hierarchy, Phys. D 87 (1995) 14-19.

[24] C.W. Cao, X.G. Geng, Classical integrable systems generated through nonlinearization of eigenvalue problems, Research Reports in Physics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, (1990) 68–78.

[25] O. Ragnisco, C.W. Cao, Y.T. Wu, On the relation of the stationary Toda equation and the symplectic maps, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 28 (1995) 573–588.

[26] R.G. Zhou, The finite-band solution of the Jaulent–Miodek equation, J. Math. Phys. 38 (1997) 2535–2546.

[27] H.H. Dai, X.G. Geng, New finite-dimensional completely integrable systems associated with the sine-Gordon equation, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 68 (1999) 2878–2881.

[28] C.W. Cao, Y.T. Wu, X.G. Geng, Relation between the Kadometsev–Petviashvili equation and the confocal involutive system, J. Math. Phys. 40 (1999) 3948–3970.

[29] X.G. Geng and X. Zeng, Application of the trigonal curve to the Blaszak–Marciniak lattice hierarchy, Theor. Math. Phys. 190 (2017) 18-42.

[30] J.B. Chen and D.E. Pelinovsky, Rogue periodic waves of the mKdV equation, Nonlinearity, 31 (2018) 1955-1980.

[31] J.B. Chen and D.E. Pelinovsky, Rogue periodic waves of the focusing nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Proc. Roy. Soc. A, 474 (2018) 20170814: 1-18.

[32] J.B. Chen, Quasi-periodic solutions to a negative-order integrable system of 2-component KdV equation, Int. J. Geom. Methods Mod. Phys., 15 (2018) 1850040: 1-34.

[33] P.D. Lax, Integrals of nonlinear equation of evolution and solitary waves, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 21 (1968) 467–490.

[34] V.I. Arnold, Mathematical methods of classical mechanics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, (1978). [35] V.K. Mel’nikov, Integration of the Korteweg–de Vries equation with a source, Inverse Probl.

6 (1990) 233-246.

[36] J.B. Chen, Finite-gap solutions of 2+1 dimensional integrable nonlinear evolution equations generated by the Neumann systems, J. Math. Phys. 51 (2010) 083514.

[37] G.Z. Tu, The trace identity, a powerful tool for constructing the Hamiltonian structure of integrable systems, J. Math. Phys. 30 (1989) 330–338.

[38] W.X. Ma, B. Fuchssteiner and W. Oevel, A three-by-three matrix spectral problem for AKNS hierarchy and its binary nonlinearization Physica A 233 (1996) 331–354.

[39] S.P. Novikov, The periodic problem for the Korteweg–de Vries eqution, Funct. Anal. Appl.

8 (1974) 236–246.

[40] P.D. Lax, Periodic solutions of the Korteweg–de Vries eqution, Comm. Pure Appl. Math.

28 (1975) 141-188.

[41] D. Mumford, Tata lectures on theta II, Birkhäuser, Boston, (1984). [42] P. Griffiths and J. Harris, Principles of algebraic geometry, Wiley, New York, (1994). [43] L.A. Dickey, Soliton equations and Hamiltonian systems, World Scientific, Singapore, (1991).