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EIGENFUNCTIONS OF THE VAN DIEJEN MODEL

GENERATED BY GAUGE AND INTEGRAL

TRANSFORMATIONS

FARROKH ATAI AND MASATOSHI NOUMI

Abstract. We present how explicit eigenfunctions of the principal Hamil-
tonian for the BCm relativistic Calogero-Moser-Sutherland model, due to van
Diejen, can be constructed using gauge and integral transformations. In partic-
ular, we find that certain BC-type elliptic hypergeometric integrals, including
elliptic Selberg integrals, of both Type I and Type II arise as eigenfunctions
of the van Diejen model under some parameter restrictions. Among these are
also joint eigenfunctions of so-called modular pairs of van Diejen operators.
Furthermore, these transformations are related to reflections of the E8 Weyl
group acting on the space of model parameters.
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1. Introduction and preliminaries

1.1. Introduction. In this paper we present several gauge and integral trans-
formations for the eigenfunctions of the van Diejen model and construct vari-
ous classes of explicit solutions to the eigenvalue equation for the principal van
Diejen Hamiltonian. The van Diejen model [vD94, KH97] is defined by a family
of mutually commuting analytic difference operators, depending on 8 parameters
a = (a0, . . . , a7) ∈ (C∗)8 (C∗ = C \ {0}) determining the ‘external’ interaction and
the coupling parameter t ∈ C

∗ determining the ‘pairwise’ interaction, as well as the
shift parameter q ∈ C∗ and the elliptic nomé p ∈ C satisfying |p| < 1. The principal
Hamiltonian is given by the analytic difference operator
(1.1)

Dx(a|p, q, t) = A0(x; a|p, q, t) +
∑

1≤i≤m

A+
i (x; a|p, q, t)Tq,xi

+A−
i (x; a|p, q, t)T−1

q,xi
,
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2 FARROKH ATAI AND MASATOSHI NOUMI

where x = (x1, x2, . . . , xm) (m ∈ Z>0) are the canonical coordinates on the alge-
braic torus (C∗)m and Tq,xi

(i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}) denotes the multiplicative q-shift
operator1, with coefficients

(1.2)

Aε
i (x; a|p, q, t) =

∏
0≤s≤7 θ(asx

ε
i ; p)

θ(xε2i , qx
ε2
i ; p)

∏

j 6=i

θ(txεix
±
j ; p)

θ(xεix
±
j ; p)

(i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}; ε ∈ {±}),

where θ(x; p) denotes the multiplicative theta function (see Section 1.2); see Sec-
tion 3, Eq. (3.3)-(3.4), for the definition of the zeroth order coefficient A0(x; a|p, q, t).
(We also refer the reader to Section 1.2 for details on our notation.) Throughout
the paper, the principal Hamiltonian is simply referred to as the van Diejen oper-

ator as a thorough consideration of the family of commuting operators is outside
the scope of this paper.

Constructing the exact eigenfunctions of the van Diejen operator has been an
ongoing open problem and little is still known for non-trivial parameters (non-
trivial in these sense that the coefficients do not reduce to constants) except in
the univariate case [Spi03, Spi04, Kom05, Cha07, Spi07, Spi08] which we collect in
Section 2.1. In particular, it is known that certain eigenfunctions in the univariate
case are given by the elliptic hypergeometric integrals I(b0, . . . , b5, cx, cx

−1; p, q)
(c ∈ C∗) where bs = bs(a|p, q) (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 5}) and

(1.3) I(b0, . . . , b7; p, q) =

∫

T1

dy

2πiy

∏
0≤s≤7 Γ(bsy

±; p, q)

Γ(y±2; p, q)
,

with Γ(y; p, q) denoting the elliptic Gamma function [Rui97] and Tn = Tn
1 (n ∈ Z>0)

the n-dimensional torus, i.e.

(1.4) T
n
ρ =

{
y = (y1, . . . , yn) ∈ (C∗)n| |yk| = ρ (k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n})

}
(ρ ∈ R>0),

under two restrictions on the model parameters. (In this Section, the cycles for
the integrations are set to the torus for simplicity and their analytic continuation
are discussed in Section 5.) The van Diejen model is known to be closely related
to the Type II BCm elliptic hypergeometric integrals, of which the integral above
corresponds to the m = 1 case: The van Diejen operator is known to be formally
self-adjoint (or symmetric) with respect to the symmetric C-bilinear form [vD94,
Rui04]
(1.5)

〈f, g〉 =

∫

Tm

dωm(x) wm(x; a|p, q, t) f(x)g(x), dωm(x) =
1

(2πi)m
dx1 · · · dxm
x1 · · ·xm

,

with weight function wm(x; a|p, q, t) given by

(1.6) wm(x; a|p, q, t) =
∏

1≤i≤m

∏
0≤s≤7 Γ(asx

±
i ; p, q)

Γ(x±2
i ; p, q)

∏

1≤i<j≤m

Γ(tx±i x
±
j ; p, q)

Γ(x±i x
±
j ; p, q)

.

Setting f = g = 1 in the C-bilinear form yields the Type II elliptic BCm hyper-
geometric integrals of Selberg type and it is clear that the hypergeometric integral
I(a0, . . . , a7; p, q) corresponds to the m = 1 case.

To our knowledge, the only known eigenfunction in the literature for m ≥ 2 and
non-trivial parameters is the constant eigenfunction when the parameters satisfy
the ellipticity condition (2.30); see also Section 2.1.2. (The ellipticity condition
constrains the space of model parameters to a level set of an E8 root, which we
elaborate further upon below.) The purpose of this paper is to extend the list of

1That is, Tq,xi acts on suitable functions f(x) by shifting xi → qxi while leaving remaining

variables unaffected.
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known eigenfunctions by applying gauge and integral transformations (cf. Theo-
rems 2.1-2.4). These transformations follow from the symmetries of the operator’s
coefficients which provide two types of gauge transformations for the van Diejen
model, and the kernel functions [Rui09a, KNS09] which play crucial roles in con-
structing integral transformations [KNS09, Rui15, AL20]. It is not by chance that
the exact eigenfunctions are given by elliptic hypergeometric integrals: The combi-
nation of the C-bilinear form, gauge transformations, and the kernel functions yield
that eigenfunctions of the van Diejen operator are given by multivariate elliptic hy-
pergeometric integrals of type BC. Although our main results are summarized in
Section 2, here we present two illuminating examples of typical eigenfunctions that
are constructed by gauge and integral transformations:

Theorem 1.1. Let K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality, i.e. |K| ∈ 2Z≥0, and

the parameters satisfy |p| < min(|qt|, |q−1tn−m−1|), |q|, |t| < 1, and |as| > |(pqt) 1
2 |

for all s /∈ K. The Type II BCn elliptic hypergeometric integrals

(1.7)

ψK(x; a|p, q, t) =

∫

Tn

dωn(y)
∏

1≤k≤n

(∏
s/∈K Γ(bsy

±
k ; p, q)

)(∏
1≤i≤m Γ(cx±i y

±
k ; p, q)

)

Γ(y±2
k ; p, q)

·
∏

1≤k<l≤n

Γ(ty±k y
±
l ; p, q)

Γ(y±k y
±
l ; p, q)

,

where c = p
1
2 q

1
2 t−

1
2 and bs = p

1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 a−1

s for all s /∈ K, are eigenfunctions of

the van Diejen operator Dx(a|p, q, t) (with eigenvalues Λ0(bK(pq)|q, t) in (2.32)) for

x ∈ Tm if the parameters satisfy

(1.8)
∏

s∈K

as = εt−m+ 1
2 |K|,

∏

s/∈K

as = εp2q2t2n−m− 1
2 |K|+2 (ε ∈ {±}).

(Proof of Theorem 1.1 is given in Section 4.)

Theorem 1.2. Let K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality, i.e. |K| ∈ 2Z≥0, and

the parameters satisfy |p| < min(|qt|, |q−1tn−m−1|), |q| < 1 and |as| > |(pqt) 1
2 | for

all s /∈ K. The Type I BCn elliptic hypergeometric integrals

(1.9)

ψ̃K(x; a|p, q, t) =

∫

Tn

dωn(y)
∏

1≤k≤n

(∏
s/∈K Γ(bsy

±
k ; p, q)

)(∏
1≤i≤m Γ(cx±i y

±
k ; p, q)

)

Γ(y±2
k ; p, q)

·
∏

1≤k<l≤n

1

Γ(y±k y
±
l ; p, q)

,

where c = p
1
2 q

1
2 t−

1
2 and bs = p

1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 a−1

s for all s /∈ K, are eigenfunctions of the

van Diejen operator Dx(a|p, q, t) (with eigenvalues Λ0(bK(pq)|q, pqt−1) in (2.32)) for
x ∈ Tm if the parameters satisfy

(1.10)∏

s∈K

as = ε(pq)−n+1t2n−m+ 1
2 |K|−2,

∏

s/∈K

as = ε(pq)n+1t−m− 1
2 |K|+4 (ε ∈ {±}).

(Proof of Theorem 1.2 is given in Section 4.)
We note that the restriction |p| < |qt| in the statements above ensures that the
eigenvalue equation makes sense in the domain of holomorphy for the functions
(1.7) and (1.9) . The integrand itself is holomorphic in the domain |c| < |xi| < |c|−1

(i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}) as far as |c| = |p 1
2 q

1
2 t−

1
2 | < 1.
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Setting m = n = 1 in the Theorems above yields the elliptic beta/hypergeometric
integrals (for different cardinality of K) and allows us to provide an alternative
proof that the elliptic hypergeometric integrals I(b0, . . . , b5, cx, cx

−1; p, q) are exact
eigenfunctions of the van Diejen operator. Furthermore, the integrals (1.7) and (1.9)
have known evaluation formulas [vDS01,Rai10, IN19] for particular values of m, n,
and |K|. These elliptic Selberg integrals then yield (globally meromorphic) exact
eigenfunctions given in terms of particular products of the elliptic Gamma function.
We collect some of these known evaluations in Appendix B for the convenience of
the reader.

Finally, we wish to recall that the van Diejen operator Dx(a|p, q, t) has a fasci-
nating Weyl group symmetry in the model parameters a ∈ (C∗)8, in the sense that
its eigenvalues are invariant under the reflections of the Weyl group associated to
the Lie algebra D8 [Rui09a]; see also Section 6. In the one-variable case, it is also
proven that the eigenvalues are invariant under the actions of the Weyl group asso-
ciated with the exceptional Lie algebra E8 [Rui15]. This symmetry can be extended
to the multivariate case: The gauge transformations correspond to the D8 Weyl
groupW (D8) acting on the parameter space. Combining the gauge transformations
with the Cauchy-type integral transformation (for n = m and certain constraints
on t) allows us to obtain an additional reflection on the parameter space related to
the E8 Weyl group W (E8); see Section 6 for details. Although we suppose that the
E8-symmetry have been known to experts in this field, this has (to our knowledge)
not been shown in the literature previously.

Before proceeding to give our main results in Section 2, let us take a moment to
introduce our notation and outline the plan of the paper.

1.2. Notation and preliminaries. We use the standard notation Z, resp. C, for
the set of integers, resp. complex numbers and use i = +

√
−1. The hyperoctahedral

group (Weyl group of type BCm) is denoted by Wm = {±1}m ⋊ Sm and acts
naturally on x = (x1, x2, . . . , xm) through permutations xi ↔ xj and inversions

xi → x−1
i (i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, i 6= j).

Throughout the paper we have that n,m ∈ Z≥1 are positive integers. For any
a = (a1, . . . , am) ∈ (C∗)m we use the notation ca = (ca1, . . . , cam) for any c ∈ C

and a−1 = (1/a1, . . . , 1/am). Given a constant c ∈ C∗ and two vector a, b ∈ Cm,
we write cab for the vector (ca1b1, . . . , c

ambm) ∈ Cm. For any constant c and set S,
we define cS =

{
ck | k ∈ S

}
as a shorthand notation.

We always assume that the parameters q and p satisfy |p| < 1 and |q| < 1, and use
the canonical notation for the shifted factorials, i.e. (a; p)∞ =

∏∞
ℓ=0(1 − apℓ) and

(a; p, q)∞ =
∏∞

ℓ=0(pℓa; q)∞. The usual multiplicative theta function and elliptic
Gamma function are denoted by θ(x; p) and Γ(x; p, q) respectively, and are given
by θ(x; p) = (x; p)∞(px−1; p)∞, resp. Γ(x; p, q) = (pqx−1; p, q)∞(x; p, q)−1

∞ . The
properties of the multiplicative theta and elliptic Gamma functions, that are needed
for this paper, are summarized in Appendix A. It will also be convenient to introduce
the shorthand notation

(1.11) Γ(x1, x2, . . . , xr; p, q) = Γ(x1; p, q)Γ(x2; p, q) · · ·Γ(xr; p, q) (r ∈ Z>0)

as well as

(1.12) Γ(cx±; p, q) = Γ(cx; p, q)Γ(cx−1; p, q) (c ∈ C
∗),

(1.13) Γ(cx±y±; p, q) = Γ(cxy±; p, q)Γ(cx−1y±; p, q) (c ∈ C
∗),

and so forth, and similar for the multiplicative theta function.
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From here and onwards, we omit the dependence on the elliptic nomé p in the
operators, eigenfunctions, and gauge functions, e.g. write Dx(a|q, t) = Dx(a|p, q, t),
when this does not lead to ambiguity.

1.3. Plan of the paper. In the next Section, Section 2, we present the gauge and
integral transformations for the eigenfunctions of the van Diejen operator. The
previously known eigenfunctions, that these transformations can be applied to, are
presented in Section 2.1 and we explore further properties of the van Diejen op-
erator in the parameter space in Section 2.1.3. In Section 3, the symmetries of
the van Diejen model are given which allow us to provide straightforward proofs of
Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, and Propositions 2.1 and 2.2. In order for the paper to be self-
contained, we also present a short proof that the van Diejen operator is (formally)
self-adjoint, or symmetric, with respect to the symmetric C-bilinear form (1.5).
The proofs for Theorems 2.1-2.4 and Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are given in Section 4.
In Section 5, we focus on the analytic continuation of the integral transformations
presented in Section 2 as well as the domain and range of the integral transfor-
mations. A brief introduction to the E8 root lattice and the relation between our
transformations and the E8 Weyl group W (E8) are given in Section 6. Section 7
contains some final remarks and an outlook. Appendix A presents the properties of
the multiplicative theta functions and elliptic Gamma function needed for our pa-
per. Appendix B presents the elliptic hypergeometric series and its relation to the
elliptic hypergeometric integrals and concludes with known evaluations of (multi-
variate) elliptic hypergeometric integrals, i.e. elliptic Selberg integrals of type BC.
The various possible integral transformations that we can obtain are presented in
Appendix C for the convenience of the reader. The paper concludes by presenting
the conventions and relations to [KNS09] and [Rui09a] in Appendix D.

2. Main results

As mentioned in Section 1.1, we construct several different transformations for
the eigenfunctions of the van Diejen operator. These gauge and integral transfor-
mations, as well as how they can be used to construct exact eigenfunctions, are
presented in this Section:

Lemma 2.1. Define the gauge function V (x|q, t) as

(2.1) V (x|q, t) =
∏

1≤i<j≤m

1

Γ(tx±i x
±
j ; p, q)

.

The van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t) satisfies the relation

(2.2) V (x|q, t)−1 ◦ Dx(a|q, t) ◦ V (x|q, t) = Dx(a|q, pqt−1).

(Proof of Lemma 2.1 is given in Section 3.2.)

Lemma 2.2. For any K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality, i.e. |K| ∈ 2Z≥0,

define the gauge function UK(x; a|q) as

(2.3) UK(x; a|q) =
∏

1≤i≤m

∏

s∈K

1

Γ(asx
±
i ; p, q)

,

and the notation aK(pq) = ((aK(pq))0, . . . , (aK(pq))7) ∈ (C∗)8 as

(2.4) (aK(pq))s =

{
pqa−1

s if s ∈ K

as if s /∈ K
(s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}).

The van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t) satisfies the relation

(2.5) UK(x; a|q)−1 ◦ Dx(a|q, t) ◦ UK(x; a|q) = Dx(aK(pq)|q, t).
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(Proof of Lemma 2.2 is given in Section 3.2.)
The following results follow naturally from the relations (2.2) and (2.5) (and

using the constant eigenfunction under certain parameter restriction):

Proposition 2.1. Let ϕ(x) be an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator

Dx(a|q, pqt−1) with eigenvalue Λ ∈ C, then the function

(2.6) ψ(x) = V (x|q, t)ϕ(x), V (x|q, t) =
∏

1≤i<j≤m

1

Γ(tx±i x
±
j ; p, q)

,

is an eigenfunction of the operator Dx(a|q, t) with the same eigenvalue.

Furthermore, suppose that the parameters satisfy

(2.7) a0 · · ·a7p2mq2mt−2m = p4q4t−2

then the function V (x|q, t) is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t)
with eigenvalue Λ0(a|q, pqt−1) in (2.32).

(Proof of Proposition 2.1 is given in Section 3.2.)

Proposition 2.2. Let K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality, i.e. |K| ∈ 2Z≥0, and

ϕ(x) be an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(aK(pq)|q, t) with eigenvalue

Λ. The function

(2.8) ψ(x) = UK(x; a|q)ϕ(x), UK(x; a|q) =
∏

1≤i≤m

∏

s∈K

1

Γ(asx
±
i ; p, q)

,

is then an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t) with the same eigen-

value Λ.

Furthermore, suppose the parameters satisfy

(2.9) (
∏

s/∈K

as)p
|K|q|K|t2m = (

∏

s∈K

as)p
2q2t2

then the function UK(x; a|q) is an exact eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator

Dx(a|q, t) with eigenvalue Λ0(aK(pq)|q, t) in (2.32).

(Proof is Proposition 2.2 is given in Section 3.2.)

A key ingredient for the integral transformations are the kernel functions, and
the corresponding kernel function identities, found by Ruijsenaars [Rui09a] and by
Komori, Shiraishi, and one of the authors in [KNS09]. Let us recall these identities
and express them in a form more suitable for our purposes here:

Lemma 2.3 (Theorem 2.3 (1) of [KNS09]). Under the balancing condition

(2.10) a0 · · ·a7t2(m−n) = p2q2t2,

the function

(2.11) Φ(x, y|q, t) =
∏

1≤i≤m

∏

1≤k≤n

Γ(p
1
2 q

1
2 t−

1
2 x±i y

±
k ; p, q)

satisfies the functional identity

(2.12) Dx(a|q, t)Φ(x, y|q, t) = Dy(b|q, t)Φ(x, y|q, t)
where b = (b0, . . . , b7) ∈ (C∗)8 is given by bs = p

1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 a−1

s for all s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}.
(The identity was proven in the additive notation in [Rui09a] when m = n and for
general m and n in [KNS09]. For the convenience of the reader, we present the re-
lation between our conventions and those of [Rui09a] and [KNS09] in Appendix D.)

The function Φ(x, y|q, t) in (2.11) is referred to as a kernel function of Cauchy
type [KNS09].
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The Cauchy type kernel function can be used to construct an integral transform
that maps given solutions ϕ(y; b|q, t) of the van Diejen operator Dy(b|q, t), that are
holomorphic in some n-dimension annulus An

ρ , where

(2.13) A
n
ρ = {y ∈ (C∗)n| ρ ≤ |yk| ≤ ρ−1 (k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n})} (ρ ∈ (0, 1]),

for some ρ ∈ (0, |q|], to solutions of the operator Dx(a|q, t), if the parameters
satisfy the balancing condition (2.10), which follows as a direct consequence of the
kernel function identity (2.12) and that the van Diejen operator is formally self-
adjoint with respect to the symmetric C-bilinear form (1.5). We refer to these
transformations as the eigenfunction transforms of Cauchy-type. Combining this
with the results of Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 yields two of our main results:

Theorem 2.1. Let K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} and have even cardinality, the parameters

p, q, t ∈ C
∗ and b = (b0, . . . , b7) ∈ (C∗)8 satisfy

(2.14){
|p| < |qt|, if K 6= ∅
|p| < min(|qt|, |q−1tn−m−1|) if K = ∅ , |q| < 1, |t| < 1, |bs| < 1 (s /∈ K).

Let ϕ(y; bK(pq)|q, t) (y = (y1, . . . , yn)) be holomorphic in a domain that contains the

n-dimensional annulus An
|q| and suppose that ϕ(y; bK(pq)|q, t) is an eigenfunction of

the van Diejen operator Dy(bK(pq)|q, t) with eigenvalue Λ ∈ C, then the function

(2.15) ψK(x; a|q, t) =

∫

Tn

dωn(y)wn(y; b|q, t)Φ(x, y|q, t)UK(y; b|q)ϕ(y; bK(pq)|q, t)

is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t) (where a = p
1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 b−1 ),

with the same eigenvalue Λ and x in the domain

(2.16) {x ∈ (C∗)m| |p 1
2 q−

1
2 t−

1
2 | < |xi| < |p− 1

2 q
1
2 t

1
2 | (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}),

xεi /∈ asp
Z<0qZ≤0 (s /∈ K; i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}; ε ∈ {±}),

xεix
ε′

j /∈ pZ<0qZ≤0t (1 ≤ i < j ≤ m; ε, ε′ ∈ {±})},
if the parameters satisfy the balancing condition (2.10).

(Proof of Theorem 2.1 is given in Section 4.)

Theorem 2.2. Let K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} and have even cardinality, the parameters

p, q ∈ C
∗ and b = (b0, . . . , b7) ∈ (C∗)8 satisfy

(2.17)

{
|p| < |qt| if K 6= ∅
|p| < min(|qt|, |q−1tn−m−1|) if K = ∅ , |q| < 1, |bs| < 1 (s /∈ K).

Let ϕ(y; bK(pq)|q, pqt−1) (y = (y1, . . . , yn)) be holomorphic in a domain that con-

tains An
|q| and suppose that ϕ(y; bK(pq)|q, pqt−1) is an eigenfunction of the van

Diejen operator Dy(bK(pq)|q, pqt−1) with eigenvalue Λ ∈ C, then the function

(2.18) ψ̃K(x; a|q, t) =

∫

Tn

dωn(y)wn(y; b|q, t)Φ(x, y|q, t)

· UK(y; b|q)V (y|q, t)ϕ(y; bK(pq)|q, pqt−1)

is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t) (where a = p
1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 b−1 ),

with the same eigenvalue Λ and x in the domain (2.16), if the parameters satisfy

the balancing condition (2.10).

(Proof of Theorem 2.2 is given in Section 4.)

Based on these results, it is possible to obtain several different types of trans-
formations for the eigenfunctions of the van Diejen operator. We have decided
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to collect these transformations in Appendix C for the convenience of the reader,
but it is worth pointing out that some of the eigenfunction transformations could
possibly be used to construct simultaneous shift operators for the parameter space:
The integral transformation in (C.4) for I = ∅ and J = {0, 1, . . . , 7} yields a trans-
formation of the eigenfunctions with parameters a = (a0, . . . , a7) to eigenfunctions

with parameters t−
1
2 a = (t−

1
2 a0, . . . , t

− 1
2 a7). This can also be verified by direct

calculations as the function

(2.19) K(x, y; a|q, t) = V (x|q, t)Φ(x, y|q, pqt−1)U{0,1,...,7}(y; t
1
2 a|q)V (y|q, t)

satisfies the kernel function identity

(2.20) Dx(a|q, t)K(x, y; a|q, t) = Dy(t
1
2 a|q, t)K(x, y; a|q, t)

if the parameters satisfy the condition

(2.21) a0 · · · a7p2(m−n)q2(m−n)t2(n−m) = p4q4t−2.

(Note that there is a difference in the parameters for the kernel function K(x, y; a|q, t)
and the integrand in (C.4) for I = ∅ and J = {0, 1, . . . , 7}.) It should be possible
to use the kernel function above, or equivalently Eq. (C.4), to construct integral

operators that simultaneously shifts the parameters a ∈ (C∗)8 by t
1
2k with k ∈ Z,

by iterating the integral transform. However, each transformation yields an addi-
tional constraint on the parameters due to the shifts and these simultaneous shift
operators cannot be obtained by simply applying the transformation several times.

Finally, we wish to stress that the inclusion of x-dependent gauge functions
UI(x; a|q) for I 6= ∅ and V (x|q, t) in (C.1)-(C.4) also changes the balancing condi-
tion, as can be seen above, and that Eqs. (C.1)-(C.4) require different balancing
conditions than (2.10); see Appendix C for details.

The results of [KNS09] allow us to introduce a second type of integral transforma-
tion using the kernel function of dual-Cauchy type. (Again, we are only presenting
the results in a form suitable for our purposes.)

Lemma 2.4 (Theorem 2.3 (2) of [KNS09]). Under the balancing condition

(2.22) a0 · · · a7q2nt2m = p2q2t2,

the function

(2.23) Φ∨(x, y) =
∏

1≤i≤m

∏

1≤k≤n

x−1
i θ(xiy

±
k ; p)

satisfies the functional identity

(2.24) t−mθ(t; p)Dx(a|q, t)Φ∨(x, y) = −q−nθ(q; p)Dy(a|t, q)Φ∨(x, y).

By the same arguments that was presented above, the kernel function of dual-
Cauchy type can also be used to construct integral transformations for the eigen-
functions of the van Diejen operator and we obtain the following results:

Theorem 2.3. Let K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} have even cardinality and the model parame-

ters p, q, t ∈ C∗, and a = (a0, . . . , a7) ∈ (C∗)8 satisfy

(2.25)

{
|p| < 1 if K 6= ∅
|p| < |qn−1tm−1| if K = ∅ , |q| < 1, |t| < 1, |as| < 1 (s /∈ K).

Let ϕ(y; aK(pt)|t, q) (y = (y1, . . . , yn)) be holomorphic in a domain that contains the

n-dimensional annulus An
|t| and suppose that ϕ(y; aK(pt)|t, q) is an eigenfunction of

the van Diejen operator Dy(aK(pt)|t, q) with eigenvalue Λ ∈ C, then the function

(2.26) ψ∨
K(x; a|q, t) =

∫

Tn

dωn(y)wn(y; a|t, q)Φ∨(x, y)UK(y; a|t)ϕ(y; aK(pt)|t, q)
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is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t), with eigenvalue

(2.27) − (q−ntmθ(q; p)/θ(t; p))Λ

and x ∈ (C∗)m, if the parameters satisfy the balancing condition (2.22).

(Proof of Theorem 2.3 is given in Section 4.)

Theorem 2.4. Let K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} have even cardinality and the model parame-

ters p, q, t ∈ C∗, and a = (a0, . . . , a7) ∈ (C∗)8 satisfy

(2.28)

{
|p| < 1 if K 6= ∅
|p| < |qn−1tm−1| if K = ∅ , |t| < 1, |as| < 1 (s /∈ K).

Let ϕ(y; aK(pt)|t, pq−1t) (y = (y1, . . . , yn)) be holomorphic in a domain that contains

the n-dimensional annulus A
n
|t| and suppose that ϕ(y; aK(pt)|t, pq−1t) is an eigen-

function of the van Diejen operator Dy(aK(pt)|t, pq−1t) with eigenvalue Λ ∈ C, then

the function

(2.29) ψ̃∨
K(x; a|q, t) =

∫

Tn

dωn(y)wn(y; a|t, q)Φ∨(x, y)

· UK(y; a|t)V (y|t, q)ϕ(y; aK(pt)|t, pq−1t)

is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t), with eigenvalue in (2.27)
and x ∈ (C∗)m, if the parameters satisfy the balancing condition (2.22).

(Proof of Theorem 2.4 is given in Section 4.)
Using the eigenfunction transformations with the dual-Cauchy kernel allows us

to construct additional eigenfunction transformations for the eigenfunctions of the
van Diejen operator. We also collect these transformations in Appendix C.

The kernel function Φ∨(x, y) is clearly holomorphic on (C∗)m × (C∗)n so the
integral transforms yields holomorphic functions of x ∈ (C∗)m. Furthermore, this
kernel function has a known expansion in terms of the elliptic interpolation functions
of type BCm [IN16, IN19] which we believe can be used to evaluate the integrals
[IN19].

Remark 2.1. In the n = 1 case, the van Diejen operators Dy(a|t, q) and Dy(a|t, q′),
for two bases q and q′, differ by an additive constant only (see also Remark 3.1).
Since the balancing condition (2.22) becomes a0 · · · a7t2m = p2t2 which does not
depend on q, we obtain the following equation for the difference of two analytic
difference operators from Lemma 2.4:

( 1

θ(q; p)
Dx(a|q, t) − 1

θ(q′; p)
Dx(a|q′, t)

) m∏

i=1

x−1
i θ(xiy

±; p) = E0

m∏

i=1

x−1
i θ(xiy

±; p),

where E0 = E0(a|q, q′, t) is a (known) constant.

2.1. Previously known solutions. As mentioned in the introduction, the van
Diejen operator has known eigenfunctions in certain special cases [Spi03, Spi04,
Kom05, Cha07, Spi07, Spi08, KNS09]. Here, we recall some classes of known eigen-
functions to which one can apply our transformations to obtain new eigenfunctions.

2.1.1. Known eigenfunctions in the univariate case. Exact eigenfunctions of Bethe
Ansatz type (or Floquet-Block type) for the van Diejen operator has been con-
structed by Chalykh [Cha07] in the univariate case. These eigenfunctions are holo-
morphic in C∗, require that the parameters a are restricted to a certain lattice (or
rather, integer values of the couplings in the additive notation), and also involve
the solutions to a transcendental system of equations for the Weierstrass elliptic
functions.
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Exact solutions to the eigenvalue equation for the van Diejen operator has been
constructed in terms of the elliptic hypergeometric series 12V11 [DJK+88,FT97] for
5 generic parameters and one quantized parameter [Spi03,Spi04,Kom05]. Exploring
that the elliptic hypergeometric series can be expressed in terms of explicit integrals
of the elliptic Gamma functions, exact solutions were also found in terms of the
elliptic hypergeometric integral I(b0, . . . , b5, cx, cx

−1; p, q) for 6 generic parameters.
We also wish to mention results obtained by Ruijsenaars [Rui04,Rui09a,Rui15]

that showed the symmetries in the parameter space and explored the Hilbert space
aspects of the eigenfunctions of the van Diejen operator. In particular, Ruijsenaars
proved the existence of exact eigenfunctions of the univariate van Diejen model
and that these eigenfunctions form a complete orthogonal basis. Of particular
interest is that Ruijsenaars found joint eigenfunctions of modular pairs of van Diejen
operators. (Here, the modular pairs refer to two van Diejen operators with p and
q interchanged, i.e. Dx(a|p, q, t) and Dx(a|q, p, t).)
Remark 2.2. It should be noted that the functions (1.7) and (1.9) are also joint
eigenfunctions of modular pairs as they are invariant under p↔ q. Furthermore, it
is possible to generate more joint eigenfunctions by the eigenfunction transforma-
tions in Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.

2.1.2. Known eigenfunctions in the multivariate case. Let us proceed to the special
cases where eigenfunctions of the many-variable van Diejen operator are known.

Under the ellipticity condition

(2.30) a0 · · · a7t2m = p2q2t2,

it is known that the van Diejen operator can be expressed as [Rui04,KNS09]

(2.31) Dx(a|q, t) = Λ0(a|q, t) +
∑

1≤i≤m

∑

ε=±

Aε
i (x; a|q, t)

(
T ε
q,xi

− 1
)

where Λ0(a|q, t) = A0(x; a|q, t) +
∑

1≤i≤m;ε=± A
ε
i (x; a|q, t), under (2.30), is an el-

liptic function without poles with respect to the x-variables and thus a constant.
Setting n = 0 in the kernel function identities in Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 yields that

(2.32) Λ0(a|q, t) = A0(−; p
1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 a−1|q, t) = − t

mθ(q; p)

θ(t; p)
A0(−; a|t, q).

From the expression in (2.31), it is clear that any constant is an elementary eigen-
function of the van Diejen operator for parameters satisfying (2.30), i.e.

(2.33) Dx(a|q, t)
∣∣∣
a0···a7t2m=p2q2t2

.1 = 1.Λ0(a|q, t).

It is also known that the Wm-invariant monomials are exact eigenfunctions in
the so-called free case [Rui09b, Rui15]: When the parameters a are given by any
permutation of

(2.34) afree = (1,−1, p
1
2 ,−p 1

2 , q
1
2 ,−q 1

2 , p
1
2 q

1
2 ,−p 1

2 q
1
2 ),

and we set t = 1 afterwards, the shift coefficients in (1.2) are reduce to 1 and the
zeroth order coefficient A0(x; afree|q, t) is reduced to a constants, which is 0 in our
convention; see Section 3. The van Diejen operator (1.1) reduces to (essentially)
the sum of shift operator, i.e. Dx(afree|q, t)|t=1=

∑
1≤i≤m( Tq,xi

+T−1
q,xi

), and have

exact eigenfunctions given by products of (free) one-variable eigenfunctions. If we
impose that the eigenfunctions are Wm-invariant, we obtain that

(2.35) mλ(x) =
∑

σ∈Wm

σ
( ∏

1≤i≤m

xλi

i

)
(λ ∈ C

m),
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where the sum is over distinct permutations, satisfies the eigenvalue equation

(2.36) Dx(afree|q, t)|t=1mλ(x) = mλ(x) dfreeλ (q), dfreeλ (q) =
∑

1≤i≤m

qλi + q−λi

for any λ = (λ1, . . . , λm) ∈ Cm. Restricting λ to partitions would yield Wm-
invariant Laurent polynomials in the x-variables.

In a recent paper, van Diejen and Görbe [vDG21] considered the eigenvalue
equation for a discrete variant of the van Diejen operator restricted to a finite-
dimensional space of lattice functions and explored the Hilbert space aspects of this
model as well as exact eigenfunctions in special cases that have an interpretation
of Pieri-type formulas for the eigenfunctions of the van Diejen model.

2.1.3. On p-shifts in the model parameters. Another interesting property of the van
Diejen operator is its transformation under p-shifts of the model parameters. It is
straightforward to check that the van Diejen operator, in our conventions, only
changes by a multiplicative factor when simultaneously shifting two parameters
(say) a0 and a1 to pa0 and p−1a1, more specifically

(2.37) Dx((pa0, p
−1a1, a2, . . . , a7)|q, t) = (a1/(pa0))Dx(a|q, t),

or for any other pairs ar and as (r, s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}, r 6= s) by permutation sym-
metry. Intrigued by this transformation property, we investigate other possible
transformations of the van Diejen operator under p-shifts of the model parameters.

In particular, we consider the van Diejen operators Dx(p
1
2 a|q, t) and Dx(pǫKa|q, t),

where ǫK =
∑

s∈K ǫs for any K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} and ǫs (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}) are the

canonical basis in C8, and show that they can be expressed as a transformation of
the van Diejen operator:
Suppose f(x) = f(x; a|q, t) satisfies the q-difference equations

(2.38) Tq,xi
f(x) = pq3t−(m−1)(a0 · · · a7)−

1
2 x4i f(x) (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}),

then the van Diejen operator satisfies

(2.39) D
p

1
2 x

(a|q, t) = p−1q−2(a0 · · · a7)
1
2 f(x)−1 ◦ Dx(p

1
2 a|q, t) ◦ f(x).

Let K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with |K| = 2 and suppose g(x) = g(x|q) satisfies

(2.40) Tq,xi
g(x) = q−1x−2

i g(x) (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}),

then the van Diejen operator satisfies

(2.41) Dx(pǫKa|q, t) =
q∏

s∈K as
g(x)−1 ◦Dx(a|q, t) ◦ g(x).

There are two interesting observations here:
(1) From Eqs. (2.37), (2.39), and (2.41), it is clear that the parameters of the
van Diejen model (defined by the principal operator) have symmetries under shifts
by pP where P = Q(E8) is the E8 root lattice; see Section 6. It follows from
straightforward checks that these p-shifts are generated by the simple roots αs

(s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}) (6.4) related to the root system ∆(E8). We need therefore only
consider a ∈ (C∗)8/pP and use the symmetries in (2.37), (2.39), and (2.41) for other
values.
(2) Combining (2.33) and (2.39) yields that the function f(x), satisfying (2.38), is

an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(p
1
2 a|q, t) if the model parameters

satisfy the ellipticity condition (2.30). Similarly, it also follows that the function
g(x), satisfying (2.40), is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator if the model
parameters satisfy a0 · · · a7t2m = q2t2. These functions could also be used as solu-
tions ϕ(y) for our transformations.
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Remark 2.3. It is straightforward to construct (meromorphic) solutions to the q-
difference equations above by using the multiplicative theta function with base q;
see also Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3. However, it is clear that the defining q-difference equa-
tions, i.e. (2.38) and (2.40), do not have unique solutions. As such, the functions
f(x) and g(x) are only defined up to multiplication by any q-periodic (meromor-
phic) function. Throughout the paper, we refer to these q-periodic functions as
quasi-constants. Note that the eigenfunctions of the van Diejen operator are also
only defined up to multiplication by quasi-constant. A thorough investigation of
the quasi-constants is beyond the scope of this paper and we will always choose the
quasi-constant that is most convenient for our purposes as we proceed. (Note that
one way of determining the quasi-constants for the eigenfunctions of the van Diejen
operator is to require that they are simultaneous eigenfunctions of a modular pair.)

3. Properties and symmetries of the van Diejen operator

In the previous Section we introduced the eigenfunction transformations that
can be used to generate new eigenfunctions of the van Diejen operator starting
from previously known eigenfunctions or elementary eigenfunctions presented in
Section 2.1.2. The gauge symmetries in Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 follow from the sym-
metries of the coefficients, as do the properties under p-shifts, while the integral
transformations can be seen as a consequence of the kernel function identities and
the (formal) self-adjointness of the van Diejen operator with respect to the sym-
metric C-bilinear form. These properties are explained in this section.

Firstly, let us start by giving the definition of the van Diejen operator used in
this paper. We recall that the van Diejen operator is given by an analytic difference
operator of the form

(3.1) Dx(a|q, t) = A0(x; a|q, t) +
∑

1≤i≤m

∑

ε=±

Aε
i (x; a|q, t)T ε

q,xi
,

for shift coefficients A±
i (x; a|q, t) (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}) given in (1.2) , i.e.

(3.2)

Aε
i (x; a|q, t) =

∏
0≤s≤7 θ(asx

ε
i ; p)

θ(xε2i , qx
ε2
i ; p)

∏

j 6=i

θ(txεix
±
j ; p)

θ(xεix
±
j ; p)

(i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, ε ∈ {±}),

and zeroth order coefficient given as

(3.3) A0(x; a|q, t) =
1

2

∑

0≤r≤3

A0
r(x; a|q, t)

where

(3.4) A0
r(x; a|q, t) = L(m)

r (a|q, t)
∏

0≤s≤7 θ(crq
− 1

2 as; p)

θ(t, q−1t; p)

∏

1≤j≤m

θ(crq
− 1

2 tx±j ; p)

θ(crq−
1
2x±j ; p)

with L
(m)
0 = L

(m)
1 = 1, L

(m)
2 (a|q, t) = p2L

(m)
3 (a|q, t)−1 = p−1q−2tm(a0 · · · a7)

1
2 ,

c0 = −c1 = 1, and c2 = −c−1
3 = p

1
2 .

Remark 3.1. We remark that the zeroth order coefficient A0(x; a|q, t) is determined,
up to an additive constant, by specifying the residues at

(3.5) xi ∈ εp
1
2Zq−

1
2 and xi ∈ εp

1
2Zq

1
2 (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, ε ∈ {±}).

More specifically, the zeroth order coefficient is characterized by the following con-
ditions:
(1) A0(x; a|q, t) is an elliptic function of each xi ∈ C∗ (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}) with sim-

ple poles at xi ∈ εp
1
2Zq

1
2 ε

′

for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} and ε, ε′ ∈ {±},
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(2) A0(x; a|q, t) is Wm-invariant in the x-variables, and
(3) A0(x; a|q, t) satisfies the residue conditions

(3.6) Res
(
A0(x; a|q, t)dxi

xi
|xi = +

(−)p
1
2 ℓq

1
2 ε
)

= −
( p2q2t2

a0 · · ·a7t2m
) 1

2 εℓ

Res
(
A−ε

i (x; a|q, t)dxi
xi

|xi = +
(−)p

1
2 ℓq

1
2 ε
)

for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, ε ∈ {±}, and ℓ ∈ Z. (Here and below, we write ‘ +(−)’ to
indicate that this relation holds for both signs.)

In the m = 1 case, the coefficients A±
1 (x; a|q, t) do not actually depend on the

parameter t. The residue conditions then show that there is no essential dependence
on t in the zeroth order coefficient. Namely, the difference A0(x; a|q, t)−A0(x; a|q, t′)
is a constant with respect to x for different t, t′. This constant can be computed
by straightforward calculations using the three-term relation (c.f. Eq. (D.1)).

3.1. On the symmetries of the zeroth order coefficient. Using that the
zeroth order coefficient is characterized by the conditions in Remark 3.1, it fol-
lows that if any other function B0(x; a|q, t) satisfies the same conditions, and
does not have any other poles, then there exists a constant C ∈ C such that
B0(x; a|q, t) = A0(x; a|q, t) + C. Using this as our (informal) definition makes it
straightforward to find the symmetries of the zeroth order coefficient:

Lemma 3.1. The zeroth order coefficient A0(x; a|q, t) satisfies

A0(x; pǫKa|q, t) = q
1
2 |K|(

∏

s∈K

a−1
s )A0(x; a|q, t),(3.7a)

A0(p
1
2x; a|q, t) = p−1q−2(a0 · · · a7)

1
2A0(x; p

1
2 a|q, t),(3.7b)

A0(x; aK(pq)|q, t) = A0(x; a|q, t),(3.7c)

A0(x; a|q, pqt−1) = A0(x; a|q, t),(3.7d)

for any K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality.

Proof. It is clear that all of these are elliptic functions and it is straightforward
to check that the l.h.s. of (3.7a)-(3.7d) are invariant under permutations and that
only (3.7b) is not obviously invariant under inversions. Using that the zeroth order
coefficients are elliptic functions in the x-variables yields that

(3.8) A0((p
1
2 x1, p

1
2x2, . . . , p

1
2 xm); a|q, t) = A0((p−

1
2x−1

1 , p
1
2 x2, . . . , p

1
2xm); a|q, t)

= A0((pp−
1
2x−1

1 , p
1
2x2, . . . , p

1
2xm); a|q, t) = A0((p

1
2x−1

1 , p
1
2x2, . . . , p

1
2 xm); a|q, t),

showing that all of these are Wm-invariant in the x-variables by permutation invari-
ance. It is straightforward to check that they only have poles at xi = +

(−)p
1
2 ℓq−

1
2 ε

(i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, ε ∈ {±}, and ℓ ∈ Z), since the half-period shift in (3.7b) only
changes ℓ→ ℓ+ 1. It only remains to check the residue conditions: It follows from
straightforward calculations that

Aε
i (x; pǫKa|q, t) = (

∏

s∈K

−a−1
s x−ε

i )Aε
i (x; a|q, t),(3.9a)

Aε
i (p

1
2 x; a|q, t) =

(
p−2a0 · · ·a7

) 1
2 (1−ε)

(qt1−mx4i )εAε
i (x; p

1
2 a|q, t),(3.9b)

Aε
i (x; aK(pq)|q, t) = (

∏

s∈K

θ(q−1asx
−ε
i ; p)/θ(asx

ε
i ; p))A

ε
i (x; a|q, t),(3.9c)

Aε
i (x; a|q, pqt−1) = (

m∏

j 6=i

θ(q−1tx−ε
i x±j ; p)/θ(txεix

±
j ; p))Aε

i (x; a|q, t)(3.9d)
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for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7}, and ε ∈ {±}. Using (3.9a), (3.9c), and
(3.9d), it is straightforward to check that

(3.10) Res(A0(x; pǫKa|q, t)dxi
xi

|xi = +
(−)p

1
2 ℓq−

1
2 ε)

= (
∏

s∈K

−asq
1
2 )Res(A(0)(x; a|q, t)dxi

xi
|xi = +

(−)p
1
2 ℓq−

1
2 ε),

(3.11) Res(A0(x; aK(pq)|q, t)
dxi
xi

|xi = +
(−)p

1
2 ℓq−

1
2 ε)

= Res(A0(x; a|q, t)dxi
xi

|xi = +
(−)p

1
2 ℓq−

1
2 ε),

and

(3.12) Res(A0(x; a|q, pqt−1)
dxi
xi

|xi = +
(−)p

1
2 ℓq−

1
2 ε)

= Res(A0(x; a|q, t)dxi
xi

|xi = +
(−)p

1
2 ℓq−

1
2 ε),

for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, ε ∈ {±}, and ℓ ∈ Z, by using
(3.13)

θ( +
(−)p−

1
2 εℓq−

1
2 as; p)

θ( +
(−)p+

1
2 εℓq−

1
2 as; p)

= (−1)ℓ(pqa−2
s )−

1
2 εℓ (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}, ε ∈ {±}, ℓ ∈ Z)

and

(3.14)
θ( +

(−)p−
1
2 εℓq−

1
2 tx±j ; p)

θ( +
(−)p+

1
2 εℓq−

1
2 tx±j ; p)

= (pqt−2)ε2ℓ (j ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, ε ∈ {±}, ℓ ∈ Z),

which reduces the prefactors to 1. For (3.7b), we need to take into account the
half-period shift when considering the residue conditions which yields that

(3.15) Res(A0(p
1
2x; a|q, t)dxi

xi
|xi = +

(−)p
1
2 ℓq−

1
2 ε)

= −
( p2q2t2

a0 · · · a7t2m
)− 1

2 ε(ℓ+1)

Res(Aε
i (p

1
2x; a|q, t)dxi

xi
|xi = +

(−)p
1
2 ℓq−

1
2 ε).

Using (3.6) and (3.9b) yields that

(3.16) Res(A0(p
1
2x; a|q, t)dxi

xi
|xi = +

(−)p
1
2 ℓq−

1
2 ε)

= C(1)Res(A0(x; p
1
2 a|q, t)dxi

xi
|xi = +

(−)p
1
2 ℓq−

1
2 ε)

where

C(1) =
( p2q2t2

a0 · · · a7t2m
)− 1

2 ε(ℓ+1)

(p−2a0 · · · a7)
1
2 (1−ε)(3.17)

·(qt1−m(p
1
2 ℓq−

1
2 ε)4)ε

( p2q2t2

p4a0 · · · a7t2m
) 1

2 εℓ

= p−1q−2(a0 · · · a7)
1
2 .
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Next, we determine the additive constants. For Eqs. (3.7a), (3.7c), and (3.7d)
it is straightforward to check that

A0
r(x; pǫKa|q, t) = q

1
2 |K|(

∏

s∈K

a−1
s )A0

r(x; a|q, t),(3.18)

A0
r(x; aK(pq)|q, t) = A0

r(x; a|q, t),(3.19)

A0
r(x; a|q, pqt−1) = A0

r(x; a|q, t)(3.20)

for all r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} which gives that the additive constant C is 0 in all these cases.
For (3.7b), we set xj = αtm−j for all j ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} which yields that

(3.21)
∏

1≤j≤m

θ(crq
− 1

2 tx±j ; p)

θ(crq−
1
2x±j ; p)

=
θ(crq

− 1
2 tmα, crq

− 1
2 tα−1; p)

θ(crq−
1
2α, crq−

1
2 t−m+1α−1; p)

for any α ∈ C∗. By specializing α → p−
1
2 , we obtain that

(3.22) A0
0(p

1
2x; a|q, t) →

∏
0≤s≤7 θ(q

− 1
2 as; p)

θ(t, q−1t; p)

θ(q−
1
2 t, q−

1
2 tm; p)

θ(q−
1
2 , q−

1
2 t−m+1; p)

and

(3.23)

p−1q−2(a0 · · · a7)
1
2A0

2(x; p
1
2 a|q, t) →

∏
0≤s≤7 θ(q

− 1
2 as; p)

θ(t, q−1t; p)

θ(q−
1
2 t, q−

1
2 tm; p)

θ(q−
1
2 , q−

1
2 t−m+1; p)

by using the p-difference equation satisfied by the multiplicative theta functions.

We have thus obtained that A0
0(p

1
2x; a|q, t)− p−1q−2(a0 · · · a7)

1
2A0

2(x; p
1
2 a|q, t) → 0

as xj → p−
1
2 tm−j for all j ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} (and congruent points by p-shifts as

A0
r(x; a|q, t) (r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}) are elliptic functions). The same specialization also

yields that

A0
1(p

1
2x; a|q, t) − p−1q−2(a0 · · ·a7)

1
2A0

3(x; p
1
2 a|q, t) → 0,(3.24)

A0
2(p

1
2x; a|q, t) − p−1q−2(a0 · · ·a7)

1
2A0

0(x; p
1
2 a|q, t) → 0,(3.25)

A0
3(p

1
2x; a|q, t) − p−1q−2(a0 · · ·a7)

1
2A0

1(x; p
1
2 a|q, t) → 0,(3.26)

by straightforward computations, and we obtain the desired result in (3.7b). �

3.2. Symmetries of the van Diejen operator. In the introduction, we pre-
sented how the van Diejen operator changes under gauge transformations as well

as under shifts of the model parameters by factors of p and p
1
2 . We are now in a

position to prove these statements.

3.2.1. Proofs of gauge symmetries. Let us start by giving the proofs of Lemmas 2.1
and 2.2, as well as Propositions 2.1 and 2.2.

Proof of Lemma 2.1. The gauge function V (x|q, t) satisfies the q-difference equa-
tions

(3.27) V (x|q, t)−1T ε
q,xi

V (x|q, t) =
∏

j>i

θ(q−1tx−ε
i x±j ; p)

θ(txεix
±
j ; p)

∏

j<i

θ(q−1tx±j x
−ε
i ; p)

θ(tx±j x
ε
i ; p)

=
∏

j 6=i

θ(q−1tx−ε
i x±j ; p)

θ(txεix
±
j ; p)

=
∏

j 6=i

θ(pqt−1xεix
±
j ; p)

θ(txεix
±
j ; p)
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for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} and ε ∈ {±}, where the last equality is obtained by using
the reflection property of the multiplicative theta function. Recalling the coef-
ficients A±

i (x; a|q, t) in (1.2), we find that Aε
i (x; a|q, t)V (x|q, t)−1T ε

q,xi
V (x|q, t) =

Aε
i (x; a|q, pqt−1), which yields that

(3.28) Aε
i (x; a|q, t)V (x|q, t)−1 ◦ T ε

q,xi
◦ V (x|q, t) = Aε

i (x; a|q, pqt−1)T ε
q,xi

for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} and ε ∈ {±}. Using the symmetries of the zeroth order
coefficient in (3.7d) yields that

(3.29) V (x|q, t)−1 ◦ Dx(a|q, t) ◦ V (x|q, t) = A0(x; a|q, t)
+

∑

1≤i≤m

∑

ε=±

Aε
i (x; a|q, t)V (x|q, t)−1 ◦ T ε

q,xi
◦ V (x|q, t)

= A0(x; a|q, pqt−1) +
∑

1≤i≤m

∑

ε=±

Aε
i (x; a|q, pqt−1)T ε

q,xi
= Dx(a|q, pqt−1)

which is the desired result. �

Proof of Lemma 2.2. The gauge function UK(x; a|q) satisfies the q-difference equa-
tion

(3.30) UK(x; a|q)−1T ε
q,xi

UK(x; a|q) =
∏

s∈K

θ(q−1asx
−ε
i ; p)

θ(asxεi ; p)
=

∏

s∈K

θ(pqa−1
s xεi ; p)

θ(asxεi ; p)

for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} and ε ∈ {±}. Recalling the coefficients A±
i (x; a|q, t) in

(1.2), it becomes clear that

(3.31) UK(x; a|q)−1 ◦Aε
i (x; a|q, t)T ε

q,xi
◦ UK(x; a|q)

= Aε
i (x; a|q, t)

(
UK(x; a|q)−1T ε

q,xi
UK(x; a|q)

)
T ε
q,xi

= Aε
i (x; aK(pq)|q, t)T ε

q,xi
,

with aK(pq) as in Lemma 2.2. Combining this relation with the symmetries of the
zeroth order coefficient in Eq. (3.7c) yields the desired result. �

Proof of Proposition 2.1. We consider the action of the van Diejen operator
Dx(a|q, t) on the function ψ(x) (2.6) and obtain that

Dx(a|q, t)ψ(x) = Dx(a|q, t)V (x|q, t)ϕ(x)

= V (x|q, t)
(
V (x|q, t)−1 ◦ Dx(a|q, t) ◦ V (x|q, t)

)
ϕ(x)

by straightforward calculations. Using the result of Lemma 2.1 simplifies the equa-
tion into the form

(3.32) Dx(a|q, t)ψ(x) = V (x|q, t)Dx(a|q, pqt−1)ϕ(x)

which shows that ψ(x) is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t) if
ϕ(x) is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, pqt−1) and concludes the
first part of the proof. Setting ϕ(x) = 1 in the equation above yields that ψ(x) =
V (x|q, t) and we have the Dx(a|q, t)V (x|q, t) = V (x|q, t)Dx(a|q, pqt−1).1. Replacing
t → pqt−1 in the ellipticity condition (2.30) yields that 1 is an eigenfunction of
Dx(a|q, pqt−1) if the parameters satisfy the condition in (2.7) and the eigenvalue is
obtained from Eq. (2.32) by replacing t→ pqt−1, i.e. Λ0(a|q, pqt−1). �

Proof of Proposition 2.2. We consider the action of the operator Dx(a|q, t) on ψ(x)
(2.8) and obtain that

Dx(a|q, t)ψ(x) = Dx(a|q, t)UK(x; a|q)ϕ(x)

= UK(x; a|q)
(
UK(x; a|q)−1 ◦ Dx(a|q, t) ◦ UK(x; a|q)

)
ϕ(x)
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by straightforward calculations. Using Lemma 2.2 yields that

(3.33) Dx(a|q, t)ψ(x) = UK(x; a|q)Dx(aK(pq)|q, t)ϕ(x)

which shows that ψ(x) is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t) if
ϕ(x) is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(aK(pq)|q, t) and concludes
the first part of the proof. Setting ϕ(x) = 1 in the equation yields that ψ(x) =
UK(x; a|q) and we have that

(3.34) Dx(a|q, t)UK(x; a|q) = UK(x; a|q)Dx(aK(pq)|q, t).1.
The ellipticity condition for the operator Dx(aK(pq)|q, t) is given by

(3.35) (
∏

s∈K

pqa−1
s )(

∏

s/∈K

as)t
2m = p2q2t2

and we obtain the condition (2.9) by multiplying both sides of (3.35) by
∏

s∈K as.
Thus, we have that Dx(aK(pq)|q, t).1 = 1.Λ0(aK(pq)|q, t) if the model parameters
satisfy (2.9) and we obtain the desired result. �

3.2.2. p-shifts in the model parameters.

Lemma 3.2. Let K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality and g(x|q) satisfy the

q-difference equations

(3.36) Tq,xi
g(x|q) = (qx2i )

1
2 |K|g(x|q) (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}).

Then

(3.37) g(x|q) = [quasi-const.] ×
∏

1≤i≤m

θ(cx±i ; q)
1
2 |K|,

for any c ∈ C∗, and the van Diejen operator satisfies

(3.38) q−
1
2 |K|(

∏

s∈K

as)Dx(pǫKa|q, t) = g(x|q)−1 ◦ Dx(a|q, t) ◦ g(x|q).

Furthermore, if the parameters satisfy

(3.39) a0 · · · a7p|K|t2m = p2q2t2

then the function g(x|q) is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t)
with eigenvalue

(3.40) (qpt−1)−
1
2 |K|Λ0(a|q, t)

Proof. Let g(x) = g(x|q) to simplify notation. It follows from straightforward cal-

culations that
∏

1≤i≤m θ(cx±i ; q)
1
2 |K| satisfies the q-difference equation. Comparing

the q-difference equation satisfied by g(x) with Eq. (3.9a) yields that

(3.41) q−
1
2 |K|(

∏

s∈K

as)A
ε
i (x; pǫKa|q, t)T ε

q,xi
= Aε

i (x; a|q, t)g(x)−1(T ε
q,xi

g(x))T ε
q,xi

= Aε
i (x; a|q, t)g(x)−1 ◦ T ε

q,xi
◦ g(x)

for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} and ε ∈ {±}. Using this and (3.7b) yields

(3.42) q−
1
2 |K|(

∏

s∈K

as)Dx(pǫKa|q, t) = g(x)−1 ◦ Dx(a|q, t) ◦ g(x).

which concludes the first part of the proof.
If the parameters satisfy the condition in (3.39), then any constant is an eigen-

function of the operator Dx(pǫKa|q, t), i.e.

(3.43) Dx(pǫKa|q, t)
∣∣∣
a0···a7p|K|t2m=p2q2t2

.1 = 1.Λ0(p
ǫKa|q, t)
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and we have that

(3.44) g(x)−1 ◦ Dx(a|q, t) ◦ g(x).1 = 1.q−
1
2 |K|(

∏

s∈K

as)Λ0(pǫKa|q, t)

if the parameters satisfy (3.39). Furthermore, we have that

(3.45) Dx(a|q, t) ◦ g(x).1 = A0(x; a|q, t)g(x) +
∑

1≤i≤m

∑

ε=±

Aε
i (x; a|q, t)T ε

q,xi
g(x)

which yields that Dx(a|q, t) ◦ g(x).1 is the same as the operator Dx(a|q, t) acting
on g(x). Multiplying both sides of (3.44) with g(x) yields the eigenvalue equation

(3.46) Dx(a|q, t)g(x) = q−
1
2 |K|(

∏

s∈K

as)Λ0(pǫKa|q, t) g(x),

if the parameters satisfy (3.39). Using (2.32) and (3.3), we find that

(3.47) Λ0(p
ǫKa|q, t) = p−

1
2 |K|t

1
2 |K|(

∏

s∈K

a−1
s )Λ0(a|q, t)

which simplifies the eigenvalues to

(3.48) q−
1
2 |K|(

∏

s∈K

as)Λ0(pǫKa|q, t) = (qpt−1)−
1
2 |K|Λ0(a|q, t)

and concludes the proof. �

Lemma 3.3. Let f(x; a|q, t) satisfy the q-difference equations

(3.49)

Tq,xi
f(x; a|q, t) = pq3t−(m−1)(a0 · · · a7)−

1
2 x4i f(x; a|q, t) (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}).

Then

(3.50) f(x; a|q, t) = [quasi-const.] ×
∏

1≤i≤m

θ(d
1
2x2i ; q)−1,

where d = pq2t1−m(a0 · · ·a7)−
1
2 and the principal van Diejen operator satisfies

(3.51) pq2(a0 · · ·a7)−
1
2D

p
1
2 x

(a|q, t) = f(x; a|q, t)−1 ◦ Dx(p
1
2 a|q, t) ◦ f(x; a|q, t).

Furthermore, if the parameters satisfy the ellipticity condition in Eq. (2.30), then

f(x; a|q, t) is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dx(p
1
2 a|q, t) with eigen-

value

(3.52) pq2(a0 · · · a7)−
1
2 Λ0(a|q, t).

Proof. Let f(x) = f(x; a|q, t) to simplify notation. We note that f(x) also satisfies
the q-difference equations

(3.53) T−1
q,xi

f(x) =
θ(d

1
2x2i ; q)

θ(q−2d
1
2 x2i ; q)

f(x) = p−1qtm−1(a0 · · · a7)
1
2x−4

i f(x)

for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}. From the q-difference equation for f(x) and Eq. (3.9b) it
follows that

(3.54) Aε
i (p

1
2 x; a|q, t)T ε

q,xi
= p−1q−2(a0 · · · a7)

1
2 f(x)−1 ◦Aε

i (x; p
1
2 a|q, t)T ε

q,xi
◦f(x).
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Using (3.54) and (3.7b) yields that

(3.55)

f(x)−1 ◦ Dx(p
1
2 a|q, t) ◦ f(x) =

∑

1≤i≤m

∑

ε=±

f(x)−1 ◦Aε
i (x; p

1
2 a|q, t)T ε

q,xi
◦ f(x)

+A0(x; p
1
2 a|q, t) = pq2(a0 · · · a7)−

1
2

(
A0(p

1
2 x; a|q, t)

+
∑

1≤i≤m

∑

ε=±

Aε
i (p

1
2x; a|q, t)T ε

q,xi

)
= pq2(a0 · · ·a7)−

1
2D

p
1
2 x

(a|q, t)

and concludes the first part of Lemma 3.3.
If the parameters satisfy the ellipticity condition (2.30), then

(3.56) D
p

1
2 x

(a|q, t)
∣∣∣
a0···a7t2m=p2q2t2

.1 = 1.Λ0(a|q, t),

since the half-period shift does not affect the constant eigenfunction, and we obtain
that

(3.57) f(x)−1 ◦ Dx(p
1
2 a|q, t) ◦ f(x)

∣∣∣
a0···a7t2m=p2q2t2

.1

= pq2(a0 · · · a7)−
1
2D

p
1
2 x

(a|q, t)
∣∣∣
a0···a7t2m=p2q2t2

.1

= 1.pq2(a0 · · · a7)−
1
2 Λ0(a|q, t).

It then follows that Dx(p
1
2 a|q, t)f(x) = pq2(a0 · · · a7)−

1
2 Λ0(a|q, t) f(x), if the pa-

rameters satisfy (2.30), since the conjugation by f(x) reduces to an eigenvalue
equation when acting on the constant eigenfunction. This concludes the second
part of Lemma 3.3. �

Remark 3.2. Note that f(x; a|q, t) is not a Wm-invariant function since shifts in
the variables break Wm-invariance in general, but if the parameters satisfy the
ellipticity condition (2.30) then

(3.58) f(x; a|q, t)
∣∣∣
a0···a7t2m=p2q2t2

=
∏

1≤i≤m

θ(q
1
2x2i ; q)−1 =

∏

1≤i≤m

θ(q
1
2x−2

i ; q)−1,

and we have that the van Diejen operator D
p

1
2 x

(a|q, t) is Wm-invariant as well.

3.3. Symmetric C-bilinear form. As we discussed, the van Diejen operator is
formally self-adjoint with regard to the symmetric C-bilinear form in (1.5) with
weight function is given in (1.6). In Sections 1.1 and 2, we set the cycle of the
integrals to the n-dimensional torus for simplicity by restricting the values of the
model parameters. In this Section, we present the suitable integration cycles for
the multivariate elliptic hypergeometric integrals, by considering the poles of the
weight function, and the possible analytic continuation of the model parameters.
(At this point, we find it convenient to change variables and parameters from (x, a)
to (y, b) ∈ (C∗)n × (C∗)8 as it will make the results of the upcoming Sections more
clear.) From the definition of the elliptic Gamma function (cf. (A.5)), we see that
the weight function wn(y; b|q, t) has poles at

yεk ∈ bsp
Z≥0qZ≥0 (k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}; s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}; ε ∈ {±}),(3.59)

yεky
ε′

l ∈ pZ≥0qZ≥0t (1 ≤ k < l ≤ n; ε, ε′ ∈ {±})(3.60)

from the elliptic Gamma functions in the numerator. The denominators in the
weight function does not give rise to other poles as they are holomorphic in (C∗)n:
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Using the reflection property in (A.6) and the difference equations (A.4), we find
that

(3.61)
1

Γ(y±2
k ; p, q)

=
Γ(pqy2k; p, q)

Γ(y2k; p, q)
= θ(py2k; p)θ(y2k; q) (k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}),

for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, and
(3.62)

1

Γ(y±k y
±
l ; p, q)

=
Γ(pqyky

±
l ; p, q)

Γ(yky
±
l ; p, q)

= θ(pyky
±
l ; p)θ(yky

±
l ; q) (1 ≤ k < l ≤ n),

for all 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n. Let us start by considering the n = 1 case where the poles
that accumulate towards zero, and those toward infinity, can be separated into

S0 = S0(b|q) =
{
bsp

µqν |s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}; µ, ν ∈ Z≥0

}
,(3.63)

S∞ = S∞(b|q) =
{
b−1
s p−µq−µ|s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}; µ, ν ∈ Z≥0

}
.(3.64)

(Recall that the van Diejen model does not depend on the parameter t in the one-
variable case.) It is then possible to find a positively oriented, closed curve that
separates the sets S0 and S∞ if S0 ∩ S∞ = ∅. This is equivalent to the condition

(3.65) brbs /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 (r, s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7})

for the model parameters. Define the circle [IN17]

(3.66) Cρ(0) = {u ∈ C
∗| |u| = ρ}, ρ ∈ [R,R−1]

for some R ∈ (0, 1] such that Cρ(0) does not intersect S0 ∪ S∞. The cycle is then
defined by

(3.67) C1 = Cρ(0) +
∑

c∈S0: |c|>ρ

Cǫ̃(c) −
∑

c∈S∞: |c|<ρ

Cǫ̃(c),

where Cǫ̃(c) denotes a sufficiently small circle around the point c. Since the weight
function w1(y; b|q, t) is holomorphic around the cycle C1, we have that the integral

(3.68)

∫

C1

dy1
2πiy1

w1(y; b|q, t)

is well-defined and does not depend on the choice of ρ ∈ [R,R−1]. When considering
the general n ∈ Z≥1 case, we can take |t| < R2 to obtain that wn(y; b|q, t) is
holomorphic around a neighbourhood of the n-cycle [IN17, IN19]

(3.69) Cn = C1 × · · · × C1︸ ︷︷ ︸
n times

.

We will often write Cn(b|q, t) for the n-cycles to indicate the positions of the poles. If
the parameters satisfy |bs| < 1 for all s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7} and |t| < 1, then wn(y; b|q, t)
is holomorphic in a neighbourhood of the n-dimensional torus T

n = T
n
1 . The

integration cycles Cn and Tn are then homologous in the domain of holomorphy of
the integrand by Cauchy’s theorem. In the following, it is assumed that the model
parameters satisfy these restrictions. The analytic continuation with respect to the
parameters are given in Section 5.

Remark 3.3. We note that the statements above also hold if we increase the number
of parameters in the elliptic hypergeometric integral from 8 to any non-negative
integer; see also Section 5. Thus, we can use the results above when the gauge
function UK and the Cauchy-type kernel function are included in the integrals by
replacing the 8 parameters above with 2m− |K| + 8 parameters.
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We are now in a position to show that the van Diejen operator is formally self-
adjoint (or symmetric) with respect to the symmetric C-bilinear form in (1.5). In
the following, we revert back to using (x, a) and we can assume that the model
parameters satisfy |as| < 1 and |t| < 1 in order to simplify the integration cycle
to the m-torus Tm without loss of generality. Before stating the results on the
self-adjointness of the van Diejen operator, we need some preliminaries. Let us
introduce the multi-index notation T µ

q,x = T µ1
q,x1

· · ·T µm
q,xm

, for any x ∈ (C∗)m and
µ ∈ Cm, which allows us to express the van Diejen operator as

(3.70) Dx(a|q, t) =
∑

µ∈Zm

Fµ(x; a|q, t)T µ
q,x

where the sum is finite. Then the formal adjoint with respect to dωm(x), denoted
by Dx(a|q, t)∗, is given by

(3.71) Dx(a|q, t)∗ =
∑

µ∈Zm

T−µ
q,x Fµ(x; a|q, t).

The van Diejen operator is then formally self-adjoint (or symmetric) with respect
to the weight function wm(x; a|q, t) in (1.6) in the following sense:

Lemma 3.4.

(3.72) Dx(a|q, t)∗ = wm(x; a|q, t) ◦ Dx(a|q, t) ◦ wm(x; a|q, t)−1.

Proof. The weight function wm(x; a|q, t) can be decomposed as

(3.73) wm(x; a|q, t) = w+
m(x; a|q, t) w+

m(x−1; a|q, t),
with

(3.74) w+
m(x; a|q, t) =

∏

1≤i≤m

∏
0≤s≤7 Γ(asxi; p, q)

Γ(x2i ; p, q)

∏

1≤i<j≤m

Γ(txix
±
j ; p, q)

Γ(xix
±
j ; p, q)

satisfying the q-difference equation

(3.75)
Tq,x1w

+
m(x; a|q, t)

w+
m(x; a|q, t) =

∏
0≤s≤7 θ(asx1; p)

θ(x21, qx
2
1; p)

∏

2≤j≤m

θ(tx1x
±
j ; p)

θ(x1x
±
j ; p)

.

Recalling the coefficients A±
i (x; a|q, t) in (1.2), it is clear that there exists a σ ∈Wm

such that

(3.76) A±
i (x; a|q, t) =

T±1
q,xi

σw+
m(x; a|q, t)

σw+
m(x; a|q, t) (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m})

which allows us to express the van Diejen operator as

(3.77) Dx(a|q, t) = A0(x; a|q, t) +
1

2n−1(n− 1)!

∑

σ∈Wm

σ
( (T ǫ1

q,xw
+
m(x; a|q, t))

w+
m(x; a|q, t) T ǫ1

q,x

)
,

where ǫi with i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} are the canonical basis in Cm and 2n−1(n − 1)! is
the order of the stabilizer sub-group. We then obtain the desired relation by

(3.78) wm(x)−1 ◦ Dx(a|q, t)∗ ◦ wm(x) = A0(x; a|q, t)

+
1

2n−1(n− 1)!

∑

σ∈Wm

σ
(
w+

m(x)−1w+
m(x−1)−1 ◦ T−ǫ1

q,x ◦ (T ǫ1
q,xw

+
m(x))w+

m(x−1)
)

= Dx(a|q, t),
where we used that the weight function wm(x; a|q, t) is Wm-invariant and simplify
the notation by writing w+

m(x) = w+
m(x; a|q, t). �
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From the result of Lemma 3.4, we find that

(3.79) wm(x; a|q, t)Dx(a|q, t)f(x) = Dx(a|q, t)∗(wm(x; a|q, t)f(x))

which makes it straightforward to check that the van Diejen operator is formally
self-adjoint.

Lemma 3.5. The van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t) is formally self-adjoint with re-

spect to the symmetric C-bilinear form in (1.5), i.e.

(3.80) 〈Dx(a|q, t)f, g〉 = 〈f,Dx(a|q, t)g〉.
Proof. Let f(x) and g(x) be Wm-invariant functions that are holomorphic in a
domain that contains the m-dimensional annulus An

|q|. It is clear that zeroth order

coefficient A0(x; a|q, t) is symmetric with respect to the symmetric C-bilinear form,
and that we need only consider the shift terms in the van Diejen operator. Recall
that we can set the model parameters to have absolute value less than 1 and note
that the scalar product depends holomorphically on p (|p| < 1) so that we can
assume |p| < |q| without loss of generality. Let us start by considering the term
involving Tq,xm

, i.e.

(3.81)

∮

|xm|=1

dxm
2πixm

wm(x; a|q, t)g(x)A+
m(x; a|q, t)Tq,xm

f(x).

The product of the coefficient A+
m(x; a|q, t) and the weight function wm(x; a|q, t)

equals
(3.82)

wm−1(x; a|q, t)
∏

0≤s≤7 Γ(qasxm, asx
−1
m ; p, q)

Γ(q2x2m, x
−2
m ; p, q)

∏

1≤j≤m−1

Γ(qtxmx
±
j , tx

−1
m x±j ; p, q)

Γ(qxmx
±
j , x

−1
m x±j ; p, q)

,

where wm−1(x; a|q, t) is the weight function in the (m−1)-variables (x1, . . . , xm−1).
(Here, all the other xi variables (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m − 1}) are fixed to generic values
on the (m− 1)-torus.) The integrand has poles at

xm ∈ a−1
s pZ≤0qZ≤1 , xm ∈ asp

Z≥0qZ≥0 (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}), x2m ∈ pZ 6=0q−1,

(3.83)

txmx
±
j ∈ pZ≤0qZ≤1 , tx−1

m x±j ∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 (j ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m− 1}).

(3.84)

All these poles lie outside the annulus 1 ≤ |xm| ≤ |q−1| under the assumptions
|p| < |q|, |as| < 1, and |t| < 1. We can therefore continuously deform the contour
to |xm| = |q−1| by Cauchy’s theorem. Secondly, we see that the weight function
wm(x; a|q, t) satisfies the q-difference equation

(3.85)
Tq,xm

wm(x; a|q, t)
wm(x; a|q, t) =

A+
m(x; a|q, t)

Tq,xm
A−

m(x; a|q, t)
by straightforward calculations, which yields that

(3.86) wm(x; a|q, t)A+
m(x; a|q, t)Tq,xm

f(x) = Tq,xm
wm(x; a|q, t)A−

m(x; a|q, t)f(x).

Combining these results allows us to express the integral as

(3.87)

∮

|xm|=1

dxm
2πixm

wm(x; a|q, t) g(x) A+
m(x; a|q, t)Tq,xm

f(x)

=

∮

|xm|=|q−1|

dxm
2πixm

g(x) Tq,xm
wm(x; a|q, t)A−

m(x; a|q, t)f(x)

=

∮

|xm|=1

dxm
2πixm

wm(x; a|q, t) f(x) A−
m(x; a|q, t)T−1

q,xm
g(x),
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where we rescaled xm → q−1xm in the last step. Thus, we have shown that

(3.88) 〈A+
m(x; a|q, t)Tq,xm

f, g〉 = 〈f,A−
m(x; a|q, t)T−1

q,xm
g〉.

The identity also holds if we exchange A+
m(x; a|q, t)Tq,xm

and A−
m(x; a|q, t)T−1

q,xm
by

inversion symmetry and we obtain that the operator

(3.89) A+
m(x; a|q, t)Tq,xm

+A−
m(x; a|q, t)T−1

q,xm

is symmetric with regard to this C-bilinear form. This also holds for any permuta-
tion of the x-variables and we obtain the desired results. �

4. Proofs of main results

In this Section we give the proofs for Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4. In
the following, the parameters are restricted such that the integration cycles are given
the n-dimensional torus Tn in our main theorems and the analytic continuation of
these integral transformations are given in Section 5.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. It is convenient to introduce some further notation. Define
the expectation value with respect to the weight function wn = wn(y; b|q, t) by

(4.1) 〈f〉wn
=

∫

Tn

dωn(y)wn(y; b|q, t)f(y),

for any function f(y) such that wn(y; b|q, t)f(y) is holomorphic for y in Tn. The
symmetric C-bilinear form for this weight function wn(y; b|q, t) can then be ex-
pressed as

(4.2) 〈f, g〉 = 〈fg〉wn
,

and the integral transform can be expressed as 〈Φ UK ϕ〉wn
. The poles of the

integrand are separable, in the sense of Section 3.3, as the x-variables satisfy
pqa−1

s xεi /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 and pqt−1xεix
ε′

j /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 for all s /∈ K, ε, ε′ ∈ {±}, and

distinct i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}. (Recall that a = p
1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 b−1.) Thus, the existence of a

cycle Cn where the integrand is holomorphic is ensured; see also Remark 3.3. For

x-variables in the domain (2.16) it is clear that |cxε| < 1, where c = p
1
2 q

1
2 t−

1
2 ,

for both ε ∈ {±} and the cycle Cn is homologous to Tn. The condition |p| < |qt|
ensures that this m-dimensional annuls (2.16) is non-empty.

Let us proceed by showing that T ε
q,xi

〈Φ UKϕ〉wn
= 〈T ε

q,xi
Φ UKϕ〉wn

for all
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} and ε ∈ {±}: It is straightforward to check that T ε

q,xi
Φ(x, y|q, t),

with x in (2.16), is holomorphic for y in Tn since |p 1
2 q

1
2 t−

1
2 qεxε

′

i y
ε′′

k | < 1 for all
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, and ε, ε′, ε′′ ∈ {±}. The stricter conditions that

xεi /∈ asp
Z<0qZ≤0 (s /∈ K, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, and ε ∈ {±}) and xεix

ε′

j /∈ pZ<0qZ≤0t

( 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m and ε, ε′ ∈ {±}) ensures that the poles are separable, in
the sense of Section 3.3, even after q-shifts. Therefore, we can interchange the
shift operator and integrations without encountering any poles and obtain that
Dx(a|q, t)〈Φ UKϕ〉wn

= 〈(Dx(a|q, t)Φ) UKϕ〉wn
. The kernel function identity in

Lemma 2.3 then yields that

(4.3) Dx(a|q, t)〈Φ UKϕ〉wn
= 〈(Dy(b|q, t)Φ) UKϕ〉wn

if the parameters satisfy

(4.4) a0 · · · a7t2(m−n) = p2q2t2 ⇔ b0 · · · b7t2(n−m) = p2q2t2.

Using that the van Diejen operator is (formally) self-adjoint, i.e. the operator
satisfies 〈(Dy(b|q, t)Φ) UKϕ〉wn

= 〈Φ Dy(b|q, t)UKϕ〉wn
, the result in Lemma 2.2,

and that ϕ(y) is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dy(bK(pq)|q, t) yields

(4.5) 〈(Dy(b|q, t)Φ) UKϕ〉wn
= 〈Φ UKDy(bK(pq)|q, t)ϕ〉wn

= Λ〈Φ UKϕ〉wn
.
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Combining these results and setting 〈Φ UKϕ〉wn
= ψK(x; a|q, t) yields the desired

results, i.e.

(4.6) Dx(a|q, t)ψK(x; a|q, t) = ΛψK(x; a|q, t)
if the parameters satisfy (2.10).

For |K| > 0, we do not get any contradiction between the balancing condition
b0 · · · b7t2(n−m) = p2q2t2 and that |bs| < 1 for all s /∈ K, since they can be satisfied
by parameters whose index is in K. In the case where K = ∅, we have that
|b0 · · · b7| < 1 and obtain the requirement that

(4.7) |p2q2t2| = |b0 · · · b7t2(n−m)| < |t2(n−m)|
in order for these conditions to be satisfied at the same time. Therefore, we need
that |p| < |q−1tn−m−1|, which is automatically satisfied if |p| < |qt| < |q−1tn−m−1|.

�

Proof of Theorem 2.2. The proof of Theorem 2.2 is essentially the same as the proof
of Theorem 2.1. As such, we will not repeat all the arguments and focus on the
differences.

Using the same notation 〈f〉wn
for the expectation value in (4.1), we have that

the integral transform can be expressed as 〈ΦUKV ϕ〉. The integral is well-defined
by the same arguments as before, and we have that

(4.8) Dx(a|q, t)〈Φ UKV ϕ〉wn
= 〈(Dx(a|q, t)Φ) UKV ϕ〉wn

= 〈(Dy(b|q, t)Φ) UKV ϕ〉wn
= 〈Φ Dy(b|q, t)UKV ϕ〉wn

if the parameters satisfy the balancing condition (2.10). Here, the interchange of
integration and the shift operators are justified by the same argument as in the
proof of Theorem 2.1. Using the results of Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 yields that

(4.9) 〈Φ Dy(b|q, t)UKV ϕ〉wn
= 〈Φ UKDy(bK(pq)|q, t)V ϕ〉wn

= 〈Φ UKVDy(bK(pq)|q, pqt−1)ϕ〉wn
= Λ〈Φ UKV ϕ〉wn

,

where we used that ϕ is an eigenfunction of Dy(bK(pq)|q, pqt−1) in the last line.

Setting 〈Φ UKV ϕ〉wn
= ψ̃K(x; a|q, t) yields the desired result, i.e.

(4.10) Dx(a|q, t)ψ̃K(x; a|q, t) = Λψ̃K(x; a|q, t),
under the balancing condition (2.10). �

Using these results, it is straightforward to prove Theorem 1.1 and 1.2:

Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Setting ϕ = 1 in Theorem 2.1, resp. Theorem 2.2,
yields that (1.7), resp. (1.9), is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator if the
parameters satisfy the balancing condition (2.10) and that 1 is an eigenfunction of
the operator Dx(bK(pq)|q, t), resp. Dx(bK(pq)|q, pqt−1). From (2.33), it follows that
1 is an exact eigenfunction if the parameters satisfy
(4.11)

(
∏

0≤s≤7

(bK(pq))s)t
2n = p2q2t2, resp. (

∏

0≤s≤7

(bK(pq))s)(pqt
−1)2n = p2q2(pqt−1)2.

Combining this condition and the balancing condition (2.10) yields the two pa-
rameter restrictions. �

Proof of Theorem 2.3. We introduce the notation

(4.12) 〈f〉∨wn
=

∫

Tn

dωn(y)wn(y; a|t, q)f(y),
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for suitable functions f , to simplify notation. The eigenfunction transform with
the dual-Cauchy kernel function can then be written as 〈Φ∨UKϕ〉∨wn

. The poles
of the integrand arises only from the weight function wn(y; a|t, q) and it follows
that the integrand is holomorphic and that the cycle is homologous to T

n from the
discussions in Section 3.3, albeit with q and t interchanged.

Using the dual kernel function identity in Lemma 2.4 yields that

(4.13) Dx(a|q, t)〈Φ∨UKϕ〉∨wn
= − t

mθ(q; p)

qnθ(t; p)
〈(Dy(a|t, q)Φ∨)UKϕ〉∨wn

if the parameters satisfy a0 · · ·a7q2nt2m = p2q2t2. (Here, the interchange of in-
tegration and the q-shift operator is straightforward since the integrand does not
have any poles with respect to the x-variables.) From Lemmas 2.2 and 3.4, we have
that
(4.14)

〈(Dy(a|t, q)Φ∨)UKϕ〉∨wn
= 〈Φ∨Dy(a|t, q)UKϕ〉∨wn

= 〈Φ∨UKDy(aK(pt)|t, q)ϕ〉∨wn

by straightforward calculations. Using that ϕ is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen
operator Dy(aK(pt)|t, q) and that ψ∨

K(x; a|q, t) = 〈Φ∨UKϕ〉∨wn
, yields the desired

result, i.e.

(4.15) Dx(a|q, t)ψ∨
K(x; a|q, t) = − t

mθ(q; p)

qnθ(t; p)
〈Φ∨UKDy(aK(pt)|t, q)ϕ〉∨wn

= − t
mθ(q; p)

qnθ(t; p)
Λψ∨

K(x; a|q, t).

In the case where K 6= ∅, we again do not have any contradiction between the
dual balancing condition a0 · · · a7q2nt2m = p2q2t2 and that |as| < 1 for all s /∈ K.
When K = ∅, we have that |a0 · · · a7| < 1 and require that

(4.16) |p2q2t2| = |a0 · · ·a7q2nt2m| < |q2nt2m|,
which yields the condition |p| < |qn−1tm−1|. �

Proof of Theorem 2.4. The proof of Theorem 2.4 is essentially the same as the proof
of Theorem 2.3. Writing the integral transform as 〈Φ∨UKV ϕ〉∨wn

yields

(4.17) 〈(Dy(a|t, q)Φ∨)UKV ϕ〉∨wn
= 〈Φ∨Dy(a|t, q)UKV ϕ〉∨wn

= 〈Φ∨UKDy(aK(pt)|t, q)V ϕ〉∨wn
= 〈Φ∨UKVDy(aK(pt)|t, ptq−1)ϕ〉∨wn

.

If ϕ is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator Dy(aK(pt)|t, ptq−1) with eigen-
value Λ, we find that

(4.18) Dx(a|q, t)〈Φ∨UKV ϕ〉∨wn
= − t

mθ(q; p)

qnθ(t; p)
Λ〈Φ∨UKV ϕ〉∨wn

.

Setting ψ̃∨
K(x; a|q, t) = 〈Φ∨UKV ϕ〉∨wn

then yields the desired result. �

5. Domain of holomorphy

The integral transformations allow for an analytic continuation with respect
to the parameters and the x-variables. In this Section, we discuss the analytic
continuation and the domains of the integral transformations.

Before proceeding, it is more convenient to extend the weight function to arbi-
trary number of parameters, i.e. b→ b̃ = (b̃0, . . . , b̃ℓ−1) ∈ (C∗)ℓ, by

(5.1) wn,ℓ(y; b̃|q, t) =
∏

1≤k≤n

∏
0≤s≤ℓ−1 Γ(b̃sy

±
k ; p, q)

Γ(y±2
k ; p, q)

∏

1≤k<l≤n

Γ(ty±k y
±
l ; p, q)

Γ(y±k y
±
l ; p, q)

.
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The analytic continuation of the elliptic hypergeometric integral is then obtained
from Lemma 5.1 of [IN19]:

Lemma 5.1 (Lemma 5.1 of [IN19]). Let ℓ ∈ Z≥0, b̃ = (b̃0, . . . , b̃ℓ−1) ∈ (C∗)ℓ, and

f(y; b̃) be a holomorphic function on (C∗)n× (C∗)ℓ. Suppose the parameters satisfy

|b̃s| < 1 for all s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , ℓ − 1} and |t| < R2 for some R ∈ (0, 1]. Then the

integral

(5.2)

∫

Tn

dωn(y) wn,ℓ(y; b̃|q, t)f(y; b̃)

can be continued to a holomorphic function on

(5.3)

{b̃ = (b̃0, . . . , b̃ℓ−1) ∈ (C∗)ℓ| |b̃s| < R−1, b̃rb̃s /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 (r, s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , ℓ− 1})}.

The product of the Cauchy kernel function in (2.11) and the weight function in
(1.6) can be expressed as

(5.4) Φ(x, y|q, t)wn(y; b|q, t) = wn,2m+8(y; b̃|q, t)

where b̃ ∈ (C∗)2m+8 is given by

(5.5) b̃ = (b0, . . . , b7, cx1, cx
−1
1 , . . . , cxm, cx

−1
m ),

with c = p
1
2 q

1
2 t−

1
2 . The results of [IN19, Lemma 5.1] allows us to then find the

domain of holomorphy in a straightforward way by starting in the domain |b̃s| < 1
for all s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , ℓ − 1}, with ℓ = 2m+ 8, as well as the cases where the gauge
functions UK(y; b|q) in (2.3) are included.

The requirements on the function f(y; b̃) in Lemma 5.1 can also be relaxed and
we only require that the function is holomorphic in the domain An

ρ ×U , where U is
the domain in (5.3).

Remark 5.1. Note that the integrand for elliptic hypergeometric integrals of Type
I do not have poles at

(5.6) yεky
ε′

l ∈ pZ≥0qZ≥0t (1 ≤ k < l ≤ n; ε, ε′ ∈ {±}).

The results of Lemma 5.1 still hold, although without any requirement on the
parameter t and it follows from Cauchy’s theorem that the integral does not depend
on R ∈ (0, 1]. For f(y; b̃) holomorphic in An

ρ × (C∗)ℓ for some ρ ∈ (0, 1], the elliptic
hypergeometric integrals of Type I can be analytically continued to a holomorphic
function on

(5.7) {b̃ ∈ (C∗)ℓ| |b̃r| < ρ−1, b̃rb̃s /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 (r, s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , ℓ− 1})}.

We are now able to find the analytic continuation of the eigenfunction transfor-
mations in a straightforward way:

Proposition 5.1. Let R ∈ (0, 1] and x ∈ Tm. Suppose the model parameters

satisfy

(5.8) |p| < min(1, |q−1t|), |t| < R2, |as| > |(pqt) 1
2 | (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}),

and let ϕ(y) be holomorphic in (C∗)n. Then the function

(5.9) ψ(x; a|q, t) =

∫

Tn

dωn(y) wn(y; b|q, t)Φ(x, y|q, t)ϕ(y),
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where b = (b0, . . . , b7) with bs = p
1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 a−1

s for all s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}, can be analyt-

ically continued to a holomorphic function on

(5.10)
{
x ∈ (C∗)m| |(pqt−1)

1
2 |R < |xi| < |(pqt−1)−

1
2 |R−1 (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}),

xεi /∈ asp
Z<0qZ<0 (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}; i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}; ε ∈ {±}),

xεix
ε′

j /∈ pZ<0qZ<0t (1 ≤ i < j ≤ m; ε, ε′ ∈ {±})
}

and parameters

(5.11) |p| < min(1, |q−1t|R−2), |as| > |(pqt) 1
2 |R (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}),

if they satisfy t /∈ pZ>0qZ>0 and aras /∈ pZ>0qZ>0t for all r, s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}.
Proof. As already mentioned, we can express the integral transform as

(5.12)

∫

Tn

dωn(y) wn,2m+8(y; b̃|q, t)ϕ(y),

with b̃ as in (5.5). The integral defines a holomorphic function on |b̃s| < 1 for all
s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2m+7} and it is straightforward to check that it yields a holomorphic

function of x ∈ Tn as |p 1
2 q

1
2 t−

1
2 | < 1. Since |t| < R2 (R ∈ (0, 1]), the integral can

be continued to a holomorphic function on

(5.13) |b̃s| < R−1 (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2m+ 7})

by Lemma 5.1, if the parameters satisfy

(5.14) b̃sb̃r /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0

for all r, s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2m+ 7}. Let us start by considering the first condition, i.e.

|b̃s| < R−1 for all s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2m+ 7}. When s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}, we have that

(5.15) |b̃s| = |bs| = |(pqt) 1
2 a−1

s | < R−1 (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7})

which yields the condition |as| > |(pqt) 1
2 |R. If s ∈ {8, 9, . . . , 2m+ 7}, then

(5.16)

|b̃s| < R−1 ⇔
{
|(pqt−1)

1
2xi| < R−1, if s = 2i+ 6

|(pqt−1)
1
2x−1

i | < R−1, if s = 2i+ 7
(i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}).

These yield that the domain can be continued to the m-dimensional annulus

(5.17) |(pqt−1)
1
2 |R < |xi| < |(pqt−1)−

1
2 |R−1 (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m})

with respect to the x-variables. Assuming that |pqt−1| ≤ R−2 ensures that this
m-dimensional annulus is non-empty and if |q−1t|R−2 > 1 it is clear that this
condition is already fulfilled for |p| < 1.

We consider the second condition, i.e. b̃rb̃s /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 (r, s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2m+7}),
in the various cases.
(1) When r, s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}, we have that

(5.18) b̃r b̃s = pqta−1
r a−1

s /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 ⇔ aras /∈ pZ>0qZ>0t.

(2) When r ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7} and s = 2i+ 6, or s = 2i+ 7, with i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, we
obtain that

(5.19) b̃rb̃s = pqa−1
r xi /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 ⇔ xi /∈ arp

Z<0qZ<0

and

(5.20) b̃rb̃s = pqa−1
r x−1

i /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 ⇔ x−1
i /∈ arp

Z<0qZ<0 ,

respectively. Combining these yields that xεi /∈ asp
Z<0qZ<0 for all s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7},

i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} and ε ∈ {±}.

(3) When r = 2i + 6 and s = 2i+ 7 with i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, we obtain that b̃r b̃s =
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pqt−1 /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 which gives the condition t /∈ pZ>0qZ>0 .
(4) When r = 2i+ 6 and s = 2j + 6, or s = 2j + 7, with 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m, we obtain
that

(5.21) b̃rb̃s = pqt−1xixj /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 ⇔ xixj /∈ pZ<0qZ<0t

and

(5.22) b̃r b̃s = pqt−1xix
−1
j /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 ⇔ xix

−1
j /∈ pZ<0qZ<0t,

respectively. These yield the conditions xix
ε
j /∈ pZ<0qZ<0t for ε ∈ {±}.

(5) When r = 2i+ 7 and s = 2j + 6, or 2j + 7, with 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m, we obtain that

b̃rb̃s = pqt−1x−1
i xj /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 , and b̃r b̃s = pqt−1x−1

i x−1
j /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 , respectively.

These yield the conditions x−1
i xεj /∈ pZ<0qZ<0t for ε ∈ {±}. Combining (4) and (5)

yields that xεix
ε′

j /∈ pZ<0qZ<0t for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m and ε, ε′ ∈ {±}. �

Remark 5.2. It is important to keep in mind that when we are interested in eigen-
functions of analytic difference operators obtained by these integral transforma-
tions, we need to restrict the domains beforehand to ensure that the shift operators
do not push these eigenfunctions outside their domain of holomorphy.

It is clear that the result of Lemma 5.1 can also be used for the integral transfor-
mations that include the gauge functions V (y|q, t) in (2.1) and UK(y; b|q) in (2.3):
It is straightforward to check that including the gauge function V (y|q, t) will not re-
quire the restriction |t| < R2 on the parameter t. The integral transform can then
be analytically continued to a (globally) meromorphic function on (C∗)m as ex-
plained in Remark 5.1. Including the gauge function UK(y; b|q) (K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7},

b = p
1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 a−1) will only affect the domain of holomorphy with respect to the

parameters a. The restrictions on the model parameters are then given by

(5.23) |as| > |(pqt) 1
2 |R, aras /∈ pZ>0qZ>0t (r, s /∈ K)

for those model parameters {as}s/∈K whose index s is not part of K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7}.

Remark 5.3. For particular functions ϕ(y), it known that the integral transforms
in Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 can be analytically continued to (globally) meromorphic
functions of (x, a) on particular hypersurfaces in (C∗)m+8; see Remark 4.2 of [IN19].
This can also be directly observed in special cases where the integrals have known
evaluations; see Section B.3. A thorough investigation of the requirements for the
functions ϕ(y) is left for future work.

The restriction on ϕ(y) in Proposition 5.1, i.e. to be holomorphic in (C∗)n, is
stricter than necessary. Indeed, it is clear that the integral is well-defined for any
function ϕ(y) holomorphic in any domain where we can continuously deform the
integration contour. The following result then follows:

Corollary 5.1. Let R ∈ (0, 1] and fix the parameters such that

(5.24)
|p| < min(1, |q−1t|R−2), |q| < 1, |t| < R2, |bs| < R−1 (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}),

satisfying t /∈ pZ>0qZ>0 and brbs /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 for all r, s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}. The domain

of the integral transform

(5.25) ϕ(y) 7→
∫

Cn(b̃|q,t)

dωn(y) wn(y; b|q, t)Φ(x, y|q, t)ϕ(y)

consists of all functions ϕ(y) that are holomorphic in An
ρ for ρ ∈ (0, R], and its

image is given by functions that are holomorphic in (5.10).
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The domain of holomorphy for the integral transform using the kernel function
of dual-Cauchy type (2.23) is more straightforward to compute since the kernel
function Φ∨(x, y) is holomorphic in (C∗)m × (C∗)n. In fact, it was shown in [IN19,
Eq. (2.5)] that Φ∨(x, y) has a finite sum expansion in terms of the elliptic interpo-
lation polynomials of type BC in the x-variables and products of theta functions in
the y-variables. The only restrictions are then obtained from the weight function
wn(y; a|t, q) and the following result is obtained directly from Lemma 5.1:

Proposition 5.2. Let R ∈ (0, 1] and x ∈ Tm. Suppose the model parameters

satisfy

(5.26) |t| < 1, |q| < R2, |as| < 1 (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}),

and let ϕ(y) be holomorphic in (C∗)n. Then the function

(5.27) ψ∨(x; a|q, t) =

∫

Tn

dωn(y)wn(y; a|t, q)Φ∨(x, y)ϕ(y)

can be continued to a holomorphic function on (C∗)m × U∨, where

(5.28) U∨ = {a ∈ (C∗)8| |as| < R−1, aras /∈ pZ≤0tZ≤0 (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7})}.

Note that we have interchanged the roll of the parameters q and t in this integral
transformation since the dual-Cauchy kernel function Φ∨(x, y) relates a pair of van
Diejen operators with q and t interchanged; see Lemma 2.4.

Corollary 5.2. Let R ∈ (0, 1] and fix the parameters such that

(5.29) |p| < 1, |q| < R2, |t| < 1, |as| < R−1 (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}),

satisfying aras /∈ pZ≤0tZ≤0 for all r, s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}. The domain of the integral

transform

(5.30) ϕ(y) 7→
∫

Cn(a|t,q)

dωn(y) wn(y; a|t, q)Φ∨(x, y)ϕ(y),

consists of all functions ϕ(y) that are holomorphic in A
n
ρ for ρ ∈ (0, R] and its

image is given by functions that are holomorphic with respect to x in (C∗)m and

meromorphic with respect to a.

6. The E8 symmetry

The van Diejen model, as defined by the principal operator, admits a symmetry
under the action of the Weyl group associated to the Lie algebra D8. A symmetry
under the action of the E8 Weyl group is known in the univariate case from the
work of Ruijsenaars [Rui15] and alluded to for the multivariate case in [Rui09a].
In this Section, we show how the gauge transformations UK in Lemma 2.2 and the
Cauchy-type integral transform in Theorem 2.1 are related to the E8 Weyl group
reflections on the parameter space.

6.1. The E8 root lattice and Weyl group. Before proceeding, let us recall some
basic facts about the root lattice of type E8. We mainly follow the conventions
in [Nou18]. Denote by V = C8 = Cǫ0 ⊕ Cǫ1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Cǫ7 a complex vector space
with canonical basis {ǫ0, . . . , ǫ7} and by (·|·) : V × V → C the symmetric bilinear
form satisfying (ǫi|ǫj) = δi,j (i, j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}). Setting φ = (12 ,

1
2 , . . . ,

1
2 ) ∈ V , we

realize the root lattice P = Q(E8) and root system ∆(E8) of type E8 as

(6.1) P = {v ∈ Z
8 ∪ (φ+ Z

8) | (φ|v) ∈ Z} ⊂ V , ∆(E8) = {α ∈ P |(α|α) = 2}.
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The root system consists of two different classes of vectors

(1) ± ǫr ± ǫs (0 ≤ r < s ≤ 7)(6.2)

(2)
1

2
(±ǫ0 ± ǫ1 ± · · · ± ǫ7) (with even number of minus signs).(6.3)

We then have the simple roots

(6.4) α0 = φ− ǫ0− ǫ1− ǫ2− ǫ3, αj = ǫj− ǫj+1 (j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 6}), α7 = ǫ7 + ǫ0,

corresponding to the Dynkin diagram in Fig. 6.1, such that

❝ ❝ ❝ ❝ ❝ ❝ ❝

❝

α0

α1 α2 α3 α4 α5 α6 α7

Figure 6.1. The Dynkin diagram corresponding to the E8 root system.

(6.5) P = Q(E8) = Zα0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zα7.

We also have the highest root

(6.6) φ = 3α0 + 2α1 + 4α2 + 6α3 + 5α4 + 4α5 + 3α6 + 2α7

with respect to the simple roots.
For each α ∈ V \ {α ∈ V|(α|α) = 0} we define the reflection with respect to α by

(6.7) rα : V → V , rα(v) = v − 2
(α|v)

(α|α)
α (v ∈ V)

We denote by ri (i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}) the simple reflections corresponding to the simple
roots, i.e. ri = rαi

for all i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}. Then the Weyl groupW (E8) is generated
by the simple reflections ri (i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}), i.e. W (E8) = 〈r0, r1, . . . , r7〉, that
satisfy the fundamental relations r

2
i = 1, riri = rjri for distinct i, j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}

such that (αi|αj) = 0, and rirjri = rjrirj for distinct i, j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7} such that
(αi|αj) = −1.

We remark that W (E8) = 〈r0, r1, . . . , r7〉 contains the following Weyl groups of
type D8 and of type A7:

(6.8) W (E8) ⊃W (D8) = 〈r1, . . . , r7, r8〉 ⊃W (A7) = 〈r1, . . . , r6, r8〉
where r8 = rα8 denotes the reflection by the root α8 = ǫ7 − ǫ0.2 The subgroup
W (D8) corresponds to the Dynkin diagram in Fig. 6.1.

❝ ❝ ❝ ❝ ❝ ❝ ❝

❝

α8

α1 α2 α3 α4 α5 α6 α7

Figure 6.2. The Dynkin diagram corresponding to the D8 root system.

Note that W (A7) = 〈r1, . . . , r6, r8〉 represents the permutation group S8 of the vec-
tors ǫi (i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}) and that W (D8) = 〈r1, . . . , r7, r8〉 provides the extension
of S8 by the even sign changes of ǫi. Note also that

(6.9) ∆(D8) = {±ǫi ± ǫj | i, j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}, i < j}.

2We have that, e.g., r8 = r0r3r4r5r2r3r4r1r2r3r0r3r4r5r2r3r4r1r2r3r0.
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We denote by u = (u0, u1, . . . , u7) the canonical coordinates of V = C8. Then
the action of the reflections rα (α ∈ ∆(E8)) on V are explicitly described as follows:
The first class of E8 roots are in fact the D8 roots, and their actions are given by

(6.10) rǫi∓ǫj .(u0, . . . , u7) = (v0, . . . , v7), vk =






±uj (k = i)

±ui (k = j)

uk (k 6= i, j)

,

with double signs in the same order. The second class of E8 roots are expressed as

(6.11) α =
1

2
(−

∑

i∈K

ǫi +
∑

i6∈K

ǫi) = φ− ǫK , ǫK =
∑

i∈K

ǫi

with a subset K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} of indices with even cardinality. The reflections of
this class are given by

rφ−ǫK .(u0, . . . , u7) = (v0, . . . , v7),(6.12)

vk =

{
uk − 1

4 (
∑

i∈K ui −
∑

j /∈K uj) (k ∈ K),

uk + 1
4 (
∑

i∈K ui −
∑

j /∈K uj) (k /∈ K).

Passing to the multiplicative variables, we denote by µ = (µ0, µ1, . . . , µ7) the
canonical coordinates of the 8-dimensional algebraic torus (C∗)8. Then, we obtain
the following actions of W (E8) on (C∗)8: For each distinct pair i, j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7},

(6.13) rǫi∓ǫj .(µ0, . . . , µ7) = (ν0, . . . , ν7), νk =





µ±1
j (k = i)

µ±1
i (k = j)

µk (k 6= i, j)

,

and for each subset K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality,

rφ−ǫK .(µ0, . . . , µ7) = (ν0, . . . , ν7),(6.14)

νk =





µk

∏
i∈K µ

− 1
4

i

∏
j /∈K µ

1
4
j (k ∈ K),

µk

∏
i∈K µ

1
4

i

∏
j /∈K µ

− 1
4

j (k /∈ K).

It follows from the definition that the van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t) is invari-
ant under permutations of the parameters as, i.e. invariant under the action of
W (A7) = S8. Let a = p

1
2 q

1
2µ, then Dx(a{i,j}(pq)|q, t) = Dx(rǫi+ǫj .a|q, t) since

Dx(a|q, t) is invariant under the action of S8 and it follows from Lemma 2.2
that the D8 reflections rǫi+ǫj (i 6= j) correspond to the gauge transformation

UK(x; a|q)−1 ◦ Dx(a|q, t) ◦ UK(x; a|q) for K = {i, j}, i.e.

(6.15) U{i,j}(x; a|q)−1 ◦ Dx(a|q, t) ◦ U{i,j}(x; a|q) = Dx(rǫi+ǫj .a|q, t).
For a general subset K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality |K| = 2r we can express
K as K = {i1, . . . , ir, j1, . . . , jr} and the gauge transformation by UK(x; a|q) then
corresponds to the transformation of parameters by

(6.16) wK = rǫi1+ǫj1
· · · rǫir+ǫjr ∈ W (D8)

and it is clear that

(6.17) UK(x; a|q)−1 ◦ Dx(a|q, t) ◦ UK(x; a|q) = Dx(wK .a|q, t).
This implies that, if ϕ(x; b|q, t) is an eigenfunction of Dx(x; b|q, t), b = wK .a, with
eigenvalue Λ, then

(6.18) ψ(x; a|q, t) = UK(x; a|q)ϕ(x; b|q, t)
is an eigenfunction of Dx(a|q, t) with the same eigenvalue, as in Proposition 2.2.



32 FARROKH ATAI AND MASATOSHI NOUMI

The second class of E8 reflections on the parameter space can be associated with
integral transforms of Cauchy type. We first look at the reflection rφ by the highest
root φ. It is related to the m = n gauge-integral transform of Cauchy type given
by
(6.19)

ψ(x; a|q, t) =

∫

Tm

dωm(y)wm(y; b|q, t)Φ(x, y|q, t)U{0,1,...,7}(y; b|q)ϕ(y; pqb−1|q, t)

under the balancing condition a0 · · · a7 = p2q2t2, where b = p
1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 a−1. In fact,

we have

(6.20) (pqb−1)s = p
1
2 q

1
2 t−

1
2 as = aspq(a0 · · · a7)−

1
4 = (rφ.a)s (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}).

Similarly, for a subset K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality, the E8 reflection
rφ−ǫK can be attained by the gauge-integral transform of the form
(6.21)

ψ(x; a|q, t) = UK(x; a|q)
∫

Tm

dωm(y)wm(y; b|q, t)Φ(x, y|q, t)UKc(y; b|q)ϕ(y; d|q, t),

under the balancing condition

(6.22)
∏

s∈K

a−1
s

∏

s/∈K

as = (pq)2−|K|t2,

where Kc = {0, 1, . . . , 7}\K, b = p
1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 a−1

K(pq), and d = bKc(pq). This implies that,

if ϕ(y; d|q, t) is an eigenfunction of Dx(d|q, t) with eigenvalue Λ, then ψ(x; a|q, t)
(6.21) is an eigenfunction of Dx(a|q, t) with the same eigenvalue, as proven in The-
orem 2.1.

To summarize, we have the following Theorem:

Theorem 6.1. Let K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality.

(1) By the transformation in (6.18), the model parameters of eigenfunctions of the

van Diejen operator transform according as the action of the element wK ∈W (D8)
in (6.16).
(2) Let t satisfy the restriction (6.22). By the transformation in (6.21), the model

parameters of eigenfunctions of the van Diejen operator transform according as the

action of the reflection rφ−ǫK by the E8 root φ− ǫK .

It is also worth noting that we can construct an operator which is invariant under
the transformations a→ aK(pq), for all K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality, and

t→ pqt−1: Define

(6.23) G(x; a|q, t) =
∏

1≤i≤m

∏

0≤s≤7

Γ(asxi; p, q)
∏

1≤i<j≤m

Γ(txix
±
j ; p, q),

then it is straightforward to check that

(6.24) UK(x; a|q) =
G(x;wK .a|q, t)
G(x; a|q, t) , V (x|q, t) =

G(x; a|q, pqt−1)

G(x; a|q, t)
for any K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality. It follows from Lemmas 2.1 and
2.2 and Eq. (6.24) that

(6.25) G(x; a|q, t) ◦ Dx(a|q, t) ◦G(x; a|q, t)−1

= G(x;wK .a|q, t) ◦ Dx(wK .a|q, t) ◦G(x;wK .a|q, t)−1

= G(x; a|q, pqt−1) ◦ Dx(a|q, pqt−1) ◦G(x; a|q, pqt−1)−1

for all K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality by using the reflection property. Then

it is clear that the operator D̃x(a|q, t) = G(x; a|q, t) ◦Dx(a|q, t) ◦G(x; a|q, t)−1, and
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consequently also the eigenvalues of the van Diejen operator, is invariant under the

action of W (D8) ×W (A1). (Note that D̃x(a|q, t) is not Wm-invariant.)

7. Conclusions and outlook

In this paper, we have introduced several transformations for the eigenfunctions
of the principal van Diejen Hamiltonian. In particular, we obtained various exact
eigenfunctions of the van Diejen operator which can be expressed as both Type I
and Type II BCn elliptic hypergeometric integrals. Using these transformations
from the known eigenfunctions in Section 2.1, or the simple explicit functions in
Section 2.1.2, it is possible to construct several different eigenfunctions of the van
Diejen operator under certain parameter restrictions. We presented two of the many
possible transforms where the eigenfunctions are given by the elliptic hypergeomet-
ric integrals of Selberg type in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 starting from the constant
eigenfunction 1. Another interpretation of these results is that the BCn elliptic
hypergeometric integrals of Selberg type are governed by eigenvalue equations for
a van Diejen operator with particular eigenvalues. Our results provide even further
motivation for the study of elliptic hypergeometric integrals and for finding new
evaluation/transformation formulas.

Also, it is an open important question whether the construction of general eigen-
functions can be obtained by suitable combinations/iterations of integral transfor-
mations. The main difficulty in this approach is to avoid contradictory balancing
conditions while applying the sequence of transformations. It would also be an
intriguing problem to describe the totality of eigenfunctions obtained by the gauge
and integral transformations, starting from the constant eigenfunctions or the free
eigenfunctions.

The full family of commuting analytic difference operators for the van Diejen
model was constructed by Hikami and Komori [KH97]. We believe that all these
analytic difference operators satisfy the same symmetry relations that we have
found in this paper, although it is not a priori clear to us from their construction,
and that our transformations yield joint eigenfunctions of the van Diejen model.

The van Diejen model also has a physics interpretation of relativistic particles
in one dimensions when the model parameters, including the shift parameter and
elliptic nomé, are restricted such that the weight function wm(x; a|q, t) is posi-
tive definite and the operator Dx(a|q, t) is formally self-adjoint with respect to the
weighted L2(Tm;wm(x; a|q, t)dωm(x)) inner product. Although we have not em-
phasized it in the paper, our results can also be applied for these model parameters.
Using our results, it could be possible to find a suitable Hilbert space where the van
Diejen operators are self-adjoint and obtain interpretations of the eigenfunctions as
quantum mechanical wave functions that diagonalize the van Diejen Hamiltonian.
Self-adjoint extensions of the van Diejen Hamiltonian was found by Ruijsenaars
in the univariate case [Rui15] by applying the integral transform of Cauchy type,
which required further conditions on the model parameters. It would be interesting
to explore whether our transformations can be used in either the construction of the
suitable Hilbert space or its analytic continuation, with respect to the parameter
space, for general m ∈ Z≥0.

An interesting generalization of the models of Calogero-Moser-Sutherland (CMS)
type was found by Chalykh, Feigin, Sergeev, and Veselov [CFV98, Ser02] with ap-
plication in quantum field theory and super-symmetric gauge theories; see [AHL21]
and references therein. Such generalizations are also known for the Macdonald-
Ruijsenaars models [SV09, FS14, AHL14] and was recently found by one of the
authors for the van Diejen model as well [Ata20]. The weight function and kernel
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functions for this so-called deformed van Diejen model was constructed in [Ata20],
which also suggest that similar type of gauge and integral transformations exists
for the deformed van Diejen model and its eigenfunctions can be expressed in terms
of (possibly generalized) BC-type elliptic hypergeometric integrals. In particular,
a kernel function linking the standard van Diejen operator to the deformed oper-
ator was explicitly constructed in [Ata20] which would yield exact eigenfunctions
of the deformed model in terms of Type II elliptic hypergeometric integrals of Sel-
berg type. It would be interesting to explore this further, however, recent results
in [AHL21] suggests that the investigation of appropriate integration cycles are
crucial for the deformed models.

7.1. Higher symmetries. In this paper we have presented several symmetries of
the van Diejen model in the parameter space (a|q, t) ∈ (C∗)8 × (C∗)2. Together
with the known symmetries, these include (0) S8-symmetry in a, (1) p-shifts in
the parameters a by pP , (2) the transformation (a|q, t) ↔ (a|q, pqt−1) by the
gauge function V (x|q, t) (2.1), (3) the transformation (a|q, t) ↔ (aK(pq)|q, t) for
K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality by the gauge function UK(x; a|q) (2.3), (4)

the integral transform of Cauchy type where (a|q, t) ↔ (p
1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 a−1|q, t), and (5)

the integral transform of dual-Cauchy type where (a|q, t) ↔ (a|t, q). We showed in
Section 6 that the action of the Weyl group W (D8) can be obtained through per-
mutation symmetry and the UK gauge transformations. Combining these with the
m = n gauge-integral transformations of Cauchy-type allowed us to find a relation
between the transformations and the E8 Weyl group W (E8). It is unclear if the
symmetries of the van Diejen operator can be extended to a larger symmetry group
by including the other transformations mentioned above.

7.2. Different forms of the van Diejen operator. Finally, we wish to point out
that the (informal) definition of the zeroth order coefficient in Remark 3.1 allows
us to express the van Diejen operator in a similar form as (2.31) by finding two
(meromorphic) functions φ±(x; a|q, t) such that

(7.1) B0(x; a|q, t) = −
∑

1≤i≤m

A+
i (x; a|q, t)φ+(xi; a|q, t) +A−

i (x; a|q, t)φ−(xi; a|q, t)

satisfies the conditions in Remark 3.1. This entails that the functions φ± satisfy
(1) φ±(px; a|q, t) = (p2q2t2/a0 · · ·a7t2m)∓1φ±(x; a|q, t),
(2) φ+(x−1; a|q, t) = φ−(x; a|q, t),
(3) φ−ε( +

(−)p
1
2 ℓq

1
2 ε; a|q, t) = (p2q2t2/a0 · · · a7t2m)

1
2 εℓ for all ℓ ∈ Z and ε ∈ {±},

(4) B0(x; a|q, t) should only have poles at xi ∈ +
(−)p

1
2Zq

1
2 ε (i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}; ε ∈ ±).

The van Diejen operator can then be expressed as

(7.2) Dx(a|q, t) =
∑

1≤i≤m

∑

ε=±

Aε
i (x; a|q, t)

(
T ε
q,xi

− φε(xi; a|q, t)
)

+ C

for some constant C. We find that a class of solutions to this problem can be readily
obtained by the gauge functions: It follows from straightforward calculations that

(7.3) φ+(xi; a|q, t) = (Tq,xi
UK(x; a|q))/UK(x; a|q) (K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7})

fulfil the conditions above if K has even cardinality and the model parameters
satisfy (2.9). (Setting K = ∅ yields that φ+ = 1 and we obtain (2.31) under the
ellipticity condition (2.30).) We also find that

(7.4) φ+ = (Tq,xi
UK(x; a|q)V (x|q, t))/(UK(x; a|q)V (x|q, t))



EIGENFUNCTIONS OF VAN DIEJEN’S MODEL 35

(K ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality) is another solution when the model pa-
rameters satisfy

(7.5) (
∏

s∈K

a−1
s )(

∏

s/∈K

as)p
2m+|K|q2m+|K|t−2m = p4q4t−2

even though the solution is a function of all x-variables. It would be interesting
to check whether there are other (non-transcendental) solutions to this problem,
apart from the ones above.
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Appendix A. The theta and Gamma functions

We recall that the multiplicative theta function with base p ∈ C is given by

(A.1) θ(x; p) =
∏

ℓ∈Z≥0

(1 − pℓx)(1 − pℓ+1x−1) = (x, px−1; p)∞ (|p| < 1).

For |p| < 1, we have that θ(x; p) is analytic for x ∈ C∗ and has (simple) zeroes at
x ∈ pZ. Using (A.1), it is straightforward to check that the theta function satisfies

(A.2) θ(px; p) = θ(x−1; p) = −(1/x)θ(x; p), θ(x; p) = θ(px−1; p).

A useful identity for the theta function is the duplication formula

(A.3) θ(x2; p) = θ(x,−x, p 1
2x,−p 1

2 x; p).

The elliptic Gamma function Γ(x; p, q) is defined as the common solution to the
analytic difference equations

(A.4) Γ(px; p, q) = θ(x; q)Γ(x; p, q), Γ(qx; p, q) = θ(x; p)Γ(x; p, q).

Ruijsenaars introduced the so-called minimal solutions to these analytic difference
equations [Rui97] given by

(A.5) Γ(x; p, q) =
∏

i,j∈Z≥0

1 − pi+1qj+1x−1

1 − piqjx
=

(pqx−1; p, q)∞
(x; p, q)∞

.

The elliptic Gamma function is a meromorphic function of x ∈ C
∗ for |p| < 1 and

|q| < 1, that is invariant under interchanging p ↔ q, with zeroes at x ∈ pZ>0qZ>0

and poles at x ∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 . Moreover, it is straightforward to check that it satisfies
the reflection property

(A.6) Γ(pqx−1; p, q) = 1/Γ(x; p, q).

The elliptic Gamma function also satisfies the duplication formula

(A.7) Γ(x2; p, q) = Γ(x,−x, p 1
2 x,−p 1

2 x, q
1
2x,−q 1

2 x, p
1
2 q

1
2 x,−p 1

2 q
1
2x; p, q).

These duplication formulas are useful when considering the free case in Section 2.1.2.
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Appendix B. Elliptic hypergeometric series and integrals

Some known relations between the elliptic hypergeometric series [DJK+88,FT97]
and the elliptic hypergeometric integrals are presented here, as well as some of the
known evaluations of the elliptic Selberg integrals of Type I and Type II.

B.1. The elliptic hypergeometric series. The elliptic hypergeometric series

12V11(b0; b1, . . . , b7; q, p) [DJK+88,FT97] is formally defined by
(B.1)

12V11(b0; b1, . . . , b7; q, p) =
∑

ℓ∈Z≥0

θ(b0q
2ℓ; p)

θ(b0; p)

θ(b0, . . . , b7; p)q,ℓ
θ(q, b0q/b1, b0q/b2, . . . , b0q/b7; p)q,ℓ

qℓ,

where

(B.2) θ(x; p)q,ℓ =
Γ(qℓx; p, q)

Γ(x; p, q)
= θ(x; p)θ(qx; p) · · · θ(qℓ−1x; p) (ℓ ∈ Z≥0),

under the parameter condition b21 · · · b27 = q4b60. It follows from the properties of
the multiplicative theta function that the series is terminating if bs ∈ pZqZ≤0 for
some s ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 7}, which then yields a (globally) meromorphic function of the
remaining parameters b0, . . . , b7 ∈ C∗.

B.2. The elliptic hypergeometric integral. The elliptic hypergeometric inte-
gral I(b0, . . . , b7; p, q) is defined by

(B.3) I(b0, . . . , b7; p, q) =
(p; p)∞(q; q)∞

2

∫

C1

dy

2πiy

∏
0≤s≤7 Γ(bsy

±; p, q)

Γ(y±2; pq)

with cycle C1 as in Section 3.3 and the parameters satisfy brbs /∈ pZ≤0qZ≤0 for all
r, s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}. Note that (B.3) differs from the elliptic hypergeometric integral
presented in Section 1.1 by a multiplicative constant. When all the parameters
satisfy |bs| < 1 (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}), then the cycle can be continuously deformed to
be on the unit circle |y| = 1 (with positive orientation), as we have discussed in
Section 3.3. If one of the parameters satisfy bs = p−Mq−N for some M,N ∈ Z≥0,
then the integral (B.3) yields the elliptic hypergeometric series 12V11. In particular,
there are two relations that are of interest for our purposes:
(1) If the parameters satisfy the balancing condition b0 · · · b7 = p2q2 and that either
pqb−1

0 b−1
r ∈ qZ≤0 for some r ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 6} or p2qb−1

0 b−1
7 ∈ pqZ≤0 , then

(B.4) I(b0, . . . , b7; p, q) =
Γ(p2q2b−2

0 , b0b
−1
7 ; p, q)

∏6
r=1 Γ(pqb−1

0 br, p2qb
−1
r b−1

7 ; p, q)

∏

1≤r<s≤6

Γ(brbs; p, q)

× 12V11(p2qb−2
0 ; pqb−1

0 b−1
1 , . . . , pqb−1

0 b−1
6 , p2qb−1

0 b−1
7 ; q, p).

(2) If pqb−1
0 b−1

r = p−Mq−N for some r ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 7} and M,N ∈ Z≥0, then
[Kom05]

I(b0, . . . , b7; p, q) =
Γ(p2q2b−2

0 ; p, q)
∏

0≤r<s≤7 Γ(brbs; p, q)∏
1≤r≤7 Γ(pqb−1

0 br; p, q)
(B.5)

× 12V11(p2qb−2
0 ; pqb−1

0 b−1
1 , . . . , pq−N , . . . , pqb−1

0 b−1
7 ; q, p)

× 12V11(pq2b−2
0 ; pqb−1

0 b−1
1 , . . . , p−Mq, . . . , pqb−1

0 b−1
7 ; p, q).

(Note that these specializations of the parameters break the p ↔ q symmetry of
the integral unless M = N and the other parameters are given generic values.)

These relations can be computed in a straightforward manner by using residue
calculus and the transformations formulas due to Rains [Rai10] and Spiridonov
[Spi04], as explained in Proposition 5.4 of [Nou18].
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Using these results, and the result of Theorem 2.1, it is straightforward to check
that the elliptic hypergeometric series is an eigenfunction of the van Diejen operator.

B.3. Known evaluations of elliptic hypergeometric integrals. The following
BCn elliptic Selberg hypergeometric integral of type II has the known evaluation
[vDS01,Rai10]

(B.6)

∫

Tn

dωn(y)
∏

1≤k≤n

∏
0≤s≤5 Γ(bsy

±
k ; p, q)

Γ(y±2
k ; p, q)

∏

1≤k<l≤n

Γ(ty±k y
±
l ; p, q)

Γ(y±k y
±
l ; p, q)

=
2nn!

(p; p)n∞(q; q)n∞

∏

0≤k≤n−1

Γ(tk+1; p, q)

Γ(t; p, q)

∏

0≤r<s≤5

Γ(tkbrbs; p, q)

if parameters satisfy the condition b0 · · · b5t2n = pqt2.
The following BCn elliptic Selberg hypergeometric integral of type I has the

known evaluation [vDS01,Rai10]

(B.7)

∫

Tn

dωn(y)
∏

1≤k≤n

∏
0≤s≤2n+3 Γ(bsy

±
k ; p, q)

Γ(y±2
k ; p, q)

∏

1≤k<l≤n

1

Γ(y±k y
±
l ; p, q)

=
2nn!

(p; p)n∞(q; q)n∞

∏

0≤r<s≤2n+3

Γ(brbs; p, q)

if the parameters satisfy b0 · · · b2n+3 = pq.

Appendix C. List of eigenfunction transformations

In this Section we collect the different transformations that can be obtained from
Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 and Theorems 2.1-2.4. In the following, we always assume that
the parameters satisfy the necessary restrictions so that the integration cycle can
be chosen as the n-dimensional torus Tn.

C.1. Eigenfunction transforms of Cauchy type. Fix two index sets I, J ⊆
{0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality, i.e. |I|, |J | ∈ 2Z≥0. (Note that we allow for
these index sets to also be empty.) Suppose that ϕ(y; b|q, t) is an eigenfunction of
the van Diejen operator Dy(b|q, t), then the functions

(C.1) ψ1(x) = UI(x; a|q)
∫

Tn

dωn(y) wn(y; bI(t)|q, t) Φ(x, y|q, t)

· UJ(y; bI(t)|q) ϕ(y; (bI(t))J(pq)|q, t),

(C.2) ψ2(x) = UI(x; a|q)
∫

Tn

dωn(y) wn(y; bI(t)|q, t) Φ(x, y|q, t)

· UJ(y; bI(t)|q) V (y|q, t) ϕ(y; (bI(t))J(pq)|q, pqt−1),

(C.3)

ψ3(x) = UI(x; a|q)V (x|q, t)
∫

Tn

dωn(y) wn(y; dI(pqt−1)|q, pqt−1) Φ(x, y|q, pqt−1)

· UJ(y; dI(pqt−1)|q) ϕ(y; (dI(pqt−1))J(pq)|q, pqt−1),

and

(C.4)

ψ4(x) = UI(x; a|q)V (x|q, t)
∫

Tn

dωn(y) wn(y; dI(pqt−1)|q, pqt−1) Φ(x, y|q, pqt−1)

· UJ(y; dI(pqt−1)|q) V (y|q, pqt−1) ϕ(y; (dI(pqt−1))J(pq)|q, t),
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where b = p
1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 a−1 and d = pqt−

1
2 a−1, are eigenfunctions of the van Diejen

operator Dx(a|q, t) if the parameters satisfy

(C.5) (
∏

s∈I

pqa−1
s )(

∏

s/∈I

as)t
2(m−n) = p2q2t2,

resp.

(C.6) (
∏

s∈I

pqa−1
s )(

∏

s/∈I

as)p
2(m−n)q2(m−n)t−2(m−n) = p4q4t−2,

in (C.1) and (C.2), resp. (C.3) and (C.4). (Throughout the Section, we have that
(aI(c1))J(c2) = (((aI(c1))J(c2))0, . . . , ((aI(c1))J(c2))7) is given by

(C.7) ((aI(c1))J(c2))s =






c2c
−1
1 as if s ∈ I

⋂
J

c1a
−1
s if s ∈ I \ J

c2a
−1
s if s ∈ J \ I

as if s /∈ I
⋃
J

(s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}).

for any vector a ∈ (C∗)8, index sets I, J ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , 7}, and constants c1, c2 ∈ C∗.)

C.2. Eigenfunction transforms of dual-Cauchy type. Fix two index sets I, J ⊆
{0, 1, . . . , 7} with even cardinality and suppose that ϕ(y; a|t, q) is an eigenfunction
of the van Diejen operator Dy(a|t, q), then the functions

(C.8) ψ∨
1 (x) = UI(x; a|q)

∫

Tn

dωn(y) wn(y; aI(pq)|t, q) Φ∨(x, y)

· UJ(y; aI(pq)|t) ϕ(y; (aI(pq))J(pt)|t, q),

(C.9) ψ∨
2 (x) = UI(x; a|q)

∫

Tn

dωn(y) wn(y; aI(pq)|t, q) Φ∨(x, y)

· UJ(y; aI(pq)|t) V (y|t, q) ϕ(y; (aI(pq))J(pt)|t, pq−1t),

(C.10) ψ∨
3 (x) = UI(x; a|q)V (x|q, t)

∫

Tn

dωn(y) wn(y; aI(pq)|pqt−1, q) Φ∨(x, y)

· UJ(y; aI(pq)|pqt−1) ϕ(y; (aI(pq))J(p2qt−1)|pqt−1, q),

and

(C.11) ψ∨
4 (x) = UI(x; a|q)V (x|q, t)

∫

Tn

dωn(y) wn(y; aI(pq)|pqt−1, q) Φ∨(x, y)

· UJ(y; aI(pq)|pqt−1) V (y|pqt−1, q) ϕ(y; (aI(pq))J(p2qt−1)|pqt−1, p2t−1)

are eigenfunctions of the van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t) if the parameters satisfy

(C.12) (
∏

s∈I

pqa−1
s )(

∏

s/∈I

as)q
2nt2m = p2q2t2,

resp.

(C.13) (
∏

s∈I

pqa−1
s )(

∏

s/∈I

as)p
2mq2(n+m)t−2m = p4q4t−2,

in (C.8) and (C.9), resp. (C.10) and (C.11).
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Appendix D. Relation to previous works

D.1. Relation to [KNS09]. In this Section, we will present the relation between
the van Diejen operator constructed in [KNS09] and our operator Dx(a|q, t). One
possible way of relating such operators was already given in Appendix B of [KNS09].
Our approach in this paper differs as we make uses the result in Lemma 3.2. We
also show how the kernel functions Φ(x, y|q, t) and Φ∨(x, y), and their corresponding
kernel function identities, are obtained from the results in [KNS09].

D.1.1. Preliminaries for the additive notation. Explaining the relation requires the
introduction, and specification, of the odd function [u] used in [KNS09].

The odd function [u] is an entire function in u ∈ C satisfying the three-term
relation

(D.1) [x± u][y ± v] − [x± v][y ± u] = [x± y][u± v] (x, y, u, v ∈ C)

where [u ± v] = [u + v][u − v]. Such functions are fall into three categories: ratio-
nal, trigonometric/hyperbolic, or elliptic. In the elliptic case, [u] coincides with the
Weierstrass σ function [WW40] associated with a period lattice Ω = Zω1 ⊕ Zω2,
where ω1, ω2 are linearly independent over R, multiplied by a Gaussian term
exp(cu2) and an overall constant. We also need to introduce the Legendre con-

stants ηω (ω ∈ Ω) which are obtained from the quasi-periodicity relations

(D.2) [u+ ω] = ǫωe2πiηω(u+ 1
2ω)[u] (ω ∈ Ω),

for some ǫ : Ω → {±}. The normalization of the Legendre constants are chosen
such that ηω1ω2 − ηω2ω1 = 1. We also find it useful to introduce

(D.3) ω0 = 0 ω3 = −ω1 − ω2.

Our specialization of the constants and periods are such that

(D.4) [u] = e(−1

2
u)θ(e(u); p), e(u) = exp(2πiu), p = e(ω2).

In this specialization, we have that ω1 = 1, with ω2 ∈ C satisfying ℑ(ω2) > 0, which
also gives that ǫω0 = 1, ǫω1 = ǫω2 = ǫω3 = −1 and ηω0 = ηω1 = 0, ηω2 = −ηω3 = −1.

The elliptic Gamma functions, denoted by Gε(u|δ) (ε ∈ {±}) in [KNS09], are
solutions to the analytic difference equations

(D.5) Gε(u+ δ|δ) = ε[u]Gε(u|δ) (ε ∈ {±})

and, for our specialization, are given by

G+(u|δ) = e(−1

2
δ

(
u/δ

2

)
)Γ(e(u); p, e(δ)), G−(u|δ) = e(

1

2
δ

(
u/δ

2

)
)Γ(pe(u); p, e(δ)).

D.1.2. The van Diejen operator in additive notation. Having given the preliminar-
ies, we are now in the position to proceed to the van Diejen operator. The principal
van Diejen operator, in the additive notation, is given by the analytic difference
operator [KNS09, Eq. (2.13)]

(D.6) E(µ|δ,κ)
u = V0(u;µ|δ, κ) +

∑

1≤i≤m

∑

ε=±

Vε
i (u;µ|δ, κ) exp(εδ

∂

∂ui
)

where

(D.7) Vε
i (u;µ|δ, κ) =

∏
0≤s≤7[εui + µs]

[ε2ui][ε2ui + δ]

∏

j 6=i

[εui ± uj + κ]

[εui ± uj ]

for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} and ε ∈ {±}, and V0(u;µ|δ, κ) given by

(D.8) V0(u;µ|δ, κ) =
1

2

∑

0≤r≤3

V0
r (u;µ|δ, κ),
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where

(D.9) V0
r (u;µ|δ, κ) =

e(− 1
2ηωr

(cm+1(µ|2δ, κ) + 2ωr))
∏

0≤s≤7[ 12 (ωr − δ) + µs]

[κ][κ− δ]

·
∏

1≤j≤m

[ 12 (ωr − δ) ± uj + κ]

[ 12 (ωr − δ) ± uj ]
.

with

(D.10) cm(µ|δ, κ) =
∑

0≤s≤7

µs + 2(m− 1)κ− 2δ (m ∈ Z≥0).

(We note that the form above holds for any odd function [u] that satisfies the
three-term relation [KNS09].)

D.1.3. van Diejen’s operator from additive to multiplicative notation. Using our
specialization of the odd function [u] (D.4) yields that the van Diejen operator can
be factorized as

(D.11)

E(µ|δ,κ)
u =

e(12 (2κ+ δ))

e(12 (2mκ+
∑

0≤s≤7 µs))

(
A0(u;µ|δ, κ)+

∑

1≤i≤m

∑

ε=±

Ai
ε(u;µ|δ, κ)e

εδ ∂
∂ui

)

with coefficients

(D.12)

Aε
i (u;µ|δ, κ) = e(−2εui)

∏
0≤s≤7 θ(e(µs)e(εui); p)

θ(e(ε2ui), e(δ)e(ε2ui); p)

∏

j 6=i

θ(e(κ)e(εui)e(±uj); p)
θ(e(εui)e(±uj); p)

,

for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} and ε ∈ {±}, and A0(u;µ|δ, κ) = 1
2

∑
0≤r≤3 A0

r(u;µ|δ, κ)
where

(D.13) A0
r(u;µ|δ, κ) = e(−1

2
ηωr

(cm+1(µ|2δ, κ) + 2ωr) + (δ − 2ωr))

·
∏

0≤s≤7 θ(e(
1
2ωr)e(− 1

2δ)e(µs); p)

θ(e(κ), e(−δ)e(κ); p)

∏

1≤j≤m

θ(e(12ωr)e(− 1
2δ)e(κ)e(±uj); p)

θ(e(12ωr)e(− 1
2δ)e(±uj); p)

for all r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}. The parameters and variables are then related by

e(µ0) = p−1a0, e(µ1) = p−1a1, e(µs) = as (s ∈ {2, 3, . . . , 7})

e(δ) = q, e(κ) = t, e(ui) = xi (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m})
(D.14)

and we have cr = e(12ωr) for all r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}. Here, we are using the re-

sult of Lemma 3.2, with |K| = 2, to remove the factors x−ε2
i in front of the

coefficients by choosing K = {0, 1}. Different choices will only change the op-
erator by an overall multiplicative constant. Using this relation, we find that
Aε

i (u;µ|δ, κ) = a0a1p
−2Aε

i (x; a|q, t) and A0
r(u;µ|δ, κ) = a0a1p

−2A0
r(x; a|q, t) by

straightforward calculations, which yields that

(D.15) E(µ|δ,κ)
u = a

1
2
0 a

1
2
1 a

− 1
2

2 · · · a−
1
2

7 p−1q
1
2 t−m+1Dx(a|q, t).

D.1.4. Kernel function identities. From the result in Theorem 2.3 of [KNS09], we
have the kernel function identities

(D.16) Eu(µ|δ, κ)ΦBC(u, v|δ, κ) = Ev(ν|δ, κ)ΦBC(u, v|δ, κ),

where ν = (ν0, . . . , ν7) for νs = 1
2 (δ + κ) − µs, under the balancing condition

2(m− n− 2)κ− 2δ +
∑

0≤s≤7 µs = 0 and

(D.17) [κ]E(µ|δ,κ)
u ΨBC(u, v) + [δ]E(µ|κ,δ)

v ΨBC(u, v) = 0
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under the balancing condition 2(m − 1)κ + 2(n − 1)δ +
∑

0≤s≤7 µs = 0, for the
functions

(D.18)

ΦBC(u, v|q, t) =
∏

1≤i≤m
1≤k≤n

∏

ε=±

G+(εui +vk +
1

2
(δ−κ)|δ)G−(εui−vk +

1

2
(δ−κ)|δ)

and

(D.19) ΨBC(u, v) =
∏

1≤i≤m
1≤k≤n

[ui + vk][ui − vk].

Note that the balancing conditions above are the same as our balancing condition
in (2.10) and (2.22) when using the parametrization in (D.14). Let us start with
(D.16): Using (D.11), we have that
(D.20)

E(ν|q,t)
v =

e(12
∑

0≤s≤7 µs)

e(12 (2(m+ 1)κ+ 3δ))

(
A0(v; ν|δ, κ) +

∑

1≤k≤n

∑

ε=±

Ak
±(v; ν|δ, κ)e

εδ ∂
∂vk

)

and use the parametrization in (D.14), e(vk) = p1/2yk for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, and

(D.21) e(ν0) = p
1
2 b0, e(ν1) = p

1
2 b1, e(νs) = p−

1
2 bs (s ∈ {2, 3, . . . , 7})

to obtain that

(D.22) E(ν|q,t)
v =

pq
1
2 t

tn(b0 · · · b7)
1
2

pq2

b0b1

·
(
A0(p

1
2 y; p−

1
2 b|q, t) +

∑

1≤k≤n

∑

ε=±

q−2(p
1
2 yk)−4εAε

k(p
1
2 y, p−

1
2 b|q, t)T ε

q,yk

)

by straightforward calculations. Let g(y) be any function satisfying

(D.23) Tq,yk
g(y) = q−2p−2y−4

k g(y) ⇔ T−1
q,yk

g(y) = q−2p2y2kg(y)

for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, then

(D.24) E(ν|q,t)
v =

pq
1
2 t

tn(b0 · · · b7) 1
2

pq2

b0b1
g(y)−1 ◦ D

p
1
2 y

(p−
1
2 b|q, t) ◦ g(y).

Using the result of Lemma 3.3 allows us to express the kernel function identity as

(D.25)
q

1
2 ta0a1

(a0 · · ·a7)
1
2 ptm

Dx(a|q, t)F (y)ΦBC =
q

1
2 t

b0b1ptn
Dy(b|q, t)F (y)ΦBC

where F (y) = g(y)f(y; p−
1
2 b|q, t), with f(x; a|q, t) as in Lemma 3.3, satisfies the

q-difference equation Tq,yk
F (y) = (b0 · · · b7)−

1
2 pqt−n+1F (y) = t−mF (y) under the

balancing condition. Using the balancing condition in the identity above, it is
straightforward to check that the factors in front of the operators cancel, and we
obtain that

(D.26) Dx(a|q, t)F (y)ΦBC = Dy(b|q, t)F (y)ΦBC

Finally, we obtain that

(D.27) ΦBC(u, v|δ, κ) = Φ(x, y|q, t)
∏

1≤k≤n

e(−mκ

δ
vk).

Using that exp(δ ∂
∂vk

)
∏

1≤k≤n e(−mκ
δ vk) = tm

∏
1≤k≤n e(−mκ

δ vk), we find that the

product of this factor and F (y) in (D.26) yields a q-periodic function, i.e.

(D.28) F (y)ΦBC = [quasi-const.] · Φ(x, y|q, t).
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The quasi-constant can be ignored in the kernel function identity and we obtain
the kernel function identity in Lemma 2.3.

The kernel function of dual-Cauchy type is obtained in a straightforward way
from ΨBC using our specialization of [u] in (D.4), Eqs. (D.14) and (D.15), and
setting e(vk) = yk for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. The kernel function identity also follows
from straightforward calculations using this specialization.

D.2. Relation to [Rui09a]. As we have previously said, the kernel function, and
kernel function identity, in Lemma 2.3 for m = n was constructed by Ruijsenaars.
In this Section, the exact relations between our notation and those in [Rui09a] is
presented.

The periods and shift parameters are related by

(D.29) ω1 = “
π

r
”, q = e(i

a−ε

ω1
), p = e(i

aε
ω1

) (ε ∈ {±})

where “r”∈ R>0 corresponds to the period along the real line and aε ∈ R>0 cor-
responds to the (quasi-)periods in the imaginary direction. Here, the choice of
ε ∈ {±} is arbitrary and reflects the p ↔ q duality of the model. We proceed by
fixing ε ∈ {±} in this part.

Ruijsenaars’ ‘right-hand-side’ function Rε(u) = R(r, aε;u) is defined by the prod-
uct

(D.30) Rε(u) =
∏

ℓ∈Z≥0

(1 − e(i(2ℓ+ 1)
aε

2ω1
)e(

u

ω1
))(1 − e(i(2ℓ+ 1)

aε
2ω1

)e(− u

ω1
))

and is related to the multiplicative theta function by Rε(u) = θ(p
1
2 e( u

ω1
); p). The

elliptic Gamma function G(r, a+, a−;u) in [Rui09a] is defined by the infinite product

(D.31) G(r, a+, a−;u) =
∏

i,j∈Z≥0

1 − e(i(2i+ 1) a+

2ω1
)e(i(2j + 1)a−

ω1
)e(− u

ω1
)

1 − e(i(2i+ 1) a+

2ω1
)e(i(2j + 1)a−

ω1
)e( u

ω1
)

which is related to the multiplicative Gamma function Γ(x; p, q) by

(D.32) G(r, a+, a−;u) = Γ(p
1
2 q

1
2 e(

u

ω1
); p, q).

Setting x = e( u
ω1

), we find the relations

(D.33) Rε(u) = θ(p
1
2x; p), G(r, a+, a−;u) = Γ(p

1
2 q

1
2x; p, q)

between our notation and that of [Rui09a] for the multiplicative theta and Gamma
functions. We will suppress the dependence on the scaling parameters from now on
and just write G(x) for Ruijsenaars’ elliptic Gamma function.

The van Diejen operator is denoted by “Aε(h, µ;u)” (ε ∈ {±}) in [Rui09a] and
is defined as

(D.34) Aε(h, µ;u) = V(h, µ;u)+
∑

1≤i≤m

(Vi(h, µ;u)e
−ia−ε

∂
∂ui +Vi(h, µ;−u)e

ia−ε
∂

∂ui )

with coefficients given by
(D.35)

Vi(h, µ;u) =

∏
0≤s≤7Rε(ui − hs − ia−ε/2)

Rε(2ui + iaε/2)Rε(2ui − ia−ε + iaε/2)

∏

j 6=i

Rε(ui ± uj − µ+ iaε/2)

Rε(ui ± uj + iaε/2)
,

where we use the notation Rε(u ± v + α) = Rε(u+ v + α)Rε(u − v + α), and

(D.36) V(h, µ;u) =

∑
0≤r≤3 pr(h)

[
(
∏

1≤j≤m Er(µ;uj)) − Er(µ;ωr/2)m
]

2Rε(µ− iaε/2)Rε(µ− ia−ε − iaε/2)
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where

p0(h) =
∏

0≤s≤7

Rε(hs), p2(h) = p
∏

0≤s≤7

e(− hs
2ω1

)Rε(hs −
1

2
ω2),

p1(h) =
∏

0≤s≤7

Rε(hs −
1

2
ω1), p3(h) = p

∏

0≤s≤7

e(
hs

2ω1
)Rε(hs −

1

2
ω3),

and

(D.37) Er(µ;uj) =
Rε(±uj + µ− 1

2 i(aε + a−ε) − 1
2ωr)

Rε(±uj − 1
2 i(aε + a−ε) − 1

2ωr)

with ω0 = 0, ω2 = iaε and ω3 = −ω1 − ω2.
We note that the operator exp(ia−ε

∂
∂u ) acts as the Tq,x-shifts operator on the

multiplicative variables x = e(u/ω1), i.e.

(D.38) eε
′ia−ε

∂
∂u e(u/ω1) = e((ε′ia−ε)/ω1)e(u/ω1) = qε

′

e(u/ω1) (ε′ ∈ {±}),

and expect that Vi(h, µ;±u) should correspond to A∓
i (x; a|q, t) (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m})

in our notation. It follows from straightforward calculations, and the reflection
property, that

(D.39) Vi(h, µ;u) =

∏
0≤s≤7 θ(p

1
2 q−

1
2 e(−hs/ω1)xi; p)

θ(px2i ; p)θ(pq−1x2i ; p)

∏

j 6=i

θ(pe(−µ/ω1)xix
±
j ; p)

θ(pxix
±
j ; p)

=

∏
0≤s≤7 θ(p

1
2 q

1
2 e(hs/ω1)x

−1
i ; p)

θ(x−2
i ; p)θ(qx−2

i ; p)

∏

j 6=i

θ(e(µ/ω1)x−1
i x±j ; p)

θ(x−1
i x±j ; p)

which allows us to identify the correspondence between parameters

(D.40) as = p
1
2 q

1
2 e(hs/ω1) (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}), t = e(µ/ω1).

We then obtain that Vi(h, µ;u) = A−
i (x; a|q, t) for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}. (Note that

e(hs/ω1) are the same as the parameters µs used in Section 6 when considering the
W (D8) reflections.) Using the correspondence, we obtain that

(D.41) Er(µ;uj) = tδr,2−δr,3
θ(crq

− 1
2 tx±j ; p)

θ(crq−
1
2 x±j ; p)

(r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3})

by using the quasi-periodicity of the multiplicative theta function, and pr(h) =

L
(0)
r (a|q,−)

∏
0≤s≤7 θ(crq

− 1
2 as; p), for all r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}. It is then clear that

(D.42) V(h, µ;u) = A0(x; a|q, t) − C

where the constant is obtained by straightforward calculations to equal

(D.43) C =
1

2

∑

0≤r≤3

L(2m)
r (a|q, t)

∏
0≤s≤7 θ(crq

− 1
2 as; p)

θ(t, q−1t; p)

(θ(q− 1
2 t; p)

θ(q−
1
2 ; p)

)2m

.

Ruijsenaars’ kernel function

(D.44) S(h;u, v) =
∏

1≤i,k≤m

G(±ui ± vk −
1

2
i(a+ + a−) − 1

4

7∑

s=0

hs)

satisfies the kernel function identity

(D.45)
(
Aε(h;µ;u) −Aε(−JRh, µ; v) − σε(h)

)
S(h;u, v) = 0



44 FARROKH ATAI AND MASATOSHI NOUMI

for (−JRh)s = −hs + 1
4

∑
0≤s≤7 hs (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}), some constant σε(h) ∈ C,

if the parameters satisfy 2µ = 2i(a+ + a−) +
∑

0≤s≤7 hs; see Proposition 4.1 of

[Rui09a]. In our convention, we have that the balancing conditions coincide since

(D.46) 2µ = 2i(a+ + a−) +
∑

0≤s≤7

hs ⇔ t2 = p−2q−2a0 · · · a7

and that exp((−Jrh)s) = p
1
2 q

1
2 t

1
2 a−1

s = bs for all s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}. It is clear that
G(u− 1

2 i(a+ + a−)) = Γ(e(u/ω1); p, q), and using

(D.47) e(−1

4

∑

0≤s≤7

hs/ω1) = e((ia+ + ia− − µ)/2ω1) = p
1
2 q

1
2 t−

1
2

under the balancing condition, gives that

(D.48) S(h;u, v) =
∏

1≤i,k≤m

Γ(p
1
2 q

1
2 t−

1
2x±i e(vk/ω1); p, q).

Setting yk = e(vk/ω1) for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} yields the kernel function identity
in Lemma 2.3 for the n = m case.

To summarize: The van Diejen operator in [Rui09a] (and [Rui15]) equals the
van Diejen operator Dx(a|q, t) up to an additive constant C (D.43) for

(D.49) as = p
1
2 q

1
2 e2irhs (s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 7}), q = e−2ra− , p = e−2ra+ , t = e2irµ,

and setting xi = exp(2irui) for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}. The kernel function identity
are then obtain by inserting these parameters.
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