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Abstract

The triad refers to embedding the Macdonald polynomials into the Noumi-Shiraishi functions and their
reduction to solutions of simple linear equations at particular values of t. It provides an alternative definition
of Macdonald theory. We discuss lifting the triad to an elliptic generalization of the Noumi-Shiraishi func-
tions. The central unknown ingredient is linear equations, for which we discuss various possible approaches,
including immediate elliptic deformation of periodicity conditions, (elliptic) Ding-Iohara-Miki algebra oper-
ators, and elliptic Kostka coefficients.

1 Introduction

The Macdonald polynomials are a puzzling discovery [1], which motivates various developments in mathematical
physics for decades. They are close relatives of the Schur polynomials, which are characters of representations
of slN group, but do not have a simple group theory interpretation. Only recently it became clear that the Mac-
donald polynomials belong to representation theory of a rather complicated Ding-Iohara-Miki (DIM) algebra
[2], though details still remain under investigation. At the same time, the Macdonald polynomials long played
a role in the study of physical systems, from integrable systems, where they are eigenfunctions of the Ruijse-
naars Hamiltonians (now known to be among elements of the DIM algebra) to knot (refined Chern-Simons)
theory, where they provide hyperpolynomials. Despite Macdonald theory is still far from being completed and
fully understood, attempts are made for its further generalizations, the most successful is to Noumi-Shiraishi
(NS) functions, which are no longer polynomials, and are no longer labeled by Young diagrams (partitions).
On another side, Macdonald functions can be considered as an analytical continuation in the parameter t of
conceptually simpler objects: solutions to linear systems, which are determinants of some simply-looking but
peculiar functions. These two developments are in fact interrelated, and recently we suggested [3] to name the
whole entity a triad, emphasizing its three sources and three component parts:

• The NS function. It is defined to be a power series in xi = qzi depending onN complex parameters yi = qλi

and on two parameters q and t. It is an eigenfunction of the Macdonald-Ruijsenaars operator [4]. It is
invariant under the Poincaré duality t→ q/t and (up to some simple factors) under the Ruijsenaars duality
xi ↔ yi. The NS function can be also lifted to the Shiraishi function [?] that solves the non-stationary
elliptic Ruijsenaars equation.

• The Macdonald polynomial [1]. It is a symmetric polynomial in xi depending on two parameters q and
t and labeled by the Young diagram (partition) µ = {µi}. It is still an eigenfunction of the Macdonald-
Ruijsenaars operator
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• The Baker-Akhiezer (BA) function. It can be defined as a (quasi)polynomial of a given power (see
(70)) in xi depending on N complex parameters yi and on q and t = q−m (m ∈ Z>0), which satisfies
periodicity conditions (see (27)), and these conditions are enough to fix the BA function unambiguously
up to a constant normalization factor [6]. A corollary of this construction is that this BA function is an
eigenfunction of the Macdonald-Ruijsenaars operator [6]. The periodicity conditions can be rewritten as
a system of linear equations that we mentioned above. Moreover, the BA function can be presented by a
kind of Rodrigues formula (see (46)).

Both the Macdonald polynomial and the BA function are obtained from the NS function by reductions: the
Macdonald polynomial, by specifying yi = qµitN−i with µi forming a partition, and the BA function, by
specifying t = q−m (m ∈ Z>0).

In the present letter, we make one more step emphasizing the significance of triad: all the three ingredients
allow elliptic deformations in three different directions, and all the three continue to be related. That is,

• The elliptic NS function [7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. It depends on an additional parameter (elliptic nome) w. It
is an eigenfunction of the degenerate elliptic-trigonometric Koroteev-Shakirov Hamiltonians [12]. The
elliptic NS function can be also extended to the elliptic lift of the Shiraishi (ELS) function [8], which, at
a particular (stationary) limit, is an eigenfunction of the full Koroteev-Shakirov Hamiltonians [12], and
celebrates a series of dualities [8].

• The elliptic Macdonald polynomial [7, 8, 9]. It is a symmetric polynomial in xi depending on parameters
q, t and w and labeled by the Young diagram (partition) µ = {µi}. The elliptic Macdonald polynomial
celebrates a series of important properties, in particular, polynomials orthogonal to the elliptic Macdonald
polynomials with respect to the Schur scalar product are eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonians dual to the
elliptic Ruijsenaars Hamiltonians [12].

• The Baker-Akhiezer (BA) function. It can be defined as a (quasi)polynomial of a given power (see
(70)) in xi depending on N complex parameters yi and on q, t = q−m (m ∈ Z>0) and w, and it is
still an eigenfunction of the degenerate elliptic-trigonometric Koroteev-Shakirov Hamiltonians. However,
counterparts of both the periodicity conditions and of a Rodrigues type formula have not been found yet
as we explain in sec.3.

As we explain in sec.2.2, the elliptic deformation of the triad is very restrictive because of a series of non-
trivial identities that have to be satisfied in order to guarantee reduction to symmetric polynomials.

Besides conceptual importance, the elliptic triad attracts new attention to ELS functions, a very important
and challenging chapter of modern theory.

The plan of our letter is as follows. In section 2, we describe all three ingredients of the elliptic triad and
interrelations between them. In section 3, we discuss the problems of obtaining periodicity conditions and of a
Rodrigues type formula for the elliptic BA functions. In section 4, we introduce the orthogonality relations for
the elliptic Macdonald polynomials and describe properties of their duals under the Schur scalar product. We
also emphasize problems of constructing orthogonality relations for the BA functions. Section 5 contains some
concluding remarks.

Notation. The Pochhammer symbols are defined to be

(z; q)∞ :=

∞∏

n=0

(1− zqn), (z; q, w)∞ :=

∞∏

n,m=0

(1 − zqnwm) (1)

We need the odd θ-function that we define as1

θw(z) := (z;w)∞(w/z;w)∞ =
1

(w;w)∞

∑

n∈Z

(−1)nw
n(n−1)

2 zn (3)

and the even θ-function (which is θ3)

θ(e)w (z) :=
∑

n∈Z

w
n2

2 zn (4)

1It differs by a factor from the standard odd θ-function [13]:

θ1(u; τ) =
iw1/8 · (w;w)∞√

z
· θw(z)

∣

∣

∣

w=e2πiτ ,z=e2πiu
(2)
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The elliptic Γ-function is defined to be

Γ(z; q, w) :=
(qw/z;w, q)∞
(z;w, q)∞

= exp

[∑

m

zm − (wq/z)m

(1 − qm)(1− wm)m

]
(5)

The elliptic Pochhammer symbol is defined as

Θ(z; q, w)n :=
Γ(qnz; q, w)

Γ(z; q, w)
(6)

2 Elliptic triad

2.1 A basic object: elliptic NS function

The elliptic NS function [8, 9, 7] is, up to a simple pre-factor, a formal power series of 2N variables xi = qzi

and yi = qλi , i = 1, . . . , N generically neither symmetric, nor polynomial in qzi . However, it can acquire one,
or both, of these properties at peculiar specializations. This power series is defined to be

Pq,t,w(~z, ~λ) = q~z·
~λ · t~z·~ρ ·


∑

kij

ψ(~λ, kij ; q, t, w)
∏

1≤i<j≤N

qkij(zj−zi)


 (7)

where the sum goes over all non-negative integer kij with i < j, and ~ρ is the Weyl vector, i.e. ~ρ · ~z =
1
2

∑N
i=1(N − 2i+ 1)zi. The coefficients ψ(~λ, kij ; q, t) are

ψ(~λ, kij ; q, t, w) : =

N∏

n=2

∏

1≤i<n

kin−1∏

s=0

θw

(
qs+1−kin t−1

)

θw

(
qs−kin

)
θw

(
tqs+λn−λi+

∑
a>n(kia−kna)

)

θw

(
qs+1+λn−λi+

∑
a>n

(kia−kna)
) × (8)

×
N∏

n=2

∏

1≤i<j<n

kin−1∏

s=0

θw

(
tqs+λj−λi+

∑
a>n

(kia−kja)
)
θw

(
t−1qs+1+λj−λi−kjn+

∑
a>n

(kia−kja)
)

θw

(
qs+1+λj−λi+

∑
a>n(kia−kja)

)
θw

(
qs+λj−λi−kjn+

∑
a>n(kia−kja)

)

The elliptic NS function is an eigenfunction of the degenerate elliptic-trigonometric Koroteev-Shakirov Hamil-
tonians [12, 14]. They are better to present as a single operator depending on two parameters and realized in
terms of an operator Ô(u) that admits a determinant form [15],

Ô(u) :=
1

∆(q~z)
det

1≤i,j≤N

(
q(N−j)ziθw(ut

N−je∂zi

)
(9)

where ∆(q~z) =
∏

i<j(xi − xj) is the Vandermonde determinant, so that

ĤetKS(u, v) = Ô(u)
(
Ô(v)

)−1

(10)

ĤetKS(u, v)Pq,t,w(~z, ~λ) =
N∏

i=1

θω(vq
λitN−i)

θω(uqλitN−i)
·Pq,t,w(~z, ~λ) (11)

These operators can be understood both in terms of DIM algebra elements (see [7] and [11] for different realiza-
tions) and in terms of conjugate Hamiltonians of the elliptic DIM algebra [12].

An example of N = 2. In this case, there is just one non-zero k12 = k, and, using the notation z := z1 − z2,
λ := λ1 − λ2, one obtains

Pq,t,w(z1, z2, λ1, λ2) = qλ1z1+λ2z2 · t
z
2 ·
∑

k=0

ψ(λ1 − λ2, k; q, t, w)q
k(z2−z1) (12)

with

ψ(λ, k; q, t, w) =

k−1∏

s=0

θw

(
qs+1−kt−1

)

θw

(
qs−k

)
θw

(
tqs−λ

)

θw

(
qs+1−λ

) =

k∏

s=1

θw

(
qs−1t

)

θw

(
qs
)

θw

(
t−1qλ−s+1

)

θw

(
qλ−s

) (13)
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In this case, there is only one non-trivial Hamiltonian, it can be constructed instead of (10) from two
operators [16, 17, 14],

Ô0 =
∑

n∈Z

w
n2

2 sinh
z1 − z2 − 2mn

2
en∂1−n∂2 ∼

∼

√
x1
x2
θ(e)w

(
qx1∂1−x2∂2−m

)
−

√
x2
x1
θ(e)w

(
qx1∂1−x2∂2+m

)
(14)

Ô1 =
∑

n∈Z

w
n(n−1)

2 sinh
z1 − z2 −m(2n− 1)

2
en∂1−(n−1)∂2 ∼

∼

√
qmx1
x2

θw

(
qx1∂1−x2∂2−m

)
qx2∂2 −

√
x2
qmx1

θw

(
qx1∂1−x2∂2+m

)
qx2∂2

with sinh(x) := qx−q−x

2 , and is equal to

Ĥ = Ô−1
0 Ô1 (15)

2.2 Reduction to elliptic Macdonald polynomials

As was proved in [12], the polynomial eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian (10) are the elliptic Macdonald poly-
nomials [8]. Choosing other boundary conditions, one can obtain more solutions. The elliptic NS functions
provides an example of solutions that are power series instead of polynomials, they are not symmetric functions,
in contrast with the elliptic Macdonald polynomials, but instead they are parameterized by N arbitrary complex
parameters, while, in the Macdonald case, there is an integrality requirement.

However, the power series (7) can be made a symmetric polynomial in qzj by choosing ~λ = ~µ − ~ρ logq t,
where ~µ has all non-negative integer components µj , µ1 ≥ µ2 ≥ . . . ≥ µN ≥ 0 at j = 1, . . . , N . This symmetric
polynomial is nothing but the elliptic Macdonald polynomial [4]:

Pq,t,w(~z, ~µ− ~ρ logq t) = Pµ({q
zi}; q, t, w) (16)

Notice the peculiar t-dependent shift: it turns out to be crucial in non-commutativity of triad specializations,
see sec.3.1.

Note that the fact that the polynomial Pµ({xi}; q, t, w) is symmetric and N -independent, i.e. admits a

reformulation in terms of power sums pk :=
∑N

i=1 q
kzi is a non-trivial corollary of a series of elliptic identities

[8, 9]. For instance, in the simplest non-trivial case of N = 4, the symmetricity of P[3,1]({xi}; q, t, w) requires
that

ζ2(1)
2 − ζ2(1)ζ2(qt)− ζ2(1)ζ2(q) + ζ2(t)ζ2(qt) = 0 (17)

ζk :=
θw(q

kz)θw(tz)

θw(qk−1tz)θw(qz)
(18)

while that of P[4,1]({xi}; q, t, w), (17) and also

ζ2(1)ζ3(1)− ζ2(q
2t)ζ3(1)− ζ4(1) + ζ4(t) = 0 (19)

ζ3(1)− ζ2(1)ζ2(q
2t)− ζ3(q) + ζ3(qt) = 0 (20)

etc. These identities are, indeed, true for the theta-functions.

An example of N = 2. In this case, using the notation x1,2 := qz1,2 , µ := µ1 − µ2, one obtains from (12),
(13) and (16) (see [16, Eq.(5.1)]):

P[µ1,µ2]({x1, x2}; q, t, w) = xµ1

1 xµ2

2 ·
∑

k=0

(
x2
x1

)k k∏

s=1

θw

(
qs−1t

)

θw

(
qs
)

θw

(
qµ−s+1

)

θw

(
tqµ−s

) (21)

2.3 Reduction to elliptic BA functions

Instead of getting symmetric polynomials with integrality requirements for ~λ, one can choose t = q−m, which also
gives rise to a (quasi)polynomial2 of qzi though non-symmetric, but instead ~λ can be kept to be N arbitrary

2We use the term quasipolynomial because of a generally non-polynomial trivial pre-factor q
~λ·~z .
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complex parameters. Hence, on one hand, it does not admit a reformulation in terms of power sums pk :=∑N
i=1 q

kzi , but, on the other hand, this (quasi)polynomial is nothing but the elliptic BA function Ψm(~z, ~λ; q, w)
[6]:

Ψm(~z, ~λ; q, w) = Nλ ·Pq,q−m,w(~z, ~λ) (22)

where Nλ is a normalization factor. Unfortunately, in variance with the non-elliptic case, one can not make the
BA function a symmetric function in ~z and ~λ by choosing this normalization factor. This was possible for the
ordinary BA function because it was an eigenfunction of the self-dual Macdonald-Ruijsenaars Hamiltonian, and
the Hamiltonian (10) is not self-dual, and the elliptic BA function is its eigenfunction.

Elliptic Macdonald polynomials from the elliptic BA functions. One can make the elliptic Macdonald
polynomial from the BA function at non-negative integer components of ~λ+m~ρ ordered in non-increasing order
(and this is Chalykh’s original relation between the two non-elliptic quantities, see [6, Thm.5.11]):

P~λ+m~ρ
({qzi}; q, q−m, w) = N−1

λ ·
∑

w∈W

Ψm(w~z,~λ; q, w) (23)

Here w is an element of the Weyl group of AN−1.
Note also that, in the elliptic case, there is no the Poincaré symmetry t → q/t of the elliptic NS function

(see [4, Theorem 6.5] for the non-elliptic case), and, hence, one can not similarly construct [6] the Macdonald
polynomial at t = qm+1.

3 Properties of the elliptic BA function

3.1 On two non-permutable reductions from the elliptic NS function

Let us stress that, making the reduction (16) at discrete values of ~λ, one obtains a symmetric polynomial,
while making the reduction (22) at t = q−m, one obtains a non-symmetric polynomial that does not become

symmetric after further restricting ~λ according to (16). In other words, the two reductions are not permutable.
Let us demonstrate how this works in the simplest case of N = 2 (12). In this case, the power series

xµ1

1 xµ2

2 ·
∑

k=0

(
x2
x1

)k k∏

s=1

θw

(
qs−1t

)

θw

(
qs
)

θw

(
qµ−s+1

)

θw

(
tqµ−s

) (24)

becomes the elliptic Macdonald polynomial P[µ1,µ2] at integer µ1,2, µ = µ1 − µ2 ≥ 0 at generic values of the
parameter t. The sum in this case is limited by k = µ because of vanishing the second multiplier in the
nominator at larger k. Then, choosing in this elliptic Macdonald polynomial t = q−m and µ > 2m, we leave in
the sum the terms with 0 ≤ k ≤ m and with µ−m ≤ k ≤ µ.

However, if one chooses t = q−m from the very beginning keeping µ generic, the expression becomes

xµ1

1 xµ2

2 ·
∑

k=0

(
x2
x1

)k k∏

s=1

θw

(
qs−1−m

)

θw

(
qs
)

θw

(
qµ−s+1

)

θw

(
qµ−s−m

) (25)

and only the terms with 0 ≤ k ≤ m contribute because of vanishing the first multiplier in the nominator at
larger k. This gives rise to the elliptic BA function, which is defined at arbitrary µ.

The point is that, at positive integer µ, there are cancellations between the first multiplier in the nominator
and the second multiplier in the denominator at µ − m ≤ k ≤ µ. Hence, the elliptic Macdonald polynomial
defined only at such values of µ, contains these terms, and the elliptic BA function defined at arbitrary µ does
not.

Thus, we demonstrated that making a reduction of the elliptic NS function at t = q−m and arbitrary λ
restricts the obtained polynomial to a Weyl chamber, while making a reduction at ~µ = ~λ − m~ρ forming a
partition gives rise to a complete symmetric polynomial.

Note that we fix a concrete Weyl chamber choosing in the elliptic NS function the ordering i < j in (7) and

the pre-factor q~z·
~λ. This fixes the procedure (16) of reduction to the elliptic Macdonald polynomial, when the

symmetry between different xi is restored. At the same time, this choice in the elliptic NS function also fixes a
concrete Weyl chamber associated with the elliptic BA function. One definitely can make any other choice.
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3.2 Basic definition of the BA function

In the non-elliptic case, one defines the BA function from two requirements: one requires the BA function to
be of the form

Ψm(~z, ~λ) = q(
~λ+m~ρ)~z

m∑

kij=0

q−
∑

i>j
kij(zi−zj)ψ

m,~λ,k
(26)

and satisfy the periodicity conditions

Ψm(zk + j, λ) = Ψm(zl + j, λ) ∀k, l and 1 ≤ j ≤ m at qzk = qzl (27)

These requirements unambiguously fix the BA function (up to a common normalization factor). Technically,
one inserts the anzatz (26) into (27) and obtains a set of linear equations giving the coefficients ψ

m,~λ,k
. As

we explain below, the periodicity conditions leads to all essential properties of the BA functions: they are
eigenfunctions of the Macdonald-Ruijsenaars operator, they can be obtained by a kind of Rodrigues
formulas, etc. Unfortunately, a counterpart of the periodicity properties and the linear equations in the elliptic
case is not clear, and the elliptic BA functions are given only by explicit formulas. It results into problems with
obtaining various properties of the elliptic BA functions, as we discuss below.

3.3 Linear equations

In the simplest example of N = 2, the BA function

Ψm(x1, x2, ~λ) = xλ1
1 xλ2

2

m∑

k=0

(
x2
x1

)k−m
2

ψ
m,~λ,k

(28)

can be effectively reduced [18] to

Ψm(ξ, λ) =
m∑

k=0

ξ
m+λ

2 −kψ
m,~λ,k

, ξ :=
x1
x2

(29)

and (27) can be written in the form

Ψm(qj , λ) = Ψm(q−j , λ), j = 1, . . . ,m (30)

Then, one can rewrite this linear equations in the form

m∑

k=0

(
ξ
k− λ+m

2
j − ξ

λ+m
2 −k

j

)
ψm,λ,k = 0 1 ≤ j ≤ m (31)

with ξj = qj , j = 1, . . . ,m. This form admits an extension to the elliptic case at m = 1:

m∑

k=0

θw(ξ
2k−λ−m
j )ξ

λ+m
2 −k

j ψell
m,λ,k = 0 1 ≤ j ≤ m (32)

Indeed, one needs to obtain

ψell

m,~λ,k
=

k∏

j=1

θw(q
λ+m−j+1)θw(q

j−1−m)

θw(qj)θw(qλ−j)
(33)

i.e.

ψell

m,~λ,0
= 1

ψell

m,~λ,1
=
θw(q

λ+m)θw(q
−m)

θw(q)θw(qλ−1)
(34)

and, at m = 1, condition (32) becomes

θw(q
−λ−1)q

λ+1
2 + θw(q

1−λ)q
λ−1
2
θw(q

λ+1)θw(q
−1)

θw(q)θw(qλ−1)
= 0 (35)

where we used that θw(x
−1) = − θw(x)

x
.

Unfortunately, extension to higher m is ambiguous (there are many different equations with the same
solution) and an additional criterium is needed to make a selection.

6



3.4 Deriving linear equations

Let us see why the equation that is satisfied by the BA function is consistent with the periodicity conditions
(30) at N = 2 case. The key observation is that the Macdonald-Ruijsenaars operator [19],

D̂x :=

N∑

i=1

∏

j 6=i

xj − q−mxi
xj − xi

e∂zi (36)

preserves the periodicity property of functions (30). Indeed, it acts on the function of f(ξ) in accordance with

D̂ξf(ξ) =
1− q−mξ

1− ξ
f(qξ) +

1− q−mξ−1

1− ξ−1
f(q−1ξ) (37)

and, hence,

D̂ξf(q
j) =

1− q−m+j

1− qj
f(qj+1) +

1− q−m−j

1− q−j
f(qj−1) (38)

D̂ξf(q
−j) =

1− q−m−j

1− q−j
f(q1−j) +

1− q−m+j

1− qj
f(q−j−1) (39)

Assume now that f(qj) = f(q−j) at j = 1, . . . ,m. Then, one observes that, at j = 1, . . . ,m− 1:

D̂ξf(q
−j) =

1− q−m−j

1− q−j
f(q1−j) +

1− q−m+j

1− qj
f(q−j−1) =

1− q−m−j

1− q−j
f(qj−1) +

1− q−m+j

1− qj
f(qj+1) = D̂ξf(q

j) (40)

and, at j = m,

D̂ξf(q
−m) =

1− q−2m

1− q−m
f(q1−m) =

1− q−2m

1− q−m
f(qm−1) = D̂ξf(q

m) (41)

In order to generalize this trick to the elliptic case, one has to find a counterpart of the periodicity property
that is preserved under the action of the operator Ô(u) (9), which, at N = 2, reads

Ô(u) =
1

x1 − x2

[
x1θw

(
uq−mqx1∂x1

)
θw

(
uqx2∂x2

)
− x2θw

(
uq−mqx2∂x2

)
θw

(
uqx1∂x1

)]
(42)

Up to a trivial factor, this Hamiltonian acts on the function f(x1, x2) as

Ô(u)f(x1, x2) =
∑

n,n̄∈Z

(−u)n+n̄w
n(n−1)+n̄(n̄−1)

2
x1q

−mn − x2q
−mn̄

x1 − x2
f(qnx1, q

n̄x2) (43)

and, on the function f(x1/x2) = f(ξ) as

Ô(u)f(ξ) =
∑

n,n̄∈Z

(−u)n+n̄w
n(n−1)+n̄(n̄−1)

2
ξq−mn − q−mn̄

ξ − 1
f(qn−n̄ξ) (44)

In the limit of w → 0, only the four terms with n, n̄ = 0, 1 contributes, and one obtains

Ô(u)
∣∣∣
w=0

f(ξ) = (1 + u2q−m)f(ξ)− uD̂ξf(ξ) (45)

Note that the periodicity condition should admit a non-trivial solution. For instance, it is clear that (44) does
respect the function with the property f(qj) = f(q−j) at arbitrary j. However, a non-trivial function with such
a property can not be a polynomial.

One definitely can require that it is periodic, f(qj) = f(q−j) at any q = exp
(
2πik
n

)
with n ≤ 2m. However,

this is far not enough for fixing the form (33).

3.5 Rodrigues type formula

Non-elliptic case. In the non-elliptic case, the BA function can be obtained via a counterpart of the Rodrigues
formula [6]:

Ψm(zk, ~λ) ∼
m∏

kij=0
∑

i<j
k2
ij 6=0


D̂x − q−

m
2

∑
qλi+

∑
j>i

kij−
∑

j<i
kji

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Λ(λi+

∑
j>i kij−

∑
j<i kji)



[
q(

~λ+m~ρ)·~z∆−1
q,t (x)

]
(46)
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where the product runs over all non-zero multiplicity vectors for positive roots kij , i < j, i, j = 1..N .
Here

∆−1
q,t (x) :=

∏

i6=j

m∏

k=1

(
qk
xi
xj

− 1

)
(47)

is (proportional to) the inverse of the q, t-deformed square of the Vandermonde determinant at t = q−m. The

BA function is an eigenfunction of the Ruijsenaars-Macdonald operator with the eigenvalue Λ(~λ):

D̂xΨm(zk, ~λ) = Λ(~λ) ·Ψm(zk, ~λ) (48)

In particular, in the N = 2 case, the formula acquires the form

Ψm(~z, ~λ) ∼
m∏

j=1

(
D̂x − q−

m
2

∑
qλi+2jρi

) [
q(

~λ+m~ρ)·~z∆−1
q,t (x)

]
(49)

The idea of the proof of formula (46) is that

q(
~λ+m~ρ)·~z∆−1

q,t (x) ∼ q(
~λ+m~ρ) · Pol(x) (50)

is a (quasi)polynomial of qzi with the periodicity property (27). At the same time, the polynomial Pol(x)
contains too many terms: it has the structure as in (26) with kij running from −m to m. However, action

of D̂x − α with constant α preserves the periodicity property, and one can choose a particular constant α in
such a way that the number of terms with negative kin in Pol(x) is reduced. Repeating this procedure m

times, one reduces the polynomial in (50) to a new polynomial P̂ ol(x) of the form (26) with the proper ranges
of summation so that the obtained expression still celebrates the periodicity property (27), i.e. it is the BA
function (up to a normalization factor).

Elliptic case. Similar arguments are clearly not applicable in the case of elliptic deformation. Nevertheless,
one could hope that there is a formula of the form

Ψm(~z, ~λ; q, w) = D̂
[
q(

~λ+m~ρ)·~z∆−1
q,t,w(x)

]
(51)

with a properly defined ∆−1
q,t,w(x) and an operator D̂. The main problem is that the elliptic extension of the

inverse square of q, t-Vandermonde determinant [20] (see also [21] at t = q),

∆−1
q,t,w(x)

?
∼
∏

i6=j

Γ(xi/xj ; q, w)

Γ(txi/xj ; q, w)

t=q−m

=

m∏

j=1

θw(q
−jxi/xj) ∼

m∏

j=1

θw(q
jxi/xj) (52)

is not a polynomial but an infinite series in xi, and it is not simple to construct an operator D̂ that, upon acting
on (52), gives rise to the (quasi)polynomial elliptic BA function.

4 Orthogonality conditions

Let us explain in other terms why one should not expect simple linear equations in the elliptic case. To this
end, we first discuss that non-elliptic Macdonald polynomials are orthogonal w.r.t. to two scalar products scalar
product, while the elliptic Macdonald polynomials are not. Then, we explain that the non-elliptic BA functions
are also orthogonal w.r.t. to one of these scalar products (the other one is formulated in terms of power sums,
i.e. is applicable to symmetric polynomials only), while the elliptic BA functions do not. In the meanwhile, the
orthogonality conditions are related to the linear conditions.

4.1 Orthogonality of elliptic Macdonald polynomials

Scalar product in terms of power sums. The non-elliptic Macdonald polynomials satisfy the orthogonality
relations

〈
Mλ,Mµ

〉
6= 0 iff λ = µ (53)
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where the scalar product is defined as follows. Being symmetric polynomials, the non-elliptic Macdonald poly-
nomials can be reformulated in terms of power sums pk =

∑N
i=1 x

k
i ., and the scalar product in these terms is

given by [1]:

〈
p∆, p∆′

〉
M1

:= δ∆,∆′z∆

l∆∏

i=1

qδi − 1

tδi − 1
(54)

where z∆ :=
∏

k k
mkmk! is the standard symmetric factor of the Young diagram (order of the automorphism).

This scalar product is extended to the whole polynomials by linearity. It can be also given for arbitrary
polynomials f({pk}) and g({pk}) of pk’s by the manifest action

〈
f, g
〉
M1

= f

({
k
qk − 1

tk − 1

∂

∂pk

})
g({pk})

∣∣∣∣
pk=0 ∀k

(55)

Bi-orthogonal system of elliptic Macdonald polynomials. The orthogonality relation (53) is, however,
not extendable to the elliptic case [9]: in this case one can only construct a system of polynomials orthogonal to
the elliptic Macdonald polynomials Pµ({pk}; q, t, w). It makes sense to construct such a bi-orthogonal system
with slightly different scalar product3

〈
p∆, p∆′

〉
S1

:= δ∆,∆′z∆ (56)

which gives rise to orthogonality of the Schur functions. Denote the polynomials orthogonal to Pµ({pk}; q, t, w)
w.r.t. the scalar product (54) through P⊥

µ ({pk}; q, t, w):

〈
Pλ, P

⊥
µ

〉
S1

= δλµ (57)

For the sake of convenience and following [9], we introduce relabeled polynomials

Eµ({pk}; q, t, w) := P⊥
µ∨({(−1)k+1pk}; t, q, w) (58)

where µ∨ denotes the conjugate partition. These polynomials have a series of distinguished properties [9, 12]:

• First of all, their composition rules coincide with those of the Schur functions and non-elliptic Macdon-
ald polynomials, i.e. the generalized Littlewood-Richardson coefficients (coefficients of expansion of the
product of two different polynomials P⊥

µ ({pk}; q, t, w) into a sum of P⊥
µ ({xi}; q, t, w)) are vanishing iff van-

ishing are the corresponding Littlewood-Richardson coefficients for the Schur functions (i.e. they respect
the standard structure of products of SLN representations) [9].

• Second, these polynomials are eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonians dual to the elliptic Ruijsenaars Hamil-
tonians [12, 14]. Note that, in the limit w → 1, Eµ({pk}; q, t, w) = Mµ({pk}; q, t) are the non-elliptic
Macdonald polynomials, while, at t = q, Eµ({pk}; q, q, w) = Sµ({pk}) are the Schur functions.

• Algebraically, the polynomials Eµ({pk}; q, t, w) realize a basis in the vertical Fock representation of the
elliptic DIM algebra [12].

4.2 Another scalar product

Our previous consideration was completely in terms of power sums and, hence, is applicable to the symmetric
polynomials only. Now we note that there is another scalar product [1, sec.VI.9], which is suitable for any
polynomials, including the BA functions. It is defined for two functions f({xi}) and g({xi}) of N variables xi
as

〈
f, g
〉
M2

:=
1

N !

(
N∏

i=1

∮
dzi
zi

)
f(x)g(x−1)

∏

i6=j

(
xi

xj
; q
)
∞(

t xi

xj
; q
)
∞

t=qk

=
1

N !

(
N∏

i=1

∮
dzi
zi

)
f(x)g(x−1)

∏

i6=j

k−1∏

r=0

(
1− qr

xi
xj

)

(59)

3It can be also given by the manifest action

〈

f, g
〉

S1

= f

({

k
∂

∂pk

})

g({pk})
∣

∣

∣

∣

pk=0 ∀k
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With this product,
〈
Mλ,Mµ

〉
M2

= ||Mλ||
2δλµ (60)

where

||Mλ||
2 =

∏

i<j

∞∏

r=0

(qλi−λj+rtj−i − 1)

(qλi−λj+rtj−i+1 − 1)

(qλi−λj+r+1tj−i − 1)

(qλi−λj+r+1tj−i−1 − 1)

t=qk

=

k−1∏

r=0

(qλi−λj+r+k(j−i) − 1)

(qλi−λj−r+k(j−i) − 1)
(61)

At t = q, this scalar product becomes the Schur scalar product:

〈
Sλ, Sµ

〉
S2

:=
1

N !

(
N∏

i=1

∮
dzi
zi

)
Sλ(x)Sµ(x

−1)
∏

i6=j

(
1−

xi
xj

)
= δλµ (62)

Now, what one can see is that the pair of elliptic polynomials Pµ and Eν is a bi-orthogonal w.r.t. to this Schur
scalar product as well:

〈
Sλ, Sµ

〉
S2

= δλµ (63)

Note that P⊥
µ is orthogonal to Pν in (21) in the scalar products (62),

〈
Pλ, P

⊥
µ

〉
S2

= δλµ (64)

only if one restricts µ by the partitions with no more thanN parts. The reason is that P⊥
µ does not automatically

vanish if µ has more than N parts, in contrast with Pµ, Mµ and Sµ. At the same time, Eµ does vanish if µ has
more than N parts, but it is not orthogonal to Pµ with the scalar product (62).

An example of N = 2. In fact, one can find the general expression for Eµ atN = 2. However, as we explained,
the orthogonality conditions with the scalar product (62) are not enough to fix P⊥

µ unambiguously. Instead,

one can evaluate P⊥
µ using the scalar product in terms of power sums (56) and then reduce the polynomial to

the case of two variables pk = xk1 + xk2 , the results for Eµ reads

E[n] =

n∑

k=0

xn−k
1 xk2

k∑

i=0

(
n− 2i

i

) ∑

0≤a1≤n−2

∑

0≤a2≤a1−2

. . .
∑

0≤ai≤ai−1−2

i∏

j=1

θw(q
ai+1)θw(t

2qai)

θw(tqai+1)θw(tqai)
(65)

where
(
n−2i

i

)
is the binomial coefficient.

However, it is important to note that, even in this example, the E-polynomials do not reduce to 2m terms
at t = q−m. Hence, it is not simple to extract a part that can be continued to non-integer n, and the notion of
BA function in this case is not clear.

4.3 Obtaining the non-elliptic BA function from the orthogonality condition

One can construct the non-elliptic Macdonald polynomials from the orthogonality condition. To this end, one
represents them by triangle expansion in monomial symmetric polynomials mµ,

Mλ =
∑

µ≤λ

Kµ
λ (q, t)mµ (66)

whereKµ
λ (q, t) are Kostka coefficients, the partitions are partially ordered in accordance with the dominance rule,

and Kλ
λ(q, t) = 1. The Kostka coefficients then unambiguously determined from the orthogonality condition

(60).
Now notice that

mµ =
∑

w∈W

wxλ (67)

where the sum goes over all elements w of the Weyl group of AN−1, and x
λ :=

∏N
i=1 x

λi

i . On the other hand,
the non-elliptic Macdonald polynomial is related up to a normalization factor to the non-elliptic BA function
via the formula

M~λ+m~ρ
({xi}; q, q

−m) =
∑

w∈W

Ψm(wx, λ) (68)
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Hence, one obtains that

Ψm(x, λ −m~ρ) =
∑

µ≤λ

Kµ
λ (q, t)x

µ (69)

In the meanwhile, the definition of the BA function,

Ψm(~x,~λ) = x
~λ+m~ρ

m∑

kij=0

∏

i>j

(
xi
xj

)kij

ψ
m,~λ,k

(70)

means that the sum of all ψ’s corresponding to one and the same xµ is equal to the Kostka coefficient, and,
hence, the linear equations defining them are somehow equivalent to the orthogonality condition. Note that the
scalar product (59), at t = q−m, has the form

〈
f, g
〉
M2

=
1

N !

(
N∏

i=1

∮
dzi
zi

)
f(x)g(x−1)

∏
i6=j

∏m
k=1

(
1− qk xi

xj

) (71)

and, when λ and µ are partitions (in fact, their difference is enough to be a partition), the BA functions are
also orthogonal w.r.t. to this scalar product [22, sec.4]:

∮ N∏

i=1

dxi
xi

Ψm(x, λ)Ψm(x−1, µ)
∏

i6=j

∏m
k=1

(
1− qk xi

xj

) = ||Ψm(λ)||2 · δλµ (72)

where

||Ψm(λ)||2 = q−mλ−m(m+1) ·
m∏

j=1

(qλ+j − 1)(qλ−j − 1)

||Ψm(λ)||2 = (−1)mq
−m(m+1)

2 ·
∏

i6=j

m∏

r=1

(qλi−λj+r − 1) (73)

In other words, one has the matrix (where we define the integration first over xN , then over xN−1, etc)

Λ
(N,m)
µ,µ′ :=

〈
xµ, x−µ′

〉
=

∮ N∏

i=1

dxi
xi

∏N
i=1 x

µi−µ′

i

i∏
i6=j

∏m
k=1

(
1− qk xi

xj

) ∼ δ∑
i(µi−µ′

i
),0

(74)

and the triangle matrix of the Kostka coefficients diagonalizes it.
The problem of finding the Kostka coefficients via orthogonality conditions in order to construct the BA

function is equivalent to linear equations. Unfortunately, as we explained in this section, the orthogonality
conditions are not available for the BA functions in the elliptic case, as are the linear equations. Indeed, what
one can do is to define a new function orthogonal to the elliptic BA function similarly to constructing the
new polynomials P⊥

µ from Pµ. However, it does not somehow restrict the polynomials Pµ, neither restricts the
elliptic BA functions.

5 Conclusion

In this letter, we presented an evidence that the entire Macdonald triad possesses an elliptic deformation. Known
before were one of the generalizations [16] of the Ruijsenaars Hamiltonians, the ELS functions [8] being their
eigenfunctions [12], and the reduction of these latter to two orthogonal sets of elliptic polynomials [8, 12], even
more mysterious than the usual Macdonald polynomials. In fact, the system of commuting Hamiltonians is
fully known only for one of the sets, and those for the other one still remain to be found [14].

The main claim of this letter is that the “Baker Akhiezer functions”, the technically simplest ingredient of
the triad can also be elliptically deformed. Natural, however, is only the deformation of the explicit expression: it
remains a nice polynomial reduction of elliptic Macdonald and Noumi-Shiraishi functions. As to the conditions
defining the Baker-Akhiezer function independently on these functions, i.e. to the system of linear equations,
it is not unique, and the question remains about the ways to fix this ambiguity. This question looks promising,
because it provides a chance to understand the true meaning of these conditions, which appeared just from
nowhere in [6], were demonstrated to be very powerful, possess spectacular generalizations to “twisted” BA
functions [22, 23], and match [24] representation theory of the DIM algebra [2]. A problem of twisted elliptic
BA function and their relation to Abelian subalgebras of the elliptic DIM algebra [25, 26], i.e. to a possible
set of compatible integrable elliptic systems is now also in agenda. We hope that all these questions will now
attract attention and will be solved in foreseeable future.

11



Acknowledgements

This work was supported by the Russian Science Foundation (Grant No.23-41-00049).

References

[1] I.G. Macdonald, Symmetric functions and Hall polynomials, Oxford University Press, 1995

[2] J. Ding, K. Iohara, Lett. Math. Phys. 41 (1997) 181-193, q-alg/9608002
K. Miki, J. Math. Phys. 48 (2007) 123520

[3] A. Mironov, A. Morozov and A. Popolitov, arXiv:2411.16517

[4] M. Noumi, J. Shiraishi, arXiv:1206.5364

[5] J. Shiraishi, J.Integrable.Syst. 4 (2019) xyz010, arXiv:1903.07495

[6] O. Chalykh, Adv.Math. 166(2) (2002) 193-259, math/0212313

[7] M. Fukuda, Y. Ohkubo, J. Shiraishi, SIGMA 16 (2020) 116, arXiv:2002.00243

[8] H. Awata, H. Kanno, A. Mironov, A. Morozov, JHEP 08 (2020) 150, arXiv:2005.10563

[9] H. Awata, H. Kanno, A. Mironov, A. Morozov, Eur. Phys. J. C80 (2020) 994, arXiv:2002.12746

[10] P. Cheewaphutthisakun, J. Shiraishi and K. Wiboonton, JHEP 08 (2024) 233 [erratum: JHEP 10 (2024)
097], arXiv:2406.15860

[11] Y. Zenkevich, arXiv:2312.16990
Y. Zenkevich, to appear

[12] A. Mironov, A. Morozov, Y. Zenkevich, Eur. Phys. J. C81 (2021) 461, arXiv:2103.02508

[13] H. Bateman, A. Erdelyi, Higher transcendental functions, vol.3, London 1955

[14] A. Mironov, A. Morozov, Nucl. Phys. B999 (2024) 116448, arXiv:2309.06403

[15] A. Grekov, A. Zotov, SciPost Phys. 10 (2021) 055, arXiv:2010.08077

[16] P. Koroteev, S. Shakirov, Lett. Math. Phys. 110 (2020) 969-999, arXiv:1906.10354

[17] H. Awata, H. Kanno, A. Mironov, A. Morozov, JHEP 2020 (2020) 212, arXiv:1912.12897

[18] A. Mironov, A. Morozov, A. Popolitov, arXiv:2410.10685

[19] J. Sekiguchi, Publ. RIMS, Kyoto Univ. 12 (1977) 455-459
A. Debiard, C.R. Acad. Sci. Paris (sir. I) 296 (1983) 529-532
S.N.M. Ruijsenaars, Comm.Math.Phys. 110 (1987) 191-213
I.G. Macdonald, Springer Lecture Notes 1271 (1987) 189-200

[20] A. Mironov and A. Morozov, Phys. Lett. B 816 (2021) 136196, arXiv:2011.01762

[21] A. Nedelin and M. Zabzine, JHEP 1703 (2017) 098, arXiv:1511.03471

[22] O. Chalykh, P. Etingof, Advances in Mathematics, 238 (2013) 246-289, arXiv:1111.0515

[23] O. Chalykh, M. Fairon, J.Geom.Phys. 121 (2017) 413-437, arXiv:1704.05814

[24] A. Mironov, A. Morozov, A. Popolitov, JHEP 09 (2024) 200, arXiv:2406.16688

[25] Y. Saito, arXiv:1301.4912
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