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THE PERTURBATION OF THE QUANTUM
CALOGERO-MOSER-SUTHERLAND SYSTEM AND RELATED
RESULTS

YASUSHI KOMORI AND KOUICHI TAKEMURA

ABSTRACT. The Hamiltonian of the trigonometric Calogero-Sutherland model
coincides with a certain limit of the Hamiltonian of the elliptic Calogero-Moser
model. In other words the elliptic Hamiltonian is a perturbed operator of the
trigonometric one.

In this article we show the essential self-adjointness of the Hamiltonian
of the elliptic Calogero-Moser model and the regularity (convergence) of the
perturbation for the arbitrary root system.

We also show the holomorphy of the joint eigenfunctions of the commuting
Hamiltonians w.r.t the variables (z1,...,zn) for the Ay_j-case. As a result,
the algebraic calculation of the perturbation is justified.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Hamiltonian of elliptic Calogero-Moser model is given as follows ([§)),

R P
(1.1) H.:—gga—x?ﬂtﬁ(ﬂ—l) > olas — ).

1<i<j<N

where [ is the coupling constant.

This Hamiltonian reduces to that of the trigonometric Calogero-Sutherland model
by setting 7 — /—1oo, where 7 is the ratio of two basic periods of the elliptic func-
tion.

As for the trigonometric Calogero-Sutherland model, it is well-known for special-
ists that their eigenstates are given by the Jack polynomials (or the Ay _;i-Jacobi
polynomials). So far, many researchers have studied the Jack polynomials and its
g-deformed version, the Macdonald polynomials, and clarified various properties
such as the orthogonality, the norms, the Pieri formula, the Cauchy formula, and

the evaluations at (1,...,1). The Calogero-Sutherland model is extended to those
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associated with simple Lie algebras. From this point of view the Hamiltonian ([L.1f)
is called the Ax_1-type. Studies of these models are being developed by using their
algebraic structures.

In contrast with the trigonometric models, the elliptic models are less investi-
gated and the spectrum or the eigenfunctions are not sufficiently analyzed. There
are, however, some important progress due to Felder and Varchenko. They clarify
that the Bethe Ansatz works well for the Ay _1-type elliptic Calogero-Moser model
(D). Although this method may have applications to the spectral problem and
indeed some partial results are obtained in the article ( [@, ]), we will employ
another approach in the present article.

In this article, we will add some knowledges of the elliptic Calogero-Moser model
based on the analysis of the trigonometric model, which we will explain below.

One topic is the essential self-adjointness of the elliptic Calogero-Moser model for
the arbitrary root system. Firstly we will establish it for the trigonometric model
by taking the Jacobi polynomials as its domain in the space of square integrable
functions. We will obtain the elliptic version by perturbation.

Second topic is to obtain the eigenvalues and the eigenfunctions of the elliptic
Calogero-Moser model for arbitrary root systems. There are at least two ways to
perform it. The one is to use the Bethe Ansatz method, which is valid only for the
An_1 case. From this viewpoint some results are obtained in ([[L0, [[]). The other is
to use the well-developed perturbation theory, which we will consider in this article.
We regard the Hamiltonian of the elliptic Calogero-Moser model as the perturbed
operator of the Calogero-Sutherland model by the parameter p = exp(277y/—1).
We have so abundant knowledge about the eigenvalues and the eigenfunctions of
the Calogero-Sutherland model that we can apply the perturbation method. Then
we will obtain the eigenvalues and the eigenfunctions as a formal power series of p.
In general, such formal power series does not converge. For example, consider the

operator H := — j—:z + 2%+ az?, then the formal power series of the eigenvalues and
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eigenfunctions diverge for any a # 0. However, in our cases, the formal power series
converges if p is sufficiently small. The convergence is assured by the functional
analytic method introduced by Kato and Rellich. We mean the convergence of the
eigenfunctions in the L2-norm sense.

The other topics are the holomorphy of the eigenfunctions, the relationship with
the higher commuting operators, and giving the elliptic analogue of the Jacobi poly-
nomials, which are valid for the Ay_; case. The Kato-Rellich method does not give
the holomorphy a priori. We will obtain the holomorphy by using several proper-
ties of the Jack (or the Ax_j-Jacobi) polynomials. Thanks to the holomorphy, the
eigenspaces of the second-order Hamiltonian are compatible with the higher com-
muting operators. By considering the joint eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian and
the higher commuting operators, we see the well-definedness of an elliptic analogue
of the An_1-Jacobi polynomials.

We remark that Langmann obtained the algorithm for constructing the eigen-
functions and eigenvalues as the formal power series of p. ([H]) His algorithm would
be closely related to our one which is explained in section @

There are some merits for the perturbation method comparing to the Bethe
Ansatz method. The calculation of the perturbation does not essentially depend
on the coupling constant 8 though the calculation of the Bethe Ansatz method
strongly depends on . In addition, the Bethe Ansatz method is applied to the
An_1 type and 8 € Z~1 cases, but the perturbation method may be valid for all

types and the coupling constant does not need to be an integer.
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2. JACOBI POLYNOMIALS AND SELF-ADJOINTNESS

The Hamiltonians of the trigonometric and the elliptic Calogero-Sutherland mod-

els are respectively given by

2 1 1
R (et~ 1)
(2:2) Hp = —A+ Y kalka — 1)la*p((a, b)),
a€ER4

where the coupling constant k, is real and invariant under the action of the Weyl
group ko, = kya, and p(x) = p(x; 7, 77) is the Weierstrass p function. For our later
convenience, we have subtracted a constant term from the original trigonometric
Hamiltonian. A is the Laplacian on T := hr/27Q". By using the variable p =
exp(27my/—1), we often write Hg(p) = Hg in order to emphasize the dependency
of p. In this notation, we have Hr = Hg(0).

We first show that the Hamiltonian of the trigonometric model is defined on
a dense subspace of L2(T,du)" where i is the normalized Haar measure, and is

essentially self-adjoint with respect to the inner product

(2.3) (f.9) = /T g

We denote by || - || := (-,-)'/? the norm in L?*(T,du). We define Hz and Hg on
C3(T)"W N D(V), where D(V') denotes the domain of the multiplication operators
in (@) and (@) Then we see that these operators are symmetric.

If ko > 2, Hy has a C?-class W-invariant eigenfunction

(2.4) HrA = EyA,
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where

(2.5) Eo = (p(k)|p(k)) — eo,

(2.6) =15 3 kalha ~ Do,
acRy

(2.7) o) =5 3 ke,

aERy

(2.8) A= TJ Isin((a, h)/2)[F.

aER

Let C[P] be the polynomial ring of the weight lattice P. For each A, let e* denote
the corresponding element, so that e*e# = e** and e” = 1. We also regard the
element e* as a function on T by the rule e’\(h) = eV=TIM where h € T is the

image of h € hr. Let my for A € Py be the monomial symmetric functions

(2.9) my = |[Wy| ™! Z e = Z et

weWw pEWX
where W) denotes the stabilizer of A in W. The set {mx|A € Py} forms a basis of

C[P]™. Define the partial order < in P by

(2.10) vpuespu—veEQ,.

Let ||-||a and (-, -)a denote the norm and the inner product in L?(T, A%du) respec-
tively.

Definition 1 (Heckman-Opdam). There ezists a family of polynomials {J,|p €
P} which consists of a basis of C[P)V satisfying the following conditions:

(2.11) T =mpu+ Y tmy,

v<p

(2.12) (Jus Jv)a =0, if uw#wv.

Let Hy := A='H7A. Then these polynomials are characterized by the operator

Hy as its eigenfunctions.

Proposition 2.1.
(2.13) HOJ,u = E,qu

where By = (u+ p(k)|p + p(k)) — eo.



6 YASUSHI KOMORI AND KOUICHI TAKEMURA

It is well known that the normalized Jacobi polynomials .Jy (A € Py) form a
complete orthonormal system in the space L?(T, A%du)" with the inner product

(,)a if ko > 0. Tt follows that

Lemma 2.2. Assumek, > 0. Then P := C[P|W A is a dense subspace in L*(T,du)" .

Theorem 2.3. Assume ko > 2. Then Hr is essentially self-adjoint on P.

Proof. From Proposition R.1 and P ¢ C*(T)" N D(V) we see that JyA are the
eigenfunctions of Hp. Then the theorem is obtained from Lemma @ since it

implies that the range of (Hr £ ) is dense. O

If 0 < ko < 2, then A ¢ C*(T)" UD(V) and P is not an appropriate domain
for Hr. However Theorem @ is generalized in the following sense in terms of the

adjoint operator H7:
Theorem 2.4. Assume ko > 0. Then Hi|p is essentially self-adjoint on P.

We rewrite Hg(p) = W(p)+Hr, where W(p) = (Hg(p)—Hr) is a multiplication

operator with

1 1
2.14)  W(p)(h) := ko (ka — 1)|a? ) - — 4 ).
(218 WE)B) = 3 kalka = laf (ollah) = = + 15)
aERy
By the formula (A:1J), we see that
(2.15) IW(p)ull < V@) maxllull,
since the function W(p)(h) is a continuous function on 7. This implies that W (p)

is bounded. Hence we have 1%, (p) = W(p)* + Hi..

Theorem 2.5 ([]). Let —1 < p < 1 and ko > 0. Then Hi(p)|p is essentially

self-adjoint on P.

Proof. The symmetry of the operator W(p) is trivial. Then we deduce that W(p)+

Hi|p is essentially self-adjoint on P.

In the next section, we abuse the symbols Hr and Hg(p) for Hi|p and Hi(p)|p.
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3. PERTURBATION IN THE L?-SPACE
In this section, we employ the variable p with |p| < 1 instead of T as a parameter
of perturbation and treat mainly the gauge-transformed Hamiltonian defined below

with ko > 0. For a linear operator T, we denote by D(T) its domain and by R(T)

its range respectively.

3.1. The resolvent in the L? space. For a bounded linear operator A, we denote

by [|A|| the operator norm, i.e., | Al := supy, =1 [|4v|[a. We set

(3.1) W(p) = A7 (Hp(p) — Hr)A(= W(p)),

(3.2) T(p) := A" "Hp(p)A.

Then T'(p) = Ho + W (p) is a closable operator on L?(T, A2du)" with D(T(p)) =

C[P], and particularly if —1 < p < 1, T(p) is an essentially self-adjoint operator.

Here W (p) is a bounded operator on L?(T, A%2du)"W with an upper bound,

— nlp|"
(33) WIS Waaxlp) =43 775 3 Falka = Dlal®
n=1 acRy

which is monotonous with respect to |p| and tends to 0 as p — 0.

Let T denote the closure of a closable operator T'. Then T(p) for p € (—1,1) is
the unique extension of T'(p) to the self-adjoint operator. In particular Hy = T(O)
is the self-adjoint extension of Hy. T(p) is a self-adjoint holomorphic family [EI
Notice that the spectrum of the operator Hy is discrete. Let o(flo) be the set of

the spectrum and let p(Hp) be the resolvent set of the operator Hy. We have
(3.4) o(Hy) = {(A+ p(b)|A + p(k) — col € Py .

The following proposition is obvious.

Proposition 3.1. For each a € o(Hy), the corresponding eigenspace {v € L*(T, A2du)"W

| Hyv = av} is finite dimensional.
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For ¢ € p(Hp), the resolvent (Hy — ¢)~' is compact and |(Hy — ¢)7Y| =

(dist(¢, 0(Hp)))~*. We have
(3.5) HQ_ ZC)\JX —Z E)\—C)_lc)\Jk,

where Y, exJy € L2(T, A%dp)" and HyJy = ExJy. The proof of the Kato-Rellich
theorem also implies the compactness of the resolvent of T'(p) for —1 < p < 1.

If |(Ho = ) ™' W(p)|| < L, then (Ho —¢) " (T(p) — ) = 1+ (Ho — ()~ 'W(p) has

a bounded inverse by Neumann series and thus T'(p) — ¢ has also a bounded inverse

(3.6) (T(p)—¢) ' = (1 + (Ho — <>*1W<p>)*1<ﬁo —¢!

In particular, if ||(Hy — C)*1|| < ||W(p)||’1, then the bounded inverse of T'(p) — ¢
exists. The right hand side of this expression implies that the resolvent of T(p) is
also compact. By the equality ||(Ho —¢) || = (dist(¢, o(Hp))) ™" and the equation
(B-4), the resolvent set p(T(p)) is included outside the union of the closed disks

dist(¢, 0 (Ho)) < [W(p)].

Proposition 3.2. Let T be a closed operator with the resolvent set p(T). LetT'1,To

be circles which are contained in p(T) and whose interiors are disjoint. We set

1
27T\/ -1 T;
Then we have PZ-2 =P, and PP, = PP, =0.

P = - (T_C)_ldC7 (12172)

Proposition 3.3. Let P, Q be bounded operators subject to P? = P, Q*> = Q and
|IP— Q| < 1. Then we have rank P = rank Q.

Proof. For u € R(Q), we have Pu = u + Pu — Qu due to Qu = u. Then

(3.7) [Pull > (1 =[P = QIDIul],

which implies that P|g(g) : R(Q) — R(PQ) C R(P) is one-to-one and rank P >

rank @. Similarly we have rank P < rank () and hence rank P = rank Q. O
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Let T' C p(Hyp) be a circle and let r = dist(I", o(Hp)). Then there exists pg > 0

such that for all [p| < po, ||W(p)|| < r and thus T C p(T(p)). Notice ||(Ho—¢)~Y| <

r~LonT. Let

Fr) =~ [ (@) =07
Then we have
B8 1RGO < 5 [10E) -0 - (H- 0l
(3.9) <L /Zn O IW )P lac|
(310) (3 J46) T 5t

Fix a; € U(flo). Since the set o(flo) is discrete, we can choose a circle I'; and
0 < p; such that I'; contains only one element a; inside it and P;i(p) = Pr,(p)
satisfying ||P;(p) — P;(0)|| < 1 for |p| < p;. By Propositions B.9, B.3, we see that
rank P;(p) = rank P;(0) and in particular, P;(p) is a degenerate operator. By the
proof of Proposition B.3, we see that Vi(p) := R(P;(p)) is spanned by the image of
Vi(0) = R(P;(0)), i.e., the eigenspace of Hy with the eigenvalue a;; We choose a
basis of V;(p) as {H(p)j,\ | A such that HyJy\ = aij,\}, where Jy is the normalized
Jacobi polynomial. One sees that V;(p) is a finite dimensional invariant subspace

of T(p) due to the commutativity of P;(p) and T'(p).

Lemma 3.4. The matriz elements of T(p)|vi(p) : Vi(p) — Vi(p) with respect to

Pi(p).Jy are real-holomorphic functions of p.

Proof. We define the functions ¢ (p) and di (p) by

(3.11) T(p)Pi(p)Jx = > _ A(p)P
m

(3.12) P(0)Pi(p)Jx = > di(p)J,
m

Then we see that B(O)T(p)ﬂ(p)m(o) : Vi(0) — V;(0) and P;(0)P; (p)|Vi(0) : Vi (0) —

Vi(0) are real-holomorphic. Equivalently, 3° , ¢\ (p)d};(p) and d) (p) are real-holomorphic.
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By Proposition B.3, P;(0)P;(p)

v, (0) or the matrix d%(p) is invertible, which implies

¢\ (p) is real-holomorphic. O

The matrix ¢(p) = (ck(p)) is symmetric. It is known that if all the matrix ele-

ments of the symmetric operator on the finite dimensional vector space are real-
holomorphic, then its eigenvalues and eigenvectors are real-holomorphic. (See [ﬂ])

Hence we have

Proposition 3.5. The eigenvalues of T(p) are real-holomorphic and coincide with

a; when p = 0. The eigenfunctions are also real-holomorphic.
Summarizing, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 3.6. For each a; € o(Hy), there exists p; > 0 such that for —p; < p <
pi, the dimension of the eigenspace whose eigenvalues are included in | — a;] <
Winax(p) is equal to the dimension of the eigenspace of eigenvalue a;. Moreover the

eigenfunctions and the eigenvalues depend on p real-holomorphically.

If the coupling constants k(> 0) are all rational numbers, we can estimate the
eigenvalues uniformly. We will explain this below.

Suppose k,, are all rational. Let ko = ko num/kden such that ko num are integers
and kqen is positive integer. Let n be the minimal positive integer such that (P|P) C
Z/n. Then we see that the spectrum of Hy is uniformly separated. To be more
precise, if a,b € o(Hy) and a # b, we have |a — b| > 1/nkgen. Hence if we take po

as

(313) Wmax(po) = 1/4nkden7

then there exists a set of circles I'; such that for |p| < po, each I'; C p(T'(p)) contains
only one element a; € o(Hp) inside it, any two circles never cross, || P;(p) — P;(0)|| <
1, and every element of o(T(p)) is contained inside of some circle T';.

Therefore we have
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Theorem 3.7. Suppose k., € Qso and let pg be defined in ) Then Theorem
@ holds for p; = po. All eigenvalues of T(p) on the L*(T, A%du) space are con-
tained in U, ¢, 1, {C1 ¢ = al < Wiax(p)} for —po < p < po. All eigenfunctions are

real-holomorphically connected to the eigenfunction of Hy as p — 0.

4. An_1-CASES

4.1. In section , we considered the spectrum problem of the gauge-transformed
Hamiltonian T(p) in the L2(T, A?du)" space and show that the perturbation is
holomorphic by use of the theory of Kato and Rellich.

On the other hand, it is known that there are commuting family of differential
operators (e.g. ([.d) for the Ay_; case) which commute with the Hamiltonian.
(B, @ &)

In this section, we will investigate the relationship between the functions ob-
tained by applying the projections P;(p) and the commuting family of differential
operators. As a result, we will prove that the perturbation series which is obtained
by the algorithmic calculation is not only square-integrable but also holomorphic
w.r.t. the variables of the coordinate.

For this purpose, we will consider the spectrum problem in the C“(T)"-space.

In this section, we consider the Ay _1 cases.

4.2.  We introduce some known result for the Ay_1 cases.

We realize the Ay_q root system in RY. Let {€i}i=1,...n be an orthonormal
basis. The space h* is defined by h* := {h = Zil hie| Zi\;l h; = 0}. The simple
roots are {€; — €;41)i = 1,..., N — 1}. We set z; = (hle;).

Let us remind the Hamiltonian of the elliptic Calogero-Moser model,

Zafrﬁ > pla— ).

1<i<j<N

This system is integrable, i.e., there exists sufficiently many commuting opera-
tors. The existence and the explicit expressions are known in ([f, i, Bl]) etc. Here,

we exhibit the Hasegawa’s expression which will be used in the proof of Proposition
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. Later we will discuss the relationship between the expression of Ochiai-Oshima-
Sekiguchi ([ff]) and the one of Hasegawa ([F]).

Following ([f]), we set

( jGJB&E]) O(x) J
o R IL,G2)

(4.2) H; = O(x)H,0(x)? (1<i<N).

where O(z) = [[1<;oj<n 0((z; — 2;)/27), O(z) is the theta function defined in
section @

The operators 7—Zi, Hi, H act on the space of functions which are meromorphic
except for the branches along x; — zy, € 2n(Z + Z7) (j # k).

On this space, we have [H,, Hi,] = [Hi,, Hi] = 0 (1 < i1,i2 < N) and [H;, H] =
0(1<i<N).

We set A = [licjcren sin®((z; — xx)/2). The function |A| is the ground-state
of the trigonometric Calogero-Sutherland model (P-§), i.e. |A| = A. Although the
function sin® ((z; —2)/2) may have branch along z; —xy, € 277Z (j # k), the opera-
tors A~1HA and A~1%;A do not have branch points if we rewrite the operators by
using the commutation relations for A and 57-. We define the operators A~1HA
and A='H;A by the form on which the branch points had disappeared and we set
H®(p) := A="H;A (1 < i < N). The action of the operator A~'HA coincide with
the one of the operator T(p) for the smooth functions on the real domain except
for ; = x), (j # k). From this reason, we adopt the notation T(p) = A~'HA.
The operators T'(p) and H (p) act on the space of meromorphic functions on the
complex domain.

The operator T (p) is expressed by some combinations of H™® (p) and H®?(p).

w

7

Proposition 4.1. The operators T(p) and H (p) preserve the space C*(T)

where T is the torus hr/27Q". (QV(=~ Q): the coroot lattice of type An_1)
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Proof. Since the operator T'(p) is expressed in terms of H™® (p) and H® (p), it is
enough to show the H"(p) (1 <4 < N) cases. The Weyl group of type Ay_; acts
on the space of function on hr by the permutation of the variable. We denote the
action of o on f(x) by f(z7).

Let us recall the definition of C¥(T)W i.e.,

(4.3)
(27) = f(z) (Vo € W),

(1) = { f(z) € C¥(RY) ;(JH-UEZ p€6) = f(z) (Vu € R),
flz+2m(ei — ;) = f(x) (1 <d,j < N)
Let f(z) be a function in C¥(T)". From the definition of the operators H® (p)
(1 < i < N), the function f(z) := H®(p)f(x) satisfies the relations f(7z) =
f(x) (Yo e W), fle+uXjl &) = f(x) (Vu €R), fa+2m(e;, =€) = f2) (1 <
Ji1,j2 < N).

It remains to show the holomorphy of the function f (z) on RY.

The function (#(z)/sin 7x)? is non-zero holomorphic function in R, because the
function 6(z)/ sin 7z is non-zero on R and does not admit any branching points on
R. From the definition of the operators H; (1 < i < N), the function H® (p)f(x)
does not have poles except for zj, —zj, +27k =0 (1 < j1 # ja < N, k € Z) on RY.
If the function H® (p)f(x) has a pole along zj, — x;, = 0, the order of the pole is
one, but it contradicts to the Weyl group invariance of the function H® (p)f(z).
Therefore the function H(p)f(z) is holomorphic along z;, — zj, = 0.

The holomorphy along z;, — xj, + 27k = 0 (k € Z \ {0}) follows from the

periodicity of H® (p)f(x). O

From the commutativity of H and H; we have
(44) [T (p), HO (p)] = [HD (p), HD (p)] = 0, (1 <i,j < N),

on the space C“(T)W.
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By using the formula ([A.12)), we can expand the operators T'(p) and H® (p) (1 <

1 < N) as the formal power series of operators w.r.t. the parameter p(= 62”\/__17),
(4.5) T(p) =T(0) + Z T3 (0)p?
H(i)( H(l )+ ZH i), {J}

We set z; = eV~ The operators T(O), H®(0), TU}0), and H®17}(0) are

expressed as the combination of the rational functions of zi,zs,...,2y and the
polynomials of 6%1, cee 82\7 .

Proposition 4.2. Let f be an element of C[P|W. Then the functions T(0)f,
T 0)f, HD(0)f, and HDUY0)f are elements of C[P]V for j € Z>1 and

1<¢<N.

Proof. We prove H"-{7}(0)f € C[P]W. For the other cases, the proofs are similar.
From the definition, the function H®1}(0)f is symmetric and rational with
respect to the variables zi,...,zn. The possible poles of the rational function
H®UY0)f are zx — 21 = 0 (1 < k < k' < N) and the degree of each pole is one,
but it contradicts to the Weyl group invariance of the function H®{7}(0)f.
Therefore the rational function H®:17}(0)f does not have any poles, and we

have H®-17}(0) € C[P]™. O
We notice that the operator
(4.6) T(0) = AyHo + As

is the gauge-transformed Hamiltonian of the trigonometric Calogero-Sutherland

model up to constants Ay, A, where

N 2
_— 0 Zitzi (0 0
(4.7) HO_Z<Z1821-) +ﬂZ Zi = Zj <Zzazi Zjazj)'

i=1 i<j

The joint eigenfunction of the operators H®(0) (1 < i < N) is the Jacobi
polynomial Jy (A € P;). We denote the joint eigenvalue E;i) by H®O(0)J\ =

EQ .
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Suppose 8 > 0. Let A\, u € Py. It is known that the condition E;i) = Eff) for
all i € {1,...,N} is equivalent to A = p. In other words, the joint eigenvalue is
non-degenerate.

From now on we will discuss the symmetry (self-adjointness) of the higher com-
muting Hamiltonians. For this purpose, we will discuss the relationship between
the expressions of the higher commuting Hamiltonians in ([f]]) and the ones in ([g]).

Following ([f], f]), we introduce the operators

(4.8) L= > m > 7 (ular — za)u(rs — x4) ..
’ oew

0<ji<[%]

a1y _O 2
ceU\T25-1 X2j 8$2j+1 8:172j+2 8:Ek N

where k = 1,..., N, W is the Weyl group of Ay_1-type (N-th symmetric group),
7(f(x1,..,2n)) = f(Xo-1(1), -+ To-1(vy) for 0 € W, and u(x) = B(B — 1)p(x).
The domains of the operators I}, (k = 1,...,N) are the same as the ones of Hy
(k=1,...,N).

By a straightforward calculation, we have H3 = I3 + CI; for some constant C.
Applying Theorem 5.2. in ([E]), we obtain that the operators Hy (k = 1,...,N)
are expressed as the polynomial of I, I, ..., In.

Let R[4, I2, . .., Iny] be a polynomial ring generated by I, I, ..., Ix and ¢ be an
involution on R[I3, I, ..., In] such that F(z1,...,25) = F(—x1,...,—2y). Then

SIy = (—1)*I} and “Hj, = (—1)*H,.. Hence H; admit the expansion,

(4.9) He= D Chimdis - Lims
J1<<Jm
where ¢j, . ;. € Rand if k — (j1 + -+ + Jm) & 2Z>¢ then ¢;, .. ;,, = 0.
From the similar discussion, the operators I admit the expansion,
(4.10) L= Y Gin i Hys
J1<<Jm
where ¢;, . ;. € Rand if k — (j1 + -+ Jm) & 2Z>¢ then é;,,. ;. = 0.

Lemma 4.3. We suppose 3 > N. For f,g € C*(T)V, we have (H® (p)f, g)a =

(—D*(f, H® (p)g)a (1 <k < N).
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Proof. Since (f,g)a = fT 2)|A2dp and H®) (p) = A~'H, A, it is enough
to show [, (m(f@c)mn) 9(@)|Aldp = (1" [ f(@)A] (Hlg@)|AD) dyr. We
have the equality [.h(z)dy = Af0<ml on<2en P(@)dz1 .. dry for some non-

zero constant A, which follows from the correspondence between the integration of
the sl,-invariant function and the one of the gl,,. From this equality, the property

(£9), and the commutativity [I;,,;,] = 0 (1 < ji,j2 < N), if we show

@) [ (B(F@IAD) s@)Alde = (-1)* [ F@IA] (la@)|AD) do

where D = {(z1,...,2n5) € RV|0 < 21,...,2xy < 27N} and dv = drides . .. d2y,
then we obtain Lemma Q

If B> N then the functions f(z)|Al, g(x)|A| are CN-class.

From the definition of C“(T)" (|.3), we have the periodicity f(z1,...,z; +
2rN,...,an) = f(z1,...,21,...,2n) (L <L N) for f(aq,...,2n) € C¥(T)W

We set f(z) = f(x)|A| and §(z) = g(x)|A|. The functions f(x), j(z) are smooth

on RY except for x; — zj+21k=0(1<i#j <N, k €Z). The behaviors of the
f(=)

functions f(z), §(z) around z; — x; + 27k = 0 are O(|z; — z;|?), i.e. ﬁ and
|m_§f?_|5 are bounded around z; — z; + 27k = 0.
From the expression of I ([Lg), if we show
(4.12)
. 1 2 3 4)--- 2j—1 2 Draie1 O 9
*/ f(@) [ wlzy — zo)u(ws — x4) .. u(zoj_1 — )L i~(3:) dx
=/, 1= T2 87 0) Ul T ) ;

for all j s.t. 0 < j < [%], then we obtain (#.11) and Lemma [1.3.

The number § satisfies 5 > N > 2. Though the function w(zg—1 — x9;) =
B(B — Dp(xa—1 —x21) (I =1,...,7) have double pole along x9;—1 — xo + 27k =0
(k € Z), the integrands of () are bounded around zo;_1 — 9 + 27k =
from the properties f(z) = O(|zy_1 — z|?) and §(z) = O(|zo_1 — z9|?) around
Zoj—1 — To; + 2wk = 0. Hence the singularities along o1 — x9; + 27k =0 (I =

1,...,7, k € Z) do not affect the integration.
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Since the integrands of () are continuous, we can replace the range of inte-
gration of both sides of () with D', where D' = {(x1,...2n) € D|zoi—1 — oo +
2rk £0(l=1,...,j, k€ Z)}.

It is obvious that

(4.13)

// (u(:z:l — x2)u(zs — 24) ... u(T2j—1 — T2j) 13}

Ox2j41

_ /D ( 0 O e —ma)ulws — 1) u(way s — ij)f(x)> i(x)dz.

Oxojy1 Owp
By applying the integration by parts repeatedly, we find that the r.h.s. of ([.13) is

equal to

0 0

— ... —g(x)dzx.
8x2j+1 6wkg( )

(—1)F2 / , u(z1 — z2)u(zs — T4) - . (D251 — ‘TQJ')JE(‘T)

Here we used the periodicities on x; — x; + 20N ({ =25+ 1,...,k).

Hence we obtain () and Lemma E

Proposition 4.4. We suppose 3 > 0. For f,g € C*(T)WV, we have (H® (p)f, 9)a =
(=D)*(f, H® (p)g)a (1 < k < N). In other words, the operators (v/—1)* H®*)(p)
are symmetric on the space C*(T)W.
Proof. Tt is trivial for the g = 0 case.

We assume 8 > 0.

Let f(x) € C¥(T)V. Then H® (p)f(z) is a polynomial in the parameter 3 of
degree at most k and H® (p) f(z) € C*(T)V.

We set H®) (p)f(z) = XF_ fi(@)37. Then fi(x) € C*(T)W (0 < j < k),

because H™® (p) f(x) € C¥(T)W for all 8. For f(x) and H® (p)f(x), we set f(x) =
Fw) and HO)(p) f(2) = 325 ().
We fix the functions f(z),g(z) € C¥(T)W. It is enough to show that the equa-

tions (H® (p)f, 9)a — (=1)*(f, H® (p)g)a = 0 hold for >0 and 1 <k < N.
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We set
N
1=1
N

T'={(21,...,an) ERV|D 2;=0,0<z —x; <2r (1 <i<j< N},
i=1

h@) = (HP @) g@)IALR - (-1 ) (HP (p)g()) AP,
) = (HOG) () ) o0)32 = (-1 1) (5O @) 42

Then the equation (H® (p)f,g)a — (=1)*(f, H*¥ (p)g)a = 0 is equivalent to
fT )dp = 0, where T = br/27Q". From the equation 7 [,. h (x)dp = [ h
(x)du, it is sufficient to show fT, x)dp = 0.

We have h(x) =h () on the domain T’, because sin((xz; — x;)/2) > 0 on 12’ for
i < j and the branch of the function sin®((x; — x;)/2) is chosen to be a positive
real number. For 8 € C, the branch of the function sin®((z; — x;)/2) (i < j) is
canonically chosen by the relation a” = exp(Bloga) for a = sin((x; — z;)/2) > 0.
Hence it is sufficient to show the equation fT, h(z)du =0 for 8 > 0.

From Lemma (1.3, [, h(z)du = fT, x)dp = 0 holds for 8 > N.

From Proposition [L.1], we have H® (p)f(z) € C¥(T)" when f(z) € C*(T)V
and f§ € C. Hence the integral fT, x)dp is well-defined if Ref > 0.

We fix By (ReBp > 0). Since the function h(z) is holomorphic in 8 and the
functions h(z) and a%h(x) are uniformly bounded in (z, 8) € T' x {8'||8' — Bo| < €}
for some € € R+, the integral fT, h(z)dp is also holomorphic at 8 = 5y (Refy > 0)
by the Lebesgue’s theorem.

By the identity theorem, the equation fT, x)dp = 0 holds for 8 s.t. Ref > 0.

Therefore we obtain the proposition. [l

4.3. Perturbation. We start with the general proposition related to the pertur-

bation method.

Proposition 4.5. Let {v1,va, ...} be linearly independent vectors in a vector space

V over R. Let Hi{k} (k € Z>o, i = 1,...,N) be linear operators on V such that
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H.{k}vj =Dt finite dj{lj],’ Zv] for alli,j, k. We assume that there exists E}O}’i eR
such that H{O} E{O} lv] for all i,j and if j1 # jo then there exists some i such
that E]{P}’Z + E}f}’l. Let (, ) be an inner product on V' such that (v;,v;) = 6; ;. Let
H;(p) := Z,;“;O Hi{k}pk be formal power series of the linear operators and assume

[Hi, (p), Hi, ()] = 0 for all iy, iz € {1,..., N} as the formal power series of p. Then

there exists formal power series of vectors

(414) —U]+Z Z CJJ/U]’pu

k=1 j':finite

such that Hy(p)v;(p) = Bi(p)v;(p) and (v;(p),v;(p)) = 1, where Ei(p) = B +
220:1 E]{k}’ipk is a formal power series on p and the equalities hold as the formal
power series of p.

For each j, the normalized formal power series of the joint eigenfunction of the

form ({§-13) is unique.
Proof. We introduce variables wq, ..., wxy and set

N N
PO ST e
i=1 =1

(0) =+ 3 > et hph,

k=1 j

=3t =3 4 33 B
k=0

k=1 1i=1

The numbers d;[];}; (w) and E]{O} " are given in advance. We will investigate the
conditions for the coefficients of the formal power series v;(p) and E;(w, p) satisfying

the following relations

(4.15) H(w,p)v;(p) = Ej(w, p)vj(p), (vi(p),vj(p))=1.
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We set c{ - = §;j» By comparing the coefficients of v;p*, we obtain that the

conditions () are equivalent to the following relations,

k—k' k k—k' K
w e (et T () — S5 T B ()
it = {0 {07
E; (w) — B} (w)

k k' k k'
CUNEC R TS )

(4.16) , (' #19)

=1 j
k

(418) E{k} ch{k k}d{k} Zc{k k}E{k}( )
=1 j =1

We remark that the denominator of () is non—zero by the non—degeneracy con-
dition. The numbers c]{lj],’ and Ej{k}(w) are determined recursively and they exist
uniquely. We have recursively that for each j and k, #{j’| cJ{I;} # 0} is finite and
the summations in ([L.16 - [.1§) on the parameters j' and j” are indeed the finite
summations.

At this stage, the apparent expression of the coefficients c{ }; may depend on w.
We will show that the coefficients c}) j} do not depend on w. We denote v;(p) by
vj(w, p).

From the commutativity of H(w,p) and H(w',p) we have
H (w, p)(H (w', p)v;(w, p)) = Ej(w, p)(H(w', p)v; (w, p)).

Since the vector H (w', p)v;(w, p) admits the expansion H (w', p)v;(w,p) = E}O} (w' v+
O(p), we obtain the following relation from the uniqueness of the formal eigenvector.
H(wlu p)'Uj (w7 p)
flw,w',p)

where f(w,w’,p) := (H(w',p)vj(w,p), Hw' ,p)v;j(w,p)) and 1/+/f(w,w’,p) is re-

1/2 _

= Uj(va)'

garded as a formal power series on p from the formula (ad + > ;7 arp®)™

ag’ (ZZO_O ( _1/2 > (ag? >0, akpk)n). Therefore we have H(w', p)v;(w,p) =
f(w, w', p)vj(w, p). On the other hand we have H(w’, p)v;(w',p) = E;(w', p)v,; (W', p).
By the uniqueness of the formal eigenvector whose leading term is v;, we have

vj(w,p) = vj(w',p). Therefore the coeflicients c]{lj],’ do not depend on w.
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From ([L.1§), we obtain recursively that the coefficients of the formal eigenvalue
E]{k}(w) are linear in wy,...,wy. Therefore the numbers Ej{k}Z (k € Z>1) are

determined appropriately. O

Proposition 4.6. Proposition @ is applicable for the An_1-type elliptic Calogero

Moser model by the following correspondence,
Hi(p) < The commuting differential operator H® (p),

v; <& The normalized Jacobi polynomial Js.

Proof. The finiteness of the summation H i{k}vj = ! d;f;-],”ivj/ follows from
Proposition @ and the fact that the Jack polynomial forms a basis of C[P]".
The non-degeneracy of the joint eigenvalues £ ]{O} " follows from the non-degeneracy

of the joint eigenvalue of the Jack polynomial. O

Summarizing, we have the algorithm of computing the “formal” eigenvalues and
“formal” eigenfunctions of the elliptic Calogero-Moser model of Ay _1-type by using

the Jacobi polynomial. In the next subsection, we will discuss the convergence.

4.4. Analyticity and the higher commuting operators. In this subsection,
we will consider the spectral problem in the C*(T)W-space for the Ax_; elliptic
Calogero-Moser model. We assume 3 > 1. Since 7' is compact, we have C*(T)W C
L2(T, A?du)".

We will show the holomorphy of the eigenfunctions which we have found on the
L2(T, A%du)" space in section E After having the holomorphy of the eigenfunc-
tions, we will justify the convergence and the holomorphy of the joint eigenfunctions
of the higher commuting operators obtained by the algorithmic calculation, which
we have explained in section .

For this purpose, we need the following propositions.

Proposition 4.7. For each eigenvalue a; € o(flo) and eigenfunction Jx of the

Hamiltonian ffo of the trigonometric model such that ffojA = aijA, there exists a
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positive number p; such that the function Pi(p)jA is holomorphic in (x1,...zN,D)
on the set By,, where the operator P;(p) is a projection on the Hilbert space L*(T, A%du)"

which was defined in section @ and

(4.19) B.={(x1,...,2n,p) € CY x R||Imzj| <e(j=1,...,N), —e <p < e}

Proposition 4.8. For all eigenvalue a; € U(flo) and Jacobi polynomial Jx, we

have
(4.20) HD (p)Pi(p)Jx = Pi(p)HY (p).Jx, (j=1,...,N),

when |p| is sufficiently small.

We will prove Propositions @ and @ in the next section.
Remark For the A; and 8 € Z~1 cases, and the A; and § = 2 case, Proposition
Q is obvious from the construction of the eigenfunctions via the Bethe Ansatz
method ([[L1])). O
We fix the eigenvalue a; € o(Hp). From Propositions B, i, and [£8, if |p|
is sufficiently small then the operators H (j)(p) act on the finite dimensional space

Vi(p), where

(4.21) Vip)= Y. CP(p)x
)\‘I{I()j,\:aij)\
and we have V;(p) C C¥(T)"W.
From Proposition [£.4, the higher commuting operators (v—1)01H@(p) (j =

W and the finite dimensional

1,...,N) are symmetric both on the space C¥(T)
space V;(p). The joint eigenvalues are real-holomorphic w.r.t the parameter p and
the operators (v/—1)7 HU)(p) are simultaneously diagonalizable in the space V;(p)
if |p| is sufficiently small and p € R. The joint eigenfunctions are holomorphic on
the domain B, for sufficiently small € € Rs.

Therefore the joint eigenfunction of H™® (p), ..., H™)(p) admits the holomorphic

expansion in the variable p.
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Since the joint eigenvalues of H()(0),..., HN)(0) are distinct, the expansion is
unique up to the normalization. (See section E) Hence the perturbation series
which is obtained by the method introduced in section @ converges holomorphi-
cally and coincides with the eigenvalue and eigenfunction which is obtained by

diagonalizing the finite dimensional space V;(p). Summarizing, we have

Theorem 4.9. For the Axy_1 and B > 1 cases, the perturbation expansion of the
commuting operators H® (p), ..., HN)(p) which is performed in section @ con-
verges holomorphically and defines the eigenfunction which is holomorphic when
[Imz;| (j=1,...,N) and |p| (p € R) are sufficiently small. The joint eigenvalue

is holomorphic in the parameter p(< 1).

Remark It was pointed out by Prof. T. Oshima that the real-holomorphy of
the square-integrable eigenfunction (x) (ie. T(p)Y(x) = E(p)Y(z), ¢(z) €
L2(T, A%du)") is also obtained by the following argument.

From the ellipticity of the operator T'(p) and the Weyl’s lemma, we have the
real-holomorphy of the eigenfunction () on the domain 7' = T\ T”, where T’ :=
{(z1,...,zn) € T|3(¢ # j),z; = x;}. Next we consider the analytic continuation
of the function ¥ (z). The equation T'(p)y(z) = E(p)y(z) has regular singularities
along z; = z; (i # j), and the exponents at the singularity are (0,—28 —1). It
follows that the function () is holomorphic along z; — z; = 0 from the property

Y(x) € L?. Hence we have the real-holomorphy of 1(z) on T. O

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITIONS [£.7] AND [4.§

In this section, we assume that the root system is of the Ax_;-type.

For A\ € P and j =1,...,N — 1, we set m) = ZMEW)\ elh) and en; = My,
where A; is the j-th fundamental weight. For A = Eé‘:l A, (I € Zso, i €
{1,...,N=1} (j = 1,...,1)), we set €\ = H§:1 en,,- Then we have éx = ey on

h*, where e, is the elementary symmetric function for the partition p defined in

the Macdonald’s book ([, p-20) and )’ is the conjugate of \.
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We set

t(x,p) = ;tk@c)pk =9) - 7 T 1

which converges uniformly on a strip around R x [—¢, €] for 0 < e < 1.

From the formula ([A.13), we have

(5.1) ti(z) = -2 j(cosjz —1).
Jlk
Here, j|k means that the positive integer j is a divisor of k.

Lemma 5.1. For a real number ¢ such that ¢ > 1, there exists a positive number

a’ such that |ty (x)| < a'c* for all x € R.

Proof. Let tj be the sum of all divisors of k. By the formula (B.1)), we have |t),(z)| <
4ty < 4k2. Since the convergence radius of the series Y k?p* is equal to 1, the
convergence radius of the series Y #;p* is equal to or less than 1. Therefore we

have the lemma. O

The operator W (p) defined in (B.1)) has an expansion in terms of p given by W (p) =
ey T®pk, where T is the operator of multiplication by the function T"*) (k) :=
ZaeR+ B(B — 1)tx({a, h)). For each p € (1,—1), the series Y po T*)p* converges

uniformly on bg:

Proposition 5.2. For a real number ¢ such that ¢ > 1, there exists a positive

number a such that |T™®| < ack.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma @ and the inequality

(5.2) [ i eatdn < sup o mp [ (ot
T heT T

Lemma 5.3. The function tk({a, h)) admits the expansion,

aE€A

(5.3) Z tr({a, b)) = Z CumMy.

aclAy HEQNPy || < V2K
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Proof. From the formula (f.1]), we have

S telah)) == Y O M g eem —2) = =N "2j(mye — 1),

€A a€Ay jlk jlk
where 6 is the highest root of the root system Ax_;. Since |§| = v/2 and j0 € QNP

we have the lemma. O

Sublemma 5.4. Let Jy be the An_1-Jacobi polynomial. We have

(5.4) Jxea, = > &y,
veP v—Ae{wA,|lweW}

for some constants ¢, .

Proof. This follows from the Pieri formula ([f], p.332 and section VI.10.). O

Sublemma 5.5. Let | be a positive integer. Assume i; € {1,...,N — 1} and

wj €W, (j=1,...,1). Wehave | wi(Ay)] <[54 Ay .

Proof. Tt is sufficient to show (A 4+ p, A + ) > (A + w(p), A + w(w)) for A\, u € Py
and w € W. This inequality is equivalent to (A, u — w(p)) > 0. From the property

n—w(p) € Qy, we have (A, p —w(p)) > 0. O

Sublemma 5.6. If \,u € Py and A\ — u € Q4, then we have |\ > |p].

Proof. Immediate from the equality (A, A) — (u, pt) = (A — p, A+ p). O

Sublemma 5.7. ([ﬁ], p.20) The monomial symmetric function my has the expan-
ston

(5.5) my = éx + > ¢yéy,
vEPL A—veQ\{0}

for some constants ¢, .
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Lemma 5.8. We have the expansion,

(5.6) Imu = > ad,
vePy =A<l

for some constants ¢, .

Proof. First, we expand m,, by using Sublemma @ Then Jym,, is expressed as the
linear combination of Jyé,, where v € Py and p—v € Q1. We set v = 22:1 Ay,
(l€Zso, ij€{l,...., N=1} (1 =1,...,1))

We repeatedly apply Sublemma @ for Jyé,. Then Jye, is expressed as the linear
combination of J,/, where v/ = X + Zé‘:l wj(A;) for some w; € W (j = 1,...1).
From Sublemma .5, we have [/ — X| < | 22:1 Ai;| = [v|. Applying Sublemma F.4

for y and v, we obtain Lemma p.§. O

Proposition 5.9. Let |p| < 1 and X € Py. Write (3o, T®™pF)J\ = Do pEPy A—peQ tx s
where Jy is the normalized An_1-Jacobi polynomial. For each C such that C' > 1
and C|p| < 1, there exists a number C"" € Rs such that [ty | < C"(Clp|)(A—nl+D/2v2

forall p e Py.

Proof. Since the normalized Jacobi polynomials form the complete orthonormal sys-
tem with respect to the inner product (,)a, we have £ , = (350, T®p*)Jy, J.)a.
We fix A\, u € Py. Let m be the smallest integer which is greater or equal to

I\ — p|/V2. If k < m, then we have (T®p*Jy, J,)a = 0 by Lemmas f.3, f.§ and
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the orthogonality. Therefore we have

(jw (i T(k)Pk)j,\)A

k=1

|£>\,u| =

oo

(3 T
/Z >t (o, h))p" T, A2dp
T

k=m acAy

< sup Z Z tre({a, b)) /|j>\jHA2|du
T

heT

k=m a€A4
< kalka = DS ol \/(/ |JXA|2du) (/ |JHA|2du>
2 T T
k>m
ko (ko — )N (N !
< t
< 5 kg;n klp|”

o - ko (ka—1)N(N—1 k

Similarly, we have [ty x| < % > k1 telpl”.

Since the convergence radius of the series ) t,p™ is equal to 1, we obtain
that there exists a number C” € Ry such that [y \] < C”(Clp|) and |t ] <

C"(C|p|)*~#/V2 for X # . Hence we have the Proposition. O

Proposition 5.10. Let D be a positive number. We suppose dist(C,o(Hp)) > D.
Write (T(p) — ¢)~'Jy = o taudy, where (T(p) — €)™Y is defined in ([3.4). For
each A € Py and C € Rsq, there exists C' € Rsg and py € Rsg which do not

depend on ¢ (but depend on D) such that ty ,, satisfies

[A—n
(5.7) ltx,ul < C'(Clp)=nva

for all p, u s.t. |p| < po and p € Py.

Proof. Let us recall that the operator (T(p) —()~ ! is defined by the Neumann series

(B.9)-

We fix the number D(€ Rsg) and set X := (¢ — Ho) 1 (352, T™p*). From the

expansion (@) and Proposition @, there exists a number p; € Ry g such that the
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inequality || X|| < 1/2 holds for p (|p| < p1) and ¢ (dist(¢,o(Hp)) > D). In this
case, we have (3252 X*)(Hy — ¢)™! = (T'(p) — ¢)~*. We write XJ, = > Ea -

For the series 3°, Cud,u, write PP ¢ dy = (Hy— ) )P cudyu. We have |c],| <
D7Ye,| for each p. Combining with Proposition .9, we obtain that for each C
such that C' > 1 and %pl < 1. there exists C”" € Rsq which does not depend on
¢ but D such that |y .| < C"(SEL|p|)IA—#IFD/2V2 if |p| < p,.

To obtain Proposition , we use the method of majorants.

z

We introduce the symbol ey (A € (%)V) to avoid inaccuracies. We remark

that Py C (%)N . We will apply the method of majorants for the formal series
Zue(%)N cuey instead of 30 . p cpep .

For the formal series > pE( LN Culp, We define the partial ordering < by the rule

Z cl(})eﬂé Z cf)e# < Vo, |cl(})| < |c£2)|.
HE(F)N ne(F)IN

We will later consider the case that each cﬁ) (ne (%)N, i =1,2) is expressed
as the infinite sum. If one shows the absolute convergence of cf) for each pu, one
has the absolute convergence of c,(}) for each p by the majorant.

We set Xey = 3, f.ueu, where the coefficients iy, were defined by XJ\ =
R

Our goal is to show (B.7) for x, s.t. 32, oy = (520 XD (Ho — ¢)~ .
Since (Ho — €)'y = (Ex — ¢)~1Jy and |(Ex — €)™ < D71, it is enough to show
that there exists C* € Rs¢ and py € R~ which do not depend on ¢ (but depend

on D) such that ¢} , is well-defined by >/ Xkey, = 13, € and satisfies

[A—

(5-8) 13l < € (Clpl)=~vz,

for all p, u s.t. |p| < po and p € Py.

We set

Ye, = Z Yn €y 1= Z c” (%p

HA—pELN o A—pEZN

(ln—Al+1)/2v2
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Upg=Ail+1)

N
C+1 >t INV3
Zexi= ), apep= », " (Tp> .

HA—pEZN HA—pELN

We have the inequality
Xe,\§Ye>\§Ze,\.

Let k € Z>1. If the coefficients of Z¥e, w.r.t the basis {e,} converge absolutely,

then the coefficients of the series X*ey and Y¥*ey are well-defined and we have
X’“e,\éY’“e,\izke,\.

From the equality Z¥ey, = Eml),...,u(kfl) Zx M2y @) -+ Zyk-1) €, and the prop-

erty zx,u, = Zo,u—x, we have

Zer= ) ﬁf’i_fﬁw—l

o A—pHEZN
1 UN Ar—p1—1 AN—pNn—1
g 20081 ... SN 5] RN dsi...dsyey,
y:(yl ,,,,, )GZN
ool GRS k
_ 1L + N v Ai—pi—1
= E H E ¢V | ——>p sy | s; dsie,,.
N ) 2
#Q\*#GZN lsil=1 \ ez

1
Set p = (%+Lp)an V2, we have

i_onkeA
>y (ZWNHﬂ [z

k=1 pu,\—peznN

k
i Z H (C”)% v|+1) u) Sf\i—m—ldsieu
27” (@rV/=DN lsil=1 k=1 (uEZ

k
1 N —us—1
C”)N V|+1) V) Siw Hi dSieu
VEL

o A—pEZN
= E Zxu€us
o A—pEZN

where

)’lv(p P°)s; JiHi 1d5i

C//
(5.9) Iap = (27 \/_NHjiJ L(1=psi)(1—ps; ) — (C)¥ (p— %)

Remark that we used the inequality > -, ]_[Z La)k < Hl L 5o (a)F for 0 <

3

ai,...,an < 1and the formula }" _, ¢I"T1a" = T e gs=1y- The equality B9
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makes sense for p < py, where po is the positive number satisfying the inequalities
N _ 3
p2 < 1, Tl <9 and (C")¥py < 1.
Therefore each coefficient of ;7| Z*e, w.r.t the basis {e,} converges abso-
lutely. Hence the following inequality makes sense,

ZX eA<eA—|—ZZ e <e, + Z VAR

o A—pEZN
Let s(7) be the solution of the equation (1 — ps)(1 —ps~) — (C")~ (5 —p*) = 0
on s satisfying |s(p)| < 1. Then s(p) is holomorphic in p near 0 and admits the

expansion s(p) = p + c2p? + .... We have

/ - ts
(27T\/_) sl=1 (1= ps)(1 = ps—1) — (C")~ (p — p°)

where f(p) is a holomorphic function defined near p = 0. For the n > 0 case, we

(5.10) F®)sm)'",

have the relation (5.1() by calculating the residue around s = s(5). For the n < 0
case, we need to change the variable s — s~! and calculate the residue around
s = s(7).

The coefficient of e, on the series Y- X*ey satisfying A— u & Q has to be zero
from the definition of X. By the inequality |s(p)|/"1|T vl < |s(p)|V¥i+ 4 we
have

N
ZX exsert Z <H(Z~’f(l~7))5(ﬁ)/\i_m> e <e\+ Z (f)f(f)))Ns(ﬁ)"\_“le#.

HA—HEQ HA—HEQ

for |p| < ps and ps: a sufficiently small positive number.
Combining with the relation p = (%p) W , the inequality C+1 < C, and the

expansion s(p) = p+ cap? + ..., we obtain (f.§) and the proposition. O

Proposition 5.11. Let a; € U(E[()) and T'; be a circle in C which contains only

one element a; of U(flo) inside it. Let A € Py satisfying HolJy = a;Jy.

We set Py(p) = — —¢)7'd¢ and write P;(p)Jy = > Sxudu-

57— Jr,(T(p)
For each C € Rs1, There exists C' € Rsg and p. € Rso such that sy, satisfies

[A—p
(5.11) [saul < C'(Clpl)2nve
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for all p, p s.t. |p| < px and p € Py.

Proof. Since the spectrum o(Hy) is discrete, there exists a positive number D such
that infeer, dist(¢, o(Hp)) > D.

We write (T'(p)—¢) "1 Jy = Do tx,.(¢)J,.. From Proposition .10, we obtain that
for each C' € Ry, there exists C, € Ry and p. € Rso which does not depend on
¢(e T;) such that |ty ()| < C*(C|p|)% for all p, p s.t. |p| < p. and p € Py.

Let L be the length of the circle I'; and write _%r—\;jl fl“i (T(p) — C)*ldCJNA =

2o sxuJdu. By integrating o txu(C)J, over the circle Ty, we have sy ,| <
1A=l
%C*(C|p|)2NVM§ for all p, v s.t. |p| < p. and p € Py.
Therefore we have Proposition . [l

Proposition 5.12. Let i € Py and c, be a number satisfying |c,| < alp|’™ (Ju| >
M) for some a,b > 0 and M € Z. The function Zu c#j# is holomorphic when

Imz;| (j=1,...,N) and |p| are sufficiently small.
1RY Y

Proof. Since z; = eV~1%i_it is enough to show that the function > u Cuju is holo-
morphic when |p| is sufficiently small and 1/2 < |z;| <2 (j =1,...,N).

We count roughly the number of the elements of P of a given length. The
rough estimate is given by #{\ € P, | (A|]A) =} < (2IN)N. We will use this in
the inequality (5.19).

In the proof, we will use the notations and the results written in section [A.1]. Tn
section @, there are parameters » and Cy. We fix r = 2 and Cy = 2. There is
another number A defined in section @

We have

(5.12) S i) < Y alplM (a2

HEPL,|pu|>M HEP,|pu|>M
1/2<]2z;|<2 1/2<]z5]<2

< § 42N =D/2(ul1) 9/ N (il 1) |p|b\/(u\u)
HEPL,|pu|>M

< Z aA(2nN)N(2(N—1)\/§+\/ﬁ|p|b)\/ﬁ.
n>M,neZ/N
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by the formulae ([A.2), (A.11)).

If 2(N_1)\/§+‘/N|p|b < 1 then the bottom part of the inequality converges. We
choose a positive number py which satisfies 2(V *1)\@*‘/ﬁp8 < 1. Then the se-
ries | Y- cp, ju>m cuJu(z1, ..., 2n)| is uniformly bounded and uniformly abso-
lutely converges for |p| < pp and 1/2 < |z < 2 (¢ = 1,...,N). Since the

functions Jy,(#1,. .., zn) are holomorphic, we have the holomorphy of the function

> Cudu(z1, ..., 2n) by the Weierstrass’s theorem. O

Combining Propositions and , we have Proposition @

From Propositions and f.13, the function (7'(p)—¢)~'Jy is real-holomorphic
on (21,...,zy) if |p| is sufficiently small. From Proposition [i.1], the operators
HW(p) (j =1,...,N) act well-definedly on the function (T'(p) — ¢)~*Jy and we
have HY) (p)(T(p) — ¢)~1Jx € C¥(T)W. 1t follows from the commutativity of the

operators T(p) and H (p) ([L.4) that

H9 (p)Jy = HD (p)(T(p) — O)(T(p) — ¢)~"Jx

= (T(p) = QOHV (p)(T(p) = ()"

Hence we have H (p)(T(p) — ()~ Jx = (T(p) — Q)" HW (p)J.
By integrating it on the variable { over the circle I';, we have H (j)(p)Pi (p) I\ =
Py(p)HY) (p)J>.

Therefore we have Proposition @

APPENDIX A. JACK POLYNOMIAL AND SPECIAL FUNCTIONS

A.1. Jack polynomial and Ay_;-Jacobi polynomial. We will see the relation-
ship between the Jack polynomial and the Ay _;-Jacobi polynomial.

Let My be the set of partitions with at most N parts, i.e., My = {A =
A AN A=A €Z30,(i=1,...,N—=1), Ay € Z>}. Weset MY :={A=

(A5 Ay) € My | Ay = 0}. The Jack polynomial JX(z1,...,2n) (A € Mpy)
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is a symmetric polynomial of variables (z1,...,zy) which is a eigenfunction of the
gauge-transformed Hamiltonian Hy ([L6).

Let mj} be the monomial symmetric polynomial. The Jack polynomial admits
the following expansion,
(A.1) =mi+ Y wmy,

p=A
where the dominant ordering of My is given by A X pu < 22:1 A; < E;Zl I (1=
N N

b N = 1) 30 A =3

We see the correspondence between the Jack polynomial and the Ay _1-Jacobi

1

polynomial. Let J{(z1,...,2n5) (A € My) be a Jack polynomial. We set |A[, =
SV A and A = N (A — [Al./N)e;. Then A € Py, where Py is the set of
dominant weights of type Ax_1. The function (z7 .. .zN)*w*/NJi(zl, ..., 2N) 1
precisely the Ay _1-Jacobi polynomial Jy.

By this correspondence, the Jack polynomial J§(z1,...,2n) (A € M) corre-
sponds with the Ay _;-Jacobi polynomial Jy (A € Py) one-to-one.

Let A be an element in M% and A be the corresponding element in P,. Since

(AN = (A = [AL/N)? + (AL /N)? > (A)2/2 > 5rflis, we have

(A.2) Ale < (N = 1)v/2(AN).

Let us remind the Cauchy formula for the Jack polynomial.

(A.3) [T a-sxivy)= = > sPr(x) 5055,
1<i,j<N AeMy B
where
a(s) + Bl(s)+1

o N | PO TR

due to 8 > 1. a(s) is the arm-length and I(s) is the leg-length.

Since p.379 of Macdonald’s book ([]), we have JX = m} + 2, uaem;, with

uy, > 011f 8> 0. Hence we have

(A5) Jy=my + Z UNp s
A—peQy
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with uy, > 0. Let r be a real number greater than 1.
If1/r < |z]| < rfor alli then |my(z1, . .., 2n)| < r=ict[Qledlm, (1) < PV VAN (1),

Therefore we have
(A.6) 0 < |Ja(2)] < PV 7y (1)

on 1/r < |z;| < r for all 4.

By setting X; = Y; = 1 in (A.3), we have

(A.7) (1—-k)" Z k"c, = Z H‘AI*JX( )23;1,
’ﬂEZZO AEM N
where ¢, = % For each # > 1 and Cy > 1, there exists a positive

number A such that ¢, < A2C3" for all n € Z>(. Thus

(A.8) )2 < Y Bt < A2
‘A|*:"

By the inequality (), we have

(A.9) 1Ia(1)] < ACN IV,

The square of the norm of J3 is

ez 7T L& =&+ BT —& —B+1)

, where & = \; + B(N —i). (See ([d] p.383)) If 8 > 1 then we have 3117 > 1

because of the convexity of the function logI'(x). Therefore we have ||Jy[|?> > 1.

Generally we have for r > 1

(A.11) max  |Ja(2)| € max  |Jx(2)] < ACNTIVIAN /NG

1/r<l|z;|<r 1/r<|z;|<r

where J. A(2z) is the normalized Ay _1-Jacobi polynomial.

A.2. Special functions. We define some functions needed in this article.

(A.12) Z )" Lexp(rry/—1(n — 1/2)?)sin(2n — 1)1z
_ 6i(=)
0(x) 7.0)

1 1
p(z;w1,ws) == — + ( 5~ 2)
2 e ez (z + 2mw + 2nws) (2mwy + 2nws)
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p(z) = p(z; 7, 77).

We have

1 1 = np"
Al = — =2 -1
(A.13) o(x) Isnl(zj2) 12 nz::l T (cosnz — 1),

where p = exp(27my/—1).
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