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Abstract.

The thesis is devoted to the applications of the identities on the quantum
R-matrices, mainly, the associative Yang—Baxter equation, in the theory of
classical and quantum integrable systems.

The new families of classical integrable systems of M non-relativistic and rel-
ativistic interacting gl integrable tops have been constructed in this approach.
The obtained integrable systems generalizes both the classical integrable sys-
tems of particles (spin Calogero—Moser and spin Ruijsenaars—Schneider models)
in the N = 1 particular case and the classical integrable tops of Euler—Arnold
type in the M =1 case.

The Lax representations with spectral parameter for these systems have been
written explicitly, as well as the dynamical classical r-matrix for the generalized
interacting integrable tops in the non-relativistic case. In the quantum level,
the quantum dynamical RLL-algebra for the quantization of this classical r-
matrix is also obtained. In the elliptic case the quadratic quantum algebra
based on this RLL-relation generalizing the Sklyanin algebra and the small
elliptic quantum group is constructed.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

The integrable systems or exactly solvable models are classical and quantum systems with very
specific properties, resulting in the fact that there exist a large number of the integrals of
motion (conservation laws). The systems of this type are quite rare and therefore finding some
new integrable cases is always a very interesting problem. The theory of integrable systems
is one of the rapidly developing areas in the modern mathematical physics, new integrable
systems are constantly being explored, as well as their connections to the known integrable
systems and to the other areas of the mathematics and theoretical physics, such as theory of
matrix models, Lie groups theory, quantum algebras, quantum and conformal field theory and
string theory. This thesis is also devoted to the introduction of a new family of integrable
systems based on the algebraic identities on the quantum R-matrices. Despite the fact that
the construction uses the quantum objects, the methods of the thesis allows to define both
classical and quantum systems with the very interesting properties. The systems defined can
be considered as the generalizations of the well-known mechanical integrable systems, and the
quantum algebra corresponding to the defined systems, generalizes two well-known quantum
algebra structures: the Sklyanin algebra and the elliptic quatnum group.

There exist two well-known important classes of integrable systems with a finite number of
degrees of freedom (mechanical systems), which have representatives both at the classical and
at the quantum side. The first class includes the many-body systems of interacting particles
on a line, which representative example is a classical Calogero-Moser system with Hamilton

function
M 21 M
H:ZEZ—§ZV(%‘—%)7 (1.1)
i=1 i
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where p; and ¢; are the canonical momenta and coordinates with Poisson brackets
{pi»a;} = 0. {pi,pj} =A{a ¢} =0.

The Calogero-Moser system is known to be integrable for three integrable potentials V' (q) —
rational, trigonometric and elliptic:

L
q27

V(q): m, trigonometric case, (1-2)

©(q), elliptic case.

rational case,

In the elliptic case the Weierstrass p-function on the elliptic curve C/Z + 77 is used

1 1 1
==+ = .
p(9) q? ZGZQ ((q +m+n7t)2  (m+ n7)2>
ﬁz#n

The second wide class includes different tops and spins systems (integrable tops, Gaudin
models, spin chains). The symplectic manifolds connected with the systems of this type are
constructed using the coadjoint orbits of Lie algebras, and the spin variables have Lie-algebraic
Poisson brackets. The simplest representatives of this class are known as the integrable SO(3)
Euler tops. They have Hamilton functions of the form

He S s (1.3
ac{z,y,z}

where S, have the Poisson brackets connected with Lie algebra of SO(3)
{Sa, S5} = €apySy

and J, are arbitrary constants corresponding to the components of the inverse of the inertia
tensor of the top. There are three integrable Euler top cases, depending on the values of J,:
Jy = J, = J,, rational case,
Jp = Jy # J., trigonometric case, (1.4)
Jo # Jy # J. # J,  elliptic case.

The rational, trigonometric and elliptic cases in this classification relate to the type of functions,
obtained in the solutions of the equations of motion. In the most general elliptic case, using
the conserved quantities H and S* = S? 4 S} 4 52, one can write the equation on S,

S, ={H,S,} =2(J, — J.)S,S. = \/a + bS? + ¢S4, (1.5)
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where a, b, ¢ are the constant depending on J,,, J,,, J,, 5%, H. In the general case of nonzero c¢ the
solution is elliptic, in the situation J, = J, # J, ¢ = 0 and the solutions become trigonometric,
in the situation J, = J, = J, both ¢ = 0 and b = 0 and the equation degenerates to the trivial
one.

The integrability of these systems in all three cases are based on the set of functional
identities satisfying by the rational, trigonometric and elliptic functions. The most fundamental
relation from this set, from which one can obtain all other identities, is called the Fay identity

(U, 212)9(v, 223) = P(v, 213)P(u — v, 212) + (v — u, 203)P(u, 213),  2ij = 2 — 2. (1.6)

This identity is satisfied by rational, trigonometric and elliptic functions, which in turn define
rational, trigonometric, or elliptic integrable systems. The three series of solutions are

141 =u2" rational case,

é(u, z) = < coth(u) + coth(z) = _sinlutz) - rigonometric case, (1.7)

sin(u) sin(z)’
%, elliptic case,

where 9(z) is the odd elliptic theta-function
I(z) = Zexp (mit(k 4+ 3)* + 2mi(z 4+ $)(k + 3))
keZ

on the elliptic curve C/Z + 77 with moduli 7 : Im7 > 0. The elliptic case is the most general
one, and trigonometric and elliptic cases could be obtained from as its limits

¥(z) = sinz — z,

V(0)9(z + u) sin(z + ) — cot(2) & cot(w
V(2)0(u) ~ sin(z)sin(u) 4z) + cot(u) = 2u z u

z+u_1 1

This thesis consists some results of the studying of a family of integrable systems that is in
an intermediate position between these two classes of systems and has the properties of both
types — interacting integrable tops systems, constructed via a quantum R-matrix satisfying
the specific quantum R-matrix identities, generalizing the functional relations which provide
the integrability in the known cases.

The main method of investigation of these systems is connected with the extension of the
Fay identity on a scalar function ¢ to a noncommutative matrix case. The matrix-valued
counterpart of the Fay identity is known as the associative Yang-Baxter equation

Riy(212) Ry (203) = R3(213) Ri5 " (212) + R (203) Rl (213)- (1.8)

9



This is the relation on the matrix function R taking values in the tensor square of a Mat(N, C)
space, written in a tensor cube of this space, and the lower indices shows the components of the
tensor product where this matrix is nontrivial. It is the standard notation using for quantum
R-matrices in the Quantum Inverse Scattering Method.

There is a natural reason to call the objects in these relations the quantum R-matrices.
Namely, any solution of the associative Yang—Baxter equation which additionally satisfies uni-
tarity and skew-symmetry properties

Rip(2) Ry (=2) x 1® 1, Riy(2) = —Ry'(—2) (1.9)

is also a solution of the Yang-Baxter equation.
In order to prove it, one needs to consider the associative Yang—Baxter equations with
deformation parameters h = 2a,7 = a

Ri5(212) Ris(223) = Ri3(213) Rig(212) + Ry (208) R13(213)- (1.10)
After that, multiply both sides on R$;(223)
R (203) Ri3 (212) B35 (223) = Ris(203) Ris(213) Riy(212) + Ris(223) Rg'(223) R (213).  (L.11)
Using unitarity and skew-symmetry, one obtains
R35(223) Ryg' (223) = —Ris(223) R85 (232) = —(p(a) — p(223)) v ® 1wy, (1.12)
therefore, one gets for the r.h.s. of the Yang—Baxter equation
R (223) Ri3(213) R (212) = Ry (208) Rig(212) R (203) + (p(a) — (208)) Ri3(213).  (1.13)

Doing the same procedure for the associative Yang—Baxter equation rewritten in the spaces
1 —3 — 2 instead of 1 — 2 — 3, one obtains the same expression for the l.h.s.

RT3 (213) R3y(232) = Riy(212) Ris(213) + Ry (232) RY3(212),
R5(213) RSy (232) Ris (223) = Rip(212) Ri3(213) R (223) + Ry (232) Ri5 (212) B33 (223),
Riy(219) Rz (213) R53(223) = (p(a) — 9(223)) RT3 (213) + Ri5(203) RY5 (210) R5s(223).  (1.14)
The solutions of the associative Yang-Baxter equation are also rational, trigonometric and

elliptic quantum R-matrices. All these solutions can be used to construct the generalized
integrable models.

10



Thesis structure and review

The Chapter 1 is the introduction, where the identities on the quantum R-matrices and their
correspondence to the functional relations are discussed, and the short review of the thesis is
given.

The Chapter 2 is devoted to the nonrelativistic generalized interacting integrable tops
systems as the main example of models described using the quantum R-matrices and the
relations on them. The construction uses GL(N) quantum R-matrices to define M interacting
gly integrable tops and their generalizations. The quantum R-matrices defines the structure
of spin variables interaction, they are included into the Hamiltonian and the Lax operators of
this system:

ZPZ + Zﬂmp (8") + ZU (87,8, ¢ — ¢), (1.15)

7.]
i#£]

M M
1'275,]]'
Here E;; is the standard matrix basis in M x M matrices with the matrix elements (Ej;)a =
diadjp, pi and ¢; are canonical momenta and coordinates with the canonical Poisson brackets
{piyq;} = 6, and {pi,p;} = {@,¢;} = 0 and SV are matrices of the spin variables with
Lie-algebraic Poisson brackets

{87 SHY = SMgils,g — SL6% 6y, 0,5,k l=1,...,M, a,byec,d=1,...,N. (1.17)

The potential function U(SY, S, ¢; — g;), the top Hamiltonian H'P(S8%) and the components
of the Lax operator L(z) are defined via the quantum R-matrix satisfying the associative Yang—
Baxter equation R*(g;;) and its coefficients in the expansion in the spectral parameter z and
coordinates g;;:

12(gij) = é 1+ 712(qi5) + 2maa(giy) + O(27), (1.18)
12(ai5) = ipm + R + Olgy), (1.19)

UST, S q; — q;) = Tria(0yra1 (g — ;) PraSY S, (1.20)
H'"P(S) = %Trlg(mlg(O)Sng). (1.21)

11



where P denotes the permutation matrix.
The Lax equations are equivalent to the equations of motion under the constraints

TrS" = const (1.22)

and defines the integrable systems on the coadjoint orbits of the group GL(NM). The N =1
case reconstructs the Lax pair for the spin generalization of the many-body Calogero—Moser
system, and the M = 1 case provides the Lax pair for the Euler—Arnold integrable top — two
different systems from two different classes of the integrable mechanical systems.

The Hamiltonian structure of the generalzed interacting integrable tops system is also de-
scribed in the Chapter 2. It is shown, that the Lax operator for the system satifies the modified
dynamical classical r-matrix structure which provides the commutativity of the Hamiltonians
in this system under the constraints

{L1'1(21), L2'2(22)} = [1'1/2/12(217 2’2), Ll'l(Zl)] - [1'2'1'21(2’2, 21), LQ/Q(ZQ)]—

M
—(ZTrS“ . (3%.)1‘1'2'12(21722)7 (1.23)
i=1

M M
I'1/2/12(Z, U}) = Z(E“)ll ® (EZ'Z')Q/ ® 7’12(2’ — ’LU) + Z(Eij)l/ X (Eji)Ql X Rtllg (Z — U)) (124)
i=1 2]

1#]
The classical r-matrices for these generalized systems are also defined via the same quantum
R-matrices, as in the corrrespoding Lax operators.

The Chapter 3 introduced the relativistic version of the generalized interacting integrable
tops systems. These systems are the simultaneous extensions of the spin Ruijsenaars—Schneider
particle systems and the relativistic integrable tops. They are described via the Lax pair with
a spectral parameter and set of equations of motion equivalent to the Lax equation. There
is no known general Hamiltonian structure and classical r-matrix structure in the relativistic
case, as well as in the particular case of the elliptic spin version of Ruijsenaars—Schneider model
(however, it is known in for the rational and trigonometric spin models).

The Lax operator of the relativistic model has also the construction based on the quantum
R-matrix satisfying the set of quantum R-matrix identities and has the form

M
L(z) = Y Eij @ Tra(S Riy(qi5 + 1) Pr2). (1.25)
i =1

As in the case of the spin Ruijsenaars—Schneider model, the Lax equations are equivalent to
the equation of motion on a set of constraints on coordinates ¢ and spin variables S

i = ¢; — TrS™ = 0. (1.26)

12



These constraints can be presented as the additional term inserted into the Lax equations

L(z) = [L( ]+ Z — 1) Eij @ Tr2(SjF12(€hJ + 1) Pr2), (1.27)

where F'%(q;;) = O0g; R*(qi5)-
In the nonrelativistic  — 0 limit on the constraints p; = 0 this Lax operator goes to the
Lax operator from the Chapter 2 with the identification p; = ¢;/n:

L(z Z Ey;©1-TrS" + Z Es @ Tra(SE R (qi) Pra) +

777,1 =1

M
+ 2 By © Tra(S5 Ry (aig) Paz) + O(). (1.28)

i?gj
The Chapter 4 is devoted to the quantum R-matrix structure for the generalized interacting
tops system. It quantizes the modified dynamical classical r-matrix structure defined above.
The quantum R-matrix in this case is also ”half-dynamical” (like the classical one), depending
only on coordinates ¢. It has a form of a GL(M) block Felder dynamical R-matrix with

nondynamical GL(N) quantum R-matrices inside the blocks.

M
R¥'2'12<va | q) = Z(Eii)l’ ® (Ei)z ® R12 ) + Z ij)v @ (Eji)y ® RY3 (2 — w)+
i=1
Z#J
1
+ Z i) @ (Ejj)e ® 1y @ 1n (R, —qi5) = 5 rioz(z,w | q) + O(h). (1.29)

i#j
In the case M = 1 only the first summand is in the sum, therefore, this R-matrix becomes a
nondynamical quantum R-matrix (not depends on ¢ and satisfies the ordinary Yang-Baxter
equation), but in the case N = 1 it is equivalent to the ordinary dynamical Felder quantum
R-matrix, satisfying the dynamical Yang-Baxter.
The modified dynamical Yang-Baxter equation written on this R-matrix has shifts only
along 1" and 2" spaces, corresponding to the Felder-like structures in the R-matrix

R?’Q’l?(zlﬂ 2 | Q)R?/3/13(21>Z3 |l q— h(zl))Rgf?,/Q:a(Z?a z|q) =

= Rg,3,23(22, Z3 | q— h(ll))R;/:s'l?,(zh 23 | Q) 1'2/12(217 22 | q— h(gl))a (1.30)
M M

Riya(21, 2 | g — B*)) = <Z<En)3’ ehaqi> Rio2(21, 22 | q) <Z<Eu)3/ 6h6qi> - (131)
i=1 i=1

13



One can also define an L-operator and RLL-algebra corresponding to this quantum R-
matrix. Let hy,...,hy be commutative elements, then L(z) is called an L-operator with
Cartan elements h; if it satisfies the relation

Rlgo(21, 20 | Q) Lin (21 | g — h®)) Loa(22 | q) =
= £2/2(22 ’ q— h(ll))zm(zl ’ Q)R?ngz(?«“l,@ ‘ q— hh)» (1-32)

where the shift along the Cartan algebra is used

Ry15(21, 22 | ¢ — hh) (Z hi e_hdqz) vor1a(215 22 | q) <Zh ehdql) . (1.33)

The Section 4 is also contains the quadratic algebra defined via generators and relations, which
is equivalent to this RLL-algebra in the case of elliptic Baxter—Belavin R-matrix in the blocks.
This algebra is generated by the operators ¢7;, where 1 <4,j < M and a € Zy X Zy. For any
fixed pair 7, j these operators satisfy the Sklyanin algebra relations, and additional relations on
the operators generalizes the relations in the small elliptic dynamical quantum group.

14



Chapter 2

Generalized interacting integrable tops

This chapter is based on our paper [30] and is devoted to the classical integrable systems
of M interacting gly tops. The construction of this integrable system is based on the G'Ly
quantum R-matrix satisfying additionally the associative Yang—Baxter equation. These models
generalize the classical spin Calogero-Moser models by adding the anisotropy to the interaction
of spins. The R-matrix data provides the classical analogues of the anisotropic spin exchange
operators.

The main results in this chapter are the explicit expression for the gly,,-valued Lax pair with
spectral parameter for the generalized interacting integrable tops system and the Hamiltonian
description of this model, including the classical dynamical r-matrix structure associated with
the constructed Lax pairs. These results have been obtained via the identities on the quantum
R-matrix in the definition of system, therefore, they do not depend on the explicit form of this
R-matrix. The chapter also contains the examples of the interacting tops systems for different
quantum R-matrix — elliptic, trigonometric and the rational ones, in these cases the potentials
and the spin exchanges are written explicitly.

The system of interacting integrable tops can be considered simultaneously as the extension
of the spin Calogero-Moser systems of interacting particles (in the N = 1 case) and as the
extension of the integrable top of the Euler—Arnold type (in the M = 1 case). The gly,,-valued
Lax pair for this system also generalizes the gly Lax structure of the integrable top and the
gly, Lax structure of the spin Calogero-Moser system. The Lax operators can be considered
as M x M block matrices with the form of Calogero-Moser Lax operators with N x N blocks
inside, corresponding to the top-like degrees of freedom.

The classical r-matrix for this system generalizes two different classical r-matrix structure
— the nondynamical one, typical for the top-like systems, and the dynamical one, typical for
the particle-like systems. This means that the classical r-matrix does not depend explicitly on
the spin variables by depends only on the coordinates of particles.

15



2.1 Introduction

In this chapter we describe the classical integrable gly,, model given by the Hamiltonian of the
following form:

l\')

M
_ Z i +ZHt°p (8™ + = Zu (89,87 ¢; — q;), (2.1)

1753
where p; and g; are the canonical variables:
For alli,j =1,...,M 8% are N x N matrices of "classical spin” variables, i.e.
N ..
SY =" 84 e € Mat(N,C), (2.3)

a,b=1

where {eq, a,b=1,..., N} is the standard basis in Mat(V,C). They are naturally arranged
into NM x NM block-matrix S:

M M N
S=) E;@87=> Y SiE;®eq € Mat(NM,C), (2.4)

ij=1 i,j=1a,b=1

where {E;;, i,j = 1,..., M} is the standard basis in Mat(M,C). The Poisson structure is
given by the Poisson—Lie brackets on gl},, Lie coalgebra:

(85 SMY = 8M516,4 — SL6% 6. (2.5)

Integrable tops. In order to clarify the structure of the Hamiltonian (2.1) consider the case
M = 1. Then the last term in (2.1) is absent, and we are left with a free particle (with momenta
p1) and the Hamiltonian H™P(S'!) of integrable top of Euler-Arnold type [3, 18, 51, 55, 56].

Here we deal with the models admitting the Lax pairs with spectral parameter on elhptlc curves
[78, 69]. The general form for equations of motion (for the top-like models) is

S =1[S,J(S), (2.6)

where S € Mat(N,C) is the matrix of dynamical variables, while the inverse inertia tensor .J
is a linear map

N
J(S) = Z Jijui €ij Sie € Mat(N, C) (2.7)
i g ki=1

16



In the general case the model (2.6) is not integrable. It is integrable for some special J(S) only.
More precisely, here we consider special tops, which were described in [40, 92, 7, 45, 47| for
elliptic, trigonometric and rational cases respectively. All of them can be written [45, 47, 49]
in the R-matrix form based on a quantum G'Ly R-matrix (in the fundamental representation)
satisfying the associative Yang—Baxter equation [27, 61]:

Rly(q12) Ry (g03) = Ris(q13) Ry " (q12) + Ry " (q03) Rls(q13)s Gab = Qo — G- (2.8)

Having solution of (2.8) with some additional properties (see the next Section) the inverse
inertia tensor comes from the term mj5(2) in the classical limit expansion:

1
R?Q(Z) = ﬁ 1N X 1]\[ -+ 7’12<Z) -+ hmlg(Z) -+ O(hz) (29)
Namely, for
N
mia(z) = Z Mijri(2) €ij @ ep (2.10)
6,4,k l=1

the components of J are
Jz’jkl = mz-jkl((]), (2.11)

that is
J(S) = Trg(mlg(O)Sg), Sg = 1N &® S. (212)

The Hamiltonian of the model is of the form:
HP(S) = %Tr(SJ(S)) _ %Trlg(mlg(O)Sng), S = S@ 1y (2.13)
This expression enters (2.1). The phase space of the model is a coadjoint orbit
MY = Oy (2.14)

of GLy Lie group, i.e. the space spanned by S;; with some fixed eigenvalues of matrix S (or the
Casimir functions Cj, = TrS*). Its dimension depends on the eigenvalues. The minimal orbit
ORI corresponds to N — 1 coincident eigenvalues, i.e the matrix S (up to a matrix proportional
to identity matrix) is of rank one:

dim O™ = 2(N — 1). (2.15)

The Lax pair is given in the Appendix.

17



Spin Calogero-Moser model. In the case N = 1 the second term in (2.1) is trivial, and
the last one boils down to the spin Calogero-Moser model [29, 85, 9, 10, 38]:

spin b;
e =SS - 0, 216)
i=1 i,j
i>7

where Fs(q) is the second Eisenstein function (A.4). Some details of the spin Calogero-Moser
model are given in the Appendix. Let us only remark here that the model (2.16) is integrable
through the Lax representation and the classical r-matrix structure on the constraints

supplemented by some gauge fixation conditions generated by the coadjoint action of the Cartan
subgroup $,; C GLj;. That is the phase space of the model is given by

M = T % Owr/ /9, (2.18)

where b, = Lie($y) is the Lie algebra of §,,, and Oy, is an orbit of the coadjoint action of
GLys. The first factor in (2.18) describes the many-body degrees of freedom (2.7), and the
second factor describes the ”classical spin” variables. In the general case the spin variables can
be parameterized by the set of canonically conjugated variables:

N
Sij =Y &, (2.19)
a=1
(& )y =6m0i5, i,j=1,...,M, ab=1,... N. (2.20)

The Poisson structure (2.148) is reproduced in this way. Using these notations it is easy to see
that

N
SiySii = Y Eami&im, = Tr(S"S7), (2.21)
a,b=1

and the potential in the Hamiltonian (2.16) takes the form
VERIn(SH S q,) = —Tr(S"SY)Ey(q; — q;)- (2.22)

Below we construct anisotropic (in Mat(N, C) space) generalizations of (2.22).
In the special case, when the matrix of spin variables S is of rank 1 (it is the minimal Q%"
orbit (2.15))

Sij = &n; (2.23)

18



the reduction with respect to the action of ), leads to the spinless Calogero-Moser (CM)
model [13, 14, 81, 82, 57, 37] since the second factor in (2.18) become trivial. Indeed, plugging
(2.23) into (2.16) and using (2.17) we get

L M
S DL T Sy ACI) (2:24)

i=1 1,3

i>7

The spinless Calogero-Moser models are gauge equivalent to the special top with the minimal
orbit (2.15). See [40, 36, 1] for details.

Interacting tops. Turning back to the gly,, model (2.1) consider the special case when the
matrix S is of rank 1:

S = &ump. (2.25)
We will see that in this case the last term in (2.1) is rewritten in the form
UGS, 8", g — q;) = V(S", 8, ¢ — q5), (2.26)
and the Hamiltonian (2.1) acquires the form
{tops _ z pf < top [ o 1 i Qi
_;§+;H (5)+§;V(5 .S q; — q5). (2.27)
i#j

It describes mechanics of M interacting integrable gl tops. The Hamiltonian of (2.27) type
was introduced by A.P. Polychronakos [65, 64, 66] from his study of matrix models. Then the
elliptic version of model (2.1) and (2.27) was described as gly,, Hitchin system [90, 44, 92] (see
some details in Section 2.4), and (2.1) was also generalized for arbitrary complex Lie group
[41, 42].
Similarly to the spin Calogero-Moser model the general model (2.1) requires additional
constraints (cf. (2.17))
(S =v Vi=1,...,M. (2.28)

They should be supplied with some gauge fixation conditions generated by the coadjoint action
of 9%y C Hnu — subgroup of the Cartan subgroup $yy C GLypy with elements of the
form Zf\il hiE; @ 1y. Together with (2.28) the gauge fixation conditions are the second class
constraints, and one can perform the Dirac reduction procedure to compute the final Poisson
structure starting from the linear one (2.5). The phase space of the general model (2.1) is of
the from:

MER =T Yy % Ownr/ [Sars Boar = Lie($yay)- (2:29)
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For the interacting tops case (2.25)(2.27) the orbit Oy becomes O%Y,. Then the phase space
M =Ty x OR3y/ [Hyvn (2.30)

has dimension 2N M, while its ”spin part” is of dimension
dim ( ﬁi;;//f);m) — ONM — 2M. (2.31)

A brief summary of the described models is given in the following scheme:

glyy model (2.1)

M=1/ NN =1
integrable gl top gly; spin CM
rk(S) =1 rank(S)=1: rk(S) =1 (2.32)
special gl top OF” gly, spinless CM
M=1 N =1

interacting tops (2.27)

Purpose of this chapter is to describe a family of the models (2.1) and (2.27) in terms of
R-matrices satisfying the associative Yang-Baxter equation (2.8). We give explicit formulae
for NM x NM Lax pair with spectral parameter (see the next Section) and compute the
Hamiltonians (2.1) and (2.27). As a result we obtain the potentials

US7, 8" ¢ — q;) = Tria <8qir21(q,-j)P128ij§i> (2.33)

for the general model (2.1) and
V(8", 87, ¢; — q;) = Tris <8qi7"12(Qij)SfiS§j> (2.34)
for the model of interacting tops (2.27). Notice that in the simplest case related to the rational

Yang’s XXX R-matrix

. Iy ®1n Py
Ris(gi) = > + G — q; (2.35)
i = g5
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we get just the spin Calogero-Moser model written in terms of matrix variables:

| Tr(SSY)

V= .
(¢ — q;)?

(2.36)

Next, we proceed to the classical (dynamical) r-matrix. It is similar to the one for the spin
Calogero-Moser case [9, 38] but this time its matrix elements are R-matrices themselves. The
classical exchange relations are verified directly. This guarantees the Poisson commutativity of
the Hamiltonians generated by the Lax matrix.

The answers (2.33) and (2.34) depend on the classical r-matrix, which appears from the
quantum one in the limit (2.9). The quantum R-matrix enters the higher Hamiltonians. It
should satisfy a set of properties which we discuss in the next Section. The most general R-
matrix satisfying all the required properties is the elliptic Baxter—Belavin’s one. In this case the
the integrable models are known. They were first described by Polychronakos in [65, 64, 66] and
later reproduced as Hitchin type systems on the bundles with nontrivial characteristic classes
in [90, 44].

The family of the obtained models includes new integrable systems in the trigonometric and
rational cases. While the quantization of the potential V from (2.36) is given by isotropic spin
exchange operator V = —Pi;/(¢; — q;)?, the obtained general answer (2.33)—(2.34) leads to the
anisotropic potentials. An example of such anisotropic extension to the spin (trigonometric)
Calogero—Moser—Sutherland model was first suggested by Hikami and Wadati [33] at quantum
level. From the point of view of (2.34) their answer corresponds to the gl, XXZ r-matrix. At
the same time the set of trigonometric R-matrices satisfying the required properties is much
lager [2, 72, 62], and all these R-matrices can be used for construction of the integrable tops [36].
The results of this chapter are also valid for all these cases. An example based on the gl, 7-th
vertex deformation of the XXZ R-matrix is given Section 4. Similarly, in the rational case the
admissible R-matrices includes not only the Yang’s R-matrix (2.35) but also its deformations
such as 11-vertex R-matrix [16] and its higher rank versions [45, 47]. An example related to
11-vertex R-matrix is given in Section 4.

Possible applications of the described models are discussed in the end. Namely, we ar-
gue that the obtained models can be used for construction of higher Hamiltonians for the
anisotropic generalizations of the Haldane-Shastry-Inozemtsev long-range spin chains. The
latter is important for the proof of integrability of these chains, which still remains an open
problem.
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2.2 Lax equations

In this Section we construct the NM x NM Lax pair £(z), M(z) satisfying the Lax equations
L(z) = [£(2), M(2)] (2.37)

for the model (2.1). Our construction is based on G Ly R-matrix — a solution of the associative
Yang—Baxter equation (2.8). Besides (2.8) the R-matrix should also satisfy a set of properties.

2.2.1 R-matrix properties.

We consider R-matrices satisfying (2.8) and (2.9). Let us also impose the following set of
conditions for GLy R-matrices under consideration:
Expansion near z = 0:

1

Riy(2) = 2P+ Riy” + 2R +0(2) (2:39)
Also,
P 1 1
Rl’Q(O) = ;1]\/ X 1N + T’gg) + O(Z), 7’12(2) = ;P12 + 7”52) + ZT’E? + O<Z2). (239)
Skew-symmetry:
N
R’;2(Z) == —Rglh(—Z) == —P12R1_2h(—2)P12, P12 == Z Eij & E]z (240)
ij=1
Unitarity:
Riy(2)Ry(—=2) = f'(2) In®@ 1y, f'(2) = p(h) — p(2). (2.41)
We are also going to use the Fourier symmetry:
Rl (2) Pia = Riy(h). (2.42)

It is not necessary but convenient property.
The following relations on the coefficients of expansions (2.9) and (2.38) follow from the
skew-symmetry:

7“12(2’) = —7”21(—2), m12(z) = mzl(—Z),

h,(0 —h,(0 0 0
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Similarly, from the Fourier symmetry we have (see details in [87]):
R = ri5(2)Pro, RV = mua(2) Pra, 19 = 19 Pry.
In what follows we use special notation for the R-matrix derivative:
Fi(q) = 9,R5(q)- (2.44)

It is the R-matrix analogue of the function (A.5) entering the M-matrix of the spin Calogero-
Moser model (2.144) likewise R-matrix itself is a matrix analogue of the Kronecker function
(A.1) due to similarity of (A.6) and (2.8). See [46, 48]. Then from the classical limit (2.9) we
have

Fiy(q) = 0,R75(q) |:=0= 0y112(q)- (2.45)

The latter is the R-matrix analogue of the function —FE»(q) (A.12) entering the Calogero-Moser
potential. Notice also that F(q) = F9(—q) due to (2.43). From (2.44) and (2.38) the local
expansion near ¢ = ( is as follows

Fila) = =5 Pu+ Rif" + 00 (2.46)
and, therefore,
Fly =~ P+ B oo 1000 2 — g Pt mi0)Pa + 0. (247
On the other hand,
Fhlo) " dyrfe) 2 — 5 P+ il + 00) (2.48)

From (2.47) and (2.48) we conclude that
’l“%) = mlg(O)Plg. (249)

In the elliptic case the set of properties is fulfilled by the Baxter—Belavin [6, 7, 70] R-matrix
(2.166). A family of trigonometric R-matrices include the XXZ 6-vertex one, its 7-vertex
deformation [16] and GLy generalizations [2, 72, 62]. See a brief review and applications to
integrable tops in [36]. The rational R-matrices possessing the properties are the XXX Yang’s
R-matrix, its 11-vertex deformation [16] and higher rank analogues obtained from the elliptic
case by special limiting procedure [80]. The final answer for such R-matrix was obtained in
[45, 47] through the gauge equivalence between the relativistic top with minimal orbit and the
rational Ruijsenaars—Schneider model.
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2.2.2 Lax pair and equations of motion

Using coefficients of the expansion of the GLy R-matrix near z = 0 we define NM x NM Lax
pair

M
L(z)= )Y E;®LY(z) LY(z) €Maty  L(z) € Matyy, (2.50)
i,j=1
L9(=) = 0y (pily + Tra(SERI” o) ) + (1= 65) TalSF Rigla) Pia). - (251)

and similarly for M%(z) € Maty
M”(Z) = 5Z]TI‘2(S;ZR?2(1)P12> —+ (1 - 523) TI‘Q(S;jFé(qu)PlQ) (252)

where the entries are defined from (2.38) and (2.44). The tensor notations are similar to those
used in (2.160)—(2.163).

Theorem.
Consider an R-matrix satisfying the associative Yang—Baxter equation (2.8), the classical limit
(2.9) and the set of properties from the previous paragraph. Then the Lax equation (2.37)
holds true for the Lax pair (2.50)—(2.52) on the constraints

Tr(S”) = const, Vi (2.53)

(cf. (2.113)) and provides the following equations of motion for off-diagonal N x N blocks of
S:

M

=" (SikTrz(ngFfz(ij)Pw) - Tr2(S;kF102(Qik>P12)Skj)+
ki,
S"Tra (S5 Fiy(qij) Pra) — Tra(S5'mas(0)) SV —

_TIIQ(S;jFl()Z(qZ‘j)Plz)Sjj + SijTrg(ngmlg(O)), (254)
for diagonal N x N blocks of S:

M
S" =[S Try(m12(0)S)] + Z (SikTrz(SgiFQOKC]ik)Plz) - Tl"2(3§kF102(Qik)P12)Ski>’ (2.55)
ki
and for momenta: y
Pi=— Z Trog (atigz(Qik)P233§k3§i> : (2.56)

ki
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Proof: ~ 'We imply p; = ¢; in the formulae above. This follows from the Hamiltonian description,
which is given in the next paragraph.

1. Let us begin with the non-diagonal blocks. Consider the one numbered ij (i # 7). The Lh.s.
of the Lax equations reads

lLhs. = ﬁ” (Z) = TI'Q(S?R%((]U)PH) + TI‘Q(S;'ijQ(qZ'j)PlQ)(q'i - q]) (257)
The r.h.s. of the Lax equation is as follows:
M
rhis, = LOMI — MILY 4 LOMY — ML 3 (.cikMkﬂ' - Mik.ckj). (2.58)
ki,
The last sum is computed using identity
Riy(2) F3(y) — Fio(2) R35(y) = Fos(y) Ris(w +y) — Ris(e + y) iy (), (2.59)

which follows from (2.8). It is the R-matrix analogue of (A.7). In its turn (A.7) is the key tool
underlying ansatz for the Lax pairs with spectral parameter [37]. For k # i, j we have

LR MFT _ Mk ki —
= Tras( Ry (q“f)PU'SZkFlS(‘JkJ)P13'Sk]) TT23(F1Z2(Qz‘k)PlzgékRTS<ij)P138§j) =
B Tr23<< 2(Gine) Fos (arg) — Flz2(q¢k)R§3(ij)>P12P135§k5§j> -
B Tr23(< 2 (0 ) Fiis (435) — Rﬁ(qz’j)F&(qik))P12P133§k5:)’fj> B
= Trog <R12<Qij)P12 (SéksngQO:a(ij)Pzg — F203(qik)P238§kS§j)). (2.60)
This expression provides the upper line in the equations of motion (2.54). To proceed we need

degenerations of the identity (2.59) when y — 0. It comes from the expansions (2.38), (2.46)
and (2.48):

z z Z, z z ]' z
Ru( >R2 0 Flz(x)Rza(O) = T%)Rm(x) - R13(x)F102(x) - §P233§R13(x). (2'61>
In the same way in the limit © — 0 (2.59) takes the form
RV F(y) - Ry Riy(y) = Fs () Ri(y) — Ria(y)rly) + aQR;,(y)Pu. (2.62)
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Similarly to the ordinary (spin) Calogero-Moser case the terms linear in momenta in the r.h.s.
(2.58) (p; — pj)M% are cancelled out by the last term in the Lh.s. of (2.57). Consider the first
and the fourth terms from (2.58) without momenta. Using evaluations similar to (2.60) we get

LM — Mij(ﬁjj —ple) =
] ] . i i) (261
= Trog ((sz(%‘j)Rzé(l) - Flz(Qij)szi(O))Pl?PBS?JSgJ) =

z z 1 z 1j QJJ
= Tr23<<7"%)R13(Qij) - Rls(Qij)Flo2(CIij) - §P23a§iR13(Qij))P12P1382]8:§]> =

= Tras (R (4i5) PraSy 3 mas (0)) — Trag (Riy (i) PraFys(aig) PasS3' Sy’ ) —
1 -

—5Tl"23(aiRTQ(CIij)PwSzJS%J), (2.63)
where the relation (2.49) was also used (for the first term in the answer). The first and the
second terms in the obtained answer provide the last line in the equations of motion (2.54),
while the last term in (2.54) is the "unwanted term”.

In the same way, using (2.62) one gets

= Tros(Riy(4i5) ProSy S5 F3(di5) Pas) — Tras(Ris(gi) Pramas(0)S5'Sy )+
1 _—
+§Tr23(6q2in2(qij)P128§1823). (264)
Again, the first two terms provide an input to equations of motion — the second line in (2.54).
The last term is the "unwanted term”. It is cancelled by the one from (2.63) after taking the
trace over the third component and imposing the constraints (2.53).

2. Consider a diagonal N x N block (numbered i) of the Lax equation. The Lh.s. of the Lax
equations is

... . .7,7, Z, 244 . .22
Lhs. = ﬁ“(Z) = ple + Tr2<82 R12(0)P12) ( = ) ilN + Tr2(82 7’12(2)). (265)
The r.h.s. of the Lax equation is as follows:
M
rhs. = (£ M)+ Y (L”Wt’“' - M““E’“'). (2.66)
ki

The commutator term in (2.66) provides the commutator term in the equations of motion (2.55)
since it is the input from the internal éi-th top’s ynamics, and this was derived in [49]. See
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(2.159)—(2.161). In order to simplify expression in the sum we need the following degeneration
of (2.8):
Riy(2) R (y) = Rig(x + y)ria() + ras(y) Ris(e +y) — 0-Rig(w +y), (2.67)

It corresponds to i = n = z. In the scalar case it is the identity (A.9). In the limit x = ¢ = —y
from (2.67) we get

R (@) R3s(—a) = Riz"ra(a) = raa(@) Ry" = 0.Ri5" + Fy(a) P, (2.68)
or, using (2.44)
Riy(q)Ris(—q) = (r13(2)ra2(q) — ra2(@)r13(2)) Pis — Fi3(2) Pra + Fip(q) Pis. (2.69)
By differentiating (2.69) with respect to ¢ we obtain
Ry (@) F(—q) — Fiy (@) R3s(—q) = [F:%(Q)a r13(2)]Pis — 8qF3?2(CI)P13~ (2.70)
For k # ¢ consider
Lk Ak pqik pki
= Tf23<<Rf2(Qik)F§3(qki) - FfQ(Qik)RSB(Qki)>P12P13S§ks?lfi> v
= Tf23(<[F3?2(qz’k)> r13(2)]Pis — 8ti??2(Qik)Pl3>P12P13S;k‘9§i>- (2.71)

The commutator term in the obtained expression yields the sum term in the equations of motion
(2.55), while the last term in (2.71) provides equations of motion (2.56). Indeed,

Tr23(<8ti302(qik)P13> P12P1385k85i> = 1NT1"23 <8qLF302(q,k)P23S§kS§Z>, (272)

and the momenta is the scalar component in the Lh.s. (2.65).

2.2.3 Hamiltonian description

The Hamiltonian function. Let us compute the Hamiltonian for the model (2.50)—(2.56).
It comes from the generating function

L) = ij (£9e) + 5 f T (L9(2)L7(2)). (2.73)
i?fj
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Consider
. 2 9 . L
Tr (E“(z)) = sz + 2piTI‘12 <T12(2)8%1> + TI'123 (7‘12(2)7”13(2)8;8:?) . (274)

As before, the numbered tensor components are Mat(N, C)-valued. In order to simplify (2.74)
we use the identity (see [46, 48])

r12(2)r13(z + w) — roz(w)ria(2) + riz(z + w)rog(w) = mya(z) + maoz(w) + mys(z + w), (2.75)

1

which can be treated as a half of the classical Yang—Baxter equation '. In the limit w — 0

(2.75) yields

7’12(2’)7‘13(2) = ng)Tlg(Z) — 7"13(2)7"52) — Flog(Z)ng + mlg(Z) + m23(0) + mlg(Z). (276)

Also, we are going to use the following R-matrix property:

TriR{y(2) = TraR]y(2) = ¢(z,q) 1N, (2.77)

where ¢(z,¢) is the Kronecker function (A.1) but with possibly different normalization factor
and normalization of arguments. The property (2.77) holds true in the elliptic case (2.167)
as well as for its trigonometric and rational degenerations. From (2.77), expansion (2.9) and
(A.10) we also have similar properties for Tryri5(z) = Fy(z) and Trimia(2z) — they are scalar
operators:

TriRYy(2) = ¢ '1n + Tryra(2) + ¢Trimaa(2) + O(g?). (2.78)

Return now to (2.74). On the constraints (2.53) the second term is equal to 2p;E;(z)const.
After summation over 7 it provides the Hamiltonian proportional to Zf‘il pi. Plugging (2.76)
into the last term of (2.74) we get

TI'123 (Tlg(Z)T13(2>S§iS§i> =
= Trmg((rég)rm(z) — 7“13(,2)7“5%) — F103(Z)P23 + mo3(0) + mya(2) + m13(2)>85’8§’> (2.79)

Due to (2.77) the first two terms are cancelled out after taking the trace over the component
1. By the same reason the last two terms in (2.79) provide 2Tty (my2(2)) Tro3(SES4). These are
constants on the constraints (2.53). The rest of the terms are

(277) =

Tr123<< — Fig(2)Pas + m23(0)>3;'i3§"> D By(2)Tr (3“’)2 4 N'Tray <m23(o)sgi8§i), (2.80)

!The difference of two such equations gives the classical Yang-Baxter equation for the classical r-matrix.
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where Ey(2)1y = —Try(F%(2)) = —0.Try(r13(2)) = —0.E1(2)1y. It is a scalar function coming
from (2.78) and similar to Fy(z) (A.4). The factor N in the last term comes from Tr;. The
first term in (2.80) is a part of the Casimir function TrS?, and the second one is H*P(S") from
(2.1):

H'™®(8") = %Tfm(mlz(o)sfisﬁi)- (2.81)
Next, consider
Tr(ﬁ” (Z)Eﬁ(z)) = T (ng(qij)Png(qﬂ) pwsgjggi) _
= Trizs (Rﬁ(qz‘j)R;g(jS>P12P135§j3§i> (2.0
= Trian (((ra(2) rala)] = Fis(2) + Fly(a) PuaSY'S'). 2.82)

Again, the commutator term vanishes after taking the trace over the first tensor component.
Therefore,

Te (£7(2)£7(2)) = Trias ( (= Fh(=) + Fialais) ) PasSESY ) =
= Ba(2)Te(SYS") 4 NTrip (FS) (a1) PSP ST ). (2.83)
Finally, for the potential term from (2.1) we have

and the Hamiltonian (2.1) is of the form:

M, M M
p; 1 Wi Qi ij oji
H=) 5 +5> T (m12(0)31 S; ) +y Ty (F%(qij)PmSﬂSé ) (2.85)

%]

In M =1 case H reproduce the Hamiltonian of the integrable top, while in the M = 1 case
we obtain the spin Calogero-Moser Hamiltonian (2.16) up to terms containing S;; — they are
constant in this case (2.17).

Poisson brackets. The Poisson structure (before reduction (2.29)) consists of the canonical
brackets for positions and momenta

{pz',%'} = (51']', {piapj} = {%Qj} =0, i=1,..., M. (2-86)
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and the linear Poisson-Lie brackets for the S variables. They are of the form (2.148) but for
Mat (NN M, C) case instead of Mat (M, C) in (2.148). It is convenient to write down these brackets
in terms of Mat(N, C)-valued blocks §¥. For 4,5, k,l =1,...,M and a,b,c,d=1,...,N:

{824 Sk} = 844/6"6ad — S5a0™ e (2.87)
{SY, S} = PSP 6" — SiPras™, (2.88)

where Py as before the permutation operator in Mat(N, C)®2. For the diagonal blocks we have
{81, 8"} = [Pra, ST]0™. (2.89)

It is verified directly that the Poisson structure (2.86), (2.88) and the Hamiltonian (2.85)
provides equations of motion (2.54)—(2.56), i.e. for the Lh.s. of the Lax equation (2.37) we
have

L(2) ={H, L(2)}. (2.90)

2.2.4 Interacting tops
Suppose the matrix S is of rank one, i.e. (2.25) is fulfilled. Consider the potential

N
Tr1o (Fgl(qmpms;jsgf) = Y (Fh(g) Pr2)abcaSi S (2.91)
a,b,c,d=1

N
The right multiplication of an element T = > TjjuEi;®Ex € Mat(N, C)®? by permutation

ik =1
operator Pig yields Tjju — T, i-e.
Tras (ng(qz'j)P 233353])1) = Y (Fh(00)adasSSh. (2.92)
a,b,c,d=1
In the rank one case we have o S o
Sy Sie = &GmEM. = SpSih- (2.93)
Therefore,
Tra3 (ng(qij)Pzzszingi) = Tryy (Ffz(%i)sfjséi) = Try (Ff)z(qij)sfi%j)- (2.94)
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The Hamiltonian of interacting tops model acquires the form:

M 5 M M
ops b; 1 it oii i ojJ
Ht SR Zzl ? -+ 5 ZZI TI'12 <m12(0)81 82 > + ; TI'12 (Fl()Q(qW)'Sl ng) (295)
i<j

From the Poisson brackets (2.86), (2.89) we get the corresponding equations of motion:

M
S* = [8%, Tra(m1a(0)85)] + > _[8%, Tra(FYy(qik) S5¥)], (2.96)
ki
M ..
== Tri (aql. F&(qik)S{ZSé“’“) . (2.97)
ki

In this model we are left with M matrix variables S € Mat(N, C) of rank one. It is notable
that the spin part of the phase space (2.30) is isomorphic to a product of M minimal coadjoint
orbits (2.15):

O/ /9y = OF™ x ... x O™, (2.98)

-~

Mtimes

Notice that the orbits O%™ come from the constraints conditions (2.53). Hence it appears that

1. For the model of interacting tops the constraints (2.53) play the role of fixation of the
Casimir functions for M copies of gly (of rank one). Consequently, equations of motion (2.96)
are not changed after reduction. For the N = 1 case (the spin Calogero-Moser model) we get
Sy = 0 since the r.h.s. of (2.96) consists of commutators.

2. The model of interacting tops is formulated in terms of M Mat(N, C)—valued variables
of rank one, describing the minimal coadjoint orbits. The integrability condition is that all
Casimir functions Tr(S") are equal to each other °.

3. The spin part of the phase space for the model of interacting tops coincides with the phase
space of GLy classical spin chain on M sites with the spins described by minimal coadjoint
orbits at each site.

Let us also remark that the top like models with matrix—valued variables were studied in
[49, 87] and [8]. In contrast to these papers here we deal with the models, where the matrix
variables have their own internal dynamics.

2More precisely, we can not confirm that the model is not integrable in the case Tr(S%) # Tr(S%/), but the
presented Lax pair does not work in this case.
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2.3 Classical r-matrix

In this Section we describe the classical r-matrix structure for the Lax matrix (2.51). Since £ €
Mat(N M, C) then the corresponding classical gly,, r-matrix r € Mat(N M, C)®2. Recall that
for the Lax matrix we use the matrix basis (2.50), in which £ € Mat(M, C)@Mat (N, C). Let the
Mat(M, C)—valued tensor components be numbered by primed numbers, and the Mat (N, C)—
valued components — without primes (as before). Introduce the following r-matrix:

Moy 2 Moy 2

ryona(z, w) = Z Eii ® Eii ®r12(2 — w) + Z Ei; ® Eji @Ry (qij) Pr, (2.99)
- i)

so that ryg19 € Mat(M, C)®? @ Mat(N,C)®2. In the case M = 1 we come to a non-dynamical
r-matrix describing the top model, while in the N = 1 we reproduce the dynamical » matrix
of the spin Calogero-Moser model (2.150). r-matrices of these type are known in gly,, case
and can be extended for arbitrary complex semisimple Lie algebras [19, 20, 25, 43]. In the
elliptic case (2.99) is known in the quantum case as well [44]. At the same time (2.99) includes
the cases, which have not been described yet. For instance, the new cases correspond to the
rational Rj,(¢)-matrix from [45, 47]. Similarly to the Lax equations the construction of the
r-matrix (2.99) is based on the associative Yang-Baxter equation (2.8) and its degenerations.

Proposition.

Consider an R-matrix satisfying the associative Yang—Baxter equation (2.8), the classical limit
(2.9) and the set of properties from the Section 2.2.1. Then for the Lax pair (2.50)—(2.51) the
following classical exchange relation holds true:

{L11(2), Lag(w)} = [L11(2), rrro12(2, w)] — [Loa(w), ranrar (w, 2)]—

M
- Z TI'(Skk)aqkrl/qu(Z, U)), (2100)
k=1
where
M ..
Li1(2) =) E;®1ly®L(2)® 1y, (2.101)
ij=1
M
Lyn(w) =Y 1y ® By ® 1y ® LM (w). (2.102)
k=1

The Poisson brackets in the Lh.s. of (2.100) are given by (2.86)—(2.89).
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Proof:
1/

The proof is direct. Let us demonstrate how to verify (2.100) for several components of F;;

2/
® FExi, which are similar to those considered in (2.152)—(2.157) for the spin Calogero—Moser
model.

it 2

the tensor component F;; @ Ej, (i # j, j # k, i # k):

Lh.s. of (2.100):

Try (Rfs(qij)PlsRéﬂ(qjk)P24{5§ja SZk}> = —Trs <5§kR§”3(qjk)P2sts(qz'j)P13)- (2.103)
r.hes. of (2.100):
Trs <5§k(ng(qik)Plasz_w(qkj)Pl2 - sz_w(Qij)P12R§”3(qz-k)P23)> : (2.104)

Expressions (2.103) and (2.104) coincide due to (2.8) and (2.40).

1 /
the tensor component F;; ® Eyj; (i # j):
Lh.s. of (2.100):

Try ({Pu 312”4(%3')}})243?) + Tray <T13(Z)R§”4(Qij)P24{5§i7 Sﬁj}> =

= TI'3 (S;J(?%Ré%(qm)PQg) — TI'3 <S§]R§”3(qZ])P23r13(z)) . (2105)
r.hes. of (2.100):
Trs (Séj(qu’s(qz‘j)P13sz_w(qg'i)P12 —T12(z — w)Réug(qij)Pzza))- (2.106)

Expressions (2.105) and (2.106) coincide due to (2.67) rewritten through the Fourier symmetry
(2.42) as

Ry (2) Ry (w) = =Ry (2 — w)rac(2) + roe(w) Ry (2 — w) — 0y, Ryl (2 — w) (2.107)

for distinct a, b, c.
v o
the tensor component E;; ® Ej; (i # j):

Lh.s. of (2.100):

Trs <3§j353(qij)PlsRéva(qji)P23 - SéiRéva(qﬂ)P%ng(qz'j)Pls)~ (2.108)
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r.hes. of (2.100):

Try (5?(7‘13(2)%_1"(%7)}712 - ng_w(qz‘j)P12T23(w))>+
+Trs («ng(—ng_w(Qij)Pme(z) + T23(w)Rf2_w(Qij)P12)> -

The last term comes from the second line of (2.100). Again, expressions (2.108) and (2.109)
coincide due to (2.107).
The rest of the components are verified similarly.

2.4 Examples

2.4.1 Elliptic models
Let us begin with the elliptic model [90, 44, 31, 88]. The Lax pair is of the form:

M
L(z) = Z E; @ LY(z), LY(z) € Maty  L(z) € Matyyy, (2.110)

ij=1
where
LY (z) = by (pilN + SE’("),O)lNEl(z) + Z S'Topalz, wa)> +
a#0

+(1 - 51]) ZSgTawa(zawa + qﬁ)? (2111)

«

where the basis (?77) in Mat(N, C) is used. Similarly, the M-matrix is of the form

. L E2(2) — oz 1 .
MY (Z) = 51']'8(%70)%1]\7 + N(SU ZS;}Tafa(z,wa)—l-
a#0
1

ij 4ij
+57 (1= ) %:SajTafa(z,wa + 5 (2.112)

These formulae can be obtained from (2.50)—(2.52) and the R-matrix (2.167) together with
(A.8).
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The Lax equations hold on the constraints
S(oo = const, Vi. (2.113)

Instead of the standard basis (2.3) here we use the basis (?7) for each NV x N block. Then the
Poisson structure (2.5) takes the form

{SY, S} = 650,5SY, 5 — Orjrp.aSLt s, (2.114)

where s, 3 are the constants from (A.18).
The Hamiltonian easily follows from 55 TrL%(2) = 5% E2(2)Tr(S?) + H due to (A.19) and
(A.8):

sz -5 ZZS;}SZ_ZQEQ Wa) = 3 ZZSUSJZ Ey(w %), (2.115)

i=1 az#0
2#]

Let us show how this Hamiltonian is reproduced from the general formula (2.85). In order to
get the second term in (2.115) one should substitute m2(0) into (2.85) from (2.169) and use
relation (A.12). For evaluation of the last sum in (2.85) we need to calculate F5(q)Pia. The
answer for Fih(g) is given in (2.170). Multiply it by Pis = (1/N) >, T, ® T_,, from the left:

1
Fia(q) Pra = =55 F2(q) Y LTyt
b
Z @a(% wa)(El (q + wa) - El <Q) + 27Ti87wa)%2,bTa+b ® Tfafb- (2116>

a#(0,0),b

Let us redefine the summation index b — b — a in the last sum. Since s, = 24,;—, We have

Fy(q)Pro =
= iz Tb & be EQ Spa q, wa)<E1 (q + wa) El( ) + 277@87“’04) a,b . 174)
N
b a;é(] b

1 q

L ST O T Es(ws + L), (2.117)
5 Z b b L2 (wp
N ; N
Finally,

Tria (Ffy (0) PuSYSY) = 3 SPS Ea(wa + 22). (2.118)

[0}
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In the rank one case the answer for the Hamiltonian is given by (2.95). Plugging (2.170)
into (2.95) we get

Htops _ sz — _ Z Z SéZSiZa.Eb Wa

i=1 a#0

M
-5 > (E2(Qij)86188J — > #aldiswa) (Br(gij + wa) — Er(ai) + 27”37%)37&35)- (2.119)
,j a#0
i?gj
Let us show how the latter expression appears from (2.115). In the rank one case using (A.19)
(so that 8% = Tr(8YT_,)/N) we get

Tr(n’ T o &) Tr(n'TE7) B Tr(P T o' TLE7) B Tr(ST,S"T_,,)

SJS”, = e = e = e (2.120)
In this way the Hamiltonian (2.115) acquires the form
7{tops — Z - Z Z SZ’LSZ’L E2 wa
i=1 a#0
Tr(S“T, ST, i
——zz R ) 2.121)

@#J
which is the model of interacting tops of (2.27) type. The last terms in (2.121) can be simplified
in the following way. Substitute S* = >, SUT, and 87 = Y7 SJT, into (2.121). It follows
from (A.18)-(A.19) that

Te(T, T T, T o) = N2 ,0psr- (2.122)
Therefore,
Tr(S"T,S5T_,) i 4
> e Ey(wa+ 52) = ZS_N‘S;{JEQ Wa + ]\;)%3#. (2.123)

«

Using (2.172)—(2.173) and summing up over o we obtain the last term in (2.119).

2.4.2 'Trigonometric models

The general classification of the unitary trigonometric R-matrices satisfying associative Yang-
Baxter equation was given in [72, 62]. It includes the 7-vertex deformation [16] of the 6-vertex
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R-matrix and its GLy generalizations such as the non-standard R-matrix [2]. The integrable
tops and related structures based on these R-matrices were described in [36].

Here we restrict ourselves to the case N = 2. The 7-vertex R-matrix is of the following
form:

coth(z) 4 coth(h) 0 0 0
0 sinh™'(h) sinh™'(z 0
Rl (2) = (7) =) (2.124)
0 sinh™'(z) sinh™'(h) 0
C'sinh(z + h) 0 0 coth(z) 4 coth(h)

where C' is a constant. In the limit C' — 0 the lower left-hand corner vanishes and we get the
6-vertex XXZ R-matrix. For the classical r-matrix and its derivative (Fiy(z) = 0.r12(2)) we

have

coth(z) 0 0 0
_ 0 0 sinh™*(z) 0
ria(2) = 0 sinh ™' (z) 0 0 (2.125)
C'sinh(z) 0 0 coth(z)
and
! 0 0 0
sinh?(q)
h
0 0 B C‘OSh 2((Q)) 0
in
F(q) = cosh(q) sy (2.126)
0 - 0 0
sinh*(q) .
C cosh 0 0 -
cosh(q) sinh?(q)
respectively. The Fourier transformed F° matrix is of the form:
1
sinh”(q)
h
0 B C'OSh 2(‘1) 0 0
F2 () Pra — sinh”(q) (2.127)
12 cosh(q)
0 0 - 0
sinh*(q) .
C cosh 0 0 =
cosh(a) sinh?(q)
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From the latter matrix using (2.33) we obtain

U(Sij7 3ji7 qi — Qj) = Tryo (3%7“21(%‘;')]3123?351‘) =
= —m (31]15f1 + 32]23§2> -
ij

cosh(gi;)

S (S1St + SBSH) + Cooshla)SEST. (2129
ij

Similarly, using (2.34) and (2.126) we get the potential for the model of interacting tops:

V(Sii, 3jj, q; — Qj) = Tryp <aqir12(Qij)Singj> =
1

( cosh(g;;)
Sinh2 (Qz] )

Sinh2 (qw)

_ SHSH + S5SH) - (SizSH +Sisl) + C cosh(qiy) S (2.129)

The top Hamiltonian H'P(S%) entering (2.1) or (2.27) is of the form:
op( ciiy _ L (( i ii i
HOP(S") = 5 ((S1)?+ (88)?) + (S (2.130)

2.4.3 Rational models

The rational R-matrices satisfying the required properties are represented by the 11-vertex
deformation [16] of the 6-vertex XXX (Yang’'s) R-matrix. Its higher rank analogues were
derived in [80] and [45, 47]. As in trigonometric case here we restrict ourselves to the case
N = 2. The 11-vertex R-matrix is of the following form:

h=t 4 271 0 0 0
7(2) —h—2 Rt 2t 0 (2.131)
2) = .
2 —h—2z bt pt 0

—h?—22R* — 2Rz — 23 h+2z h+2z ht4271

In order to get the XXX R-matrix one may take the limit lim, o e 1R (ez).
The classical r-matrix, the F{, matrix and its Fourier dual are of the form:

T12(2) = (2.132)



Fiy(q) = (2.133)

Fa@Pe=| e (2.134)
-3¢> 1 1 —q2
From (2.134) using (2.33) we obtain
US?, 8", ¢ —q5) = _W <81J18{1 + 8585 + 81185 + 52J28f1> +
i 4
+815835 + SpS1y — SiHST — SiiSts — 3(a: — ¢;)*SiaSHs- (2.135)
Similarly, from (2.133) using (2.34) we obtain
VS8, 0= 45) = (55 (SSil + Sk + Skl + sisid) +
i 4
LSS + ST — SBST - SIS - 300 - )" ShSH. (2.36)
The top Hamiltonian H'°P(S%) entering (2.1) or (2.27) is of the form:
HIP(S™) = 815(S5 — Sih)- (2.137)

2.5 Discussion

A possible application of the obtained family of integrable models is in constructing quantum
integrable anisotropic long-range spin chains. The basic idea is that such spin chains appear
from the models of interacting tops by the so-called freezing trick likewise the Haldane-Shastry-
Inozemtsev spin chains [32, 77, 34, 63] come from the ordinary spin Calogero-Moser-Sutherland
models. A direct quantization of the interacting tops is a separate problem, which will be
discussed elsewhere. At the same time the quantum Hamiltonian of interacting tops appears
in the so-called R-matrix—valued Lax pairs for the (classical) spinless Calogero-Moser model
[46, 48, 73, 31, 88]. These are the Lax pairs in a large space Mat(M, C) ® Mat(N, C)®M:

M
L£OM _ Z By ® Laps Lap = 0upe 1M + (1 — 60)R%, R = Ry(qa — @) (2.138)

a,b=1
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and similarly for the accompany M-matrix

MM = USady + (1 — 8) F2 + v F°, F2 = 0y Roy(qa — @), (2.139)
where
M M M
da - Z F‘SC’ ‘FO = ZFIJOC = Zaqbrbc(ch)- (2140)
C#“ bb>Cc bb>cc

In the N = 1 case this Lax pair coincides with the widely known Krichever’s result [37] for
gl,; Calogero-Moser model. The last term F° in (2.139) enters M as a scalar (it is an identity
matrix in Mat(M, C) component) in the auxiliary space Mat (M, C). Therefore, it can be moved
to the Lh.s. of the Lax equation. This yields

{HM £ 4 [wF? L(2)] = [£M(2), MM(2)], (2.141)

where M = MM — 11, ® F°. On the one hand, (2.141) is just a rewritten classical Lax
equation for the spinless Calogero-Moser model. On the other hand, we may treat it as half-
quantum Lax equation in a sense that the dynamics is given by the interacting tops Hamiltonian
(2.95), where the spin variables are already quantized, while the positions and momenta remain
classical. Indeed, the quantization of Si* in fundamental representation of G Ly is given by the
permutation operator Pp;. Plugging it into the potential of (2.95) we get the F° term from
(2.139) and (2.141).

Thus the R-matrix valued Lax pairs are multidimensional classical Lax pairs for the spinless
Calogero-Moser models and at the same time they are quantum Lax pairs for the models of
interacting tops with the spin variables being quantized in the fundamental representation of
GLy, i.e. the FY term is the quantization of the potential V(8% 8%, ¢; — ¢;) (2.34).

Let us also mention that there is another class of integrable models with the Hamiltonian
of type (2.27). These are the Gaudin type models [59]. The corresponding Lax matrix is of
size M x M. It has simple poles at n points on elliptic curve (or its degenerations) with the
classical spin variables matrices attached to each point. The number of points is not necessarily
equal to M. It is an interesting task to find interrelations between the Gaudin models and the
models of interacting tops through the spectral duality [52, 53, 54] based on the rank-size
duality transformation.

The classical spinless Calogero-Moser model possesses an equilibrium position, where p; = 0
and ¢; = x; (for example, z; = i/M [17]). At this point the term {H®™, LM} vanishes
from the Lh.s. of (2.141), and we are left with the quantum Lax equation for some long-
range (quantum) spin chain. It is an anisotropic generalization [73] of the Haldane-Shastry—
Inozemtsev type chains. An open question is which F° provide integrable spin chains? To
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confirm integrability we need to construct higher Hamiltonians, which commute with each other
and with F°(¢; = x;). Taking into account all the above we guess that the model of interacting
tops together with the freezing trick (the quantum version of the equilibrium position) can be
used to calculate higher spin chain Hamiltonians and to prove their commutativity. For this
purpose we need to construct a quantization for the model of interacting tops, which will be
the subject of the further investigations.

Another one intriguing question is to construct relativistic generalization of the models
discussed above. While the classical models of relativistic interacting tops are expected to be
relatively simple (the block L¥ in (2.51) should be replaced by Try(Sy Ri,(qi; + 1) Pi2)) its
quantum versions and the related long-range spin chain were not studied yet as well as the
corresponding R-matrix-valued Lax pairs.

2.6 Appendix

2.6.1 Spin gl;;, Calogero—Moser model

The Lax equations

Lspin(z) — [Lspin(z)’ Mspin(z)] (2142>
with the Lax pair
M7 () = (1 = 635) 53 f (2, 4ij)- (2.144)

provide (after restriction on the constraints (2.17)) equations of motion

M
G=pi, G=> S8;Sue (6~ q), (2.145)
J#i
. . M
Si =0, S = Z Sik:Skj(@(CIi — Q) — @(%’ — k), 1 F ] (2.146)
ki j

The Lh.s. of the Lax equations (2.142) is generated by the Hamiltonian (2.16)
LPN(2) = {HP [P0 (2)) (2.147)
and the linear Poisson-Lie brackets on gl},:

{Sij7 Skl} = _Silékj + Skj(Sﬂ or {Sl, SQ} = [SQ, P12]. (2148)
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Recall that the Poisson reduction with respect to Cartan action (2.18) is non-trivial. For
instance, in the rank 1 case (2.23) such reduction leads to the spinless model (2.24). Explicit
expression of the reduced Poisson structure depends on a choice of gauge fixation conditions.
The equations of motion (2.145)—(2.146) are not the reduced. They are obtained by a simple
restriction. To get the final equations one should perform the Dirac reduction and evaluate the
Dirac terms.

The classical r-matrix structure is as follows:

{LP"(2), L™ (w)} = [L"(2), 115" (2, w)] = [L37" (w), 137" (w, 2)] = (2.149)
- Z Eij @ Eji(Si — Sj5) f(z — w,q55)
with
ri(z,w) = By(z — ZE ® Eii + Z¢ — w,q;)Ey ® Ejs. (2.150)
1753

Here the linear Poisson brackets (2.148) are assumed as well. The Dirac reduction is not yet
performed. However, we can see that the restriction on the constraints (2.17) kills the last term
n (2.149), and we are left with the standard linear classical r-matrix structure. It is enough
for Poisson commutativity

{Tr(LF(2)), Te(L"(w))} =0, Vk,n€Zy, zwéeC (2.151)

necessary for the Liouville integrability. The proof of (2.149) is direct. It is based on the
identities (A.6)—(A.9). Let us write down a few examples of verification of (2.149):

the tensor component E;; @ Ej, (i # j,j # k, k # 1):
Lh.s. of (2.149):

{13 (2), L™ (w)} = {5, Sin} (2, 4i) b(w, qie) = —Snd(2, i) d(w, qj)- (2.152)
r.hs. of (2.149):

Sikd (2, qin) (2 — w, qrj) + Sikp(w, gir)d(w — 2, g5i). (2.153)
Expressions (2.152) and (2.153) coincide due to (A.6).
the tensor component E; ® E;; (i # j):
Lh.s. of (2.149):

{1 (2), L™ (W)} = {ps, o(w, 435) }Sij + { S, Sis } Er(2)b(w, q55) = (2.154)
= Sijf(w, qij) - SZ]E1(2)¢(W, qu)
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r.hs. of (2.149):
Siid(2, qij)o(z — w, qji) + Siy Er(w — 2)p(w, gij). (2.155)
Expressions (2.154) and (2.155) coincide due to (A.9).
the tensor component E;; @ Ej; (i # j):
Lh.s. of (2.149):

(L"), L (w)} = (2.156)
= {5, Sji}to(z, qi)d(w, q5i) = (Sii — Sj;) (2, i) d(—w, qiz).-
The last term from the r.h.s. of (2.149) contributes in this component. The r.h.s. of (2.149):
(pi + Subn(2) = pj = 53 E1(2))0(2 — w, 4ij) = (2.157)
—(pj + SjiEr(w) — pi — Sy (w))¢(w — 2, qji) — (Sis — Sj;) (2 —w, q55) =

= (Sii — Sjj) ((El(z) — B (w))é(z —w, q;5) — f(z —w, qz‘j)>~

Expressions (2.156) and (2.157) coincide due to (A.9).

2.6.2 Integrable gly tops

It was shown in [49] (see also [45, 47]) that the Lax equations

L(z,8) = [L(z,5), M(z,5)] (2.158)
are equivalent to equations ‘
S =18, J(S)] (2.159)
for the Lax pair
L(Z, S) = TI'Q(’T‘lg(Z)SQ), M(Z, S) = Trg(mlg(Z)Sg), SQ = 1N & S (2160)
and

constructed by means of the coefficients of the (classical limit) expansion (2.9) for an R-matrix
satisfying the associative Yang—Baxter equation (2.8) and the properties (2.38)—(2.41). The
answer (2.160) can be written more explicitly. For

N

ri2(2) = Z rijr(2)ei; ® ex (2.162)
gk d=1
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(2.160) means
N

L(z,8) = Y riju(2)Sues; (2.163)
ij k=1
since Tr(exS) = Si.
Let us briefly describe how these formulae reproduce the elliptic top from [40].
Define the set of functions numerated by a = (aq,as) € Zy X Zn:

Yoz, we +u) = exp(QWi%z)qb(z, We +U), Wy = al—i_% (2.164)

and introduce notation
falz,we +u) = exp(27ri%z)f(z, Wo + U). (2.165)

The Baxter—Belavin R-matrix [6, 7, 70] satisfying all required properties including the
Fourier symmetry (2.42) is of the form:

RFP(hz)= Y @ulz.h+wa)T, ® T, € Mat(N,C)®. (2.166)

(IGZNXZN

here ¢, are the elliptic functions and 7T, are the corresponding basis matrices in Maty(C)
defined in the Appendix.

This R-matrix satisfies required properties but with different normalizations. For example,
the Fourier symmetry has form REP(h, 2) Py = REP(2/N, Nh) (see the Fourier transformation
formulae in [87]). To fulfill all requirements including the normalization (2.41) we consider

1 h
R'(2) = RBB(h/N, z) = ~ > vz, & T wa) Lo @ T € Mat(N, C)®2, (2.167)

A€ELNXTLN

The corresponding classical r-matrix is as follows

1 1
ria(z) = i (2)ly @ Iy + > @alz,wa)To ® T_q € Mat(N, C)*2, (2.168)
a7(0,0)
and
E%(2) — 1
mia(2) = %11\; ® 1y + N2 Z fa(z,w)T, ® T_, € Mat(N, C)®?, (2.169)

a#(0,0)

where f, are the derivatives of ¢, functions (see Appendix).
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Then the formulae for the Lax pair (2.160) reproduce the Lax pair of the elliptic top. It is
contained in the Lax pair (2.110)-(2.112) as a diagonal N x N block.
The derivative of the classical r-matrix is obtained through (A.5):

1
Fy(2) = 0.ria(2) = =1 Ba(2) 1y @ Lyt (2.170)

1
o > palz W) (Bi(z + wa) — Ei(2) + 2mi0wa) T © Tog
a#(00)

The Fourier symmetry R, (z) = R%,(h) Py, for the R-matrix (2.167) is based on the following
set of identities for the functions (2.164):

1
=N 52 pu(Nhywa + =) = (2,0, + h), ¥y € Zy x L. (2.171)
N Y N v Y

Be degeneration of the latter identities on can deduce (see [87]):

> Ey(wa +q) = N?Ey(Nqg) (2.172)
and for v #£ 0
Z 5 Es(wa + q) = =N, (Nq,w,)(E1(Nq 4 wy) — E1(Nq) + 2midw,). (2.173)
Conversely,

— Es(q Z o Pald wa) (B1(q + wa) — E1(q) + 2mi0rw,) = —Ea(wy + %) (2.174)
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Chapter 3

Generalized relativistic interacting
integrable tops

This chapter is based on our paper [75] and it continues and develops the ideas of the previous
chapter, introducing the relativistic versions of the generalized interacting tops systems. The
spin Calogero—Moser system of particles has the relativistic analogue — the spin Ruijenaars—
Schneider model, and the Euler—Arnold integrable top also has a relativistic counterpart. This
chapter is devoted to the classical integrable system generalizing both of these relativistic
integrable models.

The main result of this chapter is the description of the Lax structure of a generalized model
of relativistic interacting tops, constructed via the quantum R-matrix satisfying the associative
Yang—Baxter equation. Similar to the models in the previous chapter, these GL(N M) models
generalizes the classical spin Ruijsenaars—Schneider systems (obtained in the particular case
N = 1) and the relativistic integrable tops on GL(N) Lie group (the particular case M = 1).

The Hamiltonian structure is not known even in the case of the spin Ruijsenaars—Schneider
model, which has been described only in terms of the equations of motion and the Lax structure
corresponding to these equations. So, the generalized relativistic model introduced in this
section are also obtained by means of the Lax pair with spectral parameters and the equations
of motion, matching on a certain constraint. The proof of this matching uses again only the
identities on the quantum R-matrices but not their special form.
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3.1 Introduction

This chapter ideas are the continuation of the series of articles [30, 73, 31, 74, 89], where the
known integrable systems and related structures are extended through the use of quantum
R-matrices (in the fundamental representation of GL(N) Lie group) being interpreted as the
matrix generalizations of the Kronecker function in the rational, trigonometric and elliptic
cases, defined as

12 +1/g, 1z, 12,
¢(z,q) = { coth(z) + coth(q), FEi(z) = coth(z), p(z) =< 1/sinh*(z) + 1, (3.1)
9/ (0)9(2+q) 9 (2) 9"7(0)
o) 7 ~Ei(=) + 3750

All the functions are complex—valued. So that the trigonometric and hyperbolic cases are
actually the same. In (3.1) for all three cases we also give definitions of the first Eisenstein
function F;(z) and the Weierstrass p-function, which appear in the expansion of ¢(z, q) near
its simple pole (with residue equal to one) at z = 0:

z

5(Ei(a) = 9(a) + O(%). (3.2)

6(z.0) = - + Eifa) +

The properties of elliptic functions can be found in the Appendix, for the applications the most
important ones is the Fay identity of genus 1:

P(21, ql)ﬁb(zm Q2) = ¢(21 — 22, q1) (22, 1 + Q2)¢(2’2 — 21 Q2)¢(Zl7 Q1+ q2), (3‘3)

as well as its degenerations corresponding to equal arguments:

Oz, 1)0(2,q2) = ¢(2, 1 + @2) (E1(2) + Er(q1) + Er(q2) — Erv(q1 + g2 + 2)), (3.4)
P(z,0)9(2, —q) = p(2) — p(q)- (3.5)

The Fay identity (3.3) can be considered as a particular scalar case of the associative Yang—
Baxter equation [27, 61, 48]:

Riy(qi2) Ro3(q23) = Ris(qu3) Rig ' (q12) + Ro3 “(qe3) Ri3(q13),  dab = Ga — Qb (3.6)

% (Qap) is chosen in a way that for N = 1 the latter
reduces to the scalar function ¢(z,q) (3.1). In this respect equation (3.6) is a noncommutative
generalization of (3.3), while the operator R — is a noncommutative generalization of the
Kronecker function.

A normalization of the matrix operator R?

47



In addition to (3.6), one can impose the properties of the skew-symmetry and unitarity (the
latter is a matrix analogue for (3.5)):

(o) = —Ra(—0),  Ra(@Ra(-0) = v © In(p(2) - 0(0)) (37)
Then such an R-operator satisfies the quantum Yang-Baxter equation
Riy(212) Ri3(213) Rs(223) = Ris(203) Ris(213) Ria(212). (3.8)

Let us mention that even in the scalar case the condition (3.6) or (3.3) is very restrictive. At
the same time equation (3.8) is not restrictive at all since in the scalar case the quantum Yang—
Baxter equation is identically true. A class of quantum 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 ¢(z,q) (3.1) in the scalar case.
More detailed description of these R—matrices can be found in [1, 49, 45, 36, 88, 86, 48], 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 [78]. 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 (3.6), (3.7). A detailed derivation of equations of motion together with the
Hamiltonian description by means of the R—matrix data is given in papers [1, 49] and [45, 36]
for non-relativistic and relativistic cases respectively.

3.1.1 Relativistic integrable G L y-top.

In the general case the phase space of G'Ly-top is given by the set of coordinate functions S,
1,7 = 1,..., N on the Lie group GLy. They are unified into matrix S = Zij SijEij of size
N x N. Equations of motion then take the form of the Euler-Arnold equations

§=15J(S)], (3.9)
where J(S) is a linear functional on S. It can be written in the form

N
J(S)= Y JyuEi;Su € Mat(NM,C) (3.10)

i7j7k7l:]‘

or, using the standard notations S;1 =S ® 1y, S = 1y ® S,

N
J(S) = Tr2<J12S2); Jia = Z Jz’jklEij ® i, (3.11)

1,5,k,1=1
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where Tro — 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
(3.9) are of course not integrable).

For this purpose consider the classical limit of the R—matrix:

1 h
Rfliz(Z) = 7—11]\[ (%9 1N + 7"12(2) + 5 (7“12(2’)2 — p(z)l & 1) + O(hZ), (312)
where r12(z) = —rg1(—2z) — the classical —matrix, and the h-order term follows from (3.7).

By comparing this expression with (3.2), 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 Ey(z) (3.1).

Consider expansions

N
1 . 1
Riy(q) = 5P12 +R3” +0(q), rialg) = EPH +riY +0(), Po=) ] Ey® B (3.13)

ij=1

where Pj5 — is the matrix permutation operator.
Generally speaking, existence of expansions of types (3.12), (3.13) is an additional non-
trivial requirement for the R—matrix. Finally, let us impose one more condition for R—matrix:

Riy(q) = Ria(2) Pra. (3.14)

In the scalar case it turns into equality ¢(z,q) = ¢(q, z). Using (3.14) and comparing (3.12),
(3.13) we easily get
7"12(2) = Ri’z(o)Plg (315)

Now we can formulate the statement on the Lax pair of the relativistic top. Namely, for a pair
of matrices

L(z) = Tra(R{y(2)S2) = Tra(Riy(n) P12 S), (3.16)
M(Z) == —TI'2<T12(Z)SQ) == _TI'Q(Rié(O)_FHQSQ) (317)

the Lax equation .
L(z) = [L(2), M(2)] (3.18)

is equivalent to equations of motion of the form (3.9), where

Jio = RI” — 9. (3.19)
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3.1.2 Spin generalization of the Ruijsenaars—Schneider model.

In the integrable many-body systems the relativistic generalizations are known as the Ruijsenaars—
Schneider models [71]. We are going to deal with their spin extensions [39]. The set of dynamical
variables consists of particles positions and velocities, and the spin variables are arranged into
the matrix S € Mat(M, C). The equations of motion take the following form (for the diagonal
and off-diagonal parts of the matrix S):

M
S =— Z SikSki (El(qz'k +n) + Ei(gis —n) — 2E1<Qik>>7 (3.20)
ki
' M M
Sij = Z SikSk; (El(ij +n) — E (ij)> - Z SikSk; (El(%‘k +1n) — El(Qik)) (3.21)
oy ki
and '

where ¢ # j and ¢;; = ¢; — ¢;. The Lax pair with spectral parameter
Lij(’z) :Sij¢(27Qij+n)7 Za]: 17"'7M YE%L(Z) :SEMat(M7C)7 (323>
M;j(z) = =6i;(Er(z) + E1(n))Si — (1 = 6i;) S5 0(2, 4i5) (3.24)

satisfies the Lax equation with additional term (here u; = ¢; — Si;)

M

L(Z) = [L(2), M(2)] + Z Eij(ps — 115)Si; f (2, ai5 + ), f(z,4) = 0,9(%,q), (3.25)

ij=1
which turns into zero on-shell constraints

More precisely, equation (3.25) is equivalent to (3.20)—(3.21), and under conditions (3.26) the
Lax equations with the additional term (3.25) turn into the ordinary Lax equations (3.18), and
(3.22) holds true. Besides the original paper [39], the detailed derivation of (3.25) can be also
found in [89]. This derivation is convenient for consideration of a more general system, where
the functions entering (3.20)—(3.24) 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 [4, 5, 68, 23, 24, 15, 21, 22]).
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3.1.3 The main result

The main result of the chapter is the simultaneous generalization of both the relativistic top
(3.16)—(3.19) and the spin Ruijsenaars—Schneider model (3.20)—(3.24). Consider Mat(N M, C)—
valued Lax pair subdivided into M x M blocks LY (z) = L¥(8%, z) of sizes N x N each:

Z Ey; ® L9(z) € Mat(NM,C), L(z) € Mat(N, C), (3.27)
3,7=1
L£9(2) = Tra(Rig(qiy + m)PrSy), 87 =res £Y(z) € Mat(N, C), (3.28)
M
M(z) = E;®M7(z) € Mat(NM,C), MY(z) € Mat(N,C), (3.29)
i,j=1
Mij<Z) = —5ijTI'2 (Rg?’ZPlQS;Z) — (]_ — (5ij)T1"2 (RTQ((]Z])Plch;J) . (330)

The R—matrix entering this definition satisfies the associative Yang-Baxter equation (3.6) to-
gether with the properties (3.7), (3.14) and the expansions (3.12)—(3.13). Then the Lax equation
with the additional term

M
£(:) = L), M)+ 3 (1) By © Tro iyl +m)PuSy). (831)
ij=1
where by the analogy with (3.25)
Fy(q) = 0,R75(q) (3.32)
and ‘ )
Mg:qi—Tr(S“), i=1,.... M, (3.33)
is equivalent to equations of motion (in (3.35) we assume i # j)
. M . .
S =[S, JUS) 4+ 3 (S ($4) — g (s)5H), (3.34)
kit
S = SU NSy — JNSHST 4 ZS”“J” i (Sk) Z Jtik (S S (3.35)
k#j k#i

On-shell constraints . )
phi=0 or qi:Tr(S”>, i=1,.... M (3.36)
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(the equations 3.31) reduce to the Lax equations, and the following equations holds:

M
G = Tr (5) -3 T (sikﬂ% (Ski) — i (Sik)Ghi (3.37)
ki

The linear functionals J7, J7? from the equations of motion are given by
TS = Ty (R = 119)S5). (3.38)

J(SY) = Ty (R — R SY). (3.39)

In the elliptic case the above given Lax pairs and equations of motion reproduce ' the results
of our previous paper [89], and in the non-relativistic limit the results of [30] are reproduced
as well. For N = 1 the R—matrix operators under consideration become the scalar functions
from (3.1), thus reproducing the spin Ruijsenaars—Schneider model (3.20)—(3.26). For M =1
the Lax matrices consists of a single block. In this way we come to relativistic top (3.16)—
(3.19). In the non-relativistic elliptic case the models of the above described type were first
obtained in [65, 66], they were later described as Hitchin systems on the bundles with non-trivial
characteristic classes [44, 90, 92, 41, 42]. Some explicit examples of the systems can be easily
obtained using R-matrices used in [30] in the same normalization as in the present article.

3.2 Derivation of equations of motion

3.2.1 R-matrix identities

To derive equations of motion in the spin Ruijsenaars—Schneider model, one should use the
identity (3.4). Let us rewrite it in a different manner

(2, q1)0(2, q2) = ¢z, 1 + @) (Er(q1) + Er(q2)) — 0-6(2, ¢1 + q2), (3.40)

where we used that (3.1) provides 0,¢(z,q) = ¢(z, q)(E1(z+ q) — E1(z)). Being written in such
a form the identity (3.4) possesses R—matrix generalization:

12(2) R3s(y) = Rig(w + y)ria(z) + ras(y) Riz(x +y) — %Rig(fv +y) (3.41)

n [89] the elliptic case was described in a slightly different normalization. It differs from the one we use
here by ¢; — ¢;/N. This leads to additional factor 1/N in the equations of motion in [89].
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Applications of the latter identity can be found in [88]. Let us write down its corollary (3.41):

Ry (qin) R35(qrj +n) — Riy(qie + 1) R33(qr;) = (3.42)
= Ris(qij + 1) (r12(qir) — m12(qar + 1)) + (r23(qr; + 1) — r23(qr;)) Riz(qi; +n). (3.43)

We will use degenerations of (3.41) as well. Consider expansions of its both parts near z =0
1 0),z z z z 1 0
(P + RY* + ) Ry) = (RaW) +oFh0) +- ) (S Pe+rld +.0 )+ (349)
z z a z z
raa(y) (Ria(w) + 2 Fi) + - - ) = 5= (Rislw) + aF) + - ). (3.45)

where F7?(y) is defined as in (3.32). In the zeroth order in x we have:

Z Dz z ¥4 z a z
R Rigy) = Fis(y) Pa + Riy(u)riy) + raa(y) Rig(y) — 5~ Ria(v). (3.46)
Also, by expanding (3.41) near y = 0 we similarly obtain
1 z z z

+<$P23 +ri 4 ) (ng(x) +yFa(x) + .. ) - %(Rig(x) + yFi(z) + .. ->,
0

Riy(0) R = Riy(a)ria(e) + iy Rig(w) + PuFiy () = 5~ Riy(a). (3.48)
From (3.46) and (3.48) we deduce
Ry Riy(aij + 1) = Ria(n) R (aiy) = (3.49)

F24(qi; + 1) Pia + B2 (qi; + 1) (1Y) = 11a(0)) + (ras(as + 1) — ras(ai)) Ris(aij + 1)

3.2.2 Lax equation

Let us write down the Lax equation with the additional term (3.31) explicitly in terms of N x N
blocks. For the diagonal blocks this yields

Li(2) = LP(2)MP(2) — M (2) L7 (2) + Z <£"k(z)/\/l]“(z) - M’Wz)ﬁ’“(z)) (3.50)
ki
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Similarly, for the off-diagonal part we have

Lij(z) = L) MY (2) = M ()L (2) + LY (2) M (2) = MY (2) L7 (2)+ (3.51)
+ 3 (LHMYI(2) = ME)LY (=) + (ahy — ) Toa ( Fialas + 1) PraSY ).
ki,

Our aim is to show that (3.50) and (3.51) are equivalent to the equations of motion (3.34)
and (3.35) respectively. Notice that

rg%ﬁ(z) =85=- rg(s]/\/l(z) € Mat(NM,C), (3.52)

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

Off-diagonal part.
In the Lh.s. of (3.51) we have
L9(z)1 = Tra(Fiy(as; + 1) PraSy dig) + Tra(Riy (g3 + 1) PraSy)- (3.53)

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 (3.51)

(L*(2)MY (2) = M (2) LY (2)), = (3.54)

= Tr23< — Riy(qin + 1) PraS3 Ria (i) PraSy” + R (qin) PraSs Ris(gis + 77)P133§j> = (3.55)
= Tra3 ((sz(qik)R%(%j + 1) — Ria(qir + U)Rgs(ij))PnS;kPmng) = (3.56)

CL Tras (RT?,(QU +1) (le(C]ik) — r12(qar + n))PleékPlsS§j> + (3.57)

+Tra ( <7”23(ij +1n) — 7“23(%)) Ris(qi; + 77)P125§kP135§j> - (3.58)

Two obtained terms are transformed using (3.14)—(3.15) and the permutation operator property
P12U12 = U21P12 (and P12U23 = U13P12 respectively). Let us transform the first term from the
r.hes. of (3.54):

Tryg <Rl%3(gij + 1) <7‘12(C]z‘k) — 712(qik + 77)) PnS;kPBSéCj) =
= —Tr; <Rf3(%’j + 1) P13 Pi3 Tro ((Rg)’q”ﬁ" - Rgg)’qik)83k> PlSS§j> =
= —Try <Rf3(qij + 1) PysTry ((Rég)vqﬂtk+7] - Rég)ﬂlik)sgk) ng) _

= —Tr, <R'fz(qz'j + 1) PraTrs <(R§%),qm+n - Rgg)’%k)sélc)ng)' (3.59)
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Using the defintion (3.38) we obtain
Tras (ng(fb'j + 1) (le(qz'k;) — r1a(qix + 77)) P125§kP135§j> =
=1 (sz(qz‘j + 1) PraJ 0% (5ik)25§j>' (3.60)
The second term from the r.h.s. of (3.54) is transformed in a similar manner:
T1"23<<7”23(ij +1n) — T23(ij)>Ri3(Qij + U)P12Sikp138kj) =
= Tro3 (Ri“i(%'j + U)P123§kp133§ <7’23(ng + 1) — rag Qk]>)

= Tro3 (ng(q@'j + 77)P13P2355k5§j (Rg%mkﬁn R23 Qk]> >

= Tro3 <R12<qw + U)P12SZkSkJ (R(O) ki Rzg qh)) =

_ TI'25 <P23R13((]1] + n) P13P2381k8k] (R(O kTN R23 ‘1k]>

= Try (Rialais + ) PraSi s (S (RE ™7 = R ™)) ) =
— Ty (Riags + 1) PraS§ T (89, ). (3.61)
Finally, from (3.60) and (3.61) we get the following answer for the initial expression (3.54):
(L ()M (2) = ME(2) LY (2))1 =
~ Tr, (R;(q@- )P (sikﬂ% (SkF) — i (s“f)s’ff)z). (3.62)
Next, consider the following expression from (3.51):
(£%(2) M () — MH(2)£9(2)); =
= Tl”23< — Riy(n) oSy Riy(4i5) PusSy + RYS Py Rig(ai; + 77)P133§j> =
= T1"23(<R§02)’ZR§3(%' +1n) — RT2(77)R§3(%))P123§iP135§j>- (3.63)
Apply relation (3.49):
(L7 (2) MY (2) = MP(2) L9 ()1 = Tras (Fia(aiy + 1) PraPraS3 PiaSY ) +
+Tras <ng(ng +1) (ng) — 712(7) ))Plzséipl35§j)+

+TTra3 ((7‘23(% +n) — 7“23(%’)) Ri3(qi; + U)P12S§ip138§j>- (3.64)
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Let us simplify all three terms in the r.h.s. of (3.64). Transform the first term:
Tias ( Fiaais + 1) PraPaSi PraSY ) = Toa (S5) To (Fi g + m) Py ) =
= TYS™ - Try (FfQ(qij + n)P12S§j>. (3.65)
The third term is already known:
Tras ((7‘23(% +1n) — 7‘23(%‘)) Ris(qi; + 77)P128§ip135§j> =
— Ty (Ria(gis + m) PraSy T (7)), (3.66)
For the second term from the r.h.s. of (3.64) we obtain

Tras (Rig(qz-j +1) <7“§3) - 7’12(77)>P125§ipl35§j> =
= Trys <ng(% +n) P (7”:(:,3) - T32(U))P323§i3§j> =

= Try ( R%y(qs + 1) PraTrad (15 — PyuSi Sy ) =

ro( Ria(qi + ) PraTrsq (ras — r2s(n) | PasSy 1S

= (sz(qzj + 77)P12J77(5ﬂ)25§j>' (3.67)
Thus, the expression (3.64) takes the form:
(LY ()M (2) = M (2) L7 (2))1 =

= Tr, (sz(qw +1) P2 <S”J”’q”’ (87) — J"(S”>S” )2>+

One more expression £ (2) M7 (z)— M"Y (z) L7 (z) from (3.51) is transformed similarly to (3.64).
This yields

(LY ()M (2) = MY (2) L7 (2)1 =
— Ty (Rialasy + n) PraS707(S7) = 95 (S9)87) )=

CTeS - Try (Flg(qij n n)PlgS§j> . (3.69)
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Collecting the terms (3.62), (3.68) and (3.69) gives the following answer for ij—block of the
commutator:

([£(2), M(2)]9)1 = (TrS™ = TrS¥) - Tra(Fy(asj + n) PraSy) + Tra(Riy(qi5 + 1) PraAs), (3.70)
A = S¥ Jmdi (Sij) _ Jn(Sii)Sij T Sijjn(gjj) — JM4 (Sij)gjj+
+ Z <8ikjn,qkj (Skj) — JMik (Sik)gkj)
ki,
Also, taking into account the last term (with ) in the r.h.s. of (3.51), we get (3.21) in the
form
Sij = S¥ J1di; (Sij) _ Jn(Sii)Sij + SijJU(Sjj) — JM% (Sij)Sjj+
M
+ Z (S”"J"’q” (SkIy — i (8"‘“‘)8’”). (3.71)
ki,

Let us comment on transition from (3.70) to (3.71). Strictly speaking, we have proved
that the Lax representation holds true on the 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 (3.71) are contained in (3.70) independently taking also into account that Rjs
is a linear operator, which may mix these components somehow. Put it differently, we need
to show that Tro(R{,(qi; + n)P12C2) = 0 leads to C' = 0. For this purpose consider the Lax

equation near z = 0. It follows from (3.12)-(3.14) that Rj,(q;; + n)P2 has a simple pole in
z = 0 and the residue is equal to Pj5. Then the desired statement follows from Try( P2 Ay) = A.

Diagonal part.
Consider now the equation (3.50), which Lh.s. is of the form:

Lii(2)1 = Tra(Riy(n) P12Sy). (3.72)
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In the r.h.s. we transform the expression under sum using (3.42):

(L:Zk(Z)MkZ(Z) o MZk(Z)Ekl(z))l —

= TF23< - sz(%k + U)PlzsékRis(Qki)PmSgi + sz(%k)PuSéka:s(Qki + U)P13S§i)

= Tras ( (Riz(qik)R%(qki +1n) — Riy(qar + 77)R§3<Qki)> PSP Sh) =
G4y (ng(n) <T12(Qik) — r12(qar + n)) PIQS;"fPBSgi) +
+Tro3 ( <T23<Qki +1n) — T23<Qki)> RTS(n)P12S§kP13S§"> —
= 1r. (RTQ(H)P”(SMJU’%" (S*) — g (Sik)Skih).
The rest of the expression in the r.h.s. of (3.50) is simplified via (3.49):
(L ()M (2) = M (2) L7 (2))1 =
= Tos( — By PaSFRY PSS + RS PSi iy () PuSy) =
= Tf23((R§3)’ZR§3(77) - Riz(n)Ré(é”z)Pmsgipmsgi) -
= Tra <Rf3(77) <7“§(2)) - TlZ(U)>P125§iP133§i> +
T (raa(n) — 142 ) By () PraS PraSy ) +
+Tros (Ff‘g (77)P12P1232iiP138§i) — Trog <P23ng(n)Pm$;i plgsgi) _

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

Tros (Ff3(77)P12P125§iP133§i> = Trs (stng(ﬁ)PmS%iPmS?) =
= TyS" - Tr, (Ff2(n)P128§i).
The first and the second terms from (3.74) are of the form
Tras <Rf3(77) <7“£) - 7"12(77)>P125§iP135§i> +
+Tr23<<7'23(77) - ng))Rfs(W)PwSéiPlsSéi) =
— Tty (Riz(n)Pm (J”(S”)Sii _ s (S“’)) 2) .
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Finally, from (3.73) and (3.76) we get the answer

([L(2), M(2)Jih = Tra(Ria(0) PraBs ). (3.77)

where
B = JU(S)S" — S (s + 3 (si’wqm (Sk) — g (sz‘k)ski). (3.78)
ki

Here one should also use the argument given after (3.71). Thus, the equations of motion are
verified for the diagonal blocks.

3.2.3 Interacting tops

As was explained in [89], 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 PSP = SiSHF, (3.79)
Next, for an arbitrary J(S) = Tra(J1252) of the form (3.11) and Jio = Ji2Pys we have

J(S) = TI'Q(J1252> = Tr2<j12P1252) = Tr2(S2j12P12) =

= TI'Q(SQPlgjzl) = TI'Q(Plgsljgl). (380)
Therefore ' ‘ . N ) y
SZkJ(SkZ) = TTQ (Sikplgsfzjgl) = S“TI‘Q (J218§k>, (381)
where y y
Jo1 = PiaJo1 Pio = PraJha. (3.82)
In the same way
J(S*)Sk = Tr, (ngikpmgfi) = Try <j12$§k> S". (3.83)
Finally, equations (3.34) and (3.37) are written in the form
. M ~
= 8%, TSN + Y (SUT () — Jra(8H) 57, (3.84)
ki
. M ~
Gi = Tr (5) -3 T (siiﬂqki(skk) _ Jnan (skk)sii), (3.85)
ki
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where
jﬂﬂki (Skk) = Tr, <j;717%8§k> = Tr <P12<]{]27qki85k>; (386)

jﬁqu‘k (Sklc) _ Tr2< v{g(lmséck) = Tr, (J{]Q:Qik P12S§k)- (3.87)

Being written in the form (3.84)—(3.85) 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.
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Chapter 4

Quantum GL(NM) R-matrix and
quantum algebra

This chapter is based on our papers [74, 76] and is devoted to the quantization of the structures
described in the previous chapters.

In the first part of the chapter, the generalized quantum GLy,; dynamical R-matrix is
constructed using the G Ly solution of the associative Yang-Baxter equation. This quantum R-
matrix is a quantization of the classical r-matrix for the generalized interacting integrable tops
systems introduced in the previous sections. The quantum dynamical Yang-Baxter equation in
this case can be also considered as the quantum version of the classical dynamical Yang—Baxter
equation for the interacting tops models.

In the N = 1 case the obtained answer reproduces the GLj;-valued Felder’s dynamical
R-matrix, while in the M = 1 case it provides the GLy nondynamical R-matrix of vertex type
including the Baxter-Belavin’s elliptic one and its degenerations.

In the second part of the chapter, the quadratic quantum algebra has been constructed
starting from the dynamical RLL-relation, which corresponds to the elliptic version of R-
matrices introduced above.

This quantum R-matrix is related to the SL(N M )-bundles over the elliptic curve with
nontrivial characteristic class and generalizes simultaneously the elliptic nondynamical Baxter—
Belavin and dynamical Felder R-matrices, and the obtained quadratic relations generalize
both the Sklyanin algebra relations and the relations in the Felder-Tarasov—Varchenko elliptic
quantum group, coinsiding with them in the particular cases M =1 and N = 1 respectively.
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4.1 Quantum dynamical GL(NM) R-matrix

Yang-Baxter equations. Consider a matrix-valued function Rf,(2) € Mat(N, C)®2, which
solves the associative Yang-Baxter equation [27, 61]:

Riy(212) R (203) = Ri3(213) Ri3 "(212) + R " (223) Ris(213),  Zab = 20 — 2. (4.1)

Let the solution of (4.1) satisfy also the properties of skew-symmetry

N
Riy(2) = —Ry/(=2) = =PiaRyg(=2)P2,  P= ) €;®e; (4.2)

ij=1

and unitarity
Riy(2) Ry (—2) = (p(h) — p(2))1n @ 1n, (4.3)

where p(z) — is the Weierstrass p-function. We assume that it is equal to 1/sinh*(z) or 1/22
for trigonometric (hyperbolic) or rational R-matrices respectively. Notice that solution of (4.1)
with the properties (4.2)—(4.3) is a true quantum R-matrix of vertex type, i.e. it satisfies the
quantum (non-dynamical) Yang-Baxter equation ':

R}y (212) Rl3(213) Rh3(223) = Rby(223) Rls(213) Ry (212).- (4.4)

Equation (4.1) can be viewed as the matrix extension of the genus one Fay trisecant identity:

PR, 212)0(n), 223) = G0, 213)P(h — 1, 212) + G(n — N, 223) (R, 213), (4.5)

which coincides with (4.1) in scalar (N = 1) case. It plays a crucial role in the theory of classical
and quantum integrable systems [37, 78, 12]. Solution of (4.5) satisfying the (scalar versions
of) properties (4.2)—(4.3) is the Kronecker function:

YO0+ 2) IR R
OO I(z) = Zexp <7TZT(k‘ + 5) + 2mi(x + 5)(1@ - 5)) , (4.6)

kEZ

gb(hv z) =

where Im(7) > 0. Its trigonometric and rational limits are given by coth(h) + coth(z) and
h~! + 27! respectively. The properties of this function is given in the Appendix. Similarly, the
elliptic solution of (4.1) with properties (4.2)—(4.3) is known [61] to be given by the Baxter—
Belavin’s R-matrix [6, 7]. The trigonometric solutions were classified in [72, 62]. They include
the XXZ R-matrix, its 7-vertex deformation [16] and their GLy generalizations [2] (see a brief

IThe latter statement is easily verified. See e.g. [46, 48, 88].
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review in [36]). The rational solutions consist of the XXX R-matrix, its 11-vertex deforma-

tion [16] and their G Ly generalizations [80, 45] — deformations of the GLy Yang’s R-matrix

RIL(2) = 1y ® 1y + 271 Py, Summarizing, we deal with the R-matrices considered as matrix

generalizations of the Kronecker function (including its trigonometric and rational versions).
To formulate the main result we also need the Felder’s dynamical GL); R-matrix [26]:

Riy(h, 21,22 | @) = Riy(h, 21 — 22 [ q) = (4.7)
M M M
=¢(h,21 — 2) Y Ei®Ei+ Y E;®Eid(z1 — 22,¢5) + Y B ® Ej;o(h, —qs5),
i=1 irj ij
i;é]j i#]j
where q1,...,qy — are (free) dynamical parameters,
Tij = 4 — 4 (4.8)

and the set {E;;} is the standard basis in Mat (M, C).
The R-matrix (4.7) is a solution of the quantum dynamical Yang—Baxter equation:

Riy(21, 20 | ) Ri3(21, 23 |, ¢ — R Riy (20, 23 | q) = (4.9)
= R;Lg(z%zs lq— h(l))R%(Zl?Z?) | Q)Ribz(zl,»z’z | q— ﬁ<3))>

where the shifts of the dynamical arguments {¢;} are performed as follows:

M
_ 0
Rffz(zl,zQ | C]—|— h(g)) = P?? RTQ(Zl,ZQ ’ q) P3 h P:? = E 1]\/[ ® 1M ®Ekk exp (ha—qk) . (410)
k=1

Quantum dynamical GLy, R-matrix. Consider the following Mat(N M, C)-valued ex-
pression:

M M
v 2 v b 3
Ripna(2,w) =Y Ei ® Ei @Rl(z —w) + Y Ey © Eji @R (2 —w)+ (4.11)
i=1 irj
g
Moy 2 1 2
+Z Ei ® Ej; @ Iy @ In é(h, —qi5),
i?gj
where the Mat(N M, C) indices are represented in a way that the Mat(M, C)-valued tensor

components are numbered by the primed numbers, and the Mat(N, C)-valued components
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are those without primes (as previously). Put it differently, the indices are arranged through
Mat(N M, C®?* = Mat(M, C®? @ Mat(N, C®2. The order of tensor components is, in fact, not
important. It is chosen as in (4.11) just to emphasize its similarity with the Felder’s R-matrix
(4.7). The latter is reproduced from (4.11) in the N = 1 case, when the GLy R-matrix entering
(4.11) turns into the Kronecker function (4.6).

The results of this section are summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem.
Let R7,(z) be some G Ly quantum non-dynamical R-matrix satisfying the associative Yang—
Baxter equation (4.1) and the properties (4.2)—(4.3). Then the expression (4.11) is a quantum
dynamical R-matrix, i.e. it satisfies the quantum dynamical Yang-Baxter equation:

Riya(21, 2 | Q)R?'3'13(751= 2| q— h(2))Rg'3'23(z2’ z3]q) = (4.12)
= Rg/3,23(z2, 2| q— h(l))RiL’yw(zla 3 | Q)R)f/mz(zla 2| q- h(s))’ (4.13)

where the shifts of arguments {¢;} are performed similarly to (4.10):

M
U 2/ 3 1 2 3 0
PQZZ1M®1M®Ekk®1N®1N®1Nexp(h%>.
k
k=1

Proof: 1t is useful to write (4.1) as
Rp(zar) B 20) = R (200) R ae) + Rl () Ry (), (4.15)

where a, b, ¢ are distinct numbers from the set {1, 2,3}. Besides (4.15) and the properties (4.2)—
(4.3) the proof of (4.12) uses the Yang-Baxter equation (4.4) for the GLy R-matrix and the
following cubic relation:

RZb(Zab)R2c<ZaC)RZE(ZbC) - RZC(ZbC)RZc<Za6>RZb(Zab) = RZ:H(ZaC)(K’(h) — (1)), (4.16)

which is true under hypothesis of the theorem. If i = 7 it reduces to (4.4). In the general case
(4.16) leads (due to skew-symmetry of its r.h.s.) to

Roy R By + Roy R By, = Ry R 10, + Ri Ry Ray, Ray = Roy(2a = 2), (4.17)

c be” Yac™ Ya c ab’

known as the Yang—Baxter equation with two Planck constants [50]. The verification of (4.12)
is a straightforward but cumber some calculation. Consider, for example, the equation arising
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iy 2 3
in the tensor component F;; ® Eyr ® E;; with @ # 5 # k # i

RS (z12) R (213) R3S (223) 4+ O (R, qi) d(h, qri) R4 (213) = (4.18)
= R35 (223) RIS (213) RY5 (212) + 0(, qij)d(h, qjx) RY3 (213).

To prove it one should use (4.16) written in the form

R (z12)R15 (213) R3S (223) — R (223) RIS (213) RYS (212) = (4.19)
= (p(q) — o)) Ris ™ (213) = (plan) — 9(ars)) BT (213)

and the well-known property of the Kronecker function (scalar version of the unitarity) (see
also the Appendix)

o(h, qie)0(h, qri) = 9(h) — (qix),  O(h, qry)d(h, qir) = p(h) — ©(qr;)- (4.20)

The rest of the tensor components are verified similarly.

In the elliptic case, when Rl () is the Baxter—Belavin’s R-matrix, the result of the theorem
is known [44]. Similar results for the classical r-matrices were obtained previously by P. Etingof
and O. Schiffmann [19, 20] and later in [41, 42, 43, 92], where the Hitchin type systems were
described on the Higgs bundles with non-trivial characteristic classes. Recently, these type
models appeared in the context of R-matrix valued Lax pairs and quantum long-range spin
chains [31, 73, 30]. In [44] the answer (4.11) was verified explicitly in the elliptic case without
use of the associative Yang—Baxter equation. In this respect the approach of this work provides
much simpler proof. What is more important, the answer (4.11) is also valid for all trigonometric
and rational degenerations of the elliptic R-matrix (satisfying the properties required in the
Theorem). In the light of results of [30] the R-matrix (4.11) is the one necessary for quantization
of the (generalized) model of interacting tops.

Classical gly,, r-matrix. As a by-product of the Theorem we also get the classical dynam-
ical Yang—Baxter equation for the classical r-matrix of the generalized interacting tops [30].
Consider the classical limit of the GLy R-matrix from the Theorem:

RS (2) = by @ 1y + ria(2) + O(h). (4.21)

The coefficient 72(2) is the classical r-matrix, and the quantum Yang-Baxter equation (4.4)
reduces in the limit (4.21) to the classical (non-dynamical) Yang-Baxter equation:

[T12(212), T13(213)] + [r12(212), r23(223)] + [r13(213), T23(223)] = 0. (4.22)
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Similarly, the classical dynamical r-matrix appears from (4.7) through (4.21). It satisfies the
classical dynamical Yang-Baxter equation:

[112(212), T13(213)] + [112(212), r23(223)] + [r13(213), 723 (223) |+ (4.23)
[31,7“23(223)] - [32, r13(213)] + [33, r12(z12)] =0, (4.24)

which underlies the Poisson structure of the spin Calogero-Moser model [9, 38]. Here

M
0= 1y @y ®Eyd,  Pr= 1™ 4 hdy + O(h?), (4.25)
k=1

In the same way, starting from the quantum R-matrix (4.11) one gets the classical r-matrix
M , M )
rionz(2) = Z lEu ® QEZZ ®ria(z) + Z 1Ez‘j ® 2Eji ®R1 (2), (4.26)
and the classical dynamical Yang-Baxter equation follows from (4.12):
[r1212(212), Trrans(213)] + [rrona(212), Tores(223)] + [Prsns(213), Tarsres(2e3)]+ (4.27)

+[31/, 1'2'3'23(223)] - [32'7 1‘1/3'13(213)] + [33/, 1'1'2'12(212)] = 0.

with

~ M 1/ 2/ 3 1 2 3 4.14 ~

0y =Y 1u® 1y @ Em®1ly® 1y ® 1y 0, Pj LY N 4 hdy + OB, (4.28)

k=1
4.2 Elliptic quantum algebras
4.2.1 Sklyanin algebra
Consider Baxter—Belavin quantum R-matrix [6, 7]:
RPP(h,u) = Z Oalt, B+ wy)Ty @ T, (4.29)

2
a€ly
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In this defintion the elliptic functions ¢, (u, 4+ w,) and the N x N basis matrices T, connected
with these functions, are used. They are defined in the Appendix. This R-matrix satisfies the
quantum Yang-Baxter equation in Mat (N, C)®3

R (h, 212) R (R, 213) Ry (R, 203) = RYy (R, 203) Ry (h, 213) Ry (B, 212), (4.30)

An operator L(z) is called L-operator for the Baxter-Belavin R-matrix, if it satisfies the
RLL-relation

RIEQB(E, 21 — ZQ)Ll(Zl)LQ(ZQ) = LQ(ZQ)Ll(Zl)R]IE;B(h, Z1 — ZQ). (431)

In the work [78] Sklyanin suggested a class of the L—operators for the case N = 2. After this,
his approach was generalized in the case of an arbitrary N and considering other parameters of
bundles over the elliptic curve [60, 67, 91, 11, 35]. The constructed L—operators are connected
with the quadratic algebra, called Sklyanin algebra.

Consider an L—operator of the form

L(z) = Z Calz, b+ wa)SaTy. (4.32)

RLL-relation (4.31) for this L-operator is equivalent to the following quadratic relations on
operators Sy, labelled by pairs («, 3), which do not depend on the spectral parameters 2y, zs:

BAO: Y seasg, <E1 (wy + ) — By (Wa—gyin) + B (warry + ) — By (wpan + h)) Sa—rSgiy =0,
Y
(4.33)
B=0: Y s (Ez(wV + 1) — By(war + h))ks*a,vs,7 =0, (4.34)
Y

where E(z) and Ey(z) are Eisenstein functions, also defined in the Appendix. A set of numbers

Hap = €XP <%i(51042 - /3)2041)) (4.35)

defines structure coefficients of the relations (4.33)—(4.34), called the Sklyanin algebra relations.
For example, operators S, = T_,, satisfy these relations. In this case the RLL-relation becomes
the Yang-Baxter equation (4.30).

One can slightly modify the definition (4.32) and relations (4.33)—(4.34). The L—operator
can be divided by a function depending only on z, because this function cancels in the both
parts of the RLL-relation. Presenting ¢,—function explicitly:

2ri V(0)9(z +h+ wy) 2ni
— N a2z — N @2z 4
Va2, h 4+ wa) = ¢z, h+ way)e I+ o) e (4.36)
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and dividing the L-operator (4.32) by ¥'(0)/9(z), one obtains

(] 19(Z+h+w0¢) 2ri oz
L'z)=>" e 2*S,T,. (4.37)

A multiplier ¥(h 4+ w,) does not depend on the spectral parameter, then, one can remove it
redefining S,. In this case the L—operator will have the form

LMz) =Y 0+ htwa)e ™28, Ty, Sq=—t—. (4.38)

The Sklyanin algebra relations will also change
B#0: Z Hya By (El (wy + h) = Ey(wa—p—y + h) + Er(wa—y + h) — E1(wpy + h)) X
5

XV (h + wa—y)0(h + w6+v)§a—7§ﬁ+v =0, (4.39)

B=0: > sta(Balwy + 1) = Ba@amy + 1)) 90+ wasy)9(h+ w3) SaySy = 0 (4.40)
Y

Moreover, one can change h in the L—operators to another parameter, shifting z, because the
R-matrix depends only on the difference z; — 2. Then one can define an operator

2mi

L(2)=L"z+n—h)= Z Iz +n+ wa)e%o‘QZSZTa . 87 = S,enon=h) (4.41)

Relations on S will be analogues of the relations on ga accurate to these exponential multi-
pliers.

4.2.2 Elliptic quantum group
Consider Felder dynamical quantum R-matrix [26, 28]:

M M M
R, (h,u| q) = Z o(u, h)Ey @ Ey + Z o(u, qij) Eij @ Eji + Z o(h, —qij) By @ Ej;, (4.42)
i=1 ij=1 ij=1
ij#j ij#j
where ¢;; = ¢; — qj, E;j — M x M matrices with matrix elements (E;;)i = 005, and ¢ —
elliptic functions, defined in the Appendix. Dynamical here means that the R—matrix depends
on the dynamical parameters g;.
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The R-matrix (4.42) satisfies the quantum dynamical Yang-Baxter equation
Riy(h, 212 | @) Ri (R 213 | @ — RP)Ris (R, 223 | q) =
= Ry (h, 22 | ¢ = WY Ri3(h, 213 | @) Rip(B, 212 | g — BY) (4.43)
In this equation the shifts along the Cartan subalgebra {E;;} in gl(M) is used:

REy(ho 212 | ¢ = B = e R, (B 21a | )€™, 05 = > (Eya)30y,. (4.44)
k

Besides the quantum dynamical Yang—Baxter equation, the R—matrix satisfies also zero—
weight conditions:

[(Ei)1 + (Eii)2, Riy(h, 212 | )] = 0, (4.45)
01 + O, RYy(h, 212 | )] = 0. (4.46)

Let h;yi = 1,2,... M be commuting elements. An operator L(z | ¢) is called dynamical
L—operator with Cartan elements h; for the Felder R—matrix if it satisfies the dynamical RLL-
relation

Riy(h, 215 | @) La (21 | ¢ = B®)Lo(2a | @) = Lo(2a | ¢ = BY)La (21 | @) Ria(hy 212 | g — B+ B),
(4.47)

o a
sz(h, 212 q—h-h)= @JLZk thk’RfQ(ﬁ, 212 | Q)Gﬁz’“ "y

The dynamical Yang—Baxter equation implies the fact that the Felder dynamical R—matrix
is the dynamical L-operator with Cartan elements h; = (E;;)s:

Li(=] q) = Rly(h,= | q). (4.48)

The RLL-relation (4.47) can be rewritten in the equivalent form if one acts on both sides from
the left by the operator ¢"e"  Using zero-weight property [0y + 0a, Ry(u | q)] = 0, one
obtains [e"1eh?2 R (u | q)] = 0. Then one can get

M2 RE, (B, 212 | q)La(21 | ¢ — BP)Lo(20 | q) = "€ Ly (25 | ¢ — ALy (21 | @) RYy (B 212 |  — Bi- ),
"2 RY) (hy 212 | @)e "2 Ly (21 | @)™ La(22 | @) = " La(22 | @)™ Li(21 | @) Ry (B 212 | ¢ — B ),
Riy(h, 212 | )€™ Li(21 | )" La(22 | q) = €"” Ly (22 | q)"" L1(21 | ) Riy(h, 212 | g — h- h).

Define operators L(u | ¢) = ¢"L(u | ¢). Then (4.47) can be rewritten in the form
Ri5(h 210 | @) La(21 | ) La(22 | @) = Lo(2 | ) La(21 | @) Riy(hy 212 | g — B+ ). (4.49)
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In the work [83] V. Tarasov and A. Varchenko constructed the dynamical L-operators and
the quadratic algebra connected with them, which is also known as the small elliptic quantum
group. Consider g and g, — hhy in R—matrices in (4.49) as independent coordinates and label

these two new sets of variables q{ - = Q, q,i - = qx — hhy. Then the RLL-relation is presented
as

Riy(hyz12 | PN Lazn [ ¢ 0PN Loz | 41, ¢™) = Loz [ ¢ a®N Li (o | ¢!, ¢ RY, (0202 | o1).
(4.50)
Choose an ansatz for L-operator in the form

where ¢;; are operators do not commute with coordinates g } but shift them by A by the
following rule

1 2 2
taf@? . af o ddP Ll ) =
=gV, a Pl e, (4.52)

where f is an arbitrary function of variables q,‘i ) The dynamical RLL-relation (4.50) for this
L-operator is equivalent to the following quadratic relations for the operators t;:

tijti = tirlij, (4.53)
;" — 1) o
titj = # tintin, 1 F J, (4.54)
I —h 9™ — Rk (gt 4 o2
(QJZ - >tijtkl_ (% - )tkltz’j _ J(h) {(gzk {;lfz )tiﬂfk]’, itk AL (4.55)
Na5i”) 9(gi") Il ()

These quadratic relations define (small) elliptic Felder—Tarasov—Varchenko quantum group.

4.3 A quadratic algebra for the SL(NM) R—matrix

Consider a quantum R-matrix, corresponding to the SL(N M )-bundle with nontrivial charac-
teristic class over the elliptic curve. This R—matrix was constructed in the papers [44, 92, 74].
It generalizes simultaneously the nondynamical Baxter-Belavin quantum R-matrix and the
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dynamical Felder quantum R-matrix and can be presented in the form

Riya(212 | 4) = Z(Eii)a(Eii)bR]ng(@ 212)+

+ Z Z] jl bR12 (qua 212 + Z m a Ejj)b & 1N & 1N¢<h7 _qU) (456>
1753 iséj

Here spaces labelled by small latin letters are M x M matrix spaces in the standard basis,
and spaces labelled by numbers — N x N matrix spaces in the basis (A.15). This quantum
R-matrix satisfies the dynamical quantum Yang-Baxter equation with shifts only along the
Cartan subalgebra corresponding M x M matrices (i.e. of the form h; ® 1y):

Rab12(z12 | q) acl3(z13 lq—n b))Rbc23(Z23 | q) =
= Rb023<223 lqg—n a))RZc13<213 | Q)R2b12<212 | q— h(c))- (4.57)

An operator Ly (z | ¢t ¢1?) is called an L-operator for this quantum R-matrix, if it satisfies
the following RLL-relation:

Rayia(212 | q{2}) a1(21 | q{l}aq{Q})Lbz(z’z | q{l}aq{Q}) =
= Lb2<22 ‘ q{1} {2 }>La1(Z1 | q{l} {2}>R2b12(212 | q{l})_ (4.58)

The main result of this chapter is the description of a quadratic algebra connected with this
RLL-relation. Choose an L—operator in the form

Loi(z | ¢, ¢™) = Z<E~> LY (21 | ¢, g™, (4.59)
L9z | q) 219 z+ q;{2} {1} + wa )15 (4.60)

The operators ¢ shift coordinates g by the rule

1 1} {2 2 2
f(qf },...,ql{ },...,q}{\/[},qi{ },...,qj },...,qﬁj})—
:f(qy}a>Qz{1}+h77Q}{\/l[}7q{2} aQ§2}+h77Q§j})tO; (461)

Then the RLL-relation is equivalent to the following set of quadratic relations for the generators
té:
ij

1. For the same pairs of indices i, j the elements {t | a € Z3} satisfy the Sklyanin algebra

relations with parameter n = ql{Q} qj{l}
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2. For the same second index and distinct first indices i, 7,k : j # k

1 a— 1 @
E 200203, P (P + w.y, qj{k} + Waty—a )t Wtfj7 = ¢(h, —qj{k})tgitji. (4.62)
2!

3. For the same first index and distinct second indices i, 7,k : j # k

2 a— 2 a
E :%w%ﬁ%b(h t Wa—pg—rys _qjk} — Wy )l Wtf;w = o(h, _q}k})tijtiﬁk' (4.63)
v

4. For distinct first and second indices i, j, k,l : 1 # k,j # 1

2 1 o— 1 o 2\«
Z %voc%ﬁvéb(qz{k} + Wy, q]{z} + w5+7—a)tjk Wtzﬁiﬂ = ¢(h, —C]}z })tlﬁktji — ¢(h, —qz‘{k})tjitﬁc-
il
(4.64)

One can notice, that in the case M = 1 there are only {t§y | a € Z3,} generators, satisfying
the Sklyanin algebra relations, and in the case N = 1 there are only elliptic quantum groups
generators {t?j | i, € 1,2,...,M}. Therefore, the constructed quadratic algebra generalizes
these two quantum algebras simultaneously.

The proof of this equivalence is straightforward, it can be checked via elliptic functions
identities given in the Appendix. An example of this check in the particular tensor component
of the RLL-relation is presented below.

4.3.1 An example calculation to check the RLL-relation
Consider for example the (E;;),(Eix)s—component of the RLL-relation, for j # k:

RYP(h, z10) LY (1) L (2) = L (2) L (21)d(h, —q'y)) + L (22) L () REE (a1, 212). (4.65)

This relation is in N x N-matrices. Expanding it in the basis T, one gets the following in the
components (73,)1(7s)2 (after cancelling all exponential multipliers):

Iz + ™ — g +wa)t), -0z + g — ¢ Fwa)ts - o(h —gl) =
- Z Py By <¢(Z12, B4 wy)0(z + qi{Q} - q;{l} + war )t (2 + qi{Q} - QIEI} + Wi i =
Y
{2} {1}

0z + 0 = "+ wa )50+ 0 — g s 00, + wasa))
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Moving all 5, to the right, one obtains
Iz +ai — gt +wp)d(z + ¢ — ¢V + Bt wa)d(h, —g s =
=" st <¢(212, it w02+ g = ¢ w9z + g — g+ R wp) -
>

— (2 +q{ b {1} + wa)9(21 + q{2} {1} + h+w5+7)¢(zu,q5} +wa_ﬁ_7)>taz e

Divide two parts by 9(z; —i—q{ - {1} +wg)d(z —i—q{2} {1} +h-+w,) and consider an expression
in the brackets in the right hand 51de One can snnphfy it:

V(z1 + q{ Y {1} + Wa—~y) V(22 + q{ b { } + h+ w5+ﬂ,)

d)(zlg, h + w )
! Iz + ql{ - {1} + 4+ we)0(z2 + q,{ } { } +wg)
{1} V(21 + q{2} { Y h+t Way) (22 + Q{Q} {1} + Wa—y)
_¢(212>qkj + Wa—g—v) 2y _ {1} {2} _ {1} -
9(z1 + g + 4 wa)(z2 + g +wp)

(2 + q{z} o twshtw)
oz +q>) - ”+wa Rt )
{1} P(z1 + q{ b { by h+wa,q]{k} + Whtry—a)
_¢(Zl2;qkj +Wa—,8—'y) 2y { ¥ I =
P(z2 + g; + Wa—y, @), + Waty—a)
$(z12, h+ wy)d(z2 + ¢ — gtV +w5,h—|—w7)q§(22 +¢ ¢t wary gy +wpiae o)
¢(Zl + q{2} { } + Wa—, h+w7)¢(22 + (]{2}
¢(z12, CI;E} + Wa—p—vy)P(21 + ql{ b { Ly Woank} + Way—a)P(21 + qz{ - { }
d(z1 + q{ Y {.1} + Wa—r, b+ wy) (22 + q{ - { 4 + Wa—ys q{k} + WBty—a)

= ¢(z12, h + w,)

{}"‘wa %qj{k}"‘wﬂ+v a)
+ Wa—ry, N+ wy)

Applying Fay identity to ¢, and using the fact that ¢(x, —z) = 0, one can derive:

¢z + 0 — g Fws it w2+ a — ¢+ war, ¢+ whiaa) =
= ¢<QJk + w5+’y a h + w7)¢(22 + q{2} Q;{l} + Wa— 03 Q§k} + h + wﬂ+2’y—o¢)
oz + q{2} {1} + h+ wa, q]{k} + Wey—a)P(21 + q{2} qj{l} + Wary, A+ wy) =

- ¢(h + Wy, q]{k} + wﬁ+7—a)¢(zl + q{ b {1} + Wa— v q]{k} +h+ w,6’+2~/—a)
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One can take out the common factor in the numerator ¢(h + w., qj,i} + Waty—a), the rest parts
in the numerator are equal to the denominator (via Fay identity):

¢(212, b+ wy ) (22 + qz-{z} - qj{l} + Wa—y; QJ{;} + A+ Wat2y-a)—
—¢(212, C];Ejl-} + Wa—p—) (21 + qi{Q} - C]]{l} + Wa—y; Q]{;} +h+ wsroy—a) =

= ¢(z1 + Qi{Q} - C]j{l} + Waryy B+ wy ) (22 + Qi{2} - qj{l} + Wa—ry, q]{,i} + Wpty—a)

Using this simplification, one obtains the required relation without spectral parameters:

1 a— 1 a
Z Hya 73y P(h + W, qj{-k} + W/B—i-fy—oa)tji vtflﬂ = ¢(h, —qj{k})t’gitji-
ol

All other relations can be checked in the same way considering the other components of the
RLL-relation.

4.3.2 Discussion

In the chapter the quadratic algebra generalized the elliptic quantum group and Sklyanin
algebra is concructed. On the onehand, it is a classification result, which complements and
generalizes the known structures of the quadratic algebras in the bundles over the elliptic
curve. On the other hand, the obtained results can be applied to the description of the concrete
mechanical systems. It was shown in [73, 31, 30], that the considered SL(NM) quantum R-
matrix is connected with quantum long-range spin chains and R-matrix—valued Lax pairs.
Moreover, this particular R—matrix in the nonrelativistic classical limit describes the system of
interacting tops. The relativistic analogue of this system was also obtained recently using the
natural ansatz for the Lax pair [89, 75]. So, the result of this work can be also considered as
the description of the operator algebra of the quantum relativistic interacting tops.
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Conclusion

In this thesis we studied the applications of the quantum R-matrix identities,
first of all, the associative Yang—Baxter equation, to the theory of the integrable
systems, classical and quantum.

e The systems of generalized interacting integrable tops have been con-
structed for any quantum R-matrix, which solves the associative Yang—
Baxter equation together with skew-symmetry and unitarity conditions.
These systems can be considered as the extension of both the spin Calogero—
Moser systems of particles and the Euler—Arnold integrable tops.

e The relativistic analogue of the system of generalized interacting inte-
grable tops has been constructed. This system generalizes both the spin
Ruijsenaars—Schneider model and the relativistic version of the Euler—
Arnold top.

e The classical r-matrix structure for the generalized interacting integrable
tops has been quantized, quantum R-matrix and quantum RLL-algebra
have been obtained. In the elliptic case, the quadratic algebra correspond-
ing to this RLL-algebra is the simultaneous generalization of the Sklyanin
algebra and the small elliptic quantum group.
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Appendix: Elliptic functions and their
properties

The following set of functions is used in this work [84, 58]. The first one is the Kronecker
function:
% + %, rational case,

o(n, z) = ¢ coth(n) + coth(z), trigonometric case, (A.1)
9/ (0)9(z+n)
d(m)d(z)

Its elliptic version is given in terms of the odd theta-function

elliptic case.

¥(z) = Zexp (mﬁ'(k + %)2 + 2mi(z + 1)(k: + %)) (A.2)

2
keZ

on elliptic curve with moduli 7 : (Im(7) > 0). The next are the first Eisenstein (odd) function
and the Weierstrass (even) p-function:

1 1

2 229
Ey(z) = { coth(z), o(z) = mlg(z), (A.3)
9 (z 91
=, ~0.Ei(2) + 358
We also need the derivatives
and
f(2,0) = 0,0(2,9) = ¢(2,9)(Er (2 + q) — Er(q))- (A.5)
The one (A.4) is the second Eisenstein function.
The main relation is the Fay trisecant identity:
o(z,q)p(w,u) = ¢(z — w,q)d(w, ¢ + u) + o(w — z,u)P(z,q + u). (A.6)
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The following degenerations of (A.G) are necessary for the Lax equations and r-matrix struc-
tures:

o(z,2)f(2,y) — 0(2,9) f(2,2) = ¢(2,2 + y)(p(x) — p(y)), (A7)
o0, 2)(n, —2) = p(n) — p(2) = Ez(n) — Ea(2). (A.8)

Also
d(z,q)p(w,q) = ¢(z +w, q)(Er(2) + Ey(w) + Ei(q) — E1(z +w +q)) == (A.9)

= ¢(z +w, q)(Ev(2) + Er(w)) = f(z 4w, q).

The local behavior of the Kronecker function and the first Eisenstein function near its simple
pole at z = 0 is as follows:

Beu) = -+ B(w) + 5 (BH(u) - plu)) + O(?), (A.10)
Ei(z) = % + gi:/(f)) + O, (A.11)

From (A.10) and (A.5) it follows that
£(0,1) = —Es(uw). (A.12)

In definitions of R—matrices the shifted Kronecker elliptic functions are used

Oaltl, T + W) = DU, T + wa)e ¥ 02, w, = %, (A.13)
~ V(0)9(u+ )
P(u, ) = OO (A.14)

In the definition of the Baxter-Belavin quantum R-matrix the basis matrices T, are used.
They can be defined as:

T, = T(ahaQ) = exp (72041@2) QalAa2, (A.15)

2mik 1, ifj+41=k mod N
= 0; Njp=<" ’ A.16
@i = O exp( N )’ i {O, else. ( )

Since

-
exp (%alo@) QA = A2Q™M (A.17)

7



one has the multiplication rule

™
T\ Ts = #a0pTors, Hap = €xp (N(/Bla2 - 52041)) ; (A.18)

where o + 3 = (ag + 1, a9 + B2). The non-degenerate pairing is given by the matrix trace:

Tl"(TaTﬁ) = N5a+5, TO == 1N~ (A19>
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