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Abstract. We propose a non-standard separation of variables for the classical integrable
XXX and XXZ spin chains with degenerate twist matrix. We show that for the case of such
twist matrices one can interchange the role of classical separating functions A(u) and B(u)
and construct a new full set of separated variables, satisfying simpler equation of separation
and simpler Abel equations in comparison with the standard separated variables of Sklyanin.
We show that for certain cases of the twist matrices the constructed separated variables can
be directly identified with action-angle coordinates.
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1 Introduction

Completely integrable Hamiltonian systems admitting Lax representation [12] have been an
object of constant interest in physics and mathematics during the last forty years.

An important problem in the theory of integrable systems still to be solved in general is
the problem of variable separation. The separated variables x;, p;, ¢, = 1,..., N are a set of
(quasi)canonical coordinates such that the following system of equations is satisfied [24]

(bi(xi)piw[l)'"7IN701)"'7CT‘):07 /izla"'vNu

where ®; are certain functions, I are Poisson-commuting integrals of motion, C; are Casimir
functions and N is half of the dimension of the phase space.

The separated coordinates (whenever they exist) allow one to write Abel-type equations (see
Section 2.1) which, in their turn, provide a possibility to solve explicitly the Hamilton equations
of motion upon resolving the corresponding Abel-Jacobi inversion problem. Separated variables
are also important when solving quantum integrable models [24]. That is why the construction
of variable separation is a central issue in the theory of both classical and quantum integrable
systems.

In order to construct separated variables in many cases one can use a pair of separating
functions A(u), B(u), which depend on the dynamical variables and on a complex parameter .
The coordinates 1, ...,z are determined as zeroes of B(u),

B(zi)=0, i=1,...,N, (1.1)
and (quasi)momenta are obtained as values of A(u) in these zeros
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In the so-called Lax-integrable case (i.e., when the Hamilton equations of motion can be
written in Lax form), a prescription to obtain separating functions B(u), A(u) for gl(2)-valued

2
Lax matrices L(u) = ) L;j(u)X;j, where Xjj, 4, j = 1,2 is a standard basis of gl(2) (X;j)as =
ij=1
diad;j g, have been introduced in [21, 22, 24]!

B(u) = Lo (u), A(u) = L1 (u). (1.3)
The equations of separation in this case coincide with the spectral curve of the Lax matrix
S, (2, piy L1y ..., IN,Cyy ..., Cy) = det(L(z;) — p; Id) = 0, 1=1,...,N.
The constructed variables x;, p; should be (quasi)canonical in order for the theory to work
{xi,p;} = 0ijfi(xs, pi), {zs,2;} =0, {pi,p;} =0, Vi, j=1,...,N.

The separating functions A(u) and B(u) have to satisfy an appropriate Poisson algebra [5, 6] in
order to produce (quasi)canonical coordinates (see Section 2.2 below). The right-hand side of
this algebra, as well as the very definition (1.1)—(1.2), is asymmetric in the functions A(u), B(u).
Nevertheless, in some cases the algebra of separating functions is symmetric in A(u) and B(u)
and has the following form

{B(u), B(v)} = b(u,v)A(v)B(u) — b(v,u)A(u)B(v), (1.4a)

{A(u), B(v)} = a(u,v)A(v)B(u) — B(u,v)A(u)B(v), (1.4b)

{A(u), A(v)} (u,v)A(v)B(u) — a(v,u)A(u) B(v). (1.4c)
This situation occurs when the Lax matrix satisfy quadratic tensor brackets [7, 19]

{L(u)®1,1® L(v)} = [r(u,v), L(u) ® L(v)]. (1.5)
Here r(u,v) = ‘ %2;1 1ii el (u, v) Xi5 @ Xpy, Xij, is a skew-symmetric classical r-matrix.

The symmetry of the separating algebra (1.4) poses a natural question: is it possible (when
the separating algebra is symmetric) to exchange the roles of the separating functions? That is,
is it possible to define new separated variables as follows

The answer to this question is not obvious. Indeed, while the reversed definition (1.6) in
the symmetric case guarantees the (quasi)canonicity of the constructed separated coordinates,
it does not guarantee the existence of the equations of separation for them.?

In the present paper we are going to answer two general questions:

1. For what gl(2) ® gl(2)-valued r-matrices the separating algebra of functions A(u) and B(u)
defined by (1.3) is symmetric in A(u) and B(v), i.e., has the form (1.4)?

2. When does the reversed definition (1.6) produce separated variables for such r-matrices?
That is, when do the corresponding quasi-canonical coordinates satisfy equations of sepa-
ration with the initial algebra of first integrals?

!Often in the literature the choice B(u) = Lia(u) is made. Nevertheless, since for the Cartan-invariant
r-matrices the choice between Li2(u) or Loi(u) is arbitrary, we prefer the above-made choice.
2See Remark 4.3 for another — “banal” explanation of the reversed definition (1.6) which is not used here.
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For the convenience of the reader we formulate our answers already in the Introduction. In
particular, the answer to the first question is contained in the following proposition.

Proposition 1.1. The functions A(u) and B(u) defined by (1.3) satisfy the algebra (1.4) with
respect to the brackets (1.5) if the components of the r-matriz satisfy the following conditions

r21,21(u,v) = 0, ra1,11(u, v) = 0, r11,21(u, v) =0, (1.7a)
r12,12(u, v) = 0, r12,22(u,v) = 0, ro2,12(u, v) =0, (1.7b)
r22.22(u, v) = r11,11 (U, V). (1.7¢)

There are at least two gl(2) ® gl(2) valued classical skew-symmetric r-matrices satisfying the
condition (1.7): the standard rational and standard trigonometric r-matrices. For the case of
these r-matrices we proceed with the answer to the second question. For this purpose we define
also the class of the Lax matrices under the consideration. We consider the most physically
important case of the Lax matrices of the XXX and XXZ models of N classical spins with
a twisted periodic boundary conditions, i.e., the Lax matrices of the following form

L(u) = L¥(u) --- L") (u)C, (1.8)
2
where C'= ) ¢;;X;; is a two by two twist matrix satisfying the following condition
ij=1
[r(u,v),C®C]=0 (1.9)

and L(Vi)(u) is the Lax matrix with a simple pole in the point v = v;, corresponding to i-th

cite of the classical spin chain, where the classical spins satisfy the Poisson brackets of gl(2)®V

(in the case of the rational r-matrix) and of the direct sum of N trigonometric Sklyanin-type

algebras (in the case of trigonometric r-matrix). Observe that for the case of all the considered

quadratic Poisson algebras the non-trivial integrals of motion are generated by I(u) = tr L(u).
The following theorem holds true:

Theorem 1.2. Let the coordinates xz;, p;, i = 1,..., N be defined by (1.6), the functions A(u)
and B(u) be defined by (1.3) and the Lax matriz L(u) be defined by (1.8). Let the matriz C' be
such that c11 # 0. Then the coordinates x;, p; are separated coordinates for the classical integrable
system with the algebra of integrals of motion generated by I(u) = tr L(u) if and only if

det C' = 0.
2
For the rational XXX case the matrix C' = ) ¢;;X;; is an arbitrary constant degenerated
ij=1
matrix. In this case the case the equations of separation are written as follows

C12D; :CIII(xi)7 1= 17--'aN7 (110>

and we distinguish to cases: c¢12 # 0 and c¢;5 = 0. In the first case the curve of separation is
a rational one and the corresponding Abel equations are the following

N N—jd, )
Z% xz:_éi’ j’kzl,,..7N,

—  cupi di
where 3;: = {Iy,z;}, k =1,..., N etc. are easily integrated in terms of elementary functions.

This is a consequence of the fact that the separation curve (1.10) is a rational one.
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The second case c12 = 0 is even more special. In this case we also have that coo = 0 and the
equations of separation coincides with separating polynomial and acquires the form

I(x;) = A(z;) =0, i=1,...,N. (1.11)

The coordinates x; in this case become functions of the integrals of motion and may be identified
with action variables. The Abel equations are written for the (quasi)conjugate variables p;

N  N—j

z, 1 dpi

O 1 (27) pi dty

=6, jk=1,...,N,
=1

and produce linear differential equations for the corresponding angle coordinates qﬁ, In p;.
In the trigonometric XXZ case the constant twist matrix C' is diagonal, C = Z ciiXi and

c22 = 0 in the degenerated case. That is why in this case there is only a spemal degenerated
case of non-standard separation of variables characterized by the equation of separation (1.11),
where the coordinates of separation coincide with action variables and the canonically conjugated
variables coincide with the angles of the Liouville theorem.

To the best of our knowledge these are the first examples (at least in the Lax-integrable case)
when the variables of separation coincide with the action-angle variables and their construction
provides immediate solution of the equations of motion without performing of a (generally
speaking difficult) task of solving of the Abel-Jacobi inversion problem.

At the end of the introduction let us make several bibliographical comments. The Lax-pair
based approach to the variable separation in its general form was proposed by Sklyanin in [24] as
a development of his previous idea [20, 21, 22]. In the classical case the idea of the approach may
be traced further back to the papers [2, 25]. In the quantum case the approach has obtained a lot
of attention in the literature, let us mention only the series of recent papers [10, 11, 14, 17]. In
the classical case, unfortunately, there have been very few works on the subject. For the classical
XXX model we can mention several papers [4, 8, 18, 22, 23, 24]. For the classical XXZ model
we can mention only two papers on the subject [21] and [6]. To fill this gap in the knowledge
and to study the corresponding classical models in more details is one of the aims of our paper.

The structure of the present paper is the following: in Section 2 we remind general notions of
the classical variable separation theory, in Section 3 we consider Lax-integrable case, in Sections 4
and 5 we concentrate on the examples of the classical XXX and XXZ models. In these sections
we also consider N = 2 examples, investigating the corresponding cases in details. In particular,
we explicitly find the reconstruction formulae for them, expressing the initial dynamical variables
via the constructed coordinates of separation and the values of the Casimir functions. At last,
in Section 5 we conclude and discuss the open problems.

2 Separation of variables

2.1 Definitions and notations

Let us recall the definitions of Liouville integrability and separation of variables in the general
theory of Hamiltonian systems. An integrable Hamiltonian system with N degrees of freedom
is determined on a 2N-dimensional symplectic manifold M (symplectic leaf in (P,{, }) and N
independent functions (first integrals) I; commuting with respect to the Poisson bracket

{I,;} =0, ij=1,...,N

(for the Hamiltonian H of the system may be taken any first integral I;).



New Separation of Variables for the Classical XXX and XXZ Heisenberg Spin Chains 5

To find separated variables means to find (at least locally) a set of coordinates ;, pj, i,j =
1,..., N such that there exist N relations

(I)i(xi,pi,fl,...,IN,Cl,...,Cr):0, iIl,...,N,

where Cj, i = 1,...,r are Casimir functions and the coordinates x;, p;, 7,7 = 1,..., N are
canonical

{Izap]}:(sljv {x27$j}:07 {p’mpj}zoa V’L,j:17,N
In the present paper it will be convenient for us to work with quasi-canonical coordinates satis-
fying the following Poisson brackets
Clearly the variables x;, ¢; = log p; will be canonical then.
It is possible to show that the coordinates of separation x; satisfy the Abel-type equations

aq)i(xiaphllv EEE) INa 017 IERE CT‘)
N
Ol 1 dw;
1 aq)z(xlapla Il? R INa 017 R CT) bi dtj
opi
and similar Abel-type equations are satisfied by the momenta of separation p;
0P (i, pi, I, ..., IN,Ch,...,Cy)

= 0, Vk,j=1,...,N, (2.1)

=

N
aIk 1dpi .

; aq)i(xi;pi;llw"aleclw"JCT) Di dt] ko v " ’ ’ ( )
8.731‘

These equations are the last step before the integration of the classical equations of motion.

2.2 The method of separating functions

Let B(u) and A(u) be some functions of the dynamical variables and of an auxiliary complex
parameter u, which is constant with respect to the bracket { , }. Let the points z;, i =1,..., N
be zeros of the function B(u) and p;, ¢ = 1,..., N be the values of A(u) in these points. We
wish to obtain (quasi)canonical Poisson brackets among these new coordinates using the Poisson

brackets between functions B(u) and A(u). The following proposition holds true [5].

Proposition 2.1. Let the coordinates x; and pj, i,j = 1,...,p be defined as B(x;) =0, p; =
A(xj). Let the functions A(u), B(u) satisfy the following Poisson algebra

{B(u), B(v)} = b(u,v)B(u) — b(v,u)B(v), (2.3a)
{A(u)v B(”)]’ = a(u, U)B(u> — B(u,v)B(v), (2'3b>
{A(u), A(v)} = a(u,v)B(u) — a(v,u)B(v). (2.3c)

Then the Poisson bracket between the functions x; and pj, Vi,5 =1,...,N are the following
{zs,2;} =0, Vi,j=1,...,N,
{zj.pi} =0, if i,
{pi,pj} =0, Vi,j=1,...,N.
If, moreover also the condition
lim (a(u,v) B(u) = B(u,v) B(v)) = A(v)8, B(v) +7(v) B(v)
holds, then the corresponding Poisson brackets are quasi-canonical, i.e.,

{@i, pi} = pi, Vi=1,...,N.
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Remark 2.2. Observe that the coefficients a(u,v), b(u,v), a(u,v), B(u,v), v(v) above may
depend not only on the spectral parameters but also on the dynamical variables.

Remark 2.3. Observe that in general separating algebra (2.3) is asymmetric in the functions
A(u), B(v). Nevertheless for some dynamical coefficients a(u,v), b(u,v), a(u,v), B(u,v) it
may become symmetric in the functions A(u), B(v). In such a case the functions A(u), B(v)
become interchangeable and one can “invert” the procedure, defining separated coordinates also
as follows: A(z;) =0, pj = B(z;). This is the situation that will be studied in this article.

3 Separation of variables: Lax-integrable case

3.1 The equations of separation

Let us specify the above theory, i.e., equations of separation and separating functions for the
Lax-integrable case, when Hamiltonian equations of motion with respect to a Hamiltonian H
can be written in Lax form [12] with a spectral-parameter-dependent Lax matrix

L(u) = [L(u), My (u)]

According to the “magic recipe” of Sklyanin in this case the role of all equations of separation
is played by a single equation, namely the spectral curve of the Lax matrix

@i(xi,pi,fl, o In, O, .,Cr) = det(L(xZ) —piId) =0, 1=1,...,N.
This hypothesis works good for the case of the gl(n)-valued Lax matrices [1, 4, 8, 18, 24]. In
what follows we will consider the simplest case of the gl(2)-valued Lax matrices.
3.2 The separating functions
Let Xjj;, i,j = 1,2 be a standard basis in gl(2) with the commutation relations

[Xij7 Xkl] = 5ijil — 5ilej-
The gl(2)-valued Lax matrix is written as follows

2
ij=1

Following the “magic recipe” in its standard version [24] we will assume that the separating
functions A(u) and B(u) are defined as follows:

A(u) = L11(u), B(u) = Lai(u). (3.1)

3.3 The separating algebra and its symmetries

Now we will require that the algebra of the functions A(u) and B(u) defined by (3.1) have the
particular form (2.3). For this purpose it is necessary at first to define the Poisson brackets
among the components of the Lax matrix.

In this paper we will consider the case of the so-called quadratic Sklyanin bracket [19]

{L(u)®1,1® L(v)} = [ru(u, v), L(u) ® L(v)], (3.2)
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where

2
Z T3, kl u,v ng ®Xk:l (33)
k=

%7, 1

is a skew-symmetric classical r-matrix: 712(u,v) = —r?(v,u) (see [3, 7, 15, 19]).
The algebra (2.3) is satisfied by the above functions A(u) and B(u) under certain conditions
on the r-matrix. In more detail, the following proposition holds true.?

Proposition 3.1. The functions A(u) and B(u) defined by (3.1) satisfy the algebra (2.3) with
respect to the brackets (3.2) if the components of the r-matriz satisfy the following conditions

r21,21(u,v) = 0, ra1,11(u,v) = 0, r11,21(u,v) = 0. (3.4)
Proof. The proof of the proposition is achieved by direct calculation. |

Observe that the algebra (2.3) is very asymmetric in the functions A(u) and B(u). It is
asymmetric also in the considered case after imposing the conditions (3.4). We wish to investigate
the question when the quadratic Poisson algebra of the functions A(u) and B(u) not only
satisfies (2.3) but also has its right-hand side to be symmetric in functions A(u) and B(u).
Evidently, such symmetry will require more rigid conditions on the r-matrix.

The following proposition holds true.

Proposition 3.2.

(i) The functions A(u) and B(u) defined by (3.1) satisfy the algebra (2.3) with respect to the
brackets (3.2) in symmetric way with respect to A(u) and B(v) if the components of the
r-matriz satisfy the following conditions

21,21 (1, v) = 0, ro1,11(u, v) =0, 11,21 (u, v) = 0, (3.5a)
r12,12(1, v) = 0, r12,22(u,v) = 0, r22,12(u, v) = 0, (3.5b)
r22,.22(1,v) = r11,11(1, V). (3.5¢)

(13) Under the conditions (3.5) the algebra of separating functions reads as follows

{B(u), B(v)} = ro1,22(u,v)A(u) B(v) + 722,21 (0, v) B(u)A(v), (3.6a)
{A(u), B(v)} = (111,22 (0, v) — 1101 (u, v)) B(v) A(u) + rig,21(u, v) B(u)A(v), (3.6b)
{A(u), A(v)} = ri1,12(u, v)A(w) B(v) + 12,11 (u, v) B(u) A(v). (3.6¢)
Proof. The proposition is proven by direct calculation. |

Remark 3.3. There are at least two gl(2) ® gl(2) valued classical skew-symmetric r-matrices
satisfying the condition (3.5): standard rational and standard trigonometric r-matrices.

Using the symmetry of separating algebra, one can invert the procedure described in the
previous subsection and define the (quasi)canonical coordinates as follows

A(z;) =0,  p; = B(z). (3.7)

In the next section we will address, for the cases of rational and trigonometric r-matrices, the
question whether the canonical coordinates defined by (3.7) are separation coordinates.

3See [5, 6] for the generalization of this proposition onto the case of gl(n)-valued Lax matrices.
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4 Classical XXX spin model

4.1 Poisson brackets and Lax matrix

Let us now consider the simplest possible case of the standard rational r-matrix

2
> Xij ® X
ij=1

r(u,v) = (4.1)

u—v

and describe the corresponding Lax matrices L(u), satisfying the quadratic brackets (3.2).
As it is well-known, the Lax matrices of the spin-chain models satisfying the quadratic brack-
ets (3.2) can be written in the following product form

LI2eN) () = LD () - LN (), (4.2)

where N is arbitrary and the basic one-spin matrices L(® (u) are written as follows

2
1
(vk) — *) 5
LY (u) 1+U—Vki]§18ﬂ Xij.

Here v; # vj, when i # j, 4,5 = 1,..., N and the Poisson brackets among the coordinates S, (n)

1)
S are those of the direct sum gl(2)®V

(54055} = 0 (5,8 — dusiy?).

(2

Hereafter we will be interested in the Lax matrices of the following form
L(u) = LO2-N) (), (4.3)
2
where C' is an arbitrary constant matrix C' = ) ¢;;X;;. By the virtue of the fact that in the

ij=1
case of the r-matrix (4.1)

[r(u,v),C®C] =0,

the Lax matrix (4.3) satisfies the Poisson bracket (3.2) with a rational r-matrix (4.1).
The Lax matrix (4.3) is a Lax matrix of the XXX type gl(2) Heisenberg spin chain with
twisted periodic boundary conditions defined by the constant twist matrix C' [24].

4.2 Integrals and Casimir functions

Let us now consider the integrable system on gl(2)®" defined with the help of the Lax mat-
rix (4.3). Its mutually Poisson-commuting integrals of motion are constructed from the charac-
teristic polynomial of the Lax matrix L(u)

I(w,u) = det(L(u) — wld) = w? — wtr L(u) + det L(u).

The function det L(u) = det C det L(1%++N) (4) is a generating function of the Casimir functions
of the quadratic brackets (3.2). The corresponding Casimir functions it contains consist of
different combinations of the linear and quadratic Casimir functions of gl(2)®V

=S sl o= sl st
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The generating function of integrals of motion is
I(u) = tr L(u).
More explicitly, we have that

1 N
Iu)= ———— ((—I)N(Cn + sz)uN + Z[kuN_k) ,
k=1

N
[T —u)

where the Hamiltonians I are non-homogeneous polynomials of the degree up to k in the
dynamical variables. In particular, we have that

2

Z%Zs +szc“ ,

1,j=1

2 N 2 N 2
IQ = Z Cij Z ZSlk S]E:l] + Z Cij Z (Z vy — l/k) SZ(Jk) + Z l/leZCu‘.

ij=1  lm=Ll,l<m k=1 ij=1 k=1, k<l i=1

The integral Io may be viewed as a quadratic Hamiltonian of the classical spin chain of NV
spins. It evidently does not have the Heisenberg-type form. The Heisenberg-type Hamiltonians
are obtained from I(u) (in the quantum case it works in the representation of gl(2)®" algebra
by Pauli matrices) using formulae of the following type [24]

. (d” lnI(u))

du™

u=0

We will not consider or use the Hamiltonians H, here: they do not enter directly into the
spectral curve nor into the equation of separation, and therefore are not useful for our purposes.

Remark 4.1. We have preserved seemingly non-important constant terms in the integrals of
motion because they make non-trivial contributions to the equations of separation.

4.3 Non-standard variable separation: general degenerated case

4.3.1 Separated variables and equation of separation

The rational r-matrix (4.1) evidently satisfies the conditions (3.5). Hence, using our inverted
definition (3.7) one can define the (quasi)canonical coordinates as follows

A(xi) =0,  pi = B(w),
where the functions A(u) and B(u) are standardly defined using the Lax matrix L(u)
A(u) = Lll(u), B(u) = Lgl(u).
For the Lax operator defined by the formulae (4.2), (4.3) we obtain
N
A(u) = - ((—1)N611UN + ZAkuN_k> ,
k=1

N

B(u) = # ((—1)N021UN + ZBkuNk> ,

k=1
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where Ay, B}, are the functions of the dynamical variables SZ-(JI.) and the constants ¢;;. From their
explicit form it follows that in the case ¢11 # 0 one can take A(u) for the role of separating
polynomial: it produces N separated coordinates x;.

The following theorem holds true.

Theorem 4.2. Let us assume that the matriz C is such that c11 # 0.* Let the coordinates T;, Di,
i=1,...,N be defined by (3.7), where A(u) = L11(u), B(u) = L21(u) and the Lax matriz L(u)
be defined by the formulae (4.2), (4.3). Then the coordinates x;, p; are the separated coordinates
for the integrable system with the algebra of integrals of motion generated by I(u) = tr L(u) if
and only if

det C = C11C22 — C12C21 = 0.
The equations of separation have in this case the following form
ciop; = ciil(x;), i=1,...,N. (4.4)

Remark 4.3. One may wonder if the exchange of roles between A(u) and B(u) is not trivially
equivalent to swapping the Lax matrix elements Lii(u) and Loj(u) by a mere change of Lax
representation. However, this is not so: indeed, one might take as a new Lax matrix the product
L% = CyL(u), where Cy = (X12 + X21).% In this case we have

B (u) = LS (u) = Lii(u) = A(u),  A%(u) = L (u) = Lai(u) = B(u).

But in this way the integrals of motion are also changed — instead of the generating function
I(u) = tr L(u) = Ly1(u) + Laa(u)

one obtains a new generating function
190 (1) = tr L (u) = Lia(u) + Lo1(u).

After the change, the Sklyanin recipe yields separation variables for another integrable system
with a different algebra of first integrals, and the equations of separation coincide with the
spectral curve of the Lax matrix L (u): no progress is obtained for the original Lax equation.
We stress that this is totally different from the method that we are introducing here, where the
inversion between A(u) and B(u) produces a different set of separated variables for the same
integrable system.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. First of all let us observe, that by the virtue of the relation (3.6) and
the explicit form of the r-matrix we obtain

{B(u). Bw)} =0,
{A(u), Blo)} = ZLAR) = BL)AL)

{A(u), A(v)} = 0.

9

From this and the Proposition 2.1 (with the reversed role of the function A(u) and B(u)) it
immediately follows that the coordinates x;, p; defined as above are (quasi)canonical

{zs,2;} =0, {pi,pj} =0, {zi,pi} = pi, Vi=1,...,N.

“In the case c11 = 0, ca2 # 0 one should redefine the separating functions: A(u) = Loz (u), B(u) = Li2(u).
5In the quantum case a similar trick was used in the paper [17].
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Now it is left to show that they satisfy the equations of separation. We will prove them for
any Lax matrix of the form

where i(u) is any Lax matrix satisfying quadratic brackets (3.2) and C' is a degenerated constant
matrix satisfying (1.9). Taking into account the explicit form of the functions B(u) and A(u) in
terms of the components of the Lax matrix L(u) and the matrix C' we obtain

B(u) = Loj(u)cr1 + Laa(u)car, A(u) = Lyy(u)err + Lia(u)ear,
I(u) = I:n(u)cn + fqz(u)cm + £21(U)C12 + izg(u)cm.

From this it immediately follows that the following identity holds true

Cc C11C22 — C12C21 =
I(u) = iB(u) +A(u) + %ng(u). (4.5)

Using this we obtain that in the case when cjjc9 — c12c91 = 0 the (quasi)canonical coordi-
nates x;, p; satisfy the following equations of separation
C12

11

¢

This proves the sufficiency of the conditions ci1c22 — ¢12¢01 = 0 for separability with our “in-
versed” separating functions A(u) and B(u).

The necessity follows from the results of [13] that provide necessary and sufficient differential
(with respect to the time flows) conditions for the coefficients of the separating polynomial
(A(u) in our case) to generate separated coordinates. Making use of these conditions and
calculating them explicitly for our system we obtain that they are satisfied if and only if ¢11c90 —
c1a¢91 = 0. |

Remark 4.4. Observe that in the case ca;1 # 0 one can use more standard scheme taking
the function B(u) to be separating polynomial. In the case co; = 0 the choice of B(u) to be
separating polynomial is a bad choice, due to the fact that B(u) in this case has less roots than
necessary. If we also have that coo = 0, ¢11 # 0, then by the virtue of the Theorem above the
good choice of the separating polynomial is the function A(u).

Remark 4.5. Observe that the equation of separation I(z;) = %pi can be also obtained from
the spectral curve of the Lax matrix L(u). Indeed, putting det(C) = 0 we obtain that the
spectral curve degenerates to the form

w(w — I(u)) = 0.

If we now put

o o C12
U = T, w = 76 Di
11

we obtain the equation (4.4).

Remark 4.6. Observe also that if we had chosen the coordinates as follows: p; = A(x;),
B(x;) = 0 under the condition det(C) = 0 the equation of separation would have been I(z;) = p;,
not ciop; = c111(x;) which makes a difference, especially in the case c12 = 0.
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4.3.2 The Abel equations

The important step in the theory of classical variable separation is re-writing of the equations of
motion in the Abel form. This permits one to integrate the equations of motion for x; resolving
the so-called Abel-Jacobi inversion problem.

The following proposition holds true.

Proposition 4.7. The equations of motion for the coordinates of separation x; described in the
previous subsection are written in the Abel-type form as follows

AN dei _ L
> ~ =%  Jk=1...N, (4.6)
: _ k
=1 (=1)N(c11 + co0)al + kzl LNk

where iflz ={Ilx,z;}, k=1,...,N, etc.

Idea of the proof. The Abel equations (4.6) are the consequences of the general Abel-type
equations (2.1) and are calculated using the explicit form of the equations of separation in the
considered case. |

Remark 4.8. Let us remark that the equations (4.6) are easily integrated and the corresponding
Abel-Jacobi problem is resolved in terms of the elementary functions.

4.4 Non-standard variable separation: special degenerated case
4.4.1 Separated variables and equation of separation

Let us now consider special degenerated case c12 = 0, coo = 0. Although this case is a partial
case of the above construction, but it is so special that deserves a separate consideration.
The following corollary of the Theorem 4.2 holds true.

Corollary 4.9. Let us assume that the matriz C' is such that c11 # 0, c12 = co9 = 0. Let the
coordinates x;, p;, i = 1,..., N be defined by (3.7), where A(u) = L11(u), B(u) = Loi(u) and

the Laz matriz L(u) be defined by the formulae (4.2), (4.3). Then the equations of separation
have the following form

A(x;) = I(x;) =0, i=1,...,N.
Proof. At first we observe that in the case c19 = c2 = 0 we have that det(C') = 0. As it follows
from the equations (4.4) in the case c12 = 0 the equation of separation are written simply as
follows

I(z;)=0, i=1,...,N.

But, taking into account that ca2 = 0 we will obtain from (4.5)

The corollary is proven. [ |

Remark 4.10. Observe that in the considered special degenerated case the coordinates x; are
the action variables and are expressed via the integrals of motion.
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4.4.2 The Abel equations

Let us now consider the Abel-type equations. In this case, due to the fact that the coordinates x;
are expressed via the integrals, the Abel-type equations should be written for momenta.
The following proposition holds true.

Proposition 4.11. The equations of motion for the momenta of separation p; described in the
previous subsection are written in the Abel-type form as follows

N n—j

I — fdflz(si, jk=1,...,N, (4.7)
- 11, PiAlg

i=1 lzl( I f\/ -1, P

where gT,: = {Iy,z;}, k=1,...,N and x; are expressed in terms of the integrals of motion as
solutions of the equations of separation I(x;) =0,i=1,...,N.

Idea of the proof. The Abel equations (4.7) are the consequences of the general Abel-type
equations (2.2) and are calculated using the explicit form of the equations of separation in the
considered case. |

Introducing the angle variables ¢; by
pi:exp¢i) Z:177N
we obtain that the equations (4.7) are easily integrated as follows

N—j

N
P — (6i— %) = (t;—19),  j=1,...N.
=1 Z:( )NZ_IIZ

The last equations have the following explicit solution

N—j

Ly
=¢) + Z t — to) where M(I)ij = +— ,
> (N =D

=1

and we remind that x; are functions of the integrals of motion.
To summarize: the case c1o = coo = 0 admits immediate explicit construction of the action-
angle variables in the corresponding XXX spin chain.

4.5 N = 2 example
4.5.1 The model

Let us consider the simplest non-trivial example of N = 2. We will have
LI () = L0 (0)L@2) (u),

and the basic one-spin matrices L(?) (u) are written as follows

2
1
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14
Hereafter for the purpose of convenience we will locate the poles as follows: v = 1, 19 = —1,
and set Si(jl) = Sij, S,g) = T}y;. The Poisson brackets are those of gl(2) & gl(2)
{Sij, Sk} = (0k; S — 611 Skj), (4.8a)
{Tij, T} = (65T — 0aThy), (4.8b)
{T3j, S} = 0. (4.8¢)
As previously we will be interested in the Lax matrices of the following form:
L(u) = L2 () C,
2
where the matrix C' is an arbitrary constant degenerated matrix C' = ) ¢;;X;j, det(C) = 0.
ij=1

The generating function of integrals of motion is
I(u) = tr L(u).
More explicitly, we will have that

1
I(u) = 2) ((011 + coo)u? +IIU/+IQ>,

(1—u

where the Hamiltonians [; are non-homogeneous polynomials in the dynamical variables

2
I =— Z ¢ij(Si; + Tij),
ij—=1
2 2 2 2
I, = Z Cij ZTikSkj - Z cij(Sij — Tij) — ch
ij=1 k=1 ij—=1 i—1

4.5.2 Separated variables

Let, as previously, the functions A(u) and B(u) are defined as follows
A(u) = LH(U), B(’U,) = Lgl(u).

For the considered N = 2 case of the Lax matrix we obtain

1
A(u) = m(cllu2 — ((S11+Thi)en + (Tor + S21)e21)u
+ (Ty1 — S+ SuTi1 + Sa1Ti2 — 1)ein + (Tor — So1 + S21Tos + T21511)ca1),
1
B(u) = =) (021U2 — (e11(Tha + S12) — c21(Ta2 + S22))u

+ (812711 + Ti2S22 + Tha — Sia+)c11 + (S12To1 — 14 S22 + Tog — Sa2)ca1).
We will again define the (quasi)canonical coordinates as follows

Azi) =0,  pi=B(z),
that is x1, xo are the solutions of the following quadratic equation

c11z? — ((S11 + Tin)enn + (Tor + Sa1)ear)z
+ (T1 = St + SuTii + SaTiz — e + (Tor — Sa1 + S21To2 + T21511)ca1 = 0
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and

1
pi = ) (co12? — (c11(Thz + S12) — co1(Tho + S22))xi

(1—
+ (S12T11 + T12522 4+ T — Sia+)ci1 + (S12To1 — 14 S29To + Too — Saz)ca1).

By virtue of our general theory the coordinates x;, p; are quasi-canonical
{xlyxj} = 07 {plapj} = Oa {‘/Elapl} = Pi, VZ,] = 17 27 (49)
and satisfy the following equation of separation

c12 1 ‘
CTlpi = m((cn + ep)a? + Lix; + L), =12

i
In the case c12 = 0, o2 = 0 these equations of separation degenerate to the form
(@i + L+ L) =0, i=1,2, (4.10)

i.e., the coordinates of separation x; became the action coordinates in this case.

4.5.3 The reconstruction formulae

In order to completely resolve the problem in the case N = 2 it is necessary to be able to
reconstruct the original dynamical variables from the separated variables and Casimir functions,
i.e., it is necessary to solve the following system of eight linear-quadratic equations

c1@f 4+ ((=S11 — Thn)enn — (Sa1 + Tor)ear)zi + (=1 — Si1 + Tia + SuTun + SaTi2)en
+ (To1 + S21To2 4 11511 — S21)c21 = 0, i=1,2,
(27 — 1)p; = (ca127 + ((=Th2 — S12)c11 + (—Tha — Saz)ca1);
+ (=S12 + T12522 + S12T11 + T12)cnn
+ (Tog — Saz + S22Tog + S12To1 — 1)car), i=1,2,
C1 = 511522 — 512591, Co = Ti1Tos — TioTo, c1 = S11 + Sa2, co =T +To
on the eight variables S;;, T;;, ¢, = 1,2.

Hereafter for the purpose of simplicity we will put co; =0, co9 = 0 and ¢ = co = 0.
The following theorem holds true.

Theorem 4.12.

(t) The mechanical coordinates S;j, Ti; are parametrized by the separated coordinates x;, p;
and the values of the Casimir functions C, Co as follows

St = (((z1 + 1)(z1 — 1)%p1 — (1 + 22)(—1 + 22)?p2)C1
+ (=14 z)* (w1 + 1) (21 — 1)%p1 — (1 + 32)(—1 + 22)* (21 — 1)°p2)
X (((x1 = 1)(z1 + 1)p1 — (=14 x2) (1 + z2)p2) Ch
(14 29)2 (@1 — (@1 + Dp1 — (=1 +22) (1 +z2) (w1 — 1)%p2) ", (4.11a)
S12 = c11 ((ml — 372)012 + (1 — 1:2)(33% —2x1 + x% +2—2x9)C
+ (g — 1)* (21 — 1) (21 — 22)) (21 = D (@1 4+ Dp1 — (w2 — 1)(1 + 22)p2)Cs
+ (22 — 1)2(z1 — D) (21 + Dpy — (w2 — 1)(1 + 22) (21 — 1)%pa) 7, (4.11D)
(511522 — C1)

= —S =
Sao 11, So1 50 ;

(4.11c)
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T11 = (((xl )($1 + 1)(1 + .Tg)pl (xg — 1)(1 + $2)(x1 + 1)])2)01

+ (14 2) (w2 — 1) (21 — V(1 + Dp1 — (w2 — D)(1 + z2) (21 + 1) (21 — 1)%p2)

x (((w1 = 1) (a1 + p1 — (361 = 1)1 +22)p2)C1

+ (22 — 1)% (21 — (@1 + V)p1 — (w2 — 1)(1 + 2)(z1 — 1)%p2) (4.11d)
Ty p{jﬁz( — 1)1+ z2) (21 — 1) (@1 + V(@1 — 22) (21 — 1) (21 + D)py

— (29 — 1)(1 4 22)p2)C1 + (z0 — 1)?(z1 — 1)(z1 + D)py

— (22 = D)1+ a2)(z1 — 1)%p2)) ', (4.11¢)
Toy = =Thu, Ty = M (4.11f)

Tho

(¢7) If the Poisson relations among p; and q; are quasi-canonical (4.9) then the variables S;;, Tj;
given by (4.11) satisfy the Poisson brackets (4.8).

Idea of the proof. Item (i) of the theorem is proven by direct calculations. The item (ii)
follows from our general theory and can be also checked by direct calculations. |

Remark 4.13. Using the formulae (4.11) one can obtain the expression for the integrals I
and I» in terms of the separated variables

_cp(zr — 1)(w1 + 1)py
c11(ry — x2)
—cipxa(x1 — 1)(z1 + 1)py
c11(r1 — x2)

_ ci2(za — 1)(1 + z2)p2

ci1(z1 — x2)

6121‘1(.%'2 — 1)(1 + 1‘2)])2
cr1(z1 — x2)

— (ZEl + 1‘2)611, (4.12&)

I, = + T1x2C11.- (412b)

4.5.4 Abel-type equations: general degenerated case

Using either our general theory or the explicit form of the Hamiltonians in terms of the separated
variables (4.12) one easily derives the Abel-type equations. In case c19 # 0 the Abel equations
are written for the separated coordinates x; as follows

T dl’l xI9 dxg .
(c11 + c22)x? + Ly + I dty (c11 +022)33%+I1332+12d7t1 ’
T d$1 xI9 dxg .
(c11 + co2)x? + Lizy + Iy dty * (c11 + c22)x3 + Lizo + Iy dty
1 dz; 1 dzo _
(c11 + c22)x? + L1y + I dty (c11 +022)33%+I1332+12d7t1 ’
1 d$1 1 dxg

(c11 + co2)x? + Lizy + Iy dty

(c11 + c22)x3 + Lizo + Iy dty

They are easily resolved in terms of elementary functions.

4.5.5 Abel-type equations: special degenerated case

In case c12 = 0, coo = 0, ¢11 # 0 the Abel equations written for the separated coordinates x;
are trivial due to the fact that z; in this case are expressed via the integrals of motion. The
non-trivial Abel-type equations are written for the conjugated momenta p;

_m A
(x2 — x1)p2 dtq ’

n d;m 22
(x1 — x2)p1 dtq
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1 dpy 1 dpa
- + - =
(x1 —x2)p1 dt1  (z2 — 21)p2 dty
v dp w2 dpp
(.Tl — l’g)pl dtg (:L'Q — l’l)pz dtQ
1 dpy 1 dp2

—_— —— =11
(x1 —x2)p1 At (x2 — 1)p2 dio ’

where we have used the following relations among z; and I;
I = —ci1(z1 + 22), Iy = crirzs.
Introducing the angle variables p; = exp ¢;, ¢ = 1,2 we obtain that
o1 =) +cn((t — 1)) —z2(t2 — 19)), ¢2 =9 +cin((th —17) — a1 (ta — 19)),

where x;, i = 1,2 are the constants of motion calculated from the equations (4.10).

5 Classical XXZ spin model

5.1 The r-matrix, the basic Lax matrix and quadratic brackets
Let us consider the following r-matrix

1w + uo
2U1—'LL2

+ =2

T12(

U, u) = (X11 ® X11 + Xo2 ® Xo2)

ug
X12 ® Xo1 +
Uy — u2 Uy — u2

Xo1 ® X12. (5.1)

It is the so-called standard trigonometric r-matrix [3] in the special gauge [9]. We are interested
in obtaining of the Lax matrices satisfying the algebra (3.2) for this r-matrix.
The following proposition holds true [6].

Proposition 5.1. Let v # 0, v # oo. Then the Laz matriz L") (u) defined by the formula

1
2

2
L(V) (u) = Z So0iXiu +

v+u 2
‘ — Z Sii Xii +
i=1 i=1

u 14
S21 X712 + S12Xo1, (5.2)
u u

vV — vV —

where the Poisson brackets among the coordinate functions So;, Si, Si; are the following

{S0i, Soj} =0, {80, S5} =0, {8, 855} =0, i, =1,2, (5.3a)
1
{S0:, Sij} = ZSiiSij, {Sii,Sij} = S0iSij, i,j=1,2, (5.3b)
1
{S0:, Sji} = _ESiiSjia {Sii, Sji} = —S0iSji, i,j =12, (5.3¢)
{Sij,Sji} = S0;Sii — S0iSj;, i,j=1,2 (5.3d)

satisfies Poisson brackets (3.2).

Let us describe the central elements (Casimir functions) of the quadratic Poisson algebra (5.3).
As it is well-known (see, e.g., [16] for the detailed proof), the Casimir functions of any quadratic
Poisson algebra are obtained by expanding in powers of u of the following generating function

C(u) = det(L(w)).
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More explicitly, we will have the following expansion, yielding three Casimir functions C}

2
1 k
Clu) = A —u)? > ukCyy,
k=0
where
2 2
Co = H(2S0i — Sii), C1 = 2(S11522 — 2512521 — 4501502), Cy = H(QSOi + Si).
i1 i1

Besides, there also exist two additional quadratic Casimir functions

c; =452 — 52 i=1,2.

%)

The functions ¢, co, Cq, Cy are functionally independent. That is why the dimension of the
generic symplectic leaf of the brackets (5.3) is two.

Remark 5.2. Observe, that there exists also the following quadratic Casimir function
Ch = 4(So1 — So2)? — (S11 + Sa22)*.

On its zero level surface one can put
So1 = So2, S11 = —S2

and arrive exactly to the trigonometric degeneration of the famous elliptic Sklyanin algebra on
the space sl(2) extended with the help of one-dimensional center Sy = Sp1 = Spe.

5.2 The Lax matrix and integrals of the classical XXZ model

Following the general theory of the quadratic r-matrix brackets it is possible to consider the
product of Lax matrices

LM () = L0 () - L) (w), (54)

where the elementary Lax matrices L"*(u) are given by the formula (5.2)

2
L () = 37 550 Xii +
=1

lvg+u VL

(k) 5
2 Vi — U 512 21

2
Z S X + . S5 X1 +

Ve — U Ve — U
i=1
The Poisson brackets among the functions Sél;), SZ-(;?) exactly repeat the Poisson brackets (5.3).
The Poisson brackets among the functions S(()T), Si(;") and S(()Z), S,(j) are trivial
(s sy =0, {sg”.si't =0, {5750} =0,
Vi, g, k,l=1,2, m,n=1,..., N, m #n.

The independent Casimir functions are the functions

o™ = 2(sf s — 25575 — 4567 5637),
2
oy =TI (285" +50),  m=1,...,N.

i=1
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Besides there exist also the following quadratic Casimir functions

A a2 i=12 m=1N 9

7

The dimension of the generic symplectic leaf is 2N. So we have to have N independent integrals
for the complete integrability of the Hamiltonian system on the generic symplectic leaf. We will
obtain them from the following Lax matrix

L(u) = LN ()0, (5.6)
where C' is a constant matrix, in a standard way

I(u) = tr(L(u)).
The matrix C is not arbitrary. It should satisfy the following condition

[r(u,v),C®C] =0. (5.7)

The following proposition is proven by the direct calculation.

2
Proposition 5.3. The matriz C = ) ¢;;X;j satisfy the condition (5.7) for the case of the
ij=1
trigonometric r-matriz (5.1) if C is diagonal, i.e., c12 = c21 = 0.

The generating function of the integrals of motion is written in the case of the diagonal
matrices C' as follows

N
Z uNEL

(u — v;) k=0

I(u) =

.:12

=1

where

N N
o= en T (255 - 59) + e [T (25 - 5).

k=1 k=1
N N
Il = (—1)N611 Z (2S0 - H Vi 250 (k))
=1 k=1,ksl
a (m) o)) - () (k)
= > amSYsy I w28y + SiY)
l;m=1,l<m k=1,k#l,m
al (1 al k
Nego Z (255 - 8 ) 11 = (2565 + S55)
=1 k=1 k#l
al l il k k
- Z 4VZS§T)S§2) H Vk(zs((n) +S§2)) ,
I,m=1,l<m k=1,k#l,m

N N N
A(n@(mneﬁuﬂm+mn@%u$%)
=1

k=1 k=1



20 G. Magnano and T. Skrypnyk

etc. It is possible to show that the functions I, ..., Ix are functionally independent on the
generic symplectic leaf, while the function Iy is dependent on the Casimir functions and other
integrals. In particular, in the relevant case cos = 0 we will have

(=D¥et, HVlCz

Iy = .
0 IN , (5.8)

(1)

where ¢, are the above-defined Casimir functions (5.5).

5.3 Non-standard variable separation
5.3.1 Separated variables and equation of separation

The trigonometric r-matrix (5.1) evidently satisfies the conditions (3.5). Hence, using our in-
verted definition (3.7) one can define the (quasi)canonical coordinates as follows

A(zi) =0,  pi = B(zi),
where the functions A(u) and B(u) are standardly defined using the Lax matrix L(u)
A(u) == Ln(u), B(u) == Lgl(u).

For the Lax operator defined by the formulae (5.4), (5.6) we also obtain

A(u) = (Z AN~ k) , B(u) = <Z BN~ k)
I (u— )
i=1 i=1
where Ay, By, are the functions of the dynamical variables S, (lj), SZ-(JI-) and the constants c;;.
In particular, we have that

N N
Ao=cn [ (258 - 5),  Ax=(-D)¥en (H w) IT (258 + st).
=1 k=1

k=1

It is important that on a generic symplectic leaf one has Ag # 0, Ay # 0, i.e., the separating
polynomial A(u) has degree N and provide the needed number of the coordinates of separation.
The following theorem holds true.

Theorem 5.4. Let C = diag(ci1, ca2) and c11 # 0.5 Let the coordinates x;, p;, i =1,...,N be
defined by (3.7), where A(u) = L11(u), B(u) = Loi(u) and the Lax matriz L(u) be defined by
the formulae (5.4), (5.6). Then the coordinates x;, p; are separated coordinates for the integrable
system with the algebra of integrals of motion generated by I(u) = tr L(u) if and only if caa = 0.
The equations of separation in this case have the following form

I(xi):A(xi):& i:1,...,N,

i.e., the coordinates x; coincide with action variables for the system.

5In the case c11 = 0, c22 # 0 one redefines the separating function putting A(u) = La2(u), B(u) = Li2(u).
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Sketch of the proof. Proof of the theorem is similar to the proof of the corresponding theorem
in the case of the rational r-matrix. The only difference is the algebra of separating functions
that reads in this case as follows

{B(u), B(v)} = 0,
{A(w), B)} = 2T Aw)B() +

2u—wv uU—v

{A(u),A(v)} = 0.

v

A(v)B(u),

By the virtue of this algebra we obtain in the trigonometric case the quasi-canonical Poisson
brackets of the following form

{xux]} = 07 {plapj} = 07 {xupz} = ZTiDi, VZ,] = 172

The other specific feature of the trigonometric case is that we are always in the special degen-
eration settings, i.e., c12 = c21 = 0 and the equation of separation is

I(z;)=0, i=1,...,N.

It holds true if and only if det(C) = c11c22 = 0, i.e., co2 = 0 for non-trivial ¢17. In this case
I(u) = A(u). This proves the theorem. |
5.3.2 The Abel equations

Let us now consider the Abel-type equations. In this case, due to the fact that the coordinates
x; are expressed via the integrals, the Abel-type equations should be written for momenta.
Similar to the case of the rational r-matrix, the following proposition holds true.

Proposition 5.5. The equations of motion for the momenta of separation p; described in the
previous subsection are written in the Abel-type form as follows

N
1
(-1)Ne3, T wiel

N xN =1
N /
; = N—-I-1 RS N—-i-1 wipidty '
=1 ST (N =) I > (N =)z, I
=1 =1
j,k=1,...,N, where gf; ={Ip,x;}, k=1,...,N and z; are expressed in terms of the integrals
of motion as solutions of the equations of separation I(x;) =0,i=1,...,N.

Proof. The Abel equations (4.7) are the consequences of the general Abel-type equations (2.2)
and are calculated using the explicit form of the equations of separation in the considered
case. |

Remark 5.6. The different form of the Abel equations (5.9) with respect to those in the rational
case is explained by the different form of the quasi-canonical Poisson brackets and the fact that
the integral I in the pencil I(u) is expressed via Iy as in (5.8).

As in the rational case, introducing the angle variables

pi:exp¢i7 2217)N
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we obtain that the equations (5.9) are easily integrated as follows

N
(1N, T] me

N , N =1
JJZJ‘V_J ! I (1 — ¢7) (4. 40
Z N-1 —UINTN 4 Iy = (t] - t]), (510)
S V=N >N - e, :
I=1 =1
j=1,...,N. The explicit solution of (5.10) is constructed in the same manner as in the rational

case.

5.4 N = 2 example
5.4.1 The model

Let us consider the simplest non-trivial example of N = 2. We will have
LD () = L0 () L) (),

and the basic one-spin matrices L(*#)(u) are written as follows

2 2
k) lvg +u k)
LU (u) = Z S Xii + 20— u - S X
i=1 i=1
U v

+ Sg;)Xlg + 7k5§§)X21, k= 1, 2.

Ve — U Ve —Uu

Hereafter for the purpose of convenience we will put v =1, 15 = —1,

SV =gy, SV=8y,  SP =1y s =mn,

The Poisson brackets are those of the direct sum of two quadratic algebras (5.3)

{S0i, S0} =0,  {S0i,Sj;} =0,  {Si,Sj;} =0, i,j=12, (5.11a)
1
{Soir Si} = 78Sy, {8 Sy} =SSy, i.j =12, (5.11b)
1
{S0i, Sji}t = — i {Sii, Sji} = —S0iS;i, i,j=1,2, (5.11c)
{Sij, Sjiy = SojSii — S0iSjj, 4 =12 (5.11d)
{Toi, To;} = 0, {Toi, Tj;} = 0, {T;;,Tj;} =0,  i,j=1,2, (5.11e)
1
{Toi, T} = ZTiiTz’j, {Ti, T} = ToiTij, 1,J =12, (5.11f)
1 .
{Toi, Tji} = _ZTiiTji; {Ti, Tji} = —ToiTji, i,j=1,2, (5.11g)
{T, Tji} = To; T — ToiTy;, 4,5 =1,2, (5.11h)
{Sij: T} = {S0i, Toj} = {S0is T} = {Toj, Sri} = 0. (5.111)

The Casimir functions of the quadratic Sklyanin-type parenthesis of the direct sum are

C%l) = 2(511522 — 2512521 — 4501502), Cf) = 2(T11T22 - 2T12T21 - 4T01T02),
5! = (2801 + S11) (2802 + S22),  CF) = (2Ton + Ti1) (2o + To)-
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Besides, there exist also the following quadratic Casimir functions
M =4(80)% = (Si)?, P =a(Tp)? - (Tw)?, i=1,2.
As previously we will be interested in the degenerated Lax matrices of the following form
L(u) = LY (u)C,
where the matrix C' = diag(cy1, c22). The generating function of integrals of motion is
I(u) = tr L(u).
More explicitly, we will have that

1
I(u) = u2 — 1([0U2 +Ilu+12),

where the Hamiltonians I are written as follows
In = (c11(2S01 — S11)(2T01 — T11) + €22(2S02 — S22)(2T02 — T22)),
I = (c11 (= (2801 — S11)(2Ttn + Ti1) + (2To1 — T11)(2S01 + S11) + 4T12551)
+ c22(— (2502 — S22)(2Tv2 + Ta2) + (2Toz — T22) (2502 + Sa22) — 4T21512)),
Iy = —(c11(2801 + S11)(2T01 + T'11) + €22(2S02 + S22)(2T02 + To2)).

On the four-dimensional level surface of the Casimir functions the integrals I; and Iy are func-
tionally independent.

5.4.2 Separated variables

Let, as previously, the functions A(u) and B(u) be defined as follows
A(u) = L11(u), B(u) = Lo (u).

For the considered N = 2-case of the Lax matrix we obtain
c
A(u) = u21—1 T ((2S01 — S11)(2To1 — T1a)u® + ((2To1 — T11) (2501 + S11)
— (2801 — S11)(2To1 + Th1) + 4T12521 ) u + (2501 + S11)(2T01 + Th1)),
((—=2To1 + T11)S12 + (2802 — S22)T12)u — (2701 + T11)S12 — (2502 + S22)T12
2(u? —1) '
We define the (quasi)canonical coordinates in our non-standard manner

A(.’Ez) = 0, pi = B(l‘l),

B(u) =

i.e., x1, xo are the solutions of the following quadratic equation

(2501 — S11)(2To1 — Ti1)z® + ((2To1 — Ti1)(2S01 + Sti1)
— (2501 — S11)(2To1 + T11) + 4T12591)x + (2501 + S11) (2T01 + T11) = 0,

and

= ((=2Tb1 + T11)S12 + (2502 — S22)Ti2)xi — (2T01 + T11)S12 — (2502 + S22) T2

Z 2(22 — 1) !
i=1,2.
By the virtue of our general theory the coordinates z;, p; are quasi-canonical

{wi, x5} =0, {pi,pj} =0, {zipi} = xipi, Vi, j=1,2. (5.12)
and (in the case co2 = 0) satisfy the following equations of separation

(Ioz? + Lix; + ) = 0, i=1,2, (5.13)

The coordinates of separation x; became the action coordinates in this case.
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5.4.3 The reconstruction formulae

In order to completely resolve the problem in the case N = 2 it is necessary to be able to
reconstruct the dynamical variables via the separated coordinates and Casimir functions, i.e., it
is necessary to resolve the following system of twelve linear-quadratic equations

(2501 — S11)(2To1 — Tu1)z; + ((2To1 — Ti1)(2S01 + St11)
— (2501 — S11)(2T01 + T11) + 4T12551) i + (2501 + S11) (2101 + T11) = 0, (5.14a)
_ ((=2To1 + T11)S12 + (2S02 — S22)T12)w; — (2T01 + T11)S12 — (2502 + S22)T12

T 2(22 — 1)

i=1,2, (5.14b)
Ch = 2(S1159 — 2519521 — 4501502), (5.14c)
C3 = (2501 + S11)(2502 + S22), (5.14d)
K1 = 2(Ty1Tas — 2T12To1 — ATo1 Too), (5.14c)
K3 = (2To1 + T11) (2702 + Ta2).- (5.14f)
c1 = 4(S01)* — (Sn)?, (5.14g)
ca = 4(S02)* — (S22)?, (5.14h)
kr = 4(Ton)* — (Tn)?, (5.14i)
k2 = 4(To2)” — (T22)%, (5.14j)

on the twelve variables So;, S;;, To; Tij, .7 = 1,2. Here C;, K;, ¢;, ki, © = 1,2 are some fixed
values of the Casimir functions.

For the purpose of simplicity we will hereafter consider the restriction of our quadratic Poisson
algebra to the trigonometric Sklyanin algebra case, i.e., we will put

So1 = Soz2, Sag = =511, To2 = Ton, Too = —T11.

After such the reduction one can neglect the last four equations in the system (5.14) due to the
fact that the Casimirs ¢;, k; become dependent on the Casimirs C;, K.
The following theorem holds true.

Theorem 5.7.

(2) The mechanical coordinates So;, Toi, Sij, Tij are parametrized by the separated coordinates
xi, p; and the values of the Casimir functions C;, K;, i = 1,2 as follows

C:
Sop = _4(&;2)%((:31 — 1)(z1 + 1)*(4C122 + C3 + C323)p1
— (.TQ — 1)(:U2 + 1) (CQ.TI + CQ + 401.%1)])2) (5.15&)
C:
Sy = _2(1)11292)%(@1 + 1) (21 — 1)*(4C122 + C3F + C323)p1
— ($2 + 1)(1‘2 - 1) (02$1 + CQ + 401%1)])2) (5.15b)
K
So1 = — ! 2611 ( €Tl — 1‘2)(401112 + 02 + CQZL‘Q)
8(%11’2) (DlDQ)
(022:1 +C2 + 4Chz1), (5.15¢)
9 1
S12 = — i(a122)’ ((zf = 1)*(4C122 + C5 + C3a3)pi

1
(x1 — x2)c11 K2(D1Dg)2
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—2(23 — 1) (2§ — 1) (C3a122 + 2C121 + 2C122 + C3 ) pap
2

+ (23 — 1)7(C3a% + CF + 4C1an)p3), (5.15d)
-1
To1 = (x2 )l(xl ) I ((1‘1 + )(L‘l (401332 + CQ + 021'2)
4(z122)2 (D1D2)
— (w9 + 1)xo ( 222 +C2 + 4Cyx1)p2), (5.15€)
j 1 + 1K
T = i + )Sx2 ) 12 (:Cl(:rl — 1)(401%2 + CQ + C2x2)
2(@‘11}2)2(D1D2)
— wg(.%'g — 1) (02.2171 + CQ + 401.%1)]?2) (5.15f)
11
Ty = — 5 3 T
8(3}1 — xg)(xl — 1) ($2 — 1)p2p102.7513}2(D1D2)2
X (l’% ({L‘% — 1)2(4011‘2 +C2 + C'ng) (—K%x% +4Kjx9 — K%)p%
— 2x129 ($2 —1) (1‘1 —1)(4C1z2 + C3 + C’%az%) (02901 +C3 + 4C1z1)
x (—x1K3xg + 221Ky + 2K 20 — K3 )pap1
+ x%(m% - 1) (C’le +C2 + 4C'1x1) (ngx% + 41 Ky — K%)pg), (5.15g)
2 — -1 -1
Ty = (z1 — @2) (=7 )(1‘21 )p2p1027 (5.15h)
c11(D1Dg)2
So1 = Soz, Sog = —511, Toz = Tor, Toy = =T, (5.151)
where
Dy = (2% — 1) (4C1z2 + OF + Cfa3)p1 — (23 — 1) (CFaf + CF +4C1a1)pa,

D2 = (1‘1 — 1) (401.’E2 + 02 + 02562)])1 2( )(CQIEI + 02 + 401331)
(1) If the Poisson relations among p; and x; have quasi-canonical form (5.12) then the vari-
ables Soi, Toi, Sij, Tij given by (5.15) satisfy the Poisson brackets (5.11).
Idea of the proof. Item (i) of the theorem is proven by the direct calculations. The item (ii)
follows from our general theory and can be also checked by the direct verifications. |
5.4.4 The Abel-type equations

In the case cos = 0, ¢11 # 0 the Abel equations written for the separated coordinates z; are trivial
due to the fact that x; in this case are expressed via the integrals of motion. The non-trivial
Abel-type equations are written for the conjugated momenta p;

1 1 dp; n 1 1dpy
2x11y + I p1 dty 2xoly + 11 po dty -
2 2
C71C1C2 Ci1€1C2
1 4 2+11 1 2
TTE 1 dp o ;1 dpy
2x1lyg+ 11 xipy dty 2xoly + 11 wopo dty
1 1.dpy 1 1Ldpy
2011y + 11 p1 dtg 2xoly + 11 po dito -
2 2
C71C1C2 Ci1C1C2
1 2+11 1 211
+ 1 122 1 dp1 + 2 I22 1 dp2

— 4+ e
2011y + 11 1p1 dio 2woly + 11 wopo dia
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Introducing the angle variables p; = exp ¢;,7 = 1,2 we obtain that

ic11 KoCh (21 — o 1. 1
o1 = f — LenfaCalo 2)(t1—t?)+2@c11K202(:c1x2)2(t2—t8),
2(x129)2
1c11 K20 (29 — 1. 1
3o = ¢ — ufeGolen. 1)(151—’5(1))+21011K202(1’1$2)2(t2—t8),
2(3}1.%2)2

where x;, i = 1,2 are the constants of motion calculated from the equations (5.13) and we
have taken into account that there exists the following relations among the integrals Iy, I, Io,
Casimir functions C9, K9 and the action coordinates x1, T2

6

) KyC ic11 K5 C:
I icii(z1 + 1622 2 )= _ZCH721{ I = —ic11 KoCo(z129) 2.
(z122)2 (z122)2

Conclusion and discussion

In the present paper we have constructed non-standard separated variables for the classical
integrable XXX and XXZ spin chains with the degenerated twist matrix reversing the role of
the functions A(u) and B(u) in the corresponding separating algebra. We have also obtained
the Abel-type equations for the corresponding coordinates/momenta of separation. We have
shown that for special cases of the degenerated twist matrices our separated variables can be
identified with the action-angle coordinates from the Liouville theorem.

It would be interesting and physically important to find quantum and higher rank analogues
of the proposed separated variables. These problems are open.

References

Adams M.R., Harnad J., Hurtubise J., Darboux coordinates and Liouville-Arnol’d integration in loop
algebras, Comm. Math. Phys. 155 (1993), 385-413, arXiv:hep-th/9210089.

Al'ber S.I., Investigation of equations of Korteweg—de Vries type by the method of recurrence relations,
J. London Math. Soc. 19 (1979), 467-480.

Belavin A.A., Drinfel’d V.G., Solutions of the classical Yang—Baxter equation for simple Lie algebras, Funct.
Anal. Appl. 16 (1982), 159-180.

Diener P., Dubrovin B., Algebraic-geometrical Darboux coordinates in R-matrix formalism, Preprint SISSA-
88-94-FM, 1994.

Dubrovin B., Skrypnyk T., Separation of variables for linear Lax algebras and classical r-matrices, J. Math.
Phys. 59 (2018), 091405, 39 pages.

Dubrovin B., Skrypnyk T., Separation of variables for quadratic algebras and skew-symmetric classical
r-matrices, J. Math. Phys. 60 (2019), 093506, 30 pages.

Faddeev L.D., Takhtajan L.A., Hamiltonian methods in the theory of solitons, Springer Series in Soviet
Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1987.

Gekhtman M.I., Separation of variables in the classical SL(N) magnetic chain, Comm. Math. Phys. 167
(1995), 593-605.

Juréo B., Classical Yang—Baxter equations and quantum integrable systems, J. Math. Phys. 30 (1989),
1289-1293.

Kitanine N., Maillet J.M., Niccoli G., Terras V., The open XXX spin chain in the SoV framework: scalar
product of separate states, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 50 (2017), 224001, 35 pages, arXiv:1606.06917.

Kitanine N.; Maillet J.M., Niccoli G., Terras V., The open XXZ spin chain in the SoV framework: scalar
product of separate states, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 51 (2018), 485201, 46 pages, arXiv:1807.05197.

Lax P.D., Integrals of nonlinear equations of evolution and solitary waves, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 21
(1968), 467-490.


https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02097398
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9210089
https://doi.org/10.1112/jlms/s2-19.3.467
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01081585
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01081585
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5031769
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5031769
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5100680
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-69969-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02101537
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.528305
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aa6cc9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.06917
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aae76f
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.05197
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160210503

New Separation of Variables for the Classical XXX and XXZ Heisenberg Spin Chains 27

(13]

S

Magri F., The Kowalewski top revisited, in Integrable systems and Algebraic Geometry, Vol. 1, London
Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series, Vol. 458, Editors R. Donagi, T. Shaska, Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 2020, 329-355, arXiv:1809.01879.

Maillet J.M., Niccoli G., On quantum separation of variables, J. Math. Phys. 59 (2018), 091417, 47 pages,
arXiv:1807.11572.

Reshetikhin N.Yu., Faddeev L.D., Hamiltonian structures for integrable models of field theory, Theoret. and
Math. Phys. 56 (1983), 847-862.

Roubtsov V., Skrypnyk T., Compatible Poisson brackets, quadratic Poisson algebras and classical r-matrices,
in Differential Equations: Geometry, Symmetries and Integrability, Abel Symp., Vol. 5, Springer, Berlin,
2009, 311-333.

Ryan P., Volin D., Separated variables and wave functions for rational gl(/N) spin chains in the companion
twist frame, J. Math. Phys. 60 (2019), 032701, 23 pages, arXiv:1810.10996.

Scott D.R.D., Classical functional Bethe ansatz for SL(N): separation of variables for the magnetic chain,
J. Math. Phys. 35 (1994), 5831-5843, arXiv:hep-th/9403030.

Sklyanin E.K., On complete integrability of the Landau-Lifshitz equation, Preprint LOMI E-3, 1979.

Sklyanin E.K., The quantum Toda chain, in Nonlinear Equations in Classical and Quantum Field Theory
(Meudon/Paris, 1983/1984), Lecture Notes in Phys., Vol. 226, Springer, Berlin, 1985, 196-233.

Sklyanin E.K., Poisson structure of classical X X Z-chain, J. Soviet Math. 46 (1989), 2104-2111.
Sklyanin E.K., Separation of variables in the Gaudin model, J. Soviet Math. 47 (1989), 2473-2488.

Sklyanin E.K., Separation of variables in the classical integrable SL(3) magnetic chain, Comm. Math. Phys.
150 (1992), 181-191, arXiv:hep-th/9211126.

Sklyanin E.K., Separation of variables — new trends, Progr. Theoret. Phys. Suppl. 118 (1995), 35-60,
arXiv:solv-int /9504001.

Veselov A.P., Novikov S.P., On Poisson brackets compatible with algebraic geometry and Korteweg—de Vries
dynamics on the space of finite-zone potentials, Soviet Math. Dokl. 26 (1982), 533-537.


https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108773287.014
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108773287.014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.01879
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5050989
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.11572
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01086251
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01086251
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-00873-3_15
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5085387
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.10996
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.530712
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9403030
https://doi.org/10.1007/3-540-15213-X_80
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01096094
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01840429
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02096572
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9211126
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTPS.118.35
https://arxiv.org/abs/solv-int/9504001

	1 Introduction
	2 Separation of variables
	2.1 Definitions and notations
	2.2 The method of separating functions

	3 Separation of variables: Lax-integrable case
	3.1 The equations of separation
	3.2 The separating functions
	3.3 The separating algebra and its symmetries

	4 Classical XXX spin model
	4.1 Poisson brackets and Lax matrix
	4.2 Integrals and Casimir functions
	4.3 Non-standard variable separation: general degenerated case
	4.3.1 Separated variables and equation of separation
	4.3.2 The Abel equations

	4.4 Non-standard variable separation: special degenerated case
	4.4.1 Separated variables and equation of separation
	4.4.2 The Abel equations

	4.5 N=2 example
	4.5.1 The model
	4.5.2 Separated variables
	4.5.3 The reconstruction formulae
	4.5.4 Abel-type equations: general degenerated case
	4.5.5 Abel-type equations: special degenerated case


	5 Classical XXZ spin model
	5.1 The r-matrix, the basic Lax matrix and quadratic brackets
	5.2  The Lax matrix and integrals of the classical XXZ model
	5.3 Non-standard variable separation
	5.3.1 Separated variables and equation of separation
	5.3.2 The Abel equations

	5.4 N=2 example
	5.4.1 The model
	5.4.2 Separated variables
	5.4.3 The reconstruction formulae
	5.4.4 The Abel-type equations


	6 Conclusion and discussion
	References

