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Abstract

This paper is dedicated to provide theta function representations
of algebro-geometric solutions for the Fokas-Lenells (FL) hierarchy
through studying an algebro-geometric initial value problem. Further,
we reduce these solutions into n-dark solutions through the degenera-
tion of associated Riemann surfaces.

1 Introduction

In the past few decades, the celebrated nonlinear Schrodinger (NLS) equa-
tion has been widely studied in various of aspects. Inref. [5], Fokas proposed
an integrable generalization of the NLS equation,

iy — Vg 4 Yige + olul?(u + ivu,) =0, 0 = +1, 2,€ R,t > 0

(1.1)

v,7, p = constant € R,

which is known as Fokas equation later, using bi-Hamiltionian methods.
Just like the bi-Hamiltionian structure of the well-known Korteweg-de Vries
equation can be perturbed to yield the integrable Camassa-Holm equation,
the same mathematical trick applied to the two Hamiltionian operators asso-
ciated with the NLS equation yields the Forkas equation. Under the simple
transformation

u— Bvae®u, a =~/v, B=1/v, 0 = —0,
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the Fokas equation (ILI]) changes to the Forkas-Lenells (FL) equation
Utz + af?u — 2iafu, — gy + oiaB?|ul?u, =0, o = +1. (1.2)

In the context of nonlinear optics, the FL. equation models the propagation
of nonlinear light pulses in monomode optical fibers when certain higher-
oder nonlinear effects are taken into account [I6]. In contrast to the case
of the NLS equation which comes in a focusing as well as in a defocusing
version depending on the values of the parameters, and solitons only exist
in the focusing regime, all versions of equation (2] are mathematically
equivalent up to a change of variables. The transformation

u — /abe P20y g =~/ > 0,

£ =x+at, T = —ab’t.
transforms the Forkas equation (L)) into
Ure = u — io|ulPue, o= =+1, (1.3)

the so-called Forkas-Lenells derivative nonlinear Schridinger equation (FDNS)
in some references [22 25]. An important feature of equation (L3)) is that it
describes the first negative flow of the integrable hierarchy associated with
the derivative nonlinear Schrodinger (DNLS) equation [5l 12| [13] 16].

In this paper, we start from the following coupled form

Qot — Qza +99¢27T — 21z +q =0, (1 4)

Tat — Tgx — 1QrTe + 2iry, +17 =0, '
which are exactly reduced to the FL equation (« = 8 =1 in (L2))

Got = Goz F ilalqe — 2iqs + ¢ =0, (1.5)

for r = £q. Related results can also be directly applied to (1)) and (L3)
since the existence of these simple transformations among them. It is shown
that (4] /(LA is a completely integrable nonlinear partial differential equa-~
tion possessing Lax pair, bi-Hamiltonian structure, and soliton solutions
[0, 16l 17, 18]. One of the most remarkable feature of the FL equation is
that it possesses various kinds of exact solutions such as solitons, breathers,
etc.. The bright solitons under vanishing boundary condition have been
constructed by inverse scattering transform (IST) method [I7], dressing
method [I8] and Hirota method [2I]. The lattice representation and the



n-dark solitons of the FL equation have been presented in [25], where a re-
lationship is also established between the FL equation and other integrable
models including the NLS equation, the Merola-Ragnisco-Tu equations and
the Ablowitz-Ladik equation. In [22], the author has dealt with a sophis-
ticated problem on the dark soliton solutions with a plane wave boundary
condition using Hirota method. The breather solutions of the FL equation
have also been constructed via a dressing-Backlund transformation related
to the Riemann-Hilbert problem formulation of the inverse scattering the-
ory [26]. Recently, the authors of []] has investigated n-order rogue waves
solutions of FL equation using Darboux transformation method.

The algebro-geometric solution, parameterized by compact Riemann sur-
face of finite genus, is a kind of important solutions in soliton theory. This
kind of solutions was originally studied on the KdV equation based on
the inverse spectral theory, developed by pioneers such as the authors in
[, 3L 41 11 [15] 19, 23] and further developed by the authors in [2] [6], 141 20],
etc. In a degenerated case of the algebro-geometric solution, the multi-
soliton solution and periodic solution in elliptic function type may be ob-
tained [3].

The purpose of this paper is to analyze the quasi-periodic solutions
and dark soliton solutions of the FL hierarchy using the algebro-geometric
method [7]. This systematic approach, proposed by Gesztesy and Holden
to construct algebro-geometric solutions for integrable equations, has been
extended to the whole (1+1) dimensional integrable hierarchy, such as the
AKNS hierarchy, the CH hierarchy etc. Recently, we investigated algebro-
geometric solutions for the the Degasperis-Procesi hierarchy and Hunter-
Saxton hierarchy [9] [10] using this method.

In the present paper, we consider a Cauchy problem ([@1]), ([42) of FL
hierarchy with a quasi-periodic initial condition ¢,r (cf. (B71)), (B72])) and
search for its exact solutions. We will prove the solution of this cauchy
problem is unique (cf. Lemma 4.3) and give the explicit form of ¢,r (cf.
Theorem 4.6). We also find that the quasi-periodic solutions obtained in
Theorem 4.6 can be linked with the dark solitons of FL hierarchy. Especially,
for the FL equation (I4])/([L3), the results of [25] about the n-dark solitons
can be obtained from a different standpoint. As shown in [21],[22], the bright
solitons and dark solitons correspond to the vanishing boundary condition
and non-vanishing boundary condition, respectively. Hence the authors are
confident that there exists another kind of quasi-periodic solutions which
may degenerate to the bright solitons. Obviously, this depends on what
kinds of Cauchy problem we will investigate.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we construct the FL



hierarchy using a zero-curvature approach and a polynomial recursion for-
malism. Moreover, the hyperelliptic curve IC,, of genus n associated with
the FL zero-curvature pairs is introduced with the help of the characteristic
polynomial of Lax matrix V}, for the stationary FL hierarchy. In section 3,
we treat the stationary FL hierarchy and its quasi-periodic solutions. Us-
ing these stationary quasi-periodic solutions as initial values, we solve the
Cauchy problem and obtain the quasi-periodic solutions of FL hierarchy In
section 4. In section 5, we consider the soliton limit of these quasi-periodic
solutions given in section 4 and finally derive the n-dark solitons of the FL
hierarchy.

2 The Fokas-Lenells Hierarchy, Recursion Rela-
tions, and Hyperelliptic Curves

In this section, we provide the construction of FL hierarchy and derive the

corresponding sequence of zero-curvature pairs using a polynomial recursion

formalism. Moreover, we introduce the underlying hyperelliptic curve in

connection with the stationary FL hierarchy.
Throughout this section, we make the following hypothesis.

Hypothesis 2.1. In the stationary case we assume that
g, € C*(R), q(x),q.(x),rz(x) #0, x € R. (2.1)

In the time-dependent case we suppose

q(-,t),r(-,t) € C®[R),t € R, q(z,-),r(z, ) € C*(R),z € R,

q(x,t), qu(x,t),re(z,t) # 0, (x,t) € R2. (22)

We first introduce the basic polynomial recursion formalism. Define
{fex}eeg, 190+ een, and {hg + }oen, recursively by

9o+ = —1, ho+ =714, fo+ = —qu, (2.3)
190,42 = Tz fo+ + qzhe, £ € No, (2.4)
Jo+ro = 20029041+ — 2ifos1,4, £ € No, (2.5)
hé,-i—,m = 2ihg+1’+ + 2i7’xgg+17+, { € Ny, (26)



and

go,— = —1/4, ho - = —ir/2, fo - = —iq/2, (2.7)
190+1,— 2 = quhe,— + 12 fr,—, £ € Ny, (2.8)
fos1,— 2 = 2iqpgo1,— — 2ifo—, £ € Ny, (2.9)
hoit,—z = 2ihg— + 2iryges1,—, L € No, i = V=1, (2.10)

where fy 4 2, g¢.+ o and hy + o, ¢ € Ny, denote the derivative of fo 4+, go +, he +
with respect to the space variable x, respectively. Explicitly, one obtains

90,4+ = _17
g1+ = _§erm — Cl1,+,
f0,+ = —(qz,
1 1
fl,-‘r = Z_Z.qgcx - 5%207‘:(: — C1,+4x,
h0,+ =T,
1 1,
hl,—i— = =Tax + 52Ty + C1 4T,
21 2
1
907_ = —Z, (211)
1 1
_=——qr—-c1—,
q, 2q 1 1,
1.
fO,— = _52(]7
v . 1.
fi- = —/ (g +1qq,7) dz — 5ic1,—q,
zo
1
ho— = — =i
0, 2ZT7
T

1
hy,— = / (r —igrry) doe — icy —r, etc.
0 2

Here {cy + }ren denote summation constants which naturally arise when solv-
ing the differential equations for gy 4, fr.—, he— in (Z3)-2I0]).

We first consider the stationary case. To construct the stationary Fokas-
Lenells hierarchy we introduce the following 2 x 2 matrix

r:€ iz

U(¢,z) = ( —iz it > 2= g2 (2.12)



and make the ansatz

_ [ iGu(&w)  —Fu(& ) _ 2
VH(£7$) - ( Hn(f,l‘) —ZGﬂ(f,l‘) > , = (n—7n+) € NO’ (2'13)

where Gy, Fj, and H,, are chosen as Laurent polynomials, namely

n_— n+

Y @)+ 3 )
/=0 /=1
n_

Fp(6a) =Y 2 i (@) + > & fu—o1(2), (2.14)
(=0

=0
n_— n4
=& @)+ Y i1 (1)
=0 =0

and gy +, fo+, he+, are defined by (Z3)-(2I0). The linear system

wm = U(£7$)¢7 ¢t = VQ(£,$)¢, 1/) = (¢17¢2)T (215)

yields the stationary zero-curvature equation

— Vaa(§ w) + [U(E, 2), V(€ 2)] = 0. (2.16)

Inserting (2.12)) and (213)) into (ZI4]), one easily finds
§qz(2)Hn (&, @) + Era(x) Fu(€, ) = iGpa(§, @), (2.17)
202 (8, x) — 2i8q2 () Gp (&, @) = —Fp o (&, 2), (2.18)
2izH, (&, x) + 2iry (2)Gr (&, 2) = Hp (€, x). (2.19)

Insertion of (ZI4]) into 2I7)-@2I9]) then yields

Foo—ttw — 2iQegn — + 2ifu 1 = 0, (2.20)
i g+ 21—+ 2irage = 0. (2.21)

Thus, varying n4+ € Ny, equations (Z20]) and (Z21]) give rise to the stationary
Fokas-Lenells (FL) hierarchy which we introduce as follows

s-FL ( 7‘) = < fn+_17+7m o 2iq;pgn77_ + 2Z.fn,—1,— > =0
" _hn+—1,+,x + 2Z'hn,—l,— + 2irygn_ ' (2.22)

n= (’I’L_,’I’L+) € Ng



We record the first few equations in FL hierarchy ([222]) explicitly,

510z
s-FL,0)(q,7) = S =0 (2.23)
2 xX
o —Qzx + iQQxT - 2icl,—qu’c +4q o
sFLan(er) = ( —Tgy — 4qrTy + 2iC1 Ty + 1 > =0 (2.24)

In the special case ¢;— = 1 in (2.24]), one obtains the stationary version of
the Fokas-Lenells system (L4).

From 2I7)-(2I9]) one infers that

et (Va(6, ) = - (GAE0) + Fult ) Ha(, ) =0, (225)
and hence
Go(&x) + Fp(&,2)Hy (&, 2) = Ry (9), (2.26)

where the Laurent polynomial R,, is z-independent. One may write R,, as

2n+1
Ra(§) =27 [[ (€= Em), {En}atdd CC,
41 (2.27)
n=2ny+2n_ —1 € Ny.
Moreover, ([226]) also implies
2n+1
li "R = E
SI_H)%)Z Q(g) go m
and hence
2n+1 1
I 2n=—. (2.28)
16
m=0

Relation (2.20)) allows one to introduce a hyperelliptic curve K,, of arithmetic
genus n = 2n4 + 2n_ — 1 (possibly with a singular affine part), where

2n+1
Kn:F&y) =y* =2 Ro(&) =y* = [[ (€= En) =0,
m=0
n=2n, +2n_ —1¢€Ny. (2.29)

Next we turn to the time-dependent Fokas-Lenells hierarchy. For that
purpose the coefficients ¢ and r are now considered as functions of both the



space and time. For each system in this hierarchy, that is, for each n, we
introduce a deformation (time) parameter ¢,, € R in ¢, 7, replacing ¢(x), r(z)
by q(x,tn),r(x,t,). Moreover, the definitions (2ZI12), 2I3) and (ZI4) of
U,V and F,, Gy, Hy, respectively, still apply by adding a parameter ¢,, € R,
that is,

(‘T7tﬂ)€ _
vt =, ) e (2:30)
G _FTL sy b
£7$ t ( ZHQ g:xx ttﬂ —ZGQ((gé-:I‘;,ttﬂ)) > B n = (n_,n+) c Ng,
(2.31)
(&2, ty) Zé R 8 o N SN R ) (2.32)
/=0 /=1
Fa€otn) =S €200, (ot +Z§ Fooos(mtn),  (2.33)
=0
H, (&, x,t,) = - S T R Zg2fhn+_“(:p,tﬂ) (2.34)
=0 =0

with g¢ +, fo 4+, he+ defined by [2.3)-210). Equation (ZI6]) now needs to be
changed to

U, (&2, tn) — Voo (&2, t0) + [U (& 2, t0), Va(, 2, t,)] = 0. n € N§. (2.35)
Insertion of (Z3)-(ZI0), (Z30)-(Z34) into (Z35]) then yields
0= Uta(fvxvtﬂ) — V(& 2, t0) + [U(E, 2, t0), Va6, @, t0)]

—iGn,z+qz§Hn+ro{Fn Qoté+Fn o +2i2Fpn—2iq:6Gyn
- roté—Hn, o +2ir: EGn+2izHp iGn,o—quEHn—T2EFy
0 E(taﬂ+ﬁb;i}1,+,x—2)iqccgn, —
| €rotn—hn, 14042k 1 "6’1” . (2:36)
+2iragn_,—)



Equation (2:36) gives rise to two equivalent forms of (2Z.35]),

0=~ n :c(fa x,t ) + Qx(xy tﬂ)SHQ(§7 xz, t@) + Tx(xy tﬂ)gFQ(§7 xz, tﬂ)u
(2.37)
QItﬂ(‘Tu tﬂ)f - _Fﬂ,x(fa xZ, tﬂ) - 2iZFQ(§7 xZ, tﬂ) + 22%(% tQ)SGQ(§7 x, tﬂ)7
(2.38)
Tatn (T, t0)E = Hy o(§, 7, t0) — 2074 (2, 1,)EGR(E, 7, tn) — 2i2Hp (€, 2, t0),
(2.39)

and

Azty, + fn+—1,+,x - 2Z‘qgcgn7,— + 2Z’fn7—l,— =
Tat, — hn+_1,+7m + Qihn7_17_ + QZ'T’xgnﬂ_ =0.
Varying n € N3, the collection of evolution equations
Qrt, T fn —1,+,x — Qingn, -+ 2Z‘fn,—1 — >
FL,.(q,7) = n S . ’ ; ’ =0,
n(2,7) < Taty — Pny—1 4.0 + 2ihn_ 1+ 2irpg,
ta €ER, n=(n_,ny) €N  (2.40)
then defines the time-dependent Fokas-Lenells hierarchy. Explicitly,
1 B
qxt + 51qx
FL T = ©0) © 27 > =0, 2.41
(0,0)(q ) ( Tatio) — %27’9@ ( )

- qqer — 2ic) _
FL1)(0,r) = ( Qut(y1) — Qoo +1qQeT — 2iC1, s + q

. . =0, etc., (2.42
oty — Tew — 9Ty + 2icy, Ty + 1 ) ( )

represent the first few equations of the time-dependent Fokas-Lenells hier-
archy. The special case n = (1,1), and ¢; — = 1, that is,

Aty qy — dox +1iqq.r — 219 +q —0
Tty — Twx = qTTg + 20r5 + 7 o

represents the Fokas-Lenells system (L4]).

Finally, it will also be useful to work with the corresponding homoge-
neous coefficients fg +,0¢,+, and hg 4+, defined by the vanishing of the inte-
gration constants ¢, for £ =1,...,¢, and choosing ¢y + = 1,

o o 1. o
f07+ - f07+ = —(qq, f07— = f07— = —3, ff = f@‘ckzo, k=1,...,0» le N7

2
. R |
Jo+ = 9o+ = =1, go— =go- = T 9+ T 9t +ler=0, k=1,..0, L EN,
. N 1. -
ho+ =hot =72, ho— =ho—=—gir, hey =hetlo—o k=1, CEN
(2.43)



By induction one infers that

L L

¢

for= confor Gox=) Copfrt, hex=Y crphpz, €N
k=0 k=0 k=0

(2.44)

In a slight abuse of notation we will occasionally stress the dependence of
fe+,90+,he+ on g,r (or z,t) by writing fr+(q,7),9¢+(q,7), he+(g,7) (or
fo+(z,t), g0+ (x,t), he+(x,t)). Similarly, with Fy , Gy 4, H 1 denoting the
polynomial parts of Fy, Gy, Hy, respectively, and Fy _,Gy_, Hy_ denoting
the Laurant parts of Fy, Gy, Hy, £ = ({_,¢) € N3, such that

Fy(&) = Fo— (&) + Fo (), Gu(§) = G- (&) + Ge+ (),

Hy(§) = Ho,—(§) + He1(8),

one finds that

yas 0_

Fre=> coypibrs, Goo=> co_p2Gry,
k=1 k=0
Z+ Zi

Goy =Y ctpk+Gr Hyz=Y co ptHyx,
k=0 k=1

where Iy, 4, Gy +, Hy, + are corresponding homogeneous quantities of Fy, 4+, G+, Hy, +.

3 Stationary Fokas-Lenells formalism

This section is devoted to a detailed study of the stationary Fokas-Lenells hi-
erarchy. We first define a fundamental meromorphic function ¢(P, z) on the
hyperelliptic curve K, using the polynomial recursion formalism described
in section 2, and then study the properties of the Baker-Akhiezer function
(P, x,x0), Dubrovin-type equations, trace formulas and theta function rep-
resentations of ¢, 11, Y9, q, 1.

For major parts of this section we suppose 1), 22), 23)-@I0),
ZI2)-E222), keeping n € Ny fixed.

We recall the hyperelliptic curve

2n+1
Kn:F(&y) =y =2 Ru(§) =" — [[ (€ - Em) =0, (3.1)
m=0
2n+1
Ry(&) =27 [[ (€= Em), {Em}iZy € C,n=2n; +2n_ —1 €N,
m=0

10



as introduced in ([2:29). Throughout this section we assume K,, to be non-
singular, that is, we suppose that

Ey # By form#m/, mym' =0,1,--- 2n + 1. (3.2)

KCr is compactified by joining two points at infinity Pu, , Poo, # Px_, but
for notational simplicity the compactification is also denoted by IC,,. Points
P on

Kn \ {Pocys Poo_}

are represented as pairs P = (£, y(P)), where y(-) is the meromorphic func-
tion on IC,, satisfying
Fn(&,y(P)) = 0.

The complex structure on IC,, is defined in the usual way by introducing
local coordinates

<Q0P—>(£_£O)

near points Qo = (£,y(Qo)) € K., which are neither branch nor singular
points of KCp,; near the points Py, € K, the local coordinates are

CPOO:E :P_>£_17

and similarly at branch and singular points of K,. Hence K,, becomes a
two-sheeted Riemann surface of topological genus n in a standard manner.
The holomorphic map *, changing sheets, is defined by

L {/cn — K,
' P = (€7yj(§)) — P* = (Z7yj+l(mod 2)(6))7 ] = 07 17
P = (P")", etc., (3.3)

where y;(£), 7 = 0,1, denote the two branches of y(P) satisfying F,,(&,y) =
0, namely

(= 40())(y — y1(8) = y* — 27" Rapy2(§) = 0. (3.4)

Taking into account ([B.4)), one easily derives

yo(§) +v1(§) =0,
Yo(E)y1(§) = =27 Ronya(€), (3.5)
Yo (&) + 17 (6) = 227" Ransa(9).

11



Positive divisors on K,, of degree n are denoted by
ICn — N(),

P oDy p = { k if P occurs k times in {Py,..., P,},

0if P ¢{Py,...,P,).

DPlvmvpn :

(3.6)
Moreover, for a nonzero, meromorphic function f on K., the divisor of f is
denoted by (f).
For notational simplicity we will usually assume that n € N and hence
n € N2\{(0,0)}. (The trivial case n = (0,0) is excluded in our discussion
since the ”genus” of corresponding curve is —1 < 0.)

We denote by {1 (z)}j=1,... n and {v;(z)};=1,... » the zeros of (-)2"~~1F, (-,

and (-)*"~~"1H, (-, z), respectively. Thus we may write

Fu(§2) = —qu()¢ ] (€ — (e (3.7)
ol

H, (&, x) = rp(x)e -+ H —vj(z (3.8)

We now introduce {/i;};j=1,..n C K, and {0;};j=1,. , C K, by
fri(x) = (pj (@), —pj(2)*" Gulpj (), ), j=1,....n, (3.9)

and
vi(z) = (vj(z),vj(2)*"- Gu(vi(x),2)), j=1,...,n. (3.10)
We also introduce the points Py 4 by Py + = (0, :l:%) € K, (cf. 229)).
Next we define the fundamental meromorphic function on C,, by
i€y — iG(& )
Fy(& )
_ Hy(§ 2)
iy +iGy(8, @)

with divisor of ¢(-,x) given by
(0(,2)) = Dp,_p(z) — PPy ifa)> (3.12)
using (B.7) and (B.8). Here we abbreviated

(@) = {fn (@) = P jio(@), ., fin ()}, (3.13)

v(z) = {1 (z) = Pexo_,2(x),...,0n(z)}.

¢(Pv$) - -

(3.11)

12
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Given ¢(-, x), the stationary Baker-Akhiezer function v is then defined by

o = (e )
Y1 (P, z,20) = exp < /x : dz’ (—iz + qu(2") (P, :p’))> : (3.14)

o(P,x,x0) = ¢(P,x) exp </1‘ dr' (ry(2") o™ (P 2)) + zz)> . (3.15)

o
Basic properties of ¢ and 1 are summarized in the following result.
Lemma 3.1. Assume B.11), B14), BI5), P = (2,9) € Ko\{ P, Po.+},

and let (£, 7,20) € C x R%. Then
(1) ¢(P,x) satisfies the Riccati-type equation

Ou(P,x) = 156 + 2i2¢(P, x) — q2£6° (P, x) (3.16)
and
o(P.)O(P" ) = T (317)
2iGy (€,
&(P,z) + (P*,z) = ;néfx”);), (3.18)
o(P,z) — B(P*, ) = —% (3.19)
(73) (P, xz,x0) satisfies the first-order system
Yy (P, x0) = U(E,2), (3.20)
Vﬁ(é.v $)1)[)(P7 x, 33‘0) = 25_2n71/(P)¢(P, x, 33‘0). (321)
Moreover,
_ FE(§7 LZ') * / Qx(x/)§_2n7+1y(P)
o) = EE e (- [ ar (B ) 0
and
Y1(Px, o)1 (P, 2, m0) = %, (3.23)
Yo (P, 20) b2 (P, 2, 20) = ;Ij((é’x?), (3.24)
V1(P, @, 0) Y2 (P72, m0) + Y1 (P72, 20) 2 (P, 2, o)
220Gy (&, )
= Fle,z0) (3.25)

13



(1ii) ¢, satisfy
Yo (P, 20) = ¢(P, )1 (P, x, xo). (3.26)

Proof. To prove ([BI6) one uses the definition (BII) of ¢ and equations
217)-(219) to obtain

Fal€,2) Fal€,7)
_£QmHQ(£y l‘) + gerQ(ga :E)
= €, 2) + (P 1)
_ EuHuga)  iEy(P) = iGu(ee
2=y (P) +iGn (&, ) Fu(§, )
—2Z€qxf§((§: ;:))é(P, %) 20z (Pa) + 1t
=ry + 2i2¢(P, x) — q.6° (P, x).
Equations (BI7)-(BI9]) are clear from the definitions of ¢ and y. By defini-
tions of 1,

2i2F, (&, 1) — 2i€q, G (€, @)
Fo(&,x)

)+2ZG( x)

1 2(Px,x0) = (—iz + qu€P(P, 2)) 1 o (P, x, x0), (3.27)

V2.0(P,x,20) = (iz + 12 (P,2) " )ha(P, 2, 20), (3.28)

the function o (P, x, z¢) /11 (P, x,xo) satisfies the first-order linear equation
dL(P,xz,xq)

T = (ra0 7 (P) + 21z — qu€ (P, 7)) L(P, 3, 10).

Since o (P, x,z0)/11(P, z,x0) and ¢(P, ) take the same value at = = x,
that is, o (P, zo,x0)/1V1(P, z0,x0) = ¢(P,xg), one derives (3.20). (B.20),
B2I) are clear from [B27), B28) and B26). B23)-@B25) follow from
mv mv (m)_m FinallY7 by mvmv (B:ED,

1(P,z,x0) = exp </x: dx’ (—iz + gz (2" (P, x/))>
e iz e - )

P (Faa(6r) i g, (a)y(P)
o <2FQ<§,x'> e, a) >> (3.29)




which proves ([B3.22]). O

Concerning the dynamics of the zeros pj(x) and v;(z) of F,(§,z) and
H, (&, x) one obtains the following Dubrovin-type equations.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose 2.1) and the nth stationary Fokas-Lenells equation
(Z22) holds subject to the constraint [B2)) on an open interval Q, C R.
Suppose that the zeros {uj(z)}ij—o...n of €= "1F, (&, ) remain distinct and

nonzero for x € ﬁu- Then {f1j(x)}j=0,..n defined by B9), satisfies the fol-
lowing first-order system of differential equations

—2iy (15 (x))

= — L j=1,...,n, z€Q,. (3.30)
Hk:1,k7ﬁj(ﬂj(l’) — k() !

1,2 ()

Next, assume IC,, to be nonsingular and introduce initial condition

{Aj(w0)}j=1,.n C Ky (3.31)

for some xg € R, where pj(xo) # 0,5 =1,...,n, are assumed to be distinct.
Then there exists an open interval 2, C R, with xo € Q,, such that the
initial value problem B30), B3I has a unique solution {fi;}j=1,. .n C Ky
satisfying

fj € CC(Qu,Kn), j=0,...,n, (3.32)
and pij,5 = 1,...,n, remain distinct and nonzero on €.
For the zeros {vj(x)}j=1,. n of £"="1H, (&, x) similar statements hold with

pj and S, replaced by v; and Q,, etc. In particular, {Vj};=1, . n, defined by
BIQ), satisfies the system

() = 2iv(A(a) PR
) M s ) -y 7 e e e 639

Proof. We only prove equation (3.30)) since the proof of (3.33]) follows in an
identical manner. Inserting £ = p; into equation (2.I8]), one concludes from

m)?

n
—2n_+1 .
Fra(pts) = gop; " T (5 — 1) = 2iqupi G (1)
k=1
k]
= —2iqep; " y(i), (3.34)

proving ([B30). The smooth assertion ([B.32)) is clear as long as fi; stays away
from the branch points (£,,,0). In case ji; hits such a branch point, one can
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use the local chart around (E,,,0) (with the local chart ¢ = o(é—E,,)"/?,0 €
{1,—1}) to verify ([B.32]).

O

Next, we turn to the trace formulas of the FL invariants, that is, expres-

sions of fy 4+ and hy+ in terms of symmetric functions of the zeros u; and

vp of (1)?"=71F,(-) and (-)>"~~1H,(-), respectively. For simplicity we just
record the simplest case.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose 2.1) and the nth stationary Fokas-Lenells system
@22) holds and let © € R. Then

n
Qo 1 B
diq ~ 30eTs e = =D i (3:35)
T 1 &
%m+§%%+q#:—;;% (3.36)
. n
1q
5o = 0 [T (3.37)
Gz i
i 1 -~
o = (1) 11w (3.38)
Ty iy

Proof. ([335)-338)) follow by comparison powers of £ substituting (37]) and
B3)) into ([Z.I4) taking into account (2.IT]). O

Next we turn to the asymptotic properties of ¢ and ¢;,j = 1,2.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose 1) and the nth stationary Fokas-Lenells system
222) holds and let P € Ky\{Psot, Po+},x € R. Then

2i[q. (2)]71¢H + 0(Q), P—Pur, . .
A S, { lira()/21¢ + O(CY), pop,, ¢4 @39
G (O T
{ C_|_O C3 P P07_, C - 57 (340)
Z(x @) 2+O ) P — POO+7 _
i { —i(a—20)C 2+O(1) PP (=¢1 (3.41)
o ) P — P0,+7 -
:) { P N P(]’_, C - 67 (342)
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214 O(C)) ei(—20)¢2+0(1) P — Py,

P _ qgc(x) =¢!
¢2( ,IIJ‘) ¢—0 %C_‘_ 0(4'3)) e—i(x—xo)CQ*‘O(l)’ P — Poo—7 C 5 ’
(3.43)
L1+ 0(0), P = PR,
Pz = { @) 7 =< :
nP) = {r<x)g+o<g2), pon €= (3.44)

Proof. The existence of the asymptotic expansions of ¢ in terms of the
appropriate local coordinates ¢ = ¢! near Ps L, and ¢ = { near Fy 1 is
clear from its explicit expression in ([B.I1]). Next, we compute these explicit
expansions coefficients in (3:39) and ([3.40). Inserting each of the following
asymptotic expansions

¢ =do¢ "+ 1+ 0(C), as P— Puy,

( 3.45
¢ = ¢o¢ +¢1¢* +0(¢?), as P— Pa,

(

(

3.46
3.47
3.48

¢=¢o( ' +¢1+0(), asP— Py,
¢ = poC + $1C% +0O(¢?), as P — Py

into the Riccati-type equation ([B.I6]) and, upon comparing coefficients of
powers of &, which determines the expansion coefficients of ¢y in (B:45])-

[B47]), one concludes ([3:39) and (340). B41), B42) are clear from (314,
B339) and @40). B43) and F44) follow by (339)-342) and 326). O

Next, we introduce the holomorphic differentials 7,(P) on Ky,
55—1
y(P)

and choose a homology basis {aj,bj}?zl on /C,, in such a way that the
intersection matrix of the cycles satisfies

(3.45)
(3.46)
(3.47)
(3.48)

ne(P) = dg, (=1,...,n, (3.49)

ajobkzéj,k, ajoak:O, bjOkaO, j,k:1,...,n.

Associated with KC,, one introduces an invertible matrix E € GL(n,C)

E= (Ej,k)nxna Ej,k = / 75,
Q(k) = (Cl(k)v s ,Cn(k?)), Cj(k) = (E_l)j,ky

and the normalized holomorphic differentials

n
wj =Y _¢i(O)ne, / wj = 0jk, / wj =Tk Jk=1,...,n (3.51)
=1 ax Ok

(3.50)
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Apparently, the Riemann matrix 7 = (7; ;) is symmetric and has a positive-

definite imaginary part. Associated with 7 one defines the period lattice L,
in C" by
Ln={2€C"z=N+7M, N,M € Z"}.

The Riemann theta function associated with Riemann surface K,, and the
homology basis {aj,b;};=1,. » is given by

0(z) = Z exp (27”'(@, z) + mi(n, T@)), zeCn, (3.52)

nezm

where (4,B) = >, A;Bj denotes the inner product in C". Then the
Jacobi variety J(ICp,) of KC,, is defined by

J(K,) =C"/Ly,,
and the Abel maps are defined by

AQO Ky — J(]Cn)v
P — AQO(P) == (Ale(P)a cee 7AQO,7L(P))

o B (3.53)
= </Qowl,...,/Qown> (mOd Ln)
and
ag, : Div(K,) = J(Kn),
D aq, (D)= Y D(P)Ag,(P) (3.54)

PeK,
£ (aQOJ(,D)v s 7aQ0,n(,D))7

where @ is a fixed base point and the same path is chosen from Qg to P in
B353) and (B54]).
Next, let Qggﬂ Py be the normal differential of the third kind holomor-

phic on K,\{F -, Px+} with simple poles at Py and P, and residues
)

1 and —1, respectively. Explicitly, one writes Qg_‘?o P, 88
3 y-12 1 3
of) ,. = e [T n (3.55)
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where the constants {)\; }i=1,..n C C are uniquely determined by employing
the normalization
/ 0
o

J

3 ‘
SD) =0, j7=1,...,n.

0,77P00+

The explicit formula (355 then implies the following asymptotic expansion

P -
(3) _ 0 0,+ 0,+
/620 QPO,—7Pw+ C:)O I ln(C) :| +WO + O(C), wO E C, P — P07:|:
(3.56)
P -
(3) _ | —In(Q) o0& 00,4
QO QPO,—7Poo+ C:)O I O + wO + O(C), OJO E C, P — POO:l:
(3.57)

Moreover, the Abelian diffrential of the second kind ngoi,l are chosen such
that

Opn =, [P0 P P, (3.58)
/ aF) =0, 1<j<n, (3.59)
a;
2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 2
Qé) = (U(§71)7---7U(§7r2)7 U(g,j) = % b-Q(())’ Q(()) :2(QSDO)O+,1_Q§JO)O,,1)7
’ (3.60)
P oo
/ 0P = F[(2tepoteniC+ O, P Pas,  (361)
Qo ¢—0
P @
/ Qy) = epx +e1+(+O0(C?), P— Py (3.62)
Qo ¢—0

In the following it will be convenient to introduce the abbreviations

§(P,Q) =Eq, — Ag,(P) + ag,(Dq),
Pekn Q=(Q1 ..., Qn) € Sym™(K,), (3.63)

where Z, is the vector of Riemann constants (cf.(A.45) [7]). It turns out
that z(-,Q) is independent of the choice of base point Qg (cf.(A.52), (A.53)

[71)-

Given these preparations, the theta function representations of ¢, ¥, 2, q
and r then read as follows.
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Theorem 3.5. Suppose 211 and the nth stationary Fokas-Lenells equation
@22) holds subject to the constraint B2) on an open interval Q@ C R.
Moreover, let P € K,\{Py,—, Px+} and x € Q. In addition, suppose that
Djy(z), or equivalently, Dy, is nonspecial for x € 2. Then, ¢,¢1,v2,q,r
admit the following representations

O(&(P,v(x P
o(P,x) = C(x)(—g(iu())) exp ( /Q Qg’)MPm) : (3.64)

o P
Y1(Px) = C(m,xo)MﬂH())) exp <—z(m — xo)/ Q(()2)> ,  (3.65)

0(E(P, f1(wo)))
P P
X exp </QO Q%)777POO+ —i(x — ) /QO Q((f)> , (3.66)

where

_ 1 0B, fu(z))) O(E(Po+, fi(x0)))
q(xo) O(£(Po,—, ji(0))) O(§(Fo,+,2(x)))

% e—z‘(m—ﬂco)(eo,f—60,+)—¢‘18'Jr (3.67)

)

9(§(P07_,E(x0))) i(z—x0)eo

C(x,zg) = — e ", 3.68
(0 20) = ey ) 309
The Abel map linearizes the divisors Dy () and Dy(y) in the sense that
(2
a0, (D)) =agy (Dpae)) — iU (x — x0), (3.69)
a0, (Dpe)) =20y Dpu)) — iU (& — o). (3.70)

Moreover, one derives

R B)) BEFs ) o o e
() = 40) G (R— j@) DE(Po fw0))) - (37
o BEP L 5) OE P ) e oo
(@) = r(@0) e By (w0))) 9E o1 (@))) » (372)
O(E(Po,—, 2(x0))) O(E(Po,+, 1(0))) 00+
a(x0)r(w0) = Gre By~ i) 0EBor. 2(@0)) (3.73)

Proof. First, we temporarily assume that

ni(x) # pyr(x), i) #wvp(x) forj# 5 k#K andzeQ, (3.74)
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for appropriate 2 C Q. Since by BIZ), Dpy_o» ~ Dp,p, and (Py_)* ¢
{1, -+ ,0»} by hypothesis, one can use Theorem A.31 in [7] to conclude
that D € Sym™(K,,) is nonspecial. This argument is of course symmetric
with respect to ft and ©. Thus, Dy is nonspecial if and only if Dj is.

Next we define the right-hand side of (3:65) to be . We intend to prove
Y1 = 1Py, with 1y given by (BI4). For that purpose we first investigate
the divisor of 71. Since the zeros and poles can only come from zeros of

F, (&, x) in (2I4), one computes using ([3.3), the definition BII) of ¢, and
the Dubrovin equations (3.30),

/ / _ _ 2 s (2! 2Zy(P)
gz (2')§P( P, 2") Py () G (") ( )—q:c’(x’),uj(x’) szl,k;ﬁj(ﬂj(m,) — ()
1
Tt O
oo O (€ = (@) + O(1). (3.75)
— i (2')

Together with (B.14) this yields

(€ = pi(2)0(),  as P — p;(x) # f(wo),

T/Jl(P,.Z',.Z'()) = 0(1)’ as P — :&J($) = ﬂj(xO)a
(€ — pj(x0))7'O(1) as P — fij(xo) # 1y ()

= (£7y) € lCny T,To € ﬁv

(3.76)

with O(1) # 1. Consequently, 11 and 1,51 have identical zeros and poles on

Kn\{Pso+}, which are all simple by hypothesis (3.74]). Next, comparing the
behavior of 11 and 1/)1 near P+, taking into account (3.14]) and (B.61)), the
expression ([B.65) for 11, and (B41]), then shows that ¢; and have identical
exponential behavior up to order O(1) near Pt. Thus, ¥ and wl share the
same singularities and zeros, and the Riemann-Roch-type uniqueness result
(cf. Lemma 3.4 [6]) then proves that ¢; and 11 coincide up to normalization.
By (B8:62]) one infers from the right-hand side of (8:65]) that

. OEP i) oy
hiBre,20) =, O 20) 500 R iitao)))

~+0(()

as P— Py, (3.77)

- B - 9(§(P0,+7ﬁ($))) o~ i(z—z0)eo +
¢1(P,l‘,l‘0) C:O C( y 0)9(§(P0,+,E(l‘0))) + O(C)

as P — Py 4. (3.78)



A comparison of (3.42]) and [B.77), (B.78) then yields (BEED (B7I) subject

to B14). By BI2), one infers that ¢(P,z)exp(— fQo EDo) P, ) must be
of the type

e (- f o n) =m0

for some function C(z),z € C. A comparison of (8.79) and asymptotic rela-
tions ([3:40]) then yields, with the help of ([3.50]), the following expressions

1 0EPos 22))) ,
@ e a0 o
o IE (P, () o
r(z) =C(x )e(é(po_,u(:v)))e ’ o
B(§(Po—, 2(2))) O(E(Po+, f(@))) o oo+
W) =GB @) OE B 0@ | o

Taking into account (B68]),( 371, B20)-([B82), one easily derives B67),
BII)-E13). @B6a) follows by [B26), B.64) and (B65H). Next we only

prove the linearity of the Abel map with respect to z in ([B.6J) since the
proof for (B70) can be derived in an identical fashion. Using the Dubrovin
equations (B.30]), expression ([B.51]), and Lagrange’s interpolation formula

n /-1
0 ¢
Z N] #TL)/JJ'G(C) Evj:]wn')nv
T ety (11 —m) |1 f=n
one infers

ol

S el 3l

2 Partt) 2 A0 ()

—i i (@)ell)

=1 Hk 1k7é](:uj( z) — pe(x))

—_— 2ig(n) = iU, (3.83)
which proves ([B.69)). The extension of all these results from Q to Q then
simply follows from the continuity of a, and the hypothesis of Du(x) being
nonspecial on €. O
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4 Quasi-periodic Solutions

In this section, we extend the the algebro-geometric analysis of Section 2,3
to the time-dependent FL hierarchy.

Throughout this section we assume (2.2]) holds.

The time-dependent algebro-geometric initial value problem of the FL
hierarchy is to solve the time-dependent rth FL flow with a stationary so-
lution of the nth equation as initial data in the hierarchy. More precisely,
given n € N2\{(0,0)}, based on the solution ¢(®,r©® of the nth stationary
HS equation s-FL,, (¢ © ),7‘(0)) = (0 associated Wlth K, and a set of integra-
tion constants {c; +}¢=1. , C C, we want to build up a solution ¢, r of the
rth FL flow FL,(¢,7) = 0 such that q(to,) = ¢©,7(to,) = r© for some
tor € Ryr € N3 \{(O 0)}. To emphasize that the integration constants in
the definitions of the stationary and the time-dependent FL equations are
independent of each other, we indicate this by adding a tilde on all the time-
dependent quantities. Hence we shall employ the notation W, Fr, Gr, HT,
fs, Js,+ hs,i, Cs,+ in order to distinguish them from V,,, F,,, Gy, Hy, fs+,
Js,+, s+, cs + with respect to £ in the following. In addition, we mark the
individual rth FL flow by a separate time variable ¢, € R.

Summing up, we are interested in solutions ¢,r of the time-dependent
algebro-geometric initial value problem

o1 qxt +fr —1,+,x — 21‘(]:(:97’7 — +2Z‘fr,—l—
FL — T + Ty ) ) : 3 —
ﬂ(% T) < Tat, — hr+—1,+,x + 2Zhr,—1,— + 2”’9097;,— 0

((L T)|t£:t0,£ = (q(O)vr(O))7 (41)

_9;,0) )
s FL, (¢, r©@) = fri—142 2igs" gn_ - +2z‘f?03_1,_ _o,
_hn+_1,+,x + 2Zhn7_17_ + 227’x gn,,—

(4.2)

for some ty, € R, where ¢ = q(x,t,),r = r(z,t,) satisfy [22) and a fixed
curve K, is associated with the stationary solution ¢(®, ) in @Z). Here

n=(ny,n )eN? r=(ry,r )eN? n=2n, +2n_—1€N.

Noticing that the FL flows are isospectral, we further assume that (2]
holds not only for ¢, = tg,, but also for all ¢, € R. In terms of Lax pairs
this amounts to solving the zero-curvature equations

Ut1(§7 xz, tﬁ) - ‘72750 (67 xz, tﬁ) + [U(§7 xz, tﬁ)? ‘7£(§7 xz, tﬁ)] = 07 (43)
- VQ,(E(E? x, tﬂ) + [U(£7 33‘), VQ(&? x, t[)] = 07 (44)
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where

_ —iz qz(z, )€ _

[ iGu(& 2 ty)  —Fu(&xty)
Va6 2, tn) = < Ha€,3,ty)  —iG(€, 3, 1) ) ’ (4.5)
7 _ iéﬁ(f,x,tﬁ) —ﬁi(f,x,tﬁ)
‘/ﬁ(faxaf) - ( ﬁ_(f,x,tﬁ) _ié£(§7x7t£) > )
and
Cultyr,t) =Y 6200 o (0t + > gu, i (t),  (46)
/=0 (=1

Falbnt) = 3 €20 o (o) + S o (ety), (A7)
/=0 =0

Ho(€, 2, 12) = Z £ ) + (ot (49)

5751775 Zg 2S§r —s—xtr ‘1‘25 Gry— s+($t) (4.9)
s=1
ﬁﬁ(£7$vt2) = Zg_zs+1fr,—s,—($at£) + Zgzsfr+—s,+(xytﬁ)y (4-10)
s=0 s=0
Hy(€ 2,t,) = 2§—ZS+1ﬁL_S,_(az,t£) +) hy s y(aty),  (411)
s=0 s=0

for fixed n,r € N3\{(0,0)}. Here fri, g+, he+, fs, s, and hg are defined
as in (23)-@I0), with ¢(x) replaced by ¢(z,t,), etc, and with appropriate
integration constants ¢y +,¢ € N, and ¢ +,s € N. Explicitly, ([@.3) and (4.4)
are equivalent to

= —iGr (&, 2, ty) + Qo (@, 1) EH (8, 2, 1y) + o (2, 1,)EFr (€, 2, 1y),
Qot, (7, 1,)6 = —Fp (€, 2, ty) — 202F5. (€, 2, ) + 21q, (2, 1,)6GL (8, 2, 1),
Txtﬁ(%tﬁ)f = Hpo(§ 2, tr) — 2ir2(2,,)6Gp (€, 2, t,) — 2i2H, (€, 2, ty),

= —iGna(§ 2, tr) + {qo(@, tr) Hu (&, 2, ty) + Era(@, tr) Fu (€, 2, 1),
0=F,(&x, ty)+2i2F, (&, z, t,) — 2i€qy (2, t,)Gn (&, 2, tr),

0=—Hp.(& x,t,) + 2izH, (&, z, ty) + 2irg (2, t,)EGR (&, 2, t,).
(4.12)
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Equation (4.I12) then yields

et Vale,,1)) = - (GAE 2.10) + FalE, 2, 1) a6, 2, 1,)) =0,
(4.13)
and meanwhile (cf. Lemma [4.2])

4 et (Vy(e, 1))

d
dt£ <GQ(Z,x7t£)2 T FQ(S’x’tﬁ)HE(§7x7t£)> =0.

~dt,
(4.14)
Hence, Gy (€)? + 2F,(£)Hy(€) is independent of variables both x and t,,
which implies the basic identity (2.20))

Gn(§,, tz)z + Fo(§ 2.t ) Ho (€, 2, t) = Ry(€) (4.15)

holds and the hyperelliptic curve K, is still given by (2:29]).
As in the stationary context (39), (310 we introduce

ﬂj(xvtﬁ) = (:uj(xvtﬁ)v _Nj(xvt£)2n7GQ(Mj(xvt£)7xvtﬁ))v J=1....n,
(4.16)
and

ﬁj(x7t£) = (Vj(x7t£)7Vj(x7t£)2n7Gﬂ(Vj(x7t£)7x7t£))7 ] = 17 (2 (417)

In analogy to (B.I1l), one defines the following meromorphic function

¢(’7 xZ, tﬁ) on ICTH

iy — Gy (€ ty)

(b(Pa xZ, tﬁ) = FQ(S, x, tﬁ)
Hn(faxatT’)
= = = 4.1
72—y +1Gy (&, ty)’ (4.18)
with divisor of ¢(-, x,t,) given by
(¢(7 €L, tﬂ)) = DPg’fg(x,tE) - DPOO+E(J:,t£)' (419)

The time-dependent Baker-Ahiezer function 1 is then defined in terms of ¢

25



by

(P, 10, by, toy) = ( Y (P, x, 0, tr, to,z) > :

1[)2(P7 x,xo, t[) tO,z)

tr _ _
1 (P, x, xo, tr, o) =exp </ ds(iGy (&, o, s) — Fp(&, w0, 8) (P, xo, 5))
to,r

+ / ' do' (—iz + qu (2, t,)Ep(P, 2, 1)) ) (4.20)

1[)2(P7 €, To, t[v to,ﬁ) :qb(P) x, t[)¢1 (P7 x,xo, tﬁ) tO,Z)v
P =(&y) € Ka\{Po—, Py }. (2, t:) € R?, (4.21)

with fixed (wo,t,) € R2.
The following lemma records basic properties of ¢ and 1 in analogy to
the stationary case discussed in Lemma [3.1]

Lemma 4.1. Assume 22) and suppose that (A3), (£4) hold.
(i) Let P = (&,y) € K \{Po—, Pt} and (z,70,tr,t0,) € RY Then ¢
satisfies

¢2(P) = 126 + 2i2¢(P) — q2£6°(P), (4.22)
and
(@:66(P))y, = (~Fe(P) +iG,) | (4:23)
01, (P) =(0,6) " (202F10(P) = Fy6.(P) + iGipc ) - 2iGr6(P)
—=H, — 2iG,¢(P) + F,¢*(P), (4.24)
oP)oP) =S, (4.25)
oP) +o(P) =) (4.26)
i 2n_

o(p) - o) = - 2 WD) (4.27)

(i7) Assuming P = (z,y) € K,\{Po,+}, then ¢ satisfies
%(P) = U(E)ﬂ)(P% (4'28)
Vo(&, 2)p(P) = i€ " y(P)y(P), (4.29)
i, (P) = Vi, () (P). (4.30)
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and one derives

¢1(P, x,xo, t£7 tO,[) =

Fo(§,2,t,) exp(/ti ds(iSZ"var(E,:Eo,s))
to,r

Fﬂ(£7$07t0£) Fﬂ(£7$07s)
e Ne—2n_+1 P)
L ()
and
Fn(£7$atr)
P ry LO,r P*vv 77‘7757“:;7 4.32
Y1(P,x, w0, tr, to )1 (P*, 2, 20, tr, to,r) Foal€, 70,10, (4.32)
Hy, (&, x,tr
Val(P.. 0, bt (P 2,0, b ) = Do) (1.3

FH(£7 Zo, tO,[) ’
1/11 (P, T, X, tﬁ, tO,z)T/Q(P*a x,xq, tﬁ, t07£) + 1/11 (P*, T, g, tﬁ, t07£)¢2(P, x,xq, tﬁ, t07£)
2iGy (€, x, ty)

AT (4.34)

In addition, as long as the zeros of F(-,x,t;) are all simple for (x,t,) €
Q,Q C R? open and connected, (P, xo,t,,to,) is meromorphic on KC,\{Po + }
for (z,t,), (o, tor) € 2.

Proof. Equation ([£22]), (£20)-(427), (£32)-(@.34]) are proved as in Lemma
B To prove (£23]) and (£24]) one first observes that

(0 — 207 + 20060 = T2 (@20, + € (Fob = iGr)a) =0 (435)

xT

using (£.22)) and relations (£.I2]) repeatedly. Thus,

(020)i, + € N (Fpp —iG,)p = Cexp (/ dx' (2iz — 2q.€¢ + Qx_x)> , (4.36)
o x

where the left-hand side is meromorphic in a neighborhood of P, ., while

the right-hand side is not meromorphic near P only if C'= 0. This proves

#23). Equation (£24]) is an immediate consequence of (EI2) and (23).
Relations ([£.28])-([30]) are clear from (£.20), [@21]), (A.22]) and (£24]). @31)
follows by ([@I12), (@I8), @20) and @39). That ¢ (-, z, zo, ty, to,) is mero-

morphic on IC;,\{Pp + } if Fy,(-, 2, t,) has only simple zeros is a consequence
of

—iz + q.€P(P 2, t,) = Oy In(F, (&, 2, t,)) + O(1) (4.37)

P—fij(x tr)
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as & — pj(2',t,), using (£I12), ([@I06) and @I8) and
_ﬁ£(€7x078)¢(P7x075) = a8 ln(FE(&xOvs)) +O(1)7 (438)

P—fij(x0,s)
using (£12), (£I6) and (£39). This follows from (£20) by restricting P to
a sufficiently small neighborhood U;(x¢) of {/1;(xo,s) € Ky|(xo,s) € Q,s €
[to.r,tr]} such that fix(no,s) € Uj(zo) for all s € [to,,t,] and for all k €
{1,...,n}\{j} and by simultaneously restricting P to a sufficiently small
neighborhood U;(t,) of {f;(2',t,) € IC,|(2',t,) € Q, 2" € [zg,z]} such that
L (@, ty) ¢ U;(ty) for all 2’ € [, z] and all k € {1,...,n}\{j}. O

Next we consider the ¢,-dependence of F,, G, Hy,.
Lemma 4.2. Assume 22) and suppose that ([A3), (£4) hold. Then

Fuyt, = 21(GrFy — GuFy), (4.39)
Gy, = i(FpHy — FyHy), (4.40)
Hyy, = 2i(GoH, — G Hy). (4.41)
In addition, ([A39)-(E4I) are equivalent to
— Vot + [V, Vil = 0, (4.42)

and hence [@I4) holds.

Proof. We proves ([£39) by using ([A27)) which shows that
202y Fyy,

(@(P) = (P"))t, fo (4.43)
However, the left-hand side of ([£43]) also equals
i 22—y~ 2FG,
(6(P) — 6Py, = 25 i, - 200 g

using (£24), (£26) and (A.27). Combing ([@43]) and (£44) proves (A39]).
Similarly, starting from (Z.26])

(&(P) + ¢(P*)), = 2iF, *(Grg, Fr — Fnt,Gn) (4.45)

yields ([@40). (@41 is a consequence of ([@I2), ([439) and (£40). Finally,
differentiating Gy, (&, z,t,)? + Fu(€, 2, ) Hu(€, 2, t,) with respect to t,, and

using ({39)- (@A) then yields Ry, = 0, or equivalently, ([.I4). O

Next we turn to the Dubrovin-type equations, which governs the dynam-
ics of of p; and v; with respect to variations of x and ¢,.
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Lemma 4.3. Suppose (22), (£3), @4) on an open and connected inter-
val Qu C R%. Suppose that the zeros {p;(-)}j=0...n of &= "1F,(:) remain
distinct and nonzero on ﬁu' Then {f1;(x)}j=0,...n defined by [@IQ), satisfies
the following first-order system of differential equations

—2iy(f1;(z,tr))
ITict ez (g () — (2, 21))

—2iy(fi; (2, t:)) Fy (i (. 1))
Qo (@, te ) (@) T e (11 (2, 80) — (@, £1))
j=1,...,n, (x,t,) € Q. (4.47)

i, x(m tr) (446)

Mj,tz(x7 tﬁ) =

Next, assume IC,, to be nonsingular and introduce initial condition

{aj(zo,tor)}j=1,..n C Kn (4.48)

for some (xo,t0,) € R%, where pj(zo,to,) # 0,5 = 1,...,n, are assumed
to be distinct. Then there exists an open interval Q, C R, with xo €
Q. such that the initial value problem ([EZGHEAR) has a unique solution

{itj}j=1,..n C ICp satisfying
fj € C®(Q,,Kn), 7=0,...,n, (4.49)

and pij,5 = 1,...,n, remain distinct and nonzero on €.

For the zeros {1/]( V}i=1,.m of E"="1H,(-) similar statements hold with p;
and , replaced by vj and Q,, etc. In particular, {D;}j=1,. n, defined by
(IE:ZI), satisfies the system

o )
et = ) — v )
2iy (v (z,t )) n(vj(2,r))
ro(@, tr)vi(@,te) [The k;éj(yj($7t£) (T, 1))
j=1,...,n, x€Q,. (4.51)

(4.50)

Proof. Tt suffices to prove (A4 since the argument for (@50 is analogous
and that for ([@46) and (£5I) has been given in the proof of Lemma

Inserting £ = pj(x,t,) into (439)), observing ([@.18), yields

n

—2n_+1
Fo, (1) = —aott; " ije [ (5 — 1) = =20G () Fy (1),
k=1,k+j

= 202"y (i) Fy (1) (4.52)
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which indicates (E4T). O

Since the stationary trace formulas for f, + and hy 4+ in terms of sym-
metric functions of the zeros p; and vy of (-)>"=~1F,(+) and ()"~ "1H,(:) in
Lemma [3.2] extend line by line to the corresponding time-dependent setting,
we next record their ¢,-dependent analogs without proof. For simplicity we
again confine ourselves to the simplest cases only.

Lemma 4.4. Assume hypothesis (Z2) and suppose that [{E3]) and [@2) hold.
Then,

n

q 1
et I T (4.53)

21q, 2 e

r 1 -

2;:; + §Qx74:c + Cl4+ = — ]2221 Vj, (454)
. n

iq

5 = 0" [T w (4.55)
Qe et

T (gl 122 (4.56)
j=1

2y

Next we turn to the asymptotic expansions of ¢ and v in a neighborhood
of Poo:l: and P07:|:.

Lemma 4.5. Assume hypothesis (Z2) and suppose that [{E3]) and [@2) hold.
Moreover, let P = (&,y) € Ko\{Poot, Po+}, (7,t,) € R2, (2, 20,t0,,t,) €
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RY. Then

o(Poity) = { P OQ, P Pay
? So (o 1)/2¢ + O() PP,
(4.57)
S(P,at,) = {q )7+ 0(0), PR
=0 (e, 1) ¢+ O(C3), PP,
i(z—20)¢ C 24t —to,r) S0ty 5T+75C72S+O(1)’ PP,
Y1 (P, z, 20, tr, to,r) ‘50 { —i(z—10)¢ 2 —i(tr—to, T)Z;L@J;SC*ZS—kO(l), Pop.
(4.59)
W1(P, 2, 20, by, toy) = q(iffg))(l +0(())e (tr:to,{)ZZ_lerchS’ P Py,
0 | (1 4 O(¢))eitrton) Zimy &7 Pop
(4.60)

with the local coordinates ¢ = €~ near Paoy and ¢ = & near Po+.

Proof. Since by the difinition of ¢ in (4I8]) the time parameter can be
viewed as an additional but fixed parameter, the asymptotic behavior of ¢
remains the same as in Lemma [3.J] Similarly, also the asymptotic behavior
of 1 (P, z,xg,t,,t,) is derived in an identical fashion to that in Lemma 3.1

This proves ([L59) and ([@60) for ¢o, = t,, that is,

ei(:c—xo)(’z—i-O(l)’ P Poo—l—,
VLB 20 b)) = {e—i(x—xo)Cz-i-O(l), PPy,
Q(w7t7‘)
=~ (14 0(()), P— Py,
’l,[)l(Pjaj)J;O)tryt’r‘) — q(xo,tﬁ)( (C)) 07+
- 01+ 0(0), P— P _.
It remains to investigate
tr _ ~
Y1(P, o, o, by, to,r) = €xp (/ ds(iGy (&, o, s) — Fr(&, 2o, 5)9(P, 517073)))-
t(),z

(4.61)
Next we compute the asymptotic expansions of the integrand in (Z6T]).
Focusing on the homogeneous coefficients first, and then using the relations

"+
_H)Zcr+ ook 0, Gr 5,3 sl + OW),
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one finds as P — Puot,
iéﬁ - ﬁ£¢ = iéﬁ + ﬁth_l(if_%*y —iGy)
Fﬂvtg Z.é._zniyﬁﬂ

(io 2F, F,
T+
_ ; =~ —2s _
o +i ;Zl Cro—sC 2+ 0(1). ¢ =1/ (4.62)

Insertion of (A.62]) into (L.EI)) then proves (L59) as P — Psox. Similarly, as
P — P07:|:7

iGy — Frp = iGy + FpFy (i€ y — iGy)
= iGy 4 Fy(i — iGp 2= y) (B, 2n—y) !

(—
r— qt
—~+0(), P— PR
— iizér,—sg_zg‘i‘ q + ( )7 0,+> ¢ =¢
(=0 = O(¢) P—P_,
(4.63)
Insertion of (A.63]) into (A.GI)) then proves ([@.60) as P — Fp . O

Next, we turn to the principal result of this section, the representation of
d,11,q,r in terms of Riemann theta function associated with /C,,, assuming
n = (n_,ny) € N3\{(0,0)} for the remainder of this section. In addition
to (B.53) and ([B.58), let ng)o L and Qg))' . be the normalized differentials
of the second kind with a unique pole at Po+ and Fy +, respectively, and
principal parts

O p =y €O P Pk, (=7 ke, (464
%) = (00N P Pos, (=€ BENy,  (465)

with vanishing a-periods,

2 2 .
/;@;k:/;gg$:u j=1,....n.

J J

Moreover, we define

=) [(N—a - (2) (2
Qéz) —(ZZSCT,—S,—(QP07+72S—1 - QPO,*728_1)
s=1

T4
~ 2 2
+ Z 230r+—s,+(95320+,2s—1 - Qgﬂo)o,gs—l)) (4.66)
s=1
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and abbreviate

P T+
QX = 1 QP £ 76, (7 4,
= P—ilna;i(/Qo = Sz::lc+ ¢ >’ (4.67)
s o 2s
Q0= = lim / 0 j:Zcr L ) (4.68)
The vector of b-periods of Qé ) is denoted by

~ - - 1 -
07 = @ D8, O =g [ @ =t @)
J

r,

L L)

Theorem 4.6. Assume (Z2) and suppose that ([I3) and (@) hold subject to
the constraint [B3.2)) on Q, where Q C R? is open and connected. In addition,
let P € Ky\{Psos,Po+}, (z,t;) € R? and (z,z0,t,,t0,) € R Moreover,
suppose that DM(I t,)s or equivalently, Dy, 1), is nonspecial for (x,t,) € Q.
Then ¢,1,q,r admit the following representations

- 0P, v(x,ty))) P )
L3 1) = O G B ) O </Qo QP‘*’P“’*) ’

O(E(P fuf=, 1))
O(E(P, (o, tor)))

xexp(—i(w—:no)/Q

¢1(P,3§‘,$0,t£, tO,Z) = C(ﬂj‘,ﬂj‘o,tb tO,Z)

o

(4.71)
where
C(z,t,) = ! 6(§(P07—iﬁ(xvt£))) 0(&(Po,+, (w0, tor)))
B (o, tor) 0(E(Po—, ju(wo, tor))) 0(E(Po+,0(x,t,)))
% e—i(x—xo)(eo,f—eo,+)—i(t1—t07z)ﬁ%*_w8,+ (472)
C(x,z0,tr, to,) = e(é(PO,—vg(JUO,tO,Z)))ei(x—:co)eo,f-‘ri(tz—tg’z)ﬁ%* (4.73)

0(&(Po,—, (1))

The Abel map linearizes the auziliary divisors Du(x tr)s Do(z,t,) @0 the sense
that B

. ~(2)
a0, (D) =00 (Dpwore,)) — iU (2 — o) — il

. ~(2)
a0, (Patetn) =00 (Piwo o)) — UL (@ — o) — iU,

(t—to,), (4.74)

(t—to,). (4.75)
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Moreover, one derives

0(&(Po,—, fi(zostor))) O(E(Fo+. iz, 1))
0(&(Po,—, i, tr))) O(E(Fo+, (o, tor)))
« ei(ﬂﬂ—%o)(eo,f—60,+)-i-i(tz—to,z)(52'7—ﬁ%Jr)7 (4.76)
0(E(Po,—, (1)) 0(§(FPo+, (0, t0,r)))

P ) = @0 0n) G B 5o ton))) BEPos, 2@ b))

Q(x’ tﬁ) = Q(:EOv toﬁ)

% e~ H@—zo)(eo,~ —eo,+)—i(tr—to,) (>~ +920T) , (4.77)

0(&(Po,—, 2(wo,to,r))) 0(§(FPo,+ ft(wo, to,r)))
0(&(Po,—, f1(xo, tor))) O(E(Fo,+, (w0, to,r)))
x e e (4.78)

q(ﬂ?o, tO,Z)T(x()v toﬁ) =

Proof. As in the corresponding stationary case we temporarily assume
Mj($7t£) ##j’(‘fatz), fOI'j #jly (x7t£) €} (479)

for appropriate QQ Q and define the right-hand side of (£71) to be 1;1. We
intend to prove 1; = 11, where 1) is given in ([@20). For that purpose we
first investigate the local zeros and poles of 1)1 and note

) 20y (71 (2, 1))
P—fij(a'tr) HZ:l,k;éj (i (2’ tr) — pe(’, 1))
+0(1)

qx’(x/7 tﬁ)gqb(P) 33‘/, tﬁ)

8 f - Nj(xlv tﬁ)
— O - (@) +O().  (480)

P—fj; (:r:’,tg)

_ 2iy(f(wo, s))
P—ij(20,5) HZ:Lk;éj(Mj(xo, s) — pk(zo,5))
1 er(%’ 8)

X X —=
g—,uj(!l?(],S) qm(x()vs)

= OsIn(€ — pj(wo, s)) + O(1), (4.81)

P—)ﬂj (:vo,s)

_ﬁz(év xo, S)fQS(P, zo, S)

+O(1)
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using (£16), (£I]), (£46) and (£4T). Thus
(P, z,zo,tr, tor)
(€ = nj(2,8,))0 (1), as P — fj(z,ty) # fij(zo, tor),
=q0(1), as P — j(z,t,) = (o, tor),
(€ = nj(zo,tor))  O1), as P — jij(xo,to,) # fij(x.tr),
= (&,y) € Ky, (4.82)

with O(1) # 0 and hence ; and 1 have identical zeros and poles on
Ko \{Pso+, Po+} which are all simple. It remain to study the behavior of
Y1 near Py, Py+. One infers from (@353), (E60), ) that {51 and v
have the same essential singularities at P+, Py + and the Riemann-Roch-
type uniqueness result [7] proves that ¢); and {bv coincide up to normalization.
This proves (A7) for some C(z, zq, t,, to,) € C°°(R*). The expression (ZI9)
for the divisor ¢ then yields

O(&(P,v(x,ty)
&(P,x,t,) = Cl(x,t, )9(5(]3 : z, </ ) 7Pw+> (4.83)
where C(z,t,) is in dependent of P € K,,. Hence (4.58]) implies
1 0(§(Fo,4,2(x,tr))) o+
=C(, ty) o B g 4.84
i) OO G i 1) s
o OER Bet) o
r(x,t,) _C(x’tt)e(é(PO,—,E(fﬂat;)))e , (4.85)
0((Po,—, (. tr))) O(E(Fo4, il tr))) o~
r slr) = — ~ — “ “o 486
AT 8) =GPy~ 1)) OE P 200 ) 0
The asymptotic behavior ([£.60) of 11 near Py 4 then yields
. ) OE(Po - (. 1))
T/)l(P, T, To, tb t07£) C:OC(x’ Zo, tb t07£) 9(§(P07_,E(.Z’0, to T))) (487)
% e—i(w—mo)eo’,—i(ti—to’f)ﬁ% (C) as P — PO,—,
~ B 0(E(Po, iz, 1,)))
¢1(P, T, Xo, tﬁ, t07£) C:OC<$7 Zo, tﬁ, t07£)9(€(P0 i (LZ'(), to T))) (488)

X e_i(x_xo)e°v+_’(tﬂ_tovﬂ)ﬂg’ +0() as P— Py4.

A comparison of ([L60), (AL87) and (L8Y)) then yields (L73) and ([ETG).
[E72) follows from (A70) and ([A84)). (L77) is a consequence of (L72]) and
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(#38H). The linearization property of the Abel map in (&T4) and ([ET5) a
standard investigation of the differentials Q;(x, o, t,, to,) = dIn(y;(-, z, zo, tr, tor)),

i=1,2 (cf [23)). O

5 n-Dark Solitons

In this section, we will link the quasi-periodic solutions of FL hierarchy
derived in section 4 with the n-dark solitons through a limiting procedure.

It is known that the solutions obtained after degeneration of the hyper-
elliptic spectral curve depend on the ramification points of K,, and different
choices may lead to different solutions such as solitons, cuspons or peakons,
breathers, etc. in some other integrable models. To derive the n-dark soli-
tons of FL hierarchy, we degenerate the hyperelliptic curve C,, of genus n
into a genus zero algebraic curve by pinching all a;-cycles of the associated
Riemann surface (cf. [3]). We assume that the ramification points E,, are
ordered according to

Re(E;) < Re(Ey), j<k, jk=0,....2n+1,
and consider the limit
Egm_l,EQm — Oy, M= 1,...,n, (51)

where oy, # o for m # k. Putting Fy = —f3, Fop+1 = 8 with 8 > 0, one
finds

Kn = K5y = (€2 = B[] (€ — o)), (5.2)
j=1
where 8 # o, j = 1,...,n. Then the holomorphic differentials w; (cf.(@351])),
n 2n+1 ~1/2
wi =30 (T € - Ew)
(=1 m=0
n n _ /
S A (@ - TLE-an?) (5.3)
(=1 m=1
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—1

Using the normalization condition / wj = dj; and
n
-1
O (Ve =@ Tl -am)
m=1

= 2mip;(ay) (\/Oé% — 32 ﬁ (o — Oém)) _17

kél

one concludes

1
pj(ow) = 2—m.5j,k of — 32 H (o — am).

Here we employ the notation

=1
Especially, one obtains
2—ﬁ2 n
J
)=+ ——— @@= [] €-om)

m=1,m#j
from (5.5]). Comparing the coefficients (£.0) and (5.7)) yields

/A2 _ 32
O(Tl—l Zam—_ﬂzamy

€
i _
m#j m#j
\Jo? — 32
A(n—2)=A(n) E Aty = E QU
i i m=n 2 . m=n,
m<n, m<n,
m,n#j m,n#j

Then using (5.7)), one finds

2 _ 2
o 154

0
Wi — Wi = ,
J J 21

(V&P —ayp) .

The elements of Riemann matrix 7 = (1)

Tik :/ Wk
b

J

B ; .
—>2/ wgzlln L—I_nk‘ET]Ok
o ™ nj — Nk
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with m, = (ax — B)Y?(a + B)~Y2. So for the diagonal elements of 7,
Re(itgr) — —oo in the limit (5IJ). Then one can rewrite the Riemann
theta function (3.52)) as

Z exp (277sz 2]+27T12T]m/€ ikm +7TZZT]] ])

kezn j<m

= Zexp (szZk‘ <zj+ T]j>+27TZZT]mk‘k‘ —|—7TZZTH (k; 1)

kezn j<m
~ Z exp (27”21{: (zj + ;Tj]) —|-27TZZT k;k ) , k= (k1,... kn).
ke{o,1}n Jj=1 j<m

(5.10)

Theorem 5.1. The vectors U(() U, in (Z73), (473) have an alternative
description:

v =, U, U _22(;] )ér1-n(E), (5.11)
i <U<?>, T2,
2n+1
U(2 H E_1/2Z Cr— S—ch Cos— Z 1)
+2 Z oot Z ¢i(0)érsas—n1(E). (5.12)
s=1 /=1

Accordingly, in the limit (5.1])

Uy — [U§ _22(3 )ér1—n(EY), (5.13)

ﬁf(?]) — [ﬁ;])] _2( )n+152 H _1267‘ S—ZC C2s é EO) )

T+
+2) sy Z A(0O)é25—n—1(E°) (5.14)
s=1 /=1

where we use the notation

EOZ(57_570417"'7057L)' (515)
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Proof. We only prove (5.12) and the proof for (G.I1]) is similar (or cf. [7]).

One computes

wj = Z cj(O)ne

n -1
= chw)—)dé

_ch CZ 12% deC

2n+1

[e%) k+1
H E‘”Z (Z £)Crt1- e(E)Ck> ¢

where

/=1

G(E) =¢(E).

Then the Bilinear Riemann Relation shows that

1 2)

i ; Poot,25—
1 (2)

— Q

2T /bj Poo—,25—
L 2)

2mi Jy, o2
1 @)

— Q

Qi /bj Py, 25—

and hence
2n+1

1

1=

1=

1=

ZSZC] )eetas—n—1(E),

~5; Z ci(0)ert2s—n—1(E),
2n+1
H E_l/2 Z cj(0)ezs—o(E

2n+1

H E_1/2ZC] Cos— Z

HE1/2ZT’8—ZC] C2s£

+2 Z ér+—s,+ Z Cj(g)éf-l-%—n—l(ﬂ) eR, j=1,...

Finally, the expressions (513) (514]) follow by (&.11)), (&12).

In the following we calculate the limit values of the constants ?22’*, €0,+-
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We introduce the notations
_ (2n-1)1

T gnp)

2s
m n
=— E mj, M= (-1) E My e M,
i=1

1<i1 <. <in <2s

m o __
) 0_17

m; €C, 1<j7<2s, scN, (5.22)

and the Abel differentials ng) 25— 1) ng)o . 251 of second kind are explicitly
defined by ’

2 n+42s— "
- %d& (5.23)
o, = I B S (B
- ")
* Z 5§2i ) Wi
_ 4 5 (25+1) | et mj)dg, -

y(§)

25—1) ~(2s—1 ~ .
where the constants cgi ), cgi ),mj,mj are determined by the normal-
ization conditions

/ 0F =0, j=1....n, (5.25)
/QPH% =0, j=1,...,n. (5.26)
Then we get
o [ - [ B
&0 / 510 (¢ _[mf]) d§. (5.27)
\/WH] 1(§ — )
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Hence o, 7 =1,...,

n are the roots of polynomials H;‘jfs(g — [m#]%) using

a standard residue formula. Keeping s € N fixed and assuming [m3 +j]0 =
aj,j=1,...,n, and M, =0 for p € Z\[1,2s], one obtains that

2s 510
2 (6~ m3)")
N E T

This leads to

Therefore, ./\/l S]O
above. Exphcltly,

2s
0 —(2s m?®
C; :F/ ¢ (2 +1)( M[ ><Z£ B2]<2]> d¢
aj i=1
::F/ —(2s+1) Z (ZMt 2j£ B2J>Ctd<
aj t=0 j=0
=0, ¢=¢1,P— Poy. (5.28)
ZMt 2]5529:0 t=1,...,2s. (5.29)
=1,..., [%], can be derived from the recursion relation
M T <o,
m*) _ _ p p2
Mg - »Clﬂ
M =,

MM Z (22— £))34, ete.

s10 .
Solving the algebraic equation H?io Mg»m Fp2s—i = 0, one gets the explicit

expressions for [m

ilarly,

;]O,j =1,...,2s, which depend on the parameter 5. Sim-

—(n+2s) 7728 _ [7,510
/. ng),:tQS—I @ i/_ 5 L€ 17 )df

2s 00
20 —(2s+1) (M0 i 32§ 2j
i/_c (S (S

/ DS (S M 57 )t
t=0 =0

0, £=C, P— P+, (5.30)
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gives rise to
EOO: M) p 52§ _ _
Mt—2j E]B - 07 = 17"’723- (531)

and the explicit constants for [ﬁlj-]o,j =1,...,2s.

In summary, we have the following conclusions for the constants eg +, ﬁg’i
and related limiting process.

Theorem 5.2. In the limit {51,

2 2
ng) +,25—1 - [Q;) i,2s—1]0 == 52 — ,82 67 (532)
—(n+2s) 7128 _ 17810
> 2 § [[;2:(§ = [m3]°)
9;0)1,25—1 - [Qg)o),i,% 1]0 == 5]2 _ 52 df, (5.33)
where [m$]°, [m3]° are 2s roots of polynomials
2 510 .
[T M 220 = o, HM 2270 =, (5.34)
=0

and Mgms}o,./\/lg-ms}o are defined by (5.29) and (5.31), respectively. Let Qo =
(8,0) € Ky, and Q1 = (B1,y(B1)) be a point near Py y. Then

ED ISy () g2
QO+ QO+ 423(:,,7_8_ _52 ZZ — t[ 2)] ) L8
t=0 j=0
2s 0 [’ <Be’s)
+4ZSET’+—5+H 2 ZZ 1 t 2) /8 2j(i)t+17
s—1 VAl —ot+ b
(5.35)

— [, (5.36)

G0 [
2 110 oo oo
S L Ll o e VI T 50
&0

: [eo,-1° = — [eo.+)°. (5.38)
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Proof. (6.32)-([.34) follow by (B.28)-(5.31). We only need to consider the

asymptotic behavior near Fy 1, Py since

/PQg)zlz_/PQg)21 /Qg)zl—_/PQg)zl
QO ocot,485— QO cot,485— Q 0,4,48 QO 0,4,45—

(5.39)
(Qo is a branch point). Using (5.28)-(5.34)), one obtains
F P (€ — [m3]%)
02 0 _ j=1 i
/Qo[ Pooi,2s—1] j:/Qo \/m g
C—)O C 25 ZZ M2s.:-]]j Sy 52]—k+0(g)7
k=1 j= 0
¢=("" P— Py, (5.40)
P P~ gl
Q(2) 0 _ j=1 J
2s 0 oo o0
(20 1=l [m*]° 2 t4+1
) —52 ggtHMt J e
Bl (6= [m3)%)
— d¢ + 0(¢),
TV CE R
§=CP— PRy, (5.41)
P PO (¢ = [m3]°)
9(2) 0 _ Jj=1 J
(=0 = LS S
L83 () 0
6 = 4_17 P — POO+7 (542)

P P eI (6 = [m3]°)
(2) 0 __ j=1 m;
/Qo [QPO +,28— 1] =+ /Qo W df

(=0 1_3 Hml OZOOZOO ([m*]9)=1 _9j
- :':2_8C : —52 1=0 j= 015_|-—1Mt 2j LB 2jﬁi+l
B~ @sED T, (¢ — [m3]°)

+ dé + 0O((),

/;3 o £+0(C)

§=CP— Py (5.43)
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(E.30) is a consequence of ([A66), (A68),[EA4T) and (.43). [B3D) follows

from [B.60), B.62) and (B41)). Also (530) and (538) hold by (&.41).
U

Let 7g,p, . be the integration path from Qg to Fy  which completely
lies on the sheet 1 (containing Py ;) of the Riemann surface C,,. Then

aQ,,;(Fo.+) :/ w;
TQ

0Po,+
ﬂ
A i
B \/7ﬂ2 - aj)
7 1+ n B
_%m‘z‘ - nj‘ = [agq(Po+))", (5.44)

or more generally, for any P = (£o,4(&)), & € C on sheet 1,

20,P) = |
\/T 0 1 dg
) VPG
‘ \/: o ‘ = [ag, ;(P)I"- (5.45)

&
§0+ 1y

To obtain reasonable solutions we assume

_ 1
Eqoj = 3Biitei (5.46)
to hold where €;,7 = 1,...,n are supposed to be chosen arbitrarily but to

be invariant with respect to variations of £}, for example,

1 - 1
= 2 o Res¢—q, d¢').
EREREUP U / V@ e =)
(5.47)

Similar to the Cauchy problem discussed in section 4, we are interested in
soliton solutions ¢, r of

FL,(q,7) =0, (¢,7)lt, =1, = (a0, 7?), (5.48)
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with ¢©, 7O satisfying
s-FL, (¢, ) =0, (5.49)
or equivalently,

det (655 + —i A (Fot)+AX(Fo.1)

). 01k i(z—=0)([eo,~]°—[e0,+]°)
@) q($0)det(5,k P i (Ro ) +AT(R )y ’
k
(5.50)
det(s; oTHAT (Po, ) +A7 (Po,+))
r©(z) =r(x) ot +n : 5 )e_i(x_x‘))([607*10‘[50#10).
det(5,k + 7]2237% 7'('Z(Aj (Po,f)-l-/\k(Po,,)))

(5.51)

Here and thereafter, we denote

for VP € KC,\{Qo}. Then we have the following result.

Theorem 5.3. Assume (1)), 22) and suppose that [EI)) and [E2) hold
with respect to the constraint (B2) on Q, where Q C R? is open and con-
nected. Moreover, suppose that Dﬂ(x ty)s OT equivalently, Dé(x,tz), 18 nonspe-
cial for (x,t,) € Q. Then for the Cauchy problem of FL hierarchy (5.48) we
obtain the following n-dark soliton solutions
2 m
det (6 + 0 —zjnke (A (Po.+)+Ak(Fo,+)))
det (01 + —77j+77k (A (Po.—)+Ar(Po.-)))

Q(‘/Ev tﬂ) ZQ($0’ tO,Z)

x eil@=a0)([eo 1 ~leo,+1°)-+i(ts—to ) (B2 TP+ 1) (5.52)

det(8;, + n%’gﬁ i (Po.)+Ak(Po,+))

det(B + o™i (Po ) +AL(R)))

T(:Ev tﬂ) :7‘(:170, tO,Z)

x e ia—ao)leo, 1 ~leo 1) =ilte—to ) (B2 IHO2Y) (5 53)
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Proof. Tt suffices to consider the limit (5.1)) of (£70), (ETT). Using (E.10),

the symmetric property 6(z) = 0(—z) and the formula [20]

n
Z exp | 2mi Z kjzj + 2mi Z T](-)mk‘j kp | = detB,
kefo,1}n J=1 j<m

2n; .
B = (bik)an, bir = di + i 67”(Zi+zk)7
M + Mk

one concludes (£.52), (5.53)). O

Remark 5.4. (i) Taking fived r = (1,1) and varying n € N*\{(0,0)}, one
finally derives the n-dark soliton solutions of FL equation (L)), which are
consistent with those by Darboux transformation method [25].

(ii) In Theorem 5.1, taking some fived r € N?\{(0,0)}, and varying n €
N?\{(0,0)}, we obtains the n-dark soliton solutions of the rth equation in
the FL hierarchy.

(7it) The n-dark solitons of FL hierarchy in fact depend on 2n+2 parameters

ﬁaalw"vanvﬁlygb -5 En.
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