arXiv:2309.12622v2 [math-ph] 7 Feb 2024

Superintegrability and Deformed Oscillator Realizations of Quantum TTW Hamiltonians on Constant-Curvature Manifolds and with Reflections in a Plane

Ian Marquette^1 and Anthony Parr^2

1 Department of Mathematical and Physical Sciences, La Trobe University Bendigo 3552, Victoria Australia 2 School of Mathematics and Physics, The University of Queensland Brisbane, QLD 4072, Australia

Abstract

We extend the method for constructing symmetry operators of higher order for twodimensional quantum Hamiltonians by Kalnins, Kress and Miller (2010). This expansion method expresses the integral in a finite power series in terms of lower degree integrals so as to exhibit it as a first-order differential operators. One advantage of this approach is that it does not require the a priori knowledge of the explicit eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian nor the action of their raising and lowering operators as in their recurrence approach (2011). We obtain insight into the two-dimensional Hamiltonians of radial oscillator type with general second-order differential operators for the angular variable. We then re-examine the Hamiltonian of Tremblay, Turbiner and Winternitz (2009) as well as a deformation discovered by Post, Vinet and Zhedanov (2011) which possesses reflection operators. We will extend the analysis to spaces of constant curvature. We present explicit formulas for the integrals and the symmetry algebra, the Casimir invariant and oscillator realizations with finite-dimensional irreps which fill a gap in the literature.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Fd, 03.65.Ge email: i.marquette@latrobe.edu.au, anthony.parr@uq.net.au

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Models, Eigenfunctions and Spectra 4

3 General Form of the Symmetry 6

4 Ladder Operators 8 4.1 PVZ Angular Operators . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 4.2 TTW Angular Operators . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 4.3 Radial Operators . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

5 Symmetry Algebra 19 5.1 PVZ q even . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 5.2 PVZ q odd . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 5.3 TTW on constant-curvature space . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 5.4 Spectrum . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23

6 Conclusion 24

1 Introduction

Let H be a quantum Hamiltonian on an N-dimensional Riemannian manifold:

H = −^1_2 Δ + V (x)

where Δ is the Laplace-Beltrami operator. An integral (of H) is a differential operator with meromorphic coefficients which commutes with H. A family of integrals I_1, I_2, . . . is independent if there is a Jordan polynomial identity P (I_1, I_2, . . .) = 0 that resolves into a sum ∑ i Q_i(I_i) + ∑ i<j Q_{ij} (I_i, I_j ) + · · · of symmetric polynomials. The Hamiltonian is a superintegrable system if there are more than N independent integrals (including the Hamiltonian) in which N of them pairwise commute. The system is of order d if the maximal order of the integrals, as differential operators, is d. In classical mechanics, the number of independent integrals is at most 2N − 1. This is typically the case for quantum systems also, and a model which reaches this limit in number of integrals is said to be maximally superintegrable. This family of independent integrals forms a generating set for a subspace of all the integrals of the Hamiltonian, called the symmetry algebra. The symmetry algebra contains elements of arbitrarily large order but is finitely generated. These algebras have steadily acquired their own status among the different algebraic structures of interest for application in mathematical physics or other areas, such as finite and infinite-dimensional Lie algebras and super Lie algebras. Repeated commutators of the generating integrals may produce additional integrals which are not independent. Thus, the symmetry algebra is a polynomial Lie algebra under the commutator operation [·, ·] with additional relations. These polynomials are of Jordan-type and cross-multiplication can be concisely expressed with the anticommutator {·, ·}.

The exceptional properties of superintegrable systems have excited considerable interest in recent years, particularly their connection with separability and the algebraic approach to solving the Schrödinger equation. The classification of second-order superintegrable systems on conformally flat two-dimensional space is well-understood [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7], and current attention is directed towards finding and solving models in higher dimensions [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15] and order [16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26].

Some systems of third-, fourth- and fifth-order have been studied [16, 18, 20, 22]. Searching for potentials such that resulting Hamiltonian is superintegrable involves non-linear compatibility equations, so that higher order systems are difficult to study. Indeed, solutions for these modest orders yield potentials of Painlevé, Chazy class and even beyond.

Several construction procedures have been developed for finding higher order integrals for a potential specified up to a few rational or integral parameters [19, 20, 21, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33]. Beyond a direct expansion in powers of the momenta [19, 20, 21], we have for separable systems that the symmetry algebra corresponds to the dynamic algebra of a simpler Hamiltonian, usually taking the form of generalized Heisenberg algebras [30, 31] but obtaining explicit forms is a non-trivial problem. In the quantum case, these algebras are built up from ladder operators and the recurrence relations [32] of orthogonal polynomials and special functions from the Askey-Wilson scheme.

The expansion of integrals as a finite power series of the Hamiltonian and other known integrals so as to represent the whole as a differential operator of reduced order has proved effective [27, 28, 29]. This technique, which we shall designate the expansion method, has been applied to the resolution of third-order integrals on Riemannian manifolds and to obtain various exotic potentials which depend upon Painlevé transcendents. The expansion method is powerful in that no knowledge of the eigenfunctions are required. Its application to the resolution of higher order integrals [27] was met with difficulties in producing explicit results, because the equations involved were of fourth degree.

It is our purpose here to apply the expansion and ladder operator methods to the construction of the symmetry algebra of certain separable Hamiltonians. We shall, throughout, work over a two-dimensional space of constant curvature κ. Positive curvature corresponds to elliptical space, negative curvature to hyperbolic space and no curvature to flat Euclidean space. The Hamiltonian families of interest here are of radial harmonic oscillator type

(1.1) H = 1 2 [ − ∂^2_r − c s ∂_r +

M^2 s^2 + ( ω^2 −^1_4 κ^2 ) s^2 c^2 ]

where: ω > 0; M^2 is a second-order differential operator which depends on the angular variable θ and a rational parameter k ∈ Q_{>0} ;

s = ∞∑ i=0 (−1)^iκ^ir^{2i+1}

(2i + 1)! = sin( √ κr) √ κ , κ > 0, r, κ = 0, sinh( √ −κr) √ −κ , κ < 0, and

c = ∞∑ i=0 (−1)^iκ^ir^{2i}

(2i)! = cos( √ κr), κ > 0, 1, κ = 0, cosh( √ −κr), κ < 0, are the trigonometric, flat or hyperbolic sine and cosine.The expansion method, as applied to this Hamiltonian, consists in writing

∂^n_r = ∑ ℓ,m [F_{0ℓmn}(s, c) + F_{1ℓmn}(s, c)∂_r](M^2)^ℓH^m. We may thus consolidate any differential operator in the variables r, θ into the form (1.2) I = I_0(r, θ, ∂_θ, H) + I_1(r, θ, ∂_θ, ρ(H))∂_r where I_0 and I_1 are meromorphic in the first two arguments and polynomial in the last two, arranged so that the H-terms are ordered to the right of the variables and operators. Here, ρ denotes multiplication from the right, i.e. ρ(H)∂_r = ∂_rH. This can be extended to a large class of superintegrable systems.

The paper is organized in the following way. The main results is that we determine the full symmetry algebra which is not normally achieved through a straightforward application of the ladder operator method (see, e.g., Theorem 4.9). In §2, we introduce the two classes of models which we are of focus for this paper, the TTW and PVZ models, and discuss the different forms that their symmetries will take. The approach we shall take in finding their integrals I is to expand as a power series in s. In §3, we find that an infinite expansion corresponds to an infinite-order differential operator. The finite expansion enforces upon the operator the constraints that it is a linear expansion of formal operators L_i satisfying

(1.3) [M^2, L_i] = 4piL_i(pi + M)

where k = p/q in reduced form. The ladder operators L_i decompose into a product of an angular operator J and radial operator K, which we determine by similar expansion techniques in §4. In §5, the generators of the symmetry algebra are presented, their commutation and closure relations are given and finite-dimensional irreducible representations are derived. The latter will give us the spectrum of the Hamiltonian, obtained through purely algebraic means.

2 Models, Eigenfunctions and Spectra

In this section, we discuss the TTW and PVZ models which are of focus for this paper and give their spectral decomposition, which will be used for comparison with the representation theory of their symmetry algebras to be developed in §5. We shall discuss the differences between how their symmetry algebras will be constructed.

The celebrated TTW model [34, 35] has the Posch-Teller operator as angular component:

(2.1) M^2_{TTW} = −∂^2_θ + k^2 4 [ 4α^2 − 1 sin^2(kθ) + 4β^2 − 1 cos^2(kθ) ] , where α, β > −1. The Hamiltonian (1.1) is separable in polar coordinates. Therefore the eigenfunctions can be determined analytically by simultaneously diagonalizing H and M^2. The eigenfunctions of (2.1) are

Θ_ℓ(θ) = [sin(kθ)]^{α+ 12} [cos(kθ)]^{β+ 12} P^{α,β}_ℓ (cos(2kθ)), ℓ = 0, 1, 2, . . .

where P is a Jacobi polynomial. The corresponding eigenvalues are k^2(2ℓ + α + β + 1)^2.

This model has attracted intensive interest [36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44] as a higherorder superintegrable system distinct from the anisotropic oscillator. The TTW model includes, for k = 1, 2, 3, the Smorodinsky-Winternitz model [45], the BC_2 system of Type V in the classification of Olshanetsky and Perelomov [46], and the three-body model introduced by Wolfes [47] respectively. The TTW systems in their full generality were introduced in 2009 by Tremblay, Turbiner and Winternitz where they verified the model was superintegrable for k = 4 and conjectured superintegrability for all rational k. Kalnins, Kress and Miller Jr. [32] and Quesne [37] proposed various approaches to demonstrating superintegrability. Studies of this model have generated new problem-solving techniques [27, 32] which have been applied to other models that are structurally very similar to the TTW model [48]. The ladder operator method of Kalnins et al. involved decomposing the integral into formal components L_{±1} of the form^1_2 I_I ±^1_2 I_{II}M, I_I, I_{II} being differential operators. Then I_I = L_1 + I_{−1}, I_{II} = (L_1 − L_{−1})/M are integrals of H. Even for k = 1, this does not yield the lowest degree operators. Indeed, there is a differential operator I_{III} and a polynomial P such that

(2.2) I_I − pI_{II} = I_{III}(M^2 − p^2) + P (H).

The existence of the integral I_{III} was inferred by Kalnins et al. from algebraic considerations and computed an expression for P (H). That M^2, H, I_{III}, H generate by multiplication the full symmetry algebra for all k is not evident from their analysis. That this is the case we demonstrate in §5.3. Moreover, we derive equation (2.2) from the explicit differential operator form. We also provide an algebraic derivation of the spectrum and a generalization of the results for curved spaces. The classical analogue [35] is well-understood and indeed has been shown to be superintegrable on curved space [42, 49].

We shall also consider a model discovered by Post, Vinet and Zhedanov [50] (PVZ) which has angular momentum component

(2.3) M^2_{PVZ} = −∂^2_θ + k^2 [ α^2 − 2α cos(2kθ)R

sin^2(2kθ) + β^2 − 2β sin 2(kθ) cos^2(2kθ) ] , where α, β > −1. Here, R is a reflection operator on functions of θ, i.e. (Rf)(θ) = f(−θ). The PVZ model is similar to the TTW model but exhibits its own peculiar properties. In particular, M^2 is a perfect square:

(2.4) M_{PVZ} = [ ∂_θ − kβ cos(2kθ) ] R − kα sin(2kθ) . The eigenfunctions of (2.3) are

Θ_ℓ(θ) = [sin(2kθ)]^{α2} [cos(2kθ)]^{β2} [1 + sin(2kθ)]^{12} P_ℓ(sin(2kθ); α, β| − 1), ℓ = 0, 1, 2, . . .

where P is a Little Jacobi polynomial [51]. The eigenvalues of (2.4) are alternating in sign and are given by (−1)^{ℓ+1}k(2ℓ + α + β + 1).

A symmetry algebra had been obtained for this system utilizing the ladder operator method. The ladder operators satisfy generalized Heisenberg algebra relations:

ML_1 = (−1)^q L_1(M + 2p), ML_{−1} = (−1)^q L_1(M − 2p), [L_1, L_{−1}] = P (M, H)

for some polynomial P . The algebra stated by Post et al. was generated by M, H, L_1, L_{−1} for q even and M, H, L_2, L_{−2} for q odd. However, for q odd, we have the property that

L_1 = Ĩ_I(M + p) + ξ_+, L_{−1} = Ĩ_{II}(M − p) + ξ_−

where Ĩ_I, Ĩ_{II} are differential-difference operators and ξ_± are constants. Then the full symmetry algebra is given by M, H, Ĩ_I, Ĩ_{II}, which we show in detail in §5.2. The model for even q does not possess this property, and forms only a simple polynomial algebra satisfying the generalized Heisenberg relations.

The reduction properties associated with the TTW model and the PVZ model for q even, do not appear to necessarily be specific to these models alone but a consequence of the commutation identities associated with the ladder operators, which are common to a variety of systems.

The eigenfunctions for both systems can be expressed as Ψ_{m,ℓ}(r, θ) = S_{m,ℓ}(r)Θ_ℓ(θ) where the radial part is found to be S_{m,ℓ}(r) = { s^{k(2ℓ+α+β+1)}c^{12 + ω|κ|} P^{k(2ℓ+α+β+1), ω|κ|} m (c^2 − κs^2), κ ≠ 0 r^{k(2ℓ+α+β+1)}L^{k(2ℓ+α+β+1)} m (ωr^2), κ = 0 m = 0, 1, 2, . . . and L is a Laguerre polynomial. The spectrum is

(2.5) E_{m,ℓ} = ωϵ_{m,ℓ} +^1_2 κϵ^2_{m,ℓ}, ϵ_{m,ℓ} = 2m + 1 + k(2ℓ + α + β + 1).

The spectrum of H therefore splits into finite degeneracy levels {E_{m,ℓ}}_{qm+pℓ=n}. That is, the eigenvalues are invariant under the transformation (m, ℓ) → (m ± p, ℓ ∓ q) which is the implicit evidence for integral operators being built up out of ladder operators, that raise or lower the quantum numbers of the eigenfunctions.

3 General Form of the Symmetry

In this section, we demonstrate from the expansion method that every integral of the TTW and PVZ systems must be a linear combination of a product of ladder operators J^uK^{ku} where J^u = J^u(θ, ∂_θ, R, M) and K^{ku} = K^{ku}(r, ∂_r, M, H) which satisfy the commutation relations:

[M^2, J^u] = 4kuJ^u(ku + M), [K^u, H] = 2u(u + M) s^2 K^u. (3.1)

In the case of the TTW model, each equation is really two, with M being a formal operator.

For an operator I consolidated in the manner of (1.2), we write I_{,r}, I_{,θ}, . . . as its partial derivatives with respect to just the variables r, θ ignoring any of the operator terms. Then [I, H] = 0 generates the following system:

[M^2, I_0]

s^2 = I_{0,r,r} + c s I_{0,r} + 2 s^2 ρ_M 2 I_{1,r} − 4I_{1,r}H (3.2a) + 2s c^3 ( ω^2 −^1_4 κ^2 ) (scI_{1,r} + I_1) − 2c s^3

I_1M^2,

[M^2, I_1]

s^2 = I_{1,r,r} − c s I_{1,r} + 1 s^2

I_1 + 2I_{0,r},

(3.2b)

For κ = 0, taking a power series expansion in r to solve the system (3.2a)–(3.2b) naturally suggests itself. For general κ, we find that the appropriate Ansatz is:

I_0 = ∑ i s^{−i}I_{0,i}(θ, ∂_θ, R, H), I_1 = ∑ i cs^{−i+1}I_{1,i}(θ, ∂_θ, R, H). We obtain the recurrence equations:

0 = κ(i + 1)(i + 2)I_{0,i+2} − [i^2 − M^2 + ρ(M^2)]I_{0,i}

(3.3a) + 2(i + 2) ( ω^2 −^1_4 κ^2 + 2κH ) I_{1,i+4} − 2(i + 1)[2H + κρ(M^2)]I_{1,i+2} + 2iI_{1,i}M^2, 0 = κi(i + 1)I_{1,i+2} − [i^2 − M^2 + ρ(M^2)]I_{1,i} + 2iI_{0,i}.

(3.3b)

Combining (3.3a) with (3.3b) in order to eliminate the (I_{0,i})-sequence, we get 0 = i(i + 2)[4ω^2 + 8κH − κ^2(i + 2)^2]I_{1,i+4}

(3.4) + 2i(i + 1){κ[(i + 1)^2 + 1 − M^2 − ρ(M^2)] − 4H}I_{1,i+2} + {4i^2ρ(M^2) − [i^2 − M^2 + ρ(M^2)]^2}I_{1,i} It is not possible for this sequence to admit infinitely many non-zero values without I having infinite degree in H, M^2. Therefore, we must truncate the series.

If I_{1,m} ≠ 0 but I_{1,i} = 0 for i < m, then equation (3.4) says [4ω^2 + 8κH − κ^2(m − 2)^2](m − 2)(m − 4)I_{1,m} = 0, so m is 2 or 4. Furthermore, I_{0,i} = I_{1,i} = 0 for odd i.

In order to cut off the upper bound on the coefficients, we require that for some sufficiently large integer μ {[μ^2 − M^2 + ρ(M^2)]^2 − 4μ^2ρ(M^2)}I_{1,μ} = 0.

Equation (3.4) gives 1 2 μ∏ i=^1_2 j

{[4i^2 − M^2 + ρ(M^2)]^2 − 16i^2ρ(M^2)]I_{1,j} = 0

and, from (3.3b), we have 1 2 μ∏ i=1 {[4i^2 − M^2 + ρ(M^2)]^2 − 16i^2ρ(M^2)}[M^2, I] = 0

with μ even. From here we wish to show I is a linear combination of operators L_i satisfying (1.3) where i is any integer with magnitude less than or equal to^1_2 μ. Let Q_i2 satisfy

(3.5) [M^2, [M^2, Q_i2 ]] − 8i^2{M^2, Q_i2 } + 16i^4Q_i2 = 0. for a non-zero integer i. Then

L_i := 1 4i [M^2, Q_i2 ] − iQ_i2 + Q_i2 M

satisfies (1.3). Conversely, any L_i satisfying this commutation relation also satisfies (3.5) in place of Q_i2 . Now, if [M^2, [M^2, L]] − 8i^2{M^2, L} + 16i^2L = L_j where i ≠ j, then L resolves into homogeneous solutions L_{±i} plus the particular solution L_j [16(i^2 − j^2)(i^2 − j^2 − 2jM − M^2)]^{−1}.

This achieves the desired decomposition. It is evident that the {L_i}_i are linearly independent as operators with coefficients formally rational in M, H. It follows that each L_i must commute with H also. Furthermore, there is a finite basis of operators L_i satisfying (1.3) and we may choose a basis J^{i/p}(θ, ∂_θ, R, M) consisting of operators with no dependence upon r, ∂_r. Then

L_i = J^{i/p}K^i where K^i = K^i(r, ∂_r , M, H). These must satisfy (3.1). The basis J^{i/p} can be further decomposed into operators satisfying either one of the equations

(3.6) [M, J^u] = 2kuJ^u or {M, J^u} = −2kuJ^u.

However, for the TTW model, this is merely an ambiguity on the sign of M acting on the eigenfunctions of M. We take its action to always be of the same sign, i.e., we formally set MJ^u = J^u(M + 2ku). The operators J, K modify respectively the quantum numbers ℓ, m of the eigenfunctions of H.

4 Ladder Operators

In the previous section we established that the integral must be built up from linear combinations of ladder operators. We shall in this section derive the ladder operators for the values of the exponents in which they exist. This is the integers. We consider the angular ladder operators J for the PVZ and TTW model and finally, the radial ladder operator K which is the same for both. The result of this section is that the form of the integral must be I = ∑ i J^{iq} K^{ip}χ_i(M, H) where we permit χ_i to be rational functions insofar as I is a differential or differential-difference operator. Having calculated the ladder operators, we determine what forms of coefficients are acceptable, that being when their fractional residue in M, H (treated as formal operators) on the whole vanishes. The TTW model has the additional constraint that I must be even in M.

We use the expansion method to simplify the angular partial derivatives. For the TTW model, we write

∂^m_θ = ∑ ℓ [F_{2ℓm}(sin(kθ), cos(kθ)) + F_{3ℓm}(sin(kθ), cos(kθ))∂_θ](M^2_{TTW})^ℓ

in order to realize J^u as a first-order operator in the form

(4.1) J^u(θ, ∂_θ, M) = J^u_0 (θ)(M) + J^u_1 (θ)(ρ_M )∂_θ.

For the PVZ model, we do the same by writing

∂^m_θ = ∑ ℓ [F_{4ℓm}(sin(2kθ), cos(2kθ)) + F_{5ℓm}(sin(2kθ), cos(2kθ))R]M^ℓ_{PVZ}

Hence, J^u can be written as

(4.2) J^u(θ, ∂_θ, R) = J^u_0 (θ)(M) + J^u_1 (θ)(ρ_M )R.

We can employ an analogous reduction for K^u: K^u(r, ∂_r, M) = K^u_0 (r, M, H) + K^u_1 (r, M, H)∂_r. In [32], the reducibility of the integrals was induced from simple cases (i.e. k = 1), but there was no way to verify that the results obtained were in fact of minimal degree. This is then an important problem: to develop systematically a means to obtain the lowest-order integrals. Here we will develop the method for the TTW and PVZ models on constant-curvature space based on the explicit results of §§4.1–3.

For polynomials in M, H, we consider their divisibility where M, H are taken to be formal operators. The greatest common divisors of a family of polynomials P = {p_i(M, H)}_i are the polynomials Q which divide P such that all the divisors of P are divisors of Q. For a given representative q ∈ Q, we shall write gcd P ∝ q. The units are the non-zero real numbers. A formal differential operator of the form ∑ i ∑ 0≤a,b≤1 fabi(r, θ)∂ a r ∂^b_θg_{abi}(M, H) where g_{abi} are polynomials has a gcd given by gcd{g_{abi}}. For the PVZ model, we substitute R for ∂_θ.

4.1 PVZ Angular Operators

We determine the coefficients in (4.2) by finding solutions to (3.6) which are polynomials in M. The resultant system is

J^u_0^′(−θ) = kα sin(2kθ)

[J^u_1 (−θ) − J^u_1 (θ)]

(4.3a) − J^u_1 (−θ)M − vJ^u_1 (θ)(M + 2ku);

J^u_1^′(−θ) = kα sin(2kθ)

[J^u_0 (−θ) − J^u_0 (θ)] − 2kβ cos(2kθ)

J^u_1 (−θ)

(4.3b) + J^u_0 (−θ)M − vJ^u_0 (θ)(M + 2ku), where v = ±1 is to be determined. To solve this differential-difference system, we develop the coefficients into a sinusoidal power series with a cosine gauge on J^u_1 :

J^u_0 (θ)(M) = U∑ i=V [sin(2kθ)]^iJ^u_{0,i}(M), J^u_1 (θ)(M) = cos(2kθ) ~U∑ i= ~V [sin(2kθ)]^iJ^u_{1,i}(M).

Substituting these series into (4.3a)–(4.3b), we get the recurrence relations

0 = {[(−1)^i − v]M/k − 2uv}J^u_{0,i} − [(−1)^i + 1]αJ^u_{0,i+1} − 2(−1)^i(i + 1)J^u_{1,i+1}

(4.4a) − 2(−1)^iβJ^u_{1,i} + 2(−1)^iiJ^u_{1,i−1};

0 = 2(−1)^i(i + 1)J^u_{0,i+1} + {[(−1)^i + v]M/k + 2uv}J^u_{1,i} + [(−1)^i + 1]αJ^u_{1,i+1}.

(4.4b) For finite-order in M, the system (4.4a)–(4.4b) requires J^u_{0,i} = J^u_{1,i} = 0 for all but finite i. The appropriate limits are U = |u|, ~U = |u| − 1, V = ~V = 0. In particular, 0 = {[(−1)^u − v]M/k − 2uv}J^u_{0,|u|} + 2(−1)^u|u|J^u_{1,|u|−1}, 0 = 2(−1)^u|u|J^u_{0,|u|} + {[(−1)^u − v]M/k − 2uv}J^u_{1,|u|−1}, which, for [J^u_{0,|u|}(M)]^2 + [J^u_{1,|u|−1}(M)]^2 ≠ 0, implies {[(−1)^u − v]M/k − 2uv}^2 = 4u^2 so v = (−1)^u. Thus, {M, J^u} = −2kuJ^u when u is odd and [M, J^u] = 2kuJ^u when u is even. Up to proportionality the solution is unique, so we designate our principle solutions to be: J^{±1} = [sin(2kθ) ± cos(2kθ)R](M ± k) + k(α ± β)

(4.5) and define the rest by J^{±2j} = (J^{∓1}J^{±1})^j and J^{±2j±1} = J^{±1}J^{±2j} = J^{∓2j} J^{±1}. In particular,

J^{±2} = [cos(4kθ) ∓ sin(4kθ)R](M ± k)(M ± 3k)

(4.6) ∓ k sin(2kθ)[kα + β(M ± 2k)] ± k cos(2kθ)R[kβ + α(M ± 2k)] + k^2(α − β)(α + β);

Note that in (4.5) but not in (4.6), all the coefficients except the constant term are divisible by a linear factor in M. This, in fact, occurs for every odd u. Lemma 4.1. For all odd integers u, J^u(θ)(−ku) = J^u_{0,0}(−ku).

Proof. This is clearly true for |u| = 1 and we assume the lemma holds for |u| = 2j − 1, where j is a positive integer. Using J^{±2j±1} = J^{±1}J^{∓2j±1}J^{±1}, we have

J^{±2j±1}(θ)(∓(2j + 1)k) = J^{∓2j±1}_{0,0} (±(2j − 1)k)Φ^{±1}(∓(2j + 1)k)

(4.7)

which is a constant.

The combinations (J^u)^2 and J^{−u}J^u for u odd and even respectively, commute with M. We designate them both by Φ^u(M), and is appropriately called the structure function. By induction, we compute:

Φ^{±j} (M) = ⌈j/2⌉−1 ∏ i=0 [k^2(α ± β)^2 − (M ± k ± 4ki)^2] ⌊j/2⌋−1 ∏ i=0 [k^2(α ∓ β)^2 − (M ± 3k ± 4ki)^2].

For u even, we have Φ^{−u}(M) = Φ^u(M − 2ku) and Φ^u(M) = Φ^j (−M − 2ku) for u odd. With knowledge of the structure function, we may now use equation (4.7) to compute J^{±(2j+1)}

0,0 (∓k(2j + 1)). The result of the computation, consolidated into a single formula, is: J^u_{0,0}(−ku) = k^{|u|} [ α + (−1)^{u−12} β ]^{|u|−1}2∏ i=1 {[ α + (−1)^{u−12 −i}β ]_2 − 4i^2 }

where u is any odd integer. By the lemma, it follows that

[J^u − J^u_{0,0}(−ku)](M + ku)^{−1}

is polynomial in M. We now need to prove that there are no redundant factors in J^u generally. First, we compute some explicit terms in J^u so as to illustrate the phenomenon which we shall exploit. For a concise expression, we use

exp(θR) = cos(θ) + sin(θ)R.

Then for j > 1: J^{±2j∓1} = ±Re^{∓2(2j−1)kθR} 2j−1∏

i=1 [M ± (2i − 1)k] (4.8)

+ k(α ± β)e^{±4(j−1)kθR} 2j−1∏

i=2 [M ± (2i − 1)k]

+ k(α ± β)e^{∓4(j−1)kθR} 2(j−1)∏

i=1 [M ± (2i − 1)k]

± k^2(α ± β)^2Re^{±2(2j−3)kθR} 2(j−1)∏

i=2 [M ± (2i − 1)k]

± 2(j − 1)k^2(α^2 − β^2)Re^{∓2(2j−3)kθR} 2(j−1)∏

i=2 [M ± (2i − 1)k] + · · ·

J^{±2j} = e^{∓4jkθR} 2j∏ i=1 [M ± (2i − 1)k] (4.9)

± k(α ± β)Re^{±2(2j−1)kθR} 2j∏ i=2 [M ± (2i − 1)k]

± k(α ∓ β)Re^{∓2(2j−1)kθR} 2j−1∏

i=1 [M ± (2i − 1)k]

+ k^2(α^2 − β^2)e^{±4(j−1)kθR} 2j−1∏

i=2 [M ± (2i − 1)k]

+ k^2(2j − 1)(α^2 − β^2)e^{∓4(j−1)kθR} 2j−1∏

i=2 [M ± (2i − 1)k] + · · · where the ellipses indicates trigonometric functions with lower frequency. We observe in the above that the first few terms in (4.8) and (4.9) consist of products of M + (2i − 1)k where the number of factors is decreasing along with the frequency of the e^{kℓθR} terms which they multiply. In particular, the common divisor of the second and third terms is the same as that of the fourth and fifth terms. This is why J^u for u even cannot be reduced after removing the constant term, but J^u for u odd can be.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose α + β, α − β are not even integers. Then for all odd integer u, gcd{J^u_{0,i}, J^u_{1,i}}_{i≥0} ∝ 1 and for all non-zero even integer u, gcd{J^u_{0,i+1}, J^u_{1,i}}_{i≥0} ∝ 1

Proof. From (4.8) and (4.9), gcd{J^u_{0,|u|}(M), J^u_{0,|u|−1}(M)} ∝ |u|∏ i=1 [M + sgn(u)(2i − 1)k]

so we need to show that there are non-zero terms in J^u when M is evaluated at each of the roots. By writing J^u = J^{−u+sgn(u)(2j+1)}J^{sgn(u)(2j+1)}, 0 ≤ j < |u|, we have J^u_{0,|u|−2j−1}(− sgn(u)(2j + 1)k) ≠ 0 since J^{sgn(u)(2j+1)}

0,0 (− sgn(u)(2j + 1)) ≠ 0 by the hypothesis. Similarly, by writing J^{u−sgn(u)(2j+1)}J^{2u−sgn(u)(2j+1)}, 0 ≤ j < |u| we get J^u_{0,|u|−2j−1}(−2uk + sgn(u)(2j + 1)k) ≠ 0. The result follows.

Theorem 4.2 will be combined with similar results for the K operators to determine that only the factor M + ku will divide the non-constant terms of J^uK^{ku} for u odd but this is indivisible for u even.

4.2 TTW Angular Operators

Here we will solve equation (3.1) for M^2 given by equation (2.1). Substituting (4.1) into (3.1) produces the system

0 = J^u_0^{′′} + u(u + ρ_M )J^u_0 − 2J^u_1^′M^2 + k^2(4α^2 − 1) 2 sin^2(kθ)

[J^u_1^′ − k cot(kθ)J^u_1 ] + k^2(4β^2 − 1) 2 cos^2(kθ)

[J^u_1^′ + k tan(kθ)J^u_1 ], 0 = J^u_1^{′′} + u(u + ρ_M )J^u_1 + 2J^u_0^′.

We develop the coefficients as a cosinusoidal power series

J^u_0 (θ)(M) = U∑ i=V [cos(2kθ)]^iJ^u_{0,i}(M), J^u_1 = sin(2kθ) ~U∑ i= ~V [cos(2kθ)]^iJ^u_{1,i}(M)

to obtain the recurrence relations:

0 = k(i + 1)(i + 2)J^u_{0,i+2} + [u(ku + M) − ki^2]J^u_{0,i}e

(4.10a) + (i + 1)[M^2 − k^2(2α^2 + 2β^2 − 1)]J^u_{1,i+1} + k^2(β^2 − α^2)(2i + 1)J^u_{1,i} − M^2iJ^u_{1,i−1} 0 = k(i + 1)(i + 2)J^u_{1,i+2} + [u(ku + M) − k(i + 1)^2]J^u_{1,i}

(4.10b) − (i + 1)J^u_{0,i+1}.

Again, we require U, ~U, V, ~V to be finite. The necessary limits are U = |u|, ~U = |u| − 1, V = ~V = 0. We take as our principles J^{±1} = sin(2kθ)∂_θ(k ± M) ± cos(2kθ)M(k ± M) + k^2(α^2 − β^2) and set J^{±j} = (J^{±1})^j . From J^{−1} = J[1; −M] we get J^{−u} = J[u; −M]. In particular, we obtain a differential operator with no formal part if we consider symmetric combinations: (4.11) J^uf(M) + J^{−u}f(−M) where f is polynomial. We will need to determine, as with the PVZ model, to what extent f may be rational. Indeed, setting f(M) = M^{−1} in (4.11) leaves no residue.

For j > 1, we have:

J^j = [sin(2jkθ)∂_θ + cos(2jkθ)M] 2j−1∏

i=1 (M + ki) (4.12)

+ 2k^2(α^2 − β^2)[(j − 1) sin[2(j − 1)kθ]∂_θ

+ cos[2(j − 1)kθ](jM + 2jk − k)] 2j−2∏

i=2 (M + ki) + · · · where the ellipses denote trigonometric terms of lower frequency. The structure function Φ^u(M) is defined as J^{−u}J^u. For positive values, we determine:

Φ^j (M) = j−1∏ i=0 [(M + 2ki + k)^2 − k^2(α + β)^2][(M + 2ki + k)^2 − k^2(α − β)^2].

Observe Φ^{−j} (M) = Φ^j (−M) = Φ^j (M − 2jk).

The divisibility property which held for odd integers in §4.1 this time holds for all integers. Lemma 4.3. For all non-zero integer u, J^u(θ)(−ku) = J^u_{0,0}(−ku).

Proof. We know that J^u_{0,|u|}(−ku) = J^u_{1,|u|−1}(−ku) = 0. Now, suppose that J^u_{0,j} (−ku) = J^u_{1,j−1}(−ku) = 0 for all j > i where 0 < i < |u|. Equations (4.10b) and (4.10a) simplify to 0 = −ki^2J^u_{0,i}(−ku) − k^2u^2iJ^u_{0,i−1}(−ku); 0 = −ki^2J^u_{1,i−1}(−ku) − iJ^u_{0,i}(−ku).

This system is non-singular so J^u_{0,i}(−ku) = J^u_{1,i−1}(−ku) = 0 and therefore the result holds by induction.

Consequently, [J^{±u} − J^{±u}_{0,0} (−ku)](M ± ku)^{−1} is of the form ±D_0 + D_1M where D_0, D_1 are differential operators. We wish to find an explicit formula for J^u_{0,0}(−ku). To this end, we express the structure function in terms of the coefficients: Φ^j (M) = J^j_{0,0}(−M − 2jk)J^j_{0,0}(M) − 2kJ^j_{1,0}(−M − 2jk)J^j_{0,1}(M) + [k^2(2α^2 + 2β^2 − 1) − M^2]J^j_{1,0}(−M − 2jk)J^j_{1,0}(M).

By Lemma 4.3 (4.13) Φ^j (−jk) = [J^j_{0,0}(−jk)]^2 This gives J^j_{0,0}(−jk) up to a sign. By J^j = J^1J^{j−1}, we have:

J^j_{0,0}(M) = J^1_{0,0}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{0,0} (M) − 2kJ^1_{1,0}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{0,1} (M) + [k^2(2α^2 + 2β^2 − 1) − M^2]J^1_{1,0}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{1,0} (M), J^j_{0,1}(M) = J^1_{0,1}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{0,0} (M) + J^1_{0,0}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{0,1} (M) + 2k^2(α^2 − β^2)J^1_{1,0}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{1,0} (M) + [k^2(2α^2 + 2β^2 − 1) − M^2]J^1_{1,0}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{1,1} (M), J^j_{1,0}(M) = J^1_{1,0}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{0,0} (M) + J^1_{0,0}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{1,0} (M) − 2kJ^1_{1,0}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{1,1} (M), J^j_{1,1}(M) = J^1_{0,0}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{1,1} (M) + 2kJ^1_{1,0}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{1,0} (M) + J^1_{0,1}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{1,0} (M) + J^1_{1,0}(M + 2k(j − 1))J^{j−1}_{0,1} (M).

This indicates that in powers of α:

J^j_{0,0} = k^{2j} α^{2j} + O(α^{2j−2}); J^j_{0,1} = O(α^{2j−2}); J^j_{1,0} = O(α^{2j−2}); J^j_{1,1} = O(α^{2j−2});

for all j ≥ 1. This enables us to choose the correct square-root in (4.13). At last, we calculate

J^j_{0,0}(−jk) = k^{2j} (α^2 − β^2)^{1−(−1)j2} ⌊j/2⌋−1 ∏ i=0 {[(2i − j + 1)^2 − α^2 − β^2]^2 − 4α^2β^2}.

The result below shows that the coefficients, except in extraordinary cases, have no common factor.

Theorem 4.4. Suppose that α + β, α − β are not integers. Then gcd{J^u_{0,i}, J^u_{1,i}}_{i≥0} ∝ 1. Proof. We shall assume u is positive without loss of generality. From (4.12), we have gcd{J^u_{0,2u}, J^u_{1,2u−1}} ∝ 2u−1∏

i=1 (M + ki). By J^u = J^{u−j} J^j we get J^u_{0,2u−2j} (−jk) ≠ 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ u. Now, J^u(−k(j + u)) = J^{u−j} (k(j − u))J^j (−k(j + u)) so J^u_{0,2j} (−k(j + u)) ≠ 0.

This shows that the coefficients cannot all be equal to zero simultaneously. Corollary 4.5. Let u, v be integers with |u| ≥ |v|. Then the operator [J^u − J^{|u|−|v|} 0,0 (k(|v| − |u|))J^v](M + u + v)^{−1} is polynomial in M.

4.3 Radial Operators

For the determination of the radial operators K^u, we resume the procedure of §3, namely by expanding as a power series in s:

K^u_0 (r, M, H) = |u|∑ i=0 s^{−2i}K^u_{0,i}(M, H), K^u_1 (r, M, H) = |u|−1∑

i=0 cs^{−1−2i}K^u_{1,i}(M, H). Equation (3.1) translates to the system

0 = κ(i +^1_2 )(i + 1)K^u_{0,i+1} − [i^2 − u(u + M)]K^u_{0,i}

(4.14a) + (i + 1)(ω^2 −^1_4 κ^2 + 2κH)K^u_{1,i+1} − (i +^1_2 )(κM^2 + 2H)K^u_{1,i} + iM^2K^u_{1,i−1}, 0 = κi(i +^1_2 )K^u_{1,i} − [i^2 − u(u + M)]K^u_{1,i−1} + iK^u_{0,i}.

(4.14b)

We take as our principles

K^{±1} = (1 ± M)c s ∂_r + H +^1_2 κM(M ± 1) − M(M ± 1) s^2 . Note that K^{−1}(r, ∂_r, −M) = K^1(r, ∂_r, −M). The effect of curvature is manifested in the 1 2 κM(M ± 1) term, but otherwise the form of the operators is the same as that on flat space [27]. Unlike in the computation of the eigenfunctions in §2, there is no need to divide into curved and non-curved space. This will serve only to increase the order of the symmetry algebra, but not its overall structure. Indeed, the calculations to compute the integrals remains the same since the K-operators only depend explicitly on integer powers of κ, c, s, M, H, whereas the Jacobi polynomials degenerate to the Laguerre polynomials only by a limit process. We set K^{±j} (r, ∂_r, M) = K^{±1}(r, ∂_r, M ± 2(j − 1))K^{±(j−1)}(r, ∂_r, M) which gives the identity K^{−u} = K^u(r, ∂_r, −M). Generally, we have

K^j = (−2)^{j−1} s^{2j−1} ( c M ∂_r − 1 s )_{2j−1}∏ i=0 (M + i)

(4.15)

+ (2j − 1) (−2)^{j−2} s^{2j−3} ( c M ∂_r − 1 s ) [H +^1_2 κM(M + 2j − 1)] 2j−2∏

i=1 (M + i)

− (−2)^{j−2} s^{2j−3} ( c M ∂_r + 1 s ) [H +^1_2 κM(M + 1)] 2j−1∏

i=2 (M + i) + O ( 1 s^{2j−4} )

for positive integer j. The operators K^{−u}(r, ∂_r, M + 2u)K^u(r, ∂_r, M) commute with M, H and are thus polynomials in those operators. We designate this operator by the structure function Ψ^u(M, H). We have the formula

Ψ^j (M, H) = j−1∏ i=0 { [H −^1_2 κ(M + 2i + 1)]^2 − ω^2(M + 2i + 1)^2 } .

Observe that Ψ^{−j} (M, H) = Ψ^j (−M, H) = Ψ^j (M − 2j, H). The base terms have the recurrence K^j_{0,0}(M, H) = K^1_{0,0}(M + 2j − 2, H)K^{j−1}_{0,0} (M, H) + (ω^2 −^1_4 κ^2 + 2κH)K^1_{1,0}(M + 2j − 2, H)K^{j−1}_{1,0} (M, H);

K^j_{1,0}(M, H) = K^1_{1,0}(M + 2j − 2, H)K^{j−1}_{0,0} (M, H) + [κK^1_{1,0}(M + 2j − 2, H) + K^1_{0,0}(M + 2j − 2, H)]K^{j−1}_{1,0} (M, H) and a simple closed-form expression is readily obtainable:

K^j_{1,0}(M, H) = 1 2 √ ω^2 + 2κH × {_{j−1} ∏ i=0 [H +^1_2 κ(M + 2i + 1)^2 + √ ω^2 + 2κH(M + 2i + 1)]

− j−1∏ i=0 [H +^1_2 κ(M + 2i + 1)^2 − √ ω^2 + 2κH(M + 2i + 1)] } ; K^j_{0,0}(M, H) = −^1_2 κK^j_{1,0}(M, H) + 1 2 j−1∏ i=0 [H +^1_2 κ(M + 2i + 1)^2 + √ ω^2 + 2κH(M + 2i + 1)]

+ 1 2 j−1∏ i=0 [H +^1_2 κ(M + 2i + 1)^2 − √ ω^2 + 2κH(M + 2i + 1)].

We see that K^j_{1,0}(−j, H) = 0 and the latter becomes

K^j_{0,0}(−j, H) = H^{1−(−1)j2} ⌊j/2⌋−1 ∏ i=0 {[ H −^1_2 κ(2i − j + 1)^2

]_2 − ω^2(2i − j + 1)^2 } . Proposition 4.6. For all non-zero integers u, K^u(−u, H) = K^u_{0,0}(−u, H). Proof. By equation (4.15), K^u_{0,|u|}(−u, H) = K^u_{1,|u|−1}(−u, H) = 0. Now, suppose that for some 0 < i < |u|, K^u_{0,j} (−u, H) = K^u_{1,j−1}(−u, H) = 0 for all j > i. Then (4.14a) and (4.14b) read 0 = iK^u_{0,i}(−u, H) − i^2K^u_{1,i−1}(−u, H); = iu^2K^u_{1,i−1}(−u, H) − i^2K^u_{0,i}(−u, H). This equation is non-singular, so K^u_{0,i}(−u, H) = K^u_{1,i−1}(−u, H) = 0. This proves the result. Lemma 4.7. Let u be a non-zero integer, then L_j := gcd{K^u_{0,i}(M, H), K^u_{1,i−1}(M, H)}_{i≥|u|−j+1} ∝ 2|u|−j∏

i=j [M + sgn(u)i], j = 1, . . . , |u|.

Proof. Proposition 4.6 tells us that M + u divides L_{|u|}. We suppose, without loss of generality, that u is positive and j < u. We write K^u(r, ∂_r , M) = K^{u−i}(r, ∂_r, M + 2i)K^i(r, ∂_r, M) to obtain K^u(r, ∂_r, −j) = K^{u−j} (r, ∂_r, j)K^j_{0,0}(−j, H). It follows that M + j | L_j and M + j ∤ L_{j+1}. Similarly, by writing K^u = K^j (r, ∂_r, M + 2u − 2j)K^{u−j} it is apparent that K^u(r, ∂_r , j − 2u) = K^j_{0,0}(−j, H)K^{u−j} (r, ∂_r, j − 2u) so M + 2u − j | L_j and M + 2u − j ∤ L_{j+1}. We know that M + u | L_u. Thus, 2u−j∏

i=j (M + i)

divides L_j for all j = 1, . . . , |u|. By (4.15), we know that equality holds for j = 1, and so it must hold for all j.

Corollary 4.8. Let u, v be integers with |u| ≥ |v|. Then the operator (K^u − K^{|u|−|v|}_{0,0} (|v| − |u|, H)K^v)(M + u + v)^{−1} is polynomial in M.

We shall use these calculations to begin deriving the linear combinations which are admissible for an integral of H. Since the coefficients of the J-operators have no common factor, it is only necessary to first consider K-operators by themselves and then extend to their products. Theorem 4.9. Let u be a positive integer greater than one and let a, b_±, c_±, · · · , z_± be a series of 2j + 1 rational functions of M, H such that

Q = a + K^ub_+ + K^{−u}b_− + K^{2u}c_+ + K^{−2u}c_− + · · · + K^{ju}z_+ + K^{−ju}z_− is an operator polynomial in M, ∂_r. Then z_± ∏_{2j−1} i=0 (M ± iu) is a polynomial function of M, H.

Proof. By denominator, we refer to the minimal polynomial ζ_± in M such that z_±ζ_± is also polynomial. Up to leading order, we have Q = (−2)^{ju−1} [ ( M^{−1}c s^{2ju−1} ∂_r − 1 s^{2ju} )_{2ju−1}∏ i=0 (M + i)z_+

− ( M^{−1}c s^{2ju−1} ∂_r + 1 s^{2ju} )_{2ju−1}∏ i=0 (M − i)z_− ] + O ( 1 s^{2ju−2} ) so z_+ 2ju−1∏

i=1 (M + i) − z_− 2ju−1∏

i=1 (M − i) and z_+ 2ju−1∏

i=0 (M + i) + z_− 2ju−1∏

i=0 (M − i) must be polynomials in M. The denominators of z_± therefore must divide ∏_{2ju−1} i=0 (M ± i) respectively. If j = 1 then we are done, otherwise, we shall proceed inductively on j > 1. The common factor here between the two denominators is M, so we deduce the existence of polynomial operators Q^′ = a^′ + K^ub^′_+ + K^{−u}b^′_− + · · · + K^{(j−1)u}y^′_+ + K^{−(j−1)u}y^′_− + K^{ju}z^′_+ and Q^{′′} = a^{′′} + K^ub^{′′}_+ + K^{−u}b^{′′}_− + · · · + K^{(j−1)u}y^{′′}_+ + K^{−(j−1)u}y^{′′}_− + K^{−ju}z^{′′}_− such that Q = (Q^′ + Q^{′′})M^{−1}. That the leading order terms of Q^′ may be polynomial in M and ∂_r, the denominator of z^′_+ must divide ∏_{(2j−1)u} i=u (M + i), by Lemma 4.7.

Let Q^{′′′} = Q^′(M + u)[M + (2j − 1)u] and denote by (·)^{′′′} all the coefficients therein. This ensures K^{ju}_{0,2(j−1)u}z^{′′′}_+ and (K^{ju}_{1,2(j−1)u−1}z^{′′′}_+ are polynomials. Then the denominators of y^{′′′}_± must divide ∏_{2(j−1)u−1} i=0 (M ± i). In particular, the denominators of y^{′′′}_− and z^{′′′}_+ share no common factor. We may thus resolve Q^{′′′} into a sum of two polynomial operators Q^{iv} = a^{iv} + K^ub^{iv}_+ + K^{−u}b^{iv}_− + · · · + K^{(j−1)u}y^{iv}_+ + K^{ju}z^{iv}_+ and Q^v = a^v + K^ub^v_+ + K^{−u}b^v_− + · · · + K^{(j−1)u}y^v_+ + K^{−(j−1)u}y^v_−.

Let Q^{vi} be the result of substituting M −2u for M in Q^{iv} and denote by (·)^{vi} all the coefficients therein. Then Q^{vi}K^{−u} = b^{vi}_+Ψ^{−u}(M, H) + K^uc^{vi}_+ Ψ^{−u}(M, H) + K^{−u}a^{vi} + · · · + K^{(j−1)u}z^{vi}_+ Ψ^{−u}(M, H) + K^{−(j−1)u}x^{vi}_− is a polynomial operator. The denominator of z^{vi}_+ Ψ^{−u}(M, H) thus divides 2j−3∏

i=0 (M + iu). There are no common factors between this product and Φ^{−u}(M, H). So the denominator of z^{iv}_+ divides_{2j−1} ∏ i=2 (M + iu). But the denominator of z^{′′′}_+ = z^{iv}_+ , by definition of Q^{′′′}, cannot contain the factor M +(2j −1)u. As z_+ = z^{′′′}_+ M^{−1}(M + u)^{−1}[M + (2j − 1)u]^{−1}, the result is proven.

5 Symmetry Algebra

The construction of the symmetry algebra for superintegrable systems allows us to describe the degeneracies of the Hamiltonian. Each degenerate family consolidates into the whole eigenspace of the Hamiltonian, and so gives us the whole spectrum.

For J^uK^{ku} to be well-defined, then u and ku must both be integers, so u is an integral multiple of q. Therefore the general form of an integral of H is I = ∑ i∈Z J^{iq} K^{ip}χ_i where χ_i are formal rational functions, with only finitely many that are non-zero, of M, H such that I is a polynomial in those operators, and, for the TTW model, even in M. Let χ^2_N + χ^2_{−N} ≠ 0 and χ_i = 0 for |i| > N. Then by Theorem 4.9, we require

(5.1) χ_{±N} ∏_{2N−1} i=0 (M ± ip) gcd{J^{±Nq}_{0,j} (M), J^{±Nq}_{1,j} (M)}_{j≥0} to be a polynomial in M. By Theorems 4.2 and 4.4, the denominator in (5.1) is a unit. So, by linear independence of {J^{iq} K^{ip}}_i, the integral must be of order ≥ 2N(p + q − 1) for the TTW model and ≥ N(2p + q − 2) for the PVZ model. Whether or not we can eliminate any of the factors in the product must depend, by Corollary 4.8, on

So far the representation theory for the TTW and the PVZ model has not been developed. In this section we will also provide a description of the representations from the symmetry algebra in the context of deformed oscillator realizations. This is also interesting in its own right as the construction of representations has been mainly limited to quadratic algebras such as Racah or some cubic algebras as in the Heun-Lie algebras.

The deformed oscillator realization [52] was introduced within the context of quadratically superintegrable systems. Here we will rely on the analogous construction for polynomial algebras of three generators of arbitrarily large order. This realization consists in the system generated by the three operators N, b, b^† satisfying the relations

[b, N] = b, [N, b^†] = b^†, b^†b = Ξ(N), bb^† = Ξ(N)

where Ξ is, for our purposes, an analytic function. The finite-dimensional irreducible representations of this algebra are, up to a translation of N, given by N|i⟩ = i|i⟩, b|i⟩ = √ Ξ(i)|i − 1⟩, b^†|i⟩ = √ Ξ(i + 1)|i + 1⟩,

where {|i⟩}^n_{i=0} is the basis of the module. The constraints on finite dimension imply that Ξ(0) = Ξ(n) = 0 with no intermediate roots of Ξ. The central elements, namely R[H] act as constants on the representation, and we denote the eigenvalue of H as E. with no other roots of Ξ. From one of the two roots of Ξ, we may determine the eigenvalue E of H. The energy spectrum will include as a subset the physical spectrum (2.5) found by analysis. However, even the non-physical states can still be interesting in its links with finding new special functions.

5.1 PVZ q even

For q even, 2p + q ≥ N(2p + q − 2) for all N > 1. Thus we need only consider the form

I = ϕ_0(M, H)M^{−1}(M^2 − p^2)^{−1} + J^q K^pϕ_1(M, H)M^{−1}(M + p)^{−1} + J^{−q} K^{−p}ϕ_{−1}(M, H)M^{−1}(M − p)^{−1} to find the smallest integral with ϕ_0 a polynomial and ϕ_{±1} at most quadratic. Let us show that an integral of order 2p + q − 2 or 2p + q − 1 is impossible. We note that Res_{M=0} I = k^q(2q − 1)!![e^{−2pθR}ϕ_1(0, H) − e^{2pθR}ϕ_{−1}(0, H)]K^p(r, ∂_r, 0)/p + · · ·

where the ellipses indicate lower frequency terms, cannot be zero unless M divides ϕ_{±1}. Similarly, Res M=±p I = ±k^qe^{±2pθR}ϕ_{∓1}(±p, H)K^p_{0,0}(−p, H) q∏ i=1 (2i − 1 − q)/p + · · · requires that Φ_{∓1}(±p, H) = 0. Therefore, H is a superintegrable Hamiltonian of order 2p + q with generators M, J^qK^p, J^{−q} K^p. We set A = M 2p , B = J^q K^p, C = J^{−q}K^{−p}, and Λ_± = Φ^{±q} (2pA)Ψ^{±p}(2pA, H). The symmetry algebra relations are [A, B] = B, (5.2a) [A, C] = −C, (5.2b) [B, C] = Λ_− − Λ_+.

(5.2c) The algebra of order 4p + 2q − 1 if κ ≠ 0 and of order 2p + 2q − 1 if κ = 0. The enveloping algebra of A, B, C, H, regarded as purely abstract operators, joined by the relations (5.2a), (5.2b), (5.2c) with H central, satisfies the PBW property. Furthermore, the operator D = {B, C} − Λ_+ − Λ_− commutes with A, B, C. The differential operator realization annihilates D so that the centre of the algebra is R[H].

The realisation as a deformed oscillator algebra is straightforward: A = N + u, B = b^† + b, C = b^† − b, Ξ(N) = Φ^{−q} (2p[N + u])Ψ^p(−2p[N + u], E), Ξ(N + 1) = Φ^q (2p[N + u])Ψ^p(2p[N + u], E).

where u is an arbitrary constant.

5.2 PVZ q odd

For q odd, 2p + q − 1 ≥ N(2p + q − 2) for all N > 1. So as before, we consider I = ϕ_0(M, H)M^{−1}(M^2 − p^2)^{−1} + J^q K^pϕ_1(M, H)M^{−1}(M + p)^{−1} + J^{−q} K^{−p}ϕ_{−1}(M, H)M^{−1}(M − p)^{−1}.

By a similar argument to §5.1, ϕ_0, ϕ_{±1} must divide M. Lemma 4.1 guarantees that may take ϕ_{±1} to be any real number proportion of M. Therefore, H is a superintegrable Hamiltonian of order 2p + q − 1. If we write X = [J^q K^p − J^q_{0,0}(−p)K^p_{0,0}(−p, H)](M + p)^{−1}, Y = [J^{−q} K^{−p} − J^{−q}_{0,0} (p)K^p_{0,0}(−p, H)](M − p)^{−1}, then X, Y, M, H together generate all the integrals of H. The Hamiltonian is therefore superintegrable of order 2p + q − 1. We take A = M 2p ; B = p(Y + X); C = p(Y − X) and Λ_± = Φ^{±q} (2pA)Ψ^p(±2pA, H) − [J^{±q}_{0,0} (∓p)K^p_{0,0}(−p, H)]^2 (2A ± 1)^2 . The algebra relations are {A, B} = C − [J^q_{0,0}(−p) + J^{−q}_{0,0} (p)]K^p_{0,0}(−p, H), {A, C} = B + [J^q_{0,0}(−p) − J^{−q}_{0,0} (p)]K^p_{0,0}(−p, H), {B, C} = 2Λ_+ − 2Λ_−.

This is a symmetry algebra of order 4p + 2q − 3 if κ ≠ 0 and of order 2p + 2q − 3 if κ = 0. We have the Casimir operator of the enveloping algebra D = B^2 + C^2 − 2Λ_+ − 2Λ_−.

The element D evaluates to zero in the differential-difference operator realisation.

When k = 1, we have {B, C} = −2αβ(4ω^2 − κ^2 + 4κH) + 4A[4ω^2 + 4κH + κ^2(α^2 + β^2 − 2)] + 8κ^2αβA^2 − 32κ^2A^3.

For κ = 0, Λ_+ − Λ_− is of first-order, and the system generated by A, B, C is a Bannai-Ito algebra over the ring R[H]: {A, B} = C − 2αH; {A, C} = B + 2βH; {B, C} = 2(4ω^2 − κ^2)(2A − αβ);

0 = (4ω^2 − κ^2)(4A^2 + 1 − α^2 − β^2) + B^2 + C^2 − 4H^2.

In order to produce a deformed oscillator realization, we require a ‘fermionic’ number operator in contrast to the ‘bosonic’ operator N that alternates the sign of b, b^† for left- and rightmultiplication. This is achieved if we take (−1)^N = cos(πN), giving: A = −(N + u) cos(πN), B = b[2(N + u) − 1]^{−1} + [2(N + u) − 1]^{−1}b^† + K^p_{0,0}(−p, E) [ J^q_{0,0}(−p) 2(N + u) cos(πN) − 1 − J^{−q}_{0,0} (p) 2(N + u) cos(πN) + 1 ]

C = cos(πN){b[2(N + u) − 1]^{−1} − [2(N + u) − 1]^{−1}b^†} − K^p_{0,0}(−p, E) [ J^q_{0,0}(−p) 2(N + u) cos(πN) − 1 + J^{−q}_{0,0} (p) 2(N + u) cos(πN) + 1 ] , Ξ(N) = Φ^{−q cos(πN)}(−2p[N + u] cos[πN])Ψ^p(−2p[N + u], E), Ξ(N + 1) = Φ^{q cos(πN)}(−2p[N + u] cos[πN])Ψ^p(2p[N + u], E).

5.3 TTW on constant-curvature space

For the TTW model, the operators A = M^2 4p^2 − 1 4 ; B = p^2J^qK^pM^{−1}(M + p)^{−1} + p^2J^{−q} K^{−p}M^{−1}(M − p)^{−1} − 2p^2J^q_{0,0}(−p)K^p_{0,0}(−p, H)(M^2 − p^2)^{−1} C = pJ^qK^pM^{−1} − pJ^{−q} K^{−p}M^{−1};

together with H, generate all the integrals of this model and thus the full symmetry algebra. So H is superintegrable of order 2p + 2q − 2 (this being the order of B). The symmetry algebra relations are [A, B] = C; [A, C] = 2{A, B} + 2J^q_{0,0}(−p)K^p_{0,0}(−p, H); [B, C] = −2B^2 + Λ where Λ =^{2p3 [(M−p)2Φq (M)Ψp(M,H)−(M+p)2 Φq (−M)Ψp(−M,H)+4pM⟨q;−p;0⟩2 ⟨⟨p;−p,H;0⟩⟩2]} M(M^2 −p^2 )^2 .

is a polynomial in A, H. This algebra is of order: 2p + 2q − 2 if κ ≠ 0; p + 2q − 2 if κ = 0, k ≠ 1; or 2 if κ = 0, k = 1. There is a Casimir D = C^2 + 4B^2 − 2{A, B^2} − 4J^q_{0,0}(−p)K^p_{0,0}(−p, H)B + Ω where Ω =^{2p2 [(M−p)3Φq (M)Ψp(M,H)+(M+p)3 Φq (−M)Ψp(−M,H)−2Φq (−p,H)Ψp (−p,H)M(M 2 +3p2 )]} M(M^2 −p^2)^2

is a polynomial in A, H. In the differential operator realisation, D ≡ 0.

For k = 1, these polynomials evaluate to

Λ = 8H^2 + 16σ(α^2 + β^2 − 2 − 2A) + 16κH(α^2 + β^2 − 2 − 2A) + 2κ^2[(α^2 − β^2)^2 + 12A^2 − 2(α^2 + β^2)(4A + 3) + 28A + 12];

Ω = 8(α^2 + β^2)(4σA − H^2) − 4(α^2 − β^2)^2σ − 64σA^2 + 4κH[8(α^2 + β^2 − 2)A − (α^2 − β^2)^2 − 16A^2] + 4κ^2A[16A^2 + (α^2 − β^2)^2(A − 1) − 44A + 48 − 2(α^2 + β^2)(4A + 3)].

If, in addition, κ = 0, then Λ is of first-order in A and we obtain a Racah algebra over the ring R[H]: [A, B] = C, [A, C] = 2{A, B} + 2H(α^2 − β^2), [B, C] = −2B^2 + 8H^2 + 16σ(α^2 + β^2 − 2 − 2A),

0 = C^2 + 4β^2 − 2{A, B^2} − 4H(α^2 − β^2)B + 8(α^2 + β^2)(4σA − H^2) − 4(α^2 − β^2)^2σ − 64σA^2.

A deformed oscillator realization is readily given by

A = (N + u)^2 −^1_4 ;

B = b^†(N + u)^{−1}[2(N + u) + 1]^{−1} + [2(N + u) + 1]^{−1}(N + u)^{−1}b − 2J^q_{0,0}(−p)K^p_{0,0}(−p, E)[4(N + u)^2 − 1]^{−1}, C = b^†(N + u)^{−1} − (N + u)^{−1}b, Ξ(N) = 4Φ^q(−2p[N + u])Ψ^p(−2p[N + u], E), Ξ(N + 1) = 4Φ^q(2p[N + u])Ψ^p(2p[N + u], E).

5.4 Spectrum

The deformed oscillator realizations of both models relate the roots of Ξ to those of Φ^{±q} , Ψ^p. The roots of these structure functions supply constraints on n, u and allow us to determine the value of E corresponding to a n + 1-dimensional representations.

Let us consider the case where Φ^{−q} (2pu) = Φ^q(2p[n + u]) = 0 for the TTW model and the PVZ model with q even and Φ^{−q}(2pu) = Φ^{(−1)nq} (2p[−1]^n[n + u]) = 0 otherwise. Then E is free to take any value but at least one of α, β, α + β, α − β must be an integer (an even integer, if PVZ). Second, we have Ψ^p(−2pu, E) = Ψ^p(2p[n + u], E) = 0. This yields the two equations:

0 = E^2 − (ω^2 + κE)(2pu − 2i − 1)^2 +^1_4 κ^2(2pu − 2i − 1)^4,

(5.3)

0 = E^2 − (ω^2 + κE)(2pn + 2pu + 2i^′ + 1)^2 +^1_4 κ^2(2pn + 2pu + 2i^′ + 1)^4,

(5.4) for some 0 ≤ i, i^′ < p. Eliminating E results in an equation of fourth degree in u. There is first, the double root: u_0 = i − i^′ − pn 2p .

Setting u = u_0 makes (5.3) identical to (5.4). There are two corresponding values for E, given by E =^1_2 κ(pn + i + i^′ + 1)^2 ± ω(pn + i + i^′ + 1).

There is another value eigenvalue:

E =^1_2 κ(pn + i + i^′ + 1)^2 − ω^2 2κ which only exists for non-zero curvature. This occurs when u satisfies the two other roots of the resultant: u_± = u_0 ± ω 2p . Finally, the case where Φ^{−q}(2pu) = Ψ^q (2p[n+u]) = 0 or Ψ^p(−2pu, E) = 0 and Φ^q (2p[n+u]) = 0 for the TTW model and the PVZ model with q even and Φ^{(−1)nq} (2p[−1]^n[n+u]) = 0 otherwise. This yields eight different sequences of eigenvalues:

E_{m,ℓ} = ±ωϵ_{m,ℓ} +^1_2 κϵ^2_{m,ℓ}, ϵ_{m,ℓ} = 2m + 1 + k(2ℓ + γ + 1)

where γ ∈ {α + β, α − β, −α + β, −α − β}. The physical energies correspond to a choice of positive sign for α, β, ω.

6 Conclusion

We have applied the expansion method to the TTW and PVZ model. This has proved successful on account of their separability, where we are able to obtain ODE in the radial variable with operator coefficients. The solution lead us to ladder operators connected with orthogonal polynomials which we computed and analyzed their properties in order to obtain the respective symmetry algebras. This shows how the expansion method can lead to the resolution of a range of superintegrable systems. The approach here has also proved more effective in analyzing the ladder operators as we have not needed to consider the action on a basis of eigenfunctions. Moreover, we have shown that the ladder operators do not give the generators directly but have given a method to reduce them down to basic operators.

Other models in two dimensions, such as the Post-Winternitz systems, could be considered as well as various Darboux deformations which provide isospectral or almost isospectral problems, which lead to exceptional Jacobi polynomial of Type I, II and III [53, 54]. In addition, we may also consider the case where the angular part consists of exotic non-elementary functions, since explicit knowledge of the eigenfunctions is not readily obtainable [18, 25, 26].

We have also found the degenerate energy spectrum of the two Hamiltonians via the algebraic method. That is, the three generator polynomial algebra formed by the integrals and the deformed oscillator realization. It is not known in general if the spectrum can always be recovered in this way for superintegrable systems, even on two-dimensional spaces. This paper has given examples where this is the case for a symmetry algebra which may be of arbitrarily large order.

Acknowledgements

The research of Ian Marquette was supported by Australian Research Council Future Fellowship FT180100099.

References

[1] A. A. Makarov, J. A. Smorodinsky, Kh. Valiev, and P. Winternitz. “A systematic search for non-relativistic system with dynamical symmetries”. In: Nuovo Cim. A LII A.4 (1967), pp. 1061–84.

[2] J. Friš, V. Mandrosov, Ya. A. Smorodinsky, M. Uhlír, and P. Winternitz. “Symmetry groups in classical and quantum mechanics”. In: Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 4 (1967), pp. 444– 50. [3] N. W. Evans. “Superintegrability in classical mechanics”. In: Phys. Rev. A 41.10 (1990), pp. 5666–76.

[4] C. Daskaloyannis. “Quadratic Poisson algebras for two dimensional classical superintegrable systems and quadratic associative algebras for quantum superintegrable systems”. In: J. Math. Phys. 42.3 (2001), pp. 1100–19.

[5] S. Post. “Models of quadratic algebras generated by superintegrable systems in 2D”. In:

SIGMA 7.036 (2011).

[6] W. Miller Jr, S. Post, and P. Winternitz. “Classical and quantum superintegrability with applications”. In: J. Math. A: Math. Theor. 46.423001 (2013).

[7] E. G. Kalnins, E. G. Miller Jr, and S. Post. “Contractions of 2D 2nd Order Quantum Superintegrable Systems and the Askey Scheme for Hypergeometric Orthogonal Polynomials”. In: SIGMA 9.057 (2013).

[8] E. G. Kalnins, J. M. Kress, and W. Miller Jr. “Nondegenerate three-dimensional complex Euclidean superintegrable systems and algebraic varieties”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 40.113518 (2007).

[9] C. Daskaloyannis and Y. Tanoudis. “Quadratic algebras for three-dimensional superintegrable systems”. In: Phys. Atom. Nucl. 7.2 (2010), pp. 214–21.

[10] M. A. Escobar-Ruiz and W. Miller Jr. “Toward a classification of semidegenerate 3D superintegrable systems”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 50.095203 (2017).

[11] J. J. Capel, J. M. Kress, and S. Post. “Invariant classification and limits of maximally superintegrable systems in 3D”. In: SIGMA 11.038 (2015).

[12] M. F. Hoque, I. Marquette, and Y. Z. Zhang. “Quadratic algebra structure and spectrum of a new superintegrable system in N-dimension”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 48.185201 (2015).

[13] M. F. Hoque, I. Marquette, and Y. Z. Zhang. “A new family of N dimensional superintegrable double singular oscillators and quadratic algebra Q(3) ⊕ so(n) ⊕ so(N − n)”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 48.445207 (2015).

[14] Y. Liao, I. Marquette, and Y. Z. Zhang. “Quantum superintegrable system with a novel chain structure of quadratic algebras”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 51.255201 (2018).

[15] D. Latini. “Universal chain structure of quadratic algebras for superintegrable systems with coalgebra symmetry”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 52.125202 (2019).

[16] S. Gravel and P. Winternitz. “Superintegrable systems with third-order integrals in classical and quantum mechanics”. In: J. Math. Phys. 43.12 (2002), pp. 5902–12.

[17] I. Marquette and P. Winternitz. “Superintegrable systems with third-order integrals of motion”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 41.304031 (2008).

[18] F. Tremblay and P. Winternitz. “Third-order superintegrable systems separating in polar coordinates”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43.175206 (2010).

[19] S. Post and P. Winternitz. “General Nth order integrals of motion in the Euclidean plane”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 48.405201 (2015).

[20] A. M. Escobar-Ruiz, J. C. López Vieyra, P. Winternitz, and İ. Yurdeşen. “Fourth-order superintegrable systems separating in polar coordinates. II. Standard potentials”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 51.455202 (2018).

[21] A. M. Escobar-Ruiz, P. Winternitz, and İ. Yurdeşen. “General Nth-order superintegrable systems separating in polar coordinates”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 51.40LT01 (2018).

[22] I. Marquette, M. Sajedi, and P. Winternitz. “Fourth order superintegrable systems separating in Cartesian coordinates I. Exotic quantum potentials”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 50.315201 (2017).

[23] I. Abouamal and P. Winternitz. “Fifth-order superintegrable quantum systems separating in Cartesian coordinates: Doubly exotic potentials”. In: J. Math. Phys. 59.022104 (2018).

[24] I. Marquette and P. Winternitz. In: CRM Series in Mathematical Physics. Springer, 2019.

Chap. Higher Order Quantum Superintegrability: a new “Painlevé conjecture”, pp. 103– 31. [25] I. Marquette, S. Post, and L. Ritter. “A fourth-order superintegrable system with a rational potential related to Painlevé VI”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 53.50LT01 (2020).

[26] I. Marquette, S. Post, and L. Ritter. “A family of fourth-order superintegrable systems with rational potentials related to Painlevé VI”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 55.155201 (2022).

[27] E. G. Kalnins, J. M. Kress, and W. Miller Jr. “Superintegrability and higher order integrals for quantum systems”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43.265205 (2010).

[28] B. K. Berntson, I. Marquette, and W. Miller Jr. “A new way to classify 2D higher order quantum superintegrable systems”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 53.494003 (2020).

[29] B. K. Berntson, I. Marquette, and W. Miller Jr. In: CRM Series in Mathematical Physics.

Springer, 2020. Chap. A new approach to Analysis of 2D higher order quantum superintegrable system, pp. 111–20.

[30] J. A. Calzada, Ş. Kuru, and J. Negro. “Superintegrable Lissajous systems on the sphere”.

In: Eur. Phys. J. Plus 129.164 (2014).

[31] I. Marquette and C. Quesne. “Deformed oscillator algebra approach of some quantum superintegrable Lissajous systems on the sphere and of their rational extensions”. In: J. Math. Phys. 56.062102 (2015).

[32] E. G. Kalnins, J. M. Kress, and W. Miller Jr. “A Recurrence Relation Approach to Higher Order Quantum Superintegrability”. In: SIGMA 7.031 (2011).

[33] P. S. Isaac and I. Marquette. “On realizations of polynomial algebras with three generators via deformed oscillator algebras”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 47.205203 (2014).

[34] F. Tremblay, A. V. Turbiner, and P. Winternitz. “An infinite family of solvable and integrable quantum systems on a plane”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 42.242001 (2009).

[35] F. Tremblay, A. Turbiner, and P. Winternitz. “Periodic orbits for an infinite family of classical superintegrable systems”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43.015202 (2010).

[36] C. Quesne. “N = 2 supersymmetric extension of the Tremblay-Turbiner-Winternitz Hamiltonians on a plane”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43.305202 (2010).

[37] C. Quesne. “Superintegrability of the Tremblay-Turbiner-Winternitz quantum Hamiltonians on a plane for odd k”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43.082001 (2010).

[38] J. A. Calzada, E. Celeghini, M. A. del Olmo, and M. A. Velasco. “Algebraic Aspects of Tremblay-Turbiner-Winternitz Hamiltonian Systems”. In: J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 343.012029 (2012).

[39] C. Gonera. “On the superintegrability of the TTW model”. In: Phys. Lett. A 376.35 (2012), pp. 2341–3.

[40] E. Celeghini, Ş. Kuru, J. Negro, and M. A. del Olmo. “A unified approach to quantum and classical TTW systems based on factorizations”. In: Annals of Physics 332 (2012), pp. 27–37.

[41] C. M. Chanu, L. Degiovanni, and G. Rastelli. “The Tremblay-Turbiner-Winternitz system as extended Hamiltonian”. In: J. Math. Phys. 55.122701 (2014).

[42] M. F. Rañada. “The Tremblay–Turbiner–Winternitz system on spherical and hyperbolic spaces: superintegrability, curvature-dependent formalism and complex factorization”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 47.165203 (2014).

[43] T. Hakobyan, A. Nersessian, and H. Shmavonyan. “Lobachevsky geometry in TTW and PW systems”. In: Phys. Atom. Nuclei 80.3 (2017), pp. 598–604.

[44] M. F. Rañada. “Quasi-bi-Hamiltonian structures, complex functions and superintegrability: the Tremblay-Turbiner-Winternitz (TTW) and the Post-Winternitz (PW) systems”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 50.315206 (2017).

[45] J. Friš, V. Mandrosov, Ya. A. Smorodinsky, M. Uhlír, and P. Winternitz. “On Higher Symmetries in Quantum Mechanics”. In: Physical Letters 16.3 (1965), pp. 354–6.

[46] M. A. Olshanetsky and A. M. Perelomov. “Quantum integrable systems related to Lie algebras”. In: Physical Reports 94.6 (1982), pp. 313–404.

[47] J. Wolfes. “On the three-body linear problem with three-body interaction”. In: J. Math.

Phys. 15.9 (1972), pp. 1420–24.

[48] S. Post, S. Tsujimoto, and L. Vinet. “Families of superintegrable Hamiltonians constructed from exceptional polynomials”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 45.405202 (2012).

[49] J. F Cariñena, M. F. Rañada, and M. Santander. “The Harmonic Oscillator on Three- Dimensional Spherical and Hyperbolic Spaces: Curvature Dependent Formalism and Quantization”. In: Int. Jour. Theor. Phys. 50 (2011), pp. 2170–8.

[50] S. Post, L. Vinet, and A. Zhedanov. “An infinite family of superintegrable Hamiltonians with reflection in the plane”. In: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 44.505201 (2011).

[51] R. Koekoek, P. A. Lesky, and R. F. Swarttouw. “Hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials and their q-analogues”. In: Springer Monographs in Mathematics (2010).

[52] D. Bonatsos, C. Daskaloyannis, and P. Kolokotronis. “Generalized Deformed Oscillators and Algebras”. In: (1995). url: arXiv:hep-th/9512083.

[53] S. Osake and R. Sasaki. “Exactly solvable quantum mechanics and infinite families of multi-indexed orthogonal polynomials”. In: Phys. Lett. B 702.2–3 (2011), pp. 164–70.

[54] D. Gomez-Ullate, Y. Grandati, and R. Milson. “Extended Krein-Adler theorem for the translationally shape invariant potentials”. In: J. Math. Phys. 55.043510 (2014).