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Abstract

We show that the supersymmetric nonlinear Schrodinger equation can be written as
a constrained super KP flow in a nonstandard representation of the Lax equation. We
construct the conserved charges and show that this system reduces to the super mKdV
equation with appropriate identifications. We construct various flows generated by the
general nonstandard super Lax equation and show that they contain both the KP and
mKP flows in the bosonic limits. This nonstandard supersymmetric KP hierarchy allows

us to construct a new super KP equation which is nonlocal.
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1. Introduction

Integrable models have been studied vigorously in recent years from various points
of view [1-3]. In particular, we note that various two dimensional gravity theories and
continuum string equations arise naturally from the study of such stystems. Even matrix
models, in their continuum limit, contain such systems and this has led to a lot of interest in
their study (see [4] and references therein). These are models in 1+ 1 or 2+ 1 dimensions
which are most commonly represented in terms of a Lax operator which is a pseudo-

differential operator of the general form [5]
L=0"4+u_10"""+ugd" 2+ +u, 30" 4 (1.1)

Here u;(x)’s are dynamical variables and their time evolution is given in terms of a Lax

equation which in the standard representation has the form

o = [Lermy] = - [raim] (1.2)
where (L¥/™)_ ( (L*/™), ) denotes the part of the pseudo-differential operator containing
only negative (nonnegative) powers of 9. Most integrable models studied in 1+1 and 2+ 1
dimensions have a standard Lax representation of the form in (1.2).

It is known, by now, that there exist integrable models which have a nonstandard Lax

representation of the form

o = [n k] (13
where ( )>1 represents the projection onto the purely differential part of a pseudo-
differential operator. The dispersive long water wave equation [6] or equivalently the
two boson hierarchy [7-11] has been studied from this point of view and this in turn has
led to the study of constrained KP hierarchies [12]. However, not much is known about
the properties of the supersymmetric generalizations of such system. In a recent paper
[13], we studied the supersymmetrization of the two boson hierarchy and showed how it
gives the supersymmetric nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equation [14,15] with appropriate

field redefinitions. In the present paper we report on further general results in the study

of nonstandard supersymmetric Lax systems.
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In sec. 2 we review briefly known results on the formulation of the nonlinear
Schrodinger equation as a constrained KP system with our observations that become useful
in the later sections. In sec. 3, we shown how the supersymmetric nonlinear Schrodinger
equation can be written as a constrained super KP system but with a nonstandard Lax
representation. We construct the conserved charges and one of the Hamiltonian structures
associated with this system. We also show how the supersymmetric mKdV equation can
be embedded into this system with appropriate field identifications. In sec. 4 we study
various flows associated with a supersymmetric nonstandard KP system. We show that
in the bosonic limit, this system contains both the KP as well as the mKP flows. This
allows us to construct in sec. 5 a new supersymmetric KP equation which is nonlocal.
It, however, leads upon reduction to the supersymmetric KdV equation. We present our

conclusions in sec. 6.
2. NSE As a Constrained KP System

The two boson hierarchy is represented by a Lax operator of the form [6,11]
L:8—J0+8_1J1 (21)

and the nonstandard Lax equation

%—f = |L.(1%),] (2.2)

leads to the system of integrable equations

8.J
8—750 =2, + J2 = 1)

2.3
8.J, h (23)
W :(2JOJ1 + Jl)

where a prime denotes differentiation with respect to x. It is now straight forward to check

that with the field identifications [7-10]

(2.4)



the system of equations in (2.3) reduce to the nonlinear Schrodinger equation

0

6—3 =—(¢" +2(q9)q)

o (2.5)
_q 7 — N\ =

5 +2(q9)q

Let us next consider the Lax operator (2.1) with the field identifications in (2.4) and

note that
/
L =0+ % +07qq
=¢ (0440 'q)q (2.6)
=GLG™!
where
G=q"
~ (2.7)
L=0+q0'q

The two Lax operators, L and E, are said to be related through a gauge transformation
[7,10,16]. However, it can be easily checked that in terms of the Lax operator E, the

nonlinear Schrodinger equation can be written in the standard Lax representation

%—f = |L. (L% ] (2.8)

Let us note that the Lax operator, E, in (2.7) can also be written as

L=0+q70 ' —q70 % +q7"07° + -

=0+ i UL

n=0
with

up = (=1)"qq"™ (2.10)

Here f(™ represents the nth derivative with respect to z. Note that the form of L in the
last expression in (2.9) is the same as that of a KP system. In this case, however, the
coefficient functions are constrained by (2.10). Therefore, we can think of the nonlinear

Schrodinger equation as a constrained KP system [7,9,12].
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We will next make some observations on this system which will be useful in our later

discussions. First, let us note that given L, we can define its formal adjoint [17]
L=L1L"=—(0+4 g0 'q) (2.11)

It is straight forward to check that the standard Lax equation

oL

2, .£] 2.12
5 = L), (2.12)
also gives the nonlinear Schrodinger equation. Furthermore, we note that with the identi-

fication
q=q (2.13)
the standard Lax equation

(2.14)

leads to the mKdV equation (the signs and factors can be appropriately redefined by

scaling of variables)
9q _
ot

The Lax operator, £, with the identification in (2.13) becomes

—(¢"" +64°¢") (2.15)

L=-L (2.16)
and also gives the mKdV equation as
oL 3
= =), £ (2.17)

This shows that the mKdV equation can be embedded into the nonlinear Schrodinger
equation and it appears from our discussion that the Lax operator and its formal adjoint

yield equivalent results.
3. Super NSE As a Nonstandard Constrained Super KP System

We have shown in an earlier publication [13] that the supersymmetric two boson

hierarchy can be represented in the superspace by the Lax operator

L=D?—(Ddy)+D ', (3.1)
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where &y and ®; are two fermionic superfields and D is the covariant derivative in the

superspace of the form

0 0
D= 20 + 9% (3.2)
The nonstandard Lax equation
oL 9
— [L, (L )21] (3.3)

leads to the supersymmetric generalization of (2.3), namely, (see ref. 12 for details)

90 _ _(pidy) + 2( Do) (Do) + 2(D21)
ot (3.4)
001 = (D*0) 2 (D((D) 1))

The system of equations (3.4) reduce to the supersymmetric nonlinear Schrédinger equation

of the form

%= (0'Q) +2(D(DQD) @
— (3.5)
%~ (0'Q) 2 (D(DD)Q) Q
with the field identifications
2y = ~DIn(DQ) + D™ (QQ)
(3.6)

¢, = -Q(DQ)

Here @ and Q are fermionic superfields.

Let us next consider the Lax operator (3.1) with the field identifications in (3.6) and

note that (D3Q)
L=D?+ D0) - QQ -DQ(DQ)
—(DQ)~! (D* ~ QQ - (DQ)D™'Q) (DQ) (3.7)
=GLG™!
where
G =(DQ)™!
(3.8)

L=D*-QQ~(DQ)D™'Q
The two Lax operators, L and E, are related by a gauge transformation in superspace.

This is very much like the bosonic case. However, unlike our earlier discussion, L does not
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lead to any consistent equation in the standard or nonstandard representation of the Lax
equation.

Let us next note that the formal adjoint of L in (3.8) can be written as

L=1"=—(D*+QQ—-QD ' (DQ)) (3.9)
Through straight forward calculations, it can now be checked that the nonstandard Lax
equation
oL 9
== £,(£%)., ] (3.10)

gives the supersymmetric nonlinear Schrédinger equations of (3.5). We see that there are
two basic differences from the bosonic case discussed in sec. 2. First, it is the formal adjoint
of the gauge transformed Lax operator which leads to consistent equations and second, the
supersymmetric generalization of (2.5) is obtained as a nonstandard Lax equation.

We also note that we can write

L=—-(D*+QQ—-QD (DQ))
— — (D*°+QQ-Q(DQ)D™' —Q(D*Q)D 2+ Q(D*Q)D> +---)

=— <D2 + f: @np—n>

n=—1

(3.11)

where
d_, =0
(3.12)

@, =(-1)"QD"Q), n=0
Here ®5,, (P2,,+1) are bosonic (fermionic) superfields and [n/2] stands for the integral part
of n/2. Also, in (3.11) we have used the generalized Liebnitz rule given in ref. 18. There
are several points to emphasize here. First, we note that the form of £ in (3.11) is identical
to that of the Lax operator for susy KP. However, it is an even parity Lax operator [19]
and not of the Manin-Radul type [18] (our result, therefore, differs from the one in ref.
20). Second, the coefficient superfields ®,, are constrained by (3.12). And finally, the Lax
equation that gives the supersymmetric nonlinear Schrédinger equation, namely (3.10), is
a nonstandard type. Therefore, we can think of the supersymmetric nonlinear Schrodinger

equation as a nonstandard, constrained supersymmetric KP system.
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From the structure of the Lax equation in (3.10), one can show that the conserved

quantities of the system are given by

H™ = %/dazd@ sRes L™ = %/d,u sRes L" (3.13)

where “sRes” stands for the super residue which is defined to be the coefficient of D~}

(D~! is assumed to be on the right). The first few conserved quantities have the form
0 = [ 4uQ(DQ)
1 — _
1 = [ dn @09 - (DQ)Q)

7O == 5 [ [(DQ0Q) + Q) (D"Q) (314)
+(DQ)(DQ) ((DR)Q +Q(DQ))
- QQ((D*Q)(DQ) ~ (DQ)(D*Q)) |

These can be compared with the conserved quantities of ref. 14 for £k = 1. It can also be
checked that the system of equations (3.5) are Hamiltonian with respect to H® and the

Hamiltonian structure

{Q(z1,01,1), Q(x2,02, 1)} =Q(z1,01,1)Q(x2, 02, ) Dy " Ars
{Q(x1,01,1),Q(x2,02,t)} = — %DlAlz — Q(z1,01,1)Q(x2, 02,t) DT ' Ars (3.15)
{Q(z1,61,1), Q(z2,02, 1)} =Q(z1,01,1)Q(x2, 02, ) Dy " Ars

where

Alg = (5(1‘1 — 332)(5(91 — 92) (316)
To conclude this section, let us note that if we identify
Q=Q (3.17)

then
L=—(D*-QD Y(DQ)) (3.18)



and unlike the bosonic case, it is different from its formal adjoint with the same identifi-

cation. It can also be checked that with the identification in (3.17), the nonstandard Lax

equation
%—f = |£.(£%).,] (3.19)
vields
%~ (0°Q) +3(P*(Q(DQ)) (DQ) (3.20)

This is nothing other than the supersymmetric mKdV equation [21] and this shows how
the susy mKdV equation can be embedded into the susy nonlinear Schrédinger equation
in a nonstandard Lax representation. This is quite analogous to the embedding of the
supersymmetric KdV equation in the supersymmetric two boson hierarchy (see ref. 13 for

details).
4. General Flows of the Nonstandard Super KP Hierarchy

Let us consider a general super Lax operator of the form (3.11)

L=D*4+®,+® D +P,D 2 +...

> 4.1
-D*+Y %,D" (4.1)
n=0
where the Grassmann parity of the superfields ®,, are
1—(=1)"
|®,| = — (4.2)
Let the expansion of the superfields be of the form
(p2n =q2n + 9¢2n
(4.3)

Pont1 =Pan+1 + 0q2n+1
where ¢, (¢,) are the bosonic (fermionic) components of the superfields.
The nonstandard flows associated with this super KP Lax operator are given by

o = [(2)11] (4.4)

For n = 1, the flow is quite trivial and gives

%(I: = (D?*®,) = (6;1:1) (4.5)




This implies that the time coordinate t; can be identified with x.

For n = 2, the flow in (4.4) gives

od,,
=(D'®,)) 4+ 2(D*®,,,5) + 284(D*®,,) + 20, (Dd,,) — 2(1 + (—=1)") D, P, 4,

0
’ 2y ot [0 ot + -0 [ (00}
(4.6)

where the super binomial coefficients ™| are defined in ref. 18. The equations for the

14

bosonic components can be obtained from (4.6) to be

8QQn
Ot

=q9y, + 20y 40 + 20005, + 20102 — 4d1P2n 11

2n+1 0 2n+1 0—1
+ 2;(—1)8{— [ . } q2n—20+2 q(() )+ [% B 1} Pon—20+3 ¢§) ) (4.7)

2n ¢ 2n 0—1
+ {24 Pan—2041 ¢§) - {% B 1] G2n—20+2 q§ )}

0qon+1
ot :qgn-u + 2qén—|—3 + 2(¢0¢/2n+1 + QOQQn-H) +2(q1G2n+1 — ¢’1¢)/2n+1)

Ota
T DN S i o +q o)
2£ 2n—20+3 P 2n—2404+3 4o
>1
[on + 2] -1 ¢
+ (201 | (P2n—20+4 ¢>é ) + qon—20+4 Q(() )) (4.8)
[on + 1]

i
— . (Pan—20+2 ¢§£) + Gon—2042 q§ ))

[2n + 1] - ¢
| 9p_ 1 | (@@n-2043 0\ Y — don—oers B ))}
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In the bosonic limit — when all the ¢,,’s are zero — we note that if we set

and identify

then (4.8) gives

which are nothing other than the ty-flows for the standard KP hierarchy [16,22].

8U0

Oty
Bul
Oty
OUQ

Oty

Gon, =0, foralln

Gon+1 = Un, foralln

=ug + 2u]
=u] + 2ub + 2uguy

1! / 1 /
=Uqy + 2u3 — 2upuy + 4uiug

On the other hand, in the bosonic limit, if we set

and identify

then, (4.7) gives
Oug
Dty
ouy
Dty
OUQ
Dty

Gon+1 =0, foralln

Qon = Uy, foralln

=ug + 2u) + 2uguy

:u&’

1

+ 2ug + 2uou) + 2ugug

+ 2uf — 2uqug + 2ugus + dugug

(4.9)

(4.10)

(4.11)

(4.12)

(4.13)

(4.14)

which are nothing other than the to-flows associated with the mKP hierarchy [16,22].

For n = 3, equation (4.4) gives
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00, _

5 (D%®,,) 4+ 3(D*®,,45) + 3(D?*®,,14) + 30(D*®,,) + 6B (D*®,, 1)
3

+ 301 (D3®,,) + 30, (DP,,40) — 3(—1)" Py (D*®,, 1 1)
—3(14 (=)™ PPy 15 — 3(1 + (=1)")((D*®1) + 3 + 20, () D, 1

+3((D?*®g) + & + ®3)(D*®,,) + 3((D*®y) + &3 + 20, D) (DD,,)

+ 32{_(_1)[8/2] {n 2_ 3} q)n—€+4(D£q30)

>1 (4.15)

2
L (1)l [nz } By g1a(D'D))
1
+ (~1)2 [n? ] By_g42(D’ (Do) + 0o + )

+ (—1)[5/2]4-7% [Z:| @n—£+1(DZ ((DQCI)1> + 3 + 2@1@())) }

The bosonic components can again be obtained from (4.15) and they have the form

aQZn
8t3 :qélrlL + 3qé/n—|—2 + 3qén+4 + SQOQQn + 6QOQQn—|—2 + 3¢1¢/2n

+ 3102012 — 30199, 11 — 6d1¢2n13 — 6(d] + 2q001 + P3) P21

+3(q5 + a) + 42)d5, + 3(D7 + 2q001 + P3)d2n

2n+3 ¢ 2n+3 0—1
+3;(—1)Z{— [ . ] G2n—20+4 q(() )+ {%_ 1] Pon—20+45 Cbg) )

[2n + 2] ¢ 2n + 2 1
+_ 20 _¢2n—2e+3¢g)—[25_1}Q2n—213+4q§ )

_ i} 4.16
2n +1 ( )

- 920 Q2n—2£+2(qg + g4 + Q2)(Z)

[2n + 1] _
+ | 9p_ 1 | P2n—20+3(200¢0 + o) + o)

2
2?} Pan—2041 (0} + 2q0¢1 + ¢3)©

[ 2n )
~op_ 1] Gon—20+2(q] + 2q0q1 + 2d0d1 + qg)(e 1)}
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a612 +1
6:3 =Qop 1 T 399,13 + 3015 + 3(005 11 + GoPoni1)

+ 6(q0Gh, 13 + P0Po13) + 3(q1G5, 11 — P19, 41)

+3(q192n+3 — G109, 13) + 3(q1G5, 12 — P11 2)
+3(2g0¢0 + ¢4 + D2)Bonp1 +3(45 + 60 + G2) 8511
+ 3(

41 + 2q0q1 + 20001 + q3)Gan+1 — 3(P) + 2q0P1 + 2q1 00 + d3) Do,

2n+4
+3 E (_1)[{_ [ 20 } (g2n—20+5 Q(()Z) — Pan—2045 ¢é@))
>1

[2n + 4] -
+lop_1 (P2n—20+6 ¢(()£ Dy q2n—20+6 Q(()@)

[2n + 3] ¢ ,
Y, (P2n—2044 ¢§ )+ Q2n—20+4 Q§ ))

[2n + 3] o—
tgp_ 1 | (@2n—2045 0V — Pan—sers 0

[2n + 2]
— . (an—ze+3(qg + 40+ q2)

—Pan—20+3(2q000 + P + ¢2)(£))

)

{22? i_ 12} (¢2n—2z+4(2%¢0 + ¢h + o) Y

+QQn—2€+4<Q§ + Qf) + Q2)(€)>

— {2n2-£ 1] (¢2n—2€+2(¢,1 + 2g01 + 2q1¢0 + ¢3)©

+qon—2042(q1 + 2q0q1 + 20001 + Q3)(£))

2n+1 _
+{2£_1}(@w4u3m1+2mw1+2@@1+q@@ b

—an—20+3(#1 + 2q001 + 2q1¢0 + <Z53)(£)) }
(4.17)
We note here for completeness that, in the bosonic limit, with the identifications in (4.9)

and (4.10), we obtain from (4.17)
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0
hal =ug’ + 3uy + 3ub + 6ugug

Bty
aul_///_i_?) /’+3/+6 / 6 (418)
s =u, Usg Uz Uouy + duguy .

which are the t3-flows for the standard KP hierarchy [16,22]. On the other hand, the
identifications in (4.12) and (4.13) lead to (from (4.16))
% o

55, —uo + 3uy + 3ub + 3uguf + 3(ug)? + 6(uruo) + Sugug
, (4.19)

These are the t3-flows for the mKP hierarchy [16,22]. It is interesting to note that the
nonstandard KP equation (4.4) contains both the standard KP and the mKP flows in its

bosonic limit.
5. A New Super KP Equation

As we have shown in the last section, the nonstandard KP equation of (4.4) reduces
to the standard KP flows in the bosonic limit. It is, therefore, interesting to examine in

some detail the nature of the super KP equation that it leads to. To that end, we assume
®y, =0, foralln (5.1)

The first two nontrivial equations following from (4.6) with this identifications are

0P

TN =(D*1) +2(D*0y)

o (5.2)
00 —(040y) + 2(D%05) — AD(@185)) + 204(D701)

Similarly, the first nontrivial equation following from (4.15) with the identification in (5.1)

has the form

‘?% = (D°®,) + 3(D*®3) + 3(D*®5) + 3(D* (P (D®1))) (5.3)
From (5.2) and (5.3), we obtain
2
D (Gt = 1000 - D@D - S0 025 = 105 )
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With the identifications

to=vy, t3=t and P; =P =¢+0u (5.5)

equation (5.4) becomes

3

0o® 1 3 0P 3020
D*( — — —(D°@) — S (D*(®(D®))) — =(D(®(0 ') | = == :
(5 - 100 - S0P @wen) - Jo@e Fn) =155 69
It is now straight forward to check that (5.6) reduces in the bosonic limit to
g (Ou 1 ,, N\ 390%u
Oz <6t g0 T ) = e (5:7)

which is the KP equation. The supersymmetric generalization in (5.6), however, differs
from the Manin-Radul equation [18,23] because of the presence of the nonlocal terms. We

note that in components (5.6) takes the form

O (Ou_ 1w g Bun 3g-108) 3,00 30%
(93:(875 J w500 =500 5. =395, ) T1a, 55
5.8
g (o 1, 3 , 3 100 3 ,.,_10u _362gb
e <6t 19~ —qudT )+ 5007 50 | =15,
These equations are not invariant under
Yy -y (5.9)

unlike the Manin-Radul equations. However, we note that when we restric the variables u
and ¢ to be independent of y, these equations reduce to the supersymmetric KdV equation

[21]. These, therefore, represent a new supersymmetric generalization of the KP equation.
6. Conclusion

We have shown that the supersymmetric nonlinear Schrodinger equation can be rep-
resented as a nonstandard, constrained super KP flow. We have constructed the conserved
quantities of the system in this formalism and we have shown how the supersymmetric
mKdV equation can be embedded into this system. We have worked out the first three

flows associated with a general, nonstandard, super KP system and we have shown that
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these flows contain both the standard KP flows as well as the mKP flows in their bosonic
limit. We have shown that these flows lead to a new supersymmetrization of the KP
equation that is nonlocal. It has the correct bosonic limit and when properly restricted,
it reduces to the supersymmetric KdV equation. However, this equation is different from
the Manin-Radul equation because of nonlocal terms which are also antisymmetric un-
der y <+ —y. Properties of this system are under study and will be reported in a later

publication.
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