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Abstract

We consider a two [-ensemble realization of the series of S-deformed WLZZ matrix models. We demon-
strate that such a realization involves (-deformed Harish-Chandra-Itzykson-Zuber integrals, one of them
providing a coupling to the external field. We also construct Ward identities in the corresponding two (-
ensemble model, which requires a set of identities for partition function of the one S-ensemble in the external
field, and a set of identities for the S-deformed Itzykson-Zuber integral. These both sets of identities are
formulated in terms of the Dunkl operators.

1 Introduction

Originally, matrix models were defined as integrals over matrices [I}[2]. However, in the course of further
development, there was realized a series of typical properties of matrix models that allowed one to use various
definitions of matrix models not immediately dealing with matrix integrals. For instance, in the case of invariant
integrand, one can integrate over angular variables so that there remain only N integrations over the eigenvalues
of the matrix. Deformations of these eigenvalue integrals can sometimes no longer be presented as a matrix
integral, but is still often referred to as a matrix model. A typical examples are given by the -ensembles [1H4]
and by the conformal matrix models [5]. Another example is provided by W-representation of the matrix model
partition function [6H9] (see also similar realizations in [I0HI3]), i.e. reproducing the matrix model partition
function by action on a trivial function (unit or linear exponential) with an exponential of a differential operator:
one can deform such a representation, and the model is still often called matrix model even though no explicit
matrix integral representation may be known.

As for the typical properties of matrix models, the two main features have long been known [I4] and include
integrability [I5l16] and an infinite set of Ward identities that is satisfied by the matrix model partition function
[I7]. Recently, a new typical feature was discovered and amply discussed: it is the so called superintegrability
originally defined in [I8/[19] (based on the phenomenon earlier observed in [20]- [27], see also some preliminary
results in [28]- [32] and later progress in [33]- [49], [7], [50]- [53]). The property of superintegrability has
inspired in [40,[41] constructing two infinite series of models that are given by their W-representations and are
called WLZZ models. Note that these models include, as particular cases, the Gaussian Hermitian and complex
matrix models. Matrix representation interpolating between all these models was found later [43}[44] and turned
out to be given by a two-matrix model (generally, in external field), which reduces to one-matrix models in the
very particular cases.

Speaking more concretely, one can distinguish the four essential points related to the WLZZ models:
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e First of all, the authors of [40,[41] proposed two infinite sets of differential operators in variables py,
H,(p) and H_,(p), n € N such that they generate matrix model partition functions (i.e. realize W-

representations J:
Hn (p)
Znp)=e " 1= Er(N)Sr{pk = Okn}Snipr} (1)
R
and
_ H_y (p) S, %kPe R(N) .
Z—n(gap) =e€ " ek k= Z gQ(N) SR/Q{pk - 6k,n}SR{gk}SQ{pk} (2)
R

where N is a parameter that may be identified with the size of matrix in the matrix model, the sums run
over all partitions (Young diagrams) R, {r(NN) is a product over the boxes (i,7) of the Young diagram:
Er(N) = I jyer(N +1i — j), the Schur functions Sg{ps} are labeled by the Young diagram R and are
graded polynomials of py, and Sg,{pr} are the skew Schur functions [56].

e The operators H,, form two commutative families, and generate an interpolating two-matrix model

3,44
pnH_p(p) Ik P N _
Z(N;p,p,g) = e=n 7 .eXn ko = Z gZENi Sryo{pr}tSr{ge}So{pr} =
R
_ // [dXdY]exp (—TrXY +TrYA+ Y %Ter +3 %TrY’“) (3)
NXxN k L

with pp = Tr A¥. Here the integral is understood as integration of a power series in g, pr and Tr A*, and
X are Hermitian matrices, while Y are anti-Hermitian ones. The measure is normalized in such a way

that Z(N;0,0,0) = 1.

Now one immediately obtains

Zn(p) = Z(N7p7 07 6](},77,)
an(gvp) :Z(N75k,n;pvg) (4)

e It turns out [54,[57] that the operators ﬁin are elements of a commutative subalgebra of the Wi -
algebra [?,?,? [58H63]. One can consider more commutative subalgebras associated with so called “integer
rays” [54]. Their elements ﬁ(i";) give rise to more WLZZ models [43\[44], which, however, do not have a
matrix model representation so fa

e As any matrix model, the partition function Z(N;p,p, g) satisfies an infinite set of constraints, the Ward
identities. They are generally very involved even for Z_,(g,p) (see [42], where the case of Z_s(g,p) is
considered in the very detail), however, the set of constraints for Z,(p) is treatable. That is, the partition
function Z,(p) satisfies the infinite set of constraints [64L65]

11 (—mn aZn
Wi Za(p) = (h+m)2Z0®) s g (5)
apk-i—n
where Wéf’") are the generators of the W—algebra introduced in [641[65]. Moreover, the W-representation

is generated by this W-algebra [42):
Ho(p) = > peW( T (6)
k

and similarly for H_,, [42] and even for H j(g? [66], but this latter requires certain natural generalization

of the W—algebra.

n [40H44], the notation for these partition functions was opposite: Z, <+ Z_,,. Here we use the notation that match definitions
in papers [54,55].

20ne can consider more general commutative subalgebras in Wiyoo, those associated with “rational rays”, however, their
B-deformation, which is the point of our interest in this paper, meets some problems [55].



Now note that all the four points admit a S-deformation. Indeed, the W-representation was S-deformed
n [A1A4490. The commutative subalgebras of the Wi« algebra are substituted [55] by those of the affine
Yangian Y (gl__) [67] under the -deformation. As for the matrix model representation and for the corresponding
infinite set of the Ward identities, this is the main goal of the present paper to present their S-deformation.

That is, we demonstrate that the matrix model integral (@) is replaced under the S-deformation by the
multiple integral

N _ N
20N pp) = [t A% A% )P )P e | Sy | )
E>1 =1 E>1 =1

i.e. by two (-ensembles x; and y; instead of two matrices X and Y, and p, = Zj )\?. Here the integrals

over x; run over the real axis, and integrals over y; run over the imaginary ones. [ B(x,y) is the B-deformed
Harish-Chandra-Itzykson-Zuber (8-HCIZ) integral, and the measure is again normalized in such a way that
Z3(N;0,0,0) = 1.

Our main claim in the paper is that this integral () is equal to the -deformed WLZZ model [411/43]54]

P (N Jryp ik} Ir{gr} TP(N) sl=n o kP
ZB(N;p,p, ) Z E(N) / A — X TP Hon(p) | BT, TR (8)

R,P

Where Jg{pi} denotes the Jack polynomial, which is the -deformation of the Schur polynomial Sr{py}, and,
hereafter, we use the notation Jr(A) = Jr{}>_; )\f}

Furthermore, we construct an infinite set of Ward identities satisfied by the partition function Z?(p) =
Z3(N; 0k n,0,p) and find a S-deformed counterpart of the W—algebra. It is interesting that this latter is con-
structed with the Dunkl operators [68] substituting the matrix derivatives, much similar to the observation
of [57]. At the core of these Ward identities is a rather striking family of identities (€8] for the 5-HCIZ integral.
These identities are novel and non-trivially generalize the earlier known fact that the S-HCIZ integral is an
eigenfunction of the rational Calogero model [54169].

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we explain what has been known about the -deformation
of the W-representation of the WLZZ models so far, and discuss their various properties. In section 3, we
first discuss properties of the HCIZ and S-HCIZ integrals and their convenient representations, then present
the two B-ensemble representation () at all A; = 0, and, at last, extend it to the general representation (7).
In section 4, we discuss Ward identities for the partition function Z2(p) = Zg(N; 6k.n,0,p), which involve a
non-trivial identity for the S-HCIZ integral (G8). These Ward identities are associated with a §-deformation of
the ﬁ//—algebra. Using the Ward identity allows us to prove the main claim of the paper. Section 5 contains some
concluding remarks, and the Appendix, various illustrations of the basic formula (57) used in the derivation of
the Ward identities.

Notation. Throughout the paper, we use the notation [[dzdy] for [ ... [ [~ dxidy;, and [dXdY] for the
integration measure on the Hermitian matrices (or [dU], in section 3, for the Haar measure on the unitary
group). We also use the notation Sg(z), Jr(z), etc. for symmetric functions of variables x;, and Sr{ps},
Jr{pr}, etc. for graded polynomials that are the functions of power sums p; = Ej xf

2 [-deformed WLZZ models

2.1 W-representation of the WLZZ models

We start with a description of the 8-deformed WLZZ models [4143[54]. As we explained in the Introduction,
there are two sets of models generated by two commutative families of Hamiltonians. In order to construct these

3In fact, the construction admits even a (g,t)-deformation, as was demonstrated in [45].



Hamiltonians, we define the cut-and-join operator

W-—lz ab i + Bla +b) +Bus Y a i-i-ﬂ—u%-f—ﬂza(a—l) 9 _
0= 5 — Da+b 3pa3pb PaPb 3pa+b B Z Da apa 6 9 e Pa 8pa =
9)
a+b+c=0 a+b=0
g2t B - B
S SRR S R
a,b,ceZ a,beZ

where pg = ug = N+ (8 —-1)/(28), p—r = B’lk% and the normal ordering means all derivatives put to the
right.
We also define operators that generate the families of Hamiltonians:

S B o
Eyr=[Wo,m] =3 > i papy: (10)
a+b=1
. A JERa— as
Ey = [Wo, Er| = 5 Z : papope : +B(1 = B) kakJrlpfk
a+b+c=1 k=0
and
By =5Zpbp—b—1 (11)
b=0

. A A 52
by =[Fy, Wo] = 3 Z : papope : +B(1 = B) Zb'pbpfbfl
a+b+c=—1 b

Then, the commutative families are recursively defined by

1 - .
Hn_;,_l = g[EQ, Hn] (12)
with the initial condition ﬁl = El, and
. 1 . .
H—n—l = E[H—na F2] (13)
with the initial condition H_y = F}. A A
Note that the both series of commutative operators H, and H_,, are associated with Hamiltonians of the

rational Calogero model [541[57].
Now we define

Zr(Lﬁ)(p) — ¢ Hn(p) . q 1)
and
Z(fn)(gap) = ew%ﬁfn(p) Pk 9Pk )
and the interpolating model
ZPB)(N;p,p, g) = eXn B P n(p) . B X T2 )

These partition functions are S-deformations of sums (I)-(B]) and can be presented as sums over partitions of
products of the Jack and skew Jack polynomials instead of the Schur ones. Hence, in the next subsection we
describe their properties.

2.2  Jack polynomials

Now we consider properties of polynomials Jr{py} and Jg,o{px}, which are the Jack and skew Jack poly-
nomials accordingly [56], and which realize a proper S-deformation of the Schur and skew Schur polynomials.



First of all note that the commuting operators introduced in the previous subsection can be simply described
in terms of an operator (’)ﬁ, with the property

OP(N) - Jr{pr} = Ep(N) Jr{pr}
GN) = J[ W+BG-1)—i+1) (17)

i,JEN

Construction of this operator is discussed in [44}54.[55], here we do not need its manifest form. What is
important, one can realize [44,[541[55]

om0
i = 0P (N (07 () (18)

We also need an orthogonality relation for the Jack polynomials,

o{ 5o | Trlnd = Il Tnjotn) (19)

where ||Jg]| is the norm square of the Jack polynomial,

=
vai}%(();ﬂm Ghp(@) = ] (x+R;—j+ﬂ(R;!_z'+1)) (20)

ITrll = 5
RR (i.d)ER’

with the bar over the functions denoting the substitution 8 — 87!.
Now let us use the identity ([9) in order to obtain

s {ri} gotn) =G (O°N) " n {5 50h Jolimn) = NIl (O°() osmlin) =

€5(N)
= llall (%) >N e =3 N%vaJQH L)@y
&p
where #NY np are the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients, and we used that
—1 A\
JR/P = Z B Ngvpv JQ (22)
Q
Note that
BINRY BN ﬂ (23)
Qrr el 117p]]
In particular,
el Jolmi}| = GNllellona (24)

Now note that the partition functions of the previous subsection can be rewritten in terms of sums over the
Jack polynomials [411/43]441[49):

J {pk = O} Ir{DK}
Z(ﬂ) R ,
=2 e 7zl
y = 8} Trfon} Jo{pi)
78 e (V) JR/Q{pk kot Trigr} Jo{pk
L (g,p) ZR: §g)(N) 17zl
(8) _
2B (N-5.p. o) — S S& (V) Tr/@iprt Triget o {pe} .
(N;p,p,9) ZRjg(Qﬁ)(N) 7] (25)



2.3 Towards (-ensemble realization

Now we introduce a S-deformation of the matrix model [B)) in the following way:

Z8 (N;p,p,g) = /[dwdy] (x,y,\) exp Z Ik Z T+ Z Pr Z (26)

k>1 j=1 k>1 j=1

where the S-deformed integration measure p(z,y, \) is defined as

[ldedslinte, v ) I Io) = Tr {H-1} oI ()| (21)

y=0

The integrals over z; run along the real axis, and those over y;, over the imaginary one.
In order to evaluate the matrix integral (26]), we use the manifest expression for the 5-HCIZ integral [70] sec.2]
(see a discussion in the next section):

1 Jp(y)Jp(N)
Py N =) &= rrm— (28)
= &p |1l
Then, using the Cauchy identity for the Jack polynomials

J Jr{p, f

R

and, using (24)), one immediately gets that

s &p(N) 4 i JrigrtJoipetJp(A) @3) En(N) Jryp{br} Tr{gr} Tp(N)
Znn N2 9) = 3 o Ner = T Rngfijv 17xl (30)

R.Q,P P

ie. Z,.(N:p,p,g) = Z°(N;p,p,g) from (25).

3 Two (-ensemble realization of the WLZZ models
3.1 [-HCIZ integral

In this section, we obtain the measure u(x,y, A) that provides the necessary property 27)). Since it involves
the S-HCIZ integrals, we discuss here what is this latter.
The HCIZ integral. The usual HCIZ integral [71l[72] is the matrix integral over the unitary group U(N):
IN(X,Y) = / [dU]exp [Tr (UTXUY)] (31)
which we normalize to be I(0,0) = 1. The answer for this integral is a function of eigenvalues z;, y;, j =1... N

of matrices X and Y accordingly, and has two equivalent representations:

e in terms of Schur functions [73H75]:
1
In(X,Y) = Z WSR(I)SR(?J) (32)
= SR

where we denote with Sr(z) = Sg(X) a symmetric function of variables z; such that Sg{ps} is the Schur
functions of power sums of these variables: py = :C , with the sum here running over partitions with

J
number of part&@ lr < N;
e as a determinant (Harish-Chandra form) [71]:

det; 1, [e%1V*]
A(x)A(y)

where A(z) = [[,_;(z; — xx) is the Vandermonde determinant.

IN(X,Y) = (33)

4Otherwise the Schur functions vanish, and so does £g(N), and cancellation of the integrand at lg > N can be automatically
achieved by a proper limiting procedure.



B-HCIZ integral.

e The first representation (B2 is naturally S-deformed by replacing the Schur functions with the Jack
polynomials [70]:

o1 Ja@)al)
TN =2 e Tl oy

At 8 =1/2 and 8 = 2 this expression is nothing but the integral I over orthogonal and symplectic
matrices correspondingly, which, indeed, reduces to (34]). Again, the sum runs over partitions with number
of parts [g < N. From now on, we do not specially stipulate it.

However, at generic § an integral representation is not available. Instead, there is a recurrent definition of
the integral in N [69]:

TN 225 Yi

A(N)2BEN 25 A
] = /d)\l...d)\N_l A e g
I (zj —2N) [h IL= (N — i)

j—1

I} (z,y) ~ 15 (en-1,A) (35)

with the initial condition of the recursion I f (xz,y) = exp (Bwy) However, this expression is ambiguous because

of different possibilities of choosing the integration contours (they are such that the integral is convergent, and
they surround all points y;). Since the answer as a function of z; and y; sometimes has branching (depending
on values of f3), different choices of the integration contours may correspond to different branches. Though it
may only change the overall coefficient and seem relatively innocuous, this is not the case: since we are going
to further integrate I f, (X,Y) over all z; and y;, the choice of integration contours/branch essentially influences
the final result. The safe and unambiguous answers for the integrals are only at 3 € N. However, various
differential equations do not depend on possible ambiguities and, hence, are valid at any 8. This is what we
are going to use in this paper: to establish various connections involving integrals at 8 € N, and, involving
differential equations, at arbitrary (.

e Thus, in the case of 8 € N following [69.[70], one can evaluate the integral (B3] by the formula
,3 ] 1ZiY0(5) ~B

where the sum runs over permutations of variables y;, and I ]ﬂv(X ,Y) is calculated recurrently:

N-1 o
ff,(x,y) — H (g;j — :EN)(ZJN - yj)B (a;i])

i=1

(TN )N H yk_y] If, @y +X)h=o (37)
by yk_yj _)‘)

with the initial data I7(z,y) = 1.

Let us note that the S-HCIZ integral provides eigenfunctions of the rational Calogero system [77]: it was
proved both for formula (34)) in [54] sec.12] and for integral formulas in [69]. This proves the equivalence of two
representations for the S-HCIZ integral.

In fact, the Calogero Hamiltonians coincide with H_, (or with ﬁn, depending on the choice of coordinates)
expressed through z; instead of pp =) j 2% (see details in [57]) up to a simple conjugation, and the quadratic

J
Hamiltonian is

H - IP(z,y) = E yi | - 17 (z,y)
R 0 0
H_ = -i- _—— 38
: Z S (- =) (39)

This Hamiltonian is related with the standard rational Calogero Hamiltonian,
He =) . BB-1) ) —— (39)
“ —~ Jx? M (xj — )2
J J Jik;i#k

by the transform Ho = A(z)? - H_o - A(z) 7.



3.2 Two f-ensemble realization at all \; =0

As we explained in sec.2.3, in order to construct a two S-ensemble realization of the WLZZ models, one has
to find a measure in the multiple integral (26)) that satisfies the equation

[1dadylnte v N Ire)Jow) = Jn { -} 0@ 03] (40)
Let us first consider the case of all \; = 0, i.e. we look for the measure such that
: (22)
[ldsdslunte, .0 In@) o) = I { i} Jow)] | B EIgolina (41)
We claim that this property is provided by the measure
p(a,y,0) = A (@) A% (y) P (, —y) (42)

Note that, in order to check property (@Il with this measure, one can not use the Jack polynomial expansion
(B4): the integrals of any concrete term in the sum over partitions diverges. Hence, one has to use formula (30),
which is valid only at 8 € N. In this case each term comes with an exponential, and one can use the standard
Fourier theory formula

(43)

/dxdyf(x)g(y)e—w =f ((%) g(z)

where the z-integral goes over the real axis, and the y-integral runs over the imaginary one.
We checked ([I)) with measure ([@2)) for a few first values of N and 8 € N, and confirmed it is correct.
There is another way to check this measure, which is suitable at arbitrary g but is less immediate: one can
find Ward identities for the multiple integral and construct the W-representation following [§]. We demonstrate
in the next section how this works, and explain that the W-representation obtained coincides with (I4]).

=0

3.3 Generic two -ensemble realization

Now we claim that the full measure is

pi(z,y, ) = A% (2) A% (y) 1P (2, —y) I° (A, y) (44)

This can be demonstrated using only the known measure at all A\; = 0 ([@2)), which guarantees formula (ZI).
Indeed,

[0 32 @) 8% )12, ~) ) (@) To ) 2

— [ 1dedy| A% (2) A28 () TP (2. —y) TP - L Je(N)Je(y) _
[y 672 @)% ()17 2. )1 (0,3 T )JQ@);@(M —

_ D L Je) @D
JeN) (g @,
=3 "N )Hf,PHJR{Hk}JT@)]y_O = Jn {H,k}JQ@)Iﬁ(y,m - (45)

This completes our proof of the main claim in this paper. In the next section, we discuss another, direct but
rather involved proof that the measure at all A; = 0 [@2) is correct.

4 Ward identities

In this section, we consider the case of all A; = 0, when the Ward identities for the matrix model partition
function and its S-deformation are much simpler (see [42]). We derive the Ward identities for the partition
function of model (@) in this case, and derive from them the W-representation following [§]. It coincides with
the W-representation for the WLZZ models, and proves that our formula (7)) reproduces (§) at all A\; = 0. In
fact, as we explained in sec[33 the claim at all A; = 0 is enough in order to guarantee the proof at generic A;.
Note that for the derivation of Ward identities the choice of integration contours is inessential, hence, we do not
specify in this section that some of integrations run over the real axis and some other, over the imaginary ones.



4.1 Matrix model: 7 =1 case

To begin with, we consider the case of § = 1. In this case, the multiple integral (7)) is equivalent to the
two-matrix model.
For the sake of simplicity, consider the Hermitian two-matrix model with potential of degree s + 1:

Zeir(p) = / [AXdY]exp (—’I‘rXS+1 TrXY—i—TrV(Y)) - / Y] exp (Tr V(Y)) F(Y) (46)

where V(y) = >, y"pr/k. The function

F(Y)= / [dX]exp (TTrXS“ TrXY) (47)
satisfies the Ward identity
n 85 sy n+l
Tr (Y - (-1)%Y F(Y)=0, n>0 (48)
ays
and the matrix model (@8] is understood as a formal power series in variables py.
Then,
Zs
(n+1)2Zs01®) _ /[dY] exp (Tr V(Y)) Tr (Y”“)F(Y) -
OPn+1

= (~1)* / [dY]exp (Tr V(Y)) Tr <Y” 6‘2;) F(Y) = / [dY]F(Y)Tr ( aa;syn) exp (Tr V(Y)) (49)

Now using the definition

o5
oY

Wt exp (TrV(Y)) = Tr ( Y"> exp (Tr V(Y)) (50)

where Wff’ 1 is a differential operator in variables py, one obtains the Ward identity

0Zs11(p)

— Wtz 51
8pn+1 n—s +1 (p) ( )

(n+1)

In fact, the operator Wﬁp 1 s the corresponding element of the W(_’p+1)—algebra, however, as soon as we

consider in the paper only the operators of this kind (and their S-deformations), we omit the superscript “-”.
Equation (&) is immediately solved [g]:

Zy(p) = ez o) 1 (52)
with

I;[s = Zpkwlgi)571 (53)
which is nothing but formula ().

Formula (&) is easily generalized to the generic potential of X in () as in [B]): the Ward identities in this
case are

0Z(N;p,0,9)
(”+1)T+1 ng n+1 v Z(N;p,0,9) (54)
and
Z(N;p,0,g) = eXx #H:0) (55)

since all Hy, are commuting.



4.2 [-deformation

As we demonstrated in [54,55,[57], the matrix realization of the elements of the Wiy, algebra within the
wedge, i.e. the area bounded by the rational Calogero Hamiltonians can be immediately S-deformed by replacing
matrices Y with their eigenvalues y;, traces with sums over eigenvalues, and matrix derivatives with the Dunkl
operators ﬁjﬂ:

— Pji) (56)

where Pjj; is the operator permuting y; and yx. As soon as the S-HCIZ function is an eigenfunction of the
Calogero Hamiltonians, it is natural that the counterpart of (@8], in the case of 8-deformation, is given by the
equation (we prove it in the next subsection)

(Df,u (= B)Syj) Fgly) =0, Vj (57)
where
Faly) = [do) @ exp | 25 35| Pay) (5%)
and, at 8 = 1,
F(y) = / [dX] exp (—TrXS“ TrXY)z / [dx]ig; exp sj—l s+ ijyj (59)

In fact, this realization of the [-deformation works only for operators acting on symmetric functions of the
eigenvalues y;, but F(y) is just such a function.

The counterpart of the two-matrix model [#6) at all \; = 0 and monomial potential in X, in accordance
with that we discussed in sec.3 looks now (this two S-ensemble model was also considered in [4] along with the
corresponding loop equations)

z{7, (p) / dy] Zy )% | exp (ﬂZW%)) Fa(y) (60)
k

Then, one obtains the Ward identity

B OPny1

(0 + 1) DZe®) _ (g [t (S upaw® | e (ﬂZW%)) D2, Fs() (61)
J k

Again, using the integration by parts, one can reduce the r.h.s. of this expression to action of a differential

operator W,Es_tl’ﬁ ) in variables Dk to exp (ﬁ > Vs ))’ and obtain finally
0200) _ 506
B+ 1) = = W 20 () (62)
Pn+1

Examples of operators W) can be found in sec A4l
This equation immediately implies that (see formula (I4]))

1—s -
Zgﬂ)(p) — i H(p) (63)
where

ﬁZpkW >0 (64)

10



These formulas are again easily generalized to the generic potential of X in (GII) as in (26): the Ward
identities in this case are

92 (N;p,0,9 =
(n+ 1)% =N "W 2O (N;p,0, ) (65)
" k
and
Z(ﬁ)(N;p, 0,9) = ek %9&1%(1?) 1 (66)
since all Hj, are again commuting.
4.3 Proof of eqn.(57)
First of all note that, in the case of N =1,
Fg= [d B_ o
3= vexp | 7o - Bxy (67)

and formula (57 is evident.
In order to prove (57)), we need two identities. The first one is the identity for the S-HCIZ integral

S (=8) ypbp -y =Y (= 57) @ Dyt ) (68)

J

or

0 Dy, 17 Z Dy 1P, —y) (69)
J

where we denoted for the sake of brevity D := —f3 ~1D. This identity is checked for various values of m and n.
What is important, it is valid for any 5, and not obligatory natural, since it is checked for the definition of the -
HCIZ integral as a power series (34]). Note that (68)) is evident for N = 1, and for m = 0, in the latter case being
just a claim that the S-HCIZ integral is an eigenfunction of the rational Calogero Hamiltonians 64, Eq.(198)]
(which are just 3_; DJ - B4, Eq.(79)]).

The second 1dent1ty is

>

4,551#]

Pifily) = Y

1,757

Ly =->

,551#]

fi(y) (70)

Yi —Yj Yi —Yj Yi =Y

Then, one can write

0 2
j J k
B8 . 1 s 0| An r0)
- Jusreren (S ) | D A ol L

= / [dz] A% (z) exp <% > xz“) > [ﬁxj + f)j,m] [5;;15(;5, —y) =
k

J

= B/ [dz] A% (z) exp ( f—l Z:CSH) Z [:Cj - f)Jm] 5?@15(% -y) @

J

= ﬁ/ [dx] Aw x) exp ( 1 sz+l> Z [y?ﬁiy - y}”l} BZ [ynDs - n-H} Fa(y) (71

J

which is nothing but formula (&7)).
One can find in the Appendix some illustrations of how formula (&) works in various particular cases.
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4.4 Examples of operators var(fH’B)

Consider the first few examples of the operators VV(SJr1 f),

/V[v/,(f’ﬁ) We start with the Gaussian potential s = 1. In this case, one writes at n > 1

- [l (Zy )exp (ﬂEVyk>ﬁj,yFﬁ<y>— @) % [y;m(yﬁﬂ exp (ﬁZwywﬂ -

7 k

/[dy Fﬁ 252 [nyn 1+2B Z _'_sz ykJrn 1] exp <Bzv(yk)> =
k

Gokgtk 91T y
- /[dy]Fﬁ(y)A(y)” Q-Pntn-1) 9, g Miﬂ b yonm-1 2
‘ B Opn—1 O0paOpy Opn—1

a,b>0

+> (k+n— 1)1%%] exp (ﬁ > V(?Jk)) =Wz (12)
n—1 k

k

where we used that

n__ ,mn a+b=n—1
£ £ U (S () v s
Gtk Jiksitk 27 a,b=1 j k J

At n =1, one obtains

- /[dy] (Z yjA(y)zﬂ) exp <ﬁZV(yk)> DjyFay) =
J k
/[dyF/a 2’32[1+2B > +62pkyj}eXp<ﬁZVyk>=

J,k;i#k Yi —
= / [dy) Fs(y) A(y) > l(l BN + BN + Z kpi i ] exp <BZ V(i ) =Wz (74)

At last, at n = 0, one obtains

- /[dy] (Z A(.y)w) exp <ﬂZV(yk)> D;yFsy) =
k

J

B /[dy]Fﬁ(y)A(y |28 Z

J ka;ék

=0

= /[dy]FB(y)A(y)z’3 lﬁNpl +) (k= 1)px 8];2 1 exp <ﬁz V(yk)> =Wz (75)
& —1

Thus, one finally obtains

+ﬁzpky’“ H exp (ﬂZwyk)) =

=2, a+b=n
Wit = Y0, (k + n)pi e+ 87 Yo bt AL
(76)

+ Bt 0 4 (1 — B)Nbo + AN?0,.0 + BNpP10n, 1

which is, at § = 1, the standard expression for the Virasoro algebra constraints for the Gaussian Hermitian one
matrix model [17].
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Wr(f”@ )| Similarly, one obtains at p = 2

— B )
WP =n(n = 1)(n—2) 2025 0 4 (1 B) Sy pr(k — 1+ 2n)(n+ k — 2) 52—+
+k—2 2
+23 0Pk Zp a(n+k - )6pa6pn+k 2—a — Dk Pk Za ga(n+k—2-a) 8pa8pf+k727a+
(77)
n—2 2 3
+5 a0 [3n =B Ba+1)] gogp—ys + B ki PEP Gy T B Catbremn—2 WO Fprs T
2
+n(n — 2)2=30220 NG, 5 + 28(1 — B)Np1dn1 + BN (Bp} + (1 = B)p2)dn.0
4.5 Connection to WLZZ models
Now one checks that
e the partition function
28 =3 Rl RN Tr{pit Tr{ok, i1} (78)
R

solves eqn.(62]) with WA as in [6) at s = 1 and with W as in D) at s = 2.

e the constructed W(B)-operators lead to the Hamiltonians Hy and Hj of sec.2.1 upon using formula (G4)

=p ZPkW > (79)
Thus, indeed, our formula (7) reproduces (8) at all \; = 0.

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we considered a two [-ensemble system in the external field, and demonstrated that it
describes the infinite series of the S-deformed WLZZ models. Our main claim is that the multiple integral ()
is equal to the partition function of the WLZZ models obtained via the W-representation (8) and is given by
the corresponding sums of Jack polynomials over all partitions.

Technically, our claim simply follows from the case without the external field, and this latter one is checked
either using one of the representations of the 8-HCIZ formula at § € N @B0)), or via the Ward identities. We
derived the Ward identities (62]) in this case basing on the identity (G8]) for one S-ensemble in the external
field (B9), the identity itself being a corollary of a striking identity (68]) for the S-HCIZ integral. This latter
identity arguably makes the S-HCIZ integral an indispensable tool for constructing even more complicated
matrix models associated with the affine Yangian: a task for future developments.

__ As a by-product of constructing these Ward identities, we obtained a natural $-deformation of the notion of
W-algebra (61l), which allowed us to construct manifest examples of such algebras of spins two (Z6]) and three
@. N

It, however, remains a challenge to find an effective technique of evaluating W-algebra generators: we know
such technique only in the matrix model, i.e. 5 = 1 case [64H66]. Another problem is to construct W-algebras
associated with all commutative subalgebras of the affine Yangian corresponding to the integer rays [54l[55], i.e
with Hamiltonians of generalizations of the rational Calogero system [57]. These W—algebras would generalize
the construction of [66] at 5 # 1.

In fact, constructing the matrix/3-ensemble models that describe the WLZZ models associated with these
generalizations of the rational Calogero system remains unsolved problem so far even at 8 = 1, and this definitely
deserves further investigation.
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Appendix. Formula (57])

In this Appendix, we demonstrate how formula (7)) works in simple examples. We will consider integrals
like

F(y) = /[d:c] ig; exp | —— j_ . Zx?“ +iZ:cjyj (80)
and
Fay) =[5 exp | -2 50| (o) )

to have all integrations over the real axis and for convergency of the Gaussian integral.
Gaussian potential at = 1. The simplest check is the Gaussian potential, when the equation is
(f?j + yj) F(y)=0, Vj (82)

In this case, the second term in the Dunkl operator does not effect the result. On the other hand, one obtains
that

F(y) ~ exp —% > (83)

which certainly satisfies (B1).

Gaussian potential at generic 8 and N =2. In this case, [69,[76]

exp (ix1y1 + izays2) exp (ix1ya + izay1)

where
B I(B+k)aBF
and
2=~ — 221 — o) (56)

Then, one again immediately obtains

2
1
F(y) ~exp | =5 v} (87)
j=1

14



Cubic potential at 5 =1. Now let us consider a more complicated case of the cubic potential at 8 = 1. Let
us denote

<...>F_/[dx]ig;exp —%Zx?—l—iZ:rjyj (88)

Then, inserting the total derivatives % to the integrand, one obtains the Ward identity:
J

0= <_x £ +z-yj> (59)
ki T F

One can check the main identity (B7) directly from the matrix integral. We note that [16]

-1

F(y)—/[dx]igz; exp —%;x?—l—i;:rjyj :/dx]d ”()’ exp ——Zx —I—szJyJ

_ dety; fi(yj) B eti,jf“l (y5)
= TAw . Aw W

where we denote the Airy integral moments

fily) = /d:mi*l exp (—%xg + z:vy) (91)

denote f; = Fy = f, and fU)(y) is the j-th derivative of f.
Now one notes that, for the Airy integral, one has
"= —iyf
" =—iyf —if (92)

etc. Then, at N = 2,
[ ) f(y2) — fy) f (y2)

= 93
’ Y1 — Y2 (93)
and
YOI S o
J
which is checked by a direct computation.
A similar calculation in the case of N = 3 gives rise to the same Ward identity
D UiDIFs iy gt E =0 (95)

1
Fy=3det [ f'(yr)  f'(y2)  f'(y3) (96)
'y 7 (2) " (ys)

One can similarly check it for higher N.
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