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A bstract

Suppose we have a naturalHam iltonian H ofn particles on the line,centre ofm ass

m om entum P and a furtherindependentquantity Q ,cubic in the m om enta.Ifthese are

each Sn invariant and m utually Poisson com m ute we have the Calogero-M oser system

with potentialV = 1

6

P

i6= j

} (qi� qj)+ const.

1 Introduction

The following note dealswith m any particle Ham iltonian system son the line and theirinte-

grability. Although such system s arise in m any physicalsettings and have been extensively

studied there stillis no sim ple way to determ ine their integrability or otherwise. G eneral

argum ents[17]tellusthatm any particleHam iltonian system sforsu� ciently repulsivepoten-

tialsareintegrable,yetthere appearfew directm ethodsofactually solving forsuch system s.

Theintegrablesystem swecan actually solveseem to form a very privileged class.Theresult

presented hereshedssom elighton thisstateofa� airs.W ewillfollow a lesswellknown route

to the study ofintegrablesystem s,thatem ploying functionalequations.

Here we addressthe following question:W hatSn invariant,naturalHam iltonian system s

ofn-particleson thelineand conserved centreofm assm om entum adm ita third independent,

Sn invariant,m utually Poisson com m uting quantity,cubic in the m om enta? (The precise

statem ent and explanation of these term s willbe given below.) O ur answer is som ewhat

surprising. Thisdata characterisesthe an Calogero-M osersystem s. Thisisthe \rigidity" of

our title. Although no restrictionswere placed on further Poisson com m uting invariantswe

arrive at a system for which su� cient exist to yield com plete integrability. The m ixture of

sym m etry and polynom ialm om entum ispowerful. Such naturalrequirem entsand ourresult

go som e way in explaining the ubiquity ofthis class ofm odels. The situation is som ewhat

rem iniscent of the originalwork of Ruijsenaars and Schneider [28]who, when dem anding

certain com m utation properties,discovered a classofHam iltonian system sthatproved to be

integrable. It is also analogousto whatone encounterswith W and related algebras,where

a few com m utation relations specify the whole structure. Indeed,the connections between

Conform alField Theory and these m odelsm ay m ean thisism orethan analogy [23,18].

There are obvious generalisations to this work which willbe taken up in the discussion.

Before turning to the statem entand proofofthe result(given in the following two sections)

itisperhapsworth m aking som e generalrem arkson connectionsbetween integrable system s

and functionalequations.Functionalequationshaveofcoursealong and interesting history in

�
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connection with m athem aticalphysicsand touch upon m any branchesofm athem atics[1,2].

They have arisen in the context ofcom pletely integrable system s in severaldi� erent ways.

W ehavealready m entioned them entioned thework ofRuijsenaarsand Schneider.Hietarinta

sim ilarly derived a functionalequation when seeking a second quarticintegralfortwo particle

system s on the line [19]. A further way in which they arise is by assum ing an ansatz for a

Lax pair,theconsistency oftheLax pairyielding functionaland algebraicconstraints.In this

m annerCalogero discovered theellipticCalogero-M oserm odel[13]and Bruschiand Calogero

constructed Lax pairs for the Ruijsenaars m odels [8,9]. The functionalequations found by

thisrouteappear[4]asparticularexam plesof

�1(x + y)=

�
�
�
�

�2(x) �2(y)

�3(x) �3(y)

�
�
�
�

�
�
�
�

�4(x) �4(y)

�5(x) �5(y)

�
�
�
�

:

The generalanalytic solution ofthishasbeen given by Braden and Buchstaber[5]. Interest-

ingly,Novikov’sschoolhaveshown thattheHirzebruch generaassociated with theindex theo-

rem sofknown ellipticoperatorsariseassolutionsoffunctionalequationswhich areparticular

exam plesofthis. The string inspired W itten index wasshown by O chanine to be described

by Hirzebruch’s construction where now the elliptic function solutions were im portant [20].

A sim ilar approach based upon an ansatz and consequentfunctionalequations was used by

Inozem tsev [21]to construct generalisationsofthe Calogero-M oserm odels,while in [6]this

routewasused to constructnew solutionsto the W DVV equations.Variousfunctionalequa-

tionshavealso arisen when studying the propertiesofwave-functionsforassociated quantum

integrable problem s. G utkin found severalfunctionalrelations by requiring a nondi� ractive

potential[16]while Calogero [14]and Sutherland [29,30]obtained functionalrelations by

seeking factorizableground-statewave-functions.A recurring equation in thislatterapproach

is
�
�
�
�
�
�

1 1 1

f(x) g(y) h(z)

f0(x) g0(y) h0(z)

�
�
�
�
�
�

= 0; x + y+ z = 0:

This� ndsgeneralsolution in [10,3]. In ourpresentwork we willm ake use ofthe particular

caseofthisequation [10,3]:

T heorem 1 Letfbe a three-tim esdi�erentiable function satisfying the functionalequation

�
�
�
�
�
�

1 1 1

f(x) f(y) f(z)

f0(x) f0(y) f0(z)

�
�
�
�
�
�

= 0; x + y+ z = 0: (1)

Up to the m anifestinvariance

f(x)! �f(�x)+ �;

the solutions of (1) are one of f(x) = }(x + d), f(x) = ex or f(x) = x. Here } is the

W eierstrass}-function and 3d isa lattice pointofthe }-function.

Perhaps one reason for the underlying connection between integrability and functional

equations is that fact that Baker-Akhiezer functions obey such relations. Such connections

between integrable functionalequationsand algebraic geom etry have been studied by Buch-

staberand K richever[11]and Dubrovin,Fokasand Santini[15].W hatever,theseconnections

between functionalequationsand com pleteintegrability warrantfurtherinvestigation.



2 T he R esult

The resultdiscovered isthe following:

T heorem 2 LetH and P be the (natural)Ham iltonian and centre ofm assm om entum

H =
1

2

nX

i= 1

p
2

i + V; P =

nX

i= 1

pi: (2)

Denote by Q an independentthird order quantity

Q =

nX

i= 1

p
3

i +
1

6

X

i6= j6= k

dijkpipjpk +
X

i6= j

dijp
2

ipj +
1

2

X

ij

aijpipj +
X

i

bipi+ c: (3)

Ifthese are Sn invariantand Poisson com m ute,

fP;H g = fP;Q g = fQ ;H g= 0;

then V = 1

6

P

i6= j

} (qi� qj)+ constand we have the Calogero-M oser system .

Som eexplanatory rem arksarein order.HereSn invariancem eansthatforany coe� cient

�ij(q1;q2;:::;qn)in the expansionsabovewe have��(i)�(j)(q�(1);q�(2);:::;q�(n))forall� 2

Sn. In particular V (q1;q2;:::;qn) = V (q�(1);q�(2);:::;q�(n)) for all� 2 Sn. W e rem ark

that had we begun with particlesofpossibly di� erent particle m asses,H = 1

2

nP

i= 1

m ip
2
i + V ,

the e� ect ofSn invariance is such as to require these m asses to be the sam e. Thus we are

assum ing theSn invariantHam iltonian oftheintroduction.Finally,by \an independentthird

orderquantity"Q wem ean onefunctionally independentofH and P and forwhich onecannot

obtain an invariantoflowerdegreeby subtractingm ultiplesofP 3 and P H .W earenotdealing

with quadraticconserved quantitieshere.

3 T he Proof

O ur proofhas � ve steps. W e begin by noting that the Poisson com m utativity fQ ;H g = 0

yields(with fqi;pjg= �ij)

0 =
1

6

X

l

X

i6= j6= k

(@ldijk)pipjpkpl+
X

l

X

i6= j

(@ldij)p
2

ipjpl+
X

i;j;l

(@laij)pipjpl

+
X

i;j

(@ibj)pipj � 3
X

i

p
2

i (@iV )�
1

2

X

i6= j6= k

dijk (@kV )pipj

�
X

i6= j

dij
�

2(@iV )pipj + (@jV )p
2

i

�

�
X

i;j

aij(@iV )pj +
X

i

(@ic)pi�
X

i

bi@iV:

(4)

Thestepsthen are:

1. Firstweshow thatthe dijk and dij term sin (3)m ay be taken to be zero.

Havingm adethissim pli� cation wethen focuson theterm srem ainingin (4)independent

and quadraticin the m om enta:

@jbi+ @ibj = 0; i6= j; (5)

@ibi� 3@iV = 0; (6)
X

bi@iV = 0: (7)



2. Second,using (5,6)weshow thatbj m ay be written in the form

bj =
X

i6= j

W (qi� qj)+ U (qj); (8)

whereW isan even function.

3. Third,using fP;Q g = 0,we m ay setU = 0.

4. Fourth,thatwem ay rewrite(7)in the form

0 =
X

i< j< k

�
�
�
�
�
�

1 1 1

W (qi� qj) W (qj � qk) W (qk � qi)

W 0(qi� qj) W 0(qj � qk) W 0(qk � qi)

�
�
�
�
�
�

: (9)

5. Finally we argue that each term in the sum (9) itselfvanishes and so we arrive at an

equation ofthe form (1).The resultthen followssim ply.

Step 1. W e begin by focusing on the term s in (4) quartic in the m om enta. For ldi� erent

from i;j;k we see that@ldijk = 0,and so dijk = dijk(qi;qj;qk).Further,from the coe� cients

ofp3ipj,p
2
ip

2
j and p

2
ipjpk (fori;j;k distinct)respectively,we� nd

@idij = 0; @jdij = 0; @jdik + @kdij + @idijk = 0: (10)

The � rstand third ofthese togethershow @2idijk = 0 and so dijk isatm ostlinearin qi. By

sym m etry

dijk = �qiqjqk + �(qiqj + qjqk + qkqi)+ 
(qi+ qj + qk)+ �:

Now using fP;Q g = 0 shows � = � = 
 = 0. Thus dijk is a constant. This fact,together

with the second and third equations of (10), shows @2
k
dij = 0. Therefore dij is at m ost

linearin qk (for k 6= i;j). The � rsttwo equationsof(10)show dij isindependent ofqi and

qj. Now a sim ilarargum entem ploying fP;Q g = 0 yieldsdij to be constant. By subtracting

appropriatem ultiplesofP 3 and P H wem ay then rem ovethed term sfrom Q .O urassum ption

ofindependencem eansthattheleadingterm ofQ doesnotvanish when doingthis.Thus(after

such asubtraction and apossiblerescaling)wem aysetthed term sin Q tobezero.Henceforth

wewillassum ethissim pli� cation hasbeen m ade.

Step 2.Suppose i;j;k aredistinct.Then from (5)weobtain (@ij = @i@j etc.)

@jkbi+ @ikbj = 0; @jkbi+ @ijbk = 0:

Taking the di� erenceofthesewe see@i(@kbj � @jbk)= 0 and so

� @kbj + @jbk = 2F (qj;qk):

Com bining thiswith @kbj + @jbk = 0 we obtain

@jbk = F (qj;qk)= � F (qk;qj)= � @kbj:

W e wish to furtherrestrictthe form ofF .Ifweapply @i to (5)and then use(6)wesee

� @i@ibj = @i@jbi = 3@i@jV = @j@ibj

and so

(@i+ @j)@ibj = 0:



Therefore

@ibj = F (qi� qj); F (x)= � F (� x): (11)

Upon integrating weobtain (8)whereW 0(x)= F (x)and W isan even function.(In principle

upon integrating the odd function F we obtain a function fW where fW 0(x) = F (x) and

fW (x)= fW (� x)+ ~c.A prioriwecannotarguethattheintegrationconstant~cvanishesiffW (0)is

notde� ned,ashappensforsingularpotentials.Howeversetting W (x)= 1

2

�

fW (x)+ fW (� x)

�

again yields(8)up to a constant,which atthisstage m ay be incorporated into the arbitrary

function U .) W ehaveem ployed theSn sym m etry throughoutthisstep to identify each ofthe

possibly di� erentfunctionsF ,W and U arising from each pairasthe sam e.

Step 3. Now upon em ploying fQ ;P g = 0 we see
nP

i= 1

@ibj = 0. Using (8) we deduce that

@iU (qi) = 0 and so U (qi) is a constant. Such a constant m ay be rem oved altogether by

subtracting an appropriatem ultipleofP from Q ,orsim ply incorporated into a rede� nition of

W (x).W hatever,wem ay takeU = 0.Then

b
2

i =
X

j6= i

W
2 (qj � qi)+ 2

X

j6= k6= i

W (qj � qi)W (qk � qi): (12)

Step 4.Now em ploying (6,7)wesee0 =
P

i
@ib

2
i.Using (12)weobtain

@ib
2

i = � 2
X

j6= i

W (qj � qi)F (qj � qi)+ 2
X

j6= k6= i

@i(W (qj � qi)W (qk � qi))

W hen we sum this expression over ithe � rst term willvanish using oddness and evenness

properties.Thuswe arriveat

0=
X

i6= j6= k

@i(W (qj � qi)W (qk � qi)):

De� ne Aijk by

A ijk = @i(W jiW ki)+ @j(W ijW kj)+ @k (W ikW jk)=

�
�
�
�
�
�

1 1 1

W ij W jk W ki

Fij Fjk Fki

�
�
�
�
�
�

;

whereweusetheshorthand W ij = W (qi� qj).Then from thefunctionalform ofW weknow

A ijk = A jik = A jki = 	 (qi� qj;qj � qk;qk � qi) (13)

and isfully sym m etricin i;j;k.Thus

0 =
X

i< j< k

A ijk =
X

i< j< k

�
�
�
�
�
�

1 1 1

W (qi� qj) W (qj � qk) W (qk � qi)

W 0(qi� qj) W 0(qj � qk) W 0(qk � qi)

�
�
�
�
�
�

: (14)

which isequation (9).

Step 5.W e now wish to arguethatA ijk = 0.Ifweapply @ijk to (14)we� nd that

@ijkA ijk = 0;



as only one term in the sum depends on i;j;k. Thus @jkA ijk is independent of qi, and

consequently due to the functionalform (13)itm ustbe a function ofqj � qk only.Therefore

wem usthave

@jkA ijk = B (qj � qk);

and so,afterintegration and use ofsym m etry,

A ijk = E (qi� qj)+ E (qj � qk)+ E (qk � qi)

(whereE (x)= E (� x)and E 00(x)= � B (x)).W e m ay thereforerewrite(14)as

0 =
X

i< j

E (qi� qj): (15)

Taking the partialderivative @ij ofthisexpression then gives@ijE (qi� qj)= 0,asonly this

term depends on both iand j. This,together with the evenness ofE tells us that E is a

constant. In conjunction with (15)we deduce E = 0. Thatis A ijk = 0. Therefore foreach

distincttriple i;j;k

0=

�
�
�
�
�
�

1 1 1

W (qi� qj) W (qj � qk) W (qk � qi)

W 0(qi� qj) W 0(qj � qk) W 0(qk � qi)

�
�
�
�
�
�

:

Butthisisnone otherthan (1). The even solution ofthisisW (x)= }(x),up to a constant.

Finally,using (8)and (6)weobtain the stated conclusion.

4 D iscussion

O urresultm ay be interpreted asa rigidity theorem forthe an Calogero-M osersystem and in

partexplainsthism odels’ubiquity:dem anding a cubic invarianttogetherwith Sn invariance

necessitatesthem odel.A detailed scrutiny ofourproofshowsseveralgeneralisationspossible.

A naturalgeneralisation isto replacethe Sn invariancewith the invarianceofa generalW eyl

group W and m akeconnection with the Calogero-M oserm odelsassociated to otherrootsys-

tem s[24,25].Q uitea bitisknown aboutthequantum generalisationsin thisregard.G iven a

com m utative ring R ofW -invariant,holom orphic,di� erentialoperators,whose highestorder

term sgenerateW -invariantdi� erentialoperatorswith constantcoe� cients,then thepotential

term fortheLaplacian H (thequantum Ham iltonian)hasCalogero-M oserpotentialappropri-

atetoW [27,26].O urresultsuggestssom ethingstrongerm ay bepossible:thattheform ofthe

potentialm ay bedictated from justafew elem entsofR .Taniguchi’sresults[31]areindicative

ofthe rigidity ofthese m odels:ifH isthe quantum Ham iltonian justdiscussed,and Q 1;2 are

holom orphic (but not a prioriW -invariant) di� erentialoperatorsofappropriate degrees for

which [Q 1;2;H ]= 0,then Q 1;2 2 R and consequently [Q 1;Q 2]= 0.Interestingly in thepresent

work wehaveem ployed a functionalequation elsewhereencountered in the quantum regim e.

A furthergeneralisation ofthiswork would beto replacethenaturalHam iltonian structure

ofourtheorem with (say)Ham iltoniansofRuijsenaarstype.W erem ark in passing thatthere

are stillseveralunsolved functionalequations surrounding this m odel. O ne m ight also seek

to relax the fullSn invariance im posed here. By so doing this willallow the Toda m odels.

Asshown by Inozem tsev [22],the Toda m odelsarise asscaling lim itsofthe Calogero-M oser

m odel,the latterbeing the \generic" situation [4].Itwould be interesting to understand this

in term softhe coadjointdescriptionsofthesem odels.

Though perhapsnotobvious,thisworkarosefrom tryingtounderstand m odelsconjectured

tobeintegrable(seeforexam ple[7]).G iven aputativeintegrableHam iltonian,whatm ightthe

invariantslook like? The presentwork tellsusthatforSn invariantsystem snotofCalogero-

M osertype weshould look forconserved quantitiesquarticand abovein the m om enta.
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