arXiv:0802.4398v1 [nlin.SI] 29 Feb 2008

Solutions of multi-component NLS models and spinor Bose-Einstein condensates

V. S. Gerdjikov, N. A. Kostov, T. I. Valchev

Institute for Nuclear Research and Nuclear Energy, Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, 72 Tsarigradsko chaussee 1784 Sofia, Bulgaria

Abstract

A three- and five-component nonlinear Schrodinger-type models, which describe spinor Bose-Einstein condensates (BEC’s) with hyperfine structures F = 1 and F = 2 respectively, are studied. These models for particular values of the coupling constants are integrable by the inverse scattering method. They are related to symmetric spaces of BD.I-type ≃ SO(2r + 1)/SO(2) × SO(2r − 1) for r = 2 and r = 3. Using conveniently modified Zakharov-Shabat dressing procedure we obtain different types of soliton solutions.

Key words: Bose-Einstein condensates, integrable systems, soliton models

1 Introduction

The dynamics of spinor BECs is described by a three-component Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) system of equations. In the one-dimensional approximation the GP system goes into the following multicomponent nonlinear Schrödinger (MNLS) equation in 1D x-space [1]:

i∂_tΦ_1 + ∂^2_xΦ_1 + 2(|Φ_1|^2 + 2|Φ_0|^2)Φ_1 + 2Φ^∗_{−1}Φ^2_0 = 0, i∂_tΦ_0 + ∂^2_xΦ_0 + 2(|Φ_{−1}|^2 + |Φ_0|^2 + |Φ_1|^2)Φ_0 + 2Φ^∗_0Φ_1Φ_{−1} = 0, (1) i∂_tΦ_{−1} + ∂^2_xΦ_{−1} + 2(|Φ_{−1}|^2 + 2|Φ_0|^2)Φ_{−1} + 2Φ^∗_1Φ^2_0 = 0.

We consider BECs of alkali atoms in the F = 1 hyperfine state, elongated in x direction and confined in the transverse directions y, z by purely optical means. Thus the assembly of atoms in the F = 1 hyperfine state can be described by a normalized spinor wave vector Φ(x, t) = (Φ_1(x, t), Φ_0(x, t), Φ_{−1}(x, t))^T whose components are labeled by the values of m_F = 1, 0, −1. The above model is integrable by means of the inverse scattering transform method [1].

Preprint submitted to Elsevier Preprint 11 April 2019

It also allows an exact description of the dynamics and interaction of bright solitons with spin degrees of freedom. Matter-wave solitons are expected to be useful in atom laser, atom interferometry and coherent atom transport. It could contribute to the realization of quantum information processing or computation, as a part of new field of atom optics.

Lax pairs and geometrical interpretation of the MNLS models related to symmetric spaces (including the model (1)) are given in [2]. Darboux transformation for this special integrable model is developed in [3]. In [4] the authors study soliton solutions for the multicomponent Gross-Pitaevskii equation for F = 2 spinor condensate by two different methods assuming single-mode amplitudes and by generalizing Hirota’s direct method for multicomponent systems. They point out the importance of integrable cases, which take place for particular choices of the coupling constants.

The aim of present paper is to show that both systems mentioned above are integrable by the inverse scattering method and are related to symmetric spaces [5] BD.I-type: ≃ SO(2r + 1)/SO(2) × SO(2r − 1) with r = 2 and r = 3 respectively. In Section 2 we formulate the Lax representations for the models. Section 3 is devoted to the F = 2 BEC model. In Section 4 we construct the fundamental analytic solutions of the corresponding Lax operator L and reduce the inverse scattering problem (ISP) for L to a Riemann-Hilbert problem (RHP). Using the special properties of the BD.I symmetric spaces we also obtain the minimal sets of scattering data T_i each of which allow one to reconstruct both the scattering matrix T (λ) and the corresponding potential Q(x, t). This allows us to derive in Section 5 their soliton solutions using suitable modification of the Zakharov-Shabat dressing method, proposed in [13,6].

2 Multicomponent nonlinear Schrödinger equations for BD.I. series of symmetric spaces

MNLS equations for the BD.I. series of symmetric spaces (algebras of the type so(2r + 1) and J dual to e_1) have the Lax representation [L, M] = 0 as follows

Lψ(x, t, λ) ≡ i∂_xψ + (Q(x, t) − λJ)ψ(x, t, λ) = 0. (2) Mψ(x, t, λ) ≡ i∂_tψ + (V_0(x, t) + λV_1(x, t) − λ^2J)ψ(x, t, λ) = 0, (3) V_1(x, t) = Q(x, t), V_0(x, t) = iad^{−1}_J dQ dx + 1 2 [ ad^{−1}_J Q, Q(x, t) ] . (4) where Q = 0 ⃗q^T 0 ⃗p 0 s_0⃗q 0 ⃗p^T s_0 0

, J = diag(1, 0, . . . 0, −1). (5)

The 2r − 1-vectors ⃗q and ⃗p have the form ⃗q = (q_2, . . . , q_r, q_{r+1}, q_{r+2}, . . . , q_{2r})^T , ⃗p = (p_2, . . . , p_r, p_{r+1}, p_{r+2}, . . . , p_{2r})^T , while the matrix s_0 represents the metric involved in the definition of so(2r−1), therefore it is related to the metric S_0 associated with so(2r+1) in the following manner

S_0 = 2r+1∑ k=1 (−1)^{k+1}E_{k,2r+2−k} =

0 0 1 0 −s_0 0 1 0 0

, (E_{kn})_{ij} = δ_{ik}δ_{nj} (6)

Next we will use ⃗E^±_1 = (E_{±(e1−e2)}, . . . , E_{±(e1−er)}, E_{±e1} , E_{±(e1+er )}, . . . , E_{±(e1+e2)}), (7) We will use also the ”scalar product”

(⃗q · ⃗E^+_1 ) = r∑ k=2 (q_k(x, t)E_{e1−ek} + q_{2r−k+2}(x, t)E_{e1+ek} ) + q_{r+1}(x, t)E_{e1} . Then the generic form of the potentials Q(x, t) related to these type of symmetric spaces is Q(x, t) = (⃗q(x, t) · ⃗E^+_1 ) + (⃗p(x, t) · ⃗E^−_1 ), (8) where E_α are the Weyl generators of the corresponding Lie algebra (see [5] for details) and Δ^+_1 is the set of all positive roots of so(2r + 1) such that (α, e_1) = 1. In fact Δ^+_1 = {e_1, e_1 ± e_k, k = 2, . . . , r}.

In terms of these notations the generic MNLS type equations connected to BD.I. acquire the form i⃗q_t + ⃗q_{xx} + 2(⃗q, ⃗p)⃗q − (⃗q, s_0⃗q)s_0⃗p = 0, i⃗p_t − ⃗p_{xx} − 2(⃗q, ⃗p)⃗p − (⃗p, s_0⃗p)s_0⃗q = 0, (9) In the case of r = 2 if we impose the reduction p_k = q^∗_k and introduce the new variables Φ_1 = q_2, Φ_0 = q_3/ √ 2, Φ_{−1} = q_4 then we reproduce the equations (1).

3 F=2 spinor Bose-Einstein condensate, integrable case

Let us introduce Hamiltonian for MNLS equations (9) with ⃗p = ϵ⃗q^∗, ϵ = ±1

H_{MNLS} = ∫_∞ −∞ dx ( (∂_x⃗q, ∂_x ⃗q^∗) − ϵ(⃗q, ⃗q^∗)^2 + ϵ(⃗q, s_0⃗q)(⃗q^∗, s_0 ⃗q^∗) ) , (10)

Define the number density and the singlet-pair amplitude by [7,8,4]

n = (⃗Φ, ⃗Φ^∗) = ∑ α=−2...2 Φ_αΦ^∗_α, Θ = (⃗Φ, s_0 ⃗Φ). (11)

where Φ_2 = q_2, Φ_1 = q_3, Φ_0 = q_4, Φ_{−1} = q_5,Φ_{−2} = q_6. Then the singlet-pair amplitude take the form [7,8,4]

Θ = 2Φ_2Φ_{−2} − 2Φ_1Φ_{−1} + Φ^2_0. (12)

The physical meaning of Θ is a measure of formation of spin-singlet ”pairs” of bosons. The assembly of atoms in the F = 2 hyperfine state can be described by a normalized spinor wave vector

Φ(x, t) = (Φ_2(x, t), Φ_1(x, t), Φ_0(x, t), Φ_{−1}(x, t), Φ_{−2}(x, t))^T , (13)

whose components are labeled by the values of m_F = 2, 1, 0, −1, −2. Here the energy functional within mean-field theory [9,10,7,8,4] is defined by

E_{GP}[Φ] = ∫_∞ −∞ dx ( ℏ^2 2m |∂_xΦ|^2 + c_0 2 n^2 + c_2 2 f^2 + c_4 2 |Θ|^2 ) . (14)

The coupling constants c_i are real and can be expressed in terms of a transverse confinement radius and a linear combination of the s-wave scattering lengths of atoms [1,11,12] and f describe spin densities [4]. Choosing c_2 = 0, c_4 = 1 and c_0 = −2 we obtain integrable by the inverse scattering method model with the Hamiltonian. We set for simplicity ℏ = 1, 2m = 1 without any loss of generality. The evolution equation is described by the multi-component Gross-Pitaevskii equation in one dimension [4]

i ∂Φ ∂t = δE_{GP}[Φ] δΦ^∗ . (15)

Then we have i⃗Φ_t +⃗Φ_{xx} = −2ϵ(⃗Φ, ⃗Φ^∗)⃗Φ + ϵ(⃗Φ, s_0 ⃗Φ)s_0 ⃗Φ^∗, (16)

or in explicit form by components we have

i∂_tΦ_{±2} + ∂_{xx}Φ_{±2} = −2ϵ(⃗Φ, ⃗Φ^∗)Φ_{±2} + ϵ(2Φ_2Φ_{−2} − 2Φ_1Φ_{−1} + Φ^2_0)Φ^∗_{∓2}, i∂_tΦ_{±1} + ∂_{xx}Φ_{±1} = −2ϵ(⃗Φ, ⃗Φ^∗)Φ_{±1} − ϵ(2Φ_2Φ_{−2} − 2Φ_1Φ_{−1} + Φ^2_0)Φ^∗_{∓1}, i∂_tΦ_0 + ∂_{xx}Φ_0 = −2ϵ(⃗Φ, ⃗Φ^∗)Φ_{±0} + ϵ(2Φ_2Φ_{−2} − 2Φ_1Φ_{−1} + Φ^2_0)Φ^∗_0.

4 Inverse scattering method and reconstruction of potential from minimal scattering data

Herein we remind some basic features of the inverse scattering theory appropriate for the special case of F = 2 spinor BEC equations.

Solving the direct and the inverse scattering problem (ISP) for L uses the Jost solutions which are defined by, see [16] and the references therein lim x→−∞ ϕ(x, t, λ)e iλJx = 11, lim x→∞ ψ(x, t, λ)e^{iλJx} = 11 (17) and the scattering matrix T (λ, t) ≡ ψ^{−1}ϕ(x, t, λ). Due to the special choice of J and to the fact that the Jost solutions and the scattering matrix take values in the group SO(2r + 1) we can use the following block-matrix structure of T (λ, t)

T (λ, t) = m^+_1 −⃗b^{−T} c^−_1 ⃗b+ T_{22} −s_0⃗b−

c^+_1 ⃗b^{+T} s_0 m^−_1

, (18)

where ⃗b^±(λ, t) are 2r − 1-component vectors, T_{22}(λ) is a 2r − 1 × 2r − 1 block and m^±_1 (λ), c^±_1 (λ) are scalar functions satisfying c^±_1 = 1/2(⃗b^± · s_0⃗b^±)/m^±_1 .

Important tools for reducing the ISP to a Riemann-Hilbert problem (RHP) are the fundamental analytic solution (FAS) χ^±(x, t, λ). Their construction is based on the generalized Gauss decomposition of T (λ, t) χ^±(x, t, λ) = ϕ(x, t, λ)S^±_J (t, λ) = ψ(x, t, λ)T^∓_J (t, λ)D^±_J (λ). (19) Here S^±_J , T^±_J upper- and lower- block-triangular matrices, while D^±_J (λ) are block-diagonal matrices with the same block structure as T (λ, t) above. Skipping the details we give the explicit expressions of the Gauss factors in terms of the matrix elements of T (λ, t)

S^±_J (t, λ) = exp ( ±(⃗τ^±(λ, t) · ⃗E^±_1 ) ) , T^±_J (t, λ) = exp ( ∓(⃗ρ^±(λ, t) · ⃗E^±_1 ) ) ,

D^+_J = m^+_1 0 0 0 m^+_2 0 0 0 1/m^+_1

, D^−_J =

1/m^−_1 0 0 0 m^−_2 0 0 0 m^−_1

, (20)

where ⃗τ^±(λ, t) = ⃗b^∓/m^±_1 , ⃗ρ^±(λ, t) = ⃗b^±/m^±_1 and

m^+_2 = T_{22} + ⃗b+⃗b−T m^+_1

, m^−_2 = T_{22} + s_0⃗b^−⃗b^{+T} s_0 m^−_1 .

If Q(x, t) evolves according to (1) then the scattering matrix and its elements satisfy the following linear evolution equations i d⃗b^± dt ± λ^2⃗b^±(t, λ) = 0, i dm^±_1 dt = 0, i dm^±_2 dt = 0, (21)

so the block-diagonal matrices D^±(λ) can be considered as generating functionals of the integrals of motion. The fact that all (2r − 1)^2 matrix elements of m^±_2 (λ) for λ ∈ C_± generate integrals of motion reflect the superintegrability of the model and are due to the degeneracy of the dispersion law of (1). We remind that D^±_J (λ) allow analytic extension for λ ∈ C_± and that their zeroes and poles determine the discrete eigenvalues of L.

The FAS for real λ are linearly related χ^+(x, t, λ) = χ^−(x, t, λ)G_J (λ, t), G_{0,J} (λ, t) = S^−_J (λ, t)S^+_J (λ, t). (22) One can rewrite eq. (22) in an equivalent form for the FAS ξ^±(x, t, λ) = χ^±(x, t, λ)e^{iλJx} which satisfy also the relation

lim_{λ→∞} ξ^±(x, t, λ) = 11. (23)

Then these FAS satisfy ξ^+(x, t, λ) = ξ^−(x, t, λ)G_J (x, λ, t), G_J (x, λ, t) = e^{−iλJx}G^−_{0,J} (λ, t)e^{iλJx}. (24) Obviously the sewing function G_j (x, λ, t) is uniquely determined by the Gauss factors S^±_J (λ, t). In view of eq. (20) we arrive to the following Lemma 1. Let the potential Q(x, t) is such that the Lax operator L has no discrete eigenvalues. Then as minimal set of scattering data which determines uniquely the scattering matrix T (λ, t) and the corresponding potential Q(x, t) one can consider either one of the sets T_i, i = 1, 2 T_1 ≡ {⃗ρ^+(λ, t), ⃗ρ^−(λ, t), λ ∈ R}, T_2 ≡ {⃗τ^+(λ, t), ⃗τ^−(λ, t), λ ∈ R}. (25)

Proof. i) From the fact that T (λ, t) ∈ SO(2r + 1) one can derive that 1 m^+_1 m^−_1

= 1 + ( ⃗ρ^+, ⃗ρ^−) + 1 4 ( ⃗ρ^+, s_0 ⃗ρ^+)( ⃗ρ^−, s_0 ⃗ρ^−) (26)

for λ ∈ R. Using the analyticity properties of m^±_1 we can recover them from eq. (26) using Cauchy-Plemelji formulae. Given T_i and m^±_1 one easily recovers ⃗b±(λ) and c^±_1 (λ). In order to recover m^±_2 one again uses their analyticity properties, only now the problem reduces to a RHP for functions on SO(2r+1). The details will be presented elsewhere.

ii) Obviously, given T_i one uniquely recovers the sewing function G_J (x, t, λ). In order to recover the corresponding potential Q(x, t) one can use the fact that the RHP (24) with canonical normalization has unique solution. Given that solution χ^±(x, t, λ) one recovers Q(x, t) via the formula Q(x, t) = lim_{λ→∞} λ ( J − χ^±J ^χ^±(x, t, λ) ) . (27)

which is well known.

We impose also the standard reduction, namely assume that Q(x, t) = Q^†(x, t), or in components p_k = q^∗_k. As a consequence we have ⃗ρ^−(λ, t) = ⃗ρ^{+,∗}(λ, t) and ⃗τ^−(λ, t) = ⃗τ^{+,∗}(λ, t).

5 Dressing method and soliton solutions

The main goal of the dressing method [17,18,19,20,21] is, starting from a known solutions χ^±_0 (x, t, λ) of L_0(λ) with potential Q_{(0)}(x, t) to construct new singular solutions χ^±_1 (x, t, λ) of L with a potential Q_{(1)}(x, t) with two additinal singularities located at prescribed positions λ^±_1 ; the reduction ⃗p = ⃗q^∗ ensures that λ^−_1 = (λ^+_1 )^∗. It is related to the regular one by a dressing factor u(x, t, λ) χ^±_1 (x, t, λ) = u(x, λ)χ^±_0 (x, t, λ)u^{−1}_− (λ). u_−(λ) = lim_{x→−∞} u(x, λ) (28) Note that u_−(λ) is a block-diagonal matrix. The dressing factor u(x, λ) must satisfy the equation

i∂_xu + Q_{(1)}(x)u − uQ_{(0)}(x) − λ[J, u(x, λ)] = 0, (29)

and the normalization condition lim_{λ→∞} u(x, λ) = 11. Besides χ^±_i (x, λ), i = 0, 1 and u(x, λ) must belong to the corresponding Lie group SO(2r + 1, C ); in addition u(x, λ) by construction has poles and zeroes at λ^±_1 .

The construction of u(x, λ) is based on an appropriate anzats specifying explicitly the form of its λ-dependence [6,20] and the references therein. u(x, λ) = 11+(c(λ)−1)P (x, t)+ ( 1 c(λ) − 1 ) P (x, t), P = S^{−1}_0 P^T S_0, (30)

where P (x, t) and P (x, t) are projectors whose rank s can not exceed r and which satisfy P P (x, t) = 0. Given a set of s linearly independent polarization vectors |n_k⟩ spanning the corresponding eigensubspase of L one can define P (x, t) = s∑ a,b=1 |n_a(x, t)⟩M^{−1}_{ab} ⟨n^†_b(x, t)|, M_{ab}(x, t) = ⟨n^†_b(x, t)|n_a(x, t)⟩, |n_a(x, t)⟩ = χ^+_0 (x, t, λ^+)|n_{0,a}⟩, c(λ) = λ − λ^+ λ − λ^− , ⟨n_{0,a}|S_0|n_{0,b}⟩ = 0. (31)

Taking the limit λ → ∞ in eq. (29) we get that

Q_{(1)}(x, t) − Q_{(0)}(x, t) = (λ^−_1 − λ^+_1 )[J, P (x, t) − P (x, t)].

Below we list the explicit expressions only for the one-soliton solutions. To this end we assume Q_{(0)} = 0 and put λ^±_1 = μ ± iν. As a result we get

q^{(1s)}_k (x, t) = −2iν ( P_{1k}(x, t) + (−1)^kP¯_{k,2r+1}(x, t) ) , (32)

where k̄ = 2r + 2 − k.

Repeating the above procedure N times we can obtain N soliton solutions.

5.1 The case of rank one solitons

In this case s = 1 so that the generic (arbitrary r) one-soliton solution reads

q_k = −iνe^{−iμ(x−vt−δ0 )} cosh 2z + Δ^2_0 ( α_ke^{z−iϕk} + (−1)^kα¯_ke^{−z+iϕk̄} ) , v = ν^2 − μ^2 μ , u = −2μ, z(x, t) = ν(x − ut − ξ_0), (33) ξ_0 = 1 2ν ln |n_{0,2r+1}| |n_{0,1}| , α_k = |n_{0,k}| √ |n_{0,1}||n_{0,2r+1}| , Δ^2_0 = ∑_{2r} k=2 |n_{0,k}|^2 2|n_{0,1}n_{0,2r+1}| , and δ_0 = arg n_{0,1}/μ = − arg n_{0,2r+1}/μ, ϕ_k = arg n_{0,k}. The polarization vectors satisfy the following relation r∑ k=1 2(−1)^{k+1}n_{0,k}n_{0,}¯_k + (−1)^rn^2_{0,r+1} = 0. (34)

Thus for r = 2 we identify Φ_1 = q_2, Φ_0 = q_3/ √ 2 and Φ_3 = q_4 and we obtain the following solutions for the equation (1)

Φ_{±1} = − 2iν √ α_2α_4e^{−iμ(x−vt−δ±1 )} cosh 2z + Δ^2_0

(cos ϕ_{±1} cosh z_{±1} − i sin ϕ_{±1} sinh z_{±1}) ,(35)

δ_{±1} = δ_0 ∓ ϕ_2 − ϕ_4 2μ , ϕ_{±1} = ϕ_2 + ϕ_4 2 z_{±1} = z ∓ 1 2 ln α_4 α_2 , Φ_0 = − √ 2iνα_3e^{−iμ(x−vt−δ0 )} cosh 2z + Δ^2_0

(cos ϕ_3 sinh z − i sin ϕ_3 cosh z) . (36)

For r = 3 we identify Φ_2 = q_2, Φ_1 = q_3, Φ_0 = q_4, Φ_{−1} = q_5 and Φ_{−2} = q_6, so that the one-soliton solution for equation (16) reads

Φ_{±2} = − 2iν √ α_2α_6e^{−iμ(x−vt−δ±2 )} cosh 2z + Δ^2_0

(cos ϕ_{±2} cosh z_{±2} − i sin ϕ_{±2} sinh z_{±2}) ,(37)

Φ_{±1} = − 2iν √ α_3α_5e^{−iμ(x−vt−δ±1 )} cosh 2z + Δ^2_0

(cos ϕ_{±1} sinh z_{±1} − i sin ϕ_{±1} cosh z_{±1}) ,(38)

δ_{±2} = δ_0 ∓ ϕ_2 − ϕ_6 2μ , ϕ_{±2} = ϕ_2 + ϕ_6 2 z_{±2} = z ∓ 1 2 ln α_6 α_2 , δ_{±1} = δ_0 ∓ ϕ_3 − ϕ_5 2μ , ϕ_{±1} = ϕ_3 + ϕ_5 2 , z_{±1} = z ∓ 1 2 ln α_5 α_3 , Φ_0 = − 2iνα_4e^{−iμ(x−vt−δ0 )} cosh 2z + Δ^2_0

(cos ϕ_4 cosh z − i sin ϕ_4 sinh z) . (39)

Choosing appropriately the polarization vectors |n⟩ we are able to reproduce the soliton solutions obtained by Wadati et al. both for F = 1 and F = 2 BEC.

5.2 The case of rank two solitons

Here s = 2 and we have two linearly independent polarization vectors |n_a⟩, a = 1, 2. From eq. (31) we get P (x, t) = 1 det M ( |n_1(x, t)⟩M_{22}⟨n^†_1(x, t)| − |n_2(x, t)⟩M_{12}⟨n^†_1(x, t)| − |n_1(x, t)⟩M_{21}⟨n^†_2(x, t)| + |n_2(x, t)⟩M_{11}⟨n^†_2(x, t)| ) , det M(x, t) = M_{11}M_{22} − M_{12}M_{21}, M_{ab}(x, t) = ⟨n^†_a(x, t)|n_b(x, t)⟩,

(40)

The corresponding expressions for the rank 2 soliton solution are obtained by inserting eq. (40) into (32) and are rather involved. We remark here that the reduction Q^† = Q may not be sufficient to ensure that det M is positive for all x and t, so for certain choices of |n_a⟩ we may have singular solitons. These and other properties of the rank 2 soliton solutions will be analyzed elsewhere.

6 Conclusions and discussion

The main result of the present paper is that a special version of the model describing F = 2 spinor Bose-Einstein condensate is integrable by the ISM. The corresponding Lax representation is naturally related to the symmetric space BD.I. ≃ SO(7)/SO(2) × SO(5), see [5]. For a generic hyperfine spin F , the dynamics within the mean field theory is described by the 2F + 1 component Gross-Pitaevskii equation in one dimension. If all the spin dependent interactions vanish and only intensity interaction exists, the multi-component Gross-Pitaevskii equation in one dimension is equivalent to the vector nonlinear Schrödinger equation with 2F + 1 components [22].

Then equations (9) with the reduction p = ϵq^∗, ϵ = ±1 are natural generalization of the vector nonlinear Schrödinger equation, which adequately model the spinor Bose-Einstein condensates for values of F = r equal to 1 and 2. We expect that for generic F these equations may be useful in describing BECs with higher hyperfine structure.

Here we derived only generic one-soliton solutions. Following the ideas of [23] one can classify different types of one-soliton solutions related to different possible choices of the rank of P (x, t) and its polarization vectors. One can also derive the N-soliton solutions by either repeating N times the dressing with u (see eq. (30), or considering more general dressing factors u with 2N zeroes and poles in λ. These and other problems will be addressed elsewhere.

Acknowledgments

This work has been supported also by the National Science Foundation of Bulgaria, contract No. F-1410.

References

[1] Ieda J., Miyakawa T. and Wadati M., Exact Analysis of Soliton Dynamics in Spinor Bose-Einstein Condensates, Phys. Rev Lett. 93, (2004), 194102.

[2] Fordy A. P. and Kulish P. P., Nonlinear Schrodinger Equations and Simple Lie Algebras, Commun. Math. Phys. 89 (1983) 427–443.

[3] Li L., Li Z., Malomed B. A., Mihalache D. and Liu W. M., Exact Soliton Solutions and Nonlinear Modulation Instability in Spinor Bose-Einstein Condensates, Phys. Rev. A 72, (2005) 033611.

[4] M. Uchiyama, J. Ieda, and M. Wadati, Multicomponent Bright Solitons in F= 2 Spinor Bose-Einstein Condensates, J. Phys. Soc. Japan,76, No. 7, (2007), 74005.

[5] Helgasson S., Differential Geometry, Lie Groups and Symmetric Spaces, (Graduate studies in Mathematics, vol.34), AMS, Providence, Rhod Island (2001).

[6] Zakharov V. E. and Mikhailov A. V., On the Integrability of Classical Spinor Models in Two–dimensional Space–time, Commun. Math. Phys. 74 (1980) 21–40.

[7] C. V. Ciobanu, S.-K. Yip and T.-L. Ho, Phase diagrams of F=2 spinor Bose-Einstein condensates Phys. Rev. A 61 (2000) 033607.

[8] M. Ueda and M. Koashi, Theory of spin-2 Bose-Einstein condensates: Spin correlations, magnetic response, and excitation spectra, Phys. Rev. A 65 (2002) 063602.

[9] T. Ohmi and K. Machida, Bose-Einstein Condensation with Internal Degrees of Freedom in Alkali Atom Gases J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 67 (1998) 1822.

[10] T.-L. Ho, Spinor Bose Condensates in Optical Traps, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (1998) 742.

[11] J. Ieda, T. Miyakawa and M. Wadati, Matter-Wave Solitons in an F=1 Spinor Bose-Einstein Condensate, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 73 (2004) 2996.

[12] M. Uchiyama, J. Ieda and M. Wadati, Dark solitons in F=1 spinor Bose– Einstein condensate J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 75 (2006) 064002.

[13] Zakharov V. E., Manakov S. V., Novikov S. P. and Pitaevskii L. I. , Theory of Solitons. The Inverse Scattering Method, Plenum Press (Consultant Bureau), N.Y., (1984).

[14] Faddeev L. D. and Takhtadjan L. A., Hamiltonian Approach in the Theory of Solitons, Springer Verlag, Berlin, (1987).

[15] M. J. Ablowitz, B. Prinari, and A. D. Trubatch. Discrete and continuous nonlinear Schrödinger systems, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, (2004).

[16] V. S. Gerdjikov. Basic Aspects of Soliton Theory. In: Eds.: I. M. Mladenov, A. C. Hirshfeld. ”Geometry, Integrability and Quantization”, pp. 78-125; Softex, Sofia 2005. nlin.SI/0604004

[17] Gerdjikov V. S., Grahovski G. G., Ivanov R. I. and Kostov N. A., N-wave Interactions Related to Simple Lie Algebras. Z_2- reductions and Soliton Solutions, Inv. Problems 17 (2001) 999–1015.

[18] Ivanov R. I., On the Dressing Method for the Generalized Zakharov-Shabat System, Nucl. Phys. B 694, (2004) 509–524.

[19] Gerdjikov V. S., Grahovski G. G. and Kostov N. A., On the multicomponent NLS type equations on symmetric spaces and their reductions, Theor. Math. Phys. 144 (2005), No.2, 1147–1156.

[20] G. G. Grahovski, V. S. Gerdjikov, N. A. Kostov, V. A. Atanasov, New Integrable Multi-component NLS type Equations on Symmetric Spaces: Z_4 and Z_6 reductions, In “Geometry, Integrability and Quantization VII”, Eds: I. Mladenov and M. De Leon, Softex, Sofia (2006), pp. 154–175; (E-print:

nlin.SI/0603066).

[21] V. S. Gerdjikov, The Zakharov-Shabat dressing method and the representation theory of the semisimple Lie algebras. Phys. Lett. A, 126A, n. 3, 184–188, (1987).

[22] S V Manakov, On the theory of two-dimensional stationary self-focusing of electromagnetic waves, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz [Sov.Phys. JETP], 65 [38], 505–516 [248–253], 1973 [1974].

[23] V. S. Gerdjikov, D. J. Kaup, How many types of soliton solutions do we know? In: Eds. Ivailo Mladenov, Manuel de Leon. ”Geometry, Integrability and Quantization”, Softex, Sofia, 2006, 11–34.