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CrossMark
Abstract
In this paper we suggest generalizations of elliptic integrable tops to matrix-
valued variables. Our consideration is based on the R-matrix description
which provides Lax pairs in terms of quantum and classical R-matrices. First,
we prove that for relativistic (and non-relativistic) tops, such Lax pairs with
spectral parameters follow from the associative Yang—Baxter equation and
its degenerations. Then we proceed to matrix extensions of the models and
find out that some additional constraints are required for their construction.
We describe a matrix version of the Z, reduced elliptic top and verify that the
latter constraints are fulfilled in this case. The construction of matrix
extensions is naturally generalized to the monodromy preserving equation. In
this way we get matrix extensions of the Painlevé VI equation and its
multidimensional analogues written in the form of non-autonomous elliptic
tops. Finally, it is mentioned that the matrix valued variables can be replaced
by elements of noncommutative associative algebra. At the end of the paper
we also describe special elliptic Gaudin models which can be considered as
matrix extensions of the (Z, reduced) elliptic top.

Keywords: elliptic integrable systems, noncommutative integrable systems,
Euler—Arnold tops, Painlevé VI equation
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1. Introduction and summary

Noncommutative generalizations of integrable systems have a long history that started from
the non-abelian generalization of the Toda model proposed by Polyakov®. The incomplete list
of papers devoted to this subject is [13, 17, 33, 36, 37] and references therein. The gen-
eralization means a passage in the equations of motion to the variables taking values in
associative algebras, possibly with additional structures. This can be treated as quantization of
the original system. On the other hand, in this way one can pass from the classical finite-
dimensional Hamiltonian systems to corresponding field theories. Our construction of the
noncommutative integrable systems is based on the associative Yang—Baxter equation for
(quantum) R-matrices. We will show that the existence of this equation governs the integr-
ability of the related top-like system. Then it is mentioned that any such R-matrix can be
simply generalized to that corresponding to the matrix-valued extension of the initial top.
Finally, we prove that this extension is indeed integrable under the additional reduction
procedure.

In this paper we describe a noncommutative generalization of the integrable Euler—
Arnold tops related to the group SL (N, C). The simplest example of the latter is given by the
Euler top:

S =18 J(S] (1.1)
1 21

S = Z_ OaSas J(S) = z_ OaSadus (1.2)
a:12 0:12

where o, are the Pauli matrices, 1 = J-1, Ji, J», Js—arbitrary constants (inverse components
of the inertia tensor written in principle axes) and (S, S,, S3)—the dynamical variables
(components of the angular momentum vector). The model is Hamiltonian. Its phase space is
parameterized by the S, variables treated as coordinates on su*(2) Lie coalgebra, where the
Poisson-Lie structure is defined:

3
{8 S5} = €0p,S,,  H= % S ALSE (1.3)
a=1

The Hamiltonian equations S, = {H, S,} are equivalent to (1.1). In what follows we deal
with the complexified version of the Euler equation and its generalizations, i.e. S, € C,
J, € C and su*(2) is replaced by sI*(2, C).

The Euler—Arnold generalizations of (1.1) correspond to higher rank Lie algebras (or
groups). It means that S =~ S,T,, where {T,}—some basis in the Lie algebra g. Such
dynamical type systems were introduced by Arnold [1], and were shown to be Liouville
integrable in some particular cases [11, 30, 34]. We focus on elliptic integrable systems which
appeared originally for many-body systems of Calogero—Moser type [38]. The construction of
its solutions [19] requires the Lax pair with spectral parameter z living on an elliptic curve
¥, =C/Z @ 77 with moduli 7, Im 7 > 0. For the top-like systems, such Lax pairs were
constructed for continuous and discrete XYZ models by Sklyanin [44, 45] and then were
generalized to the Gaudin type models and to higher rank cases [9, 35, 42] using the Belavin—
Drinfeld elliptic r-matrix [6]. Later, both types of elliptic models (the many-body systems and
the elliptic tops) were unified [22] by the Symplectic Hecke correspondence (the classical
analogue of the IRF-vertex correspondence [5]). The classification of general elliptic models,
including those of mixed types for simple Lie groups, can be found in [21].

5 See appendix by Krichever in paper [12].
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Elliptic sly top is a generalization of the Euler one (1.1) for the case S € Mat(N, C):

N
S=[S,J® S=YES;i= > TS, (1.4)
i,j=1 € ZyXLy;a=0
o) + a1
J(S) = Y TuSudas  Jo=—Er(ws), wy= % (1.5)
a=0

where o = 0 is a short notation for o = (o, ap) = (0, 0), the set {T,} is a higher rank
analogue of the Pauli matrices basis in Mat(N, C) (see (A.2)—(A.8)), and E, is the second
Eisenstein elliptic function (A.13). The absence of a = 0 term in (1.4) means that trS = 0.

The (inverse) inertia tensor J depends on only one complex parameter—the moduli 7 of
the elliptic curve. In fact, one can multiply J(S) by an arbitrary constant and shift all the
components J, by another one constant (the latter does not effect equations of motion). Thus
we have three parameters, and in this sense the elliptic s1(2, C) top (in this case {w, } is the set
of half-periods {0, 7/2, 1/2 + 7/2, 1/2}) coincides with the complexified Euler top.

The Lax equations

L(z,8) =[L(z, S), M(z, S)] (1.6)

written for the Lax pair with the spectral parameter z

L@ =Y TS (@ w), M@ = Y TuSaf, @ wn) (1.7

a=0 a=0

are equivalent to (1.4)—(1.5) identically in z. The functions entering (1.7) are given in (A.25),
(A.26). Let us also write down equations of motion (1.4) in components S, (i.e. equations as
coefficient behind T,,)’:

Sa= > (Kgy— Ky 9)SS,d, a = 0, (1.8)
B.y: B+y=a
where kg - are structure constants defined by relations 73T, = g, T3+, (A.4).
Relativistic elliptic gly top is a deformation of (1.4)—(1.5). It generalizes the non-relativistic

top in the same way as the (elliptic) Ruijsenaars—Schneider model [43] generalizes the
Calogero—Moser model. The Lax equation (1.6) is written for the Lax pair

L'(z) =Y T8¢ (), M'(z)=—> T.5¢ @ w), §eMat®,C), (1.9)

a=0

where 1) is the deformation parameter and {"(z) } is the set of functions (A.23). It provides
the equations of motion

S =18, J1(S)], (1.10)
JIS) = Y TS JY Il = Ei( 4 wo) — Ei(wa), (1.11)
a=0

where E;—is the first Eisenstein function (A.12). For the rank 1 matrix S this model is gauge
equivalent to the elliptic Ruijsenaars—Schneider model. In the limit 7 — 0 (1.10)—(1.11) turn
into (1.4)—(1.5). Similarly to (1.8) we have the following equations of motion written in
components S, :

7 In N =2 case equations (1.8) coincides with (1.1) up to redefinition (A.8) and the factor 1,/2: as in (1.2).

3
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So= Y, (Kgy — Ky p)S3S 0 a=0;  Sp=0. (1.12)
B,y B+y=a

The relativistic top also has an n-independent description, which at the level of equations of
motion coincides with the non-relativistic one®. Substitution

So — Sa, (M, wy) for o = 0 and Sy — S (1.13)
transforms (1.12) into (1.8). It can be easily verified if one represents J) using (A.11) as

= £, wy) / ¢, (n, w,). Then 7 is cancelled out from the equations of motion in the same
way as spectral parameter z is cancelled out from the Lax equations (1.6) providing (1.8).

R-matrix formulation. The (non)relativistic classical tops can be described in terms of
quantum R-matrices [23]. In the elliptic case” we deal with the Baxter-Belavin GLy R-matrix
[4] written in the form:

Rz 2) =Rz - = Y ¢'@- 2L ®T,cMat®, C)*2, (1.14)

ac Ly XLy

It satisfies the quantum Yang—Baxter equation

Ry (21, 2R3 (21, 2R3 (22, 23) = R3320 )R, 2)RB (@, 22) (115)
and the unitarity condition which for (1.14) is as follows:
Rl (21, )RS (22, 21) = N2 (p(N/i) — oz — 22))1 @ 1. (1.16)

The construction of the (non)relativistic tops uses coefficients of local expansions near 77 = 0
(the classical limit)

RG@) = 5 16 1+ m(@ + @) + 00 (1.17)
and near z = 0O:

Ry(2) = an + REQ + 2 REW + 0(2?), (1.18)

ra(z) = gPIZ + 19+ 0(@), (1.19)

where Py, is the permutation operator (A.6). The coefficient 71, (z) from expansion (1.17) is
the classical Belavin—Drinfeld r-matrix [6] (B.2). Explicit expressions for the coefficients are
given in (B.2)-(B.6).

The elliptic top (1.4)—(1.7) is formulated in terms of R-matrix data as follows:

J(S) = tn(m2(0)S,), SH=1S8, u§) =0, (1.20)

L(z, §) = in(r2(2)$2), M(z, S) = tp(m2(2)S2). (1.21)
Similarly, for the relativistic elliptic top (1.9)—(1.11) we have:

T1(S) = tn(REY — n)S), (1.22)

L1 (Z’ S) = t1‘2(1e]7]2 (Z)SZ)s M”(Z9 S) = _trZ(rIZ(Z)SZ)a (123)

8 This is because the relativistic top is a quasi-classical version of the one site spin chain, due to the fact that the
elliptic top admits a bi-Hamiltonian structure consisting of linear and quadratic Poisson r-matrix structures. See
details in [16, 23].

9 See [24] and references therein for the rational and trigonometric cases.

4
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where S is a traceless part of S. Details can be found in [23, 24]. M" has no explicit
dependence on 7. We keep this notation to emphasize that it is the M-matrix of the relativistic
model.

Z, reductions in elliptic tops. To pass to the noncommutative version of the defined above
elliptic tops, we will need to impose some constraints. They can be described for the elliptic
tops as the Z, reduction. The idea of reduction provided by some finite groups in the classical
integrable systems was proposed by Aleksander Mikhailov [32]. It allows one to construct
non-trivial integrable systems starting from some trivial or known integrable systems.

The Z, reduction under consideration is simply written in terms of coordinates on the
phase space S,. The corresponding constraints are

S, = S_, for all a (1.24)
for non-relativistic tops and
Sa = S-a , forall « = 0 (1.25)

<pa(77s wa) B 807(1(77’ _wa')

in the relativistic case. Some details of the reduction are given in the appendix. Let us just
mention here that in the N = 2 case (which is the Euler top (1.1)—(1.3)) the reduction is trivial
since the constraints (1.24) and (1.25) are identities. Indeed, T, = T_, = 0, and S, = S_,,.
The arguments w, are half-periods 7/2, (7 + 1)/2, 1/2, therefore, using (5.4) and (5.5), it is
easy to show that ¢, (1, wy) = @, (0, —w,). As we will see below in the reduced case, one
can replace commuting variables by non commuting variables.

The classical r-matrix structure on the reduced phase space turns into the classical
reflection equation [46]. Two important examples of such type reduction were described in
[51] and [28]. The first one is the BC; Calogero—Inozemtsev model [15] described by
equation

d’u

3
s = Zyip’(u + wy). (1.26)
t a=0

The second example is the Zhukovsky—Volterra gyrostat [49]. It generalizes the Euler top
(1.1) to a non-zero external field

0SS =[S, J (] + IS, V], (1.27)

where 1/ = 2(3_1 V! 0., and (v}, V5, V/4) plays the role of a constant external field (gyrostatic
momentum in the classical case and magnetic field in the quantum case). The Lax pair for

(1.27) generalizes (1.7) in the following way:

1 3 !
L% (2) = 2_ Zaa (Sa%(L Wa) + L);
1

a=1 QDQ(Z’ wa)
3
M? (2) = I S oS 12 W) 9 (@ w2) P35, w3) (1.28)
2 a=1 2 (Z’ w{,‘r)

The models (1.26) and (1.27) are gauge equivalent at the level of Lax pairs. An explicit
change of variables S, = S, (#, u, vy, ...,3) was obtained in [28]. The constants 1/& from
(1.27) are linear combinations of 1, from (1.26) with 7-dependent coefficients (see (1.32) and
(1.33)). The fourth (missing) constant in (1.27) appears as the value of (Casimir
function) V62 =S + 57 + S7.
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Painlevé VI equation as a non-autonomous top. The Painlevé VI equation is the top
equation in the hierarchy of the classification of non-linear ODE of second order possessing
the Painlevé property. It depends on four constants and can be defined as the monodromy
preserving condition for a linear differential system with meromorphic coefficients defined on
CP'. Equivalently, it can be formulated in elliptic form [31, 39]. Then it takes the form of a
non-autonomous version of the Calogero—Inozemtsev system BC; (1.26):

d2u 3 2
F = ZVap (u + w,), (1.29)
a=0

while the monodromy preserving condition is of the form:
1
0-L(w) — Py oM (w) = [L(w), M (W)]. (1.30)
'l

Equation (1.29) is non-autonomous since ¢'(u + w,) depends on moduli 7 in both explicit
(through its dependence on w,) and implicit (through definition (A.13) of p-function) ways.
Similarly, one can define the non-autonomous version of the Zhukovsky—Volterra gyrostat
(1.27)

0:S=1[S,J(S]+[S, V] (1.31)

The latter model is non-autonomous due to 7-dependence of the components of (inverse)
inertia tensor J, (1.5) and the 7-dependence entering v//,:

9'0) Y
Vil = Cu (T)Dw Ca (7-) = Qoné (Z, wn’) <p(y (Z — Wa» wa) = _eXP(_ZWi wuarwa) s
V(W)
(1.32)
Dy = %(Vo +vi+uvtr), U= %(Vo + v — vy — 13),
1z Z%(Vo — vty —v3), U3= %(Vo — v — vy + 1»3), (1.33)

where the set of 1, consists of 7-independent constants from (1.29). Equations (1.29) and
(1.31) are again (as in the autonomous case) gauge equivalent. The corresponding change of
variables S, = S, (&, u, 7, vy, ...,173) is given in [28]. In this sense equation (1.31) is also a
form of the Painlevé VI equation'®. The Lax pair generating (1.31) through (1.30) is (almost)
the same as in the autonomous case:

3
L7V () = L2V (w) 22 21 500 (Sa @ (W W) + Ty (W — s ),

a=1

MPVL(w) = MZY (w) + E,(w)L? (w). (1.34)

It is an example of the so-called classical Painlevé—Calogero correspondence [20], claiming
that properly defined Lax pairs for elliptic non-relativistic models describe both integrable
mechanics through the Lax equation (1.6) and the monodromy preserving equation through
(1.30). The proof of this fact is based on the heat equation (A.17) for the Kronecker function.
In a general (Euler—Arnold) case the heat equation holds for R-matrices (1.17):

2m O,R((2) = Q.0,R(5(2),  2m1 0,112 (2) = Oomya (2). (1.35)

In the sly case, substitution of the Lax pair (1.7) into (1.8) leads to the non-autonomous
Euler—Arnold top

10" See also [29] for interrelations between elliptic forms of the Painlevé VI.

6



J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 49 (2016) 395202 A Levin et al

0:S =[S, J(9)], (1.36)

which can be considered as a multidimensional analogue of Painlevé equations.

Purpose of paper:

1. Lax equations from associative Yang-Baxter equation. The quantum Baxter—
Belavin R-matrix (1.14)—(1.16) can be interpreted as the matrix generalization of the Kro-
necker function (A.9) [25-27, 40]. Similarly to this scalar function, the R-matrix satisfies
relations which are matrix analogues of the elliptic function identities and properties. The
most important for our purposes (see also appendix) are:

* the associative Yang—Baxter equation [40] (analogue of the Fay identity (A.18)):

RERY = RARY " + R 7RA, Rl = Rl (2o — ), (1.37)

* skew-symmetry (analogue of ¢ (7%, z) = —¢(—7, —z) and E (z) = —E(—2)):

RAh() = —R5/" (—2), ma(@) = —ru(—2), mp@) =mu(—2), (1.38)

In section 2 it is shown that Lax equations with Lax pairs of the relativistic (1.23) or non-
relativistic (1.21) top are equivalent to equations of motion (1.10) or (1.4) with the inverse
inertia tensors (1.22) or (1.20) respectively. We do not explicitly use the elliptic function
identities. Our derivation is valid for any R-matrices (1.14)—(1.19) satisfying also
(1.37), (1.38).

2. Matrix extensions of tops. A direct meaning of a matrix extension is that (the scalar,
C-valued) variables of a model are replaced by noncommutative Mat(M, C) matrices. See
examples in [36]. When M = 1 we come back to the initial system. The matrix extension can
be thought of as a noncommutative version of a model. It is then described by non-
commutative (double) Poisson brackets [17]. The appearance of matrix variables also pro-
vides additional GL,, symmetry: this group acts on all matrix variables by conjugation. The
corresponding Poisson algebra and its quantization was studied in [3]. The double brackets
formalism is not used in our paper. Our aim is to get the equations of motion for matrix
extensions by generalizing the Lax pairs.

The set of variables (or the coordinates on the phase space) in the elliptic gl top
{S, € C, a € Zy x Zy} should be replaced by the set of matrices {S, € Mat(M, C) }:

Sa = Sa= >, TaSleMaM,C), «€Zyx Zy, (1.39)

Q€ Ly XLy

where {7, € Mat(M, C), & € Zy x Zy) is the basis (A.2) in Mat(M, C). We will use tildes
for ‘matrix” or ‘noncommutative’ space''. It becomes ‘scalar’ or ‘commutative’ when M = 1.
The space Mat(N, C) is an auxiliary space. It coincides with the matrix space of Lax
equations (1.6) or the matrix form of equations of motion (1.7) of initial (scalar) models.
A natural way to get generalizations of the construction of Lax pairs (1.23), (1.21) to
matrix-valued variables is to consider the following Mat(NM, C)®2-valued R-matrix:

1 The noncommutativity means that S,Sz = SgS,, and we do not imply any constraints for any S, inside

noncommutative space.
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R 3(2) = R} (@) @ Pi, (1.40)

where R} (z) is the same Mat(N, C)®2-valued R-matrix in auxiliary space as in (1.23), while
Pj5 is the permutation operator in noncommutative space. It is easy to see that R1nzji (z) is
indeed an R-matrix in the sense of the quantum Yang-Baxter equation (1.15) and unitarity
condition (1.16). Moreover, it satisfies the associative Yang—Baxter equation (1.37) as well.
However it has a different to (1.17) classical limit (it starts not from 4~ 1yy; x 1yy). For this
reason the general construction of the Lax pairs does not work for matrix extensions in the
same way as the scalar case. To overcome this, problem additional constraints are required.
The first one is that

So = 1y So, (1.41)

i.e. the matrix extension of the S, variable should also be scalar. This condition obviously
needs to be preserved by dynamics (equations of motion). The latter provides another
constraint. With these constraints the generalization of the construction of Lax pairs works for
the R-matrix (1.40) and provides equations of motion

Sit = [Sii, H(SiD], (1.42)

where the inertia tensor J acts in auxiliary space only.

We will show that the above mentioned constraints are fulfilled for matrix extensions of
Z, reduced elliptic tops. It means that similarly to (1.24) we set S, = S_,. In this case one
obtains

Sa= > (ks SsSy — K5 S,Sp)y, a = 0. (1.43)
By:f+y=a
where J, = —E;(w,). In the scalar case M = 1 the latter equations coincide with (1.8). The

same holds true for the relativistic top (1.12) and Z,-reduction constraints (1.25).

Remark 1. In this construction one can replace the algebra Mat(M, C) by an arbitrary
associative noncommutative algebra with a well defined trace functional and the permutation
operator acting on the basis of the algebra. For example, one can take the infinite group of the
quantum torus, its trigonometric and rational degenerations, or their quasi-classical limits to
the algebras of vector fields.

Remark 2. Our results allow one to define the equations of motion in the Hamiltonian form
using double Poisson brackets [10, 18, 47], as was done in [2, 3, 36]. It is straightforward to
construct the ‘classical’ 7-matrix by means of the classical r-matrix (1.17) and the
permutation operator in Mat(M, C) and consider the classical reflection equation defined by
7. It leads the double Poisson brackets for the Lax operators L"(z, S) in terms of the 7-matrix.
Furthermore, it opens a way to quantize the noncommutative tops by means of the R-matrix
(1.40) and the quantum reflection equation.

At the end of the paper we also describe a special elliptic Gaudin model with equations of
motion

A= Y (A%, A0, a=0, (1.44)
B+y=a

where {A%} is a set of N2 — 1 matrices of size N x N with constraints A® = A,
Equation (1.44) reproduces the elliptic top equations of motion (1.8) via reduction
At = 1,8, (Sa = S_0)-
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3. Matrix extensions of Painlevé equations. Finally, we construct the noncommutative
generalization of the Painlevé VI equation. The non-commutative generalizations of the
Painlevé II-IV equations were considered before in [7, 8, 37, 41]. Here we identify the non-
commutative Painlevé VI equation with the non-commutative non-autonomous Zhukovsky—
Volterra gyrostat (1.31):

d 1
S0 = S 68, + 8,89 (Exwy) — Ea(w) + 85, — Syl (145)

These equations take the form (1.31) for N = 1. Our construction allows one to define the Lax
pair for the Painlevé VI equation using the same Lax operators as for the autonomous case.

2. Lax pairs from associative Yang—Baxter equation

In this section we do not use explicit forms of Lax pairs but only the properties of the
underlying R-matrices. Our current purpose is to show that the Lax equations with the R-
matrix forms of the Lax pairs of integrable tops (1.21), (1.23) are equivalent to equations of
motion (1.4), (1.10) with the corresponding inertia tensors (1.20), (1.22) due to additional
properties of the R-matrix (1.37), (1.38). Below we prove these statements for relativistic and
non-relativistic tops separately.

Proposition 2.1.  Suppose that the quantum R-matrix entering the Lax pair of the relativistic
top (1.23) satisfies not only (1.15)—(1.19) but also the associative Yang—Baxter
equation (1.37) and the skew-symmetry property (1.38). Then the Lax equations (1.6) with
the Lax pair (1.23) are equivalent to equations of motion of the relativistic top (1.10) with
(inverse) inertia tensor J" (1.22).

Proof. Let us verify that the Lax equations

L'z, S) = [L"(z, S), M"(z, S)] 2.1
with L" and M" (1.23) are fulfilled on equations of motion

S =[S, 771, J1(S) = (R — ))S,) 2.2)
identically in spectral parameter z, i.e.

L(z, [S, J1(S)]D) = [L"(z, §), M"(z, )], ¥V z. (2.3)

The left-hand side (lhs) of (2.3) is equal to'?

Lz, [S, J"($)]) = 3 {R} (2)[S2, RGP — r9)S31)
= —tn3{[R}(2), RE] 55835} — tro3{[R)}(2), 591 S5}, (2.4)

where we have used rz(g) = fr3((2)) (B.8). To simplify the right-hand side (rhs) of (2.3), notice
that S in (1.23) can be replaced by S since the scalar part of M" does not give any input to
[L7, M. In fact S in (1.23) is used in order to match the elliptic definition (1.9). This question
will become nontrivial in the case of matrix valued variables.

Let us write down (B.11) with z3 = 0, which is a consequence of the associative Yang—
Baxter equation (1.37):

2 The index 1 in (2.4) is the number of the tensor component corresponding to the matrix space Mat(N, C) of
equation (2.3). We sometimes omit this index where it is obvious (for example, in the lhs of (1.20)—(1.23)). The
components 2,3 are under trace.
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[RE(z), n2(z — 22)1 = R} (21 — 22), R ()] + [R5 (21), r23(22)] (2.5
and consider the limit z, — 0 (together with renaming z; := z):
[R}). (@] = [R @), RV + [R}(2), 591 — [0-R}(2). NPy]  (2.6)

The simple pole at z; = 0 cancels out due to [R}(z), P»] + [R}(2), P»3] = 0 by definition
of the permutation operator. From (1.23) and (2.6) we conclude that

[L'(z, 8), M"(z, )]i = —tr3{[R}}(2), r2(2)] S253)
= — (R} (@), REP1 5,85} — s {[RAG). ©018:85) & LIz, IS, J1(S))).

2.7)

Here we used that tr3{[0,R/}(2), NP»3]S,S3} = 0 since [Pa3, $,55] = 0. In this way we
finished the proof of (2.3) as an identity in z on the equations of motion (2.2). Conversely,
(following [23]) one can easily obtain the equations of motion (2.2) from the Lax
equations (2.1) by taking the residue of both parts of (2.1) at z = 0. O

Let us remark that in [23] we did not prove (2.3), i.e. the Lax equations are identities in
the spectral parameter on the equations of motion. Instead, the following indirect argument
was used: we know that (2.3) holds true in the elliptic case. Other cases are degenerations of
the elliptic one. A degeneration procedure can be performed at the level of the Lax equation
as well as at the level of the equations of motion. That is, we used explicit elliptic formulae to
argue that the Lax equations are identities in z. The above given proof (2.1)—(2.7) is more
general. It does not use any explicit form. It is direct and based on the associative Yang—
Baxter equation only.

Let us now prove a similar statement for the non-relativistic top.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose that quantum R-matrix entering (through expansion (1.17)) the
Lax pair of the non-relativistic top (1.21) satisfies not only (1.15)—(1.19) but also the
associative Yang—Baxter equation (1.37) and the skew-symmetry property (1.38). Then the
Lax equations (1.6) with the Lax pair (1.21) (with tS = 0) are equivalent to equations of
motion of the non-relativistic top (1.4) with (inverse) inertia tensor J (1.20).

Proof. In this case trS = NSy = 0. Let us verify that the Lax equations

Lz, 8) =I[L(z $), M(z, S)] (2.8)
with L and M (1.21) are fulfilled on the equations of motion

S=1S, 7], J(S) = tn(m»(0)S)) (2.9)
identically in spectral parameter z, i.e.

Lz, [S,JO]) =1[L( S),M(z, 9], V z. (2.10)
The lhs of (2.10) equals
L(z, [S, J () = t3{r2(2)[S2, m23(0)S3]} = tra3{[m23(0), ri2(2)] S283}. (2.11)

To simplify the rhs of (2.10) we use (B.12). Write it down for zz; = 0

[m13(z1), r2(z — 21 =[ra(z — 22), ma3(22)]
+ [mp(z1 — 22), r23(22)] + M3 (21), 23 (22)]
and consider the limit z; — 0 (with renaming z; := z). The simple pole at z, = 0 cancels out
due to [my;(2), Pr3] + [m3(z), Py3] = 0 and we have:

10
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[m13(2), r2(2)]1=1[r2), my3(0)] — [0,m12(z), NPa3]
+ 12 (2), 1591 + [mi3(2), 791, (2.12)

Now we can compute

LG S), M@ S = tos{[r@). ma@)] 883} “E ths{[mx0), r12()] 283}

L) L, 18, TS

(2.13)

In the equality via (2.12) we used that tr, 3{ [8Zm12 (2), NP»3] $585} = 0 due to[Pr3, S$283] =0
and

trr 3 { ([m12 (), K91 4 [m13(2), 918,83} = 0

because the expression [m3(z), ©9] + [m3(z2), ©59] is skew symmetric with respect to
2 ++ 3 due to the property rY = —rD.
Conversely, we can obtain the equations of motion (2.9) from the Lax equations (2.8) by

taking the residue at z = 0 of both its sides. (]

3. Matrix valued tops

In the paragraph below, we argue why the construction of section 2 cannot be directly
generalized to matrix extensions of the tops models. It appears that matrix variables are not
arbitrary but satisfy some constraints. Then we mention that these constraints are fulfilled for
Z, reduced models and describe their matrix extensions.

General construction and constraints. A general idea of matrix extension is to replace
scalar variables S, € C by matrix valued variables S, € Mat(M, C) (1.39). The initial scalar
variables of a top model S, were themselves arranged into the matrix valued variable
S =3>,T.5, € Mat(N, C) (the residue of the Lax matrix). Therefore, we deal with the
following matrix variable:

N M
SeMat(N,C) = S=51=33T, 0TS =5 T, @S, € Mat(NM, C), 3.1)

«

where indices 1, 1 stand for Mat(N, C) and Mat(M, C) tensor components respectively;
likewise it is used in R-matrix notations.

Recall that the Lax matrix of the integrable top was defined as (1.21)
L(z, S) = tu(R}(2)S,). The latter means that for a given R-matrix written in standard basis
of Mat(N, C) as

N
RbY(@) = > Ej® Ey Rz, 1) (3.2)
ijkl=1

the corresponding Lax matrix (1.23) is of the form:

N
L'z, 8) = > E;jSuRu(z, n). (3.3)
ijkd=1
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A natural way to get a matrix generalization is to consider the following expression:

N
R 532 = R} () © Z

Etii ® Ej @ Epy @ Epp Ry (2, 1), (3.4)

._.1
[Sel)

ﬁMﬁ

where E,, is the standard basis in Mat(M, C) and Pjs is the permutation operator
in Mat(M, C)®2.

First, notice that this expression is again a quantum R-matrix. It satisfies the quantum
Yang-Baxter equation

12 12(21’ ZZ)R13 lg(zl, Z3)R2/§!§§ (Z29 Z3) = 23 33 (Z29 Z3)R13 lg(zl, Z3)R12 12(Z19 Zz) (35)
due to the Yang-Baxter equation for R} (z) (1.15) and Pi3 Pi3P33 = P33P13P15. The unitarity

condition (1.16) is fulfilled as well:

R, 15z )R], 5122, 2) = N> (V) — o1 — 2) Iy @ Iy @ Ly @ Ly (3.6)

Moreover, the R-matrix (3.4) satisfies the associative Yang—Baxter equation (1.37):

R” .R" .. = R" __.R"~ 14 R SR R” — R%

( —
12,127°23,23 13,13712,12 23,33713,13° ab,ab ab,ab (Z Zb) (37)

because of (1.37) and Pi3 P35 = Pi3P75 = P33Pi3. Such type quantum and classical R-matrix
structures were considered in [3] and [14].
Second, similarly to (3.3), the Lax matrix corresponding to the R-matrix (3.4)

N M
L'z 8) = iR ) 5@Sm) = Y Ej @ SuRu@ n, Su= ) S§"Em (3.8)

i,j.k,1=1 mn=1

is exactly the matrix generalization of (3.3).

Therefore, we could expect to have a direct generalization (to the matrix case) of the Lax
pairs construction via the associative Yang—Baxter equation described in section 2. However,
we will see that it does not work in the same way. The reason is that the R-matrix (3.4) does
not satisfy the local expansion of the classical limit (1.17). Indeed, near 7z = 0

1 _
Rl 13() = 7 Iy ® Iy ® Pi3 + r2,13(z) + O (%), (3.9)

i.e. in contrast to (1.17) the first coefficient of the expansion (3.9) is not lyy; ® 1. It causes
a problem in the following way. The proofs of equivalence of the Lax equations and
equations of motion given in section 2 did not use the associative Yang—Baxter equation itself
but its degenerations (2.6) or (2.12) which appeared from (B.11). Equation (B.11) in its turn
was obtained by subtracting (B.10) from (B.9). For the R-matrix (3.4) instead of (B.9), (B.10)
we have

A i A P i

Rp i3 Rys 5 = Rl 13 m2is + a5 R g3 8/ZR13 i3 (3.10)
i B R o as i n

Ry s Rh 13 = Ri137m35 T iz R g3 8/ZR13 13P : G.1D)

The difference between (3.10) and (3.11) contains the unwanted term 0 R13 lg(ﬁié — Pp3)
which equals zero in the scalar case M = 1. Then we need to require that

12
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355 {RY, 13(P33 — Pi2)S2 S35} = 35 5{ O R3(P13P3 — Pi3Pi3)Sy Sy} = 0,

3
(3.12)
i.e.
tty3.33{0s R3 (P13, P13l S35 S33} = 3 {9 R [Sar, Sail} = 0 (3.13)
and, therefore,
tr Spi ~ 1y, (3.14)

that is the matrix analogue of the variable ttS (or Sy in basis {1,}) should not be an arbitrary
Mat(M, C) matrix but the one proportional to identity matrix 1y;. It is easy to see that the
coefficient behind 1, in (3.14) should be a constant on the equations of motion (since it equals
tni S,7/M). Therefore, the next set of constraints is generated by

tS$7=0 (3.15)
which means that (3.14) should be preserved by the dynamics of the equations of motion.

Equations of motion and Laxpairs. On constraints (3.14), when (3.12) is true, we have the
following equation obtained by subtracting (3.11) from (3.10):

tr2,3,§,§{([R]ﬁzj§a szgég] - [Rl);iéa r12,13) — [723.33, R@jg])Szi Ss31 =0, (3.16)

It is analogous to tn, 3{ (equation (2.5))S, S5}, which underlied the Lax equations in the scalar
case. For a similar reason we obtain the following equations of motion in the relativistic case:

Sit = [Sin. ' (SiD], (3.17)
where
TS = (RS — rPi3)8%) = wa(REY = 1) © Pra Sp)
= (RS — rY)S2). (3.18)
In the scalar case M = 1 the latter equation turns into (2.2). The Lax pair is given by
L'z, S) = 13R ) 5()S2), M7z, S) = th3(r2,13@)Sn). (3.19)

In the non-relativistic case, the equations of motion are

Sii = [Sit, A(SiD], (3.20)
where
Ji(S11) = t3(m2,13(0)S23) = trya(my2(0) ® Piz Sp3) = thy(my2(0)S71). (3.21)
The Lax pair is given by

L(z,S) = t5(r2,13(2)S2), M(z, S) = tr5(m12,15(2)S2). (3.22)

Let us stress again that together with (3.17) or (3.20), the constraints (3.14), (3.15) should be
fulfilled. Below we will see that these constraints are fulfilled for a special class of elliptic
matrix tops.

Matrix generalization of Z, reduced elliptic tops. We start with the non-relativistic case.
Similarly to (1.7) and following (3.22) we have the following Lax pair for the matrix elliptic
top:
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L@z S) = YT ®Su@w), M@ES) = ST, @ Sof, (2 w)- (3.23)

a=0 a=0

The rhs of the Lax equation

% L(z,S) =[L(z,S), M(z, S)] (3.24)
is equal to
[L(z,S), M(z, )] = Y 3T, ® S5S, 93(f, @) — TrT, @ S5, £, (D), (2) (3.25)

Byy=0

By symmetrizing indices 3 and  we get (here for short we use ¢;(z) = ¢;(z, wp) and the
same for fj(z))

1 1
= 2 ST 568, 9, @ + S T3 © 5,850, ()

B,y=0
1 1
~5 3T, ® S5S, f3(2) ¢, () — ) T,T5 ® S,Ss £, (2)p3(2) (3.26)
-yl ess, 088 420
= ¥ ST 988, — LT @ 8,8)(@0f 0 = ¢ @f @)=
1
= 2 3 Trer @ Gy S35, = 0,5 8,89y, (N (Exw9) — Ea(w,))
B,y=0
= Z Y}%L'y & (liﬂ,'y SJSS",' — Ry 87’8(3)@3+W(Z)J B (3.27)
B,y=0
where J, = —E(w,) as in (1.5) and k., 5 are structure constants (A.4). Finally, equations of
motion take the form
Sa= > (ks SsSy — Ky g S,Sp), a = 03 J, = —Ex(w,).  (3.28)
By B+y=a

In the scalar case M = 1 the latter equations coincide with (1.8).

In the above equations we did not include the @ = 0 component into the Lax pair (3.23),
ie. Sg = 0, and therefore (3.14) is fulfilled. However (3.15) is not fulfilled. Indeed, for
a = 3+ v=0in (3.26) we need to use (A.22) instead of (A.20). It yields (k33 = 1) the
following explicit expression for (3.15):

0==So= > [Ss S_gl E;(wp). (3.29)
B=0
It is nontrivial because E2' (z) is an odd function. A natural way to fulfill this constraint is to
set

X - S(Y = S—(w for all a. (330)

It is a matrix analogue of the Z, reduced elliptic top defined by (1.24).
The set of constraints (3.30) is preserved by dynamics (3.28):

since k_g,_y = kg, and J, = J_,. Therefore, we have a well defined matrix valued elliptic
top given by the Lax pair (3.23), equations of motion (3.28) and Z, reduction
constraints (3.30).
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In the relativistic case we have the following direct generalization of (1.9):

L'z, 8) =Y T, ®Sap,@wa+m), Mz, S =—-3 T, ®S, ¢,z w) (3.32)
a a=0
The Lax equations lead to equations of motion (3.20) for matrix-variables
Sa= > (koy S5Sy — Ky S,SpJ a = 05 Il =Ei(n+ w) — Ej(w,)  (3.33)
B.y:B+y=a

via (A.19). The constraints (3.14), (3.15) mean that

So = So 1u, (3.34)
where 1, is identity M x M matrix, and

1 1

— Sy =——S_,, a=0. (3.35)
@, (1, wa) @ o (10, —wn)
Let us now mention that the derivation of the equations of motion from the Lax pairs
(3.23) or (3.32) did not use S as a matrix. In fact, we can perform the same calculation
thinking of S, as elements of associative and noncommutative algebra.

4. Noncommutative Painlevé VI equation

As was explained in the introduction, the Lax pair (1.7) of the non-relativistic top (1.8) also
satisfies the monodromy preserving condition (1.30) and provides in this way the non-
autonomous version of the Euler—Arnold equations (1.36). This construction is straightfor-
wardly generalized to the matrix extension of the elliptic top described by the Lax pair (3.23).
Namely, we have the following statement.

Proposition 4.1. The Lax pair
L(z,S) = Zﬂx ® Sa (2, wa), M(z,S) = ZTQ ® Safu (z, wa)-

a=0 a=0

where the Z, reduction condition S, = S_,, satisfies the monodromy preserving condition

d 1 0
EL(W, S) — %6_w Mw,S)=[Lw,S), M(w, S)]

and provides a non-autonomous version of the matrix top equations:

d
— Si1 = [Si1, ASIDL 4.1)
dr
or
d
—_— Sa = Z (I‘igﬂ, Sﬁgnf — Ky Sﬁ,Sg)J,y, a = 0; .L, = —Ez(w,y). (42)
dr B,y 0+y=a

As in the scalar case, the proof is based on the heat equation 21 0, ¢, (z, w,) = O.f, (2, Wy).

In the same way one can define the matrix extension of the non-autonomous version of
the Zhukovsky—Volterra gyrostat’” in the N = 2 case. The constants /|, /5, 1/} are kept scalar,
Le.

13 The autonomous version is of course well defined also. One should just replace the 7-derivative by the #-
derivative.
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[Sas V5] = 0. 4.3)

Proposition 4.2. The Lax pair from Mat(2, C) ® Mat(M, C)

(1.32) 1 ~
= - Oy ® (SQ%(W, Wo) + lMXMVa<p(y(W — Wo» W),

a=1
R ia o5 P10V @Dy 0r w2) 03 O, w3)
(e% «

[ o, (W, wy)

LPVI (W, S) — LZV (W)

MPVI (W, S) —

+ E;(w)LPV (w, S).
4.4)

provides, through substitution into the monodromy preserving condition (1.30), the following
equations

d 1
T So = E(SSS,/ + S,Sp) (Ex(wp) — Ex(wy)) + Sﬁz/7 — Swuig,
w=7/2, wr=047)/2, wy=1/2. 4.5)
where (o, B, v) = (1, 2, 3) up to cyclic permutations. In matrix form we have
d
- Si1 = [Si1, i) + V' @ lyum]. (4.6)

In the scalar (N = 1) case, equations (4.5) or (4.6) turn into the non-autonomous Zhukovsky—
Volterra gyrostat (1.31), which is known to be equivalent to the Painlevé VI equation. By this
reason we call (4.5) or (4.6) the noncommutative Painlevé VI equation. Here we should repeat
remark 1 from the end of the introduction that equation (4.5) keeps the same form if S takes
values in an arbitrary non-commutative associative algebra A.

5. Special elliptic Gaudin models as matrix tops

Consider the following gl,, Lax pair given by N x N matrices

LOGz) = A" + Y A"Q(z, wa),  MO(2) = Y A, (2, wa), (6.1

a=0 a=0

where A* € Mat(N, C) is a set of gl,-valued matrices with constraints
AY = 1y So, 5.2)
A =A@ forall o« = 0, (5.3)

which are similar to (3.30). It can be viewed as a special elliptic Gaudin model. Indeed, it
follows from quasiperiodic properties

oz + 1, u)= ¢z, u), ¢+ 7,u)=exp(—2mum)d(z, u) (5.4)
that (for a = 0)

0.z + 1, w,) = exp (Zm%)%(z, W),

@+ T, wy) = exp(—2m%)%(z, Wy)- (5.5)

Therefore, functions (sections of bundles) { ¢, (z) } are double-periodic on a ‘large’ torus Xy y,
generated by fundamental parallelogram with periods N, N7. The latter means that L6 (z) is a

16
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double-periodic function on Yy y, with N> — 1 simple poles at points Nw, = a; + a7,
a = 0. The residues at these points are linear combinations of A%:

Res LO(2) = Y K3 ,A”, (5.6)
z=Nw, =0

where kg, is given by (A.4). This is why we refer to this model as a Gaudin one. The Lax
equations are equivalent to

A= N (A%, A, )= —Ex(w,), a=0. (5.7)
B+y=a

These equations generalize the elliptic top equations of motion (1.8) in the following sense.
Equations (1.8) are reproduced from (5.7) via reduction

A =T,S,. (5.8)

At the same time (5.3) reduces to (1.24), i.e. (5.7) can be viewed as the matrix generalization
of the Z, reduced elliptic top.
As in (3.29), the constraints (5.3) fulfill the constraint

0=A4" =3 [4°, AP Ej(wp), (5.9)
3

which appear from the ‘zero mode’ of the Lax equations. In the same way, similarly to (3.31)
A® = A™“ on constraints (5.3), i.e. these constraints are preserved by dynamics.

Similar to the results of the previous section, we can easily construct non-autonomous
models generalizing (5.7) through the monodromy preserving condition (1.30). The answer is
as follows:

oo S WAL, L= —Ew), a=0. (5.10)

!
dr B+r=a

It is interesting to mention that in the N = 2 case, these equations are equivalent to the
Painlevé VI equation (1.29) after reduction by the coadjoint action of ‘common’ GL(2, C):
A — gA”g~!. See details in [29].
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Appendix. Elliptic functions and R-matrices

The Baxter—Belavin R-matrix as well as elliptic tops uses a special basis in Mat(N, C). Let

21
Ou = b exp (Tk) Ay = G—is1=0moan> O = AV =1y,  (AD)
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Then for

T, = Toa, = exp(l’ alaz)QﬂlAaz, a=(a,a) € Ly x Ly (A2)
due to N

exp (% alaz)Q“IAaz = A2Q% (A.3)
we have

I.Ts = KapTotps  Kap = €Xp (%(ﬁlaz - ﬁzal)), (A.4)

where o + 8 = (aq + B, aa + (2). The structure constant x,, g satisfies

SokZ, =N%6,, (A.5)
«
which is equivalent to the identity P53 = 1 ® 1 for the permutation operator P;, given by
1 N
Ph=— > T,®T,= ) E;®E;. (A.6)
o€ ZyxXZLy i,j=1

From (A.4) we obviously get
[Tw Td] = Ca,STaJrS’ Ca,ﬂ = Ra, — Kg,a» (A7)

i.e. the set {7} can be also considered as a basis in gl,, Lie algebra. It is also called the sin-
Biaz = Bray
2N
generalization to gl . From the point of view of integrable systems it corresponds to

(Arnold’s type) 2D hydrodynamics.
For N = 2 we have

o=( 1) +=(o)

and, therefore, {7,,} in this case is the set of Pauli matrices:

algebra basis since C, 3 = 2t sin( ) Being written in such a form, it has natural

Too = 00 = bxa, Tio= —o3, To1 = 01, 11 = 0». (A.8)

A.1. Elliptic functions

The Kronecker and Eisenstein functions [48]. The following set of elliptic functions'* on
elliptic curve C/Z & 7Z with moduli 7 (Im 7 > 0) is widely used in this paper:
The Kronecker function

_ YOI +2)

2= A9
¢, 2) FTTE (A.9)

14 To be exact, some of these function are not double-periodic. In this sense they are not functions but rather sections
of bundles (the Kronecker functions) or components of connections (E;-function). See the quasi-periodic properties,
e.g. in [26].
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is defined in terms of the odd Riemann theta-function

2
V) =@ =), exp(mr(k + %) + sz(z + %)(k + %)] (A.10)

keZ

In rational and trigonometric cases it equals 1/1 + 1/z and coth(n) + coth(z) respectively.
The derivative of the Kronecker function

fz u) = 0,0, u) = ¢z, w)(E(z + u) — E(u)) (A.11)
uses the definition of the first Eisenstein function:
Ei(z) = ¥'(2)/9(2). (A.12)

It is odd. In rational and trigonometric cases it equals 1/z and coth(z) respectively. Its
derivative
1 19/// (O) z 19/// (O)
-, and E1(z) = ((z) + =——= A.13
S0 ( @) = C@ + S5 (A.13)
is known as the second Eisenstein function. The functions @(z) and ( (z) are the Weierstrass
p- and (-functions.
The local expansion of the Kronecker and Eisenstein functions near z = 0:

Er(2) = —0.E1(2) = p(2) —

1
0w = — + Eiw) + Z(E@) = pw) + 0@, (A.14)
1 z 19///(0) 3
E =—+=-——=+0(@@). A.15
1@ = -+ 5 g T 0@ (A.15)

In particular, we conclude from (A.14) that

fQO,u) =—E(u). (A.16)
The Kronecker function satisfies the heat equation

0rp(u, w) — L.auawgb(u, w) = 0. (A.17)

27i
Most of the Lax equations are due to the Fay trisecant identity

P Pow, u) = ¢z —w, oW, g + u) + oW — 2, WP (2, g + u) (A.18)
and its degenerations
oz ow, @) = ¢z +w, @(E1(2) + Erx(w) + Ei(g) — Ei(z +w + q)). (A.19)

(2, 0)f (2, y) — ¢z, Vf (2, X) = ¢(z, x + Y)(E2(x) — E2(¥)), (A.20)

o7, )%, —2) = (%) — @) = E2(%) — Ex(2), (A.21)

¢ 0f (2, =x) — ¢z, —0)f (2, x) = E;(x) = ¢/ (x). (A.22)
The definition (1.14) of the Baxter-Belavin R-matrix uses the set of N> functions

0l (@) = @@ wa + 7) = expQm 2 Orw) B, /i + W), (A.23)
where

+
wo= T D=2 @ = (a0 € Iy X Dy, (A.24)
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The following notations are also used for o = 0 (i.e. (ay, o) = (0, 0)):
(2 wa) = 92(2) = exp(m 2 ;) d (2, wa), (A.25)
1o @ wo) = exp2mi z O;w)f (2, Wa)- (A.26)

The index @ in ¢, and f, reminds us about the exponential factor.

A.2. R-matrix structures for elliptic tops

Let us list explicit formulae for the coefficients of expansions (1.17)—(1.19). First, write down
again the Baxter—Belavin R-matrix (1.14) with both arguments in -functions (see notations
(A.23)-(A.26)):

Rh@ = Y @@ w+ ML, & I, (B.1)
o€ ZyxZLy
Using (A.14), (A.15) we obtain the classical Belavin—Drinfeld r-matrix
() = E()1 @1+ Z%(Z, w) 1o @ T . (B.2)
a=0

It satisfies the classical Yang—Baxter equation

[r12, i3] + [r2, r3] + [113, 23] = 0, 7ap = 1ap (20 — 2) (B.3)
due to the quantum one (1.15). The next term in (1.17):

iy () = %(Eﬁ(z) o @1+ Y G T ® T

a=0

= %(rfz(z) — 1@ 1N2p(@). (B.4)

The second line follows from the unitarity condition (1.16).
Using local expansion (A.14) we obtain the terms from (1.18), (1.19):

Ry© =SB (i + w) + 2mdwn) Ty ® Ty, (B.5)
rl(g) — Z (E\(wy) + 2m0;w )T, @ T_,,. (B.6)
a=0

Properties and identities. The skew-symmetry (1.38) of the quantum R matrix (B.1) as
well as the unitarity (1.16) leads to

11(—=2) = Pp ra(=2)Pip = —12(2), mpp(2) = my(—2), (B.7)
RO = _R5HO 5O = ) (B.3)

Various formulae relating to the coefficients follow from the associative Yang—Baxter
equation (1.37) (and the original Yang—Baxter equation (1.15)). In particular, in the limit
n — /7 it gives:

R RS = Rfyria + raR{s — 04Rfs. (B.9)
By changing indices 1 < 3 (i.e. conjugating equation by P;3; and renaming z; < z3),
changing also 7#7 — —/ and then using skew-symmetry (1.38) it transforms into

20
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RYRy = Rlyras + riaRly — 4R/, (B.10)
Subtracting (B.10) from (B.9) yields

[R5, R%] = [Rfs, rial — R, rasl. (B.11)

Taking the limit # — 0 and using (B.3) provides

[r12, muz + moz] = [ra3, miz + my3] (B.12)

or (by interchanging 1 < 2)

[r12, mu3 + moz] + [r13, mys + mo3] = 0. (B.13)

The latter identity was used in [25] for constructing the KZB connections. More identities for
R-matrices can be found in [27] and [50].

A.3. Z, reduction in elliptic tops

In this paragraph we explain Z, reduction (1.24) in three ways. First, as an invariant flow of
the equations of motion (1.4). Second, from the geometry of the Euler—Arnold tops, and
finally, as a reduction of the Lax equations (1.6).

The first way is straightforward. Impose the constraints

Se = S_ for all a. (C.1)

for the non-relativistic top (1.4)—(1.8). These constraints are preserved by dynamics (1.8)
because J, = J_, and K_3_, = kg,. Therefore, the constraints are well defined.

The Euler—Arnold equations (1.4) define a flow on a coadjoint orbit of the group
SL(N, C). One can pass to some Z,-invariant semi-simple subgroup G" C SL(N, C) and
consider the Euler-Arnold equations on the coadjoint orbits in the Lie coalgebra (g"")* = Lie
*(G™). If the inverse inertia tensor J is also Z,-invariant then these orbits become invariant
phase subspaces of the original phase space (1.4). In what follows we use the following
subgroup

Gin — SL(N/2 +1,C) x SLIN/2 — 1, C) x C*, N — even,
SL((N + 1)/2, C) x SL((N — 1)/2,C) x C*, N — odd,
and N > 3. For N = 3, G™= SL (2, C) x C*, and for N =2 G™= SL (2, C).
For the non-relativistic tops we consider the corresponding Lie algebras. The Z,

reduction is provided by the second order automorphisms ¢ of sl (N, C). In terms of the
generators T, (A.2) ¢ acts as

(C.2)

¢: In — T, (C.3)
Explicitly, it is defined by the conjugation by the matrix &
s:x—hxh™, h=JN', TJj=6in_jt (C4)

where A is the one from (A.1). It follows from J2 = 1y and

JNT = A, (C.5)
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that < is an involution ¢ = 1. For the matrix Q from (A.1) we also have

hQh'=JgNoAT 'S exp(%)JQJ o (C.6)
Therefore, for the matrices T, (A.2) we obtain (C.3)
hT,h '=T, foralla. (C.7

Therefore, the invariant subalgebra has generators %(7; + T_,), and by imposing the
constraints

So =S forall o (C.8)

we come to the invariant subalgebra

g = {% ZSa(Ta + Ta)} = Lie(G™) (C.2). (C.9

Since J (1.5) is also Z,-invariant the reduction to G™” is consistent with the equations of
motion.

To prove that G™ has the form (C.2) we diagonalize & (C.4). The matrix 4 has m
eigenvalues A=1and n A= —1 (m + n= N), where m = N/2 4+ 1 for N even, and
m = (N + 1)/2 for N odd. Therefore, the subgroup of SL(N, C) commuting with 4 has the
form (C.2).

As usual, to prove the integrability of the reduced system we represent the equations of
motion in the Lax form (1.6). Consider the Lax operator L(z) (1.7). It is a meromorphic map
from the complex plane C to the Lie algebra sl (N, C) satisfying fixed quasi-periodicities with
respect to the shifts on the lattice Z @ 7Z. Consider the automorphism z— —z of C. It
preserves the lattice Z ¢ 77 and in this way 3. Consider the equivariant maps C— sl (N, C)
with respect to the automorphisms ¢ (C.3) and the automorphism z— —z. It can be found that
the combined actions of these automorphisms preserve the quasi-periodicity conditions.
Define the Lax operator as an equivariant map'>

L™ (Say —2)h™ = —L™ (S, 2). (C.10)
From (C.1) we find the equivariant Lax operator

. 1 1
L™(z) = 3 > S @Ty + o ,(T0) = 5 > S+ S @T. (C.11)

« «

The operator M(z) (1.7) is a map of O-forms to sl (N, C) and due to (1.7), (A.11) and
(A.26) are also the equivariant map. The equivariant maps form a Lie algebra. Therefore, the
Lax equation being reduced on the equivariant operators L™, M™ is equivalent to the
equations of motion on the constrained surface.

Put it differently, we can say that the set of constraints (C.1) is generated by involution ¢
(C.4) acting on the Lax matrix:

(L(z,8)) =h L(—z, S)h™ . (C.12)

Indeed, it follows from (C.5)—(C.7) that the action of ¢ (C.12) on the Lax matrix (1.7) is given
as follows:

5 m fact, the Lax operator is a one-form L (z)dz and the sign ‘—’ in the rhs of (C.10) is then absent.
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hL(=z, ' = Y T oSup,(—2, wa) = = ) TS 09, (2 W), (C.13)

a=0 a=0
where we used ¢, (—z, w,) = —¢_,(z, —w,). Thus, condition
S(L(z, 8)) = —L(z ) (C.14)

is equivalent to (C.1).
In fact, the involution leads to decomposition

1 1
Lz, §) = E(L(Z’ S) £ <Lz 9))) = ) > Ta(Sa F S-a) @, (25 wa)- (C.15)

a=0
Condition (C.14) or (C.1) is equivalent to L*™(z,S) =0, and we are left with
L~(z, S) = L™ (z) on the reduced phase space.
In the relativistic case we use relation to n-independent description, i.e. from (1.13) and
(C.1) we get
S S_a
@ wa) e, (), —wa)

and Sy is not changed. Then, similarly to the non-relativistic case, these constraints are
preserved by dynamics (1.12).

,a=0 (C.16)
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