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Abstract

In the paper non-autonomous H1, H2, H35 and Q1s equations in the ABS list are bilin-
earized. Their solutions are derived in Casoratian form. We also list out some Casoratian
shift formulae which are used to verify Casoratian solutions.
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1 Introduction

The “discrete integrable systems” has been a popular topic and is still drawing more and more
attention. Particularly in the recent ten years it received much progress. The property of mul-
tidimensional consistency [IH3] provides an approach to investigate integrability for the discrete
systems defined on an elementary quadrilateral:

Q(un,m,un—i—l,myun,m—i—laun—l-l,m—l-l;pa Q) =0, (11)

where p, ¢ are spacing parameters. The ABS list [3] contains all quadrilateral lattice equations
of the above form which are consistent-around-the-cube(CAC). In the ABS list the spacing pa-
rameters p,q can either constants or functions p, and g¢,,, which corresponds to autonomous
case or non-autonomous case, respectively. In general an autonomous system means a differen-
tial/difference model with constant coefficients while a non-autonomous one means the model
has coefficients varying with independent variables but the model can not be transformed back
to an autonomous one. Obviously, the ABS lattice equations themselves are automatically non-
autonomous in the sense of taking p = p,, ¢ = ¢, and this non-autonomous case still keeps the
CAC property.

Integrable non-autonomous systems have its own importance. It is known that most of
discrete Painlevé equations are non-autonomous ordinary difference equations. In addition, for
integrable non-autonomous forms of partial difference equations, their reductions usually lead
to integrable non-autonomous mappings, which quite often are discrete Painlevé equations. To
get a non-autonomous version of a partial difference equation, taking (LI as an example, one
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can replace constant lattice parameters (p,q) by (Pn,ms@n,m), but the integrability should be
kept. Many criterions, such as singularity confinement, conservation laws and algebraic entropy,
have been used to check integrability for the non-autonomous systems, for both ordinary and
partial difference cases [4H7]. Besides, it is also possible to deautonomise a discrete bilinear
system if it contains spacing parameters. With suitable deautonomisation the obtained non-
autonomous bilinear systems admit /N-soliton solutions expressed through deformed discrete
exponential functions, (see [89] as examples).

Recently, many solving approaches have been developed to find solutions for autonomous
lattice equations in the ABS list [T0HIS]. In [I3] the H1, H2, H3s and Qls equations in the
ABS list were bilinearized and their solutions were derived in Casoratian form. In the present
paper we will repeat the treatment of [I3] to get bilinear forms as well as solutions in Casoratian
form for some non-autonomous ABS lattice equations. As we have mentioned before, the ABS
lattice equations with spacing parameters (p,, ¢,,) are automatically non-autonomous and still
CAC. Their integrable aspects are also double checked by singularity confinement and algebraic
entropy approaches [7].

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains some basic notations for discrete
systems and Casoratians and a list of non-autonomous ABS lattice equations. In Section 3
the non-autonomous H1, H2, H3; and Q1ls equations are bilinearized and their solutions are
derived in Casoratian form. The Appendix contains a collection of Casoratian formulae of
non-autonomous case.

2 Preliminaries
Conventionally, we use tilde/hat notations to express the shifts in n/m directions, for example,
U=Upm, U=1Uptlm, U=Up—1m; U=Upmtl, U= Upm—1, = Un+1,m41-
By these notations the lattice equation (L)) is rewritten as
Q(u, i, @, ; p, q) = 0. (2.1)

The non-autonomous ABS list is as follows [3][7]:

Hl: (u—0)(@—1)+ gn—pn =0, (2.2a)
H2: (u—0)(@— ) + (Gm — pn)(u+ T+ 8+ 1) + g2, — p2 =0, (2.2b)
H3s: pp(uii + @) — g (uti + ) + 0(p2 — ¢2) = 0, (2.2¢)
Qly: palu—)(@— ) ~ (1~ T)(@— 1) + 8*Patim(Pn — gm) =0, (2.2d)
Q2 palu— )@ — ) — g (u — 0)(@ — ) + Prgom (Pn — Gm) (u + U + T+ 1)
~ P (P — 4m) (P — Potim + i) = 0, (2:2¢)
Q35 sin(p, + Qm)(ua + uu) — sin py, (v + ﬂi) — sin ¢, (uu + ﬂﬁ)
+ 6% sin py, 8in @y sin (P, + gm) = 0, (2.2f)
Q4 : sn(p, + qm)(ua + uu) — snp, (uu + aﬁ’) — sng, (uu + a’ﬁ‘)
+ SIPpsNGmsn(py + g ) (1 + K2uiitin) = 0, (2.2¢)



where 0 is a constant, p, = p(n) and ¢, = g(m) are arbitrary non-zero functions of discrete
variables n and m, respectively.

Here the forms of Q35 and Q4 are in accordance with the autonomous version via the
parametrization introduced by Hietarinta [I9]. We omit Als and A2 from the above list because
of the equivalence between Als and Qls by u — (—1)"T"u, as well as A2 and Q35—¢ by
w0

The discrete version of Wronskian is Casoratian, which is a determinant of the Casorati

matrix:
f = |¢(7’L, m, l1)7 1)[)(7% m, 12)7 to 71[)(”7 m, lN)| = |l17 l27 to 7lN|7 (23&)
where the basic column vector is
w(n7 m, l) - (1/}1 (TL, m, l)7 ¢2(n7 m, l)7 Ty wN(nu m, l))T7 (23b)

and the shifts are in [ direction. Using the standard short-hand notations [20], we list the
following often-used Nth-order Casoratians

N —1|=10,1,--- ,N—=1], IN—2,N|=0,1,--- ,N-2,N|, |-1,N —1| = |-1,1,2,--- , N—1].

As in [13], since in (23] there are three direction variables, say n, m and [, one can introduce
the operators EV (v =1,2,3) by

E'Y =4¢=pmn+1,ml), Bp=9¢=o¢nm+1,1), EY=0¢=1pnml+1), (24)
then define a Casoratian w.r.t EY-shift,
|N - 1|[1/] = |7;[)7EV¢7 (EV)27/)7 R (EV)N_1¢|7 (V =1,2, 3) (25)
For these Casoratians we have
Proposition 1. The Casoratians
N — 1|[1] =[N — 1|[2] =|N - 1|[3]7 (2.6)
if their column vector 1¥(n,m,l) satisfies the relations
) =V =, But ==, (2.7)
where oy, and By, are arbitrary functions of discrete variables n and m, respectively, i.e. oy =
a(n), Bm = B(m).
Proof. By the definition of E¥ in ([Z4)the relations (Z71]) can be rewritten as

B3 = (B' + an), E*p = (E? + Bu), (2.8)
from which one has
kK k=3 j
(B3 = (B'+ ap)f = (BN + ) Oy, (BN k=12, \N—1, (29a)
Li<ljt1
k—j J

(B = (B2 + B = (D + > Y [IBnrn (B, k=1,2,-- [N—1. (2.9b)

Then, substituting them into (2.]) one can easily obtain (2.0]). O



This Proposition will bring more flexibility for Casoratian verifications. Besides, for later
convenience, we give the following Laplace expansion property [20]:

Proposition 2. Suppose that B is a N x (N — 2) matriz, and a,b,c,d are Nth-order column
vectors, then
|B,a,b||B,c,d| — |B,a,c||B,b,d| + |B,a,d||B,b,c| = 0. (2.10)

3 Bilinearization and Casoratian solutions

In the following we derive bilinear forms and Casoratian solutions for the non-autonomous H1,
H2, H35 and Q15 models in the non-autonomous ABS list (2.2]). Singularity confinement might
provide a possible transformation to connect discrete integrable systems with their bilinear
forms, (see [2IL22] as examples), but here we will roughly use the same transformations as for
the autonomous lattice equations [I3]. It then turns out that these non-autonomous lattice
equations can share the same bilinear forms with those autonomous ones except changing the
spacing parameters accordingly.

To get Casoratian solutions one needs to use deformed discrete exponential functions and
develop corresponding Caosratian shift formulae, which we have listed in Appendix.

3.1 Non-autonomous H1 equation

We note that the non-autonomous H1 has been solved in [§] through bilinear approach and the
Casoratian solutions were given, but here we give a more generalized result.
With the parametrization

pn=c—a’, qn=c—b%, (cisan arbitrary constant), (3.1)

and through the transformation

Upm = f Z a; — Z bj —~, (v is an arbitrary constant), (3.2)
n,m

the non-autonomous H1 (2.2a)) is bilinearized by

(@F =)+ (@ = b) (77 - =0, (3.30)
(0f —5F) + (an + b)(FF — FP) =0, (3.3b)

where in the transformation ([B.2]) ng, mg are arbitrary integers. The connection between (2.2al)
and [B.3) is
—[H1 + (an = b) £F] [Ha + (an + b)) FF1/(FFFF) + (af, = b3,) = HI,

which is the same relation as the autonomous one [13].
Solutions to the bilinear equations ([B.3]) can be given by

Proposition 3. The Casoratians

F@)=IN =1y, g)=|N—2,N]|,, (3.4)



solve_the non-autonomous bilinear equations B3), if the column vector (n,m,l) symmetri-
calldﬂ, in terms of the pairs (n,ay,) and (m,by,), satisfies the shift relations

CLn_11~/J - 1/} - @7 (358“)
b = Apydy bmd =6+ o, (3.5b)

where ¢p(n,m,l) is an auziliary vector, the N x N transform matrix A 1s invertible, and the
subscript [m| specially means Apy,) only depends on m but is independent of (n,1).

Proof. We prove H; in its down-tilde-hat version 7;[1:
V= (gf = 9f) + (@n1 = b)) (ff = [1)- (3.6)

Using the formulae given in appendix A with ¢ =0. In (36]) f = |N 1|[3], f frg+tanaf, f
and g + bp—1 f are (A.8d), (A.Ge), (A9al), (A.6D) and (A.9€)), respectively, we have

7;115 _(an 1= bm— l)ff“‘f(g‘i'an—lf)_f(g"i'bm lf)
= —a, NP BN N =3, oV - 2), DI =Dy - [N =3, (N =2), 9N =2)]

m—1 1
_‘]V/_\& w( - )7 TA/}( _2)‘[3] ‘N 3, w( )7 @(N_z)’[s]
—HN—?), w(N_2)7 E/}(N_2)‘[3] ’ ‘N_?’? ¢(N— )7 ?(N_z)’[s]]

= 0,

where we have made use of Proposition 2lin which B = (zf—\:’)), (a,b,c,d) = (Y(N—2),9(N —
Next, we prove the down-tilde version of Hs, which is

My = (fg— 9f) + (an—1 +bw) (Ff — 1) (3.7)

In 37) we take f = [N — 1 1 andforff G— b f, fandg+an 1f we use (A8, (A.6H),
(A9D), (A-6g) and (A9a), Wlth ¢ = 0, respectively. Then we have

7:[25 _(an—1+b )ff f( _bmf)+f(g+an 1f)
= —a NP0 A AL IN =3 (N = 2) (N = 1),

n

Xﬂv\_ 37 E/}( - )7 E2¢( )’3 .
=N =3, 9N = 2), (N =2)] N =3, —3, Y(N 1), E*)(N —2)|
"HN_?% w(N_2)7 E27/}(N )‘[3] ‘N 3, w( ) ?(N_z)’[s]]
= 0,
by using Proposition B in which B = (N —3), (a,b,c,d) = ((N —2), ¢(N — 1), %(N —
2), E2p(N - 2)). O
For the explicit forms of ¢ together with the transformation matrices we can take either
(A3) with ¢ =0 or (A4) with ¢ = 0.

* Here the symmetric property between pairs (n,a,) and (m, by, ) means, for example, once we have (3.5, at
the same time we have

b1 = — 0,

and



3.2 Non-autonomous H2 equation

By the parametrization (B.) with ¢ = 0, i.e., p, = —a2, @, = —b?,, we first rewrite the
non-autonomous H2 (2.2D]) into
H2 = (u—w)(@ — @) + (a2 — b2)(u+ U+ T +u — (a2 +b3,)) = 0. (3.8)
Then, taking the transformation
g h+s
Upm = U2, — 2y m= + , 3.9a
= Ul = W+ 25 (3.99)
with
n—1 m—1
Upm = Z a; + Z bj +v, (v is an arbitrary constant), (3.9b)
1=n Jj=my
and
s—h=af, (aissome constant), (3.9¢)
one can bilinearize (3.8 by
Hi = @F — 30 + (an = ba)(FF = 1) =0, (310)
Ho = (9f — F) + (an +ba)(FF — FF) =0, (3.10b)
Hy = —(an +bw)fG + anfg + bufG + fh— fh =0, (3.10¢)
Hi = —(an — bw) f§+ a0 fG — bufg + Fh— FR =0, (3.10d)
Hs = bu(fg — 19) + fh+ fs — 95 =0, (3.100)

where the connection is
5

H2 = Z%B/(fff?),
=1
and
Py = —A(an + b)[(O0 — a2+ 62) FF = UFG — (an — bm) £3),
Py = —A[(an — b )(TU — a2 + W2) FF + (U0 — a2 + 625 — UU TG — (an — bm)U 3,
Py = 4l(an — b)) UFf +UfG—UFGg— fh+ fhl,
Py =4[(an + b)) (U Ff — )+ U(fg - f9)),
P = 4(a? — b?n)ff,

where U = U, , is defined in (3.9D]). This is as same as the autonomous case [13].
For solutions we have

Proposition 4. The Casoratians

/_\1

f=IN—d,, g=IN—2, N|,, h=|N-3, N-1, N|, s=|N—2, N+1],, (3.12)

solve the non-autonomous bilinear equations [BI0)), where the basic column vector 1 satisfies
the same conditions in Proposition [3.



Proof. We skip the proof for H; and Ho as they are just the bilinear H1. We prove Hs and
shifted H3 and H,4 in the following forms

Hy = —(an-1 +bn) 9+ an—1fg + b fG+ fh— [, (3.13a)

—(an-1 - bm—l)!g + f(an—lg +h)— f(bm—lg +h). (3.13b)

3
4

N1

We stlll use the formulae ulae given in appendix A with ¢ = 0.

or @I, g — |V 2, N, and 7. f, bug—h  and a-1g-+1 are (D), (50, (0D,
(@) and (A9d) respectively. Then we have

Hy= —(an-1+bn )gf+f(mg h)+f(an 1g—|—h)
= a2 0N A g AL [N =30 —2) (V)]
x@np(l\f—m,fﬂ?w( 2l
IV 3 9V - 2), gV 2 ] —3, (V). B(N - 2)|,,
N 7B BN —2), B2V = 2), - [F =3, (V). 9N — 2],
= 0,

where we have made use of Proposition 2] in which B = (]7—\3), (a, b, ¢, d) = (Y(N —
2. 600, N =), YN~ )

or (3I3D), g = \N 2, Nl|y, and f, f, ap—1g +h, f and by—1g + h are (AGal), (A.6d),
(m, (A6D) and (A3 respectively. Then we have

Hy= —(an—1 —bm-1)fg+ flan—1g+ D) = f(bm—1g+ D)
= anN+2 b_N+2HN 3, 7/}( ) ( )‘[3] ‘N_?’? ?(N_2)7 IP(N—Q)’[S]

SIN =3, 6N = 2), 9(N =)l - IN =3, (), ¢(N =),

+HIN =3, $(N —2), Y(N = 2)| - [N =3, ¥(N), $(N —2)|,]

= 0,

where we have made use of Proposition 2] in which B = (]7—\3), (a, b, ¢, d) = (YN —
2), ¢(N), YN =2), (N =2)).
or (3.10¢]), we have f = |N Uy, 9= |N 2,N|y, s=|N—=3,N—1,N|,, and h— b3,

g— bm f and f are provided by (A0d), (A9D) and (]m) Now we obtain

HSE f(/}\l_bm./g\) (A_bmf/\)"i_fs o .
= N |A[m+1]A | HN 3 ¢( )7¢(N - 1)|[3] O |N - 3,1/)(N), E2¢(N - 2)|[3]
!N 3, W(N —2), $(N)|,, - [N =3, SV - 1), E2(N = 2)],

|

HIN =3, w(N —2), E*p(N —2)]5 [N =3, (N — 1), 9(N) )
= 0,

where we have made use of Proposition 2] in which B = (zf—\?)), (a, b, ¢, d) = (PN —

For the explicit forms of ¢ together with the transformation matrices we can take either

(A3) with ¢ =0 or (A4) with ¢ = 0.



3.3 Non-autonomous H3 equation

With the parametrization

—ﬂ —% 2 On—C 52__bm_c
= = = , B =

) ) « bl
200, m 2Bm, " an +c by +C

Pn

the non-autonomous H3 equation (2.2c) admits two different sets of bilinear forms. One is

By =2¢fF + (an — ) Ff — (an + ) FF =0, (3.14a)
By = 2¢fF+ (b — ) Ff — (b + O)FF =0, (3.14b)
and the other is
B, = (b + )T + (an — cﬁ = (an +bw) Ff =0, (3.15a)
By = (an + ) f f + (b — ) f — (an + bum)FT =0, (3.15b)
B = (an — )(bm + FF — (b — €)(an + ) FF — 2¢(an — bu)ff = 0. (3.15¢)

Both of them share same transformation

?nm 1 fn m 1
Unm =AVom——+BV, ,=——, AB=—-4, 3.16a
’ fn,m ’ fn,m 4 ( )
where
n—1 m—1
Vo = [ e T] 8- (3.16b)

i=ng  j=mo

The connections are respectively

- —523_21/”2,,”(&” —¢)(by, — )Py + 40P, + 16Ban_731(an +¢)(bm +¢)Ps

H3 = S :
3202 — )02, — @) F]7
with
Py = Fllbm — 781 — (an — ) FBo] — Fllbm + ) 7Br — (an + )T B3],
Py = 2¢[(bm + )b — )(FFB1 + FTB1) — (an + )(an — ) (F7Ba + £ FB2)],
Py = Fl(bm + 03By — (an + O FBa) — £[(b — B — (a — )7 B3],
and

778, ~ 7B, 778, — 7B,

C

— 2772 N
e fff?[A Fim (@5 + ) (b +¢) 5 Vam (an = c)(bm —c)

(an + ¢)(bym — ©) B (an —¢)(bm +¢) (a2 —2)(b2, — 3) ))

which are similar to the one in the autonomous case [13]. For solutions we have



Proposition 5. The Casoratians
=|N - HM, v=1, 2, 3, (3.18)

solve non-autonomous bilinear equations BI4)) and BIH), if the basic column vector ¥ (n,m,1)
is symmetric in terms of pairs (n,a,) and (m,by,), and together with auziliary vectors w(n, m,1)
and ¢(n,m,l), satisfies the following shift relations

(c— an)p = — P, (3.19a)
¥ =Apw, (a+od=w+m (3.19b)
¥ =By, (c+bm)C = <+? (3.19¢)

where Ay, and By are N x N transform matrices, and the matriz product By }B[l+1} 1s indepen-
dent of [.

Proof. We prove ([B.14al) in its down-tilde version

By =2¢ff + (an-1 — OFf — (an—1 + ). (3.20)

In B20), for f, f, f, f, f and f, we make use of (ATH), (AS]), (A7H), (ASh), (AS]) and
(A.7d) respectively, and get

-3

=

B, =

=

N-3 N—
(an—l _bm+j)_1 H C—bm+] H C+bm+J |B[l+1]B[l_}1|
j=0 Jj=0

<
Il
o

—

3, ¢
N =3, (N —2), E3%(N —2)|, - [N =3, $(N —2), ¥(N - 2)|,]

X [-IN =3, 9(N —2), $(N = 2)|, - IN =3, $(N —2), E*(N —2)|,
+IN =3, 9(N —2), (N —2)|, - IN =3, $(N —2), E*(N —2)|,
|

=0,

with the help of Proposition 2lin which B = (]f—\), (a b,c,d) = ((N — 2),@(]\7 —2), (N —
2), EO'3¢(N 2)). Here to get the coefficient |Bj B ] | we request B[l]B
Ofl ie. B[l]B[l 1 = B[H—l]B[l]
Bs holds thanks to B; and the n-m symmetric property of ¥ (n, m,1).
We prove Bj in its down-tilde shifted version, i.e.

1+1] to be independent

By = (b + OFf + (an — T f = (an_1 + bu) T 1. (3.21)

In @20, we take f = [N — 1|, and F, . 7, f and T as (550, (550, (AGL), (8a) and
(A.8), respectively. Then we have

By =(an—1 =) N2 by + )7 ’A[m—i-l]A[m]‘

X [=[b(0), N =2, (N — 1|, - IN — 2, (N — 1), E%(N - 1)|,
+1(0), N =2, (N — )], - [N =2, (N — 1), E*(N —1)|,



—6(0), N =2, E*(N —1)|, - [N 2, ¢(N — 1), $(N —1)|,]
=0,

where we have made use of Proposition 2 in which B = (]7\—/2), (a,b,c,d) = (¢(0), (N —

1)7%)(]\7 - 1)7 E2¢(N - 1))
B}, holds thanks to B} and the n-m symmetric property of ¢(n,m,1).
By a down-hat shift, B5 reads

Aé = (an — ¢)(bm-1 + C)ff —(an +c)(bm-1 — C)?Z — 2c(an — bm—l)f]?- (3.23)

In @2, for £, [, F. [. f and [ we use (Zd), (80), (79, (L), (&7 and

respectively. Then we have

N-2 N-2 N—
By =[] bm-1—ans)™ [ (e~ ansi) II‘**%HZ [Busn By'|
=1 i=1 i=1
X HN_27 ¢(0)= 1_/}(N_ )‘[1] ’ Ep( ) ng(N_ )‘[1]
- ‘N_27 w(U)a QP(N )’ ‘N 1_/}( ) ng( )’[1]
+ |N_27 1[)(0), E3¢(N_ )|[1] | _27 Té)(N_ 1)7 EZ)(N_ 1)|[1]]
=0,

where we have made use of Proposition 2] in which B = (ﬁ), (a,b,c,d) = (¥(0), (N —

1), (N = 1), E3(N = 1)), 0
For the explicit forms of ¥ together with the transformation matrices we can take either

(A.3) or (A.).

3.4 Non-autonomous Q1 equation

The non-autonomous Q1 equation can have two different bilinearizations which are also similar
to their autonomous cases [13]. First, using the parametrization

2 2
re re
Dn = 22 Gm = W, (3.25a)
where ¢ and r are constants, and through the transformation
7 _ fam r2s?
%m:Amm”m+Bm; , AB=—, (3.25b)
where V;, , is (BI6D]) and o, = ml, Bm= I;LJFE, the non-autonomous Q1 equation ([2.2d)) can

be transformed to (8.14]), i.e., one of bilinear form for the non-autonomous H3 equation. So its
solutions consequently follow the Proposition Bl In this case, the connection is

QL = (B2, A%P1 + ~=ay B (an + )2 (b + ¢)"26% Py + oy 8, U, 2, B2P P/ ITTT,

16"

10



where
P= YY XX, X=B —2ff, Y=DB—2cff,
Po= (6 =) bm+ 0 (X5 - 4c2ffff) (a2 — ) (b - >(XX 4cff?7)

O

—(2, — ) (a, —c)? (Y? — 402ff??) +4c%(a? — c2)<Y}~/ — 4c2ffff )

The second bilinear form employs the transformation

\_/

_ (& _ 52, Inm
Un,m = Wn,m ( r 0 T) fn,m7 (326&)
where ¢, r are constants,
m—1 2/ _ 52 2/ _ 52
nm— Zal+z 5]7 Qp = Pnln, Bm = Gmbm, pnzwfézr, m:%y (3-26b)
'l 77/() ] mo n m
and the bilinear form reads
Q1 = (b —OFF + (an+0) [T — (an+bw)FF =0, (3.27a)
Q= (an—bu)Ff + (b +6)FF — (an +0)FT =0, (3.27b)
Qs = T TF+ (bw— 077~ (an — 67§+ (an — bn)Fd =0, (3.27¢)
Qi = (an—bw)(Fg—F9) + (an +bw) (G — F7) = 0. (3.27d)
The connection is
2 /0 _ 52,3 4
Q]. == (C /T 6 T) RS Z QZ—PZa
(af —6%)(b3, — 0?)(an — bm)(an + ) fFfff =1

where

P = (an—bm) [~ (an_b )ff9+(an+b )f(fg f9)
— (a2 — %) /g9 + (b3, — 6*) [ g + (a2 — b2,) /5 ], ~
Py = (an+bm) [(an —b )ffg+( )f(fg fg) (an_bm)f(\bm —0)g(fg— f9)l,
Py = (an+bm)(an +9) [(an_b )ffg+( _5)ff§ (an_é)ffg]y
Py = (an+0)f[~(an — bm)ff + (an — 0)(bm — 0)(FG — F))-

For solutions to ([B.27) we have

Proposition 6. The Casoratians
=N 1|y, g=|-1LN 1|, (3.28)

solve the non-autonomous bilinear equations B.27), if their basic column vector ¥ (n,m,l) has
symmetric property and satisfies the shift relations BI9) with ¢ =6, as well as

¥ = Ay Apo, (an +0)5 =0 +7, (bn +0)5 =0 +7, (3.29)

where the matrices Apy,), Apy, and their shifts are in an Abelian group.
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Proof. The down-hat-bar shifted version of (B.27al) is

Q = (b1 — 5)ff + (an + 5)_?26 — (@, + bm—l)z_fy (3.30)
and by using (A.6d), (A6, (ARd), (A6d), (ARa) and f = | -1 N -3 (N — 2)|i5, with

c =0 we can prove it is true. In fact, it is the same as the down hat-bar version of B,
By a down-tilde shift (8.27D]) is written as

Q, = (ap—1 — bm)?f + (b, + 5)7} = (-1 + 5”?

(3.31)
Thanks to Proposition [Il here we use f = |]7—\1|[2]. Then with the help of (AT, (ATal),
(A7), (A8g) and (A8ml), with ¢ = J, we can rewrite as
Q, = TIN5 0 +bmey)  TIS (@n1 = bnsy) "M By By IN =1, E3p(N = 1),
X|N_ 2, TN/)(]\L_j)hz] B |N_ 2, qu/)(N - 1)|[2] ’ |N_ L ?(N_ 1)|[2]
_‘N_ 1‘[2] : ’N_27 @(N_ 1)7 ng(N_ 1)‘[2]]
=0,

where we have made use of Proposition 21
By a down-tilde-hat shift (3.27d) is written as
Q, = —FIf + (an—1 = 8)gl + FIf + (bn—1 — 0)g] + (an—1 — bm-1) fg.

(3.32)
With ¢ = ¢, substituting (A.10D),(A.10d)), (A.10f), (A10¢), (AI0al), (A10d) and (A10ml) into
the right-hand side of (3:32]), we obtain

Q, = (an-1—08)*Y1 — (bm-1 — 0)*Ya + (an—1 — 6)*(bm-1 — 0)*Ys3,

where

Y; =

Yu :f’Euw(_1)7¢(_l)7N - 2‘[3] +_f’Eu¢(_1)7N - 1’[3] - QIEM/J(—l)aN - 2‘[3]7 H= 17 27

‘w(_1)7¢(_1)7]7\_/2‘[3] W}(_l)a ]V_\_/ll[g] - ‘?(_1)7¢(_1)7]7\_/2‘[3] ’%}(_1)7 ]V_\_/ll[g]
+ ghﬁ(_l)v?(_l)v mh;ﬂ?

which are zeros in the light of Proposition [ [I3]. Thus, we have proved Q3 = 0. To prove
Q4 =0, we go to prove Q’4 =Q3+ 94 =0, ie.,

Q, = 1 — (an +8)3 — FIF — (b + 6)3] + (an — bm)fg =0, (3.34)
In the light of (AI0K), (A-TI0g), (AI01), (AI0L), (A10)), (AIQ) and (AI0w), with ¢ = § we
can rewrite Q; as

where

9, = (an +06)>Z1 — (b + 0)2Zy — (an + 6)2(bm + 6)*Zs,

Zu :f\E”"L/J(—l)J/J(—l)aN - 2’[3] + f‘E“T/J(—l)aN - 1’[3] - ngul/f(—l)aN - 2’[3]7 K
Z3 :|E17/)(_1)7¢(_1)7N - 2|[3]|E2¢(_1)7N - 1|[3] - |E2¢(_1)7¢(_1)7N - 2|[3]
X |E1¢(_1)7N - 1|[3] +g|E2¢(_1)7E1¢(_1)7N - 2|[3]7
which are also zeros [13] in the light of Proposition 2l Thus we finish the proof.

1,2,

O
For the explicit forms of ¢ together with the transformation matrices we can take either

(A3) with ¢ = ¢ or (Ad]) with ¢ =.
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4 Conclusions

We have derived bilinear forms and Casoratian solutions for the non-autonomous H1, H2, H3;
and Q1ls models in the non-autonomous ABS list. The transformations that we used to fulfill
bilinearization are quite similar to those used in the autonomous cases [I3]. Besides, the bilinear
forms and Casoratian structures of solutions are also similar to the autonomous cases. In
addition, in Appendix we listed Caosratian shift formulae for non-autonomous case.

It would be interesting to have a look at the non-autonomous deformation in terms of the
bilinearizations, bilinear equations and Casoratian vectors. With comparison we can sum up
the following deformations from autonomous case to non-autonomous case:

spacing paramaters : (a,b) = (an, bm),
linear function : an + bm D, R DY ,rlbo b

: : o (atk\" bk ai+ky Tym—1 b +k
discre exponential function : (&£ = — [ m)( 7) Hj:mo(bj—k)

We note that many discrete bilinear equations can be deautonomised using these deformations
(see [8]). Besides, actually, here we have seen that these deformations can well keep the corre-
spondence of autonomous and non-autonomous ABS lattice equations.
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A Casoratian shift formulae
We derive shift formulae for the Casoratians
=|N-1|,, 9=IN-2,N|,,, h=|N -2, s=|N-3,N-1N|,,N+1|,, (Al

for v = 1,2, 3,, where the basic column vector ¥ (n,m, () satisfies the following relation

(an—1 =) = =1, (bmo1 —)9p = — 7, (A.2a)
and its auxiliary vectors w(n,m, 1), ¢(n,m, 1), C(n,m,1) and o(n,m,1) satisfy
Y= Apw, (an+0)@=w+, (A.2b)
¥ = Ay (an +0)d = b+ 0, (A.2¢)
=Byl (c+bn)l=C+C (A.20)
¥ = Ay Ao, (an +0)F =047, (by+c)5=0+7, (A.2¢)

where c is a constant, Ap,), Ap, and Bj only depends on n, m and [, respectively, Ap,), Apy
and their shifts are in an Abelian group, and the matrix product B[l+1}BU_}1 is independent of [.
We give two explicit forms for 1 satisfying the above criterion (A.2)). One is

b(n,m,l) = YT (n,m, 1)+ (n,m,1), (A.3a)
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YE(m,m, ) = (WF(n,m,1),¢5 (n,m,1),-- % (n,m, )7, (A.3b)

with ) )
VE(n,m,l) = pFctk,) H (a; £ k) H (bj £ k), 7=1,2,--- N, (A.3c)
=ng Jj=my

where p© and k, are constants. The available transform matrices are
Apy = Diag(Apy, (k1.n), - Ay (Byon)), Ay (keyn) =TS, (02 — B2), (A.3d)
A[m} = Diag(A[mh (kl, m), cee ,A[m}N (k}N, m)), A[m] ( ) H;n 0( k2), (A3e)
B[l] = Diag(B[l]l(k‘l,l),-u 7B[l]N(kNal))7 B ( ) (02 - k2) (A3f)

and the auxiliary vectors w, ¢, (, o are correspondingly defined by these transform matrices and

¢ through (A2D)-(A2¢e]). Another explicit form of 1 is

blnm,l) = At (nm, ) + Ap(n,m, D), (A.4a)
wi(nv m, l) = (wit(nv m, l)7 ¢§t (’I’L, m, l)7 e 71!)]:{:[(”7 m, l))T7 (A4b)
with
n—1 m—1
Uy (n,m, 1) = ﬁaﬂl[ﬂf(fﬁi k)' T @£k IT G001 r=1,2,--- N, (Adc)
1=n Jj=my

where A, are two arbitrary non-singular lower triangular Toeplitz matrix(see [23]). The available
transform matrices of this case are

s—1 n—1
k1 A >
A[TL] — (as,i(kl))NXNa as7i(k1) — (S—Z)! H (az kl)? S = Z) S,i — 1’ e ’N’ (A4d)
1=ng
0, § < 1,
B, nﬁl 02— kD), s>
A = (as,j(k1))nxn, asj(k) = (S_])!jzmo 7o T = s j=1,--- N, (Ade)
0, s < 7,

s—j
k 2 2\1 -
By = (bsj(k1))nxn, bsj(k1) = { G (¢ k)L s 2 bsj=1,---,N. (A.4f)

The auxiliary vectors w, ¢, (, o are also correspondingly defined by these transform matrices and
¢ through (A.2D)-([A.2d). Since Ap,), Apy,), By are non-singular lower triangular Toeplitz matri-
ces which compose an Abelian group (see [23]), the commutative property holds automatically
and the matrix product By 1B, lis independent of I (see [I8]).

In the following we list some &Jasoratian shift formulae. For convenience, we define operators
EOV, v =1,2,3, as follows

o 1 _ 1 02 _ 2 03 3
El/J:A[nA[nJ’_IET/J, El/J:A[ A[mHEw, szBmBlHEw (A.5)
These Casoratian shift formulae are
(an—1 — Ny = IN =2, $(N = 1)],, (A.6a)
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bm C)N lf

N—2
an + c) f[S]

)N 2f[3]

—IN =2, $(N =2)|,
= Ay Ay |- IN =2, E2(N = 1),
ApsAp) ] IN =2, B'9(N = 2)],,
5= —IN =2, (N = 2)|,,,
= =1, N =3, p(N = 2)|,,
= |Apm 1) []\ N =2, E2(N - 2)|,,,

| |N_ 1 E2¢(N—1)|[3]

(C_ an+i)_f[1] = ‘N -2, T_ZJ(N - 1)‘[1]7

(c+ an+l) (1]

(C + a‘n+Z) 1]

(C + bm+])

=5
L

(C + bm+J)

<.
I
o

=
o

<.
Il
-

=
N

(bm—l
0

<.
Il

(bn—1 + an)(an 4+ )N 2 (b1 —

an-l—z)

= [Buan By'l - IN =2, E*(N = 1),
= [Buan By'l - IN =2, E(N —2)],,.
|Bl+1 [1]1| |N ng( )|2]

= |Buay Byl - IN —2, ES(N - 2)|,,

= ’B[H—l [1]1’ ’N ng(N_ 1)’[2]

—

foy = IN =2, (N =13

N Ef A Al IN = 3,9(N —2), EY(N —

15

(A.7b)

(A.7c)

(A.7d)

(A.Te)

(A.7f)

(A.7h)

(A7)

2)lg

(A.8a)



(an—l + b)) (b + C)N_2(an—1 - C)N_2E3] = ‘A[m+1}A[_n;l]‘ ’ ’N - 37@(]\7 - 2)7 E2¢(N - 2)’[3]7

(A.8b)
(an—1 = bm—1)(an-1 — C)N_2(bm—1 - C)N_21f[3] = |m’ ?(N -2), ?(N - 2)|[3]’ (A.8¢)
(an + )N~ 1f = [ A Al 1, N =3, E"(N —2)|,, (A.8d)
(CLn 1= C)N 2f = _‘N -1, E/}(N - 1)’[3]7 (Age)
s b+ 91— N = A A IN = 206(N = 1), E26(N = 1),
(A.8f)
N —_——
H an 1= m+] f[g] ’N_ 17 E/}(N_ 1)‘[2]7 (Agg)

(an—1—c) H C_bm—l—j H (an—1 _bm+j f (2] = |IN =3, Y(N —2), ?(N_2)|[2]v (A.8h)

N-3 N-3 .
2c (C+ bm—l—j) (C - bm-l—j)f[z] = |B[l+1 [[]1| |N 3, Tz[)( )7 E3¢(N - 2)|[2]7 (ASI)
=0 =0
N—-2 N-2 .
2c (C+an+i) (C - an-i-i)f[l] ‘B[H—l]B[l] ’ ‘N - 27 Q_b(N - 1)7 ng(N - 1)’[1]7 (AS.])
i=1 i=1
N-2 N-2 _ o
(byp—1 — ) H (bm—1 — an+i) H (c— an—l—i)f[ ] =—|N -2, ?(N —1), ¥(N - 1)|[1]’ (A.8k)
=1 i=1 !
N— N-3 _
(an—l + C) (C + bm—l—) H (an—l bm—l—j)fm_ |B[l+1}B[l_]][ |N -3, ?(N - 2)7 E3¢(N - 2)|[2]7
j=0 J=0
(A.81)
N-2 N-2 ~
(an—1+ )| J(c+ bmtj) | [(@n—1 bm-i—])f = ’B[l+1}B[l_] |- [N = 27@(]\7 - 1)7E31/’(N 1)‘[2]7
7=1 7=1
(A.8m)
N-2 N-2 ~
s + O+ 0 [ Gcr — 00l = B B |- [N~ 2,00V 1), BN ~ ),
i=1 i=1
(A.8n)
(an—l - C)N_2[g[3] + (an 1= )f[g]] = _|]7_\3 ¢( - ) QN)[)(N - 2)|[3]7 (Aga)
(bm + C)N_2[/g\[3] (b + C) ] |A m+1] [m]| |N 3 TIZ)(N )7 EOQTZJ(N - 2)|[3]7 (A9b)
(an-1 = )N 2[hyy + (an-1 = Ogyy] = —IN =3, (N), $(N - 2)|,. (A.9c)
(b + C)N_2[ﬁ[3] - (bm + C)§[3]] = ‘A[m—l-l}A[_rri}’ ’ ‘m7 ”L/J(N), EO21/}(N - 2)‘[3]7 (Agd)
(bm—l - C)N_2[.g[3] + (bm—l - C)f[ ]] - _‘ma w(N - 1)7 IA/}(N - 2)‘[3]7 (Age)
(b1 = )" (b1 = gy + hy] = N =3, w(N), $(N = 2)]; (A.91)
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fo =L — (bm-1 = l(=1) N =2|,, (A.10a)
Ty = f — (b1 = gy + (bm1 — 2[P(=1) N —1], (A.10b)
Gy = 10(=1) N =2/, — (bmot — (=1), (1), N = 2|, (A.10¢)
fio = fiy = (an—1 = P(=1), N —2|, (A.10d)
Ty = fiy = (an1 = g+ (an-1 — 2[Y(~1), N =1, (A.10¢)
Gy = [9(=1), N=2| — (an1 — 9o (-1), w(-1), N 2|, (A.10f)
(“DN fiy = [Apa At f = (an + QB (=1), N =21, (A.10g)
(1 F oy = A AL 1Fy + (an + )9 — (an + LB Y(-1), N 1], ] (A100)
()G = [Apsy AR E (1), N = 2] = (an + B 0(-1), (1), N = 2|, (A.10)
(“D" Foy = [Apme Ayl - Fiy = (b + Q[F2(=1), N =2],], (A.10)
(—1)N? = [Apn A |- [fig + b + ©)g = (b + ©)*|[EX(~1), N Ty, (A.10k)
(=)VGy =l Apme A | [F1E26(=1), N = 2| — (b + )| E2(=1),9(=1), N = 2] ], (A.101)

(an-1— bm—l)Z[a] =(an-1 — bm-1) fygy~(an-1— 2 [(~1), N = 2|y +{bm-1— 0)2|$(—1), N — 2|,
Han1— )2 (b1 — N(—1),h(~1), N = 2|y~ (an-1— ) (b1 — )2 [b(~1),(~1), N — 2],
+ (an—l - C)z(bm—l - 6)2’%}(_1)7 E/}(_l)v m’[g]a (Alom)

~

(an — an)TB] = ’A[n—i-l}A[_n]lHA[m—l-l}A[_ni]H(an - bm)f[s] = (an + C)z‘Elw(_l)vN - 2‘[3]
+ (b + 2 [E?(—1), N = 2| — (an + )2 (b + |E $(~1),(~1), N — 2|
+ (an+ ) (b + €| E2(—1),(~1), N — 2|,

— (an+ €)% (bm + ©)?| E*(—1), E'(~1), N = 2|, ]. (A.10n)

In fact, these formulae can be proved in a similar way as in [I3|[I7.[I8]. We need to use the
following relations which are derived from (A.2):

(an-1 = b)Y =¥ =0, (b1 —an)tp = =, (A1la)
(an+ O = Appg Al + 0, by + an)dh = 0+ Apy AL, (A.11b)
(¢+ bm)Y = By B _W + iv (an-1+ ) =+ By B ] Y, 2ep = + By B[j_ll}lﬁv (A.1lc)
(b + )P = A ] AN+ D, (a1 + )P = &+ Apman A7 H0. (A.11d)

In the following as examples we only prove (A.7a) and (ASI). Let us prove (ATZa). For f,,
using the relation (AITal) we first have

(an—1 — bm)f[z} = [(an—1 — bm)1~/)(0),
= |¢(0)’ ?(1)’ N

(1)’ T ?(N_ 1)|[2]
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Then, for the second column,

(an—1 = bm1)(an-1 — bM)f[z] = [¥(0), (an-1— bm+1)1~/}(1)7 U E/}(N - 1)‘[2]
= [¥(0), ¥(1), -+, ?(N_ 1)|[2]

Repeating this procedure we reach to

H an 1— m—i—j f | -2, ¢(N_ 1)|[2]7

i.e., (ATal). Next, let us prove (A8). Based on (A.7d) and using (AI1d), we first have
N-3

C+b H - m+] f[g] ’(C—Fbm)E(O), E(U? B 1/1(N—2)7 ¢(N—2)’[2]

j=0

= [ By By ' (0), (1), -, B(N —2), (N =2)],.
For the second column, we have

N-3

(¢ + bpmt1)(c + by) H (c— bm-i-j)f[z]

§=0
—|B[l+1}B[Z_]1¢(0), (c+bmi)0(1), -+,
= _|B[l+1}B[l_]1¢(0)7 l+1 1¢( ),

Repeating this procedure, we reach to

N— N-3
I e+ bmei) T] (e = brmsi) £
J=0 J=0

= ’Bl-i-l HN 3, B [l+1]¢( )7B[I]B[Z_|1_1]¢(N - 2)’[2]
= | By By, ||N 3, By By (N —2), E*)(N —2)|,

L P(N —2) by E3p(N —2)
fact that B[l+1]B[l_]l is independent of [, we have

where we have rewritten By B, Then, still using (A.I1c) and the

-

N-3 N-3 _
2c H (C + bm+]) H (C - bm+]).f[2]
j=0 j=0

= |Buy By lIN =3, By Byl 2c0(N —2), B3 (N - 2)|,
= By By, YN =3, By By |y BByl (N —2), E%)(N —2)

= [Buy1) By HIN =3,0(N —2), E*(N - 2)|,

‘ (2]

which is (A.8]).
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