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ABSTRACT: Starting from Sklyanin’s separation of variables for #he Yangian model, we derive
the separation of variables for the quantarg Gaudin model. We use the resulting new variables
for rewriting thes; Knizhnik—Zamolodchikov equations, and comparing thenmhwtirtain null-
vector equations in conformal field theories withs-algebra symmetry. The two sets of equations
are remarkably similar, but become identical only in théaal level limit. This is in contrast to the
s, Knizhnik—Zamolodchikov equations, which are known to baeiegjent to Belavin—Polyakov—
Zamolodchikov equations for all values of the level.
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1. Introduction and conjecture

Many interesting models of two-dimensional conformal fittldories are based on affine Lie alge-
brassy, and their cosets, starting with Wess—Zumino-Witten modedssolve such theories is an
interesting challenge, whose difficulty depends more frioenchoice of the underlying Lie algebra
s\ , than from the particular coset or real form chosen.

For example, thesY, family includes string theory il dss and in thesL @;R)=U 1) 2d
black hole, as well as tha3+ model; the simplest non-rational nontrivial model of thenity
is however Liouville theory, also known as conforma}, Toda theory. In several of the other
theories in thes, family, it turns out that arbitrary correlation functionave a simple relation
to certain Liouville theory correlation functions [, 2]hiE relation entails a relation between the
Knizhnik—Zamolodchikov equations which follow fro&t, symmetry, and the Belavin—Polyakov—
Zamolodchikov equations which follow from the conformairsyetry of Liouville theory {3]. The



relation to Liouville theory is helpful in solving certainadels in thes, family, by disentangling
the particular details of a model from its genera}-based properties. For example, the -
Liouville relation was very helpful in solving tha ; model on a disci[4]. Moreover, playing
with the Liouville side of the relation leads to the discgvef new conformal field theories which
generalize thet ; model [5], and which can be considered as members of an exdengfamily.

The intuitive reason why such a relation exists is tatrepresentations are parametrized by
just one number, their spin. So it is not very surprising thatdynamics of say the  model,

a theory of three interacting bosons, are in some sensetieffigcone-dimensional. Applied to
a theory with ans‘y » , symmetry algebra, which may involve as manyxa$ 1 bosons, this
reasoning suggests that it could be related to a theory gfwwnl 1 bosons. Such a theory is
present in thesyy family: namely, conformak?, Toda theory, which can be described by the
LagrangianL = @ ;@ )+ L ,'&®i ) where the field (z;z) and the simple roots; live in
then  1-dimensional root space afy . (See for example {6] for details.) It is therefore natural
to investigate whether correlation functions of that tlgebave a simple relation to correlation
functions of other models in the family. Such a relation vabbbe a welcome simplification: for
instance, in the ; family, we would trade 8 bosons of tisa. 3;R ) WZW model for the 2 bosons
of s*3 conformal Toda theory.

The investigation of the Y > , families is motivated both from the appearance of groups of
rank higher than one in many interesting string theory bemkgds, and from the observation that
theories in thes Y - », families are qualitatively more difficult, and more geneti@an theories in the
s, family. This is due to features like: infinite fusion muliigties, correlation functions involving
degenerate fields without obeying nontrivial differenggluations, and structures constants which
can probably not be written in terms of known special funwife]. These are serious obstacles
in the way of solving such theories. Nevertheless, we do kaatrong explicit constraint on the
correlation functions of all models which have the f8, symmetry: they obey KZ equations.
The aim of the present article is therefore to determine hdrahes *; KZ equations are related to
some null-vector equations in conformak Toda theory, which follow from its symmetry algebra
W s.

In analogy with thes, case, we will look for a relation based on Sklyanin's sepamnabf
variables [7]. As the KZ equations are closely related toGadin Hamiltonians, we will use
Sklyanin’s separation of variables for the quanterg Gaudin model. Before using it, we will
actually have to work it out, as this has apparently not be#iy flone in the existing literature. A
rather close starting point is available though: the seeraf variables for the *; Yangian model
[8].

Let us now sketch the correlation functions we are inteceistand the relation we are aiming
at. Consider a theory with ai*; symmetry algebra at lev&l. We are interested in correlation
functions of generics; affine primary fields 7 (x3), where the spinjlabelss ‘s representations,
the variablex is a generic isospin coordinate (a triplet of complex nurayeandz is a coordinate

on the complex plane where the field lives. We denote-@oint function of such fields as
* +
oo
n P i) e (1.1)
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We will seek to relate such correlation functions to fairriocular correlation functions in a theory



with aw ; symmetry algebra at parameter «k  3) 2, which involve not onlyn genericw s-
primary fieldsv | (z;) corresponding to * (x; %), but also3n 6 degenerate fieldg , 1, (.)
with the special value b *! ; for theirw ; momentum:

* +
3% 6 »
“n Vg, 0a) Vo) s (1.2)

a=1 =1

The number of degenerate fields is of the ordesofwhich allows their worldsheet positiong
to (approximately) correspond to ti3@ components of the isospin variables n- X his will
also allow ~, to obey some differential equations which may be relatedh¢oktZ equations for
»- Moreover, the tentative relation betweep and ~, will involve a simple twist function
Y Y Y Y
n= Va ¥b) (Va  2i) zi zy) ; (1.3)

a<b i a i< g

for some constants; ; to be determined in terms of the levebf our & algebra; and the inte-
gral transformatiork with integration kernek (fxigify.g;U ¥zig) which implements Sklyanin’s
separation of variables, and may therefore depend on the %pnut not on the levek. We will
then investigate the validity of the conjecturg K 0 n du  _dy. K 7, 0rmore
explicitly

[hN)

,, Y
n (Ex;gfz;g) = dU dya K (Exig¥yag;U £z19) n EVag¥zi9) “n Evagifzig) :(1.4)

a

The meaning of the equivalence here is that both sides obey the same differential equatibns
true, this equivalence may then be promoted to a relatiomdst physical correlation function of
specific models, like the relation between th¢ model and Liouville theoryi[1], but this is not
the focus of the present article. This is why we do not worrgudtsuch details as the dependence
of the correlation functions on antiholomorphic variables

The article will start with a brief review of the KZ equatiomsd other Ward identities in
conformal field theories witlsy, symmetries, where we will explain how the Gaudin Hamiltosia
appear in such equations. We will then review the KZ-BPZtiahain the s *, case; the reader is not
advised to skip that section as the KZ-BPZ relation is priegkim a form suitable for generalization
to s%. In the s; case, we will then find that the conjecture (1.4) holds onlyhia critical level
limtk ! 3.

2. Gaudin Hamiltonians in conformal field theory

We will review how the Gaudin Hamiltonians appear in Wardniitees obeyed by correlation
functions in conformal field theories with &, symmetry algebra. The Ward identities associated
to the stress-energy tensor (z) lead to the KZ equations, which involve the ordinary Gaudin
Hamiltonians. The Ward identities associated to the culeid fi Y (z) involve higher Gaudin
Hamiltonians.



2.1 Knizhnik—-Zamolodchikov equations

The affine Lie algebr&"y, is an infinite-dimensional extension of the simple Lie algeby, . The
generators? of sy , its structure constan@b, and its metric 2° are defined by the relations

B1= £2°¢ ; ® Trfd ; £ = o 29 (2.1)

where here and in the following the trate is taken in the fundamental representation, so that our
metric 2 coincides with the renormalized Killing form ofi[9](13.13Jhe affine Lie algebr&"y
can be formulated as the algebra of curreritsz) with the operator product expansion

ab W )

k Je
J% @) J°w)= ——+ fcab—(
z

_ + (JAIP)W)+ 0 @z w); (2.2)
(z w) w

where the parameteris called the level, and the normal-ordered prodacts®) o ) is defined by
the present formula. Conformal symmetry follows from thésence of a Virasoro algebra with

central charge= “%"_1) generated by the Sugawara stress-energy tensor

1
TV - (ggJ° ; 2.3
O T (2.3)
whereJ2J2 is a shorthand for ,,g2J°. The identification ofr 7 (z) with the generator of confor-
mal transformations will be at the origin of the KZ equatiomBese equations are satisfied by any
correlation function|{1i1) of affine primary fields ¥ (x;%;) on the complex:-plane, where the
spinsj; label representations afYy , the isospin variables; label the states in a given representa-
tion, and the complex numbers are positions on the Euclidean two-dimensional spacetirhe.
affine primary fields are defined by their operator productesons with the currents® (z),
. D2 J(x3
7@ e = 22 6 (2.4)
Z 4
whereD @ provides a realization of the representation of spin terms of differential operators
acting on the isospin variables so thatD 2;D 1= £3°D ©. We will keep this realization arbitrary,
without committing to any particular choice of isospin adnlies. Let us however give an example
of such a choice in the“, case:

@ 3 @ . + .
D =— ; D°>=x— ; DT = x*—  29x: 2.5
@x X@x J % @x = (2:5)
The KZ equations are now obtained by inserting (z) into the correlation function ,, and us-
ing the conformal Ward identity forJ (z) on the one hand, and the affine Ward identities for
(J2J2) (z) on the other hand:

* + !
b X0 LY . LY.
3 . 0; (@ 1; ()
V@) T = St ———  a
z z) Z  Zi
i=1 =1
69} a a
_ 1 X D ) X* D ) ] 2.6)
2k N) zZ 0z z z. '
i=1 =1



where the subscripti) in D ¢, indicates that it acts on the isospin variablesand by definition
L;_(i) is thep-th mode ofT Y (z) acting on ¥ (x; %), according to

I
. 1 .
L) &g — aw w 2P T ) T (2.7)
21,
Calling “ the eigenvalues afy, suchthat.g ., »= ¢ ., we firstdeduce from eq; (2.6) the

expression for interms of the quadratic Casimir, () D D @ of thesy representation with
spin 5,

J Cz (J)
, . 2.8
] 2k N (2.8)
Now TV (z) is assumed to generate conformal transformations, andriicylar LJl-(i) n =
— a. (We define—zi @% as a derivative at fixed isospin variables.) Together with eq
(2.8), this implies the KZ equations [10]
X DDl
k N)— o= H;, ; H; —; (2.9)
4 6i Zi Zn

Then commuting differential operatons ; are called the Gaudin Hamiltonians. Through its de-
pendence op %, andD ¢, each one of the Hamiltonians involves all of the isospin variables
x3, Which makes the problem of their simultaneous diagon@dimadifficult. This difficulty will be
solved by Sklyanin’s separation of variables, which reptathe isosping; with new variablesy;,
and combines the Gaudin eigenvalue equations into an edseatuivalent set of equations, each

of which involves only one of the new variables.

2.2 Ward identities for the cubic field

In addition to the quadratic invariant tensc® = Trt2t>, it is possible to define the fully symmet-
ric cubic invariant tensor

& Tr @R+ £ED0) . (2.10)

This tensor vanishes in the case %, but not in the cases ofy 3. It can then be used for
constructing the invariant cubic field

i

- . (2.11)
k N)?

w7 (@) —2 hpe @2 0°T9)) (2)
This generalizes the Sugawara construction (2.3), withevewtwo substantial differences. First,
while the fieldT 7 (z) is interpreted as the generator of conformal transformatithere is no such
geometrical interpretation far 7 (z). Second, while the field 7 (z) obeys a Virasoro algebra,
the fieldw 7 (z) does not obey the higher 5 algebra {1i1]. In other words, while the Virasoro
algebra can be realized as either a cose®'9br a subalgebra of the enveloping algebragf
(albeit with differing central charges), the; algebra is a coset &*; but not a subalgebra of the
enveloping algebra ofy .



In analogy with eq.;(2.6) we now have
* +

b xo w o W W,
i . 0; () 1;d) 2; @)
WO g - NEM St .

i:l e, @ oz z  z) Z oz
b c

1 ¥ D% X DP X D¢

= = dac nr (212)
6 .z 0z Z  Zr Z  Zn
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where by definitiorw ;;m is thep-th mode ofw Y (z) acting on % (x;%;), according to
I
W) i) Zi dw W z)PTW T w) TR (2.13)
1

z

Calling ¢’ the eigenvalues of ', suchthatt J . = of n, we firstdeduce from eq; (2;12) the
expression foqj? in terms of the cubic Casimits(5) dae® ®DPD + D 2D °D ®) of the sy

representation with spin,

1
=< C30): (2.14)
We further deduce
1
Wi o= 5 HYnj (2.15)
1
W 7w n= > HY o5 (2.16)

where the differential operatoss’ands Pare higher Gaudin Hamiltonians, whose explicit expres-
sions in terms ob 2, can easily be derived from ed. (2.12). But, in contrast fq, the operators

w 7, andw 7, are not interpreted as differential operators with respeet The equations (2.15)
and [2.16), which generalize the KZ equations, are thezafot differential equations, and they
will therefore not help us test our conjecture. Nevertheléisey will naturally appear in certain
formulas.

3. Review of the s, case

In this section we will review the relation between thg KZ equations and BPZ equations. This
was originally found by Feigin, Frenkel and Stoyanovsky [8jing Sklyanin’s separation of vari-
ables for thes*, Gaudin modeli[7]. However, the original derivation relienl @ particular choice
of the isospin variables. This choice of isospin variablekes the result remarkably simple, but
has no analog in the; case, as we will show. We will therefore reanalyze #he case, using
whenever possible objects which do have analogs irsth®r evensy cases. We will present
systematic derivations of their relevant properties, Wwhigll help clarify whether and how they
can be generalized to the; case.

3.1 Separation of variables for the s, Gaudin model

Let us consider a system afrepresentations aof*, with spins; ». €onsider the associated
quantum variables ¢, such thatb ¢, ;D %, 1= £3°D ¢ withD §D ¢ = C2 (3). The system
comes with parametersg »- Sklyanin’s separation of variables for this system ineslthree

ingredients:



1. A functionB () of an arbitrary variablex (the spectral parameter), whose zeroes are the

separated variableg, so thatB (y;) = 0;
2. Another functiora @) such thap; = A (y;) is the conjugate momenta {g;

3. Akinematical identity, called the characteristic edguatwhich for any giveni relatesy; and
Pi.

We now briefly review the construction of these three objecthe s, case. They are built from
the s, Lax matrix

Xt €D,
I ; (3.2)
=10 A

whose matrix elements () obey the identity

@ VI @;I = I @ I @ I @M+ I @: (3.2)
With the particular choice eq. (2.5) for the, isospin variablex, the s, Lax matrix is explicitly
2 I‘l—l = Xil 3 ?:1 = -
Iw) = 4 PZn i= 1u Zj - @x; . X p i ) u zj @x@i 5 . (33)
1um Ne 2k 2 =13z Xiey K
Now choosing

B Lw ; Aw I w; (3.4)

it is easy to check that
B ;B ®I=0; BR@;AWI=0; (3.5)
@ v)A@);BW]=B(w B@): (3.6)

These relations ensure that the operatardefined as the zeroes 8f (u), andp; = A (y;), do
satisfy

Viivs1= 0 5 biivsl= i3 7 bipsl= 0: (3.7)

In particular, pi;B )] = 5 (V", agrees withB (v) / Hg Z)> There is however a problem
i 3j J

of operator ordering in the expressionsy;) andB (y;), because the separated variabjesire
operators. This problem is dealt with in reference [7]. Witigmore it in the forthcoming heuristic
derivation of the characteristic equation. Let us starhwiiét @ (yi)id I (yi)) = 0, whereidis
the identity matrix. (The determinant of a matrix whose fiirs¢ vanishes is zero.) This implies
p; % (I I )(yi) = 0. This characteristic equation can easily be rewritten as

o 1% Cet) X1
2 (i z)? LVi oz

H.=0; (3.8)

whereH . is of course a Gaudin Hamiltoniah (2.9), and (3) is the quadratic Casimir of a spif-
representation.



Functional space interpretation. \We now wish to consider the quantum variabie$, as dif-
ferential operators acting on functiongfx ig) of isospin variables<;. (An example of such a
realization was given in eq: (2.5).) Similarly, the sepedatariables;. and their associated mo-
mentap. may act on functions”(fy .g), in particularp.~ = % ~ The separation of variables
fxi;g ! fy.g;U (where the extra variabke will be defined shortly) is then intepreted as an integral
transformatiork such that

Z Z v

(fx 19) = K ~(fy \g;U)= dU dy K (fxigify g;U) ~(Ey g;U) ; (3.9)

where the kernek is characterized as a common eigenvector of the commutiatppsB ()

Q
B @) UQ% K (fx;gfy.q;U)= 0 : (3.10)
s Zi
The simultaneous diagonalization of the Gaudin Hamiltosiia 5, namely the set of equations
. E. = 0,cannow be reformulated using the characteristic equéB@, which implies
|
2 X L X .
e 1 Ca() E ~_0; (3.11)
ey 2 . i z)? |y oz

The solutions of this equation can be found in factorizednfor= ; T ). This justifies the
name “separation of variables” attributed to the changeaobblesx; ! v;.

Some remarks. Finding the kernek by the simultaneous diagonalization of the operarorg)
is easy in thes, case because @) = I7 @) is a sum ofn commuting operators, so that we have
K (fx;g¥y.g;U) = L, ki&:i¥y.g;U) where the the equation 6q is obtained from eq. (3.10)
inthe limitu ! z;:
Q
@202+ 5 kebFygiU)=0 ; 5 ue o Y. (3.12)
1@ Z3)

For example, if the isospin variables are chosen as in €§), then we findk; = e *t. This
suggests that we could use other isospin variablesuch thap ¢, )7 =~ then we would
findk; / (4 1), so that we could explicitly perform the integrals in eq.9§3.This would
lead to (£~ i9) / (fy \g;U) with simple proportionality factors, as the change of Jalga
f~ig ! (Fy.g;U ) would now be local and described by the functionsfy.g;U ). More generally,
for any choice of isospin variables, the kereelwill be of the type

v
K (fxig¥y-giU Fz59) = ki &iJf 59) ; (3.13)
i=1
where ; (fy-g;U Fz5q) is defined in eq.;(3.12), and we made thedependence explicit. Thus, in
the s, case, the kernat can be determined explicitly, and this is because the operatu) is a
linear function of the Lax matrix (u).
Let us finally be more precise about the number of variable¥hey are defined as the zeroes
of a rational functiore @) which, barring extra constraints, hagpoles and degree 1. Therefore



_ _ _ _ P

we must havex 1 such variables, and theh variableu is the eigenvalue og: ©); L.D%

In conformal field theory applications, we however imposeehtra constraint 3_, D % = 0,80

thatB %1) has degree 2. This yieldsn 2 variablesfy.gw » andu is the eigenvalue of
)7 L,zD 3.

3.2 The s Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations in Sklyanin variables

We just saw that Sklyanin’s separation of variables is udefi for simultaneously diagonalizing
the s, Gaudin Hamiltonians. This problem is closely related to ph&blem of solving the KZ
equations:(2:9), which are obtained by replacing the ewers of the Gaudin Hamiltonians;
with 2)—. This suggests that it may be interesting to rewrite the Kdagiqns in terms of
Sklyanin’s variables. To do this, we will use the charatieequation (3.8) which such variables
obey, and apply itt * ., which is a function offy;qg, so thatp;k * | = %K 1 .. While
itself just a kinematical identity, the characteristic atjon then allows us to reorganize the KZ
equations as

1L oe X1, L
e, K l—k+ —2 _ g1 _=o0; (3.14)
k 2Qy? o Y Z o, & z+)?
where we drop the index from;, and we use J = =2 from eq. {23B). We still have to

perform the change of variables on thederivatives at fixed isospins, i.e. to rewrie 17K in

termsofZ- ;& . Thisis rather easy because of the particular form of theeigB.18), where

Ya
the dependences afy.g;U and fz.g are channeled through the particular functighsg. This
implies that the integral transformation (3.9) just addstfarder differential operatorg;—a ;@% to
—, So that
1 @ X @ya @ + QU @

— —: (3.15)
Z @z, R @z.  @ya @z, QU

Denotingfy.g = fy;fy,gg, We obtain the KZ equations in Sklyanin variables,

1 e X 1 @ d X 1 d d
- — 4 —+ —  + —
k 2@y? Y % @z. Qy LY Y Qypy, Qy
]
X0 g
+ -+ g ! =0: (3.16
(y Z\)2 n ( )

In this equation the variables are no longer separated casmtiables,, appear in addition tg.

3.3 Comparison with Virasoro null-vector equations

In the previous subsection, we have studied the KZ equaiiosCFT with an§&Y, symmetry
algebra at levek. We will now compare them with null-vector equations in a Gfth a Virasoro
symmetry algebra at central charge- 1+ 60+ b ')> wheret? L. This is the Virasoro
algebra which would be obtained from ofly, algebra by quantum Hamiltonian reduction (see for



instance [11]), although that reduction does not explainrétation between differential equations
which we are about to review.
The Virasoro algebra can be formulated in terms of the s&assggy tensor (z), which obeys

1 2T T
T @)T )= —2—— + ) [ 8TE) 1) : (3.17)
@ w) @ w32 z w
Primary fieldsv ) of momentum and conformal dimention = (+ b * )y are defined

by

v (W2)+ ev (w)+

o) : (3.18)

z w) AR

This definition does not distinguish the primary fields andv,,, : , which have the same
conformal dimension. These fields are therefore assumesl podportional, with a proportionality
constant called the reflection coefficient. Thissymmetry can be understood as the action of the
Weyl group ofs, on the space of the momenta

The Virasoro representation generated by the degenerhia/fi% is known to have a null-

vector at level two Namely(. , + X*'L?;)V . = 0, where the modes, are defined as in eq.
- - 2b
(2.0). This implies that correlation functions involvingch a degenerate field obey the Belavin—

Polyakov—Zamolodchikov equation [12]
" # . +
,e2 X 1 @ X | -
e’ e R V.@) =0: (319
@y2 =1 Y Zi @Zi i (y Zi)2 i (y) 5 (z3) ( )

i=1

Curiously, this equation is formally identical to the vdnlierseparated KZ equatiofi (3.14). The
meaning of this formal similarity is not clear to us. The KZiatjons in Sklyanin variable$ (3!16)
actually involven 2 variablesy; » v, therefore we should rather consider correlation func-

tions of the type
* +
y 2 ™
“n V 1 (Va) Vo (=) : (320)

a=1 - =1
We then expect such correlation functions to be related to(1.1) as in equation (1.4). That
equation means that the twisted BPZ equations satisfied,by, are identical to the KZ equations
in Sklyanin variables;(3.16). This can indeed be checkedxpyicit calculation, provided we
correctly specify the function , as well as the relation between, spins;; and Virasoro momenta

;. Requiring thatthe  jrelation is compatible with the respective Weyl symmetges 5 1

and ! b+b !  andthat conformal dimensions] = 222 eq. (28)and are related

k 2
by a constant shift, determines the relation
1
=b@E+ D+ — ; = Y4+ -+ = 3.21
G+ L+ ] (3.21)

We still have to specify the values of the parameters; in the ansatz (1.3) for the function,.
We could determine these values by requiring the twisted Biations to agree with eq. (3.16),
and we would find

1 1 1

27 27 A7 (3.22)

—10 -



There are simple concurring arguments for the valuesafd . First, the value of is determined
by the requirement of continuity of , ~, aty. = y.. This requirement plays an important role in
the boundaryd ; model [4]. Second, the value of follows from checking equation (1.4) in the
simplest case = 2, when there are ng, variables and no BPZ equations.

Let us now comment on this twist function, and its relation to free field correlation func-
tions. In this paragraph we will consider full correlatiamétions with dependences on both holo-
morphic and antiholomorphic variables, and the full twesttbr which is thusj ,¥. With the
above values; (3.22) for; ; , we observe that the inverse twist factpr, § 2 coincides with
the free field correlation function formally obtained from by taking the fields; | (z;) to have
momenta ;= - instead of ;= b(j+ 1) + 5. This means

*
y 2 "
Jnj?= Voia) Vi) : (3.23)

a=1 =1

+ free

This interpretation of , plays a role in a recent proof of the FZZ conjectdrd [13], dee F4].
For now, let us explain the origin of this observed relatighsbudying theb ! 0 limit of the
H ; -Liouville relation. This relation can be written as, KK 3 ,f~, , whose factors we now

analyze:
D E

. . . . Q Q
The Liouville correlation function', reduces to Z:fv 1 (Va) ©,Vi(z) asb!
2b 2b

0. And it turns out that this coincides with a free field cortela function, because the

momentum conservation condition is obeyed. Namely, theauhe momentaisn  2)
=+ n = = £ which coincides with the dominant term in the Liouville bgaiund

charge}% + b. Therefore, according to standard path-integral reagomirLiouville theory

n 2 free

T ~ Q Q n H(Ya Zi) b%
[!5]! We have n bl 0 R n a=1 V i (Ya) i=1 v% (Zi) - Rl’] H (Ya Yb) H (Zi Zj)
wherer ,, is b-independent.

TheH; correlation function , is expected to have a finite “minisuperspace” limit[16] as
b! O0whichis equivalentt& ! 1 wherek is the level.

The separation of variables is b-independent by definition.

So the twist factor , ¥ must absorb the ! 0 divergence of the Liouville correlation func-
tion ~,, which implies the relation (3:23) and the valugs (8.22)tfar parameters; ; .
(This reasoning does not exclude the presence of extra tarms ; which would be finite
intheb ! 0limit.)

This concludes our reminder of the KZ-BPZ relation in #he case. In the next section we
will analyze thes; KZ equations along the same lines.

4. The s*; case

4.1 Separation of variables for the s‘; Gaudin model

To the best of our knowledge, the full guantum separatioragfbles for thes *; Gaudin model has
not been derived yet. By the full separation of variables veamthe determination ef (), B ()
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and a characteristic equation, like in the case! Sklyanin did however derive the full separation
of variables for the classical‘; Gaudin model[18]. In order to derive the quantum version, we
will use Sklyanin's separation of variables for models wéths *; Yangian symmetry:[8], see also
[L9] for a generalization te*y . This Yangian symmetry is present in the Gaudin model, which
will allow us to derive its quantum characteristic equatieom the Yangian'’s.

s; Yangian symmetry. As in thes, case, the variables of they, Gaudin model can be com-
bined into ansYy, Lax matrix I ) (3.}) obeying the relation(3.2). It is however possible to
combine the variables into anothek, matrix, which depends on an extra parametger

£D %

n)

® @) d (4' 1)

Y (u) d ——tD?% d ——t£D¢
u oz u u  Zn

2:Izz(u)+—2 3. i)+ ; 4.2)

NI

= id+ I(@)+

where the definition of the normal ordering ir? : @) and: I° : () follows from the chosen
ordering of the factors of (). This object can be shown to obey the Yangian algebra

V)Y @Y @+ Y @Y = @u v)Y &Y @+ Y &Y @) : (4.3)
Sklyanin's separated variablgsfor the Yangiani[8] are defined as the zeroes of a function

BY W) =YY, WYy ) YY@Y;@ySw@ )
+YiYiayla ) YYayZiaYia o ); (4.4)

while the conjugate variables are givenby= AY (y;) where
AYw=Ylw Y@ ) 'viae  )Yiw; (4.5)

Let us point out that interesting structural insight intedh formulas for* @) andB ¥ () was
obtained in [2D], based on general properties of matriceh mon-commuting elements. The
functionsa® @) andB ¥ @) obey the commutation relations

u v

BY @;aY @)1=0; BY @;BY ©)1=0 ; Y @);BY )]

=BY WA @ Yi@ ) 'Yi@ 'Yie )YPe BY @AY @); (4.6)
so that
Viiysl= 0 i Kiyyl= $3Xi ;7 K4X4]1=0: (4.7)
The quantum characteristic equation is then

3

X} XM@)+Xibyr ) dw 2 )=0; (4.8)

A different approach was proposed in][l?], which consistsyiimg to use thes*, separation of variables in the\s
case. This approach requires a particular choice of isagpiables. The results are complicated.
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with the invariant operators (), t; 1) andd @) defined as[8]
t@=TrY @ ; Lu=TrY W ; du) =Y @Y @+ ); (4.9)

where the matrixy is constructed by transposing the quantum comatrix of For instance,
Y2 = YZ@ylw+ )+ vya@Yy2@+ ), where the -shifts are the manifestation of
the quantum character of the comatrix whgsmatrix element we just wrote. Operator ordering
issues in expressions likg (y; ) are resolved by inserting the operaigfrom the left.

From the Yangian to the Gaudin model. We will now construct objecta @), B (u) and a
guantum characteristic equation for th& Gaudin model. Such-independent functions of the
matrix I @) will be obtained by expanding the corresponding objectdiers; Yangian algebra
in powers of . We find

12

AYw)=1 A@+0(H; A= Ij+—=*%; (4.10)
13

BYw= SB@+o0(?; B=DLI TN+ L34 I ; (4.11)

where we omitted the spectral parametén I (u), and we point out that our formula far @) is
free of ordering ambiguities becausgwu) commutes with bothiy @) and13 @). The commutation
relations (4.6) fom ¥ () andB ¥ () imply the analogous relations

R @;A®]=0 ; BWu);B®I=0; (4.12)

3 )I W)

Zwifw)

which may be compared to the corresponding relations irsthease eq.;(3;6).
Let us rewrite the characteristic equati¢n (4.8) as:

@ V)R @U);B &]1=B & B @) (4.13)

®:; 1)° ®; D*hRen 31+ ®; D ) 26 )+ 3]
+ I wE)t+tter ) dw 2)1=0: (414)

The leading behaviour of this equation as! 0 will turn out to beo ( ®). To compute this
behaviour, we of course need to compute the behaviouts ahdy;as ! 0. It turns out that we
only need the ( ) behaviour ofx ;. We therefore define the varialdeby X ;= 1 pi+ 0 ( ?).
As for y; we only need need the leading(1) behaviour. To this leading order, the zeroes 6f ()
coincide with those oB (u), so that we do not need distinct notations and call theng;allThe
most complicated part of the calculation however does native such subtleties, but rather deals
with the last term in eq, (4.14),

1 g+t )y d@u 2 )

=0 Y@ 2N0a ) DY@+ ¢la ) e 2 )YSw)
+@ia 2) DYY@ )Y@+ ¢le ) DY@+ @ Yw)
+ ¥ 2) DY@ )Y@ Yia 2 )we  )tw)
YP 2)Y @ )@+ YPa 2)Yia )Y m Yo )Yw)
= 7 U+ D+ BED+ DL LD LI

4.15
+11 @ ad a); @9 @9 +o<4);( )

— 13—



where we omitted the spectral parametén I @), and used the ‘;-defining relationr] + 15 +
I; = 0. We then obtain the following quantum characteristic eiguadf the s ; Gaudin model:

1 1 1
03 piE(II)(yi)+Z(II)O(yi)+—6 ITI+III (y)=0c: (4.16)

Notice that the particular cubic invariant which appearthia formula is related to the fully sym-

metric invariant tensodi,.. eq. (2.10). Using the definition (3.1) af), we indeed have
© D% X DR X DY,

ITI +III @)= dae : (4.17)
Zan

Sou oz u 2z u
=1 =1 m=1

This could further be expressed in terms of the higher Gaddimiltonians of Section 2.2, so that
the characteristic equation could help simultaneouslgatalize these Hamiltonians.

Some remarks. Like in the s, case, Sklyanin’s change of variables can be interpretechas a
integral transformatiom (3.9) acting on a functional space. The kerrebf K now obeys
Q

B @) UQ% K (fx;gfy.g;U) = 0: (4.18)
However, the simultaneous diagonalization of the comngutiperatorsB (u) is now a difficult
problem, a8 @) is now cubic and not linear im @), and thus no longer a sum afcommuting
operators. Therefore, the kerrelis no longer of the form;(3.13). Certainly, no choice of isasp
variables exists such that the kergehas a simple expression. Another difference withthecase
is the counting of variables: generic functions of gteisospin coordinates; should correspond to
functions of not onlyy; andu, but also of two extra variables. These extra variables ecessary
for the transformatiom to be invertible. We will neglect this issieas well as the issue of precisely
defining the relevant functional spaces, and we will asskne be invertible.

Let us finally determine the number of separated variaplesthat is, the number of zeroes
of B (u). Barring extra constraints, this is of courde 3. In conformal field theory applications,
we however impose the extra constraints_ D 3, = 0, so thatI w) has degree 2. This does
not immediately imply thas @) (eq. (4.11)), which is cubic it ), has degree 6, because

.,D % = Oonly holds when directly applied to a physical correlatiandtion, and the matrix
elements off (u) generically do not commute with each other. Rather, theedegf® @) depends
on its precise form and should be evaluated by explicit ¢alimn. We find that each one of the four
terms ofB (u) has degree 5, while B (u) itself has degree 6. This means that there aa 6
separated variables. Therefore, as in ¢hecase, the number of separated variables vanishes for

n= 2.

4.2 The s‘; Knizhnik—-Zamolodchikov equations in Sklyanin variables

Let us consider a conformal field theory with &3 symmetry algebra. The Ward identities consist
in then KZ differential equations: (2.9), plugn extra non-differential relation$ (2:15) arjd (2.16),
which expressi Jl;(i) andw JZ;(i) in terms of differential operators acting on isospin vaeabLet

%A construction of the extra variables seems to be availablied articleiz':l].
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us reorganize all these relations by injecting them intocteracteristic equation of the quantum
s'3 Gaudin model;(4.16). The result is schematically of the form
3 1 1
&y k 3)E T) -k 30T ) W K ' ,=0; (4.19)
@y3 Qy 2

where the constant was defined in eq; (2.:11). Explicitly,

@’ e X 1 4
— 3)— —K o+ —=—
@ Cy ., v =z % v z)
!
1 Xt 1 . 2 7
+ -k 3) ———K —K+ —2—
2 ooz %4 v z)
D #
1 J 1 J
11X K 'wY, K K W7 K d )
- + S— + 5 K n=0; (4.20)
y oz v zi) v z)

where  is still ann-point function of the type {(1.1).

In this equation, the terms involvirig Jl;(i) andw Jz;@ refer to correlation functions involv-
ing descendents of the primary fields ( ). We have little control over such non-differential
terms, and we would like to ignore them in the following. Thizuld be done by considering
appropriate linear combinations of ogn 6 equations. (Remember that the variablspans
the3n 6 separated variablesy.g). We will for simplicity adopt the alternative approach of
working modulo the unwanted terms. Let us make this pregisgefining the space g of differ-
ential operators iy, ; z; (including functions ofy, ; z;) which are symmetric under permutations of
fyi;v2 3n V69. FOr any choicefy,g = fy;yyg of a distinguished variablg we further define

X X 1
Ly v
By a simple counting of variables it can be realized thaEt) afferéntial opeEr)ator which is sym-
metric under permuations dfy,g does belong t@ s ) L ﬁD I (y—lZi)zD s +
i (y—lziPD s. Butit does not always belong 1, (v), so we can define a nontrivial equivalence
as the equality modul® , (y). Thus, equation{ (4.20) simplifies to

1 iR

Fo @) Ds : (4.21)

Rii
¢, e ¥x 3, ¥k 3Ije X i+ k 3>§iK1 .
> @y Y Zi % . v z) v z)3 "

i=1 =1

=1

(4.22)

Having thus eliminateay Jl;(i) andw JZ;(i), we are left with operators, which we recall are
z;-derivatives at fixed isospin variables. We exprectl—ZiK to be a combination of the operators
@% % and@%, although we do not know how to compute it. And it is not clelietherx 1—ZiK

is a first-order differential operator, as happened inshecase (see eq; (3:15)). Nevertheless, we
do know thatk l—ZiK is independent from the lev&l, which is a parameter of our conformal
field theory but neither of the Gaudin model nor of its sepanadf variables. Therefore, we will
still be able to extract useful information from e¢. (4.22)sum of terms with various power-like

dependences otk 3), by considering all terms which are not linearin  3).
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4.3 W 3 null-vector equations

Let us first briefly explain why we try to relate conformal figlteories with ans*; symmetry at
level k to theories with a7 ; symmetry at central charge= 2+ 24 o+ b 1) where

1
F=——: 4.23
T (4.23)

A theory with an&Y; symmetry like thes; ®) WZW model can be written in terms of eight
guantum fields, as; is eight-dimensional. However, affin€; highest-weight representations
are parametrized by just two numbers, namely the two comqsré thes *; spin . This suggests
that the non-trivial dynamics of the theory really take plac a two-dimensional space, whefe
would play the role of the momentum. There exists suck garbased theory which involves just
two interacting quantum fields: the conformetk Toda theory, which hasw ; symmetry algebra.
The correct parametes for this algebra is suggested by the Drinfeld-Sokolov réidu¢ which
realizesw ; as a kind of coset of th&*; algebra.

W 5 algebra and primary fields. Referring to the review articléé[ll] for more details, wealtc
tPhat thew ; algebra is spanned by the modes of the figldg) = _,, L,z * ?andw (z) =

12z Wnz ™ 3. Letus write the defining relations of the; algebra in the form of commutation
relations for the modes, ;W , rather than operator product expansions for the fields ;w (z),
as this form is more convenient for finding null vectors inresgentations:

C
Lpi;Lpl= @@ n)Lyg4+n + Em m 2 1) m+n;0 7 (424)
LpiWal= @m n)Wnin s (425)
W, W ]_wim(mz 1)(m2 4)
m %o 48 360 MR
22+ 5c)m n 1
+ 18 T m?+ n? %mn Lpg+n + g(m n) m+n s (4.26)

where we introduce, using the normal orderidTg, L, = L, L, ifm n,

X 1 = \ \
n = :LoLy n tt—%Xp L, wih ®2 d+nd 9 : (4.27)
oy S Xov1= (P+2)Q Y

A primary fieldsv of thew ; algebra of momentum, conformal dimension and chargey is
defined by its operator product expansions wittz) eq. (3.18) andi (z):
W )= LYWL W AV &) WV ), (4.28)

z w)d z w)? z W

The momenta now belong to the two-dimensional root space of the Lie algeb;. A basis of
this space is provided by the simple roets e, whose scalar products appear in the Cartan matrix

Eie) o) _ 2 1 e 2 1. _ 1 2
o) ey = 1 » - We may also use the dual basis = $e; + 5&; 2= a1+ S&
such that(e;; ! 5) = i5. We decompose the momenta along this dual basis: !, + 2!,
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and we introduce the vect@r = ©+ b ') + ). The conformal dimension and charge are
parametrized in terms of the momentum as

1
- S20 ; (4.29)

g =501 2B+ 2 3p+rbHI1+2, 3b+Db I (4.30)
W 3 degenerate fields. Let us now justify the choice of the fied , ., in the correlator~,
(1.2) which appears in our conjecture. We wish to obey third-order differential equations,
which would correspond to the'; KZ equations in Sklyanin variables. This suggests that vee us
the simplest non-trivial degenerate fields, which have wetitors at levels 1, 2 and 3. But there
are actually four such degenerate fields, witk £ b!;; b!,; b '!y; b 1!, whereas we
want only one of them to appear in,, because the original isospin variables are invariant unde
permutations of the Sklyanin variables.

By analogy with thes*, case, we focus on the fielés , ., andv ,, :,,, whose momenta go
to zero in the critical level limik ! 3. They are related to the other two fields by theg algebra
self-dualityb ! b !, which is however not an invariance of tl§& algebra. And they are related to
each other by the Dynkin diagram automorphisms !, of s3;, which acts on general primary
fieldsv as( ;g )! ( ; g). This symmetry does have a counterpart in the separation of
variables for thes*; Gaudin model. The construction of the separated variabéesindeed based
on the introduction of as*; Lax matrix I () (8.1), so thats; generators act in the fundamental
representation. But we could alternatively have used thituadamental representation, which is
related to the fundamental by the Dynkin diagram automaermhith our conventions, our choice
of the fundamental representation will turn out to correspto the choice of the degenerate field
V y, 1,, of thew 5 algebra. The three corresponding null-vector equatioa$2a

W o+ B+ 5LV, =0; (4.31)
W o, EL o WP Vi, =0; (4.32)
W o3 2+ L L s+bL L 2+ DL V1, =0: (4.33)

The last null-vector equation implies that any correlafianction with one degenerate field obeys
E1 V piy, ) 2,V ,@) =0 where

. e 1 Xt 1 e, .
ey’ Pey _, Y zlzm z)?
, 1 X 1 e . 2 |
2 e v om)Pezm v =)’
P X W L. W o1 .
- 20 R 1 (4.34)
By & v = G =

This may be compared with eq. (4.20), which is formally simibr even identical if the term with
coeﬁicienté is absorbed into the other terms by redefining, . ; andq .. Like in thes*, case,
the meaning of this formal similarity is not clear.
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Now the equations obeyed by correlation functions with ssvdegenerate fields like
eq. (1.2) are significantly more complicated than because eliminating ;W , descendents

denotingfy.g = fy;y,g, We obtain the equation, ~, = 0 with

o, mel¥ L€ 1eX 1 e .
By wey Pey vy wew ¢ w)?
+ix ! ° . : +iX L © L »n
I v oz Cz v oz 3 ¥ W Ye) G W Ve
22X 1 oe e o1 1 X1
Eloy , v )2 Qyp @y ¥ B o , ¥ Vo)®
(4.35)
where
4 i ) )
bin= 1 oo5 i dpin = 5@ )6+ 3 (4.36)

Relating W ; momenta to §'; spins. In order to compare the equati@ay, ~, = 0 with the KZ
equations in Sklyanin variables (4.22), we should spedaify tve relate$; primary fields 3 ( %)
tow 3 primary fieldsv (z). We are looking for a relation betweenand j which translates into a
simple relation between ;g ) and ( §;q]). We propose

{
= 7 2
= bj+blEe+e)) jrevh s (4.37)
-9
where we use the following expressions for ;o) defined in eqgs.,(2.8) an¢l (2,14)

11
1 i, , . , . .

= ——==0O RIRG+D+ G+ DIGE+D+2Gk+DI; (439

&k 3)2 27

where the components; ; 1) of the spinjare definedag= 4 !;+ 3! ,. Notice that our relation
between and jmaps the principal unitary series sf; representationg 2 e e, + iR?to
thew 5 representations which appear in the physical spectrum fbomal s ; Toda theory 6]
2 Q + iR 2. Such choices of or jlead to real values of ;q) if k > 3.

However, there does not need to be any relation betweesi‘tleeation operators 7, ;w 7,
and theirw ; counterpartsi ;W . While relatingL.”, = —toL ; = & though difficult
in practice, is in principle a simple matter of performing tthange of variables, there is appar-
ently no principle which would determine how 7, ;w 7, would behave through the change of
variables. This is why we work modulp, (y), ignoring the non-differential terms which involve
such operators, and being left with differential equatidvdew the presence of degenerate fields in
correlation functions ofi ; fields does not necessarily lead to differential equatiarfact which
makes conforma*; Toda theory much more complicated than Liouville theoty [Bifferential
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equations actually appear provided the number of degenBedds is large enough. We are insert-
ing 3n 6 degenerate fieldg ,, .,  together with then generic fieldsv ,, which is enough for
eliminating the2n termsw ;) ;W ., and being left witm ¢ differential equations.

Twisting W ; null-vector equations. Finally, we should determine the twist factor, which
appears in the conjecture (i1.4), so as to be able to compute

E; JE, ! suchthat E5  ,~,=0: (4.40)

n

The values of the parameterg can be derived as in the}, case. Requiring continuity of , ~,
aty, = ypimplies =2 1, o 11, = 5=, and requiring that the conjecture_(1.4) holds
in the casen = 2implies = 2 2 7= 2+ 4 see eq.,(4.37). Notice however that this
only determines up tok-independent terms, as the unknowimdependent kernet may also
contribute.

These constraints leave the parametarbitrary. We will obtain an ansatz for, and confirm
the values of and , by generalizing the relation {3;23) betweep and free field correlation

functions which was observed in the, case. In thes; case the analogous relation is

*3Y 6 Yn +free

jai’= Vop i, 0a)  Vpiese) @) : (4.41)

a=1 i=1

This ansatz leads to the values

2 1 2
=— ; = = ; ==.: 4.42
o (4.42)

These values will turn out to be the only ones such that, nwHuyl(y), the only non-differential
terms inkE ; are of the type(ycﬁ. This is a rather non-trivial requirement as many non-déffeial
terms can potentially appear (cf Appendlix A.1). Working miodk ;, () eq. (4.21), and using the
relation (4.37) betwee®; andw ; representation data, we indeed compute

3 1 1 1 Xt J x4 J 1 J
ey* P b ¥y o=fey v =)’

where we introduced two differential operatars andD , of respective orders and 2, which
depend neither on the field momentanor on the model parameter

X 1 e X 1
D, 72—*' 2 —
, oz @y .Y oz Qy
X 1 X 1 X 1 1
. e &, L g
LY oz Y v @y @y oY Yo¥o Yo Cwvp @y
X 1 e @ @ X 1 e @ @ @
D, — + 3— + —_— = —+ 2—
;Y z@y @z @y L, Y Y @w @y @w @y
X 1@
N e (4.45)
v wp)* ey
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4.4 Comparing s‘; Knizhnik—Zamolodchikov equations with W ; null-vector equations

We are now in a position to test the conjecture(1.4) by coingahe KZ equations in Sklyanin
variables ((4.22), which apply e * ,,, with the twistedw 3 null-vector equations; (4.43), which
apply to ,~,. We will first do the comparison for general valuespfind then explain in more
detail what happens in the particular limitd 1 andb! O.

The comparison for general b To start with, the non-differential terms agree. This isuatly
a very non-trivial statement, as we started with complitaten-differential terms in eq., (4:35)
an then generated more terms by twisting with. The freedoms to choose the three parameters

; ; of , andtoignore terms belonging 1, (y) is a priori not sufficient to ensure the dozens
of required cancellations, which nevertheless occur adeaseen in explicit calculations. These
calculations use some helpful identities which are gath@reAppendixi A'1. The existence of a
simple twist which simplifies the differential equationsegbd by correlation functions involving
many identical degenerate fields might well be a general @ghenon in conformal field theory,
as we now see that it happens for the simplest degeneratarfigidories withw ; symmetry, in
addition to the already known cases of the two simplest dagém fields in theories with Virasoro
symmetry {3: 5].

Let us then examine the terdaD , in eq. (4.48). Agreement with the corresponding term in

eq. (4.22) would occur provided

—K "Dy: (4.46)

It seems technically challenging to check this identity.t Bamember that our inability to explic-
itly perform Sklyanin’s change of variables fc—>rz—i does not contaminate the other terms in our
equations, as we do know that the change of variables mustdepéndent from the parameter
b= & 3) 2.

Let us now examine the ter@}}D 1. We would like this term to vanish modulo, (y), as no
such term is present in ed. (4.22). However, it is rather@lwihan ; does not belong te , (y),
although it has quite a few remarkable properties. This gaed in detail in the Appendix A.3.
As a result, the conjecture cannot hold for general valués of

The critical level limitb! 1 . We notice that the terrgED 1, which is responsible for the fail-
ure of our conjecture, vanishes inthe 1 limit. Therefore, the conjecture has better chances to
hold in that limit. To completely prove that it does, we stiled to clear one subtlety with the term
b%D 2. This term seems to vanish inthe! 1 limit but actually it does not. This is because near
b! 1 8ur correlation fémctions do not have finit limits. Rathdre fToda correlation function
“n o= 2V b1, Wa) 5V bieb le+e) @) INVolves “heavy” fieldsv .y 1 46, @1)
whose momenta grow a On general grounds (see for instance [6]), it is thereforgeeted

that ~, &S €291 wheres and T, arebindependent functions, ar&l depends only on
b! 1

fz;g and not onfy,qg. The differential operato%D 2, Which contains derivatives with respect to
z;, may vield a finite contribution when such derivatives act®f €=9).

We should therefore check whether e{].” (4.46) holds to thdidgaorder int? when acting
on functions of the type” s €=9)T . This is actually the case, because the only term jrwith

—20 -



L . P .
z;-derivatives |s@(iy i3 L, andk 'K S (fzig) = &S (fzig). This completes the proof
of the conjecture: (1:4) in the critical level linit! 1 , k! 3.

Notice that thisb ! 1 limit is not sensitive to the twist function ,,. This is because the

exponents ; ; (4.42) vanish in this limit so that,, ! 1.
- b! 1

The minisuperspace limit b ! 0. In this limit, the discrepant terr‘g@D 1, Which is responsible
for the failure of the conjecturg (1.4) for generalgrows larger. We may therefore obtain some
insights on the reasons for this failure.

As in the s, case, we will consider full correlation functions (with hdtolomorphic and
antiholomorphic dependences) and use path-integral mggsoins \; Toda theory. For full corre-
lation functions, the conjecture reads KK Jj ,f~.. Asinthes, case, the transformation
K is bindependent, pis expected to have a finite limit, andgthe Toda correlatiomcfion ~,

3n 6

behaves as, Rn 2V p 1y, Wa) 51 Ve te+e) @) WhereR, isb-independent.
b! 0

Therefore™, simplifiesintheb ! 0limit but, in contrast to the*, case, its leading behaviour

doesynot reduce to a free field correlation fungtion. Thisisanse the simplified correlation func-

tion Q 3 bv ©x v, .) does not obey momentum conservation, given
a=1 b1, Wa) 21Vp 1e+ey) (21) y . g

the value2g = 2+ b ') (e + &) of the background charge i; Toda theory. However, mo-
mentum conservation can be restored by inserting 2 screening operators, 1. . (See {B] for

similar reasonings and calculationsdry Toda theory.) Thus,
* 3y 6 ¥ v 2 7 + free
"o, Re Vg, Wa)  Vpiese @) FxVy 1, &) : (4.47)
’ a=1 =1 =1

This free correlation function is the product of the freeretation function ((4.41), which we took
as our ansatz fof , ¥, and an integral ovex., leading to
Zy Y , Y , Y ,
jn¥n  Ra SESE S T S S S )
b! 0

a,.\ i; \ = N0

The integral in this formula is expected to be dominated bwyddEe point, where the.s are
solutions of

+ =0: (4.49)

(Curiously, these are the Bethe equations fordheJaynes-Cummings-Gaudin model at infinite
coupling and with spins  [23].) The dominant behaviour of the integral is expectete®f the

form jnjoi2 asb! 0,with , akindependent quantity. This, joi2 factor contradicts the existence
of a finite limitfor 3 ,¥~, asb ! 0, which follows from the conjecture.
1

One may be tempted to modify the conjecture by adding a fagtBr to the twist function ..
This would not only correct the leading behaviour in the 0 limit, but also make the conjecture
compatible with global conformal symmetry. We have not noer@d global conformal symmetry
until now because this subject is independent from therdiffigal equations in terms of which the
conjecture was formulated. It is however easy to see thatdhgecture is incompatible with the
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behaviour of correlation functions under scaling transf@tions (z;;v.) ! ( zi; va), exceptin
theb! 1 limit. )

However, adding the factor, ® would spoil the agreement between most terms of the KZ
equations}(4.22) and the twisteds null-vector equations; (4.43), in particular the terms depe
ing on the spinsj;. The modified conjecture would only hold at the level of théndependent
dominant factors inthe ! 0 limit, which would not be interesting.

5. Conclusion

The comparison of‘; KZ equations in Sklyanin variables {4.22) with; null-vector equations
(4.43) does not support the conjecture’’(1.4) in its generahf Nevertheless, the KZ equations
are very similar to the null-vector equations: many termeagontrivially, and the disagreement
is confined to a term which does not depend on the sfiin$ the fields. This remarkable quasi-
agreement makes it unlikely that a full agreement can bdraateby modifying the conjecture.

In the critical level limitk ! 3, b! 1 ,the disagreement disappears and the conjecture
(1.4) is true. This limit plays an important role in the Laagtls correspondence [24], which might
possibly explain why the conjecture (1.4) holds f9¢ and not fors;, and why in thes*; case
it holds only in the critical level limit. Another hopeful smce of insights is the recent work on
conformal Toda theories,[6], where they ;5 cases are understood to be qualitatively different
from the s, case. Of course, we already pointed out a significant qtisétaifference, namely
the failure of thes*; cubic fieldw 7 (z) (2.11) to obey thev 5 algebra. It is not clear how this is
related to our problem.

Our results in thes 5 case lead to natural conjecturessily » 3 cases, where we expect the KZ
equations in Sklyanin variables to agree with; null-vector equations only in the critical level
limit x ! N . Letus tentatively perform a counting of equations. Theaa%al (N 1) isospin
variables on the Ihs of eqj, (1.4), and on the rhs we expectN 1) @ 2) Sklyanin variables,
plusN @ 1) extra variables, which may be collectively included in thgnbol U . Differential
equations for the Yy Toda correlation function which generaliz&g are obtained by eliminating
1M 2)® + 1)n non-differential terms fromthéN & 1) @ 2) null-vector equations. Thus,
wehaven N N 1) differential equations. When it comes#o , ~,, we should presumably
add an equation for each one of the extra variables, reaehilifferential equations. This precisely
the number of KZ equations for the |hs, of eq. (1.4). In addition, we have the same number of
global Ward identities on both sides of eq. (1.4), namef/ 1.
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A. A few technical results

A.1 Helpful identities

The following identities are used in computing the nonetifintial terms of the operatars

2E2 ,'eq. (4.43). Some identites are written modulo terms iny) (4.21), as indicated by
the relation sign . All identities arePproved by elementary manipulationsngsbservations of
A 1 1 1 1 1 1
the type v zi)? by, zi  y 2)? avya 2z y Zi v zi)3"
|
X 1 X 1 X 1 X 1
> — (A1)
vV oz Y oz . ozy) o voozi)
i i J i
X 1 1 2 1 X 1 (A2)
, Y Yo Vo  2zi)? v z)3 v z)? , Y Yo ’ '
| |
2 -2
X 1 X 1 X 2 X 1 X 1
5+ ; (A.3)
b Y Yo o, Yo Z o ooz , Y Yo Y Z
]
-2
X 1 1 1 X 1 X 1 X 1
5+ ; (A.4)
pis Y O YbY  ZiYo % o voozi) Y % Y Zi
1] i b i
X 1 1 1 1 X 1
(A.5)
, Y Yo¥b Zi¥p Z v z) zy) , Y Yo
X X X
1 : 1 1 - 1 : 1 . 1 1 (8.6)
b ¢ W' zZi v zi) v zi) , Y Yo Y Zi V o)
2 | 3
2
X 1 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 X 1
—+ = 4 ——— A7)
e Y Yo¥o Ye¥o Zi v 2z 2y oz Y ¥ v )
c b b
2 ' 3
X 1 1 1 2 1 1 X 1 X 1
- 4 ——5 (A)
oY Yo¥o YeYo Zi v zi) 2y oz Y Yo v )
c b b
1 X 1 1 X 1 X 1
5 + ; (A9
v z)°® Y ¥ Y Z Y ¥ Yo Z
X 1 1 X 1 X 1 X 1
v o) Ty w? v v (A.10)
b6 c Yb)* Yo Y b Yb c Y Ye b Yb
X 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 X 1 1 1
- S+ i (A11)
oo Y Yo¥b YeYe Ya oo Y Yo o Ye) 6b6c6dy VoV YeY V4
ds c
X 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 X 1 1 1
= 5+ = ;7 (A12)
wp Y YoYo YeYo Ya o Y Wb )] 3b666dy YoV Ye¥Y Y4
ds b
]
-3
X 1 1 1 X 1 X 2 X 1 X 1
= + — 3 —GA—} 3)
eesqY YoY YeY Ya , Y Yo , ¥ vo) L, Y Y o Yo
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A.2 A characterization of F , (y)

Here we will justify the characterisatiof (Ai22) of the spag, (y) defined in eq.|{(4.21).

For pedagogical reasons we will begin with the simpler gobbf characterizing the space of
permutation-symmetric functions af variablesfty.g. More precisely, given a functiofi ¢; fy.qg)
which is permutation-symmetric ifiy,g, depends on an additional varialieand is regular at
t = vya, We want to determine whether(y; fy.qg) is actually permutation-symmetric although it
apparently depends on This amounts to determining whetheiy..; fy.g) actually depends on
the choice of’. If it does not, then for any polynomial (t) of degreem 2 we have

x 1 P OFf (t) x I 1

P (b P (©
dtg—— = £ ) dto———=fy) dcte—— = 0(A.14)
20 a0 2t va) 20 a0 € va) 1 2t va)
£S>O we have transformed tle 1 conditionsf (1) = £ ) = = £ yinto the condition
o . dt£9E0 _ o which can then be evaluated by moving the integration eostdf the

a Ya0 Ha (t_ Ya) .
analytic properties of () permit.

Let us apply a similar reasoning to the characterizationof). If £ (y) 2 F, (y), for instance
fy) = ﬁf(y) where £'(y) is actually permutation-symmetric, then given any polyiam
10
P (t) of degreen 7 we have

I Q I Q
X Lt 2z’ oy & 2)?
ap ottt A ew_ r) ap -t P _ 0. (A15)
3n 6
a0 Ya0 a=1 (t va) 1 a t va)

Thus, to know whethef (y) 2 F, (y), we only need to evaluate the left hand-side of this equality
To do this we can use the assumed analytic properti€stf namely, that it is meromorphic with
singularities only at= z;, and goes to zero as! 1 . This implies

x I Q 2 o I Q 5
€ zi) (€ zi)
dtP ——-f (t) = dtP e——f (© ; (A.16)
20 Ya0 & Va) 1 oz & Va)

which provest (y) 2 F, (y) ) 1P ;fi= 0Oasineq.,(A.22). The reverse implication follows from
a simple counting of variables: the space of polynomialsegirden 7 has dimensiom 6,
which is precisely the number of constraints which we exf@otharacterizing the spae; ().

A.3 Study of the differential operator D ;

As explained in Sectioti 4.4, our conjectute(1.4) implies telationd ; ° 0 or equivalently

D, S » (y), whereb 1 is the first-order differential operator written expligiih eq. (4.44). Here
we provide a rigorous argument that this relation is not,tmkich implies that the conjecture
cannot hold for general values of the parameter

To start with, let us reduce the study of the first-order d#fdial operatop ; to the study of
mere functions. The operator,, like all our differential equations, is assumed to act amcfions
which are symmetric under permutations of the 6 variablesty,qg. The space of such functions
is algebraically generated by tBe functions

X X 1 X 1
i glya z) 7 i va 2 ¢ * e 2)2

a a a

; i=1 n:(A.17)
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Thereforepb; 0, D; ;i D; ; Di; 0. Directcalculations show

D1 i 0 H (A18)
1 i 2 X 1
D1 i + + ; (Alg)
v z)* v z)° v z)3 .Y B
i 1 X 1 4, 2 2
D1 i + ° + 0 + = (A.20)
v =) v ozt ¢ oz)? 6:Y B v z) ¢ z)3
0 1,
6; X 1 2 X 1 4 X 1
3 + 3 > 3 @ A(A.21)
v zi) 1Y B v zi) 61 v z) v zi) 61 B

SoD; ;andD; ; do not manifestly vanish modulb, (y). Let us however study them further.
They may be considered as values at y of functionst (t) = £ (; fy.g; £z;9) which are invariant
under permutations afy.g but depend on the additional variableLet us consider the space of
such functions, which we in addition assume to be meromorohi with no singularities besides
t= zjandtogotozeroas! 1 . Letus moreover introduce the spaeg - of polynomials

P (t) of degreen 7. As we show in Appendix Ai2,

X 1 Q n @ Z')2
f)2F,() , 8P 2P, 7; IP;fi dtP Me—t———f® = 0: (A.22)
=1 4 a=1 (t ya)
Then, explicit calculations yields
© @i z)?
P;D; ji= 2 i—ééi(l—k)P Ozy) ; (A.23)
Zi a
o ° Yal 0 1 3
. . 6i(zi Zk)2 o X 0
P;D, i=2 6o~ ™ 44pP)+ @2 4+ 6 A pOgz)5 : (A.24)
@i Ya) vy 2t

This explicitly demonstrates that; 2 F ().

However,D ; still has remarkable properties with respect to the congtalynomialp = 1,
namelyhl;D; ;i= hl;D; ii= 0. These non-trivial identities sensitively depend on theegal
structure ob ; and on the particular values of ; which determine its coefficients. This implies
that, whereas arbitrary differential operators belong tay) forn 6,D; 2 Fo()forn 7.
The significance of these properties mf is not clear. When combined with; ; 0, they
suggest thab ;  0when applied to a special class of permutation-symmetnctfan ofy, (and
zy), and one might wonder whether, ~,, actually belongs to this class. Given the freedom to
choosey 2 fy.q, this would imply that™, satisfiesn 6 further differential equations. But,, is
not expected to satisfy any further differential equatibasides the global Ward identities, whose
number isn-independent. So the suppositibn ™, ‘o certainly fails forn > 7, and so does
our conjecture: (114).
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