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Abstract. Thisis a review of the main ideas of the inverse scatterinthote
(ISM) for solving nonlinear evolution equations (NLEE),dwn as soli-
ton equations. As a basic tool we use the fundamental aoagtutions
x*(z, \) of the Lax operatof()\). Then the inverse scattering problem for
L(\) reduces to a Riemann-Hilbert problem. Such constructisrbean ap-
plied to wide class of Lax operators, related to the simpé&edlgebras. We
construct the kernel of the resolventbf)) in terms ofy® (z, \) and derive
the spectral decompositions bf\). Thus we can solve the relevant classes
of NLEE which include the NLS eq. and its multi-component getiza-
tions, theN-wave equations etc. Applying the dressing method of Zakhar
and Shabat we derive thé-soliton solutions of these equations.

Next we explain that the ISM is a natural generalization effourier trans-
form method. As appropriate generalizations of the usupbegntial func-
tion we use the so-called "squared solutions" which are tcocied again

in terms ofy*(z, \) and the Cartan-Weyl basis of the relevant Lie algebra.
One can prove the completeness relations for the "squahetioss" which

in fact provide the spectral decompositions of the recarsigeratorA.

These decompositions can be used to derive all fundamentaggies of the
corresponding NLEE in terms of: i) the explicit form of the class of in-
tegrable NLEE; ii) the generating functionals of integraisnotion; iii) the
hierarchies of Hamiltonian structures. We outline the intgace of the clas-
sical R-matrices for extracting the involutive integrals of metio

1. Introduction

The modern development of the soliton theory in the lastethiecades of the 20-
th century has lead to a number of important applications gs@lopments in
several areas of contemporary physics and mathematic4 keg2, 6, 3, 2]. In
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this review | will outline the basic ideas of the inverse smahg method (ISM) on
the example of the nonlinear Schroédinger equation (NLS)itsnghulticomponent
generalizations.

The integrability of the well known (scalar) NLS eq.:
i + qow + 2€lq(z, 1) Pq(z,t) =0,  e=+L @

was discovered by Zakharov and Shabat in their pioneer gdpgpwhich strongly
stimulated the search of other important integrable nealirevolution equations
(NLEE). After the Korteweg-de Vries equation, this was tieeasd NLEE inte-
grable by the ISM. In the next few years the number of new natglg NLEE was
growing quickly: the modified KdV eq. [39], th&-wave equations [40, 29, 31],
the vector NLS [34], the Toda chain [35], the principal chffeld eq. [43, 42] etc.

The simplest nontrivial multicomponent generalizatiohlbS is the vector NLS
eg. known also as the Manakov model [34]:

i@ + o + 2(¢' D2, 1) = 0, 2
whereq'is ann-component complex-valued vector:

q1(x,t)
j(xv t) = >
qn(z,t)
tending to zero fast enough for— +oco. Another version of the Manakov model
is:
iGi + oo + 2(7"eq) (2, 1) = 0, €)
wheree = diag(ey, . .., €,) ande, = +£1. Both the scalar and vector NLS equa-

tions (especially the one with = 2) find wide applications in nonlinear optics,
plasma physics etc.

Equations (2) and (3) are particular cases of the matrix Ni.Suhich is obtained
from the system:

iq; + q,, + 2(]7"‘(]($, t) =0,
—iry + ryp + 2rgr(z,t) = 0. 4

with appropriate reductions (involution). Heggz,t) andr” (z,t) aren x m-
matrix-valued functions of andt with n > 1, m > 1 which are smooth enough
and tend to zero fast enough for— +oo. The best known involution compatible
with the evolution of (4) is

r=B_q'B;', Bi=dag(ni,....n5), (F)P=1 (5
and the corresponding MNLS equation is of the form:
iq; + ., +2qB_q'B{'q(x,t) = 0 (6)
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Forn = m = 1 andr = eq* the system (4) goes into the scalar NLS equation; for
m = 1 andn > 1 and with appropriate choice of the involution (5) eq. (4) ban
transferred into the Manakov model or into eq. (6).

The MNLS (6) is known to be closely related to the symmetriacgs [13]. All
these versions of NLS are solvable by applying the ISM. Thai representation
[L, M] = 0 is provided by a generalization of the Zakharov-Shabaesyst

L = <i% +Qat) — /\J> W(@,A) =0, )
My = (i% + Vo(z, t) + A\Vi(z,t) — 2)\2J) Y(z,\) =0, (8)
Qe = (0 ) 1= (5 %) ©)

whereQ(z,t) and J are (n + m) x (n + m) matrices with compatible block
structure and/(x, t), Vi(x,t) are expressed in terms @fand itsz-derivative:
Vi(z,t) =2Q(x,t),  Volo,t) = —[Q,ad;'Q] + 2iad; Q..  (10)
Remark 1. One can consider Lax operators which are more general than (7
For example, like irf40, 11, 15]one can choosé)(x,t) and J to be elements of
a simple Lie algebray such that/ € b and Q(z,t) = [J,Q(z,t)]. Such form
of Q(x,t) can always be achieved by a gauge transformation commutiting i
SuchQ(zx, t) span the co-adjoint orbit of passing through/ and can be viewed
as the tangent plane to the homogeneous sgacg. Hereg is the Lie group with
Lie algebrag and.7 is the subgroup off commuting with/. Our choice of)(x, t)
in eq. (7) corresponds to the symmetric spaé&(n +m)/S(U(n) ® U(m)), see
also[13].
Remark 2. An effective tool to impose involutions is the reductionugrantro-
duced by Mikhailoy36]. The involution (5) (ofZ,-reduction) can be written as:

BU(z,t,\*)B™! = U(x,t,\), (11)
whereB is an automorphism af matrix such that3? = 1, [J, B] = 0 and:

0 B_
Reductions leading to new types of MNLS systems are demtgasin[21, 22]

Ulw,t,)) = Q(a,t) — AJ,  B— (B+ 0 ) (12)

Section 2 is devoted to the direct scattering problem forLtdve operatorL. Our
analysis is based on the notion of fundamental analytictisol(FAS) which al-
lows one to prove that the scattering problem fors equivalent to a Riemann-
Hilbert problem (RHP) for FAS. Two minimal sets of scattgridata7; o are in-
troduced and shown to determine uniquely both the scadteniatrix7’'(\) and the
corresponding potenti@)(x).
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In Section 3 we approach the solution of the inverse scageproblem (ISP)
through the RHP. The dressing Zakharov-Shabat method [4fof the sym-
metric spacesSU(n + m)/S(U(n) ® U(m)) is outlined and used to construct
explicitly singular solutions of the RHP. Thus we derive geflonless potentials
for L and soliton solutions for the relevant NLEE. We also defirgerdsolvent of
L through the FAS and prove the completeness relation fordsiesdlutions of..

Section 4 starts with the Wronskian relations as a tool tdystie mapping be-
tween the potentiaf)(z) and the scattering data @f generalizing the results of
[7, 8, 1, 23]. Using them one is able to introduce the sets gfidased solutions’
{¥} and{®} and prove that they are complete in the space of all allowed po
tentials. This makes more precise and explicit the restil{48). We derive the
expansions of)(r) and its variation ag*sQ(z) over {¥} and{®} and demon-
strate that the elements of the minimal sets of scatteritga and their varia-
tions appear as expansion coefficients. We also introdurgdherating operators
A4 for which {¥} and{®} are sets of eigen- and adjoint functions.

The tools developed in Section 4 are used in Section 5 toidesttre fundamental
properties of the NLEE. There we prove a theorem stating gjuévalence of the
NLEE to a corresponding set of linear evolution equatiomghe scattering data.
Next we derive the hierarchy of the integrals of motion frdma principle series in
terms of() and show that they play the role of Hamiltonians for the MNkfet
equations. We display the hierarchy of Hamiltonian strregifor these NLEE. In
short we have demonstrated the complete analogy betweé8thand the usual
Fourier transform thus generalizing the results of [1, 30,15, 26, 27].

Using the method of the classic&-matrix [12] we derive the Poisson brackets
between the elements of the scattering matrix. As a conseguee prove that the
integrals of motion from the principle series are in invimat

We end by a brief discussion in Section 6 on related methodsapics.

2. Direct and inverse scattering problems forL

2.1. The scattering problem forL

Here we briefly outline the scattering problem for the sysf&jrfor the class of
potentials@(x, t) satisfying the following:

Condition C1: Q(x,t) are smooth enough and fall off to zero fast enough for
x — oo forall £.

Condition C2: Q(x,t) is such thatl has a finite number of simple eigenvalues
A eCyforallt.

In this subsection plays the role of an additional parameter; for the sake ofityre
the t-dependence is not always shown. Condition C2 can not beulated as a
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set of explicit conditions o) (z, t); its precise meaning will become clear below.
The main tool here are the Jost solutions defined by their pitros atr — +-o0:

: iNJx __ . iNJx __
Jim gz, AT =1, lim ¢z, A =1, (13)
Along with the Jost solutions we introduce
g(l’, /\) = 7/)(337 /\)ei)\Jm’ (10(1‘7 >‘) = ¢(l’, )\)ei)\Jx; (14)
which satisfy the following linear integral equations
.2 = L+ [ dye M EDQyE(y NN, (15)
pla,A) = L+i / dye M EQ(y)p(y, A Y. (16)

These are Volterra type equations which, as is well knowragdshave solutions
providing one can ensure the convergence of the integralseimight hand side.
For X real the exponential factors in (15) and (16) are just a#ailly and the con-
vergence is ensured by condition C1.

Obviously the Jost solutions as whole can not be extendeldfor# 0. However
some of their columns can be extended Xoe C, others —forA € C_. Indeed,
the equation (15) for the first column &fz, ) contains only the exponential factor
e==¥) which falls off forIm A\ < 0. More precisely we can write down the Jost
solutionsy)(z, A) and(z, A) in the following block-matrix form:

() = ([P~ (2, A), [0 (@,0), @A) = (|67 (2, ), |67 (x, ) ,
17)
where the superscript and (resp.—) shows that the corresponding block-matrix
allows analytic extension fox € C4 (resp.A € C_).

Solving the direct scattering problem means given the paie®(z) to find the
scattering matrix’(A). By definitionT'()\) relates the two Jost solutions:

O, ) = (@, VTN, T(A):(Zigi‘; 2y

and has compatible block-matrix structure. In what follomeswill need also the
inverse of the scattering matrix:

— o(x. \VT Aoy = (€ (A) dm(A)
1/1(957)\) - (b( 7)‘)T()‘)7 T()‘) - (—d+()\) c+()\) ) ’ (19)
where
c(\) =at N (L+p pH) = (@+rTr)tat (), (20a)
d-(\) =atWNp W)@+ pTp ) =@+ )T (V)@ (), (20b)
ctN) =a NL+ptp ) =@+ ) a (), (20c)
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d(\) = a~ (et )L+ p p*) L = (@47 7) e~ (Vat (A). (20d)

The diagonal blocks of bothi()\) and7'(\) allow analytic continuation off the real
axis, namelya™ (), ¢ () are analytic functions of for A € C, while a= (),
¢ () are analytic functions of for A € C..

By p™()\) and7*()\) above we have denoted the multicomponent generalizations
of the reflection coefficients (for the scalar case, see [23732]):

PR =bTaT (V) = eEdE(N),  TE(N) =athT(\) =dTer(h),  (21)
We will need also the asymptotics far— oo:
lim ¢(z, \)e? = lim o(z, \)e™® = 1, lim T(\) =1, (22)
A——00 A—00 A—00
lim a™(\) = lim ¢~ (\) = 4, lim a”(\) = lim ¢t(\) = 1.
A—00 A—o0 A—r00

A—00
The inverse to the Jost solutiofigz, \) and¢(z, A) are solutions to:

dy)

i — (@, ) (Q(x) = M) =0, (23)
satisfying the conditions:
: —iXJz 7. _ : —iXJz ] _
xh_{rgoe Pz, \) =1, mll)riaooe o(xz, ) = 1. (24)

Now it is the collections of rows af (z, A) and¢(x, \) that possess analytic prop-
erties in\:

o (@ g (6@
den=((EN]) den=(E3). e

Just like the Jost solutions, their inverse (25) are sahgtito linear equations (23)
with regular boundary conditions (24); therefore they camehno singularities
in their regions of analyticity. The same holds true alsotfar scattering matrix
T(A) = i(z, N)p(z, \) and its inversd’(\) = ¢(z, Ay (x, \), i.e.

at(\) = W@ Mot (@, N), e (V) =@ (2, N)]e (z,)),  (26)
as well as
) = (@ @ T (@, 0), V)= @V (@,N), @7

are analytic forx € C. and have no singularities in their regions of analyticity.
However they may become degenerate (i.e., their detertsimaay vanish) for
some values}jE € C4 of \. Below we analyze the structure of these degeneracies.
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2.2. The fundamental analytic solutions

The next step is to construct the fundamental analytic swisitof (7). In our case
this is done simply by combining the blocks of Jost solutiaith the same analytic
properties:
X 2) = (197, [07) (20) = 0l NSO = vl VT~ (),
X_(I',)\) = (‘¢_>7 ‘¢_>) (x7)‘) = (‘Tﬂ)‘)s_()‘) = (‘Tﬂ)‘)T+()‘)7 (28)
where the block-triangular functior&*(\) andT*(\) are given by:

st =(Te) T0=(501):

s (ShY) Te-(EY) e

These triangular factors can be viewed also as generalizedssdecompositions
(see [28]) ofT'(\) and its inverse:

¢(z, (=,
¢ (4

T =T~ (N8 () =T+ NS (),
T() = STNT (V) = §~ (T (). (30)
The relations betweea™()\), d*(\) anda™()\), b*()\) in eq. (20) ensure that

equations (30) become identities. From eqs. (28), (29) wigale
XH@A) = X (@, 0Go(),  Go(A) =D (N)(L+K (1), (31)
X_(I',)\) = X+(x7)‘)éO(A)7 GO()‘) = ﬁ+()‘)(ﬂ_K+()‘))a (32)
valid for A € R, where
[N 0
= (76" )

Obviously the block-diagonal facto®*(\) and D~ ()\) are matrix-valued ana-
lytic functions forA € C.. Another well known fact about the FAG™ (z, \)
concerns their asymptotic behavior for— +o0o, namely:

lim X% (z,\) = 4, (35)
A—00

K=() = <b+(z N d‘O(A)) . (33)

where we have introduced:
XE(z,\) = xF(x, \)eM?, (36)

In the derivations that follow the analyticity properties = (x, \) for A € C.
and eg. (35) will play crucial role.
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2.3. The Gel'fand-Levitan-Marchenko equation

The first method to solve the ISM is based on the Gel'fanddagvMarchenko
(GLM) equation. For the Zakharov-Shabat system it is wethin; for the block-
matrix case - see the pedagogical exposition in [2]. The GlgMaéion is an in-
tegral equation for the transformation operatomwhich relate the Jost solution
¥ (z, \) and the ‘plane wavesxp(—iAJz) as follows:

Y(z, N\)e/ M =1 +/ ds K(z, s)eM @), (37)
Then the GLM equation is a Volterra-type integral equatibthe form:
K(z,y) = F(zx+y)+ / ds K(z,s)F(s +v), (38)

where the kernefF(x) is expressed in terms of the scattering data of the operator
L as follows:

1@ 0 p~(N) exp(—iix)
7@ = 5 [~ 0 (e yempting 0 )
Texp(—i\; z
+1Z<pj exp(iXta )pj p(o ’ )>’ (39)

wherep*()\) are the reflection coefficients introduced in (21) abo\/;é,are the
discrete eigenvalues @f and the constantffsjE characterize the norming of the Jost
solutionsy™® (z, "), see [2].

Let us now explain how the GLM eq. allows one to solve the ISPIfolndeed,
given the scattering matrik()\) we can construct the reflection coefficiepts(\),
the coeﬂ‘icientsojj.E and the discrete eigenvalué‘;‘,j =1,...,N. This provides
us with the kernelF(z) of the GLM eq. Since this is a Volterra type equation it
always has a solution. If one is able to solve it and consttluettransformation
operatorC(z, y) then the corresponding potenti@{z) can be recovered through:

Q(x) =1iJ[J,K(z,x)]. (40)

Thus, given the scattering data we recover the correspgrmiitential@(z).

It is well known that in the reflectionless cagé = p~ = 0 the kernelF(z) be-
comes degenerated and the GLM equation can be solved ettactlproviding the
reflectionless potentials fat, which in turn are directly related to the soliton so-
lutions of the corresponding NLEE. We will derive them beloging the method,
known now as the dressing method [34, 44, 42].
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2.4. Reductions ofL.

Typically one goes from the system (4) to the MNLS equatid)saith e = +1
by imposing the conditiom = eq' which is known as reduction condition. The
theory for constructing such reductions was proposed by ikhilov in [36] and
developed further in [19, 20, 33].

Here we analyze justs-reduction, which are most widely used in the literature:
B(U(z,t,\*))B™! = U(z,t,\), Uz, t,\) = Q(z,t) — \J, B?=1

(41)
ChoosingB to be constant block-diagonal matrix:
_(B+ 0
B= < by ) , (42)
we find that eq. (41) leads to:
r=B_q'B}, q=B,r'B°!, (43)

More precisely the reduction (41) means that:
(F (@ t, X)) = BT (T (2,6, M) 7B, (44)

wherex T andy’-~ are conveniently chosen solutions of eq. (7). If we identify
as the FAS (28) analytic fox € C. then

(X—’_(‘T?t? )‘*))T :B_l(x_(w7t7 )‘)ﬁ_()‘))_lB' (45)

This result is derived easily by comparing the asymptotfdsoth sides of eq. (45)
for x — +oo. Skipping the detail we will list here the basic consequsrafethe
reductions for the scattering databf For the scattering matrix we get:

TT(t,\*) = BT(t,\)B~1, (46)
or in ‘components’ (skipping thedependence):
(a*O) = BicF(V\) By,  (bF(\) = BedT(\)By,  AER,
(p~ () = B_p*(NBy, (- (W) =Byt (VB-, (47)
(DX )T = BD=(\)B.
For other interesting choices leading to new reductions-efave and MNLS-type
equations, see [19, 20, 21, 22].
2.5. The Riemann-Hilbert problem

The egs. (31) and (32) can be written down as:
XH@ ) =X (@AD" (L + K (z,), AeR  (48)



10 Vladimir S. Gerdjikov

T+ 00

Figure 1. The contours/y = RU y4c0.

or
X (z,\) = XT (2, DT\ @M - KT (z,)), AeR (49)

where
K*(x,\) = e MPKE ()M, (50)
Eq. (48) (resp. eq. (49)) combined with (35) is known in ther&ture [14]
as a Riemann-Hilbert problem (RHP) with canonical nornadion. It is well
known that RHP with canonical normalization has unique llagsolution; the

matrix-valued solutionsY (z, \) and X, (z, \) of (48), (35) is called regular if
det X7 (x, \) does not vanish for any € C..

Let us now apply the contour-integration method to derieeitiegral decomposi-
tions of X*(x, \). To this end we consider the contour integral:

1 dp 4 1 7{ dp A
TN =5 § L5 @ = g § ST @D, 6D
where) € C, and the contours,. are shown on fig. 1.

First we evaluate7; (\) by Cauchy theorem. The result is:

X~ (2, p)D (1)

= (52)

N
TN = XT(z,\) + Z Res
G=1H=A;

We can also evaluaté (\) by integrating along the contours. In integrating along
the infinite semi-circles of. -, we use the asymptotic behavior &t (x, \) for
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A — oo. The result is:

TN =1+ o [~ N @D WK, (69)

where in evaluating the integrand we made use of eq. (48)atitgythe right hand
sides of (52) and (53) we get the following integral deconitpmsfor X+ (z, \):

X(r3) = 13" Res X (0D

* % /_O:o MdeX_(waM)ﬁ‘(M)K‘(u)7 (54)

Quite analogously we derive the decompositionXor (x, \):

L= p=A
T e ) B () () (55)
o) ) DF () K (),

Equations (54), (55) can be viewed as a set of singular iateguations which are
equivalent to the RHP. For the MNLS these were first derivd@4n.

2.6. The minimal set of scattering data

Obviously, given the potential)(x) one can solve the integral equations for the
Jost solutions which determine them uniquely. The Jostisolsiin turn determine
uniquely the scattering matriX(\) and its inversel’(\). But Q(z) contains at
most2mn independent complex-valued functionsiofThus it is natural to expect
that at mosmn of the coefficients irl’'(\) for A € R will be independent; the
rest must be functions of those.

The set of independent coefficients®f\) are known as the minimal set of scat-
tering data. As such we may use any of the following two Sgts 7; . U T; 4:

N
Tie={pt W (), AeR), Tia={of ).

N
Toe={r" (.7 (), AeR},  Tia={r" X} .  (50)

where the reflection coefficienjs™(\) and 7+ ()\) were introduced in eq. (20),
A} are (simple) discrete eigenvalueslofindp; andr;- characterize the norming
constants of the corresponding Jost solutions.
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The reflection coefficients™()\) and7*()\) are defined only on the reakaxis,
while the diagonal blocka™ ()\) andc® () (or, equivalently,D*())) allow ana-
lytic extensions for\ € C... From the equations (20) there follows that:

at(Ne (N) = (L+p pT(\) 7, a”(Net(\) = (L4 pTp(N) 7' (57)
c(Nat(\) =@+ (\)7L c"Na"(\) = (M +777(N\)"1(58)

Given Ty (resp.,72) we determine the right hand sides of (57) (resp. (58)) for
A € R. Combined with the facts about the limits:

lim a™()\) = 1, lim ¢ (\) =1,
A—00 A—00

lim a”(\) =1, lim ¢™(\) = 1, (59)
A—00 A—r00

each of the relations (57), (58) can be viewed as a RHP witbrdeal normaliza-
tion. Such RHP can be solved explicitly in the one-compomase (provided we
know the locations of their zeroes) by using the PlemeljHaddky formulae [14].
These zeroes are in fact the discrete eigenvaluds @fne possibility to make use
of these facts is to take log of the determinants of both siflés7) getting:

AT\ + 0~ (\) = —Indet(L+p~pt(\), AER, (60)
where
AT(\) =Indetat()),  CE(N) =IndetcE(N). (61)
Then Plemelj-Sokhotsky formulae allows us to recadér \) andC*(\):
AN) = L /Oo du Indet(L+ p p(p) + iln — j (62)
2T J—oo h— A et /\—)\;7

where A(\) = AT () for A € C; and A(N\) = —C~ () for A € C_. In deriving
(62) we have also assumed thgt are simple zeroes of*()) andC% ().

Remark 3. The sets (56) were first derived for = n = 1 in [30], see alsd23].
Here we are using the gauge covariant formulation develapga6].

If we impose the reduction condition (47) then we get theofelhg constraints on
the sets/q »:
pm(N) = B-ptNB,  p; =(Bopf BT, AT =(A)", (63)
TN =Byt NB), 1 =(Bur BT, A = ()", (64)
wherej =1,..., N,

Remark 4. For certain choices of the reduction conditions (40), sushth =

—Q' the generalized Zakharov-Shabat syste)y = 0 can be written down as
an eigenvalue problenfy = \(z,\) whereL is a self-adjoint operator. The
continuous spectrum df fills up the whole real\-axis thus ‘leaving no space’
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for discrete eigenvalues. Such Lax operators have no desagectrum and the
corresponding MNLS do not have soliton solutions.

The full RHP’s (57), (58) fom andm > 1 do not allow explicit solutions. How-
ever, from the general theory of RHP [14] one may conclude (&8, (58) allow

unique solutions provided the number and types of the zérﬁese properly cho-
sen.

Thus we can outline a procedure which allows one to recattstrot only 7°(\)
and7’(\) and the corresponding potenti@(x) from each of the set§;, i = 1, 2:

i) GivenT; (resp. Tz) solve the RHP (57) (resp. (58)) and constragt())
andct(\) for A € C..

i) GivenT; we determineb™(\) andd®(\) as:
bE(N) = p (Ve (N),  dE(N) =Wt (65)
or if 75 is known then
bE(N) =aT(N)T(N),  dE(N) =7E(N\)eE(N). (66)

iif) The potential)(x) can be recovered frofy by solving the GLM eq. and
using eq. (39).

Another method for reconstructing(z) from 7; uses the interpretation of the
ISM as generalized Fourier transform, see [1, 32, 30, 23271526] and Section 4
below.

3. The RHP and the inverse scattering problem

There are two pioneer results that enhanced the develophér ISM. The first
is the existence and explicit construction of the FAS foneaigeneral class of Lax
operators [37, 38, 40, 4, 5, 27]. The second is the discovittyeoequivalence of
the ISP forL to a RHP for the FAS [38, 44, 43, 42].

Here we are considering rather special Lax operators fochvttie construction
of the FAS does not require special efforts. Here we first @ritne equivalence
between RHP and the spectral problémNext we show how the FAS can be used
to construct the resolvent d@f and for the analysis of its spectral properties.

The use of the RHP rather than the GLM equations allowed f@omant effec-
tive extensions of the ISM; it allowed the treatment of genkax operators with
rational dependence on[43, 42, 33], as well as of ones related to simple Lie al-
gebras [15, 19, 20, 21, 16, 27]. In the next subsections wiaweke use of these
developments to describe two types of soliton solutiongHerMNLS.
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3.1. Equivalence of RHP to ISP

The next important step is the possibility to reduce thetsmiuof the ISP for the
generalized Zakharov-Shabat system to a (local) RHP. thtteerelation (31) can
be rewritten as:

Xt (z,t,\) = X (z,t, \)G(x,t, \), A ER, (67a)
G(x,t, ) = e IOTE=F0 G (3)el A=T 1) (67b)
GoN) = S~ (AHSTND)| (67¢)
in other words the sewing functiafi(x, t, \) satisfies the equations:
S ALG N =0, S [f0), Gt 0] =0, (69

Here f(\) € b determines the dispersion law of the NLEE.

Theorem 1([38]). Let X+ (z,¢,\) and X~ (z,t, \) be solutions to the RHP (67)
with canonical normalization (35) allowing analytic exsgon in A for A € C4
respectively. Ther™ (z,t,\) = X*(z,t, \)e™® are fundamental analytic solu-
tions of both operatord and M, i.e. satisfy egs. (7), (8) with

Q(a,t) = lim A (J — XE (2,6, \)JXE (2,8, /\)) : (69)

Proof: Let us assume that *(z,¢, \) are regular solutions to the RHP and let us

introduce the function:
+

dx
+ .
t\) =
g=(z,t,N) 1

XE(2, 6, \) + AXE (2,6, )T X5 (2,1, 0).  (70)
If X=(x,t,)\) are regular then neitheX=(x, ¢, \) nor their inverseX*(z,t, \)
have singularities in their regions of analyticily € C.. Then the functions
g*(x,t,)\) also will be regular for alh € C... Besides:
lim g% (z,t,\) = lim g~ (z,t,\) = \J. (71)
A—00 A—00
The crucial step in the proof [44] is based on the chain otiagia:

a0 DiETG) e ) £ AXGIGR (1,1, 0)

dzx
X (. 0) + X~ (1%@ + AGJG) X (2, \)

=1
T

O X () + X (A GIG+AGIG) X~ (a1, )

X - N
4 X () FAXTIX (1,0

=g (z,t,\), A €ER. (72)
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Thus we conclude thag™(z,t,\) = ¢~ (x,t,)\) is a function analytic in the
whole complex\-plane except in the neighborhood of— oo whereg™ (z, ¢, \)
tends to)\J, (71). Next from Liouville theorem we conclude that the ei#fnce
g™ (z,t,\) — \J is a constant with respect tg if we denote this ‘constant’ by
—Q(z,t) we get:

Using the definition of;* (z, ¢, \) (70) we find thatX * (z, ¢, \) satisfy
dX*
' dz

i.e. thaty®(z,t, \) is a fundamental solution tb. The relation betwee®(z, t)
and X*(z,t, \) (69) is obtained by taking the limit of the left-hand sideq3)
for A — oo and using the asymptotic expansionsof (=, \) and X+ (x, \):

+ Q(z,t) XE(x,t,\) — \[J, XE(x,t,\)] =0, (74)

X*(z,t,A) =1+ > A XE(x,1),

s=1
X5, t,A) =1+ > A XE(,1), (75)
s=1
we get:
Qz,1) = lim A(J — XEIXE (2, t,M)] = [J, X (x,1)]. (76)
—00

Here we also used the fact thit™ (z, t) = — Xi (x, 1), see eq. (75).
Arguments along the same line applied to the functibfiér, ¢, \)

4 AXTE
h=(x,t,\) =1 P
can be used to prove that"(x,t, \) are fundamental solutions also of the op-
erator M (8). Indeed, repeating the above arguments/H#6(z,t,)\) we find
that h* (z,t,\) = h~(z,t,)\) is a function analytic everywhere i@ except at
A — oo where it behaves lik&)\%J. From Liouville theorem it follows that
h*(z,t, \) — 2A2J is a linear function of\ equal to—Vy(z,t) — AVi(z,t). Thus:

XE (2, t,0) 4+ 202X E (2, 6, )T XE (2,1, \), (77)

dx*

i + (Vo(z,t) + AV (@, ) X T (2,8, A) — 202, XF (2,6, )] =0, (78)

To conclude the proof we have to account for possible zeno@pale singularities
of X*(x,t,)\) atthe points\;t. Below we derive the structure of these singularities
and show that they do not influence the functigii§z, ¢, \) andh® (z,t,\). O
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3.2. The dressing Zakharov-Shabat method for the symmetrispaces
SU(n~+m)/S(U(n) @ U(m)).

Let us outline how one can, starting from a given regular temis Xgﬁ(x,t,)\)

of the RHP, construct new singular solutioks™ (z, t, ) having zeroes (singular-
ities) at the prescribed point>s;-5 € C4. The structure of these singularities are
determined by the dressing factoy(x,t, \):

(2,1, A) = uj(m, 1, NEG (@, 8, Nw; 2 (), (79)
which in our case has a simple fraction-linear dependence on
+
_ A=A ‘
Here P;(x, t) is a projectorP? = Pj, w; 4 (\) = 1 andw; _()) will be defined
below.

It is well known that, if Q(z,t) — AJ takes values in the Lie algebgathen
X*(x,t,\) must take values in the corresponding Lie gratip Therefore the
dressing facto;(x, t, A\) must also be element of the same group. But assuming
P;j(z,t) is a projector we can derive that

detu(z,t, \) = (¢;(N))"7, r; = rankPj(x,t). (81)

Obviously the ansatz (80) is compatible with ~ GL(n + m), SL(n + m)
andU(n + m), SU(n + m). The last two possibilities are realized provided
proper reduction conditions like (63), (64) are imposedxjhand Pj(z,t) =

BP(z,t)B~1.

Usually P;(z) is chosen to be of rank 1. We will consider slightly more gaher
case when rank;(z) = r; > 1; r; is the multiplicity of the corresponding eigen-
values\; andr; < min(n,m). ThenP;(x) can be written in the form:

Pj(x) = |nz) ((mylng) ™" (my], (82)
where the collections of; bra- (resp. ket-) eigenvectots:;| (resp. |n;)) can be
viewed also as rectangul@n + m) x r; (resp. r; x (n + m)) matrices. Then
(mj|n;) will be quadraticr; x r; matrix which we assume to be nondegenerate. If
r; = 1 eq. (82) provides the standard expression for rank 1 paijelttis easy to
check that the left hand side of (82) satisfies identicaldg/rtiﬂationPj2 = P;.

From (79) there follows that the dressing factdr, ¢, \) satisfies the equation:

uj($7t> >‘) =1+ (CJ(/\) - 1)Pj(x>t)> Cj(>‘) (80)

ij—Z + Q. tyulw,t, A) — ulz, t,\)Qo(x, 1) = Al u(w,t,\)] =0, (83)

whereQo(z,t) (resp. Q(x,t)) is the potential related to the regulgﬁ(az,t,/\)
(resp. singula®(z, ¢, \)) solution of the RHP.
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Next we insert the anzats (80) and request that it holdsichelytwith respect to\.
To this end it is enough that eq. (80) holds true foe )\j, A= A andA — oo.
The first two conditions lead to the following equations for;| and|n;):

Ay O ) =0, 18y 0@ ) =0, @9
cd(m;| 0 -  d(m;| 0 -

U (z,t,0) = Qo(z,t) = A,  VO(a,t,0) = V(2,t,))] g, - (86)

HereV () (z, ¢, \) is obtained fromV/ (z,t, \) (see (8), (10)) replacin@(z,t) by
Qo(z,t). This construction is well defined also in the case whgiiz, \) are
singular solutions to the RHP, provided they are regularXos )\f. In order
to avoid technicalities in what follows we will treat onlyetcase of one pair of
discrete eigenvalues. From egs. (84) there follows that:

|nj> :X&($,t)|n9>, (mj| = <m§)|§<aj(l‘>t>> X(:;:j(mvt) :Xf)t(x>t7/\;‘t)'

(87)
Note that since (z,t) are solutions of the regular RHP thgﬁj(x,t) exist and
are nondegenerate. The equation (69) considered fer co gives the following
relation betweer)o(z, t), Q(x,t) and P(z,t):

Q(z,t) = Qo(x,t) +)\li_>m AMJ —uj(z, t, N)Ju;(x,t,N))
= Qo(l’,t) - (/\;_ - A;)[Jv Pj(aj»t)]' (88)

Thus starting from a given regular solution of the RHP (ahateel solutiorQ(z, t)
to the NLEE) we can construct a singular solution to the RHiPanew solution
Q(z,t) of the NLEE depending on thxse;IE and on the eigenvectors &f;(z). If
we start from the trivial solutio®o(z,¢) = 0 of the NLEE then we will get the
one-soliton solution of the NLEE. Repeating the procedurémes we can get the
N-soliton solution of the NLEE.

With the explicit formulae forP;(x) and using (79) we can establish the relation-
ship between the scattering data of the regular RHP and thesponding singular
one. The dressing factar;(z, t, ) is determined by the collections of constant po-
larization vectors

1
= (). = (el ) ®9)

‘ng,ﬁ

which can not be quite arbitrary. They should be such thattmstant-; x r;
matrices(ing ;|ng ;) and(mg ;|ng ;) are nondegenerate.
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Now we can evaluate the limits of the dressing faatr, \) for x — 400 and
then derive the interrelations between the scatteringioestf,(\) andT; (\) cor-
responding to the potential3(x,t) and@;(x,t). In what follows the elements
of the scattering matriy(\) will be denoted by the same letters as the ones of
T'(\) but with additional subscrif.

Using the explicit formulae (87), (28), (29) we get:

Pt .0 0 0
Py xll}iﬂ@Py(lE), P] ( 0 0) ) P] (:L') (0 P2_2,y> 7(90)
—1
Pty = ag (\D)Ind ) ((moglag 0)Ing,)) — (mél, (91)

_ -1
Py = cg (A\Ing ) ((mdsle DIng ;) (m 51,
where obviously rank’; ; = rankP,, ; = r;. Therefore the limits of the dressing
factor are given by:

T—00

+
lim u(z, )) = <“10m i) uf, = 1+ ()~ VP, (92)

: 1 0 _ .
zll)rlloou(:n,/\) = <0 U2_2,j> , Upy j =L+ (cj(A) = 1) Py ;. (93)

Next we have to determine the matrices. (\) in the right hand side of eq. (79)
so that the asymptotics of the singular solution are corpleatvith (28), (29). This
holds true if

ufy ;0
wj+(A) =1, wj—(A) =W(A) = 0" w . (94)
22,5
In addition we find the following relations between the sedtiy matrices:
T(\) = uf To(N)i;, (95)
or ‘in components’:
at(N) = ufyjag (V). b7 (N) = ugy by (Mg, (96a)
a”(A) = ag (Mg, bt (A\) =bf (M), (96b)
ct(\) = u52,j00+(k), d*(\) = uz‘a,jdé(k)ﬂﬁm (96c¢)
c () = cg()\)aﬂj, d (N =dy (N, (96d)
The dressed solutions of the RHP are given by:

X+(‘T7)‘) = U(%)\)Xar(%)\)? X_(x7)‘) = U(%}\)X(T(%}\)W()\% (97)

A

DT*(\) = W(NDg(A),  D™(A) =Dy (\W(), (98)
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WO = L+ (6 (0) — W), Wj=<P1+“ 0_)- (99)

The explicit construction of the dressed FAS allow us to aétlee structure of the
FAS at) ~ A7. Here we first formulate the expansionsadf()), ¢*(X) and their

inverse in the vicinities oAjE

a™(\) = a; + (A= A7)a* () + O((A = X)), (100a)
cF(A) = ¢ + (M- )\;.t)éi(A) +O((A= A1), (100b)
~ a’;t :I:
ot G s
where
ji (L - P jag;, ;t (AS = A))ag ;P s (101a)
c; =ci;(A—-Pf), & =0\ AP el (101b)

Let us outline the structure of the eigenspaces correspgridithe discrete eigen-
valuesAjE. To avoid technicalities in doing this we will assume thatZihas no
other discrete eigenvalues and ii) that the regular pate@ix) is on finite sup-
port. Due to ii) one can prove that all Jost solutions andrtimeerse, as well as
T'(\) andT'(\) are meromorphic functions of and can be extended to the whole
complexA-plane. Considering equations (18), (19)\at )\;.'E we derive the rela-
tions:

67 (@)a; = £y @)y,  py =bjag, (102a)
+ + + + _ Tt
V) (@)e; = oy (@), 1 =dje, (102b)
where the indey¥ means that we are taking the value of the correspondingitumct

for A = A7

But the eigenfunctions corresponding to the discrete ggaas must be square
integrable. A necessary condition for this is the requinentieat these eigenfunc-
tions have no exponentially growing terms for bath> co andz — —oo. These

limits for x ;" (z) = x*(z,A)) = (|6 (x)),¢; (x))) are equal to:

; ! ; 1d;
lim x; (x) = e = (Zi ]Ol> : lim xI(z)= e I (0 et ) ,
j j

T—r00 x——o00 7
(103)
Since generically. # 0 andc;” # 0 some of the columns of () will be expo-
nentially growing and can not be interpreted as discretendignctions. However
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from egs. (96) itis clear that boti” andc! are degenerate matrices of rank r;
andm — r; respectively. Thus we find that linear combinations of columns of
|¢7 (x)) and|¢} (x)) due to the relations

aflng;) =0,  cfing;) =0, (104)

decrease exponentially for both — oo andz — —oo. The eigenspace af
related to/\j is spanned by; linearly independent discrete eigenfunctions which
can be chosen among; (z)ng ;) or [¢; (z)ng ;). These two sets of eigenfunc-
tions satisfy linear relations which can be written comlyaas:
(79)
X (@A) noj) =
The r; constant vectorsn, ;) which determine the discrete eigenspace can be

viewed as ‘polarization’ vectors of the correspondingtsalisolution and parame-
trize its internal degrees of freedom.

The eigenspace correspondingXp can be analyzed either independently along
the same lines or by using the reduction properties,@ee subsection 2.4. Indeed,

from (96b) and (96d) we get that only linear combinations of the columns of

|¢; (z)) (resp.[4; (x))) do not have exponential growth far— oo (resp.z —

—0o0). The corresponding ‘polarization’ vectdns&) are related tdn ;) by:

(L — Pj())[n;(x)) = 0. (105)

Ing;) = Dy ;lnog),  Dg; = Dg (A\)). (106)
because
a;cafj]naﬂ =0, c;aar’j\n(l],ﬁ =0, (207)
The analog of eq. (105) for; (x) is the following relation:
X; (@)Ing;) =0, Ing ;) = Dg (A )Ino)- (108)

Remark 5. Each of the eigenvaluesjc corresponds to';-dimensional eigensub-
space withl < r; < min(n,m). In particular for the vector NLS (the Manakov
model) we may have onty = 1. The reduction (41) relates the sets of polarization
vectors by:

B~V mf ;) = Ino,;)- (109)

3.3. Reflectionless potentials and soliton solutions

The simplest situation in which the dressing method can lpdieapis the one
corresponding to vanishing potential and plane wave soiuf (7):

Qo(a) =0, x*(a,A) = MmN (110)
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The corresponding scattering matrix of coursd@jé\) = 1; therefore the corre-
sponding reflection coefficients (21) are vanishpj@()\) =0, Tgt()\) = 0 on the
whole real\ axis.

Applying the dressing method to (110) we obtain for the seapreflectionless
potential:

Ql(w) = _()‘;_ - )‘J_)[J7P](w7t)] (111)

Obviously, due to (96) the corresponding reflection coeffitsp (\) = 0, 75 (\) =
0 are also vanishing on the whole regalaxis. Therefore(x) is the simplest
non-trivial reflectionless potential df. The scattering matrix for this potential is
block-diagonal, but is not trivial:

+

The reflectionless potentials are closely related to thidososolutions of the cor-
responding equation. Indeed, the derivation of the refialdss potentials we con-
sidered the time as an auxiliary parameter. In order to go from the reflectissl
potential to the solution of the corresponding NLEE all wedhéo do is to impose
the correct-dependence on the ‘polarization vectops) ;) and (mg ;|. This can
be determined from the dispersion law of the NLEE as follows:

no,j) = exp(=2if (\))H)|noz),  (moil — (mojlexp(2if(A))t).  (113)

Applying this procedure t@); we get the one-soliton solution of the generic NLEE
with dispersion lawf () in the form:

Qus(z,t) = 2(Af = A7) (114)
y ( 0 —|n;(x,t)>R;1(x,t)<m§(x,t)|)
|n§(x,t)>Rj_1(x,t)(m}(x,t)| 0 ’
n}(z,0)) = 7T N (e, t) = N T2 ),
Rj(x,t) = (m}(x,t)[n}(x,0)) + (m?(z, £)|n?(x, 1)),
(mj(z,0)] = (mjole'™ “T2000, m (@, 1)] = (mgle™ 0,

where f5-; = fo(A7) and f(A) = fo())J is the dispersion law of the NLEE. In
order to obtain the one-soliton solution for the MNLS we hawveeplacefy(\).J
by fonLs = —2A%. If we putr; = 1 and take into account the reduction (41) then
R;(x,t) can be written down as

R; (x,t) = 2Ry ; COSh(QI/jx + 20t + foJ),

where
vi =i(A; =A0)/2, By =1i(f(A7) = FOA)),
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1 <m1'0|”(1J )
fﬂL‘Z:\/On} |n1->0n2 |n2»> o = Zp — 2 Il
J 3,017°0,3/375,01700,5 /> 727 (miging ;)

thus reproducing the well know result for the one-solitotution of the vector
NLS and the rank-1 solutions of the MNLS [34, 2].

We can apply the dressing procedure again, starting wittpttential Q1s(x, t)
and the corresponding FAﬁtS(:c, A). Doing this we have to use a dressing factor
ugs(z, A) like in (80) but with new Iocations\,iE for the eigenvalues and a new
choice for the projectoP;, (z) which may have different rank; and sets of vectors
Ink(x)), (my(z)|. Choosing\; # A7 the FASyi;(z, A) will be regular at the
points\ = Af which is all that is required for the procedure to be valid.

Repeating the procedure several times we get more and monglicated poten-
tials which are still reflectionless.

Another way to derive these potentials and the reldtedoliton solutions of the
NLEE consists in using equations (54), (55) wih" (x,\) = K~ (x,\) = 0. To
explain this better following [34] we need to evaluate theidees ofX = (2, \) D ()
atA = A Using eq. (102) we obtain:

Res X*(z, \)DT(\) = X (2)K] (2), (115)
A=AT
Res X~ (z,\)D~(\) = —X; (2)K; (x), (116)
A:A;

£ _ v +
whereX;"(z) = X=(x, A;") and

T T; (T
K (z) = <T-+(Ew) Pjé >>, K (z) = <pjzw) JO( )>7 (117)

J

p;-t(x) _ p;l:e:l:Zi)\;tx’ T];I:(x) _ Tj;l:e:FQi)\jia:'
Thus the equations (54), (55) take the form:
Yoo
X (z,\) =1~ ; ﬁXj— () (), (118)
a;[ 1 J
X~ (z,\) =1+ ; mx;(x)/cj(x). (119)

Note that it is legitimate to puk = )\; ineq. (118) and\ = A, in eq. (119)
thus getting an algebraic system of equations?fg?ﬁ'(x). After solving fOl’X;E(x)
we can insert them into egs. (54), (55) thus recovering th® KA (x, \) for all
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A € C4. The corresponding reflectionless potential is given bg ésp (76)):
N N

QM (@) = = 31X} (@)K (@)] = S X @KF (@) (120)

J=1 J=1

As we shall see in the next subsection the generalized Zaki&mabat system
(7) with potential Q") (z) has2N discrete eigenvalues located st with r;-
dimensional eigenspaces. The correspondihgoliton solution@Qns(z,t) is ob-
tained from (120) by introducing the relevantiependence into the polarizations
vectors|ng ;) and(my ;| or equivalently, inlcf(x, t) as follows:

.t s et
py (1) = p (e Iost, o (at) = o (0)e™H0A, - (121)

wherefy; = fo(A;) and f(A) = fo(A)J is the dispersion law of the NLEE.

3.4. Spectral properties ofL

Using the FAS one can construct the resolvent of (7):
R (2,y,A) = —ix* (2, )07 (z — )X (y, M), (122)
0% (2) = diag(F0(F2)1, +0(+2)1),
wheref(z) is the standard step-function.

Let us conside?* (z, y, \) as the kernel of an integral operator acting on vector-
valued functions of as follows:

(Bah@) = [ O:O dyR* (e, NV f(y),  forAeCi.  (123)

Theorem 2. Let Q(x) satisfy conditions (C.1) and (C.2) and IE;F be the zeroes
of deta®(\). Then
1. R*(x,y,\) is an analytic function oh for A € C.. having pole singulari-
ties atA; € Cx;
2. R*(x,y,\) is a kernel of a bounded integral operator fon \ # 0;
3. R*(x,y, \) is uniformly bounded function for € R and provides a kernel
of an unbounded integral operator;
4. R*(z,y,)\) satisfy the equation:
LONR* (2,9, ) = L5(x — y). (124)
Idea of the proof: 1. is obvious from the fact that™(z, \) are the FAS of
L(\). From the definition (28) there follows that dgt (x, \) = deta™()),

i.e. X (y, \) and consequenthy2* (z,y, \) will develop pole singularities
for all A7 for which deta®(\) = 0.
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2. Assume thalm \ > 0 and consider the asymptotic behaviorfof (x, y, \)
for z, y — oo. From equations (28), (29) we find that

R (z,y,)\) = > XT(@,\)e MWt (2 —y)XT(y,\)  (125)
p=1

Due to the fact thag ™ (x, A\) has block-triangular asymptotics for— oo
and\ € C, and for the correct choice @ (z — y) (122) we check that
the right hand side of (125) falls off exponentially tor— oo and arbitrary
choice ofy. All other possibilities are treated analogously.

3. For\ € R the arguments of item 2) can not be applied because the expo-
nentials in the right hand side of (12Bh A = 0 only oscillate. Thus we
conclude thatR*(z,y, \) for A € R is only a bounded function and thus
the corresponding operat®(\) is an unbounded integral operator.

4. The proof of eq. (124) follows from the fact that\)x* (x, \) = 0 and

dO*(z —y)
dx
The theorem is proved. a

=1Lo(x — y). (126)

From theorem 2, item 3) there follows that the continuousspen of L fills up the
whole real\-axis with multiplicity n + m. By definition the operatof. may also
have discrete eigenvalues at the points at wiiietiz, v, ) have pole singularities.
From item 1) it follows that these are precisely the po»xjfs

Let us now analyze the structure of these singularities aaltiate the correspond-
ing residues. To this end we insert eqs. (97), (99) into (122)e result is that
R*(z,y, \) have poles of first order in the neighborhoodk?fwith residues :

Res R*(z,y,A) = —i(A] = A\))(L = Pj(2))xg ()0 (z — y)Xq ,; (y) P; (y)-

(127)
Res R™(z,y,\) = i(A] — A7) Pj(2)xg,; ()07 (z — y)Xo,; () (L — Pj(y)).

A=A J J
(128)
Formally in the right hand side of (127) there enter the diionious functions
©*(z — y). However, due to the special structure of the projecit(x) (see egs.
(82) and (102a), (102b) we obtain the following expressifmmsthe residues of
R (x,y,\):
Res R (z,y,A) = £i[¢] (@))py (47 W)] (129)

wherepjE are defined in eq. (102) and there are no discontinuitieeptes
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Now we can derive the completeness relation for the eigetifums of the Lax
operator (7) by applying the contour integration methoe @g. [24, 1]) to the
integral:

Twy) = 5= AR @y N =5 AR @y, (130)
i Joy

T Sy
where the contours,. are shown on the Figure 1. Skipping the details we get:
0z —y)J
1

" | ar{ie*@ana )@t )] - 16 @ A)a (@601}

. 12 (105 @)o w5 W) = W5 @)oj (45 W)
(131)

The completeness relation (131) is a natural generalizafithe one in [24] for the
sl(2) case. Animportant difference here is that now we have magined spec-
tral functionsa™ (\) whose zeroes determine the location of the discrete eigenva
ues.

Remark 6. When bothn > 1 andm > 1 there are two possible definitions of
simple eigenvalues. One of them usefPinis to definekjE as simple if det™ ()
have simple zeroes for = Ajt. The other possible definition is: the eigenvalues
)\;.'E are simple if the resolvent df has simple poles axji The singular solutions
of the RHP (80) correspond to simple poles of the resolve2?)(although in the
neighborhood of\ ~ A" we have that det®()\) behaves liké — A7)".

4. The Generalized Fourier Transforms for Nonregular J

The main result in this section consists in the fact that theyesis of [15] can be
applied also to nonregular choices.bf In addition we briefly outline also how to
take into account the presence of discrete spectrui. @&kipping the details of
the proof we formulate the completeness relation for thaasegd’ solutions of..

4.1. The Wronskian relations

The analysis of the mapping: M — T between the class of allowed potentials
M and the scattering data éf starts with the Wronskian relations, see [7, 6] for
sl(2)-case and [18] for the block-matrix case (7). As we shall sieey would
allow us to

1. To formulate the idea that the ISM is a GFT;

2. To determine explicitly the proper generalizations &f tisual exponents;
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3. To introduce the skew—scalar product.dhwhich provides it with a sym-
plectic structure.

All these ideas will be worked out for the system (7). With ¢fRe can associate
the systems:

ii—f — Pz, t, VU (z,t,0) =0, Uz, \) = Qz) —\J, (132)
i(f—;/} +0U (2, t, ) (z, t, A) + Uz, t, \)dp(z, t,A) =0 (133)
Y A, £ 0) U i, 1,3) = 0 (134)

wheredi) corresponds to a given variatioi)(x, t) of the potential, while by dot
we denote the derivative with respect to the spectral paeme

We start with the identity:
(RN = D = =i [ dof(Q() Tl N, (135)

wherey(z, \) can be any fundamental solution bf For convenience we choose
them to be the FAS introduced above.

The l.h.side of (135) can be calculated explicitly by usihg tasymptotics of
xF(x, \) for z — +o0, (28), (29). It would be expressed by the matrix elements
of the scattering matrif’(\), i.e., by the scattering data éfas follows:

(e - N =2y ToY) asea
(@ =N =-2( gy T V) ase)

We will show that these Wronskian relations allow us to egprine elements of
each of the set§;, @ = 1,2 in eq. (56) as integrals from the potenti@lx)
multiplied by some bilinear combination of eigenfunctioofsZ called ‘squared
solutions’. Let us now analyze the equations obtained fro8s) after multiplying
by the matrixE.,, (Fup)eq = dacOpq @nd taking the trace. Such operation will
produce the:, b-matrix element of eq. (135). In the right hand side of thigatipn
we can use the invariance properties of the trace and reviit¢éhe form:

(X)) = D) Ea) g = =i [ datr (1Q(2). Jlew(z, X)) (137)
where

eab(wv /\) = XEabX(:L'v /\)7 eab(aj> >\) = POJ(XEabX(x> >\))7 (138)
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are the natural generalization of the ‘squared solutionsoduced first for the
sl(2)-case [32, 30]. ByP,; we have denoted the projectBy; = adjladJ on the
block-off-diagonal part of the corresponding matrix-vadufunction.

The ‘squared solutions’ obviously satisfy the equation:

L Q) — M, eay(2, )] = 0. (139)

The indicesa, b in (138) are taking values in appropriate ranges; for coiever®
belowsi, h, k (resp. byl, r, s) will be taking values in the ranges:

1<i,hk<n, n+1<IlLr,s<n+m. (140)

and by: < r we willmeanl <: <nandn+1 < r < n+m. We also introduce:
V(e X) = W5 )ea(d™], (e N) = [6F)ear(d7],
(@ N) = (6D )ea (W], Eg(z,A) = ) ean(d”],

where bye,;, we mean the relevant non-vanishing blocks of the matricgse.g.:

ih 0 00
Elh:(€0h0)7 -ETS:(O6 )7

0 € L 00
Ezr—<00)a Em_(émO)’

Using these definitions and egs. (28), (29) we find that theased solutions’ can
be expressed in terms of the Jost solutions as follows:

(141)

(142)

e Tz, \) = ( )\I’;;l(:n A), e;?(a:,)\) é;;(/\)@;(x,)\),

143
) = NOLE N, @) = W@,
=) (‘T )‘) - al ( )\IIZ_TE ) el_i(wﬂ)‘) = éz_h()‘)q)l_ (x7)‘)7 (144)

en(,0) = (N0 (2, ), en(@,A) = aG(NEg (@, A).
Here we assume summation over the repeated indices in thantlrange (140).
We will also need the skew-scalar product:

/ datr (X(z),[J,Y (2)]) . (145)

which is non-degenerate foX(z),Y (z) € M. Then we can write down the
reflection coefficientp?; in the form:

pi(N) = —1[Q(y), eff (y, V] . (146)

and similar expressions for the other reflection coeffigethus we have a for-
mula analogous to the standard Fourier transform in wéijaly, A) can be viewed
as the generalizations of the standard exponentials.
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In order to work out the contributions from the discrete $peu of L we will need
the first two coefficients in the Taylor expansionsiof, (z, \) and®=, (z, \);

Wop(w,\) = g (@) + O((A = A7),

abg(m)+()‘ )‘ )\I’i

ab;j

+ + + il: 2 (147)
q)ab(x7 )\) (I)ab](w) + ()‘ )\ )q)abj(w) + O(()\ - )\j ) )7
where:
. dd7, (z, \)
+ _ &t + + ab\*"»
Dy = A, b = —b - (148)

J
Indeed, from eqg. (141) there follows that these are regulartfons for all\ € C...

However the ‘squared solutionsjfb(a:, A) have pole singularities of first order in
the vicinities of/\;.—L and therefore we will have

+
ea (CL’)
effb(x,)\) ~ ()\b_’Ji)\i)
J

+ i (T) F O = A)), (149)

where fora = ¢ andb = [ we have;
e;l_;j(w) = A:;L,y\Ill—if_L,j( ) e:l_y(x) = a‘zh y\I’lJ’}_LJ( ) + a’zh ]\I’l—";l,j( )7 (150)

and similar expressions f@@fb (x )andeabj( x) with different choices for the in-
dicesa, b.

The second type of Wronskian relations, which we will coasiglate the variation
of the potentiab@(x) to the corresponding variations of the scattering datahi®o t
purpose we start with the identity:

O = -1 [ doas @00 @, (s
oo T

To calculate the integrand in (151) we need to use the equéligs), satisfied by
dx(z, A). Making use of egs. (7) and (133) we get:

wox@ N =i [ O; dz Q)X (, V). (152)

We apply ideas similar to the ones above. Evaluating theidlé.of (152) with
x(z,\) = xT(z,\) andx(z,\) = x~ (z,\) we find:

atsat st (et
o @ [ = <5p+(§ ) e A()A)), (159

~ o Ese (N S (Na ()
O (@A = (—67‘()\)c‘()\) —ap—(A)aa—(A).) G
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Multiplying by E,;, and taking the trace we arrive at:
Spf (V) = 2if[e;; (3. A), ad ' 6Q(y)] 4y,
5p(N) = =2i[[eff (v, M), ad ;' 6Q(y)] g,

These relations are basic in the analysis of the related NirieEheir Hamiltonian
structures. Below we shall use them assuming that the iariaf Q)(z) is due to
its time evolution, and consider variations of the type:

5Q(z,t) = Qi6t + O((5t)?). (156)
Keeping only the first order terms with respecttove find:

(155)

dpi (A
pg“t( ) _ 2i[[ejf (y, ), ad; ' Qi (y)]] . (157

dfﬂ#t(” — —2i[le; (9, \), Qe(v)]) gy

4.2. Completeness of the ‘squared solutions’

Let us introduce the sets of ‘squared solutions’
(O ={vlu{¥ls, {®}={®}U{®}s, (158)

{\P}CE{\II+x)\ U (z,)), i<, )\GR},
. N (159)
(Wha={2f,0). ¥iy@). T, T}
(®), = {qﬁ 2,\), ®o(x,\), i<r A€ R},
(160)

(®)a={@5,00), Suy) B0, E@)

where the subscripts ‘c’ and ‘d’ refer to the continuous aisdréte spectrum af.
The ‘squared solutions’ in bold-fack ', . .. are obtained fron¥ ', ... by applying
the projectorPy ;, i.e. ¥l (z, \) = P,V (x, \), see eq. (138).

Theorem 3(see [18]) The set§ ¥} and {®} form complete sets of functions in
M ;. The corresponding completeness relation has the form:

1 o0
Sa—y)os = [ ANGH (@, = G (2,3, )
N (161)
j=1
where
Moy =Y (Eir ® Eri — By ® Eyp), (162)

i<r
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G (z,y,0) =) el (@A) @ €f5(y, \),
i<r (163)
G (2,9, 0) = ) ey(@, ) @ e (y, M),
i<r
G (z,y) = Z(e;fn;j(w) ® el (y) +ehi(2) ® el (y),
B 1<r B ~ ~ B (164)
Gj (z,y) = Z(eri;j(x) ® eir;j(y) + eri;j(x) ® eir;j(y))v
i <r
Idea of the proof: Apply the contour integration method to a conveniently emos
Green function, see [18]. O

4.3. Expansions over the ,squared” solutions

Using the completeness relations one can expand any gehement?'(z) of the
phase spaca1 over each of the complete sets of ‘squared solutions’. Werngm
that F'(x) is a generic element oM if it is a block-off-diagonal matrix-valued
function, which falls off fast enough fdr| — co. It can be written down in terms
of its matrix elementd’y (x) as:

F(z) =) _(Fin(2)Bir + Fri(2) Epi). (165)

From (162) we get:
5t ([ F()] © 1) Ty = Jtrollyy (L6 [, F@)]) = F(z).  (166)

where tr; (and tr;) mean that we are taking the trace of the elements in the first
(or the second) position of the tensor product. The result is

F@) =~ [~ VY (A0 00 — el i)

N (167)
- 212(2;”'(“) + Zp,;(2)),
j=1
Pla) = -1 / NS (el M) — e N, (V)

i <r

v N (168)
— 20 (Zf (@) + Zp (@),
j=1
where

e = (€W N, F)]], (169)
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Z1,(x) = Res Y et (e, M (V).
A=AT i<y

Zp,(x) = Res Ze;i(wv/\)%;;m(A%
A=AS i<

Zi (@) = Res 3 €@ Al (),

. s ) (171)

Zr.(x) = Res Zeir(w,)\)’yF;ir()\),

)‘:)‘; i<r

(170)

The completeness relation (161) is directly related to treesal decompositions

of Ay, see e.g. [17, 25] foy = si(n). It allows us to establish a one-to-one
correspondence between the elemiit:) € M and its expansion coefficients.
Indeed, from egs. (169) - (171) we can easily prove the foligw

Proposition 1. The functionF'(z) = 0 if and only if all its expansion coefficients
vanish, i.e.:

fy}_,zr()‘) = fyg,m()\)
fy}_,m()‘) = fyg,zr()\)
wherej =1,...,N.

=0, i< Z;E;j(x) = Zp () = 0; (172a)
=0, i<r;  Zf(z) =Zg;(x)=0;(172b)

3J

Proof. To show that from#’(x) = 0 there follows (172a) we inseff(z) = 0 into
the r.h. sides of the inversion formulae (169)-(171) ggttih72). The fact that
from (172a) there followd"'(x) = 0 is obtained by inserting (172a) into the r.h.
side of (169)-(171). The equivalence Bfz) = 0 to (172b) is proved analogously.

4.4. Expansions ofQ(x).

Here we evaluate the expansion coefficientsFor) = Q(x). As the reader have
guessed already, their evaluation will be based on the Wramselations (136),
(137) which we derived above. From them we have:

[ (2. 0), Q)] =1d; (\),  [e;(2,)), Q)] =idj;(}),  (173)
[efi (. 2), Q@) =ib;(\), [z, N), Q)] =ibz(N), (174)
Skipping the calculational details we get the following ampion ofQ(x) over the
systems{®*} and {¥*)}:
Q) == [~ Y (FBE ) — 7 (V)

s ;
<r

N (175)
+2 Z Z (le“_,j(b;:,](w) + Tr_z,]q)r_z,j(x)) )

k=11i<r
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Q@) = —= [~ Y (PN — V()
= (176)

_QZZ(p”] TZ] +p27‘jl:[lzry(m))>

k=11i<r

4.5. Expansions of ad,'5Q(x)

Here we evaluate the expansion coefficientsfor) = ad;'6Q(z). Their evalu-
ation is based on the Wronskian relations (153), (154). NeMave:

[ (%), d36Q()] = (5" )et (W),
e (1), 2d519Q()] = 5 (97 )e™ (Wi
[ (e, X),2d515Q()] = —5((GpH)a* )i
[ (1), 2d515Q(2)] = 5((Gp7)a~ (V)

Skipping the calculational details we get the following ampion of aq;léQ(ac)
over the system@@i} and{¥+}:

a77)

(178)

1 + —
ad;'6Q(x) = 5= / d)\; L SHESVEIPISONE SIEPY)
(179)
+ZZ(6’WJJ — W),
k 1ilr
1 J,_ — —
ad; ' 5Q(x) = 5~ / dAKZT Sp(NW () + 6p (N W (1))
(180)
+ ZZ (5/WZ—:] 6,WT’7,]( ))7
k=1:1<r
where
. :I:
Wi (@) = OAF 7., ® aby< ) + 07 B (@), (181)
5,W:l:)y( )_5/\ipabj abj( )+5pab]l:[l;tb]( ) (182)

The expansions (175), (176) combined with proposition higtleer way to estab-
lish the one-to-one correspondence betw@én) and each of the minimal sets of
scattering datg; and7; (56). Likewise the expansions (179), (180) and proposi-
tion 1 establish the one-to-one correspondence betweertladion of the poten-
tial 6Q(x) and the variations of the scattering da ando7s.
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4.6. The generating operators

To complete the analogy between the standard Fourier tnansdéind the expan-
sions over the ‘squared solutions’ we need the analogs obplezatorDy =
—id/dx. The operatoDy is the one for whick** is an eigenfunctionDye** =
Xel*® . Therefore it is natural to introduce the generating opesat . through:

(A = N f(z,N) =0, (Ap =N (2,A) =
(A_ = N)®; (2, \) =0, (Ao =N)® (z,\) =
Their derivation starts by introducing the splitting:
e (2, 0) = e (2 N Fed (2, 0),  ebE(x, ) = (- Poy)ed (z,)), (184)
into the equation (139). Then eq. (139) splits into:

(183)

ded*
i= 2+ [Q(x), gy (w, \)] = 0, (185)
. de;tb d,+
IE + [Q(l’), eab (33‘ A)] - /\[J> eab(aj> )‘)]7 (186)
Eq. (185) can be integrated formally with the result
ejé)i (ZE? /\) ab e + 1/ dy 7 ;tb(y> )‘)]7 (187)
Caie(V) = lim_eGi™(y.2),  e=L. (188)

Next insert (187) into (186) and act on both sides bgthhis gives us:
(As = Ve (@, A) = i[Ch (V) ad} ' Q(x)], (189)

ab;e

where the generating operatats are given by:
AL X(z) = ad;! <1— +i { / dy[Q )]D . @90)
Thuse?, (, \) will be an eigenfunction of\, or A_ if only if C%*(y,\) = 0.

Evaluatlng the limits of (188) for all combinations of ind&a, b we find ¢ < r):
(A — ¥ (z,\) =0, (Ar =) (z,\) =0,
(A+ _>\+) mg( ) :07 (A-‘r_/\_)l:[ly;j(‘r) :07
(A- = N)®; (z,)) =0, (A =XN)® (z,\) =0,

N+ _ _

(A- = A))@;.,(x) =0, (A- = A))®,,.(x) =0,

ir;j

(191)

(192)

The rest of the squared solutions are not eigenfunctiongitdier A, nor A_:
(A+ - >‘+) rzg( ) lIl:_zg( ) (A+ - /\_)lIlz_rj(m) = ‘I’z’_r;j(x)v

_ (193)
(A—_/\+) zr]( ) (I,:;g( ) (A—_/\ ) rzg(x):@ri;j(x)v



34 Vladimir S. Gerdjikov

e, ¥’ () and@lw( x) are adjoint eigenfunctions df, andA_. This means

159
that/\i j=1,...,N are also the discrete eigenvalueshof but the correspond-
ing eigenspaces Oﬁi have double the dimensions of the oneslofnow they

are spanned by botﬁ'ab]( x) and \i'fb;j(x). Thus the set§¥} and{®} are the
complete sets of eigen- and adjoint functions\af andA _.
5. Fundamental Properties of the MNLS-type equations

In this Section we describe the fundamental propertieseoNhEE.

5.1. The class of the MNLS-type equations

Let us insert variations of the form (156) into the expansi¢h79), (180). This
results in:

_,dQ@ i dr.; . _
17% _ _~ ir -‘r T :
ad; G = am / dAZ ( ®ip (2, 0) + =3 Bl M)

(194)
+ZZ( w"y ng(*’” t))
k=11i<r
dQ i dp dp._ B
1%« - i + Ny "
ad;' =2 27T/ d)\; < i) + 2 \I’W(ac,)\)>
(195)
+ZZ( ZT] ng(m t))
k=11i<r
where
d\F L4 drs .
WC,L}):,“:] (aj» t) = d—th;z;j(I,ab;j (l’) + dt . q’i:b;j ($)7 (196)
- dEF g dp?,
Wi (1) =~ Pay Wans (1) + = 05, (a) (197)

Next from (191), (192) there follows that:
(fo(Ay) = fo)®5(z,A) =0, (fo(Ay) = fo(N)®5(2,A) =0,

(198)
(fo(Ay) = foA) )@ s() =0, (fo(Ay) = fo(A))) ¥y, (x) =0,
(fo(As) = fo AL )Wy (2) = FIN)®S, (), (199)
(fo(As) = oA ) Wiry(@) = FAT )5, (2),
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and similar relations between_ and its eigenfunctions. Combining them with the
expansions (175), (176) we get:

folAQ@) = = [ M) S (7 VB ) — 77 (). )
z<r (200)
+222(fo 1O (@) + foN )@ (@)
k=1:i<r
jﬁA#Q@):—g/;cu§:h ) (PN (0) — 0,0, (2,0))
1<r (201)

—2ZZXh )93 s (@) + foA )P () )

k=11i<r
Now we can prove that the principal series of MNLS-type eiquiathas the form:
d@
iad; ! + fo(A)Q(x,1) =0, (202)
whereA can be either\; or A_ and fy(\) determines the dispersion law of the
corresponding NLEE.

Theorem 4. The NLEE (202) are equivalent to each of the following evatut
equations for the scattering data bf

gt PR P £_qo  (203)
dt :!:2f0( ) _07 dt _07 dt :F2f0( ) j _07

dr* dA; dTi N

ar” _ S _o  (204)

i 2fo(A )t =0, =0 it L 2fo(\F)rE =0,

Proof: Insert the expansions (195) and (201) into the left hand aidee NLEE
(202) and use proposition 1. This immediately proves thévatence of the NLEE
to the linear equations (203). Analogously, from the exjmrss(194), (200) and
proposition 1 one proves the equivalence between the NLEE204). a

5.2. Integrals of motion — principal series.

Dealing with the block Zakharov-Shabat system we can djstgh two types of
NLEE and, consequently, two types of series of conservddias that provide the
Hamiltonians of the NLEE.

The MNLS equations have maximally degenerated dispersianand belong to
the principle series of NLEE. Their Hamiltonians have lodahsities, i.e., their
densities depend o@(x,t) and itsxz-derivatives. At the same time they have
maximal number of generating functionals of conservatawst the whole blocks
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a*()\) andct()\). However not all of these functionals are in involution, see
Subsection 5.4 below.

The NLEE characterized by generic dispersion laws havewds aon-local Hamil-
tonian densities and a minimal possible number of gengrdtinctionals of inte-
grals of motion. These are provided by the invariants (tigerialues) ob™(\)
andc™()\). Special combinations of these as in eq. (61) produce theilkdamns
of the MNLS type equations. In this Subsection we will coricatie on those.

In Subsection 2.6 we showed how these function&ig\) and C*(\) can be
expressed through the minimal sets of scattering datags€€2). Our aim here is
to derive a recurrent procedure which would allow one to esptheir coefficients
in the asymptotic expansions:

AT =D nah, CtN) =Y Tk, (205)
k=1 k=1

in terms ofQ(x, t). To this end we make use of a Wronskian type relation:

= atat 0
_< 0 —etet | (206)

valid for A € C,.. Here and below by ‘dot’ we denote derivative with respect.to
In what follows we will need also the standard formula:

(L= Pog) X" (x,A) (xT +izJxT)]|

r=—00

trlna™()\) = Indeta™ (), (207)
and its consequence
d%tr Ina® () = Indetat(A\)at (). (208)
Next we expresg ™ (z, ) in the form:
@A) = (L4 Wz, X)) Z(x, Ne 2, (209)
where
0 W (z, \) ZW (z, \) 0
Wiw. )= <w<2> @y o ) AEN=1T 0T gee ) )
(210)

Inserting (209) into (7) and separating the block-diagaral block-off-diagonal
parts we get fol¥ (z, A\) andZ(x, \) the following system:

it—f +Q(z,t) — WQW (z,t,\) = A\[J, W (x,t,\)], (211)

i%Z(m,t, ) + Q@ W (2,4, A) = 0, (212)



BASIC ASPECTS OF SOLITON THEORY 37

Combining egs. (209) and (206) we obtain:
/\+ +
_ <a Nat(\) 0 ) (213)

T=—00 0 —C

which leads, in view of (208) and (212) to

Z(x,t,\)Z

2Nz =i / T A2 (@t QW (2,6, N Z (2,1, N). (214)

00

. : 10
If we multiply both sides of (214) b)( 0 0> and < 01

grate over\ we get:

AT()) = Indeta® () = 1/_0:0 dztr (Q(m,t)W(:c,t, A) (]01 8)) ,

) take the trace and inte-

= (215)
C*(\) = Indetet(\) = —i/_oo dztr (Q(m,t)W(w,t, A) (8 ]Ol>) .

Using the asymptotic expansions4t (\), C*(\) (see eq. (205)) and/ (z, t, \):
W(:Ev L, )‘) = Z Wk(l’, t)/\_kv (216)
k=1

we arrive at the following expressions for the integrals oftion 7;, and.J:

I, :i/_o:odxtr (Q(az,t)Wk(a:,t) (jolg))
Jp = —i/_o:o dztr (Q(m,t)Wk(x,t) (8 i)) .

The last step in these considerations consists in derivacegrrent relations for
calculatingWy(z, t) in terms of Q(z,t) and itsz-derivatives. This is done by
inserting (216) into the equation (211) with the result:

Wile, 1) = 71,0,

(217)

218)
1 aw (
Wk+1(x7t) -7 |:J7 l—k - Z Wp(x7t)Q(w7t)Ws(w7t)] :
4 dx
p+s=k
In particular we have:
_ 1 _ 1 3
Wale,t) = 7Qu,  Wale,t) = 75 [/, Qus + Q°] (219)

which leads to:

I = i/ dztr(qr), J = —i/ dztr (rq),
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1 fo° 1 fo°
I, = _Z/ dztr (gry), Jy = Z/ dztr(rqg), (220)

=i [ dewrtaa), =g [ drt (e +rer),

5.3. Hamiltonian properties of the MNLS egs.

Let us briefly outline the Hamiltonian properties of the NLEB2). Obviously the
MNLS describes an infinite dimensional Hamiltonian systeitinWamiltonian:

1 [o° .
Huis =5 [ dytr (QQua+ Q'(w0) =4l + 1), (221)
and Poisson brackets:

{qks(y> t)> rri(mv t)} = 152]957"35(3: - y)> (222)
or, equivalently, by the canonical symplectic form:

Qo = i/oo datr (6r(z) A dq(x))
_ %/_O:O detr (ad;'6Q(x) A [/,ad;"0Q(x)) (223)

The second expression is preferable to us because it makiesisibhe interpreta-
tion of 5Q(x, t) as local coordinate on the co-adjoint orbit passing thrafigh is
also expressed through the skew-scalar product by:

Q= + [ad;"5Q ) ad;"5Q)). (224)

It can be evaluated in terms of the scattering data varistidio do this we insert
the expansion of a;iléQ into 2y and then use again the equations (177), (178).
After some calculations we get:

1 N
Q% / (25 () — 25 () —130 (2 + 2y) . (229)

27 =

QE(\) = %tr (6rFc AdpTat(N), Q= 533 QE(N),  (226)

7

Here we skip the explicit expressions f@gt which are rather involved. From
(225) it is not even obvious thé&l, is closed.

The Hamiltonian formulation of the MNLS eq. withy andH, is just one member
of the hierarchy of Hamiltonian formulations of MNLS proeid by:
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Hy, = 4i(Ijpq3 + Jpy3)- (228)

We can also calculat®, in terms of the scattering data variations. Doing this we
will need also egs. (198), (199). The answer is

_ 1 * k —+ — . N + _
e = ﬁ/_oo dAA (Qo (A) =9 (A)) —1; (Q,m. +Qk;j), (229)
O, = Res M5 (\). (230)
’ A=2T

This allows one to prove that if we are able to c&gtin canonical form then all
Q. will also be cast in canonical form and will be pair-wise elgnt.

5.4. The classicalR-matrix and the NLEE of MNLS type

One of the definitions of the classicBImatrix is based on the Lax representation
for the corresponding NLEE. We will start from this definitidout before to state
it will introduce the following notation:

{venoUEw}. (231)

which is an abbreviated record for the Poisson bracket lmtaé matrix elements
of U(x,\) andU (y, )

[VeNovEw} = ae ) Unw}. @32

ik,Im

In particular, ifU(x, \) is of the form:

U(l‘, >\) = Q(ma t) - /\Ja Q(l‘, t) = Z(qirEir +priEm')> (233)
i<r
and the matrix elements @J(x, t) satisfy (222), then:

{U(m, N @ U(y, #)} — i (B ® By — B @ E)d(w —y).  (234)

i<r

The classicaR-matrix can be defined through the relation [12]:

(VN 9@} =i RO~ 0),U@ N © 1+ 10 Uy, w] 5 - ).
(235)
which can be understood as a systen\NGf equation for theV? matrix elements
of R(A — u). However, these relations must hold identically with respe A and
u, i.e., (235) is an overdetermined system of algebraic eouatfor the matrix
elements ofR. It is far from obvious whether sucR(A — i) exists, still less
obvious is that it depends only on the differerice y.. In other words far from any
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choice forU(z, A) and for the Poisson brackets between its matrix elemerw all
R-matrix description. Our system (235) allows Bamatrix given by:

i P

RO —p) = —o 236
whereP is a constaniVZ x N2 matrix:
N
P=>" Eu® Ep,. (237)

a,b=1
The matrixP possesses the following special properties:

PX®Y)=(Y®X)P, P?=1, (238)
i.e., it interchanges the positions of the elements in thectitensor product. By
using these properties &f we are getting:

[P,Q(z) @ 1+ 1® Q(x)] =0, (239)
i.e., the r.h.side of (235) does not conté)(z, t). Besides:
[PAT QL+ pul® J] = (A—p) [P J® 1]

= —2(/\ - ,U) <Z(Ezr QFEp — Ep ® EZT)) : (240)

i <r
where we used the commutation relations between the mafiige
[Eab> Ec ] = Eadébc - Ecbéda' (241)
The comparison between (239), (240) and (235) leads us teshé, thatR(\— 1)

(236) indeed satisfies the definition (235).

Let us now show, that the classidat-matrix is a very effective tool for calculating
the Poisson brackets between the matrix elemenfS(aj. It will be more con-
venient here to consider periodic boundary conditions eririterval[—L, L], i.e.
Q(z — L) = Q(z + L) and to use the fundamental solutidiz, y, A) defined by:

AT (z,y.A)
dx

Skipping the details we just formulate the following retatifor the Poisson brack-
ets between the matrix elementsiofx, y, A):

+U(z, )T (z,y,A) =0, T(x,z,\) =1. (242)

{T@y e T@yn} = RO- 0. Ty o Teypn]  @49)

The corresponding monodromy matfik (A) describes the transition fromL to
L andTy(\) = T(—L, L, \). The Poisson brackets between the matrix elements
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of Tr.(\) follow directly from eq. (243) and are given by:
{0 o TL) | = RO 0. TL0) © Tul0). (244)

An elementary consequence of this result is the involytiat the integrals of
motion I, ;. from the principal series which are from the expansions of:

Indetaj(\) = I A", —Indete; (A) =Y I, A7, (245)
k=1 k=1

Indete] (\) =Y JpxA ", —Indeta;(A) =Y JrA7F,  (246)
k=1 k=1

An important property of the integralg, ; and Jy, ;. is their locality, i.e. their
densities depend only ap and itsz-derivatives.

The simplest consequence of the relation (243) is the inwval of 17, 5, Jr .
Indeed, taking the trace of both sides of (243) shows &, (\), tr T (1)} = 0.
We can also multiply both sides of (243) by® C and then take the trace using
ed. (239); this proves:

{rTp(N)C i tr T (n)C'} = 0. (247)
In particular, forC = 1 + J andC = 1. — J we get the involutivity of:

{tr at (M), tr aZ(u)} =0, {tr a; (\),tra; (u)} =0,
{refo e} =0, {rez), ez} =o,

Eq. (243) was derived for the typical representatioft) of & ~ SU(n + m),
but it holds true also for any other finite-dimensional reprgation of®. Let
us denote by %) ~ Ak (1) the k-th fundamental representation &f then the
elementT’, () will be represented i (¥) by AT}, (\) — thek-th wedge power of
Tr(\), see [28]. In particular, if we consider eq. (243) in the esgntationi/ (™)
and sandwich it between the highest and lowest weight v@atdr (™) we get:

{deta} ()\),deta} (1)} =0, {detc, (N\),detc; ()} = 0. (249)

(248)

Likewise considering (243) in the representatigi””) and sandwich it between
the highest and lowest weight vectorsiiti™) we get:

{detaj (\),detaj (1)} =0,  {dete}()\).detef (1)} =0.  (250)

Since egs. (249) and (250) hold true for all values\and i we can insert into
them the expansions (245) with the result:

{IL,kalL,p} =0, {JL,kaJL,p} =0, k,p=1,2,.... (251)
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Somewhat more general analysis along this lines allows orseé that only the
eigenvalues o& (\) andcy (A) produce integrals of motion in involution.

Taking the limit L — oo we are able to transfer these results also for the case
of potentials with zero boundary conditions. Indeed, lethudtiply (243) by
E(y,\) ® E(y, u) on the right and byg~!(z, \) ® E~!(z, 1) on the left, where
E(z,\) = exp(—iAJx) and take the limit forr — oo, y — —oo. Since:
) elT(A—p)
:vEI:I:noo A— L

= Hird(\ — p), (252)
we get:

{TOV TG0 | = R = WTO) & T0) - TO) & TR\ - ),

!

Ri(A—p) (253)

1
= - | D Ex®En+ Y B ® By | £im6(A — p)loy,
wherelly; is defined by eq. (162). Analogously we prove that:

i) the integralsl;, = limz_, I, andJ, = limy_, Jr, are in involution, i.e.:

{Ilwlp} = {Ika Jp} = {Jka Jp} =0,

for all positive values of: and p; ii) only the eigenvalues o&™()\) andc*(\)
produce integrals of motion in involution.

5.5. Generic NLEE

Now we apply the expansions above to the analysis of the gaNEEE related to
L. Each of these NLEE is determined by its dispersion law:

f(A):;AkB’“:UléA) ) B s,) @

The analysis of these NLEE is based on the expan$Bp,Sid}1Q(m, t)] over the
systems{ ¥} and{®}. The corresponding expansion coefficients are obtained by
multiplying eq. (136) on the right by, and taking the trace. Then apphf to

both sides of the expansions. This proves a theorem geziagatheorem 4.

Theorem 5. The generic NLEE with polynomial dispersion lgig\) (254) are of

the form:

dQ <~ & -1 _

—= + > A¥[By,ad;'Q(z,1)] =0, (255)
k=1
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and are equivalent to each of the following evolution equaifor the scattering
data of L:

dp™ N N B
i — 2T () =T (A 1(N) =0,
i%_ + f1(N)p” (A1) + p~ (A1) f2a(X) = 0,
dp (256)
doy I dxt
IW—Ffl,jp] (t)_pj (t)fQJZO, E:O’
T AT ) + T () = 0.
T )T~ T (DA =0
dri (257)
id—; + 1T @)+ 7 (05 =0, fifay = fr2007)
.de_ L 3 B d/\;-t
ld—t — f27jTj (t) — Tj (t)flvj = 07 E e

As a consequence of theorem 5 we get #hiaf)\) and 7T+ ()\) satisfy linear set of
equations:

.dS* AT+
Tt Tar
which can be easily solved. In addition the block-diagonatrioesD* (\) are not
integrals of motion but rather satisfy:
.dD*
ar
From eq. (259) there follows that for geneyfi¢)) only the invariants oD+ (), )
(or, equivalently, only the invariants af (), t) andc® (), t)) provide series of in-
tegrals of motion in involution. As a consequence the gereLiEE (255) possess
soliton solutions whose velocities may depend on time. Eptasof such NLEE

and the properties of their soliton solutions called boamsrand trappons have
been analyzed by Calogero and Degasperis [7, 8, 9, 10].

+ [f(\), ST\, )] =0, + [f(N), TE(\1)] =0, (258)

+ [f(N), DE(\,1)] =0, (259)

6. Discussion

In order to understand better the idea that the expansiosistiog ‘squared solu-
tions’ are generalized Fourier transforms we will outlihe timit to small poten-
tials, i.e. Q(x) < 1, for which the Born approximation is adequate. We will see
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that in this limit all these expansions turn out to be just tiseal Fourier trans-
forms.

It is known [1] that the corresponding Zakharov-Shabatesysinay have discrete
eigenvalues only provided(x) is large enough, while in the Born approxima-
tion it does not possess discrete spectrum. The eigenfunsctif the continuous
spectrum are well approximated by the ‘plane waves’.

X, N) =y () e (260a)

and the scattering data are provided by the Born approxomati

+ : 2id\x — : —2iAx
Pir(A :1/ g, (z)e dz, Pri(A :1/ rri(x)e dz,
) (x) W=i[ i) 2600)

at(\) ~ 1, a” (A) ~1,
As a result the “squared solutions” are also approximateglaype waves'’:
Ut(z,\) ~ & (z,)\) ~ E;e¥Ae, U (2,\) ~ ®F(z,\) ~ Ej e

The completeness relation (161) acquires the form:

1 [o© . .
S —yllos = — [ do 3 (N, 0 By - PIE 0 By)
T J—o0 i<r
of the usual Fourier transform for matrix-valued functiomfe recursion operators
A+ in this limit go into the purely differentiation operator:

A~ i [ag, d%} (261)
whose spectrum is purely continuous.

Onthe other hand the expansions over the “squared sollutange understood as
expansions over the eigenfunctions\of andA_. Note, that whiled/dx does not
have discrete spectrum, the operathrsmay have discrete eigenvalues whenever
L has. Finally, if we restrict ourselves to the special cldaflectionless poten-
tials for whichp®(\) = 0 for all A € R, we obtain finite dimensional subspace of
M. Then the operatorA . operate nontrivially only in this subspace.

7. Conclusions

We showed that the interpretation of the ISM as a generakzmdier transform
holds true for the generalized Zakharov-Shabat systerateceto the symmetric
spacesSU(n + m)/S(U(n) ® U(n)). Using the standard dressing method we
outlined the structure of the singularities of the fundatakanalytic solutions and
constructed the soliton solutions with multidimensiorigeaspaces (the projectors
P;(x) may have rank; > 1).
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The expansions over the ‘squared solutions’ are naturdltdoderive the funda-
mental properties not only of the MNLS type equations, bsb aif the NLEE with

generic dispersion laws. Some of these equations, besidasttiguing proper-
ties as dynamical systems allowing for boomerons, trapgins may also have
interesting physical applications.

Another interesting area for further investigations istiedg and classify the re-
ductions of these NLEE. For results along this line for thelMiNequations see the
reports [21] and [22]; reductions of other types of NLEE hbeen considered in
[16, 19, 20, 33].

One can also treat generalized Zakharov-Shabat systeateddb other symmet-
ric spaces. This would require substantial changes in thssdrg factors. The
expansions over the ‘squared solutions’ can be closelyectle the graded Lie
algebras, and to the reduction group and provide an efeettigl to derive and
analyze new soliton equations. For more details and furdreating see [11, 16].
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