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A bstract

W e nd that the quantum m onodrom y m atrix associated w ith a derivative nonlinear
Schrodinger ONLS) m odelexhlbits U 2) or U (1;1) symm etry depending on the sign of
the related coupling constant. By using a variant of quantum inverse scattering m ethod
w hich isdirectly applicable to eld theoreticalm odels, we derive allpossible com m utation
relationsam ong the operatorvalued elem ents of such m onodrom y m atrix. T hus, we obtain
the com m utation relation between creation and annihilation operators of quasiparticles
associated with DNLS m odeland nd out the S-m atrix for twobody scattering. W e also
observe that, for som e special values ofthe coupling constant, there exists an upperbound
on the num ber of quasiparticles which can form a soliton state for the quantum DNLS
m odel.
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1 Introduction

Quantum integrabl eld models and spin chains n low din ensions have recently at—
tracted m uch attention due to their close connection w ith diverse areas of physics aswell
as m athem atics. By using algebraic Bethe ansatz, which occurs naturally in the fram e
work of quantum inverse scattering m ethod @ ISM ), one can nd out the spectrum and
various correlation functions of quantum integrable m odels w ith short—range interactions
[14]. The nonlinear Schrodinger (NLS) m odel is a well known exam pl of such quan—
tum ntegrable eld modelin 1+ 1-dinension [L-8]. For the case of derivative nonlinear
Schrodinger O NLS) m odel, however, the situation is a little bit com plicated due to the
follow Ing reason . T here exists one type of classical DN LS m odelw ith equation ofm otion
like O]

ig+ gy 41 @)= 0; @d)

w here the subscripts denote the derivatives w ith respect to corresponding variables. By
using an equaltim e honulralocal P oisson bracket PB) structure given by fgx);q)g=
fqg ®);q )g= 0; fqx);q v)g= x & Vy),one can show that the in nite number of
conserved quantities (ncluding the Ham iltonian) associated w ith this DN LS equation of
m otion yield vanishing PB reltions am ong them selves [10]. This fact establishes the
classical integrability of DNLS model {1.1) in the Liouville sense. However, due to the
appearance of nonultralocal com m utation relations am ong the basic eld operators, quan—
tum version of such DNLS m odel can not be handled by Q ISM and therefore quantum
Integrability can not be established for this case.

O n the other hand, there exists another type ofDNLS m odelw ith equation ofm otion
like [11]

e+ xx 41 () x=0: 12)

The H am iltonian 7
H = ( xx T 21 ( ) x)dx; 13)

and an equaltin e Ultralocal PB structure

f ®); Wog=f &); Wg=0 f K); Wg= 1& Vy); 14

yied egqn.@ Jd) through a canonicalevolution: = f ;H g. By using the ulralocalPB

structure (14) and Lax operator given by

Q& =4 T

U )=1 ;
i )=1 x) ®) &)+ 2=4

1.5)

where is a spectral param eter, one can prove the classical integrability for the DNLS

model (1 J) in the Liouville sense. Furthem ore, by taking advantage of ultralocal com —
m utation relations am ong the basic eld operators, Integrability of the corresponding
quantum DNLS m odel can also be established through Q ISM [12].



Sin ilar to the case of other integrable system s, the m onodrom y m atrix plays a key role
In deriving the conserved quantities and studying exact solvability of the DNLS m odel
@12) aswell as its quantum analogue. Though the PB relations (com m utation relations)
am ong various elem ents of classical (quantum ) m onodrom y m atrix associated w ith such
DNLS m odelhave been com puted earlier [12], this problem should be reinvestigated due
to the follow ng reasons. First of all, it was assum ed earlier that the m onodrom y m a—
trix of classical (Quantum ) DNLS m odel exhibits SU 2) U )) symm etry for any value
of the corresponding coupling constant . However, .In com parison to the case ofNLS
m odelw here the sym m etry ofm onodrom y m atrix depends on the sign of the corresoond—
Ing coupling constant, this seem s to be a rather questionable assum ption. Therefore, it
is necessary to properly study the symm etry properties of the classical (Quantum ) m on—
odromy m atrix of DNLS m odel and use those symm etries as an input for deriving the
PB relations (comm utation relations) am ong the elem ents of the m onodrom y m atrix.
Secondly, a rather cum bersom e m ethod was adopted earlier for nding out the com m uta—
tion relations am ong the elem ents of quantum m onodrom y m atrix at the In nite nterval
Iim it. As it willbe clear from the discussions in Secd of the present article, the above
m entioned m ethod yields an Incorrect com m utation relation between creation and annii-
lation operators associated w ith the quasiparticles of quantum DN LS m odel. Since such
com m utation relation plays a crucial role in  nding out the nom of Bethe eigenstates,
the S-m atrix for twobody scattering and various correlation finctions, it is necessary
to calculate very carefully the comm utation relations am ong the elem ents of quantum
m onodrom y m atrix at in nie interval lin it. Fnally, it m ay be noted that two di erent
approaches were taken earlier for treating the classical and quantum DNLS m odel [12].
T he Integrability of quantum DN LS m odelwas established by rst discretising the systam
on a lattice, evaluating the com m utation relations am ong the elem ents of the m onodrom y
m atrix de ned on that lattice and nally taking the continuum Il it. For the case of
classical D N LS m odel, how ever, no such lattioe regularisation was taken and PB relations
am ong the elem ents of m onodrom y m atrix were evaluated directly for the continuum
m odel.

The ain ofthe present artick is to shed som e Iight on the above m entioned issues and
especially study the quantum DNLS m odelby using a variant of Q ISM R]which can be
applied to continuum eld m odels w ithout perform ing any lattice reqularisation. In Sec2
ofthis article, we nd out the sym m etry properties ofm onodrom y m atrix associated w ith
the classical DNLS m odel (1 2) and subsequently use those sym m etries for evaluating PB
relations am ong various elem ents of this m onodrom y m atrix. In Sec.3, we construct the
quantum m onodromy m atrix of DNLS modelon a nite interval and derive all possble
com m utation relations am ong the elem ents of such m onodrom y m atrix through Q ISM . In
Secd,wetakethe in nite ntervallim it ofthese com m utation relationsand construct exact
eigenstates for the diagonal elem ents of quantum m onodrom y m atrix through algebraic
Bethe ansatz. Furthem ore, we obtain the com m utation relation between creation and
annihilation operators of quasiparticles associated with DNLS m odeland nd out the S—



m atrix oftwo-body scattering am ong such quasiparticles. Sec.5 isthe concluding section.

2 Integrability of the classicalD N LS m odel

To Investigate the sym m etry properties ofm onodrom y m atrix associated w ith the classical
DNLS model 1 4), we start w ith a Lax operator of the form

®) & =4 x)

Uki)=1 ) &) @)+ =4

@d)
N ote that the o -diagonal elem ents of this Lax operator di er from the corresponding
elem ents of previously given Lax operator (1.5) through som e scake factors. However, as
w illbe shown later, the traces of m onodrom y m atrices associated w ith the Lax operators
@5) and @) colncide with each other and consequently both of these Lax operators
correspond to the same DNLS model 1 7).

By usihg the Lax operator @.1) along w ith its asym ptotic form at kj! 1 ,wede ne
the m onodrom y m atrices of DNLS modelon nite and In nite Intervals as

z

X2
T;7()=Pexp U )dx 22)
X1
and 7 -
T()= Im e(x;) Pexp U &; )dx eki;) @3)
xal 1 o
resoectively, where P denotes the path ordering and e(x; ) = e 7?9 To nd outthe

symm etries of such m onodromy m atrices, we note that the Lax operator 2.1) satis es
the relations

U; ) =KU&; )K 5 U&; )=LUK; )L *; (2 4a;b)
0 P— 1 0
whereK = 1_p_ 0 and L = 0 1 . By usihg these relationswe nd that

the sym m etries of m onodrom y m atrix @.3) are given by
T() =KT( )K % T( )=LT()L "': 25a;b)

By exploiting the symm etry relation (2 .5a) and restricting to the casswhen isa real
param eter, onem ay now express T ( ) In the fom

a() b ()
T = : 2.6
() () a () 2.6)
Since the Lax operator (2.1) isa tracelessm atrix, we also get detT () = 1 or, equivalently,

B()F+ P()F = 1.M oreover, by using the symm etry relation (2.5b), it is easy to see



thata( )= a()andb( )= Db().So, brthecassofreal , T () wihin the range
0 contains all nfom ations about the scattering data. Therefore, in the follow ing
we shall consider the PB relations am ong the elem ents of m onodrom y m atrix (2.6) only
w ithin the range 0.
In analogy with the monodromy matrix T () €3) which is de ned through Lax
operator £.1), one can also de ne the monodromy matrix T () corregponding to Lax
operator {1.5) as

X2

T()= Im e( x;) Pexp U &;)dx eRi;): @.)
%11 *1
Tt was assum ed earlier that this T () can be written In a SU (2) symm etric form for
any value of the corresponding coupling constant [12]. For the purppose of properly
investigating the sym m etry properties of T ( ), we cbserve that the Lax operators (L .5)
and @.0) are related through a symm etry transform ation given by

MU@E; M '=Uk;); (28)
1 0 :

where M = 0 1 . Conssquently, the corresponding m onodrom y m atrices would
4

alsoberelated as T ()= M T ()M !. By usihg this relation along with eqn.@.6), we

can express T () forreal as

T()= ; 2.9)

where = sign and
q-— q-—

a() B ()= b (): €10

I
Q
m

I
o
o

I
o}

Now from eqn.@.9) i is evident that the m onodromy m atrix T () takes the form of a
SU ) group valued odbect when > 0 and SU (1;1) group valued obect when < 0.
Thuswe nd that, sin ilar to the case 0fNLS m odel, sym m etry ofthe m onodrom y m atrix
associated with DNLS m odel is also detemm ined through the sign of the corresponding
coupling constant. A s a result PB relations am ong the scattering data of DNLS m odel,
which were derived earlierby assum ng T' () tobe a SU ) group valued ob gct, actually
corresoond to the case > 0.

Tt m ay be noted that, the diagonal elem ents of the m onodromy matrices T () ®.6)
and T () ©.9) concide w ith each other. So, by using the results of Refl2 where ha( )
was expanded in powers of £, we can w rite

® ic,

on '

ha()= ha()=

n=0

(211)



and nd outthe rstfew C,sas

Co= o dx; C;=4i R+f L dx; 2:12a;b)
Co=8 1 (o 20 ) dx (2:120)
N ote that the Ham iltonian {1.3) ofDNLS m odel is related to the third expansion coe —
clent 212c) asH = £ C,.Asa result, themonodromy matrices T () @9) and T ()
©.6) correspond to the ssme DNLS model @ 3).
Next, we want to derive the PB relations am ong the elements of T () £.6) rboth
positive and negative values of the coupling constant . To this end, we apply {1.4) to
evaliate the PB relations am ong the elem ents of Lax operator @.1) and nd that

fUK; ) U )g= [r(; );U&; ) L+ 1 UE;)] & y)i @13)
where
r(; )= (t° 3 3+ 8°( 4 + +)) 214)
wih t© = %; = —2— . Next, by em ploying a standard technique [1] for deriving

PB relations am ong the ekm ents ofm onodrom y m atrix 2.3) w ith the help ofeqn.@.13),
we obtain

fTO)TO)g=x (5)T(C) T() T(C) TOxr (7); @.15)

where r (; ) matrdces are given by

r(;)=E '(L;) E "(Lj)r(;)E '(L;) E '(L;)
= £ 3+ 85 + s° + 7
with s = 21 2 (2 ?). By substituting the symmetric orm of T () ®6) to

eqn.@.I5) and expressing it in elem entw ise form , we nally obtain

fa();a()g= 0; fa()ia()g= 0; (2:16a;Db)
2+ 2"
fa();b()g= —— a(b() 2i 2 (* HbOa(); (2:16c)
2+ 2!
fa()ib ()g= > alb O)+2i  ? (?  “)b (a(); @L6d)
()b ()g= 41 2 (*  HwrOF: (2:16e)

The above PB relations am ong the scattering data ofthe D N LS m odelare evidently valid
for all values of the coupling constant . Since from egns.(2.16a) and @.11) i Plows
that fC,, ;Ch,g = 0 orallm ;n, the DNLS model (L 4d) represents a classical integrable
system in the Liouville sense. W ith the help of transfom ation £.10), one can also recast
eqns.(2.16a-€) as the PB relations am ong the elem ents of m onodrom y m atrix T () 2.9

and com pare such PB rlationsw ith their counterparts n Refl2. Ik iseasy to see that the



form s of eqns. (2 .16a-d) rem ain unaltered through the transform ation €.10) and coincide
w ith their counterparts as given earlier (@fter taking care of slight changes In notations
and in the de niion of fuindam ental PB relation). However, by using egns.(2.16e) and
©.10) we nd that

B();B ()g= 4133 % (% H)rO)F: 24a7)

Tt is interesting to note that, for the case < 0, the above equation di ers from its
counterpart [12] through a sign factor. Thus, we are ablk to derive here the correct PB

relation between B( ) and B () orthecase < 0. Ik iswellknown that the com m utation

relation between the quantum analogues ofB( ) and B () plays a crucialrole In nding

out the nom of the Bethe eigenstates, the S-m atrix for twobody scattering and various
correlation functions. Asa rst step for evaluating this com m utation relation and other
com m utation relations which would represent the quantum counterparts of the classical
PB relations (2.16), n the ©llow ng we shall quantise the m onodromy m atrix @ 4) of
DNLSmodelon a nie interval.

3 Comm utation relations for the quantum m onodrom y
m atrix on a nite interval

In the quantised version ofthe DNLS m odel {1 3), the fundam entalPB relations {1 4) are
replaced by equal tin e comm utation relations am ong the basic eld operators:
h i h i
[ ®); @)1= "&®; " =0; ®); ') = & y); G1)

and vacuum state isde ned as (x)Pi= 0. By usingtheulralocalcom m utation relations
(.11 and a version ofQ ISM which can be applied to eld m odels w ithout perform ing any
lattice reqularisation R], at present we shall construct the quantum m onodrom y m atrix of
DNLSmodelon a nite intervaland derive allcom m utation relations am ong the elem ents
of such quantum m onodrom y m atrix. To this end, we assum e that the quantised form of
the classical Lax operator {2.1) is given by

f x) 2=4 Y (x)

Uabei )= 2 () g &)+ =4 52
where ) = Y&) &), and f; g are two yet undeterm ined param eters. It will be
shown later that £ ! , g ! at the classical lin it and, as a resul, Uy (x; ) B2)

correctly reproduces U (x; ) @) in this lin it. By using U4 (x; ), we de ne the quantum
m onodromy m atrix of DNLS m odelon a nite interval as
z

X

T ()= :Pexp Uyl )ax i (33)

X1
X1



where the symbol :: denotes the nom al ordering of operators. It is evident that this
quantum m onodrom y m atrix 3.3) satis es a di erential equation given by

@
— T X2 = :U ; )T %2 :
ax, . () q&®27 )T, 2 ()
j‘ 2 b4 . X . b4
= 2 3T () + 1 Yke) 4T ()+ 1 T, () &2)
+1f Yo)en T, () &2) dg Y&o)enT.7 () &X2); 34)

where e; = % 1+ 3)andey= % 1 3). For the purpose of applying Q ISM , how ever,
it isneeded to nd out the di erential equation satis ed by theproduct T 2> () T.” ().
To this end, we borrow a notation of Ref2 where the sign for nom al arrangem ent of
operator factors is taken as :i . The sign ::, applied to the product of several operator
factors (ncluding and YY), ensures the arrangem ent ofall Y on the kft, and all on
the right, without alering the order of the rem aining factors. For exam ple,

X YYi= XY ;

whereX and Y m ay be taken as som e elem ents of the quantum m onodrom y m atrix (3.3).
Now by usihg the basic comm utation relations {3:.1_-) and the m ethod of ¥xtension’ 2],
we nd that the product of two m onodrom y m atrices satis es the follow Ing di erential
equation (details ofthis calculation are given In the A ppendix):

@ . .
— T2 () T7() = L& ;)T 7() TJ22():; 35)
@X2
where
L&x;;7)=Ugqk;) I+ 10 Uq&x; )+ Ly &iG)i 3.0)
w ith 0 1
2 () f Yx) 0 0
B
B 0 gf (x) 0 0 §
Ly & ;)= :
AR gf ®) g ‘&4
0 g &) 0 g% ®)
Next, tusconsidera 4 4) R (; ) matrix of the formm
0 1
1 0 0 0
B C
.,_ B0 s(;) t(;) O ¢
RO 80 vy s(;) 0 &7 e
0 0 0 1
with t(; )= %;s(;)= (quiz)landq=ei, being an yet undeterm ined

q q q q - —
real param eter. Tt is easy to check that the R (; ) matrix 3.7) and L x; ; ) (3L6):

satisfy an equation given by

R(; )V L& ;)=L&;;)R(;); (3.8)



provided the param eters £, g, and the coupling constant are related as

e i=2 ol =2
i 9= :
s =2 s =2

= snh; f= (3:9a;b;0)

By using eqns.3.5) and 3.8), we nd that them onodromy m atrix B.3) ofDNLS m odel
satis es the quantum YangBaxter equation Q YBE):
R(;IT2() T 20)=T.2() T2OR(;): (3.10)

X1

E xpressing this Q YBE in elem entw ise form , one m ay explicitly obtain all possibble com -
m utation relations am ong the elem ents of quantum m onodrom y m atrix 3.3).

N ote that the relations (3.9ab,c) are obtained as a necessary condition for satisfying
QYBE (3.10). By solving eans.(3.9ab,c), the param eters £, g and can be detem ined
as som e functions of the known coupling constant . ThusQYBE xes allundetemm ined
param eters In the quantum Lax operator 3J) and corresponding R ( ; ) matrix 3.7).
Dueto egn.(3.9a) it is evident that, the coupling constant of quantum DNLS m odelm ust
be restricted wihin a range given by Jj j 1 and the param eter has a one-to-one
correspondence w ith such coupling constant or 7 - Ik may be noticed that,
by putting x, = x; + i egn.@3) here isa snallpositive param eter) and retaining
temm s only up to the order , one ocbtains

f 4 2=4 y

X1+ + . .
T () o+ i . g .+ 2.4 7

X1

(311)

where ¥ = 4 R;f Yx)dx, o, = + R;f ®)dx, , = + R;f (x)dx. It is inter-
esting to observe that this T,2" () (311) satis esQYBE (3.10) up to order and
reproduces (Up to a gauge transfom ation) the lattice Lax operator for quantum DNLS
model [12] when the parameter is identi ed as a lattice constant. In this articlk,
however, we shall not use any lattice discretisation and directly work w ith the quantum
m onodrom y m atrix (3.3) which satis esQ YBE exactly.

N ext, for the purpose of nvestigating the classical Iim it of the quantum Lax operator
32), we replace the last comm utation relation n eqn.B8I) by [ ®); Y§)I=h & v),
where h is the P Janck’s constant, and then repeat all calculations of this section. It tums

out that egns.(3.9b,c) rem ain unchanged, but egn.(3.9a) ismodied as: h = sin
Consequently, for any xed value of , ! 0 lim it is essentially equivalent toh ! O
lim it. Sihce from egns.(3.9b,c) i Pllows that £ ! and g ! when ! 0, the

quantum Lax operator J) indeed reproduces the classical Lax operator @.0) ath ! 0
Iim it.



4 A Ilgebraic B ethe ansatz forthe quantum m onodrom y
m atrix on an in nite interval

For the purpose of taking In nite nterval lim it ofQ YBE @.10), we de ne the quantum
analogue of classicalm onodrom y m atrix @.3) as
T ()= Im e( x;)T7()ekij); 4d)
xl 1
where T? () is given by egn.(83). It may be observed that, exactly like the case of
classical Lax operator @.1), the quantum Lax operator 3J) also satis es the ollow ing
relations:

Usx; ) =KUgx; )K ' Uglk; )=LU4&; )L *; 42a;0)

where K and L. are sam e m atrices w hich have appeared In (2 4a,0). By usinhg egqn.@ 2a)
and assum Ing to be a real param eter, is easy to show that the quantum m onodrom y
m atrix (@.0) can be expressed In a symm etric form given by

A () BY()
T = : 43
() B() AY() 43)
Since from egqn.(@2b) i PllowsthatA( )= A ()andB ( )= B (), i isnecessary

to consider the quantum m onodrom y m atrix {4.3) only w ithin the range 0. In analogy

By using argum ents sin ilar to the classical case, it is easy to show that such quantum
m onodrom y m atrix can be written In a symm etric form given by
Yy

T()= g((; AE(;) ; 4 4)
where = sign and ()= A(); B ()= lC)_B (). Thuswe nd that, the quantum
monodromy m atrix T () can be expressed lke a U (2) group valued odbct when > 0
and U (1;1) group valued obct when < 0. As a result, the commutation relations
w hich were derived earlierby assum ing T" () tobea U (2) group valued ob gct [12] should
corresoond to the case > 0.

For nding out the com m utation relations am ong the operatorelm ents ofm onodrom y
matrix {4.1), it is required to get rid of the oscillatory temm swhich arise from the product
Tx’iz () T;iz () atthe asym ptotic lim tsx 1;X, ! 1 .Tothisend,wesplitthel x; ; )
m atrix 3.6) into two parts:

L&y ;)=Lo(;)+L1&x;7);

10



where Ly ( ; ) isgiven by

0 . 1
2 ( 2+ ?) 0 0 0
B i, 2 2 C
. B 0 5 ( ) 0 0 G
L . — l-[n L o . = 4 .
ol ) b x; ;) 8 0 Zl(z 2) 0 gr
0 0 0 L2402
and L, (x; ; ) isthe eld dependent part ofL x; ; ), which vanishesat x ! 1 .Due
to eqn.@.8) i olow s that
R(;)"x; ;7 )="&; ;)I)R(;); “4.3)
where "(x; ; )= elo(i)* By usihg the above m entioned splitting of L. (x; ; ), one can

derive the integral form ofdi erential equation B.5) as
Z
X2 . .
T,2() T,72()="&z =xi;;)+ dx ", x; ;) L1 ;)T () T2 ()::
X1
D ue to the presence of eld dependent m atrix L (x; ; ), the second term In the rh s. of
above iIntegral equation vanishes at the Iim it x;;x; ! 1 . Consequently, at this lim i,
one gets Tx}iz () Tx’iz ()! "x2 xi1; ;) ,whith isan oscillatory tem . To get rid
ofthis unwanted tem , we de ne an operator lke
W)= I "(x; )T P() TRy i) (4.6)
xq!
xp! +1

which is clearly wellbehaved at the in nite intervallin it. By using 8.I0) and @.5), it is
easy to verify that thisW (; ) (4.6) satis es an equation given by

R(; W (;)=W (;)R(;); @.7)

which represents Q YBE for the In nite nterval lin it.
Next, we want to express QYBE (4.7) through the direct product of two m onodrom y
m atrices of the form @.1). To thisend, we note that W ( ; ) (4.6) may be rew ritten as

W (;)=C+(;)T() TOC (;)i 438)
where
Co(7)=Im "(%;)E& ;)C (;)= Im E(x;)"&;); (‘9D
wih E X; ; ) = e®X; ) e(x; ). Substiuting the explicit fom s of E x; ; ) and

"x; ; )to 4.9ab), and extracting the lin its In theprincipalvalue sense: Im ,, | P (etx
= i (k),wecdbtain

)

0 1 0 1
1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
B C B C
_BO 1 0 Oc¢ ._BO 1 0 Oc¢
C+Gi)=R8o .,y 108 © U= 8y (;) 1 ox ¢ “10
0 0 0 1 0 0 01

11



where
2i 5
(i )= —S—+2 (

By using the expression 4.8), we rewrite QYBE {@.#) for the n nite interval lin it as
R(;)C ()T TOC (;)=C,(;)T() TOC (;IR(;): @11

By inserting the explicit ormsofR (; ) 3J7),C (; ) @410}, and T () (43) to

[ gy

QYBE @.11) and com paring itsm atrix elem ents from both sides, we nally cbtain

B R (1=0;  RORYO) = 0; (412a;b)
AOBY()= 2 ;qilByuA()
=%BY<>A(> 2 ( 2 HBYOA(O); (4:12c)
BOAO = —2 %2 ()m ()
-2 B0 2 (7 mOB O @12d)
B(BY()= (;)BYO)BO+4 (2 HAYOA(); (4:12e)
whereq=e® and (; )= 1+ 2" a: . The above commu-—

(2 2)2 (2 2 i)(%2 2+i)
tation relations am ong the elm ents of quantum m onodromy matrix (@.1) are evidently
valid for both positive and negative values of the coupling constant . W ih the help of
transform ations ke ()= A (); B ()= lo_B (), one can also recast egns.(@.12a-€) as
the com m utation relations am ong the elm ents of the m onodrom y m atrix T () (4 4) and
com pare such comm utation relations w ith their counterparts in Refl2. It is easy to see
that the fom s of com m utation relations (4 12a-d) rem ain unaltered through the above
m entioned transform ation and m atch w ith their counterparts as given earlier. H ow ever,

by using the transform ation X'() = A (); B () = _B(),equa’don (412e) may be
expressed as
BOBY()= (; )BYOBO+4 33 2 ABRYOE();

which doesnot m atch at allw ith its counterpart [12] for either positive or negative value
of . It can be shown that, due to a problem which arises whilke taking the in nie
interval lim it of Q YBE, an incorrect com m utation relation was cbtained earlier between
the operators B ( ) and BY () for both positive and negative values of . Ik is interesting
to observe that, orthecase 6 ,egqn.@.12e) gives [B' ();BY()]$6 0. On the other
hand, from egn.@J6e) it follows that fb( );b ()g= 0 for & . Thuswe nd that,
sin ilar to the case of NLS m odel [6], the correspondence between Poisson brackets and
com m utators am ong som e elem ents of m onodrom y m atrix m ay tum out to be a quite
nontrivial one.
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Due to egn.(d12a) i follow s that all operator valued coe cients occurring In the
expansion of nA () n powers of would commute am ong them selves and, as a con-—
sequence, the m onodromy m atrix @.) of DNLS m odel leads to a quantum integrable
system . W ith the help ofeqn.@.d), it iseasy to nd that A ()Pi= Pi. By using this
relation and egn.(4 12c), i can be shown that

¥ g g

A()] a7 2; nik = = 2z g Jiiai il 413)

r=1 r
where jsarealldistinct realnumbersand Jj 1; »; i BY( ()BY( ,) Y By ) Pi.
Thus the states j 1; 25 n A diagonalise the generator of conserved quantities for the

quantum DNLS model. However, by using eqn.f@.13), one nds that the eigenvalues

corresponding to di erent expansion coe cients of nA () would be com plex quantities

In general. To extract real eigenvalues, we de ne another operator £() through the

rehtion: X () A (e 7)and expand X () as

X iC,
2n °

nx ()= @ 14)

n=0

W ith the help ofeqns.{d.13) and (4.14) i is easy to see that C, s satisfy eigenvalue equa-
tions lke C, J 15 27 NA= ndis 2; ni, where the st few s are explicitly
given by
& o,
o= N; ;=2sn 2= sh2 5 415)
=1 =1

In analogy with the classical cass, one may now de ne the Ham ittonian for quantum
DNLSmodelasH = 8iC2 . E genvalue equations corresponding to this H am iltonian are
evidently given by

0 1
. . 14 Ao .
HJaj 2 v =+ 1 2@ B3 o2 i @1e)
=1
T illnow we have assum ed that jsare som e realparam eters, forwhich j 1; »; N

represents a scattering state. One can also construct the quantum N -soliton state for
DNLS model [12] by choosing com plex values of 4 given by

N +1
5 = exp i > Jj ; 4.a7)
where isa rmalparameterand j2 [1;2; N ]. Thuss are uniform ly distribbuted on a
circle of radius . For this choice of 5, egn.@.13) reduces to a sin ple form lke
2 2gv 1 :
A()J i 2i yi = gq” L Jai 2i nili (4.18)
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where the eigenvalie of A () has only one zero and one pok on the complex “-plane.
By using (4.18), we cbtain the energy eigenvalue corresponding to the quantum N -soliton
state as
. : sh@N) | .
HJq1i 27 N = —————J1; 2i Nt 4.19)
8 sin

In general, we m ay choose any positive Integer value of N (greater than one) for con-
structing a quantum soliton state. H owever, we now consider the DNLS m odelw ith som e
particular values of coupling constant given by = sin = sh ZT“‘ , Wherem and
n are nonzero integers which do not have any comm on factor. By using eqn.{I7%), one
obtains ;= 4, forthiscase. Since all ; must take distinct values, weget N n as
a restriction on the num ber of quasiparticles which form a bound state for the quantum
DNLS m odel corresponding to coupling constant = sin ZT“‘

Thus, by applying the m ethod of algebraic Bethe ansatz, we are ablk to construct
the exact eigenstates or quantum DNLS model. The commutation relation 4 .J12e)
also plays an Inportant role In the fram ework of algebraic Bethe ansatz, since by us-
Ing this comm utation relation one should be ablk to calculate the nom of eigenstates
317 27 n 7 and various correlation functions ofthe DNLS system . However, it m ay
be noted that the com m utation relation (4.12e) contains product of generalised fuinctions
(2 204y (2 2+ i) !, whith doesnot make sesnse attheImt ! . Asa
resul, the action of operators BY( );B () are not well de ned on the H ibert space [B]
and eigenstates lke J 1; »; ns are not nom alised on the -function. However, i
is well known that, one can avoid this type of problem in the case of NLS equation by
considering the quantum analogue of classical re ection operators [1,6,7]. So, In analogy
w ith the case 0ofNLS equation, at present we consider a re ection operator given by

RY() = A "(OB(); 4 20)

and itsadpintR ( ). By usingeqns.(@ l12a-—e),we nd that such re ection operators satisfy
well de ned com m utation relations like

R(R()=S "(;)R()R();
RY()DRY()=5S "(; )RY()RY();
R(RY()=S(;)RYOR()+4 2 (* ?); 421)
where ) N
q q
S(;) = ﬁ: (422)

Tt is evident that these com m utation relations am ong re ection operators of DN LS m odel
are nicely encoded In a form of Zam olodchikov-Faddeev algebra [1,13]and S (; ) @ 22)
represents the nontrivial S-m atrix elem ent of twobody scattering between the related
quasiparticles. It is easy to check that this S ( ; ) satis es the conditions given by

SM;)=S(;)=S (;); 4 23)



and rem ains nonsingular at the Iim it ! . As a resul, the action of operators
RY();R () would be wellde ned on the H ibert space and eigenstates lkeR ( 1)R ( )
R 1 P1 can be nom alised on the -function.

5 Concliding Rem arks

W e nd that the classicalm onodrom y m atrix for DNLS m odelcan be w ritten asa SU (2)
(SU (1;1)) group valued ob fct forpositive (negative) value of the corresponding coupling
constant. By using such symm etric form ofclassicalm onodrom y m atrix, we derive P oisson
bracket relations am ong the scattering data of the DNLS m odel for all values of the
coupling constant. W e also quantise the m onodromy m atrix of DNLS modelon a nie
Interval. A variant of quantum Inverse scattering m ethod, which can be applied to eld
m odels w ithout perfomm ing any lattice reqularisation, xesallparam eters in the quantum
m onodrom y m atrix of DNLS m odel In a nontrivialway. Sin ilar to the classical case, this
quantum m onodromy m atrix exhibits U 2) U (1;1)) symmetry for positive (hegative)
value of the coupling constant. By applying quantum nverse scattering m ethod, we
derive all possible com m utation relations am ong the elem ents of such m onodrom y m atrix.
In nite Interval Iim its of these com m utation relations enable us to construct the exact
eigenstates for quantum DNLS m odel through algebraic Bethe ansatz. In this context,
we oconsider the DNLS model wih some soecial values of coupling constant given by

= sin = sh 2nm , wherem and n are nonzero Integers which do not have any
comm on factor. Ik tums out that the num ber of quasiparticles, which form a bound state
for such quantum DNLS m odel, can not exceed the value n.

W e also cbtain the com m utation relation between creation and annihilation operators
associated w ith quasiparticles of DNLS m odel and nd out the S-m atrix for twobody
scattering. Such a comm utation relation between creation and annihilation operators
should play an in portant rok in a future study, sihce by using it one m ight be ablk to
calculate the nom of Bethe eigenstates and various correlation functions of the DNLS
system . Tt m ay be noted that, there exist quantum integrable m ulticom ponent generali-
sations of NLS m odelwhich can be diagonalised through algebraic Bethe ansatz [14-17].
A larmge class of m ulticom ponent classical DN LS m odels, having in nite number of con—
served quantities, are also studied In the literature [18,19]. However, the Ham iltonian
structure of such mulicom ponent DN LS m odels have not yet received much attention.
So i m ight be interesting to investigate w hether there exist som e m ulticom ponent gener—
alisations of classical DN LS m odelwhich are Integrable in the Liouvilke sense and retain
their ntegrability property even after quantisation.
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A ppendix
A direct attem pt to calculate @% T, (h) T2 () by usihgeon.B.4) evidently leads
1
to indetem nate expressions of the fom Tx’iz (); Y&3) . To bypass this problem , we

follow them ethod ofextension R]which shifts the upper lim it of one m onodrom y m atrix
sy T,7? () by ntroducing a smallparam eter and takes ! 0 lin it only after di er-

entiating the product T,*?* () T ** () with respect to x,. Thus, by using eqn.3.4), we
cbtain
@ xo+ % : X2+ X .
e T2 () T2 () = 1(Ugket ;) L+ L Ugke; )T () T/J2():
+K, + K ; @al)
where
h i h i
K. = 1 T (); Y(x) ST+ I T2 () Y e)
h i
enT,? () &2) dg T2 (); Y&2) T, () ®2);
h i
K = 1 T2 () @+ T2 () +if Y&+ DenT) 2" ()
h i h i
Gt NT2()  dg Yt )enT. () &2+ )T ()

Now we consider the case > 0.Sjnce (x;+ ) computeswith (x); Y(x) orallx

Iying within x; and x,, we can write (%, + );Tx’iz()h= 0 and K = 0 for this case.
1

So, we have to calculate only the nontrivial com m utator Tx}i“ (); Y&2) which appears
In the expression of K, . To this end, we consider a transfomm ation’ which replaces
the classical variabls (x) and (x) by quantum operators (x) and Y (X) resgpectively
(! denotes the reverse transform ation). By applying a correspondence principle R]to

the present case, we obtain
h i n o
T2 () Ye) =i TR @ )i &) i @2)
w here T;12+ (@; ) rpresents a classicalm onodrom y m atrix given by
z

X2+

T (@ )= P exp Ug &x; )dx;
X1
and Uy x; ) = Uy &; ). By usihg the fundam ental PB relations (L4), it is easy to
nd that
+ Z X+
%" @ )i &)g = dx T;%" (@ )fUq&; )i )Ty @ )
X1
= T2 @ )€ &en g Kp)ept VT2 @ )
Taking ! 0 lin i ofthe above expression and inserting it to @A 2), we ocbtain
h i
l"ImO T2" (); Y&2) =1 f Y(x)en g Y&p)ept T2 () @ 3)
Taking ! 0 lmi also n eqn.@ 1) and using A 3), we nally obtain the di erential
equation (3.5).Note that, instead of > 0,we could have chosen < 0 inegn.@1).Only
thecommutator (x,+ );T.? () givesa nontrivial contribution forthiscase. H owever,

X1
repeating sim ilar steps as outlined above and nally taking the ! 0 lm it, we get again
the sam e di erential equation B.5).
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