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Abstract. In the language of tensor analysis on differentiable manifolds, we
present a reduction method of integrability structures, and apply it to recover
some well-known hierarchies of integrable nonlinear evolution equations.

1. Introduction

In the recent past, starting from the basic works of Lax [1] and of Gardner et al.
[2], alot of remarkable papers have been published which aimed at elucidating the
integrability properties of some special classes of infinite-dimensional Hamil-
tonian systems, expressed by nonlinear evolution equations (NEE’s). To describe
the properties of such systems, different approaches have been followed: some of
them were global, like the inverse scattering method in its various versions [3, 4],
which for instance allows one to linearize the associated Cauchy problem and to
construct relevant classes of explicit solutions. Some others were local, aiming at
achieving an algebraic formulation of the integrability structure of those systems:
among them, of prominent importance in our opinion is the one which can be
associated with the names of Gel'fand-Dikii et al. [5], where the Hamiltonian
structures supported by such systems are obtained from the dual algebra of certain
infinite-dimensional Lie algebras, the algebras of pseudo-differential operators of
negative degree.

The approach we wish to propose here does not belong to either of the families
we have (indeed quite roughly) indicated above. It is in fact of a fairly geometrical
nature: it investigates directly the integrability structures defined on some
differentiable manifolds, and gives criteria which guarantee the reducibility of
such structures on certain regular submanifolds. As special cases, through this
approach one is able to recover the integrability structure of the more relevant
hierarchies of NEE’s studied in the literature. A systematic and exhaustive
exposition of this method is given elsewhere [6]; however, it might be worthwhile
to emphasize here some of its advantages. First of all, its tensor nature ensures that
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the properties of the integrability structure are preserved by the reduction
procedure. Moreover, it shows how a number of (at a first glance) very different
hierarchies of NEE’s are intimately related to each other, being just different
reductions of the same original tensor structures. Finally, it suggests a “canonical”
reduction procedure, which actually gives rise to some well known classes of
integrable NEE’s, and moreover explains the “singular” nature of other integrable
systems which, though of course by themselves very interesting, are obtained
through a “non-canonical” reduction.

The purpose of this paper is twofold: to illustrate the method and to show, on
some familiar examples, how it embodies concrete and effective prescriptions. In
this spirit, the paper consists of two main parts: in the first part (Sects. 1-6) there is
a general description of the theory, the emphasis being not on the proofs of the
theorems (for which the reader is referred to [6]), but on the tools of investigation
which they provide; in the second part, we check the effectiveness of the theory, by
showing that it explains the integrability structure of the hierarchies of Ablowitz-
Kaup-Newell-Segur (AKNS) [7], Heisenberg Spin Chain (HSC) [8], Kaup-
Newell (KN) [9], Wadati-Konno-Ichikawa (WKI) [10], and “dulcis in fundo”
Korteweg-De Vries (KdV) [11].

2. Poisson-Nijenhuis Manifolds

The main objects dealt with in this paper are the Poisson-Nijenhuis manifolds.
Their definition is tersely reviewed in this section, both in global and in local form.
Both formulations turn out to be useful, either for theoretical developments or for
the applications.

Let M be a differentiable manifold (finite or infinite dimensional) modelled on a
Banach space E, and let P and N be two tensor fields on M of type (2,0) and (1,1)
respectively. Denoting as usual by X¥(M) the algebra of vector fields on M and by
X*(M) the vector space of one-forms on M, we say that the tensor P: X*(M)
—X (M) is a Poisson tensor on M if it is skewsymmetric, of constant rank and
fulfils the condition

[Pa, PR1=P- {a, B}, @.1)

This means that for any pair of one-forms o, f € X*(M), the commutator [ Pe, Pf]
of the two vector fields Pa, Pf € X(M) is the vector field associated to the “Poisson
bracket”! defined as:

{0, B}p:=Lpo(B) — Lpp(2%) + d<er, P , 22)

where L,(-) denotes the Lie derivative along the vector field ¢ € X(M).
Analogously, we define N to be a Nijenhuis tensor on M if it has constant rank
and “zero torsion”, i.e., it fulfils the condition:

[No,Nyp]—N[No,p]—N[o, Np]+N*[o,p]=0 23)
for any pair of vector fields ¢,y € ¥(M).

1 Wemake here a slight abuse oflanguage, as in general the Poisson bracket is defined on closed
forms
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Finally, we say that the (Poisson) tensor P and the (Nijenhuis) tensor N endow
the manifold M with a “Poisson-Nijenhuis structure” (in shorthand notation: PN
structure) if they fulfil the two coupling conditions:?

NP=PN*, (2.4)
Lpy(N) - ¢ — PL,(N*a)+ PLy,(#) =0, 2.5)

i.e., if the product NP is again a Poisson tensor. In a strict sense, these are all the
definitions which are needed further on in the paper. However, when dealing with
the construction of a PN manifold, we face two variants of conditions (2.4), (2.5)
which naturally lead to introducing two other kinds of manifolds, called PQ2 and
PQ manifolds respectively. Their definition relies upon the following remarks. Let
0 be a second Poisson tensor on M such that its Schouten bracket [13] with P is

identically zero:

[P,Q]1=0, (2.6)
and assume that Q, as a mapping from X*(M) to X¥(M), is invertible. Then, it can be
shown [6] that P and the tensor N

N:=PQ~! 2.7)

endow M with a PN structure. Similarly, let Q be a presymplectic tensor on M, i.c.,
a closed skew-symmetric tensor of type (0,2) of constant rank, and assume that the
product QPQ is again a presymplectic tensor

d(QPQ)=0. (2.8)
Then, it can be shown that P and the tensor N defined as:
N:=PQ 2.9)

endow M with a PN structure.

On the basis of these remarks, we are led to consider manifolds M endowed
either with a pair of Poisson tensors P and Q fulfilling condition (2.6) or with a pair
of tensors P and Q fulfilling condition (2.8). Later on these manifolds will be
referred to as PQ (or “twofold Hamiltonian” [ 12]) manifolds, and as PQ manifolds
respectively.

Let us now turn to the local version of the above definitions. To this end, let us
first identify the manifold M with an open set U of a Banach space (“local chart™);
the tensor fields @, N, P will be then expressed by mappings Q: U x E->E*, N:U
x E—E, P:Ux E*¥*>E, linear with respect to the second argument. Denoting
again by ¢ and a arbitrary elements of E and E* respectively (being now identified
with fields and one-forms constant on U), and by u an arbitrary point of U, these
mappings can be then written in the form:

«=Q,0, (2.10)
¢=N,p, (2.11)
p=Pu. (2.12)

2 Informula (2.4) by N* we mean the adjoint of N defined as: {a, Np) = (N*a, p)>Vo e X*(M),
pe X(M)
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Consistently, we shall denote by:
Qle;w); Nyo;w);  Puosy) (2.13)

the Fréchet derivatives with respect to u (at constant ¢ and «) of the tensor fields Q,
N, P evaluated at the point u in the y direction [14, 15]. In terms of the notations
(2.10)«2.13), the conditions corresponding to the specific properties of the tensor
fields Q, P, N take the form:

{Q@; ), xy +cyclic permutation=0 (closure), (2.14)
{a, P[(B; P,y)> +cyclic permutation=0, (2.15)
No; Nw)—Ni(p; Nyo)+ N (Ny(y; 0) — Ni(@;¥) =0, (2.16)

while the coupling conditions which allow one to define the PQ2 and PN manifolds
become respectively:

(PUQ,0;v), Q> +<Q(p; P2Wp), x> +cyclic perm.=0, (2.17)

{a,N,P.,B>+<B,N,P,oy=0, (2.18)
o Ni(P.B; 0) = Ni(o; P.p)>
+<B, Ny(@; P,2) + N P,(; 9) — P (et; N9) > =0. (2.19)

As for the property (2.6), since we are not going to use it explicitly in the rest of the
paper, we omit here its (rather cumbersome) local version.

Next, let us consider a change of local chart on M, that is a local
difftomorphism f:U—U between open sets U and U of E. According to the
elementary transformation laws for vectors ¢ and for one-forms «, given by:

¢=f0; a=f*-a (2.20)

it is readily seen that the representatives Q,, N,, P, of the tensor fields Q, N, Pon M
obey the transformation laws:

Q=412 ()77, 221
Ny fi=1i N, (2.22)
Py=f" P, f*, (2.23)

where f,* is the dual of the Fréchet derivative f,, defined as:
<OC= fu,q)>:<ful* e (P> . (224)

Taking into account the above local definitions and properties, one can thus define
a local PN manifold as an open set U of a Banach space E, endowed with two
mappings N : E—»E, P: E*—E, which fulfil the “closure conditions” (2.15), (2.16),
the “coupling conditions” (2.18) and (2.19), and which, under local diffeomor-
phisms, obey the transformation laws (2.22) and (2.23) respectively. Obviously,
one can also define a local PQ manifold in an analogous way.
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3. The Basic PN Manifold

Throughout this paper, a single example of manifold M endowed with different
PN structures will be considered, in order to recover different classes of integrable
NEE’s. This manifold is modelled on a Fréchet space rather than a Banach space,
in contrast with the standard assumptions of the theory. A priori, this would
require some care in dealing with it, since, as is well known, not all the results for
Banach manifolds hold for Fréchet manifolds. In our case, however, a general
discussion of the difficulties arising from this extension can be avoided, as the
simple nature of our manifold will allow us to verify directly, on the example, the
validity of the construction described on a theoretical ground for Banach
manifolds.

Let then IF be the Fréchet space IF: = C* (R, gl*(2, C)). As the manifold M, we
consider the affine hyperplane of IF formed by the matrix-valued C* functions
u:R-gl*(2,C), obeying given asymptotic conditions.

In other words, the points of our manifolds will be, in the applications, 2 x 2
matrices whose entries are scalar C* functions defined on the whole real axis R
and obeying preassigned asymptotic conditions. (We notice parenthetically that,
with no essential extra-troubles, one could even consider the case of n x n matrices
whose entries are themselves matrices: this would be the so-called “non-abelian”
case [6,16]). '

The vectors ¢ and the covectors o will be then C® matrix-valued functions
¢ :R-gl*(2,C) and o : R—gl(2,C) which fulfil the asymptotic conditions:

lim ¢(x)=0, l llim ax)=0,

[x] =00

the value of the covector o on the vector ¢ being given by

(@) =Tr if: dxa(x)p(x). (3.2)
On this manifold we shall consider the following four Poisson tensors:
Pioa=o,, (3.3)
Pya=[u,a], (3.4
Pya=o,+[u,a], (3.5)
P,a=[a,a], (3.6)

where, in formula (3.6), a is an arbitrary x-independent matrix.

Considered in pairs, (P, P,) and (Pj, P,) define on M two different PQ
structures which according to the literature will be denoted as chiral structure and
AKNS structure. Moreover, since P, and P; are invertible, to both such structures
is naturally associated a Nijenhuis tensor (mostly denoted as “recursion operator”
[17] in the literature), given by:

Nyo:=[u, _f 0dx], (chiral), (3.7)

N,p:=P,-P;'lp, (AKNS). (3.8)
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Although different, the above two structures are actually closely related (such a
relation being usually called “gauge-equivalence”). One can indeed show that all
the Poisson structures (3.3)~(3.6) can be derived, through a systematic procedure,
by a single “group-theoretical” tensor structure; here, however, we are neither
going to discuss the group theoretical origin of the tensor fields so far introduced,
referring to [6] for such derivation, nor to show explicitly that they fulfill all the
required “closure” and “coupling” conditions. As an example, we will just show
that N, (3.7) is indeed a Nijenhuis tensor, mainly to elucidate how the local
conditions (2.14)~2.19) can be handled in a concrete case. To this aim, we notice
first that: .

Nido;y)=[w, fw @dx], (3.9)

whence it follows:

N1u(@; N1,9) =N (w; N1,0)

[ 5v] So]-[[wf0] So]-[a[ 0 Le]] e

On the other hand, we have:
N1 (N1lo;v) — N1, (w; 9))

- l:u, _’fw [w, _’fw q)dx’:l dx} [ l:(p, i wdx’} dx]
i

=[u, T wax- § gd— w( i > pdi— | gax: [ pax
+ 10 <_?;O wdx') dx] I:u, [ 0§ pix ] dx:I
- I:u [_fw i, | (pdxﬂ .

(Thus condition (2.16) is fulfilled.) (3.11)

The validity of the remaining relations can be directly checked by the reader
through a straightforward, although tedious, calculation.

Our purpose will be now to show that a systematic investigation of the
previous PN structures will naturally lead to deriving some of the main classes of
nonlinear evolution equations (in one space dimension) solvable by the Inverse
Spectral Transform. To achieve this goal, we still need an essential tool, namely the
“theory of reduction”, which will be the subject of the following section.

4. The Theory of Restriction

There are several reduction techniques for a given PQ or PN structure [6]; here we
shall confine ourselves to illustrate the simplest among them, relying on the so-
called “restriction method”. The problem amounts to determine the regular
submanifolds S C M, which inherit from M a PQ or PN structure in the same way
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as any surface embedded in a Euclidean space inherits a Riemannian structure.
However, in contrast with the Euclidean case, it is easy to show, by concrete
examples, that not any submanifold SCM can inherit the structures of M: to
guarantee such “inheritage” one has to impose simple compatibility conditions
between S and the structures of M.

To express them, let us first introduce the following notations:

X(S, M): the algebra of the vector fields defined on S, taking values in TM,

X*(S, M): the vector space of the one-forms defined on S and taking values in
T*M,

X(S): the algebra of the vector fields tangent to S,

X(S)°: the “annihilator” of X(S), i.e., the set of one-formse X*(S,M) which
vanish on X(S),

X3(S): the subspace of one-forms belonging to X*(S, M) mapped by P into
vector fields tangent to S.

Moreover, let us introduce a parametrization of S, consisting of a new manifold
M’ and of a differentiable injection f: M’— M, whose image is exactly S:

f(M)=§, @.1)

and whose differential df (m"): T,,M'—-T,S is everywhere injective (technically
speaking, f is an “immersion” of M"in M [18]).
We will denote by:

df 19’ e XM~ eX(S, M) o(f(m)=df(n)-g'm),  (42)
Of ae X*¥(S, M)y’ e X*¥(M) o' (m)=0f(m)-a(f(m)), 4.3)
the linear mappings induced by f between the vector fields and (respectively) the
one-forms defined on M’ and those defined on S. By definition, df is an injective
mapping whose image is X(S), while Jf is a surjective mapping whose kernel is
Xx(S)°.
We are now able to state the following theorem, which provides sufficient
conditions in order that a given PQ structure can be restricted on S.

Theorem 4.1 (Restriction Theorem for PQ2 Manifolds). Let M be a PQ manifold and
S a regular submanifold of M, parametrized by (M, f : M’'—M). If the following
conditions:

XE(S)+X(S)°=X%(S, M), (4.4)
Q(X(S)) CXE(S), 4.5)

are fulfilled on S, then S inherits from M arestricted PQ structure, which in the given
parametrization is defined on M’ by the tensors:

Pi=df '-P-5f|:ks) (4.6)
Q:=5f-Q-df . @.7)

Without proving this theorem, we make a few comments in order to explain the
meaning of the conditions (4.4)(4.5) and the use of the formulas (4.6), (4.7). The first
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condition ensures that the restriction of 4 f on X}(S) is again a surjective mapping,
hence possessing a right-inverse, df|zz(s,: X*(M")—X§(S, M), such that:

5f‘3£;s(5) : 5f|x_;51(5) = idlM’ . (4-8)

Concretely, such a right-inverse can be constructed in the following way: first of all,
one determines the subspace X3(S) of the “constrained one-forms”, by solving the
equation:

PX}(S)=X(S). 4.9)

Then, one considers the equation:
of ca=o', o'eX*¥M), (4.10)

o being an arbitrary one-form € X*(M"), and constructs its general solution in the

standard way:
a=0,+X(S)°, (4.11)

where by o, we mean a particular solution of (4.10) while X(S)° is of course, by
definition, the general solution of the associated homogeneous equation: such a
general solution can be written explicitly, in parametric form, by taking advantage
of the Lagrange-multipliers technique. Finally, one determines the Lagrange
multipliers (or possibly just some of them) by requiring that the solution (4.11) ful-
fils the constraint conditions (4.9). Furthermore, condition (4.4) also entails that
Kerd f|gps S Ker P, so that the product P - df |z s, does not depend on the choice
of the right-inverse. Thus, the definition (4.6) is well posed, and in [6] one has
shown explicitly that P is again a Poisson tensor. So the first condition ensures
that P is reducible on S. As for the second condition, we notice first that, as is well
known [19], formula (4.7) defines a pre-symplectic tensor on M’: thus, the role of
condition (4.5) is just to guarantee that P" and Q' define again a PQ structure on
M’. According to (2.8), this amounts to show that the product Q'P'Q’ is again a
presymplectic tensor. To this aim, let us notice that, due to (4.6), (4.7), we have

QPQ=5f-(QP)- (0f lxps)- 0.) - (Qdf), (4.12)
and that (4.5) entails:
(0f legs) - 0) - (Qdf)=Qdf . (4.13)

Therefore, the closure property required on Q'P’Q’ follows from the analogous
property of QPQ.

However, we have to point out that condition (4.5) is only a sufficient condition,
since what is really required is that QP(5f| 25 /) be a presymplectic tensor, not
necessarily equal to QPQ on X(S). So, it might happen that the reduced tensors Q’
and P’ define again a PQ structure on M’ although condition (4.5) is not fulfilled:
we shall come back to this point when discussing the applications (Sect. 10).

An analogous restriction theorem holds for PN manifolds: we give here just the
statement of this theorem, referring to [6] for the proof.

Theorem 4.2 (Restriction Theorem for PN manifolds). Let M be a PN manifold and
S aregular submanifold of M, parametrized by (M, f : M'— M). If condition (4.4) is



Reduction Technique for Infinite-Dimensional Hamiltonian Systems 123

fulfilled on S and moreover it holds that

NE(S) CcX(S), 4.14)
then S inherits from M areduced PN structure, defined, in the given parametrization,
by the tensors: Pi=df 1P 3flsds .15)

N:=df ' N-df. (4.16)

To make the above theorems effective, one has to assign some criteria in order to
select regular submanifolds S which fulfil the required conditions. To go further
on this subject, one has to look somewhat deeper at the geometrical features of PN
manifolds (we shall just consider this case, since, as already remarked, any PQ
manifold is a PN manifold as well). This will be done in the next section.

5. Some Elements of the Geometry of PN Manifolds

Let M be a PN manifold. The first essential element of the geometry of such
manifolds is the integrable distribution (in the Frobenius sense [19]) defined as:

D, =P,(T*M), meM. (5.1)

9,, is called the characteristic distribution of the Poisson tensor P, while its
integral manifolds are called the characteristic leaves of P.

Let then S be any one of such leaves, and let us restrict N to S (i.e., let us
consider N as acting just on the vectors ¢ tangent to S). Due to the coupling

condition (2.4), we have: N(X(S) CX(S). (5.2)
which implies that the leaf S is invariant with respect to N. We can thus iterate the

action of N on X(S), hence defining the two sequences of distributions given, for
each point me S, by the subspaces:

ImNX: = {y(m)e T,,S : w(im)=NEp(m), for some p(m)eT,S}, (5.3)
KerNE:={y(m)e T,,S : N y(m)=0} . (5.4

The first sequence fulfils the obvious inclusion relations:
ImN>ImN2>...0ImNX>..., (5.5

while for the second one we have the reversed relations:
KerNCcKerN2cC...CKerN*c.... (5.6)

We shall assume that, Ym € S, there exist a finite index r(m)=ind(N) (m), called the
(Riesz) index of the tensor N at the point m, such that for k =r(m), both sequences
(5.5) and (5.6) become stationary [20]:

ImN,=ImN’"; KerN,=KerN,"!. (5.7)

We shall also assume r(m) to be constant (i.e.: m-independent) on the leaf S.
Under the above assumptions one can show [6] that all the previous
distribution (5.3) and (5.4) are integrable, and that the characteristic distributions
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of N, namely the distributions Im N}, and Ker N}, intersect transversally on S,
fulfilling the relation (“Splitting Theorem”, [20]):

T,,M=ImN, ®KerN},. (5.8)

Let then S’ be any integral submanifold of the distribution ImNj}, (referred to,
henceforth, as a characteristic leaf of N on S). A simple argument shows that both S
and §’ fulfil the conditions of the restriction theorem (4.2), and thus support a
reduced PN structure. Indeed the very definition of S and the skew-symmetry of P

entail: 5(S)=X*(S,M) < S:char. leaf of P, (59
X(S)°=KerP. (5.10)

Thus, condition (4.4) is (by (5.9)) trivially fulfilled together with (4.14). Hence it
follows that S supports a reduced PN structure. As for §, it suffices to remark that:
(i) The reduced Poisson tensor P’ on S is kernel-free (this property being a
consequence of the reduction law (4.4) and of (5.10), which implies Ker P=Kerd f);
(i) P’ and N’ fulfil the coupling condition (2.4) on S;
(iii) The Splitting Theorem (5.8) entails:

XS, M)=ImN" ®KerN". (5.11)
Indeed, (i) and (ii) imply:
X(S)=ImN"=P'(Im(N*)), (5.12)
whence:
X5(S)=Im(N™*). (5.13)
Thus, the reduction condition (4.4) is an immediate consequence of (iii) once it is
noticed that X(S)° =Ker (N*) . (5.14)

It is moreover readily seen that also the reduced tensors on §’, say P” and N”, are
both kernel-free (this being again a consequence of the Splitting Theorem), so that
the whole procedure amounts to deducing a reduced, kernel-free PN structure
from the original one (under the only condition of a finite Riesz index for N). To
derive this reduced structure it is sufficient to perform two subsequent restrictions:
the first one will be performed on a characteristic leaf of P, the second one on a
characteristic leaf of N (lying on the previous leaf). Of course, the procedure may
well end just at the first step: indeed, if ind(N') =0 there is no further restriction to
be performed.

The method of reduction outlined above is in some sense canonical, but it is not
the only possible one at all. One can easily check, through concrete examples, that
there are regular submanifolds S which, though not being characteristic manifolds
of P and N, are nevertheless endowed with a PN structure inherited from the
ambient space M. This fact is intimately related to the existence of a further
reduction technique (“‘reduction by projection” ) which exploits the existence of the
second class of characteristic manifolds of N, namely the integral manifolds of the
distribution Ker N”. A description of this technique is outside the scope of the
present paper. Referring again for details to [6], we shall give here a modified
version of it, which does not explicitly require the use of the projection formalism.
The key idea of this version is very simple and amounts to show that, under
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suitable assumptions on S, it is possible to modify the given PN structure so to
obtain a novel structure which has S as a characteristic manifold and thus is
reducible on S. The main drawback of this technique is that it does not suggest any
criterion to select a priori the submanifolds S satisfying the required assumptions.
However, once such a submanifold has been somehow determined, the technique
we are going to describe turns out to be quite effective and fast in leading to the
final result. For the sake of simplicity, it is convenient to consider just the Nijenhuis
tensor (omitting the study of the Poisson tensor). This will be done in the next
section.

6. A Reduction Method for Nijenhuis Manifolds

Let M be a Nijenhuis manifold and S a regular submanifold of M. Let us assume

that:
(i) N has a finite Riesz index r, which is constant on S, so that:

T,M=ImN, ®KerN;,, VmeS. 6.1)
(ii) S is transversal to the distribution KerN’, so that:
T,M=T,S®KerN,, VmeS. (6.2

Under the above assumptions, S inherits from M a Nijenhuis structure which can
be constructed in the following way. First of all, one considers the canonical

projection wm): T,M—>ImN',, meS (6.3)

associated to the decomposition (6.1), and notices that, due to (6.2), the restriction
n(m) of n(m) on TS is a bijection. It is then possible to consider its inverse
n(m)~': ImN,,—T,S and to construct the mapping N,,:T,M—T,S, meS,
defined as: Noi=m(m) " N,y n(m). 6.4)
One can then show that the mapping (6.4) defines a new Nijenhuis tensor on
X(S, M) for which S is a characteristic manifold. To construct the reduced
Nijenhuis structure we have just to introduce an arbitrary parametrization

(M', f:M'->M) of S and to follow the procedure given in Theorem (4.2). The
reduced structure will be thus given by the formula:

N'=df '.N-df. (6.5)

The proofs of the assertions made in this section are given in [6]: here we will just
show the effectiveness of this reduction technique by applying it to some special
cases, discussed in Sects. 10 and 11.

7. The Integrability Structure of the AKNS Hierarchy

Let M be the affine hyperplane of IF= C* (IR, gl*(2, C)) defined in Sect. 3, endowed
with the PN structure induced by the Poisson tensors:

Po:=[a,a], (7.1
Qo:=a,+[u,a], (7.2)



126 F. Magri, C. Morosi, and O. Ragnisco

where a is a x-independent matrix, arbitrary in principle, which however
throughout this section will be identified with the Pauli matrix o5:

a=g05=diag(l, —1). (7.3)

As explained in Sect. 2, the pair (P, Q) induces on M a canonical Nijenhuis tensor
iven by:

given by N:=PQ!. (71.4)

The purpose of the present section is the reduction of the above PN structure first
on a characteristic leaf of P and then on a characteristic leaf of N, according to the
“standard scheme” given in Sect. 5: through this twofold reduction we shall obtain
in a simple way the “integrability structure” of the AKNS hierarchy.

Let us first notice that the characteristic distribution of P is given by:

ImP={peX(M):p,=0}, (1.5)

when the subscript D stands for the diagonal part of a matrix. Its integral manifolds
are then the affine hyperplanes given by:

up=C, (7.6)

when C is any constant (matrix), to be determined from the initial conditions. Let
us make the simplest choice, namely C=0, so that:

S={u:up,=0}. (7.7)

To determine the reduced PN structure on S we have just to choose a suitable
parametrization of S, applying then formulas (4.15) and (4.16). The most natural
choice amounts to taking as a parameter space M’ the affine hyperplane of off-
diagonal matrices (matrices with zero entries on the main diagonal), and as
parametrization f:M’—M the canonical immersion:

fiuw-u=u'. (7.8)

Since the vector fields ¢’ € ¥(M") and the one-forms o” € X*(M’) are simply given by
off-diagonal matrices, we readily get:

af :9'=e=9’, (7.9)
Of ta—o'=dgp, (7.10)

where the subscript OD denotes the off-diagonal part of a matrix.
Formula (7.10) follows from:

Kof -, ") =<a,df ") =< ap, ¢”> +<top, ¢ =<otop, ¢ - (7.11)
The simplest choice for the right-inverse of df is thus:
of liod/—a=0a. (7.12)
Applying then formulas (4.15) and (4.16) we get:
Po/=df ' P-6f'-o'=[050], (7.13)

@ =Ng'=df 1-PQ"1.df -¢'. (7.14)
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Equation (7.14) can be obviously replaced by the equivalent system:

Qa=df ¢’ < a,+[u,a]=¢’,

(7.15)
Po=df-¢" < [63,a]=¢’,
which yields

(px + [ 00p]) + (%op, « + [, ap]) = ¢, (7.16)
[o3,20p]=¢". (7.17)

Equation (7.16) in turn, splits into:
dp=— I [u/5 aOD]dx s (7183)
@’ =0op,x— l:U/, [ [, “on]dx:I 5 (7.18b)

so that the reduced Nijenhuis tensor N’ is obtained by getting rid of «p, from (7.17)
and (7.18b). Turning to the usual notation by components:

’__ 0 q . ’_ 0 (pl . r__ O a2
ol O [ S TR B

x

1_ _ _
¢1=501s—4 [ (9¢,+r@,)dx, (7.20)

—

we get:

X

1 P
P2=—7Gaxtr | (a92+7¢1)dx, (7.21)

which is the well known “recursion operator” for the AKNS hierarchy. Such
operator is invertible, hence it has Riesz index r=0. Thus the reduction procedure
ends at the first step, as pointed out in Sect. 5.

As a final remark, we just notice that the reduction procedure given in this
section can be easily generalized to n x n matrices, replacing o5 by a diagonal
matrix with distinct entries, and even to the so-called non-abelian case.

8. The Recursion Operator for the Heisenberg Chain

Let us consider again the manifold M of the previous example. Now, we shall think
of it as endowed with the “chiral” PN structure, defined by the tensors:

Po=a,, 8.1)

N¢=[u, j)f q)dx:I. (8.2)

—

In this case the only characteristic leaf of P is given by the whole hyperplane M
(since P is invertible); thus the only non-trivial reduction can be performed on a
characteristic leaf of N. We notice that

ImN ={¢: Tru*¢p=0,k=0, 1} . (8.3)
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The integral leaves are then given by:
Sc={u:Tru*=C,k=1,2}. (8.4)
We make the special choice:
S={u:Tru=0,Tru*=1}, (8.5)

corresponding to the integral leaf passing through the Pauli matrix o5.
When u belongs to S, we have:

KerN={y:y=24Jd+(uu),; A, pe C*(R,C)}. (8.6)

Thus Im N and Ker N are transversal on S: hence S is a characteristic leaf of N and
ind(N)|s=1.

To get the reduction of the starting PN structure on S, the most natural choice
of the parameter space M’ is the manifold S? given by:

§2:={qeR3:q-q=1}. (8.7)

Identifying T,(S*) and T*(S?) with the space of vectors which are tangent to S at
the point q, namely setting:

T,(8*):={yeR?*:y -q=0}, (8.8a)
T¥S*):={BpeR>:p-q=0}, (8.8b)

the parametrization (S, f: $2— M) of the submanifold S is then given by:
fiqou=q-§¢, (8.9)

where 6 =(0,,0,,05), 6; being the Pauli matrices, and the mappings df : X(5?)
—X(S, M), 6f : X*(S, M)—X*(S?) take the explicit form:

af :y—op=y-§6, (8.10)

of: =20—2(a- 8.11

where fia—p=2a-2-q, (.11
3

a=1 Y. Tr(ao;)eV. (8.12)
2j=1

Formula (8.11) follows from the very definition of 6 f, which entails:
ofo, py=<a,dfp)
+
=Tr | X a(y-e?)s;dx

w0
+ o0 + o
= [ v Y Tr(ag)edx= | 2y-odx. (8.13)
— Jj — 00
The constraint (8.8a) on y implies:
B=0f -a=2a+4q, (8.14)
and thus the constraint (8.8b) on B yields:
A=—2u-q. (8.15)
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Let us first consider the reduction on S of the Nijenhuis tensor N given by (8.2). The
reduced tensor N': X(S%)—X(S?) is defined as:
N:=df ' -N-df, (8.16)
which yields:
v=Ny=df " -N-(y-9)

=df‘1[u, i lp-&dx] =df_1<2iq/\ i 1pdx>-6

—

“2ign | wdx, 38.17)

— 00
where we have used the well-known relation:

3
[u’(p&]=[q6-,(p6‘]= .Zl qiq)j[O'i,O'j]

L=

=203 &3q:0;0,=2iqAQ- G . (8.18)
ij

To invert N’, getting in this way the recursion operator generating the Heisenberg
chain hierarchy, we notice that, from (8.17), it follows:

%(wmq)fw—[q(m I} wdx>] . (8.19)

X

Thanks to the constraint (8.8a), Eq. (8.19) can be explicitly (and uniquely) solved
with respect to 1, yielding:

1 X
v=—5 [w’A q—q (_fw (W' A Q). quH : (8.20)

X

Let us now turn to the reduction of the Poisson tensor P (8.1). To this aim, we
construct the right-inverse of the adjoint mapping J f, which reads:

Sf 1 iBo2u=Al+uq-G+B-6, 8.21)

where A and u are “Lagrange multipliers” to be determined by imposing the
constraints induced by the choice of the leaf (8.5). So, by requiring:

Tro,=Tr(ou), =0, (8.22)
we get:
i=0, u=— [ (B.-qux, (8.23)
and thus: )
5 lessy: B—20=B-6— @0 . q)dx) q-6. (8.24)

The corresponding reduced Poisson tensor
P X*(S*)->X(SH)=df "' P-6flzss) (8.25)
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can be then evaluated explicitly, yielding:

o 1 .
y=PPp= 3 Tr(po;)e? = 3 Tr(o,0,)e

= él—lTr {[B-&— (_jf lix-qu> q-&] aj} eV
%[B— (_fw B.- qu) q] : (8.26)

9. Integrability Structure for KN Hierarchy

The manifold M considered in the previous examples will be now thought of as
endowed with the PQ structure, defined by the Poisson tensor P:

Poa=o,+[u, o], 9.1
and by the symplectic tensor Q:

Qo= | ¢dx, ©.2)
and thus by the Nijenhuis tensor N =PQ:
No=¢+ I:u, | q)dx:| : 9.3)

We shall show in this section that the above PQ (or equivalently PN) structure can
be reduced on the submanifold

S:={u:up=o0,}, 9.4

although S is not a characteristic manifold of P and that the resulting reduced
structure is the integrability structure for KN hierarchy.

In order that P be reducible on S, it is sufficient that it fulfils the condition (4.4)
of Theorem (4.1), namely:

*(S)+X(S)° =X*(S, M). 9.5)
Since this condition entails
X(S)°nX%(S)CKerP, 9.6)
and since, in the case under scrutiny, P is kernel-free, we have to show that
X*(S, M) =X(S)° @ X§(S), .7
ie., that any o € X*(S, M) can be uniquely written in the form:
a=f+y, BeX(S)°, yeX)S). -8
But the validity of (9.8) follows immediately from the structure of X(S)° and X3(S).
Indeed, we have:
X(8)%:={B: Bop=0}, 9.9)

X5(8):={y:7p,x+ [Hops Yool = 0}. (9.10)
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So, we can uniquely write o=+, with:

B=ap+ _.“ [4op, dopldx ;
" ©.11)

X
Y=0%op— J [uops %opldx .

— ©

To get the explicit reduction of the PQ structure (9.1), (9.2) we take advantage of the
parametrization already introduced in Sect. 7, which yields:

u=u'+a3; @=¢’; o'=0ogp, (9.12)
where u’, o, ¢’ are 2 x 2 off-diagonal matrices. The restricted right-inverse of the
mapping Jf is then given by:

Ofleds) o —>y=a'— | [, ]dx. 9.13)

Thus, the reduced tensor P': X*(M")—X(M") reads:
@'=Po:@'=df "1 P-6f|gs o

=df‘1~P<o¢’— _jfc [u’,oc’]dx)
=df~1. (rx;— [u’, j [w, oc’]dx] +[03,a’]>

—al— I:u’, 7w aqu] -l 9.14)

On the other hand, the symplectic tensor Q is obviously reducible on §’, its
reduction being simply given by:

Qo'=6f-Q-df -o'=6f - f pdx= | ¢@dx. 9.15)

Hence, the tensor N'=P’Q’ is given by:

@'=No¢:¢'=¢ — |:u’, )f [u’, ij go’dx]dx:|+[a3, Jf go’dx]. 9.16)

However, in this case, the condition (4.5) of Theorem (4.1) is not fulfilled, as we
have:
ve QE(S))NEE(S)=0. 9.17)

Thus, we cannot be sure, a priori, that the tensor N’(9.16) is a Nijenhuis tensor. On
the other hand, as already remarked in Sect. 4, condition (4.5) is only a sufficient
condition: therefore, it is again possible that the tensor Q'P’Q'=Q'N’ be a
presymplectic tensor (hence ensuring N’ to be Nijenhuis), but one has to check it
directly. Since Q'P’Q’ is clearly skew-symmetric, we have just to check the closure
condition d(Q'P'Q)=0. For this purpose, it is convenient to write:

QPQU=0,+Q,, (9.18)
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where
Qo= | @dx+ | {:0'3, | (p’dx}dx, 9.19)
Q0 =— | N¢lx, (9.20)

N being the Nijenhuis tensor:
No:= [u, ] qodx} (9.21)

associated to the integrability structure of the Heisenberg chain hierarchy.

The tensor Q,, being (skew-symmetric and) constant on S, is obviously
presymplectic. As for Q,, it is presymplectic because, as already discussed in Sect. 8,
the Nijenhuis tensor of the Heisenberg chain is “well-coupled” with the symplectic

operator f dx. Hence, the tensor N’ (9.16) is again a Nijenhuis tensor, and,

together w1th P’, defines a PN structure on the submanifold S. Finally, we notice
that N'=1+ N, which implies that N is a Nijenhuis tensor too, obviously well-
coupled with Q'. The integrability structure of KN hierarchy is just given by N ~*
and Q7' =0,. To get their explicit expression, we use the notation by components
(7.19). We can thus write:

—

¢/=N€0/3§51=2_f @dx+2q _j (q _.f Qadx—r § (P1dx>dX,

; ; ; . (9.23)
Gr==2 | @rdx—2r | <q I gadx—r | tpxdx> dx.
The tensor N can be easily inverted, yielding:
¢'=N"1¢"2¢,= <</31+q i (q¢z+r¢1)dx>
! (9.24)
2¢,= < Gyt I (q<pz+r<01)dx> :
The tensor €'~ ! is clearly given by:
O =Q 70 Q=0 Py = (9.25)

The first equation in the KN hierarchy is obtained by setting in (9.24) ¢, =q,,
q-)Z =Ty
Remark. The natural question now arises whether, analogously to the AKNS
structure, even the KN structure could be generaiized to nxn matrices, by
replacing again ¢, by a diagonal matrix with distinct entries. It turns out that for
the KN structure this generalization does not take place, because, although the
Poisson tensor P is always reducible, the tensor Q'P’Q’ is no longer presymplectic.
Indeed in this case:

QPQA=0,+Q,+Q;, 9.27)



Reduction Technique for Infinite-Dimensional Hamiltonian Systems 133

where the extra-term

Qpi=— | [op, i [u i q)dx] dx] dx (9.28)

—® —
is not presymplectic. Only for 2 x 2 matrices Q vanishes identically, since, in this

case
Lop; [top, Pop]]1=0. (9.29)

Hence, as noticed in the Introduction, through this “non-canonical” reduction
procedure we have selected a somehow “singular” case.

10. The Recursion Operator for WKI Hierarchy

As an example of the reduction method for Nijenhuis manifolds described in
Sect. 6, we will get here the recursion operator associated to the so-called WKI
hierarchy.

Let M be the manifold considered in the previous sections, endowed with the
Nijenhuis tensor:

Nq):=|:u, | q;dx]. (10.1)
Let S be the submanifold:
S:={uup=o0;}. (10.2)
We shall show that N is reducible on S since ind(N)|s=1, and:
X(S,M)=X(S)®KerN . (10.3)
In terms of the usual notation by components:
(! a
ueS.u-(r _1>, (10.4)
P1 @2
eX(S,M): =( >, 10.5
peX(S,M): ¢ 01 s (10.5)
ne X¥(S, M): o= (“1 “2>, (10.6)

the distributions Im N and KerN, at any point u of S, are given by
ImN:={p:p;+v,=0,2y; +qps +rp, =0}, (10.7)
KerN:={y: 61 =+ W 22 =q)s; x3=Wr); xa=GA—p)}.  (10.8)

One can then easily see that the two distributions Im N and Ker N are transversal,
as ye KerNnImN implies:

X1+1a=0 = 4,=0, (10.9)
20 +qx3+rx2=0 = u=0. (10.10)
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Moreover, since we have:
X(S):={p:01=0,=0}, (10.11)

it follows from (10.8) and (10.11) that X(S) and KerN are also transversal.

The reducibility conditions for N given in Sect. 6 are thus all satisfied.

To perform this reduction explicitly, one has first to determine the projection
7:X(S,M)-»ImN and its restriction = :X(S)—ImN. Since ind(N)=1, any
@ € X(S, M) can be decomposed uniquely as:

o=yp+y; welmN, yeKerN. (10.12)
Taking into account (10.7) and (10.8), we get:
Wi+t =04,
Pt A= U=y,
V2 + ()<=, (10.13)
Y3+ (=03,
qps+ry,+2y, =0.
From the first two equalities in (10.13) it follows:
2,=01+t04;  291=0,—0,—2u,, (10.14)

which, inserted in the last 3 equalities, yield:

X

1
n=5a | al@i—g,+qps+re)dx;  a=(l+gr)" 7. (1015)

Thus, the projection = is given by

21}’1=(P1_(P4—<a _f a((P1—(P4+CI§03+V<P2)dx> )

M2y =20, — <aq i a(<p1—<p4+q<03+r<pz)dx) ;
. ¥ (10.16)
2p3=205— <ar | a(cv1—<p4+qw3+r<pz)dx> ;

2pa= =1+ st <a | ae, —c04+q<p3+r<pz)dx> :
Its restriction 7, [which one obtains by setting ¢, =@, =0 into (10.16)] reads:
2y =— <a ) a(q(P3+r§02)dx> )

— o0

2y, =20, (aq i a(q<p3+r<pz)dx> :

] (10.17)
2p3 =205~ <ar i a(qu3+wz)dx> :

X

21P4=<a j a(q(P3+r€0z)dx) .

—
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From (10.17) it follows that the inverse n; ' : Im N—X(S) is given by:

20, =2y, + <q )l (qw3+rwz)dx> :
? * (10.18)

g Lot

X

2¢3=2w3+<r g (qw3+rw2)dx> :

The Nijenhuis tensor N’, reduced on the submanifold S, is then given by:
¢s=N'ps: ps=ns 'Nnsps=ns ' [u, | ns(ﬂst] (10.19)

The explicit expression of N’ is very involved: much simpler is the explicit
expression of its inverse, which will be easily recognized to be the recursion
operator associated to the WKI hierarchy.

We have:

@s=N""'¢s: ps=ng5 ‘N 'n5ps, (10.20)
where N; ! is the inverse of the restriction of N on Im N, which uniquely exists
since ind(N)=1.

To evaluate N; *, we notice that:

P2=2 [ wy+q [ (qus+ryp,)dx
P=Nyp: % 5 (10.21)
Ps==2 1 ws—r | (qws+ryo)dx,

whence it follows:
"Pax —qP3x=2(1 +qr) (rp, + qp3)

X

+(1+gr), | (y,+qyps)dx, (10.22)

—

and thus:

a * _ _
”Pz"‘qllh:(z | a(’”W2x—‘11P3x)dx> . (10.23)

From (10.21) and (10.23) we derive the explicit expression of N; !, which reads:
- a I - _
2y =Py — <§ q _.‘. a(ro.— CI'P3x)dx>
. ” x (10.24)
21.02 = 1*]33x - (E r .[ a(”ﬁzx - qu-)3x)dx>

—

p=N;'p:

Finally, the reduced inverse N'~! is obtained by noticing that:

(10.18)

20, = 21P2+<q _j (‘N’a"‘rlpz)dx)

(10.23),(10.24) _

= oy (10.25)

X

(10.17) _

1 x _ _
¢2x_§<aq | a(qq)3+r(p2)dx> )

— 0
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and, analogously:
203=2yp3+ (r | (aws +rwz)dX>

= —P3, (10.26)

x

- 1 ¥ _ _
=—@3;t 3 <ar _j a(qP3 +r(p2)dx>
The operator given by (10.25), (10.26) is the recursion operator for the WKI
hierarchy.

11. A Further Example of Reduction of a Nijenhuis Structure: The KdV Hierarchy

As afinal application of the reduction method, we will show in this section how the
well-known recursion operator for the Korteweg-De Vries (KdV) hierarchy can be
obtained by reducing, according to the technique displayed in Sect.6, the
Nijenhuis tensor:

N:=PQ !, (1L.1)

where P and Q are the Poisson tensors defined as:
Qo:=o,+[u,a], (11.2)
Po:=[a,a]. (11.3)

In formulas (11.2), u is again a point in the manifold M considered in the previous
8 é) The submanifold S C M on which we
are going to reduce N is the manifold of 2 x 2 traceless Frobenius matrices, namely:

S:={u,,~:<(1) 8‘)} (11.4)
%(S):{%:(g (6’)} (11.5)

In contrast with the case treated in Sect. 10, we have now ind(N)=2 for any uj.
In fact ImN=ImP={{: (%, +§,=0, P, =0}, (11.6)
KerN=0QKerP={1:73=0, f4x—L1x =212} » (11.7)

so that InNnKerN =0.
On the other hand, taking into account that:

sections and a is the constant matrix <

so that

KerN?={y:y=Qux, PneKerN}, (11.8)
ImN?={y:yp=Pa,QuelmN}, (11.9)

one gets:
KerN2={X:4X2+2X1x_2x4x—x3xx=0}s (1110)

ImN2={1P:W1+W4=0:w3=03w2=IP1x}’ (11.11)
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which easily yield InN?@XKer N2 = X(S, M). Thus, denoting by ¢ any arbitrary
element of X(S, M), the decomposition ¢ =1 + y implies:

P1=v1+%1,
P2=P1x+ T 3xs+3a— X1 (11.12)
P3=%3,
Pa=—P1+Xa-
From (11.12) it follows that:
212 = —4P3ex+ 92— HPs— P1)ss (11.13)

the projection 7 : X(S, M)—»ImN? is then given by:

1 1 x 1
Pi==g Pty I gadx—2 (04— o)
VTR
oY 1 11
1P2=”§(P3xx+§€02—z((/’4_§01)x,
(11.14)
p3=0,
1 1 x 1
U)4=_1P1=§(P3x—§_j (Pzdx+z(€04_(P1),
the restriction 7 : ¥(S)>ImN? reads:
| pdx ¢
Tsi@poypip=5| " . , (11.15)
0 — | odx
so that n; ' : Im N2—X(S) is given by:
. 0 2p,,
nsl:lp—w)F:(pF=<0 ?;1) (11.16)

To conclude, the Nijenhuis tensor N’, reduced on the submanifold of 2x2
Frobenius matrices (11.4) and defined as:

Gr=N'¢p: pr=ns 'PQ ™ 'ns0p (11.17)

is obtained by eliminating « from the equations:
¢p=ns 'Pa, (11.18a)
nspp=Qo. (11.18b)

From (11.18a) we get:
P=24—0y), (11.19a)



Scheme

Hierarchy Integrability Reduction Reduction “Recursion operator”
of NEE’s structure technique submanifold of the hierarchy
. 1 _ =
AKNS Pa=[a,a] Geometric S:={u:up=0} Q= Ego,x—q { (g, +rpy)dx
Qu=o,+[u,al (Sect. 5) —o
- 1 x
No=P-Q 1¢ (P2=_5¢2x+r I q®,+7p,)dx
Eqgs. (7.20-21)
1 x
HSC Po=o, Geometric §2:={qeR3:|q|=1} w:—Zi[w’Aq—q( [ @A q)x-qu>:|
No= I:u i qodx:l (Sect. 5) Eq. (8.20)
1 x
KN Po=o, +[u, o] Geometric S:={u:up=os} (p1=§[q31 +q j (r¢q +q¢2)dx]
x J (Sect. 5) ) e "
Qo= x _ T _
¢ Jm ¢ ¢2=—7 [(pz—r | e, +q<pz)dx]
No=o¢+ [u, § (pdx:| Eq. 9.23)
WKI x Algebraic S:={u:up=o0;} 1_ 1 x _ _
No= l:u, Jw (pdx:l (Sect. 6) P ®Py= 5 Pox— n aq _fw a(qp;+rp,)dx N
1 _ 1 x B B
¢3= =3 @t gl ar [ alg@s+rpo)dx
(Egs. (10.25-26)
Kdv Pa=[a,ua] Algebraic §io 0 u 1_ 1 x 5d
Qu=o,+[u, o] (Sect. 6) 1Y\ 0 (p——Z(pxx-l—u(D-i—Eux Jw(p X E
No=P-0~1¢ q.(11.21)

8¢l

oostugey " pue ‘ISOION D ‘USeN "I
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while (11.18b) yields:

f dx =20 +uaz—a,],

¢ =2[0, +u(otg—0y)] (11.19b)

0=a3+ (g —otg)— [ @dx=2[04,+0, —ua;].

— 00

From Egs. (11.19b) it follows:

1 X
== 2 (00g — 0t )+ 200ty — 04) + _.L (g —0ty)dx, (11.20)
and thus, using (11.19a):
1 1 x
¢:N/_1¢=_Z¢xx+“¢+§ux j @dx, (1121)

which is the well-known recursion operator of the KdV hierarchy.

For a more general discussion, explaining in particular the origin of the
submanifold S of traceless Frobenius matrices, the reader is referred to [6].

In the previous scheme, the examples considered in Sects. 7-11 are briefly
summarized. The reduction technique described in Sect.5 and based on the
restriction Theorem 4.2 is called “geometric”, while the reduction for Nijenhuis
manifolds described in Sect.6 is denoted as “algebraic”. In the last column
(“recursion operators”) we give the forms of the reduced Nijenhuis tensors as they
usually appear in the literature.
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