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A bstract

Using the m ethodsofthe theory ofform alsym m etries,we obtain new easily veri� ablesu� cientcon-

ditions for a recursion operator to produce a hierarchy oflocalgeneralized sym m etries. An im portant

advantage ofour approach is that under certain m ild assum ptions it allowsto bypassthe cum bersom e

check ofhereditarinessofthe recursion operatorin question,whatisparticularly usefulforthe study of

sym m etries ofnewly discovered integrable system s. W hat is m ore,unlike the earlier work,the hom o-

geneity ofrecursion operators and sym m etries under a scaling is not assum ed as well. An exam ple of

nonhereditary recursion operatorgenerating a hierarchy oflocalsym m etriesispresented.

1 Introduction

Sincethe sem inalpaperofO lver[1]itbecam eclearthatthe existence ofa recursion operatorisone ofthe

m ostcharacteristicfeaturesofintegrablesystem sofPDEs,cf.e.g.[2,3,4]and referencestherein.Although

theintegrablehierarchiesin (1+ 1)dim ensionsusually provetobelocal,thisisnotthecasefortheirrecursion

operators[2]{[8]. Thus,itisnaturalto ask underwhich conditionsthe repeated application ofa recursion

operatorto a localseed sym m etry willyield localsym m etriescorresponding to the higherequationsofthe

hierarchy.

To bem orespeci�c,consider�rstthesim plestcaseofonedependentvariableu and a recursion operator

ofthe form

R =

rX

i= 0

aiD
i+

p
X

�= 1

G �D
� 1

� �; (1)

wherer� 0,ai,G �,� belong to thealgebra A oflocally analyticfunctionsofx;t;u;u1;u2;:::(inform ally,

uj = @ju=@xj),and D istheoperatoroftotalx-derivative,see below fordetails.

Itisim m ediatethatbecauseofthepresenceofD � 1 theapplication ofR to aQ 2 A m ay yield anonlocal

expression,so thequestion iswhen therepeated application ofR willnottakeusoutofA .Clearly,proving

thatR j(Q )are localam ountsto proving thatR j(Q )� 2 Im D forallj and �,where Im D standsforthe

im age ofD in A .

Adler [6]proved thisfor the recursion operators arising from zero-curvature representations ofcertain

kind,and so did O lver [5](cf.also Dorfm an [4]) for a class ofrecursion operators,associated with bi-

Ham iltonian system s.

M oreover,in the bi-Ham iltonian case there is a very sim ple and powerfulproofoflocality ofR j(Q ),

kindly com m unicated to the authorby V.V.Sokolov and contained in hisunpublished work.

Theidea ofthisproofisasfollows:supposethata recursion operatorR oftheform (1)with @R =@t= 0

can bewritten asa ratio oftwo com patibletim e-independentHam iltonian operators:R = P 1P
� 1
2
.Further

assum ethat� =
P 1

i= 1
c�;i�H i=�u forsom e constantsc�;i.Here�=�u standsforthe variationalderivative,

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/nlin/0303033v1


and H iaretheHam iltoniansrecursively constructed via theLenard schem e,i.e.,P 1�H i+ 1=�u = P 2�H i=�u,

cf.e.g.[2,4].

Undertheseassum ptions,H icom m utewith respectto thePoisson bracketsassociated with P 1 and P 2.

Hence ifthe seed sym m etry Q is Ham iltonian with respect to P 1 or P 2,and the respective Ham iltonian

is a linear com bination ofH i,then LQ (�H j=�u) = 0 for allj,and hence LQ (�) = 0 and �Q 2 Im D ,

as required. Proceeding inductively,we can prove in this way that allQ j � R
j(Q ) are local. The sam e

argum entrem ainsvalid forthecase ofm ore than onedependentvariable.

However,theabove resultsleave open thequestion ofhow to provethelocality ofsym m etrieswhen the

recursion operatordoesnotfallinto the realm of[6]orwe cannot(or,whatistypicalforthe recursion op-

eratorsofnew integrablesystem s,wedo notknow how to)writeitasa ratio oftwo Ham iltonian operators.

Recently,Sandersand W ang [7]proved a fairly generalstatem enton locality of(1+ 1)-dim ensionalhierar-

chiesofevolution system sgenerated by hereditary recursion operators. They prove thatR j(Q )� 2 Im D

using the scaling-based argum ents and the hereditariness ofR . However,their results are lim ited to the

casewhen both therecursion operatorsand sym m etriesthey acton arehom ogeneousundercertain scaling.

In the present paperwe suggest a new approach which allows to overcom e this lim itation and,unlike

the earlier work,with m inor changes can be applied [9]for the proofoflocality ofhierarchies generated

by m astersym m etriesratherthan recursion operators. M oreover,undercertain m ild assum ptionsourap-

proach is applicable to nonhereditary recursion operators as well,and,in particular,does not require the

check whetherthe operatorin question ishereditary.

W eassum ethat� arelinearcom binationsofvariationalderivativesoftheso-called canonicalconserved

densities[10]constructed from R (or,m orebroadly,from a nondegenerateform alsym m etry ofin�niterank,

see Theorem 6 below).Thisisthe case forthe m ajority ofknown today recursion operators,including e.g.

those ofK dV,m K dV,nonlinearSchr�odingerequation and m any otherintegrable evolution equationsand

system s.Forinstance,therecursion operatorofK dV equation

R = D
2 + (2=3)uD + (1=3)u1D

� 1

obviouslyisoftheform (1)with p = 1and 1 = 1,the�rstnontrivialcanonicaldensityis�1 = resR 1=2 = u=3

and 1 = 1 = (1=3)��1=�u.In fact,wefailed to �nd an exam plethatdoesnotsatisfy ourassum ption within

theclassofrecursion operatorsofthe form (1).

Letusstressthatfora fairly large num berofcases the application ofourresultsdoesnotrequire the

assum ption thattherecursion operatorin question ishereditary.M oreover,theveri�cation oftheconditions

ofourtheorem sisconsiderably easierthan thecheck ofhereditariness,becausethelatterusuallyisextrem ely

cum bersom e. Thism akes ourresultsusefulforthe study ofnew recursion operatorswhose hereditariness

is not yet proved. W e illustrate this in Section 5 by proving the locality ofa hierarchy generated by the

recursion operator(18).

Below wepresentourm ain resultsin theirsim plestform ,i.e.,forthecaseofa singledependentvariable

u.In thiscase thecanonicaldensitiesare �i= resR i=r fori= � 1;1;2;:::,and �0 = (1=r)ar� 1=ar.

T heorem 1 LetR (1) with r> 0 be hereditary on the linear span ofR j(Q 0),j= 0;1;2:::,for a Q 0 2 A

and satisfy LQ 0
(R )= 0,and letthere existthe functionsc�;i(t)such that

� =

1X

i= � 1

c�;i(t)��i=�u (2)

for all�= 1;:::;p,where �i are canonicaldensitiesassociated with R .

Then Q j = R
j(Q 0)are local,i.e.,Q j 2 A ,for allj2 N.

W e also can use the scaling-based argum ents in order to sim ultaneously prove the hereditarinessofR

and thelocality ofsym m etries.
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T heorem 2 Consider an operator R ofthe form (1) with r > 0,and letthere existthe functions c�;i(t)

such that (2) holds for all� = 1;:::;p. Let there also existQ 0 2 A and S 2 A such that ordQ 0 � 2,

@Q 0=@t= 0,@S=@t= 0,LQ 0
(R )= 0,[S;Q 0]= �Q 0,� = const,� 6= 0,and L S(R )= �R ,� = const,� 6= 0.

Then Q j = R
j(Q 0) are local,LQ j

(R )= 0,[Q i;Q j]= 0 for alli;j = 0;1;2:::,and R is hereditary on

the linear span ofQ j,j= 0;1;2;:::.

M oreover,under certain conditions we can drop the requirem ent ofhereditariness ofR ,but then we

have to �x an evolution equation

ut= F (x;t;u;:::;un);n � 2: (3)

Letn0 =

8

<

:

1� j;wherej isthe greatestintegersuch that

@F=@ui fori= n � j;:::;n depend on x and tonly;

2 otherwise.

T heorem 3 Let(3) with n � 2 have a sym m etry Q 0 2 A such thatordQ 0 � m ax(n0;0)and @Q 0=@t= 0,

and a recursion operator R ofthe form (1)with r> 0 such that@R =@t= 0.Further assum e that(2)holds

and c�;i(t)� 0 for alli> n � n0 � 1 and all�= 1;:::;p.

Then Q j = R
j(Q 0)are localfor allj2 N.

Note thatif@F=@t= 0,we can take F forQ 0 in Theorem 3.

Letusalso m ention thatif@F=@t= 0,then thedensities�ifori= � 1;:::;n� n0� 1,unliketheircoun-

terpartswith i> n � n0 � 1,can be com puted directly from F [10,12]:�0 = (1=n)@F=@un� 1(@F=@un)
� 1,

and for j = � 1;1:::;n � n0 � 1 �j = resR j=r is a linear com bination of ~�k, k = � 1;1;:::;j, where

~�k = res(F 0)k=n,F 0=
P

n

i= 0
@F=@uiD

i.

In therestofthepaperwepresenttheextension ofTheorem s1{3tothecaseofm orethan onedependent

variable,seeTheorem s4{6 below,along with thecom pleteproofsand exam ples,seeSection 5 forthelatter.

In thiscase the coe�cientsofrecursion operatorsare m atrices,so the nondegeneracy and diagonalizability

issuescom eintoplay.Nevertheless,theextraconditionsthatappearin ourtheorem sin thecaseofm orethan

onedependentvariableareeasy to verify,and they aresatis�ed fora large num berofinteresting exam ples.

O urtechniquecan beapplied notonly totherecursion operatorsbutalsototheso-called inverseNoether

operators [14]thatm ap sym m etriesto cosym m etries. Nam ely,ourCorollaries2 and 3 enable one to prove

theexistenceofin�nitenum beroflocalcosym m etries,and eventually oflocalconserved densities,generated

using these operators. Note thatwheneverexist,the sym plectic operatorsofintegrable evolution system s

autom atically are [14]inverse Noetheroperatorsforthese system s.

2 Prelim inaries

Consider an algebra A j oflocally analytic functions ofx;t;u;u1;:::;uj,where uk = (u1
k
;:::;us

k
)T are

vectors,u0 � u,and letA = [1j= 0A j. W e shallcallthe elem ents ofA localfunctions,cf.e.g.[2,11]. Let

us further introduce [2,11]a derivation D � D x = @=@x +
P 1

j= 0
uj+ 1@=@uj,the variationalderivative

�=�u =
P 1

j= 0
(� D )j@=@uj and the operatorofdirectionalderivative of ~f 2 A q: ~f0=

P 1

i= 0
@~f=@uiD

i. In

whatfollowsweshallseethatx willplay therole ofspacevariable,D willbethetotalx-derivative,and,if

we specify an evolution system @u=@t= F (x;t;u;:::;un),then tbecom esan evolution param eter.

TheLiebracket,seee.g.[2],given forany P ;Q 2 A s by [P ;Q ]= P
0[Q ]� Q

0[P ]m akesthelinearspace

A s ofs-com ponentvectorswhose com ponentsbelong to A into a Lie algebra,and enablesusto de�nethe

Lie derivative ofR 2 A s along Q 2 A s by setting LQ (R )= [Q ;R ].

Now consider[2,10,12]thesetM atq(A )[[D
� 1]]ofform alseriesoftheform H =

P
k

j= � 1
hjD

j,wherehj

are q� q m atrices with entries from A . W e shallwrite A [[D � 1]]instead ofM at1(A )[[D
� 1]]for short. The

greatestm such thathm 6= 0iscalled thedegreeofform alseriesH and isdenoted asdegH,cf.e.g.[2,10,12].

Clearly,G 02 M ats(A )[[D
� 1]]forany G 2 A s,so we shallde�nethe orderofG 2 A s asordG = degG 0.

A form alseriesH =
P m

j= � 1
hjD

j 2 M atq(A )[[D
� 1]]ofdegreem iscalled nondegenerate[10]ifdethm 6= 0.

For H =
P m

j= � 1
hjD

j 2 A [[D � 1]], degH = m , de�ne its residue as resH = h� 1, and its logarithm ic
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residue as reslnH = hm � 1=hm ,see e.g.[10]. For H =
P m

j= � 1
hjD

j 2 M atq(A )[[D
� 1]]and Q 2 A s set

H
0[Q ]=

P m

j= � 1
h0j[Q ]D

j.

Them ultiplication law,which isnothing butthe generalized Leibnizrule,cf.e.g.[2],

aD
i
� bD

j = a

1X

q= 0

i(i� 1)� � � (i� q+ 1)

q!
D
q(b)D i+ j� q

; (4)

extended by linearity to the whole M atq(A )[[D
� 1]],m akes this set into an algebra,and the com m utator

[A;B ]= A � B � B � A furtherm akesitinto a Liealgebra.Below weom it� unlessthisleadsto confusion.

Forany nondegenerateH 2 M atq(A )[[D
� 1]]wecan [10]de�neitsinverseH � 1 2 M atq(A )[[D

� 1]]such that

H � H
� 1 = H

� 1 � H = I,where I is a q� q unit m atrix. M oreover [2,10,11,12],for any H 2 A [[D� 1]],

degH = m 6= 0,we can de�ne its m th root H 1=m and its fractionalpowers Hj=m = (H1=m )j,and these

fractionalpowerscom m ute:[Hi=m ;Hj=m ]= 0 foralli;j2 Z [2,10].

De�ne [2]the Lie derivative of H 2 M ats(A )[[D
� 1]]along Q 2 A s as LQ (H) = H

0[Q ]� [Q 0;H]. A

form alseries H 2 M ats(A )[[D
� 1]]is called [2,10,11,12]a form alsym m etry ofrank m (respectively of

in�nite rank)foran evolution system @u=@� = Q ,Q 2 A s,where � isan evolution param eterotherthan

t,ifdegLQ (H) � degH + degQ 0� m (resp.LQ (H)= 0). The form alsym m etry for an evolution system

@u=@t= Q isde�ned in a sim ilarway:weonly should [10,11,12]replaceL Q (H)by @H=@t+ LQ (H)in the

above de�nition.

Lem m a 1 Consider H =
P m

j= � 1
hjD

j 2 M ats(A )[[D
� 1]]such thatdegH = m 6= 0 and the m atrix hm has

exactly s distinct eigenvalues �i. Let � be a m atrix bringing hm into the diagonalform : hm = �� 1��,

�= diag(� 1;:::;�s).

Then there exists a unique form alseries T = � +
P

� 1

j= � 1
�j�D

j with the property diag�j = 0, j =

� 1;� 2;:::,such thatallcoe� cients ofthe form alseries ~H = THT
� 1 are diagonalm atrices;�j are s� s

m atrices with entriesfrom A .

M oreover, for any Q 2 A s, ordQ � 1, such that H is the form alsym m etry ofin� nite rank for the

equation @u=@� = Q (resp.@u=@t= Q ),allcoe� cientsofthe form alseriesV � TQ
0
T
� 1+ T

0[Q ]T� 1 (resp.

W � TQ
0
T
� 1 + (@T=@t+ T

0[Q ])T� 1)are diagonalm atrices.

Proof.Equating thecoe�cientsatthepowersofD in TH = ~HT enablesusto �nd �j and thecoe�cientsof
~H,whencewereadily infertheexistenceand uniquenessofT = �+

P � 1

j= � 1
�j�D

j such thatdiag�j = 0 and

allcoe�cientsof ~H = THT
� 1 arediagonalm atrices,cf.theproofofProposition 2.1 in [10].W euseherethe

well-known factthatforany diagonals� s m atrix � with s distincteigenvalues and forany s� s m atrix


 with zero diagonalentries(we write thisasdiag
 = 0)the equation [�;	]= 
 hasa uniquesolution in

theclassofs� s m atrices	 with diag	= 0,cf.e.g.[10].

Further observe that the transform ation H ! ~H and Q
0 ! V (resp. Q 0 ! W for the equation

ut = Q ) takes the equation LQ (H) = 0 (resp.@H=@t+ LQ (H) = 0) to ~H0[Q ]� [V ;~H] = 0 (resp.to

@~H=@t+ ~H0[Q ]� [W ;~H]= 0).Using theabove-m entioned resulton solutionsof[�;	]= 
 and successively

solving the equationsforthe coe�cientsofV (resp.W )thatarise from equating to zero thecoe�cientsat

powersofD on the left-hand side ofthe equation ~H0[Q ]� [V ;~H]= 0 (resp.@~H=@t+ ~H0[Q ]� [W ;~H]= 0),

we readily see that allcoe�cients ofV (resp.W ) are diagonalm atrices. � Following [10],consider the

canonical densities associated with H: �aj = res((THT� 1)aa)
j=jm j, j = � 1;1;2;:::, a = 1;:::;s, and

�a0 = resln((THT� 1)aa)
1=jm j, a = 1;:::;s, where the subscript ‘aa’m eans taking the (a;a)-th entry of

them atrix.Lem m a 1 and the resultsof[10]readily im ply the following assertion.

C orollary 1 Under the assum ptions ofLem m a 1,suppose thatH is nondegenerate. Then the quantities

�aj,a = 1;:::;s,j = � 1;0;1;2;:::are conserved densities for the equation u� = Q (resp.ut = Q ),i.e.,

�0
a
j[Q ]2 Im D (resp.@�aj=@t+ �0

a
j[Q ]2 Im D ).

Thus,the canonicaldensities associated with H are com m on conserved densities forallsystem s ofthe

form u� = Q (orut = Q )adm itting H asa form alsym m etry ofin�nite rank. M oreover,the form alseries

T thatdiagonalizesH sim ultaneously diagonalizesthe form alseriesV (orW )forallthesesystem s.
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3 T he m ain result

Consideran operator

R =

rX

i= 0

aiD
i+

p
X

�= 1

G � 
 D
� 1

� �; (5)

where r � 0,ai are s� s m atrices with entries from A ,and G �;� 2 A s,i.e.,G �;� are s-com ponent

vectorswith entriesfrom A .

TheLiederivativeLQ (R )ofR alongQ 2 A s isgiven [2]by LQ (R )= R
0[Q ]� [Q 0;R ],thatis,by thevery

sam eform ulaeasfortheelem entsofM ats(A )[[D
� 1]],becauseusingthegeneralized Leibnizrule(4)wealways

can rewriteR asin�niteform alseriesin powersofD ,and thusconsideritasan elem entofM ats(A )[[D
� 1]].

An operatorR iscalled,seee.g.[2],a recursion operatorforan evolution system ut= F (x;t;u;:::;un)

(respectively u� = F (x;t;u;:::;un),where� isan evolution param eterotherthan t),ifitisa form alsym -

m etry ofin�niterank forthissystem ,i.e.ifitsatis�estheequation @R =@t+ L F (R )= 0 (resp.LF (R )= 0).

Notethatnearly allknown today recursion operatorsofintegrable(1+ 1)-dim ensionalevolution system s

are [7,8]ofthe form (5),with only a few exceptions,see e.g.[16,17,18].

Recallthata linearoperatorR issaid [14]to behereditary (orNijenhuis[4])on a linearspace L,iffor

allQ 2 L

LR (Q )(R )= R � LQ (R ): (6)

In what follows by saying that a recursion operator is hereditary without specifying L we shallm ean

that it is hereditary on its whole dom ain ofde�nition,cf.[7]. IfR is hereditary on L,then [14]for any

Q 2 L we have [R i(Q );R j(Q )]= 0,i;j= 0;1;2;:::.

LetS(R ;Q )denotethelinearspan ofR i(Q ),i= 0;1;2;:::.Itisim m ediatefrom (6)thatL
R
i(Q )(R )= 0

for alli= 0;1;2;:::ifand only ifLQ (R )= 0 and R is hereditary on S(R ;Q ). In view ofthis,we have

[R i(Q );R j(Q )]= 0 foralli;j= 0;1;2;:::,provided

L
R
i(Q )(R )= 0 forall i= 0;1;2;:::: (7)

In view ofthis,the resultsofSandersand W ang [7]on locality ofhierarchiesofsym m etries generated

by recursion operatorsobviously rem ain valid ifthe requirem entofhereditarinessofrecursion operatoron

itswhole dom ain ofde�nition isreplaced by (7)with i= 1;2;:::. W hatism ore,(7)can be often proved

using sim plescaling argum ents(which are,however,quitedi�erentfrom thoseof[7]),seeTheorem 5 below.

Letusnow turn toageneralsituation when (7)holds,but,unlike[7],noassum ption on scalingproperties

ofR and Q ism ade.

T heorem 4 LetR (5) with r > 0 be hereditary on S(R ;Q 0) for a Q 0 2 A s. Suppose thatLQ 0
(R )= 0,

detar 6= 0,the m atrix ar hass distincteigenvalues,and there existthe functionsc�;i;a(t)such that

� =

1X

i= � 1

sX

a= 1

c�;i;a(t)��
a
i=�u (8)

for all�= 1;:::;p,where �a
i are canonicaldensitiesassociated with R .

Then Q j = R
j(Q 0) are local, that is, Q j 2 A s, for allj 2 N, and com m ute: [Q i;Q j]= 0 for all

i;j= 0;1;2:::.

Proof. As R is hereditary on S(R ;Q 0),we have LR j(Q 0)
(R ) = 0,and thus R is a form alsym m etry of

in�nite rank forallevolution system softhe form @u=@tj = Q j,j = 0;1;2;:::. Hence,ifr > 0,then the

canonicaldensities�ai fori= � 1;0;1;2;:::and a = 1;:::;s areconserved densitiesforallthesesystem s.If

Q j islocal,thism eansthat�
0a
i[Q j]2 Im D . But�0

a
i[Q j]2 Im D ifand only if��ai=�u � Qj 2 Im D ,where

� standsforthe scalarproductofs-com ponentvectors.

Hence,� � Qj 2 Im D by (8),because��ai=�u � Qj 2 Im D by theabove.Thus,D � 1(� � Qj)2 A forall

�= 1;:::;p,and Q j+ 1 islocal,ifso isQ j.Theinduction on j starting from j= 0 com pletesthe proof.�
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Rem ark 1. The condition detar 6= 0 can be relaxed. Indeed, if detar = 0, then the m atrix ar has

precisely one zero eigenvalue,say �b: �b = 0. Then we should just require that m � deg(TR T� 1)bb 6= 0

and replace the densities �bi by the following ones: ~�bj = res((TR T� 1)bb)
j=jm j for j = � 1;1;2;:::, and

~�b
0
= resln((TR T� 1)bb)

1=jm j.

Rem ark 2. Ifwe have � =
P 1

i= � 1
c�;i(t)�~�i=�u forall�= 1;:::;p,where ~�i = trresR i,i= � 1;1;2;:::,

~�0 = trreslnR ,then the assum ption ofTheorem 1 that ar has s distinct eigenvalues can be dropped.

Furtherm ore,ifc�;� 1(t)= c�;0(t)= 0 forall�= 1;:::;p,then wecan also drop theassum ption detar 6= 0.

Aswehave already m entioned above,itispossibleto prove thatR ishereditary on S(R ;Q 0)using the

scaling-based argum ents.Thelocality ofQ ithen followsbythesam eargum entasin theproofofTheorem 4.

T heorem 5 LetR ofthe form (5) with r > 0 be such that@R =@t= 0,detar 6= 0,the m atrix ar has s

distincteigenvalues,and letthere existthe functions c�;i;a(t) such that(8) holds for all� = 1;:::;p. Let

there also exist Q 0 2 A s and S 2 A s such that q0 � ordQ 0 � 2, @Q 0=@t = 0, the m atrix @Q 0=@uq0
is nondegenerate and has s distincteigenvalues,@S=@t = 0,LQ 0

(R ) = 0, [S;Q 0]= �Q 0,where � is a

nonzero constant. Further assum e thatLS(T
� 1c~R 1=r

T)= �T � 1c~R 1=r
T for any m atrix c= diag(c1;:::;cs),

ci= const,where �isa nonzero constantindependentofc1;:::;cs, ~R = TR T
� 1,and T isthe form alseries

constructed in Lem m a 1 for H = R .

Then Q j = R
j(Q 0) are local, satisfy LQ j

(R ) = 0, and com m ute, that is, [Q i;Q j] = 0, for all

i;j= 0;1;2:::,and R ishereditary on the linear span ofQ j,j= 0;1;2;:::.

Proof.Thecondition LQ 0
(R )= 0 im plies(cf.[10,12])that

Q
0
0 =

q0X

j= 2

T
� 1
d
(Q 0)

j
~R j=r

T + B Q 0
; (9)

whereB Q 0
2 M ats(A )[[D

� 1]]isa form alserieswith diagonalleading coe�cient,and degB Q 0
< 2;d

(Q 0)

j
are

constantdiagonals� s m atrices.

From (9) it is im m ediate that � = �q0. It is also clear that LS(R ) = �R ,where � = r�. Using this

form ula and [S;Q 0]= �Q 0 = �q0Q 0 yields[S;Q j]= (�+ j�)Q j = �(q0 + rj)Q j,whence LS(LQ j
(R ))=

LQ j
(LS (R ))+ �(q0 + rj)LQ j

(R )= �(r(j+ 1)+ q0)LQ j
(R ).

Using the Leibniz rule for the Lie derivative and LQ 0
(R ) = 0, we obtain [Q 0;Q j] = LQ 0

(Q j) =

LQ 0
(R j

Q 0)= LQ 0
(R j)Q 0 + R

j[Q 0;Q 0]= LQ 0
(R j)Q 0 = 0,whenceLQ 0

(LQ j
(R ))= LQ j

(LQ 0
(R ))= 0.

Therefore,LQ j
(R )isa form alsym m etry ofin�nite rank forthe system u � = Q 0.Now we can proceed

inductively. Assum e that we have already proved that Q j is local(for j = 1 this readily follows from

our assum ptions). Then the coe�cients ofthe form alseries L Q j
(R ) are localtoo,and hence LQ j

(R ) =
P

k

l= � 1
T
� 1h

(Q j)

l
~R l=r

T,whereh
(Q j)

l
areconstantdiagonals� s m atricesand k < r(j+ 1)+ q0,cf.[10,11].

Usingthisform ulaand ourassum ptionson S;Q 0,and R ,wereadily �nd thatL S(LQ j
(R ))= �kL Q 0

(R ).

But,ask < r(j+ 1)+ q0,thiscontradictsourearlierresultLS(LQ 0
(R ))= �(q0 + (j+ 1)r)LQ j

(R ),unless

LQ j
(R )= 0.Hence,LQ j

(R )= 0.Then,by thesam eargum entasin theproofofTheorem 4,Q j+ 1 islocal,

and wecan repeattheabove reasoning with j replaced by j+ 1.

Thus,wehaveLQ j
(R )= 0forallj2 N,and thereforeR ishereditaryon thelinearspan ofQ j = R

j(Q 0),

j= 0;1;2:::,so Q j com m ute forallj= 0;1;2;:::.�

Note thatthe conditions ofTheorem 5 are easy to verify in spite oftheircom plicated appearance. In

particular,in the m ostcom m on situation when S = xu1 + �u,where � isa constantdiagonalm atrix,we

usually can choose the coe�cientsofT so thatL S(T)= 0,and then in orderto verify the equality

LS(T
� 1
c~R 1=r

T)= �T
� 1
c~R 1=r

T (10)

for any constant diagonalm atrix c it su�ces to check that L S (R ) = �R for som e nonzero constant �.

M oreover,fors = 1 we have T = 1,and itsu�ces to check thatL S(R )= �R forsom e � = const6= 0 in

orderto prove (10)even ifS isnotofthe form xu1 + �u.
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Consider now an application ofour results to operators other than recursion operators. Recallthat

K 2 M ats(A )[[D
� 1]]iscalled [14]an inverseNoetheroperatorforan evolution system ut= F (x;t;u;:::;un)

(respectively u� = F (x;t;u;:::;un),where � is an evolution param eter other than t),ifit satis�es the

equation @K=@t+ K
0[F ]+ (F 0)y � K + K � F

0= 0 (resp.K0[F ]+ (F 0)y � K + K � F
0= 0). W e shallrestrict

ourselvesto considering the inverse Noetheroperatorsofthe form

K =

hX

i= 0

biD
i+

lX

�= 1

�� 
 D
� 1

� ��; (11)

where bi are s� s m atrices with entries from A ,and ��;�� 2 A s. The m ajority ofknown today inverse

Noetheroperatorsofintegrable(1+ 1)-dim ensionalevolution system sindeed areoftheform (11),seee.g.[8].

O urTheorem s4 and 5 readily im ply the following assertion.

C orollary 2 Let a system ut = F (x;t;u;:::;un) or u� = F (x;t;u;:::;un), � 6= t, have a recursion

operator R m eeting the requirem entsofTheorem 4 or5 and an inverse Noetheroperator K ofthe form (11)

with h � 0. Assum e thatthere existthe functions d�;i;a(t) such that�� =
P 1

i= � 1

P s

a= 1
d�;i;a(t)��

a
i=�u for

all�= 1;:::;l,where �a
i are canonicaldensitiesassociated with R .

Then �j � K(Q j)are local(i.e.,�j 2 A s)for allj= 0;1;2;:::.

Proof.W e have �� � Qj 2 Im D by (8),because��ai=�u � Qj 2 Im D ,cf.theproofofTheorem 4.Therefore,

D � 1(�� � Qj)2 A forall�= 1;:::;p and j= 0;1;2:::,and thusK(Q j)2 A s.�

4 Locality ofhierarchies ofsym m etries

generated by nonhereditary recursion operators

Even ifa recursion operatorisnothereditary,itstillcan generatea hierarchy oflocalsym m etries.A sim ple

exam ple isgiven (see [15]fora m orecom plicated exam ple with s= 3)by

R =

�
D u1D

� 1

0 � D + v

�

: (12)

For K = (u;0)T we have LK (R ) = 0 but LR (K )(R ) 6= 0,so R (12) is not hereditary. Nevertheless,all

K i= R
i(K )obviously arelocal:assum ing thatD � 1(0)= 0,seee.g.[16,19,20]form oredetailson de�ning

D � 1,we readily �nd thatK i= (ui;0)
T.

W hile in the above exam ple the locality ofsym m etries was obvious,this is not the case in general.

Fortunately,there is a way around: in Theorem 6 below we presentthe su�cient conditions ensuring the

locality ofQ i = R
i(Q 0) withoutassum ing that R is hereditary. To this end we need,however,to �x an

evolution system

@u=@t= F (x;t;u;u1;:::;un); n � 2; (13)

with @F =@un 6= 0.

If the m atrix @F =@un is nondegenerate and has s distinct eigenvalues, we shallsay that (13) is a

nondegenerate weakly diagonalizable (NW D) system . The properties ofsuch system s were studied e.g.in

[10,12,21].Clearly,fors= 1 any system (13)with @F =@un 6= 0 isNW D.

Recallthat G 2 A s is called [2,12]a sym m etry for (13) if@G =@t+ [F ;G ]= 0,where [� ;� ]is the Lie

bracket,de�ned above.

Letn0 =

8

<

:

1� j;wherej isthe greatestnum bersuch that

@F =@ui fori= n � j;:::;n depend on x and tonly;

2 otherwise.

Now assum e that(13)isNW D,R isthe recursion operatorfor(13),and Q 0 2 A s isa sym m etry for(13),

and hence allQ i = R
i(Q 0)are sym m etriesfor(13). Furtherassum e that@Q 0=@t= 0 and thatR issuch

thatthisim plies@Q j=@t= 0 forallj2 N.
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Further assum e that (13) has a tim e-independent (@L=@t = 0) nondegenerate form alsym m etry L =
P m

j= � 1
giD

i ofin�niterank and ofdegreem > 0,and them atrix gm hass distincteigenvalues�i.Clearly,

ifr> 0,@R =@t= 0,detar 6= 0 and ar hass distincteigenvalues,we can take R forL.

Then,usingthediagonalizingtransform ation T forH = L from Lem m a1,wereadilyseethatifQ j islocal,

then Q 0
j isaform alsym m etry ofdegreeqj � ordQ j and ofrank qj� n0+ 2for(13),cf.e.g.[10,21].Hencewe

haveQ 0
j =

P qj

k= n0
T
� 1d

(Q j)

k
~Lj=m T + B Q j

,wheredegB Q j
< n0,~L = TLT

� 1 and d
(Q j)

k
areconstantdiagonal

s� sm atrices,cf.e.g.[10,12,21].Usingthisresult,wecan show thatdegLQ j
(L)� m � 1+ 2� n� n0,hence

L isa form alsym m etry ofrank qj+ n � n0 + 1 forthe system utj = Q j,whereqj = ordQ j,j= 0;1;2:::.

Indeed,fors= 1 thisholdsby Lem m a 11 ofSokolov [11],and fors> 1 thisisproved along thesam e lines

asin [11].

Hence,by the resultsof[10],fora = 1;:::;s and b= � 1;0;1;:::;n � n0 � 1 the canonicaldensities�a
b

associated with L are conserved densitiesforthe system s@u=@tj = Q j,j= 0;1;2;:::,i.e.,�0
a
b[Q j]2 Im D ,

and thelocality ofallQ k,k 2 N,isproved by induction on k asin theproofofTheorem 4,so we arrive at

thefollowing result.

T heorem 6 Letan NW D system (13)with n � 2 have a tim e-independentnondegenerate form alsym m etry

L ofdegree m > 0 and ofin� nite rank, and let the leading coe� cient of L have s distinct eigenvalues.

Furtherassum e that(13)hasa tim e-independentsym m etry Q 0 2 A s,ordQ 0 � m ax(n0;0),and a recursion

operator R ofthe form (5) with r � 0 such thatQ i= R
i(Q 0)are tim e-independentfor alli2 N. Suppose

thatthere existthe functionsc�;i;a(t)such that

� =

n� n0� 1X

i= � 1

sX

a= 1

c�;i;a(t)��
a
i=�u

for all�= 1;:::;p,where �a
i are canonicaldensitiesassociated with L.

Then Q j are local,thatis,Q j 2 A s,for allj2 N.

Letusm ention that,exactly asin thecaseofonedependentvariableu,if@F =@t= 0,then thedensities

�ai for i= � 1;:::;n � n0 � 1 can be com puted directly from F . Nam ely,up to m ultiplication by a con-

stantand adding a linearcom bination of�a
k
,k < j,we have �a0 = resln((D t(T)T

� 1 + TF
0
T
� 1)aa)

1=n,and

�aj = res((D t(T)T
� 1 + TF

0
T
� 1)aa)

j=n,j= � 1;1;2;:::;n � n0 � 1,a = 1;:::;s.

In com plete analogy with Corollary 2,we have thefollowing result.

C orollary 3 Underthe assum ptionsofTheorem 6,let(13)have an inverse NoetheroperatorK ofthe form

(11) with h � 0.Assum e thatthere existthe functionsd�;i;a(t)such that

�� =

n� n0� 1X

i= � 1

sX

a= 1

d�;i;a(t)��
a
i=�u

for all�= 1;:::;l,where �a
i are canonicaldensitiesassociated with L.

Then �j = K(Q j)are local,i.e.,�j 2 A s,for allj= 0;1;2;:::.

5 Exam ples

Letusagree thatforscalaru,i.e.,fors= 1,we shallwrite u;uj;�;F;Q instead ofu;uj;�;F ;Q ,aswe

already did in Introduction.

Consider�rstthe generalized K orteweg{de Vriesequation [22]

ut= � u3 � 6uu1 � 6f(t)u + x(_f(t)+ 12(f(t))2); (14)

wheref(t)isan arbitrary sm ooth function oftim e t.
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Thisequation has[22]a hereditary recursion operator

R = (g(t))2(D 2 + 4(u � xf(t)))+ 2g(t)(u1 � f(t))D � 1
� g(t);

whereg(t)= exp(6
R
t

t0
f(t0)dt0).Clearly,R isoftheform (5)with p = 1 and 1 = g(t).Upon setting H = R

we �nd that�1 = 2g(t)(u � xf(t)),so ��1=�u = 2g(t). Taking c1;1(t)= 1=2,we see thatthe requirem ents

ofTheorem 1 are m et,and hence the repeated application ofR to the seed sym m etry Q = g(t)(u1 � f(t))

yieldsan in�nitehierarchy oflocalsym m etriesfor(14).

Letnow s = 2,u = (u;v)T ,and consider the so-called DS IV system [23](also known as the Hirota{

Satsum a [24]system )

ut= u3=2+ 3uu1 � 6vv1;

vt= � v3 � 3uv1:
(15)

and itsrecursion operator,see e.g.[26],

R =

�

B � 5vD 2 � 4v1D � v2 � 4uv

� (5=2)v1D � 3v2 C

�

+ G 1 
 D � 1 � 1 + G 2 
 D � 1 � 2;

(16)

where B = D 4=2 + 2uD 2 + 3u1D + 2u2 + 4(u2 � v2),C = � D 4 � 4uD 2 � 2u1D � 4v2,G 1 = (u1;v1)
T,

1 = (u;� 2v),G 2 = (u3=2+ 3uu1 � 6vv1;� v3 � 3uv1)
T,2 = (1;0).

SetQ 0 = (u3=2+ 3uu1 � 6vv1;� v3 � 3uv1)
T and S = xu1 + 2u. Then allrequirem entsofTheorem 5

(and ofTheorem 4 too,as R is hereditary) are m et. In particular,there exist the constants c1;1;1,c1;3;1,

c1;3;2 such that1 = c1;1;1��
1
1=�u + c1;3;1��

1
3=�u + c1;3;2��

2
3=�u and 2 = c2;1;1��

1
1=�u.Thus,by Theorem 5

allQ j = R
j(Q 0)are local.

M oreover,thesystem (15)hasan inverse Noetheroperatorwhich also issym plectic,cf.e.g.[23,25],

K =

�
D =2 0

0 � 2D

�

+ 1 
 D
� 1

� 2 + 2 
 D
� 1

� 1:

Itisim m ediate thatthe requirem entsofCorollary 2 are m et,and thusthe cosym m etries �j = K(Q j)are

localforallj= 0;1;2;:::.

Considernow theCalogero{Degasperis{Fokas equation [27,28]

ut= u3 � u
3
1=8+ (aexp(u)+ bexp(� u)+ c)u1; (17)

wherea;b;care arbitrary constants.Ithastherecursion operator[28]

R = D 2 �
u21

4
+
2

3
(aexp(u)+ bexp(� u)+ c)

+
u1

3
D � 1 �

�
3u2

4
+ aexp(u)� bexp(� u)

�

:

For H = R we have �1
1
= � u2

1
=8+ (1=3)(aexp(u)+ bexp(� u)+ c),so 1 = 3��1

1
=�u. Thus,R m eets the

requirem entsofTheorem 6 (and ofTheorem 4 aswell,becauseR ishereditary),and henceallQ j = R
j(u1),

j2 N,are local.

Letagain s= 2,u = (u;v)T .Considertheoperator[29]

R =

�

D 2=4+ v� u2=4 3D =2+ u=2

(3=4)v1 D 2 + uD + v

�

+

2X

�= 1

G � 
 D
� 1

� �; (18)

whereG 1 = (2v1;v2 + uv1)
T,1 = (1=2;0),G 1 = (u1;v1)

T,2 = (� u=4;1=2).Thisisa recursion operator

fortheNW D system

ut= u3=4+ (3=2)(v2 + vu1 + uv1)� (3=8)u2u1;

vt= v3 + (3=2)(uv2 + vv1)+ (3=8)u2v1:
(19)
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W e have �20 = u and �11 = v=2 � u2=8,so 1 = (1=2)��10=�u and 2 = ��11=�u. Hence,R m eets the

requirem entsofTheorem 6 forF = Q 0 = R (u1),where F standsforthe right-hand side of(19),and thus

allQ j = R
j+ 1(u1),j2 N,are local.

Letusstressthat(14),(17)and (19)haveno scaling sym m etry oftheform used in [7],so in thesecases

itisim possibleprove the locality ofhierarchiesofsym m etriesusing the resultsof[7].
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