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Abstract

We present new examples of superintegrable matrix/eigenvalue models. These examples arise
as a result of the exploration of the relationship between the theory of superintegrability and multi-
variate orthogonal polynomials. The new superintegrable examples are built upon the multivariate
generalizations of the Meixner-Pollaczek and Wilson polynomials and their respective measures.
From the perspective of multivariate orthogonal polynomials in this work we propose expressions
for (generalized) moments of the respective multivariable measures. From the perspective of super-
integrability we uncover a couple of new phenomena such as the deviation from Schur polynomials
as the superintegrable basis without any deformation and new combinatorial structures appearing
in the answers.

1victor.mishnyakov@su.se

1

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

19
57

4v
1 

 [
m

at
h-

ph
] 

 2
7 

D
ec

 2
02

4



Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Multivariate very classical polynomials and superintegrability of the simplest
matrix ensembles. 3
2.1 Multivariate Hermite polynomials. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
2.2 Multivariate Jacobi polynomials and the logarithmic ensemble . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
2.3 Comment of the general structures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

3 The Meixner–Pollaczek model 11

4 The Wilson model 14

5 Discussion and conclusions 17

A Symmetric functions and notations 19

B Properties of multivariate Hermite polynomials 21

1 Introduction

Matrix models are one of the central subjects in mathematical physics. They are rich enough
to exhibit many properties, but also simple enough to allow for explicit computation. Recently,
the property of superintegrability has been extensively discussed [1, 2, 3]. It is studied along-
side the older subjects of integrability [4, 5, 6], Virasoro constraints [7, 8, 9] and the so-called
W-representation [10, 11]. The property of superintegrability (SI) is manifested as the existence
of explicit formulas for expectation values when a special basis in the space of observables (sym-
metric functions in the case of matrix models) is chosen. A characteristic feature of SI is the rich
combinatoric and representation-theoretical nature of the appearing formulas. In particular, the
said basis is often given in terms of characters and their deformation such as Schur or Macdon-
ald polynomials. At the same time the expectation values often involve the same functions, but
evaluated at special points, which give rise to hook-like and content product formulas defined for
integer partitions. It was recently discovered that these structures have an algebraic origin in the
representation theory of certain infinite dimensional algebras, included in the family of BPS alge-
bras [11, 12]. All of the above is reminiscent of what happens in the study of localization results
in gauge theories, and in this sense superintegrability of matrix models might serve as a toy model
for these structures. The exact expectation values are also useful for studying other properties of
matrix models. Integrability and its extension are of course the straightforward one; however, other
applications involve the generalization of the enumerative geometry of the topological recursion
[13, 14].

In this paper, we explore the relation between the construction of multivariate orthogonal
polynomials [15, 16] and superintegrability of eigenvalue models.The key idea is that suitable single-
variable formulas can be straightforwardly generalized to the multivariable case. In particular, this
concerns formulas for moments of various standard measures. Formulas for moments utilize the
so-called inversion properties for orthogonal polynomials. These are known for all polynomials
in the Askey-Wilson scheme [17, 18], including the 𝑞-version. In this paper, we stay within the
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𝑞 = 1 world for simplicity and leave the deformation for later. Moments of the measures of the
Askey-Wilson scheme are collected in [19].

Utilizing this idea, we construct a family of new examples of matrix model superintegrability
for Hermitian matrix models. Strictly speaking the resulting models are eigenvalue models, as they
involve analytic continuations of contours. The constructed family of models corresponds to a mul-
tivariable generalization of the Askey-Wilson family [17]. From this point of view we essentially
solve the moment problem for this generalization. The most general model involves the multivari-
ate Wilson polynomials. Just as with the single variable case various limits are possible. Within
these limits, most of the previously known superintegrable Hermitian matrix models are recovered.

From the point of view of the theory of multivariate orthogonal polynomials this work does
not present the most general notions. Still, we construct the multivariate Wilson polynomials
and study of their properties. From the point of view of SI in matrix models, the new examples
constructed in this work illuminates new interesting features and offers presents a new insight into
the nature of this phenomenon.

A key question in SI is the choice of basis in the space of symmetric functions (observables)
that would enjoy expectation values in closed form formulas. Previously one encountered vari-
ous versions and deformations of characters, such as Schur functions for the Hermitian models,
Macdonald polynomials, Schur 𝑄-polynomials and so on. A general expectation that one could
extract from the known examples would be, that within Hermitean models we would encounter
Schur polynomials independently of the potential. However, in this paper we show, that this is
not necessary the case. For more complicated potentials we find that the symmetric functions
are rather different. Firstly, they are not homogeneous symmetric functions any more, and they
explicitly depend on 𝑁 - the number of eigenvalues. Moreover, they depend on the potential
and the parameters of the potential. Dependence of the symmetric function on the potential was
actually already observed for the Uglov matrix model [20]. Apart from that, we try to highlight
that the hypergeometric nature of the Wilson family seems to be important for superintegrability.
The specific factorial-like formulas that appear within this context are naturally generalised to
partitions. We will discuss this more within the paper.

The paper is structured as follows.
We start with a brief reminder on the known properties of very classical orthogonal polynomials

such as the Hermite and Jacobi and their multivariate version, including the 𝛽-deformed one. We
illustrate how this is related to the strong superintegrability property explored in [3, 21]

Next, as an intermediate step towards the most general case, we consider the Meixner–Pollaczek
polynomials, They are a two-parameter degeneration of the Wilson polynomials and therefore
simpler.

Finally, we construct solve the multivariate moment problem for Wilson polynomials and hence
present the most general superintegrability of this work.

Some notations on symmetric functions are collected in the Appendix.

2 Multivariate very classical polynomials and superinte-

grability of the simplest matrix ensembles.

We start by reviewing the relation between the theory of multivariable orthogonal polynomials
and superintegrability formulas in matrix models, for two cases of the very classical orthogonal
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polynomials [18]: Hermite and Jacobi. These cases are well studied in the literature, see for
example [15, 16]

2.1 Multivariate Hermite polynomials.

The multivariate Hermite polynomials correspond to the Hermitean Gaussian matrix model.
Here the averages are defined as⟨

. . .
⟩
Gauss

=

∫︁
𝐷𝑋 exp

(︂
−1

2
Tr𝑋2

)︂
. . . (1)

Let us introduce the notion of superintegrability, using this simple matrix model as an example.
In that case it is a statement about the expectation value of the Schur polynomials:⟨
𝑆𝑅(𝑋)

⟩
Gauss

=

∫︁
𝐷𝑋 exp

(︂
−1

2
Tr𝑋2

)︂
𝑆𝑅(𝑋) = 𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,2}

∏︁
(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑅

(𝑁 + 𝑗− 𝑖) =
𝑆𝑅 {𝑁}
𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,1}

𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,2}

(2)
The notations are explained in Appendix A. From now on we drop the subscript, denoting the
measure w.r.t which we take the expectation value, as each section is devoted to a seperate case.
Since Schur polynomials form a basis in the space of invariant functions of 𝑋 - computation of
(invariant) expectation values reduced to linear algebra, i.e. expansion of the observable in Schur
polynomials. There are many ways to prove this formula. Here we would like to take an angle
that relates it to multivariable Hermite polynomials and extend to later cases.

One motivation for that is the property that was dubbed strong superintegrability in [3]. One
could ask whether superintegrability also takes place for double correlators, i.e. involving two
symmetric functions. There, polynomials 𝐾𝑅(𝑋) where constructed, such that they enjoy special

expectation values
⟨
𝐾𝑅(𝑋)𝑆𝑄(𝑋)

⟩
Gauss

and
⟨
𝐾𝑅(𝑋)𝐾𝑄(𝑄)

⟩
Gauss

, and are defined as:

𝐾𝑅(𝑋) = exp

(︂
1

2
Tr𝑋2

)︂
𝑆𝑅

(︃
𝑝𝑘 = Tr

(︂
𝜕

𝜕𝑋

)︂𝑘
)︃

exp

(︂
−1

2
Tr𝑋2

)︂
(3)

This polynomials are essentially the multivariate Hermite polynomials, which we discuss in this
section.

The multivariate Hermite polynomials are defined as the following ratio

H𝑅(𝑥𝑖) =
det1≤𝑖,𝑗≤𝑁

(︀
𝐻𝑅𝑗+𝑁−𝑗(𝑥𝑖)

)︀
∆(𝑥)

(4)

where 𝐻𝑛(𝑥) are the Hermite polynomials. The divisibility of this determinant by the Vandermonde
determinant follows trivially from its vanishing when any two of 𝑥𝑖 are identified. This definition
makes immediate their generalizes orthogonality relation:⟨

H𝑅(𝑥)H𝑄(𝑥)
⟩

= 𝑆𝑅(𝑁)𝛿𝑅𝑄 (5)

This orthogonality under a multivariate Gaussian measure justifies the name - multivariate Hermite
polynomials. At the same time, from the matrix model point of view they provide a solution to the
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double-correlator superintegrability. Essentially these are the polynomials of [3], i.e. 𝐾𝑅 = H𝑅.
Interestingly, these polynomials have also recently appeared in the calculation of 1/2-BPS corre-
lators in 𝒩 = 4 SYM theory [22]. To even further justify their name, let us consider some of their
other properties.

First, is their sum representation. The single variable Hermite polynomials can be written as:

𝐻𝑛(𝑥) =
𝑛∑︁

𝑚=0

(︀
−1

2

)︀𝑚
𝑛!𝑥𝑛−2𝑚

𝑚! (𝑛− 2𝑚)!
= 𝑥𝑛 + . . . (6)

An analogous expansion for the multivariate case can be easily deduced if one notices that the
analogue of 𝑥𝑛 in the single variable case is the Schur polynomial 𝑆𝑅(𝑥). Indeed the leading order
term of the multivariate polynomial can be read of from its definition (4):

H𝑅(𝑥) = 𝑆𝑅(𝑥) + . . . (7)

The full expansion is given by:

H𝑅(𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑄⊆𝑅

𝑆𝑅/𝑄 {𝛿𝑘,2}
𝜉𝑅(𝑁)

𝜉𝑄(𝑁)
𝑆𝑄 . (8)

Here we used the notation (109):

𝜉𝑅(𝑁) =
𝑆𝑅 {𝑁}
𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,1}

=
∏︁

(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑅

(𝑁 + 𝑗 − 𝑖) (9)

Here we explicitly see the 𝑁 -dependence of the polynomials. This expansion also has an inverse,
where one expands the Schur functions as a sum of multivariate Hermite polynomials:

𝑆𝑅(𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑄⊆𝑅

𝑆𝑅/𝑄 {𝛿𝑘,2}
𝜉𝑅(𝑁)

𝜉𝑄(𝑁)
H𝑄 (10)

which is the multivariate analogue of:

𝑥𝑛 = 𝑛!

⌊𝑛
2 ⌋∑︁

𝑚=0

1

2𝑚𝑚! (𝑛− 2𝑚)!
𝐻𝑛−2𝑚(𝑥) (11)

These so-called ”inversion” formulas will be extremely important further. Mainly they allow to
calculate the moments. We will explain the general idea later, and here just stick to this example.

The orthogonality relation (5) implies that
⟨
H𝑅(𝑥)

⟩
= 𝛿𝑅∅. Therefore we have:

⟨
𝑆𝑅(𝑥)

⟩
=
∑︁
𝑄⊆𝑅

𝑆𝑅/𝑄 {𝛿𝑘,2}
𝜉𝑅(𝑁)

𝜉𝑄(𝑁)

⟨
H𝑄(𝑥)

⟩
= 𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,2} 𝜉𝑅(𝑁) (12)

Which is exactly the superintegrability formula. Hence existence of an explicit inversion formula
implies superintegrability. Note, however, that when deriving this formula, one does not use
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integration. The inversion also implies a stronger statement about the bilinear average of a Schur
function with a multivariate Hermite polynomial, which was the main subject of [3]. Namely,⟨

𝑆𝑅H𝑄

⟩
=
∑︁
𝑃⊆𝑅

𝑆𝑅/𝑃 {𝛿𝑘,2}
𝜉𝑅(𝑁)

𝜉𝑃 (𝑁)

⟨
H𝑃H𝑄

⟩
= 𝑆𝑅/𝑄 {𝛿𝑘,2} 𝜉𝑅(𝑁) (13)

Finally, the Hermite polynomials are often defined as solutions to a certain second order differential
equation. This is how they appear, for example, in quantum mechanics. One has, for the Hermite
polynomials: (︂

𝑑2

𝑑𝑥2
+ 2𝑥

𝑑

𝑑𝑥
+ 𝑛

)︂
𝐻𝑛(𝑥) = 0 (14)

This equation can actually be solved, by an exponential representation of Hermite polynomials or
the 𝑊 -representation:

𝐻𝑛(𝑥) = 𝑒−
1
2

𝑑2

𝑑𝑥2 𝑥𝑛 (15)

The multivariate generalization of the differential equation is given by:(︃
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜕2

𝜕𝑥2
𝑖

− 2
∑︁
𝑖 ̸=𝑗

1

𝑥𝑖 − 𝑥𝑗

𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝑗

−
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑥𝑖
𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝑖

)︃
H𝑅(𝑥) = −|𝑅|H𝑅(𝑥) (16)

One can recognize here the rational Calogero model Hamiltonian. In this case we are actually at
the free fermion point, see, however, the discussion below on 𝛽-deformation. In that way one sees
that the multivariate Hermite polynomials are eigenfunctions of the rational Calogero model. This
equation can be written in shorthand notation as:

(𝑊2 − 𝑙0 + |𝑅|)H𝑅(𝑥) = 0 (17)

Where 𝑊2 denotes the operator:

𝑊2 =
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜕2

𝜕𝑥2
𝑖

− 2
∑︁
𝑖 ̸=𝑗

1

𝑥𝑖 − 𝑥𝑗

𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝑖

(18)

It can be rewritten in terms of power sums:

𝑊2 =
∞∑︁

𝑛,𝑘=1

𝑘𝑛𝑝𝑘+𝑛−2
𝜕2

𝜕𝑝𝑛𝜕𝑝𝑘
+

∞∑︁
𝑛,𝑘=0

(𝑛 + 𝑘 + 2)𝑝𝑘𝑝𝑛
𝜕

𝜕𝑝𝑛+𝑘+2

𝑝0 = 𝑁 (19)

and

𝑙0 =
∑︁
𝑛=1

𝑝𝑛
𝜕

𝜕𝑝𝑛
(20)

The equation (16) can be solved by an exponential operator formula or the 𝑊 -representation:

H𝑅(𝑥) = 𝑒
𝑊2
2 · 𝑆𝑅 (21)

Note, that this is a specific basis in the space of solutions to eq. (17) defined by the property,
that the leading term is a Schur polynomial. The expansion (8) follows from the action of the
𝑊 -operator on Schur functions:

𝑊2𝑆𝑅 =
∑︁

𝑄=|𝑅|−2

𝜉𝑅(𝑁)

𝜉𝑄(𝑁)

⟨
𝜕

𝜕𝑝2
𝑆𝑅|𝑆𝑄

⟩
𝑆𝑄 (22)

We list these and some other properties of the multivariate Hermite polynomials, which are ana-
logues of the single variable case in a table in Appendix B.
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Beta-deformation. Though deformations are not the focus of the present paper, we believe it
is important, to briefly mention it here. Many properties of the multivariate Hermite polynomials
can be lifted to the 𝛽-deformed case where the matrix model is substituted by the 𝛽-ensemble and
Schur polynomials with Jack polynomials:

∆2(𝑥) −→ ∆2𝛽(𝑥)

𝑆𝑅 −→ 𝐽𝑅
(23)

The determinant representation is of course spoiled, but we still have the differential equation.
The differential equation now is a true Calogero system, with a non-trivial coupling:(︃

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜕2

𝜕𝑥2
𝑖

− 2𝛽
∑︁
𝑖 ̸=𝑗

1

𝑥𝑖 − 𝑥𝑗

𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝑗

−
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝑖

)︃
H𝛽

𝑅(𝑥𝑖) = −|𝑅|H𝛽
𝑅(𝑥𝑖) (24)

We call the resulting polynomials 𝛽-multi-Hermite in this paper. The name even though clumsy,
reflect their properties. These polynomials where constructed and studied within the context of
the Calogero model by [23, 24] and where called the hi-Jack polynomials.

The equation also implies that the 𝑊 -representation is preserved, since it is has the form:

(𝑊
(𝛽)
2 − 𝑙0)H

𝛽
𝑅(𝑥𝑖) = −|𝑅|H𝛽

𝑅(𝑥𝑖) (25)

Therefore we have:

H𝛽(𝑥𝑖) = exp(𝑊
(𝛽)
2 )𝐽𝑅 =

∑︁
𝑄⊂𝑅

𝜉𝛽𝑅
𝜉𝛽𝑄

𝐽𝑅/𝑄 {𝛿𝑘,2} 𝐽𝑄 (26)

where:
𝜉𝛽𝑅 =

∏︁
(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑅

(𝛽𝑁 + 𝑗 − 1 − 𝛽(𝑖− 1)) (27)

One can invert the formula to have:

𝐽𝑅 =
∑︁
𝑄⊂𝑅

𝜉𝛽𝑅
𝜉𝛽𝑄

𝐽𝑅/𝑄 {𝛿𝑘,2}H𝛽
𝑄(𝑥𝑖) (28)

Hence:

⟨𝐽𝑅⟩ =
𝜉𝛽𝑅
𝜉𝛽∅

𝐽𝑅/∅ {𝛿𝑘,2}H𝛽
∅ (𝑥𝑖) (29)

In fact, from the differential equation one can easily prove orthogonality as well, therefore we
have: ∫︁ 𝑁∏︁

𝑖=1

𝑑𝑥𝑖 exp

(︂
−𝑥2

𝑖

2

)︂
∆2𝛽(𝑥)H𝛽

𝑅(𝑥𝑖)H
𝛽
𝑄(𝑥𝑖) ∼ 𝛿𝑅𝑄 (30)

2.2 Multivariate Jacobi polynomials and the logarithmic ensemble

Now we go on to another example of a very classical orthogonal polynomial - the Jacobi poly-
nomial. Once again, we will describe its multivariate generalization and the related matrix model
structures.
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Multivariate Jacobi polynomials are related to the logarithmic matrix model, which is given by
the expectation value:

⟨. . .⟩ =
1

⟨1⟩

∫︁ 1

0

𝑁∏︁
𝑖=1

𝑑𝑥𝑖𝑥
𝑢
𝑖 (1 − 𝑥𝑖)

𝑣∆2(𝑥) . . . (31)

Superintegrability in this case is known under the name of Selberg integrals:⟨
𝑆𝑅(𝑥)

⟩
=

𝑆𝑅 {𝑢 + 𝑁}𝑆𝑅 {𝑁}
𝑆𝑅 {𝑢 + 𝑣 + 2𝑁}

(32)

The single variable orthogonal polynomials, relevant for this potential are the (shifted) Jacobi
polynomials:

𝑗(𝑢,𝑣)𝑛 (𝑥) =
𝑛∑︁

𝑚=0

(−1)𝑛−𝑚

(︂
𝑛

𝑚

)︂
(1 + 𝑢 + 𝑚)𝑛−𝑚

(1 + 𝑢 + 𝑣 + 𝑚 + 𝑛)𝑛−𝑚

𝑥𝑚 (33)

Which are related to the standard textbook Jacobi polynomials by a shift of variable and a different
normalization. For polynomials (33) one has:∫︁ 1

0

𝑥𝑢(1 − 𝑥)𝑣𝑗(𝑢,𝑣)𝑛 (𝑥)𝑗(𝑢,𝑣)𝑚 (𝑥) = 𝛿𝑛𝑚 · 𝑛! (1 + 𝑢)𝑛(1 + 𝑣)𝑛
(𝑢 + 𝑣 + 𝑛 + 1)𝑛(𝑢 + 𝑣 + 2)2𝑛

·
(︂∫︁ 1

0

𝑥𝑢(1 − 𝑥)𝑣
)︂

(34)

The multivariable version is built in the same way as for the Hermite polynomials:

J
(𝑢,𝑣)
𝑅 (𝑥) =

det
1≤𝑖,𝑗≤𝑁

(︁
𝑗
(𝑢,𝑣)
𝑅𝑗+𝑁−𝑗(𝑥𝑖)

)︁
∆(𝑥)

(35)

These inherit the orthogonality relation:⟨
J
(𝑢,𝑣)
𝑅 (𝑥)J

(𝑢,𝑣)
𝑄 (𝑥)

⟩
= 𝛿𝑅𝑄 · ||J(𝑢,𝑣)

𝑅 ||2 (36)

Where the normalization is given by:

||J(𝑢,𝑣)
𝑅 ||2=

(︃
𝑁∏︁
𝑖=1

(2𝑁 + 𝑢 + 𝑣 + 1 − 𝑖)2𝑅𝑖−𝑖+1 (𝑁 + 𝑢 + 𝑣 + 𝑅𝑖 − 𝑖 + 1)𝑁+𝑅𝑖−𝑖

)︃
(37)

As before one has the differential equation [16], which in notation similar to (17):

(𝑊0 + (2 + 𝑢 + 𝑣)𝑙0 + 2𝐹2 − (𝑢 + 1)𝐹1)J
(𝑢,𝑣)
𝑅 (𝑥) =

⎛⎝(𝑢 + 𝑣)|𝑅|+2
∑︁

(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑅

(𝑁 + 𝑗 − 𝑖)

⎞⎠J
(𝑢,𝑣)
𝑅 (𝑥)

(38)
where:

𝑊0 =
∞∑︁

𝑛,𝑚=0

(𝑛 + 𝑚)𝑝𝑛𝑝𝑚
𝜕2

𝜕𝑝𝑛+𝑚

+
∞∑︁

𝑛,𝑚=1

𝑛𝑚𝑝𝑛+𝑚
𝜕2

𝜕𝑝𝑛𝜕𝑝𝑚

𝐹2 =
∞∑︁

𝑛,𝑚=0

(𝑛 + 𝑚 + 1)𝑝𝑛𝑝𝑚
𝜕2

𝜕𝑝𝑛+𝑚+1

+
∞∑︁

𝑛,𝑚=0

𝑛𝑚𝑝𝑛+𝑚−1
𝜕2

𝜕𝑝𝑛𝜕𝑝𝑚

𝐹1 =
∞∑︁
𝑛=0

(𝑛 + 1)𝑝𝑛
𝜕

𝜕𝑝𝑛+1

(39)
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We refer to [11], for a discussion on how to rewrite various operators in power sum and 𝑥𝑖 variables,
and also for explanation of the notational conventions. As with the Hermite polynomials the
multivariable Jacobi polynomials can be expanded into Schur functions and vice versa:

𝑆𝑅(𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑄∈𝑅

𝐶𝑅𝑄J
(𝑢,𝑣)
𝑅 (𝑥)

J
(𝑢,𝑣)
𝑅 (𝑥) =

∑︁
𝑄∈𝑅

𝐶∨
𝑅𝑄𝑆𝑅(𝑥)

(40)

The general formula for the coefficients is not known explicitly. Ways to compute them recursively
are given in [16] Below we present a few observations about these quantities. We will discuss the
𝐶𝑅𝑄 coefficients as they are relevant for superintegrability. Namely, they give the pair correlation
functions: ⟨

𝑆𝑄J
(𝑢,𝑣)
𝑅

⟩
= 𝐶𝑅𝑄 · ||J(𝑢,𝑣)

𝑅 ||2 (41)

The first thing that we notice is that one can always factor out a simple term:

𝐶𝑅𝑄 =
𝜉𝑅(𝑁)

𝜉𝑄(𝑁)
· 𝜉𝑅(𝑢 + 𝑁)

𝜉𝑄(𝑢 + 𝑁)
· 𝑐𝑅𝑄(𝑢 + 𝑣) (42)

The coefficient 𝑐𝑄𝑅(𝑢 + 𝑣) depends only on the combination (𝑢 + 𝑣) and 𝑁 . It has now a more
complicated structure, which perhaps even deviates from superintegrability. In particular, they
are not always factorised. Two examples are (for 𝑁 = 2):

𝑐[3,2],[1] =
5𝑢 + 5𝑣 + 26

(𝑢 + 𝑣 + 2)(𝑢 + 𝑣 + 4)(𝑢 + 𝑣 + 5)(𝑢 + 𝑣 + 6)(𝑢 + 𝑣 + 7)

𝑐[6,3],[2] =
17𝑢2 + 𝑢(34𝑣 + 232) + 𝑣(17𝑣 + 232) + 795

(𝑢 + 𝑣 + 2)(𝑢 + 𝑣 + 3)
11∏︀
𝑖=4

(𝑢 + 𝑣 + 𝑖)

(43)

In the first case the numerator is linear in 𝑢 + 𝑣, but still not of the simple form that usually
appears in superintegrability formulas, while in the second example that answer is simply not
factorized. These answers can be obtained from the recursive relations in [16], however, one can
wonder whether there is more structure to these coefficients. We observe, that the in many cases,
the non-factorizing terms can be absorbed into an evaluation of skew Schur functions at a rather
special point:

𝑐𝑅𝑄 ∼ 𝑆𝑅/𝑄 {𝑢 + 𝑣 + 2𝑁 + |𝑄|𝑅−1} (44)

where |𝑄|𝑅 is a restricted total number of boxes in 𝑄:

|𝑄|𝑅=

𝑙(𝑄)∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑄𝑖 ̸=𝑅𝑖

𝑄𝑖 (45)

For example:

𝑆[6,3]/[2] {𝑠} =
(𝑠− 1)𝑠(𝑠 + 1)(𝑠 + 2)(𝑠 + 3) (17𝑠2 + 62𝑠 + 60)

2520
(46)

which correspond to the second example in (43) when evaluated at 𝑠 = 𝑢 + 𝑣 + 2 · 2 + 1. This
observation, however, is clearly not complete, since in other cases the non-factorizing part cannot
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be represented in that form:

𝑐[4,3,2],[2,1]

⃒⃒⃒
𝑁=3

∼
(︀
61𝑢2 + 122𝑢𝑣 + 990𝑢 + 61𝑣2 + 990𝑣 + 3944

)︀
𝑆[4,3,2],[2,1] ∼ (−120 − 94𝑥 + 75𝑥2 + 61𝑥3)

(47)

Still, we can of course recover the single Schur superintegrability property, since:

𝑐𝑅∅ =
𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,1}

𝜉𝑅(𝑢 + 𝑣 + 2𝑁)
(48)

As a consequence of that we get the well known Selberg integral⟨
𝑆𝑅(𝑥)

⟩
= 𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,1}

𝜉𝑅(𝑁)𝜉𝑅(𝑢 + 𝑁)

𝜉𝑅(𝑢 + 𝑣 + 2𝑁)
(49)

2.3 Comment of the general structures

Suppose we have a family of orthogonal polynomials 𝑃𝑛(𝑥)∫︁
𝑑𝑥𝜇(𝑥)𝑃𝑛(𝑥)𝑃𝑚(𝑥) = 𝛿𝑛𝑚 (50)

These polynomials often come with a natural expansion:

𝑃𝑛(𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑚

𝑐𝑛𝑚𝜃𝑚(𝑥) (51)

where 𝜃𝑚(𝑥) is a set of, perhaps, simpler functions, often being simply 𝑥𝑚. One can find the ex-
pectation values of 𝜃𝑚(𝑥) with the measure 𝜇(𝑥) if one knowns an inverse formula to the expansion
(52):

𝜃𝑛(𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑚

𝑐∨𝑛𝑚𝑃𝑚(𝑥) (52)

Then: ∫︁
𝑑𝑥𝜇(𝑥)𝜃𝑛(𝑥) = 𝑐∨𝑛0 (53)

This logic was used in [19] to compute moments of the family of classical orthogonal polynomials.
In this section we used the same arguments, but lifted to the multivariable case, to reformulate
the superintegrability property of the Gaussian and Selberg models. In the next section, we
utilize this point of view to find superintegrability in more involved models. We use the fact
that single variable expansion formulas and their inverses are known for the Wilson family of
orthogonal polynomials. As we have seen and will also see below, the hypergeometric nature of
these orthogonal polynomials seems to be the reason behind the simplicity of the multivariable
generalization. The general multivariable orthogonal polynomials can be defined as:

P𝑅(𝑥) =
det

1≤𝑖,𝑗≤𝑁

(︀
𝑃𝑅𝑗+𝑁−𝑗(𝑥𝑖)

)︀
∆(𝑥)

(54)
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One may hope, that if the coefficients 𝑐𝑛𝑚 where simple and explicit, then the one can also generalise
the expansions as follows:

P𝑅(𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑄∈𝑅

𝐶𝑅𝑄ΘΘΘ𝑄(𝑥)

ΘΘΘ𝑅(𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑄∈𝑅

𝐶∨
𝑅𝑄P𝑄(𝑥)

(55)

where ΘΘΘ𝑅(𝑥) are defined in the same way:

ΘΘΘ𝑅(𝑥) =
det

1≤𝑖,𝑗≤𝑁

(︀
𝜃𝑅𝑗+𝑁−𝑗(𝑥𝑖)

)︀
∆(𝑥)

(56)

With the multivariate orthogonal polynomial defined in this way, orthogonality is straightforward:∫︁ ∏︁
𝑑𝑥𝑖𝜇(𝑥𝑖)∆

2(𝑥𝑖 − 𝑥𝑗)P𝑅(𝑥)P𝑄(𝑥) = 𝛿𝑅𝑄 (57)

And so is the expression for the expectation value of the ΘΘΘ𝑅(𝑥) polynomials.∫︁ ∏︁
𝑑𝑥𝑖𝜇(𝑥𝑖)∆

2(𝑥𝑖 − 𝑥𝑗)ΘΘΘ𝑅(𝑥) = 𝐶∨
𝑅∅ (58)

It should be noted that by no means these statement give a way to derive the superintegrability
formulas in general. Deriving the form of 𝐶∨

𝑅∅ even from the expansion of the multivariate poly-
nomials is still a problem. With that said, we achieve two things. First, is we find another way
to look at superintegrability. Second, consequently, we can try to use well known formulas for
expansion (52) of some orthogonal polynomials, to give us a clue about what the special functions
for superintegrability should be. The next two section are exactly an illustration of this idea.

3 The Meixner–Pollaczek model

An quite instructive intermediate case in between the very classical orthogonal polynomials and
the most general Wilson polynomial are the so-called Meixner–Pollaczek polynomials. Sticking to
matrix model notations, in this section we study the superintegrability and orthogonal multivariate
polynomials of the matrix model:∫︁

𝐷𝑋|det (Γ (𝜆𝐼 + 𝑖𝑋)) |2𝑒(2𝜑−𝜋)Tr𝑋 (59)

or in eigenvalue notation:∫︁ 𝑁∏︁
𝑖=1

𝑑𝑥𝑖∆
2(𝑥)

𝑁∏︁
𝑖=1

(︀
|Γ(𝜆 + 𝑖𝑥𝑖)|2exp ((2𝜑− 𝜋)𝑥𝑖)

)︀
(60)

We follow the same strategy as with simpler measures. Therefore we first revisit the single variable
case. In this case one has the measure:

𝜇(𝑥) =
(︀
|Γ(𝜆 + 𝑖𝑥)|2exp ((2𝜑− 𝜋)𝑥)

)︀
(61)
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The orthogonal polynomials are given by the Meixner–Pollaczek (M.-P.) polynomials, typically
denoted as 𝑞𝑛(𝑥|𝜆, 𝜑):∫︁

𝑑𝑥
(︀
|Γ(𝜆 + 𝑖𝑥)|2exp ((2𝜑− 𝜋)𝑥)

)︀
𝑞𝑛(𝑥|𝜆, 𝜑)𝑞𝑚(𝑥|𝜆, 𝜑) = 𝛿𝑛,𝑚 · 2𝜋Γ(𝑛 + 2𝜆)

(2 sin(𝜑))2𝜆𝑛!
(62)

They are defined as:

𝑞𝑛(𝑥|𝜆, 𝜑) =
(2𝜆)𝑛𝑒

𝑖𝑛𝜑

𝑛!
2𝐹1

(︀
−𝑛, 𝜆 + 𝑖𝑥, 2𝜆|1 − 𝑒−2𝑖𝜑

)︀
= (63)

The integrals with this measure should be understood as a discrete sum over the poles of the
Γ-function, which in the given notation for 𝜆 ∈ R lie on the imaginary axis. Just like the Hermite
polynomials the M.-P. polynomials enjoy several nice properties.

Key to our discussion is the inversion formula, which is now somewhat different to the previous
cases. Mainly the simple form is acquired not for expansion of 𝑥𝑛 into the M.-P. polynomials, but
for rather for (𝜆− 𝑖𝑥)𝑛 where:

(𝑥)𝑛 =
𝑛−1∏︁
𝑖=1

(𝑥− 𝑖) (64)

is the Pochhammer symbol. Then one has [19]

(𝜆 + 𝑖𝑥)𝑛 =
𝑛∑︁

𝑚=0

(︂
𝑛

𝑚

)︂
(−1)𝑚𝑚! (2𝜆 + 𝑚)𝑛−𝑚

(1 − 𝑒−2𝑖𝜑)𝑛𝑒𝑖𝑚𝜑
𝑞𝑚(𝑥|𝜆, 𝜑) (65)

This formula follows directly from the hypergeometric definition (63). Therefore the moment
problem is solved by:⟨

(𝜆 + 𝑖𝑥)𝑛

⟩
= 2𝜋(−1)𝑛𝑒−𝑖𝜆(𝜋−2𝜑)

(︀
1 − 𝑒2𝑖𝜑

)︀−2𝜆−𝑛
Γ(𝑛 + 2𝜆) (66)

According to our prescription, we can immediately generalize this to the multivariate case. In
fact we do not necessarily need to generalize the M.P. polynomials to conjecture the superintegra-
bility of this model. Instead we construct the new symmetric functions as:

ΘΘΘ𝑅(𝑥|𝜆) :=
det
𝑖,𝑗

(︀√
−1𝑥𝑖 + 𝜆

)︀
𝑅𝑗+𝑁−𝑗

∆(𝑥)
(67)

Note that these functions are not homogeneous in 𝑥𝑖 anymore. Finally, superintegrability is then
given by the following formula:⟨

ΘΘΘ𝑅(𝑥|𝜆)
⟩
MP

= (−1)
𝑁(𝑁+7)

4 𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,1}
∏︁

(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑅

(𝑗 − 𝑖 + 𝑁)
∏︁

(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑅

(2𝜆 + 𝑗 − 𝑖 + 𝑁 − 1)

(︂
𝑢

𝑢− 1

)︂|𝑅|

=

= (−1)
𝑁(𝑁+7)

4
𝑆𝑅 {𝑁}𝑆𝑅 {𝑁 + 2𝜆− 1}

𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,1}𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,1}

(︂
1

1 − 𝑢

)︂|𝑅|

(68)

where we denoted:
𝑢 = exp(−2𝑖𝜑) (69)
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We can notice, that, interestingly enough the answer is still expressed in terms of Schur functions,
not special values of the Θ-polynomials. Hence this expression solves the multivariable moment
problem for the Meixner-Pollaczek measure.

To justify that we have to of course provide the multivariate MP polynomials and their orthogo-
nality themselves. Actually these where already constructed in [25]. The multivariate polynomials
are defined via a determinant formula (for an independent algebraic definition see [25]):

Q𝑅(𝜆, 𝜑, 𝑥) :=
det
𝑖,𝑗

(︀
𝑞𝑅𝑗+𝑁−𝑗(𝜆, 𝜑|𝑥𝑖)

)︀
∆(𝑥)

(70)

The orthogonality is an obvious consequence of the determinantal form, as in the general case,
hence we have:⟨

Q𝑅1(𝑥|𝜆)Q𝑅2(𝑥|𝜆)
⟩
MP

= 𝛿𝑅1,𝑅2

𝑆𝑅 {𝑁}𝑆𝑅 {𝑁 + 2𝜆− 1}
𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,1}𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,1}

(︂
−𝑢

(𝑢− 1)2

)︂|𝑅|

(71)

The M.-P. polynomials have a natural expansion in terms of the Pochhammer symbols (63), there-
fore the multivariate version has to have an expansion in terms of the Θ-polynomials. This is
indeed the case, the expansion goes as:

Q𝑅(𝜆, 𝜑|𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑄⊆𝑅

(−1)
3|𝑅|
2

+
𝑁(𝑁−1)

4

∏︀
(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑅

(2𝜆 + 𝑁 + 𝑗 − 𝑖− 1)(𝑁 + 𝑗 − 𝑖)∏︀
(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑄

(2𝜆 + 𝑁 + 𝑗 − 𝑖− 1)(𝑁 + 𝑗 − 𝑖)
·

𝑆𝑅/𝑄 {𝛿𝑘,1}
(1 − 𝑢)|𝑅|−|𝑄|ΘΘΘ𝑄(𝑥|𝜆)

(72)
This expansion can be inverted to give:

ΘΘΘ𝑅(𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑄⊆𝑅

(−1)
|𝑄|
2

+
𝑁(𝑁+7)

4

∏︀
(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑅

(2𝜆 + 𝑁 + 𝑗 − 𝑖− 1)(𝑁 + 𝑗 − 𝑖)∏︀
(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑄

(2𝜆 + 𝑁 + 𝑗 − 𝑖− 1)(𝑁 + 𝑗 − 𝑖)
·
𝑆𝑅/𝑄 {𝛿𝑘,1}

(𝑢− 1)|𝑅|−|𝑄|Q𝑄 (𝜆, 𝜑|𝑥) (73)

Plugging this expansion into the expectation value for ΘΘΘ and using orthogonality we immediately
get the superintegrability formula (68).

As we can see the overall pattern of generalisation from single to multivariate case is quite trans-
parent. Mainly, one substitutes:

(𝑥)𝑛 −→
∏︁

(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑅

(𝑥 + 𝑗 − 𝑖)

𝑥𝑛 −→ 𝑥|𝑅|
(74)

As we have seen the multivariate Hermite equation plays quite an important role - it relates the
considered function to the theory of integrable systems. An analogous equation exists for the
multivariate M.-P. polynomials. In this case, however, the equations are difference. For the single
variable case we have:

𝑒−𝑖𝜑(𝑖𝑥 + 𝜆) [𝑞𝑛(𝑥) − 𝑞𝑛(𝑥− 𝑖)] + 𝑒𝑖𝜑(𝑖𝑥− 𝜆) [𝑞𝑛(𝑥) − 𝑞𝑛(𝑥 + 𝑖)] = 2𝑛𝑖 sin (𝜑) 𝑞𝑛(𝑥) (75)
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While for the multivariate polynomials, we have an equation [25]

𝑁𝑒𝑖𝜑
𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

(𝜆− 𝑖𝑥𝑗)

(︃∏︁
𝑘 ̸=𝑗

𝑥𝑗 − 𝑥𝑘 + 𝑖

𝑥𝑗 − 𝑥𝑘

)︃
[Q𝑅(𝑥𝑗 + 𝑖) −Q𝑅(𝑥𝑗)] −

−𝑁𝑒−𝑖𝜑

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

(𝜆 + 𝑖𝑥𝑗)

(︃∏︁
𝑘 ̸=𝑗

𝑥𝑘 − 𝑥𝑗 + 𝑖

𝑥𝑘 − 𝑥𝑗

)︃
[Q𝑅(𝑥𝑗 − 𝑖) −Q𝑅(𝑥𝑗)] = 2𝑖|𝑅|sin(𝜑)Q𝑅(𝑥)

(76)

At can be also written in differential representation:(︃
𝑁𝑒𝑖𝜑

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

(𝜆− 𝑖𝑥𝑗)

(︃∏︁
𝑘 ̸=𝑗

𝑥𝑗 − 𝑥𝑘 + 𝑖

𝑥𝑗 − 𝑥𝑘

)︃[︀
𝑒𝑖𝜕𝑗 − 1

]︀
−

−𝑁𝑒−𝑖𝜑

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

(𝜆 + 𝑖𝑥𝑗)

(︃∏︁
𝑘 ̸=𝑗

𝑥𝑘 − 𝑥𝑗 + 𝑖

𝑥𝑘 − 𝑥𝑗

)︃[︀
𝑒−𝑖𝜕𝑗 − 1

]︀)︃
Q𝑅(𝑥) = 2𝑖|𝑅|sin(𝜑)Q𝑅(𝑥)

(77)

It’s relation to an integrable system and the corresponding higher Hamiltonians are to be found
in the future. Due to the difference nature of the equations it is likely related to some kind of
q-deformed Hamiltonian, but evaluated at special values of 𝑞.

4 The Wilson model

Finally, in this section we present inversion formulas and the SI of the multivariable case of
Wilson polynomials.Let briefly collect some facts about the single variables Wilson polynomials
once again. They are defined as:

𝑊𝑛(𝑥|𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑)

(𝑎 + 𝑏)𝑛(𝑎 + 𝑐)𝑛(𝑎 + 𝑑)𝑛
= 4𝐹3

(︃
−𝑛, 𝑛 + 𝑎 + 𝑏 + 𝑐 + 𝑑− 1, 𝑎 + 𝑖𝑥, 𝑎− 𝑖𝑥

𝑎 + 𝑏, 𝑎 + 𝑐, 𝑎 + 𝑑

⃒⃒⃒⃒
⃒ 1

)︃
(78)

which means that they are expanded nicely into the following combination of Pochhammer symbols:

𝜃𝑛(𝑥|𝑎) = (𝑎− 𝑖𝑥)𝑛(𝑎 + 𝑖𝑥)𝑛 (79)

These polynomials are orthogonal w.r.t to the measure:

𝑤(𝑥) =

⃒⃒⃒⃒
Γ(𝑎 + 𝑖𝑥)Γ(𝑏 + 𝑖𝑥)Γ(𝑐 + 𝑖𝑥)Γ(𝑑 + 𝑖𝑥)

Γ(2𝑖𝑥)

⃒⃒⃒⃒2
(80)

hence:∫︁ ∞

0

𝑊𝑛(𝑥|𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑)𝑊𝑚(𝑥|𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑) = 𝑛!
Γ𝑛+𝑎+𝑏Γ𝑛+𝑎+𝑐Γ𝑛+𝑎+𝑑Γ𝑛+𝑏+𝑐Γ𝑛+𝑏+𝑑Γ𝑛+𝑐+𝑑

Γ𝑎+𝑏+𝑐+𝑑+𝑛−1(𝑎 + 𝑏 + 𝑐 + 2𝑛− 1)
𝛿𝑚𝑛 (81)

where:
Γ𝑥 = Γ(𝑥) (82)

The inversion formulas and hence the solution to the single variable moment problem were given
in [19]:

𝜃𝑛(𝑥|𝑎) =
𝑛∑︁

𝑚=0

(︂
𝑛

𝑚

)︂
(−1)𝑚(𝑎 + 𝑏 + 𝑚)𝑛−𝑚(𝑎 + 𝑐 + 𝑚)𝑛−𝑚(𝑎 + 𝑑 + 𝑚)𝑛−𝑚

(𝑎 + 𝑏 + 𝑐 + 𝑑 + 𝑚− 1)𝑚(𝑎 + 𝑏 + 𝑐 + 𝑑 + 2𝑚)𝑛−𝑚

𝑊𝑚 (𝑥|𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑) (83)
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and, hence, the moment are given by:⟨
𝜃𝑛(𝑥|𝑎)

⟩
= 2𝜋

Γ𝑎+𝑏Γ𝑎+𝑐Γ𝑏+𝑐Γ𝑏+𝑑Γ𝑐+𝑑

Γ𝑎+𝑏+𝑐+𝑑

· (𝑎 + 𝑏)𝑛(𝑎 + 𝑐)𝑛(𝑎 + 𝑑)𝑛
(𝑎 + 𝑏 + 𝑐 + 𝑑)𝑛

(84)

As we can see the formulas are mostly made out from Gamma functions again, which allows us
the guess the multivariable generalisation.

First construct the multivariable Θ and Wilson polynomials:

ΘW
𝑅 (𝑥|𝑎) :=

det
𝑖,𝑗

𝜃(𝑥𝑖|𝑎)𝑅𝑗+𝑁−𝑗

∆(𝑥)

W̃𝑅(𝑥|𝑎) :=
det
𝑖,𝑗

𝑊𝑅𝑗+𝑁−𝑗(𝑥𝑖|𝑎)

∆(𝑥)

(85)

In the case of Wilson polynomials the expansion formulas turn out to be more complicated. This
is related to the non-standard structure of the denominator in the single variable formula (83):
(𝑎+𝑏+𝑐+𝑑+2𝑚)𝑛−𝑚. The slight difference from the standard structure (74) make the multivariable
deformation not evident. We will discuss this issue below. First, it makes sense to absorb the second
factor in the denominator in (83) in the normalisation, to make the expansion simpler. Hence we
first redefine the normalised multivariable Wilson polynomials to be:

W𝑅(𝑥|𝑎) :=

det
𝑖,𝑗

(︂
𝑊𝑅𝑗+𝑁−𝑗(𝑥𝑖|𝑎)

(𝑎 + 𝑏 + 𝑐 + 𝑑 + 𝑅𝑗 + 𝑁 − 𝑗 − 1)𝑅𝑗+𝑁−𝑗

)︂
∆(𝑥)

(86)

The expansion formulas have the general form as usual:

ΘW
𝑅 (𝑥|𝑎) =

∑︁
𝑄⊆𝑅

𝐶𝑅𝑄(𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑)W𝑄(𝑥|𝑎)

W𝑅(𝑥|𝑎) =
∑︁
𝑄⊆𝑅

𝐶∨
𝑅𝑄(𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑)ΘW

𝑄 (𝑥|𝑎)
(87)

With the normalised definition of the Wilson polynomials we have:

𝐶𝑅𝑅 = 𝐶∨
𝑅𝑅 = 1 . (88)

The numerator in the single variable expansion has the standard structure that can be generalised
to the multivariate case. Therefore we claim:

𝐶𝑅𝑄 =
𝜉𝑅/𝑄(𝑁)𝜉𝑅/𝑄(𝑁 + 𝑎 + 𝑏)𝜉𝑅/𝑄(𝑁 + 𝑎 + 𝑐)𝜉𝑅/𝑄(𝑁 + 𝑎 + 𝑑)

𝛼𝑊
𝑅,𝑄(𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑)

(89)

where we have introduced a shorthand notation:

𝜉𝑅,𝑄(𝑢) =

∏︀
(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑅

(𝑢 + 𝑖− 𝑗)∏︀
(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑄

(𝑢 + 𝑖− 𝑗)
(90)
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Note that this quantity is not given by a evaluation of the skew-Schur polynomial:

𝜉𝑅,𝑄(𝑢) =
𝑆𝑅 {𝑝𝑘 = 𝑢}
𝑆𝑄 {𝑝𝑘 = 𝑢}

̸= 𝑆𝑅/𝑄 {𝑝𝑘 = 𝑢} (91)

By 𝛼𝑊
𝑅/𝑄(𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑) we denote a more complicated, and yet unknown denominator structure. As

we have not been above to come up with a general formula for this denominator, we will simply
present a few observations about this quantity.

· For single row partitions one has:

𝛼𝑊
[𝑟],[𝑞](𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑) = (𝑎 + 𝑏 + 𝑐 + 𝑑 + 𝑞 − 1 + 2𝑁)𝑟−𝑞 (92)

For 𝑁 = 1 this is the single variable case. Since these numerators will always depend on
𝑎 + 𝑏 + 𝑐 + 𝑑 we denote this sum by:

𝑧 = 𝑎 + 𝑏 + 𝑐 + 𝑑 (93)

· For two-rowed partitions we were able to observe the following formula:

𝛼[𝑟1,𝑟2],[𝑞1,𝑞2] = (2𝑁 + 𝑧 + 2𝑞1 − 2)𝑟1−𝑞1
·

⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩
(2𝑁 + 𝑧 + 2𝑞2 − 4)min(𝑟1,𝑞1−𝑞2+𝑟2)−𝑞2+1

2𝑁 + 𝑞1 + 𝑞2 + 𝑧 − 4
, 𝑞1 > 𝑟2

(2𝑁 + 𝑧 + 2𝑞2 − 4)𝑟2−𝑞2
, 𝑞1 < 𝑟2

(94)

· For three-row partitions we provide a few examples with 𝑁 = 3:

𝛼[3,2,1],[2,1] = 𝛼[3,3,2],[3,2,1] = (𝑧 + 2)(𝑧 + 6)

𝛼[3,3,1],[3,1] = 𝑧(𝑧 + 4)(𝑧 + 5) 𝛼[3,3,1],[3,1] = 𝑧(𝑧 + 4)(𝑧 + 5)

𝛼[3,2,1],[2] = (𝑧 + 1)(𝑧 + 2)(𝑧 + 3)(𝑧 + 8) 𝛼[2,2,2],[1,1,1] = (𝑧 + 4)(𝑧 + 5)(𝑧 + 6)

𝛼[3,3,3],[2,2,1] = (𝑧 + 2)(𝑧 + 5)(𝑧 + 7)(𝑧 + 8)

(95)

We can clearly observe, that the structure of the coefficients depends in some way on whether the
skew diagram is disconnected or not. In other words it depends not only on contents of individual
boxes, bot also on whether they are connected within a hook shape in the skew partition. When
the pieces of the skew partition are not ”interacting” the formula for the coefficients is quite simple:

𝛼W
𝑅𝑄 =

𝑙(𝑅)∏︁
𝑖=1

(𝑧 + 2(𝑁 − 1 + 𝑄𝑖))𝑅𝑖−𝑄𝑖
𝑄𝑖 < 𝑅𝑖+1∀𝑖 (96)

and reflects this non-interaction by having boxes in each row depend only on the data of the same
row. However, when the rows of the skew partitions overlap - they interact and the formula be-
comes more complicated. We were not able to deduce it here, except for the length 2 partitions,
and leave this for future work.

With the given definition of the normalized Wilson polynomials, orthogonality of the multivariate
polynomials takes the form:∫︁ 𝑁∏︁

𝑖=1

𝑑𝑥𝑖𝑤(𝑥𝑖)∆
2(𝑥)W𝑅(𝑥|𝑎)W𝑄(𝑥|𝑎) = 𝛿𝑅𝑄· (97)
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where each integral over 𝑥𝑖 is understood as a contour integral like in the single variable case.
Finally, using the expansion formulas (87) and orthogonality (97) we get the statement of super-
integrability of the Wilson distribution or:∫︁ 𝑁∏︁

𝑖=1

𝑑𝑥𝑖𝑤(𝑥𝑖)∆
2(𝑥)ΘW

𝑅 (𝑥|𝑎) = 𝑆𝑅 {𝑁} 𝜉𝑅(𝑁 + 𝑎 + 𝑏)𝜉𝑅(𝑁 + 𝑎 + 𝑐)𝜉𝑅(𝑁 + 𝑎 + 𝑑)

𝜉𝑅(2(𝑁 − 1) + 𝑎 + 𝑏 + 𝑐 + 𝑑)
(98)

To conclude this section we note that the single variable Wilson polynomials also satisfy a difference
equation:

𝐵(𝑥) (𝑊𝑛(𝑥 + 𝑖) −𝑊𝑛(𝑥)) +𝑊𝑛(𝑥) + (𝑊𝑛(𝑥− 𝑖) −𝑊𝑛(𝑥)) = 𝑛(𝑛− 1 + 𝑎+ 𝑏+ 𝑐+ 𝑑)𝑊𝑛(𝑥) (99)

where:

𝐵(𝑥) =
(𝑎− 𝑖𝑥)(𝑏− 𝑖𝑥)(𝑐− 𝑖𝑥)(𝑑− 𝑖𝑥)

2𝑖𝑥(2𝑖𝑥− 1)
𝐷(𝑥) =

(𝑎 + 𝑖𝑥)(𝑏 + 𝑖𝑥)(𝑐 + 𝑖𝑥)(𝑑 + 𝑖𝑥)

2𝑖𝑥(2𝑖𝑥 + 1)
(100)

As with the M.-P. case, it would be interesting to come up with multivariable difference equation
and study its integrable nature.

5 Discussion and conclusions

We have explored the relation between the superintegrability property of matrix models and
the theory of multivariable orthogonal polynomials. From the latter point of view, we addressed
the multivariable version of calculating the moments of the respective measures. As a part of that
we have also introduced a working definition of full multivariable Wilson polynomials, and listed
some of their properties. From the SI perspective, we have enriched the class of superintegrable
models with a class of new examples within the hermitian eigenvalue models. These new models
have quite different potentials from the ones considered previously. The key feature is that the
type of symmetric functions that allow for explicit expectation values are different from Schur
functions, even though we are within the Hermitian case.

As we have noted throughout the paper, the simple generalization from single to multivariable
case seems to be related to the hypergeometric nature of the Wilson family of orthogonal poly-
nomials. All the encountered coefficients are of factorial nature and get substituted by content
products over partitions. It would be interesting to investigate this property further.

Questions of 𝛽 and (𝑞, 𝑡)-deformation of these new SI examples are beyond the scope of this
work, however, are very interesting. Perhaps a more invariant algebraic approach, similar to the
one taken in [25] should reveal, what is the correct 𝛽-deformation of the Θ-polynomials and which
measure they would correspond to.

Finally, the whole discussion has to be extended to discrete and 𝑞-orthogonal polynomials.
The analogue formulas should be kind of dual to the ones considered here and should involve sums
over partitions like for matrix model (or generalized) partition functions and more importantly
supersymmetric gauge theory partition functions.
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A Symmetric functions and notations

We briefly introduce a few notations from the theory of symmetric functions and partitions
that are used throughout the paper [1, 26].

Integer partitions and Young diagrams are denoted by 𝑅 = [𝑅1, 𝑅2, 𝑅3, . . .]. Superintegrability
formulas are often given in terms of the so-called contents of the partitions. It is defined in terms
of the coordinates of a box in the Young diagram (𝑖, 𝑗) with 𝑖 being the row number and 𝑗 the
column number. For example, the shaded box in the figure below has coordinates (2, 3):

The difference 𝑗−𝑖 is called a content of a given box of a partition. Next, we illustrate the notations
for special functions evaluated at special points on the example of Schur functions. Schur functions
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are characters of 𝐺𝐿(𝑁) and can be computed in several ways. In particular, consider a generating
function:

exp

(︂
𝑧𝑘𝑝𝑘
𝑘

)︂
=
∑︁
𝑘

𝑠𝑘(𝑝)𝑧𝑘 (101)

The Schur polynomials are given by the determinant:

𝑆𝑅(𝑝𝑘) = det
𝑖,𝑗

𝑠𝑅𝑖−𝑖+𝑗(𝑝𝑘) (102)

In this form, Schur functions are homogeneous functions of the variables 𝑝𝑘 of degree 𝑅, if 𝑝𝑘 is
assigned a degree 𝑘. In symmetric functions notations 𝑝𝑘 are nothing but the powers sums:

𝑝𝑘 =
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑥𝑘
𝑖 (103)

Making this substitution in Schur functions turns them into a symmetric functions of the 𝑥𝑖

variables. These can also be though as being eigenvalues of some matrix 𝑋, then one has:

𝑆𝑅(𝑥𝑖) = 𝑆𝑅(𝑝𝑘 = Tr𝑋𝑘) (104)

In matrix models this is exactly how the Schur function appears in the integrand. On the r.h.s of
superintegrability formulas we encounter Schur functions evaluated at special loci. Everywhere we
mean special loci of the 𝑝𝑘 variables. For that we use a special notation, for example:

𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,𝑠} := 𝑆𝑅(𝑝𝑘 = 𝛿𝑘,𝑠) (105)

which means we put all powers sums equal to zero except the 𝑠’th one, which is equal to one. We
also use:

𝑆𝑅 {𝑁} := 𝑆𝑅(𝑝𝑘 = 𝑁) (106)

where all powers sums are equal to 𝑁 . While the first point is natural only in the power sum basis,
the second one be also expressed in the 𝑥𝑖, by putting all 𝑥𝑖 = 1. These special values of Schur
functions can be described combinatorially as follows:

𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,𝑠} =
∏︁

(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑅

1

[[ℎ𝑖,𝑗]]𝑠,0

𝑆𝑅 {𝑁} = 𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,1}
∏︁

(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑅

(𝑁 + 𝑗 − 𝑖)
(107)

where ℎ𝑖,𝑗 are the corresponding hook length. i.e. the number of boxes right and below of the
given one plus one, and:

[[𝑥]]𝑠,𝑎 =

{︃
𝑥 , 𝑥 = 𝑎 mod 𝑠

1 , 𝑥 ≠= 𝑎 mod 𝑠
(108)

Throughout the paper we also use the notation:

𝜉𝑅(𝑧) =
𝑆𝑅 {𝑧}
𝑆𝑅 {𝛿𝑘,1}

=
∏︁

(𝑖,𝑗)∈𝑅

(𝑧 + 𝑗 − 𝑖) (109)

With other symmetric functions that appear in the paper we use the same notation as in (105)
and (106), meaning that one expresses then in the power sum basis and evaluates at special values
of the power sums.
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B Properties of multivariate Hermite polynomials

In this section we provide an incomplete list of properties of multivariate Hermite polynomials,
which are counterparts of single the variable case.

Single variable Multivariable

𝐻𝑛(𝑥) , 𝑛 ∈ Z H𝑅(𝑥) , 𝑅 − partition

Recurrence/Pieri rule

𝑥𝐻𝑛 = 𝐻𝑛+1 + 𝑛𝐻𝑛−1 𝑝1H𝑅 =
∑︀
𝑅+□

H𝑅+□ +
∑︀
𝑅−□

(𝑁 + 𝑗□ − 𝑖□)H𝑅−□

Differentiation

𝑑
𝑑𝑥
𝐻𝑛 = 𝑛𝐻𝑛−1

𝑁∑︀
𝑖=1

𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝑖

H𝑅 =
∑︀
𝑅−□

(𝑁 + 𝑗□ − 𝑖□)H𝑅−□

Rodrigues formula

𝐻𝑛(𝑥) = (−1)𝑛𝑒𝑥
2/2 𝑑𝑛

𝑑𝑥𝑛 𝑒
−𝑥2/2 H𝑅 = exp

(︁
Tr𝑋2

2

)︁
𝑆𝑅

(︃
𝑝𝑘 = Tr

(︂
𝜕

𝜕𝑋

)︂𝑘
)︃
exp

(︁
−Tr𝑋2

2

)︁

Differential equation(︂
𝑑2

𝑑𝑥2
+ 2𝑥

𝑑

𝑑𝑥
+ 𝑛

)︂
𝐻𝑛(𝑥) = 0 (𝑊2 − 𝑙0 + |𝑅|)H𝑅(𝑥) = 0

Exponential/W-representation

𝐻𝑛(𝑥) = 𝑒−
1
2
· 𝑑2

𝑑𝑥2 𝑥𝑛 H𝑅(𝑥) = 𝑒
𝑊2
2 · 𝑆𝑅

Common properties of the single and multivariable Hermite polynomials

Additionally, we provide two expression for multi-variate Hermite polynomials for specially
shaped partitions
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𝐻[𝑁−1,𝑁−2,𝑁−3](𝑥) = (−1)
1
2
(𝑁−2)(𝑁+1)

𝑁∏︁
𝑖>𝑗=1

(𝑥𝑖 + 𝑥𝑗)

𝐻[𝑁,𝑁−1,𝑁−2](𝑥) = (−1)
1
2
(𝑁−2)(𝑁+1)

𝑁∏︁
𝑖=1

𝑥𝑖

𝑁∏︁
𝑖>𝑗=1

(𝑥𝑖 + 𝑥𝑗)
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