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Abstract

We use the Hamiltonian reduction method to construct the Ruijsenaars dual systems
to generalized Toda chains associated with the classical Lie algebras of types B,C,D. The
dual systems turn out to be the B,C and D analogues of the rational Goldfish model,
which is, as in the type A case, the strong coupling limit of rational Ruijsenaars systems.
We explain how both types of systems emerge in the reduction of the cotangent bundle of
a Lie group and provide the formulae for dual Hamiltonians. We compute explicitly the
higher Hamiltonians of Goldfish models using the Cauchy–Binet theorem.
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1 Introduction

Toda systems [43, 42] are well-known beautiful examples of finite-dimensional integrable models
having deep connections with many different areas of mathematics and physics such as rep-
resentation theory [6, 29], supersymmetric gauge theories [22, 21], quantum cohomology [20],
matrix models [19] and many others. Integrable Toda chains were introduced by M. Toda in
[45]. Since then they have become a prominent example of many-body integrable systems. In
[35, 37] generalizations of certain integrable models related to root systems were introduced.
In this paper, we will deal with open non-relativistic Toda systems for classical root systems
B,C, and D. Our main aim is to establish Ruijsenaars duality between Toda systems and the
so-called rational Goldfish models using the methods of Hamiltonian reduction. This duality
is a certain relationship between the classical integrable many-body systems, which connect
action variables of one of the systems with the coordinates of the dual one, and vice versa.
This duality was first introduced as the relation between models in the Calogero–Ruijsenaars
family, where it is very well understood, except for elliptic models [3].

However, the duality in the Toda case was not so well studied in the classical case beyond
the simplest type A case. It is well-known that the Toda family could be considered as a scaling
(Inozemtsev) limit of Calogero–Ruijsenaars systems [24]. On the one hand, we know that the
trigonometric Calogero–Moser–Sutherland model is dual to the rational Ruijsenaars system,
on the other hand, we know that open non-relativistic Toda chains could be obtained via the
Inozemtsev limit from the trigonometric Calogero–Moser–Sutherland model, while the rational
Goldfish model could be obtained as a strong coupling limit of a rational Ruijsenaars system.
It turns out that these limiting procedures are in agreement with Ruijsenaars duality in the
sense that starting from two dual systems and performing these limits we arrive at two dual
systems again.

trigonometric CMS models rational Ruijsenaars models

open Toda chains rational Goldfish models

p−q
duality

Inozemtsev
limit

strong coupling
limitp−q

duality

Let us note that there exists quite a vast number of interrelations between the dualities in
integrable systems and other areas [33, 17, 32].

Let us give a brief introduction to the Goldfish models introduced by Calogero [4]. These
systems appear as the strong coupling limit of Ruijsenaars systems, with a coupling parameter
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that tends either to 0 or ∞. For instance, the trigonometric Goldfish model corresponds to
t = 0 classical Ruijsenaars–Macdonald operators. In the same manner, the rational Goldfish
model considered here is a degeneration of the rational Ruijsenaars system. The rational and
trigonometric Goldfish systems are also connected with the probabilistic integrable systems
of TASEP type in the spirit of quantum-classical duality [23], and also appear as examples
of the integrable systems obtained via the induced dynamics approach [37]. Both rational
and trigonometric Goldfish models could also be derived from the dynamics of poles of the
Novikov–Veselov equation [46].

Let us note that there also exists a quantum version of Ruijsenaars duality [40], usually called
bispectrality, which states that for two quantum dual systems, there exists a joint family of
eigenfunctions, where the first system acts on the coordinate variables and the second system
acts on spectral variables. The eigenfunctions for (q)-Toda chains are called (q)-Whittaker
functions [27, 28, 29, 6], and the bispectrality property for Whittaker functions was extensively
studied in the literature [2, 44, 5].

In this paper, we further develop the ideas of L. Fehér and many of his collaborators,
who extensively studied the Ruijsenaars duality using the methods of symplectic reduction
[8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15]. In this paper, we focused on generalizing the results of [7] to the
case of classical root systems other than A. Our approach is quite straightforward and simple,
we start with the cotangent bundle to the classical complex simple Lie groups SO(2n,C),
SO(2n+1,C), Sp(2n,C) with the natural actions of unipotent and maximal compact subgroups
together with two families of invariant Poisson-commuting Hamiltonians on this cotangent
bundle. We then calculate the Hamiltonian reduction in two different ways to obtain two
Ruijsenaars dual systems, which result in B,C,D generalized open non-relativistic Toda chains
and rational Goldfish models.

2 Ruijsenaars duality in geometric setting

2.1 Ruijsenaars duality

Ruijsenaars duality, also well-known as p − q or action-angle duality, is a certain relationship
between two classical many-body integrable systems. We call two systems dual to each other in
the Ruijsenaars sense if there exists a (anti)symplectomorphism between the underlying phase
spaces which maps the coordinates of the first system to the action variables of the second and
vice versa. This duality was introduced by S. Ruijsenaars in his series of papers [38, 39, 41].

The first and simplest example of this duality is the self-duality of the rational Calogero–
Moser system, which was already present in the paper [26]. The next non-trivial example is the
duality between the trigonometric Calogero–Moser system and the rational Ruijsenaars model,
which could be lifted to self-duality for the trigonometric Ruijsenaars system, which reflects
on the classical level symmetry in the Macdonald theory. For an elementary and transparent
review of Ruijsenaars duality, we refer to a recent report [47].

The symplectic reduction procedure provides a powerful method for constructing Ruijse-
naars dual systems [31]. In a nutshell, we start with a big phase space with a group-theoretical
origin (usually cotangent bundles to Lie groups or their analogues), with a natural Hamilto-
nian action of a Lie group. On this big phase space, there exist two different sets of invariant
Poisson-commuting Hamiltonians. When calculating the reduction two different sections of the
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corresponding principal bundle could be used to describe the reduction explicitly. For one of
the sections the first family of the Hamiltonians become trivial consisting of coordinates of
the integrable system whose integrals are given by the second family of Hamiltonians, and the
same for the second section. Thus, we arrive at two, in principle different, integrable systems,
which are, however, connected via Ruijsenaars duality due to our knowledge of the reduction
procedure.

2.2 Reduction scheme

Let G be a simple matrix complex Lie group, B+, B− — its opposite Borel subgroups, N+, N−

the corresponding unipotent subgroups, and K its maximal compact subgroup. Denote by g

the Lie algebra of G, n+ and k — Lie algebras of N+ and K respectively. Let Tr : g × g → C

be the invariant bilinear form on Lie algebra g, this form is used to identify g∗ ≃ g. Let N−

be the opposite unipotent subgroup and n− – its Lie algebra, then using the invariant bilinear
form we can obtain the following identifications n∗− ≃ n+ and k∗ ≃ k.

Consider a cotangent bundle T ∗G with the canonical symplectic structure. This bundle
can be trivialized by left translations T ∗G ≃ G × g∗ = {(g,X) | g ∈ G, X ∈ g∗}. Then the
canonical one-form and the corresponding symplectic form are given by

α = Tr(Xg−1dg), ω = dα = Tr(dX ∧ g−1dg)− Tr(Xg−1dg ∧ g−1dg). (1)

The group G acts on itself by left and right actions. These actions can be lifted to Hamiltonian
actions of G on the cotangent bundle T ∗G

Lh : T
∗G → T ∗G, Lh(g,X) = (hg,X), (2)

Rh : T
∗G → T ∗G, Rh(g,X) = (gh−1, hXh−1).

The corresponding momentum maps are

µL : T
∗G → g∗, µL(g,X) = gXg−1, (3)

µR : T
∗G → g∗, µR(g,X) = −X.

We will consider the left action of the complex unipotent subgroup N+ and the right action
of the maximal compact subgroup K on G and T ∗G. These actions are Hamiltonian with the
momentum maps given by the projections on the corresponding Lie subalgebras

µN+ : T
∗G → n∗+ ≃ n−, µN+(g,X) = Prn−(gXg−1), (4)

µK : T ∗G → k∗ ≃ k, µK(g,X) = −Prk(X).

Now consider the action of N+ ×K

N+ ×K : T ∗G → T ∗G, (g,X) 7→ (ngk−1, kXk−1) (5)

it has the momentum map

µ : T ∗G → n− × k, µ(g,X) = (Prn−(gXg−1),−Prk(X)). (6)
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Let us choose the following value of the momentum map

λ =
(

λn− , λk

)

=
(

∑

α∈Π

e−α, 0
)

∈ n− × k, (7)

where Π is the set of simple roots of g. Such a choice of the value of the momentum map is
because the stabilizer of λ under the coadjoint action coincides with the whole group Stab(λ) =
N+ ×K. According to the Hamiltonian reduction procedure, the reduced space

Mλ = µ−1(λ)/(N+ ×K) (8)

is a symplectic manifold, because the group action is free and proper. The usual calculations
with dimensions show that

dimRMλ = dimT ∗G− 2 dimN+ − 2 dimK = 2dimG− 2 dimN+ − 2 dimK = 2 rk G.

Let us consider the following diagram

µ−1(λ) T ∗G

Mλ

π

i

(9)

where i is the inclusion map, and π is the projection map. According to the principles of
Hamiltonian reduction [31] the symplectic form ωred on the reduced space Mλ is uniquely
defined by the following relation

i∗ω = π∗ωred. (10)

If f, g are N+ ×K invariant functions on T ∗G they define functions f̃ , g̃ on the reduced phase
space Mλ

i∗f = π∗f̃ , i∗g = π∗g̃. (11)

The Poisson bracket {f, g}T ∗G of two invariant functions is also an invariant function, then it
also defines a function on Mλ such that

i∗{f, g}T ∗G = π∗{f̃ , g̃}Mλ
. (12)

This fact provides a powerful method of constructing the nontrivial Poisson-commuting func-
tions on the reduced space Mλ, starting from simple invariant Poisson-commuting functions
on the cotangent bundle T ∗G. If we take a sufficient number of such functions, we obtain a
classical integrable system after reduction.

2.3 Toda gauge and Moser gauge

In this paper, we will consider only classical complex simple Lie groups of type An, Bn, Cn, Dn

together with the complex reductive group GL(n,C) in their vector representations and we will
write X† for the Hermitian conjugate matrix of X . For an explicit description of classical root
systems and matrix representation of these Lie algebras, one can consult Appendix 1.
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In these matrix cases, there exist two natural sets of N+ ×K invariant Poisson-commuting
functions on the cotangent bundle T ∗G, namely,

Ik = Tr(Xk), (13)

Jk = mk(gg
†), (14)

wheremk(A) denotes the k×k-size minors of the matrix A, constructed from k bottom rows and
k right columns of the matrix A. These two families of invariant Poisson-commuting functions
provide two families of Poisson-commuting Hamiltonians after the reduction. The number of
independent Hamiltonians of either type is n = rk G, thus, they provide two integrable systems
on the reduced symplectic manifold. These integrable systems appear to be dual in the sense
of Ruijsenaars (action-angle, p− q) duality.

The first approach is to bring the matrix g to the diagonal form using Iwasawa decomposition
[25] for complex semisimple Lie group. Let θ : g → g be the Cartan involution, which acts as
θ : X 7→ −X†. Since θ2 = 1, it yields the eigenspace decomposition g = k ⊕ p, where k and
p correspond to eigenvalues +1 and −1 respectively. Let ia be a maximal abelian subalgebra
in k, then the Cartan subalgebra h of g is h = a ⊕ ia. Denote by A the connected Lie group
corresponding to the Lie algebra a. Then every g ∈ G can be uniquely represented in the form
g = nak, where n ∈ N+, a ∈ A, k ∈ K. Therefore, the joint action of N+ ×K accomplishes
the diagonalization of the matrix g

g = eq, q =
rkG
∑

i=1

qihi, qi ∈ R (15)

We will call this Toda gauge, following L. Feher’s notations [7]. Resolving the momentum map
equation, one can find the explicit form of the matrix X up to Cartan component p

X = p+
∑

α∈Π

e(α,q)(eα + e−α), p =
rkG
∑

i=1

pihi, pi ∈ R. (16)

In the Toda gauge the Hamiltonians (13) become non-trivial Poisson-commuting functions on
the reduced space Mλ, which provides us well-known Poisson-commuting Hamiltonians of the
Toda integrable system related to the corresponding Lie algebra

Hk =
1

k
Tr(Xk), (17)

in particular

H2 =
rkG
∑

i=1

p2i
2

+
∑

α∈Π

e2(α,q). (18)

The second approach is to diagonalize the matrix X using the coadjoint action of the
maximal compact subgroup K. Note that any X in the preimage µ−1(λ) has the zero projection
onto k due to the second momentum map equation (6), thus, the action of K brings X to the
diagonal form X =

∑rkG
i=1 q̂ihi, q̂i ∈ R. However, in this gauge, we have the residual N+ action,

which enables us to represent the matrix g uniquely as a matrix from the negative Borel B−
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subgroup, at least on the dense subset of G. We will call this the Moser gauge. Notice that for
X ∈ h and g ∈ B− the result of the adjoint action

Adg(X) = gXg−1 ∈ b− = h⊕ n−. (19)

Moreover, Prh(gXg−1) = X , which enables us to rewrite the first momentum map equation (6)
in the Moser gauge as

gXg−1 −X = λn−. (20)

Using this form of the momentum map equation we would be able to obtain a recursive formula
for the matrix elements of g. In this gauge the Hamiltonians (14) become non-trivial Poisson-
commuting functions on the reduced space Mλ, and form the Goldfish integrable system [4].
The direct computations in the Moser gauge will be done separately for each root system in
the following sections.

We would like to emphasize that in [7] another idea was used for calculations in the Moser
gauge, and we use a different approach to generalize it to the cases of other root systems.

2.4 Computations of minors

To write the explicit formulae for the Hamiltonians of the Goldfish model, we need to compute
the lower-right k × k minors of a matrix gg†, which is a product of a lower-triangular matrix
g and its Hermitian conjugate g†. The useful tool for this computation is the Cauchy–Binet
formula, which allows us to rewrite the determinant of a product of two rectangular matrices
into a sum over the minors of the multipliers.

Namely, let A be an k ×m matrix and B be an m × k matrix, then the determinant of a
product AB can be computed by the following formula

det(AB) =
∑

S∈([m]
k )

det(A[k],S) det(BS,[k]), (21)

where
(

[m]
k

)

is the set of all subsets of {1, . . . , m} of size k. A[k],S is a square k × k matrix
constructed from the columns of A, labeled by indices from S, and BS,[k] is an nk × k matrix
formed of the rows of B, labeled by indices from S.

Let us now compute the lower-right minors of gg† using this formula. Notice that these
minors can be rewritten as determinants of products of rectangular matrices

mk(gg
†) = det(gkg

†
k), (22)

where gk is a matrix formed of k lower rows of the matrix g. Thus, we can apply the Cauchy–
Binet formula, which is simplified in this case to the sum of the squares of modules of minors
of g

mk(gg
†) =

∑

S∈([k]n )

| det((gk)[k],S)|
2. (23)

One of our main tools for computing the minors, which are the parts of this sum, is based
on a technical result, suggested by Ruijsenaars [42]. Let x = {x1, . . . , xm}, b = {b1, . . . , bm}
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and M(b, x) be an m×m matrix of the form

Mij(b, x) =











bj ·
i
∏

k=j+1

1

xj − xk
, j ≤ i,

0, j > i.

(24)

Then the following result computes the minors of this matrix. Denote by Vi1,...,ik the k × k
minor composed of the columns i1 < i2 < . . . < ik and last k rows of matrix M(b, x), then

Vi1,...,ik =
k
∏

t,s=1
t<s

(xit − xis)
k
∏

r=1

m
∏

j=ir+1

1

xir − xj
·

k
∏

l=1

bil . (25)

Note that in this formula the product in the enumerator cancels out with the multipliers in the
denominator and we get the alternative formula

Vi1,...,ik =
k
∏

r=1

m
∏

j=ir+1
j /∈{i1,...,ik}

1

xir − xj

·
k
∏

l=1

bil . (26)

In the following sections, this approach will be used to compute all the Hamiltonians for the
Goldfish models associated with root systems A,B,C,D.

3 An−1 case

Remark that we work for convenience with G = GL(n,C) rather than SL(n,C). The only
difference in the result is that for SL(n,C) we work in the center of mass systems and we
always need to impose certain conditions on variables. Here we assume that G = GL(n,C),
maximal compact subgroup is K = U(n) — a group of unitary matrices and N+ — unipotent
group of upper-triangular matrices with units on the diagonal. In this case, we choose an
invariant bilinear form on gl(n,C) = Lie(GL(n,C)) to be the usual trace form. The preimage
of the momentum map is explicitly written in terms of the momentum map equations

Prn−(gXg−1)ij = δi−1,j, (27)

Prk(−X) = 0. (28)

Equation (28) tells us that matrix X is Hermitian. Now we solve the momentum map equations
in two different ways.

3.1 Toda gauge

To compute Hamiltonian reduction, we firstly diagonalize matrix g using actions of groups N+

and U(n) via the Iwasawa decomposition to bring g to diagonal form with positive entries
eq = e

∑n
i=1 qihi = diag(eq1, . . . , eqn), where qi are real. Then, the equation (27) reads as

eqi−qjXij = δi−1,j, i > j, (29)
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so the elements of the matrix X below the diagonal are uniquely determined by these equations.
The upper-diagonal part is recovered if we recall that X is Hermitian. Let us denote Xii = pi,
thus

Xij = δijpi + δi−1,je
qj−qi + δi+1,je

qi−qj , (30)

which is the Lax matrix for An−1 non-relativistic open Toda chain.
The symplectic form on the reduced phase space (1) is computed directly

ωred = dTr(Xe−qd(eq)) = dTr(Xdq) = Tr(dX ∧ dq) =
n

∑

i=1

dpi ∧ dqi. (31)

The Poisson-commuting Hamiltonians on the reduced space can be obtained from Poisson-
commuting invariant Hamiltonians

Hk =
1

k
TrXk. (32)

In particular, we have

H2 =
n

∑

i=1

p2i
2

+
n−1
∑

i=1

e2qi−2qi+1 , (33)

which is a Hamiltonian of open non-relativistic Toda chain. Let us note that the second family
of invariant Poisson-commuting Hamiltonians become trivial in this gauge

Jk = mk(gg
†) =

k
∏

i=1

e2qn+1−i . (34)

As a result, we have the reduced space Mλ = {(p, q) ∈ R2n} with the canonical symplectic
form ωred (31) and the integrable system on Mλ determined by Hamiltonians (32), which is
nothing but the usual open Toda chain.

3.2 Moser gauge

In this section, we study the Hamiltonian reduction from the other point of view. Note that
(28) tells us that matrix X is Hermitian, which means that we can always diagonalize matrix
X by a unitary matrix to bring it to form

X = q̂ = diag(q̂1, . . . , q̂n), (35)

where elements q̂i are real. The residual group action consists of N+×U(1)n, we will use N+ to
bring matrix g to lower triangular form via Gauss decomposition, at least on the dense subspace
of G and U(1)n action makes the diagonal elements of matrix g real.

Thus, we are left only with the first momentum map equation (27) which can be written
explicitly as

gq̂g−1 = λn− + q̂, (36)

which is equivalent to
gq̂ − λn−g − q̂g = 0. (37)
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Then, we have a recursive formula for the elements of g

(q̂j − q̂i)gij = gi−1,j, (38)

which expresses lower-diagonal elements of g via the diagonal ones gii = âi, which were chosen
to be real,

gij =
gi−1,j

q̂j − q̂i
= âj ·

i
∏

k=j+1

1

q̂j − q̂k
, j ≤ i. (39)

In this gauge, nontrivial Poisson-commuting Hamiltonians on the reduced space come from
invariant Poisson-commuting functions mk(gg

†) (14). To compute these minors explicitly we
use the Cauchy–Binet formula, which in this case states that

mk(gg
†) =

∑

i1<i2<...<ik

|Vi1,...,ik(q̂1, . . . , q̂n, â1, . . . , ân)|
2, (40)

which is computed thanks to (25)

Ĥk = mk(gg
†) =

∑

|I|=k

∏

l∈I

â2l
∏

i∈I,j /∈I
j>i

1

(q̂i − q̂j)2
, (41)

where the sum goes over ordered sets I = (i1, . . . , ik) of k elements. The symplectic form on
the reduced space is easily computed

ω̂red = Tr(dQ̂ ∧ g−1dg)− Tr(Q̂g−1dg ∧ g−1dg) =

n
∑

i=1

dq̂i ∧
dâi
âi

. (42)

To bring Hamiltonians (41) to a more recognizable form we change the variables

e2p̂i = â2i ·

n
∏

j=i+1

(q̂i − q̂j) ·

i−1
∏

k=1

1

q̂i − q̂k
. (43)

Thus, in new coordinates, the symplectic form (42) on reduced space is written as

ω̂red =

n
∑

i=1

dq̂i ∧ dp̂i (44)

with Hamiltonians (41) in new coordinates being

Ĥk =
∑

|I|=k

∏

i∈I
j /∈I

1

q̂i − q̂j

∏

l∈I

e2p̂l. (45)

For instance, the first Hamiltonian of the rational Goldfish model is

Ĥ1 =

n
∑

i=1

e2p̂i
n
∏

j=1
j 6=i

1

q̂i − q̂j
. (46)
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Let us also note that the Hamiltonians (45) can be obtained of as a strong coupling limit
of the rational Ruijsenaars–Schneider system. Recall that the rational Ruijsenaars–Schneider
Hamiltonians are

HRS
k =

∑

|I|=k

∏

i∈I
j /∈I

q̂i − q̂j + ν

q̂i − q̂j

∏

l∈I

e2p̂l.

Then we have the following relation between the Ruijsenaars–Schneider Hamiltonians and Gold-
fish Hamiltonians

lim
ν→∞

HRS
k

νk(n−k)
= Ĥk.

4 Cn case

We start with the Cn root system because technically it is the simplest one apart from the An

case. In this case we consider G = Sp(2n,C) — a complex symplectic group of matrices which
preserve the symplectic bilinear form Ω

G = Sp(2n,C) = {g ∈ GL(2n,C) | gΩgT = Ω}, Ω =

(

0 P
−P 0

)

, (47)

where P is the n × n matrix with elements Pij = δn+1−i,j. The corresponding Lie algebra
g = sp(2n) consists matrices of the form

g = {X ∈ gl(2n) | XΩ+ ΩX = 0}. (48)

Maximal compact subgroup K = Sp(2n,C) ∩ U(2n) and the subgroups N+ consists of upper-
triangular unipotent symplectic matrices of the form

(

A B
0 P (AT )−1P

)

, (49)

where A is a unipotent upper-triangular matrix n × n matrix, and B is an arbitrary n × n
matrix. Note that matrix (49) is also upper-triangular in the usual sense of 2n × 2n matrices
due to the appropriate choice of Ω. This property is useful for the computations in the Moser
gauge.

The momentum map equation related to the action of N+ has the same form as in type A,
but with the sum over the simple roots of Cn system. In this matrix representation it can be
written explicitly as

Prn−(gXg−1) = λn− =
∑

α∈Π

e−α =

(

I 0
I1 −I

)

, (50)

where I and I1 are matrices with the elements Iij = δi−1,j and (I1)ij = δi,1δj,n. For some details
about root systems and matrix representations of the corresponding algebras, one can refer to
Appendix 1.

Let us also note that k = Lie(K) consist of matrices

(

d c
−c† PdTP

)

, (51)
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where d and c are n × n matrices, such that d† = −d and PcTP = c. The momentum map
equation related to the action of K restricts X to lie in the orthogonal complement to the Lie
subalgebra k, then every X from the preimage of the momentum map has the form

Prk(X) = 0 ⇐⇒ X =

(

a b
b† −PaTP

)

, (52)

where a and b are n× n matrices satisfying a† = −a and b = PbTP respectively. Let us stress
that we can always diagonalize a matrix of the form (52) by the adjoint action of unitary-
symplectic group K.

Now, let us turn to the description of the Hamiltonian reduction for the symplectic group.

4.1 Toda gauge

Using the Iwasawa decomposition and the action of N+ × K we diagonalize the matrix g to
bring it to the form

g = eq = e
∑n

i=1 qihi =

(

eQ 0
0 Pe−QP

)

= diag(eq1, . . . , eqn, e−qn, . . . , e−q1), (53)

where qi are real. Since we know that matrix X is of the form (52) we can rewrite the first
momentum map equation (50) explicitly in terms of the matrix elements of a and b

eqi−qjaij = δi−1,j, i < j, (54)

e−qn+1−i−qjb†ij = δi,1δj,n, (55)

which enables us to find matrix X uniquely up to its diagonal elements. After the computations
we get that matrix X is exactly the Lax matrix of Cn non-relativistic open Toda chain

aij = δijpi + δi−1,je
qi−1−qi + δj−1,ie

qj−1−qj , bij = δj,1δi,ne
2qn, (56)

or, in Lie algebraic terms, X has the same form as in the case of An−1.

X =

n
∑

i=1

pihi +
∑

α∈Π

eα(q)(eα + e−α). (57)

The symplectic form on the reduced space is easily computed

ωred = Tr(dX ∧ g−1dg) = 2
n

∑

i=1

dpi ∧ dqi, (58)

with the first non-trivial Hamiltonian being

H2 =
1

4
Tr(X2) =

n
∑

i=1

p2i
2

+
n−1
∑

i=1

e2qi−2qi+1 +
1

2
e4qn. (59)

The higher Hamiltonians of Cn Toda chain are given by the traces of the even powers of X

Hk =
1

4k
Tr(X2k), 1 ≤ k ≤ n. (60)
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4.2 Moser gauge

Let us switch to the alternative description of the reduced space. Firstly, we note that due to
the momentum map equations, we can diagonalize the matrix X by conjugation of the group
K to bring it to the form

X = q̂ =
n

∑

i=1

q̂ihi =

(

Q̂ 0

0 −PQ̂P

)

= diag(q̂1, . . . , q̂n,−q̂n, . . . ,−q̂1) (61)

and we use the action of unipotent group N+ to bring matrix g to the Borel subgroup B−

g =

(

A 0
C P (AT )−1P

)

, (62)

where matrix A is lower-triangular. Then, the momentum map equation (50) can be solved
using the recurrent relations obtained in a similar fashion (37) as in the An case

(q̂j − q̂i)Aij = Ai−1,j , i < j (63)

(q̂n+1−i + q̂j)Cij − δi,1An,j + Ci−1,j = 0. (64)

These equations enable us to find matrices A and C from the diagonal part of the matrix A,
which is not fixed by the momentum map conditions. Note that we can always use the residual
diagonal symmetry to make diagonal elements of A real. We obtain

Aij = âj ·
i

∏

k=j+1

1

q̂j − q̂k
, (P (AT )−1P )ij = (−1)i−j ·

1

ân+1−j

·
i

∏

k=j+1

1

q̂n+1−k − q̂n+1−j

, (65)

Cij = (−1)i−1âj ·
n
∏

k=j+1

1

q̂j − q̂k
·

i
∏

m=1

1

q̂n+1−m + q̂j
. (66)

Invariant Poisson-commuting Hamiltonians are mk(gg
†) — principal right-lowest minors of size

k for 1 ≤ k ≤ n, which can be computed now using the Cauchy–Binet formula. We will
take the sum over all the minors of size k constructed from lowest k rows and s = 0, . . . , k
columns with indices I = {i1 < . . . < is} from 1, . . . , n set and (k − s) columns with indices
n+ J = {n+ j1 < . . . < n+ jk−s} from n + 1, . . . , 2n set

mk(gg
†) =

∑

I,J
|I|+|J |=k

|Vi1,...,is,n+j1,...,n+jk−s
|2 (67)

We will need only the lowest n rows of the matrix g to compute all these Cn Goldfish Hamil-
tonians. Note that these n lowest rows are the same as n lowest rows of the 2n×2n matrix of the
type M(b, x) (24), with parameters b = {(−1)nâ1, . . . , (−1)n−i+1âi, . . . ,−ân,−â−1

n , . . . ,−â−1
1 }

and x = {−q̂1, . . . ,−q̂n, q̂n, . . . , q̂1} then due to (25) we obtain for the module of this minor
|VIJ | = |Vi1,...,is,n+j1,...,n+jk−s

|

|VIJ | =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

s
∏

l=1

âil ·
k−s
∏

r=1

â−1
n+1−jr

s
∏

l=1

( n
∏

m=il+1
m/∈I

(q̂il − q̂m) ·
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂il + q̂n+1−p)
)

·
k−s
∏

r=1

n
∏

p=jr+1
p/∈J

(q̂n+1−jr − q̂n+1−p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(68)
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Now to compute the Hamiltonians we sum over all tuples I = (i1 < . . . < ik) and J = (j1 <
. . . < jm)

Ĥk =
∑

I,J
|I|+|J |=k

|VIJ |
2. (69)

To bring Hamiltonians (69) into the recognizable form we make a change of variables

â2i = e2p̂i ·
n
∏

j=i+1

(q̂i − q̂j) ·
n
∏

k=1

(q̂i + q̂k) ·
i−1
∏

l=1

1

q̂i − q̂l
. (70)

After simplifications, we obtain the Hamiltonians

Ĥk =
∑

I,J
|I|+|J |=k

s
∏

l=1

e2p̂il
n
∏

m=1
m/∈I

(q̂il − q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂il + q̂n+1−p)
×

×

k−s
∏

r=1

e−2p̂n+1−jr

n
∏

m=1
m/∈I

(q̂n+1−jr + q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂n+1−jr − q̂n+1−p)
. (71)

For example, the first Hamiltonian is

Ĥ1 =
n

∑

i=1

(e2p̂i + e−2p̂i)
1

2q̂i

n
∏

j=1
j 6=i

1

(q̂i − q̂j)(q̂i + q̂j)
. (72)

The symplectic form after reduction is canonical

ω̂red = 2

n
∑

i=1

dq̂i ∧ dp̂i. (73)

5 Bn case

In this case we consider a complex orthogonal group G = SO(2n + 1,C), which consists of
(2n+ 1)× (2n+ 1) matrices preserving the form

Ω =





0n,n 0n,1 P
01,n 1 01,n
P 0n,1 0n,n



 , (74)

where P is the same as in the (47). The maximal compact subgroup is K = SO(2n+ 1,C) ∩
U(2n + 1) and unipotent group N+ is formed by orthogonal matrices of the form





A C1 B
0 1 C2

0 0 P (AT )−1



 , (75)
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where A is an n× n unipotent upper-triangular matrix, and some constraints on A,B,C1 and
C2 comes from the orthogonality of this matrix. We choose an invariant bilinear form to be a
trace form.

The momentum map equations for N+ action are determined by the value of the momentum
map (27)

λ =





I 0 0
I1 0 0
0 I2 −I



 , (76)

where Ii,j = δi−1,j, (I1)i = δi,n and (I2)j = −δj,1. The momentum map equations for K action
restricts X to lie in the complement to k = Lie(K), i.e. be of the form

X =





a c b
c† 0 −cTP
b† −P c̄ −PaTP



 , (77)

where b = −PbTP and a† = a. Again, we can always diagonalize such a matrix using the
conjugation by K. Now we turn to the computation of the reduction.

5.1 Toda gauge

By the Iwasawa decomposition, we diagonalize the matrix g, bringing it to the form

g = diag(eQ, 1, P e−QP ), (78)

where qi are real numbers. Now we can explicitly solve the first momentum map equation.

aije
qi−qj = δi−1,j, i < j, bij = 0, c†ie

−qi = δi,n. (79)

This enables us to calculate the entries of matrix X up to its Cartan factor

aij = δijpi + δi−1,je
qi−1−qi + δj−1,ie

qj−1−qj , ci = δi,ne
qn, (80)

which gives us exactly the Lax matrix for type Bn non-relativistic open Toda chain. The
reduced symplectic form is

ωred = 2
n

∑

i=1

dpi ∧ dqi (81)

with the first non-trivial Hamiltonian being

H2 =
1

4
Tr(X2) =

n
∑

i=1

p2i
2

+
n−1
∑

i=1

e2qi−2qi+1 + e2qn . (82)

The higher Hamiltonians are as usual

H2k =
1

4k
Tr(X2k). (83)
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5.2 Moser gauge

Here we follow the same footpath as in the Cn case. By conjugating matrix X using maximal
compact subgroup K we bring it to the form

X = diag(Q̂, 0,−PQ̂P ) = diag(q̂1, . . . , q̂n, 0,−q̂n, . . . ,−q̂1). (84)

Then, using Gauss decomposition we bring matrix g to the lower-triangular form

g =





A 0 0
C1 1 0
C C2 P (AT )−1P



 . (85)

Now we can solve the momentum map equations to obtain the recurrence relations on matrix
elements of A,C, C1, C2, which could be expressed via the diagonal elements of matrixA denoted
as â1, . . . , ân

Aij = âj

i
∏

k=j+1

1

q̂j − q̂k
, (P (AT )−1P )ij = (−1)i−j 1

ân+1−j

i
∏

k=j+1

1

q̂n+1−k − q̂n+1−j
, (86)

(C1)j =
âj
q̂j

n
∏

k=j+1

1

q̂j − q̂k
, (C2)i = −

i
∏

k=1

(−1)

q̂n+1−k
, Cij = (−1)iâj

n
∏

k=j+1

1

q̂j − q̂k

i
∏

l=1

1

q̂j + q̂n+1−l
.

(87)

Invariant Poisson-commuting Hamiltonians are mk(gg
†) — principal right-lowest minors of

size k for 1 ≤ k ≤ n, which can be computed using Cauchy–Binet formula.
In this case, we have to compute minors of two different types, ones without the (n+ 1)-th

column, and the others with this exceptional column. The minors have again the form (26),
and are constructed in the same manner as in the Cn case.

Denote by VIJ = Vi1,...,is,n+1+j1,...,n+1+jk−s
the minor constructed from the columns labeled by

I = {i1 < . . . < is} from the set {1, . . . , n} and the columns labeled by n+1+J = {n+1+j1 <
. . . < n+ 1 + jk−s}. Applying formula (26), we get

|VIJ | =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

s
∏

l=1

âil
k−s
∏

r=1

â−1
n+1−jr

s
∏

l=1

(

q̂il
n
∏

m=il+1
m/∈I

(q̂il − q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂il + q̂n+1−p)
) k−s
∏

r=1

n
∏

p=jr+1
p/∈J

(q̂n+1−jr − q̂n+1−p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (88)

Denote by V̂IJ = Vi1,...,is,n+1,j1,...,jk−s−1
the minor constructed from the columns labeled by I =

{i1 < . . . < is} from the set {1, . . . , n}, the column (n + 1) and the columns labeled by
n+ 1 + J = {n+ 1 + j1 < . . . < n + 1 + jk−s−1}. This minor equals to

|V̂IJ | =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

s
∏

l=1

âil
k−s−1
∏

r=1

â−1
n+1−jr

n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

q̂p
k
∏

l=1

( n
∏

m=il+1
l /∈I

(q̂il − q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂il + q̂n+1−p)
) k−s−1

∏

r=1

n
∏

p=jr+1
p/∈J

(q̂n+1−jr − q̂n+1−p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (89)
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The Hamiltonians are constructed as the sum of squares of all minors of the same size

Ĥk =
∑

I,J
|I|+|J |=k

|VIJ |
2 +

∑

I,J
|I|+|J |=k−1

|V̂IJ |
2. (90)

Before writing the Hamiltonians explicitly we make a change of the variables from âi to momenta
p̂i

â2i = e2p̂i q̂i ·
n
∏

j=i+1

(q̂i − q̂j) ·
n
∏

k=1

(q̂i + q̂k) ·
i−1
∏

l=1

1

q̂i − q̂l
, (91)

which brings the Hamiltonians to the form

Ĥk =
∑

I,J
|I|+|J |=k

s
∏

l=1

e2p̂il/q̂il
n
∏

m=1
m/∈I

(q̂il − q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂il + q̂n+1−p)

k−s
∏

r=1

e−2p̂n+1−jr/q̂n+1−jr
n
∏

m=1
m/∈I

(q̂n+1−jr + q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂n+1−jr − q̂n+1−p)
+

+
∑

I,J
|I|+|J |=k−1

1
n
∏

m=1
m/∈I

q̂m
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

q̂n+1−p

s
∏

l=1

e2p̂il
n
∏

m=1
m/∈I

(q̂il − q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂il + q̂n+1−p)
×

×

k−s−1
∏

r=1

e−2p̂n+1−jr

n
∏

m=1
m/∈I

(q̂n+1−jr + q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂n+1−jr − q̂n+1−p)
(92)

For example, the first Hamiltonian is

H̃1 =

n
∑

i=1

(e2p̂i + e−2p̂i)
1

2q̂2i

n
∏

j=1
j 6=i

1

(q̂i − q̂j)(q̂i + q̂j)
+

n
∏

i=1

1

q̂2i
. (93)

The symplectic form on the reduced space in coordinates {p̂, q̂} is the canonical one

ω̃red = 2
n

∑

i=1

dq̂i ∧ dp̂i. (94)

6 Dn case

In this case we consider G = SO(2n,C) — a complex orthogonal group preserving symmetric
form

Ω =

(

0 P
P 0

)

, (95)

where Pij = δn+1−i,j as before. The maximal compact subgroup is K = SO(2n,C)∩U(2n) and
the subgroup N+ consists of orthogonal matrices of the form

(

A B
0 P (AT )−1P

)

, (96)

17



with the upper-triangular A. The invariant bilinear form is chosen to trace form.
The value of the momentum map for N+-action is chosen to be

λ =

(

I 0
I1 −I

)

, (97)

where Iij = δi−1,j and (I1)ij = δ2,iδj,n − δi,1δj,n−1. The momentum map for K-action restricts
X to be

X =

(

a b
b† −PaTP

)

, (98)

where a† = a and b = −PbTP .

6.1 Toda gauge

Let us diagonalize the matrix g by the Iwasawa decomposition to the form

g = diag(eQ, P e−QP ) = diag(eq1 , . . . , eqn, e−qn, . . . , e−q1), (99)

where qi are real numbers. The momentum map equations are written explicitly

eqi−qjaij = δi−1,j, i < j, (100)

e−qn+1−i−qjb†ij = δ2,iδj,n − δi,1δj,n−1, (101)

which gives us

aij = δijpi + δi−1,je
qi−1−qi + δj−1,ie

qj−1−qj , (102)

bij = eqn−1+qn(δ2,iδj,n − δi,1δj,n−1), (103)

which gives us the Lax matrix of Dn non-relativistic open Toda chain.
The symplectic form on the reduced space is computed in the same way as in the previous

sections

ωred = 2

n
∑

i=1

dpi ∧ dqi, (104)

The first nontrivial Hamiltonian of Dn Toda chain is

H2 =
1

4
Tr(X2) =

n
∑

i=1

p2i
2

+

n−1
∑

i=1

eqi−qi+1 + eqn−1+qn, (105)

and higher Hamiltonians in involution with this one are given by

H2k =
1

4k
Tr(X2k). (106)
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6.2 Moser gauge

Now we diagonalize matrix X by action of maximal compact subgroup bringing it to the form

X = diag(Q̂,−PQ̂P ) = diag(q̂1, . . . , q̂n,−q̂n, . . . ,−q̂1) (107)

and we use the action of upper-triangular unipotent matrices to bring g to the form

g =

(

A 0
C P (AT )−1P

)

, (108)

where matrix A is lower-triangular. The momentum map equation gives the recurrences

Aij(q̂j − q̂i) = Ai−1,j , Cij(q̂j + q̂n+1−i) = −Ci−1,j + δ2,iAn,j − δi,1An−1,j, (109)

which allows us to express g in terms of coordinates q̂j and diagonal elements of A, denoted by
âj

Aij = âj

i
∏

k=j+1

1

q̂j − q̂k
, (110)

C1j = −
An−1,j

q̂j + q̂n
, Cij = (−1)i−2 · 2q̂j · Anj

i
∏

k=1

1

q̂j + q̂n+1−k
. (111)

Notice that since An−1,n = 0, we have C1,n = 0, which makes this case significantly different from
the other cases. Because of this observation, we have two different situations when computing
the Hamiltonians mk(gg

†) for 1 ≤ k ≤ n. The first case is when k 6= n, in this case, the
computations follow from the Cn case with slight modifications. In this case, we get the following
expression for the minors VIJ = Vi1,...,is,j1,...,jk−s

constructed from columns I = (i1 < . . . < is)
from the set {1, . . . , n} and n+ J = (n+ j1, . . . , n+ jk−s) from the set {n+ 1, . . . , 2n}

|VIJ | =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

s
∏

l=1

2âil q̂il ·
k−s
∏

r=1

â−1
n+1−jr

s
∏

l=1

( n
∏

m=il+1
m/∈I

(q̂ir − q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂ir + q̂n+1−p)
) k−s
∏

r=1

n
∏

p=jr+1
p/∈J

(q̂n+1−jr − q̂n+1−p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (112)

for k < n. The largest minors VIJ = |Vi1,...,is,j1,...,jn−s
| can be computed directly using expansion

with respect to the first row, the computations are straightforward but quite tedious, thus we
state the answer

|VIJ | =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

s
∏

l=1

âil
n−s
∏

r=1

â−1
n+1−jr · 2

k−1
( s
∏

l=1

q̂il + (−1)s
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

q̂n+1−p

)

s
∏

l=1

( n
∏

m=il+1
m/∈I

(q̂ir − q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂ir + q̂n+1−p)
) n−s
∏

r=1

∏

p=jr+1
p/∈J

(q̂n+1−jr − q̂n+1−p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (113)
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If we sum up the squares of minors we obtain the explicit expressions for the Hamiltonians, but
before writing them down we again make an almost change of coordinates to momenta p̂i

a2i = e2p̂i ·

n
∏

j=i+1

(q̂i − q̂j) ·

n
∏

k=1
k 6=i

(q̂i + q̂k) ·

i−1
∏

l=1

1

q̂i − q̂l
, (114)

which brings the Hamiltonians to the form

Ĥk = 2k
∑

I,J
|I|+|J |=k

s
∏

l=1

e2p̂il q̂il
n
∏

m=1
m/∈I

(q̂il − q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂il + q̂n+1−p)
×

×
k−s
∏

r=1

e−2p̂n+1−jr q̂n+1−jr
n
∏

m=1
m/∈I

(q̂n+1−jr − q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂n+1−jr + q̂n+1−p)
(115)

for s < n. The last Hamiltonian is a more complicated one

Ĥn = 2n−2
∑

I,J
|I|+|J |=n

s
∏

l=1

e2p̂il
n
∏

m=1
m/∈I

(q̂il − q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂il + q̂n+1−p)
×

×
n−s
∏

r=1

e−2p̂n+1−jr

n
∏

m=1
m/∈I

(q̂n+1−jr − q̂m)
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

(q̂n+1−jr + q̂n+1−p)

(

s
∏

l=1

q̂il + (−1)k
n
∏

p=1
p/∈J

q̂n+1−p

)

. (116)

For example, the first nontrivial Hamiltonian of Dn Goldfish model is

Ĥ1 =

n
∑

i=1

(e2p̂i + e−2p̂i)

n
∑

j=1
j 6=i

1

(q̂i − q̂j)(q̂i + q̂j)
. (117)

The symplectic form on the reduced space is canonical

ω̂red = 2
n

∑

i=1

dq̂i ∧ dp̂i. (118)

7 Discussion

In this paper, we have considered the Hamiltonian reduction of cotangent bundles to classical
complex simple Lie groups of B,C,D type with respect to Hamiltonian actions of unipotent and
maximal compact subgroups. Taking two families of invariant Poisson-commuting functions of
the initial space we arrived at two Ruijsenaars dual integrable systems on the reduced space:
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the first systems are non-relativistic Toda chains related to B,C, and D root systems, and the
second one can be identified with B,C,D rational Goldfish models, which could be viewed as
a strong coupling limit of rational Ruijsenaars–Schneider models.

The first and obvious further question would be to interpret quantum Ruijsenaars duality
between quantum open non-relativistic Toda chains and quantum Goldfish models, which are
degenerations of (rational) Macdonald operators, as a relation coming from quantum Hamilto-
nian reduction. In this case, the duality must be a well-known bispectrality between Whittaker
functions, which are eigenfunctions for quantum Toda Hamiltonians, and eigenfunctions of
quantum rational Goldfish Hamiltonians.

The second open problem is to promote the classical Ruijsenaars duality to the case of
the relativistic open Toda chain, the quasi-Hamiltonian reduction [1] and Poisson reduction
descriptions [30] of the open relativistic Toda chain were obtained in [18, 16], but the dual
Goldfish system was not derived yet using the reduction procedure, let us not for some cases
the dual Goldfish system was already present in the original work of Ruijsenaars [42].

Another possibly interesting question is to consider the case of exceptional Lie groups for
which Toda systems are well-known for all root systems. Still, the dual systems in the excep-
tional case remain unknown to the best of our knowledge. The most complicated question is to
find the dual system for periodic Toda systems. The reduction picture for the periodic Toda
chain is well-known [34], but the dual system remains elusive, and it is known only for the
two-particle case [47], which involves the elliptic functions with dynamical modulus. Lastly, we
anticipate the existence of an interesting Ruijsenaars dual for full symmetric Toda chain.
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Appendix 1: Root systems and standard representations

of classical algebras

We denote R — root system, R+ — positive roots, Π — simple roots. Let e1, . . . , en be an
orthonormal basis in the n-dimensional Euclidean space. We denote by Eij the matrix with 1
in i-th row and j-th column and with zeroes elsewhere.

1. An−1 root system.

R = {ei − ej | 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ n}, (119)

R+ = {ei − ej | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n}, (120)

Π = {ei − ei+1 | 1 ≤ i < n}, (121)

The corresponding Lie algebra is sln — the Lie algebra of traceless n× n matrices. The
Cartan subalgebra is generated by n − 1 traceless diagonal matrices hi = Eii − Ei+1,i+1,
1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1.

One-dimensional root space corresponding to the root ei − ej is spanned by Eij .

2. Bn root system.

R = {ei − ej | 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ n} ∪ {±(ei + ej) | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n} ∪ {±ei | 1 ≤ i ≤ n}, (122)

R+ = {ei − ej | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n} ∪ {ei + ej | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n} ∪ {ei | 1 ≤ i ≤ n}, (123)

Π = {ei − ei+1 | 1 ≤ i < n} ∪ {en}. (124)

The corresponding Lie algebra is so2n+1 — the Lie algebra of (2n+1)× (2n+1) matrices
X , such that XΩ+ ΩXT = 0, where

Ω =

2n+1
∑

i=1

E2n+2−i,i. (125)

The Cartan subalgebra is generated by n matrices hi = Eii −E2n+1−i,2n+1−i.

One-dimensional root spaces are represented by

ei − ej : Eij − E2n+2−j,2n+2−i, (126)

ei + ej : Ei,2n+2−j − Ej,2n+2−i, (127)

−ei − ej : E2n+2−i,j − E2n+2−j,i, (128)

ei : Ei,n+1 + En+1,2n+2−i, (129)

−ei : En+1,i + E2n+2−i,n+1. (130)

3. Cn root system.

R = {ei − ej | 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ n} ∪ {±(ei + ej) | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n} ∪ {±2ei | 1 ≤ i ≤ n},

R+ = {ei − ej | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n} ∪ {ei + ej | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n} ∪ {2ei | 1 ≤ i ≤ n},

Π = {ei − ei+1|1 ≤ i < n} ∪ {2en}.
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The corresponding Lie algebra is sp2n — the Lie algebra of 2n×2n matrices X , such that
XΩ+ ΩXT = 0, where

Ω =

n
∑

i=1

(Ei,2n+1−i − E2n+1−i,i). (131)

The Cartan subalgebra is generated by n matrices hi = Eii −E2n+1−i,2n+1−i.

One-dimensional root spaces are represented by

ei − ej : Eij − E2n+1−j,2n+1−i, (132)

ei + ej : Ei,2n+1−j − Ej,2n+1−i, (133)

−ei − ej : E2n+1−i,j − E2n+1−j,i, (134)

2ei : Ei,2n+1−i, (135)

−2ei : E2n+1−i,i. (136)

4. Dn root system.

R = {ei − ej | 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ n} ∪ {±(ei + ej) | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n}, (137)

R+ = {ei − ej | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n} ∪ {ei + ej |≤ i < j ≤ n}, (138)

Π = {ei − ei+1 | 1 ≤ i < n} ∪ {en−1 + en}. (139)

The corresponding Lie algebra is so2n — the Lie algebra of 2n×2n matrices X , such that
XΩ+ ΩXT = 0, where

Ω =
2n
∑

i=1

Ei,2n+1−i. (140)

The Cartan subalgebra is generated by n matrices hi = Eii −E2n+1−i,2n+1−i.

One-dimensional root spaces are represented by

ei − ej : Eij − E2n+1−j,2n+1−i, (141)

ei + ej : Ei,2n+1−j − Ej,2n+1−i, (142)

−ei − ej : E2n+1−i,j − E2n+1−j,i. (143)

Appendix 2: Simple examples

G = GL(2,C)

In Toda gauge, the matrix g can be diagonalized via N+ ×K action to

g =

(

eq1 0
0 eq2

)

, (144)

where q1 and q2 are real. In this gauge, the off-diagonal part of the matrix X can be found
from the momentum map equations (6)–(7), whilst the diagonal part remains unconstrained

X =

(

p1 eq1−q2

eq1−q2 p2

)

. (145)
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The only nontrivial Hamiltonian is

H =
1

2
Tr(X2) =

p21 + p22
2

+ e2q1−2q2, (146)

and Tr(X) is just a total momentum p1 + p2.
In Moser gauge, the matrix X becomes diagonal under K action

X =

(

q̂1 0
0 q̂2

)

, (147)

while g can be transformed to the lower-diagonal matrix using remaining N+ action

g =

(

ep̂1 0
ep̂1

q̂1−q̂2
ep̂2

)

. (148)

The Hamiltonians of the Goldfish model are

Ĥ1 = m1(gg
†) =

e2p̂1

(q̂1 − q̂2)2
+ e2p̂2, Ĥ2 = m2(gg

†) = e2p̂1+2p̂2 (149)

to make the Hamiltonian more symmetric we can make a canonical change of coordinates

e2p̂1 7→ e2p̂1 · (q̂1 − q̂2), e2p̂2 7→ e2p̂2 ·
1

q̂2 − q̂1
, q̂1,2 7→ q̂1,2, (150)

which results in

Ĥ1 =
e2p̂1

q̂1 − q̂2
+

e2p̂2

q̂2 − q̂1
, Ĥ2 = e2p̂1+2p̂2. (151)

G = Sp(4,C)

In Toda gauge, the matrix g can be diagonalized via N+ ×K action to

g =









eq1 0 0 0
0 eq2 0 0
0 0 e−q2 0
0 0 0 e−q1









, (152)

where q1 and q2 are real. In this gauge, the matrix X is given by

X =









p1 eq1−q2 0 0
eq1−q2 p2 e2q2 0
0 e2q2 −p2 −eq1−q2

0 0 −eq1−q2 −p1









. (153)

The first nontrivial Hamiltonian of C2 Toda chain is

H =
1

4
Tr(X2) =

p21 + p22
2

+ e2q1−2q2 +
1

2
e4q2 . (154)
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In Moser gauge, the matrix X becomes diagonal under K action

X =









q̂1 0 0 0
0 q̂2 0 0
0 0 −q̂2 0
0 0 0 −q̂1









, (155)

while g can be transformed to the lower-diagonal matrix using the remaining N+ action

g =











ep̂1 0 0 0
ep̂1

q̂1−q̂2
ep̂2 0 0

ep̂1
(q̂21−q̂22)

ep̂2
2q̂2

e−p̂2 0

− ep̂1

2q̂1(q̂21−q̂22)
− ep̂2

2q̂2(q̂1+q̂2)
− e−p̂2

q̂1−q̂2
e−p̂1











. (156)

The first Hamiltonian of C2 Goldfish model is

Ĥ = m1(gg
†) =

e2p̂1

4q̂21(q̂
2
1 − q̂22)

2
+

e2p̂2

4q̂22(q̂1 + q̂2)2
+

e−2p̂2

(q̂1 − q̂2)2
+ e−2p̂1 , (157)

after the canonical transformation

e2p̂1 7→ e2p̂12q̂1(q̂
2
1 − q̂22), e2p̂2 7→ e2p̂2

2q̂2(q̂1 + q̂2)

q̂2 − q̂1
, q̂1,2 7→ q̂1,2 (158)

it has the form

Ĥ1 =
cosh 2p̂1

q̂1(q̂1 − q̂2)(q̂1 + q̂2)
+

cosh 2p̂2
q̂2(q̂2 − q̂1)(q̂2 + q̂1)

. (159)

The second Hamiltonian after the change of variables takes the form

Ĥ2 =
1

2
m2(gg

†) =
cosh(2p̂1 + 2p̂2)

4q̂1q̂2(q̂1 + q̂2)2
+

cosh(2p̂1 − 2p̂2)

4q̂1q̂2(q̂1 − q̂2)2
+

1

(q̂21 − q̂22)
2
. (160)
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