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Abstract

We consider a matrix nonlinear partial differential equation that generalizes Heisen-
berg ferromagnet equation. This generalized Heisenberg ferromagnet equation is com-
pletely integrable with a linear bundle Lax pair related to the pseudo-unitary algebra.
This allows us to explicitly derive particular solutions by using dressing technique.
We shall discuss two classes of solutions over constant background: soliton-like solu-
tions and quasi-rational solutions. Both classes have their analogues in the case of the
Heisenberg ferromagnet equation related to the same Lie algebra.

1 Introduction

A classical integrable model [1, 2, 4, 9] is given by Heisenberg ferromagnet equation

iSt =
1

2
[S, Sxx], S2 = I. (1)

Above, the function S takes values in a simple complex matrix Lie algebra g, brackets mean
commutator, I stands for the unit matrix, ”i” is the imaginary unit and the subscripts
denote differentiation. In the simplest case when g = su(2) (1) is known to describe the
dynamics of a spin chain in continuous limit.

Various generalizations or analogues to the equation (1) have been proposed in litera-
ture, see [5, 6, 8, 12] for some representative examples. The present paper is dedicated to
the following matrix nonlinear evolution equation (NEE)

iSt = a[S, Sxx] +
3a

2

(

S2SxS
)

x
− b

[

S2, Sx

]

x
, a, b ∈ C, (2)

that was introduced in [11] as a natural candidate to generalize (1). Above, S(x, t) belongs
to the Lie algebra sl(n,C) and fulfills the constraint

[S(x, t)]3 = S(x, t).

Like the Heisenberg ferromagnet equation, the NEE (2) admits zero curvature represen-
tation with a Lax pair of the form:

L(λ) = i∂x − λS, A(λ) = i∂t + λA1 + λ2A2,

A2 = aS + b

(

2r

n
I − S2

)

, r =
tr (S2)

2
,

A1 = ia[S, Sx] +
3ia

2
S2SxS + i b

[

Sx, S
2
]

,
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where λ ∈ C is spectral parameter.
It is not hard to see that the equation (2) leads to (1) if S(x, t) is a non-singular

matrix, see [11]. On the other hand, if we impose a Z2 reduction in Mikhailov’s sense [7]
that connects the Lax pair above to a symmetric space of the series A.III, we obtain the
NEE

iSt = −b
[

S2, Sx

]

x
, b ∈ C,

that was studied in a series of papers, e.g. see [3, 12].
Our purpose in this paper is to derive special solutions of a pseudo-Hermitian reduction

of the generalized Heisenberg ferromagnet equation (2), i.e., we shall assume that S fulfills
the symmetry condition

ES†(x, t)E = S(x, t),

where E is a diagonal matrix with 1 or −1 on its diagonal and † stands for Hermitian
conjugation. As a result of this, the constants a and b appearing in (2) will be some real
numbers. This is the most important case in terms of potential applications. The method
of integration we shall apply is Zakharov-Shabat’s dressing method. Dressing method is
equally well suited to deal with NEEs whose Lax pairs are related to simple Lie algebras
regardless of their rank or whether or not some additional algebraic constraints are im-
posed on the Lax operators. By using dressing factors that are meromorphic functions
with simple poles in the spectral parameter, we shall demonstrate how one can construct
two classes of trivial background solutions: soliton-like solutions and quasi-rational so-
lutions. The soliton solutions correspond to complex poles in generic position and tend
exponentially fast to some constants as x → ±∞. The second class consists of solutions
that are obtained by using real pole dressing factors. This introduces certain ”degeneracy”
in the whole procedure which leads to solutions that can be represented as the ratio of
quasi-polynomials, i.e., the product of polynomials with oscillating exponential functions.
Common features of both types of particular solutions are that they are not traveling
waves and may have singularities.

The paper is organized as follows. Next section is preliminary and discusses the general
concept and algorithm of dressing method as applied to linear bundle Lax pairs in pole
gauge. Therein we shall present most basic facts to be used further in text, thus giving
more or less a self-contained exposition on the subject. Section 3 contains our main
results and it is divided into two subsections. Subsection 3.1 is dedicated to solutions
of the soliton type while Subsection 3.2 contains quasi-rational solutions. Apart of the
above-mentioned types of solutions to the generalized Heisenberg ferromagnet equation
(2), we also pay attention to their counterparts for the special case of the equation (1).
Since the latter is a rather important case by itself, we present the corresponding results
in the form of separate theorems. The last section contains further discussion and our
concluding remarks.

2 General Remarks on Dressing Method

In this section we shall explain the idea that underlies dressing method and demonstrate
how it can be applied to the generalized Heisenberg ferromagnet equation (2) in order to
generate special solutions, see [4, 13,14] for more detailed explanations.
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Let us consider a Lax pair of the general form

L(0)(λ) = i∂x + U (0)(x, t, λ), (3)

A(0)(λ) = i∂t + V (0)(x, t, λ), (4)

where U (0)(x, t, λ) and V (0)(x, t, λ) are some polynomials in the spectral parameter λ with
coefficients in the Lie algebra sl(n,C), i.e., we can write down

U (0)(x, t, λ) =
N
∑

j=0

U
(0)
j (x, t)λj , U

(0)
j (x, t) ∈ sl(n,C),

V (0)(x, t, λ) =

M
∑

k=0

V
(0)
k (x, t)λk, V

(0)
k (x, t) ∈ sl(n,C), N ≤ M.

We assume that U
(0)
j , j = 0, . . . , N and V

(0)
k , k = 0, . . . ,M are some known smooth

functions in x and t defined almost everywhere in R
2. We shall call (3) and (4) bare Lax

operators and shall require that the linear problems

L(0)(λ)Ψ(0)(x, t, λ) = 0, (5)

A(0)(λ)Ψ(0)(x, t, λ) = Ψ(0)(x, t, λ)C(λ) (6)

admit a common matrix solution Ψ(0)(x, t, λ), detΨ(0)(x, t, λ) 6= 0 for some non-singular
matrix C(λ). Obviously, this is possible if the operators L(0)(λ) and A(0)(λ) commute.
This compatibility condition of bare linear problems allows one to express the coefficients

V
(0)
k , k = 0, . . . ,M through U

(0)
j , j = 0, . . . , N and leads to some NEE for the latter.

Let us now construct another matrix function

Ψ(1)(x, t, λ) = G(x, t, λ)Ψ(0)(x, t, λ), (7)

where the multiplier G(x, t, λ), detG(x, t, λ) 6= 0 is called dressing factor. Then the Lax
operators L(0)(λ) and A(0)(λ) are transformed into

L(1)(λ) = G(x, t, λ)L(0)(λ) [G(x, t, λ)]−1 ,

A(1)(λ) = G(x, t, λ)A(0)(λ) [G(x, t, λ)]−1 .
(8)

We recall that the resolvent operator R(0)(λ) of the bare scattering operator L(0)(λ) is
defined through the equality

L(0)(λ)R(0)(λ) = I, (9)

where I is the unit matrix. Similarly, for the resolvent operator of L(1)(λ) we have

L(1)(λ)R(1)(λ) = I. (10)

In view of (8), (9) and (10) we immediately see that the following proposition holds.

Proposition 1. The resolvent operators of bare and dressed scattering operators are in-
terrelated through:

R(1)(λ) = G(x, t, λ)R(0)(λ) [G(x, t, λ)]−1 .

The domain of dressed resolvent operator is determined by the domains of bare resol-
vent, dressing factor and its inverse. Clearly, dressing factor and its inverse may introduce
singularities to R(1)(λ), which coincide with discrete eigenvalues of L(1)(λ).

3



Corollary 1. The discrete eigenvalues of dressed scattering operator belong to either the
discrete spectrum of bare scattering operator or the set of singularities of dressing factor
or the set of singularities of its inverse.

For the gauge transform (7) to be of some use in finding special solutions, we shall
require that the dressed matrix function Ψ(1) solves the pair of linear problems

L(1)(λ)Ψ(1)(x, t, λ) = 0, (11)

A(1)(λ)Ψ(1)(x, t, λ) = Ψ(1)(x, t, λ)C(λ) (12)

for L(1)(λ) and A(1)(λ) being of the form

L(1)(λ) = i∂x + U (1)(x, t, λ), U (1)(x, t, λ) =
N
∑

j=0

U
(1)
j (x, t)λj , (13)

A(1)(λ) = i∂t + V (1)(x, t, λ), V (1)(x, t, λ) =

M
∑

k=0

V
(1)
k (x, t)λk. (14)

U
(1)
j , j = 0, . . . , N and V

(1)
k , k = 0, . . . ,M are unknown smooth functions defined al-

most everywhere in R
2 and taking values in sl(n,C). Similarly to the case of bare linear

operators, we have that
[

L(1)(λ), A(1)(λ)
]

= 0.

Clearly, the compatibility of dressed linear problems means that U
(1)
j , j = 0, . . . , N are

solutions to the same NEE as U
(0)
j , j = 0, . . . , N .

For the linear problems (5), (6), (11) and (12) to hold simultaneously, G must obey
certain conditions.

Proposition 2. Dressing factor satisfies the linear partial differential equations

i∂xG+ U (1)
G− GU (0) = 0, (15)

i∂tG+ V (1)
G− GV (0) = 0. (16)

Proof. It is straightforward from equations (5), (6), (11), (12), the form Lax operators
(3), (4), (13), (14) and (7).

Equations (15) and (16) do not uniquely determine dressing factor — one should specify
the λ-dependence in G. After picking up an appropriate ansatz for dressing factor, (15)
and (16) allow one to find new solutions to the NEE from known ones.

Further we shall demonstrate how dressing technique can be applied to linear bundles
in pole gauge, i.e., we shall restrict ourselves with the case when

U (σ)(x, t, λ) = −λS(σ)(x, t),
[

S(σ)
]3

= S(σ), σ = 0, 1 ,

V (σ)(x, t, λ) =

M
∑

k=1

V
(σ)
k (x, t)λk .

(17)

Moreover, we shall impose the following additional conditions on S(σ).
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1. S(0)(x, t) and S(1)(x, t) fulfill the pseudo-Hermiticity condition:

E

[

S(σ)(x, t)
]†

E = S(σ)(x, t). (18)

Above, † stands for Hermitian conjugation and E = diag (ε1, ε2, . . . , εn), ε2j = 1,
j = 1, 2, . . . , n.

2. S(0)(x, t) and S(1)(x, t) satisfy the boundary condition:

lim
x→±∞

S(σ)(x, t) = Σ, Σ =





Ir 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 −Ir



 , (19)

where Ir is the unit r × r-matrix.

3. For dressing factor we require that

lim
|λ|→∞

G(x, t, λ) = G∞(x, t) < ∞.

Then it turns out S(0)(x, t) and S(1)(x, t) are interrelated in a rather simple way, as
stated below.

Proposition 3. The coefficients S(0)(x, t) and S(1)(x, t) of the Lax operators L(0)(λ) and
L(1)(λ) obey the equation

S(1)(x, t) = G∞(x, t)S(0)(x, t) [G∞(x, t)]−1 . (20)

Proof. After substituting the first line in (17) into (15), we obtain the equation

i∂xG− λS(1)G+ λGS(0) = 0, (21)

that can be rewritten as
λS(1) = i∂xGG

−1 + λGS(0)G−1. (22)

Now we divide (22) by λ and set |λ| → ∞ in it to immediately get (20).

The relation (20) shows that if we know some solution to the generalized Heisenberg
ferromagnet equation (2) and the asymptotic behavior of dressing factor one can find
another solution. Further we shall use a dressing factor chosen in the form1

G(x, t, λ) = I +

p
∑

γ=1

λBγ(x, t)

µγ(λ− µγ)
, µγ ∈ C. (23)

We also need to know the inverse of G(x, t, λ). In order to find the latter, we make the
following simple but important observation.

1We refer the reader to [4] where they can find an explanation on why we pick up dressing factor in
some form or another.
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Proposition 4. If Ψ(0)(x, t, λ) is a matrix solution of bare problems, then

Ψ̃(0)(x, t, λ) = E

{

[

Ψ(0)(x, t, λ∗)
]†
}−1

E, (24)

where ∗ denotes complex conjugation, is another matrix solution to (5) and (6). Similarly,
for an arbitrary matrix solution Ψ(1)(x, t, λ) of dressed problems

Ψ̃(1)(x, t, λ) = E

{

[

Ψ(1)(x, t, λ∗)
]†
}−1

E (25)

is again a matrix solution to (11) and (12).

Proof. The validity of this statement directly follows from the pseudo-Hermiticity condi-
tion (18).

The transformation introduced in (24) (or (25)) can be viewed as an action of the
group Z2 onto the set of bare (or dressed) fundamental solutions

{

Ψ(0)
}

(or
{

Ψ(1)
}

). Let
us denote this action by K and impose the natural requirement that the diagram

{

Ψ(0)
} G

−−−−→
{

Ψ(1)
}

K





y





yK

{

Ψ(0)
}

−−−−→
G

{

Ψ(1)
}

(26)

is commutative. The commutativity of (26) is equivalent to the symmetry condition

E

[

G†(x, t, λ∗)
]−1

E = G(x, t, λ), (27)

satisfied by dressing factor. In view of (23) and (27) the inverse of dressing factor reads:

[G(x, t, λ)]−1 = I +

p
∑

γ=1

λEB†
γ(x, t)E

µ∗
γ(λ− µ∗

γ)
· (28)

Further considerations depend on whether or not the poles of dressing factor are real.
First, we shall assume that all of the poles are in generic position, i.e., we have that µγ /∈ R,
γ = 1, 2, . . . , p. For simplicity we shall impose even the stronger requirement: µ∗

γ 6= µτ ,
γ, τ = 1, 2, . . . , p.

Let us take a look at the identity GG−1 = I. After evaluating the residue at µ∗
τ , we

derive


I +

p
∑

γ=1

µ∗
τBγ(x, t)

µγ(µ∗
τ − µγ)



EB†
τ (x, t)E = 0. (29)

This algebraic relation implies that Bγ(x, t) is a singular matrix, therefore it admits the
representation

Bγ(x, t) = Xγ(x, t)F
T
γ (x, t), (30)

where Xγ(x, t) and Fγ(x, t) are some n × s-matrices of rank s (s < n) and superscript T
stands for matrix transposition. Substituting (30) into (29), we get



I +

p
∑

γ=1

µ∗
τXγ(x, t)F

T
γ (x, t)

µγ(µ∗
τ − µγ)



EF ∗
τ (x, t) = 0. (31)

The following statement is straightforward from (31).
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Proposition 5. The rectangular matrices Xτ , τ = 1, 2, . . . , p are solutions to the linear
system of matrix equations

EF ∗
τ (x, t) =

p
∑

γ=1

Xγ(x, t)Dγτ (x, t) , (32)

where

Dγτ (x, t) =
µ∗
τF

T
γ (x, t)EF ∗

τ (x, t)

µγ(µγ − µ∗
τ )

·

The linear system (32) allows one to find Xτ if Fτ are known. In the simplest case
when G has a single complex pole µ (i.e., we have that p = 1) and X(x, t) and F (x, t) are
column vectors (s = 1) the matrix equation (32) has the solution

X(x, t) =
µ(µ− µ∗)EF ∗(x, t)

µ∗F T (x, t)EF ∗(x, t)
· (33)

Next proposition answers the question how one can find Fτ .

Proposition 6. The rectangular matrices Fτ (x, t), τ = 1, 2, . . . , p can be expressed through
any fundamental solution Ψ(0) to (5) and (6) defined in the vicinity of the pole µτ through
the equality:

F T
τ (x, t) = F T

τ,0(t)
[

Ψ(0)(x, t, µτ )
]−1

. (34)

Above, Fτ,0(t) are some yet undetermined n× s-matrices.

Proof. Let us evaluate the residue in equation (22) at an arbitrary pole µτ . The result
reads:

0 = lim
λ→µτ

(λ− µτ )
[

i∂xG+ λGS(0)
]

G
−1

=
[

i∂xBτ + µτBτS
(0)
]

[

I +
∑

γ

µτEB
†
γE

µ∗
γ(µτ − µ∗

γ)

]

.

In view of the decomposition (30) and the algebraic relation (31), the equation above
yields to

Xτ

[

i∂xF
T
τ + µτF

T
τ S(0)

]

[

I +
∑

γ

µτEF
∗
γX

†
γE

µ∗
γ(µτ − µ∗

γ)

]

= 0

⇒ i∂xF
T
τ + µτF

T
τ S(0) = ΓF T

τ ,

where Γ(x, t) is a s× s-matrix. Taking into account the existing ambiguity in the decom-
position (30), we can set Γ = 0 without any loss of generality. Thus, we have that

i∂xF
T
τ + µτF

T
τ S(0) = 0,

which is integrated to give (34).
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The time evolution of dressed solution is driven by the dispersion law of the NEE. We
recall that the dispersion law of a completely integrable NEE whose Lax pair is in the
form (3) and (4) (or in the form of (13) and (14)) can be defined through the equality

f(λ) = lim
x→±∞

g(σ)(x, t)

M
∑

k=1

V
(σ)
k (x, t)λk

[

g(σ)(x, t)
]−1

, σ = 0, 1,

where g(σ)(x, t) is a gauge transformation that casts S(σ)(x, t) into a diagonal form. The
existence of g(σ)(x, t) follows from the algebraic constraint in the first line of (17), see [11]
for more details. For instance, the dispersion law of the equation (2) is given by

f(λ) = λ2

[

aΣ+ b

(

Σ2 −
2r

n
I

)]

, (35)

where the matrix Σ is introduced in (19) and 2r = tr
[

S(σ)
]2
.

Proposition 7. The time dependence of dressed solution can fully be recovered by using
the correspondence

F T
τ,0 → F T

τ,0e
−if(µτ )t, τ = 1, 2, . . . , p, (36)

where f(λ) is the dispersion law of the NEE.

Proof. The scheme of proof is similar to that of Proposition 6. After evaluating the residue
in the equation

i∂tG+

M
∑

k=1

V
(1)
k λk

G− G

M
∑

k=1

V
(0)
k λk = 0 ⇔

M
∑

k=1

V
(1)
k λk = −i∂tGG

−1 + G

M
∑

k=1

V
(0)
k λk

G
−1

(37)

at an arbitrary pole µτ , we derive

0 = lim
λ→µτ

(λ− µτ )

[

i∂tG− G

M
∑

k=1

V
(0)
k λk

]

G−1

=

[

i∂tBτ −Bτ

M
∑

k=1

V
(0)
k µk

τ

] [

I +
∑

γ

µτEB
†
γE

µ∗
γ(µτ − µ∗

γ)

]

(30),(31)
= Xτ

[

i∂tF
T
τ − F T

τ

M
∑

k=1

V
(0)
k µk

τ

][

I +
∑

γ

µτEB
†
γE

µ∗
γ(µτ − µ∗

γ)

]

.

Making use of the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 6, we get

i∂tF
T
τ − F T

τ

∑

k

V
(0)
k µk

τ = 0. (38)

Now, we substitute (34) into (38) to obtain the linear equation

i∂tF
T
τ,0 − F T

τ,0f(µτ ) = 0,

which immediately leads to the correspondence (36).
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Let us now consider the case when dressing factor has real poles, i.e., we have that

G(x, t, λ) = I + λ

p
∑

γ=1

Bγ(x, t)

µγ(λ− µγ)
, µγ ∈ R\{0} (39)

and its inverse

[G(x, t, λ)]−1 = I + λ

p
∑

γ=1

EB†
γ(x, t)E

µγ(λ− µγ)
(40)

share the same poles. In this case the identity GG−1 = I produces more complicated
algebraic relations.

Proposition 8. The residues of the dressing factor (39) obey the algebraic equations

BτEB
†
τ = 0, τ = 1, 2, . . . , p, (41)

ΩτEB
†
τ +BτEΩ

†
τ = 0 , (42)

where

Ωτ = I +
Bτ

µτ
+
∑

γ 6=τ

µτBγ

µγ(µτ − µγ)
·

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Proposition 5, e.g. to derive (41), one has
to evaluate the matrix coefficients before (λ− µτ )

−2 in the identity GG−1 = I. Similarly,
the residues of GG−1 = I give rise to (42).

From the relation (41) we deduce that detBγ(x, t) = 0, i.e., all of the residues of
dressing factor are singular matrices. Therefore the decomposition (30) holds true again.

Corollary 2. In terms of the rectangular matrices Xτ (x, t) and Fτ (x, t), τ = 1, 2, . . . , p
in (30), the algebraic relations (41) and (42) are reduced to:

F T
τ EF ∗

τ = 0, (43)

ΩτEF
∗
τ = Xτατ , (44)

where ατ (x, t) is a skew-Hermitian s× s-matrix.

Proof. The proof is straightforward from (41) and (42).

Remark 1. It is clear that for E = I (43) leads to the trivial result Fτ = 0 and G becomes
equal to I. In order to obtain a non-trivial dressing procedure we shall require that E 6= I.

The relation (44) is viewed as a linear system for Xτ . In the simplest case when G

has a single pole µ ∈ R, X(x, t), F (x, t) are column vectors and α(x, t) is a scalar, the
equation (44) admits the following simple solution

X(x, t) =
EF ∗(x, t)

α(x, t)
· (45)

In order to find Fτ and ατ we analyze the equation (21) as we did in the generic case.

9



Proposition 9. The matrices Fτ (x, t) and ατ (x, t), τ = 1, 2, . . . , p can be expressed
through any bare fundamental solution Ψ(0) and its λ-derivative defined in the vicinity
of the pole µτ through the relations:

F T
τ (x, t) = F T

τ,0(t)
[

Ψ(0)(x, t, µτ )
]−1

, (46)

ατ (x, t) = ατ,0(t)− F T
τ,0(t)

[

Ψ(0)(x, t, µτ )
]−1

∂λΨ
(0)(x, t, µτ )KΨ(0)(µτ )EF

∗
τ,0(t).(47)

Above, Fτ,0(t) and ατ,0(t) are constants of integration while the matrix KΨ(0)(λ) is intro-
duced as follows:

KΨ(0)(λ) =
[

Ψ(0)(x, t, λ)
]−1

E

{

[

Ψ(1)(x, t, λ∗)
]†
}−1

E.

Proof. First, we shall derive (46). For that purpose we evaluate the matrix coefficients
before (λ− µτ )

−2 in the equation (22) as given below:

0 = lim
λ→µτ

(λ− µτ )
2
[

i∂xG+ λGS(0)
]

G
−1 =

[

i∂xBτ + µτBτS
(0)
]

EB†
τE

(30),(43)
= Xτ

[

i∂xF
T
τ + µτF

T
τ S(0)

]

EF ∗
τ X

†
τE ⇒ i∂xF

T
τ + µτF

T
τ S(0) = 0.

The latter equation gives exactly (46) after an elementary integration.
Similarly, evaluating the residues in (22) at µτ we have

0 = lim
λ→µτ

∂

∂λ

[

(λ− µτ )
2
(

i∂xG+ λGS(0)
)

G
−1
]

=
(

i∂xBτ + µτBτS
(0)
)

EΩ†
τE+

(

i∂xΩτ + µτΩτS
(0)
)

EB†
τE+BτS

(0)
EB†

τE

(30)
=

(

i∂xXτF
T
τ + iXτ∂xF

T
τ + µτXτF

T
τ S(0)

)

EΩ†
τE+ i∂x(ΩτEF

∗
τ )X

†
τE

− iΩτ∂x(EF
∗
τ )X

†
τE+ µτΩτS

(0)EF ∗
τ X

†
τE+XτF

T
τ S(0)EF T

τ X†
τE

(44),(46)
= Xτ

(

i∂xατ + F T
τ S(0)EF ∗

τ

)

X†
τE ⇒ i∂xατ + F T

τ S(0)EF ∗
τ = 0.

The latter equation is integrated and gives (47).

What remains is to obtain the t-dependence of Fτ,0 and ατ,0. A proposition that is
analogous to Proposition 7 holds.

Proposition 10. The time dependence of dressed solution associated with a real pole
dressing factor is recovered in accordance with the rules:

F T
τ,0 → F T

τ,0 e
−if(µτ )t, τ = 1, 2, . . . , p , (48)

ατ,0 → ατ,0 − iF T
τ,0(t)

d f(λ)

dλ

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ=µτ

KΨ(0)(µτ )EF
∗
τ,0(t)t . (49)
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Proof. Like in the proof of the Proposition 7, we evaluate the matrix coefficients before
(λ− µτ )

−2 in the latter equation in (37) as follows:

0 = lim
λ→µτ

(λ− µτ )
2

[

−i∂tG+ G

M
∑

k=1

V
(0)
k λk

]

G−1 =

[

−i∂tBτ +Bτ

M
∑

k=1

V
(0)
k µk

τ

]

EB†
τE

(30),(43)
= Xτ

[

−i∂tF
T
τ + F T

τ

M
∑

k=1

V
(0)
k µk

τ

]

EF ∗
τ X

†
τE ⇒ i∂tF

T
τ − F T

τ

∑

k

V
(0)
k µk

τ = 0.

After taking into account (46), we reduce the above equation to

i∂tF
T
τ,0 − F T

τ,0f(µτ ) = 0, (50)

which immediately leads to an exponential dependence of Fτ,0, namely to the rule (48).
In a similar fashion, we calculate the matrix residues in (37), namely:

0 = lim
λ→µτ

∂

∂λ

{

(λ− µτ )
2

[

−i∂tG+ G

M
∑

k=1

V
(0)
k λk

]

G−1

}

=

[

−i∂tBτ +Bτ

M
∑

k=1

V
(0)
k µk

τ

]

EΩ†
τE+

[

−i∂tΩτ +Ωτ

M
∑

k=1

V
(0)
k µk

τ

]

EB†
τE

+ Bτ

M
∑

k=1

kV
(0)
k µk−1

τ EB†
τE

(30),(44),(50)
= −Xτ

[

i∂tατ − F T
τ

M
∑

k=1

kV
(0)
k µk−1

τ EF ∗
τ

]

X†
τE.

Hence we derive the equation

i∂tατ − F T
τ

M
∑

k=1

kV
(0)
k µk−1

τ EF ∗
τ = 0. (51)

After substituting (46), (47) and (50) into (51) and then perform simple but somewhat
tedious calculations, we get

i∂tατ,0 − F T
τ,0

d f(λ)

dλ

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ=µτ

KΨ(0)(µτ )EF
∗
τ,0 = 0.

This equation is integrated to give rise to the correspondence (49).

3 Special Solutions

In this section we shall present our main results, namely construction of special solutions
to the generalized Heisenberg ferromagnet equation (2). The construction will be based
on the procedure discussed in the previous section. As we have already mentioned, the
calculations crucially depend on the location of dressing factor poles. This is why there are
two essentially different cases: soliton-like solutions that correspond to poles in generic po-
sition and quasi-rational solutions associated with real poles. We shall start with solutions
of the soliton type.
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3.1 Soliton Solutions

In this subsection we shall require that dressing factor has simple poles with non-zero
imaginary parts. In fact, we shall be interested in a dressing factor with a single pole
µ = ω + iκ. Without loss of generality we can assume that ω > 0 and κ > 0. In view of
(28) the inverse of G has a single pole µ∗ = ω− iκ. Then the following theorem holds true.

Theorem 1. The simplest soliton-like solution to the generalized Heisenberg ferromagnet
equation (2) related to the Lie algebra su(m,n−m), i.e., the soliton-like solution connected
to a single pair of discrete eigenvalues ω ± iκ of the scattering operator, is given by:

S
(1)
ij (x, t) =

r
∑

k=1







δik +
2iκεihik(x, t)fik

(ω − iκ)
[

e−2κ(x−2u+t)g+ + e−
8ωκrbt

n g0 + e2κ(x−2u
−
t)g−

]







×







δkj −
2iκεkh

∗
jk(x, t)f

∗
jk

(ω + iκ)
[

e−2κ(x−2u+t)g+ + e−
8ωκrbt

n g0 + e2κ(x−2u
−
t)g−

]







−

n
∑

k=n−r+1







δik +
2iκεihik(x, t)fik

(ω − iκ)
[

e−2κ(x−2u+t)g+ + e−
8ωκrbt

n g0 + e2κ(x−2u
−
t)g−

]







×







δkj −
2iκεkh

∗
jk(x, t)f

∗
jk

(ω + iκ)
[

e−2κ(x−2u+t)g+ + e−
8ωκrbt

n g0 + e2κ(x−2u
−
t)g−

]







.

(52)

Above, h(x, t) is a Hermitian matrix defined through the relations:

hik(x, t) =































































e−2κ(x−2u+t), i, k = 1, 2, . . . , r;

e−i[ωx−(ω2−κ2)(a+b)t]e−κ[x−2ω(a+bn−4r
n )t], i = 1, 2, . . . , r,

k = r + 1, r + 2, . . . , n− r;

e−2i[ωx−a(ω2−κ2)t]e
4ωκb(n−2r)t

n , i = 1, 2, . . . , r,
k = n− r + 1, n − r + 2, . . . , n;

e−
8ωκrbt

n , i, k = r + 1, r + 2, . . . , n− r;

e−i[ωx−(ω2−κ2)(a−b)t]eκ[x−2ω(a−bn−4r
n )t], i = r + 1, r + 2, . . . , n− r,

k = n− r + 1, n − r + 2, . . . , n;

e2κ(x−2u
−
t), i, k = n− r + 1, n− r + 2, . . . , n;

(53)

f is another Hermitian matrix with constant elements that parametrize the solution,
g±, g0 ∈ R and

u± = ω

(

a± b
n− 2r

n

)

. (54)

We assume that (g+, g0, g−) 6= (0, 0, 0).

Proof. In order to derive (52), we start from the bare solution

S(0)(x, t) = Σ =





Ir 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 −Ir



 , (55)

12



whose fundamental solution can be picked up to be

Ψ(0)(x, t, λ) = e−iλΣx. (56)

From this point on we shall assume that the residue B(x, t) of the dressing factor (23)
is a matrix of rank 1. In view of (34) and (56) the vector F (x, t) introduced in the
decomposition (30) acquires the form

F (x, t) = eiµΣxF0(t), (57)

which written in components gives:

Fi(x, t) = eiµxF0,i(t) = eiωxe−κxF0,i(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , r;

Fi(x, t) = F0,i(t), i = r + 1, r + 2, . . . , n− r;

Fi(x, t) = e−iµxF0,i(t) = e−iωxeκxF0,i(t), i = n− r + 1, n − r + 2, . . . , n.

(58)

According to (35) and (36) the time evolution in (58) is recovered through the correspon-
dences:

F0,i → F0,i exp

[

−iµ2

(

a+
n− 2r

n
b

)

t

]

, i = 1, 2, . . . , r;

F0,i → F0,i exp

(

2iµ2rb

n
t

)

, i = r + 1, r + 2, . . . , n − r;

F0,i → F0,i exp

[

−iµ2

(

−a+
n− 2r

n
b

)

t

]

, i = n− r + 1, n − r + 2, . . . , n.

(59)

Taking into account (30) and (33), for the matrix elements of B(x, t) we have

Bik(x, t) =
(ω + iκ)2iκεiF

∗
i (x, t)Fk(x, t)

(ω − iκ)F T (x, t)EF ∗(x, t)
· (60)

After substituting (58) and (59) into the denominator of (60), we obtain

F T (x, t)EF ∗(x, t) = e−2κ(x−2u+t)g+ + e−
8ωκrb

n
tg0 + e2κ(x−2u

−
t)g− , (61)

where u± are the same as in (54) and we have introduced the notations

g+ =

r
∑

k=1

εk|F0,k|
2, g0 =

n−r
∑

k=r+1

εk|F0,k|
2, g− =

n
∑

k=n−r+1

εk|F0,k|
2 .

On other hand, for the numerator of B(x, t) (58) and (59) lead to

F ∗
i (x, t)Fk(x, t) = hik(x, t)fik, fik = F ∗

0,iF0,k , (62)

where the functions hik are defined in (53). After substituting (60), (61) and (62) into the
interrelation (20) between bare and dressed solutions, which can be written as

S
(1)
ij (x, t) =

r
∑

k=1

(

δik +
Bik(x, t)

µ

)

(

δkj +
εkεjB

∗
jk(x, t)

µ∗

)

−

n
∑

k=n−r+1

(

δik +
Bik(x, t)

µ

)

(

δkj +
εkεjB

∗
jk(x, t)

µ∗

)

,

(63)

one finally gets (52).
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It is seen that the obtained solution (52) is not a traveling wave. Moreover, its denom-
inator may have zeros, hence and the solution may be singular.

Since the equation (1) represents a reduction of the generalized Heisenberg ferromag-
net equation its solutions are particular cases of those to (2). Nevertheless, due to its
high importance by itself we shall formulate the corresponding results for the Heisenberg
ferromagnet equation as separate statements. Thus, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2. The simplest soliton-like solution to the Heisenberg ferromagnet equation
(1) related to su(m,n−m) has the form:

S
(1)
ij (x, t) = 2

r
∑

k=1

{

δik +
2iκεihikfik

(ω − iκ)
[

g+e−2κ(x−4ωt) + g−e2κ(x−4ωt)
]

}

×

{

δkj −
2iκεkh

∗
jkf

∗
jk

(ω + iκ)
[

g+e−2κ(x−4ωt) + g−e2κ(x−4ωt)
]

}

− δij ,

(64)

where fik ∈ C, fki = f∗
ik, i, k = 1, 2, . . . , n, g+ and g− are real numbers such that (g+, g−) 6=

(0, 0), h is defined through the relations:

hik(x, t) =







e−2κ(x−4ωt), i, k = 1, 2, . . . r;

e−2i[ωx−2(ω2−κ2)t], i = 1, 2, . . . r, k = r + 1, r + 2, . . . 2r;

e2κ(x−4ωt), i, k = r + 1, r + 2, . . . 2r

and the condition that hki = h∗ik.

Proof. The scheme of the proof coincides with that of Theorem 1. One starts from the
bare solution to the equation (1)

S(0)(x, t) = Σ3 =

(

Ir 0
0 −Ir

)

, (65)

whose fundamental solution is chosen in the form

Ψ(0)(x, t, λ) = e−iλΣ3x. (66)

Applying a single pole dressing factor to (20), (33), (34), (36) and taking into account
that the dispersion law of (1) is

f(λ) = 2λ2Σ3 , (67)

one derives the solution (64).

Let us consider in more detail the simplest case of Heisenberg ferromagnet equation
related to either su(2) or su(1, 1), i.e., we have that n = 2 and r = 1. We shall require
that g+g− 6= 0. Then the solution (64) simplifies to

S
(1)
11 (x, t) = −S

(1)
22 (x, t) = 1−

8κ2ε1ε2

(ω2 + κ2)
[

eξ(x,t) + ε1ε2e−ξ(x,t)
]2 ,

S
(1)
12 (x, t) = ε1ε2

[

S
(1)
21 (x, t)

]∗

=
4κ

(ω2 + κ2)
[

e−ξ(x,t) + ε1ε2eξ(x,t)
]

[

2κ cosϕ(x, t)

1 + ε1ε2e2ξ(x,t)
+ κ cosϕ(x, t)

+ω sinϕ(x, t)−
2iκ sinϕ(x, t)

1 + ε1ε2e2ξ(x,t)
+ iω cosϕ(x, t)− iκ sinϕ(x, t)

]

,

(68)

14



where

ξ(x, t) = 2κ(x − 4ωt) +
1

2
ln

f22
f11

,

ϕ(x, t) = 2

[

ωx− 2(ω2 − κ2)t+
arg f21

2

]

.

Equivalently, the soliton type solution (68) can be written down in a vector form by making
use of the equalities:

S
(1)
11 = S

(1)
3 , ReS

(1)
12 = S

(1)
1 , ImS

(1)
12 = −S

(1)
2 .

This way we obtain the following result:

S
(1)
1 (x, t) =

4κ
[

2κ cosϕ(x,t)

1+ε1ε2e2ξ(x,t)
+ κ cosϕ(x, t) + ω sinϕ(x, t)

]

(ω2 + κ2)
[

e−ξ(x,t) + ε1ε2eξ(x,t)
] ,

S
(1)
2 (x, t) =

4κ
[

2κ sinϕ(x,t)

1+ε1ε2e2ξ(x,t)
− ω cosϕ(x, t) + κ sinϕ(x, t)

]

(ω2 + κ2)
[

e−ξ(x,t) + ε1ε2eξ(x,t)
] ,

S
(1)
3 (x, t) = 1−

8κ2ε1ε2

(ω2 + κ2)
[

eξ(x,t) + ε1ε2e−ξ(x,t)
]2 ·

Next, we shall consider the case when the poles of dressing factor are all real, i.e., the
discrete eigenvalues of the scattering operator now lie on its continuous spectrum. This
degeneracy in the spectrum leads to certain ”degeneracy” in the soliton type solutions
— the complex exponential functions turn into the product of oscillating exponents and
polynomials. Thus, the soliton solutions being the ratio of such exponents become the
ratio of quasi-polynomials, that is quasi-rational functions of x and t.

3.2 Quasi-rational Solutions

Like in the generic case we shall focus here on a dressing factor with a single pole µ > 0.
Due to (40) the inverse of dressing factor has a simple pole at the same point. Then the
following statement holds true.

Theorem 3. The simplest quasi-rational solution to the generalized Heisenberg ferromag-
net equation (2) for the pseudo-unitary algebra associated with a single double discrete
eigenvalue µ > 0 is given by the n× n-matrix:

S
(1)
ij (x, t) =

r
∑

k=1

[

δik −
iεihik(x, t)fik

µg+(x− 2v+t)− µg−(x− 2v−t)

]

×

[

δkj +
iεkh

∗
jk(x, t)f

∗
jk

µg+(x− 2v+t)− µg−(x− 2v−t)

]

−

n
∑

k=n−r+1

[

δik −
iεihik(x, t)fik

µg+(x− 2v+t)− µg−(x− 2v−t)

]

×

[

δkj +
iεkh

∗
jk(x, t)f

∗
jk

µg+(x− 2v+t)− µg−(x− 2v−t)

]

,

(69)
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where hik(x, t) are elements of a Hermitian matrix defined through:

hik(x, t) =























e−iµ(x−v+t), i = 1, 2, . . . , r, k = r + 1, r + 2, . . . , n− r;

e−2iµ(x−aµt), i = 1, 2, . . . , r, k = n− r + 1, n− r + 2, . . . , n;

e−iµ(x−v
−
t), i = r + 1, r + 2, . . . , n− r,

k = n− r + 1, n− r + 2, . . . , n;
1, otherwise.

(70)

The constant n × n-matrix f , f † = f , g± ∈ R, (g+, g−) 6= (0, 0) and v± = µ(a ± b)
parametrize the solution.

Proof. In constructing the above quasi-rational solution we once again use (55) and (56)
as a bare solution and a bare fundamental solution respectively. Like in the soliton case,
we shall restrict ourselves with a dressing factor whose residue is a matrix of rank 1. Then
equation (46) again leads to the expression (58) for the column vector F (x, t) appearing in
the decomposition (30). For the components of the residue of dressing factor the equation
(45) reads:

Bik(x, t) =
εiF

∗
i (x, t)Fk(x, t)

α(x, t)
, i, k = 1, 2, . . . , n. (71)

The t-dependence of F (x, t) is recovered from (59) as in the soliton case while (35) and
(49) lead to the correspondence:

α0 → α0 − 2iµtF T
0

[

aΣ+ b

(

Σ2 −
2r

n
I

)]

EF ∗
0 (72)

for the scalar function α. Taking into account (47), (58), (59) and (72), for the denominator
in (71) we get

α(x, t) = i(x− 2v+t)g+ − i(x− 2v−t)g−, (73)

where we have introduced the parameters

v± = µ(a± b), g+ =
r
∑

k=1

εk|F0,k|
2, g− =

n
∑

k=n−r+1

εk|F0,k|
2.

On other hand, (58) and (59) allow one to write

F ∗
i (x, t)Fk(x, t) = hik(x, t)fik, fik = F ∗

0,iF0,k, (74)

where the matrix elements hik(x, t), i, k = 1, 2, . . . , n are the same as in (70). After
substituting (71), (73) and (74) into the interrelation between bare and dressed solutions
in the form (63), one derives (69).

Like the soliton type solutions discussed in the previous subsection, the quas-rational
solution (69) is not a traveling wave and it may exhibit (pole) singularities. Theorem 3
has its analogue for the Heisenberg ferromagnet equation (1).

Theorem 4. The simplest quasi-rational solution to the equation (1) for su(m,n−m) is
associated with a double discrete eigenvalue µ > 0 and looks as follows:

S
(1)
ij (x, t) = 2

r
∑

k=1

(

δik −
iεihikfik

2gµ(x− 4µt)

)(

δkj +
iεkh

∗
jkf

∗
jk

2gµ(x− 4µt)

)

− δij , (75)
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where g is a real number (g 6= 0); fik ∈ C, fki = f∗
ik, i, k = 1, 2, . . . , n, and h is a Hermitian

matrix defined through:

hik(x, t) =







1, i, k = 1, 2, . . . r;

e−2iµ(x−2µt), i = 1, 2, . . . , r, k = r + 1, r + 2, . . . , 2r;
1, i, k = r + 1, r + 2, . . . 2r.

Proof. The proof here resembles that of Theorem 3. We choose the bare solution of (1)
in the form (65) and the corresponding fundamental solution as in (66). Making use of
a single real pole dressing factor to (20), (45)–(49) and (67) we get the dressed solution
(75).

Let us consider now the simplest case of Heisenberg ferromagnet equation for the Lie
algebra su(1, 1)2, i.e., we have that n = 2 and m = r = 1. Then the quasi-rational solution
(75) simplifies to

S
(1)
11 (x, t) = −S

(1)
22 (x, t) = 1 +

1

2µ2(x− 4µt)2
,

S
(1)
12 (x, t) = −

[

S
(1)
21 (x, t)

]∗
=

(

1−
i

2µ(x− 4µt)

)

ie−iϕ(x,t)

µ(x− 4µt)
,

where

ϕ(x, t) = 2

(

µx− 2µ2t+
arg f21

2

)

.

Written in a vector form, the above solution reads:

S
(1)
1 (x, t) =

sinϕ(x, t)

µ(x− 4µt)
+

cosϕ(x, t)

2µ2(x− 4µt)2
,

S
(1)
2 (x, t) =

sinϕ(x, t)

2µ2(x− 4µt)2
−

cosϕ(x, t)

µ(x− 4µt)
,

S
(1)
3 (x, t) = 1 +

1

2µ2(x− 4µt)2
·

4 Conclusion

Special solutions to an integrable generalization of Heisenberg ferromagnet equation have
explicitly been derived. This generalized Heisenberg ferromagnet equation has a Lax
representation related to the pseudo-unitary algebra. The existence and the form of the
Lax pair hints at applying dressing technique with dressing factors being meromorphic
functions in the spectral parameter λ. More specifically, we have used dressing factors with
simple poles only. Depending on the location of the poles, one distinguishes between two
classes of constant background solutions. The first class consists of soliton-like solutions.
Those are special solutions that correspond to complex poles with non-zero imaginary
parts and tend exponentially fast to some constants as x → ±∞. The second class
includes quasi-rational solutions which are related to real poles. Those solutions tend
polynomially fast to constants as x → ±∞. Both classes consist of solutions that are not

2As we discussed in the previous section, we must require that E 6= I to obtain a non-trivial result.
This is why Heisenberg ferromagnet equation related to su(2) is not possible here.

17



traveling waves. Another important feature is that the solutions may not be defined on
the whole x-axis but may have certain singularities.

One may extend the results in the current paper by studying generalized Heisenberg
ferromagnet equations related to other simple Lie algebras, e.g. orthogonal or symplectic
Lie algebras. Since those equations could be viewed as reductions of (2), the correspond-
ing dressing factors can be obtained from the ansatz (23) by imposing certain reduction
conditions. Generally speaking, the solutions will then be associated with four discrete
eigenvalues of the scattering operator.

We have considered a generalization of Heisenberg ferromagnet equation whose Lax
pair represents a linear bundle in pole gauge. It is plausible to ask for a generalization
whose Lax pair is a rational bundle that is invariant under the transformation λ → 1/λ.
Such a NEE was already introduced in [10] and it can be viewed as an integrable defor-
mation of certain reduction of the generic equation (2). How to integrate this deformed
NEE through dressing method is still an open question.

We have constructed particular solutions to (2) when S obeys the simplest asymp-
totic behavior possible. Clearly, one may require that S satisfies some other boundary
conditions, e.g. (quasi-)periodic or non-trivial background conditions. Those boundary
conditions, however, lead to significantly more complicated scattering theory for the Lax
operators. All this is envisaged to be part of our future work.
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