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Abstract

Casorati determinant solution to the non-autonomous elisd¢dV equation is constructed by using the bilinear
formalism. We present threeftirent bilinear formulations which havefi@irent origins.

1 Introduction

In this article, we consider the following partialfirence equation
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wherem, n are the discrete independent variabl%js the dependent variable on the lattice siterf), andam, by
are arbitrary functions afh andn, respectively. Recently efjl(1) has been derived by MagfliLas the equation of
motion of discrete curves on the centrfii@e plane. In this context) is related to the curvature and it is essential
thata,, andb,, depend omm andn, respectively. For analyzing the motion of discrete cucamstructing solutions of
eq.[1) explicitly is an interesting subject. We call Ehjtfi9 non-autonomous discrete KdV equation, faifandb,
are constants, e.@m = a, b, = b, eq.[1) reduces to the discrete KdV equafioh[2, 3]
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Since the constantsandb correspond to the lattice intervals mfandn, respectively, ed.{(1) can be also regarded as
the discrete KdV equation on inhomogeneous lattice.

The non-autonomous version of discrete integrable systentwo-dimensional lattice have not been investigated
well, although those on three-dimensional lattice, sudhag#irota-Miwa (discrete KP) equation or the discrete two-
dimensional Toda lattice equation, have been studied wg#ther with their solutions[4/ 5] 6] [7, 8]. Let us explain
a reason taking ef@l(1) as an example. The autonomous vesit®) can be transformed into so-called the bilinear
equation by suitable dependent variable transformatibe.bilinear equation is regarded as a reduction of the Hirota
Miwa equatiori[9, 10], which is well-known to admit varioygpes of exact solutions, such as soliton solutioris[3, 9],
rational solutions expressible in terms of the Schur fumj10, 11], or periodic solutions that are written in terms
of the Riemann theta functions[12]. Therefore one can alsalutions to the discrete KdV equatidn (2) by applying
the reduction procedure to those for the Hirota-Miwa equmatiNow, the Hirota-Miwa equation and its solutions
can be generalized to non-autonomous case in a straiglatfdmvanner. However, it is shown that one cannot apply
the reduction procedure to the non-autonomous Hirota-Meégyaation consistently. Moreover, ed.] (1) cannot be
put into bilinear equation by the procedure similar to theoaamous case because of the non-autonomous property.
Therefore it was not clear how to construct solutions to the-dimensional non-autonomous discrete integrable
systems systematically.

In this article, we construct the Casorati determinanttsmiuto the non-autonomous discrete KdV equatidn (1) by
using the bilinear formalism. We present threffatient bilinearizations: The first one can be derived by tdecgon
of non-autonomous discrete KP hierarchy with a new techeidithe second one is the bilinearization obtained by
introducing certain auxiliary function which has a similar structure to the ones that apgaeia the study oR, and
R, biorthogonal rational functioris[13, 14]. The third bilaréation is through the use of nhon-autonomous potential
discrete KdV equation.
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This article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we revié@ bilinearization of the discrete KdV equation
(2), and discuss briefly why the similar calculation fails foe non-autonomous case. In Section 3 we discuss the
bilinearizations of ed.{1) and construct the Casorati metgant solution. Finally, concluding remarks are given in
Section 4.

2 Bilinearization of the discrete KdV equation

The discrete KdV equatiofil(2) can be transformed to thedalirequation

1 1 1 1 2
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by the dependent variable transformation
TrT+lTnm+l
Vlf? = Tmomed (5)

TnThi

In fact, substituting ed.{5) into efl(2) we have
1 1 m 1 1 m
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Interchanging the second term of the left hand side and tbtadirm of the right hand side, and dividing the both sides
by 7*2rMM1 we get

1 1\..m _m+l 1 1\.m _m+l 1 1) m+1 m+2 1 1\ m+1_m+2
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mpml B L2 ' (7)

Equation[(¥) can be decoupled as

1 1 1 1
(5 + B)TnmuTrTll - (5 - B)Tnm—lTnmfll = a(n) Ty, (8)

since the right hand side of €g.(7) is obtained from the laftchside by shiftingnto m+ 1 . Herea(n) is an arbitrary
function inn, which can be absorbed by suitable gauge transformatiaff oWe obtain egl{4) by choosirgn) = %
so thatr!' = 1 is a solution.

The bilinear equatiori{4) can be obtained by applying thectdn to the Hirota-Miwa equation

ar(@ —ag) 7(ly + 1,12, 13) (I, I2 + L1z + 1) + @x(az — ag) 7(l1, [2 + L, 13)7(ls + L, 12,13 + 1)
+ag(ag — a) (I, I, I3+ 1)r(ly + 1,12 + 1,13) = O, ()]

whereay, ay, ag are arbitrary constants. In fact, imposing the condition
T(|1+1,|2+1,|3)3T(|1,|2,|3), (10)

where= means the equivalence up to gauge transformation, usiff@®do suppress thie dependence and putting
a; = —ap, €q.[9) yields

—(az—as) T(|2— 1,I3)T(I2+1,I3+1)+(a2+a3) T(|2+ 1,|3)T(|2—1,|3+1)

— 2a3 7(lp, 13 + 1)7(l2,13) = 0, (11)

which is equivalent to eg{4) with = n, I3 = m, a, = b, ag = aandz(l,, I3) = 7"
Now let us consider the non-autonomous case. We show ththenélirect bilinearization nor reduction from the
non-autonomous Hirota-Miwa equation work successfulhtiics case. First, substituting €d.(5) into £4.(1) and doin



the same calculation as above, we arrive at the followinggon
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which cannot be decoupled into the bilinear equation bexafia dependence of the cfiients. Therefore naive
bilinearization fails for the non-autonomous case.
Secondly, let us consider the reduction from the non-autane Hirota-Miwa equation[7] 8]

ar(l1)(ax(l2) — as(ls)) 711 + 1,12, I3)7(I1, l2 + 1, I3 + 1)
+a2(I2)(a3(I3) - a1(|1)) T(|1, |2 + 1, |3)T(|1 + 1, |2, |3 + 1) (13)
+az(l3)(ar(l) — ax(12)) 711, 2, I3 + D)r(la + L, 12+ 1,13) = 0,

wherea(lj) (i = 1,2,3) are arbitrary functions. Imposing the conditién](10) an(&€3) and suppressing the
dependence, we obtain twofi@dirent bilinear equations

ar(l1)(ax(l2) — as(ls)) 7(l2 — 1, 13)7(l> + 1,13 + 1)
+ap(l2)(as(ls) — a(l) 7(l2 + L Is)r(l — L 15 + 1) (14)
+ag(l3)(au(l) — ax(12)) 7(l2, I3 + L)r(l2,13) = O,

a(l - @(l2 - 1) —as(ls)) 7(l2 - L Ig)r(l2 + 1,13 + 1)
+ap(l2 — 1)(as(ls) — au(ls - 1)) 7(l2 + L I5)7(l2 - 1,15 + 1) (15)
+ag(ls)(au(ls — 1) — ax(l2 — 1)) 7(l2, Is + 1)7(l2,13) = O.
Since those two equations should be equivalent, théicnts must satisfy

ay(l1)(ax(l2) — aa(l3)) ax(l2)(as(ls) — ai(l1))

ar(ly - D@22 - 1) - ag(ls))  ax(lz — 1)(as(ls) — as(l1 — 1))

__ag(ls)(a(ls) — ax(l2) (16)
ag(ls)(ar(ls — 1) — ax(l2 - 1))’
which yields
1 1
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Since this should hold for arg(ls) for all I3, we deduce thad(l;) anda(l;) must be constants. This implies that it is
not possible to impose the conditign10) on the non-autanmiirota-Miwa equatiori (13) consistently, unless it is
reduced to the autonomous case.

3 Bilinearizations of the non-autonomous discrete KdV equation

3.1 Reduction from the discrete KP hierarchy

The non-autonomous discrete KP hierarchy in the bilineamfig expressed as[7, 3]

1 ail(lil) ail(lil)z T ail(lil)wz ai1(|i1)m72Ti1TiA1
1 aiz(liz) 'aiz(liz)2 T aiz(liz)wz aiz(liz)mizTizTiAz
. . : : ) =0, (18)
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wherefiy,...,im}  {1,...,n}, 7y andr; (k=1,...,m) are given by

le :TikT’ (19)
T =TTy T T - T T (20)

m's

respectivelya,(l,) are arbitrary functions ih, for eachyv, andn andm are arbitrary integers satisfyimg> m > 3.
HereT; is the shift operator df defined by

TiT(ll, |2, Y II"I) = T(ll’ |2, Y |i—1’ II + 1, |i+l, Y |n) (21)
The simplest equation in the hierarchy € 3) is the non-autonomous Hirota-Miwa equation
a(l@(ly) —a(l) 7(li + L1l (i 1 + 1,1 + 1)

+aj(lj) (@) — &) 7, I + L) (i + 1,15, 1 + 1) (22)
+ak(lk)(ai(li) - aj(lj)) T(|i, |j, |k + 1)T(|i + 1, |j + 1, Ik) =0

where{i, j,k} c {1,...,n} and we suppressed other independent variables. The Jadeteiminant solution to the
hierarchy can be written as

(,ogf)(u, .1 ¢§S*l)(ll, S R <p‘;*N Yy, 10

)m, Jn) @ ~um o “N%m~»w

T(ll"" ,ln) - . : s (23)
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where<p(5) (r =1,...,N) satisfy the linear equations

Oy eee lo+1 - O e |
‘pl' (1’ sy 9 I"I) ‘10 (1, s lys ’I"I)_‘prs.\\.]_)(ll,

av(lv) shys = |n), (24)
forv =1,...,n. For example, th&l-soliton solution is obtained by choosiaéjs) as
n I,-1 n I,-1
¢ ) = e[ ] Ja+abp) + s [ |@+ama), (25)

v=1 i=i, v=1 i=i,

wherear, B, pr, O (r = 1,..., N) are arbitrary constants.

Let us consider the reduction to the non-autonomous desétdV equation. The key idea is to specialize some
of the independent variables to be autonomous by choosinigttice intervals as constants and use them as auxiliary
variables. Then one can use the autonomous variables feediietion procedure to get the non-autonomous discrete
KdV equation. We consider the four independent variakleds, | = |, m = I3, n = |4 with the lattice intervals being
6 = a1(K), € = ax(l), am = ag(m), b, = as(n), respectively. We note thatande are constants, namelg,and| are
autonomous variables. Then we have the following bilingaraéions from ed.(22):

6(am—bp) 7(k+ 1,1, mn)rk,I,m+ 1L n+1)

+am(bn = 6) 7(k, I, m+ L, n)r(k+ 1,I,mn+ 1) (26)
+bn(6 — am) (k. I, mn+ L)r(k + 1,I,m+1,n) = 0

e(@m—bn) (k1 + Lmn)r(k,I,m+1,n+1)
+am(bn — €) 7(k, I, m+ L, n)r(k, | + 1,mn+ 1) (27)
+bn(e — am) T(k, I, m n+ L)r(k,1 + 1,m+1,n) =0

We impose the condition
7(k+ 1,1 +1,mn) = r(k, I, m n). (28)

This is achieved by imposing the condition@ﬁ) (r=1,...,N)as
Ik+L1+1,mn) = Ok, mn). (29)



For the case of soliton solutionsS,S)(k, I, m, n) is expressed as

@k, I, m n) =a,pS(L+ 6pr )L + epy)’ [_](1 +apr) I_](l +bjpr)

i=mg j=no
+BrOP(L + 5 (1 + €qp) ﬂ(l + &) 1_[(1 +bjqp).
j=no
In order to satisfy ed.(29), one may take
ql' = _pl" 5 = —€, (30)
so that
Ok +1,1+1,mn) = (1-€2p?) ¢k, I, m,n),
N 31
(k+ L1+ 1,mn) = [ [(1-€pd) ok |, m n). 1)
r=1
Then, suppressing thedependence by using €q.[28), the bilinear equatfods (&6]A7) are reduced to
—e(@an—-by) r(l,mn)r(l+ 1, m+Ln+1)+anbn+e) 7l + L, m+ 1L n)r(l,mn+1)
—bile+an) 7l + L, mn+ 1)(I,m+1,n) =0,
e@n—-b)r(l+Lmnr(,m+1Ln+1)+anbr—¢)r(l,m+Lnr(l+1,mn+1)
+bnle—am) r(l,mn+ (I +1,m+1,n) =0,
respectively. By putting
m=1r(1,mn), op=7(0+1mn), (32)
the above bilinear equations are rewritten as
— €(@am— bn) TM™L + (b + €) T ;o™ — by(e + am) o™, = 0, (33)

e(am — bn) o't nm:ll + am(bn — €) Trml m 1 + bn(e — am) Tn+lo'm‘Ll o, (34)

respectively. Equations(B3) arid [34) can be regarded dmadrization of the non-autonomous discrete KdV equa-
tion (T). In fact, introducing the variabl&4! andv by

P f:_ﬂﬂ: (352)
v = ml—mn: (35b)
nThe1
we obtain
) e
(-2) oY

which are regarded as the auxiliary linear problem for the-aotonomous discrete KdV equation. Eliminatiffy
by considering the compatibility condition we obtain thenreutonomous discrete KdV equatign (1). Thesoliton
solution is given by

SOmn) £Pmn) - GNP (mn)

o Bmn GFmn) - N mn)
T = ) ) ) , (38)

’(m,n) 90(5”)(m,n) o SN (mn)



m-1

9053)(m,n)=arprsl_[(1+a+|0r)l_[(1+bjpr)+ﬁr( pr)® ﬂ(l apr)ﬂ(l by pr). (39)

i=my j=no j=no
We remark that we obtain the non-autonomous potential elisenodified KdV equation fo#]' by eliminatingvy'

from eqsl(3b) and(37).
3.2 Alternatebilinearization

There is another interesting bilinearization to the noteaamous discrete KdV equatio (1). Let us consider the
following bilinear equations,

bn(@m-1 + @m) K117 — am-1(am + bn) T T + am(@m-1 — bn) Tt Tt = 0, (40)
bn(am-1 — am) Trml ﬁll am(a@m-1 — bn) Tn+1Kn + @m-1(am — bn) Tn Kn+1 =0. (41)

We obtain eg[{1) by introducing! by eq.f35b) and eliminatingl'. The Casorati determinant solution is given by

yOmn) v mn) - N (mn)
‘S’(m n ¢SDmn) - N (mn)

Kn' = . . : (42)
w‘@(m,n) yCHmn) - N Dmn)

where

wS(m,n) mo(1+am|or)l_](1+eu|or)l_](1+b,|or
i=mp i=no

m-2 n-1 (43)

(=P = anp) [ [ =bip) [ [@-bypo),

i=lg j=no

Ar, 4y are arbitrary constants € 1,..., N) andt]l' is given by eqd.(38) an@(B9).

We note that in the autonomous casp, reduces tor, the bilinear equatiori (40) yields €d.(4), and [eg.(41)
becomes ftrivial, respectively. Secondly, because of tmema@/try with respect tan, n in egs[1) and[(33b), the
following bilinearization is also possible:

am(bn-1 + bn) 6747 = bn_1(bn + &m) 7Ty + bn(bn-1 — @m) 7T = O, (44)
am(bn71 bn) Tn+le+l bn(bn 1— am) Tn +19m + bn ]_(bn am) Tn Gml 0, (45)

whose solution is expressed as

#9mn) ¢Ymn) - SN Dmn)
‘S>(m,n) o5 mn) - ‘“N H(m.n)

o = . . , (46)
¢‘NS)(m,n) S mn) - N D(mn)

¢ (m.n) mo(1+bnp,>ﬂ(1+am,)ﬂ(1+lc>,|c>r

j=no

e (= Pr) (L = bapy) 1_[(1 —ap) 1_[(1 ~bjpr).

i:|0 j=n0

(47)

We also remark that the similar structure in the above aaryilr functions has appeared in the studyRyfand
R, biorthogonal functions[13, 14]. Also, similar soliton ggolution has been constructed for the non-autonomous
discrete-time Toda lattice equatibn[15].



We can show that]' and«]' satisfy eqsl{40) an@ (#1) by the technique similar to that wsed in refs.[13, 14, 15].
Namely, by using the linear relations amop@ andz,bﬁs), we first construct such fierence formulas that express the
determinants whose columns are appropriately shifteeftyr . Then eqgs.[{41) an@{#4) are derived from Plucker
relations which are quadratic identities of determinartiese columns are shifted.

From eqs[(39) and[43), we see g andy!® satisfy

O (m+1,n) - g9 (m n) = am ¢ (mn), (48)
(M- 1,n) + an ¢ (M- 1,n) = y{d(mn), (49)
Yy (m.n) - an v DM n) = (1 - agp?) ¢ (m-1,n), (50)
e9(m n+ 1) — o!¥(m n) = by ¢S H(m n). (51)
We introduce a notation
™m=10,1,---,N-2 N-1], (52)
where ‘K’ denotes the column vector (9
(21 (m n)
k? = : . (53)
A (mn)

Then the following diference formulas are derived from egsl(48}-(51) by the aingidlculations to those given in
ref.J15]:

—am1tp =101+ ,N-3,N-2,N-2p4], (54)

b4ty =10,1,- ,N=3,N=2,N=2;4], (55)

Am) a7 =[0,1,0+ N =3,N= 2 N=2m1 |, (56)

~A(M) Y(am1+an) o = [0,1,+++ N =8N = 21, N = 21 |, (57)
~(@m-1-bn-) T =101+ ,N=3N=2,1,N= 211, (58)
AM)Ham + b 1) 70 = | 0,1, N =8N = 204, N = 2t |, (59)

where
Ag(m)~t ¢EH(m+ 1. n)

ket = : ) (60)

An(m)t ¢(j+">(m+ 1,n)
N
Am=1-atp? (r=1..,N), Am=][@-2a%0. (61)
r=1

We give the proof of the above formulas in the appendix. Amgthe the diference formulas to the Pliicker relation
0=10,+,N=3N-2N=21]x|0-+,N=3N=-2n1,N= 21|
10, ,N—3,N—2,N—2m|x‘o,--- ,N—3,N—2n_1,N~—2,m1‘ (62)
|0 N=8N=2N=2pa |10, ,N=38 N =20 1,N=2p1],
we obtain the bilinear equation (41). Equatibnl(44) is dettiley applying the dierence formula$ (54), (55}, (58) and
—a,Han”H:'o,l,.-.,N—3,N—2,N’:2m,1], (63)
~(am2—an1) T2 =[0,1, - N=3N=2n1,N=2n1, (64)
~(8m2—br1) o =[ 0L N=3 N =201, N= 21|, (65)



where
(S*k)(m 1,n)
’Errkl = (66)
zpﬁ\,“k)(m - 1,n)

to the Pluicker relation,
N-3,N=2p1,N=2n1]|

m+1_m
Pni1Tn =PnTnel = b
n

through the dependent variable transformation (70). Itiqdar, eq(6P) also follows from e@.(I72). Therefore, we

may regard eg$.(Y2) and {73) as yet another bilinearizafitine non-autonomous discrete KdV equatian (1)
We can show thgtT and " satisfy egs. [(72) and(¥3) as follows. Applying thé&eience formulad (54)_(55)

(58) and
L™ =10, ,N=3N-1,N-2,1], (74)
(75)

—(am-10n"
—(bn,l,t)ml + Tnil) =]10,1,--- , N=-3,N-1N-2,1],

0=10,,N-3N-2,N=21]x[0,,
10, ,N=3N=2,N=2n1]x[ 0, ,N=3N=21,N= 21| (67)
+]0,- ,N—3,N—2,N/—\2w1'><|0,--- N=3N=2,1,N=2n1].
3.3 Reduction from the KP hierarchy through the potential form
In this section, we consider the followingfifirence equation
1 1 1
ml _ m ==y 68
Upyp — Up (afzn bﬁ) unerl unerl’ ( )
which is closely related to egl(1) as
1 1\ 1 m el
—_Zl= = - . 69
(am bn)V'n“ thea 7t (59)
The autonomous version of €q.[68) is known as the potensatete KdV equation[16]. We call ef.(68) the non-
autonomous potential discrete KdV equation. Casoratirdetent solution to ed.(68) is given by
m m-1 n-1
1 1
uy = p—; ~ 0 (70)
i a j=no
where (s) (stN-2) (s+N)
%(m, n - <p% " 2)(m n ¢ N)(m n)
) S+ S+
(m, n) (mn) ¢, (m, n)
om = : , (71)
Amn ‘S*“ 2 n) ¢<S*”>(m, n
andg®(m,n) (r = 1,...,N), 7" are defined by eq5.(B9) aid138), respectively.
Equation[(68) is derived from the following bilinear equaus forpl andr"
m+1 m+1 1 1 m+1_m rml m
Pn pn+1T % - b_n ( Tnel ~ Tnea T ) (72)
m m+l _ 1 1 m+1l_m m+1_m
ot (Tn+1 Th —7Tn Tn+1) , (73)

N-3,N-2,1,N-2n1]
N-3,N-1N-251] (76)
N-3,N-1LN-2,1],

to the Plucker relation
0=10,--,
-10,---,
+|0’.'. 9’

N-3N-2N-1[x|0, -
N_3,N_2,N_2n—llx|0,"',
N_3,N_2,N_2m—l|x|o,"',



we have eq[{72). Similarly, we obtain égq)73) by applying firmulas[(5b),[(36)[(39). (¥5) and
AM) Yamo™t = 7™ =10,--- ,N=3,N=1,N—=2m1 |, (77)
to the Plucker relation
0=10,-- ,N—3,N—2,N—1|><’0,--- ,N—3,N—2n_1,N~—2m1]
~10,--- ,N—3,N—2,N—2n_1|><’0,--- ,N—3,N—1,N~—2,m1‘ (78)
+]o,- ,N—3,N—2,N72m1‘x|o,--- N-3,N-1,N=2,1].

We finally remark that if we introduce the continuous indegeamt variables, ts, - - - through<p§s)(m, n) as

m-1 n-1
eO(mn) =arpf [ [(1+ap) [ [(1+bjp) eprries

i=my j=no

(79)
m-1 n-1 .
+ﬂr(_ pr)s ]_[ (1 -3 pr) ]_[(1 _ b]. pr) e_prtl_prt3+""
i=my j=no
thent' becomes the function of the KdV hierarchy. In this casely anduy' can be expressed as
o 0
Ph = 6—,[2 Uy = o logry, (80)
respectively, and' satisfies the potential KdV equation
ouy 3 a_uwz_lasu”mzo_ (81)
otz 2\ dyy 4 6ti’

This is consistent with the fact that (autonomous versiQreqf(68) is derived as the Backlund transformation of the
potential KdV equation[16].

4 Concluding remarks

In this article, we have considered the bilinearizationha&f hon-autonomous discrete KdV equation and constructed
Casorati determinant solution. We have presented thifereint bilinearizations, each of which haffeient origin.
Although we have constructed only Casorati determinanit&ol, namely, soliton type solution, it might not be
difficult to discuss other types of solutions, such as rationlatisos or periodic solutions, based on the bilinear
equations that have been obtained in this article. Also, xyee that other non-autonomous discrete integrable
systems on two-dimensional lattice can be investigatethiiieas manner.

As was mentioned in Section 3.2, thdéunctions in the second bilinearization resemble thosaéntheory ofR},
andR,, biorthogonal functions, but the explicit relation is no¢a&t yet. It might be an intriguing problem to study
underlying structure of the second bilinearization.

Finally, recently Takahashi and Hirota have succeeded imstcocting the soliton solutions of the ultradiscrete
KdV equation in permanent form[117]. It might be an intenegtproblem to investigate the permanent type solutions
for the non-autonomous case.
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A Proof of difference formulas

In the appendix, we give the proof of thefdirence formulas of functions which have been used in the derivation of
bilinear equations from the Plucker relations for comgahetss. For later convenience, we first prepare the following
two equations fop!® andy{® which are derived from eqE.(4d)=(50):

yO(mn) + am-1 ¥ (mn) = o (m+ 1,n), (82)
M+ 1,n) - am (M + 1,n) = A(m) & (m, n). (83)

Equations (54) and (55) We have

= Om1 It N = 20, N = Lo (84)
Adding the { + 1)-th column multiplied byan, ; to thei-th column fori = 1,2,..., N — 1 and using ed.(48), we have
=101, ,N=2,N= 14| (85)

Multiplying am_1 to theN-th column and using e€.(#8) we obtain

am17p - =10, N =2 am1x(N=1nil
=|O,1"",N_Z,(N_Z)m_(N_Z)m—ﬂ
=_|O,1a"',N_2,N_2m—l|,

which is eql(G4). Equatiof (b5) can be shown in a similar neay shiftingn and using ed.(31).

Equation (56) We have
= 1 Omets Imes, -y N = 2mez, N = i | (86)

Adding the ( + 1)-th column multiplied by-ay, to thei-th column fori = 1,2,...,N — 1 and using ed.(83), we have
Au(m) ¢ (m.n)

=01 -, N=2 N-1ga|, k= :
An(m) ¢ (m.n)
Multiplying am to theN-th column and using ef.(B3) we have
amTpt =|0,L -+ \N=2,amx (N = Lm1 |
=|0.1 NZ2.N-2p|
=AM %[0+ N =2, N~ 2ma |.
which is eql(5h).
Equation (57) We have
anmzyﬁ,I---,N’—\l', (87)
which is rewritten by using ed.(82) from the first column te Nith column as
o = | Omet, e, -, N = 2000, N = 1 | (88)
Now, from egs[(B0) and (82) we have
A(m) ¢P (M= 1,n) = ~(@m + am-1) ¢ M n) + ¢F(m+ L,n). (89)
Applying eq. [89) to theN-th column of the right hand side of €q.{88) we obtain
(@m+am-1) o == | Omer, -+ . N = 2me1, N= 21 |
= - |6m,"' ,N=3m N=2mn1, N——2w1|
== A(M) x| O+ ,N = 8, N= 21, N = 21 |,
which is eql(GF).



Equation (88) Shiftingnin eq.[54) we have

m-1 _
- amflTni =

On—l, 1n—l, T, N - 3n—l, N - 2n—l, N - 2":% . (90)
Eliminating¢*Y(m - 1,n - 1) from eqs(#8): and [51)-1 we get
(@m-1— bn-1) (M= 1,n— 1) = an 19¥(M - 1,n) — by_1¢9 (M, n - 1). (91)
Using eql(91L) to thél-th column of the right hand side of dg.{90), we have
_am—l(am—l - bn—l) Tnm__]il' =am-1]0n-1,Ln-1,- - ,N=3n-1, N= 2,1, N =21 |.
Adding (i + 1)-th column multiplied byas,_1 toi-th column fori = 1,2,..., N — 1 and using ed.(48), we obtain
_(al’n—l_bl"l—l)TrT__f. :loalv"' ,N —3,N—2n—1,N_2m—1|,

which is eql(GB).

Equation (89) Shiftingnin eq.[56) we have

A(m)_lam Tnmjjil- = On—l, 1n—1, T, N - 3I"I—:I., N - 2I"I—l, N’_:izrgﬂ-

bl

=01+ N=3 N =201, N= 2

or
amrnmfll=|6,i,---,N—3,N—2n,1,N—2mf11 . (92)

Eliminating!®™Y(m + 1, n — 1) from eqs[(88).1 and }:1 we get
broaA (M) (M N — 1) + an ¢ (M + 1,n) = (am + by 1) ¢I(m+ 1,n - 1). (93)

Applying eq.[93B) to theéN-th column of the right hand side of €q.{92), we have

m+1

am(am"‘bn—l)Tn,1 =am><|6,"',N—3,N_2n—l, N_2m+l|’

which yields eq[(59)
(8m + bo1) 70 = A(M) x| 0+ N = 3, N = 2 1,N= 2paa |

We omit the proof of other dlierence formulas, since they can be proved in a similar manner

References

[1] N. Matsuura: Book of Abstracts, DMHF2007: COE Conferenn the Development of Dynamic Mathematics
with High Functionality (Kyushu University, 2007) p.93.

[2] R. Hirota: J. Phys. Soc. JpA3(1977) 1424.

[3] V. Ohta, R. Hirota, S. Tsujimoto and T. Imai: J. Phys. Styim.62(1993) 1872.

[4] K. Kajiwara and J. Satsuma: J. Phys. Soc. 2(1991) 506.

[5] K. Kajiwara, Y. Ohta and J. Satsuma: Phys. L&1180(1993) 249.

[6] A. Nagai, T. Tokihiro, J. Satsuma, R. Willox and K. Kajivea Phys. LettA234(1997) 301.
[7]1 R. Willox, T. Tokihiro and J. Satsuma: J. Math. Phg8(1997) 6455.

[8] R. Willox, T. Tokihiro and J. Satsuma: Chaos, Solitonsd &nactals11(2000) 121.



[9] R. Hirota: J. Phys. Soc. JpB0(1981) 3785.
[10] T. Miwa: Proc. Japan Acad. Ser. A Math. S68(1982) 9.
[11] M. Jimbo and T. Miwa: Publ. RIMS, Kyoto Uni.9(1983) 943.
[12] 1. Krichever, P. Wiegmann, A. Zabrodin: Commun. MathyB.193(1998) 373.
[13] A. Mukaihira and S. Tsujimoto: J. Phys. A: Math. G&7(2004) 4557.
[14] A. Mukaihira and S. Tsujimoto: J. Phys. A: Math. G&9(2006) 779.
[15] K. Kajiwara and A. Mukaihira: J. Phys. A: Math. Ge38(2005) 6363.
[16] F. Nijhoff and H. Capel: Acta. Appl. Matt89(1995) 133.
[17] D. Takahashi and R. Hirota: J. Phys. Soc. J(2007) 104007.



	Introduction
	Bilinearization of the discrete KdV equation
	Bilinearizations of the non-autonomous discrete KdV equation
	Reduction from the discrete KP hierarchy
	Alternate bilinearization
	Reduction from the KP hierarchy through the potential form

	Concluding remarks
	Proof of difference formulas

