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Essentially generalizing Lie’s results, we prove that the contact equivalence groupoid of a
class of (1+1)-dimensional generalized nonlinear Klein—Gordon equations is the first-order
prolongation of its point equivalence groupoid, and then we carry out the complete group
classification of this class. Since it is normalized, the algebraic method of group classification
is naturally applied here. Using the specific structure of the equivalence group of the class,
we essentially employ the classical Lie theorem on realizations of Lie algebras by vector
fields on the line. This approach allows us to enhance previous results on Lie symmetries
of equations from the class and substantially simplify the proof. After finding a number of
integer characteristics of cases of Lie-symmetry extensions that are invariant under action
of the equivalence group of the class under study, we exhaustively describe successive Lie-
symmetry extensions within this class.

1 Introduction

Quasilinear second-order hyperbolic equations model many phenomena and processes in physics
and mathematics, especially, various kinds of wave propagation, see [14, 16, 17, 47] and references
therein. Such equations even with two independent variables are important in a number of areas,
including differential geometry, quantum field theory, cosmology, hydro- and gas dynamics,
superconductivity, crystal dislocation, waves in ferromagnetic materials, nonlinear optics, low
temperature physics, to name a few. This is why these equations have been and are intensively
studied in many branches of mathematics, in particular, within the framework of integrability
theory and symmetry analysis of differential equations.

In the present paper, we carry out the exhaustive group classification of the class of (1+1)-
dimensional generalized nonlinear Klein—-Gordon equations of the form

Uty = f(t,x,u) with  fuu # 0 (1)

in the light-cone (characteristic) coordinates, which we denote by K and simultaneously refer
as the class (1) and the class K. Here u = u(t,x) is the unknown function of the independent
variables (t, z), and subscripts of functions denote derivatives with respect to the corresponding
variables, e.g., ug := 0%u/0t 0z and f,, := 0%f/Ou?. The arbitrary element f of the class K
runs through the set of smooth functions of (¢, x,u) that are not affine in u. The last constraint
is imposed on f for excluding linear equations from the class K, which is natural in view of
several arguments, see Remark 6. The problem of studying the class K within the framework of
group analysis of differential equations was posed by Sophus Lie [35].

We discover four important properties of the class I, which allows us to obtain stronger
results than the ordinary group classification of this class and to simplify all computations. We
prove that, firstly, the class K is normalized with respect to its point equivalence group G~ and,
secondly, the first prolongations of its point admissible transformations exhaust its contact ad-
missible transformations. In view of these two properties, the classification of Lie symmetries of



equations from the class IC up to the G™~-equivalence, roughly speaking, coincides with the sim-
ilar classification up to the general point equivalence and with the classifications of continuous
contact symmetries of these equations modulo the equivalences generated by the contact equiva-
lence group and groupoid of L. Moreover, this classification problem can be effectively solved by
the algebraic method. Thirdly, the dimensions of the maximal Lie invariance algebras of equa-
tions from the class K are not greater than four, except the equations that are G~-equivalent
to the Liouville equation and whose maximal Lie invariance algebras are infinite-dimensional.
The fourth property is that each point transformation between any two equations from the
class IC is projectable both on the space with coordinate ¢t and on the space with coordinate x.
As a result, all the point-transformation structures associated with the class IC, including its
equivalence group, its equivalence algebra and the maximal Lie invariance algebras of equations
from this class, are also projectable on the same two spaces. This twofold projectability leads
to the possibility of extended application of the following classical Lie theorem on realizations
of finite-dimensional Lie algebras by vector fields on the line [34, Satz 6, p. 455] in the course of
the group classification, see also [43, Theorem 2.70], [51] and references therein.

Theorem 1 (Lie theorem). Inequivalent (up to the local diffeomorphisms of the line) realizations
of finite-dimensional Lie algebras by vector fields on the t-line are exhausted by the algebras

{0}, (D), (O, tBy), (O, tOy, t20y).

Previously, the Lie theorem was applied to group classification of classes of evolution and
Schrodinger equations [5, 28, 29, 44] and the class of linear ordinary differential equations of an
arbitrary fixed order r > 2 [10, Section 3|, where there is the similar projectability to the single
space coordinatized by the time variable or the independent variable, respectively.

The most important and well-studied subclass Kg of the class K is singled out from X by the
additional auxiliary equations f; = f, = 0, i.e., this subclass consists of the nonlinear Klein—
Gordon equations, which are of the form wy, = f(u) with fyu, # 0; cf. Remark 14 for justifying
the notation. The subclass Kg contains a number of famous equations, which we present in the
canonical forms, where the constant parameters are removed by equivalence transformations:

e the Liouville equation us, = ev,
e the Tzitzeica equation us, = e*+e~2* called also the Dodd-Bullough-Mikhailov equation,

e the sine-Gordon (or Bonnet) equation uy, = sinu,

the sinh-Gordon equation wuy, = sinh u,
e the double sine-Gordon equation us, = sinu + C sin 2u with C' # 0,

see Section 7.5.1 in [47] and references therein. Contact symmetry transformations of equa-
tions from the subclass Ky were described by Sophus Lie himself [35]. In particular, any such
transformation was proved to be the first prolongation of a point transformation. Then Lie
singled out the Liouville equations, where f(u) = Ce"* with nonzero constants x and C, as the
only equations in g admitting infinite-dimensional point symmetry groups. The other equa-
tions were shown to possess only point symmetry transformations, where each of the ¢-, z- and
u-components depends only on the respective variable, and this dependence is affine. In the
introduction of [35], Lie remarked that results obtained therein can be extended to the class K.
In fact, the present paper essentially generalizes several extensions of Lie’s results to the class K.

Specific equations from the subclass K9 and the subclass g itself were intensively studied
within the framework of symmetry analysis of differential equations. In particular, generalized
symmetries of equations from Kg with characteristics not depending on (¢, x) were classified over
the complex field in [60]. The Liouville equation, the sine-Gordon equation and the Tzitzeica
equation were singled out in the subclass K9 as the only equations with infinite-dimensional
algebras of such symmetries, see also [23, Section 21.2]. The same equations were also singled



out in [13] as the only equations in g admitting infinite-dimensional spaces of conservation laws
with so-called “polynomial densities” and in [12, 39] as the only ones with the Painlevé property
among the equations u;,, = f(u), where the function f is a linear combination of exponential
functions e/®* for some fixed nonzero complex constant o and j € Z. Equations from the sub-
class K9 admitting nonlinear separation of variables in the standard spacetime coordinates to
two first-order ordinary differential equations were classified in [58]; see also references therein
and [20] for other kinds of nonlinear separation of variables for these equations. The classifi-
cation of local conservation laws of equations from the subclass g over the complex field was
begun in [16]. Singular reduction operators [9, 27], i.e., singular nonclassical (or conditional, or
Q-conditional) symmetries, of all the equations of the form us, = f(u) were exhaustively studied
in [27]. At the same time, there are still no complete classifications of generalized symmetries,
local conservation laws and regular reduction operators of equations from the subclass Kg as well
as no exhaustive classifications of such equations admitting nonlinear separation of variables or
the Painlevé property, not to mention the entire class K. An exception is the general description
of regular reduction operators for equations from the class K that was given in [57].

The framework of the algebraic method of group classification originated in Lie’s classifica-
tion of second-order ordinary differential equations [37] but it became a common tool of group
analysis of differential equations considerably later, only since the 1990s, although its appli-
cations to problems of complete group classification still involved the normalization property
implicitly [2, 18, 19, 22, 32, 33, 38, 59]. When straightforwardly applied to non-normalized
classes of differential equations, the algebraic method results in the so-called preliminary group
classification of such classes [1, 3, 15, 24]. The algebraic method is usually used to solve group
classification problems for classes of differential equations with arbitrary elements depending on
several arguments, for which the direct method of group classification, including the method
of furcate splitting [4, 41, 45] as its most advanced version, is unproductive. To carry out the
group classification of the class IC, we use the advanced version of the algebraic method, which
is based on the normalization of the class of differential equations to be classified [48, 52, 54]
and involves the classification of appropriate subalgebras [3, 15] of the corresponding equiva-
lence algebra. This version of the algebraic method was suggested in [52, 54] and was effec-
tively applied to solving group classification problems for various classes of differential equations
[3, 5, 10, 28, 29, 44, 50, 52, 54, 55].

The papers [3, 32, 33, 55| are especially relevant in the context of the present paper since they
are devoted to group classification of classes of quasilinear hyperbolic second-order equations
with two independent variables using the algebraic method. See also references therein for
group classifications of other classes of such equations. In particular, the group classification
problem for the superclass K of K that is constituted by the equations of the form wy — uzz =
f(t,Z,u,uz) in the standard spacetime coordinates (f,#) = (x + t,x — t) was studied in the
seminal papers [32, 33]. The superclass K was partitioned into four subclasses, which are in
fact normalized and are not related by point transformations to each other, and K is one of
these subclasses (under using the light-cone coordinates). As a result, the group classification
problem for the entire superclass K was split into four group classification problems for the
subclasses that each was separately studied within the framework of the algebraic method of
group classification. Unfortunately, the consideration of the class I had several drawbacks (see
the second paragraph of Section 7 below), and hence Lie symmetries of equations from this class
have needed a more accurate and comprehensive classification, which is done in the present paper.
The group classification problems for the non-normalized class of quasilinear hyperbolic and
elliptic equations of the form uj;—h(&, u, uz)uzz = f(&,u, uz) up to the equivalences generated by
the corresponding equivalence group and groupoid, respectively, were exhaustively solved in [55]
using an original version of the algebraic method of group classification for non-normalized classes
of differential equations. When written in the light-cone coordinates, this class nontrivially
intersects the class K.



The further organization of the present paper is as follows. In Section 2, we prove that any
contact-transformation structure associated with equations from the class (1) is the first-order
prolongation of its point-transformation counterpart, thus justifying the restriction of the fur-
ther consideration to point-transformation structures. Then we show the normalization of the
class (1) (with respect to point transformations) and construct its (point) equivalence group G™~
and its (point) equivalence algebra g™~. Therein, we also single out the equations in the class (1)
with infinite-dimensional Lie invariance algebras and derive properties of finite-dimensional ap-
propriate subalgebras of the projection w,g™ of g~ onto the space with coordinates (¢, x,u),
which are important in the course of the group classification of this class. The main result of
the group classification, which is a complete list of G~-inequivalent Lie-symmetry extensions
within the class (1), is given by Theorem 13 in Section 3. The structure of the partially ordered
set of such extensions is represented as a Hasse diagram in Figure 1. We also discuss relations
between Lie-symmetry extensions via limit processes. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theo-
rem 13 and its analysis. We find a number of G™-invariant integer characteristics of subalgebras
of g~ or, equivalently, of w,g™, which allow us to completely identify G~-inequivalent cases
of Lie-symmetry extensions within the class (1). In Section 5, we use these characteristics to
distinguish, modulo the G™~-equivalence, successive Lie-symmetry extensions among the found
ones, thus exhaustively describing the structure of partially ordered set of G™-inequivalent Lie-
symmetry extensions within the class (1). Possible ways for the group classifications of subclasses
of the class (1) are analyzed in Section 6. As an example, we use results of [55] to carry out
the group classification of the important subclass Ko associated with the constraint f, + f; =0
up to the equivalence generated by the equivalence group G5 of this subclass. In Section 7, we
discuss the obtained results and overview related problems for the further study.

2 Preliminary analysis

Consider the superclass Kgen of all the equation of the general form wy, = f(t,z,u), K C Kgen.
For a fixed value of the arbitrary element f, let K; denote the equation from the class Kgen
with this value of f. We begin with the study of contact admissible transformations within
the subclass K of Kgen singled out by the constraint f, # 0, i.e., we attach to K the linear
equations of the form wy, = f(t,x,u) with fy,, = 0 and f, # 0. We essentially generalize Lie’s
consideration in [35].

Lemma 2. Any contact admissible transformation within the class K is the first-order prolon-
gation of a point admissible transformation within this class.

Proof. We give a simple proof by the direct method. We fix a contact admissible transformation
T = (f,9, f) of the class K. Here ® is a contact transformation with the independent vari-
ables (t,z) and the dependent variable u, ®: (£,%, 4,47, 4z) = (T, X,U,Ut,U®), that maps the
equation Ky: uy, = f(t,2,u) to the equation Kt = f(t,%,@). The functions T, X, U, Ut
and U” defining the components of the transformation ® are smooth functions of (¢, x, u, uy, uy)
with ‘3(T, X, U, UL U*)/O(t, x,u, uy, um){ # 0 that satisfy the contact condition

U'DT + U*D, X = D,U,

t x _ (2)
UuD,T+U*D,X =D,U,

where Dy = 0y + w0y + uOy, + U200, + - -+ and Dy = Oy + uz0y + UtzOy, + Uz Oy, + -+ are
the operators of total derivatives with respect to t and x, respectively. Collecting coefficients of
the second derivatives of u in the contact condition (2) leads to the system

U'T,, +U*X,, = U, U'DT+U*DX =D,U,

R . R (3)
U, +U*X,, =U,,, U'D,T+U*D,X =D,U,



where D; = 9y + wd, and D, = 9, + u,0, are the truncated operators of total derivatives
with respect to ¢ and x. The condition that the transformation ® maps the equation K to
the equation K 7 is expanded via substituting the expression for #;; in terms of the variables
without tildes,

D.U* D,U*
DX DX

DT D,T

= (*f) ’ DX D,x| O solutions of K. (4)

| DT DT
~ | DU DU

Here ®* denotes the pullback by ®, ®*f := f (T, X,U). The first equality in (4) is a differential
consequence of the system (2). Splitting of the equation (4) with respect to uy and wug, gives,
in particular, the equations

Uz U Ty, Tu T, Tu

Ut Ug T (I) t T 5a
Uz D,U” Ty, DT x| Tu DT

it — " = (® t 7 5b
X,, D.X ‘ ‘Uﬁt D, U? (®°f) s (5)
D,U* UZ D, T T, .= | DT T,

" Ug — R €T — @ N T 5
DX X, ‘ }DtUt Ut (@) ’ DX X, (5¢)

Suppose that at least one of the derivatives T,,, Ty, , Xy, and X,,, does not vanish. Up to the
permutations of ¢t and = and of ¢ and &, which are equivalence transformations of the class K,
we can assume that Tp, # 0. We denote

UitLt - ((I)*f)Xut
T, ’

and thus A is a function of (¢,z,w,us, u,). This notation and the second equalities in the
equations (5a) and (5b) imply the equations

Ul = ATy, + (9" f) Xu,,
Ul = AT,, + (2 f) X,
D,U! = AD,T + (®*f)D, X,

A=

which are combined to the single equation D, U! = AD,T + (®* f)DgCX defined on the en-
tire second-order jet space J*(R?, x R,) with the independent variables (¢,z) and the depen-
dent variable u. Subtracting the last equation from the equality D,U* = (pr(9) ®)*(az)D.T +
(pr(g) ®)*(4z;)Ds X, we derive the equation

((pr(g) @)*(az7) — A)DaT + (pr(g) ®)*(a; — /)DeX =0 (6)

on JQ(R%@ x R,,). Here pry) ® denotes the second-order prolongation of the contact transfor-
mation ®. Restricting the equation (6) on the manifold defined by Ky in J*(R7, x R,,), where
utz = f and (pr(g) ©)* (U — f) =0, leads to the equality

((Prio) ®)" () = A) (DT + S Loy + T i) = 0.

Since the derivative uz is not constrained on the solutions of K this implies the equation
D oL+ fLy, + Ty, uze = 0, which can be split with respect to uzy 1nt0 the equations T;, = 0 and
D, T + fTu, = 0. In view of the first of these two equations, the second equation can further be
split with respect to u, into the equations 7,, = 0 and T, + fT;, = 0. Since T,, = 0 and f,, # 0,
the equation T, + fT,, = 0 splits into T, = T, = 0, which contradicts the inequality 7, # 0.
Therefore, T,,, = T\, = Xy, = Xy, = 0. Then the system (3) directly implies U, = U,, = 0.
Since the -, z- and u-components of the contact transformation ® do not depend on the first-
order derivatives u; and wu,, this transformation is a first-order prolongation of the point trans-
formations with the same ¢-, z- and u-components. ]



A generalization of Lemma 2 for the class of equations of the form w,, = f(¢,x,u, us, uy)
was proved in [49]. In view of Lemma 2, all structures related to contact transformations of
equations from the superclass K and all its subclasses, including the class K, are the first-
order prolongations of analogous structures related to point transformations of equations from
the same classes. These structures include equivalence groupoids, equivalence groups of these
classes and the symmetry groups of equations from them. This is why we restrict the further
consideration to point transformations within the class K.

The following lemma is an obvious corollary of Lemma 2 and [26, Theorem 4.3c].

Lemma 3. The class (1) is normalized in the usual sense with respect to both point and con-
tact transformations, i.e., its point and contact equivalence groupoids coincide with the action
groupoids of its point equivalence group G~ and of the first prolongation of this group, respec-
tively. The group G~ is generated by the transformations of the form

Cf+ U

t=T(), #=X(), a=Cu+U’z), f X (7)

and the discrete equivalence transformation 1°: t = x, ¥ = t, @ = u, f = f. Here T, X and U°
are arbitrary smooth functions of their arguments with T; X, # 0, and C is an arbitrary nonzero
constant.

Corollary 4. A complete list of discrete equivalence transformations of the class (1) that are
independent up to combining with each other and with continuous equivalence transformations
of this class is exhausted by the (t,x)-permutation 30 and three transformations alternating signs
of variables, I: (t,xz,u, f) — (=t,x,u,—f), I%: (t,z,u, f) — (t,—z,u,—f), I%: (t,z,u, f) —
(t,z,—u, —f). The quotient group of the equivalence group G~ of the class (1) with respect to
its identity component is isomorphic to the group D4 X Zo, where the dihedral group Dy is the
symmetry group of a square.

Corollary 5. There is no contact transformation that maps an equation of the form uy, =
flt,z,u) with f,, # 0 to equations of the same form with f, = 0.

Proof. Suppose that there exists such a contact transformation ®. Repeating the proof of
Lemma 2 for f, # 0 and fu = 0, we derive that the transformation ® is the first prolongation
of a point transformation in the space with the coordinates (¢, x,u). Theorem 4.3c from [26]
implies that the (point) equivalence group of the superclass Kgen of all the equation of the
form wi; = f(t,z,u) coincides with the group G™~, and any point admissible transformation
within Kgen is generated by an element of G~. The conditions f, # 0 and f, = 0 are G™-
invariant, which contradicts the supposition. ]

Analyzing results of [35, 36], one can deduce that assertions like Lemmas 2 and 3 and Corol-
lary 5 may have been known to Sophus Lie. In general, similar assertions are typical for the
theory of contact equivalence of Monge—-Ampere equations, see, e.g., Lemma 1 in [31, p. 205] and
references therein. In particular, the above Corollary 5 follows from Corollary 1 in [30, p. 238].

Remark 6. The above assertions imply that the class Kgen and its subclasses Kgen \K, K, K\K
and /C, which are singled out by the auxiliary constraints f, = 0, f, # 0, fu # 0 A fuu = 0 and
fuu # 0, respectively, have the same point equivalence group G~ and are normalized in the point
sense. The subclasses K, K\ K and K are also normalized in the contact sense. Equations from
the class IC are not mapped by contact transformations to equations from the class Kgen \ K.
Although the group classification of the class Kgen \ K up to the G™-equivalence has not be
carried out in the literature, Lie’s solution of the group classification problem for the wider class
of all linear hyperbolic equations with two independent variables is well known [36]. Moreover,
symmetry properties of the linear and the nonlinear equations from Kgen, which constitute the
classes Kgen \ K and K, respectively, are quite different. The last three facts justify the exclusion
of linear equations from the further consideration.



Lemma 3 implies that the transformations of the form (7) constitute a subgroup H of G™.
Any such transformation T can be represented as a composition

T = D(T) 0 D*(X) 0 2(U°) o D*(C)

of the elementary equivalence transformations

DUT):  T=T(), &=un, i = u, f=1/T,
DUX):  P=t, F=X(x), a=u, f=FlXe
DUC):  t=t, T=u, ﬂ:Cu, f=cfy,
2(UY:  f=t " =u+U%ta), f=f+Ud,

which are an arbitrary transformation in ¢, an arbitrary transformation in z, a scaling of u
and a shift of w with arbitrary functions of (¢, x), respectively. The transformation parameters
are described in Lemma 3, and their values are the same as in the form (7). The families of
elementary transformations {D*(T)}, {D*(X)}, {D*(C)} and {Z(U°)}, where the corresponding
constant or functional parameter varies, are subgroups of G~. One more elementary equivalence
transformation of the class (1) is J°, whereas J* = D¥(—t), J* = D!(—z) and J* = D¥(—1). Each
transformation T from G™ \ H can be decomposed as

T =79%0 DYT) 0 D*(X) 0 Z(U°) 0 DY(C).

Corollary 7. The equivalence algebra of the class (1) sg~ <ﬁt(7), D), I, Z(n0)>, where
the parameter functions 7 = 7(t), £ = &(z) and n° = n°(¢, a:) run through the sets of smooth
functions of their arguments, and

() T(t)0 — () fOy, DU(&) == &(2)0y — &u(2) £O,
=udy + fO5,  Z(1°) :=n"(t,2)0u + i, (t, 2)0s.

Using the infinitesimal invariance criterion [6, 7, 42], we prove the following assertion.

Proposition 8. The mazimal Lie invariance algebra gy of an equation Ky from the class (1)
consists of the vector fields of the form T( )0k +&(2)05 + (! u+77 (t,))0y, where the parameter
functions 7 = 7(t), £ = £(x) and n° = n°(t, z) and the constant n' satisfy the classifying equation

ThA+&fe+ M ut+n’)fu= (0" =7 — &) f+ iy (8)

Consider the linear span g, of all the maximal Lie invariance algebras of equations from the
class (1),

90 = 2705 = {Q = 7(1)0; + &(2)0: + (n'u +n°(t, x))du }
= <Dt(7-)7 Dw(g)v I, Z(??O)> 7é Ufgf')

where the parameters 7, £ and n° run through the sets of smooth functions of their arguments,
n' is an arbitrary constant, and

DY(1):=7(t)0, D*():=&(x)0y, I:=udy, Z(no) = no(t,a:)au.

It is obvious that any vector field @ of the above form with (7,£) # (0,0) belongs to gy for
any f satisfying the classifying equation with the components of (), and such a value of the
arbitrary element f necessarily exists. The last inequality in (9) holds since the vector fields
from (I, Z(n°)) do not belong to gy for any f in view of the auxiliary inequality fu, # 0 for the
arbitrary element f within the class (1). At the same time, we can represent such vector fields as

9)



linear combinations of vector fields from g, with (7,&) # (0,0). This is why the second equality
n (9) holds as well, and thus the algebra g, coincides with the projection w,g™~ of g~. Moreover,
the span g, is a Lie algebra, since it is closed with respect to the Lie bracket of vector fields.

Here and in what follows w denotes the projection of the space with coordinates (¢, z,u, f)
onto the space with coordinates (t,z,u). We also use the notation 7%*, 7' and 7% for the
projections of the space with coordinates (¢,x,u) onto the spaces with coordinates (t,z), t
and x, respectively.

The nonidentity actions of elementary equivalence transformations on the above vector fields
spanning g, are the following:

(w.DYT)), D' () = D' (7 (A)/T}) (s
(@w.D*(X)),D*(&) = D*(&(X)/X.), (w X)
(w.2(U?)), D' (1) = D'(1) + Z(rUY), (s
(@.2(U%)),D"(€) = D*(§) + Z(£UY),  (ww

where T' = T'(t) and X = X (x) are the inverses of the functions 7' and X, respectively.

Definition 9. A subalgebra s of g, is said to be appropriate if there exists a value of the
arbitrary element f such that s = g;.

In view of Lemma 3, the group classification of the class (1) reduces to the classification of
appropriate subalgebras of g, = @w.g~ up to the w,G™~-equivalence.

Splitting the classifying equation (8) with respect to the arbitrary element f and its deriva-
tions, we obtain the trivial system 7 = 0, £ = 0, ' = 0 and ° = 0. This means that the
following assertion holds.

Lemma 10. The kernel Lie invariance algebra of the equations from the class (1) is g = {0}.

Since the kernel Lie invariance algebra g"' is zero, the condition of the necessary inclusion of
it into each appropriate algebra makes no constraint for such algebras. Analyzing the classifying
equation (8) deeper, we derive really essential constraints for such algebras.

Lemma 11. (i) gs N (I, Z(n°)) = {0} for any f = f(t,x,u) with fuu # 0, and therefore
dimgy = dim Wi’zgf. Here n° runs through the set of smooth functions depending on (t,x).

(ii) dim gy = oo if and only if f =e* (mod G7).

(ili) If f # €" (mod G~), then dimgy < 4.

Proof. Suppose that for a value of the arbitrary element f, the algebra g; contains a vector
field n'I + Z(n°) with (n*,7%) # (0,0). The classifying equation (8) implies that the function f
satisfies the equation (n'u + 7°)f, = n'f + 1. Considering the cases n* # 0 and 7' = 0
separately, we easily show that in both cases f is affine in u, which contradicts the auxiliary
inequality f,,, # 0 for the class (1). This proves item (i) of the lemma.

We differentiate the classifying equation (8) with respect to u and, in view of the auxiliary
inequality fy, # 0, divide the result of differentiation by f,,. Then we differentiate the obtained
equation once more with respect to u, which gives

<ﬁi)u+§<§zz> +0' = —(n+&) (i)u (10)

We need to consider two cases depending on whether or not the expression (f,/ fuu)w vanishes.
Upon the condition (fy/ fuu)u # 0, we can rewrite the equation (10) as

TGl e =

et = Gulfude T GulFardu




After fixing a value u = ug, the last equation takes the form r,+&, = A(t, )7+ B(t, z){+C(t, ),
where the coefficients A, B and C are obviously expressed via derivatives of f at u = wupg.
After additionally fixing a value t = tg, we derive the first-order inhomogeneous linear ordinary
differential equation

& = Blto, m)€ — (to) + Alto, z)7(to) + 1" C(to, )

with respect to &, and its inhomogeneity involves three constant parameters 7(tg), 7 (to) and n'.
The general solution of this equation can be represented in the form

€ = i€l () + 7(t0)€(2) + 7(to)€ (2) + '€ (2),

where &¥(z), k = 1,..., 4, are fixed smooth functions of , and hence it is linearly parameterized
at most four independent arbitrary constants. In other words, dim7{g; < 4. Similarly, after
taking into account the derived expression for &, we fix a value zq for x instead of £ and obtain
the first-order inhomogeneous linear ordinary differential equation

7 = A(t, 20)7 + B(t, z0) (C1€" (w0) + 7(t0)&* (o) + 7e(t0)E> (w0) + 1" E* (o))
— C'& (o) — T(t0)&x (o) — Te(to)E3(wo) — n'Ex(wo) + C(t, mo)

with respect to 7, where the inhomogeneity involves the four constant parameters 7(tp), 7¢(to),
n' and Cj. Since the value of 7 in the fixed point ¢ = tq is among these parameters, the general
solution of this equation merely involves these very parameters, i.e., dim7lg ¢ < 4. Therefore,
dim TFi’ng < 4 and thus, in view of item (i) of the lemma, dimg; < 4.

Now we study the second case (fu/fuu)u = 0, i.e., f = y(t, x)e®E®U 4 5(t, 2), where ay # 0 in
view of the auxiliary inequality f,, # 0 for the class (1). Hence v =1 (mod G*). Substituting
the expression for f into the classifying equation (8), we collect the coefficients of the linearly
independent functions ue®”, e** and 1, treated as functions of u, which leads to the system

Tap+&ap+nta=0, an’=n' -7 —&, Th+EBe=n'—T —&)B+ (11)

If ap # 0, then € = —((Tat + nla)/am) }t:to, i.e., the component £ involves at most two varying
constants, 7(tp) and n'. Similarly, if ay # 0, then 7 = ((fam +n1a)/at)|x:w , l.e., the com-
ponent 7 also involves at most two varying constants, £(xg) and n'. Therefore, in the case
oz, # 0, the components 7 and £ in total involve at most three different varying constants,
and hence dimgy < 3. If exactly one of the derivatives oy and «, is nonzero, then up to the
equivalence transformation J°, we can assume that o, # 0 and oy = 0. Then the substitution
of the expressions for ¢ and n° implied by the first two equations of (11), ¢ = —n'a/a, and
' = (n' — 7 — &)/, into the last equation of (11) leads to the second-order inhomogeneous
linear ordinary differential equation (1/a),7y — (87): = n'(aB/cas). — n'B with respect to T,
where the leading coefficient (1/«), does not vanish, and the inhomogeneity involves the single
constant parameter n'. Analogously to the above consideration, we obtain dim g < 3. Oth-
erwise, oy = a, = 0, and hence a = const. Since o # 0, we can set « = 1 by scalings of u
and J*. The above system reduces to n' =0, 0" = —1 — &, 78: +&Bx = — (1t + &) B. For 8 # 0,
we treat the last equation in the same way as the equation (10) and conclude that dimgy < 3
in this case. If § = 0, then the equation K coincides with the Liouville equation wu, = e,
whose maximal Lie invariance algebra is gy = (7(¢)0; + &{(x)0r — (1¢(t) + &:(x))0y), where the
components 7 and £ run through the sets of smooth functions of ¢ or x, respectively. Therefore,
dimgs = oo, and up to the G™~-inequivalence, this is the only case with the infinite dimension
of dim gy, which proves item (ii) of the lemma.

For all the other equations from the class (1), we derive that the dimensions of the corre-
sponding maximal Lie invariance algebras do not exceed four, which implies item (iii) of the
lemma. O



Corollary 12. If f # " (mod G~), then dim7igs < 3 and dim7¥g; < 3.

Proof. In view of item (iii) of Lemma 11, we have dimg; < 4 if f # e (mod G~). Then
dim7lg; < dimgy < 4 and dimnfgr < dimgs < 4, e, 7l g and 7¥gs are finite-dimensional
Lie algebras of vector fields on the ¢- and the z-lines, respectively. Then the required inequalities
directly follow from the Lie theorem on such algebras. O

3 Result of group classification

The main result of the paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 13. A complete list of G™-inequivalent (mazimal) Lie-symmetry extensions in the
class (1) is exhausted by the following cases:

0. General case f = f(t,z,u): {0};

1. f=fz,u): (By);

2. f=flz—tu): (8 +0,);

3. f=ef(z,e tu): (O + udy);

4. f=e"tf(z —t e tu): (O + Oy + 2udy);

5. f=elf(e7tu): (8 + udy, Ou);

6. f=e"tf(e = tu): (O + uby, Oy + udy);

7. f =l —t|7972f(|lz — t|%u), ¢ # 0: (Dy + Do, tOy + 20y — qudy);
8. f = la["2f(|xl%u), ¢ # 0: (D, 10 + 20y — qudy);

9. f=fu): (O, Do, 10 — 20y);
10. f=(z—t)"2f(u): (O + Oy, tOy + 20y, 120 + 220y);
11. f = e%/®: (O, tOp — 10y, Oz + udy);
12. f =|ulPu, p# —1,0: (04, Oy, t0 — 10z, —ptO} + udy);

13. f=e" (T(0)0; + §(2)0x — (7e(t) + 2 (2))Ou).-

Here f is an arbitrary smooth function of its arguments whose second derivative with respect
to the argument involving u is nonzero, and q and p are arbitrary constants that satisfy the
conditions indicated in the corresponding cases. In Case 13, the components T and & run through
the sets of smooth functions of t or x, respectively.

The proof of Theorem 13 is presented in the next Section 4.

Remark 14. There are two ways of interpreting the classification cases listed in Theorem 13, in
a weak sense and in a strong sense. Within the framework of the weak group classification, we
consider the entire subclass KCn of the equations from the class K with the form of f presented
in Case N,

N el :={0,...,6,7,,8,,9,10,11,12,,13 | ¢ £ 0, p # —1,0},

and then the corresponding algebra is the kernel Lie invariance algebra gy, of the equations from
the subclass K. Here we use the notation 7, := (7,q), 8; := (8,¢) and 12, := (12,p). We
refer to Cases 7, 8 and 12 as to collections of Cases 74, 8, and 12, with fixed values of ¢ or p,
respectively. It is obvious that Ko = K. Under the strong group classification, Case N includes
only the equations from the subclass Ky for which gy = g. Thus, the discussion after the
equation (9) implies that gy = {0} and hence K belongs to strong Case 0 if and only if f does
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not satisfy the classifying equation (8) for any constant ' and any smooth functions 7 = 7(¢),
¢ = &(z) and n° = 7°(¢, x) with (7,€) # (0,0). For Cases 1-9 to merely collect maximal Lie-
symmetry extensions, the parameter function f should take only values for which the associated
values of the arbitrary element f are not G~-equivalent to ones from the other listed cases with
maximal Lie invariance algebras of greater dimensions. In other words, a value of the parameter
function f leads to a maximal Lie-symmetry extension if and only if it satisfies no equation
among those associated with the corresponding case in Proposition 25 or 26 below. Case 10 is
special since gy = gi, for any Ky € K10, and thus it does not depend on interpreting the group
classification. We will mostly omit the attributes “weak” and “strong”, explicitly indicating all

places where the weak interpretation is used.

Remark 15. Cases 3—6 and 8 can be replaced by G~-equivalent cases, for each of which the
arbitrary element f just runs through the set of arbitrary smooth functions of either one or two
arguments without an additional multiplier:

3. f = f(x,t 1u) gr = (t0; + udy);

4. f = f(t 7 2, (tr) u) gy = (60 + 20, + 2ud,);
5. f=f(t7 ) gp = (0 + udy, Ox);

6. f=f((tx) ) gy = (t0 + udu, 20y + udy);

Here Case 8 splits into two subcases, 8'a and &b, respectively associated with ¢ # 0, —1 and
g=—1.

Remark 16. The group classification of the class (1) can be easily mapped via the point
transformation f = x +t, £ = v —t, & = u, f = f to the group classification of nonlinear
Klein-Gordon equations in the standard spacetime variables, iz — Uz: = f(f, %, ).

Remark 17. We found eight triples of G™-invariant integer characteristics of subalgebras s
of gy, which suffice for distinguishing the G™~-inequivalent cases of Lie-symmetry extensions from
each other, see Remark 24 below. The most significant among these eight triples is (rs, j1,72),
where

ry =r3(s) := 3 — min { dim (D'(r), D*(€)) | 3n°: D'(r) + D*(&) + I + Z(n°) € s},

J1=71(8) := max(dimsl,dim52),
9 = 13(s) := min(dim 7ls'%, dim 7%s'?)
with s' == 5N (D'(7), Z(1°)), s> := s N (D"(€), Z(1°)) and 5% := s 1 (D'(7), D*(€), Z(1°)).

In the next four remarks, we discuss weak Lie-symmetry extensions, omitting the attribute
“weak”.

Remark 18. We can partially order the collection of Lie-symmetry extensions within the
class (1). Here Case N < Case N with N, N € I means that Case N is a further Lie-symmetry
extension of Case N modulo the G™~-equivalence, i.e., there exists T € G™ such that s ¢ (w,T)s,
where s and 5 are subalgebras of g, associated with Cases N and N, respectively. For the
corresponding subclasses K and Ky, we have the inverse inclusion, Ky 2 (@.T)K5 with the
same T € G™.

11



n=0

n=1 (Case 1) (Case 2) (Case 3) (Case 4)

n=2 Case 6 Case 8,

n=3 q\g‘ (Case 11)
/

neo

Figure 1. The Hasse diagram of Lie-symmetry extensions within the class (1).

Remark 19. We assign two more G -invariant integer characteristics of subalgebras s of g, to
those from Remark 17,

n =n(s) :=dims, k= k(s):=min(dim~r’s,dim7’s),

see Remark 24 below. Thus, we consider tuples of the form (n,rs3,r2,j1, k), where the entries
are ordered according to their importance, see the beginning of Section 5. We partially order
the set of these tuples, assuming (n,rs,r2,j1,k) < (7, 73,72, j1,k) if n < A, r3 < 73, rog < 7o,
j1 < j1 and k < k. Let (n,73,79,71, k) and (7, 73, T2, j1, k) correspond to the algebras s and § of
Cases N and N, respectively. Then the relation Case N < Case N is equivalent to the relation
(n,r3,ro,j1, k) < (n, 73,72, J1, k).

Remark 20. The Hasse diagram for the partially ordered set of G™-inequivalent Lie-symmetry
extensions within the class (1) is presented in Figure 1. According to the rule of constructing
Hasse diagrams, the arrows in Figure 1 depict only the direct Lie-symmetry extensions. We say
that the pair (Case N, Case N) of classification cases with Case N < Case N presents a direct
Lie-symmetry extension if there does not exist N € I' such that Case N < Case N < Case N.

Remark 21. There are many pairs among {(Case N, Case N), N, N € I'}, where the pair com-
ponents are related to each other via limit processes supplemented, if necessary, with preliminary
or subsequent equivalence transformations.! All these limits lead to contractions gy = hC gmN

!Such a limit process was considered for the class of nonlinear diffusion equations in [8] and [7, p. 181], where
the exponential nonlinearity was excluded from the classification list as a limit of power nonlinearities. A theory
of such limit processes and a number of their examples were presented in [25, 53, 56].
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as contractions of realizations of abstract Lie algebras by vector fields, where b is a subalgebra
of g%, which often coincides with the entire g?v. The most obvious limit process is

Case 7, — Case 10 as ¢ —0 with g7, ~ g%q — {0y + Oy, O + 20,) C gl
An example with a necessary subsequent equivalence transformation is

Case 8; = D*(—21).(Case 9) as ¢—0
with 99,1 ~ ggq — (O, tOy + x0,) C (w*Dm(—x_l))*gQ.

=

The limit processes

Case 2 — Case 1, Case 4 — Case 2, Case 6 — Case b, Case 7 — Case 8,
Case 10 — D*(—z~1),(Case 9)

as ¢ — 0 with contractions between the entire corresponding Lie algebras are realized via pre-
liminarily introducing the parameter ¢ using a scaling equivalence transformation. For instance,
for each value of the parameter function f in Case 2, we take the family f¢ = ¢! f (x —t,u)
with ¢ # 0 and act on each equation K s by the equivalence transformation D!(¢~'t). For each

q # 0, we obtain the equation Kfq with f¢ = f(Z — qt, @), which is invariant with respect to the
algebra (0; + ¢0z). The limit as ¢ — 0 then gives Case 1. One more set of limit processes

Case 7 — Case 6, Case 8 — (J' 07%),(Case 5), Case 12 — Case 13

is based on the remarkable limit (1 + ¢~ !)? — e as ¢ — +oo. The first two limit processes
again give the contractions between the entire corresponding Lie algebras, whereas the last limit
process results in a contraction to a proper subalgebra. We describe in detail the second limit
process. For each value of the parameter function f in Case 8, we act on the equation K s with
fi= q|x|_q_2f(|x|qu), q € Rp, by the equivalence transformation D* (q(:n - 1)), which leads
to the equation Ky, with f4=1142/q 7 2f(|1 + &/¢|%@). The Lie invariance algebra of Kg,
is (¢~ 140; + (1 + ¢ '%)0z — 0z). Proceeding to the limit as ¢ — +o0, we get (J¢ 0 J9),(Case 5).
A less standard limit process is Case 11 — Case 13, where we introduce the parameter ¢ via the
transformation D!(gt) o D*(¢~*(x — 1)) and take the limit as ¢ — 0. The contracted algebra
(O, tOp — Ou, O,) is a (proper) subalgebra of the infinite-dimensional algebra gf}.

4 Proof of group classification

In view of Lemma 11(ii), we can exclude Case 13, which corresponds to the Liouville equation,
from the further consideration. For convenience, denote by L the subclass of K consisting of
the equations that are G™~-equivalent to the Liouville equation. The equations from the class KC
with finite-dimensional Lie invariance algebras, for which f # e* (mod G”), constitute the
complement K \ £. In this notation, we need to classify only Lie symmetries of equations from
the class K\ L. The classification of such equations splits into different cases depending on the
following three G™-invariant integer values for subalgebras s of g,,:

m := max(dim 7ls,dim 7%s), n:=dims, k :=min(dimnls, dim7’s), (12)

which are defined by f for s = gy and are listed in accordance with their influence on the
classification splitting. In view of their definition, they satisfy the inequality 0 <n —m < k <
m < n. According to Lemma 11(iii), we can suppose from the very beginning that n < 4,
whereas Corollary 12 implies that m < 3. Moreover, it follows from Lemma 11(i) that m > 0
for any equation in the class (1) with Lie-symmetry extension. In other words, looking for
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G™-inequivalent equations Ky from K\ £ with nonzero maximal Lie invariance algebra g¢, we
select the appropriate triples (m,n, k) among those that satisfy the condition

me {1,2,3}, ne{l,2,3,4}, 0<n—-m<k<m<n.

Since the class (1) possesses the discrete equivalence transformation J°, which permutes the
variables ¢ and z, without loss of generality we can assume that m = dim7igs. We choose an
initial basis of g consisting of vector fields

Q' =7 (t)0; + ()0, + (nuu + n%(t, x))@u, i=1,...,n with n <4,

see Proposition 8. In addition to Corollary 12, the application of the Lie theorem to the group
classification of the class (1) is based on the fact that 7!G™~ and 7?G"™ coincide with the diffeo-
morphism groups on the ¢- and the z-lines, respectively.

We separately consider the cases with different values of m € {1,2,3} in descending order.

m = 3. Therefore, n € {3,4}. We change the basis (Q!,...,Q") in such a way that 7!, 72
and 72 are linearly independent and, if n = 4, 7* = 0. Then mlgr = (1104, 720y, 730;) is
a faithful realization of the algebra sl(2,R) on the line. This fact has several implications. In
particular, the algebra § := (Q', Q% @Q3) is, up to combining Q', Q? and Q3 with Q* if n = 4,
a faithful realization of s[(2,R) as well, and 7%f = (£10,,£20,,£30,) is also a (not necessarily
faithful) realization of s[(2,R).? The last realization should be either faithful or zero since the
kernel of any homomorphism of a Lie algebra g to a Lie algebra is an ideal of g, and the algebra
s[(2,R) has no proper ideals. In other words, either ¢! = ¢2 = ¢3 = 0 or ¢1¢2¢3 £ 0. In
view of the Lie theorem, up to linearly combining Q*, @2 and Q3 with each other, we can set
(t1,72,73) = (1,¢,¢?) (mod 7. G"~). Moreover, the derived algebra [, ] of the algebra f coincides
with the algebra f itself, and thus n'* =0, i = 1,2, 3.

In the case ¢! = €2 = €3 = 0, we have Q' = t'=10, +n"0,, i = 1,2, 3, with n°! =0 (mod G™)
and, if n = 4, 7% = 0. The commutator relations of f,

[Q', Q% = 0 + 10, = Q"
[le Q3] = 2t8t + 77338’& = 2Q27
Q% Q%) =20, + (tn)® — *n)*)0, = Q°,

imply the system 792 = 0, 7% = 212, 3 = 7%, and thus Q! = 0, Q% = t0; — ()0,
Q3 = 120, — 2tp(x)dy, where p is a smooth function of x. Successively substituting the obtained
vector fields @', Q? and @3 into the classifying equation (8), we derive the following system with
respect to the arbitrary element f: f; =0, ufy, = f, 2ut fu = 2tf + p,. An obvious consequence
of this system is y, = 0 and, since f # 0, we also get 1 # 0 and f = v(z)e"/*. Therefore,
the equation Ky is G™-equivalent to the Liouville equation, cf. the proof of Lemma 11, i.e.,
dim gy = oo, which contradicts the supposition dim gy < 4.

Now we consider the case £1£2¢£3 #£ 0 and, up to the G™-equivalence, set ¢! = 1 and 7! = 0.
After expanding the commutator relations of § and collecting the components of vector fields,

Q" Q% = 0, + €20, + (0> +12%)8, = Q,
[QY, Q%) = 28, + €20, + (n?® + n2)d, = 2Q7,
[Q%, Q% = 120, + (£262 — £3€2)0, + (tn + &2 — 20 — E02%)0, = QP

Indeed, this claim is obvious for n = 3. Suppose that n = 4. The algebra gy is not solvable since otherwise
both the algebra f and the projection 7lg; = wif are solvable, which is not the case. There are only two four-
dimensional unsolvable real Lie algebras, s[(2,R) & a and s0(3) @ a, where a is the one-dimensional abelian Lie
algebra. The algebra g; cannot be isomorphic to s0(3) @ a in view of wig; ~ sl(2,R). Thus, g; ~ sl(2,R) @ a,
and the existence of required basis is obvious.
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we obtain the system

=1, n2+n2=0, &=28 nP+n=2:m"
G- =6, mP+ Pl =P - PP =0,

From the first, the third and the fifth equations of this system, up to the equivalence trans-
formations of shifts with respect to z, we derive €2 = z and €3 = 2. From the second and
the fourth equations, we find 792 = p(w™) and 7% = p(w™)w* + O(w™) with w™ := = — t and
wh := x +t. Then the sixth equation of the system reduces to w™0,,- = 6, which integrates to
6 = M\w~, where X is an arbitrary constant. Thus, Q' = 9; + 0., Q% = t0; + 20, + p(w™ )0,
Q* = 20, + 220, + ((z + t)p(w™) + A(z — t))dy, where we can set the parameter function
p = p(w™) to zero by the transformation { =¢, # =z, & = u — [(w™)"'p(w™) dw™, which is the
projection of an equivalence transformation. We successively substitute the components of the
vector fields @', Q2 and Q? into the classifying equation (8). The derived system with respect

to the arbitrary element f,
for fo=0, tfitafo==2f fita’fot Mz —t)fu=—2(z+1)f,

is consistent under the inequality f, # 0 if and only if A = 0.

Suppose that n = 4, 74 = 0 and ¢* # 0. Since dim 7y gr < 3, the component ¢* should belong
to (¢1,€2,€3) = (1,2, 22). Moreover, [f,(Q*)] C (Q*), which implies [7%f, (¢10,)] C (£40,), i.e.,
(€40,) is an ideal of 7f ~ sl(2,R). The algebra s[(2,R) has no proper ideals. Hence ¢* = 0,
which is a contradiction. This gives Case 10 of Theorem 13. Moreover, Case 10 admits no
further Lie-symmetry extensions via specifying f ; cf. the beginning of Section 5.

m = 2. We change the basis (Q!,...,Q") in such a way that 7!, 72 are linearly independent
and 7' =0,i=3,...,n. Then 7lg F= (110, 720;) is a faithful realization of a two-dimensional
Lie algebra on the t-line, and according to the Lie theorem, up to linearly combining Q' and @2,
we can set (71,7%) = (1,¢) (mod 7G"~). The possible values of n = dim gy are 2, 3 and 4.
Suppose that n = 4. Then dim7%g; = dim(£39,,£*d,) = 2 in view of Lemma 11(i). Up to
linearly combining Q3 and Q*, we can set (£3,6%) = (1,2) (mod m¥G"™). Since &1, &2 € (£3,€%),
we can further linearly combine Q' and Q? with Q3 and Q* to annihilate ¢! and ¢2. We have
Q' =8+ (" u+ 10y, Q% =1t + (nPu+n")0,,
@ =0+ (Pu+0")0u, Q"= w8z + (n"u+n"")d,,
where 9!, ..., n'* are constants and n°!, ..., n°* are smooth functions of (¢,z). The commuta-
tion relations [Q!, Q%] = Q' and [Q?, Q%] = Q3 imply n'! = n!3 = 0. Acting by a transformation
@,2(U%), we can set n°! = 0. From the commutation relation [Q', Q3] = 7?30, = 0, we derive
n?3 = 0. All transformations w,Z(U°) with U® = U%(z) preserve the reduced form of Q' = 9},

and among them there is a transformation allowing us to set % = 0. We still need to take into
account the following commutation relations:

QY Q% =08 + 120, = Q" Q% Q* =n20,=0,
Q% QY =9, + 020, = Q% [Q", QY =79, =0,

which leads to 792 = 792 = pM* = % = 0, i.e., n°2 and 7™ are constants. Substituting the
components of the vector fields Q!, @2, Q3 and Q* into the classifying equation (8), we obtain
a system with respect to the arbitrary element f,

fi=fe=0, Pu+nfu=Ff Oru+n")fu="f

This system is consistent if and only if n'? = n'* and 1% = n°. Moreover, n'2 = n'* £ 0
since otherwise we have the Liouville equation. In view of the derived conditions, we can set
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n%2 = 7% = 0 using a shift of u by a constant, which preserves all the posed constraints of
the components of @', ..., Q* Denoting p := —1/n'2, we derive Case 12, where the constant
multiplier C' of f can be removed by the transformation @t(ét).

Let n = 3. Hence &3 # 0 and k := dimn%g; = dim(¢!, €2, &%) € {1,2}.

If & = 2, then the Lie theorem implies that & = a;x + b; with some constants a; and b;,
i = 1,2,3. Therefore, we need to examine the cases with respect to coefficients of ¢¢. For a3 # 0,
we can set a3 = 1 and by = 0 by rescaling the vector field Q> and by shifting x, respectively.
We can further linearly combine Q' and @Q? with Q3 to make a; = as = 0. Thus, the basis
elements @', Q? and Q3 satisfy the commutation relations [Q!, Q%] = Q!, [@', Q%] =0 and
[Q%, Q% = 0. The last two commutation relations imply b, = by = 0, which means k = 1,
contradicting the supposed condition k& = 2. For az = 0, the condition £* # 0 is equivalent
to b3 # 0. Rescaling Q> and linearly combining Q' and Q? with @3, we make b3 = 1 and
by = by = 0. The commutation relation [Q', Q%] = Q' leads to a; = 0 and n*! = 0, and thus
az # 0 since k = 2. Acting by a transformation w,Z(U"), we can set n°! = 0. The basis
elements take the form

Q' =0, Q*=tdh+ a0y + (nPu+n")0u, Q° =0, + (nu+n")0,,

where n' is a constant and 1% is a smooth function of (t,x), i = 2,3. From the commutation
relation [Q!, Q%] = 1?30, = 0, we derive 7> = 0. Since all the pushforwards @,Z(U?) with
UY = U%x) preserve the reduced form of Q' = §;, in view of the equation 7> = 0 we can
assume that 7% = 0 up to these pushforwards. More conditions on the basis elements follow
from the commutation relations

QY Q% =8 + 120, = Q" [Q% Q% = a2dy + (02 — n31°H)d, = axQ®,

which are '3 = 0, nY? = 0, n92 = 0, i.e., n°? = const. Substituting the components of the vector
fields Q', Q2 and @3 into the classifying equation (8), we obtain a system with respect to the
arbitrary element f,

fi=fe=0, (Pu+n")fu=0"?—az—1)f.

If n'2 = 92 = 0, then ay = —1 since f # 0, and we get Case 9. For n'2 = 0 and 7" # 0,
the inequality f, # 0 implies ay # —1, which leads to the Liouville equation. If n'? # 0, then
the corresponding values of the arbitrary element f are, up to the shifts of u, of the form as in
Case 12, where n = 4.

Consider the case k = 1. Then &3 # 0, and we can assume &3 = 1, ¢! = ¢2 = 0. In view of the
commutation relations [Q', Q%] = Q' and [Q"', @3] = 0, analogously to previous cases, we have
n'! = 0 and we can set 7' = 7% = 0 acting by the transformation Z(UY). Further expanding
commutation relations, [Q', Q% = 0; + 1?0, = Q*, (@3, Q% = (n%? — 73149, = 0, we derive

92 =0, %2 = 73y, From the classifying equation (8), we obtain the system on the arbitrary
element f,

fi=0, fotnBufu=n0"f 0Pu+n")fu=0"-1f.

If '3 =0, then f; = f, = 0, and thus (t0; — 20,) € g, which contradicts the condition & =0.
Hence 1! # 0, and we can set '3 = 1 by scaling of z, and thus 7°% = Ce” for some constant C.
If additionally n'? # 0, then we can make n°? = 0 acting by the transformation Z(—pCe®) with
p = —1/n'? # 0, which preserves Q' and Q3. The general solution of the system for f with
the auxiliary inequality fuu # 0 is f = Ce™ px\u|pu where C is an arbitrary nonzero constant.
The family of equivalence transformations { = Ct, & = —e P* /p, U = u, f=clrf / C maps such
values of f to that from Case 12, where n = 4. Otherwise, n'? = 0, and thus C 7& 0 since
J # 0. Scaling u, we can set C' = 1. From the above system for f, we derive f = Ce*=¢ "u_ The
equivalence transformation ¢ = —C’t F=e" i=—u, f=e xf/C leads to Case 11.
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If n =2, then k € {0, 1, 2}.

Suppose that k = 2. From the commutation relation [Q', Q%] = Q', we derive n'! = 0
and, modulo the transformations w,D*(X) and w.Z(U?), ¢! =1, ¢€2 = 2 and n°! = 0, and then
724092 = 0. Hence 1°? is a function of z—t, and additionally acting by a transformation @, Z(6),
where 6 is also a function of x — t, we can set n°2 = 0. The basis vector fields take the form
Q! = 0y + 05, Q% = t0; + 20, + n'?ud,. Substituting the components of Q' and @Q? into the
classifying equation (8), we obtain the system

frt fo=0, tfi+afs+n2uf,= 02 -2)f

This system implies that n'? # 0 since otherwise we get Case 10 with n = 3. The condition
n'2 # 0 singles out Case 7, where q := —n'2.

In the case k = 1, the commutation relation [Q!, Q%] = Q! implies ¢! = 0 and 't = 0. Tt
is possible and convenient to make £2 = z using a transformation w,D%(X). Similarly to the
previous cases, we can simultaneously set n°! = 0 and n°? = 0 via acting by a transformation
@.Z2(UY). The system f; = 0, zf, + n'2uf, = (n'? — 2)f following from the classifying equa-
tion (8) implies that 1'2 # 0 since otherwise we again get Case 9 with n = 3. As a result, we
have Case 8, where ¢ := —n'2.

Remark 22. The (nonzero) parameter ¢ in Cases 7 and 8 cannot be further gauged by equiv-
alence transformations. We show this only for Case 8 since the argumentation for Case 7 is
similar. For each value of f from Case 8, the derived algebra of the corresponding algebra g
is spanned by the vector field Q' = 0;. Hence the projection @,T of any element T of G™ that
maps the equation Ky to an equation from the same Case 8 should preserve the span of Q' ie.,
(w«T)x0; € (). This implies that the t-component of T is affine in ¢. Such a transformation
cannot change the ratio of the coefficients of t0; and of ud, in the vector field Q2.

For k =0, ¢! = €2 = 0, and the further consideration is similar to the case k¥ = 1. Modulo
the G~-equivalence, we derive from the commutation relation [Q!, Q%] = Q' that n'' = 0 and
7t = n% = 0. The associated system for f is f; = 0, n'?uf, = (n'2—1)f, where n'2 # 0,1, and
hence such a value of f can be reduced by a transformation D*(X) to the form from Case 12,
where n = 4.

m = 1. Then n < 2.

If n = 2, then linearly combining the basis elements and pushing forward the algebra gy by
@ DYT) and @, Z(U°), we make 71 = 1, 72 = 0 and ! = 0. Hence &2 # 0, ie., £ =1
(mod G™), and we additionally set ¢! = 0 by linearly combining basis elements and repairing
the gauge n°' = 0 using a transformation w,Z(U"). In view of the commutation relation
[Q, Q% = (92 —n'y2)d, = 0, we can conclude that 792 = "' ¢(z) for some smooth function ¢
of z. Therefore, we can set n°2 = 0 by the transformation w*Z(e"HtG(m)), where 6 is a solution
of the first-order linear ordinary differential equation 6, — n'20 + ¢ = 0; the vector field Q'
is preserved by this transformation. The basis elements take the form Q' = 0, + n'tud,,
Q? = 0, + n*?ud,. Here (n*!,n'2) # (0,0) since otherwise we have Case 9 with n = 3. If both
the coefficients n'!' and 7'? are nonzero, then by scaling ¢t and z, we can set n'' = n'2 = 1, and
the associated system for the arbitrary element f is f; + uf, = f, fz + uf, = f, which leads
to Case 6. If one of the parameters n'! or n'? is nonzero, then up to the discrete equivalence
transformation J%, which permutes the variables ¢ and , we can assume that n'! # 0, and we can
set n'! = 1 by scaling t. From the classifying equation (8), we obtain the system f; + uf, = f,
fz = 0, whose integration gives Case 5.

In the case n = 1, since 7% # 0, we can set 7! = 1, €' = 6, %0 = 0 and p'! = (1 + §)¢
with §,0’ € {0,1} modulo the transformations w,D!(T), w.D*(X) and w.Z(U?) and of a
simultaneous scaling of (¢, z), respectively. As a result, we obtain the following G™-inequivalent
cases for Q': 0y, 0y + Oy, Op + udy, and Oy + 0, + 2ud,, which correspond to Cases 1-4.

17



Remark 23. We have split the group classification of equations from the class (1) with finite-
dimensional maximal Lie invariance algebras into different cases depending on values of the
triple (m,n, k) of G™-invariant integers, which are defined by (12). It is clear that most of
the values in Z3 are inappropriate for (m,n, k). As a preliminary step of the classification, we
have significantly narrowed down the set of candidates to be looked through for such triples.
According to Lemma 11, Corollary 12 and the definition of (m,n, k), we have the constraints
m € {1,2,3}, n € {1,2,3,4}, and 0 < n— m < k < m < n but even the (quite restricted) set S
of triples satisfying these constraints contains many elements that are not realized for equations
from the class (1). The appropriate values for (m,n, k) are exhausted by

(]‘7]‘70)7 (17 17 1)7 (1727 1)7 (27 27 2)7 (2727 1)7 (2737 2)7 (37 37 3)7 (27 37 1)7 (2747 2)7

which are associated with pairs of Cases 1 and 3, 2 and 4, 5 and 6, and single Cases 7, 8, 9, 10,
11, 12 of Theorem 13, respectively. Therefore, the inappropriate triples in S are (3,4, k) with
k=1,2,3, (3,3,k) with £ =0,1,2 and (2,2,0), and their number is significant but less than the
number of appropriate triples. The only appropriate triple with m = 3 is (3,3, 3), i.e., the value
m = 3 uniquely defines the possible values for n and k. This interesting observation may be
related to the fact that for m = 3 both the projections 7lg; and n¥gs as well as the algebra g
itself are necessarily isomorphic to sl(2,R) in view of the Lie theorem and the simplicity of
5[(2,R). The separation of the appropriate values from the inappropriate ones in the set S
cannot be implemented in the course of preliminary analysis of Lie symmetries of equations
from the class (1) since it is an integral part of the group classification procedure for this class.

Remark 24. To check algebraically that the cases given in Theorem 13 are G™-inequivalent to
each other, we need more values associated with the maximal Lie invariance algebras of equations
from the class (1), since there are pairs of G™-inequivalent cases with the same triples (m,n, k).
These are Cases 1 and 3 with (m,n,k) = (1,1,0), Cases 2 and 4 with (m,n,k) = (1,1,1) and
Cases 5 and 6 with (m,n, k) = (1,2, 1). To introduce additional G~-invariant values for complete
identification of classification cases, we represent the span g, as a direct sum of its subspaces,

o ={(D'(r)) +(D"(€)) +(I) +(Z(n")),

where the parameter functions 7 = 7(¢), ¢ = £(x) and n° = n°(¢,x) run through the sets of
smooth functions of their arguments. By ‘B; we denote the projection from g, onto the ith
summand of the above representation for g.,, i = 1,...,4. Although dim s = dim7's and
dimPrs = dim 7{s for subalgebras s of gy, we can define the new G~ -invariant integer values

[ =1(s) := dim‘Pss,

j1 = j1(s) := max(dims', dims?), jo = jo(s) := min(dims', dim s?),

j12 = ji2(s) := dim s'?

Jis = Jiz(s) = max(dlms dim523), j23 = j23(s) := min(dim s'3 d1m523)
r1=r1(s) := ax(dlmw 2 dim7%s'%), ry = ry(s) := min(dim 7’s'?, dim 7%s'?),
rg = r3(s) := 3 — min { dim <Dt(7),Dz( )> | 37°: DY)+ D*(&)+ T+ Z(°) € 5},

where 73 := 0 if the set in the definition of r3 is empty,
L= (D), Z(n)), 8% =50 (D), Z(n")),
),
13 =50 <Dt T), 7Z(770)>? 523 =50 <Dx(§)a Ia Z(’I?O)>-
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The values of (m,n, k, 1, ji1, j2, j12, J13, j23, 71, 72, 73) for s = g differ from each other for different
cases of Theorem 13,

.(1,1,0,0,1,0,1,1,0,1,0,0

7

)

) 2.(1,1,1,0,0,0,1,0,0,1,1,0)
.(1,1,0,1,0,0,0,1,0,0,0,2); 4. (1,1,1,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1)
.(1,2,1,1,1,0,1,1,1,1,0,2); 6. (1,2,1,1,0,0,1,1,1,1,1,2);
-(2,2,2,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,1,1);  8.(2,2,1,1,1,0,1,1,0,1,0,1);
( )i 10.( )
( ) )

)

1
3
5
7
9.(2,3,2,0,1,1,3,1,1,2,2,0); 10. (3,3,3,0,0,0,3,0,0,3,3,0

11.(2,3,1,1,2,0,2,2,1,2,0,2); 12.(2,4,2,1,1,1,3,2,1,2,2,2

13. (00, 00, 00, 0, 00, 00, 00, 00, 00, 00, 00, 0).

)

9

This is why these cases are G™~-inequivalent. At the same time, this integer tuple is redundant for
distinguishing the classification cases from each other. The most remarkable minimal sufficient
tuple is the triple (73, j1,72), where we order the characteristics according to their importance.
The other sufficient triples are (r3, j1,n), (r3, j1, k), (r3, 1, 512), (r3,71,71), (13,72, 1), (T3, T2, J12),
(r3,72,71). Nevertheless, in the course of the study of successive extension in the next section,
we need to extend triples with other values among the above ones, although the values r3, j;
and ro jointly with n are still of primary importance.

5 Successive Lie-symmetry extensions

Throughout this section, the classification cases listed in Theorem 13 are interpreted in the
weak sense. We intend to identify all the pairs (Case N, Case N) of G~-equivalent Lie-symmetry
extensions with Case N < Case N, i.e., where Case N is an additional Lie-symmetry extension of
Case N modulo the G™~-equivalence, see Remark 18. For this purpose, we use a technique similar
to that for the classification of contractions of low-dimensional Lie algebras, see, e.g., [11, 21, 40]
and references therein. Let 5 and 5 be subalgebras of g, associated with Cases N and N, and

(m,n,k,l,j1,j2,j12,j13,j23,7“1,7“2,7"3) and (maﬁvEaZ7517527312751373237F17f27f3)

are the tuples of their G™-invariant characteristics that are defined in Remarks 23 and 24. It is
obvious that the relation Case N < Case N implies

n<ﬁ7 mgma kglg, lgl—) jl<317 J2<327
<

Ji2 < J12,  J13 < J13, Je3 S J23, T1 <71, ro < T2, T3 < T3

In other words, if at least one of the above inequalities does not hold, then Case N £ Case N.
Examining all the pairs of the cases listed in Theorem 13, we exclude the pairs (Case N, Case N)
with Case N # Case N. It turns out that for this exclusion it suffices to use only a tuple of
five of the above G™-invariant integer values, e.g., (n, 3,72, j1, k), which is minimally sufficient.
The other minimally sufficient tuples of five characteristics are obtained by replacing k& by m
or 1. We order the characteristics according to their importance in the elimination procedure.
The principal characteristic is the dimension n of the entire general Lie invariance algebra of the
corresponding case, and the inequality between n and 7 should only be strict for Case N and
Case N to be ordered. The characteristics r3, 72, j1, k, m and r; detect the following cases of
disordering with n < n:

rg: Case 3 £ Cases 7,8,9,10,13, Cases 4,5,6,7,8 4 Cases 9, 10, 13,
Cases 11,12 £ Case 13,
ro: Case 2 £ Cases 5,8,11, Cases 6,7 £ Case 11,
ji: Case 1 £ Cases 6,7,10, Cases 5,8 £ Case 10, Case 11 £ Case 12,
k: Case 7 £ Case 11, Case 10 £ Case 12, or m,r;: Case 10 £ Case 12.
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The direct inspection shows that the remaining pairs (Case N, Case N) with n < 7 are nec-
essarily ordered, except the pairs (Case 7,Case 10) and (Case 8, Case 9), which are related to
limit processes for Cases 7 and 8 as ¢ — 0. Therefore, the Hasse diagram in Figure 1 represents
the structure of the partially ordered set of Lie-symmetry extensions within the class (1), cf.
Remark 20. Note that there are two characteristics, jo and ji2, that detect no cases of disor-
dering with n < n. Each of the characteristics [, j13 and jos detects only cases of disordering
with n < n, that are detected by other characteristics. For example, the characteristic | detects
Cases 3,4,5,6,7,8 £ Cases 9,10, 13 and Cases 11,12 £ Case 13, which is completely covered by
the characteristic 3.

We derive the necessary and sufficient conditions for the parameter function f under which
equations from Cases 1-9 have wider Lie invariance algebras than equations with general val-
ues of f . Here we omit Case 10 since we have shown in Section 4 that this case admits no
further Lie-symmetry extension. We first consider Cases 1-4, for each of which the parameter
function f depends on two arguments and the corresponding common Lie invariance algebra
is one-dimensional. By default, we assume that the second derivative of f with respect to the
argument involving u is nonzero.

Case 1 possesses, modulo the G™-equivalence, three families of further Lie-symmetry exten-
sions, which are given by Cases 5, 8 and 9. Analyzing them, we conclude that for any further
Lie-symmetry extension of Case 1, the corresponding invariance algebra contains Q% € g, with
72Q?% # 0 and [Q', Q%] € (Q',Q?). Therefore, [Q!,Q?] € (Q'). Up to rescaling of Q?, we can
assume [Q', Q%] = §Q' with § € {0,1}. We split the last commutation relation componentwise
and integrate the obtained equations for the components of Q?. Linearly combining Q? with Q'
if necessary, we derive the representation Q? = 6t0; + £(x)0, + (nlu + 70 (m))@u, where ¢ and n°
are arbitrary smooth functions of z with £ # 0, and n' is an arbitrary constant. The substitution
of this representation into the classifying equation (8) leads to the equation

Efet (Mutn")fu=(n' -0 —&)f. (13)

For any value of the parameter function f satisfying the last equation, we indeed have a further
Lie-symmetry extension of Case 1, which belongs, up to the G™~-equivalence, to Case 5 if n* # 0
and § = 0, to Case 8 if ' # 0 and § = 1, or to Case 9 if n' = 0.

Case 3 is considered similarly to Case 1. The further Lie-symmetry extensions of Case 3
are exhausted, modulo the G™~-equivalence, by Cases 5 and 6. The additional Lie-symmetry
vector field Q* € g, satisfies the conditions 72Q? # 0 and [Q',Q?] = 0. This is why we can
assume without loss of generality that, up to linearly combining @2 with Q' and rescaling Q?,
Q? = &(2)0; + (6u 4+ 1n°(x))0y, where & and n° are arbitrary smooth functions of z with & # 0,
and § € {0,1}. Substituting such Q? into the classifying equation (8) and successively splitting
with respect to t under assuming x and w := e ~‘u as the other independent variables, we derive
one more constraint n° = 0 for components of Q? and the equation

5fx+6wfw: (5_£x)f (14)

The last equation defines, up to the G™-equivalence, further Lie-symmetry extensions to Case 5
or Case 6 if 0 =0 or § = 1, respectively.

Up to the G™-equivalence, Case 2 has further Lie-symmetry extensions to Cases 6, 7, 9
and 10. For the additional Lie-symmetry vector field Q? € g,,, we have [Q}, Q%] = 6Q" + kQ?
for some constants § and . If k = 0, then, up to rescaling of Q2 and linearly recombining Q2
with @', we can set Q? = (6t + ') + 620, + (n'u+7°(w)) Dy, where 7° is an arbitrary smooth
function of w := x —t, n! is an arbitrary constant, § € {0, 1}, &’ is an arbitrary constant if § = 1,
and ' = 1 if § = 0. Analogously to the previous cases, we substitute Q2 into the classifying
equation (8) and obtain the equation

(0w — &) fuo + (n'u +7°(w)) fu = (n* — 28) f — 72, (15)
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In view of this equation, up to the G™~-equivalence, we have further Lie-symmetry extensions to
Case 6 if § = 0 and ' # 0, to Case 7if 6 = 1 and n' # 0, to Case 9 if § = n' = 0, and to Case 10
if § =1 and n' =0. If K # 0, then ' = 0. Linearly recombining Q? with Q!, we can set § = 0.
Hence Q% = C1e™9; + 020, + e™)°(w)d,, where 7° is again an arbitrary smooth function
of w:= z —t, and C; and Cy are arbitrary constants with (C7,C3) # (0,0). The classifying
equation (8) with such Q2 results in the equation

(Coe"™ — C1) fu + 10 fu = —k(C1 + C2e™) f + ki, — 70, (16)

Here the conditions C1Cy = 0 and C1Cy # 0 are associated with further Lie-symmetry extensions
to Cases 9 and 10, respectively.

All the classification cases with n > 1 and [ > 0 are, up to the G™-equivalence, further
Lie-symmetry extensions of Case 4. Its direct Lie-symmetry extensions are exhausted, mod-
ulo the G™-equivalence, by Cases 5, 6, 7 and 8. In view of the form of Q', we have the
following commutation relation of @' with the additional Lie-symmetry vector field Q2 € g,,:
[Q', Q% = kQ? for some constant x. The commutation relation implies the representation
Q? = C1e"0; + Cre™™0, + e("‘”)tﬁo(wl)au, where 7° is again an arbitrary smooth function
of wy := z —t, and Cy and Cy are arbitrary constants with (Cq,C2) # (0,0) and, if x = 0, ad-
ditionally Cy # C5. Substituting this representation into the classifying equation (8), we obtain
the equation

(CQerl _ Cl)fun + (efwlﬁo(wl) — Cowge™1 — 01W2)fw2

" (17)
= —(k+1)(C1 + Coe™) f + (K +2)e 90, —e 100 .,

where wy := e ?~!u. Modulo the G~-equivalence, we obtain extensions to Case 5 if kK = 0 and

C1C5 =0, to Case 6 if k =0 and C1Cy # 0, to Case 7 if k # 0 and C1Cs # 0, and to Case 8 if
k # 0 and C1Cy = 0.
We summarize the above consideration in the following proposition.

Proposition 25. A generalized nonlinear Klein—Gordon equation from Cases 1—4 admits an
additional Lie-symmetry extension if and only if the corresponding value of the parameter func-
tion f satisfies an equation (13) in Case 1, an equation (14) in Case 3, an equation (15) or (16)
in Case 2, or an equation (17) in Case 4.

Now we derive the conditions on the parameter function f for the Lie invariance algebras
presented in Cases 5-9 of Theorem 13 to be maximal for the corresponding equations from the
class (1). In each of these cases, the arbitrary element f takes a value of the form f = a(t, z) f(w),
where w := (¢, x)u, @ and [ are nonzero known functions of (¢, x), and foo = 0 since fy, # 0.
Substituting this form for f into the classifying equation (8), we obtain the classifying equation

in terms of f,

0
<<%T—|—%f—|—ﬁl)w+,@ﬁo)ﬁu+ <Tt+§x+C:T+(zE£_nl>f_ % = 0. (18)

We apply the method of furcate splitting, see [4, 41, 45] and references therein. Fixing values
of the variables ¢t and x gives the template form of equations for values of f, for which the
equation Ky possesses an additional Lie-symmetry extension,

(aw +b)fo +cf —d =0, (19)
where a, b, ¢ and d are constants with (a,b) # (0,0). Additionally, in view of f,., # 0 we have

c# —aifa# 0and ¢ # 0if a = 0. Moreover, the number of equations of the form (19)
with linearly independent tuples (a, b, ¢, d) cannot exceed one since otherwise f,,, = 0. In other
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words, we have exactly one independent equation of the form (19) if the equation K possesses
an additional Lie-symmetry extension. This means that the left-hand side of (18) is proportional
to that of (19) with nonvanishing multiplier A depending on (¢, x),

0
((%T+%€+n1>w+5n°>ﬁu+ <Tt+§x+if7+0;j§_nl>f_ e
= M(aw +b) fo + cf — d).

The last equation can be split with respect to f and fw into the system

&7’ + &ﬁ +nl=a\, T+ + P %5 —nl=c\, B’ =bA, n) =da).  (20)
p B a a
If a # 0, then we can make a = 1 by rescaling the template-form equation (19), and thus

¢ # —1. The first two equations of the system (20) are combined to

B Pap
)\—ﬁT—l—ﬁ{—i-’n,
Tt+(?‘C%)W@ﬁ(Og_c%>€=<c+l)nl, (21)

and only the last equation plays the role of a classifying condition. The third and fourth
equations of the system (20) merely establish a relation between the constant parameters b
and d. Indeed, in each of Cases 5-9, we have (1//): is proportional to «, (1/5)tz = Ca for
some constant C. Hence we can always set b = 0 by the equivalence transformation Z(b/f),
which adds bC' to f and also makes n° = 0 and d = 0. In the general case a # 0, the relation
between b and d is ad = bcC. For specific values of the parameter functions « and 8 in
Cases 59, we obtain the following values of the constant parameter C' and the following forms
of the reduced classifying equation (21):

Case5: C =0, m+ecr+& = (c+1)nh

Case 6: C =1, 7T 4cr+E& +c€=(c+1)n

Case 7:  C=q(qg+1), (z—t)(n+&)+(@+2+cq)(r—&) = (c+1)(z—t)n’;

Case 8: C=0, 7+&—(q+2+cq)z'é=(c+1)n'

Case 9: C =0, 7+& = (c+1)n-
In each of Cases 5, 6, 8 and 9, the corresponding classifying equation implies that there is a
further Lie-symmetry extension if and only if the associated value of the parameter function f
satisfies the equation (19) with arbitrary a # 0, ¢ and b and with d = beC'/a. Here the extension
is given by Case 12 with an arbitrary nonzero constant p. Case 7 is similar but the constant c is
related to a according to ¢ = —(1+2/q)a, d = —(¢+ 1)(¢ + 2)b, and the extension for a fixed ¢

is given by Case 12, with p = 2/q.
If a = 0, then bc # 0, and we rescale the template-form equation (19) for making ¢ = 1. Then

%74‘%54'7)1 =0, A:Tt+£x+%7+%§—nl, ngzbg, (;>m: %a)\. (22)
In Cases 59, the first two equations of (22) respectively reduce to

Case 5: T=n', \=&;

Case6: T+&6—n' =0, A=n+&; CaseT: (J%*UI =0, >\=Tt+§x+2;:§;

1
Case 8: g€ +n'z =0, )\:Tt—QU—; Case 9: ' =0, A=7+&.
q
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In Case 5, we have no additional constraints on the parameters b, ¢ and d. The last two
equations of (22) in view of the first ones just define 7" and &, 7% = b&,e!, by, = d&,.

In Cases 6 and 7, the above equations imply A = 0, which contradicts the inequality A # 0.
This means that these cases possess no further Lie-symmetry extensions with a = 0.

The system (22) implies 74y = 0 and d = 0 in Case 8 and d = 0 in Case 9, which correspond
to the Lie-symmetry extensions to Cases 11 and 13, respectively.

Merging the conditions derived separately for a # 0 and a = 0, we obtain the following
proposition.

Proposition 26. A generalized nonlinear Klein—Gordon equation from Cases 5-9 admits an
additional Lie-symmetry extension if and only if the corresponding value of the parameter func-
tion f satisfies an equation (19) with (a,b) # (0,0), where ad = 0 in Case 5, ad = be in Case 6,
c=—(1+2/q¢)a, d=—(qg+1)(¢g+2)bin Case 7;, and d =0 in Cases 8 and 9.

Remark 27. In view of the infinitesimal counterpart of [54, Proposition 10], all the sub-
classes K'y;, N € T', of K that are associated with strong Cases 0-13 are normalized, see
Remark 14 for notation and definitions. At the same time, this is not the case for most of
the subclasses Ky, N € I'. More specifically, the subclasses K1, ..., K¢, K7,, Kg, and K9 are
not normalized in view of the following arguments:

e K1 DKo but Gy 2 Gy since 1% € Gy \ GY;

o 2D K9 but Gy 2 Gy since I € Gy \ G5

e K33 Ky with f = e *u? but w,Gy 2 Gy since wy (@t(—lnt)ojoth(e*t)) € Gf\w.Gy;
o K42 Ky with f = e P+2)|y|Py for any p # 0 but w.g) 2 gy since D*(eP!) € g;\w.07;
o K53 Ky with f = e 'u? but w,Gy 2 Gy since @, (D!(—Int)oI%Di(e™")) € Gf\w.G3;
o K¢ > Ky with f =e PH0)|yPy forany p # 0 but w.gy B gf since D!(eP!) € g;\w.g5;
o K742 Kiap with p=2/q but G7, 2 Gy, since D'(2t) o D*(z/2) € Gy, \ G74;

o Ksq D Kiap with p=2/g but Gg, 2 Gy, since 1° € Gy, \ G5y

o K9 D Kiz3={Ke} but Gy 2 Gy since D(—t"1)o2(2Inlt]) € G35\ Gy

Here Gy denotes the point symmetry group of the equation K. The subclasses Ko, K19, K11,
Ki2p and K3 are normalized since they coincide with K, K}, and the singletons {K_ . -},
{Kjupu} and {Kcu}, respectively.’

6 On group classification of subclasses

Although we have exhaustively solved the group classification problem for the class K, which
consists of the equations of the form (1), this does not directly lead to the solution of the group
classification problem for each of the subclasses of K. Given a subclass K of K, Theorem 13 is
used for the group classification of the subclass K with respect to its equivalence group G% as
follows.

e Recalling the normalization of I, construct the equivalence group G% as the subgroup

of G~ that consists of the elements of G™ preserving the subclass K.

31t is obvious that a class consisting of a single system of differential equations is normalized.

23



e For each N € I, intersect the subclass K with the G™-orbit G Ky the subclass Ky (resp.
with the G~-orbit G K the subclass Ky ). This is realized via selecting those values of
the arbitrary element f for equations from the orbit that satisfy the additional auxiliary
constraint singling out the subclass K from the class K. The collection of the intersections
presents a complete list of Lie symmetry extensions within the subclass K.

e In the selected values of f, gauge parameters by transformations from G%.

Since the subclass K is in general not normalized, the above procedure looks easier than directly
solving the group classification problem for the subclass K although its computational complexity
is quite high.

The subclasses K, N € I', of K that are associated with weak Cases 1-9, cf. Remark 14, are
specific in regard to the above procedure. The group classification of each of these subclasses up
to the equivalence generated by the corresponding equivalence groupoid can be easily derived via
analyzing the Hasse diagram in Figure 1, which depicts the structure of the partially ordered set
of these cases. Nevertheless, this is not the case for the group classification up to the equivalence
generated by the corresponding equivalence group since most of the subclasses Ky, N € I, are
not normalized, see Remark 27. Note that both the group classifications of the subclasses K1,
K11, K12 and Ky3 are trivial since the kernel Lie invariance algebra of equations from each of
these subclasses is the maximal Lie invariance algebra for every such equation.

Consider in detail the subclass Ky of the class (1), which is related to weak Case 2 of Theo-
rem 13 and thus consists of the equations of the form

uty = f(w,u), where w:=xz—1t, fu, #0,
or, in the variables (f,%,%) = (x +t,z — t,u) with f(,4) = f(w,u),
Uy — gz = f(&,0),  fau # 0.

Lemma 28. The equivalence group G5 of the class Ko is constituted by the transformations of
the form

t=cit+co, F=cixtey, G=cutUW), f=c?(caf-US,) (23)

and the discrete equivalence transformation 9°: t =z, F=t, a=wu, f = f. Herec, ..., cq are
arbitrary constants with cicqy # 0, and U° is an arbitrary smooth function of w := x —t.

Proof. Since the class (1) is normalized, the equivalence group of any subclass of (1) is the
subgroup of G™ that consists of the elements of G™ preserving this subclass. It is obvious that
the transformation J° belongs to G3'. Any transformation of the form (7) that is contained by
the group G5 satisfies the equation

T X, f(X = T,U) = Cf(x — t,u) + U, (24)
We act on (24) by the operator d; + 0,, obtaining

,I;ftXx + TtX:m:

(Xo —T1) fo(X =T, U) + (U} + U) fa(X = T,U) +
X,

Since f is an unconstrained value of the arbitrary element of the class Kg, for computing G5,

we can split the last equation with respect to f and its derivatives. As a result, we derive the

equations T; = X, and UP +U? = 0 on the parameters involved in the form (7). The integration
of these equations implies the form (23). O
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The appropriate subalgebra s = (0; + 0,) of g, is the kernel Lie invariance algebra of the
equations from the class KCy. In other words, Case 2 is the general case with no Lie-symmetry
extensions within this class. It is not normalized since the action groupoid of G5 is properly
contained in the equivalence groupoid G5. Indeed, many equations in Ko, e.g., the Liouville
equation, possess points symmetries that are not related to equivalence transformations of ICs.
Moreover, Theorem 30 below implies that the class Ko is not semi-normalized as well. This is why
it is natural that the group classifications of the class K up to the G5'- and the G5’-equivalences
are different. We easily see from the Hasse diagram in Figure 1 that G5 -inequivalent cases of
Lie-symmetry extensions within the class Ko are exhausted by Cases 6, 7, 9, 10, 12 and 13,
which gives the complete group classification of this class up to the G3’-equivalence. (In Case 6,
we should additionally alternate the sign of x.)

The complete group classification of the class Ko up to the G5-equivalence is more delicate.
It can be derived from the group classification of the superclass W of Ko, which consists of the
equations of the following form in the variables (£, ¥, 4):

Ugp — §(%, ) 0ze = f(Z,0), (Ja, faa) # (0,0).

It is obvious that the class K9 is singled out from the superclass W by the constraint ¢ = 1. The
comprehensive group analysis of the class W was carried out in [55], where a different notation
of the arbitrary elements § and f was used, § ~» f and f ~» ¢g. The equivalence group GYy and
the equivalence groupoid Gy, of W were described in [55, Theorem 6] and in [55, Theorem 9],
respectively. The action groupoid of G3,, is a proper subgroupoid of the groupoid Gy, i.e., the
superclass W is not normalized. The restriction of the action groupoid of G3;, to the subclass Ko
of W coincides with the action groupoid of G5'. This is why the complete group classification of
the class Ky up to the G5-equivalence can be singled out from the complete group classification
of the superclass W up to the G7;-equivalence, which was presented in [55, Theorem 8]. Since
the gauge ¢ = 1 modulo the G, -equivalence was used for representatives of Lie-symmetry
extensions whenever it was possible, to classify Lie symmetries of equations from Ko up to the
G5-equivalence it suffices to select all the cases of [55, Table 1] with § = 1, i.e., f = 1 in the
notation of [55], write them in the variables (¢,x,u), and supplement the result with Cases 6
and 7 of Theorem 13 of the present paper, which are the counterparts of the appropriate portions
of Cases 1 and 2 of [55, Table 1]. As a result, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 29. A complete list of G5 -inequivalent cases of Lie-symmetry extensions of the kernel
Lie invariance algebra "' = (0; + ;) in the class Ko are exhausted by the following cases:

2. General case f = f(x —t,u): gf = (0 + Or);

6. f=e "t f(e®u): g = (O) + udy, O — udy);
7. f =z — 772 f(lx — t|%), ¢ #0: gf = (O + Oy, tOy + 20y — qudy);
9a. f = f(u): gy = (B4, Do, 10y — 0y);
9b. f = flu)et: g5 = (€', € %Dy, Oy + Oy);
10a. f = f(u)(z — )72 gf = () + Oy, Oy + 20y, 120, + 2°0,);
10b. f = f(u)cos™(x —t): g = (D) + Oy, cO8 2t &y — cOs 22 Dy, sin 2t Iy — sin 2z Dy.);
10c. f = f(u)cosh™(z —1): g; = (O + Ou, 0 — ¥y, 28, — ™ 20,);
10d. f = f(u)sinh™2(z —t): g7 = (D¢ + Ou, 0 + €* Dy, 20, + ¢~ 20,);
12a. f = |uPu, p # —1,0: g5 = (O, Oz, tOy — X0z, —ptO; + udy);
12b. f = |[ufPue”", p # —1,0: g5 = (e'0r, €0y, Op + Oy, POt + udy);
13. f=e": gr = (1(1)0 + &(x)0yp — (1e(t) + &u(x))Ou).
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Here f 18 an arbitrary smooth function of its arguments whose second derivative with respect to
the argument involving u is nonzero, q¢ and p are arbitrary constants that satisfy the conditions
indicated in the corresponding cases. In Case 13, the components T and & run through the sets
of smooth functions of t or x, respectively.

We use the two-level numeration for the classification cases listed in Theorem 29 for indicating
the presence of additional equivalences between these cases. Namely, numbers with the same
Arabic numerals and different Roman letters correspond to cases that are G5’-inequivalent but
G5 -equivalent and hence G™-equivalent as Lie-symmetry extensions within the class K. Related
cases in Theorems 13 and 29 have numbers with the same Arabic numerals.

To find all additional equivalence transformations among G5 -inequivalent classification cases
for Ko and thus to relate the group classification of Ko modulo the G5-equivalence to that
modulo the G5-equivalence, we need to classify admissible transformations within the class Ko
up to the G5-equivalence. The description of the equivalence groupoid G5 of the class Ky can
be derived from [55, Theorem 9] analogously to the above derivation of the group classification
of ICa up to the G5 -equivalence. See necessary notions in [55, Section 2].

Theorem 30. A generating (up to the G5 -equivalence) set of admissible transformations for the
class ICo, which is minimal and self-consistent with respect to the G5 -equivalence, is the union
of the following families of admissible transformations (f,®, f):

Tl.f:f(u)7 f=—f @ i=—t T=u=x u=u

T2. f=f(u), f=f ®: i=t, T=axc, G=u, 7€ Ry

T3. f = f(we™™, f=f(a), ®: i=—et Z=¢ a=u

Tda. f=fu)(z—t)2, f=f@@E—102 & i=t" z=z"' a=u

T4b. f = —f(u)cos 2(x —t), f=f(a)(@—#"2, &: f=tant, &=cotx, @&=u
Tdc. f=—f(u)cosh™2(z —t), f=fa)(z—12 @ f:—%egt, :i:%e%, U= u;
T4d. f = f(u)sinh2(z —t), f=fa)(z@—1)"2 @ t=1e F=1* a=u
T5. f=e%, f=eb ®: i=T@), i=X(z), @=u—In(T}X,),

where (T, X) runs through a complete set of representatives of cosets of (T, X) with Ty X, > 0
and (Ty, Xz2) # (0,0) with respect to the action of the group constituted by the transformations
of the form t=cit+co, & =12+ cs, T = T + co, X = ¢c1X + ¢3, where ¢y, co, c3, ¢1, Co
and ¢é3 are arbitrary constants with c1é, # 0.

Having the classification of admissible transformations within the class K2 up to the G5-
equivalence, we can directly find all independent additional equivalence transformations among
classification cases listed in Theorem 29. These transformations are

T1: Case 9af — Case 9&7];, T3: Case 9b — Case 9a, Case 12b — Case 12a,
T4b: Case 10b — Case 10a, T4c: Case 10c — Case 10a, T4d: Case 10d — Case 10a.

7 Conclusion

In the present paper, we have carried out the complete (contact) group classification of the
class (1) of (141)-dimensional generalized nonlinear Klein-Gordon equations up to the G™-
equivalence. This has substantially enhanced the results on Lie symmetries of such equations
that were obtained in the seminal papers [32, 33]. At first, extending results of Lie’s paper [35],
we have shown in Lemma 2 that any contact admissible transformation within the class (1) is the
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first-order prolongation of a point admissible transformation within this class. In other words,
the study of contract-transformation structures related to equations from the class (1) reduces
to the study of their point-transformation counterparts. We have proved in Lemma 3 that the
class (1) is normalized. Therefore, applying the algebraic method, we have reduced the group
classification of (1) to classifying the appropriate subalgebras of the projection w.g™~ = g, of
the equivalence algebra g~. In addition to this, we have employed the specific structure of g~
for twofold involving the classical Lie theorem on realizations of Lie algebras by vector fields on
the line [34] into the classification procedure. Moreover, the normalization of the class (1) means
that the action groupoid [55] of the equivalence group G~ coincides with the entire equivalence
groupoid G~ of the class (1). Hence the complete group classification of the class (1) up to the
G™-equivalence coincides with its complete group classification up to the G™~-equivalence, which
is just the general point equivalence within this class. In other words, we have no additional
point equivalences between G™-inequivalent classification cases.

Lie symmetries of equations from the class (1) were considered in Section 6 of [33], and cases
with two-, three- and four-dimensional Lie invariance algebras were listed in Table 1 therein,
see also Section V and Table I in [32]. Cases 1-6, 8 and 9 of Table 1 and the equation (5.4)
in [33] correspond to Cases 5, 6, Tg—1, 84=—1, 10, 11, 9, 12 and 13 of Theorem 13 in the present
paper. Case 7 of Table 1 in [33] should be excluded from the classification since it is equivalent
to Case 9 therein, see the discussion of the case (m,n,k) = (2,3,1) in Section 4. Cases 7,+1 and
84+—1 were missed in [33] owing to superfluously constraining the parameter ¢, see Remark 22.

We have additionally enhanced the results of [32, 33| by explicitly singling out the equations
from the class (1) with infinite-dimensional maximal Lie invariance algebras in Lemma 11. It
turns out that any such equation is G™-equivalent to the Liouville equation. For the other
equations from the class (1), whose maximal Lie invariance algebras are finite-dimensional, we
have found the least upper bound of dimensions of these algebras, which is equal to four. One
more tool for arranging the classification is to assign a value of the triple (m, n, k) of G™-invariant
integers to each case of Lie-symmetry extension in the class (1). We have strongly restricted the
set of candidates for appropriate values of the triple at the stage of preliminary analysis using
Lemma 11 and the Lie theorem. The final selection of the appropriate values has been done in
the course of the group classification. It was important for simplifying the computations on all
classification stages that for equations from the class (1), in contrast to evolution equations, the
Lie theorem can be applied to both the ¢- and the z-projections of Lie-symmetry vector fields.

Although the characteristic triple (m,n, k) has a simple interpretation and is principal for
the proof of Theorem 13, it does not suffice for completely distinguishing G~-inequivalent clas-
sification cases. This is why we attempted to find as many G™-invariant integer characteristics
of the classification cases as possible, and have found even twelve of them in total, m, n, k, [, j1,
J2, J12, J13, J23, 71, 2 and r3. The comprehensive analysis has shown that the complete tuple of
these twelve characteristics is redundant. As found out in Remark 24, these characteristics can
constitute no pairs and exactly eight triples that suffice for distinguishing G~-inequivalent clas-
sification cases, and the most remarkable triple is (73, j1,72). The same triple is, simultaneously
with n, of primary importance for identifying the pairs of G™-inequivalent weak classification
cases that do not represent successive Lie-symmetry extensions, i.e., the pairs (Case IV, Case N)
with Case N 4 Case N, see Section 5. To be sufficient for this task, the tuple (n,rs,72,j1)
should be extended with one of the characteristics k£, m or r1, and the thus obtained three tu-
ples exhaust the set of such sufficient tuples of minimum size, which is equal to five. In the same
section, we have directly checked that all the other pairs of G™~-inequivalent classification cases
are indeed associated with successive Lie-symmetry extensions. The consideration has been
summarized in the Hasse diagram in Figure 1, which represents the structure of the partially or-
dered set of G™-inequivalent Lie-symmetry extensions within the class (1). Analyzing the Hasse
diagram allows one to easily solve the group classification problems up to the general point
equivalence for the subclasses K, N € I', of I, which correspond, under the interpretation in
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the weak sense, to the classification cases that have been listed in Theorem 13; see Remark 14.
Since the subclasses K1, ..., K¢, K74, Kg,4 and K9 are not normalized, the group classification
of any such Ky up to the G’y-equivalence is not so easy. The last claim has been illustrated in
Section 6 by carrying out the group classification of the subclass Ko up to the G5-equivalence.
Therein, we have also discussed a procedure of using Theorem 13 for the group classification of
any subclass of the class IC with respect to the equivalence group of this subclass.

The classification of Lie symmetries is the first necessary step for extended symmetry analysis
of equations from the class (1). It can be used for the classification of Lie reductions and further
finding exact invariant solutions of these equations. Since the general solution of the Liouville
equation is well known, Lie reductions should be carried out only for equations from the class (1)
with finite-dimensional maximal Lie invariance algebras. In view of Lemma 11(iii), which states
upper bound four for the dimensions of such algebras, the classification of subalgebras of three-
and four-dimensional Lie algebras in [46] is extremely relevant here. As an example, consider
Case 10. It is the only case among those with finite-dimensional maximal Lie invariance algebras,
where the algebra gy is not solvable. More precisely, it is isomorphic to the algebra sl(2,R),
and its inequivalent one-dimensional subalgebras and the associated Lie reductions to ordinary
differential equations are the following:

O+ 0:): u=pw), w=r—1t, o =—FlP?

1.
2. (t0 + 20z): u=p(w), w= %ln |z| — %ln I, Puw = —f(QO) sinh > W
3. 2

(14120, + (14 2%)0,): u=p(w), w=arctanz —arctant, @uw = —f(¢)sin > w.

The knowledge of Lie symmetries of equations from the class (1) is also needed for classifica-
tion of reduction operators of these equations. In the course of classifying reduction operators,
it is natural to exclude those of them that are induced by Lie symmetries, i.e., to look only for
non-Lie reduction operators. Unfortunately, the general description of regular reduction opera-
tors for equations from the class K as a whole from [57] cannot be used in a reasonable way for
describing reduction operators of particular equations from this class or for classifying reduction
operators of equations constituting its proper subclasses. Recall that regarding singular reduc-
tion operators of equations from the class (1), a systematic study has been done in the literature
only for equations with f = f(u), which constitute the subclass Ky associated with Case 9 of
Theorem 13, see [27, Section 6].

The consideration of the presented paper can be extended to the much wider superclass of
generalized nonlinear Klein—-Gordon equations of the form

Uty = f(ta .’E,U,Ut,’uz). (25)

A preliminary study has shown that Lemma 2 may be generalized to this superclass, and the
Lie theorem should be relevant for its group classification in the same way as for that of the
class (1). The principal precondition for applying the Lie theorem to the group classification of
the superclass (25) is to prove an analogue of Lemma 11 for this superclass, which seems a much
more difficult problem than proving Lemma 11. In particular, one needs to single out, within
the superclass (25), the equations with infinite-dimensional maximal Lie invariance algebras.
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