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INTRODUCTION

Consider Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) of alkali atontsar = 1 hyperfine state,
elongated inx direction and confined in the transverse directigrzsby purely optical
means. The dynamics of this assembly of atoms is describadBbgomponent normal-
ized spinor wave vectob = (®1, Do, ®_1)T(x,t) satisfying the multicomponent non-
linear Schrodinger (MNLS) equation [1, 2, 3], which in dins@nless coordinates can
be written down as:

i Dig +02D1q +2(| D2+ |¢0|2)‘Dil+¢*¢1¢% =0,

. . (1)
i3, Do+ 02PDg + (2] D 1| + |Do|? + 2| D_1|?) Do + 205D 1P _1 = 0,

The second model which describes BEC Witk 2 hyperfine structure is a 5-component
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MNLS system:
: 2 Ht & 2 * ¥ B2
0.0+ 02P1o+2 (BT, B) — [915]?) Dup + 207D, 1By — DL,PF =0,
10 D21+ 0211 +2 (BT, ) — [011]?) Doy + 20510 1041 + DL PF=0, ()

. I |
i Do + 02Dg + 2 ((CDT, D) — 5|c1>0|2> Dp+ 205D 1P _1 — 2DjD, ,D_5 =0,

where (@1, ®) = 52, |d|2. Both models allow Lax representations and therefore
are integrable by the inverse scattering transform met#pél,[3]. The Lax pairs have
natural Lie algebraic structure which relates them to themegtric space8D.| ~
SO(n+2)/SO(n) x SO(2) with n = 3 andn = 5 respectively. From algebraic point
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of view this means that the potenti@(x,t) of L takes the formQ(x,t) = [J, X(X,t)]
whereX(x,t) is a generic element of the Lie algets@an+ 2) and the constant element
J=diag(1,0,...,0—1) is a specially chosen element of the Cartan subalgilora.
For more details seel[5, 4].

The present paper extends the results af/[2, 3] for the cldgN.S related toBD.I-
type symmetric spaces, i.e. for any We briefly outline how the direct and inverse
scattering problem for the Lax operator are reduced to a RmrHilbert problem. Next
we find that a simple change of variables can cast the abowmiened MNLS into the
Kulish-Sklyanin model (KSM).[6]. We also apply Mikhailovdaction group method
[7] and derive several new types of MNLS interactions. Wewealso the constraints
on the polarization vectors in the dressing factors thatiraposed by the reductions.
Finally we apply a proper modification (see [2, 3]) of the Zaldv-Shabat dressing
method [8) O] and derive the soliton solutions of the MNLS ahd&kSM in particular.
Thus we obtain several new types of integrable vector MNLethair soliton solutions.

The majority of papers devoted to soliton equations anafym solve the inverse
scattering problem (ISP) for the relevant Lax operatoragishe typical (lowest di-
mensional) representation of the corresponding Lie algeltrthe end of our paper we
briefly compare the properties of the dressing factors inaivithe fundamental repre-
sentations of the Lie algebsa(2r). We also elucidate some additional issues considered
in [3,110] such as the structure of the soliton solutions dredaffect of additional.,-
reductions.

MNLS EQUATIONS FOR BD.I SERIES OF SYMMETRIC SPACES

MNLS equations for th&D.I. series of symmetric spaces (algebras of the sgoe+ 2)
andJ dual toe;) have the Lax representatifin M] = 0 as follows

LY(xt,A) = idap+(Qxt) —AJ)Y(xt,A)=0. (3)
M@(xt,A) = id+ (Mo(xt) +AVa(x,t) —A2)@(x,t,A) =0, (4)
10dQ 1

Vi) = Qxt),  Vo(xt) =iady =45 [ad;*Q.Qx 1. (5)

dx
where agX = [J, X] and aql is well defined on the image of adn g;

0 g o
Q=| P O sd |, J=diag1,0,...0,-1). (6)
0 p'sy O
Then-component vectorg§ and p have the form
q:(qlv'-'vqn)Tv ﬁ:(plv"'7pn)T7 (7)

while the matrixsy = S™ enters in the definition afo(n):

n
Xesan,  X+8XTSV =0, §V=3 DD, . @
S—=



forn=2r+1 and

r

S(n) - Zl(_l)%l(Eé?+1s+ Er(anr)lfs,s) (9)
S—=

for n= 2r. By E{}j above we mean x n matrix whose matrix elements afESp);;
0sidpj. With the definition of orthogonality used inl(8) the Carta@ngratorsHy

E&”k) - Er(]i)l_km .1 are represented by diagonal matrices.

The Lax pairs, related to the symmetric spa&&n+ 2)/(SQn) x SO 2)) have
special algebraic properties. They are determined by ¢hgas= H; to be dual to
e; € E'. It allows one to introduce a grading gni.e.g = go & g1 SO that:

[X1,X2] € go, [X1,Y1] € g1, [Y1,Y2] € go, (10)

for any choice of the elemeni$, Xo € go andYi, Y2 € g1. The grading splits the set
of positive roots ofso(n) into two subsetd™ = AJ UA] whereA§ contains all the

positive roots ofg which are orthogonal tey, i.e. (a,e;) = 0; the roots inB € Af
satisfy(f,e1) = 1. For more details seg [5].

In writing down the Lax pair[(8) we made use of the typioat n representation of
so(n). The Lax pair can be considered in any representaticof), then the potential
Q will take the form:

Q(x,t) = Z (a (X, 1)Eq + pa (X,1)E_q). (11)

+
aelAy

Next we introduce-component ‘vectors’ formed by the Weyl generatorsah+ 2)
corresponding to the roots iy :

Ef = (Ei(el_ez), sy Ej:(el—er)7 Eie, Ei(el+er)’ ) Ei(eﬁez))’ (12)
forn=2r+1 and
E)]:_t = (E:i:(e]_*ezﬁ veey Ei(elfe(% Ei(e1+e(), ceey Ei(e1+e2)), (13)

for n = 2r. Then the generic form of the potential¥x,t) related to these type of
symmetric spaces can be written as sum of two "scalar" pteduc

Q(x.t) = (d(xt) - Ef) + (B(x,t) - Ep). (14)

In terms of these notations the generic MNLS type equati@mnected toBD.I.
acquire the form

iPt — Pxx— 2(, B) B+ (P, soP)s0d = O,

With the typical reductiorpy = g it gives:

ik + G+ 2(A", )0 — (0, Sod)s00* = O, (16)

(15)



If we put n= 3 and introduce the new variabl&s.; = g;3, ®o = > we recover
equations[(1). Likewise witih=5 and®., = g1 5, P11 = G4, Po = g3 We find eq.
(2). The Hamiltonians for the MNLS equatiofis{15) are givgn b

s = [ ox( (07 00 - (7. @+ 5 op@ %)) (7)

THE DIRECT AND THE INVERSE SCATTERING PROBLEM

The fundamental analytic solution

Herein we remind some basic features of the inverse saajtdreory for the operator
L (4), see[2, 3]. There we have made use of the general theveyaged in[211, 11, 12,
13] and the references therein. The Jost solutionisare defined by:
; IAIX __ ; IAIX
Jim p(xt,A)eM =1, lim g(xtA)e" =1 (18)
and the scattering matrik(A,t) = ¢ 1@(x,t,A). The special choice of and the fact

that the Jost solutions and the scattering matrix take sdaluéhe grouglSQn+ 2) we
can use the following block-matrix structure BfA , t)

mf b T ¢ ) m BT
TA)=| b" Tpn -sB |, TAH=| -B" T b |,
ci BfTsy m
- (19)
whereb®(A,t) and B*(A,t) are n-component vectors 22(A) is n x n block matrix,

andm;(A), andc; (A ) are scalar functions. Such parametrization is compatikitetive
generalized Gauss decompositiong @A ) which read as follows:

TA)=T;D}8, TAH=T/D;§,
T =P ED), s =e* (&), Dy =diag (mf)*1,m, (m)¥).

The functionsmy andn x n matrix-valued) functionsny are are analytic foA € C..
We have introduced also the notations:

. B . Bf .. b* .. b
p - ) T = > p - ) T = T
my my my my
L mE(PTepY) | mirTer)
1 2 2 ’
_7T - +7T +
b__lJz_ g—, b+:“—2_§+, |§+:SOI*‘27+b+, g_:SOHiSOb_,
my my my my

whereu® = mJ —btb~T/(2mf), u= = m; —soB*B~Tso/(2m]). There are some
additional relations which ensure that boktiA) and its inversel (A) belong to the

A

orthogonal groufsQ(n+2) and thatT (A)T(A) = 1.



Important tools for reducing the ISP to a Riemann-Hilbedljpem (RHP) are the
fundamental analytic solution (FA)*(x,t,A). We will introduce two pairs of FAS
using the generalized Gauss decompositioh @¥,t), seel[11, 13, 14]:

Xi(X,t,)\> = (p(X,t,)\)S:‘]t(t,)\) = w(xvtv)‘)T\f(tv)‘)D\:]t()\)a

X)) = LS CDER) = LT L), O

More precisely, this construction ensures #afx,A) = x*(x,A)é**and&"*(x,A) =
X' (x,A)€49% are analytic functions oA for A € C.. If Q(x,t) is a solution of the
MNLS eq. [15) then the matrix elementsDfA ) satisfy the linear evolution equations
[2,13]

REt R+
90”2t Ay =0, 9B | a2B=(t Ay =0,
dt dt X 1)
dmy 0 dmy
o o @~ °

Thus the block-diagonal matric&€s"(A) can be considered as generating functionals of
the integrals of motion. The fact that &fir — 1)2 matrix elements ofnz (A) for A € C..
generate integrals of motion reflect the superintegrgtwfithe model and are due to the
degeneracy of the dispersion law[of|(15). We remind Dﬁ({/\ ) allow analytic extension
for A € C. and that their zeroes and poles determine the discretevailyexs ofl.

The Riemann-Hilbert Problem

The FAS for reald are linearly related [2, 3]

X+(X7t7)\):X_(Xata)\)GOJ()\vt)7 GO,J()\vt):é\]_()\vt)Sj()ht) (22)

XIHL(tha)\) = lei(x7t7)\ )Gé),.]()\ 7t>7 G6,J()\ 7t) = -’I;JJF(A 7t>TJ7()\ 7t)
One can rewrite eg (22) in an equivalent form for the RASx,t,A) = x*(x.t,A)g*
and&’*(x,t,A) = x"*(x,t,A)&* ¥ which satisfy the equation:

d&*

1S QUEH (X A) —A[L,EF(xA)] =0,

dx (23)

-d'fl’i 14 14+
e TQUIE (X A) ~A[LE(xA)] =0
and the relations
lim Ei(x,t,)\) =1, lim E’vi(x,t,)\) =1. (24)
A —00 A —o0

Then these FAS satisfy the RHP’s

EY(xt,A) =& (X,t,A)Gy(x A1), Gy(x,A,t) = e MNFANGT () 1)L

EH(xt,A) =& (x,A)Gi(x, A1),  Gi(xA,t) = e MNHANG () 1),
(25)



Obviously the sewing functiof®;(x,A,t) (resp.Gj(x,A,t)) is uniquely determined by
the Gauss factorS; (A ,t) (resp.T;7(A,1)). In addition Zakharov-Shabat's theorem [8]
states that if sewing functiorB;(x,A,t) andG/(x,A,t) depend orx andt in the way
prescribed above ensures that the corresponding FASystitésfinear systems (23).

Assume we have solved the RHP’s above and know the EA&,t,A). Then the
corresponding potential af is recovered by

QUx,t) = lim A (J—f+(x,t,A>J2+(x,t,)\)). (26)

REDUCTIONS OF MNLS

The reduction group proposed by Mikhailov [7] provides falasses of reductions
which are automatically compatible with the Lax represeomaof the corresponding
MNLS eq.

The reduction grousg is a finite group which preserves the Lax representation
[L,M] =0, i.e.itensures that the reduction constraints are autoatls compatible with
the evolutionGr must have two realizations: Gr C Autg and ii) Ggr C ConfC, i.e. as
conformal mappings of the complex-plane. To eacly, € Gr we relate a reduction
condition for the Lax pair as follows|[7]:

Cu(L(Fk(A))) =nkL(A), C(M(Tk(A))) = nkM(A), (27)

whereCy € Aut g andlk(A) € ConfC are the images ajx andny = 1 or —1 depending
on the choice o€. SinceGr is a finite group then for ead there exist an integei

such thag'lz"‘ = 1. In all the cases beloWy = 2 and the reduction group is isomorphic
to Z,. More specifically the automorphisr@g, k= 1,...,4 listed above lead to the four
possible classes of reductions for the matrix-valued fonst

UXtA)=Q(xt)—AJ,  V(Xt,A)=Vo(xt)+AVi(x,t)—A2J,  (28)

of the Lax representation:

1) C1(UT(k1(A))) =U(A), C1(VT(k1(A)) =V (A),

2) Co(UT(Kka(A))) = —U(A), Co(VT(k2(A))) = =V(A), (29)
3) Ca(U*(k1(A))) = -U(A), Cs(V*(k1(A))) = -V (A),

4) Ca(U(k2(A))) =U(A), Ca(V(k2(A))) =V(A),

In what follows we will examine the typical reductions of MSLegs. of the class 1)
obtained by specifyingi1(A) = A* andC; to be aZ,-automorphism ofy such that
C1(J) = J. Below we list several choices f@j leading to inequivalent reductions:

a) C =1, p(x) =d"(x), b) Ci1=Ky, B(X) = Koad™ (X),
c) Ci=S5,, PX) =Kox0"(x), d) C1=%S%;, B(X) =Kod (X)),

where

Kj = block-diag(1, Koj, 1), Ko1 =diag(€1,...,&-1,1,&-1,...,&1), (31)

(30)



andej = +1. The matrice&o, andKgz corresponding to the Weyl reflectioBs, S, S,
etc. are not diagonal; they have dimensmxn and forn = 3,4 and 5 are given by:

0O 0 1
n:3, Kozz 0 -10 5

1 0 O

0 00 -1 00 0 1
0 10 0 0 0 -1 0

n=4 Ke2=| g g1 0o | Ks=1|0o -1 0 o] )
100 0 10 0 0 (32)
00 0 0-1 0 000 -1
010 0 O 0 001 0

N=5 Kp=| 0 0 -10 0 |, Ke=| 0 010 0 |
000 1 0 0 100 0
10 0 0 0 1000 0

Each of the above reductions impose constraints on the FABeoscattering matrix
T(A) and on its Gauss facto& (1), T;"(A) andD3 (7). These have the form:

(@AD" =KM@ K, (W A7) =K P K,
(XA =KTR (% A)K; (TANT =K TA)K;, (33)

(S*A DT =K S (MK (T AN =K T (K

(D*(A") ' =KD~ (A)K;

where the matriceK; are specific for each choice of the automorph@imnsee eq.[(31).
In particular, from the last line of (33) anld (31) we get:

(m{ (A7) =mg (A), (34)
and consequently, i (A) has zeroes at the poimg, thenm; (A) has zeroes at:
A =A%, k=1,...,N. (35)

Below we will write down the effects of these reductions or torresponding
Hamiltonians. For the typical reductigi= §* we get:

s = [ e (0.0 - @@+ @ 0@ )} @O

His = | de((ﬁqujﬁx5*> (@K 5@ sOd><d’*,soa*>) . @D

The Hamiltoniar1—|,5,,l,2ILS with Koz (31) has indefinite kinetic term. As a consequence the
corresponding MNLS has singular soliton solutions whidowsup’ in finite time.



The above Hamiltonians, after the change of variables canrlten in more ‘aes-
thetic’ form. Indeed, for odeh = 2r — 1 we can put:

Vok—1 £ 1Var ki1 IVok F Var —2k
— — = 9 2k = ——= > = Co,rVr;
O2k—1,2r —2k+1 NG O2k, 2r —2k NG Or = Co,rVr
| (38)
withk=1,2,...,r —1 andco, = €"~17/2; for n = 2r we put:
Vok—1F1Vor ki IVok F Vor —2k41
Cdorokin = , g = AT Va2l (g
O2k—1,2r— 2k +2 7 Ok 2r — 2k +1 73 (39)
withk=1.2,....r.
Inserting the above changes of variables into the Ham#io{86) we get
0 n 2 n 5 2 1 n 2
Hes = [ dx 3 o= 3P| 45| 3 ) (40)
= = =

which is the Hamiltonian of the-component Kulish-Sklyanin model (KSM) [6]. Thus
we have demonstrated that the Lax palirs (B), (4) can be usedfat integrating
the MNLS (40). In their original paper|[6] Kulish and Sklyanhave used Lax pair
whose potential is an element of a Clifford algebra. Latdedbnv and Svinolupov [15]
discovered another class of Lax pairs for these models whotantials take values in
Jordan algebras. The above Lax pairs allowed to prove iabdgy of the KSM but
were not convenient for solving the inverse scattering l@mband constructing exact
solutions. Another important property of these modelsas they possess both classical
[4] and quantunR-matrices|[B].

Another way to obtain KSM is to apply the reduction of type 4)thw
Ko = block-diag(1, £s9,1), wheree = +1. For odd values ofi = 2r — 1 this reduction
means that:

Ok = (_1)k+13CI2rfk:Wk7 k= 17~-~7r7 (41)

while for n = 2r one gets:
Ok = <_1)k+13CI2rfk+l = W, k=1,...,r. (42)

This reduction leads to-component KSM.
Let us write down the Hamiltonians for the different redanos. Below for conve-
nience we will splitHynLs into kinetic and interaction termstynLs = Hkijn — Hin‘t .
Reduction b):

00 r-1
Hi = | dx{ 3 e;(\aanzﬂax%j|2>+\axqr|2},
SLapX

[ r-1
1
Hix :/ dx{ S &i(1aj[? + ldzr %) + [ar[)? (43)
L&
r—1 2

S (~)I g0+ (—1)"f
=1

1

2

Y




One can construct other reductions, e.g. ones of type c) igdbction matrixK;.

Then .
s — [ o
MNLS

{(axd*K,-axm (a'Kja)>+ 3 } (d" sod)| } (44)

Characteristic feature of the reductions involving Weybgy elements is that they
lead to ‘non-diagonal’ form of the kinetic terms [16]. Magisimple change of variables
diagonalizingKj we can recover the diagonal form of the kinetic terms but unfeately
we can not make it positive definite. This is related to the ﬂlaath 1 and so has as
eigenvalues both-1 and—1 with certain multiplicities.

Let us give also an important example of class 2) reduct[8% {[he constraints that
these class of reductlons impose on the FAS and on the dogttaatrix T(A) and on
its Gauss factorS; (A ), T;°(A) andD5 (A ) take the form:

XTANT =K AK (T =K T(AK],

- . (45)
(S"ANT=K{SH K] (THA)T =K THA)K]

and (D*(A))T = KJ{”lf)i()\)Kjf. The explicit form of the matriceK] is determined
by the particular realization of the automorphi€n Choosingn = 3 andC, = &, we
obtain the constraird; = gz and the reduced Hamiltonian takes the form:

H= / dX{|(9xV1| +|(9XV2|2 (|V1|2+|V2| ‘Vz ‘}, (46)

where we have puy =g = ﬁvl andgy = v». This model also been derived as relevant
for F =1 BEC [17].

DRESSING METHOD AND SOLITON SOLUTIONS

The dressing Zakharov-Shabat method [8, 9] for constrgsttiton solutions of MNLS
has been modified in 3] for the BD.I-type symmetric spacdeeré we also analyzed
the different types of soliton solutions. Below we brieflyscliss the properties of the
generic one-soliton solutions

It is obtained by dressing the regular Fe@ (x,A) of the RHP [(25). Using them we
construct the singular solutiong (x,A) of the RHP

Xi(xv)\) = U(X7)\ )Xét(x,)\)lj_, X/Ft(xv)\) = U(X7)\ )X(:)t(x,)\)lj+,

UxA) = 1+ (@A) - DR+ (M) - DRX),  ue= lim uxA). @7
For the above choice dfit is enough to consider rank 1 project®gx, t) andPy(x,t) =
SoPlTSo. Together with the constraifyP; = 0, the last condition ensures thai,t) €
SQAn+ 2). It remains to only to give the explicit form d?;(x,t). Generically it is
determined by two polarization vectdrg ) and( '

P]_(X,t) _ |n1(x7t>>T

(X, t)] Sy ey IMu(X t))(nl(Xt)|
= O Py(X,t) (48)

m(xt) ST ot M)



|n1(x,t)> = Xa_(xvtv)‘f_)|n0,l>7 <m1(x,t)| = <rT]071|)?0_(X,t,)\1_),
IMmu(x,t)) = Xo (Xt,A1)[Mo1), (my(x.t)| = (MozlXo (X.t,A1 ).

The one soliton solution is parametrized by the two eigetreﬁ;-),lljE and by the polar-
ization vectorsgng 1) and(mg 1|. The latter after renormalization hame- 1 independent
components each:

(49)

VAo,
nox) = | Vo1/vAs | {mosl = (v/Bo,Flor/v/Bo.1/v/Bo).
1/vAo

whereAy = %(Vo 1So0V0.1) andBg = %(ﬁo 1SoFo.1). The constrainP Py = 0 means that

the vectorglp 1 andvp 1 must satlsfyuO 150V0,1 = 0. Therefore the one-soliton solution
can be viewed as a dynamical system with-21 degrees of freedom. After some
simplifications it takes the form:

4i .z . :
ak(X,t) = —%e_'”lzkefo’k [cog duk) cosh(zok) +1isin(dpk) sinh(zok)],  (50)
(Vo Vo) 5 5
A=2cosl{2z)+C, C= Aol 2 = X+Wwqt — So /M1,
2o = V(X — Ugt) + &, 20k=v1X+€ok, ZOkzvl(X—vlt)Jrr?Ok, (51)
1 Vo,2r k| = Vo [Vo,2r k|
£ = =In|Aq, g ——In £y = Lin VoK Voar—k|
0=73"lA k= Magflo” T2 A

ok = (dozrk+0ok—Qo—TK)/2, Gk = (Qo2r—k — Aok + Ao+ TK) /2,
whereap = argAg andadg k = argvo.
Each of the reductions of the tyde {29) imposes constraimttemly onA;" = (A)*,
but also on the polarization vectors:

— — T —
Poi=KojVo1",  VgiKojSoVo1=0. (52)

As a result, after the reduction the number of independerdnpeters of the soliton
solution becomes — 1. The velocitiesu; andw; are given byu; = —2u; andw; =
(V§— 1)/ .

Special attention deserves the fact that genericallgalbre different and as a result
each componert(X,t) has its center of mass shifted with respect to the others.

Let us now consider #, x Z, reduction by applying simultaneously two reduction:
the first is the typical one and the second is the class 2) tiehscas for the model (46).
The first reduction imposes the relationl(52) between thepwlarization vectorsng 1)
and(ng1|. The second reduction imposes constraint on the veagal, namely:

[Mo1) = KojlNoa).

In particular, forn =3 and C, = S, the vector|ng1) has 3 components and
K(’)j = diag(1,—1,1). Thus only two independent complex coefficients are enough
to parametrize the corresponding polarization vector,thadorresponding soliton can
be viewed as dynamical system with three degrees of freedom.



DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

One of the important consequences of the FAS is that with tiedp one can construct
the kernel of the resolvent df (see [12, 18]) and prove the completeness relation
for its eigenfunctions. From these expressions it beconbe#oos that the resolvent
develops poles at all poinfg- € C.. for whichmy(A;") = 0. Combining this fact with
the equivalence between the solutions of the RHP and the FAA%d.ax operator we
conclude that the singularities of the RHP correspond taliberete eigenvalues af

Quite often the general analysis of the MNLS (1) is followgdsbmplifications which
often reduce the MNLS to a single-component NLS. One way dbisovas mentioned
above: it is to impose the reductioh,; = ®_;1. Another less obvious way to this is
to impose this reduction on the initial conditions. Indeedg can show that impos-
ing ®,1(x,t =0) = d_1(x,t =0) ensures that1(x,t) = P_1(x,t) for all t > 0. At
the same time there is a substantial difference betweenoliters of the scalar NLS
or Manakov model and the solitons of MNLEl (1). Unlike the &wois of the Man-
akov model, all three components of the one-soliton satutib(d) have different-
dependence; generically each component has differenie’cehmass’ position. There-
fore, if one wants to demonstrate new nontrivial aspectslition dynamics one should
use generic initial values fab1(x,t = 0)and®_;(x,t = 0).

Another still open problem is the interrelation between sidutions of the direct
and inverse scattering problem forconsidered in different irreducible representations
(IRREP) of the corresponding Lie algebga From the point of view of the relevant
NLEE, their Lax representations have purely algebraicneadnd therefore, the form of
the NLEEdoes not depenan the choice of the IRREP gf

From the point of view of the spectral theory, the differeRREP have different
dimensions; therefore changing the IRREP we chahgeorderof the corresponding
operator. Since we are dealing with simple Lie algebras whBREP are well known
[5]. In particular, it is well known that the finite dimensiairepresentations can be real-
ized as invariant subspaces of the tensor products of theatygne. Let us assume that
we are able to construct the FAS and the relevant RHP andulgdsastors in the typical
representation. Obviously, taking the tensors productseFAS their analyticity prop-
erties will persist and we will get the corresponding FAS &#tP in the corresponding
IRREP. However nontrivial things may take place when onesicars the multiplicities
of the corresponding discrete eigenvalues.

As an example | will just mention that the dressing factor loaevaluated also for the
other fundamental representationg§19]. If in the typical representation @f~ so(2r)
u(x,A) is given by [(47) then in the spinor representation it willeéake form [20]:

u(x,A) = /e (A)m(xt) + 7 (X 1), m(xt) = Hm(x )57,

Cc1(A)

and the projectors satisfy (x,t)m(x,t) = 0 andrm(x,t) + m(x,t) = 1. Note the sub-
stantial change in th&-dependence af(x,A ), as well as the fact that now instead of
having rank one projectof (x,t) we get projectorss (x,t) andmm (x,t) of rankr.

We will discuss these problems in more details elsewhere.
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