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ON THE MOUTARD TRANSFORMATION SINGULARITY FOR THE

DAVEY–STEWARTSON II EQUATION

YI C. HUANG

ABSTRACT. We indicate explicitly how to obtain the Moutard transformation singularity

for the Davey–Stewartson II equation with two indeterminancy points. We also justify an

arbitrary order “mass drop” phenomenon via this singularity formation scheme.

1. INTRODUCTION: THE DAVEY–STEWARTSON II EQUATION

In this Letter, following Taı̆manov [Taı̆21, Taı̆24], we shall consider the Moutard trans-

formation solutions of the following Davey–Stewartson II equation [DS74]:

Ut = i(Uzz+Uzz+2(V +V )U) , Vz = (∣U ∣2)z, (1.1)

which is the compatibility condition for the linear problems

DΨ = 0, ∂tΨ =AΨ,

where

D = ( 0 ∂

−∂ 0
)+( U 0

0 U
)

is a two-dimensional Dirac operator with a complex-valued potential U with

∂ = 1

2
( ∂

∂x
− i

∂

∂y
) , ∂ = 1

2
( ∂

∂x
+ i

∂

∂y
) ,

the time-dependent generator A is given by

A = i
⎛
⎝
−∂ 2−V U ∂ −U z

U∂ −Uz ∂
2+V

⎞
⎠ ,

and the solution Ψ is taken as the following matrix form

Ψ = ( ψ1 −ψ2

ψ2 ψ1
) .

Note that if (U0,V0) solves (1.1), then (U0,V0) solves

Ut = −i(Uzz+Uzz+2(V +V )U) , Vz = (∣U ∣2)z.
Hence, (1.1) is also the compatibility condition of the “conjugate” problems

D∨Φ = 0, Φt = A∨Φ,
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where

D∨ = ( 0 ∂

−∂ 0
)+( U 0

0 U
) ,

and

A∨ = −i
⎛
⎝
−∂ 2 −V U∂ −Uz

U∂ −U z ∂
2+V

⎞
⎠ .

Analogously, the solution Φ is taken as the following matrix form

Φ = ( ϕ1 −ϕ2

ϕ2 ϕ1
) .

If U = 0, (ψ1,ϕ1) is pair of holomorphic functions, while (ψ2,ϕ2) anti-holomorphic.

When U =U , the “conjugate” problems are irrelevant and one regards Ψ =Φ. The pair(Ψ,Φ) serves as a Davey–Stewartson II deformation of surfaces in R4, see e.g. [Taı̆22].

2. MOUTARD SINGULARITY ON TWO POINTS OR MULTIPLE ZEROES

Using the Moutard transformation of the solution U =V = 0 with spinors

Ψ = ( g′ 0

0 g′
) , Φ = ( f ′ i

i f ′
) ,

the following two-parameter family of solutions were found in [Taı̆24, Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 2.1 (Taı̆manov, 2024). Let f (z, t) and g(z, t) be two functions which are holo-

morphic in z and satisfy the equations

∂ f

∂ t
= i

∂ 2 f

∂ z2
,

∂g

∂ t
= −i

∂ 2g

∂ z2
. (2.1)

Let h be a function which is holomorphic in z and satisfies the relations

h′ = f ′g′, iht = g′′ f ′−g′ f ′′.

Then

U = ig′
f ′g−h

∣g∣2+∣h∣2 (2.2)

satisfies the Davey–Stewartson II equation (1.1).

It is noteworthy to point out that in the singularity formation scheme of Moutard trans-

formation, the singularity points (z0, t0) are encoded in the zero set of ∣g∣2+∣h∣2.

Remark 2.2. Let us first write down the example given in [Taı̆24]. Take

f (z, t) = z2+2it, g(z, t) = z3−6itz,

and choose

h = 3

2
z4−6itz2+6t2

.

We derive the following solution

U = i(3z2+6it)(1
2z4−6itz2−6t2)

∣z3−6itz∣2+∣32z4−6itz2+6t2∣2
=O(∣z∣−2), ∣z∣→ +∞.

For t = 0 it has the indeterminacy type singularity ∼ 3
2 i z2

∣z∣2
as ∣z∣→ 0.
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The first observation of this Letter can be summarized as follows:

Observation 2.3. In above example, we modify the data set ( f ,g) in the following way

f (z, t) = (z2+2it)−z, g(z, t) = (z3−6itz)−z.

The natural observation (or rather, motivation) here is that the lower order modification

terms is set to solve the linear equations for f and g. Thus it remains to compute

f ′(z, t) = 2z−1, g′(z, t) = 3z2−(1+6it)
and

h′(z, t) = f ′(z, t)g′(z, t) = 6z3−3z2−2(1+6it)z+(1+6it).
We choose

h(z, t) = 3

2
z4−z3−(1+6it)z2+(1+6it)z− i(t2+4it3)− 1

2
.

Here, by adding the temporal term −i(t2 +4it3) we meet the constraint iht = g′′ f ′−g′ f ′′,

and by adding the constant −1
2 , we see that h∣t=0 vanishes at z = ±1. By Theorem 2.1, the

data triple ( f ,g,h) yields the following solution for the Davey–Stewartson II equation

U = ig′
f ′g−h

∣g∣2+∣h∣2
= i(3z2−(1−6it))(1

2z4−(1+6it)z2+ i(t2+4it3)+ 1
2
)

∣(z3−6itz)−z∣2+∣32z4−z3−(1+6it)z2+(1+6it)z− i(t2+4it3)− 1
2 ∣2

.

Note that

h∣t=0 = 3

2
z4−z3−z2+z− 1

2
= (z2−1)(3

2
z2−z+ 1

2
) ,

g∣t=0 = z(z2−1), g′∣z=±1 ≠ 0,

and

( f ′g−h)∣t=0 = (z2−1)2
2

.

Thus the solution U at t = 0 has a two-point indeterminancy type singularity

U ∣t=0 ∼C±1
(z2−1)2
∣z2−1∣2 , z→ ±1,

The involved implicit constants C±1 can be computed directly, and we omit this step.

Remark 2.4. For higher order polynomials one can construct in the similar manner the

multiple-point indeterminancy singularity. We choose not to dwell on that issue.

Note that the solution in Observation 2.3 has mass ∥U(⋅, t)∥2
2
≡ 4π , except at the singular

time t = 0, it has a “mass drop” with magnitude 2π (with 2 being the number of indeter-

minancy points). The second observation of this Letter can be summarized as follows:

Observation 2.5. According to (2.1), we construct for 2 ≤m ∈N and 1 ≤ n ∈N that

fm = zm
+ im(m−1)tzm−2

+⋯,

gn = zn
− in(n−1)tzn−2

−⋯,
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and for convenience, with the normalization fm(0,0) = gn(0,0) = 0. For example, we have

f2(z, t) = z2
+2it,

f3(z, t) = z3
+6itz,

f4(z, t) = z4
+12itz2

−12t2
,

f5(z, t) = z5
+20itz3

−60t2z

and
g1(z, t) = z,

g2(z, t) = z2
−2it,

g3(z, t) = z3
−6itz,

g4(z, t) = z4
−12itz2

−12t2
,

g5(z, t) = z5
−20itz3

−60t2z.

In constructing the function h we also assume h(0,0) = 0, thus the solution U in (2.2)

with data ( fm,gn) has mass ∥U(⋅, t)∥2
2
≡ (m+n−1)π , except at the singular time t = 0,

it has a “mass drop” with magnitude nπ (with n being the order of g) to (m−1)π . The

normalization on h can not be fulfilled when m = 1 unless U is the trivial zero solution.
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