arXiv:1311.2675v1 [nlin.SlI] 12 Nov 2013

Symmetry, Integrability and Geometry: Methods and Applications

Ultradiscrete sine-Gordon Equation
over Symmetrized Max-Plus Algebra,

and Noncommutative Discrete

and Ultradiscrete sine-Gordon Equations

Kenichi KONDO

5-13-12-207 Matsubara, Setagaya-ku, Tokyo 156-0043, Japan

E-mail: incidence_algebra@poset.jp

Received January 08, 2013, in final form October 31, 2013; Published online November 12, 2013

http://dx.doi.org/10.3842/SIGMA .2013.068

Abstract. Ultradiscretization with negative values is a long-standing problem and several
attempts have been made to solve it. Among others, we focus on the symmetrized max-plus
algebra, with which we ultradiscretize the discrete sine-Gordon equation. Another ultra-
discretization of the discrete sine-Gordon equation has already been proposed by previous
studies, but the equation and the solutions obtained here are considered to directly corre-
spond to the discrete counterpart. We also propose a noncommutative discrete analogue
of the sine-Gordon equation, reveal its relations to other integrable systems including the
noncommutative discrete KP equation, and construct multisoliton solutions by a repeated
application of Darboux transformations. Moreover, we derive a noncommutative ultradis-
crete analogue of the sine-Gordon equation and its 1-soliton and 2-soliton solutions, using
the symmetrized max-plus algebra. As a result, we have a complete set of commutative and
noncommutative versions of continuous, discrete, and ultradiscrete sine-Gordon equations.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Ultradiscretization and its problem

SIGMA 9 (2013), 068, 39 pages

Ultradiscrete integrable systems are integrable systems where independent variables take values
in Z, and dependent variables in the max-plus algebra Ry.x = RU {—o0c}. Among them is the

famous box-ball system [21], represented by the equation

n—1 n—1
U =min [1-U}, Y UL- > U
k=—00 k=—oc0

o) t
Defining S, = >~ 3" U}, we obtain

k=nl=—o0
Syt Syt =max [SR0 + 57 - 1,8, + Sp4]
which is wltradiscretization of the discrete KdV equation

L =1 _ s i1 441 |t ¢
(14 98)o, 0y, =00, 10, + 0,051

(1.1)

(1.2)
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Ultradiscretization [22] is a systematic procedure to obtain ultradiscrete systems from discrete
systems. The fundamental formula of the procedure is
lim elog (eA/6 + eB/E) = max|[A, B|, lim elog (eA/S . eB/S) =A+B.
e—+0 e—40
This may be understood as a transformation of addition into max operation and of multiplication
into addition. Setting & = e~'/¢ in (1.2) and applying ultradiscretization, we obtain (1.1).
The problem is, however, that ultradiscretization cannot be applied to subtraction, which is

of course necessary in many discrete integrable systems. The reason is as follows. If one wants
to define an ultradiscrete version of subtraction, it is natural to solve the linear equation

max|x,a] = b

for € Ryax. This has no solution when a > b, and therefore subtraction cannot be defined in
general.

Several attempts [8, 11, 15, 18, 19, 23] have been made to solve this problem. We focus on the
symmetrized max-plus algebra [1, 2], denoted by uR in this paper. This algebra is an extension
of Rmax and looks natural in the sense it traces the construction of Z from N2. Linear algebra
over uR is also possible, and ultradiscretization with uR is presented in [4]. These theories of
uR are mainly developed in the field of discrete event systems and seems little known to the
field of integrable systems.

1.2 Contents of the paper

The discrete sine-Gordon equation [3, 7]

m_m+1 _ _m _m+l1 m m+1
(1—-9)7 T =TT — 0oy 0",

+1_5m m+1

m_m+1l _ _m m
(L=20)oi 01" = 0i}10] 41T

has not been ultradiscretized until recent years because soliton solutions include subtraction or
even complex numbers. The first attempt is made by Isojima et al. [9, 10] where a 7-only trilinear
equation is exploited to exclude subtraction. Here we propose another method to ultradiscretize
the sine-Gordon equation which utilizes uR. The equation and the solutions are ultradiscretized
keeping subtraction and complex numbers in a highly direct fashion.

Noncommutative integrable systems have been drawing more interest in the last two decades.
It is difficult to point out the first appearance of such systems, but the noncommutative KdV
equation is already mentioned in [13]. The first discrete noncommutative integrable system
is probably the noncommutative discrete KP equation [12, 17]. Along this line, we propose
a noncommutative discrete analogue of the sine-Gordon equation, explore relations to other
integrable systems, and construct multisoliton solutions by the Darboux transformation. More-
over, we also propose a noncommutative ultradiscrete analogue of the sine-Gordon equation and
explicitly derive 1-soliton and 2-soliton solutions by ultradiscretization with uR. As a result, we
have a complete set of commutative and noncommutative versions of continuous, discrete, and
ultradiscrete sine-Gordon equations.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2.1, the discrete sine-Gordon equation
and 1-soliton and 2-soliton solutions are reviewed. Special solutions such as the traveling-
wave and kink-antikink solutions are presented probably for the first time. In Section 2.2, an
ultradiscrete analogue of the sine-Gordon equation is proposed and the solutions are obtained.
Because of ultradiscretization with uR, correspondence between the discrete and ultradiscrete
systems are direct, which is also supported by figures.

In Section 3.1, a noncommutative discrete analogue of the sine-Gordon equation is proposed.
A relation to other integrable systems including the noncommutative discrete KP equation is



Ultradiscrete and Noncommutative Discrete sine-Gordon Equations 3

explained, and multisoliton solutions are constructed by a repeated application of Darboux
transformations. In Section 3.2, a noncommutative ultradiscrete analogue of the sine-Gordon
equation is proposed and 1-soliton and 2-soliton solutions are derived. Also figures of solutions
for both equations are displayed.

In Section 4, concluding remarks and discussions are presented.

2 Discrete and ultradiscrete sine-Gordon equations

In this section, we first review the discrete sine-Gordon equation [3, 7] and several results around
it. Explicit calculation of the traveling-wave, kink-antikink, kink-kink, and breather solutions
are probably presented for the first time.

Then, we propose an ultradiscrete analogue of the sine-Gordon equation. The solutions are
obtained in two ways: by calculations completely inside uR, and by ultradiscretization with uR.
The correspondence between the discrete and ultradiscrete systems is quite clear. Similarity
of profiles of solutions is also visually confirmed by figures. Our formulation is different from
Isojima et al. [9].

2.1 Discrete sine-Gordon equation

We review the three representations of the discrete sine-Gordon equation, their connection to
the sine-Gordon equation, and some solutions for the sine-Gordon equation.
For any function f = f(I,m) over Z?, define shift operations by

fl:fl(lvm):f(l+1vm)7 fm:fm(l>m):f(l7m+1)
Inverse operations are denoted by
fZ:f(l_lam)v fm:f(l7m_1)

Let 7 = 7(I,m), o = o(l,m) be functions Z? — C. Date et al. [3] gave the discrete sine-Gordon
equation (dsG) in the following form

(1 = 0)TTym = TiTim — 0010 m, (2.1a)

(1 =0)ooy, = 010m — 0T Tm, (2.1b)
where 6 € C* is a parameter with a small absolute value. The vacuum solution
T=0=1

is the simplest solution, other than the null solution 7 = ¢ = 0. Calculating the cross product
of the both sides of (2.1a), (2.1b), we have

TTm (010m — 0TiTim) = 00 (TiTm — d010,) — ——— — — +

TimOm e s om0 TimTl .
OlmTm o|T

and thus
Sim s < - wlmwz> =0, (2.2)
Wy, w Wy W

where w is defined by

T
w = —.
o
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If we introduce u defined by
2
u = — logw,
i

we have
etlum—um)/2 _ gilw—u)/2 | 5(ei(—Um—U)/2 _ ei(Uszruz)/?) -0

ulm—ul—um+u> i <ulm+ul+um+u>
= §sin .

i 7 (2.3)

<~ sin<
Each of (2.2) and (2.3) is also called the discrete sine-Gordon equation, where (2.3) is the original
form discovered by Hirota [7].

Remark 2.1. By the non-autonomous transformation w’ = w(-1", (2.2) becomes

/ / / / ! / / /
w w w w, — dw w) — ow
m. l+5< 77/1_ l>:0 i m L _ = m.

/ / / / /
Wi, w w m w

w,

Im

This is known as a discrete analogue of the modified KdV equation [16], and its ultradiscretiza-
tion is also known [20].

Assume u is also a function u(z,y) of continuum variables x,y € R and has an expansion
wx+r,y+s) =u+ (rug + suy) + % (r*Ugg + 278Uy + 87Uuyy) + -
where u, = du/0z, etc. Connect [, m to z, y via the Miwa transformation
u(z,y;l,m) = u(r + la,y + mb)
where a,b € R* are parameters. Then we have
Ul — Ul — U + U = abugy + (higher-order terms of a, b).

Setting 0 = ab and taking the limit a,b — 0 of (2.3) successively, we obtain

3 1 : ulm_ul_um+u . 1 . amby—i_"' 1
lim — sin = lim —sin| ——— ) = -

U
a,b—0 a 4 a,b—0 ab 4 4y
. . Ui, + U + Um, + U .
lim sin = sin u,
a,b—0 4

and thus the (continuous) sine-Gordon equation
Ugy = 4sinu.

This is known to have following special types of solutions (see, for example, [6]): the traveling-
wave solution

T — vy
u = 4arctanexp | t—— |, 2.4
p ( 3 U2> (2.4)
the kink-antikink solution

sinh 24—
u = 4 arctan <W> , (2.5)

v cosh —=£

V1—v?
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the kink-kink solution

vsinh =£—
u = 4arctan (1_1}2> , (2.6)

h ——£
cosh —#

and the breather solution

2

u = 4 arctan
( w coshv1 —w?zx

1l —-w sin wy )
, (2.7)

where v, w are constants.

2.1.1 1-soliton and 2-soliton solutions

Isojima et al. [9] have given the following conditions for 7 and o to be a 1-soliton or 2-soliton
solution. As a 1-soliton solution, assume

T:1+fa UZI_f? f:Cplqm (28)
where ¢, p,q € C* are constants. By substitution, the dispersion relation

(I1+9)p—(1-9)

(1=0)(1+pg) =(1+0)(p+q) — q= 10y — (110 (2.9)
is found to be a necessary and sufficient condition. As a 2-soliton solution, assume
T=14 fi+ fo+afifo, o=1-fi— fo+afifo, fi = ciphal,
where o € C* is a constant. This time, the pair of the dispersion relation
(=014 i) = (400 + ) = 4= (1P~
and the relation
2
e~ () 10
is a necessary and sufficient condition.
Fig. 2.1 shows the 1-soliton solution with
0 = 0.04, c=-—1, p=2,
and the 2-soliton solution with
0 = 0.04, c1 = cg = —2.125, P11 = qo = 2,
in the light-cone coordinates
(n,t) = <l+2m’l—2m> = (I,m)=n+t,n—1t). (2.11)
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Figure 2.2. Traveling-wave solution for dsG.

2.1.2 Traveling-wave solution

In Sections 2.1.2-2.1.4, we give solutions for (2.1a) and (2.1b) which correspond to the contin-
uous counterparts (2.4)—(2.7). These do not seem to be previously presented in the literature,
including Hirota [7] and Isojima et al. [9].

Replacing ¢ by ic in the 1-soliton solution, we obtain

= LT )" (pg™ ")’
1 —ic(pg)" (pg=1)"

in the light-cone coordinates. This corresponds to the traveling-wave solution (2.4) for the
sine-Gordon equation (if we restrict 6, c,p € R*). Fig. 2.2 shows the solution with

u = 4 arctan (c(pq)” (pqil)t) (2.12)

0 = 0.04, c=1, p=2.

2.1.3 Kink-antikink and kink-kink solutions
Set p1 = g2 in the 2-soliton solution. Then

(1 +6)p2—(1-9) (I +6)pr—(1-9)
P S —(+e) P Ao (1+0)

(2.13)
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Figure 2.3. Kink-antikink solution for dsG.
and thus ps = ¢q1. Rewriting in the light-cone coordinates, we have
=1+ cp!pht + coph TPl + acica(pip2)®”
_ N 1yt
= (p1p2)" (a0102 (p1p2)™ + (p1p2) " +c1 (p1py ') + 2 (pipy ) ) ,
_ _1nt _1y—t
o = (pip2)" (a0162(p1p2)” + (pip2) " — e (ppy ') — e (pipy ) ) .
We set
p=x"P = =g
1 —pip2
and define
[ -1 l —1
+ —_
ch(p,l) = w, sh(p,l) = p—p
2 2
Then
ch n) + ish Sit sh St
— B ch(pip2, n) : (p1p2_1, ) , u = 4 arctan 7(]91202 ?) ) (2.14)
B ch(pipz,n) —ish (pip3 ', 1) B ch(pip2,n)

This corresponds to the kink-antikink solution (2.5). Fig. 2.3 shows the solution with
§=0.04, 1 =—co=2125i, p1=2.

Similarly, setting pi1go = 1 gives

1 1+ 9)p—(1-9) 1 (1+0)p1 —(1-9)

BT 0 om—a+e P T =om-(1+9)

and thus paq; = 1. We have
=B (pp2)’ (5(p1p2)t + B(pip2) "t +i (ppy )" —i (plpg_l)_n> :

o= 5_1(p1P2)t (B(p1p2)t + B(prp2) " — it (p1p51)n +1 (plp;)—")
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Figure 2.4. Kink-kink solution for dsG.

for the same S, c¢1, ¢o defined above and

h t) +ish (p1p;" b (p1py
_ Behlpipy,t) tish (pappym) (S(plp27”)> (2.15)

~ Bch(pipa,t) — ish (pipy i) f ch(pipa, t)
This corresponds to the kink-kink solution (2.6). Fig. 2.4 shows the solution with

§=0.04, ¢ =—cy=—0.470588i, p =2.

2.1.4 Breather solution

Consider the kink-antikink solution where p; and ps are complex numbers satisfying

p1p2 € Rso, lpipy | = 1.

Such pi, po are complex conjugates of each other. If we write p1 = g + hi, po = g — hi and
substitute these into (2.13), we find g, h must satisfy

(1-68) (L+g*+h*) =2(1+0)g < (1-0)g° —2(1+8)g+(1-0) (1+h*) =0.

As a quadratic equation of g, the condition for the existence of real roots is given by

2 2 2 2 1+44)?
(1+6)°—(1-6)7°(1+h%*) >0 < h*< 1-35 - L
Such a real number h does exist if § > 0, and g is given by

1+6 1+6)2 )

0

Rewriting p1 = 7€, po = re~", we obtain 8 = iy where 7 is defined by

2rsin 6
— 4
K 1—r2’
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Figure 2.5. Breather solution for dsG.

and sh (p1p2_1, t) = 4sin 2tf. Thus,

_ vych(r?,n) + isin2t0
~ ~ych(r2,n) —isin2td’

< sin 2t6 )
u = 4 arctan

7 ¢ch(r?,n)
This corresponds to the breather solution (2.7). Fig. 2.5 shows the solution with
0 = 0.04, c1 = —cg = 0.75, p1 = 0.75 + 0.251.

2.2 Ultradiscrete sine-Gordon equation
2.2.1 Ultradiscrete sine-Gordon equation

In order to ultradiscretize the discrete sine-Gordon equation (2.1a), (2.1b), we must deal with
negative numbers since either or both of 7 and ¢ include subtractions. We adopt ultradiscretiza-
tion with the symmetrized max-plus algebra uR. For details, see Appendix A and references
cited there.

We perform ultradiscretization of dsG through the parametrization

§=pupePs, D<o (2.16)
This can be regarded as an other aspect of continuum limit since § — 0 as s — co. Assuming
5£>D,T£>T,a£>5,weobtain

TT, V TiT,, © DS|Sh, (2.17a)

SSim V 515, © DT;T,,. (2.17b)
We call the pair (2.17a), (2.17b) the ultradiscrete sine-Gordon equation (udsG). The vacuum

solution T' = S = 0 is the simplest solution, other than the null solution T'= S = —co. We can
also ultradiscretize (2.2) to obtain

Wi Wyte WWw e D (W, 'W e W;,,W;) V —oc0 (2.18)

where w 2% W V TS, We also call (2.18) the ultradiscrete sine-Gordon equation. The
ultradiscretization of (2.3) is unclear.
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2.2.2 Deterministic time evolution and class of solutions

It seems sensible to restrict ourselves to the class of signed solutions, that is, 7', S, W € uC" for
any (I,m) € Z? since it permits basic properties like weak substitution. The null and vacuum
solutions are signed solutions.

The problem is that udsG no longer admits time evolution, at least deterministic one, in
general, since the balance relation is not equality. For example, if we have

f(t+1) V (expression including f(t)) = 3°,

we cannot determine f(¢+ 1) from f(t), since this relation is satisfied whenever [f(t + 1) < 3.
Strictly speaking, udsG is not an equation.

But in some cases, it actually becomes an equation, or furthermore, a deterministically evo-
lutionary form. Multiplying 7! to (2.17a) and S~! to (2.17b), we have

T'TT,, VT Y (T)T,, © DS;Sm),  S7'18S8,, V S (S1Sm & DTIT,,).
If T='T = S8 = 0 and the right hand sides are signed, we obtain

Ty = T (T T, © DS;S),) (2.19a)
Sim = S™1(S,S,, © DT,T},) (2.19b)
by reduction of balances (see Appendix A). We call (2.19a), (2.19b) the deterministically evolu-

tionary form of udsG. If we replace D by &D and restrict ranges of D, T', S to R for example, the
assumptions are satisfied, and we obtain the completely ordinary-looking ultradiscrete equation:

Tim = max(Ty+ Ty, D+ S;+ Sp) — T, (2.20a)
Sim = max(S; + S, D+ 1T+ T),) — S. (2.20b)

Deterministic time evolution is also possible in other settings, which are presented in the fol-
lowing sections.

It might be natural to think we should consider (2.19a), (2.19b), or even (2.20a), (2.20b)
only. However, it seems that the former cannot capture the traveling-wave, kink-antikink, and
kink-kink solutions. And the latter does not even seem to contain soliton solutions. Therefore,
we consider (2.17a), (2.17b) primarily.

We show one example of positive (R) time evolution by (2.20a), (2.20b) in Fig. 2.6. Initial
values are set as

T(l,-10) =1, S(=10,m) = m, -10<I,m <10
with D = —1. The sign (in the sense of +) of the solution alternates with time.
2.2.3 1-soliton solution
Consider a signed solution T', .S satisfying
TVO®F, SVO0SF, F =CPQ™, (2.21)
where C' € uCV and P, Q € uR®. Weakly substituting these into (2.17a), (2.17b), we have

00 PQF*® (0@ PQ)FV0® PQF?>® (P Q)F, (2.22a)
0@ PQF?5 (0@ PQ)F V0& PQF? s (P @ Q)F, (2.22D)
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Figure 2.6. Positive (R) evolution of udsG.

where 0@ D =06 D = 0 is used. The dispersion relation
0pPQVPDQ (2.23)

is a sufficient condition for (2.22a), (2.22b) to hold, since we can construct them by adding and
multiplying same numbers to the both sides of (2.23). Rewriting (2.23), we have

(Pe0)Q V (Ps0)

and thus P = 0 or Q = 0. Obviously, (2.21) and (2.23) can be obtained by ultradiscretizing (2.8)
and (2.9), respectively, through

c=pce® 20, p=ppel* P ¢ Q
or
Cs ud ud Qs ud
c=puce”® — C, p— P, q = pge*’ — Q.

The solution is, however, not completely determined yet, because the balance relation is not
equality as stated before. So we try to utilize reduction of balances. If C' € uZ is an odd number
and P, () € uZ are even numbers, then F' is always odd and 0@ F', 0 © F' can never be balanced
since 0 is even. By reduction of balances, we obtain

T=08F  S=06F,

and W is also immediately determined since S—! is signed. This solution admits deterministic
time evolution since

|Tle|€B > |DSlSm |SlSm|@ > ’DTle’@

e »
and thus

T~YT\T,, © DS|Sm) = TV T,, € uR®,
S71(8,8,, © DT)T},,) = S7185,S,, € uR®.

Fig. 2.7 shows the solution with
D =-1, C=el, P =2

in the light-cone coordinates (2.11). It is somehow difficult to depict ultradiscrete numbers
in figures; here signs and absolute values are displayed separately, and signs are mapped from
©0, 0°, 0 to —1, 0, 1, respectively (balanced elements do not appear in the figure, though).
Observe that the form of the 1-soliton solution w for dsG is preserved in the signs. Absolute
values are always 0, corresponding to the fact that w asymptotically behaves as £1.
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Figure 2.8. Traveling-wave solution for udsG.

2.2.4 Traveling-wave solution

If we replace C' by CTI and redefine F = CP!Q™ (C' € uR®), we obtain
T—0aFI, S=0&FI

and

(e F?) e FI

WV 06 F?

We choose odd C and even P, @ so that 0 © F? is always signed and reduction of balances
can be applied. This solution no longer admits deterministic time evolution, but is apparently
ultradiscretization of the traveling-wave solution (2.12) for dsG. Fig. 2.8 shows the solution with

D=-1, (C=1, P=2.

The uRe and ulm parts are displayed separately. The profile of the traveling-wave solution for
dsG is preserved well.

2.2.5 2-soliton solution

Assume

TVODF & Fd AR, SVl ol ® AR, (2.24)
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Figure 2.9. 2-soliton solution for udsG.

where A € uR® and F; = CjP]l.Q;-”. We also assume
P #P,  Q1# Q2.
By substitution, we find the pair of the dispersion relation
0® PQ; VP ®Qj
and the relation
A0S PLP) (06 Q1Q2) ® (P16 P)(Q16Q2) V —0 (2.25)

is a sufficient condition for (2.24) to become a solution. Obviously, (2.25) is ultradiscretization
of (2.10). When P, = P, =0 or Q1 = Q2 = 0, any A satisfies (2.25). When P, = Q2 = 0, we
have

Ae )o@ e (0eR)(Q160)V —co = A=0.

The case P, = Q1 = 0 is similar.
We can choose A, Cj, Pj,Q; € uZ such that 0 © AFyF is always positive, even and Fy & F3
is negative, odd. Then the solution is determined as

T=0®F, ®I® AN, S=00F, ©F,® AF|F>.
This admits deterministic time evolution, of course. Fig. 2.9 shows the solution with

D=-1, Cy =0y =6a1, P=0Q: =4

2.2.6 Kink-antikink and kink-kink solutions

If we replace Cy by C11I, Cy by ©C31, and redefine F; = C’jP]l-Q}" (C; € uR®) in the 2-soliton
solution, we obtain

TVOS AR & (FLeR)I, SV ARFR e (FLeR)I]

and

(0® AR F)? 0 (FL o F)?) @ (0@ AR FY)(FyL © Fo)l

W v
(0 D AF1F2)2 D (Fl S F2)2

We choose C}, Pj,Q; € uZ such that

|Filg =1, |Fol, =3 (mod 4)
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==
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Figure 2.10. Kink-antikink solution for udsG.

or
|F1g = 3, |Fol, =1 (mod 4).

Then F1 © Fy and (0@ AF1F3)? © (F1 © F,)? are always signed and the balance relations become
equalities.

If we set Py = Q2, P» = @1, we have the kink-antikink solution. Similarly, setting P; = Q5 L

= Qfl gives the kink-kink solution. These solutions does not admit deterministic time
evolution, but are ultradiscretization of (2.14), (2.15). The ultradiscretization of the breather
solution is unclear.

Fig. 2.10 shows the kink-antikink solution with

D= -1, G =1, Cy =—1, P =0Q2=4,
and Fig. 2.11 shows the kink-kink solution with
D=-1, Ci=0l, C=0(-1), P=Q,'=4

Observe that in the ulm part, two waves approach to each other for ¢ < 0, collide at ¢ = 0, and
move away from each other for ¢ > 0. In the kink-antikink solution, the two waves have the
same sign and bump up by collision. In the kink-kink solution, the two have opposite signs and
reflect by collision.

3 Noncommutative discrete
and ultradiscrete sine-Gordon equations

In this section, we propose a noncommutative discrete analogue of the sine-Gordon equation as
a compatibility condition of a certain linear system. This equation reduces to the commutative
version once the underlying algebra turns out to be commutative and one simple reduction con-
dition is applied. A reduction from the noncommutative discrete KP equation [12, 17] also gives
the equation, and continuum limit of the equation gives the noncommutative (continuous) sine-
Gordon equation, which is already known in a different context [14]. We define the Darboux
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-30
-40
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Figure 2.11. Kink-kink solution for udsG.

transformation, which constructs new solutions from old ones, and obtain Casoratian-type solu-
tions by repeating it. Explicitly setting the starting solutions for repetition, we derive so-called
multisoliton solutions.

Along the construction of Casoratian-type solutions, quasideterminants [5] are used, which
is a noncommutative extension of determinants. The theory needs some space for explanation,
but it is not essential to the main story. Therefore, we only briefly explain the definition and
some properties of them in Appendix B. For details, see [5].

We finally propose a noncommutative ultradiscrete analogue of the sine-Gordon equation.
Noncommutative ultradiscrete setting is probably one of the hardest environments for integrable
systems to exist, but we manage to obtain 1-soliton and 2-soliton solutions by ultradiscretization.

Notations are slightly changed in this section because of the complexity of expressions we are
going to manipulate. Shifts are always indicated after a comma like f;. This is to distinguish
indices and shifts. In addition, shift operators 1, T}, are also used:

ﬂf:f,l:f(l+1am)a Tmf:f,m:f(l7m+1)

Do not confuse these with the ultradiscretized 7 function of the previous section; in the non-
commutative setting, 7 functions do not seem to exist. We also use superscripts for elements of
matrices. For example,

no. IN
N1 ... , NN
3.1 Noncommutative discrete sine-Gordon equation

3.1.1 Linear system

Let w = w(l,m), v = v(l,m) be functions Z? — Mat(N,C) and

-1 -1 -1
_ (ww —al _ 1 —bA" w v
B = ( —a\ 11711)_1) ’ B = <—b)\_1v7mw_1 1 ) ’
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where a,b, A € C* are parameters. Consider the linear system

1(5)=5() =) =) o

for ¢, : Z* — Mat(N, C). Denoting entrywise shift operations by T}, B; = By, etc., we have

Tmﬂ (i) = Bl,me <z> = Bl,mBm (z) )

T, <z) = BT, (f;) — BB, @) .

These must coincide, so we require the compatibility condition
BiimBm = B, B
This is equivalent to

w’lmwfml — w’luf1 + ab (vvmwfl — wlmv;l) =0, (3.2a)

v,lmvfml — v7lv_1 + ab (wmv_l - Ume;l) =0. (3.2b)

We call the pair (3.2a) and (3.2b) the noncommutative discrete sine-Gordon equation (ncdsG).

Proposition 3.1. When N =1, the reduction condition
wo =1 (3.3)

gives the (commutative) discrete sine-Gordon equation [3, 7]

Proof. Under (3.3), (3.2a) is apparently equivalent to (3.4). Since

1 1 1
(Lh.s. of (3.2a)) x (wmw — > =W mw + — W W,y —
W i W W Jy W W W
1
= (l.h.s. of (3.2b)) X ( — wylmwyl> s
W
(3.2b) is also equivalent to (3.4). [ |

For any wq satisfying

bw. - — Wo,im
a wO,lm - ab ’

(3.2a) and (3.2b) are solved by (w,v) = (wo, abw,j,,), which is not an interesting solution. We
consider other types of solutions in the rest of this section.



Ultradiscrete and Noncommutative Discrete sine-Gordon Equations 17

3.1.2 Reduction from the noncommutative discrete KP equation

Let w; = w;(n1,n2,n3) (i = 1,2, 3) be functions Z3 — Mat(N, C). The noncommutative discrete
KP equation [12, 17] is the set of equations

wij(ci — ¢yt +wik(e; — ep)w; ! + wpiler — c)wyt =0 (3.5)

for any combination of i, j, k € {1,2,3}. Here i, j, k can take same values, and shifts are denoted
like

w2 = wi(n1,ng + 1,n3).

¢; € C* are parameters taking mutually different values.
We replace (n1,ng2,n3) by new coordinates (n),n5,n%) = (ny — ng, na, ng). Shifts are also in
new coordinates, and double-shifts are to be used:

! ! / / / !
wi 2 = wi(ny, ny +1,n3), wo 13 = wa(n] + 1,05, n3 + 1), etc.

Then, setting

C1 —C3
)=

¢ —c’
we can rewrite (3.5) as

—1 -1 -1
w1 2wy + ((5 — 1)w2713w2 — (5w371w3 =0,

-1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1
W12Wy = W21Wy W2,13Wy = = W32W3 w3,1 Wy = W1,13Wq -
By imposing the reduction condition
/ / / !/ / /
wi(ny + 2,n9,n3) = w;i(n, ny, n3)

and defining v; = w; 1, we obtain

wlygwfl + (60— 1)v273w271 — 51)3w§1 =0, (3.6a)
vl,gvfl + (60— 1)w273v271 — 5w31)§1 =0, (3.6b)
w172wf1 = vgwgl, (3.6¢)
va 3wy = w3 w3 !, (3.6d)
vawy ' = vy gwy (3.6¢)
U1’2’U1_1 = T,U2v2_1, (3.6f)
wa,3vy " = V305, (3.68)
wzvy ' = wy 3oyt (3.6h)

Proposition 3.2. For any wi, v1 satisfying (3.6a)—(3.6h),
(w,v) = (wy,v1) (I =nh,m = nj)
solves (3.2a) and (3.2b) with ab = 6.
Proof. Let us rewrite (3.6a) using only wi, v1. From (3.6e) we immediately have
wygwy T+ (8 — Vg zwy t — vy zwyt =0, (3.7)

and thus try to rewrite the second term.



18 K. Kondo

(3.6d) implies
(6 — 1)v273w2_1 = (0 — 1)w3,2w3_1 = w372v3_’% (06— 1)1}3,21)3_1 -v3w3_1. (3.8)
Then, (3.6h) implies
W3oV3y = WigViy,  Uswy = viwis, (3.9)
and (3.6g) implies
(6 — Dvzvgt = (6 — Dwa gy
By (3.6b) and (3.6h), this equation becomes

1 -1 —1
(6 — 31)2 = dwzvy  — U1 27)1 = 0w 3v;  — V120; . (3.10)

Jwa
Combining (3.8)—(3.10), we obtain
(0 — 1)vg, 3w2 = Wi 2307 2 (5w1 3] - 01’20;1) . vlwi:,l, = 5w17230i% — w1723wi§.
Finally, (3.7) becomes

wLwal — szgwié + 5(w1,23vf’% — Ulygwfl) =0. (3.11a)

In the same way, (3.6b) becomes

vl,gvfl — 017231)1_5 + 5(v1723w1_’% - wlygvfl) =0. (3.11b)
If we set

(w,v) = (wi,v1),  (L,m) = (ny,n5),  ab=4,
we have

w12 = W], W1,23 = W im, etc.
Therefore, (3.11a) and (3.11b) become (3.2a) and (3.2b). [ |

Remark 3.3. The solution constructed here seems to be only a part of the whole solutions
of (3.2a) and (3.2b), since it satisfies extra conditions

—1 —1 -1 —1
W1 2wy - V1,20, :1, U1,3W; - wW1,30, =1.

3.1.3 Continuum limit

Assume w is also a function w(z,t) of continuum variables z,¢ € R and has an expansion
1
w(z+rt+s) =w+ (rwg + sw) + 3 (r*Wag + 2rsway + s*wy) + -
where w, = dw/dz, etc. Connect [, m to x, t via the Miwa transformation
w(z,t;l,m) = w(z + la,t + mb).

Assume similarly for v = v(z,t;1,m). Then we have

2

a
w7l:w+aww+?wr:ﬂ+"'a
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1
Wim = W + (awx + blUt) + 9 (a2wxm + 2abwgy + bzwtt) +y

b2
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
W, =w o —bwTwwT — 5 (w Wrw — — 2w Twpw T wpw ) 4+

'Ul:...’

)

and from (3.2a), (3.2b)

0= w}lmw;r} — w,lw_l + ab(vmw_l - w,lmvjl)

= ab(wg[;,guf1 —wyw twaw ™ +ow™t — wvil) + (higher-order terms),

0= ab(vxtv_l — v ot FweT = vw_l) + (higher-order terms).
Taking the limit a,b — 0 successively, we obtain

wgctw_l — w$w_1wtw_l +ow t—wot = 0,

1 1

thv_l — VU vtv_l +wr !t —ow t=0.

Since —w lwyw ™! = (w™1);, these are transformed into
(wzw_l)t = wo ! —ow™, (3.12a)
(wew™" + w07, =0. (3.12b)

We call the pair (3.12a) and (3.12b) the noncommutative sine-Gordon equation. A quite similar
equation with the same name has been derived in a different context [14, (3.10)].

Proposition 3.4. When N =1, the reduction condition

wv =1 (3.13)
gives the (commutative) sine-Gordon equation

Uzt = 4sinu, (3.14)

where u is defined by
2
u = — logw.
i

Proof. Under (3.13), (3.12b) clearly holds. And (3.14) is immediate from (3.12a) since

2 WptW — W Wy . w? — w2
Ugt =~ 5 siny = ————. |
) w 21

3.1.4 Darboux transformation

When (w,v) is a solution for (3.2a) and (3.2b), the column vector t(gzﬁ ) satisfying the linear
system (3.1) is called the eigenfunction of (w,v) for eigenvalue .

Let t((bA 1/1,\), t((bu wu) be eigenfunctions of (w,v) for eigenvalues A, pu, respectively. Define
the Darboux transformation of (w,v) and t(@\ ¥y) by t(qﬁ# V) as

S s

where

(st A )
K_< A —pugu ')
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tro
Theorem 3.5. (w,v) is a solution to (3.2a) and (3.2b), and (qﬁ)\ %\) is an eigenfunction of

(w,v) for eigenvalue X.

Proof. From the linear system (3.1), we can write

w,lw_l = (¢u,l + a,ud)u) ;1a U,lv_l = (wu,l + aﬂ¢u)¢;1»
w,mU_1 = b_lﬂ(¢u - ¢u,m) ;;17 v,mw_l = b_lu(% - wmm)?b;l-

Then we have

W = P (U apd, ) = v +ap (b, — duby '),

00 = (b, + apbuy) = wawt + CLM(%,M/),;} — ud ),

Wm0 = b 1 (G — D) = vmw ™+ 0 (Y m B — Pudy ),

U@ =0 iy (Vo — i) = W™+ 07 (G — Puthn),
which imply

(@), — @@+ ab (T — (0,,07") ) =0,

('17,[1771)7”1 — 0,07 + ab (W, 0t — (amwil),l) =0.

Define El, By, by

~ ~_] —1~ ~—1
~  (ww —a\ ~ 1 —bAT W 0
B = ( “ax aﬁ—l) o Bm= (bxlamw—l 1 :

Then we have
KB = BK,  Kg;Bn=BnK

") ()-a((3)
(1)) - (5)) |

3.1.5 Multisoliton solutions

The simplest solution for (3.2a) and (3.2b) is the vacuum solution (w,v) = (1,1). The linear
system (3.1) of the vacuum solution is

1) = (o TIE) =0 (e )0,
which has two basic solutions
<¢> _ <(1 —a\)! (1 - bA—l)m> < (T+aX)! (1+oA71)" )
Y (T—aX)! (1=0A"1)" )"\ =1 +aN) (1T4+b17H)")"
Let A\ (k=1,2,...) be mutually different eigenvalues and define

ok =(1—a ) (1 =A™ + (1 +axe) (T+00.1)" e,
Y= (1—ar) (1=0AH)" — (1+axe) (L+00.1) " e,
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Figure 3.1. 1-soliton solution for ncdsG.

where ¢ € Mat(N,C) are parameters introducing noncommutativity. t((;ﬁk %Z)k) is of course an
eigenfunction of the vacuum solution for eigenvalue A\x. Repeating the Darboux transformation
by t((;ﬁk wk), we can construct multisoliton solutions.

A 1-soliton solution is given by

w=167' = (1— f1)(1+ f1)" ", (3.15a)
v=egpt =1+ f1)(1 = f1) 71, (3.15b)

where fj, is defined by

Targ\' (11"
Jk= =]
1—a)g 1— b>‘k
As a concrete example, Fig. 3.1 shows the behavior of

w = <“’H wm> (N =2)

w21 w22

with

a=b=02, c1=<f _‘145), =2

in the light-cone coordinates (2.11).
A 2-soliton solution is given by

(Mad2 — Moy Mba) (Aarhe — >\1¢1¢f1¢2)_1 PYro7!

= (Aot — M1y ) (Magnyyy ! — >\1¢2¢2_1)71

Mo+ f)A—f) ' =M1+ Q- f)

x Qo1+ )= A1) =M+ o)1= f2) 1) (3.162)
v=(Q(l-f)1+ )T =M1-A)A+ )7

w
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Figure 3.2. 2-soliton solution for ncdsG.

x (Ao(1 = f)+ )7 =M= f)(1+ f2) 1) (3.16b)

Fig. 3.2 shows the solution with

25 —-0.8 1.5 1.2 _ 5
a=b=0.2, 01:<2 18>’ 62:<_1 05>, )\1:)\2125_

3.1.6 Casoratian-type solutions

Let (w,v) be a solution for (3.2a) and (3.2b), t(qbk ¥y) be eigenfunctions of (w,v) for eigen-
values A\ (k = 1,2,...), where \; are mutually different. Define repetition of the Darboux

transformation by
w™ = 1/,7({1) (<Z3£LTL))—1fu)(T%1)7
o™ = () (1/}£LN))_1U(”—1)’
Y = e = e (00)) ey,
et = ol = Mgl ()

and
1 1
w(O) = w, U(O) =, ¢1(€ ) = ¢, ¢l(c ) = .
For notational convenience, we introduce reduced shift operator 1" defined by

Tf(¢1,01, 02,%2,...) = f(A1, Ao, Aatha, Ao, . . .),

where f(x1,22,...) is any rational function of noncommutative variables z;. For example, we

have

T, = Aitbg, Ty = M@k, T?¢r = \pbx.
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Lemma 3.6.

T¢ (n+1) — )\ 1/} (n+1) , Tw (n+1) Ak(b(n—i-l)
Proof. We prove by induction. Obviously, ¢(n+1), w,(gnﬂ)
Assume T¢(n) = )\kw,gn), Tw,gn) =A qbk ") for certain n. Then,

T(b (n+1) _ /\k()\k(b(n)) . An(An¢§1n)) ()\nwﬁln))*l)\kwl(c =\ ¢ (n+1) .

are rational functions of ¢;, v;.

Similarly, T1/1 (n+1) _ )\ ¢> (n+1), m
Theorem 3.7.
1 b2 ®n 1
n T Ty -+ Ton 0O
=LY : : s w, (3.17a)
=1 T gy T gy - T l¢, 0
T" ¢y Tr¢y - Ty, @
(0 o ... P 1
n Ty Tpp - T 0
=[N : : : , (3.17D)
7=l T py Tty - TN, 0
T™y Ty - Ty, @
o8} PR ®n Pk
T Tog - Ton Ty
ot =] S Co (3.17c)
T Yy T gy oo T g, T oy
T'¢ Ty - T 9,
(01 (5 E (2% (e
Ty Ty oo Ty Ty
g = R L. (3.17d)
T Yy Ty o TPy, TPl
Tmp T e T,

Here, quasideterminants [5] are used (see Appendiz B). When n =0, (3.17a) and (3.17b) read
01, WO =1- [T,
respectively.

Before proceeding to the proof, we prepare the following lemma.

Lemma 3.8. Let C = (c;j), C" = (c};) be n x n matrices where ¢;j,c;; € Mat(N,C). Assume
cij=cy for1<i<n,1<j<n-—1. Then,

|C‘;11nlc/’pm = |C|;;21n|c,|p2n' (3.18)
Proof. By the column homological relation (Proposition B.3), we have

|Cp2n’p1] ’C‘pln - _‘Cpln‘plj‘C’IQn? (319&)

|G SN o = =[O 1 C - (3.19D)

By the assumption, we have CP2" = (C'P2" (P = (C'P1"_ Therefore, we obtain (3.18) by
multiplying the inverse of (3.19a) to (3.19b) from the left. [
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Proof of Theorem 3.7. We prove by induction. The case n = 0 is trivial.

Assume w1 p(n=1), gb,(g”), d)}({n) have the above expressions for certain n > 0. Then,

w™ — Agl(Tgb;”)) (¢7(1n>)—1w(n—1)

j=1 T ¢y - Tn—1¢1 Tn_1¢n

-1

T Pn—1 1
Tor -+ Topa 0
X ) ) ) . |w.
T gy o T ¢ [0
By Lemma 3.8, we obtain
b1 . on | TH 21 e bn-1 1

T¢r -+ Téna O

gy e [T,

"o o T [0
o o [ed] ] o g

T¢y -+ Topa O

n—'l ' n—:l : B : :
T ¢1 oo T ¢n jvn—ld)1 .. Tn_1¢n—1 0
We define an (n — 1) x (n — 1) matrix Ay by

Ty - Tona
AO e : S . E
Tn—1¢1 . Tn—1¢n_1
With Ay, the above quasideterminants are rewritten as
T
Téw - Ton On
. . . Ag

oy S
o P P

- Tén

. .. : - A ’
Tn_1¢1 ce Tn_1¢n ° Tn—lqbn

o1 e n—1 R |

Ty - Thpr O 0

"¢ o Tl 0 0
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and also, we have a trivial identity

A

Tn¢1 Tm¢n—1

0

0

[0]

By the invariance under row and column permutations (Proposition B.2) and Sylvester’s identity
(Proposition B.4), we can combine these four quasideterminants into one to obtain

¢
W™ =TT (=27 -

Jj=1

"¢

Similarly for v(™).
For ¢’(€n+1)7 we have

¢n—1

Tn¢n—1

o =Tol = (Tol) (44) e

T

"¢
o1
Toy
Tm—1¢1

o1
Ty

"1,

T¢n—1

Ty

Pn
Ton

Tm71¢n
"¢y

T'¢r

¢n—1
T¢n71

¢n71
fF(bn—l

With the same technique for w(™, we obtain

o1
¢ng) .

"¢y

Similarly for wgﬁ_l) .

Pn

9,

Ok

T,y s

Pn
Ton

o
Ty

1
0

0

[0]

T¢n—1 T¢n
T,

3.2 Noncommutative ultradiscrete sine-Gordon equation

3.2.1 Ultradiscretization

We perform ultradiscretization of ncdsG by the parametrization

a = pae,

b= MBGAS

A, B <O0.
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Assuming
aS 4 v B v w2y,

we obtain
WimW,l oW, W ' @ AB(V W 0 Wi V') V —o0, (3.20a)
ViV © ViV @ AB(W V1 O VW) V —o0. (3.20b)

We call the pair (3.20a) and (3.20b) the noncommutative ultradiscrete sine-Gordon equation
(ncudsG). Because uMat (N, uC) can be realized by uMat(2N, uR), we use uMat(N, uR) as the
underlying algebra for simplicity.

3.2.2 1-soliton solution

In order to ultradiscretize solutions for ncdsG, we introduce

1+a); 1+ b\
_ R 3.21
TSy YT (3:21)
These solve the dispersion relation
(1 —ab)(1 + pjq;) = (1 + ab)(p; + q;), (3.22)

and any solution of (3.22) is parametrized by A; through (3.21) unless ab = 1. As in the
commutative case, (3.22) is ultradiscretized to

08 PQ; V P Q. (3.23)
ud ud
where p; — P;, ¢j — Q).
We can directly discretize the 1-soliton solution (3.15a), (3.15b) to obtain

wSwvoer)oer) ™t v vVvVvoeR)(0oFR)T,

where
Fj=PlQICy, ¢ % ) € uMat(N, uR).

This relation is valid, but inadequate to determine W, V in many cases. For simplicity, we
assume N = 2 hereafter. If we write W = (W), F; = (Fj“"), the (1,2)-th element of (0 &
F1)(0@ Fy)~ ! is given by

eF?((0eF) e (0 k) eF?(0e (F)°)
det(0 & Fy) - det(0® )

and |F111| o exceeds 0 for large &1 or £m. Then this element is balanced and W12 cannot be
determined. Therefore, we need more precise expressions to ultradiscretize.
Define

gi =0+ [HA—=f)~Y  h=0—-H0+ )"
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Of course, w = hi, v = g1 is a 1-soliton solution for ncdsG. Writing f; = (f;»”‘), we have

(14 r1) (1= r22) + g2 2712
] - M
2" (14 2) (1) + 07057
(1 - f]‘ll) (1 + fj”) + [ 212
b det(L + f;) det(1+ f;)
T 21 _ g2 1) | 21 412
o (1) (i) + 2
det(1 + f;) det(1 4+ f;)

By ultradiscretization, we obtain

11 22 12 121
(0@ Fi) (06 F2) @ Fi2F; F
9 ud, Qv det(0 & F}) det(0 © Fj) . (3.24a)
F2 0@ FP)(0e FY) e FF}?
det(0 & Fj) det(0 © Fj)
11 22 12 721
(0o F1) (0 F2) & F2F; SR
h ud, H; V det(0 @ F}) det(0 @ F}) . (3.24D)
@Fjﬂ 0o Fj22)(0 D an) e Flele
det(0 ® Fj) det(0 @ F})

We can choose C}, Pj,Q; € uZ such that (0 S3) Fju) (O o Fj22) is always even and anF]21 odd.
Then all the elements on the r.h.s. of (3.24a), (3.24b) are signed and G;, H; are completely
determined. Fig. 3.3 shows W = H; with

o _(e(=7) -8 _ _
A=B=—1, 01_<@(_5) @7>’ P=2  Q =0.

3.2.3 2-soliton solution

Ultradiscretization of (3.16a), (3.16b) gives

W V (LyGa & L1G1) (LeGy © L1Ga) ™,
V'V (LyH & L1Hy) (LyHy & L1 Hy) ™

where
ud
)‘j — L]' .

In order to determine the value of L;, we examine the relation

No— Pzl _be+1)
T alpy+1) g1
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Figure 3.3. 1-soliton solution for ncudsG.

By the dispersion relation (3.23), we have P; = 0 or @); = 0. When @Q; = 0, ¢; behaves like
a constant with regard to the ultradiscretization parameter s and p; cannot behave like one.
Therefore, we have

o Pj@o . Ail, ’Pj’®>0,
7 AP 0) eA™l, |p, <O.

Similarly, when P; = 0, we have

L:B(Q]@O): B, |Qj|€9>05
! Q;©0 SB, |Qjls <0.

If we choose P> = Q1 = 0, we have |L1| > |L2|, and thus

WvVGG, VVHH?"
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Figure 3.4. 2-soliton solution for ncudsG.

Similarly, if P} = Q2 =0,
WV GG,  VVHH™
Fig. 3.4 shows behavior of W = Gngl with parameters A = B = —1,

02 ©(-13) -3 ©(-15)

G=len 15 )r O o(=7) o(-13))"

P = Q=4

These are chosen so that every elements involved are signed.

4 Conclusion and discussion

We have proposed an ultradiscrete analogue of the sine-Gordon equation and constructed signed
1-soliton and 2-soliton solutions utilizing uR. The traveling-wave, kink-antikink, and kink-kink
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solutions, which contain ultradiscrete complex numbers, do exist and their correspondence to
those for the discrete sine-Gordon equation is quite clear. When the range of solutions are
restricted to ulR, even deterministic time evolution is possible.

As stated in Section 1, another ultradiscretization of the sine-Gordon equation has been
given by Isojima et al. [9, 10]. There, only 7 is ultradiscretized, no complex solutions are
dealt with, and time evolution is not possible. Our formulation looks better in these respects.
Also, ultradiscretization via the parametrization (2.16) can be considered as another aspect of
continuum limit, but ultradiscretization in [9] cannot since they choose a parametrization such
that § — +1.

We have also proposed a noncommutative discrete analogue of the sine-Gordon equation and
revealed its relation to other integrable systems including the noncommutative discrete KP equa-
tion. Also, multisoliton solutions are constructed by a repeated application of Darboux trans-
formations. And finally, a noncommutative ultradiscrete analogue of the sine-Gordon equation
and its signed 1-soliton and 2-soliton solutions are derived by ultradiscretization with ulR.

A Symmetrized max-plus algebra and ultradiscretization

We make extensive use of the symmetrized max-plus algebra uR in the main part of the paper.
Therefore we describe basic definitions and properties of uR here. For details, see Baccelli et
al. [2].

A.1 Symmetrized max-plus algebra
A.1.1 Pair of the max-plus algebra

Let Rpax = RU{—00}. Rpax has the obvious total order. Define & and ® by
T@®y=max(z,y), TOY=z+yY

for z,y € Ryax. With these operations, Ryax becomes a commutative dioid called the max-plus
algebra. The null element is —oco and the unit element is 0. We extend @ and ® over R2 by

(z1,22) ® (y1,92) = (1 D Y1, 22 D ¥2),
(z1,22) ® (Y1, 92) = (x1y1 @ T2Y2, T1Y2 ® T2Y1).

Then R2 . is a commutative dioid with null element (—oo0,—00) and unit element (0, —oc0).

Ruax is embedded into R2 by x — (2, —00).

max
Define minus sign © by

O(x1,x2) = (v2,71)

for x = (11, 22) € R?

max*

absolute value || : RZ,,

We write x © y for @ (©y), which is regarded as subtraction. Define
— Rpax by

[(21,22)| = 21 © T2
Define balance operator * by

(1,22)° = (z1,22) © (21, 22) = (21 B 2,21 D 22).
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A.1.2 Symmetrized max-plus algebra
It is natural to consider the balance relation V defined by
(z1,22) V (y1,92) <= 21 @ y2 =22 D Y1.

V is reflexive and symmetric, but not transitive. Therefore, we introduce another relation R
defined by

(x1,22) V (y1,92), when x1 # 29 and y; # ya,

z1,22) R (y1, —
(z1,72) R (y1,2) {($1,$2) = (y1,y2), otherwise.

R is an equivalence relation compatible with the operations @, ®, ©, ||, *, and the relation V.
Thus, we can define the quotient structure

uR=R2 /R.

This is called the symmetrized max-plus algebra [1, 2]. Usually this is denoted by S, but we
use uR to imply it is somehow a whole set of ultradiscrete real numbers. We will also introduce
uZ,uC later.

Proposition A.1. We have three kinds of equivalence classes:
(z,—00) = {(x,t) : t € Rypay and x > t},
(=00, ) = {(t,x) : t € Rypax and t < z},
(z,2) = {(z,2)}.
Rnax is embedded into uR by =z — m Define
ORimax = {(—00,2) : 7 € Rinax},  Ripax = {(2,2) : 2 € Rinax }-
Then uR has a decomposition

uR = Ryax U ORpax UR?

max?

and (—oo, —00) is the only element which belongs to any two of the three sets. Thus, we simply
write z for (z, —00), ©x for (—oo, z), and z* for (z,x).
Define sign function sgnz by

0, x € R,
sgnr =4 0°% zeRp,,,
o0, x € coR.

z € uR is said to be positive if sgnx = 0, negative if sgnx = &0, and balanced if sgn z = 0°.
Define uRY = Ryax U ORpax. = € uR is said to be signed if x € uRY.

Proposition A.2. Let uR® denote the whole set of invertible elements in uR. Then,

uR® = uRY \ {00} = uR \ R?

max-*
Define uZ,uZ" C uR by
uZ = {—00} UZUSZUZ, uZ’ = uZ NuRY

with obvious notations. uZ is a subdioid of uR and can be regarded as a whole set of ultradiscrete
integers. x € uZ is said to be even if |z is even, odd if |z|, is odd. We do not define whether
—o0 is even or odd. We have of course

uZ® =uZ" \ {—oc}.
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A.1.3 Properties of balance relation

*ax can be regarded as a kind of

We make much use of V, rather than R, since members of R
null elements by virtue of the following proposition.

Proposition A.3. For any x € uR,
xV —o00 <= z€R],..

Proposition A.4. For any x € uR and t € Ry,
Vit andz ¢ Ry, = 7|y <t

Proposition A.5. For any x,y € uR, we have
xVy <= 26y V —o0.

Proposition A.6. For any x,y,z,w € uR, we have

cVyandzVw = 2dzVyduw,
xVy = zzV yz.

Proposition A.7 (weak substitution).

xVy cyVz andy € uRY = cxV 2.
Corollary A.8 (weak transitivity).

xVy yVz andy€uRY = 2V 2.
Proposition A.9 (reduction of balances).

xVyandz,y€uRY = x=y.

A.1.4 Matrices and determinants

Let uMat(N,uR) denote the whole set of N x N matrices over uR. Define addition & by
(aij) © (bij) = (aij © bij)

and multiplication ® by

(i) ® (bij) = (ciz),  cij = P ain @ by
k

for any (aij), (bij) € uMat(N,uR). Then uMat(N, uR) becomes a dioid, noncommutative when
N > 1. 6,°, and V are of course defined by

S(ay) = (Saij), (aij)® = (a3;),
(aij) V (bij) <= a;j V b;; for any i, j

respectively. (a;;) € uMat(N,uR) is said to be signed if all the elements are signed. The
whole set of signed elements in uMat (N, uR) is denoted by uMat(N,uR)". uR is embedded into
uMat(N, uR) by
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For any permutation o € Sy, define sgn(o) by

(o) 0, when o is even,
sgn(o) =
s 60, when o is odd.

And define the determinant of a matrix A = (a;;) € uMat(N,uR) by
det A = @ sgn(o) ® Ao (i)-

det A is also denoted by |A| or |a;|.
Proposition A.10.

4] = |4
where 'A denotes transposition of A.

Proposition A.11.

‘v1 Ao Du UN} 2)\‘@1 cee oy e UN}@‘M ceew e N
where vj = t(alj, ...,anj) and u = fuy, ..., un).
Proposition A.12. For any permutation o € Sy,

|@ig ()| = sgn(o)]ai;]-

Corollary A.13. If vj = vy, for some j # k, then

‘vl UN} V —o0.

Let cof;;(A) denote the cofactor of a;; in |A|, which by definition satisfies
|A| = @aij & COfl'j(A)

for any j. Define the adjacent matrix of A by
adj A = (bsj), bij = cofj;(A).
Theorem A.14.
A®adj AV |A|, adjA® AV |A|
If |A| € uR®, define A~! by
A7l = A7 adj A

This is not a multiplicative inverse in general, but plays a similar role with regard to V. Therefore
we use the notation A~!.
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A.1.5 Ultradiscrete complex numbers

It is well known that we can construct complex numbers by 2 x 2 real matrices, using

i— 0 -1
~\1 0
as the imaginary unit. Here we try to construct wltradiscrete complexr numbers in a similar way.

Let uMat(N,uR) denote the algebra of N x N matrices whose elements are in uR. Define
I € uMat(2,uR) by

(7 )
We have
SR | i B (g B
Define uC C uMat(2, uR) by
uC ={z®yl|z,yec uR}.
Proposition A.15. uC is a commutative subdioid of uMat(2,uR).
Proof. Obviously uC includes —oo and 0. For any a ® bl,c® dI € uC, we have

(a®bl)® (chdl)=(a®dc)® (bdd)] € uC,
(a®dbl)® (c@dl) = (ace bd) ® (ad ® be)l € uC.

And uC is commutative because I and I' are commutative. |
When z € uC is expressed as z = ¢ + yI where x,y € uR, we write
uRez =z, ulm = y.

The whole set of signed elements of uC is denoted by uC".
If det(x @ yI) = 22 @ y* € uR®, we have

zoyl

c@yl) = 229
(z @ yl) o

and

-1 (zy)*®
(zoyl)(zoyl) =0 x2@y2.7v0.

A.2 Ultradiscretization with negative numbers

Ultradiscretization with negative numbers is presented in De Schutter et al. [4]. Here we refor-
mulate it in a similar, but more convenient form for our purpose.
Let f(s) and g(s) be real functions. We say f(s) is asymptotically equivalent to g(s) if there
exists a real number sy such that g(s) # 0 for any s > s and
f(s)

EAC/NS
5500 g(s)
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We also say f(s) is asymptotically equivalent to 0 if there exists a real number s; such that
f(s) = 0 for any s > s;. Asymptotic equivalence is an equivalence relation and denoted by
f(s) ~ g(s).

We are interested in asymptotic equivalence to exponential functions. If

f(s) ~ppet™,  ppeR*,  FeR,
we write
f8) S F F=S(ur)®F € uRY,
where
i) = {0’ e
0, wp<O.

We regard 0 ~ pel=°% for some € R* and 0 1y o0 as a convention.
It is very important here to notice that ur is not restricted to positive numbers, unlike the
usual ultradiscretization procedure.

Proposition A.16 (ultradiscretization of addition). Let f(s), g1($),...,gn(s) be real functions
satisfying

and

Then,
FV G
k=1

Remark A.17. f(s) 2 F oand g(s) @ do not imply f(s) + g(s) 2, F & G because
f(s) + g(s) might be no longer asymptotically equivalent to exponential functions. But if f (s),

g(s) can be expressed by power series in § = upe”® where D < 0, this is not a problem because
f(s) 4+ g(s) can also be expressed by a power series in 0.

Proposition A.18 (ultradiscretization of multiplication). Let f(s), g(s), h(s) be real functions
satisfying

and

ud

g9(s) — G, h(s) — H.

Then,

fo) S F=GoH.
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Corollary A.19 (ultradiscretization of polynomials). Let real functions f(s), gri(s) satisfy

n mg

£s)=>"TIgm(s)

k=11=1

and

Then,

n  mg

FVEPR G

k=1 [=1

A.3 Ultradiscretization of matrices and complex numbers

We also reformulate ultradiscretization of matrices in [4].

straightforward.

Consider a matrix-valued function f(s) = (fi;(s)) : R = Mat(NV,R). If

d
fij(s) == F,
we write

f(s)

2 F = (Fy;) € uMat(N, uR).

This is a componentwise property; there is no exponential functions of matrices.

Proposition A.20. Let matriz-valued functions f(s), gri(s) satisfy

n mg

Fs)=> T ouls)
k=11=1
and
f(S) i) F, gkl(s) — le
Then,

n mg
FVEPHR G-

k=1 I=1

Considering 2 x 2-matrix construction of complex numbers, we have

~\1 0 L0 —o00)°

Let f(s) = u(s) 4+ v(s)i where u(s), v(s) are real functions. If

u(s) . v(s) 2y,
we have of course

F&) XS P=Ua VI euC.

Extension to complex numbers is
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Proposition A.21. Let complex-valued functions f(s), gri(s) satisfy

n  mg

F5) =Y [ oms)

k=11=1

and

Then,

n mp

FVEP R Gu.

k=1 I=1

B Quasideterminants

Quasideterminants [5] are noncommutative extension of determinants, or, more precisely, deter-
minants divided by cofactors. Here we describe the definition and some properties required for
Theorem 3.7. See [5] for more detail.
Let R be a ring and Mat(N, R) be the whole set of N x N matrices over R. R is not
commutative in general. For any (ai;), (b;j) € Mat(N, R), define addition by
(aij) + (bij) = (aij + bij)

and multiplication by
N
(aij)(bij) = (ciy), iy = Y ainbp;.
k=1
Ordering of multiplication is important here.
For any A = (a;j) € Mat(N, R), define the (p, ¢)-th quasideterminant |A|,, by
-1
|Alpg = apg — 15 (A) " cf,

where 7 is the p-th row of A without the g-th element, ¢ is the g-th column of A without the
p-th element, and APY is A without the p-th row and the g-th column. |A|,, is also written as

a1 T ai1N

|A|pq =|:

aNi -+ GNN

For example, we have

ail | ai12
a1 a2

ai a12

—1
= a12 — 411097 A22
a21 a22

-1
= a11 — 12099 @21,

and

ail ai2 ais -1
_ asy a3 as1
as1  age ags| = an — (a2 ai3)

a2 ass asi
azp asz2 as3

_ _1 -1
a1 — a3 (a3 — agzazy ass)  az

-1 -1 -1 -1
— a12 (CL32 — 33093 a22) azp — ais (CL33 — 432099 (123) asy.-

—1
= a1 — a12 (age — assaz; ass)
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Proposition B.1. If we write A=! = (b;;), we have
bij = ‘A‘J_Zl

Proposition B.2. Quasideterminants are invariant under row and column permutations. (If
the row or column contains the boz, it is moved together.)

Proposition B.3 (homological relations). For p1 # p2, q1 # q2, i # p, j # q, we have the row
homological relation

-1 -1
|A’pq1 ’quz‘iql + ’A‘pqz ’qul‘iqg =0
and the column homological relation

—1 -1
|Ap2q’p1j ‘A|p1q + ‘Aplq|p2_j ’A‘mq = 0.

Proposition B.4 (Sylvester’s identity). For any A = (a;;) € Mat(N, R), define (N—k)x(N—k)
matriz Ag by

Ag = (aqj), E+1<4,j<N

and k x k matriz C by

Q5 Ai(k+1) " GiN
C = (i), Cij = s
Ap
anN;
Then
|A’pq = ’C|prr
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