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SUPERINTEGRABILITY OF CALOGERO-MOSER SYSTEMS ASSOCIATED WITH
THE CYCLIC QUIVER

MAXIME FAIRON AND TAMAS GORBE

ABSTRACT. We study complex integrable systems on quiver varieties associated with the cyclic quiver,
and prove their superintegrability by explicitly constructing first integrals. We interpret them as rational
Calogero-Moser systems endowed with internal degrees of freedom called spins. They encompass the
usual systems in type A,_1 and B, as well as generalisations introduced by Chalykh and Silantyev in
connection with the multicomponent KP hierarchy. We also prove that superintegrability is preserved
when a harmonic oscillator potential is added.

1. INTRODUCTION

The integrable n-particle systems of Toda [38], Calogero-Moser [7, 30], and Ruijsenaars-Schneider [35]
have a remarkable tendency to maintain many of their interesting properties when being extended in
various ways'. These properties include superintegrability (if present) and their connections with one
another as well as with other objects, may those be soliton equations, orthogonal polynomials or models
in statistical physics. The extensions we have in mind include giving the particles internal degrees of
freedom (spin models), replacing the underlying type A root system (boundary potentials) or defining the
systems on exotic spaces (e.g. quiver varieties). This paper reinforces the above-mentioned phenomenon
by proving the superintegrability of (spin) Calogero-Moser type systems attached to cyclic quivers.

Before delving into the particulars of the systems we are to study, let us define what we mean by
superintegrability. For our purposes, a superintegrable Hamiltonian system with N degrees of freedom,
that is a 2N-dimensional symplectic manifold (M,w) with a smooth function H € C°°(M) of special
importance, has 2N — 1 globally defined, independent constants of motion. Such systems are usually
referred to as maximally superintegrable in the literature [43]. We note that maximal superintegrability
is a special form of non-commutative (or degenerate) integrability [31, 29]. The study of superintegrable
systems has a long history with such notable examples as the Kepler problem or the n-dimensional
isotropic harmonic oscillator [33], but despite its maturity, the field continues to furnish new developments,
see e.g. [5, 15, 18, 22, 39].

The motivation for this work comes from Chalykh and Silantyev’s paper [12] which generalised the
KP hierarchy and (spin) Calogero-Moser type systems to cyclic quivers. A natural question to ask is:

Are these new quiver generalisations of (spin) Calogero-Moser systems superintegrable?

Our main result is an affirmative answer to this question via an explicit construction.

To help place this work into context, let us give a quick (incomplete) review of previous results on
the superintegrability of (spin) CM systems. In 1975/76 Adler [1] showed the superintegrability of the
rational Calogero-Moser Hamiltonian with a harmonic potential added (this variant is also known as
the Calogero model). In 1983 Wojciechowski [44] proved superintegrability of all Hamiltonians of the
rational Calogero-Moser system. In 1988 Ruijsenaars [36] published his scattering theory of rational and
hyperbolic CM and RS systems (which implies superintegrability). In 1999 Caseiro-Frangoise-Sasaki [9]
proved superintegrability of rational CM attached to any finite Coxeter group. In 2003 Reshetikhin [34]
established the degenerate integrability of spin CM systems corresponding to co-adjoint orbits of simple
Lie algebras [28]. Let us also mention the papers [2, 19] where explicitly formulated constants of motion
for the rational RS system were found.

To give a sense of the type of integrable systems we consider, they include (as a special case) the rational
B,, spin Calogero-Moser model with an external harmonic oscillator potential whose Hamiltonian reads

1 — - 1 1 M= 1 w2
H== ? =y 4 — 2 1.1
2+ X b G ey P N E TR 0
(i<j)

with particle momenta and positions (p;, z;), spin variables f;; and arbitrary coupling constants 1, w.

IFor a brief overview of these integrable systems, we refer to the introductions of our PhD Theses [17, 23].
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Note that the variables f;; can be seen as “collective” spins. For a fixed d > 1, they depend on 2nd
(constrained) parameters that are interpreted as n sets of 2d spin variables, where one such set is attached
to each particle.

The key idea (inspired by the works [2, 3, 8]) that lets us construct the constants of motion required
for superintegrability can be summarised as follows. Let M be an arbitrary Poisson manifold (either real
or complex) with a Poisson bracket {—, —}. Then we have the following

Theorem 1.1. Fiz a function H on M, and assume that there exists a family of functions (g;);en such
that for all j € N

{vaj}#oa {Hv{vaj}}:ajgjv
for some constants «;.

a) For any j, k € N with a; = oy, the function

Clh=g; {H, g1} — g1 {H, g5}, (1.2)

s a first integral of H.
b) For any j € N, the function

C‘jH = {H, gj}2 — ozjg?- , (1.3)

s a first integral of H.

Theorem 1.2. Fiz a function H on M, and assume that there exist two families of functions (g;)jen, (§;)jen
such that for all j € N

{H,9;} = aj9;, {H,9;} = 9,
for some constants o, aj. Then, for any j,k € N with a; = —ay, the function
Dy = g5 , (1.4)
s a first integral of H.

The proofs of these results involve a straightforward use of the Leibniz rule and the assumptions. In
fact, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 hold more generally for derivations, so they can be used in the quantum case,
too.

Remark 1.3. In this paper, we adopt the convention N = {0,1,...} and work in the complex setting,
that is over the field of complex numbers C.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we describe the spinless Calogero-Moser spaces
and prove superintegrability for spinless rational Calogero-Moser systems attached to cyclic quivers.
Section 3 contains the spin generalisation of the results of Section 2. In Section 4, we prove superinte-
grability for the (spin) rational Calogero Hamiltonian (i.e. CM particles in a harmonic well) associated
with classical Lie algebras. Section 5 explains the basics of the main computational tool of the paper,
double brackets, and it contains the detailed derivations of formulas used in previous sections. Finally,
in Section 6, we conclude the paper with an outlook on possible generalisations and future plans.

Acknowledgements. We thank L. Fehér for bringing relevant references to our attention. The work of
M.F. was partly supported by a Rankin-Sneddon Research Fellowship of the University of Glasgow.

This project has received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and
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2. CALOGERO-MOSER SYSTEM FOR THE CYCLIC QUIVER

In this section, we consider Calogero-Moser spaces of complex dimension 2n associated with cyclic
quivers on m > 1 vertices extended by one arrow. Their connection to integrable systems in the simplest
case (m = 1) goes back to Wilson [41], and has been extended in [12, 24].
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2.1. Description of the space. We omit a detailed introduction to the spaces at hand since they are
special cases of the spaces introduced in Section 3. In those notations, we consider d = (1,0,...,0), and
put V=V and W := Wy ;.

We fix integers n,m > 1, and for I = Z/mZ we choose a generic A= (\s) € CI, see §3.1 for the precise
genericity conditions. We let |X| = > - As. The Calogero-Moser space Cy, is obtained by Hamiltonian
reduction from the set of matrices

X5, Ys € Mat,xn(C), s€ I =Z/mZ, V € Mat1x,(C), W € Mat, «1(C),

by requiring the n matrix conditions

sel

XoYs —Ys 1 Xoo1 —ds oWV = A 1dy, , (2.1)
before considering orbits of the action of GL(n) = [[,.; GL,(C) given by
g (XS; }/Sa VVv V) = (gSng;ﬁlvgs+1}/sg;1590Wa Vgal> ’ g = (gs) S GL(I]) . (22)
We consider a first restriction to the subset C5 C C,, where the product Xo ... X,—1 € Mat,»,(C) is
diagonalisable, and its diagonal form is given by diag(x7",...,z}') where (z1,...,7,) € Cf, for
Cleg = {(21,. . mn) € (C)" | 2" # 2T, i # 5} (2.3)

We then choose a representative where X, = D for each s € I, with D = diag(z1,...,z,). Finally, we
look at the subset C/, C C2 where for such representatives, the vector W has non-zero entries. In CJ,, it
is an easy exercise to see that we can parametrise any point (X, Y, V, W) using

X, =diag(z1,...,2), s€l, W=(1,....,0)T, V=—]Xd1,..,1),

1 ol (2.4)
Yo = (Ye)ij, for (Y)ij = 0sjpj + 0i5— (M + .o+ Xs) = 0 [N =
T ]t —
where (21, ...,2,) € Cl,; and (p1,...,pn) € C". We can also see that this is unique up to Z;, 1., action,
which acts by permutation of the entries using S,, and by (z1,...,2,) — (@ 2z1,..., 4" 2y,) using Z,,
where p is a primitive m-th root of unity. The reduced Poisson bracket is canonical and given by
1
{wi, 2} =0, {zi,p;} = —di;, {pi,pj} =0. (2.5)

2.2. Superintegrability. We form the matrix X € Mat,;mxnm(C) as an m x m matrix with blocks of
size n x n, where the only nonzero blocks are given by placing X in position (s, s+ 1). In the same way,
we form Y € Matymxnm(C) with only nonzero blocks being Y; placed in position (s + 1,s). (With the
notations of §3.1, X =Y X, and Y = 3 Y;.) In particular, X* and Y* are block diagonal if and only
if k is divisible by m. The functions tr Y™, i € N, are trivially Poisson commuting on Cy, see Lemma
5.3. In this section, we are interested in proving that each such function is superintegrable based on the
following example.

Example 2.1. In the case m = 1, we have for h; = %tr Y, that the functions (h;)"_, define an integrable
system such that ho is the Hamiltonian for the CM system. We note that for any i € N*
{hi, tr XY*)} = —tryk+i=t
18 a first integral of the integrable system. Thus
Cjp = tr(XY7) tr (Y1) — tr(XYF) tr(Y7 T, (2.6)

is also a first integral of h; by Theorem 1.1. This is Wojciechowski’s integral Kj(le kil [44].

We now fix m > 1, and set A™" = L tr Y™,
Lemma 2.2. Fizi € N*. For any j, k € N, the function
CTt = tr(XYIm ) (Y O™ — (XY P e (Y OFO™) (2.7)
is a first integral of h™".

Proof. Tt is proved in Lemma 5.3 that {A™? tr(XY7/™*1)} = —tr Y™+ which is a first integral. So
the result follows from Theorem 1.1 a). d

Proposition 2.3. Fiz i € N*. Then the function h™"* is maximally superintegrable.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that A™1, ..., h™™ and Cy" SO cy i are functionally independent. This can
be done as in [44], see the beginning of the proof of Proposition 3.6. O
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Remark 2.4. The fact that these systems are Liouville integrable appears in [12, Section V], and it is

mentioned in [25, §4.4] for A= (0,...,0). Superintegrability in the case m = 1 corresponds to the original
work of Wojciechowski [44]. Indeed, the function

n

%i: E: (2.8)

1,]= 1
(i<3)

is the usual rational CM Hamiltonian of type A,—1. The case m = 2 is equivalent to the B, case [12,

Example 5.6]. Introducing p; = p; + ’\—Il so that (x;,p}) are canonical coordinates, we can write

1 } M1

1 1
—h>! ——HYY +

p oY) ! [(fci%‘)z (i + z;)?
i)

2

[\9|’_l
HM:
.n‘y
M-

which is the rational CM Hamiltonian in type By, or type D, if Ay = 0 [32]. Superintegrability of rational
CM systems associated with arbitrary root systems is established in [9].

3. SPIN CALOGERO-MOSER SYSTEMS FOR THE CYCLIC QUIVER

3.1. Phase space. We now define the general Calogero-Moser spaces associated with cyclic quivers.
When there are several framing arrows going either to one vertex of the cyclic quiver, or when the
number of framing arrows is the same for all the vertices in the cyclic quiver, these spaces and the
corresponding integrable systems were first studied® in [12] and [24]. In the case m = 1, the spaces can
be traced back to the works [42, 6, 37], where it was established that the systems correspond to the spin
CM system due to Gibbons and Hermsen [26].

Fix an integer m > 1 and let I = Z,,, = Z/mZ. When we consider I as a set, we identify it with
{0,...,m — 1} by sending an element s € I to its representative in {0,...,m — 1}. Moreover, fix
d = (do,...,dm—1) € N such that |d| = 3" _; ds > 1. Without loss of generality, we simply assume that
do > 1 while d, € N for s € I'\ {0}.

We consider the cyclic quiver on m arrows with framing corresponding to d, which is defined in the
following way. Let Q4 be the quiver with vertex set I = I U {oco}, and whose edge set consists, for all
s € 1I,of d; + 1 arrows given by 5 : s = s+ 1 and vs4 : 00 = s with @ = 1,...,ds. (There is no
arrow oo — s when d; = 0.) The double Qq of Qg then consists of the same vertex set f, and 2m + 2|d|
arrows given by the ones described above together with ys = 25 : s +1 = s, ws o = v5, + § = oo for all
1<a<d;and sel.

Remark 3.1. We adopt the following conventions for the rest of the text. The indices r,s range over
I. When we consider a couple (s, ), for example as index of vs o, we assume that s € I as we have just
explained and o ranges over the set {1,...,ds}. We omit such couples when ds = 0.

3.1.1. Definition of the space. We fix i = (n,1) with n = (n,) € N such that |n| = Y7 n, > 0. A point
p € Rep(CQq,n) consists of the vector space V = (BserVs) B Voo with Vg = C"= for each s € I and
Vs = C, together with 2m + 2|d| matrices given by

Xs € Hom(Verh Vs) ) Ys S HOID(VS, Verl) )

3.1
Vs,a € Hom(Vs, Vo), Ws.o € Hom(Voo, Vs) s (3-1)

which respectively represent the arrows x, ys, Vs o, Ws,o. We identify the point p with the tuple of matrices
(Xs,Ys, Vsa, Ws o) to ease our discussion. We directly see that Rep(CQq, 1) is a smooth affine variety
of dimension 2 __; ns(nsy1 + ds).

We have a GL(n) := [[,c; GLy, (C) action on Rep(CQq, 1) given by

9 (Xs, Y, Wi, Vaia) = (95X, 95+1Ys95 1, 9sWea, Veags 1), g = (gs) € GL(n). (3.2)

Following e.g. Van den Bergh [40], the complex manifold Rep(CQq, 1) admits a Poisson bracket {—, —}
given by
{(Xe)is, Yo)u} = 0rsbrida,  {(Via)j, (Wep)k} = 0rsbapdij , (3.3)

20ur presentation differs from the original considerations in [12] as follows : we take a different convention for the
direction of the framing arrows, and we look at representations of the path algebra of the quivers that we consider, not the
opposite quivers.
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and which is zero on any other pair of entries of the matrices (3.1). Moreover, it is endowed with a
moment map g with value in gl(n) := [],; gl,_ (C) given by

A=) pss ps=XYs—YouXoa— Y WiaVia € End(Vy), (3.4)
sel 1<a<d,

where we omit the final sum in pg if ds =0.
Fix A = (\s) € C' and denote by A - Id € gl(n) the element with blocks AsId,, € gl,,_(C). Then, the

slice ﬁ’l(x -1d) corresponds to imposing the m equations

XYo=YiaXea— > WeaVea=AIdy, (3.5)
1<a<d,
from which it follows by taking traces that ) _; Zl<a<ds VeaWsa = =D Asng =t ~X-n Using

Hamiltonian reduction, it follows that the GIT quotient C_ 4 5 = fim1(X-1d)// GL(n) is a Poisson varicty.
The space hence obtained is a quiver variety : it is the GIT quotient for the GL(n) action (3.2) on the

representation space associated with a deformed preprojective algebra of @ with parameter (A, —\ - n).

From now on, we further assume that n = (n,...,n) for some n € N*, and we simply denote C_, x

by C!l‘ Then, C, is a non-empty smooth variety which coincides with the set-theoretic orbit space
£~ 1 (A -1d)/ GL(n) provided that the regularity conditions
A+ F A1 #0, and  k(Ao+ ...+ A1) FANF oo+ A1, KEZ 1<r<s<m-—1, (3.6

are satisfied, see [4, Proposition 3] or [14, Theorem 1.2]. Note that C, has dimension 2n|d]|.

3.1.2. Local description. We consider the open subspace C; C C, where the product Xp...X,,—1 is

invertible with distinct eigenvalues z7*,...,a7". We pick m-th roots (x;) of the eigenvalues, and by
construction of Cp, these elements take value in Cy,, (2.3). We can use the GL(n) action to pick any
representative such that X, = diag(x1,...,2,) for each s € I, and there remains an overall action by

the normaliser A/ of the diagonal subgroup (C*)* C GL,(C) seen as a subgroup of GL(n) through
N3 hw— ][], h € GL(n).

We then define the open subspace C, C C5 where for one (hence any) such representative, the vector
> 1<a<d, Wo,a has non-zero entries. We can then act by a diagonal matrix to find a representative such
that Zlgagdo Wo.o = (1,...,1)T. This representative is unique up to a Z, ¢ S, action described below.
Note that CJ, contains the subspace defined in §2.1.

In this way, we can characterise a point of C, by the 2n + 2n|d| variables (x;, pi, Vs a.i, Ws.a,i) Such
that (x;) € Clq, together with the 2n constraints

Z Wo,0,i = 1a Z fi(iS) = _|)‘| ) where fl(_f) = Z Ws,a,iVs,a,j (37)
1<a<dy sel 1<a<ds
by considering the following matrices

Xs - diag(zla e ;zn) 5 (WS,OL)i = Ws,a,i » (‘/s,a)i = VUs,a,i »

. 1 ) 1 r—m ()
Vu=pit— > M+ fi)+ -3 A+ 53,
0<r<s rel (38)
szlJrrfs s—r ( ) rfsflxm+sfr ( )
— L A A R R S\ ; ;
(Ys)w - Z 2 _ pm fij + Z R fij , fori#j.
0<r<s g J s<r<m-—1 z J

This choice is unique up to Z,, ! S, action, which acts by permutation of the entries using S,,, and by
(@1, .oy ) = (W21, ..., p"xy,) using Z,, where p is a primitive m-th root of unity. It is easy to see that
we have the normalisation
> (Va)ii = mpi . (3.9)
sel
In the case d = (1,0,...,0), we can recover (2.4) from (3.8) by shifting each variable p; by a multiple
of z{l, since we have fi(f) = —|\| while fi(js) =0 for s # 0. In the case d = (d,...,d), our choice of
parametrisation is similar to [12, (6.24-6.25)], with the addition of the first n constraints in (3.7) due to
our choice of a finite residual gauge fixing.
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Lemma 3.2. The Poisson bracket evaluated on the 2n + 2n|d| variables (x;, pi, Vs a,i, Ws,a,i) S given by

1
{zi,vs8,t =0, {zi,wsp,} =0, {pi,vs,85} =0, {pi,wsp;} =0,
{vhaﬂ'v Usﬁﬁyj} = 5ij (5OTUS,ﬁ,j - 505Ua~,a,i) s (3.10C
{'Ur,a,iy ’u}syﬁ’j} = 5T55a,ﬁ5ij — 507«51']'11)51@]' 5 {wryaﬁi, ’u}syﬁ’j} =0. (310(1

Proof. This result is a direct application of Lemma 5.4. To see this, we note that the following expressions
can be written in terms of the local variables on CJ,

n n
tr X P :mZ:Efm , try XhmEl = mijx;?mH ) (3.11a)
j=1 j=1
n
B sp =tr Wi Ve g XFMHr= =N "an o g g 2™ 770 (3.11b)
j=1

In particular, we have that

dg n
Db = vepgalmtr (3.12)
a=1 j=1

It is then a standard computation to see that (5.14a)—(5.14b) written in coordinates yield (3.10a). After
these identities are established, we also get from (5.14¢)—(5.14d) that (3.10b) holds.

Next, using (5.14e) with » = 7/ = 0 and summing over all o, o’ € {1,...,do}, we find the identity
(3.10c). Taking r’ = 0 and summing over o/ also in (5.14¢), we find the first identity in (3.10d). Finally, we
can use these Poisson brackets and (5.14e) for arbitrary r, 7’ to obtain the second equality in (3.10d). O

Remark 3.3. The complicated Poisson brackets appearing in (3.10c)—(3.10d) are due to the gauge fixing.
Indeed, take the 2n + 2n|d| complex Darboux coordinates

LiyPis Vs,a,iy Ws, i s

with non-zero Poisson bracket given by

1 _ B
{ipj} = —bij, AUrai, Ws,p,5} = Orsdapdis (3.13)

If we restrict our attention to the variables (x;,p;) and
do
Ws, a,i = ws,a,iDi_lv Us,a,i = 'Ds,a,iDi; Dz = Z wO,a,i 5 (314)
a=1

we note that Y ;. <4, Wo,a,i = 1, while the Poisson bracket takes the form (3.10a)~(3.10d). Furthermore,
the elements
DAY= D Wnadteads (3.15)
s€l sel 1<a<d,

are Casimirs. Fizing the values of the functions in (3.15) to —|X|, we get the the variables introduced on
C., with the constraints (3.7).

3.2. Superintegrability. Let X := )" X, and Y := ) Y,. We first recall the following trivial result.
Lemma 3.4. The functions tr(Y*™) are Poisson commuting.
The next result follows from Lemma 5.3.

Lemma 3.5. Fiz s,r € I such that ds,d, # 0. Let p, s be the representative of s —r in {0,...,m — 1}.
Then, for any 1 < a <d,, 1 < B <ds and k € N, the function

trass = tr (WiaVigV ¥ Heme) (3.16)
Poisson commute with h™" = % tr Y™,

The generalisations of Wojciechowski’s first integrals C’;nk’i defined in (2.7) remain first integrals of h™*
if we add framing arrows. Indeed, it suffices to reproduce the proof of Lemma 2.2 in that case.

Proposition 3.6. Fiz i € N*. The function k™" is mazimally superintegrable.
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Proof. Let us use the full notation C_ 4 5 of the space to emphasise the dependence on the framing d

and the parameter A. We form d° = (dp_1, .. .,do) and \° = —\, noting that A\° satisfies (3.6) just as A
does. We can then define the space C_ 4, 5. associated with d°, A°, which admits a local description on
a dense subspace C| g0 50 Dy §3.1.2. We can take the 2n|d| = 2n|d°| elements

Zj, Pjr Us,a,j5 Ws,a,j5 j :13"'577‘7 (S,CY) 7& (051)3 (317)

as coordinates on C’ . Indeed, in view of the constraints (3.7), we can see the (wq1,;) as functions

m,dc’,xO
of the variables in (3.17), and the same holds for the (vg,1,;) generically.

As in [12, Proposition 6.7], we note that there exists a diffeomorphism® W : Cphae 50 = Cpqx given by
\P(Xs> = mesflv \IJ(YS) = mesflv \p(‘/s,a) = mes,om \II(WS,Q) = *Wmfs,a . (318)
We can write the following local expressions on C! <, using (3.8) and (3.9)
U (tr Y™) =mtr(Xo .. Xpo1)f =m Y k™, (3.19a)
j=1
m—1 n

U (tr XY = 3 " e (VL XE) =m Y ikt (3.19b)

s=0 j=1
U (1 ,56) = = 0 (Winor,aVines, g XEE070) = =3 0 joms, g gy 0" (3.19¢)

Jj=1

with the notations of Lemma 3.5. (Here, we see the different matrices as endomorphisms of the vector
space V = (®serVs) ® Veo!)

It is clear that the functions (3.19a) with k = 1, ..., n are functionally independent, since their Jacobian
matrix with respect to the coordinates (1, ..., x,) is invertible as (x;) € Cj,. (Without loss of generality,
we can replace one of these functions by the Hamiltonian of interest A™%.) We also note that the functions
(3.19b) with £ = 1,...,n can be used as coordinates instead of (p1,...,pn) since the Jacobian matrix
with entries

OW* (tr Xy km+1
(tr ) = makm (3.20)
6pj J

is invertible on C; qo 50 It then follows that the functions C,Zlii (2.7) with k = 2,...,n provide another

n — 1 functionally independent first integrals of A™% due to the identity

A e . .
) _ A (i+1)my _ o (i+1)m

B0 (o XY FT) Ok U tr(Y ) — 61,9 tr(Y ), (3.21)
and the fact that U* tr(Y *+1)m) is generically nonzero on C’ Thus, we have 2n — 1 first integrals of

n,de,\°’
h™% whose Jacobian matrix taken with respect to the coordinates (gj,pj) is invertible. We need another
2n(|d|—1) first integrals in order to get the desired dim(C,, 4 5)—1 functionally independent first integrals
of h™*,

Assume that |d| > 1 from now on, otherwise the proof can be concluded here. We will find 2n(|d| —1)
first integrals depending on the coordinates (3.17) with the exception of the (p;), such that their Jacobian
matrix taken with respect to the last 2n(]d| — 1) coordinates in (3.17) is invertible. The functional
independence of these new functions and the previous 2n — 1 ones will then follow from this result.

We note that the n first integrals

n

do
STW () ==Y vm—spgr VT k=1, 0, (3.22)
a=1

Jj=1

with (s, 8) # (0,1) only depend on the 2n coordinates (¢;, Vm—s,3,;). It is straightforward to check that
their Jacobian matrix taken with respect to (vm—s,g,;) is invertible, so that we get a total of n(|d| — 1)
additional first integrals which are all functionally independent.

There exists s € {0,...,m — 1} such that s; is the maximal index for which d, # 0. Since |d| > 1,

the pair (s, ds, ) # (0,1) is such that (vm—s, 4., ;) are n coordinates on C! g0 5o from the set (3.17) by

3This is not a Poisson isomorphism.
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construction. Next, we note that the n first integrals
n .
* 1k _ METPr,s _
1\ (tra,s+d5+) =— E Win—r,a,j Um—s4,ds , ,j , k=1,...,n, (3.23)
j=1

with (r,a) # (0,1) only depend on the 3n coordinates (¢;, Wm—r.a,j; Vm—s..d., ;). Since the last n
coordinates can be taken to be nonzero at a generic point, we get that the Jacobian matrix

*(1k
ov (troz,s+ds+) . 7nk-|—pnsJr 3.94
S ICL R 324
is invertible, providing another n(|d| — 1) functionally independent first integrals. O

Remark 3.7. We have in fact an explicit integration for the flow of K™% on the unreduced space
Rep(CQa,n). It follows easily from the following form of the Hamiltonian vector field

V=0, Wya=0, Viu =0, X =YL
This is computed using (3.3).
Remark 3.8. We can easily verify that the functions (h™ %, ..) with 1 <1i <n and all possible (s, )

s Ysa,sa

are pairwise Poisson commuting. One can further show that we can form a Liouville integrable system,
e.g. by removing the (%1,01) from these functions and then prove the functional independence of the
remaining elements as in Proposition 3.6. This choice of functions is different from the one considered
in [12] which is related to the KP hierarchy.

4. HARMONIC CM SYSTEM

In this section, we fix w € C* and we consider the Hamiltonian H,, = 1 tr(Y? +w?X?). We note that

it can only be nonzero if m = 1 or m = 2. In those cases, we can remark the following result, see Lemma
5.6 for its proof.

Lemma 4.1. Let m =1 or m = 2, and set L = Y2 + w?X2. Then the functions tr(L¥) are Poisson
commuting.

4.1. Non-spin case. We work over the space Cy, as in Section 2. We note that on the subset C., we can
write

o, = { M2 m=1,
v R+ w?d 2 om=2,

so that we can obtain the CM Hamiltonians with harmonic term of type A,_1, B,, and D,, by Remark
2.4. For the root system A,,_1, it was originally introduced by Calogero in the quantum case [7].

Lemma 4.2. Let m = 1. For any k,j € N, the function
w,l i j
OV = (X LF) (Y L7) — tr(X L7) tr(Y LF). (4.1)
s a first integral of H,,.

Proof. For gy ; = tr X L7, we note that {tr L, {tr L, g1 ;}} = —4w?g1,; by Lemma 5.7. Hence it suffices to
apply Theorem 1.1 a). O

Lemma 4.3. Let m = 2. For any k,j € N, the function

O\ = g {tr Logj} — g {tr Loge},  gr = tr (XY + YX)LF), (4.2)
s a first integral of H,,.
Proof. We apply Theorem 1.1 a) to g; = tr(XY LI +Y X L7) since {tr L, {tr L, g;} } = —16w?g; by Lemma

=

5.7. O

Proposition 4.4. Let m =1 orm = 2. The harmonic CM Hamiltonian H,, is mazimally superintegrable
for generic values of w.

Proof. We first assume that m = 1. We note that as w — 0,
w,l 1 1
O — (XY tr(Y 2 — tr(X YY) tr(y ), (4.3)
and the latter is just Wojciechowski’s function C§k72j in (2.6). Therefore, the functions

trL,... e L Cy7Y, . ey, (4.4)
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degenerate in the limit w — 0 to the functions
trY?, ... try?", CiQ, cee 022”72 ,

which can be shown to be independent as in the proof of Proposition 2.3. Thus the functions in (4.4) are
independent for generic values of w.
Next, assume that m = 2. We note that as w — 0,

1 : 4
?c,gijm — tr(XY ) gp(Y20TD) — (XY (Y 2D | (4.5)
and the latter is the function C’,fjl in (2.7). Therefore, the functions

tr L. tr L, G, 0P (4.6)

n,l
degenerate in the limit w — 0 to independent functions as in the previous case, so we can conclude. [
Remark 4.5. In the real setting, additional first integrals that yield the superintegrability of the harmonic

CM system in type A,—1 have been obtained by Adler [1, Section 4]. They are given as the real part of
some complex-valued functions, so that we could not directly use them in our setting.

4.2. Spin case. We work over the space C, ;5 where n = (n,...,n) for some n € N*, as in Section 3.
We set Ly :=Y +iwX withi=+-1.

Lemma 4.6. Fixm =1 orm =2, and let s,r € I be such that ds,d, # 0. Let p, s be the representative
of s—rin{0,...,m—1}. Then, for any 1 < a <d,, 1 < <ds and k € N, the function
k k+pr, s k+pr,s
tialeh = wlWea Vi g LT 7] Wy o Vg LT77)

Poisson commutes with H,,.
Proof. For fixed r, s, «, 8, k, we denote
g = te[ Wy aVa L5 G = tr[Wy o Ve g L7777
Then by Lemma 5.6
{tr L, g} = —2iw(mk + prs)g, {trL,g} =+2iw(mk+ prs)J,

so the desired statement directly follows from Theorem 1.2. (I

Proposition 4.7. Let m =1 or m = 2. The spin harmonic CM Hamiltonian H,, is mazimally superin-
tegrable for generic values of w.

Proof. We already obtained 2n — 1 functionally independent elements as part of Proposition 4.4. Next,
5‘:23 — (tk, ,3)?. So we can use the functions (tff;’;%) to construct
an additional 2n(|d| — 1) functions such that, by adapting the proof of Proposition 3.6, we get 2n|d| — 1

elements which degenerate to functionally independent elements as w — 0. We can then conclude. (I

we note that for w — 0, we have t

Example 4.8. When m = 2, the Hamiltonian of interest is H, = tr(YoY1) + w?tr(XoX1). In the
coordinates described in §3.1.2, we can write

1 Um0 AP\ 1wy ©0) p(1) , 4(1) 4(0)
§Hw 52(1’1 T )73 Z (272)202]‘ fit+ fi f)

~ xr: — x5
i=1 i,=1 Y * J
(i#3)
Lo ) - (4.7)
L (0) £(0) (1) £(1) w 2
_52 (zgizg)Q(fij fji +fij sz‘ )"'72%‘-
= % J i=1

In the case d = (dy,0), we get that fijl) = 0 for all indices and we obtain (1.1) upon setting fi; =
\/—lfi(JQ)/Q and 1 = —A}/4. Furthermore, in the case d = (1,0) the constraints (3.7) yield that fi(;)) =

—|X| for all indices, and we recover (2.9) when w = 0.
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5. DOUBLE BRACKETS AND COMPUTATIONS

5.1. Motivating double brackets. For researchers in the field of integrable systems, double brackets
can be introduced as an analogous approach to finding a Lax matrix and an r-matrix with a different type
of derivation rules. To understand this analogy, let us recall that the r-matrix approach can be simplified
as finding a matrix L € gl,(C) and an element r € gl,,(C) ® gl,,(C) such that for a given Poisson bracket,
we can write

{L®L} = [r,L1] — [r°, Lo] . (5.1)
Here, L1 = L ® Id,,, Ly, = Id,, ® L, the left-hand side stands for Zijkl{LijaLkl}Eij ® By with E;; the
elementary matrix with only nonzero entry equal to +1 in position (¢, j), while the permutation operator
is defined as

(=) :gl,(C)®gl,(C) =gl (C)®gl,(C), A®B— (A®B)°=BA. (5.2)
The Leibniz rules for the Poisson bracket can be translated as
{A9BC} =(1d,, ® B){A%C} 4+ {A®B}(1d,, ®C) ,
{BC%A} =(B®1d,){C%A} + {BSA}(C ®1d,),

while antisymmetry becomes {A9B} = —{B%A}°. The prominent point of this formalism is that (5.1)
induces that the elements (tr L*) Poisson commute due to the following chain of equalities

(5.3)

ﬁ{tr LM tr IV} =(tr@tr) (LM @ LN "H{L9L}
=(trotr) (LMo LN Yr(L@1) - (LM @ LN Y] (5.4)
+ (tretr) (LMo LN (1o L) — (LM @ LYN)r°] = 0.

Double Poisson brackets can be motivated by introducing the notation { A, B} = Zijkl{Aijv B }Ey;QFE;

instead of {—%—} (note the different arrangements of indices). This operation is clearly C-linear in each
argument. Antisymmetry is still written using {—, —} as

fA B} = - {B.A}", (5.5)

but now the Leibniz rules become
{A, BC} =(BeId,){A,C}+ {4, B} (1d,®C),
{BC, A} =(1d,,@B) {C, A} + {B, A} (C ®1d,,).

The Jacobi identity can also be defined using {—, —}, see [40]. Now, an analogue of (5.1) is that if there
exist matrices L, (Ay)qen such that

fL,L} =) (L"®As— A @ L"), (5.7)

a>0

(5.6)

then the elements (tr L¥) Poisson commute due to the following chain of identities
1 _ _
TN LM e LN} = (LMY (LN £ L, LYy
ijkl

=N M (BN k(L) ks (Aa)it — (Aa)ig (L)) = 0.

a>0 ijkl

(5.8)

For latter computations, let us mention from [40, §2.4] that we have the following useful identities
{tr A, B} =mo {A, B} , (5.9a)
{trA,tr B} =tr(mo {4, B}). (5.9b)
Here, m : gl,,(C) x gl,,(C) — gl,,(C) denotes the matrix multiplication m(4A® B) = AB. We will also use
the following iterated version of Leibniz rule for A= A;... Ay and B=B;...By :

M N
fABY=>"> (Bi...Bo 1 ®A1... A 1) {Ar, Bo} (Ary1.. . Ay ® By ... By). (5.10)

T=10=1

Remark 5.1. There are magor differences between the two approaches. First, double Poisson brackets are
defined on non-commutative algebras, and their relation to Poisson brackets as explained above is obtained
by looking at finite-dimensional representations of the algebras [40]. Second, we have in general that a
double Poisson bracket encodes the Poisson bracket on a global phase space, while the tensor notation
{—%—1} is used to understand an associated Poisson bracket obtained in a suitable gauge.
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5.2. Computations on the main space. Fixm > 2, I = Z/mZ,d € N withdy > 1, and n = (n, 1) for
n € N/ with |n| > 0. We consider the associated quiver Qg and complex Poisson manifold Rep(CQq,n)
as in §3.1. We can express the Poisson brackets (3.3) in terms of double brackets as

{{Xra Yts}} = 57"5 IdVSJrl ®Idv3 ) {V;",ou WS,B} = 67‘860¢ﬂ Idvs ®IdV°o ’ (511)

and it is zero on any other pair of generators (3.1). Note that we see these double brackets as tensor
products of square matrices of size |n| + 1, which are elements of End(V)®2. Introduce

X = ZX e PHom(Ve1, V), V= ZY € P Hom(V,-1,V),
sel sel

from which we note the obvious identities X Idy, = Idy, , X and Y Idy, = Idy
also introduce

Y in End(V). If we

s+1

B, =Y Idy,,, ®Idy, € End(®:Vs) ® End(®:Vs) (5.12)

sel

we note that we can write the double brackets of the matrices (X;,Y;) as {X,Y} = E;. This implies
that {Y, X} = —E_; by (5.5).

Remark 5.2. We keep our discussion of double brackets using representations of dimension n of CQq
to simplify the exposition. In fact, all the computations that are carried out hold on CQq with the double
bracket of Van den Bergh [40, Theorem 6.3.1]. It can be recovered from (5.11) by replacing each matrix
(X5, Y5, Vs o, Ws.o) by the corresponding arrow (Zs,Ys, Vs,a, Ws,a), and each Idy, by the idempotent es.

We are now in position to use double brackets to compute the Poisson brackets between GL(n) invariant
functions on Rep(CQqa,n). In particular, these identities descend to the reduced space Cy, :=C We

will repeatedly use (5.5), (5.9b) and (5.10), while we denote Idy as 1 for simplicity.

n,d,X'

5.2.1. Computations for Section 3.

Lemma 5.3. Denote by p,s € {0,...,m — 1} the representative of s —r € I for any r,s € I. The
following identities hold for any indices :
{tr Y™ tr Y™} =0, {trY"™ tr XYI" ) = —im tr Y™+ (5.13a)
{tr Y™ tr W, oV, gY I TP} = 0. (5.13b)

Proof. a) Since {Y,Y } = 0, the first identity in (5.13a) is obvious. For the second one, we note that
[y o XYY ~(trom) (10 ¥7) ¥, X} (V7L @ yin)
7=0

= (trom) Y Y (dy, , Y™ T @ Y7 Idy, Y/
7=0 s€l
=— (trom) > > (V"7 dy,, ®Idy, , YY"
=0 sel

= —im tr Y tdm

b) Since the double brackets of Y with Y, W, , and V; g are all zero, this is trivial. O

Lemma 5.4. Let tAZa s = tr W,.o Vs, g XIMHT=5 . The following identities hold for any indices :

{tr X™ tr X9™} =0, {tr X" trY X/} =im tr x (Ham (5.14a)

{tr Y X" tr Y X9 = (5 — j)ym tr Yy X CHImHL (5.14b)

{tr X &, 5} =0, (5.14c)

{trYXim,Aiaﬁsﬁ} = —(jm—l—r—s)ﬁzjsﬁ, (5.14d)
" ,

{tra sﬁ’ r a’ ’ﬁ’} = 67"13657(1'12055/[3’ - 67‘ 5,616” r’a’ sﬁ (5146)
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Proof. The first four identities can be computed in a way similar to the proof of Lemma 5.3. For (5.14e),
we note using (5.11) that
(e W o Ve g X775 tr Wi o Vi gy XImHT =511
=+ (trom) (W oo @ 1) {Wi, Vir g } (Ve p X5 xamr =)
+ (trom) (1 ® Wyo) {Vap, Wor o} (XTHT 75 @ ‘/S/ﬁ/ijJrT/,S/)
= — 8y 00 g (trom) (Wi o Idy Vi g X775 @ 1dy, XM+ =)
+ 050,00 (trom) (Idy, X™+ =% @ W, Idy, ‘/;/7ﬂ,ij+T/—s/)
= —0p,500,8 trt(Wy o S7ﬂX(i+j)m+T,*S)
4 8y 800 tr(Who Vi g X (DMt =5"y
This is precisely (5.14e). .

5.2.2. Computations for Section /.
Lemma 5.5. Let L = Y2 + w?X?2 for some fized w € C. Then,

(LY} =B (X o)+ (10 X)E], {LX}=-[E(Y®l)+(1®Y)E_], (5.15a)
{L L} =+ W’ [F(YX®1) - FE (XY@ 1)+ Ex(12XY) - E »(1RYX)]
+ W [Bs — E)(Y @ X)+W?[E —E_3)(XQY). (5.15b)
If furthermore m =1 or m = 2, and we set Ly :=Y £ iwX, we have
{L,L} =+w’E(1®[X,Y] - [X,Y]®1), (5.16a)

{L,L i} =—w[E1(L+®1)+ (1@ Li)E], {L,L-}=w[E1i(L-®1)+ (1® L_)E]. (5.16b)
Proof. The equalities in (5.15a) are straightforward. Next, we can expand
{L, Ly =Y ){LY}+{LY}ARY)+w* (X @) {L, X} +w*{L,X}(1®X).
Using (5.15a) and the identities
(1@X)E, = B, 11(10X), (XQ1)E, = E,_1(X®1), (1QY)E, = E,_1(1®Y), (YQ1)E, = E,;1(Y®1),

we get (5.15b).
For m =1 or m = 2, we can write (5.15b) as (5.16a). We can also easily derive (5.16b) from (5.15a). O

We now compute some Poisson brackets between invariant functions. We restrict to the cases m =1
and m = 2 as otherwise most of the functions are trivially zero. For example, since L can be decomposed
as linear maps Vs — Vsio for all s € I, tr L can only be nonzero in those two cases.

Lemma 5.6. Denote by p,s € {0,...,m — 1} the representative of r —s € I for anyr,s € I. If m =1
or m = 2, the following identities hold for any indices :

{tr L, tr L7} = 0; (5.17a)
{tr L, tr Wy o Ve g L2075} = F200(im + prs) tr(Wy o Ve g L7 (5.17b)
Proof. a) Using (5.16a), we have that
i—1j-1
{tr L', tr L7} =(trom) Z Z(LU @LT){L, LY} (L LI~
7=00=0
m J—1
=—w? Y S [r(L Ty, [X, VILT Idy,) — tr(L7 7 Idy, X, Y] Idy,)]
7=00=0 sl

But this vanishes since Idy, L = L1dy, , = L1Idy, for m =1, 2.
b) We clearly have that {L,W, o} = 0 and {L, W, g} = 0. Thus by (5.16b), if N := jm + p, s we

have
N-1

{tr Lt Wy oV g LY} =(trom) > (WyaVapld ® 1) {L, Lo} (1@ LY 771
o=0
im N-—1
=Fiw Y Y Y tr(WeaVepLd(dy,,, LeTdy,)LY 77

7=0 0=0 sel
=F 2iwN tr(W, o Vs gLY),
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because for m = 1,2 we have Idy, ., L+ = L Idy,. O

Lemma 5.7. If m =1, we have for any l € N,

{trL,tr XL} = 2 tr YL', {tr L,tr Y L'} = 2% tr XL!. (5.18)
If m = 1,2, we have for anyl € N,

{tr L,tr XYL ={tr L,tr Y X L'} = —2tr(Y2L) + 2w? tr(X2LY), (5.19a)
{tr L, tr Y2L'} =20° (tr(XY L' + tr(Y X L)) | (5.19b)
{trL,tr X’L'} = — 2 (tr(XYL") + tr(Y X LY)) . (5.19c¢)

Proof. We first note that for any matrix A,

{tr L,tr AL'} =(trom) {L, A} (1 ® L) + (trom) li(ALU @) {L,L} (1L~
o=0

-1
=tr (m{L, ADL) + > tr (AL7(m {L, L})L'~77) (5.20)
o=0

=tr ((m {L, A}})Ll) ,
since applying the multiplication map to {L, L} is zero by (5.16a). If m = 1, we have from (5.15a)

m{L, Y} =2 Idy,,, XIdy, =20°X, m{L,X}=-2) Tdy,_, YIdy, =-2Y,
sel sel
so that (5.18) holds as a consequence of (5.20). If m = 1,2, we have in the same way that

m{L, XY} =m{L,YX}=2w>X —2Y?,
m{L, X} =-2XY+YX), m{L Y’} =2*(XY+YX),
and (5.19a)—(5.19¢) hold as a consequence of (5.20). O

6. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we focused on establishing superintegrability of complex generalisations of the rational
CM system associated with cyclic quivers. These various systems are allowed to admit different types of
spin variables (internal degrees of freedom) or a harmonic oscillator potential term, which are completely
determined by the underlying quivers.

To continue the investigation reported in this paper, it seems natural to try to construct such gener-
alisations for other systems in the Calogero-Ruijsenaars family of integrable n-particle systems. In fact,
these generalisations for the trigonometric RS system are known: for the simplest quivers considered
in Section 2, the corresponding systems were constructed in [10]; for the general quivers considered in
Section 3, the systems can be found in [11, 16, 17]. Our next aim is to unveil generalisations of the
trigonometric CM and rational RS systems associated with cyclic quivers, which we expect to be maxi-
mally superintegrable. While the quivers from Section 2 give the usual form of these systems (see [25,
§4.5]), the quivers from Section 3 lead to new versions of these systems endowed with different types of
spin variables. In particular, we will investigate if they can be connected with the spin systems studied
in [13, 20, 21, 27].
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