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Abstract

From a ‘discrete’ functional zero curvature equation, fioral representations
of (matrix) Burgers and potential KP (pKP) hierarchies (atllers), as well as
corresponding Backlund transformations, can be obtaimadsurprisingly simple
way. With their help we show that any solution of a Burgergdmiehy is also
a solution of the pKP hierarchy. Moreover, the pKP hierarchy be expressed
in the form of an inhomogeneous Burgers hierarchy. In paldic this leads to
an extension of the Cole-Hopf transformation to the pKParigry. Furthermore,
these hierarchies are solved by the solutions of certaitifumal Riccati equations.

1 Introduction

It has been noted in [1] (page 119) that any solution of the fiive equations of the
Burgers hierarchy [2—-10] is also a solution of the poteriBl (pKP) equation. The
generalization to the case where the dependent varialidleghair values in a matrix
(or more generally an associative, and typically nonconaiive) algebrad appeared
in [11]. By use of functional representations (i.e., getingpequations, depending
on auxiliary indeterminates) of the corresponding hierags, it can easily be shown
that indeed any solution of the (‘noncommutative’) Burgleierarchy also solves the
(‘noncommutative’) pKP hierarchy (see section 4). Moreogitéurns out that the pKP
hierarchy can be expressed as an ‘inhomogeneous Burgeesdiig. This means
that there is a functional form of the pKP hierarchy invoty@ matrix function as an
inhomogeneous term. Setting the latter to zero, reducesaitftinctional form of the
Burgers hierarchy.

Our starting point for the generation of functional repreagons of integrable hi-
erarchies is a functional zero curvature (Zakharov-Shaptation, which we recall
in section 2 (see also [12,13]). Section 3 then treats th@lssh non-trivial exam-
ple, which is a Burgers hierarchy (with dependent variabl&). Another version of
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the Burgers hierarchy is dealt with in appendix A. Sectiorddrasses the case of the
pKP hierarchy and its relations with Burgers hierarchigsparticular, we obtain an
extension of the Cole-Hopf transformation from the Burderthe pKP hierarchy, gen-
eralizing a result in [11]. Section 5 shows that there arefional Riccati equations
which imply the pKP, respectively Burgers hierarchy. Sisaeh Riccati equations can
be solved explicitly, this offers a quick way to exact saas. Imposing a ‘rank one
condition’ (cf. [14] and references therein), these sohsiof matrix hierarchies lead
to solutions of the corresponding scalar hierarchies.

2 The functional zero curvature condition
The integrability conditions of a linear system
O, = Bp, n=12,..., (2.1)

with independent variablgs:= (¢4, to, ts3, . . .), are the Zakharov-Shabat (zero curva-
ture) conditions

O, By — 04, Bn = B, Bum) - (2.2)

We learned [12, 13] that for several important hierarchiés inore convenient to use
instead of the partial derivativés, the operators

Kn = pn(=0), 9= (04,01,/2,01,/3,...), (2.3)

wherep,, are the elementary Schur polynomials, an insight which eatrdred back
to [15] (see also [16]}.An equivalent form of the above linear system is then

Yoy =ENY, (2.4)

where\ is an indeterminate anfl(\) = >_ -, A" &, a formal power series in.2
Here we use the notatidn] := (A, A2/2,3/3,...) and

Fom(®) = FE =) =D A" Xa(f) (2.5)
n=0

(as a formal power series iN), for any objectf dependent ort. This is sometimes
refered to as Miwa shift® The integrability conditions now read

EN) - (1) = E() -y E) - (2.6)

with indeterminates, u. Regarding () as a parallel transport operator, (2.6) attains
the interpretation of a ‘discrete’ zero curvature conditias depicted in the following
(commutative) diagrarf.

!n particular, we havgto = id, X1 = —04,, X2 = — 50, + 507, X3 = =30t + 501,01, — §07
X4 = _%8754 + %at.’iatl + éafz - %87&81521 + ﬁaﬁl'
2The coefficientsE,, can be expressed in terms of ths, and vice versa. For exampl; = —&1,

By = —2& — &1y + 812, B3 = =383 —3E2,4;, — E1,t9t; +2E1,4,E1 + E1E1,4y + 3E2861 — Slj

3We also use ‘positive’ Miwa shiftsfi) (t) := f(t + [A]) = 2020 A" xn (f) With xn := pn(9).

4Here ‘discrete’ is used in the sense of [16]. See also [1Tk8n approach towards integrable equations
via discrete zero curvature equations.
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Introducing a ‘discrete’ gauge potential (cf. [19, 20]) via
EN)=T-XAN), (2.7)

wherel is the unit element of the (typically matrix) algebra fromialinthe coefficients
of the formal power seried()\) are takep, (2.6) can be written as

T ) =T N, T ) = 1 (AR) = AN ) + AN g A) . (2.8)
Equation (2.6) exhibits the following gauge invariafice,
EAN) = B_pyENBT'=&'(N) (2.9)
with an invertible3. This originates from the transformation
v =By (2.10)

of the linear system (2.4). In particular, Backlund (or Bauix) transformations arise
in this way (see also [21], for example). In terms of the gauatential, (2.9) reads

AN B=B_p) = AN B=B_,j AN . (2.11)

In section 3 a Burgers hierarchy results from the simplest-tniwial ansatz for
E(X) (see also appendix A for another version of the matrix Bugdeerarchy). If
the gauge potential is linear in the operator of partialedéhtiation with respect to a
variablez, we obtain the pKP hierarchy, see section 4. There are mamaghes (see
also [12,13]) and a generalization of (2.6) which coverstimadmponent hierarchies.

3 The Burgers hierarchy, Cole-Hopf and Backlund trans-
formation in functional form

Choosing
EN)=1-)X¢, (3.1)
so thatA(\) = ¢ is independent ok, then (2.6) can be expressed as

w(A) =w(p), wA) = A" — b)) + -\ - (3.2)

SMore generally, the coefficients of the formal power sefigd) and A()\) may be elements of any
unital associative algebiy, the elements of which are differentiable with respect gt of coordinates
(which requires a Banach space structure\ymy is then an element of a left-module.

6(2.9) extends the above planar diagram to a ‘commutative’cwhere B acts along the orthogonal
bonds.




Sincelimy o w(\) = ¢, + ¢?, wherer := ¢y, this turns out to be equivalent to
Q) = wA) = e = = (9 — d_py))A ' — ) — ¢ =0, (3.3)

which is a functional representation of a (‘noncommuta}iBairgers hierarchy. The
first hierarchy equation is the Burgers equatign= ¢, + 2 ¢..¢, wherey := t5.”

Since the curvature vanishes, we may expect that there gegawvhich the gauge
potential A vanishes. Hence, let us look for an invertilflsuch that

FoNENF=1 (3.4)

(i.e.&’(\) = I andB = f~!in (2.9)), which is
AN f=fp)=of. (3.5)
Proposition 3.1 (3.5) is a functional representation of the Cole-Hopf trfammatior?
¢ = fof 7', (3.6)
O, f = OOf n=23,.... (3.7)

Any invertiblef which solves the linear ‘heat hierarchy’ (3.7) determinés (8.6) a
solution of the Burgers hierarcty.

Proof: A well-known identity for the elementary Schur polynomigjsleads to

n n—2
nf(n = Zatkf(nfk = - Z atkf(nfk - 8tn + 818%71 n = 2,3, e
k=1 k=1

With its help one proves by induction that (for an arbitranyegerN > 1 the first
N of) the equations (3.7) are equivalent to (the fi¥sbf) the equationg.,,(f) = 0,
n = 2,3,.... Together with (3.6), these equations are equivalent &) (Burthermore,
the integrability condition of (3.5) is the Burgers hietayequation (3.2).

Remark. Special solutions of the heat hierarchy (3.7) are given ljtrary linear
combinations of the Schur polynomialg(t), n = 0,1,2, ..., with constant coeffi-
cients inA. In particular, with constan® € A, the following is a (formal) solution,

£ =3 "p,(t)P" where £(P):= Y tmP™. (3.8)

n>0 m>1
The transformation equation (2.11) now reads
AN B—=B_p)=¢'B—B_yé. 3.9)
Taking A — 0, this implies

¢ =B¢B ' +B,B7". (3.10)

"From (3.1) we obtainB; = ¢, B = ¢, + ¢?, Bs = ¢uy4y + 201, 0 + dpde, + #3, etc. The
Zakharov-Shabat equations (2.2) then also produce theeBuhgerarchy equations.

8This noncommutative version of the Cole-Hopf transforomatisee [3, 7, 11, 22—-26], for example) for
the Burgers equation appeared in [3, 26—28], for instance.

9Conversely, if¢ solves the Burgers hierarchy, choogeuch thatf, = ¢ f. Then0 = Q(\)f =
Oz — ¢,m)[)\*1(f — f—n) — f=] implies thatf solves the heat hierarchydk. — ¢_y) is invertible.
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Using the last equation to eliminaté from (3.9), yields
(B=B_\)A ! —¢) =B, . (3.11)

Together with (3.10), this is equivalent to (3.9). Any intlele 5 which satisfies (3.11),
generates via (3.10) a new solutighfrom a given onep of the Burgers hierarchy.
Since (3.11) is linear iB, linear combinations of solutions (with constant left coef
ficients) are again solutions of (3.11). Comparison witlBY3hows that3 = ¢ is

a particular solution. Obviously any constant elemergtiso satisfies (3.11). Hence
B = « + (8¢, with arbitrary constant elements /3, satisfies these conditions and
(3.10) takes the form

¢ =(a+Bd)p(a+Be) " +Bdu(a+Bo) ", (3.12)
assuming the inverse to exist. This covers elementarylBadKor Darboux) transfor-

mations obtained in [3,9, 24, 29] and [30], p.73.

4 The potential KP hierarchy in functional form, and
relations with the Burgers hierarchy

Choosing®
EN) =1 —\(w(\) +0), (4.1)

i.e. A(A) = w(X) + 9, whered = 9,, (2.8) leads to the two equations

A H(w(p) = w(p) - x) +w(p) - wA) +wN)e (4.2)
= pHw) = wN) ) + wN) g wlp) +w(p). (4.3)
and
w(A) = w(A) ) = w(p) —w(p)-py - (4.4)
The latter is solved by
w(A) = ¢ — by, (4.5)

and the first equation then takes the form

WA —w(p)—p) = wN) —w(p) = (¢z + ¢*) ) + (92 + 0°)_p . (4.6)

using the definition in (3.2). Summing this expression thi@es with cyclically per-
muted indeterminates; , A2, A3, results in the Bogdanov-Konopelchenko (BK) func-
tional equation [31, 32],

3
Z eijk w()\i)_p\j] = O (47)
i,7,k=1

10starting instead witl£ (\) = I — Av(\)9, leads in the same way to the modified KP hierarchy [12].
The two choices of (\) are related by a gauge transformation (Miura transformatio




(wheree; ;, is totally antisymmetric witle;23 = 1). This determines the pKP hierarchy
and is equivalent to (4.6). Expanding (4.6, yieldso,¢ = 0;, ¢ and

)A(mf(n-l-l((b) - )A(nf(m-l-l((b) = )A(m(f(n(¢) (b) - )A(n(f(m(¢) (b) m,n=1,2,... (48)

An equivalent expression of the pKP hierarchy (in the sca¢ee) appeared already
in [33] (see also [10, 12]). Fon = 1,n = 2, this yields the pKP equation

(4 ¢t - ¢mmm —6 ¢12)w -3 ¢yy + 6[¢wa ¢y] =0 ) (49)

wherex = t1,y = to,t = t3. Comparing (3.2) with (4.6) shows that any solution of
the Burgers hierarchy, considered in section 3, also stheepKP hierarchy.

Remark. There is a (Sato-Wilson) pseudo-differential oper&toe= I+ . w,0™"
suchthaBB = W~1in (2.9) transformg (\) to £'(\) = I — \0. Itis determined (up to
multiplication by a constant operatdr- ) . c,0~ ") bywi —wy () = ¢y — ¢
andwnJrl — Wn41,-[\] = /\71(wn - wn,—[)\]) — Wn,x — (¢ - (b—[)\]) Wn -

4.1 The pKP hierarchy as an inhomogeneous Burgers hierarchy

We observe that (4.6) can also be written as
Q(p) = Q(p)—py = QA — QA () (4.10)

where)(\) is the expression defined in (3.3) in termsofAs a consequence, the pKP
hierarchy takes the form

QN =6-0_py . (4.12)

with somef. If the right hand side vanishes, i.e.éifis constant, this is precisely the
functional representation (3.3) of the Burgers hierarabysidered in section 3. (4.11)
is equivalent to

Xn41(0) = Xn(9) o =Xn(0)  n=12,.... (4.12)
The first two equations are

G0 = Guas + 36200+ 30,7 436,67 30,6+ 50, +0y), (4.1)

where we used the first to replagg in the second equation. For consténthese are
the first two equations of the Burgers hierarchy. Elimingtirfrom (4.13) and (4.14),
we recover the pKP equation (4.9).

Application of a Miwa shift to (4.6) leads to

W) = @) = @) = @) = (6o + ")y + (6r + 67y, (4.15)
where
BN = wNpy = A" ep) — 0) + oo - (4.16)
Since this can be written as
QN — Q) = Q) — p) (4.17)



with

Q) =0\ = ¢s =" = (A + )y — ¢) — ¢a,s (4.18)
the pKP hierarchy can also be expressed as
Q) =0 — 0 (4.19)

with somef.1! If 4 is constant, so that the right hand side vanishes, the |asttieq
reduces to the ‘opposite’ Burgers hierarchy (see also apipdy),

AT+ 0) (b — 8) = (4.20)
which starts withp, = —¢,. — 2 ¢ ¢,. In particular, we have the following result.

Proposition 4.1 Any solution of any of the two Burgers hierarchies also solihe
pKP hierarchy.

4.2 A Cole-Hopf transformation for the matrix pKP hierarchy

Theorem 4.1 Let (A, -) be the algebra ofif x N matrices of functions df with the
product

A-B=AQB, (4.21)

where the ordinary matrix product is used on the right hamesand( is a constant
N x M matrix. LetX be an invertibleV x N matrix andY” € A, such thatX,Y solve
the linear heat hierarchy (3.7) and satisfy

X;=RX+QY, (4.22)
with a constantV x N matrix R. The pKP hierarchy irfA, -) is then solved by
=YX, (4.23)

Proof: By use of (4.23), the expressiél{\) defined in (3.3) (where because of (4.21)
a factor@ enters the nonlinear term) can be written as

QM) = (0o p)(Xe —QY) XTI+ (MY = Yopy) - Yo) X7
—¢ AT X = X)) — X)) X1
If X,Y solve the heat hierarchy, thgn (X) = 0 = x,(Y),n = 2,3, ..., and thus
AHX = X_y) = Xa, AHY =Y ) =Y, .
Using these equations, the above expressioffor) reduces to

Q) = (¢~ ¢-p)(Xz — QY)X 1.

If (X, — QY)X~!is constant, say?, which means that (4.22) holds, this takes the
form (4.11) of the pKP hierarchy with = ¢ R.'2 Thus¢ solves the pKP hierarchil

If R =0, andwithM = N andQ = Iy, (4.22) and (4.23) reduce tb= X, X 1,
and we recover the Cole-Hopf transformation for the Burdpgsarchy. Note that the
conditions imposed oX already implyQ(A\~1(Y — Y_1y) — Yz) = 0 and thusy’
automatically satisfies the heat hierarchyithas maximal rank. Furthermore, if we
consider)¢ instead ofp, the assumption ol can be dropped.

119 ando are related by — 0 = ¢, + ¢>.
12Note also thad = 60 + ¢ + ¢Q¢ = Yo X ! by use of (4.22).



Corollary 4.1 LetX solve the heat hierarchy and (4.22) with someThenQ¢ with ¢
given by (4.23) solves thg€ x N matrix pKP hierarchy with the usual matrix product.

For the case wheneank(Q) = 1 (cf. [14] and references therein), a similar result
appeared already in [11]. ThenQA- B) = tr(QA) tr(QB), so that, by use of (4.22),

v :=tr(Q¢) = —tr(R) + (log7), with 7 :=det(X) (4.24)

solves thescalar pKP hierarchy.

4.3 Backlund and Darboux transformations
Inserting the ansat? = b(t) — J in (2.11) leads to the two equations
b—¢' +o=(b—¢" +6)_1x (4.25)
and
AT b= b)) = be = (¢ = ¢ 3 )b = b (& — d_x) + (¢ — d_px)z - (4.26)
The solution of (4.25) is

b=¢ — ¢ (4.27)
(absorbing an additive constant int§. (4.26) can then be written as
Q) Q') =T(¢,¢") —T(0,90") ) » (4.28)
whereQ’ () is built with ¢’, and
I(¢,¢') = (' —¢) ¢ — ¢ - (4.29)

This is an elementary Backlund transformation (BT) of th&Pphierarchy:® Using
(4.112), we find

0=T(¢,¢')+60 —0=¢'¢p+6 —0. (4.30)

Let B, ,, denote the BT taking a pKP solutiaf),, to a new solutionp,,. The per-
mutability relatiod® B3 1)B(1,0) = B(3,2)B(2,0) then results it?

(2 — b1)x = H3(P2 — b1) + (2 — d1)do + & — b3 . (4.31)

This determines algebraically a new solutiofnin terms of a given solutiog, and
corresponding Backlund descendapitsgs.

In the case under consideration, the linear system (2.4yttile form

A =Y y) — e = (¢ — b)Y (4.32)
(cf. [15] for an equivalent version in the scalar case)) I§ invertible, we obtain
d—d_py =AW=V =t (4.33)

13extending the above ansatz fBrto nth order ind leads to equations which determinéh order BTSs.
These are solved by anfold product of elementary BTs.

14Note that this is also a discrete zero curvature condition.

151n the commutative scalar case, settifg= .. /7 with a functionr, yieldsto7s = 7172 & — T1,4T2-



Eliminating ¢’ from (4.26) with the help of (4.27), and then— ¢_, by use of the
last equation, turns it into

(b= et o+ (b— e )b+ Ay
—(bopy A =) = 0. (4.34)

This equation is obviously solved by

b=t (4.35)
Hence, ifi); solves the linear system with a solutigrof the pKP hierarchy, then
¢ =+ 107" (4.36)

is a new solution of the pKP hierarch$This is a Darboux transformation [30,34—36].

5 Functional Riccati equations associated with KP and
Burgers hierarchies, and exact solutions

Let us consider the BK functional equation (4.7) in the algél, -), whereA is the

set of M x N matrices of complex functions &f supplied with the product (4.21). The

simplest non-trivial equation, which results from thisrfarla by expansion in powers
of the indeterminates, is the matrix pKP equation

(4¢t - (bwww - 6¢1Q¢m)m = 3¢yy - 6(¢1Q¢y - ¢yQ¢m) . (5-1)

As a consequence(y satisfies thel/ x M matrix pKP hierarchy an@¢ the N x N
matrix pKP hierarchy. Moreover, if) = VU7, with an N x m matrix VV and an
M x m matrixU, thenUT ¢V satisfies then x m matrix pKP hierarchy. In particular,
for m = 1 this becomes the scalar pKP hierarchy. In the latter c@des rank one.

The crucial observation now is that the BK functional equmatiand thus the pKP
hierarchy, is satisfied if solves

wA) =S5+ L¢p — d_\ R (5.2)

with constant matriceS, L, R of dimensiond\f x N, M x M andN x N, respectively.
This is a functional matrix Riccati equation for

Ao = b)) =S+ Lo — o R — b \Q¢. (5:3)
The integrability condition of this functional equationsatisfied’, since
(@-) - = [AH = L)p_p = SIA = R) = Qo)
= (W' =L =L)¢— (A —p)S+ LS+ SR+ SQ9)
(A" =R)(n™ = R) = (A + 17H)Qo + (RQ + QL)¢ + QS| (5.4)

is symmetric in\, . and thus equalp_p,,;) — . The Riccati equation implies

QAN =(—od_p)R, QN =L(¢p—¢) . (5.5)

16Moreover,y’ = By = 1z — 91 1] "¢ satisfies the linear system wigh.
1"This also follows from our work in [10] and is the reason foe tthoice of the right hand side of (5.2).




This shows that withR = 0 (respectivelyl. = 0), any solution of (5.3) also solves the
Burgers hierarchy (3.3) (respectively the opposite Bugdpéerarchy (4.20)) ifA, -).

It is well-known that matrix Riccati equations can be liriead [37, 38]*® In fact,
(5.3) can be lifted to a linear equation on the spac@\of+ M) x N matrices:

NNZ-Z_\)=HZ (5.6)
with
_( X _( R Q
2—(¥). w-(29) 57
Hence
AHX - X ) = RX +QY, AHY =Y ) =SX+ LY. (5.8)

Assuming thatX is invertible and setting
p=Y X', (5.9)
these equations imply
$- =Y X = [0 = MS + Lo)|[Iy — MR+ Qo) ", (5.10)

which is (5.3). Thus any solutiof of the linear functional equation (5.6) with invert-
ible X determines via (5.9) a solution of the functional matrixdzitt equation (5.3),
and thus a solution of the matrix pKP hierarchy we starteti.wit

Remark. The first of equations (5.8) is equivalent to (4.22) and that éerarchy
for X. Since the second of (5.8) implies that alschas to solve the heat hierarchy,
according to theorem 4.1 thedetermined by (5.9) already solves the pKP hierarchy
without use of the additional equatidfh = SX + LY which results from the second
of (5.8). However, this equation helps to single out inténgsclasses of solutions,
see below. In any case, the Riccati approach correspondsless of (generalized)
Cole-Hopf transformations in the sense of theorem 4.1. Biswthat) = S + L.

The general solution of (5.6) is

Z = eg(H)Z07 g(H) = ZHntnv ZO = ( );0 ) ) (511)
0

n>1

with invertible X,,. As a consequencg,, = H™Z. Writing

U1 ( = En ) , (5.12)
Eo1 E22
we have
¢ = (B21 4 E22¢0)(B11 + Er2¢0) ', (5.13)

wheregg = YOXgl. This is a matrix fractional transformation with coefficisme-
pending ont. For any choice of the matrices L, R, Q, this ¢ is a solution of the

18This is achieved by regarding(t) as an element of the Grassmanni@fiV, N + M) of N-dimensional
linear subspaces @V +M via k(¢) = span(Iy, ¢T)7T, sincexk—! : G(N, N + M) — CM*N defines
a chart for the manifold+(N, N + M).
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pKP hierarchy in the matrix algebra with product (4.21). hactical problem is to
computeet ) explicitly.

Remark. With Z = ¢¢(H) 7, alsoT'Z satisfies (5.6) ifl" is constant and commutes
with H. In particular, T = kI, n + H with any constank induces such a trans-
formation. It results in the matrix fractional transformaait (with constant coefficients)
¢ =(S+L¢)(R +Q¢)"twith L' := L + kIp, R := R+ kly.

Example 1.Let S = 0 and

Q=RK-KL (5.14)
with a constanfV x M matrix . Then we have

o — < R" R'K — KL" > ) - ( E(R) ¢(R)K — K¢(L) ) (5.15)

0 " 0 £(L)
and thus
ER) LER) | o)
) < . n > , (5.16)
so that (5.13) becomes
=SB po(Iny + Ko — e S KesE) ) ~Le=E(R) (5.17)

If @ has rank one, then we obtain the following solution of théasqaKP hierarchy,

¢ = tr(Qe) =trlog(Iy + K¢y — e Kt Dy, = (log7),, (5.18)
7 = det(Iy + Koo — e S KBy (5.19)

which includes well-known formulae for KP multi-soliton89] and resonances (see
e.g. [40,41] and references therein).

Example 2.Let M = N and
L=S8n_, R=7.5, Q=7n Sm_, (5.20)

with constantV x N matricesS, 71 such thatr + 7_ = Iy. Itis easy to see that

n_ [ mST m S"tm_
H —( gn g ) (5.21)

As a consequence, we find

&(s) ) _ g
ey _ [ T +mie (e N)T—
= ( €O _ Iy w4 ) (5.22)

and (5.13) reads
p=(—A+eEB)(r_ A+ 1B (5.23)
whereA := Iy — my¢o, B := Iy + m_¢yp. If rank(m S7_) = 1, then

v =tr(Q¢) = —tr(n+5) + (log7) s , r=det(n_ A+ e$5)B) . (5.24)
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For example, leftV = m + n and choose

I, O 0 O
7T—<0 O>’ 7T+—<0 In). (5.25)
Writing
_( (Po)—— (do)—+ (S-— S_;
P0= < (¢0)+-  (¢0)++ ) ’ 5= < S, Syy ) ’ (5.26)
rank(Q) = 1 meansank(S;_) = 1 (see also [14]) and we find
7 =det((e*™) 11 + (e5) 1 (d0) 1) - (5.27)

In particular, if S is the shift operatofe; = e;,1, this determines-functions which
can be expressed in terms of Schur polynomials. This carrefspto a finite version
of the Sato theory, see [14]. For exampleyif=n = 2 and

(d0)—+ = ( . ) : (5.28)
we obtain
T = 1—|—cx+a(y+%2) +d(y—%2) +b(t—%3)
+(ad—bc)(—:z:t+y2+ f—;) . (5.29)

Appendix A: Opposite Burgers hierarchy and beyond

We generalize the ansatz f6(\) considered in section 3 to
EN=T-X) X6, . (A.1)
n>0

Then (2.8) takes the form

n

Xn41(Bm) = Xmt1(dn) = D Kk(dm) bnk — D Xk(dn) bk,  (A2)

k=0 k=0

wherem,n = 0,1,2,.... This is an infinite system of coupled equations. As in
section 3, we look for a gauge transformation such frj.'f{;] E(N) f =1, whichis

A= fop) =D N én f (A.3)

n>0

Expanding the left hand side in powers)gfthis becomes a generalization of the Cole-
Hopf transformation,

Go="Ffof s Gn= XN n=12,.... (A.4)

By construction, this solves the zero curvature equati@hthuas the hierarchy (A.2).
The gauge transformation (2.11) takes the form

AN B = B_p) =D A" (¢, B—B_x¢n), (A.5)
n=0
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and thus

¢p = BooB '+ BB, (A.6)
Xns1(B) = —¢;B+im8> onor  m=12... (A7)
k=0
Example 1.Settinggp,, = —x.(¢),n =0,1,..., so that
EN)=1+Xp_py, (A.8)
the subsystem of (A.2) fan = 0 reads
Xn41(0) + Xn (e +0°) = Xn(0) 9 =0  n=0,1,..., (A.9)

which in functional form, and after a Miwa shift, becomes tapresentation (4.20) of
the ‘opposite’ Burgers hierarchy. The remaining equatiessilting from (A.2) are

XmXn41(6) = XnXm41(0) = D Xm—kXn(0) Xk (®) = D Xn—rXm () X1 (0)
k=1 k=1
wherem,n = 1,2, .... By use of the Hasse-Schmidt derivation property ofihethis

is the form (4.8) of the pKP hierarchy. But we already knowt tha latter is satisfied
as a consequence of the Burgers hierarchy. Equations @kdYhe form

p=—ff7  X@) =X (H) T n=12,.... (A.10)
This leads to the linear functional equation
fal =AY (A.12)
and thusy,,(f~1) = 0 forn = 2,3, ..., which is equivalent to the following version
of a linear heat hierarchy,
o, (fH ="Mooy n=23,.... (A.12)

As a consequence, ff~! solves the linear hierarchy (A.12), theén= — f,. ! solves
the Burgers hierarchy (4.20) and thus also the pKP hierarchy
Equations (A.6) and (A.7) are turned into

¢ =BopB 1 —B, B!, (I+X¢)Byy=B(I+\¢). (A.13)

Using the first in the second equation to eliminatgyields an equation linear if—1,
A+ ) By =B =B, (A.14)

Comparison with the Burgers hierarchy system (4.20) shbas? ! = ¢ is a solu-

tion. More generallyB~—! = o + ¢ 3 with any constanty, 3 solves this equation.

Example 2. Setting¢,, = 0 for n > 0 and¢ := ¢g, reduces the hierarchy (A.2) to the
Burgers hierarchy of section 3, and the second of equatib@ (equires thalf has
to solve the linear heat hierarchy. Relaxing the consttaigt, = 0 for n > 1, thus
leaving¢y and¢, as dependent variables, (A.2) results in

(Xn+1(P0) = Xn(d0)Po — Xn—1(F0)P1) dm.0
F+(Xnt1(P1) = Xn(#1)P0 — Xn—1(¢1)01) Om1
= (Xm+1(d0) = Xm(P0)P0 — Xm—-1(¢0)$1) dn0
+(Xm+1(01) = Xm(@1)P0 — Xm—1(A1)¢1) dn1 - (A.15)
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It is sufficient to considem < n. Form = 0,n = 1, this yields

b0,y — P02z — 200,200 = 2¢1,2 + 2[d1, Po] - (A.16)
The remaining equations which result from (A.15) are£ 0,n > 1)
Xn+1(¢0) = Xn(P0) d0 — Xn-1(d0) 1 =0  n=2.3,..., (A.17)
andm=1,n>1)
Xn+1(91) = Xn(01) G0 = Xn-1(¢1) 1 =0  n=2,3,.... (A.18)

In the case under consideration, equations (A.4) take ttme fo

¢0:fmf713 le:_f@(f)fil: (fy_fmm)fila (A.19)

N =

and
xn(f) =0, n=234,..., (A.20)

which isnotequivalent to the heat hierarchy singg(f) = 0 is missing.

References

[1] A.V. Mikhailov, A.B. Shabat, and V.V. Sokolov. The symingapproach to clas-
sification of integrable equations. In V.E. Zakharov, edighat Is Integrability
Springer Series in Nonlinear Dynamics, pages 115-184n§er;j 1991.

[2] D. V. Choodnovsky and G. V. Choodnovsky. Pole expansaimonlinear partial
differential equationsNuovo Cim. B40:339-352, 1977.

[3] D. Levi, O. Ragnisco, and M. Bruschi. Continuous and gige matrix Burgers’
hierarchiesNuovo Cimento B74:33-51, 1983.

[4] M. Bruschiand O. Ragnisco. The Hamiltonian structur@a ebmplex version of
the Burgers hierarchyl. Math. Phys.26:943-945, 1985.

[5] A. Pickering. The Weiss-Tabor-Carneval Painlevé sl Burgers’ hierarchies.
J. Math. Phys.35:821-833, 1994.

[6] A.S. Fokas and Q.M. Liu. Nonlinear interaction of trawngl waves of noninte-
grable equationsPhys. Rev. Lett72:3293-3296, 1994.

[7] H. Tasso. Hamiltonian formulation of odd Burgers hietar. J. Phys. A: Math.
Gen, 29:7779-7784, 1996.

[8] B. A. Kupershmidt.KP or mKP, volume 78 ofMathematical Surveys and Mono-
graphs American Math. Soc., Providence, 2000.

[9] B. A. Kupershmidt. On a group of automorphisms of the mmmmutative Burg-
ers hierarchyJ. Nonlinear Math. Phys12:539-549, 2005.

[10] A. Dimakis and F. Miller-Hoissen. Nonassociativitydaintegrable hierarchies.
nlin.S1/06010012006.

14



[11] F. Guil, M. Mafias, and GAlvarez. The Hopf-Cole transformation and the KP
equation.Phys. Lett. A190:49-52, 1994,

[12] A. Dimakis and F. Muller-Hoissen. Functional repnetsions of integrable hier-
archies.J. Phys. A: Math. Gen39:9169-9186, 2006.

[13] A. Dimakis and F. Miller-Hoissen. From AKNS to deriivat NLS hierarchies
via deformations of associative product®. appear in J. Phys. A: Math. Gen.
2006.

[14] M. Gekhtman and A. Kasman. On KP generators and the gegwfdhe HBDE.
J. Geom. Phys56:282-309, 2006.

[15] M. Sato and Y. Sato. Soliton equations as dynamicaksyston infinite dimen-
sional Grassmann manifold. In H. Fujita, P. D. Lax, and Gasgr, editorsNon-
linear Partial Differential Equations in Applied Scienceolume 5 ofLecture
Notes in Num. Appl. Analpages 259-271, Amsterdam, 1982. North-Holland.

[16] E. Date, M. Jimbo, and T. Miwa. Method for generatingcdéte soliton equa-
tions. I. J. Phys. Soc. Japab1:4116-4127,1982.

[17] V.E. Adler, A.l. Bobenko, and Yu.B. Suris. Classifiaatiof integrable equations
on quad-graphs. the consistency approaGlemm. Math. Phys233:513-543,
2003.

[18] A.l. Bobenko and Yu.B. Suris. Integrable non-commiaequations on quad-
graphs. the consistency approathktt. Math. Phys.61:241-254, 2002.

[19] A. Dimakis, F. Muller-Hoissen, and T. Striker. Noncomatative differential cal-
culus and lattice gauge theod.. Phys. A: Math. Gen26:1927-1949, 1992.

[20] A. Dimakis, F. Miller-Hoissen, and T. Striker. Fromrtimuum to lattice theory
via deformation of the differential calculuBhys. Lett. B300:141-144, 1993.

[21] L.-L. Chau, J.C. Shaw, and H.C. Yen. Solving the KP hielng by gauge trans-
formations.Commun. Math. Phys149:263-278, 1992.

[22] E. Hopf. The partial differential equatian + uu, = pu,,,. Comm. Pure Appl.
Math., 3:201-230, 1950.

[23] J. D. Cole. On a quasilinear parabolic equation ocaogrih aerodynamicguart.
Appl. Math, 9:225-236, 1951.

[24] J. Weiss, M. Tabor, and G. Carnevale. The Painlevégntggor partial differen-
tial equations.J. Math. Phys.24:522-526, 1983.

[25] K. T. Joseph and A.S. Vasudeva Murthy. Hopf-Cole transiation to some sys-
tems of partial differential equationsNonlinear Diff. Equ. Appl.8:173-193,
2001.

[26] D.J. Arrigo and F. Hickling. Darboux transformationmsddinear parabolic partial
differential equationsJ. Phys. A: Math. Gen35:L389-1L399, 2002.

[27] M. Hamanaka and K. Toda. Noncommutative Burgers equnatiJ. Phys. A
36:11981-11998, 2003.

15



[28] L. Martina and O. K. Pashaev. Burgers’ equation in nangutative space-time.
hep-th/03020552003.

[29] A. S. Fokas.Invariants, Lie-Bcklund operators, and&klund transformations,
PhD thesis California Institute of Technology, 1979.

[30] V.B. Matveev and M.A. SalleDarboux Transformations and SolitanSpringer
Series in Nonlinear Dynamics. Springer, Berlin, 1991.

[31] L.V. Bogdanov and B.G. Konopelchenko. Analytic-bédar approach to inte-
grable hierarchies. Il. Multicomponent KP and 2D Toda ¢atthierarchies.J.
Math. Phys,.39:4701-4728, 1998.

[32] L.V. Bogdanov. Analytic-Bilinear Approach to Integrable Hierarchiegolume
493 of Mathematics and its Application&luwer, Dordrecht, 1999.

[33] J. Dorfmeister, E. Neher, and J. Szmigielski. Autonfesms of Banach man-
ifolds associated with the KP-equatiorQuart. J. Math. Oxford 40:161-195,
1989.

[34] V.B. Matveev. Darboux transformation and explicitsidns of the Kadomtcev-
Petviaschvily equation, depending on functional pararseteett. Math. Phys.
3:213-216, 1979.

[35] W. Oevel. Darboux theorems and Wronskian formulasiitegrable systems |I.
Constrained KP flowsPhysica A195:533-576, 1993.

[36] Q.P. Liu and M. Mafas. Vectorial Darboux transforras for the Kadomtsev-
Petviashvili hierarchyd. Nonlinear Sci.9:213-232, 1999.

[37] W.T. Reid. Riccati Differential EquationsAcademic Press, New York, 1972.

[38] H. Abou-Kandil, G. Freiling, V. lonescu, and G. Jaratrix Riccati Equations
in Control and Systems Theoi§ystems & Control: Foundations & Applications.
Birkhauser, Basel, 2003.

[39] S.V. Manakov, V.E. Zakharov, L.A. Bordag, A.R. Its, aWdB. Matveev. Two-
dimensional solitons of the Kadomtsev-Petviashvili egumatind their interac-
tion. Phys. Lett. A63:205-206, 1977.

[40] G. Biondini and S. Chakravarty. Soliton solutions of tkadomtsev-Petviashvili
Il equation.J. Math. Phys.47:033514-1-033514-26, 2006.

[41] A. Dimakis and F. Muller-Hoissen. From nonassocigito solutions of the KP
hierarchy.to appear in Czech. J. Phy2006.

16



