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Abstract

We propose and prove a set of identities for GLM elliptic R-matrix (in the fundamental rep-
resentation). In the scalar case (M = 1) these are elliptic function identities derived by S.N.M.
Ruijsenaars as necessary and sufficient conditions for his kernel identity underlying construction of
integral solutions to quantum spinless Ruijsenaars-Schneider model. In this respect the result of
the present paper can be considered as the first step towards constructing solutions of quantum
eigenvalue problem for the anisotropic spin Ruijsenaars model.
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1 Introduction

In his paper [15] S.N.M. Ruijsenaars introduced a set of commuting elliptic difference operators

Dk =
∑

|I|=k

∏

i∈I
j /∈I

φ(zj − zi)
∏

i∈I

pi, k = 1, . . . , N , (1.1)

where φ(z) = φ(~, z) is the elliptic Kronecker function (A.2). The sum in (1.1) is over all subsets I of
size k of {1, . . . , N} = N . The shift operators pi act on a function f(z1, . . . , zN ) of complex variables
z = z1, . . . , zN as follows:

(pif)(z1, z2, . . . zN ) = exp

(

−η
∂

∂zi

)

f(z1, . . . , zN ) = f(z1, . . . , zi − η, . . . , zN ). (1.2)

The operators (1.1) are called the Ruijsenaars-Macdonald operators since in the trigonometric limit
they reproduce the Macdonald operators.

The proof of mutual commutativity of Dk was shown in [15] to be equivalent to the following set
of functional equations:

∑

|I|=k







∏

i∈I
j /∈I

φ(zj − zi)φ(zi − zj − η)−
∏

i∈I
j /∈I

φ(zi − zj)φ(zj − zi − η)







= 0 , k = 1, . . . , N , (1.3)

and the function φ(z) (A.2) was shown to satisfy (1.3).

Next, it was shown in [16] that the kernel identity (Dk(x) − Dk(−y))Ψ(x,y) = 0 holds true for
Ψ(x,y) given by a certain product (and/or ratio) of elliptic gamma functions. It allows to construct
integral solutions to quantum eigenproblem for operators Dk [6, 9, 7]. This approach was later extended
to a more general class of operators [1]. The proof of the kernel identity is performed by a direct
substitution which provides a set of identities for the function φ. Namely, it was proved in [16] that
the kernel identities is valid iff the following set of relations for 2N complex variables (x = x1, ..., xN
and y = y1, ..., yN ) holds:

∑

I⊂N
|I|=k







∏

i∈I
j∈Ic

φ(xi − xj)
∏

i∈I
j∈N

φ(yj − xi)−
∏

i∈I
j∈Ic

φ(yj − yi)
∏

i∈I
j∈N

φ(yi − xj)







= 0 , k = 1, . . . , N , (1.4)

where Ic means the complement of a set I in N . It was shown in [16] that the the elliptic Kronecker
function (A.2) satisfies (1.4). For example, for k = 1 (1.4) yields

N∑

i=1





N∏

j 6=i

φ(xi − xj)

N∏

j=1

φ(yj − xi)−
N∏

j 6=i

φ(yj − yi)

N∏

j=1

φ(yi − xj)



 = 0 . (1.5)

Under the substitution xi = zi, yi = zi−η the latter identity reproduces the first one (with k = 1) from
(1.3). For k > 1 the substitution xi = zi, yi = zi − η provides particular case of (1.3) corresponding to
~ = 2η.

Let us mention that the identities (1.4) arise in the context of Bäcklund transformations in the
classical (elliptic) Ruijsenaars-Schneider model [6]. Also, (1.5) provides the so-called self-dual form of
the Ruijsenaars-Schneider model coming from the multi-pole ansatz for intermediate long-wave equation
[17].
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Purpose of the paper is to extend the identities (1.4) to R-matrix identities in the following sense.
The elliptic Baxter-Belavin [2, 3] R-matrix (A.12) in the fundamental representation of GLM Lie group
can be considered as matrix generalization of the Kronecker function (A.2) because (A.2) is a particular
case of (A.12) corresponding to M = 1. R-matrices do not commute (in the general case). Our aim is
to find noncommutative analogue of (1.4) which reproduce (1.4) in the M = 1 case.

In our previous paper [13] (see also [14] for applications to long-range spin chains) we introduced
anisotropic spin generalization for the operators (1.1). Similarly to the scalar case [15] we deduced
and proved R-matrix generalizations of the identities (1.3). These R-matrix identities are necessary
and sufficient conditions for commutativity of spin Ruijsenaars-Macdonald operators. In this paper we
propose and prove R-matrix generalizations for the identities (1.4) from [16]:

∑

1≤i1<...<ik≤N







−−−−→
N∏

lk=ik+1

R~
iklk

−−−−−−−−→
N∏

lk−1 = ik−1+1

lk−1 6= ik

R~
ik−1lk−1

. . .

−−−−−−→
N∏

l1 = i1+1

l1 6= i2...ik

R~
i1l1× (1.6)

×

−−−−→
2N∏

j1=N+1

R~
j1i1

−−−−→
2N∏

j2=N+1

R~
j2i2 . . .

−−−−→
2N∏

jk=N+1

R~
jkik
×

×

−−−−−−−−→
ik−1
∏

mk =1

mk 6= i1...ik−1

R~
ikmk

−−−−−−−−−−→
ik−1−1
∏

mk−1 =1

mk−1 6= i1...ik−2

R~
ik−1mk−1

. . .

−−→
i1−1∏

m1=1

R~
i1m1






−

−
∑

N+1≤j1<...<jk≤2N







−−−−→
2N∏

lk=jk+1

R~

lkjk

−−−−−−−−→
2N∏

lk−1 =jk−1+1

lk−1 6=jk

R~

lk−1jk−1
. . .

−−−−−−→
2N∏

l1=j1+1

l1 6=j2...jk

R~

l1j1×

×

−−→
N∏

i1=1

R~
j1i1

−−→
N∏

i2=1

R~
j2i2 . . .

−−→
N∏

ik=1

R~
jkik
×

×

−−−−−−−−→
jk−1
∏

mk =N + 1

mk 6=j1...jk−1

R~
mkjk

−−−−−−−−−−→
jk−1−1
∏

mk−1 =N + 1

mk−1 6=j1...jk−2

R~
mk−1jk−1

. . .

−−−−−→
j1−1
∏

m1=N+1

R~
m1j1







= 0 .

Notations are explained in the next Section. This result is the first step towards constructing the
kernel identity and solutions to quantum problem of the (anisotropic) spin Ruijsenaars model. The
latter is quite nontrivial problem since it requires a definition of matrix generalization of elliptic gamma
function. We hope to clarify these questions in our future publications.

2 Spin operators and R-matrix identities

Here we recall some notations and statements from [13]. Some additional notations are introduced for
the purposes of the present paper.
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R-matrices and Yang-Baxter equations. Let H be a vector space H = (CM )⊗N . The elliptic
Baxter-Belavin R-matrix [2, 3] is a linear map (A.12) R~

ij(z) ∈ End(H) acting non-trivially in the i-th
and j-th tensor components of H only and satisfying the quantum Yang-Baxter equation:

R~
ij(u)R

~

ik(u+ v)R~

jk(v) = R~

jk(v)R
~

ik(u+ v)R~
ij(u) (2.1)

for any distinct integers 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ N . Also, for any distinct integers 1 ≤ i, j, k, l ≤ N

[R~
ij(u), R

~′

kl(v)] = 0 . (2.2)

Consider a pair I, J of disjoint subsets in {1, . . . , N}. The elements in I, J are in increasing ordering,
that is for J = {j1, j2, . . . , jk} the elements jm are in increasing order j1 < j2 < · · · < jk. Similarly,

for I = {i1, i2, . . . , il} we have i1 < i2 < · · · < il. We will use notations

−→
N∏

j=1
Rij and

←−
N∏

j=1
Rij, where the

arrows mean the ordering. For example,

−→
N∏

j=1
Rij = Ri1Ri2...RiN and

←−
N∏

j=1
Rij = RiNRi,N−1...Ri1.

Introduce the following notation:

RI,J =
←−−∏

i1∈I
i1<j1

Ri1,j1 (zi1 − zj1)
←−−∏

i2∈I
i2<j2

Ri2,j2 (zi2 − zj2) . . .
←−−∏

ik∈I
ik<jk

Rik,jk (zik − zjk) . (2.3)

Using the property (2.2) it is easy to rewrite it as

RI,J =
−−→∏

jl∈J
jl>il

Ril,jl (zil − zjl)
−−−−−→∏

jl−1∈J
jl−1>il−1

Ril−1,jl−1

(
zil−1

− zjl−1

)
. . .
−−→∏

j1∈J
j1>i1

Ri1,j1 (zi1 − zj1) . (2.4)

In a similar way we also introduce

R′
I,J =

−−→∏

jl∈J
jl<il

Ril,jl(zil − zjl)
−−−−−→∏

jl−1∈J
jl−1<il−1

Ril−1,jl−1
(zil−1

− zjl−1
) . . .
−−→∏

j1∈J
j1<i1

Ri1,j1(zi1 − zj1) = (2.5)

=
←−−∏

i1∈I
i1>j1

Ri1,j1 (zi1 − zj1)
←−−∏

i2∈I
i2>j2

Ri2,j2 (zi2 − zj2) . . .
←−−∏

ik∈I
ik>jk

Rik,jk (zik − zjk) . (2.6)

For any disjoint subsets A,B,C of {1, 2, . . . , N} the following identities hold true:

RC,A∪BRB,A = RB∪C,ARC,B , (2.7)

R′
A,BR

′
A∪B,C = R′

B,CR
′
A,B∪C . (2.8)

The latter identities follow from the Yang-Baxter equation (2.1).

Elliptic R-matrix satisfies the unitarity property

R~
ij(z)R

~
ji(−z) = Idφ(~, z)φ(~,−z) , (2.9)

Below we also use R-matrices in a slightly different normalization:

R~
ij(z) = φ(~, z)R̄~

ij(z) . (2.10)
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Then
R̄~

ij(z)R̄
~
ji(−z) = Id . (2.11)

For the products defined above we have:

RI,JR
′
J,I = Id

∏

i∈I,j∈J
i<j

φ(h, zi − zj)φ(h, zj − zi) (2.12)

and
R′

I,JRJ,I = Id
∏

i∈I,j∈J
i>j

φ(h, zi − zj)φ(h, zj − zi) . (2.13)

Similarly,
R̄I,JR̄

′
J,I = R̄

′
J,IR̄I,J = Id . (2.14)

Finally, the elliptic R-matrix (A.12) is skew-symmetric:

R~
12(z) = −R

−~

21 (−z) . (2.15)

Below by writing R−~

12 (z) we assume R~
21(−z).

In this paper we also use the following notations. For disjoint sets I = {i1 < i2 < · · · < ik} and
J = {j1 < j2 < · · · < jl} we denote by Y~

I,J the following product of R-matrices

Y~
I,J =

−→∏

j∈J

R~
i1,j . . .

−→∏

j∈J

R~
ik,j

. (2.16)

Due to (2.2) it can be written as

Y~
I,J =

−→∏

i∈I

R~
i,j1 . . .

−→∏

i∈I

R~
i,jl

. (2.17)

In what follows we use the auxiliary statement based on the Yang-Baxter equation (2.1)-(2.2).

Lemma 2.1 Let I = {i1 < · · · < im−1 < im = a < im+1 < · · · < ik} and J = {j1 < · · · < jn−1 < jn =
b < jn+1 < · · · < jl} be disjoint sets. Then the following relations hold true:

Y~
I,JR

~

b,jn+1
. . . R~

b,jl
= R~

b,jn+1
. . . R~

b,jl
Y~

I,J\{b}Y
~

I,{b} (2.18)

and
Y~
I,JR

~
im+1,a . . . R

~
ik ,a

= R~
im+1,a . . . R

~
ik ,a
Y~

I\{a},JY
~

{a},J . (2.19)

The proof is given in the Appendix.

Spin operators are defined as follows:

Dk =
∑

|I|=k

∏

i∈Ic,
j∈I

φ(zi − zj) · R̄Ic,I · pI · R̄
′
I,Ic , pI =

∏

i∈I

pi , (2.20)

where pi are the shift operators (1.2) and the bars over R mean that in the definitions (2.3), (2.5) we use
R-matrices normalized as in (2.10)-(2.11). For M = 1 the operators (2.20) reproduce the Ruijsenaars-
Macdonald operators (1.1). The operators of type (2.20) were introduced in [10] in trigonometric case
with M = 2 based on the Uq(gl2) R-matrix.
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Let us also remark that using the so-called freezing trick the spin operators (2.20) provide elliptic
integrable long-range spin chains [14]. In the classical mechanics the operators (1.1) are the Hamilto-
nians of the elliptic Ruijsenaars-Schneider model, while the (anisotropic) spin operators are quantum
analogues of the Hamiltonians of (relativistic) interacting tops [19, 5]. Description of relativistic tops
can be found in [11, 8].

Commutativity of Dk turns out to be equivalent to the following set of R-matrix identities:
∑

|I|=k

(

RIc,I · R
′
I−,Ic · RI−,Ic · R

′
Ic,I −RI,Ic · R

′
Ic−,I · RIc−,I · R

′
I,Ic

)

= 0 , (2.21)

which hold true for any k = 1, . . . , N . Here we use the notation RI−,J = pIRI,Jp
−1
I . Derivation of

(2.21) as well as its proof and explicit examples can be found in [13]. For M = 1 (2.21) turn into
identities (1.3).

3 New R-matrix identities

3.1 Statement

It is convenient to define a set of 2N complex variables z1, ..., z2N , which unifies x and y:

zi =







xi for i ∈ N1 , N1 = {1, . . . , N} ,

yi for i ∈ N2 , N2 = {N + 1, . . . , 2N} ,
(3.1)

The R-matrices act on the space H = (CM )⊗2N , and the following short notations are assumed:

R~
ij =







R~
ij(xi − xj) , if i, j ∈ N1 ,

R~
ij(xi − yj) , if i ∈ N1 , j ∈ N2 ,

R~
ij(yi − xj) , if i ∈ N2 , j ∈ N1 ,

R~
ij(yi − yj) , if i, j ∈ N2 .

(3.2)

Theorem The following identities hold for any k = 1, . . . , N :
∑

I⊂N1

|I|=k

Rh
I,IcY

~
N2,IR

′~
I,Ic + (−1)k−1

∑

J⊂N2

|J |=k

R−~

J,JcY
−~

N1,J
R′−~

J,Jc = 0 ,
(3.3)

where Rij = R~
ij(zi − zj) is the elliptic R-matrix (A.12) acting in the i-th and j-th tensor components,

i, j = 1, ..., 2N according to the rule1 (3.1)-(3.2). In the M = 1 case the R-matrix identities (3.3) turn
into (1.4).

The idea of the proof is as follows. Denote the l.h.s. of (3.3) as F [k,N ] = F1[k,N ] − F2[k,N ],
where F1[k,N ],F2[k,N ] are the first and the second sum in (3.3) respectively2 :

F1[k,N ] =
∑

I⊂N1

|I|=k

Rh
I,IcY

~
N2,IR

′~
I,Ic ,

(3.4)

1In the first sum of (3.3) the set Ic is a complement of I in N1. Similarly, in the second sum of (3.3) the set Jc is a
complement of J in N2.

2Sometimes we omit the indices k,N and write F instead of F [k,N ].
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F2[k,N ] = (−1)k
∑

J⊂N2

|J |=k

R−~

J,JcY
−~

N1,J
R′−~

J,Jc .
(3.5)

More explicitly,

F1[k,N ] =
∑

1≤i1<...<ik≤N







−−−−→
N∏

lk=ik+1

R~
iklk

−−−−−−−−→
N∏

lk−1 = ik−1+1

lk−1 6= ik

R~
ik−1lk−1

. . .

−−−−−−→
N∏

l1 = i1+1

l1 6= i2...ik

R~
i1l1× (3.6)

×

−−−−→
2N∏

j1=N+1

R~
j1i1

−−−−→
2N∏

j2=N+1

R~
j2i2 . . .

−−−−→
2N∏

jk=N+1

R~
jkik
×

×

−−−−−−−−→
ik−1
∏

mk =1

mk 6= i1...ik−1

R~
ikmk

−−−−−−−−−−→
ik−1−1
∏

mk−1 =1

mk−1 6= i1...ik−2

R~
ik−1mk−1

. . .

−−→
i1−1∏

m1=1

R~
i1m1







.

Let us also rewrite expression (3.5) through R-matrices depending on ~ (but not on −~) using the
skew-symmetry property (2.15):

F2[k,N ] =
∑

N+1≤j1<...<jk≤2N







−−−−→
2N∏

lk=jk+1

R~

lkjk

−−−−−−−−→
2N∏

lk−1 =jk−1+1

lk−1 6=jk

R~

lk−1jk−1
. . .

−−−−−−→
2N∏

l1 =j1+1

l1 6=j2...jk

R~

l1j1× (3.7)

×

−−→
N∏

i1=1

R~
j1i1

−−→
N∏

i2=1

R~
j2i2 . . .

−−→
N∏

ik=1

R~
jkik
×

×

−−−−−−−−→
jk−1
∏

mk =N + 1

mk 6=j1...jk−1

R~
mkjk

−−−−−−−−−−→
jk−1−1
∏

mk−1 =N + 1

mk−1 6=j1...jk−2

R~
mk−1jk−1

. . .

−−−−−→
j1−1
∏

m1=N+1

R~
m1j1







.

In this way (3.3) takes the form (1.6).

Consider F as (matrix valued) function of z1 = x1. Our strategy is to use Lemma 4.1 from the
Appendix similarly to the proof of (1.4) in [16]. We are going to show that F is an entire function of
z1. The behaviour of R-matrices on the lattice of periods Z ⊕ τZ is nontrivial. It is given by (A.15).
For this reason we use the approach from [13]. Namely, we consider F(z1) on the ”large” torus with
periods M and Mτ . Due to (A.10) QM = ΛM = 1M the quasi-periodic behaviour of R-matrices (and
F) on the large torus is simplified and we may use Lemma 4.1. First, we are going to prove the absence
of poles (in the variable z1) in the fundamental parallelogram 0 ≤ z1 < 1, 0 ≤ z1 < τ and then extend
the proof to the large torus.

The proof is performed by induction in k and N . For k = 1 the identity (3.1) can be deduced from
the higher order R-matrix identities based on the associative Yang-Baxter equation.

3.2 Proof of the Theorem for k = 1

The proof of (1.5) can be performed straightforwardly using (A.7), which is a higher order generalization
of the addition formula (A.5). Details can be found in the Appendix of [17]. Here we prove (3.3) for
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k = 1 in a similar way. For this purpose we recall that the elliptic R-matrix in the fundamental
representation (A.12) satisfies the so-called associative Yang-Baxter equation [4]:

Ru
12R

u′

23 = Ru′

13R
u−u′

12 +Ru′−u
23 Ru

13, R~
ab = R~

ab(za − zb) . (3.8)

In [18] the higher order analogue of (3.8) was derived. Here we use it in a slightly different form
suggested in [13]:

−→
n∏

i=1

Rui

a,i(wi) =

n∑

m=1

−−−→
n∏

j=m+1

R
uj

m,j(wj − wm) · RU
a,m(wm) ·

−−→
m−1∏

j=1

R
uj

m,j(wj − wm) , (3.9)

where U =
n∑

k=1

uk and a /∈ {1...n}, n ∈ Z+. Let us fix a = 1 together with replacing the set {1...n}

with {2...n + 1}. Then (3.9) takes the form

−→
n+1∏

i=2

Rui

1,i(wi) =

n+1∑

m=2

−−−→
n+1∏

j=m+1

R
uj

m,j(wj − wm) ·RU
1,m(wm) ·

−−→
m−1∏

j=2

R
uj

m,j(wj − wm) . (3.10)

Set n = 2N−1 and identify wi = z1−zi for i = 2, ..., 2N (recall (3.1)-(3.2)). Also, put u2 = ... = uN = ~

and uN+1 = ... = u2N = −~. Then U = −~. After all substitutions in the l.h.s. of (3.10) one gets
R~

12...R
~
1N · R

−~

1,N+1...R
−~

1,2N . Writing down the r.h.s. of (3.10) finally yields

N∑

i=1

R~
i,i+1...R

~
i,N ·R

~
N+1,i...R

~
2N,i ·R

~
i,1...R

~
i,i−1−

−
N∑

i=1

R~
N+i+1,N+i...R

~
2N,N+i ·R

~
N+i,1...R

~
N+i,N · R

~
N+1,N+i...R

~
N+i−1,N+i = 0 ,

(3.11)

where we used the skew-symmetry of R-matrices (2.15). The obtained relation (3.11) is (3.3) for k = 1.

3.3 Auxiliary lemmas

Here we formulate two lemmas useful for the proof of the Theorem. The proof of Lemmas is given in
the Appendix.

Lemma 3.1 Consider F = F [k,N ] as function of za = xa. It has no poles at x1, . . . xa−1, xa+1 . . . , xN .

Lemma 3.2 Consider F = F [k,N ] as function of za = xa. The following relation holds for any
b ∈ N2:

Res
za=zb

F [k,N ] = −G · F [k − 1, N − 1] ·H , b = N + 1, . . . , 2N , (3.12)

where

G = R~
a,a+1 . . . R

~
a,N ·R

~

b+1,b . . . R
~

2N,b , (3.13)

H = R~
N+1,a . . . R

~

b−1,a ·R
~

b,1 . . . R
~

b,a−1Pab (3.14)

and by F [k− 1, N − 1] we mean the expression F = F1−F2 (3.4)-(3.5) taken for k− 1 and depending
on 2(N − 1) variables {x1, ..., xN} \ {xa}, {y1, ..., yN} \ {yb}.

The latter statement is applied to the proof of the Theorem by setting a = 1.
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3.4 Proof of the Theorem for k > 1

Let us prove the main Theorem (3.3).

Proof. The proof is by induction in k. For k = 1 the statement was proved above in (3.11). Suppose
(3.3) is true for k − 1. We need to prove it for k.

Main idea is the same as in the scalar case. We are going to use Lemma 4.1 given in the Appendix.
For this purpose consider the quasi-periodic properties of F as function of z1. Due to (A.15) any
R-matrix of the form R~

1k = R~

1k(z1, zk) = R~

1k(z1 − zk), k = 2, . . . , 2N is transformed as follows:

R~

1k(z1 + 1, zk) = Q−1
1 R~

1k(z1, zk)Q1 ,

R~
1k(z1 + τ, zk) = exp(−2πı

~

M
)Λ−1

1 R~
1k(z1, zk)Λ1 ,

(3.15)

where Q1 = Q ⊗ 1M ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1M = Q ⊗ 1
⊗(2N−1)
M and similarly for Λ1. For R-matrices of the form

R~
k1 = R~

k1(zk, z1) = R~
k1(zk − z1) we have:

R~

k1(zk, z1 + 1) = R~

k1(zk − 1, z1) = QkR
~

k1(z1)Q
−1
k = Q−1

1 R~
12(zk, z1)Q1 (3.16)

and in the same way

R~
k1(zk, z1 + τ) = exp(2πı

~

M
)Λ−1

1 R~
k1(zk, z1)Λ1 , (3.17)

Thus, any R-matrix which contains index 1 is transformed as (3.15) or (3.16)-(3.17). The number of
R-matrices of the forms R~

1k or R~

k1 is different in different terms. But the difference of these numbers
is the same for all the terms: the number of R-matrices of the form R~

1k is less than those of the form
R~

k1 by k. Therefore,

F(z1 + 1) = Q−1
1 F(z1)Q1 ,

F(z1 + τ) = exp(2πı
k~

M
)Λ−1

1 F(z1)Λ1 .

(3.18)

In order to use Lemma 4.1 let us extend the torus to the large one with periods M , Mτ . Then due to
QM = ΛM = 1M we have

F(z1 +M) = F(z1) ,

F(z1 +Mτ) = exp(2πı k~)F(z1) .
(3.19)

Next, notice that F(z1) is an entire function of z1 on the fundamental parallelogram (0 ≤ z1 < 1,
0 ≤ z1 < τ). Indeed, due to (A.14) all possible poles inside the fundamental parallelogram are
at points x2, . . . , xN and y1, . . . , yN . By Lemma 3.1 the poles at points x2, . . . , xN are absent. The
absence of poles y1, . . . , yN easily follows from Lemma 3.2 and the induction assumption (which implies
F [k−1, N −1] = 0). Finally, by taking residue Res

z1=zk
, k = 2, . . . , 2N of both sides of (3.18) we conclude

that the absence of poles in the fundamental parallelogram is extended to the absence of poles on the
large torus. Then all requirements of Lemma 4.1 are fulfilled and the Theorem is proved. �

3.5 Examples

Let us give a few explicit examples for the identities (1.6).

Example. N = 2, k = 1:

R~
12R

~
31R

~
41 +R~

32R
~
42R

~
21 −R~

43R
~
31R

~
32 −R~

41R
~
42R

~
34 = 0 . (3.20)
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Example. N = 3, k = 1:

R~
12R

~
13R

~
41R

~
51R

~
61 +R~

23R
~
42R

~
52R

~
62R

~
21 +R~

43R
~
53R

~
63R

~
31R

~
32

−R~
54R

~
64R

~
41R

~
42R

~
43 −R~

65R
~
51R

~
52R

~
53R

~
45 −R~

61R
~
62R

~
63R

~
46R

~
56 = 0 .

(3.21)

Example. N = 3, k = 2:

R~
23R

~
13R

~
41R

~
51R

~
61R

~
42R

~
52R

~
62 +R~

12R
~
41R

~
51R

~
61R

~
43R

~
53R

~
63R

~
32

+R~
42R

~
52R

~
62R

~
43R

~
53R

~
63R

~
31R

~
21 −R~

65R
~
64R

~
41R

~
42R

~
43R

~
51R

~
52R

~
53

−R~
54R

~
41R

~
42R

~
43R

~
61R

~
62R

~
63R

~
56 −R~

51R
~
52R

~
53R

~
61R

~
62R

~
63R

~
46R

~
45 = 0 .

(3.22)

Let us make a comment on the trigonometric and rational degenerations. All trigonometric and
rational R-matrices considered in [13, 14] satisfy the obtained set of identities. Details will be given in
a separate publication.

Another remark is that in trigonometric and rational cases the scalar identities (1.4) can be extended
to the case when the number of variables x is different from the number of variables y, so that we have
|x| = N1, |y| = N2 and N1 6= N2. This can be explained as follows. In the trigonometric or rational
case one can consider a limit xi → ∞, which decrease the number of variables x by one. Similar
arguments work for R-matrix identities if the limit lim

xi→∞
Rij(xi − xj) (or lim

xi→∞
Ri,N+j(xi − yj)) is well

defined. It is not true for all possible degenerations of the elliptic R-matrix. At the same time it is true
for a number of widely known cases. For example, it is obviously true for the rational Yang’s R-matrix
R~

12(z) = 1M ⊗ 1M~
−1 +P12z

−1. Then lim
z→∞

R~
12(z) = 1M ⊗ 1M~

−1. Therefore, the limit xi →∞ being

applied to some identity provides another identity, where all R-matrices containing xi are replaced by
the scalar factor ~−1. We will consider these cases in our future works.

4 Appendix A: elliptic functions

Elliptic functions. We use the following theta-function:

ϑ(z) = ϑ(z|τ) = −
∑

k∈Z

exp

(

πıτ(k +
1

2
)2 + 2πı(z +

1

2
)(k +

1

2
)

)

, Im(τ) > 0 . (A.1)

It is odd ϑ(−z) = −ϑ(z) and has simple zero at z = 0. The Kronecker elliptic function is defined as

φ(z, u) =
ϑ′(0)ϑ(z + u)

ϑ(z)ϑ(u)
= φ(u, z) . (A.2)

As function of z it has simple pole at z = 0 and Res
z=0

φ(z, u) = 1 . The quasi-periodic properties on the

lattice of periods Γ = Z⊕ Zτ (of elliptic curve C/Γ):

ϑ(z + 1) = −ϑ(z) , ϑ(z + τ) = −e−πıτ−2πızϑ(z) , (A.3)

so that

φ(z + 1, u) = φ(z, u) , φ(z + τ, u) = e−2πıuφ(z, u) . (A.4)
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The function (A.2) satisfies the following addition formula:

φ(z1, u1)φ(z2, u2) = φ(z1, u1 + u2)φ(z2 − z1, u2) + φ(z2, u1 + u2)φ(z1 − z2, u1) (A.5)

and the identity
φ(z, u)φ(z,−u) = ℘(z)− ℘(u) . (A.6)

where ℘(x) – is the Weierstrass ℘-function. The higher order analogue of (A.5) is as follows:

n∏

i=1

φ(wi, ui) =

n∑

i=1

φ
(

wi,

n∑

l=1

ul

) n∏

j 6=i

φ(wj − wi, uj) , n ∈ Z+ . (A.7)

R-matrix. Define the set of M2 functions:

ϕa(z, ωa + ~) = exp(2πı
a2z

M
)φ(z, ωa + ~) , ωa =

a1 + a2τ

M
, (A.8)

where M ∈ Z+ is an integer number and a = (a1, a2) ∈ ZM × ZM .

For construction of the elliptic Baxter-Belavin R-matrix [2, 3] (see also [12]) introduce the following
matrix basis in Mat(M,C):

Tα = exp
(

α1α2
πı

M

)

Qα1Λα2 , α = (α1, α2) ∈ ZM × ZM , (A.9)

where Q,Λ ∈Mat(M,C) are given by

Qkl = δkl exp(
2πı

M
k) , Λkl = δk−l+1=0modM , QM = ΛM = 1M . (A.10)

For example, T0 = T(0,0) = 1M is the identity M ×M matrix. The matrices Q and Λ satisfy relations

Λa2Qa1 = exp

(
2πı

M
a1a2

)

Qa1Λa2 , a1,2 ∈ Z . (A.11)

Then TαTβ = κα,βTα+β, κα,β = exp
(
πi
M (α2β1 − α1β2)

)
, where α+ β = (α1 + β1, α2 + β2).

Using (A.8) and (A.9) introduce the Baxter-Belavin elliptic (ZM symmetric) R-matrix:

R~
12(x) =

1

M

∑

α

ϕα(x,
~

M
+ ωα)Tα ⊗ T−α ∈ Mat(M,C)⊗2 . (A.12)

The ZM symmetry means that

(Q⊗Q)R~
12(x) = R~

12(x)(Q⊗Q) , (Λ⊗ Λ)R~
12(x) = R~

12(x)(Λ ⊗ Λ) . (A.13)

The R-matrix (A.12) has simple poles in both variables (~ or z) with the following residues:

Res
z=0

R~
12(z) = P12 , Res

~=0
R~

12(z) = 1M ⊗ 1M . (A.14)

The quasi-periodic behaviour on the lattice of periods is as follows:

R~
12(z + 1) = (Q−1 ⊗ 1M )R~

12(z)(Q⊗ 1M ) ,

R~
12(z + τ) = exp(−2πı

~

M
) (Λ−1 ⊗ 1M )R~

12(z)(Λ⊗ 1M ) .

(A.15)

More properties can be found in the Appendix of [13].
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Proof of identities. Main idea in proving identities from this paper is formulated in the Lemma
below. The same Lemma was used in [16]. Although it is widely known in the theory of elliptic
functions we briefly recall its proof for readers convenience.

Lemma 4.1 Let f(z) be an entire function on elliptic curve Στ = C/(Z ⊕ τZ) with the following
quasi-periodic properties on the lattice of periods Z⊕ τZ:

f(z + 1) = f(z) ,

f(z + τ) = e2πıαf(z) , α ∈ C .
(A.16)

Then this function is equal to zero if α /∈ Z⊕ τZ (that is α 6= n1 + n2τ , n1, n2 ∈ Z).

Proof. Consider the function

f̃(z) = e2πıβzf(z) , β ∈ R . (A.17)

It has the following properties:
f̃(z + 1) = e2πıβ f̃(z) ,

f̃(z + τ) = e2πı(α+βτ)f̃(z) .

(A.18)

By fixing the real valued parameter β as

β = −
Im(α)

Im(τ)
= −

α− ᾱ

τ − τ̄
(A.19)

we come to

f̃(z + 1) = g1f̃(z) , g1 = exp
(

− 2πı
α− ᾱ

τ − τ̄

)

,

f̃(z + τ) = gτ f̃(z) , gτ = exp
(

2πı(Re(α) + βRe(τ))
)

= exp
(

2πı
τᾱ − ατ̄

τ − τ̄

)

.

(A.20)

In the case α = n1 +n2τ for some n1, n2 ∈ Z the function f̃ becomes double periodic, i.e. g1 = gτ = 1.
Any entire double-periodic function on elliptic curve is a constant (since elliptic curve is compact).
Therefore, due to (A.17), (A.19) we obtain f(z) = const · exp(−2πız α−ᾱ

τ−τ̄ ) .

If α /∈ Z ⊕ τZ then g1 6= 1 and/or gτ 6= 1. At the same time |g1| = |gτ | = 1. Then due to the
Liouville theorem (the one which says that every bounded entire holomorphic function on elliptic curve
is constant) we conclude: f̃(z) = const. The latter constant equals zero since g1 6= 1 and/or gτ 6= 1. �

5 Appendix B: proof of auxiliary lemmas

Proof of Lemma 2.1

Proof. Consider the l.h.s. of (2.18):

Y~
I,JR

~

b,jn+1
. . . R~

b,jl
=
−→∏

j∈J

R~
i1,j . . .

−→∏

j∈J

R~
ik,j
· R~

b,jn+1
. . . R~

b,jl
. (B.1)
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Move R~

b,jn+1
to the left using the Yang-Baxter equation:

−→∏

j∈J

R~
ik,j
· R~

b,jn+1
=

(

R~
ik,j1

. . . R~
ik,jn−1

R~

ik,b
R~

ik,jn+1
. . . R~

ik ,jl

)

R~

b,jn+1
=

= R~
ik,j1

. . . R~
ik,jn−1

R~

ik,b
R~

ik ,jn+1
R~

b,jn+1
. . . R~

ik,jl

= R~
ik,j1

. . . R~
ik,jn−1

R~
b,jn+1

R~
ik,jn+1

R~
ik,b

. . . R~
ik,jl

=

= R~
b,jn+1

R~
ik,j1

. . . R~
ik,jn−1

R~
ik,jn+1

R~
ik,b

. . . R~
ik,jl

.

(B.2)

In the second and the last line of (B.2) we used (2.2), and in the third line we used (2.1). In the same

way, by moving the product R~

b,jn+1
. . . R~

b,jl
to the left through

−→∏

j∈J

R~
ik,j

one obtains:

−→∏

j∈J

R~
ik,j
· R~

b,jn+1
. . . R~

b,jl
= R~

b,jn+1
. . . R~

b,jl
·
−→∏

j∈J
j 6=b

R~
ik,j
· R~

ik,b
. (B.3)

By applying (B.3) to each product
−→∏

j∈J

R~
il,j

in (B.1) and by moving each R~

il,b
to the right we get (2.18).

�

Proof of Lemma 3.1

Proof. Arguments of R-matrices of the form xa − xb appear in F1, and there are no such arguments
in F2. Therefore,

Res
xa=xb

F = Res
xa=xb

F1 , b = 1, . . . a− 1, a+ 1 . . . , N , (B.4)

and we need to prove3

Res
xa=xb

F1 = 0 . (B.5)

Consider the expression F1 (3.4). Due to the structure of poles (A.14) a nonzero input into the l.h.s.
of (B.5) is provided by the terms (in F1) which contain R~

ab or R
~
ba. It happens in two cases:

1. a ∈ I and b ∈ Ic;

2. b ∈ I and a ∈ Ic.

Let a < b. Fix some set J of (k−1) elements which does not contain a and b. Denote by J• = Jc\{a, b}.
In the first case we choose I = J ∪ {a} and Ic = J• ∪ {b} and in the second case I = J ∪ {b} and
Ic = J• ∪ {a}. We are going to show that the residue of the first one is exactly cancelled out by the
residue of the second one:

Res
za=zb

R~

J∪{a},J•∪{b} · Y
~

N2,J∪{a}
· R′~

J∪{a},J•∪{b} =

− Res
za=zb

R~

J∪{b},J•∪{a} · Y
~

N2,J∪{b}
· R′~

J∪{b},J•∪{a} .

(B.6)

3We should notice that the structure of terms in the sum F1 excludes appearance of higher order poles. This is why
we are looking for simple poles only.
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In order to prove this we separate in the l.h.s. of (B.6) those R-matrices which contain index a or b
using relations (2.7)-(2.8) and (2.18):

R~

J∪{a},J•∪{b} = R
~

{a},J∪J•∪{b} · R
~

J∪J•,{b} · R
~
J,J•

(

R~

J•,{b}

)−1 (

R~

{a},J

)−1
, (B.7)

Y~

N2,J∪{a}
= R~

a,jn+1
. . . R~

a,jk−1
· Y~

N2,J · Y
~

N2,{a}
·
(

R~
a,jn+1

. . . R~
a,jk−1

)−1
, (B.8)

R′~
J∪{a},J•∪{b} =

(

R′~
{a},J

)−1 (

R′~
J•,{b}

)−1
R′~

J,J• · R′~
J∪J•,{b} · R

′~
{a},J∪J•∪{b} . (B.9)

Then using (B.7)-(B.9) we simplify the l.h.s. of (B.6) before taking the residue:

R~

J∪{a},J•∪{b}Y
~

N2,J∪{a}
R′~

J∪{a},J•∪{b} = R
~

{a},J∪J•∪{b} · R
~

J∪J•,{b} · R
~
J,J•

(

R~

J•,{b}

)−1

Y~
N2,J
· Y~

N2,{a}

(

Y~

{a},J

)−1
·
(

R′~
J•,{b}

)−1
R′~

J,J• · R′~
J∪J•,{b} · R

′~
{a},J∪J•∪{b} .

(B.10)

Here we reduced
(

R~

{a},J

)−1
from (B.7) and R~

a,jn+1
. . . R~

a,jk−1
from (B.8) and also used that

(

R~
a,jn+1

. . . R~
a,jk−1

)−1 (

R′~
{a},J

)−1
=

(

Y~

{a},J

)−1
.

Next, we move
(

R~

J•,{b}

)−1
to the right through Y~

N2,J
Y~

N2,{a}

(

Y~

{a},J

)−1
since it contains pairwise

distinct indices:

R~

J∪{a},J•∪{b}Y
~

N2,J∪{a}
R′~

J∪{a},J•∪{b} = R
~

{a},J∪J•∪{b} · R
~

J∪J•,{b} · R
~
J,J•

Y~
N2,J
· Y~

N2,{a}

(

Y~

{a},J

)−1
·
(

R~

J•,{b}

)−1 (

R′~
J•,{b}

)−1
R′~

J,J• · R′~
J∪J•,{b} · R

′~
{a},J∪J•∪{b} .

(B.11)

Now we take the residue at za = zb by replacing R~

a,b in R~

{a},J∪J•∪{b} with the permutation operator
Pab and move it to the right:

Res
za=zb

R~

J∪{a},J•∪{b}Y
~

N2,J∪{a}
R′~

J∪{a},J•∪{b} =

R~
a,a+1 . . . R

~
a,b−1PabR

~
a,b+1 . . . R

~
a,N ·R

~
b−1,b . . . R

~
a+1,bR

~
a−1,b . . . R

~
1,b · R

~
J,J• · Y~

N2,J
· Y~

N2,{a}

(

Y~

{a},J

)−1
·
(

R~

J•,{b}

)−1 (

R′~
J•,{b}

)−1
R′~

J,J•R′~
J∪J•,{b}R

′~
{a},J∪J•∪{b} =

= R~
a,a+1 . . . R

~

a,b−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

·R~

b,b+1 . . . R
~

b,N · R
~

b−1,a . . . R
~
a+1,a

︸ ︷︷ ︸
R~

a−1,a . . . R
~
1,a · R

~
J,J• · Y~

N2,J
· Y~

N2,{b}
·

(

Y~

{b},J

)−1
·
(

R~

J•,{a}

)−1 (

R′~
J•,{a}

)−1
R′~

J,J• · Pab · R
′~
J∪J•,{b}R

′~
{a},J∪J•∪{b} =

=
b−1∏

j=a+1

φ(h, za − zj)φ(h, zj − za) · R
~

{b},J∪J•∪{a}R
~

J∪J•,{a} · R
~
J,J• · Y~

N2,J · Y
~

N2,{b}
·

(

Y~

{b},J

)−1
·
(

R~

J•,{a}

)−1 (

R′~
J•,{a}

)−1
R′~

J,J• · Pab · R
′~
J∪J•,{b}R

′~
{a},J∪J•∪{b} .

(B.12)
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In the last equality we reduced the underbraced factors which give

b−1∏

j=a+1

φ(h, za − zj)φ(h, zj − za) due

to (2.9). Also, following the definitions (2.3) and (2.4) we performed transformations R~

b,b+1 . . . R
~

b,N =

R~

{b},J∪J•∪{a} and R~
a−1,a . . . R

~
1,a = R~

J∪J•,{a}.

In a similar way we transform the r.h.s. of (B.6):

Res
za=zb

R~

J∪{b},J•∪{a}Y
~

N2,J∪{b}
R′~

J∪{b},J•∪{a} = Res
za=zb

R~

{b},J∪J•∪{a} · R
~

J∪J•,{a} · R
~
J,J•

Y~
N2,J
· Y~

N2,{b}

(

Y~

{b},J

)−1
·
(

R~

J•,{a}

)−1 (

R′~
J•,{a}

)−1
R′~

J,J• · R′~
J∪J•,{a} · R

′~
{b},J∪J•∪{a} . =

= −R~

{b},J∪J•∪{a} · R
~

J∪J•,{a} · R
~
J,J• · Y~

N2,J
· Y~

N2,{b}

(

Y~

{b},J

)−1
·
(

R~

J•,{a}

)−1 (

R′~
J•,{a}

)−1
R′~

J,J•·

R~
N,a . . . R

~

b+1,aR
~

b−1,a . . . R
~
a+1,a ·R

~

b,1 . . . R
~

b,a−1 · Pab · R
~

b,a+1 . . . R
~

b,b−1 (B.13)

and move permutation Pab to the left:

Res
za=zb

R~

J∪{b},J•∪{a}Y
~

N2,J∪{b}
R′~

J∪{b},J•∪{a} = −R
~

{b},J∪J•∪{a} · R
~

J∪J•,{a} · R
~
J,J•

Y~
N2,J
· Y~

N2,{b}

(

Y~

{b},J

)−1
·
(

R~

J•,{a}

)−1 (

R′~
J•,{a}

)−1
R′~

J,J• · Pab

R~

N,b . . . R
~

b+1,b R
~

b−1,b . . . R
~

a+1,b
︸ ︷︷ ︸

·R~
a,1 . . . R

~
a,a−1 · R

~

b,a+1 . . . R
~

b,b−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=

−R~

{b},J∪J•∪{a} · R
~

J∪J•,{a} · R
~
J,J• · Y~

N2,J
· Y~

N2,{b}

(

Y~

{b},J

)−1
·
(

R~

J•,{a}

)−1 (

R′~
J•,{a}

)−1

R′~
J,J• · Pab · R

′~
J∪J•,{b}R

′~
{a},J∪J•∪{b}

b−1∏

j=a+1

φ(h, za − zj)φ(h, zj − za) .

(B.14)

In the last equality we reduced the underbraced factors which give
b−1∏

j=a+1

φ(h, za − zj)φ(h, zj − za) due

to (2.9) and used the definitions (2.5) and (2.6). The r.h.s. of (B.14) equals minus r.h.s. of (B.12).
This finishes the proof. �

Proof of Lemma 3.2

Proof. The proof is performed for F1 and F2 separately, that is the relation (3.12) holds true for
F1 and F2 separately. The poles at za = zb are contained in the middle products Y~

N2,I
and Y−~

N1,J
in

(3.4)-(3.5) for such I and J that a ∈ I and b ∈ J .

The calculation for F1 is straightforward. For any set I which contains a the product Y~
N2,I

has

only one item with R~

ba and thus has simple pole at za = zb. Due to the property (A.14) one should
replace Rba with the permutation −Pab and put down za = zb. To transform the residue to the form
(3.12) we move the permutation operator to the right.

Firstly, we rewrite each item in F1 separating R-matrices containing indices a and b. For this
purpose relations (2.7)-(2.8) and (2.18)-(2.19) are used. Let us fix

I = {i1 < · · · < im−1 < im = a < im+1 < · · · < ik}
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and transform Rh
I,Ic using (2.7):

Rh
I,Ic = R

h
{a},N1\{a}

· Rh
I\{a},Ic ·

(

Rh
{a},I\{a}

)−1
=

= R~
a,a+1 . . . R

~
a,N · R

h
I\{a},Ic ·

(

R~
a,im+1

. . . R~
a,ik

)−1
.

(B.15)

Similar transformations are performed using (2.8):

R′~
I,Ic =

(

R′h
{a},I\{a}

)−1
· R′h

I\{a},Ic · R
′h
{a},N1\{a} =

=
(

R~
a,i1

. . . R~
a,im−1

)−1
· R′h

I\{a},Ic ·R
~
a,1 . . . R

~
a,a−1 .

(B.16)

By applying consistently (2.18)-(2.19) to Y~
N2,I

the latter is rewritten as follows:

Y~
N2,I

= R~
a,im+1

. . . R~
a,ik
·R~

b+1,b . . . R
~

2N,b · Y
~

N2\{b},I\{a}
· Y~

{b},I\{a} · Y
~

N2\{b},{a}
·

·R~

ba ·
(

R~
a,im+1

. . . R~
a,ik
·R~

b+1,b . . . R
~

2N,b

)−1
.

(B.17)

Let us calculate the residue of F1 at za = zb. The nontrivial part is Y~
N2,I

, while the items R~
I,Ic and

R′~
I,Ic has no pole. Plugging

Y~

{b},I\{a} = R~

b,i1 . . . R
~

b,im−1
R~

b,im+1
. . . R~

b,ik

and
Y~

N2\{b},{a}
= R~

N+1,a . . . R
~

b−1,aR
~

b+1,a . . . R
~
2N,a

into (B.17) one obtains:

Res
za=zb

Y~
N2,I

= −R~
a,im+1

. . . R~
a,ik
·R~

b+1,b . . . R
~
2N,b · Y

~

N2\{b},I\{a}
·

R~

b,i1
. . . R~

b,im−1
R~

b,im+1
. . . R~

b,ik
·R~

N+1,a . . . R
~

b−1,aR
~

b+1,a . . . R
~
2N,a·

Pab

(

R~
a,im+1

. . . R~
a,ik
·R~

b+1,b . . . R
~
2N,b

)−1
.

(B.18)

In order to simplify we move the permutation operator Pab to the right and then reduce the underlined
items:

Res
za=zb

Y~
N2,I

= −R~
a,im+1

. . . R~
a,ik
·R~

b+1,b . . . R
~

2N,b · Y
~

N2\{b},I\{a}
·

R~
b,i1

. . . R~
b,im−1

R~
b,im+1

. . . R~
b,ik
·R~

N+1,a . . . R
~
b−1,aR

~
b+1,a . . . R

~
2N,a·

(

R~
b,im+1

. . . R~
b,ik
·R~

b+1,a . . . R
~
2N,a

)−1
Pab =

−R~
a,im+1

. . . R~
a,ik
· R~

b+1,b . . . R
~
2N,b · Y

~

N2\{b},I\{a}
· R~

b,i1
. . . R~

b,im−1
· R~

N+1,a . . . R
~
b−1,a · Pab .

(B.19)

Indeed, expression R~

b,im+1
. . . R~

b,ik
commutes with R~

N+1,a . . . R
~

b−1,a due to (2.2) since each multiplier
has pairwise different indices. That is the underlined terms are cancelled.

16



Now we are going to calculate the residue at za = zb of each summand containing index a ∈ I in
F1 given in (3.4). We use (B.15), (B.16) and (B.19):

Res
za=zb

R~
I,Ic · Y

~
N2,I
· R′~

I,Ic = −R
~
a,a+1 . . . R

~
a,N · R

h
I\{a},Ic · R

~

b+1,b . . . R
~

2N,b
︸ ︷︷ ︸

·Y~

N2\{b},I\{a}
·

R~
b,i1

. . . R~
b,im−1

·R~
N+1,a . . . R

~
b−1,a · Pab ·

(

R~
a,i1

. . . R~
a,im−1

)−1
· R′h

I\{a},Ic ·R
~
a,1 . . . R

~
a,a−1 .

(B.20)

Next, we move Pab to the right and the underbraced item to the left through Rh
I\{a},Ic due to (2.15)

since it does not contain indices b, b+ 1, . . . 2N :

Res
za=zb

R~
I,Ic · Y

~
N2,I
· R′~

I,Ic = −R
~
a,a+1 . . . R

~
a,N ·R

~

b+1,b . . . R
~

2N,b · R
h
I\{a},Ic · Y

~

N2\{b},I\{a}
·

R~

b,i1
. . . R~

b,im−1
·R~

N+1,a . . . R
~

b−1,a ·
(

R~

b,i1
. . . R~

b,im−1

)−1
· R′h

I\{a},Ic ·R
~

b,1 . . . R
~

b,a−1 · Pab =

= −G · Rh
I\{a},Ic · Y

~

N2\{b},I\{a}
·R~

N+1,a . . . R
~

b−1,a · R
′h
I\{a},Ic ·R

~

b,1 . . . R
~

b,a−1 · Pab .

(B.21)

In the last equality we combined the first terms into G using the definition (3.13) and reduced the
underlined items. Then moving R~

N+1,a . . . R
~
b−1,a throughR

′h
I\{a},Ic to the right and using the definition

(3.14) one obtains:

Res
za=zb

R~
I,Ic · Y

~
N2,I
· R′~

I,Ic = −G · R
h
I\{a},Ic · Y

~

N2\{b},I\{a}
· R′h

I\{a},Ic ·H . (B.22)

This yields
Res
za=zb

F1[k,N ] = −G · F1[k − 1, N − 1] ·H . (B.23)

The same calculation can be performed for F2 since it differs from F1 by only changing I to J , N2 to
N1, ~→ −~ and the total sign. Therefore, we use the result of (B.22):

Res
za=zb

R−~

J,JcY
−~

N1,J
R′−~

J,Jc = −G′ · R−h
J\{b},Jc · Y

−~

N1\{a},J\{b}
· R′−h

J\{b},Jc ·H ′, (B.24)

where
G′ = R−~

b,b+1 . . . R
−~

b,2N ·R
−~

a+1,a . . . R
−~

N,a , (B.25)

H ′ = R−~

1,b . . . R
−~

a−1,b · R
−~

a,N+1 . . . R
−~

a,b−1Pab . (B.26)

We change each R−~

i,j to −R~
j,i in (B.25) and (B.26) using (2.15):

G′ = (−1)3N−a−bR~
b+1,b . . . R

~
2N,b · R

~
a,a+1 . . . R

~
a,N = (−1)a+b−NG , (B.27)

H ′ = (−1)a−1+b−N−1R~

b,1 . . . R
~

b,a−1 · R
~
N+1,a . . . R

~

b−1,aPab = (−1)a+b−N−1H . (B.28)

Due to (B.27)-(B.28) one can change G′ in (B.24) to G and H ′ to H thus providing

Res
za=zb

F2[k,N ] = −G · F2[k − 1, N − 1] ·H . (B.29)

This finishes the proof. �
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