Commun. Math. Phys. 176, 353 — 381 (1996) Communications in
atical

Physics

© Springer-Verlag 1996

A Fully Supersymmetric AKNS Theory

Carlo Morosil, Livio Pizzocchero?2

! Dipartimento di Matematica, Politecnico di Milano, Piazza L. da Vinci 32, 1-20133 Milano, Italy
2 Dipartimento di Matematica, Universita di Milano, Via C. Saldini 50, I-20133 Milano, Italy and
Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Sezione di Milano, Italy.

E-mail: PIZZOCCHERO@VMIMAT.MAT.UNIMLIT

Received: 18 April 1994/ Accepted: 15 July 1995

Abstract: We construct a fully supersymmetric biHamiltonian theory in four super-
fields, admitting zero curvature and Lax formulation. This theory is an extension
of the classical AKNS, which can be recovered as a reduction. Other supersym-
metric theories are obtained as reductions of the susy AKNS, namely a non-
linear Schrodinger, a modified KdV and the Manin—Radul KdV. The susy nonlinear
Schrodinger hierarchy is related to the one of Roelofs and Kersten; we determine
its biHamiltonian and Lax formulation. Finally, we show that the susy KdV’s
mentioned before are related through a susy Miura map.

1. Introduction and Preliminaries

In the last decade there has been increasing interest in superextensions of the soliton
evolution equations. The earlier results concerned the construction of field theories
with fermionic and bosonic fields depending on time and one space variable x
[Kup]. Next, the susy (=supersymmetric) soliton equations were investigated. In
the so-called N =1 susy extensions [MR], in which we are mainly interested, the
field variables depend, apart from time, on the superspace variables x,0, with x
even and 6 odd; the field equations are formulated in terms of the superderivative
D = 00/0x + 0/00, with the property D?> = 0/0x. Also, the N = 2 susy extensions
were introduced, with one even and two odd superspace variables x, 0;, 0, [Mat]; in
this case, two superderivatives D; = 0;0/0x + 0/00; are employed.

The best known methods for constructing soliton equations can be appropriately
generalized to the susy framework. The Lax formalism in terms of fractional powers
was extended by introducing an algebra of pseudodifferential operators in D (or D,
and D,); in this way, some susy KdV equations were constructed [MR, Mat, LM],
and the corresponding biHamiltonian structures were obtained via R-matrix theory
[OP, FMR].

Moreover, the connections between the susy soliton equations and the theory of
Lie superalgebras were analyzed in [IK1-4, MP1], in order to obtain a superanalogue
of the classical Drinfeld—Sokolov theory [DS].
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Recently, the method of prolongation structures [EW] was extended to field
theories with fermionic variables [RH]; as a byproduct, a super nonlinear Schrodinger
(NLS) hierarchy was obtained by Roelofs and Kersten [RK], involving a bosonic
field ¢ = g(x) and a fermionic field @ = w(x). The vector fields and the conservation
laws of this hierarchy were written in terms of ¢, and their x-derivatives; more-
over, it was found that the super NLS equation admits an N = 1 susy formulation
in terms of the superfield ¥ (x,0) := w(x) + 0q(x) and its superderivatives. (This
super NLS equation is different from the one proposed previously in [Kul, CN], for
which a susy formulation in the above sense was not given).

In our previous works [MP1-4], we discussed the susy KdV equations from a
biHamiltonian and Lie superalgebraic viewpoint. Following this approach, in this
paper we propose an N = 1 susy extension of the AKNS theory, involving two
even superfields b = b(x,0), a =a(x,0) and two odd superfields ¥ =y (x,0),
@ = @(x,0). This theory consists of a hierarchy of commuting vector fields, pos-
sessing infinitely many conservation laws; we explicitly construct the biHamiltonian
formulation, giving a pair of compatible Poisson structures for which all the vec-
tor fields of the hierarchy are Hamiltonian. Moreover, we give the zero curvature
representation and the Lax formulation. The classical AKNS hierarchy in two field
variables g = g(x), ¥ = r(x) can be recovered through the reduction

b=a=0, v (x,0) = 0g(x), o(x,0) = 0r(x) . (1.1)

Both the biHamiltonian structure and the spectral problem of the susy AKNS can
be reduced to the classical ones via Eq. (1.1).
On the other side, if we put the constraints

b=a=0, o(x,0) =y (x,0), (1.2)

we get a susy extension of the ordinary NLS theory; by inspection of the first
vector fields and conservation laws, it is found that they can be converted into the
homologous objects of the Roelofs—Kersten super NLS hierarchy. The advantages
of our approach are:

i) the intrinsically supersymmetric formulation of the hierarchy, which is con-
structed directly in terms of the superfield ¥ (x, #) and its superderivatives;
ii) the fact that we give a biHamiltonian and a Lax formalism.

We also consider two alternative reductions of the susy AKNS, which are defined

by the constraints

a=b, o=y and b= -1, Yy =0, (1.3)
respectively. The first reduction gives rise to a modified susy KdV theory; the
second one generates the susy KdV of Manin and Radul [MR]. By comparing the
associated Lax formulations, we obtain a susy Miura map relating the two theories.
(As is known, the classical AKNS theory contains the NLS, modified KdV and KdV
theories as reductions; so, the susy extension considered in this paper possesses the
counterparts of these classical features).

We now illustrate the plan of the paper and the theoretical setting from which
the results came about.

In Sect. 2, we present the main results about the susy AKNS, giving the first
vector fields and conservation laws, the biHamiltonian structure (Table la) and
the zero curvature/Lax formulation (Table 1b). The reductions mentioned above are
discussed in Sect.3 and the main results are summarized in Tables 2-4.
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Subsequently, we illustrate the method we have employed to generate the susy
AKNS; in Sect.4, we consider in particular the biHamiltonian structure and in
Sect. 5 we derive the zero curvature/Lax formalism. Most of the computations in
the paper have been carried out using the MATHEMATICA symbolic manipulation
system; in order to save space, only the essential part of the computational results
has been reported in the tables.

As for the theoretical setting, we refer to the methods discussed in gen-
eral in the previous papers [MP1-2]; different applications of these techniques
were also presented in [MP3—4]. As anticipated above, our approach is essen-
tially Lie superalgebraic and biHamiltonian; it is based on a geometrical viewpoint
which was widely developed for the classical soliton equations (see, in particular,
[FF, MMR, DS, CMP, CP]).

The main geometrical objects in our setting are the loop superalgebras, i.e.
Lie superalgebras of maps V = V(x,0), taking values in some finite-dimensional
Lie superalgebra. The odd part 4, of a loop superalgebra % is a biHamiltonian
manifold, i.e., it carries two compatible Poisson tensors Q and P; at any point V
we have

Ov(oV)=1[4,0V],  Py(6V)=D(6V)+[V,0V] (1.4)

for each covector 6V (identified with an element in the even part %, of the loop
superalgebra). In the above equation, 4 denotes a fixed element of ¥;, whose
choice is in principle arbitrary. The susy AKNS theory discussed in this paper
is derived working with the loop superalgebra ¥ = gl(2,2){x,0}; the elements
of 4 are 4 x 4 matrices, the entries being scalar superfields. 4 is the (constant)

0o 0 0 0

. 0 0 0
matrix

-1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

The biHamiltonian structure (1.4) can be reduced using a technique proposed
recently in [CMP,CP], where the Marsden—Ratiu reduction theorem for general
Poisson manifolds [MaR] was specialized to the biHamiltonian case. In these papers,
it was shown that the Poisson tensors of a general biHamiltonian manifold can be
reduced to a conveniently defined quotient manifold, and this result was applied
to loop algebras in connection with the classical KdV-type equations. The method
also works in a susy framework [MP1]; in our previous papers, it was applied to
the loop superalgebra ¢ = gl(2,2){x, 0}, giving rise on the quotient space to the
biHamiltonian structure of the Manin—Radul susy KdV.

Here, we are working with the same loop algebra, but the matrix 4 defining
the first Poisson tensor in Eq. (1.4) is different from the one considered in previ-
ous works. The choice of 4 related to the Manin—Radul theory was made on the
grounds of a natural susy extension of the Drinfeld—Sokolov “lowest root criterion”
[DS], also considered in [IK2]; here, we explore a different possibility, which is
suggested by the analogy with the classical AKNS case. With this new choice, the
quotient manifold of the reduction turns out to be a space of quadruples (b, qa, {, @),
where the two first components are even superfields b = b(x, 0), a = a(x,0), and
the other two are odd superfields ¥ = Y (x,0), ¢ = ¢(x,0). Using the reduced
biHamiltonian structure, we generate with a standard procedure a hierarchy of
vector fields and Hamiltonian functions: this is the susy AKNS.

The next steps in our construction are the zero curvature and the Lax formal-
ism of the hierarchy, which are natural outcomes of the biHamiltonian reduction
[MP2]. The zero curvature representation can be seen as a Lax formulation with
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parameter, the Lax operator being a 4 x 4 matrix first order differential operator
in the superderivative D. From here, it is possible to derive a reduced, parameter
independent Lax formalism, where the Lax operator is a 2 x 2 matrix differen-

tial operator acting on a space of pairs (Z‘ ), each component being a superfield
2

¥, = ¥;(x,0). The eigenvalue equation for this operator is

—0, ¥, — YyD¥ — b = A
{ (15)

0V + oDV + a'ty = AP,

which appears to be a natural susy extension of the classical AKNS spectral problem.

The biHamiltonian and Lax formalism of the susy AKNS can be carried over to
the reductions mentioned before, i.e., the susy NLS, modified KdV and Manin—Radul
KdV. In the case of the two KdV’s, it is also possible to derive in a geometrical
fashion the scalar Lax formulation in terms of fractional powers.

This is, summing up, the content of the paper. Before going into the details
of the susy AKNS, we add some (very short and informal) preliminaries about
the basic supermathematics employed in the paper; this is useful for uniformity of
language. Also, we recall the definition of the Lie superalgebra g/(2,2) and the
associated loop algebra.

1.1. Linear superalgebra. We extensively refer to the framework of the previous
work [MP1]. The “numbers” or “scalars” we employ are the elements of a super
(= Z,-graded) algebra. More precisely, we have a real associative superalgebra with
unit L = Ly & L;, whose elements commute in the graded sense (i.e., elements in
the even part Ly commute with every element of L, and elements in the odd part L,
mutually anticommute). The complexification of L is the complex superalgebra A =
Ao ® Ay, where, for k = 0,1, Ay :={u+iv|u,v € Ly }; we define complex conju-
gation setting u + iv := u — iv for each u,v € L. The whole L (or its even part Lg)
plays a role similar to the real numbers, while A (or Ay) plays the role of com-
plex numbers. Throughout the paper, we employ the language of linear algebra
consistently with these choices for the basic sets of scalars. In particular, the
term “space” generally means a module over Ay or a Z;-graded module over A;
a “linear map” between two spaces means a Ay or A-linear map. In dealing with
Z,-graded structures, we always denote with deg(U) the degree, i.e., the parity of an
object U; deg(U) € Z,.

1.2. Superanalysis. Setting up superanalysis requires that the superalgebra L be topo-
logical (in an appropriate sense). We are mainly interested in calculus for functions
of one even variable x and one odd variable 0: x ranges over Ly (or the torus
Lo/Z) and 6 over L,. The set of pairs (x,0) is called the (1|1)-dimensional su-
perspace. A superfield is a differentiable function of x and 0, with values in the
complex superalgebra A; we say that a superfield is even (resp. odd) if it takes
values in Ap (resp. A;). Apart from superfields, that are scalar valued functions,
we also consider vector or matrix valued functions of x and 6. We employ the odd
superderivative D := 00/0x + 0/00, satisfying the identity D> = 8/dx, and we denote
by [dxd6 the integration over superspace. All functions are assumed to satisfy
appropriate boundary conditions in the x variable, so that one can integrate by parts
without introducing boundary terms.
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The action of D is denoted with a prime, and the action of 0/0x with a sub-
script x; so, for example, the third superderivative of a superfield f = f(x,0) is
f"" = fi. For the sake of clarity, we recall a standard notational convention for
superdifferential operators: if f is a superfield, and & an integer, the operator D* f
is the composition of D¥ with the multiplication operator by f; this should not
be confused with the k% superderivative of f, which is a superfield. The context
allows to distinguish the operator from the superfield; in Tables 1-4, notations like
Df, D7'f, (or 0.f, 07! f, etc.) always stand for operators. A general A,-linear
operator 4 mapping superfields into superfields is said to be even (resp. odd) if it
preserves (resp. changes) the parity of superfields; so, 0, is even, D is odd, and the
multiplication operator by a superfield f has the same parity as f. The adjoint of
A is the unique operator, denoted with 4*, such that

[dxd0 f(Ag) = (—1)%E) &) [ Gxd (4* f)g (1.6)

for each pair of superfields f and g. For the product of operators, it is found
that (4B)* = (—1)%eDdeeB)p* 4* implying that (471)* = (—1)%D(4*)~ 1 if 4 is
invertible. Moreover, D* = —D, 0f = —0y; if f is a superfield of any parity, for
the corresponding multiplication operator we have f* = f.

1.3. Supermanifolds and tensors. The introductory remarks about supermanifolds
and tensor fields given in [MP1] are also useful for our present purposes. If .# is
a supermanifold, and m € .#, we denote by T,,.# the (even) tangent space, and by
T # the (even) cotangent space (both of them are Ay-modules). Tangent vectors
and covectors will often be indicated, respectively, by m and om, and the pairing by
(om,m). A vector, or covector field is a section of the (even) tangent, or cotangent
bundle.

The phase spaces of the susy AKNS theory and the other systems considered
in this paper are infinite-dimensional supermanifolds of maps, where each point is
a function on (1|1)-dimensional superspace. Several types of tensors are considered
on these manifolds. As is usual, the term (2,0) tensor means a map m — P,, where,
for each m € .#, P, is a linear operator from 7, .# into T,.#. A (1,1) tensor
is a map m — N,, where N, is a linear operator of T,.# into itself. A (0,2)
tensor is a map m +— £,,, where £, is a linear operator from T,,.# to T,,.#. In
the sequel, we will extensively work with Poisson tensors, recursion operators and
(pre)symplectic tensors on .#. As usually, a Poisson tensor means a skew-symmetric
(2,0) tensor P such that the bracket { f, [} := (d f,PdI) (f,! even functions on .#)
satisfies the Jacobi identity. A recursion operator is a (1,1) tensor N with vanishing
Nijenhuis torsion and a (pre)symplectic tensor is a skew-symmetric (0,2) tensor Q
with vanishing exterior derivative [FF, MMR, LiM].

1.4. Lie superalgebra gl(2,2) and associated loop superalgebra. The Lie super-
algebra gl(2,2, A) (denoted for brevity with g/(2,2)) consists of 4 x 4 matrices with
entries in the set of scalars A. Any such matrix can be written in block form as

U= ()Z( ;,), where each block is a 2 X 2 matrix. The even part of g/(2,2), denoted

by gl(2,2),, consists of matrices with even entries in the blocks X, W and odd entries
in Y, Z; similarly, the odd part g/(2,2); consists of matrices with the parities of the
blocks interchanged. g/(2,2) can be regarded as a Z,-graded A-module, and it is a
Lie superalgebra with the supercommutator [U, V] := UV — (—1)dee)deeMpyy,
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The loop superalgebra 4 = g/(2,2){x,6} consists of g/(2,2) valued functions
of the superspace variables x and 6. An element of ¥ can be represented as
a 4 x 4 matrix where each entry is a superfield depending on x and 0. ¢ is
a Lie superalgebra; the even and odd parts %), %;, as well as the supercom-
mutator [ , ], are defined pointwisely in terms of the omologous structures of
91(2,2). If U = U(x,0) is an element of ¥, written in terms of 2 x 2 blocks, we

define DU := (P D' ). For further details about the topic of this subsection,
see [Lei, Cor].

2. The susy AKNS: Main Results

2.1. The susy AKNS from the biHamiltonian viewpoint. Let us consider a (flat)
supermanifold .#, whose points are quadruples m = (b,a, ¥, @), where b = b(x, 0)
and a = a(x, 0) are even superfields, Y = ¥ (x,0) and ¢ = ¢(x,6) are odd super-
ﬁelds A tangent vector and a covector at any point m are written, respectively, as

= (b a,\,¢) and dm = (b, da, Oy, d¢), where b,ad 51# d¢ are even superfields
and lﬁ @,0b,0a are odd; we have the pairing (5m m) = [ dxd0 (6b b+ da d+
Sy Y +59 ¢) .

The manifold .# carries a pair of Poisson tensors Q, P, which are compatible
in the sense of [Mal]; so, the triple (.#,Q,P) is a biHamiltonian supermanifold.
The explicit expressions for O and P are given in Table la, which also contains
the expression of the symplectic tensor Q := QL.

We remark that Q and P are skew symmetric in the ordinary sense, i.e.,
(6m, Qpom'y = —(om’, 0,,0m) and similarly for P. If we introduce the matrix
elements Oy, as in Table 1a (with i and k ranging through the symbols b,a,{, ),
from the skew-symmetry of Q we infer

Qki — _(_ 1 )deg(i) deg(k)+deg(i)+deg(k)(Qik )* , (2' 1.1 )

where the r.h.s. contains the adjoint of Qj defined according to Subsect. 1.2; the
same holds for the matrix elements of P.
Similarly, the skew-symmetry property (1, Qm’) = —(ri', Q,,m) implies

Q= (—1)keDdeerrl(g, )« (2.1.2)

We now describe the susy AKNS hierarchy. Let us consider the vector field
Ko(m) = m,, i.e., the generator of translations in the even variable x. It turns
out that Ky is Hamiltonian with respect to both Poisson tensors Q and P; indeed,
if we define the Hamiltonian functions ho(m):=— [dxd0 (b +ay + Y ¢'),
hy(m):= % J dxd0 (b, + ¥’ ¢, — ayy), we find that Ko=Pdho = Qdh, (d denoting
the differential). The general theory of biHamiltonian manifolds implies that there
exists a hierarchy of vector fields K; and Hamiltonian functions #; satisfying the
recursion relations

K; = Pdh; = Qdh;yy, (j=0,1,2,...). (2.13)

This is, by definition, the susy AKNS hierarchy(see the summary in Table la, where
we also include the vector field K_; := Qdhg). In spite of the nonlocal character
of the Poisson tensors, the vector fields and the Hamiltonians appear to be local.
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As is known from the theory of biHamiltonian systems, the vector fields K;
mutually commute and each Hamiltonian function is a constant of motion for all the
vector fields of the hierarchy; also, the Hamiltonians are in involution with respect
to both Poisson brackets induced by Q and P: (dh;, Qdh;) = (dh;, Pdhy) = 0 for
each j,j'.

Equation (2.1.3) implies

K1 =NK; (j=0,1,2,...), (2.1.4)
where N := PoQ~!. This is a recursion operator, i.c., a (1,1) type tensor with
vanishing Nijenhuis torsion. The (0,2) type tensor 2 = Q~! is symplectic; Q and

N are compatible, i.e., the (0,2) tensor QoN is itself (pre)symplectic.
Equation (2.1.3) also implies

dhjy = N*dh; (j=0,1,2,...), (2.1.5)

where N* is the adjoint of N. At each point m, N,; sends T,;.# into itself and is
defined by the condition (0m, Nym) = (N,:om,m).

The explicit expression of N is given in Table la; here we report all matrix
elements Ny for i,k ranging within the symbols b,a, ¥/, ¢. The adjoint N* can be
described similarly, specifying a list of matrix elements (N*); on account of the
previous definition, we find

(N* ) = (—1)tee®) @Dy | (2.1.6)

where the r.h.s contains the adjoint of Nj; defined according to Subsect. 1.2.

As will be shown in Subsect. 3.1, the classical AKNS theory can be obtained by
restriction of the susy theory to the “classical” submanifold 4 :={(b,a, V¥, p)€ |
b=0,a=0,y(x0)=0g9(x),p(x,0) = Or(x)} (g, r arbitrary even functions of x).

Remark. Equations (2.1.4-5) provide an efficient scheme for practical computation
of the hierarchy. Let us illustrate this fact by considering, for example, the recursion
relation for the Hamiltonians. In order to apply it, we need the explicit expression
for N*, which can be obtained from Table la and from the adjunction rules given
above. If om = (0b,a, 0, 0¢) is any covector at m, it is found that the covector

om := N,:0m has components
5b = 1(—0by + Y @b + ac+ ¢'e + an + ¢s) ,
ba = L(8ay + Y pda + +be +¥'n + by + s)
5% = Y(—0 + Y 9dp+a'n+ag+¢'g+0p),
5<\p=%(6@0,;+¢q05<p+b’s+bg+¢'g+xpa), (2.1.7)
where the odd superfields ¢, #, p, 6 and the even superfields s, g are such that:
& = (b+y')ob — Y ob' — ada+ Yoy — @pdo ,
N = bdb — (a + @’ )oa + @dd + Yoy — pde ,
px = —bdb —a'éa’ — (Y + b)Y — bW +a'dp + (a+ ¢')o¢'
oy :=b'0b + ada— by — (b+ Y)Y + (¢ox +a)dp + adg’,
sy = —bob' + adad’ + (2b+ Yoy — (2a+ @)oo,
gx =b'0b—a'Sa+2b+ Y )oY — Y —2(a+ @)oo + pdp’ . (2.1.8)
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We are interested in the application of these formulas for constructing the
Hamiltonian functions of the hierarchy. To this purpose, let us consider the covector
field dy = dhy, which is the differential of the first Hamiltonian; at any point m we
have do(m) = (—@,—,—a — @', —b — /). The covector field d| := N*dy is the
differential of the Hamiltonian %;. Consider the sequence of covector fields defined
by djy1 = N*d;; by a general property of recursion operators, the covector fields
constructed in this way are exact, i.e., there exist functions /; such that d; = dh;.

For constructing the covectors d;(m) at a point, one computes, at each step of
the iteration, the functions ¢,7,...,g9 whose x-derivatives are given by Egs. (2.1.8);
for j =0,1,2,... it is found that the right-hand sides of these equations are total
derivatives, so the covector fields and the Hamiltonians determined in this way
are local functions of m. An analysis of this kind can be carried out also for the
recursion relation (2.1.4) of the vector fields.

2.2. The zero curvaturelLax formulation for the susy AKNS. Let us consider
the loop superalgebra ¢ = gi(2,2){x, 0}, already introduced in Subsect. 1.4; the
elements of ¢ are 4 x 4 matrices, whose entries are superfields. We denote by %*,
9(')1 and gf the sets of polynomials in one (even) parameter A and coefficients in ¥,
in the even part %, and in the odd part %), respectively; each of these polynomials
can be represented as a matrix where the entries depend on 1. We exhibit a family
of maps M — G}, m— Z*(m) and M — G}, m— GH(m) (j=—1,0,1,...) such
that, for each vector field K; of the susy AKNS, the following holds:

dX*(m)
th’"— — D@H(m) = [EX(m), €X(m)] (2.2.1)

(d/dt; denoting the derivative along K;). We call this equation the zero curvature
representation of the susy AKNS hierarchy. Explicitly, we have

Hba,y, ) = (222)

Loy -1 —b— Ly
—a—3¢" —jo¥+4 —30 O

(note that the time derivative of X*(m) is independent of A). The matrices (gf.(m)
for the lowest values of j are reported in Table 1b. In principle, each of these
matrices can be computed requiring that:

i) it is a polynomial of degree j + 1 in A with leading term (—1)/*11/+1%,
where & is the constant diagonal matrix Diag(—1,1,—1,1);
ii) the sum D%}(m) + [Z*(m), €}(m)] is independent of A.

One could interpret Eq. (2.2.1) as an alternative definition of the susy AKNS hier-
archy. According to this viewpoint, after constructing the matrices %; with the re-
quirements i) and ii), one defines K as the unique vector field such that Eq. (2.2.1)
holds. On the contrary, in our approach the hierarchy is defined by the biHamiltonian
recursion scheme of Subsect. 2.1 and the zero curvature formulation is a supple-
mentary output.
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The biHamiltonian approach allows a geometrical interpretation for the matrices
%; [MP2] and provides the following formula for their construction:

y / k gk kA ji+1 9 j+1
i (m) = 1;)(—1) WX mydi—g(m)) + (1Y AT (2.23)
Here, Z** is a map, reported in Table 1b, which associates to each covector on
the phase space .# an element of %j; the covector fields d;, which are computed
recursively using the tensor N*, are the differentials of the Hamiltonian functions ;.
As is usual in the classical framework [DS], we can interpret the zero curvature
representation as a Lax formulation, where the Lax operator is a matrix first order
differential operator. To this purpose, let us introduce a space #~ of quadruples @ =
1
(Z’f ), where the components ¥; = ¥;(x,0) and & = &;(x,0) are superfields. An
& .
element of ¥ is defined to be even if the superfields ¥; are even and the &; are odd;

the odd elements of #" are defined similarly, interchanging the parities of ¥;, &;. The
DY,

superderivative D acts on # according to the rule D® := | ° ;fgl ); we also observe

—Dé,
that the elements of the loop algebra % act naturally on #~ by matrix multiplication.

Let Lin(#") denote the set of linear operators on #”, and Lin;‘("f/ ) the set of
polynomials in one variable A, whose coefficients belong to Lin(#"); each element

* of Linﬂ'(W ) is in fact an operator on %", depending polynomially on the para-
meter A: oA = Ao+ Ay + - - - + Ao, Where A, ..., oA, are operators. We define
a map A — Lin*"(W"), m— L*(m) setting
LHb,a,y,¢) =D+ X (m) =
D L -1 0
1o D 0 -1
jov—4 —b—3y -D -}
—a—3¢" —jo¥+21 —3¢0 -D

(2.2.4)

It is straightforward to check that the zero curvature representation (2.2.1) is equiv-
alent to the Lax formulation

d*

AL _ (i), % m) (225)

dt i J
containing the ordinary commutator between .#*(m) and %}(m) as A-dependent
operators on #'. i
The spectral problem associated to the Lax operator #*(m) is the equation

%
i

{f is a vector of #~, depending on the parameter
1

PHm)d* =0, where ¢* =

é/u
A. Using Eq. (2.2.4), we find th2at the spectral problem is equivalent to
~V— (YD) =¥, ¥+ (a+ eD)¥ = 2%,

: 1 ;1
& =Dy} - SV, & = DYy — S0 . (2.2.6)
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The first two equations define an eigenvalue problem

L vi = 7t Lmy= ( % TOTVD 227
(’")(avg)_ (w;) (’")“<a+<oD o, ) @27)

The operator L(m) acts on a space # of pairs (g;gz;), it can employed to set up

a reduced, parameter independent Lax formulation of the susy AKNS in terms of
2 x 2 matrix differential operators. In fact, we have

%(m) = [L(m), C;(m)] , (2.2.8)
J
where the operators C;(m) are constructed as explained in Table 1b.

Finally, we recall a general property of the Lax formalism, which will be use-
ful in Sect. 3: each power of the operators #*(m) and L(m) can be as well em-
ployed to set up a Lax formulation. In particular, if we consider the squares we
get

d(L*y(m) _

A\2 A
R GRS (229)
dLim) _ [L2(m), Cj(m)] . (2.2.10)
a1,

Table 1a. The susy AKNS: biHamiltonian formulation

First Poisson tensor Q,, : T, # — T,,.# and its inverse Q, := O, 1 at a point m = (b,a, ¥, p):

b O Oba Qby Oby ob
o da —> O Qo Qay Qao da ,
o Oyp Qya 0 0 oy
oo O Qpa 0 O d¢
b 0 0 Qy D b
ol 0 0 Qy d
"NV 2| % e Qe e vl
¢ Qb Qs 29y Qo )
O := Y3716 — b3\, Qvy = 909,
QOba :=D — 07 (a+ Do) — bo; Lo, Qpp i=1— 007y,
Oy =0 'Y, Quy =—1+y0; 0,
Obp = —1 Y0 "0, Qup = Y0, 1Y,
Qua i= — 07 'a+ ad; o, Quy =—0d7a+¢)+(a+ ) o,
Oay =1+ 90 'Y, Qo =D — 3, (b+yD) —(a+ ¢ 'y,
Qup = —00; ', Quop =Yo7 (b+Y) — (b + Y)Y,

Oab = (Ora)*, Oys = —(Osy)”, ete. Qup = —(Qpy)*, Qpy = (Qyy)", etc.
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Second Poisson tensor at a point m:

b Pw Poa Pw Py b

) Py Pu P,y P, 0
Po:Tidl — T, Pn| 00| =] @ foo Tav Tao “1,

oy Pys Pya Pyy Py, oy

6(,0 P(pb P(pa P(p,/, P(p(p 6([)

Py := 2bY — bO7 ' (2b¢p + 2ay + Yo’ + oy’ )07 b — b7 (e + ap + Yo' )D Y
+b07 1 (B — g +2bD) — YD (b + ay + ' )o7 b + (B + )07 b,

Ppy := D0, — 20YD — 2(bop + ay + Y ¢’) + bo; ' (2be + 2ay + Y ¢’ + @Y’ )o; la
+b07 ' (bp + ay + ¥ ©)D" o + bo7 (¢x — @' —2aD) + YD~ H(d' + ¢x)
+YD~(bo + ay + Y 9" )35 (a+ Do) — (b + Yy )0; '(a + Do) ,

Ppy i= —b0; ' (2bp + 2ay + Y9 + oY) W — b3 (2b + YD) + (b + 4i)0; 'Y
—yD~'b— YD (bp + ay + Yo' )oY,

Ppy i= =0, + 20y + b0 ' (2a + D) + b7 (2bp + 2ay + Yo' + oY )07
+YD(be + ap + Y9 )o o + YD a+ @) — (B + ) o,

Py = 2ap — ad; ' (2bo + 2ay + o' + oy’ )07 'a — ad;7 (b + ay + o' YD @
+ad7 (@' — @x +2aD) — @D (bo + ay + @' )07 'a + (@' + ¢, )05 la,

Py = —0, — 20y + ad; ' (2b + YD) + ad; ' 2be + 2ay + Yo’ + oy )oY
+eD~ (b + ay + o )o7 W + Db+ ') — (' + 9)0T 'Y,

Pup = —ad;'(2bo +2ay + Yo' + @Y )0; ¢ — ad; ' (2a + ¢D) + (@’ + ¢:)0 o
—@D™'a— D™ (bp +ay + @¥')3; o,

Pyy i= =Y 07 (2bg + 2ay + Yo' + ¥ )07 W — Yo (2b +¥') — 2+ Yo,

Pyy =07 2bp + 20y + 49" + o) @ + Y0 ' (2a+ ¢') + 26+ )0 o

Pyo = —p0; ' (2bg + 2ay + Yo' + ¥ )0 " o — 907 2a+ ¢') — (2a+ ¢)d;

Pop = —(Ppa)*,  Pyp=(Pry)*,  Poy = —(Py,)", etc.

b Neb Npa  Npy  Npy

Recursion operator N, : Tyl — Ty M, N, . = Nap Naa Nay Ny

¥ Nyp Nya Nyy  Nyo
¢ Nos  Noa Nwl// Noo

Ny := 0 + W@ — b0 '(2a+ D) + 07 o —yD~Ya+ ¢') ,

Njg :=b'07 "W — bd7 (2b + YD) — YD~ 'b

Ny =007 a+ ¢')+ boy'a’ — b7 g,

Nop 1= b0 +b'07'(b+ YD)+ YD~ + b5 'y,

Ng = ad; ' (2a+ D) — a'0; "o + D™ 'a ,

Nag := =0 + Yo +ad b+ YD) —a'd; ' + oD (b+¥') ,

Ny = —@D7'd —d' 07 (a+ D) — ad7'a’ —a,07 g,

Nap = a,0; 'y —a'0, ' (b+ ') — a0 b,

Nyp = =907 ' Qa+ ') = b+ 4o, Nya:= Y07 ' b +y") = 2b+ ) 'y,

Nyy =0 + Y9 — b0 ' (2a+ ¢’ + ¢D) —¥/'9; ' (a + ¢') = Y0, (¢x +aD + ¢'D) = Yi0; ' 9,

Nyg := —b07'(2b+ ' + YD) — /07 (b + YD) — Y0 (Y + bD +§'D) + Y0 'y,

Nob := 007 'Qa+ ¢') + Qa+ ¢')o; Lo, Nya == 007126+ ¥') + (2a + ¢')o; 'Y,

Nyy = ad;7'(2a+ ¢' + ¢D) + ¢'0; (a + ¢D) + ¢d; (¢x +aD + ¢’'D) — .07 ',

Npp = —0r + Yo +ad; @b+ 1y +yD)+ @' 07 (b + ')+ @07 (Y + bD + Y'D) + @071y .

Recursion schemes: K_ := Qdhy, K, = Pdh, = Qdh;,, (j=0,1,2...), or
dhjy1 =N*dh; (j=0,1,2...), K;;1 =NK; (j=-1,0,1,...).

N—
< €. 2 o
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2b by

First vector fields: K_;(m) = 2 ,  Ko(m)= & s
2y Y
—2¢ Px

by — 20Yb, — 2’ @' — 2bya’ — 2bob’ — 2ayb’ — 2ab?
—Gye — 20 a, + 20a’ V' + 2boa’ + 2aya’ + 2apb’ + 24*b

Ki(m) =3 ,
Yax = 2005 — 20 @'Y — 2by g’ — 2boy’ — 2ayy’ — 267 — dabys
—Qrx — 200 @ + 200" +2b0 @' + 2ay @’ + 2apy’ + dabg + 2a%y
bxxx - 3(pl//bxx - 3(Pbxl//x + 3b,¢/¢x - 3‘//a/bx - 3(Pb/bx + 3ball/’x
+3ab’y, — 3bob., — 3ay b, — 3y @'bl, — 6abb,
Ao + 30W @y — 3V a o, + 3a' W ¢, — 3d'a, — 3¢b'a; + 3ba’ @,
+3ab’ ¢, — 3bgal, — 3aya, — 3y’ a, — 6aba,
Ka(m) =3

Yoe — 30U — 30" Yy — 3y @'by — 3y’ by — 6abily, — 3bg" Yy
=3ay’ . — 3boyy — 3ay — 3y o'y — 6bpb, — 6ayb,

P + 30U @ — 30"V 9 — 3¢’ a; — 3oy’ a, — 6abp, — 3b9' ¢,
—3ay o, — 3bp @ — 3ab @, — 30’ ¢ — 6bga, — 6aya,

First Hamiltonian functions: Ao(m) = — f dxdo (b¢ +ay+yo'),
h(m) = %fdxde (box + ¥ or — ay),
hy(m) =} [dxd6 (2ab>p + 2a*by + b*p @' + 2aby ¢’ + 2abey’ + ¥y’ + 2bo @'y’

20y "V + @ W' — bW ox — QYUY @ + aih + Y@l + bepx + axi) -

Table 1b. The susy AKNS: Lax formalism

Parameter dependent Lax formulation: d,?;‘(m)/dt, = [FLH(m), {gf(m)], G=-10,1,...):

D ly -1 0
1
X -5 D 0 —1
L my= |, ’ 1 1 )
oYy —4 —b—3 =D —3¥

—a—3¢' —tey+i -3¢ -D

J
(gj*(m) = Z(—l)"/lkl*’l(m, dj—k(m)) + (—1)/ 1+ Z, where:
k=0

% = Diag(—1,1,—1,1),

dO(m):(_(P, _'//, _a_(/’/, _b_wl)a d_/+l(m)=Np:dj(m)a (j:O’ 192,-“)'
011 012 013 014 w 0 0 0
, o o 2 o 0 w 0 0
2*"(m, 5m) - % 21 22 23 24 —2 /
031 032 033 034 w =9 0 w 0
041 04 043 O 0 2w —n 0 w
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o1
021
031

033
041
042
043

= f +2(ap + oby) — 41/,

365

o1 = —40p — 2my +4dd’, 013 :=4n, 014 := —4da ,

= =48y + 2w — 1) + 460, 0 = p, 033 = —46b, 024 := —4n + 4w/,
—4ada — 260 ¢ + 26y — noy + f' + 4pda’ — 46ap’ — 26bY + pyYw’ — 4n,,

03 := =2y — 2y — Yy pda — 45¢" + 2ny’ + 2bw' + 20a, ,

£ 034 1= —46p — 2y(W' — 1),
= 25boyr + 201" + 204 — 48y + 29’ (W — ) + 2aw’ + 25b, ,

= —4bb + 260 ¢ — 26y — noyr — 2@da’ + 2y db’ + p' — 26by’
—46y + 2ne, 044 1= 20ap + p + 20by — 4y’ .

The odd superfield # and the even superfields w, /" and p are given by:

1y = bob — (a + @' )oa + pda’ + Yoy — @de,

wy = — b — @da,

Jro =221 + Y )b — 2 0by + 4(b + ' )0 — 4(a + ¢’ ) + 4pdg’
—4(bo +ay + Yo" )W —n) + 4oy’
Px = 226" + Yy )0b + 4bOb’ + 2y 0b, — 4ada’ — 4pda, — 4bSY + 4adg + 4’
—4(bp + ap + ' o) + 4oy’

In particular:

-1 0 0 O
; 0o 1 0 0
am=109 o 21 o]
0 0 0 1
Vo424 2b 0
R 2 — 24
Gim) = % a oY — 24 2¢
bo + ay + oy’ 20" + Yy Vo + 24
2d" + ¢« bo+ap+yo' 2a+2¢
Cit Ci2 €13 Cui4
, [ [ c
€Xm) = 41 21 € €3 C24 i
€31 €32 €33 C3q
C41 C42 C43 Cy4

C11
C12

c13
Cl4

€21

c

€23
C24

C31 -

€32

€33

C41
42
€43

Ca4

= 2ab +2ya’ — oy, — 422,

by + 2b, — 44b,

2bo + 2ay + 24 ¢’
2 — 42,
apyo — 2a, — 42a,

—2ab — 20b + Yo, + 412,

—2¢x — 410,
—2bp — 2ay — 2y’

s

2ba’ + 2ab’ +2a'y' — Yay + by + 2ays + @Y ,
=2ob' — by —apy — Yo — oY + 2B, + Y — 420" — 200k,
1= 2ab — 20b" +2b¢’ +2ay’ + 20"y — Yo, — 20y, — 442,

c3a = by — U +2b, + 2 — 4ib — 4,
=220d +bpo' +apy + 0"V — oY or —2a; — @u — 42a’ — 220,
= —2ba’ —2ab’ —2b' ¢’ — Ya, + @b — 2boy — Yol ,
=aye — Yo’ —2a, —2¢, —4la—4¢’,

= —2ab + 2ya’ — 2b¢’ — 2y’ — 20"V + 2@, + @y + 442 .

2y
0
2b+ 2y

oy — 24

s
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Parameter independent Lax formulation: dL(m)/dt; = [L(m),C;j(m)] (j = —1,0,1,...):
_ -0 —b—yD

Lim) = <a+<pD Oy )’

Ci(m) = H(m,d (m)) + ZLO(H(m, d,_x(m)) + G(de_k(m)))L"(m)

+(__1)j+1 ('01 ?)Lf“(m),

2011 + @014 + 203D 2013 + Y013 + 204D 4w 0
R G(m,om) =

H(m,ém) = %
(m, om) 8 (2621 + @624 + 203D 209 + Y023 + 204D 0 4w

(w and o, are defined as functions of m, dm in the first page of this table). In particular:

-1 0 -0, 0 c c
c_l(m)=(0 1>, Co(m)=(0 _a), cl(m)=%<c: cZ)

ci1 = —20u + @Yo, + (bo +ay + Yy )D+ab+Ya’,
Ciy i= —2yDd, — 2bd; — YD — by,

¢21 :=2¢0D0y + 2a0y + @D + a, ,

€2 =20+ o0, — (b +ay + @Y’ )D — ab — @b’ .

3. Reductions of the susy AKNS

We briefly recall some notions about the reduction of different tensor objects, that
we are using in this section. Let .# be an ordinary manifold or supermanifold and
A" a submanifold.

It is obvious that every function 4 on .# can be restricted to .#’. A vector field
K on ./ can be restricted to 4’ if K(m) € T,,.#' for each m € .#’' (here, we use
the natural inclusion T,,.#' C T,.#). In this case, K gives rise to a vector field
K’ on 4.

A (2,0) tensor P on .# can be restricted if the following two conditions are
satisfied for each m € .4’ and each covector om’ € Ty /'

a) there is at least one covector om € T4 extending om’ ((5m,m') = (5m', )
for each w' € T,,.4") and such that P,,ém € T,.4';

b) the vector P,om € T,,.#' depends only on dm’ and not on the particular
extension om considered.

Under the above two conditions, there is a unique (2,0) tensor P’ on .4’ such
that P/, 6m’ = P,0m for each dm’ and each extension dm as in (a). P’ is called the
restriction of P to .#’; the term “Dirac reduction” is also used in the literature.

A (0,2) tensor Q on .# can always be restricted to a (0,2) tensor Q' on .#’; the
latter is defined by (Q/m',m") := (Qm’,m") for each m € M' and m',m" € T, M.

Finally, a (1,1) tensor N on .# can be restricted if Ny(T,,.#') C T H' for
each m € /'. If this condition is satisfied, we can define on .4’ the restriction N’,
given by N, m' := N,m’ for each m € M', i’ € T, M'.

The restriction operation preserves:

i) the conserved quantities and the commutativity of vector fields;

ii) the Poisson property and the (pre)symplectic character for, respectively,
(2,0) and (0,2) tensors;



Fully Supersymmetric AKNS Theory 367

iii) the vanishing of the Nijenhuis torsion for (1,1) tensors;

iv) the compatibility for a pair Q,P of Poisson tensors, or a pair Q,N formed
by a (pre)symplectic tensor and a recursion operator;

v) the Lax formulation for vector fields.

We briefly explain the meaning of statement v). Assume a vector field K on
A admits a Lax formulation with parameter as in Eq. (2.2.5), or, alternatively, a
parameter independent formulation as in Eq. (2.2.8); the linear operators giving the
Lax pair act on some conveniently chosen vector space. Futhermore, suppose that
K can be restricted to a vector field K’ on some submanifold .#’' C .#. Then K’
also admits a Lax formulation, which is obtained simply by evaluating the Lax pair
of K at the points of .4’

In the sequel of this section, .# will be the phase space of the susy AKNS
theory, introduced in Sect. 2. We will discuss the restrictions of the theory to some
significant submanifolds.

3.1. The classical reduction. Let us consider the submanifold
My = {(b,a,y,p) € M|b=0, a=0, Y(x,0)=0g(x), p(x,0)=0r(x)}, (3.1.1)

g and r being arbitrary even functions of the x variable. .# can be identified with
a space of pairs (q,7). For m = (q,7) € ., we represent a tangent vector and a
covector at m as pairs m = (¢,#) and om = (Jq, or), where all the components are
even functions of x. We have the pairing (dm,m) = [ dx(dq G + orF).

The Poisson tensors O, P, the recursion operator N and the hierarchy 4;,K; of
Sect. 2 can be restricted to .#, giving the classical AKNS theory; in particular,
by restricting the Poisson tensors Q and P we find the biHamiltonian structure
known from the literature [Ma2, MP2]. The restriction of the susy hierarchy
of Subsect.2.1 gives the classical AKNS hierarchy formed by the vector

fields K_1(q,7) = (%), Ko(q,r) = (%), Ki(g,r)= %(q”_zqzr), etc. and by the

—rex+2qr2
Hamiltonians ho(q,7)= [ dxqr,hi(q,r)=% [ dxq.r, ha(q,r)=—1 [ dx(gurx + ¢*r?),
etc.

Let us now discuss the reduction of the susy Lax formalism of Subsect. 2.2. Of
course, the reduced theory on .# admits Lax formulations as in Egs. (2.2.5),(2.2.8),
(2.2.9) and (2.2.10), where #*, %;,L and C; are evaluated at points m=(0, 0, 0q, Or).
We would like to recover from here the classical Lax formalism of the AKNS the-
ory. To this purpose, we fix attention on Eq. (2.2.9); a straightforward computation
shows that, at each point of .#, the operator (£*)*(m) leaves invariant the sub-
space W C # formed by quadruples

0
0
=1 o
012,
where 1 = f1(x) and f, = f»(x) are even functions. We have
0 0
232 0 |1 0
(Z7)(m) or, | =1 09 | (3.12)

0f2 g,
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where

(g;) =$§l(m)(£>, PA(m) = (ax;m axq—l)' (3.1.3)

The operator ycll(m) appearing here acts on a space of pairs (gg;), and is easily
recognized as the Lax operator of the classical AKNS theory. By inspection, it
is seen that the subspace ¥ is invariant not only for (£*)*(m), but also for

the operators (éf(m); so, working as in Egs. (3.1.2),(3.1.3) we can construct from

‘ﬁf(m) an operator C]'%cl(m) and we have a Lax formulation d%%/dt; = [ £}, le‘l,cl]'

For the lowest values of j, we find

-1 0 A q
y) _ Z —
C—l,cl(m) - ( 0 1) ’ CO,cl(m) - (V —).) ’

i (m) 1 [ qr—22* gq.—2)q
m)= - ,
Lel 2\ =1y —24r —qr+ 272

1 ( Py — qry — 22qr + 423 qux — 2q%r — 2Aq, + 473

Ct (m) = ~ ) . (314
2al(m) Fex — 2qr* + 20r, + 402 qry — rqx + 20gr — 423 G149

4

These operators are known in the framework of the classical AKNS theory.

3.2. The susy nonlinear Schriodinger theory. Let us consider the submanifold
My :={(b,a,y,p) € M|b=0, a=0}. (3.2.1)

M can be identified with a space of pairs (¥, ¢), where both superfields are odd.

The Poisson tensors Q,P, the recursion operator N and all vector fields of
the susy AKNS theory can be restricted to .#y. It is easy to obtain the explicit
expressions for the restrictions of the recursion operator and the symplectic tensor
Q = Q7!; they are reported in Table 2a, together with the first vector fields and
Hamiltonian functions; for simplicity, in the Table and in the sequel the restrictions
of Q, N, K;, etc. are denoted again by the same symbols.

The reduced theory admits Lax formulations in terms of 4 X 4 or 2 X 2 matrix
superdifferential operators, which are obtained evaluating the operators of Sect. 2 at
the points of .#y; in particular, the associated spectral problem is as in Eq. (1.5)
with b =a = 0.

By performing a further reduction one obtains a theory in one odd superfield ¥,
which can be viewed as a susy extension of the classical nonlinear Schrodinger
(NLS) theory. Consider the submanifold .#; C .#, formed by pairs (¢, ) (where
the bar denotes complex conjugation as in Subsect. 1.1). Any such pair is uniquely
determined by the first component, so we can identify .#; with a set of odd super-
fields 1. We represent a tangent vector as an odd superfield , and a covector as
an even superfield oy; the pairing is (6, ) := J dxdo(oy W + 0y ). We remark
that (, ) is a real bilinear map; more generally, all tensors on .#, appearing in our
constructions are real multilinear maps.!

1 This means that we are considering Lo-bilinear or multilinear maps, where Ly is the set of
“real” even scalars as in Subsect. 1.1.
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We consider the recursion operator N, the symplectic tensor £ and the hierarchy
appearing in Table 2a. One checks that iN can be restricted to .#;, as well as the
vector field iK_i; this implies that all vector fields #K; (j = —1,0,1,...) can be
restricted.

Let us consider the restrictions of —iN, —i€, —inj and of the Hamiltonian
functions —i’ h;; for simplicity, in the sequel and in Table 2b they will be denoted,
respectively, by N,Q,K; and h;. These objects give rise to a hierarchy, satisfying
a recursion scheme: the explicit expressions for N, Q and the first vector fields and
Hamiltonians are given in the table. This theory is a susy extension of the ordinary
NLS theory; the latter can be obtained putting the constraint ¥(x, ) = 6g(x). In
particular, the evolution equation corresponding to the vector field K; of Table 2b
gives rise to the NLS equation idg/dt = %qxx — ¢*g. The Lax formalism for the

susy NLS is obtained from the susy (¥, ¢) theory putting ¢ = . (The formalism
becomes closer to the classical NLS, if the spectral parameter is written as 4 = iy,
with u real.) '

Remark. As anticipated in the Introduction, the superextensions of the NLS equation
were recently investigated by Roelofs and Kersten [RK] using the theory of cov-
erings [RH], an analogue of the prolongation method of Estabrook and Wahlquist
[EW]. The authors obtained two super equations, indicated as “case A” and “case
B,” extending the classical NLS. The complete integrability in both cases was in-
ferred via the construction of an infinite-dimensional coverings algebra and an auto-
Bécklund transformation. The phase space considered in [RK] is a set of pairs (g, ®),
where ¢ = ¢(x) is an even field, and w = w(x) is odd. The NLS superequations,
their symmetries and conserved quantities are written in terms of the variables g, w;
moreover, a superfield ®(x,0) := w(x) + Og(x) is introduced, and it is shown that
both super NLS equations admit a susy formulation in terms of the superderiva-
tion Dy := 00, + %69. We have checked that the first vector fields and Hamiltonian
functions of our formulation correspond to homologous objects constructed in [RK]
for the case A. In particular, the evolution equation dy//dt = K (), with K, as in
Table 2b, can be identified (up to some rescalings) with the case A super NLS equa-
tion, setting y(x, 0) = v2d(x, —%) = v2w(x) + 0g(x). The main difference with the
results of [RK] is that we have a manifestly supersymmetric construction of the
hierarchy, a biHamiltonian structure and an explicit Lax formulation.

Note added in proof. In order to update the list of references about the susy nonlinear Schrodinger
equation, we mention a preprint of Popowicz [Pop], which appeared after submission of this paper.
In this preprint, an extended supersymmetrization of the NLS equation is presented, admitting a
Lax formulation; according to the author, this model is different from the one of Roelofs—Kersten.

Table 2a. The (i, ¢) susy theory

(Pre)symplectic tensor at point m = (Y, @):

. 0 o A
Qi Tylly — Titly, 2, (‘l’):l< & W) (‘/’)
4 2\ 9y Qo ¢

Quy =007 0 — 0070/, Quo:=D—¢'d7y — @d7 YD,
Qpy = —D+VY o+ Yo oD, Q=Yo7 Y+ Yo Y.
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Recursion operator at a point m:

. N N .
Nm:Tme/O_’TmﬂOs Nm(]//):%( i II’(P) (lp> 5
¢ Noy  Nog @

Nyy =0~ o — /079 — YD o i,

Nyo := _‘Vax_l'/’D — YD + ‘pxax_l'/’ >

Ny = ¢'0;'oD + oD '¢' — 9070,

Nyp 1= —0: — @Y + ¢'0. W' + oD~ + 0, ' .

Recursion schemes:

dhy1 =N*dhj(j =0,1,2,...), K;1=NK; and dhj =QK; (j = —1,0,1,...).
First vector fields: K_(m) = (3;’;)) , Ko(m)= (ii) s

ler + 2¢¢x - 2'[’ l//,(pl
—@xx + 2200 + 200"y

1 Urexx + 30 oy — 3‘/"#’/‘#; — 3o’y
Ky(m) = 3 /o NV I

Pxxx = 3V QPxx — 30Y ¢ — 30:0"Y

First Hamiltonian functions: Ag(m) = — fdxde Vo', hi(m) = %fdxd@ o,
ha(m) = } [dxd0(@@'V" + Yoy ox + Y9 -
Parameter dependent Lax formulation: d.%%(m)/dt; = [£*(m), €} (m)] (j = —1,0,1,...):

Ki(m) =3 (

D -1 -1 0
-1 D 0 -1
o 29
LHm)= | | . iy b 1
4(pl// 2 2‘//

-3¢ —ijey+i —j¢ D
The operators %}(m) are obtained evaluating the homologous operators of Table 1b with b = a = 0.
Parameter independent Lax formulation: dL(m)/dt; = [L(m),C;(m)](j = —1,0,1,...):

L(m) := (;% _g:D

The operators C;(m) are obtained evaluating the homologous operators of Table 1b with b =a = 0.

Table 2b. The susy NLS theory

(Pre)symplectic tensor at a point y:

Qn//:Twﬂl_)T./,/%b leﬁ:—zgwwlﬁ—ing—’lﬂ,
Quy =V =Yo7V, Qg =D —y'o7 "y — Yo YD .
Recursion operator and its adjoint at a point y:

Ny i Tydly = Ty My, Ny = —5Npyp = 5N,
Nyy i= 0c = =W/ 07 —y DN — oMy,
Nyg ==Y o: YD — YD~ +yd; 'y,

i

* i * ST
NGy = SN,

Ny Ty lly — Ty, Npoy=— N
Npy = =0+ Yy + 90712 — YD) — Yo7 'Y,

N = /07 QY — D)+ W'D
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Recursion schemes:

dhj.y =N*dh, (j=0,1,2,...), K;y1 = NK; and dhj; = QK; (j =-1,0,1,...).

First vector fields: K_ () = 2iy, Ko(¥) = Y,

Ki() = — £ 0x + 200 — 2097Y7)

Ko(¥) = — 4 (e + 390 Yoo = Y07 Y = 30 YY) .

First Hamiltonian functions: Ao(y) = — fa’xd@z//V, h) = —é fdxd@@x// s

ha() = ~§ [dxd0WY ¥ + Iy v + b ).

Parameter dependent Lax formulation: d.£#(m)/dt; = [.,?”(m),(—i)"gj‘(m)] G=-10,1,..)

D -1y -1 0
’ -y D 0o -1
Limy=| - B o
ay —ip 2 D =¥

- . _
AT 4D

The operators ‘6;‘ (m) are obtained evaluating the operators ‘gj’f'(m) of Table 1b with

b=a=0,0=1y, L=iu

Parameter independent Lax formulation: dL(m)/dt; = [L(m),(—i)/C,(m)] (j=—1,0,1...)
(=0« —YD

(55 17).

The operators Cj(m) are obtained evaluating the homologous operators of Table 1b with

b=a=0,¢=1y.

3.3. A susy modified KdV theory. Let us consider the submanifold
My :={(b,a,Y,p) e M a=b, ¢p=VY}. 3.3.1)

This phase space can be identified with a set of pairs (b, ). The square J := N? of
the recursion operator in Table la and the even order vector fields K;; of the susy
AKNS hierarchy can be restricted to .#,. Also, we can restrict to this submanifold
the symplectic tensor © of Table la, but the restrictions of the vector fields Kj;
fail to be Hamiltonian with respect to the reduced tensor. In order to recover a
Hamiltonian scheme on .#,, we consider the (0,2) type tensor @ := Q2.N (which
is a (pre)symplectic tensor on the susy AKNS phase space). The restrictions of
J,0,K,; and hy; to ./, will be denoted for simplicity with the same symbols.
We can set up from these objects a biHamiltonian recursion scheme; the explicit
expressions for J,® are reported in Table 3, together with the first vector fields
and Hamiltonian functions. In this way, we obtain a susy mKdV (modified KdV)
theory. Indeed, it will be shown in the next subsection that this theory is related via
a susy Miura transformation to the Manin—Radul susy KdV. Moreover, the classical
mKdV theory can be obtained as a reduction of the susy mKdV, corresponding to
the constraints

b=0,  Y(x,0)=0u(x) (33.2)

(v an arbitrary even function of x). Under these constraints, the evolution equation
associated to the vector field K, becomes dv/dt = Jvxxx — 3070,

The susy mKdV hierarchy admits matrix Lax formulations as in Egs. (2.2.5),
(2.2.8), (2.2.9) and (2.2.10), where the involved linear operators are obtained eval-

uating the operators gl,(ggj’[, and Cy; of Table 1b at m = (b,b, Y, ). There is
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also another Lax formulation in terms of scalar operators acting on a space of
superfields y = y(x, 0). This formulation can be inferred from Eq. (2.2.10); in fact,
for each m € ./, the operator L?(m) leaves invariant the subspace #’y C # formed
by pairs ¥ = (*) with equal components. It is found that

2 x\ _ [ Alm)y
t ('")(X) - (A(m)X>’
A(m) = 0 + (Y — Yy’ —26Y)D + b, — B> + 'y . (333)

By inspection, this subspace appears to be invariant also for the operators Cy;(m),

so it is possible to define scalar operators I;;(m) such that Czj(m)(j;) = (ICEJE:;;) )
o -J

The first ones of these operators are reported in Table 3; they appear to be
related to the fractional powers of A. (The existence of a scalar Lax formulation in
terms of fractional powers could also be inferred a posteriori comparing the susy
mKdV with the Manin—Radul susy KdV theory, which is known to admit such a
Lax formulation; see the next subsection).

Table 3. The susy mKdV theory

(Pre)symplectic tensor at a point m = (b,):

x b 1 (O @W) (b)
O, Ty M Ty, Ol ;i )== I
27 Imef2 (lﬁ) 2 (@wb Oyy ) \¥

Oy = —4Y 0.1 (2bY + Y Yo N + 20 0 (W + 2b) + 200 + 26)0; 1Y,
Opy i= —0x — 2007 2bY + ') b+ Y + YD)+ 2407 (b + Y )D
+2b+ Yo7\ (26 + Y +y D),
Oyp =0 + 4+ YD~ — 4(b +§" )0 by + Yy )oY
—2(b— ¥ Yo7 (2b + YD) + 20y« + 30")07 ' — 3y DY + 2b)
+2y D2y + Yy )T Y,
Oyy = —Dd, —2(b+ YW — 2(b + Yo7 (2bY + Yy Yo7 '2b + ¥’ + ¥ D)
+2(b 4+ )7 (Y + 28" + 2bD + 20/ D) + 2(b — )oY
+(Us + 3607 (2b + ' + YD) + WD (Y + 30")
+ YDV 2by 4+ Y’ )o7 (2b + ' + D).
Recursion operator at a point m:

b 1 I Joy b
ity e, (E) =1 (0 M) (B
2 2 )T a \uy g/ \§

T = Oxx — 220Y + Y )D — 4b% — 4 b’ — 2y + 4y DB 07 — 2D by’ DY
+Y D' 2bY + Yy DI+ ) + Yy DT — Y DT (2b + ) + 26,0, Y
—2b’D“(2bt//+lkw’)6;‘t// + 2be“1// + 4bx5;[(2bl// + l//x//’)a;lx// — 2bx6;‘(2b +vy'),
Joy i= 4bb' + 26" — 24, + 2y Db 07 (2b + ' + YD) — 2y Dby D (b + ')
—y DT Q2bY + Yy’ YD + 2y D b(b + ' W + Y DB — B’ Dy,
—b'D7 26y + Y )07 (W + 2b + Y D) + 2b,07 (b + )
+2b,07 120y + Yy )aT (2b + W' + D) + bLO7I(2b + ' + YD) + Y DB,
Jyb 1= —4QbY + Y y') + 20/ D720y + YN0 W — 4b 07 1Y — 20607 2b + YY)
4y 05 2bY + YYo= 290y,
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Jyy = O — 2(2b +)D — 4b(b + /) — 20'% + /D 2by + ' )o7 ' (2b + ' + YD)
+W' D7 — 25,07 2+ + YD) + 207 2y + Yy )7 (2b + Y + YD)
—2n 07" (b+ YD — Yo7 ' (2b+ Y/ + Y D).

Recursion schemes: dhy; o =J*dhyj=0K,, and Ky; 1 =JK;(j =0,1,2,...).

by )

U )’

Ko(m)= 1 ( bux = 3b s + 36'Y s — 3y Y b, — 6bbL + 6bb' s, + 6b'bep—6b%b, )

2M=7 (x// — 3P —6bY Y, — 6BY Y — 3Y P — 6B — 6y by, — 12bby )
First Hamiltonian functions: ho(m) = — [ dxd0(2by +yy')
ha(m) =} [ dxd0 (40> + 662y’ + AbY’> + "> + Yl + 2b.tkc) .

Parameter dependent Lax formulation: d.%#*(m)/dt;; = [f"(m),(géj(m)] (j=0,1,2,..):

First vector fields: Ko(m) := (

D -1 -1 0
; -1 D 0 -1
LH(m) = 2
) _p-Lty _—_p 1
—b— Ly ,12 1 —2D
2 2

The operators %5;(m) are obtained evaluating the homologous operators of Table 1b with
a=b,p=1.
Parameter independent Lax formulation: dL(m)/dty, = [L(m),Cy;(m)] (j=0,1,2,...):

um=(, 750 3"

The operators Cy;(m) are obtained evaluating the homologous operators of Table 1b with
a=b,p=1.

Scalar Lax formulation: dA(m)/dty; = [A(m),[2;(m)] (j=0,1,2,...):

A(m) = Bex + (Y — YU = 200)D + by — B + by,

o(m) i= —0, = —(A7),(m)

y(m) 1= —3xx + 3QbY + Y’ — YDy + 36> + ¥ b’ — b,)d,
HIQUb+ Y'Y — YD + 3B — By — b = —(A3)4(m).

(+ denotes projection on the purely differential part of scalar super pseudo-differential operators
in D.)

3.4. The susy KdV theory of Manin—Radul. The Manin—Radul theory is well known
from the literature [MR, OP, MP1]; here, we show that it can also be obtained from
the susy AKNS by reduction to the submanifold

M = {(b,a,y,p) € M| b=—1, y =0} (34.1)

This submanifold can be identified with a set of pairs (a, ). The square J :=
N? of the recursion operator in Table la and the even order vector fields Ky; of
the susy AKNS hierarchy can be restricted to .#3; the first Poisson tensor Q of
Table 1a cannot be restricted and its inverse Q2 is reduced to zero on .#5. For our
purposes, it is convenient to consider the (0,2) type tensor @ := QoN (which is a
(pre)symplectic tensor on the susy AKNS phase space). The restrictions of @, J,
K3; and hy; to 3 will be denoted for brevity with the same symbols. We can set
up from these objects a recursion scheme; the explicit expressions for @ and J are
reported in Table 4, together with the first vector fields and Hamiltonian functions.
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One recognizes the already known biHamiltonian framework of the Manin—Radul
theory.?
The ordinary KdV theory can be obtained from the present one via the reduction

a=0,  ox0)=0u(x) (3.4.2)

(u an arbitrary even function of x). In particular, under this constraint the evolution
equation associated to the vector field K> becomes du/dt = Luyy, + Juu.

The Manin—Radul susy KdV admits matrix Lax formulations as in Egs. (2.2.5),
(2.2.8),(2.2.9) and (2.2.10), where the involved linear operators are obtained eval-
uating the operators %, (géj, L and Cy; of Table 1b at m = (—1,a,0,¢). There
is also another Lax formulation in terms of scalar operators acting on a space of
superfields y = y(x, 0). This formulation can be inferred from Eq. (2.2.10); in fact,
for each m € .4, the operator L?(m) leaves invariant the subspace #y C # formed
by pairs ¥ = (). It is found that

L3(m) (}3‘) - ((/ﬁ(n':’));) ) . A(m):=0u. + @D +a. (3.43)

By inspection, J#; also appears to be invariant for the operators C,;(m), so it is

possible to define scalar operators I3;(m) such that Cy;(m)( x )= ((FF2 2{‘&”);") ). The
J X

first ones of these operators are reported in Table 4. They are related to the fractional
powers of A; the scalar Lax formalism obtained in this way is familiar in the
literature on the Manin—Radul theory.

We conclude discussing the connections between this theory and the susy mKdV
of the previous subsection. By comparing the operators A(m) in Egs. (3.3.3) and
(3.4.3) we are led to introduce the transformation % : A4, — M3, (b, ) — (a, ),
where

a=b,—b*+0by, O =Y — Yy —2by. (3.4.4)

The (pre)symplectic tensor @ and the recursion operator J of Table 3 are converted
via & into the corresponding objects of Table 4. Also, the vector fields and the
Hamiltonian functions of the susy mKdV are transformed via & into the ones of
the Manin—Radul theory. For this reason, we call & a susy Miura map. Under
the constrazlints (3.3.2) and (3.4.2), we obtain from & the classical Miura map
U=y — v

The map (3.4.4) contains a supersymmetric transformation known from the
literature. Indeed, (3.4.4) is compatible with the constraints a =0, b =0, and
induces in this way the map  — @ = 4 — Y/, appearing in [RH]. As it was
shown in the quoted paper, this transformation relates a susy mKdV theory in one
superfield y with a susy KdV theory in ¢. In the present framework, the ¥ theory
can be obtained from Table 3 putting the constraint b = 0; the ¢ theory can be
deduced from the Manin—Radul KdV of Table 4 putting @ = 0, and corresponds to
the well known susy KdV of Mathieu [Mat].

2 In order to compare Table 4 with the description of the Manin-Radul theory given in our
previous works [MP1,MP4], it is necessary to perform a reflection ¢ — —¢@. In the quoted papers,
we present a biHamiltonian scheme based on a pair of Poisson tensors Q, P; the pair @, J of
Table 4 is related to Q,P by ©® =2Q~! and J = —P.Q .
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Table 4. Manin—Radul theory

(Pre)symplectic tensor at a point m = (a, @):
i 1/0 ot d
Ot Tyls — Tolly, 0 (%) =1 * ) (5)-
m Am A3 7 A A3 ’"<<0) 2(«3;‘ D'+ 07907 ) \¢
Recursion operator at a point m:

QY 1 (Jua Ja(,,> (a)
I Tplly = Tyly ,  Ju () =~ )
s =ttt (5) =5 (5 50 G

Jaa = O + 20D +4a+ D7 oD + 24,071 + D7, Jpa 1= 40 + 20,07,

Jap = —2d"+ (ap — a)o;' —a' D7 o7 — oD 'aD™! + 24,07 o],

Jop i=0sx + 20D +4a+2¢' + ¢'D7 1907 + (2ax + ¢L)07 " + 907 (D + 2907 .
Recursion schemes: dhy, 2 = N*dhy; = OKy; and Kyjr =JK; (j=0,1,2,...).

. +3 2 30a
First vector fields: Ko(m) = (;’;) . Ka(m) =10, ((:34_ 3;(/)-"—-4-%?1(4))

First Hamiltonian functions: ho(m) = f dxdl ¢ ,hy(m) = % f dxdf (¢ ¢’ +2a9).

Parameter dependent Lax formulation: d%*(m)/dt;=[.%*(m), %éj(m)] (j=0,1,2,...):

D 0 -1 0
1
g/l = -3¢ D 0 -1
(m) 2 1 -D 0
—a— %(p’ A 0 =D
The operators (gé‘j(m) are obtained evaluating the homologous operators of Table 1b with b = —1,

Y =0.
Parameter independent Lax formulation: dL(m)/dty; = [L(m),Cyj(m)] (j =0,1,2,...):

. — 0y 1
L(m) := (a+q0D 5):) .
The operators C;j(m) are obtained evaluating the homologous operators of Table 1b with
b=-1,¢y=0.
Scalar Lax formulation: dA(m)/dty, = [A(m),[2;(m)] (j =0,1,2,...):

1

A(m) 1= Oex + @D + a, FO(m) =0 = —(42 )+(m3) B
FZ(m) = _axxx - %(pDax - %aax - %(PXD - %ax = '(AE )+(m) .

4. Description of the Method: The BiHamiltonian Reduction

The method employed to construct the susy AKNS theory of Sect.2 is strictly
related to the general framework of [MP1-2]. The main points are:

i) the loop superalgebras and their biHamiltonian structures;

ii) a reduction theorem holding for general biHamiltonian manifolds [CMP, CP],
which can also be used in the susy case and can be applied in particular to loop
superalgebras.

The phase space of the susy AKNS theory is the quotient biHamiltonian
manifold arising from the reduction of the loop superalgebra ¥ associated to the
Lie superalgebra gl/(2,2). As explained in Subsect. 1.4, the elements of ¥ are 4 x 4
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matrices, whose entries are superfields depending on x and 6; we have a grading
Y = %9, ® %, and a structure of Lie superalgebra given by the supercommutator [, ].
We consider %, as a supermanifold. At every point ¥ € ¥, the tangent space is
identified with ¢, itself, and the cotangent space with %,. As usually, we typically
denote tangent vectors and covectors with ¥ and JV, respectively; the pairing is

(6V, V) := [dxd0 Tr(5V V). (4.1)

%, is a biHamiltonian supermanifold; the Poisson tensors Q, P at a point V are
given by
Ov:Tv% ~ % — Tv9Y =~ 9, Qv(oV) :=1[4,0V], 4.2)

Py Ti% ~ %Gy — Tv% ~ %, Pp(dV):=DOV)+[V,0V].  (43)

Here, A4 is an odd supermatrix with constant entries; for any choice of A4, the above

equations define a pair of compatible Poisson tensors. The choice giving rise to the

0 00
susy AKNS theory is 4 := (_01 p
1

0

The biHamiltonian manifold (%1, Q,P) can be reduced using the technique of
[CMP, CP]. Essentially, one has to choose a symplectic leaf & of Q (i.e., an
integral leaf of the distribution Im Q); & carries a structure of fibered space,
the fibers being the integral leaves of the distribution & := 7% N 9, where 2 :=
P(Ker Q). Both Poisson tensors O and P can be reduced on the quotient space
M = F/&, in an appropriate sense which is specified in the sequel. Let us sum-
marize the main steps in this construction.

0
9 ), as anticipated in the Introduction.
0

coco

1) We choose the symplectic leaf & of (Q passing through the point
00 -1 0
B= (0 99 ‘0‘). It is found that

0
00 0 0
u v —1 0
y=dsez|s=[2 ¢ 0 -l (4.4)
= =14 g —p v , .
e n g —T

where d(x,0), e(x,0), g(x,0), n(x,0) are even superfields, and u(x,0), v(x,0),
a(x,0), 1(x,0) are odd superfields. As well as for 4, the choice of B is suggested
by the form that we expect for the spectral problem of the susy AKNS (see the

discussion in the following section).
ii) The distributions & and & at any point S of % are given by

g+p - —vg—p-f 0 -2f
+fo —sv +f(t—p)
oqg—&—5' p+e—n —2s 0
+s(u—1) +sv— fo
Ds=Se€G|S=| —¢—ef —gs wm—gg—p" ¢ —p p—f —vqg |, (43)
+v¢ — po +o(p —7) +sv—fo  +f(x—n)
—f(d+n)

on+eq—& & —n +vl+op oq+é—5 n—e—p
+&(t —p) —gs —ef +s(u—1) Hof —vs

—(d +n)s
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qg+p —c¢ —vgq 0 0
) ) oq p+e—n 0 0
Es = Seg |S= —¢ v —gq e—q’—p' —vg R (4.6)
eq +on e —n aq n—e—p'

where p,q, f,s are arbitrary even superfields, and ¢,7, p, & are arbitrary and odd,;

these superfields play the role of arbitrary parameters.
m

: L0 o
A tangent vector to & can be written as S = { 5 ¢ % 9 ); by comparing with
é n -7

o

Eq. (4.6), we find that S € &5 iff
Vo (i—d)+ DN (n—1) =0,
¢ — (07 (n—d)+ D7 (i—1) =0,
G490, i —d)+ D7 (i— ) +wD (i +d) =0,
é—e(07 (h—d)+D Y (ji—1) + oD ' (i+d)=0. (4.7)

iiil) We now integrate the distribution &. It is found that the quotient space
M = F/E can be identified with a space of quadruples m = (b,a, ¥, ), where
b,a are even superfields, and V, ¢ are odd; the quotient map is 7 : S — A, S —
7(S) = (b,a, ¥, @), where

bi=3(1—p —Bfexp(—f), a=2h—y +yf)exp(f),
¥ = Bexp(—f), ¢ :=4yexp(f), (4.8)

and f,7,h, f are expressed as follows in terms of the elements of the matrix S:
v g v
ﬂ:_, y=agexp<<—+—>D_l(n+d)>,
g e g

h = egexp ((g + ;) D_l(n-l-d)) ,

fx=d—n+t’—u'—i}—x— (;D_l(n—l-d))

+ 2voexp ((% + g) D '(n + d)) : (49)
For each m € ./, the corresponding fiber ©~!(m) contains an element of the form
0 L -1 0
2(m) ~39 0 o (4.10)
m) = .
oy bl 0 —ly
—a—30' e -3¢ 0

The map m — X(m) is a cross section of the fibration & — /.
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iv) The final step in our construction is the reduction to the quotient mani-
fold 4 of the Poisson tensors (4.2) and (4.3) carried by the loop superalgebra.
For simplicity, the reduced tensors are indicated again by Q and P; according to
[CMP, CP], they are defined as follows at any point m of the quotient space:

Omém = (Tsn)(QsdV), Ppom = (Tsm)(PsoV). (4.11)

Here, S is any point of the fiber n=!(m) and Tsn : Ts& — T, M is the tangent map
to the projection; 6V € %, is any covector which annihilates the distribution 25 and
projects on dm in the following sense: (6V,S) = (dm, (Tsn)S) for each S € Ts¥.

Applying Eq. (4.11), we find for the Poisson tensors O, and P, the explicit
expressions given in Table la of Sect.2. In conclusion, we have obtained a
biHamiltonian structure on the quotient space .#; now, if we look for the
biHamiltonian hierarchies engendered by this structure, we are led to the susy AKNS
theory of Sect. 2.

5. Description of the Method: The Lax Formalism

In the biHamiltonian strategy, the Lax formalism is a supplementary outcome of

the reduction of loop algebras; the general procedure was discussed in [MP2], and

here we will apply it to the susy AKNS theory.

Consider the loop superalgebra % introduced in the previous section. The

elements of ¥ are 4 x 4 matrices where each entry is a superfield; so, they act
Y1 (x.0)

naturally by multiplication on the quadruples of superfields (2'12((;;’)) ) Following
&0

Subsect. 2.2, let us introduce a space ¥~ of such quadruples, and a space Lin’*(#")

of linear operators on ¥~, depending polynomially on the parameter A. Further-

more, let us fix attention on the section X : # — & C %, defined by Eq. (4.10),

and introduce the map

LM — Lin (W),  m— LHm) =D+ Z(m)+ M (5.1)

(4 is the matrix in Eq.(4.2)). The biHamiltonian reduction scheme from which
the map X arises implies that #*(m) is a matrix Lax operator for the susy
AKNS hierarchy. The explicit expression of this operator was anticipated in Sect. 2
(see Table 1b).

We now explain how to construct maps (ﬁj‘. M — Lin\(w ), m — (éf(m) such
that the Lax formulation di”’l(m)/dtj = [%*(m), #*(m)] holds. First of all, one
checks by direct computation that this equation is satisfied for j = —1, setting
%" (m) = %, with & := Diag(—1,1,—1,1). The biHamiltonian reduction theory
ensures that all the other vector fields of the hierarchy admit a Lax representation
and also allows the following geometrical construction for the operators €.

Let me M, om € T M, S = X(m). Then there exist two covectors oV,d0V’ €
T¢%1 = %, such that the linear combination V* = 8V + A6V’ has the following
properties, identically in A:

i) 6V* annihilates Ps;

ii) 6V* projects on om, i.e., (3V*,8) = (dm,(Tsm)S) for each S € TsS;
iii) (Ps+105)0V*€Im(T,,X) (i.e., this vector is tangent to the cross section X).



Fully Supersymmetric AKNS Theory 379

The A-dependent covector 6F* is uniquely determined by the above conditions;
putting
Z*m, om) = oV* (5.2)

we define a map Z** from T*.# to T*%][J] (the bundle whose fiber at a
point V is the space T;%)[4] = %o[A], formed by the covectors depending poly-
nomially on the parameter A). The explicit expression of this map is reported
in Table 1b; according to the terminology introduced in [MP2], Z** is the
(A-dependent) lift map corresponding to the cross section X. Let us now put
GHm) = Y io (VDA Z*(m,d; i (m)) + (=1)/ "' W' Z, where d; denotes, as
before, the differential of the ;" Hamiltonian function. The maps (51;:, together with

#*, give the Lax representation of the hierarchy .

This representation is realized in terms of 4 x4 matrix superdifferential
operators; we now infer some “reduced” Lax formulations in terms of 2 x 2 matrix
operators, applying a reduction theory for parameter-dependent Lax pairs discussed
in [MP2]. Let us examine the spectral problem £*(m)®* = 0; this problem was
considered in Sect.2, where we found that it is equivalent to the linear system
(2.2.6).

We now reformulate this fact in a more geometrical fashion. The Lax operator

#

#*(m) acts on a space ¥~ of quadruples ¢ = (‘2’12 >, where each component is a
3

superfield. Let us identify #~ with a direct sum: ’

W =HoH, (53)

where the space J# consists of pairs ¥ := (g;) and ' consists of pairs

&= (g) Due to this decomposition, we can represent a linear operator from %"

into itself as a matrix (7}: )z()’ where T maps # into itself, X sends #’ into #, etc..

The linear system (2.2.6) can be written as
—L(m)+ 21 0 vy
( Lo 1)(5)_0, (54)
11
with L(m) as in Table 1b and R(m)¥ := (W} %“’2).
?’z—i(pll’l

Note that the matrix appearing in Eq.(5.4) is lower triangular. In fact, the
operator ¥*(m) admits a triangular decomposition, in the sense of [MP2]; this
implies that the Lax formulation (2.2.5) can be reduced to a parameter independent
formulation of the form (2.2.8), in terms of linear operators acting on #. To this
purpose, we define two linear maps

E:W — #, E(?):W

Fm): H# =W, Fm¥ = (R(Z)?,) . (5.5)

Let us write down each of the operators ‘gf(m) € Lin)'(‘/V ) as a polynomial in
A (gf(m)= f;}) % (m)A¥, and define as follows the operators C;(m), acting
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on -
j+1
Ci(m) = :;)E(gjk(m)f(m)ﬁ(m) (5.6)

(i.e., multiply ‘gf(m) by E on the left, % (m) on the right and replace A* with the

k™ power of L(m)). We can employ L(m) and the above operators to set up a Lax
formulation as in Eq. (2.2.8); also, from the definitions of %}(m), E, #(m), R(m),
it follows that the operators C;(m) can be expressed as in Table 1b.
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