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1 Introduction

Symmetry is a corner stone of the majority of modern physical models. It plays a leading
role in many research fields, especially in quantum mechanics. The fundamentals of quantum
mechanics by definition include symmetries of its basic motion equations which have been
discovered in famous papers [1], [2], [3] and [4]. We will not discuss these symmetries which are
presented in our previous work [5] but restrict ourselves to note that there are new contemporary
results in this very old field. And it is the case even for classical Lie symmetries [6, 7, 8].

The subject of the present paper are symmetries more generic then the Lie ones, namely, the
higher order integrals of motion. The systematic study of them had been started with seminal
papers [9] were the competed classification of the second order integrals of motion for the 2d
Schrödinger equation was proposed. These results induced a great many of generalizations,
starting with 3d models [10], [11] and continuing with models including matrix potentials
[12, 13, 14] and the higher (and even arbitrary) order integrals of motion [15, 16, 17, 18].
Moreover, such generalizations include the systems more generic than the standard Schrödinger
equations, namely, Schrödinger equations with position dependent mass. The latter equations
are requested in many branches of modern theoretical physics, whose list can be found, e.g.,
in [19, 20, 21]. Their symmetries are studied much less than those ones for the standard
Schrödinder equation. However, the classification of Lie symmetries of the PDM Schrödinger
equations with scalar potentials have been obtained already [21] -[23].

The modern trends are to study the 2d superintegrable systems admitting integrals of motion
of the third and even arbitrary orders [16, 17]. However, there is only a particular progress in
this direction which is restricted to the systems with constant masses and very specific kind of
potentials. Nevertheless for the case of the third order integrals of motion such systems with
arbitrary potentials have been classified explicitly [27, 28] while for the case of the arbitrary
order in fact we know only the determining equations which are hardly be solved [29]. See also
[15] where the determining equations for such symmetries for 3d systems were deduced, and
[18] where symmetry operators of arbitrary order for the free Schrödinger equation had been
enumerated.

Second order integrals of motion for 2d PDM Schrödinder equations are perfectly classified
[24, 25, 26, 30]. In particular, it is known that there are 58 inequivalent systems admitting such
integrals . The majority of them admits also at least one continuous Lie symmetry. Moreover,
two dimensional second-order (maximally) superintegrable systems for Euclidean 2-space even
algebraic geometrically [31].

In contrary, the situation with the 3d systems is not so transparent. The problem of clas-
sification of the second order integrals of motion appears to be very complicated. At the best
of my knowledge the completed classification results were presented only for the maximally
superintegrable (i.e., admitting the maximal possible number of integrals of motion) systems
[32, 33], and (or) for the system whose integrals of motion are supposed to satisfy some spe-
cial condition like the functionally linearly dependence [34]. More exactly, the nondegenerate
systems, i.e, those ones which have have 5 linearly independent, contained in 6 linearly indepen-
dent (but functionally dependent) 2nd order integrals of motion are known [35], see also [36] for
the contemporary trends in this field. In addition, a certain progress can be recognized in the
classification of the so called semidegenerate systems which admit only five linearly indepen-
dent systems and whose potentials are linear combinations of three functionally independent
terms [37]. Surely, just such systems are both nice and important since they can be exactly
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solved and admit solutions in multi separated coordinates [38, 39, 40, 41]. However, we cannot
ignore the PDM systems which admit second order integrals of motion but are not necessary
maximally superintegrable and do not belong to quantum analogues of the nondegenerate or
semidegenerate ones. And just such systems are studied in the present paper.

Bearing in mind the complexity of the total classification of superintegrable systems with
position dependent mass it is reasonable to separate this generic problems to well defined sub-
problems which can have their own fundamental and application values. The first subproblem
which consists in the classification of such systems admitting the first order integrals of motion
was solved in [21].

An important aspect of the results presented in [21] is the complete description of possible
Lie symmetry groups which can be admitted by the stationary PDM Schrödinger equation.
And this property, i.e., the Lie symmetry, can be effectively used to separate the the problem
of the classification of the PDM systems admitting second order integrals of motion for PDM
systems to a well defined subproblems corresponding to the fixed symmetries.

As it was shown in [21] the PDM Schrödinger equation can admit six, four, three, two or
one parametric Lie symmetry groups. Surely, there are also such equations which have no Lie
symmetry. In other words, there are six well defined classes of such equations corresponding
to these types of symmetries. And it is a natural idea to search for second order integrals of
motion consequently for all these classes.

Equations admitting the four or six parametric Lie groups should have the fixed potential
and mass terms, thus the classification of their second order symmetries is a routine problem.

The first informative step was to classify such systems which, in addition to the second
order integrals of motion, are invariant with respect to three parametric Lie groups [5]. After
that we plan to generalize this result to the case when the a priori requested invariance groups
are two or at least one parametric. And the final step presupposes the classification of systems
which admit second order integrals of motion but do not have any Lie symmetry.

In the present paper we classify the PDM systems which admit second order integrals of
motion and are invariant with respect to two-parametric Lie groups. Such classification extends
the results of our previous paper [5] to a much more generic class of PDM systems.

In spite of the fact that the main stream in studying of superintegrable systems with PDM
is to start with the classical Hamiltonian systems an then quantize them if necessary, we deal
directly with quantum mechanical systems. This way is more difficult but guaranties obtaining
all integrals of motion including those ones which can disappear in the classical limit [42].

2 PDM Schrödinger equations admitting two paramet-

ric Lie groups

We will study the stationary Schrödinger equations with position dependent mass of the fol-
lowing generic form:

Ĥψ = Eψ, (1)

where

Ĥ = paf(x)pa + V (x). (2)
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Here x = (x1, x2, x3), pa = −i∂a, V (x) and f(x) = 1
2m(x)

are functions associated with the
effective potential and inverse PDM, and summation from 1 to 3 is imposed over the repeating
index a.

Hamiltonians (2) are particular cases of the more general form of the PDM Hamiltonian
presented, e.g., in [19]

H =
1

4
(mαpam

βpam
γ +mγpam

βpam
α) + V̂ (3)

where α, β and γ are the so called ambiguity parameters satisfying the condition α+β+γ = −1.
However, representation (3) is mathematically equivalent to (2) [23].

In paper [21] all equations (1) admitting at least one one-parametric Lie group were clas-
sified. The list of such equations includes six representatives which accept two-parametric
invariance groups. The corresponding inverse masses f and potentials V are presented in the
following formulae:

f = F (r̃), V = V (r̃), (4)

f = r̃2F (θ), V = G(θ), (5)

f = r̃2F

(

r2 + 1

r̃

)

, V = G

(

r2 + 1

r̃

)

(6)

f = r̃2F (a ln(r̃) + ϕ), V = G(a ln(r̃) + ϕ), (7)

f = r̃2F (ϕ), V = G(ϕ), (8)

f = F (x3), V = G(x3) (9)

where F (.) and V (.) are arbitrary functions whose arguments are fixed in the brackets,

r = (x21 + x22 + x23)
1

2 , r̃ = (x21 + x22)
1

2 , ϕ = arctan

(

x2

x1

)

, θ = arctan

(

r̃

x3

)

.

Let us stress that functions (4)-(9) are still functions of Cartesian variables x1, x2 and x3.
However, their dependence on these variables is not arbitrary but rather specific, and it is a
consequence of their symmetries.

Equations (1), (2) whose arbitrary elements are given by formulae (4), (5), (6), (7), (8) and
(9) admit the following first order integrals of motion [21]:

L3 = x1p2 − x2p1, P3 = p3, (10)

L3, D = xapa −
3i

2
, (11)

P3 −K3 = p3 − r2p3 + 2x3D, L3, (12)

P3, D + νL3, (13)

P3, D (14)

and

P1 = p1, P2 = p2 (15)

correspondingly. These integrals of motion are infinitesimal operators of the inequivalent two
parametric Lie groups admitted by the related equations.
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Thus the subject of our discussion is a special subclass of PDM Schrödinder equations,
namely, equations whose arbitrary elements are enumerated in formulae (10)-(15). They include
all inequivalent PDM Schrödinder equations admitting two parametric Lie groups. Our task is
to specify such of them which, in addition, admit second order integrals of motion.

3 Determining equations

Let us search for equation (1) which admit second order integrals of motion, i.e., the second
order differential operators commuting with H . Such integrals of motion can be represented in
the following form:

Q = ∂aµ
ab∂b + η (16)

where µab = µba and η are unknown functions of x and summation from 1 to 3 is imposed over
all repeating indices.

Operators (16) are formally hermitian. In addition, just representation (16) leads to the
most compact and simple systems of determining equations for unknown parameters µab and
η.

By definition, operators Q should commute with H :

[H,Q] ≡ HQ−QH = 0. (17)

Let us show that evaluating the commutator in (17) and equating to zero the coefficients
for the linearly independent differential operators ∂a∂b∂c and ∂a we come to the following
determining equations (see Appendix)

5
(

µab
c + µac

b + µbc
a

)

= δab (µnn
c + 2µcn

n ) + δbc (µnn
a + 2µan

n ) + δac
(

µnn
b + 2µbn

n

)

, (18)

(µnn
a + 2µna

n ) f − 5µanfn = 0, (19)

µabVb − fηa = 0 (20)

where δbc is the Kronecker delta, fn = ∂f

∂xn

, µan
n = ∂µan

∂xn

, etc., and summation is imposed over
the repeating indices n over the values n = 1, 2, 3. Notice that our summation convention is
valid also for the cases when both the repeating indices are lower or upper.

To deduce the determining equations for arbitrary elements present in definition (2) for
Hamiltonian and integral of motion (16) it is sufficient to evaluate the commutator in (17)
and equate the coefficients for the linearly independent differential operators. We present
here the routine calculations requested to achieve this goal since the form of the determining
equations strongly depends on the chosen representation of the Hamiltonian (compare (2) and
(21) and the integral of motion. Moreover, this form appears to be maximally simple just for
the representations (2) and (16)) which we use.

The first step is to substitute (2) and(16) into (17) and obtain the following expression:

∂a(µ
ac∂c∂bf − f∂a∂cµ

bc)∂b = 0. (21)

The standard tactics in solving the operator equations including the products of differential
operators ∂a is to use the identity

∂aF = F∂a + Fa∂a (22)
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(where F = F (x), Fa = ∂F
∂xa

) and to move all these operators to the right and then equate the
coefficients for ∂a, ∂a∂b, ∂a∂b∂c, etc., in such obtained expressions, see, e.g., [12] were even the
special software for such procedure is presented. We will use another and more simple trick
and equate to zero some special form trilinear in ∂a.

Denote the expression in the brackets as:

W ab =
1

2
(µac∂c∂bf − f∂c∂bµ

ac) + a⇄ b (23)

and rewright equation (21) as:

∂aW
ab∂b = 0 (24)

Let us use the following identities (which follow from (21)) :

µac∂c∂b =
1

2
(∂cµ

ac∂b + ∂bµ
ac∂c − µan

n ∂b − µab
c ∂c),

∂b∂cµ
ac =

1

2
(∂bµ

ac∂c + ∂cµ
ac∂b − µac

b ∂c − µbn
n ∂a)

(25)

and transform equation (23) to the following form:

W ab = {∂c, Q
abc}+ a⇄ b (26)

where

Qabc = (µacfb − µab
c )f + δab(µanfn − µan

n f). (27)

In view of (27) we conclude that the condition

(µacfb − µab
c )f + δab(µanfn − µan

n f) + cycle(a, b, c) = 0 (28)

turns equation (24) to the identity. In other words it is the sufficient condition of the commu-
tativity H with Q requested by equation (17). To prove that his condition is also the necessary
one it is sufficient to move all the derivative operators ∂a, ∂b and ∂c in equation (24) to the right
and represent it in the form:

Qabc∂a∂b∂c + ... = 0 (29)

where the dots denote the terms which are bilinear, linear and zero order in ∂a, ∂b, ∂c .The first
term in (29) should be nullified which gives the condition (28).

Notice that the determining equations (18) and (19) are nothing but the traceless part of
(28) and the trace of (28). To obtain the remaining determining equation (20) it is sufficient
to calculate the commutators of operator (16) and pafpa with the unknown functions V and η
correspondingly. We will not present the requested very simple calculations.

Equations (18) , (19) and (20) give the necessary and sufficient conditions for commutativity
of operators H and Q.

Thus to classify Hamiltonians (2) admitting second order integrals of motion (16) we are
supposed to find inequivalent solutions of very complicated system (18)–(20). Its complication
is justified in the following speculations.
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The autonomous subsystem (18) defines the conformal Killing tensor. Its general solution
is a linear combination of the following tensors (see, e.g., [43])

µab
0 = δabg(x), (30)

µab
1 = λab1 , (31)

µab
2 = λa2x

b + λb2x
a − 2δabλc3x

c,

µab
3 = (εacdλcb3 + εbcdλca3 )xd,

(32)

µab
4 = (xaεbcd + xbεacd)xcλd4,

µab
5 = δabr2 + k(xaxb − δabr2),

µab
6 = λab6 r

2 − (xaλbc6 + xbλac5 )xc − δabλcd6 x
cxd,

(33)

µab
7 = (xaλb7 + xbλa7)r

2 − 4xaxbλc7x
c + δabλc7x

cr2,

µab
8 = 2(xaεbcd + xbεacd)λdn8 x

cxn − (εackλbk8 + εbckλak8 )xcr2
(34)

µab
9 = λab9 r

4 − 2(xaλbc9 + xbλac9 )xcr2 + (4xaxb + δabr2)λcd9 x
cxd

+ δabλcd9 x
cxdr2

(35)

where r =
√

x21 + x22 + x23, λ
ab
m = λbam and λam are arbitrary parameters, satisfying the condition

λnnm = 0, and g(x) is an arbitrary function of x.
Thus our problem presupposes solving the determining equations (19) and (20) where µab

are linear combinations of ten tensors (30)-(35). Notice that these tensors include 35 arbitrary
parameters in addition to the coefficients of this linear combination. Moreover, there are four
unknown function, i.e., f , V and g, η. Thus the generic classification of superintegrable systems
with position dependent mass looks rather huge. Fortunately, for the systems admitting two
parametric continuous symmetry groups specified by equations (10)-(15) it is possible find all
inequivalent solutions of the related determining equations (19) and (20).

4 Equivalence relations

The key element of any classification problem is a clear definition of equivalence relations. This
point is especially important in the case of the classification of differential equations whose
form is essentially dependent on the chosen variables which we can change and generate infinite
number of equivalent systems.

Nondegenerated changes of dependent and independent variables of a partial differential
equation are called equivalence transformations provided they keep his generic form. In our
case this generic form is fixed by equations (1), (2), and, additionally, by relations (4)-(9)
if we suppose the invariance with respect to two parametric Lie groups. The equivalence
transformations should keep the mentioned generic forms up to the explicit expressions for the
arbitrary elements f and V . The have the structure of a continuous group which however can
be extended by some discrete elements.

In accordance with the results presented in [21], the maximal continuous equivalence group
of equation (1) is C(3), i.e., the group of conformal transformations of the 3d Euclidean space.
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The basis elements of the corresponding Lie algebra can be chosen in the following form :

P a = pa = −i
∂

∂xa
, La = εabcxbpc,

D = xnp
n −

3i

2
, Ka = r2pa − 2xaD,

(36)

where r2 = x21 + x22 + x23 and pa = −i ∂
∂xa

. Operators P a, La, D and Ka generate shifts,
rotations, dilatations and pure conformal transformations respectively. The explicit form of
these transformations can be found, e.g., in [21]).

In addition equation (1) is form invariant with respect to the following discrete transforma-
tions:

xa → x̃a =
xa

r2
, ψ(x) → r3ψ(x̃). (37)

Notice that algebra c(3) is isomorphic to the algebra so(1,4) whose basic elements Sµν can
be expressed via generators (36) in the following manner:

Sab = εabcLc, S4a =
1

2
(Ka − Pa), S0a =

1

2
(Ka + Pa), S04 = D (38)

where a, b = 1, 2, 3. The related Lie group is SO(1,4), i.e., the Lorentz group in (1+4)-
dimensional space. Moreover, the discrete transformation (37) is a realization of the inversion
of the fourth coordinate axis. It anticommutes with S4a but commutes with the remaining
generators (38).

Thus the equivalence group of equations (1) with Hamiltonian (2) is the conformal group
C(3) extended by discrete transformation (37). This group is locally isomorphic with SO(1,3)
extended by the inversion of the fourth spatial variable.

However, for the systems whose arbitrary elements are fixed by relations (4)-(9) the equiv-
alence group is reduced since it is not admissible to change the invariance groups of these
equations. In other words, the set of generators (36) should be reduced to the subsets which ei-
ther commute with the basis elements of the symmetry algebra presented by relations (10)-(15)
or such commutators are reduced to linear combinations of such elements. In other words, the
equivalence group is reduced to the invariance groups which in case (4), and (8) is extended by
dilatations and in the cases (7), (9) by dilatations and rotations around the third coordinate
axis. Notice that discrete transformation (37) is admissible for the cases (4), (6) and (8) only.

5 Classification results

Solving the determining equations for all arbitrary elements fixed in (4)-(9) and applying the
equivalence relations discussed in the above we find all inequivalent PDM systems admitting
second order integrals of motion, i.e., make the classification of all superintegrable PDM systems
which are invariant with respect to two parametric Lie groups. The results of this classification
are presented in this section while the calculation details will be given in the following ones.

Let us start with the systems invariant with respect to dilatations and rotations around the
third coordinate axis. The generic form of the related inverse masses and potentials are given
by equation (5) while the generators of the a priori assumed invariance group are presented in
(11 ). The more special forms of the inverse masses and potentials which corresponds to the
systems admitting second order integrals of motion are represented in Items 1-4 of Table 1.
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Table 1. Inverse masses, potentials and second order integrals of motion for systems
admitting algebras < D,L3 > , < D,P3 > or < L3, K3 − P3 >

No f V Integrals of motion Lie symmetries

1
x2
3
r2

µr2+λx2
3

αx2
3
+νr2

µr2+λx2
3

{L1, L2}+
(

2µx1x2

x2
3

·H
)

− 2αx1x2

x2
3

D, L3

2 rr̃2

µr+νx3

αr+ωx3

µr+νx3
{P3, D}+

(

ν
r
·H

)

+ ω
r

D, L3

3
x2
3r̃

2

µr̃2+λx2
3

αx2
3+νr̃2

µr̃2+λx2
3

P 2
3 −

(

µ

x2
3

·H
)

+ α
x2
3

D, L3

4 (r2 ± 1)2 ∓ 4x23 α {(K3 ± P3), (K1 ∓ P1)} D, L3

5 r2 α {K3, P1}+
(

x3x1

r2
·H

)

D, L3, L1

6 r̃2F (ϕ) F (ϕ)G(ϕ) L2
3 − ( 1

F (ϕ)
·H) +G(ϕ) D, P3, K3

7
x2
1
x2
2

µx2
1
+νx2

2

αx2
1
+κx2

2

µx2
1
+νx2

2

L2
3 −

(

r̃2( µ

x2
2

+ ν
x2
1

) ·H
)

+ αr̃2

x2
2

+ κr̃2

x2
1

,

L2
1 − L2

2 +
1
2

(

r2( µ

x2
1

− ν
x2
2

) ·H
)

+1
2
r2( κ

x2
2

− α
x2
1

)

D, P3, K3

8
x2
1
r̃

µr̃+νx2

αr̃+κx2

µr̃+νx2

{P2, D}+ {P3, L1}+ 2
(

ν
r̃
·H

)

− 2κ
r̃
,

L2
3 −

(

r̃(µr̃+νx2)
x2
1

·H
)

+ r̃(αr̃+κx2)
x2
1

D, P3, K3

9
r̃2 + εx1r̃,

ε = ±1
µx1+νr̃

r̃−εx1

{P2, D}+ {P3, L1} − 2
(

1
r̃
·H

)

− 2µ

r̃
,

L2
3 − ( r̃

r̃+εx1
·H) + (µx1+νr̃)r̃

x2
2

D, P3, K3

10 r̃2(r2+1)2

(r2+1)2+νr̃2
α(r2+1)2+µr̃2

νr̃2+(r2+1)2

{K3, P3}

+
(

2νx2
3

(r2+1)2
·H

)

−
2µx2

3

(r2+1)2
,

(K1 − P1)
2 + (K2 − P2)

2

+
(

4νr̃4−(r2+1)4

2r̃2(r2+1)2
·H

)

− r̃(ν−4)(αν−µ)
(r2+1)2+νr̃2

L3, K3 − P3

11 (r2 + 1)2 α(r2+1)2

r̃2

(K1 − P1)
2 + (K2 − P2)

2

+4
(

r̃2

(r2+1)2
·H

)

+ α(r2+1)2

r̃
,

{K3, P3}+
(

2x2
3

(r2+1)2
·H

)

L3, K3 − P3

12 (r2+1)2((r2+1)2−4r̃2)
νr̃2+µ(r2+1)2

α(r2+1)2−4κr̃2

νr̃2+µ(r2+1)2

(K1 − P1)
2 − (K2 − P2)

2

+4(L2
2 − L2

1)

+
(

(4µ+ν)(x2
2
−x2

1
)

(r2+1)2−4r̃2
·H

)

+
4(α−κ)(x2

1
−x2

2
)

(r2+1)2−4r̃2

L3, K3 − P3

In the classification Tables 1 and 2 F (.), G(.) and R(.) are arbitrary functions of the argu-
ments specified in the brackets, µ, ν, α and κ are arbitrary real parameters, ϕ and θ are Euler
angles, r2 = x21 + x22 + x23, r̃

2 = x21 + x22, Pa, Ka, D. The symbol {A,B} denotes the anticom-
mutator of operators A and B, i.e., {A,B} = AB +BA. In addition, we use the notation

(F (x) ·H) = paF (x)fpa + F (x)V. (39)

where H is Hamiltonian (2) with arbitrary elements fixed in the second columns of the tables.
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In accordance with Table 1 there are five classes of superintegrable PDM systems invariant
with respect to dilatations and rotations around the third coordinate axis. They are defined up
to arbitrary parameters and only one of them presented in Item 5 is maximally superintegrable.

In Items 6 - 9 of the same table we represent the systems which admit the symmetry with
respect to dilatations and shifts along the third coordinate axis. One of them is defined up
to two arbitrary functions, the remaining ones include arbitrary parameters. The systems
represented in Items 7-9 are maximally superintegrable.

The next class of superintegrable systems which we represent in Table 1 are those ones which
admit the symmetry with respect to rotations and a specific combinations of the conformal and
shift transformations. The related arbitrary elements and generators of the symmetry group are
represented by relations (6) and (12). The classification results for such systems are collected
in Items 10-12 of Table 1. All of them are maximally superintegrable.

Table 2. Inverse masses, potentials and second order integrals of motion for systems
admitting algebras < P3, L3 >,< P1, P2 > or < P3, D + νL3 >

No f V Integrals of motion Lie symmetries

1 r̃2

νr̃2+µ
αr̃2+λ
νr̃2+µ

{P3, K3}+ 2ν(x23 ·H)− 2αx23 L3, P3

2 r̃2

µ ln(r̃2)+ν

α ln(r̃2)+λ

µ ln(r̃2)+ν
L3D + µ(ϕ ·H) + αϕ L3, P3

3 r̃
µr̃+ν

αr̃+λ
µr̃+ν

{P2, D}+ {P3, L1} − {L3, P1}
−2µ(x2 ·H) + 2αx2

L3, P3

4 1
αr̃2+µ

νr̃2+κ
αr̃2+µ

P1P2 − α(x1x2 ·H) + νx1x2) L3, P3

5 r̃2

ν ln(r̃)+ϕ−µ
α

ν ln(r̃)+ϕ−µ
L2
3 − (ϕ ·H) + αϕ P3, L3 − νD

6 r̃2 α(ν ln(r̃) + ϕ) L2
3 + αϕ P3, L3 − νD

7 r̃
2

1+ν2 e
2νϕ

1+ν2

1−µr̃
2

1+ν2 e
2νϕ

1+ν2

αf
{P3, D}+ ν{P3, L3}
+2µ(x3 ·H) + 2αx3

P3, L3 − νD

8. 1
x3

c
x3

{P3, D} − 1
2
((r̃2 + 4x23) ·H)

−2αx3,
{P1, L1} − {P2, L2}

−(x1x2 ·H)

P1, P2, L3

9.
x2
3

µx2
3
+ν

αx2
3+λ

µx2
3
+ν

{P1, K1}+ 2µ(x21 ·H) + 2αx21,
{P2, K2}+ 2µ(x22 ·H) + 2αx22

P1, P2, L3

The next table, namely, Table 2, also includes three subclasses of superintegrable systems.
The first of them includes the systems invariant with respect to rotations around the third
coordinate axis and shifts along this axis. The related inverse masses and potentials are given
by equation (4) while the generators of the admissible symmetry group are presented in (10).
The other systems presented in the table are fixed by relations (7), (13) and (9), (15). The
systems represented in Items 8 and 9 are maximally superintegrable.

It is important to note that the second order symmetries presented in the tables are defined
up to equivalence transformations discussed in Section 4. In particular, for all systems admitting
rotations, i.e., symmetry operators L3 all vector and tensor integrals of motion are defined up
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to rotations. For example, integral of motion Q12 = {L1, L2}+
(

(2x1x2)

x2
3

·H
)

presented in Item

2 of Table 1 is a reduced part of the linear combination of the integrals of motion aQ12 + bQ̃12

where

Q̃12 = L2
2 − L2

1 +

(

(x22 − x21)

x23
·H

)

and this reduction is made with using the rotation transformations.
In addition we used the discrete equivalence transformation (37) which acts on generators

(36) in the following manner

Pa → Ka, Ka → Pa, La → La, D → D. (40)

The presented tables specify the inequivalent superintegrable systems admitting two para-
metric Lie symmetry groups. In some cases these symmetry groups are three parametric but
include two parametric subgroups, since the related Lie algebras are solvable. To justify the
classification results we will present calculation details in the following sections.

6 Solution of the determining equations

The determining equations (19) and (20) are nice and look rather gentle. However as it was
mentioned in Section 3 in fact they are very complicated systems of partial differential equations
including a lot of unknowns. Fortunately for the case when the generic functions f and V are
reduced to the forms presented in equations (4) we can find the generic solutions of these
equations defined up to the equivalence transformations.

The strategy which will be used in solving the determining equations is rather straitforward.
The generic solution of equation (18) is known and we represent it in Section 3. The next step
is to solve equation (19) for the inverse mass f . To do it directly for the generic Killing tensor
represented in Section 3 is absolutely hopeless. However, we can made a priori simplifications of
the system (19) by separating it to decoupled subsystems, and this procedure strongly depends
on the Lie symmetries accepted by the described systems. In the following subsections we
represent the details of such decoupling for all types of symmetries considered.

Whenever we will obtain the inequivalent versions of the inverse masses, it would be possible
to search for solutions of equation (20) for the potential. This step will rather technical and
more simple than the previous ones, since the the necessary decoupling of the Killing tensors
would be already known.

6.1 Extended enveloping algebra of c(3)

Let us start with the note that integrals of motion (16) where µab are linear combinations of
the Killing tensors (30) - (35) can be represented as bilinear combinations of the basic elements
of algebra c(3) (36) added by the special term with µab = δabg(x) and potential term η. Indeed
any of them in fact has the following form

Q = cµν,λσ{Sµν , Sλσ}+ pag(x)pa (41)

where Sµν are generators (38) and cµν,λσ are numeric parameters.
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The conformal Killing tensors (30)- (35) are polynomials in x but include also arbitrary
functions. For the zero order polynomials (30) representation (41) is reduced to the linear
combination of products PaPb, the first order polynomials (32) correspond to products PaLb

and PaD, the second order polynomials (33) generate products PaKb, DD and LaLb and so on.
However, equation (41) includes too many terms since the products {Sµν , Sλσ} are not nec-

essary linearly independent thanks to certain identities in the extended enveloping algebra of
so(3). To avoid possible misunderstandings we present these identities for the bilinear combi-
nations of the basis elements in the following formula:

{Pa, D}+ εabc{Pb, Lc} = 2PcxaPc,

{La, Lb}+ {Pa, Kb} = 2Qab, a 6= b,

{P1, K1}+ {P2, K2}+ L2
3 = 2Q33,

{Kα, Pα}+ 2L2
3 + 2D2 = 2Pa(r

2 − x2α)Pa,

PaLa = 0,

{Pa, Ka} = −4D2 + 2Par
2Pa,

L2
1 + L2

2 + L2
3 = Par

2Pa −D2,

{Pa, Kb} − {Pb, Ka} = 2εabcLcD,

P 2
1 + P 2

2 = −P 2
3 + PaPa

(42)

where Qab = PcxaxbPc, α = 1, 2, 3 and no sum w.r.t. α.
We use relations (42) to produce maximally compact presentations for the integrals of

motion.

6.2 PDM systems admitting dilatation

In accordance with (10) - (15) the half part of the considered systems admit the dilatation as an
equivalence transformation. Moreover, two of these systems possess the symmetry with respect
to the dilatation transformations whose generator D is presented in (11). This property enables
essentially simplify the solution of the determining equation in accordance with the following
reasons.

For the case of the scale invariant systems admitting second order integrals of motion the
related Killing tensors cannot include linear combinations of all polynomials listed in (30)-(35)
but are reduced to homogeneous polynomials. Indeed, under the dilatation transformation
xa → αxa operators (16) including zero order Killing tensor (30) obtains the multiplier −α2, for
case of the first order Killing tensors (32) we obtain the multiplier −α, etc. In other words, the
determining equations (19) and (20) are reduced to the five decoupled subsystems corresponding
to the Killing tensors which are n-order homogeneous polynomials with n = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, and
arbitrary functions g1, g2, ..., g9 should satisfy the following conditions:

xag(x)a = ng(x). (43)

Moreover, since Hamiltonians (2) with arbitrary elements (6) and (8) are invariant with respect
to the inverse transformation (37) we can restrict ourselves to the polynomials of order n < 3,
since symmetries with n=3 and n=4 appears to be equivalent to ones with n = 1 and n = 0
correspondingly. In other words, it is sufficient to solve the determining equations for the case
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when the conformal Killing tensors are given by relations (30), (33) and (33), moreover, to do
it separately for all the mentioned tensors.

Let us search for the inverse mass functions fbsatisfying equations (19). For the systems
invariant w.r.t. the dilatation transformations these functions f satisfies one more condition

xafa = 2f (44)

which is obviously correct in view of (5) and (5). However this identity makes it possible to
reduce (19) to the following homogeneous system of linear algebraic equations for derivatives
fa:

Mabfb = 0 (45)

where

Mab = µab,

Mab = µab − λaxb − µaxb

and

Mab = µab − λacxcxb (46)

for Killing vectors (30), (32) and (33) correspondingly.
Let us note that for the Killing tensors (30) and (32) functions g(x) can be expressed via

f , namely:

g(x) =
1

2f
−xaM

abfb (47)

and

g(x) =
1

f
−xaM

abfbf (48)

correspondingly, while for the tensors (34) we have:

g(x) = fG(ϕ, θ) (49)

where G(ϕ, θ) is yet unknown function of Euler angles satisfying the equation

Gϕ =
1

f 2
(xaM

bcfc − xbM
acfc) (50)

Equations (47) - (50) are algebraic consequences of (43), (44) and (45) obtained by multi-
plication on xa and summing up with respect to the repeating index a.

Equation (45) admits nontrivial solution iff the determinant of the matrix whose entries are
Mab is equal to zero. It is necessary to specify the admissible combinations of arbitrary constants
which correspond to the trivial determinants and than find solutions of the corresponding
equations (19) and (20).

Thus the symmetry with respect to the dilatation transformations makes it possible essen-
tially simplify the classification procedure.
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6.3 PDM admitting rotations

As it is fixed in (10) and (11) the two classes of the considered system are invariant with restpect
to the one parametric rotation group. This property also helps to simplify the classification
procedure. Namely, we can decouple the determining equations and consider separately the
integrals of motion which are scalars, vectors and tensors with respect to these rotations.
Moreover, for the cases of vector and tensor integrals of motion it is sufficient to specify only
one out of two components of them.

The scalar integrals of motion have to commute with L3. Applying this restriction to the
generic bilinear form (41) we can specify the following scalars:

• Bilinear combinations of S12, S43, S03, S04;

• Linear combinations of the scalar products Sn1Sm1 + Sn2Sm2 with n,m = 3, 4, 0;

• Skew symmetric products Sn1Sm2 − Sn2Sm1

It is easy to construct also the vector and tensor combinations. The vector components are
linear combinations of the products SnmSka with n,m, k = 3, 4, 0 and a = 1, 2. In addition,we
can set n = 1, m = 2 . The tensor components look as Sn1Sm2 + Sn2Sm1 and Sn1Sm1 −Sn2Sm2.

Thus the rotation invariance helps to decouple the determining equations to three sub-
systems and reduce their number considering only one component of the vector and tensor
equations. The number of the arbitrary parameters can be additionally reduced using iden-
tities (42), but we still have a lot of them. Fortunately, we deal with the systems admitting
two parametric Lie groups, and any of them generate their own reduction. In particular, the
systems with the inverse masses and potentials of generic form (8) admit both the rotation
and dilatation symmetries, and so we can use both the tools presented in this and previous
subsections. As a result we were able to discover the systems presented in Items 1-10 of Table
1. In addition, the systems fixed in (6) admit two rotations, one of them on the plane 1-2 and
the other on plane 3 -4. Any of these symmetries generate its own decoupling, and the related
integrals of motion are subdivided to scalar-scalar, scalar-vector, vector-scalar, vector-vector
scalar-tensor, vector-tensor, tensor-vector, tensor-scalar, tensor-vector and tensor-tensor ones,
so the decoupling is very essential. Using it we find the integrals of motion presented in Table
2.

In the following subsection we discuss the tools presented by the symmetry with respect to
translations along two of coordinate axis.

6.4 PDM systems invariant with respect to shifts

The last symmetry we discus is generated by operators Pa. Since the related arbitrary elements
(9) do not depend on x1 and x2 it is possible essentially reduce the number of admissible second
order integrals of motion.

Let Q be an integral of motion (16) admitted by equation (1) with arbitrary elements (9).
By definition Pa with a = 1, 2 are integrals of motion too, the same is true for the commutators
[Pa, Q], [Pa, [Pb, Q] and [Pa, [Pb, [Pc, Q]]. Thus any second order symmetry induces the symmetry
generated by µab

1 (refer to (32), i.e.,

Q = Pa(λab + δabg(x))Pb + η. (51)

13



Moreover, there are the following qualitatively different versions of coefficients λab in (51):

λ3µ 6= 0, λµν = λ33 = 0, µ, ν = 1, 2, (52)

λ3µ = 0, some of coefficients λµν or λ33 are nontrivial (53)

which correspond to the following integrals of motion:

Q31 = P3P1 + η31, Q32 = P3P2 + η32. (54)

In the case (53) the related integrals of motion are trivial since the Hamiltonians considered
in this section commute with them by definition.

In the case (53) we have to consider integrals of motion whose commutators with P1 and
P2 are reduced to Qµν with µ, ν < 3 and Q33. They are listed in the following formula:

Qa = {Pa, D}+ ηa, Q̃a = {P3, La}+ η̃a. (55)

Thus the superintegrable PDM systems which are invariant with respect to algebra whose
basis elements are presented in (15) have to admit the integrals (54) and (55). Such systems
can admit some additional symmetries whose calculation for known system is a rather simple
problem.

6.5 Selected calculations

In the previous subsection we specify the algorithms used for solution of the determining equa-
tions and show how the a priori requested symmetries can be used for the optimization of the
calculations. These algorithms make it possible essentially reduce the volume of calculations.
Nevertheless, the number of inequivalent systems of the determining equations which we have
to solve is still rather extended. We will not reproduce all of them but restrict ourselves to
some important examples.

The most universal integral of motion looks as:

Q1 = L2
3 + PagPa + η. (56)

Such integrals can be admitted by all the considered systems, though for the systems admitting
L3 it is trivial.

The nonzero entries of the Killing tensor corresponding to (56) are

µ11 = x22, µ22 = x21, µ12 = µ21 = −x1x2 (57)

while the related determining equations (19) and (20) are reduced to the following forms:

x2fϕ − gf1 + fg1 = 0,

x1fϕ + gf2 − fg2 = 0,

gf3 − fg3 = 0

(58)

where fϕ = ∂f

∂ϕ
and fa =

∂f

∂xa

, and

x2Vϕ − gV1 + fη1 = 0,

x1Vϕ + gV2 − fη2 = 0,

gf3 − fη3 = 0

(59)

14



Let us remind that the unknowns f and g are connected by relations (49) and (50), which are
reduced to the following form:

g(x) = fG(ϕ) (60)

where G(ϕ) a function of the Euler angle. Substituting (60) into equations (58) and integrating
them we obtain:

f =
r̃2

r̃2F (x3, r̃)−G(ϕ)
. (61)

The next step is to substitute (61) into (59) and to solve the obtained system. As a result
we obtain the following expressions for V and η:

V =
N(ϕ) +M(r̃, x3)

G(ϕ)− r̃2F (r̃, x3)
, η =

r̃2F (r̃, x3)(N(ϕ) +M(r̃, x3))

G(ϕ)− r̃2F (r̃, x3)
(62)

which make it possible to reduce the integral of motion (56) to the following form

Q1 = L2
3 + (G(ϕ) ·H) +N(ϕ) +M(r̃, x3). (63)

The obtained results are valid for generic PDM system admitting the integral of motion of
the form presented in (56). For the special types of such systems admitting two parametric
Lie groups they are reduced to the versions represented in Items 6-10 of Table 1 and Items 5,
6 of Table 3. The corresponding potential and functions η are easily calculated by integrating
equations (59) with known f .

Notice that if only the dilatation symmetry is requested, function (50) is reduced to the
following form:

f =
r̃2

F (ϕ) +G(θ)
, (64)

while the related functions V and η are [5]:

V =
R(θ) +N(ϕ)

F (ϕ) +G(θ)
, η = −F (ϕ)V +G(θ). (65)

The next (and the last) example which we consider is the simplest integral of motion whose
conformal Killing tensor is a constant added by a diagonal term:

Q = P 2
3 + PagPa + η (66)

The related matrix µab has the only nonzero entry µ33 = 1 which generate the following equa-
tions (19) and (20) :

gfa = fga, a = 1, 2, (67)

(g + 1)f3 = fg3, (68)

gVa = fηa, (g + 1)V3 = fη3 (69)
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In accordance with (67) g = −fG(x3) and so the generic solution of (68) is

f =
1

F (x1, x2) +G(x3)
(70)

Substituting the obtained expression for f into (69) and integrating the latter system we
obtain

V =
M(x1, x2) +N(x3)

F (x1, x2) +G(x3)
, η = −G(x3)V +N(x3). (71)

where c is the integration constant. The related integral of motion (66) takes the following
form:

Q2 = P 2
3 − (G(x3) ·H) +N(x3) (72)

and is valid for arbitrary PDM system (1) with rather generic inverse mass and potential
presented in (70), (71) since we did not ask for any Lie symmetry. Surely it is valid for some
of the particular systems enumerated in (4)-(9), see Items 3, 4, and 10 of Table 1 were the
integrals of motion including P 2

3 and P 2
1 are presented.

We see that the calculations requested for solution of particular sets of the determining
equations are not too complicated provided one uses the tools outlined in the previous subsec-
tions.

7 Discussion

In the present paper we continue the procedure of the complete classification of superintegrable
quantum mechanical systems with position dependent masses, started in [5] where the first
order constants of motion were found, and [44] where the systems admitting three parametric
Lie groups were classified. Now we are presenting the inequivalent PDM systems which admit
second order integrals of motion and two parametric symmetry groups. The total number
of such systems is equal to twenty one. One of them include arbitrary functions while the
remaining ones are defined up to arbitrary parameters.

The number of the presented systems cannot be reduced if we extend the equivalence rela-
tions discussed in Section 4 by Stäckel transformations, see, e.g., [45] for exact definitions. We
will not discuss this point in details but mention that the Stäckel equivalent systems can be
identified by the similarity of their integrals of motion which however can have different terms
(g · H). The only simplification which can be obtained applying the Stäckel transform to the
presented PDM system is a possible reduction of the number of arbitrary parameters.

All the presented systems are superintegrable, but only nine of them possess the maximal
superintegrability. The advantage of our approach is that we were able to find all systems
admitting second order integrals of motion including those ones which are not maximally su-
perintegrable.

We present all inequivalent integrals of motion admitted by the systems under study. The
number of linearly independent integrals of motion is more extended, but all of them can be
found using the equivalence relations fixed in Section 4. Moreover, we represent just such
integrals of motion which are necessary to be able to find the remaining ones using the a priori
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fixed symmetries of the systems under study. In contrary, in paper [5] all linearly independent
integrals of motion are represented explicitly.

It would be interesting to study the algebraic properties of the found integrals of motion.
Like in the case of nondegenerate or semidegenerate classical systems [37] they generate poly-
nomial algebras. The analysis of these algebras is one of the challenges created by the present
paper.

The next natural steps are to classify such the mentioned systems which admit at least one
parametric continuous symmetry group, and the systems which do not have any Lie symmetry.
Some elements of such classification can be found in paper [5] where the systems admitting the
dilatation symmetry were studied. However, the classification presented in [5] was restricted
to the integrals of motion which, up to potential terms, belong to the standard (non extended)
enveloping algebra of c(3).

We plane to complete the classification of the superintegrable systems admitting dilata-
tion and to classify the systems admitting the other one parametric groups. Notice that in
accordance with the results of paper [21] there exist five inequivalent Lie groups which can
be accepted by the 3d quantum mechanical systems with PDM. Moreover, the superintegrable
systems admitting one of this groups are preliminary classified in [46].

The classification of the PDM systems which do not posses any Lie symmetry but admit
second order integrals of motion would finish the completed description of the superintegrable
PDM Schrödinger equations. As we mentioned in Introduction this problem looks to be very
complicated. However, in spite of the absence of various points generated by the a priori
requested symmetries there are some advantages just for the symmetry less systems since the
related equivalence group is maximally extended.

Notice that in the present paper we demonstrate two examples of the superintegrable PDM
systems which do not posses any Lie symmetry, see equations (60), (62), (63) and (70), (71),
(72) in the above. And there is the challenge to make the complete classification of all such
systems which we have accepted.

Acknowledgement I am indebted with Universitá del Piemonte Orientale and Diparti-
mento di Scienze e Innovazione Tecnologica for the extended stay as Visiting Professor.
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[38] J. F. Cariñena, M. F. Rañada and M. Santander, Superintegrability of three-dimensional
Hamiltonian systems with conformally Euclidean metrics. Oscillator-related and Kepler-
related systems, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 54, 105201 (2021).
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