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Abstract

For a system of partial differential equations (PDEs) F' = 0 admitting a local (point, con-
tact, or higher) symmetry X with the characteristic ¢, invariant solutions satisfy the reduced
system F = ¢ = 0. We propose a framework that allows, for every X-invariant conservation
law, presymplectic structure, variational principle, or another geometric structure of the given
PDE system F' = 0, to systematically calculate its corresponding reduced form that describes
the corresponding structure for the reduced system F' = ¢ = 0. In particular, we show in
what way Noether’s theorem holding for the given PDE system is inherited by the reduced
PDE system. We consider several detailed examples, including cases of point and higher
symmetry invariance. The proposed framework is directly applicable to a wide range of PDE
models, including complex PDE systems of contemporary interest arising across disciplines,
where symmetry reduction is essential for analysis and simulation, as well as to integrable,
Lagrangian, and gauge systems.

Keywords: Invariant solutions, Lie symmetries, higher symmetries, conservation laws, presym-
plectic structures, Liouville integrability

1 Introduction

Symmetry reductions of partial differential equations (PDEs) are a fundamental tool in nonlinear
science, allowing the transformation of complex multidimensional problems into simpler, lower-
dimensional forms. For instance, if a system exhibits invariance under geometric symmetries such
as translations, rotations, or scalings — or more general Lie point symmetries — solutions that
remain unchanged under these symmetry actions can be systematically sought [1-4]. Symmetry
reductions have been widely applied to construct exact solutions of nonlinear PDEs that are both
mathematically significant and physically relevant (see, e.g., Refs. [4-8]). Furthermore, reduced
PDE systems often exhibit enhanced analytical structures, such as additional symmetries, con-
servation laws, or even integrability properties, which are absent in the original model (see, e.g.,
Refs. [3,9,10] and references therein).
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One of the significant advantages of symmetry-based methods is their algorithmic nature. Lie
point symmetries, along with their generalizations, including contact, higher!, and nonlocal sym-
metries, can be systematically identified using symbolic computation tools. This makes symmetry
methods applicable to a wide range of PDE models in diverse fields of science and engineering (see,
e.g., Refs. [3,4] and references therein).

The vast majority of results in the literature dealing with symmetry reductions and their
applications employs point symmetries, because invariance under point symmetries often yields
explicit DE systems with fewer independent variables. In the current series of papers, we extend
this approach to work seamlessly for point, contact, and higher symmetries.

In the first part of this study [11], a reduction procedure was described that utilized a local sym-
metry and a symmetry-invariant conservation law for PDE systems with two independent variables.
This method enabled the algorithmic computation of constants of motion for symmetry-invariant
solutions. However, from a dynamical and structural point of view, reductions of conservation laws
alone are often not sufficient for studying exact solutions or integrability properties of the systems
describing invariant motions. The current work extends the reduction procedure of Ref. [11] to
other structures by revealing its homological underpinnings. Specifically, for systems of PDEs
with symmetries, we analyze symmetry-invariant geometric structures and propose the concept
of their reduction as elements of cohomology groups of cochain complexes. This approach gener-
alizes methods for symmetry-invariant conservation law reduction developed in Refs. [12-14] and
partially overlaps with the results of Ref. [15] in the case of reductions of conservation laws based
on a single point symmetry. The reduction framework proposed here is broadly applicable to any
PDE system with symmetries®. It is based on the following simple observation.

The main idea. For a system of differential equations F' = 0 and its evolutionary symmetry X
with a characteristic ¢, invariant solutions satisfy the system

F=0, ¢=0. (1.1)

The symmetry X vanishes on this system. Suppose w is an equivalence class of differential forms
that represents an X-invariant element of a cohomology group of some cochain complex with a
differential 0. Then for some class 9 and the Lie derivative £xw, we have

Lxw = 0v.

Thus, the restriction of 99 to the system for X-invariant solutions is zero, and the restriction of
¥ is a cocycle of the corresponding complex for (1.1), provided that such a complex exists. The
cohomology class of this cocycle is the desired reduction of the cohomology class of w. In particular,
w can represent a conservation law, a presymplectic structure, or an internal Lagrangian [16] of
F=0.

A related reduction approach was proposed in Ref. [17], where symmetry reductions are for-
mulated in terms of flows of vector fields on jet manifolds and the symmetry-invariant part of the
variational bicomplex [18]. In its original formulation, however, this mechanism is not directly
applicable to higher symmetries. Nonetheless, it allows one to treat suitable groups of point trans-
formations in the multidimensional case without requiring their solvability, whereas the reduction
mechanism developed here admits multi-reduction by non-commutative symmetry algebras only
under certain conditions.

! Also commonly referred to as higher-order or generalized symmetries.
2We also assume the presence of suitable invariant structures and the compatibility of the DE system describing
invariant solutions.



The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce notation and recall some con-
cepts from the geometry of differential equations. Section 3 introduces the reduction mechanism
for the first page of the Vinogradov C-spectral sequence and for the stationary action principle.
It establishes some relationships between C-spectral sequences of a system of PDEs and systems
that describe its symmetry-invariant solutions. In addition, it clarifies some challenges related to
multi-reduction, and proposes a version of Noether’s theorem adapted to the PDE system satis-
fied by invariant solutions. Section 4 contains computational algorithms to calculate reductions of
conservation laws and presymplectic structures of systems of evolution equations. In Section 5, we
provide examples of reduction of conservation laws, presymplectic structures, and the stationary ac-
tion principle. In Section 5.1, we calculate a reduction of a conservation law of a (14-2)-dimensional
nonlinear diffusion equation with respect to a scaling symmetry; the reduced conservation law has
a form of a vanishing total curl. Further, for the Calogero-Bogoyavlenskii—Schiff breaking soliton
equation, we examine reduction of two conservation laws under a higher symmetry. In this exam-
ple, the reduced conservation laws give rise to a single constant of invariant motion. In Section 5.2,
we present three examples of reduction of presymplectic structures: for a nonlinear breaking wave
equation uy = (1 + u?)ug, [19-21], the potential Kaup-Boussinesq system (e.g., Ref. [9]), and the
cotangent covering of the r' dispersionless Dym equation (see, e.g., Refs. [22-25]). In Section 5.3,
we illustrate the framework of reduction of variational principles using the examples of the non-
linear breaking wave equation and the nonlinear Schrodinger equation with respect to a point and
a higher symmetry, respectively. We discuss the inheritance of Liouville integrability via invariant
reduction of the nonlinear Schrédinger equation. The straightforward computational nature of the
examples is aimed at offsetting the abstractness of our approach.

We use the Einstein summation notation throughout this paper and consider only smooth
functions of the class C*°.

2 Basic notation and definitions

Let us introduce notation and briefly recall basic facts from the geometry of differential equations.

2.1 Jets

We now briefly review the notion of jet bundles and related structures. For details, see, e.g., [26].

Let m: E™™ — M" be a locally trivial smooth vector bundle over a smooth manifold M™.
Suppose U C M is a coordinate neighborhood such that the bundle = becomes trivial over U.
Choose local coordinates 2!, ..., 2" in U and u!, ..., u™ along the fibers of m over U. In these
coordinates, a section o € I'(7) has the form of a smooth vector function

o ut =ot(zt, ... 2", e u™ = o™zt .. 2.

Two sections 01,09 € I'(m) define the same k-jet (k = 0,1,...,00) at a point zy € U, if for
i = 1,...,m, the functions o} and &% have the same k-degree Taylor polynomials at zo. We
denote by [o]¥ the k-jet of o € I'(m) at zo € M. The set J*(m) of all k-jets of sections of 7 is
naturally endowed with a smooth manifold structure. On J*(7), one can introduce adapted local
coordinates, given by

i i ; dla’
(o) =ah,  u

Zo loz([o-]:m) = (8[E1)O‘1 o (8:10”)% (ZEO) )

o] < k. (2.1)



Here « is a multi-index, |a| = a3 + ... + ay,. It is convenient to treat o as a formal sum of the
form o = aqzt + ... + 2" = a;2¢, where all o; are non-negative integers. In what follows, we
consider only adapted local coordinates on J*(rr).

Note that u!, are functions on some open subset of J*(x). We shall call them derivatives
due to (2.1), but we do not imply that they are functions of independent variables; indeed, the

interpretation of local coordinates on J*(r) as functions of z*, ..., 2™ would lead to a confusion.
Functions. The projections m x: J®(7) = J*(n), [0]22 — [0k,
(over R) of smooth functions on the infinite jet space J*°(7)

F(m) = J %, C=(I ().

k>0

allow one to define the algebra

Cartan distribution. The main structure on jet manifolds is the Cartan distribution. Using
adapted local coordinates on J*°(7), one can introduce the total derivatives

k .
Dy = Opi + Uy i Oy 1=1,...,n.

The planes of the Cartan distribution C on J*°(7) are spanned by the total derivatives. It is
convenient to interpret tangent vectors/vector fields on J*°(7) in terms of derivations of F ().

Cartan forms. The Cartan distribution C determines the ideal CA*(7) of the algebra

A (m) = | w1 AT (T ()

k>0

of differential forms on J*°(w). The ideal CA*(7w) is generated by Cartan (or contact) forms,
i.e., differential forms that vanish on all planes of the Cartan distribution C. A Cartan 1-form
w € CA'(m) can be written as a finite sum

_ . api i g i k
w=wo, 0, = dug, — ug dr

in adapted local coordinates. The coefficients w{* are smooth functions of adapted coordinates.
Infinitesimal symmetries. Denote by m; the projection m: J*(m) — M, m: [o]% — .
Smooth sections of the pullback bundles 7 (7): 7j(E) — J*(m) naturally determine sections of
the pullback 7% (7): 75 (E) — J°°(7) by means of the projections 7 . We denote by s(7) the
F(m)-module of such sections of 7’ (7). Each section ¢ € (m) gives rise to a corresponding

evolutionary vector field £, on J*(w). In adapted coordinates,
Ecp = Da(¢l)aug )

where ', ..., ¢™ are components of ¢, D, denotes the composition D *o...0D,2". Evolutionary
vector fields are evolutionary symmetries of J*°(7). In particular, L, CA*(7) C CA*(w). Here
Lg, is the corresponding Lie derivative. Elements of s(7) are characteristics of symmetries of
J(m). An infinitesimal symmetry of J*°(7) is a sum of an evolutionary vector field and a trivial
symmetry, i.e., a combination of the total derivatives D, i, ..., Dyn.

Horizontal forms. Cartan forms allow one to consider the modules of horizontal k-forms
AF(m) = A*(m))CA¥ (7).

The de Rham differential d induces the horizontal differential dj,: Af(7) — A¥™ (7). The infinite
jet bundle 7 : J®(m) — M admits the decomposition

Al(m) = CAY(m) @ F(m) mi (A (M)
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We identify the module of horizontal k-forms A¥ () with F(7) - 7% (AF(M)).
In adapted local coordinates, elements of F(r) - 7% (A¥(M)) are generated by the differentials
dzt, ... dz"™, while dj = dz* A D,i. For example,

dp(€;dx?) = da' N\ Dyi(&5)da? = Dyi(&)da’ A da? .
Euler operator. Let 3(m) be the adjoint module
52(r) = Homp(s) (¢(x). A} ()

Denote by E the Euler operator (variational derivative), E: A}(r) — 3(m). In adapted local
coordinates, for L = Adz' A ... Adz™ and ¢ € s(7), we have

o . oA ol (A
E(L): ¢ = (E(L),p) = Sui dz' A... Adz", Sut Z(_1>| |Da<(‘)ui ) '

«

«

Here (-, -) denotes the natural pairing between a module and its adjoint.

2.2 Differential equations

Let (: E4 — M be alocally trivial smooth vector bundle over the same base as m. Smooth sections
of the pullbacks 7(¢) determine a module of sections of the pullback 7% ((): 7% (Ey) — J>(m).
We denote it by P(w). Any F € P(m) can be considered a (generally, nonlinear) differential
operator I'(m) — I'(¢). Then F = 0 is a differential equation. By its infinite prolongation we mean
the set of formal solutions & C J*(7) defined by the infinite system of equations

E: D.(F") =0, lal > 0.

Here F' are components of F' in adapted coordinates. We denote m¢ = 7To|e and assume that
me: € — M is surjective.

Remark 1. We do not require that the number of equations of the form F* = 0 coincides with
the number of dependent variables m.

Regularity conditions. We say that £ C J*°(m) is regular if the following condition holds. A
function f € F(m) vanishes on & if and only if there is a differential operator A: P(w) — F(7)
of the form A®D, (total differential operator) such that f = A(F). Here, for some integer k, the
components A¢ with || < k may depend on the independent variables z*, the dependent variables
u', and derivatives up to order k, while A% = 0 for |a| > k.

Unless otherwise stated, we assume that all systems considered in Section 3 are regular. We also
assume that the de Rham cohomology groups Hj, of all considered systems are trivial for ¢ > 0.

We say that £ is a manifold if it is representable® as the inverse limit of some tower

& &o M,

where all &, are finite-dimensional smooth manifolds, all maps are surjective submersions, and the
composition & — & — M is 7g.

3More precisely, if the algebra A*(€), defined below, coincides with the corresponding direct limit. Most systems
arising in mathematical physics are manifolds, including all systems in extended Kovalevskaya form and arbitrary
formally integrable systems (see, e.g., Ref. [27]).



Functions. By F(€) we denote the algebra of smooth functions on &,
F(&) = F(m)le = F(m)/1.

Here I denotes the ideal of the system & C J*®(w), I = {f € F(m): fle = 0}. Tangent vec-
tors/vector fields on &€ are defined in terms of derivations of the algebra F(&).

Cartan forms. The ideal CA*(7) C A*(w) gives rise to the corresponding ideal CA*(E) of the
algebra® A*(£) = A*(m)/(I - A*(m) + A*(7) AdI) of differential forms on €. The Cartan plane at a

point of &£ is spanned by tangent vectors that annihilate all Cartan 1-forms.

Solutions. A section o: M — & of ¢ is a solution of the equation 7¢ if o*(CAY(E)) = 0. We
consider only smooth sections of g, i.e., such that o*(F(E)) C C°(M).

Infinitesimal symmetries. A symmetry (more precisely, an infinitesimal symmetry) of an in-
finitely prolonged system of equations £ is a vector field X on & (a derivation of F(£)) that
preserves the Cartan distribution: [X,CD(E)] C CD(E), where CD(E) denotes the module of Car-
tan derivations, i.e., vector fields on £ whose vectors lie in the respective planes of the Cartan
distribution. Two symmetries are equivalent if they differ by a Cartan derivation (a trivial sym-
metry). One can say that, locally, trivial symmetries of a regular system are combinations of the
total derivatives Dy = Dyile, i =1,...,n.

If ¢ € s(m) is a characteristic such that E, is tangent to £ (i.e., E,(I) C I), then the restriction
Eyle: F(€) = F(&) is a symmetry of £ (less formally, E, can also be called a symmetry of &).
For any symmetry X of a regular system & C J*(7), there exists ¢ € (m) such that X is
equivalent to the restriction E,|¢. In the regular case, symmetries of £ C J* () are in one-to-one
correspondence with elements of the kernel of the linearization operator lg = lp|s: 2#(E) — P(£),
where [p: () = P(n), ¢ = E,(F), lrp(p)' = E,(F"), and

#(E) = se(n) /I - s(n),  P(E)=P(x)/I-P(r).

C-spectral sequence. For p > 1, the ideals CPA*(E) = CPA*(7)|¢ are stable with respect to the de
Rham differential, d(C?PA*(E)) C CPA*(E). Then the de Rham complex A®*(E) admits the filtration

A*(E) D CA*(E) D C2A*(E) D C3A*(E) O ...

The corresponding spectral sequence (E??(&), d?9) is the Vinogradov C-spectral sequence [26,28].
Here CFIAR(E) = 0, EPY(E) = CPAPTI(E) /CPTIAPTI(E). All differentials dP+? are induced by the
de Rham differential d,

dP9: EPI(E) — EPhatir(gy) EPS(E) = kerd?? /imd? "1 for r>=0.

We also use the notation d, where it does not lead to confusion.

In particular, C-spectral sequence allows one to define variational k-forms, conservation laws,
and presymplectic structures of differential equations. A wvariational k-form of £ is an element of
the group Elk ’"_1(8 ). A conservation law of £ is a variational 0-form, i.e., an element of the group
E{) ’"_1(5 ). A presymplectic structure of € is a d;-closed variational 2-form, i.e., an element of the
kernel of the differential

d12,n71 : E12,n71(5> N E137 n71<5).

4Note that if £ is a manifold, then every vector field can be contracted with any differential form on it.



In the regular case, each element of £} ?(£) has a unique representative in the restriction of
CPAP(m) Ami (A?(M)). To make the description less abstract, we identify elements of E}"?(E) with
their representatives of this form. This allows introducing the vertical (or Cartan) differential

dy: EVYE) — BV, dy=d—dy.
Here d, o dy = —dyod,, and d, od, = 0. Locally, on a regular £, the differential d, takes the form

d():dlri/\ﬁﬁi, Exi:Dxi

E -

If we EY9(E) represents an element Q) € EY7(E), then d,w = dw represents d; ).

Internal Lagrangian formalism. The Lagrangian formalism can be encoded in terms of the in-
trinsic geometry of PDEs via internal Lagrangians [16,29]. The result is the Hamiltonian formalism
without time [30].

The de Rham differential d induces the differentials in

A2(E) APL(E) A™(E) APHL(E)

cnE) T eAi(e)  CAnE) T CrAnri(g) D

0— F(&) — A(E) —

Let us introduce the following notation
Egt(E) = A& /PN E),  dyt: Eg(€) = EptTHE),  EMN(E) = kerdy " fimdg "t
The de Rham differential d induces the differentials
" EYME) — EFNE)
We identify each group Efk(c‘f) with its canonically isomorphic group

_ {LeAM(E): dle CAM(E))

E}PME) CZAML(E) + d(A#(E))

(2.2)

Elements of the group Ef’"_l(é') are internal Lagrangians of €. The differential d;>" "' maps them
to presymplectic structures of &£.

If the variational derivative E(L) of a horizontal n-form L € A}(mw) = F(n) 7% (A™(M)) vanishes
on &, the horizontal cohomology class L+dj, A}~ () produces a unique internal Lagrangian of £ in
the following way. According to Noether’s identity (to integration by parts), there is a differential
form (presymplectic potential current) wy, € CA'(w) A 7% (A"~ 1(M)) such that for any y € s(m),

Lg (L) = (E(L),x) + dn(Eyawr) . (2.3)

Then the differential n-form [ = (L+wy )|e represents the corresponding internal Lagrangian, while
dl = d,wr|e represents the presymplectic structure.

If an infinitely prolonged system & C J*(w) is regular, then each internal Lagrangian is pro-
duced by a horizontal n-form L such that E(L)|e = 0 (see Ref. [16], Theorem 1, and Ref. [31],
Theorem 3).



3 The invariant reduction framework

Let £ C J°°(w) be the infinite prolongation of a regular system of differential equations F' = 0.
Suppose X is a symmetry of £ having the form E,|s for some ¢ € (7). Let Ex C & be the
infinite prolongation of the system for X-invariant solutions

F=0, p=0.

Suppose a differential form w € EJ"?(€) represents an X-invariant element € of a group E1"9(E)
of the Vinogradov C-spectral sequence. Then Lx(2 is the trivial element of E}"?(£), and the Lie
derivative Lyw represents the trivial element of EP?(E), i.e., there exists ¥ € E9 ' (&) such that

Lxw = dyv. (3.1)

Note that X vanishes on Ex. Accordingly, the differential form 9]¢, € EY'? " (Ex) represents an
element © (possibly trivial) of the group EP? " (Ex). If EP7'(E)|e, = 0, then © is unambiguously
defined®. In particular, it does not depend on the choice of a representative w €  because Lx
commutes with dy. In this case, the reduction mechanism based on formula (3.1) defines the
homomorphism® R%? from the vector space of X-invariant elements of EP?(E) to EV4'(Ex),
R%4(Q) = ©. We also say that RY' is well-defined if E"°(E)|ex € HYp(Ex), as we consider
reductions of elements of the group E;"'(£) modulo additive locally constant functions on Ex.
In other words, the invariant reduction of X-invariant elements of E"'(&) yields elements’ of
E)°(Ex)/HY5(Ex). This is the case described in Ref. [11] for n = 2.

Remark 2. As with any reduction, using the inclusion £x C &, one can restrict any elements of
EP (&) to the system Ex and get (possibly trivial) elements of EP9(Ex ). Note also that EP9(Ex)
can be restricted to subsystems of Ex.

Remark 3. This reduction mechanism belongs to the intrinsic geometry of PDEs, viewed as
bundles for convenience, i.e., it is not based on inclusions of a differential equation into jet spaces,
provided it is a manifold. It also does not require the regularity® of £ C J*(r) in the general case
(see Appendix A). The main formula (3.1) relates objects on € (not on J*(w) or £x). From a
theoretical point of view, an analysis of the non-triviality of reductions can be performed using a
compatibility complex for the linearization operator l¢, (see Ref. [32], Corollary 7.4).

Remark 4. For an f-normal system £ C J*(7) (i.e., a regular manifold such that the equation
Volg = 0 for a total differential operator V: P(£) — F(€) has no nonzero solutions), the
groups EPY(E) are trivial for ¢ < n — 2, (p;q) # (0;0) (see Ref. [26]). In particular, for a system
in an extended Kovalevskaya form, the invariant reduction of elements of groups E{ s well-
defined (specifically, when n = 2 and p = 0, the result is defined up to an additive locally constant
function). In the general case, the situation is more complicated. For example, the group Ef 12 of
the vacuum Maxwell system d* dA = 0 on a (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold M™ (for A € A*(M™),
n > 2) is non-trivial [33] (see also Ref. [32]). The invariant reduction of conservation laws of this
system is defined up to the restrictions of elements of its group E? 2

5The condition EP?"'(&)|g, = 0 is equivalent to the inclusion (ker d2?')|¢, Cimd? 9% on Ex.

STf (p; q) # (0;1), then RR? is well-defined precisely when EP771(&)|¢, = 0.

"This situation is similar to the reduction of invariant elements in other groups; recall that, for simplicity, we
restrict ourselves to Ex such that Hjp(Ex) =0 for i > 0.

8The consideration of the non-regular case is motivated by multi-reduction.



The following theorem establishes how the invariant reduction relates the differentials d; for
systems £ and Ex. In particular, it shows that the invariant reduction relates the cohomology of the
invariant subcomplex of Ef¢(€) to the cohomology of the complex Ef%(Ex) if Ey*(E)|ex = 0.

Theorem 1. Let £ be an infinitely prolonged system of differential equations, and let X = E,|¢
be its symmetry. Suppose that the invariant reduction is well-defined for X-invariant elements of
EP9(E) and EPYY(E). Then on the X -invariant subspace of EP9(E),

p+1,q _ D,q
RX e} d1 = —d1 e} RX

Proof. If an element Q € EP%(€) is X-invariant, then d;Q is also X-invariant. Denote by
w € EPYE) a differential form that represents Q € EPY(E). Let ¥ € EP*'(€) be a form
from (3.1). Since d, commutes with the Lie derivative Lx, we obtain

Lxdyw = dyLxw = dydgd = do(—d,) .

Recall that d,w represents d;Q. Hence, the differential form —d,d|g, € EZ™"9'(Ex) represents
REFLI(dyQ). Tt also represents —d; REY(Q) because J|e, € REY(Q).

Remark 5. Theorem 1 remains valid even if no regularity of £ or Ex is assumed (with the version
of the reduction mechanism described in Appendix A), and X is an arbitrary symmetry of £ that
arises as the restriction of a symmetry of J*°(7) and restricts to Ex.

The interior product of X-invariant symmetries and elements of E}"?(€) for p > 0 is inherited
by £x in the following sense.

Theorem 2. Suppose that X = E,|¢, X1 = E, |¢ are commuting symmetries of an infinitely
prolonged system E. If the invariant reduction is well-defined for X -invariant elements of E}?(E)
and EP~"(E), then on the X -invariant subspace of? EP(E),

RE V90 X0 = —X|ey0 0o RRS (3.2)

Proof. Suppose a differential form w € EJ"?(€) represents an X-invariant element of E}"(E). Let
¥ € EP?Y(E) be a differential form from (3.1). Since X is a symmetry, Lx, (EPY(E)) € EPY(E).
From a bidegree analysis it follows that X;4 ody + dg o X715 = 0. Then

,Cx<X1_lw> = Xl_l [»Xu) = XlJ d(ﬂ? = do(—Xl_l 19) y

and the reduction of the element of EP~"9(E) represented by X;.w leads to the element of
EPH97Y(Ex) represented by (—X100)|e, = —Xiley20ex -

Remark 6. Theorem 2 remains valid even if no regularity of £ or Ex is assumed (with the version
of the reduction mechanism described in Appendix A), and X and X; are arbitrary symmetries of
€ such that they arise as restrictions of symmetries of J*°(7), restrict to Ex, and their commutator
[X, X;] is a trivial symmetry.

3.1 Multi-reduction

In contrast to the multi-reduction method proposed in Ref. [17], the approach based on for-
mula (3.1) requires a one-dimensional symmetry algebra. The idea to apply the reduction mecha-
nism step by step using solvable subalgebras of Lie algebras of symmetries leads to the following

If (p;q) = (1;1), the relation (3.2) is understood up to an additive locally constant function on Ex.
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observation. Suppose that X; = E,, |¢ is another symmetry of £ and [X, X;] = c¢X for some ¢ € R.
Then the system Ex inherits the symmetry Xj|e, . Indeed,

Eaplf = CE¢’5 = [X7 Xl] = [Enpa E<p1”£ = E{go,cp1}‘$7 {907 901} = Ego(‘Pl) - Egm(@)a

and hence, cpls = E (1)l — Ey, ()]c. Restricting to Ex, we see that £, (¢)|e, =0, i.e., E,, is
tangent to Ex. In other words, Xi|¢, is a symmetry of Ex.

Remark 7. This reasoning can be naturally generalized to the case of arbitrary solvable algebras
of symmetries and is undoubtedly known. We have presented it here to introduce the notation.

If Xi|e, is non-trivial, one can use it to perform an additional step of the reduction for X-
invariant elements of a group E}'(€), 2 < g < n, provided that the first step gives a non-trivial
X g, -invariant element of the group EP'? ' (Ex). However, these assumptions are inconsistent for
Xi-invariant elements of E9(&) if X; is not X-invariant (i.e., if X and X; do not commute).

Proposition 1. Let X = E_|¢ and X; = E,, |¢ be symmetries of an infinitely prolonged system
E such that [X,X1] = ¢X for some ¢ € R. Suppose w € EY(E) represents an element of
EPYE) (here 2 < g < n) that is both X -invariant and Xi-invariant, and RY? is well-defined. Let
EX(U = d019

1) If g, represents an X, |e, -invariant non-trivial element of E'"*(Ex), then ¢ = 0.

2) If ¢ = 0, then U\, represents an Xi|e, -invariant element of EV97'(Ex).

Proof. There is 9, € E'*'(E) such that £x,w = dy; and hence,
do(c) = Loxw = Lix.xyw = [Lx, Lx,]w = Lxdody — Ly, do¥) = do(Lx9 — Lx,0) .
Then we get
0 — (Lx9y — Lx,0) € kerdy. (3.3)
Here (ker d?¢ )|, € imd? % 2. Then for the restrictions to £x, one has
ey + Lxy|e, (Vey) € imdy, (3.4)

where d, denotes the differential on Ex.

1) If 9|, determines an X, |g,-invariant element of EY¢~'(£x), then Lx,e, (Vey) € imdo. In this
case, g, € imdy and ¥|g, cannot represent a non-trivial element of E”97!(£x) whenever ¢ # 0.
2) If ¢ = 0 in (3.4), then ¥|¢, represents an X|¢ -invariant element of E”9 ' (Ex).

Remark 8. From (3.3) it follows that when ¢ = 0 and E”9"'(£) = 0, the reduction of an element
of E}"%(€) first under X and then under X; differs by a sign from its reduction first under X; and
then under X, provided that all reductions are well-defined.

Remark 9. Proposition 1 remains valid even if no regularity of £ or Ex is assumed (with
the version of the reduction mechanism described in Appendix A), and X and X; are arbitrary
symmetries of £ such that they arise as restrictions of symmetries of J*(m), restrict to £x, and
their commutator [X, X;] is equivalent to ¢X.

3.2 An analog of Noether’s theorem for invariant solutions

Let us recall how the Noether theorem formulated in a slightly generalized form relates certain

symmetries and conservation laws of regular systems. Suppose €2 € Ef ’”_1(5 ) is a presymplectic

10



structure of an infinitely prolonged system €. If X1 = E, |¢ is a symmetry of £, then the variational
1-form X;.€) is well-defined. Assume that X; is a Noether symmetry for €2, i.e., X1 is di-exact.
Then X, corresponds to the conservation laws whose differentials d; coincide with X;.€2. In other
words, a Noether symmetry X; corresponds to a conservation law & € Ef ’”_1(8 ) if

X120 =dy€. (3.5)

Remark 10. IfQis generated by an internal Lagrangian of £, the same correspondence, for certain
symmetries X7, follows from Noether’s theorem for action functionals on jet spaces (see Ref. [3] for
Lagrangian systems, Theorem 5.58). Namely, an internal Lagrangian generating € is produced by
a horizontal form L € A}(m) such that the variational derivative E(L) € () vanishes on & (see
Ref. [16], Theorem 1). If an evolutionary field E,, is a variational symmetry [3] of E(L) = 0 (that
is, it preserves the horizontal cohomology class of L), it follows from Noether’s identity (2.3) that
(E(L), ¢1) is dp-exact. The restriction of a potential for (E(L), ¢1) to £ represents a conservation
law corresponding to X; = E,,|¢ in the sense of (3.5), provided that E,, restricts to £. However,
this requirement is more limiting than (3.5), which may apply to symmetries of £ that do not
extend to symmetries of E(L) = 0. Note also that X; — X;,Q is a correspondence between
arbitrary symmetries and variational 1-forms of £. It is surjective if ) is produced by L such that
the infinite prolongation of E(L) = 0 coincides with &.

Remark 11. If X is a Noether symmetry, then € is X-invariant, because LxQ = X (d1Q) +
d1(X1Q) = 0, which follows from d;Q2 = 0 and the identity d; o d; = 0. If £ is {-normal, then the
group E, " (&) is trivial (see, e.g, Ref. [26]), and therefore, the X-invariance of  implies that X
is a Noether symmetry. In addition, in the /-normal case, the group Ey" (&) is also trivial (e.g.,
Ref. [26]), and each Noether symmetry corresponds to a unique conservation law.

If p=2 ¢g=mn-—1, from (3.1) we see that 9]¢, represents an element of E;"" *(Ex). If Y
is a symmetry of Ex, and the element of Ell’"_Q(EX) represented by Y 1 (V]ey) is di-exact, then
Y gives rise to an element of E}"" *(Ex). This result can be considered Noether’s theorem for
invariant solutions. A particuarly interesting case here is n = 2, because the resulting element
of E)""*(Ex) is a constant of X-invariant motion. In this case, the dj-exactness of the element
of E;""*(Ex) given by Y1 (V)¢ ) means that the differential form Y 1 (9]¢, ) is d-exact. One can
establish the exactness of a differential 1-form and find the corresponding potential using standard
methods from finite-dimensional differential geometry.

Remark 12. One can contract two symmetries of £x with a reduction of an X-invariant presym-
plectic structure of £ to obtain an element of Ey"" *(Ex).

The invariant system Ex inherits the Noether correspondence defined by (3.5). This connection
between the Noether theorem and its version for invariant solutions is given by the following
theorem.

Theorem 3. Suppose X = E,|¢, X1 = E,, |¢ are commuting symmetries of an {-normal system of

equations €. Let Q € EX" 1) be an X -invariant presymplectic structure, and let € € EY™ (&)

be a conservation law of € such that X120 = di&. Then
Xilex s RY"HQ) = diRY"H(E)
Proof. Since & is (-normal, Ey" ' (€) = 0. It follows that the relation

dlﬁXf - ﬁxdlf == LX(XlJ Q) == XlJ ﬁXg - O
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implies Lx& = 0, i.e., the conservation law £ is X-invariant, as well as X, (2. Remark 4 shows that
the reductions of &, X1, and ) are well-defined. Applying the mapping R;"fl to the relation

X110 = di¢ and using Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, we find

—Xi|e s RYHQ) = —diRY"THE).

3.3 Reduction of variational principles

The reduction mechanism is homological and can be applied to X-invariant elements of groups
EXR(E) given by (2.2). If w € EJF(E) represents an X-invariant element of EX*(E), there is
9 € ES*HE) such that

ﬁxw = CZ()??

In particular, this yields the reduction mechanism for X-invariant internal Lagrangians of an
infinitely prolonged system &£. If EY"" %(E)|ey = 0, the reduction is well-defined. The spectral
sequence for Lagrangian formalism [16] shows that (-normal systems are of this type. Theorem 1
also admits a straightforward generalization to this case (see Appendix B), as does Proposition 1.

Remark 13. The Noether theorem relates symmetries of internal Lagrangians of £ and its
conservation laws [29]. Similarly, the Noether theorem for PDE systems satisfied by invariant
solutions can be formulated as a relation between symmetries of a reduction of an X-invariant
internal Lagrangian and elements of the group Ey" *(Ex).

Internal Lagrangians of PDEs can be interpreted as variational principles [29,30]. The invariant
reduction of an internal Lagrangian leads to an element of the group Ef "%(Ex). Such elements
determine variational principles in a similar way. For the sake of simplicity, we restrict ourselves
to variational principles determined by elements of the group Ef ’0(5 x). In terms of the reduction
under a single symmetry, they appear if n = 2. B

Suppose a differential form o € A'(Ex) represents an element of E°(Ex), i.e., do € C?A%(Ex).
Denote by 7¢,, the projection me|e, . Let v: RxM — Ex be amapping such that all y(7): M — Ex,
v(7): & — (7, z) are sections of wg, (for 7 € R). Then ~(7) is a path in sections of ¢, .

Definition 1. A section o: M — Ex of e, is a stationary point of o+ d(F(Ex)) € EX(Ex), if
the relation

d

dr

o[ Ar@ =0 (3.

holds for any embedded, compact, 1-dimensional submanifold N C M and any path v(7) in
sections of mg, such that 7(0) = o and each point of the boundary dN is fixed.

We assume that each appropriate N is oriented. The choice of a representative plays no role since
the boundary N remains fixed (or empty).

Proposition 2. All solutions of the system g, are stationary points of any element of Elo’O(SX).
Proof. Denote by 0, the zero section Opr: M — R x M, 0p(z) = (0,2). The former summand
on the RHS of the homotopy formula

a
dr

T:o /N 1(m)*(0) = /N d 03 (027 (0)) + /N 03,(0-27"(dp)) (3.7)

vanishes for any section taken as v(0) provided that each point of the boundary ON remains fixed.
The latter summand vanishes if (0) is a solution of 7¢, since do € C2A?(Ex) and 0%, 07" = ~(0)*.

12



It follows from the proof that the variational principle is determined by dp € E12 ’0(8 x ), which
defines a field of operators from m¢, -vertical tangent vectors to Cartan forms. As in classical
Hamiltonian mechanics, if £x is a finite-dimensional smooth manifold and the field of operators is
non-degenerate at each point of £x, the variational principle yields only solutions to g, . In this
case, the restrictions of do (or —dp) to fibers of 7¢, are invertible and determine a Poisson bivector,
which maps differentials of constants of X-invariant motion to symmetries of £x. This follows from
the fact that the (local) flow of a vector field corresponding to a constant of X-invariant motion
preserves the differential form dp (since its interior product with dp is an exact 1-form). Then it
preserves the kernel of dp on £y, i.e., the Cartan distribution.

Remark 14. For k > 0, elements of groups EX*(€) also determine variational principles (in
terms of k-dimensional “instantaneous states”). When k > 0, analogs of spatial equations and
spatial-gauge equivalence [30] may be required. An alternative approach is to deal with analogs of
intrinsic Lagrangians [34,35]. In the case k = 0, these two approaches coincide.

4 Computational algorithms for evolution systems

In some cases, the reduction of symmetry-invariant structures can be described algorithmically.
Below we provide two reduction algorithms: one for conservation laws of arbitrary systems of
evolution equations, and one for presymplectic structures of (14-1)-dimensional systems of evolution
equations.

Let us consider a system of evolution equations F' = 0, where P(7) = (), t denotes x',

and all functions f!, ..., f™ do not depend on u{+a for [a| > 0, 1 < j < m. We treat the
variables uf,, as external coordinates associated with the corresponding infinite prolongation &.
Other coordinates on J>°(7) can be treated as local coordinates on the system . Then there is
the inclusion of the algebras F(€) C F(m), leading to the inclusion of the modules (&) C »(7).

Within this section, we consider only systems of evolution equations. Suppose that ¢ € 3(E) C
() is the characteristic of a symmetry E, of the system £. Then

where [,(F) = Er(p). Let us recall that the i"® component of E,(F) € P(nm) is E,(F') =
D, (¢?) OF'/Oul,. Denote X = E,le. Since all evolution systems are {-normal, the reduction of
X-invariant elements of EP"7'(£) is well-defined (p > 0).

4.1 The invariant reduction of conservation laws

Conservation laws of evolution equations can be described both in terms of their characteristics [3]
and in terms of their cosymmetries [26]. Analogous to the inclusion F(€) C F(w), elements of
EJ" ' (€) can be interpreted as horizontal (n — 1)-forms on J*(x). If w € E"" "' (&) represents a
conservation law of an infinitely prolonged system of evolution equations &, then there is a total
differential operator A: P(7) — A}(m) such that

dhw:AF.
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Integrating by parts, we find a unique homomorphism ¢ € Homz (P(7), A} (7)) such that for
some total differential operator A;: P(r) — A}~' (), the relation

dpw = AF = (), F) + dy (A, F) (4.1)

holds on J*(w). The homomorphism % is a characteristic of the conservation law. Note that
its components 1, ..., 1, do not depend on the variables of the form u/,, (see, e.g., Ref. [36],
Lemma 3). Here

(Y, F) = F'dt Nda* A ... A\ da™. (4.2)

Then v can be considered the cosymmetry of the conservation law.

The conservation law is X-invariant if and only if the cosymmetry E, (1) + [5(3) of its Lie
derivative (represented by Lxw) is zero. Therefore, in order to construct a potential for £yw, one
can use the following observation.

dnLp,w = Lp,dyw = Lp, (Y, F) + Lg,dy(ALF) = (E,(V), F) + (Y, Ey(F)) + dpLp, (ALF)
= (Ep(¥), F) + (U, ,(F)) + dp L, (AL F).

Integrating by parts, we obtain
(W, 1,(F) = (5(¥), F) + du(A2F) (4.3)

where Ay: P(m) — A} 7' (r) is a total differential operator. If the conservation law is X-invariant,
we have F,(¢) +15(1)) = 0, and hence,

dhﬁEww == dh(»CEg,(AlF) + AQF) .

Assuming that the de Rham cohomology group H '(M) is trivial, one can apply the total homo-
topy formula [3] to find a horizontal form ¥ € A}~?(r) such that on J>(7),

Lp,w— Lg, (A F) — AyF = dy. (4.4)

Restricting to &, we get Lxw = d01/9\|g, since ¢ is a characteristic of a symmetry. The potential
9 = Ve € EJ"2(E) leads to the desired reduction of the conservation law. The reduction
algorithm thus consists of the two integrations by parts (4.1), (4.3), and an application of the total
homotopy formula.

4.2  The invariant reduction of presymplectic structures for (1+1)-
dimensional systems of evolution equations

Every presymplectic structure of an ¢-normal system is generated by an internal Lagrangian [29].
Then all presymplectic structures of (1+1)-dimensional systems of evolution equations originate
from the stationary action principle. They can be described in terms of presymplectic operators
reproducing the same correspondence between symmetries and variational 1-forms (see Section 3.2).
Denote R R N
P(m) = Hom g (P(7), Aj (7)) , P(€)=P(r)le.

The relation between presymplectic structures and presymplectic operators can be described as
follows. Let L € A}(m) be a horizontal n-form such that the variational derivative E(L) € (7)
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vanishes on £. Then L gives rise to a presymplectic structure of £. Besides, for some total
differential operator B: P(mw) — 3(m),

E(L) = BF. (4.5)

The restriction A: 3(E) — P(&) of the formally adjoint operator B*: s(w) — P(x) to & is a
presymplectic operator corresponding to the presymplectic structure. The presymplectic structure
is E,|e-invariant if and only if for the cosymmetry ¢ = A(y), the presymplectic operator I, — [
is zero.

Remark 15. A more precise description of elements of ker df’”fl in terms of presymplectic

operators is given in Ref. [26]. According to it, for a total differential operator O: P(€) — P(€)
such that [0 = 0%, the operator A 4+ [Jol¢ is a presymplectic operator corresponding to the same
presymplectic structure. Note that each class of presymplectic operators of a system of evolution
equations contains a unique operator that does not involve the total derivative D,.

Suppose w € Eg ’1(8 ) represents an X-invariant presymplectic structure of an infinitely pro-
longed (141)-dimensional system & of evolution equations. Its Lie derivative £yw has the form

Lxw =750, AOL A da+~F50,, NG A dt

in local coordinates. Here 0, = 0} |s. The corresponding differential form ¢ € E>°(€) = C2A%(€)
from (3.1) is unique, as further analysis shows. It satisfies the equation

VO A0 Ndr =de AL 0, D, =D,le. (4.6)
Integrating by parts in ’ym@,m A 9 = (’yi’jl ’Ym)@kx ® 9%,

(77{31 fyjzl)ekm ® 95:{: = E ((77{31 7]21)9k$ ® 9(5 1) ) - ‘Cljnc ((P)/zk;l Pyjzl)ek‘z> ® 0 (s— 1):1: -

and applying the antisymmetrization, we find

ZZ T 1£7' 1 ( z]l ijl)elia:) A e_(jsfr)x' (47)

s=1 r=1

In practice, it is often easier to determine ¢ from (4.6) directly by inspection.
There are no other solutions to (4.6) because the Lie derivative L5  increases the maximum
value of the index of the second tensor factor:

L5 (B®0L)=Lp (B) @0, +8®0),,, for §eCA(E).

This means that the Lie derivative L of a nonzero element of C*°A*(£) C CA'(E) @CA'(E) cannot
be zero. Then the kernel of dz A L5 in (4.6) is trivial.
Since (4.6) has a unique solution, the remaining relation

VS O N AdE=dt ALY, Dy=Dye

is satisfied automatically, and ¢ from (4.7) is a solution to the equation L£Lxyw = dy?.

Remark 16. This algorithm does not involve the dt-component of w and can be directly gener-
alized to the case of elements of an arbitrary group E”', p > 1 of a (141)-dimensional evolution
system.
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Remark 17. If £x is a finite-dimensional smooth manifold and the restrictions of ¥|¢, to fibers
of mg, are invertible, then the differential 2-form ¥|¢, gives rise to a Poisson bivector. It seems
that, under rather general assumptions regarding conservation laws of (141)-dimensional evolu-
tion systems with invertible presymplectic operators, such bivectors can be obtained through the
method presented in Refs. [37,38], utilizing the appropriate conservation laws (see also Ref. [39]).
The exact relationship between these two approaches requires further investigation.

5 Examples

In the examples below, we use more suitable index notation, as follows. Let us recall that u?, uij,

u'; o =u';. ., ...denote coordinates on J®(7) (or on £); in particular, they are not considered
zlx xl+x ) )

to be functions of independent variables.

5.1 Reduction of conservation laws

Let us consider two examples. One of these examples deals with a point symmetry, whereas the
other one concerns a higher symmetry.

Example 1. Let us consider the (14+2)-dimensional nonlinear diffusion equation given by
uy = div(u gradu).

Here u' = u, 2* = 2, 2° =y, f' = u(ugs + uyy) + v} +u), F = F' = u; — f'. This equation can
be written in the total divergence form

Dy(u) + Dy(—uuy) + Dy(—uuy) =0,
and hence admits the conservation law represented by
w=udxr A dy + uu,dt N\ dy — uu,dt A\ dx . (5.1)
In (4.1), we can put A; = 0, because
dpw = Fdt A dx N dy,

and the integration by parts form (4.1) is not required. According to (4.2), the corresponding
cosymmetry ¢ has the component ¢; = 1.
The conservation law is invariant under the action of the scaling point symmetry

Y = —20, — y0, — 40, + 2u0,,
because E,(y) +15(¢) = 0, where ¢ € (&) given by
@ = 2u + zuy + yuy + A (U + uyy) +ul + ui)
is the characteristic of this symmetry. In components, integration by parts (4.3) yields

U1 - L(F) = (2 + gy + Aty ) F + (@ 4 8tug) Dy(F) 4 (y 4 8tuy) Dy (F) + 4tuD3(F) + 4tuD}(F)
= D,(xF 4+ 4D, (tuF)) + Dy(yF + 4D, (tuF)) + F - (...)
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The last term corresponds to (/3(¢), F'), and does not contribute to Ay F'. We obtain
AoF = —(¢F + 4D, (tul"))dt A dy + (yF + 4D, (tuF))dt A dx .
The Lie derivative reads
Lp,w=pdrAdy+ (pu, +uD,(p))dt A dy — (pu, +uDy(@))dt A dx.

Applying the horizontal homotopy formula to the difference Lg,w — A2F (i.e., the left-hand side
of (4.4)), one finds

9 = u(ruy, — yug)dt — u(y + 4tuy)de + w(x + 4tu,)dy . (5.2)

The restriction of ¥ to the corresponding system Ex (given by the equations F' = 0, ¢ = 0,
and their differential consequences) represents the reduction of the conservation law represented
by (5.1). This reduction can be written in the total curl form on the jets: the relation

(D2(Py) — Dy(P1), Dy(Py) — Dy(P2), Dy(P1) — Do(Fp)) = (0,0,0)

holds on X-invariant solutions for Py = u(zxu, — yu,), P = —u(y + 4tuy), P» = u(z + 4tu,).

Using an X-invariant solution, one can integrate (5.2) over a closed (compact and without
boundary) oriented 1-dimensional submanifold of the solution’s domain. The resulting integral is
independent of the specific representative chosen for the reduction and remains conserved, depend-
ing solely on the homology class of the submanifold.

Remark 18. The form ¢ turns out scaling-invariant. One can introduce the variables w = uv/,
p=21x/Vt, v=y/Vt, T=Int assuming ¢t > 0. Then the system Ex takes the form

=0 —1(2++)—(+)+2+2
w, =0, 1 W+ pw, + vwy,) = w(Wy, + wyy w, +w, ,

while R
V= —w(v + 4w, )dp + wp + 4w,)dv .

In these local coordinates, solutions to £x are functions of the two new variables u and v. Since
Y9 = 0, the scale-invariant form J produces a conservation law of the quotient system (which
doesn’t involve 7). It can be written in the total divergence form

Dy(w(p + 4w,)) + D, (w(v + 4w,)) = 0.

Let us note that (5.2) is written in global physical variables and plays the same role. In particular,
one can introduce a nonlocal variable b (potential) by the formula dob = ¥|¢, . The relations

by = u(zu, — yu,), by = —u(y + 4tu,), by = u(x + 4tuy) .

together with the equations F' = 0 and ¢ = 0 determine a one-dimensional differential covering [26]
(also called a potential system, see, e.g., Ref. [4]) of the system Ex.

Remark 19. In the general case, one can use elements of E*' to introduce nonlocal variables
(potentials) resulting in differential coverings with finite-dimensional fibers.

Example 2. Consider the infinite prolongation £ of the Calogero-Bogoyavlenskii-Schiff breaking
soliton equation

Uty = 2UyUsy + AUy Uy — Uggay - (5.3)
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The equation is remarkable for many reasons [40-42]. In particular, it is an S-integrable La-

grangian equation that admits recursion operators generating an infinite hierarchy of local higher

symmetries [42]. As coordinates on &, we take all the variables except uy, and its total derivatives.
Let us examine the conservation laws represented by wy,wy € Eé’ 2(),

w1 = (Ugzy — u2)dt A dx + 2ugu,dt A dy + udz A dy,
u? u?
Wy = (umuwm + % — ui) dt A dz + (Ut + Upptiyy )dt A dy + fdx ANdy.

On the jets, they can be written in the total divergence form

Di(uy) + Dyp(—2uguy) + Dy (U — ui) =0,

u? ) u? 5
Dt<7’3> + Dy (—(ujuy + ugptizy)) + D, (uxuxm + % — ux) =0,

respectively. These conservation laws are invariant with respect to a higher symmetry X = E,|¢
with

_ 2
O = Upgy — U, -

This follows from the observation that the cosymmetries of the conservation laws represented by
Lxw; are zero (i = 1,2).
Directly solving the equations £ xw; = dp¥); on £, we find the two-component horizontal 1-forms

V1 = @ dy — (Use — SUgllyey — Hu2, + 4u’)dt
u? u? 9
Yo = (umumm — % — 2ui>dy — (umum + % — 9uiumm — 6uxuix + éui)dt.
All other solutions differ from these by adding terms of the form dyf, where f is a function on &.
Moreover, the restrictions of these ¥; to the system Ex (given by the equations ¢ = 0, (5.3), and
their differential consequences) are the one-component horizontal 1-forms

191|€X:29dt7 192|8x:gdya g =1u; —

representing elements of E{) ’1(5X). Consequently, the function ¢ is a constant of X-invariant
motion, g € E)"°(£x). In other words, for every X-invariant solution (whether global or local,
with a connected domain C R3), there exists a constant C' € R such that the relation g = C' holds
for the solution.

Remark 20. Equation (5.3) is f-normal (and has trivial de Rham cohomology groups Hjp for
i > 0). Therefore, its group Ef ! is trivial, and ¢ cannot be obtained directly through the reduction
mechanism.

5.2 Reduction of presymplectic structures

Let us consider three examples, two of which rely on the algorithm from Section 4.2. One of these
examples pertains to a point symmetry, while the others involve higher symmetries.

Example 3. Let us consider an example of a Lagrangian system and a point Noether symmetry.
One can rewrite the equation
Uy = (14 U2 )ty
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in the evolution form
U =0, v = (14 U2y, . (5.4)

Here u! = u, v?* = v, fl = v, f2 = (1 4+ vl)uge, F' = u, — f!, F? = v, — f2. The variational
derivative E(L) of the Lagrangian

v? w2 ud
L=M\dt Ndzx, )\—5+7+§—utv,
vanishes on the infinite prolongation & of (5.4):
N 7 oA ey

N

Then we can take the operator determined by the matrix

0 1
-1 0
as B in (4.5). The presymplectic operator A = B*|¢ maps the characteristic ¢ = (¢!, $?) € (€)

of a symmetry of £ to the cosymmetry that has the components (—@2, &1).

The Lie derivative Lg, (L) from (2.3) reads

3

Lg (L) = (’UX2 +u, Dy (x') + %Dx(xl) T th(Xl))dt A dx

for x € s(m). Integrating by parts, we get the Noether identity (2.3)
Lp (L) = (E(L),x) + Di(—vx")dt Adz + D,(...)dt Adzx.
Then one can choose the following presymplectic potential current
wp = —vO Adx+ ... Adt,
and the presymplectic structure is represented by the differential form w € EO2 ’1(5 ),
w=dwrle=—0 A0 Ndv+...Adt, 0, =0]¢.

The PDE system (5.4) admits the point symmetry 0, + t0, + 0,. Its characteristic ¢ has the
components
ol =1t —u,, O’ =1—w,.

The presymplectic structure is X-invariant (where X = E,[¢), since I, — [ = 0 for ¢ = A(p).
This is equivalent to the fact that X is a Noether symmetry (i.e., it corresponds to a conservation
law), since £ is an evolution system, and hence, f-normal. The Lie derivative £xw has the form

Lxw=0.A0 Nde+0 N0, Ade+ ... Adt=dueALp (00 AG)+... Adt.

Therefore, Lxw = dyd for 9 = G- A0

One can use the variables ¢, x, u, v as coordinates on £y, which is the infinite prolongation of

Uy =V, Uy =1, vy =0, v, =1.
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The resulting reduction of the presymplectic structure is 9|¢,, where

Example 4. Let us consider the invariant reduction of a presymplectic structure of the potential
Kaup—-Boussinesq system

2 1
V¢ = _% — Nz, Ny = — UMy — Z’Uxxa: . (55)

Here u' = v, u? =1, F' = vy +0v2/24 1., F? = 540,70 + Vg /4. This system is a two-dimensional
differential covering of the Kaup—Boussinesq equations

1

The covering is determined by the Clebsch potentials (v, n) satisfying u = v,, h = n,.
The variational derivative E(L) of the Lagrangian

1 1
L= \dtAdz, \ = -3 (vmx + vy + VI, + 02+ vavm)

vanishes on the infinite prolongation £ of (5.5):

oA

% - Dm(F2>7 Dw(F1> .

%:

Then we can take the operator determined by the matrix

0 D,
D, 0
as B in (4.5). The presymplectic operator A = B*|¢ maps the characteristic ¢ = (@', $?) € (€)

of a symmetry of £ to the cosymmetry that has the components (—D,($?2), —D,($')).
Consider the symmetry X = E,|¢, where the characteristic ¢ is given by its components

1 1 1 1 1
901 = SUzgz T 21}:3”:16 + —U; ) 902 = S Nzzx + 5 VeVgzz + _UQ

2 2

For ¢ = A(yp), the presymplectic operator [, — [ is zero (i.e., A(p) is the cosymmetry of a
conservation law). Then the corresponding presymplectic structure is X-invariant.
The Lie derivative Lg (L) from the Noether identity (2.3) reads

1
Le (L) =—3 (Dt(xl)nm + 0Dy (X?) + Do (X + v Dy (X?) 4 20D (x )0 + v2Da(X7)

1 1
+ 277xDx(X2) + ZDI(Xl)v:m:x + vaDgx(Xl))dt A dz

for x € »(m). Integrating by parts, we get the Noether identity

1

o _ 2
L (L) = (B(L), x) + Dt(w)dt Adz + Dy(...)dt A dz.
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Then one can choose the following presymplectic potential current in (2.3)
Lo L
wy = —5%9 /\da:—gvxﬁ ANdx + ... N\Ndt,
and the presymplectic structure is represented, e.g., by the differential form w € Eg ’1(5 ),
1~ _ _ _
w :deL|g+do<§02/\01> = 0. NG Ndx+ ... AdL.

Its Lie derivative reads

1- _ _ _
Lyw=— <§9imm + 2vm6’§ + 27795991% + 21)5,;0; + Qnme + vfﬁm + 20,000, ) NG A do
122 1 1
- 9 A (39mx + 2vm0mx + UMGM + (v 4 2n,)0, ) ANdx +...\dt.

Applying integration by parts, we find that £Lxw = dyv for

1. e a1 - . P
ﬁ:—BemAe —1—39m/\9 9;/\0;—0;/\vaéix—(v§+277x)9;/\92—20x9i/\92.

The invariant system Ex is given by the infinite prolongation of equations (5.5) and

34 3
Vpgxr = _6Ux77x - vg?; s Nezx = 67)9257796 + 21)35 - _U;m; - 377320 .
Finally, reduction of the presymplectic structure yields
1 2 1.1~ 1 -1 - ~i =i
ey = 500 A0y = 50, Ny = S08, N0y O =Gy le

Let us demonstrate how the Noether theorem for invariant solutions works. Substituting the
symmetry Y = 0, of Ex to V¢, , we obtain

1 1,
d( Vg Nzz + anx + 3’03;7735 + Z,Uitvxx> :
Then the symmetry Y corresponds to the constant of X-invariant motion
1 1 1,
gvanwx + Uz% + 3vx77z + vavmm .

Remark 21. (On presymplectic reduction). Taking the quotient by the group action v — v + €1,
n — N+ e on Ex (with group parameters €, ;) and abusing notation, we get the differential
covering (t,z, v, 1, Vg, N, Vazs Naz) > (L, T, Vay ey Ve, M) from Ex to the quotient system. The
Cartan distribution of the quotient system is spanned by the (well-defined) projections of the total
derivatives from €x. Then 9]¢, is the lift of the closed differential 2-form that has the same
expression in the coordinates on the quotient system. This 2-form is non-degenerate on fibers
of the quotient system bundle 7g, : (¢, 2, Vs, Ny Vs, Nex) — (¢, ) and consequently gives rise to a
Poisson bracket!'?. Informally speaking, the symmetries 9, and 0, of the quotient system result in
its Liouville integrability, as in Remark 24.

0T e situation with the presymplectic reduction (quotient by the kernel) is more complicated for presymplectic
structures of PDEs, as they are genuine cohomology classes. For presymplectic reduction of finite-dimensional
smooth manifolds and Hamiltonian systems see, e.g., Ref. [43].
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Example 5. Let us take as £ the cotangent covering of the 7 dispersionless Dym equation (see,
e.g., Refs. [22-25]) given by the infinite prolongation of

Uy = UgpUpy — Uy + 2(UggVy — UgyVy) Uty = Uglgy — UyUsgy . (5.6)
Here u' = u, u? = v, The system (5.6) coincides with the Euler-Lagrange equation for
L = v(ugy — Uplyy + Uyly,) dt Ndz A dy.
It admits the Noether symmetry X = E,|¢, where ¢ is given by its components [44]
Pl=0, = Ue — Upliggy — %uiw
The presymplectic structure induced by L is X-invariant. Let us denote 0 = du—udt —u,dx—u,dy,
0, = duy — updt — ugdr — ugydy, ... One can choose the presymplectic potential current in (2.3)

wr, = (V0 — UV, + Ugvd) A dt A dx + ((uyvm — Uy Uy + Ugy V)0 — uyveﬁ) Adt A dy
—v,0 Ndx Ndy.

Then for w = d,wr|e, one finds that Lyw = dyv,

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _
9= <(ux9m —u2040) AN Oy + (=01 + Ugely + uplpy) A Oy + 5(2uxum8m +u? 0,) A 9) A dt
+ Uy O N O N dz + ((—uyém — umﬁ_y) A0, + (umJCQ_J;y + uxyém + uyéxm + umzéy) A 5) Ady.

Here § = 0|g, 0, = 0,|¢, ... It is important to note that ¥ can be interpreted as a differential form
on the infinite prolongation of the r** dispersionless Dym equation itself. Its restriction to the
(infinitely prolonged) system!!

1
Uty = UgUgy — UyUgg , Utgy — UgUgzax — éuix =0
defines an element of its group Ef ! and yields the corresponding Noether theorem as in Section 3.2.
A compatibility complex for the linearization of this system allows one to describe the Noether

theorem in a more convenient form — in terms of total differential operators.

Remark 22. The system (5.6) admits the following point symmetries
Y, =t0; + 20, +ud, — 200, + . .., Yy = 20, + 2ud, — 3v0, + . ..

Both of them are Noether symmetries; Y; commutes with X, whereas [X,Y5] = —3X. Since
they are restrictions of symmetries (of the corresponding infinite jet space) that generate flows
preserving Ex, the symmetries Y7 and Y5 restrict to £x. One can see that the element of E12 ’1(5 )
defined by Ve, is Yi|e -invariant but not Ys|e,-invariant (this can be considered an illustration
of Proposition 1). From a global perspective, its reduction'? under Y;|g, can be based on the
mechanism in the form given in Appendix A. Since the form 9|, is invariant under the flow of the
vector field Yi|e,, the reduction is represented by the restriction of —Yi|g, 19|e, to Exy,, which
coincides with the restriction of —(tD; + xD,)J9 to Exy,. Here, Y] restricts to the system Eyx.y,
given by the infinite prolongation of

Uty = UgUgy — UyUgy + Q(Uxxvy - uxyvx) s Uty = UgUgy — UyUgy ,
1,
2umc

Utgr — UpUppy — =0, U — tuy — xu, =0, —2v—tvy, —xv, = 0.

Tt is regular, for example, if one assumes u, # 0. More formally, one can introduce an auxiliary dependent
variable w € R\ {0} and add the equation w = w,,.
12We do not address the question of well-definedness of the reduction under Y |g, .
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5.3 Reduction of variational principles

Let us examine two examples of the reduction of the stationary action principle. One of these
examples deals with a point symmetry, whereas the other one concerns a higher symmetry.

From a computational point of view, it is more convenient to describe reduction of presymplectic
structures. The generalization of Theorem 1 (see Appendix B) shows that if a differential form p
represents the reduction of an X-invariant internal Lagrangian, then —dp represents the reduction
of the corresponding presymplectic structure provided that both these reductions are well-defined.
This is the case, e.g., when & is f-normal.

Example 6. Let us demonstrate reduction of the variational principle for (5.4) from Example 3.
The reduction of the internal Lagrangian from Example 3 is represented by any potential g for
—0|gy. For instance, —d|gs, = dp, where

0= (u—t)0" = (u— tv)(dv — dz).
In coordinates, any section (not necessarily a solution) of g, has the form
u=a(t,x), v=">b(t,x).
Choose a compact submanifold N! C R2. In Definition 1, it suffices to consider paths of the form
(7): u=a-+Toa, v=>b+T0b,
where a,b, da, 6b € C°°(R?) are arbitrary such that da and db vanish on N. Then
v(7)"(0) = (a+ T0a — t(b+ 7)) (d(b + TIb) — dx)
and (3.6) takes the form

0= % » /N () (0) = /N (6a — t6b)(db — dz) + (a — tb)d(5b)

= / (6a — tob)(db — dx) — dbd(a — th) = / da o0 —bo*0" .
N N

for 0 = v(0). Because of the arbitrariness of N, da, and db, stationary points of the reduction of
the internal Lagrangian are described by the equations o*0! = 0*6? = 0 or, in other words, by

db = dx , da = bdt + tdx .

One can see that a section o is a stationary point if and only if it is a solution to Ex.

Remark 23. The form p is invariant under the symmetry 0, + t0, + 0,, and their interior
product is trivial. One can introduce the variables h = u — xt, k = v — x. Then ¢ = (h — tk)dk
leads to an internal Lagrangian of the quotient system given by the equations

ht:k, k‘tZU

for functions of the single variable ¢t. Denote by 7¢,, : (¢, h, k) — t the bundle of the quotient system.
One can vary the internal Lagrangian of the quotient system within the class of all sections of 7¢, .
This gives rise to the Lagrangian

L=(h—tk)kdt on J' (7).
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The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations reproduce the quotient system.
Example 7. Consider the infinite prolongation £ of the nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLS)

U = ——= + (u® + v*)v, vt:%—(u2+02)u.

Using Noether’s identity (2.3), one finds that the Lagrangian of the NLS

1
L= —§<uvt — UV +

w2 +02  (u? 4 0?)?
2 2

>dt A da (5.7)

gives rise to the internal Lagrangian represented by
1 9 9 9 9\ 1, -2 =1 1, = =2
| = —1(uum+vvm+ux+vm— (v +v*)?)dt A dz — §(u9 — vl )/\dx+§(u10 +v,07) Adt,

where 0 = du — uydz — (— vy /2 + (U2 +02)0)dt and §° = dv — v,dz — (Ugy /2 — (u2 +v?)u)dt. The
corresponding presymplectic structure is represented by

w=dl=—0 A0 ANdz+...Adt.
The NLS possesses the Noether symmetry X = E_|¢ given by
O = Upge — 6(u* + 0*)u, ©% = Vgae — 6(u® + )0, .

The system Ex for X-invariant solutions is given by the NLS, equations ¢! = 0, ¢* = 0, and their
differential consequences. We can regard t, x, u, v, Uz, Vg, Ugps, Ugp as coordinates on it.
One has Lxw = dyv for

V=0 NG+ O NG —0 NG+ 6(u®+02) 0 AO

where y y , y B
0,=L50, 0,=L50,, D,=D,le.

Then the reduction of the presymplectic structure is 9|¢,, and the reduction of the internal La-
grangian is represented by any form g € A'(Ex) such that

~1 P I RS B B 1~ ~i =i
~do=—0,, N0 +0, N0, —0 NO,_ +6(u*+v2)0 NG, 0, = O0pley -
For instance, one can take

0= UdVpy — U dUyy — Updvy + 6Uv du — 6uV dv + (UgVpe — Vallyy) d
Uix + U:%x 2 2 2 242 2
+ (— T—l—(u + 07) (Utlgy + VU5 — (U +0%)%) + (uv, — vuy) )dt.
Let 0: R? — Ex be a smooth section of the bundle 7, : (£, 7, U, v, Uy, Vg, Uz, Vaz) — (¢, )
o u=ap(t,x), v=>by(t,x), u,=ai(t,x), vy =b1(t,x), Uy = a2(t,x), Vg = ba(t,x).

Choose a compact submanifold N* C R2. In Definition 1, it suffices to consider paths of the form

u = ag + Toag , Uy = a1 + Toay , Upy = Qo + TS,

7(7—): U:b0+75b0, Um:bl—i_/r(;bl) Uzz:b2+T5b27
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where da;, b; € C*(R?) are arbitrary functions that vanish on N. Then due to (3.7),

/ v(1)*(0) = / o*(wudp),
7=0 N N
where w = dag 0y + 0by O, + day Oy, + 0by Oy, + dag Oy, + dby O

Vga *

a
dr

One finds
w dQ = —((Sbg — 6(U2 + U2>5b0)9~1 + (5@2 — 6(U2 + 02)5a0)§2 + 561 éi — (5(11 éfc — 5[)0 éi}x + 5&0 éix .

At any point of Ex, wadp = 0 if and only if w = 0. Then dp defines the field of non-degenerate
operators from mg, -vertical vectors to Cartan 1-forms. Hence, o is a stationary point of the
reduction of the internal Lagrangian if and only if

o0 =" = a*éi — 00 =00 = oG = 0, (5.8)

T Trr rx

i.e., if and only if o is a solution to e, (that is o*(CA*(€x)) = 0). In terms of the components,
system (5.8) consists of the equations

b
Ogap = ay, Oy = —52 + (a3 + 5(2))507 Obop = b1, Oy = % - (ag + bg)%,
aa:al = Qs , axbl == b2 y a:J:GJZ - 6(&% + bg)al ) aﬁrb? = 6(@% + b(%)bl

and their differential consequences
. b ra
ataj = Qg < - 32 + ((lg + bg)b()), 8tbj = 8; (52 - (CL% + bg)a()), j = ]_, 2.
Thus the reduction of the stationary action principle for (5.7) precisely reproduces X-invariant
solutions of the NLS.
Remark 24. The NLS admits a 4-dimensional commutative Lie algebra that is spanned by the

Noether symmetries

X7 }/1 - axv }/2 - ata )/3 - Uau - U&U + Umaum — U/xavm -+ Umm8

— Uy Oy + ...

Vzz

Then Ex inherits the symmetries Yi|ey, Ya|ey, Y3]ey. In accordance with the Noether theorem for
invariant solutions (and Theorem 3), they give rise to the constants of X-invariant motion

[1 = Ug Vg — UgUgy

uz, + 2, 2, .2 2 | . 2\2 2
I, = —T~I—(u +v )(uum%—vvm— (u® +v°) )~|—(uvx—vux) ,
3(u? + v?)? +u? + 02
13 = —Ulgy — VVzg +

5 ;
respectively. In simpler terms, for each X-invariant solution o of the NLS (global or local, with a
connected domain C R?), there exist constants Cy, Cy, C5 € R such that on the solution, I} = C1,
I, = Cy, I3 = C5 (more formally, o*(1;) = C; for i = 1,2, 3).
Note that Yi|¢,(L;) = 0 for i,j = 1,2,3. Hence I, I5, I3 are mutually Poisson commuting,
where the Poisson bracket is determined by the inverse of —dp on fibers of 7¢,,
{f,g} =P(df,dg), P =0u, AOy— Ou, ADy, + 0y Ay, +6(u*+0%)Dy,, AO

Ugx Vzx Ugx Vg *
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Since I1, I3, I3 are independent, one can informally say that Ex is Liouville integrable (even though
it is not an ODE system), and its integrability is inherited from the NLS via invariant reduction.
The bundle 7¢, is trivial. Since

{h, } =0, —Dsley  and  {l, } =0, — Difey,

a function f € F(Ex) that does not depend on ¢ and x is a constant of X-invariant motion if and
only if
{-[17f} = {IQaf} =0.

Thus I; and I can be interpreted as Hamiltonians of two commuting vector fields that, together,
reproduce £x. However, this interpretation is not invariant, and does not necessarily play a
significant role in the integrability of £x.

6 Conclusion

The reduction framework proposed in this paper shows that equations satisfied by symmetry-
invariant solutions inherit invariant geometric structures in a natural way. In this context, it does
not matter whether the given local symmetry is a point or a higher symmetry.

In some cases, finite-dimensional systems for invariant solutions of Lagrangian PDEs inherit
integrability in the sense that the reduced presymplectic structures give rise to Poisson bivectors,
and the reductions of conservation laws provide sufficiently many independent, mutually Poisson
commuting constants of motion. This is the case in Example 7 (and also Example 4 after presym-
plectic reduction). At the same time, as Example 2 demonstrates, systems for invariant solutions
may have additional geometric structures that cannot be obtained through the invariant reduc-
tion method. In both scenarios, finite-dimensional Liouville-integrable reductions of non-integrable
systems with presymplectic structures may be of particular interest.

The presented reduction framework is global, which can be useful in studying qualitative
(global) properties of symmetry-invariant solutions. In simple cases, it can be formulated as a
computational algorithm. Examples 1, 3, 4, and 7 demonstrate the algorithm in detail. A gener-
alization of this algorithm to a broader class of equations is of practical importance.

Reductions of conservation laws, presymplectic structures, and internal Lagrangians of PDEs
admit variational interpretations based on the homotopy formula. In various (multidimensional)
situations, it may be possible to establish their non-triviality using properly defined stationary
points. Other feasible approaches may involve, for example, multi-reduction.

The multi-reduction procedure described in Section 3.1 is a natural consequence of our reduc-
tion approach. While some previously known approaches to multi-reduction such as the one by
Anderson and Fels [17] allow more efficient treatment of reduction of geometric structures such as
Lagrangians and invariant representatives of conservation laws under suitable Lie groups of point
symmetries, the multi-reduction in our framework does not have these limitations; in particular,
it naturally allows the use of higher symmetries.

Since the reduction of presymplectic structures provides an alternative description of the re-
duction of variational principles, a general statement on the non-degeneracy of the reduction of
non-degenerate variational principles is of considerable interest. Another natural step for future
work is to describe the reduction of local Poisson brackets directly, without relying on presymplec-
tic structures. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, there is no known description of Poisson
brackets in terms of the intrinsic geometry of PDEs in the general case, while the invariant re-
duction mechanism essentially relies on the intrinsic geometry. In its full generality, this problem
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promises to be challenging. The forthcoming third part of this study addresses this question for
suitable classes of systems.

Acknowledgments

The authors are grateful to NSERC of Canada for support through a Discovery grant RGPIN-
2024-04308. K.D. is thankful to the Pacific Institute for the Mathematical Sciences for support
through a PIMS Postdoctoral Fellowship.

Data availability

Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no new data were created or analyzed in this study.

Conflict of interest

The authors have no conflicts to disclose.

A Invariant reduction for PDEs without bundle structures

The reduction framework can be adapted for not necessarily regular PDEs without bundle struc-
tures. Note that, in the general case, if a vector field on £ is the restriction of a vector field from
J®(m) D &, its contraction with a differential k-form on & is well-defined.

If Y is the restriction of a symmetry of J*°(7) to an infinitely prolonged system & C J*(7),
and w € EP9(&) represents a Y-invariant element of EP%(E), then there exists ¥y € EP97'(&)
such that Ly w = dyy. A reduction is represented by the well-defined restriction of ¥y — Y Jw to
the system & C J*(7) describing Y-invariant solutions, provided Y restricts to it. Up to a sign,
and in terms of the restriction Y of a suitable point symmetry, the case where w is Y-invariant and
Yy = 0 aligns with the reduction mechanism in Ref. [17]. If Y is a trivial symmetry of £ restricted
from J*(7), then it coincides with the restriction of a trivial symmetry of J*°(7), and one has
Lyw =dy(Yw).

B Generalization of Theorem 1

Theorem 1 and the mechanism from Appendix A can be adapted to reduction of elements of the
group EF(E). Let us adopt the description (2.2). Suppose Y is the restriction of a symmetry
of J*(7) to an infinitely prolonged system & C J®(rw). If | € A*™(E) represents a Y-invariant
element £ € Ef ’k(é'), then a reduction of £ is determined by the restriction of ¥y — Y 4l to &y,

where ¥y € A¥(€) is a differential form such that Lyl — ddy € CZA*T1(E). We assume that YV
restricts to &y. In this case, we have the following

Theorem 4. Suppose that BV "1 (E)|e, = EX*1E)|e, = 0. If 0 € A*(&y) represents the
reduction of £ € E?’k(é’), then —dp represents the reduction of d;£.
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Proof. The reduction of £ is well-defined due to EX*71(€)|e, = 0. Since £ is Y-invariant, there
are differential forms p € A*(€) and pu € C2AF1(E) such that

Then o = (p — Y il)|g, represents the reduction of £, and pulg, = —do + (Y 1dl)|g, . In addition,

Ly (dl) = dp

and hence the form ulge, — (Yadl)|e, = —do represents the reduction of di£ € EP*(E).
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