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Full symmetric Toda system and vector fields on the
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G.I. Sharygin1,2,4,5, sharygin@itep.ru

Abstract

In this paper we discuss the relation between the functions that give first integrals of
full symmetric Toda system (an important Hamilton system on the space of traceless real
symmetric matrices) and the vector fields on the group of orthogonal matrices: it is known
that this system is equivalent to an ordinary differential equation on the orthogonal group,
and we extend this observation further to its first integrals. As a by-product we describe
a representation of the Lie algebra of B+(R)-invariant functions on the dual space of Lie
algebra sln(R) (under the canonical Poisson structure) by vector fields on SOn(R).

1 Introduction

Recall that Toda systems are a broad class of integrable systems, that are inspired by (or just
close to) the famous open Toda chain, the integrable system, that describes the behaviour of
an n-tuple of material points on a straight line. If q1, . . . , q|n are the coordinates of these points
and p1, . . . , pn are their momenta, we can introduce the dynamics simply by considering the
suitable Hamilton function: then the standard Poisson structure

{pi, qj} = δij

will take care of the rest. In the theory of the open Toda chain the choice of Hamilton function
is prescribed by the formula

H(p, q) =
n
∑

i=1

1

2
p2i +

n−1
∑

j=1

eqj−qj+1.

Properties of the open Toda chain have been investigated by numerous authors in 1960-ies and
later. The crucial step in these investigations was made by Flaschka, who discovered the Lax
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form of this system: if we make a change of variables: ai =
1√
2
pi, bj = 1

2
e

1

2
(qj−qj+1), then the

Toda system will take the following Lax form:

L̇ = [M(L), L], (1.1)

where L, M(L) are the matrices

L =



















a1 b1 0 0 . . . 0
b1 a2 b2 0 . . . 0
0 b2 a3 b3 . . . 0
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

0 . . . bn−2 an−1 bn−1

0 . . . 0 bn−1 an



















,M(L) =



















0 b1 0 0 . . . 0
−b1 0 b2 0 . . . 0
0 −b2 0 b3 . . . 0
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

0 . . . −bn−2 0 bn−1

0 . . . 0 −bn−1 0



















.

This equation, or rather its generalisations will be in the center of our attention in this paper.
Namely, the full symmetric Toda system now can be described as a pretty näıve general-

isation of the usual (open) Toda chain: just replace the tri-diagonal symmetric matrix L in
equation (1.1) by an arbitrary symmetric matrix, and use the same näıve anti-symmetrization
procedure, as before. That’s, take the matrices L, M(L) as

L =















a11 a12 a13 . . . a1n
a12 a22 a23 . . . a2n
a13 a23 a33 . . . a3n
...

...
. . .

...
a1n a2n . . . an−1,n ann















,M(L) =















0 a12 a13 . . . a1n
−a12 0 a23 . . . a2n
−a13 −a23 0 . . . a3n
...

...
. . .

...
−a1n −a2n . . . −an−1,n 0















.

Then the equation (1.1) for this choice of variables is called “full symmetric Toda system”;
it allows lots of further generalizations and numerous variations, beginning with considering
analogs of symmetric matrix spaces related with Cartan decompositions of real semisimple Lie
algebras, i.e. the spaces p in the orthogonal decompositions

g = k⊕ p.

One can go further all the way down to choosing suitable subspaces in the space of symmetric
matrices, the only condition being that commutators with the näıve antisymmetrization map
preserve the structure of zeros in the matrix L. The behaviour of trajectories of this system is
closely related with the topology of homogenous spaces associated with the real Lie groups (flag
spaces and their generalisations), and has been in the focus of attention of numerous researchers
throughout the last quarter of the century at least.

The main purpose of this paper is to bring together a series of statements and formulas,
that seem to have always been at the periphery of many papers, dealing with the full symmetric
Toda system, but (up to the knowledge of the authors) have never been explicitly formulated
and proved, to say nothing about being put together in a common paper (see however the
review by Olshanetsky and Perelomov, [4] where such constructions are also duscussed); here
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we limit ourselves to the “classical” situation of usual symmetric matrices, although all the
constructions can without any effort be transferred to the generalised case i.e. to the space of
“generalised symmetric matrices” associated with arbitrary real semisimple Lie algebra. These
statements include a very explicit description of the Poisson structure on the space of symmetric
matrices, phrased in terms of “symmetric” and “usual” matrix-gradients of a function (formulas
(2.5), (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8)), the formulas for the Poisson bracket of B+

n (R)-invariant functions
and their Hamilton vector fields: proposition 2.3, and remarks 2.5 and 2.6. Observe that the
statement of proposition 2.3 is a certain specification and slight generalization of the famous
AKS principle, which allows one to produce commuting integrals from invariant functions:
here we obtain a full anti-homomorphism of Lie algebras, which gives the usual commuting
elements, when restricted to commutative subalgebras. Finally, we also give a relation between
the B+

n (R)-invariant functions on sln(R) and the vector fields on the group SOn(R): we get an
explicit homomorphism from the algebra of B+

n (R)-invariant functions on sln(R) (with respect
to the Poisson bracket on sln(R)) and the algebra of vector fields on SOn(R).

Among other things that follow directly from the formulas we present here are the superin-
tegrability of the full symmetric Toda system (it follows from the description of the algebra of
B+

n (R)-invariant functions; also we obtain a method to construct commutative families of first
integrals of the systems, and symmetries of the corresponding system on the group SOn(R). All
these statements seem to have been known (especially the superintegrability, which appeared
in various papers before, e.g. in [5] or [6]), but the methods of proof and the explicitness and
generality of the formulas we use here, in our humble opinion deserve special attention.

Structure of the paper is very simple: in the section 2 we describe the Poisson structure
on the space of symmetric matrices, which we introduce from the isomorphism with the space
b−n (R)

∗, induced by a nondegenerate pairing Symmn(R)⊗b−n (R) → R. In particular, in section
2.2 we describe the Poisson pairing of B+

n (R)-invariant functions; after this in sections 3.2 and
3.3 we construct the vector fields on the group SOn(R) from B+

n (R)-invariant functions and
show that this construction is in fact a homomorphism of Lie algebras. Finally, in the end
of our paper we calculate an example of such functions on Symm4(R) and the corresponding
vector fields and describe their commutation relations: something that has long baffled one of
the authors of the present paper.

Important warning! For our purposes it is convenient to consider functions and vector fields
on Euclidean spaces and matrix groups that are analogs of meromorphic functions and vector
fields in analytic geometry; speaking a bit loosely, such functions should be equal to ratios
of usual smooth functions (if the denominator vanishes in a proper submanifold of positive
codimension) and vector fields should have coefficients of this form. We are not going to deal
with the general theory of such rational functions, which should be quite hard since the algebra
of smooth functions is not finitely generated, has zero divisors and other pathological properties.
However in every particular the functions that we would use will be of that sort. In particular,
they are “smooth in generic point” and have “poles” at certain spaces. To save the time and
notation we will denote such functions simply by C∞(·).
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2 Poisson structure on the space Symmn(R)

2.1 The general construction

Recall that sln(R) is the Lie algebra of traceless matrices with real entries, that matrix commu-
tator playing the role of Lie bracket. Below we will denote by eij , i, j = 1, . . . , n (i is the number
of row, and j the number of column, where the unit stands) the standard basis of matrix units
in Matn(R), then the basis in sln(R) can be taken in the form {eij, i 6= j, eii − enn}. Below we
will not distinguish between the elements of sln(R) and those of the general matrix Lie algebra
gln(R), so we’ll denote the generic element of either algebra by

x =
n
∑

i,j=1

xijeij

mutely assuming that
∑n

i=1 xii = 0 in the case of sln(R). The commutator relation in both
cases is given by the formula

[eij , epq] = δpjeiq − δiqepj .

Let f, g ∈ C∞(sln(R)
∗) be any two smooth functions; recall that the Lie-Poisson bracket on

the algebra C∞(sln(R)
∗) is given by the formula

{f, g}(x) = (x, [df(x), dg(x)]), (2.1)

where (, ) is the natural pairing between sln(R) and its dual space sln(R)
∗ and [, ] is the com-

mutator; here and below we will denote by df(x) the usual differential of a smooth function
f on sln(R)

∗ at the point x ∈ sln(R)
∗, which we regard as the linear map df(x) : sln(R)

∗ ∼=
Txsl

∗
n(R) → R; as such df(x) ∈ sln(R). The same formula works in case of an arbitrary Lie

algebra.
The “Killing pairing” on gln(R) and sln(R) ⊂ gln(R) is given by the formula

〈A,B〉 = tr (AtB), (2.2)

for any two matrices A,B (here At denotes the transposed matrix), so that:

〈A,B〉 =

n
∑

i,j=1

aijbij , if A =

n
∑

i,j=1

aijeij , B =

n
∑

i,j=1

aijeij. (2.3)

This pairing looks like the canonical Euclidean pairing in the basis eij and hence is clearly non-
degenerate, so it can be used to identify sln(R)

∗ ∼= sln(R), which consists simply of “raising
the indices”. In terms of this identification we can regard x as an element of sln(R) in the
formula (2.1); then we replace the differentials df(x) in it by “matrix gradients” ∇f(x), ∇g(x)
of the functions f, g ∈ C∞(sln(R)) and change the natural pairing on dual spaces by the Killing
pairing. So eventually we get

{f, g}(x) = 〈x, [∇f(x),∇g(x)]〉, (2.4)
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for all f, g ∈ C∞(sln(R)), x ∈ sln(R), where

∇f(x) =
∑ ∂f

∂xij

eij

denotes the matrix of partial derivatives of f .

Remark 2.1. Strictly speaking the Lie theoretic Killing form on gln(R) and sln(R) is different
from the pairing (2.2): by definition Killing form on a Lie algebra is given by the formula
K(A,B) = tr (ad(A)ad(B)) where ad denotes the adjoint representation

ad(X)(Y ) = [X, Y ].

In particular in terms of the matrices A,B we have

K(A,B) = tr (ad(A)ad(B)) = 2ntr (AB)− 2tr (A)tr (B).

As one sees apart from the absence of the transposition we also need the scaling factor 2n in
the case of sln(R). However the formulas (2.2), (2.3) are traditionally used in the study of
symmetric Toda system on Symmn(R), and we will also stick to that terminology.

It is clear that the restriction of the pairing (2.3) to the subspaces Symmn(R) ⊂ sln(R)
of real symmetric traceless matrices and b−n (R) ⊂ sln(R) (viewed as the space of the traceless
upper-triangular matrices) gives a non-degenerate pairing 〈, 〉 : Symmn(R)⊗ b−n (R) → R: if

A =
∑

j<i

aij(eij + eji) +

n
∑

i=1

aiieii,

B =
∑

1≤j≤i≤n

bijeij,

where
∑

aii = 0 =
∑

bii, then

〈A,B〉 =
∑

1≤j≤i≤n

aijbij .

Thus this pairing allows one to identify the space Symmn(R) with b−n (R)
∗; we will denote the

corresponding map by φ : Symmn(R) ∼= b−n (R)
∗; it consists of “deleting” the strictly upper

triangular part of a matrix in Symmn(R) while in the lower triangular part we raise all the
indices. We can now use this identification to transfer the Poisson structure (2.1) from b−n (R)

∗

onto Symmn(R). Let us write the explicit formulas for the induced Poisson structure. Let
f = f(aij) ∈ C∞(Symmn(R)) and L = (aij) ∈ Symmn(R), i ≤ j that is

L =
∑

1≤j<i≤n

aij(eij + eji) +
n
∑

i=1

aiieii.

We can use φ to induce from f a function fφ on b−n (R)
∗ simply by replacing every aij by the

coordinate bij on the dual space b−n (R)
∗. Then dfφ(φ(L)) ∈ b−n (R) can be identified with the

lower triangular matrix of partial derivatives

∑

j≤i

∂fφ

∂bij
(φ(L))eij =

∑

j≤i

∂f

∂aij
(L)eij ∈ b−n (R),
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so that we can use the formula (2.1). However, for future applications it is more convenient to
write everything in terms of “gradients”.

For this we observe that since the pairing (2.4) is positive-definite on Symmn(R), we can use
it to identify Symmn(R)

∗ ∼= Symmn(R). This identification sends the elements (eij +eji)
∗, j <

i in Symmn(R)
∗ dual to eij + eji ∈ Symmn(R) into 1

2
(eij + eji). Thus, if f = f(aij) ∈

C∞(Symmn(R)) and L ∈ Symmn(R), then the differential of f at L is

df(L) =
∑

1≤j<i≤n

∂f

∂aij
(L)(eij + eji)

∗ +
n
∑

i=1

∂f

∂aii
e∗ii,

and its “gradient” is

∇sf(L) =
1

2

∑

1≤j<i≤n

∂f

∂aij
(L)(eij + eji) +

n
∑

i=1

∂f

∂aii
eii.

We use the superscript s to clarify that we consider the gradient in the sense of the space
Symmn(R). It is easy to see now that

dfφ(φ(L)) =
∑

j≤i

∂f

∂aij
(L)eij = M̄(∇sf(L)),

where M̄ : Symmn(R) → b−n (R) is given by the formula

M̄(L) = 2L− − L0;

here we denote by L− the lower-triangular part of the matrix, and by L0 its diagonal. Thus we
come up with the following formula: for any f, g ∈ C∞(Symmn(R)) and any L ∈ Symmn(R)

{f, g}(L) = 〈L, [M̄(∇sf(L)), M̄(∇sg(L))]〉. (2.5)

Observe that M̄ is the restriction to Symmn(R) of the natural projection onto b−n (R) in the
direct sum decomposition:

sln(R) = son(R)⊕ b−n (R).

Indeed for any x =
∑n

i,j=1 xijeij we have

x =

(

∑

1≤j<i≤n

(xij + xji)eij +

n
∑

i=1

xiieii

)

+
∑

1≤j<i≤n

xij(eij − eji),

where the first term on the right is just M̄(x), the second term is from son(R), and x is
symmetric iff xij = xji. Let now M = 1 − M̄ : sln(R) → son(R) be complement natural
projection. If L ∈ Symmn(R) is symmetric, then

M(L) = L+ − L−,

6



the difference between its upper- and lower-triangular parts, i.e

M

(

∑

j<i

aij(eij + eji) +

n
∑

i=1

aiieii

)

=
∑

j<i

aij(eij − eji).

Then for f, g ∈ C∞(Symmn(R)) we have

〈L, [M̄(∇sf(L)),M̄(∇sg(L))]〉 = 〈L, [∇sf(L),∇sg(L)]〉 − 〈L, [∇sf(L),M(∇sg(L))]〉

− 〈L, [M(∇sf(L)),∇sg(L)]〉+ 〈L, [M(∇sf(L)),M(∇sg(L))]〉

= 〈L, [M(∇sg(L)),∇sf(L)]〉 − 〈L, [M(∇sf(L)),∇sg(L)]〉.

(2.6)

This follows from the fact that Symmn(R) is orthogonal to son(R) with respect to the Killing
pairing.

Remark 2.2. It is very useful to write down the Poisson structure on Symmn(R) in terms of
the usual “gradients” of the functions, i.e. to the gradients, inherited from the Killing form
on sln(R), rather then from its restriction to Symmn(R). Of course, this can only work for
functions f ∈ C∞(Symmn(R)) that are restrictions of some functions on sln(R).

So let us consider an arbitrary functions f ∈ C∞(sln(R)), which we restrict to a function
f s on Symmn(R), and let L ∈ Symmn(R) be an arbitrary point. Observe that ∇f(L) 6= ∇sf s

as matrices, in particular, the former matrix is not necessarily symmetric, unless f(xt) = f(x)
for all x ∈ sln(R). However it is easy to see that by chain rule

∂f s

∂aij
=

n
∑

p,q=1

∂f

∂xpq

∂xpq

∂aij
=

∂f

∂xij

+
∂f

∂xji

,

so

∇sf s(L) =
1

2

∑

1≤j≤i≤n

∂f s(L)

∂aij
(eij + eji) =

1

2

∑

1≤j≤i≤n

(

∂f

∂xij

(L) +
∂f

∂xji

(L)

)

(eij + eji)

and therefore

M̄(∇sf s(L)) =
∑

1≤j<i≤n

(

∂f

∂xij

(L) +
∂f

∂xji

(L)

)

eij +

n
∑

i=1

∂f

∂xii

(L)eii = M̄(∇f(L)).

Hence for any two functions f, g ∈ C∞(sln(R)) which we restrict onto Symmn(R), their Poisson
bracket is given by the formula

{f s, gs}(L) = 〈L, [M̄(∇f(L)), M̄(∇g(L))]〉 (2.7)

for any L ∈ Symmn(R).
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2.2 The bracket of B+
n (R)-invariant functions

From now on we will assume that f, g are equal to restrictions onto Symmn(R) of some smooth
functions on sln(R). Henceforth we will not distinguish between functions f on sln(R) and their
restrictions to Symmn(R), f

s, in our notation, unless we need to stress the difference. Due to
the remark 2.2 we can substitute the gradients of ∇f,∇g of functions f, g as functions on sln(R)
for the gradients ∇sf s,∇sgs of restrictions f s, gs of f, g onto Symmn(R) in the formula (2.5):
in fact the formulas (2.5) and (2.7) coincide in this case. The purpose of this move is pretty
clear: the group SLn(R) acts on its Lie algebra by conjugations and so do all its subgroups,
while the conjugation by a matrix g ∈ SLn(R) does not preserve the subspace Symmn(R),
unless g is orthogonal.

The main result of this section is the following smooth version of the well-known Adler-
Kostant-Symes scheme (which is usually proved in the context of polynomial functions):

Proposition 2.3. Let f, g ∈ C∞(sln(R)) be B+
n (R)-invariant functions, which we restrict to

Symmn(R), then for all L ∈ Symmn(R) we have

{f s, gs}(L) = −〈L, [∇f(L),∇g(L)]〉

This statement is based on the following lemma:

Lemma 2.4. Let f ∈ C∞(sln(R)) be any function and ξ ∈ sln(R) be a vector. Then the
following is true:

∂f

∂ξ
(x) = 〈∇f(x), [ξ, x]〉, for all x ∈ sln(R),

where ∂f

∂ξ
∈ C∞(sln(R)) is the directional derivative of f with respect to the vector field ad(ξ)

on sln(R), i.e.
∂f

∂ξ
(x) =

df(Adexp(tξ)x)

dt
|t=0.

In particular, if f is invariant with respect to the field ad(ξ), then

−〈x, [∇f(x), ξt]〉 = 〈∇f(x), [ξ, x]〉 =
∂f

∂ξ
(x) = 0.

Observe that in coordinates one can write down the vector field ∂
∂ξ

as

ẋ = [ξ, x]

for a generic point x ∈ sln(R); this follows directly from the formula for ∂f

∂ξ
. Or else one can

regard it as the corollary of the definition and the fact that the adjoint representation ad on
Lie algebras is equal to the linear part of the “big” adjoint representation Ad of the group.

Let us first derive the statement of proposition 2.3 from the lemma:

8



Proof. For any two functions f, g ∈ C∞(sln(R)), restricted to Symmn(R), we compute:

{f s, gs}(L) = 〈L, [M̄(∇f(L)), M̄(∇g(L))]〉

= 〈L, [(1−M)(∇f(L)), (1−M)(∇g(L))]〉

= 〈L, [∇f(L),∇g(L)]〉 − 〈L, [M(∇f(L)),∇g(L)]〉

− 〈L, [∇f(L),M(∇g(L))]〉+ 〈L, [M(∇f(L)),M(∇g(L))]〉

=〈L,[∇f(L),∇g(L)]〉−〈L,[M(∇f(L)),∇g(L)]〉−〈L,[∇f(L),M(∇g(L))]〉.

(2.8)

The last term disappears because Symmn(R) ⊥ son(R). Let now f, g ∈ C∞(sln(R)) be b
+
n (R)-

invariant functions, then for all L ∈ Symmn(R) we have from the formula (2.8)

{f s, gs}(L) = 〈L, [∇f(L),∇g(L)]〉 − 〈L, [M(∇f(L)),∇g(L)]〉 − 〈L, [∇f(L),M(∇g(L))]〉

=〈L,[∇f(L),∇g(L)]〉−〈L,[(1−M̄)(∇f(L)),∇g(L)]〉−〈L,[∇f(L),(1−M̄)(∇g(L))]〉

= −〈L, [∇f(L),∇g(L)]〉+ 〈L, [M̄(∇f(L)),∇g(L)]〉+ 〈L, [∇f(L), M̄(∇g(L))]〉

= −〈L, [∇f(L),∇g(L)]〉,

where the last two terms vanish because the functions f, g are B+
n (R)-invariant (and hence

b+n (R)-invariant), and M̄(∇f), M̄(∇g) ∈ b+n (R) see lemma 2.4.

It now remains to prove lemma 2.4. To this end we recall that Adgx = gxg−1 for all
g ∈ SLn(R), x ∈ sln(R), so taking g = g(t) = exp(tξ) we compute:

d

dt
f(Adg(t)x)|t=0

=
n
∑

p,q=1

(

∂f

∂xpq

(Adg(t)x)
d(Adg(t)x)pq

dt

)

|t=0

=
n
∑

p,q=1

∂f(x)

∂xpq

[ξ, x]pq = 〈∇f(x), [ξ, x]〉.

The second equation in the lemma 2.4 is just the property of the Killing pairing: for any three
matrices A,B and C we have

〈A, [B,C]〉 = tr (At[B,C]) = tr (AtBC)− tr (AtCB)

= tr ((CAt − AtC)B) = tr ([A,Ct]tB) = 〈B, [A,Ct]〉.

Then if we put Ct = M̄(∇g(L)) = ξ, A = ∇f, B = L, we get by the previous formula

〈L, [∇f(L), M̄(∇g(L))]〉 = 〈∇f, [L, M̄(∇g(L))t]〉 = −
∂f

∂ξ
(L) = 0,

since ξ = M̄(∇g(L))t ∈ b+n (R) and f is B+
n (R)-invariant.

Remark 2.5. Once again we draw the reader’s attention to the fact that the formula from
proposition 2.3 cannot be pulled to the functions defined only on Symmn(R) and their sym-
metric or non-symmetric gradients: as we observed before, the action of B+

n (R) is not defined
on Symmn(R).

We also observe that one can regard the claim of the proposition 2.3 as the following
statement: restriction of B+

n (R)-invariant functions from sln(R) to Symmn(R) is an anti-
homomorphism of Poisson algebras:

{f, g}s = −{f s, gs} (2.9)

9



for all f, g ∈ C∞(sln(R))
B−

n (R). In particular, it sends commutative families of functions to
commutative, which is a version of the classical Adler-Kostant-Symes construction for smooth
functions. Recall that the claim of the classical AKS scheme is as follows: let g = g1 ⊕ g2
be a direct sum decomposition of a Lie algebra as a sum of two Lie subalgebras and let Sg =
Sg1 ⊕ g2Sg, f = f1 + f2 be the corresponding decomposition of the polynomial functions on g∗.
Let f, g ∈ Sg be two Poisson-commuting functions, each of which is g1-invariant. Then their
restrictions to g1 Poisson-commute with each other.

One can modify the proof of this claim so as to obtain a statement, similar to that of the
proposition 2.3 for polynomial functions; see for instance the electronic version of [2] and the
proof therein, which is based on the properties of the polynomials. On the other hand we
couldn’t find in literature a version of this statement for non-polynomial functions; thus we
found it necessary to give here a detailed proof thereof.

Remark 2.6. One can use the formulas proved in this section to obtain the expression for the
Hamilton field of a B+

n (R)-invariant function restricted to Symmn(R). Namely recall that the
Hamilton field Xf of a function f is determined by the equation

{f, g} = Xf(g)

for any smooth function g on a Poisson manifold. Let now f be a B+
n (R)-invariant function, and

g arbitrary function. Consider now the formula (2.8) and let f be a B+
n (R)-invariant function.

Then, since M + M̄ = 1, we have

{f s, gs}(L) =〈L,[∇f(L),∇g(L)]〉−〈L,[M(∇f(L)),∇g(L)]〉−〈L,[∇f(L),M(∇g(L))]〉

= 〈L, [∇f(L), M̄(∇g(L))]〉 − 〈L, [M(∇f(L)),∇g(L)]〉

= −〈L, [M(∇f(L)),∇g(L)]〉 = −〈∇g(L), [L,M(∇f(L)]〉

=
∂g(L)

∂M(∇f(L))
.

Since this is true for any g ∈ C∞(Symmn(R)) (as any smooth function on a hyperplane can
be extended to the whole space) we conclude that the Hamilton field of f s (the restriction
of a B+

n (R)-invariant function to Symmn(R)) is equal to [M(∇f(L)), L]; in other words the
Hamilton equation corresponding to f is

L̇ = [M(∇f(L)), L].

3 Vector fields on SOn(R) and Poisson structures

In this section we are going to investigate the relation of Poisson structures from the previous
section and vector fields on the orthogonal group.

3.1 Toda fields and their symmetries

In our previous paper [1] we described the way one can construct symmetries of the full symmet-
ric Toda system by similar constructions. Let us first recall the main ideas of this construction.
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To this end recall that for a diagonal matrix Λ we define the Toda field T Λ on SOn(R) by
the formula:

T Λ(Ψ) = M(ΨΛΨt)Ψ,

where Ψ ∈ SOn(R) is a generic point in the orthogonal group SOn(R), i.e. Ψt = Ψ−1. Our
interest in studying such fields relies on the following fact:

Proposition 3.1. Let L0 ∈ Symmn(R) be a symmetric matrix, and Λ a real diagonal matrix
of its eigenvalues (we can write them in any fixed order). Let Ψ0 ∈ SOn(R) be the orthogonal
matrix for which L0 = Ψ0ΛΨ

t
0 (its existence is guaranteed by the general theory). Consider the

solution Ψ(t) of Cauchy problem:

Ψ̇(t) = T Λ(Ψ(t)), Ψ(0) = Ψ0.

Then L(t) = Ψ(t)ΛΨt(t) is the solution of Cauchy problem

L̇ = [M(L), L], L(0) = L0. (3.1)

Equation (3.1) is called full symmetric Toda system.

In [1] we modified the definition of the field T Λ as follows: let X ∈ sln(R) be an arbitrary
matrix. Put

T X(Ψ) = M(X)Ψ, Ψ ∈ SOn(R).

Then we proved the following formula

[T X , T Y ] = T [X,Y ].

In other words, the map

T : sln(R) → V ect(SOn(R)),

X 7→ T X

is a representation of the Lie algebra sln(R) in vector fields on the compact group SOn(R). In
the cited paper we used another construction to obtain suitable coefficient functions fX (for
certain X ∈ sln(R)) such that fXT

X begin to commute with T Λ. This gives a large family
of symmetries of the Toda system, in particular it allows one to show that it is integrable by
Lie-Bianchi theorem (we will publish this result later).

3.2 The map T

In this paper we are going to look in another direction: we are going to establish a relation
between the structure of the algebras of vector fields on SOn(R) and the Poisson-Lie algebras
of functions on sln(R). To this end we will modify the map T as follows.

Let Λ be a diagonal matrix, and f ∈ C∞(sln(R)). We put

T f,Λ(Ψ) = M(∇f(ΨΛΨt))Ψ, Ψ ∈ SOn(R). (3.2)

11



Observe that here we use the usual “gradient matrix” ∇f rather then the “symmetric gradient
matrix” ∇sf of the restriction f s of f to the subspace Symmn(R) even though the matrix
L = ΨΛΨt is symmetric. In what follows the matrix Λ will be fixed and we will omit it from
our notation, i.e. we will write T f = T f,Λ.

Our purpose is to use the map f 7→ T f as a way to relate the Poisson structure on sln(R)
and the vector fields on SOn(R). To this end we will need the following facts about the maps
involved in its construction.

(i) The projection M verifies the “Nijenhuis” equation :

M2([X, Y ])−M([M(X), Y ] + [X,M(Y )]) + [M(X),M(Y )] = 0;

for all X, Y ∈ sln(R); in particular if X, Y ∈ Symmn(R) then

[X, Y ] = M([M(X), Y ] + [X,M(Y )])− [M(X),M(Y )],

since M2 = M = id on son(R).

(ii) Let ξ, η be two smooth vector fields on a Lie group G (for G = SLn(R) or SOn(R) in our
case), given by the formula

ξ(g) = dRg(x(g)), η(g) = dRg(y(g)), g ∈ G,

where x, y : G → g be two smooth functions on G with values in its Lie algebra and
Rg : G → G denotes the right translation by g ∈ G; then the commutator of ξ, η is equal
to the vector field ζ on G, determined by the smooth function z : G → g:

z(g) = Lξy(g)−Lηx(g)− [x(g), y(g)].

Here Lξy(g) denotes the derivative of vector-valued function (g-valued function) y(g) along the
vector field ξ and similarly Lηx(g).

We are going to compute the commutator of fields T f , T g. First, we observe that

T f(Ψ) = dRΨ(x(Ψ)), for x(Ψ) = M(∇f(ΨΛΨt)).

So we begin with computing Lηx(Ψ0) for the right-invariant vector field η(Ψ) = dRΨ(Y ) for
Y = M(∇g(Ψ0ΛΨ

t
0)) (it is sufficient to consider right-invariant fields since the derivative of

a vector-valued function with respect to a vector field is linear over functions Lfξ+gη(x) =
fLξx+ gLηx): let L0 = Ψ0ΛΨ

t
0 then

∇f((1 + ǫY )Ψ0ΛΨ
t
0(1− ǫY )) = ∇f(L0)) + ǫ∇

(

∂f

∂Y

)

(L0) + ō(ǫ),

where we use the notation from lemma 2.4. So, using the conclusion of this lemma and skew-
symmetry of Y we get

LYM(∇f(ΨΛΨt))(Ψ0) = M

(

∇

(

∂f

∂Y

)

(L0)

)

= M(∇(〈x, [∇f(x), Y ]〉)(L0)).
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In this formula x is a generic point in sln(R), with respect to which we calculate the “gradient
matrix”. So we compute further:

∇〈x, [∇f(x), Y ]〉 = [∇f(x), Y ] + 〈x(1), [∇
2f(x), Y(1)]〉(1).

Here ∇2f(x) is the “matrix of second partial derivatives” of the function f : it is an element of
the tensor square of sln(R), given by the formula (we again mutely use the Killing metric to
raise the indices):

∇2f(x) =
∑

1≤i,j,k,l≤n

∂2f(x)

∂xij∂xkl

eij ⊗ ekl.

Further, x(1) = x⊗1, Y(1) = Y ⊗1 and 〈, 〉(1) denotes the “Killing pairing in the first coordinate”,
i.e.

〈A,B〉(1) =
∑

1≤i,j,k,l,m≤n

aijklbijlmekm

if A =
∑

i,j,k,l aijkleij ⊗ ekl, B =
∑

i,j,k,l bijkleij ⊗ ekl. Summing up, we get:

LYM(∇f(ΨΛΨt))(Ψ0) = M([∇f(L0), Y ]) +M(〈(L0)(1), [∇
2f(L0), Y(1)]〉(1)).

Let us modify the second term on the right. To this end we put

L0 = A =
∑

i,j

aijeij, Y = B =
∑

k,l

bklekl, ∇
2f(L0) = C =

∑

p,q,r,s

cpqrsepq ⊗ ers

where A is symmetric, aij = aji and B is skew-symmetric, bkl = −blk. Then At
(1) = A(1), where

we apply transposition “in the first tensor direction”. Let tr 1 denote the trace “in the first
tensor direction”, it clearly verifies the same cyclic property and thus

〈A(1), [C,B(1)]〉(1) = tr 1(A
t
(1)CB(1) −At

(1)B(1)C) = tr 1([B(1), A(1)]C) = 〈[B,A](1), C〉(1),

since the commutator of a symmetric and a skew-symmetric matrix is symmetric. So

M(〈(L0)(1), [∇
2f(L0), Y(1)]〉(1)) = M(〈[Y, L0](1),∇

2f(L0)〉(1)) = 〈[Y, L0](1),M(2)(∇
2f(L0))〉(1),

where M(2) denotes the “action of projector M on the second tensor coordinate”:

M(2)

(

∑

p,q,r,s

cpqrsepq ⊗ ers

)

=
∑

1≤p,q≤n
1≤s<r≤n

cpqrsepq ⊗ (ers − esr).

So we can finally return Y to the right

M(〈(L0)(1), [∇
2f(L0), Y(1)]〉(1)) = 〈(L0)(1), [M(2)(∇

2f(L0)), Y(1)]〉(1)
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Summing up, we get [T f , T g](Ψ) = dRΨ(z(Ψ)), where z(Ψ) ∈ son(R) is given by the following
formula: let L = ΨΛΨt for some real diagonal matrix Λ then with the help of property (i) of
M we obtain

z(Ψ) = M([∇f(L),M(∇g(L))]) + 〈L(1), [M(2)(∇
2f(L)),M(∇g(L))(1)]〉(1)

−M([∇g(L),M(∇f(L))])− 〈L(1), [M(2)(∇
2g(L)),M(∇f(L))(1)]〉(1)

− [M(∇f(L)),M(∇g(L))]

= M([∇f(L),∇g(L)]) + 〈L(1), [M(2)(∇
2f(L)),M(∇g(L))(1)]〉(1)

+ 〈L(1), [M(∇f(L))(1),M(2)(∇
2g(L))]〉(1)

(3.3)

3.3 Fields T f for B+
n (R)-invariant functions

Let f, g ∈ C∞(sln(R)) now be B+
n (R)-invariant functions. We are going to show that in this

case the following is true:

Proposition 3.2. If f, g ∈ C∞(sln(R)) are B+
n (R)-invariant, then

[T f , T g] = T {f,g},

where the Poisson brackets in the right hand side signifies the Kirillov-Kostant structure on
sln(R) (see formulas (2.1), (2.4)).

In other words, the map T : C∞(sln(R))
B+

n (R) → V ect(SOn(R)) is a homomorphism of Lie
algebras. Observe that this is to be expected, as according to the remark 2.6 the fields T f for
generate Hamilton fields of the B+

n (R)-invariant functions f , restricted to Symmn(R): if Ψ(t)
is a trajectory of the field T f , then the curve L(t) = Ψ(t)ΛΨ(t)t verify the equation

L̇ = [M(∇f(L)), L],

as we need. Thus one is tempted to derive this formula from the well-known property of the
Hamilton fields:

[Xf , Xg] = X{f,g}.

However the relations between the fields on SOn(R) and the functions on Symmn(R) is rather
indirect, there can be kernels in both directions (especially if the matrix L has non-simple
spectrum), hence the commutation relation on Symmn(R) does not automatically entail similar
formulas for SOn(R). So we find it necessary to prove this independently; it is interesting that
this construction has very little to do with the symmetricity etc. of the matrices; in particular
one can prove a similar formula for the fields induced by the formula

T f,X(Ψ) = M(∇f(ΨXΨt))Ψ, Ψ ∈ SOn(R), for any X ∈ sln(R).

This, however would demand a long discussion, so we postpone it to a forthcoming paper.
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Proof. Recall that M, M̄ denote the projections onto son(R) and b−n (R) respectively in the
direct sum decomposition sln(R) = son(R)⊕ b−n (R), so M + M̄ = id and M̄(X) ∈ b−n (R) for all
X ∈ sln(R). Observe that for B+

n (R)-invariant functions f, g one has the following formula:

〈x, [∇f(x), M̄(∇g(x))]〉 = −
∂f(x)

∂M̄ (∇g(x))t
= 0 =

∂g(x)

∂M̄ (∇f(x))t
= 〈x, [M̄(∇f(x)),∇g(x)]〉.

This follows directly from lemma 2.4. Now similarly we have

〈x(1), [∇
2f(x), M̄(∇g(x))(1)]〉(1) = −

∂(∇f)(x)

∂M̄ (∇g(x))t
= −∇

(

∂f(x)

∂M̄ (∇g(x))t

)

= 0,

where we regard ∇f as a matrix-valued function and use the commutativity of partial deriva-
tives with respect to constant vectors. For the same reason we have

〈x(1), [M̄(∇f(x))(1),∇
2g(x)]〉(1) = 0.

It follows that since M + M̄ = id

〈x(1), [∇
2f(x),∇g(x)(1)]〉(1) = 〈x(1), [∇

2f(x),M(∇g(x))(1)]〉(1),

〈x(1), [∇f(x)(1),∇
2g(x)]〉(1) = 〈x(1), [M(∇f(x))(1),∇

2g(x)]〉(1).
(3.4)

Finally, consider the field T {f,g}: by definition

T {f,g}(Ψ) = M(∇{f, g}(L))Ψ,

where L = ΨΛΨt. First we compute ∇{f, g}(x): by formula (2.4) we have

∇{f, g}(x) = ∇(〈x, [∇f(x),∇g(x)]〉) =

= [∇f(x),∇g(x)] + 〈x(1), [∇
2f(x),∇g(x)(1)]〉(1) + 〈x(1), [∇f(x)(1),∇

2g(x)]〉(1)

Hence by equations (4.2)

∇{f, g}(x) =

= [∇f(x),∇g(x)] + 〈x(1), [∇
2f(x),M(∇g(x))(1)]〉(1) + 〈x(1), [M(∇f(x))(1),∇

2g(x)]〉(1).

Now the claim follows by comparing this formula with equation (3.3).

Remark 3.3. A simple corollary of this claim is that there exist large commutative families
of fields commuting with Toda fields T Λ; in effect, any field T f for B+

n (R)-invariant f will

commute with T Λ. To this end it is sufficient to observe that T Λ = T
1

2
tr (x2), i.e. T Λ is the

field associated with the function g = 1
2
tr (x2) ∈ C∞(sln(R)), and this function is central with

respect to the Poisson structure (2.1), (2.4).

4 Examples and further discussion

In this section we suggest few examples of the phenomena, we discussed earlier: we begin with
an example of b+n (R)-invariant functions on sln(R) (for n = 4), and calculate explicitly the
corresponding Hamilton vector fields (M-operators). After this we discuss the relation between
M-operators and the vector fields on the orthogonal group.
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4.1 Lax representation for B+
n (R)-invariant functions and vector

fields

As we described earlier (see remark 2.6), the Hamilton equation, associated with a B+
n (R)-

invariant function restricted to Symmn(R), has form

L̇ = [M(∇f(L)), L].

Here the operator ∇f is the sln(R)-valued “gradient matrix” of f and M is the natural pro-
jection onto son(R) along b−n (R). This is what one calls “M-operator” equation, which plays
an important role in the theory. Let us give an example of calculations of such M-operators
for particular choice of functions. Our exposition here is based on numerous discussions with
D.Talalaev.

Example 4.1 (Functions on Symm4(R)). Let us consider the full symmetric Toda system on
symmetric matrices of size 4× 4; to this end we consider the following Lax matrix

L = A =









a11 a12 a13 a14
a12 a22 a23 a24
a13 a23 a33 a34
a14 a24 a34 a44









. (4.1)

The dimension of the phase space of this system is equal to 8, which is equal to the number of
independent variables (which is 10) minus the number of Casimirs (which there are 2). This
system is superintegrable and it has five integrals of motion (Hamiltonians), see [5], where all
these integrals are explicitly written down. Three of these integrals of motion are “isospectral”,
i.e. arise from the invariants of the Lax matrix: 1

2
tr (L2), 1

3
tr (L3), 1

4
tr (L4). The remaining

integral of motion is given by the formula

I =
a
(3)
41

a41
,

where a
(3)
41 denotes the (4, 1)-th matrix element of L3 = L · L · L. This integral of motion is

equivalent to the integral

I1 =
A 234

123

a14

obtained by the chopping procedure (see [3]). Here A 234

123

denotes the minor obtained by deleting
the first row and the last column of the Lax matrix. It turns out that this system has an
additional integral of motion:

J =
A

(2)
34

12

A 34

12

,

where A 34

12

is the determinant of the 2×2 submatrix of L spanned by the first two columns and

the last two rows of A and A
(2)
34

12

denotes the corresponding 2 × 2 minor of A2. Note that the
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functions I and J are equal to the restrictions of B+
n (R)-invariant functions onto Symmn(R):

these functions are given by the same formulas as those for I and J , but without restricting
the attention to symmetric matrices.

By the formulas we proved earlier, in order to get the M-operators corresponding to func-
tions I and J we should regard them as the functions on sl4(R), calculate their sln(R)-gradients
and anti-symmetrize the results. Here and below for the sake of brevity we denote functions
on sl4(R) by the same symbols we use for functions on Symm4(R). So let us start with the
function:

I =
x
(3)
41

x41

,

where x
(3)
41 is the (4, 1)-th matrix element of X3 = X ·X ·X, X ∈ sl4(R). It turns out that it

is easier to calculate the sln(R)-gradient for the function Ĩ = I − 1
2
tr (X2) and project it into

so4(R) along b−4 (R):

M(∇Ĩ) = M

(

∇

(

I −
1

2
tr (X2

))

.

In fact, we can use the linearity of this procedure to simplify some of the computations: in
effect we know that the M-operator for 1

2
tr (X2) is equal to M = L>0 − L<0 for all X = L ∈

Symmn(R). First of all we calculate sln(R)-gradient: put

Fab =
∂

∂xab

(

I −
1

2
tr (X2)

)

,

where

I =
x4ixijxj1

x41

,
1

2
tr (X2) =

1

2
xklxlk,

and summation upon repeating indices in the range from 1 to 4 is understood. Then

Fab =
1

x2
41

(

∂
(

x4ixijxj1 −
1
2
xklxlkx41

)

∂xab

x41 −
∂x41

∂xab

(

x4ixijxj1 −
1

2
xklxlkx41

)

)

. (4.2)

We are interested only in matrix elements Fab with a < b, because we will project along
b−4 (R)into so4(R) afterwards, so let

F =









∗ F12 F13 F14

∗ ∗ F23 F24

∗ ∗ ∗ F34

∗ ∗ ∗ ∗









.

As ∂x41

∂xab
= 0 for all a < b, we get

∂
(

x4ixijxj1 −
1
2
xklxlkx41

)

∂xab

=

= δ4aδibxijxj1 + x4iδiaδjbxj1 + x4ixijδjaδ1b −
1

2
δkaδlbxlkx41 −

1

2
xklδlaδkbx41

= δ4axbjxj1 + x4axb1 + x4ixiaδ1b − xbax41.
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We finally get

F =
1

x41









∗ 0 0 0
∗ ∗ X 34

12

0

∗ ∗ ∗ 0
∗ ∗ ∗ ∗









, where X 34

12

= x31x42 − x32x41.

Eventually after projection into so4(R) along b−4 (R) and substituting symmetric matrix: xij =
xji = aij , i < j we get

M(∇Ĩ) =
1

a14









0 0 0 0
0 0 A 34

12

0

0 −A 34

12

0 0

0 0 0 0









, where A 34

12

= a13a24 − a23a14.

In a similar way we get for function J :

M(∇J) =
1

A 34

12









0 −B1 0 0
B1 0 0 0
0 0 0 −B2

0 0 B2 0









, where B1 = a
(2)
14 a13 − a

(2)
13 a14, B2 = a

(2)
14 a24 − a

(2)
24 a14.

One of the main purposes of this computation is to check the conclusions of our previous
sections. For instance, direct calculations show that the commutators of vector fields T Ĩ , T J

and the fields T
1

k
TrLk

, corresponding to “isospectral” integrals of motion are equal to zero, and
the commutator [T Ĩ , T J ] is not equal to zero. It is to be expected because the functions I and
J Poisson-commute with the isospectral integrals and do not commute with each other.

In fact, it is easy to see that [T Ĩ , T J ] 6= 0 even without calculation. Roughly speaking

the commutator of the vector fields T Ĩ and T J is a linear combination of the derivatives
T Ĩ(M(∇J)), T J(M(∇Ĩ)) of matrix-valued functions M(∇J), M(∇Ĩ) and the matrix commu-
tator of these functions [M(∇J),M(∇Ĩ)]. It is clear that the latter commutator of matrices has
nonzero elements in positions (1, 3), (2, 4) and (3, 1), (4, 2) and these elements cannot be elim-

inated by other terms because the expressions T Ĩ(M(∇J)) and T J(M(∇Ĩ)) can have nonzero
elements only at the same positions where such elements appear in M(∇J) and M(∇Ĩ).

4.2 From M-operators on Symmn(R)to vector fields on SOn(R)

In our previous sections we described vector fields on SOn(R), associated with B+
n (R)-invariant

functions. We remarked that if we try to do the “inverse move”, i.e. if we restore the fields
on Symmn(R) from dynamics on SOn(R) (induce them from the adjoint action of the group
SOn(R) on the space of symmetric matrices), then we obtain the Hamilton fields of the original
functions.

It turns out that it is possible to some extent to restore the fields on SOn(R) from the fields
on Symmn(R); more accurately one can show that if fields have the prescribed special form
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(the M-operator form), then they are induced by the field of the form T f on SOn(R). Indeed,
let us start with symmetric Lax matrix L; choose its polar decomposition:

L = ΨΛΨt, Ψ ∈ SOn(R).

Suppose that a vector field on Symmn(R) has the form of an M-operator, i.e.:

T̃ f(L) = [M(∇f(L)), L] = M(∇f(L))L− LM(∇f(L)),

for some B+
n (R)-invariant function. On the other hand, substituting the polar decomposition we

may assume (locally) that there exists some vector field T̂ f on SOn(R), which by conjugation
on symmetric matrices induces the dynamics of T̃ f . Then for this vector field we have:

T̃ f (L) = T̃ f(ΨΛΨt) = T̂ f(Ψ)ΛΨt +ΨΛT̂ f (Ψt).

Taking in account that for any vector field T̂ f its value on a constant matrix-valued function
vanishes, we get

0 = T̂ f(1) = T̂ f(ΨΨt) = T̂ f (Ψ)Ψt +ΨT̂ f(Ψt) = 0.

Thus we obtain
T̂ f(Ψt) = −ΨtT̂ f(Ψ)Ψt,

and finally
T̃ fL = T̂ f(Ψ)ΨtΨΛΨt −ΨΛΨtT̂ f (Ψ)Ψt.

Comparing with the formula of the Lax dynamic, we get: a possible solution of this equation is

T̂ f(Ψ) = M(∇f(L))Ψ = T f (Ψ).

Once again, we remark that the vector field T f is not in general a unique solution of the equation
for T̂ f ; for instance, one can change the eigen-matrix Λ for another diagonal matrix Λ′ (with
different order of eigenvalues). The situation is even worse in the case when the spectrum of L
is not simple, which allows families of anti-symmetric matrices, commuting with it.

5 Conclusions

Let us end this paper by a short list of possible questions for future investigations; we are not
trying to exhaust the topic here, but merely give a list of qudirectly related with those we
discuss here.

First of all, it goes without saying that all the statements and formulas discussed here
(except for the explicit computations of matrix gradients and vector fields) have direct analogs
for arbitrary Cartan pair, i.e for the full symmetric Toda systems, associated with arbitrary
real semisimple Lie algebras. The actual equations are subject of future investigation, but seem
to be direct generalizations of the results, present in this text.

Second, it is extremely interesting, how the vector fields T f we construct here interact with
the symmetries of the full symmetric Toda field, found earlier in [1]. Both constructions are
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heavily relied on the use of the projector M , however in the latter case we need to multiply the
results by suitable functions, which appear from the representation theory. Thus the question
is far from being trivial.

Further, as one knows, full symmetric Toda system is related with the geometry of the flag
space SLn(R)/B

+
n (R) = SOn(R)/Tn (where Tn is the intersection of the groups B+

n (R) and
SOn(R)). It seems that the vector field T f for a B+

n (R)invariant function f can be unambigu-
ously transferred onto the flag space; the role and significance of vector fields T f in this context
is yet to be investigated.

Next, in addition to the full symmetric Toda system, one has another “full” generalisation
of the Toda chain. We mean the famous full Kostant-Toda system, when the role of symmetric
matrices is played by another subspace in sln(R) (this time an affine subspace). Whether similar
equations or their modifications hold in that case is a subject for future investigations.

Finally, one can ask, for what decompositions g = g1 ⊕ g2 equalities similar to those, we
consider in this paper, hold, and under what conditions. This might give rise to some new
families of integrable systems on symmetric spaces.
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