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Abstract

We perform a classification of integrable systems of mixed scalar and vector
evolution equations with respect to higher symmetries. We consider polynomial
systems that are homogeneous under a suitable weighting of variables. This paper
deals with the KdV weighting, the Burgers (or potential KdV or modified KdV)
weighting, the Ibragimov—Shabat weighting and two unfamiliar weightings. The
case of other weightings will be studied in a subsequent paper. Making an ansatz
for undetermined coefficients and using a computer package for solving bilinear
algebraic systems, we give the complete lists of 2°¢ order systems with a 34 order
or a 4" order symmetry and 3" order systems with a 5" order symmetry. For all
but a few systems in the lists, we show that the system (or, at least a subsystem of
it) admits either a Lax representation or a linearizing transformation. A thorough
comparison with recent work of Foursov and Olver is made.

PACS numbers: 02.30.1k, 02.30.Jr, 05.45.Yv
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1 Introduction

The symmetry approach has been proven to be the most efficient integrability test for
(14-1)-dimensional nonlinear evolution equations [1-17] (see also a recent review [I1]). It is
useful in classifying both scalar evolution equations and evolutionary systems of equations
(see, e.g. [10]). A mile stone in this direction is the work of Mikhailov, Shabat and Yamilov
[4,5,7,8] on the classification of 2" order systems with two components. Their work dealt
with a large class of systems that are non-polynomial in general and have a nondegenerate
leading part with respect to z-derivatives. They obtained a complete list of systems
possessing higher conservation laws, up to some (almost) invertible transformations [7,§].
Systems with both higher conservation laws and higher symmetries are believed to be
integrable by the inverse Scattering method, for short “S-integrable” in the terminology
of Calogero [12,13]. The aim of this paper is to extend the classification of Mikhailov et
al. and to make it easily accessible. To be specific, we pursue the following goals with this

paper:

e To provide a “user-friendly” complete list of systems without any freedom of non-
trivial transformations. By that the user does not have to find transformations to
locate a given system in our list. Trivial scaling parameters are removed. Naturally,
this is possible only for a much more restricted class of systems than that considered
by Mikhailov et al.

e To include systems without higher conservation laws’, but with higher symmetries,
in the classification. Systems of this sort are believed to be linearizable by an appro-
priate Change of variables and, if so, said to be “C-integrable” in the terminology

of Calogero [12,13].

e To allow systems to have a degenerate leading part. This means that the coefficient
matrix of leading terms may have a zero eigenvalue.

e To classify systems of higher order (3 order, ...).
e To classify systems with more than two components.

Here we mention earlier studies devoted to these extensions, although we do not know
any work dealing with all these extensions simultaneously. A rather user-friendly list
of integrable systems of 2°¢ order with two components was presented in [14] (see also
a similar list in [15]). Some classifications of “C-integrable” systems including coupled
Burgers-type equations have been reported in [15-18]3. Classification of integrable cou-
pled KdV-type equations has been performed in [19-22] using the symmetry approach
and in [23,24] using the Painlevé PDE test. Coupled potential KdV (coupled pKdV)
equations and coupled modified KdV (coupled mKdV) equations with higher symmetries
were listed in [25] (see also [2G]). Classification of coupled KdV equations and coupled
mKdV equations was studied in connection with Jordan algebras in [27, 28], where the

'Here we mean conservation laws that do not depend on x and ¢ explicitly.
2The list given in [:l@‘] seems to be incomplete, because we cannot identify an integrable system of the
Burgers type (cf. (4.3) in this paper) with any system in the list.



coefficient matrix of leading terms is restricted to the identity. The Painlevé PDE test was
applied to coupled higher-order nonlinear Schrédinger equations in [2Y], where integrable
coupled mKdV equations and coupled derivative nonlinear Schrodinger (coupled DNLS)
equations were obtained. Classification of non-commutative generalizations of integrable
systems on an associative algebra was addressed in [30] (see also [31-33] for DNLS-type
systems), while vector generalizations of integrable systems were discussed in [34].

In this paper, we investigate evolutionary systems for one scalar unknown u(z,t)
and one vector unknown U(x,t) = (Uy,Us,...,Uy) using the symmetry approach. In
particular, we classify 2" order and 3" order systems that are polynomial in u, U and
their derivatives. This work was initiated by Vladimir Sokolov and the second author
(T.W.) in [B4]. Here, N is an arbitrary positive integer and the product between two
vectors is defined by the scalar product:

N
(07U, 02U) = Y (07U @5U),  mn =0,

J=1

: : N
We do not consider constant vectors C; or matrices Cj as in ) ., C;(0;'Uj) or, for exam-

ple, Eszl Cji(07'U;)(02Uy). Moreover, we require that the scalar and vector evolution
equations are truly coupled, that is, U occurs in u; = ... and u occurs in U, = ... .
Classifications described in this paper are restricted to (A1, A2)-homogeneous systems of
weight . These are systems that admit the one-parameter group of scaling symmetries

(z, t, u, Uj) — (a 'z, a™"t, a™'u, a™U;), a#0.

We consider only systems with Aj, Ao > 0 and a differential order equal to p. For systems
with A\; = Ay, this would imply the existence of a linear leading part (dispersion), but not
in the case of mixed systems with A\; # \y. For example, for u = 2 and A; = 2),, the two
terms u,, and (U, U,,) have the same weight and a differential order equal to p. In either
case, systems having a degenerate leading part are also included in our classification.

For the scalar case, it was proven in [33] that a \-homogeneous polynomial evolution
equation with A > 0 and a dispersion term may possess a polynomial higher symmetry
only if

2 (KdV weighting), or

A
A=1 (Burgers/pKdV/mKdV weighting), or

A =1 (Ibragimov—Shabat weighting [30]).

It was also proven in [35] that any symmetry-integrable? equation of 2°¢ (3*%) order in
the considered classes does possess a symmetry of 3'¢ (5'") order, respectively. Similar
results on (A1, A2)-homogeneous polynomial systems of weight 2 with two components
were obtained in [14]. Under the conditions of A1, Ay > 0, |\ —A2| ¢ N-g, a nondegeneracy
of the linear part:i and the order of the nonlinear part less than 2, such a system may
possess polynomial higher symmetries only if Ay = \y = 2, 1, % or

3The symmetry-integrable equations are such equations that possess an infinite set of (commuting)
higher symmetries. _
4For full details, see [-'_14_1.']
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In these classes, any symmetry-integrable system of 2°¢ order does possess a symmetry
of 3" order or 4" order. Since we study (1 + N)-component systems of 2°¢ and 3" order
that may have a degenerate leading part, we cannot entirely rely on these results. They
neither give all possible pairs of (Aj, Ag) for integrable cases nor indicate the order of a
higher symmetry to exist. Nevertheless, in this paper, we concentrate our attention on
systems that are homogeneous in (A, A2) = (2,2),(1,1),(3,3),(3,2) or (3,3) and p =2
or 3. Indeed, as we will see below, there exist a lot of interesting integrable systems in
these classes. Classifications for other pairs of (A1, A2) will be reported in a subsequent
paper.

The search for integrable systems in this paper is based on the simplest version of the
symmetry approach [1,,2], i.e. the existence of one higher symmetry. It is considered as
a necessary, but in general not sufficient condition for integrability?. Both “S-integrable”
and “C-integrable” systems can be detected by the existence of one higher symmetry.
To do concrete computations using the computer algebra program CRACK [4U] we as-
sume the existence of a 3'¢ order or a 4 order symmetry for a 2" order system and
a 5" order symmetry for a 3" order system. Although the existence of symmetries of
a specific order may be too restrictive and not necessary for integrability?, it allows us
to perform exhaustive searches and obtain complete lists for these cases. An overview
of the performed computations is given in the next section. For the lists generated by
computer, we first remove unessential parameters by scaling independent and dependent
variables. We note that a linear change of dependent variables mixing the scalar v with
components of the vector U would give systems with more than one scalar unknown and
is therefore not considered. Next, we prove integrability for nearly all listed systems by
constructing either a Lax representation or a linearizing transformationf. Some systems
in the lists can be reduced to triangular systems by a nonlinear transformation of depen-
dent variables. If that is possible then systems contain a closed subsystem in a nontrivial
manner. In that case, we first prove the integrability of the subsystem and then discuss
how to solve the remaining equations. We can reduce the task of proving the integrability
through establishing relationships among the listed systems. We construct a rich set of
Miura-type transformations, including Miura maps plus potentiation, that connect dif-
ferent systems in the lists. Thus we have only to investigate one representative for each
group of connected systems.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we explain briefly how the lists of
systems in this paper are generated by computer. In section 3, we perform a classification
of 2% order and 3™ order systems in the A\; = Ay = 2 (KdV weighting) case. The list

®Some systems of the Bakirov type are known to possess only a finite number of higher symmetries
[‘,_’;Z'r:_}-g] However, all such examples are pathological and less interesting, because they are both triangular
and already in their given form almost linear. In this paper, we encounter systems with a higher symmetry
that are reducible to a triangular form by a nonlinear and non-ultralocal change of variables. It is an
open question whether such systems are symmetry-integrable in general.

6As a result, we may miss some integrable cases.

“In this paper, we are not going to pursue the symmetry integrability.



of 2™ order systems with a 34 order or a 4 order symmetry is empty, while that of
3'4 order systems with a 5™ order symmetry consists of four members. The list itself is
already known [34] but we prove their integrability in section 3.

Section 4 forms the main part of this paper. We classify 2" order and 3'¢ order systems
in the \; = \y = 1 (Burgers/pKdV/mKdV weighting) case. The list of 2°¢ order systems
consists of three members that generalize the Burgers equation. All these systems possess
both a 3'% order and a 4" order symmetry. We can (almost) linearize two of them through
an extension of the Hopf-Cole transformation, while integrability? of the other system,
(15, remains unproven. We discuss travelling-wave solutions of (a subsystem of) this
system to indicate its nontrivial nature. The interested reader is referred to section 1.2.3
for the details. The list of 3" order systems consists of 25 members, three of which are
symmetries of the 2°¢ order systems from the previous list. Consequently, we can (almost)
linearize two of the three 3'4 order systems, while integrability of the other 3'% order system
remains to be seen. Another 3'¢ order system in the list is very close to the latter system
and we do not know how to integrate it either. For the other 21 (= 25 — 3 — 1) systems
of 3" order, we prove that they are integrable or, at least, they contain an integrable
closed subsystem. We point out that one of the 21 systems is the 3¢ order symmetry of
a nontrivial 1% order system. Miura-type transformations that connect 3'¢ order systems
in the lists of A\; = Ay = 1 and A; = Ay = 2 are presented.

In section 5, we classify 2°¢ order and 3" order systems in the A\; = \y = % (Ibragimov—
Shabat weighting) case. The list of 2°d order systems is empty, while that of 3¢ order
systems consists of two members. We can linearize both of them through a generalization
of the linearizing transformation for the Ibragimov-Shabat equation. In section 6, we
obtain negative results regarding a classification in the case of A\; = %, Ay = % In section
7, we perform a classification of 2" order and 3" order systems in the case of A\; = %, Ay =
%. We obtain one 2" order system with a 3™ order symmetry, two 2" order systems with a
4™ order symmetry and two 3'¢ order systems with a 5" order symmetry. Thereby we have
one 2" order system without a 3¢ order symmetry, but with a 4" order symmetry. All
the listed systems can be linearized through an ultralocal change of dependent variables.
Section 8 is devoted to concluding remarks.

Finally, we would like to mention that our results in section 4 refine and generalize the
recent work of Foursov and Olver [18,25,2G]. Their work focused on polynomial systems of
two symmetrically coupled nonlinear evolution equations, i.e. symmetric systems for two
scalar unknowns. They obtained the complete lists of A\; = Ay = 1 homogeneous systems
of 2°d and 3" order with two higher symmetries of specific orders. Most of the (1 + N)-
component systems listed in section 4 generalize two-component systems of Foursov—
Olver, up to a linear change of dependent variables. To see this, we remark that, because
of our assumption on the admissible multiplications, the evolution equation for the scalar
u is even in the vector U, while the equation for U is odd in U. Therefore, we can
symmetrize our systems in the special case N = 1 through the linear change of variables:
u=a(q+r), U=>b(q—r) where a and b are nonzero constants.

On the basis of this re-formulation, we compare in section 4 our lists with those of
Foursov—Olver. A brief summary of the comparison results is as follows:

8We mean the existence of either a Lax representation or a linearizing transformation.



e Any system in Foursov—Olver’s lists?, corresponds to the N = 1 case of one or two
systems in our lists. This means that, after the linear change of dependent variables
mentioned above, their two-component systems always admit (1 + N)-component
generalization(s) preserving the integrability. This result is quite interesting, but
unlikely to hold true in general for other classes of two-component systems.

e Some systems in our lists do not have any counterpart in Foursov—Olver’s lists. They
are systems that become the trivial equation u; = 0 under the reduction U = 0.
Such systems were excluded from consideration in the work of Foursov-Olver by
their assumption on strong nondegeneracy of the linear part (see, e.g. section 2
of [1§]). In this respect, our lists are richer than Foursov—Olver’s lists even in the
N =1 case.

Besides extending Foursov—Olver’s lists [18, 25, 26], we prove the integrability of many
systems in their lists for the first time. We also correct errors in [i18,25,26] and point out
overlooked references in which some systems in their lists were studied earlier.

9We mean the lists of systems that are not reducible to a triangular form by a linear change of
dependent variables.



2 Computational aspects

Before describing the classification results in sections 8-, in this section, we would like
to make some comments on the computations performed.

As the first step a homogeneous ansatz for a system consisting of a scalar equation u; =

. and a vector equation U; = ... is generated together with a system of higher symmetry

equations u, = ..., U, = ... . Each term has a different undetermined coefficient. We
assume that these coefficients do not depend on N (the number of components of U), and
that N is not fixed at any specific valuetd.

Computationally more expensive is the formulation of the symmetry conditions wup - =
0, Ug,np = 0. For low values of A, Ay and high differential order the right-hand sides of
the system and the symmetry involve many terms, and in addition each of the terms has
an increasing number of factors. Higher-order x-derivatives of such terms cause a large
expression swell, too large to compute the commutators in one step. We therefore perform
the computation of uy ,; and Uy, ;) in stages. Because right-hand sides of the system and
the symmetry do not involve d;, d,, substitutions of u;, U, u,, U, in the commutators are
done only once. Consequently, commutators are linear in the coefficients of the system
and coefficients of the symmetry. To exploit this linearity we partition

IZFZ, Ut:ZGZ‘, UT:ZHia U’T:ZKi7 Ut ZR; U[tr]—ZQla

(2.1)
where the expressions F;, G;, H;, K;, P;, (Q; contain only terms with a total degree i of all
scalar vector products of U and x-derivatives of U (for example, (U, U,)U having degree
1). By using the observation that the number of scalar vector products in a term does
not change when a term is differentiated we can compute each P; independently through

%
Pi = E u[tﬂ'} ‘utsz, Ut:Gj, UT:H,L',J', UT:Kifj )

J=0

and similarly for each ();. Because they are the only terms that have i-th degree powers
of scalar vector products, all P;, Q); must vanish identically. After one single P; or Q;
is computed, it can be split's and some of the consequences, like the vanishing of some
coefficients, can be used to simplify F}, G;, H;, K; before computing the next P; and Q);.

For large problems (low A and high differential order) the computation of Q); was still
too memory intensive'? so that another partitioning of the computation was implemented.
In this level of partitioning, first those terms in Fj, G;, H;, K; which can contribute to
the highest derivative vectorial factor 2U in Q; were considered. Let us call the partial
commutator that comes out of this computation C’Z - From C’Z j all the terms with vectorial
factor dJU are extracted, split, and the remaining terms from C;; (with a vectorial factor

19The arbitrariness of N is crucial for functional independence of the scalar products (97U, dnU)
(0 <m <n) [34].

UBy splitting we mean the extraction and setting to zero of all coefficients of all products of all powers
of all scalar and vector functions and their derivatives.

12The computation was too memory demanding to be performed on the computers available to one of
the authors in 2000.
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of order < j) are carried over for the computation of the next terms with derivative
vectorial factor 27U in Q;.*

In this way the computation of single large expressions wup ., Uy, is avoided and
replaced by the computation of many partial commutators resulting in bilinear algebraic
equations for the undetermined coefficients.

To each list of conditions is attached a list of inequalities which have to be fulfilled
by any solution. A first inequality results from the requirement that at least one of both
equations involves at least one z-derivative of the required order (2 or 3). Similarly the
symmetry equations have to involve at least one z-derivative of the required order and the
right-hand sides of both symmetry equations must be non-zero. Two further conditions
prevent the generation of triangular integrable systems by requiring that U occurs in
u=...and v occursin U; = .. ..

The solution of the overdetermined bilinear algebraic systems was accomplished with
the computer program CRACK written for the solution of overdetermined algebraic but
also differential systems. One technique that proved to be quite useful in general, espe-
cially for the solution of larger systems with Ay = Ay =1 and \; = \y = %, is an equation
shortening method described in [41].

The following tables give an overview on the complexity of computations. These
have been performed on a 1.7GHz Pentium 4 PC running the computer algebra system
REDUCE 3.7 in a 120 MB session under Linux. Quoted execution times are sensitive to
settings of computing parameters and should be taken only as rough indicators.

For Ay = Ay = 1 and orders 3+5 the large number of solutions has the consequence that
the system of algebraic conditions does not simplify so readily and is more complicated to
solve. Hence the program has more often to impose case distinctions where an unknown
is assumed to be at first zero and then non-zero. As a result solutions may be found
which can be unified into a single solution. This is the case if, for example, one solution
Sy includes the condition a;; = 0 while the other solution Sy requires a7 # 0 for some
undetermined coefficient a7, and if setting a;7 = 0 in S5 makes both solutions equivalent,
in the system and in the symmetry. Sometimes a substitution like a;; = 0 in S may
cause a division by zero which can be avoided by re-parametrizing S;. An algorithm and
its implementation in a computer program analyzing such situations have recently been
developed and applied.

On the web page

one can inspect the original systems of conditions and the solutions as well as download
them in machine readable form. In addition to investigating systems of differential orders
2 + 3 (for system + symmetry), 2 + 4 and 3 + 5, we also investigated orders 1 4+ 2 and
1 + 3. The main purpose was to recognize whether a 2°¢ order or a 3 order system is
actually the symmetry of a nontrivial 1% order system. Details can also be found on the
above-mentioned web page. The package CRACK can be obtained from

13More details can be obtained at request.

14 Although the program CRACK originally produced 4 solutions, we could easily recognize that one
solution is a special case of another.

15The computation involved one manual interference.

11
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A As 22| L) 5555 |55
# of unknowns in the system 51 10 15 10 13
# of unknowns in the symmetry 6 21 36 24 22
total # of unknowns 11] 31 51 34 35
# of conditions 13| 66| 149 | 102 | 114
total # of terms in all conditions 34| 341 | 1093 | 529 | 694
average # of terms in a condition | 2.6 | 52| 73| 52| 6.1
time to formulate alg. conditions | 0.5s | 1.8s 8s | 3.2s | 6.3s
time to solve conditions 0.5s | 29s | 29s| 45s | 22s
# of solutions 0 3 0 0 1

Table 1: Computations in the orders 2 + 3 problem for the 5 weightings

M, Ao 22| Ll| 53| 53| 53
# of unknowns in the system 5 10 15 10 13
# of unknowns in the symmetry 12 39 79 54 66
total # of unknowns 17 49 94 64 79
# of conditions 26 123 313 215 276
total # of terms in all conditions 7 770 | 3096 | 1462 | 2435
average # of terms in a condition | 3.0 6.3 9.9 6.8 8.8
time to formulate alg. conditions 1s 5s 48s 13s 48s
time to solve conditions 0.4s | 1mH8s | 3m4d4s | 1m23s | 3m40s
# of solutions 0 31 0 0 2

Table 2: Computations in the orders 2 + 4 problem for the 5 weightings

Ay Ao 22] L1| 55| 55| 505
# of unknowns in the system 6 21 36 24 22
# of unknowns in the symmetry 17 74 164 115 126
total # of unknowns 23 95 200 139 148
# of conditions 50 386 1154 798 955
total # of terms in all conditions | 218 5000 | 27695 12694 17385
average # of terms in a condition | 4.4 13 24 16 18
time to formulate alg. conditions 5s | 2mb52s | 2h7m | 23m45s | 41m18s
time to solve conditions 6.5s | 5h47m | 1day® | 1h20m | 1h7m
# of solutions 4 25 2 0 2

Table 3: Computations in the orders 3 + 5 problem for the 5 weightings

12




After all solutions have been determined the task of proving integrability follows. In
the process of identifying and classifying some of the constant coefficient systems, the
Mathematica package “InvariantsSymmetries.m” [42] has been used to compute conser-
vation laws and higher symmetries.

13



3 The case \{ = \y =2 — coupled KdV equations —

In this section, we classify 2" order and 3" order systems in the \; = )\, = 2 (KdV
weighting) case. In the first part (section 8.1), we present a complete list of such systems
with a specific order symmetry (the list is already known, see [34]). In the second part
(section B.2), we prove the integrability of the listed systems.

3.1 List of systems with a higher symmetry

2nd

The general ansatz for a Ay = Ay = 2 homogeneous evolutionary system of order for a

scalar function v and a vector function U takes the form
{ Ugy = AylUgy + agu? + az(U, U),

(3.1)
U, = agUyy + asul.

The following constraints guarantee the order to be 2 and the system not to be triangular:

(a1,a4) #(0,0), a3 #0, as#0.

Similarly, the general ansatz for a 3'¢ order system takes the form

{ Uy = blux:c:c + b2uu:c + b3<U> U:c>a

(3.2)
Ut3 = b4Ummm + b5uxU + bGUUmv

for which the following constraints guarantee the order to be 3 and the system not to be
triangular:

(b1,bs) #(0,0), b3 #0, (bs,b6) # (0,0).

However, we relax these constraints as

(b1>b4) 7é (0>0)? (blab2>b3) 7é (0>0a0)> (b4>b5>66) 7& (0a0>0)a

when we consider a 3" order symmetry for a 2" order system, as stated in section 2. We
omit the general ansatz for a 4'® order or a 5% order system here (in the \; = Xy = 2
case) and hereafter (in the other weightings) because of its increased length. However, it
is available on the above-mentioned internet site.

Proposition 3.1. No 2™ order system of the form (3.1) with a 3™ order symmetry of the
form (B:2) or a 4" order symmetry exists.

Theorem 3.2. Any 3" order system of the form (B8:3) with a 5™ order symmetry has to
coincide with one of the following four systems up to a scaling of t3,x,u, U (we omit the
subscript of t3):

{Ut = (U, Uy),

(3.3)
Ut = Ummm + uxU + 2UUm7

14



{ Up = Uggy + 6uu, — 6(U, U,), (3.4)
{ut = Upyy + 3uu, + 3(U, U,), (3.5)
U, = u,U + ul,, '

{ Up = Ugge + 6uu, — 12(U, U, ), (3.6)
Uy = —2U, 30 — 6ulU,. '

All systems (8.3)-(B.6) admit the reduction U = 0. From this viewpoint, (B.3) is a
generalization of the trivial equation u; = 0, while (8.4)—(8.6) are generalizations of the
KdV equation.

3.2 Integrability of systems (3.3)—(3.6)

3.2.1 System (3.3)

System (B.3) is a multi-component generalization of one of the Drinfel’d-Sokolov systems
[43,44]. The integrability of this system has been established in the literature [45-47].
3.2.2 System (3.2)

System (3.4) is known as a Jordan KdV system [27,28,34,48]. Let us briefly summarize
its integrability. It is well-known that the matrix KdV equation,

admits a Lax representation [4Y-51]. Then, system (3.4) is also integrable, because it is

=

obtained from (8.%) through the following reduction:
N
Q=ul+ Z Usje;.
j=1

Here 1 is the identity matrix and {ey, ..., ey} are mutually anti-commuting matrices that
satisfy the condition,
{ei, ej}+ = €€y + €;e; = _2(5@)1

3.2.3 System (:3:5:)

System (B.5) is a multi-component generalization of the Zakharov-Ito system [51;,52] and
corresponds to a special case of the coupled KdV equations considered by Kupershmidt
[53]. Introducing a new variable w by w = +/(U,U), we find that (B.5) contains the
original Zakharov-Ito system,

{ Up = Ugpe + UL + 3WW,,

wy = (uw),.

(3.8)
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Therefore, system (8.5) is a triangular system that consists of the Zakharov-Ito system
and the linear equation for U with Zakharov—Ito-system-dependent coefficients.

To demonstrate the integrability of the whole system (B.5), we first summarize a
Lax representation for the Zakharov-Ito system [51,54,55]. We consider a pair of linear
equations for a scalar function 1,

{ ,lvbsc:c = (C +q+ C_lr)wa
,lvbt = (4C - 2Q)wx + C_I:cw,

where ( is the spectral parameter. Then the compatibility condition ¢, = ¥y, for (8.9)
implies the following system:

(3.9)

{ qt = Qeax — 6qq:c + 47},
re = —4q,r — 2qr,.

This system coincides with the Zakharov-TIto system (B.8) through the change of depen-
dent variables, ¢ = —u/2, r = —3w?/16. It is noteworthy that the quantity 1/1? in the
limit ¢ — 0 obeys the same evolution equation as that for U, namely, U; = (uU),.

Next, we fix a solution of subsystem (8.8) and discuss solutions of the linear equation
for U. For the sake of simplicity, we assume that w(z,t) in the fixed solution is not a
trivial function. Then, noting the relation w; = (uw),, we obtain the following solution
to the equation for U:

Uj:w~fj</xwdx'), j=1.2,... N

Here fi(z),..., fn(2) are arbitrary functions of z, except that they must satisfy one
constraint, Z?{:l [£;(2)]> = 1, due to the relation (U,U) = w?. For the case in which
w(z,t) is identically zero, we mention some references in section %.2.9.

3.2.4 System (3.6)

System (3.6) is a multi-component generalization™® of the two-component KdV system
[(86) with NV = 1] proposed by Hirota and Satsuma [5G]. Actually, the Hirota-Satsuma
system is also understood as an example of the Kac—-Moody KdV systems studied indepen-
dently by Drinfel’d and Sokolov [43,44]. A Lax representation for the Hirota—Satsuma,
system was constructed in [68]"%. Recently, it was generalized to the three-component
case [(8.6G) with N = 2] by Wu et al. [60]. Let us demonstrate that (8.6) admits a Lax
representation in the general case of N-component vector U. We consider a set of linear
equations for two column-vector functions ¥ and ¢,

Yo + PP + Q¢ = (1,

Gpp + PP+ Rip = —(,

Y, = 40P, + 2P, —4Q¢, — Py +2Q. ¢,
¢, = —4CP, +2Pp, —ARp, — Prp + 2R.p.

16This multi-component generalization was proposed in ['._5-2:], but the integrability was not discussed in
that paper.

17V]adimir Sokolov commented that the Lax representation was reported earlier in the Russian paper
['{)-Q:], which is not accessible to the authors.
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Here, ¢ is the spectral parameter and P, ) and R are square matrices with the same
dimension. The compatibility conditions ¥, = ¥,,,, @zt = P IMply a system of
three matrix equations,

R, = —2R,., — 6R, P+ 3[P,, R],

together with three constraints,
[P,.Q]=0, [PR=0, [QR]=0.

If we consider the reduction,

N-1 N-1
P = ul, Q = U11 + Z Uj+1€j, R= U11 - Z Uj+1ej, {ei,ej}+ = —252']'1,
j=1 j=1

the three constraints are automatically satisfied and system (B.10) is reduced to the multi-
component Hirota—Satsuma system (3.6).
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4 The case \{ = Ay = 1 — coupled Burgers, pKdV,
mKdV equations —

In this section, we classify 2°¢ order and 3'¢ order systems in the \; = Ay = 1 (Burg-
ers/pKdV/mKdV weighting) case. In the first part (section 4.T), we present complete
lists of such systems with a specific order symmetry. In the second part (section 4.3),
we discuss the integrability of the listed systems and compare them with Foursov—Olver’s
two-component systems [18,25,24] through symmetrization as stated in the introduction.

4.1 Lists of systems with a higher symmetry

The general ansatz for a \; = Ay = 1 homogeneous evolutionary system of 2°¢ order for a
scalar function u and a vector function U takes the form

{ Upy = AUz + AUty + azu® + agu(U, U) + as{U, U,),

4.1
Ut2 = GGUxx + a'7uxU + agqu + a9u2U + a10<U, U)U ( )

The following constraints guarantee the order to be 2 and the system not to be triangular:

(CLl,CLﬁ) % (0,0), (a4,a5) §£ (0,0), (CL7,CE8,CE9) # (0,0,0)

Similarly, the general ansatz for a 3™ order system takes the form

( Uty = bluxxx + bZUUxx + b?’ui + b4u2ux + b5u4 + bGUx<U, U>
+ b7u<U, Um> + b8<U, Umm> + b9<Um, Um> + b10u2<U, U)
+ b1 (U, U)?,

Utg = b12 wax + b13uxxU + bl4uxe + b15UUmE + b16uuxU
-+ [)17112(]m -+ b18<U, U)Um -+ b19<U, Ux>U -+ b20u3U
\ +521U<U,U>U,

for which the following constraints guarantee the order to be 3 and the system not to be
triangular: (b1, b12) # (0,0) and at least one of bg,...,b1; and one of bys, ..., b7, bag, bay
must not vanish. However, when we consider a 3'¢ order symmetry for a 2" order system,
we relax these constraints as follows (cf. section 2): (b1, b12) # (0,0) and at least one of
bi,...,b11 and one of by, ..., by; must not vanish.

(4.2)

Theorem 4.1. Any 2™ order system of the form (471) with a 3™ order symmetry of the
form (4.3) has to coincide with one of the following three systems up to a scaling of
to, z,u, U (we omit the subscript of ta):

up = 5(1+ 2a)(Uge + 2uuy) + 3(U, Uy),

Up = Uspe + 2(1 = a)u,U + uU, + (1 = 4a)uU (4.3)
— %(U, U)U, a : arbitrary,
Up = Ugy + 2uuy, + 2(U, U,),
Uy = —iu,U - 22U - LU, U (44)
t— qu 2u 2< ) >U>
{ut = Uy + 2uu, + (U, U,), (45)
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Proposition 4.2. Any 2™ order system of the form (4.1) with a 4™ order symmetry has
to coincide with one of the three systems (4.3)~(4.5) up to a scaling of to,x,u,U.

All systems (4.3)—(4.5) admit the reduction U = 0. From this viewpoint, (4.3)-(4.5) are
considered as generalizations of the Burgers equation.

Theorem 4.3. Any 3™ order system of the form (4:2) with a 5™ order symmetry has to
coincide with one of the following 25 systems up to a scaling of ts, x,u, U (we omit the
subscript of t3):

U = a(Ugpgpe + Uty + 3u2 + 3uuy) + u, (U, U) + 2u(U, U,)
+ 2(U, Uy, + 2(U,, U,),

Uy = Uppa + %(1 — a)u,, U + %uxe + %uUm + %(1 — 2a)uu,U (4.6)

+ 30U, — (U, U,)U + £(1 — 4a)u®U — su(U, U)U,
a : arbitrary,

U = Uggy + Ul + U2 + 3uuy + u (U, U) + 2u(U, U,)
+2(U, Ups) + 2(U,, Uy), (4.7)

2

U = Uy + Ul + 3u2 + 3uPu, + u (U, U) + 2u(U, U,)
+ (U, Usz) + (Uz, Us), (4.8)
U = tuseU + u, Uy + uu,U + w*U, + (U, U)U, + 5(U, Uy) U,

U = Uy + Ul + 3u2 + 3uPu, + u (U, U) + 2u(U, U,)
+ (U, Usz) + (Uz, U), (4.9)

{ uy = 3u, (U, U) + 3(U, Up,) — 3(U, U)?, (4.10)

{ wy = 2u, (U, U) + 2(U, Uypy) — (U, Uy) — 2(U, U)?, (411)
Uy = Upga + U + 2u,U, — 2(U, UNU, — 2(U, U,)U, '

{ wy = uy (U, U + 2u(U, U) + (U, Upy) + (Uy, Uy), (4.12)
Uy = Uy + UgaU + Uy — 2uu,U — w2U, + (U, UVU, — (U, U,\U, '

Ut = u:cUxa

{ U = Uz + U2 + 2au, (U, U) + a{U, Upy) + a{U,, U,) + b{U, U)?, (4.14)

U = tpeU + 2u,U, + a{U, UNU, + a(U,U,)U, (a,b) # (0,0), '
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{ Up = Uggr T 3ug25 - 3<U:ca Ux>>
Ut = U:c:c:c + 6u:cUx>

{ U = Uy + U2 + u (U, U) + (U, Upy),

{ut = Upge + U2 + 2u (U, U) + (U, U,,) + %(Um, Us,),

{ut Uy + 3U2 + 4ug (U, U) + 2(U, Upy) + (Uy, Up) + 2(U,U)?,
U = —2U,zp — 6, U — 6u, U, — 4(U, U,)U,

{ut = Uppy + u2 — 12(U, U,,) + 12(U,, U,) — 4(U, U)?,
U = AU, pr + g U + 20, U, + AU, U)U, + 4(U, U,)U,

m:—%%—1W4—WUW

{szm—éﬁ%+i%www+mUU><an+aham

Uy = —u,Uy, — 22U, + (U, U)U, + (U, U,)U

{m:%m—%%ﬁg%@mn+mUU><Umg (Uy, Uy,

Uy = U + usUy — wu,U — 202U, + (U, UNU, + (U, U,)U,

Ut = Uggy — 3u2um + um<Ua U> + U<U, Ux) + <U7 Ugcgc> + <Um7 Um>
+aUm

U, = —u,U, — utU, — LU, UVU, + 2u(U, U,

2

- uX (U, U) + (U, U)?,

{ Ut = Ugga — %uzugc + uac(Ua > + u( > + <U7 Umm) + <Ux7 Ugc>
Uy = Sug, U+ XU U)U - 2PU + (U, U),

{ U = Uggz T u2ux + um<Ua U)v
Ut = Uxxx + U2U:c + <Ua U>U:c>

{ U = Ugge + 20Uy + u. (U, U) +u(U, U,),
Ui = Upw + v, U + U, + (U, UYU, + (U, U,)U,
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(4.15)

(4.16)

(4.17)

(4.18)

(4.19)

(4.20)

(4.21)

(4.22)

(4.23)

(4.24)

(4.25)

(4.26)



{ U = Ugge — 6UPuy + 6u, (U, U) + 12u(U, U,), (4.27)

Uy = Upgy — 12uu,U — 602U, + 6(U, U)U,, '

Ut = Upgw — 60Uy + U (U, U) + 2u(U, Uy) + (U, Upa) + (Us, Us),

U, = Upg + 3tzeU + 3u,U, — 6uu,U — 3u2U, + (U, U)U, (4.28)
+ 3(U, U,)U,

U = Ugpgy — Uy + (U, U) + 2u(U, U,) + (U, Upe) + (U, Uy),

Uy = Upge + 6geU + 6u,Uy, — 120u,U — 602U, + (U, UU, (4.29)
+ 4U,U,)U,

U = Ugpge — 60Uy + (U, U) + 2u(U, U,) + (U, Upy) + (U, Uy),

Uy = —2U,40 — 6ugeU — 6u,Uy + 12uu,U + 6u2U, + (U, UM, (4.30)

— 2(U, U,)U.

All systems (4.6)—(4.30) admit the reduction U = 0. From this viewpoint, (4.6)-(4.9),
(4.10)-@:12), (2:13)-(4£.19) and (2:20)~(2:30) are generalizations of the 3'¢ order Burg-
ers equation, the trivial equation u; = 0, the pKdV equation and the mKdV equation,
respectively. Actually, (4.6)—(4.8) are the 3" order symmetries of the 2°¢ order systems

(3:3)-(@3), respectively.

4.2.1 Systems (4.3) and (4.6)

We investigate the 2°¢ order system (4.3) and its 3'¢ order symmetry (4.6) together. We
note that the linear term u,, in (4.3) vanishes iff @ = —3, while the term g, in (426)
vanishes iff @ = 0. This indicates that the case distinctions of a # —% ora= —% and a # 0
or a = 0 are not very essential for the whole hierarchy of systems starting from (4.3). As

an extension of the Hopf—Cole transformation, we consider the change of variables,
{ w = e‘/'Zdelv
W = Uez /" ude"

Then we can almost linearize (cf. [16]) (4-3) and (1.6) simultaneously as

[

{ wy = 5(1 4 2a)w,, + 2(W, W), (4.31)
Wt = wau
and
{ Wt = QWggy + <W7 W>:B7 (4 32)
Wt = Wmmm ‘

For some values of a, we can solve these systems easily. When a = 1, we can fully
linearize systems (4.31) and (4.32) through defining new variables V' and v by W =V,
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w+ 5(V,V) = v (see [17]). When a = —3, we integrate the equation for w in (4:31) to
obtain

w(z,t) = w(z,0) + %/0 (W(z, t"), W (z,t))dt.

Similarly, when a = 0, we can integrate the equation for w in (4.33). We mention that
Beukers, Sanders and Wang [37,38] studied higher symmetries of the almost linear systems
(4.31) and (4.32) in the case of scalar W.

Symmetrization. We discuss symmetrization for the 2" order system (4:3), since it is more
fundamental than its 3'¢ order symmetry (4.6). To identify (4.3) as a multi-component
generalization of a system in [18,20], we assume the condition a # —3 and rescale variables
as

1
O ==(1+2a)d,, u=4', U=+6U".

3
In addition, we introduce a new parameter o by the relation
3
=1-2«a
1+ 2a ’

where a # 2. Then (423) is rewritten as

wy = Uy, + 8u'uy, + (2 — 4a) (U, Uy),
Ul'=(1-2a)U., — 4au,U + (4 — 8a)u'U., — (4 + 8a)u'?U’
— (2 —4a)(U, U"U".

In the case where U’ is scalar, this system is identical to (3.7) in [{8]. In that case,
considering the linear change of variables

u':q+r, U,:q—’l",

we obtain a system of two symmetrically coupled Burgers equations, which coincides with
(3.6) in [1§] or (3.7) in [26]. We note that system (4.3) with @ = —1 does not have any
counterpart in [18,26], because of its degeneracy of the linear part (cf. the introduction).

4.2.2 Systems (4.4) and (4.7)
We investigate the 2" order system (24) and its 3" order symmetry (4.7) together. Here,

we note that (4.4) and (4.7) are obtained from (4.3) and (4.6), respectively, by rescaling t,
U appropriately and taking the limit a — oo. Then, through the same change of variables

as in section 4.2.1;,
_ of%uda’
w=el ,
— L*uda
W = Uez/ ,

we can transform systems (4.4) and (4.7) to

{wt = Wge + <VV>W>a

4.33
W —o. (4.33)
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and

WtIO.

Moreover, introducing a function g(x) such that ¢”(x) = (W, W), we can linearize the
equations for w in (4.33) and (4.34) with respect to the variable w + g(z).

Symmetrization. We discuss symmetrization for the 2°¢ order system (4.4). To identify
(14) as a multi-component generalization of a system in [18 28], we rescale the dependent
variables as

w=4u/, U=2/5U"

Then (4.4) is rewritten as

{u; =ul, + 8u'ul, + 10(U’, UL),
Ul = =20/ U — 82U — 10(U", U")U".

In the case where U’ is scalar, this system should coincide with (3.10) in [1§], if it were
written correctly. Unfortunately, in [1§], Foursov made a mistake in deriving the equation
for z in (3.10) from (3.9). It should be corrected as z; = —2w,z — Sw?z — 1023, If we
consider the linear change of variables

uW=q+r, U=q-r,

we obtain a system of two symmetrically coupled Burgers equations, which coincides with

(3.9) in [1§] or (3.6) in [20].

4.2.3 Systems (4.5) and (4.8)

We concentrate our attention on the 2" order system (475), and do not study its 3'¢ order
symmetry (4.8). Defining a new variable w by w = (U, U), we find that (4.3) contains a
two-component Burgers system,

Up = Ugy + 2Uly + Wy,
{ (4.35)

wy = (uw),.

Therefore, system (4.5) is a triangular system that consists of the Burgers system (4.35)
and the linear equation for U with Burgers-system-dependent coefficients. We mention
that in the long-wave limit (disappearance of u,,), (4.35) reduces to the Leroux system
and that (4.35) can be rewritten as a non-evolutionary scalar equation in (at least) two
different ways. The symmetry integrability of (4.35) as well as the existence of a recursion
operator has already been demonstrated [18,61]. Nevertheless, we could find neither a
linearizing transformation nor a true Lax representation for (4.35). In what follows, we
discuss travelling-wave solutions of (4.35), which are expected to give useful information
on its properties.
Substituting the travelling-wave form

u(z,t) = f(z) —a, w(x,t)=g9(2), z=ux—at,
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into (4.35), we get a system of two ordinary differential equations. Integrating it once, we
obtain

{f/_l_f2_af—|—g—|—b:0> (4.36)

fg+c=0.

Here, b and c are integration constants that are determined from the boundary conditions
for u and w. Plunging g = —c¢/ f into the first equation in (4:36), we obtain the ordinary

differential equation for f,
df  fP—af?+0bf —c
dz f '
For the sake of simplicity, we assume that f2 — af? + bf — c can be factorized into the
product (f —a1)(f — a2)(f — az) with three distinct real roots aq, ag, az. Thus we have

(4.37)

a=a1+a+ a3, b=ajay+ asas+ aza;, ¢ = ajasas.

Furthermore, we assume the conditions «; # 0 (j = 1,2, 3) to obtain nontrivial solutions
of (4.35). Indeed, if a; = 0, then ¢ = 0 and we obtain from (4.36) either a trivial solution
or a solution of the scalar Burgers equation. Noting the identity

f . (03] 1 _ 1
(f—a))(f =) (f —as) (1 —2)(o — ) <f—a1 f—ag)

(8%

1 1
" (2 — ay)(ag — az) <f—a2 - f—ag)’

we can integrate (4.37%) to obtain

a1 a2

_ (a1—az)(a1—a3) _ (ag—a1)(az—as)

O+% m)12130+% %)2123:@% (4.38)
f—as f—as

where d is a constant. Now, it is clear that the functional form of 1/(f — a3) depends on
the ratio of two powers on the left-hand side, (a3' — a5 ')/(a;' — a3?'). Let us consider
the simplest case in which this ratio is unity, i.e.,

1 1 ( 1 1 )

- = — J— %_ J— .

Qa3 2 (03] 9
In this case, we have a; + ay # 0 for the existence of a3. Then we can solve (4:38)
explicitly for 1/(f — as):

1 a]—o2 aj+tag 439
f—as 2001000 . (4.39)

oy + ag + (aata2)? \/1 + exp [_ (e1—a2)? (z — 20)

Here, z is the constant given by

aqtag
—da e :| (a1 —ag)?
2

eN=d|————
[(Oq +042)
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Using the relation ag = 210 /(o + az), we can rewrite (4.39) as

20(10&2

= a1 —Qs9
a1+ oz + (o1 —ag)?
Lrexp [~ (G525 (2—20)]

f(z) (4.40)

In order for the function f(z) to be non-singular, we should assume the condition oy (c +
az) > 0. To summarize, we have obtained in the simplest case a travelling-wave solution
of (4.35) given by

C

f(x —at)’

with (4:40), a = oy + ag + 20100 /(a1 + ) and ¢ = 2(a1a2)? /(a1 + ).
When a nontrivial solution, like the above, of subsystem (4.3%) is given, we can solve

u(z,t) = f(x —at) —a, w(r,t)=-—

2

the remaining equation for U in the original system (4.5), (U?), = (uU}),, in the same

way as in section 8.2.3.

Symmetrization. We discuss symmetrization for the 2" order system (475). With the
rescaling of dependent variables

w=2', U=+6U,
(1.5) is rewritten as

{ w, =l +4u'ul + 3(U' UL,
Ul =u U +2u4'U..

In the case where U’ is scalar, this system is identical to (3.4) in [18]. If we consider the
linear change of variables
uW=q+r, U=q-—r,

we obtain a system of two symmetrically coupled Burgers equations, which coincides with

(3.3) in [18] or (3.5) in [20].

4.2.4 System (4.9)

In the case where U is scalar, system (4.9) coincides with system (4.8). However, unlike
(278), (279) in the general N case does not possess a 2" order symmetry of the form
(471). System (479) contains the 3' order symmetry of the two-component Burgers sys-
tem (4.373), where w is again given by w = (U, U). Therefore, in order to demonstrate
the integrability of (4.9), we first of all need to know either a linearizing transformation

or a Lax representation for (4.35). This remains as an open question.

Symmetrization. Through symmetrization of (4.9) in the case of scalar U, we just ob-
tain the 3' order symmetry of the two symmetrically coupled Burgers equations in sec-
tion 4.2.3.
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4.2.5 System (4.10)

discuss the integrability of these two systems in section 4.2.7.

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables

u=q+r, U=+valg—r).

Here, « is a nonzero constant. Then we can rewrite (4.10) as a system of two symmetrically
coupled equations,

+§Qm_irx+3a(q_r) Ty — 3@ (q—T) )
Ty = _%1%09090 +1%Tmmm - %(1 - 30&)((] ; T)ch - %(1 + 30()(q - T)Tﬂﬁw
— 53¢ + 572 +3a(g = 7)’qe — 503 (g — )"

This system does not belong to the class of systems studied in [25,20], because of its
degeneracy of the linear part.

4.2.6 System (4.11)

For system (4.11), we have the relation (u, — (U,U)); = 0. Thus, we can set

u, — (U, U) = ¢(x), (4.41)

where the function ¢(x) does not depend on t. Then the equation for U is rewritten in
terms of ¢(z) as
Ui = Upsw + 20U, + ¢,U. (4.42)

The solutions of (4.42) are given by
Ulx,t) = / dXeMW(a; ),

where U(z; \) is a solution of the ordinary differential equation
Uore + 20V, + ¢, ¥ = AU, (4.43)

Once we obtain ¢(z) and U(z,t), we can determine u(x,t) by using (4:41). The vec-
tor equation (4.43) is of the same form as the scattering problem associated with the
Kaup-Kupershmidt equation [62,63]. We can see that this is not a coincidence through
investigation of the 5" order symmetry of system (4.11). Indeed, the 5 order symmetry
is rewritten (up to a scaling of t5) in terms of ¢ and ¥ as

+ (10¢ 400 + 2000, ) V.
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The first equation is nothing but the Kaup—Kupershmidt equation, while the second
equation together with (4:43) constitutes a Lax representation for it.

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables

u=q+r, U=+valg—r).

Here, av is a nonzero constant. Then we can rewrite (4.11) as a system of two symmetrically
coupled equations,

qt = %qu - %Txxx + (% + a)(q - T)Qm + (% - Oé)(q - T)T:c:c
( —

+ (1= 50)¢ + ager, — (1
+3al(q —r)’r, — a?(qg — )4,

Ty = _%qgvxx + %T:Emm - (% - a)(q —T)4x

—(1+2a)@2 + agery + (1 — 30)r
L —alg—r)? !

;

=+
N[
Q
~—
3
IS

8

— (3 +a)(q—7)Tsa
+3al(q —r)%q,

8N

re —a?(q—r)h
25, 26].

This system does not belong to the class of nondegenerate systems studied in |

4.2.7 System (:'4:1_2)

For system (4.13), if we define new variables w and W by

{wE_Um_%“2+%<UaU>v (4.44)
W =U, +uU,
they satisfy the following system:

Wy = Wage + w0, W + 20W,. '

This system coincides with the multi-component Drinfel’d-Sokolov system (B.3), up to a
scaling of W. The Miura map (4.44) is a multi-component generalization of that for the
case of scalar U in [43,44].

Relation to system (4.10). If we introduce a new scalar variable v by

v =u, —u+ (U, U), (4.46)

{Ut = (3U<U, U> + 3<U, Umm) - 3<U7 U>2>x7 (447)

Uy = Upge + v,U + 0U, — 3(U, U,)U.

Then, it is straightforward to obtain (4.10) (for @ and U) from (4.47%) through potenti-
ation v = u,. Combining (1:46) and (4:44), we obtain the relation v — 2w = 3u,, and

consequently,
ﬁ—2/ wdz' = 3u.
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Using this relation, we can also rewrite (4.44) as a transformation between system (4.10)
and the multi-component Drinfel’d-Sokolov system (4.45).

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables

u=q+r, U=+valg—r).

Here, o is a nonzero constant. Then we can rewrite (4.12) as a system of two symmetrically
coupled equations,

qr = %[q:c:c — gz + (1 + Oé)(q - r)qx + (1 - Oé)(q - T)T:c
—1-)@ -1+ a)@r+ (1 —a)g?+ (14 a)r?],
Tt = 5[ ~Gue +Tee — (1 =) (g = 7)o — (1 + ) (g = 7)1
+(1+a)@+(1—a)d®*r —(1+a)gr?— (1 —a)r?

(4.48)

This system does not belong to the class of nondegenerate systems studied in [25, 24].
However, it was found in connection with the Kac—-Moody Lie algebras and written in a
Hamiltonian form about twenty years ago [43,44]. More specifically, system (4.48) with
a = —1 coincides with (3)—(4) in [43] for the D:(,)Z) case, up to a scaling of variables (see
also the generalized mKdV equation in [4%] for the A{” case).

4.2.8 System (4.13)
System (4.13) is merely a potential form of the multi-component Zakharov-Ito system
(8:5).
Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we set
u=q+r, U=qg—r.

Then we can rewrite (4.13) as a system of two symmetrically coupled pKdV equations,

{ gy = %qu + %Txx:c + 2%25 + rgzga

_ 1 1 2 2
Ty = quxx + ETSCSCSC + d; + 27}(;'

This system is identical to (37) in [25] or (3.10) in [24].

4.2.9 System (4.12)

Remark. If we consider separately the two cases a = 0 and a # 0, we can reduce the num-
ber of parameters in system (4.T4) by scaling variables. In the former case the parameter
b can also be fixed at any nonzero value, while in the latter case only the parameter a
can be scaled away. However, this case distinction is neither necessary nor essential, as is
demonstrated below.

If we define new variables w and W by
{w =u, + 5(U,U),

W = /U, U\,
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they satisfy the following system:

{ Wt = Wegn -+ 6wwm + (b - %)(W’ W>w’ (4 49)

Thus the essential parameter is b — a?/4 rather than a or b. If b — a?/4 # 0, system
(4.49) coincides with the multi-component Zakharov-Ito system (3.5), up to a scaling
of variables. When b — a?/4 = 0, (4:49) is a triangular system that consists of the
KdV equation and the linear equation for W with KdV-equation-dependent coefficients.
This triangular system was studied from a point of view of symmetries in [b4] (see also
[22,65,06]). As we have noted in section B.2.3, we can relate with W the inverse square
of a solution of the KdV linear problem.

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we set
u=q+r, U=q—r, a=14+2a, b=20.
Then we can rewrite (4.14) as a system of two symmetrically coupled pKdV equations,

q—7)ree + (3+ a)g?
(q—7)qz + Blqg—7)",
q—7)ree + (14 a)g?
(q—r)re + B(qg—r)".

g = %qu + %TSCSCSC + (]- + a)(q - T)Qm —Q
+ (2 = 2a)qery + (1 + @)r? + (2 + 4o
Ty = %qu + %Txx:c + a(q - T)Qm - (1 + Oé)
+ (2 = 2a)qere + (3 + a)r? + (2 + 4o

(4.50)

~— N —

This system is identical to (12) in [25]. Foursov claimed in [25] that this system was
either reduced to the representative case @ = 0 (a = 1) or decoupled by a linear change

of dependent variables. However, in fact this is not true. As far as we consider a linear

change of variables, we need one more representative case, a = —% (a = 0), in which

(4.50) cannot be decoupled. Therefore, we can say that (at least) one system is missing
from the final list of Foursov—Olver given in [26].

4.2.10 System (4.15)

System (4.15) is merely a potential form of the Jordan KdV system (B4). We see in

transformation.

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables
Sa+r), U=1(g-1)
= — T = — - .
u B q ; 9 q—rT
Then (4.15) is decoupled into two pKdV equations,

{ Gt = Quaz + 3qg2c>

Tt = Tppe + 372

This corresponds to (27) in [25].
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4.2.11 System (4.18)

discuss the integrability of these two systems in section 4.2.23.

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables
u=q+r, U=+3(q—r).
Then we can rewrite (4.16) as a system of two symmetrically coupled pKdV equations,

{ Gt = Quza + 3((] - T)qu’c:c + 3(Q:c + T:c)qgc + 3((] - 7’)2(]95,
Tt = Tegy — 3(q - T)T:c:c + 3(% + Tx)rx + 3(q - ,,,.)2,,,.1:.

This system coincides with (34) in [25] or (3.9) in [2§].

4.2.12 System (4.17)

System (4.17) is connected with system (4.29) through a Miura-type transformation. We
discuss the integrability of these two systems in section 4.2.24.

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables

uz%(q—i—r), Uz?(q—r).

Then we can rewrite (4.17) as a system of two symmetrically coupled pKdV equations,

{ 4t = Qzax + 3(q - T)qu’c:c + 3(]925 + 3((] - T)zqu'w
Te = Tage — 3(q — T)7ap + 372 + 3(q — 7)1,

This system coincides with (28) in [25] or (3.8) in [24].

4.2.13 System (4.18)

System (4.18) is connected with system (4.30) through a Miura-type transformation. We
discuss the integrability of these two systems in section 4.2.25.

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables
u=q+r, U=+3(q—r).
Then we can rewrite (4.I8) as a system of two symmetrically coupled pKdV equations,

QG = —%qmm + %me —6(q — 1r)ree + 672+ 12(q — 7)?r,

+ 3(q - T>47
+3(q — )"

This system is identical to (13) in [25] with a = 6. Thus, it is equivalent to (41) in [23]
or (3.12) in [26], up to a linear change of dependent variables.

30



4.2.14 System (4.19)

For system (4.19), if we introduce a new variable w by
w = u, + 2(U,U), (4.51)

it solves the KdV equation,
Wy = Wayge + 2WW,. (4.52a)

Therefore, system (4.19) is reduced to a triangular form. The equation for U is rewritten
in terms of w as

U, = 4U,pp + w, U + 2wU,. (4.52b)

.....

KdV equation resembles the relation between the 5 order symmetry of system (4:1T) and
the Kaup—Kupershmidt equation shown in section 4.2.6. A recursion operator and a Lax
representation for the triangular system (4:52) were given in [66] and [24], respectively.
Once we obtain w(z,t) and U(x,t), we can determine u(z,t) by using (4.51).

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables
u==6(q+r), U=+3i(q—r).

Then we can rewrite (4.19) as a system of two symmetrically coupled pKdV equations,

qr = %me - %Txx:c + 6((] - T)Qxx ‘l' GQ§ + 12(]96"} - 6T3;
—12(q = 7)*(qx —72) = 3(q — 7)*,

Tt = —3Quue + age — 6(q — 7)oy — 6¢2 + 12¢,7, + 612
+12(q — 7)*(qe — 12) — 3(q — )%

This system coincides with (42) in [25] or (3.13) in [2G].

4.2.15 System (4.20)

For system (4.20), if we introduce a new variable w by

1 1
w= —u, + —u® — (U, U), (4.53)
2 2
it solves the KdV equation,
Wi = Wygy — SWW,. (4.54a)

Therefore, system (4.20) is reduced to a triangular form. Still, it is a very interesting
system. To see this, we rewrite the equation for u in terms of w as

Uy = —2u2 + uu, — 3wy — Wl — Wy (4.54b)

Then, the reduction w = 0 changes this equation to a nontrivial closed equation for wu.
With a rescaling of variables, it reads

wy = Uy (uy — u?). (4.55)
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Equation (4.55) possesses an infinite set of commuting symmetries
Uy, = Ug(uy —u?)", ne€R.

We can easily obtain a travelling-wave solution of (4:55) with two arbitrary constants [67],
which is called a complete solution in the theory of partial differential equations. However,
we do not know any explicit formula for the general solution of (4.55). Using (4.53), we
can rewrite the equation for U as a linear equation with a u,w-dependent coefficient.

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables
u=q+r, U=q—r.

Then we can rewrite (4.20) as a system of two symmetrically coupled mKdV equations,

g = %q:c:c:c + %Txxx + %(q - T)(q:c:c - T:c:c) - (q:c - T:c)r:c
+ (> = 5¢7r)qs — (¢° + qr)7a,s

Tt = %me + %T:Emm + %(q - T) (qgv:v - Tmm) + (qgv - T:B)Qm
— (qr 4+ 1%)qs + (=5gqr + r?)r,.

This system coincides with (57) in [25] or (3.18) in [26], up to a scaling of variables.

4.2.16 System (4.21)

In system (4.21), u and (U, U) satisfy the same equations as in system (4.20). Thus, if we

define w by (4.53), we obtain (4.54a) and (#.54ly) again. The only difference between the

two systems (4.21) and (4.20) lies in the forms of equations for U, which can be rewritten
as linear equations with u, w-dependent coefficients.

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, (4.271) is identical to (4.20). Thus, through

4.2.17 System (4.22)

System (4.22) has already been obtained in [68] as a reduction of a bi-Hamiltonian system
(see also [6Y]). If we introduce a new variable w by

B 1, 1

it solves the KdV equation,
Wy = Wapy — SWWy. (4.56)

Therefore, system (3:23) is reduced to a triangular form. Substituting (U, U) = —u, +

%u2 — w into the equations for u and U respectively, we obtain

(e e
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Thus the reduction w = 0 is trivial in this system. We mention again (cf. section 4.2.9)
that the above equation for U coupled to the KdV equation (4.56) was studied in [67].

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables
u=q+r, U=qg—r.

Then we can rewrite (4.22) as a system of two symmetrically coupled mKdV equations,

{ qr = %qgcmc + %Tmmm + (q - T)Qmm + (qgc - Tﬂc)‘]m - 4qrqgc - 2q2rm7

ry = %qmmm + %Txmv - (q - T)'rmm - (qm - Tx)rx - 2T2Qx - 4q7”7‘m-

This system coincides with (58) in [25] or (3.19) in [2G].

4.2.18 System (4.23)

For system (4.23), if we introduce a new variable w by

_ Ly 1
w = um+2u 2<U,U>,
it satisfies the KdV equation,

Wy = Wapy — SWWy. (4.57a)

Therefore, system (4.23) is reduced to a triangular form. The equation for u is rewritten
in terms of w as

1
up = —ulu, + §u4 — Wy + WUy — weu — 2wu® + 2w, (4.57Db)
The triangular system (4.57) possesses (at least) two higher symmetries. The first higher
symmetry is given by

— 15,2
Wty = Wrrzza — 5wwx:c:c - 10w:cwxx + 7111 Wy,

Uy, = —sutw + 2utw? — 2w + vwu, — twu, — v, + Suww,

which obviously vanishes under the reduction w = 0. Similarly, the second one vanishes
under the same reduction. On the other hand, the reduction w = 0 changes (4.57) to a
nontrivial closed equation for u,

1
Uy = —u2ux -+ §u4.

As far as we could check with the help of a computer, this equation seems to have no
polynomial higher symmetry. We can construct its general solution in implicit form using
the method of characteristic curves.

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables

u=q+r, U=q—r.
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Then we can rewrite (4.23) as a system of two symmetrically coupled mKdV equations,

qt = %qm‘l‘ + Txxx +3 ( )(qsc:c T:t::t:) - (Q:c - 7’:(:)7’:(:
(3q7“+7° )¢ + (=3qr + )1 4+ 5(q — 1),
5 (

e = quxx + T:c:c:c + 5 q— )((Jm - T:c:c) + (qx — Ty
(¢ = 34r)s — (g + 3qr)rs — H(g — )P,

2
This system coincides with (61) in [25] or (3.20) in [26], up to a scaling of variables.

)4a

4.2.19 System (4.24)

For system (4.24), if we introduce a new variable w by
1 1
it satisfies the KdV equation,
Wi = Wage — SWW,.

Therefore, system (4:24) is rewritten in a triangular form. Substituting (U, U) = —u, +

éuz — w into the equations for u and U respectively, we obtain

{ U = —wet — WU — Wey + W2, (4.59)

U, = (wm + wu)U.
Thus the reduction w = 0 is trivial in this system. We note that in (4.59) no term
involves x-derivatives of u, U such as u,, U, U., Uz,. Then, for a given solution of the

KdV equation w(z,t), the equation for u(x,t) can be regarded as a Riccati equation with
x fixed. Once we obtain w(x,t) and u(z,t), we can integrate the equation for U as

U(x,t) = e~ 2 howtend! g g),

Remark. Actually, system (4-24) is the 3" order symmetry of a nontrivial 15* order system,

{utl = u, + %(U, U),

4.60
Ut1 = %UU ( )

For this system, w defined by (4.58) obeys the linear equation w;, = w, and the equation

for u is rewritten as u;, = Ju® —w. System (4.60) in the N =1 case as well as its higher

symmetries was studied in [55,70,71] (see also [72] for its soliton-like solutions).

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables

u=q+r, U=qg—r.

A

Then we can rewrite (4,24) as a system of two symmetrically coupled mKdV equations,

| =

qr = 2 Qrax _'_ Tmmm + 4 (q - T) (3qmm wa) + 3 (qgv - Tx)2
+ 5(¢° — 6qr —1r?)qe — (¢* + 2q7)re — ¢*r(q — 1),

Ty = §q:nmm + %Txmv + 3 ( )<Qmm 3rmm) ( - Tx)2
— (2qr + 1) ¢ — é(q +6gr —r?)ry + qri(g —r

l\DI}—A
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This system coincides with (23) in [25] with o = 1, up to a scaling of dependent variables.
Thus, it is equivalent to (62) in [25] or (3.21) in [28], up to a linear change of variables.

4.2.20 System (4.25)

System (4.25) is just a disguised form of a single vector equation. Indeed, if we introduce
an (N + 1)-component vector W by W = (u,U) = (u, Uy, ..., Uy), system (4.25) can be
rewritten in the form

This is a well-known vector mKdV equation and its integrability has been established in

the literature [27,28,73,74].

b
Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables

i

1
U:§(Q+T), U=3

(g—r).
Then we can rewrite (4.25) as a system of two symmetrically coupled mKdV equations,

Qt = Quaz + T4,
Tt = Tage + Q7.

This system is known as (the non-reduced form of) the complex mKdV equation [75]. It
is identical to (43) in [25] or, (3.14) in [26] with a correction of misprints.

4.2.21 System (4.26)

an (N + 1)-component vector W by W = (u,U) = (u, Uy, ..., Uy), system (4£.26) can be
rewritten in the form

This is another well-known vector mKdV equation, for which a Lax representation was
given in [76] for the N =1 case and in [77] for the general N case.

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables
u=gqg+r, U=i(q—r).

Then we can rewrite (4.26) as a system of two symmetrically coupled mKdV equations,

- xwx+6rx+22rxu
{Qt q qrq q (4.61)

Tt = Tpre + 2r2qm + 6qrry.

This system coincides with (48) in [25] or (3.15) in [26], up to a scaling of variables.
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4.2.22 System (4.27)

System (4.27) is known as a Jordan mKdV system [27]. Let us briefly summarize its
integrability. It is well-known that the matrix mKdV equation,

admits a Lax representation [51,74,77,78]. Then, system (4.27) is also integrable, because

it is obtained from (4.62) through t f(-)llovvlng reduction:

the
N
= Z e], {ei,ej}+ = —252]1

We mention that (4.27%) admits a generalization to a system for two vector unknowns
preserving the integrability [2Y].

Relation to systems (874) and (4.15). If we define new variables w and W by [27]
w = tu, —u?+ (U, U),
{ W =U, F2uU,
they satisfy the following system:

This system coincides with the Jordan KdV system (38.4) and, through potentiation of it,
we obtain system (4.15).
Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables

1 i

Then (4:27) is decoupled into two mKdV equations,

q—r).

{ Gt = Qeax — 6q2qm7

Tt = Tppy — 6727,

This corresponds to (50) in [25].

4.2.23 System (4.28)
We note that through introduction of a new scalar variable w by
W= uy — U,

system (4.28) is transformed to a system of coupled KdV-mKdV type,

(4.63)

Wi = Waae + 6WW, + wo (U, U) + 20U, U)y + 5(U, U) 2
Ui = Upsr + 3(wU), + (U, U)U, + %(U, U).U.
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Let us demonstrate that system (4.28) admits a Lax representation. We consider a pair
of linear equations for a column-vector function ),

Y, =U¢, ¢, =V,

with the matrices U and V of the following form:

. —iCI; Q
U-( 5 iam+P), (4.64a)
—4iC* I, — 2iCQR 4C%Q + 21¢(Q, + QP) — Qua
+Q.R - QR, +2QPR | —2Q.P — QP, +2QRQ — QP2
V=| 4CR+2((—R,+ PR) | 4i(%I,, + 2iCRQ — Py, + R,Q . (4.64b)
— Rys + PR+ 2PR, — RQ, + P,P — PP, + 2PRQ
+2RQR — PR +2RQP — P3 — 3¢, P

Here, ( is the spectral parameter, I; and [, are the [ x [ and m X m unit matrices
respectively, @), R and P are [ x m, m x [ and m X m matrices respectively, and g
is a scalar function. The compatibility condition %, = 1, implies the so-called zero-
curvature condition,

0=V, + 0V~ V0 =0,
Then, substituting (4.64) into this condition, we obtain a system of three matrix equations,

+3QP,P —39,QP = O,
Ry + Rygw — 3(PR,)s — 3R,QR — 3RQR, + 3P2R,
4+ 3PP,R +3¢,PR = O,
P, + Py + 3(9.P). — 3(PRQ + RQP), + 3PP, P
| +3P2RQ - 3RQP? = O.

(4.65)

We note that this system admits the reduction R = 'Q, ‘P = — P, where the superscript
¢ denotes the transposition. In particular, if we choose

(Q = (u,W1,...,Wx) = (u, W),

U

Wy U
R: : :<tw)7

Wy

0 % Vi

-V B 0 Vv
P= ; 0, :(—tv O)’
\ _VN
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system (4.65) is reduced to the system
(Ut + Usow — 6u?uz — 3us((W, W) + (V. V) = Bu((W, Wa) + (V, Vz))
Wi+ Waeee + 3(uV) e — 3ug,V — 3uu, W — 3u*W, — 3(W, W)W,
—3(W, W )W = 3(W, V),V =0,
Vi 4 Vaoo 4 3(6aV ) = 3(u?V)e = 3((W, V)W), = 3(V, Vo)V
| = 3wV, VYW + 3u(W, V)V =0,

(4.66)

together with one constraint,
(WVW —u'WV), — W VYV —'TWV) = 0.

When W and V are scalar, i.e. N = 1, this constraint is satisfied automatically and we
obtain a three-component mKdV system. There is another case, the case W =V, for
which the constraint is satisfied. Then, if we set

i
=u, W=V=—2U,
g=u 7

and change the sign of time ¢ (t — —t), system (4.66) collapses to system (4:28).

Relation to system (4.16). If we introduce a new scalar variable v by

vV=up —utt S <UU>

{vt = (Var + 30> + 0(U,U) + (U, Usa)),,. (4.67)

Ur = Ugaa + 30U + 30U, + (U, U,)U.

Then, it is straightforward to obtain (4.16) (for @ and U) from (4.67) through potentiation
v = 1. It should be mentioned here that the authors encountered two papers [(9,80] on
the integrability of (4.67) in the case of scalar U, after they had obtained all the presented
results independently.

Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables
u=q+7r, U=+V3(q—r).
Then we can rewrite (4.28) as a system of two symmetrically coupled mKdV equations,
{ = [¢ue +3(q — 7)qu + ¢ — 12¢°r + 3¢7%],,,
= [rew — 3(q — 7)1 + 3¢°r — 12qr% + 19 .

This system coincides with (55) in [25] or (3.17) in [26]. Moreover, if we introduce new
variables ¢ and 7 by

G = V3igel @ = \fBipem [T e
they satisfy the system of coupled mKdV equations (4.61).
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4.2.24 System (4.29)
Through introduction of a new scalar variable w by

W= uy — u,

system (4.29) is transformed to a system that looks very similar to (4.63),

{ Wy = Wy + 6wwy + we (U, U) + 2w (U, U)y + £(U, U) e, (468)

Uy = Upge + 6(wU ), + (U, UYU, + 2(U, U),U.

System (4.68) is a multi-component generalization of a flow of the Jaulent—Miodek hier-

-

archy [RB1]. Let us demonstrate that (4.68) admits a Lax representation. We consider a
pair of linear equations for a column-vector function v,

{tpm +(Q+ (R)Y = (%,

4.69
Y, = (41 + 20R+2Q + §R*), — [(Ry + Qo + 3(R?)]9. (4.69)

Here, ( is the spectral parameter, and () and R are square matrices with the same dimen-

equations,

{ Qi = Quaz + 3(Q%)z + 2(RY) 4w + 2R?Q, + 3[Q(R?), + 3(R?),Q),

R, = Ryss + 3(QR + RQ), + 2[3(R?).R + R(R?), + 2R2R,), (4.70)

together with one constraint,

[Q, R = 0.

If we consider the reduction,
N
6
Q:U)l, R = %iZUje]‘, {ei,ej}+ = —252‘]'1,
j=1

the constraint is automatically satisfied and system (£.70) collapses to system (4.68). This

Lax representation for (4.68) can be rewritten as that for (4.29) [82].

Relation to system (4.I7). If we introduce a new scalar variable v by
_ 2 1
v=u, -+ (U.0), (4.71)

system (4.29) is changed into the following system:

{ U = (Vg + 302 + 20(U, U) + (U, Ups) + 3(Us, Uz)),. (472)

Ui = Uz + 60U + 60U, + 2(U, U,)U.

Then, it is straightforward to obtain (4.17) (for @ and U) from (4.72) through potentiation
V= Ug.
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Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables

UZ%(HT), Uzg(q—r)-

Then we can rewrite (4.29) as a system of two symmetrically coupled mKdV equations,
{ Gt = [Gue +3(q — 7)qs + ¢° — 6¢°r + 3qr?],
e = [rea — 3(q — 7)1y + 3¢%r — 6qr* + 1%

This system coincides with (51) in [25] or (3.16) in [26]. It is known as a flow of the
modified Jaulent—Miodek hierarchy [82] (see also (7.37) in [83]). While elaborating on

this paper, the authors encountered one paper [84] on the three-component generalization
of this flow [(4.29) with N = 2].

4.2.25 System (4.30)

For system (4.30), if we define new variables w and W by

{wEuH“Q*%(U’U)’ (4.73)
W = U, + 2ul, '
they satisfy the following system:

W, = —2W,pe + 60W,. '

This system coincides with the multi-component Hirota—Satsuma system (8.6), up to a

for the case of scalar U in [43,44] and that for the case of two-component vector U in [60].

Relation to system (4.18). If we introduce a new scalar variable v by
1
V= Uy — ut — 6<U, U), (4.75)
system (4.30) is changed into the following system (cf. (4.3) in [85]):

{ O = (Vgo + 302 + 40(U, U) + 2(U, Upy) + (Uy, Up) + 2(U,U)?),, (4.76)

Uy = —2U,00 — 60,U — 60U, — 4(U, U,)U.
Then, it is straightforward to obtain (4.18) (for @ and U) from (4.76) through potenti-
13

7.
ation v = 4,. Combining (4.75) and (4.73), we obtain the relation v + w = 2u,, and
consequently,

€L+/ wdx’ = 2u.

Using this relation, we can also rewrite (4.73) as a transformation between system (4.18)
and the multi-component Hirota—Satsuma system (4.74).
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Symmetrization. In the case where U is scalar, we consider the linear change of variables

u= —%(q+r), U= ?i(q —r).

Then we can rewrite (4.30) as a system of two symmetrically coupled mKdV equations,

{ qt = [_%Qmm + %Txx + 3((] - T)qm - 2T3]x7

Ty = [%qxx - %T:c:c - 3(q - T)rx - 2q3]x

This system is identical to (63) in [25] or (3.22) in [26]. It was found in connection with
the Kac—Moody Lie algebras and written in a Hamiltonian form about twenty years ago
(cf. the C{V case in [A3] or the BY" case in [44]).
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5 The case \{ = \y = % — coupled Ibragimov—Shabat
equations —

In this section, we classify 2°¢ order and 3" order systems in the \; = \y = % (Ibragimov—
Shabat weighting [3G]) case. In the first part (section 5.1), we present a complete list of
such systems with a specific order symmetry. In the second part (section 5.3), we prove
that the listed systems are linearizable.

5.1 List of systems with a higher symmetry

The general ansatz for a Ay = Ay = % homogeneous evolutionary system of 2°¢ order for
a scalar function u and a vector function U takes the form

Ugy = U Uge + A2uUy + azu® + agu, (U, U) + asu(U, U,)
+ agu®*(U,U) + a7u(U, U)?,

U, = agUyy + aguu,U + a10u?U, + ayutU + a1 (U, U)U,
+ &13<U, UI>U + CL14U2<U, U)U + a15(U, U>2U

(5.1)

The following constraints guarantee the order to be 2 and the system not to be triangular:

(a1’a8) 7& (0a0)> (a4,a5,a6,a7) 7é (0’O>0a0)> (a9>a10>a11>a14) 7& (0a0>0a0)
Similarly, the general ansatz for a 3'% order system takes the form

( Uty = DiUpzr + Dot Uy + bsuu? + byuuy, + bsu” + bguy, (U, U)
+ b7ux<U, Ux> + bgU(Ux, Ux> + bgU(U, Uxx> + blou2UI<U, U>
+ b11u3<U, Ugc> + b12U5<U, U> + b13Ux<U, U>2
+ b14u<U, U><U, Um> + b15U3<U, U>2 + b16U<U, U>3,

Ut3 = b17Ummm + b18uummU + leUgU + b20uumUx + b21u2Umm (52)
+ ngUgumU + b23u4Um + b24u6U + b25<U, U)Umm + b26<U, Ux>Ux
+ b27<Ux, UI>U + bgg(U, UII>U + bgguux<U, U)U
+ b30u2(U, U)Ux + bglu2<U, UI>U + b32U4<U, U)U
+ 533<U, U>2Ux + bg4<U, U><U, UI>U + bg5u2<U, U>2U
L + bsg (U, U)3U,

for which the following constraints guarantee the order to be 3 and the system not to be tri-
angular: (b1, b17) # (0,0) and at least one of b, . . ., bjg and one of bg, . . ., bag, bag, . . ., b3a, bss
must not vanish. However, when we consider a 3¢ order symmetry for a 2°¢ order system,
we relax these constraints as follows (cf. section 2): (b1, b17) # (0,0) and at least one of
bi,...,bis and one of b7, ..., bsg must not vanish.

Proposition 5.1. No 2™ order system of the form (5.1) with a 3™ order symmetry of the
form (52) or a 4™ order symmetry exists.
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Theorem 5.2. Any 3™ order system of the form (5.2) with a 5% order symmetry has to
coincide with either of the following two systems up to a scaling of ts, x,u, U (we omit the
subscript of t3):

(= (a4 1) (Uggw + 30PUgy + Juu? + 3utu, + 3ug, (U, U)
+ 6u (U, Uy) + 3u (U, U)?) + 2au{U, U,,)
+ (2a + 3)u(U,, U,) + (10a + 6)u,u?*(U,U) + 2au®(U, U,)
+ 6au(U, UY(U,U,) + au®(U, U) + 2au®*(U, U)? + au({U, U)3,

Uy = Uy + 30U, UV Uss + 6(U, UNUs + 3(Us, UNU + 3(U, UY2U,
— 2auz,ulU + (a + 3)uU + 6uu,U, + 3u*Us,, — 6au,u3U
+ 3utlU, — 2au,u(U, UYU — 4au*(U, U )U + 6u*(U,U)U,
— au®U — 2au™ (U, U)U — au®*(U, U)?U, a : arbitrary,

(5.3)

(U = Uy + 30Uy + U2 + 3utuy + 3uy, (U, U) + 6u, (U, U,)
+ 2u(U, Upy) + 2u(U,, Uy) + 10u,u?{(U, U) + 2u3(U, U,)
+ 3u (U, U)* + 6u(U, U)U, U,) + v>(U,U) + 2u*(U, U)?
+u(U,U)?, (5.4)

Uy = —2ugul + u2U — 6u,ulU — 2u,u(U, UYU — 4u?(U, U, ) U
_ ST — 20U, UNU — w2(U, U)2U.

\

Both system (5.3) and system (5.4) admit the reduction U = 0. From this viewpoint,
they are considered as generalizations of the Ibragimov—Shabat equation [B6]. In addition,
system (5.3) admits the reduction v = 0 which changes it to a vector analogue of the
Ibragimov—Shabat equation [15,34],

Uy = Upgo + 3(U, UNUpy + 6(U, Up)U, + 3(Uy, Up)U + 3(U, U)2U,. (5.5)

We can linearize (5.3) and (5.4) through the same change of dependent variables. In fact,
both of them are 3'% order symmetries of a nontrivial 1% order system,

; — Ug + Ua U ’
{ ey =t + u{U, U) (5.6)
Ut1 = —u2U,

which is naturally linearizable in the same way.
5.2 Integrability of systems (5.3) and (5.4)
5.2.1 System (5.3)
We note that system (5.3) possesses the following conservation law:

(u® + (U, U)),

= [(a + 1)(2uttgy — u2 + 6uuy + u®) + 2(U, Upy) — (Uy, Uy)
+ (4a + 6)u*(U,U,) + (2a + 6)uu(U, U) + (2a + 3)u*(U, U)
+ (a4 3)u*(U,U)? + 6(U, UNU, U,) + (U, U)?]. (5.7)
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Then, if we introduce new variables w and W by

w = uel @ HTU)
W = Uel" (w*+{UU)d"

they satisfy a pair of linear equations,

{ wy = (@ + 1)Waaa,
Wt = wax

If we set U = 0 or u = 0, (5.8) is reduced to the linearizing transformation for the
Ibragimov—Shabat equation [3,86] and that for its vector analogue (5.5), respectively.

5.2.2 System (5.2)

System (5.4) is obtained from (5.3) by rescaling ¢ appropriately and taking the limit
a — oo. As this fact implies in combination with (5.7), system (5.4) possesses the
following conservation law:

(* 4+ (U, U)), = (2uttyy — u2 + 6uu, + u® + 2u,u(U, U)
+4dX(U,U,) + 20U, U) + u2(U, U)2),.

Then, by the same change of variables as in section 5.2.1;,

w = uefx(“2+<U:U>)d$/’
W = Uel ™ *+{UU)d"

system (5.4) is decoupled into one linear equation and one trivial equation,

Wy = Wyge,
{ Wt = 0
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6 The case \| = %, Ao = % — negative results —

In this section, we search for 2" order and 3'¢ order systems with a specific order sym-
metry in the case of \; = %, Ay = % However, the results turn out to be negative, as is
shown below.

The general ansatz for a A\; = %, Ay = % homogeneous evolutionary system of 2°¢ order
for a scalar function v and a vector function U takes the form

{ Uty = AUy + a2uPuy + azu” + ay (U, Uy) + asu®(U, U),

(6.1)
Ut2 = CLGngC + a7u2uxU + agu?’Ux + aguﬁU + a10u2<U, U>U

The following constraints guarantee the order to be 2 and the system not to be triangular:

(alaaﬁ) 7"é (0a0)> (a4>a5) 7é (an)a (a7aa8aa9aa10) 7"é (0,0,0,0).

Similarly, the general ansatz for a 3'% order system takes the form

( Uty = D1Usas + Doty + b3u?u? + byubu, + bsu'® + bg(U, Uyy)
+ by (U, Uy) + bguPu, (U, U + bou(U, U,) + byou®(U, U)
+ buu*(U,U)?,

Uty = b12Usss + bizu?up,U + bigulU + bisu?u,U, + biguUs, (6.2)
+ b17u5uxU + b18u6Ux + blgugU + bgouux<U, U>U
+ b21u2<U, U)Ux + 622u2<U, Ux>U + bgg’u5<U, U>U

L +b24u(U, U>2U,

for which the following constraints guarantee the order to be 3 and the system not to be
triangular: (b1, b12) # (0,0) and at least one of bg, ..., b1; and one of bs, . . ., byy must not
vanish. However, when we consider a 3" order symmetry for a 2" order system, we relax
these constraints as follows (cf. section 2): (b1, b12) # (0,0) and at least one of by, ..., by
and one of bya, ..., byy must not vanish.

Proposition 6.1. No 2™ order system of the form (6.1) with a 3™ order symmetry of the
form (673) or a 4™ order symmetry exists.

Proposition 6.2. No 3" order system of the form (6.2) with a 5" order symmetry exists.

45



7 The case \; = %, Ao = %

In this section, we classify 2" order and 3" order systems in the case of \; = %, Aoy = %
In the first part (section ¥.1), we present complete lists of such systems with a specific
order symmetry. In the second part (section 7.3), we prove that the listed systems are
linearizable.

7.1 Lists of systems with a higher symmetry

The general ansatz for a \; = %, Ay = % homogeneous evolutionary system of 2"¢ order
for a scalar function v and a vector function U takes the form

Upy = AUz + agut + az(U, Upe) + ag(Uy, Up) + asu(U, U)
+ CLGU2<U, U>2 + a7u<U, U>3 + CL8<U, U>4

, (7.1)
Ut2 = agUxx + &10U3U + a11u2<U, U>U + a12u<U, U>2U + &13<U, U>3U

The following constraints guarantee the order to be 2 and the system not to be triangular:

(a1> as, ag) 7& (Oa 07 O)a (a?n G4, as, ae, a7, aS) 7£ (0> 0? 07 Oa O> O)a
(a10, a11, a12) # (0,0,0).

Similarly, the general ansatz for a 3™ order system takes the form

( Uty = blux:c:c + b2u3ux + b3<U> U:c:c:c) + b4<U:c> U:c:c) + 65u2ux<Ua U>
+ bﬁu3<U, Ux> + b7uux(U, U>2 + bg’u2<U, U><U, Ux>
4 boup (U, U3 + bigu(U, UY2(U, U,) + by (U, UYS(U, U,),

Uty = b1oUpps + bisu?u,U + biyPU, + bisuu, (U, UYU (7.2)
+ b16u2<U, U)Um + b17u2<U, Um>U + blgux<U, U>2U
+ b19u<U, U>2Um + b20u<U, U) <U, Ux>U + b21 <U, U>3Ux

\ + boo (U, UN2(U, U\,

for which the following constraints guarantee the order to be 3 and the system not to be
triangular: (by, b3, b12) # (0,0,0) and at least one of bs, ..., b;; and one of by, . . ., byg must
not vanish. However, when we consider a 3" order symmetry for a 2" order system, we
relax these constraints as follows (cf. section 2): (b, b, b12) # (0,0,0) and at least one of
bi,...,b11 and one of bya, ..., by must not vanish.

Theorem 7.1. Any 2" order system of the form (7.1) with a 3™ order symmetry of the
form (722) has to coincide with the following system up to a scaling of to, x,u, U (we omit
the subscript of ts):

{ U = Upy + 2(U, Upe) + 2(Us, Uy) + 2u{U, U)? + 2(U, U)4, (73)

U, = —u(U, UY2U — (U, U)3U.
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Theorem 7.2. Any 2"¢ order system of the form (7.%) with a 4" order symmetry has to
coincide with either (723) or the following system up to a scaling of to, x,u,U:

{ U = _2<U7 Umﬂﬂ) - 2u3<U7 U> - 6u2<U7 U>2 - 6U<U’ U>3 N 2<U’ U>4’ (7 4)

U, = Uyy + 03U + 3u(U, UNU + 3u(U, U)2U + (U, U)U.

Theorem 7.3. Any 3™ order system of the form (7.2) with a 5% order symmetry has to
coincide with either of the following two systems up to a scaling of ts, x,u, U (we omit the
subscript of t3):

U, = —ug (U, U)2U — 2(U, U)2(U, U,\U,

Uy = —ug (U, UN2U — 4u(U, UNU, U)U + 4u(U, U)2U, (7.6)

— 6(U, U)2(U, U,)U + 4(U, U)*U,.

We note that (775) is the 3" order symmetry of the 2" order system (7-3).

7.2 Integrability of systems (7.3)—(7.6)
7.2.1 Systems (7.3) and (7.5)

We present a procedure for solving system (7-3) only, because its 3" order symmetry (725)
can be solved in the same way. For system (7.3), if we introduce a new variable w by

w=u+(U,U), (7.7)

it solves the linear equation,
Wi = Wey-

Once we know w(z,t) by solving this equation, we obtain from the relation ((U,U)™?), =

4w that
1 1

T, 0, 0F 4/0 Wl A o), U o)

Then we can determine u(z, t) by using (7-%). Finally, noting the relation ((U, U)~2U ), =
0, we obtain the following expression for U(x,t):

1

Uz, t) = U(z,0).

1
1

1+ 4(U(x,0), U(x,0)) [ w(x, t’)dt’]
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7.2.2 System (7.4)
For system (7.4), we have the relation (u + (U,U)); = 0. Thus, we can set
u+(U,U) = ¢(x),

where the function ¢(x) does not depend on ¢. Then the equation for U is rewritten in

terms of ¢(z) as
Uy = Uy, + ¢°U. (7.8)

The solutions of (7.8) are given by
Uz, t) = /d)\ MW (; \),

where W(z; \) is a solution of the ordinary differential equation
U, + 30 = AU,

The following commutation relation indicates that system (7.4) possesses a polynomial
higher symmetry of every even order (cf. [7,10]):

(0246 (P +¢%"] =0, n=1,2,....

7.2.3 System (7.6)
For system (7.6), if we introduce a new variable w by
w=u-+ (U,U),

it solves the linear equation,
Wy = Wygy-

Once we know w(z,t), we obtain from the relation ((U, U)~?), = 4w, that

1 ! 1
— 4 | wy(z, t)dt . 7.9
T o =, O e raa i
Then the equation for (U, U)~2U can be rewritten as
1 , 1
———U | =4u+(UU))UU)*| —=U
w,uy ), (U,u) ).
B dw(z,t) ( 1 U)
= — .
4 [ we(z, t)dt’ + —<U(m70)71U(m70)>2 u,u)y ).
The general solution of this equation is given by
Ly f4/t(ﬂﬁ+/m L dz’
U . =f wlz
<U, U) ’ ’ 0 7 <U(ZL’I,0),U(ZL'/,0)>2 7
j=1,2....,N, (7.10)

48



where fi(z),..., fn(2) are arbitrary functions of z, except that they must satisfy one
constraint, Z;VZI [£;(2)]> = 1. Combining (7:10) with (79), we arrive at the following
formula:

Uj(l’,t) =

where £(z,t) = 4f(fw(x,t’)dt’ + ["(U(2',0),U(2',0))"2da’.
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8 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have presented a classification of integrable evolutionary systems in 141
dimensions for one scalar unknown u(z,t) and one vector unknown U(x,t). We focused
on polynomial systems that are homogeneous under a suitable weighting of 9,., 9y, u(x,t),
U(z,t), and considered five distinct weightings for u, U relative to a fixed weight of 0,.
Then, with the help of a computer algebra program, we obtained the complete lists, up to
a scaling of variables, of 2" order systems with a 3' order or a 4% order symmetry and
3' order systems with a 5 order symmetry. We demonstrated the integrability of nearly
all listed systems by constructing a Lax representation or a linearizing transformation,
or, in some cases, by identifying an integrable closed subsystem contained in the system
under investigation.

The following tables give a quick overview of the systems found. Note we use “MT” as
an abbreviation for “Miura-type transformation”, including Miura map plus potentiation.
In these tables, we set the weight of 0, at unity, without any loss of generality. For
full details regarding Lax representations, transformations, references, etc., the reader is
referred to the corresponding part of the paper identified through the equation number.
Here, we would like to make a few remarks on our classification results:

e The most interesting classification results are obtained for the case A\ = Ay = 1,
namely, the Burgers/pKdV/mKdV weighting. The lists in this case consist of a
large number of systems, which are shown to have a very wide variety of underlying
structures. We compared these lists thoroughly with the lists of two-component sys-
tems by Foursov—Olver [18,25, 26], refined and generalized their work, as described
in the introduction.

e We found a number of pairs/triplets of scalar-vector systems connected through
transformations of dependent variables. Besides standard Miura transformations
that map both the scalar and vector variables to new ones (see, e.g. (4:44)), we
also found Miura-type transformations that act only on the scalar variable and do
not change the vector variable (see, e.g. (4.46) combined with potentiation v = 1,,).
For some other systems, we showed that a new scalar variable defined in terms of
the old scalar and vector variables satisfies a closed integrable equation, such as the
KdV equation or a linear equation.

e The search for such transformations in our case of scalar-vector systems is simple
in comparison to scalar-scalar systems. For instance, the ansatz that a new scalar
variable depends on the original vector variable U only through scalar products
(07U, 02U) narrows down the candidates for such transformations considerably.
This leads us to the counter-intuitive observation that scalar-vector systems are,
in a sense, more tractable than scalar-scalar systems. This is probably one reason
why, unlike our work, Foursov and Olver proved integrability'™ for only a small
proportion of their two-component systems [1§, 25, 26].

Finally, we mention some problems not solved in this paper:

18They discussed the existence of a recursion operator or a bi-Hamiltonian structure.
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e How can the integrability of the three systems (4.5), (4.8) and (4.9) be established
along the lines of this paper? The main obstacle is that we know neither a linearizing
transformation nor a proper Lax representation for the two-component Burgers
system (4:35). The dependence of the functional form of travelling-wave solutions
on the boundary conditions and the velocity implies that (4.35) is a highly nontrivial
system and not linearizable by a naive extension of the Hopf—Cole transformation.

e Some scalar-vector systems are converted to a triangular form, i.e. a closed subsys-
tem plus remaining equations coupled to it. When the remaining equations contain
difficult to solve them explicitly for a giv-e-n- solution of the subsystem. Is there any
method, like an extension of the inverse scattering method, for dealing with such
triangular systems analytically?

e Can one construct an explicit formula for the general solution of (4.55)? This
equation is obtained from system (4.20) or (4.2) by converting it to a triangular
form and then considering the special case in which the solution of the subsystem,
KdV equation in this case, is identically zero.

Although we concentrated our attention on the five distinct weightings for w, U in
this paper, we also found integrable systems that are homogeneous under a different
weighting of variables. Namely, we obtained systems of coupled KdAV-mKdV type, e.g.
(:47), (463), (4768) and (4.76)19, together with the proof of their integrability. We are
planning to complete a classification of integrable systems of this type, i.e. scalar-vector
systems with weights Ay = 2, Ay = 1, in a subsequent paper. Preliminary results can be
viewed on the web page

19We note that, in addition to a scaling of variables, these systems admit another equivalence trans-

formation @ = u + k(U,U), U =U.
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Table 4: An

overview of the considered classes with unit weighting of 0,

weights | weights of
(A1,A2) | O, O in | system comments
of u,U | sys., sym.
2,3 none
(2,2) 2,4 none
Iti-component generalization of a
- —(U.U mu p g L10TL
3,5 (83:) ut = (U, Ua), Drinfel’d-Sokolov system [:43:, l44|], see
T Ut = Uggz + ugU 4 2uUy. [4%%7]] - T
(8-4:) Ut = Upzz + 6uug — 6(U, Uy), known as a Jordan KdV system ['g;.,éé,
== Ut = Usaa + 6usU + 6uUs. 84,14
(b'a) Ut = Ugzz + 3uug + 3(U, Ug), multi-component  generalization , _of
==\ U = upU + uls. Zakharov-Tto system [61,52], see [63]
(ES-GI) Ut = Ugza + 6uug — 12(U, Uy), multi-component  generalization_ _of
- U = —2Usas — 6uls. Hirota—Satsuma system [54], see [57]
) . _ 1 1 9 linearized by an extended Hopf-Cole
(1,1) or (4.3) § Up = Ugs + g(l —a)uzU +uUyz + ﬁ(l —4a)u?U transformation
2,4 - %(U, U)U, a : arbitrary.
(;1'4:) ut = uge + 2uug + 2(U, Us), is scaling limit of (:il-g:), linearized by
== Uy = —%qu — %u2U — %(U7 U)U. the same transformation
- Ut = Uz + 2uug + (U, Us), containg fwo-component Burgers sys-
(.51 1 tem (4.33) as closed subsystem, inte-
Ut = quaU + uls. grability unproven
y +2(U, Usa) + 2(Us, Uz), -
3,5 (4.61) is symmetry of (4.3)

Ut = Ugaa + %(1 — a)uzU + %ungc + %uUzz + %(1 — 2a)uugU
+ 302U, — (U, Ux)U + 2(1 — 4a)u’U — u(U,U)U,
a : arbitrary.

Ut = Ugpzer + SUUze + Su?C + 3uluy + ug (U, U) + 2u({U, Ug)
+2(U, Ugz) + 2(Uz, U,

Ut = —uzeU — 3uuU — (U, U)U — 203U — Su(U, U)U.

is_symmetry of @-4), scaling limit of
“.0)

Ut = Ugpzer + SUUze + Su?c + 3uuy + ug (U, U) + 2u({U, Ug)
+ (U, Usz) + (Uz, Uz),

Ut = 2uzaU + uaUs + wuaU + u?Us + 3(U,U)Us + (U, Us)U.

is symmetry of (:4-5), see there

Ut = Uzgz + SUuUgz + 3u + 3uuz + ux (U, U) + 2u(U, Uyg)
+ (U, Uzz) + (Uz, Us),
Ut = 322U + uzUs + uugU + u2Us + (U, U)Us.

contains 3"d order symmetry of two-
component Burgers system (4.33), in-
tegrability unproven

3ug <U7 U> + 3<U7 anc> - 3<U7 U>27

§
I

obtained from (:Zl:lé) by MT

ut = 2ug (U, U) 4+ 2(U, Uyz) — (Uz, Uz) — 2(U, U)?,

linearizable by change of variable, re-
lated to Kaup—Kupershmidt equation
in a certain manner

Ut = Usaa + taeaU + teUs — 2uuaU — w2Uy + (U, UVUs — (U, Uz)U.

§
I

r=, ---
connected with (8.3) and (4.10) by MT

Ut = Ugzx + SuZ + 3(Us, Us),
U = u Uy

is potential form of (li_’>-_5')

Ut = Uggx + 3“3 + Zauac<U7 U> + a<U7 anc> + G<Uac7 Um> + b<U7 U>27
(a,b) # (0,0).

|
|
|
|
{
{
{
{
{
|
|
|
|
|

Ut = UuzaU + 2uz Uz + a(U, U)Uz + a(U, Uz)U,

for b # a? /4, transformed to (:;3_5), for
b = a?/4, to KdV equation + linear
vector equation coupled to it
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Table 5: Continuation

weights | weights of
(A1,A2) | O¢, O7 in | system comments
of u,U | sys., sym.
== = Urpy 2 _ p i i i
(1,1) 3.5 (i.15) { ut = Ugzz + 3us — 3(Us, Uz), is potential form of E (3.4), MT connects
= Ut = Uzza + 6uUs. o (4.27)
- == = Ugza + 3u2 U,U) + (U, U, - ==
gy L e +3ug + us (U, U) + (U, Usa), obtained from (%.28) by MT
S
- Ut:Ucvzz+3uzzU+3uzUz+<U,Uz>U -
i = 3u2 + 2uz (U, U) + (U, Uzz) + 5(Ux, U. e
y 17) W7 Yeee + 3uz + 2ua( )+ za) +3{Us, Us), obtained from (%.29) by MT
| I =
- Uy = U;cx;c+6u;ch+6uacU;c+2<U7 U£>U -
== = Ugaa + 3u2 + dua (U, U) + 2(U, U, Uz, Us) + 2(U,U)? ==~
y1g) { VT e +3up +4ua (U, U) + 2(U, Use) + (Us, Us) + 5 (U U), obtained from (%.30) by MT
| [~
= | Ut = —2Ugaz — 6uzaU — 6us Uy — 4(U, Uz )U. ==
o (u = Ugge + w2 —12(U, Upy) + 12(Ux, Us) — AU, U)2, reduC.Cd to .triangular systorn.: Kdv
(4.19) equation + linear vector equation cou-
- Ut = AUzas + Uz2zU + 2u Uy + AU, U)Uz + 4(U, Uz)U. pled to it
mmn Ut = Ugzr — %u2uz + %Uz<U7 UY 4+ w(U, Uz + (U, Usz) + Uz, Us), converted to triangular system: KdV
(4.20) 19 3 eq. + nonlinear eq. with interesting re-
Ui = —uaUy — 5u°Us + §<U7 U)Usz. duction (g _552) + linear vector eq.
3 3 -
(@3%) Ut = Ugga — 5uUe + 5ua(U,U) +w(U,Us) + (U, Uza) + (Uz, Uz), exactly like for (4.20) only different lin-
gt Up = —ugUy — %uzUz + %(U, UNUz + (U, Uz)U. ear vector eq.
cen (Ut = Upme — %uzux + %u£ (U, U) + w(U, U + (U, Uss) + (U, Uy), | obtained in [68], converted to trian-
(4.22) 1 o 1 gular system: KdV equation + linear
7 Ut = ugaU + uaUs — uuaU — 5u?Us + 5 (U, U)Us + (U, Uz)U. equations coupled to it
e ut = “»”1»"” - %“2u1 + %“I<U’ U) +w(U,Uz) + (U, Uzz) + (Uz, Uz) contains interesting triangular system
(4.23) +3(U,U)2, (!l 57i) as closed subsystem: KdV equa-
Up = —upUs — Lu2U, — l(U UVUs + lu(U U\U tion "+ nonlinear equation coupled to it
2 2\ 2 ) :
Ut = Ugzz — %u2uz + ux (U, U) + uw(U,Uz) + (U, Uzz) + (Uz, Ug) is symmetry of 15% order system (4.60),
ity _ 1 2 1 2 converted to triangular system: KdV
(4.24) (U, U) + $(U,U)?,
L- - 13 L eq. + Riccati eq. coupled to it 4 linear
U = um"U +3 <U Ua)U — 7uU + Zu(U, u)u. vector eq. coupled to them
(k-l 55‘) Ut = Uggs + wug + ug (U, U), equivalent to a single vector mKdV
2\ Ut = Unww 4+ u2Us + (U, U)Us. equation for vector (u,U)
(!Z 56) { Ut = Uggz + 202Uz + uz (U, U) +uw(U, Us), equivalent to a single vector mKdV
(g Ut = Upgx + uugU 4+ 02Uy + (U, U\Uyg + (U, Uz)U. equation for vector (u,U)
('4-1 57‘) Ut = Uggz — 6uZug + 6uy (U, U) + 12u(U, Uy), known as a Jordan mKdV system F’Z’F]
E=Y Ut = Usgw — 120U — 66Uy + 6(U, UYU,. connected with (8.4) and (.15) by MT
= — 6u? 2
58 ut = Ugzs — 6uug +ue (U, U) + 2u(U, Us) —; (U, Uza) + (Us, Us), admitg Lax representation, connected
(#-28) § Ut = Usaa + 3uaaU + 3uaUs — 6uusU — 3uUs + (U, U)Us with (4.16) by MT
+ 3<U7 U£>U -
— o — Bulw U U +2ulU.U U.U... U. U multi-component generalization_ of a
Al ut = Usse — 6uts +us (U, U) + 2u(l), Us) +2< Usa) + (Us, Us), modified Jaulent-Miodek flow [83], ad-
(@29 \ Ut = Usso + 6uacU + 6usUs — 12ut,U — 62Uy + (U, U)Us mits Lax representation, connected
+ XU, Uz)U. with (4.17) by MT
I 77 = Ugzz — 6uuy + uzp (U, U) + 2u(U, Uy) + (U, Uzz) + (Us, Uz), ‘- -
1-30) § U = —2Ussa — 6uzaU — 6upUs + 120t U + 6u2Uy + (U, U)Us connected with (8.6) and (4.18) by MT
— 2(U, Ug)U.
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Table 6: Continuation

weights | weights of
(A1, A2) | O¢, Or in | system comments
of u,U | sys., sym.
2,3 none
2,4 none
ut = (@ + 1) (Uzzz + 3u%uzs + Juu2 + 3utug + 3uze (U, U)
+ 6uy (U, Ug) + 3ug (U, UY?) + 2au(112, Usa) , )
+ (2a + 3)w(Us, Uz) + (150[1 + 6)uzu <[3]’ U) +22au v, Uz>3 is symmetry of 15 order system (E)_ﬁ’:),
(l l) 3.5 (;3-3') + 6au(U, UNU, Us) + au>(U, U) + 200 (U, U)* + aw(U, U)*, extension of vector Ibragimov—Shabat
272 ’ == Ut = Usaa + 3(U, U)Uss + 6(U, Us)Us + 3(Us, Un)U + 3(U, U)2U, equation, linearizable by change of
— 2auzzul + (a + 3)u2U + 6uug Uz + 3u?Usy — 6augusU variables
+ 3utUs — 2auzu(U, UYU — dau? (U, Uz)U + 6u? (U, U)Uy
— aubU — 2au* (U, U)U — au?(U, U)2U, a : arbitrary.
Ut = Uppz + 3uuge + 9uu§ + 3utuy + 3ugs (U,U) + 6us (U, Uyg)
+ 2u(U, Ugg) + 2u(Uy, Ug) 4+ 10uzu?(U, U) 4 2u3(U, Uy) . . -
- + 3ug (U, U2 + 6u{U, U)(U, Ug) + u5(U, U) + 2u3{U, U)? is symmetry of 1 order system (5.6),
(6.4) +u(U,U)3, scaling limit of (6.3), linearized by the
same change of variables
Ut = —2ugzulU + u2U — 6uzudU — 2upu(U, UYU — 4u?(U, Uz)U
—uSU — 2u*(U, UYU — w?(U, U)2U.
2,3 none
(%, %) 2,4 none
3,5 none
(g l) 9.3 (;7'3:) ut = gy + 2(U, Usa) + 2(Us, Uz) + 2u(U, U)® 4+ 2(U, U)4, ultralocal change of variables gives lin-
3'3 ) =z U = —u(U, U>2U —(, U>3U. ear equations
(i.3)
2,4 & { wp = —2(U, Usz) — 203(U, U) — 6u2(U, U)2 — 6u(U, U)3 — 2(U, U)4,
.
= Ut = Uze + w3U + 3u2(U, UYU + 3u(U, U)2U + (U, U)3U.
‘- = uzze + 2(U, Uzze) + 6(Us, Uze) + 2ua (U, UY3 + 4(U, UY3(U, U, -
3,5 (I75I) {Ut usae + AU, Usos) + 6(Us, Usa) + 2u2 (U, U)° + 4U, U)*(U, Ua), is symmetry of (: ?x'),
- U= _uw<U7 U>2U_2<U7 U>2<U7 UL>U T

(i.8) {

Up = —ug (U, U)2U — 4u(U, UNU, Uz YU + 4u(U, U)?U,
— 6(U, U2 (U, U)U + 4(U, U)3Uy.
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