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In the preceding paper [paper I of a two-part study; Lai and Haus, Phys. Rev. A 40, 844 (1989)]
we have used the time-dependent Hartree approximation to solve the quantum nonlinear
Schrodinger equation. In the present paper, the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian are constructed ex-
actly by Bethe’s ansatz method and are superimposed to construct exact soliton states. Both funda-
mental and higher-order soliton states are constructed and their mean fields are calculated. The
quantum effects of soliton propagation and soliton collisions are studied in the framework of this
construction. It is shown that a soliton experiences dispersion as well as phase spreading. The mag-
nitude of this dispersion is estimated and is shown to be very small when the average photon num-
ber of the soliton is much larger than unity. The phase and position shifts due to a collision and the

uncertainty of these shifts are also calculated.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the preceding paper (paper I),! it was shown that the
quantum nonlinear Schrodinger equation (QNSE) is
equivalent to the evolution equation of one-dimensional
bosons with &-function interactions. By applying the
time-dependent Hartree approximation to this equation,
we constructed approximate eigenstates of the Hamil-
tonian. These eigenstates are the exact eigenstates of the
photon-number operator but not the exact eigenstates of
the momentum and the Hamiltonian operator. From the
uncertainty relations, they can be interpreted as soliton
states with a mean position and a random phase. The un-
certainty relations also suggest that one has to superim-
pose these states to construct a soliton state with a mean
phase. It was shown that due to the uncertainty of the
photon number, a soliton experiences phase spreading
when it propagates. However, the Hartree approxima-
tion suppresses the effect of the momentum uncertainty.
A distribution of momentum must be associated with a
soliton with a mean position. Just as the uncertainty of
photon number causes the phase-spreading effect, this
momentum uncertainty causes a dispersion effect of its
own. We study this effect in the present paper by using
the exact eigenstates of the Hamiltonian.

It is surprising that the QNSE can be solved exactly. It
was first solved by Bethe’s ansatz method? © and then by
the quantum inverse scattering method.” '© In the
present paper we follow Bethe’s ansatz method to con-
struct the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian. We then su-
perimpose these eigenstates to construct soliton states.
Both fundamental and higher-order soliton states are
constructed and their mean fields are calculated to justify
the construction. All the classical results can be
recovered in the limit of large photon number. It is
found that due to the uncertainty of momentum, a soliton
experiences dispersion when it propagates and the magni-
tude of this effect is significant only after many soliton
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periods. The phase and position shifts due to a collision
and the uncertainty of these shifts are also calculated.

II. EXACT SOLUTION FOR EIGENSTATES
WITH KERR INTERACTIONS

In paper I, we have shown that the problem can be
stated in the Schrodinger picture as follows:

Ld
zﬁdthﬁ)—HSIw) , 2.1)
with
H =% [f $i(x)$x(x)dx
+e [ 8718 T(x)d(x)(x)dx 2.2)

Here $(x) and $T(x) are the field operators in the
Schrodinger picture and satisfy the following commuta-
tion relations:

[dix), 6 (x)]1=8(x —x"), (2.3a)

[d(x"),d(x)]1=[T(x"),4T(x)]=0. (2.3b)

Expanding |¢) in Fock space and substituting it into
(2.1), one has

1
’¢>:zan fvn——‘f,,(xl,...,xn,t)
X (x,) ¢V x,)dx, -+ dx,|0), (2.4)

Sla, =1, 2.5)

dx,=1, (2.6)

,x,,0%dx, - - dx,

S 1futxss .o
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. d
zzfn(xl, ey Xt

n 2
= —28—2+20 > Ox;—x;)

j=laxj 1<i<j<n

s Xpst) . (2.7)

Xfnlxqy, ...
Here f,(x,,...,x,,t) is a symmetric function of x; and
(2.5) and (2.6) are the normalization conditions for a, and
fn» respectively. Equation (2.7) is just the Schrodinger
equation for a one-dimensional system of bosons with 6-
function interactions. The ¢ dependence in (2.7) can be

factored out by assuming a solution of the form

f,,(xl,...,xn,t)—*—f,,(xl,...,x,,)e;iE"'. (2.8)
The equation for f,(x,,...,x,)is
n aZ
— X512 3 8(x;—x) |fulxys...sx,)
j=10x; 1<i<j<n
=E,f,(x,...,x,). (29

It turns out that Eq. (2.9) can be solved exactly.

Since f, is a symmetric and continuous function, it
is enough to specify its value in the region
X} =x,= -+ =x,. In the regions x;7x;, all the § func-
tions in (2.9) vanish and the solutions of (2.9) are of the
exponential form

n

i3 kx;

j=1

exp (2.10)

To satisfy the symmetry condition, all the permutation
terms should be included. Therefore, the general form of
the solutions is

n

i 2 kQ(j)xj
j=1

Sulxgs .o, x,)=3 Agexp
{Q]}

, (.11

where the summation over {Q} is the summation over all
possible permutations of [1,2,...,n] and Q(}) is the jth
component of Q. The 6 functions in Eq. (2.9) impose
boundary conditions at the boundaries x; =x;. At these
boundaries, there is a discontinuity in the slope of the
function f,. We show in Appendix A that these bound-
ary conditions impose the relation among the A,’s: ’

_koy+n ko tic

g (2.12)

ko +1n—kgy—ic

Here Q' is the permutation derived from Q by inter-
changing the jth and (j + 1)th components.

0,0'e{Q},

Q(H=Q"(]) for I#j,j+1,
QUHI=Q'(j+1),

QL +1)=Q'(j).

Reintroducing the ¢ dependence, one has

FulXp, o x,0=e ' "tz Agexp

h
13 ko
el ji=1

(2.13)

forx; =x,=<--:

E,=3 k}.

j=1

=<x, with the energy expressed by

(2.14)

In general, k ; must be real because the wave functions
cannot be infinite. However, for negative c, a rising ex-
ponential for x; <x; can be matched to a falling exponen-
tial for x; > x;. Thus negative values of ¢ make “bound”
states possible, states that cluster around the planes
x;=x; in multidimensional space. No such solutions ex-
ist for positive c. To be explicit, in the case of ¢ <O,
bound state solutions exist if k; satisfies the following
condition: '

kﬁw++%n—ﬁ+ﬂ,j=hlnqn. (2.15)
The reason why we need condition (2.15) can be seen by
substituting it into (2.12). We find that all the A, vanish
except Apy, . ,- Therefore

.....

f,,p(xl, ce ey Xy,)

n
=N, exp ipExj—i-£ > |xj—x,-l R

j=1 215i<j5n

(2.16)

N,

n=Apa, . n] - (2.17)

If any other A4 0 is nonzero, the wave function is not
bound. This fact thus leads to the quantization condition
(2.15). f,,p of (2.16) is symmetric in the x;’s and applies to
all regions.

If any pair of x; values is widely separated, the wave
function (2.16) is very small. This is why these solutions
are called bound-state wave functions. With (2.16), one
can construct the bound states that are the eigenstates of
the Hamiltonian (2.2).

In)p):-%n_Tffn,p(xl" . 5xn)$T(xl) o $T(xn)

Xdx, - dx,|0)

=R (n,p)l0) , (2.18)
with the eigenvalue
— 2 le|? 2
E(n,p)=np*—-——n(n°—1). (2.19)

12

The energy is the sum of the net kinetic energy of the
bosons with momentum p each and (negative) potential
energy due to the binding force of the Kerr nonlinearity
(lel*/12)(n%—1). The dependence on n follows from the
functional dependence of the nonlinearity which is qua-
dratic in $ T(x)$(x). Reintroducing the ¢ dependence, we
have

In,p,t)=e EmP!pp) . (2.20)
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In Appendix B, we show that these states can be normal-
ized,

(n',p'ln,p)=8,,8(p —p"), (2.21)
and the normalization constant N, in (2.16) is
Vin—1) -
N, =———=—lc|"" 7172, 2.22
n veramis (2.22)

It is easy to prove that |n,p,t) is also the eigenstate of
the photon-number operator and the momentum

operator P:
Nin,p,t)=nln,p,t) , (2.23)
Pln,p,t ) =#npln,p,t) . (2.24)

The matrix elements of the field operator for these eigen-
states are!% 1!

{n',p'|dx)n +1,p)

=8nn,M|cl(4n~l)/2n W(n _1)!ei((n+l)p——np']x
2
“ 1
XTI - (2.25)
i= "2 ,(2n—2j+1)
J— + et ey T
(p—p'V+]c| 4
z,f,nn,l/M’*‘_ﬂ|c|—1/2ei[(n+|)p—,,,,']x
2
. “T(P —p") (2.26)
(n',p'|$*(x)$(x)|n,p)
6nn 27 ( |2(n——1) '(n—l)!ei(”P—np’)x
b1 1 (2.27)
x 2.2
JI=I! [(p —p" )V +j?cl?]
2 -
~ By yrre" TP £=p (2.28)

~Ynn’ 2|C‘

sinh l(p —p)
lel

The details of the calculation can be found in Appendix
C. Computer calculations show that (2.26) and (2.28) are
good approximations even when n is not large.

Note that the Fourier transform of a sech is also a
sech, and the Fourier transform of a sech? is proportional
to k /sinhk. Thus the approximate expressions (2.26) and

J

Iln

(2.28) suggest the construction of a sech-shape pulse by
superposition of different momentum states.

III. CONSTRUCTION OF FUNDAMENTAL
SOLITON STATES AND QUANTUM DISPERSION

The criteria for the construction of localized soliton
states are the following: (1) a soliton state should be a
solution of the governing Eq. (2.1), and (2) the mean value
of the field operator should look like a soliton. If we tried
to construct a soliton state out of an eigenstate of the

Hamiltonian, we would obtain from (2.25)-(2.28)
(n,p,t|$(x)|n,p,t)=0, (3.1)
{n,p,t|¢ T(x)(x)|n,p,t) is independent of x . (3.2)

It is clear that |n,p,¢) is not a localized soliton state be-
cause it does not satisfy the second condition. However,
on the basis of the uncertainty relations as discussed in
paper I of this study, we can interpret it as a soliton state
with a random phase and a random mean position.
Indeed, |n,p,t> is an elgenstate of N and P and the un-
certainty relations require that its phase and mean posi-
tion should be random; thus the mean field is zero and
the mean intensity is constant. To construct localized
soliton states with a mean phase and a mean position, one
has to superimpose the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian

l¥)=3a, [ g.(plnp,t)dp . (3.3)
Here we require

Sla,I?=1, (3.4)

[lg.(p)%dp=1. (3.5)

The natural choices for a, and g,(p) are a Poisson dis-
tribution and a Gaussian distribution, respectively,

ay  —la|?
a,= \/;(z)_' e %2 , (3.6)
g, (p)=——Lexp -1 P =pol® | i,
n (Ap)l/Z(ﬂ.)]/4 P 2 (Ap)z
=g(ple " (3.7)

To justify our construction we calculate the mean value
of the field operator. The result is given below and the
details are presented in Appendix D:

(¢S|¢(x)|1[}5) z exp(— | a,|? )f V;exp

agV'n lc]172

exp

Xsech(L|c|(n +L)(x —x—2pt) \dp

(p —po)’
(Ap)?
———~——Ic| nintl), —ip%t +ip (x —x,)
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In the derivation of (3.8), we made the approximations
(2.26) and (2.28) and

no=lapl?>>1, (3.9a)
le] <1, (3.9b)
Ap >>|c| , (3.10a)
[e]?t <<1 . (3.10b)

Condition (3.10a) ensures that the mean field has a sech
shape and condition (3.10b) ignores the higher-order
dispersion effect (see Appendix D).

Equation (3.8) makes a very important statement. The
expectation value of the field is the average of a set of
classical soliton solutions with different group and phase
velocities. The phase velocities depend on the photon
number, the group velocities depend on the momentum.
This is a surprising result, because the field propagates in
a nonlinear medium, and hence a simple superposition of
solutions as the expectation value of the field was not an-
ticipated. The result has valuable predictive value. Since
the superposition is of many different pulse shapes with
different phases, a spreading of the phase and amplitude
is to be expected. In paper I of this study we have stud-
ied the phase spreading effect and have shown that the
magnitude of phase spreading is significant with a charac-
teristic length less than a soliton period. The magnitude
of dispersion can be estimated as follows: From (3.8), one
can expect that the width of a soliton is doubled when

(Ap)t~ —1

~W . (3.11)

Therefore, the characteristic “time” of dispersion is

2

Ly~ ————— . (3.12)
a7 elng(Ap)
Comparing (3.12) with the soliton period
8
o~ —— (3.13)
*onglel?
one has
L gis nolc|
Py (3.14)

Note that in order to localize the soliton, the required
bandwidth is condition (3.10a). However, from (3.14) one
can see that if

ny ny+tn,

"xn|+nz)=exp ipljgle*l(j)*_ipZ- E .
= J

=n,

FQ(xl, ..

Xexp % >

n1-+~15i<j5nl+n2

X, -

(xo-1) "% -101y) ]

le] <<Ap <<nglel , (3.15)

then the soliton is localized and the dispersion effect is
significant only after many soliton periods. Since c is usu-
ally very small and ng|c| is large, condition (3.15) is usu-
ally satisfied. To clarify this result, let us compare a soli-
ton with a pulse in a linear, dispersive medium. A pulse
in a linear, dispersive medium can be considered to be a
superposition of plane waves exp( —ik?t +ikx),! whereas
from (3.8), a soliton can be considered to be a superposi-
tion of sech pulses with a width much smaller than the
inverse of the momentum bandwidth. The dispersion
effect is proportional to the bandwidth Ap of the momen-
tum. In a linear medium, a bandwidth of the order of
1/Ax is necessary to construct a pulse with a width Ax
because the distribution of momentum is the Fourier
transform of the pulse waveform. However, to construct
a soliton with a width Ax, the bandwidth can be much
less than 1/Ax as indicated by (3.15) (note that ny|c| is of
the order of the inverse of the soliton width). Therefore,
the dispersion effect of a soliton can be much less than
that of a pulse in a linear, dispersive medium.

IV. CONSTRUCTION OF HIGHER-ORDER
SOLITON STATES AND SOLITON COLLISION

We have already used the Hartree approximation to
construct approximate higher-order soliton states and
studied soliton collision effects. However, more insight
about the quantum nature of solitons can be gained by us-
ing the exact solutions of (2.7). In this section we con-
struct two-soliton states. Other higher order-soliton
states can be constructed in the same way.

We start from the general solution (2.16) with
n =n,+n,. If one chooses
ic , .
kj=p,+—é—(n1—2]+1) j=1...,n,, (4.1)
_ ic, .. .
"1+/_p+2(n2 2j+1) j=1,...,n,, (4.2)
then
fnlplnzpz(xl""!xnl-Fnz)
:2 AQFQ(XI,...,xnl,...,xnl+”2) . (4.3)
{Q}
Here Fj is a symmetric function of x;.
Gy |S*P |5 2 (Xo-1; "X -101))
1Si<j<n,
4.4)
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forx;=x, =" =x, 4,

In (2.7) the summation over {Q} is the summation over
all possible permutations of [1,2,...,n;+n,]. Howev-
er, because of the special values of k ; in (4.1)-(4.2), AQ is
zero if the order of [1,2,...,n,]or [n,+1,...,n,+n,]
is permuted (see Sec. III). Therefore, in (4.3) the sum-
mation over {Q] is the summation over all possible per-
mutations of [1,2,...,n,+n,] with the order of

It can be seen from (2.12) that they differ from one anoth-
er only by a certain phase. As an example and also for
later use, we calculate the relation between

Ain=Ap,. . npn 41, ny+n,)
and

Aout=A[n1+l ..... nytn,l., "1]

[1,...,n;] and [n,;+]1,...,n,+n,] unchanged. In . . . R
(4.4), O\, the inverse of Q, appears because we have (Refs. 5 and 12). The details are given in Appendix E:
converted the permutation over k into the permutation Aou(=ei"’("1»P|’"2»l’z)Ain , 4.5)
over Xx.
The coefficients A, in (4.3) also have to satisfy (2.12). with
J
m 1 lel(n,—n,+2j)/2 lel(ny,—n )72 (n,+n;)/2
O6(ny,p,ny,py)=— (4 3 tan” S —2 T 4 2tan [ —2—2 || @)
j=1 P27 P P27 P P27P
With (4.3), one can construct the bound state,
nytn,
lnl,pl,nz,pz 2 AQf FQ xl,...,xnl+n2) H ¢T(.xj)dxj|0>
Q) j=1
n +n,
N
) |[%l AQ fxl—xZ - Sx~1+n2 FQ(xl’ TR R H ¢ (xf)dx 0) “.7)
[
Reintroducing the ¢ dependence, one has g (n)= (alo)n’ ~laypl2/2 @.11a)
\ny)=——— ) .
—i ny!
|ny,p1npast) =e lE(nl,pl’nz’pz)w”1:1’1’”2’1’2) , (4.8) v
(030)"? —ja, 2
with a,(n,)= —‘—/m:'e ool 72 , (4.11b)
n,!
E(ny,py,nz,pz) g, (p)= 1 exp 1 (py—P1) le—inlplxlo
2 n\P1/= 1/2(_\1/4 Y 2
2"11’%"'"21’2—%nl(nz—l)—%nz(ng—l). (Apy) ('ﬂ) (Apy)
(4.9) =g,(pyle TV, (4.11c)
. . 1 1 (P2—py) —inypyxa0
The: localﬁzed lt1w<l))-soli(tion states can be constructed by su- g,,z(pz): (Ap )V ()4 P 2 (Ap,)? ¢
perimposing the bound states, inpx
=g,(py)e O 4.11d)

|'//s>_ > ay(nylay(ny)

nyany

X[ [ & (p1)gs,(p2)

><lnl,p],nz,pz,t)dpldp2 , (4.10)
with
J
W)= |Saitny) [ g ple "R (nypydpy
ny

—iE( )
3 ay(ny) [ g, (p2de " PR Yny,py)dp, (10

Without loss of generality, we assume p;o > p,g-

The above construction is justified by studying the
two-soliton state before collision and after collision. In
the two limits, the two-soliton state is composed of two
well-separated fundamental solitons. To be explicit, we
show in Appendix F that before collision, the two-soliton
state is approximately equal to

(4.12)

n

where the two large parentheses are identified as the creation operators for fundamental solitons [see (3.3)] and R Y(n, D)

has been defined in (2.18).
After collision,
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i6(ny,p,n,, . .
W)= 3 aynyayny) [ [N, (py)g, (pydexpl —iE (ny,p))t —iE (n,p) )]

nyiy

Xﬁ T(nl,pz )ﬁ T(nz,pz)dpldp2[0> )

(4.13)

with 6(n,p,,n,,p,) defined in (4.6) and E (n,p) defined in (2.19). Note that the only difference between (4.13) and (4.12)
is the phase factor 8(n,,p,n,,p,). To see the effect of this factor, we write (4.13) as

ly, )= > ay(nylay(nylexp ie("anPw»"zo’on)+i'§ne_l("x_”10)+iaan62 (ny—ny)
nyny
. 30 . 5t
X | [ 1 (p1)exp igp, P17 P10) ~iE(n1py )t R nupydpy
. 960 . g1
X | [ 8r,p2)exp i =Py —pa) —iE (n3,p)t |R (napy)dpy [10) . @.14)
[
. 2 2
Here we have used the expansion AG,~ d 92 An, ' - 889 Ap,
0(ny,py,n4,p2)=~0(n15,p10:M20,P20) 1 10

17 a0 9%0 d%6

+a—nl(n,~n,0)+m(n2—n20) + an‘anz An2+ m Ap2 , (4.20)
+ aioi(l’l —po)+ -a—e—(pz —Pa) - and the position uncertainty is
P2 ap, 320 320
Ax, = An,+ |— |Ap
(4.15) 1 anlapl 1 ap% 1
All  the derivatives of 6@ are evaluated at

a%6 3%6
(110:1205P 10520 )- ny+ |=——=— |Ap, . 4.21)

It is now clear that the two-soliton state after collision dp,0n, dp,9p,

is still composed of two well-separated fundamental soli-
tons except for a phase shift and a “position” shift. The
mean phase shift for the first soliton is

a6
89, ~ a‘;(n 102P105M205P20 )

~0(ny1o+1,p10,M20,P20) — (1 10,P105M20,P20) » (4.16)
and the position shift is'?
96(n 14,P105M20>P20)
x|~ 1 100P105M20>P 20 ' @.17)
o ap,
For the second soliton the phase shift is
a0
ngza—nz(”lo»l’loynzo’ho)
=~O0(ny0,P10:M20 T 1,P20) = 0(n10,P10,M20,P20) » (4.18)
and the position shift is
96(n 10,P105M20>P20)
Bx, ~ 1 10>P10>M20-P20 ‘ (4.19)

ny ap,

In Appendix G we show that when n, and n,, are large
and [c| is small, the magnitude of 88, and &x, in (4.16)
and (4.17) approach the classical results.

The increase of the uncertainties due to a collision can
be estimated by expanding 6(n,,p,,n,,p,) to second or-
der. The phase uncertainty for the first soliton is

V. CONCLUSIONS

With the exact eigenstates of the Hamiltonian describ-
ing the nonlinear Schrodinger equation, we constructed
solitonlike solutions. These have finite expectation values
of amplitude and phase. Because of the uncertainty prin-
ciple connecting the phase to the photon number and the
position to the momentum, superpositions in terms of
|n,p,t) eigenstates were required. The mean field of a
soliton was shown to be a superposition of the classical
soliton solutions with different group velocities and phase
velocities. Contrary to the classical soliton theory, a soli-
ton experiences phase spreading and dispersion when it
propagates. The phase-spreading effect is quite
significant because its characteristic length is less than a
soliton period. On the other hand, the dispersion effect is
quite small with a characteristic length about n, soliton
periods. Here n is the expectation value of the photon
number in the soliton.

The same formalism was extended to study solitons in
collision, by setting up the quantum states of a higher-
order soliton. The phase shift and position shift of the
colliding solitons were determined, along with their quan-
tum fluctuations.
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APPENDIX A: RECURSION FORMULA
FOR PERMUTATION COEFFICIENTS

In this appendix, we prove (2.12). The region

Y. LATI AND H. A. HAUS
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the same except that A4, is changed to 4,. Here Q' is
the permutation derived from Q by interchanging Q (1)
and Q(2). By defining new variables,

x,<x,< -+ =Zx, has_n —1 boundar.ies. Let.us consider xX=x;—x, , (Ala)
the first boundary x,; =x,. On one side of this boundary
is region 1: x; <x, < -+ <x,. On the other side is re- y=x,+x,, (A 1b)
gion 2: x, <x; < :+* <x,. The form of the solution in
region 1 is given by (2.11) and in region 2 the solution is one can rewrite the solution as
|
ko —k koo tk n
fxy,x3, . 0 0,x,)=3 Agexp |i sz 2@ o +i Q“)z Q(Z)y exp i 3 kQ(j)xj in region 1,
{o} j=3
k k ko) tk (A2
- n
={%} Agexp |i sz @)y +i sz me exp |i .23kQ‘f)xf in region 2 .
i=
Equation (3.9) now becomes
2 2 n o a2
I s+ 32— 3 sx—x)
ox oy j=30X%; 3<i<j<n
< x+y y—x _
—2c 3 |8 |x; ) +6 |x; 2 fnxy, ..., x,)=E, f,(x,, yX,) (A3)
j=3
[
Integrating (A3) over x from O~ to OF gives us the  Therefore, Ay and A4, are related by
boundary condition to be satisfied:
koo — ko tic
_ Ko7 Ko
8] 9 fa.(x,y x. ) A= ko) —kou—ic e A
X |+ Ox |- |7
By considering the jth boundary x;=x;,, (2.12) can be
=cfn(0,y,...,x,) . (A4) proved in the same way.
Substituting (A2) into (A4), we obtain
APPENDIX B: NORMALIZATION
kot —kon) ko tkon) OF EIGENSTATES
3 Ag |y e Iy
el In this appendix, we prove (2.21). From (2.18), it fol-
lows that, if n'#n, then
~S 4, ikQ(l)—kQ(Z) exp l,kQ(l}+kQ(2)y]
{01 2 2 (n',p'ln,p)=0, (B1)
[ because states of different n involve an unequal number of
=< > Agexp ,'—Q“)—Q(z)y operators. For equal n’s but different p’s, one has from
2 |{g 2 (2.16) and (2.18),
koaytk ,
+ 3 Agexp |i=H—4% Q‘Z’y” . a5 (mplnp)
o] =M [explc 3 Ix;—x|+ilp—p")
1fi<j<n
Equation (A5) is satisfied when n
X 3 x; |dxy--dx, . (B2
j=1
.kQ(l)—kQ(Z) .kQ(l)—kQ(Z) !
S e
Noting that the integrand is a symmetric function of the
_c x;’s, we reduce the integration region to x;=x,,
—E(AQ'+AQ)' (A6) Sj <x,:
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(n,p’ln,p>=./\/{f,n!fm dx,,f "dx, ;- f dx,exp —c Z(n —2j+1)x;+i(p—p )2 x;
— o0 — =1 i=1
n—1 1 © in(p—p')x
= ! "d
Nan Ilel I[—c(n—D~+i(p—p")] J e *n
T § ga— 5
= ] _———— —
"n'llill [—c( n—l)] PP
n—1
=./V3,n!£r—n B 8(p—p’)
n o= | |
ﬂﬂ
=27——|c| """ V8(p —p’) . (B3)
(n—1)

By substituting (2.22) into (B3), (2.21) is proved.

APPENDIX C: MATRIX ELEMENTS OF FIELD OPERATORS

In this appendix we prove (2.25)-(2.28). The calculation is basically the same as in Ref. 11. From (2.16) and (2.18),
we have

2 1 ,
{n,p'l$p(x)|n +1,P>—T/—'7(n—+*1—‘ff X oo s X o g1,p(X s X 4y)

X(0l@x 1) - - - Blxndx)F xy) -+ $T(x, )I0VAx] - dxpdxy - - dx, 4

__1 1
“vavoaro” D fr ey, X ) (g X

ip—p)¥ x;+te 3 Ix;—xl

j=1 1<i<j<n

x)dx, - -dx,

:Vn+1.NnNn+1 f €Xp

sz+ Elx-—xl dx, -+ -dx, .

]—-1

Xexp

Since the integrand is a symmetric function of the x;’s, we reduce the integration region to U, {— o <x,
<x,< - <x,<x=<x,4+, = ' Zx, =< o] so that the absolute values can be removed.

(n,p'l¢(x)In=1,p)=Vn + 1N, N, 4 n! 2 N dxmfx'" dx, ;- fxz dx,
0 - 0 - - 0
Xf dxm+1f dxm+1"'_!‘:o

Ex —c 2 n—2j+1)x;

ji=1 j=1

=v'n +1N,,.N,,+1n!(2/|cl)"exp{i[(n +1)p —np'lx}

X ex . c c & c <
p exp sz+§(2m—n)x—52x+? > X

.2 n-—m 2
XS —— 1/ —2r +1+i~=(p —p’ —i~=—(p —p’
2 m'n_ [Il r ’Icl(P p’) r]:]ll 2n +2r +1 llCl(p p’)
(C1
With the following identity,
“ 1
> H(21—1+za)H(2]—1—za) 2" (C2)

n—m))
mzomi(n —m)! i=1

we have
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40
é——————-—nl n—2r+1+i—2—( —p') nﬁml n—2r+1—ii( —p)
omlin—m), e[ PP it le| 2P
= Hl/ 2n—2r+1)+i(p-—p')2 i———1~—— I”] 2n——2r+1+ii(p—p’)
ket lc|? Zomin—m) le|
" 2
PO | | 2n =2r +1—i—(p —p’)
r=n—m-+1 Ici
" 4
=2"T 1 (2n—2r+1)+W(p—p')2 (C3)
r=1
Using (2.22) and (C3), Eq. (C1) is reduced to (2.25). Using the identities
= (2j—1)
sechimy=0] V—"———, (C4)
2 Y }I;[1y2+(2]—1)2
I12)
" = _
(2;21)'1')"5 n] ! =Vnm n—o (Wallis formula) , (CS)
N | ()]
j=1
11 +———a°|=1 n—ow . (C6)
j=n+1 (2j =17
Equation (2.25) is reduced to (2.26).
The mean intensity can be calculated in the same way:
n—1 n—1
(n,p’ld) x)$(x)|n,p ) =N, N,n fexp ilp—p") 3 x;+c 3 lx; —x;| lexp |¢ 3 |x —x;| |dx, -+ -dx,_,
j=1 1Si<j<n-—1 i=1
n—1
=N, N,n(n —1)sm2=l f_wfxls e txta 2 X1,
n—1 n—1 n—1
Xexp |ilp—=p") 3 x;—c ¥ (n—2j)x; +c(2m—n+1x—c2x +e 3 x
j=1 ji=1 j=1 j=m+1
NN ( 1)'n~1 1 m 1 n—l—m 1
R 'Z_Oms(n—1—m)!,£ll[Icl(n—r)+i(p—p’)] I Teltn=n—itp—p"]
—n— 1
- _ (n—1) -
=N, N, n(n—1)c| z S — 1=l
1 n—1—m
x [ 1 it (p—p") 1/ L p—pn ()
r=1 lC| r—l |
With the identity
n—1 1 n—]-ml m l
— - C8
mz=om!(n—1—m)! 11;11 (I +ia) I;Il ia) , (C8)
we have
n—1 1 m 1 n—1—m 1
— — +'— — ’ — — —_— ’
2 ttn — 1=y LWL/ (=i e =p0 | 1L 1/ (n=n=iggte—p")
n
=n 111/ |tn—» +—(31—lﬂzi . (©)
r=1 c
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i 2.27). i ’o ’
With (C9), (C7) can be reduced to (2.27). Using (n',p’lnp) =ZT1T5,,,,'5(1) b, (C12a)
S 2
sinhmx =mx II_II 1+ % ) (C10)  whereas we use
- | (n',p'ln,p)=8,,8p—p') . (C12b)
H“-——E—Zzl n-—o , (C11)
J= (1+a2/1%) APPENDIX D: THE MEAN FIELD
OF THE N =1 SOLITON
Eq. (2.27) can be reduced to (2.28).
Another way to calculate these matrix elements is to In this appendix, we prove (3.8). Using the matrix ele-
use the quantum inverse scattering method. Note that  ments expressions (2.25), (2.26), and the time dependence
the normalization condition used in Refs. 10 and 11 is (2.20) with (2.19), we have

Wl )= ara, o, [ [ 82 (p"gus1(p)n,p",t|$(x)n +1,p,1 Ydp dp’

— *
-2 a,a, +1€xp
n

! 4

eln(n +1)t]

e
Xf fg(p’)g(p)—n“(nﬂ)—lci“l/zexp{—i[(n +1)p —np'lx,}

2
Xexp{—i[(n +1)p*—np"?Jt +i[(n +1)p —np']x }sech T:']—(p —p') |dpdp’, (D1
where a, and g (p) are given in (3.6) and (3.7). We now define new variables,
p1=*"—;5 , (D2a)
p2=£i?:1i , (D2b)
and express (D1) in terms of them:
(Y |$x) ¢ ) =~ 3 aXa, . exp iM;n—_H—)t}
1 pi P3 Va0, —1n
Xffz(Ap)\/}exP ~l@ap? " (ap2 2 el
Xexpli [2(n +1)p,(x —x)+p,(x —x0)—p3t —p3t —4(n +1)p,p,t]}sech %pl dp dp,.
(D3)

By neglecting the term ip?z in the phase and assuming Ap >>|c|, we can carry out the integration over p. Dropping
the subscript on p, we have

N 2
(U, 180)¥, ) ~ 3 ara, . exp ,-ﬂ%m,
1 P —po) | | Van D)
X = — 172 - Y
f(Ap)\/ﬂ-exp (Ap)? 2 lel'2exp{i[p(x —x,) pitl}
Xsech[+(n +D)lcl(x —xy—2p)]|dp . (D4)

Substituting a, in (3.6) into (D4), (3.8) is proved. Since we neglect the term ip3t, (D4) and (3.8) are correct only when

(Ap)’t <<1. The effect of this term is to make the dispersion effect more serious than that predicted by (3.8) when 7 is
large.
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APPENDIX E: CALCULATION
OF THE PHASE FACTOR
In this appendix, we prove (4.5) and (4.6). To go from the permutation [1,2,...,n,...,n;+n,] to [n,
+1,...,n,+n,,1,...,n,] we have to permute n; Xn, times. The effect of every permutation is a multiplication by
the factor expressed in (2.12). The total effect is the product of all these factors. Therefore,
Aou(=S(n1,p1,n2,p2)Ain ’ (ED
with
npony (k,,1+,—kj)+ic
S(ny,pi,ny,py)= P N
]'I=1] [l;Il (knl+[_kj)——lc
. (pr—p)Fis[ny—n +2(j —1+1)]
:H1 IH
j=11=1
’ (pz—p1>+i§[nz—n1+2u—l—1>1]
n, (PZ_pl)+i§(n2_nl+2j) (pz—p1)+i%(n2—n]+2j—2)
=1I (E2a)
j=1
T | 2mpomig na = 2)) | |(py—p) =S (nytny —2j+2)
Changing index j in the denominator to n +1—j, we have
n, (Pz_PlH'i%(”z'nl'f'zj) (Pz—PlH”i%(”z—”l‘f’zj_Z)
S(”lvpl»"z»Pz):H
T 2P mis (ny—ny +2j =) | |(py—py) =S (ny =y +2))
ic : ic ic
ny—1 (Pz—P1)+‘2“(n2—”1+2j) Pz“Pl+‘2—(n2“n1)P2_P1+7("2+”1)
=11 ; : :
e ic . ic
ST P =p) = S =0 +2)) | | pampy = ma=n gy —py = (ny )
Eei@(nl,pl,nz,pz) ) (E2b)
Equation (4.6) follows directly from (E2b). In the literature, the factor S is usually called the S matrix.> 2
APPENDIX F: TWO-SOLITON STATES
IN TWO LIMITS
In this appendix, we prove (4.12) and (4.13). Let us consider the terms in (4.10).
f fgnl(Pl)gnz(P2)|”1’P1,”2xP2t)dl’ldpz
. ”l
=(n;+n,3Y Ao fxl<x2<"'<x N fg,,’(pl)exp —iE(n,pt+ip; Xo-1(j) dp,
fQ} R R j=1
X |exp | < S Ix —Xx |
p 2,2, ey et
Si<j=n,
) n1+n2
X fg,,z(pz)exp —iE(ny,py)t +ip, 3 Xo-1(j) dp,
j=n,+1
c nytn, +
X |exp | = +1<‘2 g1 %o 105 U ¢'(x;)dx;|0)  (Fla)
ny Si<jsn;+n, ji=1 .




&

QUANTUM THEORY OF SOLITONSIN . ..

I 865

2 2
=(n;+n,NY, Agexp |i —n,plot —-n2p§0t+%n,(n%—l)t+%n2(n%—l)t]}
{Q]
ny ny+n,
XfX,5x25-~5",,l+,.2€xP iplojglxQ~l(j)_i”lP10x10+iP20j_n2+1xQ*l(j)—i"2P20x20
- M

: N O et :
X fgn(P10+P1)exP nyp, :ngﬂu,—xlo—met dPn]
j=1
X exp£ > x, -1 %10
215 5<a, 0 0
ny+n,
X fgz(on+P'2)eXP inypy |— Xo-1; " %20~ 2P! | |dp2
M2 j=n+1
c nytn, ;
X |exp | = 3> Ix, 1, —x -1l || TI é7(x;)dx;|0). (Flib)
2, +1siSisn4n, 200 T UG Y
[
Here we have set p,=p,o+p}, p=p,+P5 and linear- X Sx,= - Sx,,l+,,2 . (F2e)

ized the nonlinear phase term in (Fla). This is equivalent
to ignoring the quantum dispersion effect. The terms in
(F1b) can be significant only when the following condi-
tions are satisfied:

n

1
;—2 xQ_,(j)zxm—f-Zplot , (F2a)

1j=1

1 "1&"2
— X, -1 .zX20+2p20t N (sz)
B2 j=n+1 e v
{xQ_l(j): Jj=1,...,n,}are grouped together , (F2c)
{xQ-,m: j=n;+1,...,n,+n,}

are grouped together , (F2d)

and the constraint is obeyed

Before and after collision, x5 +2p ot and x,,+2p,,t are
far apart. Therefore, from (F2a)-(F2e), we can
conclude that (1) before collision, only the term
corresponding to Q =[1,2,...,n,+n,] is important.

After collision, only the term corresponding to
[n,+1,...,n,+n,,1,...,n] is important. (2)
the integration over {xQ_l(j): j=1,...,n;} and

[xQ-l(j):j =n,+1,...,n,+n,} can be decoupled. With
the two approximations and relation (4.5), Egs. (4.12) and
(4.13) follow directly from (4.10) and (F1la).

APPENDIX G: PHASE SHIFT AND POSITION
SHIFT DUE TO SOLITON COLLISION

In this appendix, we demonstrate how (4.16) and (4.17)
approach the classical results given by the Egs. (6.8) and
(6.9) in paper 1. With (4.6), we have

0(n, +1’P1’n2rP2)_9("1’171’"2»[’2)z%[e(nl+2’P1’n2a1’2)—9("1’[’1’"2&2)]

Yel(ny+n,+2) Liel(n,+ny)
=1 2tan”! |2 : d +2tan~! [ ——2= -
P27P P2—P
teltny,—n,—2) Lellny,—ny)
+2tan"! |2 2 | +2tan! | 2—2—~
PP PP
Lleltn, +n,) Leltny,—n,)
~— [2tan~! | Z—1 27 tan~! | Z—2 17
PP PP

and
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1&

—_n, )]2

) Leltny+ny)
(p2—py )2+[%|Cl(n2+”1)]2

1 80(ny,pi,nypy) 1 | M Leltny—n,+2j)
ny ap, T | A (pa—p P el iny —n, +2))P
Hel(ny—ny)
(p,—p ) +[Llcl(n,
4 plngtn)r2 le|x

In |(p,—p;)*+

[e|*(ny+n,)? ]_1

X
ny Jny=n)/2 (p,—p )+ le|®x?

2
—p )+
n |(p,—py) 4

le|X(ny—n,)? ] ]
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