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Abstract

We present and solve a soliton equation which we call the non-chiral itermediate Heisen-
berg ferromagnet (nclHF) equation. This equation, which depend on a parameter > 0,
describes the time evolution of two coupled spin densities propagatimon the real line, and in
the limit !'1 it reduces to two decoupled half-wave maps (HWM) equations of oppsite
chirality. We show that the nclHF equation is related to the A-type hyperbolic spin Calogero-
Moser (CM) system in two distinct ways: (i) it is obtained as a particular continuum limit
of a Inozemtsev-type spin chain related to this CM system, (i) it has multi-soliton solutions
obtained by a spin-pole ansatz and with parameters satisfying the guations of motion of a
complexi ed version of this CM system. The integrability of the nclHF equation is shown by
constructing a Lax pair. We also propose a periodic variant of the ntHF equation related to
the A-type elliptic spin CM system.

1 Introduction

The relationship between Calogero-Moser-Sutherland (CM@) systems and quantum eld theory
is a fruitful and symbiotic one yielding new insights into both domains. For example, on the
one hand, the conformal blocks of certain conformal eld theries (CFTs) can be computed using
eigenfunctions of CS-type Hamiltonians [[1/ 2], whereas, othe other hand, one can describe the
eigenvalues of CS Hamiltonians using the superpotential oN = 2 supersymmetric gauge theory
[3]. In the last decade, attempts to deepen this relationstp have been made by studying whether
certain continuum limits of CMS systems (as well as their Rujsenaars-Schneider generalizations)
can be connected to supersymmetric gauge theoryl1[4] 5] B} 7].

In particular, the trigonometric CM model @ has a continuum limit given by the Benjamin-
Ono (BO) equation [8, [9], which is a well-known integro-di erential equation describing internal
waves in deep water[[I0["11]. Remarkably, both of these integble systems can be related to
a standard chiral CFT: this CFT accommodates a second quantation of the corresponding CS

1We use the abbreviation CMS when we mean both the classical ard quantum systems, and we use CM or CS
when we mean speci cally classical or quantum CMS systems, respectively.
2Unless stated otherwise, all CM and CS systems mentioned hee and below are of A-type.
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Figure 1: A diagram indicating the various relationships beween the models discussed here: the
thick lines indicate particular continuum limits, the dash ed lines rst quantizations and the dotted
lines second quantizations; the lines marked by ! 1 indicate trigonometric limits.

model [12,[13,T4[15/16] which, at the same time, is a ( rst) gantization of the BO equation
[9,[17]. Recently, two of the authors (BKB and EL) together with Lenells introduced a non-chiral
intermediate long-wave (ILW) equation providing a natural generalization of the above [[1B]. In
particular, the non-chiral ILW equation is a generalization of the BO equation in that it depends
on a parameter > 0 and reduces to two decoupled BO equations of opposite chility on the limit

'l . Moreover, the quantum version of the non-chiral ILW equation is identical to a previously
known second quantization of the elliptic CS system[[19] (tle elliptic CS system reduces to the
trigonometric CS system in the limit ! 1 ); this second quantization is within a non-chiral CFT
which reduces to two decoupled chiral CFTs in the limit !'1 . See Fig.[1 for a diagram of the
relations between the di erent models.

In this paper, we make steps towards generalizing this setufo the spin case, starting from the
hyperbolic and elliptic spin CM models. It is known that an appropriate continuum limit in the
rational case gives rise to an integrable equation descrihg the dynamics of a spin density on the
real line known as the half-waves maps (HWM) equation[[20, 2122]. The integrability of the HWM
equation was proved by Gerard and Lenzmann [[23] by construting its Lax pair representation.
Moreover, it possesses multi-soliton solutions governedybspin CM dynamics, as recently found
by us in |[24]. In the present paper, by taking a continuum limit of the hyperbolic spin CM
system, we derive a non-chiral generalization of this HWM egation which, at the same time, can
be interpreted as a spin analogue of the non-chiral ILW equé&bn [18]. For reasons elaborated in
the paragraph containing (I.8) below, we call this equationthe non-chiral intermediate Heisenberg
ferromagnet equation(nclHF). Inspired by [23], we nd a Lax pair for the nclHF equa tion. We also
construct the multi-soliton solutions of the nclHF equation via a spin-pole ansatz with parameters
whose dynamics is governed by the hyperbolic spin CM systenin generalization of a result for
the HWM equation obtained by us in [24]. We mention that the HW M equation has a periodic
generalization related to the trigonometric CM system, and all results mentioned for the HWM
equation are known also in the periodic case [20, 21, 22,1234 however, while we introduce a
periodic generalization of the nclHF equation related to the elliptic spin CM model below, the
focus of the present paper is on the real-line case.

The nclHF equation describes the time evolution of twoS2-valued functions u and v on the
real line, i.e., u = u(x;t) and v = v(x;t) with x 2 R the spatial coordinates,t 2 R time,
u = (ul;u?;u®) 2 R3 such that u? := (ul)? + (u?)2 + (u®? = 1 and similarly for v. It is given by



the following coupled system of equations,

U=+ u”™Tuxy u” Tvy;
(1.1)
Vi= VA Tvyx+ v~ Tuy;

with the integral operators@
Z
(TF)(X) = zi coth 2—(x° x) f(x9dx®
A R (1.2)
(Tf)(x) == tanh —((x° x) f(x3dx®
2 R 2

whereu~ v := (u?v®  uwdvZ vt ulvdulv?  uPvh) is the usual wedge product between three-
vectors, u; = @@p etc., and indicates the Cauchy principal value prescription of the shgular
integral. Note that (LT) is consistent with the assumption that u and v are S2-valued functions:
if u2 = v2 =1 holds true at time t = 0, then it is true for all times (see (B.17)). As explained
in Section[3.1, it is natural to interpret u and v as spin densities which have opposite chiralities.
Boundary conditions for the functions u and v are given in (3.138).

The nclHF equation is a Hamiltonian system with the Hamiltonian
z
1
H= > U Tuxy+v Tvy u Tvy Vv Tuy dx 1.3)
R

and the non-trivial Poisson brackets
fua(x);ub(X%g = abcuc(x) (x X%;
FvA(x);vP(x9g =+ apev(x) (x  x9;
we use indicesa;b;c= 1;2;3 to distinguish the components of 3-vectors, s is the completely
anti-symmetric symbol such that 1,3 = +1, and we use the usual summation convention so that

(urv)2= uPvCandu v = udvd. A proof that the Hamiltonian system (L3){(14) yields (L)
can be found in Appendix[Al.

(1.4)

For the physical interpretation of (L), it is useful to represent the operators in [1.2) in Fourier
space([18, Eq. (A3)]:
(Ff)(k) = icoth( k )f'(K);

1.5
(P09 = S 00 (-9

R .
where f(k) = rf (X)e X dx (k 2 R). This makes manifest that, in the limit ' 1 , @)
reduces to

Ui =+ u” Huy;

1.6
Vi= VM Hvy; (1.6)
with H the Hilbert transform: (F’If )(K) = isgn(k)f'(k) or, equivalently,
Z
_ 1 f(x9 g
(Hf )(x) = = X0 X dx* @.7)

SWe dene T and T for on C-valued functions f on R; the extension to C3-valued functions u = (u®;u?;u®) on
R is determined by linearity: Tu = ( Tu?; Tu?; Tu®) and similarly for T.



The rst equation in (L&) is the HWM equation [20,] Z1], and th e second is obtained from the
rst by the parity transformation u! v = Pu where Pu)(x;t) ;== u( x;t). Thus, (L&) is a
system of decoupled HWM equations, which both are chiral in he sense that (i) they di er by a
sign and (ii) one is transformed into the other by a parity transformation (we discuss the physical
interpretation of this chirality in Section 6.1). However, the system (1.1) isnon-chiral in the sense
that it is invariant under the parity transformation ( u;v)! (Pv;Pu) exchanging alsou and v.

We recall that the ILW equation can be obtained from the BO equation by replacing the
Hilbert transform with the integral transform T in (L5): H ! T [18]. This suggests to introduce
the following equation generalizing the HWM equationu; = u” Huy:

Ui = u” Tuy: (1.8)

As will be discussed, this is a natural generalization of theHWM equation since it is related to

InozemtseV's elliptic generalization of the Haldane-Shasy spin chain [25] in a similar way as the

HWM equation is related to the Haldane-Shastry spin chain [&), [21,[22]. One can show that
(I.8) reduces to the Heisenberg ferromagnet equation; = u” uy in a certain limit ! 0" (see
Appendix B), and we therefore call it the intermediate Heisenberg ferromagne{IHF) equation.

We call (I.1) the non-chiral IHF (ncIlHF) equation since it is related to the IHF equation (IL.8)
in the same way as the non-chiral ILW equation is related to the ILW equation [18]. Moreover,
we expect that the non-chiral IHF equation can be quantized vithin a non-chiral CFT which,
at the same time, is a second quantization of the elliptic spi CS system, in generalization of
results discussed above [18] (see also Figl 1). As will be sti, the IHF equation can be formally
obtained by the reduction u = v of the nclHF equation; however, due to a mismatch of allowed
boundary conditions, our Lax pair for the nclHF equation does not reduce to a Lax pair of the IHF
equation, and our soliton solutions of the nclHF equation donot reduce to soliton solutions of the
IHF equation. Thus, while we have suggestive arguments thathe IHF equation is an integrable
interpolation between the HWM equation and the Heisenberg &rromagnet equation, we do not
have a proof.

The focus in the present paper is on the nclHF equation on the eal line. However, we expect
that our results can be generalized to the periodic case: thperiodic nclHF equation is also de ned
by (1) but with the S2-valued functionsu = u(x;t) and v = v(x;t) restricted by the periodicity
conditions u(x + L;t) = u(x;t) and v(x + L;t) = v(x;t), with L > 0 the spatial period; clearly,
one can interpret this as an equation on a circle of circumfegncelL. The integral operators T and
T in the periodic case have the same Fourier space represeniat ([I.5) as in the real-line case but
with the Fourier variables k restricted to integer multiples of 2 =L [18]. In position space, these
integral operators are given by [26]

1Z L=2
(TF)(x) = = 1(x% x)f (x%dx?
L=2
(THH(x) = - 10 x+i)f (x9dx§
L=2
with
1 )M . _ 1
1(2) = IJIIT o E(:ot E(z+2| m) = (2 iz (z2 C) (1.10)

where (z) is the Weierstrass function with half-periods (L=2;i ) and =!;= (L=2)=(L=2) [27].
We introduce the periodic nclHF equation in the present pape since the derivation of the nclHF
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equation as a continuum limit of a spin CM system is easier in he periodic caseL < 1 ; the

corresponding result for the nclHF equation on the real lineis then obtained by taking the limit

L!1 (notethat 1(z)! coth(z=2)asL !1 ). We expect that our results below can be
generalized to the periodic case. However, these generations are non-trivial and thus left to

future work.

Plan of the rest of the paper. Section[2 contains a summary of our main results, including
technical details. In Section[3, we show how to derive the ndilF equation as a continuum limit of
the hyperbolic spin CM model and discuss some of its basic pperties. In Section[4, we derive a
Lax pair for the nclHF equation. In Section B, we derive a famly of N -soliton solutions. In Section
6, we present a novel way to solve the constraints appearingniour N -soliton solutions, discuss
the geometric and physical interpretation of our soliton sdutions, and give examples. In our nal
Section[¥ we give an informal summary of our results and disas directions for future research.
In the appendices, we derive a Hamiltonian formulation for the nclHF equation (Appendix [A),
show how [11) is formally related, via (1.8), to the well-known Heisenberg ferromagnet equation
(Appendix B), collect some identities we use throughout thepaper (Appendix [C), provide some
technical details related to conservation laws (AppendiX D), derive a generalization of the Cotlar
identity needed in the proof our Lax pair results (Appendix [E), and compute the energy of one-
soliton solutions (Appendix [E).

2 Notation and summary

We collect notation used in the rest of the paper (Sectioi 2Jj, and we summarize our main results
(Section[2.2).

2.1 Notation

The symbol = indicates de nitions. We use the shorthand notations

X X X X
= ; 0:: ;oX= %X; @ = —@; (2.1)
k6j k=1  jk=1 k=1 @
k8| i6k

andgo(z) = @f (z). We write Re(a) and Im(a) for the real and imaginary parts of a 2 C,
i:=" 1,and denotes complex conjugation. Fors = ( s!:s?:s%) 2 C3, Re(s), Im(s) and s are
de ned component-wise, i.e., Re§) = (Re(s!): Re(s?); Re(s®)), etc. For a2 C and s 2 C2, we use
the notation

af =Re(a); a =Im(a); st =Re(s); s =Im(s): (2.2)

To simplify notation, we often use the parameter

= 5 (2.3)

instead of , and we introduce the special functions

(z) = coth(z); ~(2) = (z+i )= tanh(z) (2.4)



and
2 2

sinhz(z); V@)= Vi) = cost(z)

for z 2 C. Note that V (z) de nes the two-body interaction potential of hyperbolic C MS systems,
and the functions (z) and ~(z) appear as kernels in the de nition of the integral operators T

and T (L.2),

V(z) = (2.5)

Z
THEO= T (@ x)f (9 dx®
R

1 (2.6)
(THX) = = ~x% x)f (x9dx®
R

Moreover, the functions (z) and V (z) satisfy well-known identities playing a fundamental role
in the theory of CMS systems [28]; we collect these identitie in Appendix [C| for the convenience
of the reader.

We also need the elliptic generalizations of the CMS potenéls V (z) and V(z) in (E5); these
are given by

h@ = 1@71@ 2.7)
where} (z) is the Weierstrass} -function with half-periods (L=2;i ) [27], and
F1(2) = ta(z+i); (2.8)

respectively, with 1(z) de ned in (LI0).

To state and prove our results about Lax pairs, we use the welknown bijection between real

three-vectorsu = (u'; u?; u®) and su(2)-matrices u de ned by the Pauli matrices = ( 1; 2; 3),
3 1 2
_ _ u ul iu?
U=u = 1442 U3 : (2.9)

This allows us to write the nclHF equation ([L.J]) in matrix for m as

1
Uy :E u;Tu, Ty s

(2.10)

1
vy :E vViTu, Ty, ;

where [; ] is the commutator and Tu, = Tuy, etc. (this follows from the well-known identity
[u;v]=2iu” v forall u;v 2 R3).

2.2 Summary of results

We summarize our results, including technical details, anddiscuss their signi cance. We also
mention open questions for future research. Items (i), (ii)and (iii) are independent from each,
and each of them can be read without the others. Items (iv){(v) are supplementary results to
(D{(ii)). Item (vii) summarizes what we know about the phen omenology of our multi-soliton
solutions, based on analytic arguments and numerical restd.



(i) Continuum limit of elliptic spin chain. We propose a variant of the Inozemtsev spin

(ii)

chain [25] and argue that it can be obtained from the elliptic spin CM system using some
variant of the Polychronakos freezing trick [29]:

g X

H= S0 0 NG
k=1

(2.11)

£27 R RENC G e W)
jik=1

with S = 1=2 quantum spin operators ; =( & 2 %) and ~ =(~};~? ~?) satisfying the
commutator relations

[ J_a; E] =21 jk abe jC; [~,-a:~E] = 2k abc"jC (2.12)

there are two kinds of spins, ; and ~j; spins of the same kind interact via the long-
range coupling} 1(z), which becomes singular at short distances, and spins of di erent
kinds interact via the non-singular, long-range coupling }z), which vanishes as ! 1
Note the di erent signs in the de nition of the Poisson brackets for the di erent kinds of
spins; obviously, one could get conventional spin operater by changing ~;j ! ~j, but our
conventions make manifest that the system is ferromagnet irthe limit L !1 : the ground
state corresponds to all spins pointing in the same directio (sinceV (x) and WV(x) are both
are non-negative for all realx).

We follow [20, [22] and derive the Hamiltonian de ning the periodic nclHF equation as
a continuum limit of a classical version of the the elliptic in chain ZII){(E12); see
Section[3.1. This gives, as a limitL ! 1 , a relation between the hyperbolic spin CM
system and the nclHF equation on the real line.

Lax pair. We show that the nclHF equation on the real line admits a Lax par (L;B)
consisting of operators acting on the Hilbert space of squa-integrable functions : R! C*.
The explicit forms of these operators are

z

LY 0= T Kieex9( x9dx® (2.13)
R

with an integral kernel given by the following 4 4 matrix,

KLx9 = (x° x) Q(X%OQ(X) !(X(ﬁ V(%)
(2.14)
+ ~(X0 X) 0 M(X% + Q(X)
u(x9y  v(x) 0
and, similarly,
1 Z
(B)( x)= 77 Ke1(x;x9 xo(x9+ Kga(x;xY ( x4+ Kga(x;x9 ( x) dx® (2.15)



with

Kea(x;xy = (x° x) H(X%SQ(X) M(X(bO V60
0 vix9 u(x) .
F00 0 6y 0 ’
u O(X(b 0 0 v o(X() (216)
Kea(xx) = (x* x) 74 Vo9 7 x% x) Uyo(x9 0 ;
Kas(exd = 60 ) B0 vy T ) 5 b

see Sectiol ¥ for a mathematical formulation and derivationof this result.

This Lax pair gives an in nite number of conservation laws for the nclHF equation, as
usual: I, =tr( L") forn=2;3;::: are conserve(ﬂ in particular, |, is essentially the nclHF
Hamiltonian (L3); see (3.22) and [3.2B) for precise statemnts.
(iii) Multi-soliton solutions. We construct multi-soliton solutions of the nclHF equation with
a pole ansatz depending on variables satisfying the time elation equations of the hyperbolic
spin CM system and with certain constraints on the initial conditions of these variables.

To be speci ¢, our multi-soliton result is as follows: For an arbitrary integer N 1,
X X
u(x;t) = mo+i () x a®+i=2) i s() x ag() i=2);
= 1= (2.17)
V(X;t) = mo+i si(t) (x ) i=2) i s() (x gt)+i=2)

j=1 i=1

is a solution of the nclHF equation (1)) satisfying u(x;t)2 = v(x;t)? = 1 provided the vari-
ables(g; (t);si (1)) 2 C C3, =2< Im(g;(t)) < 3 =2, satisfy the following two requirements:
(a) they evolve in time according the the following equatiom of motion

X
ss= 2 s sV(gy &)
k6 j .
=1;::1;N); 2.18
W (i ) (2.18)
& = 2 Sj SkVO(aj ay);
k6 j
(b) the initial conditions are given by
a(0) = a0, §(0) = sj0;
S.o™Sio . X X! (2.19)
g(0)= 2> img so (80 ako)*t  Sko~(&0 ayo)
) k6 j k=1

for j =1;:::;N, with mo 2 R3, (g:0;S:0) 2 C C3, =2< Im(a;0) < 3=2, satisfying the
constraints
X ' Xy X
S;0=0; s;o0 img Sko (80 ako)+ Sko~ (&0 3o =0; (2.20)
K6 | k=1

“We excluden =1 since | 1 = 0.



(iv)

v)

(Vi)

and ]
‘2

mi+4 2 Imsi.o =1 (2.21)
j=1
see Sectiori 5]1 for a derivation of this result.

Note that (2.18) are the equations of motion of the hyperbolt spin CM system; cf. [3.3) in
the limiting case L ' 1 where} 1(z) reduces toV (z).

Complex-valued multi-soliton solutions. Our derivation of multi-soliton solutions

gives, without extra work, a larger class of solutions depeging on two sets of C  C8-

valued variables @; (t);sj(t)), j = 1;:::;N, and (b (t);t; (1)), k =1;:::;M, for arbitrary

variable numbers N; M 0 such that N + M 1; the special case stated in (iii) above,
which corresponds toN = M 1, b)) = 3 (t) = a(t) , tj(t) = S; (t) = si(t) , gives
the real-valued solutions most interesting from a physics pint of view. In general, one ob-
tains C3-valued solutions u(x;t) and v(x;t) of (1) satisfying u(x;t)? = v(x;t)2 = 2 for

arbitrary xed 2 CnfO0g; see Sectiol 512 for details.

Energy of multi-soliton solutions. We obtain the following remarkably simple formula
for the total energy of the real N -soliton solution, Ex = H with H in (IL3) for u, v in
I1D{E.2I):
X
En = s sV a)ts sV &) ; (2.22)
jik=1

see Sectioi 518 Viewing (2.22) as a Hamiltonian, it would be interesting to study the pos-
sible dynamical systems associated with it; we leave the imastigation of this to future work.

It also would be interesting to extend this investigation to our complex-valued solutions in
Section[5.2.

Method to generate initial conditions for multi-soliton solutions. We derive the
following result which provides a simple method to solve theconstraints (2.20){(2.21)) and
thus nd allowed initial conditions for the N -soliton solutions (Z17){[Z19): (a) For xed
No := MoImoj 2 S?, pick N initial poles and N unit vectors in R? arbitrarily: a0 = ajR+i aj'

choose two orthogonal unit vectorsn;; 1; nj;2 in the plane orthogonal tonj.3: (nj;1;Nn;j2) 2
S?2 S2? such thatnj; nj2 =0 and nj;1® Nj2 = nj:3, and setnj iz = Nj1+inj2. (C)
Construct the complexN N matrices A = (Aj )]\ =, B = (Bjk)=; and the complex

N -vector C = (Cj)]\L; with entries
Ajk = injqp nNptanh( (8.0 ak0)); (2.23)
Bik =i(1  jk)nj12 Nippcoth( (.0  a.0));

and Cj =2ng n;. 15, compute the complexN -vector X = (Xj)j’\':1 determined by the linear
system

A B X _ C
B A X = C (2.24)
®Note that the minus sign on the right-hand side in (ZZZ) canc els the one in¥(z) =  2=cosi(z).



(vii)

3

where A = (A )N\ -y etc.]i and compute

X 2 1=2
Xj=Xjny; (=1;:::;N); m= 1+ Im(Xj) : (2.25)
j=1

(d) Then the following provides a solution of the constraints(Z.20) (2.21),

m .
Si0= 5 Xj (1 =1;::5N); mo = mng; (2.26)

and this solution is independent of the choicenj: 1;nj: 2 in (b); see Sectiol GJ2.

In particular, for the one-soliton case (N = 1), (£24) gives X1 = C1=A1;, and the equations
of motion (Z.18) are solved bya;(t) = az.0 + a1(0)t, s1(t) = s1.0, leading to a fully explicit
result; see Sectio 6]1. We also give numerical examples aptbts for two- and three-soliton
solution; see Sectior 6.13.

We mention that, in [24], a more complicated numerical methal was used to solve the
corresponding constraints for the HWM equation, and our resilt is therefore new even in
that case. Moreover, for xed ng 2 S2, a N -soliton solution of the nclHF equation has N

HWM equation [24].

It would be interesting to extend these results to the comple-valued multi-soliton solutions
in Section[5.2, but this is left to future work.

Physical properties of solitons. We present a detailed discussion of one-soliton solutions
(N =1), including their physical interpration; see Section [61. We also present analytical
and numerical results suggesting that, in aN -soliton solution for N > 1, one hasN well-
de ned one-solitons characterized by their velocities,v; 2 ( 1;1), energies,E; > 0, and

soliton j moves with constant velocity v;, has constant energyE;, and u and v rotate on
a well-de ned circle  S2 with radius R;; after time intervals when soliton collisions occur,
the individual solitons involved in a collision re-emerge vith unchanged velocities, energies,
and rotation radii; see Sectiond 6.8{6.4. However, di erentfrom the HWM equation [24],
the orientations of the rotation circles are changed in a nortrivial way by soliton collisions.
Moreover, while the local vacua far away from all solitons ae always the same in the HWM
equation: u  ng for a xed ng 2 S? [24], the local vacuau Vv mj+ 2 S? for the nclHF

j =0andj = N the regionsx ! 1 and x ! +1 , respectively), and these local vacua

mj+ can be changed by soliton collisions.

Some of the observations described above have the status afrgectures; it would be inter-
esting to prove them by analytical means. It also would be ineresting to extend this to the
complex-valued solutions in Sectio 5.2.

Derivation and properties of the model

We derive the nclHF equation as a continuum limit of a classi@al spin chain related to the elliptic
spin CMS model (Section[31) and establish some of its basicrpperties (Section[3.2). We also
discuss possible reductions of the nclHF equation (SectioB.3).

®Note that the 2N 2N matrix in (Z24]) is self-adjoint.
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3.1 Continuum limit of classical Inozemtsev-type spin chai ns

Elliptic spin Calogero-Moser-type systems. For xed N 2 Z 1, the AN 1 elliptic spin CM
system is de ned by the Hamiltonian
X 2, & X o
Hem = 5 Bt S Sj Skba(Xj  Xk); (3.1)
i=1 k=1

with g > 0 a coupling parameter and} 1(z) the elliptic CMS potential in (ZZ). The dynamical
variables of these models are the positiong; of particles on a circle of circumferenceL > 0, i.e.,
Xj 2 R with x; and x; + L identi ed, the canonical momenta p; 2 R of these particles, and spins
S; of radius Sp > 0 associated with these particles, i.e.Sj = (Sjl; sz; Sj3) 2 R3 such that SJ-2 = S3.
These variables obey the following non-trivial Poisson brakets,

fX k9= jk; fS*%SPU= jk abcS’ (3.2)

with the Kronecker delta jx . For reference we note the following equations of motion imfed by
these de nitions,

@ X
S = > S~ Skyalxy Xk);
k8] (1 =1;:::;N) (3.3)
0 X 0
X =5 Sj S}il(xj  Xk);
k6|

with Xj = pj.

We use a trick, due to Calogero[[3D], to obtain from [3.1{3.2)a model of two di erent types
of particles and spins. For that, we double the degrees of fexlom by replacingN by 2N, and for
the second half of variables we rename, shift particle positns into the complex plane, and change
the sign of spins as follows,

X = Xn+j His o B = pN+js S = Sn+j (=150 N): (3.4)

By making these changes in[(311) and recalling the de nitionof }~ in (£2.8)), we obtain the following
variant of the elliptic spin CM system,

1 X\I 2 )&I 0
How == pi+ g Si Skralxp  X«)

2 4
j=1 jik =1
1)0' 2 )bl 0

+ E pjz+ gz Sj Sk} 1()('j %K) (3.5)

j=1 jik =1

G X h [

7 S Skm(X; )+ S Sk Xk)
ik =1
and the Poisson brackets [(3.2) implyfx;j; pkg = fx;; 9= jk and

fS%SPO= jk avcS’; fSHSPO=  jk ancS’ (3.6)

variables of the second kind marked by tilde; variables of tle same kind interact via the singular,
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repulsive interaction potential } 1(z), and variables of di erent kinds interact via the non-singular,
weakly attractive interaction potential } 1(z); note that, in the limit L !'1 |, }1(2) and }(2)
converge toV(z) = 2=sinh?(z) and V(z) = 2=cost( z ), respectively. It is important to
note that the integrability of the standard spin CM model (8_I){(B.2) implies that the modi ed
spin CM model (38){(B.6) is integrable as well [30].

Continuum limit of classical Inozemtsev spin chains. The Inozemtsev spin chain [[25] is
de ned by the Hamiltonian[]

X
Hinozemtsev = > }a((j  KL=N) j k (3.7)
ik =1
with S = 1=2 quantum spin operators ; = ( jl; j2; j3) satisfying the commutator relations
[ ja; E] =20 jk abc JC (3.8)
for a;b;c=1;2;3 andj;k = 1;:::;N, with J a real coupling constant; we are interested in the

ferromagnetic case wherel > 0. This model can be obtained from a quantum version of the
elliptic spin CM model using Polychronakos's freezing trik [31], and it reduces to the Haldane-
Shastry spin chain [32,°33] in the limit !'1 . Zhou and Stone [[20] proposed a classical version
of the Haldane-Shastry spin chain, and they derived the HWM guation from this classical spin
chain model in a continuum limit; see also [[21l]. This suggestthe IHF equation (I.8) can be
obtained in a similar way from the Inozemtsev spin chain [3.J{(8.8); we expect that this can be
substantiated by a variant of our arguments given below.

In the same way as the Inozemtsev spin model{3l7)[{3I8) can & obtained from the elliptic
spin CM model (31){(B.2) by freezing [31], we believe that he modi ed Inozemtsev model [Z.11){
(Z12) can be obtained from the modi ed spin CM model [35){({3.6) (it would be interesting to
make this precise, but this goes beyond goes beyond the scopéthe current paper). We now
show that the nclHF equation is related to this modi ed Inozemtsev spin chain in the same way
as the HWM equation is related to the Haldane-Shastry spin clin [20,[22].

The classical version of the modi ed Inozemtsev spin chainZ.I1){(2.12) is given by the Hamil-
tonian

X )
Hspin = 2 Pa((G KL=N) 255 S Sk S Sk
ik =1 (3.9)
J X . )
> F((G KL=N) 282 S S¢S Sk

jik=1

with S§; = (S5 8% S%) and S; = (S S?; SP) variables in R® satisfying S? = S? = S for some
xed constant Sy > 0, and the Poisson brackets[(3)6). Note that we nd it convenint to add

"Our de nition of the Inozemtsev Hamiltonian is convenient f or taking a continuum limit but di ers from the
original conventions [25]; more speci cally: (i) we use } 1 instead of } , which contributes an inconsequential additive
term to the Hamiltonian, (i) the argument of } 1 is scaled by the factor L=N, and our rst period of } i isL instead
of N in [25] and, using that } (czjc! 1;¢!2) = ¢ %} (zj! 1;! 2) for ¢ > 0 [27, Eq. 23.10.17], we see that (ii) amounts to
a rede nition of J and .
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an irrelevant constant to the naive classical analogue of te Hamiltonian (2.11); this allows us to
write

X! h i

J 0 . 2 2
Hon= 7 11 KL=N) (S §)°+(Sc )
jik =1
. 3.10
g X . h ) | $19
2 Fi((G KL=N) (Sk S§)“+(Sk S§j)°
jik =1
We de neﬁ
N S N S o e, . _ L
u(xj) = o v(Xj) = o Xj =) x L=2 (=1;::1;N); X = N (3.11)
and setSp = x so that, in the formal continuum limit N ! 1 |, we obtain L-periodic spin

density variables u(x) and v(x) of x 2 R satisfying the Poisson brackets [[T.#), together with the
constraints u(x)? = v(x)? = 1. Using this notation, the Hamiltonian (3I0) can be writt en as

X h i
_J 0 2 2 2
Hspin—z Falxj  xk) (Uu(xk)  u(xp) +(v(xk) v(xp)® ( x)
Jk=1 A (3.12)

[
T Rk %0 ) VeV u)? (07
ik =1

with the Riemann sums converging to integrals in the limit N 'l : limyiz  Hgpin =: H withE

1 Z =272 =2 h 5 N
H=— 11x% x) ux) u(x9Y “+ vx) v(x9 ° dx%x

4 =2 =2 (3.13)

N
-
1l
N
N

= h i
e ~ (% x) ux) v(x9 24 v(x) u(x9 2 dx%x:
4 L=2 L=2

note that we xed the time scale by setting J = 1=, without loss of generality.

We insert} 1(x° x)= @o 1(x° x) to compute, by integration by parts,

Z _ Z _
1 L=2 1 L=2
— 11x° x) u(x) u(x9 ?dx®= —
4 L=2 4 L=2

lZLZZ

(X% )@ u(x) ux9 ?dx®

1(X% X)u(x) uxo(x9dx® (3.14)

2 o
1
U060 (Tu)();
with T as in (I.9) (note that the boundary terms vanish for di erenti able L-periodic functions
u(x9, and u(x9 uxo(x9 = 0) and, similarly,
1 z L=2

IR 0 u) v Zdx®=  Tu(x) (Tvi)(X); (3.15)
4, 2

8The minus signs in the de nitions of u and v are needed since our conventions for the nclHF equation reqires
a di erent sign in the Poisson brackets of u and v than the one following from the Poisson brackets commonly used
for spin systems.

9The principal value prescription in the second integral bel ow can be omitted for di erentiable functions u and
v, but we keep it to simplify some of our arguments.
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with T as in (T.9). Thus,
Z =

H= U Tuy+v Tvy u Tvy Vv Tuy dx: (3.16)

L=2

NI

In the limit L ' 1 , we obtain the Hamiltonian (IL.3). The equations of motion uy = fH ;ug
and v = fH ;vg following from this Hamiltonian and the Poisson brackets [14]) are precisely the
nclHF equation ([L.J) (this is shown in Appendix [A.J).

To avoid misunderstanding, we mention that our derivation of the Hamiltonian (L.3) from the
classical version of the modi ed Inozemtsev model above isat rigorous. However, we expect that,
by generalizing arguments developed in[22] for the Haldan8hastry case, it should be possible to
make our derivation mathematically precise.

3.2 Properties of the nclHF equation

We establish several basic properties of the nclHF equatiorfl.T).

Norm conservation. The nclHF equation ([1) preserves the quantitiesu(x;t)? and v(x;t)?
in time. This can be shown by direct computation:

(Ui =2u ur=2u (U"Tux U”TV,)=0; (3.17)

and similarly for v. Note that this holds true in both the real-line and periodic cases.

Boundary conditions. To make the de nition of the nclHF equation (LI) complete, we pro-
pose the following conditions at spatial in nity (where the limits are understood in the sense of
Schwartz | see (A.5) for a more precise statement),

lim u(x;t)= lim v(x;t)=_m ; (3.18)
x!'1 x!'1

i.e., the functions u(x;t) and v(x;t) converge to the same asymptotic valuesn,; andm, as
x! +1 andx! 1 |, respectively, and these asymptotic values are constant itime.

To give a physical motivation for these conditions, we note hat the nclHF Hamiltonian (1.3)
can be written as
Z Z h i
VO x) u(xd ux) 2+ vx9 v(x) ?
R R h [ (3.19)
VO x) u(xd v(x) Z+ v(x9 u(x) ®  dx%x;

1
H= —
4

as shown in Appendix[A3. SinceV(x® x) 0Oand V(x° x) 0, the Hamiltonian (BI9)
is manifestly non-negative, i.e., energy is bounded from Hew by zero. Moreover, [3.19) makes
manifest that the nclHF equation describes a ferromagneticsystem with ground states given by
u(x;t) = v(x;t) = mg, for arbitrary constant mg 2 S2. Indeed, it is easy to check that these are
the solutions of (I.1) that minimize the energy. Thus, it is natural to require that the allowed
non-equilibrium states, whereu and v vary in space and time, are such that they converge to
vacuum statesm 1 at spatial innity x! 1
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Conservation of totah spin. It is well-known that the spin CM model de ned in (Z1K(Z2)Y
conserves total spin szl S;. Recalling (3.4) and (3.11), the corresponding continuum gantity
is Z

S= (u v)dx (3.20)

R

and, since conservation laws are often preserved under cantium limits, one expects that this is
conserved in time. This is indeed true: one can show by a dirécomputation that S is conserved
provided u and v evolve in time according to (I.1) and behave at spatial in nity as in (8.18) (see
Appendix D.]] for details).

Further conservation laws. As shown in Section’4, the nclHF equation [[1.1) has the Lax pai
(L;B) given in (ZI3){(Z15). As a consequence,[{I]1) admits anninite number of conservation
laws,

ln=tr(L") (n=2;3;::2); (3.21)
with tr( ) the appropriate Hilbert space trace. More explicitly, one obtains from (ZI3){(2.14):
Z
o= = tree KLOoxYKL(xGx) dx®dx;
Zr
l 3= % tree Ko (x9K L (X8 xO9K L (x%%) dx®Pdxdx;
R3 (3.22)
1 Z
In= =  tres Kp(Xaix2)Ki(x2;xs)  Kp(Xn;x1) dxpdxy 1 dxy;

Rn
forn=4;5;:::, with K| (x;x9 (2I4) and trc«( ) the usual trace of 4 4 matrices.

One can show thatl , is a linear combination of Hamiltonian H (I.3) and the square of the
the total spin S (8.20); the precise statement is

8 4
2

l,= —H 2g2: (3.23)

which can be shown by a straightforward generalization of amargument for the HWM equation

in [23] (the interested reader can nd details in Appendix[D.2).

3.3 Reductions and limits

It is generally assumed in the theory of integrable systemshat integrability is preserved under
reductions and limits [34]. It is therefore interesting to consider such degenerate equations arising
from the nclHF equation (I.T).

Setting v = u in (1)), we obtain
U = U™ (Tuyx + Tuy): (3.24)
The standard hyperbolic identity

tanh(z) + coth( z) = 2 coth(2 2) (3.25)
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together with (L2) shows that T+ T = T, _; hence, [3:24) is the IHF equation [I.8) (with
c2
changed to =2); this is an intermediate variant of the Heisenberg ferronagnet (HF) equation

Ut = UM Uyy (3.26)
in the sense of[[3b]; see alsb 36, Chapter 4]: the IHF equatiawith the boundary conditions
lim u(x)= mq (3.27)
x!'1

reduces to [3.26) in the limit ! 0" (a derivation of this fact can be found in Appendix [B.T)).

One might hope that the nclHF equation has an interesting limt ! 0" as well. However,
as substantiated in Appendix[B.2, this is not the case.

As already discussed in the introduction, the nclHF equatian reduces to two decoupled HWM
equations of opposite chirality in the limit !'1 ; see [1.6).

Since the reductionv = u of the nclHF equation leads to the IHF equation, one might
expect that the results about the former reduce to results ofthe latter. This is not the case for
the nclHF on the real line: this equation is de ned with the boundary conditions that u and v
converge to the same asymptotic values as ! 1 (see [3IB)), and this is clearly incompatible
with the reduction v = u.

It is interesting to note that these limits of the nclHF equation are very similar to what is
known to be true for the intermediate long-wave (ILW) equation: while the ! 0" of the ILW
equation leads to the Korteweg-de Vries equation’[37], the an-chiral ILW (nclLW) equation does
not have a non-trivial such limit [38] Appendix B]. Moreover, in the limit !'1 , the non-chiral
ILW equation reduces to two decoupled Benjamin-Ono equatias of opposite chirality [18]. One
seeming di erence is that the nclLW equation cannot be reducd to the ILW equation [L8], whereas
the nclHF equation has the reductionv = u to the IHF equation; however, as discussed, the
latter reduction is in con ict with the imposed boundary con ditions and thus, as far as we can
see, of no use: perhaps, one should regard this reduction agusious.

4 Lax pair

Following work of Gerard and Lenzmann on the HWM equation [23], we obtain a Lax pair for the
nclHF equation ([@.1I).

4.1 Result

Notation.  To give a precise formulation of our Lax pair result, we work n the Hilbert space
L2(R;C* of square-integrable functions : R! C* x 7! ( x) and write such functions as
two-vectors with components in L?(R; C?):

= ; (1, 22 L%R;C?): (4.1)

Using this notation, we associate a two-vectorA with a pair a;;a, of su(2)-valued functions on
R and de ne a corresponding linear operator 5 on L%(R;C%) as follows,
a a(x) O 1(X) a;(x) 1(x)
A = - X) = 1 = 1 . 4.2
A= g (A0 T a0 o a,(x) 2(x) “.2)
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We also introduce the matrix operator

T = (4.3)

_‘
—

which acts naturally on two-vectors as in (4.2):

T T a Ta, Ta
TA = =1 = - 4.4
- T T a, Ta; Ta “.4

In particular, we represent the pair of functions u;v in the nclHF equation (Z10) as
(4.5)

and, using the notation above, we can write [2.1ID) as time evation equation for the operator
U
d 1
g L ZI[Q TU, ] (4.6)
where % u = u,, with [ ;] the usual commutator of Hilbert space operators.

We note that @ and T (&3) naturally de ne linear operators on L2(R;C?) (the de nition of
T isasin (44) but with A in (B2) replaced by in (41} of course); to not clutter our notation,
we use the same symbol for this Hilbert space operator as for the operator de ned in (&4).

We are now ready to give a mathematically precise formulatio of our Lax pair result.

Lax pair.  The nclHF equation (4.8) implies that the linear operators
1

L:=[T; Q], B::E QT@"‘ T@ u TU, (47)
on L2(R;C* satisfy the Lax equation
EL =[B;L]: (4.8)
dt- " '
Inserting the de nition of ( y )( x) in (&2) and
VA
_1 (x% x) ~(x% x) 1(x9 0
X0 o 3 o0 x a9y P (4.9)
one obtains the representations of I ; B) in (E.I3){(2.16) by straightforward computations.
Self-adjointness. It is interesting to note that, di erent from the HWM equation casel[Z3], the

operators L and B are not (formally) self-adjoint and anti-self-adjoint, re spectively, but instead
they obey the conditions
LY= L ; BY= B (4.10)

wherey indicates the Hilbert space adjoint and

= (4.11)
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is a non-trivial grading operator, i.e., Y= and 2= | (this follows from the fact that, while the

integral operators T and T are anti-self-adjoint, the matrix operators T is not, but rather obeys
TY = T ). Thus, the conservation law tr( L?) is dierent from tr( LYL); in fact, we checked
that the latter is divergent, while the former is nite and, e ssentially, the Hamiltonian; see [3.23).
We believe that the Lax operator L not being (formally) self-adjoint is an important feature of
the nclHF equation which deserves to be better understood.

4.2 Derivation of result

We present a derivation of [4.71){(@.8), following closely the proof of the limiting case ! 1

of this result by Gerard and Lenzmann [23]. Remarkably, by introducing a suitable notation,
the generalizations of all steps but one in this proof are stightforward; in one step, we need a
generalization of a product rule for Hilbert transforms known as the Cotlar identity [23] which we
prove in Appendix [E]

Vector notation. We de ne the following component-wise product of two-vectas (which is a
variant of the so-called Hadamard product),

F= 1 . g= %, F g= O (4.12)
fo 97) f292

for C-valued functionsf; andg onR (j = 1;2). This de nition has the following natural extension
to two-vectors with components that are su(2)- or C2-valued functions onR,

A B= &b o & (4.13)
ab, a 2

with A as in (4.2) and as in (4.1), for all su(2)-valued functions a;;b; on R (B is de ned asA
in (&.2) but with g replaced byb;). With this notation, the operators A de ned in (£2) have
the properties

A=A | A B= AB (4.14)

which will be helpful in the following derivation.

Identities. We start with three known identities which are important in t he derivation. First,
T?2= | (4.15)

with | the identity operator [L8]; this is true since the operators T and T in (LR) satisfy the
identites T2 T2= 1 and TT = TT. Second,

2= (4.16)

sinceu? = v2 = | is implied by u? = v2 = 1 and well-known properties of the Pauli matrices [23].
Third, @T = T @ [18] since, by [1.5),@ commutes with T and T.
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Derivation. We compute, using the nclHF equation [4.6) and the Jacobi idetity [ A; [B;C]] =
[[A;B]; C]+[B;[A; C]] for Hilbert space operatorsA;B;C,

d d 1 1 1
gt =[T:a( vl = E[T;[ u; Tu,ll= 5[[1': ull Tu,l+ 5[ w5 1ol (4.17)
which, by the anti-symmetry of the commutator and the de nit ion of L, can be written as
d 1 1
aL - Z[[T1 TQXL Q] Z[ TQ)UL]' (418)

To proceed, we need the following identity,
T(F G)=(TF) G+F (TG)+T(TF) (TG)) (4.19)

for all C-valued functions fj;g on R with well-de ned Fourier transform (in the classical, not
distributional, sense), using the notation in (4.12). Thisis the generalization of the Cotlar identity
already mentioned; we prove [4.IP) in Appendix'E. Using de ritions, one can check that this
identity extends to two-vectors F and G with components that are su(2)- and C?-valued functions,
respectively. Thus, we can use it to compute, for 2 L2(R;C?),

[T: ru ] = TATY) ) (TU) (M)=( T(TU,) +( TU,) (T)

+T(T(TU,) (T)) (TU) (T)= U, T (U (T) (4.20)
= u T ufT
since T(TUy) = T2Uy = Uy. Thus, we conclude that [T; Tu,l = u, T u,T,and
inserting this into (£18) we obtain
d 1 1
We proceed by computing, usingT2= 1, 3 =1, @T = T@, and the Leibniz rule,
[uT@L]l=[ uT@T u uTl= JT@RT uyu T §T@ 4.22)
uT@ uT + yT yT@ =  u y, uT u,T
forall 2 L%(R;C*) and, similarly,
T@ ;L] =[ T@ y;T v uTl= TAQ uT u T vT@Q u 4.23)
T@LZJ_T+ QTZ@QzTQXTQ ng: '
Combining these results, and using that@ a: u u,* u, u=0since a: I, we obtain
[vT@+T@ y;L]=[ v, ul*+[T u, T; ul=[ u, +T u T; ul (4.24)
Inserting this into (£21) gives
d 1 1
aL—E QT@"'T@ Q,L z TQX’L ) (4.25)

which is @38) with B in (&I).
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5 Soliton solutions

We derive the multi-soliton solutions of the nclHF equation presented already in [Z1V){(Z21)
(Section[5.1), and we generalize this result to complex-valed multi-soliton solutions (Section[5.2).
We also derive explicit formulas for the energy density and otal energy of the N -soliton solutions
(Section[5.3).

5.1 Derivation of multi-soliton solutions

Remarkably, after introducing a vector notation inspired by previous work on the non-chiral ILW
equation [18], we can derive the multi-soliton solutions ofthe nclHF equation following closely
our work on the HWM equation [24].

Vector notation. We represent the functionu and v in the nclHF equation (L.I) by a two-
vector,

u= " 5.1

= (5.1)

where u and v as R3-valued functions of the real variablesx and t satisfying the constraints
u?2 = v2 = 2 with = 1; we introduce the parameter here for the sake of generality: as
discussed in Sectiom 5]2 below, there are also solution di.{@) where 2 CnfO0g is arbitrary.

In Section[4, we already introduced the component-wise progict (AE12). Here, we also make
use of the following component-wise products of two-vecta with three-vector components,
a; b

A = , B = , AoB =

N
b a g A D
ao b2

a N b2 ao b2 (5'2)

for C3-valued functionsa; ;b; on R (j = 1;2). We also recall the de nition of the matrix operators
T (@3), which naturally acts on two-vectors A as in (52) (T A is de ned as in (£4) but with A
in (Z.2) replaced by A in (82), of course).

This notation allows to write u? = v2= 2 and the nclHF equation (I.1) as

UoU = ? i (5.3)
and
Ui = UoTUy; (5.4)
respectively. We also note the following computation rulesfollowing from these de nitions,
aFobG =a” bF G;
aFobG=a bF G; (5.5)
i F=F i =F

forall a;b 2 C3and F;G as in (4.12) with C-valued functions f;; g on R where, of course,

fi. _ afy |
a f, T af, ° (5.6)
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We introduce the shorthand notation

(z i=2)

A@E iz

(z2 C) (5.7)

and

R"=fz2Cj=2<1Im(z) < 3=29;

5.8
R =fz2Cj 3=2<Im(z)< =29 8
(see [ZB){(2.3) for de nitions of and (z)). The functions in (&.7) are the building blocks in
our spin-pole ansatz; the regiondR  will be used to constrain the poles.

Identities. The special functionsA (x a), x real and a complex (suitably restricted), satisfy
three identities which play a key role in our derivation of multi-soliton solutions: First,

TA/(x a= TriA/(x a) (5.9)

forallr 2f+; g, x 2R, and a2 R"; this was proved in [18, Appendix A.1] (to see this, note
that the de nitions of T here and in [18] di er by a similarity transformation T ! T with
= 1 given in @I1)). Second,

1

Ar(x @) As(x D= (a b+(r 9)i=2)(A(x a) As(x b))+ ? 1

(5.10)

forall s 2f+; g ,x2R,anda;b2 C such that a 6 b; this is implied by well-known identities
satis ed by the special function (z) (given in (D.6), rst and second lines). Third,

Ax a) Ax a)= @A(x a+ 2 i (5.11)
where .
@ (x @= aakx A= o 5 1T (5.12)

forallr 2f+; g, x 2 Randa2 R"; this follows from well-known identities for (z) (given in

(B.6), third line).

As we now show, with these de nitions and identities in place we can follow our derivation for
the HWM equation in [24] Eqgs. (2.1){(2.11)] nearly line-by-line to obtain multi-soliton solutions
of the nclHF equation.

Spin-pole ansatz.  Inspired by [24, Theorem 3.1] and its proof, we make the follwing ansatz

to solve (5.3){(2.10),

1 N X
U((x;t) = mg 1 +i Si(HA+(x  g(t) i s(t) A (x a(t) (5.13)
i=1 j=1

with mo 2 R3 constant and (g (t);sj(t)) 2 R*  C3. Note that, for N = 0 and m = 1, this is
the vacuum solution. Moreover, the functionsu and v de ned by (6.I) and (5.13) are real-valued
and equal to the ones given in[(Z1F7).
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To simplify computations, we nd it convenient to introduce the notation

N =2N; (g;s:r))= (3353 %) (J_ =L ; (5.14)
(& nisj ns ) (= N+1;00N)
allowing us to write (&.13) shorter as
1 X
U(xt)= mo i s OAL (X a(t): (5.15)

1 :
i=1

Remarkably, with this notation, the computation is simpler and, at the same time, more general.

Constraints. We insert (5.18) into (5.3) and compute, using the rules [5.5,

. X
+2img risiAr, (x &)
i=1

UoU =m3 1

" (5.16)

kS SkArj(X aj) Ark(X ak);
k=1

and by inserting the identities (5:10){(6:11) we nd (compu tational details are the same as in[[24,
Appendix A.1] and thus omitted),

, o X T X,
UoU = mj _ NS 1 + _ 5 @A (X &)
)= = ! (5.17)
X\I . Xq .
+2 risi img reSk (8 a+(rp ri=2) Aj(x g):
j=1 k6 j

1 are linearly independent, we conclude:
the ansatz (5.18) satis es the constraint (5.3) if and only if the following conditions hold true,
!

Since the functions@A,, (x g), Ar;(x g), and

X
$£=0; s img rese (& ag+(rj r)i=2) =0 (j=1;:::5;N); (5.18)
k6]

and !
m3 s = 2 (5.19)
j=1

Since the normsu? and v2 do not change with time if u and v satisfy the nclHF equation, the
conditions (5.18) and (5.19) are constraints on initial corditions: If (5.18) and (65.19) hold true
at time t = 0, they hold true at all timest 2 R. This fact can also be checked directly using the
time evolution equations (5.25){(5.26) derived below.
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Spin-pole dynamics. To show that the ansatz (5.15) provides solutions of the nclHF equation

(2.10), we compute
X
Uy =i N sAn(x a) sgy@A,(x ) (5.20)
i=1
and, using (5.9) and the fact that T and @ commute,
X X X
TUy =1 rj SjT@Arj (x aj):I ri§j @TArj (x aj): Sj @Arj (x aj): (5.21)
j=1 j=1 j=1

The latter implies, using (6.15) again and rules [5.5),

X X
UoTUyx = Mo Sj@Ar (X gj)+i risi ™ skAr, (X &) @Ar (X &): (5.22)
j=1 jk =1
To proceed, we use the following identity obtained by di erentiating (5.10) with respect to b and
using@ (z)= V(2),
Ar(x @) @As(x b= (a b+(r s)i=2)@As(x b
V(a b+(r s)i=2)(A/(x a As(x b):
Inserting this in (5:22), we obtain after some computations(computational details are the same
as in [24, Appendix A.2] and thus omitted)

(5.23)

X X '
UoaTUy =i s img reSk (& ax+(rj ry)i=2) @Arj (x &)
i=1 k6j
5.24
' (5.24)
+ i(rj + rk)sj N skV(aj Ak +(rj I’k)i :Z)Arj (X aj):
jik=1

Equating (520) and (5.24) we conclude, similarly as abovethe ansatz (5.15) satis es the nclHF
equation in (ZI0) if and only if the following time evolution equations hold tue,

X
S = A+rr)s M sV(g  ac+(rj  rg)i=2) (5.25)
k]
and !
X
Sjg = rjsg” img reSe (& ac+(rj ryi=2) (5.26)
K6
forj =1;:::;N

Consistency.  One can show that [5.26) is consistent with the other equatios in (5.18) and
(5:25); moreover, one can replace(5.26) by the following e@tions, without loss of information,
!
s N Sj . X\I ) .
a= —— img resk (@ ac+(rj r)i=2) (=1;::55N) (5.27)

(both these results follow from [24, Lemma A.3]). For later reference, we specialize this td (5.14):
!

SN X X _
- o img sk (8 ax)+ sc~(a &) (j=1;:::;N): (5.28)
i k6| k=1

g =
]
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Relation to Calogero-Moser system. Clearly, by the shifts

!l @ rji=2 (=1;::5N),; (5.29)
the arguments in all equations [5.18), [5.2b), and [5.26) snplify as follows,
a at+(r; r)i=2! a a (jk=1;::;N): (5.30)

Thus, these four equations can be written as[]24, Egs. (A.1QJA.21)], and [24] Proposition A.4]
applies as it stands (this is true since the proof of this reslt only uses certain identities satis ed
by the functions (z) and V(z), and these identities are true in the present case as well;eg
Appendix [C). We can thus conclude: If the constraints (5.18) hold true, then the rst order

equations (5.29){ (5.26) imply

X
8 = A+ rrgvVdy  a) (5.31)

K6 j
for j = 1;:::;N. Note that, if (53T) holds true for the variables shifted asin (6229), it holds
true for the unshifted variables as well (this is true since,for casesrj = r where the shifts are

non-trivial, there are no interactions in (6:37))).

By specializing the results above to[[5.14), we obtain the mlii-soliton solutions summarized in

EI0){(22Z1): Egs. (5.28) and (5.31) reduce to the ones inZ18); Eq. (5.28) at timet = 0 becomes
the third equation in (£19) (the rst two introduce notatio n); the constraints (Z.20){(2.21) follow

from Egs. (5.I8) and [(5.19) at timet = 0.
This completes our derivation of the multi-soliton solutions (Z.17){(.21).

Traveling wave solutions. It is interesting to note that, if one choosess; o = s (independent
ofj =1;:::;N), then the equations of motion of the hyperbolic CM model [ZI8) are solved by
sj (t) = s (independent oft) and a; (t) = aj;o+ vt forj =1;:::;N with v=i(s *s) mo=s 9),

and (ZI7){(2Z1) reduces to traveling wave solutions. Ths generalizes well-known solutions of
the HWM equation [20], [21]; see also [24].

5.2 Complex multi-soliton solutions

(This section can be skipped without loss of continuity.)

While the real-valued multi-soliton solutions of the ncIlHF equation in (Z.17){(2.21]) are most
interesting from a physics point of view, our results in Sedbn provide more general, complex-
valued, solutions which are interesting from a mathematicspoint of view: instead of (5.14), one
can use the following more general specialization of the aatz (5.19),

N=N+M (a:5:r)= CHEMY (j =1;:::55N)

with (a;s) 2 R* C3forj =1;:::;N and (;tj) 2 R C3forj =1;:::;M, for arbitrary
variable numbersN and M . Moreover, one can allow in (5.3) to be an arbitrary non-zero complex
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parameter. With that, our results imply the following multi -soliton solutions generalizing the ones
in ZIN){(2Z1): Let 2 Cnf0g be xed. Then, for arbitrary variable numbers N and M,
X X
u(x;t) = mo+i sty x a(t)y+i=2) i tj(t) (x Bb) i=2);
)= ! (5.33)

V(X;t) = mo+i sty (x a(t) i=2) i ti(t) (x B)+i =2);
j=1 j=1

is a solution of the nclHF equation (1) satisfying u(x;t)? = v(x;t)2 = 2 provided the variables
(g (t);s (1)) 2 R* C3*and(h(t);tj(t)) 2 R C3 satisfy the following conditions, (i) they evolve

in time according to the following equations of motion

X
S = 2 Sj N skV(aj a.k);
kéj S A
W (j =1;:::;N)
8 = 2 Sj skVO(aj a.k);
K6 |
5.34
" (5.34)
= 2 t "Vl b)),
K6 j .
=1:::::M);
W @ )
h= 2 t VWA h);
K6 j

(i) the initial conditions are given by
8 (0) = a;0; 5(0) = sj0;

S:0” Sio . X
——— imp Sk (a0 @axo)+ Sc~(a;0 bco)

g (0) =
) S0 S0 k6 k=1 (5.35)
Q(O): l:];0; tj(o): tio; .
tio™ tio . X X
B(0) =+ 1 1. Mot tk (B0 bco) sc~(B:0  axo0)
0 "hO k6| k=1

with mg 2 C3, (aj.0;S0) 2 R”
satisfying the following constraints,
X

S0=0; S0 imo sk (&0 ako)t  tk~(&o beo) =0;
5.36
) _ hd (5.36)
tio=0: tyo Imo+ tk (B0 beo) sk~(b;0  ako) =0;
k6] k=1
and '
; o X X ,
Mo Sj;0 tjo = = (5.37)

It would be interesting to study these complex solutions in nore details. However, this is
beyond the scope of the present paper: In the following, we dw discuss the real-valued solutions

EI2){(E.21).
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5.3 Energy of solitons

We de ne, using the notation in (£3), (5I) and (B.2),

1 u (Tuy Tvy)

1

u
= =UoTUx= =
27 9TEXT 5y (Tuy Tvy)

\

(5.38)

By comparing with the Hamiltonian H ([I.3) we observe that the functions , and , (of x and
t) de ned in this way have a natural physical interpretation a g energy density contributions ofu
and v, respectively: the total energy density such thatH = , dxis = + ; moreover, y
is the contribution of u, together with the interaction part between u and v that vanishes in the
limit !'1 , and similarly for . In the following, we compute the energy densities, , and .,
together with the total energy, Ey = H, for the real N -soliton solution u, v in (ZI7){(Z21).

We use [5.15), (5.21) ands? = 0 to obtain, similarly as (5.22),

X X' o
UoTUy = Mo S§@Ar (X g)+i rs skArp (X g) @A (x &): (5.39)
j=1 jik =1

Inserting the identity in (5.23) we obtain, similarly as (5.24),
!
X X
UoTUyx = i S img resk (8 a+(rj r)i=2) QA (X &)
j=1 kéj

2 (5.40)

0. .
|(rj rk)sj skV(aj ax + ( I’j rk)l :Z)Arj (X aj );
jik=1

note the sign di erences in (5.24) and [5.40) which are due to hat the wedge produce is antisym-
metric while the dot product is symmetric. The rst sum in (5.40) vanishes due to the second
set of constraints in (5.18); in the second sum, only the terrs wherer; = ry are non-zero,
which allows us to replace the shifts (; r¢)i =2 in the arguments of V by i . Thus, recalling
V(z+i )= V(z), we obtain

X o
UoTUy = i(rj s k(g  adAr(x  g): (5.41)
k=1

To get the energy densities of the reaN -soliton solution, we specialize to [5.14). This gives

X
UoTUyx= 2i s sV adA+(x g) 5 V(g adA (x g) (5.42)
ik =1

or, by recalling (5.7) and (5.38),

uX)= 2 Im s sV(g a) (x a+i=2);

bk =1 (5.43)

v(X)=+2 Im s V(g &) (x &g i=2)
ik=1
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R
With that, we can compute Ey = {( u + v) dx using the exact integral
Z
( (x a+i=2) (x a i=2)dx=i (Re(a) 2 R; =2<1Im(a)< 3=2); (5.44)
R
. P .
and we obtain the result Ey = ik=1 S V(g )+ s sV(a a) , which was
given already in (Z.22).

In particular, in the one-soliton case (N = 1), setting a; = a and s; = s, we obtain

4 cosh(2x )cos(2a')

1x) = Exf (x  af;a'); f(x;a)= ~ cosh(4x ) +cos(4a')

(5.45)

where , 2
s s
Ei= —— il
17 cog(2ah) (5.46)
is the total energy of the soliton andf (x; a') describes the spatial distributionof its energy density:
this function f (x;a') is well-localized in x, and it satises f (x;a') 0and ,f(x;a')dx =1 for
=2<a' < 3=2 (see AppendixXE for computational details on these one-sitbn results).

6 Explicit solutions: examples and properties

We present a detailed discussion of one-soliton solutionsSgection[6.1), an exact method to solve
the constraints (Z.20){(Z.21)) for arbitrary soliton numbe r (Section[6.2), and examples of two- and
three-soliton solutions (Section[6.8). We also give a physal interpretation of N -soliton solutions,
based on a combination of analytical arguments and numeridaresults (Section[6.3).

6.1 Geometry of one-solitons

To o er some geometric intuition, and as a warm-up to Sectiond6.2 and[6.4, we discuss the (real-
valued) one-soliton solutions of the nclHF equation, [ZIJ{(ZZI) for N = 1; see Fig.[2 for an
illustration.

One-soliton solution For N =1, the equations of motion of the hyperbolic spin CM system
(Z18) are trivial: s; = 0 and a; = 0, which implies s;(t) = s and a;(t) = a+ vt, using the
short-hand notation s := s;.0, @ = az.0 and v := a;(0). Thus, (ZI7){(Z2I) specializes to the
one-soliton solution

u(x;t)= mo+is (x a vt+i=2) is (x a vt i=2);

6.1

v(X;t)= mg+is (x a vt i=2) is (x a vt+i=2) (6.1)
with N
.S s

= 6.2

v |S S Mo (6.2)

(since (5 ~s) s =0)and parametersmg 2 R®and (a;s) 2 C C2 constrained by the conditions
=2< Im(a) < 3=2 and

$2=0; s (mp is~a a))=0; m3+4 %(s)?=1: (6.3)
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u u
X=
- |
-1 0 1

Figure 2: Spin con guration for the one-soliton solution with the initial data (6.1Z) at xed time

t = 0. Shown are the reference vectong (black dot), the local vacuam ; atx! 1 (blue and
yellow dots), the vector n to the center of the rotation circle (black arrow), and the spin densities
u(x;t) (left plot) and v(x;t) (right plot) as a function of x 2 R, sweeping out a colored cone: at
xed X, u(x;t) and v(x;t) are drawn as a colored vector from the origin with their cola indicating
the value of x according to the legend underneath. To show how the images af and v together
form a circle on S?, a shadow of the image ofv is plotted in the plot for u and vice versa. The
curved arrow indicates the rotation direction of u (left plot) and v (right plot) when going from
x=1 tox=1.

We use the notation in (Z2) to write (6.2) as

v=2——-——; (6.4)

which makes manifest thatv is real: v= v .

To solve these constraints, we make use of the following fadl4, Lemma B.1]: solutions of
s?2 =0 in C2 are given by
s=s(ny +iny) (6.5)

with complex s and unit vectors n; and n, in R® that are orthogonal, and this representation of
solutions is unique up to the followingU(1)-transformation,

(s:ni;nz) ! (s€ ;nicos’ + nysin’ npcos nisin') (* 2[0;2)): (6.6)

Inserting this and the parametrization

Mg = Mng; m:= jmgj> 0 (6.7)
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into the second constraint in (6.3) we obtainsm(ny +iny) no 2ijsj?~(a a ) = 0, which gives
s and, by complex conjugation,

No (N1 ing) _ mng (N1 ing),

2i~a a) 2 tan(2al) ’ (6.8)

we inserted ia a )= tan(2 a'). Thus, we nd
s= zmcot(Za')no (N1 ing)(Ny+iny: (6.9)

and the third constraint in (€3] becomesm? + (2 s')? =1, allowing to compute m:
— _oy2 2. 2 4 _ | .

m= 1+(2 s=m) ; ES =cot(2 a')ng” (N1 ny): (6.10)

Moreover, inserting (6.5) and (6.1) into (6.2) yields
v=mng (n1” ny): (6.11)

To summarize: for xed ng 2 S2, choosea= aR +ia with a® 2 Rand =2<a' < 3=2, and

(n1;n2) 2 S?  S? such thatny n, = 0; then @) with mo, s, v in ©.7), €.9) and (6.10) give
an explicit one-soliton solution of the nclHF equation ([IL.1)).

For example, if we choose

3. 1
nog=(0;0;1); a= zlr|; ny=(1;0;0); nyp= p—z(o; 1;1); (6.12)
we obtain ro_ ro_ ro_
2 1 2, P .. 1
mo - 5(0,0, 1), S= 4— 5( 2|,1, 1), V= § (613)
Number of degrees of freedom. For xed vacuum direction ng, a soliton seems to have 5 real

degrees of freedom: the real part of the pole, the imaginary part of the pole a, two angles xing

the real unit vector n4, and a third angle xing the real unit vector n, orthogonal to n1. However,
at closer inspection, one can see that one degree of freedonsabpears due to the U(1)-invariance
in (B5)M{(€.8): The results in (£9) can be written as

m .

s= 2—cot(2a')((no N3)Nz Ng+ing” n3); (6.14)
with n3 = n1” ny the unit vector orthogonal to the plane spanned byn; and n,. This and (&I0){
(&11) make manifest that, actually, only one real unit vector nj is relevant for the one-soliton
solution: a soliton has only 4 degrees of freedom.

Geometric interpretation. We write (B.1I) as

u(x;t)

v(xt) vt i@ =2) (6.15)

=mg 2Im( (z)s); z =x a

wheres = sR +is with jsRj = js'j (the latter follows from (£5)). Clearly, this describes spatial
con gurations of u and v moving with the same velocity, v, to the left (v < 0) or right (v > 0),
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with the limiting case v = 0 corresponding a static soliton. Since (z) ! asRe@)! 1 ,
the common asymptotic vacuum foru and v at spatial innity x! 1 (de ned in (8.18)) is

m; =mg 258 (6.16)

Moreover, it is natural to regard the position x = aR at t = 0 as the center of the soliton since,
there, the deviations ofu and v from their asymptotic values m 1 are maximal

uc == u(ak;0)

- R I — 2
Vo= v(aRi0) mo+2 s" cot(a =4); (6.17)

note that cot( a' =4) 7 0 for =2 < al < 3=2. For generic values ofx and t, we de ne
' 2[0;2)sothat (z )= (z )j¢' anduselm(@ s)= s'cos' +sRsin' to write (615)
as

u(x;t)

— ; F| ' R cin? .
viet) mo 2j (z )] scos + s"sin : (6.18)

This makes manifest that, as one varies positiorx and/or time t, the spin densitiesu and v are
always on the plane containing the pointmg and spanned by the vectorssR and s'. This, together
with results discussed above, implies thatu and v rotate on the circle obtained by intersecting
this plane with S?, and the center and radius of this circle are given by

n= %(uc+ ve)= mp 2 sftan(2a') (6.19)
and .
1. . 2 sV .
R=3Siuc vd = cos@a )’ (6.20)

respectively. The rotations for u and v both start at m; at x! 1 and end at m,, at
x = 1 , thus the rotation directions are opposite foru and v; see Fig[2. Note that the rotation
circle radius is related to the energy [5.46) as followsE; = R 2.

The velocity of the soliton is always in the range 1 <v < 1 (this follows from (€I10) and

(&1D); note that jvj = 1 is only possible if ng = nj; " ny, but this corresponds to the trivial
solution u(x;t) = v(x;t) = nop), and there are two limiting cases withv =0: (i) no (n1" ny) =0,
(i) a = with  #0, in which casev! 0,mg! Oandm.; = mgq ;in both cases (i) and

(ii), u and v rotate on a great circle of radius 1.

Soliton channels and chirality. We propose to think of a soliton as consisting of two channels
the u-channel corresponding to the spin densityu, and the v-channel corresponding to the spin
density v. In a soliton, these two channels are tightly coupled, behag in a synchronised way
(in that a change in one channel is always accompanied by a chge in the other channel) and,
generically, depending on parameters, either thai- or the v-channel dominates (in the sense that
there is more spin rotation in one chargel or the other). Arsinple way to see this is to compute
the energy in the two channels,E, =  ydx and E, =  , dx with the energy densities
and , obtained from the ones in [5.438) by specializing toN = 1: the dominating channel has the
larger energy. We found by an exact computation (see AppendilElfor details):

E, Ey a |
- = — =2< < =2). .
E. T E, 2 1 (=2<a'< 3=2) (6.21)
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Thus, for =2 <a' < , the one-soliton is dominated by theu-channel and, for <a' < 3=2, it
is dominated by the v-channel; the limiting casea' = corresponds to the special situation where
both channels have equal weight and, in this case, the solitois static: v = 0.

The u- and v-channels of a soliton have, generically, a well-de ned chality, ch, which we de ne
as the product of the propagation direction, pd2 f +; g , and rotation direction, rd 2 f+; g :
ch:=pd rd. We de ne: pd = + for right-moving solitons ( v > 0), and pd = for left-moving
solitons (v < 0); for static solitons with v = 0, pd is not de ned. Thus, pd is the same for both
channels and, by [6.4), it is equal to the sign of ¥~ s') mg. However, as discussed, the rotation
direction is di erent for the two channels. We de ne and compute the rotation direction rd , for
the u-channel (the argument for the v-channel is similar).

The vector u starts from u = m,; at position x ! 1 and rotates towards u = u. at
x = aR; we use the right hand-rule to de ne: rdy = + if the thumb of the right hand is parallel
with n (= vector from the origin to the center of the rotation circle ) when its other ngers bend
in the rotation direction from u = m; to u = uc, otherwise rd, = ; clearly, one can compute
rdy asthesignof 1 " uc¢) n,whichisequaltothesignoffmi; ~ug) ve=maq1 (U ve)
by (6.19), which is equal to the sign of

2

I A gR t 'y =4 t =4) = Rad _ 6.22

S (mons%) coi(a'+ =4) cot( =4) = (TNS) Moo (622)

by (617). Thus, ch, = sgn 1=cos(2a') =+, and by a similar argument for v, ch, = . To

summarize:

chy =+ ;

! (=2<a'<3=2 a6 ): (6.23)
chy =

Therefore, since for =2 < a'! < the soliton is dominated by the u-channel, the soliton has
(mainly) chirality + in this parameter regime, and, similar ly, for <a' < 3=2, it has chirality

. It is interesting to note that this result is exactly the same as for the solitons of the non-chiral
ILW equation (where chirality is equal to the propagation direction) [L18].

The arguments above also apply to the HWM equation in a limiting case: the HWM equations
u=u”Huyx andv = v~ Hvy are chiral in that they only gives raise to solitons of chiraity +
and , respectively, as mentioned in the introduction.

6.2 Solution of constraints

The constraints (Z20){(2.21]) are nonlinear equations tha must be satis ed by the parameters
appearing in our multi-soliton solutions (Z.I7){(Z.19). Analogous equations for the HWM equation
(L.8) were obtained in [24], where a numerical scheme for tliresolution was proposed. In this
section, we show how[(2.20){{Z.21l) can be solved exactly usj linear algebra. This method can
also be adapted to the constraints[[18, Eq. (1.6)] for the HWMequation.

To solve the constraints (Z.20){(Z.21), we simplify notation and write g and s; for g;0 and
S; 0, respectively. We take the complex conjugate of the secondomstraint in (£220) and multiply
by i to write it as

X X
i i sc~(g &) +i s« (& &) =5 mo (6.24)
k=1 k6j
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The general solution ofs? = 0 is
Sj = SjNj;12; Nj12= Nj;1+inj2 (6.25)

wheres; 2 C is arbitrary and (nj.1;nj:2) 2 S2  S2 such that nj1 nj» = 0; see (65){(6.6).
Inserting this in (6.24) and dividing by s; we obtain

X
N 12 N2~ a)sk+ iNi.1p Nz (& &Sk =Nj12 Mo (j =1;:::15N) (6.26)
k=1 K6

which, together with the complex conjugate of these equatias, provides a linear system for the
m = jmgj is known.

We now write (6.26) in matrix form by de ning

A= (Aj k=1 Ak = injp Ne~(g  a)=;
B = (Bjk)fk=1: Bk =11 jk)Nj12 Nz (& &)=; (6.27)
C = (Cj)\y; Cj =2ng Ny

which allows to write (E.26) and its complex conjugate as thelinear system

AX + BX =C;
(6.28)
AX +B X =C;
for the unknown
X = (X)) Xj=2sj=m; (6.29)
note that our normalization is such that A;B;C in (627) are independent of provided the
parametersa; are expressed in units of ; see [2.2B). We observe tha#;, = Ay andB;, = By,

which suggests to write [6.28) as in[[Z.24): the R 2N matrix appearing in (2.24) is self-adjoint.

Hence, for givenng 2 S?, 3 2 R* and (nj1;nj:2) 2 S S? such that nj.; nj, = 0 for

in (224)). Subsequently, we can use[{2.21) to computen as in (Z.28). Similarly as in the case
N =1, due to the U(1)-gauge invariance in (68){(€.8), it is actually more convenient to rst pick

that e;3 = €1 " ;2: the solution does not depend on the latter choice.

Clearly, the problem of determining X has a unique solution unless the self-adjoint ® 2N
matrix in (£21) is singular; generically, this does not hagpen. However, it happens for special

parameter values. For example, forN = 1, this matrix is singular for a = and non-singular
otherwise; however, our formulas above give a well-de ned dutions of the constraints in the
singular limits a' = lim 4 . as discussed, the solutions obtained in these limits are ggial

in that they describes solitons which are static and where bth channels, u and v, have equal
weight. It would be interesting to study possible singular @ses also folN > 1, but this is left for
future work.

6.3 Examples

We give examples ofN -soliton initial data for N = 1;2;3 constructed using the method in Sec-
tion To shorten our formulas, we nd it convenient to give X; and m in (Z:25) related to s;
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t= = 5 t= =1=2 t= =5=2 t= =17=2

Figure 3: Time evolution of the three-soliton solution with initial data (6.36) I: spatial dependence
of u(x;t) (upper spheres) andv(x;t) (lower spheres) at four instances of timet, with colours

indicating the position x according to the legend on the bottom. Note that the color gralient

is non-linear, changing linearly only close to the originx = O but approaching a constant color

away from the origin exponentially fast. For three distinguished pointsx = 1 (blue), x = 0

(purple) and x = 1 (red) on the x-axis, we have indicated the corresponding spins with a dot.
The orientation of all plots is the same.

and mg in a simple way; seel(2.26). In all our examples, the referercdirection is
no =(0;0;1): (6.30)

The results forN =1 and N =2 below are exact; the result forN = 3 are numerical approxima-
tions to the exact result which are accurate up to the last given digit.

For N =1 and 3 L
ar = Zi; N1z = P—E(O; 1,1); (6.31)

we obtain the following solution of (Z.20){(2.21),

(6.32)

wl N

X1=%(0;1;1) ipl—i(l;O;O); m =

this is exactly the example (6.12).
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For N =2, choosing

3. 1
a =i nNig= P—E(O; 1;1);
5 1 (6.33)
a= -i; nx3= p=(1,0; 1),
2 4 ’ y 2 1 )
the solution of (2.20){(2.21) is
1 . P 2
X1= =(8;10,10) +i —( 10 4;4); 1
7 1 7p 5 m = pﬁ: (6.34)
X,= =(10;8;10) i—(4; 104);
7 7
Finally, for N = 3 and the choice
17, 1
= + — . iy = . . .
ai 3 20' ) n1,3 p_§(01 11 1)1
4. 1
8= gl Np3 = p—z(l;O; 1); (6.35)
11 13 1
- TS = . q. .
as 10 10I ) N33 p—é(l, 1; 2),

the solution of (2.20){(2.21) is

X1=( 0:6184610:7389250:738925) i(1:0450Q0:4373180:437318)
X » = (0:7740041:10235 0:774004) +i(0:779477 1:094610:779477)  m =0:493378 (6.36)
X3= (0:1954381:033550:614496) i(1:09476 0:4104420:342159)

As an example, we visualize the three-soliton solution withparameters (6.35) at four di erent
instances of time in Figs. 3 and 4: Fig. 3 shows the spatial degndence ofu and v, and Fig. 4 the
corresponding energy densities and pole positions. Belowye give physical interpretations and
explanations of these gures.

6.4 Physical properties of multi-solitons

We give analytic arguments that allow to understand multi-soliton solutions in regions where the
solitons are well-separated. We also describe observatienbased on numerical computations, on
which properties of solitons are preserved under interactins and which are not.

Behavior in asymptotic regions. We discussN -soliton solutions, N > 1, in asymptotic
regions where the solitons are well-separated, i.e.,
1 af() &k aj() 1 ; (6.37)

similarly as in the one-soliton case, the real part of theg -th pole, ajR(t), can be identi ed with the

give analytic arguments making precise in which sense B -soliton solution can be approximated
by a superposition of one-soliton solution in such a regionWe also show that there are non-trivial
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Figure 4: Time evolution of the three-soliton solution with initial data (6.36) II: energy density
and location of poles at four instances of timet. At each time t, the energy density (x;t) (rst
row) and poles g; (t) = ajR(r) +i aj' (t) (blue, orange and green dots forj = 1;2;3 att= 1 ,
respectively, in the second row) are shown. The plots visu@e two soliton collisions: the rst
betweenj = 2 and j = 3 at time t= 1:03 and the second betweerj = 1 and j = 3 at time
t= 3:30. As discussed in the last paragraph of Section 6.4, the @agament of poles to solitons
can be swapped in soliton collisions, and the colors blue, ange and green distinguish di erent
solitons, i.e., the same color means the same soliton.

long-range e ects which a ect the local vacua in the regions béveen two adjacent solitons; this
is qualitatively di erent from corresponding results for th e HWM equation [24].

Below, we interpret A B in (6.37) asB A > 2d with d= =2 or (depending on the
desired accuracy), and we writeA B short for A B = O(e %%5). Thus, in practice, all
approximations  below are very accurate. Note that, for simplicity, we label solitons by the
order of the real parts of the corresponding poles, withoutdss of generality.

If (6.37) holds, the interaction potentials in the CM equations of motion (2.18) are exponen-
tially small, and therefore:

si(t) si; a) a+vit (j=1;:::5N) (6.38)

for some time-independents;, a and v; which characterize theN -soliton solution in the asymp-
totic region considered (and which, in general, can be compad by solving the CM equations of
motion (2.18) numerically). Moreover, using (5.28) and the non-trivial asymptotic behavior of
the functions (z) and ~gz),

(
, + (x 0 . + (x 0
X +i o ~(X+i X;y 2 R); 6.39
(x+iy) x 0 (x +iy) (x o)(y) (6.39)
we obtain, in the asymptotic region (6.37),a;(t) v; with
vj= i—L my=21 1 m, (6.40)
where _
X1 X
mj = mo 2 s, + 2s, (j=1;:::;N); (6.41)
k=1 k=j+1



t= = 100 t= =7 t= =100

I

Figure 5: The spin con gurations u(x;t) (strong lines) and v(x;t) (weak lines) for the three-
soliton solutions with initial data (6.35), at xed times t= = 100 (far past and future) and
t= = 7 when all solitons are well-separated. The individual rotation circles of the solitons are
clearly visible. The colored dots indicate the local vacuam,; = m , mj+ Mj 4 forj =1;2,
and m3 = m,; . The orientation of all three plots is the same, as indicatedby the coordinate
system in the bottom left corner of the rst plot. The color of the image on S? indicates the
value of x according to the legend underneath. Note that, att= = 7, solitons 2 and 3 are not
as well-separated as the others and, therefore, the two cites atm;  m, (indicated by the red
dot) do not touch.

consistent with (6.38).

We write the N -soliton solution (2.17) as

. X
3&8 = Mo 2Im( (x a(t) i=2)s(1): (6.42)

j=1

al(t) d<x<aflt)+d (=1;::5;N) (6.43)

of length 2d around the center of solitonj, our assumptions (6.38) allow us to use (6.39) to simplify
(6.42) as follows,

u(x;t)
v(x;t)

m; 2lm (x at

Y vjt i(a-'

| =2)s (6.44)

where, again,m; (6.41) appears. This makes manifest thata N -soliton solution in a region (6.43)
can be well approximated by a one-soliton solutio6.15) with mo, aR, a', sR, s' replaced bymj,,
ajR, aj', sz, sj', respectively,

Thus, from our results on one-soliton solutions in Section €, we immediately obtain the

is characterized by a rotation circle obtained by intersedhg the sphereS? with the plane containing
m; (6.41) and spanned by the real three-vectorsz and sj'; circle j contains the points

m =m; 2§ (6.45)



which correspond to the local vacua to the Ieftr(1j ) and right (mj") of soliton j, respectively;
since

mf=my, (=1;:5N 1) (6.46)

circlesj and j + 1 intersect at the points in (6.46), and these intersection points correspond to

the local vacuumu v m/ in the region

al()+d<x<afy(t) d (=1;:5N 1) (6.47)

between solitonj and solitonj +1; the local vacuau v m; atx! 1 are given by
mi = mo 2 s (6.48)

(note that m; = m,; and m,; = my); soliton j starts at the local vacuumu v m; at

X ajR(t) d and, as one increase, u and v rotate on circle j in opposite directions towards

the local vacuumu v mj+ at x ajR(t) + d; the centers and radii of these rotation circles are
given by

n (t) = % u@ () + v@k);t)y  m; 2 sftana)) (6.49)
and .
Ri()= 5 u@ O v % (6.50)
respectively (see(6.19) and (6.20)); soliton j moves with velocity
R SJ'R " SJ'I
a(t) 2 s s m; (6.51)
(see (6.40)) and has energy
. Z 1R, (b aF(t)]( 6D+ L0et)) dx m (6.52)
LaR )+ aR (1] cog(2a J' )

(see (5.46)); soliton j has chirality + and for =2<a/(t)< and <a|(t) < 3=2, respectively
(see (6.21)and (6.23)).

P
Note that the energies (6.52) are de ned such that szl E;j(t) = E equals the total energy

independent of time. Moreover, in an asymptotic region (6.3), the total energy density is well
approximated by the following linear superposition of onesoliton energy densities,

X
(x:1) Eipaf (x & vtia) (6.53)
j=1
with the one-soliton energies (6.52) and the distribution tinctions f (x;a') given in (5.45).

As an example, we show in Fig. 5 the rotation circles of the thee-soliton solution with pa-
rameters (6.35) for three distinct asymptotic regions. Clarly, the orientations of these circles is
di erent in di erent asymptotic regions.
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Figure 6: Time evolution of four important single-soliton quantities for the three-soliton example
with the initial data (6.35): (a) velocities _ajR(t) (6.51), (b) energies E;j(t) (6.52), (c) radii of
rotation circles R;(t) (6.50), (d) imaginary parts of the poles aj' M ( = 1,;2;3). The vertical
dashed lines indicate the timest= = 5, 1=2, 5=2 and 17=2 when complementary information
about this solution can be found in the Figs. 3 and 4. The horibntal black dotted lines indicate
the constant values in the asymptotic regiont ! 1 . In (d), we also indicate the boundaries and
the middle of R* (5.8) (black dashed horizontal lines and gray dotted horizatal line, respectively).
The colors blue, orange and green correspond to the three dirent solitons, as in Fig. 4.

Soliton interactions. At times when two solitons are close to each other, interactons are im-
portant, and the space-time evolution ofu and v is complicated. In principle, by using an analytic
solution of the hyperbolic spin CM system, one could study ths by analytic means. However, this
is a challenging enterprise beyond the scope of the presentaper, and we therefore resorted to
numerical methods to solve the spin-pole dynamics of this CMmodel. As a representative exam-
ple, we choose the three-soliton solution with the parametes (6.35); see Fig. 3,4 and 5. Clearly,
in these gures, one can see that there are two soliton collisns at timest= 1:03 and 330.

in a N -soliton solution has the following characteristic propeties: (i) velocity v; (6.40), (i) local
vacua before and after the solitonmj (6.41), (iii) spatial distribution of the energy density f (X; aj')
(5.45), (iv) rotation circle centre n; (6.49), (v) rotation circle radius R; (6.50), (vi) energy E;
(6.52), (vii) chirality, which is + for =2<aj < and for <aj < 3=2, respectively (and
unde ned for a = ).
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It is interesting to study what happens when two solitons colide. When this happens, the

order of solitons changes, and it becomes more natural to agm labelsj = 1;:::;N to solitons
so as to allow for permutations (rather than using the labelng in (6.37)): if the order of solitons
isj =1;:::;N before a time interval with soliton interactions, it will be j = (1);:::; (N) after

this time interval for some permutation 2 Sy. It is important to know which of the soliton
properties (i){(vii) above are the same before and after cdisions: only such properties can be
regarded as characteristic attributes of a soliton which ae the same in every asymptotic region.

From Fig. 5 it is clear that the rotation circle centres nj and the local vacuam; are di erent
in di erent asymptotic regions: these are, certainly, not characteristic attributes of solitons. The
same is true for the spatial distribution of the energy densly f (x;a!): it is clear from Fig. 4 that
the imaginary parts of the poles associated with a soliton ca change; see also Fig. 6 (d). However,
the results in Fig 6 (a), (b) and (c) suggest that the velocity v;, the energyE;, the rotation radius
R;, and the chirality of a soliton are the same in di erent asymptotic regions: we believe these are
characteristic attributes of solitons. We also believe thad the chiralities of solitons are unchanged
by soliton collisions.

It is interesting to note that the two di erent types of solito n collisions distinguished by the
gualitative behaviour of the corresponding poles: (i) the slitons swap their poles in the collision,
i.e., poleg and & +1 correspond to solitonj and j +1 before the collision but to soliton j +1 and
j after the collision, (ii) the solitons keep their poles. Forexample, Fig. 6(d) shows three soliton
collisions where the rst and second at timest= 1:.03 and t= 3:30 clearly are of type (ii),
while the third at time t= 15.01 is of type (i). We speculate that collisions of solitons ofthe
same chirality are type (i), whereas collisions of solitonsof opposite chirality are type (ii) (note
that this is consistent with the results in Fig. 6(d): the solitons corresponding to orange, blue and
green have chirality +, + and , respectively).

7 Discussion and future directions

In this paper we have introduced a novel integrable equationwhich we named the non-chiral
intermediate Heisenberg ferromagnet (nclHF) equation. Itgeneralizes the half-wave maps (HWM)
equation [20, 21] in the same way as the non-chiral intermedte long-wave equation generalizes
the Benjamin-Ono (BO) equation [18]. We obtained the nclHF equation as a continuum limit of
an elliptic generalization of the Haldane-Shastry spin chan, and we demonstrated its integrability
by constructing a Lax pair and a family of multi-soliton solutions. These results show that the
nclHF equation is related to the hyperbolic spin Calogero-Mbser (CM) model in the same way
as the BO equation is related to the rational CM model [8, 39]. Our Lax pair and multi-soliton
results generalize known results about the HWM equation in 23] and [24], respectively. In the
former case, we prove a remarkable property of a matrix integal operator T generalizing the
Hilbert transform; in the latter case, we present a new methal to solve constraints on the soliton
parameters which improves the algorithm used in [24].

There are various possible future directions to be exploredas discussed in the introduction,
the present work and [18] suggest that the HWM equation can beqguantized to yield a chiral
CFT which also provides a second quantization of the trigonmetric spin CM system, thereby
generalizing the results in [16]. Quantizing the nclHF equé&ion (1.1) would provide a further
generalization of that correspondence. Since it is typicdy easier to quantize a system of nite
size, a good rst step would be to generalize results from ths paper to the periodic case, i.e., the
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case where hyperbolic functions are generalized to elligtiones. We hope to come back to this in
a future publication.

Another way to generalize the current setting is by g-deformation. A g-generalization of the
Haldane-Shastry (HS) spin chain [40, 41] can be obtained fra the spin Ruijsenaars-Schneider
(RS) many-body system [42, 43], an integrability-preserung relativistic generalization of the spin
CM system. In the nonrelativistic case, continuum HS dynamcs are described by the HWM
equation [22], whose solitons are governed by spin CM dynams [18]. In analogy, we expect that
a continuum description of the g-HS spin chain would have solitons governed by spin RS dynaros.

The directions above relate to the large- limit of the nclHF equation (1.1), in which the
hyperbolic functions degenerate to rational ones. By contast, the (chiral) IHF equation (1.8) is
interesting in the small- limit as it reduces to the Heisenberg ferromagnetic (HF) egation in
the limit ! 0. We showed that the IHF equation can be obtained as a reductin from the
nclHF equation, which suggests that the multi-soliton soluions obtained in the present paper
might reduce to solutions of the IHF equation and, by taking the limit ! 0, to solutions of the
HF equation. However, there is a mismatch of boundary condibns which makes this reduction
di cult to use. We thus regard the construction of soliton so lutions of the IHF equation as a
particularly interesting open problem.

Finally, it would be interesting to study the continuum dyna mics of full spin CM models
(rather than their in nite mass limits to spin chains), in ge neralization of the results for the BO
equation in Ref. [17]. Proposals for such continuum equatias have been constructed in [44, 45],
but we believe that further interesting results in this direction remain to be found.
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A Hamilton formulation

We derive two facts about the Hamilton formulation of the ncl HF equation: (i) the nclHF equation
is identical with the Hamilton equations u; = fH ;ug and v{ = fH ;vg for the Hamiltonian and
Poisson brackets in (1.3) and (1.4), respectively (Sectio’.1), (ii) the Hamiltonians H in (1.3) and
(3.19) are the same for functionsu and v obeying the asymptotic conditions (3.18) (Section A.3).

A.1 Hamilton equations

To avoid technical issues explained in Appendix A.2 beIowa give the arggment in the periodic

case; in this case, the Hamiltonian is as in (1.3) but with ; replaced by Lifz, and the Dirac
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delta in the Poisson brackets (1.4) arelL -periodic.

We note that, for f;g;h any of the six functions u? and v for a = 1;2; 3, one can simplify the
computation of Poisson brackets using the identities
Z = Z =
f 0Of (Ta)(x); h(xYgdx = fg(x); h(x9g(T fx)(x) dx;
L=2
z L=2 Z L=2 (Al)
fOOf (Tg)(x); h(xYgdx = L_zf 9(x); h(x9g(Tx)(x) dx:

R, - ,
To justify these identities, we use Fourier transformf (k) = L[fzf (x)e ' dx with k2 (2=L)Z,

the Plancherel theorem, (k) = ikf'(k), and the representations of T and T in Fourier space
(1.5) to compute®

Z - 1 X Z -
f (X)(Tg)(X)dx = = f\(k)k coth(k )o( k)dk = (TF,)(x)g(x) dx;
L=2 L k2(2=L)Z L=2
Z = 1 X K Z -5 (A.2)
:Zf (X)(Tg)(X)dx = C o f’\(k)mg( k)dk = L:Z(fo)(X)g(X)0|><:

Inserting the de nition of T and T in position space (1.9), one can use this to verify (A.1).
We write the Hamiltonian (1.3) as

Z -
H = % - ueXYTuga)(x) + VEOUTVE)(X) U XYUTV)(x) Ve YT UGo)(x)  dx®

i (A.3)
and use the Poisson brackets (1.4) and (A.1) to compute (we qpress the time dependence of the
functions),

ud(x) =fH ;u®(x)g

=2
= % ] 2fuS(x9; B (X)g(TuSo)(xY  2FuC(x9; uA(x)g(TVE)(xY  dx?
L=2
ZL=2 (A.4)
= cab (X0 X)UP(X) (TuS)(x)  (TVSo)(x9 dx°
L=2

abct®(X) (TUR(X)  (TVR)(x)

equivalent to the rst equation in (1.1); the derivation of t he second equation in (1.14 is similar
and thus omitted.

The result in the real-line case is obtained in the limitL ! 1
A.2 Real-line case

It would be interesting to give the argument in Section A directly for real-line case. However, this
is challenging due to the following technical complication sinceu and v are S?-valued, their limits

We note in passing that 0coth(0 ) and 0=sinh(0 ) below should be interpreted as 0 [26, Proposition B.1].
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cannot decay asx ! 1, and therefore their Fourier transforms exist only in a distributional
sense. Thus, theT and T transforms of u and v do not exist, and while the T and T transforms
pf ux and vy exist (since the di erentiation removes the constant asympttic terms), integrals like

rU Tuydx are divergent; for these reasons, it is not even clear that ta Hamiltonian (1.3) is
well-de ned (which is why we show this in Section A.3).

To address this issue, one can use the decompositions

u(x;t) = up(x;t) + mg+ s(x)n;

vV(X;t) = vo(x;t) + mg+ s(x)n; (A.5)

such that limyi1  up(X;t) =1limxi1  Vvo(x;t) = 0, with s(x) any function of x 2 R such that
limy;1  s(x)= 1 (for example,s(x) =tanh( x )), and mg andn suchthatm; = mg n (cf.
(3.18)).1! The technical issue described above becomes manifest in Fier space:

0(k;t) = Oo(k;t)+2  (Kkmgo + iso(k)n;
'i< (k 2 R) (A.6)
¢(k;t) = ¢o(k;t)+2  (K)mgo + Eso(k)n;

where g4(k) is the Fourier transform of sy(x). Thus, to show that (1.3) is well-de ned, one can
insert the decompositions (A.5) and verify that all terms which are ill-de ned cancel; this can be
done by straightforward but tedious computations.

A.3 Alternative form of the Hamiltonian

To obtain the Hamiltonian (1.3) from the Hamiltonian (3.19) , insert the identities

z
VX® x) ux9 ux) Zdx°= 2 u(x) (Tux)(x)
R
(Me1 u@)D?+(my  ux)?® ;
Z (A7)
VO x) u(xd v(x) Zdx°= 2 u(x) (Tvy)(X)
R

(Mer vX)DZ+(m1  v(x)? ;

and similar ones with u and v interchanged, and observe that the boundary terms add up to ero.

We justify the rst identity in (A.7): we insert V(x° x)= @o (x° x) and use integration
by parts to compute, recalling (2.4) and (2.6),

z X Z 1
LHS = lim + @ x° x) u(x9 ux) *dx’=
#0 1 X+
im  (x° x) u(x9 u(x) 2” + (x% x) uxy ux) 2
Z#O x0= 1 x0= x+ (A8)
+ (X% x)2 u(x9 ux) ux(x9dx®
R z

= My u(x)?+(m1  ux)?  2u(x) (X% X)uyo(xYdx°= RHS
R

1 0One could require that sy, up and vy are, for instance, Schwartz functions in x.
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since ( )(u(x ) u(x))®! 0as # 0 for dierentiable functions u(x9 (we used that
limyi 1 (x) = and u(x9 uyo(x9 = 0; the latter is implied by u(x%? = 1). The computation
giving the second identity in (A.7) is similar but simpler and thus omitted.

B Details on the Heisenberg ferromagnet limit

We derive two results about local limits: (i) we show that the the IHF equation u; = u” Tuy
reduces to the HF equationu; = u ™ uy in the limit ! 0" (Appendix B.1), (ii) we argue that
the nclHF equation (1.1) does not have a well-de ned such linit (Appendix B.2).

To obtain these results, we use the following -expansions of the integral operators in (1.2)

[38, Appendix B],
8 z 1 Z,

f(dz+ -  f(2)dz+ éfo(x)+0( %);

zt z, as ! 0O": (B.1)

1 3y.
f@dz+ = f(@dz F)+0( %;

X

X

2IOM= o
B0 = —

They, together with the boundary conditions (3.18), imply
8
1 1
2(Tu)(x) = Zu@)+ (M1 +my)+ Zun(x)+0( %);
S 1 1 as ! 0%; (B.2)
T(Tu)() = Zu()+ (M1 +mi)  cu(X)+0( %)

and similarly for v.

B.1 Intermediate Heisenberg ferromagnet equation

We insert the -expansion ofTuy in (B.2) into the IHF equation u; = u”™ Tuy and divide by =3

to obtain
3 3

SUr= S5UN (M My )+ un U +O( 2 (B.3)
This shows that, if we scale time:t=3! t, and impose the conditonm ; = my equivalent to
limyi1  u(x;t)= my,we cantake the limit ! 0" and obtain the HF equation uy = U” Uyy.
B.2 Non-chiral intermediate Heisenberg ferromagnet equat ion

We insert the -expansions in (B.2) into the nclHF equation (1.1) and divide by =6 to obtain

6
—U¢

6
—Vi

6
—ZUA v+uh (ZUXX + VXX)+O( 2)1
(B.4)

6
SUMV VA (U + Uy) +O( 2):

This shows that, even if we scale time:t=6! t, the terms Su ” v spoil the possibility to take
the limit ! 0.

One can try to also scale the spatial variablesx ! sx with s > 0, to introduce a second
scaling parameterss; however, at closer inspection, one nds that this does not kelp: there is no
non-trivial limit of  and s leading to a coupled system of HF-type equations.
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C Functional identities

We give well-known functional identities satis ed by the special functions (z) in (2.4) and V (2)
in (2.5) (see, e.g., [46]; we write them as needed in our consiction of multi-soliton solutions of
the nclHF equation).

Forz2 C,a;b2 Csuchthatag b, > 0,and = =2, the following identities hold true,
z @z B= (@ b (z & (z b+ %
(z i)= (z+i),
V(z) = 2= 2> 3 (C.1)
z a% b= (@ b %%z b+ a b (z a (z b;
(2= (@ V(2=V(@®

(they all can be veri ed by elementary methods).

D Conservation of spin and energy

We derive two facts about conservation laws of the nclHF equion (1.1) stated in the main
text: (i) we show by direct computations that the total spin S, de ned in (3.20), is conserved
(Section D.1), (ii) we derive the relation (3.23) between the conservation lawl , in (3.22), the
Hamiltonian H in (1.3), and S in (3.20), which implies energy conservation (Section D.2)

D.1 Spin conservation

R -
To avoid technicalities, we give the argument in the periodt case wheres = L[fz(u v)dx. A
direct proof in the real-line case is outlined further below

Periodic case.  We compute, inserting (1.1),

d Z L=2
St= —S= (uy  vy)dx
dt L:Z
Z, (D.1)
= UM Tuy UMNTvx+Vv~ATvy VvATuy dx:
L=2
We use that the operatorsT @ and T@ are self-adjoint (see (A.2)) to write this as
Z =2
St = (Tu ) u  (Tuy)*v+(Tv ) v (Tvy)Mu dx
L=2
Z - (D.2)
= U Tuy UuUMNTvx+Vv~ATvy VvATuy dx:
L=2

We have two expressions folS; that di er by a sign. We conclude S; = 0.

The result for the real-line case can be obtained by taking tle limit L ! 1
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Real-line case. It would be interesting to prove S; = 0 directly in the real-line case. This can
be done by inserting the decompositions (A.5) into
Z
S = UNTuy UMNTVve+VATvy VvATuy dx (D.3)
R
and showing by straightforward but tedious computations that all terms which are ill-de ned
cancel, noting that T T in Fourier space, i.e.,

icoth(k ) = itanh( k =2) (D.4)

i
sinh(k )
(see (1.9)), vanishes linearly withk ask ! 0. After that, one can use a similar argument as in
the periodic case to proveS; = 0.

D.2 Energy conservation

Following [23], we show thatl ; is a linear combination of Hamiltonian (1.3) and the square @ the
the total spin (3.20).

We compute, using (2.14), (3.22), t2(ab) = 2a b for three-vectors a and b, and that (2)
and ~(z) are odd functions,
Z h
_ 2 0 w2 2 2
l2= =5 x° x)?2 ux9 ux “+ vixy v
R? i (D.5)
~(x° x)2 u(xd v(x) 2+ v(x% ux) ? dx%x:

By inserting the identities (2)2 = V(z)+ 2 and ~(2)2 = V(z)+ 2 we obtainl, as a sum of two
terms: the rstis
Z h
2 0 2 2
— VX x) uxy ux) “+ v(xy v(x)
R? i (D.6)

VO x) u(xd vx) 2+ v(x9 u(x) ? dxodx:§H;

recalling formula (3.19) for the nclHF Hamiltonian H (note that the principal value prescription
of the second integral in (3.19) can be ignored for di erentidle functions u and v); the second is
> 4 h
52 ud ) T+ v v °
R? i
uxd  vx) 2+ v(xd ux) ? dx%x
4, o (D.7)
— ux9 u)+ vix9 vix) ux9 vx)+ vxy u(x) dx°x
zZr
iz 2 ux9 v(ixd U  v) dx%x = iz 2g2;
R2

R
recalling that S= (u v) dx is the total spin (see also (3.20)). By adding these results &
obtain (3.23).
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E Proof of generalized Cotlar identity

We prove the generalized Cotlar identity (4.19).

Inserting the de nition of the component-wise product (4.12), we nd that (4.19) is equivalent
to
T(fig) T(fag2) _  [T(fo) Tl | falT(a) T(a)]

T(f101) T(f20) [T(f1)  T(f2)lg fa[T(a) T()]

TAT(f) TEIAT(G) T(ew)) TAT(F) TE)T(G) T(%R)))
TAT(f) TEJNAT(G) T(ew)) TAT(F) TE)T(G) T(%w)))

for all C-valued functions fj; g of x 2 R with well-de ned Fourier transforms (in the classical,
not distributional, sense). This is equivalent to 8 equatimns: for each component of the two-vector
and each pair of functionsf;;go, j;j 0=1;2, there is one equation. Writing down these equations
and simplifying the notation by writing f;g short for f;;gjo, we obtain the following 4 distinct
equations:

(E.1)

T(fg) T()g fT(g T(T(F)T(g)+ T(T(f)T(9) =0;
T(fg) + T(T(F)T(g) T(T(F)T(9)=0;
T(f)g+ T(T(F)T(g) T(T(F)T(9)=0;
fT(+ T(T(F)T(g) TT()T(9) =0

(each of these equations appears twice). Thus, to prove (49), we have to verify that the equations
in (E.2) hold true, for arbitrary functions f;g with well-de ned Fourier transforms.

(E.2)

R .
We recall that the action of T and T on Fourier transformed functions f'(k) = rf(X)e kX dlx
is as follows, {Tf)(k) = T(K)F(k) and T )(k) = T(k)FK) with
i

(k) =icoth(k ); T(k) = ST’ (E.3)

Using also that the point-wise product in position space coresponds to convolution in Fourier
space, we can write the rst identity in (E.2) as
Z

h .

Ak K909 T Tk K9 FKY Ttk KITKY+ Tk k%(k%l dk0=0:
R

(E.4)

which holds true for arbitrary functions f;g if and only if the expression in the square brackets
vanishes. By this and a similar argument for the other three dentities in (E.2) we conclude that
(E.2) is true if and only if

) Tk kY K FTrfk KITKY+ T(K)TKk KITKY=0:

T+ TRTk KITKY TEFKk KYT(K)=0;

Tk K9+ T()Tkk KITKY TPk KIT(KY=0;

TKY+ Tk KITKY TTk KITKY=0;

(E.5)
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for all non-zerok; k2 R such that k 6 k% We insert (E.3), use the short-handp = k , p°= k°,
and multiply each equation with the factor isinh(p)sinh(p p%sinh(pY to obtain

cosh@)sinh(p pYsinh(p® sinh(p)cosh(e pdsinh(p® sinh(p)sinh(p p3cosh®?
+cosh(p)coshp pYcosh@) 1=0;

sinh(p pYsinh(pd coshp)+cosh(p p3cosh@)=0; (E.6)
sinh(p) sinh(p% cosh()cosh@?) + cosh(p pY=0;

sinh(p)sinh(p p%) cosh@)coshp p%+ cosh(p) =0:

The rst of these equations can be written as coshp  p9[cosh()coshE®)  sinh(p) sinh(p9]
sinh(p  pd[sinh(p) cosh® cosh)sinh(p%] = 1, which holds true due to the following well-
known identities,
cosh@) cosh(z® sinh(z)sinh(z9 =cosh(z  z9;
sinh(z) coshz% cosh@)sinh(z% =sinh(z 29; (E.7)
cosh@)? sinh(z)? =1;

for z;z°2 C. The remaining three equations in (E.6) are equivalent to tre rst identity in (E.7).
This completes the proof of (4.19).

F One-soliton energies: computational details

We give details on the derivation of the results in (5.45){(5.46) and (6.21).

We setN =1 and insert V(a a)= V(2ia')= ?=cog(2a') into (2.22) to obtain E; in
(5.46). This suggests to write (5.43) forN =1 as
“&; SEif (x aRia) f (ca)= Sm (x i@ =2) : (F.1)
\
We insert (z) = coth(z) to obtain
. sinRa'! =2)
P a)= cosh(2x ) cos(a! =2)
| (F.2)
cos(2a')

Tcosh(2x) sin2a’)’
which both are 0 since cos(2') < 0 for =2 <a' < 3=2. This gives the result in (5.45) since

. L2 cos(2a') cos(2a')
fraa)+f (ea)= = cosh(2x) sin2a') ' cosh(2x)+sin(2 a!) o

is equal tof (x;a') in (5.45).

One can compute the fraction of the total energy in theu- and v-channels using the following
exact integrals: 7

1 2 (=2<a'<3=2); (F.4)

NI =

f (x;a)dx =
R
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this implies (6.21). For the convenience of the reader, we nrgion that (F.4) can be veried by
the change of variablesz = e2* | transforming the integral on the left-hand side to

cos( ) Z1 dz
o @z @)z iel)

( =2a'); (F.5)

which can be computed using a partial fraction decompositia of the integrand.
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