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Abstract

We proceed to study infinite-dimensional symmetries in two-dimensional squashed
Wess-Zumino-Novikov-Witten (WZNW) models at the classical level. The target space
is given by squashed S? and the isometry is SU(2)1, x U(1)g . It is known that SU(2)y,
is enhanced to a couple of Yangians. We reveal here that an infinite-dimensional
extension of U(1)g is a deformation of quantum affine algebra, where a new deformation
parameter is provided with the coefficient of the Wess-Zumino term. Then we consider
the relation between the deformed quantum affine algebra and the pair of Yangians
from the viewpoint of the left-right duality of monodromy matrices. The integrable
structure is also discussed by computing the r/s-matrices that satisfy the extended

classical Yang-Baxter equation. Finally two degenerate limits are discussed.
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1 Introduction

The AdS/CFT correspondence [IH3] has been a fascinating topic in the study of string
theory over the decade after Maldacena’s proposal. A tremendous amount of works have
been devoted to test and generalize it. Nowadays, the research area covers diverse subjects.
A great achievement in the recent progress is the discovery of the integrable structure behind

the AdS/CFT correspondence (For a comprehensive review on this subject, see [4]).

In the string-theory side, the integrable structure of two-dimensional string sigma-models
with target spacetime AdS;xS° plays an important role [5]. Tt is closely related to the fact
that AdSsxS® is described as a symmetric coset. It leads to an infinite number of the
conserved charges constructed, for example, by following the pioneering works [6HI0] (For
a comprehensive textbook see [I1]). The symmetric cosets that potentially may lead to a

holographic interpretation are classified, including spacetime fermions [12].

The next interesting issue is to consider integrable deformations of the AdS/CFT cor-
respondence. There are two approaches. The one is an algebraic approach based on ¢-
deformations of the world-sheet S-matrix [I3HI7]. The deformed S-matrices are explicitly
constructed, while the target-space geometry is unclear. The other is a geometric approach
based on deformations of target spaces of the sigma models. It seems likely that the de-
formed geometries are represented by non-symmetric cosets [I8] in comparison to AdS;xS®
and hence the prescription for symmetric cosets is not available any more. It is necessary to

develop a new method to argue the integrability.

In the latter approach, there is a long history (For classic papers see [19-21]). Motivated
by integrable deformations of AdS/CFT, a series of works have been done on squashed
S? and warped AdS;3 [22-30]. Some specific higher-dimensional cases are discussed in [31].
Remarkably, the classical integrable structure of deformed sigma models was recently shown
for arbitrary compact Lie groups and the coset cousins by Delduc, Magro and Vicedo [32].
Then, they successively presented a g-deformation of the AdS5xS® superstring [33].

Based on the latter approach, we are here concerned with the classical integrable structure
of two-dimensional Wess-Zumino-Novikov-Witten (WZNW) models with the target space
squashed S*. The isometry is given by SU(2);, x U(1)g. It is partly explained in [24]
that there exist a couple of Yangian algebras based on SU(2), by explicit constructions of

non-local conserved charges and direct computations of the Poisson brackets of the charges.



In this paper we consider an infinite-dimensional extension of U(1)g . In the case without
the Wess-Zumino term, it is just a classical analogue of a quantum affine algebra [26].
When the Wess-Zumino term is added, an additional constant parameter is introduced as
its coefficient. A natural question is what happens to the quantum affine algebra. As one
may easily guess, a new kind of deformation is induced by the presence of the Wess-Zumino
term. The resulting algebra is a classical analogue of the deformed quantum affine algebra.
So far, it is not clear what is the mathematical formulation of the deformed quantum affine
algebra, though it seems likely to be a two-parameter quantum toroidal algebra [34]. In
order to answer the question, it is necessary to see the first realization of the two-parameter

quantum toroidal algebra.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 the classical action of the squashed
WZNW models is introduced. In section 3 we consider the classical integrable structure
based on SU(2),. This is called the left description. We present a couple of Lax pairs and
the associated monodromy matrices. The classical r/s-matrices are shown to satisfy the
extended classical Yang-Baxter equation. The infinite-dimensional extensions of SU(2)y, are
Yangians. In section 4 we argue the classical integrable structure based on U(1)g. This is
called the right description. A Lax pair and the associated monodromy matrix are presented.
The classical r/s-matrices satisfy the extended classical Yang-Baxter equation. Remarkably,
an infinite-dimensional extension of U(1)g is shown to be a deformation of quantum affine
algebra, where a new deformation parameter is provided by the coefficient of the Wess-
Zumino term. In section 5 the gauge equivalence between the left and right descriptions is
proven. Under an identification between the spectral parameters, the left Lax pair is related
to the right Lax pair via a gauge transformation. In section 6 we argue two degenerate
limits in the right description. At some special points in the parameter space, the deformed
quantum affine algebra degenerates to a Yangian, according to the enhancement of U(1)g

to SU(2)g . Section 7 is devoted to conclusion and discussion.

In Appendix A, we explain the computation of the current algebra in detail. Appendix B
provides a prescription to treat non-ultra local terms in computing of the Poisson brackets

of the conserved charges.



2 Preliminary

Let us begin with the setup to fix our notation and convention. The metric of squashed S? is
first provided in terms of an SU(2) group element. Then the classical action of the squashed
WZNW models is introduced. For later convenience, the equations of motion are explicitly

written down.

2.1 Squashed S?

The metric of round S* can be described as a U(1) fibration over S?. The squashing is

one-parameter deformations of the U(1) direction. The metric of squashed S? is given by
oL 0 2
ds® = T [d6* + sin® Bd¢* + (14 C) (dy + cosh §de)”] . (2.1)

When C' = 0, the metric is reduced to that of S* with radius L and the isometry is SU(2)r, %
SU(2)r . When C # 0, the isometry is reduced to SU(2), x U(1)g .

In order to rewrite the metric (2]), let us introduce an SU(2) group element g like
g =TT 0T ¢ SU(2). (2.2)

Here the su(2) generators 7* (a = 1,2, 3) satisfy the following relations

[T°,T"] =T, (2.3)
and normalized as
Tr (T°T") = Ly (2.4)
2

Note that €%, is the totally anti-symmetric tensor normalized as €193 = +1. The su(2)

C

indices are raised and lowered by §% and its inverse, respectively.

It is useful to define T* as

j:_l 1 2
T :E(T +iT7?) . (2.5)

Then the commutation relations in (2.3]) are rewritten as

[T+, T7] = 712, [T+, 1% = +iT™, (2.6)



and the normalization of the generators in (24)) is given by

Tr (THT7) = Tr (T°T°) = —% : (2.7)

Then the metric (21)) is rewritten in terms of the SU(2) group element as
L2

ds? = = |Tx (J2) —2C (T [1°7])"] (2.8)

where we have introduced the left-invariant one-form
J =g tdg. (2.9)
Note that J can be represented by the angle variables (6, ¢, 1) as follows:
J = T (sindf — cos ¢ sin Odg) + T2 (cos df) + sin v sin Odg) + T (dip + cos 0de)

= T+%ew (—idf — sin Od¢) + T‘%e_w’ (idf — sin 0dp) + T° (dip + cos 0de) .

With the metric (28], it is easy to see the invariance under SU(2), xU(1)g . The SU(2)y,

and U(1)g transformations are the left- and right- multiplications,
g — el g e (2.10)

Here 5, and « are real parameters.

2.2 The classical action of the squashed WZNW models

First of all, let us introduce two-dimensional non-linear sigma models whose target space is

given by squashed S*. The classical action is
1 [e.e] [ee]
Som = v _oodt/_oodz n* [tr (Jud,) = 2Cte (T°J,) tr (T°J,)] . (2.11)

where the parameter A\ is the coupling constant and the base space is a two-dimensional

Minkowski spacetime with the coordinates ¢ (time) and z (space) and the metric

Note that the region of the parameter C' is restricted C' > —1 so that the positivity of the

kinetic term is ensured.



The next is to introduce the Wess-Zumino term on squashed S?,

n 1 00 00 L S "
= — nvp I T :~_1 1
Swz = 15 /Ods/_oodt/_oodxe tr <JHJ,,JP) o T=3'd7, (2.13)

where n is an integer. Note that the above integral is performed on a three-dimensional base

manifold spanned by (¢,z,s). The totally anti-symmetric tensor €;,; is normalized as
€rzs = +1. (2.14)

The SU(2) element ¢ is defined on this three-dimensional manifold. It interporates between

a constant element at s =0 and g(¢,z) at s = 1:
g(t,z,s =0) =gy :const., g(t,z,s =1)=g(t,z). (2.15)

Note that the Wess-Zumino term (2I3)) is the same as in the case of round S* and hence it

is invariant under the SU(2), x U(1)g symmetry of the sigma model action ([2I1]) .

Let us consider the Wess-Zumino-Novikov-Witten models defined on squashed S? , which

henceforth are called “squashed WZNW models”. The action is given by the sum of Sy, in

(m and SWZ in m:
S = Synr + Swz. (2.16)

The action (ZI6]) is also SU(2)y, x U(1)g-invariant.

From the action (ZI0]), the equations of motion are obtained,
o J, —2Ctr (T°0"J,) T® — 2Ctr (T J,) [J*,T%] + K" 9,J, =0, (2.17)
where the new constant K is defined as
n\?

K=— 2.18
=, (218)

and the totally anti-symmetric tensor €, is normalized as
€rn = +1. (2.19)
The su(2) components of the left-invariant one-form J* are defined as

J*= =2Te(TJ), (2.20)



or equivalently

J=T ] +T J"+TJ. (2.21)

In terms of J, the equations of motion are rewritten as

(1+C)o"J) + Ke™o,J) =0, (2.22)
Iy FiC T T + Ke9,J,; =0.

By definition, the left-invariant one-form .J satisfies the flatness condition:
e (0, + J,J,) = 0. (2.23)
This condition can also be rewritten in terms of the components J* as

(0, +iJFJ) =0, (2.24)
e (0,0, £iJ3J) =0.

The flatness condition (Z25]) enables us to rewrite the equations of motion (2.23) as

(1+C)o"J) —iKe™ JrJ, =0, (2.25)
M Iy FiC T T FiKe™ Il T, =0.

The expressions in ([228) play an important role in our later discussion.

3 The left description

In this section, we discuss the classical integrable structure of squashed WZNW models based
on the SU(2);, symmetry. We call it left description. This part contains a short review of
the previous work [24].

First of all, we construct an SU(2);, conserved current which satisfies the flatness con-
dition. With the flat and conserved current, we obtain a Lax pair and the corresponding
monodromy matrix. Then we compute the classical r/s-matrices for the Lax pair. Finally,

we show that the SU(2);, symmetry is enhanced to the Yangian algebra Y (su(2)L).



3.1 Lax pairs

The classical action (ZI6) has the SU(2);, symmetry and the associated conserved current

is given by
Jr = gJug~t = 2Ctx (T°J,) gT°g7" — KewgJ'g™" . (3.1)
The conservation law of this current is equivalent to the equations of motion in (217 like
il =g 0", —2Ct (T°0"J,) T® = 2Ctx (T°J,) [J*, T?] + K" 0,0, =" (3.2)
=0.

Note that j ﬁ does not satisfy the flatness condition due to the deformation.

One may consider to improve jﬁ so as to satisfy the flatness condition. This requirement

leaves two improved currents [24],

jﬁi =gJ,g" " —2Ctr (T?’Ju) 97?97 — Keugd'g™ " F A€, 0" (gT3g_1) ,

with the coefficient A represented by

A:\/C <1—1ffc>. (3.3)

The subscripts + denote the degeneracy of the improved currents. The improved currents

satisfy the following flatness condition,
e (05 —jl=jl+) =0. (3.4)

When K =0, A= +/C and the improved currents constructed in [22] are reproduced.

With the flat SU(2);, currents, two Lax pairs are constructed as

1
L (@i dns) = 5 [ L5 (@) + L (@A) (3.5)
1
La%i (z; )\Li) = 5 [L+i (L )\Li) - Lfi (ZIZ, )\Li)] )
1 . 1
Lii(L )\Li) ]—iL-i ) Lfi(L )\Li) ]Ei

+ +

Here Aj, are spectral parameters and jJLr and jf are defined as

L L . L L .
=gtk =g =gk (3.6)



The following commutation relation
O = L{* (2 An,), 0 — LE* (3 00,)| = 0. (3.7)

gives rise to the conservation law of the flat SU(2);, current (equivalently, the equations of

motion) and the flatness condition.

Then the monodromy matrices are defined as

Ut (\p,) = Pexp [ / oodx L (x; ALi)] . (3.8)

The symbol P denotes the path ordering. Due to the flatness of the Lax pairs in (3.7)), the

monodromy matrices are conserved,

d Ly _
SUR () = 0. (3.9)

Thus an infinite set of conserved charges can be obtained by expanding the monodromy
matrices with respect to Ay, around appropriate points. For example, the monodromy

matrices can be expanded around A;, = 0o as
—n—1 L
Uk (A, ) = exp [Z At (:)] : (3.10)
n=0
In the next subsection, we will discuss the algebra generated by Q(Lni) :

Before closing this subsection, let us discuss the r/s-matrices computed from the Lax
pairs in ([3) by following the Maillet formalism [35]. One can read off them from the

Poisson brackets between the spatial components of the Lax pairs,

{LE @A) 9 L () | (3.11)
= [rE= O ), L5 (2 00,) @14+ 1@ Ly ) 3o = )

5 O i), EE* (2 202) @11 = 16 LE= (3 s, ) |0 — )

=25 (A\py, prs)0e0(x — y)

To compute the above Poisson bracket, we have to use the current algebra for jﬁi ,

(i@t )} = el (@) — y) — 2K50,8(0 — ). (312)

{35 @), 30 ) | = et @)o@ —y) + (1+ K2 + A%) 67 0,5( — ),

8



[0, 354w}, = — (K2 4 42) ()30 — )
_2K€ab6]£:l: C( )5(1' — y) — 2K(5ab8x5($ - y) .

The explicit expressions of r/s-matrices are given by

hé i (Ae) + hé g (ps)

e, pe) = T- T " +T T +T*0 T,

(s 1) 2(Ap — ps) [ )
hE . (\.) — hE

Be(\g, py) = ccs) QMMJU“®T++T+®T<Mﬁ®Tﬂ,
Q(Ai—ﬂi)

where a scalar function h () is defined as

A2 A+ K)?
L

The r/s-matrices satisfy the extended classical Yang-Baxter equatiorH,

(= )15 Qi) (9015 )

|+ ) O ), 00+ 9)55 ()|

{905 ), ()55 ()| =0,

It should be noted that, when K = 0, the function I () is reduced to

C + \?

L e —
hC,O()\> - 1 — )\2 :

(3.13)

(3.14)

Thus the r/s-matrices in ([B.I3]) reproduce the results without the Wess-Zumino term [25] .

3.2 Yangians

So far, the monodromy matrices UL+ (A, ) have been introduced and an infinite number of

the conserved charges Q(Lnﬁ; are obtained by expanding them with respect to Ar, .

For the first three levels, the explicit expressions of Q(Lnig are given by
i / i e,
Li,a o d d _ Ly, _ OO -L4,a
Q(l) - T Y 6 T 5 bc.]t ( )j (y) Ja ( )7

[e.9]

(3.15)

* The r/s-matrices depend on Az, and ur, individually (not only A\, — wr. ) and they satisfy the

extended classical Yang-Baxter equation. Thus the classification of the r/s-matrice are subtle.

9



1 [ee] [ee) [ee]
—2/ d:E/ dy/ dz e(x —y)e(x — 2)0pe

X [jfi (@)35 () (2) — § 5 (@ )Jf*b(y)jfi’c(Z)]

5 [ o [y et ettt + [ de it

Note that these charges can be directly constructed from the flat SU(2)y, currents j.*(x)
recursively by following the BIZZ construction [§] .

The next task is to show that the conserved charges satisfy the defining relations of

Yangian Y(su(2)r,). The Poisson brackets of the first two levels are given by [24]

{QLlL a QLlL b} _ Eachf/O:i):vc’ (3.16)
{QLlL a QL:E b} _ gachéj):,c 7
{QLi a QLi b} — [Q(Lz) <Q ) Q ¢4 QKQLi c} .

P

The Serre relations are shown as

{of ek ol )} = 1ek (el - e el (3.17)
(o Jat i), ), - o et }p}p
_ 1QLi j:<QLi j:Q( T QLi $QLi j:) - iQéﬁ;,g (Qé;ﬁ):,i@éj):ﬁ_ Qfgﬁ):,ff@éj):,:t) ’
{Q(Llj)[,i’ {Q(Llj)[,i’Q(Llj)E,s} } QLi:I: <QLi j:QLiS QLi SQLi j:) .

P

Thus the defining relations of Yangian ) (su(2)1,) at the classical level are satisfied in the
sense of Drinfeld’s first realization [36[37].

Here we should comment on the treatment of non-ultra local terms contained in the
current algebra of jﬁi (x). They develop ambiguities in computing the Poisson brackets
of the conserved charges and there might be the possibility that the defining relations of
Y(su(2)y,) are spoiled. In the present case, the presence of the Wess-Zumino term make the
situation worse. It develops non-ultra local terms even in the Poisson brackets of th *(z) and
hence cause ambiguities in computing the usual SU(2);, Lie algebra part. The treatment of

the non-ultra local terms is argued in Appendix B in detail.

10



4 The right description

The classical integrable structure of the squashed WZNW models can also be described based
on U(1)g as another description. This description is called right description. A Lax pair and
the associated monodromy matrix are presented. Then an infinite-dimensional extension
of U(1)g is argued. The resulting algebra is a deformation of the standard quantum affine
algebra. In the right description, the r/s-matrices are deformed by an additional term, in

comparison to the case without the Wess-Zumino term.

4.1 Lax pair

A Lax pair which respects U(1)g is given byH

1
LE(z; \g) = 3 [Lf(:v; Ag) + L% (x; Ar)| (4.1)
1
LE(z; \g) = 5 [L¥(z;Ar) — LE(z;AR)] |
inh (o £+ ) _ _ cosh (o + Ag)
LA Ag) = ——— THJp + T Jf + = 2Rps g
=(23 Ar) sinh [ao £ (8 + Ag)] £ £ cosh « *
New constants a and 3 are related to C' and K like
1C iCK
tanha = — tanh f = ———. 4.2
anha = =5, tanh = e (4.2)
Note that o and S have the periodicities,
a~ o+ T, B~ pB+mi. (4.3)

In the Lax pair (LIl), a spectral parameter Agp has been introduced. This is seemingly
independent of A, at this stage, but eventually there is a relation between them as we will

see later. The Lax pair (4.1]) is referred to as the right Lax pair hereafter.

The relations given in (A2]) imply the inequalities for (C, K):

2 1+ 0)

2

—tanh a:ﬁ:m>—1, (44)
2172 2

—tanh? 8 = 'K = CK —1.

2I+02  A+0)(1+C—K?) "~

With the kinematic restriction C' > —1, these inequalities are equivalent to

(C—K+1D)(C+K+1)(C—-K*+1)>0.

"The anisotropic Lax pair with K = 0 is constructed originally by Cherednik [T9]. See also [20].

11



C C=K?-1

C=K-1 C=-K-1

Figure 1: The allowed region of C' and K . In the red region, @ and 3 are real. On the other hand, these

are purely imaginary in the blue region.

Due to the relations in (£2]) and the reality of C' and K, o and § must be real or purely
imaginary. When C'(C'— K? +1) <0, a and 3 are real (up to the shift of imn with n € Z).
On the other hand, when C(C' — K? + 1) > 0, « and 3 are purely imaginary. Thus the
allowed region of C' and K can be expressed on the (C, K)-plane as depicted in Fig.[Il

The relations given in (£2)) can be solved for o and f, and hence C', K (and A) are

written in terms of o and (3,

sinh 23 o= _sinh(a + () sinh(a — )

, (4.5)

"~ ginh2a’ cosh? o
. —2isinh(a + B) sinh(a — )

sinh 2«

Note that (C, K, A) are invariant under the shift of « and by ir.

The equations of motion in (2I7) and the flatness condition of J are reproduced from

the commutation relation,

[0 — LE (23 \), 0, — LE(2; Ar)] = 0. (4.6)

Monodromy matrix

With the right Lax pair given in ([@1]), the associated monodromy matrix is defined as

UR(Ag) = Pexp { / ooda: LE(z; AR)} . (4.7)

—0o0

12



The flatness of the Lax pair (6] ensures that the monodromy matrix is a conserved quantity,

dopo
ZUR () = 0. (4.8)

Thus, by expanding U®()\g), an infinite number of conserved charges are constructed.

4.2 g¢-deformation of su(2)y

In the squashed WZNW models, the SU(2)g symmetry, which is preserved by round S? is
broken to U(1)g, due to the deformation term. The Noether current for U(1)g is given by

== (14 OV} + K 7] (49)
_cosh 8 (coshﬁjg n Sinhﬁ@,,f””) ‘

cosha \cosha *  sinha

For later convenience, the expressions have been given in terms of o and (, as well as in

terms of C' and K .

It is known that there exist non-local conserved currents which correspond to the broken
components T in the case without the Wess-Zumino term [25]. Let us show that this is the

case even in the squashed WZNW models.

For this purpose, it is helpful to introduce a non-local function y(z),

1

x@) = =5 [ty et )i, (1.10)

This function satisfies the differential equation,
Oux = —€ui™ = 1+ C)ew > + KT} . (4.11)

This relation ensures the conservation law of the non-local currents, as we will see later.

With x(z), the conserved, non-local currents are constructed as

gt = N, (4.12)

i = — (JF 4 (K £iA)en J5)

1
- b2 £ (cosh 20— ) 0 ]
sinh 2«
Here v* are defined as
1+C - sinh 2«

FElrEAFIE) =t 413
! < C T " 2cosh 3 (4.13)

13



The non-local currents jf’i give rise to the conserved charges

Q" = [ i), (1.19)
as well as the standard Noether charge of U(1)g,
QF? = / dr I3 (x). (4.15)

As a next step, let us compute the algebra of Q™% and Q3. For this purpose, it is

necessary to evaluate the Poisson brackets of i/"*(z) and j/**(x)

(i@, W)} = 2K0,0(x —y). (4.16)
(it @), W)} = il @) — ).
(i @il W)} = Fii @) — )+ 2K0,0(x ).
Because the Poisson brackets contain non-ultra local terms even for the first bracket due to
non-vanishing K , an appropriate prescription to treat the non-ultra local terms is required

to evaluate the Poisson brackets of Q% and Q#?, as in the case of the su(2)y, algebra in

the left description. The prescription is argued in Appendix B in detail.

The resulting algebra can be regarded as a classical analogue of g-deformed su(2)g [3738],

{@=,Q"} = %iQ™=, (4.17)

P R G A0 e OO S [ +97) AR,
Cauls }P—_Z 274y (7++7‘)Smh[7QR3}'

The g-parameter is given by
g=e0T2 Z g1 (4.18)
where v is a new parameter defined as
_ i
TEo =g sinh 2. (4.19)

Note that there is an unfamiliar ovarall factor ((y7)? + (77)?)/27y"y~ in the right-hand side
of the Poisson bracket between Q%% and Qf~. However, this factor can be absorbed by

rescaling Q™+ without changing the Poisson structure.
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Similarly, there is another set of conserved, non-local currents,

e _ e (4.20)
it = — (JF + (K Fid)en ™)

- _Sinfll 200 [Sinh QOéJl:_L + (COSh 200 = eizﬁ) EWJLV} )

and the associated charges are

Qi = /oodx (). (4.21)

[e.9]

Note that j%* are related to % () by flipping the sign of A. The sign flip of A is translated

to the following transformation laws,
(Oé, B) — (—Oé, _B) ’ fy:t — _7$ . (422>
Thus, with the sign flip of A, the algebra of Q% and @R’i is obtained as

{QVR;I:’ QR,S}P — QP (4.23)

N clo o L N (L PN
{QR+’QR }P__Z 2777~ (7++7‘)Smh[fQR3}'

The algebra is also the g-deformed su(2)g with the same g-parameter.

4.3 Expansions of the monodromy matrix

The next task is to argue an infinite-dimensional extension of g-deformed su(2)g . For this
purpose, let us consider two expansions of the monodromy matrix Uf(Ag) with respect to
the spectral parameter A\g. The expansion points are the same as in the case of squashed
sigma models [26] and the monodromy matrix is expanded around ReAr = +00. Note that

the spectral parameter \g is periodically identified as
AR ~ Ag + 271, (4.24)

and hence the spectral parameter \g is regarded as living on a cylinder. As a result, the point
ReAr = +o00 is certainly different from the point ReAg = —oo. Thus the two expansion
points give rise to two different sets of conserved charges. Here the expressions of the

conserved charges are explicitly obtained.
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First of all, recall the concrete expression of L (x; \g) :

L (w; Ag) (4.25)
1
~ sinh(a+ B+ Ag)sinh(a — B — Ag)

inh
" {T?» [_ "2 (cosh? B cosh Ag sinh Ap + sinh 8 cosh B sinh® Ag) J2
cosh av

+ (sinh(a + ) sinh(a — 3) cosh® Ag
—sinh 3 cosh /3 cosh Ag sinh Ag — sinh? o sinh? A R) Jg]

+T+ [— sinh o cosh asinh A J;”
+ (sinh(a + B) sinh(aw — ) cosh Ag — sinh f cosh 5 sinh Ag) J;-

+T~ [— sinh o cosh asinh A J;"

+ (sinh(a + B) sinh(av — 3) cosh Ag — sinh 3 cosh § sinh Ag) Jj_ } :

This expression is useful to expand U®(\g) .

Expansion around Relp = —oc0

Let us first expand U®(\g) around Relp = —oo. It is convenient to perform a transforma-

tion for the spectral parameter as
zp = 'R (4.26)

The expansion around Relrp = —oo corresponds to the one around zz = 0. Then the

expanded monodromy matrix is expected to be the following form,

UR(Ag) = €10/ exp [Z z?%q(n)] el©/2. (4.27)

n=1
Here g(,) (n > 0) are conserved charges to be determined by a concrete expansion of Uf(Ag).

Note that Lf(Ag) is expanded around zp = 0 as

LE(x; \g) = in T35 — 2pe® sinh 2 (T—z‘f* + Tﬁf")

h 2«
2028 6nh2? 20 T8 [ B3 COS ‘R,3
K (jx * sinh 207"
h 2a ~ cosh 2a~
3 AB h22 T ‘R,+ COS R+ T+ R,— “R,—
zpe™” sinh” 2« { (zx + Snh %0 (» + 1, + sl 20 1

16



+0(23) -
By comparing the expansion of the expected form (Z2T)

1
UR(\R) = et/ [1 + zrq) + 2R (q(2) + §q(21))

1 1
—i—z?z <Q(3) + 5{({(1), q(g)} + gq?l)) + O(zé)} ed(0)/2 ’

(4.28)

with the direct expansion of U (Ag) using (28], the expressions of ¢, are fixed as follows:

qo) = i7+T3Qfg’)3 :

o = =¥ sinh2a (TG + Q)
d2) = —%e4ﬁ sinh? 2aT3ng)3 :

qa3) = —ie% sinh® 2« <T—Qg,)+ X T+@f§’)_> .

where the following quantities have been introduced,

Q= [witw (=),
Qf = [(ar it (=) @ = [ Wit (=0,
Qe = - /_ de /_ dy ez )it (@) ()

Coicos [T m3 N o —25C0sh2a gy
2ie /_d:c g () — 2ie sinh2aQ(0)’

1 o0 o 0o . | |
A =3 / dx/ dy/ dz e(x — y)e(w — 2)j (@) (9)3(2)

o o o . . cosh 2«
+2ie™ % / dx / dy e(x — )i (2) (Jf’s(y) - i ’3(y))

sinh 2«
o268 o0 1~ 2 4e %8 cosh 2c
deilt(z) — 2OF+ ( R,+> R+
+sinh2a /_Oo iz () 6Q(1) Q(l) * sinh? 2 Q(l) 7

_ 1 [ o o . ~B_ ., ~R_
Qy = 3 / dx / dy / dz e(x — y)e(x — 2)5° (@) ()37 (2)

L o0 o ~p _ ‘ cosh 2av
_9je~28 / dx / dy e(x — )i (2) (Jf’3(y)+ i ’3(y))

sinh 2«
de=28 [0 1 ~ 2 4e 2P cosh 2a ~
B () — 2 R,+< R,—) R~
+sinh2a /_Oo e () 6Q(1) Q(l) * sinh? 2 Q(l)

17
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These are also conserved charges and will play an important role later in studying the
tower structure of the conserved charges that indicates an infinite-dimensional extension of

g-deformed su(2)g .

Expansion around Relrp = +o0

Let us next consider another expansion around ReAr = +o0o. It is helpful to introduce a

new parametrization 2 defined as
Zp=2p =e M (4.31)

The expansion around ReAr = 400 corresponds to the one around 2, = 0. Then the

expected form of the expanded monodromy matrix U%(\g) is given by

[e.e]

UR(Ag) = e10/? exp [Z z%nq(n)] el©/2 (4.32)

n=1

Here G, (n > 0) are conserved charges.

The Lax pair LE(Ag) is expanded around 2 = 0 as

LE(z; Ag) = iy~ T3 + 2e~2% sinh 20 (T*z’f’_ + T—Zf*)

cosh2a g3
sinh 2a‘7t

h2 ~ h 20~
—z}zse_‘w sinh? 2av {TJF (if’_ — Zior?h 2;12'?’_) + 1T <if’+ — %if’Jr)}

—z}zze_zﬁ sinh? 2a T° (jf’?’ -

+O(21Y. (4.33)
Thus, by comparing the expansion of the expected monodromy matrix

_ 1
UB(\g) = el/? {1 + 2RG) + 2 <q(2) + 5(7(21))
N Ly 1 3 14 q(0)/2
+2R" | qi) + §{Q(1),Q(2)} tgln )+ O(zg )| et@/=,
with the direct expansion using ([£33), G(,) are obtained as
do) =i T°Q, (4.34)
qa) = e 2 sinh 2a (T+Q(1’)_ + T‘@ﬁ’;r) ,

_ U 4 . =
o = —3¢ 4 sinh? 2aT3Qg’)3,

18



_ I 65 . - =~
a = 7° %% sinh® 2 <T+Q(3’) +7T Qg’;’) :
Here the conserved quantities have been introduced as

Q= [ do i@ (=@, (4.35)

Qf = [ i@ (=@, Q= [ arittw (=™,

Q= [ do [ dy o - )i @i )

o5 Cosh 2

—9je28 dr 13 2% R,3
ie / x " (x) + 2ie sinhQOzQ(O)’

_ 1 [ > > ~ ‘R,—/ \R—
Qs =5 / e / dy / dz e(x — y)e(z — 2)j " (2) 5 ()i (2)
. o o R , cosh 2 .
—2ze2ﬁ/ dx/ dy e(x — y)jﬁ’ (x) (Jﬁ’s(y) — Jﬁ’g(y))

sinh 2«

4e%8 o0 1~ 2 4e%8 cosh 2a
_ d ‘R, — TR+ ( R,—) G COR 20 R —
sinh 2« /_oo e (@) 6Q(1) Q(l) - sinh? 2av Q(l) ’

1 0 o0 [e'¢) o _ AT
U =3 / dx/ dy/ dz e(x — y)e(w — 2)3; (@) (9)37(2)

) & & ~ ] cosh 2« .
+2ie% / da / dy e(x — y)j" " (v) (Jf’3(y) —~ i/ ’3(y))

sinh 2«
428 oo 1 ~ 2 4e?P cosh 2ar ~
_ deiBt () — 2OF+ ( R,+> Rt
sinh 2« /_OO iz () 6Q(1) Q(l) * sinh? 2 Q(l)

These are also important to see the tower structure of the conserved charges in addition to

the previous expansion.

4.4 An infinite-dimensional extension of ¢-deformed su(2)g

The next is to compute the Poisson brackets of Q{Z) and @@) (n>0).

For this purpose, the following Poisson brackets are useful,

(i@, W)} = 2K0.0(—y), (4.36)
(i@ )} = i @i —y).

(it @i F W)} = Fiil* @) —y) + 260,00 — ).

(i@ W)}, = = @ —y),



(@)W} = Fil (@)5(x - y) + 2K0,5( — y).

(it @ 700}, = i (1 200 @D

+2sinh a cosh ajf’?’(x)] dz —y)
+2 (K +iA)0,0(x —y),
. ) . . et (1 — cosh 2a cosh 213) .
{]5’3(I),Zf’i(y)}P — i [eiwlf,i(z) 4 ( B) R+

sinh 2a cosh g
{iB@. 0 W)} = 7l @) 7

()]0 —y).

e™? (1 — cosh 2a cosh 23)~p +
sinh 2c cosh 3 K (x)] o —y).

Then, with the above relations, the Poisson brackets are computed as

R,+ R,3 o - R, +
{Qu) Qo) }P =+iQu)

+3\2 —\2 M (At — b
Rt R () + () 2 O +77) R
NELo12t =—1 sinh | ——=Q 7| ,

@0y Q0) gy P e R R0

~R+ R3 R+

Quy Q) [, =FQn)

QA ) = SMNL sinh | T grs
(1) ’ (1) P 2ry+f>/— (fy‘l’ _|_/-)/—) 2 (0) ’
R,— AR,— -

Q) > @) }P—O,

R+ ARA\

Qu)y» Q) }P 0,

~R,3 AR+ Y R+ , 2 R,— R+ >
Q)+ Q) }P =157 {Q@) +300) (Qu) ) } )
QRB éR,—} ; * @R—+2QR,+ <QR—>2
@ %0 [, = =7 %e T3 \%o ’
R3 AR+ Y R+ , 23R - R+ >
Q)+ Qo }P =i =7 {Q@») +39Q0) (Qu) ) } :
2 _



{QR,—I- QR,-F} _ _iﬂ (QR,+>2 QR,3
@) % fp T T35 \F) @) -
Again, we should be careful for non-ultra local terms. For the detail, see Appendix B.

In addition, the Serre-like relations are evaluated as follows:
~ +\? 2 ~
{otir-faty atatrh ) b - - () () et i), o
- - - F\?2, - 2 o

(@ (@t (el )}, = - (3) (@) {atr el
The relations in (£.37)) may be interpreted as deformations of the classical analogue of g-Serre
relations in the standard quantum affine algebra Uq(s;\@)R) and ensure that the resulting
algebra exhibits the similar tower structure. The higher-level charges are obtained from
the level 1 charges by taking the Poisson bracket repeatedly as with Uq(sg\(Q)R). The de-
formed algebra obtained here may be lifted up to the quantum level. Although we have not

yet succeeded to find out its mathematical formulation, a two-parameter quantum toroidal

algebra [34] would be a possible candidate of it.

The tower structure of the conserved charges is depicted in Fig.2l The overall coefficient
of the Poisson bracket is affected by the deformation. When going up the tower of charges,
the factor v~ /4T is multiplied to the Poisson bracket. On the other hand, when going down
the tower, the factor 4%/~ is multiplied to the Poisson bracket.

When 7 /4~ = e? = £1, the relations in ([E37) are reduced to the classical analogue of
g-Serre relations. The first condition € = 1 means that K = 0 and corresponds to squashed
sigma models without the Wess-Zumino term. The second condition ¢’ = —1 means K = 0
and ' = —1. In the C — —1 limit, O(3) non-linear sigma models are reproduced as it
is obvious from the classical action. However, because this limit is singular, the second

condition would also be singular.

4.5 The r/s-matrices

The r/s-matrices associated with the right Lax pair in (A1) are computed from the Poisson

bracket between the spatial components of the Lax pair,

{L@A) ¢ Liinn) |, = 1Ok pin). LE (@i 00) © 1+ 1@ LE(y: ) | 8(a = )

- [sR(AR, pr), LRz g) ® 1 — 1@ LE(y; ,UR)} o(z —y)
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Figure 2: The tower structure of the conserved charges.

—25" (AR, pr)0z0(z — y) .
The resulting r/s-matrices are

hf,BO‘R) + hf,ﬁ(MR)

r(Ag, r) = 2 sinh(An — fir) [T~ @TT+TT®T + cosh(Ag — pg)T° @ T?)
hf . (Ag) — R
— a.s(Ar) 5 s (111) tanh f7° @ T3,
hf ,(\g) — hE
3R<)\R7 NR) _ a,ﬁ( R) a,ﬁ(:uR) [T_ ® T+ + T+ QT + COSh()\R _ ,UR)Tg ® T3}

2 sinh()\R — ,uR)

hE ;(Ag) + hE
_ a,ﬁ( R) . a,ﬁ(luR) tanh BT3 ® T37 (438)

where a scalar function hf 5()) is defined as

_ sinh 2« sinh? \
~ 2sinh(a+ B+ A)sinh(a — 3 —\)

hl 5 () (4.39)

It is straightforward to show that the classical r/s-matrices given in (L38]) satisfy the ex-

tended classical Yang-Baxter equation,

(= )8, O ), 0+ )y Omvm) | + |+ 9)0 Qo i), (r+ )55 (e vi)|
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+ [(r + 3)11%3 (ArsVR), (r + 5)53 (tr,vr)| =0.

Thus the classical integrability has been ensuredH.

In the previous subsection, a deformation of the quantum affine algebra has been shown
explicitly. According to the deformation, the r/s-matrices given in ([A38]) are also deformed

by additional terms proportional to tanh 873 @ T3 .

It seems likely that the additional terms cannot be eliminated by any gauge transforma-
tions. This would indicate that the deformed quantum affine algebra cannot be mapped to

the standard quantum affine algebra.
When =0 and o # 0 (i.e., K =0), bl 5(\) is reduced to

LR () = sinh 2a sinh? \
o0 2sinh(a + A\) sinh(a — A)

(4.40)

and the deformation terms proportional to tanh 372 ® T3 vanish. Thus the 7/s-matrices

obtained in [26] are reproduced.

5 The left-right duality

Let us show the gauge-equivalence, which is referred to as left-right duality, between the
right Lax pair L(Ag) and a pair of the left Lax pairs Lr*(A.,) under a certain relation
between the spectral parameters and the rescaling of sl(2) generators. The equivalence is
shown in the case without the Wess-Zumino term [27]. The analysis here is a generalization

of the result obtained in [27].

The fundamental domains of the spectral parameters

It is useful to realize the fundamental domains of the spectral parameters.

Recall that a pair of the Lax pairs in the left description [See ([B.H])] are given by

1
Li* (@A) = 5

5 Lii(x; AL.) + Lfi(:c; Y1

¥ The r/s-matrices depend on Ap and pg individually (not only Az — g ), though they satisfy the
extended classical Yang-Baxter equation. Hence it is unclear to classify the r/s-matrices in a well-known

manner.
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$ AL

Figure 3: Two Riemann spheres with two punctures.

where each of the spectral parameters take the values on a Riemann sphere with two punc-
tures: A\, € CU{oo}. The punctures come from the fact that each Lax pair has two poles

at A\, = £1, as depicted in Fig.[3

On the other hand, the Lax pair in the right description [See (4.J)] is given by

1
LE(z; \g) = 5 [Lf(x; Ag) + L (x; AR)] ,
1

LR Aw) = 5 (L2 h) — LG )]
sinh (o + /) _ _ cosh (o + Ag)
LE(z;0R) = — Ty + T Jf + ————=T%J3
=(23 Ar) sinh [ao £ (8 + Ag)] T £ cosh « *
The spectral parameter A is periodically identified as
AR ~ Ap + 21, (51)

and hence it takes the values on a cylinder. Because the right Lax pair is regular in the
ReAr — 400 limit, the fundamental domain of spectral parameter can be regarded as a

Riemann sphere under the map
Ap = zp = R . (5.2)
It is obvious that the right Lax pair has four poles at
ta—p

2R =€ , —et (5.3)
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Figure 4: The Riemann sphere with four punctures for a and 3 are purely imaginary.

Thus the domain of the spectral parameter zp is regarded as a Riemann sphere with four

punctures as depicted in Fig.lB.

In the following, we show that the Riemann sphere of zg is related to a pair of the

Riemann spheres of Az, .

The reduced right descriptions

As a next step, we introduce the reduced right descriptions. Lax pairs in the reduced right
descriptions are obtained from the original right Lax pair through the following isomorphisms
of the sl(2) algebra,

T+ - eﬂ:ART:t _ e—z’)\RTSTj:eMRTS (5.4)

. 3 . 3
or  TF — eTWTE = ARTIETARTT (5.5)
Because T2 is invariant under the isomorphisms, the generators can be rewritten into
)

Ta — e$i)\RT3Tae:|:i)\RT3 ) (56)

One of the resulting Lax pairs is

B sinh (a &+ /)
sinh [oz + (ﬁ + )\R+)}

L (3 AR,) = (5.7)

§ When « and j are real, the four poles are on the real axis of the zgr-plane. When a and j are purely

imaginary, the four poles are on the unit circle with the center at the origin.
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X [e+’\R+ THJL +e T Jf +

For later convenience, we change the subscript of the spectral parameter from R to R, .

This reduced right Lax pair corresponds to the former isomorphism (G4]). Similarly, the

other reduced right Lax pair is defined as

B sinh (o &+ /)
sinh [a + (ﬁ + )\R,)}

LI (w0p ) = (5.8)

cosh (a + ARf)
cosh «

X [e_)‘R THJy 4+ e-T7Jf + T°J3

For this reduced right Lax pair, its spectral parameter is denoted as Ag_ . This reduced right

Lax pair corresponds to the later isomorphism (5.5]) .

Note that the domains of the spectral parameters Ar, have the periodicities,
AR. ~ A, + T, (5.9)
and hence the squares of zp,
2h, = e (5.10)
live on the Riemann spheresﬁl. Each of the reduced right Lax pairs Lffi (Ar.) has two poles

in its fundamental domain,

25, = e? and e 2, (5.11)

As a result, the fundamental domains of 23 . are a pair of Riemann spheres with two punc-

tures.

So far, we have shown that the right description is decomposed to a couple of the reduced
right descriptions. The statement we want to show is that each of the Lax pair in the reduced
right description is equivalent to each of the Lax pairs in the left description through a gauge

transformation with a certain identification of the spectral parameters.

A relation of the spectral parameters

Then the next task is to find out a relation of the spectral parameters in the left and right

descriptions. Because both A;, and z% . live on the two-punctured Riemann spheres, they

9 Note that zp, and —zp, cannot be distinguished and hence z% . takes the value on a Riemann sphere.
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should be related through a Mobius transformation,

2 _a)\Li—i-b

ZR:E = m . (512)
+
The constant parameter should be fixed by the pole structure and the correspondence of the

expansion points for Yangians.

The first requirement is that the position of the poles should be mapped each other. This

condition leads to

+2a-28 _ atb 1
e T4 (5.13)

Now we have two possibilities: the pole at 2}, = e** % corresponds to 1) the pole at
Ar. = 1, or 2) the pole at A\, = —1. However, we should here take the possibility 1) so

that the resulting Mobius transformation reproduces the result in [27] when K = 0.

Then, recall that the Yangian charges Q(Lni) are obtained by expanding the (reduced) right

Lax pairs around 2% . = 1. From this information, the following relation is obtained,

a

1= 5.14
: (514
Thus the final result is given by

9 sinh 2a)z, +cosh2a —e ™% A, + K +iA (5.15)

2R, = = :

Rs ™ sinh2a\;, —cosh2a +e — A\, + K —iA’

or equivalently,
A K 1
Le t B . (5.16)
1A tanh A\,

Here we comment on the connection between the two-punctured Ap-Riemann spheres
and the four-punctured zg-Riemann sphere. The relation between zgz and Ay is also given
by (15 :

A, + K +1iA

2
- . 1
TN T K —iA (5.17)

However the interpretation is more involved because —zp is certainly a different from the
point zp . As arelation between 2z and Az, (not 2% and Az, ), the relation in (5I7) indicates
that there exists a cut between A\;, = —K +i4 and \;, = —K —¢A. Two-punctured \-
Riemann spheres are connected along the cut and combined into a single Riemann sphere

with four punctures. The resulting four-punctured Riemann sphere is depicted in Figlal
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Figure 5: Two-punctured Az-Riemann spheres are connected along the cut.

The gauge equivalence

We concentrate on showing the gauge equivalence between Lf* (x; Ar, ) and Lﬁ*(m; AL, ) -
The analysis for the case with (-)-subscript is also similar. The gauge transformation is
generated by ¢ and the relation between the spectral parameters is given by

VS
iA  tanh\g, |

(5.18)

First of all, the left Lax pair L+ (z; A, ) can be rewritten as

L (w0, (5.19)

- U200 (P L) P K7 A1)
ESV

1
= g TT(AFKFiA)JL+T (1F K £iA)J]
EVA

+T°(1+CFK)Ji] g .
Then a gauge-transformation of the left Lax pair is given by

g
(L (i) (5.20)
= g7\ L (200, )g — g t0ug

=—Ji+ [T (1F K FiA)J + T (1F K £iA) Jf

L+,
+T°(1+CFK) J2]
Ao, + K —iA

A, £1

)\L++K:FC

THJ: + VRS
+

T-Jf+ T3

[, T K +iA
AL, +1
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Finally, with the relation between the spectral parameters (L.I8]), it becomes the reduced
right Lax pair:

g
[Li+ (z; )\L+)} (5.21)
_ sinh (a + f3) AR JT e R o cosh (a + >\R+) 73 3
sinh [a + (ﬁ + )\R+)} . - cosha :

= L}j:z+($; )‘R+) .

Similarly, with the spectral-parameter relation
AL+ K 1
iA  tanh g ’

we can show the gauge equivalence between the other left Lax pair Lﬁ* (x;Ar_) and the

(5.22)

other reduced right Lax pair L} (z; Ag_):

L5 @] = L @), (5.23)

Summary

Let us summarize the results obtained so far. The two reduced right Lax pairs L/ (; Ag, )
have been introduced. Then they are obtained from the right Lax pair through the si(2)
isomorphisms,

T — eTART pagtideT® (5.24)

The reduced right Lax pairs L/ (z; A, ) are related to the left Lax pairs L’* (2; A, ) through

the gauge transformation generated by g,

g
L @in)| = L@ An). (5.25)
under the relations between the spectral parameters
Ay + K 1
= ) 5.26
1A tanh A\, (5.26)

So far we have shown that UF+(\,) are gauge-equivalent to U (\g, ) and hence the
charges for the deformed Uq(mR) can also be obtained from U+ (A, ). One can read
off the expansion points from the relation (5.26]) and the fact that the expansion points
for U (\g, ) are zp, = 0 and zp, = oo. Thus the charges for the deformed Uq(@R)
are obtained by expanding U¥*(\z,) with respect to Ay, around A\;, = —K — iA and

A, = —K+iA. The locations of poles and the expansion points for the deformed U, (su(2)g)

and Y(su(2);,) are summarized in Tab.[Il.
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Charges \ Monodromies UR:(Ag,) Ul (M)
R3 AR+ ~R-— :
Q(o) ) Q(l) ) Q(l) 0 —K —iA
R3 AR— AR+ :
Q(o) ) Q(l) ) Q(l) oo —K +iA
L,a L,a
Q) » Q) ! >
local charges et20—26 +1

Table 1: The conserved charges and the expansion points of monodromy matrices are listed. The expansion

points of U* (g, ) are described in terms of 2%, .

The gauge transformation of the r/s-matrices

The r/s-matrices for the reduced right Lax pairs can be obtained from the r/s-matrices for

the left Lax pairs. Recall the gauge-transformation laws of the r/s-matrices,
(r+ )™ (Are, ir,)o(z — y) (5.27)
=g ' (2)® g (y)

X | (r+s)"* (Apy, pry)o(x —y) — {Lii (3 A0,) % g(y)}Pl ® 9‘1(y)]

xg(z) ® g(y),

(r =)™ (Any, pr ) (z — ) (5.28)
=g () @97 (y)

X [(7’ — )" (A, pr)0(z —y) — {g(w) 9 Ly*(y; uLi)}Pl ® g‘l(y)]

xg(x) ® g(y) .

Thus the Poisson brackets

{LE@ae 9} 1997 W) (5.29)
= ﬁ{(—m—%) (T~ @T " +T 0T +T°xT°)
HAT- QT+ T T + T2 @ T% 10 gT% ' (y)]
+10+—KC [T~ @T *+TT@T +T°0T°,1®¢T°¢ ' (y)] . 1® ¢T3 (y)] }
xo(x —y),
{9@e, Ll (i)} g7 @) @1 (5.30)
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1 K
=— -y ——— (T RTT+T T +T3x T
1—u%{< fiL 1JFC)( QT +T 0T +T°a1T°)

FAT" T+ T T +T* T, gT%g (z) ® 1]

CK
A, ([T~ @T* +T T + T3 T3 g% (z) @1], 99 (z) ® 1]}
X(S(I - y) ;

are needed to compute the r/s-matrices for the reduced right Lax pair.

With the explicit expression of the r/s-matrices for the left Lax pairs ([B.13) , the relation
(529) and the maps between spectral parameters (0.20G]), we can evaluate the right hand

side of (B:27)) as

(r + )™ (Ary, pry )o(z — ) (5.31)
1 sinh 2asinh? Az,
sinh(Ag. — pg.) 2sinh(a+ S+ Ag, ) sinh(a — 8 — Ag.)

x{ [cosh(Ar, — pr,) — tanh Bsinh(Ap, — pp. )| T° @ T°
PRI @ T 4 FAre )T g T_}5(x —-y).

Similarly, the following can be obtained

(r = )™ (Ars, rs ) (2 — ) (5.32)
1 sinh 2asinh? pup,
sinh(Ag, — pg.) 2sinh(a+ S+ pg. ) sinh(a — 6 — pg,)

x{ [cosh(Ar, — pr.) + tanh Bsinh(Ap, — pp,)| T° @ T°
4etAre—HR)T— & TF 4 oFARL—HRI)TT & T_}é(x — ).

Thus the resulting r/s-matrices for the reduced right Lax pairs are
hiﬁ()‘Ri) + hiﬁ (,URi)

QSinh()\Ri — ,URi)
% [ei(ARi MR & Tt 4 oFArL —HR)TH & T

TRi ()‘Ri ) ,U/Ri) =

+cosh(Ap, — pp)T° @ T°]

(hes(my) — hi (pry))
2

tanh BT3 @ T3,
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hiBO‘Ri> - hf,ﬁ(ﬁ”ﬁ)
2 Sil’lh()\Ri — ,uRi)
X [ei(ARi _'U'Ri)T_ ® T+ + e:F()‘Ri_HRi)T‘f‘ R T_

SRi ()‘Ri ) ,U/Ri) =

+cosh(Ap, — pp)T? @ T°]

. (hg,ﬁ()\Ri) + hg,ﬁ (:URi))

5 tanh BT @ T° .

The 7 /s-matrices for the right Lax pair (4.38) are obtained from these r/s-matrices for the
reduced right Lax pairs by taking the isomorphism of si(2) (£.24]) into account.

6 The degenerate limits

So far, it has been shown that U(1)g is enhanced to g-deformed su(2)g . Then let us argue

the ¢ — 1 limit in which ¢-deformed su(2)r degenerates to the original su(2)g .

In fact, there are two kinds of the ¢ — 1 limit, which are referred to as the degenerate
limits. Since the g-parameter is written as ¢ = €7, the limits are specified by the condition,

v = 0. From ([AI9), this condition is equivalent to
a=0 or a=—. (6.1)

In the following, we will argue each of the limits.

6.1 a=0

We begin with the o — 0 limit. Recall the relation between the original parameters (C, K)
and the parameters («, ), [@3). Due to the relation and the finiteness of the original

parameters, the condition o = 0 requires the condition g = 0.

Let us rescale a and 3 as

a— e, b6 —ef, (6.2)

and take the € — 0 limit. Then the relation (LX) is reduced to the following:

Thus this limit reproduces the undeformed SU(2) WZNW models.
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Next we consider the limit for the right Lax pair. Let us perform the redefinition of

spectral parameter,
Ap — €@ — €03, (6.4)

and take the e — 0 limit. Then the Lax pair is evaluated as

1+ K

L (z;\g) = “1Ean

([THJ+ T Jf+T°J2] . (6.5)

The same procedure gives rise to the r/s-matrices,

B (AR) + B (1)

rf(Ag, i) = T~ @TT+TT T +T°x1?, (6.6)
2(Ar — pr)
R _pR
SR(Ap, ) = 0 AR) = P lir) [T~ @T " +T T +T*2 1% .
2(Ar — pr)
Here the function hf(\) is given by
R (A - K)*

Since v* = 0 and A = 0, two sets of non-local currents jf’i and }f’i degenerate into
gt =gt = = (I + Kew ™) = I (6.8)
For later convenience, let us introduce the following matrix valued conserved current:
R _ gt 7R~ — 7R+ 3 7R3
J, =T, +1T"J,""+1°7J,"", (6.9)
where the 7% component 7,/%* is defined as
R3 _ :R3 _ 3 3
T =0 = — () + Kew ™) (6.10)
It is an easy task to show that this conserved current satisfies the flatness condition:
e (9,9 = T,LT)) =0, (6.11)

and the right Lax pair can be written in terms of the conserved current 7, f as

JE

L (z; \g) = v

(6.12)
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Then it is possible to construct an infinite number of conserved charges from jf, by

following the BIZZ construction [§]:

Yy = / dz /" (x) (6.13)

—00

1_0000 o0 o0
Vir =1 [ o [ dyecle =0T M0 ) - [ do TE),

The current algebra for jf’“ is given by
{T@). T )} = T @) + 2657 0,5( — ). (6.14)
(@), T W)} = et T @) + (14 K2) 00,6 — ),

{Jf’“@), Jf’b@)}P = — K™ T () + 2K T ()6 (2 — y)
+2K6%0,6(x — y) .

With this current algebra, one can show that the algebra formed by a set of y{;) is Yangian

Y(su(2)y,) with an appropriate regularization of non-ultra local terms.

6.2 «o=mi/2

The other degenerate limit is next considered. Again, due to the relation ([AH]) and the
finiteness of (C, K), the condition o« = mi/2 implies that § = mi/2. So it is useful to

redefine o and [ as

a = %jtea, 8 — %%—65. (6.15)

The € — 0 limit with the redefinition leads to the following relations,

2
k=0 c=Z 1 a0 (6.16)
(6% (6%

This limit describes the points specified by C' = K? — 1. As in the case with o = 0,
the coefficient of the improvement term vanishes, A = 0. At the points, the effect of
the squashing parameter C' is canceled by the Wess-Zumino term. As a result, the right

description becomes isotropic even though the metric of target space is deformed.

To see the right Lax pair at the points, the spectral parameter should be redefined as
Ar — ecalp—e€f. (6.17)
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Then the € — 0 limit leads to the following expression of the Lax pair,

1+ K

L (x;Ag) = TTEo,

[TTJL+T Jf+(1F K £Mg) T°J2] . (6.18)

Similarly, the r/s-matrices are obtained as

hfm (Ar) + hfm (1r)

(AR, ur) = T~ @TT+TT0T +T°®17% (6.19)
2(Ar — pir)
. h’fz/2(>\R) o hfz/2(,U/R> T3 ® T3
2K ’
e (Ar) — b (u
SR()\R,MR) _ m/2( R) m/2( R) [T_ ® T+ i T+ @ T + T3 ® T3:|
2(Ar — pir)
B hfi/z()‘R) + hfm(ﬂR) T & T
2K ’
where the function h%, s2(A) is defined as
_ (A -K)’
h’fi/2(>‘) ="1_ v (6.20)
In this limit, the following relations are satisfied,
f}/i:—fy$::|:i/K7 AIO
Then ;’fvi coincide with j/** as
jf’i = jf’i = —e*E(JE 4 Ke, JHY) = jf’i : (6.21)

Note that jfvi remain non-local currents, in contrast to the a = 0 case. It is useful to

define a matrix valued conserved current as
R _ g 7R~ — 7R+ 3 7R3
J, =T+ g+ g (6.22)
where the 7% component J/*? is defined as
T = =t = (K25 + Kew ™) . (6.23)

Here the sign of jf’?’ is flipped for later convenience. Although Jf is non-local, it satisfies

the flatness condition,

¢ (0,77 — TIrTF) =0. (6.24)
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Thus an infinite number of conserved charges can be constructed from 7, f like

Ve = /_ dzx J/*(x), (6.25)
1 o0 [e.9] oo
o =1 [Cae [ty <tcte — 0780 500 - [ 75w,

Again, the higher-level charges y{f;zm are obtained recursively by the BIZZ procedure [§].

In addition, another Lax pair can be obtained from the flat current 7, f as

LE\g) = (6.26)

1+ Mg’

where we use the same spectral parameter Ap, for later convenience. This Lax pair is
non-local and hence it is different from the Lax pair (6I8). However there exists a gauge

transformation which connect the non-local Lax pair (6.20) to the right Lax pair (618 .

Let us find an appropriate gauge functiorﬂl. An important observation is that, at Ag = 0o,

the right Lax pair (6.I8]) does not vanish but approaches to a finite quantity as follows:

LE(\g = 00) = —~T*(1 £ K)J3 = —T%0. [%] . (6.27)

The gauge transformation must be chosen to eliminate this finite part because the non-local

Lax pair ([626]) vanishes at Ag = 0o. Thus the gauge transformation is generated by
Flz) = e 7% (6.28)

Note that a constant SU(2) element may be multiplied from the right and thus the function
F(x) is not determined uniquely. However, the choice in (6.28)) is appropriate to relate the
right Lax pair (GI8)) to the non-local Lax pair (G.26) , as we will see just below.

By performing a non-local gauge transformation generated by F(z) in (628]), the right
Lax pair (6I8]) can be rewritten as

LE(OR) = [LEOR)]" = FLEQR)F — P10 F (6.29)
I R

I The strategy is similar to the one to consider the Jordanian twists in the Schrédinger sigma models [29].
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According to the gauge transformation, the monodromy matrix is also transformed,

UR () = [UR(AR)]" = F'(x = 00)UR(Ag) F(x = —o0) (6.30)
= e_TSQQIf’S UR()\R)Q_TSQQ;,S

This relation may be interpreted as a classical analogue of the Reshetikhin twist [39]. It is in-
teresting to reveal the relation to the quantum twist from the viewpoint of the mathematical

formulation.

In addition, it is worth to note that the flat and conserved current 7 MR can be written as
TIl=—-(G"10,G+ Ke, GT'OG),  G=gF. (6.31)
Then the current algebra of jf’“ is given by

{T5@). T )} = T (@) + 2657 0,5(w — ). (6.32)

{ (), Jf’b(y)} = e T(x) + (1+ K?) 6”0,6(x — ),

p
{ij’a(x% ij’b(y)}p - _KzgabcquR’c(I) + 2K€abc\7xR7c("L’)5("E - y)
+2K6%0,6(x —y) .

Again, the infinite-dimensional algebra of y{;) is Y(su(2)Rr) .

7 Conclusion and Discussion

We have considered the classical integrable structure of the squashed WZNW models based
on an infinite-dimensional extension of U(1)g. The system contains two deformation pa-
rameters. The one is provided by the coefficient of the Wess-Zumino term. The other is the
squashing parameter of target space. We have constructed an anisotropic Lax pair and com-
puted the associated r/s-matrices, which may be regarded as one-parameter deformations

of the results without the Wess-Zumino term [25,26].

Due to the presence of the Wess-Zumino term, an infinite-dimensional extension of su(2)g
is given by a deformation of the standard quantum affine algebra, which contain two param-
eters. The deformed algebra contains two sets of ¢-deformed su(2)g and the tower structure
of the conserved charges is quite similar to that of the standard quantum affine algebra.

The only modification appears in the coefficient of the Poisson bracket. It also changes the
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classical g-Serre relations. The resulting algebra seems likely to be the classical analogue of
a two-parameter quantum toroidal algebra [34]. However, it is not sure so far for this point

because it seems that the first realization of the algebra has not been constructed yet.

The left-right duality has also been revealed by showing that the left Lax pairs are gauge-
equivalent to the right Lax pair with the relation between the spectral parameters and the
isomorphism of the sl(2) algebra. This is a generalization of the duality in the case without
the Wess-Zumino term. The right Lax pair can also be decomposed to a pair of the reduced

right Lax pairs, each of which is equivalent to the corresponding left Lax pair.

In addition, two degenerate limits have been considered. They are realized at the points
C = 0 (corresponding to @« = 3 = 0) and the points C = K? — 1 (corresponding to
a = =mi/2). In the former case, the target space is undeformed and the right description
becomes the isotropic. In the latter case, while the metric of the target space is still squashed,
the effect of the squashing is compensated by taking an appropriate value of the coefficient

of the Wess-Zumino term, so that the right description becomes the isotropic.

In each of the degenerate limits, we have constructed an SU(2)r conserved current sat-
isfying the flatness condition. With this current, another Lax pair can be constructed. For
the later case, the construction is more involved and a non-local gauge-transformation is

needed. In addition, Yangian generators have also been constructed.

There are some open issues. It would be interesting to study the fast-moving limit
[40] of the squashed WZNW models (For squashed S* and warped AdS; see [41] and [42],
respectively). Some applications of the results may be considered in the context of string
theory. In this direction, for a deformation of AdS;/CFTy, see an earlier paper [43]. For
warped AdS3 and squashed S* geometries in string theory, for example, see [44-48].

We hope that some applications of the deformed quantum affine algebra would be found

and be a key ingredient in studying the integrability of the AdS/CFT correspondence.
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Appendix

A The Poisson brackets of J; and jﬁi

The Poisson brackets of Jj play an important role in computing the current algebra of jﬁi :
The computation is straightforward but very messy. In order to use the canonical Poisson
brackets of the dynamical variables, the computation is described in terms of angle variables.

Then, by using the Poisson brackets, the current algebra of j, Lt is computed.

A.1 The Poisson brackets of ij

The classical action (2.I6]) is composed of the two parts S = S,y + Swz. Each part is

expressed in terms of the angle variables (6, ¢, 1) as follows:
Sorr = 2)\2 dt/ dx {6’2 +sin? 0¢% 4 (1 + O) (1/) + cos 9¢>
—07 —sin®0¢” — (1+C) (¢ + Cosﬁ¢’)2] ,
Swz = _8% /Oodt /Oodx (cos Ogn)' — cos 9¢¢’) . (A1)
The symbols “dot” and “prime” denote the derivatives with respect to ¢ and x, respectively.

The conjugate momenta (Ily, I1,, I1,,) for (6, ¢,1) are given by

I, =0,
Iy = sin?A¢ + (1 4 C) cosf (¢+cos€q5) — K cos 0y,
I, =(1+0C) (¢ + cos 9¢) + K cos0¢' . (A.2)

The “velocity” variables are

6 =1,
. 1 -~ 0
¢= sin?0 ¢ scl(r)lj Hnw’
(e . as
where (ﬁg, ﬁ¢, ﬁw) are defined as
Ty =11, ﬁ¢ =11, + K cos 0y, ﬁw =1, — K cosf¢'. (A4)
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0 | ¢ | ¢ I, I, I,
0| 0] oo 1 0 0
o | 0] o0]o0 0 1 0
vl olo]o 0 0 1
My | =11 0|0 0 Ksin0y' | —K sin0¢'
Oy 0| -1] 0 | —Ksingy’ 0 K sin 00’
My, 0|0 |-1| Ksinf¢ |—Ksin6¢ 0

Table 2: The Poisson brackets of the angle variables and the canonical momenta.

Then the Poisson brackets of the canonical variables are summarized in Tab.2l

With the canonical variables, the components of J are expressed as

1 JRPS 0~
JiE = \/iew (j:zl_[e S P Hw> :

sin 6 sin 6
1
3 _
= 1+CH"”
1
JE = —eF (i —sinbg) |
o )

="+ cosb¢’. (A.5)

By using the Poisson brackets in Tab.Pl and the expressions given in ([A.H), the Poisson

brackets of J; are computed like

{JF(2) W)t = T [+ OV + KT (2)8(x —y), (A.6)
(@)} = 2 |~ g+ T 2| @6 - ),
{75 @), IE W)} = i [- 7] (2)d(z — ) + 0u0 (2 — y)
{75 @), W)} = +i [=T7] (@)d(e —y),

3 1 +
(R TE )y = Fi |1 72| @0 ),

3 1
{F@), 2W)}p = 7500 —y).
(@), )} = Fi [-2] (@0 — 9) + 5(z — 1)

+ 3 1 +
(@ Ry = |~ 72| @0 =),
{B@), T (W) }p = Fi[-T7] (2)d(x —y),



{I@), 70}y = 1500 — ). (A7)

Similarly, the Poisson brackets between g and J are evaluated as
=
{g(x }P ) T6(x —vy),
3
{9(), (W) }p = —=9(@)T%0(x —y). (A.8)

A.2 The current algebra of jﬁi
To compute the current algebra of jﬁi , it is convenient to rewrite jﬁi in terms of J as
jﬁi =g{J,—2Ctr (I°J,) T® — Ke,J" F A€y, [J7, T°]} g7
= g{T" [J, = (K£iA) e "]+ T [J}] — (K TiA)eu ]
+T° [(1+C)J) — Kew IV} g7t (A.9)

With the relations in (A.7) and ([A.8]), the current algebra is computed as
[ 520 ) = b (@)l — y) — 266%0,0(0 — ).
{]fi “ )Jﬂfi’b(y)}P e jiec(z)d(z —y) + (1 + K* + A%) §°°0,0(z — ),

{itee@), 5200 ), = (4 42) 51 @)t — )
2K (@)3(o — y) = 2K6% 0,8 — y).

8

In addition, the Poisson brackets between g and jL+ are also obtained as

{9@). 5w}, =T 9@ — ). (A.10)
{o@nste}, = {-rEgr+alrgry
ﬂi—KC [[T% gT°g7"] . gT%g "] } g(x)d(z —y).

B A prescription to treat non-ultra local terms

We present the computations of 1) Yangian, 2) ¢-deformed su(2)gr, and 3) a deformed
quantum affine algebra. In particular, a prescription to treat non-ultra local terms is carefully

described in each case.
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B.1 Yangian Y(su(2)y)

Let us first compute Yangian ) (su(2)y). Non-ultra local terms appear in the computations
of the Poisson brackets of Q(Lnﬁ; and hence we should be careful of the order of limits. The
subscripts of L, (4) are omitted for simplicity henceforth.

The Poisson brackets at level 0

The first is the Poisson brackets of the level 0 charges. The charges are regularized as

X1

QL (X, X,) = / dz j5%(z) (B.1)

—Xo

Then the Poisson brackets of the regularized charges are given by

[Qk (0. x0).QE Yo v} / / [2K5%0,5(z — ) + &, 2 ()5~ v)]

The first term contains a derivative of the delta function, called a non-ultra local term. This

term develops an ambiguity depending on the order of limits as follows:

{ @ (X0, X1). Q@ 0. V1) | (B.2)
= —2K5" [0(Xo — Yo) — 0(X; — Y1)] + £”.Q 5 (min(Xo, Yp), min(X1, V1))

In the following, we will not write down unambiguous terms explicitly as follows:

{ @ (X0, X1). QG 00, V1) | (B.3)
= 2K [0(Xo — Yo) — 0(X1 — Y1)] + (no ambiguity) .

Note that this ambiguity arises due to the presence of the Wess-Zumino term. When K = 0,

there is no ambiguity at the level 0 as usual.

Now, one may follow a prescription proposed in [10],
Xo=X1 =X, Yo=Y1=VY, (B.4)

so as to make the ambiguous term vanish. Then, by taking the limits X — oo and Y — oo,

the following is obtained,

{@.aly}, ="l (B.5)
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The Poisson brackets at level 1

The next is to regularize the level 1 charges. The level 1 charges are regularized as

X//
Q(LSI(X X', X" = / d:ﬂ/ dx e(z — ) e, g0 () (2) —/ da” e (2")
X//
The Poisson brackets of the regularized level 1 and level 0 charges are
{Qyx.x . xM.Q6m)}
:2K@%{WX' Y)QL (min(X',Y)) + (X’ )QL%me(Y»]
+(no ambiguity) . (B.6)
Now the unambiguous terms are given by
e’ Qi (B.7)

and hence the ambiguous terms have to vanish. Thus the ¥ — oo limit should be taken

before the X, X', X" — oo limits. As a result, the following is obtained,
L,a L,b _a L,a
{Q(l) 7@(0) }P = bc Q(l) . (BS)
The Poisson brackets at level 2

The Poisson brackets of the regularized level 1 charges are computed here. Those give rise

to the brackets at level 2,
{QL“(X XX, QY YN, (B.9)
= ——9 X-Y) / /
(' +YV)e(y +Y) — el —Y)e(y' — V)]
% [5“*’5 i) — i)
__9 / dx/
elz+Y)e(y' +Y) —e(z = Y)e(y' —Y)]
Y [aabacdjt “@)iF ) — @)

K X’ Y
——0(X —Y’)/ dx// dy
8 _X/ _Y
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x [e(2" + Y )e(y +Y) —e(a’ = Y')e(y — V)]
x |00t (@it ) = G5 )]
__9 / dx / dy
elx+Y)ely+Y') —e(x—Y)e(y — V")
‘ [(sabacdjt “@)iy) = )i )

X'’

e K Y [ ) e =)
+ (1 1‘(16'1_ Z)K H(X’ o Y”)z?abc /;Xdl, [E(ZL' + Y//) . E(ZL’ B Y,,)] ]tL’C(;p)
+(1 1‘(101_ g)K oYy — X//>€abc /_Yfly e (y —l—X”) B e(y B X”)] c(y,)

(1+0)* + K?

i O /_ydy ey + X") — ey — X")] jE<(v)

+(no ambiguity) .

By taking the Y.Y’Y"” — oo limits before sending X, X’, X” to infinity, the following

expression is obtained,

{Qbpx.x' x7).Q5 ) (B.10)
— ; L,a I Lb )
_ Yvyglfl;l%{cz(l (X, X, X"), QKU (V. Y'Y )}P
2
_ (1 %2-(101 g)K Zab /_oody[ ey + X") —ely — XM jE“(y) + (no ambiguity) .

Then the ambiguous terms are given by

1+C)P?+K? P
ol b Qe (B.11)

by taking the X, X', X" — oo limits.

On the other hand, since the unambiguous terms are represented by

1 2 (1+C)%+ K?
ab L,c L L,c L,c L,c
< {Q@) T Qo)) Quy +2KQqy — s, Quy| - (B.12)
the net result is
L,a L,b a L,c 1 L c
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Serre relations

The Serre-relations are finally considered. One of them is represented by
1
L3 _ L3 [ AL+ AL~ L+
{Q(l) ) {Q Q(l } } - ZQ(O) [Q(o Q(l - Q (0) Q(l) . (B'14>
Let us first introduce the following quantity:

{Q(Ll’;_’Q(Ll’)_} (X, X/,X//,Xm,X////,X”m) (B.15)

i X X"
= ——/ d:ﬂ/ / da" e(x — x')e(x — ")
4 - X — X
x [ @) @) + @i @) e
+jf’3<x>jf’3<x/>jf’3<x”>}
X/ll Xl///
_ - / /// dx//// /// _ x////)

X/H XHH
% [jt7 (zl/l)jf,—(zl///) _]tL ( ///)jx ( ////)}

X/////
) L3
— / dx,””jt (x/////)

XIIIII

Xlll Xllll
" " /// mN Lo+ N Lo— ¢
+K/ dx dx — "5 (" (")
X/// XIIII
X/////

—I—QiK d!L’lm/ L, 3(1,/////) )
_Xxmm

Note that the regularized Q(Ll)?’ is given by
L3 L Y//
Q.Y Y") = /dy/ dy' ely—y)i" )i ’_(y’)—/ dy" j;*(y"). (B.16)
—_y"

By using the quantities in (B.13) and (B.I6]), the following relation is obtained,

{QL 3(Y Y/ Y//) {QL’+, QLI,)—} (X, X/, X”, XW, X////’ X/////)}P (B.l?)
K min(X, X" Y It L3 I
/ / / dy'e(w — 2 )elw — o' )i (@) )W)
min(X,X")Y)
min(X, X" Y

K / / dy e(z — 2')e(z — y)ji (@) W)

2 — min(X,X”,Y")

K min(X, X’ Y’ X" L3 . I
AL [y et et @i

min(X,X’",Y") X"
min(X, X" Y")
A d/ dy e~ y)ela’= )P (@IE ) )
min(X, X", Y’ -Y
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2

min(X, X’ Y X" I3 . I
/ / dy'e(a’ — el — " )FE @) i )b ()
—min(X,X")Y X"
min( X X"Y
/ da:'/ dy' (@~ el )JFH IE I ()
min(X, XY -

X / d / / dy'e(x — ') (@) @) ()

y —‘FX” x_i_X//) ( Xl/) ( o Xl/)]

Ko x) / g / / dy e(x — 2')jF ()i @) ()

y+X// :L’—I—X//) ( - X//)E(x - X//)]

XH
__9 / /d / dy 553 ()i (") ()
X//

y—l—X e(z! —I—X (:17”+X)—e( —X)e(ax' = X)e(a"— X))

Xll
__ey X/ /da:”/ ) i @i )
XH

[e(y+ X)e(x'+ X)e(x"+ X)) —e(y — X)e(2' — X )e(2"— X)]

!
2

1 C K2 mll’l(X”l X Y) v’
( + ) + / dl’//// dy/e(x”/ . y/)th’—i_(I///)th’_ (y/)

1 —+ C — min(X" X""Y) _y’

. 1 C 2 K2 min(XIII7XIIII7YI) Y
( + ) + / dl’//// dy E(SL’/// - y)j-tL,—l—(y)th,—(x///)

]. _l_ C mln(.X"l X//// Yl) Y

mln X/// X//// Y/ Y
—HK/ da:””/ dy e(y — HH).]t Ty)g (")

mln(X/// X//// Yl _Y

mm X/// X//// Y/
- [ w7 [ et )it )

Z

mln X/// XHH Y Y/

2

1 + C + K2 min(X,X’,Y")
|

_ min(X,X’,Y” X"

{
2

d:L'/
)
(1L 0)2 - K? min(X,X’,Y") X"
(1+C)° + / A /
)

1+C min(X,X",Y") J-X"

1
2
1
2
2

2

(14 C K2 min(X,X’,Y") X"
+ ( + ) + / dl’,/ d:L’”E(ZL'/—l’”)jf’g(l'/)jtlj’g(l'”)

1+C mln(X Xy
1 C K2 min(X, X" Y")
(+CF+ / v [ @ — )PP

1+C min(X, X", Y")

(1 K2 min(X,X’,Y") X"
AR C) / dx / da’e(w — 2")j; " (x) % (")

1+C min(X,X",Y") J-X"

(1 K2 min(X.X"Y7) X!
_iQ+OFy / dx / dr'e(z — )5 ()i (2)

1+C ~min(X, X7y Jox
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_l_% (1 +IC_|)—2C—1|- K? Y X//// /i,:/ dl’m/ / L + /// (y/)

[ (x/// ‘l‘ X//// ‘l‘ X//// _ /// X////) ( /_ X////)]
i(1+C)?+K? ) X”’ Y
+_ 9 Y _ X " / dSL’//// dy j n j y
1 1+cC ( ) N Do ()

_Xxm

% [6(:6/// +X////)€(y _'_X////) _ ( " X////) ( _ X////)]

i X//// Y
o =xm) [ e [yttt )

_xm

X [E(SL’//// +X///) (y_'_X///) _ ( " X///) ( _X///)]

) " x " / " /
— KOy - X )/ dx /dy "5

X _
% [ (x/l/l _I_Xl/l) (y _I_Xl/l) _ ( " X/l/) ( I X”/)]

3’(1+C)2+K2
4 1+C

1

dI/ // L+ (LL’”)

e(z )[(x—l—X)—e(:c—X’)]

X
. 1 2 K2 XH
+ ( +C) + Y// / dx/ //th L+( )
Xll
93 +

Y//

4 1+C
:c—:i)[(x—l—X)—e(:c—X’)]

X
d!L’/ // L3 L3(I//)
Xe(x" + X) —e(z' — X)e(2" — X)]

(14 C)*+ K?

7
- Y//
4 1+C

i(1+C)Z+K2 " XN / L3 L3 "
e(r —2") e (x—l—X)—e(:c—X’)]

Z.(I_I'C)2_|'[(2 " " / L3 /

+Z 1—|—C Y X / dl‘/ (x)

xe(r —a') [e (56+X”) e(z — X")]

+(no ambiguity) .

Then, by taking the limits in which X, X', X", X" X"" and X" are sent to infinity, the

expression is simplified as
{Qfyoy v, {Q Qb } b (B.18)
K
/ dr / & / Ay’ e(x — 2)elx )it (@)IF @) W)

. / i / K / dy ez — )l — )i (@)@
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K™ " ' L3 L L
+o /_Y, x'/_oodx" /_Ydy (' —y)e(a’ — ") ()i ()BT (y)
K[~
P /_ K / " / dy ea” = y)e(a =) (@G W)
KY/OO//Y/// S N L3/ N Lts s Ly
_5/_;& /_Oodsc /_Y/y e(x' —y)e(x' — ") 5,77 ()5, ()50~ ()
K [~ [
_?/_Oodx//;}/dx’/ /_Y, y/ E(ZK/ —y)e(x/ —[K/)]tL—i—(:L'//) 2‘/L3(:E/)th (y/)
%(1 +1C_‘)_2C_'|_ K2 /};d‘rm/ydy/ e(:p’” y,)th-i-(x///)]L (y,)
2
5 +1C+c+ : / o / dy e(a"” = )i ()i (")

—HK/ dx””/ dye //// (y)ji,—(x////)
—zK/ dx””/ dy e(z"" — )j£’+($////)th’_(y/)
1 K?
_i1+02+ / / da" e(w — a)jE (@) b (")
Y//

2 1+C
i +1C+C+K2 /’; / ds" e — 2")jE (2)ibF (")
+%(1 +1C+5K2 /i’/’/ / dz (o — ") Ls(x )th’?’(x”)
R P | de (" — )i I )
2(1 +1C+5K2 /Y” / dx" e(x ( )Jt ( ")

+(no ambiguity) .
Finally, by sending Y, Y’ and Y” to infinity, the ambiguous terms are written as
{@t {ely et} ) (B.19)
— it [ [y et — ) [ @5 0l) — 5 @5 0)] + (o ambiguiny).

The unambiguous terms are evaluated as

1k ety -k k] (B.20)
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—ik / Kz / “dy ez — g) [ (@) aly) - 1 @)

Thus the relation (B.I4]) has been shown, though the expression was quite messy in the

middle of the computation. The other Serre relations can also be shown in a similar way:.

B.2 g¢-deformed su(2)y

The Poisson brackets of Q%2 and Q®* are next computed.

The level 0 charge Q™3 and the non-local field y(z) are regularized as, respectively,

X1

QP (Xo, X1) = / dr j7(z) (B.21)

—Xo

1[5
X(x; Xo, X7) = —5/ dr’ e(x — ) (2'), @ € [—~Xo, Xi].
—Xo

Note that for x(z; Xo, X1) the domain of z is restricted. The restriction prevents us from

taking the x — £oo limit before — X, and X; are sent to infinity. Hence the relation

. 1
lim x(z; Xo, X1) = $§QR’3(X07X1)

r—+00

is not valid any more. The Poisson brackets of the regularized charges Qf* and y(z) are
{@7(X0, X1, QM (Yo, Y1) | = 2K [6(X0 — Yo) — (X1 — V1)) | (B.22)
{x(@: X0, 1), Q% (Yo, V1) || = —K[20(2 — 1) — 20(a + Yo)
(Yo = Xo) +6(Yi - X)|
{x(x; Xo, X1), x(y; Yo, Yl)}P = K[—E(I —y)+0(x—Y1) +0(z +Yo) - 0(y — X3)

0y Xo) + 500X~ ¥o) — 200X, 1)

Next we define the regularized level 1 charges as

X1
Q" (Xo, Xy1; X, X7) = / dz " XEXCXDRE () [~ X, Xy] € [- X, X]].
—Xo

Note that the interval [—Xj, X;] is included in the interval [—X{, X{]. Then the Poisson

brackets of the regularized charges Q%3 and Q®* are given by
{ @70, X3 X5, X0), Q7 (Yo, ) | (B.23)
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= +iQ™* (min(Xo, Yp), min(Xy, ¥1); X/, X7)
; +
i—% (1 . 7—3F) [2Q7* (min(Xo, V), min(Xy, Y1); X4, X7)
gl

{ @ (X0, X1 X3, X1), Q% (%, i Vi, YD) |

g [ewx(min(Xl,Y1>;X5,X;>+»rx(min(xl,yl>;ya,yl')
Yyt 4T
o X min(Xo,Y0); X5, X )+ x(- min(XmYo);Yo’,Y{)]

_l’_ _ —
e [H(Xo _ Yb)ev*x(—Yo;Xé,X{)ﬂ’x(—Yo;deY{)

Ty
—0(X, — yl)e*ﬁx(Yl;X67X{)+V’X(Y1;Y67Yl’)}

_% (v =77) Q% (Yo, Yis ¥y, YY)

: / ?dx 0z = Y)) + 0(x + )] & XES0 XD ()
% (7" =) Q7 (X, Xy X4, X7)

X / jdy [0y — X7) + 0y + X{)] ¥ XWX (y)
_% (vF —~7) [0X5 — Y9) — 6(X) — 1))

X QR’+(X07 X17 X(/)7 X{)QR’_ (}/E)v }/17 }/6/7 }/1/> .

The order of limits

Let us consider the order of limits in the Poisson brackets computed so far.

The first is the Poisson brackets in (B.22)) , which depend on the order of limits. Note that
the bracket {Qf?, Qf3}p should vanish. A prescription is to take a specific regularization

as follows:
Q™ (X) = Q™ (X, X). (B.24)
Then the Poisson bracket vanishes properly,

{QR%XLQR%Y% —0. (B.25)

P

Thus, after taking the limits, the desired result is obtained as
{QR’?), QR’?’} —0. (B.26)
P
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Similarly, the level 1 charges can be regularized as
QRE(X; X') = QRE(X, X; X!, X'). (B.27)
The Poisson brackets of Q% (X, X’) and Q®3(Y) are
{QRvi(X; X, QR3(y) }P = £iQ"* (min(X,Y); X') (B.28)
ij(1—%;)[Qﬁi@quJva)—eaﬂ—XQQRHx:Xq],

and the Poisson bracket between Q%+ (X, X') is

{@m(x: X, (v;v")} (B.29)
P
::'1:;___j;___[ev+x0nmtxﬁﬁ%¥3+vxUmHCXJWﬂ”)__ev+xb—mhKXJﬂhX9+vxb—mhﬂﬁSYﬁYU
Yyt 4T
_iug()( —Y) [e'Y*X(—Y;X’)+“FX(—Y;Y’) _ e“/+X(Y§X')+’WX(Y§Y/)]
Yy~
1 X gt
~3 (7+ — ”y_) QY (YY) / de [0(z —Y") +0(z +Y")] o XX Vit (2)
-X
1 ~ Y oY) B
+§h+—v)QRWXﬁV{/dﬂﬂy—XU+ﬂy+XN€“wy%?(w,
-Y

where x(z; X) is defined as
x(z: X) = x(2; X, X) . (B.30)

Thus the Poisson brackets in (B:28) and (B.29) depend on the order of limits. The appear-
ance of the order of limits is due to the presence of the Wess-Zumino term. When K = 0,

74+ = 7- and no ambiguity exists, as discussed in [25].

Let us consider the order of limits for the Poisson bracket (B:28). A prescription is to

take the limit Y — oo before the limit X' — oo:
(@0 x), Q") = +iQ"*(x: X'). (B.31)
Then one can obtain the desired expression,

{@R,ﬂ:’ QR,?,}P — iRt (B.32)

by sending X and X’ to infinity.
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The next is the order of limits in (B:29). A prescription is to take the X’ — oo limit
before the X — oo limit. Thus the regularized charge is introduced as

QP E(X) = lim QM (X;X'). (B.33)

X'—o0

The Poisson bracket between Q% is
{QR#( X), QR,—(y)}P _ Z-z_;7+ Jlr = [e(WH*)x(min(XvY)) - min(XAf))}
_Z’g@()( —Y) [e(“f“r'f)x(—Y) _ e(“f“r'f)x(Y)} .
Yy
The second term depends on the order of limits. This ambiguity appears as only the overall
factor and hence it can be absorbed by rescaling the charges. Here the order of limits is

fixed in the following way:

{@™.Q ) = tim {Q"(x),Q" ()}
OO0 T ) ot x-X)
27 (" + ) 2, [ev e X}
)P+ () 2 - (Y +77) \ra3
= —i S sinh {fQ } . (B.34)

Thus the g-deformed su(2) algebra has been shown with some prescriptions for the order of

limits, where the g-parameter is defined as

’Y++7—]

qzexp{ 5

B.3 A deformation of quantum affine algebra

Let us here present how to compute the deformed quantum affine algebra presented in
Sec.[4.4] In the middle of the computation, again, it is necessary to introduce some prescrip-

tions to treat the ambiguities coming from the order of limits.
The Poisson bracket between Qﬁ’)_ and @ﬁ,)+ is first computed. For the regularized

charges, it is given by

{Qfy x).Qfm)} (B.35)

P

1 X Y B
— Lo ¥nh 20 [ [ o [ dyeto = i@t
2 x Jovy
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min(X,Y) h?2
—2e? / da 53 () + 20 "L QIS (min(X, V)
~ min(X,Y) sinh 2«

1 _
- §e_2ﬁsinh 2an’)3(X, Y, min(X,Y)).

Here the level 2 charge Qg;’ is regularized as

Qf;’(X X' X" / d:L'/ dy e(z —y)jit ()7 (y) (B.36)

X//
;.28 ‘R,3 . 28 cosh2a gps .,
2ie /_Xflx g () + 2ie hoa Qo) (X7).

Note that no ambiguous term is contained in this Poisson bracket (B.35]). Thus, by taking

the X, Y — oo limits, we obtain the following:
_ o= 1 5. -
{ng) ,ng;}P = Josinh 20Q(5). (B.37)

As a next step, the Poisson bracket between Qg’;’ and Qﬁ’)_ is computed. For the regu-

larized charges, it is evaluated as
{QR 3(X X' X//) Qg,)— (Y>}P (B.38)
1
= ——e sinh 2

[/ d:c/ /dyw—w)[ (& —y) — (@’ =) 3> (@) ()5 ()

min(X’,Y h2
2 Lo et - i) (8900)- o)

min(X")Y sinh 2«
4626 min(X")Y 4e2ﬁ cosh 2av . ‘
~ sinh 2a / in (X" Yglx// o (2") + WQ({) (min(X",Y))

FA(K — iA) {Q{})—(mm(x, Y)) —6(Y — X)Q (X)}

L e
= 2e 28 sinh 2av
X [Qg’)‘ (X, X',Y, X, min(X",Y), min(X",Y))+ %Qﬁ’)‘ (X)Q (XNQf (V)
/ dx/ / dy e(x —y)le(x — :C)+€(y - x/)]JR’ (z );tRJr( )Jt (37//)]

FA(K — iA) {Q{})—(mm(x, Y)) -6y — X)Q (X)} .
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Here the last term
MK —iA) {Q{})—(mm(x, Y)) —6(Y — X)QFy (X)} (B.39)
depends on the order of limits. Note that the level 3 charge Qg’)_ is regularized as
Qg,)— ()(7 X/ X// X/// X//// X/////)
_ 1 . X / m R,— TR+ R,—/ 1
~ 3 dx dz" e(x" — z)e(x’ — ") 5" ()5, (2") 5, (2”)
Xll

X/l/ X////
22626 / d:l:'/// d:Em/ /// ////)]t - (:L'///) <jf,3 (I////) _ cosh 2ajg%,3 (IW))

X/// X//// Sinh 2a
"
4% /X - 4e% cosh 2a
— €T ]:1,‘ )

(B.40)

"
. )t e
sinh 2ac | _ xom (=) sinh? 2

Qg)_ ( X/////)
1 "
—5Q0 ()RR (XNQf (X).

A prescription is to take the Y — oo limit before X is sent to infinity so that the ambiguous

term vanishes:

foprar),
— lim {QR3(X X' X", QR"(Y)}P

1 . . 5 .
= —ie 2lenh 200 [Qg’) (X’ X/,OO,X, X/’X//) + _Qﬁ, (X)Qé‘%l,)-i-(X/)Qﬁ,)

_ie_zﬁsinh2a/_);da7/_ / dy e(x —y) [e(x — 2") +e(y — 2)]
<G (@) ()5 ()

By taking the remaining limits, we obtain the following result:
L o5 L R— | 23R+ (HR-)> B.AL
{Q Q(l } = —g¢ sin 200 |Q3) + gQ(l) (Qu) ) . (B.41)

It is interesting to see a higher-level Poisson bracket, for example, the Poisson bracket
between Q™ and Q% . For the regularized charges, it is given by
3) (1
{Qg)— (X, X,, X”,XW,X””, X””/), Qﬁ,)— (Y)} (B42)

P

1
= —Ze_w sinh 2«

1 v " s N R~ 1
[ sl 00aly ) [ ar [ et o' a5 @i @)

XH
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4= Q(l (X"Q /dx/ dx e(x —a ]t ()]er()

o5 [ [ / o [
x{e(a’ = a")ely = ) [ely = o) + el — o)

t+e(r' — x)e(y — ") [e(y — ') + e(2” — :)3’)]}

gt (@) (@)t (@) (y)
min(X")Y) h2
X R,— R,— R, COS « R,
—2ie® Q1 (X)Qfy (X") / e Ygzg;' [;53(x’) ~ ahoa 3(9:’)]

min(X’,Y) X"
+4zew/ d:ﬂ/ '/ da"e(x — 2')e(x — 2")
min(X’Y - X"

R— 4 cosh 2« B—
< (@) [ (') - SR (e

Xlll XIIII Y
—42825 dz" dz"™ dye(x"’ _ ZL'””)E(ZL’W _ y)
X/H XHH _Y

il <”">—%ﬁs< "] 5t )
ge28 X'" » min(X""Y o . y
oy I B eV EO Vet
o
—Siifza / o / dy e(z™" —y)j~ (") (y)
+8e25 cosh 2a /X’” y /mln X"y dxwe(zm_x””)
sinh? 2 X mm(X,my

l/l/)

X]t (”/)]t (w
1 pe A P
—gQﬁ’) (X )Qﬁ’) (X")Qs (Y, X', min(X",Y))
+(K —iA)f Y)

/ dz / 02" [e(z + V)ea” 1Y) — ez — V)e(a” — Y] 55 (@)1 ("),

Xll

Note that the last term

X//
(K —iA)0( /d:c/ da" (B.43)

X//

€z +Y)e(@" +Y) —elx—Y)elz" —Y)]j () («").

is proportional to the step function and hence seems likely to be an ambiguous term. How-

ever, this is not the case. This term does not depend on the order of limits and it is reduced
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to zero after taking all of the limits. Thus the resulting Poisson bracket is given by

2 _

1
T R7_ J— - 3 R7_ R73
{Q(g) Q) }P = —g° 2% sinh 20 (Q(l) ) Q) - (B.44)

Similarly, the other Poisson brackets are computed, though those are not touched here.
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