
ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

01
68

6v
2 

 [
nl

in
.S

I]
  5

 D
ec

 2
02

4
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Abstract

We prove that the non-commutative Kadomtsev–Petviashvili (KP) equation and a ‘lifted’ modified Kadomtsev–
Petviashvili (mKP) equation are directly linearisable, and thus integrable in this sense. There are several versions
of the non-commutative mKP equations, including the two-dimensional generalisations of the non-commutative modi-
fied Korteweg–de Vries (mKdV) equation and its alternative form (amKdV). Herein we derive the ‘lifted’ mKP equation,
whose solutions are the natural two-dimensional extension of those for the non-commutative mKdV equation derived
in Blower and Malham [9]. We also present the log-potential form of the mKP equation, from which all of these non-
commutative mKP equations can be derived. To achieve the integrability results, we construct the pre-Pöppe algebra
that underlies the KP and mKP equations. This is a non-commutative polynomial algebra over the real line generated
by the solution (and its partial derivatives) to the linearised form of the KP and mKP equations. The algebra is endowed
with a pre-Pöppe product, based on the product rule for semi-additive operators pioneered by Pöppe for the commutative
KP equation. Integrability corresponds to establishing a particular polynomial expansion in the respective pre-Pöppe
algebra. We also present numerical simulations of soliton-like interactions for the non-commutative KP equation.
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1. Introduction

We consider the non-commutative KP equation and a
non-commutative mKP equation. We establish that both
equations are directly linearisable, and are thus integrable
in this sense. Here by directly linearisable we mean that
solutions to these nonlinear equations can be reconstructed
from solutions to a linear system. The first equation of the
linear system consists of the linearised partial differential
equation corresponding to the KP and mKP equations.
This is the same for both, and its solution is often nomi-
nated the scattering data. The second equation is a linear
Fredholm equation involving the scattering data, which
corresponds to the Gelfand–Levitan–Marchenko (GLM)
equation. The GLM equation is slightly different in each
case. To achieve this result, we construct a pre-Pöppe al-
gebra. This algebra applies to the corresponding whole
hierachies of the KP and mKP equations. It is a quasi-
Leibniz algebra over the real line, generated by composi-
tions of left and right derivatives of kernels of semi-additive
operators. These semi-additive operators are constructed
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from the scattering data. The algebra is endowed with the
Pöppe product, first introduced by Pöppe [84, 83] for Han-
kel operators for the sine-Gordon and Korteweg–de Vries
(KdV) equations. Pöppe [85] generalised this product to
semi-additive operators for the scalar KP equation. Un-
derlying this ‘pre-Pöppe’ product is the property that the
kernels of certain combinations of semi-additive operators
correspond to the finite rank product of a pair of kernels.
Establishing integrability of the KP or mKP equation in
the pre-Pöppe algebra then corresponds to establishing a
specific polynomial expansion therein. Higher hierarchy
members correspond to higher degree polynomials.
In potential form, the non-commutative Kadomtsev–

Petviashvili equation (KP) for the field g = g(x, y; t) is,

Dgy = 1
3

(
gt − gxxx

)
+ 2g2x + 2∂−1

x [gy, gx], (1)

where we set D := ∂−1
x ∂y, and [f, g] := fg − gf is the

usual commutator. This form of the non-commutative
KP equation can be found, for example, in Gilson and
Nimmo [39], Kuperschmidt [57], Hamanaka and Toda [45],
Sakhnovich [88], Toda [96] and Wang and Wadati [100].
There are several forms of the non-commutative modi-

fied Kadomtsev–Petviashvili equation (mKP). The forms
we present herein can all be derived from the log-potential
mKP equation for the field q = q(x, y; t), given by,

qD
(
q−1qy + (q−1qx)

2
)
= 1

3

(
qt − qxxx

)
+ qxq

−1qxx

+ qxq
−1qy + qyq

−1qx. (2)
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Thus, for example, if we set ĝ := qxq
−1 and f̂ := qyq

−1,

then ĝ = ĝ(x, y; t) and f̂ = f̂(x, y; t) satisfy the modified
Kadomtsev–Petviashvili equation in the following form,

f̂x = ĝy + [ĝ, f̂ ], (3a)

f̂y = 1
3

(
ĝt − ĝxxx

)
+ 2ĝĝxĝ + {f̂ , ĝx}

+ [ĝ, ĝxx]− [ĝ2, f̂ ], (3b)

where {f, g} := fg + gf is the usual anti-commutator.
This is the form of the non-commutative mKP equa-
tion that can be found in, eg., Dimakis and Müller–
Hoissen [23], Gilson, Nimmo and Sooman [40] and Wang

and Wadati [100]. If we set f̂ ≡ 0, this form of the non-
commutative mKP collapses to the alternative form of the
non-commutative modified Korteweg–de Vries (amKdV)
equation. The fields g = g(x, y; t) and f = f(x, y; t) given
by g := q−1qx and f := q−1qy satisfy the following form of
the non-commutative mKP equation,

fx = gy − [g, f ], (4a)

fy = 1
3

(
gt − gxxx

)
+ {gx, f + g2} −

[
g,D(f + g2)

]
. (4b)

If we set f ≡ 0, this form of the non-commutative mKP
collapses to the standard form of the non-commutative
modified Korteweg–de Vries (mKdV) equation. That the

fields (ĝ, f̂) and (g, f), defined via the log-potential q, re-
spectively satisfy the forms of the non-commutative mKP
equation (3a)–(3b) and (4a)–(4b), can be checked by di-
rect straightforward computation. The relation between
the mKP equations forms (3a)–(3b) and (4a)–(4b) via (1)
is analogous to that for the alternative non-commutative
KdV equation and the standard non-commutative KdV
equation via the mirror meta-KdV given, for example, in
Carillo and Schiebold [17].
However, there is another form of the non-commutative

mKP equation that we consider herein, and for which we
establish the direct linearisation. Defining the fields g =
g(x, y; t) and f = f(x, y; t) by g := q−1qx and f := q−1qy,
as we did above, but this time fully deriving the time-
evolution equation for f , generates the system pair,

D
(
gy − [g, f ]

)
= 1

3

(
gt − gxxx

)
+ {gx, f + g2}

−
[
g,D(f + g2)

]
, (5a)

D∂y(f + g2) = 1
3

(
ft − fxxx

)
+ {fx, f + g2}

+
{
g,D(gy − [g, f ])

}
−
[
gx, gy − [g, f ]

]

−
[
f,D(f + g2)

]
. (5b)

Note that we also inserted (4a) into the lefthand side of
(4b) to generate the lefthand side of (5a). The evolution
equation for f is derived via a similar manner to that for
g in (4b). We also observe, in these equations, that (5a) is
linear or cubic in g and linear in f , while (5b) is linear in
f and quadratic in g. This fact is crucial to our solution
ansatz, as we explain further below–see the paragraph suc-
ceeding our discussion on the Pöppe product in Lemma 3.

At this juncture, it is convenient to set h := ∂−1
x

(
gy−[g, f ]

)

and re-write the non-commutative mKP pair (5a)–(5b) in
the following form.

Definition 1 (Lifted mKP equations). We define the
(non-commutative) lifted mKP equations for h, g and f to
be the system of equations given by,

hx = gy − [g, f ], (6a)

hy = 1
3

(
gt − gxxx

)
+ {gx, f + g2}

−
[
g,D(f + g2)

]
, (6b)

D∂y(f + g2) = 1
3

(
ft − fxxx

)
+ {fx, f + g2}+

{
g, hy

}

−
[
gx, hx

]
−
[
f,D(f + g2)

]
. (6c)

Importantly, all three forms for the mKP equation above,
(3a)–(3b), (4a)–(4b) and (6a)–(6c), collapse to the stan-
dard mKP equation in the commutative setting. This
is immediate for the first two forms. In the case of the
lifted mKP equations (6a)–(6c), in the commutative case,
naturally the commutator terms vanish, and the form
(Dg, g,Dg), i.e. where h = f = Dg, solves the commu-
tative version of the lifted mKP equations (6a)–(6c). This
is because D{gx, f +g2} equals the nonlinear terms on the
right in (6c), minus the nonlinear term D∂y(g

2) from the
lefthand side.
The direct linearisation of integrable nonlinear partial

differential equations is a classical approach, see for ex-
ample: Ablowitz, Ramani and Segur [1]; Dyson [29];
Miura [70]; Nijhoff, Quispel, Van Der Linden and
Capel [75]; Nijhoff [76]; Nijhoff and Capel [78]; Pöppe [83,
84, 85] and Santini, Ablowitz and Fokas [89]. Also see
Zakharov and Shabat [102, 103]. There has been much re-
cent interest in the application of the direct linearisation
approach to KP equations, see for example Fu [35] and Fu
and Nijhoff [36, 37, 38]. The approach to direct lineari-
sation of the non-commutative KP and mKP equations
we present herein has its origins in the work of Pöppe
and Nijhoff, just mentioned. In particular, recently, in
Blower and Malham [9], Doikou, Malham and Styliani-
dis [24], Doikou, Malham, Stylianidis and Wiese [27] and
Malham [61, 60], Pöppe’s approach to direct linearisation
was extended, given an abstract algebraic context and ap-
plied to non-commutative classical integrable systems such
as the non-commutative, KdV, and nonlinear Schrödinger
(NLS) and modified KdV, hierarchies.
The direct linearisation solution approach for the non-

commutative KP (1) and lifted mKP equations (6a)-(6c)
we adopt herein is based on Pöppe’s approach for the com-
mutative KP equation [85]. Also see Marchenko [65]. The
two principal ingredients are as follows.

1. The linearised form of the KP equation which has the
following form for p = p(t):

Dpy = 1
3

(
pt − pxxx

)
. (7)

2. A linear integral equation, the Gelfand–Levitan–
Marchenko (GLM) equation, of the form,

P = G(id−Q), (8)
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for the solution operator G, or equivalently, its kernel.
Here P is the scattering operator associated with the
kernel function solution p from (7).

In this formulation, for the non-commutative KP equa-
tion, we set Q := P . For the lifted mKP equations, we
set Q := P 2. The form of the kernel p associated with
P is also important. For the non-commutative KdV and
NLS/mKdV hierarchies with no y-dependence, we assume
that p has the form p = p(z+ζ+x; t). Here z, ζ ∈ (−∞, 0]
parametrise the operator kernel p of P and we assume that
x ∈ R is an additive parameter. The scattering operator
P in this case is thus a Hankel operator. However, for the
KP equation, Pöppe [85] assumed that p has the form,

p = p(z + x, ζ + x; y, t). (9)

This is a semi-additive form with parameters x, y ∈ R and
z, ζ ∈ (−∞, 0] parametrising the operator kernel p of P .
Note the y-dependence in this semi-additive form has been
left free so far. We now tie this down. The commutator
relations in the Lax formulation of the non-commutative
KP equations impose the following two constraints on p:

px = pz + pζ and py = pzz − pζζ . (10)

See Dimakis and Müller–Hoissen [23], Gilson, Nimmo and
Sooman [40], Kuperschmidt [57], Pöppe [85] and Wang
and Wadati [100] for further details on these constraints.
We have already accommodated the first constraint with
our semi-additive assumption for the form of p. The sec-
ond constraint above determines the y-dependence of p.
Using (10), another form for the linearised equation (7) is,

pt = 4
(
pzzz + pζζζ

)
. (11)

To state our main results, we introduce the following
notation which we use throughout. For a Hilbert–Schmidt
valued operator G with square-integrable kernel g, we de-
note its kernel by [[G]], in other words,

g = [[G]].

In particular, we denote the solution to the GLM equa-
tion (8), with the scattering data p of the form (9), by [[G]]
or g = g(z, ζ;x, y, t), depending on the context. Recall for
the non-commutative KP equation (1) we set Q := P . Our
first main result is as follows. We prove this in Section 3.

Theorem 1 (KP). Suppose G is the Hilbert–Schmidt

valued operator solution to the linear system of equa-

tions (7)–(8), with Q := P , together with the con-

straints (10). Then g = g(0, 0;x, y, t) given by g := [[G]]
satisfies the non-commutative KP equation (1).

This establishes that the KP equation (1) is directly lin-
earisable.
Recall for the lifted mKP equations (6a)-(6c) we set

Q := P 2. If we set V := (id− P )−1 and V † := (id + P )−1,

then the GLM equation (8), now given by P = G(id−P 2),
can be expressed in the form,

G = V PV †. (12)

Derivatives of [[G]] with respect to x and/or y can be ex-
pressed as linear combinations of monomials of the form,

[[V Pa1,b1V Pa2,b2V · · ·V Pak,bkV ]], (13)

including monomials where one or more of the V ’s shown
are replaced by V †. Here we used the notation,

Pa,b := ∂a
z∂

b
ζP. (14)

For any monomial W = [[V Pa1,b1V Pa2,b2V · · ·V Pak,bkV ]]
we use the notationW † to denote the corresponding mono-
mial in which each ‘P ’ is replaced by ‘−P ’, each V is
replaced by V † and each V † is replaced by V . For any
operator W with such a monomial form, we set,

[W ] := [[W ]]− [[W †]] and {W} := [[W ]] + [[W †]], (15)

which we extend linearly. For convenience, we also set,

P[a,b] := Pa,b − Pb,a. (16)

Note, by partial fractions, we have [V ] ≡ [G] ≡ 2[[G]]. Our
second main result is as follows. We prove this in Section 4.

Theorem 2 (Lifted mKP equations). Suppose G is

the Hilbert–Schmidt valued operator solution to the lin-

ear system of equations (7)–(8), with Q := P 2, together

with the constraints (10). Then h = h(0, 0;x, y, t), g =
g(0, 0;x, y, t) and f = f(0, 0;x, y, t), respectively given by

h := [V P[1,0]V
†], g := [V ] and f := −{V P[1,0]V

†}, satisfy
the lifted mKP equations (6a)-(6c).

This establishes that the lifted mKP equations are directly
linearisable.
The crucial property that underlies Theorems 1 and 2

is the pre-Pöppe product. Indeed, we state it here.

Lemma 3 (Pre-Pöppe product). Assume that P and

P̂ are semi-additive Hilbert–Schmidt operators with pa-

rameters x, y ∈ R, and continuously differentiable kernels.

Further assume that G and Ĝ are Hilbert–Schmidt opera-

tors with continuous kernels. Then we have the following

pre-Pöppe product rule:

[[G(P0,1P̂+PP̂1,0)Ĝ]](z, ζ;x, y)

= [[GP ]](z, 0;x, y) [[P̂ Ĝ]](0, ζ;x, y).

This result is straightforwardly established using the Fun-
damental Theorem of Calculus. It expresses the fact that
particular linear combinations of operator compositions in-
volving derivatives of semi-additive operators are equiva-
lent to a finite rank product of (the kernels of) specific
factors, as shown. In particular, this means that in princi-
ple, specific linear combinations of derivatives of the kernel

3



g of G in say (12) in the lifted mKP case, might be ex-
pressible as finite rank products of lower order derivatives
of g. Note, the time derivative of G is replaced by spa-
tial derivatives via the linear equation (11) for p. As we
shall see, the existence of such polynomial expansions cor-
responds to the integrability of the non-commutative KP
and lifted mKP equations; see Sections 3 and 4.
Let us now motivate and explain the form of the lifted

mKP equations (6a)-(6c). In Blower and Malham [9], the
authors sought and proved that the class of functions of
the form g := [G] ≡ [V ] solved the whole non-commutative
NLS/mKdV hierarchy. In that case the GLM equation is
the same as (8) with Q = P 2, while P is a Hankel oper-
ator that satisfies the linearised form of the appropriate
hierarchy member. It is therefore natural to seek solu-
tions of this form to the non-commutative mKP equation,
with P a semi-additive operator as described above. It
becomes immediately apparent that if we seek a class of
solutions to the non-commutative KP equation of the form
g := [G] ≡ [V ], since [V ] is a skew form, then (4a) can-
not be directly satisfied. The product of a skew form and
a symmetric form is a skew form, while the product of a
skew form and a skew form is a symmetric form. See Re-
marks 5 and 10. In equation (4a), we must pick f to have a
symmetric form so that the product in the term [g, f ] gen-
erates the skew form gy, but then we meet a contradiction
as fx is not a skew form. The substitution that transforms
the non-commutative KP equations (4a)–(4b) to (5a)–(5b)
and then equivalently the lifted mKP equations (6a)-(6c)
then fixes the degrees of all the terms therein allowing f to
be a symmetric form and h to be a skew form. From this
perspective, we can think of the lifted mKP equations as
one natural generalisation of the non-commutative mKdV
equation. However, there is even further justification in
terms of a Miura transformation. There is a natural Miura
transformation of the form gx + g2 + f = 2gKP

x , relating
the components g abnd f of the lifted mKP equations and
the solution gKP of the non-commutative KP equation (1).
If gKP has the form in Theorem 1 and g and f have the
forms in Theorem 2, then this relation holds exactly. Fur-
ther, this Miura transformation collapses to the classical
one relating the non-commutative mKdV and KdV equa-
tions when f ≡ 0. See Section 4 for more details.
The KP and mKP equations have an incredibly rich

history and structure, with many connections to parallel
branches of mathematics and theoretical physics. The KP
equation was originally derived as a natural generalisation
of the KdV equation to two dimensions by Kadomtsev and
Petviashvili [49], with applications to long waves in shal-
low water. It has further applications to nonlinear optics
(Pelinovsky, Stepanyants and Kivshar [81]) as well as to
ferromagnetism and Bose–Einstein condensates. Follow-
ing the characterisation by Dyson [29] of KdV solutions
in terms of Fredholm determinants, it was shown in the
nineteen eighties how solutions to the KP equation could
be formulated in terms of Fredholm Grassmannians and
their associated determinantal bundle, see Sato [90, 91],

Miwa, Jimbo and Date [71], Hirota [47]; also see Segal
and Wilson [92] for analogous results for the KdV hier-
archy. Connections between the KP equation, Jacobians
of algebraic curves and theta functions were also made
at that time, see Mulase [72] and Mumford [73]. Also
see Ball and Vinnikov [2], Cheng, Li and Tian [18], Er-
colani and McKean [31] and McKean [66]. Global well-
posedness for periodic square-integrable solutions given
such data was established by Bourgain [13], as well as for
smooth solutions for smoother data. For more on this
see Section 5. There are also well-known rational solu-
tions, see for example, Kasman [53], Pelinovsky [82] and
Pöppe [85]. The classification of all possible soliton inter-
actions, paramaterised via a finite-dimensional Grassman-
nians, was completed by Kodama [51]. Recent results have
also exended the long list of connections between the KP
equation and other fields. For example, Bertola, Grava and
Orsatti [5] establish a connection between the τ -functions
of the KP and nonlinear Schrödinger hierarchies. For an-
other striking example, connections between the KP equa-
tion and the KPZ equation for the random growth off a
one-dimensional substrate, have also been recently estab-
lished by Quastel and Remenik [87]. Also see Zhang [104]
for the further connection to the Baik–Rains distribution.
These results are connected to Tracy-Widom distributions
and solutions to the KP equation, see Tracy and Widom
[97, 98, 99]. Also see McKean [67]. More general results
in Quastel and Remenik [87] include the matrix KP equa-
tion. There are also supersymmetric extensions of the KP
and mKP equations, see Brunelli and Das [14], Delduc,
Gallot and Sorin [22], Jia, Chen and Lou [48], Manin and
Radul [64], Nishino [79] and Prykarpatski, Kycia and Dil-
nyi [86]. In 1990 Witten [101] conjectured a connection
between partition functions in string theory and the τ -
function of the KdV hierarchy, which was proved by Kont-
sevich [56]. Also see Cafasso and Wu [15]. Paniak [80]
studied the extension of this connection to that between
the non-commutative KP equation and D-branes. See in
particular, Hamanaka [43, 44] and Harvey [46]. In this
context, due to quantisation of the phase space or a non-
commutative geometry interpretation, non-commutativity
refers to when the independent coordinates, such as x, are
non-commutative. However, via the ‘Moyal product’, the
derivatives with respect to the independent coordinates
x and y can be interpreted classically, but the product
between the dependent field and its derivatives with re-
spect to x and y becomes non-commutative. This is the
interpretation taken by many authors who consider the
non-commutative KP and mKP equations, which we adopt
herein. See Gilson and Nimmo [39], Gilson, Nimmo and
Sooman [40] Hamanaka [44], Hamanaka and Toda [45],
Koikawa [52], Toda [96] and Wang and Wadati [100]. The
latter ‘non-commutativity’ is often referred to as the ‘non-
abelian’ context, see Nijhoff [77]. Non-commutative in-
tegrable systems have received a lot of recent attention
in terms of general applications. For example, in non-
commutative nonlinear optics, applications also include
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boomerons, trappons and simulton solutions; see Calogero
and Degasperis [16], Degasperis and Lombardo [21]. For
the non-commutative KP equation, multi-soliton and τ -
function solutions can be characterised in terms of quasi-
determinants, see for example Etingof, Gelfand and Re-
takh [32, 33], Gilson and Nimmo [39], Gilson et al. [40],
Hamanaka [44] and Sooman [94]. We discuss this in more
detail in Section 5, where we also introduce a quasi-trace
solution formula for the non-commutative KP equation.
To summarise, what is new in this paper, is that in the

non-commutative case we:

(1) Present the pre-Pöppe algebra associated with the KP
and lifted mKP equations;

(2) Prove the KP and lifted mKP equations are integrable
via direct linearisation;

(3) Establish the Miura transformation linking the KP
and lifted mKP equations;

(4) Establish a quasi-trace solution form for the KP equa-
tion;

(5) Generate approximate solutions to the KP equation
by numerically solving the GLM equation.

Our paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we
develop the pre-Pöppe algebra underlying both the non-
commutative KP equation and lifted mKP equations. We
establish the direct linearisation of the non-commutative
KP equation and lifted mKP equations respectively in Sec-
tions 3 and 4. In Section 5 we show that the solution to
the non-commutative KP equation can be expressed as
a quasi-trace, and discuss extensions and generalisations
of the results herein. We derive the soliton solution to
the commutative KP equation in Appendix A. Then in
Appendix B we show how, for the non-commutative KP
equation, the GLM equation can be numerically solved
to reveal the time evolution of solutions, and compare
these simulations against some pseudo-spectral schemes.
Finally, in Appendix C, we provide the final part to the
proof of Theorem 2.

2. Pre-Pöppe algebra

Herein we introduce the pre-Pöppe algebra. We first in-
troduce its simpler form, sufficient to encapsulate the KP
equation, and then, its more general form that encapsu-
lates the lifted mKP equations. We begin by giving a more
rigorous context to some of the material presented in the
introduction.
Let V := L2((−∞, 0];Cm) denote the space of square-

integrable Cm-valued functions on (−∞, 0], and J2 =
J2(V) denote the space of Hilbert–Schmidt operators on
V. Any Hilbert–Schmidt valued operator G on V gener-
ates a unique kernel function g ∈ L2((−∞, 0]×2;Cm×m)
such that for all φ ∈ V and z ∈ (−∞, 0],

(
Gφ

)
(z) =

∫ 0

−∞

g(z, ζ)φ(ζ) dζ.

Conversely, any g ∈ L2((−∞, 0]×2;Cm×m) generates a
Hilbert–Schmidt valued operator G on V, with ‖G‖J2(V) =
‖g‖L2((−∞,0]×2;Cm×m). See Simon [93].

Definition 2 (Left and right derivatives). Consider
a Hilbert–Schmidt valued operator G on V with a
continuously differentiable kernel g = g(z, ζ). Assume
that the partial derivatives ∂zg and ∂ζg of g are square-
integrable on (−∞, 0]2. Then we define the left and right
derivatives of G, respectively, ∂ℓG and ∂rG, to be the
Hilbert–Schmidt valued operators corresponding to the
respective kernels ∂zg and ∂ζg.

Remark 1. Note for any pair of suitable Hilbert–Schmidt
operators G, Ĝ, we have,

∂ℓ(GĜ) = (∂ℓG)Ĝ and ∂r(GĜ) = G(∂rĜ).

Definition 3 (Semi-additive operator). A Hilbert–
Schmidt operator P on V with corresponding square-
integrable kernel p is semi-additive with parameters

x, y ∈ R if its operation for any square-integrable function
φ ∈ V, with z ∈ (−∞, 0], is,

(
Pφ

)
(z;x, y) =

∫ 0

−∞

p(z + x, ζ + x; y)φ(ζ) dζ.

Note that for any semi-additive operator such as that
above, we have ∂xP = (∂ℓ + ∂r)P . As mentioned in the
introduction, crucial to our results herein is the pre-Pöppe
product given in Lemma 3.

Remark 2. Some linear combinations of monomials gen-
erate multi-factor products which are necessarily of the
form [[·]](z, 0;x, y)[[·]](0, 0;x, y) · · · [[·]](0, 0;x, y)[[·]](0, ζ;x, y).
Hereafter, we represent such products by [[·]][[·]] · · · [[·]][[·]].

Remark 3. We note that, in fact, Theorems 1 and 2 both
hold for all (z, ζ) ∈ (−∞, 0]×2, with the proviso that kernel
products are interpreted as outlined in Lemma 3, and more
generally, Remark 2.

The simpler pre-Pöppe algebra is generated by [[V ]] and its
left and right partial derivatives, where V := (id − P )−1.
Here, we assume P is semi-additive with parameters x, y ∈
R. We suppress its y-dependence herein. The reason for
this will become clear in Section 3. By partial fractions
for operators, we observe that,

V ≡ id + PV ≡ id + V P. (17)

Suppose N∗ denotes the set of words a1a2 · · · an we can
construct from a1, a2, . . . , an ∈ N. The set N∗ is called the
free monoid. Let C(n) denote the set of all compositions
of n, and C denote the set of all compositions. The follow-
ing map is a natural element in all of the Pöppe algebras
constructed thus far; see Malham [60].
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Definition 4 (Signature character map). Suppose
a1a2 · · ·an ∈ N∗. The signature character map χ : N∗ → Q

is defined by (Cn
ℓ as the Leibniz coefficient n choose ℓ),

χ : a1a2 · · · an 7→

n∏

k=1

Cak+···+an
ak

.

Remark 4. It is natural to extend χ to act homomor-
phically on any tensor product of compositions so that we
have, χ(w1⊗w2⊗· · ·⊗wℓ) = χ(w1)χ(w2) · · ·χ(wℓ) for any
words w1, w2, . . . , wℓ ∈ N∗. See Malham [60] and Blower
and Malham [9]. We do not need to utilise this herein
though.

Hereafter we use the notation, Pâ := ∂a
xP . We assume P

is continuously differentiable to any order we require, and
its partial derivatives at that order are Hilbert–Schmidt
valued. By successively differentiating V with respect to
x, and using the partial fraction formulae (17), and then
applying the kernel bracket operator ‘[[ · ]]’, we observe,

∂n
x [[V ]] =

∑
χ(a1 · · ·ak) · [[V Pâ1

V · · ·V Pâk
V ]], (18)

where the sum is over all compositions a1a2 · · · ak ∈ C(n).
We now lean on the fact that P is semi-additive. We ob-
serve that Pâ = (∂ℓ + ∂r)

aP for any a ∈ N. This is just
the chain rule. Thus we observe that Pâ is represented by,

Pâ =
a∑

k=0

Ca
k ∂k

ℓ ∂
a−k
r P. (19)

Note, the terms in the sum are indexed by pairs (k, a−k) of
left and right derivatives, respectively. Recall our notation
(14) in the introduction. In the monomials on the right
in (18), the individual ‘Pâ’ factors are Leibniz sums of
pairs of left and right derivatives of the form Pa,b. We
can expand each of Pâ1

to Pâk
in linear combinations of

expressions of the form V Pâ1
V Pâ2

V · · ·V Pâk
V . Hence the

base monomials in (18) are of the form,

[[V Pa1,b1V Pa2,b2V · · ·V Pak,bkV ]]. (20)

With this in hand, the following formulation of the pre-
Pöppe product formula in Lemma 3 is crucial to our alge-
bra construction.

Lemma 4. For arbitrary Hilbert–Schmidt operators F
and F̂ and a semi-additive Hilbert–Schmidt operator P
with parameters x, y and a smooth kernel, we have, for

any a, b, c, d ∈ N,

[[FPa,bV ]] [[V Pc,dF̂ ]] = [[FPa,b+1V Pc,dF̂ ]]

+ [[FPa,bV Pc+1,dF̂ ]]

+ [[FPa,bV P1̂V Pc,dF̂ ]].

This result is straightforwardly established by systemat-
ically combining the partial fraction formulae (17) with

Pöppe’s product rule in Lemma 3. We can thus construct
the real matrix algebra of monomials of the form (20), with
the product given by the pre-Pöppe product in Lemma 4.
This algebra is sufficient for our purpose of establishing
the direct linearisation of the KP equation (1).
To establish direction linearisation for the lifted mKP

equations (6a)-(6c), we consider the algebra generated by
[[V ]] and [[V †]], where V † := (id + P )−1, and their left and
right derivatives. Actually as we shall see, it is slightly
more general than this. As above, we assume P is semi-
additive with parameters x, y ∈ R, and we suppress its
y-dependence. By partial fractions, in addition to (17),
we also have,

V † ≡ id− PV † ≡ id− V †P. (21)

All of the properties derived above naturally apply here,
except that now we must also incorporate [[V †]]. For ex-
ample, there is an equivalent expansion to (18) for ∂n

x [[V
†]]

which is naturally sign-sensitive. We generalise the class of
base polynomials of the form (20) to those of the form (13)
including monomials where one or more of the V ’s shown
are replaced by V †. With these new monomial forms in
hand, the form of the pre-Pöppe product in Lemma 4 can
be extended as follows. Recall our notation for P[a,b] in
(16) in the introduction.

Lemma 5. For arbitrary Hilbert–Schmidt operators F
and F̂ and a semi-additive Hilbert–Schmidt operator

P with parameters x, y and a smooth kernel, for any

a, b, c, d ∈ N we have,

[[FPa,bV ]] [[V Pc,dF̂ ]] = [[FPa,b+1V Pc,dF̂ ]]

+ [[FPa,bV Pc+1,dF̂ ]]

+ [[FPa,bV P1̂V Pc,dF̂ ]],

[[FPa,bV ]] [[V †Pc,dF̂ ]] = [[FPa,b+1V
†Pc,dF̂ ]]

+ [[FPa,bV Pc+1,dF̂ ]]

− [[FPa,bV P[1,0]V
†Pc,dF̂ ]],

[[FPa,bV
†]] [[V Pc,dF̂ ]] = [[FPa,b+1V Pc,dF̂ ]]

+ [[FPa,bV
†Pc+1,dF̂ ]]

+ [[FPa,bV
†P[1,0]V Pc,dF̂ ]],

[[FPa,bV
†]] [[V †Pc,dF̂ ]] = [[FPa,b+1V

†Pc,dF̂ ]]

+ [[FPa,bV
†Pc+1,dF̂ ]]

− [[FPa,bV
†P1̂V

†Pc,dF̂ ]].

The first result in Lemma 5 is just a re-written version
of Lemma 4. The other three statements rely on slight
modifications of the proof of Lemma 4, utilising (21).
Recall from the introduction, that for any monomial

form Ṽ Pa1,b1 Ṽ · · · Ṽ Pak,bk Ṽ , where the Ṽ ’s could be either

V or V †, the monomial form (Ṽ Pa1,b1 Ṽ · · · Ṽ Pak,bk Ṽ )†, de-

notes the monomial form (−1)kṼ †Pa1,b1 Ṽ
† · · · Ṽ †Pak,bk Ṽ

†,

where if Ṽ = V then Ṽ † = V † and if Ṽ = V † then Ṽ † = V .
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Recall from the introduction, for any Hilbert–Schmidt op-
erator W of the monomial form Ṽ Pa1,b1 Ṽ · · · Ṽ Pak,bk Ṽ
just outlined, our notation (15) for the skew and symmet-
ric forms [W ] and {W}. The Pöppe products in Lemma 5
can also be represented as follows.

Lemma 6. For arbitrary Hilbert–Schmidt operators F
and F̂ and a semi-additive Hilbert–Schmidt operator

P with parameters x, y and a smooth kernel, for any

a, b, c, d ∈ N we have,

[FPa,bV ] [V Pc,dF̂ ] =
{
FPa,b+1[V Pc,dF̂ ]

}

+
{
FPa,bV [Pc+1,dF̂ ]

}

+ {FPa,bV P1̂V Pc,dF̂}

− {FPa,bV P[1,0]V
†Pc,dF̂

†},

[FPa,bV ] {V Pc,dF̂} =
[
FPa,b+1{V Pc,dF̂}

]

+
[
FPa,bV {Pc+1,dF̂}

]

+ [FPa,bV P1̂V Pc,dF̂ ]

+ [FPa,bV P[1,0]V
†Pc,dF̂

†],

{FPa,bV } [V Pc,dF̂ ] =
[
FPa,b+1[V Pc,dF̂ ]

]

+
[
FPa,bV [Pc+1,dF̂ ]

]

+ [FPa,bV P1̂V Pc,dF̂ ]

− [FPa,bV P[1,0]V
†Pc,dF̂

†],

{FPa,bV } {V Pc,dF̂} =
{
FPa,b+1{V Pc,dF̂}

}

+
{
FPa,bV {Pc+1,dF̂}

}

+ {FPa,bV P1̂V Pc,dF̂}

+ {FPa,bV P[1,0]V
†Pc,dF̂

†}.

The results stated in Lemma 6 follow directly from
Lemma 5.

Remark 5. We remark that the product of two skew
forms or two symmetric forms generates a symmetric form,
while the product of a skew and a symmetric form, or vice-
versa, generates a skew form. We observe this just above.

Remark 6. In the first and third results in Lemma 6, we
can replace the second factor [V P(c,d)F̂ ] by [V ] with the
corresponding natural consequences for the terms on the
right, except that the final term in both cases changes sign.
The change of sign occurs because the final term already
accounts for the fact that the ‘†’ operation has already
been applied to Pc,d.

Thus, the pre-Pöppe algebra we consider herein is that
generated by monomials of the form [[W ]] where W =
Ṽ Pa1,b1 Ṽ · · · Ṽ Pak,bk Ṽ , and the Ṽ ’s could be either V or
V †. The pre-Pöppe product is that in Lemma 5. We
do not require this algebra to be unital. There is a sub-
algebra spanned by monomials of the form [[W ]] where
W = V Pa1,b1V · · ·V Pak,bkV and the pre-Pöppe product
is the first case in Lemma 5, or equivalently, that in

Lemma 4. The subalgebra is sufficient for us to establish
our first main result Theorem 1 for the non-commutative
KP equation, which we consider next.

Remark 7. The rationale for nominating this algebra the
‘pre-Pöppe algebra’ is as follows. The Pöppe algebra was
developed in Malham [60] and Blower and Malham [9] re-
spectively for the non-commutative KdV and NLS/mKdV
hierarchies. It was based on the Pöppe product devised
by Pöppe [83, 84] for the sine-Gordon and KdV equations.
The underlying product therein utilises that the scatter-
ing data generates a Hankel operator. For the KP equa-
tion, Pöppe [85] generalised this product to the case when
the scattering data is of semi-additive form. The Han-
kel operator case can be considered as a subalgebra of the
semi-additive case, indeed, see Remark 8 at the end of Sec-
tion 3. Since the Hankel case has already been nominated
the Pöppe algebra, we have nominated the semi-additive
case as the pre-Pöppe algebra. Additionally, there are ex-
tensions and further aspects of the algebra that bolster the
‘pre-Pöppe’ perspective we have taken. We do not require
them herein, but they may be useful for further investiga-
tions. See item (5) in Section 5.

3. Non-commutative KP equation

We reconstruct the solution g = g(x, y; t) to the non-
commutative KP equation (1) from the kernel [[G]] of solu-
tion G to the pair of linear equations (7) and (8), as out-
lined in the introduction. We also require that the solution
p = p(t) to the linear equation (7) has the semi-additive
form (9). Thus the first constraint in (10) is naturally
satisfied. We additionally impose the second constraint
in (10) on p = p(t), namely py = pzz − pζζ . Further
recall from the introduction that our semi-additive form
assumption for p and this latter constraint on py imply
that p satisfies (11). Hence to summarise, we assume P is
a semi-additive operator with kernel p = p(z+x, ζ+x; y, t)
which satisfies,

Pt = 4
(
Pzzz + Pζζζ

)
and Py = Pzz − Pζζ . (22)

We assume that such a Hilbert-Schmidt valued operator
exists for a short time at least, i.e. for some T > 0 and
suitable initial data, there exists a smooth square inte-
grable matrix-valued function p = p(z + x, ζ + x; y, t) sat-
isfying (22) for t ∈ [0, T ]. The second ingredient in our
prescription is to find a Hilbert-Schmidt valued operator
solution G to the linear Fredholm equation (8). The fol-
lowing result is proved in Doikou et al. [24, Lemma 1].

Lemma 7 (Existence and uniqueness). Assume that

Q0 ∈ J2 and for some T > 0 we know, Q ∈ C∞
(
[0, T ]; J2

)

with Q(0) = Q0 and P ∈ C∞
(
[0, T ]; JN

)
, where N is 1

or 2. Further assume, det2(id − Q0) 6= 0. Then there

exists a T ′ > 0 with T ′ 6 T such that for t ∈ [0, T ′] we
have det2(id−Q(t)) 6= 0 and there exists a unique solution

G ∈ C∞
(
[0, T ′]; JN

)
to the linear equation P = G(id−Q).
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We now establish our first main result, Theorem 1, for
the non-commutative KP equation (1). We express the
linear Fredholm equation (8) with Q := P in the form,

G = PV,

where V := (id−P )−1. We know that such a solution oper-
ator G exists for a short time at least, from Lemma 7. Us-
ing the partial fractions formulae (17), we observe ∂tG =
∂tV = V (∂tP )V and ∂xG = ∂xV = V (∂xP )V , and gener-
ally for n > 1, ∂n

xG = ∂n
xV which, after applying the kernel

bracket operator, can be expanded in the form (18). Our
goal is to show that g = [[G]] satisfies the non-commutative
KP equation (1). We observe that in (1), g only appears
in derivative form, and thus it sufficies, using the partial
fractions formulae (17), to show that g = [[V ]] satisfies (1).
Then, using (22), we observe that,

∂t[[V ]] = 4
(
[[V (P3,0 + P0,3)V ]].

From expansion (18) with n = 3, we observe that,

∂3
x[[V ]] = [[V P3̂V ]] + 3

(
[[V P2̂V P1̂V ]] + [[V P1̂V P2̂V ]]

)

+ 6 [[V P1̂V P1̂V P1̂V ]]

= [[V (P3,0 + 3P2,1 + 3P1,2 + P0,3)V ]]

+ 3 [[V (P2,0 + 2P1,1 + P0,2)V P1̂V ]]

+ 3 [[V P1̂V (P2,0 + 2P1,1 + P0,2)V ]]

+ 6 [[V P1̂V P1̂V P1̂V ]],

and so,

1
3

(
∂t[[V ]]− ∂3

x[[V ]]
)
= [[V (P3,0 − P2,1 − P1,2 + P0,3)V ]]

− [[V (P2,0 + 2P1,1 + P0,2)V P1̂V ]]

− [[V P1̂V (P2,0 + 2P1,1 + P0,2)V ]]

− 2 [[V P1̂V P1̂V P1̂V ]].

Let us now turn our attention to the second nonlinear
term in (1). Using the pre-Pöppe product in Lemma 4 we
observe, since ∂yP = P[2,0] from (22), that the products
gxgy and gygx respectively have the form,

[[V P1̂V ]] [[V P[2,0]V ]] = [[V (P1,1 + P0,2)V P[2,0]V ]]

+ [[V P1̂V (P3,0 − P1,2)V ]]

+ [[V P1̂V P1̂V P[2,0]V ]]

[[V P[2,0]V ]] [[V P1̂V ]] = [[V (P2,1 − P0,3)V P1̂V ]]

+ [[V P[2,0]V (P2,0 + P1,1)V ]]

+ [[V P[2,0]V P1̂V P1̂V ]].

We can now establish the following identity.

Lemma 8. We have the following identity for [gx, gy]:

2
[
[[V P1̂V ]], [[V P[2,0]V ]]

]
+ [[V (P4,0 − 2P2,2 + P0,4)V ]]

= ∂x

(
[[V (P3,0 − P2,1 − P1,2 + P0,3)V ]]

+ [[V P1̂V P[2,0]V ]]− [[V P[2,0]V P1̂V ]]
)
.

Proof. Directly computing the ‘∂x’ derivative of the ex-
pression on the righthand side, we observe,

∂x
(
[[V (P3,0−P2,1 − P1,2 + P0,3)V ]]

+[[V P1̂V P[2,0]V ]]− [[V P[2,0]V P1̂V ]]
)

= [[V (P4,0 − 2P2,2 + P0,4)V ]]

+ [[V P1̂V (P3,0 − P2,1 − P1,2 + P0,3)V ]]

+ [[V (P3,0 − P2,1 − P1,2 + P0,3)V P1̂V ]]

+ 2 [[V P1̂V P1̂V P[2,0]V ]]

+ [[V (P2,0 + 2P1,1 + P0,2)V P[2,0]V ]]

+ [[V P1̂V (P3,0 + P2,1 − P1,2 − P0,3)V ]]

− [[V (P3,0 + P2,1 − P1,2 − P0,3)V P1̂V ]]

− 2 [[V P[2,0]V P1̂V P1̂V ]]

− [[V P[2,0]V (P2,0 + 2P1,1 + P0,2)V ]]

= [[V (P4,0 − 2P2,2 + P0,4)V ]]

+ 2 [[V P1̂V (P3,0 − P1,2)V ]]

+ 2 [[V P1̂V P1̂V P[2,0]V ]]

+ 2 [[V (P1,1 + P0,2)V P[2,0]V ]]

− 2 [[V (P2,1 − P0,3)V P1̂V ]]

− 2 [[V P[2,0]V P1̂V P1̂V ]]

− 2 [[V P[2,0]V (P2,0 + P1,1)V ]].

Note that in the last step, we added and subtracted the
term [[V P[2,0]V P[2,0]V ]]. Comparing this with our expres-
sions for gxgy and gygx just preceding the lemma, gives
the required result. �

Proof (of Theorem 1). This follows directly from
Lemma 8. Using the pre-Pöppe product from Lemma 4,
we observe that g2x is given by,

[[V P1̂V ]] [[V P1̂V ]] = [[V (P1,1 + P0,2)V P1̂V ]]

+ [[V P1̂V (P2,0 + P1,1)V ]]

+ [[V P1̂V P1̂V P1̂V ]].

Gathering these results, we observe, 1
3 (gt − gxxx) + 2 g2x,

equals,

1
3

(
∂t[[V ]]− ∂3

x[[V ]]
)
+ 2 [[V P1̂V ]] [[V P1̂V ]]

= [[V (P3,0 − P2,1 − P1,2 + P0,3)V ]]

− [[V P[2,0]V P1̂V ]] + [[V P1̂V P[2,0]V ]],

which equals the expression on the righthand side of
Lemma 8, once we have applied ∂−1

x to both sides (this
requires the kernels herein vanish in the far field). From
the result of the lemma, that in turn equals the expression,
with ∂−1

x applied, on the left, which equals 2 [gx, gy]+Dgy.
We have thus established the result of Theorem 1. �

Remark 8. We make the following observations. Con-
sider the Hilbert–Schmidt-valued scattering operator P ,
with semi-additive form p = p(z + x, ζ + x; y, t). Here z
and ζ are the primary kernel variables, and x, y ∈ R are
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considered to be additional parameters. Time t ∈ R is
also an additional parameter dependence, though herein
we typically restrict it to t > 0. We can canonically gen-
erate any semi-additive kernel, p = p(z + x, ζ + x; y, t),
from any kernel p = p(z, ζ; ·, ·). Such semi-additive kernels
thus represent a family of operators. If we assume such
a semi-additive kernel has no y-dependence, then the con-
straints (10) collapse to px = pz+pζ and pzz = pζζ , so nec-
essarily and sufficiently, p has the form p = p(z+ζ+2x; t).
Modulo the scalar factor ‘2’, this is the Hankel form for
the scattering operator we assumed for the cases of the
non-commutative KdV hierarchy in Malham [60] and for
the non-commutative NLS/mKdV hierarchy in Blower and
Malham [9]. Another characterisation here is to impose
the symmetry constraint, p(x + z, ζ; ·, ·) = p(z, ζ + x; ·, ·).
This is equivalent to specialising the kernel p to be the ker-
nel of a Hankel operator of the form p = p(z + ζ + x; ·, ·).
Lastly, we also remark that if we assume no t-dependence
in p, then the non-commutative KP equation (1) reduces
to a non-commutative version of the Boussinesq equation.

4. Non-commutative lifted mKP equation

We now reconstruct the solution (h, g, f), with h =
h(x, y; t), g = g(x, y; t) and f = f(x, y; t), to the lifted
mKP equations (6a)-(6c), from the kernel [[G]] solving the
pair of linear equations (7) and (8), given in the intro-
duction. We make exactly the same assumptions on the
operator P being semi-additive of the form shown and sat-
isfying (22), as we did for the case of the non-commutative
KP equation at the beginning of Section 3. The result of
Lemma 7 applies here as well. The main difference here
is that we now set Q := P 2. The GLM equation (8) now
takes the form P = G(id − P 2), which we can rewrite in
the form (12), i.e. G = V PV †, where V := (id−P )−1 and
V † := (id+P )−1. Using the partial fractions formulae (17)
and (21), it is straightforward to show that,

[V ] ≡ [G] ≡ 2 [[G]]. (23)

This solution form for the lifted mKP equations is consis-
tent with that for the non-commutative KdV equation, to
which the lifted mKP equations collapse when ∂y = 0 and
f = 0, considered by Blower and Malham [9]. We thus
assume the solution form for g = g(x, y; t) is g = [V ]. The
solution form for f = f(x, y; t) is motivated by the Miura
transformation linking, the solution gKP = gKP(x, y; t)
to the non-commutative KP equation (1), to the solution
components g and f in the lifted mKP equations (6a)-(6c).
This Miura transformation has the form,

gx + g2 + f = 2gKP
x . (24)

Remark 9. A similar Miura transformation linking,
the non-commutative KP equation (1), to the non-
commutative mKP equation form (3a)–(3b), can be found

in Gilson et al. [40, eq. 6.11]. The Miura relation (24)
fixes the third field from any two of the three fields shown
therein. For example, if g and f are the solution compo-
nents satisfying the lifted mKP equations (6b) and (6c),
then evolution equation for gKP is determined. The Miura
relation (24) is straightforwardly established as follows.
First, we note that 2gKP satisfies the same equation as the
KP equation (1), except with the factor ‘2’ missing from
the two nonlinear terms. Second we compute the time
derivative of (24), giving gxt+ {g, gt}+ ft = 2gKP

xt . Third,
we substitute for 2gKP

xt from the rescaled version of the KP
equation (1) for 2gKP just mentioned, and replace all in-
stances of 2gKP and its derivatives by gx+ g2+ f . Fourth,
we replace gt and ft in gxt+{g, gt}+ft with their forms in
the lifted mKP equations (6b) and (6c). It is straightfor-
ward to check that the outcomes of the third and fourth
steps just mentioned, match.

Using the results of Lemma 5, or more directly via
Lemma 6 and Remark 6, it is straightforward to show that,

[V ]2 = {V P1̂V }+ {V P[1,0]V
†}. (25)

Since gx = [V P1̂V ] and gKP
x = [[V P1̂V ]], then (24) implies,

f = 2[[V P1̂V ]]− [V P1̂V ]− {V P1̂V } − {V P[1,0]V
†},

from which we deduce f = −{V P[1,0]V
†}. We deduce

that correspondingly, h = [V P[1,0]V
†], as follows. If we set

Pa,b := P[1,0] in identity (27) just below, we observe,

ad[V ]{V P[1,0]V
†} = ∂x[V P[1,0]V

†]− [V P[2,0]V ]. (26)

Since gy = [V P[2,0]V ] and f = −{V P[1,0]V
†}, we deduce

that this statement is equivalent to the first lifted mKP
equation (6a) if h = [V P[1,0]V

†]. This explains the solution
forms chosen in Theorem 2.

Remark 10. This solution ansatz for (h, g, f) explains
the form of the lifted mKP equations (6a)-(6c). Recall
from Remark 5, the product of two skew forms generates a
symmetric form, and the product of a skew and symmetric
form, or vice-versa, is a skew form. Equation (6b) is linear
in f and linear or cubic in g. Given our ansatz above, all
the terms therein are thus skew forms. Equation (6c) is
linear in f and quadratic in g or just quadratic in f . Hence
all the terms therein are symmetric forms. The equivalent
rationale for equation (6a) is given just above.

Before proceeding to prove Theorem 2, we establish the
following lemma which lists a set of useful commutator
identities. We use the standard notation adab := ab − ba,
and the notation ∂⊥Pa,b := Pa+1,b − Pa,b+1.

Lemma 9. For a semi-additive Hilbert–Schmidt operator

P on V with parameters x, y ∈ R and a smooth kernel, for

any a, b ∈ N ∪ {0} we have,

ad[V ]{V Pa,bV
†} = ∂x[V Pa,bV

†]− [V (∂xPa,b)V ]
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+ [V P[1,0]V
†Pa,bV ]

− [V Pa,bV
†P[1,0]V ] (27)

ad[V ]{V Pa,bV } = [V (∂⊥Pa,b)V ]− [V (∂⊥Pa,b)V
†]

+ [V P1̂V Pa,bV ]− [V Pa,bV P1̂V ]

+ [V P[1,0]V
†Pa,bV

†]

− [V Pa,bV P[1,0]V
†] (28)

ad[V ][V Pa,bV
†] = ∂x{V Pa,bV

†}+ {V (∂⊥Pa,b)V }

− {V P[1,0]V
†Pa,bV }

− {V Pa,bV
†P[1,0]V } (29)

ad[V ][V Pa,bV ] = {V (∂xPa,b)V
†}+ {V (∂⊥Pa,b)V }

+ {V P1̂V Pa,bV } − {V Pa,bV P1̂V }

− {V P[1,0]V
†Pa,bV

†}

− {V Pa,bV P[1,0]V
†}. (30)

The identities in Lemma 9 are straightforwardly estab-
lished using the results of Lemma 6.

Proof (of Theorem 2). We already know from (26)
that h := [V P[1,0]V

†], g := [V ] and f := −{V P[1,0]V
†} sat-

isfy (6a). Here we show that they satisfy (6b). That they
also satisfy (6c) is left to Appendix C, as the computation
is straightforward, but somewhat laborious. First, we con-
sider the term 1

3 (gt − gxxx). This proceeds in an entirely
similar manner to our computation of 1

3 (∂t[[V ]] − ∂3
x[[V ]])

in the case of the KP equation in Section 3. Here the skew
bracket [ · ] just replaces the bracket [[ · ]], so that we have,

1
3

(
∂t[V ]− ∂3

x[V ]
)
= [V (P3,0 − P2,1 − P1,2 + P0,3)V ]

− [V (P2,0 + 2P1,1 + P0,2)V P1̂V ]

− [V P1̂V (P2,0 + 2P1,1 + P0,2)V ]

− 2 [V P1̂V P1̂V P1̂V ].

Second, we compute the term {gx, f + g2}. Combining
the identity (25) with our ansatz for f we observe that
f + g2 = {V P1̂V }. Hence to determine {gx, f + g2}, using
the results of Lemma 6, we compute,

[V P1̂V ]{V P1̂V } =
[
V (P1,1 + P0,2){V P1̂V }

]

+
[
V P1̂V {(P2,0 + P1,1)V }

]

+ [V P1̂V P1̂V P1̂V ]

+ [V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†],

{V P1̂V }[V P1̂V ] =
[
V (P1,1 + P0,2)[V P1̂V ]

]

+
[
V P1̂V [(P2,0 + P1,1)V ]

]

+ [V P1̂V P1̂V P1̂V ]

− [V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†].

If we combine these two results we find,

{gx, f + g2} = 2 [V (P1,1 + P0,2)V P1̂V ]

+ 2 [V P1̂V (P2,0 + P1,1)V ]

+ 2 [V P1̂V P1̂V P1̂V ].

Third, to compute the term
[
g,D(f+g2)

]
, we observe that

f+g2 = {V P1̂V } = ∂x{V } and thus D(f+g2) = ∂y{V } =
{V P[2,0]V }. Hence

[
g,D(f + g2)

]
= ad[V ]{V P[2,0]V } and

we can employ identity (28) in Lemma 9, with Pa,b :=
P[2,0], and use that linear combinations of Pa,b in iden-
tity (28) naturally carry through. Hence we observe that,

ad[V ]{V P[2,0]V }

=
[
V {(P3,0 − P1,2)}

]
+ [V P1̂V P[2,0]V ]

+ [V P[1,0]V
†P[2,0]V

†]−
([

V (P2,1 − P0,3)[V ]
]

+ [V P[2,0]V P1̂V ] + [V P[2,0]V P[1,0]V
†]
)

= [V (P3,0 − P2,1 − P1,2 + P0,3)V ] + [V P1̂V P[2,0]V ]

− [V P[2,0]V P1̂V ]− ∂y[V P[1,0]V
†].

If we combine the three computations above we observe,

1
3 (gt − gxxx) + {gx, f + g2} −

[
g,D(f + g2)

]

= ∂y[V P[1,0]V
†].

Since h = [V P[1,0]V
†], we observe that we have established

that this h, g := [V ] and f := −{V P[1,0]V
†} satisfy equa-

tion (6b). If we combine this result, with our computation
in Appendix C, our proof of Theorem 2 is complete. �

Remark 11 (Modified KP solution forms). We con-
sider the following cases:
(a) Lifted mKP equations: For any semi-additive so-

lution kernel p satisfying the linear constraints (22), the
triple (h, g, f) with h := [V P[1,0]V

†], g := [V ] and f :=

−{V P[1,0]V
†} represents a solution to the lifted mKP

equations (6a)–(6c). These forms for g and f are not a so-
lution to the non-commutative mKP equation (4a)–(4b),
nor, as expected, to the form (3a)–(3b). This is because
these forms for g and f do not satisfy the constraint (4a),
i.e. fx = gy − [g, f ]. In our solution form above, g is skew-
symmetric and f is symmetric. Thus in the constraint,
gy and [g, f ] are skew-symmetric, while the lefthand side,
fx, is not. Indeed we formulated the non-commutative
mKP pair (5a)–(5b) and lifted mKP equations (6a)–(6c),
in order to alleviate this issue;
(b) Commutative case: In this context, we observe that

in the lifted mKP equations, the first equation (6a) gen-
erates the relation h = Dg, and thus equations (6b) and
(6c) respectively collapse to,

Dgy = 1
3

(
gt − gxxx

)
+ 2gx(f + g2) (31)

D∂y(f + g2) = 1
3

(
ft − fxxx

)
+ 2fx(f + g2) + 2gDgy.

(32)

The forms g := [V ] and f := −{V P[1,0]V
†} still represent

a solution to the commutative equations (31)–(32);
(c) Separate subclass of commutative solutions: If f :=

Dg, then it is straightforward to show that equation (32)
above is the result of the operator ‘D’ applied to the equa-
tion (31), in other words the former is simply consistent
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with the latter. Note f is equivalent to h in this instance,
and we are thus considering a separate subclass of solu-
tions to those considered hitherto as f and h have the
same form. We observe with f := Dg, equation (31) be-
comes, Dgy = 1

3

(
gt − gxxx

)
+ 2gx(Dg + g2), which is the

potential form of the commutative mKP equation;
(d) Non-commutative mKdV equation: If we assume the

fields (h, g, f) in the lifted mKP equations (6a)–(6c) are y-
independent, and f ≡ 0, then the lifted mKP equations
collapse to the non-commutative potential mKdV equa-
tion, with solution g := [V ]; see Blower and Malham [9].

5. Discussion

Let us first establish the aforementioned quasi-trace so-
lution form for the solution to the non-commutative KP
equation (1). The following result is the semi-additive ex-
tension of the corresponding result for Hankel operators
in [26, Lemma 4]. We suppress any y-dependence in the
following as it plays a passive role. We define the linear
quasi-trace operator as follows.

Definition 5 (Quasi-trace). Suppose F is a trace-class
operator on V with matrix-valued kernel f . Then we define
the quasi-trace ‘qtr’ of F to be,

qtrF :=

∫ 0

−∞

f(z, z) dz,

provided the integral of each component of f is finite.

The usual trace would also involve the matrix trace of f in
the integrand. We use the notation ‘[[F ]]0,0’ to denote the
continuous kernel f of any Hilbert–Schmidt valued opera-
tor F , evaluated at z = ζ = 0, i.e. [[F ]]0,0 ≡ f(0, 0;x).

Lemma 10 (Quasi-trace identity). Suppose that H
and Ĥ are semi-additive Hilbert–Schmidt valued operators,

and F is any Hilbert–Schmidt valued operator, on V with

parameter x ∈ R. Suppose the kernels of H and Ĥ are

continuously differentiable, while the kernel of F is con-

tinuous, on (−∞, 0]×2. Then we have the following quasi-

trace identity,

[[HFĤ ]]0,0 ≡ qtr
(
(∂ℓ + ∂r)(HFĤ)

)
.

Proof. The righthand side is equal to the integral over
(ξ, η, z) ∈ (−∞, 0]×3 of,

∂ℓh(z + x, ξ + x) f(ξ, η;x) ĥ(η + x, z + x)

+ h(z + x, ξ + x) f(ξ, η;x) ∂r ĥ(η + x, z + x).

We can replace the partial derivatives ∂ℓ and ∂r by ∂z. We
can then use the partial integration formula with respect to
z for the first term. The boundary term generated equals
the integral of h(x, ξ+x) f(ξ, η;x) ĥ(η+x, x) over (ξ, η) ∈
(−∞, 0]×2, while the integral term generated cancels with
the second term above. This gives the result. �

We then have the following immediate corollary.

Corollary 11 (Quasi-trace form). Suppose the semi-

additive Hilbert–Schmidt operator P with parameters

x, y ∈ R, satisfies the linear system of equations (7), and
G = PV is the Hilbert–Schmidt operator solution to the

linear integral equation (8). Then the matrix-valued func-

tion g = g(x, y; t) given by the kernel g := [[G]]0,0, from

Theorem 1 satisfies the non-commutative KP equation (1),
and has the quasi-trace form,

g(x, y; t) ≡ qtr
(
(∂ℓ + ∂r)G

)
. (33)

Proof. Using Lemma 10 with H = Ĥ = P and F = V ,
and the identities (17), we have,

[[PV P ]]0,0 = qtr
(
(∂ℓ)V P + PV (∂rP )

)

⇔ [[PV ]]0,0 − [[P ]]0,0 = qtr
(
(∂ℓ)V + V (∂rP )− ∂xP

)

where recall that for a semi-additive operators we have,
∂xP = (∂ℓ + ∂r)P . It is straighforward to show that for
a semi-additive operator qtr (∂xP ) = [[P ]]0,0. Cancelling
these terms on both sides of the result just above and
using that G = PV gives the result. �

There are well-known quasi-determinant solutions to the
non-commutative KP and mKP equations, see Etingof,
Gelfand and Retakh [32, 33], Gilson and Nimmo [39],
Gilson et al. [40], Hamanaka [44] and Sooman [94]. See
item (1) in our discussion just below.
There are many further generalisations of the results

herein we intend to pursue, as follows.
(1) Solitons, quasi-determinants and τ-functions: Con-

necting our quasi-trace formula (33) for the non-
commutative KP equation to the quasi-determinant so-
lution forms in Etingof, Gelfand and Retakh [32, 33] and
Gilson and Nimmo [39], is a natural immediate next step.
The latter represent τ -functions with specific forms cor-
responding to multi-soliton solutions. And then a nat-
ural question is whether the quasi-trace formula (33)
can be extended to lifted mKP solutions, and, can any
such extended quasi-trace formula be related to quasi-
determinant solution formulae that may exist for the lifted
mKP solutions. As already mentioned, Gilson et al.

[40] established quasi-determinant formulae for the non-
commutative modified KP equations (3a)–(3b). Further,
are there efficient numerical proceodures for computing
Fredholm quasi-determinents, much like those developed
for ordinary Fredholm determinants by Bornemann [12]?
(2) Fredholm–Grassmannian flow: As is well-known, the

solution flow to the KP equation can be interpreted as
flow on a Fredholm Grassmann manifold; see Sato [90, 91]
and Segal and Wilson [92]. And Kodama [51] has classi-
fied all possible KP multi-soliton interactions and shown
that they can be parametrised within the context of finite
dimensional Grassmannians. The form of the GLM equa-
tion (8) in particular predicates that the solution flow oc-
curs on a given coordinate patch of a Fredholm Grassman-
nian; see Doikou, Malham and Stylianidis [24], Doikou et
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al. [25, 26, 27], Malham [60] and Blower and Malham [9].
Also see Beck et al. [3, 4]. It would be of considerable
interest to: (a) Explore the interpretation of the non-
commutative KP and lifted mKP flows as Fredholm Grass-
mannian flows. For example, flows with singularities (see,
for example, Pelinovsky [82] or Pöppe [85]) correspond to
a poor choice of coordinate patch, locally, when projecting
from the underlying linear flow onto the Fredholm Grass-
mannian via the GLM equation. This might be the case
for the infinite ‘trenches’ mentioned in Appendix B; (b)
Extend Kodama’s classification to the non-commutative
KP and lifted mKP flows, and in particular show that the
multi-solitons parametrised as such, are finite dimensional
subflows of the underlying Fredholm Grassmannian flow.
Also see Chuanzhong, Mironov and Orlov [19]; (c) Utilise
the Fredholm Grassmannian flow to improve and extend
known solution regularity results for the non-commutative
KP and lifted mKP equations, for example in manner
achieved by Grudsky and Rybkin [42]; and (d) Connect the
(quasi-) determinantal bundle associated with the under-
lying Fredholm Grassmannian with the quasi-determinant
solution forms found by Gilson and Nimmo [39] for the
non-commutative KP equation, and Gilson et al. [40] for
the modified KP equations (3a)–(3b), or those for the lifted
mKP equations discussed in (1) above.

(3) Non-commutative KP and lifted mKP hierarchies:

The pre-Pöppe algebra we have established is the appro-
priate context to study the whole of the non-commutative
KP and lifted mKP hierarchies, in particular, to deter-
mine certain classes of solutions to the whole hierarchies,
as was achieved by Malham [60] for the non-commutative
KdV hierarchy and Blower and Malham [9] for the non-
commutative NLS/mKdV hierarchy. Another immediate
goal is to make this extension.

(4) Abstract pre-Pöppe algebra: In Malham [60] and
Blower and Malham [9] the Pöppe algebra was pulled back
to a more abstract form, more insightful for constructing
the hierarchy. Such an abstraction might prove useful here.
The idea is to generate an abstract algebraic context anal-
ogous to the study of endomorphism algebras on the shuffle
algebra in Malham and Wiese [62] and Ebrahimi-Fard et

al. [30]. See Malham [60] and Blower and Malham [9]
for more details. Also see Manin [63], as well as Magnot,
Reyes and Rubtsov [59].

(5) Pre-Pöppe algebra, extensions: In Remark 7 we al-
luded to extensions of the pre-Pöppe algebra that may be
useful to further investigations. The pre-Pöppe algebra
we developed in Sections 2–4 is generated by monomials
of the form [[W ]] where W = Ṽ Pa1,b1 Ṽ · · · Ṽ Pak,bk Ṽ , and

the Ṽ ’s could be either V or V †, with the pre-Pöppe prod-
uct given in Lemma 5. In particular, for example, in our
computations for the lifted mKP equation in Section 4 we
considered the products of terms generated by [V ] and its
derivatives with respect to x and y. However, from an al-
gebra perspective, we could extend the generator set, from
just [V ], to include {PV } as well. Using Lemma 6, and

noting Remark 6, it is straightforward to show that, for
example with ∂ := ∂ℓ + ∂r, we have,

{PV }[V ] = [V P1̂V ] + [V P[1,0]V
†]− 2 ∂ℓ[V ],

[V ]{PV } = [V P1̂V ]− [V P[1,0]V
†]− 2 ∂r[V ],

{PV }{PV } = {V P1̂V } − {V P[1,0]V
†} − 2 ∂{PV }.

Further, we can also prove results of the form,

ad{PV }[V P1̂V ] = ∂y[V ] + ∂x[V P[1,0]V
†]− 2 ∂♯[V P1̂V ],

where, ∂♯ := ∂ℓ − ∂r. And so forth. For another exam-
ple, for the quasi-trace formula developed above, in both
Lemma 10 and Corollary 11, we utilised similar computa-
tions to those used to establish these results. Extending
the algbera in this way, in principle, opens the door to con-
sidering different classes of solutions, as well as considering
further integrable systems.
(6) Linear systems: The is also a linear systems ap-

proach to integrable systems with close connections to the
Pöppe approach we have employed herein. See for exam-
ple, Blower [6], Blower, Brett and Doust [7], Blower and
Doust [8] and Blower and Newsham [10]. Our goal here
would be to extend this approach to the non-commutative
KP and mKP equations and simultaneously crystalise its
connection to the Pöppe approach.
(7) Numerical simulation of the non-commutative KP

and lifted mKP equations: There are many compo-
nents/aspects of our numerical simulations in Appendix B
that require further attention as follows: (a) A detailed
numerical analysis of the GLM, FTT-FD-exp and FFT2-
exp algorithms employed in Appendix B, together with
a more thorough span of numerical investigations of so-
lutions to the non-commutative KP equation, are both
required. We would also like to add the algorithm involv-
ing the GLM equation and two-dimensional fast Fourier
transform mentoined in Remark 12, to this numerical anal-
ysis, as well as to implement it and use it to construct a
much larger variety of solutions to the non-commutative
KP equation. Such GLM methods, by using different co-
ordinate patches as mentioned in item (2) above, may also
provide a tractible approach to solutions with singulari-
ties, whether at individual points or as one-dimensional
objects such as the infinite ‘trenches’, in the (x, y)-plane;
(b) A similar numerical analysis and investigation is re-
quired for the lifted mKP equations, which are not in-
cluded in Appendix B. While we expect the investigation
and implementation of the FTT-FD-exp and FFT2-exp
algorithms for the lifted mKP equations to be relatively
straightforward, the solution approximation via the GLM
equation requires more work. For example, in the GLM
equation (A.1), since in this case Q := P 2, the second p
factor in the integrand on the right is replaced by (sup-
pressing the implicit y and t dependence in q and p),

q(z, ζ;x) =

∫ 0

−∞

p(z + x, ν + x)p(ν + x, ζ + x) dν.
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Here q represents the square-integrable kernel of Q. This
integral is straightforwardly approximated by a Riemann
sum in precisely the same manner to how the integral
term in the GLM equation is approximated in the non-
commutative KP equation case, as outlined in detail in
Appendix B. This generates and approximation of the
form Q̂n,m(zℓ, ζk; t) := q(zℓ + xn, ζk + xn; ym, t) on nodes
in the truncated (x, y)-domain. The integral term for the
GLM equation in the lifted mKP equations case given by,

∫ 0

−∞

q(z, ξ;x)g(ξ, ζ) dξ,

can, as previously, then we also approximated by a
Riemann sum utilising the approximation Q̂n,m =

Q̂n,m(zℓ, ζk; t). This means that we can straightfor-
wardly generate an approximation for [G] = 2[[V PV †]] =
2[[P (id − P 2)−1]] in a similar manner to that outlined
for the non-commutative KP equation in Appendix B.
However for the lifted mKP equation we also need to
generate f := −{V P[1,0]V

†} and h := [V P[1,0]V
†]. To

achieve this, we recall that we can express f and h respec-
tively in the form f = −[[V P[1,0]V

†]] + [[V †P[1,0]V ]] and

h = [[V P[1,0]V
†]] + [[V †P[1,0]V ]]. In other words, it is suf-

ficient to compute [[V P[1,0]V
†]] and [[V †P[1,0]V ]]. If we set

F := V P[1,0]V
†, then F satisfies,

(id− P )F (id + P ) = P[1,0].

We can consider this equation as a linear integral equation
for the kernels of the operators P and F . Assuming we can
suitably approximate the left, i.e. ∂z, and right, i.e. ∂ζ ,
derivatives of the kernel of P , we can compute the kernel of
F by successively solving the following equivalent system
of linear integral equations,

(id− P )Y = P[1,0] and F (id + P ) = Y.

Successively solving these linear integral equations can
be achieved in a similar manner to that outlined for the
GLM equation in Appendix B. An approximation for
[[V †P[1,0]V ]] can be generated analogously. Implementing
this approach is one of our immediate goals; (c) In both
of the cases (a) and (b), we assume we are either given
the kernel of the semi-additive operator P representing
the scattering data, or, if we use the algorithm outlined
in Remark 12, the initial data P0 for P at time t = 0.
Ideally, we would like to use the GLM method to compute
the solution g, in either the non-commutative KP or lifted
mKP cases, given initial g0 for g at time t = 0. Specifi-
cally, given such initial data g0 = g0(x, y), we would need
to solve the scattering problem to determine the scatter-
ing data p0 to the linear system of equations (7), which is
semi-additive and satisfies the constraints (10). In prin-
ciple, the data can be carried forward in time, exactly, in
Fourier space with respect to x and y. We could then de-
termine g = g(0, 0;x, y, t) by numerically solving the GLM
equation at that specific time t of choice, without having to

numerically time-step to that time. We intend to explore
all of these directions in due course.
(8) Lax formulation: The non-commutative KP (1) and

modified KP equations (3a)–(3b) have well-known Lax for-
mulations, see Dimakis and Müller–Hoissen [23], Gilson
and Nimmo [39], Gilson et al. [40], Kuperschmidt [57] and
Wang and Wadati [100]. However any Lax formulation for
the lifted mKP is yet to be determined.
(9) Novikov–Veselov and modified Novikov–Veselov

equations: The Novikov–Veselov (NV) equation is also
considered a natural extension of the KdV equation to two
dimensions, see for example, Bogdanov [11], Croke [20],
Lassas, Mueller, Siltanen and Stahel [58] and Nickel, Serov
and Schürmann [74]. There is also an NV hierarchy,
see for example Mironov [69]. Similarly, the modified
NV equation is also considered as a two-dimensional ex-
tension of the mKdV equation, see Ferapentov [34] and
Tăımanov [95]. Pfaffian solution forms for the NV equa-
tion have been established by Ünal [68]. This suggests
the approach we consider herein for the non-commutative
KP equation could be extended to the NV equation and a
non-commutative generalisation, and perhaps their modi-
fied versions. There are also other associated KP systems
of interest in this context, such as the elliptic KP-type
system directly linearised by Fu and Nijhoff [38].
(10) The KP and KPZ equations: The connections es-

tablished by Quastel and Remenik [87] between the KP
equation, Tracy–Widom distributions in random matrix
theory and the KPZ equation, which represents a model for
random growth, direct polymers, percolation and so forth,
are particularly intriguing. Their work includes more gen-
eral results for the matrix KP equation and highlights the
need to extend the connection between the KP equation
and Tracy–Widom distributions to the non-commutative
case. Results established in items (1) and (2) above might
help in tackling such an extension.
(11) Supersymmetric extensions: As we mentioned in

the introduction, there are supersymmetric extensions of
the KP and mKP equations. In particular see Brunelli
and Das [14], Delduc, Gallot and Sorin [22], Manin and
Radul [64] and Nishino [79]. It would be of interest to
consider equivalent extensions for the non-commutative
KP and lifted mKP equations herein, and use (perhaps
a modified form of) the pre-Pöppe algebra to directly lin-
earise the resulting supersymmetric extensions.
(12) Log-potential mKP form: Ideally of course, we

would also like to directly linearise the log-potential mKP
form (2) for q. To tackle the log-potential mKP equation,
we may need to adapt the semi-additive form we consid-
ered herein. This is because the identifications g := q−1qx
and f := q−1qy we considered in the introduction, which
generated the non-commutative mKP equation form (4a)–
(4b), do not distinguish h and f . The significance of
the log-potential mKP equation (2) is that both the non-
commutative mKP formulations, (3a)–(3b) and (4a)–(4b),
can be directly generated from it. From this perspective
and its form, its solution thus appears to represent the
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natural τ -function or quasi-determinant solution form. On
the other hand, for the lifted mKP equations (6a)–(6c), we
have f = {V †P[1,0]V } and h = [V †P[1,0]V ]. We thus now
seek the formulation/theory that encompasses the whole
of this non-commutative picture.
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Appendix A. Solitons (commutative KP)

We derive the soliton solution form for the commutative
form of the KP equation (1). We use interaction forms
of several non-commutative versions of these solutions as
initial data in our numerical simulations in Appendix B,
hence our inclusion of this standard derivation herein—
see, for example, Drazin and Johnson [28]. Suppose A, B,
Λ and Ω are constant matrices, and that,

Λ := A2 −B2 and Ω := (A+B)3 + (A+B)−1Λ2.

Assume that A and B commute, i.e. [A,B] = O, the zero
matrix. Thus all four quantities commute. Note that, also,
we have Ω = 4(A3 + B3). If the scattering data p has the
form (9), then the GLM equation (8) with Q ≡ P has the
following explicit form (suppressing the implicit y and t
dependence in p and g),

p(z + x, ζ + x)=g(z, ζ;x)−

∫ 0

−∞

g(z, ξ;x)p(ξ + x, ζ + x) dξ.

(A.1)
Note this applies in both the non-commutative, in which
case the quantities p and g shown therein are matrix-
valued, and the commutative, context. Since our goal
is to compute ∂xg(0, 0;x, y, t), which represents the solu-
tion to the KP equation rather than its potential form,
we can immediately set z = 0 in (A.1). Now suppose
p = p(z + x, ζ + x; y, t) has the form,

p = −(A+B) exp
(
A(z+x)+B(ζ +x)+Λy+Ωt

)
. (A.2)

This exponential form for p naturally satisfies (10) and
(11), and thus in the latter case, equivalently (7). We look
for a solution g = g(0, ζ;x, y, t) to (A.1) of the form,

g = H(x, y, t) exp
(
A(z + x) +B(ζ + x)

)
.

Substituting these two forms for p and g into (A.1) and
solving for H = H(x, y, t), reveals that,

∂xg(0, 0;x, y, t) = − 1
4 (A+B)2 sech2Θ, (A.3)

where, Θ := 1
2

(
(A+B)x+Λy +Ωt

)
. We observe that for

this solution form, [gx, gy] ≡ O. Hence this is a solution
to the commutative KP equation, which can be checked
by direct substitution. In Figure A.1 we show the soliton
solution corresponding to the matrices,

A =

(
1.55 0
0 1.45

)
and B =

(
1.05 0
0 1.02

)
.

The solutions shown in the middle and bottom panels in
the Figure are computed at time t = 0.2 using two in-
dependent numerical methods, by: (i) Numerically solv-
ing the linear integral equation (A.1) using the scatter-
ing data (A.2); and (ii) using the FFT-FD-exp scheme.
Both of these schemes are outlined in detail next, in
Appendix B. The respective solitons shown in Figure A.1,
match the soliton form (A.3) to within numerical error.

Appendix B. Simulations (non-commutative KP)

Herein we demonstrate how we can numerically solve
the GLM equation (8) to obtain approximate solutions to
the non-commutative KP equation (1). For comparison,
we also solve the non-commutative KP equation (1) di-
rectly using two pseudo-spectral algorithms based on an
exponential split-step method in time. The first pseudo-
spectral algorithm, which we nominate the FFT-FD-exp
algorithm, utilises the Fourier transform of the solution
in the x-direction, and computes derivatives in the y-
direction using central finite differences. The second
pseudo-spectral algorithm, which we nominate the FFT2-
exp algorithm, utilises the Fourier transform in both the
x- and y-directions, and employs the window method out-
lined by Kao and Kodama [50] to deal with the non-
periodic boundary conditions.
First, we outline the simple numerical method we used

to solve the GLM equation (8). This is given explicitly
in (A.1), though now we adhere to the context where
both p and g are non-commutative. Our goal is to com-
pute g = g(0, 0;x, y, t), so we set z = 0 therein, and
assume t > 0 is fixed, i.e. the given single value time
at which we wish to approximately compute the solu-
tion. For a given x- and y-domain lengths Lx > 0 and
Ly > 0, respectively, we assume x ∈ [−Lx/2, Lx/2] and
y ∈ [−Ly/2, Ly/2]. However, we assume ζ, ξ ∈ [−Lx/2, 0].
We discretise x, ζ and ξ to the nodal values xn, ζn and ξn,
each with separation step hx > 0, and with ζn = ξn = xn

for xn 6 0. We discretise y to ym with separation
step hy > 0. For a given matrix-valued function form
p = p(·, ·; t), for each nodal point (xn, ym), we generate

the matrix P̂n,m(ζk; t) := p(xn, ζk + xn; ym, t), i.e. for
a given node (xn, ym), we replace each matrix entry pij
of p by the row vector pij(xn, ζk + xn; ym, t) indexed by
k. Similarly, for each nodal point (xn, ym), we generate

the matrix Q̂n,m(ξℓ, ζk; t) := p(ξℓ + xn, ζk + xn; ym, t),
where now we replace each matrix entry pij of p by
the matrix pij(ξℓ + xn, ζk + xn; ym, t) indexed by (ℓ, k).
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Figure A.1: We plot the soliton solution corresponding to (A.3) at t = 0 in the top panel set, computed by numerically solving the GLM
equation (A.1). In the middle and bottom panel sets, we plot the soliton solution computed at time t = 0.2, respectively computed by
numerically solving the GLM equation at that time, and then using the FFT-FD-exp scheme outlined in Appendix B. The right-hand panels
give the corresponding contour plots.
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We also set Ĝ(xn, ym; t) to be the matrix of unknown

values Ĝn,m(ζk; t) := g(0, ζk;xn, ym, t), as follows. As
above, we imagine replacing the entry gij in the matrix
g = g(0, ζ;x, y, t) by the row vector gij(0, ζk;xn, ym, t)
indexed by k. In other words, the (ik, j)th position in

the matrix Ĝn,m is the k component of the row vector
gij(0, ζk;xn, ym, t). We approximate the integral in the lin-
ear Fredholm equation (A.1) with z = 0, by a left Riemann
sum. This means that an approximate solution to (A.1)
with z = 0, is given by the solution to the linear algebraic
problem, for any given t > 0 and (xn, ym):

P̂ = Ĝ− hxQ̂Ĝ ⇔ Ĝ = P̂ (id− hxQ̂)−1.

In the equation on the left, the Riemann sum is realised
by the matrix multiplication and factor hx. An approxi-
mation to the solution g = g(0, 0;xn, ym, t), is then gen-

erated by evaluating each of the row vectors in Ĝn,m at
the far right-hand entries corresponding to ζk = 0—recall
ζk ∈ [−Lx/2, 0]. In other words, if the number of xn nodes
is M , with x0 = −Lx/2 and xM−1 = Lx/2 − hx, then

we extract out the
((
i(M/2 + 1)

)
, j)

)
th entries of Ĝn,m,

corresponding to zk = 0, to generate the approximation
gij(0, 0;xn, ym, t). We compute the solution to the non-
commutative KP equation, namely ∂xg(0, 0;xn, ym, t), by
computing the x-derivative via a finite central difference,
assuming zero Neumann boundary conditions.

Example 1. We plot the time evolution of a basic soliton
solution of the form (A.3) for the commutative KP equa-
tion in Figure A.1. The top two panel sets in the Figure
are generated using the GLM approach, first setting the
time t = 0 for the top set, and then t = 0.2 for the middle
panel set. We used M = 27 nodes for both xn and ym,
and set Lx = 9π/2 and Ly = 4π. The bottom panel set
was computed using the FFT-FD-exp algorithm outlined
below, up to time t = 0.2 with 5000 time steps, and with
M = 27 modes in the x-direction and M = 27 nodes in
the y-direction. The plots match the solution form (A.3),
though we notice some boundary interference in the case of
the implementation of the FFT-FD-exp algorithm in the
bottom set of plots.

Second, we now outline the two exponential split-step
pseudo-spectral algorithms we have used. For convenience,
we set AD to be the linear KP operator,

AD := ∂3
x + 3∂−1

x ∂2
y .

The basic exponential split-step method we use to inte-
grate the non-commutative KP equation is as follows:

vn = exp
(
∆tF(AD)

)
un,

un+1 = vn −∆tF
(
N(vn)

)
,

where N(v) = 6∂x(F
−1v)2 + [DF−1v,F−1v]. Herein,

F represents the Fourier transformation, un is the

Fourier transform of the approximate solution to the non-
commutative KP equation at time tn, n ∈ Z, and F(AD)
represents the corresponding Fourier transformed version
of AD. In terms of the spatial discretisation and Fourier
transformation, we use two approaches:

(1) FFT2-exp algorithm: We consider the two-
dimensional Fourier transform with respect to x and y. If
2πikx/Lx and 2πiky/Ly are the wavenumbers respectively
in the x- and y-directions, then in this case,

F
(
AD

)
(kx, ky) = (2πikx/Lx)

3 + 3
(2πiky/Ly)

2

(2πikx/Lx) + 2πδ
.

Note, we have approximated the Fourier transform of ∂−1
x

by 1/
(
2πikx/Lx + 2πδ

)
, where δ = 2−52; see Klein and

Roidot [54, p. 3341]. We augment this approach with the
‘window method’ employed by Kao and Kodama [50], as
outlined below.

(2) FFT-FD-exp algorithm: We consider the Fourier
transform with respect to x only and approximate deriva-
tives in the y-direction, present in AD and D, by central
differences. We assume zero Neumann boundary condi-
tions at the y = ±Ly/2 boundaries. In this case, the form
for F(AD) shown above is modified so that a finite cen-
tral difference replaces the derivative ∂2

y present in AD.
We employed this algorithm to compute the soliton solu-
tion in Figure A.1 for the commutative KP equation, as a
comparison to the GLM method.

Note that for both of these algorithms, the initial data
is generated by numerically solving the GLM equation for
the given scattering data p at time t = 0, as outlined above.
This is the case in all our example cases herein, i.e. in Ex-
amples 1–3. We use the FFT2-exp algorithm to compute
approximate solutions to the non-commutative KP equa-
tion shown in Figure B.2 and all subsequent figures. We
use pseudo-spectral algorithms due to their simplicity and
efficiency, see for example, Klein and Saut [55] and Grava,
Klein and Pitton [41]. However the solutions we wish to
compute are typically non-periodic. In the case of the soli-
ton solution to the commutative KP equation in Example 1
and Figure A.1, the solution is periodic in the x-direction
in the sense that, for finite times and domains, the far field
limit of the solution in the x-direction is zero. This is not
true in the y-direction, which motivated our implementa-
tion of the FFT-FD-exp algorithm using finite differences
in the y-direction and zero Neumann boundary conditions
at y = ±Ly/2. However, this boundary assumption is a
crude artificial approximation, and the (dispersive) finite-
speed propapation of boundary disturbances into the inte-
rior of the domain can be observed in the bottom panel set
in Figure A.1. In order to better counteract this problem,
we use the FFT2-exp algorithm combined with the ‘win-
dow method’ employed by Kao and Kodama [50], which
in particular attempts to address the problem of utlising
pseudo-spectal algorithms in the context of non-periodic
boundary conditions. Briefly, we implement this method
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here as follows. We set W = W (y) to be the window
function with the generalised Gaussian form,

W (y) := exp
(
−ar|y/Ly|

r
)
,

where ar := (1.111)r loge 10 and r := 38. Suppose
g = g(x, y; t) is the solution to the non-commutative KP
equation, not in potential form, in other words: gt =
gxxx+3Dgy−6∂xg

2−6[Dg, g], with initial data f = f(x, y)
so g(x, y; 0) = f(x, y). Hence g = ∂xg when g is the so-
lution to the potential form of the non-commutative KP
equation (1). Then we implement the ‘window method’
here in the following form. We decompose the initial data
so that f = Wf + (1 − W )f and set g = ĝ + (1 − W )f .
We simulate ĝ with initial data ĝ(0) = Wf . We assume
Lx is sufficiently large so that the boundary conditions in
that direction are periodic in the sense that they are zero
during the time of our computation. The crucial assump-
tion we make in the decomposition is that we can choose
Ly sufficiently large so that any minor disturbances made
there, due to our rendering of the boundary conditions we
have made, do not have time to propagate to the main
interior region during the time of our computation. As we
see, we only partially manage to accomplish this, however
the resulting simulations are sufficient for the purposes of
our intended demonstration. For completeness, we note
that ĝ satisfies the equation,

ĝt = ĝxxx + 3Dĝy − 6∂xĝ
2 − 6[Dĝ, ĝ] + 6W ′[∂−1

x f, ĝ]

+ 6(1−W )
(
W∂xf

2 +W [Df, f ]− ∂x(ĝf + f ĝ)
)

+ 6(1−W )
(
W ′[∂−1

x f, f ]− [Df, ĝ]− [Dĝ, f ]
)

− 3∂−1
x

(
W ′′f + 2W ′fy

)
.

Kao and Kodama [50] additionally rescale the x and y do-
mains, which we do not invoke here. We apply the FFT2-
exp algorithm to the evolution equation for ĝ above, not-
ing that the nonlinear term N(v) now consists of all of the
nonlinear and non-homogeneous terms on the right shown
above—indeed all the terms on the right apart from the
first two. For the reasons outlined in Klein and Roidot [54],
and Klein and Saut [55], the solutions g we consider herein
satisfy the constraint

∫
R
gyy dx = 0—or in practice over

the x-domain [−Lx/2, Lx/2]—for computation times in-
cluding t = 0. This is because for the data, g = ∂xg,
and we assume zero boundary boundary data in the x far
field uniformly in y. When this constraint is not satisfied,
we observe the infinite “trenches” mentioned in Klein and
Roidot [54].

Example 2 (Two soliton-like case). In Figure B.2 we
consider the evolution of g from the data f , resembling
the interaction of two solitary waves. The domain size is
Lx = Ly = 10π and the number of modes in both the x-
and y-directions is M = 27. With ǫ := 10−6, we suppose,

A1 :=

(
1.55 1.0 ǫ
0.9 ǫ 1.45

)
and A2 :=

(
1.3 0.9 ǫ
1.2 ǫ 1.4

)

with B1 = A1 and B2 = O, the zero 2× 2 matrix. We also
set Λj := A2

j −B2
j and Ωj := 4(A3

j +B3
j ) for j = 1, 2. If we

substiute (A1, B1,Λ1,Ω1) for (A,B,Λ,Ω) in the scattering
data (A.2) to generate p1, and numerically solve the GLM
equation when t = 0, as described above in Appendix A
and Example 1, we generate the soliton solution impinging
the bottom boundary in the top panels in Figure B.2. Sim-
ilarly, suppose substituting (A2, B2,Λ2,Ω2) instead gener-
ates p2 in (A.2). Solving the GLM equation numerically
generates the soliton solution impinging the left section of
the top boundary in the top panels in the Figure. Note,
the matrices A1 and B1 trivially commute, as do A2 and
B2. However A1 and A2 do not commute and thus nei-
ther do p1 and p2. If we then solve the GLM equation
numerically assuming the scattering data is p = p1 + p2,
we generate the full solution interaction shown in the top
panel set in the Figure. Note we only display the x- and
y-domains in the range [−Lx/4, Lx/2] and [−Ly/4, Ly/2],
and the x-coordinate in p is shifted so the interaction oc-
curs in this region. This initial solution represents a two
soliton interaction, in this non-commutative context. Sub-
sequently we numerically solve the GLM equation at the
single time t = 0.5. This generates the solution forms for
∂xg11 and ∂xg21 shown in Figure B.2—we only show these
two components for brevity.

Example 3 (Three soliton-like case). In Figures B.3
and B.4 we numerically compute the interaction of three
solitary-like waves in the non-commutative setting. The
domain size is Lx = Ly = 10π and the number of
nodes/modes in both the x- and y-directions is M = 28.
Suppose A1 and A2 are the same non-commuting matrices
as in Example 2, and that A3 = O, B1 = A1, B2 = O
and B3 = A2. As in Example 2, we set Λj and Ωj to
be the appropriate quantities shown therein, though now
for j = 1, 2, 3. We then generate the scattering data pj ,
for j = 1, 2, 3, by respectively substituting the coefficient
sets (Aj , Bj ,Λj ,Ωj) for (A,B,Λ,Ω) in the scattering data
(A.2). For each j = 1, 2, 3, the pairs Aj and Bj trivially
commute. However A1 and A2 do not commute so that
while p2 and p3 commute, p1 does not commute with ei-
ther p2 or p3. The signature of the individual solitons gen-
erated by p1, p2 and p3 can be observed in the top panel
set in Figure B.3. The solution soliton-like component im-
pinging middle to right section of the bottom boundary is
generated by p1, the soliton-like component impinging the
left section of the top boundary corresponds to p2, while
the component impinging the left section of the bottom
boundary corresponds to p3. The top set of figures in Fig-
ure B.3 is generated by solving the GLM equation numeri-
cally assuming the scattering data is p = p1+p2+p3. The
time therein is set to be t = 0. We shift the x-coordinate in
p to ensure the full non-commutative solution interaction,
shown in the top panel set in the Figure, occurs in the dis-
played region (x, y) ∈ [−Lx/4, Lx/2]× [−Ly/2, Ly/2]. For
brevity we only show the ∂xg11 component. The middle
panel set in Figure B.3 show the solution ∂xg11, corre-
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Figure B.2: We plot the component ∂xg11 for the two soliton-like interaction corresponding to Example 2 at t = 0 in the top panel set. In the
middle and bottom panel sets, we plot the solution components ∂xg11 and ∂xg21, to the non-commutative KP equation computed, at time
t = 0.5. The right-hand panels give the corresponding contour plots. The solutions at t = 0 and t = 0.5 are computed by numerically solving
the GLM equation (A.1). Some numerical error can be observed in the top right of the ∂xg21 plots.
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sponding to the mixed scattering data p, computed using
the GLM method at time t = 0.5. The bottom panel set in
the figure shows the solution g11 = ∂xg11 computed using
the FFT2-exp method up to the time t = 0.5 using 5000
time steps. The right panels in the Figure show the con-
tour plots corresponding to the left panel plots. Figure B.4
shows, respectively in the top, middle and bottom panel
sets, the other three components ∂xg12, ∂xg21 and ∂xg22
computed at t = 0.5. The left panels show these compo-
nents in the solution computed using the GLM method,
while the right panels show the same three components of
the solution computed using the FFT2-exp method. In the
bottom panel set in Figure B.3 and all three right panels
in Figure B.4, the limits of the FFT2-exp method com-
bined with the window method can be observed. Pertur-
bations in the numerical solution due to the non-periodic
boundary conditions eventually begin to impact the inte-
rior of the computational domain. Indeed, the numeri-
cal solutions are smoother for smaller times. However the
numerical simulations demonstrate that solutions to the
non-commutative KP equation (1) can be relatively easily
computed by numerically solving the corresponding GLM
equation for suitable scattering data. Also see Remark 12.

Remark 12. In our computations of approximate solu-
tions to the non-commutative KP equation above, we al-
ways assumed the scattering data to have the exponential
form (A.2) or to be a linear combination of such forms,
where the individual scattering data exponential functions
do not commute. More generally and in practice, we would
like to choose an arbitrary matrix-valued scattering data
function p0 = p0(z, ζ), and generate the scattering data
p = p(z+x, ζ+x; y, t) from p0. If F(p0) =

(
F(p0)

)
(kz , kζ)

represents the two-dimensional Fourier transform of p0,
then, with νz := 2πikz and νζ := 2πikζ ,

F−1
(
et
(
(νz+νζ)x+(ν2

z−ν2

ζ )y+4(ν3

z+ν3

ζ )
)(
F(p0)

)
(kz , kζ)

)
,

generates the time-evolved scattering data function p =
p(z+x, ζ+x; y, t) satisfying the constraints (10) and (11).
In numerical computations we take νz := 2πikz/Lx and
νζ := 2πikζ/Ly. However, in practice, since the wavenum-
bers νz and νζ are purely imaginary, the exponential factor
above involving ‘(ν2z − ν2ζ )y’ can grow super-exponentially,
even though y ∈ [−Ly/2, Ly/2]. An assumption about the
suitable decay of F(p0) for large |kz| and |kζ | is required.

Appendix C. Addendum to proof of Theorem 2

Herein we establish the additional step required to com-
plete the proof of Theorem 2, namely to show that h :=
[V P[1,0]V

†], g := [V ] and f := −{V P[1,0]V
†} satisfy the

evolution equation for f in the lifted mKP equations (6a)–
(6c). We simply enumerate all the terms in (6c). It is then
straightforward to check they combine in precisely the cor-
rect manner to satisfy (6c). First, using (25), we observe,

D∂y(f + g2) = ∂y{V P[2,0]V }

= {V (P4,0 − 2P2,2 + P0,4)V }

+ 2{V P[2,0]V P[2,0]V }.

Second, we observe that,

1
3 (ft − fxxx) = − 4

3{V (P3,0 + P0,3)V P[1,0]V
†}

+ 4
3{V P[1,0]V

†(P3,0 + P0,3)V
†}

− {V (P4,0 − 2P3,1 + 2P1,3 − P0,4)V
†}

+ 2{V P1̂V P1̂V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†}

+ {V P2̂V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†}

+ {V P1̂V P2̂V P[1,0]V
†}

+ 2{V P1̂V P1̂V P[2,0]V
†}

− 2{V P1̂V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†}

+ 1
3{V P3̂V P[1,0]V

†}

+ {V P2̂V P[2,0]V
†}

− {V P2̂V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†}

+ {V P1̂V (P3,0 + P2,1 − P1,2 − P0,3)V
†}

− 2{V P1̂V P[2,0]V
†P1̂V

†}

+ 2{V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†P1̂V
†}

− {V (P3,0 + P2,1 − P1,2 − P0,3)V
†P1̂V

†}

− {V P[2,0]V
†P2̂V

†}

+ 2{V P[2,0]V
†P1̂V

†P1̂V
†}

− 2{V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†P1̂V
†P1̂V

†}

+ {V P[1,0]V
†P2̂V

†P1̂V
†}

+ {V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†P2̂V
†}

− {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P2̂V

†}

− 1
3{V P[1,0]V

†P3̂V
†}.

Third, using (25) and Lemma (6), we observe that,

{fx, f + g2} = {V P1̂V (P1,1 − P0,2)V
†P1̂V

†}

− {V P1̂V (P1,1 − P0,2)V P1̂V }

+ {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†(P2,0 + P1,1)V

†}

− {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†(P2,0 + P1,1)V }

− {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†P1̂V
†}

− {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P[1,0]V P1̂V }

+ {V (P2,1 − P0,3)V
†P1̂V

†}

− {V (P2,1 − P0,3)V P1̂V }

+ {V P[2,0]V
†(P2,0 + P1,1)V

†}

− {V P[2,0]V
†(P2,0 + P1,1)V }

− {V P[2,0]V
†P1̂V

†P1̂V
†}

− {V P[2,0]V
†P[1,0]V P1̂V }

− {V P[1,0]V
†(P1,1 + P0,2)V

†P1̂V
†}

+ {V P[1,0]V
†(P1,1 + P0,2)V P1̂V }

− {V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†(P2,0 + P1,1)V
†}
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Figure B.3: The top panel set shows the component ∂xg11 for the three soliton-like interaction corresponding to Example 3 at t = 0. In
the middle and bottom panel sets, we plot the solution component ∂xg11 to the non-commutative KP equation at time t = 0.5, respectively
computed using the GLM method and the FTT2-exp method. The right-hand panels give the corresponding contour plots.
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Figure B.4: The top, middle and bottom panel sets respectively show the components ∂xg12, ∂xg21 and ∂xg22 for the three soliton-like
interaction corresponding to Example 3 at time t = 0.5. The left panels show the components generated when the solution to the non-
commutative KP equation is computed using the GLM method, while the right panels show the corresponding components generated via the
FFT2-exp method.
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+ {V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†(P2,0 + P1,1)V }

+ {V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†P1̂V
†P1̂V

†}

+ {V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†P[1,0]V P1̂V }

− {V (P1,1 + P0,2)V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†}

− {V (P1,1 + P0,2)V
†P1̂V

†P[1,0]V }

− {V P1̂V (P2,0 + P1,1)V P[1,0]V
†}

− {V P1̂V (P2,0 + P1,1)V
†P[1,0]V }

− {V P1̂V P1̂V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†}

+ {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†P[1,0]V }

− {V (P1,1 + P0,2)V P[2,0]V
†}

+ {V (P1,1 + P0,2)V
†P[2,0]V }

− {V P1̂V (P3,0 − P1,2)V
†}

+ {V P1̂V (P3,0 − P1,2)V }

− {V P1̂V P1̂V P[2,0]V
†}

− {V P1̂V P1̂V
†P[2,0]V }

+ {V (P1,1 + P0,2)V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†}

+ {V (P1,1 + P0,2)V
†P[1,0]V P1̂V }

+ {V P1̂V (P2,0 − P1,1)V
†P1̂V

†}

+ {V P1̂V (P2,0 − P1,1)V P1̂V }

+ {V P1̂V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†}

− {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P[1,0]V P1̂V }.

Fourth, using Lemma (6), we observe that,

{g, hy} = {V (P3,0 − P1,2)V P[1,0]V
†}

− {V (P3,0 − P1,2)V
†P[1,0]V }

+ {V P1̂V P[2,0]V P[1,0]V
†}

+ {V P[1,0]V
†P[2,0]V

†P[1,0]V }

+ {V (P4,0 − 2P3,1 + 2P1,3 − P0,4)V
†}

+ {V (P4,0 − 2P2,2 + P0,4)V }

+ {V P1̂V (P3,0 − P2,1 − P1,2 + P0,3)V
†}

− {V P[1,0]V
†(P3,0 − P2,1 − P1,2 + P0,3)V }

− {V (P2,0 − P1,1)V
†P[2,0]V

†}

+ {V (P2,0 − P1,1)V P[2,0]V }

− {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P[2,0]V

†}

− {V P[1,0]V
†P[1,0]V P[2,0]V }

− {V P[2,0]V (P1,1 − P0,2)V
†}

+ {V P[2,0]V (P1,1 − P0,2)V }

+ {V P[2,0]V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†}

+ {V P[2,0]V P[1,0]V
†P[1,0]V }

+ {V (P3,0 − P2,1 − P1,2 + P0,3)V
†P1̂V

†}

+ {V (P3,0 − P2,1 − P1,2 + P0,3)V
†P[1,0]V }

+ {V P[1,0]V
†(P2,1 − P0,3)V

†}

− {V P[1,0]V
†(P2,1 − P0,3)V }

− {V P[1,0]V
†P[2,0]V

†P1̂V
†}

− {V P[1,0]V
†P[2,0]V

†P[1,0]V }.

Fifth, using Lemma (6), we observe that,

−[gx, hx] = − {V (P1,1 + P0,2)V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†}

+ {V (P1,1 + P0,2)V
†P1̂V

†P[1,0]V }

− {V P1̂V (P2,0 + P1,1)V P[1,0]V
†}

+ {V P1̂V (P2,0 + P1,1)V
†P[1,0]V }

− {V P1̂V P1̂V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†}

− {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†P[1,0]V }

− {V (P1,1 + P0,2)V P[2,0]V
†}

− {V (P1,1 + P0,2)V
†P[2,0]V }

− {V P1̂V (P3,0 − P1,2)V
†}

− {V P1̂V (P3,0 − P1,2)V }

− {V P1̂V P1̂V P[2,0]V
†}

+ {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P[2,0]V }

+ {V (P1,1 + P0,2)V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†}

− {V (P1,1 + P0,2)V
†P[1,0]V P1̂V }

+ {V P1̂V (P2,0 − P1,1)V
†P1̂V

†}

− {V P1̂V (P2,0 − P1,1)V P1̂V }

+ {V P1̂V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†}

+ {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P[1,0]V P1̂V }

+ {V P1̂V (P1,1 − P0,2)V
†P1̂V

†}

+ {V P1̂V (P1,1 − P0,2)V P1̂V }

+ {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†(P2,0 + P1,1)V

†}

+ {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†(P2,0 + P1,1)V }

− {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†P1̂V
†}

+ {V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†P[1,0]V P1̂V }

+ {V (P2,1 − P0,3)V
†P1̂V

†}

+ {V (P2,1 − P0,3)V P1̂V }

+ {V P[2,0]V
†(P2,0 + P1,1)V

†}

+ {V P[2,0]V
†(P2,0 + P1,1)V }

− {V P[2,0]V
†P1̂V

†P1̂V
†}

+ {V P[2,0]V
†P[1,0]V P1̂V }

− {V P[1,0]V
†(P1,1 + P0,2)V

†P1̂V
†}

− {V P[1,0]V
†(P1,1 + P0,2)V P1̂V }

− {V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†(P2,0 + P1,1)V
†}

− {V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†(P2,0 + P1,1)V }

+ {V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†P1̂V
†P1̂V

†}

− {V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†P[1,0]V P1̂V }.
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Sixth, again using Lemma (6), we observe that,

−
[
f,D(f + g2)

]
= − {V (P1,1 − P0,2)V

†P[2,0]V
†}

+ {V (P1,1 − P0,2)V P[2,0]V }

− {V P[1,0]V
†(P3,0 − P1,2)V

†}

+ {V P[1,0]V
†(P3,0 − P1,2)V }

+ {V P[1,0]V
†P1̂V

†P[2,0]V
†}

+ {V P[1,0]V
†P[1,0]V P[2,0]V }

− {V (P2,1 − P0,3)V P[1,0]V
†}

+ {V (P2,1 − P0,3)V
†P[1,0]V }

− {V P[2,0]V (P2,0 − P1,1)V
†}

+ {V P[2,0]V (P2,0 − P1,1)V }

− {V P[2,0]V P1̂V P[1,0]V
†}

− {V P[2,0]V P[1,0]V
†P[1,0]V }.

Putting all the terms above together shows that h :=
[V P[1,0]V

†], g := [V ] and f := −{V P[1,0]V
†} satisfy the

lifted mKP equation (6c), thus establishing Theorem 2.
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