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Abstract

Restricting a linear system for the KP hierarchy to those independent variablestn with oddn, its
compatibility (Zakharov-Shabat conditions) leads to the “odd KP hierarchy”. The latter consists of pairs
of equations fortwo dependent variables, taking values in a (typically noncommutative) associative
algebra. If the algebra is commutative, the odd KP hierarchyis known to admit reductions to the BKP
and the CKP hierarchy. We approach the odd KP hierarchy and its relation to BKP and CKP in different
ways, and address the question whether noncommutative versions of the BKP and the CKP equation (and
some of their reductions) exist. In particular, we derive a functional representation of a linear system for
the odd KP hierarchy, which in the commutative case producesfunctional representations of the BKP
and CKP hierarchies in terms of a tau function. Furthermore,we consider a functional representation of
the KP hierarchy that involves a second (auxiliary) dependent variable and features the odd KP hierarchy
directly as a subhierarchy. A method to generate large classes of exact solutions to the KP hierarchy from
solutions to a linear matrix ODE system, via a hierarchy of matrix Riccati equations, then also applies to
the odd KP hierarchy, and this in turn can be exploited, in particular, to obtain solutions to the BKP and
CKP hierarchies.

1 Introduction

Many (e.g. in the sense of the inverse scattering method) “integrable” partial differential (or difference)
equations (PDEs) admit generalizations to versions where the dependent variable takes values in an arbi-
trary associative and typicallynoncommutativealgebra (provided that differentiability with respect to the
independent variables can be defined) (see e.g. [1–4]). Thisfact can be exploited to generate large classes
of exact solutions to a scalar integrable PDE via simple solutions to the corresponding matrix PDE (see
also [5, 6]). In particular, the existence of families of solutions like multi-solitons is then a consequence of
the existence of certain solutions to the matrix PDE universally for arbitrary matrix size.

There are, however, integrable equations that donot admit a direct noncommutative generalization in
the above sense. The Sawada-Kotera equation [7] belongs to these exceptions [3]. This equation is a
reduction of the BKP equation, the first member of the BKP hierarchy [8–14] (see also [15–56]), which
also lacks a noncommutative version (the latter should not be confused with the multi-component version
of BKP). The BKP hierarchy and also the CKP hierarchy [9, 10] (see also [15, 31, 41, 43–45, 50, 55, 57–
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60]) originate from the “commutative” KP hierarchy in the Gelfand-Dickey-Sato (GDS) formalism (see
section 2.6) by first restricting the Lax equations to only odd-numbered variablest1, t3, t5, . . ., and then
imposing additional reduction conditions. The first step clearly also works in the noncommutative case. It
leads to the (noncommutative) “odd KP hierarchy”.

The GDS formulation of the KP hierarchy involves an infinite number of dependent variables. All
besides one can be eliminated, resulting in PDEs for a singledependent variable. In the same way, the
odd KP hierarchy (in the GDS formalism) leaves us with PDEs for two dependent variables. These PDEs
admit symmetries by means of which the full KP hierarchy can be restored (and the two dependent variables
reduced to a single one). This shows that the odd KP hierarchyis a part (subhierarchy) of the KP hierarchy,
something that is obvious in its GDS form. So why should we deal with a subhierarchy if we could treat
the full hierarchy? The crucial point is that the BKP and CKP reductions of the odd KP hierarchy arenot
compatible with the abovementioned KP-restoring symmetries. The general message is that a subhierarchy
can admit a reduction that does not extend to a reduction of the full hierarchy. And this is the reason why
BKP and CKP retain their individuality, despite their KP origin.

In section 2 we derive the first member of the odd KP hierarchy in an elementary way. This “odd KP
system” is a system of two PDEs for the KP variable and one additional dependent variable.1 Within this
system we can then look for noncommutative versions of reductions known in the commutative case, and
this is done in some subsections of section 2. BKP and CKP possess a certain noncommutative extension
with a single dependent variable, but severely constrained. It turns out, in particular, that these extensions
are solved by any solution to the first two equations of the “noncommutative” (potential) KdV hierarchy,
and this result remains true in the commutative case (where the constraints disappear). Furthermore, there
is a natural noncommutative generalization of the CKP equation, though as a system with two dependent
variables. Nothing similar is found in the BKP case.

In section 3 we derive a linear system, in functional form, for the whole odd KP hierarchy and deduce
corresponding results for the BKP and CKP hierarchies. Section 4 takes a different route, starting from a
functional representation of the KP hierarchy that involves an auxiliary dependent variable [61]. In this for-
mulation, the odd KP hierarchy appears as the subhierarchy that consists of equations containing only partial
derivatives with respect to the odd-numbered variables,t1, t3, t5, . . .. The auxiliary dependent variable then
takes the role of the second dependent variable of the odd KP system. A certain symmetry reduction for the
(odd) KP hierarchy is then introduced, which plays a crucialrole in the step from odd KP to BKP and CKP.

Several classes of solutions to the matrix KP hierarchy and,if a rank one condition holds (see e.g. [62]),
then also the scalar KP hierarchy, can be obtained from solutions to a system oflinear matrix ordinary
differential equations, via a system of matrix Riccati equations [61, 63–65]. This is a finite-dimensional
version of the famous Sato theory for the KP hierarchy. Usingthe abovementioned formulation of the KP
hierarchy that exhibits the odd KP hierarchy directly as a subhierarchy, this immediately also generates
solutions to the odd KP hierarchy. This is elaborated in section 5. Furthermore, we show how solutions to
the BKP and CKP hierarchies can be obtained from solutions tothe matrix odd KP hierarchy. Some final
remarks are collected in section 6.

2 The odd KP system

The Kadomtsev-Petviashvili (KP) hierarchy (see e.g. [66])is given by the integrability (or zero curvature)
conditions

Bm,tn −Bn,tm + [Bm, Bn] = 0 (2.1)

1Throughout we will work with a potentialφ related to the KP variableu by u = φt1 , hence this system may rather be called
“potential odd KP system”.

2



of the linear system [67]

ψtn = Bn ψ , n = 1, 2, 3, . . . , (2.2)

where

Bn = ∂n +

n−2
∑

k=0

bn,k ∂
k . (2.3)

Here∂ is the operator of partial differentiation with respect to the variablet1 (hence the first of equations
(2.2) is trivially satisfied), andψtn denotes the partial derivative ofψ with respect to the variabletn. The
objectsbn,k are differentiable2 functions oft = (t1, t2, . . .) with values in some associative algebraA, and
ψ is an element of a leftA-module. Correspondingly, the dependent variable of the “noncommutative” KP
hierarchy is anA-valued function.

If A is commutative, restricting (2.2) to only odd values ofn, settingbn,0 = 0 for n = 1, 3, 5, . . ., and
“freezing” the variablest2, t4, . . ., leads to the BKP hierarchy [9,10].

In the following we also restrict (2.2) to only odd values ofn, but do not impose further conditions right
away (see also [10] for the commutative case). Section 2.1 derives the “odd KP system” from (2.2) with
n = 3, 5 in a direct way. Section 2.6 identifies it as the first non-trivial member of the GDS formulation
of the KP hierarchy, restricted to odd-numbered evolution variables. In sections 2.2-2.5 we consider some
reductions of the odd KP system.

2.1 Elementary derivation of the odd KP system

Let us consider the first two non-trivial equations of the above linear system with oddn, i.e.

ψt3 = (∂3 + b3,1 ∂ + b3,0)ψ , (2.4)

ψt5 = (∂5 + b5,3 ∂
3 + b5,2 ∂

2 + b5,1 ∂ + b5,0)ψ . (2.5)

By exploiting the integrability condition and introducingpotentialsφ andθ via3

b3,0 = 3 θt1 +
3

2
φt1t1 , b3,1 = 3φt1 , (2.6)

the coefficients of the linear system are fixed in terms ofφ andθ,

ψt3 = (∂3 + 3φt1∂ + 3 θt1 +
3

2
φt1t1)ψ , (2.7)

ψt5 =
(

∂5 + 5φt1∂
3 + 5 (θt1 +

3

2
φt1t1) ∂

2 + 5 (θt1t1 +
1

3
φt3 +

7

6
φt1t1t1

+φt1
2) ∂ + b5,0

)

ψ , (2.8)

where

b5,0 =
5

3
θt3 +

10

3
θt1t1t1 +

5

6
φt1t3 +

5

3
φt1t1t1t1 + 5 {θt1 , φt1}+

5

2
(φt1

2)t1

+
5

3
[φt1 , φt1t1 ] +

5

3

∫

[φt3 , φt1 ] t.1 . (2.9)

2This requires some additional structure that we need not specify here. IfA is an algebra of real or complex matrices, the usual
differential structure will be assumed.

3The shift by3
2
φt1t1 leads to a more ‘symmetric’ form of the resulting equations (2.10) and (2.11).
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Here[ , ] and{ , } mean commutator and anti-commutator, respectively. The remaining integrability condi-
tions then result in the following pair of equations,

(

9φt5 − 5φt1t1t3 + φt1t1t1t1t1 −
15

2
{φt1 , φt3 − φt1t1t1 − φt1

2}+
45

4
(φt1t1

2 − 4 θt1
2)
)

t1

−5φt3t3 + 15
(

[φt1 , θt3 − θt1t1t1 ] + [θt1 , φt3 +
1

2
φt1t1t1 ] +

3

2
[θt1t1 , φt1t1 ]

+ [φt1 ,

∫

[φt3 , φt1 ] t.1]
)

= 0 , (2.10)

and
[

9 θt5 − 5 θt1t1t3 + θt1t1t1t1t1 +
15

2

(

− {φt3 , θt1}+ {θt1t1t1 , φt1}+
1

2
{θt1 , φt1t1}t1

+6φt1 θt1 φt1 +
1

6
[φt3 , φt1t1 ] +

1

6
[φt1 , φt1t1 ]t1t1 −

1

4
[φt1t1 , φt1t1t1 ]

) ]

t1

−5 θt3t3 −
15

2
{θt1 , φt1}t3 + 15 [θt1 , θt3 +

1

2
θt1t1t1 +

∫

[φt3 , φt1 ] t.1 ]

+45 [(θt1)
2 , φt1 ] + 15 [φt1t1 , [φt1 , θt1 ] ] +

15

2
[ [θt1 , φt1t1 ] , φt1 ] +

25

4
[φt1t1t3 , φt1 ]

−5
(

∫

[φt3 , φt1 ] t.1
)

t3
+

15

2
[φt3 − φt1t1t1 , (φt1)

2] +
45

4
[φt1 , (φt1t1)

2] = 0 . (2.11)

In the following we refer to (2.10) and (2.11) as the “odd KP system”. We note that by introducing

θ̃ := θ +
1

2

∫

[φ , φt1 ] t.1 , (2.12)

which impliesθt3 = θ̃t3 −
1
2 [φ , φt3 ] −

∫

[φt3 , φt1 ] t.1, the resulting equations no longer involve integrals,
see also section 4.

Remark 2.1 Switching on “even flows”, we have in particularψt2 = (∂2+ b2,0)ψ. Compatibility with (2.4)
(using (2.6)) then leads tob2,0 = 2φt1 , θt1 = 1

2φt2 , and the (potential) KP equation forφ. �

2.2 Recovering BKP and CKP in the commutative case

If A is commutative, then the above pair of equations reduces to
(

9φt5 − 5φt1t1t3 + φt1t1t1t1t1 − 15φt3 φt1 + 15φt1 φt1t1t1 + 15φt1
3 +

45

4
φt1t1

2

−45 θt1
2
)

t1
− 5φt3t3 = 0 , (2.13)

(

9 θt5 − 5 θt1t1t3 + θt1t1t1t1t1 − 15φt3 θt1 + 15φt1 θt1t1t1 +
15

2
(φt1t1 θt1)t1

+45φt1
2 θt1

)

t1
− 5 (θt3 + 3φt1 θt1)t3 = 0 . (2.14)

Setting

θ = k φt1 , (2.15)

it turns out that the second equation is a consequence of the first if

k = 0,±
1

2
. (2.16)
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If k = ±1/2, (2.13) becomes theBKP equation

(

9φt5 − 5φt1t1t3 + φt1t1t1t1t1 − 15φt1 φt3 + 15φt1 φt1t1t1 + 15φt1
3
)

t1
− 5φt3t3 = 0 . (2.17)

Settingφt3 = 0 reduces (2.17) to the (potential) Sawada-Kotera equation [7,9,47]

9φt5 + φt1t1t1t1t1 + 15 (φt1 φt1t1t1 + φt1
3) = 0 , (2.18)

which is knownnot to possess anoncommutative (e.g. matrix) version [3]. Settingφt5 = 0 in (2.17), yields
the Ramani equation [9, 68] (also called (potential) bidirectional Sawada-Kotera (bSK) equation [50, 69–
71]),

(

− 5φt1t1t3 + φt1t1t1t1t1 − 15φt1 φt3 + 15φt1 φt1t1t1 + 15φt1
3
)

t1
− 5φt3t3 = 0 . (2.19)

If k = −1/2 we haveb3,0 = b5,0 = 0 and thus the familiar linear system for the BKP equation [9,10],

ψt3 = (∂3 + 3φt1 ∂)ψ , (2.20)

ψt5 =
(

∂5 + 5 ∂ φt1 ∂
2 +

5

3
(φt3 + 2φt1t1t1 + 3φt1

2) ∂
)

ψ . (2.21)

If k = 1/2, we obtain another linear system for the BKP equation:

ψt3 = 3φt1t1 ψ + 3φt1 ψt1 + ψt1t1t1 = (∂3 + 3 ∂ φt1)ψ , (2.22)

ψt5 =
5

3
(φt3 + 2φt1t1t1 + 3φt1

2)t1 ψ +
5

3
(φt3 + 5φt1t1t1 + 3φt1

2)ψt1

+10φt1t1 ψt1t1 + 5φt1 ψt1t1t1 + ψt1t1t1t1t1

=
(

∂5 + 5 ∂2φt1∂ +
5

3
∂ (φt3 + 2φt1t1t1 + 3φt1

2)
)

ψ , (2.23)

which is thus simply an adjoint of the first linear system.

If k = 0 (i.e. θ = 0), (2.13) becomes theCKP equation[9]

(

9φt5 − 5φt1t1t3 + φt1t1t1t1t1 − 15φt1 φt3 + 15φt1 φt1t1t1 + 15φt1
3 +

45

4
φt1t1

2
)

t1

−5φt3t3 = 0 . (2.24)

The linear system in this case turns out to be given by half thesum of the respective equations of the above
two BKP linear systems.

Settingφt3 = 0 reduces (2.24) to the (potential) Kaup-Kupershmidt equation [72]

9φt5 + φt1t1t1t1t1 + 15 (φt1 φt1t1t1 +
3

4
φt1t1

2 + φt1
3) = 0 . (2.25)

Settingφt5 = 0 in (2.24), yields the bidirectional Kaup-Kupershmidt (bKK) equation [50,69–71,73].

2.3 BKP and the noncommutative KdV hierarchy

Imposing the BKP condition

θ = −
1

2
φt1 (2.26)
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(i.e. k = −1
2 in (2.15)) in thenoncommutative case, we haveb3,0 = 0 and

b5,0 =
5

3

∫

[φt3 − φt1t1t1 , φt1 ] t.1 . (2.27)

Then (2.10) reduces to
(

9φt5 − 5φt1t1t3 + φt1t1t1t1t1 − 15 (φt1 (φt3 − φt1t1t1)− φt1
3)
)

t1
− 5φt3t3

+15 [φt1 ,

∫

[φt3 , φt1 ] t.1] = 0 , (2.28)

and (2.11), after use of (2.28), becomes

[φt3 − φt1t1t1 , φt1 ]t1t1 −
(

∫

[φt3 − φt1t1t1 , φt1 ] t.1
)

t3
+ 3φt1 [φt3 − φt1t1t1 , φt1 ] = 0 . (2.29)

The latter equation represents a constraint which, however, is not in general preserved under the flow with
evolution variablet5, given by (2.28).4 Now we observe that (2.29) is obviously solved if

φt3 = φt1t1t1 + f(φt1) , (2.30)

wheref is an arbitrary polynomial inφt1 with coefficients in the center ofA. But only for a special choice
of f , the equation (2.30) has a chance to be compatible with (2.28). Addressing integrability, evolution
equations like (2.30), with the restriction that the right hand side is a homogeneous differential polynomial,
appear to be distinguished. This reduces (2.30) to the potential KdV equation, wheref(φt1) = aφt1

2 with
a constanta, or the mKdV equation, wheref(φt1) = aφt1

3. But only in the KdV case the weighting of
terms is compatible with (2.28). Using the KdV equation in (2.28), yields

(

9φt5 − 9φt1t1t1t1t1 − 15 a (φt1
2)t1t1 + 15 aφt1t1

2 − 5 (a+ 3) aφt1
3
)

t1

+5 (9 − a2)φt1φt1t1φt1 = 0 . (2.31)

Choosinga = 3, this can be integrated to

φt5 − φt1t1t1t1t1 − 5 (φt1
2)t1t1 + 5φt1t1

2 − 10φt1
3 = 0 , (2.32)

and (2.30) reads

φt3 = φt1t1t1 + 3φt1
2 . (2.33)

(2.33) and (2.32) are the first two equations of the noncommutative potential KdV (ncpKdV) hierarchy.5

Hence, any solution to the first two ncpKdV hierarchy equations (2.33) and (2.32) also solves the above
noncommutative extension of the BKP equation.6 This relation then also holds for the “commutative” scalar
equations, of course. But to find this result the step into thenoncommutative framework was extremely
helpful.

Remark 2.2 If we impose the conditionsb3,0 = b5,0 = 0 on the noncommutative odd KP system, we obtain
(2.26) and[φt3 − φt1t1t1 , φt1 ] = 0, which leads more directly to (2.30). �

Another noncommutative extension of the BKP equation is obtained forθ = 1
2 φt1 (i.e. k = 1

2 in (2.15)),
and one finds corresponding results.

4Taking a look at this problem in the Sawada-Kotera case, whereφt3 = 0 simplifies the equations a lot, we have to compute the
derivative of (2.29) with respect tot5 and then eliminateφt5 by use of (2.28). Already the resulting terms quadratic in (derivatives
of) φ do not cancel as a consequence of (2.29) and its derivatives with respect tot1.

5With u = −φx wherex = t1 we obtain from (2.33) and (2.32), respectively, the potential versions of (3.46) and (3.47) in [74].
6An analogous relation exists between the first two equationsof the (noncommutative) Burgers hierarchy and the KP equation

[61,75].

6



2.4 CKP and the noncommutative KdV hierarchy

Imposing the CKP conditionθ = 0, (2.10) reduces to
(

9φt5 − 5φt1t1t3 + φt1t1t1t1t1 −
15

2
{φt1 , φt3 − φt1t1t1 − φt1

2}+
45

4
(φt1t1)

2
)

t1

−5φt3t3 + 15 [φt1 ,

∫

[φt3 , φt1 ] t.1] = 0 (2.34)

and (2.11) yields a constraint, involving only commutators, which is not in general preserved under the flow
of (2.34). The constraint turns out to be satisfied as a consequence of the ncpKdV equation in the form

φt3 =
1

4
φt1t1t1 +

3

2
(φt1)

2 , (2.35)

and (2.34) then integrates to

φt5 =
1

16
φt1t1t1t1t1 +

5

8
(φt1

2)t1t1 −
5

8
(φt1t1)

2 +
5

2
(φt1)

3 , (2.36)

which is the second equation of the ncpKdV hierarchy.7 As a consequence, any solution to the first two
equations of the ncpKdV hierarchy (with coefficients as given above) is also a solution to the constrained
noncommutative extension of the CKP equation. In the commutative case, the corresponding statement
then also holds, of course, i.e. any solution to the first two equations of the potential KdV hierarchy (with
coefficients as given above) is also a solution to the CKP equation.

2.5 Further reductions of the odd KP system in the noncommutative case

Imposingφt3 = θt3 = 0, we obtain from (2.10) and (2.11) the following noncommutative generalization of
the (potential) Sawada-Kotera (2.18) and Kaup-Kupershmidt equation (2.25),

9φt5 + φt1t1t1t1t1 +
15

2
{φt1 , φt1t1t1}+

45

4
φt1t1

2 + 15φt1
3 + 15 [θt1t1 , φt1 ]

+
15

2
[θt1 , φt1t1 ]− 45 θt1

2 = 0 (2.37)

and

9 θt1t5 + θt1t1t1t1t1t1 +
15

2

(

{θt1t1t1 , φt1}+
1

2
{θt1 , φt1t1}t1 + 6φt1 θt1 φt1 +

1

6
[φt1 , φt1t1 ]t1t1

−
1

4
[φt1t1 , φt1t1t1 ] + [θt1 , θt1t1t1 ]

)

t1
+ 45 [(θt1)

2 −
1

4
(φt1t1)

2 , φt1 ] + 15 [φt1t1 , [φt1 , θt1 ] ]

+
15

2
[φt1 , [φt1t1 , θt1 ] ]−

15

2
[φt1t1t1 , (φt1)

2] = 0 . (2.38)

In thecommutativecase, the last equation can be integrated with respect tot1, and we recover an integrable
system that appeared in [76,77] (see also [78]),

9ut5 + ut1t1t1t1t1 + 10uut1t1t1 + 25ut1 ut1t1 + 20u2 ut1 − 135 θt1 θt1t1 = 0 , (2.39)

9 θt5 + θt1t1t1t1t1 + 10u θt1t1t1 + 5 (ut1 θt1)t1 + 20u2 θt1 = 0 , (2.40)

whereu := 3
2φt1 . In [79] an attempt was made to find a noncommutative version of “coupled systems of

Kaup-Kupershmidt and Sawada-Kotera type”, but without success. The above equations (2.37) and (2.38)
constitute a solution to this problem.

7We note that (2.35) and (2.36) can be obtained from (2.33) and(2.32) viatn 7→ 2 tn.
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Settingφt5 = θt5 = 0 in (2.10) and (2.11), we obtain a system that may be regarded as a noncommuta-
tive generalization of the Ramani (or bSK) equation (2.19) and the bidirectional Kaup-Kupershmidt (bKK)
equation.

Remark 2.3 The system (2.37) and (2.38) possesses the symmetryφt2 = 2 θt1 (see also remark 2.1), by use
of which we obtain from it the first and the third member of the (noncommutative) Boussinesq hierarchy. The
latter is the3-reductionof the (noncommutative) KP hierarchy (also called third Gelfand-Dickey hierarchy
[66]). This means that the system (2.37) and (2.38) can also be obtained as a reduction of the KP hierarchy,
and not just as a reduction of the odd KP hierarchy. The crucial point is that the reduction condition is
compatible with the equations (likeφt2 = 2 θt1 ) that are needed to complete the odd KP hierarchy to the
KP hierarchy (cf section 4). This is not so for the reductionsof odd KP to BKP or CKP. In the same
way, the noncommutative generalization of the bSK and bKK equations is related to the 5-reduction of the
(noncommutative) KP hierarchy (fifth Gelfand-Dickey hierarchy). �

2.6 Gelfand-Dickey-Sato formulation of the odd KP hierarchy

The odd KP system can be extended to a hierarchy by restricting the GDS formulation (see e.g. [66]) of the
KP hierarchy,

Ltn = [Bn, L] , (2.41)

where

Bn = (Ln)≥0 , L = ∂ + u2 ∂
−1 + u3 ∂

−2 + . . . , (2.42)

to odd-numbered variablestn. Here∂−1 is the formal inverse of∂ and ( )≥0 means the projection of a
pseudodifferential operator to its differential operatorpart (see e.g. [66]). We have in particular

B3 = (L3)≥0 = ∂3 + 3u2 ∂ + 3 (u3 + u2,t1) , (2.43)

B5 = (L5)≥0 = ∂5 + 5u2 ∂
3 + 5 (u3 + 2u2,t1) ∂

2 + 5 (u4 + 2u3,t1 + 2u2,t1t1 + 2u22) ∂

+5 (u5 + 2u4,t1 + 2u3,t1t1 + u2,t1t1t1 + 2 {u2, u3}+ 2 (u22)t1) . (2.44)

(2.41) is known to be equivalent to the zero curvature conditions (2.1), withBn defined in (2.42). By
comparison withB3 andB5 computed in section 2.1, we find

u2 = φt1 , u3 = θt1 −
1

2
φt1t1 , u4 = −θt1t1 +

1

3
φt3 +

1

6
φt1t1t1 − (φt1)

2 ,

u5 =
1

3
θt3 +

2

3
θt1t1t1 −

1

2
φt1t3 − {θt1 , φt1}+

3

2
(φt1

2)t1 +
1

3
[φt1 , φt1t1 ]

+
1

3

∫

[φt3 , φt1 ] t.1 . (2.45)

If A is commutative, the CKP reduction of the KP hierarchy is determined byL + L∗ = 0, and the
BKP reductions by∂ L+ L∗ ∂ = 0, respectivelyL∂ + ∂ L∗ = 0 [10]. HereL∗ denotes the adjoint of the
pseudodifferential operatorL (see e.g. [66]). We summarize these well-known relations together with those
found in section 2.2 in the following table.

BKP ∂ L+ L∗ ∂ = 0 θ = −1
2 φt1

BKP L∂ + ∂ L∗ = 0 θ = 1
2 φt1

CKP L+ L∗ = 0 θ = 0
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If A is matrix algebra overR or C, we can generalize the adjoint by setting(A∂)∗ := −∂ A⊺, where
A ∈ A with transposeA⊺.8 The CKP condition then generalizes to

matrix CKP L+ L∗ = 0 φ⊺ = φ , θ⊺ = −θ

The conditions forφ andθ indeed yield a consistent reduction of the odd KP system, which may thus be
regarded as a noncommutative version of the CKP equation. For m > 1, it is a pair of equations fortwo
dependent (matrix) variables, however. The correspondinghierarchy will be calledmatrix CKPhierarchy.
In the following, “CKP equation” or “CKP hierarchy” throughout refers to the familiar scalar (commutative)
case, i.e.m = 1, and we will add “matrix” whenever we mean the matrix generalization. In contrast to the
CKP case, the above BKP reduction condition forL doesnotconsistently generalize to the noncommutative
case.

The formulation (2.41), withn ∈ N, of the KP hierarchy depends on an infinite number of dependent
variables. Elimination ofu3, u4, . . . leads to PDEs that only involve the variableu2 (= φt1). Omitting
some of the equations (2.41), it will no longer be possible toeliminate all the auxiliary variablesu3, u4, . . ..
In the step to the odd KP hierarchy, where all equations (2.41) involving derivatives with respect to even-
numbered variables are dropped, one of the additional variables is retained, namelyu3, which leads to
the appearance ofθ. It would be desirable to find a way to explicitly eliminate all the remaining auxiliary
variablesu4, u5, . . . from the sequence of equations (2.41) with oddn. In section 3 we solve this problem on
the level of the corresponding linear system. The odd KP hierarchy expressed in terms ofφ andθ (without
auxiliary variables) then arises from the integrability conditions.

Also in case of the full KP system, (2.41) withn ∈ N, we may think of eliminating onlyu4, u5, . . ..
The resulting equations then depend onu2 andu3, and further elimination ofu3 would lead to the KP
equation and its companions. The more interesting aspect, however, is that in such a formulation of the KP
hierarchy, we should expect the odd KP system (and its hierarchy companions) to form a subhierarchy. In
fact, in section 4, we start from a functional form of the KP hierarchy that involves one additional (auxiliary)
variable that, by now not surprisingly, turns out to be related toθ. In this representation of the KP hierarchy,
the odd KP hierarchy is indeed nicely described as a subhierarchy. We note that in this picture a solution to
the odd KP hierarchy in general still depends on the even-numbered variablest2n, which are constants with
respect to the odd KP hierarchy.

3 A linear system for the odd KP hierarchy in functional form

In this section we present a linear system for the whole noncommutative odd KP hierarchy in functional
form. This extends the linear system for the odd KP system obtained in section 2.1. The bilinear identity
for the KP hierarchy (see e.g. [66]), restricted to odd-numbered variables, is

res[ψ(so, z) ψ̃(to, z)] = 0 , (3.1)

whereto = (t1, t3, t5, . . .),

ψ(to, z) = w(to, z) e
ξ̃(to,z) , ψ̃(to, z) = w̃(to, z) e

−ξ̃(to,z) , (3.2)

with ξ̃(to, z) =
∑

n≥1 t2n−1 z
2n−1 and

w(to, z) = I +
∑

n≥1

wn(to) z
−n , w̃(to, z) = I +

∑

n≥1

w̃n(to) z
−n . (3.3)

8More generally, we may consider an algebraA with an involution∗, and define(A∂)∗ := −∂ A∗.
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We will often omit the argumentto, for simplicity. Inserting (3.2) in (3.1), the bilinear identity reads

res
(

w(so, z) w̃(to, z) e
ξ̃(so−to,z)

)

= 0. (3.4)

The residueresf(z) of a formal seriesf(z) =
∑+∞

n=−∞ fn z
−n is the coefficientf1. In particular, setting

so = to, (3.4) implies

w̃1 = −w1 =: φ . (3.5)

We write

w2 = −θ̃ +
1

2
(φt1 + φ2) , (3.6)

with a variableθ̃. We shall see thatφ can be identified with the variable of the same name introduced in
section 2.1, and that̃θ coincides with the variable defined in (2.12). Below we use the Miwa shift notation
φ[λ](to) = φ(to + [λ]), [λ] = (λ, λ3/3, λ5/5, . . .). The proof of the following theorem is presented in
Appendix A.

Theorem 3.1 The bilinear identity implies

1

λ
F (λ) (ψ2[λ] − ψ)− (ψ2[λ] + ψ)t1

=
λ

2

(

θ̃2[λ] − θ̃ +
1

2
(φ2[λ] − φ)t1 −

1

2
[φ, φ2[λ]]

)

F (λ)−1 (ψ2[λ] + ψ) , (3.7)

where

F (λ) := I −
λ

2

(

φ2[λ] − φ
)

. (3.8)

�

(3.7) is a functional representation of the linear system for the odd KP hierarchy. By expansion in powers
of the indeterminateλ, we recover from the lowest orders the linear system of the odd KP system derived in
section 2.1. Indeed, at orderλ2 we obtain

ψt3 =
(

∂3 + 3φt1∂ +
3

2
(2 θ̃t1 + φt1t1 + [φt1 , φ])

)

ψ , (3.9)

which is (2.7) by use of (2.12). At orderλ3 we obtain the derivative of the above equation with respect to t1.
At orderλ4 we get an equation that containsψt3 , which can be replaced with the help of (3.9). This results
in

ψt5 =
(

∂5 + 5φt1∂
3 +

5

2
(2 θ̃t1 + 3φt1t1 + [φt1 , φ]) ∂

2 +
5

6
(6 θ̃t1t1 + 7φt1t1t1 + 2φt3

+6φt1
2 + 3 [φt1t1 , φ]) ∂ +

5

3
(θ̃t3 + 2 θ̃t1t1t1 + φt1t1t1t1 +

1

2
φt1t3) + 5 {θ̃t1 , φt1}

+
5

2
(φt1

2)t1 +
5

6
[φt3 , φ] +

5

3
[φt1t1t1 , φ] +

5

2
[φt1

2, φ]
)

ψ , (3.10)

which by use of (2.12) becomes (2.8).

10



3.1 The commutative case

If A is commutative, imposing thereductioncondition (2.15), i.e.θ̃ = θ = k φt1 with a constantk, the
linear system (3.7) takes the form

1

λ
(ψ2[λ] − ψ) = F (λ)k−

1
2

(

F (λ)−k− 1
2 (ψ2[λ] + ψ)

)

t1
. (3.11)

Hence

1

λ
(ψ2[λ] − ψ) =















F (λ)−1(ψ2[λ] + ψ)t1 k = −1
2 (BKP)

(

F (λ)−1(ψ2[λ] + ψ)
)

t1
for k = 1

2 (BKP)

F (λ)−
1
2

(

F (λ)−
1
2 (ψ2[λ] + ψ)

)

t1
k = 0 (CKP)

(3.12)

The CKP functional linear equation is half of the sum of the two BKP functional linear equations. In the
remainder of this section we consider the case whereφ is aC-valued function and write

φ = (ln τ2)t1 = 2 (ln τ)t1 , (3.13)

with a functionτ . (In sections 5.1 and 5.2 we use a different functionτ given byφ = (ln τ)t1 .)

Lemma 3.1 The bilinear identity (3.1) with the reductionθ = k φt1 implies

w(λ−1) =
τ−2[λ]

τ
F (−λ)k+

1
2 , w̃(λ−1) =

τ2[λ]

τ
F (λ)−k+ 1

2 , (3.14)

whereF (λ) now takes the form

F (λ) = 1− λ
(

ln
τ2[λ]

τ

)

t1
. (3.15)

Proof: We refer to some consequences of (3.1) derived in Appendix A.(A.3) can be written as

w̃(λ−1) =
F (λ)

w2[λ](λ−1)
.

From (A.4) we get

w′
2[λ](λ

−1) w̃(λ−1) =
1

λ
(F (λ)− 1)F (λ) +

1

2
F ′(λ)−

λ

2
(θ2[λ] − θ) ,

where a prime indicates a partial derivative with respect tot1, and thus

(lnw2[λ](λ
−1))′ = −

1

2
(φ2[λ] − φ) +

1

2
(lnF (λ))′ −

λ

2F (λ)
(θ2[λ] − θ) .

Using (3.13), the preceding equation can be integrated to

w2[λ](λ
−1) =

τ

τ2[λ]
F (λ)k+

1
2 ,

which is equivalent to the first equation in (3.14). With its help, the equation we started with becomes the
second of (3.14). �
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By use of the lemma, and settingz = λ−1, we find

w̃(z) =







w(−z)− z−1 w(−z)t1 k = −1
2 (BKP)

w̃(−z) + z−1w̃(−z)t1 for k = 1
2 (BKP)

w(−z) k = 0 (CKP)
(3.16)

and thus the following relations for the Baker-Akhiezer functionψ and its adjointψ̃,

ψ̃(z) = −z−1ψ(−z)t1 k = −1
2 (BKP)

ψ(z) = z−1ψ̃(−z)t1 for k = 1
2 (BKP)

ψ̃(z) = ψ(−z) k = 0 (CKP)

(3.17)

Proposition 3.1 The bilinear identity (3.1) with the reductionθ = k φt1 implies the “differential Fay iden-
tity”

λ+ µ

λ− µ
τ2[λ] τ2[µ]

(

λF2[λ](µ)
k+ 1

2 F (µ)−k+ 1
2 − µF2[µ](λ)

k+ 1
2 F (λ)−k+ 1

2

)

= (λ+ µ) τ τ2[λ]+2[µ] − λµ
(

(τ2[λ]+2[µ])t1 τ − τ2[λ]+2[µ] τt1

)

. (3.18)

Proof: This is obtained from (A.5) using (3.14) and (A.7). �

In the BKP case (k = ±1/2), the differential Fay identity (3.18) is bilinear,

(λ−1 + µ−1)(τ2[λ]+2[µ] τ − τ2[λ] τ2[µ])

= (τ2[λ]+2[µ])t1 τ − τ2[λ]+2[µ] τt1 +
λ+ µ

λ− µ

(

(τ2[λ])t1 τ2[µ] − τ2[λ] (τ2[µ])t1

)

, (3.19)

whereas in the CKP case (k = 0) it is not9,

λ+ µ

λ− µ
τ2[λ] τ2[µ]

(

λF2[λ](µ)
1
2 F (µ)

1
2 − µF2[µ](λ)

1
2 F (λ)

1
2

)

= (λ+ µ) τ τ2[λ]+2[µ] − λµ
(

(τ2[λ]+2[µ])t1 τ − τ2[λ]+2[µ] τt1

)

. (3.20)

Expansion in powers of the indeterminatesλ andµ generates the BKP, respectively CKP, hierarchy equa-
tions.

4 From a functional representation of the KP hierarchy to odd KP

A functional representation of them×m matrix KP hierarchy is determined by [61]

λ−1(φ− φ−[λ])− φt1 − (φ− φ−[λ])φ = θ̂ − θ̂−[λ] (4.1)

with an additional dependent variablêθ, andφ[λ](t) = φ(t + [λ]) wheret = (t1, t2, t3, . . .) and [λ] =

(λ, λ2/2, λ3/3, . . .). By expansion in powers of the indeterminateλ and elimination of̂θ one recovers the
equations of the KP hierarchy. We note that although (4.1) contains a “bare”φ besides derivatives of it with
respect totn, after elimination of̂θ the resulting equations do not. Writing

θ̂ = θ̃ −
1

2
(φt1 + φ2) , (4.2)

9This is in agreement with the fact that the CKP hierarchy cannot be expressed in Hirota bilinear form with a singleτ -function
[10].
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(4.1) takes the following form, after a Miwa shift,

λ−1(φ[λ] − φ)−
1

2
(φ[λ] + φ)t1 −

1

2
(φ[λ] − φ)2 +

1

2
[φ, φ[λ]] = θ̃[λ] − θ̃ . (4.3)

Clearly, now one recovers the equations of the matrix KP hierarchy by expansion in powers ofλ and elimi-
nation ofθ̃. The first four equations from expansion of (4.3) can be written as10

φt2 = 2 θ̃t1 − [φ, φt1 ] , (4.4)

θ̃t2 =
2

3
φt3 −

1

6
φt1t1t1 − (φt1)

2 −
1

2
[φ, [φ, φt1 ]] + [φ, θ̃t1 ] , (4.5)

φt4 =
4

3
θ̃t3 +

2

3
θ̃t1t1t1 + 2{φt1 , θ̃t1} −

1

3
[φ, 2φt3 + φt1t1t1 ]− [φ, (φt1)

2] , (4.6)

θ̃t4 =
4

5
φt5 −

1

3
φt1t1t3 +

1

30
φt1t1t1t1t1 −

1

6
{φt1 , 4φt3 − φt1t1t1}+

1

2
(φt1t1)

2

−2 (θ̃t1)
2 − [φt1 , θ̃t1t1 ] +

1

3
[φ, 2θ̃t3 + θ̃t1t1t1 ]−

1

6
[φ, [φ, 2φt3 + φt1t1t1 ]]

+[φ, {φt1 , θ̃t1}] + {θ̃t1 , [φ, φt1 ]}+
1

2
[φt1 , [φ, φt1t1 ]]−

1

2
[φ, φt1 ]

2

−
1

2
[φ, [φ, (φt1 )

2]] . (4.7)

Solving the first equation for̃θt1 and using the resulting expression to eliminateθ̃ from the second, results
in the (potential) KP equation

4φt3 − φt1t1t1 − 6 (φt1)
2 − 3

∫

φt3t3 t.1 + 6

∫

[φt1 , φt2 ] t.1 = 0 . (4.8)

Instead of eliminating̃θ from (4.3), which yields the matrix KP hierarchy, we can eliminate the derivatives of
φ andθ̃ with respect to the even-numbered variables,t2n. This means we solve the equations resulting from
(4.3) for the derivatives ofφ and θ̃ with respect tot2n, as in (4.4), (4.5), etc., compute their integrability
conditions, and further use them to eliminate in the latter all derivatives with respect to even-numbered
variables. In particular,φt2t4 = φt4t2 yields, after elimination of “even” derivatives,

(

9φt5 − 5φt1t1t3 + φt1t1t1t1t1 −
15

2
{φt1 , φt3 − φt1t1t1}+ 15 (φt1)

3 +
45

4

(

(φt1t1)
2 − 4 (θ̃t1)

2
)

+
45

2
{θ̃t1 , [φ, φt1 ]} −

15

4
[[φ, φt1 ], φt1t1 ]−

15

2
[[φ, φt1t1 ], φt1 ]−

45

4
[φ, φt1 ]

2
)

t1
− 5φt3t3

+15
(

[φt1 , θ̃t3 − θ̃t1t1t1 ] + [θ̃t1 , φt3 +
1

2
φt1t1t1 ] +

3

2
[θ̃t1t1 , φt1t1 ]−

1

2
[φ, [φt1 , φt3 ]]

)

= 0 , (4.9)

and fromθ̃t2t4 = θ̃t4t2 one obtains another quite lengthy equation for the two dependent variablesφ and
θ̃, involving only derivatives with respect tot1, t3, t5. We verified independently with FORM [80] and
Mathematica [81] that via (2.12) these two equations are equivalent to (2.10) and (2.11), which is our odd
KP system.

The structure displayed in (4.4)-(4.7) in fact extends to the whole hierarchy, since the expansion of
(4.3) in powers ofλ has the following leading derivatives (which do not appear in the remaining terms,
represented by dots),

λ2n−1 :
1

2n
φt2n =

1

2n− 1
θ̃t2n−1 + . . . , λ2n :

1

2n
θ̃t2n =

1

2n+ 1
φt2n+1 + . . . , (4.10)

10Here we used e.g. the first equation to eliminateφt2 from the second. By use of (2.12), (4.4) simplifies toφt2 = 2 θt1 (see
also remark 2.1).
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wheren = 1, 2, . . .. Hence the method of computing the integrability conditions φt2mt2n = φt2nt2m and
θ̃t2mt2n = θ̃t2nt2m , and then eliminating all derivatives ofφ andθ̃ with respect to even-numbered variables,
extends to the whole KP hierarchy. This yields a hierarchy ofequations involving only derivatives with
respect to odd-numbered variables and we have shown that itsfirst member is our odd KP system. Because
of the hierarchy property, it should then coincide with the odd KP hierarchy as formulated in section 2.6, or
generated by the linear system derived in section 3.

Above we started with a formulation of the KP hierarchy in terms of two dependent variables,φ andθ̃
(or equivalentlyθ). θ̃ entered the stage as an auxiliary variable and its elimination leads to an expression for
the KP hierarchy in terms of a single dependent variable, which isφ. In this formulation of the KP hierarchy,
the odd KP hierarchy is directly described as a subhierarchy(without further auxiliary variables as in the
GDS formulation of section 2.6). A particular consequence is that any method to construct exact solutions
to the KP hierarchy in the formulation using the auxiliary dependent variableθ (or θ̃) automatically yields
solutions to the odd KP hierarchy. This fact will be used in section 5.

We note that (4.4), (4.5), etc., aresymmetriesof the odd KP hierarchy equations, with the help of which
one recovers the whole KP hierarchy.

The next result will turn out to be crucial for establishing arelation between solutions to the (noncom-
mutative) odd KP hierarchy and solutions to the BKP and CKP hierarchies. From now on we consider
matrices overR orC.

Proposition 4.1 The functional representation (4.3) of them×m matrix KP hierarchy is invariant under

φ 7→ φ⊺ ◦ ε , θ̃ 7→ −θ̃⊺ ◦ ε , (4.11)

whereε(t1, t2, t3, t4, . . .) := (t1,−t2, t3,−t4, . . .), andφ⊺ is the transpose ofφ.

Proof: We consider (4.1) withφ andθ̃ replaced byφ⊺ ◦ ε and−θ̃⊺ ◦ ε, respectively. Taking the transpose of
the resulting equation, noting that(f ◦ ε)[λ] = (f−[−λ]) ◦ ε, and composing withε (which has the property
ε ◦ ε = id), leads to

λ−1(φ−[−λ] − φ)−
1

2
(φ−[−λ] + φ)t1 −

1

2
(φ−[−λ] − φ)2 −

1

2
[φ, φ−[−λ]] = −θ̃−[−λ] + θ̃ .

With the substitutionλ→ −λ and a Miwa shift with[λ], this becomes (4.1). �

As a consequence, the (matrix) KP hierarchy admits the symmetry reduction

φ = φ⊺ ◦ ε , θ̃ = −θ̃⊺ ◦ ε . (4.12)

Restricting to theodd KP hierarchy, and settingt2n = 0, n = 1, 2, . . ., we haveφ ◦ ε = φ and θ̃ ◦ ε = θ̃,
hence the last conditions simplify to

φ = φ⊺ , θ̃ = −θ̃⊺ . (4.13)

In particular, form = 1 we obtainθ̃ = 0, henceθ = 0 by (2.12), and thus the CKP hierarchy. The conditions
(4.13) are equivalent to those that determine the matrix CKPhierarchy, see section 2.6.

Obviously the reduction (4.13) isnot compatible with the symmetries (the flows associated witht2n)
that extend the odd KP to the KP hierarchy. This example showsthat a subhierarchy can admit a (symmetry)
reduction that isnot a reduction of the complete hierarchy.

Remark 4.1 A functional representation of the (noncommutative)discreteKP hierarchy is given by [64]

λ−1(φ− φ−[λ])− (φ+ − φ−[λ])φ = θ̂+ − θ̂−[λ] , (4.14)
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wheren ∈ Z and(φ+)n = φn+1. To orderλ0, we obtain

φt1 − (φ+ − φ)φ = θ̂+ − θ̂ . (4.15)

Subtracting this from (4.14) yields (4.1), hence eachφn, n ∈ Z, has to satisfy the KP hierarchy, thus also
φ+.11 The transformation (4.2) converts the discrete KP hierarchy into

λ−1(φ[λ] − φ)−
1

2
(φ[λ] + φ)t1 −

1

2
(φ[λ] − φ)2 +

1

2
[φ, φ[λ]] = θ̃[λ] − θ̃ , (4.16)

1

2
(φ+ + φ)t1 +

1

2
(φ+ − φ)2 +

1

2
[φ, φ+] = θ̃+ − θ̃ . (4.17)

According to proposition 4.1,φ+ = φ⊺ ◦ ε andθ̃+ = −θ̃⊺ ◦ ε solve (4.16) ifφ andθ̃ do. Restricting the KP
hierarchy (in the form presented in this section) to theodd KP hierarchy, in thescalar case (m = 1) these
conditions read

φ+ = φ , θ̃+ = −θ̃ , (4.18)

and (4.17) becomesθ = θ̃ = −1
2φt1 , which is the BKP reduction! We also refer to [82] (p. 969) fora related

result. �

5 Solutions to the odd KP system and some of its reductions via a matrix
Riccati system

We consider the matrix linear system

Ztn = Hn Z n = 1, 2, . . . , H =

(

R Q
S L

)

, Z =

(

X
Y

)

, (5.1)

whereL,Q,R, S are, respectively, constantM ×M , N ×M , N ×N andM ×N matrices overC, X is
anN ×N andY anM ×N matrix. With suitable technical assumptions, the size of the matrices may also
be infinite. The solution to the above linear system is given by

Z = exp
(

ξ(t,H)
)

Z0 where ξ(t,H) :=
∞
∑

k=1

tkH
k . (5.2)

For the new variable

Φ := Y X−1 , (5.3)

assuming thatX possesses an inverse, (5.1) implies the following hierarchy of matrix Riccati equations

Φtn = Sn + LnΦ−ΦRn − ΦQnΦ n = 1, 2, . . . , (5.4)

where
(

Rn Qn

Sn Ln

)

:= Hn (5.5)

11By eliminatingθ̂ andθ̂+, one obtains the modified KP (mKP) hierarchy forv, wherevt1 = φ+ − φ, and the Miura transfor-
mation.
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(see [61,63–65]). Using its functional representation

λ−1(Φ − Φ−[λ]) = S + LΦ− Φ−[λ]R− Φ−[λ]QΦ , (5.6)

it turns out (see [61] for details) thatΦ together with

Θ̂ = ΦR (5.7)

solves theM ×N matrix KPQ hierarchy, which is determined by

λ−1(Φ− Φ−[λ])− Φt1 − (Φ− Φ−[λ])QΦ = Θ̂− Θ̂−[λ] . (5.8)

If rank(Q) = m, hence

Q = V U⊺ (5.9)

with anM ×m matrixU (with transposeU⊺) and anN ×m matrixV , then

φ := U⊺ΦV (5.10)

solves them×m matrix KP hierarchy (4.1). By use of the first Riccati equation

Φt1 = S + LΦ− ΦR− ΦQΦ (5.11)

in Θ̂ = Θ̃− 1
2(Φt1 +ΦQΦ) (cf (4.2)), and using (5.7), we obtain

Θ̃ =
1

2
(S + LΦ+ ΦR) . (5.12)

Here we shall dropS since it cancels out iñΘ[λ] − Θ̃. It follows that theQ-modified version of (4.3) is
satisfied as a consequence of the Riccati system. Recalling (2.12), which now takes the form

Θ̃ = Θ +
1

2

∫

(ΦQΦt1 − Φt1 QΦ) t.1 , (5.13)

we arrive at the following conclusion.

Proposition 5.1 Any solutionΦ to theodd Riccati hierarchy, i.e. the Riccati hierarchy (5.4) restricted to
oddn, together with12

Θ =
1

2

(

LΦ+ ΦR−

∫

(ΦQΦt1 −Φt1 QΦ) t.1

)

, (5.14)

solves the odd KPQ hierarchy.13 Furthermore, if (5.9) holds, then

φ = U⊺ΦV and θ = U⊺ΘV (5.15)

solve them × m matrix odd KP hierarchy (hence in particular the odd KP system (2.10) and (2.11)). If
m = 1, then

φ = U⊺ΦV and θ =
1

2
U⊺ (LΦ+ ΦR)V (5.16)

solve the scalar odd KP hierarchy (thus in particular (2.13)and (2.14)). �

12By use of the Riccati system (5.4), this can also be written asΘ = 1
2

R

(S2 + L2Φ− ΦR2 − ΦQ2Φ) t.1. The integrand is the
right hand side of the Riccati equation for the variablet2 (which, however, is prohibited in proposition 5.1), so thatΘt1 = 1

2
Φt2 ,

a symmetry of the odd KP (here odd KPQ) hierarchy which we already met in remark 2.1.
13Hence it solves in particular (2.10) and (2.11) withφ andθ replaced by matricesΦ andΘ, and with the product modified by

the constant matrixQ.
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Remark 5.1 For some fixedr ∈ N, r > 1, let us impose the condition

Hr Z0 = Z0 P , (5.17)

with anN × N matrix P , on the solution (5.2) of the linear matrix system (5.1). This impliesHnr Z0 =
Z0 P

n and thusHnr Z = Z Pn for n ∈ N. HenceRnrX + QnrY = XPn andSnrX + LnrY = Y Pn,
which leads to the algebraic Riccati equations

Snr + LnrΦ = Y PnX−1 = ΦXPnX−1 = Φ(Rnr +QnrΦ) n ∈ N . (5.18)

The corresponding equations of the Riccati hierarchy then imply Φtnr = 0, for all n ∈ N. The condition
(5.17) thus ensures thatΦ solves ther-reduction of the KP hierarchy (rth Gelfand-Dickey hierarchy). If
r is odd, this also yields a reduction of the odd KP hierarchy. Hence, adding the condition (5.17) to the
assumptions of proposition 5.1, (5.15) constitutes a solution to ther-reduction of them×m matrix odd KP
hierarchy. Forr = 3 this is the hierarchy with the pair (2.37), (2.38) as its firstmember, forr = 5 it starts
with the noncommutative generalization of the bSK and bKK equations, see section 2.5. �

In proposition 5.1 “odd KP hierarchy” more directly refers to the form in section 4, where it has been
described as a subhierarchy of the KP hierarchy, in the formulation of the latter involving the auxiliary
variableθ. In the scalar case, this hierarchy then admits reductions to the CKP and BKP hierarchy by
imposingθ = 0, respectivelyθ = −1

2φt1 (see section 2). In the following we show how the preceding
proposition generates solutions to the BKP and the (matrix)CKP hierarchy.

Lemma 5.1 LetM = N . The transformation given by

L 7→ −R⊺ , R 7→ −L⊺ , Q 7→ ±Q⊺ , S 7→ ±S⊺ , Φ 7→ ±Φ⊺ ◦ ε , (5.19)

with ε defined in proposition 4.1, leaves the Riccati hierarchy (5.4) invariant.

Proof: The first four replacement rules in (5.19) can be combined into

H 7→ −T H⊺ T −1 with T =

(

0 ∓IN
IN 0

)

. (5.20)

This implies

Hn 7→ (−1)n T (Hn)⊺T −1 ,

and thus

Ln 7→ (−1)n L⊺

n Rn 7→ (−1)nR⊺

n , Qn 7→ ∓(−1)nQ⊺

n , Sn 7→ ∓(−1)n Sn .

Applying the map to the Riccati hierarchy (5.4), taking the transpose and using(Φ◦ε)tn = (−1)n+1Φtn ◦ε,
reproduces (5.4). �

As a consequence of the preceding lemma, we have the following symmetry reduction of the Riccati
hierarchy (5.4),

R = −L⊺ , Q⊺ = ±Q , S⊺ = ±S , (5.21)

together with

Φ = ±Φ⊺ ◦ ε . (5.22)

Restricting to the odd Riccati hierarchy, we are allowed to set t2n = 0, n = 1, 2, . . .. ThenΦ given by (5.3)
solves the odd Riccati hierarchy and has the propertyΦ◦ε = Φ. Furthermore, (5.21) and (5.22), which now
readsΦ = ±Φ⊺, constitute a symmetry reduction of the odd Riccati hierarchy.
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Proposition 5.2 LetM = N andΦ a solution to the odd Riccati hierarchy with

R = −L⊺ , S = S⊺ , Q = V V ⊺ , (5.23)

whereV is a constantN ×m matrix. If

Φ⊺ = Φ , (5.24)

then

φ = V ⊺ΦV and θ = V ⊺ΘV (5.25)

with Θ given in (5.14) solve them×m matrix CKP hierarchy (see section 2.6).

Proof: The conditions (5.23) and (5.24) correspond to the upper signs in (5.21). According to proposi-
tion 5.1,φ andθ solve them ×m matrix odd KP hierarchy. Using (5.14), (5.24) andQ⊺ = Q, one easily
verifies thatθ⊺ = −θ holds, which is the reduction to the matrix CKP hierarchy. �

Corollary 5.1 LetM = N andΦ a solution to the odd Riccati hierarchy with (5.23), whereV is a constant
N -component vector. IfΦ⊺ = Φ, thenφ = V ⊺ΦV solves the CKP hierarchy.

Proof: The assertion follows from the last proposition, withΘ defined in (5.14) andm = 1, in which case
the CKP reduction conditionθ = 0 holds. �

To obtain BKP solutions via proposition 5.1 is a bit less direct.

Proposition 5.3 LetM = N andΦ a solution to the odd Riccati hierarchy subject to the conditions (5.23)
with a constantN -component vectorV . If Φ satisfies

S + LΦ+ Φ⊺L⊺ − Φ⊺QΦ = 0 , (5.26)

thenφ = V ⊺ΦV solves the BKP hierarchy.

Proof: First we note that the fractional linear transformationΦ 7→ Φ+ := (S +LΦ)(R+QΦ)−1 (provided
the inverse exists) leaves the Riccati hierarchy (5.4) invariant. This is so because this transformation is
induced byZ 7→ H Z, which leaves the linear matrix system (5.1) invariant. We may then impose the
symmetry reductionΦ⊺ = Φ+, i.e.

Φ⊺ = (S + LΦ)(R+QΦ)−1 ,

which is (5.26). Using the definitions (5.16) withU = V , the first Riccati equation (5.11), and then the last
equation, we show that the BKP reduction condition is satisfied,

2 (θ +
1

2
φt1) = V ⊺(LΦ− ΦL⊺ +Φt1)V

= V ⊺(S + 2LΦ − ΦQΦ)V

= V ⊺(LΦ− Φ⊺L⊺ + (Φ⊺ − Φ)V V ⊺Φ)V

= V ⊺LΦV − V ⊺Φ⊺L⊺V = 0 .

(One also findsφ+ = φ andθ+ = −θ, cf (4.18).) �

Remark 5.2 ThediscreteKPQ hierarchy is solved by a sequenceΦ = (Φn)n∈Z of solutions to the Riccati
hierarchy (5.4) ifLΦ−Φ+R−Φ+QΦ = 0, whereΦ+

n = Φn+1. This is the fractional linear transformation
appearing in the proof of proposition 5.3, withS = 0. It follows from (4.15) by use of (5.7) and (5.11).�
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Remark 5.3 The case with the lower signs in lemma 5.1 might be expected tobe related to BKP. But it
requires a skew-symmetricQ and thus does not quite fit together with proposition 5.1. However, writing
Q = Q̃L − L⊺Q̃ with a rank one matrix̃Q = V V ⊺, it turns out thatφ = V ⊺(LΦ − ΦL⊺)V = 2V ⊺LΦV
solves the BKP equation (and its hierarchy), ifΦ satisfies the conditions of lemma 5.1 with the lower signs.
We shall elaborate on the underlying structure elsewhere. �

Remark 5.4 As a consequence of (5.1) and (5.21), which impliesH = −TH⊺T −1 with T defined in
(5.20), we have

(Z⊺ T Hk Z)tn = 0 for all oddn (5.27)

andk = 0, 1, . . .. ChoosingT with theminussign, our CKP conditionΦ⊺ = Φ originates fromZ⊺ T Z = 0,
and the BKP condition (5.26) corresponds toZ⊺ TH Z = 0. These conditions are the first two in a sequence
that offers additional possibilities,

Z⊺ T Hk Z = 0 k = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (5.28)

We note that(T Hk)⊺ = (−1)k+1T Hk, so that the left hand side of (5.28) is a symmetric bilinear form
if k is odd, and skew-symmetric ifk is even. Invariance under a transformationZ 7→ GZ, with a constant
invertible matrixG, requiresG⊺T HkG = T Hk. If the bilinear form isnon-degenerate14, this means that
G has to be (complex) orthogonal ifk is odd, and symplectic ifk is even. This connects with original work
like [10]. It should be noticed, however, that the above method to construct solutions to the BKP hierarchy
also works if the bilinear form isdegenerate. �

Remark 5.5 Adding ther-reduction condition (5.17) to the assumptions of corollary 5.1, respectively propo-
sition 5.3, they generate solutions to ther-reduction of the CKP, respectively BKP, hierarchy. Forr = 3, this
yields solutions to the Kaup-Kupershmidt, respectively the Sawada-Kotera equation. Forr = 5, we obtain
solutions to the bKK, respectively the bSK equation (see section 2.2). We will not elaborate this further in
this work, but a comparison with the results in [50,60,69–71] would certainly be of interest. �

In the following subsections we elaborate some classes of solutions more explicitly. We consider the
odd Riccati hierarchy withM = N , impose the conditions (5.23) withS = 0, and treat the rank one case
whereQ = V V ⊺ with a vectorV . The choices (5.29) and (5.53) below have their origin in certain normal
forms of the matrixH, see [64].

5.1 A class of BKP and CKP solutions

Setting

Q = RK −KL = −(L⊺K +K L) (5.29)

with a symmetricmatrix K (i.e. K⊺ = K), (5.2) can be computed explicitly (cf [64]) and we find the
following solution to the odd Riccati hierarchy,

Φ = eξ̃(to,L)Φ0

(

e−ξ̃(to,L⊺) (IN +K Φ0)−K eξ̃(to,L)Φ0

)−1
, (5.30)

whereΦ0 = Y0X
−1
0 and

ξ̃(to, L) =
∞
∑

k=0

t2k+1 L
2k+1 . (5.31)

14In the CKP case (k = 0) this is fulfilled. In the BKP case (and more generally fork > 0), and ifS = 0 andR = −L⊺ , which
is the case we address in more detail below, the bilinear formis non-degenerate iffdet(L) 6= 0.
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AssumingΦ0 invertible, this simplifies to

Φ =
(

e−ξ̃(to,L⊺) (Φ−1
0 +K) e−ξ̃(to,L) −K

)−1
. (5.32)

UsingQ = V V ⊺, the cyclicity of the trace, andtr ln = ln det, we obtain

φ = V ⊺ΦV = tr(QΦ) = −tr((L⊺K +KL)Φ)

= (ln τ)t1 with τ = det(Φ−1
0 +K − eξ̃(to,L

⊺)K eξ̃(to,L)) . (5.33)

HereK,L, V have to solve the rank one condition

L⊺K +K L = −V V ⊺ . (5.34)

In order that (5.33) solves the CKP or the BKP hierarchy, (5.24), respectively (5.26), still has to be satisfied.

CKP. If Φ0 is symmetric, i.e.Φ⊺

0 = Φ0, then alsoΦ given in (5.32). We can thus expressτ in (5.33) as

τ = det(C − eξ̃(to,L
⊺)K eξ̃(to,L)) (5.35)

with an arbitrary constantsymmetricN × N matrix C, i.e. C⊺ = C. According to corollary 5.1, this
determines a solutionφ = (ln τ)t1 to the CKP hierarchy, provided thatK andL satisfy (5.34).

BKP. We have to elaborate the BKP condition (5.26) (withS = 0). Using (5.29), it can be expressed as

L⊺ (Φ−1 +K) = −(Φ−1 +K)⊺L . (5.36)

Inserting (5.32), written in the form

Φ−1 +K = e−ξ̃(to,L⊺) (Φ−1
0 +K) e−ξ̃(to,L) , (5.37)

this reduces to

1

2
C := L⊺ (Φ−1

0 +K) = −(Φ−1
0 +K)⊺L = −

1

2
C⊺ , (5.38)

i.e.C has to be askew-symmetricmatrix.
It is known that BKPτ -functions can be expressed as the square of a Pfaffian. In thefollowing we

translate (5.33) into such a form, assuming thatL is invertible. We may replaceτ given in (5.33) by

τ = det(C − 2 eξ̃(to,L
⊺) L⊺K eξ̃(to,L)) , (5.39)

since the two expressions differ only by a constant factor that drops out inφ = (ln τ)t1 . UsingL⊺K =
−K L− V V ⊺, this becomes

τ = det(eξ̃(to,L))2 det(A+ V V ⊺) where A := e−ξ̃(to,L⊺) C e−ξ̃(to,L) − L⊺K +K L . (5.40)

If the sizeN of the matrices is even, thendet(A+ V V ⊺) = det(A) (for skew-symmetricA, see e.g. (2.92)
in [47]) leads to

τ = det
(

C − eξ̃(to,L
⊺) (L⊺K −K L) eξ̃(to,L)

)

. (5.41)

This is the determinant of a skew-symmetric matrix, henceτ can be expressed as the square of the Pfaffian of
this matrix. IfN is odd, thendet(A) = 0, but (5.40) with a suitable choice ofV can still lead to non-trivial
solutions. In this case we can use the identity

det(A+ V V ⊺) = det

(

0 V ⊺

−V A

)

=

(

Pf

(

0 V ⊺

−V A

))2

(5.42)
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(see Appendix B) to expressτ as the square of a Pfaffian.15

A subclass of solutions is obtained by choosing

L = diag(p1, . . . , pN ) (5.43)

with constantspi, i = 1, . . . , N . The solution to (5.34) is then given by

Kij = −
vivj
pi + pj

i, j = 1, . . . , N , (5.44)

assumingpi + pj 6= 0 for all i, j and writingV ⊺ = (v1, . . . , vN ). From this one recovers in particular BKP
and CKP multi-soliton solutions (see also [8,10,82] for different approaches).

5.1.1 Examples

Example 5.1 We consider the CKP case with (5.43). ForN = 1, (5.35) becomesτ = 1 + b e2 ξ̃(to,p) with
b = v2

2cp , dropping an irrelevant factorc. This yields a regular solution ifb > 0, andu = φt1 then describes
a single line soliton. ForN = 2 andC = diag(c1, c2) we obtain, dropping an irrelevant factorc1c2,

τ = 1 + b1 e
2 ξ̃(to,p1) + b2 e

2 ξ̃(to,p2) + b1 b2

(

p1 − p2
p1 + p2

)2

e2 ξ̃(to,p1)+2 ξ̃(to,p2) , bi :=
v2i

2cipi
, (5.45)

assumingp1, p2, c1, c2 6= 0 andp2 6= −p1. If the parameters are real and such thatb1, b2 > 0, this yields
a regular CKP solutionφ, andu = φt1 generically describes two oblique line solitons. In this case we can
simplify the above expression by writingbi = exp(2ai) with constantsai, i = 1, 2. �

Example 5.2 In the BKP case with (5.43), we considerN = 2, hence

L =

(

p1 0
0 p2

)

, C =

(

0 c
−c 0

)

, V =

(

v1
v2

)

. (5.46)

(5.41) leads toτ = p2 with

p = c+ v1v2
p1 − p2
p1 + p2

eξ̃(to,p1)+ξ̃(to,p2) , (5.47)

if p1 + p2 6= 0. Without restriction of generality we can setv1 = v2 = 1. For realc, p1, p2, the functionφ is
then regular (for allt1, t2, . . .) iff c (p21 − p22) > 0, andu = φt1 describes a single line soliton. �

Solutions can be superposed as follows. If(Li, Vi,Ki, Ci), i = 1, 2, are two sets of matrix data that
determine (BKP or CKP) solutions, then

L =

(

L1 0
0 L2

)

, V =

(

V1
V2

)

, K =

(

K1 K12

K⊺

12 K2

)

, C =

(

C1 0
0 C2

)

(5.48)

determine a new solution, provided that a solutionK12 exists to

L⊺

1K12 +K12 L2 = −V1 V
⊺

2 . (5.49)

15The factordet(eξ̃(to,L))2 in (5.40) can be dropped since it does not influenceφtn .
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Figure 1: Plot ofu = φt1 = 2 (ln |p|)t1t1 (BKP) at t5, t7, . . . = 0 with p given by (5.50), wherep1 =
1/2, p2 = −1/4, p3 = 1, p4 = −3/4 andc1 = c2 = 1.

Figure 2: Plot ofu = φt1 = 2 (ln |p|)t1t1 at t5, t7, . . . = 0 with p given by (5.52), wherep1 = 1 + 3i/2,
p2 = 1 + i andc = 1. The array of BKP solitons extends periodically to infinity.

Example 5.3 We consider the BKP case. By superposition of two solutions of the form given in example 5.2,
settingV1 = V2 = (1, 1)⊺, one obtainsτ = p2 with

p = b
(

c̃1c̃2 + c̃1 e
ξ̃(to,p3)+ξ̃(to,p4) + c̃2 e

ξ̃(to,p1)+ξ̃(to,p1) + a eξ̃(to,p1)+ξ̃(to,p2)+ξ̃(to,p3)+ξ̃(to,p4)
)

, (5.50)

where

a =
(p1 − p3)(p2 − p3)(p1 − p4)(p2 − p4)

(p1 + p3)(p2 + p3)(p1 + p4)(p2 + p4)
, b =

(p1 − p2)(p3 − p4)

(p1 + p2)(p3 + p4)
, (5.51)

and c̃1 = c1(p1 + p2)/(p1 − p2), c̃2 = c2(p3 + p4)/(p3 − p4). If p1 6= p2 andp3 6= p4, we may drop
the factorb. With real parameters and̃c1, c̃2 > 0, one recovers a well-known expression for the 2-soliton
solution (a > 0) to the BKP hierarchy [16,47], see also Fig. 1. Allowing the parameters to be complex, we
can superpose the solution data (5.46) and the complex conjugate data, so that

p =
∣

∣

∣
c+

p1 − p2
p1 + p2

eξ̃(to,p1)+ξ̃(to,p2)
∣

∣

∣

2
+
(Im(p1) Im(p2)

Re(p1)Re(p2)
−
∣

∣

∣

p1 − p∗2
p1 + p∗2

∣

∣

∣

2)

e2Re(ξ̃(to,p1)+ξ̃(to,p2)) . (5.52)

A regular solution from this family is plotted in Fig. 2. See also Appendix C for a general receipe to obtain
real solutions from complex matrix data. �

5.2 Another class of BKP and CKP solutions

Now we setR = L, so thatL is skew-symmetric, i.e.L⊺ = −L, and

Q = IN + [L,K] (5.53)
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with a symmetric matrixK. AssumingΦ0 invertible, computation of (5.2) (cf [64]) leads to the following
solution to the odd Riccati hierarchy,

Φ =
(

eξ̃(to,L) (Φ−1
0 +K) e−ξ̃(to,L) + ξ̃′(to, L)−K

)−1
, (5.54)

where

ξ̃′(to, L) :=
∞
∑

n=0

(2n + 1) t2n+1 L
2n . (5.55)

If alsoQ = V V ⊺ with a vectorV , henceK,L, V have to satisfy the rank one condition

IN + [L,K] = V V ⊺ , (5.56)

then we obtain

φ = V ⊺ΦV = tr((IN + [L,K]) Φ)

= (ln τ)t1 with τ = det
(

eξ̃(to,L) (Φ−1
0 +K) e−ξ̃(to,L) + ξ̃′(to, L)−K

)

. (5.57)

In order that (5.57) solves the CKP or the BKP hierarchy, the condition (5.24), respectively (5.26), still has
to be elaborated.

CKP. If Φ0 is symmetric, then alsoΦ. We can then replace the above functionτ by

τ = det
(

eξ̃(to,L)C e−ξ̃(to,L) + ξ̃′(to, L)−K
)

, (5.58)

with an arbitrary constantsymmetricN×N matrixC. According to corollary 5.1, this determines a solution
φ to the CKP hierarchy, ifK andL satisfy (5.56).

BKP. The condition (5.26) (withS = 0) can be written in the form

L (Φ−1 +K)− (Φ−1 +K)⊺L = −IN . (5.59)

Inserting (5.54), rewritten as

Φ−1 +K = eξ̃(to,L) (Φ−1
0 +K) e−ξ̃(to,L) + ξ̃′(to, L) , (5.60)

leads to

L (Φ−1
0 +K)− (Φ−1

0 +K)⊺L = −IN , (5.61)

which is

C⊺ = −C where C := 2L (Φ−1
0 +K) + IN , (5.62)

i.e.C has to beskew-symmetric.

Next we translate (5.57) in the BKP case into a form, whereτ is the determinant of a skew-symmetric
matrix, under the assumption thatdet(L) 6= 0. According to remark 5.4, the latter condition correspondsto
thegenuineBKP case. A function equivalent toτ given in (5.57) is then

τ = det
(

eξ̃(to,L) (C − IN ) e−ξ̃(to,L) + 2L (ξ̃′(to, L)−K)
)

= det(A− V V ⊺) where A := eξ̃(to,L)C e−ξ̃(to,L) − (KL+ LK) + 2L ξ̃′(to, L) .(5.63)
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This is the determinant of the sum of the skew-symmetric matrix A and a rank one matrix. IfN is even,
thendet(A− V V ⊺) = det(A) and thus

τ = det
(

eξ̃(to,L)C e−ξ̃(to,L) − (KL+ LK) + 2L ξ̃′(to, L)
)

, (5.64)

which is then the square of the Pfaffian ofA.

Remark 5.6 (5.53) impliestr(Lk(Q− IN )) = 0, k = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1.16 These constraints are obstructions
to solving (5.53) forK [83]. In particular, we havetr(Q) = N . HenceV lies on a sphere inN dimensions.
Since the (complex) orthogonal group acts transitively on a(complexified) sphere (see e.g. Lemma 4.1
in [84]), V can be transformed toV = (1, . . . , 1)⊺. Since a similarity transformation of the matrices leaves
(5.57) invariant, this means that without loss of generality we can setV = (1, . . . , 1)⊺, as long as no
restrictions are placed on the antisymmetric matrixL. �

ChoosingΦ0 such that

[Φ−1
0 +K , L] = 0 , (5.65)

the above solutions becomerational functions oft1, t3, t5, . . ..17 We confine ourselves to this case in the
following examples. For the matrixC (which has to be symmetric in the CKP and skew-symmetric in the
BKP case), (5.65) implies[C , L] = 0.

5.2.1 Examples

Example 5.4 LetN = 2 and

L =

(

0 p
−p 0

)

(5.66)

with a constantp. According to the last remark we can setV ⊺ = (1, 1) without restriction of generality.
The solution to (5.56) is then given by

K = c I2 +
1

2p

(

−1 0
0 1

)

(5.67)

with an arbitrary constantc. The condition (5.65) leads toC = a I2 + bL with constantsa, b.
In the CKP case,b = 0 and the resulting term in (5.57) involvinga can be absorbed by redefinition ofc.

We obtain

τ = η2 −
1

4 p2
where η(to, p, c) =

∞
∑

n=0

(−1)n(2n+ 1) t2n+1 p
2n − c . (5.68)

If p is imaginary, the corresponding CKP solution is real and regular. Treatingt5 as a ‘time’ variable (and
freezing the higher variables),u = φt1 = (ln τ)t1t1 describes a line soliton (with rational decay) moving in
t1t3-space.

In the BKP case, (5.62) requiresb = 1
2p

−2, henceC = 2aL. In (5.64),a can be absorbed by redefinition
of c. Hence we can setC = 0 without loss of generality. We obtainPf(A) = 2p η(to, p, c), which cannot
provide us with a real and regular BKP solution. �

16There are no independent equations fork > N − 1 because of the Cayley-Hamilton theorem.
17For other approaches to rational solutions see [9,21,48] inthe BKP and [10,43,44] in the CKP case.
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Given two sets of matrix data(Li, Vi,Ki), i = 1, 2, that determine (BKP or CKP) solutions, we can
superpose them as follows,

L =

(

L1 0
0 L2

)

, V =

(

V1
V2

)

, K =

(

K1 K12

K⊺

12 K2

)

. (5.69)

Then (5.56) is satisfied ifK12 solves

L1K12 −K12 L2 = V1 V
⊺

2 . (5.70)

Example 5.5 We superpose two solutions of the form given in example 5.4. The solution to (5.70) is then

K12 =

(

− 1
p1+p2

− 1
p1−p2

1
p1−p2

1
p1+p2

)

. (5.71)

In the CKP case, (5.57) withC = 0 yields

τ =
(

η1 η2 −
1

(p1 − p2)2
−

1

(p1 + p2)2
−

1

4p1p2

)2
−

1

4

(η1
p2

−
η2
p1

)2
−

1

p1p2 (p1 − p2)2
, (5.72)

whereηi = η(to, pi, ci), i = 1, 2 (see (5.68)). Ifp2 = p∗1 (the complex conjugate ofp1), c2 = c∗1, and
Re(p1) Im(p1) 6= 0, this expression is real (see also Appendix C) and strictly positive, and thus determines
a regular solution to the CKP hierarchy. See also Fig. 3.

In the BKP case, we obtain

Pf(A) = 4p1p2

(

η1η2 − 2
p21 + p22

(p21 − p22)
2

)

, (5.73)

where againηi = η(to, pi, ci), i = 1, 2. Choosingp∗2 = p1 =: p andc∗2 = c1 =: c, this takes the form

Pf(A) = 4 |p|2
( Re(p2)

Im(p2)2
+ |η(to, p, c)|

2
)

, (5.74)

which is strictly positive ifRe(p2) > 0, hence the solution is regular. Writingp = α+iβ, the last condition
means|α| > |β|. This solution appeared in [21] (with the opposite inequality |α| < |β|, since ourp
corresponds toi p in that work). Fig. 4 shows a plot. The factor4 |p|2 in (5.74) drops out in the passage toφ
and can thus be omitted. Settingt2n+1 = 0 for n > 2, the maximum value ofu = φt1 for the above solution
is given byumax = 4 Im(p2)2/Re(p2) and the maximum moves, in ‘time’t5, according to

t1 = 5 |p|4 t5 +Re(c)−
Re(p2)

Im(p2)
Im(c) , t3 =

10

3
Re(p2) t5 −

Im(c)

3 Im(p2)
. (5.75)

The solution has two minima withumin = −Im(p2)/(2Re(p2)), located symmetrically with respect to the
maximum. See also Fig. 4. �

Example 5.6 Let

Li =









0 pi 0 0
−pi 0 0 0
0 0 0 p∗i
0 0 −p∗i 0









, Vi =









1
1
1
1









i = 1, 2 . (5.76)
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Figure 3: Plot of the CKP solutionφ determined by (5.72) att5, t7, . . . = 0, with p∗2 = p1 = 1 + i and
c1 = c2 = 0. This configuration simply moves in thet1t3-plane with varyingt5.

Figure 4: A lump solution to the BKP equation. Plot ofu = φt1 at t5, t7, . . . = 0 for the solution given by
(5.74) withc = 0 andp = 1 + 9i/10.

In the preceding example we have seen that these data determine single BKP lumps, and the corresponding
Ki are obtained from (5.67) and (5.71). The superposition condition (5.70) is then solved by

K12 =











− 1
p1+p2

1
p2−p1

− 1
p1+p∗2

1
p∗2−p1

1
p1−p2

1
p1+p2

1
p1−p∗2

1
p1+p∗2

− 1
p∗1+p2

1
p2−p∗1

− 1
p∗1+p∗2

1
p∗2−p∗1

1
p∗1−p2

1
p∗1+p2

1
p∗1−p∗2

1
p∗1+p∗2











. (5.77)

All this determines BKP 2-lump solutions via (5.64) and Fig.5 displays an example. �

Example 5.7 LetN = 3. The general skew-symmetric3× 3 matrix is

L =





0 p1 p3
−p1 0 p2
−p3 −p2 0



 (5.78)

with constantsp1, p2, p3. Without loss of generality we may setV ⊺ = (1, 1, 1). Fromtr(L2(Q− I3)) = 0
we obtain the constraintp1p2 − p1p3 − p2p3 = 0, which we solve forp3 = p1p2/(p1 + p2), assuming
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Figure 5: A 2-lump solution to the BKP equation. Plot ofu = φt1 at t5 = −50, 0, 50 (andt7, t9, . . . = 0)
for the solution in example 5.6 withC = 0 andp1 = 1

2 + i
3 , p2 = 1

3 + i
4 . The two lumps never merge but

seem to exchange their identities at a certain minimal separation.

p1 + p2 6= 0. The solution to (5.56) is then given by

K = k1 I3 +







k2 (1 +
p2
p1
)(p1

p2
− p2

p1
)− 1

p1
− 1

p2
k2

p2
p1

−k2 (1 +
p2
p1
)

k2
p2
p1

k2 (
p1
p2

+ p1
p1+p2

)− 1
p2

k2
−k2 (1 +

p2
p1
) k2 0






(5.79)

with arbitrary constantsk1, k2. In the CKP case, the resulting functionτ cannot be real and regular (since
e.g. att3 = t5 = . . . = 0 it is a third order polynomial int1). In the BKP case, it is not really justified to use
(5.63), since it has been derived under the conditiondet(L) 6= 0, but hereN is odd and thusdet(L) = 0
(becauseL is skew-symmetric). Nevertheless, (5.63) yields a solution, though an uninteresting one, since
τ = −p2 with p linear int1, t3, . . .. We should rather go back to (5.62) and (5.65), but it turns out that these
equations cannot both be satisfied non-trivially in the caseunder consideration. �

6 Conclusions

The odd KP system studied in this work is a system of two PDEs for two dependent variables,φ andθ,
taking values in any associative (and typically noncommutative) algebraA. We have shown how this is
embedded in the KP hierarchy, if the latter is expressed withthe help of an auxiliary dependent variable
(related toθ). In particular, this allowed to adapt a construction of exact solutions for the KP hierarchy to
the odd KP system (and the corresponding hierarchy). We further demonstrated how this can be exploited
to generate solutions to the BKP and the CKP equation (and their hierarchies). In the latter cases we worked
out only comparatively simple examples of solutions explicitly. The general formulae, however, involve
constant matrices of arbitrary size, with little restrictions, and with certain choices they may lead to further
interesting solutions.

If A is commutative, the odd KP system admits reductions to the BKP and the CKP equation. In the non-
commutative case, these reductions lead to severely constrained extensions of these equations. Nevertheless,
they turned out to be helpful since they allowed to uncover some properties of the commutative equations
(see the relations with the KdV hierarchy in sections 2.3 and2.4) that are hardly recognizable without the
step into the noncommutative realm. Whereas the CKP equation possesses a natural noncommutative gen-
eralization, though as a system with two dependent variables, nothing comparable has been found for BKP.
We also considered some other reductions of the odd KP systemwith noncommutativeA and obtained in
particular a noncommutative version of a coupled system of Kaup-Kupershmidt and Sawada-Kotera type.
The odd KP system, (2.10) and (2.11) with noncommutativeA, and its reductions, have not been studied
previously according to our knowledge.

Furthermore, we presented different formulations of the odd KP hierarchy (with noncommutativeA),
and derived in particular a functional representation of a linear system for the whole hierarchy. We verified
that all these hierarchy formulations possess the odd KP system as their simplest member. Because of
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the KP hierarchy origin and the hierarchy property one then expects the equivalence of all these hierarchy
formulations, but a formal proof would nicely complement this work.

The relation between KP and BKP (CKP) via odd KP shows that a subhierarchy can admit a symmetry
reduction that does not extend to a symmetry reduction of thewhole hierarchy. This suggests to take a
corresponding look at other subhierarchies of KP, and moreover subhierarchies of other hierarchies. Besides
the odd KP there is evidently also an “even KP” subhierarchy of the KP hierarchy. In the GDS formulation,
this means restricting (2.41) to even-numbered variables.We shall report on this elsewhere.

Appendix A: Proof of Theorem 3.1

For the evaluation of the bilinear identity (3.1), we will use the residue formula (which is Lemma 6.3.2
in [66])

res
f(z)

1− λz
= λ−1 f<0(λ

−1) , (A.1)

wheref<0(z) =
∑+∞

n=1 fn z
−n. In the following, a prime denotes a partial derivative withrespect tot1,

hence e.g.φ′ := φt1 .

Lemma A.1 The following are consequences of the bilinear identity (3.1). We have

w̃2 = θ̃ +
1

2
(φ′ + φ2) , (A.2)

and

w2[λ](λ
−1) w̃(λ−1) = F (λ) , (A.3)

with F (λ) defined in (3.8). Furthermore,

(

w′(λ−1) + λ−1w(λ−1)
)

2[λ]
w̃(λ−1) = λ−1F (λ)2 −

λ

2
(θ̌2[λ] − θ̌) +

λ

4
[φ, φ2[λ]] , (A.4)

µ−1w2[λ]+2[µ](µ
−1) w̃(µ−1)− λ−1 w2[λ]+2[µ](λ

−1) w̃(λ−1) = (µ−1 − λ−1)F (λ, µ) , (A.5)

µ−1
(

w′(µ−1) + µ−1w(µ−1)
)

2[λ]+2[µ]
w̃(µ−1)− λ−1

(

w′(λ−1) + λ−1w(λ−1)
)

2[λ]+2[µ]
w̃(λ−1)

= (µ−2 − λ−2)F (λ, µ)2 −
1

2

λ− µ

λ+ µ
(θ̌2[λ]+2[µ] − θ̌) +

1

4

λ− µ

λ+ µ
[φ, φ2[λ]+2[µ]] , (A.6)

whereθ̌ := θ̃ + 1
2 φ

′, and

F (λ, µ) := 1−
1

2

λµ

λ+ µ
(φ2[λ]+2[µ] − φ) =

1

λ+ µ

(

µF2[µ](λ) + λF (µ)
)

. (A.7)

Proof: Taking the derivative of (3.4) with respect tos1 and then settingso = to, leads to

0 = res
(

w′(z) w̃(z) + z w(z) w̃(z)
)

= w′
1 +w2 + w1w̃1 + w̃2 .

Using (3.5) and (3.6), this becomes (A.2). With the help of the identities

exp



±
∑

n≥1

(λz)n

n



 = (1− λz)∓1 , hence exp



2
∑

n≥1

(λz)2n−1

2n− 1



 =
1 + λz

1− λz
,
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(3.4) forso = to + 2[λ] becomes

0 = res

(

1 + λz

1− λz
w2[λ](z)w̃(z)

)

= 2λ−1w2[λ](λ
−1) w̃(λ−1)− 2λ−1 − (w1)2[λ] − w̃1 ,

which is (A.3). Next we differentiate (3.4) with respect tos1 and then setso = to + 2[λ] to obtain

res

(

1 + λz

1− λz

(

w′
2[λ](z) w̃(z) + z w2[λ](z) w̃(z)

)

)

= 0 .

Elaborated with the help of (A.1), and using (3.5), (3.6) and(A.2), this results in (A.4). Furthermore, setting
so = to + 2[λ] + 2[µ] in (3.4), we obtain

res

(

1 + zλ

1− zλ

1 + zµ

1− zµ
w2[λ]+2[µ](z) w̃(z)

)

= 0 .

With the partial fraction decomposition

1 + λz

1− λz

1 + µz

1− µz
= 1 + 2

λ+ µ

λ− µ

(

1

1− λz
−

1

1− µz

)

,

this results in (A.5). Finally, we differentiate (3.4) withrespect tos1, and then setso = to + 2[λ] + 2[µ] to
obtain

res

(

1 + zλ

1− zλ

1 + zµ

1− zµ

(

w′
2[λ]+2[µ](z) w̃(z) + z w2[λ]+2[µ](z) w̃(z)

)

)

= 0 ,

which evaluates to (A.6). �

Proof of the theorem: With the help of (A.3), we can write (A.4) in the form

(

w′(λ−1) + λ−1w(λ−1)
)

2[λ]
=

(

λ−1F (λ)−
λ

2

(

θ̌2[λ] − θ̌ −
1

2
[φ, φ2[λ]]

)

F (λ)−1

)

w2[λ](λ
−1) .

Now we apply a Miwa shift with2[µ] and then multiply byw̃(λ−1) from the right to obtain
(

w′(λ−1) + λ−1w(λ−1)
)

2[λ]+2[µ]
w̃(λ−1) =

(

λ−1F (λ)−
λ

2

(

θ̌2[λ] − θ̌ −
1

2
[φ, φ2[λ]]

)

F (λ)−1
)

2[µ]
w2[λ]+2[µ](λ

−1) w̃(λ−1) .

Inserting this in (A.6) leads to

µ−1
(

w′(µ−1) + µ−1w(µ−1)
)

2[λ]+2[µ]
w̃(µ−1)

−
(

λ−1F (λ)2 −
λ

2
(θ̌2[λ] − θ̌) +

λ

4
[φ, φ2[λ]]

)

2[µ]
F2[µ](λ)

−1λ−1w2[λ]+2[µ](λ
−1) w̃(λ−1)

=
λ2 − µ2

λ2µ2
F (λ, µ)2 −

1

2

λ− µ

λ+ µ
(θ̌2[λ]+2[µ] − θ̌) +

1

4

λ− µ

λ+ µ
[φ, φ2[λ]+2[µ]] .

Next we use (A.5) to eliminate the factorλ−1w2[λ]+2[µ](λ
−1) w̃(λ−1),

w′
2[λ]+2[µ](µ

−1) w̃(µ−1) +
(

µ−1F (λ) − λ−1F (λ)2 +
λ

2
(θ̌2[λ] − θ̌)

−
λ

4
[φ, φ2[λ]]

)

2[µ]
F2[µ](λ)

−1 w2[λ]+2[µ](µ
−1) w̃(µ−1)
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=
λ− µ

2

(

(θ̌2[λ] − θ̌)2[µ] F2[µ](λ)
−1 F (λ, µ)−

µ

λ+ µ
(θ̌2[λ]+2[µ] − θ̌)

)

+
µ

4

λ− µ

λ+ µ
[φ, φ2[λ]+2[µ]]−

λ− µ

4
[φ2[µ], φ2[λ]+2[µ]]F2[µ](λ)

−1 F (λ, µ)

+
λ− µ

λ2µ

(

(λ+ µ)F (λ, µ)− µF2[µ](λ)
)

F (λ, µ)

=
λ− µ

λµ
F (µ)F (λ, µ) +

1

2

λ− µ

λ+ µ

(

λ (θ̌2[λ] − θ̌)2[µ] F2[µ](λ)
−1 F (µ)− µ (θ̌2[µ] − θ̌)

+
µ

2
[φ, φ2[λ]+2[µ]]−

λ+ µ

2
[φ2[µ], φ2[λ]+2[µ]]F2[µ](λ)

−1 F (λ, µ)
)

=
λ− µ

λ+ µ

(

F (µ)
(

(λ−1 + µ−1)F (λ, µ)− µ−1F (µ)
)

−
µ

4
[φ2[µ] − φ, φ2[λ]+2[µ] − φ2[µ]]

+
λ

2
(θ̌2[λ] − θ̌)2[µ] F2[µ](λ)

−1 F (µ)−
λ

4
[φ2[µ], φ2[λ]+2[µ]]F2[µ](λ)

−1 F (µ)

+[w′
2[µ](µ

−1) + µ−1w2[µ](µ
−1)] w̃(µ−1)

)

=
λ− µ

λ+ µ

( 1

λ
F (λ) +

λ

2
(θ̌2[λ] − θ̌)F (λ)−1 −

λ

4
[φ, φ2[λ]]F (λ)

−1
)

2[µ]
F (µ)

+
λ− µ

λ+ µ

(

w′(µ−1) + µ−1w(µ−1)
)

2[µ]
w̃(µ−1) ,

taking account of (A.7), (A.4),(λ−1 + µ−1)F (λ, µ) − µ−1F (µ) = λ−1F2[µ](λ), and

[F (µ), F2[µ](λ)] =
λµ

4
[φ2[µ] − φ, φ2[λ]+2[µ] − φ2[µ]] .

Now we use (A.3) to replace the factorF (µ), divide byw̃(µ−1), and then apply a Miwa shift with−2[µ] to
obtain

λ+ µ

λ− µ

[

w′
2[λ](µ

−1) +
(

µ−1F (λ)− λ−1F (λ)2 +
λ

2
(θ̌2[λ] − θ̌)−

λ

4
[φ, φ2[λ]]

)

F (λ)−1 w2[λ](µ
−1)
]

= w′(µ−1) + µ−1w(µ−1) +
( 1

λ
F (λ) +

λ

2
(θ̌2[λ] − θ̌)F (λ)−1 −

λ

4
[φ, φ2[λ]]F (λ)

−1
)

w(µ−1) .

Settingµ = z−1, after some rearrangements this takes the form

1 + λz

1− λz

(

w′
2[λ](z) + z w2[λ](z)

)

+ w′(z) + z w(z) −
1

λ
F (λ)

(1 + λz

1− λz
w2[λ](z)− w(z)

)

+
λ

2

(

θ̌2[λ] − θ̌ −
1

2
[φ, φ2[λ]]

)

F (λ)−1
(1 + λz

1− λz
w2[λ](z) + w(z)

)

= 0 .

Multiplying by eξ̃(to,z) and usingψ2[λ] = w2[λ](z)
1+λz
1−λz

eξ̃(to,z), we arrive at (3.7). �

Appendix B: A determinant identity

According to (2.90) in [47], we have

det

(

z V ⊺

−V A

)

= det(A) z +

N
∑

i,j=1

∆i,j vi vj , (B.1)
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whereA is anN×N matrix,∆i,j is the cofactor with respect to the componentAi,j ofA, z a parameter, and
vi, i = 1, . . . , N , are the components of a vectorV . If N is odd andA skew-symmetric, thendet(A) = 0
and thus

det

(

z V ⊺

−V A

)

=

N
∑

i,j=1

∆i,j vi vj , (B.2)

which is thus independent ofz. Since

det

(

1 V ⊺

−V A

)

= det

(

1 V ⊺

0 A+ V V ⊺

)

= det(A+ V V ⊺) , (B.3)

we obtain

det(A+ V V ⊺) = det

(

0 V ⊺

−V A

)

, (B.4)

which is the determinant of a skew-symmetric matrix, and thus the square of the Pfaffian of this matrix.

Appendix C: Reality conditions

In order to obtainreal solutions to the BKP or CKP hierarchy from the matrix linear system in section 5
with complexmatrices, a reality condition is needed.

Proposition C.1 Let T be a constant invertibleN ×N matrix with the properties

T ∗ = T ⊺ = T−1 (C.1)

(whereT ∗ denotes the complex conjugate ofT ). LetC,K,L be constant complexN ×N matrices andV
anN -vector satisfying

C∗ = TCT−1 , K∗ = TKT−1 , L∗ = TLT−1 , V ∗ = TV . (C.2)

The functionτ given by (5.35),(5.41), (5.58) or (5.64) in terms of(C,K,L, V ) (subject to the corresponding
rank one condition (5.34) or (5.56), andC⊺ = C, respectivelyC⊺ = −C), is thenreal.

Proof: The assertion is easily verified. (C.1) ensures the compatibility of (C.2) with C⊺ = ±C, (5.34) and
(5.56). �

If N = 2n, then

T =

(

0 In
In 0

)

, (C.3)

whereIn is then × n unit matrix, satisfies the conditions (C.1). Decomposing the matrixL into n × n
blocks, (C.2) leads to

L =

(

L1 L12

L∗
12 L∗

1

)

. (C.4)

In section 5 we presented examples with such conjugate diagonal blocks (andL12 = 0).

31



References

[1] Marchenko V 1988Nonlinear Equations and Operator AlgebrasMathematics and Its Applications
(Dordrecht: Reidel)

[2] Dorfman I and Fokas A 1992 Hamiltonian theory over noncommutative rings and integrability in
multidimensionsJ. Math. Phys.33 2504–2514

[3] Olver P and Sokolov V 1998 Integrable evolution equations on associative algebrasCommun. Math.
Phys.193 245–268

[4] Kupershmidt B 2000KP or mKP(Mathematical Surveys and Monographsvol 78) (Providence: Amer-
ican Math. Soc.)

[5] Carl B and Schiebold C 1999 Nonlinear equations in soliton physics and operator idealsNonlinearity
12 333–364

[6] Dimakis A and Müller-Hoissen F 2008 Bidifferential graded algebras and integrable systems
arXiv:0805.4553

[7] Sawada K and Kotera T 1974 A method for finding N-soliton solutions of the K.d.V. equation and
K.d.V.-like equationProgr. Theor. Phys.51 1355–1367

[8] Date E, Kashiwara M and Miwa T 1981 Vertex operators andτ functions transformation groups for
soliton equations, IIProc. Japan Acad. Ser. A Math. Sci.57 387–392

[9] Date E, Jimbo M, Kashiwara M and Miwa T 1982 Transformation groups for soliton equations. IV. A
new hierarchy of soliton equations of KP-typePhysica4D 343–365

[10] Date E, Jimbo M, Kashiwara M and Miwa T 1981 KP hierarchies of orthogonal and symplectic type –
Transformation groups for soliton equations VI –J. Phys. Soc. Japan50 3813–3818

[11] Date E, Jimbo M, Kashiwara M and Miwa T 1982 Transformation groups for soliton equations –
Euclidean Lie algebras and reduction of the KP hierarchy –Publ. RIMS18 1077–1110

[12] Date E, Jimbo M, Kashiwara M and Miwa T 1982 Quasi-periodic solutions of the orthogonal KP
equation – Transformation groups for soliton equations V –Publ. RIMS18 1111–1119

[13] Date E, Jimbo M and Miwa T 1983 Method for generating discrete soliton equations. IVJ. Phys. Soc.
Japan52 761–765

[14] Date E, Kashiwara M, Jimbo M and Miwa T 1983 Transformation groups for soliton equationsNon-
linear Integrable Systems – Classical Theory and Quantum Theoryed Jimbo M and Miwa T (Singa-
pore: World Scientific) pp 39–119

[15] Dubrovsky V and Konopelchenko B 1984 Some new integrable nonlinear evolution equations in2+1
dimensionsPhys. Lett. A102 15–17

[16] Hirota R 1986 Reduction of soliton equations in bilinear form Physica D18 161–170

[17] Hirota R 1989 Soliton solutions to the BKP equations. I.The Pfaffian techniqueJ. Phys. Soc. Japan
58 2285–2296

[18] Hirota R 1989 Soliton solutions to the BKP equations. II. The integral equationJ. Phys. Soc. Japan58
2705–2712

32

http://arxiv.org/abs/0805.4553


[19] Shiota T 1989 Prym varieties and soliton equationsInfinite-dimensional Lie Algebras and Groups(Adv.
Ser. Math. Phys.vol 7) ed Kac V (Singapore: World Scientific) pp 407–448

[20] Nimmo J 1990 Hall-Littlewood symmetric functions and the BKP equationJ. Phys. A: Math. Gen.23
751–760

[21] Gilson C and Nimmo J 1990 Lump solutions of the BKP equation Phys. Lett. A147 472–476

[22] Hirota R and Ohta Y 1991 Hierarchies of coupled soliton equations. IJ. Phys. Soc. Japan60 798–809

[23] You Y 1991 DKP and MDKP hierarchy of soliton equationsPhysica D50 429–462

[24] Taimanov I 1991 Prym’s theta-function and hierarchiesof nonlinear equationsMath. Notes50 723–730

[25] Chowdhury A and Das Gupta N 1991 Commutative differential operator and a class of solutions for
the BKP equation on the singular rational curveJ. Math. Phys.32 3473–3475

[26] Chowdhury A and Dasgupta N 1991 Pseudo-differential operators, BKP equation and Weierstrass
P (x) functionJ. Phys. A: Math. Gen.24 L1145–L1148

[27] Jarvis P and Yung C 1993 Symmetric functions and the KP and BKP hierarchiesJ. Phys. A: Math.
Gen.26 5905–5922

[28] Baker T, Jarvis P and Yung C 1993 Hirota polynomials for the KP and BKP hierarchiesLett. Math.
Phys.29 55–62

[29] Nakajima T and Yamada H 1994 Basic representations ofA
(2)
2l andD(2)

l+1 and the polynomial solutions
to the reduced BKP hierarchiesJ. Phys. A: Math. Gen.27 L171–L176

[30] van de Leur J 1995 The Adler-Shiota-van Moerbeke formula for the BKP hierarchyJ. Math. Phys.36
4940–4951

[31] Nimmo J 1995 Darboux transformations from reductions of the KP hierarchyNonlinear Evolution
Equations and Dynamical Systems. NEEDS ’94ed Makhankov V, Bishop A and Holm D (Singapore:
World Scientific) pp 168–178

[32] Plant A and Salam M 1995 Schur’sQ-functions and the BKP hierarchyJ. Phys. A: Math. Gen.28
L59–L62

[33] Tsujimoto S and Hirota R 1996 Pfaffian representation ofsolutions to the discrete BKP hierarchy in
bilinear formJ. Phys. Soc. Japan65 2797–2806

[34] Kac V and van der Leur J 1998 The geometry of spinors and the multicomponent BKP and DKP
hierarchiesThe Bispectral Problem(CRM Proc. Lect. Notesvol 14) ed Harnad J and Kasman A pp
159–202

[35] van de Leur J 2001 Matrix integrals and the geometry of spinorsJ. Nonl. Math. Phys.8 288–310
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