arXiv:2212.10130v3 [math-ph] 14 Dec 2023

Solutions to the wave equation for commuting flows of dispersionless PDEs

Natale Manganaro^1, Alessandra Rizzo^1, Pierandrea Vergallo^{2,3}

1 Department of Mathematical, Computer, Physical and Earth Sciences University of Messina, V.le F. Stagno D’Alcontres 31, I-98166 Messina, Italy E-mail: nmanganaro@unime.it, alerizzo@unime.it 2 Department of Mathematics ‘F. Enriques’, University of Milano, Via C. Saldini 50, Milano 20133, Italy 3 Sez. Milano, Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Via Celoria 16, Milano 20133, Italy E-mail: pierandrea.vergallo@unime.it

December 16, 2023

Abstract Motivated by the viewpoint of integrable systems, we study commuting flows of 2-component quasilinear equations, reducing to investigate the solutions of the wave equation with non-constant speed. In this paper, we apply the reduction procedure of differential constraints to obtain a complete set of solutions of such an equation for some fixed velocities a^2(u, v). As a result, we present some examples of Hamiltonian integrable systems (as the shallow water equations) with relative symmetries, conserved quantities and solutions.

Keywords: Hamiltonian Systems; Wave equation; Method of Differential Constraints.

1 Introduction

Along the years many mathematical methods have been proposed for determining exact solutions of partial differential equations (PDEs). Among the others, in 1964 Yanenko [1] proposed the method of differential constraints and applied it to gas dynamics. The main idea is to add to the equations under interest some further differential relations. These play the role of constraints because they select classes of particular exact solutions admitted by the overdetermined set of equations (the original ones along with the additional differential constraints). The method is developed on two steps: first the compatibility of such an overdetermined system is solved, then exact solutions of the full set of equations is determined (the interested reader can refer to [2]). If the resulting overdetermined system is in involution [3, 4, 5], such a method is particularly useful for first order hyperbolic systems. Indeed, an increasing number of significative results have been obtained in the field of nonlinear waves [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14].

Within such a theoretical framework, here we consider the wave equation

f_{vv} − a^2(u, v)f_{uu} = 0, (1)

where a(u, v) is the non-constant wave speed. The research of exact solutions of (1) in a closed form is of interest both for a theoretical point of view and for possible applications. In particular, this equation generalizes the celebrated wave equation with constant speed, which represents a key model in continuum mechanics.

Furthermore, as we will show in the next sections, equation (1) plays a key role in the theory of integrable systems, in particular for the one-dimensional quasilinear homogeneous first order system u^i_t = V^i_j (u)u^j_x, i = 1, 2 . . . , n. (2) Specifically, in (2), known also as hydrodynamic type system, u^i(x, t), i = 1, 2, . . . n are the field variables depending on the space variable x and the time variable t; V^i_j is an affinor (or simply the matrix coefficient depending on u) and u = (u^1, . . . u^n) is the n-component vector of field variables u^j. In Sections 2 and 4, we discuss simmetry, conservation laws and the related integrability of systems (2) in connection with the solutions of (1). Preliminarly, we briefly recall some basic notions on Hamiltonian formalism for evolutionary systems, i.e. systems of the form u^i_t = F^i(u, u_σ), i = 1, 2, . . . , n, (3) where σ is a multi-index indicating the number of derivations with respect to the independent variable x, and F^i are smooth functions of the arguments. Let us consider a linear differential operator A^{ij} = a^{ijσ}D_σ and define for every pair of functionals f, g {f, g}_A = ∫ δf δu^i A^{ij} δg δu^j dx. (4) The operator A^{ij} is said a Hamiltonian operator if the associated bracket (4) is a Poisson bracket, i.e. (4) is skew-symmetric and satisfies the Jacobi identity (by definition, the bracket satifies the Leibniz rule). Then (3) is a Hamiltonian if there exist a Hamiltonian operator A^{ij} and a functional H = ∫ h(x, u, u_σ) dx such that

u^i_t = F^i(u, u_σ) = A^{ij} δH δu^j , i = 1, 2, . . . , n, where δ/δu^j is the variational derivative.

For the specific case of evolutionary system of hydrodynamic type (2), B.A. Dubrovin and S.I. Novikov [15] introduced a class of homogeneous operators of first order

P^{ij} = g^{ij}∂_x + Γ^{ij}_k u^k_x, (5)

where the adjective homogeneous refers to the order of derivation of each term (here the Einstein notation is used). In [15, 16] the authors proved that in the non-degenerate case (i.e. det g^{ij} ≠ 0), the operator (5) is Hamiltonian if and only if g_{ij} = (g^{ij})^{−1} is a flat metric and Γ^j_{ik} = −g_{is}Γ^{sj}_k are Christoffel symbols compatible with g. Operators (5) naturally arise in systems (2) whenever the Hamiltonian density h depends on the field variables u only. In this case, if a hydrodynamic type system is Hamiltonian in the sense of Dubrovin and Novikov we have u^i_t = V^i_j (u)u^j_x where V^i_j = g^{is}∇_s∇_j h(u).

In Section 2 we introduce the notion of commutative flows for hydrodynamic type systems with the Hamiltonian property and we prove that their integrability is strictly related to the wave equation (1).

Within such a theoretical framework, the main aim of this paper is to find exact solutions of (1). As pointed out also by Makridin and Pavlov in [17], complete solutions to (1) are very important because they explicitly represent the infinitely-many symmetries and conservation laws of Hamiltonian systems of hydrodynamic type (2) in 2-components.

In particular, in Section 2 for the convenience of the reader, we motivate our investigation by introducing the main concept of commuting flows for hydrodynamic-type systems. In Section 3 we determine for specific cases the solution to the wave equation (1) parameterized in terms of two arbitrary functions. In Section 4, using the results obtained in the previous section, we characterize classes of Hamiltonian systems which we prove to be integrable. Finally we give some comments and remarks in Section 5.

2 Commuting flows in the theory of integrable PDEs

In this section, in view of studying Hamiltonian systems in two components, we sketch some general results obtained for Hamiltonian integrable systems. The theory of integrable systems is mostly based on the concept of commuting flows. Indeed, having infinitely many commuting flows guarantees the integrability property. For dispersionless systems of PDEs, we briefly recall that two systems

u^i_t = V^i_j u^j_x, u^i_y = A^i_ju^j_x, (6) are said to commute if and only if their flows commute, i.e. u_{ty} − u_{yt} = 0. In such a case, the vector field φ = A^i_j(u)u^j_x ∂ ∂u^i (7) is a symmetry for the system u^i_t = V^i_j u^j_x and viceversa. Now, as we mentioned in the introduction, in [15] it was proved that the natural local Hamiltonian structure for quasilinear systems of homogeneous first order PDEs is given in terms of first-order homogeneous operators. Moreover, in the nondegenerate case (i.e. when the leading coefficient g^{ij} is nonsingular), being g a flat covariant metric, it is always possible to apply local changes of complex coordinates such that g^{ij} = δ^{i,n+1−j} =: η^{ij}. (8) Consequently, (see Corollary 2.2 in [18]) any Hamiltonian system of dispersionless PDEs can be reduced to u^i_t = η^{ij} ∂^2h ∂u^j ∂u^k u^k_x, (9)

where the Hamiltonian functional is of hydrodynamic type (i.e. the Hamiltonian density h only depends on the field variables and not on their derivatives). The commutativity of systems of type (9) with Hamiltonian functionals H = ∫ h(u) dx, F = ∫ f(u) dx is then equivalent to the condition {H, F }_P = 0, where P = η^{ij}∂_x is the canonical Poisson bracket. In coordinates, this condition reads

∂^2h ∂u^i∂u^l η^{lk} ∂^2f ∂u^k∂u^j − ∂^2h ∂u^j ∂u^l η^{lk} ∂^2f ∂u^k∂u^i = 0 (10)

As far as we know, there is no general solution to condition (10) even in the case of a lower number of components. Therefore, in the following Subsection we will investigate this equation in the case n = 2.

2.1 Commuting flows in 2-components

Let us now focus on 2 components Hamiltonian quasilinear systems , i.e. hydrodynamic type systems of the form ( u v ) t = ( 0 1 1 0 ) ∂_x ( h_u h_v ) , ( u v ) y = ( 0 1 1 0 ) ∂_x ( f_u f_v ) (11)

whose Hamiltonian functionals are H = ∫ h(u, v) dx F = ∫ f(u, v) dx. Relevant examples of this type in physics are the shallow water equations in Eulerian and Lagrangian coordinates, the gas dynamic systems and the Hamiltonian systems describing a nonlinear elastic medium. Such systems will be studied in details with their respective Hamiltonian densities in Section 4.

Now, considering the two component case of (10), the following result holds.

Theorem 1. The Hamiltonian systems in (11) commute if and only if

h_{uu}f_{vv} − h_{vv} f_{uu} = 0 (12)

Let us assume that h_{uu}h_{vv} ≠ 0, indeed if h(u, v) is linear in u or v the equation (12) trivially solves with a corresponding linear f(u, v). However, corresponding Hamiltonian systems turn out to be non-diagonalizable (see Section 4).

Now by requiring h_{uu}h_{vv} > 0 and setting h_{vv} h_{uu} = a^2(u, v), from (12) we get

f_{vv} − a^2(u, v)f_{uu} = 0, (13)

along with

h_{vv} − a^2(u, v)h_{uu} = 0. (14)

Therefore, for a given wave speed a^2(u, v), any pair of functions f(u, v), h(u, v) determined from (13) and (14) ensure that the Hamiltonian systems (11) commute. Furthermore, we notice that every function f(u, v) commuting with the Hamiltonian density h(u, v) is a conserved quantity for the Hamiltonian system defined by h(u, v). Viceversa, h(u, v) is a conserved quantity for the Hamiltonian system characterized by the Hamiltonian density f(u, v). Hence, solutions of the wave equation (1) are also relevant in the theory of integrable systems.

Finally, we remark that if f̄(u, v) is solution to (1), then f̄(u, v) + c_1v + c_2u + c_3uv + c_4 with c_i constants gives a trivial new solution. Therefore, in the next Section, we look for solutions of (1) up to the linear one f(u, v) = c_1v + c_2u + c_3uv + c_4. We emphasise that a general solution of (12) is impossible to find in explicit form for an arbitrary function h(u, v). Then, in what follows, we apply the method of differential constraints in order to restrict h(u, v) such that equation (13) is completely solved.

3 Exact solutions to the wave equation

In this Section, within the theoretical framework of the Method of Differential Constraints, we look for solutions of (1) which satisfy also the nonlinear differential constraint Φ(u, v, f, f_v, f_u) = 0. (15) In passing we notice that the relation (15) is called an intermediate integral of (1) if all solutions of (15) are also solutions of (1) (for further details see [2]).

In order to study the compatibility between (1) and (15), setting P = f_v, Q = f_u, S = f_{vv} , R = f_{uu} and W = f_{vu}, differentiation of (15) along with (1) leads to S − a^2(v, u)R = 0 Φ_u + Φ_f Q + Φ_QR + Φ_P W = 0 (16) Φ_v + Φ_f P + Φ_QW + Φ_P S = 0

Since here we are interested in determing exact solutions of (1) in terms of arbitrary functions, we require that the determinant of the matrix coefficients of the system (16) in the unknown S, R and W is zero. Thus, we are led to the conditions

Φ_Q − aΦ_P = 0 or Φ_Q + aΦ_P = 0

whose integration gives Φ = P − λQ − g(v, u, f) (17) where we set λ = ±a, while g is a function to be determined. In the following, without loss of generality, we will consider the case λ = a. Of course a similar analysis can be carried on in the remaining case λ = −a. Therefore, taking (17) into account, from (16) we obtain the following compatibility conditions

λ_f = 0 λ_v + λλ_u + 2λg_f = 0 (18) g_v + λg_u + gg_f = 0

After some simple algebra, integration of (18) gives λ = 1 (A(η)v + B(η))^2

(19) g = √ λ (A(η)f + C(η)) (20)

where, if A(η) ≠ 0, η is given by u = − 1 A(η) (A(η)v + B(η)) + η (21)

while, if A(η) = 0, η is defined by u = v B^2(η)

+ η (22)

In (19), (20) A(η), B(η) and C(η) are unspecified functions. Therefore, owing to (15) and (17), exact solutions of (1) are obtained by solving the first order semilinear equation f_v − λf_u = √ λ (A(η)f + C(η)) . (23)

It is of relevant interest to notice that, since the integration of (23) is parameterized by one arbitrary function and moreover the function C(η) is arbitrary, by solving (23) by the method of characteristics, an exact solution of (1) is obtained in terms of two arbitrary functions. Therefore we were able to prove the following theorem: Theorem 2. If the function a(v, u) assumes the form a(v, u) = 1 (A(η)v + B(η))^2 with η given by (21) or (22), then the solution of (1) can be obtained in terms of two arbitrary functions by integrating the first order equation (23).

According to Theorem 2, the wave speed a^2(u, v) is defined in implicit form by (21) or (22) so that, once a(u, v) is given, the general solution of (1) will be determined by integrating (23). Hereafter, in order to give some explicit forms of a(u, v) which allow the solution of the wave equation (1) in a closed form, we will consider some different cases.

Case 1. Here, in the case where A(η) ≠ 0, we assume A = 1 √ c_0η , B = v_0 √ c_0η

where v_0 and c_0 are arbitrary constants. In such a case, from (19) and (21) we obtain

a^2(u, v) = c^2_0u^2 (v + v_0)^2 (v + v_1)^2 , η = u(v + v_0) v + v_1

(24)

where we set v_1 = v_0 − c_0. Moreover, integration of (23) gives the following solution of the wave equation (1) f = √ u (v + v_0) (v + v_1) (θ_1(η) + θ_2(σ)) (25) where θ_1(η) and θ_2(σ) are arbitrary functions, while σ = u (v + v_1)

v + v_0 .

Case 2. We require A(η) = 0 and B(η) = v_0 η , where v_0 is an arbitrary constant. In such a case, from (19) and (22) we get

a^2 = u^2 (v + v_0)^2 , η = v_0 u v + v_0

(26)

while integration of (23) gives f = √ u(v + v_0) (θ_1(η) + θ_2(σ)) (27) where θ_1(η), θ_2(σ) are arbitrary functions and

σ = u(v + v_0). (28)

Case 3. Here, we assume a(u, v) = p(v) q(u). Therefore, owing to the analysis above, from (18) we find that p(v) and q(u) must satisfy the relations 2 d dv ( p^′ p ) = p^2 ( p^′ p^2

)_2

+ k_0p^2 (29) 2 q^{′′} q^′ − q^′ q = − k_0 qq^′ (30)

where k_0 is an arbitrary constant. Equations (29) and (30) can be easily integrated when k_0 = 0. In such a case we have p(v) = c_0 (v + v_0)^2

, q(u) = c_1(u + u_0)^2 (31)

where c_0, c_1, v_0 and u_0 are constants, so that the wave speeds a^2(u, v) assumes the form

a^2 = a^2_0 ( u + u_0 v + v_0

)_4 (32)

with a_0 = c_0c_1. Finally, by integrating (23) we obtain

f = (u + u_0)(v + v_0) (θ_1(η) + θ_2(σ)) (33)

where θ_1(η) and θ_2(σ) are arbitrary functions, while η = 1 u + u_0 + a_0 v + v_0 , σ = 1 u + u_0 − a_0 v + v_0

. (34)

Finally, as particular cases, we first consider q = 1, so that the function a(v) adopts the form

a^2(v) = k^2_0 v^4

(35)

with k_0 an arbitrary constant, while the solution of (1) is given by

f = v (θ_1(η) + θ_2(σ)) (36)

where θ_1(η) and θ_2(σ) are arbitrary functions and

η = u + k_0 v , σ = u − k_0 v .

Next, if we require p = 1, we soon get a^2(u) = k^4_1 u^4 (37) where k_1 is an arbitrary constant, while integration of (23) gives f = u (θ_1(η) + θ_2(σ)) (38) with θ_1(η) and θ_2(σ) arbitrary functions, while

η = v + 1 k^2_1 u , σ = v − 1 k^2_1 u .

Remark 1. Notice that cases defined by (35) and (37) are equivalent. Indeed, considering the change of dependent variables u ↔ v and renaming k_0 = 1 k^2_1

, we map the first case onto the second one. Indeed, after the chosen change of variables we obtain f_{uu} − 1 k^4_1 u^4 f_{vv} = 0 ←→ f_{vv} − k^4_1u^4f_{uu} = 0. (39)

Remark 2. The solutions of the wave equation (1) given in cases 1, 2, 3, are obtained iff the coefficient a(v, u) takes one of the form (24)_1,(26)_1, (32), (35) or (37)_1. If we want to determine solutions of (1) with arbitrary coefficient a(v, u) we need to adopt a different strategy. For instance, in the case a(v), looking for solution under the form f(u, v) = F (u)G(v), (40) we find F^{′′}(u) − k̂F (u) = 0 (41) G^{′′}(v) + k̂^2a^2(v)G(v) = 0 (42) where k̂ is an arbitrary constant. Therefore, once the coefficient a(v) is specified, from (41), (42) different exact particular solutions of (1) can be determined depending if the constant k̂ is positive or negative. Of course similar results can be obtained in the case a(u).

4 Examples

In this section we characterize classes of integrable Hamiltonian systems for which we can explicitly present infinite commuting flows. The importance of finding commuting flows is double: for each commuting flow we explicitly find a symmetry of the system (as in (7)) and a corresponding conserved quantity. Indeed, let us remark that conservation laws for quasilinear systems are 1-forms ω = Adt + Bdx closed modulo the equation. Then, in the 2-component hydrodynamic case, i.e. A = g(u, v), B = f(u, v), they satisfy

(f(u, v))_t = (g(u, v))_x, (43)

where f(u, v) is solution of (1). In this section we will present some explicit examples by using the results of Section 3. Such symmetries and conserved quantities could be of interest for their physical meaning, which is not strictly object of this paper.

Before listing some examples, let us recall that for hydrodynamic-type systems u^i_t = V^i_j u^j_x, the Haantjes tensor

H^i_{jk} = N^i_{pr}V^p_j V^r_k − N^p_{jr}V^i_p V^r_k − N^p_{rk}V^i_p V^r_j + N^p_{jk}V^i_r V^r_p , (44)

where N^i_{jk} is the Nijenhuis tensor

N^i_{jk} = V^p_j V^i_{kp} − V^p_k V^i_{jp} − V^i_p (V^p_{kj} − V^p_{jk}), (45)

is strictly related with their diagonalizability (see [19]). In particular, if H^i_{jk} = 0 and the eigenvalues of the velocity matrix V^i_{,j} have the same algebraic multiplicity as their geometric multiplicity, then the system of PDEs is diagonalizable. For systems in 2 components, the annihilation of the Haantjes tensor is trivially satisfied. Then, a hydrodynamic-type system is diagonalizable depending on the number of distinct eigenvalues and their related eigenspaces. For systems in form (9), we notice that the matrix of velocities has the following form:

V^i_j = ( h_{uv} h_{vv} h_{uu} h_{uv} ) . (46)

For such systems, two eigenvalues coincide if and only if the discriminant of the chacteristic polynomial annihilates, i.e. if h_{uu}h_{vv} = 0. It follows that two cases arise:

a. The hamiltonian density is nonlinear in both the field variables, the corresponding equation for commuting flows reduces to the wave equation and all the corresponding systems are diagonalizable. For such systems, we apply what found in the previous Section in order to explicit all the commuting flows for additive and multiplicative separable examples with each of the studied cases;

b. The hamiltonian density is linear in one of the field variables and the corresponding system could be non-diagonalizable. In this case, the wave equation trivially solves with a linear f(u, v).

Let us consider the two cases in details.

a. Distinct eigenvalues

In Subsection (2.1) we verified that Hamiltonian systems like (11) commute if their Hamiltonian densities satisfy (12). In the previous Section we find solutions of the wave equation (1) in terms of two arbitrary functions. Hence, any Hamiltonian density h(u, v) arising from (14) characterizes a Hamiltonian system admitting infinitely many commuting flows. These are determined by the infinitely many Hamiltonian densities f(u, v) solutions of (13), implying the integrability of the system. In such a way, for a fixed wave speed a^2(u, v) chosen according to (24), (35) or (37), we are able to determine infinitely many Hamiltonian systems characterized by h(u, v), which are integrable. In what follows, we will give some examples of densities h(u, v).

Case I) First, we consider the case of a Hamiltonian density h(u, v) in the additively separable form h(u, v) = H_1(u) + H_2(v). (47) Substituting (47) in (14), we find the following densities. i) If a^2(u, v) is given by (24), then

h(u, v) = −c_1 ln u + c_0c_1 (2v + v_0 + v_1) (v_1 − v_0)^3 ln ( v + v_0 v + v_1 ) , (48)

where c_1 is an arbitrary constant. The corresponding Hamiltonian system admits infinitely many commuting flows determined by (25).

ii) If a^2(u, v) is given by (26), we have

h(u, v) = c_1 ln(u(v + v_0)), (49)

where c_1 is an arbitrary constant. The corresponding Hamiltonian system admits infinitely many commuting flows determined by (27).

iii) If a^2(u, v) is given by (32), we have h(u, v) = c_1 6 [ 1 a^2_0(u + u_0)^2 + 1 (v + v_0)^2 ] , (50)

where c_1 is an arbitrary constant. The corresponding Hamiltonian system admits infinitely many commuting flows determined by (33).

iiii) If a^2(u, v) is given by (35), we have h(u, v) = c_1u^2 2 + c_1k^2_0 6v^2

, (51)

where c_1 is an arbitrary constant. The corresponding Hamiltonian system commutes with infinitely many Hamiltonian systems characterized by f(u, v) given by (36).

Case II) Here we look for Hamiltonian densities h(u, v) of the form h(u, v) = H_1(u)H_2(v). (52) By inserting (52) in (14), after some algebra, we find the following i) If a^2(u, v) is given by (24), then

H_1(u) = c_1u c0+ √_{c20+4k0} 2c0 + c_2u c0− √_{c20+4k0} 2c0 , (53a)

H_2(v) = √ (v + v_0)(v + v_1) ( c_3 ( v + v_1 v + v_0 )_{k1} + c_4 ( v + v_0 v + v_1 )_{k1} ) , (53b)

where k_1 = √ (v_0 − v_1)^2 + 4k_0 2(v_0 − v_1) and c_1, c_2, c_3, c_4 are arbitrary constants.

ii) If a^2(u, v) is given by (26), we have

H_1(u) = c_1u^{12 (1−c0)} + c_2u^{12 (1+c0)}, (54a) H_2(v) = c_3(v + v_0)^{12 (1−c0)} + c_4(v + v_0)^{12 (1+c0)}, (54b) where c_0, c_1, c_2, c_3, c_4 are arbitrary constants.

iii) If a^2(u, v) is given by (32), we have

H_1(u) = (u + u_0) ( c_1e √ k a0(u+u0) + c 2e^− √ k a0(u+u0) ) (55a)

H_2(v) = (v + v_0) ( c_3e √ k v+v0 + c 4e^− √ k v+v0 ) , (55b)

for k > 0 and

H_1(u) = (u + u_0) ( c_1e √ −k a0(u+u0) + c 2e^− √ −k a0(u+u0) ) (56a)

H_2(v) = (v + v_0) ( c_3e √ −k v+v0 + c 4e^− √ −k v+v0 ) , (56b)

for k < 0. Here, c_1, c_2, c_3, c_4 are arbitrary constants.

iiii) If a^2(u, v) is given by (35), we have

H_1(u) = c_1u sinh ( 1 k_0u √ k_1 ) + c_2u cosh ( 1 k_0u √ k_1 ) , (57a)

H_2(v) = c_3e v √ k_1 + c_4e^− v √ k_1 , (57b) for k_1 > 0 and

H_1(u) = c_1u sin ( 1 k^2_0u √ −k_1 ) + c_2u cos ( 1 k^2_0u √ −k_1 ) , (58a)

H_2(v) = c_3 sin ( v √ −k_1 ) + c_4 cos ( v √ −k_1 ) , (58b)

for k_1 < 0. Here, c_1, c_2, c_3, c_4 are arbitrary constants.

Remark 3. In the theory of dispersionless systems, we say that a Hamiltonian density is said separable if there exist two functions of one variable α(u), β(v) such that h_{vv} h_{uu} = α(u) β(v) . (59)

Moreover, if α(u) = 1 we say that it is a generalized gas Hamiltonian density.

In [20], the authors investigate equation (12) in the separable case. Starting from the trival solution f^∗, they construct an infinite number of conserved quantities recursively: H_n(u, v) = n∑ i=1 F_i(u)G_{n−i}(v), (60) where F and G satisfy

∂^2F_i ∂u^2 = α(u)F_{i−1}, ∂^2G_i ∂v^2 = β(v)G_{i−1}, (61)

while F_0, G_0 are opportunely chosen from the trivial solution.

However, explicit solutions are given in the simplest case α = 1 for which the authors obtain only polynomial solutions in u. Here, owing to the analysis developed in Section 3, we were able to find a more general class of solutions of (1), nonlinear in the field variables. Indeed, both Case 2 and Case 3 are in agreement with (59) where, α = 1 or β = 1, respectively while in Case 1 we have

α(u) = c^2_0u^2, β(v) = (v + v_0)^2(v − v_1)^2.

Example 1. [Shallow water equation in Eulerian coordinates] In [20], the authors consider the Hamiltonian density h(u, v) = − 1 2 u^2v − s(v), (62)

which generates the isoentropic gas dynamics system. In such a case u denotes the velocity, v the mass density and s^{′′}(v) = σ^′(v)/v, where σ(v) is the pressure. It is easy to verify that the Hamiltonian (62) is solution to (14) with a^2(u, v) given by (35) if the we adopt for the pressure ρ(v) the Von-Kármán law ρ(v) = − k^2_0 v + p_0,

where p_0 is a constant. Therefore, in such a case, the gas dynamics system associated with (62) admits infinitely many commuting flows given by f(u, v) = v (θ_1(η) + θ_2(σ)), where θ_1(η) and θ_2(σ) are arbitrary functions as in (36).

Example 2. [Shallow water equation in Lagrangian coordinates] In the same paper, the authors also consider the Hamiltonian density h(u, v) = u^2 2 + F (v) (63)

which gives the Hamiltonian system describing a nonlinear elastic medium. In such a case u is the velocity, v the strain, and F^′(v) = −p(v) where p denotes the stress. The density (63) is a solution to (14) supplemented by (35) if p(v) = k^2_1 3v^3

. (64)

Therefore the nonlinear elastic system supplemented by (64) and generated by the density (63) is integrable because it commutes with infinitely many flows determined by (36).

Remark 4. Note that exchanging u with v in the expressions (62) and (63) we obtain the well-known Hamiltonian densities for the shallow water equation, respectively in Eulerian and Lagrangian coordinates.

The previous example is part of a more general family of equations, that are included in the celebrated p-system. Such a system is mainly studied in the context of wave propagation problems [21] and admits the following hydrodynamic-type structure { v_t − u_x = 0 u_t + (p(v))_x = 0

(65)

where p(v) is a smooth function with p^′(v) < 0 and p^{′′}(v) > 0. Equations in (65) describe different situations of physical interest. For instance, in the case of isentropic fluid dynamics in Lagrangian coordinates, v denotes the specific volume, u the Lagrangian velocity and p(v) the pressure. In what follows, we want to use our results in Section 3 to find infinitely many solutions of the underlined class of systems. Firstly, according to [20], we notice that every p-system is Hamiltonian with respect to a first-order homogeneous operator in canonical form, i.e. P^{ij} = η^{ij}∂_x. Indeed, (65) can be re-written as

( u v ) t = ( 0 1 1 0 ) ∂_x ( h_u h_v ) , h(u, v) = u^2 2 + F (v)

where F^′(v) = −p(v).

Now, let us briefly recall that the hodograph method [22] introduces an exchange of dependent and independent coordinates and allows to reduce each 2 × 2 hydrodynamic-type systems to the following { x_v = −V^1_1 t_v + V^1_2 t_u x_u = V^2_1 t_v − V^2_2 t_u

, (66)

such that to every solution (u, v) of the given system corresponds a solution (x, t) of the previous and viceversa. Then, let us finally note that solving system (66) is equivalent to solve the commutativity conditions between u^i_t = V^i_j u^j_x and u^i_y = φ^i_j u^j_x after introducing the transformation φ^i_j = V^i_j t + δ^i_jx, (67)

The interested reader can see [23] for further details. In particular, one can obtain solutions of hydrodynamic-type systems by looking for solutions of (67) where φ^i_j are coefficients of their hydrodynamic symmetries. As proved in [23], such symmetries are infinitely many and parametrized by 2 arbitrary functions. For the particular case of the p-system, the hydrodynamic symmetries are

φ = (f_v u_x − p^′(v)f_u v_x) ∂ ∂u + (f_u u_x + f_v v_x) ∂ ∂v , (68)

where f(u, v) is solution to the wave equation

f_{vv} + p^′(v)f_{uu} = 0. (69)

Then, for the p-system solving equations (67) gives x = f_v(u, v) and t = f_u(u, v), where f(u, v) is solution to (69). Therefore, finding the general solution to (69) yields to infinitely many solutions of the p-system, depending on the choice of the two arbitrary functions.

Example 3. Let us consider the following p function

p^′(v) = − k^2_0 v^4

. (70)

Then, keeping in mind (35), solutions of this p-system are given implicitly by (36). As expected, the symmetries are parametrized by two arbitrary functions and since (36) is the general integral of (69), here we find the complete set of implicit solutions of (65) supplemented by (70) computable via the hodograph method.

b. Coincident eigenvalues

Let us now assume without loss of generality that h_{uu} = 0 (the transformation that exchanges the field variables maps this case into h_{vv} = 0). Then, h(u, v) = A(v)u + B(v) (71) and the related systems admit the following form { u_t = A^′(v)u_x + (A^{′′}(v)u + B^{′′}(v)) v_x v_t = A^′(v)v_x

. (72)

Systems of this kind are diagonalizable if and only if A, B are linear in v, i.e. the hamiltonian density is h^∗(u, v) = c_1u + c_2v + c_3uv + c_4 (73)

where c_1, c_2, c_3 and c_4 are arbitrary constants. This density is a trivial solution of the equation (12) that leads to the trivial linear system u_t = c_3u_x, v_t = c_3v_x. Then, we assume A, B to be not both linear. Note that such systems are in Jordan-block form where V^1_1 = V^2_2 do not depend on u. Systems of this form were investigated by E.V. Ferapontov and one of us in [24]. In particular, in the paper the authors studied the linear degeneracy property for Jordanblock systems as a necessary condition to admit a Hamitonian structure. We recall that a hydrodynamic-type system is said to be linearly degenerate if each eigenvalue λ_i is constant along the corresponding eigendirection X_i, i.e the Lie derivative L_{Xi} λ_i is equal to zero. Systems (72) considered in this paper are all linearly degenerate because admit a canonical Dubrovin-Novikov Hamiltonian structure. Moreover, systems (72) possess infinitely many Hamiltonian structures: ( ξ_2u + ξ_3 ξ_1 ξ_1 0 ) ∂_x + ξ_2 2 0 0 0 u_x + ξ^′_2u + ξ^′_3 2 − ξ_2 2 + ξ^′_1

ξ_2 2 0 vx. (74)

where ξ_1, ξ_2, ξ_3 are arbitrary functions depending on v. The multi-Hamiltonian structure of these systems (together with the very simple structure of (72) with an independent subsystem v_t = A^′(v)v_x) makes this case not of interest. However, if we set ξ_1(v) = 0 in (74), we obtain a multi-Hamiltonian degenerate structure, i.e. det(g^{ij}) = 0. The corresponding Hamiltonian density has the following form h(u, v) = 2A^′(v)

ξ_2 u − 2 ∫ B^{′′}(v)ξ^2 − ξ^′_3A^′(v)ξ_2 − 2A^{′′}(v)ξ_2ξ_3 + 2A^′(v)ξ^′_2ξ_3 ξ^3_2 dv. (75) As a result, this suggests the necessity of studying degenerate structures for non-diagonalisable systems.

5 Conclusions

Determining exact solutions of higher order PDEs is a hard task so that any mathematical approach leading to solve PDEs is of great interest not only from a theoretical point of view but also for possible applications. Among others, the method of the intermediate integrals is particularly useful for second order hyperbolic equations. It leads to look for solutions of the PDEs under interest which satisfy a further differential constraint that, in principle, could be nonlinear. As it happens for all the reduction procedures proposed in the literature, such an approach permits to determine classes of exact solutions of the equation under investigation by solving a first order PDEs. Therefore the solutions obtained are determined in terms of at least one arbitrary function. Furthermore, when in the PDEs at hand we have some material response functions not assigned, then such a procedure allows to characterize classes of PDEs for which the reduction procedure holds and consequently exact solutions can be determined.

Such features of the method of intermediate integrals suggested us its use for determining exact solutions of equation (1). In fact the results here obtained permitted us to characterize classes of wave equations like (1) for which the solution in terms of two arbitrary functions is obtained so that any initial value problem can be solved. The connection of this equation to integrable systems was firstly investigated by Nutku and Olver in [20], who showed some solutions under the above introduced separable hypothesis. Later, in [17] Makridin and Pavlov presented an infinite number of solutions which are polynomial in one of the two field variables for the more general case when h(u, v) = A(u)v^2 + B(u)v + C(u). In our present paper, we reconsider the separable case but finding a larger class of solutions which are general for fixed speed, i.e. depending on two arbitrary functions of one variable (as expected [23]).

Apart from its theoretical value, such a result was used to study symmetries, conservation laws and the Hamiltonian structure of some systems which admit infinitly many commuting flows. Finally we also used the results obtained in Section 3 to find simmetries and conserved quantities of the famous homogeneous p-system, i.e. the shallow water equation in Lagrangian coordinates.

It could be of relevant interest to develop a similar analysis for systems involving higher number of components. A future perspective of this research is also to find other general solutions for the wave equation where a^2(u, v) is not separable, i.e. in the theory of integrable systems, looking for non-separable Hamiltonian densities. Furthermore, it would be of interest to apply this procedure also to the deformation of the Hamiltonian structures for nonhomogeneous operators (see [25, 26] for an investigation of Hamiltonian non-homogeneous systems of hydrodynamic type).

Acknowledgements

The authors thank Maxim Pavlov for stimulating discussions and interesting remarks. We also acknowledges the financial support of GNFM of the Istituto Nazionale di Alta Matematica and of PRIN 2017 “Multiscale phenomena in Continuum Mechanics: singular limits, off-equilibrium and transitions”, project number 2017YBKNCE. PV’s research was partially supported by the research project Mathematical Methods in Non-Linear Physics (MMNLP) and by the Commissione Scientifica Nazionale – Gruppo 4 – Fisica Teorica of the Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare (INFN). AR’s research was partially supported by INdAM- GNFM through “Progetto Giovani GNFM 2023” entitled “p-systems in elastodinamica non lineare”.

References

[1] N. N. Yanenko, Compatibility theory and methods of integration of systems of nonlinear partial differential equation, Proc. 4th All-Union Math. Cong. Nauka, Leningrad (1964) 247-252.

[2] S. V. Meleshko, Methods for constructing exact solutions of partial differential equations, Mathematical and Analytical Techniques with Applications to Engineering, Springer, New York, 2005.

[3] V. M. Fomin, V. P. Shapeev, N. N. Yanenko, Application of the method of differential constraints to the construction of closed mathematical models, describing onedimensional dynamic processes in a continuous medium, Chislennye metody mehaniki sploshnoi sredy 4 (3) (1973), 39 -47.

[4] V. P. Shapeev, Applications of the method of differential constraints to one-dimensional continuum mechanics equations (1974) PhD thesis, Computer center, RAS(Novosibirsk)

[5] V. E. Raspopov, V. P. Shapeev, N. N. Yanenko, Method of differential constraints for the one-dimensional gas dynamics equations, Chislennye metody mehaniki sploshnoi sredy 8 (2) (1977) 100-105.

[6] S. V. Meleshko, V. P. Shapeev, The applications of the differential constraints method to the two-dimensional equations of gas dynamics, J. Appl. Math. Mechs 63 (6) (1999) 885-891.

[7] C. Curró, N. Manganaro, M. Pavlov, Nonlinear wave interaction problems in the threedimensional case, Nonlinearity, 30 (2017) 207-224, doi: https://doi.org/10.1088/1361- 6544/30/1/207.

[8] C. Curró, N. Manganaro, Double-wave solutions to quasilinear hyperbolic systems of first-order PDEs, Z. Angew. Math. Phys, 68 (5) (2017) 103, doi: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00033-017-0850-4.

[9] A. Chaiyasena, W. Worapitpong, S. V. Meleshko, Generalized Riemann waves and their adjoinment through a shock wave, Math. Model. Nat. Phenom.,13 (2018) 22, https://doi.org/10.1051/mmnp/2018027

[10] S. V. Meleshko, E. Shultz, Application of the method of differential constraints to systems of equations written in Riemann invariants, Journal of Applied Mechanics and Technical Physics, 62 (2021) 351–360 doi: https://doi.org/10.1134/S0021894421030019.

[11] S. V. Meleshko, S. Moyo, G. M. Webb, Solutions of generalized simple wave type of magnetic fluid, Communications in Nonlinear Science and Numerical Simulation 103 (2021), https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2021.105991

[12] N. Manganaro, A. Rizzo, Riemann Problems and Exact Solutions for the p-System, Mathematics 10 (2022) 935, https://doi.org/10.3390/math10060935.

[13] A. Jannelli, N. Manganaro, A. Rizzo, Riemann problems for the nonhomogeneous Aw- Rascle model, Communications in Nonlinear Science and Numerical Simulation 118 (2023) 107010, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2022.107010

[14] N. Manganaro, A. Rizzo, Double wave solutions for a hyperbolic model describing nerve fiber, Ricerche di Matematica (2023) doi: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11587-023-00792-y

[15] B. A. Dubrovin, S. P. Novikov, Hamiltonian formalism of one-dimensional systems of hydrodynamic type and the Bogolyubov–Whitham averaging method, Soviet Math. Dokl. 27(3) (1983) 665–669.

[16] B. A. Dubrovin, S. P. Novikov S P, Poisson brackets of hydrodynamic type, Soviet Math. Dokl. 30 (1984), 651–654.

[17] Z. V. Makridin, M. V. Pavlov, Complete integrability of a new class of Hamiltonian hydrodynamic type systems, Russ. J. Math. Phys. 28 (2021) 514-523.

[18] B. A. Dubrovin, Hamiltonian PDEs: deformations, integrability, solutions, J. Phys. A:

Math. Theor. 43 (2010) 434002.

[19] J. Haantjes. On x_m-forming sets of eigenvectors. Indag. Math., 17:158–162, 1955.

[20] P. J. Olver, Y. Nutku, Hamiltonian structures for systems of hyperbolic conservation laws, J. Math. Phys. 29 (1988), 1610-1619 .

[21] J. Smoller, Shock Waves and Reaction–Diffusion Equations, A Series of Comprehensive Studies in Mathematics, vol. 258, Springer, Berlin, 1983.

[22] Rozhdestvenskii B. L., Yanenko N. N., Sistemy kvazilineinykh uravnenii i ikh Zentralblatt prilozheniya k gazovoi dinamike, 2-e izd., Nauka, M., 1978

[23] S. P. Tsarev, The geometry of Hamiltonian systems of hydrodynamic type. The generalized hodograph method, Math. USSR-Izv. 37 (2) (1991), 397–419.

[24] P. Vergallo, E.V. Ferapontov, Hamiltonian systems of Jordan block type: deltafunctional reductions of the kinetic equation for soliton gas, Journal of Mathematical Physics, 64, 103505 (2023), DOI: https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0142689;

[25] P. Vergallo, Quasilinear systems of first order PDEs and nonlocal Hamiltonian structures, Math Phys Anal Geom 25 (26) (2022), doi: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11040-022- 09438-1

[26] P. Vergallo, Non-homogeneous Hamiltonian structures for quasilinear systems, 2023, BUMI, special issue for the first meeting of PhD students of UMI, arXiv: https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.10713v2 , DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s40574-023-00369- 5.