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Abstract

An eighth-order equation in (3+1)-dimension is studied for its integrability. Its sym-
metry group is shown to be infinite-dimensional and is checked for Virasoro like struc-
ture. The equation is shown not to have Painlevé property. One and two-dimensional
classifications of infinite-dimensional symmetry algebra is also given.
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1 Introduction

Over the last three decades, there have been various approaches for solving nonlinear par-
tial differential equations, including computational and analytical methods. Above all the
available methodologies, the Lie group method continues to prove its competence. The Lie
group approach not only helps to solve nonlinear equations for solutions that are physically
important, but also helps to detect the inherent geometric properties of the equation [1-4].
The symmetries of nonlinear partial differential equations, particularly infinite symmetries,
play a vital role in the study of the integrability of the equation, especially when the equa-
tion admits Vrasoro like algebra. It has been seen for many integrable equations admitting
Virasoro algebra, such as; Nizhnik-Novikov-Veselov equation [5], nonlinear Schrédinger [6],
sine-Gordon equation, (2+1)-dimensional long dispersive wave equation [7], and other non-
integrable equations such as; Infeld-Rowlands equation [8], dispersive long-wave equation [9]
do not admit Virasoro alegebra. This coincidence of Virasoro like algebra may be helpful in
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investigating whether or not the equation could be integrable, though we need to investigate
additional integrability parameters (like Painlevé property) to support the claim. So, in this
work, we plan to investigate the integrability of the following eighth-order (3+1)-dimensional
Kac-Wakimoto equation.:

Ugy + 28 Uplgy + 28 UppUsy + 70 Uppytia, + 210 uiu4x + 420 Uyt ppUppa

+ 420 udug, + a (Uzzay + 3 UylUssy + 3Uglsy) + bWy + Cug = 0, (1)

where @ = —280+/6, b = 210, ¢ = —240+/2. This equation is associated with affine Lie algebra
eél) was once derived by Kac and Wakimoto [10] in Hirota’s bilinear form. Dodd [11] has
obtained its one and two-soliton solutions which subsequently were corrected by Pekcan [12]
and the author proved that the Kac-Wakimoto equation is not integrable in Hirota’s sense.
The non-integrability of the Kac-Wakimoto equation is further reinforced by Sakovich [13],
and the author has shown that the equation does not possess the Painlevé property. Lately
Wang et. al. [14], have constructed the rational, kink-type breather and degenerate three-
solitary wave solutions for the equation (1). In this work, we mainly focus on establishing
non-integrability of Kac-Wakimoto equation on the basis of existence of Virasoro like Lie
algebra, and along with this we shall provide exclusive classification of infinite-dimensional
Lie algebra of equation (1) in one and two-dimension.

2 Lie group analysis

In this section, we start with brief and relevant discussion on Lie group analysis. Consider
a partial differential equations F'(z,y, z,t,u, Ju) = 0 and one-parameter Lie group of point
transformations in the following the form:

" =T\(z,y,2t€),y" = Ta(z,y, 2, t;¢),
2 =Ts(z,y, 2, t€), t" = Ty(x,y, 2, t;€),u* = Uz, y, 2, t; €).

The differential equation F' shall be invariant under these one-parameter transformations if
and only if

F(z*, y*, 2" t" u*, 0u”) = F(x,y, z,t,u, Ou),
or more precisely

. F(x*,y* 2%t u*, 0u) — Fx,y, 2, t,u, Ou®)
lim

e—0 €

=0.

Above is nothing but Lie derivative of differential equation F'(x,y, z,t,u,du) = 0 along the
following direction:

¥ ox* 3+ oy* 2—1— 0z* gjL ot* g+ ou* g
-\ 0e ) _,0x O ) _, Oy Oe ) _, 0z Oe ) _, 0t Oe ) _,Ou’

or equivalently

0 0 0 0 0
X —51% +€2a—y +§3$+§4§ tig
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The eighth-order prolongation X® of above vector field when acts on the equation (1) shall
provide following set of infinitesimals:

== Sy + L)+ 2f0) + fa(e),
¢ 3 2)
§1=— 5 2f1(t) + fo(t), & = c2, & = fi(t), &4 = 1,

and consequently, six dimensional Lie algebra g is obtained:

0 0
Xl :Ea X2 = a_y>
| 0 o 1 ., 0
= — o f () = - _Z ") — 3
X3 szl(t) ox +f1(t) 9z 6ny1 (t) 8u7 ( )
P R R N)
X4 —fz(t)% + gyfz(t) £7X5 = 2f3(t) auaXG = fa(?) o

The Lie algebra g is closed under Lie bracket [X;, X;] = X;X; — X, X;, which is commutator
of two generators X; and X;. The Lie algebra (3) might not appear closed under Jacobi
identity, but the closeness under Jacobi’s identity can be achieved by change of basis. The
detailed results of all the Lie commutators are listed in the Table 1.

X, X, X X, X, X, X; Xg
X 0 0 Xs(f)  Xu(fs)  Xs(f3)  Xe(fa)
X, 0 0 -X5 (5f1) X6 (3/3) 0 0
X3 -X3(f1) X5 (3/7) 0 0 Xe(f1f3) 0
Xy —Xu(f3) —Xe(5/3) 0 0 0 0
X5 —X5(f3) 0 —Xe(f1f3) 0 0 0
X6 —Xe(f1) 0 0 0 0 0

Table 1: Commutation relations for Lie algebra (3)

Remark 2.1. The Virasoro algebra has basis consisting of generators X,,,, m € Z satistying
Lie commutation in following the manner:

c

(X, Xn) = (m —n) Xppn + E(m2 — M) 000
where c is a central element commuting with all the generators. In classical sense, ¢ = 0, but it
plays crucial role in quantum mechanics (for more details, see the ref. [15-17]). The presence
of Virasoro algebra is a good predictor of integrability that can be seen in the typically
integrable equations in (2+1)-dimension [8,9,18,19]. On the basis of above argument for
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Virasoro algebra, we can infer from the Lie commutations written in the Table 1 that the
Lie algebra g does not contain Virasoro algebra. This supports the argument presented in
the work [12] that Kac-Wakimoto equation is not integrable. Whereas the investigation of
Zakharov—Strachan equation [20] reveals that it do not admit Virasoro algebra like structure
but it is still integrable. However, the integrability of an equation can be judged from number
of arguments in favour of or against it.

3 Classification of Lie algebra under adjoint transfor-
mation

Each infinitesimal generator in the Lie algebra (3) is capable of generating Lie group of point
transformations [3,21] through exponentiation

'J):eXp (aZXz)¢> 12167 for?/)zﬁb(%y,%tau), (4)

such transformation 1; sometimes also called as one-parameter group of infinitesimal trans-
formations. The 6-parameter version of Lie group of point transformation may be expressed
as

1& = eXp <Z Clin) . (5)

We know a group-invariant solution ¥ corresponding to sub-group of widest invariance group
can be transformed into another group invariant solution using the relation (5). The two
solutions which can be connected through transformation (5) shall be essentially identical.
So it becomes necessary to find out only those solutions which can not be connected through
this relation. The problem reduces to finding a minimal list of generators from (3) which
guarantees that the two group invariant solutions ¥; and W; are not connected by relation
(5), that is, the problem reduces to finding an optimal list of group generators.

Here comes the importance of adjoint transformations which will divide all the sub-
groups of (3) into equivalence classes, and hence, invariant solutions from such sub-groups
would be essentially different. The following theorem emphasis the importance of adjoint
transformations.

Theorem 3.1. The two group invariant solutions are essentially the same if the underlying
sub-groups are adjoint or conjugate subgroups.

Proof 3.1. Let ¥ be a group invariant solution under the sub-group H C G, where G =
{exp(eX)|, X € g,e € R} is the Lie group and H is its sub-group under Lie algebra h C g.
Suppose hW¥ be the transformation (5) such that h belongs to exponentiated sub-group H
with generator from Lie sub-algebra h. Since ¥ is invariant under sub-group H, so we must
have

U=hrU forall heH.



Consider now a transformed solution ¥ = gV with g € G. We may ask a simple query,
that, under what sub-group K the solution ¥ would be invariant? That is, what type of
sub-group K would be, such that ¥ = k¥ for all k£ € K? The following brief calculations
answer the query

U =gU=ghVU =ghg gV = ghg 'V = k=ghg™"

This shows that, when hV is H-invariant solution and ¢V is K-invariant solution, then
K =K, (H) = {ghg™", g € G,h € H}. Therefore, sub-group K is the adjoint or conjugate
sub-group of the group H under G.

The above theorem establishes the importance of adjoint actions or adjoint transforma-
tions in partitioning the Lie algebra into equivalence classes or we can say optimal list of
sub-algebras. We define adjoint transformation

Adexp(EXi)(Xj) = e_EXiXJGEXi = Xj(€)7 (6)

this actually is equivalent to the operator K,(H). The adjoint transformation (6) can be
written through Lie brackets using Campbell-Hausdorff formula as
2

+ S X6 X)) = - (M)

where [.,.] is Lie bracket defined by Table 1. The relation (7) helps to compile a table of the
adjoint actions among each element in (3). All such adjoint actions are listed in the Table 2

Adexp(ex;) (Xj) = Xj — €[ Xy, Xj]

Adexpex,) (X5) X1 X X3 Xy X5 X6
X, X, X5 e X3 e Xy e ‘X5 e “Xs
X X1 X Xz+eXs X4—eXg X; X6
X3 X1 +eX; X2—€X5—|—%E2Xﬁ X3 Xy X5—€eXs  Xg
X4 Xi+eXy Xo+ € Xg X3 X4 X5 Xs
X5 X1+ €eX;5 X X3+ e Xg X X5 Xs
X6 X1 +eXs X X3 Xy X5 X6

Table 2: Table of adjoint actions defined at (7).

3.1 Construction of invariants of full adjoint action

A real function ¢ defined on the Lie algebra g is called an invariant function if ¢p(Ad,X) =
¢(X) for all X € g and g € G. For adjoint transformation ad(X) : g — g defined by
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ad(X)Y = [X,Y] for all Y € g, the bilinear form function K (X,Y) = trace(ad(X), ad(Y"))
is an invariant function (for more details see the Ref. [22]). The special invariant function
is also called Killing function and is key to classify Lie algebra into optimal list. Suppose
X = Z?:l a; X;, then

0 O 0 0 0 0
0 O 0 0 0 0
wd(X) = ags 0 —a; O 0 0 ®)
ag 0 0 —a; O 0
as —as Qs 0 —a; O
|l ag ax a5 —az —az —ap |

The above adjoint transformation matrix quickly gives Killing form K(X,X) =
trace(ad(X),ad(Y)) = 4a?. Beside Killing form as invariant of full adjoint action, more
general invariant function ¢ can also be calculated on the basis of procedure described
in [23]. The general invariant function ¢ is satisfies following system of partial differential
equations

0y ¢ 0o ¢ 0o
8&6 N O’ “ 8a4 +a 8&6 N 0’ “ 8a5 +as 8&6 N 0’
0¢ 09 0¢ 0¢ 9 _
O Do ¢ 0o
“ Ban T Bar T Ban T Fag

On solving the above system of equation the general invariant function ¢ = f(a,as) is
obtained, and as we can see the Killing form is also included in this general invariant func-
tion. The actual format of this general invariant function can be predicted from the full
adjoint action.

For X = Zle a; X;, the repeated application of formula (7) gives the following result:

6
Adexp(E5X5)Adexp(eng)Adexp(ele)Adexp(eng)Adexp(E4X4)Adexp(62X2)(X> = Z azXza (10)
i=1
where the coefficient a; are given as follows:
€1

a1 =a1,02 = 9,03 = (a1€3 + ag)e”

64 = (CL1€4 —+ CL4) 6_61, C~L5 = a1€5 — €_€1a2€3 -+ €_ElCL3€2 —+ €_€1a5,

(11)

- 1
(g = a1€365¢" L + ajeg + 5 as€3’e™ 1 — agesese N + agese ! + ageqe
— au€a€” ' — aseze” S + age” .
The first two equations in (11) agree with the general invariant function ¢ = f(ay, az), that
is, a; and ay are invariants of full adjoint action (10). Once the relations (11) are written
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then it become quite easy to construct optimal list of generators. For example, a3 and ay
can be made zero by taking e3 = —Z—? and ¢, = —Z—;‘ respectively in (11), and this process

can be repeated for further siplification of general element X = 37 | ¢, X; in (3).

3.2 Construction of one-dimensional optimal system

To construct optimal, system we need to stick to the invariants a; and as. The coefficients
d;,;=1...6 in (11) can be annihilated by choosing appropriate values for ¢;,7 =1...6. To
begin with the classification process, following are the four cases depending on the values of
invariants a; and as.

Case 3.2.1. When a; # 0, a9 # 0, we set €; = €5 = 0 (this means in (10), the adjoint actions
Adexp(e; x1)5 Adexp(es x,) are being inactivated), and on setting e5 = —Z—?l’ and ¢4 = —%, the
coefficients as, a4 are annihilated. Further, on setting

_asay + asag 2aga1? — 2 asasaq + 2 asasay + asas®

€ = ———, € = —
a12 ’ 2&13 ’

the coefficients a5 and dg are also annihilated. The general element X finally reduce to
a1 X1+ as Xy or Xy +a X, for a = 2

Case 3.2.2. When a; = 0, a2 # 0, we may take a; = 1. Setting e3 = ¢, = 0 in (11), and the
selections €5 = ——3 and €5 = % will annihilate the coefficients a5 and ag respectively,
and the general element X reduce to Xy + aze™ X3 + ase™ ' Xy. The coefficient of X3 can
be scaled to £1 by taking ¢; = log |a3|. Final simplification shall be

X=Xo+ Xs5+0Xy, B=1—
|a3|
Subcase 3.2.2.1. When a; = 0,a3 # 0,a3 = 0, we may take az = 1 in (11). We may set

€, = 0, and then on taking €3 = a5,y = — % the coefficients a5 and ag respectively,

can be annihilated. So that X reduce to Xy + ase”* X,. The coefficient of X, can be scaled
to £1 by taking €; = log |ay|. The final simplification shall be

X:XQZEX4

Subcase 3.2.2.2. When a; = 0,as # 0,a4 = 0, and take ay = 1 as usual. We may start by
setting e3 = ¢4 = 0 in (11), and on taking e; = ——3 and €3 = ——3 the coefficients as and ag
respectively, can be annihilated. So that X reduce to X5 + aze™ X3. The coefficient of X3
can be scaled to +1 by taking ¢; = log |as|. The final simplification shall be

X =X+ X;

Case 3.2.3. When a; # 0,a; = 0, we may take a; = 1. The coefficients a3 and a4 can be
annihilated by taking e3 = —a3 and ¢4 = —ay, such that X reduce to

X1 + (65 + CL3€26_61 + a5e_61) X5 + (66 + a32e2e_51 — a4€26_61 + CL5CL3€_51 + CL6€_51) X6.

Further, we may set €; = €, = 0, and on taking e = —a5 and €5 = —asaz —ag, the coefficients
of X5 and Xg can be annihilated. The final simplification shall be X = Xj.
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Case 3.2.4. When a; = ay = 0. The coefficients a5 and ag can be annihilated by taking
€9 = —Z—z and €5 = —% respectively. The final simplification shall be X = a3X3 +
ay X4 = X3+ 77Xy for vy = Z—i

Subcase 3.2.4.1. When a; = a; = a3 = 0. On taking e = 0 and €3 = 2%, the final
simplification shall be X = X, + 6 X5 for § = "

Subcase 3.2.4.2. When a; = as = a4 = 0. On taking e = —Z—z and €5 = —Z—g, the final
simplification shall be X = X3.

We then have one-dimensional optimal system ©; as follows:

X1+ aXy, Xo£ X+ 8 Xy,
Xo £ Xy, Xo £ X3, X4, (12)
X3 + ’)/X4, X4 + 5X5,X3.

3.3 Construction of two-dimensional optimal system

To construct two-dimensional optimal system OG5, we follow the standard procedure given in
[1]. To prepare list of sub-algebras for O,, we need to find sub-algebra of the type 7 (z;, x;),
where the element x; is taken from the list of sub-algebras ©; obtained at (12), and x;
belongs to the normalizer sub-algebra Nor, (z;) = {z € g| [z, x;] € z;}, that is, [x;, x;] = Az;.
While selecting x;, one can avoid occurrence of z; in x; by selecting x; from factor algebra
Norg (x;) /;, where the normalizer Nor, (z;) can be obtained by setting

[Z‘Z‘, i anj] = )\SL’Z', (13)

j=1

where [, ] is the usual Lie bracket and A is an arbitrary constant. In the relation (13), the
coefficients of X; can equated to find out all possible non-zero a;’ for the construction of
Norg (z;) and hence Norg (x;) /z;. So the following list of two-dimensional sub-algebras is
obtained:

HA( Xy + Xs+ BXy,aXs5+0Xs), #5(Xy + Xy, a X5+ b Xg),
H5(Xy + X3, —a Xy +a X5 +bXg), 74(X1, Xa),

(X3 + v Xy, Xeg), H6( Xy + 0 X5, —ad Xo + a X5+ b Xg),
(X3, a X1+ b Xy + ¢ Xg).

(14)

In following, we shall try to simplify each pair in the list (14) with the adjoint action (7) as
much as possible. The two elements {1, 2} and {2, z,} equivalent under adjoint action if

'r/l = kl Adexp(EX) (Il) + k2 Adexp(EX) (I2) 5 (15)
'T/Q = k3 Adexp(eX) ('Tl) + k4 Adexp(eX) (I2) )

where constants k; are such that at least one of the pair (kq, ky) or (ke, k3) is non-zero and
X is general element of Lie algebra g given at (3). The following inverse version of (15) is
more appropriate for classification of 2-dimensional subalgebra.

Adexp(gx) ([L’l) = k‘l ZL’ll + k‘g ZL’IQ, Adexp(gx) (1'2) = k’g ZL’ll + k‘4 ZL’IQ (16)
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As an example, we consider 7% (X3, a X1+b X +c Xg) for simplification under adjoint actions.
We must consider different possible values of the triplet (a,b,c), For example, (a,b,c); all
nonzero constants, (a,b,0), (a,0,c),(0,b,c); one constant is zero, (a,0,0),(0,b,0),(0,0,c);
two constants are zero.

For (a,b,c); all nonzero constants. Taking full adjoint action (10) on X3 and a X; +
b X, + ¢ X, the equations (16) can be written as follow:

e (—X6€2€3 + €2X5 + X6€5 + Xg) = ]{31X3 + ]{32 (CL/Xl + b,X4 + C/XG) y (17&)
aXy + aeze” X3 + (ae4e_61 + be‘“) X,

+ aes X5 + (aesese™ + aeg — bese ! + ce™ V) Xg = ks X3 + ka (' X7 + V' Xy + ' Xs) .
(17b)

The coefficients of X7, X, give a’ = 0 and b’ = 0 respectively. So the final simplification of 77
shall be % (X3, X¢), and same simplification for other cases too. Repeating this procedure
for other 2-dimensional sub-algebra in (14), the final simplification is given as follow:

G (Xo £ Xz + Xy, Xs5), % (Xo £ X5+ 5 Xy, X),
Gs(X1, X2), (X3 + v Xy, Xo), #5( Xy + 6 X5, Xe), 7G(X3, Xe).

In similar fashion, a three-dimensional optimal system can also be constructed, we have
avoided writing that here due to space constraints. In following section, we show reductions
with respect optimal systems (14) and (18).

Remark 3.1. We may have continued for symmetry reductions of the equation (1) but
that would not fruitful as the equation is of the eighth order. Its order can be reduced by
one or by two using one-dimensional sub-algebra (12) and two-dimensional sub-algebra (14)
respectively, and even then the equation shall remain of a higher order. And unfortunately,
the symmetry reductions of (1) can not be accomplished with one and two-dimensional Lie
algebras (12) and (18) respectively, until the arbitrary functions are set to polynomials.

4 Painlevé analysis

In remark 2.1, the non-existence of Virasoro algebra suggests that the Kac-Wakimoto equa-
tion may not be integrable, and with the Painlevé analysis we try to strengthen this claim.
The Painlevé analysis is a well-established tool for investigating complete integrability of
nonlinear partial differential equations. Looking at the singularity structure of the equa-
tion one can predict the complete integrability, for details the refs. [24-26] can be seen. In
this section, we investigate the singularity structure of equation (1) based on the algorithm
suggested by Weiss-Tabor-Carnevale. The Laurent expansion can be taken in the following
form

w=0¢"> u;¢/, where ¢ = ¢(z,y,2.1). (19)
j=0

When (19) is substituted into (1), the following conditions need to be satisfied for valid
Painlevé property.



1. a to be an integer.
2. ¢ to be analytic function of (z,y, z, ).
3. The equations for u; to have self-consistent solutions.

The quick survey of leading order analysis gives

first branch: a = —1, uy = 2 ¢,
second branch: o= —1, ug = 4 ¢,,
third branch: a = —1, ug = 6 ¢,.

The resonant points can be determined by substituting
u=ugp 't +u; ¢t (20)

into (1) and on retaining most singular part, the resonance points at each branch obtained
as follows:

first branch: 7= —1,1,2,3,4,5,8, 14,
25+ /65 25 — /65
2 ’ 2 ’
23 +4/193 23 — /193
2 ’ 2 '

second branch: j=-2,-1,1,2,3,8,

third branch: j=-3,-2,-1,1,8,10,

The non-integral resonance points at the second and third branches suggest that the Kac-
Wakimoto equation fails to pass the Painlevé property, and therefore can not be integrable.

5 Conclusion

The eight-order (3+1)-dimensional Kac-Wakimoto equation is studied for its integrability.
This equation has already shown to be non-integrable using Hirota’s bilinear method as
it does not have three-soliton solutions [12]. In this paper, the non-integrability of the
equation is checked from different angles, such as; the infinite-dimensional Lie algebra for
Kac-Wakimoto equation does not have Virasoro like structure, which in fact common char-
acteristic of the most of integrable equations, and absence of Virasoro like structure implies
that the equation may be non-integrable. In order to further strengthen the argument for
the non-integrability of equation, the Painlevé property is also checked, which also turned
out to be negative.

It is important to note that there are some integrable systems that are invariant under
finite or infinite-dimensional Lie algebra without having Virasoro like structure (see ref. [20]),
but all non-integrable system that are invariant finite or infinite-dimensional Lie algebra does
not have Virasoro like structure. In this way, the presence of Virasoro like structure can be
a week predictor of integrability and it could be used along with other strong predictors of
integrability.
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