
ar
X

iv
:2

31
1.

15
16

9v
2 

 [
nl

in
.S

I]
  2

9 
O

ct
 2

02
4

Trees and superintegrable Lotka-Volterra families

Peter H. van der Kamp, G.R.W. Quispel and David I. McLaren

Department of Mathematical and Physical Sciences,

La Trobe University, Victoria 3086, Australia.

Corresponding author: Peter H. van der Kamp

Email: P.vanderKamp@LaTrobe.edu.au

October 30, 2024

Abstract

To any tree on n vertices we associate an n-dimensional Lotka-Volterra system with 3n−2
parameters and, for generic values of the parameters, prove it is superintegrable, i.e. it admits
n − 1 functionally independent integrals. We also show how each system can be reduced to
an (n− 1)-dimensional system which is superintegrable and solvable by quadratures.

1 Introduction

This paper is concerned with trees, Lotka-Volterra systems, superintegrability, and Darboux Poly-
nomials. We first define these notions and try to indicate why the reader perhaps might care.

Lotka-Volterra (LV) systems are quadratic ordinary differential equations (ODEs) of the form

dxi

dt
= xi



bi +

n
∑

j=1

Aijxj



 , i = 1, . . . , n , (1)

where the vector b and the matrix A do not depend on x or t. LV equations were introduced to
describe predator-prey systems [11, 21], and have more recently been used e.g. to study infectious
disease [6], and competition between species [13]. The papers [1, 2, 3, 7, 8, 12, 16, 18, 19], and
many others, give some indication of the scientific interest generated by Lotka-Volterra equations,
their properties, and their generalisations.

A Darboux Polynomial (DP) for an ODE dx
dt = f(x) is a polynomial P (x) for which there

exists another polynomial C(x) (called the cofactor) such that

dP

dt
:= ∇P · f = CP (2)

Comparing eqns (1) and (2) we see immediately that each LV system has at least n DPs (i.e. the
xi, i = 1, . . . , n). From the theory of Darboux Polynomials [4, 5] it follows that if a homogeneous
quadratic ODE possesses n+1 DPs, it must have a factorisable integral (whose factors are powers
of DPs). One might say that LV systems are on the verge of possessing one or more first integrals.1

In [17] we constructed families of homogeneous (i.e. with b = 0) n-dimensional LV systems that
possess n− 1 additional DPs which give rise to n − 1 first integrals. In this paper we prove that
these integrals are functionally independent, and hence that these systems are superintegrable. A

1We refer to e.g. [22, Theorem 3.1] for a general result on the relationship between the existence of a sufficient
number of Darboux polynomials and the existence of a first integral obtained from them.
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complementary study was carried out in [10], where conditions were given for systems (1) with one
additional DP (invariant hyperplane) to be superintegrable.2 We note that while in this paper we
consider homogeneous system only, the results carry over to the case where b = b1 is a constant
vector, as such an LV-system can be transformed into one with b = 0 [12]. Homogeneous DPs
are preserved under the inverse transformation, however, they can give rise to time-dependent
integrals.

A tree is a connected graph which does not contain a cycle. In the next section, we start from
an undirected tree on n vertices with n− 1 edges, and extend it to a weighted complete directed
graph (digraph), which includes both loops and multiple edges. We then use the adjacency matrix
of this digraph to define a corresponding LV system. In section 3, we establish some properties
of the minors of the adjacency matrix, which are used in section 4 to derive n − 2 three-point
integrals, and to factorise the exponents in the integrals for the LV systems (which were given in
[17]). In section 5, we introduce so-called edge variables, in terms of which the n− 2 three-point
integrals become two-point integrals, and we derive a related (n − 1)-dimensional system which
preserves the same integrals. This system is shown to be solvable by quadratures (Theorem 21).
Finally, in section 6, we utilise the edge-variables and the 2-point integrals and to prove functional
independence for n − 1 integrals of the tree-system, i.e. that tree-systems are superintegrable
(Theorem 24).

The number of non-isomorphic trees on n vertices [14, A000055] is quite large, asymptotically
equal to β ·αn ·n−5/2, where α ≈ 2.955765, β ≈ 0.5349496 are Otter’s tree-constants [14, A051491],
[14, A086308], [15]. We establish the existence of an equal number of superintegrable n-dimensional
LV systems with 3n− 2 parameters.

2 From tree to Lotka-Volterra system

Let T be a tree on n vertices, 1, 2, . . . , n. Edges e1, . . . , en−1 are represented by ordered pairs of
integers, i.e. we have ei = (ui, vi) ∈ N

2 with ui < vi. Because of the ordering the tree becomes a
directed tree.

Definition 1. We associate a weighted digraph G to T as follows. For all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we add
a loop with weight ai to vertex i. We add weights bi to edges ei = (ui, vi), and add reciprocal
edges e′i = (vi, ui) which carry weights ci. The adjacency matrix of G is the n× n matrix A with
Ai,i = ai, and for each edge ei = (ui, vi) of T : Aui,vi = bi and Avi,ui

= ci, and with all other
entries 0.

Example 2. To the tree on 8 vertices with edges

e1 = (1, 2), e2 = (2, 3), e3 = (2, 6), e4 = (2, 8), e5 = (3, 4), e6 = (3, 7), e7 = (5, 6),

see Figure 1(a), we associate the weighted digraph in Figure 1(b). The adjacency matrix of the
associated weighted digraph is

























a1 b1 0 0 0 0 0 0
c1 a2 b2 0 0 b3 0 b4
0 c2 a3 b5 0 0 b6 0
0 0 c5 a4 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 a5 b7 0 0
0 c3 0 0 c7 a6 0 0
0 0 c6 0 0 0 a7 0
0 c4 0 0 0 0 0 a8

























.

2The condition is that the ranks of certain matrices are low [10, Theorems 2,5]. The statement in [10, Theorem
3, condition (12)] should read [9]: Moreover, if rank(B1) =rank(B2) =rank(B3) = 3 ≤ N , then differential system
(3) is completely integrable.
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(a) A (directed) tree on 8 vertices with la-
beled edges.
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(b) The associated weighted digraph.

Figure 1: Associating a weighted digraph to a tree. Added edges (i, i) carry weights ai, weights bi
are connected to edges ei = (ui, vi) where ui < vi and weights ci are connected to opposite edges
(vi, ui) with vi > ui.

Definition 3. We next associate a weighted complete digraph G to T . We add to the associated
weighted digraph G all edges (x, z) which are not already in G. To assign their weight, we consider
the shortest path in T from x to z (this exists because T is connected, and is uniquely given because
T does not contain loops). Let the penultimate vertex be y. Then there is an i such that (y, z) or
(z, y) is the i-th edge of T . If y < z we assign to edge (x, z) weight bi, if y > z we assign weight
ci to edge (x, z).

In Figure 2 we add edges to the associated digraph from Figure 1, which are directed to
vertices 1 and 2. The complete digraph can be obtained by adding the remaining edges directed
respectively to vertices 3, 4, . . . , 8.

Example 4. The adjacency matrix of the associated weighted complete digraph G to the tree in
Example 2 is

A =

























a1 b1 b2 b5 c7 b3 b6 b4
c1 a2 b2 b5 c7 b3 b6 b4
c1 c2 a3 b5 c7 b3 b6 b4
c1 c2 c5 a4 c7 b3 b6 b4
c1 c3 b2 b5 a5 b7 b6 b4
c1 c3 b2 b5 c7 a6 b6 b4
c1 c2 c6 b5 c7 b3 a7 b4
c1 c4 b2 b5 c7 b3 b6 a8

























. (3)

Definition 5 (Tree-system). Let T be a tree on n vertices, and let A be the adjacency matrix of
the associated weighted complete digraph of T . We define an n-dimensional homogeneous Lotka-
Volterra system by

dxi

dt
= xi

∑

j

Ai,jxj , i = 1, . . . , n, (4)

to which we will refer as a tree-system, or a T -system if it is clear that T is a tree.3

3Tree-systems are not to be confused with T-systems where T stands for Transfer matrix (or Toda or Tau).
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Figure 2: Adding edges to the associated weighted digraph from Figure 1(b), edges (w, 1) are
dashed, and edges (w, 2) are dotted. To complete the graph, edges (w, i) with 3 ≤ i ≤ 8 must be
added.

Example 6. The tree T in Example 2 gives rise to the T -system

ẋ1 = x1 (a1x1 + b1x2 + b2x3 + b5x4 + c7x5 + b3x6 + b6x7 + b4x8)

ẋ2 = x2 (c1x1 + a2x2 + b2x3 + b5x4 + c7x5 + b3x6 + b6x7 + b4x8)

ẋ3 = x3 (c1x1 + c2x2 + a3x3 + b5x4 + c7x5 + b3x6 + b6x7 + b4x8)

ẋ4 = x4 (c1x1 + c2x2 + c5x3 + a4x4 + c7x5 + b3x6 + b6x7 + b4x8)

ẋ5 = x5 (c1x1 + c3x2 + b2x3 + b5x4 + a5x5 + b7x6 + b6x7 + b4x8)

ẋ6 = x6 (c1x1 + c3x2 + b2x3 + b5x4 + c7x5 + a6x6 + b6x7 + b4x8)

ẋ7 = x7 (c1x1 + c2x2 + c6x3 + b5x4 + c7x5 + b3x6 + a7x7 + b4x8)

ẋ8 = x8 (c1x1 + c4x2 + b2x3 + b5x4 + c7x5 + b3x6 + b6x7 + a8x8) .

(5)

3 Properties of associated weighted complete digraphs

The associated weighted complete digraph of a tree has the following nice property.

Proposition 7. Let T be a tree, and let Ḡ be its associated weighted digraph. Let (u, v) be an
edge in T . For all w 6∈ {u, v}, the edges (u,w), (v, w) ∈ Ḡ carry the same weight.

Proof. This is clear from the construction. The shortest path from u to w differs from the shortest
path from v to w only by one edge, i.e. (u, v) or (v, u). The weights only depend on the last edges
of the paths, which is the same in both cases.

4



Corollary 8. Let T be a tree. The adjacency matrix A of its associated weighted complete digraph
G is an n× n matrix, with elements Ai,i = ai, for each edge ei = (ui, vi) ∈ T we have Aui,vi = bi
and Avi,ui

= ci, and for all w 6∈ {ui, vi} we have Aui,w = Avi,w.

Lemma 1 of [17] states that the expression Pu,v = αxu + βxv, with αβ 6= 0, is a DP of
LV-system (1) if and only if, for some constant b and all w 6∈ {u, v}, we have Au,w = Av,w,
bu = bv = b, α(Av,v − Au,v) = β(Av,u − Au,u) and (Av,v − Au,v)(Av,u − Au,u) 6= 0. Hence, the
property of A stated in Corollary 8 guarantees that the tree-system (4) admits additional Darboux
polynomials. And this implies, using the rather general method of [17, Section 2], the tree-system
admits integrals, cf. equations (9) and (10).

As the existence of a solution does not guarantee uniqueness, one wonders whether there are
other matrices A with the same property. We show this is not the case.

Proposition 9. In Corollary 8, the matrix A with elements Ai,i = ai, Aui,vi = bi and Avi,ui
= ci

for each edge ei = (ui, vi) ∈ T , is uniquely defined by the condition that for all w 6∈ {ui, vi} we
have Aui,w = Avi,w.

Proof. In A, there areN = n2−n−2(n−1) unknowns, which satisfy a system of (n−1)(n−2) = N
linear equations. We claim that each equation is used to solve for one unknown. Suppose Au,v

is unknown. Let u,w1, . . . , wr, v be the shortest path in T from u to v. The weight of (wr, v) is
known. It follows from Definition 3 that this is the value of Au,v. But the aim here is to show how
it follows from the condition. The condition tells us that Awr−1,v = Awr ,v, Awr−2,v = Awr−1,v, . . .,
and, finally, that Au,v = Aw1,v which hence equals the weight of (wr , v). To find Au,v, we have
used one equation to solve for one unknown r times.

Definition 10. Let AI;J denote the matrix A with rows i ∈ I and columns j ∈ J deleted. Its
determinant |AI;J | is called a minor.

By deleting a vertex, a tree becomes a forest with several connected components (trees).

Proposition 11 (Factorisation of minors of A). Let S denote the set of vertices of the tree which
contains vertex j in the forest obtained by deleting vertex i. Let m be the number of vertices k ∈ S
such that min(i, j) < k < max(i, j). Then

|Ai;j | = (−1)m|AS\{j}∪{i};S |
∏

v∈S\{j}

(av − Aj,v). (6)

Proof. Denote the ith row of A by Ai. If the shortest path in T from vertex k to vertex j passes
through m vertices k, l, . . . , j, then Ak −Aj has m non-zero elements, i.e. in columns k, l, . . . , j.
We write S = S1 + S2 + · · · , where Sm contains all vertices whose shortest path to j contains
m+1 vertices. Suppose k ∈ S1 satisfies k < min(i, j). Then Ai;j

k −Ai;j
j has only 1 non-zero entry,

i.e. ak −Ak,j in column k (the j-th column, which contained the other non-zero entry, is deleted).

Expanding the determinant in the k-th row, after row-operation Ai;j
k 7→ Ai;j

k −Ai;j
j , shows that

|Ai;j | = ǫki,j(ak −Aj,k)|A
{k,i};{k,j} |, (7)

with ǫki,j = 1. When k ∈ S1 satisfies max(i, j) < k, after row-reduction of the k− 1 row, the same
non-zero entry arises in column k − 1, and we find the same formula. If min(i, j) < k < max(i, j)
then we pick up a minus sign, ǫki,j = −1. Continuing the row-reduction in this way, first for all
k ∈ S1, then k ∈ S2, etc., yields formula (6).

Proposition 12 (Ratios of minors of A). For all edges ei = (ui, vi) and w 6∈ {ui, vi} we have

(aui
− ci)|A

w;ui | = (−1)ui+vi(avi − bi)|A
w;vi |.

Proof. The proposition follows as a consequence of Proposition 16.

5



4 Integrals for tree-systems

Definition 13. Define an (n − 1) × n matrix B, whose rows and columns are indexed by edges
and vertices respectively, as follows: for each edge ei = (ui, vi) ∈ T , x ∈ {ui, vi}, w 6∈ {ui, vi}, let
Bi,x = ax, and Bi,w = Ax,w (whose value does not depend on x, due to Corollary 8).

With this definition the elements of the i-th row of the matrix B are the coefficients of the
cofactor of the i-th Darboux polynomial,

Pi = (ci − aui
)xui

+ (avi − bi)xvi , (8)

of the tree-system (4). Indeed, we have Ṗi = Pi

(

aui
xui

+ avixvi +
∑

w 6=ui,vi
Aui,wxw

)

, cf. the ⇐

part of the proof of [17, Lemma 1], i.e. the cofactor of Pi equals
∑n

j=1 Bi,jxj .
Here is a slightly more general method than the one provided in [17, Section 2]. Define

v = ln(x) and w = ln(P). Then v̇ = Ax and ẇ = Bx. Multiplying yields4 adj(A)v̇ = |A|x
and |A|ẇ = |A|Bx = B|A|x = B.adj(A)v̇. Integrating the latter yields n − 1 integrals I =
|A| ln(P) −B.adj(A) ln(x), and by exponentiation the i-th one becomes

P
|A|
i

n
∏

k=1

x
Zi,k

k , (9)

where
Z = −B.adj(A). (10)

Note that we assume that the 3n − 2 parameters in A have generic values. This ensures e.g.
that

|A|

n−1
∏

i=1

(bi − avi) (ci − aui
) 6= 0,

so that neither the exponent of Pi in (9) nor the coefficients of xui
and xvi in (8) vanish. In

appendix A, we show that in the particular case where |A| = 0, the expression (9) provides only
one functionally independent integral.

Example 14. For our running example, the matrix B is given by

B =





















a1 a2 b2 b5 c7 b3 b6 b4
c1 a2 a3 b5 c7 b3 b6 b4
c1 a2 b2 b5 c7 a6 b6 b4
c1 a2 b2 b5 c7 b3 b6 a8
c1 c2 a3 a4 c7 b3 b6 b4
c1 c2 a3 b5 c7 b3 a7 b4
c1 c3 b2 b5 a5 a6 b6 b4





















. (11)

The integrals can be calculated explicitly but, with 22 free parameters, each of them would take up
too much space to be included explicitly here.

Example 15 (Special case). Considering the special case where

ai = i, bi = i+ 5, ci = i+ 11

we find the 7 Darboux polynomials

11x1 − 4x2, 11x2 − 4x3, 12x2 − 2x6, 13x2 − x8, 13x3 − 6x4, 14x3 − 4x7, 13x5 − 6x6.

4Here adj(A) is the adjugate matrix of A, which is the transpose of its cofactor matrix. It satisfies A.adj(A) =
|A|1. Note that the word cofactor has acquired two meanings: while A is the matrix of coefficients of cofactors of
the coordinate DPs, its cofactor matrix is its matrix of signed minors.
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The cofactor of the first DP is (Bx)1 = x1 + 2x2 + 7x3 + 10x4 + 18x5 + 8x6 + 11x7 + 9x8 and
the integral corresponding to the first edge/Darboux polynomial (after inversion and taking an 8-th
root) is

(11x1 − 4x2)
1393111

x169884
3 x22880

4 x19008
5 x92928

6 x37752
7 x123552

8

x1378135
1 x467252

2

.

Proposition 16 (Factorisation of linear combinations of minors of A). Let Z = −B.adj(A). For
all edges ei = (ui, vi) ∈ T we have

Zi,k =

{

(−1)k+ui(ci − aui
)|Ak;ui |, k 6= vi

(−1)k+vi(bi − avi)|A
k;vi |, k 6= ui.

(12)

Note that when k 6∈ {ui, vi} the two expressions in (12) are equal, which is the statement of
Proposition 12.

Proof. Let the cofactor matrix of A be C, i.e. Ci,j = (−1)i+j |Ai;j |. Then we have adj(A) = Ct,
or, for all i, k,

∑

j

Ai,jCk,j =

{

|A|, i = k

0, i 6= k.
(13)

We need to show that

−Zi,k =
∑

j

Bi,jCk,j =

{

(aui
− ci)Ck,ui

, k 6= vi

(avi − bi)Ck,vi , k 6= ui.
(14)

We notice that Bi,j − Aui,j = (avi − bi)δj,vi , and Bi,j − Avi,j = (aui
− ci)δj,ui

, in terms of
Kronecker’s delta, δi,i = 1 and δi,j 6=i = 0. When k 6= vi we find

−Zi,k =
∑

j

Bi,jCk,j −
∑

j

Avi,jCk,j = (aui
− ci)Ck,ui

and, when k 6= ui,

−Zi,k =
∑

j

Bi,jCk,j −
∑

j

Aui,jCk,j = (avi − bi)Ck,vi .

Using the above result, it now follows that if a graph contains two adjacent edges, the corre-
sponding LV system possesses an integral that only depends on the three vertices involved, and
not on any of the other vertices of the graph. Consider two edges ei = (ui, vi) and ej = (uj , vj).
Then ei and ej are adjacent if either a) vi = uj , b) vi = vj , c) ui = uj , or d) ui = vj .

Corollary 17 (Three-point integrals). Let Z = −B.adj(A).

a) Suppose vi = uj. The edges ei and ej give rise to integrals

Ii = P
|A|
i

n
∏

k=1

x
Zi,k

k , Ij = P
|A|
j

n
∏

k=1

x
Zj,k

k ,

where
Pi = (ci − aui

)xui
+ (auj

− bi)xuj
, Pj = (cj − auj

)xuj
+ (avj − bj)xvj .

The ratio
|A|

√

I
auj

−cj

i /I
auj

−bi

j = (Pi/xui
)
auj

−cj
(

Pj/xvj

)bi−auj (15)

depends on xui
/xuj

, xuj
/xvj only.

7



b) When vi = vj then

|A|

√

I
avj

−cj

i /I
avj

−bi

j = (Pi/xui
)
avj

−bj
(

Pj/xuj

)bi−avj (16)

depends on xui
/xvj , xvj/xuj

only.

c) And, when ui = uj then

|A|

√

I
auj

−cj

i /I
auj

−bi

j = (Pi/xvi)
auj

−cj
(

Pj/xvj

)ci−auj (17)

depends on xvi/xuj
, xuj

/xvj only.

Proof. We provide a proof for (15), the cases (16) and (17) are similar. Note that when ui = vj
the case (15) applies after interchanging i and j. Also note that any function of integrals is an
integral.

We simplify the ratio

I
auj

−cj

i

I
auj

−bi

j

=
P

|A|(auj
−cj)

i

P
|A|(auj

−bi)

j

n
∏

k=1

x
(auj

−cj)Zi,k−(auj
−bi)Zj,k

k

=
P

|A|(auj
−cj)

i

P
|A|(auj

−bi)

j

∏

k∈{ui,vj}

x
(auj

−cj)Zi,k−(auj
−bi)Zj,k

k (18)

as we have, due to Proposition 16, for k 6= {ui, vj},

(auj
− cj)Zi,k − (auj

− bi)Zj,k = (auj
− cj)(−1)k+uj (bi − auj

)|Ak;uj |

− (auj
− bi)(−1)k+uj (cj − auj

)|Ak;uj |

= 0.

The exponent of xui
in (18) can be written as

(auj
− cj)Zi,ui

− (auj
− bi)Zj,ui

= (cj − auj
)|A|.

This can be seen by subtracting the uj-th row of A from the ui-th row, expanding the determinant
in the ui-th row, i.e.

|A| = (aui
− ci)|A

ui;ui |+ (−1)ui+uj (bi − auj
)|Aui;uj |,

and using Proposition 16. Similarly, it can be shown that the exponent of xvj in (18) can be
written as

(auj
− cj)Zi,vj − (auj

− bi)Zj,vj = (auj
− bi)|A|.

The result follows by combining terms and taking the |A|-th root.

Example 18. The T-system (5) has the following integrals (which do not take up too much space),
related to the pairs of adjacent edges (e1, e4), (e3, e4), (e3, e7), (e2, e3), (e2, e5), (e2, e6):

(

(c1 − a1) + (a2 − b1)
x2

x1

)a2−c4 (

(c4 − a2)
x2

x8
+ (a8 − b4)

)b1−a2

,

(

(c3 − a2)
x2

x6
+ (a6 − b3)

)a2−c4 (

(c4 − a2)
x2

x8
+ (a8 − b4)

)c3−a2

,

(

(c3 − a2) + (a6 − b3)
x6

x2

)a6−b7 (

(c7 − a5) + (a6 − b7)
x6

x5

)b3−a6

,

8



(

(c2 − a2)
x2

x3
+ (a3 − b2)

)a2−c3 (

(c3 − a2)
x2

x6
+ (a6 − b3)

)c2−a2

,

(

(c2 − a2) + (a3 − b2)
x3

x2

)a3−c5 (

(c5 − a3)
x3

x4
+ (a4 − b5)

)b2−a3

,

(

(c2 − a2) + (a3 − b2)
x3

x2

)a3−c6 (

(c6 − a3)
x3

x7
+ (a7 − b6)

)b2−a3

.

(19)

The adjacent edges in Example 18 were chosen in such a way that the resulting integrals are
functionally independent. This can be done algorithmically, which will be explained in the proof
of Theorem 24. We reiterate that 3-point integrals are local functions, in the sense that they
depend on only a subset of the variables. To prove that they are invariant, we only need those
components of the system of differential equations which describe the evolution of the subset of
variables. Local integrals were employed before in [20].

5 Solution by quadratures using edge-variables

Given a tree T on n vertices, we introduce for each edge ei = (ui, vi) a so-called edge variable
yi = xui

/xvi . With edge variables y1, . . . , yn−1, and a distinguished vertex variable xk, we can
express the vertex variables as follows.

xi = xk

∏

j∈Ek
i

y
ǫj
j , (20)

where j ∈ Ek
i iff either ej = (uj, vj) (with uj < vj) or e

′
j = (vj , uj) is an edge in the directed tall

tree which is the shortest path from xi to xk, and if it is ej then ǫj = 1, if it is e′j then ǫj = −1.

Proposition 19. A T-system can be written in edge variables, and the distinguished xk, as

ẏi = xk





∏

j∈Ek
ui

y
ǫj
j



 ((aui
− ci) yi − avi + bi) , i = 1, . . . , n− 1

and

ẋk = x2
k

n
∑

i=1

di
∏

j∈Ek
i

y
ǫj
j

with dk = ak and, for i 6= k,

di =

{

bj if ej = (w, xi)

cj if ej = (xi, w),

where xi, w, . . . , xk is the shortest path from xi to xk.

Proof. Firstly, we have ẏi =
˙xui

xvi

−
xui

x2
vi

˙xvi

= yi (aui
xui

+ bixvi − cixui
− avixvi)

= xui
((aui

− ci) yi − avi + bi) ,

= xk





∏

j∈Ek
ui

y
ǫj
j



 ((aui
− ci) yi − avi + bi) .

Next we consider the equation for xk. From Definition 3

ẋk = xk

n
∑

i=1

dixi,

and the result follows from (20).
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Interestingly, the second line of the proof of Proposition 19 can be written as ẏi = −yiPi,
suggesting that the DPs of system (4) play the role of cofactors of the edge variables. However,
one has to be careful here. Expressed in edge variables, the rational functions Pi may have yi
as a factor of its denominator. Hence, the resulting edge system does not necessarily take a
Lotka-Volterra form.

Example 20. Choosing x8 as the distinguished variable, the vertex variables relate to the edge
variables by

x1

x8
= y1y4,

x2

x8
= y4,

x3

x8
=

y4
y2

,
x4

x8
=

y4
y2y5

,
x5

x8
=

y4y7
y3

,
x6

x8
=

y4
y3

,
x7

x8
=

y4
y2y6

Using edge variables, the system (5) transforms into




















ẏ1
ẏ2
ẏ3
ẏ4
ẏ5
ẏ6
ẏ7





















= y4x8





















y1 (a1y1 − c1y1 − a2 + b1)
a2y2 − c2y2 − a3 + b2
a2y3 − c3y3 − a6 + b3
a2y4 − c4y4 − a8 + b4

(a3y5 − c5y5 − a4 + b5) /y2
(a3y6 − c6y6 − a7 + b6) /y2

y7 (a5y7 − c7y7 − a6 + b7) /y3





















, (21)

together with

ẋ8 = y4x
2
8

(

c1y1 + c4 +
c7y7
y3

+
a8
y4

+
b2
y2

+
b3
y3

+
b5
y2y5

+
b6

y2y6

)

. (22)

The integrals (19) are expressed in edge variables as

((c1 − a1) + (a2 − b1) /y1)
a2−c4 ((c4 − a2) y4 + (a8 − b4))

b1−a2 ,

((c3 − a2) y3 + (a6 − b3))
a2−c4 ((c4 − a2) y4 + (a8 − b4))

c3−a2 ,

((c3 − a2) + (a6 − b3) /y3)
a6−b7 ((c7 − a5) + (a6 − b7) /y7)

b3−a6 ,

((c2 − a2) y2 + (a3 − b2))
a2−c3 ((c3 − a2) y3 + (a6 − b3))

c2−a2 ,

((c2 − a2) + (a3 − b2) /y2)
a3−c5 ((c5 − a3) y5 + (a4 − b5))

b2−a3 ,

((c2 − a2) + (a3 − b2) /y2)
a3−c6 ((c6 − a3) y6 + (a7 − b6))

b2−a3 .

(23)

Theorem 21. Each T -system, where T is a tree on n vertices, reduces to an (n− 1)-dimensional
edge system which is superintegrable, and solvable by quadratures.

Example 22. Denote the r.h.s. of the combined system (21,22) by f , so that

(ẏ, ẋ8) = f = ag, (24)

with a = y4x8. Let us denote the 6 integrals (23) of the tree-system by Ki. They are integrals
of (24), i.e. we have f · ∇Ki = 0. But then, since f = ag, we have g · ∇Ki = 0 and hence the
integrals are also integrals of the system

(ẏ, ẋ8) = g. (25)

Because the integrals depend on the y-variables only, and the first seven components of g do not
depend on x8, we find that the 7-dimensional system





















ẏ1
ẏ2
ẏ3
ẏ4
ẏ5
ẏ6
ẏ7





















=





















y1 ((a1 − c1)y1 − a2 + b1)
(a2 − c2)y2 − a3 + b2
(a2 − c3)y3 − a6 + b3
(a2 − c4)y4 − a8 + b4

((a3 − c5)y5 − a4 + b5) /y2
((a3 − c6)y6 − a7 + b6) /y2

y7 ((a5 − c7)y7 − a6 + b7) /y3





















, (26)

admits 6 functionally independent integrals and hence is superintegrable.
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Proof of Theorem 21. We rewrite the tree-system in variables (y, xk), cf. Proposition 19, as

ẏi = xkfi, i = 1, . . . , n− 1

ẋk = x2
kg,

(27)

where fi, g do not depend on xk. The n − 2 three-point integrals given in Corollary 17 depend
on the y-variables only and they are functionally independent integrals of the (n− 1)-dimensional
system

ẏi = fi, i = 1, . . . , n− 1, (28)

which we call the edge system. We note that one may divide each fi by the greatest common
divisor of all the fi (which is nontrivial if xk is at the end of a branch of the tree).

Each equation of the edge system (28) is either of the form

ẏ = p(αy + β) or ẏ = py(αy + β), (29)

where α, β are constants, and p is a function of t. In the first case we get

ẏ

αy + β
= p ⇒

ln(αy + β)

α
=

∫

p.

In the second case we get, with z = 1/y,

p =
ẏ

y(αy + β)
= −

ż

α+ βz
⇒

ln(α + β/y)

β
= −

∫

p.

Starting at the distinguished variable xk, the equations for the edge variables connected to xk are
of the form (29). Once these equations have been solved, one considers the edges one step further
away from xk, and this process can be continued.

Example 23. In the system (26), the first 4 equations are of the form (29). We obtain

y1 =
a2 − b1

C1e(a2−b1)t + a1 − c1
, y2 = C2e

(a2−c2)t +
a3 − b2
a2 − c2

,

y3 = C3e
(a2−c3)t +

a6 − b3
a2 − c3

, y4 = C4e
(a2−c4)t +

a8 − b4
a2 − c4

.

Given the solutions for y2 and y3 we find

y5 = C5

(

C2 +
(a3 − b2) e

−(a2−c2)t

a2 − c2

)−
a3−c5
a3−b2

−
b5 − a4
a3 − c5

y6 = C6

(

C2 +
(a3 − b2) e

−(a2−c2)t

a2 − c2

)−
a3−c6
a3−b2

−
b6 − a7
a3 − c6

y7 = (b7 − a6)



C7

(

C3 +
(a6 − b3) e

−(a2−c3)t

a2 − c3

)

b7−a6

a6−b3

− a5 + c7





−1

.

Once a solution to the n − 1 dimensional edge system has been found, one may retrieve a
solution to the original tree-system as follows. Let the tree-system, cf. (27), be

ẏi = hfi, i = 1, . . . , n− 1

ẋk = xkhg,
(30)

and suppose a solution to the edge system

ẏi = fi, i = 1, . . . , n− 1 (31)
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is known. One first determines the solution to ẋk = xkg(y), from ln(xk) =
∫

g. With z = (y, xk)
and w = (f, xkg) we then have the solution, z(τ) to

dz

dτ
= w(z). (32)

We seek to find a solution to
dz

dt
= h(z)w(z). (33)

From (32) and (33) we obtain

dt

dτ
=

1

h(z(τ))
=⇒ t =

∫

1

h(z(τ))
dτ := u(τ).

Inverting u we find τ = u−1(t) and the solution to (33) is z(u−1(t)).

6 Tree-systems are superintegrable

Theorem 24. The n-dimensional tree-system (4) admits n−1 functionally independent integrals.

Proof. Pick an edge of T , call it ēn−1. Let Tn−1 ⊂ T be the subtree on 2 vertices with edge ēn−1.
Choose an edge ēn−2 ∈ T which is adjacent to Tn−1. Let Tn−1 ⊂ T be the subtree on 3 vertices
with edges ēn−1, ēn−2. Continue the process, i.e. choose edges ēn−i ∈ T adjacent to Tn−i+1, and
let Tn−i ⊂ T be the tree on i + 1 vertices with edges ēn−1, . . . , ēn−i, for i = 3, . . . , n− 1, so that
T1 = T . Now consider the set K = {K1,K2, . . . ,Kn−1}, where K1 is any integral of the form (9),
and Ki, i > 1, is the 3-point integral which depends on edge-variable ȳi−1 and the edge-variable of
the edge it is adjacent to in Ti. The integral K1 can be written in terms of a distinguished variable
xk and the edge-variables ȳ1, . . . , ȳn−1. By construction, the Jacobian matrix of K with respect to
these variables is ‘upper-triangular’ and hence the n−1 integrals are functionally independent.

Example 25. For the tree-system (5), if we choose

ē7 = (3, 7), ē6 = (2, 3), ē5 = (3, 4), ē4 = (2, 6),

ē3 = (5, 6), ē2 = (2, 8), ē1 = (1, 2),

the integrals K2, . . . ,K7 correspond to (19) and the Jacobian matrix takes the form





















∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗
0 ∗ ∗ 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0 0 0
0 0 0 ∗ ∗ 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 ∗ 0 ∗ 0
0 0 0 0 0 ∗ ∗ 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 ∗ ∗





















.
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A The rank of Z when |A| = 0.

The following theorem implies that for special values of the parameters where |A| = 0 only 1 of
the n− 1 integrals is functionally independent.
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Theorem 26. Let A be the n × n adjacency matrix of the associated weighted complete digraph
to a tree on n vertices, as in Definition 3, and let B be the (n − 1) × n matrix of coefficients
of the cofactors of the additional Darboux polynomials (8) of the corresponding Lotka-Volterra
tree-system. If |A| = 0, then the matrix Z = −B.adj(A) has rank 1.

To prove Theorem 26 we need to consider the missing cases in Proposition 12, i.e., where
w ∈ {ui, vi}.

Proposition 27. For all edges ei = (ui, vi) and w ∈ {ui, vi} we have

(aui
− ci)|A

w;ui | − (−1)ui+vi(avi − bi)|A
w;vi | =

{

|A| if w = ui

−(−1)ui+vi |A| if w = vi.

Proof. We first prove the case w = ui. Let Ā be the matrix obtained from A by replacing the
ui-th row by the vi-th row. By expanding in this row, we find, as Avi,j = Aui,j when j 6∈ {ui, vi},

0 = |Ā| =





∑

j 6∈{ui,vi}

(−1)ui+jAui,j |A
ui;j |



+ ci|A
ui;ui |+ (−1)ui+viavi |A

ui;vi |. (34)

Expanding |A| in the ui-th row gives, using (34),

|A| =





∑

j 6∈{ui,vi}

(−1)ui+jAui,j |A
ui;j |



+ aui
|Aui;ui |+ (−1)ui+vibi|A

ui;vi |

= (aui
− ci)|A

ui;ui |+ (−1)ui+vi(bi − avi)|A
ui;vi |.

The proof of the case w = vi is similar. Let Ā be the matrix obtained from A by replacing the
vi-th row by the ui-th row. By expanding in this row, we find, as Aui,j = Avi,j when j 6∈ {ui, vi},

0 = |Ā| =





∑

j 6∈{ui,vi}

(−1)vi+jAvi,j |A
vi;j |



+ (−1)ui+viaui
|Avi;ui |+ bi|A

vi;vi |. (35)

Expanding |A| in the vi-th row gives, using (35),

|A| =





∑

j 6∈{ui,vi}

(−1)vi+jAvi,j |A
vi;j|



 + (−1)ui+vici|A
vi;ui |+ avi |A

vi;vi |

= (−1)ui+vi(ci − aui
)|Avi;ui |+ (avi − bi)|A

vi;vi |.

The proof of Theorem 26 also relies on a special case of Sylvester’s determinental identity, i.e.
that, for any Matrix A, with i < j, k < l,

|Ai;k||Aj;l| − |Ai;l||Aj;k| = |A||Ai,j;k,l |. (36)

We note that (36) also holds if i > j, k > l, and that, for i < j, k > l or i > j, k < l,

|Ai;k||Aj;l| − |Ai;l||Aj;k| = −|A||Ai,j;k,l|. (37)

Of course, when i = j or k = l the expression |Ai;k||Aj;l| − |Ai;l||Aj;k| is identically 0.

Proof of Theorem 26. The matrix Z has rank 1 if each row is a multiple of the first one. We will
prove that

|A| = 0 ⇒
Zi,k

Z1,k
=

Zi,1

Z1,1
,

by showing that |A| is a divisor of Yi,k := Zi,kZ1,1 − Zi,1Z1,k. To evaluate Yi,k we will use
Proposition 16. Hence we need to distinguish cases (for example, to evaluate Zi,1 we need to know
that ui 6= 1 or vi 6= 1), as in Figure 3.
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•

v1 6= 1

vi 6= 1

vi 6= k

v1 6= k

v1 = 1

vi = 1

vi = k

v1 = k

u1 6= k

u1 6= 1

ui 6= 1

ui 6= k

v1 6= k

v1 6= k

vi 6= k

v1 = k

u1 6= k

ui 6= 1

vi 6= k

vi = k ui 6= k

ui = 1 vi 6= 1 ui 6= k

v1 = k u1 6= k

v1 6= k

i ii

iii iv

v

vi

vii

viii

ix

Figure 3: Nine cases to analyse.

• Case i: v1 6= 1, vi 6= 1, vi 6= k, v1 6= k. Using Proposition 16, and the identities (36), (37), we
find, for u1 6= ui,

Yi,k = (−1)1+k+u1+ui(c1 − au1
)(ci − aui

)(|Ak;ui ||A1;u1 | − |A1;ui ||Ak;u1 |)

= (−1)1+k+u1+ui(c1 − au1
)(ci − aui

)(±|A||A1,k;u1,ui |).

If u1 = ui then Yi,k vanishes.

• Case ii: v1 6= 1, vi 6= 1, vi 6= k, u1 6= k. We find

Yi,k = (ci−aui
)
(

(−1)1+k+u1+ui((c1 − au1
)|Ak;ui ||A1;u1 | − (−1)1+k+v1+ui(b1 − av1)|A

1;ui ||Ak;v1 |
)

.

When u1 6= 1 we can use Proposition 12 to show that this equals

Yi,k = (−1)1+k+v1+ui(b1 − av1)(ci − aui
)(|Ak;ui ||A1;v1 | − |A1;ui ||Ak;v1 |).

which has |A| as divisor. When u1 = 1 we use Proposition 27 to show that modulo |A| we
get the same expression

Yi,k ≡ (−1)1+k+v1+ui(b1 − av1)(ci − aui
)(|Ak;ui ||A1;v1 | − |A1;ui ||Ak;v1 |).

• Cases iii, . . . , ix. All remaining cases can be proven similar to the above. E.g., for case iii,
v1 6= 1, vi 6= 1, ui 6= k, v1 6= k, we find

Yi,k = (c1 − au1
)
(

(−1)1+k+u1+vi(bi − avi)|A
1;u1 ||Ak;vi |

−(−1)1+k+u1+ui(ci − aui
)|Ak;u1 ||A1;ui |

)

≡ (−1)1+k+u1+vi(c1 − au1
)(bi − avi)(|A

k;vi ||A1;u1 | − |A1;vi ||Ak;u1 |).

For the cases ix, xi, xii and ix one needs to use Propositions 12 and/or 27 twice.
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