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ABSTRACT. In the review we describe a relation between the Heisenberg spin chain
model on pseudospheres and light-like cones in pseudo—Euclidean spaces and vir-
tual billiards. A geometrical interpretation of the integrals associated to a family
of confocal quadrics is given, analogous to Moser’s geometrical interpretation of
the integrals of the Neumann system on the sphere.
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1. Introduction

In the paper we round up our study of geometry of discrete (contact) integrable
systems with constraints starting with the Heisenberg system in pseudo—Euclidean
spaces EF! (see [14]) and continued with billiard system within ellipsoid [16], i.e,
virtual billiard system within quadrics in E*! ﬂEﬂEl

It is well known that the Heisenberg system on a sphere can be seen as a square
root of the ellipsoidal billiard [23), (28], as well that it can be seen as a Bicklund trans-
formation of the Neumann system [25]. For the latter, Moser gave a nice geometrical
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interpretation of integrability (e.g., see [22]). We feel that it would be interesting to
formulate analogous pseudo-Euclidean statements. In this sense we compiled a review
paper, with some additional analysis concerning mostly the light-like case. We note
that integrable discretizations are usually considered for complexified objects. Here we
work within real domains. For example, the Moser—Veselov skew hodograph mapping
naturally follows from the requirement that a quadratic generating function defines a
symplectic mapping for real objects (see Lemma [Z]). As an example we obtain the
symplectic billiard mapping for the ellipsoid recently introduced in [2] (see Example

21

We consider the Heisenberg model on a pseudosphere (light-like cone)
St ={g€EM [{gq) =}, =10

in a pseudo-Euclidean space (EX! (.. .)) of signature (k,1), k +1 = n (see [14]). It is
defined as a discrete Lagrangian system given by the action functional

Slal = > L(gk:qr+1), gk au1) = (ar: Jausa),

where q = (qx), k € Z is a sequence of points on S?~! and J = diag(J1,...,Jn),
det J # 0. In the Euclidean case the functional defines the energy of a spin chain of
the Heisenberg model, see Veselov [28].

The equations of the stationary configuration have the form

(1.1) OL(qk, qk+1) n OL(qr—1,qk)

Iqr Oqx,
wherd]
E =diag(r1,...,7), m=1, i=1,....k, 7m=-1, i=k+1,...,n.

:Equ-‘rl +Equ—1 :)\quka kEZa

The multipliers

(1.2) e =2 qiy qr—1) /(T " qr, k)
are determined by the constraints (gx, ¢x) = ¢, and they are defined outside the singular
set <J72qk, Qk> =0.

The equations (L)), (I2)) determine the symplectic mapping

¢: P, — P, Q(qu—1,qr) = (qr, qrs1)
with respect to the 2-form Q = >, 7,J;dQ; A dg;, where
P(q,Q):  (g,9) =c, (@Q,Q)=c, c==+1,0,
(0, J7'Q)#0, (¢,J%q)#0, (Q,J?Q)#0

(see [14])E It is a completely integrable discrete Hamiltonian system. For Jj2 # J2,
the integrals can be written in the form

77 ((Jqx

(1.3) filak—1,a) = ¢~ Ti(qr—1); +Z (g
J#i

i=1,...,n, with the relation ), f; = c? among them. Furthermore, on the light-like
cone, the mapping ® leads to an integrable contact system as well (see [14]).

)i (k1) — (@r—1);(Jaqr)i)?
JE—J? ’

2\We hope that it will be clear from the context when k denotes the discrete time, and when the
signature of the metric.

3Actually7 the function ({qg,J 'qgy1) is the first integral [14], and so the condition
(qk, J 1qry1) # 0 is invariant of the dynamics, while (J~2qy, qx) # 0 is not. If (J~2qs 41, qr+1) =0,
by definition the flow stops. In this sense, in the codomain of ® we should take the manifold defined
without the assumption (Q, J~2Q) # 0.



HEISENBERG MODEL IN PSEUDO-EUCLIDEAN SPACES II 3

Outline and results of the paper. In the Euclidean case, there is a remarkable
relation between the ellipsoidal billiard and the Heisenberg spin chain model established
by the use of so the called skew hodograph mapping (see Moser and Veselov [23]).
Recently, in [15], a simple observation concerning generating functions for systems with
constraints (see Theorem [Z]) is used for another interpretation of the skew-hodograph
mapping. Following [I5], we establish analogous relation between virtual billiards
and the pseudo—Euclidean Heisenberg model, which also includes the symmetries of
the system (Theorem [22] Section 2). As a by-product, we obtain the symplectic
billiard within ellipsoid given in [2] (Example 1), as well as a ”big” n x n-matrix
representations of the virtual billiard flow (Theorem [Z3] Section 2).

Further, in Sections 3 and 4, as a straightforward generalization of the Euclidean
case (see [25]), we consider a discrete Legendre transformation of the Heisenberg model
and define the associated 1:2 symplectic correspondence on the domains 9741 of the
cotangent bundle of pseudospheres Si;l (Theorem [B.2)), i.e, the domain My of the
cotangent bundle of a light-like cone Sj~' (Theorem EI)). The small 2 x 2-matrix
representations for the systems are also given (Theorems B.4] [L2]).

We show that the Heisenberg model on 94 is a Backlund transformation (Theo-
rem [3.4)) of the integrable variant of the Neumann system in pseudo—Euclidean spaces
described in Theorem [3.Il On the other hand, the Heisenberg model on 9%, has a one-
parameter family of invariant hypersurfaces ¥,. The restriction of the correspondence
to X, is a natural example of completely integrable contact system (Theorem [4.3)).

Motivated by Moser’s geometric interpretation of the integrals of the Neumann
system on a sphere (see [22]), in section 5 we consider the following pseudo—confocal
family of quadrics in E*!

(1.4) Ourn: (U-ADlayz)=S 28— XNAU;, i=1,...,n,

i=1
where U; = J2, i = 1,...,n. In the light-like case, to a given trajectory {qx |k € Z}
we associate a sequence of planes

T, = span{qy, Jax}, k€ Z.

Then, if 75 is tangent to a cone Qg from the pseudo—confocal family (I4) for a
certain k, then it is tangent to Qg - for all £ € Z. In the case ¢ = %1, instead of
planes, to a trajectory {qx | k € Z} we associate sequence of lines

lp = Jqi + span {qi}, keZ

with the same property (Theorem [5.)). Further, under the condition Uy < Us < - -+ <
Un, we estimate the number of (real) quadrics tangent to planes 7y (lines Ij) for a
generic trajectory {q; | k € Z} (Theorem [E.3)).

2. Heisenberg model and billiards

2.1. Generating functions for systems with constraints. In what follows,
we will use the following simple observation (see [15]). Consider (2n—2m)—dimensional
submanifolds M C R?"(z, p) and N C R?*(X, P), defined by the constraints of the form

M: fZ(ZC):O, f’m-‘ri(p)x):oa izla"'ama
N:  E(X)=0, Fnu(P.X)=0, i=1,....m.

We suppose that M and N are symplectic submanifolds with respect to the canonical
symplectic forms, that is

det({fi,fj}) #Olju, det({Fi,Fj})#O|N, i,j: 1,...,2m,
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where {-,-} are the canonical Poisson bracket (e.g., see [25]).

THEOREM 2.1. If a graph I'y of the diffeomorphism ¢: M — N can be given by

_08(3,X)  x~, Ofi 05, X) <~ , OF:
(2.1) P=—g t NGy PeTHx DAy

=1 i=1

for certain Lagrange multipliers A\;, A;, then ¢ is symplectic. Similarly, if 2)) defines
a diffeomorphism ¢: M — N, then ¢ is symplectic.

2.2. Virtual billiards. Let
(2.2) Q"' ={z eE" | (A7 z,2) =}, c==£1,0
be a (n — 1)-dimensional quadric, where
A = diag(aq, ..., an), det A #£ 0.

A point z € Q™! is singular if the induced metric is degenerate at z, i.e., if a pseudo—
Euclidean normal A~z at  is light-like: (A~2z, ) = 0}
The virtual billiard mapping ¢: (zk,yx) — (Tg+1, Yr+1) is defined by:

(A zp, i) "
(A Yy, yr) 7

(A" 21, Yry1)
(A=2ap41, Tppa)

(2.3) Thtl = Tk + UEYp = Tk — 2

(2.4) Yra1 = Yk + A T = yp + 2 A g,

where the multipliers pg, v are determined from the conditions that the ”impact”
points z; belong to the quadric (Z2]) and that the outgoing and incoming directions
at x;11 have the same norms: (yx+1, Yk+1) = Yk, Yk)-

Geometrically (Z4) means that yx — yj11 is the billiard reflection at z;1 € Q?!
in the pseudo-Euclidean space EF!, but uy in (3] can be less then zero as well. Thus,
the segments xy_17z; and zpxr41 determined by 3 successive points of the mapping
@23), @4) may be either on the same side of the tangent plane 7,, Q"' (the usual
billiard reflection at ), or on the opposite sides of T, Q"~!. Such configurations were
studied in [3, 4, [6], 12].

The system is defined outside the singular set

(2.5) Y= {(z,y) eR*™ | (A 22,2) =0 V(A 2,9) =0 v (A7 1y,y) = 0},

and if (zg41, yk+1) is singular, the flow stops. The lines Iy, = {x + sy | s € R} contain-
ing segments x4+ of a given virtual billiard trajectory are of the same type: they are
all either space-like ((yx,yr) > 0), time-like ((yx,yx) < 0) or light-like ({(yx,yx) = 0).
Also, the function (A~1zy,yx) is the first integral of the system.

Consider the submanifold of the symplectic linear space R?"(z, y)

Mc,h = {(x,y) S RQ”\E | ¢1 = <A_1ZL',ZL'> = ¢2 = <yay> = h}7

where we take the symplectic form

4The matrix A used here, corresponds to the matrix EA used in [18].
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obtained from the canonical symplectic form on R?"(x,p) after the identification p =
Ey. Since {¢1,¢2} = 4(A7 2, y) # 0|, ,, it follows that M. is a symplectic sub-
manifold of R?"(z, yé and the mapping ¢ is a symplectic transformation of M, (see
Theorem 2.1, [18]@)

The Hamiltonian and contact integrability of the virtual billiard dynamics is de-
scribed in [18]. In the case when EA is positive definite, ¢ = +1, this is a billiard
system within ellipsoid Q™! in the pseudo-Euclidean space (see [19} [5]).

For ¢ = 0, the dynamics (23), (24) induces a well defined dynamics of the lines
span {z}, i.e, the points py = 2] € Q"2 of the (n — 1)-dimensional projective space
P(E*!) outside the singular set

2 = {[z] € P(E"!) | (A2, z) = 0},

where Q"2 is the projectivization of the cone (Z2) within P(E¥!). A sequence {py}
is a billiard trajectory within the quadric Q"2 in the projective space P(E*!) with
respect to the metric induced from the pseudo-Euclidean space EF!. In particular, for
the signature (n,0) and the condition

0< a1,02,...,0p-2,0n—1 < —0p,
and the signature (n — 1,1) with the condition
(26) ) 0<a17a27'-';an727an71 < Qn,

we obtain ellipsoidal billiards on the sphere and the Lobachevsky space, respectively
(see [18, [15]).

2.3. The skew hodograph mapping and quadratic generating functions.
There is a remarkable relation between the ellipsoidal Euclidean billiards and the
Heisenberg system established by the use of the so called skew hodograph mapping
(see Moser and Veselov [23]). In [15], the skew-hodograph mapping is interpreted as
a symplectic transformation with a quadratic generating function for a system with
constraints. Here, we shall give analogous mapping for virtual billiards, which also in-
clude the symmetries of the system. Another construction, related to pluri-Lagrangian
systems, that associate generating functions to the billiard system within ellipsoid is
recently given in [26].

For the Euclidean case when Q! is an ellipsoid, we have the following character-
isation of quadratic generating functions.

LEMMA 2.1. A quadratic generating function S(z,X) = (Bxz,X), det B # 0,
defines a symplectic transformation : My — My within a real domain only if
|BT AY/2| = |BAY?| = 1, where | - | is the operator norm of the matriz.

The proof of Lemma 21 is given in the Appendix. Apart from the obvious solu-
tion B = A~'/2 of the stated necessary conditions that leads to the skew-hodograph
mapping (see [L5]), we have a family of solutions related to the symmetry of the el-
lipsoid Q"~!. Namely, let R € O(n) be an orthogonal matrix that commute with
A: Adr(A) = A. Then we can take B = RA~Y/2 = A-1/2R.

The above construction can be considered in pseudo—Euclidean spaces as well,
provided A is positive definite. Recall that if some of the eigenvalues of the matrix

5In Theorem 2.1, [18] a direct proof in terms of the induced Dirac—Poison brackets on M. is
given for ¢ = 1, but the same proof applies for c =0 and ¢ = —1.

SHere, as in the third footnote we note that for the codomain of ¢ we should consider the variety
M. p, without the assumptions (A72z,2) #0,(A71y,y) #0.



6 BOZIDAR JOVANOVIC AND VLADIMIR JOVANOVIC

A are the same, we deal with virtual billiards with symmetries and the corresponding
dynamics is integrable in a noncommutative sense (see [18]). The set of all symmetries

ReO(k1): Adr(d) =4

(RERT = E, RAR™! = A) is isomorphic to O(k1, 1) x - - - x O(ky, 1,-). If all eigenvalues
of A are distinct, the only symmetries are

ReZ} Cc Ok,l), ie, R=diag(£l,...,£1),

and the system is integrable in the usual commutative sense.
Let
B=RA'?

where R € O(k,l) is a symmetry of the quadric. Consider the symplectic manifold
M., c = =£1,0 and the generating function

S(z,X) = (Bx,X) = (RA™Y%z, X).
The equations (21]) become
(2.7) Ey=BTEX + \EA 'z = RTA Y2EX 4+ AEA 'z,
(2.8) EY = —EBx — AEA™'X = —ERA™ V%3 — AEA™'X,
where (A7tz,z) = ¢, (A71X, X) = c. We have four real values for (A, A) given by
A=0 or A=-2(A"12, RTAY2X) /(A %z, 2),
A=0 or A=-2(4"'X,RA™Y%z)/(A72X, X).
For A =0, A # 0, the relations (Z.7)), (Z8]) define the symplectic mapping ¢r : M. —
M, . given by
(2.9) X = RAY?y,
(2.10) Y= -RA @+ py),  p=-204""z9)/(A7y,y).
Let I be the identity n x n—matrix.

THEOREM 2.2. (i) The mapping Yr commute with the virtual billiard mapping
¢. In other words, let (zy,yx) be a solution of 23), (Z4) with (yx,yr) = c. Then

(@, ¥r) = Yr(xk, Yr), s a solution of 23)), 4) with (y;,,y;,) = c¢. Moreover, 1/1%l =
—R2%20¢:
o} = —RPrpy1, yr = —R%ypq1.

(i1) Let (zk,yx) be a trajectory of the mapping ¥ = 1. Then g = yi is a solution
of the Heisenberg model (L) on S™~ ' with J = A'Y2. Conversely, if J is positive
definite and qx is a solution of the Heisenberg system (LI) on S"~1, then

zp = (—1)"Jqar, ik = (—1)"Jqes1
are billiard trajectories within the quadric (A= xy, xx) = ¢, where A = J2.
PROOF. (i) Let (zk,yx) be a solution of (23, (Z4) with (yx,yr) = c and let
(@ U) = Y (zh, yk) = (RAY 2y, —RA™ 2y 14).
Then with k replaced by k 4+ 1 we obtain, respectively,
Thi1 = Th + Uik
y;v-l—l =y + Vlchilz;c-Hv

i /
where p), = —vg, v, = — k41
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Further, we have
zy = RAI/nyC = —RAl/QRAfl/Q:E;Hl = —R%zp1,
yr = —RA™V22) | = —RATV?RAY 2y, = —RPyjp1.
(ii) The second statement follows from the relations
Ykto = =AY (@1 + prpayre)
= —ATY2(AY 2y + g ryign)
= —yk — 1A Py O
For ¢ = 91, we have the following commutative diagram

(2.11) P2 M, — M,

A
P———— M., . ————— M,

where A: P, — M, . is a symplectomorphism = = Jq,y = Q, J = A'/2.

Also, since ¢? = —¢, if g is periodic with period 4N (respectively, 4N + 1,4N +
2,4N+3), then xy, Zj, are periodic with period 2N (respectively, SN+2,4N+2, 8 N+6).

ANERN V4

;A TN

FIGURE 1. 6-—periodic trajectory of the Heisenberg model (green lines)
and the corresponding 6—periodic space-like trajectory of the virtual
billiard for ¢ = 1 (blue lines) in Eb!.

In the signature (n — 1,1) the statement relates the ellipsoidal billiard on the
Lobachevsky space and the Heisenberg system on the light-like cone 8’371 with the
matrix A given by (2.0) (see [15]).
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EXAMPLE 2.1. As an example of a system with symmetry, consider the billiard
within ellipsoid
2 2
Q2n71: <A71Z,Z>:ﬂ+"'+@:1
al (079
in the Euclidean space R*" = C", z = (21,...,2,) (in [13] we studied the reduction

of symmetries of the given billiard with additional Hook’s potential). In the complex
notation we have

<

My = {(z,v) €C*| (A '2,2) = 1,(v,v) = 1}.

Note that for a; # aj, i # j, we have O(2)" (i.e, U(n)") symmetry of Q**~! and
the symplectic mapping (2.9), (ZI0) reads

(2.12) zi1 = RAY?vy,
(2.13) Vip1 = ~RATY2(zg + ppvi), e = —2R(A™ 2, 1) /(A oy, Bk,
where

R = (e, ..., etn).

In particular, for R = (4,...,7) = iE we obtain ¥?; = ¢, that is ZI2), ZI3)
is exactly the square root of the billiard. This mapping coincides with the symplectic
billiard mapping for the ellipsoid Q**~! introduced in [2]. More precisely, after setting
k+ 1 instead k in 212), we get

Zpyo = iAl/ka+1 = iA1/2(7iA1/2)(Zk + ,LLka) = Zr — ,LLkZ‘Ail/QZkJrl.

Thus, {z;} is a trajectory of a symplectic billiard within the ellipsoid Q**~! (corre-
sponding to the ellipsoid (18) in [2], where we set a; instead of a?).

2.4. The (n x n)—matrix representation of the virtual billiards. Motivated
by the Lax representation for elliptical billiards with the Hooke’s potential (Fedorov
[9], see also [24]), a "small” 2 x 2 matrix representation for the virtual billiard mapping
is given in [16]. On the other hand, in [14] we presented the following ”big” n x n—
matrix representation of the Heisenberg system, a modification of the n x n matrix
representation given in [23]. Let

F =diag(1,...,1,4,...,1),
where the first £ components are equal to 1, and the last n — k components are equal

to the imaginary unit i (F? = E). The equations (L)) imply the discrete Lax repre-
sentation

(2.14) Lir1(A) = AN Le (M)A (),
where

Li(A\) = >+ AFqe 1 AFJgp — - N Far1 @ Fai,
Ar(\) = J = A\Fq, @ Fai-1.

Note that in the light-like cone case, the L-matrix is linear in X. Also, if J? # J2,
the integrals obtained from the matrix representation can be written in the form (L3]).

In the Euclidean case, the skew hodograph mapping relates n x n matrix repre-
sentations of the Heisenberg model and the elliptic billiard [23]. Although we have an
analog of the skew hodograph mapping only for A > 0, the modification of the matrix
representation for the Heisenberg model from the Euclidean to the pseudo—Euclidean
spaces ([2I4) suggests the following matrix representation for virtual billiards.
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THEOREM 2.3. The virtual billiard mapping 23), (Z4) implies the discrete Lax
representation

L1 (V) = AA) L)AL,
where
Lx(N) =A— A Fap AFyp_1 —c- NFyp_1 ® Fyg_1,
.Ak()\) :A—)\(ka@Fyk—l —Fyk®F$k) —C-)\2Fyk®Fyk_1.

The proof is given in the Appendix.

3. Backlund transformation of the Neumann system

3.1. Continuous limit and the Neumann system. Following Moser and Veselov
[23], by taking J(e) = I+ €U, qi = q(to + ke) for small ¢, from (LI)) we obtain the
equation for ¢(t)

1 2 D ..
(3.1) I+ € U)(2q + €°4) = Ag,
that is
i~ -Uq+pg  p=A\—2)">

The last equation in the case ¢ = +1 describes the Neumann system on a pseudo-

sphere. This is the Lagrangian system with the Lagrangian

subjected to the constraint (g, q) = ¢, ¢ = £1, where
U = diag(Uy,...,Uy).

Indeed, the associated Euler-Lagrange equation on the tangent bundle T'S" ! realized
by equations

(3.2) (0,9 = ¢, (¢,9) =0,
reads
(3.3) G=-Uq+npg,  p= —%((q}@ —(Uq,q)).

In the case of the light-like cone ¢ = 0, the Lagrangian L is degenerate, since all points
of S5~ are singular.

We will show that the cotangent bundle formulation of the Heisenberg model
provides a Bécklund transformation of the Neumann system. The construction is a
straightforward generalization of the discretization of the Neumann system presented
by Suris [25].

Firstly, we need a Hamiltonian formulation of the Neumann flow. Consider the
realization of the cotangent bundle T*S7"~! as a submanifold of R?"(q,p) endowed
with the canonical symplectic form w = dp A dg:

(3.4) T*S! ' p1={(q.q) =¢, 2= 1{q,Ep)=0.

This is a symplectic submanifold for ¢ = +1, since {¢1, 2} = 2(q,q) = ¢ # 0 at
T*Sn=1. Moreover, the restriction W] gn—1 coincides with the canonical symplectic
form on T*S7~1. The induced Poisson-Dirac bracket reads

Ao il fo} —{e2, fil{en, f2}
{1, 92}

(3.5) {f1, f2}p = {f1, f2}



10 BOZIDAR JOVANOVIC AND VLADIMIR JOVANOVIC

The equation

OL
(3.6) p= En + AEq = Eq+ \Eq

with constraints (B.2) and (34) implies A = 0 and ¢ = Ep. Thus, the Legendre
transformation of L(q,q) yields the Hamiltonian function

(3.7) H(q,p) = 1<p,p> + %<Uq,q>-

2
The equations (B3] are equivalent to the Hamiltonian equations with constraints

. GH 8(,01 aﬁpg
. 0 — Ep—
(3.8) i=%, Fapy Vo Erove

oOH 8901 %

(3.9) p:*a—qu 9 +I/aq

where the multipliers u, v, determined from the conditions ¢ = ¢2 = 0 are given by

=—-FkUq+ pEq+ vp,

p= g (00 = Wag).  v=0.
Let
(3.10) Qala.y) = (AT =1) ') = 37 T

THEOREM 3.1. The Neumann flow B8), B9) implies the matriz representation
d

%EqﬁpO‘) = [qup(/\)quyp(A)]v
with 2 X 2 matrices depending on the parameter \

o _QA(QaEp) _Qk(%q) _ 0 1
Lop(N) = < c+Qx(p.p) Qx(q,Ep) > Aan(N) = ( p—=XA 0 >

The system is completely integrable. For U; # Uj, i # j, from the expression

(3.11)

(3.12) det Lq.p(A) = Qx(q.9)(c + Qx(p,p)) — Qa(g, Ep)? Z 1lg p

we obtain a complete set of integrals
2
TiTj T]p_]ql Tiq;Pi)
3.13 = + ,
(3.13) fi(a,p) = ¢ g} ; U0,

where {fi, fi}p=0,4,7=1,...,n, and ), fi = 1.

A 7big” n x n matrix representation and integration of equations (B3 in the
signature (n — 1, 1), i.e, of the Neumann system in the Lobachevsky space is given by
Veselov (see Appendix B, [27]). A generalization of the Neumann system to the Stiefel
varieties, as well as its integrable discretization, is given in [10] and [11], respectively.

3.2. Discrete Legendre transformation for ¢ = +1. Following [23], 28], [25],
we consider the associated discrete cotangent bundle dynamics of the Heisenberg sys-
tem. Let M., ¢ = £1, be a domain within 7*S7~! defined by the inequalities

(3.14)  Delg.p) = (J?Ep,q)* = (J ¢, q)((J *p,p) —¢) >0, (J 2q,q) #0.
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THEOREM 3.2. The relations ¥ defined by

(3.15) Q=EJ 'p+u g,

(3.16) P=—-FEJq+ukEQ,

where p is the solution of the quadratic equation

(3.17) (J7%q, @) +2u(J 2 Ep,q) + (J ?p,p) — ¢ =0,

define 1 : 2 symplectic correspondence U: M, — M, (c = +1).

PROOF. Consider a transformation of 7*S7?~! defined by constraints ([3.4) and the
generating function given by the discrete Lagrangian:

5(0:Q) = {(JQ, ).
The equations (2] read

(3.18) p=FEJQ+ \Eq,
(3.19) P=—-FEJg— AEQ,
where the Lagrange multipliers A = A = —(JQ, ¢)/c are determined from the con-

straints (Eq,p) = (EQ, P) = 0.

Let Li: P.(q,Q) — T*S™" (q,p), La: P.(q,Q) — T*S" 1(Q, P) be the mappings
defined by [BI8) and (BI9]), respectively. They can can be seen as a discrete analogue
of the Legendre transformation (3.0]). Let

N =Ly (P.) = La(FP,).
We have that D.(q,p) is greater then zero on N,:
De=(J"Ep,q)* = (J*q.q)((J*p,p) — ¢)
= (J7%¢,JQ +2a)* = (J2q. )((T'Q + AT ¢, JQ + Aq) — ©)
=(J7'¢,Q)* >0,

since (J71q,Q) # 0 at P.. Thus, N, is a subset of M,..

Vice versa, assume (gq,p) € M.. The relation ([BIF), can be rewritten into the
form ([B.I3)), where p is unknown multiplier. From the constraint (@, Q) = ¢ we get the
equation (BI7) determining u as a two-valued function of (g, p)

—(J2Ep,q) £ \/De(q,p)
(J7%q,q)
As a result we obtain two points @1 and Q2 such that (¢,p) = Li(q, Q1) = L1(q, Q2),
and M. = N..
Therefore, according to Theorem 21l we get a two-valued symplectic transforma-
tion

u(q,p) =

U Me(q,p) = Me(Q, P)
such that ¥(q,p) = La(Li ' (g, p)). O

Since all equations are algebraic, we have that (BI6), (313 is a symplectic 1:2
correspondence on T*S7~1 for complexified objects with D, = 0 defining the set of
branch points. Note that the discriminant 4D, is the first integral of &16), BIH). It
can be verified directly. Also it follows from the Lax representation ([3.23]) given below.
Namely,

l)C = —det £k|)\:—e*2-

Recall that the commutative diagram (2.I1)) relates the Heisenberg system with

the virtual billiard dynamics. Now we have:
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LEMMA 3.1. The following diagram is commutative

Ly
Pe(q, Q) ——————— Me(q, p)
Lo
P 4

P.(q,Q) ————M.(Q, P)

in the sense that two-valued map ¥ satisfies ¥(q,p) = L1 (®(L7"(¢,p)))-

Lemma Bl is a direct corollary of the definition of discrete Legendre transforma-
tions (BI8), (BI9) and the equation of the stationary configuration (IIJ). For the
completeness of the exposition the proof is included in the Appendix.

As a result, for ¢ = +1, we refer to the correspondence

(3.20) Ghi1 = BT pe + i e,
(321) Pr+1 = —EJqr + puuEqry1, k € 7Z,

k= (= (J2Epk, q) + V/Delar, 1)) /(T 2k, x)

as the Heisenberg model on M. If (J~2qx11, qry1) = 0, by definition the flow stops.
By subtracting (320) and B2I]), where we set k instead of k£ + 1, we obtain the
equation of stationary configuration (LI]) with the Lagrange multipliers (I2) and g
related by
Ak = i + k=1, ke Z.

By using the integrals (I3), Lemma B.] and the equation [B.20) we get:

THEOREM 3.3. The Heisenberg system [B20), B21)) is completely integrable with
a complete set of integrals

o (T — T )2
(3.22) fila,p) = c- g} + Z T (ij];]z ?q]pZ) ;
o FERE

where {fi, fi}p=0,4j=1,....,n, and ), f; = 1.

3.3. Backlund transformation. Usually, a Bécklund transformation for a sys-
tem of differential equations is a mapping which takes solution into solutions, or in
the framework of integrable systems, the symplectic mapping which preserves Liouville
folliation [25]. We saw that the Moser—Veselov choice J(e) = I+ 12U for small € ap-
proximates the Neumann dynamics (3.3). However, it does not preserve the foliation
given by [B.I3). Instead, as in the Euclidean case (see [25]), we take

1 1 1
J(e):—\/1+62U:—I+§eU—|—...
€ €

Then, from (L)), by taking qx = q(to+ke), € = 0, we again obtain (1) with A replaced
by e\. Therefore, the Heisenberg system with J(e) = %\/I + €2U is also a discretization
of the Neumann system on the pseudosphere S?~!. On the other hand

1/(J2(e) = Ji () = 1/(Ui = Uj)

and the integrals ([8:22)) reduce to the integrals (BI3). Therefore, the corresponding
Heisenberg model is a Bicklund transformation of the Neumann system. Moreover, we
have the following Lax representation depending on the parameter e.
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THEOREM 3.4. Let J?(¢) = U + ¢ 21. The Heisenberg system ([3.20), B2I) on
M., c = £1, implies the matriz equations with a spectral parameter \

(3.23) Lrp1(N) = MWLM Mi(X) 7,

where

c+ Qx(pr,vr)  Qx(qk, Epr)
Mk(A)< ~Hk 1 ) c==+1,

= A =€ —pug
and Q) id giwen by BI0).

Li(\) = ( —Qx(qr, Epe)  —Qx(qk, qr) ),

4. Light—like cone and contact integrability.

4.1. Discrete Legendre transformation for the light—like case. Instead of
g, for a description of the cotangent bundle of the light-like cone 8371 we use the
function w3 = (p, q):

T*S§~ 't 1 ={q,9) =0, ¢3=/{gp)=0.

Then {1,353} = 2(Eq,q) # 0, for ¢ # 0. Denote the new Dirac—Poisson bracket
by {-,-}%. Repeating the arguments from the previous section, by taking S(q,Q) =
(q, JQ) for a generating function, we get the discrete Legendre transformations:

O N v
Ly: Po(q,Q) = T°S37H(Q,P), P =-FEJg+ %EQ’
and the 1:2 symplectic correspondence
U: Ny — My
given by
Q=EJ 'p+pui g,
P=—-FEJq+ REQ,
where

p=(—(J"2Ep,q) £ /Do(q.p))/{J *q,q), = (EJQ,q)/(EQ,Q),

and My is a subset of T*S5 ! defined by the inequalities (3.I4) for ¢ = 0.
Lemma[3dlalso applies, which together with the integrals (I3)) implies the following
statement.

THEOREM 4.1. The Heisenberg system on 9y

(4.1) Qe = BT pr + e
(4.2) Pk+1 = —EJqr + ik Eqi+1, ke,
is completely integrable. The complete set of first integrals is
i (Tjpigi — Tiq;pi)”
(4.3) filap) =) sz — 2 —
J#i e

where {fi, f;}%=0,4,7=1,...,n, and Y, fi = 0.
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Again, if (J72qx11,qrr1) = 0, by definition the flow stops. Now, the Lagrange
multipliers (2] of stationary configuration (ILI]) and the correspondence ([@.1I), (2]
are related by

)\k:uk+ﬂk—la kEZa
and we have an analog of Theorem [3.4

THEOREM 4.2. Let U = J?. The Heisenberg system (&1)), @2) on Mo implies the
matriz equations with a spectral parameter A

(4.4) Liy1(A) = MrA)Le(N)Mp(N) 7,

where

_( —Qx(ax, Epx)  —Qx(qx, qx) _ — [tk 1
Leld) = ( Qx(pr,pe)  Qx(qk, Epr) )’ Mi(Y) = ( Pifle — A =iy )’

and Q) id giwen by EI0).

REMARK 4.1. Obviously, the constraint ¢3 = 0 can be used for the Heisenberg
systems on T*S:El as well, but ¢, = 0 is more appropriate for a continuous Neumann
system ([B.3]). Namely, the equation

oL
p:a—q+>\Eq:Eq+/\Eq

with constraints ¢1 = ¢, p3 = 0 and B2) implies A = —(F¢q, q)/(Eq, q) and

i=pp_ Epa),
(¢, 9)

Thus, in this case, the Legendre transformation of L(q, ¢) yields the Hamiltonian
function

H(q,p) =

(p,p) — 5 + %(Uq,q%

N =

having the extra term (Ep, q)/2(q, q).

4.2. Contact integrability. The next statement is a cotangent variant of The-
orems 2.1 and 3.3 given in [14].

THEOREM 4.3. (i) The Heisenberg system (@1l), [@2) satisfies the invariant rela-
tion

(Eqr, p) + (Eqrt1, Pry1) = 0.
(ii) The restriction of the correspondence [@Il), (A2) to the invariant manifold
Le CMo: ¢alg,p) = (Bgp) = +K, k>0

is a completely integrable discrete contact system, with respect to the contact form

PRrROOF. The statement follows from Theorems 2.1, 3.3 of [14] and Lemma 311
For the completeness of the exposition, we present a direct proof in the Appendix. [
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5. Geometric interpretation of the integrals

THEOREM 5.1. (i) If a sequence of planes
(5.1) T = {SlEpj + S2q; | S$1,82 € R}, jEZ
determined by a trajectory {(q;,p;)|j € Z} of the Heisenberg model (1), [E2) is
tangent to a cone Qo z~ from the pseudo-confocal family (L) for a certain j, then it
is tangent to Qo < for all j € Z.

(i) If a sequence of lines
(5.2) lj Z{Epj+SQj|,SER}, J el
determined by a trajectory {(q;,p;)|j € Z} of the Heisenberg model (B.20), B2ZI)) is
tangent to a quadric Q x« from the pseudo—confocal family (L) for a certain j, then
it is tangent to Q. \+ for all j € Z.

ProOF. (i) Let my, I = (i1,...,4r), 1 < i3 < iz < --- < i, < n be the Pliicker
coordinates of a r—dimensional subspace 7 in R™. Then 7 is tangent to a nondegenerate
cone K = {3}, bja? = 0} if and only if >, b;, -~ b;, 77 = 0 (see Fedorov [8]). For r = 2,
m = span {x, y} the condition reduces to

(5.3) (szxf)(Zblyf) — (Zbixiyi)2 =0.

Thus, by taking b; = 7;/(U; — X*), we get that m; = span{Ep;, ¢;} is tangent to
Qo r- if and only if
(5.4) Qx-(45,45)@Qx- (Epj, Epj) — Qx- (g5, Ep;)® = 0.
On the other hand, from Theorem [2] we have that (54) is the integral of the system

equal det £;(A*). Therefore, if 7; is tangent to Qg x+, it is tangent to Qg - for all
j €.

(ii) For ¢ = +1, we consider (n + 1)-dimensional space R"*1(xg,21,...,2,). The
plane 7; = span {(0, ¢;), (1, Ep,)} is tangent to the cone
2 2
a7 Tn
Kooy 2, 27 M
O U/ A Uy

if and only if

det £;(A\*) = Qx (g5, ¢;)(c + Qx-(Ep;, Ep;)) — Qx=(q;, Ep;)* = 0.
Here £;()) is given by Theorem [3.4] with € = co. Thus, as in item (i), if 7; is tangent
to KCc,a+, it is tangent to K. a+ for all j € Z. Now, the statement follows from the
identities

QC,X* = ICC,)\* N {(:L'Oaxla RS :En) S Rn"rl |$O = 1}’

lj = Epj +{SQj|S € R} gﬁj ﬁ{(xo,xl,...,zn) GRnJrl |£L'0 = 1} O

Obviously, item (ii) holds for the continious Neumann system B, (39) as well,
by replacing {(¢;,p;)|j € Z} by a trajectory {(¢q(t),p(t)) |t € R}. For the Euclidean
case it is proved by Moser (e.g., see [22]). The above proof is taken from [10], where
it is given for the Neumann systems on Stiefel varieties.

Let us assume

Uy <Uy <---<U,y.

In the case of the Euclidean space (k = n), it is well known that outside coordinates
hypeplanes through ¢ € E™ it pass exactly n, i.e., n — 1 quadrics from the confocal
family (I4), for ¢ = +1 and ¢ = 0, respectively. They define ellipsoidal coordinates,
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i.e., together with r = /{(q,¢q) so called sphero—conical coordinates in E™. Suppose
0<k<n.

THEOREM 5.2. For ¢ =1 through a generic point in EF! pass n quadrics from the
pseudo-confocal family [LA), for ¢ = —1 pass m or n — 2, and for ¢ = 0 ezactly n — 1
quadrics.

PROOF. For ¢ = 1 and A = EU, the confocal family (L4) corresponds to the
confocal family studied in [18]. Consider the confocal family (L4) written in the form

k
@ A" 4 -
(5.5) C+QA(‘LQ):C+Z>\ Z A U AfU)m'(/\*U):O-
i=1 i=k+1 ! "

From limy_,y,+ ¢7 /(X — U;) = £00 we see that there exist at least n — 2 solutions

Cl S (Ula UQ)) sy Ck‘—l S (Uk—la Uk)a Ck‘-‘rl S (Uk‘-‘rla Uk+2)a ey g’n—l S (Un—la Un)
of (B.H) outside coordinates hyperplanes.

Next, from
X Ha g+ (2. 9)
5.6 = ~ A— =+
(5.6) Qx(g,9) AR A 00,
and
. 2 . _ . 2 . _
) )\Egi_ Q1/()‘ Ul) 00, Ai:g}ﬁ_ Qn/()‘ Un) 0,

it follows that in the case ¢ = 1 there are two additional solutions (s € (—o0,U;) and
Cn € (Up, 0).

Further, for ¢ = 0 and (g, ¢) < 0, from (5.6]), we have a solution {y within (—oo, Uy),
while for (g, ¢) > 0 we have a solution (,, € (Uy,, o). O

THEOREM 5.3. For ¢ =1 and a generic trajectory {(q;,p;)|j € Z}, the sequence
of lines (B.2)) is tangent to n — 1 quadrics from the pseudo—confocal family ([L4l), while
for ¢ =0, the sequence of planes (G.)) is tangent to n — 2 cones Qo . For ¢ = —1 and
a generic trajectory {(g;,p;)|J € Z}, the sequence of lines (B.2) is, depending on the
initial position, tangent to n — 1 or n — 3 quadrics.

PROOF. According to Theorem 0.1l we need to estimate the number of the real
zeros of the equation £;(A) = 0. To simplify the notation, in what follows we will omit
the index j and use p, ¢, £()), instead of p;, g;, and L;().

Recall the equation [BI2)) and rewrite it as

Pe(N)
[LA=U)’
where f; are the integrals (B13) and P.()) is a polynomlal of degree n — 1 for ¢ = +1

and n — 2 for ¢ = 0. Thus, the maximal number of quadrics Q. » is n —1 (for ¢ = £1),
i.e, n — 2 (for ¢ = 0). Due to relations

fl+"'+fn:02; U1f1+"'+Unfn:*<Ep7Q>2 (fOI‘C:O),
the leading terms of polynomials P.(\) are given by
(58) P:I:l(A) = An_l +ey PO(A) = 7<Ep7 Q>2>\n_2 +

Firstly, let us assume ¢ = (¢,q) = =1, ¢1...¢n # 0. As in the proof of Theorem
(.2 there are n — 1 solutions

Go € (=00,U1), -y Ch—1 € (Ur=1,Uk), Cot1 € (U1, Ups2)s - Cn—1 € (Un—1,Uy)
of the equation Qx(g,¢) = 0.

(57 Qx@)(c+Qx(Ep, Ep) — Qx(g, Ep)? Zﬁ“’
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The left hand side of (B.7)) is negative at the ends of all n — 3 intervals
(59) (CO) Cl)a (Cla CQ)) e (Ck—Qa Ck—l)a (Ck-{-la <k+2)a ey (Cn—2a Cn—l)a

which contain Uy, Us,...,Ugx—1,Ugy2,...,U,—_1, respectively. Owing to

(5.10) = (Esgnf;) - oo,

lim
A=Uik X — U
we see that each interval in (5.9) contains a solution of det £L(\) = 0.

In the case ¢ = (q,q) = 1, with Uy and ({o, (1) replaced by U, and ((n—1,n), we
get the existence of n — 3 solutions of det L(A) = 0. On the other side, from (E.8) we
get the asymptotic expansion

A = oo,

>/I>—‘

leading to a solution within (Cn, o0) as well. Since the polynomial Pj(\) has real
coefficients, degree n — 1, and n — 2 real zeros (none of the given zeros is of multiplicity
greater then 1), it has an additional real zero.

For the case ¢ = (g,q) = 0 we proceed analogously. As in the proof of Theorem
(.2 there are n — 2 solutions

G € (U1,Uz2),. -+ Ce-1 € (Uk—1,Uk), k1 € (U1, Ukt2)s - - s Cn1 € (Un—1,Un)
of the equation @Qx(g,q) = 0. The left hand side of (5.7 is negative at the ends of all
n — 4 intervals
(511) (Clv C2)7 R (Ck*Qv Ckfl)a (<k+15 <k+2)5 R (<n72; Cnfl)v

that contain Us, Us, ..., Uk—1,Uk+2,...,Us—1. From (&I0), we obtain that each inter-
val in (B.IT) contains a solution of det £(A) = 0. Moreover, due to (B.8]), we have the
asymptotic expansion

Zfqu Ep,)

o A — too

implying that there exist (o < Uy and ¢, > U, such that the left hand side of (&.7) is
less then zero.
Therefore, the equation det £(A) = 0 has n — 2 real solutions. O

REMARK 5.1. The signatures (1,n —1) and (n — 1, 1) should be treated separately,
however for ¢ = 1, ¢ = 0, and ¢ = —1 and the signature (1,n — 1) the conclusions are
the same. Suppose ¢ = —1 and k = n — 1. Now the left hand side of (&.7)) is negative
at the ends of intervals

(407 Cl)a (Clv C2)7 RS (§n737 Cn72)

that contain Uy, Us,...,Up—_3,U,—2, so we get n — 2 real solutions of det L(\) = 0.
Again, since P_1()\) has n — 2 real zeros, it has the additional real zero: the sequence
of lines (5.2)) is tangent to n — 1 quadrics Q_;  for a generic initial conditions.

REMARK 5.2. If we assume ¢ = —1 and that the value of the integal f is less then
zero or the value of fi41 is greater then zero, then the sequence of lines (5.2)) is tangent
to n — 1 quadrics Q_1 x. Indeed, then, from (G5.I0), there exists ¢x € (Uk, Upt+1) with
det £(¢x) < 0. Since

Uk € (Ck-1,C) and  Ukq1 € (Ck, Chyr) (for k <n—1),

there exist two additional real solutions of det £L(\) = 0.
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REMARK 5.3. Note that one can consider a symmetric Heisenberg model, i.e.,
Neumann system on S?~! as well, when some of U; are mutually equal:

Ulz"':Upl<Up1+1:"'Up1+p2<"'<Un—pr+1:"':Una

P1 P2 Pr
p1+ -+ pr = n. Then the set of all symmetries R € O(k,1): Adgr(U) = U is either
O(p1) x --- x O(pr), or
O(p1) X = +-O(pp—1) x O(kp,lp) X O(pp41) X -+ x O(pr),  kp+1lp = pp.

Similarly like in the case of virtual billiard dynamics [18], the systems are integrable
in a noncommutative sense and the phase spaces M., ¢ = +1, 0 are foliated on invariant
(N — 1)-dimensional isotropic varieties, where

N=r+t{s|ps>1,s=1,...,7}.
Further, some additional careful analysis is needed in order to estimate the number
of real caustics and their maximal number is N — 1 for ¢ = £1 and N — 2 for ¢ = 0.
6. Appendix

PrOOF OF LEMMA 211 Let S(z, X) = (Bz, X), where B is a nonsingular matrix.
The equations (Z.I]) become

(6.1) y=BTX + A1z, Y = —Bz — AATX,

where (A7 tx,z) =1, (A71X, X) = 1.
From the constraints (y,y) = 1, (Y,Y) = 1, we get that A and A are solutions of
the equations

(6.2) 1= (BTX,BTX) + 2\ (A7 2, BT X)) + \?(A™ 2z, x),
(6.3) 1 = (Bz, Bz) + 2A(A™' X, Bx) + A*(A72X, X).
One can easily see that if
Jnax [BT¢ = max [BTAV2¢[> 1, max |BE| = max |BA'Z > 1,

then there exists (z, X) € Q"1 x Q™! such that the discriminant of (6.2)), respec-
tively (63), is less then zero. On the other hand, if maxgegn—1 |[BTAY2¢| < 1 and
maxgcgn—1 |[BAY2€| < 1, the discriminants are greater then zero and we have real mul-
tipliers as functions on Q"= x Q"~!(z, X). Further, if the above relations define the
mapping ¢: My 1 — M 1, we have

(64) X = (BT)ily - V(ABT)711H
(65) Y =-Br—pdX = —Br—pA(B") Ny~ v(4BT) ),

for some multipliers v, p, now functions on M 1(z,y). From ([@4) and the constraint
(A71X, X) =1, we get

V(A Y ABT)a, (ABT)1z) — 20((BT A) 'y, (ABT) " 'x) + |(BTAl/2)_1y|2 =1.

Again, if

BTAY?)te| = 1/|BTAV?¢) > 1
ggég%ll( )¢l (nax, /I > 1,

there exists (z,y) € M such that the discriminant of the above quadratic equation is
less then zero. Thus, in that case, (@) defines a dynamics for complexified objects
only. Therefore, we obtain the necessary condition |BTA/?| = 1. A similar analysis
for (z,) to be expressed as functions of (X,Y), leads to the condition |BA/2| =1. O



HEISENBERG MODEL IN PSEUDO-EUCLIDEAN SPACES II 19

ProoOF OF THEOREM [2.3] We have

ApLr = A% + MK + MKy + Ne K3 + MKy,
Lip1 A = A2+ XS] + X285 4+ X3¢ S5 + A4Sy,

where

Ky =Fy, ® AFz, — Fxp, ® AFyp_1 + AFy,_1 @ Fxp — AFz, ® Fyi_1,
Ky =—cFyy @ AFyr_1 — cAFyx 1 ® Fyp—1 + (Yr—1, 23) Frp, @ Fyp_1
— (Y1, Yr—1)Fxp @ Fag + (Tr, yp—1) Fyr @ Fay, — (xg, 20) Fyp @ Fyg—1,
K3 =(yr—1,Yx—1)Frr @ Fyp—1 — (Yx—1, yx—1) Fyx ® Fay,
Ky =(Wr—1, Y1) Fyr @ Fyg_1,

and

S1=Fyr @ AFxi11 — Frpp1 @ AFy, + APy, ® Fap, — AFx, ® Fye_1,
Sy =—cFyy ® AFyy — c AFy @ Fyp—1 + (Y, ) Fopy1 @ Fyp—1
— A Tht1, 1) Y @ Fyk—1 — Yk Yi) P41 @ Fag + (g1, i) Fyp © Faog,
Sz =(Yr, Yr) F'rrr1 @ Fyp—1 — (Trr1, yr) Fyr @ Fyp—1
+ Yk 1) Fyr @ Fyr—1 — (Y, yx) Fyr @ Fay,
Sa =Yk Yi) Fye @ Fyp—1.
It is evident that Ky = Sy. From (23), (2.4) we obtain

—S1 =Fyy ® AFxy — Fop, @ AFyr_1 + AFyr_1 ® Fxy,
— Fyr, @ AF(zp + pryr) + F(xr + prye) @ AFy, — APy, @ Fay,
:(AFyk,1 — AF’yk) N Fxp = 7Vk,1AFA71:L'k N Fxp =0,

Ky — Sy =c (Fyr ® (AFy, — AFys_1) + (AFy, — AFy,_1) ® Fyj_1)
+ (-1, Tk) Frp @ Fyr—1 — (Yr—1,Yr—1)Frr @ Fay,
+ (zk, Yr—1)Fyr ® Fo, — (g, 21) Fyp @ Fyg_1
— (ko 1) F(zp + pryn) @ Fyr—1 + (@ + iy, Te) Fye @ Fyp_1
+ (e, yr) F(zh + pyr) @ Far — (zk + peye, ye) Fyr @ Fay,

that is,

Ky — 8y =c (k-1 Fyx ® Fap + vp—1 Fay, @ Fyp_1)
+ (Yk—1 — Yks Th) Fr @ Fyp—1 + (@, Yo—1 — yr) Fyr @ Fay,
=c (Ve—1Fyr ® Fay + vip—1 Fa, @ Fyp—_1)
+ (g1 A g, ap) Faog @ Fyp—1 + (g, —vp_1 A" ag) Fyp, @ Fay, = 0,

and

K3 — S =(yp—1,Ys-1)Fxr @ Fyp—1 — (Yk—1, Ye—1)Fyx @ Fxy,
— Yk Yr) F(z1 + peyn) @ Fyp—1 + (@r + tai, Ye) Fyr @ Fyr—1
— Yk, Tk) Fyr @ Fyr—1 + Y, i) Fyr, @ Fap = 0. O
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PROOF OF LEMMA m_] Let Lfl((ljp) = {(q)Q1)7(Q)Q2>}5(QZ7Q’L) = (I)(Qan)v
(QiaPi) = LQ(ani)a (QZ)PZ) = Ll(QiaQi)a i'e'a

1
p=EJQ; — E<JQ1',Q>E(]7
1
Pi=—-FEJg+ E<JQ1',¢1>EQ¢7

<‘]_1q7 Q’L>
<J_2Qia Ql)

_ I
P=FEJQ; - E<JQiaQi>Ein 1=1,2.

Now, Lemma follows from the identity

Qi=-q+2 J'Q;,

_ (J7 g, Qi) 1 (J7'q, Qi)
P,=—-FEJ —— —FQ; — —(—J ———Qi, Q) EQ;
q+2<J72Qz‘,Qi> Q C< q+2<J72Qz‘7Qz‘>Q Q> @
= —EJq+ - (7Qi,q)BQ: = P O

PrOOF OF THEOREM (3l (i) From (@I) and (£2) we have
(Eqrsr,pevr) =(T 7 ox + uiBJ " qe, —EJ g + i Eqs1)
= — (Eqi, pr) — pr(ais ar) + porfin (" iy qer) + eI Pk Baig)
= — (Bqr, pr) + i(EJ " pr + prd iy qryr)
= — (Eqk, pk) + fik(qr+1, 1) = —(Eqk, Pk)-
(ii) Consider the graph I',; of the correspondence ¥|y, :
T C B(g,p) X Tx(Q, P) C R*"(q,p) x R*"(Q, P)

Note that the generating function S = (g, JQ) of the mappings LY, LI satisfies
S = +£k|p,, i.e, dS|r, = 0. Therefore,

PdQ — pdg = —dS + iEQAQ + 1Bqdq = 5d(Q. Q) + §d(g.q) = Olr,.
Thus, the Heisenberg system restricted to X, preserves the 1-form 6 = pdg|s,.:
(W]s;,)"0 = 6.
The Hamiltonian flow of @2 = (Ep,q) with respect to the Dirac—Poisson bracket
{,-}% equals

X = Z%‘a/&h — pi0/0p;.

The submanifold ¥, is a contact manifold with respect to 6, if and only if 6(X) # 0
on X, (e.g., see [2I]). We have 0(X) = ¢y = +x. Therefore, ¥, is a contact manifold
with respect to 6 for k # 0 with the Reeb vector field Z = :I:%X.

Next, since {2, fi}% =0, i =1,...,n, where integrals f; are given by ([@3), from
{fi, f;}% = 0, using the theorem on isoenergetic integrability (see [LT]), we get that the
restrictions of f;|x, commute with respect to the Jacobi bracket on (X,,6). We have

two relations
> 6
i

and there are n — 2 independent integrals on Y. Thus, the mapping VU is a completely
integrable contact 1:2 correspondence (see [20, [18]). O

=. =0, > T fils. + K2 =0,
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