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Abstract

As shown in a previous paper, whenever a rational vector field on
C™, n > 2, is Liouvillian integrable, then it admits a first integral ob-
tained by two successive integrations from a one-form with coefficients
in a finite algebraic extension L of the rational function field K. In the
present work we discuss and characterize exceptional vector fields in
this class, for which — by definition — the choice L = K is not possible.
In particular we show that exceptional vector field exist, giving explicit
constructions in dimension three.
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1 Introduction

This paper continues our study [3] of Liouvillian integrability, of n-dimensional
rational vector fields over C (in other words, of rational (n — 1)-forms in n
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variables). In [3] it was proven that Liouvillian integrability always implies
the existence of a first integral that is obtained by two successive integra-
tions from a one-form with coefficients in a finite algebraic extension L of
the rational function field K = C(x1,...,z,). This result extends a classical
theorem due to Singer [21] for n = 2, where one may take L = K. But in
[3] we left open the question whether there actually exist exceptional cases,
i.e., Liouvillian integrable vector fields (in dimension greater than two) for
which necessarily L. # K. The goal of the present paper is to answer this
question. Clearly one may assume here that L is Galois over K (see also
3).

After some preliminaries, and noting some classes of regular (i.e. non-
exceptional) rational vector fields on C", we proceed to determine properties
of exceptional vector fields. We start from a distinction whether (i) there
exists a first integral obtained by integrating a closed rational one-form, or
(ii) no such integral exists. We then show that exceptional cases may be
subdivided in two types. The first type (appearing in case (ii) only) is built
from Galois extensions of degree less than n, with the Galois group acting
as a permutation group on the integrals. (In dimension three, one thus has
quadratic Galois extensions.) For the second type the Galois group admits
a faithful representation in GL(m, C), with some m, 1 < m < n. (In partic-
ular, when n = 3, then the group has a faithful representation in GL(2,C).)
In the final section we construct exceptional rational vector fields in dimen-
sion three, using Picard-Vessiot extensions with dihedral Galois groups, resp.
with Galois groups that are isomorphic to symmetry groups of the Platonic
solids.

2 Background and statement of the problem

We will refer frequently to notions and results from [3]. In particular
we will freely use differential forms over the rational function field K :=
C(z1,...,2zyn) and its extension fields. For any extension L we denote by
L’ the space of one-forms over L. Note that L’ is a vector space over L, of
dimension n — 1.

For preparation and as a reminder, we collect some notions and facts
from [3]:

e A differential extension field L of K = C(x1,...,zy,), is Liouwvillian if
and only if K and L have the same constants and there exists a tower
of fields of the form

K=KyCcK,C...CKy,=1L, (1)

such that for each i € {0,...,m — 1} we have one of the following (see
[3], Definition 1 and Remark 1):



(i) K1 = K;(t;), where t; # 0 and dt; = d;t; with some §; € K]
(necessarily dd; = 0).

(i) K11 = K;(t;), where dt; = ¢; with ¢; € K| (necessarily
do; = 0).

(iii) K41 is a finite algebraic extension of K;.

e As noted in [3], Remark 1, the condition on the constants is unprob-
lematic. In particular, any finite algebraic extension of K, with a
natural extension of differentials, is Liouvillian.

We consider an n-dimensional rational vector field

"0
x= p-— 2
> Py 2
on C", n > 2; equivalently an (n — 1)-form
Q=3 "Pdey A Ndwi A+ day, (3)
i=1

defined over K = C(z1,...,x,).

Definition 1. A non-constant element, ¢, of a Liouvillian extension of K
is called a Liouvillian first integral of the vector field X if it satisfies X¢ = 0
or, equivalently, d¢ A 2 = 0.

Remark 1. By [3]|, Remark 4, according to Definition 1, a Liouvillian first
integral exists if and only if there exist some Liouvillian extension L of K
and one-forms w € L'\ {0}, a € L' such that

wAQ=0, dw=aAw, da=0. (4)

Given this situation, we will briefly say that the 2—form Q is Liouvillian
integrable and, slightly abusing language, we will say specifically that € is
Liouvillian integrable over L.

In order to properly frame the problem, we introduce more notation.

Definition 2. Given a differential field extension L of K, denote by T =
Z(QY) the set of all 0 # w € L' for which there exists o € L' so that (4) is
satisfied.

Assume that we have Z # () for given 2 and some Liouvilian extension
L of K. We wish to characterize the “smallest possible” extensions L C L
of K such that ZN L' # .
By Singer’s classical result [21] for two dimensional vector fields, one has
L = K in the case n = 2. For n > 2, a principal result of our previous work
([3], Theorem 4) may be stated as follows.



Theorem 1. Let K = C(x1,...,x,), and let Q be the (n—1)-form (3) over
K. If there exists a Liouwvillian first integral of ), then there exists a first
integral that is defined over a finite algebraic extension L of K; thus there
exist 1-forms w, a € L' such that (4) holds.

The present paper is concerned with these

Fundamental Questions: Let a (n — 1)-form © be given.

1. If there exists a Liouvillian extension L D K with Z # (), is ZNK' # (7

2. f TN K’ = (), characterize (minimal) algebraic extensions L of K such
that L' NZ # 0.

Remark 2. For given Liouvillian integrable €2 the answer to the first fun-
damental question does not depend on the choice of the extension L. For
instance, the answer being positive for some extension L means that there
exist w, a € K’ for which (4) holds. But then, w,a € M’ for any extension
M of K, so the answer is positive for M, too.

Whenever Z N K’ # (), then we speak of a regqular case; otherwise we speak
of an exceptional case.

For n = 3, i.e., for two-forms over the rational function field in three variables
we obtained criteria for regular cases in [3], but we gave no proof that
exceptional cases actually exist. In the present paper we will provide a
characterization of exceptional cases, and show that exceptional vector fields
exist in dimension three.

3 Preliminaries

In the following discussion of the fundamental question we may and will
assume that L is a finite Galois extension of K, with group G = Gal(L : K).
Moreover we let w € Z, such that (4) holds with some o € L'.

Lemma 1. Let K C F C L, withw € ZNF'. Then there exists & € F’
such that
dv=aAw, da=0.

Proof. The extension L D F is Galois; call its Galois group H. There is
a € L' satisfying condition (4) in Definition 2, and consequently

dw=o0(a) N\w, do(a)=0
for every o € H. Averaging over all elements of H shows the assertion. [

In a familiar case fundamental question is known to have a positive
answer.



Lemma 2. Let w € T be exact, thus w = df with some £ € L. Then
admits a rational first integral.

Proof. Take any nonconstant coefficient of the minimal polynomial of £ over
K. O

There is a further class of field extensions that is reasonably well under-
stood with regard to our fundamental question.

Lemma 3. Let K C F C L, and assume that the Galois group of L over I
is cyclic. If w € L' satisfies condition (4) with some o € F', then TNF' # ().
In particular when G is cyclic, and condition (4) holds with some « € K',
then the fundamental question has a positive answer.

Proof. Denote the degree of L over F' by m. By Lang [12], Ch. VI, Thm. 6.2
there exists g € F such that the polynomial 7" —g € F[T] is irreducible, and
L is the splitting field of this polynomial. Thus let ¢ € L such that ¢ = g.
Then L = F[t] and 1,¢,...,t™ ! form a basis of L over F. Moreover with
mt™~tdt = dg and t™ ! = g/t one finds dt =t - %.
Now

w=1ng+tmg 4+t Iy, with all m; € F',

and w A © = 0 implies that all 7; A Q = 0. Likewise, o € F’ implies that
aAw= > t(aAn;), and with
: /id
d(tl’m’) =t (Zg An; + d771>
m. g

the condition dw = o A w implies

Since some 1); # 0, we are done. O

Due to the following observation from [3], we may modify w by a factor
in L*.

Lemma 4. With 0 # ¢ € L, w/{ is a first integral of Q, and the following
variant of (4) holds:

d(?):@—f)ﬁz, d<a—aZ>:0. (5)

Thus, with no loss of generality we may assume
w=dr;+---. (6)

We define
Go:={0€G; o(w) N\w=0}. (7)



Lemma 5. Given w as in (6), one has o(w) Aw =0 for some o € G if and
only if o(w) = w. Thus Gy is a subgroup, o(w) = w if and only if o € Gy,
and the images of w under the action of G stand in 1-1 correspondence with

the cosets G/Gy.

Proof. We have, in detail,

w=dx —i—Zcidaji
i>2

with ¢; € L; thus

o(w)=dx; + Z o(ci) dz;.
i>2

Now

0=0(w)ANw= Z (ci —o(ci)) dxy N dz; + Z ag; dxy, A dx;
1>2 1<k<i

(with suitable a;; € L) shows that all o(¢;) = ¢;, whence o(w) = w. O

We take care of a particular case right away. The following was shown
by different arguments in [3], Cor. 1, for n = 3.

Proposition 1. If Q admits only one independent Liouvillian first integral,
then TN K’ .

Proof. Tt suffices to consider the algebraic case; with the L-vector space
spanned by Z of dimension one. Then we have o(w) Aw = 0 for all o € G.
Moreover we may choose w as in Lemma 5, hence o(w) = w for all ¢ € G,
which implies w € K'. O

From here on we let
Wl = W,ws, ...,WN

be the distinct images under G of w, with dw; = a; Aw;, 1 <i < N. We set
Vi=(wi,...,wn) -

Moreover we define B
V:z{ﬁéL’;B/\QzO} (8)

noting that V' C V and dim L V=n-1. By Proposition 1 we may restrict
attention to the case dimy, V > 1.



4 The structure of 7

We first note an auxiliary lemma:

Lemma 6. Gien w;,,...,w; such that wi; A --- ANw;, # 0, there exist
M,y n—i—e € K’ such that all nj ANQ =0 and

wil/\"'/\wie/\771/\"'/\7],1717@:6'9 (9)
for some nonzero £ € L.

Proof. Extend w;,,...,w;, to a basis of ‘7, noting that the extension may
be carried out with elements of K’. O

Remark 3. Consider the special case that dimp V. = n — 1, with basis
W=wWi,...,wn_1. With representatives id = 11,..., 71 of G/Gqy one then
has wj = 7j(w1), 1 <j<n—1, and

dw; = 7j(dw1) = 7j(01) ANwj = aj Awj, with aj = 7j(a1), daj =0

for1 <j<n—1. Thuswi A ... ANwp_1 =¥ -Q for some { € L, and taking
differentials one sees

=Fre; B=(Ya-T]. ai=o
J

-~

1
Averaging B = al Y oec 0(B) shows that Q admits an inverse Jacobi multi-

plier B € K'. This is a special case of a general result obtained by Zhang [22]
by a different approach. See also [3], subsection 3.1 for three dimensional
vector fields.

4.1 The setting when 7 contains no closed form

Throughout this subsection we assume that Z contains no closed form. We
define a relation via
dt;; .
Wi ~wj =y — o = 7. some {;; € L*. (10)
ij

This is obviously an equivalence relation, and it is respected by the action
of the Galois group; thus

wi ~wj = o(w;) ~o(wj), aloed.

Moreover we set
B = {wj; wj ~ w1}, (11)



then (possibly by renumbering) we may assume that

Bl = {wl,...wq} (12)

and that wy,...,ws form a maximal subset linearly independent over L.
We further define blocks By, 1 < k < r as the images of B; under the action
of GG, and set

Vk = <Bk> L

Note that dimy, Vi, = s for all k. For later use we relabel
B, = {wk,l,...,wk,s}u{wk78+1,...,wk7q}, (13)

with wy 1,...,w,s forming a maximal L-linearly independent set!. With
relabeling we also write

dwy; = ag; Nwg;, dag;=0.
We obtain a decomposition of V:
Lemma 7. V is the direct sum of Vi,...,V,, andrs <n — 1.

Proof. The second assertion is immediate from the first. The first assertion
amounts to showing that the set {wp1,...,wps, 1 < k < 7} is linearly
independent. Assume linear dependence, and choose a minimal linearly
dependent subset, with elements relabeled as wi,...,w}, (with dw} = af A
wy). Thus there exist a, € L, all nonzero, so that

m
IS
k=1
We may choose a; = —1, hence
m
wy = Z ay wy,
k=2
with linearly independent w3, ..., w;,. Differentiation yields

af Awi = dw? dopdar ANwi+ > ap of A wy

= >y (dag + agog) A wy.

Combining this with the expression for wj, we find that

m
> " (day + arag — agei) Awj = 0. (14)
k=2

In the case g = s, the second set is empty.



*

Now assume that some 3; := da; + a;jos
product with all the w}, k£ # j, 1 one has

—aja] # 0. Forming the wedge

Bi Aws A« Awy, =0,
while Lemma 6 shows that there exist 1,...,7,_-m+1 € K’ such that
Wy A Awr, AL A A1 = €82

with some ¢ # 0. With Bj = a%ﬂj one finds Bj ANQ =0, dBj = 0, which
contradicts our assumption that Z contains no closed form. Therefore all
Br =0, and

da
ap —a] = — =% hence ag ~aj.
ay
By the definition of blocks, all wj, lie in the same block, say B;. But this
contradicts the linear independence of wj 1, ..., w;s. O

We now can dispose of the case s = 1, r > 1 (for the case s =r =1
recall Proposition 1):

Proposition 2. Assume that dimy Vi, = 1 for all k. Then B = {wy1},
thus |Bk| =1 for all k, and w1, ..., wr1 form a basis of V, on which G acts
as a permutation group, with [L : K] = |Gal(L : K)| =r.

Proof. We have ¢ = s = 1 from Lemma 5. The remaining assertions are
then obvious. O

From here on we will assume that s > 1. We introduce a further stabilizer
subgroup.

Definition 3. Given that s > 1, let
Gy:={oc€eG;0Br) =8B, 1<k<r},
and denote by M the fized field of G1.

Thus G stabilizes all subspaces Vi, and obviously G is normal in G.
We next construct a different basis for Vi: Possibly renumbering variables,
with Gauss-Jordan one obtains

Vi = <d1,‘1 + Z ij d$j+5, v drs + Z k’SJ d$j+s>

J=1 J=1

over L. Averaging over GGy yields

1 n—s '
Wi = dx; + @ Z Za(k‘i’j)dxj“ eV, 1<i<s, (15)
ceGy j=1



and linear independence of the p; shows

Vi=(p1,. .. ps)

over L, with 7(u;) = p; for all 7 € G1, 1 < i < s. Setting
ﬁ::ulA...Aus

we see from above that Q = k - wi,1 A+ Awys with some k € L*.

Lemma 8. There exists { € L such that the form wy 1 = (Vs wi,1 satisfies

o N 1dl
dworg =a1 ANwig; o i=ar1 + 57 eM. (16)

Proof. A straightforward computation shows
~ ~ dk
dQ) = p A\ Q; p::?+a1,1+”'+a1,s-

By construction, o(Q) = Q for all o € Gy, so dQ = o(p) A € and
(o(p) —p) AQL=0, all oeG.

Now use Lemma 6 to extend wy 1,...,wi s bY Nst1,--.,Mn—1 € K’ to a basis
of V', and to obtain

(a(p) —p) ANQ2=0, d(a(p)—p)=0

for all 0 € ;. Since Z contains no closed form, we see that p is invariant

dl+ -
by G1. By equivalence we have ay ; = aq,1 + LI with some €L, so

17j
dl ~
p=sar1+ 7, some { € L.

O]

Now let L be the smallest Galois extension of K that contains both L
and \ := (/5. Every 7 € Gal(L : K) extends to some 7 € G := Gal(L : K),
with

T(A)* = 7(X) = 7(¢) = (0),
so 7(\) is an s root of £. Therefore T(W11) € L* w1 whenever 7(wq,1) =
wi,l.z
From G one obtains extended blocks

Br ={@k1,...,Wrq} 2By, 1<k<r,

2Upon passing from G to G we can no longer argue that (W) = @ when these forms
are linearly dependent over L.

10



possibly with different g. As before, the Ek are the images of B; under the
action of G. We let

Gy = {5; 5(By) = By;  all k}

which is a normal subgroup of G. We denote by M the fixed field of C~¥1,
noting M C M.

Lemma 9. For all k, 1 < k < r, there exist oy, € M' such that, for all
Wk,j € By,
d@k,j =ap N\ c~uk7j. (17)

Proof. For w1 this was shown in the previous lemma. The remaining as-
sertions follow by the action of G. O

Remark 4. Mutatis mutandis, the statement of Lemma 9 also holds, obvi-
ously, when Z contains a closed form w € L’. In this case we have one block
B consisting of all images of w under the action of the Galois group, and
a1 = 0. (For the case s = 1 see, again, Proposition 1.)

4.2 The general setting

We continue to assume that s > 1, thus each Vj has dimension > 1 over L.
As a matter of notation we drop all tildes from here on (in other words, we
assume that we started with L right away).

In case ¢ = s every matrix representing ¢ € G is a permutation matrix.
Now assume g > s. Using the notation of (13), for fixed k we have that

S
Wk s4j = E ajjwii, 1<7<q-—s,
i=1

with a;; € L. But furthermore we see
Z ajj o N Wi = O AWy sy = dwg s15 = Z (dayj + aijag) A wh,
i i

hence

S
Z daij NWwg; = 0.
=1

Now fix ¢*, take the wedge product with all wy,, p # ¢* and use Lemma 6

to see that
dai*,j AQ =0.

So, by Lemma 2 we obtain the following result:

Lemma 10. If Q admits no rational first integral, then all a;; € C.

11



We summarize:

Proposition 3. Assume that s > 1 and that Q@ admits no rational first
integral (and L = L w.l.o.g.). Then for every o € G the matriz A(o) €
GL(rs, L) that represents its action on the basis wi 1,...,Wis, ..., Wrl,. . ,Wrs
actually has all entries in C.

Proof. (i) For o0 € Gy and fixed k, one sees with Lemma 10 that o sends
every wy, j to a C-linear combination of the wy, ;.

(ii) Now let 7 € G\ Gy, and k fixed. Then we have
T(wk,i) = we,j, for some ¢ <r, and some j < g,

and by the first part, wy ; is a C-linear combination of wy 1, ..., wy .
O

Thus we have a linear representation of the Galois group G of L in some
GL(rs,C), with rs < n — 1. Note the block form of the matrices, corre-
sponding to the blocks By.

Lemma 11. Given the setting of Proposition 3, there is an intermediate field
F of the extension L O K such that F is Galois over K, w € F' and the
representation of Gal (F : K) in GL(rs, C) is faithful. Thus we may assume
that the Galois group is isomorphic to a finite subgroup of GL(rs, C).

Proof. Let G be the image of 7 — A(7), and N C @ its kernel; moreover let
F the fixed field of N. Since N is normal, F' is Galois over K with Galois
group isomorphic to G/N. By definition, the action of N fixes every element
of V; this shows V' C F’. Moreover G/N acts in a well-defined manner on
forms in V' via 7N (w) := 7(w), and this yields a canonical isomorphism from
G/N to G. O

So in the case s > 1 we arrive at finite groups of complex rsx rs matrices.
By the solution of the inverse problem of differential Galois theory, every
such group is the Galois group of some Picard-Vessiot extension of K. We
will utilize this fact for three dimensional vector fields later on.

4.3 Specialization to dimension three

In this subsection we will consider three-dimensional rational vector fields

0 0 0
X=P— — +R—; 18
Ox + Qay + 0z’ (18)
or the corresponding 2-forms
Q=PdyNdz+QdzNdx+ Rdx Ndy (19)

12



defined over K := C(x,y, 2).
According to Lemma 7 and Proposition 1, in dimension n = 3, the
exceptional cases satisfy rs = 2.

Proposition 4. Let (2, L) represent an exceptional case in dimension three.

(E1) In case s =1 and r = 2 there exists a degree two intermediate field F
with [F: K] =2, and w € F', « € F'\ K', satisfying condition (4).

(E2) In case s =2 and r =1 there exists a cyclic extension L of L which is
Galois over K, such that (4) holds for some & € L' and & € K’, and
the action of the Galois group G = Gal (Z : K) on w induces a faithful
representation OfCNTY in GL(2,C).

Proof. See Proposition 2 and Proposition 3. The case s = 1, a € K’ is
regular by Lemma 3. O

Thus, in dimension three we have two possible exceptional types.

5 Exceptional cases in dimension three

The description of case (E1) is quite straightforward: We have a quadratic
extension L of K, and forms w = wy € L'\ {0}, @« = ay € L' \ K’ such that
(4) is satisfied. The nontrivial element of the Galois group sends w; to ws
and a1 to ap. We turn to (E2).

5.1 Type (E2): Finite subgroups of GL(2,C)

The Galois group in case (E2) admits a faithful representation in GL(2,C).
The finite subgroups of GL(2,C) were classified, up to conjugation, in
Nguyen et al. [15], and the classification of finite subgroups of SL(2,C) is
known (see e.g.[15], Thm. 3, or van der Put and Springer [19], Thm. 4.29).
These classifications are based on the well-known classification of the finite
subgroups of PGL(2,C), viz.

e the cyclic groups;
e the dihedral groups Dy;

e the alternating group Ay, the symmetric group Sy, and the alternating
group As (the symmetry groups of the Platonic solids).

Thus every finite subgroup of GL(2,C) has one of the above as image under
the canonical projection to the projective linear group.

As a preliminary step we show that it suffices to consider a representation
of the Galois group in SL(2,C); possibly at the expense of a further degree
two field extension.

13



Lemma 12. Given case (E2) and the setting of Proposition 4, the following
hold.

(a) There is an extension L= L(k) of L, of degree < 2, which is Galois
over K, with k* € L.

(b) For every & € G := Gal(L : K) that extends o € G = Gal(L : K), there
exists £z € C such that

(k) =ts-k; (% =det A(0).

(c) With @; := ¢ wi, 1 <i <1 one has

dw; = a A @, aEK’,d&:O.

(G- (2)

B() = %A(@ € SL(2,C).

(o

(d) Moreover

with

In particular, the projections of B(c) and A(o) to PGL(2,C) are equal.

Proof. For parts (a) and (b), let n,0 € K’ be linearly independent such that
nAQ=60AQ=0. Then there exists C € GL(2, L) such that

wiy _ ~ (7
(2)=c-6)
Apply 0 € G to see

) (3) =ot(“ ) = a0 (22) = a@)- ¢ (7).

hence 0(C) = A(o) - C, and A :=det C € L satisfies 0(A) = det A(o) - A.
Now let k such that k2 = A, and M = L(k) (so possibly M = L when
k € L). When M # L, then for given o € G define 0 € Gal(M : K), by
choosing /5 € C with (2 = det A(0), and G|, = 0, 5(k) = ¢5 - k. (There are
two such extensions.) This is consistent with

G(k)? =5(k*) = o(k?) = det A(o) - k2,

and one verifies that MAis Galois over K.
As to part (c), let 0 € G, thus (k) = ¢; - k. Then o(dk) = {5 - dk, and

_(dk\  dk dk
O'(k)—k, hence?EK.

14



Now

_ 1 k1 dk ~
d(wz) =d <sz> = <_k‘2 + kOé) Nw; = <_k‘ —|-Oé> N\ Wj.

As to part (d), we have
(1 11
o <k wz> % o(wi),

which shows the first assertion about B(c), and moreover
det B(G) = (2 det A(0) = 1.
Since B(0) is a constant multiple of A(c), it projects to the same element

of PGL(2,C). 0

From here on we consider an exceptional case (E2) with the Galois group
G = Gal(L : K) admitting a faithful representation in SL(2,C).

According to [19], Theorem 4.29, the finite subgroups of SL(2,C) may
be grouped in three classes, up to conjugacy:

1. Finite subgroups of the Borel subgroup

{<8 ab1>; ae(C*,be(C}.

Since every such matrix with b # 0 has infinite order, a finite subgroup
is diagonal, hence cyclic, generated by a diagonal matrix with a root
of unity a.

2. Finite subgroups of the infinite dihedral group

o {(; ) e U{(E: oce)

Given a finite H C D, the subgroup of diagonal matrices is cyclic,
and H is generated by this subgroup and any non-diagonal element,

. 0 1
which we take as (_1 0).

3. One of the groups AfL@), SfL(2) or A?L@), the respective inverse
images of the symmetry groups of the Platonic solids.

Remark 5. We note for later use: If any of these finite groups admits a
common eigenvector then it is cyclic.

We proceed case-by-case. Case 1 is taken care of by Lemma 3, as follows:

15



Proposition 5. Given exceptional case (E2), the Galois group G cannot be
cyclic.

Case 2 can be reduced to quadratic extensions of K:

Proposition 6. Let (2, L) represent an exceptional case (E2) with the rep-
resentation of the Galois group H isomorphic to D}iL(Q), with Dy a dihedral

group. Then the exceptional case (E1) holds with some intermediate field F
of LD K.

Proof. We may assume that the representation H is generated by

R:(g C91> and Sz(_ol (1)>

with ¢ a primitive n'® root of unity. The cyclic subgroups (R) and (S)

have trivial intersection when n is odd, and intersection {I, —I} when n is
even. The subgroup Hj that is generated by R and S? = —I, has index two.
For even n, Hy = (R) is cyclic; for odd n one has Hy = (R) U{I, =1} =
Ly X Lo = Zo,, which is also cyclic.

The corresponding subgroup Gy of the Galois group G is cyclic, of index
two. Its fixed field F' is therefore Galois over K, of degree two. By Lemma
3 there exists a form @ € Z N F’; hence (9, F') represents exceptional case
(E1). O

For Case 3 we first ascertain that this will not automatically imply (E1).

Proposition 7. Let (2, L) represent (E2) with G = Gal(L : K) isomorphic
to AfL(Q) or A:gL(Q). Then L contains no intermediate field representing

(E1).

Proof. We observe that there exists no intermediate field F' of degree 2 over
K; equivalently, that G contains no subgroup of index 2. We include a proof
of this fact for the sake of completeness.

e G= AEL(Q) has order 24 and projects onto A4 C PGL(2), with kernel
{I, —I}. Assume that a subgroup H of order 12 exists. Then its image
H under the projection would have order 6 when —I € H, and order
12 otherwise. The first case would imply that A4 admits a subgroup
of order 6, which is not the case. The second would imply that Ay
has a faithful representation in GL(2), which is not the case (see e.g.
Sagan [20]).

e For G = A?L(z), of order 120, an obvious variant of the above shows
that there is no subgroup of order 60.

O]
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Remark 6. In the case G = SfL(Q) one obtains, by analogous reasoning

to the above, that the only index two subgroup is AfL(Q). Beyond this
observation, we leave this case open.

5.2 Construction of a class of exceptional cases.

So far, we have not proven that exceptional cases do exist. In the present
subsection we close this gap.

Let K = C(x,y,2) and Ky = C(z). Unless specified otherwise, “alge-
braic” always means algebraic over K or Kj. The derivative h’ will always
refer to d,h and its use implies that h has no dependence on y or z.

Let G C SL(2,C) be isomorphic to one of the preimages of the Platonic
symmetry groups®:

AP gIE@) o A5ER) (20)
and let ¢(z) be a rational function such that the equation

y'(z) + q(z)y(z) =0, (21)

has differential Galois group G. (We refer to van der Put and Singer [19] for
the Galois theory of linear differential equations.) Let fi be a fixed solution
of (21) and let f; be its images under G. We let Lo be the minimal Galois
(Picard-Vessiot) extension of Ky which contains the f;.

We will assume that ¢(z) is in the standard form given in Matsuda [14],
pp- 13-14 and p. 18:

q(z) = i (A T A = _01)2> : (22)

2 xz(x—1)

with
A=1-1/m? C=1-1/n? A+B+C=1-1/p%

and where m, n and p are some permutation of (2,3,3) (for A4SL(2)), resp.
(2,3,4) (for SfL(Q)), resp. (2,3,5) (for AgL(Q)).
Denote by Q the 2-form associated to the vector field

=1, g=q@)z-1, i=-y (23)

Let L := Lo(y,z) and note that L is Galois over K with Galois group
isomorphic to G. One verifies that the 1-forms,

wi = d(y fi(z) + 2 fi(z)) + fi(z)dz € L, (24)

3In this subsection we denote groups by calligraphic letters.

17



satisfy
wi/\QZO, dwi:().

Writing f = f; and g = fo, we have that f'g — ¢'f is a constant (Wronskian
condition). Scaling by an appropriate element of C, we can assume

fgd—gf =1,

which gives
w1 A wy = . (25)

As before, the action of G on the f; and the w; can be represented as

AT f wi)y _ w1
onl) Aponl)w
where 0 — A, is a representation of G in SL(2,C).

With these notions and preliminaries we state:
Proposition 8. System (23) is Liouvillian integrable but TN K' = ().

Outline of proof. We need to exclude the existence of 1-forms 0 # w,a € K’
such that
wA =0, dw =a A w, da = 0. (27)

To this end we will show:
(i) The integral F(z) = [ f(x)dz is not algebraic.

(ii) If (27) holds, then there exist two independent rational first integrals
of (23).

(iii) If (27) holds, then the existence of the first integral,

/ wr =y f(x) + 2 f'(x) + Flx),

implies that F(x) is algebraic, contradicting (i).

The detailed steps will be carried out in the following subsections. O

5.2.1 The integral F' = [ fdz is not algebraic.

Let F = [ fdx be an integral of f(z) (any choice of constant). If F is
algebraic then we can extend Ly to a minimal Galois extension, My, of K
which includes F'.

Let g” be the Galois group of My. Any automorphism o € G on Ly will
extend to an automorphism & € G of M. Conversely, any Ky-automorphism
of My takes Lg to itself and so the action on M restricts to an automorphism

18



on Lg. The derivation ' on K extends uniquely to My and is compatible
with the action of G in the sense that o(z') = (o(x))’ for all ¢ € G and
x € M.

Let o be chosen such that o(f) = af +bg with b # 0. This is possible by
Remark 5. Extend ¢ to an automorphism o* of My and let G = (o*(F) —
aF)/b € My; then G’ = g and G is algebraic over Kj.

Now consider the differential equation

Y"(z) + q(z) Y'(z) = 0. (28)

This has independent solutions F'; G and 1. We can therefore assume that
My is the Picard-Vessiot field associated to (28).
For 7 € G, clearly we must have

F . F
T(G):G)T bf) al,
1 1

for some A, € GLy(C) and b, € C2. Differentiating, we find that

() -3 0)

So, with (26) we must have A, = A

Q onto G. If o maps to the identity in G, then AJ = | and we have must
have b, = 0, since the matrix

I b,

0 1

has finite order. Therefore the map is an isomorphism, and we conclude

TiL, for all 7 € G. This gives a map from

[My : Ko| = ‘QN‘ = |G| = [Lo : Ko,
thus MQ :Lo.

Moreover we can replace F' and G by F + k and G + [, with k,l € C so
that b, = 0 for all o:* Choose

k) 1 .
=c:= — A bs.
(1) =c-m2

From the relation 7(o(F)) = 7o(F), we deduce

ATO’ = AO'AT7 bro = AO'bT + b,

“Clearly, adding a constant k to F' does not alter the property of being algebraic or
not.

19



Hence, for any 7 € G, we have
1 1
c= D Argbre = = 3 AT A (A + ) = ATy + A,
91 €g |g]0€g

giving
br +c=Ac,

for all 7 € G. Thus,

a(@) Lo = A, @) +bg+c—Ao(<g> +o).

Now let £ be given by

|F @G
hence ; F oG
" o g 1
3 (x) = f/ g/ + f// g// =1 Q<x) §.

Moreover, for all o € G, we have

<a<s>><x>=g<‘§ §’>:’<? j)AZ

and thus £(z) is a rational function.
On the other hand, assume that a rational solution of

() + q(x) §(x) = 1,

exists. Expanding £ as a Laurent series in « about 0, we get with (22) that
&(x) = ka" 4 --- for some r € Z and k # 0. Comparing coefficients of 2”2

yields

= A7 | &(x) = &(x),

r(r—1)+(1-1/m? =0,

which yields a contradiction. Therefore F' cannot be algebraic.

5.2.2 Rational solutions of (27) imply that two independent ra-
tional first integrals of (23) exist.

Assume that (27) holds. We therefore have two algebraic functions, r and

s, such that
w=rw +swy € K’

with w; as in (24). This gives, taking differentials,

raAwi +saAwy=aAw=dw=dr Awy + ds A ws,
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and hence,
(dr —ra) ANwy + (ds — sa) Awg = 0. (29)

If s = 0 then o(w) = w implies
o(r)o(wr) = rwi,

for all o € G. However, this would mean that o(w1) = c,w; with some
character o — ¢, of G, and, with

o(wr) = (- )dz + o(f1)dy + o(f])dz,

furthermore that o(f1) = ¢, f1 for all 0 € G. This is impossible by Remark
D.
Therefore, we have r and s both non-zero. From (29) we can deduce that

<dr—a>/\Q: <d5—a>/\Q:0,
r s

(Cl’”_dg>m:o.
r s

Thus r/s is either a non-trivial first integral of (23), or s = Ar for some
reC.
In the latter case, we have

and hence

w=r(wy + Aws). (30)

As before, 0(w) = w implies that

r(1 A (Z;) —o(r) (1 A) A, (5;) :

and hence (1 /\) is a common left eigenvector of the A,, by the linear

independence of the w;. Once again, this is impossible by Remark 5.
Hence, we are left in the situation where /s is a non-trivial algebraic

first integral. From this, we have a rational first integral by Lemma 2.

Let ¢ € K be arational first integral. Since d¢ is a rational 1-form satisfying

(27) with a = 0, we can start afresh with

dp = rwi + swa,

for some new choice of r and s, algebraic over K. As above, we see that r
and s are both non-zero. Taking differentials, we get

dr ANwi 4+ ds ANwy =0,
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and hence r and s satisfy
drANQ2=dsNQ=0.
We show that one of dr A d¢ or ds A d¢ is non-zero: Suppose that
dp Ndr =dp Nds = 0;

then we can write

dr =7d¢; ds=35d¢p (31)

for some algebraic elements, 7 and 5. Thus,
do A (7:(,01 + §(,U2) =0,

and hence
Tw) + Swo = £do,

thus
(F—Llr)w; + (§ —ls)wa =0

for some ¢, algebraic over K. This gives
F—lr=5—4{£s=0,

due to the linear independence of the w; over Lo, and hence, d(r/s) = 0
from (31), and r/s € C. However, we have already seen from the argument
concerning (30) that this is not possible.

Without loss of generality, we take dr A d¢ # 0, so that r is an algebraic
first integral independent of ¢. We now deduce the existence of a second
rational first integral, v, with di) A d¢ # 0, with a variant of the proof of
Lemma 2. Let

P4 ko kg =0

be the minimal equation for r over K. Acting by € A d(-) on this equation
we obtain

QANdkp_ 17" 4+ -+ QAdky =0,

and hence we have Q A dk; = 0 for all 7. If we have d¢ A dk; # 0 for some
J then we can take ¢» = k;. If not, then we have d¢ A dk; = 0 for all 7.
However, in this case, by acting on the minimal equation by d¢ A d(-), we
get

("t 4+ (n = Doy 2+ + k1) dp Adr =0,

so that nr" 1 + (n — 1)k,_17" "2 4+ --- + k; = 0, contradicting minimality.
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5.2.3 If (27) holds, then F' must be algebraic.

Assume that ¢ and ¢ are two independent rational first integrals of (21),
and let p € C? such that both are defned at p and d¢ A dip (p) # 0. We may
assume that ¢(p) = ¥ (p) = 0. Let R and S, respectively be the numerators
of ¢ and 9, and let Ry resp. Sy be the irreducible factors of R resp. S
that vanish at p; these define an algebraic variety ¥ € C3. Thus the local
trajectory of (21) through p is contained in V.

Since # = 1 in (21), the trajectory admits a local parameterization by x in
the form (x,7n(z),{(x)), where n and ¢ are analytic functions of .

Now let @1 = Q1(z,y) be the resultant of Ry and Sy with respect to z, and
let Q2 = Q2(x, z) be the resultant of Ry and Sy with respect to y. Since
Q1(x,n(z)) = 0 for all z in a neighborhood of z(p), one cannot have @
independent of y, thus Q1 (x,n(z)) = 0 shows that 7 is an algebraic function
of . By the same token, Qa(x,((z)) = 0 shows that ¢ is an algebraic
function of z.

Choosing power series expansions of F' and G, we can embed My into the
field of convergent Laurent series, M = C{z}[x~!], thus we also may assume
n(z) and {(x) in M.

Let the value of the first integral Z(z,y,2) =y f(x)+ 2 f'(z) + F(z) at p be
k € C. Then = = k along the trajectory through p. Thus

Bz, n(x),((2) = k = n(z) f(z) + {(2) ['(2) + Flx),

in M for all x near z(p), and hence F'(x) is algebraic over C(z) since n(x),
¢(z), f(x) and f'(z) are all algebraic over C(z).

5.3 Dihedral groups and exceptional cases (E1)

The arguments in the previous subsection also apply to the construction
of exceptional cases (€2, L) with Galois groups G = Di,L@), N > 3: Start-
ing with ¢ defined as in (22), but now with (m,n,p) some permutation of
(2,2,N) (cf. Matsuda [14]), the construction yields a Picard-Vessiot ex-
tension with differential Galois group G. The rest of the argument applies
verbatim.

With Proposition 6 one sees furthermore that L contains a degree two sub-
field F' that represents an exceptional case (E1). Thus by an indirect argu-
ment the existence of this class of exceptional cases is ascertained.

We also provide an explicit example.

Example 1. We consider the D3 case and determine an intermediate field
of degree two.

1. We specialize the construction for (m,n,p) = (2,2,3), thus (22) spe-

cializes to
3 11 3

q(z) = 1622 72x(x — 1) + 16(x — 1)2°

(32)
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By Proposition 8 the vector field obtained by specialization of (23) is
exceptional. Explicitly the differential equation is given as

i o= 1
3 11 3

) = - 1 33

4 (163:2 723:(x—1)+16(x—1)2>z (33)

z = —u.

From general arguments we know that (33) admits a first integral
defined over some degree two extension of K. We proceed with the
ingredients of the construction for the dihedral case: A solution basis
for the linear differential equation (21) is obtained using the MAPLE
symbolic computing environment, [13], and is given by

o= - (VEr VD)
fro= -0V (va+va-D)"

We note
i, ._¥(3.(2;p71)+2\/W)
i T 122(z—1) 7

thus h; lies in a degree two extension F' := K(vk) of the rational
function field K, by adjoining a square root of k := z(z — 1).

Now, according to (24) the form

wi = d(y fi(x) + 2 fi(x)) + fi(z) dx
= (hi—qzh+yf) de+ fidy+ f1dz

is a first integral of the 2-form, with dw; = 0. (The same holds for wo,
mutatis mutandis.)

. To explicitly obtain forms over the degree two intermediate field F' =
K (Vk) (with the nontrivial automorphism o sending vk to —vk) we
set

O1:=— wi=1—-gz+yh)de+dy+hidz€eF’
and Wy = o(w1). By construction we have
dw; = a; N\ &,
with

/
al = —;1 der = —M d.%; aQ = —O'(hl) dz
1

Thus, by construction the &; € F’ are first integrals, and w1 Ao € F-Q.
(One may also verify this by direct computation.)
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