arXiv:1402.3189v3 [hep-th] 2 Jul 2014

ITEP-TH-27/13

Rational Top and its Classical R-matrix

G. Aminov^{♯ ♮} S. Arthamonov^{♭ ♯} A. Smirnov^{† ♯} A. Zotov^{♦ ♯ ♮}

♯ - ITEP, B. Cheremushkinskaya str. 25, 117218, Moscow, Russia ♮ - Moscow Institute of Physics and Technology, Inststitutskii per. 9, 141700, Dolgoprudny, Moscow region, Russia ♭ - Rutgers University, Department of Mathematics, 110 Frelinghuysen Road Piscataway, NJ 08854-8019, USA † - Columbia University, Department of Mathematics, MC 4406, 2990 Broadway New York, NY 10027, USA

♦ - Steklov Mathematical Institute, RAS, Gubkina str. 8, 119991, Moscow, Russia

Abstract

We construct a rational integrable system (the rational top) on a coadjoint orbit of SL_N Lie group. It is described by the Lax operator with spectral parameter and classical non-dynamical skew-symmetric r-matrix. In the case of the orbit of minimal dimension the model is gauge equivalent to the rational Calogero-Moser (CM) system. To obtain the results we represent the Lax operator of the CM model in two different factorized forms – without spectral parameter (related to the spinless case) and another one with the spectral parameter. The latter gives rise to the rational top while the first one is related to generalized Cremmer-Gervais r-matrices. The gauge transformation relating the rational top and CM model provides the classical rational version of the IRF-Vertex correspondence. From the geometrical point of view it describes the modification of SL(N, C )-bundles over degenerated elliptic curve. In view of the Symplectic Hecke Correspondence the rational top is related to the rational spin CM model. Possible applications and generalizations of the suggested construction are discussed. In particular, the obtained r-matrix defines a class of KZB equations.

E-mails: aminov@itep.ru; artamonov@itep.ru; asmirnov@math.columbia.edu; zotov@mi.ras.ru

1 IRF-Vertex and/or Symplectic Hecke correspondences

We propose the classical rational version of the IRF-Vertex (or Face-Vertex) correspondence. In the elliptic and trigonometric cases it was found in [1] and [2] respectively. In those papers authors suggested explicit formulae for the twists relating non-dynamical [3, 4, 5] and dynamical [6, 7] quantum Rmatrices (with spectral parameter) by representing L-operators in the factorized forms [8, 9, 10]. The phenomenon of the IRF-Vertex correspondence [3, 11] was observed many times at different levels [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18]. We are motivated by geometric approach to integrable systems [19, 20], where the Lax operators with spectral parameter are considered as sections of some bundles over algebraic curves. In this approach the IRF-Vertex twists are treated as modifications of bundles (or Hecke transformations) [15]. The latter act on the Lax operator as special gauge transformations degenerated at some point and give rise to the Symplectic Hecke Correspondence [20]. In this way one can describe sets of integrable systems with gauge equivalent Lax representations corresponding to different characteristic classes of bundles. In addition to both sides of the IRF-Vertex correspondence this geometric description provides intermediate integrable models and related R-matrices [21, 22]. In this paper we deal with the Hecke operator given by the following matrix: Ξ_{ij}(z, q̄) = (z + q̄_j)^{ϱ(i)} , i, j = 1...N , N∑ k=1 q̄_k = 0 (1.1)

(see (7.9)-(7.10)). It is the rational analogue of the Hasegawa’s elliptic twist [1]. On the other hand it is the modification of bundles over degenerated elliptic curve. Some details of underlying geometric construction will be given in [23].

The paper is organized as follows. In the next paragraph we give explicit formula for non-dynamical r-matrix with spectral parameter. Next, we describe the underlying integrable system - the rational top (paragraph 3). It is defined on a coadjoint orbit of SL_N . Then we show that in the case of the orbit of minimal dimension the defined model is gauge equivalent to CM one (paragraph 4). The result is achieved by presenting the Lax operator in the factorized form using (1.1). Finally we give precise relation between non-dynamical r-matrix and that of CM model (paragraph 5). Possible applications and generalizations are discussed in paragraph 6. In particular, the obtained r-matrix defines a class of KZB equations. Some useful formulae and details of proofs are given in appendices.

2 Classical rational r-matrix

The purpose of the paper is to describe at classical level the rational version of the IRF-Vertex correspondence obtained in [1]. While the IRF side goes with the spin extension [24] of sl_N Calogero-Moser model (CM) [25], the Vertex side corresponds to the rational top^1. We show that the top is described by the following non-dynamical r-matrix:

r^{top}(z, w) = r^{top}(x) = 1 Nx N∑ i,j=1 E_{ij} ⊗ (2.1) [^{ϱ(i)}∑ γ=0 x^γ ( ϱ(i) γ ) E_ϱ−1_{(ϱ(i)−γ),j} − ϱ(i)∑

γ=0 x^{γ+N−j+1} (−1)^{ϱ(j)+N} (N −j) ( ϱ(i) γ ) ( N j−1 ) E_ϱ−1_{(ϱ(i)−γ), N}

−N ϱ(i)∑

γ=0 N−j∑ s=1 δ_{ϱ(i)−j+1≤s+γ} x^{s+γ} (−1)^{ϱ(j)+s+j−1} ( ϱ(i) γ ) ( s+j−2 j−1 ) N−s−j+1 ∑ c=0 E_ϱ−1_{(ϱ(i)−γ+c), ϱ}−1_{(s+j+c−1)}

−N ϱ(i)∑

γ=0 N−j∑ s=1 δ_{ϱ(i)−j+1>s+γ} x^{s+γ} (−1)^{ϱ(j)+s+j−2} ( ϱ(i) γ ) ( s+j−2 j−1 ) s+j−2∑ c=0 E_ϱ−1_{(ϱ(i)−γ−c−1), ϱ}−1_{(s+j−c−2)}

+ ϱ(i)∑

γ=0 N−j∑ s=1 x^{s+γ} (−1)^{ϱ(j)+s+j−1} ( ϱ(i) γ ) ( s+j−1 j−1 ) E_ϱ−1_{(ϱ(i)−γ), ϱ}−1_{(s+j−1)} − δ_{i,j} N N∑ k=1

N−k−2∑

c=0 E_{k+c, k+c+1} ]

where x = z − w, {E_{ij} } is the standard basis in gl_N : (E_{ij} )_{ab} = δ_{ia}δ_{jb}, function ϱ is defined in (7.10) and all arguments of ϱ^{−1} in (2.1) are not equal to N − 1 (the corresponding values of indices are skipped in the sums).

1The title is analogues to the elliptic top [20] which appears from the Belavin-Drinfeld elliptic r-matrix [26]. A naive rational limit from the latter gives r(z, w) = P_{12}/(z − w), where P_{12} is the permutation operator.

In what follows we use δ as the standard Kronecker delta and in the form: δ(A) = 1 if A is true, δ(A) = 0 if A is false, where A is a restriction on indices values.

For N = 2 and N = 3 (2.1) takes the form:

sl(2, C ) : r^{top}_{12} (z, w) = 1 2 1/x 0 0 0 −x 0 1/x 0 −x 1/x 0 0 −x^3 x x 1/x − 1_{4×4} 4x , x = z − w . (2.2)

sl(3, C ) : r^{top}_{12} (z, w) = 1 3

1/x 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1/x 0 0 0 0 0 2x^2 −3x 0 −3x 3 0 1/x 0 0 −1 1/x 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2x 0 0 0 1/x 0 0 0 0 2x^3 −x^2 1 −3x^2 0 0 1 1/x 0 −2x^2 −3x 1/x −3x −3 0 0 0 0 2x^3 3x^2 −1 x^2 0 1/x −1 0 0 2x^5 3x^4 −x^2 −3x^4 −6x^3 3x x^2 3x 1/x

− 1_{9×9} 9x , (2.3)

where x = z − w. The following statement holds:

Theorem 1

1. The r-matrix (2.1) is skew-symmetric and satisfies the classical Yang-Baxter equation

[r^{top}_{12} (z, w), r^{top}_{13} (z, u)] + [r^{top}_{12} (z, w), r^{top}_{23} (w, u)] + [r^{top}_{13} (z, u), r^{top}_{23} (w, u)] = 0 . (2.4)

2. The r-matrix (2.1) is gauge equivalent to the r-matrix of rational sl_N Calogero-Moser model with the gauge transformation g = Ξ(z, q̄) D^{−1}(q̄) , (2.5)

where Ξ(z, q̄) is given by (1.1),

D_{ij} (q̄) = D_{ij} (q) = δ_{ij} ∏ k≠i (q̄_i − q̄_k) (2.6)

and q̄ = (q̄_1, ..., q̄_N ) is the set of sl_N CM particles coordinates, q̄_j = q_j −^1_N^N ∑ k=1 q_k.

The proof is direct. In fact, the first part follows from the second one, and the second is precisely described in paragraph 5. The skew-symmetry r_{12}(z, w) = −r_{21}(w, z) (see (3.10)) can be verified separately.

Presumably, (2.1) is some non-trivial limit from the Belavin-Drinfeld elliptic r-matrix. The case N = 2 (2.2) was found in [27] by considering bundles over degenerated (cuspidal) elliptic curves. Independently, the same answer was also obtained at the level of Lax operators [28] (see also [29, 30]) using special limiting procedure starting from the elliptic case. Let us mention that in [31] the nondynamical sl_N r-matrix was obtained in a different form r(z, w) =^{P12}_{z−w} + z r^1 + w r^2 using approach of [32], where P_{12} is the permutation operator while r^1 and r^2 are some non-trivial constants. From the results of [33] it is natural to expect that the answers (2.1) and the one from [31] are gauge equivalent. However, this question deserves further elucidation.

The non-dynamical form of CM r-matrix was studied in [17] (see also [18, 34, 35]) in the cases without spectral parameters (including the rational one). Authors of [17] used gauge transformation (2.5) with Ξ(z, q̄) replaced by the Vandermonde matrix (it was originally found in [36]) V_{ij}(q) = q^{i−1}_j , i, j = 1...N . (2.7) It was shown that the spinless CM r-matrix without spectral parameters is related to the Cremmer- Gervais one [5]. We also discuss this case in paragraph 4.

3 Rational top

In this paper we use gl^∗_N -variables S_{ji} dual to generators E_{ij} of Lie algebra gl_N : (E_{ij} )_{ab} = δ_{ia}δ_{bj} . Then the sl^∗_N -variables are naturally defined as

S̄_{ij} = S_{ij} − 1 N δ_{ij} trS ∈ sl^∗_N , S = ∑ i,j E_{ij}S_{ij} ∈ gl_N , (3.1)

i.e. we use ”bar” in sl_N case. In the same manner this notation is used for canonical CM variables (4.9)

q̄_j = q_j − 1 N N∑ k=1 q_k , p̄_j = p_j − 1 N N∑ k=1 p_k . (3.2)

Let us start with the main statement.

Theorem 2

The r-matrix (2.1) defines the classical integrable system (the rational top) on a coadjoint orbit of SL(N, C ) Lie group. The phase space is parameterized by S̄ ∈ sl^∗(N, C ) with the Poisson-Lie structure {S̄_{ij}, S̄_{kl}} = δ_{kj}S̄_{il} − δ_{il}S̄_{kj} (3.3) and fixed eigenvalues of S̄. The sl_N -valued Lax matrix L̄^{top}_1 (z) = tr_2(r^{top}_{12} (z)S̄_2) (3.4)

obeys {L̄^{top}_1 (z), L̄^{top}_2 (w)} = [r^{top}_{12} (z − w), L̄^{top}_1 (z) + L̄^{top}_2 (w)] (3.5) and provides the set of integrals of motion (with respect to the Poisson structure (3.3)) as coefficients of the spectral curve det(λ − L̄^{top}(z)) = 0.

The proof of the theorem follows from the Yang-Baxter equation (2.4).

Explicit form of the Lax matrix (3.4) follows from (2.1) and (3.4):

L̄^{top}_{ij} (z) = 1 Nz × (3.6) [^{ϱ(i)}∑ γ=0 z^γ ( ϱ(i) γ ) S_ϱ−1_{(ϱ(i)−γ),j} − ϱ(i)∑

γ=0 z^{γ+N−j+1} (−1)^{ϱ(j)+N} (N −j) ( ϱ(i) γ ) ( N j−1 ) S_ϱ−1_{(ϱ(i)−γ), N}

−N ϱ(i)∑

γ=0 N−j∑ s=1 δ_{ϱ(i)−j+1≤s+γ} z^{s+γ} (−1)^{ϱ(j)+s+j−1} ( ϱ(i) γ ) ( s+j−2 j−1 ) N−s−j+1 ∑ c=0 S_ϱ−1_{(ϱ(i)−γ+c), ϱ}−1_{(s+j+c−1)}

−N ϱ(i)∑

γ=0 N−j∑ s=1 δ_{ϱ(i)−j+1>s+γ} z^{s+γ} (−1)^{ϱ(j)+s+j−2} ( ϱ(i) γ ) ( s+j−2 j−1 ) s+j−2∑ c=0 S_ϱ−1_{(ϱ(i)−γ−c−1), ϱ}−1_{(s+j−c−2)}

+ ϱ(i)∑

γ=0 N−j∑ s=1 z^{s+γ} (−1)^{ϱ(j)+s+j−1} ( ϱ(i) γ ) ( s+j−1 j−1 ) S_ϱ−1_{(ϱ(i)−γ), ϱ}−1_{(s+j−1)} − δ_{i,j} N N∑ k=1

N−k−2∑

c=0 S_{k+c, k+c+1} ]

It has the following structure:

L̄^{top}(z) = 1 Nz S̄ + 1 N 2N−1∑

k=0 z^{k k}J (S) = 1 N 2N−1∑

k=−1 z^{k k}J (S) ,^{−1}J (S) = S̄ , (3.7)

where the coefficients of the expansion are defined by linear constant operators on gl(N, C ): k J (S) = N∑ i,j=1 N∑ m,n=1 k J_{ij , mn} S_{mn} E_{ij} . (3.8)

Using these notations the r-matrix (2.1) takes the form:

r̄^{top}(z, w) = 1 N N∑ i,j=1 N∑ m,n=1

2N−1∑

k=−1 (z − w)^{k k}J_{ij , mn} E_{ij} ⊗ E_{nm} (3.9)

The property of skew-symmetry means that k J_{ij , mn}= (−1)^{k+1 k}J_{mn , ij} . (3.10)

For N = 2 and N = 3 (3.6) takes the form:

sl(2, C ) : L̄^{top}(z) = 1 2 1 2z (S_{11} − S_{22}) − zS_{12}^1_z S_{12} 1 z S_{21} − z(S_{11} − S_{22}) − z^3S_{12}^1_{2z} (S_{22} − S_{11}) + zS_{12}

(3.11)

sl(3, C ) : L̄^{top}(z) = (3.12)

1 3

1 z 2S_{11}−S_{22} −S_{33}

3 + S_{12} − 3zS_{23} + 2z^2S_{13}^1_z S_{12} + 3S_{23} − 3zS_{13}^1_z S_{13} 1 z S_{21} + S_{33} − S_{11} + 2zS_{12} − z^2S_{23} + 2z^3S_{13}^1_z^{2S22−S11 −S33}_3 − 3z^2S_{13}^1_z S_{23} + S_{13} 1 z S_{31} − S_{32} − 3zS_{21} − z^2(2S_{11} − 3S_{22} + S_{33})^1_z S_{32} − 3S_{21} − 3z(S_{11} − S_{33})^1_z^{2S33−S11−S22}_3 +2z^3S_{12} + 3z^4S_{23} + 2z^5S_{13} +z^2S_{12} − 6z^3S_{23} − 3z^4S_{13} −S_{12} + 3zS_{23} + z^2S_{13}

It follows from Theorem 2 that {tr (¯ L^{top}(z) )_m , tr (¯ L^{top}(w) )_n } = 0. Therefore, traces of powers of (3.6) are the generating functions of the Hamiltonians. The coefficients behind the highest order poles are the Casimir functions: tr (¯ L^{top}(z) )_m = 1 (Nz)^m trS̄^m + ... , m = 1 ... N . (3.13)

Let us recall standard arguments for the Liouville-Arnold integrability of the models with the Lax matrices of type (3.7). The phase space is a generic SL(N, C )-orbit. Its dimension equals N^2 − N because only eigenvalues of S̄ are fixed. It is easy to see that the number of coefficients behind the nonnegative powers of z in the set (3.13) equals N(N + 1)/2. Indeed, expansion of (3.13) gives 1 m tr (¯ L^{top}(z) )_m = 1 z^m H^{top}_{m,m} + 1 z^{m−1} H^{top}_{m,m−1} + ... + H^{top}_{m,0} + ... , m = 1 ... N .^2 (3.14)

2In fact, all coefficients H^{top}_{m,k<0} behind positive powers of z vanish because L̄^{top}(z) is gauge equivalent to spin CM model which Lax matrix has only simple pole in z and no positive powers. We prove this statement elsewhere. It follows from this argument that^kJ (S) satisfy a set of relations like tr (_{2N−1} J (S)^{2N−1}J (S) ) = 0, . . .

The Hamiltonians H^{top}_{m,1} = 0 are trivial due to (3.10). Then the total number of the non-trivial

Hamiltonians can be computed as^N ∑ k=1 k = N(N + 1)/2. Subtracting then the number of the Casimir functions H^{top}_{m,m} (equal to N) we get exactly the half of dimension of the phase space. Equation (3.5) guaranties that the coefficients are the Poisson commuting Hamiltonians, i.e. {H^{top}_{i,j} , H^{top}_{m,n}} = 0. The verifying that these Hamiltonians are independent is more complicated task. We hope to prove it in our future publications.

The coefficients^kJ (3.8) can be found from explicit formula (3.6). This allows to compute Hamiltonians. For example, the quadratic Hamiltonian is generated by tr (¯ L^{top}(z)

)_2

. It can be written as H^{top}_{2,0} = 1 2 tr (_0 J (S)^0J (S) ) + tr ( S̄^1J (S) ) . (3.15)

For N = 2 sl(2, C ) : H^{top}_{2,0} = −S̄_{11}S_{12} . (3.16) For N = 3 sl(3, C ) : H^{top}_{2,0} = 1 3 S^2_{12} − S_{13}S_{21} + S_{23}(S̄_{33} − S̄_{11}) . (3.17)

The dimension of generic SL_3-orbit equals 6. Hence, we need two more Hamiltonians. They are

H^{top}_{3,2} = 1 27 ( S^2_{12}S_{21} + 3S_{21}S_{23}S̄_{22} − 3S_{13}S_{32}S̄_{11} − 5S_{12}S̄_{11}S̄_{22} + S_{12}S_{13}S_{31} − 2S_{32}S_{12}S_{23}

+6S̄_{11}S_{23}S_{21} − 2S_{12}S̄^2_2 − 3S_{13}S^2_1 + 3S_{31}S^2_3 − 2S_{12}S̄^2_{11} ) , H^{top}_{3,0} = S̄^2_{11}S_{13} −^1_3 S_{12}S_{13}S_{21} − S_{21}S^2_3 +^1_3 S_{23}S_{12}S̄_{11} +^2_3 S_{23}S_{12}S̄_{22} +^2_{27} S^3_{12} + S_{13}S̄_{11}S̄_{22} .

(3.18)

We will describe some details of equations of motion and Lax pairs (M-operators) in [23].

4 Factorized L-operators and Calogero-Moser model

Theorem 3 In the case when the coadjoint orbit is of minimal dimension

Ō^{min} : Spec(S̄) = (ν, ..., ν, −(N − 1)ν) , dim Ō^{min} = 2N − 2 (4.1)

the Lax operator (3.4) is gauge equivalent to the Lax operator of the rational Calogero-Moser model with the coupling constant ν. The gauge transformation is given by SL_N -analogue of (2.5)

ḡ = Ξ̄(z, q̄) D^{−1}(q̄) , Ξ̄(z, q̄) = Ξ(z, q̄) 1 (det Ξ(z, q̄))^{1/N}

. (4.2)

It provides the following change of variables for the case (4.1):

S̄_{ij}(p̄, q̄, ν) = N Res_{z=0} L̄^{top}_{ij} (z) = (−1)^{ϱ(j)} N∑ m=1 q̄^{ϱ(i)}_m p̄_m − ν ∂_{q̄m}q̄^{ϱ(i)}_m ∏ k≠m (q̄_m − q̄_k) σ_{ϱ(j)}(q̄) + ν δ_{ij} , (4.3)

where σ_k(q̄) are the elementary symmetric functions (7.19)-(7.21).

Minimal orbit. Again, it is convenient to start with gl_N case. Consider the coadjoint orbit of GL_N of minimal dimension, i.e. let

O^{min} : Spec(S) = (0, ..., 0, −Nν) , dim O^{min} = 2N − 2 (4.4)

It means that S is represented as a product of vector by covector

S = α^T × β or S_{ij} = α_i β_j . (4.5)

The Poisson brackets {S_{ij} , S_{kl}} = δ_{kj}S_{il} − δ_{il}S_{kj} . (4.6) are realized via the Poisson brackets between components of α and β. They are given by bivector {α_i, β_j } (while {α_i, α_j } = {β_i, β_j } = 0) which is N ×N matrix

‖ {α_i, β_j } ‖= −1 0 0 ... 0 0 0 −1 0 ... 0 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 ... −1 0 β_1 β_2 ... β_{N−2} β_{N−1} 0

(4.7)

It differs from the (anti)canonical one −1_{N×N} by non-trivial row {α_N , β_j }. The latter comes from

the Poisson (Dirac) reduction generated by constrains^N ∑ k=1 α_kβ_k = −νN and β_N = 1. The reduction

reduces the rank of the Poisson structure by one and makes it equal to the half of dimension of the phase space (4.4). The similar description for SL_N -orbit appears simply from (3.1).

The proof of Theorem 3 is based on the factorized form of the Lax matrix of Calogero-Moser model (CM).

Rational CM without spectral parameter. Let p_i and q_i, i = 1...N are canonically conjugated momenta and coordinates of CM particles {p_i, q_j} = δ_{ij} , {p_i, p_j} = {q_i, q_j } = 0 (4.8) and q̄_i = q_i − 1 N N∑ k=1 q_k , p̄_i = p_i − 1 N N∑ k=1 p_k . (4.9)

are those in the center of mass frame. The Lax matrix in the sl_N case with the coupling constant ν can be written as follows:

L^{CM}_{ij} = δ_{ij} p̄_i − ν N∑ k≠i 1 q_i − q_k + (1 − δ_{ij} ) ν q_i − q_j (4.10)

It differs from the custom one by the canonical map

p_i → p_i + a N∑ k≠i 1 q_i − q_k = p_i + ∂_j log det V^a (4.11)

with the constant a = −ν. It can be verified directly (see [23]) that the Lax matrix (4.10) is represented in the following form:

L^{CM} = P̄ − ν g^{−1}_0 ∂_zg_0 , g_0 = g_0(z, q̄) = V D^{−1} (4.12) where P̄_{ij} = δ_{ij}p̄_i , D_{ij} = δ_{ij} ∏ k≠i (q_i − q_k) , (4.13)

V_{ij} = V_{ij}(z, q̄) = (z + q̄_j)^{i−1} . (4.14) Equivalently, L^{CM} = P̄ − νDV^{−1}C_0V D^{−1} , (4.15)

(C_0)_{ij} = { j , i = j + 1 , i = 2 , ... , N, 0 , otherwise (4.16)

since ∂_zV = C_0V . In spite of the fact that matrix V (4.14) depends on z explicitly, the Lax matrix (4.10) is independent of z. It happens because V (z, q̄) = B(z) V (0, q̄) , B_{ij}(z) = δ_{i≥j} ( i − 1 j − 1 ) z^{i−j} , B(z) = e^{zC0} . (4.17)

Therefore, B^{−1}(z) = B(−z) , B^{−1}(z)∂_z B(z) = C_0 . (4.18)

Rational CM with spectral parameter. In this case the Lax matrix is given by naive rational limit from the elliptic one suggested in [37]. In gl_N case it can be written as

L^{CM}_{ij} (z) = δ_{ij} p_i − ν N∑ k≠i 1 q_i − q_k + (1 − δ_{ij} ) ν q_i − q_j − 1 N ν z = L^{CM}_{ij} − 1 N ν z . (4.19)

The diagonal part here also differs from the custom one by the canonical map (4.11). In the sl_N case we have

L̄^{CM}_{ij} (z) = δ_{ij} p̄_i − ν N∑ k≠i 1 q_i − q_k + (1 − δ_{ij} ) ( ν q_i − q_j − 1 N ν z ) . (4.20)

Similarly to (4.12) the Lax matrices are presented in the forms:

L^{CM}(z) = P − ν g^{−1}∂_zg , g = Ξ(z, q̄)D^{−1}(q̄) (4.21)

with D is from (4.13) and Ξ is from (1.1) or (7.9) (c.f. (2.5)). And

L̄^{CM}(z) = P̄ − ν ḡ^{−1}∂_zḡ , (4.22)

where ḡ is from (4.2).

Hecke transformation acts on (4.22) in a very simple way – by gauge transformation (see [20]):

L̄^{CM}(z) −→ ḡ(z) L̄^{CM}(z) ḡ^{−1}(z) = ḡ(z) P̄ ḡ^{−1}(z) − ν ∂_zḡ(z) ḡ^{−1}(z) = (4.23)

= Ξ̄(z) P̄ Ξ̄^{−1}(z) − ν ∂_zΞ̄(z) Ξ̄^{−1}(z) The statement of the Theorem 3 is that this matrix coincides with (3.6) in the case (4.1) with the change of variables (4.3):

L̄^{top}(z)|_{Omin}^(4.3^)= ḡ(z) L̄^{CM} (z) ḡ^{−1}(z) . (4.24)

The proof is similar to the one of Theorem 4 which is given in Appendix B. Let us just mention that the residue of (4.24) is easily calculated via (7.23). For variables (4.5) it gives the following ”bosonization” formulae^3:

α_i = N∑ m=1 q̄^{ϱ(i)}_m p_m − ν ϱ(i) q̄^{ϱ(i)−1}_m ∏ k≠m (q̄_m − q̄_k)

, β_j = (−1)^{ϱ(j)} σ_{ϱ(j)}(q̄_1, q̄_2, ..., q̄_N ) . (4.25)

One can verify that the Poisson bivector (4.7) is reproduced via the canonical Poisson brackets (4.8). Then (c.f.(4.3))

S_{ij}(p̄, q̄, ν) = α_iβ_j = (−1)^{ϱ(j)} N∑ m=1 q̄^{ϱ(i)}_m p̄_m − ν ∂_{q̄m}q̄^{ϱ(i)}_m ∏ k≠m (q̄_m − q̄_k) σ_{ϱ(j)}(q̄) . (4.26)

The obtained bosonization formulae (4.3) are naturally generalized to the case of differential operators. Replace the momenta p_m in (4.3) as p_m → ℏ∂_{qm} . Then the corresponding differential operators Ŝ_{ij} commute as generators of the Lie algebra gl_N : [Ŝ_{ij} , Ŝ_{kl}] = ℏ ( δ_{kj}Ŝ_{il} − δ_{il}Ŝ_{kj} ) . In the elliptic case when the matrix Ξ is given as in (6.4) this type formulae were obtained in [1].

Cremmer-Gervais top. Let us perform a similar gauge transformation in the case of CM without spectral parameter (4.12)-(4.14):

L^{CM} −→ g_0(z)L^{CM} g^{−1}_0 (z) = L^{CG}(z) = V (z, q̄)P̄ V^{−1}(z, q̄) − ν ∂_zV (z, q̄)V^{−1}(z, q̄) . (4.27)

Using (4.17)-(4.18) we see that

L^{CG}(z) = V (z, q̄)P̄ V^{−1}(z, q̄) − ν C_0 = B(z)L^{CG}(0)B^{−1}(z) , (4.28)

L^{CG}(0) = V (0, q̄)P̄ V^{−1}(0, q̄) − ν C_0 . (4.29)

It means that the spectral parameter is fictive here, and can be gauged away by non-dynamical gauge transformation B(z). The latter reflects the fact that initial model (CM) describes only N − 1 degrees of freedom. It appears that the Lax matrix (4.29) can be also written in terms of gl^∗_N variables S_{ij} (4.26).

Theorem 4 The Lax matrix (4.29) can be written in terms of gl^∗_N -variables S_{ab} (4.26) as follows:

L^{CG}_{ij} (0) = δ_{j≥ i−1} N−j∑ c=0 ( S_ϱ−1_{(i+c−1), ϱ}−1_{(j+c)} − δ_{j, i−1} 1 N N∑ l=1 S_{ll} )

−δ_{j<i−1} j−1∑ c=0 S_ϱ−1_{(i−c−2), ϱ}−1_{(j−c−1)} − δ_{i,j} 1 N N∑ k=1

N−k−2 ∑ c=0 S_{k+c, k+c+1} , (4.30)

where ϱ^{−1} is the inverse of ϱ (7.10) and the sum is taken over all indices for which ϱ^{−1} is defined (i.e. when its arguments are not equal to N − 1).

The proof is achieved by substitution of (4.26) into (4.29). It is given in Appendix B.

This kind of result was obtained in [17] at the level of r-matrices. The obtained non-dynamical r-matrix was shown to be the Cremmer-Gervais one [5]. This is why we call the obtained model as the Cremmer-Gervais top. Conjugating by B(z) (4.17) we get L^{CG}(z) which is related to Jordanian

3In quantum case one can quantize the Poisson brackets (4.5)-(4.7) as α_j → ℏ∂_{βj} .

(generalized) R-matrices of Cremmer-Gervais type [38, 18] (see also [39]). Notice that its Hamiltonians coincide with subset of rational top Hamiltonians (3.14):

H^{CG}_k = 1 k tr (L^{CG})^k = H^{top}_{k,0} , k = 1...N . (4.31)

This is due to (4.19). However, this model has only N − 1 independent Hamiltonians. It corresponds to the minimal orbit case (4.1), while the rational top has more Hamiltonians and describes generic orbit.

Let us give examples (4.30) for N = 2 and N = 3:

sl(2, C ) : L^{CG}(0) =

0 S_{12}

−S̄_{11} 0

(4.32)

sl(3, C ) : L^{CG}(0) = 2 3 S_{12} S_{23} S_{13}

−S̄_{11} −^1_3 S_{12} S_{23}

−S_{21} S̄_{33} −^1_3 S_{12}

(4.33)

5 Rational classical IRF-Vertex correspondence

Let us make precise assertion of the second part of Theorem 1. Recall that the classical r-matrix structure for the rational Calogero-Moser model is given as follows [40, 41]:

{L^{CM}_1 (z), L^{CM}_2 (w)} = [r^{CM}_{12} (z, w), L^{CM}_1 (z)] − [r^{CM}_{21} (w, z), L^{CM}_2 (w)] . (5.1)

r^{CM}_{12} (z, w) = r^0_{12}(z, w) + 1 Nw ∑ i E_{ii} ⊗ E_{ii} + ∑ i≠j ( 1 q_i − q_j + 1 Nw ) E_{ii} ⊗ E_{ji} , (5.2)

where r^0_{12} is the r-matrix of the spin Calogero model:

r^0_{12}(z, w) = 1 N 1 z − w ∑ i,j E_{ij} ⊗ E_{ji} − ∑ i≠j 1 q_i − q_j E_{ij} ⊗ E_{ji} . (5.3)

Using notation (see (4.20))

l^{CM}_{ij} (z) ≡ ( DΞ^{−1}∂_zΞD^{−1} ) ij = δ_{ij} 1 Nz + N∑ k≠i 1 q_i − q_k − (1 − δ_{ij} ) ( 1 q_i − q_j − 1 Nz ) , (5.4)

we have

r^{CM}_{12} (z, w) = 1 N 1 z − w z w ∑ i E_{ii} ⊗ E_{ii} + ∑ i≠j l^{CM}_{ij} (z − w)E_{ij} ⊗ E_{ji} + l^{CM}_{ij} (w)E_{jj} ⊗ E_{ij} (5.5)

For our purposes we need

r̄^{CM}_{12} (z, w) = r^{CM}_{12} (z, w) − 1 N 1 ⊗ l^{CM}(w) − 1 N^2 1 z − w 1 ⊗ 1 , (5.6) which also satisfies (5.1). The latter redefinition can be obtained by going to sl_N -valued generators

together with simple dynamical twist r → r + δr, δr =^N ∑ i=1 ∂_i log D ⊗ E_{ii} with D from (4.13) (see e.g.

Lemma 1 in [42]). The non-dynamical r-matrix appears via the gauge transformation (4.21). It gives

r^{top}_{12} (z, w) = g_1(z)g_2(w) ( r̄^{CM}_{12} (z, w) + g^{−1}_1 (z){g_1(z), L^{CM}_2 (w)} ) g^{−1}_1 (z)g^{−1}_2 (w) , (5.7)

where the second term is easily computed:

g^{−1}_1 (z){g_1(z), L^{CM}_2 (w)} = 1 N l^{CM}(z) ⊗ 1 − 1 Nz 1 ⊗ 1 + ∑ i,j (E_{ii} − E_{ij} ) ⊗ E_{jj} l^{CM}_{ij} (z) . (5.8)

After cumbersome calculations one can get the resultant r-matrix (2.1). We will give the proof of the statement at quantum level in our next paper.

6 Applications and remarks

• Having non-dynamical skew-symmetric r-matrix such that r(z, w) = r(z − w) one can naturally define the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov-Bernard (KZB) equations [43]. Consider tensor product V^{⊗n} of n sl_N -modules. The r(z, w)-matrix acts on V^{⊗2}. Let r^{ab}(z_a, z_b) acts on a-th and b-th components of V^{⊗n}. Then the KZB equations for conformal block ψ are defined as

∇_aψ = 0 , ∇_a = ∂_{za} + ∑ c≠a r^{ac}(z_a, z_c) , a = 1, ..., n . (6.1) Equations (6.1) are compatible ([∇_a, ∇_b] = 0) due to the classical Yang-Baxter equation (2.4). The r-matrix (2.1) satisfies the above mentioned conditions (it is skew-symmetric and r(z, w) = r(z − w)). Therefore, the KZB equations with r-matrix (2.1) are well defined.

• The KZB equations (6.1) are known to describe quantization of the Schlesinger system [44].

At the level of classical mechanics it is easy to construct generalizations of the rational top of Gaudin-Schlesinger type. Let the phase space be a direct product of n coadjoint orbits, i.e. we have the variables S̄^a, a = 1, ..., n with the Poisson structure be a direct sum of (4.6): {S^a_{ij} , S^b_{kl}} = δ^{ab} ( δ_{kj} S^a_{il} − δ_{il}S^a_{kj} ) . (6.2)

The Lax operator of the Gaudin model is constructed via the one of the rational top (3.6):

L^{Gaudin}(z) = n∑ a=1 L^{top}(z − z_a, S^a) . (6.3)

It also satisfies the classical exchange relations (3.5), and hence defines an integrable system. It differs from the standard rational Gaudin model and provides an alternative limit from the elliptic Gaudin model [45]. Similarly, the Schlesinger type model appears by replacing (6.3) with the connection along the curve ∂_z + L^{Gaudin}(z). It leads to alternative rational limit of the elliptic Schlesinger system [46]. We are going to describe these models in details in our future publications. It is interesting to compare the models with those considered in [47] for sl_2 case using non-dynamical r-matrices [48].

• In trigonometric case the R-matrix is known at quantum level from [2], where the trigonometric analogue of Ξ (1.1) was found. The analogue of (4.12) is known as well [49, 7, 5]:

V_{ij} (x) = e^{(i−1)xj} ; D_{ij} = δ_{ij} ∏ k≠i (e^{q̄i} − e^{q̄k} ); Ξ_{ij}(x) = e^{(i−1)xj} , i = 1 , ... , N − 1 , e^{(N−1)xj} + (−1)^N e^{−xj} , i=N , (6.4) where x_j = q̄_j + z. In elliptic case the spectral parameter is crucially important. The elliptic Ξ was found in [1] at quantum level: Ξ_{ij}(z, q |τ) = θ [_i N −^1_{2N} 2 ] (z − Nq̄_j, Nτ) , D_{ij} = δ_{ij} ∏ k≠i ϑ(q_i − q_k) . (6.5)

• As we mentioned the rational top is actually not a rational model but rather degenerated elliptic one [28]. It is defined on the bundle over the curve y^2 = z^3 [27]. We hope our results may shed light on possible elliptic generalizations of the recently investigated dualities in integrable systems [50, 51].

• While the CM models possess relativistic generalization after Ruijsenaars [52], the top-like models have also (group) extensions of this type [53]. These type of models can be described explicitly using the factorized form of L-operators. In the group case we have the following representations without and with spectral parameter for the Ruijsenaars-Schneider models:

L^{RS} = g^{−1}_0 (z)g_0(z − νη) e^{ηP} , L^{RS}(z) = g^{−1}(z)g(z − νη) e^{ηP} (6.6)

with g_0 or g given by (4.12), (4.21) and (6.4)-(6.5). Here η is the inverse light speed.

• It is an interesting question – for which g the expression (6.6) gives Lax matrix of an integrable model? A general answer is that the Ξ(z) matrix should be modification of underlying bundle. We hope to clarify this question in [23].

• The structure of q̄-argument of Ξ(z, q̄) is naturally formulated in terms of A_{N−1} root system and corresponding fundamental weights. Therefore, one can await extensions to other roots systems of simple Lie algebras. Presumably, the r-matrix is the same (in accordance with [36]) while the r-matrix structure can be of reflection type.

• Consideration of concrete examples (2.2), (2.3) of (2.1) show some cancellations in the complicated expression (2.1). We hope that the obtained answer for the classical r-matrix can be written in a compact form.

Acknowledgments. We are grateful to A. Levin and M. Olshanetsky for useful discussions and remarks. The work was partially supported by RFBR grant 12-02-00594 and by leading young scientific groups RFBR 12-01-33071 mol a ved. The work of G.A. and A.Z. was also supported by the D. Zimin’s fund ”Dynasty”. The work of A.Z. was also supported by the Program of RAS ”Basic Problems of the Nonlinear Dynamics in Mathematical and Physical Sciences”.

7 Appendix A: rational modification

Here we collect some simple algebraic facts related to matrix (1.1). We start with

Vandermonde matrix V_{ij} (x) = x^{i−1}_j i, j = 1, ..., N . (7.1) It has the following determinant det V = ∏ 1≥i>j≥N (x_i − x_j ) (7.2)

and inverse

V^{−1}_{kl} = 1 (l − 1)! ∂^{l−1}_μ N∏ s≠k μ − x_s x_k − x_s | | | | μ=0 . (7.3)

The latter formula can be easily obtained by considering the set of polynomials of degree N − 1: f_k(ζ) = f_k(ζ, x_1, ..., x_N ) = N∏ s≠k ζ − x_s x_k − x_s , k = 1, ..., N . (7.4) From obvious property

f_k(x_j ) = δ_{kj} = N∑ l=1 V^{−1}_{kl} x^{l−1}_j (7.5)

and the Taylor expansion

f_k(ζ) = N∑ l=1 1 (l − 1)! ∂^{l−1}_μ N∏ s≠k μ − x_s x_k − x_s | | | μ=0 ζ^{l−1} (7.6)

we get (7.3) as V^{−1}_{kl} = 1 (l − 1)!

∂^{l−1}_μ f_k(μ) | | |_{μ=0} . (7.7)

Multiplying (7.5) by ζ^{k−1} and summing up over k we come to identity: N∑ k=1 x^{m−1}_k f_k(ζ) = ζ^{m−1} , m = 1, ..., N . (7.8)

Ξ matrix is the main object:

Ξ(z, q̄) =

1 1 ... 1 z + q̄_1 z + q̄_2 ... z + q̄_N . . . . . . . . (z + q̄_1)^{N−2} (z + q̄_2)^{N−2} ... (z + q̄_N )^{N−2}

(z + q̄_1)^N (z + q̄_2)^N ... (z + q̄_N )^N

(7.9)

Using function

ϱ(i) = i − 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1, i for i = N. ϱ^{−1}(i) = i + 1 for 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 2, i for i = N. (7.10)

it takes the form (1.1). Consider Ξ_{ij}(x) = x^{ϱ(i)}_j . (7.11) The determinant equals

det Ξ(x) = det V (x) N∑ s=1 x_s = (_N ∑ s=1 x_s ) ∏ 1≥i>j≥N (x_i − x_j) . (7.12)

In order to get (7.12) consider N +1×N +1 Vandermonde matrix^{N+1}V (depending on N +1 variables). The matrix Ξ is obtained from^{N+1}V by deleting the N-th row and N +1-th column. Therefore,

det Ξ = (−1)^{2N+1} [(_{N+1} V )_{−1}] N+1,N det^{N+1}V (7.13)

Substituting here (7.2) and (7.3) taken for N := N +1 we get (7.12).

Consider the set of polynomials of degree N:

h_k(ζ) = 1 + ζ − x_k N∑ s=1 x_s N∏ s≠k ζ − x_s x_k − x_s = ζ − x^′_k x_k − x^′_k N∏ s≠k ζ − x_s x_k − x_s , x^′_k = − ∑ s≠k x_s . (7.14)

From (7.5) we have h_k(x_j ) = δ_{kj} . (7.15) The analogues of (7.6)-(7.7) are easily obtained:

Ξ^{−1}_{ij} (x) = 1 ϱ(j)! ∂^{ϱ(j)}_ζ h_i(ζ, x) | | |_{ζ=0} . (7.16)

or_N ∑ j=1 Ξ^{−1}_{ij} (x) ζ^{ϱ(j)} = h_i(ζ, x) . (7.17)

The analogue of (7.8) reads as follows: N∑ k=1 x^m_k h_k(ζ) = ζ^m + N∏ i=1 (ζ − x_i) N∑ i=1 x_i δ_{m,N−1} , m = 1, ..., N .^4 (7.18)

It is also convenient to use the elementary symmetric functions. They appear from the expansion H(ζ, x) = N∏ k=1 (ζ − x_k) = N∑ k=0 (−1)^kζ^kσ_k(x_1, ..., x_N ) (7.19) or σ_{N−d}(x) = (−1)^N ∑ 1≤i_1<i_2...<i_d≤N x_{i1} x_{i2} ...x_{id} , d = 0, ..., N (7.20)

In the same way define the set^kσ_s (x) by − N∏ m≠k (ζ − x_m) = ∂_kH(ζ, x) = N−1∑ s=0 (−1)^sζ^{s k}σ_s (x) . (7.21)

In this notation

V^{−1}_{kj} (x) = (−1)^j k σ_{j−1} (x) N∏ s≠k (x_k − x_s)

. (7.22)

Set also^kσ_N (x) =^kσ_{−1} (x) = 0. Since h_k(ζ, x) = − ( ζ−x^′_k x_k−x^′_k N∏ s≠k 1 x_k−x_s ) ∂_{xk} H(ζ, x), then

Ξ^{−1}_{kj} (x) = (−1)^{ϱ(j)} 1 (^N ∑ s=1 x_s)^N ∏ s≠k (x_k − x_s) (_k σ_{ϱ(j)−1} (x) + x^′_k^kσ_{ϱ(j)} (x) ) . (7.23)

4Notice that the second term in the r.h.s. vanishes for m = ϱ(m^′).

The following set of identities holds:

x_k^kσ_0 (x) = σ_0(x) , . . k σ_{j−1} (x) + x_k^kσ_j (x) = σ_j (x) , ∀ k and j = 1...N − 1 , . . k σ_{N−1} (x) = σ_N (x) .

(7.24)

Hence,

Ξ^{−1}_{kj} (x) = (−1)^{ϱ(j)} σ_{ϱ(j)}(x)

(^N ∑ s=1 x_s)^N ∏ s≠k (x_k − x_s) − (−1)^{ϱ(j)} k σ_{ϱ(j)} (x) N∏ s≠k (x_k − x_s) , ∀ k, j . (7.25)

Equations (7.24) can be considered as linear system for expressing^kσ_i in terms of σ_j. It can be done in two ways – using expansion in positive powers of x_k m σ_j (x) = N−j−1 ∑ c=0 (−x_m)^cσ_{j+1+c}(x) or^mσ_j (x) = N∑ c=j+1 (−x_m)^{c−j−1}σ_c(x) (7.26)

or in negative powers m σ_j (x) = − j∑ c=0 (−x_m)^{−1−c}σ_{j−c}(x) . (7.27)

In terms of the symmetric functions the inverse of Ξ(z, q̄) (7.9) has the following form:

Ξ^{−1}_{mj}(z, q) = 1 Nz (−1)^{ϱ(j)} N∏ r≠m (q_m − q_r) ( σ_{ϱ(j)}(q̄) + N−j∑ s=1 z^s [ σ_{s+j−1}(q̄) ( s + j − 1 j − 1 )

−N^mσ_{s+j−2} (q̄) ( s + j − 2 j − 1 )] − (N − j) z^{N−j+1 m}σ_{N−1} (q̄) ( N j − 1 ) ) . (7.28)

8 Appendix B: proof of Theorem 4

Let us start with the case ν = 0. Substitution of V^{−1} (7.22) into (4.27) gives

L^{CG}_{ij} (ν = 0) = N∑ m=1 (−1)^j q̄^{i−1}_m p̄_m N∏ s≠m (q_m − q_s) m σ_{j−1} (q̄) (8.1)

In order to represent it as some linear combination of S_{ab} (4.3) we use (7.26) or (7.27). The choice between these two possibilities comes from the requirement to have the power of q̄ in the interval 0...N:

L^{CG}_{ij} (ν = 0) = N∑ m=1 N−j∑ c=0 (−1)^{j+c} q̄^{i+c−1}_m^{p̄m}_{N∏} s≠m (q_m−q_s) σ_{j+c}(q̄) , j ≥ i − 1 ,

−^N ∑ m=1 j−1∑ c=0 (−1)^{j−c−1} q̄^{i−c−2}_m^{p̄m}_{N∏} s≠m (q_m−q_s) σ_{j−c−1}(q̄) , j < i − 1 , (8.2)

In formula (4.3) the index of σ(q̄) as well as the power of q̄ is an image of ρ-function. Therefore, we should exclude somehow the terms corresponding to the indices N − 1 (they have no preimages). Dropping of terms with σ_{N−1}(q̄) does not change the sum since σ_{N−1}(q̄) = 0. This gives (1 − δ_{c,N−j−1}) in the upper line of (4.30) and (1 − δ_{j−c,N} ) in the lower one. The exclusion of terms with q̄^{N−1} is not so simple. These terms exist in the upper line of (8.2) for j = i − 1 and j = i. In the case j = i − 1, q̄^{N−1} is set to zero since it is multiplied by σ_{N−1}(q̄) = 0. In the case j = i all such terms are equal to each other for all i (with c = N − i in the sum), i.e. the terms with q̄^{N−1} form the scalar matrix with the

same diagonal elements value^N ∑ m=0 (−1)^N q̄^{N−1}_m^{p̄m}_{N∏} s≠m (q_m−q_s) σ_N (q̄). Since trP̄ = 0 then trL^{CG}(ν = 0) = 0.

Thus, the sum of the unwanted term with the rest of the sum should be traceless. This condition allows to compute the unwanted term: N∑ m=1 (−1)^N q̄^{N−1}_m p̄_mσ_N (q̄) N∏ s≠m (q_m − q_s) =− 1 N N∑ m=1 N∑ i=1

N−i−2 ∑ c=0 (−1)^{i+c} q̄^{i+c−1}_m p̄_mσ_{i+c}(q̄) N∏ s≠m (q_m − q_s) . (8.3)

It provides the last one summand in (4.30):

−δ_{i,j} 1 N N∑ k=1

N−k−2 ∑ c=0 S_ϱ−1_{(k+c−1), ϱ}−1_{(k+c)} = −δ_{i,j} 1 N N∑ k=1

N−k−2 ∑ c=0 S_{k+c, k+c+1} In the case ν ≠ 0 the computation is made in a similar way. In fact, the answer is the same as in ν = 0 case. The only remark - one should use sl_N bosonization formulae instead of gl_N (4.5) since trS = −Nν (4.4). The latter means that in the obtained formulae for ν = 0 we need to replace S_{ab} → S_{ab} − δ_{ab}^1_N^N ∑ l=1 S_{ll}. It is easy to see that the Cartan part is contained in the line j = i − 1. The

corresponding correction is made in the upper line of (4.30). ■

References

[1] K. Hasegawa, Commun. Math. Phys. 187 (2) (1997) 289–325; arXiv:q-alg/9512029.

[2] A. Antonov, K. Hasegawa, A. Zabrodin, Nucl. Phys. B 503 (1997) 747–770; arXiv:hep-th/9704074.

[3] R.J. Baxter, Ann. Phys. 70 (1972) 193–228.

[4] P.P. Kulish, E.K. Sklyanin, Zapiski Nauchn. Semin. LOMI 95 (1980) 129–160 (in Russian).

I.V. Cherednik, Teor. Mat. Fiz. 43:1 (1980) 117–119. A.A. Belavin, Nucl. Phys. B, 180 (1981) 189–200.

[5] E. Cremmer, J.-L. Gervais, Commun. Math. Phys. 134 (1990) 619-632.

[6] G. Felder, Proc. of the ICM 94 (1994) 1247–1255; hep-th/9407154.

G. Felder, Proc. of the XI-th ICMP (Paris, 1994), Int. Press, Cambridge, (1995) 211–218; hep-th/9412207 J.L. Gervais, A. Neveu, Nucl. Phys. B 238 (1984) 125–141. O. Babelon, D. Bernard, Phys. Lett. B317 (1993) 363–368.

[7] J. Avan, O. Babelon, E. Billey, Commun. Math. Phys. 178 (1996) 281–300; arXiv:hep-th/9505091.

[8] E.K. Sklyanin, Funct. Anal. Appl., 16 (4) (1982) 263–270.

E.K. Sklyanin, Funct. Anal. Appl., 17 (4) (1983) 273–284.

[9] A.G. Izergin, V.E. Korepin, Nucl. Phys. B205 (1982) 401–413.

V.V. Bazhanov, R.M. Kashaev, V.V. Mangazeev, Yu.G. Stroganov, Commun. Math. Phys. 138 (1991) 393–408.

[10] K. Hasegawa, J . Phys. A26 (1993) 3211–3228.

Y. Quano, A. Fujii, Mod. Phys. Lett. A8 (1993) 1585–1597.

[11] V. Pasquier, Commun. Math. Phys., 118 (1988) 355–364.

M. Jimbo, T. Miwa, M. Okado, Nucl. Phys. B300 (1988) 74–108.

[12] V.E. Zakharov, L.A. Takhtadzhyan, Theor. Math. Phys., 38:1 (1979) 17–23.

A.Yu. Alekseev, L.D. Faddeev, Commun. Math. Phys. 141 (1991) 413–422. A.P. Isaev, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 29 (1996) 6903; arXiv:q-alg/9511006. O. Babelon, D. Bernard, E. Billey, Phys. Lett. B, 375 (1996) 89-97.

[13] F.W. Nijhoff, O. Ragnisco, V.B. Kuznetsov, Commun. Math. Phys. 176 (1996) 681–700;

arXiv:hep-th/9412170.

V.B. Kuznetsov, E.K. Sklyanin, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 31 (1998) 2241. B. Enriquez, B. Feigin, V. Rubstov, Compositio Mathematica 110 (1998) 1–16. E.K. Sklyanin, T. Takebe, Commun. Math. Phys. 204 (1999) 17–38; arXiv:solv-int/9807008. A. Gerasimov, S. Kharchev, D. Lebedev, Int. Math. Res. Not., 17 (2004) 823–854; arXiv:math/0204206 [math.QA].

A. Gerasimov, D. Lebedev, S. Oblezin, St. Petersburg Math. J. 22:3 (2011) 411–435; arXiv:0907.0299 [math.RT].

[14] P. Etingof, A. Varchenko, Commmun. Math. Phys., 196 (1998) 591–640; arXiv:q-alg/9708015.

D. Arnaudon, E. Buffenoir, E. Ragoucy, Ph. Roche, Lett. Math. Phys., 44 (1998) 201–214; arXiv:q-alg/9712037.

P. Etingof, D. Nikshych, Math. Res. Lett., 8 (3) (2001) 331–346; arXiv:math/0103079 [math.QA].

[15] V. Vakulenko, arXiv:math/9909079 [math.QA].

[16] K. Chen, H. Fan, B. Hou, K. Shi, W. Yang, R. Yue, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl., 135 (1999) 149–165;

arXiv:hep-th/0201211.

[17] L. Fehér, B.G. Pusztai, J. Phys. A33 (2000) 7739-7759; arXiv:math-ph/0005021.

L. Fehér, B.G. Pusztai, Czech. Jour. Phys., 50 (1) (2000) 59–64.

[18] R. Endelman, T.J. Hodges, Lett. Math. Phys., 52 (2000) 225–237; arXiv:math/0003066 [math.QA].

R. Endelman, T.J. Hodges, Lett. Math. Phys., 68, (3) (2004) 151–164; arXiv:math/0402319 [math.QA].

[19] I.M. Krichever, Russ. Math. Surv. 32 (6) (1977) 185–213.

N. Hitchin, Duke Math. J. 54 (1987) 91–114.

A. Gorsky, I. Krichever, A. Marshakov, A. Mironov, A. Morozov, Phys. Lett. B 355 (3) (1995) 466–474. N. Nekrasov, Commun. Math. Phys. 180 (1996) 587–604; hep-th/9503157.

[20] A. Levin, M. Olshanetsky, A. Zotov, Commun. Math. Phys. 236 (2003) 93–133; arXiv:nlin/0110045 [nlin.SI].

[21] A.M. Levin, M.A. Olshanetsky, A.V. Smirnov, A.V. Zotov, Commun. Math. Phys. 316 (2012) 1–44, arXiv:1006.0702 [math-ph].

A.M. Levin, M.A. Olshanetsky, A.V. Smirnov, A.V. Zotov, J. Geom. Phys. 62 (2012) 1810–1850, arXiv:1007.4127 [math-ph].

A.V. Smirnov, A.V. Zotov, Theor. Math. Phys., 177:1 (2013) 1281–1338. A.M. Levin, M.A. Olshanetsky, A.V. Zotov, Russ. Math. Surv. 69:1 (2014) 35-118; arXiv:1311.4498 [math-ph].

[22] A. Levin, A. Zotov, Theor. Math. Phys. 146:1 (2006) 45–52.

A.M. Levin, M.A. Olshanetsky, A.V. Smirnov, A.V. Zotov, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 46 (2013) 035201; arXiv:1208.5750 [math-ph].

[23] G. Aminov, S. Arthamonov, A. Smirnov, A. Zotov, Modifications of Bundles as Generating Functions of Lax Operators, in preparation.

[24] J. Gibbons, T. Hermsen, Physica 11D (1984) 337. [25] F. Calogero, Lett. Nuovo Cim. 13 (1975) 411–416;

F. Calogero, Lett. Nuovo Cim. 16 (1976) 77–80; J. Moser, Adv. Math. 16 (1975) 1–523;

M.A. Olshanetsky, A.M. Perelomov, Phys. Rep. 71 (1981) 313–400. [26] A.A. Belavin, V.G. Drinfeld, Funct. Anal. Appl. 16 (1982) 159-180.

[27] I. Burban, B. Kreussler, Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society, 220 (2012) 1035; arXiv:0708.1685 [math.AG].

[28] A.V. Smirnov, Theor. Math. Phys., 157:1 (2008) 1370-1382; arXiv:0711.2432 [math.DS]. [29] A.V. Smirnov, Theor. Math. Phys., 158:3 (2009) 300–312; arXiv:0809.2187 [math-ph]. [30] A. Smirnov, Cent. Eur. J. Phys. 8 (4) (2010) 542–554; arXiv:0903.1466 [math-ph]. [31] I. Burban, T. Henrich, arXiv:1202.5738 [math.AG]. [32] A. Stolin, Math. Scand. 69:1 (1991) 57-80.

A. Stolin, Commun. Math. Phys. 141 (1991) 533-548. A. Stolin, Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 137:3 (1999) 285-293.

[33] A.A. Belavin, V.G. Drinfeld, Funct. Anal. Appl. 17(3) (1983) 220–221. [34] M. Forger, A. Winterhalder, Nucl. Phys. B, 667 (2003) 435-483.

[35] O. Ogievetsky, T. Popov, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys., 14 (2) (2010) 439–505; arXiv: 0704.1947 [math.QA].

E. Buffenoir, Ph. Roche, V. Terras, Adv. Math., 214:1 (2007) 181-229; arXiv:math/0512500 [math.QA]. [36] J. Balog, L. Dabrowski, L. Fehér, Phys. Lett. B, 224:2 (1990) 227-234. [37] I. Krichever, Funct. Anal. Appl., 14:4 (1980) 282–290.

[38] M. Gerstenhaber, A. Giaquinto, Lett. Math. Phys. 40 (1997) 337-353; arXiv:q-alg/9609014.

M. Gerstenhaber, A. Giaquinto, Lett. Math. Phys., 44 (1998) 131–141. [39] G. Johnson, arXiv:1309.5096 [math.QA].

[40] J. Avan, M. Talon, Phys.Lett. B303 (1993) 33–37; arXiv:hep-th/9210128.

E.K. Sklyanin, St.Petersburg Math.J. 6 (1995) 397–406; arXiv:hep-th/9308060. H.W. Braden, T. Suzuki, Lett. Math. Phys. 30 (1994) 147–158; arXiv:hep-th/9309033.

[41] E. Billey, J. Avan, O. Babelon, Phys. Lett. A, 186: 1–2 (1994) 114-118; arXiv:hep-th/9312042. [42] A.M. Levin, M.A. Olshanetsky, A.V. Smirnov, A.V. Zotov, SIGMA 8 (2012), 095, 37 pages; arXiv:1207.4386 [math-ph].

[43] V.G. Knizhnik, A.B. Zamolodchikov, Nucl. Phys. B 247 (1984) 83–103.

D. Bernard, Nucl. Phys. B 303 (1988) 77–93. [44] N. Reshetikhin, Lett. Math. Phys. 26 (1992) 167–177.

[45] A.G. Reyman, M.A. Semenov-Tian-Shansky, Zap. Nauchn. Semin. LOMI 150 (1986) 104-118. [46] Yu. Chernyakov, A. Levin, M. Olshanetsky, A. Zotov, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 39, 12083–12101 (2006);

arXiv: nlin/0602043 [nlin. SI].

[47] P.P. Kulish, A.A. Stolin, Czech. Jour. Phys. 47:12 (1997) 1207–1212; arXiv:q-alg/9708024.

P.P. Kulish, N. Manojlovic, Z. Nagy, Theor. Math. Phys. 163:2 (2010) 644–652; arXiv:0911.5592 [nlin.SI]. N.C. Antonio, N. Manojlovic, Z. Nagy, arXiv:1304.6918 [nlin.SI].

[48] S.M. Khoroshkin, A.A. Stolin, V.N. Tolstoy, Communications in Algebra, 26:4 (1998) 1041–1055;

arXiv:q-alg/9511005.

P.P. Kulish, V.D. Lyakhovsky, A.I. Mudrov, J. Math. Phys. 40 (1999) 4569-4568; arXiv:math/9806014 [math.QA].

[49] O. Babelon, Phys. Lett. B 215 (1988) 523.

[50] A. Mironov, A. Morozov, Y. Zenkevich, A. Zotov, JETP Lett. 97 (2013) 45–51; arXiv:1204.0913 [hep-th].

A. Mironov, A. Morozov, B. Runov, Y. Zenkevich, A. Zotov, Lett. Math. Phys. 103:3 (2013) 299–329; arXiv:1206.6349 [hep-th].

A. Mironov, A. Morozov, B. Runov, Y. Zenkevich, A. Zotov, JHEP 12 (2013) 034; arXiv:1307.1502 [hep-th].

[51] A. Gorsky, A. Zabrodin, A. Zotov, JHEP 01 (2014) 070, arXiv:1310.6958 [hep-th].

[52] S.N.M. Ruijsenaars, H. Schneider, Annals of Physics, 146:1 (1986) 1–34 ;

S.N.M. Ruijsenaars, Commun. Math. Phys., 110 (1987) 191–213.

I. Krichever, A. Zabrodin, Russ. Math. Surv., 50:6 (1995) 1101-1150; arXiv:hep-th/9505039.

[53] H.W. Braden, V.A. Dolgushev, M.A. Olshanetsky, A.V. Zotov, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 36 (2003) 6979;

arXiv:hep-th/0301121.

Yu. Chernyakov, A. Levin, M. Olshanetsky, A. Zotov, Theor. Math. Phys., 156:2 (2008) 1103–1122; arXiv:0710. 1072 [nlin. SI].