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Abstract

The notion of hidden symmetry algebra used in the context of exactly solvable systems (typically a non
semisimple Lie algebra) is re-examined from the purely algebraic way, analyzing subspaces of commuting
polynomials that generate finite-dimensional quadratic algebras. By construction, these algebras do not
depend on the choice of realizations by vector fields of the underlying Lie algebra, allowing to propose a
new approach to analyze polynomial algebras as those subspaces in an enveloping algebra that commute
with a given algebraic Hamiltonian. These polynomial algebras play an important role in context of super-
integrability, but are still poorly understood from an algebraic point of view. Among the main results, we
present polynomial quadratic algebras of dimensions 4, 5,6 and 8, as well as cubic algebras of dimensions 3
and 5, and various Abelian algebras, all of dimension 3. Basing on the observation how superintegrability is
associated with exact solvability, we propose a procedure that connects the underlying Lie algebra with alge-
braic integrals of motion. As the integrals constructed in such way are now independent on the realization,
alternative choices of realizations can provide new explicit models with the same symmetry algebra. In this
paper, we consider examples of such equivalent Hamiltonians in terms of differential operators for the three
cases and connected to the underlying Lie algebra gl(2,R) x R? @ 71 as well as to the maximal parabolic
subalgebra of gl(3,R). We also point out differences between the enveloping algebra of Lie algebras and the
enveloping algebra of the related differential operators realization.

1 Introduction

The idea of hidden symmetry Lie algebra, introduced in regard of exactly and quasi-exactly solvable (quan-
tum) models is based on the existence of an infinite flag of functional linear spaces that is preserved that the
Hamiltonian, such as e.g. the finite-dimensional representation spaces of (semi-simple) Lie algebras of first

order differential operators [1-3]. This allows to describe the Hamiltonian of a system in terms of a parabolic
subalgebra of a Lie algebra. One the most relevant features that such an approach offers is the possibility to
obtain the spectrum of quantum models using tools from representation theory [4,5]. However, this scheme is

somewhat limited, as it depends heavily on explicit realizations of Lie algebras by means of differential operators.
Other classes of quantum models and superintegrable systems have been studied over the years using different
techniques, such as systems characterized by symmetry algebras related to non Abelian polynomial algebras
(see e.g. [6—11]). The underlying polynomial algebras are constructed via integrals based on explicit differential
operator realizations [11], a fact that again poses a more or less severe restriction for their classification and
detailed study, as the relations among elements must be understood via a differential operator algebra.

The purpose of this paper is to describe, through the analysis of some representative quasi-exactly solvable
systems, how purely algebraic polynomial algebras can be constructed in such manner that the integrals deduced
also have an algebraic origin. The scheme is based on the connection between hidden symmetries and symmetry
algebras [5,12]. In these earlier works, the symmetry algebra is a consequence of the explicit choice of realization.
In this work we reexamine these examples and construct polynomials in terms of the generators of a parabolic
subalgebra that commute with the Hamiltonian, which is a second-order polynomial in the generators. Only the
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commutation relations of the underlying non semisimple Lie algebra are used. It turns out that these polynomials
span the space of polynomials which commute with the Hamiltonian and provide a finitely-generated polynomial
algebra of higher order. As the ansatz is purely algebraic, this points out the freedom in choosing the explicit
realization of the Lie algebra underlying the exact solvability of a system. Using the realization related to the
coadjoint representation, we present three examples exhibiting differential operators that can be defined as the
Hamiltonian of the system, and allow the existence of a quadratic algebra equivalent to the starting one, hence
leading to an algebraic equivalence. To our authors’s knowledge, such an approach has not been considered
previously in the literature.

1.1 Finite-dimensional quadratic and hidden symmetry algebras

One-dimensional and spherically-symmetric quasi-exact solvable problems have been extensively studied, and
shown to be related to the representation theory of the simple Lie algebra sl(2,K) with K = R, C (see [1] and
references therein). More specifically, realizing s[(2, R) by the vector fields

JF =2%0, —nx | ngzax—g , Iy =0z, neN, (1)
the space P, = (2¥|0 < k < n) of polynomials of degree at most n is easily seen to be invariant by the action
of the operators in (1). Considering n as a parameter, we obtain the flag space

PoCP1C"'CPnCPn+1C..., (2)

that turns out to be preserved for any value of n by a generic element of the universal enveloping algebra
U(b) of the Borel subalgebra b of sl(2,R) generated by the operators JO,J, . Ezactly solvable systems are
obtained considering the Hamiltonian of the system as an element of the enveloping algebra U/(b), while quasi-
exactly solvable systems are defined requiring that the Hamiltonian leaves the subspace P, invariant. The
latter algebraic condition actually characterizes quasi-exactly solvable one-dimensional Hamiltonian systems,
whenever the generators are taken in realization (1), as was shown in [3]. The natural generalization of the
one-dimensional case is obtained considering the N-dimensional analogue of the flag space (2) identified with
finite-dimensional representations of semi-simple Lie algebra g realized as first-order differential operators, and
imposing that the Hamiltonian of the system is expressed in terms of the enveloping algebra associated to a
distinguished subalgebra that preserves the flag, such as a parabolic subalgebra (see e.g. [5]). The algebraic
formalism underlying the method of the hidden algebra can be briefly summarized in the following steps:

Let g be a (semisimple) Lie algebra and let ® : g — X(R?) be a realization of the Lie algebra by first-order
differential operators such that for any n, the linear space of polynomials of degree p < n defined by

P2 = {thu™, 0<k+m<n} (3)

is a finite-dimensional representation of g. Considering n as a parameter, it follows that the flag space
PsCP;C - CPLCPi C... (4)
is invariant by the action of ®(g). Now suppose that m is a subalgebra of g such that for each n > 0 the relation
X (P2)C P2, VYXe€®(m) (5)

holds, i.e., that the flag is preserved by the (realized) subalgebra,' and such that the Hamiltonian h of the
system can be expressed in terms of the differential operators associated to the generators in m:

dimm dimm
h= Y ay®(X)®(X;) + Y B®(Xy), (6)
ij=1 k=1
where «;;, Br, are constants and {Xi,..., Xaimm} is a basis of m. In this context, the Hamiltonian h can be

interpreted as the image, via the realization ®, of a quadratic element H in the universal enveloping algebra
U(m). Similarly, the constants of the motion @1, p2 can also be rewritten as elements of the enveloping algebra.
As differential operators (i.e., evaluated in the realization ®), they satisfy the commutators

[h, 1] = [h, 2] = 0. (7)

The commutator [p1, @3], as well as successive commutators provide additional (dependent) higher-order con-
stants of the motion. It follows that, in general, the operators h, @1, 2 generate an infinite-dimensional algebra.

IThe case where g ~ m is not excluded.



The use of hidden symmetry algebras in the context of (quasi-)exact solvable systems may suggest a purely
algebraic procedure to construct finite-dimensional quadratic polynomial algebras. In the preceding conditions,
we can formally consider the polynomial

dimm dimm
H=Y a;XiX;+ Z B Xk
7,j=1

This element of U(m) corresponds to the Hamiltonian h once the generators of m are realized by vector fields.
Now let Ji,J2 be two polynomials such that they correspond, via the realization ®, to the constants of the
motion ¢1,ps. From the purely algebraic point of view, there is no necessity that the elements J; commute
with H as polynomials in ¢/(m), as we merely know that the identity

[ha 505] = [H, Js] =0 (mOd q)) (8)

holds. Hence, the operators ¢, are first integrals of the Hamiltonian h as a consequence of the specific realization
®, and not because they commute in the enveloping algebra U (m).

The question that arises naturally in this context is whether we can find polynomials in the enveloping algebra
U(m) that commute with H and generate a finite-dimensional quadratic Lie algebra, independently of any
particular realization. Starting from H € U(m) and d = 2, let My denote the set of quadratic elements in the
enveloping algebra such that they commute with H:

o3P

SﬁQ{PEZ/{(m) | [H,P] =0, 9X,.0X,,0X,,

The set M5 in particular contains the Hamiltonian H. If Jo = {I 1(2), ceey 152)} are linearly independent elements
of My, there certainly exist n; € R such that

H+ Z n 1Y) =

holds. Along the same lines, for any order d > 2, let 94 be the set of elements in the enveloping algebra of
degree not exceeding d such that they commute with H:

adJrlP
X, ...0X,

td41

Sﬁd{PEZ/{(mH [H, P] =0, 0,1§i1§~~~§id+1§dimm}.

For each such index, we denote by Jq the set of linearly independent elements. By construction, we have the

filtration My C M3 C -+ C My C ... within the centralizer Cyld(m) of H in the enveloping algebra [13]. In
particular, the inclusions Jo C J3 C +-- C J4 C ... hold. For the commutators of elements we have the inclusion
[mtpv mq] C SDTP‘H]*D b, 4q, Z 2 (9)

is satisfied.

Fixing a value dy > 2, a subset Mg, = {P1,..., Pr} C Ja, generates a finite-dimensional quadratic polynomial
algebra 21 (Mg, ) if for any 1 < i,j <r there ex1st constants p;/ ,I/U such that

[P;, Pj] Z '“u PPy + Z (10)

k=1

Therefore, given a (quasi-)exactly solvable system with Hamiltonian h, we can proceed recursively analyzing
the commutators in U(b) of the operators in Jq4 for any d > 2.

2 Polynomial algebras related to the Smorodinsky—Winternitz sys-

tem
In the paper [12], the authors analysed the infinite-dimensional finitely-generated Lie algebra parameterized by
an index k (denoted with s in [12])

a® > gl(2,R) x RF & T,



using the following realization (see equations (19) and (20) there):

N N .
Jy =0y, J?V:tat—? J]?’Vzk:uau—? Jy =20, + ktud, — Nt,R; = t'0,, Ty = udF, (11)

where i = 0,1, ...,k and k takes integer values. For the special values k < 1, we get, among others, the following
commutators:
[JY, J?] = JY, [J, J3] =0, [J1, JY =272+ J3, [J', Ro] =0,
[J1, R1] = Ro, [J1,T1] =0, [J2,J3] =0, [J2,J4 = J*,
[J2,Ro] =0 [J2,R1] = Ry, [J2,T1] = —Th, [J3,J4 =0, (12)
[J3, Ro] = =Ry, [J?, Ri]=—Ry, [J?,Th] =T, [J4, Ro] = — Ry,
[J4, R1] =0, [Ro, R1] =0, [Ro, T = J*Y, [R1, Ty =J? - J3
We observe that the commutation relation [J4, T}] involves terms depending on the generators T} (see [12]).

However, if we restrict to the value k = 1 (and N = 0), the Lie algebra g(*¥) is isomorphic to sl(3) and we obtain
that the subalgebra g' spanned by {J',J%, J3 Ty, Ry, Ry}, is finite-dimensional. The system thus coincides
with the Smorodinsky—-Winternitz system [14].

The exactly solvable integrable system given by the Hamiltonian and constants of the motion

hy = —4t07 — 8ud?, — 4ud? + 4(wt — 1 — a — b)9; + (4wu — 2(2b + 1))y, (13)
r1 = —4u(t — u)0? — 4((b+ %)tf (a+b+1)u)oy, (14)

1
1 =4((t —u)07 + (wlu—t) +a+ 5)&. (15)

and satisfying the following operator algebra relations

[961,3/1] = z1,

[£1,21] = 162191 + 2hixy — 821 — 4w(a — b)xy + 16(—1+ a® + 2ab + b*)y; +2(—1 — a + 2a* + b+ 2ab) (16)

1
[y1,21] = f8yf —2hy1 — wiay + dw(a — by + 5(1 + 2a)hy

can be expressed algebraically in terms of the generators of the subalgebra g' as follows:

Hy = —4J2J' = 8J3J' —4RyJ? + 4wJ? — 4((a +b) — 1)J' 4 4wJ> — 2(2b+ 1) Ry, (17)
1
Py = —4J°Ry +4J3J% — 4(b + 3B +dla+ b)J3, (18)
1
Qi =4J2J — T J + Ty —wJ2+(a+§)J1. (19)

In the enveloping algebra U(g') we have the commutators

[Hy, P1] = 8RyJ? + 16bRyJ? + 8R1J' — 16bRyJ' + 16 Ry J*J* — 16 Ry J>J*,
[Hi, Q1] = 4w J3J' — 4wTi Ry — 4J3J T + 4T Ry J*.

We observe that the polynomials P, and ()1 do not commute with H; at the level of the enveloping algebra,
but only as the result of considering the realization (11). Thus the (infinite-dimensional) quadratic algebra
determined by (16) is only valid for the given realization, and is not an algebraic consequence of the underlying
hidden symmetry algebra.

In this situation, we inspect whether there exist higher-order operators (elements) in the enveloping algebra
U(g") such that they commute with the Hamiltonian as given in (17), but only using the commutation relations
(12), i.e., without invoking the explicit realization (11). Using symbolic computation packages,” the following
second- and third-order operators that commute with the Hamiltonian (17) were found:

1
Ay = —(1420)J" + 5(1 +20)Ry — J3w — wTy + J'J? + J'Ty + J3Ry + Ty Ry, (20)

N =

1
By = 5(—1 + 2a)J1 — Jow+Thw+ J1Jos + J1J3 — J1 11 — T Ry, (21)

2Gpecifically, the NCAlgebra package for MATHEMATICA®.



and

1 1 1
Cy = Z(_l —2a —2b—4ab)J' + (1 +a+b)J3w — §T1(w — 2aw) — §R1(w+2bw)

1 1
—(14+a+b)J T + 5(1 —2a)J'Ty + 5(1 +20)J° Ry + wJ3J? — wIPRy +wJT
+T Ry —wTh Ry — JY T3 T3 — JLI3Ty + J? TRy + J?Ty Ry. (22)
These are genuine non vanishing differential operators. For the particular realization (11), we recover the

commutation with the Hamiltonian (13). As can somehow be expected, the operators Ay, By and h; are related
algebraically, by means of

1
A1+ By +Zh1 =0,
implying that, in addition to the Hamiltonian, only one of the found operators can be considered as an (alge-
braically independent and in fact linearly independent) quadratic integral.

The crucial step in this approach is to show that the operators A; and C; generate a finite-dimensional poly-
nomial algebra, taking only into account the commutation relations of the generators {J', J2, J3 T, Ro, R1},
and that the result is completely independent on the particular realization of these generators. Starting from
A and (1, the following commutators are found:

[A1,B1] =0, [A1,C1] = D1, [A1, D] =wDy,
1 1 1
[C1,Dq] = 5{31,1)1} - §{A1,D1} + §(a —b){A1, B1}

1 1
+— 5(1 +2a)(a — b)w? A — i(a —b)(1 + 2b)w?B; + w?(b — a)w?Cy
[BI)CI] = _Dla

where {o, 0} denotes here the anticommutator.

Following this argumentation, we can analyse the finitely-generated sets of elements having at most p*"-order in
the enveloping algebra U(g') that commute with the Hamiltonian. At the fourth order, three such polynomials
L1, Lo and L3 can be found, the explicit expressions of which are given in Appendix A. In terms of Ay, B; and
Dy, the operators L; satisfy the following algebraic relations:

1 1
L3+ §A§ + 53? +w(2a+b—1)A; +w(a —1)B; =0,

1
Ly — §A§ —w(l+b)A; =0,
1.5 1 5 1
L1 - 5141 - 531 - 2AlBl + 5(20, —2b— 1)wA1 —|—w(1 - a)31 - D1 =0.
It can be shown that at the fifth order there is another operator K; that commutes with the Hamiltonian, the

explicit expression of which is omitted because of its length. As a polynomial in the operators A;, B; and D,
it can be expressed as

1 1- 3+2b 140 1 5+ 13b
K+ —Cid —— %2 252, g 102 2 o, — 25250 g0
w w w w 2
1 1
— 5a(3 +2b)A; — 5(—3 + 4a + 4ab + 4b*)B; = 0.
The reexamination of the exactly solvable systems in [12] shows how the existence of a finite-dimensional

polynomial algebra can be derived using only the enveloping algebra of U(g').

2.1 Formally equivalent Hamiltonian

Let us now consider another realization of the same underlying U (g')-Lie algebra derived from the coadjoint
representation

Xi:Z:zbcl-’ 0 1<i<n (23)

agy =t =
xr
a,b=1 @

The generators are realized by the (linear) operators



Jl = xlazQ + 1‘48157
Jo = 75618951 + $5az5 — ZEgazﬁ
J3

—240z, — 15055 + 160,
Ry = 2405, + 210,
Ry = —2402, — 2500, + 504, + (x2 — 3) 0,
T = 260z, — 260z, — 0102, — (T2 — 3)0u;
The differential operator corresponding to the Hamiltonian takes the form
h=—2(1+2b)x10 — 47170605 — 4(—1 + a + b)x405 + 421250505 — 424260506 + 447507 — 4w 40,
+ 421240406 + 8750405 + 8230405 + 22403 — 4bw403 — 424260306 + 424250305 + 4050304 — dax10o
— 4bx1 0y — 421060206 + 421250205 + 821240004 — 4wr101 + 41240105 + 420,105.
It can be easily verified that the algebraic polynomials Ay, By, C1 and D; of degrees 2,2,3 and 4, respectively,
take the form of genuine differential operators of the same order. Therefore, the quadratic algebra is also

satisfied, showing that this Hamiltonian (defined on a six-dimensional space) is characterized by the same
underlying hidden Lie algebra, integrals of motion and quadratic symmetry algebra.

2.2 The case k£ =2

For this value of the parameter k, the Hamiltonian is given by

hy = —4J?J' —8J3J" —8RyJ? +4J% —4(2(a +b) — 1)J' + 4wJ? — 8(2b + 1)Ry. (24)

Up to degree five, there are four polynomials A; of degrees 2,4,4 and 5, respectively, that commute with the
Hamiltonian (24), satisfying the algebraic relations ( see the Appendix for their explicit expression)

1
Al = 71h’27
1
Ay — 1A - %(3+4a+4b)A1 =0
We can close an algebra with Az, A4 and their commutator A5 = [As, A4]. Redefining the generators as

Al = A3 4245+ 2awA; and Ay = Ay — (3(—2+a+3b)) A3 — (5(—41+ 16a+ 48b)) Ay — (5(—7+ 5a+ 9b)w) A1,
in limit (w =a = b= 0) the following cubic relations are obtained:

(AL, AL =0, (A} AY) = —{A}, AL} + 2434] — 447, (25)

3  Other Calogero cases

The last case is in fact related to the BCy Calogero models [15]. There are other cases that have been studied
from the point of view of exact solvability and related to certain realizations of 3<¢(3). Realizations with matrix
differential operators have been described in [16]. We consider the basis {Eij, Tki} with commutators

(Eij, Ea] = 0 Ea — 0u Ly, [Eij, Ty ] = —0uT} (Eij, Ty = 86T,
[T;r, Tf} = B — 045 FEo, [Eo, T;") = =T}, [EoT; | =T .

The tree-body Ay Calogero Hamiltonian is then expressed as

(26)

2
hcAg == 72E11T17 - 6E22Tf + §E12E12 - 4CLJE11 - 2(1 + 31/)T17 - GCUEQQ.

In contrast to the description in [16], that used an explicit differential operator realization in terms of matrix
differential operators, we derive a unified set of integrals algebraically, i.e., independently on the particular
realization chosen. Up to the cubic order, there are three polynomials that commute with the Hamiltonian (3),
and given by

1
Ay =2bE — T — §E12E12 + T, Eq + 3T Ea,
Ay = E1y +2F9 + Ey1 By + E11 By + E19E2y + EagFoy + T T + Ty Ty
Az = —2Ey; — 2F9 — 2E11E11 — 3F11Fay — FagFay — 2T, T — 205 TyF — E11E11Ex
+FE11E19E2 — E11E9Eog + E19F91 Eog + Ty Ev1o Ty — Ty BT — Ty Eni Ty + Ty Ex Ty



It can be verified that there are no additional independent operators up to order five. The commutators the
Abelian algebra

Similar findings are observed for the case of the three-body Sutherland model with As Weyl group, having the

Hamiltonian
ot

2
hSAQ = — 2E11Tf - 6E22T17 + §E12E12 - 2(1 + 31/)T17 + o

Es1Eo

2
a
- E(:}EUEH + 8E11E2 + 3E32F + (1 + 12v)(E11 + E22))

and commuting polynomials up to order three

1 1 1 2
Ay =E(a§ + 12a1a3)Fyy + E(a% + 12a1a3) Fay + 3a1 T, + ZagEnEn + gagEnEm

1 1 1 _ _
- §E12E12 - EaéEmEzl + Za§E22E22 + T E11 + 31 Eaa,

As =FE11 + 2E2 + E11E11 + E11E2 + Ei1aFEo1 + EogFay + T T + Ty Ty,
Az =2E53 — E11Eo + 2E19E91 + EooEy — Ev1 E11Eoy + E11 E19Ey — B EaaEas
+ Er9F91 Esg + Ty EroTy — Ty BTy — Ty Eny Ty + Ty Exi Ty

As before, up to order 5 there is no other independent polynomial, as all fourth- and fifth-order polynomial is
algebraically dependent. This again leads to the Abelian algebra

4 Higher-order polynomial algebras deduced from gl(3)

In a slightly different manner, the exact solvability of superintegrable systems was discussed in the paper [5]
using the reductive Lie algebra gl(3,R) as hidden symmetry algebra. The authors considered the following
realization:

Jl :ata J2 :aua J3 :tata J4 :Uau, J5 :'U/at, J6 :tau
Jr =20, + tud, — nt, Js = tudy + u?d, —nu, X =n. (27)

In terms of these generators, the commutation relations are given by

[J1,J2] =0, [J1,J3] = J1, [J1,J4] =0, [J1,J5] =0,
[Jl,ij] :JQ, [Jl,J7] =2J3+J4—n, [Jl,Jg] :J5, [JQ,J3] :0,
[J2, J4] = Ja, [Jo, J5] = Ju, [J2, Jg] = 0, [Jo, J7] = Je,
[Jg, Jg] =J3+2Jy —n, [Jg, J4] =0, [J3, J5] = —Js, [Jg, J6] = Jg,
[J3, J7] = J7, [J3,Js] = 0, [Ja, J5] = Js, [J4, J6] = —Js,
[J4,J7] =0, [J4, Js] = Js, (J5,J6) = =T+ Ju, [Js5,J7] = Jg
[J5, Js] =0, [J6, J7] = 0, [J6, Js] = Jr, [J7,J8] =0

The maximal parabolic subalgebra is generated by {J1, J2, Js, Ju, J5, Js}. The main feature of the preceding
realization lies in the fact that the four classical (and quantum) superintegrable systems on the real plane admit-
ting two independent first integrals quadratic in the momenta, in addition to the Hamiltonian, can be rewritten
in terms of the maximal parabolic subalgebra of sl(3,R) (see [5] for details). From these four superintegrable
systems, we consider the two first, as the analysis of the remaining cases essentialy reduces to that of Case L.

4.1 Casel

We consider the following differential operators

R = =207 — 2ud? + 2t0; + 2ud, — (2p1 + 1)0; — (2p2 + 1)y + 1 + p1 + p2,
xl = 2t07 — 2u0? — 2t0; + 2ud, + (2p1 + 1)0; — (2p2 + 1)0y — p1 + Do, (28)
xl = 4tu(0y — 0u)* + 2((2p1 + L)u — (2p2 + 1)t)(0, — Ou) — (p1 + p2)?,



where the first operator one represents the Hamiltonian of the system and the remaining ones the quadratic
first integrals:
[n!,xg] = [n', 2] = 0.

As differential operators, the generators x!, z span the following algebra:

[we, 2] =

(2], al.] = 16alal — 82l — 16(—1+ pi + pip2 + p2)al — 16(p1 — p2)at — 16(—p1 + pT + p2 — p3)h',  (29)
[2f,2L] = —8(xl)? + 8(h")* + 16(p1 — p2)xl + 162] + 16(1 + p1 + p2)R’.

I

cro

In terms of the maximal parabolic subalgebra of gl(3), the differential operators (28) can be expressed as

H! = —2J3J1 — 2J4Jo + 2J5 4+ 2J5 — (2p1 + 1)J1 — (2p2 + 1)J2,
PL =2J3J) — 2J4Jy — 2J3 + 2J4 + (2p1 + 1)J1 — (2p2 + 1).Ja, (30)
P}I?I =4J3J5 + 4J4Jg — 8J3J4 + 2(2]?1 + 1)J5 — 2(2[)2 + 1)J3 — 2(2p1 + 1)J4 + 2(2[)2 + 1)J6,

from which we obtain the relations [H!, P!] = 0 and

[H', PL] =4J3Jo + 8paJsJs + 4JyJy + 8p1JuJy + 4Js5Jy — 8p1JsJa + 4J6J1 — 8padsJy
+ 8JyJ3J1 + 8J4 T3 Ty — 8J5J3. 0 — 8T 45

The interesting fact is that the operator PI{%, seen as a polynomial in the generators of the subalgebra of gl(3),
does not commute with the Hamiltonian as given in (30). The third order polynomial on right-hand side of
[H!, PL] only vanishes when the differential operator realization given by (28) is used. This points out that the
preceding quadratic algebra is only satisfied at the operator level, and not as a polynomial in the enveloping
algebra of gl(3).
Like before, we search systematically for all second- and third-order polynomials in the generator of gl(3) that
commute with the Hamiltonian as given in (30). In this case, the following eight polynomials can be found:
A = 2—n+(4—2n)p1J5_ 2—n—(4—2n)p1J4_ 2—n+(4—2n)p2J6_ 2—n—(4—2n)ps
2 2 2 2
—J2 4+ (3—2n)J3Js+ (n—2)J3J5 + (n — 2)JuJs — J1JaJr + JiJeJs — JoJsJg + JoJdsJr + JaJy

+ J3JE — J3J5.Js — JuJsJs,

J3

Ay = — 2p12+ 1Js + 2p22— 1J3 + ! —22p2 JoJs + 2p12+ 1J2J5 + J3Js — J3J5 — Jad3Js + JoJ3Js,

As :21712— 1J4 . +22P2 Jo + ! —22191 JiJs+ ! +22P2 J1de + J3Jy — Jydg — J1J3Jy + J1Juds,

A :2p127 1J4 B 1+22p1 It 1+22p2 Js - 1+22p2 Jo+ Jads — Jads — Jade + JoJe.
&:mfnh—Lfmk+%g{@+%gﬂhh+Lﬂm&h+b&—@k—ﬁ+hhh—b@%
%:—A+%g{b+b%
m:mfnh+%gﬂh—Lfm%+Lﬁ“ﬁ@+hﬁ+%gﬂbh—ﬁ—hk—hhh+b@%
As=—Js+ 2L g,

Some of these operators can be related with the original generators P!, as the following identities hold:

Lo 1or Lo 1.
Ag 4H + 4Pc =0, As 4H 4Pc = 0.
We observe that the polynomials {As, A3, A4, Ag, As} all belong to the enveloping algebra of the maximal
parabolic subalgebra of gl(3).
It should be observed that for the realization (27) as differential operators, both A;, A5 and A7 are expressible
as linear combinations of {As, A3, A4, Ag, As}, hence they are described in terms of the maximal parabolic
subalgebra :

A17(27H)A4+27L:0, As — Ay +As+n=0, A7+ Ay — Ay —Ag+n=0.



This illustrates again the differences between the enveloping algebra of Lie algebra and that of their realiza-
tion as differential operators, and that in the purely algebraic setting, other polynomials involving all generators
play a role in closing a quadratic algebra.

Prior to determine other algebraic relations between the generators, we find the minimal polynomial algebra
A that {A4;,..., Ag} generate, and analyze whether the complete set of polynomials that commute with the
Hamiltonian is finitely generated and coincides with 2. Considering the commutators of the polynomials
{A1, ..., As}, we further consider the change of basis given by

Ay — A+ Ay, Ag — Ag + As
which ensures that we obtain a quadratic algebra:
[A1, A3] =A4A6(—2+n) — 2A4A3(=2+n) + Ag(2 — n — 4p1 + 2np1) + A3(—6 + 3n + 2p; — np1 + 2p2 — np2)+
A4(—2p1 + np1 + 2p2 — np2) — 2As(2 — n — 2p1 + np1 — 2p2 + np2) + %Az(ﬁ — 3n — 4p2 + 2np2),
[A1, Ag] =A2(—=2+n) — 243(-2+n) + %AG(*Q +n+4p1 — 2np1) + As(2 —n — 2p1 +np1 — 2p2 + np2),
[Ag, A3] = — Ay Ag + 2A4Ag + Ag(1 — 2p1) + %Az(?) —2p2) 4+ As(—p1 + p2) + A3(=3 + p1 + p2) + 2As(—1 + p1 + p2),
[A2, Ag] = — A2 + 243 + %AG(*l +2p1) + As(1 — p1 — p2),
[Az, A4] =AsAe — 2A4As + As(—1 +2p1) + A3(3 — p1 — p2) + Aa(p1 — p2) — 2As(=1 +p1 +p2) + %Az(*3 + 2p2),
[A3, As] =As — AgAs + A3 + As(% —p1)+ %AG(*I + 2p1),
[As, Ag] = — Ay + Az + AgAg — AZ + %As(l — 2pa),
[A7, Ag] =A3 — AgAg + A2 + As(% —p1)+ %A6(_1 + 2p1)

The generators { Aa, As, A4, Ag, Ag} are related through a cubic constraint:

2p1 +1 2p1 — 1 2p1 — 1 2p9 — 1
AgAz — Az Ag — A3As + p12 AgAg + p12 A3 — p12 AzAg + p22 Ay As
2p1 — 2p2 — 4pip2 + 1 2p1 + 2py — 4p1p2 — 5 3 —6p1 — 2p2 + 4pip2
- 4 Az — 4 As - 4 As
2po — 1 2po — 1 2p1 — 2po — 4 +1 2p1 — 2po — 4 +1
Y’ s p22 AZ + o P 1 PP2 0" gy 4 2122 1 P2 T~ Ay — AyAgAs =0

We obtain a quadratic algebra of dimension 8. We observe that those polynomials belonging to the enveloping
algebra of maximal parabolic subalgebra {As, A3, A4, Ag, As} of gl(3) give rise to a five-dimensional quadratic
subalgebra.

4.2 Case I1

The second type given in [5] possesses the following Hamiltonian and first integrals:

3
hII = — 0? — 2u83 + 2t8t + (2u -1 2])2)6” + — +p2,

2
ol =202 — 4ud? — Atd, + 2(2u — 1 — 2p2)y — 1 + 2ps, (31)
ail = — 4tud] + 4dp, — (2u — 1 — 2p2)0; — 2t(1 + 2p2) Dy

Besides the relations [h!!, 2f] =0, [hlL, xII)I | = 0, these differential operators satisfy the following commuta-
tion relations:

[:L'£I7£Cp] = zgéa [:L'£17:C££] = 641;[5
[ o] = —6xlT — 8R! !l - 8(R!T)? 4-8(—3 — 4py + 4p3),
where

all = =32u0},,, — 16(1 + 2py — 2u)d;, + 32tudy, + 8(1 + 2p2 — 2u)0; + 16(1 + 2p2)td,.



Expressed in terms of the generators of the subalgebra 2, we have that

3
H" = —J1Jy — 2J4J2 + 2J3 4+ 2J5 — (1 + 2pa) Jo + 3 TP

P =2\ —4JyJo — 4J3 +4Jy — (1 4+ 2p2)Jo — 1 + 2po, (32)
PPII = —4J4J6 + 4J1J4 — 2J5 + (1 + 2p2)J1 — (2 + 4p2)J6

While the operator P! still commutes with the Hamiltonian as a polynomial in the .J;’s, P; T'leads to a quadratic
element:

[HY, P =0, [P, P =4(J5J2 — Jih).

The latter commutator only vanishes when evaluating the generators J; at the realization (31). We conclude
that the quadratic algebra is only valid as operator algebra and is not a consequence of the underlying Lie
algebra but of the explicit choice of realization as differential operator.

Analyzing the enveloping algebra in search of second- and third-order polynomials that commute with the
Hamiltonian in (32) at the purely algebraic level, we again find eight such polynomials, given respectively by

Al :(TL - 2)J3 - J32 + (1 — n)J3J4 + (TL - 2)J5J6 - J1J4J7 + J1J6J8 - J2J3J8
+ JodsJr + J3Js + J3Ji — JsJsJs — JudsJs,
1+ 2psy 1—2ps

J1J,
9 1J6 + 5

+ J1Juds — JoJ3Jy,
2p2

Ay =—J3 +

1 1
Jods + J3Jy — JsJg — §J12J4 + §J1J2J5

-1
5 Jido = 2J4Je + J1J2Jy,

1 1
Ay =(n—1)Jy+ JoJg — J3Jy — J3 + 5JfJ4 = 512 s,

Ag = — (1 + 2p2>J6 +

2])2—1
2
2])2—1

As =—Js + J1 — (1 + 2p2)J6 + J1Js + Jods — 24 Jg,

Ag=—Js +

Jo + JaJy,

1 1
Ay =(n—2)J3 + J1J7 — J3 — JsJs — 5JfJ4 + 5JlJQJg,,
Ag = —2J5 + J2.

The polynomials { Az, As, A4, As, Ag, Ag} all belong to the enveloping algebra of the maximal parabolic subalge-
bra of gl(3). We observe that the generators A1, A4 and A7 reduce to linear combinations of { A1, As, As, A5, Ag, As}
when evaluated at the realization (31)

A172n:0, A872A7727’L:0, A8+2A4+27’L:0

This clearly illustrates how the problem of finding integrals in the realization and as abstract polynomials are
different and need to be looked at separately. These polynomials span a 8-dimensional quadratic algebra, the
commutators of which are given by

1-2
[As, As] = — 245 — 242 + 246 As + ——L2 A + (1 + 2p2) As,
[A3, Ag] = — As,
[A3, Ag] =243,
[A5, Ag] = — 243 + As,
[ ]

All the other commutators vanish. The generators { A1, Aa, As, As, Ag, As} are moreover related by means of a
cubic polynomial

2p9 — 1 2 1
D2 Ag + P2 +

AgAg —
9 1 618

Ay = 0.

1, 1 1 2o + 1
SAZ— DA+ Ay g — AR — S AZA + p22+

Again, the commutators involving only the polynomials related to the maximal parabolic subalgebra of gl(3)
detetermine a 6-dimensional quadratic subalgebra.
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4.3 Formally equivalent Hamiltonian

Using the coadjoint representation, we obtain another realization in eight variables

J1 = 2103 + 2206 + (223 + 24)07 + w503,
Jo = 2204 + 2105 + 2607 + (23 + 24)0s,
J3 = —x101 — 505 + 1606 + 1707,

Jy = —2202 + 2505 — 2606 + 2805,

Js — 2102 + 1503 — 1504 + (=23 4+ 14)06 + 2807,
Jo = —x201 — 1603 + 604 — (—x3 + 24)05 + 2705,
Jr = —(2w5 4+ 14)01 — 1602 — k703 — 2505,

Js = —x501 — (3 + 224)02 — 2804 — 2706.

In this realization, we obtain the two following Hamiltonians, both of them possessing first integrals compatible
with the quadratic algebra:

hr = — (23 + 2pax3 + 224 + 4pozy — 5 + 2p175 — 228)03 — 2(w3 + 274) w802 — 22307 — dp17307
— 2407 — 212407 + 2607 + 2pow607 + 22707 — 205270507 — 226280708 — 4x3:c78$ — 2x4:c78$
+ 2906 — 2p1220s + 223260608 + 414160608 — 205160608 — 43160607 — 224160607 + 290%6607
— 229w70607 — 2z2z68§ — 2105 — 2pox105 — 223250508 — 4450508 + 2z§8588 — 2x1x30508
+ 423150507 + 2042050507 — 225260507 + 200250506 + 201260505 — 23@13050? + 2904 — 22905
— 2p2x20408 — 200080408 + 20226040 — 202250405 + £103 — 2p11103 — 221170307 — 221260304
+ 221250305 + 220230208 + 412240208 + 2w9x60207 + 221220205 + 2z§8284 — 22101 + 2x12501 08
+ 4x1230107 + 2012040107 + 221220106 + 2,73%6103

and

3
hrir = (5 +p2) — (14 2p2) (w3 + 224) — 228)0s — 2203 — 447803 + (—271 + 6 — 2p276 + 227)07

— 4x3x50708 — 2z3z88§ — 224250708 — 4:c§ — 4a33402 — 1302 — 209250608 + 203760605
+ 424260608 — 412230607 — 202140607 + 2020607 — 1303 — (1 4 2po)x105 — 23750508
— 4x 4150508 — 2x1280508 — 225260507 + 201260505 — 2x1:c58§ + 2904 — 2pox20y — 22101
— 229180408 + 2x0x60405 — 220050405 — 201050308 — 412030307 — 201240307 — 221220306
— x%@% — 22902 + 220030908 + 420240508 + 2x0260207 + 201220205 + 23038284 — 2xgx80708.
A classification of formally-equivalent models is certainly an open problem, as it depends heavily on the clas-

sification of realizations of Lie algebras by vector fields, a problem that has currently only been solved for
low-dimensional Lie algebras [18].

5 Generalized algebraic Hamiltonians

The preceding examples illustrate that the space 9, of polynomials commuting with an algebraic Hamiltonian
H can differ considerably from one case to another. In this context, it is reasonable to inspect to which extent
the existence of commuting polynomials depends on the relation among the coefficients of the Hamiltonian H,
and whether by an appropriate variations of these constants a given exactly solvable system can be generalized
to a parameterized family with similar properties.

As first example, we consider a generalized version of the (algebraic) Hamiltonian (17)
Hy = a1 J?J' + a2 3T + azRoJ? + ayJ? + asJ' + agJ? + a7 Ry, (33)

where the parameters a; are supossed to be free. Besides this quadratic polynomial in U(g'), which is the
Hamiltonian itself, there are no other polynomials of the second, third or fourth order that commute with the
Hamiltonian H7, unless certain algebraic relations among the parameters are also imposed. This shows that the
generic analysis does not necessarily lead to the construction of quadratic algebras, as additional constraints
on the coefficients are required to ensure the existence of algebraic higher-order first integrals. Ultimately, such
relations among the coefficients are heavily dependent on the underlying hidden symmetry algebra considered.
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Let us now consider the following parameterized generalization of the Hamiltonian in (30):
HT = a1J3J1 + asdyJs + asJz + asJy + asJ1 + agds. (34)

As before, no relation between the parameters is assumed. In contrast to the preceding case, here there exist
two (independent) polynomials of order 2, 4 of order 3 and 7 of order four that commute with H'/. Among
these polynomials, those of order two commute with each other and with any of the polynomials of orders three
and four. Considering the commutators of the non-quadratic polynomials, additional higher-order operators are
obtained, so that higher-order non-Abelian polynomial algebras may exist for this generic case.

Finally, the Hamiltonian
H'' = —2J3.J1 + —22J4Jo 4 2J3 + 2J5 — (2p1 + 1)J1 — (2p2 + 1)Jo + p3J1Jo + paJ? + psJi (35)

can be considered as a deformation of the Hamiltonian in (30) by a quadratic term parameterized by ps, p4, ps. In
this case, two second-order polynomials and one third-order polynomials which commute with the Hamiltonian
and with each other can be found, thus leading to an Abelian algebra. The analysis of fourth-order polynomials
shows that the three solutions are obtained as commutators of the lower order operators.

5.1 A generic system with fixed cubic integral

We illustrate by an example how the hidden symmetry algebra of a known exactly solvable system can be used
to derive new or alternative systems depending on some parameters, starting with a given first integral. To this
extent, let us consider again the subalgebra g* of g(!) spanned by {JY, J%, J3,T1, Ro, Ry }. Instead of using the
Hamiltonian (17), we consider the fixed cubic polynomial given by

Qo =—J*+T, — J?J3 + J?R; — T\ R, + J*J?R;.

A routine computation shows that the most general quadratic element in U/ (fq\l) that commutes with ()2 has
the form a1 Py + ...a4 Py, where a; € R and

P =J* -T2+ TyR,, Po=J"4+Ry+J°Ry, P3=J>+J° Py=Pji

As algebraic Hamiltonian, we consider a generic nonvanishing linear combination H = a1 P1+asPo+a3Ps+a4Py.
Leaving the coefficients free, the only quadratic polynomials that commute with H are the Hamiltonian itself,
as well as the polynomial Q; = J3R; + Ry — J3. By construction, it follows that Q; and Q2 do not commute,
and indeed we obtain the fourth-order operator

[Q1,Q2) = —J* + >+ Ty — J3J* + (J*)? + RyJ? — TyRy + Ry JPJ? — 2R () — (R1)*J? + (R1)*(J?)2.

These commutation relations are valid in the enveloping algebra U/ @1) for any values of the parameters a;, and
are moreover independent on any realization of the generators by vector fields. If we now take into account the
particular realization (11), we obtain the differential operators

h = (az + (a1 + as)t)d; + (ag + (a1 + as)u)0y + ast?0? + 2a4tud?, + (az + agu)ud? + a3 (td; + ud,),
o1 = (t —u)dy + (u—1)0; + (2 — 2tu)d}, + tud? + t*ud? ,, (36)
y1 = (t —u)0y + tud?.

We obviously have that 1, y; are constants of the motion of the Hamiltonian h, and that the commutator of
x1 and y; leads to the fourth-order differential operator

[1, 1] =(t —w) + (t — u)Dy + (2tu — t2)02, + (5tu — u? — 2t*)0% — t2ud? ,
+ (2tu® — 4t%u)02 — t*u?0.

We further observe that, while [z1, [z1,y1]] provides another operator de order six, as expected, the identity
[y1, [z1,vy1]] — [x1,91] = O is satisfied. Indeed, the commutator between @1 and Q2 can be expressed as

[Q1,Q2] = —QF — Q2+ Q1.

With the redefinition Q3 = —Q?% — Q2 + @1, the commutation relations can be formulated as

[Q1,Q2] = Q3, [Q1,Q3] =QF+Q2—Q1, [Q2,Q3] = —2Q7 —{Q1,Q2} +3QF + Q2 — Q1,

leading to a cubic algebra [17] and such cubic algebra.
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6 Conclusion

Many approaches have been introduced over the years to generate superintegrable systems and their symmetry
algebras. These approaches are based on PDE’s, ladder operators, orthogonal polynomials or reccurence rela-
tions, thus they rely on explicit realizations. The hidden algebra approach combines both a purely algebraic
construction and explicit realizations of Lie algebras by differential operators. In this paper we have focused
on the algebraic formalism underlying the hidden symmetry method, and more specifically, on the construction
of finite-dimensional quadratic polynomial algebras. These algebras are obtained analyzing the subspaces that
commute with a Hamiltonian, whenever the latter is written as an element belonging to the enveloping algebra
of an appropriate subalgebra of the hidden symmetry algebra. For three known models studied in [5, 12], we
obtained a 4-dimensional, a 5-dimensional, a 6-dimensional and two 8-dimensional quadratic algebra, respec-
tively. The symmetry algebra of the Smorodinsky-Winternitz and the BC5-Calogero systems, which correspond
to a special cases of the hierarchy studied in [5], can thus be formulated in a purely algebraic way, without
referring to an explicit realization by differential operators. This suggests to reexamine other models along the
same lines, such as the singular Wolfes model, which is also contained in the family described in [5], and even
to see whether the algebraic approach can provide additional information on the higher-order integrals for the
parameter values for which the direct analytic approach has turned out to be intractable.

In principle, there are two possibilities to pursue the analysis. On the one hand, we can analyze deformations or
generalizations of a given Hamiltonian and hidden symmetry algebra, in order to find further new or alternative
(superintegrable) systems, by suitably characterization of the subspaces 94 of polynomials that commute with
the Hamitonian H. We presented three examples of such new equivalence in this paper. As such polynomials
commute with H in the corresponding enveloping algebra, they will give rise to constants of the motion for
any nontrivial realization of the Lie algebra by vector fields. This means that the same operators would lead
to essentially different systems for nonequivalent realizations. Another possibility concerns the classification of
classes of polynomial algebras, by means of re-examination of the enveloping algebra of Lie algebras. The first
step in this direction would be to establish criteria that allow to decide if for any given (quasi-) exactly solvable
system there exist finite-dimensional quadratic polynomial algebras associated to it, and whether the resulting
algebras are related to each other, either by extension or some other procedure. Work in these directions is
currently in progress.
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7 Appendix A
71 k=1
The polynomials L, Ly and L3 commuting with the Hamiltonian (17) are explicitly given by

2 2
Ly =aw?Js + %(1 — 2a— 2b)Jy + %(1 b+ 46%) Ry — 20*(1 — a)Ty — %(1 + 2Ry

1
214+ 20— 2a2 — 26— 20%)J, + 5(a? —a—b+2ab+ %)} + 3(1 —2a)J1J5

3w?

2
+ (1 + a+ 3b+ 2ab+ 26%)J1 Ro + 2w(1 — a) 1 Th + %” B+ Doy + 3

N~ po

1
— W3Ry 4+ W T + g(3 + 8b + 4b*)R3 + %(5 —2a)T1 Ry — w’Ti Ry — wJ1J3
1 1
+ 5(211 +20—1)JiJs + (2a +2b — 1)J}J3 — 3wJy JoJs + 5(1 +20)J1J2Ry — 3wJyJ3
1
+ (24 a+3b)J1 3Ry — w1 J3T) + wJoTi Ry — wJ2Ro + (14 b)J3R2 + 5ijg +2J2 72

1
+2J3JaJs + JiJoJs Ry + 2J1J3 Ry + §J§R§
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2
1
- %(3 +2)T) + (34 8b+46°)J7

1 1 1 1
+ 1(3 +8b+ 4b%)J1 Ry + w i Ty + §w2J§ + w2 J3T) + §(3 + 8b+ 4b*)R2 + wT1 Ry + §w2T12

Ly =5 (14 4b+ 462)J1 + S (14 4b+ 46) R — w?(1 + b).Jy

1
+ (14 b)J2 T3 + 5(1 +2b)J3T) — wJy s +2(1 4 b)Jy J3Ro — 2wy J3Ty + (1 + 2b)J,1T1 R
1 1
— W T? —wJiRy + (1 +b)J3R3 — 2w 3Ty Ry + 5(1 +2b) T R3 — wT? Ry + §J12J§ + J2J3T,

1 1 1
+ §J12T12 + JiJ2iRo + 2J1J3T Ry + JiT? Ry + §J§R§ + J3T1 R2 + 5Tng

L3=— 3(1 —2a + 2a* + 2b + 2b*).J; — %RO(I +4b + 4b*) Ry — w*(1 — a)Jo + w?(1 + b).J3
1
—w*(a—b—3)T + Z(4a —2a* — 4b—2b* - 3)J7 + %(1 —2a)J1J3 — wh Ty + w? 2Ty

- %(3 + 8b + 4b%)J1 Ry — “’;(Jg +J3) — W STy — é(?, +8b + 4b*)R3 + §(2a —5)T1 Ry
—WTE+ (1 —a)JiJy — (a+b)JE T3+ (a — b —2)JiThw]iJ3 + wlyJods — 2w]y Jo T}
+ w1 Jz —2(1 +b)J1J3Ry + wJy J3Ty + %(m —4b — 3)JiTh Ry + 2w, T? — wJoTy Ry
+wJiRy — (14 b)J3R3 + 2wJ3T1 Ry — %(1 + 20)Ty R} + 2wTE Ry — %ijg — T2 o Js

1
+ JEI Ty — JRJE — JRTE+ 1 JoTh Ry — J1J3 Ry — J1JsTi Ry — 21T Ro — 5J§R§
— 3T\ RY — TER?.

7.2 Commuting polynomials for k = 2

The polynomials A; (i = 1,...4) up to degree five commuting with the Hamiltonian (24) are given by

Ay =(142a+ 2b)Jy +2(—1+ 2b) Ry — Jraw — Jzaw + JoJy + 2J3J1 + 2Ry J3.
Ay :%(3 — 2a — 8b + 4ab + 4b*) Ry + %(1 +4a + 4a* + 4b + 8ab + 4b*)wJ; — %2(3 + 4a + 4b)Jo
+2(2ab +2b* — 1 —a + b)wR; — %2(3 +4a +4b)Js + %(1 +3a + 2a* + 3b + 4ab + 2b%)J;
+ ‘”;Jg + %(1 +2a + 2b)J3J; + %w2J3J2 + ‘”;Jg + %(217 —1)RoJ2 + %(211 +6b — —5)RoJ3

+ =(1 —4a — 6b+ 8ab + 8b*) Ry J; + w(l — 2b) Ry Jo + (3 + 2a)wRyJ3 + (3 — 8b+ 4b*)R3 + Ry J3Jo

N |

1 1 1 3 1
+ 1(3 + 4a + 4b)JyJ? — §wJ22J1 + 5(3 + da + 4b)J3J, 2 — g@ sl — ijng +(2b — 1)RyJo Jy

1 1
+ RoJ3 + 5(4a +120 = 5)RyJsJy — whRiJs > — WR1JZ +4(b—1)R3J3 + ZJ§J§ + Sy JoJ} + J3J}
+ Ry JsJoJy + 2R J3J, + RIJ:.
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2

Az =(4a — 4a® + 8b — 12ab + 8a*b — 4b* + 8ab® — 3)Ry + %Tl —2(1 4 3a + 2a% + 2b + 2ab)w.J;
w? w? 1 9 9
—2(8ab — 4a + 6b — 3)wR; + 7(5 + 6a)Js + 7(5 +4a)Js — 5(5 + 8a + 4a” + 2b + 4ab)Ji

- w;Jg — (5 +4a — 2b)wJ3Jy +2(1 — 3a — 3b+ 6ab + 2b*) R J2 — 2(1 — a — 3b + 2ab + 2b*) Ry J;
+2(3 — 4a + 2a® — 5b + 6ab + 2b%)RoJ3 + 2aRoTy + 2(2b — 1)wRy Jo — 2(3 + 4a)wRy J3 — 2wR Ty
—2(3 —8b+4b*)R? — W1 J; — %(5 +4a)JoJ7 + wdi i — (2 + 3a + 20)J3J7 + wzJa i + wdsJsJy
+2(2b — 1) Ry J3 + (6a + 8b — 5)RoJ3Jo + 4(a + b — 1)RoJ3 + RoT1J2 + RoT1Js — 2wR1 J3.J2

+ (5 —2a — 8b)RyJ3J; +8(1 —b)R3Js + Ry TyJy + %lef — %J%Jf — JaJpJ? — gjgjf + 2Ry J3J3

3RoJ:Js + RoJi — 3Ry J3J, — 2R3 Jz.

Ay = —2(9 — 10a + 6a* — 4a® — 33b + 30ab — 16a>b + 8a®b + 360 — 20ab? + 8a%b? — 126°) Ry
— (9 + 24a + 4a® — 166> + 18b — 4ab — 48a®b — 12b* — 56ab* — 24b>)w.J; — (2a + b)wW>T)
+w?(1 — 2a — 4b + 4ab + 4b*) Ry + 2(15 + 6a — 12a* — 36b — 28ab + 24a?b + 32ab* + 24b*)w R,
2
+ (12 + 7a — 12a* — 2b — 20ab — 14b*)w? J3 + %(25 + 8a — 16a* — 8b — 32ab — 24b%)w? T,

2
+ (2a” 4 8a® — 6b 4 6ab + 24a>b + 10b* + 28ab® 4 12b° — 10 — 13a)J? + %(4a +8b — T)w?J2
+ 2(8a® + 5b 4 8ab + 6b* — 8)wJ3.J1 + (1 — 4a + 8a® — 6b + 8ab — 16a%b + 8b*)Ry.Jo + w? Ry T

1
—2(13a — 8a* + 4a® + 31b — 16ab + 8a®b — 18b* — 14)RyJs + (1 — 4a® — 2b)RoT) — 5CLPTlJ3

2
+2(13a — 4a® + 27b — 42ab + 8a*b — 420 + 32ab* 4 24b> — 6)Ry.J, — ‘%(3 + 2a — 2b)J3

—4w(1 — a — 5b + 2ab + 6b*) Ry Jo + 2w(12a* — 4a + 200 + 12ab — 19) Ry J3 + 4w? (b — 1).J3.Jo
+ 4(3a + 33b — 8ab — 36b* + 4ab® + 126> — 9) R + 2(2a + 2b — D)wR Ty + 2w?(a + 2b — 1) RaJ3

1
+2(20 — 1)w?RaJs + 2(2a + b)wTy Jy + 5(+16a2 + 8b + 32ab + 24b* — 25 — 8a)JyJE — RoT1J3

1
+ (7 — 4a — 8b)wJ3J; + 5(24a2 — 8b+ 72ab + 52b% — 35 — 34a)J3J} + (15 — 4a — 16b)wJ3JaJy
+ (1 — 2a — 4b + 4ab + 4b*) Ry J3 + (3 — 8a? — 8b + 8ab + 8v*)RoJ3.J2 — 2(a + 5b — 6)w 2]y
—2(4 — 2a + 2a* — 3b — 2ab — 20*)RoJ3 + 4(1 — 4b + 4b*) Ry JoJ; — 4(2b — Vw)R1J3 — w?J3Js
+ (37 — 34a + 8a® — 104b + 48ab + 72b*) Ry J3.J1 — 2(2a + 8b — 3)wRy J3Jo — 4(a + 3b — 2)wRy J3

1
— §w2J33 — 4(3 — 8b+ 4b*)R2J5 + 2(21 — 8a — 40b + 8ab + 206*)R3J3 — 2(2b — 1) RIT) + wTy J3Jy

1

(1 —da — 4b)Ry Ty Jy — 2wR Ty Jo + 2w? RoJ3Jo + w?RaJ3 + (—2a — b)T1 J7 + 5(4a +8b —7)J2J}
(4a +12b — 11)J3JoJ? + (5a + 13b — 14) J3J7 + 2wJ2 JoJ1 + wJyJy + 2(2b — 1) Ry J3 — 4wRy J3 3
2(a +6b — 3)RoJ3J3 + 4(a + 3b — 2)RoJ3 Jo + (2a + 4b — 3)RoJs + RoT1J3 + 2RoT1 J3J2 + RoT) J2

+
+
+
+ (8a 4 20b — 23)R1J3J; — 2wR J2 Jo — 16(b — 1)R3J3.Jo +4(a +b— 1)R3J: — 2RIT Js — 2R Th J3.Jy

1 2 2 1 3 72 3 2 12 3 4 2 3
= 5TudsJ} = JsdsaJ} = I3 07 + 2RoJs 3 + 5RoJ3T3 + ARoJ3 Jo + RoJi — ARy IS JaJy — 2Ry T3y
—4R3J2Jy — 2R3 J3.

References

[1] A.V. Turbiner, Comm. Math. Phys. 118, 467 (1988)
[2] M.A. Shifman and A.V. Turbiner, Comm. Math. Phys. 126, 347 (1989)
[3] A.V. Turbiner, J.Phys. A: Math. Gen. 25, L1087 (1992)

15



[4] A. V. Turbiner, Lie Algebras and Linear Operators with Invariant Subspace, in Lie algebras, cohomologies
and new findings in quantum mechanics (N. Kamran and P. J. Olver, eds.), AMS, vol. 160, pp. 263-310, 1994;
Lie-algebras and Quasi-exactly-solvable Differential Equations, in CRC Handbook of Lie Group Analysis of
Differential Equations, Vol.3: New Trends in Theoretical Developments and Computational Methods, Chapter
12, CRC Press (N. Ibragimov, ed.), pp. 331-366, 1995, hep-th/9409068

[5] P. Tempesta, A. V. Turbiner and P. Winternitz, J. Math.Phys. 42, 4248 (2001)

[6] C. Daskaloyannis and Y. Tanoudis, Phys. Atomic Nucl. 73, 214 (2010)

[7] W. Miller Jr, S. Post and P. Winternitz, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 46, 423001 (2013)

[8] W. Miller Jr., J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 512, 012012 (2014)

[9] F. M. Hoque, I. Marquette, and Y.-Z. Zhang, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 48, 445207 (2015)

[10] Y. Liao, I. Marquette and Y.-Z. Zhang, J. Phys. A : Math. Theor. 51, 255201 (2018)

[11] Z. Chen, I.Marquette and Y.Z Zhang, Annals Phys. 411, 167970 (2019)

[12] F. Tremblay, A. V. Turbiner and P. Winternitz, J. Phys. A: Math. THeor. 42, 242001 (2009)

[13] J. Dixmier 1974 Algebres enveloppantes (Paris: Hermann)

[14] J. Frig, V. Mandrosov, Ya. A. Smorodinsky, M. Uhlir and P. Winternitz, Phys. Lett. 16, 354 (1965)
[15] A. Turbiner, Hidden Algebra of Three-Body Integrable Systems, Mod.Phys.Lett. A13, 1473-1483 (1998)

[16] Yu F Smirnov and A.V. Turbiner, gl,+1 algebra of Matrix Differential Operators and Matrix Quasi-exactly-
solvable Problems, arxiv 1306.1377

[17] T Marquette, Superintegrability with third order integrals of motion, cubic algebras, and supersymmetric
quantum mechanics. I. Rational function potentials, J. Math. Phys 50, 012101 (2009)

[18] R.O. Popovych, V.M. Boyko, M.O. Nesterenko and M.W. Lutfullin, Realizations of Real Low-Dimensional
Lie Algebras, J.Phys.A36:7337-7360 (2003)

16



	1 Introduction
	1.1 Finite-dimensional quadratic and hidden symmetry algebras

	2 Polynomial algebras related to the Smorodinsky–Winternitz system
	2.1 Formally equivalent Hamiltonian
	2.2 The case  k=2

	3  Other Calogero cases 
	4 Higher-order polynomial algebras deduced from gl(3)
	4.1 Case I
	4.2 Case II
	4.3 Formally equivalent Hamiltonian

	5 Generalized algebraic Hamiltonians
	5.1 A generic system with fixed cubic integral

	6 Conclusion
	7 Appendix A
	7.1 k=1
	7.2 Commuting polynomials for k=2


