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COMPLEX AND RATIONAL HYPERGEOMETRIC
FUNCTIONS ON ROOT SYSTEMS

G. A. SARKISSIAN AND V. P. SPIRIDONOV

ABSTRACT. We consider some new limits for the elliptic hypergeometric integrals on root systems.
After the degeneration of elliptic beta integrals of type I and type II for root systems A,, and C,, to
the hyperbolic hypergeometric integrals, we apply the limit w; — —wsz for their quasiperiods (corre-
sponding to b — 1 in the two-dimensional conformal field theory) and obtain complex beta integrals
in the Mellin—Barnes representation admitting exact evaluation. Considering type I elliptic hyper-
geometric integrals of a higher order obeying nontrivial symmetry transformations, we derive their
descendants to the level of complex hypergeometric functions and prove the Derkachov—Manashov
conjectures for functions emerging in the theory of non-compact spin chains. We describe also
symmetry transformations for a type II complex hypergeometric function on the Cy-root system
related to the recently derived generalized complex Selberg integral. For some hyperbolic beta
integrals we consider a special limit wi — w2 (or b — 1) and obtain new hypergeometric identities

for sums of integrals of rational functions.
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Ordinary hypergeometric functions define classical special functions which have found very many

applications in theoretical and mathematical physics as well as in the pure mathematical problems

[1]. The theory of g-deformed hypergeometric functions was developing since the time of Euler,

but its applications in physics emerged only about forty years ago. It is through the mathematical

physics problems that relatively recently the third type of special functions of hypergeometric type,

depending on two basic parameters ¢ and p, has been discovered, see e.g. [37] for a survey. The most

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.05348v1

2 G. A. SARKISSIAN AND V. P. SPIRIDONOV

general form of these functions is described by the elliptic hypergeometric integrals [33] comprising
all previously known ordinary and ¢-hypergeometric functions as special limiting degenerations.
These integrals represent the functions which are transcendental over the field of elliptic functions.
They define meromorphic functions of parameters whose nonsingular small p expansions yield
infinite series with g-hypergeometric function coefficients. By now, the elliptic hypergeometric
integrals have found profound applications in the theory of integrable many-body systems [36], the
Yang-Baxter equation [8] and, most interestingly, in the quantum field theory [14]38].

Already in the 1960s, an extension of the Euler—Gauss 9F; hypergeometric function to the
field of complex numbers has been considered by Gelfand, Graev and Vilenkin [I8]. Recently
this function and the corresponding complex hypergeometric equation were rigorously investigated
from the functional analysis point of view in [23]. Although this complex hypergeometric function
and its higher order analogues together with their multivariable extensions have found prominent
applications in the two-dimensional conformal field theory [I5] and in the theory of noncompact spin
chains [5], until recently it was not clear where these functions lie in the general hierarchy of special
functions of hypergeometric type. This question was clarified in the series of works [6,[7,9]29,31],
where it was rigorously shown that the complex hypergeometric functions emerge in the Mellin—
Barnes type representation from the hyperbolic hypergeometric integrals which, in turn, appear in
a specific degeneration limit from the elliptic hypergeometric integrals [26] (formally such a limit
was considered earlier in [13]). Altogether this gives a unified picture of special functions of the
hypergeometric type.

In the present paper we would like to extend limiting considerations of [29]31] from the univariate
case to the multiple complex hypergeometric integrals on root systems. For that we consider elliptic
hypergeometric integrals of type I on root systems A,, and C,, both the beta integrals admitting
exact evaluations and higher order integrals obeying nontrivial symmetry transformations [37].
Then we pass to the hyperbolic level described by infinite contour integrals of combinations of the
Faddeev modular quantum dilogarithm [I6l[17] called also the hyperbolic gamma function [28]. At
the next step of degenerations, we go down to infinite bilateral sums of the Mellin—Barnes type
integrals representing complex hypergeometric functions in the spirit of Naimark’s consideration of
3j-symbols for the group SL(2,C) [24] and Ismagilov’s results on the 6j-symbols of the same group
[22] reexamined recently in [9]. In this way we prove the Derkachov—Manashov conjectures [4] on
complex analogues of the symmetry transformations of certain multiple Gustafson integrals [20,21].

An elliptic analogue of the exactly computable Selberg integral was introduced in [11112]. As
its special limiting form, a general complex hypergeometric analogue of the Selberg integral in
the Mellin—Barnes representation was recently constructed in [31]. Here we extend this result and
derive a complex hypergeometric analogue of the symmetry transformation for a type II elliptic
hypergeometric integral on the root system C), established by Rains in [27]. In the last section we
present exact relations for rational functions of hypergeometric type which arise from a different
type of degeneration limit for the hyperbolic hypergeometric integrals and extend the results of [30]
to the multivariable setting.
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Let us remind briefly some structural elements of the theory of complex hypergeometric functions.
Euler’s beta integral evaluation formula
1
/0 21 —2)’ e = %, Re(a),Re(5) > 0, (1.1)
where I'(x) is the Euler gamma function, is an important exact identity which has found numerous
applications in mathematics and theoretical physics, including computations of Feynman integrals.

Therefore its generalizations represent great research interest. A complex analogue of formula (L)

has been found by Gelfand, Graev and Vilenkin in [I8]
_ L dPw T(@r(B) T'l-d —p) _
_ a—1 _ B—1 — _ a+p—1
/c[w Al e e = F e T et gy 2 ’ (2)

where a, o’ € C are complex numbers such that o — o/ € Z and the following notation is used

[2]* := 292% = (=1)*"¥[-2]%, /(Cd2z = - d(Re z) d(Im z),

with Z being the complex conjugate of z. A drawback of this notation is that for integer « it looks
awkward, e.g. [2]! = 22" "N fora=1,a—a/ = N,ie. 1’ =1—-N. In (L2) and below it is assumed
that in the power exponents one has 1’ = 1.

Formula (L2)) becomes maximally close to the Euler’s beta integral evaluation in terms of the

gamma function over the field of complex numbers

[(a)
r = . 1.
We shall use also a slightly different notation, namely,
] ) P(n+ix)
._ +iz | —ntiz) _ 2
L(w,n) = D (45525 = D(1+ 252)
where z € C and n € Z. Reflection equations have the form
T(ae)) = (-)* “T(|o),  T(z,—n) = (—=1)"T(z,n), (1.4)
and
L(a|d\T(1—a|l —o) = (1),  D(z,n)D(—z —2i,n) = 1. (1.5)
Functional equations
L(a+1]|d/) =T(z —i,n+ 1) = al'(ald),
L(ald' +1) =T(z —i,n — 1) = —a/T(a|d)
are easily deduced from the definitions o = "Jgix, o = %J“x and the standard relation I'(x + 1) =

xI'(x).
The Stirling formula for the gamma function yields
Lla+z) .
Tb+2)
Consider the following product of two complex gamma functions:
I'(a+ 2)T(c—2)
L'b+z)I(d-2)’

(1+ O(‘i)), |z2| = 00, |arg(z) —m|>d>0.

2]

f(z) =T(x+Rn+N)I'(y—R,m—N)=
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where R € R,

n+ iz n—iz m 4 iy m — iy N +iR

b=1 =—>,d=1 = )

2 Ty T T Tyt 2

We would like to obtain the large modulus |z| asymptotics of f(z). Suppose that 0 < arg(z) < m,

a =

then for |z| — co we can write
I'(a+ 2)I'(1 — d+ z) sin[n(d — z)]
f(z) = =
I'(1 —c+ 2)I'(b+ z) sin[r(c — 2)]
_ |z|i(m+y)—2ei[arg(z)(n+m)+7r(N—m)} (1 + O(I |)) (1.6)

The asymptotics in the region —7 < arg(z) < 0 is obtained simply by the replacement arg(z) —
arg(z) — m. In the case arg(z) =0 (i.e. R=0, N > 0), we obtain for large N

) = I(a+ 51 —d+ §)sinfr(d—F)] <g>i<x+y>—2(_1)N_
Tl —c+ )0+ 5) sinfr(c — )] 2
and, evidently, for arg(z) = 7 (i.e. z=—N/2, N > 0) we have

N i(z+y)—2 n
F(=H=(3) " ¥ ra+oG).
Using reflection properties (L), one can rewrite identity (L.2]) as
dw T .
/ w2 0 T = T g,
C

T [2’1 — 22]7

7

vZ

"(1+0(x)),

['(ajla}), (1.7)

||::];r

where a+ 8+~ = o’+ ' ++' = 1. The integral converges for Re(a+«/), Re(ﬂ—i—ﬁ ), Re(v++') > 0.
Linear fractional transformations of the variables w, z1, z2 bring formula (L7)) to the following star-

triangle relation form

d*w T(a,5,7)
a—1 B—1 v—1 _ )
Z] — W 22 — W 23 — W = . 1.8
J R R R e P it e (18)
A multidimensional analogue of this formula — a complex Selberg integral, was considered by

Dotsenko and Fateev in the context of two-dimensional conformal field theory [I5] and by Aomoto
2.

In [5], it was shown that relation (IL8]) can be mapped to the following infinite bilateral sum of
contour integrals (see below the Appendix for details)

3

Z/ HI‘ (bj +y,nj +n)L'(aj —y,n —m;)dy = H L'(b; + ax,n; +my), (1.9)

nEZ J,k=1
where Im(b;), Im(a]) < 0 and the following balancing condition holds true
3 3
> (bj+a;)=-2 > (nj+m;)=0. (1.10)
j=1 j=1
A special case of this relation was formally obtained in [3]. The integrand in (I.9]) has poles at the

following points of the integration variable

y? = —bj +iln+nyl +2Z>0),  yp" = a; —i(In — ny| + 2Zx0),
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and the contour of integration should separate these sequences of poles going upwards and down-
wards from the real line. For completeness we mention that these are true poles remaining after
partial cancellation of zeros and poles of gamma functions forming the integrand, so that there
remains only the following set of integrand zeros

ygow" = —bj -+ 1(n -+ n; — 2 — 2220), ygp =a; — 1(n —n; — 2 — 2ZZO)‘

Asymptotic formulas given above for the products of complex gamma functions show that the sum
of integrals (I.9)) converges, since for z = (n +iy)/2 — oo asymptotics of the integrand modulus is
proportional to

|2 Z5=aliita)=2) — =4 o) s o,

Identity (I.9) can be considered as a Mellin—Barnes form of the star-triangle relation (LS]),
though the character of counting independent free variables is different. In (L8] one has two free
complex variables (say, z; and zy, since z3 can be removed by shifting the integration variable, z;
and z2), and two pairs of continuous and discrete variables entering o and . In (I.9)) one can shift
the integration and summation variables by arbitrary constants with an appropriate change of the
integration contour, which shows that one has actually only four independent pairs of the discrete
and continuous variables.

In the following we consider multidimensional analogues of the exact formula (L9) (as well as
of a more general univariate relation derived in [4/29]) which can be considered as Mellin—Barnes
forms of the multiple complex hypergeometric integrals. Also, we investigate more complicated
higher order complex hypergeometric functions obeying nontrivial symmetry transformations.

2. Type I C,, COMPLEX BETA INTEGRAL

The univariate elliptic beta integral has been discovered in [33]. Its type I extension to root
system C,, was introduced by van Diejen and Spiridonov [12]. Different complete proofs of its
evaluation formula were given by Rains in [27] and by the second author in [35]. Therefore it can be
called as the van Diejen-Spiridonov-Rains C,-integral of type L. It has the following structure. Take
the integration variables z; € C*, j = 1,...,n, and parameters ti,...,to,4+4,p,q € C*, satisfying

2n+4

restrictions |pl, [ql, [t;| < 1 and [T;Z7"¢; = pg. Then one has the followmg exact integration formula

/ 1 ﬁ IT27" Dltezp,q) dey
Tn

:I:l +1 +2. ]
1<j<k<n ] Zk 7p7Q) j=1 P(Z] 7p7Q) zj
= H [(tets;p,q), (2.1)
1<0<s<2n+4

where T is the unit circle of positive orientation,

o0
c_ Pp)i(69) k
— Mh1/c0l\%r4/c0 t: =TT -+
and © L lpitlghtl
P(zpq) = ] T

J,k=0
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is the elliptic gamma function with the standard convention

D(t=""p,q) :=L(tz;p, )T (227" p, ),
Dtz 2, q) = Ttz52p, @)L (8252, 0, )T (827 2 p, T (225 2 159, ).

The following asymptotic relation for the elliptic gamma function holds true [28] (see also [13])

2u—wi] —wo

F(e_2m“; e 2muw , g 2muw2 ) _,:0+ e_WW’y@) (u; wi,ws), (2.2)
v

where v (u; w1, ws) is the Faddeev modular quantum dilogarithm [I6]17] called also the hyperbolic
gamma function [28]

—%Bzyg(u;w)

YD (w;w) = v (w1, w2) = v(u;w), (2.3)

with the multiple Bernoulli polynomial of the second order

1 witwe, witwd
B N = — —_
22(u5w) = <(u 5 ) 12

and

(@57 @)oo eur dx
Y(uw) = ——=—"—"— =exp | — . — . (2.4)

(e27r1W2 1 Q) oo +i0 (1 —er®)(1 —ew2t)
For Im(wy/wy) > 0, one has the parametrization
@1 _omi¥2
q= e2mu12 , q=c¢e 2mwl . (2.5)
This q is different from ¢ figuring in the definition of elliptic hypergeometric integral (2.I). For
|q| < 1 the infinite product representation defines 4(?)(u;w) as a meromorphic function of u € C.
For |q| = 1 one should use the integral representation converging in a restricted domain of u (say,
for wy,ws > 0 one should have 0 < Re(u) < wy + wy). Note also that though the parametrization
of q (Z3)) is not symmetric in w; and wsy, the resulting function (2.3) obeys this symmetry.
As shown by Rains in [20], the limit (2.2]) is uniform on compacta with exponentially small

corrections. Therefore applying the following parametrization of variables

tg — e—27rvgg’ zj — e—27rvu3-’ p= e—27rvw1’ qg= e—27rvw2’ v>0

(which assumes that Re(w;), Re(w2) > 0), one can establish rigorously the asymptotic limit v — 07
for all known elliptic hypergeometric integrals. In particular, from (2I]) one obtains in this way
the following identity

2 1 H H?n# Y (ge £ ujiw)  duy
u;j€iR 1<J<k< 7@ (Fuy £ upsw @) (+2u;;w) 2i\/wiwy
= I (g +gsw) (2.6)

1<t<s<2n+4
where the following balancing condition holds true

2n+4

Ya=0Q  Qi=wi+w (2.7)



COMPLEX AND RATIONAL HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTIONS 7

Here we use the compact notation v (g 4+ u;w) := v (g + u;w)y? (g — u;w). The contour of
integration in (2.6]) can be chosen as the imaginary axis under the conditions Re(g;) > 0 that stem
from the requirement |ty| < 1 at the elliptic level. For further considerations it is convenient to
assume that wiwy € Ry, which can always be realized using the homogeneity 7(2)()\u; Aw, Aws) =
’y(z) (u;wi,ws) for A # 0. In the conformal field theory the canonical normalization is wjwy = 1.

Since the poles of 2 (u;w) are located at u, € {—nw; — mwa}, n,m € Z>q, the poles of the
integrand in (2.0)) are

pdes € {9 + w10+ waZso} U{—gr — w1Z>p — wal>o}, £=1,...,2n+4.
The contours of integration in (2.6]) should separate these two sets of points and, therefore, they
differ from the imaginary axis, if the conditions Re(gy) > 0 are violated.
The function (24 plays an important role in the analysis of 2d quantum Liouville theory. In
w1 ; 27ib?

the corresponding literature one denotes b := o le. q=e and q = 6_2““’72, so that the

central charge c of the theory is parametrized as ¢ = 1+ 6(b + b=1)? [15].

In [29], the simultaneous limit ¢ — 1 and @ — 1 (when b — i, or ¢ — 1) was rigorously
investigated and corresponding degeneration of some particular hyperbolic integrals was considered.
Take small § > 0 and set b =i+ d. Then for § — 0T the following asymptotic limit holds true

v (i/wrwa(n + 6); wi,wa)  ~ s’ (4mé) =10 (x, n), \/E =i+, (2.8)
6—0t w92
where n € Z, z € C, and I'(x,n) is the complex gamma function (I3)). This limit is uniform
on compacta with exponentially small corrections. Therefore all degenerations of the hyperbolic
integrals considered below rigorously prove the resulting limiting relations.
Now we apply this limit to the multiple beta integral (Z8]), which was done earlier in the uni-

poles
J
iy/wiwa Ny with N, integers or half-integers, then for small ¢ infinitely many poles start to pinch

variate setting in [30]. The structure of poles u”; shows that if parameters g, approach the values
the integration contours at the points u; = i\/wiwa N, N € Z+v,v = 0 or %, respectively. As
demonstrated in [30], for a function A(u) formed from the v (g 4+ u;w)-functions with different
parameters g, the asymptotics of its integral over the imaginary axis in such a regime has the form

/_ A=~ EZZ; /_ [hm SA (@@ (m + 26)) | de, (2.9)

provided on the right-hand side one has a well defined asymptotic limit. The symbol ~ in (2.9)
means that the ratio of the left- and right-hand side expressions goes to 1 for § — 0*. For
uniformness of the limit there should emerge a power of § multiplied by a converging infinite
bilateral sum of Mellin—Barnes type integrals. For multiple integrals, one has the asymptotic
relation (Z9) for each integration variable.

Now we set , /2L =i+ ¢ in (2.0), parametrize the integration variables as

1
Uj = i\/wlwg(mj + 5:Ej), T € C, m; € Z+v, v=0, 3 (2.10)
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the constants gy as
. 1
gr = iWwiwa(Ng + dag), apeC, NyeZ+v, v=0, 2 (2.11)
and take the limit § — 0%. Then the balancing condition 227;{4 gr = w1 + wo splits into two
separate constraints on aj and Ny:
2n+4 2n+4

> ap = -2, > Ne=0. (2.12)
k=1 k=1

Since we took wlwz > 0, the conditions Re(gy;) > 0 pass to the constraints Im(ays) < 0. The discrete
parameter v = 0, 3 5 emerged from the demand for the combinations m; 4= N}, to take integer values,

as required in (m)
We recall that the function v (y;w;,ws) has the following asymptotics:

— 1% B2 (y,w1,w2)
)

limy_,ooy(z) (y;wi,wa) =e€ for arg wy < arg y < arg wy + 7,

2 Ba 2 (yw1,w2)
)

limy_,oo7(2) (y;wi,wa) =e for arg w; — 7 < arg y < arg wo. (2.13)

It follows that the integrand of the original hyperbolic integral for x; — 400 has the asymptotics

e 2= 1%l For § — 0F the integral diverges and our goal is to estimate the rate of this

divergence.
Inserting parametrizations (2.10) and 2.11)) in (2.6]), and using formula (2.8]), we find the limiting

relations
2n+4 (_1)2un 2n+4

IT 72 (ge £ ujiw) — (4m6)intD) [T T(ar &5, Nems),
=1

D2
II @ +gsw) — L)

Il Tlar+as, N+ N,

43
1<0<s<2n+4 (4mg)n(2n+3) 1<0<s<2n+4
H 92n(n—1) 1
7 :I:u + ug;w) — — ,
1<} <h<n ’ (4m0)2n = T < cpn () £ 28)? + (my )]

(~)* T(my+iz;)  D(=my —iz;) _ (476)2

@ (£2u;w) — = :
7 (2 w) (4762 T'(1 4+ mj —iz;) T'(1 — m; +ix;) :173 + m?

(2.14)

Collecting all the multipliers and cancelling (—1)2™ (476)~™?*+3) — the common diverging factor
on both sides of the equality (2.6]), we obtain our key complex beta integral:

n
g 2 [ (om0 + g e} [[ 4 ) (25)
“myez4y Y TIER 1<]<k<n i=1
n 2n+4
X H H I‘(ag + L, Ng + mj)dznj = (_1)(n—1)(n—2)u H F(aé + as,Né + Ns)a
j=1 t=1 1<0<s<2n+4

where Z?"# ap = —2i, Z2n+4 Ny, =0, and
T(x1 £ x9,n1 £ n9) :=T(x1 + z2,n1 + n2)T (21 — 22,01 — N2).

Here we have the variables Ny,m; € Z + v, v = =0, 3, so that Ny & mj; and Ny + N take integer
values. This formula was first obtained by a different method in [4] (see formula (3.7) there).
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Let us check that the infinite bilateral sums of integrals (2.I5]) converge. According to (L6I),
when z; = %(m] +1ix;) — oo, j fixed, the modulus of the integrand behaves as

‘Z ‘22n+4(21al 2)+4(n—1)+2 _ ’Zj’_6
due to the balancing condition. If simultaneously several zj;-variables go to infinity, then the
integrand vanishes even faster, since moduli of the cross-terms (z; £ zx)? + (m; £ my)? grow slower
than ]zjsz. This guarantees convergence of the sum of integrals.

For any m; true poles of the integrand in (2Z.I5]) are located at the points

P) € {ilm; + Ni| — ay, + 2Zs0, } U {—i|m; — Ni| + a — 21Z0}. (2.16)

The contours of integration over x; in (Z.I5) should separate these sets of poles. The real axes are
valid for Im(ay) < 0 (the conditions following from the demand Re(g;/\/wiwz) > 0 and 6 — 07).
As to the cases a; € R, a; # —ay, we can perform analytical continuation by deforming the contour
of integration slightly below and above the real axis at the appropriate points in such a way that
for Im(ay) = 0 no poles emerge on the integration contour, and the formula remains true.

Formula (215 represents a complex analogue of the Gustafson C),-integral evaluation formula
described in Theorem 5.3 of [20]. However, it has a substantially more symmetric form due to the
balancing condition symmetric in all parameters, which was not possible to realize in Gustafson’s
case. Note that the original elliptic hypergeometric integral (2.I]) can be reduced to the Gustafson’s
one by taking two different limits. In the first case, one should express to,14 in terms of other
parameters with the help of the balancing condition, apply the elliptic gamma function reflection
formula to remove p-dependence in the arguments, and take the p — 0 limit with all remaining free
parameters ¢; being fixed. After that, one should take the limit ¢ — 1 in the arising trigonometric
g-hypergeometric integral with ¢; = ¢% for fixed a;, which ends up in the relation of interest. In
the second case, one goes first from the elliptic to hyperbolic level as described above. Then it is
necessary to take the limit b — 0 (when q — 1 and @ — 0) after expressing one of the parameters
in terms of others with the help of the balancing condition and applying the reflection formula for
the y(®)-function. The latter possibility was described in [26] or in our recent paper [31].

3. TyPE I A,, COMPLEX BETA INTEGRAL

A type I multiple elliptic beta integral on the root system A,, was suggested by the second author
in [34]. Different complete proofs of its evaluation formula were given by Rains [27] and Spiridonov
n [35]. Therefore it can be called the Rains-Spiridonov A,-integral of type I. To describe it, we
take parameters p,q,ts,sp € C*, £ = 1,...,n + 2, satisfying the constraints |p|, |q|, |tm], |sm| < 1
and ST = pq, where S = HZL+12 sp, T = H"+2 . Then,

i

n+1n-+2 n

H HF Sng,th 7p7 q) dZZ

1
1<j<k<n+l INCIEm ' 25 ki p.q i iraten

n+2 n+2

= [IT(Ss; . Tt 5p.9) T] Tlsetsip a), (3.1)
/=1 l,s=1



10 G. A. SARKISSIAN AND V. P. SPIRIDONOV

where 2129 - 2,41 = 1 and

4 0ip)s(a;9)5

T Qr)n(n + D)

Under the taken restrictions on the parameters the integral kernel in (3I]) has double sequences of
poles in each integration variable z; = tipq®, j=1,...,n,and 21 - -- 2, = sp°q®, a,b € Z>¢, which
accumulate near zero. Since for a fixed z; other integration variables 2, k # j, lie on the unit circle,
these poles lie inside T. In a similar way, other sequences of poles z; = tzlp_“q_b, j=1,...,n,
and z1 -z, = se_lp_“q_b, lie outside T and go to infinity as a,b — oo.

Similarly to the previous case, reduction to the hyperbolic level yields the identity

1 T2 T2 AP g0 + wj, fo— ujsw) H du;
4+ D! Juer Thejorenta Y@ (£ (uj — ug);w) et i/wiwy
n+2 n+2
= H’Y (G =90, F = fow) [T v g + fs50), (3.2)
ls=1

where Re(w12), Re(gr), Re(fe) > 0, E;H'll uj =0,G = E gg and F = Z"+2 fowith G+ F =
w1 + wa. Integrations over u; go along the imaginary axes Whlch separate poles going to infinity
to the right, u; = f; + w1Z>0 + waZ>o and Y ,_jup = gr + w1Z>o + wel>p, from the poles
uj = —gp —w1L>0 — w20, Y pq Uk = —fo —w1Z>0 — waZ>p, going to infinity to the left.

For the transition to the level of complex hypergeometric functions along the lines indicated in

the previous section, we parametrize the integration variables as

1

uj = iywiwe(m; +0z;), x;€C, m; € Z+v, 1/:0,5, (3.3)
and the constants gy, f; as
ge = iywiwa(Ng + dag),  fo=iy/wiwa(M + dby), (3.4)

where ag,by € C and Ny,My € Z+v, v =0, 1 5, and take the limit § — 0". Then the parameters
ag, by, Ny, My satisfy the constraints Im(ay), Im(by) < 0 (stemming from the original restrictions on

ge and f;) as well as the balancing conditions

n+2 n+2
A+B=-2, A=Y a, B=) b, (3.5)
=1 =1
and
n+2 n+2
N+M=0, N=Y N, M=> M, (3.6)
= /=1

following from the original constraint G + F = wy + ws.
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Inserting expressions [B3)) and (34) in (B2)), and recalling the asymptotics (28], we find the
limiting relations

ﬁ T_r[? (2)( ; ) emi(n+1)(5 ST (NF+ME)+(n+2)v?)
YGe Uy, Jo — ujiw) — 1)z
j=1 =1 (47 )2ntD)
n+1n+2
X H H F(ag + ﬂjj,Ng + mj)r(bg — Zj, My, — mj),
j=1 =1
2n(n+1) A7s —n(n+1)
I P& uw)sw) — ( )2 3
\<jShEns [hi<jcrcnia((@i — a)? + (my —mp)?|
n+2 n+2 iZ(2N?(n—1)+(n+3) S0 2(NZ+M2))
@) (q_ g (2) ) ez
};{7 (G gﬁaF ffvw)él;ll/y (gf"i'f&w) - (47T5)n2+2n+2
n+2 n+2
x [ T(A = ae, N = n)T(B —be, M — My) J] Tlac+ bs, Ne + My).
(=1 l,s=1

Collecting all the multipliers and cancelling the common diverging factor on both sides of the
equality ([B3.2)), we obtain in the limit § — 0T the type I complex beta integral for the root system
Ay,

n+1n+2

(2"+37r)i(n 1) 2 /x [T IIT(ac+ ) Ne+mj)T(be — j, My — my)

mjeZtv ’ TIER j=1 1=

< JT [y —ar)?+ (my —my)?] [[ day = emrm D@2
7=1

1<j<k<n+1
n+2 n+2

x []T(A—an, N = N)T(B — b, M — My) [] T(ag + bs, Ne + M), (3.7)
/=1 l,s=1

where Z;L;rll T; = Z;L;rll m; = 0. For even dimensional integrals this relation holds true only for
v = 0. However, for odd n both values v = 0 and v = 1/2 are admissible. This new complex
hypergeometric beta integral evaluation formula was announced in [32].

The integrations in ([B.7) go along the real axes which separate the poles x; = by —i(|m; — M| +
2Z>0), J =1,...,n,and > 7 xx = ap —i(| Do p_; mk — Ni| + 2Z>0) going to infinity downwards
the real line from the poles z; = —as + i(jm; + Ny| +2Z>¢), j = 1,...,n, and > p_  xp = —by +
i(| > p—y mu + My| 4+ 2Z>0) going to infinity upwards.

The asymptotic behavior of the integrand modulus in [B.1) for z; = %(m] +iz;) 00,5 <n
fixed, can be found using (L6)). Since zp,11 = — 2?21 zj we have contributions of two kinds, from
the terms containing only z; and terms containing z,,1:

- |Zj|Z?if(i(az+bz)—2)+2(n—1) =™ and « |Zn+1|Z?if(i(az+bz)—2)+2n — lzna| 2,

where we used the balancing condition ([3.5]). So, for large values of all |z, | the integrand behaves as
least as [[,_; |2x| 7% in integration variables and the infinite sums of integrals of interest converge.
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Formula (3.7 represents a complex analogue of the Gustafson A,-integral evaluation described
in Theorem 5.1 of [20], although it has substantially more symmetric form due to the balancing
condition symmetric in all parameters, which was not possible to have in Gustafson’s case. In the
same way as in the Cj,-integrals case, Gustafson’s A,-integral evaluation formula can be obtained
in two different limits from the original elliptic hypergeometric integral which we shall not describe

here, since the difference carries only a technical character.

4. TyPE Il INTEGRALS ON THE ROOT SYSTEM A,

Recently, in [31] we derived a generalized complex Selberg integral in the Mellin—Barnes form.
It was obtained in a chain of reductions of the type II elliptic beta integral on the root system C,,
evaluated by van Diejen and Spiridonov [12] as a consequence of relation (2.1]). Explicitly, it has
the following form

Z / D(y £ uj & ug,r £ m; £ my)
(8m)n! . )
)l mj€Ztp” WiER 1<g<k<n P(Eu; + up, my £ my)
n
H[ L(v, £ uj,me £ my) (u + mj )du] (4.1)
o0 17 T
= (-1 =) Hﬁ I TG-Dv+re+7s G = Dr+re+r),
j=1 T <ids<e
where r € Z, mj,ry € Z+p, p = =0, 3, and the continuous variables 7,7, € C satisfy the balancing
condition
6 6
2n =2y +> e =-2, 2n—-2r+) r,=0. (4.2)
=1 =

Here we use the compact notation

IF'ytaxbr+tm+n):=T(y+a+br+m+n)T(y+a—br+m-—n)
xT(y—a+br—m+n)(y—a—br—m-—n).

Similar to the previous cases, large |zj| = 3|m; +iu;| behavior of the integrand modulus in (@) is

o | 25|40 (n= D200 m—12+2 = |z;|7% and the integrals, as well as their infinite sums converge.

In this section we discuss the type II elliptic beta integrals on the root system A, that were
constructed in [34]. As shown in [38] these integrals represent a generalization of the elliptic Selberg
integral introduced in [IT,I2]. Since these integrals do not appear anywhere else than in [34] and
some surveys [37,[38], they can be called Spiridonov’s type II integrals on the root system A,.

Let us describe these integrals explicitly and perform their reduction to the level of com-
plex hypergeometric functions (such a reduction for the elliptic Selberg integral was performed
n [31]). We take 10 parameters p,q, t,s, t;, s;, j = 1,2,3, such that |pl,|q|,[t;],s;] < 1 and
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(ts)n—! Hizl trsk = pq (the balancing condition). Then the A,-integrals of interest have the form

[(tzizi, sz 127 p, g
I,(t,s;p,q) —K}/ H (ZJ_,Z_lj”)

1 )
1<i<j<n+1 (lej %4 Z]vpa(J)

n+l 3

X H H I'(tyz;, SkZj Lpq) H dz]7 (4.3)

j=1k=1 —3

where [["! z; = 1. These integrals can be computed explicitly. For odd n one has
Jj=1~J

n+1 n+1

ntl n—1 n—1
L(t,sipa) =Tt 572 ;pq) [ T2 tite,s™2 siswip,q) (4.4)
1<i<k<3

(n+1)/2 3 (n—1)/2

X H HF tsz ltsk,p, H '((ts)! 0. q H F(tj_lsjt,-tk,tjsj_lsisk;p,q),
=1 ik=1 1§z’<k§3

and for even n one has

3

Lo(t,s;p,q) = [ [T (28, s7 5550, )T (12 Hatats, 52 s15953;p, q) (4.5)
i=1

n/2 3

< [IT(@s)ip.a) T T(@ts) tiskspoq) J[ TE'stite, 757 sisiip, ).
j=1 ik=1 1<i<k<3

The hyperbolic reduction of integrals (4.3]), performed completely similarly to the previous cases,

has the following form

1 ) +u; +ug, f—u; —ujw
Hn(g,i;wlyw): / v (g J f ) )

(Tl + 1)' SEIR I<i<i<ntl 7(2) (ul - Uj, Uj — Uz’;w)

n+1 3 n
du;
X HH7(2)(9k+Ujafk_uj§W)H. == (4.6)
J=1 k=1 j=1 VW12

where Z;LJrll uj =0, (n—1)(f +9) + S s_,(gr + fx) = w1 + wy. Then the hyperbolic reduction of
the identity (4.4)) valid for odd n has the form

Hy(g, fiww) =92 (g, 22 fiw) T[T 9P (%5tg + 90 + 96, 25 f + fi + frsw)

1<i<k<3
(n+1)/2 3
< T TG =D+ 1)+ + fisw) (4.7)
=1 ik=1
~1)/2
H Gla+ £Hiw) TT PG = Dg+if +gi+grig+ (G —Df + fi+ friw).

1§z<k§3
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The hyperbolic reduction of identity (4.5]) valid for even n has the form

3 3
Hy(g, frw1,w H’y (39+ 90, 5f + fi V@ (B —Dg+ ) gk (B =D + D friw
k=1 k=1

n/2 3

xH( Oig+ D) TT A2 = Dlg + 1) + g0+ fiiw)

ik=1
< I Y@ -Vg+if +gi+grig+G—Df+ fi+ friw )) (4.8)
1<i<k<3

We use now the parametrization (8.3 and (8.4]) and additionally set

g = iy/wiwa(N + da), f = iy/wiwa (M + 0b), (4.9)
where M, N € Z and a,b € C. Then in the limit § — 0%, we come to the function
2 2
Rn(ga M7Q7M) (2”"’_37'( n n 1 Z /x air [(.Z'] — .Z'k) + (m] - mk) ]
m;EL+v "I 1<]<k<n+1
X H I‘(a+xi+x]—,N+mi+m]—)I‘(b—x,~—a;j,M—mi—mj)
1<i<j<n+1
n+l 3 n
X H HI‘(ak+x]~,Nk+mj)I‘(bk —xj, My, —mj)Hda;j, (4.10)
j=1k=1 j=1

where S it 1 xj = 0, Z?Jrll mj = 0 (for even n this requires v = 0), and the balancing condition
has the form

3 3
(=N +M)+> (Npg+ M) =0, (n—1)(a+b)+> (ar+b)=—2i.
k=1 k=1

Convergence condition of the sum of integrals (4.I0) is similar to the previous cases. For large
|2;| = 2m; + iz;| with fixed j, we have the asymptotics of the integrand modulus

o |z [2iaFO) = D+2 3002y ((a+br)=2)+2 _ |2;]7¢
due to the balancing condition, i.e. the convergence is guaranteed.
Finally, for odd n we obtain the identity
Ro(a,N,b, M) = e %o T (2L a, 5L N) D(5520, 251 M)
II T ta+ai+ar "5 N + Ni+ Ni) T (2520 + by + by, "52 M + M; + M)

1<i<k<3
(n+1)/2 3
< [ TI TG -1(a+b)+ai+b,(j — 1)(N + M)+ N; + M) (4.11)
=1 ik=1
(n—1)/2
x H ( [T [T —1a+ib+ai+ap (G — DN + M + N; + Ny)

j=1 1<i<k<3

x T(ja + (j — 1)b 4 b; + bg, jN + (j — 1)M + M; + My)|T(j(a +b), (N+M))>.
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For even n we have

) 3
Rn(@7ﬂ7 Q)M) = e%@even HF (%CL + a;, %N + NZ) r (%b + bi7 %M + Mz)
i=1

3 3 3 3
xD((2-Da+> ar (B —DN+Y NJOT((3 - 1b+ > b, (3 — DM+ My)
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1
n/2 3
% TT( T T(G = 1)@+ ) + a + bi, (= (N + M) + N; + M) (4.12)
=1 ik=1

< [ [T -Da+jb+ai+a (G- 1N+ M+ N; + Ny)
1<i<k<3

X T(ja+ (j = 1)b+ by + by, jN + (= DM + M; + My)]T(j(a +b), j(N + M) ).

Initial explicit expressions for the phases @,qq and Yeyen involve complicated quadratic polyno-
mials of the discrete variables N, Ny, M, M}.. However, they can be substantially simplified in the
odd n case to

Podd = 7 (n* = 1)(N + M). (4.13)

For even n one has v = 0 and we obtain the expression

3 3
Peven = (N2+M2) (_%n2+%n+1) —2NZNZ—2MZMZ

i=1 i=1

3 2 3 2 3
+ <Z Ni) + <Z Mi) +n Yy (N7 + M), (4.14)
i=1 i=1

i=1
One can check that both ¢oqq and even are even integer numbers.
In the following we consider limiting forms of some integrals described until now, excluding the
type II integrals presented in this section.

5. LIMITING CASES OF THE BETA INTEGRALS

In this section we describe three more degenerations of the described beta integrals. First we
take relation (B.2]), shift parameters g — g — L, fi — fi+ L for alll = 1,...,n + 2, and take the
limit L — ico. The resulting identity has the following form

n n+2 n n
1 I T2 v (ge + ug, fo — ujs0) H duj lif 7 (g + foiw) (5.1)
nJuer Thcjonan 7@ (E(u; — u)iw) R e |

with the same balancing condition Z?:Jrlz(gg + fr) = Q.

To prove this formula one should use the asymptotics (ZI3). Under the taken conditions for
parameters, main contribution to the integral (B2]) comes from the regions of large |u;|, j =
1,...,n + 1, which compensate the growth of g, f;. These regions are reached by the shifts
up — uy — nkL, for some fixed k, and u; — u; + L for all other variables, j # k. Because of the
permutation symmetry in u;, all these n + 1 arising asymptotic domains of integration are equiva-
lent. Therefore we consider only the integral emerging from the choice u; — u; + L, j =1,...,n,
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Up+1 — Up+1 — L. Then the terms whose ’y(z)—function arguments do not depend on L remain
intact and one can see that they are included in (5.1)). The terms depending on L will be replaced
by the exponents of By 2-polynomials. There is equal number of +Bs 2 and — B3 » terms in the ex-

ponents of asymptotics, i.e. we can drop their constant terms. Omitting the factor 5 IT_ common

for all terms, one can write for these exponents

n+2

;[<gl+u"“_(n+l)L_%>2— <fl—un+1+(n+1)L—%>2}

+j§: [ (47— s + 0+ 1 - %)2 ~ (w4 s 0+ 12 - %)2}. (5.2)

Taking into account the balancing condition and equality » ;" uj = —upq1, we simplify this
expression to
n+2 n+2
(G- -QD (o — f) +2LQ(n+1). (5.3)
I=1 =1

On the right-hand side we have

n+2

Z[(G—gz—(”‘i’l)l’_%f_(F—fl—l-(nJrl)L—%)z]

=1
Using again the balancing condition G+ F = @, we obtain exactly the same expression (5.3]). Thus,
we have no contribution from the divergent terms. Finally, reminding that there are n 4+ 1 domains
of large uj-variables yielding the same result in the large L limit, as described above, we replace
the combinatorial factor 1/(n + 1)! by 1/n!.
Parametrizing now g, f, and u; in (5.1)) as in (3:3) and ([3.4)), we compute the limit § — 0* and
derive the identity

n n+2

2n+1 ”n' Z / 1 M J L H HF a£+$9’N£+mJ) (bg _xj’Mg _mj)
= j=1/¢=1
n
x I @ ==+ (mj —mp)*] ] da;

1<j<k<n j=1

n+2
_ oM im(n+1)n—2)v H T(ag+ bs, Ny + M,), (5.4)

l,s=1

where ST 2(N; + M;) = 0, S7F 2 (ay + b)) = —2i, and M = S)F2M;. For n = 1 this formula
coincides with (L9). This formula was proved in [4] by a brute force method (see formula (3.5)
there). The parameter v is redundant, since for v = 1/2 the shifts m; — m; + 1/2, N, —
Ny —1/2, My, — My, + 1/2 yield the formula equivalent to the v = 0 case. As to the convergence
condition in (B.4)), it is similar to the case (L9]) since the integrand modulus asymptotics

ox |55 OO TR = |74 2 = (mj +ay) — oo,

guarantees validity of the relation
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As a second example, we consider the reduction of relation (5.I]) following from taking g,+o — ico
jointly with the limit f,49 — —ico emerging through the balancing condition. In this way, one
obtains the following exact formula

n+1l _(2) n
i wu«)g (22&1 (Qs+fs))(2?:1 uj) Hg 1 H 7( (gﬁ + Uyj, ff u]a H
n! Ju;eir H1§j<k§n Y@ (E(uy — wp); o1 Wwiws

s [(Z”“(gﬁfs))(znﬂ(fs —g5)) 30 (g2 fﬂ Hgs 17 D(ge + fo;w)
7(2)(En+1(gs + fS) )

(5.5)

Using again the parametrization (3.3) and (3.4]), we come in the limit § — 0% to the identity

n n+1

2n+1 nnl Z / 1”(”"'1 =1 H H [I‘ ayp +33],Ng —|—m])

mjEL+v Jj=1/¢=1
n
L(by — xj, My — mj)] H [(2j — x1)? + (mj — my)?] H dx;
1<j<k<n Jj=1
H?jll F(aé +bs, Np + M )

_ eiwn(n—l—l)u
D(3255 (s + bs), 2207 (N + My))

(5.6)

This formula was obtained earlier by a different method in [4] (see formula (2.3a) there). It is
easy to see that for v = 1/2 this formula becomes equivalent to the v = 0 case after the shifts
mj — mj; +1/2, N, = N —1/2, and My, — M}, +1/2, i.e. we can set v = 0.

In difference from the cases considered until now, the convergence condition of the sum of integrals
in (5.6) imposes an additional constraint on the parameter values. Namely, we have the integrand
modulus asymptotics o< |z;j|~ 3721 Im(ag+b) =4 Therefore we have to demand that S Tm(ap +
by) > —2.

The third degeneration example deals with the identity (2.0]), where we take the limit go,43 —
+ioco in such a way that simultaneously gon,4+4 — —ioco through the balancing condition. This
reduces equality (2.6 to the relation

s 7(2 (9¢ £ uj3w)  duy

1 |
n! ~@) (duj £ ug;w 1;[ ) (£2uj;w) 2001

u; €iR 1<j<k<n

. H1§£<s§2n+2 7( )(gé + gs;w)
72 <Zi’f{2 Jrsw )

(5.7)

which is a hyperbolic analogue of the multiple Askey—Wilson integral considered by Gustafson
[20,21].
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Using the parametrizations (2.I0) and (2Z11]), in the limit § — 0% we obtain

(22n+1 e DY / () £ @1)? + (my £ me)?]

mjeZ4v  TiER 1<]<k<n

n 2n+-2
X H [(:173 + m?) H I'(a; + x5, No = mj)}da:j
j=1 =1

_ e—nrn(n—l—l H1<Z<s<2n+2 I‘(af +as, Ny + Ns)
D(C3m as, o0 N
where the chosen contours of integration are valid for Im(ays) < 0. This formula was also obtained

n [4] by a different method (see formula (2.3b) there).
Similar to the previous case, convergence of the sum of integrals in (5.8]) imposes an additional

(5.8)

constraint on the parameter values. If z; = %(mj +iz;) — oo for a fixed j, then the integrand

modulus asymptotics oc 2]~ {217 2Im(a0)=6 Jeads to the restriction S22 Im(ag) > —2.

6. TRANSFORMATION RULES

The higher order elliptic hypergeometric integrals having more parameters than the elliptic
beta integrals do not admit exact evaluations. However, they admit highly nontrivial symmetry
transformations the univariate prototype of which has been discovered in [34]. For a description
of the general type I integrals on the root system C,, we take z1,..., z, lying on the unit circle T
and parameters t1, ..., ton12m44,D, ¢ € C*, satisfying restrictions |pl, |¢|,|t;| < 1 and the balancing
condition H2n+2m+4 t; = (pg)™T!. Then the function of interest has the form

1
( tC—n/T JERpES] )H

1<jchen TE 20 30:0) 55

H2n+2m+4 ( il;p’q)%

[(z%p,q) zj

(6.1)

For n = 1,m = 0 this is the computable elliptic beta integral [33]. For n = m = 1 this is the V-
function representing an elliptic analogue of the Euler—-Gauss hypergeometric function [37]. In [27],
Rains proved the following transformation formula:

Ir(Lm) (tb cee 7t2n+2m+4; O) = H F(tTtS;p7 q) IT();L) <\/p_q s \/p—q 7C> ’ (62)

ti Tt
1<r<s<2n+2m-+4 1 2n+2m+4

where one has on the right-hand side the same contours of integration T provided |/pg/t;| < 1.
It represents a direct generalization of a particular W (E7)-group symmetry transformation for the
V-function. Note that relation (6.2]) connects integrals on roots systems of different rank.

One can reduce identity (6.2) to the hyperbolic level [26]:
w1 + wo

Hr(zm) (2) = H /7(2) (97“ + gs;w17w2)H7(7;L) (A) ) )\Z = D)

1<r<s<2n+2m-+4

— g, (6.3)

where we have the function

1 2n+2m+4 (2) o+ e dus
/ 2 H = ) (g0 £ g5 ) e (6.4)
u; €iR 1<]<k< A )(j:u + ug;w 72 (:|:2u], w) 21, /wiws
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with the balancing condition:
2m+2n-+4

> ge=(m+1)(wi +w). (6.5)

Applying again the parametrization (2.I0) and (2.I1I)) we take the limit 6 — 0*. Using the
relation
(w1 + w2) — g¢ = iwrwa (—Ng + 6(—ap — 1)) + O(6%), £=1,...,2n+2m +4,
we reduce equality (6.2)) to the relation (after dropping a common diverging factor)

R(™(a,N) = (—1)(mtm=Dntm=2) II  T(ar+as,No+ NORP (@, N), (6.6
1<l<s<2n+2m+4

where we have the following complex hypergeometric integral on the root system C,

2 2
Rgm) (Q, M) (22n+1 ! Z / " (l‘j + l‘k) + (mj + mk) ]
mjEL+v € 1<]<k<n
n 2n+2m—+4
H 5 +m3) H I'(a; £ xj, Np £ mj)dx; (6.7)
j=1 /=1
and ay, = —1 — ay, Ng = —Ny. The balancing condition (G.5]) reduces to two constraints
2n+2m+4 2n+2m—+4
> ap=-2i(m+1), > Ny=o. (6.8)
=1 =1

For z; = %(m] +ixzj) — oo the integrands on both sides of (6.6]) have the asymptotics of modulus o
|zj|_6, which guarantees convergence of the integrals and their sum without additional restrictions.
We consider now symmetry transformations for some other multidimensional integrals. Define
the following type II elliptic hypergeometric integral on the root system C,
+1_+1

tZ 2L D, q ) ﬁ szl F(th]:t17p7 Q)%

Vttip.a) = iy / j:l +1 )
™ 1<]<k<n % 2, D 4) I'(2;7:p,q) Zj

(6.9)
j=1
where [t],]t;] < 1 and 2"~ 2]_[] 1t; = p*¢* (the balancing condition). For n = 1 this is the
elliptic analogue of the Euler—-Gauss 9F; hypergeometric function introduced in [34]. The higher
dimensional extension (6.9) was introduced by Rains in [27] where the W (E7) group of symmetry
transformations for it was established. As shown in [30], the function V(¢1,...,ts;t;p,q) emerges
in the van Diejen quantum many-body system [10] under certain restrictions on the parameters
(the balancing condition) as a normalization of a special eigenfunction of the Hamiltonian.
The key nontrivial W(E7)—group symmetry transformation can be written in the form

V(ttip,q H I rtttspe) I TEGtp,V(stp ), (6.10)
=0 1<j<k<4 5<j<k<8

where [t], [t;],]s;] < 1 and

Sj = Utj7 j = 17 27 3747 v = pqtl_n _ tstetrts
s;=v't;, j=56,7,8, titatsts \ pgti’
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In the limit (Z2]) it reduces to the relation

H(g; g;w H[ IT "®ag+g;+grw)

1=0 1<j<k<4
< I 1P g+g;+ o W)} H(h; g;w), (6.11)
5<j<k<8
where
H(g: g: / Y (g 4 uj 4 upsw )ﬁH§7(2)(gkiuj;w1,w2) ‘duj |
1% | <3 p<n 7(2)(iu] + up; w) i Y@ (£2u;w) 20 /o1z

with the balancing condition (2n — 2)g + Z§=1 gj = 2Q and

h] = g] +€7 hj+4 = gj+4 - 57 j = 17273747 é. - (Q + 1 - TL Zg] (612)

Recall again the parametrization (2ZI0) and (ZI1I]) and set additionally

g =iywiwa(L+07y), v€C, LeZ. (6.13)
In the limit § — 0 the balancing condition converts to
8 8
2n—2)L+) Ne=0, (2n-2)y+ > ap=—4 (6.14)
k=1 =

and we obtain the equality

n—1

R(y,La,N,v) = ¢™Ea M) TT T Ty +aj + ax, IL + Nj + Ny)
1=0 1<j<k<4

< J[ TUy+a;+ar L+ Nj+ Ny)R(y,L,b, M, p), (6.15)
5<j<k<8
where
+u;+ L+m;+
R(v,L,a,N,v) / 7 Uy = Uk, my & M)
mj€ztv” 4R 1<]<k<n (o & ug, £mj & my)
xHHF(ag:tu],Ngim])(u +m Hdu] (6.16)
j=1¢=1 j=1
and

bj = aj —i+ X, Mj :Nj + K, bj+4 :aj+4+i—X, Mj+4 :Nj - K, 7=1,2,3,4,
with K and X entering the parametrization of the {-variable in (G.12):
¢ 4 4
- =K-6(i-X), X=1=-nv=) a;), K:=L((1-nL-) N;).
lm ( ) 2(( )’Y ; J) 2(( ) ; ])
If K is an integer, then in (6.I5]) one has p = v. If K is a half-integer, then p # v. The contours
of integration of integrals on both sides of equality (G.I5]) are real lines, which is a valid choice
for Im(as), Im(7y), Im(by) < 0. In the limit z; = %(m] +iz;) — oo for a fixed j, we find the
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asymptotics of the integrand modulus in (BI6) o< |z;|7% due to the balancing condition, which
guarantees needed convergence.

General elliptic hypergeometric integrals of type I on the root system A, are defined as

Ir(zm)(sla e Snama2i s - s tnma2; A)
n+1n+m+2 n dz
k
= Kp / T T H H D(siz; Y tizj3p,q) H — (6.17)
" 1<]<k<n+1 (%%, 525 25 P g ) is = k1 Ok
where |t;], |s;] < 1,
ntl n+m+2
H Zj = 17 H Sltl = (pq)m+17
j=1 I=1
and one sets IO Hm+2 I'(sy,t1;p,q). Consider the symmetry transformation for I,gm)—integrals

found by Rains in [27]. We denote T' = H"+m+2 tj, S = H"+m+2 sj, so that ST = (pg)™*!, and

restrict all |tg|, |skl, |Tm+1/tk|, |Sm+1/sk| < 1. Then the following symmetry transformation is

true:
n+m+2
I,(Lm)(tla ey bndm423 81, - - -5 Sndtm—+2; A) = H P(tjsk;p, q)
]7k:1
m+ m+1 m+ mI1
x I ., A (6.18)
ty tnimy2 81 Sntma2

This relation generalizes a particular W (E7) symmetry transformation of the V-function to multi-
variate integrals and connects integrals on root systems of different rank.
The hyperbolic analogue of integral (6.17))

1 T4 T2 (g0 + ug, fo - UJ,
(n+1)! u; €iR H1§j<kgn+1 YD (+ (uj — uk);

m) . _ <
(9. f:4) = 121 wm, (6.19)

where E"fll uj =0, X =72 gpand Y = S04 fy with X Y = (m+1)(w; +ws), satisfies
the following reduction of identity ([G.I8]) [26]:

n+m-+2
H (g, £;A) = [[ ¥2(g + furwr,wa) H (c.d; A), (6.20)
j,k=1
where
X Y
_ _ d, = (=1,... 2.
Cy m+ 1 9e, L = m+1 ff? 5 ,n+m+

In order to reduce this identity to the complex hypergeometric level we parametrize the vari-
ables gy and fy in the same way as in (3.4]). However, the integration variables on two sides are
parametrized differently. On the left-hand side we use again ([B83]), but for the right-hand side we
fix

1
uj:i\/wlwg( —i—m]—i—éx]) zje€C, myeZ+v, 1/:0,5, j=1,...,m+1, (6.21)

m+1
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where W = 2742 N;. Then, in the limit § — 0%, we obtain from (6.20) the relation

n+m+42
Rgm)(gjﬂ7bjM7 1/) = eiﬂ@(y) H F(CL] +bk,N] +Mk) E%L)(QyﬂabaMa V)a (622)
j,k=1

where on the left-hand side we have the function
n+1ln+m-+2

Rﬁm)(g,ﬂ,b,M,V):@Mgw T Z/ 1 II (e + 2. Ne +my)

mjEL+v jER 7j=1

x T'(by — xj, My — m])] H [(zj — ) + —mg) H dz; (6.23)

1<j<k<n+1

with Ny, My, € Z + v and the conditions Z?ill Tj = E’H’ll m; = 0, which assume that for even n
one has v = 0. Additionally, we have the balancing conditions

n+m+2 n+m+2 n+m+2
> (Ne+My) =0, C+D=-2i(m+1), Z as, D= Z b.
/=1

On the right-hand side we have the function

m+1 n+m+2

p(n) P R .
Rm (QvﬂybyM) ) (2m+3ﬂ' m+ 1 Z / r |:F((Ig+!l7j, Ng+m])
mjEL+v j=1
x T(by — aj, —M; — mj)} H [(zj — k) + (mj —my,)?] H dx; (6.24)
1<j<k<m-+1 j=1

with the conditions Z;”Jrll zj =0 and Z;”Jrll m; = W. Here we have

) C : D,
ay = —— — = — — .
Tyl M Tmr1 f

The factor ¢™#(*) present in ([622) has the phases
(0)=(m+m+1DW, ¢(3)=1Bm-—n+2)(n+m+2)+ W= (6.25)

We remind that for even n we must have v = 0 and note that for v = 1/2 the phase 90(%) is an
integer number for odd n and both even and odd m.

7. LIMITING CASES OF THE TRANSFORMATION RULES

We describe now two further reductions of the described symmetry transformations. First, we
reduce ([6.3]) by taking the limit
2n+2m~+3
G2n+2m+3 — 100, Gontomys = (M +1)Q — Z gr — —ioo. (7.1)
k=1

In this way we obtain

X H1<r<s<2n+2m+2 ’Y( )(gT + gs;wl,wg)

HT(L )(g) w1 + w2

H™M (), M=

nom m A — ge, (7.2)
YA (T gi — mQ)
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where

1 2n+2m+2 (2) + ot dus
/ 2 H H 2) ( o UJ’W) : = : (7-3)
u; €IR 1<]<k<n V) (g + upsw ~@ (j:2u], w) 2i\/wiwy

Inserting the parametrization (2.10) and (2.I1)) in (7.2)), in the limit § — 07 we derive

2<2n+1 e DY / o () £ 24)* + (my £mp)?] [[ (@2 + m2)
m; €L+ 1<]<k<n j=1
n 2n42m+42
X H H F(ag:l::ﬂj,Ngimj)d:Ej
=1 =1
eim(ntm)(nbmAlv g .y Zon omyo Tla; + ax, N + N
- 2(2m~+1)m rmm| 2n+2m—+2 2n+-2m—+2 (74)
F( > at2mi, Y N
J=1 Jj=1
m
Z / [(zj £ 2%) + (mj £my)?] H [(x? + m?)
mJEZ—i-V zj€R 1<g<k<m j=1
2n+2m+2
X H F(—i—agﬂ:l‘j,—Ngﬂ:mj)]d:Ej.
(=1

Consider convergence conditions for the sum of integrals on the left-hand side of this equality. For
zj = 2(mj +1ix;) — oo we find the integrand modulus asymptotics o |2;]~ (L3R 2 Im(ag)—4m—6,
Therefore convergence is guaranteed only under the additional condition 22"+2m+2 Im(ay) >
—2m — 2. For the sum of integrals on the right-hand side we obtain a different constraint following
from the replacements ay — —i—ay and permutation of n and m, namely, Z2n+2m+2 Im(ay) < —2m.

Formula (74)) was conjectured by Derkachov and Manashov in [4] (see formula (6.7) there).
Because of the uniformity of our limits, our derivation rigorously proves this conjecture under the
described conditions of the convergence of integrals.

Second, we reduce further the identity (6.3)). Denote u;, j = 1,...,n, and u i =1,...,m,

integration variables in the integrals Hp, (m )( ) and Hy, (n )()\), respectively. Now make the replacements

uj — uj — L, uj —>uj—L, and g > g1+ L, gionimieo=fi— L, l=1,...,n4+m+ 2, after which
we take the limit L — —ico. Then the balancing condition (6.5]) takes the form
n+m-+2
> (ge+ fo) = (m+1)Q. (7.5)
=1

As a result, we obtain

n+m+2
H™(h, f) = H Y (g + foiwr,w2) HE (1,2), (7.6)
r,s=1

where \p = % — gy, e = $ — fo, and

1 H] 1 H”+m+2 7(2 (gf + Uy, Jo— Ugs w) ﬁ du]

Fr(m) _
9, f - 1/ ’
@0 n! u; €iR H1§j<k§n 7(2)(i(uj — Ug);w) j=1 vwiw2
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Substituting in (T6) frimiz2 = (m+1)Q — Z"+m+1(gz + fI) — gn+m+2 and taking the limit
In+m+2 — 100, we obtain

n+m+1 n
1

— ‘eXp[wlw2 mQ — Z (9e+ f0] D ]

n: uj €iR j=1

H] 1 Hn+m+l 7(2 (gf + uju ff u]7 O.)) ﬁ d'LLj
X .
Hl§j<k§n 7(2)(1(% — ug);w) ) lvwiws

. n+m+1
e[ [mQ< S —g@) 2 Y (e 5]
Wiwz =1 1<r<s<n4+m-+1

H?::ml-i_l 7(2) (gr + fsiwr, W2)

X
YO (S (g + fr) — mQ;wi, wa)

1 i n+m+1 m
x— [ e | [ m+DQ+ Y (g+ ] Y u
m! Jueir Wiw2 [ ZZ:; ] ]Z:; ’

H] 1 Hn+m+1 A& (N - uj, Yo + ujiw) ﬁ du
>< . .
[hcjcram Y& (E(u; —up)iw) 5 wws

Applying to this relation the parametrization (3.3) and (3.4), in the limit 6 — 0 we obtain

DICES L) nﬂnn; > / SRR IT @ —20)?+ (my — ma)?]

mjeZ+v  TiER 1<j<k<n
n n+m+1 n
X H H I‘(ag+xj,Ng+mj)I‘(bg—a;j,Mg—mj)dej
Jj=1 =1 J=1
im(n—m)(n+m+1)v e Zl:l (MM H?:ml—i_ I‘(ag + b, Ne + M )

=€

20 Umamml P(SI (g + by) + 2im, S (N, + My))

X Z / . eiﬂ(n+m+1)Z}”:1 mj H [(:Ej — :Ek)z + (TTLj — mk)z] (7.9)
[AS

mjEL+v 1<j<k<m
m n+m+1 m
X H H I‘(—i—ag—:ltj,—Ng—mj)r(—i—bg-i—l‘j,—Mg-i—mj)Hd:Ej.
j=1 ¢=1 j=1

The parameter v becomes redundant: for ¥ = 1/2 this formula is equivalent to the v = 0 case,
which can be seen after the shifts m; — m;+1/2, Nj, = Np—1/2, and M}, — M, +1/2. Examining
the convergence of the sum of integrals in this equality in the way similar to the previous case, we
find that it is guaranteed under the similar constraints on the parameters

n+m+1
—2m—2< Y TIm(ag+by) < —2m.
=1
Formula (7.9]) was conjectured by Derkachov and Manashov [4] (see formula (6.6) there) and our
degeneration limit (when the integrand has a uniform asymptotics on compacta with exponentially
small corrections) proves it under the taken constraints.



COMPLEX AND RATIONAL HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTIONS 25

8. RATIONAL HYPERGEOMETRIC BETA INTEGRALS

Now we would like to describe a different limit for some of the above integrals from the hyperbolic

level to the rational one. Let us set

b=/ —1+4i5, §— o0t (8.1)
w2

which assumes that wy 4wy = 2,/wiws + O(8?). In the conformal field theory framework, the limit
b — 1 corresponds to the central charge ¢ — 25. Again, for a special choice of the argument, the

+?)_function shows a singular behaviour determined in [29]

YO (Verwa(n + yo)iwn,wp) = e 7 (amg)n ! (1 - m) ) (8.2)
6—07* 2 n—1
where n € Z, y € C, (a),, is the standard Pochhammer symbol: (a)o = 1 and

(a)n:M: a(a+1)...(1a+n—1), for n > 0,
He) (a—1)(a—2)---(a+n) for n < 0.

In order to apply this limit to the hyperbolic integral (2.6]), we parametrize corresponding inte-

gration variables u; and the constants g; in the following way
Uj = wlwz(mj+ixj5), i=1,...,n, gg:\/wlwg(Ng—l—iaﬁ), £=1,....2n+4,

where z;,ap € C and m;, Ny € Z+v, v =0, % The balancing condition (27)) in the limit § — 0

yields the constraints
2n+4 2n+4

Z ag =0, Z Ny =2. (8.3)
(=1 (=1

Using the asymptotics (8.2]), we obtain

1 1
) (£90.: -
7 (E2uy) = (476)? 7 —m?
1 92n(n—1)
©)) :
Y (Lu; £ ug) — )
1<E<n G & ue) (4m0)2n = T < cpn () £ 28)? — (my £ my)?]
n 2n+4 27rm1/ n 2n+4
— Ne = (z; —my)
(&) . 4 J
Y (ge £ ujw) — — < > ,
gt Gy L 11 z S

H 7(2)(96 + gs;w) — in(_l)(n+1)(n+2)u+n+1(47T5)—n(2n+3)

1<0<s<2n+4
ag+ as — Ny — Ny

X 1
O

1<l<s<2n+4 Ny+Ns—1

Inserting these expressions in (2.0]) and dropping some common diverging multiplier, we obtain
the following evaluation formula for a type I rational hypergeometric integral on the root system
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(22"+17T1 np) Z / (xj £ )’ - (m; + mk)z] H(az? o m?)

mjEL+v €R1<]<k<n j=1
n 2n+4
— Ny +

<TT 11 <1+ : 2( mﬂ)) dz;

ey Nytm;—1

TN ag+as — Ny — N,
_ (_1)(n (n—2)v+n+1 H (1 + ¢ S 5 ¢ S> (84)

1<l<s<2n+4 N¢+Ns—1

Tracing locations of the original integration contours in (2.6]), one can see that the contours of
integration in (84]) in this limit should separate poles associated with the Pochhammer symbols
with indices Ny +m; — 1 and Ny — m; — 1 from each other. Clearly, for sufficiently large values of
|m;| all integrand singularities lie only from one side of the integration contour for each integration
variable, which means that the contribution of corresponding integrals equals to zero. This means
that for any choice of variables a, and N, there are only finitely many non-zero terms in the series
and all of them are equal to sums of finitely many pole residues. In turn, this means that on the
left hand-side of equality (84]) one has a rational function of free parameters.
For demonstrating the nature of the derived identity, let us give two examples. First, we fix

v =0, NjZO, ij=12,....2n4+2, Noypy3=Nopys =1,

and assume that Im(a;) <0, j =1,...,2n+2. Then, only the terms with m; = 0 can give nonzero
contributions to the bilateral sums over m;. Applying the residue calculus to the emerging multiple
integral of a rational function of z;, we come to the identity

1 H1§j<k<n( 2—$i)2 H? 1 ]d%
(i)l Jgn [T [T % (a2 — 22)
n 2n+2
G DS 8 Vi vl

2
2n+2
1< <t G ITET(af —af) - Thcecreania(ae - ar)

(8.5)

after dropping the common multiplier 220°+3n Tor = 1 this identity was derived in [30]. The sec-
ond expression is obtained by taking sequentially residues at the points x; = ay, after ordering the
integration contours in one particular way. This relation describes the leading a; — 0 asymptotics
of the Gustafson integral presented in Theorem 9.3 of [19].

In the second example, we fix

v=0, N;=0, j=12,....20n43, Noppy=2

and assume that Im(a;) <0, j =1,...,2n 4+ 3. Again, only the terms with m; = 0 can contribute

to the sums over m;. Applying the residue calculus to the remaining multiple integral of a rational

function of x;, after dropping the common multiplier 22n°+3n i the same way as in the previous
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example, we come to the identity

1 H1§j<k§n('x? — )’ Il g(a%nﬂ _ a;?)da:j (8.6)
(mi)"n! Jgn [T, H2"+3(az - x?)
. e Z [T}y ar; (A% - afj) _ =y (A~ ap)
retre Tt cons [ H2:Z?’zn (af — af) [licocr<ants(ae +ar)’

where A = 327" ay. For n = 1 this identity was also derived in [30]. This relation describes the
leading a; — 0 asymptotics of another Gustafson integral from [21], more complicated than in the
previous case. Note that formula (8.6]) reduces to (835]) in the limit ag,+3 — 0.

Now we turn to the integral (8:2)). For j =1,...,n+ 1 and £ =1,...,2n + 4 we parametrize

uj = wiwa(my +1ix;0),  ge = Jwiwa(Ne +iaed), fr = /wiwa(M, + ibed),

and take the limit § — 07. Here we have the variables Ny, My,m; € Z + v, v = =01 5, S0 that
Ny £mj, My +mj; and Ny + M, Ny + Ny, M, + M, take integer values. The balancing condition
G + F = w1 + wo yields the constraints

n+2 n—+2
A+B=0, A=Y ay B=)> b,
/=1 /=1
n+2 n+2
N+M=2 N=» N, M=> M, (8.7)

Additionally, the condition Z;Hll uj = 0 results in two more constraints Z;Hll zj =0, Z;LJrll mj =

0. The latter equality implies that for even n the discrete variables m; can take only integer values,
i.e. the value v = 1/2 is forbidden. For odd n, both values v = 0, % are allowed.
Using the asymptotics (82, in the limit 6 — 0" we obtain

T 4@k — w) — — 2 (5.9
Yy U; — U 9 .
1<j<k<ntl ! (47T5)n H1<]<k<n+1[( xk)z (mj - mk)2]
n+1n+2 " e~ min+1)(3 z"+2(N2+M2)+(n+2)u +n)
n+1n+2
ag + x5 — (Ng +my) be — xj — (Mg —m;)
xHH(H 2 e
j=1 £=1 e+m31 M, mjl
n+2 n+2
172G =90, F = fow) [T v (g + fos0) = (8.10)
/=1 l,s=1
1% (2N2 (n—1)+n242n+(n+3) TyF 7 (NF+MP)) n+2 A—ap— (N~ Ny)
2 1 +
(471'5)" +2n4-2 P 2 N-Ny—1
X”f—’f<1+B—bg—(M—Mg)> ﬁ(HaHbs—(NHMS))
2 v 2 o
=1 M—-M;—1¢ -1 Ny+Ms—1
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Inserting (88), ([83), (BI0) in equality ([3:2]) and dropping some common diverging multiplier,
we obtain the following evaluation formula for a type I rational hypergeometric integral on the root
system A,:

1
(2 F3ri)n(n + 1)! Z /mjeR 1<j<1;[<n+1 [(ﬂfj —a1)? — (my — mk)z}

mi,....MnE€L+v

n+1n+2 n
ag+xj—Ng—mj> < bg—a:j—Mg—i-mj)
1 1 dz;
x 1:[ H < + 2 Ny+mj—1 + 2 My—m;—1 U "
=1 0=1 j=1
n+2
_ pmimn=1)(§nt N2~ (n+2)?) I1 (1 + A-a - N+ NZ) (8.11)
2 N—Ny—1
=1
nt2 B—b,— M+ M, e ag +bs — Ny — My
X H 1+ H L+ :
=1 2 M=M=t 2 ettt

In the same way as in the limit b — i, here we have the restrictions Im(ay), Im(b;) < 0. The
contours of integration (real lines) pass below the poles stemming from the Pochhammer symbols
(- INgtmj—1, for j=1,...,n, and (...)rmy—m,,—1, and above the poles coming from (.. D My—mj—15
for j=1,...,n,and (...)Nj4mnyi—1-

Take m; — 400 (or —oo) for a fixed j # n + 1, and assume that my41 — —oo (or +00). Then,
evidently, for sufficiently large m; the upper (or lower) half-plane for z; does not contain poles, i.e.
the integral over x; vanishes. Suppose now that m;, m,4; — +o00. This means that m; — —oo
for some i, n > i # j. But then the lower half-plane for x; does not contain poles for sufficiently
large |m;| and the integral over x; vanishes. The third option is that m; compensates m; and m,, 41
is finite. In this case the poles in the upper z; half-plane can emerge only from the Pochhammer
symbol (...)a,—m,.1—1, and the poles in the lower z; half-plane — from (...)n,+m,,,—1. Taking
residues of such poles in x;-variable removes poles in the lower half-plane for the z;-variable and
the corresponding integral vanishes. So, we have a finite sum of integrals of rational functions
representing a particular rational function of the external parameters.

Similar to the C),-root system integrals, we give three simple examples of the realization of (811]),
all having v = 0. In the first case set all My =0 and Ny =0,¢=1,...,n, and Npy1 = N2 = 1.
It is not difficult to see that for m; < 0, m,11 > 0 there are no poles in the upper z;-plane, and for
mj, Mp41 < 0 there are no poles in the upper x;-plane for each m; > 0 (there is at least one such
m; to compensate m;). The same picture holds for m,, 1 = 0, unless all m; = 0. Therefore only
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when all m; = 0 one gets a nonzero term in the sum which yields the following integral identity

1 [licjcrensi(@j — z)? [T, dv;
@) (n+ ! S T [T (ar + ) TR (b — )]

5(.571) + (nfs)(nfsfl)

_ sl = s)! (=D
_; (n+1)! Z IT5= 1H"+2 (br —by,) Hz 1

1<rm <...<rs<n+2 (af - agk)
1<01<... <Ly _g<n THET] ey Ts LALY ..., bn_s
% Hj l(bTJ + Bs —-A ) k 1((1gk + As - Bs)
175 (b +Bo— A [T (a¢ + A — By)
TET] e Ts LALY ..y bn_s
y [T TTR5 (b + )
— 2
[T= L= (b +ae) [1:27 "o+ ag,)
n(n+1)
(1" Ty (B + a0 51
2 .
3B = be) TTozy T (ae + by)

after dropping the common multiplier 27°+27+2. Here we have

n+2 n—s s
B:Zbg, A ::Zagk, By ::Zbﬁ"
(=1 k=1 j=1

Next example uses the values Ny = My =0, =1,...,n+ 1, and Npyo = M,1o = 1. Again,
only the term with the summation indices m; = 0 gives a contribution yielding the identity

1 [Ti<jcrensi(zi = i) H? 1 dxj
2mi)"(n + 1)! Jrn H;Lill [TI (@ + o)) TTEE (b — )]
s(s 1)+(n73)(n7571)

sl s)! 1)
;) (n+1)! Z IT5- 0 (br —bry) ITeZ5 pary

1<r1<...<rs<n+1 £=1 (ag - aék)
1<01 <. <Ly _g<nt1 TFETL,Ts 0ALY ool
% H (bTJ +Bs— A ) k l(agk + As — BS)
[T (b + Bo— A) [ (ag+ A, — By)
THET] ey rs Z#Zl ,,,,, Ly g

H] 1 Hz;f(bm‘ + aék)2
H] T2 (o + a) TS T1E (0 + ag,)

n(n+1)

" e a by
O an) (S o) TI L (ae + )

(8.13)

after dropping the common multiplier 27°+2"2. For n = 1 both (812) and BI3) coincide with
the identity (8.5]).
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Finally, for the choice Ny = My, =0,/ = 1,...,n+ 1, and Ny, o = 2, M40 = 0 we find the
relation

1 H1<]<k<n+1( — ) H ( an+2 = Tj) H;L=1 da;
2ri)n(n+1)! Jgn T2 [ T2 (ae + =) TTitf (b — )]

s(s—1) | (n—s)(n—s—1)
n 2 + 2

sl(n —s)! Z (—1)
(n + 1)' 1<ry<...<rs<n+2 Hj 1 Hn+2 (bT’ - bT’j) Z;f 7:_11 (CL[ - aék)
1<0) <. <Ly g<n+1 TETL s o

(B+Z"+1ag+B — A) [Ty (br; + Bs — A T3] (ag, + As — By)
[ (b + By — A [ (a¢ + As — By)

[l IT=5 (b + ag,)? [ (B + Z?Jrll ag — by, [1;21(B + S ae+ ag,)
X
[T 165 (b + a0 TTHZ "+2(b + ag,)

n(n+1) n n n
_ (_1) 2 Zill(ae + B) +2(Zz +11 a; + B — bk) (8 14)
- n+1 n+2 B_b n+1 n+2 b :
(2027 ae) TTeZi( k) 1 (ae +by)

s=0

after dropping the common multiplier oM +2n+2  For p = 1 this identity coincides with (8.6]), it
reduces to ([8I2)) in the limit a,+; — oo and to (8I3]) in the limit b,19 — oo.

In a similar way, one can apply the described special b — 1 limit to all other hyperbolic hy-
pergeometric identities described in the present paper, as well as to those following from a large
number of conjectural relations for elliptic hypergeometric integrals (superconformal indices of
four-dimensional quantum field theory models) described in [38]. This would lead to rational hy-
pergeometric functions on root systems with nontrivial symmetry properties. In the present paper
we have chosen only the simplest examples of such functions in order to illustrate the structure of
emerging objects and identities.

9. CONCLUSION

In the present paper we have systematically investigated multivariate complex hypergeometric
functions on root systems. By taking appropriate limits in the most popular elliptic hypergeometric
integrals on root systems A, and C,,, we arrived at bilateral infinite sums of multiple integrals of
the Mellin—Barnes type. As to the identities for integrals over the complex planes generalizing the
complex beta-integral (L)), they can be obtained by applying the quasiclassical limit to obtained
relations, as demonstrated in [4] on some particular examples. It is necessary to investigate such a
limit for all obtained identities with a view on possible applications to two-dimensional conformal
field theory. We described also two multiple rational hypergeometric beta integrals on the root
systems A,, and C,, admitting exact evaluations and gave a number of examples of corresponding
rational function identities.

Special functions of hypergeometric type are known to be related to the representation theory
of Lie algebras or groups and their deformations. Considerations of the complex hypergeometric
functions are lying far behind the forefront of investigations in this direction. Basically, only 3j- and
67-symbols for the group SL(2,C) have been related to such hypergeometric functions [9,22]24].
For the most complicated identities, there emerges the additional discrete parameter v = O,%
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whose group-theoretical meaning is not clear at the moment. In particular, it is not clear also
what kind of algebraic structures are hidden behind the b — 1 limiting relations for the hyperbolic
hypergeometric identities described in the previous section.

Elliptic hypergeometric integrals unify all special functions of hypergeometric type, i.e. they
are universal special functions. Their most beautiful examples and identities describe supercon-
formal indices of four-dimensional supersymmetric field theories and corresponding Seiberg dual-
ities [14,38]. Degeneration of these functions is related to dimensional reductions of the corre-
sponding field theories. So, the hyperbolic hypergeometric functions are related to supersymmetric
partition functions of three-dimensional field theories. Respectively, complex hypergeometric func-
tions describe some characteristics of two-dimensional theories and again, as far as the authors
know, the physical meaning of the additional free variable v = 0, 5 has not been understood so
far. Therefore we expect some new applications of our results in mathematlcal physics and hope
to work out some of them in the future.

APPENDIX A. THE MELLIN-BARNES FORM OF A COMPLEX BETA INTEGRAL

Consider the complex binomial theorem, which is very little discussed in the literature. It has
the following form in the Mellin-Barnes representation

1 I'(a—slad —5)
[517 —l-y] 47TF a|a NZG:Z/ :E a—s[y]s ’ (Al)

where s = 3(N +1iv), s —s' = N € Z, a = 2(m +1ia), a — o’ = m € Z. From the integrand
factor T'(s|s’) = I'(s)/T'(1 — s’) one has formal poles at s = —n, n € Z>o. However, for integer
s, the variable s’ is also an integer and the same factor has formal zeros if s’ € Z~g. These zeros
should be excluded, since they would cancel the poles, which is reached by imposing the additional
constraint s’ = —n/, n’ € Z>g. As a result, the true pole positions are v = —i(s + §') = i(n + n’),
which are simple for fixed N = s — s’ = n’ —n and go upwards on the complex plane. Analogously,
taking the factor I'(aw — s|a’ — ¢’) and imposing the constraints &« —s = —n, o/ — s’ = —n’, one finds
the poles in the lower half-plane at v = a — i(n + n’) for a fixed N = m + n —n/. The integration
contour L separates these two sets of poles and asymptotically lies in any bounded horizontal stripe
IIm(v)| < const. Then the Stirling formula shows that the integrals over v converge for Im(a) > —1.
If —1 < Im(a) < 0, then L can be any straight line lying in the stripe Im(a) < Im(v) < 0. In this
case, one can shift s — s+ h with Im(a) < Im(h+h’) < 0 and fix L = R, which will be used below.

To prove formula ([A.J]), it is necessary to close the integration contour in the upper half-plane
and replace the sum of integrals by the double sum over n and n’ of simple pole residues [25]. Then
one can see that these sums factorize into the product of two ; Fy-series converging for |y/x| < 1 and
yield the left-hand side expression. After closing the integration contour in the lower half-plane,
the double sum of residues converges for |z/y| < 1. Other values of x and y, z +y # 0, are reached
by the analytical continuation.

Relation (A plays an important role in passing from the complex plane integrals to their
Mellin-Barnes form given by the infinite bilateral sums of contour integrals. For example, replace
21 —w in (L) by z+y, with x = 21 — 23 and y = 23 — w, and apply formula (A]) with « replaced
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by 1 — «. As a result the integral over w can be computed with the help of the initial identity
(TT). After simplifications, formula (L8] gets reduced to the relation (AJ]) with the replacements
a =y, ¢ — 1L,y = (22 — 29) /(21 — z3), respectively. This gives an alternative proof of the star-
triangle relation from (7)) without application of the linear fractional transformation. Similar
mechanism works for passing from the triple complex plane integral describing 6j-symbols for the
principal series representation of SL(2,C) group [9,22] to a single infinite sum of univariate Mellin-
Barnes type integrals with a bigger number of complex gamma functions in the integrand than in
(AT).

Take relation (L8] and expand all three 2-dependent factors on the right-hand side using (A))
with s replaced s+ h as mentioned above, which yields

> / [1_, dv; (=) """ T(s; 4+ h,g; —h — s))

23 91— S1+82[z2] 3— S3+81[21] 2—52+53

)

3
N;eZ

where we denoted o = g1, 8 = g2,7 = g3 and assumed that —1 < Im(g; + g;) < Im(h + h') <0.

Multiply now both sides of (L) by [21]92TP1 1 [zg]93F P27 [25]91%03= 1 syhere p; = (kj + id;)/2,
pj — p;- = k; € Z, dj € R, integrate over all three variables 21, 22, z3 using relation (L7) and apply
for @ € R and complex z := re*¥? the standard Fourier transformations relation

2 poo
/[z]o‘_ld(Re 2)d(Im z) = /0 /0 P2 4o rdr = (21)26m08(a) =: (21)263) (),

where d,,0 and d(a) are the discrete and continuous delta functions.
As a result, on the left-hand side one obtains

7T (g1, 92 + P1,93 — P1, 92,93 + P2, 91 — P2, 93, 91 + p3, 92 — p3)1(p),

where
3

Ip) = [lw=ritdtw = o3 ).

P pt
On the right-hand side this procedure yields

52 Ly (0757 Bl gy == 2) 36,
=1

where
A(s) = (2m)°6P (py + 52 — 53)0%) (p2 + 53 — 51)0 (p3 + 51 — 52).
Compute sums and integrals over N, N3, 19,3 using the delta functions. Then, after denoting

s1 = s, the right-hand side expression takes the form

32/(11/ HI‘ i+ s, A5 —s)(—=1)% s'+h—h'"+p1—py 5(2) Zp]

Nez
where

By = h, By = p3 + h, B3 = p1+p3+h,

Ay =g1—h, Ay = go — p3 — h, A3 =g3—p1—p3—h.
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Then the left-hand side expression becomes

3

3
4t T T(A; + Bl A) + Bi) 6P (O pj).
7,k=1 j=1

Equating the coefficients in front of the delta functions on both sides under the constraint 2]3:1 pj =
0, one comes [5] to the required relation (L9) after setting A4; = 1(m; +1ia;), Aj — Al =mj, Bj =
%(nj + ib;), B — B;- = nj. The sign factors in the integrands are removed using the relation
I'(z,—n) = (—=1)"T'(x,n). It can be checked that the balancing condition (II0]) is also satisfied.
The initial assumption that the parameters p;+ ,09 are purely imaginary is removed by the analytical
continuation. Finally, we note that it is possible to go from the Mellin-Barnes form of the star-
triangle relation (L9) back to the integral over complex plane identity (L8] in the quasiclassical
limit [4].
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