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Commuting ordinary differential operators with polynomial
coefficients and automorphisms of the first Weyl algebra
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Abstract

In this paper we study rank two commuting ordinary differential operators with polyno-
mial coefficients and the orbit space of the automorphisms group of the first Weyl algebra
on such operators. We prove that for arbitrary fixed spectral curve of genus one the space of
orbits is infinite. Moreover, we prove in this case that for for any n > 1 there is a pair of self-
adjoint commuting ordinary differential operators of rank two Ly = (02 + V(z))? + W (x),
Lg, where W(z),V(z) are polynomials of degree n and n 4 2. We also prove that there
are hyperelliptic spectral curves with the infinite spaces of orbits.

1 Introduction

The group of automorphisms of the first Weyl algebra Ay = {3 7_;u; (2)0, u;j € Clz]} acts on
the set of solutions of the equation

FX,Y) =) ai XY =0, XY €A, €C, (1)
4,i=0

ie. if X|Y € A; satisfy () and ¢ € Aut(A;), then ¢(X),p(Y) also satisfy (). The group
Aut(A;) is generated by the following automorphisms

QOl(x) :ax+/88x7 Qol(a:l:) :’Yx—i_(sal‘u a757’775€(c7 a5_57:17

pa(z) =2+ P1(0s), $2(0z) = O,
903($) =, 902(6m) :am+P2($),

where Py, P, are arbitrary polynomials (see [I]). So, Aut(A;) consists of tame automorphisms.
A natural and important problem is to describe the orbit space of the group action of Aut(A;) in
the set of solutions of (). If one describes the orbit space it gives a chance to compare End(A;)
and Aut(A;) (End(Ap) consists of endomorphisms ¢ : Ay — A, ie. [p(0y),¢(x)] = 1).
Let us recall the Dixmier conjecture: End(A;) = Aut(A;), or in other words, if differential
operators Ly, L, with polynomial coefficients satisfy the string equation

[Lna Lm] = 17

then L,,, L, can be obtained from z,0, with the help of compositions ¢; above (the general
Dixmier conjecture for A, is stably equivalent to the Jacobian conjecture due to [2]). Berest
has proposed the following interesting conjecture:

If the Riemann surface corresponding to the equation f =0 with generic a;; € C has genus
g =1 then the orbit space is infinite, and if g > 1 then there are only finite number of orbits.
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One can prove that if there are finite number of orbits for some equation () then End(A4;) =
Aut(Al) .
In this paper we consider the equation

V2= X299t p ey X% 4o 41 X 4, X,Y € Ay,cj€C. (2)

Using Schur’s arguments [3] one can prove that if XY € A; satisfy ([2) then XY = YV X.
Our approach to the above problem is based on the Krichever—Novikov theory of commuting
higher rank ordinary differential operators. Let us recall some basic notions and facts related to
commuting differential operators. If L, = 7" _v;j(2)d, L = >4, ug(z)0% commute then
there is a Burchnall-Chaundy’s polynomial F'(z,w) which vanishes the operators, F'(Ly,, Ly,) =
0.

The spectral curve I' defined by the equation F = 0 is irreducible and is completed at
infinity with a unique point ¢. The spectral curve parametrizes common eigenvalues of L, and
Ly, ,ie. if Lyt = 2, Lyt = wip, then (z,w) € I'. The dimension of the space of common
eigenfunctions for generic P = (z,w) € I' is called the rank. Commutative rings of ordinary
differential operators were classified by Krichever [4], [5]. In the case of rank one eigenfunctions
are Baker—Akhiezer functions, found by Krichever. The case of rank [ > 1 is very complicated.
In this case the eigenfunctions can not be found explicitly. Operators of rank two corresponding
to elliptic spectral curves were found by Krichever and Novikov [6], operators of fourth order
have the form

Lign = (82 + ) + 2¢2(p(12) — p(11))8s + (co(p(32) — p(1)e — p(r2) — 9(1),
where 71 (z) = 70 + ¢(x),72(z) = 70 — c(z),

1 1¢2 Coam

— 2 2
u(z) = TiZ + Zci%w + 29 (71, 72)c — 2, + ¢ (Pc(v0 +¢,7 — ) — 2%(11,72)),

D(v1,72) = C(v2 — ) + C(1) — ¢(2),

((2), p(z) are the Weierstrass functions, c(z) is an arbitrary smooth function, -y is a constant.
The operator Lxy commutes with a six order differential operator Ly .
Let us formulate our main results.

Theorem 1.1. For arbitrary integer m > 0 and arbitrary spectral curve I given by the equation

w? =23 + 922 + c12 + ¢y there are polynomials

m—+2 +

Vin = Q2T st ag, Wi = Bnx™ + ...+ Bo, amt2 # 0, Bm # 0

such that the operator
L4,m = (83 + Vm(x))z + Wm(x)

commutes with a siz order operator Lg,, . The spectral curve of Ly, Lem coincides with 1.

At m =1 we have
Ly, = (0% + azz® + agz® + a1z + ap)? + 203z, az # 0.

At a3 = 1,01 = ag = 0 the operators Ly, Lg; coincide with the Dixmier operators [I]. The
example of Dixmier was the first example of commutative subalgebra in A; . It is an interesting
problem how to obtain Ly ,,, Le, from LKN,EKN? At m = 1 the answer is given in the
Grinevich’s theorem [7]:



e Operator Ly n corresponding to the curve w? = 423 + g2 + g3 has rational coefficients
if and only if

/ °° dt

C(x) = )

a@) V4t + got + g3

where ¢(x) is a rational function. If vy = 0 and ¢(x) = z, then Liy coincides with

L471 .

Theorem 1.1 allows to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. The set of orbits of the group Aut(Ay) in the space of solutions of arbitrary
equation
Y2 =X+ X? +e1X +e, X,YE€A,ceC

is infinite.

Commuting operators of rank two of order 4 and 4g + 2 corresponding to hyperelliptic
spectral curves of genus g were studied in [§]. With the help of methods of [§] one can construct
rank 2 operators at g > 1. For example

Li = (0% 4 az2® + asz® + gz + ap)? + g(g + 1)z, ag #0

commutes with an operator Lig 4o [8]. Mokhov [9] proved that if one apply elements of Aut(A;)
to Li, Lig 4o then one can obtains operators of rank | =2k and [ = 3k, where k is a positive

integer. For example if we apply the automorphism ¢(z) = 0., ¢(0,) = —x to Li,Lig 4o We
obtain rank 3 operators. Herewith

#
o(Ly) = (a302 + 207 + 010, + ap + 2°)* + g(g + 1)a30;.
Another important example constructed in [I0] is the following. The operator
Li = (02 4+ ajcoshz 4+ ap)? + arg(g + 1) cosha, a3 #0

commutes with Lig 1o - Using Li, Lig 19 Mokhov constructed examples of operators of arbitrary

rank [ > 1 [I1] (we discuss this construction in section 2). Let T be a spectral curve of Li, Lig 19
given by the equation
w? =zt —|—cggz29+---—|—ciz—|—cg. (3)

Coeflicients cg. can be found with the help of a recurrent formula (see Lemma 1 bellow). Probably

for all g the curve I'" is not singular for general set of parameters o, ;. For small ¢ using
Lemma 1 one can check this by direct calculation.

Theorem 1.3. The set of orbits of the group Aut(Ay) in the space of solutions of the equation
Y2=X%H 4 X% 4+ dX ), XY e
is infinite.

It would be interesting to check the Berest conjecture at g > 1 for generic equation ()
having a nonconstant solution in Aj .

Remark 1.1. The group Aut(A;) acts on the set of rings of commuting differential operators
with affine spectral curves considered in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. One can prove that the space of
orbits is also infinite.



2 Method of deformation of Tyurin parameters

Every ring A of commuting ordinary differential operators is isomorphic to a ring of meromor-
phic functions on spectral curve I' with a pole in some point g € I' (we consider in this section
the case when I' is nonsingular, i.e. I' is a Riemann surface). For a meromorphic function
f(P), P eI with pole in ¢ of order n we have Lgi(x, P) = f(P)Y(x,P) where Ly € A is
a differential operator of order In, [ is the rank of commuting operators, ) = (¢1,...,1;) is a
vector Baker—Akhiezer function. Function v can be reconstructed from the following spectral
data (see [])

{F7Q7 k_17’Yl7 e 7’Ylg70417 e 7alg7wl(x)7 e 7wl—1(‘7:)}'

Hire k' is a local parameter near ¢, ¢ is the genus of T', v e, aj = (aja,...,05-1)
is a vector, w;(x) is a smooth function. The set (v, ) is called the Tyurin parameters. This
parameters define a semi-stable holomorphic rank [ vector bundle on I' of degree lg with
holomorphic sections 7q,...,n; . The points ~,...,7,, are points of their linear dependence of
the sections

-1
m(v) = > ajini(v;).
i=1

The vector-function v is defined by the following properties.
1. In the neighbourhood of ¢ it has the form

Yz, P) = <Z gs(x)k—S) O(x, k),
s=0

where & = (1,0,...,0),&(z) = (£} (),...,&(x)), the matrix & satisfies the equation

0 1 0o ... 0 0
0 0 1 ... 0 0
)
Z—:ACI), A=
* o 0 0 .. 0 1
k+w wy w3 ... w— 0
2. The components of ¢ are meromorphic functions on I'\{g} with the simple poles vi,...,7y,

and
Res,,j = a; jResy 4, 1<i<lg, 1<j<1-1

The main difficulty to construct operators of rank [ > 1 is the fact that the Baker—Akhiezer
function is not found explicitly. In the recent paper [12] were shown that the class of Baker—
AXkhiezer functions contains some known special functions.

Let us recall the method of deformation of Tyurin parameters [6]. The main idea of this
method is to study the linear differential operator which vanishes the common eigenfunctions.
The common eigenfunctions of commuting differential operators of rank [ satisfy the linear
differential equation of order [

T,Z)(l)(x,P) = Xo(l‘,P)T/)(:L',P) +oee +Xl—1(x7p)w(l_l)($vp)'

The coefficients x; are rational functions on I' with the simple poles Pi(z), ..., Pgy(x) € I',
and with the following expansions in the neighbourhood of ¢

XO(‘Tap) =k +90(x) + O(k_l)7 Xj(x7p) = gj(x) + O(k_l)v 0<j<l-1,

Xi—1(z, P) = O(k™1).



Let k —~;(x) be a local parameter near P;(x). Then

Xj = 7;1],52) +dij(x) + Ok — ().

Functions ¢;;(z),d;;(x) satisfy the following equations (see [4]).

Ci,l—1($) = _%{(x)a (4)
dio(r) = aio(®)ai—2(x) + aio(z)di 1 (x) — oo (2), (5)
di j(x) = o j(x) - () — g j1(x) + oy j(@)dig—1 (@) — o (), 5 > 1, (6)

¢i,j(2)
cii—1(z)’
{@)—-(@). Using x; one can find coefficients of the operators. At g = 1, [ = 2 Krichever and
Novikov [6] solved these equations and found the operators Ly . Operators of Krichever—
Novikov and it applications were studied in [I3]-[I9] Operators of rank 3 corresponding to
elliptic spectral curves were found by Mokhov [20]. In [2I[-[24] some examples of operators of
rank 2,3 corresponding to spectral curves of genus 24 were constructed.

In [§] commuting operators of rank two of order 4 and 4g+2 corresponding to hyperelliptic
spectral curves were studied

where «; j(z) = 0<j<l-1,1<i<lg. To find y; one should solve the equations

Lytp = z1p,  Lagiot) = wip, w? = Fy(z) = 22011 4 629229 + -+ .
Common eigenfunctions of L4 and Lggqo satisfy the second order differential equation
¢” - Xl(x,P)T// - X0($7P)¢ = 07 P = (sz) € Fa

where xo(z, P), x1(z, P) are rational functions on I' satisfying equations (4)—(@l).

Theorem 2 ([8]) The operator Ly is formally self-adjoint if and only if

X1($7P) = Xl(:EvU(P))’

where o 1is the hyperelliptic involution on T .

Theorem 3 ([§]) If Ly is formally self-adjoint, i.e. Ly = (02 + V (x))? + W (x), then

1Quz  w Qz
= —— — — ‘/ = —
X0 2 Q + Q ) X1 Q )
where Q = 29 +ag_1(x)z97 1 + -+ ag(x), ag(z),...,a,-1(x) are some functions. The function

Q satisfies the equation

AFy(2) = 4(z = W)Q* = 4V(Q2)* + (Qua)? — 2Q2Quua + 2Q(2VaQu + 4V Que + 9,Q).  (7)

From Theorem 3 it follows
Corollary 1 The function Q satisfies the linear equation

2Q + 4V Quaz + 6V Qua + 2(22 — 2W 4 Vi) Qo — 2W,Q = 0. (8)



Corollary 2 If g =1 then

v —16F (5(—ca — W) + W2, — 2W, Wyus
- AW2 ’

where Fy defines the spectral curve w? = Fy (x) = 224 2% + 12 + co.

With the help of Theorem 3 many examples of rank 2 operators were recently constructed
(see [25]-[27)).

Let us consider commuting operators Li, Lig 4o [10]. These operators do not commute with
operators of odd orders [28], hence these operators are operators of true rank 2. The polynomial

Q for Li, Lig+2 has the form (see [10])

Q(x,z) = Ag(z) cosh? x + - - - + A (2) coshx + Ap(z2),

where
= 1 (s +5)! (s +3)! )
A e D+ ) — s 1) (4‘48*5 o SAssT (200 + 57 445 +5)
(s +2)! , ,
—8As42 ol (2s+3)a; +4A4s1(s+ D) ((s+ 1) Ao+ (s +1)*+42) ), 0<s<g, (10)

we assume that A, =0 at s <0 and s > g, A, is a constant.

Lemma 1 ([8]) The spectral curve T% of Li,l/igJr2 is given by the equation

1
w? = Fy(z) = 1 (4432 — 4AgA1an — 1642 (g + 1) + 48A4) + 4o AT + 4A3 — 24, (643 — A1) ,
where Aj;(z) are defined in (I0).

Examples:
1) g=1
3 1 2, 1 2 2 af
Fi(z) =2+ (5 —2a9)z° + 1—6(1 — 8ap + 16ag — 16a7)z + T
2) g =2, let for simplicity of formulas oy =0

17 1 1
Fy(z) = 2°+ 724+ 1—6(321—336a%)z3+ 1(34_5310‘%)22 +(1—18902 +108a7) 2z 42403 4+ 513a].

The spectral curves defined by the above equations are not singular for the general parameters.
Mokhov [I1] found a remarkable change of variable

r=In(y+Vy>?—1)", r==+1,+£2,...,

which reduces the operators Li, Lig 4o to the operators with polynomial coefficients. In partic-

ular, Li in new variable y gets the form
Li =((1- y2)8§ — 3y0y + aT(y) + b)? —ar’g(g+ DT (y), a#0,
b is arbitrary constant, T,(y) is the Chebyshev polynomial of degree |r|. Recall that

To(y) =1, Ti(y) =y, T(y)=2yTr1(y) —Tr—2(y), T-r(y)=Tr(y).



Chebyshev polynomials are commuting polynomials, i.e.

Tw(Ton(y) = Tin(Tn(y)) = Trnam(y)-

If one applies the automorphism
oly) ==0y,  0y) =y, e Aut(4)

to the operators Li, Lig 4o Written in y variable, then one gets operators of orders 2r, (2g +1)r
of rank r [II] and

o(LY) = (aT;(9y) — y?02 — 3ydy, +y* +)* — arg(g + 1)T;(dy).

3 Proof of Theorems 1.1-1.3

3.1 Proof of theorem [1.1]

Let us rewrite ([@) in the form
AWV = —16F1(%<c2 — W)+ W2, = 2Wo W, (11)
Note that from (I it follows
AT (G (—ey = W) + 2TV AV Wog + Wy = . (12)
Further we assume that V,W are polynomials

V=a"+...+ay, W=0p2"~+...4 0B, an#0, Bn#0. (13)

Equation (II]) is equivalent to the system of equations: equation (I2)) and the equation on free
terms of (IIl) which is

1
a0t = —4F1(5(c2 — o)) + 53 — 3B15s. (14)
Let us prove the following important proposition.

Proposition 3.1. For any m > 0 there exists a solution of the equation (1)) of the form (I13),
where n =m + 2.

Proof. Equation ([I2)) is equivalent to a system of 2m+1 equations in 2m +4 variables «y, ;.
Note that all equations have degree 2 and the set of their solutions consists of points in C?™*4
(with coordinates «;, 3; ) which lie in the intersection of 2m+1 quadrics defined by these equa-
tions. By [29, Ch.1,Th.7.2] the intersection X of these quadrics in P*™** (with homogeneous
coordinates «;, 3j,u ) is non-empty and each its irreducible component has dimension greater
or equal to 3. By the same reason the intersection of X with the hyperplane Z = {u = 0} at
infinity is non-empty and each its irreducible component has dimension greater or equal to 2.
To prove the proposition it is sufficient to prove that for any fixed m > 0 there is a two-
dimensional irreducible component of X N Z . From this fact we can conclude that affine part
of the intersection of quadrics is non-empty.
The homogeneous parts of our equations in
these are exactly the coefficients at 2’ of the sum

P?™ 4 pot depending on u can be easily written:

AV Wap + 2V, W, — 3W2, (15)



Let us introduce the following notations:

m+n—2 ' m+n—2 ' m-+n—2 '
VoWe= > bia', VWep= Y ca', W= ) da'
i=0 i=0 i=0
Then the intersection X N Z is given by the equations
de; +2b;, —3d; =0, i=0,...,2m. (16)

Note that the coefficients b;, ¢;, d; can be written in the following form:

di = BikBr b= Britikr1Ber1, = Criti kB2, (17)

k=0 k=0 k=0

where By ; = (k+1)(i —k+1),Cy; = (k+ 1)(k +2) are positive integers, and we set o; =0
it j>n, B;=01if j>m.
The next observation is: equations (I6]), (I7) always have a solution of the form

P=(a, #0: B, #0:0:...:0)

for any m > 0. Indeed, if ap = ... = ap_1 =5y = ... = Bm—1 = 0, then only 2m-th equa-
tion from (I6]) remains to be non-trivial, and this equation becomes a quadratic homogeneous
equation linear in «,, and quadratic in S, :

(2Bm—172m + 4Cm—272m)anﬂm - 353,7, =0.

Thus, we can set (3, =1 where from «a, = 3/(2Bm—12m +4Crn—22m) -

Let us prove that for any fixed m > 0 any irreducible component of X N Z containing P
has dimension 2.

If m =1 then there are only 3 equations in ([I0])

4Co oo B2 + 2Bg a1 B2 — 383 = 0,

4(Coa1 B2 + Cr2a0P3) + 2(Bo1aafi + Brioifa) — 68061 =0,
4(Co202B2 + Cr 90185 + Ca00084) + 2(Boaasfi + Biaaafa + BasaifBs) — 3(260B2 + B7) = 0,

and their Jacobi matrix at P has the following form:

*  2Bo,061 0 0 k%
* * 23071 ,81 0 * X s
* * * 2Bo2f1 * *
where the first columns denote derivations with respect to «g, ..., a3, and the last two columns

denote derivations with respect to (g, 81 . The rank of the matrix is 3, so, these equations define
a smooth variety in the neighbourhood of the point P of dimension two.

For generic m the point P might not be regular. Nevertheless, any irreducible component
containing P has a dense subset of smooth points. At any such point @ the Jacobi matrix J
can be written in the following form. It can be divided in two blocks: one consists of m + 1
columns (derivations of equations with respect to fo, ..., Bmn ), and another one consists of n+ 1
columns (derivations of equations with respect to ay,...,ap ). We shall describe only essential
columns for us.

The columns of the first block are (to save the space we shall write them as rows):

2-nd column: (jo oo, (jo,1a2 —600), (Jo2asz —661), .-, (Jom—10n — 65m),0,...,0)



3-d column:  (ji000, 1,101, (J1,202 — 650), - .., (J1.n0m — 66m),0,...,0)
4-th column: (0, j2,100, j2,201, (J2,302 — 600), - - -, (J2nt10m — 65),0,...,0)
5-th column: (0,0, j3 2cvg, jz300, (j3.402 — 600), - - -, (J3,n+20n — 65),0,...,0)

(m+1)-th column: (0,...,0, jm—1,m-200, Jm—1,m—11, (Jm—1,m@2—6080), - .., (Jm-12m0n—68m));

the columns of the second block are:
1-st column: (07 s 707j07m+1/817j1,m+2/827 oo 7jm—172mﬂm)

2-nd column: (07 e 707j0,mﬁ17j1,m+1527 e 7jm—1,2m—15m7 0)

3-d column: (07 oo 707j0,m—1517j1,mﬁ27 e 7jm—1,2m—25m7 07 0)

n-th column: (j0,0517j1,1ﬁ27 e 7jm—1,m—15m7 07 e 70)
(n+1)-th column:  (j1,052, -, Jm—1,m—2Bm,0,...,0),

where the numbers j;; are defined as
Jkg = 2By +4Ck_1,

where we assume Bj; =0 if £ >1 and Cy; =0 if £ <O0.

Without loss of generality we can assume that the point ) belongs to a sufficiently small
neighbourhood of the point P (in the complex topology), such that, for fixed numbers ji;,
the modules of all terms of the matrix J, except the terms containing 3,, = 1 and «,, are
comparable with some 0 < € < 1 (i.e. they are < ¢ but > ¢2). We call such terms comparable
with €.

We have the following possibilities now. If there is a smooth point () such that its coordinate
ag # 0 or ay # 0, then the rank of the matrix J is 2m+1, i.e. the dimension of the component
is two. Indeed, we can first apply the Gauss elimination algorithm to kill all terms of the right
part of the matrix lying over terms containing [, . We can choose ¢ small enough such that the
terms of the left part of J will change, but the top non-zero elements of the first m — 2 rows
will remain non-zero and comparable with €, and all elements over them will be comparable
with €2 . Applying again the Gauss elimination algorithm we can kill all elements in the columns
except these top non-zero elements, thus obtaining 2m + 1 linearly independent rows in the
matrix J .

Note that the case ag =0, a3 #0 (i.e. ag =0 for all smooth points) is in fact impossible:
in this case the whole component belongs to the hyperplane ag = 0. But then the dimension of
the component must be 1, a contradiction.

Now we claim that there exists a smooth point such that ag # 0 or ay # 0. Indeed, if there
are no such smooth points, then the whole component belongs to the intersection of hyperplanes
ap = a1 =0 (cf. 29, Ch.1,ex.1.6]). Note that in this case from 0-th equation in (I6)) it follows
Bo = 0, and from the 1-st equation it follows as3; = 0.

Let’s show first that as = B; = 0. If there is a smooth point in the component with
g # 0, then the Jacobi matrix of our system restricted to the 2m -dimensional intersection of
hyperplanes ag = a1 = Sy = 0 reduces to the following matrix.

The columns of the first block are (to save the space we will again write them as rows):

I-st column:  (jo,12, (jo203 —651), ..., (Jo,n—10n — 66m),0,...,0)

2-nd column: (0, j1 20, (ji13a3 —661), ..., (ji,n0n —66m),0,...,0)



3-d column: (0,0, j2302,..., (J2,nt10n — 66m),0,...,0)
m-th column: (0,...,0, jm—1,m@2, ..., (Jm—1,2m0n — 65m));

the columns of the second block are:
1-st column: (07 s 707j07m+1/817j1,m+2/827 oo 7jm—172mﬂm)

2-nd column: (0,...,0, jo,mB1, ji,m+152, - - s Jm—1,2m—15m,0)
3-d column: (07 v 707j07m—1/817j1,m/827 s 7jm—l,2m—26m7 07 0)

(n-1)-th column:  (jo.151,-- -, Jm—1,mBm,0,...,0),

where the m columns of the first block denote derivations with respect to Si,..., Sy, and the
n — 1 columns of the second block denote derivations with respect to «y,,...,as.

Since (1 must be equal to zero, we can apply the same arguments as above and obtain that
the rank of this matrix is 2m . But this is impossible, because the dimension of the component
is not less than two.

If the whole component belongs to the intersection Y = {ag = a1 = ay = 9 = 0}, but there
are smooth points with 1 # 0, then the 2-th equation in (IG) reduces to 2By 231 — 387 =0,
where from we see that a3 = 381/(2Bp2) # 0. In this case analogously to the previous case the
matrix J reduces to the following matrix.

The columns of the first block are:

1-st column: ((jo20i3 — 651), ..., (Jon—10m —66m),0,...,0)

2-nd column: (0, (j130a3 —651),..., (Ji,n0n — 66m),0,...,0)

m-th column: (07 .. 707 (jm—l,m—i—la?) - 651)7 sy (jm—1,2m04n - 6/8771))7

the columns of the second block are:
1-st column: (0,...,0,jom+151, J1,m+2582; - - s Jm—1,2mBm)

2-nd column: (07 v 707j0,m/817j1,m+1/827 oo 7jm—1,2m—15m7 O)
3-d column: (07 e 707j0,m—1517j1,mﬁ27 e 7jm—1,2m—25m7 07 0)

(n-2)-th column: (o281, - - Jm—1,m+18m,0,...,0),

where the m columns of the first block denote derivations with respect to Si,..., By, and the
n — 1 columns of the second block denote derivations with respect to «y,,...,as.

Now the situation differs from the first main case. If we apply the Gauss elimination algorithm
to kill all terms of the right part of the matrix lying over terms containing S, , we can destroy
the top non-zero terms. So, we must control the changes of these terms modulo €. Fortunately,
it is not difficult: the term j,,—1_f p—1—ra3 — 651, where 0 < k < m — 1, will be changed to
the term

. Joma1—k .
Jm—1—kn—1-k03 — 681 — .L(]m—l—kﬂm—kan —6)p =
Im—1.2m—k
(=1+m)?m (2+5m +2m?) + 2k* (=1 4+ m?) + k (4 + m — m?® — 4m?)
5 )
m

10



As it can be easily checked, the numerator can be equal to zero only for & > m — 1. Thus, the
rank of J is equal to 2m — 1 =dimY , a contradiction.

Now we can use the induction: suppose we have proved that the whole component belongs
to the intersection ¥ = {ay=... = a1 =0= [y = ... = B2} . Then the 2(l — 1) — 1-th
equation in (0] implies a;5;_1 = 0. If there is a smooth point with a; # 0, then we can apply
the arguments from the first main case to show that the matrix J has the maximal rank equal
to the dimension of Y, a contradiction. If there is a smooth point with ;1 # 0, then from

2(I — 1) -th equation we get
3
a1 = ——f-1,
Ji—2,2(1-1)

and, analogously to the case as = 0, 1 # 0, we can control the changes of the top non-zero
terms (Jm—1—km—1—k+i10+1 — 68—1), I < m. They will be changed to the terms

jl—2,m—1—k+l( .

Jm—1—km—1—k+1041 — 6811 — Jm—1—k2m—kQn — 6)B1—1 =
Jm—1.2m—k

m(—uz—m)(—%—w + 12kl + 4Kk%1 — 12k1% — 2K%1% 4 413 — 2m + 5km 4 2k*m +6lm
—10klm — 2k*Im — 61*m + 5kl®m + 21°m+

3m? — 5km? — 2k*m? — 6lm? + 5klm? + 31°m? 4 3m> + 4km?3 — 3lm?® — 2m*).
The last expression is equal to zero only for k= -2+ 2+ m > m or

k_m—1+2l—l2—|—m—lm+2m2
C2(1 =2+ 12 —m+Im+m2)

But the last expression can not be integer. Indeed, the great common divisor of m and
(1 —2A+P—m+Im+ mz) must divide also the numerator, i.e. the doubled fraction must
be integer. On the other hand, it is clear that the fraction is positive and less than one. It also
easy to check that it can not be equal to 1/2.

At the end we obtain that the whole component belongs to the intersection Y = {ag =

=am =0= 0y =... = fp_1} with dimY = 2. Then from (2m — 1)-th equation we
obtain ;11 = 0, i.e. the component lies in Y N {a;,+1 = 0}, whose dimension is one, a
contradiction. O

Let us prove Theorem 1.1 The intersection X’ (in P*") of X from proposition BI] and
the cubic defined by (I4) is again non-empty, and each its irreducible component has dimension
greater or equal to 2; the intersection X’ N Z with Z is non-empty and each its irreducible
component has dimension greater or equal to 1. The homogeneous part of (I4]) not depending
on u is

aofB + B3 /2. (18)

It also has a solution of the form P from proposition B.1l

To prove Theorem 1.1 it is sufficient to prove that for any fixed m > 0 any irreducible
component of X’ N Z containing P has dimension 1.

Note that if ag # 0, then either 81 or [y is not equal to 0. Indeed, if fy = g1 = 0, then
from O-th equation it follows that (o = 0, from 1-st equation it follows that $3 = 0 and, by
iteration, (3, = 0, a contradiction.

Let Q be a smooth point on some irreducible component of X’ N Z as in the proof of
proposition 3l Consider the new Jacobi matrix with the first row consisting of partial derivatives
of the equation (I8):

(383, 2001,0,....,0, 87).

11



If ap # 0, then it’s easy to see that this row and all other rows of the old matrix J are linearly
independent, i.e. the dimension of the component is one.

If ag = 0, we can literally repeat the arguments from the proof of proposition B.1l Indeed,
as we have already seen, in this case even an irreducible component of X N Z would be of
dimension less or equal to 1. Theorem 1.1 is proved.

3.2 Proof of Theorems 1.2, 1.3

According to Theorem 1.1 an arbitrary equation
Y2=X34+eX2+aX+c¢, X, YeA
has infinitely many solutions of the form Ly, = (82 + Vi (2))? +Win(2), Lem, and the equation
V2= X2 S X% 4 1 X ), XY e
also has infinitely many solutions of the form cph(Li), cpu(Lig 42), where

L(r) = ¢*(L}) = (1 — y*)92 — 3ydy, + aT;(y) + b)* — ar’g(g + 1)T;(y),

T,(y) is the Chebyshev polynomial of degree |r| (see section 2). To prove Theorem 1.2 and
Theorem 1.3 it is enough to prove that at r > 10 and r #

¢(Lay) # Lagy, — p(L(r)) # L(r1),
for arbitrary ¢ € Aut(A;). This facts follow from the following lemma.
Lemma 3.1. Consider a family of operators of order four with polynomial coefficients
L(r) = (a(z)0? + b(2)dy + ¢ (2))* + dy(z), 7 €N,
where a(x),b(x) are polynomials of fixed degree such that
dega(x) > degb(z), dege.(x)=r, r > degd.(x).

If r > dega(x) 4+ 8, then
p(L(r)) # L(r1)
at v #ry for arbitrary ¢ € Aut(Ap) .

Here we assume that degb(z) = —oo if b(x) =0.

Proof. Let us assume that there is ¢ € Aut(A;) such that at r > dega(x) + 8 we have
©(L(r)) = L(ry) for some r # 71 . Let

o(x) = qn(x)0y + -+ + qo(x), ©(0z) = pm ()0 + - + po(x),

where ¢;,ps are some polynomials. First consider the case n = 0. If n = 0, then m =1
otherwise the operator ¢(L(r)) has order greater than four. Further,

p(a(@)d; + b(x)0z) = algo(2)) (p1(2) + po(x)) + blgo(x)) (p1 ()0 + po(x)) =

a(qo(x))pi ()92 + alqo(x)) (p1(x)p) () + po(x) + b(go(x))p1(2))Da+
+a(qo(z))po(x) + b(go(z)) + b(go(z))po(x).

12



From our assumption it follows that

a(qo(2))pi(x) = a(z),  algo(@))(pr(2)p} () + po(2)) + blgo(2))p1(x) = b(x).

Hence from the first identity we get that p;(x) is a constant and go(x) is a linear function.
From the second identity we get that pg(z) is a constant, otherwise the degree of the left hand
side is greater than the degree of the right hand side. Thus

(10(1') = 8517 + s2, (P(a:c) = 338;(; + 84, S5 € C.

From this we obtain ¢(L(r)) # L(r1).
Let us consider the general case n # 0. We have the following identities for orders of
differential operators

ordp(a(x)0?) = ndega(x) + 2m, ordp(b(x)d,) = ndegb(z) +m, ordy(c.(x)) = rn.

Let us note that
ordp(a(x)d7) = ordp(cr(z)),

for otherwise, since ordy(a(z)92) > ordp(b(z)d,) we have
ordp(a(z)02 + b(x)0, + ¢ (x)) = ordp(a(z)d? + ¢, (x)) = max{rn,ndega(x) + 2m} > r,
and therefore ordyp(L(r)) > 2r > 4, a contradiction. Thus,
ndega(z) + 2m = rn. (19)
By direct calculations one can check that
ad(—xz)2(L(r)) = [[[L(r), z], ], 2] = 24a*(x)D, + 12a(x)b(z) + 12a(x)d’ (z),

hence
ordp(ad(—z)*(L(r))) = 2ndega(z) 4+ m.

On the other hand,

We have
ord[p(L(r)), o(x)] <n+3,  ord[[p(L(r)), o(z)], o(z)] < 2n + 2,

ord[[[p(L(r)), p(x)], p(x)], p(x)] < 3n +1.
Thus, using (I9) and our assumption r > dega(x) + 8, we get

3n+1 > ord[ad(—p(z))?(p(L(r)))] = 2ndega(x) +m = n(r + 3dega(z))/2 > g(8+4dega(:17)) =

4n + 2ndega(x).
We get a contradiction. O

Hence Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 are proved.
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