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Abstract. By using pseudo-differential operators containing two derivations, we extend

the Kadomtsev-Petviashvili (KP) hierarchy to a certain KP-mKP hierarchy. For the

KP-mKP hierarchy, we obtain its Bäcklund transformations, bilinear equations of Baker-

Akhiezer functions and Hirota equations of tau functions. Moreover, we show that this

hierarchy is equivalent to a subhierarchy of the dispersive Whitham hierarchy associated

to the Riemann sphere with its infinity point and one movable point marked.
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1. introduction

The Kadomtsev-Petviashvili (KP) hierarchy and the modified KP (mKP) hierarchy [11],

as two fundamental models in the theory of integrable systems, have been investigated

from various points of view. For instance, these two integrable hierarchies can be converted

to each other via certain gauge transformations (see [17] and references therein), and their

tau functions have important application in matrix models as well as intersection numbers

on the moduli space of Riemann surfaces (see, for example, [1, 2, 3, 12, 20]).

In the present paper, we are to construct an integrable hierarchy that can be reduced to

either the KP hierarchy or to the mKP hierarchy, with the help of pseudo-differential op-

erators of two derivations. More exactly, let us consider two pseudo-differential operators

of the form

Φ1 = 1 +
∑

i≥1

a1,i∂
−i
1 , Φ2 = eβ

(
1 +

∑

i≥1

a2,i∂
−i
2

)
,

where aν,i and β are smooth functions of the variables x and y, and ∂1 = ∂/∂x and ∂2 =

∂/∂y are derivations commuting with each other. We introduce the following evolutionary

equations:

∂Φ1

∂t1,k
= −

(
Φ1∂

k
1Φ

−1
1

)
<0

Φ1,
∂Φ2

∂t2,k
= −

(
Φ2∂

k
2Φ

−1
2

)
<1

Φ2, (1.1)

∂Φ1

∂t2,k
=
(
Φ2∂

k
2Φ

−1
2

)
≥1

〈Φ1〉 ,
∂Φ2

∂t1,k
=
(
Φ1∂

k
1Φ

−1
1

)
≥0

〈Φ2〉 , (1.2)

eβ∂1e
−βΦ1∂2Φ

−1
1 = ∂2Φ2∂1Φ

−1
2 (1.3)

1
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with k = 1, 2, 3, · · · . Here it is employed the notations for truncations of pseudo-differential

operators as:
(
∑

i

fi∂
i
ν

)

i≥m

=
∑

i≥m

fi∂
i
ν ,

(
∑

i

fi∂
i
ν

)

i<m

=
∑

i<m

fi∂
i
ν ,

and for actions of a differential operator D as

D

〈
∑

i

fi∂
i
ν

〉
=
∑

i

D(fi)∂
i
ν .

The equations (1.1)–(1.3) will be proved compatible in Section 3, hence they indeed com-

pose an integrable hierarchy. In particular, the equations ∂Φ1/∂t1,k form the KP hierarchy,

while the equations ∂Φ2/∂t2,k form the mKP hierarchy. For this reason, we just call the

system of equations (1.1)–(1.3) the KP-mKP hierarchy.

In the KP-mKP hierarchy (1.1)–(1.3), one observes that

∂eβ

∂t1,k
=
(
Φ1∂

k
1Φ

−1
1

)
≥0

(eβ).

Namely, the function eβ plays the role of eigenfunction of the KP hierarchy. Such an

eigenfunction induces a Bäcklund transformation of the KP-mKP hierarchy (see Propo-

sition 4.1 below)

ι : (Φ1,Φ2) 7→
(
e−βΦ2, e

−βΦ1

)∣∣∣
(t1,t2)7→(t2,t1); (∂1,∂2)7→(∂2,∂1)

,

where tν = (tν,1, tν,2, tν,3, . . . ). From these Bäcklund transformations one recovers the

gauge transformations between the KP and the mKP hierarchies studied in [17]. It can

also be seen that, if we take the eigenfunction eβ = 1, and assume Φ∗
ν = ∂νΦ

−1
ν ∂−1

ν for

ν ∈ {1, 2}, then the KP-mKP hierarchy with k ∈ Z
odd
+ is reduced to the two-component

BKP hierarchy, which is deeply related to representation theory and algebraic geometry

[4, 5, 9, 14, 18].

Given a solution of the KP-mKP hierarchy (1.1)–(1.3), we introduce its Baker-Akhiezer

functions wν(t1, t2; z) and its adjoint Baker-Akhiezer functions w†
ν(t1, t2; z), where ν ∈

{1, 2} and z is a parameter. Then the KP-mKP hierarchy will be seen equivalent to the

following bilinear equation (see Theorem 5.6 below)

Resz

(
z−1w1(t1, t2; z)w

†
1(t

′
1, t

′
2; z)

)
= Resz

(
z−1w2(t1, t2; z)w

†
2(t

′
1, t

′
2; z)

)
(1.4)

for arbitrary time variables (t1, t2) and (t′1, t
′
2). With a method similar as that in [7, 8,

9], we will define two tau functions τ1(t1, t2) and τ2(t1, t2) of the KP-mKP hierarchy.

Furthermore, we will see that these tau functions are related to the (adjoint) Baker-

Akhiezer functions via the formulae:

w1(t1, t2; z) =
τ1(t1 − [z−1], t2)

τ1(t1, t2)
eξ(t1;z), w†

1(t1, t2; z) =
τ2(t1 + [z−1], t2)

τ2(t1, t2)
e−ξ(t1;z),

w2(t1, t2; z) =
τ2(t1, t2 − [z−1])

τ1(t1, t2)
eξ(t2;z), w†

2(t1, t2; z) =
τ1(t1, t2 + [z−1])

τ2(t1, t2)
e−ξ(t2;z),

where ξ(tν ; z) =
∑

k≥1 tν,kz
k, and [z−1] =

(
1
z
, 1
2z2
, 1
3z3
, . . .

)
. With the help of these for-

mulae, the bilinear equation (1.4) will be recast to the form of Hirota equations [10] of

τ1 and τ2. In particular, we can write down the Hirota equations for the mKP hierarchy
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[11], which were conjectured by Alexandrov [1] to govern the generating function of the

intersection numbers on the moduli spaces of Riemann surfaces with boundary (see also

[2, 3]).

Our motivation is also from the study of the Whitham hierarchy. In 1994, Krichever

introduced the universal Whitham hierarchy on the moduli spaces of Riemann surfaces

of arbitrary genus with N marked points, and revealed its relation with the Witten-

Dijgraagh-Verlinder-Verlinder (WDVV) equations [13]. In the case of genus zero, a dis-

persive version of the Whitham hierarchy was proposed by Szablikowski and Blaszak [19]

in the form of Lax equations of operators containing a single derivation. In particular,

the Lax equations corresponding to the infinity point ∞ give the KP hierarchy, and those

corresponding to ∞ together with a movable point give an extension of the KP hierar-

chy. Such an extended KP hierarchy was further studied by Lu, Wu and Zhou [15, 21],

who obtained its bi-Hamiltonian structures, bilinear equation of (adjoint) Baker-Akhiezer

functions and additional symmetries. Moreover, underlying this hierarchy there exists a

class of infinite-dimensional Dubrovin-Frobenius manifolds [16]. In the present paper, we

will represent the KP-mKP hierarchy under certain generic condition into another ver-

sion of bilinear equation (see (5.6) below) in contrast to the one (1.4), and show that it

coincides with the bilinear equation of the extended KP hierarchy given in [15]. In other

words, the KP-mKP hierarchy is proved equivalent to a subhierarchy of the dispersive

Whitham hierarchy associated to the Riemann sphere with ∞ and one movable point

marked. In a sense, the Bäcklund transformation (1) is illustrated by exchanging ∞ and

the movable point on the Riemann sphere.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we layout some notations of

pseudo-differential operators containing two derivations. With the help of these operators,

we prove that the KP-mKP hierarchy (1.1)–(1.3) is well defined in Section 3, and derive its

Bäcklund transformations as well as some other properties in Section 4. In Section 5, we

rewrite the KP-mKP hierarchy into two versions of bilinear equations of (adjoint) Baker-

Akhiezher functions, one of which is equivalent to the extended KP hierarchy studied in

[19, 21]. In Section 6, we introduce two tau functions of the KP-mKP hierarchy, and

obtain a system of Hirota equations satisfied by them. The final section is devoted to

some remarks.

2. Pseudo-differential operators with two derivations

Let us recall the notion of pseudo-differential operators containing two derivations,

following [9]. Let B be a commutative associative algebra of smooth complex functions of

two variables x and y. The derivations ∂1 = d/dx and ∂2 = d/dy act on B, and they are

assumed to commute with each other. Let us consider a set as follows

E =




∑

i≤m

∑

j≤n

fij∂
i
1∂

j
2 | fij ∈ B; m,n ∈ Z



 .

An element of E is called a pseudo-differential operator with two derivations ∂1 and ∂2.

One sees that E is an associative algebra over C with a product defined by

f∂i1∂
j
2 · g∂

p
1∂

q
2 =

∑

r,s≥0

(
i

r

)(
j

s

)
f ∂r1∂

s
2(g) · ∂

i+p−r
1 ∂j+q−s

2 ,
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where f, g ∈ B and (
i

r

)
=
i(i− 1) . . . (i− r + 1)

r!
.

In E a Lie bracket is defined by the commutator, that is,

[A,B] = AB −BA, A,B ∈ E .

Let A =
∑

i≤m

∑
j≤n fij∂

i
1∂

j
2 be an arbitrary operator in E . We have the following

projections:

A+ =
∑

0≤i≤m

∑

0≤j≤n

fij∂
i
1∂

j
2, A− =

∑

i≤0; j≤0; i+j<0

fij∂
i
1∂

j
2. (2.1)

The residues of A mean

Res∂1A =
∑

j≤n

f−1,j∂
j
2, Res∂2A =

∑

i≤m

fi,−1∂
i
1,

and its adjoint operator is

A∗ =
∑

i≤m

∑

j≤n

(−1)i+j∂i1∂
j
2fij.

It is easy to see

(Res∂νA)
∗ = −Res∂νA

∗, ν ∈ {1, 2} .

Moreover, “ ∗ ” is an anti-automorphism on E , namely, for any B,C ∈ E ,

(B∗)∗ = B, (BC)∗ = C∗B∗.

Given a differential operator D =
∑

r,s≥0 grs∂
r
1∂

s
2 ∈ E , its action on A is denoted by

D 〈A〉 =
∑

i,j



∑

r,s≥0

grs∂
r
1∂

s
2(fij)


 ∂i1∂

j
2,

that is, the differential operator acts on each coefficient of A. Here note that grs 6= 0 for

only finitely many r and s.

Clearly, whenever the operator A contains powers in only ∂1 or ∂2, then the above

notations agree with those for pseudo-differential operators involving a single derivation.

In this case, for A =
∑

i fi∂
i
ν ∈ E and m ∈ Z, we will use the following truncations:

A≥m =
∑

i≥m

fi∂
i
ν , A<m =

∑

i<m

fi∂
i
ν .

For instance, in this case A≥0 = A+ and A<0 = A− in consideration of (2.1).

3. Lax equations via pseudo-differential operators with two derivations

In this section we want to introduce an integrable hierarchy via pseudo-differential

operators with two derivations.

Let us start with two pseudo-differential operators in E of the form

Φ1 = 1 +
∑

i≥1

a1,i∂
−i
1 , Φ2 = eβ

(
1 +

∑

i≥1

a2,i∂
−i
2

)
, (3.1)
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where aν,i, β ∈ B. It is easy to see that these two operators are invertible, hence the

following pseudo-differential operators make sense

Pν = Φν∂νΦ
−1
ν , ν ∈ {1, 2} .

More precisely, these two operators take the form

P1 = ∂1 +
∑

i≥1

u1,i∂
−i
1 , P2 = ∂2 − ∂2(β) +

∑

i≥1

u2,i∂
−i
2 , (3.2)

where uν,i are differential polynomials belonging to the ring

Rν = C [δν2∂
m
ν (β), ∂mν (aν,k) | m ≥ 0; k ≥ 1] .

Here and below δ stands for the Kronecker delta symbol. In particular, one has

uν,1 = −∂ν (aν,1) , ν ∈ {1, 2}. (3.3)

Denote tν = {tν,1, tν,2, tν,3, . . . } for ν ∈ {1, 2}. Assume the coefficients aν,k and β in

(3.1) to be unknown functions depending on the variable (t1, t2), and they satisfy the

following evolutionary equations:

∂Φ1

∂t1,k
= −(P k

1 )<0Φ1,
∂Φ2

∂t2,k
= −(P k

2 )<1Φ2, (3.4)

∂Φ1

∂t2,k
= (P k

2 )≥1 〈Φ1〉 ,
∂Φ2

∂t1,k
= (P k

1 )≥0 〈Φ2〉 , (3.5)

eβ∂1e
−βΦ1∂2Φ

−1
1 = ∂2Φ2∂1Φ

−1
2 , (3.6)

where k ∈ Z≥1. What is more, these derivations ∂/∂tν,k are assumed to commute with ∂1
and ∂2. In particular, since ∂/∂tν,1 = ∂ν , then in what follows we will just take

t1,1 = x, t2,1 = y.

Theorem 3.1. The evolutionary equations (3.4)–(3.6) are well defined, and they are

compatible.

Let us proceed to prove the theorem. To this end, we need to show that the flows (3.4)–

(3.5) commute with each other, and that the constraint (3.6) is invariant with respect to

such flows.

Firstly, we introduce the following notations:

Bµ
ν,k =





−(P k
ν )<ν−1, µ = ν;

(P k
ν )≥ν−1 〈Φµ〉Φ

−1
µ , µ 6= ν.

(3.7)

Here µ, ν ∈ {1, 2} and k ∈ Z≥1, and these indices mean the same below unless otherwise

stated. It is easy to see that the operators Bµ
ν,k are pseudo-differential operators with

a single derivation ∂µ, and that (Bµ
ν,k)≥µ−1 = 0. With the help of these notions, the

equations (3.4)–(3.5) can be rewritten as

∂Φµ

∂tν,k
= Bµ

ν,kΦµ, (3.8)

which implies
∂Pµ

∂tν,k
=
[
Bµ

ν,k, Pµ

]
. (3.9)
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Lemma 3.2. The operators (3.7) satisfy the following equalities

∂Bλ
ν,l

∂tµ,k
−
∂Bλ

µ,k

∂tν,l
+
[
Bλ

ν,l, B
λ
µ,k

]
= 0,

where λ, µ, ν ∈ {1, 2}, k, l ∈ Z≥1.

Proof: For convenience, the left hand side of (3.2) is denoted as “l.h.s.”. Let us calculate

it case by case with the help of (3.7)–(3.9).

(i) When µ = ν = λ, we have

l.h.s. =
∂

∂tν,k
(−P l

ν)<ν−1 −
∂

∂tν,l
(−P k

ν )<ν−1 +
[
−(P l

ν)<ν−1,−(P k
ν )<ν−1

]

=
[
−(P k

ν )<ν−1,−P
l
ν

]
<ν−1

−
[
−(P l

ν)<ν−1,−P
k
ν

]
<ν−1

+
[
−(P l

ν)<ν−1,−(P k
ν )<ν−1

]
<ν−1

=
[
−(P k

ν )<ν−1,−P
l
ν

]

<ν−1
−
[
−(P l

ν)<ν−1,−(P k
ν )≥ν−1

]

<ν−1

=
[
−(P k

ν )<ν−1,−P
l
ν

]
<ν−1

+
[
−(P k

ν )≥ν−1,−P
l
ν

]
<ν−1

=
[
−P k

ν ,−P
l
ν

]
<ν−1

= 0.

(ii) When µ = ν 6= λ, we have

l.h.s. =
∂

∂tν,k

(
(P l

ν)≥ν−1 〈Φλ〉Φ
−1
λ

)
− (k ↔ l)

+
[
(P l

ν)≥ν−1 〈Φλ〉Φ
−1
λ , (P k

ν )≥ν−1 〈Φλ〉Φ
−1
λ

]

=
[
−(P k

ν )<ν−1, P
l
ν

]
≥ν−1

〈Φλ〉Φ
−1
λ + (P l

ν)≥ν−1

〈
(P k

ν )≥ν−1 〈Φλ〉
〉
Φ−1
λ − (k ↔ l)

=

([
−(P k

ν )<ν−1, P
l
ν

]
≥ν−1

−
[
−(P l

ν)<ν−1, P
k
ν

]
≥ν−1

+
[
(P l

ν)≥ν−1, (P
k
ν )≥ν−1

]

≥ν−1

)
〈Φλ〉Φ

−1
λ

=

([
P l
ν , (P

k
ν )<ν−1

]
≥ν−1

+
[
P l
ν , (P

k
ν )≥ν−1

]
≥ν−1

)
〈Φλ〉Φ

−1
λ

=
[
P l
ν , P

k
ν

]
≥ν−1

〈Φλ〉Φ
−1
λ = 0.

Here the notation “(k ↔ l)” stands for all the terms to the left of it with the

indices k and l exchanged.

(iii) When µ 6= ν = λ, we have

l.h.s. =
∂

∂tµ,k
(−P l

ν)<ν−1 −
∂

∂tν,l

(
(P k

µ )≥µ−1 〈Φν〉Φ
−1
ν

)

+
[
−(P l

ν)<ν−1, (P
k
µ )≥µ−1 〈Φν〉Φ

−1
ν

]

=
[
(P k

µ )≥µ−1 〈Φν〉Φ
−1
ν ,−P l

ν

]

<ν−1
−
[
(P l

ν)≥ν−1 〈Φµ〉Φ
−1
µ , P k

µ

]

≥µ−1
〈Φν〉Φ

−1
ν

− (P k
µ )≥µ−1

〈
−(P l

ν)<ν−1Φν

〉
Φ−1
ν + (P k

µ )≥µ−1 〈Φν〉Φ
−1
ν (−(P l

ν)<ν−1)
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+
[
(P k

µ )≥µ−1 〈Φν〉Φ
−1
ν , (P l

ν)<ν−1

]
<ν−1

=−
[
Res∂µ(P

k
µ )≥µ−1Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν , (P l
ν)≥ν−1

]
<ν−1

−
[
(P l

ν)≥ν−1 〈Φµ〉Φ
−1
µ , P k

µ

]
≥µ−1

〈Φν〉Φ
−1
ν

+Res∂µ

(
(P k

µ )≥µ−1(P
l
ν)<ν−1Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν − (P k
µ )≥µ−1Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν (P l
ν)<ν−1

)

=−
(
Res∂µ

[
(P k

µ )≥µ−1, (P
l
ν)≥ν−1

]
Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν

)
<ν−1

−
(
Res∂µ(P

k
µ )≥µ−1

[
Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν , (P l
ν)≥ν−1

])
<ν−1

−
[
(P l

ν)≥ν−1 〈Φµ〉Φ
−1
µ , P k

µ

]
≥µ−1

〈Φν〉Φ
−1
ν

+Res∂µ

(
(P k

µ )≥µ−1

[
(P l

ν)<ν−1,Φν∂
−1
µ Φ−1

ν

])
<ν−1

=−
(
Res∂µ

[
(P k

µ )≥µ−1, (P
l
ν)≥ν−1

]
Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν

)
<ν−1

+Res∂µ

(
(P k

µ )≥µ−1

[
P l
ν ,Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν

])
<ν−1

−
[
(P l

ν)≥ν−1 〈Φµ〉Φ
−1
µ , P k

µ

]
≥µ−1

〈Φν〉Φ
−1
ν

=−
(
Res∂µ

[
(P k

µ )≥µ−1, (P
l
ν)≥ν−1

]
Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν

)
<ν−1

−
[
(P l

ν)≥ν−1 〈Φµ〉Φ
−1
µ , P k

µ

]

≥µ−1
〈Φν〉Φ

−1
ν . (3.10)

Here the last equality holds for

[P l
ν ,Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν ] = Φν [∂
l
ν , ∂

−1
µ ]Φ−1

ν = 0.

It is easy to see that (3.10) is a pseudo-differential operator of a single derivation

∂ν , and that

(l.h.s.)≥ν−1 = −

([
(P l

ν)≥ν−1 〈Φµ〉Φ
−1
µ , P k

µ

]
≥µ−1

〈Φν〉Φ
−1
ν

)

≥ν−1

= 0.

Moreover, by using the fact

∂mν 〈Φµ〉 = ∂mν Φµ −
m∑

r=1

(
m

r

)
∂m−r
ν 〈Φµ〉 ∂

r
ν , m ≥ 1,

one has

(P l
ν)≥ν−1 〈Φµ〉 = (P l

ν)≥ν−1Φµ +R∂ν

for a certain operator R of the form

R =
n∑

i=0

∑

j≤0

fij∂
i
ν∂

j
µ, fij ∈ B.

Accordingly, we have
([

(P l
ν)≥ν−1 〈Φµ〉Φ

−1
µ , P k

µ

]
≥µ−1

〈Φν〉Φ
−1
ν

)
<ν−1

=
(
Res∂µ

( [
(P l

ν)≥ν−1 〈Φµ〉Φ
−1
µ , P k

µ

]
Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν

)

−δµ,2Res∂µ

( [
(P l

ν)≥ν−1 〈Φµ〉Φ
−1
µ , P k

µ

]
∂−1
µ

))
<ν−1
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=
(
Res∂µ

[
(P l

ν)≥ν−1 +R∂νΦ
−1
µ , P k

µ

]
Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν

)
<ν−1

=
(
Res∂µ

[
(P l

ν)≥ν−1, P
k
µ

]
Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν

)
<ν−1

+
(
Res∂µ

[
R∂νΦ

−1
µ , P k

µ

]
Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν

)
<ν−1

=
(
Res∂µ

[
(P l

ν)≥ν−1, (P
k
µ )≥µ−1

]
Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν

)
<ν−1

+
([

(P l
ν)≥ν−1, δµ,2Res∂µ(P

k
µ∂

−1
µ )
])

<ν−1

+
(
Res∂µ

(
R∂νΦ

−1
µ P k

µ − P k
µR∂νΦ

−1
µ

)
Φν∂

−1
µ Φ−1

ν

)
<ν−1

. (3.11)

Note that the second term vanishes. The third term can be computed according

to the form of R and the condition (3.6), namely,

Φ1∂
−1
2 Φ−1

1 eβ∂−1
1 e−β = Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 .

In more details, whenever µ = 2 and ν = 1,
(
Res∂2

(
R∂1Φ

−1
2 P k

2 − P k
2 R∂1Φ

−1
2

)
Φ1∂

−1
2 Φ−1

1

)
<0

=
(
Res∂2R∂

k
2Φ

−1
2 ∂−1

2 eβ∂1e
−β − Res∂2P

k
2 RΦ

−1
2 ∂−1

2 eβ∂1e
−β
)

<0
= 0;

whenever µ = 1 and ν = 2,
(
Res∂1

(
R∂2Φ

−1
1 P k

1 − P k
1 R∂2Φ

−1
1

)
Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2

)
<1

=
(
Res∂1R∂

k
1Φ

−1
1 eβ∂−1

1 e−β∂2 − Res∂1P
k
1 RΦ

−1
1 eβ∂−1

1 e−β∂2

)
<1

= 0.

Thus the third term in (3.11) also vanishes.

Taking (3.10) and (3.11) together we conclude that l.h.s. = 0.

Therefore the lemma is proved. �

As a consequence of Lemma 3.2, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.3. The flows (3.4)–(3.5) commute with each other. Namely, for any λ, µ, ν ∈

{1, 2} and k, l ∈ Z≥1, it holds that
[

∂

∂tµ,k
,
∂

∂tν,l

]
Φλ = 0.

Note a1,1 = Res∂1Φ1 in (3.1), and denote

ρ = ∂2(a1,1). (3.12)

Proposition 3.4. For k ∈ Z≥1, it holds that

∂ρ

∂t1,k
= −∂2

(
Res∂1P

k
1

)
,

∂ρ

∂t2,k
= ∂2

(
P k
2 ∂

−1
2

)
≥0

(ρ). (3.13)

Proof: The proposition follows directly from the equations (3.4)–(3.5) and the definition

of ρ in (3.12). �
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Lemma 3.5. The constraint (3.6) implies

ρ = ∂1∂2(β) + ∂1(a2,1), (3.14)

∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ
−1
1 = eβ∂−1

1 e−βρ, (3.15)

∂1 〈Φ2〉Φ
−1
2 = ∂1(β) + ∂−1

2 · ∂1(a2,1), (3.16)

where a2,1 = e−βRes∂2Φ2 (see (3.1)). Moreover, each side of the equality (3.6) is equal to

the following operator

H = ∂1∂2 − ∂1(β)∂2 − ρ. (3.17)

Proof: The constraint (3.6) can be recast to

(∂1 − ∂1(β)) · (∂2 − ∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ
−1
1 ) = ∂2∂1 − ∂2 · ∂1 〈Φ2〉Φ

−1
2 . (3.18)

One observes that the left hand side does not contain negative powers in ∂2, while the

right hand side does not contain negative powers in ∂1, hence each of them contain only

nonnegative powers in ∂1 and ∂2. So we arrive at

(∂1 − ∂1(β))(−∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ
−1
1 ) =

(
(∂1 − ∂1(β))(−∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ

−1
1 )
)
≥0

= −∂2(a1,1) = −ρ,

− ∂2 · ∂1 〈Φ2〉Φ
−1
2 =

(
−∂2 · ∂1 〈Φ2〉Φ

−1
2

)
≥0

= −∂2 · ∂1(β)− ∂1(a2,1).

Thus we conclude (3.15)–(3.17). What is more, substituting them into (3.18), one has

∂1∂2 − ∂1(β)∂2 − ρ = ∂1∂2 − ∂2 · ∂1(β)− ∂1(a2,1),

which implies the equality (3.14). The lemma is proved. �

Now we are ready to show that the constraint (3.6) is invariant with respect to the

flows (3.4)–(3.5), which is implied by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that the left hand side and the right hand side of (3.6) are denoted

respectively by

H1 = eβ∂1e
−βΦ1∂2Φ

−1
1 , H2 = ∂2Φ2∂1Φ

−1
2 .

Then for ν, µ ∈ {1, 2} and k ∈ Z≥1, the following equalities hold true:
(
∂Hµ

∂tν,k

)

−

= 0. (3.19)

Proof: Let us verify the equalities (3.19) case by case.

(i) When ν = µ = 1, according to (3.1) and (3.5) one has

∂

∂t1,k

(
∂1(β)

)
=∂1

(
e−β ∂e

β

∂t1,k

)
= ∂1

(
e−β(P k

1 )≥0(e
β)
)
.

With the help of (3.18) and (3.15), we have
(
∂H1

∂t1,k

)

−

=

(
∂

∂t1,k

((
∂1 − ∂1(β)

)(
∂2 − ∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ

−1
1

)))

−

=

(
∂1

(
e−β(P k

1 )≥0(e
β)
)
eβ∂−1

1 e−βρ

+ eβ∂1e
−β
(
∂2

〈
(P k

1 )<0Φ1

〉
Φ−1
1 − ∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ

−1
1 (P k

1 )<0

))

−
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=

(
∂1

(
e−β(P k

1 )≥0(e
β)
)
eβ∂−1

1 e−βρ+ eβ∂1e
−β∂2

〈
(P k

1 )<0

〉

+ eβ∂1e
−β(P k

1 )<0∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ
−1
1 − eβ∂1e

−β∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ
−1
1 (P k

1 )<0

)

−

=

(
eβ∂1

(
e−β(P k

1 )≥0(e
β)
)
∂−1
1 e−βρ+ eβ∂1e

−β∂2

〈
P k
1

〉

+ eβ∂1e
−β
(
P k
1 − (P k

1 )≥0

)
∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ

−1
1

− eβ∂1e
−β∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ

−1
1

(
P k
1 − (P k

1 )≥0

))

−

=

(
eβ
[
∂1, e

−β(P k
1 )≥0(e

β)
]
∂−1
1 e−βρ− eβ∂1e

−β(P k
1 )≥0e

β∂−1
1 e−βρ

+ eβ∂1e
−β [∂2, P

k
1 ]− eβ∂1e

−β [∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ
−1
1 , P k

1 ] + ρ(P k
1 )≥0

)

−

=

(
− eβe−β(P k

1 )≥0(e
β)∂1 · ∂

−1
1 e−βρ+ eβ∂1e

−β
[
Φ1∂2Φ

−1
1 , Φ1∂

k
1Φ

−1
1

])

−

=0.

(ii) When ν = µ = 2, by using (3.18), (3.4) and (3.16) we have

(
∂H2

∂t2,k

)

−

=−
( ∂

∂t2,k
(∂2 · ∂1 〈Φ2〉Φ

−1
2 )
)
−

=−
(
− ∂2 · ∂1

〈
(P k

2 )<1Φ2

〉
Φ−1
2 + ∂2 · ∂1 〈Φ2〉Φ

−1
2 (P k

2 )<1

)
−

=
(
∂2 · ∂1

〈
(P k

2 )<1

〉
+ ∂2(P

k
2 )<1 · ∂1 〈Φ2〉Φ

−1
2 − ∂2 · ∂1 〈Φ2〉Φ

−1
2 (P k

2 )<1

)

−

=

(
∂2 · ∂1

〈
P k
2

〉
+ ∂2(P

k
2 )<1 ·

(
∂1(β) + ∂−1

2 · ∂1(a2,1)
)

− ∂2

(
∂1(β) + ∂−1

2 · ∂1(a2,1)
)
(P k

2 )<1

)

−

=

(
∂2 · ∂1

〈
P k
2

〉
+ ∂2P

k
2

(
∂1(β) + ∂−1

2 · ∂1(a2,1)
)

− ∂2

(
∂1(β) + ∂−1

2 · ∂1(a2,1)
)
P k
2

)

−

=

(
∂2[∂1, P

k
2 ]− ∂2

[
∂1(β) + ∂−1

2 · ∂1(a2,1), P
k
2

])

−

=

(
∂2

[
∂1 − ∂1 〈Φ2〉Φ

−1
2 , P k

2

])

−
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=

(
∂2

[
Φ2∂1Φ

−1
2 , Φ2∂

k
2Φ

−1
2

])

−

= 0.

(iii) When ν = 1, µ = 2, by using (3.5) and (3.16)–(3.18) we have
(
∂H2

∂t1,k

)

−

=

(
−

∂

∂t1,k
(∂2 · ∂1 〈Φ2〉Φ

−1
2 )

)

−

=
(
− ∂2 · ∂1

〈
(P k

1 )≥0 〈Φ2〉
〉
Φ−1
2 + ∂2 · ∂1 〈Φ2〉Φ

−1
2 (P k

1 )≥0 〈Φ2〉Φ
−1
2

)
−

=

(
− Res∂1∂2∂1(P

k
1 )≥0Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2

+
(
∂2 · ∂1(β) + ∂1(a2,1)

)
Res∂1(P

k
1 )≥0Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2

)

−

=

(
Res∂1

(
− ∂2∂1 + ∂2 · ∂1(β) + ∂1(a2,1)

)(
P k
1 − (P k

1 )<0

)
Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2

)

−

=

(
Res∂1

(
− ∂2∂1 + ∂2 · ∂1(β) + ∂1(a2,1)

)
P k
1 Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2 + ∂2 · Res∂1P
k
1

)

−

=−
(
Res∂1HP

k
1H

−1∂2

)
−

=−
(
Res∂1e

β∂1e
−βΦ1∂2Φ

−1
1 P k

1 Φ1∂
−1
2 Φ−1

1 eβ∂−1
1 e−β∂2

)

−

=−
(
Res∂1e

β∂1e
−βP k

1 e
β∂−1

1 e−β∂2

)
−
= 0.

(iv) When ν = 2, µ = 1, according to (3.1) and (3.4) one has

∂β

∂t2,k
= e−βRes∂2

(
∂Φ2

∂t2,k
∂−1
2

)
= −e−βRes∂2

(
(P k

2 )<1Φ2∂
−1
2

)
= −Res∂2(P

k
2 ∂

−1
2 ).

With the help of (3.18), (3.15), (3.5) and (3.17), we obtain
(
∂H1

∂t2,k

)

−

=

(
∂

∂t2,k

((
∂1 − ∂1(β)

)
(−∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ

−1
1 )
))

−

=

(
− ∂1

(
Res∂2(P

k
2 ∂

−1
2 )
)
∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ

−1
1 )− eβ∂1e

−β∂2

〈
(P k

2 )≥1 〈Φ1〉
〉
Φ−1
1

+ eβ∂1e
−β∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ

−1
1 (P k

2 )≥1 〈Φ1〉Φ
−1
1

)

−

=

(
− Res∂2 [∂1, P

k
2 ∂

−1
2 ]eβ∂−1

1 e−βρ

− eβ∂1e
−βRes∂2∂2

(
P k
2 − (P k

2 )<1

)
Φ1∂

−1
2 Φ−1

1

+ eβ∂1e
−βeβ∂−1

1 e−βρRes∂2

(
P k
2 − (P k

2 )<1

)
Φ1∂

−1
2 Φ−1

1

)

−

=

(
− Res∂2 [∂1, P

k
2 ∂

−1
2 ]eβ∂−1

1 e−βρ− eβ∂1e
−βRes∂2∂2P

k
2 Φ1∂

−1
2 Φ−1

1

+ eβ∂1e
−β
(
Res∂2P

k
2 + ∂2

(
Res∂2(P

k
2 ∂

−1
2 )
)
+Res∂2(P

k
2 ∂

−1
2 ) · ∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ

−1
1

)
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+ ρ
(
Res∂2P

k
2 Φ1∂

−1
2 Φ−1

1 − Res∂2(P
k
2 ∂

−1
2 )
))

−

=

(
− Res∂2 [∂1, P

k
2 ∂

−1
2 ]eβ∂−1

1 e−βρ+Res∂2(e
β∂1e

−βP k
2 ∂

−1
2 ) · ∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ

−1
1

− eβ∂1e
−βRes∂2∂2P

k
2 Φ1∂

−1
2 Φ−1

1 + ρRes∂2P
k
2 Φ1∂

−1
2 Φ−1

1

)

−

=

(
− Res∂2 [∂1, e

β]e−βP k
2 ∂

−1
2 eβ∂−1

1 e−βρ+Res∂2P
k
2 ∂

−1
2 ∂1e

β∂−1
1 e−βρ

− eβ∂1e
−βRes∂2∂2P

k
2 Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 eβ∂1e

−β

+ ρRes∂2P
k
2 Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 eβ∂1e

−β

)

−

=

(
Res∂2P

k
2 ∂

−1
2 ·

(
−[∂1, e

β ] + ∂1e
β
)
∂−1
1 e−βρ

− Res∂2e
β∂1e

−β∂2Φ2∂
−1
1 Φ−1

2 Φ2∂
k
2Φ

−1
2 ∂−1

2 eβ∂1e
−β

+ ρRes∂2Φ2∂
−1
1 Φ−1

2 Φ2∂
k
2Φ

−1
2 ∂−1

2 eβ∂1e
−β

)

−

=
(
Res∂2P

k
2 ∂

−1
2 · ρ− Res∂2

(
∂1∂2 − ∂1(β)∂2 − ρ

)
Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2 P k
2 ∂

−1
2 eβ∂1e

−β
)

−

=
(
−Res∂2∂2P

k
2 ∂

−1
2 · eβ∂1e

−β
)
−
= 0.

Thus the lemma is proved. �

Proof of Theorem 3.1 Taking Lemmas 3.3, 3.5 and 3.6 together, we conclude the theorem.

�

Theorem 3.1 means that equations (3.4)–(3.6) compose an integrable hierarchy. In

particular, if Φ2 = eβ is independent of y = t2,1, then from the constraint (3.6) it follows

that Φ1 is also independent of y, hence equations (3.4) and (3.5) become

∂Φ1

∂t1,k
= −(P k

1 )<0Φ1,
∂eβ

∂t1,k
= (P k

1 )≥0(e
β),

∂Φ1

∂t2,k
= 0,

∂eβ

∂t2,k
= 0.

In other words, the hierarchy (3.4)–(3.6) is reduced to the KP hierarchy, together with a

series of equations of its eigenfunction eβ . On the other hand, if Φ1 = 1, then in (3.4)–(3.5)

the equations of Φ1 is trivial and the equations of Φ2 become

∂Φ2

∂t1,k
= Φ2,

∂Φ2

∂t2,k
= −(P k

2 )<1Φ2.

With Φ2 replaced by e
∑

k t1,kΦ2, one can eliminate the dependence on t1,k and make

the constraint (3.6) trivial, such that the hierarchy (3.4)–(3.6) is reduced to the mKP

hierarchy [11].

Definition 3.7. The system of equations (3.4)–(3.6) is called the KP-mKP hierarchy.

Remark 3.8. If we take β = 0 and assume Φ∗
ν = ∂νΦ

−1
ν ∂−1

ν with ν ∈ {1, 2}, then the

flows ∂/∂tν,k in (3.4)–(3.6) with k ∈ Z
odd
>0 are well defined. Such reduced flows compose

the two component BKP hierarchy; see [9] and references therein. �
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Let us describe the KP-mKP hierarchy in a more explicit way. From (3.17) one has

H−1 =
(
(1− ∂1(β)∂

−1
1 − ρ∂−1

1 ∂−1
2 )∂1∂2

)−1

=∂−1
1 ∂−1

2

(
1 + ∂1(β)∂

−1
1 + ρ∂−1

1 ∂−1
2 + (∂1(β)∂

−1
1 + ρ∂−1

1 ∂−1
2 )2 + . . .

)
.

With this notation, the operators Bµ
ν,k given in (3.7) with ν 6= µ are recast to

B2
1,k =Res∂1(P

k
1 )≥0Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2 = Res∂1(P
k
1 )≥0H

−1∂2,

B1
2,k =Res∂2(P

k
2 )≥1Φ1∂

−1
2 Φ−1

1 = Res∂2(P
k
2 )≥1H

−1eβ∂1e
−β.

It implies that the coefficients of the operators on the right hand side of (3.9) are differ-

ential polynomials in the functions of the set

{uν,k, ρ, β | k ∈ Z≥1; ν = 1, 2} , (3.20)

where uν,k are given in (3.2). Hence it is defined by (3.9) a system of evolutionary

equations of the unknown functions in (3.20).

Example 3.9. Denote u = u1,1, v = u2,1, and let the subscripts x and y stand for

derivatives with respect to them, i.e., fx = ∂1(f), fyy = ∂22(f), etc. With the help of

(3.3), (3.12) and (3.13), it is straightforward to calculate:

uy + ρx = 0, vx + ρy = βxyy,

∂u

∂t2,2
= (2ρβy − ρy)x,

∂u

∂t1,3
= 3uux +

1

4
uxxx +

3

4

∫
∂2u

∂t1,22
dx, (3.21)

∂u

∂t2,3
=
(
−3vρ− 3ρβy

2 + 3ρβyy + 3ρyβy − ρyy
)
x
,

∂v

∂t1,2
= (−2ρβx − ρx + 2βxβxy + βxxy)y,

∂v

∂t2,3
= 3vvy +

1

4
vyyy +

3

4

∫
∂2v

∂t2,22
dy,

∂v

∂t1,3
=
(
−3uρ+ 3uβxy − 3ρβx

2 − 3ρβxx − ρxx − 3ρxβx

+3βx
2βxy + 3βxxβxy + 3βxβxxy + βxxxy

)
y
,

∂β

∂t1,2
= 2u+ βx

2 + βxx, (3.22)

∂β

∂t2,2
= −2v − βy

2 + βyy, (3.23)

∂β

∂t1,3
= 3uβx + βx

3 + 3βxβxx + βxxx +
3

2
ux +

3

2

∫
∂u

∂t1,2
dx,

∂β

∂t2,3
= 3vβy + βy

3 − 3βyβyy + βyyy −
3

2
vy −

3

2

∫
∂v

∂t2,2
dy. (3.24)

Note that equation (3.21) is just the KP equation, and equation (3.24) together with

equation (3.23) gives the modified KP equation [11] of ϕ = βy, say,

∂ϕ

∂t2,3
=

1

4
ϕyyy −

3

2
ϕ2ϕy +

3

4

∫
∂2ϕ

∂t2,22
dy −

3

2
ϕy

∫
∂ϕ

∂t2,2
dy.
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4. Properties of the KP-mKP hierarchy

In this section let us layout some more properties of the KP-mKP hierarchy.

Proposition 4.1. The KP-mKP hierarchy (3.4)–(3.6) admits the following Bäcklund

transformations:

ι : (Φ1,Φ2) 7→
(
e−βΦ2, e

−βΦ1

)∣∣∣
(t1,t2)7→(t2,t1); (∂1,∂2)7→(∂2,∂1)

.

Moreover, these Bäcklund transformations are involutions, say, ι2 = Id.

Proof: Denote Ψν = e−βΦν for ν ∈ {1, 2}. Suppose that it is verified the following

equalities:

∂Ψ2

∂t2,k
= −

(
Ψ2∂

k
2Ψ

−1
2

)
<0

Ψ2,
∂Ψ1

∂t1,k
= −

(
Ψ1∂

k
1Ψ

−1
1

)
<1

Ψ1,

∂Ψ2

∂t1,k
=
(
Ψ1∂

k
1Ψ

−1
1

)
≥1

〈Ψ2〉 ,
∂Ψ1

∂t2,k
=
(
Ψ2∂

k
2Ψ

−1
2

)
≥0

〈Ψ2〉 ,

e−β∂2e
βΨ2∂1Ψ

−1
2 = ∂1Ψ1∂2Ψ

−1
1 (4.1)

with k ∈ Z≥1, then the first assertion is confirmed by exchanging the time variables t1

and t2 as well as the derivatives with respect to them. In fact, the equality (4.1) follows

immediately from (3.6). Furthermore, by using (3.4)–(3.5), it is straightforward to show

∂Ψ1

∂t1,k
=− e−β ∂e

β

∂t1,k
e−βΦ1 + e−β ∂Φ1

∂t1,k

=− e−β
(
Φ1∂

k
1Φ

−1
1

)
≥0

(eβ) · e−βΦ1 − e−β
(
Φ1∂

k
1Φ

−1
1

)
<0

Φ1

=−
(
e−βΦ1∂

k
1Φ

−1
1 eβ

)
<1
e−βΦ1

=−
(
Ψ1∂

k
1Ψ

−1
1

)
<1

Ψ1,

∂Ψ2

∂t1,k
=− e−β ∂e

β

∂t1,k
e−βΦ2 + e−β ∂Φ2

∂t1,k

=− e−β
(
Φ1∂

k
1Φ

−1
1

)
≥0

(eβ) · e−βΦ2 + e−β
(
Φ1∂

k
1Φ

−1
1

)
≥0

〈Φ2〉

=− Res∂1

(
e−βΦ1∂

k
1Φ

−1
1 eβ∂−1

1

)
· e−βΦ2 +

(
e−βΦ1∂

k
1Φ

−1
1 eβ

)
≥0

〈
e−βΦ2

〉

=
(
Ψ1∂

k
1Ψ

−1
1

)
≥1

〈Ψ2〉 ,

and the cases ∂Φν/∂t2,k are similar. So the first assertion is verified. The second assertion

is clear. Therefore the proposition is proved. �

As an application of the proposition, one can derive the Miura transformations between

the KP hierarchy and the modified KP hierarchy studied in [17]. More exactly, suppose

that Φ1 of the form (3.1) is the dressing operator of the KP hierarchy and that eβ is

an eigenfunction of it, then e−βΦ1 is a dressing operator that solves the modified KP

hierarchy. Conversely, suppose that Φ2 of the form (3.1) is the dressing operator of the

modified KP hierarchy, then e−βΦ2 is a dressing operator of the KP hierarchy and eβ is

an eigenfunction of it.

The following result will be applied in the forthcoming section.
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Proposition 4.2. The constraint (3.6) yields the following equality

Φ1∂
−1
2 Φ−1

1 = ∂−1
2 +Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 ρ∂−1

2 . (4.2)

Conversely, if ρ 6= 0, then the equality (4.2) implies the constraint (3.6).

Proof: According to (3.6) and (3.17), we have

Φ1∂
−1
2 Φ−1

1 = Φ2∂
−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 eβ∂1e

−β

= Φ2∂
−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 (∂1 − ∂1(β))

= Φ2∂
−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 (H + ρ)∂−1

2

= Φ2∂
−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2

(
∂2Φ2∂1Φ

−1
2 + ρ

)
∂−1
2

= ∂−1
2 +Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 ρ∂−1

2 .

Conversely, since ρ 6= 0, then from the equality (4.2) one has

Φ2∂
−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 =

(
Φ1∂

−1
2 Φ−1

1 ∂2 − Φ1∂
−1
2 ∂2Φ

−1
1

)
ρ−1

= −Φ1∂
−1
2 · ∂2

〈
Φ−1
1

〉
ρ−1

= Φ1∂
−1
2 Φ−1

1 ∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ
−1
1 ρ−1,

namely,

∂2Φ2∂1Φ
−1
2 = ρΦ1 (∂2 〈Φ1〉)

−1Φ1∂2Φ
−1
1 . (4.3)

It is easy to see that the operator (∂2 〈Φ1〉)
−1 takes the form

(∂2 〈Φ1〉)
−1 =

1

ρ
∂1 +

∑

i≥0

gi∂
−i
1 .

Moreover, one observes that the left side of (4.3) contains no nonnegative powers in ∂1,

while the right side contains no nonnegative powers in ∂2, hence both sides contain only

nonnegative powers in ∂1 and ∂2. For this reason, we have

∂2Φ2∂1Φ
−1
2 =

(
∂2Φ2∂1Φ

−1
2

)
+
= ∂1∂2 − ∂1(β)∂2 − ∂1∂2(β)− ∂1(a2,1), (4.4)

and

ρΦ1 (∂2 〈Φ1〉)
−1 Φ1∂2Φ

−1
1 =

(
ρΦ1 (∂2 〈Φ1〉)

−1 Φ1∂2Φ
−1
1

)
+

=
(
ρΦ1 (∂2 〈Φ1〉)

−1 (∂2 − ∂2 〈Φ1〉Φ
−1
1

))
+

=
(
ρΦ1 (∂2 〈Φ1〉)

−1 ∂2 − ρ
)
+

=
(
ρΦ1 (∂2 〈Φ1〉)

−1
)
+
∂2 − ρ

=(∂1 + g)∂2 − ρ (4.5)

for some function g. Taking (4.3)–(4.5) together, we obtain

g = −∂1(β), ρ = ∂1∂2(β) + ∂1(a2,1), ρΦ1

(
∂2 〈Φ1〉

)−1
= ∂1 − ∂1(β).

Thus the equality (4.3) is recast to

∂2Φ2∂1Φ
−1
2 =

(
∂1 − ∂1(β)

)
Φ1∂2Φ

−1
1 = eβ∂1e

−βΦ1∂2Φ
−1
1 ,

which is just (3.6).
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Therefore the proposition is proved. �

5. Baker-Akhiezer functions and bilinear equations

In this section we want to rewrite the KP-mKP hierarchy (3.4)–(3.6) to the form of

bilinear equations, and consider its relationship with the extended KP hierarchy studied

in [15, 21].

Let z be a parameter. By convention we assign certain actions of pseudo-differential

operators on exponential functions as follows (recall t1,1 = x and t2,1 = y)
(
∑

i

fi∂
i
ν

)
(eztν,1) =

(
∑

i

fiz
i

)
eztν,1 ,

of which the left hand side is usually written as
(∑

i fi∂
i
ν

)
eztν,1 for short.

Lemma 5.1 (see, for example, [6]). Given ν ∈ {1, 2}, for any pseudo-differential operators

A,B ∈ E that contain only powers in ∂ν , the following equality holds true:

Resz
(
Aeztν,1 ·B∗e−ztν,1

)
= Res∂ν (AB).

Here and below Resz
(∑

i fiz
i
)
= f−1.

Given a solution of the KP-mKP hierarchy (3.4)–(3.6), let us introduce a pair of Baker-

Akhiezer functions

wν = wν(t1, t2; z) = Φνe
ξ(tν ;z), ν ∈ {1, 2}, (5.1)

where tν = (tν,1, tν,2, tν,3, . . . ) and

ξ(tν ; z) =
∑

k∈Z≥1

tν,kz
k.

According to (3.4) and (3.5), it is easy to verify the following equalities:

∂wµ

∂tν,k
= (P k

ν )≥ν−1wµ, µ, ν ∈ {1, 2} ; k ∈ Z≥1. (5.2)

We also introduce a pair of adjoint Baker-Akhiezer functions

w∗
1 = w∗

1(t1, t2; z) = (Φ−1
1 )∗e−ξ(t1;z), (5.3)

w∗
2 = w∗

2(t1, t2; z) = Φ̄∗
2e

−ξ(t2;z), (5.4)

where

Φ̄2 = ∂22Φ
−1
2 ∂−1

2 ρ∂−1
2 =

(
ρ− (ρa2,1 + 2ρ∂2(β)− ∂2(ρ))∂

−1
2 + . . .

)
e−β . (5.5)

Theorem 5.2. The Baker-Akhiezer functions and the adjoint Baker-Akhiezer functions

satisfy the following bilinear equation

Resz
(
w1(t1, t2; z)w

∗
1(t

′
1, t

′
2; z)

)
= Resz

(
z−2w2(t1, t2; z)w

∗
2(t

′
1, t

′
2; z)

)
, (5.6)

with arbitrary time variables (t1, t2) and (t′1, t
′
2). Conversely, suppose that four functions

of the form

w1(t1, t2; z) =


1 +

∑

i≥1

a1,i(t1, t2)z
−i


 eξ(t1;z), (5.7)
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w2(t1, t2; z) = eβ(t1,t2)


1 +

∑

i≥1

a2,i(t1, t2)z
−i


 eξ(t2;z), (5.8)

w∗
1(t1, t2; z) =


1 +

∑

i≥1

ã1,i(t1, t2)z
−i


 e−ξ(t1;z), (5.9)

w∗
2(t1, t2; z) = e−β(t1,t2)


ρ(t1, t2) +

∑

i≥1

ã2,i(t1, t2)z
−i


 e−ξ(t2;z), (5.10)

with ∂a1,1/∂t2,1 6= 0, satisfy the bilinear equation (5.6), then they are the Baker-Akhiezer

functions and the adjoint Baker-Akhiezer functions of the KP-mKP hierarchy (3.4)–(3.6).

Proof: The proof is similar with that of Theorem 3.9 in [9]. Firstly, we introduce the

following set of indices

I = {(m1,m2,m3, . . . ) | mi ∈ Z≥0 such that mi = 0 for i≫ 0} .

For m = (m1,m2,m3, . . . ) ∈ I, denote

∂tν
m =

∏

k≥1

(
∂

∂tν,k

)mk

, ν ∈ {1, 2}. (5.11)

In order to show the equality (5.6), it suffices to verify

Resz

(
∂t1

m∂t2
n

(
w1(t1, t2; z)

)
· w∗

1(t1, t2; z)

)

=Resz

(
z−2∂t1

m∂t2
n

(
w2(t1, t2; z)

)
· w∗

2(t1, t2; z)

)
(5.12)

for any indices m,n ∈ I. In fact, from (5.2) one sees that there exists an operator

Am,n ∈ E such that Am,n = (Am,n)+ and the following two equalities with ν ∈ {1, 2}

hold simultaneously:

∂t1
m∂t2

n(wν(t1, t2; z)) = Am,n(wν(t1, t2; z)).

By using (5.1), (5.3), (5.4) and Lemma 5.1, the equality (5.12) is equivalent to

Res∂1
(
Res∂2

(
Am,nΦ1∂

−1
2

)
· Φ−1

1

)
= Res∂2

(
Res∂1

(
Am,nΦ2∂

−1
1 ∂−2

2

)
· Φ̄2

)
. (5.13)

By using (4.2) and (5.5) one has

l.h.s. =Res∂1Res∂2
(
Am,nΦ1∂

−1
2 Φ−1

1

)

=Res∂2Res∂1
(
Am,n

(
Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 ρ∂−1

2 + ∂−1
2

))

=Res∂2Res∂1
(
Am,n

(
Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 ρ∂−1

2

))
= r.h.s.

This shows that the equality (5.13) is valid, and so is the equality (5.6).

Conversely, observe that the functions (5.7)–(5.10) can be uniquely represented in the

form:

wν(t1, t2; z) = Φνe
ξ(tν ;z), w∗

ν(t1, t2; z) = Φ̃∗
νe

−ξ(tν ;z),
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where Φν are pseudo-differential operators of the form (3.1), and

Φ̃1 = 1 +
∑

i≥1

∂−i
1 ã1,i, Φ̃2 =


ρ+

∑

i≥1

∂−i
2 ã2,i


 e−β.

Based on the bilinear equation (5.6), we obtain the following results.

(i) For any i ∈ Z≥0, let ∂
i
1 act on (5.6) and let (t′1, t

′
2) = (t1, t2), then according to

Lemma 5.1 one derives

Res∂1

(
∂i1Φ1Φ̃1

)
= Res∂2

(
∂i1 〈Φ2〉 ∂

−2
2 Φ̃2

)
.

Clearly, the right hand side vanishes, hence Φ1Φ̃1 =
(
Φ1Φ̃1

)
+
= 1, namely,

Φ̃1 = Φ−1
1 .

(ii) For any i, j ∈ Z≥0, let ∂
i
1∂

j
2 act on (5.6) and let (t′1, t

′
2) = (t1, t2), then by using

Lemma 5.1 we have

Res∂1

(
∂i1∂

j
2 〈Φ1〉Φ

−1
1

)
= Res∂2

(
∂j2∂

i
1 〈Φ2〉 ∂

−2
2 Φ̃2

)
.

Namely, we obtain

Res∂1Res∂2

(
∂i1∂

j
2Φ1∂

−1
2 Φ−1

1

)
= Res∂2Res∂1

(
∂i1∂

j
2Φ2∂

−1
1 ∂−2

2 Φ̃2

)
. (5.14)

It is easy to see the following expansions:

Φ1∂
−1
2 Φ−1

1 = ∂−1
2 +

∑

k≥1

∑

l≥2

fkl∂
−k
1 ∂−l

2 , Φ2∂
−1
1 ∂−2

2 Φ̃2 =
∑

k≥1

∑

l≥2

gkl∂
−k
1 ∂−l

2

with certain coefficients fkl and gkl. Hence from (5.14) it follows that

Φ1∂
−1
2 Φ−1

1 − ∂−1
2 = Φ2∂

−1
1 ∂−2

2 Φ̃2, (5.15)

namely,

∂1Φ
−1
2 ∂−1

2 ∂2 〈Φ1〉 ∂
−1
2 Φ−1

1 = ∂−2
2 Φ̃2.

Note that the right hand side does not depend on ∂1, and that on the left hand side

the terms independent of ∂1 are Φ−1
2 ∂−1

2 · ∂2(a1,1) · ∂
−1
2 . Thus, with ρ = ∂2(a1,1)

we arrive at

Φ̃2 = ∂22Φ
−1
2 ∂−1

2 ρ∂−1
2 .

Substituting it into (5.15), we obtain

Φ1∂
−1
2 Φ−1

1 − ∂−1
2 = Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 ρ∂−1

2 , (5.16)

which is equivalent to the constraint (3.6) due to ρ 6= 0 and Proposition 4.2.

(iii) For any i ∈ Z≥0 and k ∈ Z≥1, let ∂
i
1

∂
∂t1,k

act on both sides of (5.6), and take

(t′1, t
′
2) = (t1, t2), then the right hand side vanishes and we arrive at

Resz

(
∂i1

( ∂Φ1

∂t1,k
+Φ1∂

k
1

)
eξ(t1;z) · (Φ−1

1 )∗e−ξ(t1;z)

)
= 0.

That is, due to Lemma 5.1,

Res∂1

(
∂i1

( ∂Φ1

∂t1,k
+Φ1∂

k
1

)
Φ−1
1

)
= 0.
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Hence (( ∂Φ1

∂t1,k
+Φ1∂

k
1

)
Φ−1
1

)

<0

= 0,

which leads to

∂Φ1

∂t1,k
= −

(
Φ1∂

k
1Φ

−1
1

)
<0

Φ1.

(iv) For any i ∈ Z≥0 and k ∈ Z≥1, let ∂
i
2

∂
∂t2,k

act on both sides of (5.6), and take

(t′1, t
′
2) = (t1, t2), then by using Lemma 5.1 we have

Res∂1∂
i
2

〈
∂Φ1

∂t2,k

〉
Φ−1
1 = Res∂2

(
∂i2

(
∂Φ2

∂t2,k
+Φ2∂

k
2

)
∂−2
2 · ∂22Φ

−1
2 ∂−1

2 ρ∂−1
2

)
.

Note that the left hand side is just ∂i2

(
∂a1,1
∂t2,k

)
, hence we obtain

((
∂Φ2

∂t2,k
+Φ2∂

k
2

)
Φ−1
2 ∂−1

2 ρ∂−1
2

)

<0

=
∂a1,1
∂t2,k

∂−1
2 .

It implies that ((
∂Φ2

∂t2,k
+Φ2∂

k
2

)
Φ−1
2

)

<1

= 0,

namely,

∂Φ2

∂t2,k
= −

(
Φ2∂

k
2Φ

−1
2

)
<1

Φ2. (5.17)

(v) For any i ∈ Z≥0 and k ∈ Z≥1, let ∂
i
1

∂
∂t2,k

act on both sides of (5.6), and take

(t′1, t
′
2) = (t1, t2), then with the same method as before we have

Res∂1∂
i
1

∂Φ1

∂t2,k
Φ−1
1 = Res∂2

(
∂i1

〈
∂Φ2

∂t2,k
+Φ2∂

k
2

〉
∂−2
2 · ∂22Φ

−1
2 ∂−1

2 ρ∂−1
2

)
. (5.18)

The right hand side is, thanks to (5.16) and (5.17),

r.h.s. =Res∂2Res∂1

(
∂i1

(
∂Φ2

∂t2,k
+Φ2∂

k
2

)
∂−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 ρ∂−1

2

)

=Res∂1Res∂2

(
∂i1(Φ2∂

k
2Φ

−1
2 )≥1Φ2∂

−1
1 Φ−1

2 ∂−1
2 ρ∂−1

2

)

=Res∂1Res∂2

(
∂i1(Φ2∂

k
2Φ

−1
2 )≥1

(
Φ1∂

−1
2 Φ−1

1 − ∂−1
2

))

=Res∂1

(
∂i1 · (Φ2∂

k
2Φ

−1
2 )≥1 〈Φ1〉Φ

−1
1

)
.

Substituting it into (5.18) we arrive at

∂Φ1

∂t2,k
Φ−1
1 = (Φ2∂

k
2Φ

−1
2 )≥1 〈Φ1〉Φ

−1
1 ,

which leads to
∂Φ1

∂t2,k
= (Φ2∂

k
2Φ

−1
2 )≥1 〈Φ1〉 .

Similarly, for any i ∈ Z≥0 and k ∈ Z≥1, let ∂
i
2

∂
∂t1,k

act on both sides of (5.6), and

take (t′1, t
′
2) = (t1, t2), then one shows

∂Φ2

∂t1,k
= (Φ1∂

k
1Φ

−1
1 )≥0 〈Φ2〉 .
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Therefore the theorem is proved. �

Clearly, if one takes t′2 = t2 in the bilinear equation (5.6), then it is reduced to the

well-known bilinear equation of the KP hierarchy with Baker-Akhiezer function w1 and

the time variables t1. As an application of Theorem 5.2, let us study the relationship

between the KP-mKP hierarchy and the extension of KP hierarchy studied in [15, 21],

which is a subhierarchy of the dispersive universal Whitham hierarchy [13, 19].

Let us recall the extended KP hierarchy following the notations used in [15]. Consider

two pseudo-differential operators of the form:

Φ = 1 +
∑

i≥1

ai∂
−i
1 , Φ̂ = eθ


1 +

∑

i≥1

bi∂
i
1


 ,

where ai, θ, bi belong to a certain graded algebra of smooth functions of x. We refer the

readers to [14] for details on pseudo-differential operators that contain infinitely many

positive powers of a derivation. The following evolutionary equations are well defined:

∂Φ

∂tk
= −

(
Φ∂k1Φ

−1
)
<0

Φ,
∂Φ̂

∂tk
=
(
Φ∂k1Φ

−1
)
≥0

Φ̂− δk1Φ̂∂1, (5.19)

∂Φ

∂t̂k
= −

(
Φ̂∂k1 Φ̂

−1
)
<0

Φ,
∂Φ̂

∂t̂k
=
(
Φ̂∂k1 Φ̂

−1
)
≥0

Φ̂, (5.20)

where k ∈ Z≥1. These equations compose the so-called extended KP hierarchy, which is a

subhierarchy of the dispersive Whitham hierarchy associated to the Riemann sphere with

two points ∞ and ∂1(θ); see [15, 19]. Similar as before, we take t1 = x.

Given a solution of the extended KP hierarchy (5.19)–(5.20), the Baker-Akhiezer func-

tions and the adjoint Baker-Akhiezer functions are defined by:

ψ(t, t̂; z) = Φeξ(t;z), ψ̂(t, t̂; z) = Φ̂exz−ξ(t̂;z−1),

ψ†(t, t̂; z) = (Φ−1)∗e−ξ(t;z), ψ̂†(t, t̂; z) = (Φ̂−1)∗e−xz+ξ(t̂;z−1),

where t = (t1, t2, t3, . . . ) and t̂ = (t̂1, t̂2, t̂3, . . . ). Observe that these (adjoint) Baker-

Akhiezer functions take the form:

ψ(t, t̂; z) =


1 +

∑

i≥1

ai(t, t̂)z
−i


 eξ(t;z),

ψ̂(t, t̂; z) = eθ(t,t̂)


1 +

∑

i≥1

bi(t, t̂)z
i


 exz−ξ(t̂;z−1),

ψ†(t, t̂; z) =


1 +

∑

i≥1

a†i (t, t̂)z
−i


 e−ξ(t;z),

ψ̂†(t, t̂; z) = e−θ(t,t̂)


̺(t, t̂) +

∑

i≥1

b†i (t, t̂)z
i


 e−xz+ξ(t̂;z−1),

where

̺ = eθ
(
Φ̂−1

)∗
(1) 6= 0.
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Theorem 5.3 ([15]). The extended KP hierarchy (5.19)–(5.20) is equivalent to the fol-

lowing bilinear equation of (adjoint) Baker-Akhiezer functions

Resz

(
ψ(t, t̂; z)ψ†(t′, t̂′; z)

)
= Resz

(
ψ̂(t, t̂; z)ψ̂†(t′, t̂′; z)

)
, (5.21)

with arbitrary time variables (t, t̂) and (t′, t̂′).

Taking Theorems 5.2 and 5.3 together, it leads to the following result.

Corollary 5.4. The following statements hold true:

(i) The bilinear equations (5.6) and (5.21) are converted to each other by identifying

the (adjoint) Baker-Akhiezer functions as

w1(t1, t2; z) = ψ(t1, t2; z), w∗
1(t1, t2; z) = ψ†(t1, t2; z), (5.22)

w2(t1, t2; z) = ψ̂(t1,−t2; z
−1), w∗

2(t1, t2; z) = ψ̂†(t1,−t2; z
−1); (5.23)

(ii) Whenever ρ 6= 0, the KP-mKP hierarchy (3.4)–(3.6) is equivalent to the extended

KP hierarchy (5.19)–(5.20), whose solutions are related by

Φ1 = Φ|(t,t̂)7→(t1,t2)
, Φ2 = Φ̂

∣∣∣
(t,t̂)7→(t1,−t2); ∂i

1
7→(−∂2)−i

· e−x∂−1

2 . (5.24)

Proof: If we do the replacement z 7→ 1/z on the right hand side of the bilinear equation

(5.6), and substitute into it with (5.22)–(5.23), then we obtain the bilinear equation (5.21),

and vice versa. So the first item is verified. Accordingly, with the help of the definitions

of the (adjoint) Baker-Akhiezer functions, we conclude the second item. The corollary is

proved. �

Remark 5.5. In particular, the formulae (5.22)–(5.23), or equivalently (5.24), yield

β(t1, t2) = θ(t1,−t2), ρ(t1, t2) = ̺(t1,−t2).

It implies that, the Bäcklund transformation (4.1) induces a certain transformation of a

subhierarchy of the dispersive Whitham hierarchy associated to the Riemann sphere such

that the marked points change as
(
∞, ∂1(β(t1,−t2))

)
7→
(
− ∂1(β(−t2, t1)),∞

)
.

�

For the KP-mKP hierarchy (3.4)–(3.6), there is another version of bilinear equation

besides (5.6) (or (5.21)). More exactly, given a solution of the KP-mKP hierarchy, let us

introduce

w†
1(t1, t2; z) =

(
∂1Φ

−1
1 eβ∂−1

1 e−β
)∗
e−ξ(t1;z), w†

2(t1, t2; z) =
(
∂2Φ

−1
2 ∂−1

2

)∗
e−ξ(t2;z).

(5.25)

Theorem 5.6. The KP-mKP hierarchy (3.4)–(3.6) is equivalent to the following bilinear

equation

Resz

(
z−1w1(t1, t2; z)w

†
1(t

′
1, t

′
2; z)

)
= Resz

(
z−1w2(t1, t2; z)w

†
2(t

′
1, t

′
2; z)

)
(5.26)

with arbitrary time variables (t1, t2) and (t′1, t
′
2).

Proof: The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 5.2. �
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Remark 5.7. Under the assumption given in Remark 3.8, one has

w†
ν(t1, t2; z) = wν(t1, t2;−z), ν ∈ {1, 2}.

Hence from (5.26) it is reduced to the bilinear equation of (adjoint) Baker-Akhiezer func-

tions for the two-component BKP hierarchy [5]; see also [14, 18]. �

6. Tau functions

Following the approach in [7, 8, 9], we are to introduce two tau functions of the KP-mKP

hierarchy, such that the hierarchy can be recast to the form of Hirota bilinear equations

of tau functions.

For ν ∈ {1, 2}, let us consider the following shifting operators

Gν(z) = exp

(
−

∞∑

k=1

1

kzk
∂

∂tν,k

)
.

Clearly, one has

Gνf(tν) = f
(
tν − [z−1]

)
with [z−1] =

(
1

z
,

1

2z2
,

1

3z3
, . . .

)
.

What is more, for generic parameters z, ζ and ε, the conventions as follows are assumed:

Gν(ζ)e
−ξ(tν ;z) =e−ξ(tν ;z)ζ

∞∑

m=0

zm

ζm+1
, (6.1)

Gν(ε)Gν(ζ)e
−ξ(tν ;z) =e−ξ(tν ;z) εζ

z(ε− ζ)

(
ζ

∞∑

m=0

zm

ζm+1
− ε

∞∑

m=0

zm

εm+1

)
. (6.2)

Given a solution of the KP-mKP hierarchy (3.4)–(3.6), we recall its Baker-Akhiezer

functions in (5.1) and (5.25), and introduce the following formal power series in z−1:

φν(z) = wν(t1, t2; z)e
−ξ(tν ;z), φ†ν(z) = w†

ν(t1, t2; z)e
ξ(tν ;z) (6.3)

with ν ∈ {1, 2}. Here and below, without any confusion we do not write explicitly the

dependence on the time variables (t1, t2) to avoid lengthy notations. It is easy to see that

these series take the form:

φ1(z) = 1 +
∑

i≥1

a1,iz
−i, φ2(z) = eβ

(
1 +

∑

i≥1

a2,iz
−i
)
,

φ†1(z) = 1 +
∑

i≥1

â1,1z
−i, φ†2(z) = e−β

(
1 +

∑

i≥1

â2,iz
−i
)
.

Lemma 6.1. The following equalities hold true:

φ1(z)G1(z)φ
†
1(z) = eβG1(z)e

−β , (6.4)

φ2(z)G2(z)φ
†
2(z) = 1, (6.5)

∂1 log φ1(z) = (1−G1(z))a1,1, (6.6)

∂2 log φ2(z) = ∂2(β) + (1−G2(z))a2,1. (6.7)
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Proof: Let us take t′1 = t1 − [ζ−1] and t′2 = t2 in the bilinear equation (5.26), with the

help of (6.1) we have

Resz

(
z−1φ1(z)G1(ζ)φ

†
1(z)ζ

∞∑

m=0

zm

ζm+1

)
= eβG1(ζ)e

−β .

The left hand side is just φ1(ζ)G1(ζ)φ
†
1(ζ), hence the equality (6.4) is verified. Similarly,

the equality (6.5) follows by letting t′2 = t2 − [ζ−1] and t′1 = t1 in the bilinear equation

(5.26).

Recalling the adjoint Baker-Akhiezer functions given in (5.3) and (5.4), we introduce

φ∗ν(z) = w∗
ν(t1, t2; z)e

ξ(t1;z), ν ∈ {1, 2}.

It is easy to see that these series take the form

φ∗1(z) = 1− a1,1z
−1 + l.o.t., φ∗2(z) = e−β

(
ρ− (ρa2,1 + 2ρ∂2(β) − ∂2(ρ))z

−1 + l.o.t.
)
,

where ‘l.o.t.’ stands for lower-order terms of powers in z−1. With the same method as

before, by letting t′1 = t1 − [ζ−1] and t′2 = t2 in the bilinear equation (5.6), one has

Resz

(
φ1(z)G1(ζ)φ

∗
1(z)ζ

∞∑

m=0

zm

ζm+1

)
= 0,

which implies

φ1(ζ)G1(ζ)φ
∗
1(ζ)− 1 = 0. (6.8)

Letting ∂1 act on both sides of (5.6), and taking t′1 = t1 − [ζ−1] and t′2 = t2, one has

Resz

(
(∂1φ1(z) + zφ1(z))G1(ζ)φ

∗
1(z)ζ

∞∑

m=0

zm

ζm+1

)
= 0,

which leads to

∂1φ1(ζ) ·G1(ζ)φ
∗
1(ζ) + ζ

(
φ1(ζ)G1(ζ)φ

∗
1(ζ)− 1− a1,1ζ

−1 +G1(ζ)a1,1ζ
−1
)
= 0.

This equality together with (6.8) implies the equality (6.6). Accordingly, from (6.6) we

obtain

∂2 log
(
e−βφ2(z)

)
= (1−G2(z))a2,1,

which is just (6.7). The lemma is proved. �

For ν ∈ {1, 2}, we consider the following differential operators:

Nν(z) = −
∂

∂z
+

∞∑

k=1

1

zk+1

∂

∂tν,k
.

It is easy to see that, for any function f independent of the parameter z,

Nν(z)Gν(z)f = 0. (6.9)

Lemma 6.2. For µ, ν ∈ {1, 2}, the following equalities hold true:

Nν(ε)Nµ(ζ) log φµ(ζ) = Nµ(ζ)Nν(ε) log φν(ε). (6.10)

Proof: Let us verify the equalities (6.10) case by case.
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(i) When µ 6= ν, let t′1 = t1− [ζ−1] and t′2 = t2− [ε−1] in the bilinear equation (5.26),

then according to (6.1) we have

Resz

(
z−1φ1(z)G1(ζ)G2(ε)φ

†
1(z)ζ

∞∑

m=0

zm

ζm+1

)

=Resz

(
z−1φ2(z)G1(ζ)G2(ε)φ

†
2(z)ε

∞∑

m=0

zm

εm+1

)
.

Namely,

φ1(ζ)G1(ζ)G2(ε)φ
†
1(ζ) = φ2(ε)G1(ζ)G2(ε)φ

†
2(ε).

By virtue of (6.4) and (6.5) in Lemma 6.1, this equality is recast to

φ1(ζ)G2(ε)
eβG1(ζ)e

−β

φ1(ζ)
= φ2(ε)G1(ζ)

1

φ2(ε)
,

or equivalently,

(1−G2(ε)) log φ1(ζ) +G2(ε) (1−G1(ζ))β = (1−G1(ζ)) log φ2(ε).

Let N1(ζ)N2(ε) act on both sides, then with the help of (6.9) we arrive at

N1(ζ)N2(ε) log φ1(ζ) = N1(ζ)N2(ε) log φ2(ε).

(ii) When µ = ν = 1, let t′1 = t1 − [ζ−1] − [ε−1] and t′2 = t2 in the bilinear equation

(5.6), then by using (6.2) we have

Resz

(
φ1(z)G1(ζ)G1(ε)φ

∗
1(z)

εζ

z(ε − ζ)

(
ζ

∞∑

m=0

zm

ζm+1
− ε

∞∑

m=0

zm

εm+1

))
= 0.

It leads to

φ1(ζ)G1(ζ)G1(ε)φ
∗
1(ζ) = φ1(ε)G1(ζ)G1(ε)φ

∗
1(ε),

which together with (6.8) implies

(1−G1(ε)) log φ1(ζ) = (1−G1(ζ)) log φ1(ε).

Letting N1(ε)N1(ζ) act on both sides, one obtains

N1(ε)N1(ζ) log φ1(ζ) = N1(ζ)N1(ε) log φ1(ε). (6.11)

(iii) When µ = ν = 2, by using Proposition 4.1 and the equality (6.11) we have

N2(ε)N2(ζ) log
(
e−βφ2(ζ)

)
= N2(ε)N2(ζ) log

(
e−βφ2(ε)

)
.

Hence we conclude

N2(ε)N2(ζ) log φ2(ζ) = N2(ε)N2(ζ) log φ2(ε).

Therefore the lemma is proved. �

Remark 6.3. For the purpose of shortening the proofs of Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2, both

bilinear equations (5.6) and (5.26) have been employed. In fact, one can prove these two

lemmas based on only the bilinear equation (5.26), in consideration of its second-order

derivatives with respect to x and y. �
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With the help of the series given in (6.3), we introduce a class of functions of (t1, t2) as

ην,k = −Reszz
kNν(z) log φν(z),

where ν ∈ {1, 2} and k ∈ Z≥1. For example, we have

η1,1 =− Resz

(
z

(
−
∂

∂z
+ z−2 ∂

∂t1,1
+ l.o.t.

)
log
(
1 + a1,1z

−1 + l.o.t.
))

= −a1,1, (6.12)

η2,1 =− Resz

(
z

(
−
∂

∂z
+ z−2 ∂

∂t2,1
+ l.o.t.

)
log
(
eβ
(
1 + a2,1z

−1 + l.o.t.
)))

=− ∂2(β)− a2,1. (6.13)

Lemma 6.4. The following 1-form is closed:

η =
2∑

ν=1

∞∑

k=1

ην,kdtν,k.

Proof: For any ν, µ ∈ {1, 2} and k, l ∈ Z≥1, it is straightforward to show

∂ην,k
∂tµ,l

=Resζζ
lNµ(ζ)ην,k

=− ResζResεζ
lεkNµ(ζ)Nν(ε) log φν(ε)

=− ResεResζζ
lεkNν(ε)Nµ(ζ) log φµ(ζ)

=Resεε
kNν(ε)ηµ,l

=
∂ηµ,l
∂tν,k

,

in which the third equality is due to Lemma 6.2. The lemma is proved. �

According to the lemma, there locally exists a function τ1 = τ1(t1, t2) such that

η = d log τ1.

Note that log τ1 is determined up to addition of a linear function of the time variables

(t1, t2). Moreover, we introduce τ2 = eβτ1.

Definition 6.5. The functions τ1 and τ2 are called the tau functions of the KP-mKP

hierarchy (3.4)–(3.6).

Proposition 6.6. The tau functions satisfy

φ1(z) =
G1(z)τ1
τ1

, φ†1(z) =
G−1

1 (z)τ2
τ2

, (6.14)

φ2(z) =
G2(z)τ2
τ1

, φ†2(z) =
G−1

2 (z)τ1
τ2

. (6.15)

Here note that G−1
ν (z) = exp

(∑∞
k=1

1
kzk

∂
∂tν,k

)
.

Proof: In combination of the equalities (6.6), (6.12) and η1,1 = ∂1 log τ1, one has

∂1 (log φ1(z)− (G1(z)− 1) log τ1) = 0.
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Since log φ1(z)− (G1(z)− 1) log τ1 is a series in z−1 whose coefficients can be represented

as differential polynomials in {a1,k}
∞
k=1 without constant terms, then it vanishes indeed.

Hence the first equality in (6.14) is verified. Subsequently, with the help of (6.4) we have

φ†1(z) =
G−1

1 (z)eβ

eβ
1

G−1
1 (z)φ1(z)

=
G−1

1 (z)eβ

eβ
G−1

1 (z)τ1
τ1

=
G−1

1 (z)τ2
τ2

,

which is just the second equality in (6.14).

On the other hand, by using the equalities (6.7), (6.13) and η2,1 = ∂2 log τ1, one has

∂2 log φ2(z) = ∂2(β) + (G2(z)− 1) (∂2 log τ1 + ∂2(β)) ,

that is,

∂2 (log φ2(z)− (G2(z)− 1) log τ1 −G2(z)β) = 0.

For the same reason as before, it follows that

log φ2(z)− (G2(z)− 1) log τ1 −G2(z)β = 0.

Hence the first equality in (6.15) is verified by

φ2(z) =
G2(z)(τ1e

β)

τ1
=
G2(z)τ2
τ1

.

Moreover, by using (6.5) we obtain

φ†2(z) =
1

G−1
1 (z)φ2(z)

=
G−1

2 (z)τ1
τ2

.

Therefore the proposition is proved. �

This proposition immediately leads to the main theorem of the present section.

Theorem 6.7. The Baker-Akhiezer functions given by (5.1) and the adjoint Baker-

Akhiezer functions by (5.25) can be represented via the tau functions as:

w1(t1, t2; z) =
τ1(t1 − [z−1], t2)

τ1(t1, t2)
eξ(t1;z),

w†
1(t1, t2; z) =

τ2(t1 + [z−1], t2)

τ2(t1, t2)
e−ξ(t1;z),

w2(t1, t2; z) =
τ2(t1, t2 − [z−1])

τ1(t1, t2)
eξ(t2;z),

w†
2(t1, t2; z) =

τ1(t1, t2 + [z−1])

τ2(t1, t2)
e−ξ(t2;z).

So the bilinear equation (5.26) can be recast to

Resz

(
z−1τ1(t1 − [z−1], t2)τ2(t

′
1 + [z−1], t′2)e

ξ(t1−t
′
1
;z)
)

=Resz

(
z−1τ2(t1, t2 − [z−1])τ1(t

′
1, t

′
2 + [z−1])eξ(t2−t

′
2
;z)
)
. (6.16)

The bilinear equation (6.16) can be represented in the form of Hirota equations [10].

To this end let us introduce some notations. We recall the set I of indices given in the

proof of Theorem 5.2. For m = (m1,m2, . . . ) ∈ I, one has the following notations:

|m| =
∑

i≥1

mi, ||m|| =
∑

i≥1

imi, m! =
∏

i≥1

mi!.
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Moreover, given two elements m = (m1,m2,m3, . . . ) and l = (l1, l2, l3, . . . ) of I, we write

l ≤ m if

m− l = (m1 − l1,m2 − l2,m3 − l3, . . . ) ∈ I.

For f and g being two functions of (t1, t2), the Hirota operators Dν,k are defined by

Dν,kf · g =
∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

(
f |tν,k 7→tν,k+s g|tν,k 7→tν,k−s

)
, (6.17)

where ν ∈ {1, 2} and k ∈ Z≥1. Denote

Dν = (Dν,1,Dν,2,Dν,3, . . . ) , D̃ν =

(
Dν,1,

1

2
Dν,2,

1

3
Dν,3, . . .

)
,

and, for m = (m1,m2, . . . ) ∈ I we write (cf. (5.11))

Dν
m =

∏

i≥1

(Dν,i)
mi .

Proposition 6.8. Let pk with k ≥ 0 be the Schur polynomials given by

eξ(tν ;z) =
∑

k

pk(tν)z
k.

The bilinear equation (6.16) can be recast to the following system of Hirota equations: for

any m,n ∈ I,


∑

l≤m

2|l|

(m− l)! l!n!
p||l||(−D̃1)D1

m−l
D2

n

−
∑

l≤n

(−1)|m|+|n−l| 2|l|

m! (n − l)! l!
D1

m
D2

n−lp||l||(D̃2)


 τ1 · τ2 = 0. (6.18)

Proof: For ν ∈ {1, 2}, denote sν = (sν,1, sν,2, sν,3, . . . ). According to (6.17) on has

exp




2∑

ν=1

∑

k≥1

sν,kDν,k


 f · g = f(t1 + s1, t2 + s2)g(t1 − s1, t2 − s2).

Let us do the replacements:

tν 7→ tν + sν , t′ν 7→ tν − sν

in the bilinear equation (6.16). Accordingly, the left hand side of the bilinear equation

reads

l.h.s. =Resz

(
z−1τ1

(
t1 + s1 − [z−1], t2 + s2

)
τ2
(
t1 − s1 + [z−1], t2 − s2

)
eξ(2s1;z)

)

=Resz

(
z−1eξ(2s1;z)e−

∑
r≥1

1

rzr
D1,re

∑
k≥1

s1,kD1,ke
∑

l≥1
s2,lD2,l

)
τ1 · τ2

=
∑

j≥0

pj(2s1)pj(−D̃1)
∑

m,n∈I

s1
m s2

n

m!n!
D1

m
D2

n τ1 · τ2

=
∑

l∈I

(2s1)
l

l!
p||l||(−D̃1)

∑

m,n∈I

s1
m s2

n

m!n!
D1

m
D2

n τ1 · τ2

=
∑

m,n,l∈I

2|l|

l!m!n!
s1

l+m s2
np||l||(−D̃1)D1

m
D2

n τ1 · τ2
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=
∑

m,n∈I

∑

l≤m

2|l|

(m− l)! l!n!
s1

m s2
np||l||(−D̃1)D1

m−l
D2

n τ1 · τ2, (6.19)

where the third equality is due to

∑

j≥0

pj(2s1) =
∑

j≥0

∑

||l||=j

(2s1)
l

l!
=
∑

l∈I

(2s1)
l

l!
.

In the same way, the right hand side of the bilinear equation is

r.h.s. =Resz

(
z−1τ1

(
t1 − s1, t2 − s2 + [z−1]

)
τ2
(
t1 + s1, t2 + s2 − [z−1]

)
eξ(2s2;z)

)

=Resz

(
z−1eξ(2s2;z)e

∑
r≥1

1

rzr
D2,re−

∑
k≥1

s1,kD1,ke−
∑

l≥1
s2,lD2,l

)
τ1 · τ2

=
∑

j≥0

pj(2s2)pj(D̃2)
∑

m,n∈I

(−s1)
m (−s2)

n

m!n!
D1

m
D2

n τ1 · τ2

=
∑

l∈I

(2s2)
l

l!
p||l||(D̃2)

∑

m,n∈I

(−s1)
m (−s2)

n

m!n!
D1

m
D2

n τ1 · τ2

=
∑

m,n,l∈I

(−1)|m|+|n| 2|l|

l!m!n!
s1

m s2
l+n

D1
m
D2

np||l||(D̃2) τ1 · τ2

=
∑

m,n∈I

∑

l≤n

(−1)|m|+|n−l| 2|l|

m! (n − l)! l!
s1

m s2
n
D1

m
D2

n−lp||l||(D̃2) τ1 · τ2. (6.20)

By comparing the coefficients of s1
m s2

n in (6.19) and (6.20), we conclude the proposition.

�

Example 6.9. One can write some equations in (6.18) explicitly as follows:

(i) For m = (2, 0, 0, . . . ) and n = (0, 0, 0, . . . ),
(
D1,2 +D1,1

2
)
τ1 · τ2 = 0; (6.21)

(ii) For m = (0, 0, 0, . . . ) and n = (2, 0, 0, . . . ),

(
D2,2 −D2,1

2
)
τ1 · τ2 = 0; (6.22)

(iii) For m = (3, 0, 0, . . . ) and n = (0, 0, 0, . . . ),
(
4D1,3 + 3D1,2D1,1 −D1,1

3
)
τ1 · τ2 = 0. (6.23)

(iv) For m = (4, 0, 0, . . . ) and n = (0, 0, 0, . . . ),
(
6D1,4 + 8D1,3D1,1 − 3D1,2

2 +D1,1
4
)
τ1 · τ2 = 0. (6.24)

(v) For m = (2, 1, 0, 0, . . . ) and n = (0, 0, 0, . . . ),
(
2D1,4 +D1,2

2 −D1,2D1,1
2
)
τ1 · τ2 = 0. (6.25)

(vi) For m = (0, 0, 1, 0, 0, . . . ) and n = (0, 2, 0, 0, . . . ),

(
6D1,3D2,4 + 8D1,3D2,1D2,3 −D1,3D2,2

2 + 6D1,1D1,2D2,2
2

−2D3
1,1D2,2

2 − 6D1,3D2,1
2D2,2 +D1,3D2,1

4
)
τ1 · τ2 = 0.
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Observe that equations (6.21)–(6.25) agree with those of the mKP hierarchy given in [11].

In particular, with

β = log
τ2
τ1
, u =

∂2 log τ1
∂x2

,

equations (6.21) and (6.22) can be recast to equations (3.22) and (3.23) respectively.

Moreover, if one rewrites τ1 = τKW and τ2 = τo, then equations (6.21) and (6.23)–(6.25)

coincide with the Hirota equations given in Section 3 of [1] to describe the intersection

numbers on the moduli space of Riemann surfaces with boundary (see also [2, 3]).

7. Concluding remarks

With the help of pseudo-differential operators of two derivations, we have constructed

the KP-mKP hierarchy (3.4)–(3.6), which can be reduced to the KP hierarchy, the mKP

hierarchy and the two-component BKP hierarchy. From our approach, as well as those in

[9, 18], one sees that pseudo-differential operators of more derivations than one provide

an efficient tool to describe integrable hierarchies.

The KP-mKP hierarchy (3.4)–(3.6) is rewritten into two versions of bilinear equations,

say, equations (5.6) and (5.26), of Baker-Akhiezer functions and adjoint Baker-Akhiezer

functions. Based on the former version of these bilinear equations, we show that the

KP-mKP hierarchy is equivalent to a certain subhierarchy of the dispersive Whitham hi-

erarchy. Based on the latter version of these bilinear equations, we obtain Hirota equations

of two tau functions of the KP-mKP hierarchy, part of which are satisfied by generating

functions of intersection numbers. We hope that our results would be helpful to under-

stand the dispersive Whitham hierarchy of general cases, and generating functions for the

intersection numbers on the moduli space of Riemann surfaces with boundary. We will

study these topics elsewhere.
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