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Abstract

Two models of candidates for hereditary symmetry operators are proposed and thus
many nonlinear systems of evolution equations possessing infinitely many commutative
symmetries may be generated. Some concrete structures of hereditary symmetry oper-
ators are carefully analyzed on the base of the resulting general conditions and several
corresponding nonlinear systems are explicitly given out as illustrative examples.

1 Introduction

An application of Lax pairs is a well-known way to construct nonlinear integrable systems.
Most integrable systems, such as the KdV, the NLS, the KP and the Davey-Stewartson
equations, can be derived through appropriate Lax pairs (see for example [[l]). There
are also some other ways to construct nonlinear integrable systems, for example, by bi-
Hamiltonian formulation [J, ff] and by hereditary symmetry operators [, fi] etc.

Of course, integrable systems generated by different methods have different integrable
properties. In general, the method of Lax pair produces S-integrable systems and the meth-
ods of bi-Hamiltonian formulation and hereditary symmetry operators produce nonlinear
systems possessing infinitely many symmetries and/or infinitely many conserved densities.
There has already been a lot of investigation on the method of Lax pair (see for example [{])
and the method of bi-Hamiltonian formulation (see for example [[q, §, []). So far, however,
there has been little discussion about the method of hereditary symmetry operators.

This paper will focus on the construction of hereditary symmetry operators and their
related nonlinear systems. The resulting nonlinear systems have infinitely many commuta-
tive symmetries. Some of such systems may be found in Refs. [0, [[1], [2, [J]. However by
our idea, we can easily construct as many such systems as we want. To achieve our aim, we
first discuss the structure of hereditary symmetry operators by examining two models of
candidates for hereditary symmetry operators, and then exhibit some concrete examples
of hereditary symmetry operators including relevant nonlinear systems.

Let u be a dependent variable u = (u',---,u?)7, where v/, 1 < i < ¢, depend on the
spatial variable x and on the temporal variable t. We use A? to denote the space of ¢
dimensional column vector functions depending on u itself and its derivatives with respect
to the spatial variable x (possibly a vector). Sometimes we write this space as A%(u) in
order to show the dependent variable u.
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Definition 1.1 Let K,S € A? and ®(u) : A? — A%. Then the Gateaux derivatives of K
and ® with respect to u at the direction S are defined as

0

= 5| K(u+tes), ¥'w)]s] = 9 D(u+eS). (1.1)
€le=0

K'(u)[S
(WS =
We recall that the commutator between two vector functions K, S € A? is given as

(K, 8] = K'(u)[S] = §'(u)[K]. (1.2)

The space A? constitutes a Lie algebra under the bilinear operation ([[.9).

Definition 1.2 A linear operator ®(u) : A1 — A? is called a hereditary symmetry operator
[Z4] if it satisfies the following condition

&' (u)[PK]S — &' (u)[®S]K — &{d (u)[K]S — &' (u)[S]K} = 0 (1.3)

for arbitrary vector functions K, S € A9.

An equivalent definition of a hereditary symmetry operator ®(u) : A? — A? is that
besides the linearity of ®(u), its Nijenhuis torsion [[§] [[f] No(K, S) vanishes for all K, S €
A9, ie.

No(K,S) = [®K,®S]— ®[DK,S] — ®[K,dS] + ®?[K, S]
= (Los®)K — ®(Lg®)K =0, (1.4)

where a Lie derivative Lg® of ®(u) : A7 — A? with respect to K € A7 is given by
Lx® = ¥'[K] — [K', ®], (1.5)
or more precisely,

(Lg®)S = &' (u)[K]S — K'(u)[®S] + DK’ (u)[S], S € AL (1.6)

If a hereditary symmetry operator ®(u) has a zero Lie derivative Lg® = 0 with respect
to K € A%, then we have (for example, see [[4] [[7])

[P"K,®"K] =0, m,n > 0. (1.7)
Therefore each system of evolution equations among the hierarchy
ug = P"K, n >0, (1.8)

has infinitely many commutative symmetries ®"* K, m > 0. Such a vector field K € A?
may often be chosen as u,, which will be seen later on.

The next section of the paper will examine two models of candidates for hereditary
symmetry operators. It will then go on to exhibit concrete examples of the general cases
established in the second section. Finally, the fourth section will provide us with a summary
and some concluding remarks.



2 Extending hereditary symmetry operators

Let us assume that

Uk:(u]l“-..’u%)T7 1Sk§N,
U:(u,{77u}1\})T:(u%77u({77u}v77u§1\[)T

Throughout this paper, we need the following condition
) (ug) = ®3(wy), 1 <k, I <N, (2.1)

for a set of operators ®p(uy) : A%(ur) — A9(ug), 1 < k < N. This reflects a kind of
linearity property of the operators with respect to the dependent variables ug, 1 < k < N.
We point out that there do exist such sets of operators ®j(ux). Some examples will be
given in the next section.

Let us consider the first form of candidates for hereditary symmetry operators

N
O(u) = (Z ch(I)k(uk)> , (2.2)
k=1

NxN

where {cfj| i,7,k =1,2,--- N} is a set of given constants. Apparently we can define a linear
operator

D(u) : Al(u) x -+ x Al u) — Al(u) x -+ x AY(u),
N N

where a vector function of A49(u) depends on all the dependent variables uq,-- -, uy, not
just certain dependent variable wuy.

Theorem 2.1 (i) If all ®r(uy) : A%(ug) — Al(ug), 1 <k < N, are hereditary symmetry
operators satisfying the linearity condition and the constants cfj, 1 <i4,5,k <N,
satisfy the following coupled condition

N N N
k 1 l kol ..
Z cijckn = Z cikaj = Z cinckj7 1 < 1,7, lvn < N7 (23)
k=1 k=1 k=1

then the operator ®(u) : AN9(u) — AN(u) defined by (B-3) is a hereditary symmetry
operator.
(i) If Ly, ®r =0 for all ®x(uy), 1 <k < N, then L,, P =0.

Proof: We only need to prove that ®(u) satisfies the hereditary condition ([[.3), because
the proof of the rest requirements is obvious. Noting that .49(u) is composed of column
vector functions, we may assume for K, S € AN9(u) that

K= (K], -, K", S=(sT,....ST, K;,S; € Al(u), 1 <i <N,
and we often need to write (X); = X;, 1 < i < N, when a vector function X € AN(u)

itself is complicated. In this way we have

N
K = (PK)T,---, (PK)N)", (PK); = Y & ®i(u)Ky, 1< i< N,

I,n=1



<I> (Z CU(I)k Up [Z c,m@l uy) }) ,
NxN

I,n=1
N
(' (w)[@K]S); = > cgcgn¢;(uk)[¢l(ul)Kn]5j, 1<i<N,
ik, l,n=1
N
(@' (w)[K]S)i = > chpch;®u(w)®), (un)[K,)S;, 1 <i < N.
7,k l,n=1

Therefore by the linearity condition (R.1), we can obtain
(@' () [®K]S — ' (u)[DS]K — &{®' (w)[K]S — &/ (u)[S]K});

N
= > FG5 L n){®)(w)[@(w) K] Sj — @) (ur)[@i(w) S Koy

Jlin=1
— @) () { P} (w)[ K] S; — @) (w)[S;]Kn}}, 1 <4,4,n,l <N, (2.4)

where f(i,7,l,n) is given by

N N N
}: I n 2 : kol 2 : I J .

Z ]7l n E :Czjckn CikCrj = CinCkj = Cikc]inv 1< Z,],Z,TL < N.
k=1 k=1

k=1

This is well defined due to (P-J). Actually the last equality above may be obtained by
changing two indices n, j in the first equality of (R.3). Each term in the right side of (2.4)
is equal to zero because of the hereditary property of ®;(v;), 1 <1 < N, and thus ®(u)
satisfies the hereditary condition ([.3), indeed. The proof is completed. I

Let us now consider the second form of candidates for hereditary symmetry operators

0 -+ 0 Py(u)
P(u) = E.q (.) %(.W) , (2.5)
6 cee E’q ¢N<UN)
where the matrix E, is the unit matrix of order ¢, i.e. £, = diag(1,---,1).

——
q

Theorem 2.2 (i) If the operators ®p(uy) : Al(ur) — Al(ug), 1 < k < N, satisfy the
linearity condition (2.1), then the operator ®(u) : AN (u) — AN(u) defined by (2.3) is
hereditary if and only if the operators ®y(ux), 1 < k < N, are all hereditary.

(it) The condition L, ® = 0 holds if and only if all the conditions L., ®; =0, 1 <
k < N, hold.

Proof: Similarly noting that A%(u) is composed of column vector functions, we may make
the same assumption for K, S € AN9(u):

K:(KITV",K]I\})T7 S:(S%—‘”S]j\})Tv KZ',SZ'G.A[](’LL), I1<i<N.



Then we can obtain

[ / ) (u1)[@1 K N] SN
&' (u)[DK]S D (u2)[Ky + oK N]SN |
| Py (un)[Ky—1 + PNKN]SN
[ 1Py (un)[Kn]SN
S/ (u)[K]S = <I>’1(u1)[K1]SN+<I:>2<I>§V(uN)[KN]SN |
| P (unv—1)[Kn-1]Sy + Pn Py (un)[Kn]SN
o --- 0 <I>’1(u1)[u1x] — (8@1 — @16)
L,o=|: s
o --- 0 ®{/V(UN)[UN:L‘] - (8@]\[ - <I>N8)

Based upon the above three equalities and the linearity condition (B.I]), we can easily
obtain the required results. So the proof is finished. I

3 Concrete examples

Basic scalar hereditary symmetry operators satisfying the linearity condition (R.1) can be
one of the following two sets

O;(u;) = a; + ;0% +y(0u;07' +u;), 1 <i <N, (3.1)

D, (u;) = ;0 + ’y(u,-x@_l +u;), 1 <i<N, (3.2)

where 0 = 0/0x and «y, B;, are arbitrary constants. Of course, matrix hereditary sym-
metry operators satisfying the linearity condition (R.I) may be chosen and some of such
examples have been given in Refs. [[§, [[d, R0}, B1]. Later on we will see two special examples
while discussing extension problems. On the other hand, such sets of hereditary symmetry
operators may be generated directly from the above operators by Theorem and The-
orem .9 in the previous section or by perturbation around solutions as in Refs. [22] [Rd].
Note that all the above hereditary symmetry operators satisfy L,, ®; =0, 1 <1i < N.
Therefore among the corresponding hierarchy u; = ®™u,, n > 0, each system of evolution
equations has infinitely many commutative symmetries, because we have [®™u,, ®"u,] = 0
if ®(u) is hereditary.

3.1 Hereditary symmetry operators of the first form:
Example 1: Let us choose
ok = f(i)g(j)g(k), 1 <i,jk <N, (3.3)

where f,g may be arbitrary functions. The set of constants {cf]} satisfies the coupled
condition (R.J) and thus the corresponding operator ®(u) defined by (.2) is hereditary
if each ®(uy) is hereditary and the linearity condition (R.J) holds. In particular, upon



choosing f(1) = g(1) =1, g(2) = 2, f(2) = —3, we have the following special hereditary
symmetry operator

CI)(u) _ (I)l(?ﬂ) + 2(132(u2) 2@1(711) + 4‘1’2(11,2)
—3®1 (u1) — 6Pa(uz) —6P1(ur) — 1209 (us)

where we require that ®;(u;) and ®o(uy) are hereditary and that ®)(uy) = ®5(uz). The
second row of this operator is obtained by multiplying the first row by a constant —3 and
so the operator is trivial. Due to the same fact, all hereditary symmetry operators resulted

from (B.3) are trivial.

Let us now choose
cszdkl, l=1i4j—p (modN), (3.4)

where 1 < p < N is fixed and d; denotes the Kronecker symbol again. The corresponding
operators defined by (R.J) becomes

[ Pop(uz—p) Py _p(u1—p) o ON_pyi(un—pt1) ]
P3_p(uz—p) Po—p(uz—p) o SN pra(un—pi2)
P(u) = ; (3.5)
| Pnpr1(un—pt1) PN—pr2(un—pr2) 0 Pan—p(uan—p)

where we need to use ®;(u;) = ®;(u;) if i = j (mod ) to determine the operators involved,
for example, ®o_p(uz2—p) = Py (un) when p = 2.

It can be proved that the coupled condition (2.J) requires N = 2. Thus among the
above operators, we have only two candidates of hereditary symmetry operators satisfying

()

(3.6)

P (u Do (u Dy (u D1 (u u
CIJ(u):[ 1(u1) 2(2)]7(13@)_[ 2(u2) 1(1)1,11:[1].

(I)Q(UQ) (I)l(ul) B (I)l(ul) (I)Q(UQ) u9

Note that here u; and ug may be vector functions. These two operators are symmetric and
thus they can be diagonalizable. Actually they can be diagonalized by a linear transfor-
mation of the potentials u; and us. Therefore they are also trivial. What we show above
is that there is no interesting hereditary symmetry operator among the operators defined

by (B.9).

Example 2: Let us choose
cf; = 0w, l=1i—j+p (modN), (3.7)

where 1 < p < N is also fixed and &y, still denotes the Kronecker symbol. In this case, we
have

N N N
k [ k1
D CliChn = D CikChy = D CinCl
k=1 k=1 k=1
1 wheni—j—n—101+2p=0 (modN),
B 0 otherwise,



which implies that the coupled condition (P.3) automatically holds. Thus we have a set of
candidates for hereditary symmetry operators

Dp(up)  Pp-i(up-1) - ®y(u1)  Pn(un) - Ppi1(upt1)
Dpy1(up+1) Dy (up) D (u1)
Dy (un)
Qu) = | dy(uy) D1 (ur)
(I)l(ul)

Py (un) P (up) ®p—1(up-1)

L q)p—l(up—l) T Py(u1)  Pn(un) T (I)p-l—l(up-i-l) D, (up)

(3.8)

where we also need to use ®;(u;) = ®;(u;) if i = j (mod N) to determine the operators
involved. In particular, we can obtain a candidate of hereditary symmetry operators

1 (ur) Oy(uy) - Po(u2)

B(u) = @2(.u2) @1(.u1) : . (39)
: : o Dy (un)
On(uy) Pn-i(un—1) -+ Pi(ur)

The N = 3 case of the above operator with the scalar operators
®;(u;) = Bid* + (Ou;0~ +u;), 1 <i <3,

gives a hierarchy of nonlinear systems u; = (®(u))"u,, n > 1, among which the first
nonlinear system reads as

Uit = ﬁlulmmm + ﬁ3u2mmm + ﬁ2u3xmv + 3uiuig + 3(u2u3)m7
Ut = Bolligze + 51u2mmm + ﬁ3u3xmv + 3usug, + 3(”1”2)% (310)
ust = /83u1mmm + ﬁ2u2mmm + 51u3xmv + 3uguay + 3(”1”3)m-

This system is not symmetric with respect to uq,us, us, and generally it can not be sepa-
rated under a real linear transformation of the potentials w1, us,u3. One of the reasons is
that the matrix

Br B3 B2
A= | B2 B1 B3
B3 P2 P1

can not be always diagonalized for all values of 51, B2, 83. When u; = us = ug, the system
is reduced to the KdV equation up to a constant coefficient. It also provides an example
of the general systems discussed by Giirses et al. in Ref. [24].

Example 3: If we choose

¢ = 0icjk—p; (3.11)




where p is an integer and Jy; denotes the Kronecker symbol. For two cases of 2— N < p <1
and N < p < 2N — 1, the coupled condition (£.3) can be satisfied, because we have

N N N

k1l _ I n _ k1
Z CijChn = Z CikCkj — Z CinCkj
k=1 k=1 k=1

1 wheni—j—n—1+2p =0,
N { 0 otherwise.

We should note in proving the above equality that we have
1<i—j+p=n+l-p<N,1<i—Il+p=n+j—-p<N,1<i—-n+p=j+l—-p<N,

when i — j —n — [+ 2p = 0. But for the case of 1 < p < N, upon choosing i =n=N, j =
p+1,1=p—1, we have

N N

k1l I n _
Z CijCln = 1, Z Circrj = 0,
k=1 k=1

and thus the coupled condition (2.3) can not be satisfied.

Note that when p < 2— N or p > 2N — 1, the resulting operators are all zero operators.
Therefore we can obtain only two sets of candidates for hereditary symmetry operators

Py (up) 0
d(u) = %H(_“P“) - ,2-N<p<1, (312)
L PpiN-1(uprn-1) - Ppri(up1) Pplup) |
®p(up) Pp1(up-1) -+ Pp-Nt1(Uup-nN+1)
D(u) = h h : , N<p<2N -1, (3.13)
e Opa(up)
i 0 Dy (up)

where we accept that ®;(u;) =0if i <0 ori > N + 1. These two sets of operators can be
linked by a transformation (uy,ug, -+, un) <> (Un, UN—1," ", U1).
When we take
CI)Z(uZ) = Oéiaz + 2(811,2'8_1 + ui), 1<i<N,

where o, 1 < i < N, are arbitrary constants, as basic hereditary symmetry operators,
we obtain NN hierarchies of nonlinear systems of KdV type starting from the operators
in (B.19). A special choice with oy = 1, a; = 0,2 < i < N, and p = 1 leads to the
perturbation systems of the KdV equation generated from perturbation around solutions
in Ref. [2J]. Another special choice with N =2 and p = 1 leads to the following system

{ Ul = 0 Ulgzg + OBUIUL,, (3.14)

Ut = OQU gxy + Q1 UAzx T 6(“1“2)96-

We can also choose a pair of hereditary symmetry operators in Ref. [R]
ul, 07t +2ul w4+ ad us, 071 +2ud w3+ B0

D(uy) =
1) l W0 2 -0 0

, ©o(ug) =
u?, 07 +uf —ad 0 2{uz) [

(3.15)



as basic hereditary symmetry operators with u; = (ul,u?)? and us = (ud,u3)” and two

arbitrary constants « and . Then we can obtain a 4 X 4 matrix hereditary symmetry
operator

U0~ + 2uy ug + ad 0 0 1 [y ]
B(u) U207 + Uy — 0 0 0 0 e U9 |
uzz 01 + 2us uy + 50 U107 + 2uy ug + ad U3
i Uz O + uy — SO 0 U201 4 ug — ad 0 | | ug |
(3.16)

with two arbitrary constants « and 5. Note that we rename the dependent variables
ul,u?, ud, u3 as wuy,us,us, uy, respectively. The first nonlinear system in the hierarchy
up = (®(u))"uy, n > 1, is the following

ULt = QU + 3U1U1g + U2U2y,

Ut = — QU1 + (Uru2)

xrx €Ty (3.17)
Uzt = ﬁu2mm + QUgpy + 3(”1“3)m + (u2u4)x,
Ugp = —Pulpe — QU3ee + (U1Us)e + (U2u3),.

This is of different type from one discussed in Ref. [R] because of the terms of the second
derivatives of potentials.

3.2 Hereditary symmetry operators of the second form:

Example 4: Let ®(u) be defined by (R.5). The first nontrivial candidate of integrable
systems among the hierarchy u; = (®(u))"u,, n > 0, reads as

ug Q1 (u1)ung
U Uiy + Po(ug)uny
w=| | = ‘ . (3.18)
Lun |, | uN-1z+ P (un)une |

If we choose the basic scalar hereditary symmetry operators as follows
1
<I>Z(u2) = —182 + (8ui8_1 + ’LLZ'), 1<i<N,

then the corresponding hereditary symmetry operator ®(u) determined by (.§) becomes

0O --- 0 —%824-(8?118_1 +u1)
1 - 0 —30%+ (Qup0™! +up)
dw=| . . (3.19)
i o --- 1 —%824-(8?11\78_14-11,]\[) ]

This generates the coupled KAV systems [1§] R7].



If we choose the basic scalar hereditary symmetry operators defined by (B.3), then the
corresponding hereditary symmetry operator contains all hereditary symmetry operators
appeared in Refs. [[[9, B, B1]]. A special example gives a hereditary symmetry operator

0 0 0 0 a0+ud0 "t +u U
1 0 0 0 0+ up0 '+ u U9
Pu)=|0 1 0 0 ad+uzd ' +uz |, u=|uz |, (3.20)
0 0 1 0 ayud~+ugd P+ uy Uy
100 0 1 asd+us0 ' +us | | ug |

and a nonlinear system

Ul = 0 Usgy + (U1U5),
Ut = Uiy + Q2Uszy + (UgUs) g,
Uzt = Uy + A3Uszy + (UsUs) 2, (3.21)

Ugt = U3y + UUszy + (UsUs) g,

Ust = Udg + Q5Usge + 2UsUsg,
with five arbitrary constants a;, 1 <7 <5.
Example 5: Let us choose another pair of 2 x 2 matrix operators
0 B30 +7(ug, 0" +up)
ag B4+ (3,071 + u3)

0 B19+7v(ul, 07! +ul)

®i(uy) =
1) a1 Bod+y(ui, 07t +ud)

, Po(ug) = l

as basic hereditary symmetry operators with u; = (u},u?)” and us = (u},u3)”. Then by

Theorem P.3, we obtain a 4 x 4 matrix hereditary symmetry operator

00 0 Bid+~v(u0 ' +uy) U1
0 0 ar Bod—+(ugd ' +u u
cI)(u) _ 1 2 ( 2 2) u= 2 ] (3.22)
1 0 0 B30+y(usd ' + ug) us
0 1 o B40 + Y (U071 + uy) ] | U4 ]

where «;, 3;, 7 are arbitrary constants and we rename the dependent variables ui, u?, u}, u3

as ui,ug, Uz, U4, respectively. The first nonlinear system from the corresponding hierarchy
is the following

uyy = Prugee +y(U1U4) 2,

Ugg = qU3g + Botlaze + 7 (U2td)z,

(3.23)
Uzt = Uiy + P3Udgy + Y (UstUs)s,

U = Uy + QU3 + Ballags + 2VU4U, .

This system is reduced to the Burgers equation up to a constant coefficient, if we make a
special choice

up=up =0a1 =ay =1 =P =0, uz =u4, 3= Pu.
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Let us next choose the following three 2 x 2 matrix operators in Ref. [R]

u? + ;0 ul, 071 + 2ul
D, (u;) = , 1<i <3, (3.24)
0 u2, 071 +u? — ;0
as basic hereditary symmetry operators with u; = (u},u?)”, 1 < i < 3. It is quite in-
teresting to observe that the above hereditary symmetry operators can be obtained by
interchanging two columns of the hereditary symmetry operators in (B.1§). Through The-
orem .9, we obtain a 6 x 6 matrix hereditary symmetry operator

[0 0 0 O ug + a0 ulxﬁ_l + 2uq i i U1 i
00 00 0 U0~ 4+ ug — aq 0 Uus
1 00 0 wug+agd uzz 01 + 2us us
O(u) = , U= , (3.25)
0100 0 g0 + Uy — 0 Uy
00 1 0 ug+asd Usz 0" + 2us us
|0 0 0 1 0 U0 + ug — az0 | | ug |

where «;, 1 < ¢ < 3, are arbitrary constants and we rename the dependent variables
ud, u?, ud, u3, ul, u3 as uy,ug, ug, uq, us, ug, respectively. The first nonlinear system of the
corresponding hierarchy reads as

U1 = Q1 Usee + UgUse + (U1U6 )z + U1 U6y,

Ugp = — 1 Ugge + (U2UG)z,

U3 = Uty + Q2Uszy + Ugse + (U3Ue)r + U3UGe, (3.26)
Ugr = U2z — QUG + (UsUG)

Ust = U3y + Q3USLy + 2(u5u6)x7

Ut = Udy — Q3UGzz + 2UeUGs-

3

This is another different example from the systems discussed by Svinolupov in [24].

4 Conclusions and remarks

Two models of candidates for hereditary symmetry operators are analyzed and some pos-
sible basic hereditary symmetry operators are also given. Therefore according to the con-
ditions in Theorem P.1 and Theorem P.3, many concrete nonlinear systems of evolution
equations possessing infinitely many symmetries may be generated from various hereditary
symmetry operators having a zero Lie derivative with respect to u,. Some particular cases
are carefully discussed, along with several corresponding nonlinear systems.

Our results provide a direct way to extend hereditary symmetry operators. New re-
sulting hereditary symmetry operators, for example, the hereditary symmetry operators
shown in (B.16), (B.29) and (B.2J), can also be chosen as basic ones satisfying the linearity
condition (R.1)), and then more complicated hereditary symmetry operators can be gener-
ated by our idea of construction. Note that  may be a vector and no condition has been
imposed on the spatial dimension while examining two forms of candidates for hereditary

11



symmetry operators. Therefore the idea is also valid for the case of high spatial dimen-
sions, which will be reported elsewhere. On the other hand, we hope that there will appear
more concrete examples satisfying (B.3) and more concrete models of hereditary symmetry
operators.

It is worthy pointing out that the coupled condition (R.J) is only sufficient but not
necessary. We may have counterexamples. For example, a counterexample can be the fol-

lowing
B(u) = l . B1fen) ! ] u= l ul ] , (4.1)
2(U2)+CL(I)1(U1) (I)l(ul) ug
D;(u;) = 610 + 2(0u; 07 +wy), i = 1,2, (4.2)

with an arbitrary non-zero constant a. In fact, for this operator ®(u) we have

[T 0] . _JO00
(Cij)_[a 1‘|7(Zj)_[1 0‘|

If we choose i =1 =n =1, j = 2, then we obtain

2 2

k1l _ Il n _
Z CjCn = 0, Z CikClj = @y
k=1 k=1

and thus the first equality in the coupled condition (R.3) is not satisfied. But the operator
®(u) defined by (f.1)) and ({.) is hereditary, which may be directly proved.

The coupled condition (2.3) may also be viewed as a condition on a finite-dimensional

algebra with a basis e, e9, ---,exy and an operation
N
ei*ej:Zcfjek, 1<i4,57<N. (4.3)
k=1

But we have not yet known much about such kind of algebras.
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