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A BI-HAMILTONIAN NATURE OF THE GAUDIN ALGEBRAS

OKSANA YAKIMOVA

ABSTRACT. Let q be a Lie algebra over a field k and p, p̃ ∈ k[t] two different normalised

polynomials of degree n > 2. As vector spaces both quotient Lie algebras q[t]/(p) and

q[t]/(p̃) can be identified with W = q·1 ⊕ qt̄ ⊕ . . . ⊕ qt̄n−1. If deg(p − p̃) 6 1, then the Lie

brackets [ , ]p, [ , ]p̃ induced on W by p and p̃, respectively, are compatible. Making use

of the Lenard–Magri scheme, we construct a subalgebra Z = Z(p, p̃) ⊂ S(W)q·1 such that

{Z,Z}p = {Z,Z}p̃ = 0. If tr.deg S(q)q = ind q and q has the codim–2 property, then tr.degZ

takes the maximal possible value, which is n−1
2 dim q + n+1

2 ind q. If q = g is semisimple,

then Z contains the Hamiltonians of a suitably chosen Gaudin model. Furthermore, if p

and p̃ do not have common roots, then there is a Gaudin subalgebra C ⊂ U(g⊕n) such that

Z = gr(C), up to a certain identification. In a non-reductive case, we obtain a completely

integrable generalisation of Gaudin models.

For a wide class of Lie algebras, which extends the reductive setting, Z(p, p + t) coin-

cides with the image of the Poisson-commutative algebra Z(q̂, t) = S(tq[t])q[t
−1 ] under the

quotient map ψp : S(q[t]) → S(W), providing p(0) 6= 0.

INTRODUCTION

The ground field k is algebraically closed and char k = 0. Let q be a Lie algebra de-

fined over k. Most of the time we assume that dim q < ∞. The symmetric algebra S(q)

of q carries the standard Poisson structure. A subalgebra A ⊂ S(q) is said to be Poisson-

commutative if {A,A} = 0. Poisson-commutative subalgebras attract a great deal of atten-

tion, because of their relationship to integrable systems and, more recently, to geometric

representation theory. There are several prominent constructions of Poisson-commutative

subalgebras. In this paper, we use two of them.

The first approach is to replace q with something larger, for instance, with the cur-

rent algebra q[t]. The symmetric algebra S(q[t]) contains a large Poisson-commutative

subalgebra Z(q̂, t), see Section 4. Then, by taking an appropriate quotient, one obtains a

Poisson-commutative subalgebra of S(q) or of S(q⊕n).

The second approach employs compatible Poisson brackets on S(q) and is widely known

as the Lenard–Magri scheme. An advantage of this method is a well-developed geometric

machinery, see e.g. [GZ, PY20’]. A really nice situation happens if both approaches pro-

duce one and the same result.

This work is funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) —

project number 454900253.
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2 O. YAKIMOVA

We are interested in q[t]/(p), where p ∈ k[t] is a normalised polynomial of degree n > 2.

As a vector space q[t]/(p) can be identified with W = W(q, n) = q·1⊕ qt̄⊕ . . .⊕ qt̄n−1. The

Lie structure on it depends on p. We let [ , ]p stand for the Lie bracket of q[t]/(p). If p has

pairwise distinct roots, then (W, [ , ]p) ∼= q⊕n. In an opposite case, where p = tn, q[t]/(tn)

is a (generalised) Takiff algebra modelled on q. These Lie algebras have been studied since

1971, first in case q = g is reductive [Ta71, RT, G95, W11, GM] and then for a more general

class of q [AP, PY20]. For any p, (W, [ , ]p) is a direct sum of several Takiff algebras, which

may include copies of q.

Our first observation is that the brackets [ , ]p and [ , ]p̃ on W are compatible if p, p̃ ∈ k[t]

are of degree n and deg(p− p̃) 6 1. Here we assume that p 6= p̃. Let Z = Z(p, p̃) ⊂ S(W) be

the Poisson-commutative subalgebra constructed according to the Lenard–Magri scheme.

Then Z ⊂ S(W)q·1, see Section 3.1. Thereby tr.degZ is bounded by a certain number b(q, n)

related to q and n (3·1).

For an arbitrary q, one cannot say much about Z. We need to select a nice class of Lie

algebras. In this selection, the symmetric invariants S(q)q = Z(q) of q and properties of

q∗ play a major rôle. The index of q is defined by ind q = minγ∈q∗ dim qγ , where qγ is the

stabiliser of γ. Then

q∗sing = {γ ∈ q∗ | dim qγ > ind q}.

Suppose that tr.deg S(q)q = ind q and dim q∗sing 6 dim q − 2, then tr.degZ = b(q, n), see

Theorem 3.7. The symmetric invariants Z˜p̃ of (W, [ , ]˜p̃) with ˜̃p = ap + (1 − a)p̃ and a ∈ k

are building blocks for Z. In order to describe generators of Z, one needs to understand

algebras Z˜p̃.

If g〈k〉 ∼= g[t]/(tk) is a Takiff algebra modeld on a reductive g, then Z(g〈k〉) is a poly-

nomial ring with k·rk g = ind g〈k〉 generators [Ta71, RT]. A similar statement holds for

certain non-reductive q [AP, PY20]. Our main results for these (very suitable) Lie alge-

bras are listed below.

Suppose that S(q)q = k[F1, . . . , Fm], where Fi are homogeneous algebraically indepen-

dent polynomials with deg Fi = di, m = ind q, and
∑m

i=1 di = b(q) = 1
2
(dim q+ ind q).

⋄ If dim q∗sing 6 dim q−2, then Z = Z(p, p̃) is a polynomial ring with b(q, n) generators.

Furthermore, Z has a set of algebraically independent generators {Fi,u} such that

each Fi,u is a polarisation of Fi, cf. Theorem 6.2.

⋄ If dim q∗sing 6 dim q− 3, then Z is a maximal (w.r.t. inclusion) Poisson-commutative

subalgebra of (S(W), { , }p)
q·1, see Theorem 6.4.

The assumptions on q in [PY20] are slightly weaker than in [AP]. The requirement

dim q∗sing 6 dim q − 2, imposed in [AP], is replaced by a similar condition on the differen-

tials dFi with 1 6 i 6 m, see Theorem 2.9 for details. Also the sum
∑m

i=1 di is allowed

to be smaller than or equal to b(q). In Sections 3 and 4 of [PY20], one can find examples



A BI-HAMILTONIAN NATURE OF THE GAUDIN ALGEBRAS 3

of Lie algebras that satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 2.9, but do not have the codim–2

property.

We prove that the assumptions of [PY20, Thm 0.1] imply the identity ψp(Z(q̂, t)) =

Z(p, p+t) for the quotient map ψp : S(q[t]) → S(W) if p(0) 6= 0, see Theorem 6.1. Changing

the variable t 7→ εt + 1, we obtain a new Poisson-commutative subalgebra Z(q̂, εt + 1) of

S(q[t]) (here ε ∈ k). Set Zv := limε→0 Z(q̂, εt + 1). Then {Zv,Zv} = 0. If q satisfies the

assumptions of Theorem 2.9, then ψp(Zv) = Z(p, p+ 1) for any p, see Theorem 6.5.

Suppose now that q = g is a finite-dimensional simple (non-Abelian) Lie algebra. Note

that the reductive Lie algebras satisfy all assumptions of [AP, PY20] and we have also

dim g∗sing = dim g − 3, cf. [PY20’, Remark 1.1]. Suppose further that p has pairwise dis-

tinct nonzero roots a1, . . . , an. Then g[t]/(p) ∼= h = g⊕n and ψp(Z(ĝ, t)) ⊂ S(h) identifies

with the associated graded algebra gr(C(~z)) of a well-studied Gaudin algebra C(~z) ⊂ U(h).

Gaudin algebras were introduced in [FFR]. The purpose of that paper was to present a

new method of diagonalisation of Gaudin Hamiltonians. Each Gaudin algebra depends

on a vector ~z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ (k×)n. It is commutative and contains the quadratic Gaudin

Hamiltonians associated with h and ~z, see Section 3.2. With its help one shows quan-

tum complete integrability of the corresponding Gaudin model. Due to some change of

notation, ψp(Z(ĝ, t)) = Z(p, p+ t) identifies with gr(C(~z)) for ~z = (a−1
1 , . . . , a−1

n ), see Propo-

sition 5.4. Using certain limit constructions, we can conclude that Z(p, p + 1) = gr(C(~a)),

up to the same identification, for ~a = (a1, . . . , an), see Section 6.1.

Suppose that q is a quadratic Lie algebra. Then it is possible to define a Gaudin model

related to q⊕n with practically the same formulas as in the reductive case. In Section 4.2,

we express these Gaudin models in terms of (W, [ , ]p) and show that they are completely

integrable if tr.degZ(p, p + t) = b(q, n). Some types of Lie algebras, where this applies,

are presented in Example 4.17. The setting makes sense also if p has iterated roots. In

this way, we obtain new limits of Gaudin models, where the underlying Lie algebra is no

longer q⊕n, but a direct sum of various Takiff algebras q〈k〉.

1. PRELIMINARIES ON LIE ALGEBRAS

Let q be a Lie algebra over k. The symmetric algebra of q over k is N0-graded, i.e.,

S(q) =
⊕

i>0 S
i(q). The standard Lie–Poisson bracket on S(q) is defined on S1(q) = q by

{x, y} := [x, y]. It is then extended to higher degrees via the Leibniz rule. Hence S(q) has

the usual associative-commutative structure and additional Poisson structure. Whenever

we refer to subalgebras of S(q), we always mean the associative-commutative structure.

The centre of the Poisson algebra (S(q), { , }) is

(1·1) Z(q) := {H ∈ S(q) | {H,F} = 0 ∀F ∈ S(q)}.
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Using the Leibniz rule, we obtain that Z(q) is a graded Poisson-commutative subalgebra

of S(q), which coincides with the algebra of symmetric invariants of q, i.e.,

Z(q) = {H ∈ S(q) | {H, x} = 0 ∀x ∈ q} =: S(q)q.

In order to avoid confusion, we let ZU(q) stand for the centre of the enveloping algebra

U(q). If l ⊂ q is a Lie subalgebra, then S(q)l = {H ∈ S(q) | {H, x} = 0 ∀x ∈ l}.

If F ∈ S(q) and V ⊂ S(q) is a subspace, then the Poisson centraliser of F in V is the

subspace {H ∈ V | {F,H} = 0}.

1.1. The coadjoint representation. From now until the end of this section, assume that q

is finite-dimensional. Set

b(q) = (dim q+ ind q)/2.

Clearly, b(q) is an integer. If q is reductive, then ind q = rk q and b(q) equals the dimension

of a Borel subalgebra. If A ⊂ S(q) is Poisson-commutative, then tr.degA 6 b(q), see

e.g. [Vi90, 0.2].

We identify S(q) with the algebra of polynomial functions on the dual space q∗, and we

also write k[q∗] =
⊕

i>0 k[q
∗]i for it. The set of regular elements of q∗ is

(1·2) q∗reg = {η ∈ q∗ | dim qη = ind q} = q∗ \ q∗sing.

It is a dense open subset of q∗. We say that q has the codim–n property if codim q∗sing > n.

The codim–2 property is going to be most important for us.

Suppose that q = LieQ, where Q is a connected algebraic group. Then Q acts on q∗ via

the coadjoint representation and S(q)q = S(q)Q = k[q∗]Q. We have also

ind q = dim q−max
ξ∈q∗

dim(Qξ).

Write k(q∗)Q for the field of Q-invariant rational functions on q∗. By the Rosenlicht the-

orem (see [Sp89, IV.2]), one has ind q = tr.deg k(q∗)Q. Since the quotient field of k[q∗]Q is

contained in k(q∗)Q, we deduce from the Rosenlicht theorem that

(1·3) tr.deg (S(q)q) 6 ind q.

For γ ∈ q∗, let γ̂ be the skew-symmetric bilinear form on q defined by γ̂(ξ, η) = γ([ξ, η])

for ξ, η ∈ q. It follows that ker γ̂ = qγ . The 2-form γ̂ is related to the Poisson tensor (bivector)

π of the Lie–Poisson bracket { , } as follows.

Let dH denote the differential of H ∈ S(q) = k[q∗]. Then π is defined by the formula

π(dH ∧ dF ) = {H,F} for H,F ∈ S(q). Then π(γ)(dγH ∧ dγF ) = {H,F}(γ) and therefore

γ̂ = π(γ). In this terms, ind q = dim q− rk π, where rk π = maxγ∈q∗ rk π(γ).

For a subalgebra A ⊂ S(q) and γ ∈ q∗, set dγA = 〈dγF | F ∈ A〉. By the definition of

the Poisson centre Z(q), we have

(1·4) dγZ(q) ⊂ ker π(γ)
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for each γ ∈ q∗.

1.2. Contractions and invariants. We refer to [Lie3, Ch. 7, § 2] for basic facts on contrac-

tions of Lie algebras. Let k× = k\{0} be the multiplicative group of k and ϕ : k× → GL(q),

s 7→ ϕs, a polynomial representation. That is, the matrix entries of ϕs : q → q are poly-

nomials in s w.r.t. some (any) basis of q. Define a new Lie algebra structure on the vector

space q and the associated Lie–Poisson bracket by

(1·5) [x, y](s) = {x, y}(s) := ϕ−1
s [ϕs(x), ϕs(y)], x, y ∈ q, s ∈ k×.

The corresponding Lie algebra is denoted by q(s). Then q(1) = q and all these algebras are

isomorphic. The induced k×-action on the variety of structure constants is not necessarily

polynomial, i.e., lims→0[x, y](s) may not exist for all x, y ∈ q. Whenever such a limit exists,

we obtain a new linear Poisson bracket lims→0{ , }(s), and thereby a new Lie algebra q(0),

which is said to be a contraction of q.

The map ϕs, s ∈ k×, is naturally extended to an invertible transformation of Sj(q),

which we also denote by ϕs. The resulting graded map ϕs : S(q) → S(q) is nothing but

the comorphism associated with s ∈ k× and the dual representation ϕ∗ : k× → GL(q∗).

Since Sj(q) has a basis that consists of ϕ(k×)-eigenvectors, any F ∈ Sj(q) can be written

as F =
∑

i>0 Fi, where the sum is finite and ϕs(Fi) = siFi ∈ Sj(q). Let F • denote the

nonzero component Fi with maximal i.

Proposition 1.1 ([Y14, Lemma 3.3]). If F ∈ Z(q) and q(0) exists, then F • ∈ Z(q(0)).

2. QUOTIENTS OF THE CURRENT ALGEBRA

Let q be a Lie algebra over k and let q[t] = q ⊗ k[t] be the associated current algebra,

where [xtk, ytm] = [x, y]tk+m for x, y ∈ q. Let p ∈ k[t] be a normalised polynomial of degree

n > 1. Then q[t]/(p) ∼= q⊗ (k[t]/(p)) is a Lie algebra and as a vector space it is isomorphic

to

W = W(q, n) = q·1⊕ qt̄⊕ . . .⊕ qt̄n−1,

where t̄ identifies with t + (p). Let [ , ]p be the Lie bracket on W given by p, i.e., q[t]/(p) ∼=

(W, [ , ]p) as a Lie algebra. We identify q with q·1 ⊂ W. In a particular case p = tn, set

q〈n〉 = q[t]/(tn). The Lie algebra q〈n〉 is known as a (generalised) Takiff algebra modelled

on q. Note that q〈1〉 ∼= q. If dim q <∞, then by [RT, Thm 2.8], we have

(2·1) ind q〈n〉 = n·ind q.

We identify each (qt̄k)∗ with q∗.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose p =
∏u

i=1(t − ai)
mi , where ai 6= aj for i 6= j and mi > 1 for each

i 6 u. Then q[t]/(p) ∼=
⊕u

i=1 q〈mi〉.
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Proof. Since k[t] is a principal ideal domain, we have k[t]/(p) ∼=
⊕u

i=1 k[t]/((t− ai)
mi). The

isomorphism extends to the tensor product with q. Finally notice that q[t]/((t − ai)
mi) ∼=

q[t]/(tmi). �

In the following two statements, we assume that q is finite-dimensional.

Corollary 2.2 (cf. (2·1)). For any p ∈ k[t] of degree n, we have ind q[t]/(p) = n·ind q. �

Lemma 2.3. For any p ∈ k[t] of degree n, we have n· dim q−dim(q[t]/(p))∗sing = dim q−dim q∗sing.

Proof. According to [RT, Thm 2.8], γ ∈ q〈n〉∗ is regular if and only if γ|qt̄n−1 ∈ q∗reg. This

takes care of the case p = tn. The general case follows in view of Proposition 2.1. �

Example 2.4. Let us consider an important particular case, where mi = 1 for each i. Set

ri =
p

(t− ai)

∏
j 6=i

(ai − aj)
−1. Then r2i ≡ ri (mod p). This is an explicit application of the

Chinese remainder theorem. Each subspace qr̄i is a Lie subalgebra of q[t]/(p), isomorphic

to q, and

(2·2) q[t]/(p) = qr̄1 ⊕ qr̄2 ⊕ . . .⊕ qr̄n.

In particular, g[t]/(p) is semisimple if g is semisimple.

Lemma 2.5. Each Lie bracket [ , ]p on W can be contracted to ℓ0 = [ , ]tn .

Proof. Set ϕs(xt̄
k) = skxt̄k for s ∈ k× and x ∈ q, define further

[x̃, ỹ]p,s = ϕ−1
s ([ϕs(x̃), ϕs(ỹ)]p) for x̃, ỹ ∈ W.

Take x, y ∈ q. Then [xt̄a, yt̄b]p,s = [x, y]t̄a+b if a + b < n and [xt̄a, yt̄b]p,s =
n−1∑
k=0

sa+b−kck[x, y]t̄
k

with some ck ∈ k if a + b > n. Therefore lims→0[ , ]p,s = ℓ0. �

Following the usual terminology of Poisson geometry, say that two Lie brackets on W

are compatible if their sum (or, equivalently, any linear combination of them) is again a Lie

bracket; compatible Lie brackets on W lead to compatible Poisson brackets on S(W), see

e.g. [DZ, Sect. 1.8.3] or [PY, Sect. 1.1] for details. From now on, assume that n > 2.

Proposition 2.6. Let p = p1 ∈ k[t] be a normalised polynomial of degree n. Suppose that p2 =

p1 + l, where l ∈ k[t] is a nonzero polynomial of degree at most 1. Then the brackets [ , ]p1 and

[ , ]p2 are compatible.

Proof. For k 6 2n− 2, write tk = qp+R, where degR 6 n− 1. Then we have deg q 6 n− 2

and deg ql 6 n − 1. Thereby deg(tk − q(p + l)) 6 n − 1 as well. In other words, R − ql is

the remainder of tk modulo p2. If c1, c2 ∈ k and c1 + c2 = 1, then

tk = q(c1p1 + c2p2) + c1R + c2(R− ql),
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where c1R + c2(R− ql) is the remainder of tk modulo c1p1 + c2p2. Thus here

(2·3) c1[ , ]p1 + c2[ , ]p2 = [ , ]p3 with p3 = c1p1 + c2p2.

In particular, the (half-)sum of [ , ]p1 and [ , ]p2 is again a Lie bracket on W. �

For any p ∈ k[t] of degree n, the restriction of [ , ]p to q = q·1 ⊂ W is the Lie bracket of

q. However, ℓ(q, q) = 0 for a bi-linear operation ℓ = [ , ]p1 − [ , ]p2 , where p1, p2 ∈ k[t] are

normalised polynomials of degree n. Furthermore, ℓ(qt̄a, qt̄b) = 0, whenever a + b < n.

Example 2.7. Set [ , ]∞ = [ , ]tn−1 − [ , ]tn . Then [xt̄a, yt̄b]∞ =




0, if a+ b < n;

[x, y]t̄a+b−n, if a+ b > n,

for x, y ∈ q.

For ℓ = [ , ]p1 − [ , ]p2 , s ∈ k×, and x, y ∈ W set ℓ(s)(x, y) = ϕ−1
s (ℓ(ϕs(x), ϕs(y)), where

ϕs : W → W is the same map as in the proof of Lemma 2.5. For any k ∈ Z, we have

skℓ(s)(x, y) = s−kϕ−1
s (ℓ(skϕs(x), s

kϕs(y)).

If ℓ is a Lie bracket and lims→0 s
kℓ(s) exists, then it is a contraction of ℓ in the sense of [Y14,

Sect. 3].

Lemma 2.8. If p2 − p1 = 1, then lims→0 s
−nℓ(s) = [ , ]∞; if p2 − p1 = t + c with c ∈ k, then

lims→0 s
1−nℓ(s) = [ , ]tn−t − [ , ]tn .

Proof. If a + b < n and x, y ∈ q, then ℓ(xt̄a, yt̄b) = ℓ(s)(xt̄
a, yt̄b) = 0. Suppose next that

a+ b = n+ u with u > 0. Assume first that p2 = p1 + 1. Then

s−nℓ(s)(xt̄
a, yt̄b) = [x, y]t̄u +

u−1∑

k=0

su−kck[x, y]t̄
k

with some ck ∈ k. This case is settled.

Assume now that p2−p1 = t+c. Then s1−nℓ(s)(xt̄
a, yt̄b) = [x, y]t̄u+1+

∑u

k=0 s
u+1−kck[x, y]t̄

k

with some ck ∈ k. The limit at zero is exactly the difference [ , ]tn−t − [ , ]tn . �

2.1. Polarisations. Let ~k = (k1, . . . , kd) be a d-tuple of integers, such that

0 6 k1 6 k2 6 . . . 6 kd < n.

Suppose y1, . . . , yd ∈ q. If we consider the product Y =
∏

i yi ∈ Sd(q), then there is no

uniquely defined sequence of factors yi. However, the ~k-polarisation

Y [~k] := (d!)−1|Sd·~k|
∑

σ∈Sd

y1t̄
σ(k1) . . . ydt̄

σ(kd)

of Y is well-defined. We extend this notion to all elements of Sd(q) by linearity. For

F ∈ Sd(q), set Pol(F ) =
〈
F [~k] | ~k as above

〉
. It would be convenient to use also the

partition notation for ~k, for example, (1, . . . , 1, 2) one can write as (1d−1, 2).
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By the construction, if F ∈ Z(q), then F [~k] ∈ S(W)q for any ~k. However, S(W)q may

contain other q-invariants, even such invariants that are not polynomials in polarisations

of q-invariants in S(q).

2.2. Symmetric invariants. Let Zp ⊂ S(W) denote the Poisson centre of (S(W), [ , ]p),

see (1·1) for the definition. As Example 2.4 shows, if the roots of p are pairwise distinct,

then Zp
∼= Z(q)⊗n. In an opposite case, where p = tn, the symmetric invariants of Takiff

algebras q〈n〉 modelled on reductive q have been studied in [RT]. The answer is that

Z(q〈n〉) = Ztn is a polynomial ring in n·rk q generators. Similar results are obtained in

[AP, PY20] for some non-reductive q.

An open subset of q∗ is said to be big if its complement does not contain divisors.

Theorem 2.9 ([PY20]). Suppose that k[q∗]q = k[F1, . . . , Fm] is a graded polynomial ring, where

m = ind q. Set Ωq∗ = {ξ ∈ q∗ | (dξF1) ∧ . . .∧ (dξFm) 6= 0}, and assume that Ωq∗ is big. For any

n > 1, the Takiff algebra q〈n〉 has the same properties as q, in particular, k[q〈n〉∗]q〈n〉 is a graded

polynomial ring of Krull dimension ind q〈n〉 = nm.

In the following, we always assume that each Fi is homogeneous.

For ~k and F as defined in Section 2.1, set |~k| =
∑
i

ki and F [j] =
∑
|~k|=j

F [~k]. Under the

assumptions of Theorem 2.9, the algebraically independent generators of Z(q〈n〉) can be

described in the following way, which goes back to [RT],

(2·4) Z(q〈n〉) = k
[
F

[j]
i | 1 6 i 6 m, (n− 1) degFi − n < |j| 6 (n− 1) degFi

]
.

From this description it is clear that the Poincaré series of Z(q〈n〉) coincides with that of

Z(q⊕n).

In view of Proposition 2.1, Theorem 2.9 leads now to the following statement.

Proposition 2.10. Suppose q satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.9. Then any Zp is a graded

polynomial ring of Krull dimension nm and its Poincaré series coincides with that of Z(q⊕n). �

Suppose that we have a converging sequence pj ∈ k[t] with j ∈ N of normalised poly-

nomials of degree n and p = lim
j→∞

pj . Then, by the construction,

(2·5) lim
j→∞

[ , ]pj = [ , ]p and, assuming that each pj has distinct roots, lim
j→∞

Zpj ⊂ Zp,

where the second limit is taken in the appropriate Grassmannians.

Proposition 2.11. Suppose q satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.9, in particular k[q∗]q =

k[F1, . . . , Fm]. If p = lim
j→∞

pj , then limj→∞Zpj = Zp. Furthermore, any Zp has a set of alge-

braically independent generators Fi,υ with 1 6 i 6 m, 1 6 υ 6 n such that Fi,υ ∈ Pol(Fi) for all

i and υ.
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Proof. According to Proposition 2.10, dim(Zp ∩ Sd(W)) is independent of p. Therefore

there is a well defined limit lim
j→∞

Zpj ⊂ S(W) for any converging sequence of normalised

polynomials pj . In case lim
j→∞

pj = p, we have lim
j→∞

Zpj ⊂ Zp, because lim
j→∞

[ , ]pj = [ , ]p.

Since the Poincaré series of lim
j→∞

Zpj and of Zp coinside, lim
j→∞

Zpj = Zp.

Suppose that a normalised polynomial p̃ ∈ k[t] with deg p̃ = n has n distinct roots

a1, . . . , an. Let r̄1, . . . , r̄n be the polynomials from Example 2.4. Then

(2·6) Zp̃ = Z(qr̄1)⊗ . . .⊗ Z(qr̄n) and Z(qr̄υ) = k [F1[r̄υ], . . . , Fm[r̄υ]] ,

where Fi[r̄υ] is obtained from Fi by extending the canonical isomorphism q → qr̄j to S(q).

Clearly Fi,υ := Fi[r̄υ] ∈ Pol(Fi) for all i, υ and Zp̃ is freely generated by Fi,υ with 1 6 i 6 m,

1 6 υ 6 n.

In general, (W, [ , ]p) is a direct sum of Lie algebras, corresponding to roots of p, see

Proposition 2.1 for details. If α is a simple root, then the corresponding summand is of

the form qr̄(α) with r̄(α) ∈ k[t]/(p) and Z(qr̄(α)) is generated by Fi[r̄(α)] ∈ Pol(Fi) with

1 6 i 6 m.

Suppose now that a root α has multiplicity k > 2. Let q〈k〉(α) ∼= q〈k〉 be the direct

summand of (W, [ , ]p) corresponding to α. Then there are r̄(α,0), r̄(α,1) ∈ k[t]/(p) such that

r̄(α,0)r̄(α,1) = r̄(α,1), r̄
k
(α,1) = 0, r̄2(α,0) = r̄(α,0), and

q〈k〉(α) = qr̄(α,0) ⊕ qr̄(α,1) ⊕ qr̄2(α,1) ⊕ . . .⊕ qr̄k−1
(α,1).

Let F
[j]
i ∈ Z(q〈k〉) be given by (2·4) with n replaced by k. Define Φα : k[t]/(t

k) → k[t]/(p)

by setting Φα(1) = r̄(α,0) and Φα(t̄
u) = r̄u(α,1) for 1 6 u < k. The map Φα extends to q〈k〉 and

the polynomials Φα(F
[j]
i ) with 1 6 i 6 m, (k− 1) degFi− k < |j| 6 (k− 1) degFi generate

Z(q〈k〉(α)).

Since F
[j]
i ∈ Pol(Fi) for all i and j, this holds also for all Φα(F

[j]
i ). The result about

generators of Zp follows now from Proposition 2.1. �

Remark. Let us consider the contraction lim
s→0

[ , ]p,s → ℓ0 presented in Lemma 2.5. For any

F ∈ Z(W, [ , ]p), we have then ϕ−1
s (F ) ∈ Z(W, [ , ]p,s) and lim

s→0
kϕ−1

s (F ) = kF • in terms

of Proposition 1.1. Suppose that q satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.9. Arguing by

induction on deg Fi, one can find a generating set {Fi,u} ⊂ Z(W, [ , ]p) such that Z(W, ℓ0)

is freely generated by the components F •
i,u.

Example 2.12. For the feature use, we describe generators of Zp in case p = tn − ct with

c ∈ k×. Fix α ∈ k with αn−1 = c and let ζ ∈ k be a primitive (n−1)-th root of unity. Then

r̄1 =
−1
c
(tn−1 − c) and

r̄i =
1

c(n−1)
t(tn−2 + αζ itn−3 + . . .+ (αζ i)n−3t+ (αζ i)n−2) if i > 2
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in terms of Example 2.4. For each 1 6 i 6 n, we have

Z(qr̄i) = {F [r̄i] | F ∈ Z(q)}.

For F ∈ Sd(q)q, one obtains

(−c)dF [r̄1] = F [(n−1)d] +

d∑

k=1

(−c)kF [0k, (n−1)d−k];(2·7)

cd(n−1)dF [r̄i] =

d(n−1)∑

j=d

(αζ i)d(n−1)−j
∑

|~k|=j; k1>1

F [~k] if i > 2.(2·8)

3. POISSON-COMMUTATIVE SUBALGEBRAS

Roughly speaking, a bi-Hamiltonian system is a pair of compatible Poisson structures

{ , }′, { , }′′ (or rather a pencil {a{ , }′+b{ , }′′ | a, b ∈ k} spanned by them) [DZ, Sect. 1.8],

[GZ]. Let π′, π′′ be the Poisson tensors of { , }′, { , }′′. Then πa,b = aπ′+bπ′′ is the Poisson

tensors of a{ , }′ + b{ , }′′. For almost all (a, b) ∈ k2, rk(aπ′+bπ′′) has one and the same

(maximal) value, let it be r, and we say that a{ , }′ + b{ , }′′ is regular (or that (a, b) is a

regular point) if rk(aπ′+bπ′′) = r. The Poisson centres of regular structures in the pencil

generate a subalgebra, which is Poisson-commutative w.r.t. all Poisson brackets in the

pencil, see e.g. [GZ, Sect. 10] or [PY, Sect. 2] for an explanation of this phenomenon.

Let L = 〈{ , }′, { , }′′〉k be a pencil of compatible polynomial Poisson structures on the

affine space AN , i.e., each a{ , }′ + b{ , }′′ is a Poisson bracket on the polynomial ring

k[AN ]. Let AN
(a,b),sing be the singular set of a{ , }′ + b{ , }′′, i.e.,

AN
(a,b),sing = {ξ ∈ AN | rk πa,b(ξ) < rk πa,b}.

Set further AN
L,sing =

⋃
(a,b) A

N
(a,b),sing and AN

L,reg = AN \AN
L,sing. Since cπa,b = πca,cb for any c in

k×, the Zariski closed subset AN
(a,b),sing depends on (a : b) ∈ P1 and not on its representative

(a, b). Also the numbers rk πv and rk πv(ξ) with v ∈ P1, ξ ∈ AN are well-defined. Consider

now

X = {(ξ, v) | v ∈ P1, ξ ∈ AN
v,sing} ⊂ AN × P1.

Lemma 3.1. (i) If dimAN
v,sing 6 N − 2 for generic v ∈ P1, then AN

L,reg contains a non-empty open

subset of AN .

(ii) If dimAN
v,sing 6 N − 3 for generic v ∈ P1 and dimAN

v,sing 6 N − 2 for all v ∈ P1, then we have

dimAN
L,sing 6 N − 2.

Proof. (i) Let pr1 : A
N × P1 → AN , pr2 : A

N × P1 → P1 be the projections on the first and

the second factors. Let Xi ⊂ X be an irreducible component. Then either pr2(Xi) = P1 or

pr2(Xi) is a point, say vi. In the latter case, Xi ∩AN
vi,sing

×{vi} is a dense subset of Xi. Hence

Xi ⊂ AN
vi,sing

×{vi} and dimXi 6 N − 1, because AN
vi,sing

is a proper closed subset of AN .
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In the former case,

Xi ∩ {(ξ, v) ∈ AN×P1 | rk πv = r = max
a,b

rk πa,b, rk πv(ξ) < r}

is a dense subset of Xi. In particular, Xi is contained in the closed subset

{(ξ, v) ∈ AN×P1 | rk πv(ξ) < r}.

By the fibre dimension theorem, dimXi 6 N − 1. By definition, AN
L,sing = pr1(X) ⊂ pr1(X)

and hence dimAN
L,sing 6 N − 1 as well.

(ii) In this case, we have dimXi 6 N − 2 for each irreducible component of X and hence

dimAN
L,sing 6 dimX 6 N − 2. �

Let P(ξ) = {πa,b(ξ) | a, b ∈ k} with ξ ∈ AN be a pencil of skew-symmetric 2-forms on

T ∗
ξ A

N , which is spanned by π′(ξ) and π′′(ξ). A 2-form in this pencil is said to be regular if

rk πa,b(ξ) = r. Otherwise, it is singular. Set

V (ξ) =
∑

a,b: rkπa,b(ξ)=r

ker πa,b(ξ),

b = b(L) = 1
2
r + (N − r).

Proposition 3.2 ([PY20’, Proposition 1.5]). If ξ ∈ AN and rk πv(ξ) = r for some v ∈ P1, then

(i) dimV (ξ) = b if and only if all nonzero 2-forms in P(ξ) are regular;

(ii) if P(ξ) contains a singular line, say kω, then dimV (ξ) 6 N − r + 1
2
rkω,

(iii) furthermore, dimV (ξ) = N − r + 1
2
rkω if and only if

– kω is the unique singular line in P(ξ), and

– rk(π(ξ)|v) = dim v− (N − r) for v = kerω and any π(ξ) ∈ P(ξ) \ kω.

3.1. Subalgebras Z(p, p + l). From now on, assume that [q, q] 6= 0 and dim q < ∞. Let

{ , }p be the Poisson bracket on S(W) corresponding to [ , ]p. Fix two different normalised

polynomials p1, p2 ∈ k[t] of degree n > 2 such that deg(p1 − p2) 6 1. Set L(p1, p2) :=

〈{ , }p1, { , }p2〉. By Proposition 2.6,

{ , }a,b := a{ , }p1 + b{ , }p2 ∈ L(p1, p2)

is a Poisson bracket on S(W) for all a, b ∈ k. Therefore L(p1, p2) is a pencil of compatible

polynomial Poisson structures on W∗ ∼= AN . Here N = n· dim q. Let Za,b ⊂ S(W) denote

the Poisson centre of (S(W), { , }a,b) and let πa,b be the Poisson tensor of { , }a,b. If a+b = 1,

then { , }a,b = { , }ap1+bp2 . Corollary 2.2 implies now that rk πa,b = n(dim q − ind q) if

a 6= −b. Hence (a, b) is a regular point, whenever a 6= −b.

Let Z = Z(p1, p2) ⊂ S(W) be the subalgebra generated by Za,b with (a, b) being regular.

Then {Z,Z}a,b = 0 for all a, b according to the general method outlined at the beginning of

Section 3. If c ∈ k×, then Za,b = Zca,cb for all a, b ∈ k. We have q ⊂ Z1,−1. Since [q, q]p1 6= 0,

(1,−1) is not a regular point. Thus Z = alg〈Za,b | a + b = 1〉. The transcendence degree of
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Z depends on the properties of q and of ℓ = { , }1,−1. As we have already observed, q is a

Lie subalgebra of (S(W), [ , ]ap1+bp2), whenever a+b = 1, cf. (2·3). Thereby Za,1−a ⊂ S(W)q

for each a ∈ k. Hence also Z ⊂ S(W)q and we have

(3·1) tr.degZ 6 b(W, [ , ]p1)− b(q) + ind q = (n− 1)b(q) + ind q =: b(q, n)

according to [MY, Prop. 1.1] (for the computation of b(W, [ , ]p1), we have used Corol-

lary 2.2).

In case (p1 − p2) ∈ k×, we have L(p1, p2) = L(p1, p1 + 1). If deg l = 1, then L(p1, p2) =

L(p1, p1 + t + c) for some c ∈ k. By a change of variable, t 7→ t + c, we can pass to the

pencil L(p, p + t). This will change the initial polynomial p1. However, if we consider a

statement that is valid for all p, then in the proof we may safely assume that l is either 1

or t.

Remark 3.3. If l = 1, then clearly almost all polynomials p+α ∈ {ap+(1−a)(p+1) | a ∈ k}

have distinct roots. This is also true for p̃ ∈ {ap + (1 − a)(p + t) | a ∈ k}, although may

not be obvious. A brief explanation is that the resultant Res(p̃, ∂tp̃), where p̃ = p+ αt, is a

polynomial in α of degree n with the leading coefficient (1−n)n−1, hence it is nonzero for

almost all α ∈ k. Another explanation involves the homomorphism ϕs : k[t] → k[t] such

that ϕs(t) = st with s ∈ k×. This map extends to q[t] and is defined on W as well. We have

already used it in Section 2.

According to Lemmas 2.5, 2.8, the two-dimensional space L(p1, p2) can be contracted to

L(tn, tn − t) if deg l = 1 and to L(tn, tn − 1) if deg l = 0.

Proposition 3.4. For any F ∈ Sd(q)q, we have dim(Pol(F ) ∩ Z(p1, p2)) > d(n−1) + 1.

Proof. We have no restriction on p1, therefore there is no harm in assuming that either l = t

or l = 1. For d = 0, the statement is obvious, thereby suppose that d > 1.

Suppose first that l = t. Consider ps,k = snϕ−1
s (p) + kt, where k ∈ Z and 1 6 k 6 dn.

Here lim
s→0

ps,k = tn + kt. There is a non-empty open subset U ⊂ k such that 0 ∈ U and

any ps,k has distinct roots for each s ∈ U . Until the end of the proof, assume that s ∈ U .

Let r̄i,s,k and r̄i,k be polynomials from Example 2.4 associated with ps,k and with tn + kt,

respectively. The numbering is chosen in such a way that lim
s→0

r̄i,s,k = r̄i,k for all i and k.

Then clearly lim
s→0

F [r̄i,s,k] = F [r̄i,k]. Using (2·7), (2·8), we conclude that

dim 〈F [r̄i,k] | 1 6 k 6 dn〉 = d(n−1) + 1.

Thereby there is at least one s ∈ U \{0} such that dim 〈F [r̄i.s,k] | 1 6 k 6 dn〉 > d(n−1)+1.

By definition, snϕ−1
s (p) + kt = snϕ−1

s (p + ks1−nt). Hence ϕs(F [r̄i,s,k]) ∈ Z(p, p + t) for all i

and k. Since ϕs is an isomorphism, we are done in this case.
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The case l = 1 can be treated similarly. Instead of the polynomials tn + kt, one works

with tn + k. Here 〈F [r̄i,k] | 1 6 k 6 dn〉 =
〈
F [j] | 0 6 j 6 d(n− 1)

〉
and this space has

dimension d(n− 1) + 1 as well. �

Example 3.5 (A curiosity). Suppose that n = 2. Here any two Lie brackets [ , ]p1 and [ , ]p2
are compatible. Assume that p1 6= p2. For any F ∈ Sd(q), we have dimPol(F ) = d + 1.

If F ∈ Sd(q)q, then Pol(F ) ⊂ Z(p1, p2) by Proposition 3.4. Suppose that q satisfies the

assumptions of Theorem 2.9, in particular, Z(q) = k[F1, . . . , Fm]. Then

Z = Z(p1, p2) = alg〈Pol(Fi) | 1 6 i 6 m〉

by Proposition 2.11. This Z is independent of the choice of (p1, p2) and arises from a tri-

Hamiltonian system (W, [ , ]t2 , [ , ]t2+1, [ , ]t2+t).

Another feature of the case n = 2 is directly related to Mishchenko–Fomenko subalgebras,

see e.g. [Vi90] for a definition. For γ ∈ q∗, consider the homomorphism of commutative

algebras ̺γ : S(W) → S(q) with ̺γ(x·1 + y·t̄) = x+ γ(y) (hier x, y ∈ q). Then ̺γ(Z(p1, p2))

contains the Mishchenko–Fomenko subalgebra Fγ ⊂ S(q) associated with γ. If q satisfies

the assumptions of Theorem 2.9, then ̺γ(Z) = Fγ .

Lemma 3.6. For ℓ = [ , ]p1 − [ , ]p2 , we have ind(W, ℓ) = dim q+ (n−1)ind q.

Proof. First we consider the particular cases of [ , ]tn−1 − [ , ]tn and [ , ]tn−t − [ , ]tn . If

ℓ = [ , ]tn−1− [ , ]tn , then (W, ℓ) is an N-graded Lie algebra, isomorphic to (t̃q[t̃])/(t̃n+1) and

to the nilpotent radical of q〈n+1〉, see Example 2.7. Take ξ ∈ W∗ such that ξ̄ := ξ|q·1 ∈ q∗reg.

Then

(3·2) ker π1,−1(ξ) = qξ̄ t̄
n−1 ⊕ . . .⊕ qξ̄ t̄⊕ q·1

and dim ker π1,−1(ξ) = (n−1)ind q + dim q. Thereby ind(W, ℓ) 6 (n−1)ind q + dim q in this

case.

Suppose now that ℓ = [ , ]tn−t − [ , ]tn . Then (W, ℓ) ∼= q〈n−1〉 ⊕ qab. Here ind(W, ℓ) =

ind q〈n−1〉+ ind qab = (n−1)ind q+ dim q by [RT].

According to Lemma 2.8, a general ℓ can be contracted to either [ , ]tn−1 − [ , ]tn or

[ , ]tn−t − [ , ]tn . Under this procedure, the index cannot decrease, therefore always

ind(W, ℓ) 6 dim q+ (n−1)ind q.

Take now ξ ∈ W∗ such that rk π1,0(ξ) = n(dim q − ind q) and ξ̄ ∈ q∗reg. Then rk πa,b(ξ) =

n(dim q− ind q) for all pairs (a, b) from a non-empty open subset of k2. Note that ker πa,b(ξ)

depends only on v = (a : b) ∈ P1 and not on its representative. There is a sequence of

points v(k) ∈ P1\{(1 :−1)} such that dimker πv(k)(ξ) = n·ind q and limk→∞ v(k) = (1 : −1).

Set v = limk→∞ ker πv(k)(ξ). Then dim v = n·ind q and v ⊂ ker π1,−1(ξ). Furthermore, since

πa,1−a)(ξ)|W×q = π1,0(ξ)|W×q for each a ∈ k, we have π1,0(ξ)(v, q) = 0. Thereby v ∩ q is

contained in the stabiliser qξ̄ of ξ̄ and hence dim(v∩ q) 6 ind q. Since ℓ(q,W) = 0, we have
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dimker π1,−1(ξ) > dim q + (dim v − ind q) = dim q + (n−1)ind q and this inequality holds

for generic points ξ ∈ W∗. Thus ind(W, ℓ) > dim q+ (n−1)ind q. �

In the proof of Lemma 3.6, we have seen that for generic ξ ∈ W∗,

(3·3) ker π1,−1(ξ) = q+ v, where π1,0(ξ)(q, v) = 0, dim v = n·ind q, dim(q ∩ v) = ind q.

In the above sentence, generic means that ξ ∈ W∗
(1,0),reg ∩W∗

(1,−1),reg and ξ̄ ∈ q∗reg.

Theorem 3.7. Suppose that tr.deg S(q)q = ind q and that q has the codim–2 property. Then

tr.degZ(p, p+ l) = b(q, n) for any p ∈ k[t] of degree n and any nonzero l ∈ k[t] with deg l 6 1.

Proof. By Lemma 2.3, each Lie algebra (W, [ , ]p̃) with deg p̃ = n also has the codim–2

property. Then by Lemma 3.1(i), W∗
L,reg contains a non-empty open subset of W∗ for any

L = L(p, p + l). Without loss of generality, we may assume that p has distinct roots, cf.

Remark 3.3. Since tr.deg S(q)q = ind q, there is another non-empty open subset Uinv ⊂ W∗

such that dimdγZp = n·ind q for each γ ∈ Uinv.

Let γ ∈ W∗
L,reg ∩ Uinf be such that γ̄ := γ|q·1 ∈ q∗reg. Consider the pencil

P(γ) = {πa,b(γ) | a, b ∈ k}

corresponding to L. If a 6= −b, then πa,b(γ) is a regular form. For the singular line

kπ1,−1(γ), we have rk π1,−1(γ) = (n − 1)(dim q − ind q) by Lemma 3.6. Furthermore,

ṽ := ker π1,−1(γ) = q⊕v0, where π1,0(γ)(q, v0) = 0, see (3·3). Next we compute rk(π1,0(γ)|ṽ).

Since γ̄ ∈ q∗reg, the rank in question is larger than or equal to dim q− ind q; also

(3·4) rk(π1,0(γ)|ṽ) 6 dim ṽ− n·ind q = dim q− ind q

by [PY, Appendix]. Thus, we have the equality here. By Proposition 3.2,

(3·5) dimV (γ) = n·ind q+
n− 1

2
(dim q− ind q) = b(q, n)

for V (γ) =
∑

a∈k ker πa,1−a(γ).

Since γ ∈ Uinv and in view of (1·4), we have dγZp = ker π1,0(γ). For almost all α ∈ k, the

polynomial p+ αl has distinct roots, cf. Remark 3.3. In other words,

Urt = {α ∈ k | (W, [ , ]p+αl) ∼= q⊕n}

is a non-empty open subset of k. If α ∈ Urt, then the Poisson centre Zp+αp depends on

α continuously, cf. (2·5). Thereby dγZa,1−a = ker πa,1−a(γ) for almost all a ∈ k, i.e., there

is a non-empty open subset Ω ⊂ k such that dγZa,1−a = ker πa,1−a(γ) for each a ∈ Ω. Set

Z = Z(p, p+ l). Now

dγZ =
∑

a∈k

dγZa,1−a ⊃
∑

a∈Ω

dγZa,1−a =
∑

a∈Ω

ker πa,1−a(γ) =
∑

a∈k

ker πa,1−a(γ) = V (γ),

because
∑

a∈Ω ker πa,1−a(γ) =
∑

a∈k ker πa,1−a(γ) by [PY, Appendix]. Thus tr.degZ >

dimV (γ) = b(q, n). Since also tr.degZ 6 b(q, n) by (3·1), the result follows. �
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3.2. Gaudin Hamiltonians. Suppose that q = g is semisimple. Let {xi | 1 6 i 6 dim g} be

a basis of g that is orthonormal w.r.t. the Killing form κ. Set h = g⊕n ∼= g[t]/(tn− 1) and let

x
(k)
i ∈ h be a copy of xi belonging to the k-th copy of g. Choose a vector ~z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈

kn such that zj 6= zk for j 6= k and consider the quadratic elements

(3·6) Hk =
∑

j 6=k

∑dim g

i=1 x
(k)
i x

(j)
i

zk − zj
, 1 6 k 6 n ,

called Gaudin Hamiltonians. They can be regarded as elements of either U(g)⊗n ∼= U(h) or

S(h). Note that
∑n

k=1Hk = 0.

For k 6= s, we have

[Hk,Hs] =
∑

ν 6=k,s

(
1

(zk − zν)(zs − zν)

∑
i,j

x
(k)
i x

(s)
j [xi, xj ]

(ν) +

+
1

(zk − zs)(zs − zν)

∑
i,j

x
(k)
i x

(ν)
j [xi, xj ]

(s) +
1

(zk − zν)(zs − zk)

∑
i,j

x
(ν)
i x

(s)
j [xi, xj ]

(k)

)
.

Next
∑
i,j

x
(k)
i x

(s)
j [xi, xj]

(ν) =
∑
i,j,υ

κ([xi, xj ], xυ)x
(k)
i x

(s)
j x

(ν)
υ = −

∑
i,j,υ

κ([xi, xυ], xj)x
(k)
i x

(ν)
υ x

(s)
j .

Thereby [Hk,Hs] is equal to

∑
ν 6=k,s

(
1

(zk − zν)(zs − zν)
−

1

(zk − zs)

(
1

zs − zν
−

1

zk − zν

)) ∑
i,j,υ

κ([xi, xj ], xυ)x
(k)
i x

(s)
j x

(ν)
υ =

=
∑

ν 6=k,s

(
1

(zk − zν)(zs − zν)
−

1

(zs − zν)(zk − zν)

) ∑
i,j,υ

κ([xi, xj], xυ)x
(k)
i x

(s)
j x

(ν)
υ = 0.

As we have just seen, [Hk,Hj ] = 0 for any j, k. Therefore the Gaudin Hamiltonians also

Poisson-commute with each other. Higher Gaudin Hamiltonians are elements of U(g)⊗n

that commute with all Hk.

By the construction, each Hk is an invariant of the diagonal copy of g, i.e., of ∆g ⊂ h. In

[FFR], an astonishing discovery was made: there is a large commutative algebra C ⊂ U(h)∆g

that contains all Hk. Our goal is to reveal a bi-Hamiltonian nature of gr(C) ⊂ S(h).

4. THE LOOP ALGEBRA AND QUADRATIC ELEMENTS

Set Z(q̂, t−1) = S(t−1q[t−1])q[t], where S(t−1q[t−1]) is regarded as the quotient of

S(q[t, t−1]) by the ideal (q[t]). In the down to earth terms, Z(q̂, t−1) consists of the ele-

ments Y ∈ S(t−1q[t−1]) such that {xtk, Y } ∈ q[t]S(q[t, t−1]) for each x ∈ q and each k > 0.

Proposition 4.1. We have {Z(q̂, t−1),Z(q̂, t−1)} = 0.

Proof. Suppose that F1, F2 ∈ Z(q̂, t−1). There is N > 1 such that

F1, F2 ∈ S(qt−N ⊕ qt1−N ⊕ . . .⊕ qt−1).
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Set n = 2N . Then {F1, F2} = 0 if and only if we images F̄1, F̄2 of F1, F2 in S(q[t−1])/(t−n−1)

Poisson-commute. Next we identify t1−n with t̄. This leads to the identification

q[t−1]/(t−n − 1) ∼= (W, [ , ]tn−1).

By the construction, F̄1, F̄2 ∈ Ztn ⊂ S(W). The brackets { , }tn−1 and { , }tn are compati-

ble, furthermore { , }tn is a regular Poisson structure in the pencil L(tn − 1, tn). Therefore

{Ztn ,Ztn}tn−1 = 0 and the result follows. �

The evaluation at t = 1 defines an isomorphism Ev1 : S(qt
−1) → S(q) of q-modules. For

F ∈ S(q), set F [t−1] := Ev−1
1 (F ) ∈ S(qt−1). If F ∈ S(q)q, then F [t−1] ∈ Z(q̂, t−1). Here

is another well-known statement: ∂t acts on Z(q̂, t−1). Let us present a brief explanation.

First of all, note that ∂t acts on the ideal q[t]S(q[t, t−1]), since ∂tx = 0 if x ∈ q. Suppose that

H ∈ Z(q̂, t−1). Then, for a > 0 and x ∈ q, we have

(4·1) {xta, ∂tH} = ∂t({xt
a, H})− a{xta−1, H} = ∂t0 = 0

in the quotient S(q[t, t−1])/(q[t]).

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that q satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.9, in particular, k[q∗]q =

k[F1, . . . , Fm]. Then Z(q̂, t−1) is a polynomial ring generated by ∂kt Fi[t
−1] with 1 6 i 6 m and

k > 0.

Proof. Set W−N = qt−N ⊕qt1−N ⊕ . . .⊕qt−1 ⊂ q[t, t−1]/q[t]. Then Z(q̂, t−1) = lim
−→

S(W−N )
q[t]

has a direct limit structure and each S(W−N)
q[t] ∼= S(q[t]/(tN ))q[t] is a polynomial ring by

Theorem 2.9. Furthermore, the explicit generators of S(q[t]/(tN ))q[t] given in (2·4), see also

[PY20, Sect. 2], are images of (−1)k

k!
∂kt Fi[t

−1] with 1 6 i 6 m and 0 6 k < N under the

canonical isomorphism W−N

∼=
−→ q[t]/(tN) of q[t]-modules. �

For any r ∈ k[t, t−1], let Z(q̂, r) ⊂ S(q[t, t−1]) be the subalgebra obtained from Z(q̂, t−1)

by the substitute t 7→ r. If r ∈ k[t], then clearly Z(q̂, r) ⊂ S(q[t]). Let p ∈ k[t] be the same

as in Section 2, let further ψp : q[t] → q[t]/(p) be the quotient map, which we extend to

S(q[t]). If p(0) 6= 0, then ψp extends to S(q[t, t−1]).

Let Zv⊂ S(q[t]) be the subalgebra generated by the lowest t-components of elements

F ∈ Z(q̂, t+1). An alternative description is Zv= limε→0 Z(q̂, εt+1). It follows easily from

any of these two descriptions that {Zv,Zv} = 0.

Remark 4.3. (i) By the construction, S(q)q ⊂ Zv. It is quite probable that Zvcoincides with

Z(q̂, [0]) := S(q[t])q[t
−1], where q[t] is regarded as a quotient of q[t, t−1]. If q = g is semisim-

ple, then the identity holds, see Proposition 5.6.

(ii) There are compatible Poisson brackets on S(q[t]), the usual one { , } and { , }(1), for

which {xta, ytb}(1) = [x, y]ta+b+1 if x, y ∈ q. They help to understand Z(ĝ, [0]) [IR, Sect. 4].

Applying the map ψp, we obtain two compatible brackets on S(W): { , }p and { , }p,(1),
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where {xt̄a, xt̄b}p,(1) = [x, y](ta+b+1 + (p)) if x, y ∈ q. However, for this pair, the spe-

cial rôle of q·1 ⊂ W disappears and the Poisson-commutative subalgebra arising from〈
{ , }p, { , }p,(1)

〉
equals Zp.

Let us consider Z(q̂, t), replace F [t−1] ∈ S(qt−1)q with F [t] ∈ S(qt)q and ∂t with τ = t2∂t.

Then τk(F [t]) ∈ Z(q̂, t) for all k > 0.

Lemma 4.4. The subspace
〈
ψp(τ

k(F [t])) | k > 0
〉

lies in Pol(F ) and

dim
〈
ψp(τ

k(F [t])) | k > 0
〉
> d(n−1) + 1

if F ∈ Sd(q) and C := p(0) 6= 0.

Proof. The task is to show that each ψp(τ
k(F [t])) is a linear combination of polarisations

F [~k] ∈ Sd(W). For example, ψp(F [t]) = F [(1, . . . , 1)] and ψp(τ(F [t])) = F [(1, . . . , 1, 2)], if

n > 2. Furthermore, ψp(τ
2(F [t])) = 2F [(1, . . . , 1, 3)] + 2F [(1, . . . , 1, 2, 2)], if n > 3. The

general formula is more complicated, since it involves the coefficients of p. However, if

Y = y1 . . . yd ∈ Sd(q), then τk(Y [t]) is a linear combination of elements

(4·2) Y [~k, t] =
∑

σ∈Sd

y1t
σ(k1) . . . ydt

σ(kd),

where ~k = (k1, . . . , kd) ∈ Zd and 1 6 k1 6 k2 6 . . . 6 kd. Here ψp(Y [~k, t]) ∈ Pol(Y ) and

hence the inclusion
〈
ψp(τ

k(F [t])) | k > 0
〉
⊂ Pol(F ) takes place.

On K[0, n−1] := {~k = (k1, . . . , kd) | 0 6 k1 6 k2 6 . . . 6 kd < n}, we will define a total

order. First to each ~k ∈ K[0, n−1] we associate a partition k ∈ K[1, n] by replacing each

ki = 0 with n. For example, if ~k = (0, 0, 1, . . . , 1), then k = (1, . . . , 1, n, n). Next we say that
~k ≺ ~k′ if k ≺ k′ in the right lexicographic order. Then the largest component of ψ(τk(F [t]))

is equal to k!CdF [(0, . . . , 0)] if k = d(n−1) and to k!CuF [(0, . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
u times

, 1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
d−u−1

, 1+z)] if k =

u(n−1) + z with 0 6 z < n−1 and 0 6 u 6 d−1. These components are clearly linearly

independent and there are d(n−1) + 1 of them. Thus indeed dim
〈
ψp(τ

k(F [t])) | k > 0
〉
>

d(n−1) + 1. �

Conjecture 4.5. For any normalised p ∈ k[t] of degree n, we have

(i) ψp(Z(q̂, t)) = Z(p, p+ t) if p(0) 6= 0,

(ii) ψp(Z(q̂, l)) = Z(p, p+ l) for any l ∈ k[t] of degree 1 that does not divide p,

(iii) ψp(Zv) = Z(p, p + 1).

Proposition 4.6. (1) Part (ii) of Conjecture 4.5 follows from (i).

(2) If q satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.9, then lim
ε→0

Z(p, p+εt+1) = Z(p, p + 1) for any p.

Proof. (1) We obtain the implication (i)⇒ (ii) by the change of variable t 7→ l. The polyno-

mial p from Z(p, p + l) is replaced by p̃ such that p̃(l) = p and the condition l ∤ p becomes

p̃(0) 6= 0.
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(2) Clearly lim
ε→0

Z(p, p+εt+1) ⊂ Z(p, p+1). If q satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.9,

then limε→0Zp+α(εt+1) = Zp+α for any fixed α ∈ k, see Proposition 2.11. Hence in this case

lim
ε→0

Z(p, p+εt+1) = Z(p, p+ 1). �

In Section 6, we show that parts (i) and (iii) of Conjecture 4.5 hold for reductive Lie

algebras and, more generally, for Lie algebras satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 2.9.

As a preparation to that argument, we need to work out some facts about invariants of

degree two.

4.1. Quadratic Lie algebras. Suppose that q = LieQ, where Q is an algebraic group, and

that ( , ) is a non-degenerate Q-invariant scalar product on q. Let {xi} be an orthonormal

basis of q, i.e., (xi, xj) = δi,j . For a, b ∈ Z, set H [a, b] =
∑dim q

i=1 xit
axit

b ∈ S(q[t, t−1]). Clearly,

each H [a, b] is a q-invariant. Set further H = H [1, 1].

For a, b, c ∈ Z, set X [a, b, c] :=
∑

i,j,υ([xi, xj], xυ)xit
axjt

bxυt
c ∈ S(q[t, t−1]). We have seen

such sums in Section 3.2. Note that X [a, b, c] = −X [b, a, c] = X [b, c, a]. By a straightfor-

ward calculation,

(4·3) {H [a, b],H [c, d]} = X [b, d, a+c] + X [b, c, a+d] + X [a, d, b+c] + X [a, c, b+d].

Whenever a, b, c are pairwise distinct, we have X [a, b, c] 6= 0, since [q, q] 6= 0.

For 0 6 a, b < n, let h[a, b] =
∑dim q

i=1 xit̄
axit̄

b ∈ S(W) be the image of H [a, b] under the

map ψp. Set further h = h[1, 1] and h[r̄k, r̄s] =
∑dim q

i=1 xir̄kxir̄s for r̄k, r̄s ∈ k[t]/(p).

Let P
( , )
h,p be the Poisson centraliser of h w.r.t. the bracket { , }p in the span of

{h[a, b] | 0 6 a, b < n}.

Lemma 4.7. We have P
( , )
h,tn = Z(tn+t, tn) ∩ 〈h[a, b] | 0 6 a, b < n〉 and dimP

( , )
h,tn = 2n − 1,

furthermore dimP
( , )
h,p 6 2n− 1 for any p of degree n.

Proof. From computations presented in Section 2.2, see in particular (2·7) and (2·8), one

deduces that V (h) := Z(tn+t, tn) ∩ 〈h[a, b] | 0 6 a, b < n〉 is the span of

{h[0, 0], h[0, n−1], h,
∑

16a6b; a+b=k

h[a, b] | 3 6 k 6 2n−2}.

In particular, dimV (h) = 2n−1. Since the algebra Z(tn+t, tn) is Poisson-commutative, we

have the inclusion V (h) ⊂ P
( , )
h,tn and hence dimP

( , )
h,tn > 2n−1.

Next we show that dimP
( , )
h,tn 6 2n−1. Since degt{h, F}tn = degt F + 1 for any F in

S(W), the Poisson centraliser P
( , )
h,tn is a homogeneous in t subspace. For a homogeneous

in t element F ∈ P
( , )
h,tn , letCh[a, b] be its nonzero summand with b > a and with the largest

difference b−a. By (4·3), {h, F}tn is a linear combination of ψtn(X [1, α, β+1])with α, β > 0.

The largest difference (β + 1) − α that can occur here is b + 1 − a and the corresponding

summand of {h, F}tn is either Cψtn(X [1, a, b+1]), if a 6= b, or 2Cψtn(X [1, a, a+1]), if a = b.

Since {h, F}tn = 0, we must have ψtn(X [1, a, b+ 1]) = 0. This implies that either b = n−1
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or a = 1 or a = b = 0. Altogether we have n + (n−2) + 1 = 2n − 1 possibilities for (a, b).

The inequality is settled for p = tn.

With the help of the linear maps ϕs with s ∈ k×, any Lie bracket [ , ]p can be con-

tracted to [ , ]tn , see Lemma 2.5. We have ϕs(h[a, b]) = sa+bh[a, b] for any a, b. Thereby

P
( , )
h,p̃ = ϕ−1

s (P
( , )
h,p) if p̃ = snϕ−1

s (p) and dimP
( , )
h,p̃ = dimP

( , )
h,p in this case. Furthermore,

lims→0 ϕ
−1
s (P

( , )
h,p) ⊂ P

( , )
h,tn and thus dimP

( , )
h,p 6 dimP

( , )
h,tn = 2n− 1. �

Lemma 4.8. Let P
( , )
h[0,1],p stand for the Poisson centraliser of h[0, 1] w.r.t. the bracket { , }p in the

span of {h[a, b] | 0 6 a, b < n}. Then dimP
( , )
h[0,1],p 6 2n− 1.

Proof. Our argument here is very similar to the one used in the case of h. For a homoge-

neous in t element F ∈ P
( , )
h[0,1],tn , let Ch[a, b] be its nonzero summand with b > a and with

the largest difference b − a. Then ψtn(X [0, a, b+ 1]) = 0, which means that either b = n−1

or a = 0. Altogether we have n+ (n−1) = 2n− 1 possibilities for (a, b).

The inequality dimP
( , )
h[0,1],p 6 dimP

( , )
h[0,1],tn holds by the same reason as in the proof of

Lemma 4.7. �

Lemma 4.9. For any ξtc ∈ q[t, t−1] with ξ ∈ q, we have

{H[a, b], ξtc} =
∑

j,i

(ξ, [xj, xi])(xjt
a+cxit

b + xjt
b+cxit

a).

Proof. By definition, {H [a, b], ξtc} =
∑

i({xi, ξ}t
a+cxit

b + {xi, ξ}t
b+cxit

a). Furthermore
∑

i

{xi, ξ}t
a+cxit

b =
∑

i,j

([xi, ξ], xj)xjt
a+cxit

b =
∑

j,i

(ξ, [xj , xi])xjt
a+cxit

b.

Since the summand
∑

i{xi, ξ}t
b+cxit

a decomposes similarly, the result follows. �

For ξ ∈ q and ã, b̃ > 0 set,

Yξ[ã, b̃] =
∑

j,i

(ξ, [xj , xi])xjt
ãxit

b̃ ∈ S(q[t]).

Note that Yξ[ã, b̃] = −Yξ[b̃, ã], in particular, Yξ[ã, ã] = 0. By Lemma 4.9, we have

{H [ã, b̃], ξt} = Yξ[ã+1, b̃] + Yξ[b̃+1, ã].

Assuming that 0 6 a, b < n, set Ȳξ[a, b] = ψp(Yξ[a, b]) ∈ S(W). If (ξ, [q, q]) = 0, then

each Yξ[ã, b̃] is zero. If (ξ, [q, q]) 6= 0, then {Ȳξ[a, b] | 0 6 a < b < n} is a set of linearly

independent elements.

Lemma 4.10. Suppose p = tn − (cn−1t
n−1 + . . .+ c1t + c0). For 3 6 k 6 n, set

Xk = h[k−1, 2] + h[k−2, 3] + . . .+ h[a+1, a] if k = 2a is even;

Xk = h[k−1, 2] + h[k−2, 3] + . . .+ h[a+1, a−1] +
1

2
h[a, a] if k = 2a− 1 is odd.

Then X := c0h[1, 0] +
1
2
c1h−

(∑n−1
k=3 ckXk

)
+Xn belongs to Zp.
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Proof. First we show that {X, ξt̄}p = 0 if ξ ∈ q. If 3 6 k < n, then {Xk, ξt̄}p = Ȳξ[k, 2].

Furthermore, {Xn, ξt̄}p = c0Ȳξ[0, 2] + c1Ȳξ[1, 2]+ c3Ȳξ[3, 2]+ . . .+ cn−1Ȳξ[n−1, 2]. Summing

up,

{X, ξt̄}p = c0Ȳξ[2, 0] + c1Ȳξ[2, 1]− (c3Ȳξ[3, 2] + . . .+ cn−1Ȳξ[n−1, 2])+

+c0Ȳξ[0, 2] + c1Ȳξ[1, 2] + c3Ȳξ[3, 2] + . . .+ cn−1Ȳξ[n−1, 2] = 0.

Thus {q ⊕ qt̄, X}p = 0. If [q, q] = q, then qt̄k+1 = [qt̄, qt̄k]p as long as k < n − 1. Hence we

have X ∈ Zp in that particular case. This covers semisimple Lie algebras.

Suppose that 2 6 k < n and p are fixed. Then {ξt̄k, X}p =
∑

a<bCa,bȲξ[a, b], where the

coefficients Ca,b ∈ k depend only on a and b; they are independent of ξ and q. In case

q is semisimple and ξ 6= 0, we must have Ca,b = 0 for all 0 6 a < b 6 n − 1. Hence

{ξt̄k, X}p = 0 for any q and any ξ ∈ q. �

Proposition 4.11. For any p ∈ k[t] as above, we have h ∈ Zp + Zp+t ⊂ Z(p, p+ t).

Proof. Write p = tn − (cn−1t
n−1 + . . .+ c1t+ c0). Let X ∈ Zp be the same as in Lemma 4.10.

By a similar argument, X − 1
2
h ∈ Zp+t. Hence h ∈ Zp + Zp+t. �

4.2. Complete integrability of non-reductive Gaudin models. Suppose p =
∏n

i=1(x−ai),

where the roots ai are distinct and nonzero. Let r̄k be the same as in (2·2). Then

h = 2

(
∑

k<i

akaih[r̄k, r̄i]

)
+
∑

k

a2kh[r̄k, r̄k]

and here h[r̄k, r̄k] ∈ Z(q[t]/(p)) for each k. Recall that we identify q[t]/(p) with q⊕n.

Let Hk ∈ S(q⊕n) be defined by (3·6) with q in place of g, i.e., Hk =
∑

j 6=k
1

zk−zj
h[r̄k, r̄j].

For distinct i, j, k, set

X̄ [r̄i, r̄j, r̄k] :=
∑

ι,ν,υ

([xι, xν ], xυ)xιr̄ixν r̄jxυ r̄k.

Since qr̄i, qr̄j , qr̄k pairwise commute, we can regard X̄ [r̄i, r̄j, r̄k] as an element of either

S(W) or U(W, [ , ]p). The same applies to all Hi. By the same calculation as we performed

in Section 3.2,

[Hk,Hi] =
∑

j 6=k,i

(
1

(zk − zj)(zi − zj)
−

1

(zk − zi)(zi − zj)
−

1

(zk − zj)(zi − zk)

)
X̄ [r̄k, r̄i, r̄j] = 0

for k 6= i. Suppose now that zi = a−1
i for each i, then Hk =

∑
j 6=k

−ajak
ak − aj

h[r̄k, r̄j]. Further-

more,

(4·4) h = −2

(
∑

k

akHk

)
+
∑

k

a2kh[r̄k, r̄k].
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Theorem 4.12. (i) We have dimP
( , )
h,p = 2n− 1 for any p of degree n.

(ii) If p =
∏n

i=1(x− ai) with ai 6= aj for i 6= j, p(0) 6= 0, and the Hamiltonians Hk are associated

with ~z = (a−1
1 , . . . , a−1

n ), then Hk ∈ ψp(Z(q̂, t)) and Hk ∈ Z(p, p+ t) for each k.

Proof. By Proposition 4.11, h ∈ Z(p, p + t) for any p of degree n. Hence

Z(p, p+ t) ∩ Pol(F ) ⊂ P
( , )
h,p for F =

∑

i

x2i .

By Proposition 3.4, dimZ(p, p+ t)∩Pol(F ) > 2n− 1. This leads to dimP
( , )
h,p > 2n− 1. Now

part (i) follows from Lemma 4.7. We have also Z(p, p+ t) ∩ Pol(F ) = P
( , )
h,p.

(ii) By the construction, H ∈ Z(q̂, t). Hence h ∈ ψp(Z(q̂, t)) for any p. Set

V̂p(h) := ψp(Z(q̂, t)) ∩ 〈h[a, b] | 0 6 a, b < n〉 .

We are assuming that p(0) 6= 0. Therefore dim V̂p(h) > 2n − 1 by Lemma 4.4. Since

V̂p(h) ⊂ P
( , )
h,p, we have V̂p(h) = P

( , )
h,p. From (4·4) we deduce that Hk ∈ P

( , )
h,p for each k. Thus

Hk ∈ Z(p, p+ t) and Hk ∈ ψp(Z(q̂, t)). �

For any p, the subspace V̂p(h) contains the following linearly independent elements:

(4·5) h and the sums ψp(τ
k−2(H)) = (k − 2)!

∑

16a,b; a+b=k

h[a, b] with 3 6 k 6 n.

In case p has distinct roots, there are r̄i = ri + (p) with 1 6 i 6 n defined in Example 2.4,

and h[r̄i, r̄i] ∈ P
( , )
h,p for each i, since h[r̄i, r̄i] ∈ Zp. Write ri = ci,n−1t

n−1+ . . .+ ci,1t+ ci,0 and

assume that p(0) 6= 0. Then any ci,0 = ri(0) 6= 0 and

h[r̄i, r̄i] = ri(0)(ci,0h[0, 0] + 2ci,1h[0, 1] + . . .+ 2ci,n−1h[0, n− 1])+

(summands Ca,bh[a, b] with 1 6 a 6 b).

Since the polynomials r̄1, . . . , r̄n are linearly independent, we conclude that the elements

listed in (4·5) together with h[r̄i, r̄i], where 1 6 i 6 n, form a basis of V̂p(h) = P
( , )
h,p. Clearly

{H1, . . . ,Hn−1,h[r̄i, r̄i] | 1 6 i 6 n} is another basis of P
( , )
h,p. Our discussion leads to the

following statement.

(Gh) If p has nonzero distinct roots, then the Gaudin model (q⊕n, [ , ],H1, . . . ,Hn) is

equivalent to Gp := (W, [ , ]p,h, ψp(τ(H)), . . . , ψp(τ
n−2(H))).

Next we would like to understand the quadratic part of Zv. Since H [1, 1] and H [1, 2]

are elements of Z(q̂, t), we have

(4·6) ε2H [1, 1] + 2εH [0, 1] +H [0, 0] ∈ Z(q̂, εt+ 1) and

ε3H [2, 1] + ε2H [2, 0] + 2ε2H [1, 1] + 3εH[0, 1] +H [0, 0] ∈ Z(q̂, εt+ 1).
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Hence H [0, 1] ∈ Zv. This implies {Zv,H [0, 1]} = 0. For j > 2, set H [j] =
∑

a,b>1, a+b=j

H [a, b];

then for j > 0, set H̃
[j]

=
∑

a,b>0, a+b=j

H [a, b]. Let Ψε : q[t] → q[t] with ε ∈ k be defined by

Ψε(xt
k) = x(εt+ 1)k

for x ∈ q and k > 0. Set further Ψ = Ψ1. We extend this maps to S(q[t]). Finally let Ψ(F )•

stand for the lowest t-component of Ψ(F ) with F ∈ S(q[t]). In this terms, H [2] = H [1, 1],

H [3] = 2H [1, 2], and Ψ(H[1, 1])• = H [0, 0], Ψ(H [1, 2]−H [1, 1])• = H [0, 1].

Lemma 4.13. Let P
( , )
H[0,1] be the Poisson centraliser of H [0, 1] in the span of {H [a, b] | a, b > 0}.

Then P
( , )
H[0,1] =

〈
H̃

[j]
| j > 0

〉
.

Proof. Using (4·3), one sees that {H [0, 1],H[a, b]} = X [a+1, 0, b]+X [b+1, 0, a] and checks

readily that
〈
H̃

[j]
| j > 0

〉
⊂ P

( , )
H[0,1].

The subspace P
( , )
H[0,1] is spanned by homogeneous in t elements. Let F ∈ P

( , )
H[0,1] be

homogeneous in t. Without loss of generality we may assume that H [a, b] with b > a is

a summand of F with the largest b. Now X [1 + b, 0, a] is a summand of {H [0, 1], F} with

the largest difference b+ 1− a. Hence X [1 + b, 0, a] = 0. Since b+ 1 > a and b+ 1 > 0, this

is possible if and only if a = 0. Thus F ∈ kH̃
[j]

with j = degt F . �

Lemma 4.14. For any j > 2, there are cj−1, . . . , c2 ∈ k such that Ψ(H [j] −
j−1∑
u=2

cuH
[u])• =

CH̃
[j−2]

with C ∈ k×.

Proof. For j = 2 and j = 3, we have checked the statement, see (4·6). Therefore suppose

that j > 4. Suppose further that the statements holds for all u such that j > u > 2. Then

lim
ε→0

〈
Ψε(H

[u]) | 2 6 u < j
〉
=
〈
H̃

[u]
| 0 6 u 6 j − 3

〉
.

Thereby there are cj−1, . . . , c2 ∈ k such that degtΥ > j − 2 for Υ:= Ψ(H [j] −
j−1∑
u=2

cuH
[u])•.

Our goal is to prove that degtΥ = j − 2.

Set k := degtΥ. Since {H[0, 1],Υ} = 0, we have Υ ∈ kH̃
[k]

by Lemma 4.13. Since Υ is

nonzero, it must have a nonzero summand proportional to H [0, k]. Thereby k 6 j − 1.

Assume that k = j − 1.

If u > b > 0, then the coefficient of H [0, b] in Ψ(H [u]) is equal to

(4·7) 2

u−b∑

i=1

(
u− i

b

)
= 2



1 +

(
b+ 1

b

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(b+2

b+1)

+

(
b+ 2

b

)
+ . . .+

(
u− 1

b

)



= 2

(
u

b+ 1

)
.
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The coefficient of H [0, 0] in Ψ(H [u]) is equal to u− 1. Thereby we must have

(−1, cj−1, cj−2, . . . , c2)A = 0

for

A = Aj =




(
j

j−1

) (
j

j−2

) (
j

j−3

)
. . .

(
j

2

)
j − 1

1
(
j−1
j−2

) (
j−1
j−3

)
. . .

(
j−1
2

)
j − 2

0 1
(
j−2
j−3

)
. . .

(
j−2
2

)
j − 3

0 0 1 . . .
(
j−3
2

)
j − 4

... . . . .
...

0 . . 1 3 2

0 . . 0 1 1




.

Elementary manipulations with lines of A show that det(A) = det(Aj−1). Since A4 =

4 6 3

1 3 2

0 1 1


, we have det(Aj) =

∣∣∣∣∣
4 3

1 1

∣∣∣∣∣ = 1 for all j > 4. This is a contradiction and hence

degtΥ = j − 2. Since Υ 6= 0, indeed Υ = CH̃
[j−2]

with C ∈ k×. �

Theorem 4.15. If p =
∏n

i=1(x − ai) with ai 6= aj for i 6= j, and the Hamiltonians H̃k are

associated with ~z = (a1, . . . , an), then H̃k ∈ ψp(Zv) and H̃k ∈ Z(p, p+ 1) for each k.

Proof. Let X be the same as in Lemma 4.10. Then X ∈ Zp and X −h[0, 1] ∈ Zp+1. Thereby

h[0, 1] ∈ Z(p, p+ 1). Hence

Z(p, p + 1) ∩ Pol(F ) ⊂ P
( , )
h[0,1],p for F =

∑

i

x2i .

By Proposition 3.4, dimZ(p, p+ 1)∩Pol(F ) > 2n− 1. This leads to dimP
( , )
h[0,1],p = 2n− 1 in

view of Lemma 4.8; and to the equality Z(p, p+ 1) ∩ Pol(F ) = P
( , )
h[0,1],p. According to (4·6),

H [0, 1] ∈ Zv and hence h[0, 1] ∈ ψp(Zv) for any p. Set

V̂p(h[0, 1]) := ψp(Zv) ∩ 〈h[a, b] | 0 6 a, b < n〉 .

Using Lemma 4.14, we show that ψp(Zv) contains the sums
(

∑

06a,b6n−1, a+b=k

h[a, b]

)
+ ( terms with lower t̄-degree )

with 0 6 k 6 2(n − 1). Thereby dim V̂p(h[0, 1]) > 2n−1. Since V̂p(h[0, 1]) ⊂ P
( , )
h[0,1],p, this

implies the identity V̂p(h[0, 1]) = P
( , )
h[0,1],p. Next

h[0, 1] =

(
∑

i<j

(ai + aj)h[r̄i, r̄j]

)
+
∑

i

aih[r̄i, r̄i] =

(
∑

i

a2i H̃i

)
+
∑

i

aih[r̄i, r̄i].
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From this we deduce that H̃i ∈ P
( , )
h[0,1],p for each i. Thus H̃i ∈ Z(p, p+1) and H̃i ∈ ψp(Zv).

�

Making use of the fact that P
( , )
h[0,1],p = ψp(Zv) ∩ Pol(F ), where F =

∑
i x

2
i , is a homoge-

neous in t̄ subspace, it is easy to see that F [j] ∈ P
( , )
h[0,1],p if 1 6 j < n. These elements are

linearly independent. In case j = 1, we obtain F [1] = 2h[0, 1]. Suppose that ξ ∈ q and

[ξ, q] 6= 0. A straightforward calculation shows that {F [j], ξt̄}p = 2ψp(Yξ[j+1, 0]). Thereby〈
F [j] | 1 6 j < n

〉
∩ Zp 6= {0} only if ψp(Yξ[n, 0]) does not have nonzero summands pro-

portional to Ȳξ[1, 0], i.e., only if (∂tp)(0) = 0. In all other cases, P
( , )
h[0,1],p has a basis

{h[0, 1], F [j], h[r̄i, r̄i] | 2 6 j < n, 1 6 i 6 n}.

It also has a basis

{H̃1, . . . , H̃n−1,h[r̄1, r̄1], . . . ,h[r̄n, r̄n]}

Thus the following statement is true.

(Gv) If a polynomial p has distinct roots and (∂tp)(0) 6= 0, then the Hamiltonian system

(q⊕n, [ , ], H̃1, . . ., H̃n) is equivalent to Gvp :=
(
W, [ , ]p,h[0, 1], F

[j] | 2 6 j 6 n−1
)

with F =
∑

i x
2
i .

Theorem 4.16. Suppose that q has the codim–2 property and tr.degZ(q) = ind q. Then both

systems, Gp and Gvp, are completely integrable for any p.

Proof. The Hamiltonians of Gp are contained in P
( , )
h,p ⊂ Z(p, p+t). The Hamiltonians of Gvp

are contained in P
( , )
h[0,1],p ⊂ Z(p, p+1). Both algebras, Z(p, p+t) and Z(p, p+1), are Poisson-

commutative. They consists of q-invariants and have transcendence degree b(q, n), see

Theorem 3.7. In view of (3·1), one may already say that the systems are “completely

integrable”.

Our conditions on q imply that there is a (reasonably nice) Poisson-commutative sub-

algebra A ⊂ Z(q·1) such that tr.degA = b(q) [B91]. Then alg〈Z,A〉 with Z = Z(p, p+ t) or

Z = Z(p, p + 1) is still Poisson-commutative. One can show that tr.deg alg〈Z,A〉 = nb(q),

cf. [PY, Sect. 6.2].

The most classical notion of an integrable system requires the underlying space to be

a symplectic manifold (or variety). In case of q∗, one takes the coadjoint orbits. Since

q = LieQ is an algebraic Lie algebra, each (W, [ , ]p) is algebraic as well, i.e., (W, [ , ]p) =

LieQ×n,p. If p has distinct roots, then Q×n,p ∼= Qn.

The restriction of 〈Z,A〉 to a generic coadjoint orbit Q×n,p·γ ⊂ W∗ has trancendence

degree 1
2
dim(Q×n,p·γ), see e.g. [PY20’, Lemma 1.2]. This means that (the restrictions of)

Gp and Gvp are completely integrable on Q×n,p·γ. �
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Example 4.17. A Takiff Lie algebra g〈k〉 modelled on reductive g is a quadratic Lie algebra

and, as we already know, it has all nice properties. Another example is provided by

centralisres q = ge of rectangular nilpotent elements e ∈ g, where either

⋄ g = sp2m and e has 2a Jordan blocks of odd size b (i.e., ab = m) or

⋄ g = so2m and e has 2a Jordan blocks of odd size b (i.e., ab = m) or

⋄ g = so2m+1 and e has a Jordan blocks of odd size b (i.e., ab = 2m+ 1).

In all these cases, ge is a quadratic Lie algebra and has the codim–2 property, furthermore,

tr.deg S(ge)
ge = ind ge = rk g.

5. GAUDIN SUBALGEBRAS: THE SEMISIMPLE CASE

Let g be semisimple. The enveloping algebra U(g[t]) contains a large commutative sub-

algebra, the Feigin–Frenkel centre z(ĝ) = z(ĝ, t), the FF-centre for short. Historically, the

FF-centre was constructed as a subalgebra z(ĝ, t−1) ⊂ U(t−1g[t−1]) [FF]. But it is more con-

venient for us to switch the variable t−1 7→ t. Then the original differential operator −∂t
involved in the construction of Feigin and Frenkel has to be replaced with τ = t2∂t. A

description of gr(z(ĝ, t−1)) is obtained in [FF], in our notation gr(z(ĝ)) = Z(ĝ, t) ⊂ S(tg[t]).

Because of the change of variable, a slight modification in the description of the Gaudin

subalgebra introduced in [FFR] is needed as well.

Let ∆U(g[t]) ∼= U(g[t]) be the diagonal of U(g[t])⊗n. Set h = g⊕n. For x ∈ g and 1 6 i 6 n,

let x(i) ∈ h be a copy of x belonging to the i-th copy of g. Any vector ~a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ kn

defines a natural homomorphism ρ~a : ∆U(g[t]) → U(g)⊗n, where

ρ~a(xt
k) = ak1x

(1) + ak2x
(2) + . . .+ aknx

(n) ∈ g⊕ g⊕ . . .⊕ g for x ∈ g.

Let G = G(~a) be the image of z(ĝ) under ρ~a. If aj 6= 0 for each j and aj 6= ak for j 6= k, then

G contains the Hamiltonians Hk associated with ~z = (a−1
1 , . . . , a−1

n ) [FFR], see Section 3.2

for the Definition of Hk. In this case, [G(~a),Hk] = 0 for each k. One also has G ⊂ U(h)∆g

for any ~a by the construction. Let us say that G(~a) is a Gaudin subalgebra (or algebra) if

~a ∈ (k×)n and aj 6= ak for j 6= k. The Feigin–Frenkel centre z(ĝ) is a homogeneous in t

algebra [FF]. Thereby G(~a) = G(c~a) for any c ∈ k×.

Several other facts about G(~a) are known. For instance, G(~a) is a polynomial ring with

b(g, n) generators and ZU(g·1) ⊂ G(~a), see [CFR, Prop. 1].

Proposition 5.1. Assuming that aj 6= ak for j 6= k, set p =
∏n

j=1(t − aj) and identify h with

g[t]/(p) ∼= (W, [ , ]p) using (2·2). Then the Gaudin subalgebra G(~a) identifies with the image of

z(ĝ) in the quotient U(g[t])/(p) ∼= U(g[t]/(p)).

Proof. In the notation of (2·2), the image of xtk in g[t]/(p) is equal to

ak1xr̄1 + ak2xr̄2 + . . .+ aknxr̄n.

This is the image of ρ~a(xt
k) under the isomorphism h → g[t]/(p) with x(i) 7→ xr̄i. �
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In the future, we regard g = g·1 ⊂ W as the diagonal copy of g in h. Let us state a

few standard facts, valid for all reductive Lie algebras, ind g = rk g; Z(g) = k[F1, . . . , Fm],

where m = rk g = tr.degZ(g) and each Fi is homogeneous; the subset Ωg∗ defined in

Theorem 2.9 coincides with g∗reg and dim g∗sing 6 dim g − 3, see e.g. [K63], [PY, Sect 2],

[PY20’]. By [FF], z(ĝ) is freely generated by elements τk(Si), where 1 6 i 6 m and k > 0,

such that gr(Si) = Fi[t] for each i.

Suppose that both ~a and~b have nonzero pairwise distinct entries. Let p and r̄i = ri+(p)

be the same as in (2·2). Set r =
∑

i biri. Let z(ĝ, r) ⊂ U(g[t]) be the subalgebra obtained

from z(ĝ) by the substitute tk 7→ rk. It is still a commutative subalgebra.

Proposition 5.2. The Gaudin algebra G(~b) identifies with the image of z(ĝ, r) in the quotient

U(g[t]/(p)).

Proof. By the construction, the image of xrk in h ∼= g[t]/(p) equals

bk1x
(1) + bk2x

(2) + . . .+ bknx
(n) = ρ~b(xt

k)

for each k > 0. �

Example 5.3. Suppose n = 2, then G(a1, a2) = G( a1
1−a1c

, a2
1−a2c

) if c belongs to k \ {a−1
1 , a−1

2 },

see [CFR, Prop. 1]. Hence G(~a) = G( 2a1a2
a2−a1

, 2a1a2
a1−a2

) = G(1,−1) if a1 6= a2 and a1, a2 ∈ k×.

Therefore ψp(z(ĝ, r)) = ψp(z(ĝ)), whenever p has distinct nonzero roots and r = αt + c

(with α ∈ k×, c ∈ k) does not divide p.

Set G(~a) = gr(G(~a)) ⊂ S(h).

Proposition 5.4. Suppose that p =
∏

i(x − ai), where ai 6= aj for i 6= j, and p(0) 6= 0. Then

G(~a) ⊂ S(h) identifies with ψp(Z(ĝ, t)) ⊂ S(W). Furthermore, the associated graded algebra

G(~b) ⊂ S(h) of the Gaudin algebra G(~b) identifies with ψp(Z(ĝ, r)), where Z(ĝ, r) = gr(z(ĝ, r))

and r =
∑

i biri.

Proof. The maps gr and ψp almost commute. If we have ψp(gr(Ξ)) 6= 0 for Ξ ∈ U(g[t]),

then ψp(gr(Ξ)) = gr(ψp(Ξ)). Thereby ψp(Z(ĝ, t)) is contained in G(~a), up to our usual

identification, see Proposition 5.1.

Set di = degFi. Suppose that p(0) 6= 0. Then

dim
〈
ψp◦τ

k(Fi[t]) | 0 6 k 6 di(n−1)
〉
> di(n−1) + 1,

see the proof of Lemma 4.4. It follows from results of Section 6, see Theorems 6.1, 6.2,

that ψp(Z(ĝ, t)) is freely generated by ψp◦τ
k(Fi[t]) with 1 6 i 6 m and 0 6 k 6 di(n−1).

Furthermore, ψp(Z(ĝ, t)) is a maximal (w.r.t. inclusion) Poisson-commutative subalgebra

of (S(W), { , }p)
g by Theorems 6.1, 6.4. Since G(~a) ⊂ S(h)g, we obtain ψp(Z(ĝ, t)) = G(~a).

The inclusion ψp(Z(ĝ, r)) ⊂ G(~b) follows from Proposition 5.2. The change of variable

t 7→ r leads to an isomorphism ψp̃(Z(ĝ, t)) ∼= ψp(Z(ĝ, r)), where p̃ =
∏n

i=1(t − bi). Since
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p̃(0) 6= 0, the subalgebra ψp(Z(ĝ, r)) is a polynomial ring and its Poincaré series coincides

with that of ψp(Z(ĝ, t)) = G(~a) and of any Gaudin algebra. Hence ψp(Z(ĝ, r)) = G(~b). �

As a corollary of Proposition 5.4, we obtain the following two facts, which are not en-

tirely new,

G(~a) is freely generated by the elements ψp◦τ
k(Si), s.t. 1 6 i 6 m, 0 6 k 6 di(n−1);

(5·1)

G(~a) is a maximal commutative subalgebra of U(h)g,(5·2)

cf. [CFR, Prop. 1], [PY21, Sect. 7].

Example 5.5. In case p = tn − 1 and r = tn−1, we have ψp(Z(ĝ, r)) = Z(p, tn) ⊂ S(W), see

[PY21].

The image ψp(Z(ĝ, t)) ⊂ S(W) definitely depends on p. The statement of Conjec-

ture 4.5(i) implies that ψp+t(Z(ĝ, t)) = ψp(Z(ĝ, t)). It is difficult to interpret this equality in

terms of g⊕n, since our fixed isomorphism (W, [ , ]p) ∼= g⊕n depends on p. In the envelop-

ing algebra, we have ψp(z(ĝ)) ⊂ U(W, [ , ]p) and there is no sense in comparing ψp(z(ĝ))

with ψp+t(z(ĝ)). However, we may consider ψp(z(ĝ, r)) ⊂ U(W, [ , ]p) for any r ∈ k[t].

5.1. Subalgebra Zv ⊂ S(g[t]). By a remarkable result of L. Rybnikov [R08], z(ĝ) is the

centraliser in U(tg[t]) of H =
∑dim g

i=1 (xit)
2 and Z(ĝ, t) is the Poisson centraliser of H in

S(tg[t]). By [IR, Prop. 4.9.], Z(ĝ, [0]) = S(g[t])g[t
−1 ] is the Poisson centraliser of H [0, 1] in

S(g[t])g. This recent result helps us to understand Zv.

Let ~k = (k1, . . . , kd) be a tuple of non-negative integers. For Y = y1. . .yd ∈ Sd(g), let

Y [~k, t] ∈ S(g[t]) be the ~k-polasiration of Y defined in the same way as in Section 2.1, but

with t in place of t̄. The notation extends to all elements of Sd(g). For F ∈ Sd(g), set

Pol(F, t) =
〈
F [~k, t] | ~k

〉
.

Proposition 5.6. For a semismple Lie algebra g, we have Zv= Z(ĝ, [0]).

Proof. Recall that Zv= limε→0 Z(ĝ, εt + 1). By (4·6), we have H [0, 1] ∈ Zv. Combining the

facts that Zv⊂ S(g[t])g is Poisson-commutative and that Z(ĝ, [0]) is the Poisson centraliser

of H [0, 1] in S(g[t])g [IR, Prop. 4.9.], we obtain Zv⊂ Z(ĝ, [0]).

Let V: tg[t] → g[t] be the linear map given by V(xtk) = xtk−1 for x ∈ q und k > 1. We

extend it to a homomorphism from S(tg[t]) to S(g[t]). The algebra Z(ĝ, t) is generated by

τk(Fj [t]) with 1 6 j 6 m and k > 0; the algebra Z(ĝ, [0]) is generated by V◦τk(Fj[t]) with

1 6 j 6 m and k > 0, cf. Theorem 4.2.

Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.14, we will show that for any j and k, there are elements

ck−1, . . . , c0 ∈ k such that

(5·3) Ψ(τk(Fj [t])− ck−1τ
k−1(Fj [t])− . . .− c0Fj [t])• = CV◦τk(Fj [t])
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with C ∈ k×. Let j be fixed. It is convenient to replace each τk(Fj[t]) with F k =
1
k!
τk(Fj [t]).

If k = 0, then the statement is obvious, Ψ(F 0)• = V(F 0). Therefore assume that k > 1 and

that for all u < k the statement is proven.

For any F ∈ Pol(Fj , t) ∩ Z(ĝ, t), we have Ψ(F )• ∈ Pol(Fj, t) ∩ Z(ĝ, [0]). Since the field k

is algebraically closed, |k| = ∞ and we can define an evaluation map Ev~c : S(g[t]) → S(g),

where xtν 7→ xcν if x ∈ g and ν > 0, such that cu 6= ci for i 6= u. Clearly Ev~c(Pol(Fj, t)) =

kFj . It is also clear that for a nonzero F ∈ Pol(Fj , t), one can find a suitable vector ~c

such that Ev~c(F ) 6= 0. Since the polynomials F1, . . . , Fm are algebraically independent, the

existence of Ev~c leads to

(5·4) Pol(Fj, t) ∩ k[V◦τk(Fi[t]) | i 6= j, k > 0] = {0}.

The element Ψ(F )• with F ∈ Pol(Fj , t) ∩ Z(ĝ, t) is a t-polarisation of Fj and it is t-homo-

geneous. Therefore Ψ(F )• = CV◦τk(Fj [t]) for some k > 0 and C ∈ k.

By the inductive hypothesis, V◦τu(Fj[t]) ∈ Zv for u 6 k − 1. Thereby there are ci ∈ k

with i ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1} such that degtΥ 6 k for Υ = Ψ(F k − ck−1F k−1 − . . .− c0F 0)•. Our

goal is to show that degtΥ = k. Assume that this is not the case. Set d = degFj . The

coefficient of Fj[(b, 0, . . . , 0), t] with 0 < b 6 u+ 1 in F u is equal to

u−b+1∑

i=0

(
b+ i

b

)(
u− b− i+ d− 1

d− 2

)
=

(
u+ d

b+ d− 1

)
.

The coefficient of Fj = Fj [(0, . . . , 0), t] in F u is equal to
(
u+d−1
d−1

)
. Thereby we must have

(−1, ck−1, ck−2, . . . , c0)A = 0

for

A = Ak,d =




(
k+d

1

) (
k+d

2

) (
k+d

3

)
. . .

(
k+d

k

) (
k+d−1

k

)

1
(
k+d−1

1

) (
k+d−1

2

)
. . .

(
k+d−1
k−1

) (
k+d−2
k−1

)

0 1
(
k+d−2

1

)
. . .

(
k+d−2
k−2

) (
k+d−3
k−2

)

0 0 1 . . .
(
k+d−3
k−3

) (
k+d−4
k−3

)
... . . . .

...

0 . . 1 d+1 d

0 . . 0 1 1




.

Subtracting the last column from the but-last one, we see that det(Ak,d) = det(Ak−1,d+1).

Since A1,d′ =

(
d′+1 d′

1 1

)
for any d′ > 1, we have det(Ak,d) = 1 for all k > 1 and d > 1.

This is a contradiction and hence indeed degtΥ = k.

This proves that all V◦τk(Fj [t]) are elements of Zv. Thus Zv= Z(ĝ, [0]). �

Consider now Z̃v= limε→0 z(ĝ, εt+ 1) ⊂ U(g[t])g. This is clearly a commutative algebra.

If we regard H [0, 1] as an element of U(g[t]), then H [0, 1] ∈ Z̃v. Thereby Z̃v ⊂ z(ĝ, [0]),
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where z(ĝ, [0]) is a slight modification of the Feigin–Frenkel centre and the unique quanti-

sation of Z(ĝ, [0]), see [IR, Sect. 5]. Recall that z(ĝ, t) = k[τk(Sj) | 1 6 j 6 m, k > 0], where

gr(Sj) = Fj [t] and each Sj,k = τk(Sj) is a homogeneous in t element [FF]. Quite similarly

z(ĝ, [0]) = k[S̃j,k | 1 6 j 6 m, k > 0],

where gr(S̃j,k) = V◦τk(Fj [t]) and each S̃j,k is a homogeneous in t element of t-degree k.

Note that the maps Ψε and Ψ = Ψ1 extend from g[t] to U(g[t]).

Proposition 5.7. We have gr(Z̃v) = Zv.

Proof. As we have already observed, Z̃v ⊂ z(ĝ, [0]). Thereby gr(Z̃v) ⊂ gr(z(ĝ, [0])) = Zv.

The task is to show that each V◦τk(Fj [t]) is an element of gr(Z̃v).

There is no harm in assuming that g is simple. We choose the numbering of basic

symmetric invariants of g in such a way that degF1 6 deg F2 6 . . . 6 degFm. Then

degF1 = 2 and F1 =
∑

i x
2
i up to a nonzero scalar. Each τk(F1[t]) = k!H [k+2] can be

regarded as an element of U(g[t]) and

lim
ε→0

〈
Ψε(H

[j],Ψε(H
[j−1]), . . . ,Ψε(H

[2])
〉
=
〈
H̃

[u]
| 0 6 u 6 j − 2

〉
⊂ U(g[t])

for all j > 2, see Lemma 4.14. This proves that V◦τk(F1[t]) ∈ gr(Z̃v) for all k > 0. Suppose

that the same holds for all u < j and consider Fj . Set d = degFj .

Clearly gr(Ψ(Sj)•) = Fj = V◦τ 0(Fj [t]). Consider

Υ = Ψ(Ξ)• with Ξ = τk(Sj)− ck−1τ
k−1(Sj)− . . .− c1τ(Sj)− c0Sj ,

where ck−1, . . . , c0 ∈ k. We have Υ ∈ Ud(g[t]) ∩ z(ĝ, [0]). Assume that deg gr(Υ) < d.

Then we can write gr(Υ) ∈ Z(ĝ, [0]) as a polynomial in elements V◦τ ν(Fi[t]) with i < j

and ν > 0. Since these elements belong to gr(Z̃v), there is S ∈ Ud−1(g[t]) ∩ Z̃v such that

degt S 6 d+ k and

degtΥ
′ > degtΥ or deg gr(Υ′) < deg gr(Υ) for Υ′ = Ψ(Ξ− S)•.

If deg gr(Υ′) < d, we modify S and produce a new element Υ′, decreasing the degree

of gr(Υ′) or increasing the t-degree of Υ′. On the one hand, the degree of gr(Υ′) cannot

decrease infinitely. On the other hand, always degtΥ
′ 6 d+ k.

Thus, there is S ∈ Ud−1(g[t]) ∩ Z̃vsuch that deg gr(Υ′) = d and hence

gr(Υ′) = Ψ(τk(Fj[t])−
k−1∑

i=0

ciτ
i(Fj [t])• .

For a suitable choice of c0, . . . , ck−1, the lowest t-component Ψ
(
τk(Fj [t])−

∑k−1
i=0 ciτ

i(Fj [t])
)
•

is equal to V·τk(Fj [t]) up to a nonzero scalar, see the proof of Proposition 5.6 and in partic-

ular (5·3). Hence V·τk(Fj[t]) belongs to gr(Z̃v). The result follows by induction on j. �
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5.2. Computations with Poisson brackets. A direct generalisations to G(~a) and G(~a) of

the description as a centraliser of a single element is not possible. The quadratic elements

h =
∑dim g

i=1 (xit̄)
2 and h[0, 1] commute with g·1 ⊂ h. Thereby we will consider the Poisson

centraliser of h in the subspace spanned by the polarisations of basic g-invariants.

Suppose that Ŷ = ŷ1 . . . ŷd ∈ Sd(g[t]) and ŷj = yjt
kj with yj ∈ g. Then

PŶ := {H , Ŷ } = 2

j=d,i=dim g∑

j=1,i=1

[xit, ŷj]xit
Ŷ

ŷj
= 2

∑

j,i,u

κ([xu, xi], yj)xut
1+kjxit

Ŷ

ŷj
.

Recall that {g,H} = 0. Hence

(5·5) PŶ = 2
∑

i,u; j: kj 6=0

κ([xu, xi], yj)xut
1+kjxit

Ŷ

ŷj
.

The Killing form κ extends to a non-degenerate g-invariant scalar product ( , ) on S(g[t]).

We will assume that (gta, gtb) = 0 for a 6= b, that (xta, yta) = κ(x, y) for x, y ∈ g, and that

(ξ1 . . . ξk, η1 . . . ηd) = δk,d
∑

σ∈Sk

κ(ξ1, ησ(1)) . . . κ(ξk, ησ(k))

if ξj, ηj ∈ S(g[t]), d > k. Let B be a monomial basis of S(g[t]) consisting of the elements

v̂1 . . . v̂k, where v̂j = vjt
νj and vj ∈ {xi}. Then B is an orthogonal, but not an orthonormal

basis. For instance, if Ξ = xγ11 . . . x
γk
k , then (Ξ,Ξ) = γ1! . . . γk!. Next we present several

constructions from [Y19, Sect. 3.3].

Let ~α = (α0, . . . , αM) be a tuple of non-negative integers such that
∑

i αi = d+1. Set

S~α(g[t]) :=
∏M

j=0 S
αj (gtj) ⊂ S(g[t]) and B(~α) := B∩S~α(g[t]). Fix different i, j ∈ {0, . . . ,M}

such that αj, αi 6= 0. Assume that a monomial V = v̂1 . . . v̂d+1 ∈ B(~α) with v̂k = vkt
νk is

written in such a way that νk = i for 1 6 k 6 αi and νk = j for αi < k 6 αi + αj . Finally

suppose that F ∈ Sd(g). In this notation, set

F[~α, i, j] :=
∑

V∈B(~α)

A(V)V with

A(v̂1 . . . v̂d+1) =
(
V,V

)−1
∑

1 6 k 6 αi,

αi < q 6 αi + αj

(F, [vk, vq]
∏

u 6=q,k

vu) ∈ k.(5·6)

If αi = 0 or αj = 0, then we set F[~α, i, j] = 0. Clearly F[~α, i, j] = −F[~α, j, i]. Certain

Poisson brackets {H[a, b], Ŷ } can be expressed in terms of F[~α, i, j].

Proposition 5.8 (cf. [Y19, Prop. 3.10]). If Y = y1. . .yd ∈ Sd(g), then

−1

2
P
Y [~k,t] =

1

2
{Y [~k, t],H}

equals the sum of Y[~α, 1, j] over all tuples ~α as above and 2 6 j 6 M with αj 6= 0 such that the

multi-sets {0α0 , 1α1, . . ., (j−1)αj−1+1, jαj−1, . . .,MαM} and {1, k1, . . . , kd} coinside. �
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Let F ∈ Sd(g)g and i be fixed. By [Y19, Prop. 3.9], we have

(5·7)
∑

j 6=i

F[~α, i, j] = 0

for each ~α. Set M̃(~α) := |{j | 0 6 j 6M, αj 6= 0}| − 1.

Lemma 5.9. Let us fix ~α and 0 6 i 6 M such that αi 6= 0. Suppose that g = sld, where d+ 1 =∑M

i=0 αi, and that F (ξ) = det(ξ) for ξ ∈ g∗ ∼= sld. Then dim 〈F[~α, i, j] | j 6= i〉 = M̃(~α)− 1.

Proof. If αk = 0, then F[~α, i, k] = 0, if j = i, then also F[~α, i, j] = 0. Thereby we have at

most M̃ = M̃(~α) nonzero Elements F[~α, i, j]. They satisfy (5·7), because F ∈ S(g)g. Thus

dim 〈F[~α, i, j] | j 6= i〉 6 M̃ − 1. We need the equality here. If M̃ = 1, there is nothing to

prove. Therefore suppose that M̃ > 2. Then also d > 2.

Assume that dim 〈F[~α, i, j] | j 6= i〉 < M̃ − 1. Then there are j 6= k such that j, k 6= i,

αk, αj 6= 0 and a relation
∑M

q=0CqF[~α, i, q] = 0 with Cj = 1, Ck = 0.

Now we work in the basis {Eνυ, Eνν − E(ν+1)(ν+1)} of sld and pick out a suitable sum-

mand of F[~α, i, j]. To this end we construct a certain monomial Ŷ ∈ S~α(g[t]). Set ŷ1 =

(E11−E22)t
i, ŷ2 = E12t

j , and ŷ3 = E21t
k, let the factors ŷu with 3 < u 6 d+1 be elements of

h[t], where h = 〈E11 − Euu | 2 6 u 6 d〉. Assume further that (E12E21y4 . . . yd+1, F ) 6= 0. A

suitable choice is yu+1 = E(u−1)(u−1)−Euu for u > 3. The monomial Ŷ = ŷ1 . . . ŷd+1 appears

with a non-zero coefficient in F[~α, i, j] and in F[~α, i, k], but in no F[~α, i, q] with q 6= j, k.

Thus Cj = 0. This contradiction finishes the proof. �

It is quite probable that Lemma 5.9 holds for all invariants F ∈ Sd(g), also for g 6= slN .

Suppose now that the entries of ~k satisfy 0 6 ki 6 n−1. In Section 2.1, we have defined

Pol(F ) =
〈
F [~k] | 0 6 ki 6 n−1

〉
⊂ S(W)q for q. Now we use this object in case q = g. It

is more convenient to rewrite ~k in a multi-set form ~k = (0υ0 , 1υ1, . . . , (n−1)υn−1) and set

~υ(~k) = ~υ = (υ0, . . . υn−1). On {~υ}, we use the left lexicographic order.

Recall that ℓ0 = [ , ]tn is a Lie bracket on W. We use the same symbol for the Poisson

bracket { , }tn on S(W).

Theorem 5.10. Let F ∈ Sd(g) be such that dim 〈F[~α, i, j] | i is fixed and j 6= i〉 = M̃(~α) − 1

whenever αi 6= 0. Then dimP 6 (n− 1)d+ 1 for P = {f ∈ Pol(F ) | ℓ0(f,h) = 0}.

Proof. Each element f̄ ∈ P is a linear combination
∑

~k C~kF [
~k] with C~k ∈ k. Replacing each

summand C~k
F [~k] with C~k

F [~k, t], we obtain f ∈ S(g[t]) with the property f̄ = f + (p). Let

f̄⋄ be the minimal w.r.t. the left lexicographic order on {~υ} nonzero component of f̄ ∈ P.

Without loss of generality assume that f̄⋄ = F [~k′] for some ~k′. The task is to prove that

there are at most (n−1)d+ 1 possibilities for such ~k′.

By Proposition 5.8, 1
2
{F [~k, t],H} is a sum of F[~α, 1, j] over some ~α depending on ~k and

over j > 2 with αj 6= 0. If j is fixed and ~k = (0υ0, 1υ1 , . . . , (n−1)υn−1), then α1 = υ1 + 1,
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αj−1 = υj−1 − 1, αj = υj + 1, and αi = υi for all other i. If ~υ(~k) > ~υ(~k′) and j > j′, then

~α > ~α′ for ~α′, ~α obtained by the above recipe from (~k′, j′) and (~k, j), respectively.

Let us consider ~υ = ~υ(~k′). Suppose first that υ0 > 0. In case υ0 = d, we have an

element of S(g·1), which Poisson-commutes with h. This is a possibility for f̄⋄. If υ0 < d,

then there is j > 2 such that 2F[~α, 1, j] is a summand of {F [~k′, t],H}. The term F[~α, 1, j]

cannot be produced by any other component of f , because ~α and j define ~k uniquely. We

have α0 = υ0 6= 0 and the term F[~α, 1, 0] does not appear in {f,H}. Our assumptions on

F imply that there is no way to annihilate 2F[~α, 1, j] in {f,H}, thereby ψtn(F[~α, 1, j]) = 0.

This is possible only if j = n. Therefore we must have υn−1 = d − υ0. Altogether in case

υ0 > 0, we obtain d possibilities for ~k′. This finishes the proof for n = 2. From now on,

assume that n > 3.

Suppose now that υ0 = 0. If υ1 6= 0, then ℓ0(f̄⋄,h) has a summand 2ψtn(F[~α, 1, 2]) with

~α = (0, υ1, υ2 + 1, υ3, . . . , υn−1). No other component of f can produce this ~α, since the

smallest possible value of j is 2. Thus F[~α, 1, 2] must be zero, which means that ~α has

only two nonzero components. These components are α1 and α2. Thereby υ2 = d − υ1.

This gives us another d possibilities for f̄⋄.

Suppose next that υ0 = . . . = υi−1 = 0 for i > 1 and υi 6= 0. If i = n − 1, then we

have just one possibility for f̄⋄. Assume that i 6= n − 1. Then ℓ0(f̄⋄,h) has a summand

2ψtn(F[~α, 1, i+1]) with ~α = (0, 1, 0, . . . , 0, υi−1, υi+1+1, υi+2, . . . , υn−1). This ~α can be seen

also in F[~α, 1, i], which comes from another component of f , providing υi > 2. However,

no further F[~α, 1, j] comes into question. Our assumptions on F imply that in case υi = 1,

~α has at most two nonzero components: α1, αi+1; and in case υi > 1, at most three nonzero

components: α1, αi, αi+1. Anyway we must have υi+1 = d− υi.

Summing up, we have d(n− 1) + 1 possibilities for ~k′. �

With the help of linear maps ϕs with s ∈ k×, any Lie bracket [ , ]p can be contracted to

[ , ]tn , see Lemma 2.5, and we have ϕs(h) = s2h. Thereby any {f ∈ Pol(F ) | {f,h}p = 0}

can be contracted to P. Using this line of argument, see also the proof of Lemma 4.7, we

obtain the next statement.

Corollary 5.11. If F ∈ Sd(g)g satisfies the assumption of Theorem 5.10, then for any p of degree

n, we have dim{f ∈ Pol(F ) | {f,h}p = 0} 6 (n− 1)d+ 1. �

6. INDEPENDENCE PRINCIPLES AND THEIR APPLICATIONS

Consider the polynomial rings

R = k[yt̄k | n−1 > k > 0, y ∈ q] and R̃ = k[ytk | k > 0, y ∈ q],

where q is a vector space. Both rings are left k[t]-modules with t·ytk = tytk = ytk+1 and

t·yt̄k = tyt̄k = yt̄k+1. Our examples of R, R̃ are S(W),S(q[t]). Any normalised polynomial
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p ∈ k[t] of degree n defines the quotient map ψp : R̃ → R. Fix Y = y1 . . . yd ∈ Sd(q) of

degree d, choose l ∈ k[t] such that 0 6 deg l 6 1, and set

L = L(p, p+ l) = {ap+ (1− a)(p + l) | a ∈ k}.

Set further Y [t] = y1t . . . ydt and Y [r̄] = y1r̄ . . . ydr̄ for r̄ ∈ k[t]/(p).

We remark that all statements of this section are obviously true for d = 0 and d = 1 and

there is no need to consider these two instances.

Take any p̃ ∈ L. We have k[t]/(p̃) =
⊕

αmα, where the sum is taken over distinct roots

of p̃. If α is a simple root, then mα = kr̄α with r2α − rα ∈ (p̃). If a root α has multiplicity

k > 2, then

mα = kr̄(α,0) ⊕ kr̄(α,1) ⊕ kr̄2(α,1) ⊕ . . .⊕ kr̄k−1
(α,1),

where r̄(α,0)r̄(α,1) = r̄(α,1), r̄k(α,1) = 0, and r̄2(α,0) = r̄(α,0). In that case we define the linear

map Φα : k[t] → mα by setting

Φα(t
k) = r̄(α,0),

Φα(t
u) = r̄k−u

(α,1) for 1 6 u < k,

Φα(t
u) = 0 for u = 0 and for u > k.

The map Φα extends to R. Recall that τ = t2∂t.

For each p̃ ∈ L, we define a subset S[Y, p̃] =
⋃

α S[Y, p̃]α, where

⋄ S[Y, p̃]α = Y [r̄α] if α is a simple root,

⋄ S[Y, p̃]α = {Φα(τ
u(Y [t])) | 0 6 u < k} if the multiplicity of α is k > 2.

In any case, |S[Y, p̃]| = n. Set next VY,L = 〈S[Y, p̃] | p̃ ∈ L〉. Each element of S[Y, p̃]α is a

linear combination
∑

~k C~k,p̃,αY [
~k] and clearly

(Ip1) the coefficients C~k,p̃,α
∈ k do not depend on Y .

Thus also dimVY,L is independent of Y . Extending our new notation from monomials to

polynomials by linearity, we may state that dim VF,L is independent of F ∈ Sd(q) \ {0}.

According to Proposition 3.4, dimVY,L > d(n − 1) + 1. If F (ξ) = det(ξ) for ξ ∈ q∗, in case

q = sld, then dimVF,L 6 d(n− 1) + 1 by Corollary 5.11 and Lemma 5.9. Thus always

(6·1) dimVY,L = d(n− 1) + 1.

We are interested also in ṼY,p =
〈
ψp(τ

k(Y [t])) | k > 0
〉
. Each element ψp(τ

u(Y [t])) is a

linear combination
∑

~k
C̃~k,p,u

Y [~k] and

(Ip2) the coefficients C̃~k,p,u
∈ k do not depend on Y .

Thus also dim ṼY,p is independent of Y and, more generally, dim ṼF,p is independent of

F ∈ Sd(q) \ {0}. According to Lemma 4.4, dim ṼY,p > d(n − 1) + 1 if p(0) 6= 0. If we

take again F as the function ξ 7→ det(ξ) with ξ ∈ sl∗d, then dim ṼF,p 6 d(n − 1) + 1 by

Corollary 5.11 and Lemma 5.9. Thus

(6·2) dim ṼY,p = d(n− 1) + 1 for any p with p(0) 6= 0.
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Furthermore, if p(0) 6= 0, q = sld, and F is the same as above, then ṼF,p and VF,L coincide

with the Poisson centraliser of h in Pol(F ) w.r.t. { , }p; in particular, for such polynomials

p, we have ṼF,p = VF,L. Thus, by the independence principles (Ip1), (Ip2),

(6·3) ṼY,p = VY,L whenever p(0) 6= 0.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that q satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.9 and that p(0) 6= 0. Then

ψp(Z(q̂, t)) = Z(p, p+ t).

Proof. We have S(q)q = k[F1, . . . , Fm], where m = ind q. Set L = {p + αt | α ∈ k}. By

Proposition 2.11, each Zp̃ with p̃ ∈ L has a set of (algebraically independent) generators

Fi,u ∈ Pol(Fi). Extending our new notation from monomials to polynomials, we may state

that Zp̃ is generated by
⋃m

i=1 S[Fi, p̃]. This implies that Z(p, p+t) is generated by
⊕m

i=1 VFi,L.

By Theorem 4.2, Z(q̂, t) is generated by τk(Fi[t]) with k > 0 and 1 6 i 6 m. Therefore

ψp(Z(q̂, t)) = alg〈ṼFi,p | 1 6 i 6 m〉. Since p(0) 6= 0, we have ṼFi,p = VFi,L for each i by (6·3).

This finishes the proof. �

Suppose that q satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.9 and has the codim–2 property.

Then, in particular, the set Ωq∗ defined in that theorem is a big open subset of q∗. Further-

more, Ωq∗ = q∗reg by a generalisation of the Kostant regularity criterion [K63, Thm 9] and∑
i degFi = b(q), see [P07, Thm 1.2], [Y14, Lemma 2.1], [AP].

Theorem 6.2. Suppose that q satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.9 and has the codim–2

property. Then Z(p, p+ l) is a polynomial ring with b(q, n) generators.

Proof. We have S(q)q = k[F1, . . . , Fm], where each Fi is homogeneous and deg Fi = di.

According to Theorem 3.7, tr.degZ(p, p+ l) = b(q, n) = (n− 1)b(q) +m.

Set L = {ap+(1−a)(p+ l) | a ∈ k}. Then Z(p, p+ l) = alg〈VFi,L | 1 6 i 6 m〉. According

to (6·1), dimVFi,L = di(n− 1) + 1. This means that Z(p, p+ l) has at most
m∑

i=1

(di(n− 1) + 1) = m+ (n− 1)

m∑

i=1

di = m+ (n− 1)b(q)

generators. Thereby these generators have to be algebraically independent. �

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that q has the codim–3 property. Then the Lie algebra (W, ℓ) with ℓ =

[ , ]p − [ , ]p+l also has the codim–3 property.

Proof. The Lie bracket ℓ can be contracted either to ℓ∞ := [ , ]tn−1 − [ , ]tn or to the bracket

ℓ′ := [ , ]tn−t − [ , ]tn , depending on l, see Lemma 2.8. In any case,

ind(W, ℓ) = ind(W, ℓ∞) = ind(W, ℓ′) = dim q+ (n− 1)ind q

by Lemma 3.6. The Lie algebra (W, ℓ′) is isomorphic to q〈n−1〉 ⊕ qab. Hence it has the

codim–3 property by Lemma 2.3. If ξ ∈ W∗ and ξ̄ = ξ|q·1 ∈ q∗reg, then ξ ∈ W∗
ℓ∞,reg by (3·2).

Thereby (W, ℓ∞) also has the codim–3 property.
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Recall that ℓ(s)(x, y) = ϕ−1
s (ℓ(ϕs(x), ϕs(y)) for s ∈ k× and any x, y ∈ W. Let M(s) be the

structure matrix of the Lie bracket skℓ(s), where k = −n+ deg l. Then

rkM(s) = (n− 1)(dim q− ind q)

for any nonzero s. Set M̃ = lims→0M(s). Then M̃ is the structure matrix of lims→0 s
kℓ(s),

which is either ℓ∞ or ℓ′. Anyway rkM̃ = rkM. The maximal nonzero minors of M̃

are limits of maximal nonzero minors of M(s). Therefore the Lie algebra (W, ℓ(s)) has the

codim–3 property for at least one s ∈ k×. Since ϕs is an isomorphism of Lie algebras, we

obtain dimW∗
ℓ,sing 6 dimW− 3, cf. [Y17, (4.1)]. �

Theorem 6.4. Suppose that q satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.9 and has the codim–3

property. Then Z(p, p + l) is a maximal (w.r.t. inclusion) Poisson-commutative subalgebra of

(S(W), { , }p)
q.

Proof. According to Theorem 6.2, Z = Z(p, p + l) is freely generated by homogeneous

polynomials H1, . . . , Hb(q,n). Thus dγZ(p, p + l) = 〈dγHi | 1 6 i 6 b(q, n)〉 for any γ ∈ W∗.

Set L = 〈{ , }p, { , }p+l〉. Since q has the codim–3 property, dimW∗
v,sing 6 dimW − 3 for

any v ∈ P1 different from (1 : −1), see Lemma 2.3. Lemma 6.3 extends this inequality to

v = (1 :−1). Now W∗
L,reg is a big open subset of W∗ by Lemma 3.1. Furthermore,

U = W∗
L,reg ∩ {ξ ∈ W∗ | ξ̄ = ξ|q·1 ∈ q∗reg}

is also a big open subset.

Take any ξ ∈ U . Then ṽ := ker π1,−1(ξ) = q ⊕ v0, where π1,0(ξ)(q, v0) = 0, see (3·3). Next

rk(π1,0(ξ)|ṽ) = dim q− ind q and dim V (ξ) = b(q, n) for V (ξ) =
∑

a∈k ker πa,1−a(ξ), see (3·4),

(3·5).

For any Takiff Lie algebra q〈k〉, the set Ωq〈k〉∗ is a big open subset of q〈k〉∗, which co-

incides with q〈k〉∗reg, see [PY20, Thm 2.2(ii)] and [Y14, Sect. 2]. This implies the equal-

ity dξZp̃ = ker πp̃(ξ) for the Poisson tensor πp̃ of any p̃ ∈ L. Thereby dξZ = V (ξ) and

dimdξZ = b(q, n).

Thus, the differentials dHi of the algebraically independent generators Hi ∈ Z are lin-

early independent on a big open subset. Then by [PPY, Theorem 1.1], Z is an algebraically

closed subalgebra of S(W).

Suppose that Z ⊂ A ⊂ S(W)q and A is Poisson-commutative. Then tr.degA 6 b(q, n)

by [MY, Prop. 1.1], see also (3·1). Thereby Z ⊂ A is an algebraic extension and we must

have Z = A. �

6.1. The case of Zv. It is also possible to formulate an independence principle for Zv. If

F ∈ Sd(q), then Ψ(F [t]) =
∑

~k C~kF [
~k, t], where the coefficients C~k ∈ Z do not depend on

F . Repeating the proof of Proposition 5.6, we obtain the following statement. If q satisfies
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the assumptions of Theorem 2.9, then

(6·4) Zv= Z(q̂, [0]) = k[V◦τk(Fj [t]) | 1 6 j 6 m, k > 0].

Theorem 6.5. (i) If q satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.9, then ψp(Zv) = Z(p, p + 1).

(ii) If q = g is semisimple, then limε→0 ψp(z(ĝ, εt+ 1)) = ψp(Z̃v).

Proof. (i) We have

ψp(Zv) = ψp(lim
ε→0

Z(q̂, εt+ 1)) ⊂ lim
ε→0

ψp(Z(q̂, εt+1)),

where ψp(Z(q̂, εt+1)) = Z(p, p+εt+1) for almost all ε ∈ k×, see Theorem 6.1 and Proposi-

tion 4.6. By the same proposition, lim
ε→0

Z(p, p+εt+1) = Z(p, p+1). Thus ψp(Zv) ⊂ Z(p, p+1).

Furthermore, we have

Z(p, p+ 1) = alg〈VFj,L | 1 6 j 6 m〉

with L = {ap+ (1− a)(p+ 1) | a ∈ k}. By (6·1), dimVFj ,L = dj(n− 1) + 1.

Next f̃j,k := ψp◦V◦τ
k(Fj [t]) ∈ Pol(Fj)∩Z(p, p+1) for all j and k. Since the polynomials

F1, . . . , Fm are algebraically independent,

Pol(Fj) ∩ alg〈VFi,L | i 6= j〉 = {0},

cf. (5·4). Thus f̃j,k ∈ VFj ,L. The highest t̄-component of f̃j,k is F
[k]
j if k 6 d(n−1). These

components are clearly linearly independent. Hence dim
〈
f̃j,k | k > 0

〉
> dj(n−1)+1 and

VFj ,L ⊂ ψp(Zv). The inclusion holds for each j, thereby ψp(Zv) = Z(p, p+ 1).

(ii) Clearly ψp(Z̃v) = ψp(limε→0 z(ĝ, εt + 1)) ⊂ limε→0 ψp(z(ĝ, εt + 1)). Thereby it suffices

to prove the equality gr(ψp(Z̃v)) = gr(limε→0 ψp(z(ĝ, εt+ 1))). We have

Z(p, p+ 1)
part (i)
= ψp(Zv)

Prop. 5.7
= ψp(gr(Z̃v)) ⊂ gr(ψp(Z̃v)) ⊂ gr

(
lim
ε→0

ψp(z(ĝ, εt+ 1))
)
=: A.

By Theorem 6.4, Z(p, p+1) is a maximal (w.r.t. inclusion) Poisson-commutative subalgebra

of (S(W), { , }p)
g. Since A is also Poisson-commutative and A ⊂ (S(W), { , }p)

g, there is

the equality Z(p, p+ 1) = A. �

As we know from Section 5, ψp(z(ĝ, εt+ 1) is the Gaudin algebra G(εa1 + 1, . . . , εan + 1)

with
∏n

i=1(t− ai) = p. Hence Theorem 6.5(ii) states that

lim
ε→0

G(εa1 + 1, . . . , εan + 1) = ψp(Z̃v).

Furthermore, gr(ψp(Z̃v)) = Z(p, p + 1). Since the centre of g is trivial and ψp(Z̃v) ⊂ U(h)g

with h = g⊕n, the algebra ψp(Z̃v) contains the Gaudin Hamiltonians associated with ~a,

cf. Theorem 4.15. Reverting notation to the original setting of [FFR], we obtain G(~a) =
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C(a−1
1 , . . . , a−1

n ) and

lim
ε→0

C

(
1

1 + εa1
, . . . ,

1

1 + εan

)
= lim

ε→0
C(1−a1ε+

∑

j>2

(−a1ε)
j, . . . , 1−anε+

∑

j>2

(−anε)
j)

[CFR]
=

lim
ε→0

C(−a1ε+
∑

j>2

(−a1ε)
j, . . . ,−anε+

∑

j>2

(−anε)
j) =

lim
ε→0

C(a1 +
∑

j>2

aj1(−ε)
j−1, . . . , an +

∑

j>2

(an)
j(−ε)j−1) = C(~a),

where for the last equality we have used the maximality of C(~a). Thus in the semisimple

case, we have ψp(Z̃v) = ψp(z(ĝ, t
−1)) and Z(p, p+ 1) = gr(C(~a)) = ψp(Zv).

6.2. A few words in conclusion.

Remark. (i) In order to extend our results to all Lie algebras, not necessary satisfying the

assumptions of Theorem 2.9, one needs a better understanding of the interplay between

ψp(Z(q̂, t)) and Z(p, p + t).

(ii) An interesting question is, whether Z(q, t) has a quantisation. In order to extend the

method of Feigin and Frenkel [FF], one has to assume that q is quadratic. We note that for

the centralisers gγ with γ ∈ g, the problem is settled, affirmatively, in [AP], although gγ is

not always a quadratic Lie algebra.
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