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NON-AUTONOMOUS SOLITON HIERARCHIES

MACIEJ BEASZAKT, KRZYSZTOF MARCINIAK*, AND BLAZEJ SZABLIKOWSKI'

ABSTRACT. A formalism of systematic construction of integrable non-autonomous deformations
of soliton hierarchies is presented. The theory is formulated as an initial value problem (IVP)
for an associated Frobenius integrability condition on a Lie algebra. It is showed that this IVP
has a formal solution and within the framewrok of two particular subalgebras of the hereditary
Lie algebra the explicit forms of this formal solution are presented. Finally, this formalism is
applied to Korteveg-de Vries, dispersive water waves and Ablowitz-Kaup-Newell-Segur soliton
hierarchies.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we present a systematic method of deforming of commuting hierarchies of
autonomous evolutionary flows, i.e. systems of evolutionary PDE’s of the form

uy, = Kplul, n=12..., (1.1)

(where u = u(z) = (u1(2),...,un(z))" and where each K,[u] is some vector field depending on
u and a finite number of its z-derivatives, but not explicitely on times (i.e. evolution parameters
t;) and such that

(K, K,) =0, m,n=12,..., (1.2)
to the non-autonomous hierarchies of evolutionary flows
ug, = Ky, ([u],z,t1,. .., t) n=12,..., (1.3)
that satisfy the Frobenius integrability condition
oK, K,
— K., K, =0 =1,2,.... 1.4
3tm 3tn +[ m>s n] 9 m,n 9 4y ( )

In (1.1) and (1.3) K,, and K,, are vector fields, depending on u and a finite number of its z-
derivatives on some infinite-dimensional functional manifold and K,, do not depend explicitly on
times t;. Note that in (1.3) we assume triangular dependence of vector fields K,, on times t; for
1 < i < n, which in result simplifies the Frobenius condition (1.4) to
K,
Ot
The condition (1.2) (which is nothing else than the Frobenius integrability condition for the

+[Km,Kn] =0, m<n. (1.5)

autonomous system (1.1)) means that the system (1.1) has a common, multi-time solution
through each initial condition u(z,0,0,...) = wup(x). Likewise, the Frobenius condition (1.4)
means that the system (1.3) has a common, multi-time solution through each initial condition
u(z,0,0,...) = ug(x). If these compatibility conditions are not met it makes no sense to consider
the systems in (1.1) or the systems in (1.3) as hierarchies; they are simply not compatible.

fFacuLTY OF Prysics, AbDAM MICKIEWICZ UNIVERSITY, UNIWERSYTETU POZNANSKIEGO 2, 61-614 POzZNAN,
PorLanD
YDEPARTMENT OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY, LINKOPING UNIVERSITY, CAMPUS NORRKOPING, 601 74 NOR-
RKOPING, SWEDEN
E-mail addresses: blaszakm@amu.edu.pl, krzma@itn.liu.se, bszablik@amu.edu.pl.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.08656v1

NON-AUTONOMOUS SOLITON HIERARCHIES 2

In order to highlight the main algebraic ingredients of our construction we first (Section 2)
formulate our theory in a more general framework, as an initial-value problem (IVP) for A-
valued functions K,, satisfying (1.5), where A is a non-abelian Lie algebra. In Theorem 3 and
Corollary 4 we show that this IVP has a formal solution. Next, we present solutions of the
IVP for particular subalgebras of the hereditary Lie algebra [1, 2, 3] (Section 3) and then we
apply these results to soliton hierarchies (Section 4). In Section 4 we also find the zero-curvature
representations for the non-autonomous hierarchies (1.3) from zero-curvature representations of
the corresponding autonomous hierarchies (1.1). We illustrate our method on three examples:
KdV hierarchy (Section 5), dispersive water wave (DWW) hierarchy in the framework of [4, 5]
(Section 5) and Ablowitz-Kaup-Newell-Segur (AKNS) hierarchy [6] (Section 7).

We believe that the results presented in this article are important as the majority of research
in the theory of integrable PDE’s focuses on autonomous systems of type (1.1). To our best
knowledge, the non-autonomous deformations (1.3) of soliton hierarchies have not been previously
studied. The usual approach to non-autonomous soliton equations is to modify a single chosen
soliton equation by assuming some time-dependence of one or more of its coefficients, see for
example [7, 8] or [9].

This article was inspired by our results presented in [10, 11, 12|, where we have considered
polynomial in times deformations of autonomous Liouville integrable finite dimensional systems,
i.e. systems of the form

d
d_i- = ndhi,  hi=hi(z), i=1,...,n,

{hi,h;} =0, ,7=1,...,n,

on some 2n-dimensional manifold equipped with a Poisson bivector m, to non-autonomous Frobe-
nius integrable systems

d
_df = ndH;,  H;=H;(z,t1,...,t,), i=1,...,n,
(3
OH; OH;
H; H, i i1
{ (3] ]}W—i_ 8tj Btl Y Z?] Y ,7’L,

on the same manifold; here x denotes points on this manifold. Another inspiration for this
work was the article [13] in which the author constructed non-autonomous KdV hierarchies
from Painlevé systems that were obtained as deformations of Stéckel separable systems. This
construction, however, was dependent on the dimension n of the underlying Stéckel systems;
increasing n led to a completely different finite hierarchy. This drawback is not present in the
theory we develop in this article.

2. FROBENIUS INTEGRABILITY CONDITION IN LIE ALGEBRAS

In this section we present a formal solution to the Frobenius integrability condition (1.5)
formulated as an initial-value problem (IVP) for finite or infinite sets {Ko, Ky, ...} of elements
K,, that belong to a non-abelian Lie algebra A and such that each element K, depends on (at
most) n + 1 real evolutionary parameters (times) ¢;, so that

K, = Kn(to,- .., tn). (2.1)

Thus, all elements K,, will be some A-valued functions of a finite number of real parameters t;.
The word formal means in this context that we do not consider any convergence issues that may
arise in the formulas presented in this section. However, in the next sections we will apply our
theory to soliton hierarchies and then all the expressions appearing in this section will become
convergent (in fact, finite); the A-valued functions K,, will then become Frobenius integrable
deformations of soliton hierarchies.
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Definition 1. We say that the set (finite or not) {Kp,Kj,...} of A-valued functions K; =

K;(to, ... ,t;) satisfies the Frobenius integrability condition (in a triangular form) if
0K
at] +adg, K; =0, 0<i<j. (2.2)
i

Here and in what follows adg, is the adjoint action in the Lie algebra A so that adk, K; =
[K;, K;]. Note that the triangular dependence of K,, on t; given in (2.1) means that (2.2) is the
actual complete Frobenius condition

oty ot

simply because (2.1) implies that %Hé" =0fori<j.

+ [K;, K] =0, 0< <y,

We begin our exposition by presenting a well-known fact.

Proposition 2. Consider the following linear initial value problem

d
d_qtj + Av =0, v(0) = vy, (2.3)
where A = A(t) is some time-dependent linear operator acting in A, v = v(t) is an A-valued

function and where vog € A. Then the formal solution of this problem is

v(t) = vy — Oy TAwvg + 9, T AD;  Avy — 9,7 T ADTTAD Ay + .

= (14 0;'A) Ly,
t
atlz/ dt’
0

1s the formal linear operator of definite integration with respect to the time variable t so that
Bt_lA is a t-dependent operator on A.

where

Proof. Indeed, given that for any linear operator B in A we have, formally,
1+B) '=1-B+B*-B3+...=1-B(1+B)!, (2.4)
then, taking B = 0, LA, we obtain

do(t)
dt

= 0;(1+ 07 ' A)Lwg = 9y (vo — 07 A1 + 0,7 1A) L)
= A1+ 0;71A) twy = —Av(t).
0

In the case A does not depend on ¢ we obtain the well known solution of the IVP (2.3) in the
form of the exponential of A:

dA

o

We will now generalize this result to the case of a system of linear time-dependent equations. As

0 = o(t)=0+0"A) vy = exp(—tA)vy. (2.5)

notified above, we will work with A-valued functions of some parameters t;, which we will often
call times.

Theorem 3. Suppose that n A-valued functions Ko, ... ,K,_1 satisfy the following conditions:
Ki:Ki(tO7---ati)7 i:O,l,...,n—l, (26&)

0K,

ot;

+adg, K; =0, 0<i<j<n (2.6b)
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Then the initial value problem

OK

8_75,~+adKiK:O’ 1=0,....,n—1, (2.7a)
K(0,...,0) =K € A. (2.7b)

for the A-valued function K = K(tg,...,t,—1) has the formal solution
K(to,....tp—1) = 1+ 0, adk, )"+ (1+0;, " adk,) (1 + 0;," adk,) 'K, (2.8)

where

—1 N — ti
9, f(t:) = /0 F(t) dt.

Assuming that K in (2.7b) depends on an additional evolution parameter ¢, we arrive at the
following corollary.

Corollary 4. Suppose that n A-valued functions Ko, ..., K,,—1 satisfy the conditions (2.6). Sup-
pose also that an A-valued function K,= K, (to,...,t,) satisfies the following initial value prob-

lem
oK
© +adg, K, =0, 0<i<n, (2.9a)
ot;
Ky, (0,...,0,t,) = Ky(t,), (2.9b)
N

n

where K, (t,,) is an A-valued function of t,,. Then, the IVP (2.9) has the unique (formal) solution
Ko(to, .- tn) = (1+ 071 adi, )" (1485 adi,) 1 (1 + 0  adi,) " 'Ka(t,).  (2.10)

For the proof of Theorem 3, see Appendix A. Let us now comment this theorem and the corol-
lary that follows. The conditions (2.6) means that the A-valued functions Ko, ..., K,_; satisfy
the Frobenius integrability condition (2.2). Further in the article the A-valued functions K; are
vector fields on some finite or infinite-dimensional manifold M, so that K; = K;(to,...,t;,u)
with u € M, and the Frobenius condition (2.2) in turn implies that the corresponding non-
autonomous dynamical systems

du .
d—ti:Ki(to,...,ti,u), ’LZO,...,’I’L—l,
posses (at least locally) a common, multi-time solution u = wu(tg,...,t,—1;ug) through each

point ug of the manifold M. Theorem 3 yields us then a tool to add one more vector field K
to the set {Ko,...,K,—_1} so that the set {Ko,...,K,_1,K, =K} still satisfies the Frobenius
integrability condition (2.2). If now the initial condition K for (2.7) depends additionally on
a new evolution parameter ¢, then the solution (2.10) in Corollary 4 provides us with the set
{Ko,...,K,-1,K,, = K} of non-autonomous vector fields, depending now on one more evolution
parameter t,, and such that they satisfy the Frobenius condition (2.2) for 0 <1i < j < n.

Thus, Corollary 4 is a useful tool to recursively construct sets of non-autonomous vector fields,
triangularly depending on t; and satisfying the Frobenius condition. This corollary will be used in
the following sections to produce non-autonomous Frobenius integrable deformations of various
soliton hierarchies.

Let us conclude this section with a specification of Theorem 3 to the situation when K; =
K;(to,...,t;—1) only (in such situation we say that neither of K; depends on its own evolution
parameter ¢;). In this particular situation, in accordance with (2.5),

(1+ 6;1 adKi)*1 = exp(—t; adg, ),

and thus we have the following remark.
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Remark 5. If K; = Ki(tg,...,t;1) for i = 0,...,n — 1 and K, (t,) = K,, i.e. if neither of K;
depends on its own evolution parameter ¢;, then the solution of the IVP (2.9) takes the form

Ky, (to, ..., th—1) = exp(—tp—1adg, ,)---exp(—t; adxk, ) exp(—to adKO)Kn. (2.11)

Naturally, in this case

3. FROBENIUS INTEGRABILITY IN HEREDITARY ALGEBRAS

The formulas (2.10) and (2.11) cannot be of any practical use until we have some method
to compute the expressions on their right hand sides. To achieve this we will assume that our
non-abelian Lie algebra A is a semi-product of a commutative algebra and the Witt algebra
(a centerless Virasoro symmetry algebra), i.e. A is the so-called hereditary algebra [1, 2, 3].
Specifically, we assume that the hereditary algebra A is generated by the elements K,, € A,
n=12...,and 0,, € A, m = —1,0,1,..., such that

(K, K] =0, [0, K] = (am + p = 1) Kpm, [on, 0m] = a(m — n)onim,

where p/,a € R and «a # 0. This choice is motivated by the fact that hereditary algebras of
soliton hierarchies, that we will consider in this article, have this structure. By a simple rescaling
of all o, we can always set o« = 1. Thus, in this article we will consider the hereditary algebra
A with the generators K, and o,, satisfying the commutation relations

Ky, K] =0, myn=12,...,

[Ons K] = Em Kntms n=-1,0,1,..., m=1,2,..., (3.1)

[On, om] = (M —n)ontm, m,n=-—1,0,1,...,
(so that p —1 = 1 (p/ —1)) and where we denote Ky = 0. Here and further on we use the
notation

Fm =p+m—1. (3.2)

We can now choose our initial conditions K, (¢,) in (2.9b) as some very particular deformations

(times-dependent linear combinations) of the above generators of A. It turns out that formulas
(2.10) and (2.11) attain a compact, finite form in two particular cases:

(1) K, (t,) is a A_q-valued function for all n,
(2) K, (t,) is a Ag-valued function for all n,
where

A_q:=span{o_1, Ki,Ks,...} and Ap:=span{og, K1, Ko,...}
are two particular subalgebras of the hereditary algebra A. They are exceptional in the sense
that for any n the sets A§") = span{o;, K1, Ko,...,K,}, where ¢ = —1 or ¢ = 0, are finite
dimensional subalgebras of A. On the level of the algebras A. we can interpret the solutions
K,, of IVP (2.9) as leading to construction of new deformed bases of A, satisfying the Frobenius
integrability condition (2.2).

3.1. Frobenius integrability in the hereditary subalgebra A_;. We begin with the first
case, i.e. when K, (t,) is a A_j-valued function.

Theorem 6. Consider the IVP (2.9) with the initial conditions (2.9b) in the form

n
Kn(0,...,0,tn) =Kn(tn) =01+ Y ani(ta) K, n=0,1,.., (3.3)
=1
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where an, ;(t,) are arbitrary differentiable functions (thus K,(t,) are A_j-valued functions).
Then, the solution (2.10) of the IVP (2.9) is unique and attains the form

Ky,=0_1+ Z Uy, i(to, ..., tn) K, (3.4)
=1
where .
—1) .
un,l - _Cn7 un,i - ([/ﬁj])’ azo_lcna Z - 27 PN 7n7 (35)
with
NN DRy
cn(t07 7tn) - Z ZZ (T — 5 — 1)' ( m— ) (8tm) am,T’(t )
m=2r=2 s=1 (36)
n _1 r . '
+ ( ) [K ] (Tnfl) an,r(tn), n €N

Here and in what follows we use the shorthand notations:
Tm =to+t1+ ...+ tm, [kl = Koks - Kp_1Kp, T > 1, k1]l =1, (3.7)

and

tm

0 ftn) = i f(t)dt.

Notice that, the first term in (3.6) disappears for ¢; and co. Also notice that, after combining
(3.5) with (3.6) and simplifying, one can see that u,; are always polynomial in variables k.
This means that there is no issue with division by zero if one of (3.2), for some particular p, is
equal to zero.

Proof. Direct calculation yields

cn(0,...,0,t,) = —an1(tn).

Moreover,
e D k! a1y
(o =D > D sy me) (0m0) amr(tm)
m=2r=3 s=1
3G ) ()
so that

(8t0cn) (0, e ,0, tn) = R9 an72(7fn).
Continuing differentiation of c,, with respect to ty we obtain
(051 en) (0,...,0,t,) = (1) [ki)lani(tn),  i=2,3,...,n.

That means that K, (0,...,0,t,) = K, (¢,) and thus (3.4) satisfies (for each n) the initial condi-
tions (3.3). Further, (3.4) satisfies (2.9a) if and only if

(umn)tj - 07 (38&)
(Wni)t; + Kl ip1 = 0, j<i<n—1, (3.8b)
(Wni)t; + mi (W1 — wj41) =0, I1<i<j—1, (3.8¢)

see Appendix B with e = —1. In Appendix C it is showed that
(cn)tj = (Cn)to - (Cj)tm I<jsn—1, (3'9)

and hence
- ) ) ,
6;0 (Cn)tj = 8§Ocn — aéOCj, 1<i<n— 1,



NON-AUTONOMOUS SOLITON HIERARCHIES 7

while 9} c; = 0 for i > j. These properties and the fact that [k;11]! = [k]! ki1 imply that the
conditions (3.8) are identically satisfied. So, all K,, given by (3.4) satisfy the IVP (2.9) with
(2.9b) being of the particular form (3.3). Since the conditions (3.8), being linear equations, have
a unique solution for any initial conditions, the solutions (3.4) and (2.10) must — for the chosen
initial conditions — coincide. O

The first few non-autonomous vectors (3.4) for the general IVP (3.3) have the form

Ko =0-1,
K; =o0_1+ay(t1) K1,

Ko =0_1+ |ag1(t2) — ka7 32,2(t2)]K1 +aga(ty) Ko,
[ _ 1
K3 = 0_1 4 |k20;, ass(ta) + ag1(ts) — ke o az2(ts) + o f2k3 3 33,3(t3)] K,

+ |aza(ts) — k3T 33,3(153)} K> + a3 3(t3) K3,

K4 =0_1 + K2 3t_21a272(t2) + K9 8[31a372(t3) — K2R3 T2 8[31a373(t3) — K2R3 8[32a373(t3)

1 1
+ay1(ts) — ko T3as2(ts) + BURLE T?? ay3(ts) — 6H2H3/€4 Tg a474(t4)] K,

_ 1
+ [Hg 0, ag 3(ts) + au(ts) — k3 T3 ass(ts) + 5 fiaka 3 a4,4(t4)} K,

+ [34,3(754) — ka3 aga(le) | K3 + aga(ts) Ku,
where k,, are defined by (3.2) and 7,,, by (3.7).

Example 7. Suppose that the functions a, ; (£,) in the initial conditions (3.3) are given by the

simple choice a,; (t,) = 0 for i = 1,...,n — 1, and a, , (t,) = t,. Then the initial conditions
(3.3) have the form
Ko(to) =o0_1, Kn(tn) =o0_1+1t, K, n=12 .., (310)
and the solution of the IVP (2.9) is given by (3.4) and (3.5) with ¢, in the form
i ym=1 ! —1)"[kp]!
(o tn) = Y Z 's'] (Tin1)™ L5, + %(Tn_l)n_ltn. (3.11)
m=2 s=2 ’

Then, using (3.5) with (3.11) we obtain the first K,, in (3.4) in the explicit form
Ko =0-1,
Ky =01+ tKy,
Ko = 0_1 — Kka(to + t1)ta K1 + to Ko,

1
K =0_1+ 3he [t5 + k3(to + t1 + t2)ts] K1 — ka(to + t1 + ta)tsKo + t3 K3,

1 1 1
Ky =o0_+ 32 [t% — 353(3&] + 3ty + 3ty + t3)t2 — S8 HA (to+t1 + to + t3)° t4| K,

1
+ 5k [£5 + Kalto +t1 + to + t3)°ts| Ko — kalto + t1 + to + t3)ta K3 + t4 Ky

3.2. Frobenius integrability in the hereditary subalgebra .A,. The second possibility
arises when the initial conditions are given by Ag-valued functions.
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Theorem 8. Consider the IVP (2.9) with the initial conditions (2.9b) in the form

n
Kn(0,...,0,tn) =Kn(tn) =00+ Y _an;(t,) Ki,  n=0,1,2,.., (3.12)
=1

where a,, ;(t,) are arbitrary differentiable functions (thus Ky (t,) is an Ag-valued function). Then,
the solution (2.10) is unique and attains the form

n
K, = UO+Zun,i(t07---atn)Ki7 (313)
i=1
where
n—1
Wy, i(to, ..., tn) = Z Cri(tr)e ™= +ay ; (t,)e "L, (3.14)
r=1

Tm are again given by (3.7) and where ¢, ;(t.) are functions that satisfy non-homogeneous linear
1VPs

C;’,i (tT) + '%ichl'(t?“) = ”iar,i(tr), Cr,i(o) =0. (315)
Note that the solution of (3.15) is
tr
Cralty) = ke it / apa(£)er dt. (3.16)
0
In particular, for the choice a, ;(t;) =t", m=0,1,...,
e
eri(ty) = ml | Y —f—th—e T ) wi £ 0. (3.17)
k=0 ’

Proof. Fix n € N and assume that the solution K, given by (3.13) satisfy the IVP (2.9) for all

r < n. Clearly, K,(0,...,0,t,) = K,(¢,) so (3.13) satisfy (for each n) the initial conditions
(3.12). Further, (3.13) satisfies (2.9a) if and only if
(Uni)e; + Kitp; = 0, j+1<i<n, (3.18a)
(un,i)tj + K (um — 11]‘72‘) =0, 1< <. (3.18b)
For proof of (3.18) see Appendix B with € = 0. Note that the equations (3.18) are linear and
thus posses solutions for all ¢;. Consider (3.14), then for j + 1 < i < n we have

n—1
(unvi)tj =k Z Cri (tr) e Tl — Ki8p i (tn) e iTn—1
r=i

= —RiUn,

so that (3.18a) is identically true, while for 1 <i < j
n—1
(Wni)t; = €y (1) €™ — ki > () €™ — kg (tn) e
r=j+1
and thus
(Wni)e; + i (Wni —wj5) = (€5 () + kileja (L) — ag,i (t5)]) e ™7,

so that (3.18b) is satisfied provided that the differential equations (3.15) hold. As result, all
(3.13) satisfy the IVP (2.9) with (2.9b) being of the particular form (3.12) and so, by uniqueness
of solutions of (3.18) for any initial conditions, the solutions (3.13) and (2.10) must — for the
chosen initial conditions — coincide. O

The first few non-autonomous vectors (3.13) for the general IVP (3.12) have the form

Ko = o9,
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Ky =00+ al,l(tl)e_“”o[(l,
Ko = 09 + _C1,1(751)€_"“T0 + a2,1(t2)€_mn}K1 +ago(ta)e” "M Ky,
Ks =00+ _C171(t1)6_’€1m + C271(t2)€_K1Tl + a371(t3)e_“”2] K

+ |e "M cga(te) + 33,2(t3)€_“m] Ky + ag3(tz)e” ™™ K3,

Ky =00+ CLl(tl)eiHlTo + C271(t2)€7"£1n + C3,1(7f3)€7'%17—2 + a471(t4)e*“”3 K

+ [c22(t2)e™™™ 4+ c3a(t3)e” "™ + a4,2(t4)e*f’»273]K2

+ C3,3(t3)e_fi3’r2 + a4’3(t4)6_:‘637'3:| K3 + a474(t4)6_K4T3K47

where k,, are defined by (3.2), 7,,, by (3.7) and ¢, ;(¢,) are given by (3.16).

Example 9. Suppose that the functions a, ; (¢,) in the initial conditions (3.12) are given by
an(ty) =0fori=1,...,n—1 and a, ,(t,) = tp, so that

Ko(to) = o_1, Ky (tn) = 01+t K, n=12,... (3.19)

In this case, by (3.16) or (3.17)
1
cni(tn) =0, i=1,...,n—1, Crn(tn) =tn + — (e~ = 1), kn 0. (3.20)

n
Then, if x; # 0, the first K,, in (3.13) have the form
Ko = oo,
Ky =00+ tle_mtOKl,

Ky = o¢ + [(h — i>€_mt° + ie_m(tﬁtl)] K| + tge 2ot i)
K1 K1

Kg =0g + |:(t1 — i)e_ﬁlto + ie_ﬁl(to—’—tl)] K
K1 K1

4 |:(t2 _ %2>€_K2(t0+t1) + %26—/@2(t0+t1+t2):| KQ 4 tge—mg(to-f—tl-i-tg)Kg’

Ky =00+ |:(t1 — %)eimto + ie*m(toﬂh)] Ky

1 K1
+ |:(t2 _ i)eflqu(toﬂLtl) + ie*."ug(to+t1+t2)i| KQ
K2 K2

1N\ _ 1 _
+ |:(t3 _ _>e ra(tottitts) 4~ o li3(t0+t1+t2+t3)] K3 + tye n4(t0+t1+t2+t3)K4.
R3

4. NON-AUTONOMOUS SOLITON HIERARCHIES AND THEIR DEFORMED ISOSPECTRAL
ZERO-CURVATURE REPRESENTATIONS

From now on we will assume that the algebraic objects like K, K, or ¢ are vector fields on
some infinite-dimensional manifold M with the corresponding autonomous evolution equations
u; = Ku| and non-autonomous evolution equations u; = K (x,¢, [u]), where the square bracket
denotes the dependence on u and a finite number of derivatives of u w.r.t. = (so [u] denotes
jet-coordinates on M) and where u = (u1(z),...,un(x))? denotes points on the manifold M.

Consider thus an infinite hierarchy of mutually commuting autonomous evolutionary equations
on M of the form

us, = Kplul, n=12..., (4.1)
as well as a hierarchy of non-commuting evolutionary equations on M:

U, = oplul, n=-101,..., (4.2)

n
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such that the commutation relations (3.1) are valid. The members of the hierarchy (4.2) are
called master symmetries for (4.1).

In this section we obtain — under Assumption 10 and Assumption 11 — the Frobenius integrable
non-autonomous hierarchies wu;, = K,[u], where K,, is of the form (3.4) or (3.13), from an ap-
propriate deformation of an isospectral zero-curvature representation of (4.1) by a non-standard
(see Remark 12) isospectral zero-curve representation of (4.2).

Assumption 10. Suppose that the commuting hierarchy (4.1) can be obtained from the isospec-

{‘I’f =Ly, (4.3)

tral linear problem

U, = U, i=12,...,
where L = L(\,u), U; = U;(\, [u]) are some 2 x 2 matrices depending on [u] and the auxiliary

variable A, s.t. Ag; = 0 for all <.

The subscript s; denotes the total derivative with respect to the evolution parameter s;. The
compatibility condition, that is the condition for existence of a common multi-time solution
U(z,s1,89,...), for the problem (4.3) is

(Uy)s; = (Us, ), i=1,2,..., (4.4a)
(Ts,)s; = (T,)s,, ihj=1,2.... (4.4b)
The condition (4.4a) is equivalent to

xT

Throughout the whole article Q' [K| denotes the directional derivative of the tensor field Q along
the vector field K on M. The identity in (4.5) is the consequence of Assumption 10, while the
condition (4.4b) is equivalent to

(Ui)sj _(Uj)si—i_[Uian]:Oa 1,9 =1,2,.... (4.6)

Thus, Assumption 10 means that (4.5) is equivalent with the corresponding equation us, = K;[u]
in (4.1), i.e. (4.5) is an isospectral zero-curvature representation for (4.1). It also means that
U, = Lk, ¥ where £ is the Lie derivative on M. Then, the equation (4.6) guarantees that all
K; commute, since

Vo), = (Us))se = L, Lxc 0 — Lic, L,V = Ly, ¥ = ' [[K, K] = 0.
Note also that (4.6) can be written as
Ui|K;] — Uj[Ki] + [U;, Uj] = 0, i,j=1,2,.... (4.7)

Assumption 11. Suppose also that the (non-commuting) hierarchy (4.2) of master symmetries
can be obtained from the following deformed linear isospectral problem
v, =LY
‘ o (4.8)
U, =V, -\, i=-1,0,1...,
where L = L(A,u) is the same L as in (4.3) while V; = Vj(\, [u]) are some matrices depending
on [u] and A such that A\, = 0.

In (4.8) ¥, = %—\f Obviously, we cannot expect that (4.8) posses a common multi-time
solution ¥ (z,7_1,70,71,...). Instead, the Assumption 11 means that (4.8) has, for each i, a
solution ¥(z,7;) so that

(Uy)r, = (Vr,) s i=-1,0,...,

which is equivalent to

Ly =[Vi, L]+ Vi), = NT'Ly =L [04], i=-1,0,1,..., (4.9)
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and the identity in (4.9) is the consequence of Assumption 11. This assumption means thus that
each equation in (4.9) is equivalent with the corresponding equation wu,, = o;[u] in (4.2). Since
the fields o; in (4.2) do not commute we clearly cannot expect that (V). = (¥r,). Instead
we have

(\Il’Ti)Tj - (\II’Tj)Ti - \III[[Uj7Ui]:| = (Z - ])\Il/[al+]] = (Z _j)\IlTi+j7 17] = _1707 17 R
which is equivalent to
Vi, = (Vi)m + Vi, Vil + NV = N (Vi)a = (i = ) Vi, s = —1,0,..,
that is to
Vi/[aj] - Vj/[o'i] + [vlv V]] + )‘j+1(vi))\ - )‘H_l(vj))\ - (Z - j)Vi-i—jv t,j=-10,.... (4-10)

Remark 12. Usually in literature (see for example [3]) one constructs a zero-curvature represen-
tation for (4.2), from the non-isospectral problem

U, = LU,
U, =V, i=12,...,

with A,, = A1, The isospectral problem (4.8) is however equivalent (in the sense that it leads
to the same zero-curvature equations (4.10)) with the above isospectral problem, while being
better adapted to our needs.

We will now construct an isospectral zero-curvature representation of the hierarchies
uy, = Ky [u],

with K,, given in (3.4) or in (3.13) by combining the isospectral problems (4.3) and (4.8). Consider
thus the deformed isospectral linear problem

U, = LU,
(4.11)
U, =W, U — 2w, n=12..,
with e = —1 or € = 0 and where )\, = 0, with W,, = W,,(\, [u]) defined as
n
Wy =Vet > Vailto.. .. ta)Us (4.12)

i=1

where L, V., U; are given as above in this section and where v, ; are so far undetermined functions

of evolution parameters tg,...,t,.
Theorem 13. The compatibility condition (V,);, = (¥4, ). for (4.11) has the form
Ly, = Wy, L1+ (W,), — XM Ly=L[w,], n=12,..., (4.13)
where
n
up, =Kn = 0c+ > Vnilto,. .. tn) Kilul, n=1,2.... (4.14)

i=1
The identity in (4.13) means that (4.13) is equivalent with the corresponding equation wu, =
K, [u] in (4.14). Note that so far the vector fields K, [u] in (4.14) have nothing in common with
K,, in (3.4) or (3.13).

Proof. Due to the form of W,, we have

Wy L) + (Wn), = ALy = [Ve, L] + (Ve), = AT Ly + an v ([Ui, L) + (U3),,)
i=1

= I'[o.] + Z Vil [Ki] = L' [K,].
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O

So far the functions v, ; are undetermined. Let us now demand that the compatibility condi-
tions
(U, e, = (P, )t m,n=12,..., (4.15)
for (4.11) are satisfied. These conditions are equivalent with the Frobenius integrability condi-
tions (2.2), since

(Pt )tn = (Pt )t = (V[Ki]), — (V'[Kn])

tm

= U [ K] + O [%K% + K%[Kn]} — U [Kp; Kn] — ¥ [?}f” + K%[Km]}
K K

_ mo_ n K. K =1,2,...
|: 3tn atm +[ Uzl m]:| Y m,n 9 <y Y

where V"'[K,; K,,] = U"[K,,; K] is the second directional derivative. On the other hand (4.15)
hold if and only if

(W)t = Wit + Wi, Win] + AT (W) x = A (W0)5 = 0. (4.16)

tm
Let us thus investigate the conditions under which (4.16) hold. Assuming 1 < m < n, we have
that (Vy,,i)s, = 0 and then the zero-curvature relations (4.16) reduce to
oW,
Ot
We can now prove the following theorem.

+ W [Kpn] = W K] 4 W, Wi + X W )a = X W) =0, 1<m<n. (417)

Theorem 14. The zero curvature conditions (4.17) are equivalent with the set of equations on
the functions v, ; that is exactly the same as the set of equations (3.8) and (3.18), respectively
fore =—1 and ¢ =0, on the functions u, ;.

The proof of this theorem can be found in Appendix D. This theorem means that the functions
Vn,i and u,; pairwise coincide so that the deformed isospectral problem (4.11) leads exactly to
the Frobenius integrable hierarchy u;, = K, [u] with K,, given by (3.4) (for ¢ = —1) or by (3.13)
(for e = 0). Hence,

W, = %+Zun7i(t07...’tn)Ui. (418)
=1

Remark 15. Thus, we obtain the same non-autonomous Frobenius integrable hierarchies of PDE’s
starting from the deformed spectral problem (4.11) and starting from the non-autonomous de-
formations in the case of the subalgebras A. of the hereditary algebra (3.1), that we consider in
Section 3.

4.1. Hamiltonian structure of non-autonomous soliton hierarchies. We will now focus
on soliton hierarchies. Suppose we have an infinite hierarchy of vector fields K,, on M that are
bi-Hamiltonian with respect to two compatible Poisson structures my and

Kn:TF(](;Hn:ﬂ'léHn,l, ’I’L:1,2,...,

with 79 being invertible. Then the operator N = mim, ! is an operator with the vanishing
Nijenhuis torsion so that for any vector field K on M we have

LngkN = NLgN. (4.19)
Any operator satisfying (4.19) is called a hereditary operator. Then,
K, =N""1K, n=2.3,..., (4.20)
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and by the hereditary property (4.19)
Lk, N =0, n=12...,
and
(K, K] =0, n,m=12....
Define now the infinite sequence of 1-forms
n=0H, = (N,  n=01,..., (4.21)

where 79 = 6Hy and where NT = To Lr1. By the same hereditary property of N they are all
closed and thus there exists an infinite sequence of functionals H,, = f hndz such that v, = 6H,.
Define now the infinite sequence of Poisson operators

7, = N¥m, k=2,3,....
The operators 73 are pairwise compatible and usually non-local. Then, it follows that the field
K, is (n 4+ 1)-Hamiltonian
K, =mydH, =mdH,_1 = ... =m,0H, n=12,....
Consider also a scaling vector field oy such that
Lo K1 =pK1, p€ER,
{EUON =N,

and define the infinite sequences of vector fields ¢,, on M through

on = N"oy, n=-10,1,.... (4.22)
Then it can be shown, using the hereditary property (4.19), that the vector fields (4.20) and
(4.22) satisfy the commutation relations (3.1).

Finally, let us assume that there exist a vector field o_1 such that o9 = No_1 and such that
it is Hamiltonian with respect to g

o_1 = 7T05F.
Then, all g,, are Hamiltonian with respect to the Poisson operator m, 1, that is
Op = Tpi10F, n=12,.., (4.23)

and it immediately follows that every non-autonomous vector field K,, in (3.4) or in (3.13) is also
Hamiltonian (but not bi-Hamiltonian), as

n
Kn=0c+ Y Upilto,. .. tn) Kifu] =
i=1

= Tey10 <F + Z un,i(to, R ,tn)Hiel[u]> .

i=1

5. NON-AUTONOMOUS KDV HIERARCHY

In this and following sections we apply our theory, developed above, to three well known
soliton hierarchies: Korteveg-de Vries, dispersive water waves and Ablowitz-Kaup-Newell-Segur.
The all have the structure exactly as described in subsection 4.1.

5.1. KdV hierarchy. As a first illustration of our theory, consider the KdV hierarchy. The

KdV equation

1
Uy = Zuxxx + §uum
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is a member of the bi-Hamiltonian chain of nonlinear PDE’s

U, = Kz[u] = 7T05HZ‘ = 7'1'1('5f[i_17 1= 1,2, ceuy (5.1)

7

with two compatible Poisson operators
1 1
0 :8$7 T = Z@g—i-uax—i-iux
The hierarchy (5.1) is autonomous in the sense that none of the vector fields K;[u] of the hierarchy
depends explicitly on the evolution parameters ¢;. The KdV hierarchy (5.1) can be generated
by the recursion operator and its adjoint

1 1 1 1
N=mm' =0 +utgud;t,  N'= 20l +u— 50 s,

in the sense that (4.20) and (4.21) are valid. In particular, we find that the first vector fields K,
have the form
1

K1 = ug, Ky = Zummm + §uuma
1 5 5 15 4
K3 = 1_6u5x + guufﬂx + Zumumm + gu Uy,
K—iu —|—luu —i—guu —i-%u U —i-%u?’—l—%uuu +%u2u +§u3u
4 — 64 Tr 32 5x 32 W4y 32 xx W3x 32 x S xUgrx 32 3z 16 T
the first conserved one-forms (cosymmetries) ~,, = dH,, are
=92 _ _ 1 + 3 2
Y0 = 4, Y1 = U, Y2 = 4u1‘1‘ 4u )
1 n 5 . 5 . 5 5
= —u —uu —u —u
1T g te T g e T e T
= iu + 1uu + lu U3z + EUQ + Uy + §uuQ + §u4
AT g tor T gy e T g tatise T gy e T g ae T g Wle Ty
while the first Hamiltonian densities h,, of the conserved functionals H,, = f h,, dx are
1 1 1
ho = 2u, hy = §u2, hy = —gui + Zug,
1 5 5
hg = 3—2’11,5m =+ §u2uxx + 3—2u4,
1 T,

5 7
—@ugx + auum — azﬁui + 6—4u5.

With the KdV hierarchy (5.1) one can also relate the hierarchy of its master symmetries (4.22)
with the first few o, of the form

hy =

1

o_1=1, o0 =u-+ §xux,
1 1 , 1 1
o1 = §um + gxu;m + u® + §xuux + Zuiam u.

The master symmetries o, are in general non-local. They are Hamiltonian due to (4.23) with

F:/:Uud:n.

The symmetries K; and master symmetries o; of the KdV equation generate the hereditary
algebra (3.1) with

the conserved functional

1 1
pP=3 so that fin =1 = . (5.2)
The matrix Lax representation (4.5) for the KdV hierarchy is given by

L= ()\Eu (1)> (5:3)
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and .
IES —3 (%) i ) i
U, =~ < 2 o)At n=12,....

1 1
)\2 — u>\ — §u2 — Zum Zux

—dug )\ — & (ugy + 6uuy) A2+ 2ud + Hugy + 3u?)
Us=\)3 _1,02_1 2no Ly, 41 32 43,3 Ly, 341 6 :
5U s (Uge + u”) 5 Ude + 53Uy + SUL + FU TUz A + 1 U3z + GBuuy)

N[

and

The Lax formulation for the hierarchy of the KdV master symmetries o,, is given by (4.9) with
V,, of the form

1 , n=-—Lu1...,
n 2 | ()\ — u)@{le‘ - % (Ul)m %Ui

(00 (-} ke
V= (5 o) VO_(%(A—u)x 1)

5.2. Non-autonomous KdV hierarchy in the case A ;. We now present the deformed KdV
hierarchy u;, = K, [u] for the case of the hereditary subalgebra A_;.
For the general initial conditions (3.3) the first members (3.4) of the non-autonomous KdV

so that

hierarchy take the form
Uty = 1,

uy, =14+ ag(t) ug,

3 1 3
U, =1+ [az,l(tz) - §(to +t1) az,Q(tz)} Uy + a2 (t2) [Zuxa:a: + §qu],

3 . 3 15
U, =1+ [5 0;, aga(ta) + as 1 (ts) — o+ttt t2)ag 2 (ts) + E(to +t1 + t2)*ags(t3) | ue

5 1 3
+ [33,2(753) - 5(750 +t + tz)a3,3(t3)} [Zummm + §uux]

1 5 5 15

+ a3,3(t3) [Eufim + guuiim + Zumumm + gu u:v] .
If we consider the initial conditions given by the choice ay, ;(t,) = 0;nty, that is (3.10), the
deformed vector fields K,, are given by (3.4) with (3.5) specified by (3.11) with p and x,, as
in (5.2). In this case the first few non-autonomous vector fields K,, are given by formulas in

Example 7 and so the first few members of our hierarchy specify to
Uty = 1,

Uty = 1 +t1u{ra

3 1 3
Uty = 1- 5 (tO + 751)t2 Uz + t2 |:_um:rm + 5““1}

4
3, 15 ) 5 1 3
ugy, =1+ ZtQ + g(to + 11+ t2)7t3| Uy — 5(2?0 +t1 +to)ts [Zu:v:m: + §uux]
s L s + 40 M ]
—U —Uulu — UL U — U u .
3 16 5x S 3 4 xUxx S T

The Lax representation of the above non-autonomous KdV hierarchy is given by (4.13), with
L asin (5.3) and W), defined by (4.18) with € = —1, where, in the general case, u, ; are given by
(3.5) and in the case of special initial conditions (3.10) the functions u, ; are specified by (3.11).



NON-AUTONOMOUS SOLITON HIERARCHIES 16

5.3. Non-autonomous KdV hierarchy in the case 4y. The deformed KdV hierarchy u;, =
K, [u] for the case of the hereditary subalgebra Ay and with the general initial conditions (3.12)
is given by the vector fields K,, as in (3.13), thus in particular

1

Uty = U+ ixuw,

1 1
Uy, =u+ 5 %Us +ay 1 (t)e 2 0u,,

1 1 3
U, = U+ 5%z + [Cl,l(fl)f%to + az,l(tz)efé(tﬁtl)} Uy + a2,2(t2)€7%(t°+t1) [Zu:v:m: + Uz,
1

1 1 1
Uty = Ut GTUg + [Cl,l(f1)€_5t° + o (t2)e20H) 4 33,1(t3)€_2(t0+t1+t2)} Uz

1 3
+ |:€_%(t0+t1)C2,2 (t2) + a3,2(t3)€_%(t0+t1+t2)} [_uxxx + _uux]

4 2
3 1 7 21 35 35
——(t0+t1+t2)[_ * s 20 99 3
+ 3373(t3)6 2 64U7x + 327“1«590 + 32uxU4$ + 32u$$U3$ + 32ux
+ D e + 22, + P }
3 cWrx 32 3 16 x| -

If we consider the initial conditions (3.19) the deformed vector fields K,, are given by (3.13)
with (3.14) specified by (3.20) with p and k,, given by (5.2). In this case, as in Example 9, we
have

1
Uty = U+ §xux,

1 _1
Uy, = U+ —TUz + T1€ 2t°um,

2
1 1 3
U, = U+ 3%Us + <t1 +2e73h — 2) ™10y, + tye3(tott) bumm + §uux],
1 2 2 1 3
Uty = Ut STy + <t1 +2e73h — 2) e 32tou, + <t2 + ge_%“ - §> e~ 3(tottn) [Zu:v:m: + §uux]
3 1 7 21 35 35 35
+ t3€ 2(t0+t1+t2) [a’d’h; + 3—QUU5x + ﬁuxmx + 3—2umu3x + ﬁ’di + guuxum
35 5
+ —u2u3x + —=u um}
32 16

The Lax representation of the above non-autonomous KdV hierarchies is given by (4.13), with
L given by (5.3) and with respective W,, defined by (4.18) with ¢ = 0.

6. NoN-AUTONOMOUS DWW HIERARCHY

6.1. Autonomous DWW hierarchy. Let us now apply our theory to the DWW hierarchy.
Its is a bi-Hamiltonian hierarchy given by

u
( ) = K, = Y = T1Vn-1, n=12,.., (6.1)
t

v

n

where v, = 0H,, are exact one-forms and where

1 1 193 1 1
o ( 0, 0) o ( 0 0,

are two compatible Poisson operators. This hierarchy is generated by (4.20) and (4.21) with the
recursion operator and its adjoint given by

0 202+ u+ u,0; " 0 1
N=mny' = "= A NT = :
o <1 v+ 30,0, ! ’ 202 +u— 307 uy v — 30,1,
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In particular, we have the symmetries

Uy ivmx + uvy + %vuw
Ky = ; Ky = 3 )
Vg Ug + 50Uy
i 302up + Suvvy + Suuy + Tug, + vz, + 0,090
3 p—
Svug + Suvy + Fo2o, + Juse ’
cosymmetries
2 v U+ %vz
Y0 = ) 7= 3.2 72 =\ 1 3 5,3 >
v U+ 73U TVzz + UV + QU

and functionals H,, = f h, dx, where
1 1 1 1 3 5
ho :2u+§1)2, h1 :uv—l—Zv?’, hy = —§v§+§u2+1uv2+§v4.
With the DWW hierarchy (6.1) one can also relate the hierarchy of its master symmetries
(4.22) with the first few o, of the form

o= —v o — 2u + zug, o — %vm—i-%xvxm—i-uv—i-muvx—i-%xvux
=2 ) 0= v4av, ) L= xum—{—%xvvx—i—vz—l—Qu '

The master symmetries o, are Hamiltonian as in (4.23) with

1
F = / <2xu+ ng2> dz.

The symmetries K; and the master symmetries o; constitute the hereditary algebra (3.1) with

p=1 so that Kp = N. (6.2)
The zero-curvature formulation (4.5) for the DWW hierarchy is given by
0 1
L= .
<)\2 —vA—u 0) (6:3)
and by
15~ ( —3 (1) Vil :
U, == 20 ! ))\”21, n=12..., (6.4)
"2 ; (N —oX—u)vin — 5 (Vit)pe 3 (1)

with ~;1 denoting the first component of ;. In particular, Uy = L and
Uy — —ivw A+ %v
2 A3 — %v)\z — (u + %vz) A— %uv — ivgx %vx ’
1 1 3 2,1 3,2 1
Uy = <—va)\ — JUs — Vg )\1 + 51})\1+ Sv 3—|— §u> ’
(Ug)zl ZUJ;)\ + 71Uz + gUUJ;
where
5 _ 1
8

The deformed Lax formulation for the hierarchy of the DWW master symmetries o, is given
by (4.9) with V,, of the form

1 1 1
(Us)o1 = P 51})\ (4u + v2) A2 — 3 (8uv + 303 + 2v2z) A — 3 (4u2 + 3uv? + 2Uoy + 31)3 + 3vv2z) .

n—1

V, = — 27t r Aniz*ly n=-L0,...,
n 2;_:1 <(/\2 —oX—u)d; o — 5 (0i2), 30i2

with o2 denoting the second component of o;, thus

V=0, Vo= ((V ~3 x) . (6.5)

|
<
>
|
<
~—
8
[N
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6.2. Non-autonomous DWW hierarchy in the case A_;. The first few vector fields of the
deformed DWW hierarchy w;, = K,[u] in the case A_; and with the general initial conditions
(3.3) have the form

(),=(3):
(0), = (5) o ()

1 1
U —v U < + uv, + 50U
- to) — 2(to + ¢ } v t) ( 4Vewe T W T 50U
<v>t2 ( 2 ) * {aQ’l( 2) (fo +t1) azs(t2) (%) T a22(t) ( Ug + %’UU:}:

If we consider the initial conditions (3.10) the deformed vector fields K,, are given by (3.4)
with (3.5) specified by (3.11) with p and &, as in (6.2). Explicitely,

),- ()
v/ 2
1 1
U _ —v\ Q(to —|—t1)t2 Uy Tty 1 Vzza —{—uzgx + 50Uy .
v/, 2 Vg Uy + 5VVg

6.3. Non-autonomous DWW hierarchy in the case Aj. The deformed DWW hierarchy
ug, = Ky [u] in the case Ay and with the general initial conditions (3.12) is given by the vector
fields (3.13), thus in particular

<u> _ <2u + :cum>
v),  \Nv+azv, )’
to
<u> = <2u + mul,) + a1,1(t1)67t° <ux> )
v 4 U+ TV, Vg
2 _ _
<u> = ( u+xum> + [c1,1(t1)e  +ay(ta)e (t°+t1)} (u”‘)
v to U+ TV, Vg

1 1
9t 4t UVgppr + UV + 5VUL
Uy + 50Uz

For the initial conditions (3.19) from Example 9 the deformed vector fields K,, are given by (3.13)
with (3.14) specified by (3.20) with p and k,, as in (6.2). In this case

(u) - <2u + xux>

v),  \v+azv, )’

to

<u> _ <2u + xux> Lot <um> ’
v 6 U+ TV, Vg

1 1
() _ (2“ N ) (4 (e - 1))e () | tae-2tott) ( s+ ) |
to

v v+ xv ) U —|—§vv
T T T 9 Vlx

The Lax representation for all the above non-autonomous DWW hierarchies is given by (4.13)
with L as in (6.3) and with W,, as in (4.18) with respective u,,; and ¢ = —1 or 0.
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7. NON-AUTONOMOUS AKNS HIERARCHY

7.1. Autonomous AKNS hierarchy. In the last example we apply our theory to the AKNS
hierarchy. It is a bi-Hamiltonian hierarchy given by

<z> = K, = 0V = T1Yn—1, n=12..,
t

n

where v, = 0H,, are exact one-forms and where
0 1 —q0; ¢ —%393 +qo;
o = 0/’ T = 18 o1 o1
—1 —50, +10,°¢q —ro,r

are two compatible Poisson operators (i> = —1 throughout this whole section). This hierarchy
is generated by (4.20) and (4.21) with the recursion operator and its adjoint given by

19, —qo! —qo; ! 19, —ro;! o1
N:w1w01:i<2 P A ) NT:_¢<2 G >
roy T —50, + 70, q —q0; ' q —50: +q0; 7
In particular, we have the symmetries
_9 1o — 2 1 3
K1:i< q>, K2:<qx>, K3:i<21qm qr2>’ K4:< %qu_{_%qrqx )
2r Tz _§r$m + qr _erxx + §q7°7°x
cosymmetries
—2r . Tz %T:m: - C]T2> . <_%Tmmm + %Wﬁ:)
1= ) 2 =1 3= Y4 =1 )
7 <_2CI> 7 <_Qm> ' & (%Qmm - TCIQ ' iq:m::v - %qr(Zm
and respective Hamiltonians H,, = [ h,, dz, where
. 1 1 (1 3
hi = —2rq, hy = —irqe, hs = —5Te = 5(127“2, hy =1 (qumm + 1(127%) .

With the AKNS hierarchy (6.1) one can relate the hierarchy of its master symmetries (4.22)

with o_1 and og given by
_ [ —2xq _ (2q)z
o= < 2xr > ’ o0 = ((:m“)x ’
One can directly check that in this case
p=0 and kp=n—1 (7.1)

in the hereditary algebra (3.1). Moreover, the master symmetries o,, are Hamiltonian as in (4.23)
with
F=-2 / xqrdx.

The zero-curvature formulation (4.5) for the AKNS hierarchy is given by |14, 15]

(=N g
b= (7 1) -
and by

. n—1

(=1 0\ 1 i~ (=07 [rKj 4 qK o] K; i

U, =1 A" 1_|__E ( v J J J AiL n=12,....
" <0 1> 2j:1 — 1552 8;1 [TKj1+qu2]

(7.3)

In particular,

i 0 —iXN2—Lgr g+ iq
U, = Uy=1L Uy = 2 2
: (0 z) 7 (TA—%M in?+ar)
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o, — (N - 5ArA+ 370 — a0 QN+ §4A = Ge + 3077
rA2 — —rx)\ irm + %qu ix3 + SqrA — %qu; + %qm ’

The deformed Lax formulation for the hierarchy of the master symmetries o,, is given by (4.9)
with V; of the form

z 0 ' Yron + qoj2] o1 i
V.o =1 AL + - ( J J J ) \d 7
" ( 0 ) ]21 —0j2 0y ! [roji + qoo)

where n = —1,0,1, ..., and thus
—ix 0 —iTxA  xq
= = ) A4
V-1 ( 0 iﬂ:)’ Vo ( xr iaz)\> (74)

7.2. Non-autonomous AKNS hierarchy in the case A_;. The first four systems of the
deformed AKNS hierarchy u;, = K,[u] in the case A_; and with the general initial conditions
(3.3) are

(1), =1 ().

(), =+ G v (3)

(), -1 (2) o] () 0 2)
(1), =

9 —2
2; > +1 6t2 aga(tz) +az1(t3) — maza(ts) + 73 a33(t3)] ( 27’q>

q
r

q
T

3

1 2
y b) - T
+ |:a372(t3) — 27y 33,3(t3):| <zx> + 23373(t3) < Q?mm q 2> 7
T

_jrxx +qr

where 19 = tg + t1 + to.
If we consider the initial conditions (3.10) the deformed vector fields K,, are given by (3.4)
with (3.5) specified by (3.11) with p and &, as in (7.1), yielding

. —2q
t
+Zl<2r>’

7.3. Non-autonomous AKNS hierarchy in the case Aj. The deformed AKNS hierarchy
ug, = Ky [u] in the case Ay and with the general initial conditions (3.12) is given by the vector
fields (3.13); the first few of them read

(), = ()
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(to+t1) Az 2 l%&af - q27"
- —T N — 4T
|:e o C272(t2) +aza(ta)e 2] (ﬁ;) + Zag,g(tg)e 2 (—Q%sz n q7“2> ,

where 79 = tg +t1 + t2. Notice that, in this case x; = 0 and thus all ¢, ; = 0 due to (3.16).
For the initial conditions (3.19) the deformed vector fields K,, are given by (3.13) with (3.14)
specified by (3.20) with p and &, as in (7.1), which yields

o x> +i[<t1 - i)e—mto + ie_"‘l(t()‘*‘tl)] (—QC]) + tger2(tott) <Qm> ’
Tr)e K1 K1 2r Ty
xrq :L‘> +Z|:<t1 _ i)eflilto + ieflil(t()#»tl)] <_2q> ’

XIT ) K1 K1 2r

1 2
|:(t2 — i)e_"@(to'*‘tl) + ie—f@2(t0+t1+t2)} <q1> + itge_“3(t°+t1+t2) < 5{111 —qr > .
K2 T —5Txx + q7°2

The Lax representation for all the above non-autonomous AKNS hierarchies are given by
(4.13) with L as in (6.3) and with W, as in (4.18) with respective u, ; and ¢ = —1 or 0.

APPENDIX A.
In this appendix we prove Theorem 3. Consider the following linear integral operators
& =140, adg,, i=01,...,n—1
acting in A (notice that & = &(to,...,t;) due to (2.6a)). Then, by (2.4),
&r=1-0; adg, &

i

Therefore
0y, & = O, + adg,,
Ou& =0, — adg, &1, (A1)
and
0y, & = &0y for j<i,
while

_ 108 _ _ _ _ L
8252'5]‘ ! = _gj 18—25]' ! + gj lati = _gj l[éj’adKi]gj ! + gj lat¢ for J > 1.

Note that 0;,¢; and g—% are two different operators, as 0;,§; = g—% +&;0y,. The formula above is
due to the fact that for any time-dependent operator &;

o¢t O
= —5;18—2551 (A2)
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and the fact that the explicit time dependence of &; on ¢; is
95 _ a,laadKj (2:62)
ot, b o

= [@,adKi] for i< j.

—atj adk, k) = _at;l [adg,, adg,] = [atj ad;, adg,| (A.3)

Notice that g% =0 for¢>j.
Denote now t = (tg,...,t,—1) and consider (2.8), that is
K(t)=¢1 &g K
We will now show that K (¢) is the solution of the IVP (2.7). Naturally, K (0) = K. Using (A.2)

we obtain

GH;(Z) o 3155 ”5;15071]1{
_ el On—1 - § 5_15_1K+§_1 9, -1 ---5_15_1}1_{:---:
nlat —15n—-2" 1 S0 n—1YtSn—2 1 S0
n—1
== D &L g5 5]5* CGAGTGREG hagT 6K
j=i+1

and further by (A.3) and (A.1)

Z &l & G adi )6 -GG TR =6 6 adi, &7 'R

Jj=i+1

= —adg, &1 &0 R - Zm Ghadg & 6467 &K
Jj=i+1

n—1
+ 3 gt g ady 67 T, TR - 6 6 ady, €70 65K
j=i+1
= —adg, &+ & 'K = —adg, K(2).
APPENDIX B.

We prove here (3.8) and (3.18) for the cases ¢ = —1 and € = 0, respectively. In either case we

have
[UE,KZ'] = KiKiJrE? (> 15 KO =0.

Consider (3.13) and (3.4), thus
n
Kn:J€+Zun,i(t05---,tn)Kia e=0,—-1.

Then for m < n:

oK - -
= +[KmaKn] Z unz K +Zunz O¢, i]+zum,j [K
i=1 J=1

Ot

n
= E (unl K; + § Kzunz ite — § Kzuml ite

i=1—¢ i=1—¢

(un n K + Z un Z+€ tm T Kilyp Z] KiJre
i=m+1

m
+ Z [(un,iJrz-:)tm + “i(un,i - um,z‘)] Kiie.
=1

i=1—¢
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Thus, 52 + [Kp, Kp] = 0 for m < n if and only if

e(unn)t,, =0,
(i)t + RieUpi—e = 0, m+1l+e<i<n+te,
(W)t + Fice (Unji—e —Upi—e) =0, 1<i<m+e,

which yields (3.18) for e = 0 and (3.8) for e = —1.

APPENDIX C.

We prove here (3.9). Differentiating (3.6) with respect to t; yields

mr2

-5 ey G T_S_g 1) (87,) am (1)

m= j+17’ 3 s=1

and further

r=3 s=1 (T_S
J r=1., r=17,. 11 s—
A )0
r=2 s=1
o3 CE e
r=2
Thus
e (_1)7171[%7"]! r—s—2 1\$
(cn)tjzzzz (T—S—Q)!(m_) (8tm) &, (tm)
m=j r=3 s=1
J r—2 J r—2 17 1 T' . o\ s
" (—1)" k]! ,
‘i‘T:Q ((T)_[Q)i (Tn—l) amr(tn),
and finally
n—1 j—1 m r—2 (_1)7«71[%&7’]] ) s
e = (-5 ) S5 C s 02
r=3 s=1

23
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APPENDIX D.
We prove here Theorem 14. We start by observing that, due to (3.1)
(Ts)ry = (Ury)s, = W' [0y, Ki]] = i V'[Kipj] = k¥

Si+39

which implies

(Ui)r; = (Vi)ss + (Ui, Vil + N THU)A = w3V,
or, equivalently,

Uiloj] — Vi[K] + [Ui, Vi] + N THUi)s = kUi,
so that, in particular

Ullo] — VI[KG] + [Us, Vel + XU A = wiUie, €= —1o0r 0.
Obviously
W,
ot = Z(Vn z)thi-
m i=1
Further
1.12) -
Wh K] — Wh[K,] ] + Z ViUl K] = V2[Kn] = 3 vin U)K
(4£4) m ) ) n m -
- vayj(‘/&[K Zvnz U 06 +sznlvm,j U
J=1 =1 j=1
(D.1),(4.7)
Z Vg ([Uj, Vel + A (U = #;Uj 1)
_Zvnz qu )\€+1(Ui))\_ﬁz Z+E sznzvmj UZaU]
=1 j=1
and
(W, W] vajvg,U +vaU1,v +ZZvn,vm]UZ,U]
=1 j=1

and finally

>\6+1(Wn)>\ _ >‘6+1(Wm))\ (4é2) )\54—1 Zvn,i(Ui)A _ )\54—1 va,j(U]))\
i=1 j—
Thus, for m <n

oW,
ot w[Kin] = W [Kn] + [Wo, W] + )‘€+1(Wn)>\ - )‘€+1(Wm)>\ =
—Zvnzth - Z RiVim i z+e+ Z ’%Vnz ite
Jj=1—¢ i=1—¢

n

(Vn n)tm U, + Z Vn Z+€ tm T KiVnp z] UiJre
i=m-+1

m
+ Z [(Viite)tm + £i(Vi,i = Vini)] Uige = 0.
—1

i=1—¢

il =

24

(D.1)

Uj[Ki))
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Thus, (4.17) holds if and only if

6(Vn7n)tm = 0?
(Vn,i)tm + Ri—eVnji—e = 0, m+l+e<i<n+e

(Vn,i)tm + Ri—e (Vn,ifs - Vm,ife) =0, 1<i<m+e

which coincides with equations (3.8) for ¢ = —1 and with (3.18) for € = 0. Thus, in both cases,

Vi

[1

[2

3
4
151
6]
17
8]
9
[10]
[11]
12]
113]

[14]
[15]

= u,,; for all n, 1.
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