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Abstract

The quasi-classical expansion of a multicomponent spin solution of the star-star relation
with hyperbolic Boltzmann weights is investigated. The equations obtained in a quasi-
classical limit provide n − 1-component extensions of certain scalar 5-point equations (cor-
responding to n = 2) that were previously investigated by the author in the context of
integrability and consistency of equations on face-centered cubics.

1 Introduction

Edge-interaction models of statistical mechanics involve interactions between pairs of spin vari-

ables that are connected by edges of a lattice. A prominent example of such a model is the Ising

model. A Yang-Baxter equation for such models takes a special form known as the star-triangle

relation [1–5]. If the Boltzmann weights of a model satisfy the star-triangle relation this implies

that the transfer matrices of the model commute and in principle one can solve the model using

the methods of Baxter [1]. Thus a solution of the star-triangle relation may be used to define an

integrable lattice model of statistical mechanics. Some solutions of the star-triangle relation that

generalise the Ising model have been extensively studied including the Fateev-Zamolodchikov

model [6], Kashiwara-Miwa model [7], and chiral Potts model [8, 9]. Recently, several generali-

sations of these solutions of the star-triangle relation have been obtained which have deep and

interesting connections with hypergeometric integrals, supersymmetric quantum field theories,

discrete integrable systems, and other related areas [10–30].

Besides the star-triangle relation, there is another relation that implies integrability for edge-

interaction models of statistical mechanics known as the star-star relation [31–34]. In this case,

one may take products of Boltzmann weights to reformulate the model as either an interaction-

round-a-face (IRF) model or a vertex model, and the star-star relation implies that a form of

the Yang-Baxter equation is satisfied in either case. Such a vertex formulation was notably

used by Bazhanov and Stroganov [35] to derive an R-matrix of the chiral Potts model as the

intertwiner of two L-operators associated with the R-matrix of the six-vertex model, and this
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idea was subsequently generalised to construct the sl(n) chiral Potts model from an n-state

model associated with the Uq(sl(n)) algebra [36]. As for the star-triangle relation, general new

solutions of the star-star relation have recently been obtained having interesting connections

with hypergeometric integrals, supersymmetric quantum field theories, and discrete integrable

systems [16,22,37–41].

An important connection has been developed [5, 10, 11, 21, 37, 42] between the above star-

triangle and star-star relations for integrable edge-interaction models of statistical mechanics

and different types of integrable systems which can be classed as integrable partial difference

equations [43]. The latter provide lattice analogues of integrable partial differential equations,

an important example of which is the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation. The characteristics of

integrability for these discrete soliton equations are quite different to that for edge-interaction

models, and include the existence of Lax pairs, Bäcklund transformations, and measuring a low

‘entropy’ of the evolution. Thus, understanding the aforementioned connection can be expected

to provide insight into how the characteristics of the two different types integrable systems are

related and potentially be a step towards a unified description of integrability.

Specifically, the key to connecting these two different types of integrable systems lies in

the quasi-classical expansion. For example, through this expansion the leading asymptotics of

the star-triangle are described by additive three-leg forms associated to 4-point discrete soliton

equations [44,45], and the latter equations are then equivalent to the exponential of the saddle-

point equation of the star-triangle relation [5, 21]. Furthermore, the quasi-classical asymptotics

of the partition function of the edge-interaction model are described by discrete Laplace-type

equations [44, 46–48] associated to the discrete soliton equations. The saddle-point equations

in this case correspond to systems of 5-point difference equations that evolve in the square

lattice [42].

Thus, if a solution to the star-triangle or star-star relation is known, the quasi-classical

limit can provide a way to derive and investigate difference equations, where the latter should

be expected to inherit characteristics associated with integrability of the lattice models. For

example, in the quasi-classical limit Yang-Baxter equations implied by the star-star relation

may be reinterpreted as consistency relations satisfied by 5-point difference equations [42]. In

turn, it is possible to reinterpret these consistency conditions in terms of Lax pairs [49, 50],

similarly to Lax pairs that arise from consistency of 4-point difference equations [47,51].

While the quasi-classical limit for models satisfying the star-triangle relation and the connec-

tion to integrable difference equations has been relatively well developed [5,10,11,21,37], much

less has been done for the star-star relation. A couple of results for this area include the quasi-

classical limit of a general elliptic solution of the star-star relation investigated by Bazhanov

and Sergeev [37], as well as the study of a degeneration of hyperbolic analogues of equations

associated to the latter star-star relation [52]. The purpose of this paper is to study the latter

hyperbolic equations themselves in more detail. Namely, this paper will investigate the quasi-

classical expansion for a multicomponent spin solution of the star-star relation corresponding

to an identity for hyperbolic hypergeometric integrals associated to the An root system [53]

and the resulting system of n− 1-component difference equations. The latter equations will be

found to provide multicomponent extensions of known integrable scalar 5-point equations that

were previously studied in the context of the IRF formulation of edge-interaction models and

consistency on face-centered cubics [42].

The layout of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 the edge-interaction model of statistical

mechanics associated to the star-star relation is introduced. In Section 3, the particular hyper-
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bolic solution of the star-star relation is given. The quasi-classical limit from which the n − 1

component difference equations are derived. In Section 4, the quasi-classical expansion of the

partition function is considered and consistency for the multicomponent difference equations is

formulated in terms of the consistency-around-a-face-centered-cube property.

2 Edge-interaction model and star-star relation

2.1 Edge interaction model on checkerboard square lattice

It is convenient to define the model of statistical mechanics on the checkerboard square lattice [31]

which is pictured in Figure 1. The vertices of the lattice may be decomposed into black and

white subsets, where the set of black vertices will be denoted V (B) and the set of white vertices

will be denoted V (W ). Associated to the checkerboard square lattice is the medial rapidity

lattice consisting of horizontal and vertical directed rapidity lines. Rapidity variables p and p′

are assigned alternately to horizontally directed rapidity lines, and rapidity variables q and q′

are assigned alternately to vertically directed rapidity lines, as indicated in Figure 1.

q q q qq′ q′ q′ q′

p′

p′

p

p

Figure 1: Checkerboard square lattice and directed rapidity lines.

To each vertex i ∈ V (B) ∪ V (W ) is assigned an n-component spin variable

ξi =
(

(ξi)1, . . . , (ξi)n
)

∈ R
n, (1)

subject to the following constraint on components

n
∑

a=1

(ξi)a = 0. (2)

Thus a spin has n− 1 independent components and n = 2 corresponds to the scalar case.

To specify the model, Boltzmann weights will be assigned which characterise the interactions

between nearest-neighbour pairs of spins that are connected by edges of the lattice. As seen in

Figure 1, the intersection of two rapidity lines distinguish four different types of edges of the

checkerboard square lattice which are shown in Figure 2. The corresponding sets of four different
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types of edges in the checkerboard square lattice will be respectively denoted E(i), i = 1, 2, 3, 4,

as indicated in Figure 2.

q′p

i j

E(1)

qp′

j i

E(2)

p q
j

i

E(3)

p′ q′

i

j

E(4)

Figure 2: Four different types of edges belonging to the sets E(1), E(2), E(3), and E(4), respectively.

Four different expressions for the Boltzmann weights will be assigned to these different

edges. Namely, an edge (ij) ∈ E(k) connecting two vertices i ∈ V (B) and j ∈ V (W ) is assigned

a Boltzmann weight

Wp−q′(ξi, ξj), Wp′−q(ξi, ξj), W p−q(ξj , ξi), W p′−q′(ξj , ξi), (3)

for k = 1, 2, 3, 4, respectively. Finally, another Boltzmann weight denoted

S(ξi), (4)

is assigned to each vertex i ∈ V (B) ∪ V (W ). To be considered a physical model of statistical

mechanics the Boltzmann weights should take real and positive values, however, for the purposes

of this paper this is not needed. Note that it is typically the case (at least for integrable cases)

that the Boltzmann weights satisfy

Wα(ξi, ξj)W−α(ξj , ξi) = 1, (5)

and are related by

Wα(ξi, ξj) = Wη−α(ξi, ξj), (6)

for some parameter η known as the crossing parameter.

Let V (int) denote the set of vertices interior to the lattice. For example, in the lattice of

Figure 1 the interior vertices each have four nearest neighbours and the remaining vertices are

on the boundary. Then the partition function of the model Z may formally be written as

Z =

∫

Rn−1

· · ·
∫

Rn−1

∏

k∈V (int)

dξk
∏

i∈V (B)∪V (W )

S(ξi)
∏

(ij)∈E(1)

Wp−q′(ξi, ξj)
∏

(ij)∈E(2)

Wp′−q(ξi, ξj)

×
∏

(ij)∈E(3)

W p−q(ξj , ξi)
∏

(ij)∈E(4)

W p′−q′(ξj , ξi),

(7)

where dξk denotes
∏n−1

a=1 d(ξk)a and the boundary spins are kept fixed.

The above is a rather general construction of a multicomponent spin edge-interaction lattice

model of statistical mechanics and closely follows the construction used by Bazhanov and Sergeev
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for their solution of the star-star relation given in terms of the elliptic gamma function [37].

Specific expressions for Boltzmann weights used in this paper will be presented in the next

section, which give the hyperbolic analogue of [37]. It remains to introduce the star-star relation

as a condition of integrability for the above model, and this will be considered in the remainder

of this section.

2.2 Star-star relation

Each interior white (black) vertex in the square lattice of Figure 1 is connected by four edges

to four different black (white) vertices. The corresponding two four-edge ‘star’ configurations

of vertices and edges is shown in Figure 3. These star diagrams are assigned the following IRF

Boltzmann weights according to Figure 2 and (3)

V
(B)
pq (ξa, ξb, ξc, ξd) =

∫

Rn−1

dξiS(ξi)W p−q(ξc, ξi)W p′−q′(ξb, ξi)Wp′−q(ξi, ξa)Wp−q′(ξi, ξd), (8)

V
(W )
pq (ξa, ξb, ξc, ξd) =

∫

Rn−1

dξiS(ξi)W p−q(ξi, ξb)W p′−q′(ξi, ξc)Wp′−q(ξd, ξi)Wp−q′(ξa, ξi), (9)

for the diagram on the left and right of Figure 3 respectively.

c d

a b

i

p′

p

q q′

V
(B)
pq

c d

a b

i

p

p′

q′ q

V
(W )
pq

Figure 3: The two types of four-edge stars that appear in the checkerboard square lattice.

A sufficient condition of integrability for the edge-interaction model on the checkerboard

lattice is that the Boltzmann weights satisfy the star-star relation, which implies that the transfer

matrices of the model commute [34]. In terms of the two types of IRF Boltzmann weights (8)

and (9), the expression for the star-star relation for this model may be written as

Wq′−q(ξd, ξc)Wq−q′(ξa, ξb)V
(B)
pq (ξa, ξb, ξc, ξd) = Wp−p′(ξb, ξd)Wp′−p(ξc, ξa)V

(W )
pq (ξa, ξb, ξc, ξd).

(10)

This relation may also be regarded as a duality transformation between the two configurations of

edges shown in Figure 3, up to some prefactors. These prefactors are products of edge Boltzmann

weights that do not have corresponding edges that appear in the checkerboard square lattice.

In fact, the edge Boltzmann weights that appear on the left hand side would be associated to

edges that connect two black vertices, and those on the right hand side would be associated to

edges that connect two white vertices. Taking into account only the crossing of rapidities shown

in Figure 2 and corresponding assignment of Boltzmann weights in (3), the above expression
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c d

a b

i

p′

p

q′ q

=

c d

a b

j

p′

p

q′ q

Figure 4: Star-star relation

for the star-star relation is an equality for Boltzmann weights assigned to the configurations of

edges and rapidity lines shown in Figure 4.

The star-star relation is an equation that involves six n-component spin variables, where

the four ‘boundary’ spins ξa, ξb, ξc, ξd are kept fixed, and the two ‘interior’ spins (one on the

left hand side and one on the right hand side) are integrated over their components. Thus the

star-star relation may also be regarded simply as the equality of partition functions for simple

models of statistical mechanics associated to the two configurations shown on the left and right

hand sides of Figure 4.

Finally, consider the following renormalised IRF Boltzmann weight

Vpq(ξa, ξb, ξc, ξd) =

(

Wq′−q(ξd, ξc)Wp′−p(ξd, ξb)

Wq′−q(ξb, ξa)Wp′−p(ξc, ξa)

)
1
2

V
(1)
pq (ξa, ξb, ξc, ξd)

=

(

Wq′−q(ξb, ξa)Wp′−p(ξc, ξa)

Wq′−q(ξd, ξc)Wp′−p(ξd, ξb)

)
1
2

V
(2)
pq (ξa, ξb, ξc, ξd),

(11)

where the second equality follows as a consequence of the star-star relation (10) and the inversion

relation (5). The star-star relation (10) implies the following form of the Yang-Baxter equation

for IRF weights [34,37]
∫

Rn−1

dξi S(ξi) Vpq(ξc, ξi, ξe, ξd)Vpr(ξi, ξb, ξd, ξf )Vqr(ξc, ξg, ξi, ξb)

=

∫

Rn−1

dξj S(ξj) Vqr(ξe, ξj , ξd, ξf )Vpr(ξc, ξg, ξe, ξj)Vpq(ξg, ξb, ξj , ξf ).

(12)

This is an equation for 14 spin n-component spin variables, where the six boundary spins

ξb, ξc, ξd, ξe, ξf , ξg are fixed, and the eight interior spins (four on the left hand side and four

on the right hand side) are integrated over their components.

3 Multicomponent lattice model with hyperbolic Boltzmann

weights

The hyperbolic gamma function/non-quantum compact dilogarithm is defined here as [54,55]

Γh(z; b) = exp

(
∫ ∞

0

dx

x

( iz

x
− sinh(2izx)

2 sinh(xb) sinh(xb−1)

)

)

, | Im(z)| < Re(ηh), (13)
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where ηh will be referred to as the crossing parameter, defined by

ηh =
b+ b−1

2
. (14)

For the purposes here, the parameter b will take positive values

b > 0, (15)

such that the crossing parameter (14) is also positive. The function (13) has appeared previously

in several different but related forms including the multiple sine functions [56–59] the non-

compact quantum dilogarithm [54,60], and the hyperbolic gamma function [55].

The hyperbolic gamma function (13) satisfies the inversion relation

Γh(z; b) =
1

Γh(−z; b)
, (16)

and difference equations

Γh(z − ib; b)

Γh(z; b)
= 2 cosh(π(2z − ib−1)/(2b)),

Γh(z − ib−1; b)

Γh(z; b)
= 2 cosh(π(2z − ib)b/2), (17)

The latter relations may be used to extend (13) as a meromorphic function on z ∈ C [55].

3.1 Star-star relation

Let ξi =
(

(ξi)1, . . . , (ξi)n
)

denote an n-component spin variable, and pa, qb, a, b = 1, 2, denote

rapidity parameters, which respectively take values

ξi ∈ R
n,

n
∑

i=0

(ξi)j = 0, 0 < pa − qb < ηh, a, b = 1, 2. (18)

The Boltzmann weights are defined in terms of the hyperbolic gamma function by

S(ξi) =
∏

1≤a<b≤n

Γh(−iηh + (ξi)a − (ξi)b)Γh(−iηh − (ξi)a + (ξi)b)

=
∏

1≤a<b≤n

4 sinh
(

π
(

(ξi)a − (ξi)b
)

b−1
)

sinh
(

π
(

(ξi)a − (ξi)b
)

b

)

,
(19)

and

Wp−q(ξi, ξj) =
n
∏

a,b=1

Γh((ξi)a − (ξi)b + i(p− q)), W p−q(ξi, ξj) = Wηh−(p−q)(ξi, ξj). (20)

By definition, the above Boltzmann weights are each invariant under permutations of the

components of the spin variables ξi, ξj . The Boltzmann weights also satisfies the reflection

symmetry

Wp−q(ξi, ξj)Wq−p(ξj , ξi) = 1. (21)

The star-star relation may be written as

Wp1−p2(ξi, ξk)Wq1−q2(ξi, ξj)W
(B)(ξ) = Wp1−p2(ξj , ξl)Wq1−q2(ξk, ξl)W

(W )(ξ), (22)
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where

W (B)(ξ) =

∫

Rn−1

dξfS(ξf )Wp2−q1(ξf , ξi)W p2−q2(ξj , ξf )W p1−q1(ξk, ξf )Wp1−q2(ξf , ξl),

W (W )(ξ) =

∫

Rn−1

dξgS(ξg)Wp1−q2(ξi, ξg)W p1−q1(ξg, ξj)W p2−q2(ξg, ξk)Wp2−q1(ξl, ξg),

(23)

and dξf denotes d(ξf )1 . . . d(ξf )n−1.

The univariate n = 2 case of this star-star relation has been investigated in connection with

supersymmetric gauge theories [40], while for general n ≥ 2 the above star-star relation may

be found as the hyperbolic limit [53] of the elliptic solution of the star-star relation that was

first obtained by Bazhanov and Sergeev [37] and proven in [38] by connecting it to identities of

elliptic hypergometric integrals associated to the An root system [61].

3.2 Quasi-classical limit

Define the following parameter

~ = 2πb2 . (24)

A quasi-classical expansion may be taken by scaling the variables and parameters as

ξi →
xi√
2π~

, pj →
uj√
2π~

, qj →
vj√
2π~

, (25)

and considering ~ → 0. The classical variables xi, and parameters uj , vj, j = 1, 2, appearing

above take values

xi ∈ R
n, 0 < uj − vk < π, j, k = 1, 2, (26)

and the sum-to-zero condition on variables will be fixed as

xi =
(

(xi)1, . . . , (xi)n−1,−X
)

, (27)

where

X =

n−1
∑

a=1

(xi)a, (28)

so that the independent components of xi, are (xi)a, a = 1, . . . , n−1. Note that the condition on

parameters in (26) that is inherited from (18) is quite restrictive, but can effectively be dropped

once the desired difference equations have been obtained from the quasi-classical limit.

In the quasi-classical limit (25) the leading asymptotics of (13) are given by [60]

LogΓh(z(2πb)
−1; b) = −i~−1

(

Li2(−ez) +
π2

12
− z2

4

)

+O(~), Im(z) < π, (29)

where Li2(z) is the dilogarithm function, defined for C \ [1,∞) by

Li2(z) = −
∫ z

0
dx

Log(1− x)

x
. (30)

Using (29), the leading asymptotics of Boltzmann weights may be written in the form

log S(ξi) =− i~−1C(xi) +O(1),

logWp−q(ξi, ξj) =− i~−1Lu−v(xi,xj) +O(1),

logW p−q(ξi, ξj) =− i~−1Lu−v(xi,xj),+O(1),

(31)
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where

C(xi) =− iπ
∑

1≤a<b≤n

(

(xi)a − (xi)b
)

,

Lu−v(xi,xj) =
(π2 − 3(u− v)2)n2

12
+

n

4

n
∑

a=1

(

(xi)a + (xj)a
)

+
n
∑

a,b=1

Li2
(

−e(xi)a−(xj)b+i(u−v)
)

,

Lu−v(xi,xj) =Lπ−u+v(xi,xj).

(32)

The Lagrangian function satisfies an anti-symmetry relation

Lα(xi,xj) = −L−α(xj ,xi), (33)

which is the classical analogue of (5).

In the following, it will be convenient to implement a change of variables

(yi)a = e
(xi)a , αj = e

iuj , βj = e
ivj , (34)

such that multicomponent yi variables are defined by

yi =
(

(yi)1, . . . , (yi)n−1, Y
−1
i

)

, (35)

and

Yi =

n−1
∏

a=1

(yi)a. (36)

Then the exponentials of the partial derivatives of the Lagrangian functions with respect to the

components (ξi)a may be written in terms of the multiplicative variables yi as

exp

(

∂Lu−v(xi,xj)

∂xi,a

)

= φa(yi,yj ;α,−β), exp

(

∂Lu−v(xi,xj)

∂xi,a

)

= φa(yi,yj ;β, α),

exp

(

∂Lu−v(xj ,xi)

∂xi,a

)

= φa(yi,yj ;β,−α)−1, exp

(

∂Lu−v(xj ,xi)

∂xi,a

)

= φa(yi,yj ;α, β)
−1,

(37)

where

φa(yi,yj ;α, β) =

n
∏

b=1

α− βYi(yj)b
α(yj)a − β(yj)b

. (38)

3.3 Systems of multicomponent 5-point difference equations

Here it is convenient to shift two parameters as

v1 → v1 + π, v2 → v2 + π, (39)

which will make the expressions obtained below more uniform.

From the quasi-classical expansions of the Boltzmann weights obtained above, the quasi-

classical expansion of the star-star relation (22) has the form
∫

Rn−1

dxf

(2π~)
n−1
2

e
− i

~

(

Lu1−u2(xi,xk)+Lv1−v2 (xi,xj)+L(B)
uv

(xf ;xi,xj ,xk,xl)
)

+O(1)

=

∫

Rn−1

dxg

(2π~)
n−1
2

e
− i

~

(

Lu1−u2(xj ,xl)+Lv1−v2 (xk,xl)+L(W )
uv (xg ;xi,xj ,xk,xl)

)

+O(1)
,

(40)
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where dxf denotes
∏n−1

a=1(xf )a, and

L(B)
uv (xf ;xi,xj ,xk,xl) = C(xf ) + Lu2−v1(xf ,xi) + Lu1−v2(xf ,xl)

+Lu2−v2(xj ,xf ) + Lu1−v1(xk,xf ),

L(W )
uv (xg;xi,xj ,xk,xl) = C(xg) + Lu1−v2(xi,xg) + Lu2−v1(xl,xg)

+Lu1−v1(xg,xj) + Lu2−v2(xg,xk),

(41)

The saddle-point equations on the left and right hand sides of (40) are respectively given by

∂

∂(xf )a
L(B)
uv (xf ;xi,xj ,xk,xl) = 0,

∂

∂(xg)a
L(W )
uv (xg;xi,xj ,xk,xl) = 0, a = 1, . . . , n − 1.

(42)

The exponentials of the latter expressions, after also taking into account (39), may be written

as

exp

(

∂

∂(xf )a
L(B)
uv (xf ;xi,xj ,xk,xl)

)

= Aa(yf ;yi,yj ,yk,yl;α,β), (43)

exp

(

∂

∂(xg)a
L(W )
uv (xg;xi,xj ,xk,xl)

)

= Aa(yg;yi,yk,yj ,yl;β,α)−1, (44)

for a = 1, . . . , n− 1, where

Aa(yf ;yi,yj ,yk,yl;α,β) =
φa(yf ,yi;α2, β1)φa(yf ,yl;α1, β2)

φa(yf ,yj ;α2, β2)φa(yf ,yk;α1, β1)
. (45)

The latter expression is a rational function that is multilinear in the components of the four

variables yi,yj ,yk,yl, respectively (note that this does not imply a unique or rational solution

for n > 2), and also invariant under permutations of the components of any of these four

variables.

The pair of n− 1 equations

Aa(yf ;yi,yj ,yk,yl;α,β) = 1, a = 1, . . . , n− 1, (46)

Aa(yf ;yi,yk,yj ,yl;β,α) = 1, a = 1, . . . , n− 1, (47)

define n− 1-component systems of 5-point equations for the variables yf ,yi,yj ,yk,yl.

3.3.1 The case n = 2

For n = 2, the variables (35) take the form yi =
(

yi, (yi)
−1

)

. Then the equation (46) is equivalent

to

A(yh; yi, yj , yk, yl;α,β) =
a(yh, yi;α2, β1)a(yh, yl;α1, β2)

a(yh, yj;α2, β2)a(yh, yk;α1, β1)
= 1, (48)

where

a(yi, yj ;α, β) =
α− βyiyj
αyi − βyj

α− βyi/yj
αyi − β/yj

. (49)

In terms of the variables

yi =
√

y2i − 1, (50)

10



this becomes

a(yi, yj;α, β) =
α2 + β2y2i − 2αβyiyj
β2 + α2y2i − 2αβyiyj

. (51)

The equation (47) gives a similar expression. Then (48) corresponds to the multiplicative four-

leg form of an equation labelled A3(1) that was previously derived in the context of consistency

of 5-point equations on a face-centered cubic [42]. Thus for n > 2, the system of equations (46)

(or (47)) provide a multicomponent extension of this equation.

3.3.2 Rational limit

A rational limit may be taken by substituting exponentials for the components of the variables

and parameters for the system of equations (46) in the form

Aa

(

e
yhǫ; eyiǫ, eyjǫ, eykǫ, eylǫ; eαǫ, eβǫ

)

a = 1, . . . , n− 1. (52)

and taking the limit ǫ → 0. In this expression, the exponential of a multicomponent variable

eyi is shorthand for taking the exponential the components as (e(yi)1 , . . . , e(yi)n−1 , Yi), where

Yi = exp(−∑n−1
a=1(yi)a). Similarly, eαǫ represents (eα1ǫ, eα2ǫ).

In terms of the function

φ(r)
a (yi,yj ;α, β) =

n
∏

b=1

Yi + (yj)b − α+ β

(yi)a − (yj)b + α− β
. (53)

the limit ǫ → 0 of the above expression is

A(r)
a (yh;yi,yj ,yk,yl;α,β) =

φ
(r)
a (yh,yi;α2, β1)φ

(r)
a (yh,yl;α1, β2)

φ
(r)
a (yh,yj ;α2, β2)φ

(r)
a (yh,yk;α1, β1)

, a = 1, . . . , n− 1. (54)

The n− 1 equations

A(r)
a (yh;yi,yj ,yk,yl;α,β) = 1, a = 1, . . . , n − 1, (55)

together with the condition on variables

n
∑

a=1

(yi)a = 1, (56)

define another n-component system of 5-point equations for the variables yh,yi,yj ,yk,yl. Pre-

sumably the above rational system will arise from the quasi-classical expansion of a star-star

relation related to identities for rational hypergeometric integrals associated to the An root

system [53].

For the n = 2 case the variables are yi = (yi,−yi) and the function (53) is

φ(r)
a (yi,yj ;α, β) =

n
∏

b=1

−yi + yj − α+ β

yi − yj + α− β
. (57)

In this case the equation (55) is equivalent to the multiplicative four-leg form of an equation

labelled A2(1;0) from [42]. Thus for n > 2 the equations (55) provide a multicomponent extension

of this equation.
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4 Lattice equations and consistency

In a quasi-classical limit of the partition function, the n-components spin variables ξi at vertices

i are effectively replaced with the classical variables xi at the same vertices. The quasi-classical

expansion of the partition function (7) takes the form

Z =

∫

Rn−1

· · ·
∫

Rn−1

∏

k∈V (int)

dξk exp

(

− i

~
A(x) +O(1)

)

(58)

where

A(x) =
∑

i∈V (B)∪V (W )

C(xi) +
∑

(ij)∈E(1)

Lu1−v2(xi,xj) +
∑

(ij)∈E(2)

Lu2−v1(xi,xj)

+
∑

(ij)∈E(3)

Lu1−v1(xj ,xi) +
∑

(ij)∈E(4)

Lu2−v2(xj ,xi).
(59)

The partition function is evaluated on the solutions of the saddle-point equations which are

defined in this case by

∂A(x)

∂(xf )h
= 0, f ∈ V (int), h = 1, . . . , n− 1. (60)

Using the change of variables of the form (34) and taking the exponential, these equations may

be put in the form

Ai(yf ;ya,yb,yc,yd;α,β) = 1, f ∈ V (B), i = 1, . . . , n− 1, (61)

where (fa) ∈ E(1), (fb) ∈ E(2), (fc) ∈ E(3), (fd) ∈ E(4), are edges that connect nearest-

neighbour vertices a, b, c, d ∈ V (W ) of the vertex f ∈ V (B) and

Ai(yf ;ya,yc,yb,yd;β,α) = 1, f ∈ V (W ), i = 1, . . . , n− 1, (62)

where (fa) ∈ E(4), (fb) ∈ E(3), (fc) ∈ E(2), (fd) ∈ E(1), are edges that connect nearest-

neighbour vertices a, b, c, d ∈ V (B) of the vertex f ∈ V (W ). The individual equations are defined

on the 5-point configuration of vertices shown in Figure 5. Together the equations (61) and (62)

define an n-component system of difference equations in the square lattice.

α1
β1

c

α1
β2

d

α2
β1

a

α2
β2

b

f β2

α2

c

β1

α2

d

β2

α1

a

β1

α1

b

f

Figure 5: The 5-point equations (61) and (62).

An analysis of solutions of the system of the equations (61) and (62) for n > 2 goes beyond

the scope of this paper, but numerical computations for small n suggest that the individual
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equations may be solved for one of the four variables ya,yb,yc,yd in terms of the others and

the solution is unique up to permutations of the components.

As for the scalar case, one may interpret this system of equations as a system of multicompo-

nent evolution equations in the square lattice. Typical examples of initial conditions are shown

in Figure 6 for evolutions in the north-east direction of the lattice (see also [62] for more general

types of applicable initial conditions).

Note that in the context of variational principles, the system of equations (61) and (62) may

be regarded as coming from the equations of motion (60) for the action A(x), while the partition

function provides a natural quantization of the latter action. Note also that in this approach only

the leading order O(~−1) is being considered, and it is likely that other relevant equations can be

found at subleading orders of the quasi-classical expansion. However, determining further orders

of the expansion would require more complicated computations than have been considered here.

Figure 6: Corner- and staircase-type initial conditions indicated by crosses.

4.1 IRF Yang-Baxter equation and consistency

For the n = 2 case, the equations (61) and (62) were shown to be consistent as an overdetermined

system of 14 equations defined on vertices of a face-centered cubic unit cell [42]. The extension

of the system of 14 equations for n > 2 may be deduced from the quasi-classical expansion of

the IRF form of the YBE given in (12). First, it is convenient to relabel the variables in (12) as

ξc → ξa′ , ξd → ξc, ξe → ξc′ , ξf → ξd, ξg → ξb′ , (63)

and denote p = (p1, p2), q = (q1, q2), r = (r1, r2). Then the IRF YBE may be written in terms

of V (B) as
∫

Rn−1

dξaS(ξa)Xq(ξc, ξc′ , ξa, ξa′)V
(B)
pq (ξa′ , ξa, ξc′ , ξc)V

(B)
pr (ξa, ξb, ξc, ξd)V

(B)
qr (ξa′ , ξb′ , ξa, ξb) =

∫

Rn−1

dξd′S(ξd′)Xq(ξd, ξd′ , ξb, ξb′)V
(B)
pq (ξb′ , ξb, ξd′ , ξd)V

(B)
pr (ξa′ , ξb′ , ξc′ , ξd′)V

(B)
qr (ξc′ , ξd′ , ξc, ξd),

(64)

where

Xq(ξc, ξc′ , ξa, ξa′) = Wq2−q1(ξc, ξc′)Wq1−q2(ξa′ , ξa). (65)
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Taking a quasi-classical expansion as in (25), along with rj → wj√
2π~

, gives asymptotics of (64)

of the form
∫

Rn−1

· · ·
∫

Rn−1

dξadξgdξedξf exp

(

− i

~
A(L)(x) +O(1)

)

=

∫

Rn−1

· · ·
∫

Rn−1

dξd′dξg′dξe′dξf ′ exp

(

− i

~
A(R)(x) +O(1)

)

,

(66)

where

A(L)(x) = L(B)
uv (xg;xa′ ,xa,xc′ ,xc) + L(B)

uw (xe;xa,xb,xc,xd) + L(B)
vw (xf ;xa′ ,xb′ ,xa,xb)

+Lv2−v1(xc,xc′) + Lv1−v2(xa′ ,xa),

A(R)(x) = L(B)
uv (xg′ ;xb′ ,xb,xd′ ,xd) + L(B)

uw (xe′ ;xa′ ,xb′ ,xc′ ,xd′) + L(B)
vw (xf ′ ;xc′ ,xd′ ,xc,xd)

+Lv2−v1(xd,xd′) + Lv1−v2(xb′ ,xb).

(67)

and u = (u1, u2), v = (v1, v2), and w = (w1, w2). The saddle-point equations for the integrals

of (66) may be written in the form

∂
(

A(L)(x)−A(R)(x)
)

∂(xδ)i
= 0, i = 1, . . . , n − 1, δ = a, e, f, g, d′e′f ′g′. (68)

Using a change of variables as given in (34), but with a slightly different change of variables for

the parameters

αj = e
iuj , βj = e

iwj , γj = e
ivj , j = 1, 2, (69)

the exponentials of the saddle-point equations may be written in the form

Ai(yg;ya′ ,ya,yc′ ,yc;α,γ) = 1, Ai(yg′ ;yg′ ;yb′ ,yb,yd′ ;α,γ) = 1,

Ai(ye;ya,yb,yc,yd;α,β) = 1, Ai(ye′ ;ya′ ,yb′ ,yc′ ,yd′ ;α,β) = 1,

Ai(yf ;ya′ ,yb′ ,ya,yb;γ,β) = 1, Ai(yf ′ ;yc′ ,yd′ ,yc,yd;γ,β) = 1,

Ai(ya;yg,ya′ ,ye,yf ; (β1, γ2), (α2, γ1)) = 1, Ai(yd′ ;yg′ ,yd,ye′ ,yf ′ ; (β2, γ1), (α1, γ2)) = 1,

(70)

for i = 1, . . . , n− 1. Equating both sides of (66) at leading order O(~−1) gives

A(L) = A(R) (71)

which is assumed to hold on solutions of the saddle-point equations (70). The latter equation

may be differentiated with respect to components of the six variables xb,xc,xd,xb′ ,xc′ ,xa′ ,

which results in a further six equations

Ai(yb;yg′ ,yb′ ,ye,yf ; (β2, γ2), (α2, γ1)) = 1, Ai(yb′ ;yg′ ,yb,ye′ ,yf ; (β2, γ1), (α2, γ2)) = 1,

Ai(yc;yg,yc′ ,ye,yf ′ ; (β1, γ2), (α1, γ1)) = 1, Ai(yc′ ;yg,yc,ye′ ,yf ′ ; (β1, γ1), (α1, γ2)) = 1,

Ai(yd;yg′ ,yd′ ,ye,yf ′ ; (β2, γ2), (α1, γ1)) = 1, Ai(ya′ ;yg,ya,ye′ ,yf ; (β1, γ1), (α2, γ2)) = 1,

(72)

for i = 1, . . . , n− 1.
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The 14 equations in (70) and (72) are the n − 1-component analogues of the fourteen

scalar equations that were used for the formulation of consistency-around-a-face-centered-cube

(CAFCC) in [42]. In the context of CAFCC, the 14 equations are assigned to the face-centerd

cubic unit cell shown in Figure 7. CAFCC requires that the fourteen equations in (70) and

(72) are consistent, and for scalar equations there is a procedure to derive Lax pairs from a

consistent set of CAFCC equations [49,50]. Similarly to [42], one way to check CAFCC is to fix

the six n− 1-component variables ya,yb,yc,ye,yf ,yg, and the fourteen equations should agree

for solutions of the remaining eight variables. An analytic verification of consistency for n > 2

is beyond the scope of this paper, but the n− 1-component systems of equations (46) and (55)

have been numerically checked to be consistent for n = 3, 4, 5.

d

e
a

c

b

c′

a′

g f

b′

d′
e′

f ′ g′

Figure 7: The fourteen equations (70) and (72).

5 Conclusion

This paper has investigated the quasi-classical expansion of a particular hyperbolic solution

of the star-star relation that is associated to hyperbolic hypergeometric functions. Difference

equations that were derived from the quasi-classical expansion were shown to provide multicom-

ponent extensions of known integrable scalar 5-point difference equations that were previously

studied in the context of consistency on face-centered cubics [42]. Integrability of these 5-point

multicomponent difference equations was proposed in the form of the consistency-around-a-

face-centered-cubic property, which is essentially a reformulation of equations that arise in the

quasi-classical expansion of the IRF Yang-Baxter equation associated to the edge-interaction

lattice model, as shown in Section 4.

For future research directions, it would be interesting to be able to extend the known inte-

grable characteristics of the scalar n = 2 equations to the case of n > 2, where possible. For

example, this includes understanding the solutions of the equations, and showing that CAFCC

is satisfied for n > 2 and deriving associated Lax pairs. It would also be interesting to study

the hex systems [63,64] associated to the multicomponent 5-point equations. In the scalar case,

the 5-point equations may be constructed using three-leg forms of quad equations [44], while

the same 4-point quad equations are contained in the expressions for the 5-point equations

themselves. However, the analogue of such constructions are not yet understood for n > 2,
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and the relevant multicomponent 4-point equations (if they exist) have not appeared in the

literature, as far as the author is aware. Finally, investigating any integrable reductions of the

multicomponent equations would also be of interest.
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