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Abstract

We construct noncommutative maps related to the Boussinesq and Nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS)
equations with their variables belonging to a noncommutative division ring. We show that the non-
commutative Boussinesq type map satisfies the Yang–Baxter equation, and it can be squeezed down
to a noncommutative version of the Boussinesq lattice equation. Moreover, we show that the noncom-
mutative NLS type map is a Zamolodchikov tetrahedron map.
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1 Introduction

The Boussinesq and the Nonlinear Schrödinger — in both their continuous and discrete versions — are
undoubtedly two of the most popular equations in the modern theory of integrable systems. They are met
in many applications, including hydrodynamics, soliton theory, the propagation of light in nonlinear optical
fibers. Moreover, some of their solutions admit similar behaviour [3], and they share many integrable
properties, such as having Lax representations, admitting Darboux and Bäcklund transformations, and
are related to solutions of the Yang–Baxter equation (see, e.g., [17, 20, 23]).

The Yang–Baxter and the Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equations are the second and third, respectively,
members of the family of n-simplex equations, which are fundamental equations of mathematical physics
and are strictly connected to the theory of integrable systems. In particular, Yang–Baxter (2-simplex) and
Zamolodchikov tetrahedron (3-simplex) maps, which are set-theoretical solutions to the Yang–Baxter and
Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equations, respectively, are related to integrable systems via the symmetries of
the latter [15, 29], Darboux–Bäcklund transformations [20, 23, 27], and other transformations [25, 14, 19].
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Furthermore, a great deal of attention has been paid to the construction and study of noncommu-
tative n-simplex maps and their relation to noncommutative integrable systems (see, e.g., [6, 11, 13]
and the references therein). This includes the construction of vector versions of NLS and sine-Gordon
type Yang–Baxter maps [20, 27], noncommutative KdV and NLS type Yang–Baxter and tetrahedron
maps via Darboux transformations [2, 18, 22], Grassmann extensions of NLS, KdV and Boussinesq type
Yang–Baxter [2, 8, 21], noncommutative 3D-compatible Yang–Baxter maps [5, 11], noncommutative ver-
sions of Yang–Baxter maps from the H and F lists [11, 12], as well as Yang–Baxter maps related to
noncommutative relativistic collisions [13].

In this paper we extend to the noncommutative case some results of the works [16, 17], namely we
construct fully noncommutative versions of 2- and 3-simplex maps related to the Boussinesq and the
Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equations. The proof of the fact that a map with noncommutative variables
is an n-simplex map by straightforward substitution to the n-simplex equation is a very difficult task,
even using packages of symbolic computation for simple rational 2-simplex maps. Therefore, in order to
prove that a noncommutative map satisfies the Yang–Baxter equation or the Zamolodchikov tetrahedron
equation, we use matrix tri- and six-factorisation problems, respectively [25, 18].

In what follows, we list the main results of the paper.

• Construction of a new commutative Boussinesq type Yang–Baxter map;

• construction of a noncommutative version of the Boussinesq Yang–Baxter map which appeared in
[16];

• proof that the noncommutative Boussinesq type map satisfies the Yang–Baxter equation;

• squeeze down of the noncommutative Boussinesq type Yang–Baxter map to an integrable noncom-
mutative Boussinesq system of partial difference equations;

• the construction of a noncommutative map that follows from a Darboux transformation for the NLS
equation via the local Yang–Baxter equation;

• proof that that obtained noncommutative NLS type map is a Zamolodchikov tetrahedron map.

The rest of the text is organised as follows. In the next section we provide the reader with all the neces-
sary information in order to understand the results of this paper. In particular, we introduce the notation
used throughout the text, we give the definitions of 2- and 3-simplex equations and explain the relation
between 2- and 3-simplex maps (i.e. set-theoretical solutions of the Yang–Baxter and Zamolodchikov
tetrahedron equations, respectively) and matrix refactorisation problems. In Section 3.1, we employ the
Lax matrix of the discrete Boussinesq lattice equation and, using the correspondence approach [9], we
construct a new, noninvolutive, Boussinesq type 2-simplex (Yang–Baxter) map. Moreover, we construct
a noncommutative version of the Boussinesq type Yang–Baxter map presented in [16] with its variables
belonging to a noncommutative division ring. We show that the latter maps can be squeezed down to
a noncommutative version of the Boussinesq lattice system. Section 4 deals with the contruction of a
noncommutative NLS type 3-simplex (tetrahedron Zamolodchikov) map. Specifically, using a Darboux
transformation for the noncommutative NLS equation [24], we construct a noninvolutive NLS type map via
the local Yang–Baxter equation. Then, we prove that this map is a 3-simplex map on a noncommutative
division ring.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

We shall adopt the following notation:

• By X we denote an arbitrary set, whereas by Latin italic letters (i.e. x, y, u, v etc.) the elements of
X , with the exception of the ‘spectral parameter’ which is denoted by the Greek letter λ.

• By X n we denote the Cartesian product X n = X × X × · · · × X
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n

.

• By R we denote a noncommutative division ring, and its elements are denoted by bold italic Latin
letters (i.e. x,y,u etc.). That is, R is a ring with multiplicative identity 1 where commutativity
with respect to mutliplication is not assumed, and every nonzero element x has inverse x−1, i.e.
xx−1 = x−1x = 1. The centre of a division ring will be denoted by Z(R) = {a ∈ R : ∀x ∈ R, ax =
xa}.

• Matrices will be denoted by Latin capital straight letters (i.e. A,B,C) etc. Moreover, matrix
operators are denoted by capital caligraphic letters (for example, L = Dx −U).

• For a 2 × 2 matrix A, the notation An
ij means the n × n extension of matrix A with its elements

lying on the intersection of the i, j rows with the i, j columns. The rest elements of the n × n

extension are 1 or 0 using the following rule: All elements of rows and columns where the elements

of the original 2× 2 matrix A are located are 0. For instance, for the matrix A =

(
a b

c d

)

, we have

A3
13





a 0 b

0 1 0
c 0 d



.

• Let u be a function of two discrete variables n,m ∈ Z, i.e. u = u(n,m). By indices ui,j we denote
the shifts with respect to n and m: ui,j = u(n + i,m+ j).

2.2 Set-theoretical Yang–Baxter equation and Lax representations

Let X be a set. A map Y : X 2 → X 2 is called a Yang–Baxter map if it satisfies the Yang–Baxter equation

Y 12 ◦ Y 13 ◦ Y 23 = Y 23 ◦ Y 13 ◦ Y 12. (1)

The terms Y 12, Y 13, Y 23 in (1) are maps X 3 → X 3 defined as follows

Y 12(x, y, z) =
(
u(x, y), v(x, y), z

)
, Y 23(x, y, z) =

(
x, u(y, z), v(y, z)

)
, Y 13(x, y, z) =

(
u(x, z), y, v(x, z)

)
,

where x, y, z ∈ X .
Now, let C be the field of complex numbers. A parametric Yang–Baxter map is a Yang–Baxter map

with its variables assigned with two complex variables a, b ∈ C. Specifically, it is a map

Ya,b : (X × C)× (X × C) → (X × C)× (X × C),

namely,
Ya,b((x, a), (y, b)) = ((u(x, a), (y, b), a), (v(x, a), (y, b), b)),
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which we usually write in a more compact form as

Ya,b(x, y) =
(
ua,b(x, y), va,b(x, y)

)
, x, y ∈ X , a, b ∈ C, (2)

satisfying the parametric Yang–Baxter equation

Y 12

a,b ◦ Y
13

a,c ◦ Y
23

b,c = Y 23

b,c ◦ Y
13

a,c ◦ Y
12

a,b for all a, b, c ∈ C. (3)

The most celebrated parametric Yang–Baxter map is the Adler map [1]

Y : (x, y) →

(

y −
a− b

x+ y
, x+

a− b

x+ y

)

which is related to the discrete potential KdV equation

(f11 − f)(f01 − f10) = a− b, (4)

via the symmetries of the latter [29].
Now, let L(x; a, λ), x ∈ X , a ∈ C, be a square matrix and Ya,b(x, y) =

(
ua,b(x, y), va,b(x, y)

)
a

parametric Yang–Baxter map. Suppose that u = ua,b(x, y) and v = va,b(x, y) obey the equation

L(u, a, λ)L(v, b, λ) = L(y, b, λ)L(x, a, λ) (5)

for all values of x, y, a, b, λ. Then, matrix L(x; a, λ) is called a Lax matrix for Ya,b [31], and the matrix
refactorisation problem (5) is called its Lax representation [4].

It is important to note that not every map satisfying (5) is a parametric Yang–Baxter map. In
particular, we have the following.

Theorem 2.1. (Kouloukas–Papageorgiou [25]) Let Ya,b be a map with Lax representation (5). If the
following matrix trifactorisation problem

L(u, a, λ)L(v, b, λ)L(w, c, λ) = L(z, c, λ)L(y, b, λ)L(x, a, λ), for all a, b, c ∈ C (6)

implies u = x, v = y, w = z, then Ya,b satisfies the parametric Yang–Baxter equation (2).

2.3 Zamolodchikov tetrahedron and local Yang–Baxter equation

A map T : X 3 → X 3, i.e. T (x, y, z) = (u(x, y, z), v(x, y, z), w(x, y, z)), x, y, z ∈ X , is called a Zamolod-
chikov tetrahedron (3-simplex) map if it solves the equation

T 123 ◦ T 145 ◦ T 246 ◦ T 356 = T 356 ◦ T 246 ◦ T 145 ◦ T 123. (7)

This is the 3-simplex or Zamolodhikov tetrahedron equation. The functions T ijk : X 6 → X 6, i, j =
1, 2, 3, i 6= j, act on the terms ijk of the product X 6 as map T and trivially on the others. For instance,

T 356(x, y, z, r, s, t) = (x, y, u(z, s, t), r, v(z, s, t), w(z, s, t)).

Let a, b and c be complex parameters. A map T : (X × C)3 → (X × C)3, namely T :
((x, a), (y, b), (z, c)) 7→ ((u((x, a), (y, b), (z, c)), a), (v((x, a), (y, b), (z, c)), b), (w((x, a), (y, b), (z, c)), c)), is
called parametric 3-simplex or tetrahedron map if it solves the parametric 3-simplex equation

T 123

a,b,c ◦ T
145

a,d,e ◦ T
246

b,d,f ◦ T
356

c,e,f = T 356

c,e,f ◦ T
246

b,d,f ◦ T
145

a,d,e ◦ T
123

a,b,c. (8)
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Parametric 3-simplex maps will be denoted in short as:

Ta,b,c : (x, y, z) 7→ (ua,b,c(x, y, z), va,b,c(x, y, z), wa,b,c(x, y, z)), (9)

Now, let L = L(x, k, λ), x ∈ X , k, λ ∈ C, be a matrix of the form

L(x, k, λ) =

(
a11(x, k, λ) a12(x, k, λ)
a21(x, k, λ) a22(x, k, λ)

)

, (10)

for scalar functions aij. Consider the 3× 3 and 4× 4 extensions of matrix (10), given by

L3

12(x, k, λ) =





a11(x, k, λ) a12(x, k, λ) 0
a21(x, k, λ) a22(x, k, λ) 0

0 0 1



 ,

L3

13(x, k, λ) =





a11(x, k, λ) 0 a12(x, k, λ)
0 1 0

a21(x, k, λ) 0 a22(x, k, λ)



 , (11)

L3

23(x, k, λ) =





1 0 0
0 a11(x, k, λ) a12(x, k, λ)
0 a21(x, k, λ) a22(x, k, λ)



 ,

and

L4

12
(x, k, λ) =







a11(x, k, λ) a12(x, k, λ) 0 0
a21(x, k, λ) a22(x, k, λ) 0 0

0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1







, L4

13
(x, k, λ) =







a11(x, k, λ) 0 a12(x, k, λ) 0
0 1 0 0

a21(x, k, λ) 0 a22(x, k, λ) 0
0 0 0 1







,

L4

23(x, k, λ) =







1 0 0 0
0 a11(x, k, λ) a12(x, k, λ) 0
0 a21(x, k, λ) a22(x, k, λ) 0
0 0 0 1







, L4

14(x, k, λ) =







a11(x, k, λ) 0 0 a12(x, k, λ)
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0

a21(x, k, λ) 0 0 a22(x, k, λ)







, (12)

L4

24(x, k, λ) =







1 0 0 0
0 a11(x, k, λ) 0 a12(x, k, λ)
0 0 1 0
0 a21(x, k, λ) 0 a22(x, k, λ)







, L4

34(x, k, λ) =







1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 a11(x, k, λ) a12(x, k, λ)
0 0 a21(x, k, λ) a22(x, k, λ)







,

respectively.
Then, L = L(x, k, λ) is a Lax matrix for map (9), if the latter satisfies [4]

L3

12(u, a, λ)L
3

13(v, b, λ)L
3

23(w, c, λ) = L3

23(z, c, λ)L
3

13(y, b, λ)L
3

12(x, a, λ), for any λ ∈ C. (13)

Equation (13) is called the local Yang–Baxter equation or Maillet–Nijhoff equation [28] in Korepanov’s
form. In this matrix form equation (13) was suggested by Korepanov, and deserves to be referred as
Korepanov’s equation. The Korepanov equation allows to construct tetrahedron maps related to integrable
systems of mathematical physics [15, 18] and ‘classify’ tetrahedron maps [10, 30]. Note that, here, the
entries aij of matrix (10) are scalar, however they can be matrices [26]).

If a map (9) satisfies the local Yang–Baxter equation (13), then this map is a 3-simplex map if some
supplementary condition is satisfied. Specifically, we have the following.
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Theorem 2.2. [18] Let map (9) be a solution of the local Yang–Baxter equation (13) for some matrix
L = L(x, a). Then, if equation

L4

34(t̂, a6)L
4

24(ŝ, a5)L
4

14(r̂, a4)L
4

23(ẑ, a3)L
4

13(ŷ, a2)L
4

12(x̂, a1) =

L4

34(t, a6)L
4

24(s, a5)L
4

14(r, a4)L
4

23(z, a3)L
4

13(y, a2)L
4

12(x, a1) (14)

implies the trivial solution t̂ = t, ŝ = s, r̂ = r, ẑ = z, ŷ = y and x̂ = x, then map (9) is a parametric
tetrahedron map.

3 Boussinesq type 2-simplex maps

Consider the Boussinesq matrix [32]:

L(p, q, q10, r10, a) :=





−q10 1 0
−r10 0 1

a− pq10 − qr10 − λ p q



 , (15)

which is the Lax matrix of the lattice Boussinesq system. Here, p, q and r are the Boussinesq potentials
which are functions of two discrete variables n,m ∈ Z. That is, using the notation introduced in section
2.1, p10 = p(n+ 1,m), q10 = q(n+ 1,m) and r10 = r(n+ 1,m).

We shall construct commutative and noncommutative Yang–Baxter maps Y : X → X generated by
the Boussinesq Lax matrix (15).

3.1 Commutative Boussinesq type Yang–Baxter map

Let X = C. We replace the elements of (15) by variables xi ∈ X , i = 1, 2, 3, 4, namely:

(p, q, q10, r10) → (x1,x2,x3,x4),

that is, we consider the matrix:

L(x1,x2,x3,x4, a) :=





−x3 1 0
−x4 0 1

a− x1x3 − x2x4 − λ x1 x2



 . (16)

Consider the matrix refactorisation problem:

L(u1, u2, u3, u4, a)L(v1, v2, v3, v4, b) = L(y1, y2, y3, y4, b)L(x1, x2, x3, x4, a). (17)

This equation is equivalent to a system of polynomial equations

Pi(u1, u2, u3, u4, v1, v2, v3, v4, x1, x2, x3, x4, y1, y2, y3, y4; a, b) = 0, i = 1, . . . 7,

which can be solved for u1, u2, u3, u4, v2, v3 and v4 in terms of v1, namely it is equivalent to

u1 = y1 +
a− b

x1 − y4 + x2y3
x2,

u2 = y2 +
b− a

x1 − y4 + x2y3
,

u3 = y3,

u4 = y4 + v1 − x1,

v2 = x2,

v3 = x3 +
b− a

x1 − y4 + x2y3
, (18)

v4 = x4 +
b− a

x1 − y4 + x2y3
y3.
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In order for the above system to define a map, one needs to supplement it with one more equation
for v1. In [16], we constructed a Boussinesq type Yang–Baxter map (see Proposition 3.2.1 in [16]) for the
choice v1 = x1. Here, we construct a new solution to the Yang–Baxter equation. In particular, we have
the following.

Proposition 3.1. Map Y1 : C8 → C8, i = 1, 2, given by

x1 7→ u1 = y1 +
a− b

x1 + x2y3 − y4
x2,

x2 7→ u2 = y2 −
a− b

x1 + x2y3 − y4
,

x3 7→ u3 = y3,

x4 7→ u4 = y4 +
a− b

x1 + x2y3 − y4
x2,

y1 7→ v1 = x1 −
a− b

x1 + x2y3 − y4
x2,

y2 7→ v2 = x2,

y3 7→ v3 = x3 −
a− b

x1 + x2y3 − y4
, (19)

y4 7→ v4 = x4 −
a− b

x1 + x2y3 − y4
y3,

is an eight-dimensional parametric Yang–Baxter map, and it admits the following functionally independent
first integrals

I1 = x1 + y1, (20a)

I2 = x2 + y2 − x3 − y3, (20b)

I3 = x2y2 + x3y3 − x4 − y4, (20c)

I4 = b(x2 − x3)− a(y3 − y2) + (x4 − x3y2 − y1)(x1 + x2y3 − y4). (20d)

Proof. If we supplement system (18) with equation

u1 + v1 = y1 + x1,

then the associated augmented system is equivalent to map (19). It can be shown by straightforward
substitution to the Yang–Baxter equation that map (19) is a parametric Yang–Baxter map.

Integrals I1 and I3 are found from the trace of the monodromy matrix:

tr(L(y1, y2, y3, y4, b)L(x1, x2, x3, x4, a)) = I1 + I3.

Integrals I2 and I4 are found from the determinant det(L(y1, y2, y3, y4, b)L(x1, x2, x3, x4, a)−k · I3), where
I3 is the identity matrix 3× 3. Now, the rank of matrix r = [∇I1,∇I2,∇I3,∇I4] is 4, thus Ii, i = 1, 2, 3, 4
are functionally independent.

3.2 Nonommutative Boussinesq type Yang–Baxter maps

Now, let X = R, that is, a non-commutative division ring. We replace the elements of (15) by arbitrary
elements of R, xi ∈ R, a ∈ Z(R),

(p, q, q10, r10) → (x1,x2,x3,x4)

namely, we consider the matrix

L(x1,x2,x3,x4, a) :=





−x3 1 0
−x4 0 1

a− x1x3 − x2x4 − λ x1 x2



 , (21)
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and substitute it to the following matrix refactorisation problem:

L(u1,u2,u3,u4, a)L(v1,v2,v3,v4, b) = L(y1,y2,y3,y4, b)L(x1,x2,x3,x4, a). (22)

The above equation is equivalent to u3 = y3, v2 = x2 the following system of polynomial equations

y3v3 − v4 = y3x3 − x4,

u1 + u2x2 = y1 + y2x2,

u4 − v1 = y4 − x1,

(u4 − v1)v3 + b− x2v4 = (y4 − x1)x3 + a− x2x4,

u1v4 + (a− u1y3 − u2u4)v3 − u2(b− v1v3 − x2v4) =

y1x4 + (b− y1y3 − y2y4)x3 − y2(a− x1x3 − x2x4),

for the rest variables u1,u2,u4,v1,v3 and v4.
This system can be solved for u1,u2,u3,u4,v2,v3 and v4 in terms of v1, i.e. it is equivalent to

u1 = y1 − (a− b)(y4 − x1 − x2y3)
−1x2,

u2 = y2 + (a− b)(y4 − x1 − x2y3)
−1,

u3 = y3,

u4 = y4 + v1 − x1, (23)

v2 = x2,

v3 = (a− b)(y4 − x1 − x2y3)
−1 + x3.

v4 = x4 + (a− b)y3(y4 − x1 − x2y3)
−1.

The equations of the above system are not enough to define a map, thus (23) defines a correspondence
between R8 and R8. In order to define a map, we need to supplement system (23) with one equation. In
particular, we have the following.

Proposition 3.2. (Noncommutative Boussinesq type map) The above correspondence defines an eight-
dimensional noninvolutive map Y2 : R

8 → R8 given by:

x1 7→ u1 = y1 − (a− b)(y4 − x1 − x2y3)
−1x2,

x2 7→ u2 = y2 + (a− b)(y4 − x1 − x2y3)
−1,

x3 7→ u3 = y3,

x4 7→ u4 = y4,

y2 7→ v1 = x1,

y2 7→ v2 = x2, (24)

y3 7→ v3 = x3 + (a− b)(y4 − x1 − x2y3)
−1,

y4 7→ v4 = x4 + (a− b)y3(y4 − x1 − x2y3)
−1,

and it admits the following invariant

I = x2 + y2 − x3 − y3.

Proof. If we supplement system (23) with equation u1 = x1, then the associated augmented system is

equivalent to map (24). Moreover, I ◦ Y2 = I, i.e. I is a first integral. Finally, we have that u4 ◦ Y2

(24)
=

x4 + (a− b)y3(y4 − x1 − x2y3)
−1 6= x4, therefore map (24) is noninvolutive.

For the Yang–Baxter property, we have the following.
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Theorem 3.3. Map (24) is a Yang–Baxter map.

Proof. We employ matrix L(x1,x2,x3,x4, a) given by (30). Using the left-hand side of the Yang–Baxter
equation, and taking into account (24), we have:

L(z1,z2,z3,z4, c)L(y1,y2,y3,y4, b)L(x1,x2,x3,x4, a) =

L(z1,z2,z3,z4, c)L(x̃1, x̃2,y3,y4, a)L(x1,x2, ỹ3, ỹ4, b) =

L(˜̃x1, ˜̃x2,z3,z4, a)L(x̃1, x̃2, z̃3, z̃4, c)L(x1,x2, ỹ3, ỹ4, b) = (25)

L(˜̃x1, ˜̃x2,z3,z4, a)L(x̃1, x̃2, z̃3, z̃4, b)L(x1,x2, ˜̃z3, ˜̃z4, c).

Moreover, using the right-hand side of the Yang–Baxter equation, and taking into account (24), it follows
that

L(z1,z2,z3,z4, c)L(y1,y2,y3,y4, b)L(x1,x2,x3,x4, a) =

L(ŷ1, ŷ2,z3,z4, b)L(y1,y2, ẑ3, ẑ4, c)L(x1,x2,x3,x4, a) =

L(ŷ1, ŷ2,z3,z4, b)L(x̂1, x̂2, ẑ3, ẑ4, a)L(x1,x2, ˆ̂z3, ˆ̂z4, c) = (26)

L(ˆ̂x1, ˆ̂x2,z3,z4, a)L(x̂1, x̂2, ẑ3, ẑ4, b)L(x1,x2, ˆ̂z3, ˆ̂z4, c).

Equations (25) and (26) imply

L(˜̃x1, ˜̃x2,z3,z4, a)L(x̃1, x̃2, z̃3, z̃4, b)L(x1,x2, ˜̃z3, ˜̃z4, c) =

L(ˆ̂x1, ˆ̂x2,z3,z4, a)L(x̂1, x̂2, ẑ3, ẑ4, b)L(x1,x2, ˆ̂z3, ˆ̂z4, c).

For simplicity of the notation, we rename variables ˜̃x1 = z1, ˜̃x2 = z2, x̃1 = y1, x̃2 = y2, z̃3 = y3, z̃4 =
y4. Then, the above equation can be rewritten as

L(z1,z2,z3,z4, a)L(y1,y2,y3,y4, b)L(x1,x2,x3,x4, c) =

L(w1,w2,z3,z4, a)L(v1,v2,v3,v4, b)L(x1,x2,u3,u4, c). (27)

This equation is equivalent to the system:

(−z3v3 + v4)u3 + z3(u4 − x4) = (−z3y3 + y4)x3 + x1(u3 − x3) + x2(u4 − x4) (28a)

z3v3 − v4 = z3y3 − y4 (28b)

u3 − v2 = x3 − y2 (28c)

(−z4v3 − b+ v1v3 + v2v4)u3 − (v1 − z4)u4 + v2(a− x1u3 − x2u4) =

(−z4y3 − b+ y1y3 + y2y4)x3 − (y1 − z4)x4 + y2(a− x1x3 − x2x4) (28d)

z4v3 − v1v3 − v2v4 + v2x1 = z4y3 − y1y3 − y2y4 + y2x1 (28e)

v1 + v2x2 = y1 + y2x2 (28f)

− v3u3 + w2u3 + u4 − w1 −w2v2 = −y3x3 + z2x3 + x4 − z1 − z2y2 (28g)

(c− w1z3 − w2z4)v3u3 + w1v4u3 − w2(b− v1v3 − v2v4)u3 − (c− w1z3 − w2z4 + w2v1)u4+

(w1 + w2v2)(a− x1u3 − x2u4) = (c− z1z3 − z2z4)y3x3 + z1y4x3 − z2(b− y1y3 − y2y4)x3−

(c− z1z3 − z2z4 + z2y1)x4 + (z1 + z2y2)(a− x1x3 − x2x4) (28h)

v3 − w2 = y3 − z2 (28i)
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(−c+w1z3 + w2z4)v3 − w1v4 + w2(b− v1v3 − v2v4) + (w1 + w2v2)x1 =

(−c+ z1z3 + z2z4)y3 − z1y4 + z2(b− y1y3 − y2y4) + (z1 + z2y2)x1

− w1z3 −w2z4 + w2v1 + (w1 + w2v2)x2 = −z1z3 − z2z4 + z2y1 + (z1 + z2y2)x2. (28j)

From (28f), (28j) and (28i), it follows that w2 = z2. From (28i) and (28b), we obtain v3 = y3 and
v4 = y4, whereas (28f), (28e) and (28b) imply v2 = y2. Then, from (28f) and (28c) it follows that v1 = y1,
u3 = x3, while from (28f), (28j) and (28i) we obtain w2 = z2. Now, equations (28i) and (28b) imply
v3 = y3 and v4 = y4, and equations (28f), (28e) and (28b) imply v2 = y2. Then, from (28f) and (28c) it
follows that v1 = y1, u3 = x3, from (28a) and (28b) we obtain u4 = x4, and (28f), (28j) imply w1 = z1.

That is, equation (27) implies the trivial solution

u3 = x3, u4 = x4, v1 = y1, v2 = y2, v3 = y3, v4 = y4, w1 = z1, w2 = z2,

therefore, according to Theorem 2.1, map (24) is a Yang–Baxter map.

3.3 Squeeze down to the noncommutative Boussinesq lattice equation

Recall that a quad-graph equation (see Figure 1) is a lattice equation (or system of equations) of the form

Q(f00, f10, f01, f11; a, b) = 0, (29)

where f = f(n,m), n,m ∈ Z, fij = f(n+ j,m+ j), a, b ∈ C, and Q is a polynomial affine-linear function,
i.e.

∂Q

∂fij
6= 0,

∂2Q

∂f2

ij

= 0.

f f10
a

f01 f11a

b b

Figure 1: Quad graph equation.

Equation (29) is called integrable if it is equivalent to the following matrix refactorisation problem:

K(f01, f11; a, λ)M(f00, f01; b, λ) = M(f10, f11; b, λ)K(f00, f10; a, λ), for all λ ∈ C,

where K and M are square matrices. The above equation is called a Lax equation (or representation) of
equation (29).

In this section, we aim to construct a noncommutative integrable Boussinesq type lattice system. We
shall do that by squeezing Yang–Baxter map (24) down to an integrable lattice equation after a change
of variables.
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In order to find the suitable change of variables, we set in (30): x1 = p,x2 = q,x3 = q10,x4 = r10,
namely we consider the matrix:

L(p, q, q10, r10, a) :=





−q10 1 0
−r10 0 1

a− pq10 − qr10 − λ p q



 , (30)

Then, we compare the Lax equation

L(p01, q01, q11, r11, a)L(p, q, q01, r01, b) = L(p10, q10, q11, r11, b)L(p, q, q10, r10, a), (31)

to the matrix refactorisation problem

L(u1,u2,u3,u4, a)L(v1,v2,v3,v4, b) = L(y1,y2,y3,y4, b)L(x1,x2,x3,x4, a),

which generates the Yang–Baxter map (24). This indicates the suitable change of variables.
We summarise everything in the following.

Proposition 3.4. (Noncommutative Boussinesq lattice equation) Yang–Baxter map (24) can be squeezed
down to the following noncommutative lattice system

(p+ qq11 − r11)(p01 − p10) = (a− b)q, (32a)

(q01 − q10)(p+ qq11 − r11) = b− a, (32b)

(r01 − r10)(p + qq11 − r11) = (b− a)q11. (32c)

The above noncommutative Boussinesq type system is integrable with Lax representation:

L(p01, q01, q11, r11, a)L(p, q, q01, r01, b) = L(p10, q10, q11, r11, b)L(p, q, q10, r10, a),

where L(p, q, q10, r10, a) :=





−q10 1 0
−r10 0 1

a− pq10 − qr10 − λ p q



 . Finally, system admits the following conser-

vation law:
(T − 1)(p10 + q10q − r) = (S − 1)(p01 + q01q − r). (33)

Proof. We set u1 = p01, u2 = v3 = q01, u3 = y3 = q11, u4 = y4 = r11, v1 = x1 = p, v2 = x2 = q,
y2 = x3 = q10, v4 = r01, x4 = r10, y1 = p10.

Then, equation
u1 = y1 − (a− b)(y4 − x1 − x2y3)

−1x2,

from map (24) can be rewritten as equation (32a). Moreover, equation

u2 = y2 + (a− b)(y4 − x1 − x2y3)
−1

takes the form of equation (32b). Additionally, equation

v4 = x4 + (a− b)y3(y4 − x1 − x2y3)
−1,

can be written as (32b). Now, the map (24) has the property that if x3 = y2, then u2 = v3. That is,
equation v3 = x3+(a− b)(y4−x1−x2y3)

−1 also takes the form of equation (32b). The rest equations of
map (24), namely u3 = y3,u4 = y4,v1 = x1 and v2 = x2, are identically satisfied in the new variables.
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Now, from (32a) we obtain that

p01 − p10 = (a− b)(p + qq11 − r11)
−1q

(32b)
= (q10 − q01)q, (34)

while from (32c) it follows that

r01 − r10 = q11(b− a)(p + qq11 − r11)
−1 (32b)

= q11(q01 − q10). (35)

From equations (34) and (35) we obtain

q11q01 − r01 − p10 − q10q = q11q10 − r10 − p01 − q01q,

which is equivalent to the conservation law (33).

System is (32) the fully noncommutative version of the Boussinesq lattice equation [32]. A Grassmann
extension of the latter was constructed in [16].

4 NLS type 3-simplex map

Recall that a matrix M is called a Darboux matrix for operator L if the latter is covariant under the
similarity transformation MLM−1, namely,

ML(u(x, t), a, λ)M−1 = ML(ũ(x, t), a, λ)M−1 , for all λ ∈ C.

Let (p(x, t), q(x, t)) and (p̃(x, t), q̃(x, t)) are solutions of the noncommutative NLS system:

{

pt =
1

2
pxx + 4pqp

qt = −1

2
qxx − 4qpq.

A Darboux transformation for the above system was constructed in [24], and it reads

M = λ

(
1 0
0 0

)

+

(
a+ pq̃ p

p̃ 1

)

, (36)

where p and q satisfy the system of differential equations:

px = 2p10 − 2ap− 2pq10p, q10,x = 2aq10 + 2q10pq10 − 2p.

Now, we set x1 = p(x, t) and x2 = q̃(x, t) in (36), namely we consider the matrix

M(x1,x2, a, λ) =

(
a+ λ+ x1x2 x1

x2 1

)

, (37)

where its elements belong to a division ring xi ∈ R, i = 1, 2, and a, λ ∈ Z(R).
A noncommutative Adler–Yamilov type 2-simplex map was constructed in [22] and is equivalent to

the matrix refactorisation problem

M(u1,u2, a, λ)M(v1,v2, b, λ) = M(y1,y2, b, λ)K(x1,x2, a, λ).
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Here, starting from the same matrix (37), we shall construct a noncommutative 3-simplex map via the
local Yang–Baxter equation.

Let K(x1,x2, a) = M(x1,x2, a, 0). We consider its 3× 3 extensions, namely the following matrices

K3

12(x1,x2, a) =





a+ x1x2 x1 0
x2 1 0
0 0 1



 ,

K3

13(x1,x2, a) =





a+ x1x2 0 x1

0 1 0
x2 0 1



 , (38)

K3

23(x1,x2, a) =





1 0 0
0 a+ x1x2 x1

0 x2 1



 ,

and substitute them to the local Yang–Baxter equation in order to construct a parametric 3-simplex
tetrahedron map. In particular, we have the following.

Proposition 4.1. (Nonocommutative NLS map) Let R be a nonocommutative division ring and Z(R)
its centre. The map Ta,b,c : R

6 → R6, a, b, c ∈ Z(R), given by

x1 7→ u1 =
bx1 − y1z2

c
; (39a)

x2 7→ u2 = ac(z1y2(a+ x1x2) + (c+ z1z2)x2)·

[abc+ (y1(c+ z2z1)− bx1z1)(y2(a+ x1x2) + z2x2)]
−1

, (39b)

y1 7→ v1 =
y1(c+ z2z1)− bx1z1

ac
; (39c)

y2 7→ v2 = z2x2 + y2(a+ x1x2); (39d)

z1 7→ w1 = z1 − (z1y2(a+ x1x2) + (c+ z1z2)x2)·
[
y2(a+ x1x2) + z2x2 + abc(y1(c+ z2z1)− bx1z1)

−1
]
−1

; (39e)

z2 7→ w2 = z2 + y2x1, (39f)

is a noninvolutive map and it is equivalent with the local Yang–Baxter equation

K3

12(u1,u2, a)K
3

13(v1,v2, b)K
3

23(w1,w2, c) = K3

23(z1,z2, c)K
3

13(y1,y2, b)K
3

12(x1,x2, a), (40)

where K3

ij are 3× 3 extensions of matrix

K(x1,x2, a) =

(
a+ x1x2 x1

x2 1

)

. (41)

Proof. The local Yang–Baxter equation (40) is equivalent to the system of polynomial equations:

(a+ u1u2)(b+ v1v2) = (b+ y1y2)(a+ x1x2), (42a)

(a+ u1u2)v1w2 + u1(c+w1w2) = (b+ y1y2)x1, (42b)

(a+ u1u2)v1 + u1w1 = y1, (42c)

u2(b+ v1v2) = z1y2(a+ x1x2) + (c+ z1z2)x2, (42d)
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u2v1w2 +w1w2 = z1y2x1 + z1z2, (42e)

u2v1 +w1 = z1, (42f)

v2 = y2(a+ x1x2) + z2x2, (42g)

w2 = y2x1 + z2. (42h)

Solving (42f) for “u2v1” and substituting it into equation (42c), we obtain:

av1 + u1z1 = y1. (43)

Equation (42a), with the use of equations (42f) and (42g) is equivalent to (39a). Now, substituting the
obtained u1 into (43), we can rewrite the latter equivalently as (39c). Then, substituting into (42d) the
obtained v1 and also v2 from (42g), after some calculations, we can write equation (42d) equivalently to
(39b). Furthermore, equation (39e) is equivalent to (42d) after substitution into the latter of the obtained
u2 and v1.

Finally, we have that

w2 ◦ Ta,b,c = z2 + y2x1 +
1

c
(z2x2 + y2(a+ x1x2))(bx1 − y1z2) 6= z2,

which proves that map (39) is noninvolutive.

The above is the noncommutative avatar of the NLS type tetrahedron map constructed in [17]. For
the commutative version the tetrahedron 3-simplex property could be verified by straightforward substi-
tution which is impossible in the noncommutative case even with the use of programmes for symbolic
computation. In what follows we provide a proof via the matrix six-factorisation problem.

Theorem 4.2. Map (39) is a noncommutative tetrahedron 3-simplex map.

Proof. Consider the 4× 4 extensions of matrix (41), namely the following:

K4

12(x1,x2, a) =







a+ x1x2 x1 0 0
x2 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1







, K4

13(x1,x2, a) =







a+ x1x2 0 x1 0
0 1 0 0
x2 0 1 0
0 0 0 1







,

K4

23(x1,x2, a) =







1 0 0 0
0 a+ x1x2 x1 0
0 x2 1 0
0 0 0 1







, K4

14(x1,x2, a) =







a+ x1x2 0 0 x1

0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
x2 0 0 1







, (44)

K4

24
(x1,x2, a) =







1 0 0 0
0 a+ x1x2 0 x1

0 0 1 0
0 x2 0 1







, K4

34
(x1,x2, a) =







1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 a+ x1x2 x1

0 0 x2 1







, (45)

and substitute them to the Lax equation:

K4

34(t1, t2; a6)K
4

24(s1, s2; a5)K
4

14(r1, r2; a4)K
4

23(z1,z2; a3)K
4

13(y1,y2; a2)K
4

12(x1,x2; a1) =

K4

34(t̃1, t̃2; a6)K
4

24(s̃1, s̃2; a5)K
4

14(r̃1, r̃2; a4)K
4

23(z̃1, z̃2; a3)K
4

13(ỹ1, ỹ2; a2)K
4

12(x̃1, x̃2; a1).

The above matrix six-factorisation problem is equivalent to the system of polynomial equations:

r̃1 = r1, s̃1 = s1, t̃1 = t1, (46a)
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(a4 + r̃1r̃2)(a2 + ỹ1ỹ2)(a1 + x̃1x̃2) = (a4 + r1r2)(a2 + y1y2)(a1 + x1x2), (46b)

(a4 + r̃1r̃2)(a2 + ỹ1ỹ2)x̃1 = (a4 + r1r2)(a2 + y1y2)x1, (46c)

(a4 + r̃1r̃2)ỹ1 = (a4 + r1r2)y1, (46d)

s̃1r̃2(a2 + ỹ1ỹ2)(a1 + x̃1x̃2) + (a5 + s̃1s̃2)(a3 + z̃1z̃2)x̃2 + (a5 + s̃1s̃2)z̃1ỹ2(a1 + x̃1x̃2) =

s1r2(a2 + y1y2)(a1 + x1x2) + (a5 + s1s2)(a3 + z1z2)x2 + (a5 + s1s2)z1y2(a1 + x1x2), (46e)

s̃1r̃2(a2 + ỹ1ỹ2)x̃1 + (a5 + s̃1s̃2)(a3 + z̃1z̃2) + (a5 + s̃1s̃2)z̃1ỹ2x̃1 =

s1r2(a2 + y1y2)x1 + (a5 + s1s2)(a3 + z1z2) + (a5 + s1s2)z1y2x1, (46f)

t̃1r̃2(a2 + ỹ1ỹ2)(a1 + x̃1x̃2) + t̃1s̃2(a3 + z̃1z̃2)x̃2 + (a6 + t̃1t̃2)z̃2x̃2 + (t̃1s̃2z̃1 + a6 + t̃1t̃2)ỹ2(a1 + x̃1x̃2) =

t1r2(a2 + y1y2)(a1 + x1x2) + t1s2(a3 + z1z2)x2 + (a6 + t1t2)z2x2 + (t1s2z1 + a6 + t1t2)y2(a1 + x1x2), (46g)

t̃1r̃2(a2 + ỹ1ỹ2)x̃1 + t̃1s̃2(a3 + z̃1z̃2) + (a6 + t̃1t̃2)z̃2 + (t̃1s̃2z̃1 + a6 + t̃1t̃2)ỹ2x̃1 =

t1r2(a2 + y1y2)x1 + t1s2(a3 + z1z2) + (a6 + t1t2)z2 + (t1s2z1 + a6 + t1t2)y2x1, (46h)

t̃1r̃2ỹ1 + t̃1s̃2z̃1 + a6 + t̃1t̃2 = t1r2y1 + t1s2z1 + a6 + t1t2, (46i)

r̃2(a2 + ỹ1ỹ2)(a1 + x̃1x̃2) + s̃2(a3 + z̃1z̃2)x̃2 + t̃2z̃2x̃2 + (s̃2z̃1 + t̃2)ỹ2(a1 + x̃1x̃2) =

r2(a2 + y1y2)(a1 + x1x2) + s2(a3 + z1z2)x2 + t2z2x2 + (s2z1 + t2)y2(a1 + x1x2), (46j)

r̃2(a2 + ỹ1ỹ2)x̃1 + s̃2(a3 + z̃1z̃2) + t̃2z̃2 + (s̃2z̃1 + t̃2)ỹ2x̃1 =

r2(a2 + y1y2)x1 + s2(a3 + z1z2) + t2z2 + (s2z1 + t2)y2x1, (46k)

r̃2ỹ1 + s̃2z̃1 + t̃2 = r2y1 + s2z1 + t2, (46l)

From equations (46b) and (46c), we obtain

(x2 − x̃2) = (x̃−1

1
− x

−1

1
)a1, , (47)

while equations (46c) and (46d) imply

a2(x1 − y1ỹ
−1

1
x̃1) + y1(y2x1 − ỹ2x̃1) = 0. (48)

Then, from (46e)-(46f), (46g)-(46h), and (46j)-(46k) we obtain

a1a2s1(r̃2 − r2) + a1(s1r2y1 + (a5 + s1s2)z1)(ỹ2 − y2) + (s1r2(a2 + y1y2)x1+

+ (a5 + s1s2)(a3 + z1z2 − z1y2x1))(x2 − x̃2) = 0, (49a)

a1a2t1(r̃2 − r2) + a1(t1r2y1 + t1s2z1 + a6 + t1t2)(ỹ2 − y2) + (t1r2(a2 + y1y2)x1+

+ t1s2(a3 + z1z2) + (a6 + t1t2)z2 + (t1s2z1 + a6 + t1t2)y2x1)(x̃2 − x2) = 0, (49b)

a1a2(r̃2 − r2) + a1(r2y1 + s2z1 + t2)(ỹ2 − y2) + (r2(a2 + y1y2)x1 + s2(a3 + z1z2)+

t2z2 + (s2z1 + t2)y2x1)(x̃2 − x2) = 0, (49c)

respectively.
Now, if we substitute the expression a1a2(r̃2 − r2) from (49c) into equations (49a) and (49b), we obtain

a1(a5z1 − s1t2)(ỹ2 − y2) + (a5(a3 + z1z2 − z1y2x1)− s1t2(z2 + y2x1))(x̃2 − x2) = 0, (50a)

a1(ỹ2 − y2) + (z2 + y2x1)(x̃2 − x2) = 0. (50b)

Then, substituting (50b) into (50a), it follows that x̃2 = x2. Therefore, from (50a) we obtain ỹ2 = y2, whereas
(49a) implies r̃2 = r2. Moreover, from (47) and (48) we obtain x̃1 = x1 and ỹ1 = y1. Now, if we substitute (46k)
into (46l), we obtain z̃2 = z2, and from (46k) it follows that s̃2 = s2. Finally, equations (46f) and (46l) imply
z̃1 = z1 and t̃2 = t2.

From the above it follows that

x̃i = xi, ỹi = yi, z̃i = zi, r̃i = ri, s̃i = si, and t̃i = ti, i = 1, 2.

Therefore, according to Theorem 2.2, map (39) is a tetrahedron 3-simplex map.
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5 Conclusions

In this paper we constructed commutative and noncommutative 2-simplex and 3-simplex maps related to
the lattice Boussinesq and the NLS equation.

In particular we constructed an eight-dimensional parametric Yang–Baxter map (19) which admits
4 functionally independent invariants. This indicates integrability. However, in order to claim Liouville
integrability of map (19), one must we need a Poisson bracket with respect to which the integrals (20a)–
(20d) are in involution. It is worth noting that the first integrals (20a) and (20b) are Casimir functions
for the Poisson bracket:

{x1, x3} = {x2, x4} = {x3, x4} = {x3, y1} = {y1, y3} = {y2, y4} = {y3, y4} = {y3, x1} = 1,

and all the rest {xi, xj}, {xi, yi}, {yi, yj} are 0. Also, the first integrals (20a) and (20b) are in involution
with respect to the above Poisson bracket. However, the rank of the associated Poisson matrix is 6, thus
we need on more integral in order to claim Liouville integrability.

Furthermore, we constructed an eight-dimensional noncommutative Boussinesq type map (24) and
we showed that it satisfies the Yang–Baxter equation. After a change of variables indicated by the
Lax equation itself we squeezed down this Boussinesq type Yang–Baxter map to the to an integrable
nonommmutative Boussinesq lattice system.

The Boussinesq type maps (19) and (24) were constructed using the correspondence approach [9]. The
choice of equations to supplement the associated correspondences was made in order to: i. construct an
integrable Yang–Baxter map (with the ammount of first integrals to be half the dimension of the map)
for the case of map (19), and ii. construct a map which can be squeezed down to the integrable lattice
Boussinesq system (24).

Finally, we employed a Darboux transformation for the noncommutative NLS equation and constructed
a six-dimensional noninvolutive NLS type map on and arbitrary noncommutative division ring that is a
noncommutative version of the NLS parametric Yang–Baxter map which appeared in [17]. We showed
that this map solves the Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation.

The commutative version of map (39) was derived in [17] as restriction of map

(x1, x2,X, y1, y2, Y, z1, z2, Z)
T

−→ (u1, u2, U, v1, v2, V, w1, w2,W ), given by:

x1 7→ u1 =
x1(y1y2 − Y ) + y1z2

z1z2 − Z
,

x2 7→ u2 =
(x1x2 −X)(y2z1X + x2Z)(z1z2 − Z)

y1y2z1(x1y2 + z2)X − (x1y2z1 + z1z2 − Z)XY + x2[y1z2 + x1(y1y2 − Y )]Z
,

X 7→ U =
(x1x2 −X)(y1y2 − Y )X

y1y2z1(x1y2 + z2)X − (x1y2z1 + z1z2 − Z)XY + x2[y1z2 + x1(y1y2 − Y )]Z
, (51)

y1 7→ v1 =
x1z1(y1y2 − Y ) + y1Z

(x1x2 −X)(z1z2 − Z)
,

y2 7→ v2 = x2z2 + y2X,

Y 7→ V =
y1y2z1(x1y2 + z2)X − (x1y2z1 + z1z2 − Z)XY + x2[y1z2 + x1(y1y2 − Y )]Z

(x1x2 −X)(z1z2 − Z)
,

z1 7→ w1 =
[x2y1Z − z1(y1y2 − Y )X ](z1z2 − Z)

y1y2z1(x1y2 + z2)X − (x1y2z1 + z1z2 − Z)XY + x2[y1z2 + x1(y1y2 − Y )]Z
,

z2 7→ w2 = x1y2 + z2,

Z 7→ W =
(x1x2 −X)(z1z2 − Z)Y Z

y1y2z1(x1y2 + z2)X − (x1y2z1 + z1z2 − Z)XY + x2[y1z2 + x1(y1y2 − Y )]Z
,
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on invariant leaves, namely the level sets of invariants I1 = X − x1x2, I2 = Y − y1y2 and I3 = Z − z1z2.
However, here we notice that map (51) also admits the invariants I4 = XY and I5 = Y Z, which means
that other solutions to the parametric 3-simplex equation may exist that are restrictions map (51) on
other invariant leaves.

The results of this paper can be extended in the following ways.

• Study the Liouville integrability of all the maps constructed in this paper. For the noncommutative
ones, more first integrals are needed.

• Study the solutions of system (32). For that, one may construct Bäcklund transformations as in [7].

• Find other parametric restrictions of map (51) and their quantisations.
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