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Abstract

We solve the classification problem for integrable lattices of the form w; =
f(u_a,...,uz) under the additional assumption of invariance with respect to the
group of linear-fractional transformations. The obtained list contains 5 equations,
including 3 new. Difference Miura type substitutions are found which relate these
equations with known polynomial lattices. We also present some classification re-
sults for the generic lattices.
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1 Introduction

The known integrable differential-difference equations of the form
Uy = f(Uem, s Um), uj =u(t,n+j) (1)

include, first of all, the Bogoyavlensky lattices [1, 2, 3, 4] and their modifications related
by Miura type substitutions [5, 6, 7]. More general families of the lattices were considered
in [8, 9, 10, 11], relations with other discrete models were studied in [12, 13, 5, 14, 15].
The classification of integrable equations (1) at m = 1 was obtained by Yamilov [16, 17,
18]. However, already the case m = 2 turns out to be essentially more complicated and it
remains an open problem till now. The goal of this paper is to obtain some preliminary
results for m = 2, including the classification of the lattices which are invariant with
respect to the linear-fractional transformations of the variable u.

Let us remind that the symmetry approach is a most effective tool for solving of
classification problems [19, 20]. It is based on the fact that integrable equations admit
generalized symmetries and conservation laws of arbitrarily high order. Adopting this
property as a definition, one can build an infinite sequence of relations which must hold
for the right hand side of any integrable lattice (1). Solving of the classification problem
amounts to the analysis of this over-determined system of differential-functional equa-
tions. Moreover, one can expect that several first relations give not only the necessary,
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but also the sufficient integrability conditions. For instance, in the case m = 1 it is
sufficient, according to Yamilov [16], to consider just 3 conditions, namely

Di(log f1) = (T'=1)(0), T(rf-1)+rfi=0, Dy(logr)+2fo=(T—-1)(n). (2)

Here and further on, 7" : u; — u;41 is the shift operator, D; is the evolutionary differ-
entiation in virtue of the lattice equation, the subscript j denote the partial derivative
with respect to the variable u;. The integrability conditions mean that the function f
should be such that equations (2) be solvable with respect to the unknown functions
o, v of the variables u;.

The derivation and testing of integrability conditions for a concrete equation are, in
principle, not difficult for any m [21, 22]. However, the classification requires the analysis
of these conditions for an undetermined function f, and this problem turns out to be
extremely difficult. Before solving it in the general setting, it makes sense to consider
special cases under one or another simplifying assumption. In this paper, the role of such
additional condition is played by the invariance of the lattice under the group of Mobius
transformations u; = ?‘Y:Z I? . This simplifies the problem drastically. Indeed, one can
easily see that the classification problem completely disappears at m = 1, because there
is just one such lattice,

W =Y - (ul—u)(u—u_l). 3)
U — u-1

This equation turns out to be integrable; a simplest way to demonstrate this is to rewrite
it in terms of the cross-ratios which satisfy the Volterra lattice:

(ug —u)(u—qg —u_s)

(ug —u—1)(u —u_sg)

X:=X(X1—X), X =

This example is well known and equation (3) is often called the Schwarzian Volterra
lattice, by analogy with the Schwarzian KdV equation in the continuous case. At m = 2,
the general form of M&bius invariant lattices reads

uy =YF(X,T(X)), (4)

that is, the unknown function of 5 variables is replaced with a function of just 2 vari-
ables. The analysis of the integrability conditions in this case is not quite trivial, but
comprehensible.

The outline of the paper is the following. Section 2 contains first 6 integrability
conditions for the lattices (1) at m = 2, as well as few simplest corollaries from these
conditions. By use of these relations, we found the general form of integrable lattices in
section 3, with the right hand side represented through functions of 3 variables. Further
considerations require much efforts and we postpone them for the future work. Section
4 contains the main result of the paper, the classification of equations of the special
form (4). The answer is given by a list of 5 equations (Theorem 6). One of them is, as
expected, the higher symmetry of the lattice (3), another one is the Schwarzian version
of the Bogoyavlensky lattice [12, 13]. The rest equations were, probably, not studied
before. In section 5 we discuss the Miura type substitutions which link these equations
with the polynomial lattices mentioned above, from the papers [9, 10]. The concluding
section 6 contains some generalizations of these examples.



2 Necessary integrability conditions

Let the lattice (1) be integrable, that is, let it admit generalized symmetries and con-
servation laws of order arbitrarily large. This makes possible to prove the solvability of
equations

Dy(G) = [f,G],  Dy(R)+ fIR+ Rf. =0, (5)
where f, = foI™+ frn1T™ 4+ f_,,T~™ is the linearization operator of equation
(1), G and R are formal Laurent series with respect to the powers of 7' or T~!, with
the coefficients depending on the dynamical variables u; [18, 19, 20]. Moreover, several
first terms of the series G' may be chosen the same as in the operator f,, without loss
of generality [21]. More precisely, equations (5) admit solutions of the form

G=fi+o+0T ' +wl2+..., G=Ff.+6+0T+aT?+...,
R=rT'+sT" ..., r#0,

with some exponent [ in the range 0 < [ < m — 1, and, additionally, the relation
GTR = —RG holds, where (aT7)" = T~7a. Solvability of equations (5) with respect to
the coefficients of these series defines the necessary integrability conditions.

Further on, we consider only the case m = 2,

uy = fu—g,u_1,u,ur,u), (6)

and assume that the following non-degeneracy conditions are fulfilled: f_s # 0, fo # 0,
as well as f_1 # 0 or f1 # 0 (if f{ = f—1 = 0 then the equation splits into the pair
of first order equations on the odd and even sublattices). An easy computation proves
that equations (5) yield the following conditions, in few first orders of T'.

Statement 1. If equation (6) is integrable then there exist functions o, 0, w, r, s, u
of the dynamical variables u; and an exponent | equal to 0 or 1, such that the following
relations hold:

Di(f2) = fo(T* = 1)(0), (7)
Dy(f1) = AT = 1)(0) = faT?(0) = T~ (f2)6, (8)
Dy(fo+0) = (T = 1)(T(f1)0) = (T — 1)(T*(fa)w), (9)
T%(rf-2) +rT'(f2) =0, (10)

T?(sf-2) + s (f2) + T(rf-1) +rT'(f1) =0, (11)
Di(logr) + 2fo = (T — 1)(n). (12)

Remark 1. If we set fo = f_9 = 0 and [ = 0 then equations (7), (10) disappear, equations
(8), (11), (12) turn into conditions (2) and equation (9) takes the form D;(fo + o) =
(T'—1)(v). This gives on more condition for the first order lattices, but it turns out to
be redundant (that is, it holds automatically if the conditions (2) hold).

One can conjecture that integrability conditions (7)—(12) are not only necessary, but
also sufficient, like conditions (2) in the case m = 1. The answer on this question may be
obtained only after the complete classification. The examples exist which demonstrate
that no one condition can be dropped out of this set. For instance, the lattice

up =uz —u_g+c(ug — u_1)2, c#0



satisfies all conditions except for (9) (moreover, conditions (10)—(12) hold both for [ = 0
and [ = 1).

Remark 2. Thanks to the relation G = —RGR™!, the equations for coefficients of
the series G are consequences of equations for G, R. In spite of this, it is sometimes
convenient to take these equations into account, in order to obtain the corollaries which
are not symmetric with respect to the shifts. To this end, it is sufficient to use the

substitution . ' '
(0,0,w) = (6,0,0), 0;—0_;, T'—T" (13)

Let us write down several simplest corollaries of the integrability conditions which
will be used in the next sections. To prove the following statement one need, in fact,
only the conditions (7), (8), (10) and symmetry (13).

Statement 2. If the lattice (6) is integrable then p = log fo satisfies the following
relations:

p—22 =0, (14)
T?(p-2,1)f-2 + p—21T(f2) =0, (15)
T(p-12)f-2+T (p-12)T(f2) = 0. (16)

Proof. If | = 1 then the relation (14) follows from equation (10) immediately, but the
case [ = 0 requires more complicated reasoning. Counting of the variables involved in the
left hand sides of (7) and (8) proves that functions ¢ and # may depend on u_yg, ..., us
only. Then, applying 0_204 to (7) and 0_305 to (8) yields, respectively,

T?(f2)p-22 =T(0-42),  FiT(0_s2) =0.

This implies fip_22 = 0. We obtain also f_1p_22 = 0, where p = log f_2, by use of the
symmetry (13). It follows from (10) that, if one of the functions p_g 2 or p_g 2 vanishes,
then this is true for the second one as well. Taking into account the non-degeneracy
condition f_1 # 0 or fi # 0, we arrive to (14).

In order to prove (15), (16), let us partially integrate equation (7), by substitution
oc=6—p_ 1T (f)— p_oT2(f). This brings to an equivalent equation with a function
0 which depends on a reduced set of variables:

(T%(p—2) + po) f + (T*(p—1) + p1)T(f) + paT?(f) = (T? = 1)(&(u—2, ..., ug)).
The application of 0_903 and J_104 brings to the desired equations. O

Several other useful relations can be derived by analogous calculations, for instance,
condition (8) implies the equations

T(p—21)fi+T(p-2)fra—T ' (p2)f-12 =0, (17)

T (p-12)f1 + T (p2) f2-1 = T(p—2) f-21 = 0. (18)



3 Reducing to functions of three arguments

In this section, we resolve condition (10) and relations from Statement 2. This casts
the lattices (6) to several basic types, with the right hand side expressed through few
arbitrary functions of no more than three arguments.

Theorem 3. Any integrable lattice (6) belongs to one of the following types (types I, IT
correspond to the case | = 0 and the rest ones to the case l =1):

I uy =b(T(a1) — T Hay)) +ec,
11 uy = bexp(k‘(u)(T(a_l) — T_l(al))) +c,
III uy =T (p)a_1T(b) — pT~(a)by + c,
T~ '(p)as pb1
Vo W= T T @ T
_a-11 _ _

\Y% uy = T4 +b, A=T(a_1)—aq,
VI =Tl Ly A= T © = const

Uy = T-T(A)A + b, =exp(p(T(a—1) —a1)) — 2’ o = const .

In all equations, a,b,c denote functions of u—_1,u,ur; p = p(u,uy).
Proof. Casel = 0. Let us denote rf_o = T~!(R), then equation (10) takes the form
T(R)fo+T YR)f2=0, R=R(u_1,u,uy).

Let R = a_11, then f = F(u_1,u,u1,v), where v = T(a_1) — T '(ay). Substitution
into equation p_s9 = 0 gives (log F')” = 0, where prime denotes the derivative with
respect to v; therefore, F”' = k(u_1,u,u;)F’. The solutions of this equation bring to
the types I and II, in the cases k = 0 and k # 0, respectively. In the case II, the fact
that function k& does not depend on u4; follows from conditions (15), (16). It is easy to
prove that these relations are equivalent to

kT (k T Yk_1)k_
T-1) <Tl<R(>3> =0 @ ”( T—(lu%l))F'l) =0

and therefore
k1T (k1) = oT(R)F', T '(k_1)k_y = BT (R)F'

with constant «, 8. Differentiation of the first equation with respect to u_o and the
second one with respect to ug yields a = 8 = 0, taking the equation F” = kF’ # 0 into
account, so that k4 = 0.

Case | = 1. Let us denote rf_y = T~Y(R) and rewrite (10) as the system

T-Y(R) R

f—2: ) f2:

. TR r=r(u_i,u,uj,ug), R=R(u_1,u,u,uz). (19)

This implies T'(p—2,1) = —(logr)_12, p—12 = (log R)_1 2 and the comparison of (15),
(16) with the relation T(R)f_2 + T~Y(R)T(f2) = 0 brings to equations

(log T‘)_Lg = OéR, (log R)_Lg = 5R, (20)



where a, 8 are constants. Moreover, cross-differentiation of (19) gives

f=22 __ " _p (5

T-Y(R)R r’R r’R

First, let A =0, then r_; = ry = 0. Let us denote r = —1/p(u,u1), R = h_1 2, then
integration of (19) gives

f=T" p)h—1 — pT " (h2) + c(u—1,u,uy).

> = /\(u_l,u,ul). (21)

Solutions of the second equation (20) are:

(B=0) h=aT®)+a+T(h); (8#0) h:—%log(a+T(b))+a+T(z§),

where a, b, a,b are arbitrary functions of u_1,u,u;. Redefining of ¢ makes possible to
set a = b = 0 without loss of generality, and we arrive to the lattices of types III and
1V.

Now, let A # 0. Let us denote 1/\ = —a_; 1, then the solution of equations (19),
(21) reads

/
a-1,1

r = A(u,ul,v), R = CL_171T(CL_171)E7 f = m

+ b(u—17 u, ul)a

where v = T'(a—1) — a; and prime denotes the derivative with respect to v. Next,
equations (20) amount to A" = p(u,u1)A + a, moreover, § = —2a. If p = 0 then we
obtain the type V by choosing @ = 1 and A = v, without loss of generality; it p # 0
then we arrive to the type VI O

Remark 3. The presented partition is not disjoint. More precisely, it follows from the
proof that the types I and IT (I = 0) do not mutually intersect, as well as the types III-VI
(I =1). However, there exist the lattices (in particular, the second order symmetries of
the equations from the Yamilov list), such that the conditions (10)—(12) are fulfilled for
both values | = 0,1. These lattices cast simultaneously into two types.

Further analysis of the integrability conditions requires a separate study of the above
types and it is beyond the scope of this paper. Instead of this, we will consider a
much more simpler classification problem under the additional assumption of Md&bius
invariance.

4 Classification of Mobius invariant equations

Let us introduce the notation

(ug —u)(u—q —u_s) v — (uq —u)(u—u_l).

X = )
(up —u_y)(u—u_s) up — uU_q

The quantities X and u /Y are invariants of the group of linear-fractional transforma-
au;+8
Yu;+6 °
under such substitutions reads

tions u; — The general form of the lattice equations (6) which are preserved

uy = YF(X,T(X)). (22)



The classification problem amounts to determination of the function F' from the con-
ditions (7)—(12). Comparing to the general case, here we start from a function of 2
variables instead of 5, which, of course, is a radical simplification. Further on, we will
denote F) = 9F (X, T(X))/0T"(X).

The reasoning in this section is independent of the proof of Theorem 3, but, actually,
it proceeds along the same lines, mutatis mutandis. In particular, it is convenient, like
in Theorem 3, to start the analysis from the condition (10). It takes the following form,
depending on the exponent [:

(=0 Y2 FOD =12y FO), (23)
(I=1)  (u—u_))*T7')FY = (ug — u))*T(rFO). (24)
The following lemma helps to resolve these equations.
Lemma 4. Let function q of variables u; satisfy an equation of the form
(I* — 1)g = A(X, T(X)),
then g = const, A = 0.

Proof. 1t is clear that ¢ may depend, at most, on u_s,u_1,u. The differentiation with
respect to u_o,us yields A1 = 0, that is, A = a(X) — b(T(X)). The differentiation
with respect to u_o,u; gives

(I/X_g = —q-2, a,/X_gXl + a'X_QJ =0.

Taking into account the identity (log X)_o; = 0, the equation a”X + o’ = 0 yields
a = klog X + A. In a similar way, b = plogT(X) + v, and our equation takes the form

(T? —1)(q) = klog X + X — uT(log X) — v.

It is easy to prove, by use of explicit expression of X, that this equality holds only if
K=pu=0 A=vr. O

Statement 5. Up to a constant factor, all solutions of equations (23) or (24) are the
following:

1
(l=0) F=gX+T(X)), r= Vi (X T T(X))’ (25)
(=1 F=gX)+gTX), 7= (20)
) o X))
(=0 F=imea) T T ey T (D)

Proof. Case l = 0. Let rY2F(©) = ¢, then equation (23) takes the form T2(¢q)F(© =
gFM. According to Lemma 4, ¢ = const, therefore F satisfies the equation F(©) = (),
This brings to solution (25).

Case | = 1. The function h = (u — u_1)>T~(r) satisfies the equation

hED =T2()T(FO),  h=h(u_s,...,u). (28)



Let us prove that this implies h = h(X). Differentiation with respect to u_g, us gives

hoo  FOD (1)(0.1)
T + WX_Q = 0, (logF ) = 0,

hence F() = a(X)b(T(X)), h = p(u_1,u,u1)/a(X). In a similar way, we obtain F(?) =
o(X)d(T ( ), h=q(u_g,u_1,u)/d(X). Then ¢ satisfies the relation
() _ a(X)HT(X))
q d(X)e(T (X))

and Lemma 4 says that ¢ = const, as required. Now, equation (28) can be rewritten as
the system (cf (19))
py _ HI(X))

0) _
=y WX

(29)

The cross-differentiation gives

gy _ HOW(T(X)) _ H(T(X))W'(X)

— B =\ HR2, )= t.
h(T(X))? h(X)2 - ’ cons

If A =0 then A’ = 0 and solution of (29) is given by (26) after some change of notation.
If A # 0 then we substitute H = h//(Ah?) into (29) and obtain the solution (27) by
integration. ]

Now, the problem is reduced to specification of a function g of one variable. The use
of relations (14)—(17) makes possible to find it up to few constant parameters which can
be finally fixed by checking the conditions (7)—(12). The outline of this rather tedious,
although straightforward computation is given in the proof of the following theorem.

Theorem 6. Equations (22) satisfying the necessary integrability conditions (7)—-(12)
are exhausted by the following list (up to a constant factor in the right hand side):

ur =Y (X +T(X)+c¢), c=const, (30)
Y

YT E DI -

AY(1— X — T(X))

(31)

YT BX —DET(X) - 1) (32)
Y- X-T(X)

S S DEX) - 1 39

uy = Y e2=1. (34)

(X724 ) (T(X72) 1 o)’
In all cases, conditions (10)—(12) are fulfilled for 1 =1, in the case (30) also for = 0.
Proof. Substitution of (27) into equations (15), (16) brings to equation
X¢'(X)+ag(X)+8=0,

where «a, 3 are integration constants. Its solutions are of the form ¢ = X* + ~ or
g = log X + v, up to a constant factor. Substitution into (17), (18) rejects the second



solution and refines the first one, as well as the constant § in (27); it turns out, that
three cases are possible:

g=X—-1, 6=0;, ¢g=1/X-1, 6=-1; g=z/2+1, §=0.

Moreover, a direct check proves that all the rest integrability conditions are fulfilled and
we arrive to the lattice equations (31), (33) and (34), respectively.

In the case (26), the relations (15)—(18) are less informative and give only the equa-
tion X¢' = ag? + Bg +~ with arbitrary constant coefficients. Nevertheless, the analysis
of condition (7) proves that g may be only one of the following:

g=1/X +¢ g=X+¢; g=1/(2X —1).

The first case is rejected by inspection of the rest conditions; two other cases pass the
test and bring, respectively, to the lattice equations (30) and (32).

Finally, substitution of the case (25) into (14) yields the equation ¢” = k¢'. If k =0
then we come to the lattice (30) again, the case k # 0 is rejected by checking (17). O

5 Miura type substitutions

All found equations are either known or related with the known ones by difference
substitutions of Miura type. Namely:

— equation (30) is the second order symmetry of the Schwarzian Volterra lattice;

— equation (31) is the Schwarzian Bogoyavlensky lattice [12];

— equation (32) is related by Bécklund transformation with the Garifullin—Yamilov
lattice [10, 11];

— equations (33) and (34) are related by Miura type substitutions with the discrete
analog of the Sawada—Kotera equation [9].

1) Symmetry of the Schwarzian Volterra lattice
Uty = Y, Uty = Y(X + T(X) + C).

The arbitrary parameter ¢ corresponds to addition of the first order symmetry. If we

choose ¢ = —1 then the right hand side becomes a product of linear factors:
uy = Lam W) (35)
Uy —uU_1
—u)2(u — 2 _
w, — - (ug — u)?(u — u_1)*(uz u_g)‘ (36)

(w1 —u—1)?(u2 — u)(u — u_2)

The lattice (35) is the well-known Schwarzian version of the Volterra lattice. The sub-

stitution
(up —u)(u—g —u_z)

(ur —u—1)(u —u—2)

brings to the Volterra lattice and its symmetry:

v=X =

vy, = v(vg —v_q),

v, = v(vi(va+v1+v) —v_1(v+vo1+v_2)) —2v(v; —v_y).



2) Schwarzian Bogoyavlensky lattice
- Y
X -DT(X) 1)

or, in the full form,
(u2 —u)(u1 — u—y1)(u — u_s)

Uy = 37
! (u2 — u—1)(ur — u—z) 37

This equation is related with the modified Bogoyavlensky lattice
vy =0v(v+ 1)(vav1 —v_1v_2) (38)

by any of the following substitutions:

X (ur—u)(u_1 —u_9) T U —up

v

S 1-X (ur—u9)(u—u_q)’ Cug —u_q Uy — U_q
This example is known and admits a generalization for the Bogoyavlensky lattices of

any order [12, 13].

3) Schwarzian Garifullin—Yamilov lattice
4V (1 - X - T(X)) 1 1
U = =-2Y .
T 2X -1D)(2T(X) -1 2X -1 2T(X)-1
The substitution

1 (up —u—1)(u —u_g)

YTOax 1T (up —u)(u—q —u—g) — (ug —u—s9)(u—u_q)

brings to the lattice

w(w + Dwy — wlw-_1 + Hw-s
w1 w—_1

wy = (w+1) ( +wy — w_1> . (39)

On the other hand, the same lattice appears as a result of the substitution
w = VU

from the lattice

vy = (vv+ 1)(vo_g + 1)(v2 —v_2) (40)
which was proven to be integrable in papers [10, 11] (notice also, that it appears under
the scalar reduction V' = (v, 1) from the vectorial lattice V; = (V1, V)(V,V_1)(Va — V_3)

[23]). A composition of these substitutions defines the Bicklund transformation between
(32) and (40).

10



4) Schwarzian discretization of the Sawada—Kotera equation
" Y(1-X-T(X)) Y<1 XT(X) >
it = = — .
(X -D)(T(X)-1) (X -D(T(X) -1
The right hand side of the lattice is factorizable into linear terms, like in the case of
Bogoyavlensky lattice (37):

(u1r —w)(u —u_y)(uz —u_s)

Uy = 41
! (u2 — u—1)(u1 — u—3) 1)
Integrability is verified by the substitution
U — Uy
V= —
U — U1
which brings to the discrete Sawada—Kotera equation [8, 9]:
vy = v*(vouy — v_1v_9) — v(v1 — v_1). (42)

One more modification (cf (39))

w(wy + 12wy ww_1 + 1)%w_g N

w,t:(w—|—1)< —

w1 w_q1

2w + 1)(wy — w_1)> (43)

is related with (41) by substitution

5) Equation (34)

YT X T(XR) o)

Let ¢ = —1, for the sake of definiteness, then the substitution w = 1/(X'/2 — 1) brings
to equation (43). Therefore, equations (34) and (42) are related by the Bécklund trans-
formation.

6 Some generalizations

Returning to the general classification problem for the lattices (6), it should be noted
that our restriction by the Mobius invariant case is rather artificial. Indeed, the obtained
examples are not isolated, rather they are members of more general families of equations
which contain arbitrary parameters. The Mobius invariant equations are distinguished
in these families only by enlargement of the algebra of classical symmetries, but they do
not differ in terms of higher symmetries.

For instance, equation (31) is a particular case of integrable lattice equation

~ (u2 —au)(uy — au_y)(u — au_s)
(UQ — bu_l)(ul — bu_g)

Ut =

11



Clearly, the Mobius invariance is broken here. Nevertheless, the substitution into the
modified Bogoyavlensky lattice survives and takes the form
au—1 — Uy

vy =0v(bv+ a)(vevy —v_1v_9), V= .
it (bv + a)(vavq 1V_2) Uy — bu_y

Analogously, equation (33) is a particular case of the lattice

= (ur — au)(u — au_1)(uy — a®u_s)

)

a(ug —au_y)(u; — au_s)
which is related with (42) by the substitution

y_ Gu—ur (44)
U2 —au—q

In both examples, the presented substitutions can be viewed as a linear equation with
respect to u. In fact, this is the Lax equation for the lattice equation in the variables v,
and a serves as the spectral parameter, while u plays the role of wave function. Thus,
consideration of these more general lattice families is quite natural from the standpoint
of the corresponding spectral problems. Both examples admit generalizations for the
lattices of any order. Notice also, that the substitution (44) can be represented as a
composition of substitutions

~ (fta)fa o
U= R ta 1T Twl

where variable f satisfies the modified discrete Sawada—Kotera lattice [9]

_ f(f+a) (f(f1+a)(f—1+a)(f2f1—f—1f—2)
fHiff-1+a (fefif +a)(ff-1f-2+a)

Analogous generalizations can be constructed also for other equations from the list.

f,t —f1-|—f_1> .
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