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COMMUTING PLANAR POLYNOMIAL VECTOR FIELDS FOR CONSERVATIVE
NEWTON SYSTEMS

JOEL NAGLOO, ALEXEY OVCHINNIKOV, AND PETER THOMPSON

ABSTRACT. We study the problem of characterizing polynomial vector fields that commute with a
given polynomial vector field on a plane. It is a classical result that one can write down solution
formulas for an ODE that corresponds to a planar vector field that possesses a linearly independent
commuting vector field. This problem is also central to the question of linearizability of vector fields.
Let f € K[x], where K is a field of characteristic zero, and d the derivation that corresponds to the
differential equation X¥ = f(x) in a standard way. Let also H be the Hamiltonian polynomial for d,
thatis H = % y? — [ f(x)dx. It is known that the set of all polynomial derivations that commute with
d forms a K[H]-module M. In this paper, we show that, for every such d, the module M, is of rank
1 if and only if deg f > 2. For example, the classical elliptic equation X = 6x> + a, where a € C, falls
into this category.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the problem of characterizing polynomial vector fields that commute with a given
polynomial vector field on a plane. It is a classical result that one can write down solution for-
mulas for an ODE that corresponds to a planar vector field that possesses a linearly independent
(transversal) commuting vector field (see Theorem 2.1). This problem is also central to the ques-
tion of linearizability of vectors fields (cf. [S] and [11]). In what follows, we will use the standard
correspondence between (polynomial) vector fields and derivations on (polynomial) rings. Let
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be a derivation, where f is a polynomial with coefficients in a field K of zero characteristic. This
derivation corresponds to a conservative Newton system, and so to the differential equation ¥ =
f(x). Let H be the Hamiltonian polynomial for d, that is H = 3y* — [ f(x)dx. Then the set of all
polynomial derivations that commute with d forms a K[H]-module M, [9, Corollary 7.1.5]. In this
paper, we show that, for every such d, the module M, is of rank 1 if and only if deg f > 2. For
example, the classical elliptic equation ¥ = 6x> +a, where a € C, falls into this category.

A characterization of commuting planar derivations in terms of a common Darboux polynomial
is given by Petravchuk [10]. This was generalized to higher dimensions in [8] by Li and Du. In [3],
Choudhury and Guha used Darboux polynomials to find linearly independent commuting vector
fields and to construct linearizations of the vector fields. In the case in which K is the real numbers,
our result generalizes a result on conservative Newton systems with a center to the case in which
a center may or may not be present. A vector field has a center at point P if there is a punctured
neighborhood of P in which every solution curve is a closed loop. A center is called isochronous
if every such loop has the same period. It was proven by Villarini [12, Theorem 4.5] that, if
D) and D, are commuting vector fields orthogonal at noncritical points, then any center of D is
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isochronous. The hypothesis of this result can be relaxed to the case in which D; is transversal to
D, at noncritical points (cf. [11, Theorem, p. 92]). In light of this result, one approach to showing
the nonexistence of a vector field commuting with D is to show that D has a non-isochronous center.
In fact, Amel’kin [1, Theorem 11] has shown that if the system of ordinary differential equations
(ODEs) corresponding to derivation (1) is not linear and has a center at the origin, then there is no
transversal vector field that commutes with d.

As far as we are aware, there has not been a standard method to show the nonexistence of a
transversal polynomial vector field in the absence of a nonisochronous center. We develop our
own method to do this, which includes building a triangular system of differential equations. One
technique we use in approaching this system involves constructing a family of pairs of commuting
derivations on rings of the form K [xl/ Lyl y] (see Lemma 3.7) and using recurrence relations.

It is impossible to remove the condition deg f > 2 from the statement of our main result, as
every non-zero derivation of degree less than 2 commutes with another transversal derivation (see
Proposition 2.1). The form of d in our main result implies that d is divergence free (which is the
same as Hamiltonian in the planar case). It is not possible to strengthen our result to the case in
which d is merely assumed to be divergence free of degree at least 2, as shown in Example 2.1 and
Proposition 2.2.

The paper is organized as follows. We introduce the basic terminology in Section 2. The main
result, Theorem 3.1, is stated and proven in Section 3.

2. BASIC TERMINOLOGY AND RELATED RESULTS

We direct the reader to [6, 7] for the basics of a ring with a derivation.

Definition 2.1. An S-derivation on a commutative ring R with subring S is a map d: R — R such
that d(S) = 0 and for all a, b € R,

d(a+b)=d(a)+d(b) and d(ab)=d(a)-b+a-d(b).

Definition 2.2. Let K be a field. A non-zero K-derivation d on K[xy,...,x,] is called integrable

if there exist commuting K-derivations 91,...,0,—1 on K[xi,...,x,| that are linearly independent
from d over K(xi,...,x,), and commute with d, that is, for all a € K[xy,...,x,] and i,j, 1 <i,j <
n—1,

d(8i(a)) = di(d(a)) and &(8;(a)) =8;(di(a)).
The following is a classical result.
Theorem 2.1. Let d and 8 be R-derivations on R(x,y) defined by

d(X) - fl(x7y)7 d(y) :fZ(x7y>7 6()(7) :gl(x7y>7 6(y> :gZ(X,y>-
Let (x,y0) € R2. Suppose that d and & commute and there is no (A, A) € R?\{(0,0)} such that

() = (Bten))

X:fl(x,y>, y:fZ(xuy)? X(O) = X0, y(O) =JYo

Then the initial value problem

has a solution given by
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where
X
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and A(x,y) = f1(x,y)g2(x,y) — fa(x,y)g1(x,).

Example 2.1. Consider the initial value problem

x=1+x" y=-2xy, x(0)=xp, y(0)=yo,
where xg and yq are real numbers and yy # 0. The corresponding derivation is
d(x) =1+, d(y)=—2xy,
and we observe that the derivation

8(x)=0, 8(y)=y
commutes with d, and that d and J are independent at (x, o). Using the above formula, we obtain
the solution

1

x(t) =tan(r+tan"'x0), y(r) = yo(1+x5)cos?(t+tan"!

X0)-
We make some observations, in the form of the following propositions:

Proposition 2.1. Let K be a field. Every non-zero K-derivation of degree less than or equal to 1
on K|x,y| is integrable.

Proof. We will consider the following cases. The symbols a, b, c, e, f, and g are taken to be
elements of K.

Case 0 : d(x) =c¢, d(y)=g. Observe that d commutes with any constant derivation.

Casel : d(x) =ax, d(y) =ay, a+# 0. Observe that d commutes with d, where d(x) =y,
8(y) = x.

Case2 : d(x) =ax+by, d(y)=ex+ fy, different from Case 1. Observe that d commutes
with §, where 8(x) =x, 8(y) =y.

Case3 : d(x) =ax+by+c, d(y)=ex+ fy+g, af—be#0. Inthis case,d is equivalent to
a derivation from Case 1 or Case 2 via a linear change of coordinates. Let (xo,yo) be the
solution to the system ax+by+c=ex+ fy+g=0. Now let u = x—xp and v =y —yp, so
that d(u) = au+bv and d(v) = eu+ fv.

Case4 :d(x)=ax+by+c, d(y)=ex+fy+g, af—be=0

(a) a = b =0, different from Case 0. If e # 0, then d commutes with and is transversal to
d given by 8(x) = —£, §(y) = 0. If f # 0, then d commutes with and is transversal to
8 given by 8(x) =0, 8(y) = —%.

(b) at least one of @ and b is not 0. First assume a # 0. If f = e = 0, then this is equivalent
to Case 4a by swapping the roles of x and y. Assume at least one of f and e is not 0.
By the condition af — be = 0, it must be that e = 0. Using the coordinate z = ex — ay
instead of x puts this into the form of Case 4a. Next, assume b # 0. If f = e =0, then
this is equivalent to Case 4a. Assume at least one of f and e is not 0. By the condition
af —be =0, it must be that f # 0. Using the coordinate z = fx — by instead of x puts
this into the form of Case 4a. U
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Definition 2.3. Let K be a field and let d be a K-derivation on K|[x1,...,x,|. We say d is divergence-
free if

" d
i; a—xid(x,-) =0.

Proposition 2.2. Let K be a field of characteristic 0. There exist integrable divergence-free K-
derivations on K|x,y| that are not coordinate-change equivalent to a derivation of degree less than
or equal to 1.

Proof. The K-derivation defined by the same equations as d from Example 2.1 is divergence-free
and integrable. Note that the vector field corresponding to d vanishes only at the points (/—1,0)

and (—/—1,0) in K°. Since chark = 0, these points are distinct. After a coordinate change, the

) . .
number of points in K~ at which a vector field vanishes does not change. The vector field of any
derivation of degree less than or equal to 1 vanishes at zero, one, or infinitely many points. We
conclude that d is not coordinate-change equivalent to a derivation of degree no greater than 1. [

In the following section, we study a class of divergence-free vector fields. We show that no
member of this class is integrable.

3. MAIN RESULT

Fix a field K of characteristic 0. Suppose 8y represents a second-order differential equation of
the form

X=f,

where f € K[x] \ K, which corresponds to a conservative Newton system. That is,

()~

If deg f = 1, then &y is integrable by Proposition 2.1. The following theorem, which is our main
result, addresses the case of deg f > 2.
Theorem 3.1. For every

e f € K|[x| such that deg f > 2 and
e K-derivation Yy on K [x,y| that commutes with 87, where &5 the K-derivation defined by (2),

there exists q € K[H] such that
where H =y* —2 [ fdx and [ fdx has 0 as the constant term.
As a corollary, we recover the following result on conservative Newton systems with a center

at the origin. This result was first proven in [1, Theorem 11] and was given new proofs in [2,
Theorem 4.1] and [4, Corollary 2.6] (see also [13, p. 30]).

Corollary 3.1. The real system
X=-y
y=fx),

with f(0) =0, f(0) = 1, has a transversal commuting polynomial derivation if and only if f(x) =
X.
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Proof of Theorem 3.1. Fix f € K|[x] such that deg f > 2. Fix a K-derivation 8 so that §(x) =y and
8(y) = f. Fix a K-derivation y such that [8,y] = 0. First consider the case in which deg,y < 1.

Lemma 3.1. If
v x) _ (cytco
y diy+do)’

where cy,co,d1,do € K[x], and [8,Y] = 0, then

Y (;) =c10.

Proof. The equations 3(y(x)) = y(8(x)) and d(y(y)) = y(8(y)) yield

cly? +coy+ fer =diy+do
diy? +dyy+ fdy = flery+ fco.

Equating coefficients of like powers of y, we obtain the two independent systems

3) c'l =0, d6 = clf’, fc1 =dy
and
“4) d=0, cy=di, fdi=cof"

The solution set of (3) is ¢; = constant,dy = c¢1 f. System (4) has no non-zero solution, which we

deduce as follows. We have
<@>C_%£:£@—n
f f? ,
so ¢y = (const) f. Therefore, d; = (const) f’, which implies d] = (const) f” = 0. Since we assume
deg f > 2, the constant must be 0. Therefore,

)= () D

Now assume degy'y =M > 2. Write

X cMyM +...+co
5 —
) Y(y) (dMyM—i-...—l—do)’
where for all i, ¢;,d; € K[x]. Since M = degy Y, at least one of c¢y; and dj; is non-zero. Now the
system

becomes

6 (e M ey L (Mfenl L fe
dy M+ dy, M+ d)y Mfdyy" ="+ ...+ fd

_ 0 1 e+ ...+
f0) \duwyM+...+do)
Viewing these matrix entries as polynomials in y and equating coefficients yields the following
system of first-order ODEs
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/ 1 =du / dy_, = f/CM/
CyyntMfey =dy—1 dyy > +Mfdy = e

s+ M—=1)feyu—1 =dy— dyy s+ M—1)fdy—1=fey—
Chyat+M=2)feyn=dy—3 dy 4+ M—=2)fdy—>=fcy—3
s+ M=3)fem—s=du—s dy s+ M—=3)fdy—3= fcyu—a

66 +2fcr =d; d(/) +2fdr, = flcl
fer=dy fdy = f'co
as well as the condition
CMm 75 0 ordy 75 0.

In each equation, it is the case that if ¢; and d; both appear, then i and j have opposite parities.
Thus, we see that this system consists of two independent systems. If M is odd, these systems are:

(Io)m (I1o)m
chy =0 dy;, =0
djlvlfl = flem Cjwfl =du
Chyy o +Mfey =du-1 dy_o+Mfdy = f'em

dyy 3+ M—=1)fdy—1=fem—n s+ M—1)fey—1 =dy—
C;W—4 + (M - Z)fchZ - dM73 d]/w_4 + (M — Z)fdM*Z e f/cM73
dy s+ M=3)fdu—3=f'eu—a  cy_s+(M=3)feu-3=du-s

Cll +3fcz=d> di +3fd3 = f/CZ

d(l) +2fdy = flcl C6 +2fcr =d;
fer=dp fdy = feo
If M is even, the systems are:
(IIe)M (Ie)M
/ /

/ CM B O/ /dM B 0

. dy_1 = feu ) Cy—1 = du ’

Cyy_n +Mfey =dy—q deZ +Mfdy = fey—

dlll/lf3+(M_1>fdM—l :f/CM—Z C;V[,3+(M—1)fCM_1 =dy >
s+ M=2)feyr=dy-3 dy_4+M—2)fdy>=fcy3
dy_s+M=3)fdy 3= feya cy_s+M=3)fcu3=dy 4
co+2fcr=di dy+2fdr = f'cy
fdi = f'co fer =do

In light of these observations, let

n=max{i|iodd and ¢; # 0 or i even and d; # 0},
p =max{i|ieven and ¢; # 0 or i odd and d; # 0}.

Note that n or p may be undefined. Now write Y= y; + Y2, where ¥ (x) contains the terms of y(x)
of odd degree in y, y;(y) contains the terms of y(y) of even degree in y, ¥, (x) contains the terms of
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v(x) of even degree in y, and y>(y) contains the terms of y(y) of odd degree in y. Explicitly,

([ e +enay 2+ 41y
dy1y" - dysy" 3+ 4 do

) if n is odd,

n—1 n—3
N (x) _ ) [y o 3y2 Ty if n is even,
y ny +d,— 2y" +...+dy
0 e
0 if n 1s undefined,

and

D— p—3
cp-1y’" ! Fep Y +‘“+c°> if p is odd,

( pyp+dp Zyp ++d1y
P p—2
T (x) — “pY —1|—Cp 2y —; -+ if p is even,
y p lyp +dp 3yp +.. +d1y

<0> if p is undefined.

0

As we have seen, the criterion [3,7] = 0 is equivalent to the conjunction of two systems of equations
in which one system only involves the terms of y; and the other only involves the terms of ;.
Hence, [8,v1] = [8,72] =0

Let us examine the possible values of n. If n is undefined, then y; (x,y) = (0,0). If n = 0, then
Y1 is the same as the y of Lemma 3.1 with ¢; = c¢gp = dy = 0. Thus, by Lemma 3.1, y; = 0, which
contradicts that n = 0. If n = 1, then 7 is the same as the y of Lemma 3.1 with ¢ = d; = 0. Thus
by Lemma 3.1, y; = ¢;9, and, in the proof of Lemma 3.1, it is shown that ¢; € K. If n > 2 is even,
the coefficients of y; must satisfy (/e), and d, # 0. We will show in Lemma 3.4 and Corollary 3.2
that this is impossible. If n is odd, the coefficients of y; must satisfy (/0), and ¢, # 0. We will
show in Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3 that this implies y; = ¢d for some ¢ € K[H|. In summary,

e If n is undefined, then y; = 0- .

e It is impossible that n = 0.

e Ifn=1,theny; =c;-0andc| € K.

e [t is impossible that n > 2 is even. (Lemma 3.4, Corollary 3.2)

e If n > 3 is odd, then y; = ¢ & for some g € K[H|. (Lemmas 3.2, 3.3)

Let us examine the possible values of p. If p is undefined, then y,(x,y) = (0,0). If p =0, then
Y2 is the same as the Y from Lemma 3.1 with ¢; = d| = dp = 0. Thus, by Lemma 3.1, v, = 0, which
contradicts that p = 0. If p = 1, then 7y, is the same as the y of Lemma 3.1 with ¢; = dy = 0. Thus,
by Lemma 3.1, v, = 0, which contradicts that p = 1. If p > 2 is even, the coefficients of 'y, must
satisfy (IIe), and ¢, # 0. We will show in Lemma 3.5 and Corollary 3.3 that this is impossible. If
p = 3 is odd, the coefficients of ¥, must satisfy (//0), and d,, # 0. We will show in Lemma 3.6,
Lemma 3.7, Lemma 3.9, and Corollary 3.4 that this is impossible. We summarize these results as
follows:
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e If p is undefined, theny, = 0- 9.
e [t is impossible that p = 0.
e It is impossible that p = 1.
e It is impossible that p > 2 is even. (Lemma 3.5, Corollary 3.3)
e It is impossible that p > 3 is odd. (Lemmas 3.6, 3.7, 3.9, Corollary 3.4)
From the bulleted statements, it follows that y; = ¢ for some ¢ € K[H| and v, = 0. These
lemmas and their corollaries constitute the rest of the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Definition 3.1. Let a € K|[x,y]. We define | adx to be the element of K|x, y] whose partial derivative
with respect to x is @ and whose constant term is 0.

Lemma 3.2. For every odd integer m > 3, the solution set of (10)y, with cy,...,dy treated as
variables, is an mT“—dimensional K-vector space.

Proof. Fix m > 3. Label the equations of (/0),, as follows:
emi1 c, =0
€m ,/n,l = flem
em—1 Chpy_nt+mfey =dn—1

el d(/) +2fdr, = f/61
eo fe1r=do

We show the following by induction on k, 0 < k < mT’3:

The solution set of {ey1,€m,---,em2k—2,dm_2k—3 = fCm_ok—2} is a K-vector
space of dimension k + 2.

(7

Base Case: k=0

The system

(8) {em—i-l y€m, em—laem—Zadm—3 = fcm—Z}

18
emil c, =0
em: 1 =fcm
em—1: = —mfcy+dn_1
em—2 S a=—(m—1)fdu_1+ fcm

dm—3 = fcm—Z

Let (dp—3,Em—2,dm—1,ém) be a solution of (8). By ep1, & = a1 for some a1 € K. It follows that
et fe,_y=—(m=1)fdu_1+ f e,

and hence
dn—z =—(m— 1)d~m*lv
and so
dp 1 =mfen+2 »=mfén—(m—1)d, 1.
Thus

dp—1 = fCn=aif.
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It follows from this and e,,_; that
Epn = —(m—1)aif,
and hence

Cmn = —/(m— Da) fdx+ay

for some a, € K. From this and the condition d,,,_3 = fém—p it follows that
dyp_3 = f <—/(m— l)alfdx-l-az) .
One can verify that

©) (f(—/(m—l)alfdx-l—az), —/(m—l)alfdx-l-az, af, )

is indeed a solution of (8). We have just shown that the solution set of (8) is exactly the elements
of K[x]* of the form (9) with aj,a, € K. This set is the K-span of the tuples

(£(= [m=1ysa2), = [m=1)pdx. £,1) and (71,0, 0)
Hence, the solution space is a two-dimensional K-vector space.

Inductive Step: Fix k, 0 < k < "2, Consider

(10) {ems1:€ms - em—sk—2,dn_2k—3 = fCm_2k—2}
(11) {emt1.€m;- - em—sk—a,dn—2k—5 = fCm—_2k—4}
Assume

(12) The solution set of (10) is a K-vector space of dimension k + 2.
We will show

(13) The solution set of (11) is a K-vector space of dimension k + 3.
We first show that

(14) The solution set of (11) is the solution set of

(15) {emi1,-  em—2k—2,em—2k—3,dm—2%k—3 = fCm2k—2,dm—2k—5= fCm—2k—4}.
For ease of reference, we write the equations e, _»;_3 and e, _2;_4:

em-2k-3: Chyopyg=—(m—=2k=2)fcp 2p 2+ dn 213
em—ak—4: dy o s=—(m—2k=3)fdn 23+ flemi—a

Suppose (dy—2k—5,- - - ,¢m) is a solution of

{emsts- s em—2k—a;dm—2k—5= fCmo1—4}.

Then (d,—2k—3,...,Cn) is a solution of {ey1,...,em—2¢—2}. We now show that
(16) dm—2k—3 = [Cm—2k—2-
Since (dyp_2k_5,. - .,Cn) satisfies e,, o4, we have

(17) Dy ks =—(m—2k—3)fdp o3+ fEn2k—a.
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Since dy_op—5 = fCm—2k—4, it follows that
¥ ! ~ ~/
m—2k—35 = J Cm—2k—4+ fCp_ot_4-

Combining this with (17), we get
[ opa = —(m—2k~ 3)fd~m—2k—3,

and hence
(18) & g =—(m—2k—3)d, 3.
Since (dyp_o4_5,- - .,Cn) satisfies e,,_o_3, we have

s+ (m—2k=2) fEn_ok—2 = dp—2k3,

and combining this with (18) gives us (16). .
We now show the opposite inclusion. Suppose (d,;,_2x_s,-..,Cn) satisfies (15). Since the tuple
satisfies dy, 2k—5 = fCm—2k—4> €m—2k—3, and dyy 243 = fCp2k—2, We have
k-5 = f'Cn—2k—a + [ o4
= fén-ok—a+ f(—(m—2k—2) fEn_ok—2+dn_2x—3)
= flém-ak—a+ f(—(m—2k—=2)dp o3+ dp-2x3)
= f'Cn_ok—a— (m—2k—3) fdy_op_3.
Thus the tuple also satisfies e, ;4. This completes the proof of (14).

Now we show (13). Since (11) is a system consisting of homogeneous linear differential equa-
tions and a homogeneous linear equation in 2k + 6 variables, the solution set is a K-vector subspace
of K[x]***®. Let W denote this vector space, let T;: K[x]**T® — K|x] be projection onto the i-th
coordinate, and let 7t: K[x]?**6 — K[x]?#™# be the projection onto the last 2k + 4 coordinates. Sim-
ilarly, the solution set of (10) is a K-vector subspace of K[x]?***#. Call this space V. By (12),
dimV =k +2. Let p;: K[x]*** — K[x] be the projection onto the i-th coordinate.

Let ay,...,ar, 2 € K[x]*** be a basis for V. For each i = 1,...,k+2, we define b; € K[x]**+6
as follows. Let

mlb) =ai malb) = [ (~(m=2k=2)fpa(a) +pr(a)dx. T(b) = fra(by).
By (14), each b; is a solution of (11). Since d,,, _»r_5 and c¢,,,_»r_4 only appear in the equations
Chpopa T (M =2k =2) fem k-2 = dm-23,
dyy o5+ (m =2k =3) fdy 213 = f'cmxa4,
dm—2k—5 = fCm—2k—4
of (11), we observe that
biysz :=(f,1,0,...,0) € W.
We show that
spang{bi,...,bxi3} =W.
Suppose w € W. By (14), m(w) € V, so there exist o; € K, 1 <i < k+2, such that
k+2

TC(W) = ; OC,'TC(bi).
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Also by (14), there is a B € K such that
Mo (w) = / (— (m — 2k — 2) fra(w) +n3(w))dx+[3

k42 k+2
_/ (m—2k — 2oncln4 —I-Zoclm )dx-l—B

k+2

k+2
IZ%/ (m 2k = 2) fra(bi) + 73 (by) ) dx+ B = Y ama(by) +B.
=1

i=1
By (14), we have 1;(w) = fma(w). Using the fact that | (b;) = fma(b;), we get

k+2

Z OLlTCl +f[3

Thus,

k+2

w= Z oib; + Bbi 3.
i=1

We conclude that spang{by,...,bg 3} =W.
Since {n(b1),...,n(brs2)} is K-linearly independent, {b,...,by 2} is K-linearly independent.
Since the constant term of 7y (b;) is O for i = 1,...,k+2, it is clear that

biys & spang{bi, ..., bria}
We conclude that dimK W = k+ 3. This completes the inductive step.
Setting k = 52 in (7) proves the lemma. U

Lemma 3.3. Ifn > 3 is odd, then y, = q0 for some q € K[H]|.

Proof. Recall that, if n > 3 is odd, the coefficients of y; must satisfy (/0),. Observe that §(H) =
Hence, any K-derivation D of the form

X n—-1 n-1_1 y
D = (an;lH T 4apa_H? —|—...—|—a0)- , a; €K,
y 2 2 f

commutes with 8. Writing D in the form of (5), we see that ¢; = 0 for even i and d; = 0 for odd i,
so a choice of

ag; ..., dn-1
2

provides a solution to (/0),. Moreover, two distinct choices of ay,...,a nt provide two distinct

solutions of (10),. Thus, the set of solutions of (/0),, that correspond to derivations of the form ¢J,
where ¢ € K[H], is a K-vector space of dimension ”“ . Since this vector space is contained in the

vector space of solutions to (/0),, which by Lemma 3.2 has dimension ”“, the spaces must be
equal. U

Lemma 3.4. For all even m > 2, the system (le),, implies d,,, = 0.

Proof. Fix even m > 2. Label the equations in (/e),, as follows:
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€m+1 - dr/n =0

em:  Chn_ | =dpn

emn—1 - d,/n_z +mfd, = flcm,1

€m—2 . c:n—3 + (m - l)fcmfl =dmu—2

el d(/) +2fdr, = f’Cl
[ fcl = d()

We show by induction on &, 0 < k < mT’Z, that
(19) {e(), €ly..., 62k+l} implies c/2k+l = —(2k+ 2)d2k+2.

The case k = 0 is straightforward. For the inductive hypothesis, fix k, 0 < k < mT’Z, and assume (19).
Now assume {eg,eq,...,ex+3}. Equations ey o and ey 3 are

C/2k+1 = —(2k+3)fcoks3+doso and dékJrz = —(2k+4)fdoypra+ f/C2k+3,

and the inductive hypothesis gives us
Cop1 = —(2k+2)dso.

Equating the two expressions for ¢, 41> We obtain dgy2 = feory3. Differentiating this and equat-
ing the two expressions for d, 4o gives us

flens+ feopys = —(2k+4) fdpra+ fenss,
which implies
s = —(2k+4)dop 4.

This completes the inductive step. This shows that a consequence of (Ie),, is

/ —
Coy_1 = —Mdp,.

Since m was assumed to be even, we have m = —1. In order that ¢,, and C:n—l = —md,, both be

satisfied, it is necessary that d,, = 0. O
Corollary 3.2. It is impossible that n is an even integer greater than or equal to 2.

Proof. Suppose n > 2 and n is even. Then the coefficients of y; must satisfy (Ie),, and also d,, # 0.
But by Lemma 3.4, d, = 0 is a consequence of (/e),,. O

Lemma 3.5. For all even m > 2, the system (Ile),, implies c,, = 0.
Proof. Fix even m > 2. Label the equations of (Ile),, as follows:

emi1: Cp=0

em : 1 =fcm

€m—1 - C;n—Z +mfey =dy

en—2 . dm_3 -+ (m — l)fdm,1 = flcm,Q
el . C6 +2fC/2 =d

eo:  fdi=fco
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We first show the following by induction on k, 0 < k < mT’Z:

(20) If (dm:Zk—17~'~7c~m) is a solution of {em+1,y- s emon} with &, # 0,
then dy, 241 # 0, deg(dp—ox—1) = deg(f - Em—21), and lc(dp—ox—1) = lc(f - En—2k).
Base Case, k = 0:
Suppose (d,,_1,¢) is a solution of {c/, =0, 1= f'cm} and ¢,y # 0. Since deg f > 2 and &,
1S a non-zero constant,

dy_1#0 and degd,_ | =deg(fé,)=degf.
We have Ic(d’,_|) =deg f-lcf-éy. Since &, is a constant and degd,,_ = deg f, we have
m—1

lc(dp—1) = lc(fEm).
Inductive Step:

m—2 7

Fix k, 0 < k < ™5=. Assume (20) for this k. Suppose (dy,—2x—3,...,En) is a solution of
{em+1,--.,em—_2r—2} such that &, # 0. For ease of reference, we write:

em—2k—1° Choyopn+(mM—=2k)- f-Cm_ok =dpn_2r—1
emok—2: dy s 3+ (m—=2k—=1)-f-dp n1=f"Cnok2
Then N
Cyopn = dm—sk—1 — (M —2k) f - E_2k.
Since m is even, m — 2k — 1 = 0. Therefore, by the inductive hypothesis,
1) deg(&, 5 o) =deg(dpy 2-1) =0

and we have

1c(&, o ) =—(m—2k—1)1c(dp_211),

and hence

(22) deg ok -1e(En—nk—2) = —(m—2k— 1) -le(dp—2t—1)-
By equation e, 7, we have

(23) Dy ok 3 =1 Gnka— (m—2k—1)- f-dp_p1.

We will show that the degrees of the two terms on the right-hand side of (23) are equal and that
their leading coefficients do not cancel. From (21), it follows that

degép_ok—o = degdy_ok—1 + 1,
so that
(24) deg(f' - Emni—2) = deg(f - dm—2k—1)-
Observe that
le(f' - Em-x—2) = deg f-1c f-1c(Cm-2x—2)
and, using (22),
le(f - dp-ni—1) =lc f1c(dpgi—1) =lc f+ 51— 1c(Ep—nk—2) - deg &n—2k—2.
It follows that
(25) le(f' - En-ak—2) # (m—2k—=1)-1c(f - dm-2x-1),
and, together with (23) and (24), this gives us

(26) le(d),_o_3) =lc f1c(Epn_nk—2) - (deg f + degén_ok—2).
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By (23), (24), and (25), we have

(27) deg(dm—ok—3) = deg f + deg &n—2x—2-
Combining (26) and (27) gives us

le(dip—2k—3) =1c f-1c(Em_2k—2).
This completes the inductive step.
We proceed with the proof of the lemma. Let (&, . . ., éy,) be a solution of (I1e),, with &, # 0. We

will derive a contradiction. It follows immediately that (dy,...,¢é,) is a solution of {e;;+1,...,e1}.
Setting k = '”T_z in (20), we have that deg(d;) = deg(f - ¢;) > 0 and
(28) le(dy) = lc(f) - 1c(&2).

From e(, we see that
deg(dy) = deg(é) — 1 = deg ().
By equation e1, we have 3
le(dy) =2-Icf-1c(¢2) +degcp - Ic(Cop).-
Therefore, by (28), we have
Icf-le(éy) =2-Icf-1c(éy) +degép - 1c(Co)

and hence e f1 (~>
- —1CJ -1C(Cp

1 =

C(CO) degco

By equation e, we have

le f-le(dy) = deg f-1c £ -1¢(Gp) = deg f - 1c f (M)

degcy
By (28),
—lcf-lc(é
I f-lc f-1c(é2) = deg f-1c f (CC:;T%(”)) .
It follows that
degcép = —degf,
which is a contradiction, since deg f > 0. U

Corollary 3.3. It is impossible that p is an even integer greater than or equal to 2.

Proof. Suppose p > 2 and p is even. Then the coefficients of y» must satisfy (/7e),, together with
cp # 0. But by Lemma 3.5, (IIe), implies ¢, = 0. O

In the lemmas that follow, we refer to K-derivations on the ring K[x'/*,x~/* y], where ¢ is a
positive integer. We view this ring as isomorphic to

K[x7y7z7w]/<zt — X, W — 1)
By [7, Lemma I1.2.1], since charK = 0, any K-derivation on K|[x,y] extends uniquely to a K-

derivation on K[x'/*,x~1/!|y]. One consequence of this is that a K-derivation on K[x!/", x~1/* y]
can be defined by stating its action on x and y.

Lemma 3.6. For every odd integer m greater than or equal to 3, there exists P,,(X) € Z[X]\ {0}
such that:

e degP, < mTH
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e for every
— positive integer t
— heK[xY" xV\{0},
if the K-derivation

8(*) = em—1Y" ! em3y" P+ o
y Ay + dp—2y™ > + ...+ dry

on K[x'/*,x~V/" y] commutes with the K-derivation

on K[x'/* x=V/1 y), then
Pu(N)=0 or Ne{—l}u{—%’zgkg '"T“}

where N = degh, each c;,d; € K[xl/t,x_l/t] and d,, # 0.
Proof. Fix m > 3. Fori =0,...,m, we define T;(X) € Z[X] as follows. Let
Tn(X)=Tp1(X)=1.
For1 <k < mT, let
29 TpoaX) =X Ty u—1)(X) = (m—=(2k=2)) - (k= 1)- (X +1) +1) - T (2x-2)(X)
and let

(30) Tk 1)(X) = Tk (X) = (m— (2k— 1)) k- (X + 1) - T, 1) (X).
Let
31) Pu(X)= (" (X +1)+1) - Ti(X) — X - Ty(X).
We first prove that
(32) degP (X) < =

We show by induction on &, 0 < k < 2 , that
(33) deg T2k (X) <k and degT,_ (o4 1)(X) <k.
For the base case, k = 0, we have

deg T, (X) =degT,—1(X) =0.

For the inductive step, fix k, 0 < k < ’"T’I, and assume (33). It follows from (29) and the inductive
hypothesis that

deg T, (ory2)(X) <k+1,
and it follows from (30) and the inductive hypothesis that

deg T, (2 y3)(X) <k +1.
This completes the proof by induction. As a consequence, we have

degTi(X) <271 and degTp(X) < 271
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Therefore, (32) holds. Next, we show that P, (X) is not the zero polynomial. To this end, we first
prove by induction on k, 0 < k < ’"T’I, that

(34) Tn2u(—=1)#0 and T, (41)(—1) #0.

The base case, k = 0, is trivial, since 7,,(X) = T,,—1(X) = 1. For the inductive hypothesis, fix k,
0<k< '”T_l, and assume

Tin—2k(—1) - T2k 1)(—1) # 0.
Equation (30) shows that
Tm—(2k+l) (_1) = Tmka(_l)'
Replacing k£ with k+ 1 in (29) gives us
Tn—k+2) (1) = =1 Ty apr1)(—1) = (m—2k) - Tpop(—1) = —(m — 2k + 1) - Tk (—1).
Since k < ’"T’I, it must be that m — 2k + 1 # 0. Now by the inductive hypothesis,

Tn—(2k+2)(—1) # 0.
Replacing k with k41 in (30) yields

T—2k43) (= 1) = T (2k32) (= 1) # 0.
This completes the proof of (34). By (31), we have
Pu(—1)=Ti(—1)+To(—1).
Replacing k with 251 in (30) gives
To(—1) = Ti(-1),
and hence
P,(—1)=2-T1(—1) #0.

This completes the proof that P, (X) is not the zero polynomial.

We proceed to show that P,,(X) satisfies the remaining property stated in the lemma. Fix t € Z=!,
fix h € K[x'/*,x~1/"]\ {0}, and define o as in the statement of the lemma. Fix B as in the statement

of the lemma. Note that ¢; and d; must satisfy the equations of system (/10),,, with f replaced by
h. Label these equations as follows:

€m+1 - dr/n =0

em : ¢ =dn

em_1: d\ 5+mhdy, =Hhcy_
em_2: ¢ 3+ (m—1)hcy—1 =dp

€m—(2k—1) : m ox T (m—(2k —=2))hd,, _ o2y = H ¢,y (2—1)
em—2k : _(okery T m—= 2k =1))hey—or—1) = dim—2k
Em—(2k-+1) d’ ~(kt2) T (= 2002 = W e (a1
Cm—(2k+2)  Cpp(aprz) T (M= (2k+1))hcy2k11) = din—(2642)

e : hdl =H¢y
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Let N = degh and let L = 1c(h). Assume that
Ngz{—l}u{—ki‘ k<l
We first show by induction that for all k£, 0 < k < %=,
(35) degdyox <k(N+1) and degcm,@k“) <k(N+1)+1.

We first treat the base case, k = 0. By equations em+ 1 and e, degd,,, < 0 and degc,,,—1 < 1.
For the inductive hypothesis, fix k, 0 < k < 51 and assume (35). Consider e,, (2k+1)- By the
inductive hypothesis, we have

deg(hdp—2) <k(N-+1)+N and deg(h'c,—(ur1)) < k(N+1)+N.
It follows that
(36) degd,,—(op12) < (k+1)(N+1).
Now consider e,, (3t 2)- By the inductive hypothesis,
deg(hcy,—rr1)) < (k+1)(N+1).
It follows from this and (36) that
degen ry) < (k+1)(N+1) +

This concludes the proof of (35) forall k, 0 <k <™ 1.
Define a,,,,a,,—1, ..., aq as follows. Let

Ao = the coefficient of ¥V in d,, o,

N+1)+1 -

Ap—(2k41) = the coefficient of x K n ¢y (2k41)-

Equations e, 1 and e, and the requirement that d,,, # 0 imply that a,,_ | = a,,. Now we prove that,
forall k, 1 <k <2,

(37 (k4 1) = (am-2k— (m—(2k—1)) - L-@p_2x1)) - m
and

(38) am—2k = (LN a1y — (m—(2k—=2)) - L-ay_(24—2)) - k(N—IH)
Fixk, 1 <k < '”T By equation e,, (1), we have

(39) ok =W em 1) — (m—(2k=2)) - h-dy (2 2)-

Let us write an equation equatlng the coefficients of x**¥+1=1 on both sides of (39). First, observe
that the coefficient of X*N+D=1in @' . is k(N +1)-a,_x. Next consider /' C—(2k—1)- First
consider the case N # 0. It follows that degh’ = N — 1. By (35), we have

(40) degcm (2k—1) X k(N+ 1) —N.
Thus, the coefficient of X*¥*+1D—1 in Cm—(2k—1) I8 N-L-a,,_(3;1). Now consider the case N = 0.
Either 2 =0, or i’ # 0 and degh’ < N — 1. If i’ =0, then /c,,_5_1) = 0 and the coefficient
of X*ND=in 1'c, (1) is 0, which is equal to LN - a,,_(o31). If N =0 and ' # 0, then,
since degh’ < N — 1 and by (40), the coefficient of xX*V+D=1 in p/ Cm—(2k—1) 18 0, which is equal to
L-N-a,_ (1) Finally, consider & - dy—(2k—2)- Since degh = N and, by (35),

degd,,(ak—2) SkK(N+1)-N—1,
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we see that the coefficient of X*V+D=1in j. dp—(2k—2) 18 L~ @y (2k—2)- Since N # —1, we have
k(N +1) # 0. Thus, equating the coefficients of X*¥*1)~1in (38) yields

am—2k = (LN -ty k—1)— (m—(2k—=2)) - L-ay_(2x-2)) - k(N—IH)
By equation e, o, we have

41) C:nf(2k+l) =dpok—(m—(2k—1))-h-c_(2%1)-

Let us write an equation equating the coefficients of xK(N+1) on either side of (41). The coefficient
of ¥NHWin e, oy is (k(N+1) +1) -y (2k11)- The coefficient of x*V1 in d oy s dyn-ot.
By (35), we have

degc (Zk 1) k(N+ 1) N

k+l

and, since degh = N, the coefficient of KN i hep—(ak—1) 18 L+ @y (2k—1)- Since N # —==, we

have k(N + 1) + 1 # 0. Thus, equating the coefficients of x k(N+1) on either side of (41) ylelds
me(2ks1) = (am—ok — (m— (2k=1)) - L-a,_(p_1)) - m

This concludes the proof of (37) and (38).
Fori=0,...,m, define S; € Z as follows. Let

Sn=8n-1=1.
For every k, 1 <k < '”T_l, let
Sm-ok =k(N+1)-Sy_k—1) and S, _ 41y = (K(N+1)+ 1) Spox.

Next, we prove by induction that for all k£, 0 < k < ’"T_l, we have

42)  Tpok(N) = Spn—2" le al “ap—ok and T, (2k+1)<N):Smf(2k+1)'ﬁ'#'am7(2k+l)~

Recall that by our assumption on the form of 3, we have a,, # 0.
The base case, k = 0, is proved immediately by noting that a,, = a,,— follows from e,, | and

em.
For the inductive hypothesis, fix k, 0 < k < = L and assume (42) holds. We have from (29),
(42), and the definition of S; that

T (2k42)(N) =N Ty 241y (N) — (m —2k) (k(N + 1) +1) - T—2x(N)
:N.Smf(ZkH).ﬁ.alm.amf(zlﬁl)—(m—2k)(k(N+l)+l) Sk - Lk al Aok

. Smf(2k+2) 1 1 (2k+2) 1 1
=N G 1 a e — (m =20 R e o ana

= S—k+2) " 7% 2 (Nay—(akq1) — (m—2K)am2) - m
From (38) with k replaced by k+ 1, we see that
(43) T (2k42) (N) = S (2k42) * TT * 2 Gm—(2k+2)-
We have from (30), (43), (42), and the definition of §; that
T 2k+3)(N) = T2y 2) (N) = (m = (2k 1)) - (k+ 1) (N+1) - T (2141 (N)
m—(2k2) — (m—= 2k +1)) - (k+ 1)(N+1) - Sy 2k1) " 75 - e G (2h41)
(@ (2k42) = L(m = (2k+ 1))@y 2k 11)) - m

_ 1
= Sin—(2k+2) " T

$l=§l=

_ 1
= Sm—(2k+3) " TEIT
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From (37) with k replaced by k+ 1, we see that

T (2k43)(N) = S (2k43) - 77 - ﬁ A (2k43)-
This completes the proof of (42).

Now we show that P,,(N) = 0. Using k = -1 in (42) and Sy = (21 (N + 1) + 1)Sy, we have
Py(N) = (2L (N+1)+1)-T1(N) —N~T0(N)
- S
= ("2 N+ +1)S1- s 2 a1 = N-So- 757 - o 4o = 157 - 2= - (a1 — Nap).
Consider equation eg:
hdy =l cy.
Equating the coefficients of x(NtD((m=1)/2+N iy ¢ recalling (35), yields
= Nay.
We conclude that P,,(N) = 0. O

Lemma 3.7. For every positive integer k, the K-derivation

o =\ _ 2+
y X 2k—1

1 1
of the ring K[x~ %=1 x%-1y| commutes with the K-derivation

_ 2kl B
B (x) — ( Yio aZ(k—l)X1+(1 2k2k;1)ly2(k 1) )
= o ! |
g Z5(:0 02(k71)+1x(1 2k—1)ly2(k N+1
where the a; € K are defined recursively as follows: a1 € K\ {0} is arbitrary, ax, = a1, and
for0 <1<k,
ax—1)+1 = (=3 @ k—1)42 — (2(k— 1) +3)agp—p+3) (1 = 350

1
ar—t) = (arge—ry1 — (k= 1) +2)arp_py42) (1= 52)1+1) .
Proof. We first show that

-1

Blo(x)) = a(B(x))-
We have B(a(x)) = B(y). Note that, in B(y), only odd powers of y with exponents less than or equal
to 2k + 1 appear, and for all /, 0 < [ < k, the coefficient of yz("’l)+1 is

2%k+1
(=50l

(44) Ay (k—1)+1%
In o(B(x)), only odd powers of y with exponents less than or equal to 2k+ 1 appear. The coefficient

of y?**1 is a,y, which equals a1, which is the coefficient of y?***! in B(o(x)). Forall , 1 <1 <k,
the coefficient of y2*=O+1 in oy(B(x)) is

2k+1 2k+1

U F (14 (1= 3500 + gy o F D 2k - 1) +2).
By the definition of ay(;_), this equals (44). Now we show that

Blay)) = a(B(y))-
We have

2k+1

Bla(y)) = B (¥ 3 ) = ~ 3B,
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This expression contains only even powers of y from yO to y2k. For all [, 0 < [ < k, the coefficient
of Y= in B(a(y)) is

(45) — STk

(1=351)-%5

We see that a/(B(y)) contains only even powers of y from y to y?*. For I < k, the coefficient of
YE D in a(B(y)) is

a2(kfl)+IX< “H)RT 2k — 1) + 1)+a2(k71)71x(1—§ﬁﬂ) —3T (1=24) (14 1),
By definition,
ay(e-1y-1 = (= 3taae-1) — k= 1) + Daygepy1) (1= 357) (+1))

Hence, the coefficient of y?*~) in o(B(y)) is (45). The coefficient of y° in a(B(y)) is

1

2k+1 2k+1
alx(l 2k— 1) T 2k—1

It remains to show that

(46) a1 = —5ao.

This is an immediate consequence of the following lemma.
Lemma 3.8. In the notation of Lemma 3.7, for all [, 0 <1 < k,

2kt 2k=D+1
U—192(k~1) = 2(k=D)—192(k~1)+1"

Proof. We proceed by induction on [. The base case [ = 0 is immediate, since by definition ay; =
apy+1. For the inductive hypothesis, fix / < k and assume

2k+1 2(k=D)+1
U—192(k~1) = 2(k=D)—192(k~1)+1"

We want to show that
2(k—1)—1

“47) %az(k—z)—z = ﬁaz(k—z)—r
The left-hand side of (47) is, by the definition of a1y 2,

2l (azk—1)—1 —2(k—Daxy_p))

2k—1

(1-35) (+ 1) +1

By the definition of ay(;_;)_1, this equals

2k+1
—57—a (2(k=1)+1)ay -
( 2k—1 “2(k— )2k+1 2(k=1)+1 _z(k_l)aZ(k—l)>
2t (-2 01

2k—1°
(1=357) (+ D) +1
By the inductive hypothesis, this is equal to

2k+1 2(k—l)+1 2k+1
51" =551 (2(k=1)+1) _
2k—1 Z(k l) 2k—1 _ z(k_ l) Z(k_l)ji

(1 %’,ﬁ*})(lﬂ)

A _ .
( %£+i)(l+1) 1 2(k—1)+1

(48)
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The right-hand side of (47) is, using the definition of ay_;)_1,

2(k=0)—1 _%C’Z(k#) —2k-0)+ 1)az(k71)+1
2(k—1)-3 ( . %) (l+ 1) .
By the inductive hypothesis, this equals
2(k—1)+1
<k_lgf1 —2k=1)+1)

g(lli_?_; = T2 (k—1)+1s
(k=1)= (1—2%0) (14 1)
which is equal to (48), as a computation shows. U
By letting / = k in Lemma 3.8, we see that (46) holds. U

Lemma 3.9. For every
® positive integert,
o he Kix'/ xV\{0},
if there exists a K-derivation B on K[x'/*,x=V/* \y] such that

e B commutes with the K-derivation

S I
“(3) =)
on K[x V! x'/" y] and

e B is of the form
B (X) _ (leym_l em3y" 4+ Co)
y Ay +dp2y" *+...+diy )’
where m > 3 is odd, c;, d; € K[x’l/t,xl/t], and d,, # 0,
then
N:=deghe SUT,
where

S={1}U{-3 ke Z 1 <k< Y,

T={-1}U{-& |keZk>2}.

Proof. Fix t € ZZ'. Fix h € K[x~ /" x!/"]\ {0} and hence o, of the form stated in the lemma. Let
N = degh and assume N ¢ T. Suppose a K-derivation 3 satisfying the properties stated in the
lemma exists and let m be the least odd integer greater than or equal to 3 such that there exists
such a B. By Lemma 3.6, P,,(N) = 0, and P,, has at most ’"T“ zeros. We show that these zeros are
exactly the elements of S.

We show that P,,(1) = 0. The K-derivations

0 (3)=() = 2 ()=()

on K[x,x!,y] commute and 9; has the form of o in the statement of Lemma 3.6. The polynomial
r:=y?—x2 is a first integral of 91, and so r"~1)/29, is a K-derivation commuting with 9; of the
form of B in the statement of Lemma 3.6. Therefore, by Lemma 3.6, P, (1) = 0.
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We show that, for all k, 1 < k < 271,

(49) P, (—2t) =o0.

Fix k. Let K-derivations d; and d; on K [xﬁ ,x_ﬁ ,y] be defined as o and B are in Lemma 3.7.
Now

r :yz +2 (%)X—Z/(Zk—l)

is a first integral of di. Note that deg, d>(y) = 2k + 1. Now r(m=(2k+1))/29, i5 a derivation commut-
ing with d; of the form of B of Lemma 3.6. Hence, we have (49).

The set S consists of mT“ elements, and we have shown that each is a zero of P,, which is
nonzero of degree at most '"T“ It follows that S is exactly the zero set of P,,. U

Corollary 3.4. It is impossible that p is an odd integer greater than or equal to 3.

Proof. Suppose p > 3 and p is odd. Let N = deg f. Recall that p = deg, y,. Consider Lemma 3.9.

Since the extensions of § and ¥, to K-derivations on K|[x,x~!,y] are of the forms of & and B, it
follows that N € SUT. Since N is assumed to be an integer greater than or equal to 2, this is a
contradiction. O

This finishes the proof of Theorem 3.1. U
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