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Multidimensional multiplicative Poisson vertex
algebras

Pengfei Yang Matteo Casati

Abstract

In this paper we introduce the notion of multidimensional multiplicative Pois-
son vertex algebra, the generalization of the notion of multiplicative Poisson ver-
tex algebra to a difference algebra endowed with D commuting shifts. After show-
ing the equivalence of this notion to the notion of Hamiltonian difference operator
on a D-dimensional lattice, we characterize scalar local Hamiltonian difference
operators up to the order (-2, 2) and investigate the bi-Hamiltonian pairs they
form.

1 Introduction

Evolutionary differential-difference equations (DAEs) are a class of systems for func-
tions depending on two sets of variables, of which one is a continuous parameter (the
time) and the other takes value on a lattice. The prototypical example of such class is
the (infinite) Volterra lattice, satisfied by a function u(n,t)(n € Z,t € R) such that

du(n, t) =u(n,t)(u(n+1,t) —u(n - 1,1)). (1)
By denoting u(n, t) := uy = u, u(n+m, t) := u,,, we can write the Volterra equation as
du =u(uy —u—q). (2)

Moreover, introducing the shift operator Sf(u,uy,...,un) = f(us, ug, ..., Uns1), €.
Sum = um+1, this equation can be cast in Hamiltonian form for the Hamiltonian
difference operator

K =uu;S —uu_S™! (3)

and the functional H = f u, so that 6H = 1.

More in general, let us consider the class of evolutionary equation for a set of
functions u’(n,t), i € {1,...,£}: we call £ the number of components of the system.
A generic evolutionary DAE system for ¢ functions of one (discrete) spatial and one
(continuous) time variable is of the form (u = (u',...,u%))

iui(n,t) =F(....8wuSu,...) (4)
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fori =1,...,7. Among this class of systems, we are particularly interested to those
who can be cast in a local Hamiltonian form, namely written as

4
; ;i [ 0H
=50 (3 .

for a difference operator K and a local functional H. The operator K must be such
that on the one hand it defines a Lie algebra structure (the local Poisson bracket) on
the space of local functionals, and on the other hand establishes the usual Lie algebra
morphism between local functionals and the Lie algebra of evolutionary vector fields;
if this is the case, we say that K is a Hamiltonian operator.

The study of Hamiltonian operators is particularly important in the theory of in-
tegrable systems and in deformation quantisation. It is well known, for instance,
that Magri [13] introduced the concept of compatible pair of Poisson brackets (the
bi-Hamiltonian structure) and related it to the complete integrability of systems of
partial differential equations.

The foundations of calculus for difference operators have been developed by Ku-
perschmidt [12]. The Hamiltonian structures of many integrable differential-difference
systems have been identified (see [11] and references therein).

Hamiltonian equations and Poisson vertex algebras. The study of the Hamil-
tonian structures of DAEs is the main topic of this paper. The theory of multiplicative
Poisson vertex algebras (PVAs) [8, 7] has provided a convenient framework for their
description. Using this formalism, a classification of # = 1 components (or scalar)
difference Hamiltonian operators up to the 5th order was obtained in [8]; multi-
component first orders operator were first studied in [9]; the classification for the
1st order, £ = 2 case was recently completed in [4].

The basic idea of the theory of PVAs, originally developed in [1] to provide an
algebraic framework to the theory of Hamiltonian PDEs, is endowing the space of
densities of local functionals (namely, differential polynomials in the continuous case,
difference polynomials in the semi-discrete case we consider in this paper) with a bi-
linear operation, the A bracket, which is then used to define both the Poisson bracket of
local functionals and the Hamiltonian evolutionary vector fields. It can be proved that
the properties enjoyed by the A bracket make it equivalent to the notion of Hamilto-
nian operator, with the advantage that the theory provides a convenient, closed form
algorithm for all the standard computations, called the master formula.

A local multiplicative Poisson Vertex Algebra [8] is a commutative associative
algebra A with an automorphism S, endowed with a bilinear operation {—)—}: A X
A — A[A, A71] satisfying the following set of axioms:

L {£iS(9)} =AS({figh)., {S(f)ag} = 17" {fag} (sesquilinearity)

2. {faigh} ={figth + g{fih}. {fgah} = {fish}g + {grsh}f (Leibniz property)
3. {91f} = —={fi1s)-19} (PVA-skewsymmetry)

4. {fdguh}t}y —{gu{fih}} = {{/ig}ruh} (PVA-Jacobi identity).



To understand the notation, first we observe that the A bracket takes value in the
Laurent polynomials of an indeterminate variable A with coefficients in \A. Such co-
efficients depend on the arguments f and g, so we can write

N
{figh =D B(f.9)X°, MNEeL
=M

The automorphism & acts trivially on the variable A, so that, for example, the sesquilin-
eraity property should be interpreted as

D B(£:89) = ) SBAf.9 AT, > BASf.9) =) B(f A

This property makes the automorphism § an automorphism of the bracket too, namely
{8189} = S ({fag}). To interpret the notation we use for the Leibniz and the
skewsymmetry property, observe that {fysg}h can be expanded as ), Bs(f, 9)A*S°h;
adopting the convention that the automorphism S acts on the left, this is equiva-
lent to Y [Bs(f, 9)S*h] A°. Conversely, with _,{f} sg} we denote an expansion of the
bracket where the shift operator acts on the coefficients, i.e.

SAfus)gh =D (AS) T By(f.9).

The key point of the theory of multiplicative PVA is the observation that the A bracket
defines a Lie algebra bracket on the space ¥ := A/AA, where Af = (S - 1) f, by

Urta= [ e, ©

(here, [ denotes the projection A — ¥), and a Lie algebra morphism between (¥, {—, —})
and (DerS A, [—, —]), the Lie algebra of the derivations of A commuting with the au-
tomorphism S. Taking as A an algebra of difference functions, and interpreting S as
the shift operator, ¥ can be regarded as the formal space of local functionals and the
Lie algebras we define are exactly the Hamiltonian structure for evolutionary DAEs.

Main results and organization of the paper. In this paper, we extend the the-
ory of multiplicative Poisson Vertex Algebra to the multidimensional case, namely to
systems depending on more than one discrete variable (see Theorem 1). After devel-
oping the required theoretical foundations of the theory, we classify two-dimensional
scalar local Hamiltonian difference operator up to the order (—2,2) and investigate
the bi-Hamiltonian pairs they form.

We obtain a more rigid classification than the one computed in [8] for scalar op-
erators, summarized in Proposition 2 and 3. Indeed, if we consider only essentially
multi-dimensional operators (those with shifts in both the spatial directions), the only
admissible Hamiltonian ones are of the form

2

P=f)| ), (S8 = (Si8)™) + ) F(Si =S| o f(w)

ij=1



with (a¥, B') constant parameters. If, moreover, f(u) is a nonvanishing function, then
there exist a transformation of the coordinate u such that the operators are constant.

This rigidity impacts on classification of the bi-Hamiltonian pairs, that we present
in Proposition 4, 5, and 6. If we disregard the essentially one-dimensional case (that is
studied, as bi-Hamiltonian pairs of scalar one-dimensional operators, in [8]), the only
compatible bi-Hamiltonian pairs are those for which the functions f(u) are propor-
tional, i.e. the bi-Hamiltonian pair is formed by two copies of the same operator, for
different values of the constants.

The paper is structured as follows: in Section 2 we present the definition of multi-
dimensional multiplicative Poisson vertex algebra, in particular proving the existence
of a master formula (in the sense of [1], [6], and [8] — respectively for ordinary PVAs,
multidmensional PVAs, and multiplicative PVAs) and the relation between PVAs and
Hamiltonian structures. In Section 3 we study multidimensional Hamiltonian differ-
ence operators, explicitly providing the classification of scalar 2-dimensional ones, up
to the order (-2, 2). It should be noticed that our results extend in a straightforward
way to the D > 2 case. In Section 4 we consider pairs of Hamiltonian operators of
order up to 2 and study their compatibility.

2 Multidimensional multiplicative PVAs

2.1 Definition

Let (A, 81, S, ..., Sp) be an algebra of difference functions in ¢ generators {u'},i=
1,...,%, endowed with D commuting automorphisms {S,...,Sp} = 8. This algebra
is an extension of the algebra of difference polynomials, i.e. the polynomial algebra

over C in the variables u’ ,i=1,...,¢ and n, € Z, where
(n1,...np)

Saul(nls---,na»---s"D) = uznl ..... ng+1,...np)"

For compactness, we adopt a multi-index notation, with upper case multi-indices N =
(n1,ny,...,np) € 7P we shall denote E,, € ZP the vector with one in the a-th position
and 0 elsewehere, so that the previous expression becomes Sauf\, = u}\[ +E,- We denote
the order of the multi-index N as |[N| =ny + ny + - - + np.

This notion of difference algebra is a straightforward generalization to the case
D > 1 of the algebra of difference functions presented in [15, 5], and corresponds to
the one introduced by Kuperschmidt in his discrete calculus of variations [12]. Note
that the algebra A is endowed with commuting partial derivations ﬁ and that the

partial derivatives of an element of A are vanishing for all but a finite number of
(pairs of) indices (i, M). The commutation relation between the shift operators and
the partial derivatives is (see [12])

i af:Sa af

i i :
ouy, Uy, E,

™)



Definition 1 (A-bracket) A local (multiplicative) A-bracket (of rank D) on A is a
C-linear map
{a} AxXASCAT, .. G eA

(f.9) = {frg}
which is sesquilinear,namely

{Safig) = 2 {fag} (8a)
{/2Sag} = AaSatifng} (8b)

and obeys, respectively, the right and left Leibniz rule
{faght = {fag}th + {fah}g (%a)
{farh} = {fash}g + {gash}f. (9b)
By definition, the A-bracket of two elements in A is a polynomial in Ay,...,Ap

and their multiplicative inverse (we will often refer to the collection of A, as A ) with
coefficients in A. In general, we can write {fig} = a;,,__i, (f, g)/lil . Alif, implying
the summation over the repeated indices. Using the usual multi-index notation, this
is equivalent to writing a;(f, g)A!. When, as in (10), we write {f} sg}, it means that
the A product is ar(f, g) (AS)’, with the shift operators acting on the right (if nothing
is written on the right, it is equivalent to the shift operators acting on 1 and thus the
only term not vanishing is A7).

Definition 2 (Multidimensional Poisson Vertex Algebra) Alocal (D dimensional)
multiplicative Poisson Vertex Algebra is a difference algebra A endowed with a multi-
plicative A-bracket of rank D which is skewsymmetric

{af} = —Afias)19} (10)
and satisfy the PVA-Jacobi identity
{f{guh}} = {gu (an}} = ({fagha, B} (1)

The notation used in (10) means that the difference operators (AS) must be re-
garded as acting on the coefficient of the bracket, too; namely _, {fisg}= (18)%a;(f, 9).

2.2 Master formula

The A-bracket between two generic elements of A can be expressed in terms of the
A-bracket between the so-called generators of the difference algebra, namely the vari-
ables {ui}, (i =1,...,¢: we denote this index set as I). The explicit formula, which
generalizes to D dimensions the one first given in [15], is called the master formula
for its role in all the computations involving A-brackets.

Theorem 1 (Master formula) Let (f,g) € A and let {u'};c; be the generators of a
PVA. Then we have
of

p) S B

that= > ZQaS$VuhauyAs) M

ijel YUy duy
M,NezZP

(12)



In particular, the skewsymmetry and the PVA-Jacobi property hold if and only if the
same properties for the generators hold:

{u fupu VY — {ul {uquyy = {{ugu'yy ). (13)

Proor Let us denote the A-bracket of generators as {uiuf} = YTezD P;i)lT. The
skewsymmetry of the bracket between generators is written as {uiul } =— {ui A8)" u'}

and, after we expand the RHS as

S{uhsw’ = YT AS)TRY = Y (SN (4:8:)" ... (ApSp) PP, 4,

TezP ez
is equivalent to
ji _ _g-Tpii
Pl =-8P/. (14)

Note that the sum in Equation (12) is finite, so that it gives a well defined C-linear
map {-1—} : AXA — C[A] ® A. Moreover, for f = u',g = u/,i,j € I, such map
clearly reduces to the given Laurent polynomials ) P#AT e C[A] ® A.

More generally, for f = u},, g = uj,, equation (12) reduces to

(e} = A MAS) N ujul} = 3 SVPFATNM, (15)
TezP

It is also useful to rewrite equation (12) in the following equivalent forms, which
can be checked directly:

Bat= Y ZasVipt= Y (bt 09 ag
M

jel,NezP YN ieL,MezP

We can now explicitly check that the bracket defined by the master formula (12)
satisfies the properties of a A-bracket. For the sesquilinearity property (8a), (8b) we
have

0 : : YA
(Saho) = Y, 208 uhgu)(as) ML
i M
M,I,\JIEIZD N
2] S _ 4 0 _
- Y Z AN as) L i)
M,l}\]fEIZD N Mt

12} S a
hSag} =Scka Y —Z— AN Fe fus o} AS) ™ML = 1,8, {rg).
ijel a“fv_Ea duy

M,NezZP

Moreover, for the left Leibniz rule (9a) we have

hoiy = Y (hﬁw"’—}j

J
jelnezp \ Uy duy,

ASN {fan'} = h{fag} + g {fah}.




and similarly, for the right Leibniz rule (9b), we can use the second identity in (16) to
get:

% 0
o= 3 (hsnlr9™ (af g+ ﬁf)
= {fash} g+ {9ash} f.

To prove the equivalence between, respectively, the skewsymmetry and Jacobi iden-
tity for the generators of the PVA and for the full bracket we must rely on rather
tedious computations. They can be found in Appendix A.1 and A.2. ™

2.3 Multidimensional mPVAs and Hamiltonian structures

Let Ay = Sy — 1. The elements of the quotient space

B A
CAMA+ LA+ -+ ADA

(17)

are called local functionals. We denote the projection map from A to ¥ as a formal
integral, which associates to f € A the elements F := f f in ¥. We will sometimes
denote the equivalence relation as f ~ g if and only if / (f —g) = 0. Observe that, in
particular, we have S, f ~ f.

The variational derivative of a local functional F = f f is defined as

SF =8,F = Z SN af (18)

oul
NezP N

Proposition 1 The variational derivative (18) is well-defined in F, namely 8, (/ )=
s.(f9)if [(f-9) =0.

Proor With a slight abuse of notation, we use the same symbol 8, f to denote the RHS
of (18) as an operator A — A. First, we prove that forany f € Aanda =1,...,D,
we have

é
51A,Xf 0. (19)

By definition of A, and of variational derivative,

6 6 [
ﬁAaf—ﬁSaf_Ff

NezP auN NezP
Using (7) in the first of the two summations, we can rewrite it as

3 ss, -y s L

1
NezP auN Ey  NezPb duy —Eq




which is manifestly equal to the second one; therefore, their difference vanishes. We
have observed before that S, f ~ f, from which - repeatedly applying the same
property - SMf ~ f for any M = (my, my, ..., mp) € ZP. To complete the proof of
the proposition, we need to show that 8, ((SM - 1)f) = 0. First of all, we observe
that, for any M and for any «,

(SY - 1)f =(Se — 1) SV Faf 4 (SM e —1)f
= ~(Sa ~DSYf+ (SN —1)f.
Applying the variational derivative to either side and taking (19) into account, we
have 8,:(SM - 1)f = 6,,(8™ - 1)f, with M’ = M + E,. This operation can be

repeated a finite number of times for all the values of the index «, until we get to
M® =(0,...,0),50 8, (S -1)f =8,:(1-1)f =0. -

In the one-dimensional case, the Poisson bracket among local densities is related
to a A-bracket by the relation (6) [8]. Similarly, a multidimensional multiplicative PVA
defines a Hamiltonian structure on the space # defined as (17), given by

(Ufifg)= / (hglas fige . (20)

By A = 1 wemean (4; = 1,4, = 1,...,Ap = 1). For simplicity, we introduce the
notation

{f.9} = {Hg}lr= (21)

to denote the corresponding operation A X A — A, disregarding the formal inte-
gration.

Theorem 2 Let A be an algebra of differential polynomials with a A-bracket and con-
sider the bracket on A defined in (21). Then

(a) The bracket (21) induces a well-defined bracket on the quotient space F ;

(b) If the A-bracket satisfies the axioms of a PVA, then the induced bracket on F is a
Lie bracket.

(c) If the A-bracket satisfies the axioms of a PVA, then the bracket (21) also induces a
well-defined Lie algebra morphism from ¥ to the evolutionary derivations of A,
given by

Jh—>Xgy: A—> A
feAlhf}

such that X(r gy = [Xr, Xg].

Proor Part (a). From the property of sesquilinearity we have that, for any @ = 1, ...D,

{f +(Sa = Dh g} = ({fag} + A5 {hag} — {hag})laz (22)
={f.9} (23)



{f.9+ (Sa — Dh} = ({/ag} + 2aSa{fah} = {hah}) 1=
={f.9} + (S« = D{f.h} ~ {f. g}
Part (b). The Jacobi property for the bracket follows immediately by setting A = u =

(1,...,1) in the Jacobi identity for the PVA (11), while the skewsymmetry is a conse-
quence of the skewsymmetry for the A-bracket. Indeed, we have

{9. Y ={9af} =1 = —={fias)-1 9} a=1-

Recalling that in ¥ all the shifts acting on the bracket are equivalent to no-shift,

~—{f)-19}a=1
=—{f.g}.

Part (c). First, observe that the bracket (21) is well defined in A when its first entry
takes values in 7, as it follows from (22). Then, from (9a) we have that (21) is a deriva-
tion of its second argument, and from (8b) that it commutes with the shift operators,

ie. {[h,Saf} =Sa{[ h f}. Finally, let us observe

Xiray(h) = {{/ .1 g} .h} [Xr. Xl ={ f.AL . h}} = {/ 9.AJ f. h}}
= {/ {fag} auh}las = ((£2{guh}} = {gu{fah}})] 2

On the one hand, the first expression is equal to the same one without the integral;
and this latter one and the second expression are equal because of (11). n

Theorem 2 establishes an equivalence between the notion of (multidimensional) mul-
tiplicative Poisson vertex algebra and local difference Hamiltonian operators that we
will detail in the next Section. This is the main motivation for the introduction of the
theory of multiplicative PVAs.

3 Multidimensional scalar difference operators

We denote by My (A) = Matsxr (A[S, S7']) the algebra of (local) matrix difference
operators. Elements of M, (A) are Laurent polynomials

P(S) = Z Z Z Pty pSESE--SP = Y PSh (29)

Li=m; lb=m, Ip=mp Le[M,N]

P =(P))!

L )ije1 € Matpy o (A), with the associative product o defined by the relation

So0A=8(A)S, AeM(A). (25)

We say that P(S) as in (24) is a difference operator of order (A, B) if minm, = |M| = A
and max n, = |N| = B. This reproduces and generalizes to the multi-dimensional case
the standard definition for difference operators (see [5]).



A difference operator of this class defines a bilinear map ¥ X ¥ — ¥ by the

formula
OF 0G
B(F’G)_/&t P(5u)

/Z Z Sul P (gg)

i,j=1 LezP

(26)

The adjoint of a difference operator P(S) = (P (S)) of the form (24) is the difference
operator P*(S) = ((P*)7(8))¢._,, where

i,j=1°

(P (S) = Z Stopll (27)

Le[ML]

If P is skewadjoint, means P*(S) = —P(S), then the bilinear map B is skewsymmetric
and vice versa. A local difference operator of the form (24) is skewadjoint if and only
if mg =—ngforallaa=1,...,Dand

J _ —LpJji
PV =-87tp/', (28)

for every i,j = 1,...,7, and L between (0,0, ...,0) and N. In particular, this means
that Py is a skewsymmetric matrix.

A local Hamiltonian (£ X £ ) matrix difference operator P/ (S) defines a multidi-
mensional multiplicative PVA by letting

then extending the bracket from the generators of A to the full algebra according to
properties (8a)-(9b) . The expression for the bracket on the full algebra A is called the
master formula ([8]) and it has the form:

{ﬂg}—z 3 X Asy Ml g} (AS) N f (30)
i,j=1 M,NeZzP a”M
where
{ulqu'y =P (AS) = Z P/IALST (31)
Le[M,N]

In particular, the condition of being an Hamiltonian operator for P is equivalent the
PVA-Jacobi identity for any triple of generators (u!,u/, u¥).

Having established a convenient framework for the study and the manipulation
of multidimensional difference Hamiltonian operators, now we focus on the study
of scalar operators, or equivalently multidimensional multiplicative Poisson vertex
algebras generated by £ = 1 variable u = uy. In this case, we can denote the “spatial
indices” with latin letters without ambiguity (S = {Si}f)= 1)- Our first result is the
classification of operators of order (-1, 1) and (-2, 2) in dimension 2.

10



3.1 (-1,1)-order

Generically, a D-dimensional, scalar skew-adjoint difference operator of order (-1, 1)
is of the form

D
PZfSS ),

where f;, i = 1,...,D are elements of A. In this paragraph we focus on the case
D = 2; our result extends in a straightforward way to any D > 1. More concretely, let
us consider skew-adjoints operators of the general form

P=Ff(u..)S +g(u,..)8-8"0g(w,..)-8" o f(u...). (32)

Proposition 2 A (-1, 1)-order difference operator of the form (32) is Hamiltonian if
and only if it is of the form

P=f(u) (aSi+pS: = fS;" —aSi) o f(u) (33)
for arbitrary constant values of o, § and a generic function of one variable f(u).

Proor For compactness of notation, let fi = f and f; = g; then the A bracket associ-
ated to (32) is {uyu} = Z,zczl (Akfk - )L];lSk_lfk). We write the Jacobi identity (11) as

the vanishing of the Jacobiator J(A, p) = {ua{uyu}} — {uy{uau}} — {{vau}tru}. We
compute J (A, p) using the master formula; for example, the first term of J is

mian mQn a
Colua) = 0, MR 5, b
k,j=12

- DL AANSTSES, ﬁ)—y]ﬁ
m,nez
k,j=1,2

— — mcgQn a T
= D A M SIS g
mmnez m
k,j=1,2

+ Z APARAT AT ST (ST SES fk)—p 'f;.
mnez

k,j=1,2

The fulfillment of the Jacobi identity is then equivalent to the vanishing of all the
coefficients of (A4, pi1, A2, pi2) in J. Preliminarily, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 1 The Jacobi identity J(A, ) = 0 for a skewsymmetric bracket (32) implies
that f = f(u, u10), g = g(u, up1) .

Proor Assume fi # 0 (if f = fi =0 or g = f, = 0, we are in the same case as as one-
dimensional scalar operators, studied in [15]). First of all, let my = max{m/|> af L %0}

and suppose that m; > 2. Computing the coefficient of Amk”/lz up in (J = 0), we

11



obtain:(S"* S fk)Lkn — 0 =0, hence -2 = 0, a contradiction. Hence -2 = 0

aumk aumkn MUmn
. (S !
form > 1. Inasimilar way we prove that % =0form < —1, namely aij:’:n = 0for
m < 0. In the same way we have aifk =0forn > 1and n < 0. Therefore, a necessary

condition for the vanishing of the J:ﬂ:"obiator is ;(k = fi(u, uo1, u10, 11). Computing the
coefficient of A;2A; 15, we have (Sl‘zSz_lfl)ﬁg11 = 0, s0 g is not a functions in uy;
similarly for f. Finally, in a similar way we see that f is not a functions in uy; and g
is not a functions in ;9. This proves the lemma. n

With the results of Lemma 1, the A-bracket {u,u} of (-1,1) order has the form
{wau} = (i = (WS ™) o fu,uo) + (A2 = (A282)7") © g(u, uo), (34)

Requiring the vanishing of the coefficients of A;4; ! and Azp; ' in the Jacobi identity
J =0, we obtain the following equations on f(u, u19) and g(u, ug1):

_1 of N i
o
-9 (Sz_ 1%) +(Sy 19)% =0. (36)
First, by (35),

Since the LHS (resp. RHS) of this equation is a function of u, ujo (resp. of u_j, u), we
conclude that both sides are functions of u only. We have

2~ kw,
a”j;"f = k(u).

Hence
f=e1(w)e2(uio)
It follows that k(u) = (p;(u)/(pl(u) andSl‘lk(ulo) = Sl_l(qoé(ulo)/(/’z(ulo)) = fl’; (w)/pa2(u).
Thus
@ _ gy
e1(w)  @a(u)

d d
= Tn log(¢1) = u log(¢2)
= P2 = CP1

where c is a constant. We have:

f=eWe(u). (38)

12



Note that ¢(u19) = S1¢(u), so we can use the shorthand notation f = ¢¢19. By (36),
in the same way, we have

9 =Yvo. (39)

Replacing the ansatz (38) and (39) in the Jacobi identity we find that the 24 nonva-
nishing terms (which appear as coefficients of 1945y g with (a, b, ¢, d) taking some
values (—1,0, 1)) are all of the form ¢, (09" — ¢’) . A necessary and sufficient
condition on ¢ and ¢ is therefore ¥ = c ¢ for some arbitrary constant c. The form
(33) is obtained by rescaling the function ¢(u) =: af(u), ca = f to obtain a more
symmetric result; however, note that the operator depends on one arbitrary function
and one constant. u

Remark 1 Note that, for f a positive (respectively negative) function, there always
exists a change of variables taking P to the constant form P’ = aS; + S, - S, ' -
aS; ! Indeed, let v(u) = “ ﬁds. Then, by the master formula we have

P ={v o} rns =0 {uasutv’ass
L (a& (f(u)i) Jo + S, (f(u)i) PR )

O] f) fw)
= (a8 + S, - BS; ' —aST) .

(40)
A—-S

Remark 2 One might be tempted to consider a constant two-dimensional operator
of the form (40) as an essentially one-dimensional operator on a deformed lattice,
similarly to the differential case [2]. However, observe that a linear combination of
shift operators is not a shift operator, so the analogy does not work. Indeed, a linear
combination of shift operators is not an algebra endomorphism: for S := (aS; + S2)

we have S(fg) = afigi + Bfage, while (Sf)(Sq) = a*fig1 + f2fag2 + aB(figz + fo91).

3.2 (-2,2)-order

We consider skew-adjoint operators of (-2, 2) order, of the generic form

D D
PS) =) (Fij(u, )88 - S7s o Fiy(u, .))+Z (Gi(w.. )Si = ST 0 Gi(u,..))
ij=1 i=1

(41)

Proposition 3 For D = 2, all the scalar Hamiltonian operators of order (—2,2) are
either of the form

P =f(u) (aS? + fS1S; + ySs + 381 + €82 — (Si & Si71)) o f(u) (42)
for arbitrary values of the constants (with a, B,y not all vanishing) or
Pi=fSioF*Sio f+ f((F*+p)Si+ Sio(F*+f)) o f (43)
~f(F + P ST +S7 o (F*+ B)) o f = fS7 o F*S o f
fori =1,2 (no summation), @ and f arbitrary constants (o # 0, or else this is a subcase

of (42)), f = f(u), and F(u) a non-constant solution of fF’ = F.
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As for the first-order case, the first step of the proof is identifying the variable de-
pendency of the coefficients F;; and G;. As before, we compute the J(A4, y1) for the A
bracket associated to (41), i.e. {upu} := P|s,,-2,,, and collect the coefficients of the
variables A, p. Our preliminary result is the following

Lemma 2 The Jacobi identity for a skew-adjoint operator of the form (41) imply that
Fii = Fu(u,uio,u20), Fiz = Fiz2(u, ugo, to1, t11), Faz = Faa(u, o1, uoz), G = Gi(u, uro),
Gz = Ga(u, ug1)-

Proor We assume that F;; # 0 at least for some (i, j) = 1,2 (if all F;; = 0, the bracket

is not of order (-2,2)). Let m;; = max{mlaaui # 0}, and suppose that m;; > 3.

Calculating the coefficient of Am” AZpipj in J(A, p) we obtain aF” = 0. Hence
le

oF;; . (SiISJIFij) L

>~ = 0for m > 2. Similarly, we prove ———+ = 0 for m < -2, which is

=0forn > 2and

F - = =0 for m < 0. In the same way,

A
n < 0. We also have aaG =0form > 1orn > 1. We can first conclude that necessary
conditions for the ]ac0b1 identity are F;; = Fi;(u, Uo1, U0, Un1, Uoz, Uzo, U1, U2, Uzz) and
G; = G;(u, up1, uq0, t11). To identify a stricter dependency on the variables, we perform
direct computations with help of a computer algebra system. We use it to identify
coefficients of the Jacobi identity whose vanishing implies the non-dependency of F;;

or G; by some of the variables. For example, the coefficient of A{AZu? in J(A, p) is

F
(S2S2F) guil , implying 5% 2% — 0. Continuing in this way, we conclude that Fy; is not
a function of uyq, 11, Ug2, ulz, us1; Fio 1s not a function of ugg, ugs, U2, U21; Foy is not a
function of uyg, u11, Usg, U12, U21;G1 is not a function of ug1, #11, and G, is not a function

of uyg, q1. This proves the Lemma. n

Proor (ProposITION 3) Let F;; and G; have the variable dependency prescribed by
Lemma 2; to proceed further we must consider the different cases for the vanishing
of some of the leading terms F;;

Generic case: F;; # 0 for all (i, j)
From the coefficient of /12/11;12 we have S, Fp, 21 au = 0, so Fy; is not a function
of uyp. In same way, we get Fi» = Fip(u, u11), ng = Fyo(u,ug2), G1 = G1(u, uyg),
G, = G2(u, up1). With these assumptions, many of the coefficients in J (4, p) take
an easy form. From the coefficients of Alpf, /12&2;11;12, /13/1%, A’f/lz,uf , )L?/‘lzllllluz,
A2A5u3, A222 42, respectively, we have:

(San)ﬁ F;; 8¢ (aFH) =0, (44)
du

(slstlz)‘;Li PSS, (aL) _o, (45)

(stzz)aF 2 _p,S? (aF 22) (46)

(SZFlz)@ S (aF 12) (47)
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oF F11
(3182F11)l = F128:18; (a—) =0, (48)

u
oF oF
(SiF) 2 0 —F11312 (ﬁ) =0, (49)
ou
oF oF
(SR 22 _py, 22(8_11):0, (50)
By Equation (44), we get
F oy F
Oy F11 2 11
=S . 51
Fny ( Fpy ) G1)

Since the LHS (resp. RHS) of this equation is a function of u,uyy (resp. of
Uz, Ugg), We conclude that both sides are functions of uy only. We have

ouF1

=ki(u),
B aw
Ouy F11
2 =k (uy).
Frl 1(uz0

Hence

Fu = fi(w) f2(uz0)
Moreover, ki(u) = fll (w)/fi(u) = f,(u)/f2(u). Analogously to the previous
section, this latter relation can be integrated to obtain f, = af;, where « is a
constant. Then, denoting fi(u) = f(u), we have

Fi1 = a f(u) f (ug). (52)
By (45) and (46), in a similar way, we obtain
Fiz = h(u)h(u11), Fyy = g(u)g(ugz). (53)

Next, we replace (52) and (53) in Equation (47) and (48):
) _ (h/(u)) W) _ (f’(u))
fuw S\ ) he 0w
This gives us Fi; = f f(u)f(u11); doing the same with (49) and (50) we also
conclude Fp; =y f(u) f (ug2).

Again substituting the expressions for Fy;, Fi,, and F;; in the Jacobi identity, the
vanishing of the coefficients of A3p%, A3pt, 22,42, and A2A,p; is the following
set of equations:

(54)

F(SIG () = £ ) (5] =0 (55
611 (uan) () = 3241w ) =0 (56)
£ ) SEGo = ) (52 ) —0, 57)
~GoSa(f (ua0) f (w)) + W;Sz (f (w)f (uzp)) = 0. (58)
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We proceed similarly as we did to solve (47)-(50) and we obtain G; = § f(u) f (u10).
G, = € f(u) f(uo1), with § and € arbitrary constants; it is now immediate to write
(42) by observing that, e.g., f(u19) = S1f(u).

Case 2: Fy; =0 The A bracket associated to the difference operator is, in this case,
{uu} =(A% - (/1131)_2)1:11 + (MiAy = (/11)[23132)_1)1312
+ (4 = (LS1) TG + (A — (1282) ) Go.

We proceed similarly to the previous case, finding necessary conditions from
the vanishing of different coefficients of the monomials in (A1, Az, pi1, p2). For

instance, we do not have the coefficient Afplpg, so we cannot assume from

the beginning that F;; = Fi;(u, uy). However, the coefficient of Afy? is of
the same form as in the generic case, requiring Fy; = f(u)g(u10)f(uz0) and
Fi2 = f(u)hi(u10)h2(uo1) f(u11). Then the coefficients of A?y%yz_l and /1?;11
require that h;(u1) and hy(up) are constants, and so on until we get Fi; =
o f(u) (), Frz = Bf(w)f(urr), Gr = 8F () f (uro), Gz = €f (u) f (uor); there-
fore, this is simply a particular case of (42). The same type of result holds true
if Fy; is the only vanishing F;; term.

(59)

Case 3: Fj; = F5; = 0 First, note that this case is equivalent, upon exchanging of S;
and Sy, to the one when Fy; is the only nonvanishing F;; term.
When looking for terms allowing us to identify the functional dependence of
F11, G1, and G, we encounter two subcases: after observing that necessary con-
ditions for the Jacobi identities are Fi; = Fi1(u, u1g, u29), G1 = G1(u, uy9), and
Gy = Gy(u, up1), we notice that the coefficient of /1?;11;12 is =(81G3)dy,, F12; the
solutions of the system is radically different depending on the vanishing of G,.
If G, # 0, we are back to Case 2 with f = 0, namely F;; is vanishing. However,
if G2 = 0 then all the shifts are only along one direction, which means that the
associated A bracket is of the form

{upu} = Fud? + GiA — (Sih) *Fiy — (Sih) 7'Gy, (60)
with F11 = F11 (u, U190, ug()) and G1 = G1 (u, ulo).
Computing the Jacobi identity of (60), we first obtain F; = f(u)F (u10) f (u20),

from which the vanishing of the coefficient of 1?12 requires

F(u)F(ur0) f' (u20)S; Gy + f () f (o) f (u0) f (u30) F (uzo) F' (ut10)
oG
= F(w)f (u20) F10) S (E)
f (uao) f (uz0) f (uz0) F (uz0) F’ (u10)
F(uy9)
Since the first term in the LHS and the RHS are dependent only on uy and us,
we conclude that the second term in the LHS is independent of u;5. Hence,

f(u10) F'(u10)
———— =a const.
F(uy0) (62)

=fF =aF.

(61)

= f(u20)S: .G

=>f, (uZo)SlzGl +
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First, consider the case where a # 0. Then we can see from (61) that
" (uz0) S Gy + af (uzo) f (s0) F(uzo) = f (uz0)S;auG, (63)
or, equivalently,
af(u) F(u) f(ui0) = f(w)3uG1(u, us0) — f(u)Gi1(u, tro). (64)
Dividing both sides by f?(u), we obtain:
af (i) F(w) _ f(#)9uGi(u tho) = Gi(u tr0) f' ()

f(w) 2w
(65)
(62) ;o9 [Gi(u,um)
2 rtwore = 5 (S50
Integrating by u and multiplying by F(u), we obtain:
Gi(u, u10) = f () f(u10) F(w) + f(u)A(uro), (66)

where A is an arbitrary function of ujy. Next, we consider the coefficient of
A3y in the Jacobi identity, whose vanishing condition is, after the substitution
of (62) and (66),

f(u10) F(uz0) A’ (u10) = A(u10)F(uzo) f' (t10) + f (r0) f(t20) F (10) F' (u420),

= f (u10)A" (u10) — Auro) f* (ur0) = f(ulo)f(u?()i?)‘w)y(”z‘))

= f(u10)A" (u10) — A(u10) f' (u10) = af (u10)F (u10)

o (A(w)\  (F(u)
“ou (f(u)) - “(f(u))‘

(67)
Integrating by u, we obtain
A(uro) = F(u0) f (u10) + cf (10), (68)
ie
G1(u, u10) = f () f (u10) (F(u) + F(uro) + c). (69)

Recall that F satisfies equation (62) for a generic value of a; this means that,
if we choose a particular value for the constant and solve for function F, any
power of F can be used to define a Hamiltonian operator:

f (F*) =aF* 'fF = aF* ' aF = f(F*)’ = aaF”. (70)

This means that we can characterize F as a solution of fF’ = F and write the
lambda bracket (60) as

{upu} = f (S1FY) (Si)A] + f(Sif) (F* + (S1F%) +¢) &y
— (ST F(F* + (STUF®) + ) AT = (ST (STUF®) fATS

with « and c arbitrary constants, f = f(u), and F(u) a non-constant solution
of fF" = F. A simple redefinition of ¢ = f allows us to write the operator
associated to the bracket as in (43).

(71)
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Case 4: Fj; = Fy; = 0 In this case, by computing the Jacobi identity, we first get Fy» =
f(uw)h(uy, uo1) f(u11),G1 = g(u)g(u0), G2 = k(u)k(ug;). The computations
differ if G;’s are nonvanishing or not, but the conclusion is always the same:
h(u10, up1) must be a constant and f, g and k must be proportional. Therefore,
this is yet another operator of the form (42) with « = y = 0, and possibly van-
ishing of § and e. ™

Remark 3 The brackets (43) are essentially one-dimensional; the proof that they are
all the possible solutions for (1-dimensional) second-order Hamiltonian difference op-
erators can be found in [15] — notice that the power « of the functions F can either
be arbitrarily taken, or set equal to 1 by requiring that fF’ = éF . On the other hand,
in the language of [15], the appearance of the constant f is due to the fact that “any
multiplicative Poisson A-bracket of order < 2 is either of general type or a linear com-
bination of the A-bracket of complementary type and the A bracket of general type of
order 1”7 (Theorem 2.5), so our result matches with De Sole et al.’s one.

4 Bi-Hamiltonian pairs

It is well-known that, when there exist two different (but “compatible”) Hamilto-
nian formulations for the same system of equations we say that the system is bi-
Hamiltonian. The bi-Hamiltonian formulation of a system is a key criterion to deter-
mine its integrability and obtain its symmetries [13, 14].

We say that two Hamiltonian operators P and Q are compatible, and therefore
form a bi-Hamiltonian pair, if and only if any linear combinations of the two P, =
P + 1Q is a Hamiltonian operator for any .

In the one-dimensional case, De Sole, Kac, Valeri and Wakimoto identified sev-
eral compatible Hamiltonian pairs [15]. Considering only (—1,1) and (-2, 2)-order
operators, we have two possible cases:

1. P and Q are both of the same so-called general form, namely P and Q are both
of the form

Pi = f(u) (:S* + BiS = fiS ™' — S 7%) o f(u) (72)
for a function f(u) and arbitrary constants (;, f;),i = 1,2, P =: P;, Q =: P,.

2. P is of the form (43) and Q is of order (-1, 1) and of the form Q = xf(u)(S -
S71) o f(u) for the same function f(u).

It is a natural question to ask whether, in the multidimensional case, more rigid con-
straints appear or the picture is the same. To this aim, we can start from the result of
Proposition 3, since we can observe that all the (-1, 1)-order Hamiltonian operator
are of the form (42) for @ = = y = 0 and therefore we do not need to consider them
as a separate case. We explore the following three cases:

1. P and Q both of normal form (42);
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2. P of normal form and Q of one-dimensional form (43);

3. P and Q both of one-dimensional form (43), either along the same direction or
in orthogonal directions.

The following results are obtained by direct computation of the Jacobi identity for
P, = P +5Q, where P and Q are as above and 7 is a formal parameter. Such lengthy
but straightforward computations can be easily performed with a computer algebra
system.

Proposition 4 Two two-dimensional, scalar Hamiltonian operators of the form (42) are
compatible if and only if f,(u) = kfi(u), for a nonvanishing constant k, where f; denotes
the function f in the definition of P and f, the one in the definition of Q.

ProorF It is immediate to check that the ansatz f;(u) = kfi(u) (here X; denotes the
parameter X (either function or constant) used in (42) for the definition of the operator
P1, = P, Q) is a sufficient condition to have a bi-Hamiltonian pair. To prove that such
a condition is also necessary, first we notice that, for f; not proportional to f;, the
coefficient of /1‘1‘/1% in the Jacobiator requires that aya; = 0; if @; is nonvanishing,
further terms require that f; = y2 = 6, = €2 = 0, therefore a; must be vanishing
too. However, the coefficient of A2AZy1 1, can vanish only if 1, = 0...again, if f;
is nonvanishing all fB,, y, , and €, must be zero. This pattern continues until we
rule out the possibility that f is not proportional to fi, because that would imply that

0(22,32:)/2252262=O,i.€.P2=0. ]

Proposition 5 Two two-dimensional scalar Hamiltonian (P, Q) operators of the form,
respectively, (42) and (43) are compatible if and only if f, = kfi, a = p =y =0, and
either € = 0 or § = 0 depending on whether Q is of the form Py or P, of (43).

In short, this reproduces the one-dimensional picture of De Sole et al. [15]

Proor Without loss of generality, let us consider Q of the form P; of (43). Calculating
the Jacobiator for P,, we observe that the coefficient of A2 vanishes either for f; f; —
fof] =0orfora = 0. In the former case, whose solution is f,(u) = x f; (u), we find that
the vanishing of «, f3, y and € are, respectively, necessary conditions for the vanishing
of the coefficients of A2y, A2 2,3, A2 py piZ, and A Ay p1 5 ', and sufficient conditions for
the vanishing of full Jacobiator.

Alternatively, if we do not impose the proportionality between f; and f, we have
that necessary conditions for the vanishing of A} %, 34,02, A2A212, and Afp2p; ! are,
respectively, « = f = y = € = 0. Imposing them, the vanishing of the coefficient of
2342 for fi not proportional to f; requires § = 0, hence P = 0. =
Proposition 6 Two two-dimensional scalar Hamiltonian operators of the form (43) with
a # 0 are compatible if and only if the shift operators are in the same direction and

% = Kfi, @ = ko for an arbitrary constant k.

Proor First of all, we rule out the possibility that P = P; and Q = P, namely that the
two essentially one-dimensional operators are in different directions. This can be seen
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as a by-product of Proposition 3: the operators P; are individually Hamiltonian, but
their sum P; + P; is not. P; and P,, therefore, are never compatible. This is confirmed
by explicit computations of the Jacobi identity: we first find that a necessary condition
is f = kfi and then that a; = a; = 0.

On the other hand, let us consider P = P; with f = fi, « = a1, f = p1 and
Q = P, with different parameters f = f,, @ = az, f = P,. The vanishing of the
coefficient A}4? in the Jacobiator requires as necessary condition f; = kfi; moreover,
after this ansatz we have that F, = p F11 I for arbitrary constants x and p and that the
Jacobiator vanishes if and only if @; = xa;. Note that the Poisson pencil P, in this

case would correspond to the operator P; with the rescaling f(u) — 1+ nx2f(u)
and a — a/+/1+nK2. n

Recall from [15] that, given a bi-Hamiltonian pair of difference operators, the
Lenard-Magri scheme is an algorithm to construct a hierarchy of conserved quan-
tities in involution. Such a hierarchy is integrable if the scheme produces infinitely
many independent conserved quantities. To construct the hierarchy, one normally
starts with a Casimir function of one of the two Hamiltonian structures, but it is cru-
cial that such a Casimir is not a Casimir of the second structure too. From the results
of Proposition 4, 5, and 6, we readily see that among all the possible two-dimensional,
scalar bi-Hamiltonian pairs for which the Casimir functions do not coincide are the
pairs of the form P = f(u)(S;—S; ') o f(u) and Q = P; as in (43). The Casimir function
of Pis f h_i = / “ £~1(s)ds which is not, as it can be immediately veerified, a Casimir
of Q. These bi-Hamiltonian pairs are one-dimensional and have been already stud-
ied in [15]; their corresponding integrable hierarchy has been proved to be (always
equivalent to) the Volterra hierarchy.

5 Conclusive remarks

In this work, we addressed the study of multidimensional multiplicative Poisson
Vertex Algebras, extended to the D > 1 case of the multiplicative A-bracket, later we
give the Master formula and proved the Jacobi identity of the multiplicative A-bracket,
which is similar to the D = 1 case. We define the local functionals, and show the
relation of the PVAs and Hamiltonian structures. Then we classify the 2-dimensional
scalar difference operators with the order (-2, 2). A Hamiltonian difference operator
of (=1, 1)-order is of the form

P=f(u) (aSi+pS: = pS;" —aS;) o f(u)

It is straightforward to generalize the result of Proposition 2 to arbitrary D, for which
we have

D
P =Za,~f(u) (Si = S1) o f(w).

All the the two-dimensional scalar Hamiltonian operators of order (-2, 2) are either
of the form

P=f(u) (aS? + BSiS: + ySs + 881 + €S2 — (Si & S71)) o f(u)
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for arbitrary values of the constants (with «, §, y not all vanishing) or

Pi=fSioF'Siof+f((F*+p)Si+Sio (F*+p))of
—f((Fa+,B)Si_l+Si_1O(Fa+ﬂ))0f—f3i_1OFaSi_10f

Moreover, for the two-dimensional case, two scalar Hamiltonian operators Pand Q
are compatible if and only if the functions f; and f; (which definition the operators P
and Q) are proportional.

The generalization of this result to D > 2 case is straightforward, too — we antici-
pate that a generic Hamiltonian operator of order (-2, 2) is of the form

D
P = Z f(u)(a,-jSiSj + ,BiSi - ,BiSi_l - a,-jSl-_ISj_l) (¢] f(u) (73)

ij=1

for arbitrary constants «;; = a;;, f; and a function f(u).
Operators of this “general” form (the name has been firsr used in [8]) exist for
arbitrary (—N, N) order operators, as sums of homogeneous operators

P = f(u) ( i - (silsiz LS - (S8, ...Sik)_l)) o f(u).

i1,ee0ife=1

However, further investigations are required to rule out the existence of operators of
“complementary” (or otherwise exceptional) type.

The non-local version of multiplicative Poisson vertex algebra has been defined
n [16]; the key difference is the existence of a non-local A-bracket, {--} : A ®
A >A[[A,A71]], taking value in formal series of A and A~1. The main idea is quite
simple: it is possible to represent a rational difference operator, i.e. the ratio of two
local difference operators, by infinite series expansion of the denominators (mapping
A(L) = A[[A,A71]]). The authors use the language of non-local multiplicative PVAs
to generalize the construction of the g-deformed W algebra introduced by Frenkel and
Reshetikhin in [10]; they obtain the bi-Hamiltonian structure and conjecture that the
corresponding hierarchy is integrable. The generalization of their construction to the
multidimensional case is an open problem with important applications: for instance,
the series of papers by Wiersma and Capel [17, 18, 19, 20] presents several examples
of nonlocal two-dimensional Hamiltonian structures for integrable DAEs, albeit of a
rather simple form.

In the same way as the theory of PVA proved itself a versatile tool and an effective
language for the study of Hamiltonian integrable PDEs, in this work we have showed
that multiplicative PVAs enjoy similar advantages in the category of multidimensional
differential-difference equations.

The two notions of PVA and mPVA are connected, as detailed in the recent work by
one of the authors [4], where an explicit mapping between difference and differential
algebra is proposed. Outside the context of PVAs, a similar argument is well-known
and presented, for example, in [3]. Moreover, following the ideas of Kuperschmidt,
it is possible to introduce more general PVAs of “mixed” type, that can be used to
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describe systems of functions depending on a set of discrete and continuous indepen-
dent variables. For example, consider the case of the (semi) continuous limit of the 2D
Toda equation presented in [20]; the integrable hierarchy for a function ¥/ ({t;}, x, n)
— {t;} are the hierarchy times, x a continuous variable and n a discrete variable of the
original two-dimensional lattice — is Hamiltonian with respect to the operator

i (S+S81-2), (74)

where S denotes the shift in the discrete direction. The natural generalization of
both standard and multiplicative PVAs that would correspond to an operator of this
type is obtained by a A-bracket with two formal variables 4|y, such that (for exam-

ple) {Y,SY} = puS{Ya ¥} and {yn,00} = (A + ) {Yn ¥} The investigation and
formalization of this idea will be discussed in a future work.
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A Proof of Theorem 1: skewsymmetry and Jacobi
identity
A.1 Skewsymmetry

Consider the expression for {f3g} according to the master formula (12):

ha= Y ZasVerasras ML

ijel Un M
M,N,TezZP (75)
— Z ag (SNPji)SN+T7M af )’N+T7M
ijel 3”1]\1 ! duy,
M,N,TeZP

Here, we denote with (S f) the operator SM acting only on the difference function
f, while by (AS)M o f8N the composition of difference operators. From (75), the
expression on the RHS of the skewsymmetry property (10) can be expanded as

- - 9 ji M9
—Afias)19} = Z (AS) (N+T M)oau_gj(SNP%)SN” M_f

i,jel N aujl\/l
M,N,TezZP
ad 5 12
- 2 ASMo (STP)(A8)T(AS) N2
ou' T j
ijer %YM duy
M,N,TezZP
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Observe now that the skewsymmetry of the bracket between the generators is the
same as the identity (14), so that

0 ii _ N O
asat=- Y LaseriasT-as N
£ du ou’
i,jel M N
M,N,TezZP
a P _~N O
= Y a8 w28 N~ (gafy.
L gy ou,
i,jel M N
M,NezP

A.2 Jacobi identity

First, we prove that the Jacobi identity holds true for any triple of shifted generators

(ul, u{v, u11§) Using the sesquilinearity property, we have

(g (b)) = (g (RS b~

= "N AS) {up {upu A
= P NAPM SP (Ul {uluk ), (76)
{Uf\,u{umufi}} = A" M N SP {ug, {uhu}), (77)
{{umuf\,}luuﬁ} = {{ASN {2 YA M}
= AN MApS) {{uyu’}, WA N N
= AP MuPN ST by, Uty (78)
We see that all the expressions (76), (77) and (78) share a common prefactor AP-MyP-NgGF
so that their combination (76) — (77) — (78) vanishes if and only if the Jacobi identity
between the generators holds true. We then move on, to prove that the Jacobi identity

holds true in general.
According to (15) and (16) we have

(o= Y, Dfuleul} 2

i
ijel N Iy
M,NezZP
2 ) (79)
_ Z g (SN+T—M f) -
- J out T UMATN] (Nvr-m)
ijer duy Upm
M,N,TezZP
where we denote {u}, ,u)} = {u;‘\“u{\]}(N”_M)ANﬁ—M_
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Then, direct computations show

{fdguh}y = ), {fz{uNySh}

jelLNezZP

= 3 u,h {ﬁ(sf’”-Nﬁ)}

< (P+T-N) quy (80)
N,T,PeZD
_N 99 oh
+ > (SMTNZ (i {u], ub} }
k P
ke 8u{v ouy, (P+T-N)
N,T,PeZP

The first term in the RHS of (80) can be rewritten, using the identity in (79)

St (SN,

P+T-N
= ( ) uy,
N,T,pezP

T g
=D, (k) ASTTNAS)

j (81)
Jel 9 N

N,T,PezZP

= >, {ulshHA=

jel,NezP du

N
The second term in the RHS of (80) can be rewritten as

T 39 on k
é, S 2 { AP
N.,T.pezP

_ T 9g i) T1ﬂ
= > (S auN> ", G b ), (S

i oh
), by (i)
jkel jkel auy BT T duy
N.,T,pezP N.,T,pezP
of ag _ oh
T T
= ), SPnST P tha ) v D (aka,){gpup}{flug}
ijkel a“N (L) fTer  dupduy
N,T,PezZP P,QezP
where T; =

P+T—-N,T, =P+T— M. The second term in the LHS of (11) is the same
as the first term, after exchanging f with g and A with p. Therefore, we get that the
LHS of (11) is

{f{guh}} = {gu {Hah}}
— Z (STZ af )(STI ag

2 S aN)—P<{ uhyp u uph) =, (b))
N,T,PezP

EDNRCGIECSENDY {um,,sh}{g,,af}
jelLNezP N ielMeZP
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we next look at the RHS of (11).

Whgh b= Y 15 sl oLy

i,jel M A
M,NezZP
J 7, 99 T f
= > { B+ ), (ST{(ST PRI uhul} B
ijel N AuS ijkel duy Ap
M,NezZP N,T,PezP
i 12} a d
= Y st Ay Y (ST ’f)(sﬂ ) (i )
jelLNezP duy ijkel ou uy, 0 P
N,T,PeZP
o . .
D SR (G AT B Y
< u u’
i,jkel M AuS N

N,T,pezZP
(82)
where T; = N + T — M, and the last term in the RHS of (82) is

a i
ijel U Aps Un
M,N,TeZP

“Tyq i 32f
= ) S Mg shH (g9} )
i,lel ou, aQ

M,N,T,QeZP

= Y (s S L g)

i
iel ou Uma (T3)
M,N,TeZP

= Y st gh=— Y (hshHe)

ul
iel,MeZP UM (uS)-! ieLMeZP

> (S" ) B ()

We can finally compare the LHS and the RHS of the Jacobi identity: after the cancel-
lation of the identical terms, we are left with

{falguh}} = {gu{faht} - {{fag}ruh}} =

e} dg . oh . : . ) ) .
> (s f )(sn 9 o ({ujlwl{ufvuuf,}}—{u;\,”{u;w”uf,}}—{{u]’\“ui,}lﬂullg}),
i,j.kel P
N.,T,pezP

(83)

where all the terms in the parenthesis vanish because, as proved above, the Jacobi
identity holds true for any triple of shifted generators.
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