arXiv:2011.09599v1 [math-ph] 19 Nov 2020

Integrable System of Generalized

Relativistic Interacting Tops

I. Sechin^{♦,♭} A. Zotov^♦

♦ – Steklov Mathematical Institute of Russian Academy of Sciences, Gubkina str. 8, Moscow, 119991, Russia.

♭ – Center for Advanced Studies, Skolkovo Institute of Science and Technology, Nobel str. 1, Moscow, 143026, Russia.

E-mails: shnbuz@gmail.com , zotov@mi-ras.ru

Abstract

A family of integrable GL(NM) models is described. On the one hand it generalizes the classical spin Ruijsenaars–Schneider systems (the case N = 1), and on the other hand it generalizes the relativistic integrable tops on GL(N) Lie group (the case M = 1). The described models are obtained by means of the Lax pair with spectral parameter. Equations of motion are derived. For the construction of the Lax representation the GL(N) R–matrix in the fundamental representation of GL(N) is used.

1 Introduction

This paper is a continuation of series of articles [6, 14, 17], where known integrable systems and related structures are extended through the use of quantum R–matrices (in the fundamental representation of GL(N) Lie groups) being interpreted as matrix generalizations of the Kronecker function. It is convenient to give its explicit form the very beginning in the rational, trigonometric and elliptic cases since the identities to be used are valid in all these cases:

ϕ(z, q) = 1/z + 1/q , coth(z) + coth(q) ,

ϑ^′(0)ϑ(z + q) ϑ(z)ϑ(q) . E_1(z) = 1/z , coth(z) , ϑ^′(z) ϑ(z) ℘(z) = 1/z^2 ,

1/ sinh^2(z) +^1_3 ,

−E^′_1(z) + 1 3 ϑ^{′′′}(0) ϑ^′(0)

(1.1)

All the functions are complex valued. So that the trigonometric and hyperbolic cases are actually the same. In (1.1) for all three cases we also give definitions of the first Eisenstein function E_1(z) and the Weierstrass ℘-function. They appear in the expansion of ϕ(z, q) near its simple pole (with residue equal to one) at z = 0:

ϕ(z, q) = z^{−1} + E_1(q) + z (E^2_1 (q) − ℘(q))/2 + O(z^2) . (1.2) The definitions and properties of elliptic functions can be found in [15] (see also Appendix from [17]).

For each of three cases the Kronecker function satisfies the summation formula — the Fay identity of genus 1:

ϕ(z_1, q_1)ϕ(z_2, q_2) = ϕ(z_1 − z_2, q_1)ϕ(z_2, q_1 + q_2) + ϕ(z_2 − z_1, q_2)ϕ(z_1, q_1 + q_2) , (1.3) as well as its degenerations corresponding to equal arguments:

ϕ(z, q_1)ϕ(z, q_2) = ϕ(z, q_1 + q_2)(E_1(z) + E_1(q_1) + E_1(q_2) − E_1(q_1 + q_2 + z)) , (1.4) ϕ(z, q)ϕ(z, −q) = ℘(z) − ℘(q) . (1.5) The Fay identity (1.3) can be considered as a particular scalar case of the associative Yang– Baxter equation [5]:

R^z_{12}(q_{12})R^w_{23}(q_{23}) = R^w_{13}(q_{13})R^{z−w}_{12} (q_{12}) + R^{w−z}_{23} (q_{23})R^z_{13}(q_{13}) , q_{ab} = q_a − q_b . (1.6) Here we use R–matrix notations of the quantum inverse scattering method, e.g.

R^z_{12}(q) = N∑ ijkl=1 R_{ij,kl}(z, q)E_{ij} ⊗ E_{kl} ⊗ 1_N , R^z_{13}(q) = N∑ ijkl=1 R_{ij,kl}(z, q)E_{ij} ⊗ 1_N ⊗ E_{kl} , (1.7) where E_{ij} — is the standard matrix basis in Mat(N, C ), 1_N — is the matrix identity, and R_{ij,kl}(z, q) — is a set of functions of z and q. A normalization of the matrix operator R^z_{ab}(q_{ab}) is chosen in a way that for N = 1 the latter reduces to the scalar function ϕ(z, q) (1.1). In this respect equation (1.6) is a noncommutative generalization of (1.3), while the operator R — is a noncommutative generalization of the Kronecker function.

In addition to(1.6) one can impose the properties of the skew-symmetry and unitarity (the latter is a matrix analogue for (1.5)):

R^z_{12}(q) = −R^{−z}_{21} (−q) , R^z_{12}(q)R^z_{21}(−q) = 1_N ⊗ 1_N (℘(z) − ℘(q)) . (1.8) Then such an R–operator satisfies the quantum Yang–Baxter equation R^ℏ_{12}(z_{12})R^ℏ_{13}(z_{13})R^ℏ_{23}(z_{23}) = R^ℏ_{23}(z_{23})R^ℏ_{13}(z_{13})R^ℏ_{12}(z_{12}) . (1.9) Put it differently, a solution of (1.8) a solution of (1.6) is a quantum R–matrix. Let us mention that even in the scalar case the condition (1.6) or (1.3) is very restrictive. At the same time equation (1.9) is not restrictive at all since in the scalar case the quantum Yang–Baxter equation is identically true. A class of R–matrices satisfying the discussed above conditions includes the elliptic Baxter-Belavin R–matrix as well as its trigonometric and rational degenerations, which are equal to the function ϕ(z, q) (1.1) in the scalar case. More detailed description of these R– matrices can be found in [1, 9, 16], where an application of this class of R–matrices to integrable system is given — a construction of integrable tops. The main idea goes back to the Sklyanin’s paper [13]. He suggested the Hamiltonian description of the classical Euler top by means of the quadratic Poisson algebras, obtained through the classical limit of RLL relations. That is, the classical Euler top was described as the classical limit of 1 site spin chain. This approach can be developed to obtain explicit description of the Lax pairs with spectral parameters, constructed via the data of R–matrices satisfying (1.6), (1.8). A detailed derivation of equations of motion together with the Hamiltonian description by means of the R–matrix data is given in papers [1] и [9] for non-relativistic and relativistic cases respectively.

Relativistic integrable GL_N -top. In the general case the phase space of GL_N -top is given by the set of coordinate functions S_{ij} , i, j = 1, . . . , N on the Lie group GL_N . They are unified into matrix S = ∑ ij S_{ij}E_{ij} of size N × N. Equations of motion then take the form the Euler–Arnold equations Ṡ = [S, J(S)] , (1.10)

where J(S) — is a linear functional on S. It can be written in the form J(S) = N∑ i,j,k,l=1 J_{ijkl} E_{ij} S_{lk} ∈ Mat(N, C ) (1.11) or, using the standard notations S_1 = S ⊗ 1_N , S_2 = 1_N ⊗ S,

J(S) = tr_2(J_{12}S_2) , J_{12} = N∑ i,j,k,l=1 J_{ijkl} E_{ij} ⊗ E_{kl} , (1.12) where tr_2 — is the trace over the second space in the tensor product. Below we give the Lax pair of the relativistic integrable top using the above notation (in the general case, equations (1.10) are of course not integrable). For this purpose consider the classical limit of the R–matrix:

R^ℏ_{12}(z) = 1 ℏ 1_N ⊗ 1_N + r_{12}(z) + ℏ 2 ( r_{12}(z)^2 − 1 ⊗ 1 ℘(z) ) + O(ℏ^2) , (1.13)

where r_{12}(z) = −r_{21}(−z) — the classical r–matrix, and the ℏ–order term follows from (1.8). By comparing this expression with (1.2), we conclude that while the quantum R–matrix is a matrix analogue of the Kronecker function, the classical r–matrix is a matrix analogue of the first Eisenstein function E_1(z) (1.1). Consider expansions

R^z_{12}(q) = 1 q P_{12} + R^{z,(0)}_{12} + O(q) , r_{12}(z) = 1 z P_{12} + r^{(0)}_{12} + O(z) , P_{12} = N∑ i,j=1 E_{ij} ⊗ E_{ji} , (1.14)

where P_{12} — is the matrix permutation operator. Generally speaking, existence of expansions of types (1.13), (1.14) is an additional non-trivial requirement for the R–matrix. Finally, let us impose one more condition for R–matrix:

R^z_{12}(q) = R^q_{12}(z)P_{12} . (1.15)

In the scalar case it turns into equality ϕ(z, q) = ϕ(q, z). Using (1.15) and comparing (1.13), (1.14) we easily get r_{12}(z) = R^{z,(0)}_{12} P_{12} . (1.16)

Now we can formulate the statement on the Lax pair of relativistic top. Namely, for a pair of matrices L(z) = tr_2(R^η_{12}(z)S_2) = tr_2(R^z_{12}(η)P_{12}S_2) , (1.17)

M(z) = −tr_2(r_{12}(z)S_2) = −tr_2(R^{z,(0)}_{12} P_{12}S_2) (1.18) the Lax equation L̇(z) = [L(z), M(z)] (1.19)

is equivalent to equations of motion of the form (1.10), where

J_{12} = R^{η,(0)}_{12} − r^{(0)}_{12} . (1.20)

Spin generalization of the Ruijsenaars–Schneider model. In the integrable many-body systems the relativistic generalizations are known as the Ruijsenaars–Schneider models [12]. We are going to deal with their spin extensions [7]. The set of dynamical variables consists of particles positions and velocities, and the spin variables are arranged into the matrix S ∈ Mat(M, C ). Equations of motion take the following form (for the diagonal and off-diagonal parts of the matrix S):

Ṡ_{ii} = −^M ∑ k:k≠i S_{ik}S_{ki} ( E_1(q_{ik} + η) + E_1(q_{ik} − η) − 2E_1(q_{ik}) ) , (1.21)

Ṡ_{ij} =^M ∑ k:k≠j S_{ik}S_{kj} ( E_1(q_{kj} + η) − E_1(q_{kj}) ) − M∑ k:k≠i S_{ik}S_{kj} ( E_1(q_{ik} + η) − E_1(q_{ik}) ) (1.22) and q̈_i = Ṡ_{ii} , (1.23)

where i ≠ j and q_{ij} = q_i − q_j. The Lax pair with spectral parameter

L_{ij} (z) = S_{ij} ϕ(z, q_{ij} + η) , i, j = 1, ..., M; Res_{z=0} L(z) = S ∈ Mat(M, C ) , (1.24)

M_{ij} (z) = −δ_{ij} (E_1(z) + E_1(η))S_{ii} − (1 − δ_{ij})S_{ij} ϕ(z, q_{ij} ) . (1.25)

satisfies the Lax equation with additional term (here μ_i = q̇_i − S_{ii})

L̇(z) = [L(z), M(z)] +^M ∑ i,j=1 E_{ij} (μ_i − μ_j)S_{ij} f(z, q_{ij} + η) , f(z, q) = ∂_qϕ(z, q) , (1.26) which turns into zero on-shell constraints

μ_i = 0 or S_{ii} = q̇_i , i = 1, ..., M . (1.27)

More precisely, equation (1.26) is equivalent to (1.21)–(1.22), and under conditions (1.27) the Lax equations with the additional term (1.26) turn into the ordinary Lax equations (1.19), and (1.23) holds true. Besides the original paper [7], the detailed derivation of (1.26) can be also found in [17]. This derivation is convenient for consideration of a more general system, where the functions entering (1.21)–(1.25) are replaced by their R–matrix analogues. Although we do not use the Hamiltonian description, let us mention that it is known for the rational and trigonometric systems (see [2, 11, 4, 3]).

The main result of the paper is the following generalization of simultaneously both — the relativistic top (1.17)–(1.20) and the spin Ruijsenaars–Schneider model (1.21)–(1.25). Consider Mat(NM, C )–valued Lax pair subdivided into M × M blocks L^{ij}(z) = L^{ij} (S^{ij} , z) of sizes N × N each: L(z) = M∑ i,j=1 E_{ij} ⊗ L^{ij}(z) ∈ Mat(NM, C ) , L^{ij}(z) ∈ Mat(N, C ) , (1.28) L^{ij}(z) = tr_2(R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ij}_2 ) , S^{ij} = Res_{z=0} L^{ij}(z) ∈ Mat(N, C ) , (1.29) M(z) = M∑ i,j=1 E_{ij} ⊗ M^{ij} (z) ∈ Mat(NM, C ) , M^{ij} (z) ∈ Mat(N, C ) , (1.30)

M^{ij}(z) = −δ^{ij} tr_2 ( R^{(0),z}_{12} P_{12}S^{ii}_2 ) − (1 − δ^{ij} ) tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(q_{ij} )P_{12}S^{ij}_2 ) . (1.31)

The R–matrix entering this definition satisfies the associative Yang–Baxter equation (1.6) together with the properties (1.8), (1.15) and the expansions (1.13)–(1.14). Then the Lax equation with the additional term

L̇(z) = [L(z), M(z)] +^M ∑ i,j=1 (μ^i_0 − μ^j_0) E_{ij} ⊗ tr_2 ( F^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ij}_2 ) , (1.32)

where by the analogy with (1.26)

F^z_{12}(q) = ∂_qR^z_{12}(q) (1.33) and μ^i_0 = q̇_i − tr ( S^{ii} ) , i = 1, ..., M , (1.34) is equivalent to equations of motion (in (1.36) we assume i ≠ j)

Ṡ^{ii} = [S^{ii}, J^η(S^{ii})] +^M ∑ k:k≠i ( S^{ik}J^{η, qki} (S^{ki}) − J^{η, qik} (S^{ik})S^{ki} ) , (1.35)

Ṡ^{ij} = S^{ij} J^η(S^{jj} ) − J^η(S^{ii})S^{ij} + M∑ k:k≠j S^{ik}J^{η, qkj} (S^{kj}) − M∑ k:k≠i J^{η, qik} (S^{ik})S^{kj} . (1.36) On-shell constraints μ^i_0 = 0 or q̇_i = tr ( S^{ii} ) , i = 1, ..., M (1.37) (the equations 1.32) reduce to the Lax equations, and the following equations holds:

q̈_i = tr ( Ṡ^{ii} ) = M∑ k:k≠i tr ( S^{ik}J^{η, qki} (S^{ki}) − J^{η, qik} (S^{ik})S^{ki} ) . (1.38)

The linear functionals J^η, J^{η,q} from the equations of motion are given by

J^η(S^{ii}) = tr_2 ( (R^{(0), η}_{12} − r^{(0)}_{12} )S^{ii}_2 ) , J^{η,q}(S^{ij} ) = tr_2 ( (R^{(0), q+η} 12 − R^{(0), q}_{12} )S^{ij}_2 ) . (1.39)

In the elliptic case the above given Lax pairs and equations of motion are reproduce^1 the results of our previous paper [17], and in the non-relativistic limit the results of [6] are reproduced as well. For N = 1 the R–matrix operators under consideration become the scalar functions from (1.1), thus reproducing the spin Ruijsenaars–Schneider model (1.21)–(1.27). For M = 1 the Lax matrices consists of a single block. In this way we come to relativistic top (1.17)–(1.20). In the non-relativistic elliptic case the models of the above described type were first obtained in [10], They were later described as Hitchin systems on the bundles with non-trivial characteristic classes [8]. Some explicit examples of the systems can be easily obtained using R–matrices used in [6] in the same normalization as in the present article.

2 Derivation of equations of motion

2.1 R–matrix identities

To derive equations of motion in the spin Ruijsenaars–Schneider model, one should use the identity (1.4). Let us rewrite it in a different manner

ϕ(z, q_1)ϕ(z, q_2) = ϕ(z, q_1 + q_2)(E_1(q_1) + E_1(q_2)) − ∂_zϕ(z, q_1 + q_2) , (2.1)

where we used that (1.1) provides ∂_zϕ(z, q) = ϕ(z, q)(E_1(z + q) − E_1(z)). Being written in such a form the identity (1.4) possesses R–matrix generalization:

R^z_{12}(x)R^z_{23}(y) = R^z_{13}(x + y)r_{12}(x) + r_{23}(y)R^z_{13}(x + y) − ∂ ∂z R^z_{13}(x + y) (2.2)

Applications of the latter identity can be found in [16]. Let us write down its corollary (2.2):

R^z_{12}(q_{ik})R^z_{23}(q_{kj} + η) − R^z_{12}(q_{ik} + η)R^z_{23}(q_{kj} ) =

= R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)(r_{12}(q_{ik}) − r_{12}(q_{ik} + η)) + (r_{23}(q_{kj} + η) − r_{23}(q_{kj}))R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η),

(2.3)

We will use degenerations of (2.2) as well. Consider expansions of its both parts near x = 0 ( 1 x P_{12} + R^{(0),z}_{12} + . . . ) R^z_{23}(y) = ( R^z_{13}(y) + xF^z_{13}(y) + . . . )( 1 x P_{12} + r^{(0)}_{12} + . . . ) +

+r_{23}(y) ( R^z_{13}(y) + xF^z_{13}(y) + . . . ) − ∂ ∂z ( R^z_{13}(y) + xF^z_{13}(y) + . . . ) , (2.4)

where F^z_{ab}(y) is defined as in (1.33). In the zero order in x we have:

R^{(0),z}_{12} R^z_{23}(y) = F^z_{13}(y)P_{12} + R^z_{13}(y)r^{(0)}_{12} + r_{23}(y)R^z_{13}(y) − ∂ ∂z R^z_{13}(y) . (2.5)

Also, by expanding (2.2) near small y we similarly obtain

R^z_{12}(x) ( 1 y P_{23} + R^{(0),z}_{23} + . . . ) = ( R^z_{13}(x) + yF^z_{13}(x) + . . . ) r_{12}(x)+

+ ( 1 y P_{23} + r^{(0)}_{23} + . . . )( R^z_{13}(x) + yF^z_{13}(x) + . . . ) − ∂ ∂z ( R^z_{13}(x) + yF^z_{13}(x) + . . . ) , (2.6)

1In [17] the elliptic case was described in a slightly different normalization. It differs from the one we use here by q_j → q_j /N. This leads to additional factor 1/N in the equations of motion in [17].

R^z_{12}(x)R^{(0),z}_{23} = R^z_{13}(x)r_{12}(x) + r^{(0)}_{23} R^z_{13}(x) + P_{23}F^z_{13}(x) − ∂ ∂z R^z_{13}(x) . (2.7)

From (2.5) and (2.7) we deduce

R^{(0),z}_{12} R^z_{23}(q_{ij} + η) − R^z_{12}(η)R^z_{23}(q_{ij} ) =

= F^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12} + R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)(r^{(0)}_{12} − r_{12}(η)) + (r_{23}(q_{ij} + η) − r_{23}(q_{ij} ))R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η) .

(2.8)

2.2 Lax equation

Let us write down the Lax equation with the additional term (1.32) explicitly in terms of N × N blocks. For the diagonal blocks this yields L̇_{ii}(z) = L^{ii}(z)M^{ii}(z) − M^{ii}(z)L^{ii}(z) + ∑ k≠i ( L^{ik}(z)M^{ki}(z) − M^{ik}(z)L^{ki}(z) ) . (2.9)

Similarly, for the off-diagonal part we have L̇_{ij}(z) = L^{ii}(z)M^{ij} (z) − M^{ii}(z)L^{ij} (z) + L^{ij}(z)M^{jj}(z) − M^{ij}(z)L^{jj}(z)+ + ∑ k≠i,j ( L^{ik}(z)M^{kj}(z) − M^{ik}(z)L^{kj}(z) ) + (μ^i_0 − μ^j_0) tr_2 ( F^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ij}_2 ) . (2.10)

Our aim is to show that (2.9) and (2.10) are equivalent to the equations of motion (1.35) and (1.36) respectively. Notice that

Res_{z=0} L(z) = S = − Res_{z=0} M(z) ∈ Mat(NM, C ) , (2.11)

i.e. the second order pole in z is cancelled out in commutator [L(z), M(z)].

Off-diagonal part. In the l.h.s. of (2.10) we have

L̇^{ij} (z)_1 = tr_2(F^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ij}_2 q̇_{ij} ) + tr_2(R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}Ṡ^{ij}_2 ) . (2.12)

The index 1 in the l.h.s. means that the Lax equation is in the first tensor component. Consider expression in the r.h.s. of (2.10)

(L^{ik}(z)M^{kj}(z) − M^{ik}(z)L^{kj}(z))_1 =

= tr_{23} ( − R^z_{12}(q_{ik} + η)P_{12}S^{ik}_2 R^z_{13}(q_{kj})P_{13}S^{kj}_3 + R^z_{12}(q_{ik})P_{12}S^{ik}_2 R^z_{13}(q_{kj} + η)P_{13}S^{kj}_3 ) = = tr_{23} (( R^z_{12}(q_{ik})R^z_{23}(q_{kj} + η) − R^z_{12}(q_{ik} + η)R^z_{23}(q_{kj}) ) P_{12}S^{ik}_2 P_{13}S^{kj}_3 ) = (2.3) = tr_{23} ( R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η) ( r_{12}(q_{ik}) − r_{12}(q_{ik} + η) ) P_{12}S^{ik}_2 P_{13}S^{kj}_3 ) + +tr_{23} (( r_{23}(q_{kj} + η) − r_{23}(q_{kj}) ) R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ik}_2 P_{13}S^{kj}_3 ) .

(2.13)

Two obtained terms are transformed using (1.15)–(1.16) and the permutation operator property P_{12}U_{12} = U_{21}P_{12} (and P_{12}U_{23} = U_{13}P_{12} respectively). Let us transform the first term from the r.h.s. of (2.13):

tr_{23} ( R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η) ( r_{12}(q_{ik}) − r_{12}(q_{ik} + η) ) P_{12}S^{ik}_2 P_{13}S^{kj}_3 ) = = −tr_3 ( R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{13}P_{13} tr_2 ( (R^{(0),qik+η} 12 − R^{(0),qik}_{12} )S^{ik}_2 ) P_{13}S^{kj}_3 ) = = −tr_3 ( R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{13} tr_2 ( (R^{(0),qik+η} 32 − R^{(0),qik}_{32} )S^{ik}_2 ) S^{kj}_3 ) = = −tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12} tr_3 ( (R^{(0),qik +η} 23 − R^{(0),qik}_{23} )S^{ik}_3 ) S^{kj}_2 ) .

(2.14)

Using the defintion (1.39) we obtain

tr_{23} ( R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η) ( r_{12}(q_{ik}) − r_{12}(q_{ik} + η) ) P_{12}S^{ik}_2 P_{13}S^{kj}_3 ) = = −tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}J^{η,qik} (S^{ik})_2 S^{kj}_2 ) . (2.15)

The second term from the r.h.s. of (2.13) is transformed in a similar manner:

tr_{23} (( r_{23}(q_{kj} + η) − r_{23}(q_{kj}) ) R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ik}_2 P_{13}S^{kj}_3 ) = = tr_{23} ( R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ik}_2 P_{13}S^{kj}_3 ( r_{23}(q_{kj} + η) − r_{23}(q_{kj} )) = = tr_{23} ( R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{13}P_{23}S^{ik}_2 S^{kj}_3 ( R^{(0),qkj +η} 23 − R^{(0),qkj}_{23} ) P_{23} ) = = tr_{23} ( P_{23}R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{13}P_{23}S^{ik}_2 S^{kj}_3 ( R^{(0),qkj +η} 23 − R^{(0),qkj}_{23} )) = = tr_{23} ( R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ik}_2 S^{kj}_3 ( R^{(0),qkj +η} 23 − R^{(0),qkj}_{23} )) = = tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ik}_2 tr_3 ( S^{kj}_3 (R^{(0),qkj +η} 23 − R^{(0),qkj}_{23} ) )) = = tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ik}_2 J^{η,qkj} (S^{kj} )_2 ) . (2.16)

Finally, from (2.15) and (2.16) we get the following answer for initial expression (2.13):

(L^{ik}(z)M^{kj}(z) − M^{ik}(z)L^{kj}(z))_1 =

= tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12} ( S^{ik}J^{η,qkj} (S^{kj} ) − J^{η,qik} (S^{ik})S^{kj} ) 2 ) . (2.17)

Next, consider the following expression from (2.10):

(L^{ii}(z)M^{ij}(z) − M^{ii}(z)L^{ij} (z))_1 =

= tr_{23} ( − R^z_{12}(η)P_{12}S^{ii}_2 R^z_{13}(q_{ij} )P_{13}S^{ij}_3 + R^{(0),z}_{12} P_{12}S^{ii}_2 R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{13}S^{ij}_3 ) = = tr_{23} (( R^{(0),z}_{12} R^z_{23}(q_{ij} + η) − R^z_{12}(η)R^z_{23}(q_{ij} ) ) P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ij}_3 ) . (2.18)

Apply relation (2.8):

(L^{ii}(z)M^{ij} (z) − M^{ii}(z)L^{ij} (z))_1 = tr_{23} ( F^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ij}_3 ) + +tr_{23} ( R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η) ( r^{(0)}_{12} − r_{12}(η) ) P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ij}_3 ) + +tr_{23} (( r_{23}(q_{ij} + η) − r_{23}(q_{ij} ) ) R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ij}_3 ) . (2.19)

Let us simplify all three terms in the r.h.s. of (2.19). Transform the first term:

tr_{23} ( F^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ij}_3 ) = tr_2 ( S^{ii}_2 ) tr_3 ( F^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{13}S^{ij}_3 ) = = trS^{ii} · tr_2 ( F^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ij}_2 ) . (2.20)

The third term is already known:

tr_{23} (( r_{23}(q_{ij} + η) − r_{23}(q_{ij} ) ) R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ij}_3 ) = = tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ii}_2 J^{η,qij} (S^{ij} )_2 ) . (2.21)

For the second term from the r.h.s. of (2.19) we obtain

tr_{23} ( R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η) ( r^{(0)}_{12} − r_{12}(η) ) P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ij}_3 ) = = tr_{23} ( R^z_{13}(q_{ij} + η)P_{13} ( r^{(0)}_{32} − r_{32}(η) ) P_{32}S^{ii}_2 S^{ij}_3 ) = = tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12} tr_3 {( r^{(0)}_{23} − r_{23}(η) ) P_{23}S^{ii}_3 } S^{ij}_2 ) = = −tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}J^η(S^{ii})_2S^{ij}_2 ) .

(2.22)

Thus, the expression (2.19) takes the form:

(L^{ii}(z)M^{ij} (z) − M^{ii}(z)L^{ij} (z))_1 =

= tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12} ( S^{ii}J^{η,qij} (S^{ij} ) − J^η(S^{ii} ) S^{ij} )_2 ) + +trS^{ii} · tr_2 ( F^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ij}_2 ) . (2.23)

One more expression L^{ij}(z)M^{jj}(z)−M^{ij} (z)L^{jj} (z) from (2.10) is transformed similarly to (2.19). This yields (L^{ij}(z)M^{jj}(z) − M^{ij} (z)L^{jj}(z))_1 =

= tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12} ( S^{ij} J^η(S^{jj}) − J^{η,qij} (S^{ij} )S^{jj} ) 2 ) − −trS^{jj} · tr_2 ( F^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ij}_2 ) . (2.24)

Collecting the terms (2.17), (2.23) and (2.24) gives the following answer for ij–block of the commutator:

([L(z), M(z)]^{ij} )_1 = (trS^{ii} − trS^{jj} ) · tr_2(F^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}S^{ij}_2 ) + tr_2(R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}A_2), A = S^{ii}J^{η,qij} (S^{ij} ) − J^η(S^{ii})S^{ij} + S^{ij} J^η(S^{jj} ) − J^{η,qij} (S^{ij} )S^{jj} + + ∑ k≠i,j ( S^{ik}J^{η,qkj} (S^{kj} ) − J^{η,qik} (S^{ik})S^{kj} ) . (2.25)

Also, taking into account the last term (with μ^0_i ) in the r.h.s. of (2.10), we get (1.22) in the form Ṡ^{ij} = S^{ii}J^{η,q}ij (S^{ij} ) − J^η(S^{ii})S^{ij} + S^{ij} J^η(S^{jj}) − J^{η,q}ij (S^{ij} )S^{jj} + + M∑ k≠i,j ( S^{ik}J^{η,qkj} (S^{kj} ) − J^{η,qik} (S^{ik})S^{kj} ) . (2.26)

Let us comment on transition from (2.25) to (2.26). Strictly speaking, we have proved that the Lax hold true on equations of motion but we have not proved the inverse. In order to prove the inverse statement we need to see that all components of the matrix equation (2.26) are contained in (2.25) independently taking also into account that R_{12} is a linear operator, which may mix these components somehow. Put it differently, we need to show that tr_2(R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12}C_2) = 0 leads to C = 0. For this purpose consider the Lax equation near z = 0. It follows from (1.13)–(1.15) that R^z_{12}(q_{ij} + η)P_{12} has a simple pole in z = 0 and the residue is equal to P_{12}. Then the desired statement follows from tr_2(P_{12}A_2) = A.

Diagonal part. Consider now the equation (2.9), which l.h.s. is of the form:

L̇_{ii}(z)_1 = tr_2(R^z_{12}(η)P_{12}Ṡ^{ii}_2 ) . (2.27)

In the r.h.s. we transform the expression under sum using (2.3):

(L^{ik}(z)M^{ki}(z) − M^{ik}(z)L^{ki}(z))_1 =

= tr_{23} ( − R^z_{12}(q_{ik} + η)P_{12}S^{ik}_2 R^z_{13}(q_{ki})P_{13}S^{ki}_3 + R^z_{12}(q_{ik})P_{12}S^{ik}_2 R^z_{13}(q_{ki} + η)P_{13}S^{ki}_3 ) = = tr_{23} (( R^z_{12}(q_{ik})R_{23}(q_{ki} + η) − R^z_{12}(q_{ik} + η)R^z_{23}(q_{ki}) ) P_{12}S^{ik}_2 P_{13}S^{ki}_3 ) =

(2.28)

(2.3) = tr_{23} ( R^z_{13}(η) ( r_{12}(q_{ik}) − r_{12}(q_{ik} + η) ) P_{12}S^{ik}_2 P_{13}S^{ki}_3 ) + +tr_{23} (( r_{23}(q_{ki} + η) − r_{23}(q_{ki}) ) R^z_{13}(η)P_{12}S^{ik}_2 P_{13}S^{ki}_3 ) = = tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(η)P_{12}(S^{ik}J^{η,qki} (S^{ki}) − J^{η,qik} (S^{ik})S^{ki})_2 ) .

The rest of the expression in the r.h.s. of (2.9) is simplified via (2.8):

(L^{ii}(z)M^{ii}(z) − M^{ii}(z)L^{ii}(z))_1 =

= tr_{23} ( − R^z_{12}(η)P_{12}S^{ii}_2 R^{(0),z}_{13} P_{13}S^{ii}_3 + R^{(0),z}_{12} P_{12}S^{ii}_2 R^z_{13}(η)P_{13}S^{ii}_3 ) = = tr_{23} (( R^{(0),z}_{12} R^z_{23}(η) − R^z_{12}(η)R^{(0),z}_{23} ) P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ii}_3 ) = (2.8) = tr_{23} ( R^z_{13}(η) ( r^{(0)}_{12} − r_{12}(η) ) P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ii}_3 ) + +tr_{23} (( r_{23}(η) − r^{(0)}_{23} ) R^z_{13}(η)P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ii}_3 ) + +tr_{23} ( F^z_{13}(η)P_{12}P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ii}_3 ) − tr_{23} ( P_{23}F^z_{13}(η)P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ii}_3 ) .

(2.29)

Notice that the two last terms are equal, so that they are cancelled out:

tr_{23} ( F^z_{13}(η)P_{12}P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ii}_3 ) = tr_{23} ( P_{23}F^z_{13}(η)P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ii}_3 ) = = trS^{ii} · tr_2 ( F^z_{12}(η)P_{12}S^{ii}_2 ) . (2.30)

The first and the second terms from (2.29) are of the form

tr_{23} ( R^z_{13}(η) ( r^{(0)}_{12} − r_{12}(η) ) P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ii}_3 ) + +tr_{23} (( r_{23}(η) − r^{(0)}_{23} ) R^z_{13}(η)P_{12}S^{ii}_2 P_{13}S^{ii}_3 ) = = tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(η)P_{12} ( J^η(S^{ii})S^{ii} − S^{ii}J^η(S^{ii}) ) 2 ) . (2.31)

Finally, from (2.28) and (2.31) we get the answer

([L(z), M(z)]_{ii})_1 = tr_2 ( R^z_{12}(η)P_{12}B_2 ) , (2.32)

where B = J^η(S^{ii})S^{ii} − S^{ii}J^η(S^{ii}) + ∑ k≠i ( S^{ik}J^{η,qki} (S^{ki}) − J^{η,qik} (S^{ik})S^{ki} ) . (2.33)

Here one should also use the argument given after (2.26). Thus, the equations of motion are verified for the diagonal blocks.

2.3 Interacting tops

As was explained in [17], in the particular case rk(S) = 1 the equations of motion can be written in terms of the diagonal blocks only. Let us recall the main idea. The property rk(S) = 1 yields

S^{ik}_1 P_{12}S^{ki}_1 = S^{ii}_1 S^{kk}_2 . (2.34)

Next, for an arbitrary J(S) = tr_2(J_{12}S_2) of the form (1.12) and J̆_{12} = J_{12}P_{12} we have

J(S) = tr_2(J_{12}S_2) = tr_2(J̆_{12}P_{12}S_2) = tr_2(S_2J̆_{12}P_{12}) =

= tr_2(S_2P_{12}J̆_{21}) = tr_2(P_{12}S_1J̆_{21}) .

(2.35)

Therefore S^{ik}J(S^{ki}) = tr_2 ( S^{ik}_1 P_{12}S^{ki}_1 J̆_{21} ) = S^{ii}tr_2 ( J̆_{21} S^{kk}_2 ) , (2.36)

where J̆_{21} = P_{12}J̆_{21}P_{12} = P_{12}J_{12} . (2.37)

In the same way J(S^{ik})S^{ki} = tr_2 ( J̆_{12}S^{ik}_1 P_{12}S^{ki}_1 ) = tr_2 ( J̆_{12} S^{kk}_2 ) S^{ii} . (2.38)

Finally, equations (1.35) and (1.38) are written in the form

Ṡ^{ii} = [S^{ii}, J^η(S^{ii})] +^M ∑ k:k≠i ( S^{ii} ~J^{η, qki} (S^{kk}) − J̆^{η, qik} (S^{kk})S^{ii} ) , (2.39)

q̈_i = tr ( Ṡ^{ii} ) = M∑ k:k≠i tr ( S^{ii} ~J^{η, qki} (S^{kk}) − J̆^{η, qik} (S^{kk})S^{ii} ) , (2.40)

where ~J^{η, q}ki (S^{kk}) = tr_2 ( J̆^{η, q}ki_{21} S^{kk}_2 ) = tr_2 ( P_{12}J^{η, qki}_{12} S^{kk}_2 ) , (2.41)

J̆^{η, q}ik (S^{kk}) = tr_2 ( J̆^{η, q}ik_{12} S^{kk}_2 ) = tr_2 ( J^{η, qik}_{12} P_{12} S^{kk}_2 ) . (2.42)

Being written in the form (2.39)–(2.40) the equations of motion can be treated as dynamics of M particles bearing additional ”spin” type degrees of freedom, i.e. the particles can be identified with the tops, which have also positions and velocities besides their own internal degrees of freedom. The interaction between the tops depends on the distance and on the spin dynamical variables.

Acknowledgments

This research (including the results in Sec. 2) was performed at the Steklov Mathematical Institute of Russian Academy of Sciences and is supported by a grant from the Russian Science Foundation (Project No. 19-11-00062).

References

[1] G. Aminov, S. Arthamonov, A. Smirnov, A. Zotov, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 47 (2014) 305207;

arXiv:1402.3189 [hep-th].

A. Levin, M. Olshanetsky, A. Zotov, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 49:39 (2016) 395202; arXiv:1603.06101 [math-ph].

[2] G.E. Arutyunov, S.A. Frolov, J. Phys. A31 (1998) 4203–4216; arXiv:hep-th/9703119.

G. Arutyunov, E. Olivucci, Proceedings of the Steklov Institute of Mathematics (2020) to appear; arXiv:1906.02619 [hep-th].

[3] O. Chalykh, M. Fairon, arXiv:1811.08727 [math-ph].

M. Fairon, Journal of Integrable Systems, 4:1 (2019) xyz008; arXiv:1811.08717 [math-ph]. M. Fairon, L. Feher, I. Marshall, arXiv:2007.08388 [math-ph].

[4] L. Fehér, Nuclear Physics B, 949 (2019) 114807; arXiv:1809.01529 [math-ph].

L. Fehér, Nonlinearity, 32 (2019) 4377–4394; arXiv:1901.03558 [math-ph].

[5] S. Fomin, A.N. Kirillov, Advances in geometry; Progress in Mathematics book series, Vol. 172 (1999) 147–182.

A. Polishchuk, Advances in Mathematics, 168:1 (2002) 56–95.

A. Levin, M. Olshanetsky, A. Zotov, Theoret. and Math. Phys. 184:1 (2015) 924–939; arXiv:1501.07351 [math-ph].

[6] A. Grekov, I. Sechin, A. Zotov, JHEP 10 (2019) 081; arXiv:1905.07820 [math-ph].

[7] I. Krichever, A. Zabrodin, Russian Math. Surveys, 50:6 (1995) 1101—1150; arXiv:hep-th/9505039.

[8] A. Levin, M. Olshanetsky, A. Smirnov, A. Zotov, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 46:3 (2013) 035201;

arXiv:1208.5750 [math-ph] A.V. Zotov, A.M. Levin, Theoret. and Math. Phys. 146:1 (2006) 45—52. A.V. Zotov, A.V. Smirnov, Theoret. and Math. Phys., 177:1 (2013), 1281—1338. A. Levin, M. Olshanetsky, A. Smirnov, A. Zotov, Comm. Math. Phys., 316:1 (2012) 1–44. A. Levin, M. Olshanetsky, A. Smirnov, A. Zotov, J. Geom. Phys., 62:8 (2012) 1810–1850.

[9] A. Levin, M. Olshanetsky, A. Zotov, JHEP 07 (2014) 012; arXiv:1405.7523 [hep-th].

T. Krasnov, A. Zotov, Annales Henri Poincare 20:8 (2019) 2671–2697; arXiv:1812.04209 [math-ph].

[10] A.P. Polychronakos, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89 (2002) 126403; hep-th/0112141.

A.P. Polychronakos, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 39 (2006) 12793; hep-th/0607033.

[11] N. Reshetikhin, Journal of Mathematical Sciences, 213:5 (2016) 769—785; arXiv:1509.00730 [math-ph].

[12] S.N.M. Ruijsenaars, Commun. Math. Phys., 110:2 (1987) 191–213.

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

[14] I. Sechin, A. Zotov, Physics Letters B, 781 (2018) 1–7; arXiv:1801.08908 [math-ph].

A. Grekov, A. Zotov, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 51 (2018) 315202; arXiv:1801.00245 [math-ph]. I. Sechin, A. Zotov, Russian Math. Surveys, 74:4 (2019) 767–769.

[15] A. Weil, Elliptic functions according to Eisenstein and Kronecker, Springer-Verlag, (1976).

D. Mumford, Tata Lectures on Theta I, II, Birkhäuser, Boston, Mass. (1983, 1984).

[16] A.V. Zotov, Theoret. and Math. Phys., 197:3 (2018), 1755–1770.

A.V. Zotov, Theoret. and Math. Phys., 189:2 (2016), 1554–1562.

A.M. Levin, M.A. Olshanetsky, A.V. Zotov, Theoret. and Math. Phys., 184:1 (2015), 924–939; arXiv:1501.07351 [math-ph].

[17] A.V. Zotov, Theoret. and Math. Phys., 201:2 (2019), 1563–1578; arXiv: 1910.08246 [math-ph].