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A bstract

New classicalintegrablesystem sofCam assa-Holm peakon typeareproposed.Theyrealize

them axim aleven piecewise-D 2 generalization oftheCalogero-Fran�coiseows,yieldingpe-

riodicand pseudoperiodictrigonom etric/hyperbolicpotentials.Theassociated r-m atrices

are com puted. They are dynam icaland depend on both setsfpig and fqig ofcanonical

variables.

1 Introduction

Classicalr-m atricesforthe Lax representation ofLiouville-integrable system s,depending on

som e ofthe canonicalvariables (so called \dynam icalr-m atrices"),have been the subject of
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a very extensive set ofstudies in these past years, starting with the �rst m ention oftheir

relevance[1],and theirusein non-ultra localPoisson algebras[2,3].

M oststudiesafterwardshave been concerned with a subsetofsuch m atrices,obeying the

so-called \dynam icalYangBaxteralgebra".A paradigm aticexam pleoccurred in theCalogero-

M oserr-m atrix form ulation [4],and classi�cation theorem swereextensively developed,seefor

instance[5].Thesem atricesdepend only on onehalfofPoisson-com m uting canonicalvariables

(eitherm om enta orpositions),identi�ed in thegeneraltheory [6]ascoordinateson thedualof

an Abelian Cartan algebra.Thenon-abelian situation isdiscussed in e.g.[7].

The above-m entioned associated dynam icalclassicalYang Baxterequation,obtained asa

su�cient consistency condition for associativity ofthe Poisson brackets,can then be related

to dynam icalquantum algebrassuch astheGervaisNeveu Felder(GNF)algebra [8,6]orthe

dynam icalreection algebras[9,10,11].

M oreprecisely:theclearestcaseisprovided by theRuijsenaars-SchneiderquadraticPoisson

structure involving two m atrices [12,13]. One is then able [13,10,9]to identify the consis-

tency equations as a classicallim it ofthe Yang-Baxter equations for a dynam icalreection

algebra. They include in particularthe quantum GervaisNeveu Feldercubic equation (sym -

bolically written RR hR = R hRR h) for e.g. Interaction Round a Face (IRF)-type quantum

R-m atrices,and itsassociated adjointequation RSSh = SShR.Itisinteresting torem ark that

the�rstm entioned exam ple,i.e.thescalarCalogero M oserr-m atrix,obeysin factaconsistent

com bination ofthesetwo equations.

Even in such caseswhen ther-m atrix orm atricesdepend on Poisson-com m uting dynam ical

variables, the precise derivation ofthe associated classicalYang Baxter equation is thus a

subtle procedure requiring the explicitknowledge ofthe Lax m atrix and r-m atrix. Obtaining

thespeci�c form associated with theGNF equation isnota prioriguaranteed.

By contrasttherearefewerresultsregardingr-m atricesdependingon non-Poisson com m ut-

ing setsofdynam icalvariables(hereafterloosely denoted \p;qdependentr-m atrices").Indeed

few exam ples are known,even less explicitely so,no associated classical\dynam ical" Yang

Baxterequation hasbeen derived,letalone any quantization thereof. Note atthispointthat

we expect any such quantization to have very unusualfeatures com pared to the \standard"

dynam icalcase,involving asitshould non-com m utative deform ation param etersp,q (instead

ofthesolec-num berparam etersq)insidethegeneralized R m atrix.

The study of such r-m atrices is thus clearly a very challenging and prom ising issue in

the dom ain ofintegrable system s and this paper willpresent an attem pt at expanding the

currentstateofknowledgeaboutthem by constructingnew exam plesofLax m atricesand their

associated r-m atrices.

Toposition theproblem ,letus�rstrecallafew known exam pleswherether-m atrixexhibits

these dependance:the com plex sine Gordon case [3](explicitpairr;s butno decoupled Yang

Baxter equation); the elliptic Calogero M oser m odel[14,15]in its spectralparam eter-free

form ulation [16](nonexplicit);the B Cn Ruijsenaars Schneider Lax m atrix [17](nonexplicit);

and possibly the recently proposed 2x2 Lax m atrix associated with specialsolutions ofthe

Cam assa Holm equation [18].

The sim plest exam ple (albeit nonexplicit yet) is provided by the Ragnisco-Bruschi[19]

construction ofther-m atrix fortheLax m atrix yielding theCalogero-Fran�coise(CF)Ham ilto-

nian [20].TheLax m atrix reads:

L =
X

i;j

Lijeij;Lij =
p
pipjA(qi� qj);with A(q)= cosh(� q=2)+ �sinh(� jq=2j) (1.1)
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TheCF Ham iltonian isTr(L2).Thisdynam icalsystem m ay beviewed asa generalization

ofboth Cam assa-Holm peakon integrable system (where A(z) = exp(�jzj)),describing the

dynam ics ofspeci�c singular \peaked" solutions to the fam ous Cam assa Holm shallow wave

uid equation [21,22,23],and therelated Calogero system [24](whereA(z)= cos(z)).

W eshallbeclassifyingheretheLaxm atrices�alaCalogero-Fran�coiseadm ittingan r-m atrix.

W e shallin thispaperrestrictourselvesto Lax m atriceswhere the diagonalpotentialA ii isa

constant(weshallcom m entupon thisattheend)and A isan even function.

The problem willthen be solved by �rst im posing and solving a necessary condition on

A derived from the vanishing ofthe Poisson bracket fTrL;TrL2g and fTrL2;TrL3g; then

explicitely constructing the r-m atrix willshow that any such solution be indeed integrable.

Som e further com m ents and perspectives shallbe added at the end. Not surprisingly the

periodicpeakon potential[25]willbeobtained asonesolution.

2 T he m odel

W eassum ethefollowing form fortheLax m atrix:

L =
X

i;j

p
pipjA i;jeij; with

�

A i;i= aisom ecom plex constant

A i;j = A(qi� qj)fori6= j
(2.1)

Asusualeij denotesthe n � n m atrix representation ofgl(n). W e require thatA be an even

com plex function ofa realvariable,with isolated singularities(m ore precisely separated from

any othersuch pointby a distance strictly bounded from below),atleastD 1 around regular

pointsand such thatA 2 bea piecewise D 2 function.

2.1 N ecessary conditions

Starting from theform ulaeforthe�rstthreeHam iltoniansde�ned from L:

H 1 = TrL =
X

i

piA i;i=
X

i

piai

H 2 = TrL
2 =

X

i;j

pipjA i;jA j;i=
X

i

p
2

ia
2

i +
X

i6= j

pipjA
2(qi� qj) (2.2)

H 3 = TrL
3 =

X

i;j;k

pipjpk A i;jA j;k A k;i=

X

i

p
3

ia
3

i + 3
X

i6= j

p
2

ipjaiA
2(qi� qj)+

X

i6= j6= k

pipjpk A(qi� qjA(qj � qk)A(qk � qi)

we im pose sim ultaneous vanishing ofallPoisson brackets between them as a necessary

condition forintegrability.

W ith theconvention fpi;qjg= �i;j,onegets

fH 1;H 2g = 2
X

i6= j

pipj(ai� aj)A(qi� qj)A
0(qi� qj)

H 1 and H 2 arein involution ifand onlyifeitherthepotentialisapiecewiseconstantfunction (a

trivialsolution,sowewillsolveexcluding thiscase)orthediagonalpartofthepotentialisuni-

form :ai= a.Settingallai’stoathePoisson bracketofH 2 and H 3,aftersom erearrangem ents,

3



reducesto

fH 2;H 3g = 6
X

i;j;k;l

pipjpk plA k;l(A i;lA j;k � A j;lA i;k)(A l;iA
0

l;j � A l;jA
0

l;i)

with A 0

i;j = A 0(qi� qj)fori6= jand A 0

i;i= 0 .In particularthep2a pbpc coe�cientisa m ultiple

of:(A b;a A a;c� aA b;c)
�

(A 2

a;b� A
2

a;c)A
0

b;c+ (A a;bA
0

a;b+ A a;cA
0

a;c)A b;c� a(A a;bA
0

a;c + A a;cA
0

a;b)
�

.

Let us denote the di�erences in positions in term s ofx = qa � qb and y = qc � qa;the

com m utation ofH 2 and H 3 yields:

A(x)A(y)= aA(y+ x) (2.3)

or

(A 2(x)� A 2(y))A 0(y+ x)+ (AA 0(y)� AA 0(x))A(y+ x)= a(A(x)A 0(y)� A(y)A 0(x)) (2.4)

Note that,iffor x and y in the vicinity ofsom e xo and yo equation (2.3) is satis�ed,then

A 0(x)A(y) = A(x)A 0(y) = aA 0(y + x) yielding also A 2(x)A 0(y+ x) = AA 0(x)A(y+ x) and

A 2(y)A 0(y+ x)= AA 0(y)A(y+ x). So equation (2.4)hasto be satis�ed in the fullplane x;y

exceptperhapsin som eisolated points(necessarily singularforA).

Introducing thevariabless= y+ x and d = y� x,aswellasthethreefunctions

D (s;d)= A 2(y)� A 2(x),F(s;d)= 2A(y)A(x)and G = @dF,equation (2.4)now reads:

@sD (s;d)A(s)� D (s;d)A 0(s)= aG(s;d) (2.5)

In thevicinity ofa regularpoint,thederivation with respectto d also yields:

@d@sD (s;d)A(s)� @dD (s;d)A
0(s)= a@dG(s;d) (2.6)

Elim inating A 0(s)from equations (2.5)and (2.6)and de�ning � = D @ d@sD � @dD @sD ,one

gets:

�(s;d)A(s)= a(D (s;d)@ dG(s;d)� @dD (s;d)G(s;d)) (2.7)

Note that D (s;d) = D (d;s) directly from its de�nition since the exchange ofs and d

correspondsto the transform ation ofx into �x and A isan even function. Hence � isalso a

sym m etric function and onegetsfrom (2.7):

�(s;d)A(d)= a(D (s;d)@ sH (s;d)� @sD (s;d)H (s;d)) (2.8)

with H = @sF (notethatF isalso sym m etric in s and d).

Actually,by directcom putation,one obtainsthatthe two rhsofequations(2.7)and (2.8)

areequal.Letusdenotethem by aK with K thefollowing sym m etricfunction:

K (s;d)= D @d@dF � @dD @dF = D @s@sF � @sD @sF (2.9)

Since we have excluded from the begining any piecewise constantpotential,we obtain � = 0

asa necessary condition:

�= D @ d@sD � @dD @sD = 0 (2.10)

Thisvery equation can besolved on any regulardom ain oftheplane,so wegetpiecewisely:

D (s;d)= �(s)�(d) (2.11)
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with � and � two D 1-functionson theintervalofs,respectively d,where they build D .Note

thatifwe change the dom ain ofthe planewhere we solve theequation the functions� and �

arenotnecessarily thesam efunctionsasin the�rstdom ain,even ifthey happen to bede�ned

atsom ecom m on valueofs (ord).

Rem ark thatsinceD (s;d)= A 2(y)� A 2(x)and sinceA 2 hasbeen supposed piecewisely D 2,

� and � areactually D 2,onethusgetspiecewisely:

1

4

�

(A 2)00(y)� (A 2)00(x)
�

= �
00(s)�(d)= �(s)�00(d) (2.12)

So forany pairoffunctions� and �,thereexistssom ecom plex constant� such that

�
00(s)= �

2
�(s);�00(d)= �

2
�(d)and (A 2)00(y)� 4�2A 2(y)= (A 2)00(x)� 4�2A 2(x) (2.13)

Note that the last equality holds for any couple ofregular points. One �nally obtains the

following form forthesquareofthepotential:

A
2(x)=  + �x e

2�x x + �x e
� 2�x x (2.14)

with  som e com plex constant and �x,�x and �x three piecewise constantfunctions (to dis-

crim inate between � and � we willassum e Re(�x) � 0). Reinserting this form into (2.10)

yields:

(�2x � �
2

y)(�x e
2�x x + �x e

� 2�x x)(�ye
2�y y + �y e

� 2�y y)+ 4(�2y �y �y � �
2

x �x �x)= 0 (2.15)

One obtains that �x is actually a com plex constant,i.e. �x = �y,that we willaccordingly

denoteby � in thefollowing,wecan assum ethatitisnotzero sincewehavealready discarded

thepiecewise constantpotential.M oreinterestingly theproduct�x �x isalso constantand we

shallnow callit�2 (up to a norm alization factor).

One then easily showsthat� = 0 isessentially notcom patible with the assum ption ofan

even potentialand leadsto A constant.In thefollowing wewillthusassum e� 6= 0.

Let us now introduce another piecewise constant function �x,param etrize �x �x =
�2

16
by

�x =
�

4
e� � �x and �x =

�

4
e� �x,and get:

A 2(x)= �(cosh
2
(� (x� �x=2))� cosh

2
(� zo))

= �sinh(� (x+ z0 � �x=2))sinh(� (x � z0 � �x=2)) (2.16)

with zo a com plex constant.

Thisexpression ofA 2 yields:

D (s;d)= �(cosh
2
(� (y� �y=2))� cosh

2
(� (x � �x=2)))

= �sinh(� (s� (�y + �x)=2))sinh(� (d� (�y � �x)=2)) (2.17)

Using thisexpression in equation (2.5),oneshowsthat:

@d(A(x)A(y))= A (s)�sinh(� (d� (�y � �x)=2))

with A (s)som efunction ofs.Hencethereexistssom efunction B ofs such that:

A(x)A(y)= A (s)cosh(� (d� (�y � �x)=2))+ B(s) (2.18)
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From (2.16),onealso gets:

A 2(x)A 2(y)= �2sinh(� (x + z0 � �x=2))sinh(� (y+ z0 � �y=2))

sinh(� (x � z0 � �x=2))sinh(� (y� z0 � �y=2))

= �2=4(cosh(� (s+ 2zo � (�y + �x)=2))� cosh(� (d� (�y � �x)=2)))

(cosh(� (s� 2zo � (�y + �x)=2))� cosh(� (d� (�y � �x)=2))) (2.19)

Thecom patibility between (2.18)and (2.19)im poses:

cosh(� (s+ 2zo � (�y + �x)=2))= cosh(� (s� 2zo � (�y + �x)=2))

orequivalently sinh(� 2zo)= 0 restricting theconstantcosh
2
(� zo)to beeither0 or1.Up to a

shifton �x,wehaveobtained thatthepotentialisofthefollowing form :

A(x)= A ocosh(� (x � �x=2)) (2.20)

with A o a com plex constant. Equation (2.5) now reduces to an equation on the piecewise

constantfunction �x (de�ned m odulo 4i�=�):

A ocosh(� (�x + �y � �x+ y)=2))= a (2.21)

Theonly othercondition istheparity ofA,im posing �� x = ��x.In particularthisistruefor

x = 0 whereA isthuscontinuous,butgenerically notdi�erentiable.

So either �x = �0+ = ��� x forallpositive x,oritadm its a �rst strictly positive discon-

tinuity in x1,and reads �x = (2nx + 1)�0+ ,with nx the integer quotient ofx divided by x1

(x = nx x1 + rx;rx 2 [0;x1[and nx 2 Z).

Finally,wehaveestablished thefollowing proposition:

Proposition 1

A Lax m atrix oftype(2.1)which de�nesa com pletly integrablesystem can atm ostdepend on

three com plex param eters(A o;� and �0+ )and possibly a strictly positive realone (x1)Ithas

to beofthefollowing form :

L =
X

i;j

p
pipjA ocosh(� (qi� qj �

1

2
�(qi� qj)))eij; (2.22)

with either�x = sign(x)�0+ or

�

�x = (2nx + 1)�0+ forx = nx x1 + rx;

rx 2 [0;x1[;and nx 2 Z

The �rstsetofsolutionswith �x = sign(x)�0+ correspondsexactly to the Calogero-Fran�coise

Lax m atrix (1.1). Note thatwithin the new setofsolutions,ifone putx1 = �0+ ,one getsa

non trivialcontinuousperiodicpotential.

2.2 T he r-m atrix

W e willnow establish Liouville-integrability for the Ham iltonians associated with the Lax

m atrix (2.22)by explicitely constructing ther-m atrix.
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Following closely the r-m atrix derivation in [19]it is easily seen that it hangs upon the

following technicallem m a:

Lem m a

Ifthereexisttwo odd functionsB and C,such thattheeven function A obey theconsistency

equation (labeled (2:10)in [19])whereagain s= x + y :

@s(A(x)A(y))= B (s)+ A(s)(C(x)+ C(y)) (2.23)

theLax m atrix L =
X

i;j

p
pipjA(qi� qj)eij hasa linearr-m atrix Poisson structure:

fL1;L2g = [r12;L1]� [r21;L2] with thestandard notationsL1 � L 
 1 and L2 � 1 
 L

and r12 �
X

i;j;k;l

rijkleij
 ekl ;r21 =
X

i;j;k;l

rijklekl
 eij given by:

r12 =
1

2

X

i6= j

C(qi� qj)eij
 (eij+ eji)+
1

2

X

i;j;k

Sjk (eij� eji)
 (eik + eki) (2.24)

Sjk aretheelem entsofany sym m etric m atrix S solving thealgebraicequation:

[S;L]ij =
p
pipjB (qi� qj) (2.25)

Proof: Proofcan be obtained from direct veri�cation,once it is established that the Pois-

son bracketsofL with itselfaregiven uniquely in term softhefunction @s(A(x)A(y)).

R em ark 1

Existenceofasolution S tothealgebraicequation (2.25)isobtained by rewriting thede�n-

ing equation in an orthogonalbasisforthesym m etricm atrix L when L isreal.IfL iscom plex

sym m etric,oneneedsto assum eseparately thatitcan bediagonalized (which istrueifL isin

generalposition).In both casesonealso needsto assum e thattheeigenvaluesarenon degen-

erate.Note thattheissue ofdegenerate eigenvaluesfora Lax m atrix isin any case a delicate

oneand needsa case-by-case treatm ent.

R em ark 2

S is in any case not unique,since in particular any polynom ialin L yields a sym m etric

m atrix com m uting with L itself.

W earecurrently working on an explicitform ulation ofsolutionsto equation (2.25).

W enow statethekey resultofthissection:

Proposition 2

Thefunction A(x)in (2.20)obeysther-m atrix consistency equation (2.23)with thefunctions:

B (x)= 1

2
(A 0(x)A(0)� �x

�0+
A(x)A 0(0)) (2.26)

=
� A 2

o

2
(sinh(� (x � �x=2))cosh(� �0+ =2)+

�x
�0+

cosh(� (x � �x=2))sinh(� �0+ =2))
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and C(x)=
1

2

�x

�0+
A
0(0)= �

� Ao

2

�x

�0+
sinh(� �0+ =2) (2.27)

Oddness offunctions B and C follows from �� x = ��x. The proofproceeds by direct

checking of the \addition" form ula (2.23), paying due attention to the consistency ofthis

addition forthestep function �x.

Henceallnecessary potentialsA yield a Lax m atrix which exhibitsan r-m atrix structureof

theform obtained by Ragnisco-Bruschi,albeitwith periodicorm oregenerally pseudoperiodic

coe�cientfunctionsB and C.W e have thuscom pletely classi�ed the integrable classicalLax

operatorsoftheCalogero-Fran�coiseform .

3 R em arks and perspectives

1. W e have obtained a new set ofpseudoperiodic potentials as a result ofour system atic

search for even Calogero-Fran�coise type potentials. It would be interesting to know how to

form ulatealternatively algebraicintegrability properties(extension oftheAbelm apsand asso-

ciated hyperelliptic curves[25])forsuch pseudoperiodic potentials.In principle the conserved

Ham iltonians should be m oduliofthe associated curve. The possible connection with the

pseudoperiodic solutionsderived in e.g.[23]m ay also beinteresting.

Ofcourse am ong these potentialsone recoversthe fully periodic peakon potentialderived

by Bealsetal[25].Hereweproveitsr-m atrix (henceLiouville)integrability whereas[25]had

proven algebraicintegrability in theabovesense.

2.Interpretation ofthepseudoperiodic\peakons" in thefram eofCam assa Holm equation

m ay be interesting,possibly as solutions for a system in a �nite volum e with som e speci�c

boundary conditions.

3.Itiseasilychecked thatafoldingprocedureexistswhich consistentlyyieldsnew integrable

system s from these initialpseudoperiodic ones. Starting from the N = 2n(+1)-body system

with positions labeled now from �n to +n (without/with 0) one proves im m ediately that

the folding constraints pi = p� i,qi = q� i are invariant by evolution under alleven (resp.

odd)degreeHam iltonians.Hencethereduced dynam icalsystem itselfhasn invariantPoisson

com m uting Ham iltoniansunderthe reduced Poisson bracket. ItsLax m atrix takesthe form :

L =

n
X

i;j= 1(0)

Lij(eij+ e� i;j+ ei;� j+ e� i;� j)with:

Lij =
p
pipj(cosh

�(qi� qj)

2
+ �sinh

�jqi� qjj

2
) (3.1)

Hereone�rst(rathertrivial)possibility ofextension ofthestrictCalogeroFran�coisefram e-

work ism adeexplicit.

4.In orderto proceed towardsa deduction oftheform fortheYang-Baxtertypeequation

onekey pointnow istogetan explicitform forther-m atrix by solving them atrix equation for

S.Partialresultsarenow availableand wehopetosoon havethegeneralform ofthisr-m atrix.
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