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In this note, we wish to point out certain basic misconceptions and incorrect statements
made by Giirses and Pekcan in their recent paper! on the soliton solutions of space reflection
symmetric (S-symmetric) nonlocal nonlinear Schrodinger (NNLS) equation . Further, we
would like to re-emphasize that the soliton solutions for the reverse space NNLS equation
obtained by us in Ref. 2 is correct and more general (both PT-symmetry preserving/broken
cases). The solutions obtained by Giirses and Pekcan turn out to be special cases of the
solutions obtained by us.

In Ref. 2, we have constructed one- and two-soliton solutions for the following P7T-

symmetric reverse space NNLS equation introduced in Ref. 3,

iq(x,t) — quo(z,t) — 2q(2,t)¢" (—x, t)q(x,t) = 0. (1)

To obtain general soliton solutions of the above equation through a nonstandard bilineariza-
tion procedure, we augmented the evolution equation for the nonlocal field ¢*(—x,t) which
results from the AKNS scheme? as

iqi (=, 1) + G (=2, 1) + 2¢" (=2, 1)q(x, t)¢" (—=,t) = 0. (2)

In Eq. (), the nonlocal nonlinearity emphasizes the fact that one of the dependent
variables is evaluated at —x while the other variable is evaluated at +x simultaneously.
This implies that the functions ¢(z,t) and ¢*(—x, t) need not be dependent and they are two
independent fields in Eq. (Il). Due to the above reasons, we treat the nonlinear Schrédinger
field g(z,t) and the nonlocal field ¢*(—z,t) as two independent fields satisfying Eqgs. (II) and
(). Since one is considering the Cauchy initial value problem associated with (1) and (2),
it implies that one can specify ¢(z,0) and ¢*(—z,0) independently and consequently they
evolve as the coupled system specified by Eqgs. (1) and (2).

Ablowitz and Musslimani have shown that in Ref. 5 the above reverse space NNLS Egs.
(@) and (2]) posses the PT-symmetry property which has been discussed widely in the recent
literature®?. The PT-symmetry property ensures that Eq. (1) (and Eq. @) as well) is PT
invariant under the combined transformation of parity (P): © — —x and time reversal (7):
t — —t along with ¢+ — —i. Note that an evolution equation admitting certain symmetry
property does not imply that the resultant solution should also exhibit the same symmetry:
it may exhibit spontaneously broken symmetry property as well.

In this situation, if Eq. ({l) admits a solution which obeys the PT-symmetry property,
that is PT [q(x, t)} = q¢"(—x,t) = [q(z, t)]ik _, then such a solution is called a P7-symmetry
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preserving solution. For example, the explicit one soliton solution obtained by Ablowitz and
Musslimani exhibits P7T-symmetry®4. Consequently, in this case the function ¢*(—z,t) is
nothing but the one obtained from the function ¢(z,t) after taking complex conjugation and

a space inversion. We call this case as PT-symmetry preserving solution.

On the other hand, if the solution ¢(x,t) does not obey the above PT-symmetry prop-
erty of Eq. (), PT[q(x,t)] # ¢*(—x,t), then we call such a solution as P7T-symmetry
broken solution. In this case, the function ¢*(—z,t) need not be parity transformed complex
conjugate of ¢(x,t). It turns out that Eqs. () and () admit both the above types of

solutions.

The above fact ensures that the solutions need not preserve the symmetry while the
original evolution equation (reverse space NNLS Eq. (I and (2))) does. This is akin to
spontaneously symmetry breaking solutions, for example P-symmetry in & — wiz + Az = (
or PT-symmetry in & + krz — wiz + %ﬁz?’ = 0 or their field versions, see Ref. 8. Note
that these equations also admit both symmetry preserving and breaking solutions. In view
of the above said reasons, to explore symmetry preserving and non-preserving solutions, it
is very much essential to consider the fields ¢(z,t) and ¢*(—z,t) as two independent fields.
Once their explicit forms are obtained one can categorize them by imposing or excluding

the relation

¢ (—=x,t) = lq(=, D], .- (3)

Note that Eq. (B]) is an extra requirement not demanded by the Cauchy initial value problem
of Egs. (1) and (2), and so it is not required in general. The situation is similar to a simple
time delay equation % = —bx + af(z(t — 7)), where a, b and 7 are constants and f is a
nonlinear function. Then the solution x(t — 7) is not merely x(t¢) evaluated at ¢t =t — 7 but
is much more complicated and chaotic? and the initial conditions have to be specified on a

line —7 <t < 0 and each value of z(¢) in this interval evolves independently.

Considering all the above facts, we have constructed general soliton solutions of reverse
space NNLS Eq. () by solving the later equation along with Eq. (2]) simultaneously through

a nonstandard bilinearization procedure?. We have constructed the one-soliton solution of



Eq. (@) (and ([@)) in the form,

apeft + ef1t2itin apeft A —a1f
q(!L’, t) - 1 4+ efrté&td 4 e2(6+&)+R - 1 4+ efrté&ta’ © = m’
. Breft 4 e2iteithn it

1+ ebrtéitor 4 26 +6)+R — 1 1 cbitb+A’

and then the two soliton solution. Here, & = ikjx — ikt + éo) and & = ikix + ijft +
?0). In the above solution, all the parameters, namely oy, 81, ki, ki, 5&0) and éo) are
arbitrary complex constants and in general there exists no relation between them. From
the above solution, one can immediately observe that the functions ¢(z,t) and ¢*(—z,t) are
independent and they satisfy both the Eqgs. () and (2) without any restriction among the
parameters. The soliton solution given above in () is in general a PT-symmetry broken
solution, except for special choices of parameters as indicated below. In the general case,
the soliton parameters present in the solution () are not related to each other and they in
general do not obey the constraint equation (109) given in Ref. 1. We have also deduced
the PT-symmetry preserving solution, that is
B 2(771 + ﬁ1)€i§16—4iﬁ12t6—2ﬁ1x

1 + ei(61+61) pdi(n —m )t g—2(m+ii)a’
B 2(m + ﬁ1>ei6164in%t€—2n1x

1 + ei(01+61) gi(n —m )t g—2(m -+ )z’

Q(xv t) = (5&)

q*(—l’,t) = (5b>

from our one soliton solution () for the following parametric choices, namely k; = 2,
ki =20, on = —2(m + 71)e® and By = —2(ny + 71)e® (where ny, 71, 6, and 0y, are all
real). The above solution coincides with the one given in Ref. 3.

In Ref. 1, the authors incorrectly claim that the more general soliton solutions obtained
by us do not satisfy the S-symmetric equation (106) of their paper, which is same as Eq.
() given above. We point out here that our general soliton solution (4) indeed satisfies the
S-symmetric equation (106). We deduce the functions ¢(z,t) and ¢*(—x,t) from (@) for the
non-singular soliton corresponding to Fig. 1 of our paper in Ref. 2, by fixing the parameters
ask; =04+1i, k1 =—04+i, ay=1+4 8 =1—4, &Y =&Y =0, that is
(1+ i)e—(1+%)x+(§—%)t (1— i)e(—1+%)x+(§+%)t

*
8 y 4 (—ZL’,t) = 8

q(z,t) = (6)

One can easily check that the above functions do satisfy the S-symmetric equation (106)

given in Ref. 1 as well as each of Eqs. (Il) and (2]) of the present paper. This ensures that
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the parameters chosen by us in Ref. 2 for demonstrating the non-singualar one-soliton of
reverse space NNLS Eq. () is valid and correct one.

We also point out that Giirses and Pekcan in Ref. 1 wrongly calculated the functions
q(z,t) and ¢*(—x,t) from our general soliton solution () for the parametric choice k; =

0444,k =—044d, a, =144 f=1—4 e =—1+iandefl =1+ias

(2i)6_(1+%)w+(%_%)t “(—z,1) (—Qi)e(l—%)w+(§+%)t
, 4 \—Z, =

q(l’,t) =

1— e—2x+%t 1 — e2w+%t (7)

However, the correct forms of ¢(z,t) and ¢*(—=z,t) deduced from () for the above parametric

choice are
(20)e- L+ H)a+(E-2) (24) e~ HE

1 — e—2m+%t v 4 (—LE‘, t) - 1— 6—2x+%t ) (8)

q(z,t) =

It is evident that the wrong expressions given for the functions ¢(z,t) and ¢*(—=x,t)
obviously do not satisfy the S-symmetric equation (106) given in Ref. 1, while our correct
expressions (&) given above do indeed satisfy it as well as Egs. (1) and (2) of the present
paper. These authors also claim that the parameters in our one and two general soliton
solutions should obey the constraint equations (109) and (119) given in Ref. 1 which is
obtained by imposing the relation (3)). As pointed out above the PT-symmetry broken one
and two solutions of the reverse space NNLS Eq. () need not obey the constraint equations
(109) and (119) given in Ref. 1.

Finally, if one demands the condition (3]), for instance for the one soliton solution the
parameters have to be constrained as a} = 3y, k; = k} and éo) = —io)* which corresponds to
the PT-symmetry unbroken case which are satisfied by Eq. (106) of Ref. 2 or Egs. (1) and
(2) given above. For example, we deduce the functions ¢(x,t) and ¢*(—x,t) for ky = 0.4 41,
ki=04—4i, 04 =144, B =1—1, Sio) =0 and 50) = 0 from (4)) in which the complex
parameters obey the constraint Eq. (109) of Ref. 2 as
(1 +Z~)€(1+%)x+(§—22—1;)t

1, 8
1— %efm—l—gt

(1— i)e(—1+%)x+(%+22—15i)t

4. 8
1— %631%1—31&

q(z,t) = , (=, t) = (9)

The above functions also satisfy the S-symmetric NNLS equation (106) of Ref. 1 as well

as Egs. (1) and (2) given in the present paper. We also note that the above solution ()

becomes singular at z = gmr and t = gln
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25, 1 is an integer, which is a generic property of

the above type of reverse space NNLS equation, as pointed out by Ablowitz and Musslimani®.
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Thus, to bring out both PT-symmetry broken and unbroken soliton solutions of reverse
space NNLS equation, one has to consider both Eqs. (Il) and (2)) simultaneously. The PT-
symmetry broken solution obtained by us need not satisfy the constraint equation (109)
given in the recent paper of Giirses and Pekcan?. Consequently the parameters considered
to demonstrate one- and two-soliton solutions in our paper Ref. 2 are valid ones and they

need not obey the constraint Eqs.(109) and (119) of Ref. 1 in general.
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