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A bstract

W e�nd thatthequantum m onodrom y m atrix associated with a derivative nonlinear

Schr�odinger(DNLS)m odelexhibitsU(2)orU(1;1)sym m etry depending on the sign of

the related coupling constant.By using a variantofquantum inverse scattering m ethod

which isdirectly applicableto�eld theoreticalm odels,wederiveallpossiblecom m utation

relationsam ongtheoperatorvaluedelem entsofsuch m onodrom ym atrix.Thus,weobtain

the com m utation relation between creation and annihilation operatorsofquasi-particles

associated with DNLS m odeland �nd outtheS-m atrix fortwo-body scattering.W ealso

observethat,forsom especialvaluesofthecouplingconstant,thereexistsan upperbound

on the num berofquasi-particleswhich can form a soliton state forthe quantum DNLS

m odel.
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1 Introduction

Quantum integrable �eld m odels and spin chains in low dim ensions have recently at-

tracted m uch attention dueto theircloseconnection with diverseareasofphysicsaswell

asm athem atics. By using algebraic Bethe ansatz,which occursnaturally in the fram e-

work ofquantum inverse scattering m ethod (QISM ),one can �nd outthe spectrum and

variouscorrelation functionsofquantum integrablem odelswith short-rangeinteractions

[1-4]. The nonlinear Schr�odinger (NLS) m odelis a wellknown exam ple ofsuch quan-

tum integrable �eld m odelin 1+ 1-dim ension [1-8].Forthe case ofderivative nonlinear

Schr�odinger(DNLS)m odel,however,the situation isa little bitcom plicated due to the

following reason.ThereexistsonetypeofclassicalDNLS m odelwith equation ofm otion

like[9]

iqt+ qxx � 4i�(q
�
q
2
)x = 0; (1.1)

where the subscriptsdenote the derivativeswith respectto corresponding variables. By

usingan equaltim e‘nonultralocal’Poisson bracket(PB)structuregiven byfq(x);q(y)g=

fq�(x);q�(y)g = 0; fq(x);q�(y)g = �x(x � y),one can show thatthe in�nite num berof

conserved quantities(including theHam iltonian)associated with thisDNLS equation of

m otion yield vanishing PB relations am ong them selves [10]. This fact establishes the

classicalintegrability ofDNLS m odel(1.1)in the Liouville sense. However,due to the

appearanceofnonultralocalcom m utation relationsam ongthebasic�eld operators,quan-

tum version ofsuch DNLS m odelcan notbe handled by QISM and therefore quantum

integrability can notbeestablished forthiscase.

On theotherhand,thereexistsanothertypeofDNLS m odelwith equation ofm otion

like[11]

i t+  xx � 4i�( 
�
 ) x = 0: (1.2)

TheHam iltonian

H =

Z
+ 1

� 1

(�  
�
 xx + 2i�( 

�
 ) 

�
 x)dx; (1.3)

and an equaltim e‘ultralocal’PB structure

f (x); (y)g= f 
�
(x); 

�
(y)g= 0; f (x); 

�
(y)g= �i�(x � y); (1.4)

yield eqn.(1.2)through a canonicalevolution:  t = f ;H g. By using the ultralocalPB

structure(1.4)and Lax operatorgiven by

~U(x;�)= i

�
� �(x) (x)� �2=4

p
�� �(x)

p
�� (x) �� �(x) (x)+ �2=4

�

; (1.5)

where � isa spectralparam eter,one can prove the classicalintegrability forthe DNLS

m odel(1.2)in the Liouville sense. Furtherm ore,by taking advantage ofultralocalcom -

m utation relations am ong the basic �eld operators,integrability ofthe corresponding

quantum DNLS m odelcan also beestablished through QISM [12].
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Sim ilartothecaseofotherintegrablesystem s,them onodrom ym atrixplaysakey role

in deriving the conserved quantities and studying exact solvability ofthe DNLS m odel

(1.2)aswellasitsquantum analogue.Though thePB relations(com m utation relations)

am ong variouselem entsofclassical(quantum )m onodrom y m atrix associated with such

DNLS m odelhavebeen com puted earlier[12],thisproblem should bereinvestigated due

to the following reasons. First ofall,it was assum ed earlier that the m onodrom y m a-

trix ofclassical(quantum )DNLS m odelexhibitsSU(2)(U(2))sym m etry forany value

ofthe corresponding coupling constant �. However,in com parison to the case ofNLS

m odelwherethesym m etry ofm onodrom y m atrix dependson thesign ofthecorrespond-

ing coupling constant,thisseem sto be a ratherquestionable assum ption. Therefore,it

isnecessary to properly study the sym m etry propertiesofthe classical(quantum )m on-

odrom y m atrix ofDNLS m odeland use those sym m etries as an input for deriving the

PB relations (com m utation relations) am ong the elem ents ofthe m onodrom y m atrix.

Secondly,a rathercum bersom em ethod wasadopted earlierfor�nding outthecom m uta-

tion relationsam ong theelem entsofquantum m onodrom y m atrix atthein�niteinterval

lim it. Asitwillbe clearfrom the discussions in Sec.4 ofthe present article,the above

m entioned m ethod yieldsan incorrectcom m utation relation between creation and annihi-

lation operatorsassociated with thequasi-particlesofquantum DNLS m odel.Sincesuch

com m utation relation plays a crucialrole in �nding outthe norm ofBethe eigenstates,

the S-m atrix for two-body scattering and various correlation functions,it is necessary

to calculate very carefully the com m utation relations am ong the elem ents ofquantum

m onodrom y m atrix atin�nite intervallim it. Finally,itm ay be noted thattwo di�erent

approacheswere taken earlierfortreating the classicaland quantum DNLS m odel[12].

Theintegrability ofquantum DNLS m odelwasestablished by �rstdiscretising thesystem

on alattice,evaluatingthecom m utation relationsam ongtheelem entsofthem onodrom y

m atrix de�ned on that lattice and �nally taking the continuum lim it. For the case of

classicalDNLS m odel,however,nosuch latticeregularisation wastaken and PB relations

am ong the elem ents ofm onodrom y m atrix were evaluated directly for the continuum

m odel.

Theaim ofthepresentarticleistoshed som elighton theabovem entioned issuesand

especially study thequantum DNLS m odelby using a variantofQISM [2]which can be

applied to continuum �eld m odelswithoutperform ing any latticeregularisation.In Sec.2

ofthisarticle,we�nd outthesym m etry propertiesofm onodrom y m atrix associated with

theclassicalDNLS m odel(1.2)and subsequently usethosesym m etriesforevaluating PB

relationsam ong variouselem entsofthism onodrom y m atrix. In Sec.3,we constructthe

quantum m onodrom y m atrix ofDNLS m odelon a �nite intervaland derive allpossible

com m utation relationsam ongtheelem entsofsuch m onodrom y m atrix through QISM .In

Sec.4,wetakethein�niteintervallim itofthesecom m utation relationsandconstructexact

eigenstates forthe diagonalelem ents ofquantum m onodrom y m atrix through algebraic

Bethe ansatz. Furtherm ore,we obtain the com m utation relation between creation and

annihilation operatorsofquasi-particlesassociated with DNLS m odeland �nd outtheS-
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m atrix oftwo-bodyscatteringam ongsuch quasi-particles.Sec.5istheconcludingsection.

2 Integrability ofthe classicalD N LS m odel

Toinvestigatethesym m etrypropertiesofm onodrom ym atrixassociated with theclassical

DNLS m odel(1.2),westartwith a Lax operatoroftheform

U(x;�)= i

�
� �(x) (x)� �2=4 �� �(x)

� (x) �� �(x) (x)+ �2=4

�

: (2.1)

Note that the o�-diagonalelem ents ofthis Lax operator di�er from the corresponding

elem entsofpreviously given Lax operator(1.5)through som escale factors.However,as

willbeshown later,thetracesofm onodrom y m atricesassociated with theLax operators

(1.5) and (2.1) coincide with each other and consequently both ofthese Lax operators

correspond to thesam eDNLS m odel(1.2).

By using theLax operator(2.1)alongwith itsasym ptoticform atjxj! 1 ,wede�ne

them onodrom y m atricesofDNLS m odelon �niteand in�niteintervalsas

T
x2
x1
(�)= P exp

Z x2

x1

U(x;�)dx (2.2)

and

T(�)= lim
x2! + 1

x1! � 1

e(�x2;�)

�

P exp

Z
x2

x1

U(x;�)dx

�

e(x1;�) (2.3)

respectively,where P denotesthe path ordering and e(x;�)= e�
i

4
�2�3x. To �nd outthe

sym m etries ofsuch m onodrom y m atrices,we note that the Lax operator(2.1) satis�es

therelations

U(x;�)
�
= K U(x;�

�
)K

� 1
; U(x;��)= L U(x;�)L

� 1
; (2:4a;b)

whereK =

�
0

p
��

1=
p
�� 0

�

and L =

�
1 0

0 �1

�

.By using theserelationswe�nd that

thesym m etriesofm onodrom y m atrix (2.3)aregiven by

T(�)
�
= K T(�

�
)K

� 1
; T(��)= L T(�)L

� 1
: (2:5a;b)

By exploiting the sym m etry relation (2.5a)and restricting to the case when �isa real

param eter,onem ay now expressT(�)in theform

T(�)=

�
a(�) ��b�(�)

b(�) a�(�)

�

: (2.6)

SincetheLaxoperator(2.1)isatracelessm atrix,wealsogetdetT(�)= 1or,equivalently,

ja(�)j2 + �jb(�)j2 = 1.M oreover,by using thesym m etry relation (2.5b),itiseasy to see
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thata(��)= a(�)and b(��)= �b(�).So,forthecaseofreal�,T(�)within therange

� � 0 contains allinform ations about the scattering data. Therefore,in the following

we shallconsiderthe PB relationsam ong the elem entsofm onodrom y m atrix (2.6)only

within therange�� 0.

In analogy with the m onodrom y m atrix T(�) (2.3) which is de�ned through Lax

operator (2.1),one can also de�ne the m onodrom y m atrix ~T(�) corresponding to Lax

operator(1.5)as

~T(�)= lim
x2! + 1

x1! � 1

e(�x2;�)

�

P exp

Z x2

x1

~U(x;�)dx

�

e(x1;�): (2.7)

It was assum ed earlier that this ~T(�) can be written in a SU(2) sym m etric form for

any value ofthe corresponding coupling constant � [12]. For the purpose ofproperly

investigating the sym m etry propertiesof ~T(�),we observe thatthe Lax operators(1.5)

and (2.1)arerelated through a sym m etry transform ation given by

M U(x;�)M
� 1

= ~U(x;�); (2.8)

where M =

 

��
1

4 0

0 �
1

4

!

. Consequently,the corresponding m onodrom y m atrices would

also be related as ~T(�)= M T(�)M � 1. By using thisrelation along with eqn.(2.6),we

can express ~T(�)forreal�as

~T(�)=

�
~a(�) ��~b�(�)
~b(�) ~a�(�)

�

; (2.9)

where�= sign� and

~a(�)= a(�); ~a
�
(�)= a

�
(�); ~b(�)=

q

�b(�); ~b
�
(�)= �

q

�b
�
(�): (2.10)

Now from eqn.(2.9) itis evident thatthe m onodrom y m atrix ~T(�)takes the form ofa

SU(2)group valued object when � > 0 and SU(1;1)group valued object when � < 0.

Thuswe�nd that,sim ilartothecaseofNLS m odel,sym m etry ofthem onodrom y m atrix

associated with DNLS m odelis also determ ined through the sign ofthe corresponding

coupling constant. Asa resultPB relationsam ong the scattering data ofDNLS m odel,

which werederived earlierby assum ing ~T(�)to bea SU(2)group valued object,actually

correspond to thecase�> 0.

Itm ay be noted that,the diagonalelem ents ofthe m onodrom y m atricesT(�)(2.6)

and ~T(�)(2.9)coincidewith each other.So,by using theresultsofRef.12 whereln~a(�)

wasexpanded in powersof 1

�
,wecan write

lna(�)= ln~a(�)=

1X

n= 0

iCn

�2n
; (2.11)
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and �nd outthe�rstfew C nsas

C0 = ��
R
+ 1

� 1  � dx; C1 = 4i�
R
+ 1

� 1  � x dx; (2:12a;b)

C2 = 8�
R
+ 1

� 1 ( � xx � 2i�( � ) � x)dx: (2:12c)

NotethattheHam iltonian (1.3)ofDNLS m odelisrelated to thethird expansion coe�-

cient(2.12c)asH = � 1

8�
C2. Asa result,the m onodrom y m atrices

~T(�)(2.9)and T(�)

(2.6)correspond to thesam eDNLS m odel(1.2).

Next,we wantto derive the PB relationsam ong the elem entsofT(�)(2.6)forboth

positive and negative valuesofthe coupling constant�. To thisend,we apply (1.4)to

evaluatethePB relationsam ong theelem entsofLax operator(2.1)and �nd that

fU(x;�)
;U(y;�)g= [r(�;�);U(x;�)
 1l+ 1l
 U(y;�)]�(x� y); (2.13)

where

r(�;�)= ��(t
c
�3 
 �3 + s

c
(�+ 
 �� + �� 
 �+ )) (2.14)

with tc =
�2+ �2

2(�2� �2)
; sc =

2��

�2� �2
.Next,by em ploying a standard technique[1]forderiving

PB relationsam ong theelem entsofm onodrom y m atrix (2.3)with thehelp ofeqn.(2.13),

weobtain

fT(�)
;T(�)g= r+ (�;�)T(�)
 T(�)� T(�)
 T(�)r � (�;�); (2.15)

wherer� (�;�)m atricesaregiven by

r� (�;�) = E
� 1
(�L;�)
 E

� 1
(�L;�)r(�;�)E

� 1
(�L;�)
 E

� 1
(�L;�)

= ��
�

t
c
�3 
 �3 + s

c
� �+ 
 �� + s

c
� �� 
 �+

�

;

with sc� = �2i��2�(�2 � �2). By substituting the sym m etric form of T(�) (2.6) to

eqn.(2.15)and expressing itin elem entwise form ,we�nally obtain

fa(�);a(�)g= 0; fa(�);a
y
(�)g = 0; (2:16a;b)

fa(�);b(�)g= �

 
�2 + �2

�2 � �2

!

a(�)b(�)� 2i���
2
�(�

2
� �

2
)b(�)a(�); (2:16c)

fa(�);b
�
(�)g= ��

 
�2 + �2

�2 � �2

!

a(�)b
�
(�)+ 2i���

2
�(�

2
� �

2
)b

�
(�)a(�); (2:16d)

fb(�);b
�
(�)g= �4i��

2
�(�

2
� �

2
)ja(�)j

2
: (2:16e)

TheabovePB relationsam ongthescatteringdataoftheDNLS m odelareevidently valid

for allvalues ofthe coupling constant �. Since from eqns.(2.16a) and (2.11) it follows

thatfCm ;Cng = 0 forallm ;n,the DNLS m odel(1.2)represents a classicalintegrable

system in theLiouvillesense.W ith thehelp oftransform ation (2.10),onecan also recast

eqns.(2.16a-e)asthePB relationsam ong the elem entsofm onodrom y m atrix ~T(�)(2.9)

and com paresuch PB relationswith theircounterpartsin Ref.12.Itiseasy toseethatthe
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form sofeqns.(2.16a-d)rem ain unaltered through thetransform ation (2.10)and coincide

with theircounterpartsasgiven earlier(aftertaking care ofslightchangesin notations

and in the de�nition offundam entalPB relation). However,by using eqns.(2.16e) and

(2.10)we�nd that

f~b(�);~b�(�)g= �4i�j�j�
2
�(�

2
� �

2
)j~a(�)j

2
: (2.17)

It 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 able to derive here the correctPB

relation between ~b(�)and ~b�(�)forthecase�< 0.Itiswellknown thatthecom m utation

relation between the quantum analoguesof~b(�)and ~b�(�)playsa crucialrole in �nding

outthenorm oftheBetheeigenstates,theS-m atrix fortwo-body scattering and various

correlation functions. Asa �rststep forevaluating thiscom m utation relation and other

com m utation relationswhich would representthe quantum counterpartsofthe classical

PB relations (2.16),in the following we shallquantise the m onodrom y m atrix (2.2) of

DNLS m odelon a �niteinterval.

3 C om m utation relationsforthequantum m onodrom y

m atrix on a �nite interval

In thequantised version oftheDNLS m odel(1.2),thefundam entalPB relations(1.4)are

replaced by equaltim ecom m utation relationsam ong thebasic�eld operators:

[ (x); (y)]=
h

 
y
(x); 

y
(y)

i

= 0;
h

 (x); 
y
(y)

i

= �(x� y); (3.1)

and vacuum stateisde�ned as (x)j0i= 0.Byusingtheultralocalcom m utation relations

(3.1)and a version ofQISM which can beapplied to�eld m odelswithoutperform ing any

latticeregularisation [2],atpresentweshallconstructthequantum m onodrom y m atrix of

DNLS m odelon a�niteintervaland deriveallcom m utation relationsam ongtheelem ents

ofsuch quantum m onodrom y m atrix.To thisend,weassum ethatthequantised form of

theclassicalLax operator(2.1)isgiven by

Uq(x;�)= i

�
f�(x)� �2=4 �� y(x)

� (x) �g�(x)+ � 2=4

�

(3.2)

where �(x) =  y(x) (x), and f;g are two yet undeterm ined param eters. It willbe

shown later that f ! �,g ! � at the classicallim it and,as a result,Uq(x;�) (3.2)

correctly reproducesU(x;�)(2.1)in thislim it.By using U q(x;�),wede�nethequantum

m onodrom y m atrix ofDNLS m odelon a �niteintervalas

T
x2
x1
(�)= :P exp

Z
x2

x1

Uq(x;�)dx :; (3.3)

7



where the sym bol::denotes the norm alordering ofoperators. It is evident that this

quantum m onodrom y m atrix (3.3)satis�esa di�erentialequation given by

@

@x2
T
x2
x1
(�) = :U q(x2;�)T

x2
x1
(�):

= �
i

4
�
2
�3T

x2
x1
(�)+ i�� 

y
(x2)�+ T

x2
x1
(�)+ i�� � T

x2
x1
(�) (x2)

+ if 
y
(x2)e11T

x2
x1
(�) (x2)� ig 

y
(x2)e22T

x2
x1
(�) (x2); (3.4)

wheree11 =
1

2
(1+ �3)and e22 =

1

2
(1� �3).Forthepurposeofapplying QISM ,however,

itisneeded to�nd outthedi�erentialequation satis�ed by theproductT x2
x1
(�)
 T x2

x1
(�).

To this end,we borrow a notation ofRef.2 where the sign for norm alarrangem ent of

operatorfactorsistaken as
...
.... The sign

...
...,applied to the productofseveraloperator

factors(including  and  y),ensuresthearrangem entofall y on theleft,and all on

theright,withoutaltering the orderofthe rem aining factors.Forexam ple,

...X   
y
Y
...=  

y
X Y  ;

whereX and Y m ay betaken assom eelem entsofthequantum m onodrom y m atrix (3.3).

Now by using the basic com m utation relations (3.1)and the m ethod of‘extension’[2],

we �nd thatthe productoftwo m onodrom y m atrices satis�es the following di�erential

equation (detailsofthiscalculation aregiven in theAppendix):

@

@x2

�

T
x2
x1
(�)
 T

x2
x1
(�)

�

=
...L(x2;�;�)T

x2
x1
(�)
 T

x2
x1
(�)

...; (3.5)

where

L(x;�;�)= U q(x;�)
 1l+ 1l
 U q(x;�)+ L 4 (x;�;�); (3.6)

with

L4 (x;�;�)=

0

B
B
B
@

�f2�(x) ���f y(x) 0 0

0 gf�(x) 0 0

��f (x) ���� gf�(x) ��g y(x)

0 �g (x) 0 �g2�(x)

1

C
C
C
A
:

Next,letusconsidera (4� 4)R(�;�)m atrix oftheform

R(�;�)=

0

B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 s(�;�) t(�;�) 0

0 t(�;�) s(�;�) 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
A
; (3.7)

with t(�;�)=
�2� �2

�2q� �2q� 1; s(�;�)=
(q� q� 1)��

�2q� �2q� 1 and q = e� i�,�being an yetundeterm ined

realparam eter. It is easy to check that the R(�;�) m atrix (3.7) and L(x;�;�) (3.6)

satisfy an equation given by

R(�;�)L(x;�;�)= L(x;�;�)R(�;�); (3.8)
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provided theparam etersf,g,�and thecoupling constant� arerelated as

�= � sin�; f =
�e� i�=2

cos�=2
; g =

�ei�=2

cos�=2
: (3:9a;b;c)

By using eqns.(3.5)and (3.8),we�nd thatthem onodrom y m atrix (3.3)ofDNLS m odel

satis�esthequantum Yang-Baxterequation (QYBE):

R(�;�)T
x2
x1
(�)
 T

x2
x1
(�)= T

x2
x1
(�)
 T

x2
x1
(�)R(�;�): (3.10)

Expressing thisQYBE in elem entwise form ,one m ay explicitly obtain allpossible com -

m utation relationsam ong theelem entsofquantum m onodrom y m atrix (3.3).

Notethattherelations(3.9a,b,c)areobtained asa necessary condition forsatisfying

QYBE (3.10).By solving eqns.(3.9a,b,c),the param etersf,g and � can be determ ined

assom efunctionsoftheknown coupling constant�.ThusQYBE �xesallundeterm ined

param etersin the quantum Lax operator(3.2)and corresponding R(�;�)m atrix (3.7).

Dueto eqn.(3.9a)itisevidentthat,thecoupling constantofquantum DNLS m odelm ust

be restricted within a range given by j�j� 1 and the param eter � has a one-to-one

correspondence with such coupling constantfor� �

2
� � � �

2
. Itm ay be noticed that,

by putting x2 = x1 + � in eqn.(3.3)(here� isa sm allpositiveparam eter)and retaining

term sonly up to theorder�,oneobtains

T
x1+ �
x1

(�)� 1l+ i�

�
f�n � �2=4 �� y

n

� n �g�n + �2=4

�

; (3.11)

where  y
n = 1

�

Rx1+ �
x1

 y(x)dx, n = 1

�

Rx1+ �
x1

 (x)dx,�n = 1

�

Rx1+ �
x1

�(x)dx. It is inter-

esting to observe that this T x1+ �
x1

(�) (3.11) satis�es QYBE (3.10) up to order � and

reproduces(up to a gauge transform ation)the lattice Lax operatorforquantum DNLS

m odel[12]when the param eter � is identi�ed as a lattice constant. In this article,

however,we shallnotuse any lattice discretisation and directly work with the quantum

m onodrom y m atrix (3.3)which satis�esQYBE exactly.

Next,forthepurposeofinvestigating theclassicallim itofthequantum Lax operator

(3.2),wereplacethelastcom m utation relation in eqn.(3.1)by [ (x); y(y)]= h�(x� y),

whereh isthePlanck’sconstant,and then repeatallcalculationsofthissection.Itturns

out that eqns.(3.9b,c) rem ain unchanged,but eqn.(3.9a) is m odi�ed as: h� = � sin�.

Consequently,for any �xed value of�,� ! 0 lim it is essentially equivalent to h ! 0

lim it. Since from eqns.(3.9b,c) it follows that f ! � and g ! � when � ! 0,the

quantum Lax operator(3.2)indeed reproducestheclassicalLax operator(2.1)ath ! 0

lim it.
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4 A lgebraicB etheansatzforthequantum m onodrom y

m atrix on an in�nite interval

Forthe purpose oftaking in�nite intervallim itofQYBE (3.10),we de�ne the quantum

analogueofclassicalm onodrom y m atrix (2.3)as

T (�)= lim
x2! + 1

x1! � 1

e(�x2;�)T
x2
x1
(�)e(x1;�); (4.1)

where T x2
x1
(�) is given by eqn.(3.3). It m ay be observed that,exactly like the case of

classicalLax operator(2.1),the quantum Lax operator(3.2)also satis�esthe following

relations:

Uq(x;�)
�
= K Uq(x;�

�
)K

� 1
; Uq(x;��)= L U q(x;�)L

� 1
; (4:2a;b)

whereK and L aresam em atriceswhich haveappeared in (2.4a,b).By using eqn.(4.2a)

and assum ing � to be a realparam eter,iseasy to show thatthe quantum m onodrom y

m atrix (4.1)can beexpressed in a sym m etric form given by

T (�)=

�
A(�) ��B y(�)

B (�) A y(�)

�

: (4.3)

Sincefrom eqn.(4.2b)itfollowsthatA(��)= A(�)and B (��)= �B (�),itisnecessary

toconsiderthequantum m onodrom ym atrix(4.3)onlywithin therange�� 0.In analogy

with T (�)(4.1),which isde�ned byquantisingtheclassicalm onodrom ym atrixT(�)(2.3),

onem ay also de�nethequantum analogueoftheclassicalm onodrom y m atrix ~T(�)(2.7).

By using argum ents sim ilarto the classicalcase,itiseasy to show thatsuch quantum

m onodrom y m atrix can bewritten in a sym m etricform given by

~T (�)=

� ~A(�) �� ~B y(�)
~B (�) ~A y(�)

�

; (4.4)

where � = sign� and ~A(�)= A(�); ~B (�)=
p
�B (�). Thus we �nd that,the quantum

m onodrom y m atrix ~T (�)can be expressed like a U(2)group valued objectwhen � > 0

and U(1;1) group valued object when � < 0. As a result,the com m utation relations

which werederived earlierby assum ing ~T (�)tobeaU(2)group valued object[12]should

correspond to thecase�> 0.

For�ndingoutthecom m utation relationsam ongtheoperatorelem entsofm onodrom y

m atrix (4.1),itisrequired togetrid oftheoscillatory term swhich arisefrom theproduct

T x2
x1
(�)
 T x2

x1
(�)attheasym ptoticlim itsx 1;x2 ! �1 .Tothisend,wesplittheL(x;�;�)

m atrix (3.6)into two parts:

L(x;�;�)= L 0(�;�)+ L 1(x;�;�);
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whereL0(�;�)isgiven by

L0(�;�)= lim
jxj! 1

L(x;�;�)=

0

B
B
B
@

� i

4
(�2 + �2) 0 0 0

0 � i

4
(�2 � �2) 0 0

0 ���� i

4
(�2 � �2) 0

0 0 0 i

4
(�2 + �2)

1

C
C
C
A
;

and L1(x;�;�)isthe�eld dependentpartofL(x;�;�),which vanishesatx ! �1 .Due

to eqn.(3.8)itfollowsthat

R(�;�)"(x;�;�)= "(x;�;�)R(�;�); (4.5)

where"(x;�;�)= e L 0(�;�)x.By using theabovem entioned splitting ofL(x;�;�),onecan

derivetheintegralform ofdi�erentialequation (3.5)as

T
x2
x1
(�)
 T

x2
x1
(�)= "(x 2 � x1;�;�)+

Z
x2

x1

dx"(x2 � x;�;�)
...L1(x;�;�)T

x
x1
(�)
 T

x
x1
(�)

...:

Dueto thepresenceof�eld dependentm atrix L 1(x;�;�),thesecond term in ther.h.s.of

above integralequation vanishesatthe lim itx1;x2 ! �1 . Consequently,atthislim it,

one gets T x2
x1
(�)
 T x2

x1
(�)! "(x 2 � x1;�;�),which isan oscillatory term .To getrid

ofthisunwanted term ,wede�nean operatorlike

W (�;�)= lim
x1! � 1

x2! + 1

"(�x2;�;�)T
x2
x1
(�)
 T

x2
x1
(�)"(x 1;�;�); (4.6)

which isclearly wellbehaved atthein�niteintervallim it.By using (3.10)and (4.5),itis

easy to verify thatthisW (�;�)(4.6)satis�esan equation given by

R(�;�)W (�;�)= W (�;�)R(�;�); (4.7)

which representsQYBE forthein�niteintervallim it.

Next,wewantto expressQYBE (4.7)through thedirectproductoftwo m onodrom y

m atricesoftheform (4.1).To thisend,wenotethatW (�;�)(4.6)m ay berewritten as

W (�;�)= C + (�;�)T (�)
 T (�)C � (�;�); (4.8)

where

C+ (�;�)= lim
x! 1

"(�x;�;�)E (x;�;�);C � (�;�)= lim
x! � 1

E (�x;�;�)"(x;�;�); (4:9a;b)

with E (x;�;�) = e(x;�)
 e(x;�). Substituting the explicit form s ofE (x;�;�) and

"(x;�;�)to(4.9a,b),andextractingthelim itsintheprincipalvaluesense:lim x! � 1 P(e
ikx

k
)

= �i��(k),weobtain

C+ (�;�)=

0

B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 �+ (�;�) 1 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
A

C� (�;�)=

0

B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 �� (�;�) 1 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
A
; (4.10)
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where

�� (�;�)= �
2i���

�2 � �2
+ 2�����(�

2
� �

2
)= �

2i���

�2 � �2 � i�
:

By using theexpression (4.8),werewriteQYBE (4.7)forthein�niteintervallim itas

R(�;�)C + (�;�)T (�)
 T (�)C � (�;�)= C + (�;�)T (�)
 T (�)C � (�;�)R(�;�): (4.11)

By inserting the explicit form s ofR(�;�) (3.7),C � (�;�) (4.10),and T (�) (4.3) to

QYBE (4.11)and com paring itsm atrix elem entsfrom both sides,we�nally obtain

[A(�);A(�)]= 0;
h

A(�);A
y
(�)

i

= 0; (4:12a;b)

A(�)B
y
(�)=

�2q� �2q� 1

�2 � �2 � i�
B
y
(�)A(�)

=
�2q� �2q� 1

�2 � �2
B
y
(�)A(�)� 2�����(�

2
� �

2
)B

y
(�)A(�); (4:12c)

B (�)A(�)=
�2q� �2q� 1

�2 � �2 � i�
A(�)B (�)

=
�2q� �2q� 1

�2 � �2
A(�)B (�)� 2�����(�

2
� �

2
)A(�)B (�); (4:12d)

B (�)B
y
(�)= �(�;�)B

y
(�)B (�)+ 4����(�

2
� �

2
)A

y
(�)A(�); (4:12e)

where q = e� i� and �(�;�) =

�

1+
8�2�2�2

(�2� �2)
2 �

4�2�2�2

(�2� �2� i�)(�2� �2+ i�)

�

. The above com m u-

tation relationsam ong the elem ents ofquantum m onodrom y m atrix (4.1)are evidently

valid forboth positive and negative valuesofthe coupling constant�. W ith the help of

transform ationslike ~A(�)= A(�); ~B (�)=
p
�B (�),onecan also recasteqns.(4.12a-e)as

thecom m utation relationsam ong theelem entsofthem onodrom y m atrix ~T (�)(4.4)and

com pare such com m utation relationswith theircounterpartsin Ref.12. Itiseasy to see

thatthe form s ofcom m utation relations (4.12a-d)rem ain unaltered through the above

m entioned transform ation and m atch with theircounterpartsasgiven earlier. However,

by using the transform ation ~A(�) = A(�); ~B (�) =
p
�B (�),equation (4.12e) m ay be

expressed as

~B (�) ~B
y
(�)= �(�;�) ~B

y
(�)~B (�)+ 4���j�j�(�

2
� �

2
)~A

y
(�) ~A(�);

which doesnotm atch atallwith itscounterpart[12]foreitherpositiveornegativevalue

of�. It can be shown that,due to a problem which arises while taking the in�nite

intervallim itofQYBE,an incorrectcom m utation relation wasobtained earlierbetween

theoperators ~B (�)and ~B y(�)forboth positiveand negativevaluesof�.Itisinteresting

to observe that,forthe case � 6= �,eqn.(4.12e) gives [ ~B (�); ~B y(�)]6= 0. On the other

hand,from eqn.(2.16e) itfollows thatfb(�);b�(�)g = 0 for� 6= �. Thus we �nd that,

sim ilarto the case ofNLS m odel[6],the correspondence between Poisson brackets and

com m utators am ong som e elem ents ofm onodrom y m atrix m ay turn out to be a quite

nontrivialone.
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Due to eqn.(4.12a) it follows that alloperator valued coe�cients occurring in the

expansion oflnA(�) in powers of� would com m ute am ong them selves and,as a con-

sequence,the m onodrom y m atrix (4.1) ofDNLS m odelleads to a quantum integrable

system . W ith the help ofeqn.(4.1),itiseasy to �nd thatA(�)j0i= j0i. By using this

relation and eqn.(4.12c),itcan beshown that

A(�)j� 1;�2;� � � ;�N i =

NY

r= 1

 
�2rq� �2q� 1

�2r � �2 � i�

!

j�1;�2;� � � ;�N i; (4.13)

where�jsarealldistinctrealnum bersand j�1;�2;� � � ;�N i� B y(�1)B
y(�2)� � � By(�N )j0i.

Thusthestatesj�1;�2;� � � ;�N idiagonalisethegeneratorofconserved quantitiesforthe

quantum DNLS m odel. However, by using eqn.(4.13),one �nds that the eigenvalues

corresponding to di�erentexpansion coe�cientsoflnA(�)would be com plex quantities

in general. To extract realeigenvalues,we de�ne another operator Â(�) through the

relation: Â(�)� A(�e �
i�

2 )and expand ln Â(�)as

ln Â(�)=

1X

n= 0

iCn

�2n
: (4.14)

W ith thehelp ofeqns.(4.13)and (4.14)itiseasy to seethatCnssatisfy eigenvalueequa-

tionslike Cn j�1;�2;� � � ;�N i= �n j�1;�2;� � � ;�N i,where the �rstfew �nsare explicitly

given by

�0 = �N ; � 1 = 2sin�

NX

j= 1

�
2

j; �2 = sin2�

NX

j= 1

�
4

j: (4.15)

In analogy with the classicalcase,one m ay now de�ne the Ham iltonian for quantum

DNLS m odelasH = � 1

8�
C2.Eigenvalueequationscorresponding to thisHam iltonian are

evidently given by

H j�1;�2;� � � ;�N i = +
1

4

q

1� �2

0

@

NX

j= 1

�
4

j

1

A j�1;�2;� � � ;�N i: (4.16)

Tillnow wehaveassum ed that�jsaresom erealparam eters,forwhich j�1;�2;� � � ;�N i

represents a scattering state. One can also construct the quantum N -soliton state for

DNLS m odel[12]by choosing com plex valuesof�j given by

�j = �exp

�

�i�

�
N + 1

2
� j

��

; (4.17)

where�isa realparam eterand j2 [1;2;� � � N ].Thus�jsareuniform ly distributed on a

circleofradius�.Forthischoiceof� j,eqn.(4.13)reducesto a sim pleform like

A(�)j� 1;�2;� � � ;�N i = q
� N

 
�2 � �2qN + 1

�2 � �2q� N + 1

!

j�1;�2;� � � ;�N i; (4.18)
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where the eigenvalue ofA(�)has only one zero and one pole on the com plex � 2-plane.

By using(4.18),weobtain theenergy eigenvaluecorrespondingtothequantum N -soliton

stateas

H j�1;�2;� � � ;�N i =
�4sin(2�N )

8sin�
j�1;�2;� � � ;�N i: (4.19)

In general,we m ay choose any positive integer value ofN (greater than one) for con-

structing aquantum soliton state.However,wenow considertheDNLS m odelwith som e

particularvaluesofcoupling constantgiven by � = � sin�= � sin
�
2�m

n

�

,where m and

n are nonzero integerswhich do nothave any com m on factor. By using eqn.(4.17),one

obtains�j = �j+ n forthiscase. Since all�j m usttake distinctvalues,we getN � n as

a restriction on thenum berofquasi-particleswhich form a bound stateforthequantum

DNLS m odelcorresponding to coupling constant�= � sin
�
2�m

n

�

.

Thus,by applying the m ethod ofalgebraic Bethe ansatz,we are able to construct

the exact eigenstates for quantum DNLS m odel. The com m utation relation (4.12e)

also plays an im portant role in the fram ework ofalgebraic Bethe ansatz,since by us-

ing this com m utation relation one should be able to calculate the norm ofeigenstates

j�1;�2;� � � ;�N iand variouscorrelation functionsofthe DNLS system . However,itm ay

benoted thatthecom m utation relation (4.12e)containsproductofgeneralised functions

(�2 � �2 � i�)� 1(�2 � �2 + i�)� 1,which doesnotm ake sense atthe lim it� ! �. Asa

result,the action ofoperatorsB y(�);B (�)are notwellde�ned on the Hilbertspace [8]

and eigenstates like j�1;�2;� � � ;�N i are not norm alised on the �-function. However,it

iswellknown that,one can avoid thistype ofproblem in the case ofNLS equation by

considering thequantum analogueofclassicalreection operators[1,6,7].So,in analogy

with thecaseofNLS equation,atpresentweconsidera reection operatorgiven by

R
y
(�) = A

� 1
(�)B (�); (4.20)

and itsadjointR(�).Byusingeqns.(4.12a-e),we�nd thatsuch reection operatorssatisfy

wellde�ned com m utation relationslike

R(�)R(�)= S
� 1
(�;�)R(�)R(�);

R
y
(�)R

y
(�)= S

� 1
(�;�)R

y
(�)R

y
(�);

R(�)R
y
(�)= S(�;�)R

y
(�)R(�)+ 4��

2
�(�

2
� �

2
); (4.21)

where

S(�;�) =
�2q� �2q� 1

�2q� 1 � �2q
: (4.22)

Itisevidentthatthesecom m utation relationsam ongreection operatorsofDNLS m odel

arenicely encoded in a form ofZam olodchikov-Faddeev algebra [1,13]and S(�;�)(4.22)

represents the nontrivialS-m atrix elem ent oftwo-body scattering between the related

quasi-particles.Itiseasy to check thatthisS(�;�)satis�estheconditionsgiven by

S
� 1
(�;�)= S(�;�)= S

�
(�;�); (4.23)
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and rem ains nonsingular at the lim it � ! �. As a result, the action of operators

R y(�);R(�)would bewellde�ned on theHilbertspaceand eigenstateslikeR(� 1)R(�2)

� � � R(�N )j0ican benorm alised on the�-function.

5 C oncluding R em arks

W e�nd thattheclassicalm onodrom y m atrix forDNLS m odelcan bewritten asa SU(2)

(SU(1;1))group valued objectforpositive(negative)valueofthecorresponding coupling

constant.Byusingsuch sym m etricform ofclassicalm onodrom ym atrix,wederivePoisson

bracket relations am ong the scattering data ofthe DNLS m odelfor allvalues ofthe

coupling constant. W e also quantise the m onodrom y m atrix ofDNLS m odelon a �nite

interval. A variantofquantum inverse scattering m ethod,which can be applied to �eld

m odelswithoutperform ingany latticeregularisation,�xesallparam etersin thequantum

m onodrom y m atrix ofDNLS m odelin a nontrivialway.Sim ilarto theclassicalcase,this

quantum m onodrom y m atrix exhibits U(2) (U(1;1)) sym m etry for positive (negative)

value ofthe coupling constant. By applying quantum inverse scattering m ethod, we

deriveallpossiblecom m utation relationsam ongtheelem entsofsuch m onodrom y m atrix.

In�nite intervallim its ofthese com m utation relations enable us to construct the exact

eigenstates forquantum DNLS m odelthrough algebraic Bethe ansatz. In thiscontext,

we consider the DNLS m odelwith som e specialvalues ofcoupling constant given by

� = � sin� = � sin
�
2�m

n

�

,where m and n are nonzero integerswhich do nothave any

com m on factor.Itturnsoutthatthenum berofquasi-particles,which form abound state

forsuch quantum DNLS m odel,can notexceed thevaluen.

W ealso obtain thecom m utation relation between creation and annihilation operators

associated with quasi-particlesofDNLS m odeland �nd outthe S-m atrix fortwo-body

scattering. Such a com m utation relation between creation and annihilation operators

should play an im portantrole in a future study,since by using itone m ightbe able to

calculate the norm ofBethe eigenstates and various correlation functions ofthe DNLS

system . Itm ay be noted that,there existquantum integrable m ulticom ponentgenerali-

sationsofNLS m odelwhich can bediagonalised through algebraicBethe ansatz[14-17].

A large classofm ulticom ponentclassicalDNLS m odels,having in�nite num berofcon-

served quantities,are also studied in the literature [18,19]. However,the Ham iltonian

structure ofsuch m ulticom ponent DNLS m odels have notyet received m uch attention.

So itm ightbeinteresting to investigatewhetherthereexistsom em ulticom ponentgener-

alisationsofclassicalDNLS m odelwhich areintegrable in the Liouvillesense and retain

theirintegrability property even afterquantisation.
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A ppendix

A directattem pttocalculate @

@x2

�

T x2
x1
(�)
 T x2

x1
(�)

�

byusingeqn.(3.4)evidently leads

to indeterm inate expressions ofthe form
h

T x2
x1
(�); y(x2)

i

. To bypass this problem ,we

follow them ethod ofextension [2]which shiftstheupperlim itofonem onodrom y m atrix

(say T x2
x1
(�))by introducing a sm allparam eter�and takes�! 0 lim itonly afterdi�er-

entiating theproductT x2+ �
x1

(�)
 T x2
x1
(�)with respectto x 2.Thus,by using eqn.(3.4),we

obtain

@

@x2

�

T
x2+ �
x1

(�)
 T
x2
x1
(�)

�

=
...(Uq(x2 + �;�)
 1l+ 1l
 U q(x2;�))T

x2+ �
x1

(�)
 T
x2
x1
(�)

...

+ K + + K � ; (A1)

where

K + = i��
h

T
x2+ �
x1

(�); 
y
(x2)

i


 �+ T
x2
x1
(�)+ if

h

T
x2+ �
x1

(�); 
y
(x2)

i




e11T
x2
x1
(�) (x 2)� ig

h

T
x2+ �
x1

(�); 
y
(x2)

i


 e22T
x2
x1
(�) (x 2);

K � = i��� T
x2+ �
x1

(�)

h

 (x2 + �);T
x2
x1
(�)

i

+ if 
y
(x2 + �)e11T

x2+ �
x1

(�)

h

 (x2 + �);T
x2
x1
(�)

i

� ig 
y
(x2 + �)e22T

x2+ �
x1

(�)

h

 (x2 + �);T
x2
x1
(�)

i

:

Now weconsiderthecase�> 0.Since (x2 + �)com m uteswith  (x); y(x)forallx

lying within x1 and x2,we can write
h

 (x2 + �);T x2
x1
(�)

i

= 0 and K � = 0 forthiscase.

So,wehavetocalculateonly thenontrivialcom m utator
h

T x2+ �
x1

(�); y(x2)
i

which appears

in the expression ofK + . To this end,we consider a ‘transform ation’
 which replaces

theclassicalvariables (x)and  �(x)by quantum operators (x)and  y(x)respectively

(
� 1 denotesthe reverse transform ation).By applying a correspondence principle [2]to

thepresentcase,weobtain
h

T
x2+ �
x1

(�); 
y
(x2)

i

= i:

n

T
x2+ �
x1

(q;�); 
�
(x2)

o

:; (A2)

whereTx2+ �
x1

(q;�)representsa classicalm onodrom y m atrix given by

T
x2+ �
x1

(q;�)= P exp

Z x2+ �

x1

Uq(x;�)dx;

and Uq(x;�)= 
 � 1Uq(x;�). By using the fundam entalPB relations(1.4),itiseasy to

�nd that

fT
x2+ �
x1

(q;�); 
�
(x2)g =

Z x2+ �

x1

dxT
x2+ �
x (q;�)fU q(x;�); 

�
(x2)gT

x
x1
(q;�)

= T
x2+ �
x2

(q;�)(f 
�
(x2)e11 � g 

�
(x2)e22 + ��� )T

x2
x1
(q;�):

Taking �! 0 lim itoftheaboveexpression and inserting itto (A2),weobtain

lim
�! 0

h

T
x2+ �
x1

(�); 
y
(x2)

i

= i
�

f 
y
(x2)e11 � g 

y
(x2)e22 + ���

�

T
x2
x1
(�): (A3)

Taking � ! 0 lim it also in eqn.(A1) and using (A3),we �nally obtain the di�erential

equation (3.5).Notethat,instead of�> 0,wecould havechosen �< 0in eqn.(A1).Only

thecom m utator
h

 (x2 + �);T x2
x1
(�)

i

givesanontrivialcontribution forthiscase.However,

repeating sim ilarstepsasoutlined aboveand �nally taking the�! 0 lim it,wegetagain

thesam edi�erentialequation (3.5).
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