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QUASI-EXACT SOLVABILITY OF INOZEMTSEV MODELS
KOUICHI TAKEMURA

ABSTRACT. Finite-dimensional spaces which are invariant under the action of the
Hamiltonian of the BCy Inozemtsev model are introduced, and it is shown that
commuting operators of conserved quantities also preserve the finite-dimensional
spaces.

The relationship between the finite-dimensional spaces of the BC'y Inozemtsev
models and the theta-type invariant spaces of the BC'y Ruijsenaars models is clar-
ified. The degeneration of the BCy Inozemtsev models and the correspondence of
their invariant spaces are considered.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [B], Inozemtsev proposed a N-particle quantum mechanics model, which is
called the BC'y Inozemtsev model. This is a generalization of the Calogero-Moser-
Sutherland model or the Olshanetsky-Perelomov model [[3J].

The BCy Inozemtsev model is quantum completely integrable. Here, the quantum
complete integrability means that there exists IV algebraically independent mutually
commuting operators (higher commuting Hamiltonians) which commute with the
Hamiltonian of the model. It is a quantum version of Liouville’s integrability. For the
BCy Inozemtsev model, Oshima [[3] described the commuting operators explicitly.
Note that the BCy Inozemtsev model is a universal completely integrable model of
quantum mechanics with By symmetry, which follows from the classification due to
Ochiai, Oshima and Sekiguchi [T}, [4].

On the other hand, Finkel, Gomez-Ullate, Gonzalez-Lopez, Rodriguez and Zh-
danov studied quasi-exactly solvable models in [}, §]. They found several quasi-
exactly solvable many-body systems. Although they did not use the phrase “BCy
Inozemtsev model”, they essentially found that the BCy Inozemtsev model is quasi-
exactly solvable, i.e. the Hamiltonian of the BCy Inozemtsev model preserves some
finite-dimensional space which is spanned by some symmetric “monomials”.

In this paper, we link the quasi-exact solvability with the quantum complete inte-
grability. More precisely, we show that the commuting operators (higher Hamiltoni-
ans) of the BCy Inozemtsev model also preserve the finite-dimensional space, which
has been appeared in the context of quasi-exact solvability.

On the finite-dimensional space, joint eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the com-
muting operators are determined by algebraic calculations. In this sense, the model
would be solved partially. Note that the phrase “quasi-exact solvability” is used in
these situations (see [2T])).

The spectral problem of quantum mechanics is generally considered in a Hilbert
space, and the Hilbert space is often taken as a square-integrable space (L? space).
Therefore it would be important to consider the relationship between the Hilbert
space (L? space) of the BCy Inozemtsev model and the finite-dimensional space which
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appears in the context of the quasi-exact solvability. In this paper, we determine the
condition for that the finite-dimensional space lies in the L? space.

There are other models which are concerned with the quasi-exactly solvability.
Ruijsenaars-type models are introduced for arbitrary root systems including the BC'y
cases, which are difference analogues of Inozemtsev (or Calogero-Moser-Sutherland)
models (see [[3, [, p]). Hikami and Komori [, [1, B, f] finally constructed higher com-
muting operators using algebra, and found an invariant subspace spanned by theta
functions. In [[G], Sasaki and Takasaki considered degenerate Inozemtsev models and
their quasi-exact solvability.

In this paper, correspondence between the BCy Ruijsenaars model and the BCy
Inozemtsev model is considered. We will observe that the invariant subspace spanned
by theta functions for the BC'y Ruijsenaars model corresponds to the invariant space
related to the quasi-exact solvability for the BC'y Inozemtsev model.

To obtain the degenerate BCy Inozemtsev model from the (elliptic) BCy Inozemt-
sev model, a certain trigonometric limit is considered. It is shown that the finite-
dimensional invariant spaces for the BCy Inozemtsev model tend to the invariant
spaces of degenerate BC'y Inozemtsev model which were introduced by Sasaki and
Takasaki. It would be important to consider degeneration of models, because it would
be helpful in understanding several integrable models and the relationship among
them.

This paper is organized as follows. In section P}, the BCy Inozemtsev model and its
finite-dimensional invariant spaces are introduced. In section B.1, higher commuting
operators of the BCy Inozemtsev model are introduced. In section B.Z, it is shown
that higher commuting operators also preserve the finite-dimensional invariant spaces.
In section B.3J, the relationship between the finite-dimensional invariant spaces and
the L? space is considered. If the coupling constants are integers, the model may
have some special features. In section B.4, we consider this case. In section [, corre-
spondence between the theta-type invariant spaces for the BCy Ruijsenaars model
and the invariant spaces which is related to the quasi-exact solvability for the BC'y
Inozemtsev model are investigated. In section [], we consider the degeneration of the
BC'y Inozemtsev models and the limit of invariant spaces.

A cknowledgment The author would like to thank Professors Yasushi Komori, Toshio
Oshima, Ryu Sasaki, and Kanehisa Takasaki for fruitful discussions. He is partially
supported by the Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (No. 13740021) from the Japan
Society for the Promotion of Science.

2. BCy INOZEMTSEV MODEL AND ITS INVARIANT SPACE

The BCy Inozemtsev model is a system of quantum mechanics with N-particles
whose Hamiltonian is given by

N
82
(2.1) H=— 2 +20(1+1) Z (p(x; — k) + p(x; + x1))
j=1 "3 1<j<k<N
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where p(z) is the Weierstrass’ p-function with periods (1, 7) (see (Ad)), wo = 0,

Wy =5, Wy = —T—“ , w3 = T are half periods, and [ and [; (i = 2, 3) are coupling
constants.

2
Let a, b; (i =0,1,2,3)
(1=0,1,2,3). Set z; = p(x;) (1 <j<N)and

(2.2) o) = [] z-="T]I]z —e)™

1<j<k<N j=1i=1
H=2%z)"0Hod(z),
where e; = p(w;), (i =1,2,3).

By applying formulae ([A23), it is shown directly that the operator H admits the
following expression:

(2.3)

il-i-l
2

82

24 zj—e1)(z — e2)(z5 — €3) (a—zjz
i Z 2a +2b1+§+2b2+%+2b3+% i
‘2j—2z,  Zj—el  Zj—ey zZj—es ) 0z

k#j

N
1
_4((N—1)a—b0+bl+b2+bg+§) ((N—l)a—l—bo+bl+bz+bg) (Z%)

-+ 4N((b1 —+ b2)263 + (bl —+ b3)262 + (b2 —+ b3)261)
— 4N(N — 1)&(6161 + 6262 + 6363).

Proposition 2.1. (i) Let P¥™ be the space of symmetric polynomials in variables
21, 29,...,2n. Then H - psym c psym,

(ii) Let a, b; (i = 0,1,2,3) be numbers which satisfy a € {—1,1+1} and b; € {4, 1}
(1=0,1,2,3). Assume that d = —((N — 1)a + by + by + by + b3) is a non-negative
integer. Let Vy be the vector space spanned by monomials zmlz;’”. .ZyN such that
m; € {0,1,...,d} for all i, and V;*™ = VyN PY™. Then H- VYR v,

Proof. Let f € P™. From (P3), the function H f is a symmetric rational function
and it may have poles only along z; — 2, = 0 of degree at most 1. If H f has a pole
along z; — 2, = 0 (j # k) of degree 1, it contradicts to the symmetry of H f on the

variables z; and z;. Hence the function H f does not have poles and we obtain (i).
Let Ay,..., Ax be non-negative integers such that Ay > Ay > --- > Ay > 0.
Set P(z) =4(z —e1)(z —e2)(z —e3) and L = Ay, Let [ and [’ be integers such that
0<I[,I'!<L. Then

P(z;) 0 P(z) 0
(2.4) (7(% ) 8—zj + 7(2% o a—zk) (z zk + zl ZL)

—4L5lL( L+1 1" +z ZL+1)_‘_4L5V7 (leé/+1+ZL+l l) +(#1),

where 0,7, is the Kronecker’s delta and the term (#;) is a linear combination of
monomials z}z}g such that 0 <¢,¢ < L.
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Let A = (A, A, ..., Ay) and AT = (A\1+1, Ao, ..., A\y). By summing up the equality
(B4) on jand k (1 < j <k < N), we obtain

(2.5) Z > (Pﬂ 0 my = 4(N — 1) Lmys + (#2),

- 2 — 21,) 02

where my, = >, . 2 ey o2y for po= (p1,. .., puN), Sy is the sym-
metric group of N letters and the term (#5) is a linear combination of symmetric
monomials my,, . ,y) such that 0 < uy <--- <y < L.

Hence we obtain

(26) j‘\fm)\ = —4(L —d— 2b0 + %)(L — d)m)\+ + (#3),

where the term (#j3) is a linear combination of symmetric monomials m,
that 0 < puy <--- < py < L.

If L < d then all elements in the term (#3) lie in V;>™. If L < d then my+ € V;”™,
and if L = d then the coefficient of my+ on the right-hand side of (R.0) vanishes.
Hence if L < d then Hm, € VY,

Therefore we obtain (ii). O

.....

Remark Proposition .1 was essentially obtained in [] by a different method. O

3. COMMUTING OPERATORS AND INVARIANT SUBSPACES

3.1. Commuting operators.

It is known that the BCy Inozemtsev model is completely integrable, i.e. there
exists N algebraically independent mutually commuting operators (higher commuting
Hamiltonians) which commute with the Hamiltonian. In [[[3], Oshima gave explicit
forms of the commuting operators. Now we pick up some results obtained by Oshima.

Let W(By) be the Weyl group of type By, i.e. the group of the coordinate trans-
formations

(31) (1’1,...,1']\[) — (Elxa(l),...,ENZL'J(N))

of RY, where 0 € &y (the symmetric group) and e; = £1,...,ex = £1. Let W(Dy)
be a subgroup of W(By) which consist of transformations (B-]) with a condition

1 weW((D
H;V:lejzl. For w € W(By) we define e(w):{ 1 w%WEDZ% :
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Let us consider the operators which commute with the Hamiltonian of the BC'y
Inozemtsev model (B.]). For ¢ =0,1,2,3, we set

(32)  Sup.m= D, wlpler—z2)p(es —x3). .. p(xe-1 — 1)),
SE a= > wlplar +w)p(n — 22)p(ws — 23) ... plaray — 1)) |

(=1 = 118y, ... S,

.....

3
=
I M

AT DI Co VA (TR DI/

NI, ={1,....k}

3
_ Li(li4 1), 0
Tiopy = —(=1(+ 1)y 22

.....

where the sum >,y yy7, g1,y Tuns over all different partitions of {1,...,k}. For

.....

example

Tg =1, Toy = Spy, Ty = Sty — Sy
TP 53 = Sp2,3r — SppSiesy — Sgpdnsy — Serdey + 25713512353 -

Set

(33 Apm= > % S cw)w (plar — z2)p(ws —w4) ...

0<j<(E T " weW (By)
(251 — T5) 0 0 0 ) )
8$2j+1 a€€2j+2 0wy,
q{1,...k} = Z Ty, .. -TI,”

Tw({l ,,,,, K} = w(T{l ,,,,, k}), Aw({l ,,,,, k) = ’LU(A{l _____ k})> for w € Gy,

k

where [£] represents the maximum integer not greater than £.

Proposition 3.1. ([[3] theorem 7.2, remark 7.4). Set

N N
(3.4) Py = ZZ G — 1) )! Z Z
i—k j—i weGN LIT-TT={1,....i}

w (=11 + 1))i‘k2‘kal . .T;;q{i+l ,,,,, AL N)
for k=0,...,N —1. Then the operators P; (1 < j < N) are W(By)-invariant and
(3.5) [P;, Py] =0

for 1 < j,k < N. The Hamiltonian H (2.1) is a linear combination of P, and 1, i.e.
H = AP, + B for some constants A, B.
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3.2. Commuting operators and invariant subspaces.
We change variables by z; = p(z;) (j =1,...,N) and set

(3.6) Po=®(2) " oPo®(z), (k=1,...,N)
where ®(z) is defined in (P.2). From (B.5), we obtain
(3.7) [P B =0

for 1 <5,k <N.
Proposition 3.2. The operators b, (k=1,...,N) admit the following expansion.:

(3.8) Po= > chin(2) (%)il..(%)m.

0<ig iy <2
i1 4y <2k

Here, the operators ]3k are symmetric in z1, ..., zy and the coefficients ¢;, (%) are
rational functions in zi,...,zn which may have poles only along z; —e; = 0 and
Zj1 T Zja =0 (1 §Z§37 1§j7j17j2 SN? .jl %j2)

Proof. From (B.4), the operator P} admits the expansion

a i1 a IN
(39) Pk == Z dil,...,iN(xl,---,xN) (a—xl) (%)

0<i,eenyipy <2
i 4oy <2k

such that d;, ;. (z1,...,2y) is doubly periodic for each variable zi,...,zy. From
the W (By)-symmetry of the operator Py, we obtain d;, ;. (%1,...,—%j,...,2N) =
(—1>ijdi17m’iN(I1, ey Ly ,LUN) for j = 1, ey N.

Since @'(x) is an odd doubly periodic function, the function dj, _; (z1,...,7y)

defined by d;, iy (21,...,28) =df, _; (T1,...,2ZN) Hmj:l ¢ (x;) is even doubly pe-
riodic in each z; (j =1,..., N).
Now, change variables z; = p(z;) (j =1,...,N) and write

(3.10) Po= Y dy.iylx o) ER% 9 \W
. k — 21,0l N 1y---3y LN 821 8ZN .

0<i yeenyipy <2
i oty <2k

Since ¢(x)? and @"(x) are even doubly periodic, the function dy, i\ (21,...,2y)

is even doubly periodic in each z; (j = 1,...,N). It is known that even doubly
periodic function in x is expressed as F'(p(z)) with some rational function F'(z).

Hence if we set z; = p(z;) (j = 1,...,N), the functions d~i1,...,iN(xl> ..., xy) admit
the expression Jil,...,m(l'l, o xN) = Gy in(9(z1), ..., p(zN)) with some rational
function ¢, iy (21,...,2x). From equality (B4) and formulae (AJ), it is shown
that the coefficients &, ;. (21,...,2x) may have poles only along z; —e; = 0 and

Zjl _Zj2 =0 (1 SZSB’ 1§j7j17j2 SNv .jl ;éj2) R

Next we consider the coefficients of the operators P defined by (B-§). From prop-
erties of the functions &, ;. (z1,...,2n), it is shown that the coefficients ¢;, ;. (2)
in (B.§) are rational functions in variables z1, . .., zy which may have poles only along
zj—eiIOand Zjl —Zj2 =0 (1 SZSB, 1§j,j1,j2 SN, jl %jg)

Since the operators P, and the function ®(z) are symmetric in zy,...,zy, the
operators ﬁk are symmetric in 2i,..., 2N. 0
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Theorem 3.3. (i) Let P¥™ is the space of symmetric polynomials in variables
21y, 2N, then P, - psym C psym fork=1,2,...,N

(ii) Let a, b; (i = 0,1,2,3) be numbers which satisfy a € {—1,1+1} and b; € {4, 1!
(1=0,1,2,3). Assume thatd = —((N —1)a+by+by +by+b3) is a non-negative inte-
ger. Then }A’k VIR VY fork=1,2,..., N, where V;"™ is the finite-dimensional

space defined in proposition [2-1.

Proof. The coefficients ¢;, ;. (2) in (B.§) are rational functions which may have poles
only along z; —e; =0, 2, =25, =0 (1 <i <3, 1 <j,j1, /2 < N, ji # ).

Let us fix j; and js that satisfy j; # jo. Let p be the maximal number of degrees
of a pole along z;, — z;, = 0 of functions ¢;, ;. (z) for possible all ¢y,...,in. If
f(z) € P™ then the function Py f(z) has a pole at most degree p along 2, — 24, = 0.
Let f(z) be an element of P*™ such that the function Py f(z) has a pole of maximum
degree along z;, — z;, = 0. We denote the degree by p’. Then the function }A’kf[ f(2)
has a pole of degree at most p’ along z;, — z;, = 0, because Hf (z) € P%™. On the
other hand, it is shown that the function H P f (z) has a pole of degree p’ 4+ 2 along
2 — 2, = 0if p/ # 0, 1 — 2a. Since P H f(z) = HP,f(2), if 1 — 2a & Z then p'
must be equal to zero. Hence the function Py f(z) is holomorphic along 2 — 24, =0
if | —2a ¢ Z. By a continuity argument in a, it is shown that the function P (2) is
holomorphic along z;, — z;, = 0 for all a.

Similarly if f(z) € P*™ then the function P,f(z) is holomorphic along zj—e; =0
and z;, — 2, =0 (1<i <3, 1<, j1,jo <N, j1 # j»). Hence Pf(z) € P¥™,

Next we prove (ii).

From expression (B.§), there exists p € Zso such that Puf(2) C Vi for all
f(z) € V™. Let f(2) be an element of V,>™ such that the degree of Pof(z) is
maximum. We denote the degree by d + p’. Then the function P.H f(2) has a degree
at most d + p/, because Hf(z) € VY™, On the other hand it is shown that the
function f]ﬁkf(z) has a degree d+p' + 1 if p’ # 0, 2by — 1 /2. From the commutativity
of H and P, if 2by — 1/2 € Z then p' must be equal to zero. Thus Py f(z) € VY,

By a continuity argument, we can remove the condition 2by — 1/2 & Z.
Hence we obtain(ii). O

In summary, we established that the higher commuting Hamiltonians also preserve
the space related to the quasi-exact solvablity in theorem B.3 (ii).

3.3. Relationship to the L? space.

Assume [, ly,l; € R>g and Iy, 13 € R in this subsection.

The invariant space V,”™ of the BCy Inozemtsev model is defined for each a €
{=1,l+1} and b; € {-%, 5} (i = 0,1,2,3) with the condition d = —((N — 1)a +
bo + b1 + ba + b3) € Zsg. For these numbers a, by, by, by, b3, define

(3'11) Wsym = {(I)(@(xl)a SR @(xN))f(@(xl)a SR p(IN))U:(Zla SR ZN) € ‘/;lsym}>

where the function ®(z1,...,28) = [],c;en(z — 21)° vazl [T_,(2 — ) was
defined in (7). o

From relations (R.9), (B.G), and Theorem B.J, the following proposition is shown
immediately:
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Proposition 3.4. Assume that d = —((N —1)a+ by + by + by + b3) is a non-negative
integer. Then H - W™ C W™ and P - W™ ¢ W™ fork=1,2,...,N.

We look into the condition that the space W™ lies in L? space. If f(z) € W™,
then |f(z)| ~ |z;—xk|* (vesp. |f(x)| ~ |xj+k]*) as |z;—xk| — O (vesp. |zj+zx] — 0)
(G ), [F@)] ~ [ a5 [2;] — 0, and [£(2)] ~ [z; — L s [z; — 4] = 0. Hence
ifa=1+1, by =2 and by = 2E then the function f(z) € W™ is locally square-
integrable on |z; — xk| |z + z], \xj| |z; — 3| < e for sufficiently small e. Combining
with the periodicity of f(x) € W;¥™, we obtain f0<x1<~~~<x1\r<l |f(2)|?dzy ... dey < .
Hence the following proposition is shown:

LLHY (1=2,3). Ifd=—((N—1)(1+1)+ ol 4
L +b, +03) € Zzo then ever Y function in W™ is square-integrable on the domain
0<,’L’1<<xN<1

In the case d = —((N —1)(14+1) + 228 + 14 b, + b3) € Zsg, some eigenvalues of the
commuting Hamiltonians on the Hilbert space (L? space) appear as the eigenvalues on
the subspace W;"™. Hence some eigenvalues on the Hilbert space would be obtained
explicitly, because the eigenvalues in the finite-dimensional space are got by algebraic
calculations. Note that the case BC) was done in [[[§], and Gomez-Ullate, Gonzalez-
Lopez, and Rodriguez considered the relationship between the L? space and the space
related to the quasi-exact solvablity for some special cases in [].

As an aside, the joint eigenvalues of the trigonometric BC'y Calogero-Sutherland
model are already known and their expression is simple. Distributions of eigenvalues
in L? N W, will be detected by considering the trigonometric limit 7 — /—1cc
while fixing coupling constants [, ly, l1, lo, [3.

3.4. The case l, lo, ll, ZQ, l3 S ZZO'

Let us consider the case [, ly, [y, l2,l3 € Z>¢. In this case, the Hamiltonian and the
higher commuting Hamiltonians preserve several finite-dimensional spaces of elliptic
functions.

The invariant space W;"™ is defined for each a € {—1,1 +
(i =0,1,2,3) with the condition d = —((N — 1)a + by + by + by + b3) e Z>o.

For each [, ly, l1, s, l3 € Z>, there are eight possible sets of (a, by, b1, ba, b3) for each
set the invariant space W™ is defined, if N > 2. If N = 1 then there are four
possible sets of (bg, by, b, b3). For example, it N > 21> ly, 1,1, 03 and (N — 1)l +
lo+ 11 + Iy + I3 € 27+, then the cases

il-i-l
2

(=1, 30,51, 52, 5, (1, o, i Bt ),
(—l i i +1 ? 1) (—l %0—1—1 %—1— —l2 —_lg)
(@, bo, b1, b2, b3) = § ) ) TSt i’zil (o bkt =h Lt oy
( lu P D) )7( l 2 % ? 2 )7
(_la_Toal+ lg—la_TlS)a (_l> - aTaTa ;— )7

are permitted.
By a straightforward calculation, the dimension of direct sum of spaces W;"™ of
elliptic functions can be calculated. For the case N = 1, the dimension is

2ko + 1, [ is even and ko + k3 > %,
[ — 2z + 1, Zisevenandk0+]g3<é,
2ko + 1, [is odd and ko > bl

[+ 2, [is odd and ko < l+1
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where | = Iy + 1 4 lo + I3, ko = max(ly, l1,l2,13), and k3 = min(ly, l1,l2,13) (see also
M3, [@). For the case N = 2, the dimension is (20 + 1)2 4+ 327 l;(I; + 1) for all the
case 1,1y, l1,ls,l3 € Z>o. Since the dimension is directly related to the genus of the
spectral curve for the case N =1 [[J], the dimension for the case N > 2 might also
play important roles.

4. RUIJSENAARS MODELS AND INOZEMTSEV MODELS

In [[], Ruijsenaars introduced a relativistic version of the Calogero-Moser-Sutherland
model, which is called the Ruijsenaars model of type Ay these days. In [ll], van Diejen
introduced the BC'y Ruijsenaars-type model which has ten parameters (k; u, v, Vo, V1, 1, V2, Vo, V3, U3),
and Hikami and Komori constructed higher commuting operators by use of root al-
gebra in [, [1, B, B, that ensures the integrability.

The lowest operator of the BC'y (or AS&) Ruijsenaars model is given as follows:

B gy Or(zj — xp — p) 01 (2 + 2 — 1)
(4.1) Y —Z H 01 (z; — 1) 0 (x; + xx)

. (H er—l—l(xj - Vr) er—l—l(xj + ’%/2 - ﬂr)) tj(/f)

Or11(z5) Orr1(z; + K/2)

i ﬂ 01(x; + xp + 1) 01 (25 — 24 + 1)
Hl(l’j + Sl?k) Hl(l’j — LL’k)

o O (25 4 1) O (35— K/2 4 7,)
. (H Ori1(z;)  Orpa(zj — K/2) ) ti(—k)

r=0
3

T 2 9 3 )
2 (eam)) 0,10 (5 + 1) <H iz ”“”)9’““(”“”))

p:O r=0

' ﬁ Opr (2 — /2 = ) O (5 + K/2 + 1)
O (2 = 5/2) Opralas +/2) )

J=1

Here 6;(z) (j = 1,2,3,4) is the Jacobi theta function (see (A.4)) and t;(x) is a

translation of the variable x; by &, i.e. t;(k)f(x1,..., 2 ...xn) = f(T1,..., 7 +
Ky...xn). ™ (r =0,1,2,3) denotes the permutation my = id, m; = (01)(23), m =
k, k#1,j;
(02)(13), m3 = (03)(12), where (ij)k = ¢ J, k=1;
i, k=]

Hikami and Komori showed that if k& = (2(N — 1)p+ S (vt 7)) [k € 2Zsx
then the operator Y; and higher commuting operators preserve the space of level k
theta functions of type AS\), They proved it using root algebra. Their presentation of
the invariant subspace would be technical for non-experts. In this section we describe
them plainly.
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The space of level k theta functions is defined as follows:
holomorphic, W (B )-invariant
42) TPV ={f.C¥ >C| flz+n)=f(z), (YneZ¥)
f(:£+n7') — f(:L.)6—27r\/—_1k((m|n)+(n\n)7/2)

where (z|y) = Zfil zy; for o = (xq,...,2xy) € CN and y = (y1,...,yn) € CN. A
function f(x1,...,zy)is W (By)-invariant if and only if the relations f(z,q), - .., Ton)) =
f(xq,...,zy) for Vo € &y and f(z1,...,T4...,TN) = f(xl,...,—a:i,...,a:N) for
Vi € {1,..., N} are satisfied. For the case N = 1, we obtain dim Thzl =141 for
| € Zso. Let 0W(z),..., 00+ (1) be a basis of Thg;/(B1 Then the space ThW(BN is
spanned by functions ZUGGN 0F) (z51)) .. 0% (o)) (L <y <-o- <hky <1+1).

Therefore, dim T’ hg/ (Bv) (l;,r J]VV, for | € Z>,.

Proposition 4.1. (c.f. [{]) If k= (2(N — 1)+ S (vt 7)) |k € 2Zsq then the
By)

operator Y, preserve the space Tth(

Proof. Let f(x) € Tth(BN). Then the function Y) f(z) is W(By)-invariant. From
the quasi-periodicity of 6;(x) (i = 0,1,2,3) (see (AF)) and f(x) (see (fEF)), the
function Y; f(x) has a quasi-periodicity as condition ([.2) when k = (2(N — 1)u +
S (v + 7))/k. Hence if we show the holomorphy of the function Y; f(x) on CV,

we have Y] f(x) € Tth(BN ). Thus it is sufficient to show that the residues of the
function Vi f(z) at x; —2, =0, 2+ 2, =0 (1 < j#k < N),and z; =0,1/2, (1 +
7)/2,7/2,£K/2,1/2+K/2,(147)/2+K/2,7/2+K/2 (1 < j < N) are zero. These are
shown directly by using the quasi-periodicity of f(z) (f3) and 6;(x) (i = 0,1,2,3)
(AZ3). Note that we rely on the condition k € 2Z in this step. O

Let us consider the non-relativistic (difference-differential) limit of the Ruijsenaars
model. It is known that the Inozemtsev model appear by this limit. Now we will
exhibit it explicitly.

Let a = —,U/I{, b() = —(1/1 + 171)/2,%, bl = —(1/2 + DQ)/QI{, b2 = —(1/3 + 173)/2K,
by = —(vy + o) /2K and
(4.3)

o) =[] (0ulx;—z)0i(x;+ 1)) H91 7)7005 (15)* 05 (a5) 200 ()*"
1<j<k<N j=1

Assume a € {—l,l + 1}, by € {—10/2, (lo + 1)/2}, by € {—11/2, (ll + 1)/2}, by €
{—l2/2, (lg + 1)/2}, and bg € {—l3/2, (lg + 1)/2}

As k — 0 while a, by, by, by, b3 are fixed,
(4.4) (—=O(z) oY 00(x) 1+ Cy)/k* — H,
where H is the Hamiltonian of the BCy Inozemtsev model given in (2.1]) and Cj is
a constant. Hence, we recover the Hamiltonian of the BC'y Inozemtsev model from
a operator of BCy Ruijsenaars model via a limit x — 0.

Let us make a correspondence between the invariant spaces of theta functions on
the BC'y Ruijsenaars model and the space related to the quasi-exact solvability on
the BCy Inozemtsev model.

Proposition 4.2. Let a = —pu/k, by = (V1 +11)/2k, by = —(v2 + i) /2K, by =
—(vs+173) /2K, by = —(vo+1%) /2. Let Thay PN ([F2) be the theta-type invariant space
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of BCx Ruigsenaars model, W, (B.11) be the invariant space of BCy Inozemtsev
model, and O(x) be the functzon defined in (f.4). Assume k = —((N —1)a+by+ by +
bg + bg) € Zzo.

Then the map

(4.5) ¢:  Thy™ - W
' flxy,...xzn) = O(x)f(x1,...2N)

s an isomorphism of vector spaces.

Proof. Let us consider the correspondence between the space Tth(BN ) and the space
VoYE where VY™ was defined in proposition P-1).

Let f(1,...,zy) € Thy PY and g(zy, ..., xx)= f(z1, ..., 28)O(@)P(p(z1), ..., plan)) "
where the functlon ®(z1,...,2y) was defined in (£.2). From the condition k € Z, the
function g(z1,...,xN) does not have branchs on CV. Tt is seen that the function
g(z1,...,zy) is doubly periodic, W (By)-invariant, and may have poles only along
z;=0(j=1,...,N) up to periods with degree at most k.

Hence there exists §(z1, . .., 2y) € V7" such that §(p(x1), . .., p(zn)) = g(z1, ..., 2N)
by a similar argument in the proof of proposition B.3.

By composing with the canonical map from V,.>™ to W,.”™ we obtain gb(Tth (B )) C
W™, Tt is obvious that the map ¢ is injective, and the dimension of ThW(BN ) is
equal to that of W,;”™. Therefore the map ¢ is bijective. O

In proposition .3, we have established that the theta-type invariant space Tth(BN )
of the BCy Ruijsenaars model corresponds to the space W™ which is related to the
quasi-exact solvability of the BCy Inozemtsev model.

5. DEGENERATE INOZEMTSEV MODEL

5.1. Trigonometric BCy Inozemtsev model.

In [Iq], Sasaki and Takasaki considered degenerate BCy Inozemtsev models and
their quasi-exact solvability. They also considered for the case of type Ay.

In this section, we consider the degeneration of BCy Inozemtsev model and show
that the finite-dimensional invariant spaces for the elliptic BCy Inozemtsev model
tend to the spaces introduced by Sasaki and Takasaki by the degeneration.

The Hamiltonian of the trigonometric (or degenerate) BCy Inozemtsev model is
given as follows:

(D) N 82 7T2 7T2
5.1) HY/ =-— — F+2[(l+1
(5.1) Z o’ T2+ Z (sin2 m(z; — xp) * sin? (v, + :)sk))

j=1 1<j<k<N

N
wly(lo+1) (L +1) B
+Z ( ol + 1(21 ) + ¢y cos2mx; + Cycosdmay |,
— sin? rz; COS? TT;
where [, ly, [y, ¢1, ¢o are coupling constants.
This model is known to be quantum integrable. In [IJ], Oshima gave the explicit
expression of commuting operators of conserved quantities.
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Set
G N
(5.2) dp(r) = |exp (—5 Z oS 27r:cj) H(sin ma;)ot (cos wa; )
j=1 j=1
H (sinm(zj, — x;,)sinm(x), + ij))lJrl .
1<j1<j2<N
Let W,ED) be the vector space spanned by functions ®p(z) (sin w1 )*™ (sin w22)?™2 . . . (sin 7wy )"

such that m; € {0,1,..., L} for all ¢, and WL(D)’Sym be the set of & y-invariant ele-
(D)

ments in W
The following proposition is essentially shown in [[IG].

Proposition 5.1. (c.f. [1G]) The Hamiltonian H® @) preserves the space W( ), S
if L € Zso, & = —"2 and & = 2am*(2L +lo + 11 + 3+ 2(N — 1)(1 +1)).

Proof. We set Wy = log ®p(x). Then we have
N 2
8W0 82W0 27T2l(l + 1) 27T2l(l + 1)
5.3 =
(5:3) Z << O ) T o ) Z (sin2 m(x; — T) * sin® w(z; + 2,

j=1 J 1<j<k<N

N 2 2 22
lo(lo +1 Li(li+1
+ E (W ollo + >+7T 1l + )+6300827r:)3j—%cos47m:j)+00,

in2 ) 2 .
=1 SN Ty COS™ T

where Cj is a constant term and ¢z = 2an*(lo+1; +3+2(N—1)(I+1)). By comparing
with the Hamiltonian in [[[§, (7.1)] and its corresponding ’exactly solvable sector’ [I§,
(7.13)], we obtain the proposition. O

5.2. Degeneration.

In this section, we consider the degeneration (the trigonometric limit) 7 — v/—1oo
and see the correspondences of Hamiltonians and their invariant spaces between the
nondegenerate model and the degenerate one.

Let 1,1y, l1, 12, I3 be the coupling constants of elliptic Inozemtsev model (see (R.1])).
We adopt the following limits of coupling constants as 7 — v/—100:

o/, lo,ll ﬁxed

ol =2%pl + b and I3 = —gp‘l + b, where p = exp(mv/—17). Here we note that
p — 0 as 7 — y/—1oo. Then the Hamiltonian H of the elliptic Inozemtsev model
(see (1)) tends to the Hamiltonian H () of the trigonometric Inozemtsev model (see

(F-1)). More precisely,
w2 N 52
(5.4)  H+ % (o + 1)+l +1) = =Y =
3 = Ox;
2m21(1 + 1 2m21(1 + 1) N2l + 1
+ Z ( 4 ) LT ( ) n Z (W o(lo +1)
< Ten sin® w(z; — xy)  sin®w(z; + xy) p sin?

2l l 1 _ 2~2
+M + 272%a@(20 + 1) cos 27z — % cos 47T:cj) + 1,

cos? Tz,

as p — 0, where (] is a constant.
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Let us observe how the invariant space varies as p — 0. Since b = lz%h, the
Hamiltonian H (see (B-)) preserves the space W;*™ (see (BI1))) for a =1+ 1,b; =
b py ==L and by = =2 if L= —(N —1)(1+1) — 252 4 e 7,

We consider the limit p — 0. Note that if L = —(N — 1)(1 + 1) — 2 4 beZso

then the Hamiltonian H preserves the space W;*™ whenever p varies.

11+1 —lg 1-
Let ®(z) = H1§j<k§N(Zj — z,)*! Hj'vzl(zj — €1) =R (zj — €2) 2 (Z] — €3) = be

the function defined in (3) for a = [+ 1,b; = llf,bg = _2l ,by = _Tl?’ Then

O(p(z1),...,p(xN)) = C3¥p(z) as T — y/—1oo, where Cj is a constant and

N
(5.5) H (sinmz;) 2(N—1)(l+1)—(11+1)+2E(COSij)llﬂ
j=1

. N
(sinm(zj, — x5,)sinw(z;, + x5,)) " exp (—% Z cos 27ij> :

1<j1<j2<N j=1
Set t(r) = Sinfm - % Let W( ) be the vector space spanned by functions ¥ p(z)
t(zy)™ t(x2)™ ... t(xn)™ such that m; € {0,1,..., L} for all i, and WéD)’Sym be the

7/ (D)

set of G y-invariant elements in W,

(D),sym

As p — 0, the vector space W;*™ tends to the space WL , and the operator

which appears on the right-hand side of (5.4) preserves the space WL(D)’Sym if L =

—(N=1D(+1) =t 4 pe Zog I lg+ 1 =20 —2(N — 1)(I + 1) — (I + 1) then

it is seen that WL(D)’Sym = WL(D) M Therefore, we recover proposition -1 by the
trigonometric limit.

In summary, by the trigonometric limit we have shown that some finite-dimensional
invariant space of the Hamiltonian H of elliptic model (see (B]])) tends to the the
invariant space of Sasaki and Takasaki which is related to the quasi-exact solvablity.

In [[3, Oshima described the limit procedure of the commuting operators of con-
served quantities. By applying Oshima’s result and Proposition B.4 in this article, it
follows that the commuting operators of the trigonometric BC'y Inozemtsev model

(D),sym
also preserve the space W, .

Hence we established that the commuting operators of the trigonometric BCy

Inozemtsev model also preserve the space related to the quasi-exact solvability.

6. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, quasi-exact solvability for the BC'y Inozemtsev model is proved not
only for the Hamiltonian but also for commuting operators of conserved quantities. It
is seen that the theta-type invariant spaces for the BC'y Ruijsenaars model correspond
to the spaces which are related to the quasi-exact solvability for the BCy Inozemtsev
model, and the degeneration of the BCy Inozemtsev model (especially for its quasi-
exact solvability) is clarified.

In papers [@, B, BU], several models which are related to the Inozemtsev model are
studied. It would be interesting to link their results with ours. In [0, [§], the method
of perturbation for the elliptic Calogero-Moser-Sutherland models from the trigono-
metric models is introduced. For the Hamiltonian of the BC'y Inozemtsev model,
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holomorphy of perturbation from the trigonometric model can be established. Rela-
tionship between the perturbation and the complete integrability should be clarified.
More precisely, holomorphy of perturbation for commuting operators of conserved
quantities should be shown, although it is not successful as of now.

APPENDIX A.

This appendix presents the definitions of and formulae for elliptic functions.
Let w; and w3 be complex numbers such that the value w3 /w; is an element of the
upper half plane. The Weierstrass g-function is defined as follows:

(A1) () = p(r[2w:, 2ws) =

22 * Z <(93 - Qmwi —2nws)?  (2mw —Il— 27’LW3)2) ’
(m,n)€ZxZ\{(0,0)}
Setting ws = —w; — w3 and
(A.2) e =plw;) (i=1,2,3).
yields the relations
(A.3) e1+e+es=0, p(r+2w)=p);(y=1,273),

o' () 1 1 1 1
g(a2 2 (mx) e 5 e ) ’

_ L@\
olo-t) = (S~ o) - ot

ol +9) + o =) = S LTI~ a(a) —20(0)
o(r +w;) = e; + (e _;2))(? ; ei”), (i=1,2,3),

where i',1" € {1,2,3} with i <", i #, and i # i".
Let wy = 1/2 and 7 = w3/w;. The Jacobi theta functions are defined by

(A.4) Or(x) =2 (~1) eV gin(2n — 1)ma,
n=1

1

Or(x) =2 Z V=3 cos(2n — 1),
n=1

O3(x) =1+2 Z "™V cos 2nmra,

n=1

Oo(z) = 04(z) =1+ 2 Z(—l)"eﬂ“ﬂ"2 cos 2ne.
n=1
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Then the following relations are satisfied:

2

d
(A.5) o(r) = ~o2 log 61 (x) + const,
2

d
oz +w;) = —3 log 6;41(x) + const (i =1,2,3),

x) = —b(—x), 0;(zr)=10;(—x)(i=0,2,3),

Oi(x +1)=—0;(z) (i=1,2), Oi(x+1)=06x)(i=0,3),
Oz + 1) = —e VTG (2) (i = 0,1),
Oz +7) = e ™G (2) (i = 2,3),
01(22)65(0)05(0)60(0) = 2601 ()02 ()03 ()60 (),
01(0) = m62(0)03(0)6o(0).
Let p = e p(my/—17). The expansions of the functions p(z), p(z + 1), p(z + 3)
and p(z + %) in p are given as follows:
2
1 2 7r2 SN np?n
= T P (1) cos 2nmr — 1
© (:E+ 2) cos2(rz) 3 8w Z:l 1 _p2n(( )" cos2nmr — 1),
2 0 n
TN _ T o , COS2TNT — P
p(m+2>— 3 8T gnp —1—p2" ,
1+7\  n? s~ ., (=1)"cos2mnz — p"
p<z+ 2 )——3—87r nz_:lnp 1= .
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