arXiv:1601.01929v2 [nlin.SI] 19 Oct 2016

On the N-wave Equations with PT-symmetry

Vladimir S. Gerdjikov^{a,1}, Georgi G. Grahovski^{a,b,2} and Rossen I. Ivanov^{c,3}

a Institute for Nuclear Research and Nuclear Energy, Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, 72 Tsarigradsko chaussee, 1784 Sofia, BULGARIA b Department of Mathematical Sciences, University of Essex, Wivenhoe Park, Colchester CO4 3SQ, UK c School of Mathematical Sciences, Dublin Institute of Technology, Kevin Street, Dublin 8, IRELAND

Abstract

We study extensions of N-wave systems with PT-symmetry. The types of (nonlocal) reductions leading to integrable equations invariant with respect to P- (spatial reflection) and T- (time reversal) symmetries is described. The corresponding constraints on the fundamental analytic solutions and the scattering data are derived. Based on examples of 3-wave (related to the algebra sl(3, C )) and 4-wave (related to the algebra so(5, C )) systems, the properties of different types of 1- and 2-soliton solutions are discussed. It is shown that the PT symmetric 3-wave equations may have regular multi-soliton solutions for some specific choices of their parameters.

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Preliminaries 3 2.1 Direct scattering transform and Jost solutions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 2.2 Local and Non-local Reductions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4

3 Basic examples of 3-wave and 4-wave interactions 5 3.1 Examples of 3-wave Interactions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 3.2 Examples of 4-wave interactions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

4 The FAS and their reductions 7 4.1 The case of real J ∈ sl(3) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 4.2 The case of complex-valued J ∈ sl(3) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 4.3 The case of complex-valued J ∈ so(5) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

5 Dressing method and soliton solutions 13 5.1 One soliton solution . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 5.2 Two soliton solution . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

6 Conclusions 16

1E-mail: gerjikov@inrne.bas.bg 2E-mail: grah@essex.ac.uk 3E-mail: rivanov@dit.ie

1 Introduction

The N-wave equations [43, 44, 45] i[J, Q_t] − i[I, Q_x] + [[I, Q], [J, Q]] = 0, (1) appear to be one of the important classes of integrable nonlinear evolution equations (NLEE) with various applications in physics (nonlinear optics, plasma physics, fluid mechanics, quantum filed theory, to name but a few). Generically, Q(x, t) is assumed to be a n × n traceless matrix with vanishing diagonal entries and J and I are constant diagonal matrices:

J = diag (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_n), I = diag (b_1, b_2, . . . , b_n), tr J = tr I = 0. (2)

Here also the subscripts x and t stay for differentiation with respect to x and t. Typically Q(x, t) can be chosen to be hermitian Q(x, t) = Q^†(x, t).

The integrability of the N-wave system is based on its Lax representation discovered by Zakharov and Manakov [43, 44]. It can be formulated as the condition [L, M] = 0 of two ordinary differential operators L and M Lψ ≡ i ∂ψ ∂x + U(x, t, λ)ψ(x, t, λ) = 0, U(x, t, λ) = [J, Q](x, t) − λJ, Mψ ≡ i ∂ψ ∂t + V (x, t, λ)ψ(x, t, λ) = 0, V (x, t, λ) = [I, Q](x, t) − λI (3)

commute identically with respect to the spectral parameter λ. Then the the N-wave equations can be solved using the inverse scattering method (ISM) [43, 44, 12, 26]: the associated spectral problem for the operator L is known as Zakharov-Shabat (ZS) type (matrix) spectral problem.

N-wave interaction models describe a special class of wave-wave interactions which are not sensitive on the physical nature of the waves and bear an universal character. This explains why they find numerous applications in physics and attract attention of the scientific community over the last few decades [5, 13, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 23, 31, 33, 34, 35, 42].

In the last decade artificial heterogenic media gained a special interest in Nonlinear Optics. This is related to the fact that such media exhibit a number of properties that cannot be observed in homogeneous media. Such new properties, due to the resonance type of interaction of the media and light are observed in photonic crystals, random lasers, etc (for an up-to-date review, see [46]). An important type of such models, allowing rigorous treatment are the so-called PT-symmetric (Parity-Time) symmetric systems [1, 6, 7, 8, 9, 36, 37, 39].

The initial interest in such systems was motivated by quantum mechanics [8, 36]. In [8] it was shown that quantum systems with a non-hermitian Hamiltonian admit states with real eigenvalues, i.e. the hermiticity of the Hamiltonian is not a necessary condition to have real spectrum. Using such Hamiltonians one can build up new quantum mechanics [8, 9, 36, 37]. Starting point is the fact that in the case of a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian with real spectrum, the modulus of the wave function for the eigenstates is time-independent even in the case of complex potentials.

Historically the first pseudo-hermittian hamiltonian with real spectrum is the PT-symmetric one in [8]. Pseudo-hermiticity here means that the Hamiltonian H commutes with the operators of spatial reflection P and time reversal T: PTH = HPT. The action of these operators is defined as follows: P : x → −x and T : t → −t.

Due to Wigner’s theorem, operators of symmetries can be either linear and unitary or antilinear and anti-unitary. The type of the operators P and T is determined by their action on the imaginary unit i: a direct calculation shows that P is a linear and unitary operator. Since applying the spatial reflection twice will reproduce the initial state, so the wave functions ψ(x, t) and P^2ψ(x, t) can differ only by a phase factor ϕ: P^2ψ(x, t) = e^{iϕ}ψ(x, t). In order to have the parity of the wave function to be observable quantity, the operator P must be Hermitian. The only phase factor keeping the operator P Hermitian is the trivial one: P^2ψ(x, t) = ψ(x, t). Supposing that the wave fuction is a scalar, this leads to the following action of the operator of spatial reflection on the space of states: Pψ(x, t) = ψ(−x, t). (4) Applying similar arguments to the (anti-linear and anti-unitary) time reversal operator T show that it should act on the space of states as follows: Tψ(x, t) = ψ^∗(x, −t). (5) Therefore, the Hamiltonian and the wave function are PT-symmetric, if H(x, t) = H^∗(−x, −t), ψ(x, t) = ψ^∗(−x, −t). (6) Integrable systems with PT-symmetry were studied extensively over the last two decades [14, 15]. Recently, in [2, 25] was proposed a nonlocal integrable equation of nonlinear Schrödinger type with PT-symmetry, due to the invariance of the so-called self-induced potential V (x, t) = ψ(x, t)ψ^∗(−x, −t) under the combined action of parity and time reversal symmetry (6). In the same paper, the 1-soliton solution for this model is derived and it was shown that it develops singularities in finite time. Soon after this, nonlocal PT-symmetric generalisations are found for the Ablowitz-Ladik model in [3]. All these models are integrable by the Inverse Scattering Method (ISM) [4].

The purpose of the present paper is to study PT-symmetric extensions of the N-wave equations: in what follows we will outline the PT-reductions for 3- and 4-wave systems (with Lax operators related to the algebras sl(3, C ) and so(5, C ) respectively) and will derive the constraints these reductions impose on the scattering data of the Lax operators. We will derive their 1- and 2-soliton solutions.

The paper is organized as follows. The next Section 2 contains preliminaries on the Mikhailov reduction group. In the next Section 3 we give some basic examples of three- and four-wave interactions. Here we also formulate the reduction conditions compatible with the PT-symmetry. In Section 4 we construct the FAS of the Lax operators and derive the constraints that the PT-symmetries impose on them, on the scattering matrix T (λ, t) and on the Gauss factors of T (λ, t). We also discuss the consequences of the reductions on the locations of the discrete eigenvalues of L. In Section 5 we derive and analyze the soliton solutions of 3-wave systems related to the algebra sl(3, C ).

2 Preliminaries

Here we outline basic facts about the direct scattering problem for the Lax operator (3). We outline also the main types of local and nonlocal reductions of (3). The reduction problem [38] plays a fundamental role one in the theory of integrable systems. The class of nonlocal reductions includes P- (spatial reflection) and T-(time reversal) symmetries [2, 4, 41].

2.1 Direct scattering transform and Jost solutions

The starting point here are the so-called Jost solutions for the operator L(λ), which are defined by their asymptotics (see, e.g. [26] and the references therein): lim x→−∞ ϕ(x, t, λ)e^{iλJx} = 11, lim_{x→∞} ψ(x, t, λ)e^{iλJx} = 11 (7) and the scattering matrix T (λ) is defined by T (λ, t) ≡ ψ^{−1}ϕ(x, t, λ). Here we assume that the potential q(x, t) is tending to zero fast enough, when |x| → ∞. We note also, that since U(x, t, λ) and V (x, t, λ) are taking values in simple Lie algebras (sl(3) and so(5) as regards our examples), then the Jost solutions and the scattering matrix T (t, λ) must take values in the corresponding Lie group.

An essential difficulty that comes up here is due to the fact that the Jost solutions ψ(x, t, λ) and ϕ(x, t, λ) exist only if the potential Q(x, t) is on finite support [11]. In this case not only the Jost solutions, but also the scattering matrix T (λ, t) (here and hereafter by X̂ we will denote the inverse matrix, X̂ ≡ X^{−1}): T (t, λ) = ψ̂(x, t, λ)ϕ(x, t, λ). (8) become meromorphic functions of λ. More details and more precise statements will be given in the next Section 3.

2.2 Local and Non-local Reductions

An important and systematic tool to construct new integrable NLEE is the so-called reduction group [38]. It will be instructive to start with the local reductions:

1) C_1(U^†(κ_1(λ))) = U(λ), C_1(V^†(κ_1(λ))) = V (λ), 2) C_2(U^T (κ_2(λ))) = −U(λ), C_2(V^T (κ_2(λ))) = −V (λ), 3) C_3(U^∗(κ_1(λ))) = −U(λ), C_3(V^∗(κ_1(λ))) = −V (λ), 4) C_4(U(κ_2(λ))) = U(λ), C_4(V (κ_2(λ))) = V (λ). (9)

The consequences of these reductions and the constraints they impose on the FAS and the Gauss factors of the scattering matrix are well known, see [38, 44, 17, 18, 19, 23].

It is important to note, that for the N-wave equations there are no reductions compatible with either P- or T-symmetry separately. However the Z_2 reductions 1) C_1(U^†(−x, −t, κ_1λ^∗)) = −U(x, t, λ), C_1(V^†(−x, −t, κ_1λ^∗)) = −V (x, t, λ), 2) C_2(U^T (−x, −t, κ_2λ)) = U(x, t, λ), C_2(V^T (−x, −t, κ_2λ)) = V (x, t, λ), 3) C_3(U^∗(−x, −t, κ_1λ^∗)) = U(x, t, λ), C_3(V^∗(−x, −t, κ_1λ^∗)) = V (x, t, λ), 4) C_4(U(−x, −t, κ_2λ)) = −U(x, t, λ), C_4(V (−x, −t, κ_2λ)) = −V (x, t, λ), (10)

are obviously PT-symmetric [41]. Here κ^2_i = 1 and C_i, i = 1, . . . , 4 are involutive automorphisms of the relevant Lie algebra. Below we will present examples of such reductions for 3-wave and 4-wave interaction systems; it is natural to call them non-local.

3 Basic examples of 3-wave and 4-wave interactions

3.1 Examples of 3-wave Interactions

We consider a Lax pair of the form (3) related to sl(3, C ) algebra: in the typical representation the potential matrix adopts the form

Q = 0 q_1(x, t) q_3(x, t) p_1(x, t) 0 q_2(x, t) p_3(x, t) p_2(x, t) 0

, J = diag (a^1, a^2, a^3), I = diag (b_1, b_2, b_3).

(11)

We presume that the potential matrices Q(x, t), I and J are traceless (i.e. the Lax operators take values in the algebra sl(3, C )) and the eigenvalues of I and J are ordered as follows: a_1 > a_2 > a_3, b_1 > b_2 > b_3 (a_1 + a_2 + a_3 = 0 and b_1 + b_2 + b_3 = 0).

The compatibility condition (12) produces the generic system of 3-wave resonant interaction equations

i(a_1 − a_2)q_{1,t} − i(b_1 − b_2)q_{1,x} + κq_3(x, t)p_2(x, t) = 0, i(a_2 − a_3)q_{2,t} − i(b_2 − b_3)q_{2,x} + κq_3(x, t)p_1(x, t) = 0, i(a_1 − a_3)q_{3,t} − i(b_1 − b_3)q_{3,x} + κq_1(x, t)q_2(x, t) = 0,

(12)

where the interaction constant κ is

κ = a_1(b_2 − b_3) − a_2(b_1 − b_3) + a_3(b_1 − b_2). (13)

In addition there are 3 “conjugated” equations, formally obtained from (12) by replacing p_k(x, t) by q^∗_k(x, t). The standard reduction p_k(x, t) = q^∗_k(x, t) (k = 1 ÷ 3) leads to the canonical form of the 3-wave resonant interaction equations [43, 44].

The system (12) is Hamiltonian [43, 44] and possess a hierarchy of pairwise compatible Hamiltonian structures [24, 26]. The (canonical) Hamiltonian of (1) is given by [43, 44, 19, 33, 35]:

H_{3−w} = 1 2 ∫_∞ −∞ dx (_3 ∑ k=1 v_k ( q_k ∂p_k ∂x − p_k ∂q_k ∂x ) + κ(q_3p_1p_2 − p_3q_1q_2) ) . (14)

Here v_k are the group velocities of (12):

v_1 = b_1 − b_2 a_1 − a_2

, v_2 = b_2 − b_3 a_2 − a_3

, v_3 = b_1 − b_3 a_1 − a_3 . Example 1. If we impose a reduction of type 1) from (10) with C_1 = id, we will get a^∗_k = ϵa_k, b^∗_k = ϵb_k and p_k(x, t) = −ϵq^∗_k(−x, −t) (k = 1 ÷ 3). Thus the generic 3-wave system (12) will reduce to following nonlocal one

i(a_1 − a_2)q_{1,t} − i(b_1 − b_2)q_{1,x} − ϵκq_3(x, t)q^∗_2 (−x, −t) = 0, i(a_2 − a_3)q_{2,t} − i(b_2 − b_3)q_{2,x} − ϵκq_3(x, t)q^∗_1 (−x, −t) = 0, i(a_1 − a_3)q_{3,t} − i(b_1 − b_3)q_{3,x} + κq_1(x, t)q_2(x, t) = 0.

(15)

Example 2. If we impose a reduction of type 1) from (10) with

C_1 =

0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0

will give

a^∗_3 = ϵa_1, a^∗_2 = ϵa_2, b^∗_3 = ϵb_1, b^∗_2 = ϵb_2, (16) p_1(x, t) = −ϵq^∗_2 (−x, −t), p_2(x, t) = −ϵq^∗_1 (−x, −t), p_3(x, t) = −ϵq^∗_3 (−x, −t). As a result, one can get the following nonlocal 3-wave system:

i(a_1 − a_2)q_{1,t} − i(b_1 − b_2)q_{1,x} − κq_3(x, t)q^∗_1 (−x, −t) = 0, i(a_2 − a_3)q_{2,t} − i(b_2 − b_3)q_{2,x} − κq_3(x, t)q_2(−x, −t) = 0, i(a_1 − a_3)q_{3,t} − i(b_1 − b_3)q_{3,x} + κq_1(x, t)q_2(x, t) = 0.

(17)

□ 3.2 Examples of 4-wave interactions

Another important example are the 4-wave equations. Their Lax operators are related to the algebra so(5, C ). In the typical representation of so(5, C ) the (generic) potential Q(x, t) takes the form:

Q(x, t) = 0 q_1(x, t) q_3(x, t) q_4(x, t) 0 p_1(x, t) 0 q_2(x, t) 0 q_4(x, t) p_3(x, t) p_2(x, t) 0 q_2(x, t) −q_3(x, t) p_1(x, t) 0 p_2(x, t) 0 q_1(x, t) 0 p_4(x, t) −p_3(x, t) p_1(x, t) 0

; (18)

and the elements of the Cartan subalgebra J and I can be represented as diagonal matrices

J = diag (a_1, a_2, 0, −a_2, −a_1), I = diag (b_1, b_2, 0, −b_2, −b_1). (19)

The zero-curvature representation (1) will lead to the following system of 4 waves [19]:

i(a_1 − a_2)q_{1,t} − i(b_1 − b_2)q_{1,x} + 2κq_3(x, t)p_2(x, t) = 0, ia_2q_{2,t} − ib_2q_{2,x} + κ[q_4(x, t)p_3(x, t) + q_3(x, t)p_1(x, t)] = 0, ia_1q_{3,t} − ib_1q_{3,x} + κ[q_4(x, t)p_2(x, t) − q_1(x, t)q_2(x, t)] = 0, i(a_1 + a_2)q_{4,t} − i(b_1 + b_2)q_{4,x} − 2κq_3(x, t)q_2(x, t) = 0,

(20)

where the interaction constant reads κ = a_1b_2 −a_2b_1. In addition we have a set of 4 “conjugated” equations, formally obtained from (20) by replacing p_k(x, t) by q^∗_k(x, t). The standard reduction p_k(x, t) = q^∗_k(x, t) (k = 1 ÷ 4) leads to the canonical form of the 4-wave resonant interaction equations [44, 18, 19]. Here we have a local reduction of type 1).

Example 3. Let us impose a reduction of type 3) from (10) with

C_1 =

0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 −1 0

, (21)

This gives C_1J^∗C_1 = J and C_1Q^∗(−x, −t)C^{−1}_1 = Q; or in components we have a_2 = a^∗_1 and p_1(x, t) = q^∗_1 (−x, −t), q_2(x, t) = q^∗_3 (−x, −t), p_2(x, t) = p^∗_3(−x, −t), q_4(x, t) = −q^∗_4 (−x, −t), p_4(x, t) = −p^∗_4(−x, −t). (22)

Thus we find the following nonlocal analogue of the classical 4-wave equations

i(a_1 − a_2)q_{1,t} − i(b_1 − b_2)q_{1,x} + κq_3(x, t)p^∗_3(−x, −t) = 0, ia_2q_{2,t} − ib_2q_{2,x} + κ[q_4(x, t)p^∗_2(−x, −t) + q^∗_1 (−x, −t)q^∗_1 (−x, −t)] = 0, ia_2p_{2,t} − ib_2p_{2,x} − κ[p_4(x, t)q^∗_2 (−x, −t) + q_1(x, t)p^∗_2(−x, −t)] = 0, i(a_1 + a_2)q_{4,t} − i(b_1 + b_2)q_{4,x} − κq_2(x, t)q^∗_2 (−x, −t) = 0. i(a_1 + a_2)p_{4,t} − i(b_1 + b_2)p_{4,x} + κp_2(x, t)p^∗_2(−x, −t) = 0.

(23)

Example 4. If we impose a reduction of type 3) from (10) with C_3 = id is equivalent to imposing a reduction of type 1) with C_1 = w_0, where w_0 is the (inner) automorphism which maps the highest-weight vectors into the lowest-weight vectors of the algebra so(5, C ) (see e.g. [18]). This will lead to: a^∗_{1,2} = −ϵa_{1,2}, b^∗_{1,2} = −ϵb_{1,2}, q_k(x, t) = ϵq^∗_k(−x, −t) and p_k(x, t) = ϵp^∗_k(−x, −t) (k = 1 ÷ 4). This will lead to a generic 4-wave system (for 8 real-valued functions q_k(x, t) and p_k(x, t), k = 1 ÷ 4) of the type (20).

Example 5. If we impose a reduction of type 1) from (10) with C_1 given by (21) above we will get: a^∗_2 = a_1, b^∗_2 = b_1 and q_1(x, t) = q^∗_1 (−x, −t), p_2(x, t) = q^∗_3 (−x, −t), p_3(x, t) = q^∗_2 (−x, −t), p_1(x, t) = p^∗_1(−x, −t), p_4(x, t) = −q^∗_4 (−x, −t). (24)

As a result, one gets the 5-wave system (containing 2 “real” (p_1 and q_1) and 3 complex (q_2, q_3 and q_4) functions):

i(a_1 − a_2)q_{1,t} − i(b_1 − b_2)q_{1,x} + κq_3(x, t)q^∗_3 (−x, −t) = 0, i(a_1 − a_2)p_{1,t} − i(b_1 − b_2)p_{1,x} − κq_2(x, t)q^∗_2 (−x, −t) = 0, ia_2q_{2,t} − ib_2q_{2,x} + κ[q_4(x, t)q^∗_2 (−x, −t) + q_3(x, t)p_1(x, t)] = 0, ia_1q_{3,t} − ib_1q_{3,x} + κ[q^∗_3 (−x, −t)q_4(x, t) − q_1(x, t)q_2(x, t)] = 0, i(a_1 + a_2)q_{4,t} − i(b_1 + b_2)q_{4,x} − κq_2(x, t)q_3(x, t) = 0,

(25)

This is an example of reduction that imposes a symmetry condition directly on the solution profiles of the “real” solutions. □

All these examples and their reductions allow a Hamiltonian formulation. The reduction conditions will impose restrictions on the corresponding Hamiltonians, symplectic forms and integrals of motion [18].

4 The FAS and their reductions

In constructing the FAS of the relevant Lax operator L we have to consider separately the cases of real and complex-valued J.

4.1 The case of real J ∈ sl(3)

The important notion of FAS for generic n × n Zakharov-Shabat system with real-valued J (1) was introduced by Shabat [40]. If J has real eigenvalues then the Jost solutions of L exist for all real λ. They can be viewed as the solutions of a system of Volterra-type integral equations. Indeed, if we introduce Y_+(x, t, λ) = ψ(x, t, λ)e^{iJλx}, Y_−(x, t, λ) = ϕ(x, t, λ)e^{iJλx}, (26) then Y_±(x, t, λ) must satisfy: Y_{±;jk}(x, t, λ) = δ_{jk} + i ∫_x ±∞ dy e^{−iλ(aj −ak )(x−y)} ([J, Q(y, t)]Y_±(x, t, λ))_{jk} . (27) We will assume that the eigenvalues of J are ordered, i.e. a_1 > a_2 > · · · > a_n and also tr J = 0.

The Volterra equations (26) always have solution for real λ. Analytic extension for λ ∈ C_+ (resp. for λ ∈ C_− ) is possible only for the first column of Y_−(x, t, λ) and for the last column of Y_+(x, t, λ) (resp. for the last column of Y_−(x, t, λ) and for the first column of Y_+(x, t, λ). Shabat [40] proposed to change the integral equations (26) and consider two sets of integral equations: ξ^+_{jk}(x, t, λ) = δ_{jk} + i ∫_x ϵ_{jk}∞ dy e^{−iλ(aj −ak )(x−y)} ( [J, Q(y, t)]ξ^+(y, t, λ) ) jk . (28) and ξ^−_{jk}(x, t, λ) = δ_{jk} + i ∫_x −η_{jk} ∞ dy e^{−iλ(aj −ak )(x−y)} ( [J, Q(y, t)]ξ^−(y, t, λ) ) jk . (29) where ϵ_{jk} = { 1 forj < k, −1 forj ≥ k, , η_{jk} = { −1 forj ≤ k, 1 forj > k, , Then, in [40] he proved that the equations (28) (resp. (29)) possess solutions ξ^+(x, t, λ) (resp. ξ^−(x, t, λ)) which allow analytic extension for λ ∈ C_+ (resp. for λ ∈ C_− ). The solutions ξ^±(x, t, λ) can be viewed also as solutions to a Riemann-Hilbert problem (RHP) in multiplicative form [17, 40, 10, 44] ξ^+(x, t, λ) = ξ^−(x, t, λ)G(x, t, λ), G(x, t, λ) = e^{iλJx}G_0(t, λ)e^{−iλJx} (30) with canonical normalization, i.e. lim_{λ→∞} ξ^±(x, t, λ) = 11.

If we denote by χ^±(x, t, λ) = ξ^±(x, t, λ)e^{−iλJx} then χ^±(x, t, λ) will be the FAS of L. Besides it was established [16, 44], that the FAS are related to the Jost solutions by χ^±(x, t, λ) = ϕ(x, t, λ)S^±(t, λ), χ^±(x, t, λ) = ψ(x, t, λ)T^∓(t, λ)D^±(λ), (31) where S^±, T^± and D^± are the Gauss factors of the scattering matrix:

T (t, λ) = T^−(t, λ)D^+(λ)Ŝ^+(t, λ) = T^+(t, λ)D^−(λ)Ŝ^−(t, λ). (32)

In other words T^−(t, λ), S^−(t, λ) (resp. T^+(t, λ), S^+(t, λ)) are lower- (resp. upper-) triangular matrices whose diagonal elements are equal to 1; the matrices D^+(λ) and D^−(λ) are diagonal and allow analytic extension for λ ∈ C_± respectively. Then the sewing matrix G_0(t, λ) = Ŝ−(t, λ)S+(t, λ). Along with χ±(x, t, λ) one may use also χ̃±(x, t, λ) defined by: χ̃^±(x, t, λ) = ϕ(x, t, λ)S^±(t, λ)D̂^±(λ), χ̃^±(x, t, λ) = ψ(x, t, λ)T^∓(t, λ). (33) i.e. χ̃^±(x, t, λ) = χ^±(x, t, λ)D̂^±(λ).

4.2 The case of complex-valued J ∈ sl(3)

We mentioned above the problem, that the Jost solutions ψ(x, t, λ) and ϕ(x, t, λ) exist only if the potential Q(x, t) is on finite support [11]. In this case not only the Jost solutions, but also the scattering matrix T (λ, t) and its factors of Gauss decompositions (8) become meromorphic functions of λ. However, following [11] and [27] one can construct and prove the existence of fundamental analytic solutions (FAS) χ_ν (x, t, λ) of L. The construction is based on the set of integral equations: ξ_{ν;jk}(x, t, λ) = δ_{jk} + i ∫_x ε_{ν;jk}∞ dy e^{−iλ(aj −ak)(x−y)} ([J, Q(y, t)]ξ_ν(y, t, λ))_{jk} , (34) where the appropriately chosen ε_{ν;jk} take values ±1. It is obvious that for any choice of ε_{ν;jk} the solution of the equations (34) will be a solution also of the Lax operator.

Skipping the details, we will briefly outline the idea of constructing the FAS. The first step is to determine the regions (sectors) of the analyticity of ξ_ν (x, t, λ). In each of these regions λ ∈ Ω_ν the equations (34) will possess a solution provided all the exponentials e^{−iλ(aj −ak)(x−y)} are decaying for x, y → ±∞. The regions Ω_ν will be divided by lines l_ν , on which the exponentials e^{−iλ(aj −ak )(x−y)} oscillate. In other words the lines l_ν consists of those points of λ, for which

Im λ(a_j − a_k) = 0. (35)

Therefore we have to solve the set of algebraic equations (35) for all possible choices of j ≠ k; the signs ε_{ν;kk} can be chosen arbitrarily. The solution of eq. (35) is therefore provided by:

arg λ = − arg(a_j − a_k) = − arctan

Im(a_j − a_k) Re (a_j − a_k)

= −β_{jk}; (36)

in other words, each line l_ν is in fact a ray closing angle −β_{jk} with the real λ-axis.

Depending on the size of the matrices n × n and on the choice for the eigenvalues a_k of J we may have various sets of rays describing the spectrum of L. Note, that the number of rays is always even 2h. Indeed, if l_ν is one the rays closing angle −β_{jk} with the real λ-axis, then the ray l_{ν+h} closing an angle π − β_{jk} will also satisfy the equation (36) and will be a part of the continuous spectrum of L. Below in Figure 1 we describe the spectrum of 3 × 3 L-operators with special choices for J, compatible with the reduction.

Remark 1. We will take special care that the operators L and M have the same (continuous) spectra. Obviously, we can approach the operator M in the same way as L and construct its FAS. Obviously the FAS of M will be analytic in sectors determined by the eigenvalues of I. In order that both J and I determine the same sectors of analyticity Ω_ν they should have (up to a common constant) the same sets of eigenvalues. However, if I = const J then the interaction constant κ = 0. Therefore below we choose I = J^∗ which ensures the isospectrality of L and M and ensures also that interaction constant κ ≠ 0.

The next step consists in establishing the relations between the Jost solutions and the FAS χ_ν (x, t, λ) in each of the sectors Ω_ν .

In order to be more specific we now consider 3 × 3 Lax operator and impose on it the reduction (10), type 1). It can be done in two ways: A) s_0U^†(−x, −t, −λ^∗)s^{−1}_0 = −U(x, t, λ), B) s_0U^†(−x, −t, λ^∗)s^{−1}_0 = −U(x, t, λ). (37) case A)

Ray l_0 l_1 l_2 l_3 l_4 l_5 Root −e_1 + e_2 e_2 − e_3 e_1 − e_3 e_1 − e_2 −e_2 + e_3 −e_1 + e_3 Angle β_{12} π/2 π − β_{12} π + β_{12} −π/2 −β_{12}

case B)

Ray l_0 l_1 l_2 l_3 l_4 l_5 Root e_1 − e_2 e_1 − e_3 e_2 − e_3 −e_1 + e_2 −e_1 + e_3 −e_2 + e_3 Angle −γ_{12} 0 γ_{12} π − γ_{12} π π + γ_{12}

Table 1: The correspondence between the rays l_ν , roots α_ν and the angles that l_ν closes with the real axis for case A) (where a_1 = j_0 + ij_1 and β_{12} = arctan^{j1}_{3j0} ) and case B) (where a_1 = j_0 + ij_1 and γ_{12} = arctan^{3j1}_{j0} ).

where s_0 =

0 0 1 0 −1 0 1 0 0

. An immediate consequence of the reductions (37) is

A) s_0J^†s^{−1}_0 = J, s_0Q^†(−x, −t)s^{−1}_0 = Q(x, t), B) s_0J^†s^{−1}_0 = −J, s_0Q^†(−x, −t)s^{−1}_0 = −Q(x, t),

(38)

We will also need two sets of FAS for each sector, namely: χ_ν (x, t, λ) = ϕ(x, t, λ)S^+_ν (λ, t) = ψ(x, t, λ)T^−_ν (λ, t)D^+_ν (λ), λ ∈ l^+_ν , χ_ν (x, t, λ) = ϕ(x, t, λ)S^−_{ν+1}(λ, t) = ψ(x, t, λ)T^+_{ν+1}(λ, t)D^−_{ν+1}(λ), λ ∈ l^−_{ν+1}, (39) and χ̃_ν (x, t, λ) = ϕ(x, t, λ)S^+_ν (λ, t)D̂^+_ν (λ) = ψ(x, t, λ)T^−_ν (λ, t), λ ∈ l^+_ν , χ̃_ν (x, t, λ) = ϕ(x, t, λ)S^−_{ν+1}(λ, t)D̂^−_{ν+1}(λ) = ψ(x, t, λ)T^+_{ν+1}(λ, t), λ ∈ l^−_{ν+1}, (40)

where by λ ∈ l^±_ν we mean that λ = λ^′e^{±i0}, where λ^′ ∈ l_ν . In order to explain the notations above we use the fact that [27] to each of the rays l_ν one can relate a root α_ν of the algebra sl(3) and an sl_ν (2) subalgebra generated by E_α, E_{−α} and H_α, see Table 1 below. Then the corresponding scattering matrix T_ν (λ) evaluated on l_ν takes values in sl_ν (2) and the Gauss factors S^±_ν (λ), T^±_ν (λ) and D^±_ν (λ) are given by:

S^±_ν (λ) = exp ( s^±_{ν,αν} (λ)E_{±αν} ) , T^±_ν (λ) = exp ( t^±_{ν,αν} (λ)E_{±αν} ) , D^±_ν (λ) = exp ( d^±_{ν,αν} (λ)H_{±αν} ) , (41) It is well known that the local reductions impose constraints on each of the Jost solutions ψ(x, t, λ) and ϕ(x, t, λ) separately.

The nonlocal reductions we are studying relate the two Jost solutions as follows: A) s_0ψ^†(−x, −t, −λ^∗)s^{−1}_0 = ϕ̂(x, t, λ), B) s_0ψ^†(−x, −t, λ^∗)s^{−1}_0 = ϕ̂(x, t, λ). (42) Our next task is to derive the constraints that the nonlocal reductions impose on the FAS. Before to go into this we find how the mappings λ → −λ^∗ and λ → λ^∗ affect the the lines l_ν and the sectors Ω_ν :

A) λ ↔ −λ^∗ l^+_ν ↔ l^−_{4−ν} Ω_ν ↔ Ω_{3−ν} , B) λ ↔ λ^∗ l^+_ν ↔ l^−_{8−ν} Ω_ν ↔ Ω_{7−ν} , (43) where 4 − ν and 3 − ν in case A) and 8 − ν and 7 − ν in case B) are evaluated modulo 6.

λl_1 l_0 l_2 l_4 l_3 l_5

Ω_0Ω_1Ω^2

Ω_3Ω_4Ω_5(A) λ l_1 l_2 l_3 l_4 l_5 l_0

Ω_1Ω_2Ω_3Ω^4

Ω_5Ω_0(B)

Figure 1: The continuous spectra of a 3 × 3 Lax operator with complex-valued J: case A – left panel; case B – right panel subject to a reduction of type A)and B) in (37).

Next we compare the relations (7) with (39) and (40) fixing up λ to take values close to the rays l_ν . This allows us to derive the constraints on the scattering data.

In case A we find that:

s_0(χ_ν (−x, −t, −λ^∗))^†s^{−1}_0 = ^χ̃_{3−ν} (x, t, λ), (44)

where 3 − ν is evaluated modulo 6. From these relations there follows the constraints on the Gauss factors of the scattering matrix. Skipping the tedious details we obtain;

s_0(S^+_ν (−λ^∗))^†s^{−1}_0 = T̂^+_{4−ν} (λ), s_0(S^−_ν (−λ^∗))^†s^{−1}_0 = T̂^−_{4−ν} (λ), s_0(D^+_ν (−λ^∗))^†s^{−1}_0 = D^+_{4−ν} (λ).

(45)

In case B we have

s_0(χ_ν (−x, −t, −λ^∗))^†s^{−1}_0 = ^χ̃_{7−ν} (x, t, λ), (46)

where 7 − ν is evaluated modulo 6. The constraints on the Gauss factors of the scattering matrix now read;

s_0(S^+_ν (λ^∗))^†s^{−1}_0 = T̂^+_{8−ν} (λ), s_0(S^−_ν (λ^∗))^†s^{−1}_0 = T̂^−_{8−ν} (λ), s_0(D^+_ν (λ^∗))^†s^{−1}_0 = D^+_{8−ν} (λ), (47)

and again 7 − ν and 8 − ν are evaluated modulo 6.

Let us also note, that the zeroes and the poles of the functions D^±_ν (λ) determine the discrete eigenvalues of L. From eq. (45) it follows that if λ_k is a discrete eigenvalue, then −λ^∗_k will also be an eigenvalue of L in case A. In case B eq. (47) ensures that if λ_k is a discrete eigenvalue, then λ^∗_k will also be an eigenvalue of L.

Remark 2. The same pairing of the discrete eigenvalues λ_k, −λ^∗_k like in our case A was discovered in [2] for the spectrum of the P-symmetric 2 × 2 Zakharov-Shabat system. The substantial difference with our case is that in [2] both λ_k and −λ^∗_k lie in the same analyticity region. From Figure 1A it is obvious the two eigenvalues always must lie in different analyticity regions.

λ l_0 l_1 l_3 l_4 l_5 l_7

l_2 l_6

Ω_0

Ω_3Ω^4Ω^7Ω_1Ω^6Ω_2Ω^5

Figure 2: The continuous spectra of 5 × 5 Lax operator with complex-valued J subject to a reduction of type 1) or 3) in (10)

Ray l_0 l_1 l_2 l_3 l_4 l_5 l_6 l_7 Root e_1 + e_2 e_2 e_1 − e_2 e_1 −(e_1 + e_2) −e_2 −(e_1 − e_2) −e_1 Angle 0 φ_1 π/2 π − φ_1 π π + φ_1 −π/2 −φ_1

Table 2: To each of the rays l_ν of the continuous spectrum of the so(5) Lax determined by (48) one can relate a root of the so(5) algebra and the angle that it closes with the real axis, as shown above (here φ_1 = arg a_1).

4.3 The case of complex-valued J ∈ so(5)

The root system Δ of so(5) is a special set of 8 vectors in two-dimensional Euclidean space E^2 . If we introduce in E^2 the orthonormal basis e_1, e_2 then Δ ≡ {e_1 ± e_2, −e_1 ± e_2, ±e_1, ±e_2}. Any element J from the Cartan subalgebra is a linear combination of two basic elements J = a_1H_{e1} + a_2H_{e2} . We can associate with J a vector ⃗J = a_1e_1 + a_2e_2. For more details on the root system of so(5) and other simple Lie algebras [30]. The 4-wave system with real-valued J and their soliton solutions have been analyzed in [44, 18, 19, 32, 29].

Therefore here we will consider mostly the case of complex-valued J; more specifically we will take a_1 = a^∗_2. As in the previous Subsection we will take care that the M operators has the same continuous spectrum as L, which means that I = a_2H_{e1} + a_1H_{e2} = J^∗.

The construction of the FAS is quite analogous to the one for sl(3) already describe above, see [27, 28]. Skipping the details we note that the continuous spectrum of L is located on the lines Im λ(α, ⃗J) = 0, α ∈ Δ. (48)

This is a set of four lines intersecting at the origin, see Figure 4.3. With each of the lines l_ν one can relate a root α (see Table 2) for which Im λ(α, ⃗J) = 0 for λ ∈ l_ν .

Quite analogously to the previous case, one can prove as particular case of the results in

[27, 28] that: χ_ν (x, t, λ) = ϕ(x, t, λ)S^+_ν (λ, t) = ψ(x, t, λ)T^−_ν (λ, t)D^+_ν (λ), λ ∈ l^+_ν , χ_ν (x, t, λ) = ϕ(x, t, λ)S^−_{ν+1}(λ, t) = ψ(x, t, λ)T^+_{ν+1}(λ, t)D^−_{ν+1}(λ), λ ∈ l^−_{ν+1}, (49)

where ν = 0, . . . 7 and χ̃_ν (x, t, λ) = ϕ(x, t, λ)S^+_ν (λ, t)D̂^+_ν (λ) = ψ(x, t, λ)T^−_ν (λ, t), λ ∈ l^+_ν , χ̃_ν (x, t, λ) = ϕ(x, t, λ)S^−_{ν+1}(λ, t)D̂^−_{ν+1}(λ) = ψ(x, t, λ)T^+_{ν+1}(λ, t), λ ∈ l^−_{ν+1}, (50)

The scattering matrix T_ν (λ, t) for λ ∈ l_ν takes values in the SL_ν (2) subgroup of SO(5) generated by E_{αν} , E_{−αν} and H_{αν} . By S^±_ν (λ), T^±_ν (λ) and D^±_ν (λ) we have denoted the Gauss factors of T_ν (λ, t) (see eq. (32) above) and

S^±_ν (λ) = exp ( s^±_{ν,αν} (λ)E_{±αν} ) , T^±_ν (λ) = exp ( t^±_{ν,αν} (λ)E_{±αν} ) , D^±_ν (λ) = exp ( d^±_{ν,αν} (λ)H_{±αν} ) , (51) By λ ∈ l^±_ν above we mean that λ = λ^′e^{±i0}, where λ^′ ∈ l_ν .

The solutions ξ^±(x, t, λ) can be viewed also as solutions to a RHP ξ^+(x, t, λ) = ξ^−(x, t, λ)G(x, t, λ), G(x, t, λ) = e^{iλJx}G_0(t, λ)e^{−iλJx} (52) where ν = 0, . . . 7 with canonical normalization, i,e, lim_{λ→∞} ξ^±(x, t, λ) = 11.

Reducing the inverse scattering problem to a RHP first of all allows one to use the dressing method for constructing the soliton solutions of the relevant 4-wave equations.

5 Dressing method and soliton solutions

The dressing factor relates the FAS of two Lax operators: χ^{(1)}_ν (x, t, λ) = g(x, t, λ)χ^{(0)}_ν (x, t, λ), (53) where χ^{(1)}ν (x, t, λ) and χ^{(0)}ν (x, t, λ) are Lax operators with potentials Q_1 and Q_0. We assume that Q_0 = 0, so the corresponding ‘naked’ solution is χ^{(0)}ν (x, t, λ) = e^{−iλJx}. Obviously the dressing factor must satisfy: ig_x + [J, Q]g − g[J, Q_0] − λ[J, g] = 0, (54) Besides, q(x, t, λ) must satisfy all the reduction conditions imposed on the Lax operator: A) s_0g^†(−x, −t, −λ^∗)s^{−1}_0 = ĝ(x, t, λ), B) s_0g^†(−x, −t, λ^∗)s^{−1}_0 = ĝ(x, t, λ). (55)

We will present below the 1- and 2- soliton solutions for nonlocal reductions of class A). The solutions of class B) are derived analogously.

More about the dressing method the reader can find in [44, 21, 32, 40].

5.1 One soliton solution

Assume that for g ≃ sl(3, C ) the dressing factor g(x, t, λ) and its inverse ĝ(x, t, λ) have simple poles at λ = λ^−_1 and λ = λ^+_1 respectively, i.e. g(x, t, λ) = 1 + λ^−_1 − λ^+_1 λ − λ^−_1 P_1(x, t), ĝ(x, t, λ) = 1 + λ^+_1 − λ^−_1 λ − λ^+_1

P_1(x, t), (56)

where P_1(x, t) is the rank 1 projector:

P_1(x, t) = |n_0(x, t)⟩⟨m_0(x, t)| ⟨m_0(x, t)|n_0(x, t)⟩ , P^2_1 (x, t) = P_1(x, t). (57)

From (55) it follows that g(x, t, λ)s_0g^†(−x, −t, −λ^∗)s^{−1}_0 = 11, (58) which means that:

P_1(x, t) = s_0P^†_1 (−x, −t)s^{−1}_0 , λ^+_1 = −(λ^−_1 )^∗ = α_1 + iβ_1. (59) From the general theory of the dressing method [45] it is known that q(x, t, λ) must satisfy the equation i dg dx + ([J, Q_1] − λJ)g + gλJ = 0, i dg dt + ([J^∗, Q_1] − λJ^∗)g + gλJ^∗ = 0, (60)

where Q_1(x, t) is the ‘dressed’ potential determined by the one-soliton solution. In particular, analyzing the residue for λ → λ^−_1 as well as the limit for λ → ∞ of this equation there follows that i d⟨m_0| dx + λ^−_1 ⟨m_0(x, t)|J = 0, i d⟨m_0| dt + λ^−_1 ⟨m_0(x, t)|J^∗ = 0, [J, Q_1(x, t)] = −2α_1[J, P_1(x, t)].

(61)

Thus we get that m_{0k}(x, t) = m_{00k}e^{Rk +iΩk} , n_{0k}(x, t) = (−1)^{k+1}m^∗_{00k̄}e^{−Rk̄+iΩk̄} , k̄ = 4 − k where

R_1 = (α_1j_1 − β_1j_0)x − (α_1j_1 + β_1j_0)t, Ω_1 = −(α_1j_0 + β_1j_1)x − (α_1j_0 − β_1j_1)t, R_2 = 2β_1j_0(x + t), Ω_2 = 2α_1j_0(x + t), R_3 = −(α_1j_1 + β_1j_0)x + (α_1j_1 − β_1j_0)t, Ω_3 = −(α_1j_0 − β_1j_1)x − (α_1j_0 + β_1j_1)t,

(62)

For simplicity we also assume that m_{003} = m^∗_{001}. Then for the denominator of P_1(x, t) we get:

⟨n_0(x, t)|m_0(x, t)⟩ = e^{−iΩ2} Δ_1(x, t), Δ_1(x, t) = 2|m_{001}|^2 cosh(R_1 − R_3) − |m_{002}|^2e^{3iΩ2} . (63)

Finally, for the one-soliton solution we get:

Q_{1;12}(x, t) = −

2α_1 Δ_1 m_{001}m_{002}e^{R2−R3} e^{i(Ω2−Ω1)}, Q_{1;21}(x, t) =

2α_1 Δ_1 m_{001}m^∗_{002}e^{R1−R2} e^{i(Ω2−Ω3)},

Q_{1;13}(x, t) = −

2α_1 Δ_1

|m_{001}|^2e^{i(Ω3−Ω1)}, Q_{1;31}(x, t) = −

2α_1 Δ_1

|m_{001}|^2e^{i(Ω1−Ω3)},

Q_{1;23}(x, t) =

2α_1 Δ_1 m^∗_{001}m^∗_{002}e^{R3−R2} e^{i(Ω2 −Ω1)}, Q_{1;32}(x, t) = −

2α_1 Δ_1 m^∗_{001}m_{002}e^{R2−R1} e^{i(Ω2 −Ω3)}. (64) If we assume in addition 2|m_{01}|^2 > |m_{02}|^2 then the denominator never vanishes and the soliton is regular.

It is easy to check that for x → ±∞ the solution decays to zero, i.e. it falls into the class of potentials for which we constructed the FAS.

5.2 Two soliton solution

Let us now consider the two-soliton solution corresponds to two discrete eigenvalues, λ_1 and λ_2 so that the anzatz for g, becomes g(x, t, λ) = 11 + A_1(x, t) λ − λ^−_1 + A_2(x, t) λ − λ^−_2 (65)

for some residues A_1(x, t) and A_2(x, t). From the condition (58) there follows that ĝ(x, t, λ) must have simple poles at λ^+_k = −(λ^−_k )^∗. In addition it leads to the following system of equations for A_1, A_2 ( 11 − A_1(x, t) λ^+_k − λ^−_1 − A_2(x, t) λ^+_k − λ^−_2 ) s_0A^†_k(−x, −t)s^{−1}_0 = 0, k = 1, 2 (66)

which are the conditions of the vanishing of the residue of (58) at −λ^+_k and −λ^∗_2.

Now the dressing factor (65) relates the FAS of the ‘naked’ Lax operator with the one for L_2 whose potential Q_2 is the 2-soliton solution of the 3-wave equation. As before we consider A_k(x, t) as rank-1 degenerate matrices in the form A_k(x, t) = |n_k(x, t)⟩⟨m_k(x, t)|, (67) where |n_k(x, t)⟩ are 3-component vector-columns, and ⟨m_k(x, t)| are 3-component vector-rows. The system (66) produces the following linear system of two equations ( s_0|m^∗_1(−x, −t)⟩ s_0|m^∗_2(−x, −t)⟩ ) + ( F_{11} F_{12} F_{21} F_{22} ) ( |n_1(x, t)⟩ |n_2(x, t)⟩ ) = 0, (68)

where F_{kp} = ⟨m_p(x, t)|s_0|m^∗_k(−x, −t)⟩ λ^+_k + λ^{+,∗}p

. (69)

which allows the expression of the n- vectors via m- vectors. In addition, the condition (54) requires the residues to satisfy the equations i dA_k dx + [J, Q]A_k − λ^−_k [J, A_k] = 0, i dA_k dt + [J^∗, Q]A_k − λ^−_k [J^∗, A_k] = 0, (70)

k = 1, 2. These differential equations for A_i lead to the following equations for |n⟩ and ⟨m|: i d⟨m_k| dx + λ^−_k ⟨m_k|J = 0, i d|n_k⟩ dx + ([J, Q_2] − λ^−_k J)|n_k⟩ = 0, i d⟨m_k| dt + λ^−_k ⟨m_k|J^∗ = 0, i d|n_k⟩ dt + ([J, Q_2] − λ^−_k J^∗)|n_k⟩ = 0.

(71)

This result shows that while ⟨m_k| satisfy the ’naked’ equation at λ = λ^−_k then |n_k⟩ are eigenfunctions of the spectral problem for λ = λ^−_k for the (yet unknown) 2-soliton solution Q_2(x, t). One can easily solve for |m_k⟩ and then can recover |n_k⟩ from (68). These solutions are ⟨m_k| = ⟨m_{k0}|e^{iλ−k (Jx+J ∗t)}, (72) Taking λ^±_k = ±α_k + iβ_k we find ( |n_1(x, t)⟩ |n_2(x, t)⟩ ) = 1 Δ_2(x, t) ( F_{22} −F_{12} −F_{21} F_{11} ) ( s_0|m^∗_1(−x, −t)⟩ s_0|m^∗_2(−x, −t)⟩ ) , (73) where Δ_2(x, t) = F_{12}F_{21} − F_{11}F_{22}. Clearly Δ_2(x, t) is PT invariant. The 2-soliton solution is determined from [J, Q_2(x, t) = [J, A_1(x, t) + A_2(x, t)] = [J, |n_1(x, t)⟩⟨m_1(x, t)| + |n_2(x, t)⟩⟨m_2(x, t)|] (74) Thus the two-soliton solution will be complicated rational functions of the exponentials like e^{−Rk ±iΩk} . In the generic case it is rather difficult to find out if this solution is singular or not.

However for some special cases of the parameters the 2-soliton solutions simplify and one can see that they are regular. First we assume that λ^+_1 = −λ^+_2 = α_1 + iβ_1. That means that

⟨m_1(x, t)| = ⟨μ_0|e^{R+iΩ}, |m^∗_1(−x, −t)⟩ = e^{−R+iΩ}|μ^∗_0⟩, R = diag (R_1, R_2, R_3) ⟨m_2(x, t)| = ⟨μ̃_0|e^{−R−iΩ}, |m^∗_2(−x, −t)⟩ = e^{R−iΩ}|μ̃^∗_0⟩, Ω = diag (Ω_1, Ω_2, Ω_3)

(75)

Next, like for the one-soliton case above, we assume μ_{03} = μ^∗_{01} and μ̃_{03} = μ̃^∗_{01} and μ̃_{02} = 0. Then the expressions for F_{kp} simplify into:

F_{11} = e^{−iΩ2} α_1 ( |μ_{01}|^2 cosh(R_1 − R_3) − 1 2 |ν_{02}|^2e^{−3iΩ2} ) , F_{22} = − e^{iΩ2} α_1

|μ_{01}|^2 cosh(R_1 − R_3),

F_{12} = e^{R2} iβ_1 |μ_{01}μ̃_{01}| cos(Ω_1 − Ω_3 − σ_{01}), F_{21} = − e^{−R2} iβ_1 |μ_{01}μ̃_{01}| cos(Ω_1 − Ω_3 + σ_{01}). (76) where σ_{01} = arg μ_{01} + arg μ̃_{01}. Inserting these expressions into Δ_2 we obtain:

Δ_2(x, t) = 1 α^2_1

|μ̃_{01}|^2 cosh(R_1 − R_3) ( |μ^2_{01} cosh(R_1 − R_3) − 1 2 |μ_{02}|^2e^{−3iΩ2} )

+ 1 β^2_1

|μ_{01}μ̃_{01}|^2 cos(Ω_1 − Ω_3 + σ_{01}) cos(Ω_1 − Ω_3 − σ_{01}). (77)

The above expression will have no zeroes if, like in the one-soliton case above, we assume that 2|μ_{01}| > |μ_{02} and require in addition σ_{01} = 0 or σ_{01} = π Then the corresponding two-soliton solutions will be regular.

6 Conclusions

We have constructed the Fundamental Analytic Solutions for nonlocal reductions of 3- and 4- wave systems (related to the algebras sl(3, C ) and so(5, C ) respectively) having PT-symmetry and briefly outlined the spectral properties of the associated Lax operators. Furthermore, we have derived the one- and two-soliton solutions of the 3-wave equations with complex J.

Analysis of the one soliton solutions shows that they can be regular for all x and t provided the polarization vectors satisfy certain constraints, see Subsection 5.1. We also find specific set of parameters for the two-soliton solutions of the PT symmetric 3-wave equations that ensure their regularity.

These examples demonstrate that the PT symmetric 3-wave equations may have regular multi-soliton solutions for some specific choices of their parameters. Similar analysis can be applied also to the 4-wave PT symmetric equations. Details about it will be published elsewhere.

Acknowledgements

We thank an anonymous referee for careful reading the text and for useful remarks.

References

[1] F.K. Abdullaev, Y.V. Kartashov, V.V. Konotop, D.A. Zezyulin, Solitons in PT-symmetric nonlinear lattices, Phys. Rev. A 83 (2011), 041805.

[2] M. Ablowitz and Z. Musslimani, Integrable Nonlocal Nonlinear Schrödinger Equation, Phys. Rev. Lett., 110 (2013) 064105.

[3] M. Ablowitz and Z. Musslimani, Integrable discrete PT symmetric model, Phys. Rev. E 90 (2014) 032912.

[4] MJ Ablowitz, ZH Musslimani, Inverse scattering transform for the integrable nonlocal nonlinear Schrdinger equation, Preprint, 2015 (24p.)

[5] J. R. Ackerhalt, P. W. Milonni, Solitons and four-wave mixing, Phys. Rev. A 33 (1986) 3185–3198.

[6] I. V. Barashenkov, Hamiltonian formulation of the standard PT-symmetric nonlinear Schrödinger dimer, Physical Review A 90 (2014) 045802.

[7] I V Barashenkov, D E Pelinovsky and P Dubard, Dimer with gain and loss: Integrability and PT-symmetry restoration, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 48 (2015) 325201.

[8] C. M. Bender and S. Boettcher, Real Spectra in Non-hermitian Hamiltonians Having PT Symmetry, Phys. Rev. Lett 80 (1998) 5243–5246;

C. M. Bender, S. Boettcher and P. N. Meisinger, PT-Symmetric quantum Mechanics, J. Math. Phys. 40 (1999) 2201–2229.

[9] C. M. Bender, Making Sense of Non-hermitian Hamiltonians, Rep. Progr. Phys. 70 (2007) 947–1018 (E-print: hep-th/0703096).

[10] E. V. Doktorov, and S. B. Leble, Dressing method in Mathematical Physics, Mathematical Physics Studies 28, Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, New York (2007).

[11] Beals R., Coifman R R., Scattering and inverse scattering for first order systems, Commun.

Pure and Appl. Math. 37 (1984), n 1, 39–90;

Scattering and inverse scattering for first order systems II, Inverse Problems 3 (1987), 577–594.

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

[13] E. V. Ferapontov, Isoparametric hypersurfaces in spheres, integrable nondiagonalizable systems of hydrodynamic type, and N-wave systems, Diff. Geom. Appl. 5 (1995) 335–369.

[14] A Fring, PT-symmetric deformations of the Korteweg-de Vries equation, J. Phys. A: Math.

Theor. 40 (2007), 4215 (E-print: math-ph/0701036).

[15] A Fring, PT-symmetric deformations of integrable models, Phil. Trans. Royal Soc. A 371 (2013), 20120046.

[16] V. S. Gerdjikov, Generalised Fourier transforms for the soliton equations. Gauge covariant formulation, Inverse Problems 2 (1986), 51–74.

[17] V. S. Gerdjikov, Algebraic and Analytic Aspects of N-wave Type Equations, Contemporary Mathematics 301 (2002) 35–68 (E-print: nlin.SI/0206014).

[18] V. S. Gerdjikov, G. G. Grahovski, N. A. Kostov, Reductions of N-wave interactions related to low–rank simple Lie algebras. I: Z_2- reductions, J. Phys. A: Math & Gen. 34 (2001) 9425–9461 (E-print: nlin.SI/0006001).

[19] V. S. Gerdjikov, G. G. Grahovski, R. I. Ivanov, N. A. Kostov, N-wave interactions related to simple Lie algebras. Z_2- reductions and soliton solutions, Inverse Problems 17 (2001) 999–1015 (E-print: nlin.SI/0009034).

[20] V. S. Gerdjikov, G. G. Grahovski, N. A. Kostov, On N-wave Type Systems and Their Gauge Equivalent, European J. Phys. B 29 (2002) 243–248.

[21] V. S. Gerdjikov, D. J. Kaup, N. A. Kostov, and T. I. Valchev, On classification of soliton solutions of multicomponent nonlinear evolution equations, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 41 (2008) 315213 (36pp).

[22] V. S. Gerdjikov, N. A. Kostov, Inverse scattering transform analysis of Stokes-anti Stokes stimulated Raman scattering, Phys. Rev. A 54 (1996) 4339–4350.

[23] V.S. Gerdjikov, N.A. Kostov, T.I. Valchev, N-wave equations with orthogonal algebras:

Z_2 and Z_2 × Z_2 reductions and soliton solutions, SIGMA 3 (2007), paper 039 (19 pages) (E-print: arXiv:nlin.SI/0703002).

[24] V. S. Gerdjikov , P. P. Kulish, The generating operator for the n×n linear system, Physica D 3 (1981) 549–564.

[25] V. S. Gerdjikov, A. Saxena, Complete Integrability of Nonlocal Nonlinear Schrödinger equation, E-print: arXiv:1510.0480.

[26] V. S. Gerdjikov, G. Vilasi, and A. B. Yanovski, Integrable Hamiltonian Hierarchies. Spectral and Geometric Methods, Lecture Notes in Physics 748, Springer Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, New York (2008).

[27] V. S. Gerdjikov, A. B. Yanovski, Completeness of the eigenfunctions for the Caudrey – Beals – Coifman system, J. Math. Phys. 35 (1994), 3687–3725.

[28] V. S. Gerdjikov and A. B. Yanovski, CBC systems with Mikhailov reductions by Coxeter Automorphism. I. Spectral Theory of the Recursion Operators, Stud. Appl. Math. 134 (2015), 145–180.

[29] G. G. Grahovski, On the Reductions and Scattering Data for the Generalized Zakharov- Shabat Systems, In: “Nonlinear Physics: Theory and Experiment. II”, Eds: M. J. Ablowitz, M. Boiti, F. Pempinelli and B. Prinari, World Scientific, Singapore (2003), pp. 71–78; G. G. Grahovski, Condon M., On the Caudrey-Beals-Coifman System and the Gauge Group Action, J. Nonlin. Math. Phys. 15 (2008), suppl. 3, 197–208 (E-print: arXiv:0710.3302).

[30] Helgason S., Differential geometry, Lie groups and Symmetric Spaces, Graduate Studies in Mathematics 34, AMS, Providence, Rhode Island (2001).

[31] E. Ibragimov, A. A. Struthers, D. J. Kaup, J. D. Khaydarov, and K. D. Singer, Three- Wave Interaction Solitons in Optical Parametric Amplification, Phys. Rev. E 59 (1999) 6122–6137.

[32] R. Ivanov, On the dressing method for the generalised Zakharov–Shabat system, Nuclear Phys. B 694 (2004) 509–524 (E-print: math-ph/0402031).

[33] D. J. Kaup, The three-wave interaction – a nondispersive phenomenon, Stud. Appl. Math.

55 (1976) 9–44.

[34] D. J. Kaup, A Method for Solving the Separable Initial Value Problem of the Full Three Dimensional Three-Wave Interaction, Stud. Appl. Math. 62 (1980) 75–83; The inverse scattering solution for the full three-dimensional three-wave resonant interaction, Physica D 3 (1980) no. 1, 45–67.

[35] Kaup D. J., Reiman A., Bers A., Space-time evolution of nonlinear three-wave interactions.

I. Interactions in an homogeneous medium, Rev. Mod. Phys. 51 (1979) 275–310.

[36] A. Mostafazadeh, Pseudo-hermiticity versus PT-Symmetry I, II, III, J. Math. Phys. 43 (2002) 205–214 (E-print: math-ph/0107001); 2814–2816 (E-print: math-ph/0110016); 3944–3951 (E-print: math-ph/0203005).

[37] A. Mostafazadeh, Pseudo-hermiticity and Generalized PT- and CPT-Symmetries, J. Math.

Phys. 44 (2003) 974–989 (E-print: math-ph/0209018);

A. Mostafazadeh, Exact PT-Symmetry Is Equivalent to Hermiticity, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 36 (2003) 7081–7091 (E-print: quant-ph/0304080).

[38] A. V. Mikhailov, The reduction problem and the inverse scattering problem, Physica D 3 (1981) 73–117.

[39] C. E. Rüter, K. G. Makris, R. El-Ganainy, D. N. Christodoulides, M. Segev and D. Kip, Observation of parity-time symmetry in optics, Nature Physics 6 (2010) 192 – 195.

[40] Shabat A. B., Inverse scattering problem for a system of differential equations, Functional Annal. & Appl. 9 (1975), 75–78 (In Russian);

Shabat A. B. The inverse scattering problem, Diff. Equations 15 (1979), 1824–1834.

[41] T. I. Valchev, On Mikhailov’s reduction group, Phys. Lett A 379 (2015) 1877–1880.

[42] V. E. Zakharov, Exact solutions of the problem of parametric interaction of wave packets, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 228 (1976), no. 6, 1314–1316.

[43] V. E. Zakharov and S. V. Manakov, Exact theory of resonant interaction of wave packets in nonlinear media, INF preprint 74-41, Novosibirsk, 1975, (In Russian); V. E. Zakharov, S. V. Manakov, On the theory of resonant interaction of wave packets in nonlinear media, Zh. Exp. Teor. Fiz., 69, 1654–1673, 1975 (In Russian).

[44] S. P. Novikov, S. V. Manakov, L. P. Pitaevskii, and V. E. Zakharov, Theory of solitons:

the inverse scattering method, New York: Plenum Press (1984).

[45] V. E. Zakharov, and A. B. Shabat, A scheme for integrating nonlinear evolution equations of mathematical physics by the inverse scattering method. I & II, Funkts. Anal. Prilozhen., 8 (1974), 43–53; 13 (1979) no. 3, 13–22.

[46] A. A. Zyablovsky, A. P. Vinogradov, A. A. Pukhov, A. V. Dorofeenko and A A Lisyansky, PT-symmetry in optics, Phys.-Uspekhi 57 (2014), no. 11, 1063–1082.