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Abstract

The paper establishes a direct linearization scheme for the SU(2) anti-self-dual Yang-

Mills (ASDYM) equation. The scheme starts from a set of linear integral equations with

general measures and plane wave factors. After introducing infinite-dimensional matrices as

master functions, we are able to investigate evolution relations and recurrence relations of

these functions, which lead us to the unreduced ASDYM equation. It is then reduced to

the ASDYM equation in the Euclidean space and two ultrahyperbolic spaces by reductions

to meet the reality conditions and gauge conditions, respectively. Special solutions can be

obtained by choosing suitable measures.

Keywords: anti-self-dual Yang-Mills equation, direct linearization, linear integral equation,

integrable system

1 Introduction

Yang-Mills theory provides one of the most beautiful models in quantum physics, which describes

the interactions between elementary particles. Nowadays, Yang-Mills theory plays an important

role in the field of nonlinear science, twistor theory, duality structure, mathematical physics and

so on. An attractive feature among these researches is the self-dual condition in Yang-Mills field

(gauge field), which leads to an integrable system [1,2], namely, the self-dual Yang-Mills (SDYM)

equation.

In the pioneering work on constructing solutions to the SDYM equation, instantons were

proposed as a special action that is globally finite. Instantons can be constructed through

the Atiyah-Hitchin-Drinfeld-Manin construction [3] and the Corrigan-Fairlie-’t Hooft-Wilczek

ansatz [4, 5]. The original self-dual condition is difficult to treat directly, yet Yang’s work [6]

proposed a coordinate transformation that allows the self-dual condition to be represented by

a simpler form, leading to a matrix equation [7, 8] (known as Yang’s J-formulation):

(JyJ
−1)ỹ + (JzJ

−1)z̃ = 0, (1.1)

∗Email: lishangshuai@shu.edu.cn
†Email: djzhang@staff.shu.edu.cn
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where y, z are independent coordinates and ỹ = y∗, z̃ = z∗, i.e. the complex conjugates of y and

z, respectively. For a given gauge group, such as GL(N), SL(N), U(N) and SU(N), the gauge

potentials take values from the Lie algebra of the gauge group. This leads that the solutions

of (1.1) will satisfy a certain condition, which we call the gauge condition for convenience (see

section 2.3 for detailed interpretation).

In fact, most of discussions about the SDYM equation as well as Yang’s J-formulation (1.1)

focus on describing the motion in Euclidean space E. There are also several researches on

other spaces, such as the Minkowski space M [9–12] and the ultrahyperbolic space U [11–13].

Recently, a further progress has been made on constructing soliton solutions of the SDYM

equation in various spaces by means of quasideterminant [14–16]. A more recent work showed

the application of SDYM equation on 4D Wess-Zumino-Witten model, which describes the open

N = 2 string theory [17].

As an integrable system, the SDYM equation has been solved via many integrable methods

[14, 16, 18–22]. Our recent work employed a direct approach to derive the explicit solutions of

the SU(2) SDYM equation [23], which reveals the connection between the SDYM equation and

the Ablowitz-Kaup-Newell-Segur (AKNS) system from the perspective of the Cauchy matrix

structure [24]. This approach was then extended to deal with the SU(N) case [25], where a new

link between the SDYM equation and the matrix Kadomtsev-Petviashvili (KP) hierarchy was

revealed.

In this paper, we aim to build up the direct linearization scheme the anti-self-dual Yang-Mills

(ASDYM) equation. Note that the SDYM equation and ASDYM equation are mathematically

equivalent. The direct linearization (DL) approach is an effective tool for studying integrable

equations and understanding the relationships between them by starting from different types of

linear integral equations. It was first proposed by Fokas and Ablowitz to examine the Korteweg-

de Vries (KdV) equation [26]. Later, this approach was employed to construct solutions to the

nonlinear Schrödinger equation [27] and the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation [28], etc.

Soon after, the approach was developed by Dutch group to be an effective tool for investigating

discrete integrable systems [29–31]. Recent progresses about the DL approach include the

application to the extended discrete Boussinesq equations [32] and discrete KP type equations

[33–36], and the establishment of an elliptic version for elliptic solitons of discrete integrable

systems [37]. Based on the link between the SDYM equation and the AKNS system that we

found in [23], in this paper, we will establish the DL scheme for the negative and positive AKNS

hietarchy from which we are able to construct solutions of the ASDYM equation.

The paper is organized as follows. We begin by introducing the formulation of the ASDYM

equation and gauge conditions in section 2. In section 3, we establish the DL scheme to derive

the unreduced ASDYM equation. We introduce a set of linear integral equations, define some

infinite-dimensional matrices and derive their evolution relations and “difference” relations.

Then we can extract relations for some 2× 2 matrices, which lead us to the unreduced ASDYM

equation. Then in section 4, we implement reductions to meet the reality conditions and gauge

conditions to obtain the SU(2) ASDYM equation in different spaces. Finally, concluding remarks

are given in section 5.
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2 Formulation of the ASDYM equation

In this section, we recall the J-formulation and gauge conditions of the ASDYM equation1 in

different spaces. One can refer to [38] for more details.

2.1 J-formulation

The metric matrix in C4 = (z1, z2, z3, z4) is given by

(ηmn)4×4
.
=











0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 −1

0 0 −1 0











, m, n = 1, 2, 3, 4, (2.1)

which is called the double null coordinates. The metric can be calculated as

ds2 = ηmndzmdzn = 2(dz1dz2 − dz3dz4). (2.2)

Let G be the gauge group of a certain gauge field and g be the Lie algebra of the group G. The

field strengths in this gauge field are then defined by

Fij
.
= [Di,Dj ] = ∂iAj − ∂jAi + [Ai, Aj ], Di

.
= ∂i +Ai, (2.3)

where [·, ·] is the Lie bracket defined as [H,G] = HG −GH, Ai ∈ g for i = 1, 2, 3, 4 are gauge

potentials, operator Di is the covariant derivative and ∂i = ∂zi . The anti-self-dual condition is

introduced as

Fij = −1

2
ǫijklη

kaηlbFab, (2.4)

where ǫijkl is the Levi-Civita tensor, ηmn follows the definition in (2.1), and i, j, k, l, a, b are

indexes running over {1, 2, 3, 4}. Hence one can expand (2.4) to obtain the following equations:

F13 = 0, F24 = 0, F12 − F34 = 0. (2.5)

Let (z, z̃, w, w̃)
.
= (z1, z2, z3, z4), the first two equations of (2.5) indicate that there exist two

invertible matrices h and h̃ such that

Dzh = 0, Dwh = 0, Dz̃h̃ = 0, Dw̃h̃ = 0. (2.6)

h, h̃ are called the generating matrices since the gauge potentials can be represented as

Az = −(∂zh)h
−1, Aw = −(∂wh)h

−1, Az̃ = −(∂z̃h̃)h̃
−1, Aw̃ = −(∂w̃h̃)h̃

−1. (2.7)

Then, by defining J = h−1h̃, the J-formulation of ASDYM (as well as SDYM) equation can be

derived from (2.5) as

∂z̃(J
−1∂zJ)− ∂w̃(J

−1∂wJ) = 0. (2.8)

We call it the unreduced ASDYM equation.

1The ASDYM equation is mathematically equivalent to the SDYM equation in the sense of a coordinate

transformation: (z3, z4) → (z4, z3). For convenience and without losing generality, we only consider the anti-self-

dual condition in this section.
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2.2 The ASDYM equation in different spaces

Notice that the unreduced ASDYM equation (2.8) reduces to (1.1) under the reality condition

z̃ = z∗ and w̃ = −w∗, where ∗ denote the complex conjugate. This reality condition can be

achieved through the following coordinate transformation:

(

z̃ w

w̃ z

)

=

√
2

2

(

x0 + ix1 −x2 + ix3

x2 + ix3 x0 − ix1

)

, (2.9)

where i2 = −1, x0, x1, x2, x3 are real coordinates, i.e. (x0, x1, x2, x3) ∈ R
4. The metric (2.2)

under the coordinate transformation (2.9) satisfies the Euclidean signature (+,+,+,+), i.e.

ds2 = 2(dzdz̃ − dwdw̃) = (dx0 + idx1)(dx0 − idx1) + (dx2 + idx3)(dx2 − idx3)

= (dx0)2 + (dx1)2 + (dx2)2 + (dx3)2.

For the Minkowski space M with the signature (+,−,−,−), the coordinate transformation is

given by
(

z̃ w

w̃ z

)

=

√
2

2

(

x0 + x1 x2 − ix3

x2 + ix3 x0 − x1

)

, (2.10)

and the reality condition is z, z̃ ∈ R, w̃ = w∗. As for the ultrahyperbolic space U with split

signature (+,+,−,−), there can be two different coordinate transformations:

(

z̃ w

w̃ z

)

=

√
2

2

(

x0 + ix1 x2 − ix3

x2 + ix3 x0 − ix1

)

, (2.11a)

(

z̃ w

w̃ z

)

=

√
2

2

(

x0 + x2 x3 − x1

x3 + x1 x0 − x2

)

. (2.11b)

Both cases result in the same metric, i.e.,

ds2 = 2(dzdz̃ − dwdw̃) = (dx0 + idx1)(dx0 − idx1)− (dx2 + idx3)(dx2 − idx3)

= (dx0)2 + (dx1)2 − (dx2)2 − (dx3)2,

and

ds2 = 2(dzdz̃ − dwdw̃) = (dx0 − dx2)(dx0 + dx2)− (dx3 − dx1)(dx3 + dx1)

= (dx0)2 + (dx1)2 − (dx2)2 − (dx3)2.

Thus, the reality condition of (2.11a) is z̃ = z∗, w̃ = w∗. For (2.11b), it is z, z̃, w, w̃ ∈ R.

For convenience, we denote U with coordinate (2.11a) as U1 and denote U with coordinate

(2.11b) as U2. Then, the above results can be summarized in Table 1.

Space Reality condition ASDYM equation

E z̃ = z∗, w̃ = −w∗ ∂z∗(J
−1∂zJ) + ∂w∗(J−1∂wJ) = 0

M z, z̃ ∈ R, w̃ = w∗ ∂z̃(J
−1∂zJ)− ∂w∗(J−1∂wJ) = 0

U1 z̃ = z∗, w̃ = w∗ ∂z∗(J
−1∂zJ)− ∂w∗(J−1∂wJ) = 0

U2 z, z̃, w, w̃ ∈ R ∂z̃(J
−1∂zJ)− ∂w̃(J

−1∂wJ) = 0

Table 1: The ASDYM equations in various spaces
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2.3 Gauge conditions

The gauge condition of Yang’s J-formulation (1.1) in SU(N) group requires J to be a Hermitian

matrix with determinant being one [8, 23, 25]. By mentioning the concept of gauge condition,

we mean certain conditions satisfied by matrix J when the gauge potentials take values from

the Lie algebra of a certain gauge group.

In the following, we introduce the SU(N) gauge conditions of the ASDYM equation in

various spaces. To achieve that, we first consider gauge conditions for the gauge group SL(N)

and U(N) separately, and then combine them together.

For the case of G = SL(N), the gauge potentials satisfy

tr(Aα) = 0, tr(Aα̃) = 0, α = z, w, (2.12)

which is valid no matter the metric space is Euclidean, ultrahyperbolic or of Minkovski. This

indicates

tr((∂αh)h
−1) =

∂α|h|
|h| = 0, tr((∂α̃h̃)h̃

−1) =
∂α̃|h̃|
|h̃|

= 0. (2.13)

which means both |h| and |h̃| are constants. We take |h| = |h̃| = 1 by normalization, which does

not lose generality. Thus the determinant of J can be calculated as |J | = |h−1h̃| = |h−1||h̃| = 1.

For the case of G = U(N), the gauge conditions of J are different in various spaces. So

we need to introduce them separately. Starting from the Euclidean space E where the reality

condition is z̃ = z∗, w̃ = −w∗, we determine

Az
.
=

√
2

2
(A0 + iA1), Az∗

.
=

√
2

2
(A0 − iA1), Aw

.
=

√
2

2
(A2 + iA3), Aw∗

.
=

√
2

2
(A2 − iA3).

(2.14)

The gauge potentials satisfy

(Ai)
† = −Ai, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, (2.15)

where A
†
i = (A∗

i )
T . Then we have

(Az)
† = −Az∗ , (Aw)

† = −Aw∗. (2.16)

By using (2.7), one obtains

(h−1)†(∂z∗h
†) = −(∂z∗ h̃)h̃

−1 → ∂z∗(h̃
−1) = (h†h̃)−1(∂z∗h

†), (2.17a)

(h−1)†(∂w∗h†) = −(∂w∗ h̃)h̃−1 → ∂w∗(h̃−1) = (h†h̃)−1(∂w∗h†). (2.17b)

Relations (2.17a) and (2.17b) are compatible with the condition h = (h̃†)−1. Thus J = h−1h̃ =

h̃†h̃, which is a Hermitian matrix. Next, for the space U1, where z̃ = z∗, w̃ = w∗, the definitions

of gauge potentials still follow (2.14) and they satisfy (2.16), which reveals the same relations of

h and h̃ as in (2.17). Thus in this case, the solution J will also be a Hermitian matrix. Finally,

for the U2 space, we determine

Az =

√
2

2
(A0−A2), Az̃ =

√
2

2
(A0+A2), Aw =

√
2

2
(A3−A1), Aw̃ =

√
2

2
(A3+A1). (2.18)

According to (2.15), we soon obtain

(Aα)
† = −Aα, (Aα̃)

† = −Aα̃, a = z, w. (2.19)

Thus

∂α(h
−1) = (h†h)−1(∂αh

†), ∂α̃(h̃
−1) = (h̃†h̃)−1(∂α̃h̃

†), (2.20)
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which holds when h†h = h̃†h̃ = IN , where IN stands for the Nth-order identity matrix. Hence

we have the solution constructed by J = h−1h̃ that satisfies the unitary condition:

J†J = (h−1h̃)†(h−1h̃) = h̃†(h−1)†h−1h̃ = IN . (2.21)

Note that there is no such nontrivial gauge condition for the case of the Minkowski space (see

Remark 1).

Especially, when G is of SU(N), solution J satisfies the gauge condition of SL(N) and U(N)

simultaneously. We summarize the above results in the following table.

Spaces Gauge condition

E |J | = 1, J† = J

U1 |J | = 1, J† = J

U2 |J | = 1, J†J = IN

Table 2: Gauge conditions of SU(N) gauge groups in different spaces

Remark 1. In the Minkowski space M, there is no such nontrivial gauge condition of J to

make the gauge potentials belong to su(N). In this case, the gauge potentials are determined as

Az =

√
2

2
(A0−A1), Az̃ =

√
2

2
(A0+A1), Aw =

√
2

2
(A2+iA3), Aw̄ =

√
2

2
(A2−iA3). (2.22)

Then the generating matrices h, h̃ should satisfy

∂z(h
−1) = (h†h)−1(∂zh

†), ∂z̃(h̃
−1) = (h̃†h̃)−1(∂z̃ h̃

†), ∂w̄(h̃
−1) = (h†h̃)−1(∂w̄h

†), (2.23)

which requires that h†h = h̃†h̃ = IN and h̃−1 = h† hold simultaneously. Hence J will be a

Hermitian matrix and a unitary matrix, which shows J†J = J2 = IN and thus J has to be

J = diag(j1, j2, · · · , jN ), ji = ±1, i = 1, · · · , N .

3 Direct linearization scheme of the unreduced ASDYM

In this section, we aim to describe a DL scheme for the unreduced ASDYM equation (2.8). The

idea is motivated by the link between the SDYM equation and the AKNS system that we have

found in [23]. We will establish the DL scheme for the negative and positive AKNS hierarchy

from which we are able to construct solutions of the unreduced ASDYM equation. The DL

scheme is composed of the following steps.

3.1 Linear integral equations

The DL scheme of our interest starts form the following integral equation set (cf. [27]):

u(k)−
∫∫

D

µ(l, l′)
ρ1(k)σ2(l

′)

k − l′
· ρ2(l

′)σ1(l)

l′ − l
u(l) = ρ1(k)ck, (3.1a)

v(k) −
∫∫

D

µ(l, l′)
ρ2(k)σ1(l)

k − l
· ρ1(l)σ2(l

′)

l − l′
v(l′) = ρ2(k)ck. (3.1b)

6



Here, u(k) and v(k) are infinite-dimensional column vector functions of x = (· · · , x−1, x0, x1, · · · )
and rely on a parameter k, while ck = (· · · , k−2, k−1, 1, k, k2, · · · )T . The plane wave factors are

taken as

ρ1(l) = exp
(

∑

n∈Z

lnxn + λ1(l)
)

, ρ2(l
′) = exp

(

−
∑

n∈Z

l′nxn + λ2(l
′)
)

, (3.2a)

σ1(l) = exp
(

∑

n∈Z

lnxn + γ1(l)
)

, σ2(l
′) = exp

(

−
∑

n∈Z

l′nxn + γ2(l
′)
)

, (3.2b)

where the initial values λi(l) and γi(l), i = 1, 2, are constants depending on l. At this stage,

the integral measure µ(l, l′) can be general and the integration domain D is any suitably chosen

subset in C
2, such that it holds as the general assumption that for given measure and integration

domain D the solution of each integral equation is unique. In practice, we assume that the

measure and the integration domain can be separated into two independent parts, i.e.

µ(l, l′) = µ1(l) · µ2(l
′), D = D1 ×D2, (3.3)

where D1 and D2 are independent contours and l ∈ D1, l
′ ∈ D2, respectively. Such a setting

allows us to decompose the double integral as

∫∫

D

f(l)g(l′)µ(l, l′) =

∫

D1

f(l)µ1(l) ·
∫

D2

g(l′)µ2(l
′), (3.4)

from which we proceed with the follow-up steps.

3.2 Infinite-dimensional matrices

To proceed, we introduce infinite-dimensional matrices I,Λ and O, where their (i, j)-th entries

are respectively

(I)i,j
.
= δi,j, (Λ)i,j

.
= δi+1,j , (O)i,j

.
= δi,0δ0,j, (3.5)

with

δi,j =

{

1, i = j,

0, i 6= j.

I is the identity matrix. O is a projective matrix satisfying O2 = O, and for any column vectors

a
.
= (· · · , a−1, a0, a1, · · · )T , b

.
= (· · · , b−1, b0, b1, · · · )T .

there is aTOb = a0b0. Matrix Λ acts as a shift operator, e.g., for ck defined in Sec.3.1, it holds

that Λck = kck. Next, using Λ and O we define matrix Ω by

Ω =

∞
∑

i=0

(ΛT )−i−1OΛi. (3.6)

It then follows that

cTkΩcl =
∞
∑

i=0

cTk (Λ
T )−i−1OΛicl =

∞
∑

i=0

li

ki+1
=

1

k

( 1

1− l
k

)

=
1

k − l
. (3.7)
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This indicates a skew symmetric relation Ω = −ΩT , which agrees with an equivalent definition

of Ω, i.e.

Ω = −
∞
∑

i=0

(ΛT )iOΛ−i−1. (3.8)

Note that Ω satisfies

ΛTΩ−ΩΛ = O. (3.9)

In terms of these matrices, one can rewrite the linear integral equations in (3.1).

Proposition 1. The linear integral equations (3.1) can be rewritten as

u(k) = (I+UΩC2Ω)ρ1(k)ck, (3.10a)

v(k) = (I+VΩC1Ω)ρ2(k)ck, (3.10b)

where we define

U
.
=

∫

D1

µ1(l)u(l)c
T
l σ1(l), V

.
=

∫

D2

µ2(l
′)v(l′)cTl′σ2(l

′), (3.11a)

C1
.
=

∫

D1

µ1(l)ρ1(l)clc
T
l σ1(l), C2

.
=

∫

D2

µ2(l
′)ρ2(l

′)cl′c
T
l′ σ2(l

′). (3.11b)

Proof. By replacing 1
k−l

with cTkΩcl, one obtains

u(k)−
∫∫

D

µ(l, l′)ρ1(k)c
T
k Ωcl′σ2(l

′)ρ2(l
′)cTl′Ωclσ1(l)u(l) = ρ1(k)ck.

It then follows from (3.3) that

u(k) −
∫

D1

µ(l)u(l)cTl σ1(l)Ω

∫

D2

µ(l′)ρ2(l
′)cl′c

T
l′ σ2(l

′)Ωρ1(k)ck = ρ1(k)ck,

which gives rise to the form (3.10a). (3.10b) can be obtained in a similar way.

Note that U and V can be expressed in terms of Ω and Cj. In fact, from (3.10a), by

integration we have

∫

D1

ζ1(k)u(k)c
T
k σ1(k) = (I+UΩC2Ω)

∫

D1

ζ1(k)ρ1(k)ckc
T
k σ1(k), (3.12)

which, in light of (3.11), is

U = (I+UΩC2Ω)C1, (3.13)

or alternatively

U = C1(I−ΩC2ΩC1)
−1 = (C−1

1 −ΩC2Ω)−1. (3.14)

Similarly, we can obtain the following expressions for V:

V = (I+VΩC1Ω)C2 = (C−1
2 −ΩC1Ω)−1. (3.15)
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3.3 Some properties

Later, we will use U and V to construct solutions for the unreduced ASDYM equation. In this

part, let us their properties.

Proposition 2. Infinite-dimensional matrices U and V are symmetric matrices.

Proof. It is apparent from (3.11b) that both C1 and C2 are symmetric matrices. Since ΩT =

−Ω, we then have

UT = ((C−1
1 −ΩC2Ω)−1)T = (C−1

1 −ΩC2Ω)−1 = U,

VT = ((C−1
2 −ΩC1Ω)−1)T = (C−1

2 −ΩC1Ω)−1 = V.

Therefore, matrices U and V are symmetric.

Proposition 3. Let ∂n be the abbreviation of ∂
∂xn

. Then, calculating the derivatives of U and

V, we have the following evolution relations:

∂nU = ΛnU+U(ΛT )n +UOnU−UOnV, (3.16a)

∂nV = −ΛnV −V(ΛT )n −VOnV +VOnU, (3.16b)

where

U
.
= −UΩC2, V

.
= −VΩC1, On

.
= (ΛT )nΩ−ΩΛn. (3.17)

Proof. We start by considering the evolution of C1. According to (3.11b) we have

∂nC1 =

∫

D1

µ1(l)∂nρ1(l)clc
T
l σ1(l) +

∫

D1

µ1(l)ρ1(l)clc
T
l ∂nσ1(l) = 2

∫

D1

µ1(l)l
nρ1(l)clc

T
l σ1(l),

which can be represented as ∂nC1 = 2ΛnC1. From the definition in (3.11b), C1 is a symmetric

matrix of the following form

C1 =

∫

D1

µ1(l)ρ1(l)σ1(l)



























...
...

...
...

...

· · · l−4 l−3 l−2 l−1 1 · · ·
· · · l−3 l−2 l−1 1 l · · ·
· · · l−2 l−1 1 l l2 · · ·
· · · l−1 1 l l2 l3 · · ·
· · · 1 l l2 l3 l4 · · ·

...
...

...
...

...



























,

which means ∂nC1 is a symmetric matrix as well, and so is ΛnC1. Thus we have

ΛnC1 = (ΛnC1)
T = C1(Λ

T )n, (3.18)

and consequently,

∂nC1 = 2ΛnC1 = ΛnC1 +C1(Λ
T )n. (3.19)

There is a similar result for C2, which is

∂nC2 = −ΛnC2 −C2(Λ
T )n. (3.20)

Next, from (3.14) we have

U−1 = C−1
1 −ΩC2Ω. (3.21)
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Taking xn-derivative of the above U−1, one obtains

∂nU
−1 = −U−1(∂nU)U−1 = −C−1

1 (∂nC1)C
−1
1 −Ω(∂nC2)Ω,

which gives rise to

∂nU = UC−1
1 (∂nC1)C

−1
1 U+UΩ(∂nC2)ΩU. (3.22)

Then, substituting (3.19) and (3.20) into (3.22) and employing the notation On as defined in

(3.17), we have

∂nU = UC−1
1 ΛnU+U(ΛT )nC1U−UΩΛnC2ΩU−UΩC2(Λ

T )nΩU

= UC−1
1 ΛnU+U(ΛT )nC1U+U(On − (ΛT )nΩ)C2ΩU−UΩC2(On +ΩΛn)U

= U(C−1
1 −ΩC2Ω)ΛnU+U(ΛT )n(C1 −ΩC2Ω)U+UOnC2ΩU−UΩC2OnU

= ΛnU+U(ΛT )n +UOnC2ΩU−UΩC2OnU

= ΛnU+U(ΛT )n −UOnU
T −UΩU,

whereU is defined in (3.17) and we have made use of the symmetric relations U = UT ,C2 = CT
2

and Ω = −ΩT . In addition, U and V are connected by

U
T
= −V, (3.23)

which can be seen from

U
T
= (−UΩC2)

T = −(((C2ΩC1)
−1 −Ω)−1)T = ((C1ΩC2)

−1 −Ω)−1 = VΩC1 = −V.

Thus, we are finally led to (3.16a). Another evolution (3.16b) can be derived through a similar

procedure, and we skip it.

A direct consequence of the above Proposition is the following.

Proposition 4. The derivatives of U and V are given by

∂nU = ΛnU−U(ΛT )n +UOnU−UOnV, (3.24a)

∂nV = −ΛnV +V(ΛT )n −VOnV +VOnU. (3.24b)

The infinite-dimensional matrices U,V,U and U are also connected without involving

derivatives.

Proposition 5. U and V satisfy the following relations

U(ΛT )n −ΛnU = UOnU+UOnV, (3.25a)

V(ΛT )n −ΛnV = VOnV +VOnU. (3.25b)

Proof. We only prove the first case. The second one can be proved similarly. Direct computa-

tions yield

ΛnU−U(ΛT )n +UOnU+UOnV

= ΛnU−U(ΛT )n −U(ΩΛn − (ΛT )nΩ)U−U(ΩΛn − (ΛT )nΩ)V

= (I−UΩ)ΛnU−U(ΛT )n(I−ΩV) +U(ΛT )nΩU−UΩΛnV

= UC−1
1 ΛnU−U(ΛT )nC−1

1 U+UΩΛnC2ΩU−UΩC2(Λ
T )nΩU

= UC−1
1 (ΛnC1 −C1(Λ

T )n)C−1
1 U+UΩ(ΛnC2 −C2(Λ

T )n)ΩU

= 0.

This completes the proof.
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There are dual relations which can be proved in a similar way.

Proposition 6. U and V satisfy the following relations:

U(ΛT )n −ΛnU = UOnU+UOnV, (3.26a)

V(ΛT )n −ΛnV = VOnV +VOnU. (3.26b)

Here we insert a remark on On.

Remark 2. The definition of On is an extension of (3.9) if one regards O as O1, and there is

a recurrence relation for {Oj}

Oi+j = OiΛ
j + (ΛT )iOj , (i, j ∈ Z). (3.27)

Making use of this relation, with appropriate computations, one can obtain another expression

of On represented by Λ and O:

On =











∑n−1
l=0 (Λ

T )n−1−lOΛl, n ∈ Z
+,

0, n = 0,

−∑n
l=−1(Λ

T )n−1−lOΛl, n ∈ Z
−.

(3.28)

Note that the results in Proposition 3, 4, 5 and 6 can be alternatively expressed by intro-

ducing the following formal 2× 2 block matrix

T =

[

V V

U U

]

, (3.29)

where U,V,U,V are the infinite-dimensional matrices defined previously.

Proposition 7. The evolution of T is

∂nT = T (AT )nC − CAnT − T COnT . (3.30)

In addition, T satisfies the ‘difference’ relation:

T (AT )n −AnT = T OnT . (3.31)

Here C,A and On are all formal block diagonal matrices:

C .
=

[

I

−I

]

, A .
=

[

Λ

Λ

]

, On
.
=

[

On

On

]

. (3.32)

Proof. Substituting (3.16) and (3.24) into

∂nT =

[

∂nV ∂nV

∂nU ∂nU

]

, (3.33)

we have

∂nT =

[

−ΛnV+V(ΛT )n −VOnV+VOnU −ΛnV −V(ΛT )n −VOnV +VOnU

ΛnU+U(ΛT )n +UOnU−UOnV ΛnU−U(ΛT )n +UOnU−UOnV

]

=

[

−ΛnV+V(ΛT )n −ΛnV−V(ΛT )n

ΛnU+U(ΛT )n ΛnU−U(ΛT )n

]

−
[

V V

U U

][

On

−On

][

V V

U U

]

= T
[

(ΛT )n

−(ΛT )n

]

−
[

Λn

−Λn

]

T − T
[

On

−On

]

T

= T (AT )nC − CAnT − T COnT ,
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which completes the proof for (3.30).

For the relation (3.31), utilizing (3.25) and (3.26), we can calculate T (AT )n −AnT to get

T (AT )n −AnT =

[

V(ΛT )n −ΛnV V(ΛT )n −ΛnV

U(ΛT )n −ΛnU U(ΛT )n −ΛnU

]

=

[

V V

U U

][

On

On

][

V V

U U

]

= T OnT .

This completes the proof for (3.31).

The relations (3.30) and (3.31) allow us to build up the relation between ∂n+sT and ∂nT ,

which provides a differential recurrence for T .

Theorem 1. The following differential recurrence relation of T holds,

(∂n+sT )(AT)−s + (∂nT )OsT (AT)−s = ∂nT , n, s ∈ Z, s 6= 0. (3.34)

Proof. First, noticing that from the relation (3.27) and the notations in (3.32), we have

On+s = OnAs + (AT )nOs, n, s ∈ Z (3.35)

and CAT = ATC. Then, using (3.30) and the above relations, we have

(∂n+sT )(AT )−s =T (AT )nC − CAn+sT (AT )−s − T COn+sT (AT )−s

=T (AT )nC − CAn+sT (AT )−s − T COnAsT (AT )−s − T (AT )nCOsT (AT )−s.

As for the term (∂nT )OsT (AT)−s, we can substitute (3.30) into it to obtain:

(∂nT )OsT (AT )−s

= T (AT )nCOsT (AT )−s − CAn(T OsT )(AT )−s − T COn(T OsT )(AT )−s

= T (AT )nCOsT (AT )−s − CAnT + CAn+sT (AT )−s − T COnT + T COnAsT (AT )−s,

where in the last step we have used (3.31) to replace the term T OsT . Finally, adding them

together leads to

(∂n+sT )(AT )−s + ∂nT OsT (AT )−s = T (AT )nC − CAnT − T COnT = ∂nT ,

where, again, in the final step we used (3.30).

3.4 Unreduced ASDYM equation

We need to extract some 2× 2 matrix relations from (3.34) so that we can obtain a unreduced

ASDYM equation, from which one can go further to arrive at the ASDYM equation. To achieve

that, let us introduce a 2× 2 matrix:

T (i,j) =

(

(V)i,j (V)i,j
(U)i,j (U)i,j

)

, (3.36)

where by (A)i,j we denote a scalar that stands for the (i, j)-th component of the infinite-

dimensional matrix A. Thus, from (3.34) we can extract relations for {T (i,j)}.
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Theorem 2. For the differential recurrence relation (3.34) and the 2× 2 matrices {T (i,j)}, the
following relations hold:

∂n+sT (i,j−s) +

s−1
∑

l=0

(∂nT (i,s−1−l))T (l,j−s) = ∂nT (i,j), (s ∈ Z
+), (3.37a)

∂n+sT (i,j−s) −
s
∑

l=−1

(∂nT (i,s−1−l))T (l,j−s) = ∂nT (i,j), (s ∈ Z
−). (3.37b)

Proof. For the term (∂n+sT )(AT )−s in (3.34), since

(∂n+sT )(AT )−s =

[

∂n+sV(ΛT )−s ∂n+sV(ΛT )−s

∂n+sU(ΛT )−s ∂n+sU(ΛT )−s

]

, (3.38)

we have

∂n+s(T (AT )−s)(i,j) =

[

(∂n+sV)i,j−s (∂n+sV)i,j−s

(∂n+sU)i,j−s (∂n+sU)i,j−s

]

= ∂n+sT (i,j−s). (3.39)

To deal with the term of (∂nT )OsT (AT )−s in (3.34), we first recall an identity (see [35]):

(Λm1A(ΛT )n1OΛm2B(ΛT )n2)i,j = (A)i+m1,n1
(B)m2,j+n2

, i, j,m1,m2, n1, n2 ∈ Z, (3.40)

where A and B be two arbitrary infinite-dimensional matrices. Applying (3.28) we further have

(AOnB)i,j =











∑n−1
l=0 (A)i,n−1−l(B)l,j , n ∈ Z

+,

0, n = 0,

−∑n
l=−1(A)i,n−1−l(B)l,j , n ∈ Z

−,

(3.41)

from which we immediately find

((∂nT )OsT (AT )−s)(i,j) =

{

∑s−1
l=0 (∂nT (i,s−1−l))T (l,j−s), s ∈ Z

+,

−∑s
l=−1(∂nT (i,s−1−l))T (l,j−s), s ∈ Z

−.
(3.42)

Finally, we arrive at (3.37) from (3.34), (3.39) and (3.42).

To have the unreduced ASDYM equation, we introduce two variables

P
.
= I2 − T (0,−1), Q

.
= T (0,0), (3.43)

which are 2 × 2 matrices. Take i = j = 0, s = 1 in (3.37a), we have the following differential

recurrence relation:

(∂n+1P )P−1 = −∂nQ. (3.44)

Note that such a formula was also obtained in [23] from the Cauchy matrix approach, which

serves as a crucial step for deriving the SDYM equation. Through the compatibility ∂m(∂nQ) =

∂n(∂mQ), one obtains

∂m((∂n+1P )P−1)− ∂n((∂m+1P )P−1) = 0, (3.45)

or alternatively,

∂n+1(P
−1∂mP )− ∂m+1(P

−1∂nP ) = 0. (3.46)
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Note that the equation (3.46) is exactly in the form of (2.8). We call (3.46) the unreduced

ASDYM equation.

We end this section with a property of P . We can show that P ∈ SL(2). The determinant

of P can be calculated directly as the following,

|P | = |I2 − T (0,−1)| = 1− tr(T (0,−1)) + |T (0,−1)|
= 1− (−(U)−1,0 + (U)0,−1) + (−(U)−1,0(U)0,−1 − (V)−1,0(U)0,−1)

= 1 + (Λ−1U−U(ΛT )−1 −Λ−1UOU(ΛT )−1 −Λ−1VOU(ΛT )−1)0,0

= 1 + (UΛT −ΛU−UOU−VOU)−1,−1 = 1. (3.47)

4 Reduction to ASDYM

In this section we reduce the unreduced ASDYM equation (3.46) to the SU(2) ASDYM equation

in the Euclidean space E and the ultrahyperbolic spaces U1 and U2. The reduction is actually

a procedure to fulfill the reality conditions in Table 1 and the gauge conditions in Table 2.

4.1 Reduction to the SU(2) ASDYM equation in E

4.1.1 Reality condition

For the SU(2) ASDYM equation in the Euclidean space E, to meet the reality condition in

Table 1, we take m = −n− 1 in (3.46), and take the following coordinate transformation:

zn
.
= xn = ξn + iηn, z̃n

.
= (−1)n+1x−n = ξn − iηn, n = 1, 2, · · · , (4.1)

where ξn and ηn are real coordinates. In this setting, equation (3.46) reduces to

∂z̃n+1
(P−1∂zn+1

P ) + ∂zn(P
−1∂z̃nP ) = 0. (4.2)

4.1.2 Gauge condition

Let us first fix the measures µi(l) in (3.11). Assume Di is the domain with the contour Di as

boundary and {kj}Mj=1 ∈ D1, {lj}Mj=1 ∈ D2. The measures µ1(l) and µ2(l
′) are taken as the

following,

µ1(l) =

M
∑

j=1

δ(l − kj), µ2(l
′) =

M
∑

j=1

δ(l′ − lj), (4.3)

where δ(l) is the formal Dirac δ-function. With the above {kj , lj}, the plane wave factors in

(3.1) for the involved variables {zn, z̃n}) can be presented in terms of {ξm, ηm} as follows,

ρ1(kj) = exp
(

ζn(kj) + λ1(kj)
)

, ρ2(lj) = exp
(

− ζn(lj) + λ2(lj)
)

, (4.4)

σ1(kj) = exp
(

ζn(kj) + γ1(kj)
)

, σ2(lj) = exp
(

− ζn(lj) + γ2(lj)
)

, (4.5)

where

ζn(kj) =

n+1
∑

m=n

(

(kmj + (−1)m+1k−m
j )ξm + i(kmj − (−1)m+1k−m

j )ηm
)

. (4.6)

With the above setting for measures, the matrices C1 and C2 in (3.11b) take the following

explicit form

C1 =
M
∑

j=1

ρ1(kj)σ1(kj)ckjc
T
kj
, C2 =

M
∑

j=1

ρ2(lj)σ1(lj)cljc
T
lj
. (4.7)
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To meet the gauge condition in Table 2, noting that we have shown |P | = 1 in (3.47) in the

previous section, in the following we focusing on achieving P = P †.

We introduce the following constraints

lj = − 1

k∗j
, j = 1, 2, · · · ,M, (4.8a)

and we choose {λi(lj), λi(kj), γi(lj), γi(kj)} such that

exp
(

λ2(lj)
)

=
(exp(λ1(kj))

kj

)∗

, exp
(

γ2(lj)
)

= −
(exp(γ1(kj))

kj

)∗

, j = 1, 2, · · · ,M, (4.8b)

which give rise to the relations

ρ2(lj) =
(ρ1(kj)

kj

)∗

, σ2(lj) = −
(σ1(kj)

kj

)∗

, j = 1, 2, · · · ,M. (4.9)

In fact, the constraint (4.8a) yields

(ζn(kj))
∗ = −ζn(lj), (4.10)

which, together with (4.8b), gives rise to (4.9).

In the following, for the involved arguments, we start to examine their conjugate relations

resulted from the constraint (4.8). First, let us look at ckj and clj . It apparently follows from

(4.8a) that

(cTkj )
∗ = (· · · , k−2

j , k−1
j , 1, kj , k

2
j , · · · )∗

= (· · · , l2j ,−lj , 1,−l−1
j , l−2

j , · · · )
= (· · · , l2j , lj , 1, l−1

j , l−2
j , · · · )Ξ,

= cTljΘΞ, (4.11)

where

Ξ
.
= diag(· · · , 1,−1, 1,−1, 1, · · · ), i.e. (Ξ)i,j

.
= (−1)i+jδi,j,

and Θ is a skew form of the identity matrix I, i.e.

Θ = ((Θ)i,j)∞×∞, (Θ)i,j = δ−i,j . (4.12)

Before we proceed, let us collect some properties related to Ξ and Θ. For example, it is

easy to see that

Ξ2 = I, Θ2 = I, Θ = ΘT , ΘΛ = ΛTΘ, ΛΞ = −ΞΛ. (4.13)

In addition, according to the expansion of Ω (see (3.6)(3.8)) and the above formulae, we have

ΩΞ = −ΞΩ, (4.14a)

ΘΩΘ = −ΛTΩΛ. (4.14b)

In fact, using (3.6) and by direct calculation we have

ΩΞ =

∞
∑

i=0

(ΛT )−i−1OΛiΞ =

∞
∑

i=0

(−1)i(ΛT )−i−1OΞΛi

= −Ξ

∞
∑

i=0

(ΛT )−i−1OΛi = −ΞΩ,
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and

ΘΩΘ =
∞
∑

i=0

Θ(ΛT )−i−1OΛiΘ

=

∞
∑

i=0

(ΛT )i+1OΛ−i = ΛT
(

∞
∑

i=0

(ΛT )iOΛ−i−1
)

Λ = −ΛTΩΛ.

Based on the above preparations, from the expression (4.7), the conjugate of C1 is then

given by

C∗
1 =

(

N
∑

j=1

ρ1(kj)

kj
kjckjc

T
kj
kj

σ1(kj)

kj

)∗

=

N
∑

j=1

(ρ1(kj)

kj

)∗

Λc∗kj (c
T
kj
)∗ΛT

(σ1(kj)

kj

)∗

.

Then, using (4.11) we have

C∗
1 = −Λ

N
∑

j=1

ρ2(lj)ΞΘcljc
T
lj
ΘΞσ2(lj)Λ

T = −ΞΛΘC2ΘΛTΞ, (4.15)

where the anti-commutative relation ΛΞ = −ΞΛ has been utilized. Similarly, we have

C∗
2 = −ΞΛΘC1Λ

TΘΞ. (4.16)

Next, we come to look at the conjugate relation of U and V. Recalling the formula of U in

(3.14), a direct substitution yields

U∗ = ((C∗
1)

−1 −ΩC∗
2Ω)−1

= (−(ΞΛΘC2ΘΛTΞ)−1 +ΩΞΛΘC1ΘΛTΞΩ)−1.

Noticing that ΩΞ = −ΞΩ and Ξ−1 = Ξ, we find

U∗ = −Ξ(ΛΘC2ΘΛT −ΩΛΘC1ΘΛTΩ)−1Ξ

= −Ξ(ΛΘC2ΘΛT −ΛΛTΩΛΘC1ΘΛTΩΛΛT )−1Ξ,

where we also utilized the relation ΛΛT = I which is true in the infinitely dimensional case.

Then, using (4.14b), Θ2 = I and ΘΛ = ΛTΘ successively, we have

U∗ = −Ξ(ΛΘC2ΘΛT −ΛΘΩC1ΩΘΛT )−1Ξ

= −Ξ(ΘΛT )−1(C−1
2 −ΩC1Ω)−1(ΛΘ)−1Ξ

= −ΞΛΘVΘΛTΞ,

which indicates

(U∗)i,j = −(ΞΛΘVΘΛTΞ)i,j = (−1)i+j+1(ΘVΘ)i+1,j+1 = (−1)i+j+1(V)−i−1,−j−1. (4.17)

As a result,

(U∗)0,−1 = (V)−1,0 = (V)0,−1, (4.18)
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as V is symmetric. The conjugate of U can be calculated as well, which is

(U)∗ = −((C∗
2ΩC∗

1)
−1 −Ω)−1

= −((ΞΛΘC1ΘΛTΞΩΞΛΘC2ΘΛTΞ)−1 −Ω)−1

= ((ΞΛΘC1ΘΛTΩΛΘC2ΘΛTΞ)−1 −ΞΛΛTΩΛΛTΞ)−1

= −(ΞΛ(ΘC1ΩC2Θ)−1ΛTΞ−ΞΛΘΩΘΛTΞ)−1

= −ΞΛΘ((C1ΩC2)
−1 −Ω)−1ΘΛTΞ

= ΞΛΘVΘΛTΞ.

Hence we have

(U
∗
)i,j = (−1)i+j(V)−i−1,−j−1, (4.19)

as well as

(U
∗
)0,−1 = −(V)−1,0 = (U)0,−1, (V

∗
)0,−1 = −(U)−1,0 = (V)0,−1. (4.20)

Recalling the 2 × 2 matrix P = I2 − T (0,−1) that we have defined in (3.43), utilizing the

conjugate relations we have found above, we arrive at

P ∗ =

(

1− (V
∗
)0,−1 −(V∗)0,−1

−(U∗)0,−1 1− (U
∗
)0,−1

)

=

(

1− (V)0,−1 −(U)0,−1

−(V)0,−1 1− (U)0,−1

)

= P T ,

which concludes that P is a Hermitian matrix.

4.2 Reduction to the SU(2) ASDYM equation in U1

The reduction should give rise to the results that meet both the reality condition and the gauge

condition. In the unltrahyperbolic space U1, to agree with the reality condition (see Table 1),

we take m = −n−1 in the unreduced ASDYM equation (3.46) and take the following coordinate

transformation:

zn
.
= xn = ξn + iηn, z̃n

.
= −x−n = ξn − iηn, n = 1, 2, · · · , (4.21)

where ξn and ηn are real. The coordinate transformation leads (3.46) to

∂z̃n+1
(P−1∂zn+1

P )− ∂zn(P
−1∂z̃nP ) = 0. (4.22)

Under the setting (4.3) for the measures µ1(l) and µ2(l
′), corresponding to the plane wave

factors in (3.2) and the coordinate transformation (4.21), we have the following plane wave

factors:

ρ1(kj) = exp
(

ζ̄n(kj) + λ1(kj)
)

, ρ2(lj) = exp
(

− ζ̄n(lj) + λ2(lj)
)

, (4.23a)

σ1(kj) = exp
(

ζ̄n(kj) + γ1(kj)
)

, σ2(lj) = exp
(

− ζ̄n(lj) + γ2(lj)
)

, (4.23b)

where

ζ̄n(kj) =

n+1
∑

m=n

(

(kmj − k−m
j )ξm + i(kmj + k−m

j )ηm
)

; (4.23c)

the matrices C1 and C2 take the form (4.7) but with the above plane wave factors.

To meet the gauge condition P = P †, we introduce constraints

lj =
1

k∗j
, j = 1, 2, · · · ,M, (4.24a)
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and choose {λi(lj), λi(kj), γi(lj), γi(kj)}, such that

exp
(

λ2(lj)
)

=
(exp(λ1(kj))

kj

)∗

, exp
(

γ2(lj)
)

=
(exp(γ1(kj))

kj

)∗

, j = 1, 2, · · · ,M, (4.24b)

which give rise to the relation (ζ̄n(kj))
∗ = −ζ̄n(lj) and then

ρ2(lj) =
(ρ1(kj)

kj

)∗

, σ2(lj) =
(σ1(kj)

kj

)∗

, j = 1, 2, · · · ,M. (4.25)

Similar to the Euclidean space case in the previous subsection, we can successfully examine

conjugate relations of the involved arguments. For ckj and clj , we have

(cTkj )
∗ = (· · · , k−2

j , k−1
j , 1, kj , k

2
j , · · · )∗ = (· · · , l2j , lj , 1, l−1

j , l−2
j , · · · ) = cTljΘ,

where Θ is defined in (4.12). For C1 and C2, we have

C∗
1 =

(

M
∑

j=1

ρ1(kj)σ1(kj)ckjc
T
kj

)∗

=
(

M
∑

j=1

ρ1(kj)

kj
kjckjc

T
kj
kj

σ1(kj)

kj

)∗

= Λ

M
∑

j=1

ρ2(lj)Θcljc
T
lj
Θσ2(lj)Λ

T

= ΛΘC2ΘΛT ,

and

C∗
2 = ΛΘC1ΘΛT .

For U,V, U and V, we have

U∗ = ((C∗
1)

−1 −ΩC∗
2Ω)−1

= ((ΛΘC2ΘΛT )−1 −ΩΛΘC1ΘΛTΩ)−1

= (ΛΘC2
−1ΘΛT −ΛΛTΩΛΘC1ΘΛTΩΛΛT )−1

= ΛΘ(C2
−1 −ΩC1Ω)−1ΘΛT

= ΛΘVΘΛT ,

and

U
∗
= −((C∗

2ΩC∗
1)

−1 −Ω)−1

= ((ΛΘC1Θ(−ΛTΩΛ)ΘC2ΘΛT )−1 −Λ(−ΛTΩΛ)ΛT )−1

= ΛΘ((C1ΩC2)
−1 −Ω)−1ΘΛT

= −ΛΘVΘΛT .

Hence we have

(U∗)i,j = (ΛΘVΘΛT )i,j = (ΘVΘ)i+1,j+1 = (V)−i−1,−j−1, (4.26a)

(U
∗
)i,j = −(ΛΘVΘΛT )i,j = −(ΘVΘ)i+1,j+1 = −(V)−i−1,−j−1. (4.26b)

We are led to

P ∗ =

(

1− (V
∗
)0,−1 −(V∗)0,−1

−(U∗)0,−1 1− (U
∗
)0,−1

)

=

(

1− (V)0,−1 −(U)0,−1

−(V)0,−1 1− (U)0,−1

)

= P T ,

which shows P is a Hermitian matrix, and therefore P satisfies the SU(2) gauge condition in

the space U1.
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4.3 Reduction to the SU(2) ASDYM equation in U2

The reality condition in U2 is fulfilled by the coordinate transformation:

z̃
.
= −ixn+1 = ξn+1, z

.
= −ixm = ξm, w̃

.
= −ixm+1 = ξm+1, w

.
= −ixn = ξn, (4.27)

where ξn, ξn+1, ξm and ξm+1 are real. With such a setting, the unreduced ASDYM equation

(3.46) reduces to the ASDYM equation

∂z̃(P
−1∂zP )− ∂w̃(P

−1∂wP ) = 0. (4.28)

Following the settings in (4.3) for the measures µ1(l) and µ2(l
′), we have the following plane

wave factors:

ρ1(kj) = exp
(

ζ̂n,m(kj) + λ1(kj)
)

, ρ2(lj) = exp
(

− ζ̂n,m(lj) + λ2(lj)
)

, (4.29a)

σ1(kj) = exp
(

ζ̂n,m(kj) + γ1(kj)
)

, σ2(lj) = exp
(

− ζ̂n,m(lj) + γ2(lj)
)

, (4.29b)

with

ζ̂n,m(kj) = ikmj ξm + ikm+1
j ξm+1 + iknj ξn + ikn+1

j ξn+1, (4.29c)

and the matrices C1 and C2 take the form (4.7) but with the above plane wave factors.

To meet the gauge condition in Table 2, i.e. P †P = I2, we introduce the constraints

lj = k∗j , exp(λ2(lj)) = exp(λ1(kj))
∗, exp(µ2(lj)) = − exp(µ1(kj))

∗, (4.30)

which give rise to (ζ̂n,m(kj))
∗ = −ζ̂n,m(lj) and

ρ2(lj) = (ρ1(kj))
∗, σ2(lj) = −(σ1(kj))

∗. (4.31)

Hence we have

(cTkj )
∗ = (· · · , k−2

j , k−1
j , 1, kj , k

2
j , · · · )∗ = (· · · , l−1

j , l−1
j , 1, lj , l

2
j , · · · ) = cTlj ,

which, then, yields the following relation for C1 and C2:

C∗
1 =

(

M
∑

j=1

ρ1(kj)σ1(kj)ckjc
T
kj

)∗

= −
M
∑

j=1

ρ2(lj)σ2(lj)cljc
T
lj
= −C2.

Thus we have

U∗ = ((C∗
1)

−1 −ΩC∗
2Ω)−1 = −((C2)

−1 −ΩC1Ω)−1 = −V, (4.32a)

U
∗
= −((C∗

2ΩC∗
1)

−1 −Ω)−1 = −((C1ΩC2)
−1 −Ω)−1 = V. (4.32b)

Next, considering n = 1 in (3.31), we have

T (−1,0) − T (0,−1) = T (0,−1)T (0,−1). (4.33)

This gives rise to a relation

WP = I2, (4.34)

where P is defined as in (3.43) and

W
.
= I2 + T (−1,0).
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Then, utilizing (4.32) we can calculate the conjugate of P :

P ∗ =

(

1− (V
∗
)0,−1 −(V∗)0,−1

−(U∗)0,−1 1− (U
∗
)0,−1

)

=

(

1− (U)0,−1 (U)0,−1

(V)0,−1 1− (V)0,−1

)

=

(

1 + (V)−1,0 (U)−1,0

(V)−1,0 1 + (U)−1,0

)

= I2 +
(

T T
)(−1,0)

= W T .

This result, together with (4.34), indicates

P †P = I2. (4.35)

Hence, the solution P is unitary.

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have established the DL scheme for the SU(2) ASDYM equation. The main

idea is to construct an unreduced ASDYM equation (i.e. (3.46)) and then reduce it the ASDYM

equation in various spaces. We started from the linear integral equation set (3.1) with separable

measure (3.3) and general plane wave factors (3.2). Then we introduced infinite-dimensional

matrices {U,V,U,V} as well as T . In this scheme we were able to derive their evolution

relations and “difference” relations (see Proposition 7) and differential recurrence relation (see

Theorem 1). Then, we could extract from T the relations for the 2×2 matrix T (i,j) and derive the

differential relation (∂n+1P )P−1 = −∂nQ, i.e. (3.44). The compatibility ∂m(∂nQ) = ∂n(∂mQ)

gives rise to the unreduced ASDYM equation (3.46). The reduction includes choosing coordinate

transformations to meet the reality conditions given in Table 1 and imposing constraints on kj

and lj to meet the gauge conditions given in Table 2. By reduction we have successfully got

the SU(2) ASDYM equations in the Euclidean space E and two ultrahyperbolic spaces U1 and

U2. In this paper, we did not present more explicit forms for P . One can derive them along

the lines of the technique used in [32,37].

Our DL scheme is actually based on the AKNS system. Note that the (A)SDYM equation

can also be formulated from the (matrix) KP system [25]. It is possible to develop a different DL

scheme using the connection with the KP system. This will be one of topics to be investigated.

The DL scheme will provide a new platform to study the (A)SDYM equation. One can

extended the scheme to the SU(N) SDYM equations. Note that so far the solutions obtained

from the Cauchy matrix approach [23, 25] do not provide instantons (cf. [3–5]) with physical

significance. However, it is possible to introduce new plane wave factors in the DL scheme so

that instantons can be derived. In addition, the DL scheme has been extended from the usual

soliton case to the elliptic soliton case [37], It would be interesting to develop an elliptic DL

scheme for the SDYM equation. Finally, we note that the DL scheme provides a powerful tool

in integrable discretization. It is expected to have a discrete version of the SDYM equation,

which might be more mathematically significant in discretizing the geometry structure of the

SDYM equation.
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