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Abstract

A relativistic generalization of the rational Calogero model is obtained by using
the deformation of a gauging matrix system with extra semi-dynamical variables. The
Hamiltonian of this system is derived by imposing the gauge fixing conditions and
eliminating gauge degrees of freedom. The integrability of the proposed relativistic
model is proved.
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1 Introduction

In [12], a supersymmetric generalization of the many-particle rational Calogero systems [3]
was constructed (see [4H6] for reviews) by using the supersymmetric gauging procedure of the
matrix system [7]. In the pure bosonic case, the gauging matrix description of the Calogero
models was considered in [8,[9].

Recently, there has been great interest in generalizing the Calogero models, in partic-
ular, its extension to the relativistic case. A well-known generalization of this type is the
Ruijsenaars-Schneider models [10] (see also the description of these models in [6L[1THI3] and
references therein). However, the generalization of a model like this to the supersymmetric
case causes certain problems at the present time (see [I4-18]). One explanation for this is
the lack of a suitable description of the Lagrangian of the Ruijsenaars-Schneider model ]

However, as noted above, one of the most efficient ways to find the Lagrangian formalism
for many-particle Calogero-like systems is to use the gauging procedure for suitable dynami-
cal matrix systems. For this reason, in this short article, we consider obtaining a relativistic
generalization of the Calogero model precisely with the help of a gauging matrix system. In
this case, we will use natural relativistic relations from elementary particle physics and will
not impose a strict requirement that the found relativistic generalization of the Calogero
model and the Ruijsenaars-Schneider model coincide.

In the gauging approach, the Calogero system is described by the Lagrangian [1121[8]9]

Lo=" Te(VXVX) + £ TrA + . (292 -vzz), (1.1)

where ‘ ‘ L
VX =X +i[A X], VZ =27Z+1iAZ, VZ=7Z—-iZA (1.2)

are the covariant derivatives of the positive definite Hermitian c-number (nxn)-matrix field

X)) =X,  (X)=X"  detX#0,
whereas B B B

2@) =1zl 2 =l2*Ol, 2% =(Z)
is the complex c-number U(n)-spinor field. The index a takes n values: a = 1,...,n. The

quantity x is a real constant and m is a mass parameter. The dot in expressions like X
denotes the derivative with respect to the time variable t.
The Hermitian c-number (nxn)-matrix gauge field

A(t) = HAab(t)H ) (Aab)* = A",

that is present in the Lagrangian (LI]) and in the definitions of the covariant derivatives
(L2) is the gauge field for the U(n) local invariance

X = ngT, Z— 97, 7— ZgT, A— gAgT—l—z'ggT, (1.3)

where g(7) € U(n). Fixing gauge for this symmetry and eliminating auxiliary degrees of
freedom, we obtain that the model (L)) describes the n-particle rational Calogero model
in which x plays the role of a coupling constant. In this formulation, the Calogero pair
interaction between particles arises due to a gauging procedure of the matrix model.

LA rather complex Lagrangian in [I1] obtained from the Ruijsenaars-Schneider Hamiltonian by using the
Legendre transform is not well suited for the supersymmetrization procedure.



In the free case without gauge interaction, the model (I.1]) describes n non-relativistic
particles in D = 1 + 1 space-time (with one space dimension). The relativization of this

simple system is standard. In the one-particle case, instead of the Lagrangian L, = 3 max,

it is necessary to take the Lagrangian L, = —mc*y/1 — = 2, where c is the real constant
(“speed of light”). Of course, in the limit ¢ — oo the Lagrangian L, turns into to L,
up to the term mc?. The Hamiltonian of this one-particle relativistic system has the form
H, = c\/m?c? + p? where p is the momentum for the coordinate x. When passing from the
phase variables (x, p) to the variables (¢, w) determined by the relations p = mcsinh w, ¢ =
mc x cosh w, where w is the dimensionless rapidity of the particle, the relativistic Hamiltonian
takes the form H, = mc? cosh w.

In the case of n non-interacting equal-mass particles described by the phase variables

(TayPa) OF (qa,w,), @ = 1,...,n, the corresponding Lagrangian and Hamiltonian have the

form
1
L, = —mdc? E \/1— = Tl , H, = mc* E cosh w, . (1.4)

This Lagrangian is represented in the matrix form if we introduce the (nxn) diagonal matrix
| X,b(¢)|| with the quantities z, on the diagonal. Then the relativistic and nonrelativistic
free Lagrangians are rewritten in the form

1 . . .
L= —me Try[1- 5 XX, Lm:%Tr(XX). (1.5)

This simple fact tells us that in order to obtain a relativistic generalization of the Calogero
model, we can make a similar change in the matrix system (ILI). That is, as a relativistic
generalization of the Calogero system we consider the model (ILT]) in which the first term is
replaced by

—mc® Tr \/1 - C—lzvxvx. (1.6)

Such a relativistic deformation of the Calogero system, which is natural from a physical
point of view, will be the subject of this paper.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, the matrix relativistic generalization
of the Calogero rational system is presented. Here we give the Lagrangian of this matrix
system with semi-dynamical degrees of freedom and its Hamiltonian with the constrains
which generate U(n) gauge symmetry. Section3 presents the system considered here after
fixing all gauges. The resulting system is described by n coordinates and n momenta, just
like the Calogero model. But unlike the latter system, the resulting system is its relativistic
generalization: the rational Calogero system is obtained only in the nonrelativistic limit
c— 00. Section4 is devoted to a discussion of the integrability of the constructed system.
It is shown here that the Lax pair for the rational Calogero system and its integrability
can be easily obtained from the gauging matrix system equivalent to it. Using this method,
the integrability of the relativistic system with a full set of conserved charges is obtained.
Section 5 contains concluding remarks.



2 Gauging model: Lagrangian, Hamiltonian and con-
straints

As noted in the introduction, to describe the relativistic generalization of the Calogero
system, we consider the Lagrangian

?

1 _ _
Lic = —mc® Tr \/1 - EVXVX + TrA + 3 (ZVZ — VZZ) . (2.1)

In the limit ¢ — oo, the following relation

1 1
\/1 ~ 5 VAVX = 1 - 55 VXVX (2.2)

holds, and
Lic ~ Lc — nmc?, (2.3)

where L is the Lagrangian (L)), n defines the dimension of the (nxn)-matrix X and (nmc?)
is the numerical term. Therefore, in the nonrelativistic limit, the system (2Z1]) transforms to
the n-particle rational Calogero system ([L).
Let us consider the Hamiltonization of the matrix system (2.).
The system with the Lagrangian (2.I)) is described by pairs of phase variables (X,°, P.9),
(Za, P?), (Z%,P,) whose nonzero Poisson brackets have the following form:
(X0, P4Yp = 6260 {Z,PYp =60, {Z°Pp}p = 6f. (2.4)

a’c)

The derivation of U(n)-spinor momenta P¢, P, yields the primary constraints

Gazzpa_%zazo’ @a;:ﬁﬁgzazo. (2.5)
Besides, the matrix momentum of X, has the form
—1/27 b
Pl = gf.(fc =m [vx (1 - 12 VXVX) ] (2.6)
b c

and the momenta of the coordinates A,b are zero.
The canonical Hamiltonian of the system is

. . .a / 1
H= P'X,+PZy+PoZ —Lc = mc®Try/14+ —— P2+ Tr(AF), (2.7)
m=c

where the second term Tr(AF') uses the matrix

Fl =[P, X"+ Z, 2" — k6" (2.8)

Vanishing momenta of the variables A, indicate that quantities (2.8)) define the secondary
constraints
F~0 (2.9)

and A,° in the Hamiltonian (Z.7) play the role of Lagrange multipliers for these constraints.



The constraints (2.3]) are the second class constraints. Using the Dirac brackets for them
and eliminating P-momenta, we obtain that the nonvanishing Dirac brackets of the rest
phase variables take the form

(X0, Py = 696" {Z4, 2% = —id?. (2.10)

a’c)

The remaining constraints F,* = (F32)*, defined in (23], form the u(n) algebra with
respect to the Dirac brackets (2.10):

{F,°, F.MYp = —i8,°F,0 +i6,°F,*. (2.11)
So the constraints (2.8)), (2.9) are the first class ones and generate U(n) transformations
60X = —ila, X", 0P = —i[o, Pl.0, 0Z,=—i(aZ)., 0Z,=1i(Za)*, (2.12)

where a,°(7) = (%(7))* are the local parameters.
Thus, the resulting relativistic matrix system is described by the Hamiltonian

H = Hy+ MEF?', (2.13)

where the first term has the following form

Heo = m®Try/1+

—— P, (2.14)

The quantities \,” in ([ZI3) are the Lagrange multipliers of the constraints (2.9), and the
phase-space functions F,’ are defined in (2.5).

3 Gauge-fixing in the matrix system

The gauges X, =0 at a #b fix the local transformations (Z.I2) with the parameters a,°(7),
a#b generated by the off-diagonal constraints F,°~0, a#b in the set (Z3J), 2J). So,
similarly to [1], we take the gauge fixing in the form

7"~ 0, (3.1)
where z,” and p,°, a #b are the off-diagonal parts in the matrix expansions
Xab = xaéab + xab ) Pab = pa(sab + pab . (32)

In addition, using the constraints F,’~0, a #b, we express the momenta p,’ through the

remaining phase variables: B
) 2,20
pat = —— a#b. (3.3)

Ty — Ty

Thus, the partial gauge fixing conditions (B]) and the constraints (B3] remove 2n(n — 1)
phase variables z,° and p,’, a #b.

Thus, after partial gauge fixing, the phase space of the considered system is defined by
2n real variables z,, p, and n complex variables Z,. Due to the “resolved form” of gauge
fixing conditions (B.1) with respect to the removed variables x,°, the Dirac brackets for the
other phase variables remain unchanged. Their nonvanishing Dirac brackets are

{xaupb};) = 6ab ) {Zm Zb};) =—1 52 . (34)



The remaining phase variables 4, pa, Z,, Z% are subject to n residual first class con-
straints (diagonal parts of (2.8))):

F,:=2,7"— k=0 (no summation with respect a), (3.5)

where a takes n values, a = 1,...,n. These constraints (B.5) generate the following phase
transformations of the U(n)-spinor variables Z,:

Zy — €97, 7 — e g, (3.6)
This gauge symmetry is fixed by the condition that the variables Z, are real:
Zy=2" (3.7)

at all values of a. As a result, all variables Z, are gauge cleaned from the system. Like
the previous gauge fixing, the gauge fixing conditions (8.7) (as well as the constraints (3.5]))
do not contain the rest variables. Therefore, the introduction of the Dirac bracket for the
conditions (3.5]) and (B.7) does not change the commutation relations for the remaining
variables x, and p,. In this case, the equations

Zo 2" =k Va (no summation with respect to a) (3.8)

hold in the strong sense.
In the gauges (B.1), (3.3), (B.8), the matrix momentum P,° is equal to the matrix
K

(xa - xb)

Pl =1p,0,0 — i(1—4,1 : (3.9)

depending on the remaining variables z,, p,. In this case, the Hamiltonian of the system

([214) takes the form
He = c¢TrvVm2e + P?, (3.10)

where the matrix P? obtained from the matrix (3.9) is equal to

(P = |(pa)* + Z | O (3.11)
c;éa c
+(1=6.) |- p“+pb+ Z VAR
c#a, c;éb - .TL’C xb - .CL’C)

In the nonrelativistic limit ¢ — oo, the Hamiltonian (3.I0) takes the form

1 - 1 ~
2 ~ —Tr <P2> + nme?. (3.12)
2m

H,c =mc Tr

Therefore, up to a numerical term in the nonrelativistic limit ¢ — oo the Hamiltonian (3.10)
of the relativistic system considered here becomes

Hc ~ He + nmc?, (3.13)

where

¢ = %Z(paf Z (3.14)

a>b Ta = xb



is the Hamiltonian of the Calogero system. Thus, the system considered here is the rela-
tivistic generalization (or the relativistic deformation) of the Calogero rational system.

The removal of the radical in the expression of the Hamiltonian (8I0) is performed in
the standard way by diagonalizing the matrix m2c® + P2 inside the square root. Since this
matrix is the positive-definite Hermitian matrix, the diagonal matrix A,” = A,d," is obtained
by using the unitary transformation:

m2c? + P? = UAUT, (3.15)

where U € SU(n). After deriving the expressions A, = A, (s, pp), the Hamiltonian (310

takes the form
He = ¢ VAd(am). (3.16)

The eigenvalues A, themselves are defined as solutions of the characteristic equation

det <m202 P2 A1n> =T] A1) =0. (3.17)

a

Since the matrix m2c2 + P2 is a polynomial function of the matrix P, the eigenvalues A, are
determined by the same function (see for example [19])

Ay =m? + (N\o)? (3.18)

of the eigenvalues A, (xp, pp) of the matrix P:

det (15 . Aln) =[N =0. (3.19)

a

In the n = 2 case, the eigenvalues ([BI9) of the matrix P equal

D1+ P2 1 4K
A — + - )2 3.20
+ 5 2\/(291 p2)* + (o — ) (3.20)

whereas the eigenvalues ([B.17)) take the form

2 2 2
+ (p2) K p1+ P2 4k2
Ay = “+(p1) + + — )24+ — . (321
e 2 (x1 — x9)? 2 (pr=p2)* + (x1 — x9)? (3.21)

As a result, in the two-particle case, our relativistic Hamiltonian (8.16]) has the form

H?§2 - C\/A+(zlax2aplap2) + C\/A—($17$2aplap2)- (322)

where AL are defined in (3.21]).

For n >2, the procedure for finding the eigenvalues A\, (zp, pp) and the Hamiltonian (3.16])
is similar, although we cannot present analytic expressions for them in the general case
because of the complexity of the n-th order characteristic equation (B:19). But even for n=2,
Hamiltonian (3.22)) is different from the two-particle Ruijsenaars-Schneider Hamiltonian [10].
At least, we cannot identify them by using a canonical transformation. In our opinion, the
resulting relativistic model with the Hamiltonian (3.16) is different from the Ruijsenaars-
Schneider model [10].



4 Integrability of the relativistic model
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The use of the gauging matrix system as the initial one and the application of the “re-
solved” gauge-fixing conditions allows us to conclude about the integrability of the resulting
relativistic system.

To illustrate and clarify this procedure, let us first consider the nonrelativistic case, that
is, the gauging formulation of the rational Calogero system [1L2,[8/9], which is described by
the Lagrangian (L]).

After taking into account the second class constraints (2.5)), the total Hamiltonian of the
system ([LLT]) is represented by the expression

Hy = He+ M°F,b, (4.1)
where the first term has the form

~ 1
He = —Tr(P?). 4.2
¢ om ( ) (42)
The quantities F,” have the form (2.8) and define the constraints (Z9), whereas \,” are the

Lagrange multipliers for them. The evolution of any quantity K is determined by the Dirac
brackets of the total Hamiltonian (£2]) with it:

K = {K,Hr}p. (4.3)

Here the Dirac brackets (2.10) are used. In particular, the evolution of the matrix momentum
P, is represented by the commutator

Pr = i[P)S. (4.4)
Therefore, the trace from the k-th power of the matrix P
I, == Tr (Pk), (4.5)

is conserved. Thus, the conservation of n charges Iy, k = 1, ..., n guarantees the integrability
of the matrix system ([.T]). As we see, this proof of integrability is quite simple in the gauging
matrix formulation.

A more standard way of proving integrability of the Calogero system is to consider the
Hamiltonian (3.14]) and construct the Lax pair for this system. But the system with the
Hamiltonian (3.14]) is physically equivalent to the system with the Lagrangian (1) and
the Hamiltonian (4.1]). More precisely, the system (L)) reproduces the system (B3.14]) after
imposing the gauge-fixing conditions ([B.1) and (8.7). Due to the introduction of the Dirac
bracket, the constraints F,” ~ 0 and the gauge-fixing conditions ([B31]) and ([3.7) are zero in
the strong sense and express the variables Z,, Z%, x,° p.’, a#b in terms of the variables
z, and p,. Due to the resolved form of the gauge-fixing conditions (B.1) and (3.7), the
Dirac brackets of the remaining variables remain canonical: {z,, py}p = 04 In addition, the
time-conservation of the gauge-fixing conditions (B.I]) and (8.7

{Z’ab, HT}D = O, {Za - Za’ HT}D =0 (46)
defines the Lagrangian multipliers Ao! in terms of the remaining phase coordinates:

AL = —6&2% ra-ay—r (4.7)

m(z, — xp)?



Under imposed gauges (B.1) and ([B.7) the momentum matrix P,° takes the form (see also

.9))

Bl = potb — i(1—sb) 2, (4.8)

Tg — Ty

which is just the matrix L in the Lax equation for the Calogero rational system (see for
example [41/5])

L=i[L,M]. (4.9)
Moreover, the matrix \,” obtained in (@7 coincides with the commonly used matrix M,
in the Lax equation ([A9]) (see for example [4,[5]). That is, the Lax equation (A9]) of the
Calogero system is already encoded in the equation of motion (4] of the matrix variable
in the gauging matrix formulation.

In the relativistic case, the Hamiltonian (2.13)), (2.14) in the matrix formulation is the
c-deformation of the Calogero Hamiltonian (A1), (4.2). However, the matrix momenta
P,” have the equations of motion similar to equations (&4). Therefore, the quantities I,
k = 1,...,n defined in (LX) are conserved in the case of the model (ZI3) (ZI4) like the
Hamiltonian itself. As a result, we obtain the integrability of the relativistic model considered
here.

The proof of this statement for the system with the Hamiltonian (3.10), which is obtained
from the system (2ZI3)), (ZI4]) after imposing the gauge fixing conditions (31 and (B7), is
rather cumbersome, in contrast to the usual Calogero system.

Due to the complicated dependence of the Hamiltonian function (2.14]), ([B.16) on the
phase variables z, and p,, the equations of motion of the latter have a cumbersome form.
Similar difficulties arise in finding explicit expressions for the Lagrange multipliers \,° from
equations (6). But in the limit ¢ — oo, the quantities A, are equal to the right-hand sides

of expressions (L71): lim A = S\Gb. Since A\, define the matrix M in the Lax equation
CcC— 00

([4.9), this limit will also be the case for the matrix M of the relativistic generalization (2.1))
of the Calogero system. Thus, we arrive at a natural conclusion: the Lax equations of the
relativistic system (2.I) are the c-deformation of the Lax equations of the nonrelativistic
system which is the rational Calogero system.

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, a relativistic generalization of the rational Calogero system is derived. This
relativistic generalization is described by the matrix system with gauge symmetry and addi-
tional semi-dynamic variables. The simplest model of this type describes the many-particle
Calogero system, as shown in [IL2,&,[9]. The more general system considered here contains
the speed-dimension parameter ¢ and describes the relativistic system that reproduces the
Calogero model in the limit ¢— oo.

In the matrix formulation, the relativistic model under consideration is described by
the Hamiltonian (214) and the first class constraints (2.8), (2.9) that generate the U(n)
gauge symmetries. After gauge fixing and eliminating the auxiliary degrees of freedom,
the physically-equivalent reduced system is described by the Hamiltonian (BI0) in the
2n-dimensional phase space. The model presented here is different from the Ruijsenaars-
Schneider model [10], which is also a relativistic generalization of the Calogero model. How-
ever, the relativistic system described by the Hamiltonian (3I0) is also integrable. It is
difficult to prove integrability for the Hamiltonian ([B.I0), but it is easy to show it for the
Hamiltonian (ZI4]) of the equivalent matrix system.

8



Note that the model presented here, with the Hamiltonian ([2ZI3]), (2.I4]), is one of the
systems in which the first term of the Hamiltonian (the part without constraints and La-
grange multipliers) depends only on the matrix momentum P. Although the question of
constructing the Lagrangian of this kind of models in the general case remains open, these
systems are all integrable, which can be shown within the framework of the consideration
carried out in Sect. 4.

In the following publications, a supersymmetric generalization of the matrix system (2.1])
is planned within the framework of the procedure developed in [I}2].

One more interesting problem is to construct similar relativistic c-deformations of other
integrable Calogero-like systems, in particular, the matrix formulation of the hyperbolic
Calogero system [20121].

Acknowledgements

I would like to thank Gleb Arutyunov, Alexei Isaev, Evgeny Ivanov, Sergey Krivonos, Andrei
Mironov, Armen Nersessian for useful discussions and comments. This work was supported
by the Russian Foundation for Basic Research, grant No. 20-52-12003.

References

[1] S.Fedoruk, E.Ivanov, O.Lechtenfeld, Supersymmetric Calogero models by gauging,
Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 105015, larXiv:0812.4276/ [hep-th].

[2] S.Fedoruk, E.Ivanov, O. Lechtenfeld, Superconformal mechanics, J. Phys. A 45 (2012)
173001, larXiv:1112.1947| [hep-th].

[3] F.Calogero, Ground state of one-dimensional N body system, J. Math. Phys. 10 (1969)
2197; Solution of the one-dimensional N body problems with quadratic and/or inversely
quadratic pair potentials, J. Math. Phys. 12 (1971) 419.

[4] M.A. Olshanetsky, A.M.Perelomov, Classical integrable finite dimensional systems re-
lated to Lie algebras, Phys. Rept. 71 (1981) 313; Quantum integrable systems related to
Lie algebras, Phys. Rept. 94 (1983) 313.

[5] A.P.Polychronakos, Physics and mathematics of Calogero particles, J. Phys. A 39 (2006)
12793, arXiv:hep-th/0607033.

[6] G.Arutyunov, Elements of Classical and Quantum Integrable Systems, Springer Nature
Switzerland AG, 2019.

[7] F.Delduc, E.Ivanov, Gauging N=4 supersymmetric mechanics, Nucl. Phys. B 753
(2006) 211, arXiv:hep-th/0605211.

[8] A.P.Polychronakos, Integrable systems from gauged matriz models, Phys. Lett. B 266
(1991) 29.

9] A.Gorsky, N.Nekrasov, Relativistic Calogero-Moser model as gauged WZW theory,
Nucl. Phys. B436 (1995) 582, larXiv:hep-th/9401017.

[10] S.Ruijsenaars, H. Schneider, A new class of integrable systems and its relation to soli-
tons, Annals Phys. 170 (1986) 370.


http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.4276
http://arxiv.org/abs/1112.1947
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0607033
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0605211
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9401017

[11]
[12]

[13]

H.W.Braden, R.Sasaki, The Ruijsenaars-Schneider model, Prog. Theor. Phys. 97
(1997) 1003, arXiv:hep-th/9702182.

V. Fock, A.Gorsky, N.Nekrasov, V.Rubtsov, Duality in integrable systems and gauge
theories, JHEP 07 (2000) 028, arXiv:hep-th/9906235.

A. Gorsky, A. Mironov, Integrable many body systems and gauge theories, NATO Science
Series “Integrable Hierarchies and Modern Physical Theories”, H. Aratyn and A.S. Sorin
(eds.), 18 (2001) 33, |arXiv:hep-th/0011197.

B.S. Shastry, B. Sutherland, Superlax pairs and infinite symmetries in the 1/r* system,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 70 (1993) 4029, arXiv:cond-mat/9212029.

L. Brink, A. Turbiner, N. Wyllard, Hidden algebras of the (super)Calogero and Suther-
land models, J. Math. Phys. 39 (1998) 1285, |arXiv:hep-th/9705219/

A. Galajinsky, Ruijsenaars-Schneider three-body models with N=2 supersymmetry,
JHEP 1804 (2018) 079, larXiv:1802.08011/ [hep-th].

S. Krivonos, O.Lechtenfeld, On N'=2 supersymmetric Ruijsenaars-Schneider models,
Phys. Lett. B807 (2020) 135545, larXiv:2005.06486 [hep-th].

N. Kozyrev, S.Krivonos, O.Lechtenfeld, New approach to N=2 supersymmetric
Ruigsenaars-Schneider model, PoS 394 (2021) 018, larXiv:2103.02925 [hep-th].

D.K.Faddeev, 1.S. Sominsky, Problems in Higher Algebra, Translated from the Russian
by G. Yankovsky, Mir publishers, Moscow, 1972.

S. Fedoruk, E.Ivanov, O.Lechtenfeld, Supersymmetric hyperbolic Calogero-Sutherland
models by gauging, Nucl. Phys. B 944 (2019) 114633, larXiv:1902.08023! [hep-th].

S. Fedoruk, N'=2 supersymmetric hyperbolic Calogero-Sutherland model, Nucl. Phys. B
953 (2020) 114977, larXiv:1910.07348| [hep-th].

10


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9702182
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9906235
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0011197
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9212029
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9705219
http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.08011
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.06486
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.02925
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.08023
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.07348

	1 Introduction
	2 Gauging model: Lagrangian, Hamiltonian and constraints
	3 Gauge-fixing in the matrix system
	4 Integrability of the relativistic model
	5 Concluding remarks

