arXiv:2004.03526v3 [math.DS] 27 Mar 2023

THE HAMILTONIAN FORMALISM OF THE INVERSE PROBLEM

HASSAN NAJAFI ALISHAH

Abstract. A big-isotropic structure is a generalization of the notion of Dirac structure, due to Vaisman. We discuss the inverse problem of deciding if a vector field is Hamiltonian having a big-isotropic structure as underlying geometry. In [1] we have considered this question for the special case of replicator equations. Here we generalize that approach to any vector field that can be written in the form X(u) = (Bη)(u), where B = B(u) is a matrix and η = η(u) is a vector. For a linear system we show that, if the representing matrix of the system has at least one pair of positive-negative non-zero eigenvalues, or a zero eigenvalue with at least one 3-dimensional Jordan block associated to it, then the linear system has a Hamiltonian description with respect to a big-isotropic structure. As a byproduct, we find a class of linear systems with zero eigenvalue that are Hamiltonian with respect to a big-isotropic structure but not a Dirac structure. Moreover, we prove that every linear Hamiltonian system, having a big-isotropic structure as underlying geometry, is completely integrable in the sense of Zung [12]. For linear systems, in the both Hamiltonian formulation and complete integrability cases, explicit descriptions of the geometric structures, the Hamiltonian functions, the first integrals and the commuting flows are provided.

1. Introduction

Given equations of motion, say ü = F (u, u̇), the inverse problem in the Lagrangian formalism aims to find a Lagrangian function L = L(u, u̇) such that the given equations of motion are the Euler-Lagrange equations of L. In the Hamiltonian version of this problem, in addition to finding a Hamiltonian function, one has to determine the underlying geometric structure as well. If the Lagrangian function is regular it gives rise, through the Legendre transformation, to a Hamiltonian description of the given equations of motion on the cotangent bundle, where the underlying geometric structure is the the canonical symplectic structure of the cotangent bundle. However, for many interesting problems the Lagrangian is not regular and the Hamiltonian description cannot be obtained from the Lagrangian description. For this reason the Hamiltonian inverse problem should be considered independently – see [8, Introduction] for more on this matter.

Date: March 28, 2023.

Key words and phrases. Hamiltonian Inverse Problem, Dirac Structure, Big-isotropic Structure, Linear Systems, Completely Integrable. 1

The Hamiltonian formalism of the inverse problem has been studied in the context of symplectic and Poisson geometries, see e.g. [3, 8]. Here, we consider as underlying geometry for our Hamiltonian descriptions Dirac structures and their generalizations, the so-called big-isotropic structures (see Section 2 for background). It includes as special cases symplectic, presymplectic and Poisson structures. We only consider here the local problem, so we work on R^m . The global aspects of the problem will be addressed in future work.

In a recent paper [1] we have studied this question for replicator equations (or, equivalently, Lotka-Volterra equations) where the pay-off matrix is not skewsymmetrizable. By using big-isotropic structures we were able to enlarge the set of conservative replicator and Lotka-Volterra equations that admit a Hamiltonian formulation. Here, we extend this approach.

In order to explain our main idea, let X = Bη be a vector field in R^m that can be factored as a product of a matrix B = B(u) and a vector η = η(u). We will be looking for a matrix valued function D = D(u) such that

(1) the 1-form D^tη is closed, (2) the matrix DB(u) is skew-symmetric for every u ∈ R^m , (3) an integrability condition is satisfied, (condition (ii) of Lemma 3.1).

Items (1) and (2) lead to first integrals of the motion for X which are the candidates for the Hamiltonian we need. Furthermore, in Lemma 3.1 we show that when items (2) and (3) are satisfied, the pair (B, D^t) generates a big-isotropic structure, which is Dirac if and only if ker B ∩ ker D^t = 0. Corollary 3.3 provides the criteria to further determine if the structure generated by (B, D^t) is symplectic, presymplectic or Poisson. Our Theorem 3.4 states that if all the three items are satisfied, then the vector field X is Hamiltonian with the Hamiltonian function H defined by dH = D^tη and the underlying big-isotropic structure generated by the pair (B, D^t). In the case of replicator equations and linear systems, the problem reduces to finding a particular type of constant matrices D such that DB is skew-symmetric. We believe that our approach can be applied to other problems as well, beyond the replicator equations treated in [1].

Linear Hamiltonian systems on R^{2k} relative to the canonical symplectic form were first studied and classified by Williamson [11]. One of the main steps in his approach was to transform the linear system X = Bu into simpler form, diagonal or Jordan normal form, preserving the symplectic structure, i.e., using canonical changes of variables. The factorization approach presented in [8] and discussed in more detail in the textbook [3], overcomes this problem. In our approach the matrix B can simply be considered to be in Jordan canonical form or any other member of its conjugacy class – see Remark 4.2.

The factorization of [3, 8] amounts to finding a skew-symmetric matrix Λ and a symmetric matrix H such that B = ΛH. The matrix Λ represents a Poisson structure while H yields a quadratic Hamiltonian. When B is non-singular Λ becomes a symplectic structure, and for this it is necessary to have non-zero positive-negative eigenvalues in pairs with the same Jordan blocks, see [3, Theorem 4.2]. This shows that the scope of applicability of this approach is limited. For example, it does not detect if the linear system is Hamiltonian w.r.t.^1 a presymplectic structure, where zero eigenvalues can be present and the size of Jordan blocks can be different. Our approach removes these restrictions and is able to detect possible symplectic, presymplectic, Poisson and Dirac structures. Even more general, it is able to detect possible big-isotropic structures. We we will see, for example, that a linear system that contains a single even dimensional Jordan block associated to a zero eigenvalue has a Hamiltonian description w.r.t. a big-isotropic structure but not a Dirac structure – see Corollary 4.7. Furthermore, Casimirs and isotropic vector fields can be detected – see Examples 4.8 and 4.9. A given linear system can have more than one Hamiltonian description and another advantage of our approach is that the reason for this lack of uniqueness becomes very clear – see Remark 4.5.

Finally, Zung in [12] has introduced a notion of complete integrability for arbitrary vector fields, Hamiltonian or not. We will show that a linear Hamiltonian system, in the big-isotropic sense, is always completely integrable in the sense of Zung. This extends a similar result obtained in [8] for a more restricted class of systems.

Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we provide a brief introduction to various geometric structures, such as symplectic, Poisson and Dirac structures, and how they fit in the general set up of big-isotropic structures on R^m . In Section 3, we state and prove our results on the Hamiltonian formalism of the inverse problem for general systems. In Section 4, we discuss the case of linear Hamiltonian systems. In Section 5, we start by providing a brief introduction to integrable systems and then we show that every linear Hamiltonian system is completely integrable in the sense of Zung.

2. Dirac and big-isotropic structures

In this section, we provide a brief introduction to big isotropic structures. We start with the geometric structures which are special cases of big-isotropic structure.

Symplectic structure: A non-degenerate closed 2-form ω on a manifold M is called a symplectic structure. Non-degenerate refers to the fact that the vector bundle map ω^♯ ∶ T M → T^∗M defined by X ↦ ω(X, .) is non-degenerate. This condition forces M to be even dimensional. Relaxing the non-degeneracy condition on ω, the closed 2-form defines a presymplectic structure on M. A presymplectic manifold doesn’t need to be even dimensional. The map ω^♯ is used to define the Hamiltonian vector filed X_H of a given function H by ω^♯(X_H ) = dH. We will

1with respect to

use the same notation ω^♯ for the representing matrix, in local coordinates, of the vector bundle map ω^♯.

Poisson structure: Let π be a bivector on M i.e., a bilinear, antisymmetric map π ∶ T^∗M × T^∗M → R. If π satisfies [π, π] = 0 where [., .] is the Schouten bracket, then it defines a Poisson structure on M. An alternative definition is via a Poisson bracket i.e., a bilinear skew-symmetric bracket {., .} on the space of smooth function C^∞(M) which satisfies the Leibniz’s rule and the Jacobi identity. These two definitions are connected by {f, g} = π(df, dg), ∀f, g, ∈ C^∞(M). Similar to the 2-form ω, the bivector π defines a vector bundle map π^♯ ∶ T^∗M → T M by α ↦ π(α, .). This map is used to associate to a given function H its Hamiltonian vector field by X_H = π^♯(dH). The Hamiltonian evolutionary games discussed in [2] are of this type. The local expression for the Jacobi identity (equivalently, closeness w.r.t the Schouten bracket) is m ∑ l=1 (π^♯_{ij} ∂π^♯_{ik} ∂u_l + π^♯_{li} ∂π^♯_{kj} ∂u_l + π^♯_{lk} ∂π^♯_{jl} ∂u_l ) = 0 ∀i, j, k. (2.1)

The Jacobi identity (2.1) guaranties integrability of the possibly non-singular distribution defined the image of π^♯. This foliation is referred to as characteristic foliation of π. Each leaf of this foliation have a symplectic structure induced by π. The rank of π at a given point m is defined to be the rank of its characteristic foliation at m. The characteristic foliation is invariant under the flow of any Hamiltonian vector field X_H .

Dirac structure: Dirac structure, introduced in [4, 5], unites and generalizes Poisson and presymplectic structures. For a manifold M, the vector bundle TM = T M ⊕ T^∗M is called the generalized tangent bundle of M. In order to simplify notations, we will use the same notation for the generalized tangent bundle and the space of its sections i.e., the set

{(X, α) , where X is a vector field on M and α a 1-form}.

The same will hold for any subbundle L of TM. The natural pairing ⟨(X, α), (Y, β)⟩ ∶= 1 2 (β(X) + α(Y )) ∀(X, α), (Y, β) ∈ TM, (2.2) defines a bilinear form on the space of the sections of TM. For a given linear subbundle L of TM, its annihilator w.r.t. the bilinear form ⟨., .⟩ is defined as

L^⊥ ∶= {(X, α) ∈ TM ∣ ⟨(X, α), (Y, β)⟩ = 0 ∀(Y, β) ∈ L}.

The form ⟨., .⟩ is neither positive definite nor negative definite. As a consequence the intersection L∩L^⊥ can be non-empty. Having this in mind, a linear subbundle L of TM is called isotropic if L ⊆ L^⊥ and maximal isotropic when L = L^⊥. Maximal isotropy implies that the dimension of the fibers of L is equal to the dimension of M.

Definition 2.1. A Dirac structure on a manifold M is a maximal isotropic linear subbunlde L of T M ⊕ T^∗M such that for any two sections (X, α), (Y, β) ∈ L �(X, α), (Y, β)� ∶= ([X, Y ], L_X β − L_Y α + 1 2d(α(Y ) − β(X))) ∈ L, (2.3)

where [., .] denotes the Lie bracket between vector fields and L stands for the Lie derivative. The bracket �., .� is called the Courant bracket.

Furthermore, a vector field X is called Hamiltonian w.r.t. the Dirac structure L if there exists a Hamiltonian H ∈ C^∞(M) such that (X, dH) ∈ L.

The first examples of Dirac structure to mention are

• The graph of a presymplectic form ω defined by

L_ω ∶= {(X, ω^♯(X)), for any vector field X}.

Skew-symmetricness of ω yields the maximal isotropy condition and ω being close yields (2.3).

• The graph of a Poisson bivector π defined by

L_π ∶= {(π^♯(α), α), for any 1-form α }.

Similarly, skew-symmetricness of π and the Jacobi identity (2.1) yield the requirements for being a Dirac structure.

These examples show that Dirac structure unifies presymplectic and Poisson structures.

The following lemma shows that closeness w.r.t. the Courant bracket, in spite of its nonlinear character, can be verified on a basis of a given isotropic subbundle L. Lemma 2.2. Let f ∈ C^∞(M) and (X, α), (Y, β) ∈ TM. Then �(X, α), f(Y, β)� = f�(X, α), (Y, β)�+X(f).(Y, β)−⟨(X, α), (Y, β)⟩(0, df). (2.4) Proof. �(X, α), f(Y, β)� = ([X, fY ], L_X (fβ) − L_{fY} α + 1 2d (α(fY ) − fβ(X)) = (f[X, Y ] + X(f)Y, X(f)β + fL_X β − fL_Y α − α(Y ).df + 1 2f.d (α(Y ) − β(X)) + 1 2 (α(Y ) − β(X)) .df) = f�(X, α), (Y, β)� + X(f).(Y, β) − ⟨(X, α), (Y, β)⟩(0, df). □ Remark 2.3. Note that if L is isotropic, then the last term on the right hand side of equation (2.4) will vanish. Consequently, if for (X, α), (Y, β) ∈ L we have that �(X, α), (Y, β)� ∈ L, then �(X, α), f(Y, β)� ∈ L.

We now define the notion of big-isotropic structure which generalizes all the previous structures. This notion is firstly defined and studied by Vaisman in [9,10]. Up to our knowledge, these two papers and author’s preceding work [1] are the only places where big-isotropic structures have appeared.

Definition 2.4. A big-isotropic structure is an isotropic linear subbundle L of T M ⊕T^∗M such that for any two sections (X, α), (Y, β) ∈ L their Courant bracket (2.3) is also a section of L.

As in the case of Dirac structure, a vector field X ∈ X(M) is called Hamiltonian w.r.t. the big-isotropic structure L if there exists a Hamiltonian H ∈ C^∞(M) such that (X, dH) ∈ L. Remark 2.5. In [10] Vaisman defines the notion of a weak-Hamiltonian vector field in the context of big-isotropic structures where a vector field X is called weak-Hamiltonian with a Hamiltonian function H if (X, dH) ∈ L^⊥. There, he shows that port-hamiltonian systems from control theory could be formalized as weak-Hamiltonian systems in this setting. Here, we consider Hamiltonian vector fields and not the weak ones but this is a direction that can be explored more in a future work.

Definition 2.6. A function F is called a Casimir of the big-isotropic structure L if (0, dF ) ∈ L and a vector field X is called isotropic w.r.t. L if (X, 0) ∈ L. Note that Casimirs are constants of motion for every Hamiltonian vector fields. Furthermore, adding an isotropic vector field X to a Hamiltonian vector field X_H yields an other Hamiltonian vector field with the same Hamiltonian function.

Similar to Poisson structure, the possibly nonsingular distribution P_1(L), where P_1 is the projection from TM to the tangent bundle T M, of a big-isotropic structure L is integrable since the sections of L are closed under the Courant bracket. For this reason, closeness w.r.t. the Courant bracket is also referred to as integrability condition. Every leaf S of the foliation tangent to P_1(L) is equipped with the closed 2-form

ω_S(P_1(X, α), P_1(Y, β)) = 1 2 (α(Y ) − β(X)) ∀P^1(X, α), P^1(Y, β) ∈ T S. (2.5) The presymplectic foliation defined this way is called characteristic foliation of the big-isotropic structure L.

3. Hamiltonian inverse problem

In this section we use big-isotropic structures to address the Hamiltonian inverse problem for a given vector field X(u) = (Bη)(u), where B = B(u) is a matrix and η = η(u) is a vector. All over this paper, we will think of η as a 1-form on R^m . We start by introducing the type of big-isotropic structures we will be using.

Lemma 3.1. Let B = B(u) and D = D(u) be two (m × m)-matrices. We define the subbundle L_{(B,D}t_) of T R^m ⊕ T^∗R^m by L_{(B,D}t_)(u) ∶= {(B(u)z, D^t(u)z)∣ ∀z ∈ R^m } ∀u ∈ R^m .

The subbundle L_{(B,D}t_) is a big-isotropic structure if and only if

(i) (DB + B^tD^t)(u) = 0 for every point u ∈ R^m . (ii) For every i, j = 1, . . . , m we have

�(E_i, ζ_i), (E_j, ζ_j)� ∈ L_{(B,D}t_) where (E_i, ζ_i) = (Be_i, D^te_i) ∀i Furthermore it is a Dirac structure if it also satisfies

(iii) (ker B(u)) ∩ (ker D^t(u)) = 0 for every point u ∈ R^m .

Proof. Item (i) is equivalent to L_{(B,D}t_) ⊂ L^⊥_{(B,D}t_) and item (iii) yields L_{(B,D}t_) = L^⊥_{(B,D}t_). Item (ii) says that the integrability condition (2.3) is satisfied on the basis (E_i, ζ_i) i = 1, . . . , n and we have already showed in Lemma 2.2 that this is enough to guarantee the integrability condition for L_{(B,D}t_). □ Remark 3.2. Locally, any Dirac structure is of the type introduced in Lemma 3.1– see [4, Section 1.2] .

The following corollary will be used to put a given big-isotropic structure L_{(B,D}t_) in a normal form when the big-isotropic structure is a graph of a symplectic, presymplectic, or Poisson structures.

Corollary 3.3. Let L_{(B,D}t_) be a big-isotropic structure, as defined in Lemma 3.1, and W = W(u) a non-singular (m × m)-matrix. Then L_{(BW,D}t_{W)}, is another representation of L_{(B,D}t_). Consequently,

(i) If B is non-singular, then L_{(B,D}t_) = L_{(I,D}t_{(B)}−1_) is the graph of the presymplectic form ω^♯ = D^t(B)^{−1}.

(ii) If D^t is non-singular, then L_{(B,D}t_) = L_{(B(D}t_)−1_{,I)} is the graph of the Poisson structure π^♯ = B(D^t)^{−1}.

Proof. It is clear that as a subbundle L_{(B,D}t_) = L_{(BW,D}t_{W)}. This change of representation doesn’t violate the requirements for the subbundle to be big-isotropic. The subbundle L_{(BW,D}t_{W)} being isotropic is due to the fact

DB is skew-symmetric ⇔ W^tDBW is skew-symmetric, and the integrability condition is satisfied thanks to the linear property mentioned in Remark 2.3. Also, note that this change of representation neither changes the characteristic foliation, nor the presymplectic structures on its leafs. □

The change of representation, discussed in Corollary 3.3, is introduced in [4, Theorem 1.3.3] in a different form. It also used in [6] for finding a local normal form of Dirac structures.

Given a big-isotropic structure L_{(B,D}t_), a pair (X, dH) is Hamiltonian w.r.t. it if and only if there exists a function η ∶ R^m → R^m such that X = Bη and dH = D^tη. Now, we are ready to state the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.4. Let X = Bη be a vector field on R^m . If there exists a matrix D = D(u) such that (1) the 1-form D^tη is closed, (2) DB(u) is skew-symmetric for any u ∈ R^m , then the function H defined by dH = D^tη is a constant of motion for the vector field X. In addition, if for any i, j = 1, . . . , m there exists c_{ij} ∈ R^m such that

�(E_i, ζ_i), (E_j, ζ_j)� = (Bc_{ij}, D^tc_{ij} ),

where E_i = Be_i and ζ_i = D^te_i, then X is Hamiltonian having the function H as Hamiltonian function and the big-isotropic structure L_{(B,D}t_) as underlying structure. Furthermore,

(i) if ker B(u) ∩ ker D^t(u) = 0, ∀u ∈ R^m , then L_{(B,D}t_) is a Dirac structure. (ii) if the matrix B(u) is non-singular, then the underlying structure is the presymplectic structure ω^♯ = D^t(B)^{−1}, (iii) if the matrix D^t(u) is non-singular, then the underlying structure is the Poisson structure π^♯ = B(D^t)^{−1}, (iv) the intersection of items (ii) and (iii) would yield a symplectic structure as underlying geometry.

Proof. The function H is a constant of motion since < X, dH >=< Bη, D^tη >= η^tDBη = 0, where we used the fact that DB is skew-symmetric. The rest of the statements are immediate from the definition of Hamiltonian systems in the context of bigisotropic structures, Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.3. □

4. Linear Hamiltonian Systems In this section, we apply our method to a given linear vector field X(u) = Bu, u ∈ R^m , (4.1) where B is a constant m × m-matrix. Since B is constant, if we find a constant D such that the matrix DB is skew-symmetric, then the pair (B, D^t) generates the big-isotropic structure L_{(B,D}t_)(u) ∶= {(Bz, D^tz)∣∀z ∈ R^m }.

In other words, the integrability condition is satisfied automatically. Theorem 3.4 also requires that the 1-form D^tu be closed. This requirement forces D to be symmetric. The following corollary of Theorem 3.4 sums up what we have said.

Corollary 4.1. Let B be a constant matrix. If there exists a constant matrix D such that DB is skew-symmetric, then L_{(B,D}t_)(u) ∶= {(Bz, D^tz)∣∀z ∈ R^m } is a big-isotropic structure. Furthermore, if D is symmetric, then the linear system X(u) = Bu is Hamiltonian w.r.t the big-isotropic structure L_{(B,D}t_)(u) and the Hamiltonian function H(u) = u^tDu.

Clearly, items (i)-(iv) of Theorem 3.4 hold as well. Also, note that every element η ∈ ker B which does not belong to ker D yields a non-trivial linear Casimir H_η defined by dH_η = Dη and every element ξ ∈ ker D which is not in ker B yields a non-trivial isotropic vector filed X_ξ = Bξ.

Remark 4.2. Under a linear change of coordinates u = T v we have X(v) = T^{−1}BT v, and H(v) = v^tT^tDT v, i.e., the matrices B and D are, respectively, transformed to T^{−1}BT and T^tDT . Clearly,

- DB is skew-symmetric if and only if T^tDT T^{−1}BT is so. - D is symmetric if and only if T^tDT is so.

Then, instead of B we could consider any other member of its conjugacy class. Here, we will use the Jordan normal form of B.

In order to sate our next result we need to set some notations. The notations I_n and 0_{m×n} will, respectively, denote the n dimensional identity matrix and the m × n-dimensional zero matrix. The dimension subscripts will be removed when there is no ambiguity. We will also use the notation diag(A_1, A_2, ..., A_k) for a matrix with diagonal blocks A_1, A_2, ..., A_k. The notation J (λ) will stand for the Jordan block of a real eigenvalue λ. In general the Jordan block J (λ) has the form J (λ) = diag(λI_r, J_{s1} (λ), . . . , J_{sk} (λ)) where

J_{sj} (λ) = λ 1 0 0 0 λ 1 0

0 0 λ 1 0 0 0 λ ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠

⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝_s j ×s_j

, (4.2)

Similarly, J (a ± bi) will be used for the Jordan block of a complex eigenvalue (a ± bi). The general form of this block is

J (a ± bi) = diag(⊕^rB_{(a±bi)}, J_{2s1} (a ± bi), . . . , J_{2sk} (a ± bi)), where ⊕^rB_{(a±bi)} = diag(B_{(a±bi)}, . . . , B_{(a±bi)}), B_{(a±bi)} = ( a b −b a) and

J_{2sj} (a ± bi) =

B_{(a±bi)} I_2 0 0

0 B_{(a±bi)}I_2 0

0 0 B_{(a±bi)} I_2

0 0 0 B_{(a±bi)} ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠

⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝_{2s} j ×2s_j

. (4.3)

Remark 4.3. With an abuse of notation, we will use the same letters for the possibly different dimensions of the Jordan blocks. This would normally happen for the eigenvalues with different absolute values. We will also abuse the notation d to make the equations more readable.

We need to set one more notation. For a given number m, we will use the notation K_m(l), l = 1 . . . m, for the matrix with all its elements equal to zero except the l^{th} inferior anti-diagonal which contains 1s and −1s in an alternative manner starting with 1. The index l = 1 is used for the main anti-diagonal, for example

K_4(1) = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 1 0 0 −1 0 0 1 0 0 −1 0 0 0 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ (4.4)

For m < n we set K_{m×n}(l) = (0 K_m(l)) and for m > n: K_{m×n}(l) = ( K_m(l) 0 ) , where l = 1, . . . . , min{m, n}. For example

K_{4×5}(1) = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ , K_{5×4}(4) = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ . (4.5)

In the case of complex eigenvalues we will use a similar notation K^c_{2m×2n}(l), l = 1, . . . , min{m, n} where anti-diagonals are replaced by anti-diagonals made of 2 × 2 blocks and 1, −1 are replaced by I_2, −I_2 matrices. For example

K^c_{8×10}(2) = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I_2 0 0 0 −I_2 0 0 0 I_2 0 0 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ , K^c_{10×8}(3) = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I_2 0 0 −I_2 0 0 0 0 0

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ . (4.6)

We now present our next result.

Theorem 4.4. For the matrix B of the form

diag(J (0), J (λ_1), J (−λ_1), . . . . . . � real nonzero eigenvalues , J (±θ_1i), . . . . . . � pure imaginary eigenvalues

, J (a_1 ± b_1i), J (−(a_1 ± b_1i)), . . . � complex eigenvalues with a ≠ 0 ), (4.7) the symmetric matrix D which makes DB skew-symmetric is of the form

D = diag(D(0), D(±λ_1), . . . , D(±θ_1i), . . . , . . . , D(±(a_1 ± b_1i)), . . .), (4.8)

where

(i) The matrix D(0) is of the form ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

D_r D_{r,s1} D_{r,s2} . . . D_{r,sk} D^t_{r,s1} D_{s1} D_{s1,s2} . . . D_{s1,sk} D^t_{r,s2} D^t_{s1,s2} ... . . . . . . ... . . D^t_{r,sk} D^t_{r,sk} . . . . . . D_{sk}

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ (4.9)

where (1) D_r is an arbitrary symmetric matrix, (2) all the elements of D_{r,sj} are zero except the last column which is an arbitrary r-dimensional column vector, (3) D_{sj} = ∑^k_{i=0} d_{sj −2l}K_{sj} (s_j − 2l) where s_j − 2k = 1 or 2, the matrix K_{sj} (.)

is defined in (4.4) and d_{sj −2l} is an arbitrary number. For example

D_4 = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 d_2 0 0 −d_2 0 0 d_2 0 d_4 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ , D_5 = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 0 d_1 0 0 0 −d_1 0 0 0 d_1 0 d_3 0 −d_1 0 −d_3 0 d_1 0 d_3 0 d_5

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ . (4.10)

(4) D_{si,sj} = ∑^{min{si,sj }} l=1 d_lK_{si×sj} (l) where d_l is an arbitrary number and K_{si×sj} (.)

is defined in (4.5). For example

D_{4,5} = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 0 d_1 0 0 0 −d_1 d_2 0 0 d_1 −d_2 d_3 0 −d_1 d_2 −d_3 d_4 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ , D_{5,4} = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 d_1 0 0 −d_1 d_2 0 d_1 −d_2 d_3 −d_1 d_2 −d_3 d_4 0 0 0 0

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ .

(ii) The matrix D(±λ_1) is of the form ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0_r+_{×r}+ 0 . . . 0 D_r+_{,r}− D_r+_{,s}−_1 . . . D_r+_{,s}−_l

0 0_s+_{1 ×s}+_1 . . . 0 D^t_r−_{,s}+_1 D_s+_{1 ,s}−_1 . . . D_s+_{1 ,s}−_l . . . . ... . . . . . . ... . . 0 0 . . . 0_s^+_{k ×s}^+_k D^t_r−_{,s}+_k D_s^+_{k ,s}^−_1 . . . D_s^+_{k ,s}^−_l

D^t_r+_{,r}− D_r−_{,s}+_1 . . . D_r−_{,s}+_k 0_r−_{×r}− 0 . . . 0

D^t_r+_{,s}−_1 D^t_s+_{1 ,s}−_1 . . . D^t_s+_{k ,s}−_1 0 0_s−_{1 ×s}−_1 . . . 0 . . . . ... . . . . . . ... . . D^t_r+_{,s}−_l D^t_s+_{1 ,s}−_l . . . D^t_s+_{k ,s}−_l 0 0 . . . 0_s−_{l ×s}−_l

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠

. (4.11)

In this matrix the indices with positive superscript refer to the dimensions of the blocks in J (λ_1) and the indices with negative superscript to the dimensions of the blocks in J (−λ_1). Furthermore, (1) D_r+_{,r}− is an arbitrary matrix, (2) the matrices of type D_r∗_{,s}−∗_j where ∗ = +, − have all the elements equal

zero except the last column which is an arbitrary r^∗-dimensional column vector,

(3) D_s+_{i ,s}−_j = ∑^{min{s} + i ,s^−_j }

l=1 d_lK_{si×sj} (l) where d_l is an arbitrary number and K_{si×sj} (.)

is defined in (4.5). This is the same matrix as in item (i)-4. (iii) The matrix D(±θ_1i) is of the form ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

D_{2r} D_{2r,2s1} D_{2r,2s2} . . . D_{2r,2sk} D^t_{2r,2s1} D_{2s1} D_{2s1,2s2} . . . D_{2s1,2sk} D^t_{2r,2s2} D^t_{2s1,2s2} ... . . . . . . ... . . D^t_{2r,2sk} D^t_{2r,2sk} . . . . . . D_{2sk}

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ (4.12)

where

(1) D_{2r} = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ d_{11}I_2 D_{(α12 ±β12i)} . . . D_{(α1r ±β1ri)} D_{(α12±β12i)} d_{22}I_2 . . . D_{(α2r ±β2ri)} . . . . . . . . .. . . . D_{(α1r ±β1r i)} D_{(α2r ±β2ri)} . . . d_{rr}I_2

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ wherein D_{(αij ±βij i)} = ( α^{ij} β^{ij} −β_{ij} α_{ij} ),

(2) D_{2r,2si} = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 . . . 0 D_{(α1 ±β1i)} 0 . . . 0 D_{(α2 ±β2i)} . . . . . . . . 0 . . . 0 D_{(αr ±βri)}

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠_{r×sj} ,

(3) D_{2sj} = D_0 + D_1 where

D_0 =

k_0 ∑ l=0 α_{sj −2l}K^c_{2sj} (s_j − 2l),

D_1 =

k_1 ∑ l=0 D_{(±β(sj −(2l+1))i)}K^c_{2sj} (s_j − (2l + 1)),

and K^c_{2sj} (.) is defined in (4.6). Depending on s_j the indices (s_j−2k_0), (s_j − (2k_1 + 1))

go down to either 1 or 2. For example

D_8 = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 D_{±(β1i)} 0 0 −D_{(±β1i)} α_2I_2 0 D_{(±β1i)} −α_2I_2 D_{(±β3i)} −D_{(±β1i)} α_2I_2 −D_{(±β3i)} d_4I_2 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ , D_{10} = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 0 α_1I_2 0 0 0 −α_1I_2 D_{(±β2i)} 0 0 α_1I_2 −D_{(±β2i)} α_3I_2 0 −α_1I_2 D_{(±β2i)} −α_3I_2 D_{(±β4i)} α_1I_2 −D_{(±β2i)} α_3I_2 −D_{(±β4i)} α_5I_2

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ . (4.13)

(4) Similar to item i-4 D_{2si,2sj} = min{s_i,s_j } ∑ l=1 D_{(αl±βli)}K^c_{2si×2sj} (l) where K^c_{2si×2sj} (.) is defined in (4.6). For example

D_{8,10} = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 0 D_{(α1±β1i)} 0 0 0 −D_{(α1±β1i)} D_{(α2±β2i)} 0 0 D_{(α1±β1i)} −D_{(α2±β2i)} D_{(α3±β3i)} 0 −D_{(α1±β1i)} D_{(α2±β2i)} −D_{(α3±β3i)} D_{(α4±β4i)} ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ .

(iv) The matrix D_{2s}+_{,2s}− (±(a ± bi)) is of the form ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0_{2r}+_{×2r}+ 0 . . . 0 D_{2r}+_{,2r}− D_{2r}+_{,2s}−_1 . . . D_{2r}+_{,2s}−_k

0 0_{2s}+_{1 ×2s}+_1 . . . 0 D^t_{2r}−_{,2s}+_1 D_{2s}+_{1 ,2s}−_1 . . . D_{2s}+_{1 ,2s}−_k . . . . .. . . . . . . . ... . . 0 0 . . . 0_{2s}+_{k ×2s}+_k D^t_{2r}−_{,2s}+_k D_{2s}+_{k ,2s}−_1 . . . D_{2s}+_{k ,2s}−_k

D^t_{2r}+_{,2r}− D_{2r}−_{,2s}+_1 . . . D_{2r}−_{,2s}+_k 0_{2r}−_{×2r}− 0 . . . 0

D^t_{2s}−_{1 ,2r}+ D^t_{2s}+_{1 ,2s}−_1 . . . D^t_{2s}+_{k ,2s}−_1 0 0_{2s}−_{1 ×2s}−_1 . . . 0 . . . . .. . . . . . . . ... . . D^t_{2s}−_{k ,2r}+ D^t_{2s}+_{1 ,2s}−_k . . . D^t_{2s}+_{k ,2s}−_k 0 0 . . . 0_{2s}−_{k ×2s}−_k

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠

, (4.14)

where

(1) D_{2r}+_{,2r}− = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

D_{(α11±β11i)} D_{(α12 ±β12i)} . . . D_{(α1r− ±β1r− i)} D_{(α12±β12i)} D_{(α22 ±β22i)} . . . D_{(α2r− ±β2r− i)} . . . . . . . . . .. . . D_{(αr+1±βr+1i)} D_{(αr+2±βr+2i)} . . . D_{(αr+r− ±βr+r− i)}

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ ,

(2) D_{2r}∗_{,2s}−∗_j = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 . . . 0 D_{(α1±β1i)} 0 . . . 0 D_{(α2±β2i)} . . . . . . . . 0 . . . 0 D_{(α2r∗ ±β2r∗ i)}

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠_{2r∗×2s−∗j} where ∗ = +, −,

(3) D_{2s}+_{i ,2s}−_j is as defined in item (iii)-4.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of [7, Theorem (9.1.1)]. We first prove that D has the diagonal form (4.8). In order to do so, we need to discuss the following three cases.

1) B = diag(J_{s1} (λ_1), J_{s2} (λ_2)) where λ_1 + λ_2 ≠ 0. We write the matrix D in the block form

D = ( Z_{s1} Z Z^t Z_{s2} ) . The matrix DB being skew-symmetric implies

ZJ_{s2} (λ_2) = −J^t_{s1} (λ_1)Z. (4.15)

Rewriting this equation, we have

(λ_2 + λ_1)Z = −(H^t_{s1} Z + ZH_{s2} ), (4.16)

where

H_{si} = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 1 0 ... 0 0 0 1 ... 0 . . . . .. . ... . . 0 0 0 ... 1 0 0 0 ... 0

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ , (4.17)

is the nilpotent upper shift matrix. Now, we multiply both sides of (4.16) by (λ_2 + λ_1). Using Equality (4.16) we get

(λ_2 + λ_1)^2Z = (H^t_{s1} )^2 + 2H^t_{s1} ZH_{s2} + Z(H_{s2} )^2.

Repeating this process, we obtain that for every p = 1, 2, 3, ..

(λ_2 + λ_1)^pZ = p ∑ q=1 ( p q) (H t)^q_{s1} ZH^{p−q}_{s2} . (4.18)

For p large enough the right hand side of Equation (4.18) vanishes. Since λ_2 + λ_1 ≠ 0, the off-diagonal bloc Z vanishes.

2) B = diag(J_{2s1} (a_1 ± b_1i), J_{2s2} (a_2 ± b_2i) where (a_1 ± b_1i) ≠ −(a_2 ± b_2i). As in item (1), the matrix DB being skew-symmetric implies

ZJ_{2s2} (a_2 ± b_2i) = −J^t_{2s1} (a_1 ± b_1i)Z. (4.19)

We divide Z into 2 × 2 blocks Z_{ij} , i = 1, ..., s_1 and j = 1, ..., s_2. An strait forward calculation shows that the equation Z_{ij} B_{(a2+b2i)} = −B_{(a2+b2i)}Z_{ij}

has nontrivial solution for Z_{ij} if and only if (a_1 + a_2) = 0 and (b^2_1 − b^2) = 0 i.e., (a_1 ±b_1i) = −(a_2±b_2i) which is not the case here. Now, Equation (4.19) implies that:

Z_{11}B_{(a2+b2i)} = −B_{(a2+b2i)}Z_{11}, Z_{11} + Z_{12}B_{(a2 +b2i)} = −B_{(a2+b2i)}Z_{12}, . . Z_{1(sj −1)} + Z_{1sj} B_{(a2+b2i)} = −B_{(a2+b2i)}Z_{1sj} .

which yields Z_{11} = Z12 = . . . = Z_{1sj} = 0.

3) B = diag(J_{s1} (λ_1), J_{2s2} (a_2 + b_2i)) where b_2 ≠ 0. Similarly, the matrix DB being skew-symmetric implies ZJ_{2s2} (a_2 + b_2i) = −J^t_{s1} (λ_1)Z. (4.20)

We divide Z into s_1 × 2 blocks Z^j, j = 1, .., s_2. It is very easy to see that the equation Z^jB_{(a2 +b2i)} = −J^t_{s1} (λ_1)Z^j, has nontrivial solution if and only if (a_2 − λ_1)^2 + b^2 = 0 which is not the case here. Equation (4.20) implies

Z^1B_{(a2 +b2i)} = −J^t_{s1} (λ_1)Z^1, Z^1 + Z^2B_{(a2+b2i)} = −J^t_{s1} (λ_1)Z^2, . . Z^{sj −1} + Z^{sj} B_{(a2+b2i)} = −J^t_{s1} (λ_1)Z^{sj} ,

which, again, yields Z = 0. The rest of the proof requires some cumbersome but strait forward calculations. For any item we provide an outline of the proof without going into detailed calculations.

i) The block D_r is an arbitrary symmetric matrix since it is associated to the zero block of B. The symmetric diagonal blocks D_{si} , i = 1, ..., k should satisfy H^t_{si} D_{si} = −D_{si} H_{si} where H_{si} is the shift matrix defined in (4.17). The product H^t_{si} D_{si} is obtained from D_{si} shifting all the rows one place downward and filling the first row with zeros. Similarly, D_{si} H_{si} is obtained from D_{si} shifting all the columns one place to the right and filling the first column with zeros. Having this in mind, it is quite strait forward to verify that the matrix D_{si} has the form described in the lemma. The off-diagonal blocks D_{si,sj} should satisfy H^t_{si} D_{si} = −D_{sj} H_{sj} . Again, applying the downward and rightward shifts one can verify that D_{si,sj} has the form stated in the lemma. Note that the matrix D_{si,sj} is not necessarily quadratic nor symmetric. A similar line of reasoning applies to D_{r,si} .

ii) In this case, the required equation for DB to be skew-symmetric is

(λ_2 + λ_1)Z = −(H^t_{s1} Z + ZH_{s2} ),

where λ_1, λ_2 = ±λ. When λ_1 = λ_2, the same reasoning, used in the beginning of the proof, applies and the block Z should be zero. When λ_2 = −λ_1 exploiting the shifting properties of H_{si} shows that D_r∗_{,s}−∗_j and D_s+_{i ,s}−_j have the form given in the lemma. For D_r+_{,r}− the dimension of the Jordan blocks (associated to non-degenerate eigenvalues) involved are one i.e., H_{si} = 0 so it could be arbitrary.

iii) We divide the matrix D(±θi) into 2×2 blocks Z_{ij} . As for the block D_{2r}, the matrix DB being skew-symmetric implies that these blocks should satisfy Z_{ij} ( 0 b −b 0) = − (

0 −b b 0 ) Z^{ij}. Solving this equation, one gets the symmetric blocks Z_{ii} = d_{ii}I and the blocks B_{(αij +βij i)}, i < j as claimed in the lemma. The first ”lines” ( in the two by two block form) of the blocks D_{2si} , D_{2si,2sj} should satisfy

Z_{11} ( 0 b −b 0) = − ( 0 b −b 0) Z^{11},

Z_{11} + Z_{12} ( 0 b −b 0) = − ( 0 b −b 0) Z^{12}, . . Z_{1(sj −1)} + Z_{1sj} ( 0 b −b 0) = − ( 0 b −b 0) Z^{1sj} .

Again solving these equations for symmetric matrix D_{2si} and continuing on with other lines give the form of the block D_{2si} . The same applies to the arbitrary block D_{2si,2sj} and similar process works for D_{2r,2si} .

iv) The proof of this item is similar to item (3). □ The following comments are some the outcomes of our analysis.

Remark 4.5. For a given linear vector field X = Bu we have:

1) If the matrix B has at least one pair of nonzero positive-negative eigenvalues, real or complex, then X has a Hamiltonian description with the quadratic Hamiltonian H(u) = u^tDu w.r.t a big-isotropic structure. Furthermore, if the matrix B is non-singular, then the underlying structure is a presymplectic one.

2) In the case of eigenvalue zero, presence of a three dimensional Jordan block guaranties a Hamiltonian description w.r.t. a big-isotropic structure.

3) Let d_ξ be one of the free variables of D, we define D_ξ to be the matrix obtained from D putting d_ξ = 1 and all the other free variables equal to zero. Clearly, the function F_ξ = u^tD_ξu is a constant of motion. The set {F_ξ}_ξ, where ξ runs over all the free variables of D, contains all the first integrals of X achievable by our algorithm. We will use this set of first integrals to show that the vector field X is completely integrable in the sense of Zung [12].

4) The free variables of D yield alternative Hamiltonian description for X.

We continue analysing the outcomes.

Eigenvalue zero. The following lemma proves the existence of a class of linear vector fields which can only have Hamiltonian description w.r.t. to a big-isotropic structure which is not Dirac.

Lemma 4.6. If there is no possibility for the matrix D(0), in item (i) of Theorem 4.4, to be non-singular, then ker D(0) ∩ ker J (0) ≠ 0. It can be chosen nonsingular if and only if it contains only odd dimensional^2 Jordan blocks J_{2k+1}(0) or pairs of (J_{2l}, J_{2l}).

Proof. The first block, D_r, of D(0) is an arbitrary symmetric matrix, so it can be chosen to be non-singular. In the rest of the proof we always assume that D_r is non-singular. As we mentioned before, without losing generality, we may assume that s_1 ≤ s_2 ≤ . . . ≤ s_k. Our proof goes by induction on the number of degenerate Jordan blocks. For k = 1 if J_{s1} (0) is even dimensional, then the anti-diagonal and all the upper anti-diagonals of D_{s1} are zero – see (4.10) for the case of s_1 = 4. This means that D(0) is always singular. Furthermore, since its (r + 1)^{th} column is zero, we have e_{r+1} ∈ ker D(0) ∩ ker J (0) ≠ 0.

For example, when B has r non-degenerate zero eigenvalues and a Jordan block of dimension 4 associated to a degenerate eigenvalue zero, we have

D(0) = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

D_r 0 0 0 d_{1×r} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 d_2 0 0 0 −d_2 0 d^t_{1×r} 0 d_2 0 d_4

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ .

2Every non-degenerate eigenvalue is considered as a one dimensional Jordan block.

If s_1 is odd dimensional, its anti-diagonal can be chosen to be non-zero and the rest of its elements to be zero – see (4.10) for the case of s_1 = 5. This means the matrix D_{s1} and, consequently, the matrix D(0) can be chosen to be non-singular.

Now assume that the statement of the lemma holds when J (0) has k − 1 degenerate Jordan blocks. We consider two cases.

1) If s_k is odd dimensional, we chose D_{sk} to be non-singular. Then write D(0) in the form D(0) = (

D_1 D_2 D^t_2 D_{sk} ) . For the non-singular matrix T = (

I_{(s−sk)} 0 −D^{−1}_{sk} D^t_2 I_{sk}

) we have

T^tD(0)T = (D^1 − D^2D −1 s_k D t 2 0 0 D_{sk} ) . (4.21)

Now, we show that T^{−1}J (0)T = J (0). (4.22)

The inverse of T is T^{−1} = (

I_{(s−sk)} 0 D^{−1}_{sk} D^t_2 I_{sk}

). So, considering J (0) in the form ( J_1 0 0 J_{sk} ) , we only need to show that

D^{−1}_{sk} D^t_2J_1 − J_{sk} D^{−1}_{sk} D^t_2 = 0. (4.23) Since D(0)J (0) is skew-symmetric we have

D^t_2J_1 = −(D_2J_{sk} )^t and J^t_{sk} D_{sk} + D_{sk} J_{sk} = 0.

Exploiting these two equalities yields (4.23). Equations (4.21) and (4.22) together with Remark 4.2 show that doing a change of variable by T we can restrict ourself to the matrix J_1 which has (k − 1) degenerate Jordan blocks. This in turn proves Lemma by induction.

2) If s_k is even, then D_{sk} is singular for sure. Now if s_{k−1} ≠ s_k, then the column s − s_k + 1 of D(0) is zero and e_{(s−sk+1)} ∈ ker D(0) ∩ ker J (0) ≠ 0.

For the case where s_k = s_{k−1}, we write D(0) in the form

D(0) = (

D_1 D_2 D^t_2 D_4 ) , where D_4 = ( D_{sk} D_{sk,sk} D^t_{sk,sk} D_{sk} ) and D_{sk,sk} = ∑^{sk}_{l=1} d_lK_{sk×sk} (l), as in item (i)-4 of Theorem 4.4. The matrix D_4 can be chosen to be non-singular. Simply, set D_{sk} = 0 and for the matrix D_{sk,sk} set d_l = 0, ∀l ≠ 1 and d_1 = 1. Now, we can repeat a similar change of variable as in item (1) and restrict our self to a matrix with (k − 2) Jordan blocks which proves Lemma by induction. □ Corollary 4.7. Let B be a matrix which has a single even dimensional Jordan block J_{2k}(0) i.e., any other Jordan blocks J_s(0) of B has dimension different than 2k, then the linear vector fields X = Bu has Hamiltonian description only w.r.t. a big-isotropic structure which is not Dirac.

Proof. Since the fiber of any Dirac structure L (of any type not only the ones discussed here) at a given point u_0 is of the form

L(u_0) = {(B_0z, D^t_0z)∣∀z ∈ R^m },

for some constant matrices B_0 and D_0, applying Lemma 4.6 the structure can not be Dirac at u_0 which means the structure is not Dirac. □

The Hamiltonian description presented in [8], repeated in [3, Theorem 4.2], requires the zero eigenvalues to have even multiplicity. We apply our method to the following example from [8] showing that our approach in addition to removing this requirement, detects casimirs as well.

Example 4.8. Let X = B̃u where B̃ = diag(G, G, ..., G) with

G = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ .

It is shown in [8] that X is Hamiltonian w.r.t. the symplectic structure

Ω = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 . . . . . . . . . I_2 . . . . . . . . . −I_2 0 . . . . . . I_2 0 . . . . . . −I_2 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ and the Hamiltonian function defined by the symmetric matrix ΩB̃. The matrix B̃ is not in the Jordan normal form. To do a comparison, we consider B̃ = G i.e., with only one block. The Hamiltonian given by ΩB̃ is then H_1(u) = −^1_2 (u^2_3 + u^2_4). To

apply our approach, we do the change of variable u = T v with T = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ .

Then

X(v) = (T^{−1}.G.T ) � =B v = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ v, i.e., B = diag(J_2(0), J_2(0)). By item (i) of Theorem 4.4 we have:

D = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 d_{14} 0 d_{22} −d_{14} d_{24} 0 −d_{14} 0 0 d_{14} d_{24} 0 d_{44} ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ .

If d_{14} ≠ 0, then D is non-singular and X(v) is Hamiltonian w. r. t. the Poisson

structure BD^{−1} = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 −^1_{d14} 0 0 0 0 0 1 d_{14} 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ and the Hamiltonian function

H(v) = 1 2(v tDv) = 1 2(d^{22}v 2 2 + d_{44}v^2_4 + 2d_{14}(v_1v_4 − v_2v_3)).

Linear Casimirs given by the elements of ker B are v_2(= u_4) and v_4(= u_3). So, the function H_1(u) is actually a Casimir. In [8], the vector field B̃u is paired with a Casimir trough a symplectic structure. As mentioned there, this is only possible when zero eigenvalue has even multiplicity and its Jordan blocks have the same structure. Our approach works for any dimension and any type of Jordan blocks, detecting Casimirs. Note that the vector field X is Hamiltonian w.r.t. the Poisson structure BD^{−1} and the Hamiltonian H^′(v) = d_{14}(v_1v_4 − v_2v_3). Non-zero Eigenvalues. If B is non-singular, then the underlying structure for the Hamiltonian description is the presymplectic structure ω^♯ = D^tB^{−1}. If the dimension of B is odd, then it is not possible to have symplectic structure. In the case of even dimension, it is clear that if all eigenvalues of B come in pairs ±λ_j or quadruples ±(a_j ± b_j i) and their Jordan blocks have the same structure, then the underlying structure could be chosen to be symplectic. Moreover, it is well-known that for a Hamiltonian vector field X, in the context of symplectic geometry, the Jordan blocks belonging to a real or complex eigenvalue λ have the same structure as the Jordan blocks belonging to −λ, see [8, page 453]. The following example shows that our approach can handle vector fields that have Jordan blocks with different structures associated to a pair of positive negative eigenvalues. In addition, we will see that we are able to detect isotropic vector fields which in some sense are the analogues of Casimirs. Example 4.9. Let X = x ∂ ∂x + y ∂ ∂y − 1 2(w + z) ∂ ∂z + 1 2(z − 3w) ∂ ∂w .

Diagonalizing the representing matrix we have

X(v) = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 −1 1 0 0 0 −1 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ v. (4.24)

As is mentioned in [8], since the Jordan blocks of the eigenvalues ±1 have different structures, the vector field X can not have a Hamiltonian description with a symplectic structure as underlying structure. In our approach, item (ii) of Theorem 4.4 provides D = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 d_{14} 0 0 0 d_{24} 0 0 0 0 d_{14} d_{24} 0 0 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ , and the vector field X is Hamiltonian w.r.t. the presymplectic structure

DB^{−1} = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 −d_{14} 0 0 0 −d_{24} 0 0 0 0 d_{14} d_{24} 0 0 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ with the Hamiltonian function H(u) =^1_2 u^tDu. The kernel of D is generated by

ξ_1 = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 1 0 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ , ξ_2 = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

−^{d24}_{d14} 1 0 0

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ i.e.,

X_{ξ1} = (0, 0, −1, 0) and X_{ξ2} = (− d_{24} d_{14} , 1), are isotropic vector fields. This means that any linear combination X + c_1X_{ξ1} + c_2X_{ξ2} is also Hamiltonian with the same Hamiltonian function H.

5. Integrability of Linear Systems

In this Section, we discuss integrability of linear Hamiltonian vector fields. We provide a brief introduction to the concept of completely integrable systems in the sense of Zung [12]. Following the terminology used by Zung, we omit the word ”completely”.

Definition 5.1. Let M be a m-dimensional manifold and p ≥ 1 , q ≥ 0 such that p + q = m. A m tuple (X_1, . . . , X_p, F_1, . . . , F_q), constituted of the vector fields X_i, i = 1, . . . , p and the smooth functions F_j , j = 1, . . . , q, is called an integrable system of type (p, q) on M if it satisfies the following conditions: (i) [X_i, X_j] = 0 ∀i, j = 1, ..., p,

(ii) X_i(F_j) = 0 ∀i ≤ p, j ≤ q, (iii) X_1 ∧ . . . ∧ X_p ≠ 0 and dF_1 ∧ . . . ∧ dF_q ≠ 0 almost everywhere on M.

A vector field X on a manifold M is called integrable if there exists an integrable system (X_1, . . . , X_p, F_1, . . . , F_q) of some type (p, q) on M with X_1 = X.

The system defined above is called regular on a level set N of first integrals, i.e., a level set of the map (F_1, . . . , F_q) ∶ M → R^q , if condition (iii) holds everywhere on N. An integrable system in the sense of Definition 5.1 has action-angle variables (also known as Liouville system of coordinates) around any compact regular level set N, see [12, Theorem 2.1].

Definition 5.1 only considers commuting flows and first integrals without any underlying geometric structure, for that reason it is also called non-Hamiltonian integrability. The following definition considers an underlying geometric structure as well.

Definition 5.2. An integrable system (X_1, . . . , X_p, F_1, . . . , F_q) is called Hamiltonian integrable on a manifold M equipped with a big-isotropic structures L if there exist H_1, . . . , H_q ∈ C^∞ such that (X_i, dH_i) ∈ L, i = 1, . . . , q. A vector field X is called Hamiltonian integrable if there exists a Hamiltonian integrable system (X_1, . . . , X_p, F_1, . . . , F_q) of some type (p, q) with X_1 = X.

Existence of action-angle variables for a Hamiltonian integrable system having a presymplectic, Poisson or Dirac structure as underlying geometry is proven in [12]. We are not aware of any work on the action-angle variable in the case of a big-isotropic structure which is not Dirac, but we believe that the results of [12] can easily be extended for big-isotropic structures which are not Dirac. We now state and prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.3. Every linear Hamiltonian system, X = Bu, is Hamiltonian integrable in the sense of Definition 5.2.

Proof. As in Section 4, by virtue of Remark 4.2, we consider the matrix B in the form (4.7). The proof is divided in several parts and each part deals with an specific diagonal block of B. It is clear that proving the theorem for each diagonal block separately would yield the proof for B. In each part we proceed in the following way:

Assume that the dimension of the diagonal block we are dealing with is m^′. As mentioned in item 3 of Remark 4.5, every free variable d_ξ in the matrix D, obtained by Theorem 4.4, yields a first integral. We will pick q^′ of these integrals which are independent almost everywhere. These first integrals will be denoted by F_{ξj} = u^tD_{ξj} u, j = 1, . . . , q^′ where D_{ξj} is the matrix obtained from the matrix D putting d_{ξj} = 1 and all the other free variables equal to zero.

Then we introduce the p^′ = m^′ − q^′ commuting vector fields X_i that preserve these first integrals. We need the first vector field X_1 to be the vector field at hand therefore, we set C_1 the block part we are dealing with and X_1 = C_1u. The rest of the commuting flows will be linear as well i.e., we present matrices C_2, . . . , C_p′ such that X_i = C_iu, i = 2, ..., p^′. The introduced matrices satisfy the following list of conditions

(1) X_1 ∧ . . . ∧ X_p ≠ 0 almost everywhere on R^m , (2) [C_i, C_j] = C_j C_i − C_iC_j = 0, ∀i, j = 1, . . . , p, (3) D_{ξj} C_i is skew-symmetric for every i = 1, . . . , p and j = 1, .., q. (1) Consequently, the vector field X_1 is Hamiltonian integrable w.r.t. a big-isotropic structure which will be described in each part. Note that

(1) [X_i, X_j] = 0 is equivalent to [C_i, C_j] = 0. This yields the condition (i) of Definition 5.1.

(2) The matrix D_{ξj} C_i being skew-symmetric means X_i(F_j ) = 0 which is the condition (ii) of the same definition.

(3) The condition (iii) of Definition 5.1 holds due to the way we picked the first integrals and item (1) above.

So, (X_1, .., X_p, F_1, .., F_q) is an integrable system in the sense of Definition 5.1. In each part, we will also show that (X_1, .., X_p, F_1, .., F_q) is Hamiltonian integrable, according to Definition 5.2, w.r.t. a big-isotropic structure. The matrix C_1 will be written as a linear combination of the shift matrix H_m, introduced in (4.17), and the identity matrix. Higher potentials of H_m will be used to construct C_2, . . . , C_p′ . In the complex case we will use the complex version of H_m which has, in its upper sub-diagonal, I_2 instead of 1.

Let rewrite the matrix B as B = diag(J (0), J_∗) where

J_∗ = (J (±λ_1), . . . , J (±θ_1i), . . . , J (±(a_1 ± b_1i)), . . .).

We start with the generic case of X_∗.

The case of X_∗: We divide this block itself into three types of sub-blocks i.e., J (±λ), J (±(a ± bi) and J (±θi). We begin with

J (±λ) = diag(J (λ), J (−λ)) = diag(λI_r+ , J_s+_1 (λ), . . . , J_s+_k (λ), −λI_r− , J_s−_1 (−λ), . . . , J_s−_l (−λ)),

where λ is a nonzero real eigenvalue of B. Without any loss of generality, we assume that r^+ + k ≤ r^− + l. Considering non-degenerate eigenvalues as one dimensional Jordan blocks we pair each diagonal block of J (λ) with a block of J (−λ). One gets the maximum number of integrals if this pairing is done in a way that minimises the sum of the differences between dimensions of the pairs. The extra blocks of eigenvalue −λ are left alone. The free elements of D to generate our integrals are chosen in the following manner. For every pair (J_ξ(λ), J_χ(−λ)) - if dim(J_ξ(λ)) = dim(J_χ(−λ)) = 1 i.e. both blocks are non-degenerate eigenvalues, we pick the free element associated to them in D_r+_{,r}− , - if dim(J_ξ(λ)) = 1 and dim(J_χ(−λ)) = s^−_j ≠ 1, we pick the associated free element to the non-degenerate eigenvalue J_ξ(λ) in the last column of D_r+_s−_j ,

- Similarly, dim(J_ξ(λ)) = s^+_i ≠ 1 and dim(J_χ(−λ)) = 1, we pick the associated free element in the last column of D_r−_s+_i , - if dim(J_ξ(λ)) = s^+_i ≠ 1 and dim(J_χ(λ)) = s^−_j ≠ 1, we pick all the free elements of D_s^+_{i ,s}^−_j .

The form of the matrix D(0) shows that the chosen integrals are independent. Furthermore, the number of integrals associated to any pair (J_ξ(λ), J_χ(−λ)) is

q_{ξ,χ} = min{dim(J_ξ(λ)), dim(J_χ(−λ))}. (5.1)

For the extra blocks of the eigenvalue −λ we do not associate any first integral. Therefore, Equality (5.1) holds for these left alone blocks as well.

Now, we introduce the commuting flows i.e., the matrices C_1, ...., C_p. We do so, for a pair (J_ξ(λ), J_χ(−λ)) where dim(J_ξ(λ)) = s^+_i ≠ 1 and dim(J_χ(λ)) = s^−_j ≠ 1. The other cases, including the left alone blocks of the eigenvalue −λ, are similar with the only difference that the shift matrix H_m, which will use in a moment, will

be replaced by (0 H_m) or ( 0 H_m).

Without loss of generality, we assume that s^+_i ≤ s^−_j i.e., q_{ξ,χ} = s^+_i . The integral (F_s+_{i ,s}−_j )_r = u^t(D_s+_{i ,s}−_j )_ru, r = 1, . . . , s^+_i are given by the free variables of D_s+_{i ,s}−_j defined in item (ii)-3 of Theorem 4.4. Let c_0 . . . , c_s−_{j −1} ∈ R be arbitrary numbers. We define C ∶= diag(T_s+_i , T_s−_j ) where

T_s+_i =

s^+_i −1 ∑ e=0 c_e(H_s+_i )^e and T_s−_j =

s^−_j −1 ∑ e=0 (−1)^{e+1}c_e(H_s−_j )^e.

Now, let E_l, l = 0, .., s^−_j − 1 be the matrix obtained from C setting c_l = 1 and the rest of the coefficients equal to zero. Clearly, we have C_1 = λE_0 + E_1. We set

C_2 ∶= E_1 , ...., C_s−_j ∶= E_s−_{j −1}.

These commuting matrices yield commuting independent flows. Furthermore, for every l = 1, . . . , s^−_j and r = 1, .., s^+_i , the matrix (D_s+_{i ,s}−_j )_rC_l is skew-symmetric. We have fulfilled all the conditions of List 1 therefore, the pair (J_s+_i (λ), J_s−_j (−λ)) is integrable of type (s^−_j , s^+_i ). As an example for s^+_i = 2 and s^−_j = 3 we have

D_s+_{i ,s}−_j = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 0 0 d_1 0 0 0 −d_1 d_2 0 0 0 0 0 0 −d_1 0 0 0 d_1 d_2 0 0 0

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ C = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ c_0 c_1 0 0 0 0 c_0 0 0 0 0 0 −c_0 c_1 −c_2 0 0 0 −c_0 c_1 0 0 0 0 −c_0

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ .

The big-isotropic structure, in this case, is the graph of the presymplectic structure ω^♯ = D^′(J (±λ))^{−1} where D^′ = ∑^{q′}_{r=1}(D_s+_{i ,s}−_j )_r. The calculation

(D^′(J (±λ))^{−1}C_l)^t = C^t_l (D^′(J (±λ))^{−1})^t = −C^t_l D^′(J (±λ))^{−1}

= (−1)^2D^′C_l(J (±λ))^{−1} = D^′(J (±λ))^{−1}C_l,

where we used the facts that D^′(J (±λ))^{−1} and (D_s+_{i ,s}−_j )_rC_l are skew-symmetric and [B, C_i] = 0 ⇔ [B^{−1}, C_i] = 0, shows that the matrix D^′(J (±λ))^{−1}C_i is symmetric. For every l = 1, . . . , p^′, we define the Hamiltonian H_l by

d_uH_i = D^′(J (±λ))^{−1}C_lu = ω^♯(X_l).

Consequently, the system (X_1, .., X_p′ , F_1, .., F_q′ ) is Hamiltonian integrable, according to Definition 5.2, w.r.t. the presymplectic structure ω.

The proof for a block of the form J (±(a ± bi) is exactly the same as for the block J (±λ) with the only difference that we treat the (2 × 2) blocks B_{(a+bi)} like numbers. Note that the matrices of type B_{(a+bi)} commute with each other. The last case is a block of the form

J (±θi) = diag(⊕^rB_{(±θi)}, J_{2s1} (±θi), . . . , J_{2sk} (±θi)).

For simplicity we assume that k = 1, the case of k ≥ 2 is similar. So, we set J (±θi) = diag(⊕^rB_{(±θi)}, J_{2s1} (±θi). The matrix D(±θi) obtained by item (iii) of Theorem 4.4 has blocks of four types. For the first integrals in this case we do not use the types introduced in items (iii)-2 and (iii)-4. From item (iii)-1 we only choose the free variables d_{11}, . . . , d_{rr} and all the free variables of item (iii)-3. This way we obtain, in total, q^′ = r + s_1 independent integrals. Let c_{11} . . . , c_{rr}, δ_0, . . . , δ_{s1−1}, be arbitrary numbers. We define

C ∶= diag(C_{2r}, C_{2s1} )

where

C_{2r} = diag(C_{(±c11i)}, . . . , C_{(±crri)}), C_{(±ci)} = ( 0 c −c 0) and C_{2s1} = C_0 + C_1 where

C_0 =

k_0 ∑ l=0 α_{2l+1}(H^c_{2sj} )^{(2l+1)},

C_1 =

k_1 ∑ l=0 D_{(±δ2li)}(H^c_{2sj} )^{2l},

Similar to the case of J (±λ), let E_z, z = 1, . . . , (r + k^′_1 + 1) be the matrices obtained from C setting one coefficient equal to one and the rest equal to zero. The rest of the proof follows the same line of reasoning as in the case of J (±λ) and we get a Hamiltonian integrable system w.r.t. a big-isotropic structure which is the graph of a presymplectic form. To illustrate the situation, for the cases s_1 = 4 and s_1 = 5 the matrices D_8 and D_{10} are the ones given in (4.13) and

C_8 = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

C_{(±δ0i)} δ_1I_2 C_{(±δ2i)} δ_3I_2 0 C_{(±δ0i)} δ_1I_2 C_{(±δ2i)} 0 0 C_{(±δ0i)} δ_1I_2 0 0 0 C_{(±δ0i)} ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ , C_{10} = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

C_{(±δ0i)} δ_1I_2 C_{(±δ2i)} δ_3I_2 C_{(±δ4i)} 0 C_{(±δ0i)} δ_1I_2 C_{(±δ2i)} δ_3I_2 0 0 C_{(±δ0i)} δ_1I_2 C_{(±δ2i)} 0 0 0 C_{(±δ0i)} δ_1I_2 0 0 0 0 C_{(±δ0i)}

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ , .

The case of X_0 = J (0)u: We divide this block itself into four types of sub-blocks i.e., 0_{r×r}, J_{2k+1}(0), pairs of even dimensional Jordan blocks diag(J_{2k}(0), J_{2k}(0)) and single even dimensional blocks J_{2k}(0). The block 0_{r×r} generates no dynamics. We set the underlying big-isotropic structure to be the trivial structure L_{(0,0)}. This way, we get r independent Casimirs. For the rest of the proof, note that any Jordan block J_s(0) is actually the nilpotent shift matrix H_s.

For the odd dimensional block J_{2k+1}(0) = H_{2k+1} the first integrals are defined by d_uF_1 = (K_{2k+1}(1))u,

d_uF_2 = (K_{2k+1}(1))H^2_{2k+1}u, . . d_uF_{ki} = (K_{2k+1}(1))H^{(2ki−2)}_{2k+1} u,

d_uF_{(ki+1)} = (K_{2k+1}(1))H^{2ki}_{2k+1}u = u_{2k+1},

where

K_{2k+1}(1) = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 . . . 0 1 0 0 . . . −1 0 . . . . .. . . . . . 0 −1 . . . 0 0 1 0 . . . 0 0

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ .

The commuting vector fields are

X_1 = H_{2k+1}u, X_2 = H^3_{2k+1}u, ..., X_{ki} = H^{(2ki−1)}_{2k+1} u.

It is very easy to check that (X_1, ..., X_{ki} , F_1, ..., F_{ki+1}) is an integrable system in the sense of Definition 5.1. Furthermore, (X_j, dF_j) ∈ L_{(H2k+1,K2k+1)} for j = 1, ..., k_i and (0, dF_{k+1}) ∈ L_{(H2k+1,K2k+1)} i.e., this system is Hamiltonian integrable w.r.t. L_{(H2k+1,K2k+1)}. Since K_{2k+1} is non-singular, the big-isotropic structure L_{(H2k+1,K2k+1)} is the graph of the Poisson structure π^♯ = H_{2k+1}(K_{2k+1})^{−1}. In this setting, the function F_{ki+1} =^1_2 u^2_{k+1} is a Casimir.

In the case of a pair of even dimensional Jordan blocks

diag(J_{2k}(0), J_{2k}(0)) = diag(H_{2k}, H_{2k}),

the functions F_{2k} = u_{2k}, F_{2k+1} = u_{4k}, are two Casimirs and the rest of the first integrals are defined by

d_uF_1 = W u,

d_uF_2 = W diag((H_{2k})^2, 0)u, . . d_uF_{k−1} = W diag((H_{2k})^{(2k−2)}, 0)u,

d_uF_{2k+1} = W diag(0, (H_{2k})^2)u, . . d_uF_{2k−1} = W diag(0, (H_{2k})^{(2k−2)})u,

where

W = (

0 K_{2s}(1) (K_{2s}(1))^t 0 ) . The commuting vector fields are

X_1 = diag(H_{2k}, H_{2k})u, X_2 = diag((H_{2k})^3, H_{2k})u, . . . , X_k = diag((H_{2k})^{(2k−1)}, H_{2k})u,

X_{k+1} = diag(H_{2k}, (H_{2k})^3)u, X_{(k+2)} = diag(H_{2k}, (H_{2k})^5)u, . . . , X_{(2k−1)} = diag(H_{2k}, (H_{2k})^{(2k−1)})u.

The underlying big-isotropic structure here is L_{(diag(H2k,H2k),W )} which is the graph of the Poisson structure π^♯ = (diag(H_{2k}, H_{2k}))W^{−1}.

Finally, for a single even dimensional Jordan block J_{2k}(0) = H_{2k}, the first integrals are defined by

d_uF_1 = (K_{2k}(2))u, d_uF_2 = (K_{2k}(2))(H_{2k})^2u, . . . , F_k = (K_{2k}(2))(H_{2k})^{(2k−2)}u,

where

K_{2k}(2) = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝

0 0 . . . 0 0 0 0 . . . 0 1 . . . . .. . −1 . . 0 0 −1^{..} . 0 0 0 1 . . . 0 0

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ . (5.2)

The commuting vector fields are

X_1 = H_{2k}u, X_2 = (H_{2k})^3u, ..., X_k = (H_{2k})^{(2s−1)}u.

The underlying big-isotropic structure here is L_{(H2k ,K2k(2))} which is not a Dirac structure. □

As mentioned in the proof, for the general vector field X = Bu where

B = diag(J (0), J (λ_1), J (−λ_1), . . . . . . , J (±θ_1i), J (a_1 ± b_1i), J (−(a_1 ± b_1i)), . . .), we put the first integrals, the commuting flows and the big-isotropic structures together in a diagonal form. For commuting flows we get vector fields of type X = Cu where

C = diag(C(0), C(λ_1), C(−λ_1), . . . , C(θ_1i), C(−θ_1i), . . . , . . . , C((a_1 ± b_1i)), C(−(a_1 ± b_1i)), . . .), (5.3) where the block diagonals are of a specific type ∑^{s−1}_{l=0} c_lH^i_s. In the literature, this type of matrices are referred to as upper triangular Toeplitz matrices. In fact, a matrix C commutes with B if and only if it is of the form (5.3), see [7, Theorem 9.1.1].

Acknowledgements

We are grateful to the referees for their constructive input which substantially helped to improve the quality of the paper.

References

[1] Hassan Najafi Alishah, Conservative replicator and Lotka-Volterra equations in the context of Dirac\big-isotropic structures, Journal of Geometric Mechanics 12 (2020), no. 2, 0, DOI 10.3934/jgm.2020008.

[2] Hassan Najafi Alishah and Pedro Duarte, Hamiltonian evolutionary games, J. Dyn. Games 2 (2015), no. 1, 33–49. MR3370936 [3] José F. Cariñena, Alberto Ibort, Giuseppe Marmo, and Giuseppe Morandi, Geometry from Dynamics, Classical and Quantum, Springer Dordrecht Heidelberg New York London, 2015.

[4] Theodore James Courant, Dirac manifolds, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 319 (1990), no. 2, 631–661, DOI 10.2307/2001258. MR998124 [5] Ted Courant and Alan Weinstein, Beyond Poisson structures, Action hamiltoniennes de groupes. Troisième théorème de Lie (Lyon, 1986), Travaux en Cours, vol. 27, Hermann, Paris, 1988, pp. 39–49. MR951168 [6] Jean-Paul Dufour and Aïssa Wade, On the local structure of Dirac manifolds, Compos.

Math. 144 (2008), no. 3, 774–786, DOI 10.1112/S0010437X07003272. MR2422350 [7] Israel Gohberg, Peter Lancaster, and Leiba Rodman, Invariant subspaces of matrices with applications, Classics in Applied Mathematics, vol. 51, Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics (SIAM), Philadelphia, PA, 2006. Reprint of the 1986 original. MR2228089 [8] M. Giordano, G. Marmo, and C. Rubano, The inverse problem in Hamiltonian formalism: integrability of linear Hamiltonian fields, Inverse Problems 9 (1993), no. 4, 443–467. MR1233228 [9] Izu Vaisman, Isotropic subbundles of T M ⊕ T^∗M, Int. J. Geom. Methods Mod. Phys. 4 (2007), no. 3, 487–516, DOI 10.1142/S0219887807002156. MR2343378 [10] , Weak-Hamiltonian dynamical systems, J. Math. Phys. 48 (2007), no. 8, 082903, 13, DOI 10.1063/1.2769145. MR2349409 [11] John Williamson, On the Algebraic Problem Concerning the Normal Form of Linear Dynamical Systems, American Journal of Mathematics 58 (1936), no. 1, 141–163.

[12] Nguyen Tien Zung, A Conceptual Approach to the Problem of Action-Angle Variables, Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis 229 (2018), no. 2, 789–833, DOI 10.1007/s00205-018-1227-3.

Departamento de Matemática, Instituto de Ciências Exatas, Universidade Federal de Minas Gerais, Belo Horizonte, 31270-901, Brazil Email address: halishah@mat.ufmg.br