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Abstract

We prove a pair of transformations relating elliptic hypergeometric integrals of
different dimensions, corresponding to the root systems BC, and A,; as a special
case, we recover some integral identities conjectured by van Diejen and Spiridonov.
For BC,,, we also consider their “Type II” integral. Their proof of that integral,
together with our transformation, gives rise to pairs of adjoint integral operators; a
different proof gives rise to pairs of adjoint difference operators. These allow us to
construct a family of biorthogonal abelian functions generalizing the Koornwinder
polynomials, and satisfying the analogues of the Macdonald conjectures. Finally,
we discuss some transformations of Type II-style integrals. In particular, we find
that adding two parameters to the Type II integral gives an integral invariant under
an appropriate action of the Weyl group E7.
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1. Introduction

In recent work, van Diejen and Spiridonov [6], [7], [32] have produced a num-
ber of conjectural elliptic hypergeometric integration formulae, common general-
izations of Spiridonov’s elliptic beta integral [31] and g-hypergeometric integration
identities due to Gustafson [11]. In particular, for the B, root system, they gave
two conjectures, “Type I’ and “Type II”” (proved as Corollary 3.2 and Theorem 6.1
below), and showed that the Type I integral would imply the Type II integral. In an
appropriate limit, their Type II integral transforms via residue calculus into a sum
originally conjectured by Warnaar [37] (and proved by Rosengren [25]). In fact,
Warnaar also conjectured a more general formula, a Bailey-type transformation
identity, rather than a Jackson-type summation identity. This suggests that there
should be transformation formulae on the integral level as well; this is the topic of
the present work.

Their Type I integral can be thought of as the ultimate generalization of an
integral identity used by Anderson [1] in his proof of the Selberg integral (which the
Type II integral generalizes). While Anderson’s proof of this identity (based on a
clever change of variables) does not appear to generalize any further, some recent
investigations of Forrester and the author [9] of a random matrix interpretation
of the Anderson integral suggested a different argument, which as we will see
does indeed generalize to the elliptic level. While the argument was not powerful
enough to directly prove the Type I integral, it was able to prove it for a countably
infinite union of submanifolds of parameter space. This suggested that this argu-
ment should at least suffice to produce the correct conjecture for a transformation
law; in the event, it produced not only a conjecture but a proof. We thus obtain an
identity relating an n-dimensional integral with 2n + 2m + 4 parameters to an m-
dimensional integral with transformed parameters; when m = 0, this gives the van
Diejen-Spiridonov integral, but the proof requires this degree of freedom. A similar
identity for the A, root system follows by a slight modification of the argument;
this gives a transformation generalization of a conjecture of Spiridonov [32]. The
basic idea for both proofs is that, in an appropriate special case, the transformations
can be written as determinants of relatively simple one-dimensional transforma-
tions. This “determinantal” case is thus easy to prove; moreover, by taking limits
of some of the remaining degrees of freedom, we can transform the n-dimensional
determinantal identity into a lower-dimensional, but nondeterminantal instance of
the transformation. Indeed, by repeating this process, starting with a sufficiently
large instance of the determinantal case, we can obtain a dense set of special cases
of the desired transformation, thus proving the theorem.

As mentioned above the Type II integral follows as a corollary of the Type I
integral. In many ways, this integral is of greater interest, most notably because
it generalizes the inner product density for the Koornwinder polynomials [14].
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Since the inner product density generalizes, it would be natural to suppose that
the orthogonal polynomials themselves should generalize. It would be too much
to expect them to generalize to orthogonal functions, however; indeed, even in the
univariate case, the elliptic analogues of the Askey-Wilson polynomials are merely
bi orthogonal (these analogues are due to Spiridonov and Zhedanov [34], [35] in
the discrete case (generalizing work of Wilson [38]), and Spiridonov [32] in the
continuous case (generalizing work of Rahman [17])). With this in mind, we will
construct in the sequel a family of functions satisfying biorthogonality with respect
to the Type II integral.

There are two main ingredients in this construction. The first is a family of
difference operators, generalizing some difference operators known to act nicely
on the Koornwinder polynomials [20], and satisfying adjointness relations with
respect to the elliptic inner product. As a special case, we obtain a difference-
operator-based proof of the Type II integral. This suggests that the proof based
on the Type I integral should be related to a pair of adjoint integral operators,
which form the other main ingredient in our construction. It turns out that the
BC,, <+ BC,, transformation plays an important role in understanding these in-
tegral operators; indeed, by taking limits of the transformation so that one side
becomes a finite sum, we obtain formulas for the images under the integral operator
of a spanning set of its domain. The biorthogonal functions are then constructed
as the images of suitable sequences of difference and integral operators. (This
construction is new even at the level of Koornwinder polynomials.)

As these functions are biorthogonal with respect to a generalization of the
Koornwinder density (and indeed contain the Koornwinder polynomials as a spe-
cial case, although this turns out to be somewhat subtle to prove), one of course
expects that they satisfy analogous properties. While the Hecke-algebraic aspects
of the Koornwinder theory (see, for instance, [29]) are still quite mysterious at
the elliptic level, the main properties, i.e., the “Macdonald conjectures”, do indeed
carry over. Two of these properties, namely the closed forms for the principal
specialization and the nonzero values of the inner product, follow quite easily
from the construction and adjointness; the third (evaluation symmetry) will be
proved in a follow-up paper [21]. The arguments there are along the same lines as
those given in [20] for the Koornwinder case, which were based on Okounkov’s
B C,-symmetric interpolation polynomials [15]. Unlike in the Koornwinder case,
however, at the elliptic level the required interpolation functions are actually special
cases of the biorthogonal functions.

Just as in [20], these interpolation functions satisfy a number of generalized
hypergeometric identities, having Warnaar’s multivariate identities and conjectures
[37] as special cases. To be precise, they satisfy multivariate analogues of Jack-
son’s summation and Bailey’s transformation. The former identity has an integral
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analogue (Theorem 9.2 below), extending the Type II integral. In fact, the transfor-
mation also has an analogue, stated as Theorem 9.7 below; as a special case, this
gives our desired transformation analogue of the Type II integral. The simplest
version of this transformation states that an eight-parameter version of the Type II
integral is invariant with respect to an action of the Weyl group E7; in fact, this
action extends formally to an action of Eg, acting on the parameters in the most
natural way.

The plan of the paper is as follows. After defining some notation at the end
of this introduction, we proceed in Section 2 to discuss Anderson’s integral, as
motivation for our proof of the BC, and A, integral transformations. These trans-
formations are then stated and proved in Sections 3 and 4, respectively; we also
briefly discuss in Section 5 some hybrid transformations arising from the fact that
the BC; and A integrals are the same, but the transformations are not. Section 6
then begins our discussion of the biorthogonal functions by describing the three
kinds of difference operators, as well as the spaces of functions on which they act,
and filtrations of those spaces with respect to which the operators are triangular.
Section 7 discusses the corresponding integral operators (all of which are special
cases of a single operator defined from the Type I integral), showing that they are
triangular with respect to the same filtrations as the difference operators. Then, in
Section 8, we combine these ingredients to construct the biorthogonal functions,
and describe their main properties. In Section 9, we discuss our Type II trans-
formations. Finally, in an appendix, we give a general result regarding when an
integral of a meromorphic function is meromorphic, and apply it to obtain precise
information about the singularities of our integrals.

The author would like to thank P. Forrester, A. Okounkov, H. Rosengren,
and V. Spiridonov for helpful comments on various drafts; also S. Ruijsenaars for
helpful conversations related to the appendix. This work was supported in part by
NSF Grant No. DMS-0401387; in addition, some work was performed while the
author was employed by the Center for Communications Research, Princeton.

Notation. We will need a number of generalized g-symbols in the sequel.
First, define the theta function and elliptic Gamma function [28]:

0(x: p):= [ [(1=pFx)a—p /),

0<k
F(xip.g):= [] a=p/Tg* T /x)(1—p/gFx)7".
0=<j.k
In each case, the presence of multiple arguments before the semicolon indicates a

product; thus, for instance,

Pz 'z poq) =T (zizj: p. )i/ 2 p. )T (2 /zis p. )T (1/zi 2j: p.q).
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These functions satisfy a number of identities, most notably

O(x;p)=0(p/x; p) = (—x)6(1/x; p),

and

I'(x;p.q) =T(pq/x;p.q)~",
C(px:p.q) =0(x:q)T'(x; p.q),
L'(gx;p.q) =0(x;: p)I'(x;p,q).

Using the theta function, one can define an elliptic analogue of the g-symbol;
in fact, just as the elliptic Gamma function is symmetric in p and g, we will want
our elliptic g-symbol also to be symmetric. Thus, we define

00 p.im= ] 60" [] 6@ xp).
0<k<l 0<k<m
so that

L @)™xpd) _ (_ \oim poim=0/2

—Im(m—1)/2 .
q 0(x:p.q)1,m-
I'(x;p.q) "

where

Im._ 1
(p.g)"" :=p'q™.
We also need some multivariate symbols, indexed (as the biorthogonal func-
tions will be) by pairs of partitions. By convention, we will use bold greek letters to
refer to such partition pairs, and extend transformations and relations of partitions

in the obvious way. We then define, following [20],

€3 (x:t:p.q):=]60¢" " x:p.@)a,.

1<i
) 077X P-4 41
1<i<j n

0> X p. @)+,
([Z_I_JX; P, q)li+lj+1 .

¢ tpg) =[] 5

1<i<j

We note that each of the above € symbols extends to a holomorphic function on
x eC*.
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Two particular combinations of ‘€ symbols will occur frequently enough to
merit their own notation. We define:

€3(...bi...;t;p.q)
%R(...pqa/bi...;t;p,q)
Ax(al...bi...it;p.q):=A%(al...bi...;t; p.q)
0 .t
§ €,,>(pqait: p.q) '
€y (pq.1:1:p.q) €5 (a. pga/t:t: p.q)

Ag(a|...b,-...;t;p,q)::

We will also need the following notion, where 0 < |p| < 1.

Definition 1. A BCy,-symmetric (p-)theta function of degree m is a holomor-
phic function f(x1,...,x,) on (C*)" such that

f(x1,...,xp) is invariant under permutations of its arguments.

f(x1,...,xp) is invariant under x; — 1/x; for each i.
f(px1,x2,...,%xp) = (1/pxi2)mf(x1,x2, coy Xn).

A BCy-symmetric (p)-abelian function is a meromorphic function satisfying the
above conditions with m = 0.

In particular, a BC,-symmetric theta function of degree m is a BCy-sym-
metric theta function of degree m in each of its arguments. Now, the space of
B C-symmetric theta functions of degree m is m + 1-dimensional, and moreover,
any nonzero BCp-symmetric theta function vanishes at exactly 2m orbits of points
(under multiplication by p, and counting multiplicity). Thus we can show that a
B (C-symmetric theta function vanishes by finding m + 1 independent points at
which it vanishes.

The canonical example of a BCy,-symmetric theta function of degree 1 is

[] 6@xi":p):
1<i<n

indeed, the functions for any n + 1 distinct choices of u form a basis of the space
of BC,-symmetric theta functions of degree 1:

[Ti<i<n 0ujx;™" s p)
fl..xi...)= Z Suo ur, ... uj_1,Ujy1, ..., Up) 1=iz=n ji’I. ,
0<j<n [ O(ujui s p)

for any BC,-symmetric theta function f of degree 1. More generally, the space
of BC,-symmetric theta functions of degree m is spanned by the set of products
of m such functions.
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2. The Anderson integral

Many of our arguments in the sequel were inspired by considerations of an
extremely special (but quite important) case of Corollary 3.2 below, a multivariate
integral identity used in Anderson’s proof of the Selberg integral.

THEOREM 2.1 ([1]). Let x1,...,X, and s1, ...y be sequences of real num-
bers such that

X1 >Xp>-+>x, and 0<s1,82,...,5,.
Then
. . . . s —1
n15i<j5n—1 |yi _J’j”_[lSzSn—l |yi —xj|%
/ 1<j<n
. |8 t+si—1
Xn<Yn—1<+<X2<y1<x1 H1§i<j§n |Xi — x; |57

_ nlsiSn F(Si)
X 1_[ dy; = T,

1<i<n—1
where S =) | _i <, Si-

Remark 1. In fact, although Anderson independently discovered the above
integral, it turns out that a more general identity (analogous to Theorem 3.1 below)
was discovered in 1905 by Dixon [4]; see also the remark above Theorem 2.3
below. However, Anderson was the first to notice the significance of this special
case in the theory of the Selberg integral, and so we will refer to it as the Anderson
integral in the sequel.

Since the integrand is nonnegative, we can normalize to obtain a probability
distribution. It turns out that if the s; parameters are all positive integers, then this
probability distribution has a natural random matrix interpretation.

THEOREM 2.2 ([3], [8, §4]). Let A be an S x S complex Hermitian matrix, let
X1 > Xp > -+ > X be the list of distinct eigenvalues of A, and let sy, s3, ..., Sy be
the corresponding multiplicities. Let T1 : C5 — C5~1 be the orthogonal projection
onto a hyperplane chosen uniformly at random. Then the S —1 x S — 1 Hermitian
matrix B = TLATI has eigenvalues x; with multiplicity s; — 1, together with n — 1
more eigenvalues y;, distributed according to the Anderson distribution.

Remark. A similar statement holds over the reals, except that now the mul-
tiplicities correspond to 2sy, 252, ..., 2s,. Similarly, over the quaternions, the
multiplicities correspond to s1/2, 52/2, ..., Sy /2.

Of particular interest is the generic case, in which the eigenvalues of A are all
distinct; that is s1 = s = --- = 5, = 1 (this is the case considered in [3]). In this
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case, the Anderson integral is particularly simple to prove. Indeed, the relevant
integral is:

(= D! [T Gi—yp 1 dn

n1§i<j§n(xi _x]) Xp=Yn—1==X2=<Y]=X]| 1<i<j<n—1 1<i<n—1

In particular, the integrand is simply a Vandermonde determinant,
[T Gi—yp=EemD2 det  (i—xn) ™
1<i<j<n—1 1<i,j<n—1
Integrating this row-by-row gives

—_r@E=1/2 1) X .
- L / (y —xn)? " 'dy
[Thi<icjen(i—xj) 1=ij<n—1 )y,

-1 n(n—1)/2 1N X |

— ( ) (l’l ) det / (y_xn)]—ldy
H1§i<j§n(xi _XJ) 1<i,j<n—1 X

_ (—=1)"@=D/2(; — 1)1 et M
H15i<j5n(xi —Xj) 1<i,j<n—1 j

=1.

Now, in general, a Hermitian matrix with multiple eigenvalues can be ex-
pressed as a limit of matrices with distinct eigenvalues; this suggests that we should
be able to obtain the general integer s Anderson integral as a limit of s = 1 Anderson
integrals. Indeed, if we integrate over y; and take a limit x; +1 — X;, the result is
simply the Anderson distribution with parameters

X1 > >X >Xi42>...Xp and S§1,82,...,8 +Sit1,---,5m—1,5n.

Combining this with the determinantal proof for s = 1, we thus obtain by induction
a proof of Anderson’s integral for arbitrary positive integer s. We can then obtain
the general case via analytic continuation (for which we omit the argument, as it
is greatly simplified in the cases of interest below). The resulting proof is less
elegant than Anderson’s original proof; however, it has the distinct advantage for
our purposes of extending to much more general identities. Indeed, our proofs of
Theorems 3.1 and 4.1 below proceed by precisely this sort of induction from large
dimensional, but simple, cases.

Remark. Note that the key property of the “determinantal” case is not so much
that it is a determinant, but that it is a determinant of univariate instances of the
Anderson integral. Indeed, the general Anderson integral can be expressed as a de-
terminant of univariate integrals; in fact, a generalization (different from Dixon’s)
of the resulting identity was proved by Varchenko [36] two years before Anderson’s
work [1], but without notice that it could be used to prove the Selberg integral. See
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also [24] (apparently the first article to observe that Varchenko’s identity could be
expressed as a multivariate integral). It would be interesting to know if Varchenko’s
generalized formula can be extended to the elliptic level.

The random matrix interpretation also gives the following result. Given a
symmetric function f, we define f(A) for a matrix A to be f evaluated at the
multiset of eigenvalues of A.

THEOREM 2.3. Let A be an n-dimensional Hermitian matrix, and let I1 be
a random orthogonal projection as before. Then for any partition A, the Schur
function s, satisfies

sp(In—1)

EHSA(HAHT) = WSA
n

(4).
Proof. Since I1 was uniformly distributed, we have
Ens)(IIANY) = Egs; (MuAU TIIh)

for any unitary matrix U. In particular, we can fix IT and take expectations over U,
thus obtaining

sp(A)s; (T 53 (A)sa(1n—1)

Eys)(MUAUTTIT) = Eys, (VAU TTITIT) =

53 (1n) B sp(1n)
Here we have used the fact
A B
EUS)L(UAUTB) = M
53 (1n)

from the theory of zonal polynomials, or equivalently from the fact that Schur
functions are irreducible characters of the unitary group. O

In other words, the Anderson distribution for s = 1 acts as a raising integral
operator on Schur functions, taking an n — 1-variable Schur function to the corre-
sponding n-variable Schur function. Similarly, the Anderson densities for s = %
and s = 2 act as raising operators on the real and quaternionic zonal polynomi-
als. This suggests that in general, an Anderson distribution with constant s should
take polynomials to polynomials (mapping an appropriate Jack polynomial to the
corresponding n-variable Jack polynomial).

Indeed, we have the following fact, even for nonconstant s.

THEOREM 2.4. Let y1, ¥2, ..., Yn—1 be distributed according to the Ander-
son distribution with parameters sy, ..., Sy >0, x1 > -+ > x, > 0. Then as a
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function of a1, as, ..., am,

ngism(ai —xj)l_sj

F(S) 1<j<n
E (a' —y) = =/=
y 151’1;}[1—1 J l F(S +m) H1§i<j§m(aj _ai)

1<j=<=m
0
X || % || (a; —x;)% || (aj —aj).

1<i<m 1<j<n 1<i<j<m

In particular, the left-hand side is a polynomial in the x; .

Proof. If m = 0, this simply states that E, (1) = 1; we may thus proceed
by induction on m. Suppose the theorem holds for m = myg, and consider what
becomes of that instance when s, = 1. In that case, the density is essentially
independent of x,, in that x, only affects the normalization and the domain of
integration. Thus if we multiply both sides by [o<; <<, (xi — x5S we
can differentiate by x, to obtain an n — 1-dimensional integral. If we then set
Xn = amqy+1 and renormalize, the result is the n — 1-dimensional case of the theorem
with m =mo + 1.

That the right-hand side is a polynomial in the x; is straightforward, and thus
the left-hand side is also a polynomial. O

Remark 1. Compare the proof of Theorem 7.1 given in Remark 2 following
the theorem.

Remark 2. The left-hand side of the above identity was studied by Barsky and
Carpentier [2] using Anderson’s change of variables; they did not obtain as simple
a right-hand side, however.

COROLLARY 2.5. As an integral operator, the Anderson distribution takes
symmetric functions to polynomials; if s1 = sy = +-+ = §p = S, it maps symmetric
functions to symmetric functions.

Remark. A g-integral analogue of the corollary was proved by Okounkov [16],
who credits a private communication from Olshanski for the corollary itself.

We can also obtain integral operators on symmetric functions by fixing one
or two of the x parameters and allowing their multiplicities to vary; the result is
then a symmetric function in the remaining x parameters. In particular, Anderson’s
proof of the Selberg integral acquires an interpretation in terms of pairs of adjoint
integral operators.



TRANSFORMATIONS OF ELLIPTIC HYPERGEOMETRIC INTEGRALS 179

3. The BC,, <+ BC;, transformation

For all nonnegative integers m,n, and parameters p, ¢, to, ..., l2m+2n+3

satisfying
Pl Iq) 1ol - - [amt2n+3l < 1. [T &=y,
0<r<2m+2n+3
define
(r:p)"(q:9)"

Il(}nél(to,tl,...,p C]) 2”—;1|

> 1_[1<i<n 1_[0<r<2m+2n+3 F(trz‘:l:l; D, CI) 1—[ le'

T" 1_[1<1<J<n F(Zil il’p Q) l_[1<z<n ( l:tz’p?Q) 1<i<n 2” \% _1Zi’

a contour integral over the unit torus. We can extend this to a meromorphic function
on the set

Pmn :={to. 11, . ... t2m+2n+3, P, 4) | I1 Ir
0<r<2m+2n+3

= (pg)"*T1. 0<|pl.lql <1}

by replacing the unit torus with the n-th power of an arbitrary (possibly discon-
nected) contour that contains the points of the form p’g/¢,, i, j > 0 and excludes
their reciprocals. We thus find that the resulting function is analytic away from
points where t,t; = p_iq_j for some 0 <r,s <2m+2n+3,0<1i,j. (In
fact, its singularities consist precisely of simple poles along the hypersurfaces
trty = p~ig7/ with0 <r < s < 2m+2n+ 3,0 <i, j; see the appendix.)

Note in particular that I (to, yeosbam+3: P q) = 1.

THEOREM 3.1. The following holds for m,n > 0 as an identity in meromor-
phic functions on P,y

3.1 I(m) (fo.t1, ..., tom+2n+3; P, q)

= ]_[ F(trts:p,q)lf(;”) (—‘ —Vt o _~Pd
0<r<s<2m-+2n+3 1 2m+2n+3

Remark. If . /pq < |t;| < 1 for all r, both contours may be taken to be the
unit torus.

———P.q).

Taking m = 0 gives the following:

COROLLARY 3.2.

Iéoc)'n(t()’tl’"-’t2n+3;pvq): 1_[ F(trts;p,q)~

0<r<s<2n+3
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This is the “Type I”” identity conjectured by van Diejen and Spiridonov [7],
who showed that it would follow from the fact that the integral vanishes if 7ot; = pq,
but were unable to prove that fact. The case n = 1 of the m = 0 integral is, however,
known: it is an elliptic beta integral due to Spiridonov [31]; it also happens to agree
with the case n = 1 of Theorem 6.1 below. A direct proof of the corollary has since
been given by Spiridonov [33]; see also the remark following the second proof of
Theorem 6.1 below.

Corollary 3.2 has a well-defined limit as p — 0, in which all but one of the
parameters are fixed, and the remaining parameter is determined from the balancing
condition; the result is an identity of Gustafson [11]. The corresponding limit of
Theorem 3.1 is problematical, as the right-hand side will have parameters behaving
as O(p~1/2). This can be dealt with at the cost of breaking the symmetry of the
integrand; see [23].

Our strategy for proving Theorem 3.1 is as follows. We first observe that
in a certain extremely special (“‘determinantal”) case, each integrand can be ex-
pressed as a product of simple determinants, and thus the integrals themselves
can be expressed as determinants. The agreement of corresponding entries of the
determinants then follows from the m = n = 1 instance of the determinantal case
(Lemma 3.3 below).

The next crucial observation is that if we take the limit 1; — pg/to in an in-
stance of the general identity for given values of m and 7, the result is an instance of
the general identity with m diminished by 1; similarly, the limit #; — 1/ decreases
n by 1. It turns out, however, that the determinantal case is not preserved by those
operations; thus by starting with ever larger determinantal cases and dropping down
to the desired m and n, we obtain an ever increasing collection of proved special
cases of the identity. The full set of special cases obtained is in fact dense, and
thus the theorem will follow.

Remark. A similar inductive argument based on a determinantal case was ap-
plied in [26] to prove the summation analogue of Corollary 3.2 (see also Remark 3
following Theorem 7.1); it is worth noting, therefore, that the present argument is
not in fact a generalization of Rosengren’s. This is not to say that the arguments
are unrelated; indeed, in a sense, the two arguments are dual. In fact, Rosengren’s
determinantal case turns out to be precisely Lemma 6.2 below, which is thus related
to the difference operators we will be considering in the sequel. These, in turn, are
related (by Theorem 7.1, among other things) to the integral operators we will
define using Theorem 3.1. The duality is most apparent on the series level; if
one interprets the sum as a sum over partitions, the two arguments are precisely
related by conjugation of partitions. The main distinction for our purposes is that
Rosengren’s argument, while superior in the series case (as it does not require
analytic continuation), does not appear to extend to the integral case.
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The base case for the determinantal identity is the following:

LEMMA 3.3. The theorem holds for m = n = 1, is we assume the parameters
have the form

(to. 11,12, ..., 17) = (@o0.q/ao.ar.q/ai. bo, p/bo. b1, p/b1).
In other words, if we define

F(ao.ai:bo,b1; p.q)

_ (pip)g:9) 0(z*:9)0(z" p) dz
' 2 ¢ O(aozt arzt1:q)0(boz*!, b1z *; p) 27 /=12’

with contour as appropriate, then

(3.2) F(ag,a1:bo.b1; p.q)

:9(610611/61’00/611;P)G(bobl/P,bo/bl:CI)F(\/Pq VPa.Pd N/pq.pq)
Q(aoal/q,ao/al;q)@(bobl/p,bo/bl;p) bo ’ b1 ' ao ’ al e ’

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the Laurent series expansion

z716(z%; p)
0(boz*t1, byz%1; p)

k k _pk _ k
B S R Lt e LAY

b10(bobT!; p)

k20 1-p

valid for | p| < |bg|, |b1]| < 1, and z in a neighborhood of the unit circle. Indeed, the
desired integral is the constant term of the product of two such expressions, and is
thus expressed as an infinite sum, each term of which already satisfies the desired
transformation!

Consider the sum

3 bk + (p/bo)k — bk — (p/by)k 2K + 2k
1—pk k7

k>0

which clearly differentiates (by z%) to the stated sum. If we expand (1— p¥)~! in
a geometric series, each term can then be summed over k as a linear combination
of logarithms. We conclude that

i e VI VA (eaalzil;p)) |

_ pk +1.
o 1-p k B(boz™1; p)
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Now, the derivative

d o Q(blzil;p)
Z— —_—
dz B\ 0(boz*1; p)

is an elliptic function antisymmetric under z — z~!, with only simple poles, and
those at points of the form (p¥b j)i'l. It follows that

d (9(1912*1;,;)

1 NS LY 4
24z B\ 0(boz =1 p)

Z_le(zz;p)
O(boz*!, bizEl; p)’

):C(bo,bl,p)

for some factor C(bg, b1, p) independent of z. Comparison of asymptotics at z =
bo gives the desired result. O

Remark. If we take the limit p — 1 in the above Laurent series expansion,
we obtain

z7'0(z% p)
O0(boz*1,b1z%1; p)
3 bg +bg* —bY —b1*
= z".
k#0 k
If |bo| = |b1] = 1, R(bg) > NR(b1), then the limit is (up to a factor of
27 +/—1sgn(3(z))) the Fourier series expansion of the indicator function for the
arcs such that R(bg) > N(z) > N(by). In particular, this explains how an inte-
gral like the Anderson integral, with its relatively complicated domain of integra-
tion, can be a limiting case of Corollary 3.2. The corresponding limit applied to
Theorem 3.1 gives an identity of Dixon [4]. For a rigorous discussion of this (and
other limits), see [23].

lim (1= p)(p: P)?b10(bobil; p)

LEMMA 3.4. If m = n, then (3.1) holds on the codimension 2n + 2 subset
parametrized by:

tar = ar,t2r+1 = q/ar, tant2+2r = by, t2n+242r+1 = p/by.
Proof. By taking a determinant of instances of (3.2), we obtain the identity:

(3.3) det / 0(z: p)0(z2:q) dz
. (&)
1<i,j<n \Jon O(aoz*', a;iz*1;q)0(boz 1, bjz*1; p) 270 /=12

— det O(aoai/q,ao/ai; p)0(bob;/p,bo/bj:q)
1<i,j<n \ O(aoai/q.ao/ai;q)0(bobj/p.bo/bj: p)

X[ 0(z*: p)0(z%:q) dz )
AT P51, gy P51 P gy T )
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Consider the determinant on the left. The p-theta functions in that integral are
independent of j, while the g-theta functions are independent of ;. We may thus
expand that determinant of integrals as an integral of a product of two determinants
(using the integral analogue of the Cauchy-Binet identity):

G4 det / 0z p)(z":q) dz
. c
1<i,j<n \Jen 0(aozt!, aizt1; q)0(boz*1, bjzH1: p) 27 /=12

1 0(z7%9)
= det s
n! Jen1<i,j<n G(aozj L a4iZ; 1q)

s 0(z%: p) M
1<j,i<n Q(bozfl,b,-z;cl;p) 271\/—12]-'

1<j<n

These determinants can in turn be explicitly evaluated, using the following identity:

1
(35 det |———
) 1<i,j<n (a;le(a,-z}—”;q))

-1 +1. -1 +1.
H1§i<j§n a; e(aiaj :q) n1§i<j§n Zi Q(ZiZj +q)
-1 +1.
[i<ij<n 4 0(aiz;""1q)
(This is, for instance, a special case of a determinant identity of Warnaar [37], and

can also be obtained as a special case of the Cauchy determinant.) The resulting
identity is precisely the desired result. O

— (_l)n(n—l)/z

As mentioned above, the other key element to the proof is an understanding
of the limit of (3.1) as t; — pgq/to. On the left-hand side, the integral is perfectly
well-defined when t; = pgq/to, but the right-hand side ends up identifying two
poles that should be separated. Thus we need to understand how [/ l(;"é)n (to,t1,...)
behaves as 11 — 1/1to.

LEMMA 3.5. We have the limit:

(m) .
1 ([0,[1,...,p,q)
. BC, (m) .
lim =1 (tz,t3,...5p.q).
n—t51 I'(tot1; P- DI la<r<amtan+sl Gotr, titr; p,q) BCn

Proof. If we deform the contour on the left through the points #; and 1/¢1, the
resulting integral will have a finite limit, and will thus be annihilated by the factor
of I'(tpt1) in the denominator. In other words, the desired limit is precisely the
limit of the sum of residues corresponding to the change of contour. By symmetry,
each variable contributes equally, as do #; and 1/¢1; we thus find (using the identity

yli_lgc L(x/y)A—=x/y)=1/(p; p)(q:q),
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which is easily verified):

, 13 (10,11, p.q)
lim n
t1—>to_] F(totl; P, Q) H2§r§2m+2n+3 F(trto’ Irt; p, Q)

— lm (p; )" Uq: )" 1 Do/ 11: 2D [o<r<omt2n+3 T/ 115 P, q)
t1—>l‘0_l 2n—1(n_1)! F(l/[127P»Q) H2§r§2m+2n+3 F(tOtr;P,Q)
H15i<n F(IOZ,':H; P.q)
=1 [Ti<jen T/ 110 q)

[Ti<i<n [la<r<om+2n+3 Ttz p.q) 1—[ dz;
[l<icjan TCET 7750 [licicn TET2 Do) (52, 27V~ 1z

X

= Igg)n—l (lz, 13,...; p,q)
as required. O
We can now prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof. For m, n > 0, let €,,, be the set of parameters cocy ...Cm4n+1 =
(pq)™*1 such that the theorem holds on the manifold with

flyy1=¢,0<i <m+n+1.

Thus, for instance, Lemma 3.4 states that the point (¢,4,4,...,4,p, p,p ..., P)
1s in 6,5 .

The key idea is that if (cg, c1,¢2,¢3, ..., Cm+n+1) € €mn, then we also have:
(coc1,¢2,¢3,. .., Cmtn+1) € Cnn—1)-
(coc1/pq.c2.¢3,....Cmtn+1) € Cm—1)n.

so long as the generic point on the corresponding manifolds gives well-defined
integrals; in other words, so long as none of the ¢y are of the form piq/,i,j >0
or p~ig™/, i, j <0. Indeed, if we use Lemma 3.5 to take the limit £, — pq/tg
in the generic identity corresponding to (co, c1,...,Cm+n+1), we find that on the
left-hand side, the Gamma factors corresponding to ¢, and ¢y cancel, while on
the right-hand side, the residue formula gives an n — 1-dimensional integral; the
result is the generic identity corresponding to (coc1/pq, - - -, Cm+n+1)- The other
combination follows symmetrically.

Thus, starting with the point (¢,4,....4, p, p,...,p) € Cyn for N suffi-
ciently large, we can combine the ¢’s with each other to obtain an arbitrary col-
lection of values of the form ¢/ t! p_k with j, k > 0, and similarly combine the
p’s to values of the form p/ +1q_k, subject only to the global condition that their
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product is (pg)™ 1. In other words (taking N — o0), the theorem holds for a
dense set of points, and thus holds in general. O

4. The A, < A,, transformation
Consider the following family of A,-type integrals:

(m) , , ()" g:"

Iy, (Z|t0a---atm+n+1,740,---,um—i-n—i-l’paCI)-—W

X/ [To<i<n [To<r<maniz Trzisur/zii p.q) I dz;
[lo<i<nzi=Z n0§i<j§n U(zi/zj,zj/zi; P, q) 27'[«/—12,-'

If |uy| < |Z|Y®*+D < 1/|t,|, we may take the contour to be the torus of radius
|Z |1/ (+1). outside this range, we must choose the contour to meromorphically
continue the integral. Such contour considerations can be greatly simplified by
multiplying by a test function f(Z) holomorphic on C* and integrating over Z.
In the resulting integral, the correct contour has the form C"*1!, where C contains
all points of the form quku,, Jj.k>0,0<r <m+4n+ 1 and excludes all points
of the form p~/¢ =% /1,.

Note that unlike the BC,, case, the A, integral is not equal to 1 for n = 0;
instead, we pick up the value of the integrand at Z:

Lgr:)(zlto,...,lm+1;u0,---,um+1§P’q) = l_[ P2 ur/Z:p.q)-

o<r<m+2

1<i<n

We also observe that the Z parameter is not a true degree of freedom; indeed:
Ij;")(c”J“lZl...ti...;...ui...;p,q)=lj;")(Z|...cti cecThup L plg).
In particular, we could in principle always take Z = 1 (in which case it will be
omitted), although this is sometimes notationally inconvenient.

THEOREM 4.1. For otherwise generic parameters in the hypersurface such
— 1
that [To<r<mnta ritr = (p)"™+1,

]Ig:l)(Z|...ti...;-~-ui"‘;p’q)
1 1
_ 1—[ F(trus;p7q)11§:,,)(z|“.Tm—‘rl/ti”‘;”‘Um+l/ui”';p’q),
0<r,s<m-+n-+2

where T = H0§r<m+n+2 tr, U= H0§r<m+n+2 U

Remark. It appears that this can be viewed as an integral analogue of a series
transformation of Rosengren [27] and Kajihara and Noumi [12], in that the latter
should be derivable via residue calculus from the former.

For m = 0, we obtain the following integral conjectured by Spiridonov [32]:
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COROLLARY 4.2. For otherwise generic parameters in the hypersurface such
that H0§r<n+2 Lriuyr = p4q,

Ifi(’:)(“'[i,..;..-Mi"‘;p’q)

= [I rwuspe) [] TWOHULT/6:ip.a).

0<r,s<n—+2 0<r<n—+2

The main difficulty with applying the B C,, approach in this case is the fact that
the variables are coupled by the condition [ [; z; = Z; in general the integral over
this domain of the usual sort of product of determinants will not be expressible as
a determinant of univariate integrals. Another difficulty is that, in any event, even
in the “right” specialization, the integrand is not quite expressible as a product of
determinants. As we shall see, it turns out that these problems effectively cancel
each other.

In particular, we note the extra factor in the following determinant identity.

LEMMA 4.3 ([10]).
det ( O(txiyj; p) )
0<i,j<n \ 0(t,X;yj; p)
_ 0 TTosin xiviip)
0(t; p)

[T xvibGi/xiyi/yiip) ] 0iviip™

0<i<j<n 0<i,j<n

Proof. Consider the function

F(t;...xj...;...0i...)= l_[ (xjy) 1 0(xi/x;, yi/yiip) 7!
0o<i<j<n
O(rxiyjip)
< ] O(xiyj:p)  det (W :
0<i,j<n =i,j<n ,ly]7p

This is clearly holomorphic on (C*)?" for ¢ fixed; moreover, since

F(t; pXo, X1,y Xp—15. .. Vi --.)
-1
:_([ l_[ (x]y])) F(t;XOaxla"~axn—l;--'yi“‘)

0<j<n

we conclude that F vanishes if # [ [, <j<n (xjyj) =1;indeed, F(x¢) is a degree one
theta function, and thus uniquely determined by its multiplier. Thus the function

0(t l_[ xiyi;p)_lF(t;...xi...;...yi...)

0<i<n
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is still holomorphic, and indeed we verify that it is an abelian function of all vari-
ables except ¢, so is in fact a function of ¢ alone. The remaining factors can thus
be recovered from the limiting case:

lim  F(t;...xi...5...9i...)=1. d
yi—x;!
i=0,...,n—1

Remark. A presumably related application of this determinant to hypergeo-

metric series identities can be found in [12].

LEMMA 4.4. The theorem holds for the special case

-1 q p
I/g" )(Z|...x,~...,...;...;...f...,...yi...;p,q).

n—1
Proof. We first observe that the integral:

B(sxz;p) O(ty/z;q) dz
0(s,xz;p) 0(t,y/2:9) 2n/—1z

is symmetric in x and y, as follows from the change of variable z > yz/x. It thus
follows that the determinant

det

0<i,j<n

( O(sxiz; p) O(tyj/z;q)  dz )
0(s,x;iz: p) 0(t, yj/2:q) 2w /—1z

is invariant under exchanging the roles of the x and y variables. As before, we can
write this as a multiple integral of a product of two determinants:

n! det

0<i,j<n

( O(sxiz; p) O(tyj/z;q)  dz )
0(s,x;iz: p) 0(t, yj/2:q) 2w /—1z

O(sxizj; p) O(tyi/zj:q) dz;
= det (—— =~ det (——— —
/Ofi,ej<n(Q(S,xiZj;p))OSiS<”(Q(I’yi/zj;q)) 1_[ 2w /—1z;

0<i<n
= ] xyi0Gi/xi:p)0Gi/yi:q)
0<i<j<n
/'Q(SXZ;p)Q(tY/Z;q)1_[05,-<j<nQ(Zi/zﬁp)@(zj/zz';@ 1—[ dz;
0(s: p)O(t:q) [To<i j<n 0Gxizj: P)O(yi/2j:9) 2n/—1z;

0<i<n

where X =[1]; x;, Y =[1[; »i. Z =[1; zi- We thus conclude:
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/e(sXZ;p)e(zY/z;q) [o<i<j<n 0(i/zj: P)O(zj/2i2q) M Can
0(s; p)0(t:q) [To<i j<n 0(xizj: P)O(yi/2j3q) 2 —1z;
_ 1_[ O(xi/xj5q)0(yi/yj; p)
0<i<j<n O(xi/xj;p)0(yi/yisq)
/e(sYZ;p)G(tX/Z;q) To<i<j<n 0(zi/2j: P)O(zj/zi:q) N i
0(s: p)O(t;:q) HOfi,j<n O(yizj; p)0(xi/zj;q) 27'[\/—_12,-.

0<i<n

0<i<n
Now, if we replace s in this identity by pk s, we find:
0GXZ;p)0Y/Z;q) [o<i<j<n 0(zi/2j: P)0(zj/2i3q) dz;
(XZ2)*0(s; p)0(t:q) Tlo<i j<n Oxizj: P)O(Vi/2539) l_[ 2N/ —1z;
T 0(xi/xj:q)0(yi/y;: p)
ozi<jn 0i1/X5: D)0/ Y1 q)
0(sYZ:; p)0(tX/Z:q) [No<i<j<n 0(zi/2j: p)O(2j/2i39) dz;
(YZ)*0(s; p)O(t;q) Tlo<i,j<n 0izji P)O(xi/zj:q) [1 2w/—1z;

0<i<n

0<i<n

As this is true for all integers k, we find that

/f(XZ)n0§i<j<n 9(21'./%1"317)9(2'1‘/2.?;61) dz;
Hosi,j<n 0(xizj; p)0(yi/zj:q) 0<i<n 2 —1z;
I 0(xi/xj:q)0(yi/yj:p)
0<iejn 0/ D)0/ V)1 4)
X/f(YZ)H05i<j<n 0(zi/zj; p)0(z;/zi:q) dz; ’
[o<i,j<n OWizji P)O(xi/zj:q) 02ien 270V =1z

for any function f holomorphic in a neighborhood of the contour (the dependence
on s and ¢ having been absorbed in ). But this implies
/ [To<i<j<n 0i/z: p)O(z) /215 q) I dz;
Mozicnzi=2 |lo<i,j<n 0(xizji P)0(yi/2zj:q) 2N/ —1z;
- I] O(xi/xj;9)00i/yjs p)
ozi<j<n 0Ci/Xj D)0/ Y1 q)
X/ [Mo<i<j<n 0(zi/2;: P)O(z;/2i3q) I dz
Mo<i<nzi=2X/Y [lo<i,j<n 00izj: P)0(xi/zj:q) 7" 2= 1z;

Applying the change of variables z; — (X/Y)'/"z; on the right gives the desired
result. 0

1<i<n

1<i<n
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We also have the following analogue of Lemma 3.5, with essentially the same
proof.

LEMMA 4.5. We have the limit:

) [j;")(Zh‘o,.--,tm+n+1;“0’""um+”+1;p’Q)
im
uo—tg ! [ (touo: p.q) H0<r<m+n+2 I (tour, tr1o: p.q)

m
— Ifgnzl(tOZ“l?- . 7tm+n+1;”1’ . .,um+n+1;paq)‘

Theorem 4.1 follows as in the proof of Theorem 3.1, except that in the defini-
tion of 6,,,, we take t;u; = c;; we have

(q’q’---’Qap,p»---»p)ecénn,

and if (co, ..., Cm+n+1) € €mn, then
(C()Cl,Cz, N Cm+n+1) € %m(n—l)’
(coc1/pg,c2, - Cmin+1) € €m—1)n

as long as both sides of the corresponding identities are generically well-defined.
As before, this shows that €,,, is dense, and thus Theorem 4.1 holds in general.

5. Mixed transformations

Consider the integral associated to A;. Eliminating z, from the integral using
the relation z1z, = 1, we find that the result is invariant under z; +— Zl_l, and is
thus an instance of the BCj integral. Indeed, if

[ [awi = (pg)™ .
then '
Ilglln)(to-..tm+2;u0~-um+2;P,q)
:(p;p)(q:q)/F(trzil,urzil:p,q) dz
2 L(z*2:p.q)  27v/-1z

BC, (to ... Im+2,U0 ... Um+2; D, q).

As a consequence, we obtain an identity between the m = 1 integrals of types
Ay, and BCy,.

COROLLARY 5.1. If TTo<i<pyotithi = (pq)?, then

I/Ei)(...t,-...;...u,-...;p,q)
= [ r@/uy. v p.gigl ..U/ (T U4 pLg),
0<i<j<n+2

where T = ]_[0§i§n+2 ti, U= n0§i§n+2 Ui.
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In particular, since the BC, integral is symmetric in its 2n + 6 parameters,
we obtain an S5, +¢ symmetry of Iji). We thus obtain a total of n 4 4 essentially
different transformations of the A, integral, corresponding to the n + 4 double
cosets of S,+3 X Sp4+3 In Sap46.

COROLLARY 5.2. Let k be an integer 0 <k <n + 3. Then

1
Ix‘in)(t()y sy tn+2;u0’ ctt un+2; p’q)
1
= l_[ r(lrus,lsur, T/trls, U/ui‘us;p’q)]x‘gn)(t(/)’“"l"/l-i_z;ué)“..71,‘;l-i_2;p7q)7
o<r<k
k<s<n+2
where

, (T/U)(n+1_k)/2(n+1)(Tk/Uk)l/(n+1)ur, 0<r<k

") TR D (T U )Y Dy k<r<n+2,
o N myEH RO T Ve Dy, 0 < <k
T[T/ UK REED U T Y 0Dy, k<r<n+2,
T = 1_[ tr’ U = 1_[ trv
0<r<n-+2 0<r<n-+2
Tk - 1_[ tr, Uk == 1_[ tr.
o<r<k o<r<k

For k = 0, we obtain the identity transformation, while for k = n + 3, we
simply switch the #; and u; parameters (corresponding to taking z — 1/z in the
integral). The case k = 1 was stated as equation (6.11) of [32] (conditional on
Corollary 4.2). Again, apparently related series identities are known; see [27]
and [12].

6. Difference operators

The following identity was originally conjectured by van Diejen and Spiri-
donov [7] (their “Type II” integral):

THEOREM 6.1. For otherwise generic parameters satisfying |p|, |q|. |t] < 1
and 2"~ [o<, <5 tr = Pq.

+1_4+1.
(p;p)”(q;q)”F(t;p,q)”/ I L(tz;= "z p.q)
2n! cn Tz pg)

6.1)
1<i<j=<n
< 1T [Mo<r<s TGrzEipog)  dz

F(Zii2§P,q) 2wA/—1z;

1<i<n

= [I T@*pa [] T uisip.9,

0<j<n 0<r<s<5
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where the contour C = C ™Y contains all points of the form p'q’t, fori,j >0,
excludes their reciprocals, and contains the contours p*q’tC fori,j > 0. (In
particular, if [t;| < 1for 0 <r <5, C may be taken to be the unit circle.)

Proof ([7]). Suppose 2" [To <r<s5!r = pq, and consider the double integral

1_[0<l<n F(\/_xil :I:l’p q)

[ 1<]<n
cntl Jjom l_[0<z<]<n x:tl ,P Q)l_[1<l<]<n F(y:tl :l:lvp Q)
< T1 F(t”toxii‘;p,q)l_hgssF(trxi L p.q)
+2.
0<i<n 1—‘(Xi ,p,q)

I T(pqt™"1V2yE /15,671 219y EL: p.g)
+2.
1<i<n (= p.q)

» 1—[ dy; l_[ dx;
1<i<n 2~/ —1y; 0<i<n 2w/ —=1x;
Both the x and y integrals can be evaluated via Corollary 3.2; comparing both sides
gives a recurrence for the left-hand side of (6.1), the unique solution of which is
the right-hand side, as required. O

We will discuss this proof (of which Anderson’s proof of the Selberg integral
is a limiting case) in greater detail in the sequel; for the moment, however, it will
be instructive to consider a different proof. The main ingredient in the alternate
proof is the following identity:

LEMMA 6.2. Let n be a nonnegative integer, and let ug, ui, U, U3, t satisfy
" Yuouiuus = p. Then

1_[0<r<3 e(urZ, i p) Q(tzal ,P)
o2 ¥ Mhesgelin ot on
ce{x1} 1<i<n z; 7 p) 1<i<j<n i 2P
= 1_[ G(Iiuoul,tiuouz, tiuoug; P)
0<i<n
= 1_[ G(Iiuoul,tiuouz, tiuluz; p).
0<i<n

Proof. We first observe that the condition on the u, ensures that every term
in the above sum is invariant under all translations z; — pz;, and thus the same is
true of their sum. Moreover, the sum is manifestly invariant under permutations of
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the z; as well as reflections z; — 1/z;. Thus if we multiply the sum by

[] z'0GEp 1 z'0Giz.zizi 't p),
1<i<n 1<i<j<n

the result is a (holomorphic) theta function, anti-invariant under the same group.
But any such theta function is a multiple of the above product; it thus follows that
the desired sum has no singularities in z;, and must therefore be independent of z;.

To evaluate the sum, we may therefore specialize z; = uot" %, in which case
all but one of the terms in the sum vanish, so that the sum is given by the remaining
term (with o; = 1 for all i):

I105r539(u0urtn_1;p) II 0(“3t2n+1_i_j§p)
2:2n—2i. 2.2n—i—j. :

0(u0t n l’p) 1§i<j§1’l 9(u0t n—i va)

The factors involving u(z) cancel, and we are thus left with the evaluation claimed

above. |

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Divide the integral by the claimed evaluation, and
consider the result as a meromorphic function on the set

12" 210t tat3tals = pq.

We claim that this function is invariant under the translations
1/2 1/2 1/2

-1/2 —1/2

ty, p V213, p7V 214, pV%15),
12,4213, 47V 214, g7V 15),

(to. t1, 12, 13,14, t5) = (p t,p

1/2

to, p
(tos 11,12, 13, ta, 15) = (¢"/%10,¢"/%t1,q

and all permutations thereof. It will then follow that the ratio is a constant; to eval-

uate the constant, we may then consider the limit t; — (1-n to 1 as in Lemma 3.5

above. (In other words, we apply the special case of the residue formula of van

Diejen and Spiridonov in which the resulting sum consists of precisely one term.)
Since both sides are symmetric in p and g, it suffices to consider the g trans-

lation. If we factor the integrand as

dZi

Az 20 z) AP (7Y 25t 2] _

1<i<n
where
A(”)(zl,zz, .. Zn)
_ 1—[ T (tozi, 112i, 122i, 1323, 1aZi, 15Zi, pzi /(1" Yiot112); p. q)
1<i<n ['(z2, p/(zit" Yiot1t2); p. q)
" l_[ l"(tzizjil;p,q)

. -E1. ’
1§i<j§n F(ZIZ]‘ ’ p’ CI)
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and similarly let A®™ be the corresponding product with parameters
(q_l/ztg,q_1/2t4,q_1/2t5,ql/zto,ql/ztl,ql/ztz)

(permuting the parameters to make the transformation an involution), then we find
that

A gV 2z )

Az )
. O(tozi. t1zi. t2zi, pzi /1" tot112; p) O(tzizj; p)
- 1511 0(z2; p) 1555” 0(zizj:p)’
and thus

A(")(...ql/zzf"...)
AW Z7 )

(6.3) Z

o e{£1}"

= [] 6ttt 1012, 1112: p)

0<i<n
by Lemma 6.2. Similarly,

(6.4) Z

o e{x1}"

A(")(...ql/zzfi...)
AWz

[1 ¢ tata/q.t' 1315 /9.1 tats /g: p).

0<i<n

Now, consider the integral:

A () /2, )
/CA (.qPzi AP 7 ) ] 27t\/_zl

1<i<n

where the contour is chosen to contain the points pig/t, for i, j > 0, exclude
their reciprocals, and contain the contours tC and tC ~1. here we note that the
poles of A (... g'/2z; ...) are a subset of the poles of A®(...z;...), and so
this constraint on the contour is still reasonable. If we then perform the change of
variable z; —> g~ 1/2 /zi, we find that the new contour is legal for the transformed
parameters. In other words, we have

A () 1/2,,, ()
/CA (ooq'Pzi DA ) T 2Hr21

1<i<n

:/ A(”)(...ql/zzi...)A(”)(... .2) l_[ 5 \/_
’ T Z;

1<i<n

Since the constraints on the contours are symmetrical under z; — 1/z;, we may
symmetrize the integrands, losing the same factor of 2" on both sides. The theo-
rem follows upon applying equations (6.3) and (6.4) to simplify the symmetrized
integrands. O
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Remark. One can also prove Corollary 3.2 by a similar argument, based on
the straightforward identity

> O To<r<nt2tr/Ti<izn Z" 1 P) [izizn [lo<r<n42 0@rz"s p)
i 97.
oe{1}" HlSiﬁjfﬂ G(Zla ij,p)

= 1_[ O(trts: p).

O<r<s<n+42

Define a g-difference operator D,gn)(uo, Ui, Uz, us;t, p) by setting

(Dé”)(uo,ul,uz,u3;t,p)f)(. S Zill)

l_[0<r<3 9(urz ,p) Q(ZZinqj;p)
z : | | i | | f( gi /2.
(27 0(z"z;": p)

oe{£l1}" 1<i<n ’ ) 1<i<j<n
Thus Lemma 6.2 gives a formula for the image of 1 under
DS (ug, uy,uz, us:t, p)

when " Yuguqurusz = p. Moreover, the resulting proof of Theorem 6.1 would ap-
pear to be based on an adjointness relation between two such difference operators,
as we will confirm below.

To make this precise, we need some suitable spaces of functions on which
to act. Let A(”)(uo; P, q) be the space of BC,-symmetric p-abelian functions f
such that

[T 0razi /uo: p.)om £(...zi
1<i<n

is holomorphic for sufficiently large m; that is, f is smooth except at the points
p*uo/q!, pFqtJug for k € Z, 1 <1 < m, where it has at most simple poles.
The canonical (multiplication) map from the tensor product of A(")(uo; p.q) and
A™(ugy:q, p) to the space of meromorphic functions on (C*)"* is generically
injective; denote the image by A (ug; P, q). In particular, we observe that if
f €A™ (ug: p.q), then

[T 0paz /uo:p. @im S 2 -.)

1<i<n

r ;
1—[ (wozi': p.q) oz

1<i<n (P_lq_mMOZ s Do q)
is holomorphic for sufficiently large I, m.

Remark. Our main motivation for considering the large space sﬁ(”)(uo; ?.49),
rather than the smaller spaces in which the functions are actually abelian, is that
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such product functions already appear in the family of univariate biorthogonal func-
tions considered by Spiridonov [32, App. Al.

We now define

3 (ug, uy, uz;t, p) f = DS (wo. ur.uz. 17" p/uguruz;t. p) f
q e . [Tici<n Ot tuouy, " uguz, " Tujuy; p)’

We will also need a shift operator Ta(,'f,;:

(TS Cozi )= f.q Pz 0.

Note that this maps BC,-symmetric g-abelian functions to BC,-symmetric g-
abelian functions.

LEMMA 6.3. The operator th(ln)(uo, Ui, uz;t, p) induces a linear transforma-
tion

ng”)(uo, ui uait, p) AM (Jquo: p.q) — AW (uo: p.q).
Moreover, the corresponding map
DY (wo, w1, u2;1, p) : A (quo; p.q) ® AP (Jquo: ¢, p)
=A™ (uo: p.q) ® A™ (uo:q. p)
can be decomposed as
Qbfln)(uo, Ui, uz;t, p) = ng")(uo, Ui, uz;t, p) ® Ta(,”’;.
Proof. Let
g€ AW (Jquoip.q), he AV (Jquoiq. p).

A straightforward computation, using the fact that 4 is g-abelian, gives:

DI (o, ur, Uz t, p)(gh) = (DY (uo, ur, uzi 1, p)g)(Th)
as required. That Ta(,'f;h € A®™(ug: q, p) is straightforward; that

ng”)(uo, ui,u2;t, p)g

is p-abelian follows as in the proof of Lemma 6.2. Finally, we observe that this
function is holomorphic at z; = ug, as required. O

The desired adjointness relation can then be stated as follows. For parameters
satisfying 12" “2uqu1tot112t3 = pq, define a scalar product between A (ug; P.q9)
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and 4™ (uy: p, q) as follows:

(f, g)to,tl ,12,13;U0,U15E, P,

1 F(tz-il ~i1§P q)
;:E fl..zi..)gl..zi...) 1_[ =
cr 1<i<j<n (z f ,pq)
« 1—[ H0<r<5r(tr2 »P"]) dz;
1<i<n i ,p,(]) 2 _lzi’
where
2"n! ; i
- [l reiray [] T@ 4isp.9)
(p: )" (q; )" (5 p,q)" 1<i<n 0<r<s<5
14 = up,
s =uq,

and the contour is chosen as in Theorem 6 1 except that we first absorb the singu-
larities of f and g into the factors I'(u,z:E!; p, q) of the integrand. In particular,
we have

(1, 1)t0,t1,t2,t3;u0,u1;t,p,q =L

THEOREM 6.4. If f € 4™ (¢ 2uy; p.q), g € A™ (uy; p, q) and the param-
eters (which are otherwise generic) satisfy 12" 2y 0u tot1tats = pq, then

(@E_,”)(uo, 10,1131, P) f. &) to,t1 2,03 3u0,u13t, P4

= (L DY 1521520, PGV et a1ttty it st
where
(th. 11 1. thoug.uy) = (" *10.4" 211,712,472

t0.q"2t1.a7 V%12, g7V 13, 4" Pu0. g7V %uy).

Proof. The second proof of Theorem 6.1 applies, essentially without change

|

To understand the significance of this result, we need to introduce a filtration
of the space 4™ (ug: p.q). Let A, be the set of partitions of at most 7 parts, and
let C denote the inclusion partial order; we also let C denote the product partial
order on A, x Ap. Then for any pair of partitions A, u € A, we define

A (uo: 12 p. q)
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to be the subspace of &i(”)(uo; P, q) consisting of functions f such that whenever
(k,v) & (A, u), we have the limit

. +1 .
lim | | O(pqz; /uo: p- i f(..2i...) =0
zi—>p KigTVi tl_lu() 1<i<n
i=1l..n ==
whenever

[ 0razi /uo: p-)im S zi o)

1<i<n
is holomorphic and «, v C (I, m)". Note that enlarging [/ or m multiplies the equa-
tion by a (possibly zero) scalar, so we really have only one equation for each pair

(k,v).

Remark. In the univariate case ([38], [17], [18], [34], [35], [32]), this filtra-
tion simply corresponds to a sequence of allowed poles. Given the role played by
vanishing conditions in the theory of Koornwinder polynomials [15], [20], it would
seem to be natural to generalize the forbiddance of a pole to the vanishing (after
clearing the denominator) at an appropriate point, thus obtaining our filtration.

LEMMA 6.5. For generic ug, p, q, t, the filtration sﬁin)(uo; t;p,q) is tight in
the sense that

dimsﬂan)(uo; t;p,q) =14+dim Z ﬂin)(uo; t;p.q),
kSA
for any partition pair A € A,%. In particular, each space in the filtration is finite-

dimensional.

Proof. Let A = (A, ), k = (k,v). Since the spaces
S5 (o 1 p. q)
and
Yo AW woit; p.g)
(le,0) S (As)
differ by a single equation, their dimensions differ by at most 1; it thus suffices to

construct a function in the former but not in the latter.
Define a function F )EZ) (ug :...zi...) by the following product:

FA(Z)(uo:...Zl---;[;pﬂq)

. 0(p/ gt ™12 Juo: q) I 0(pg’t™" i Juo: p)

1Zien  OWazfuoiq) Zl,  0(palzuosp)
1<j<A 1<j<p1
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It follows as in the proof of Lemma 6.3 of [15] that

F;Z)(uo T...Zi...)E &Qi’jj(uo;t;p,q);

on the other hand, we find that

A‘lim . 1_[ 9(pqzii1/u0;p,q)l,mFA(Z)(ug S Zi.tp,q)
Zi=p Mg o Ly
i=l..n St=
is generically nonzero. O

Remark. The function F /{Z) is a special case of the interpolation functions
introduced below (Definition 5). Indeed, one can show that

F/{")(uo:; t,p.q) = 9]{:(")(; pqt™" Jug, ug;t; p,q).

The existence of such a factorizable special case of the interpolation functions will
turn out to be crucial to the arguments of [21].

The reason we have introduced this filtration is the following fact:

LEMMA 6.6. The difference operator ngn)(uo, to,t1;t, p) is triangular with
respect to the above filtration; that is, for all A € A2,

DM (ug, 19, 11; 1, P)AY (Vquo: t; p.q) C A5 (uoi 1; p.q),
with equality for generic values of the parameters.
Proof. Let A = (A, u). Choose [ > A1, m > i1, and consider a function
f €AY (fquoit: p.q).

For k C I", v C m", define

Cen(f) = im ] 6q" 2 fuoi p.@imfC oz,
Zf%p_K{ql/z_Uitl_luo 1<i<n
i=1..n ==
Co(N)= lim
zi—>p~ XigTVit" " ug
i=1..n
< [T 0paz" /uo: p.@)im(@S (uo.to.tr:t. p) )(...zi ...).
1<i<n

We claim that we can write
/ —_—
CKV - Z CKVPCKP’
vCp

where the coefficients ¢y, are meromorphic and independent of the choice of f.
Indeed, this follows readily from the definition of %; compare the proof of The-
orem 3.2 of [20]. More precisely, we see that a given term of the corresponding
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sum involves the specialization

. 1/2,£1,,, . .

im ] (pg"?zEF fuei po@)im fCozi o)
Z,'—>p_KiqUi/2_Uf t'_lu() L<i<n

i=l...n - =

if the sequence % + v; does not induce a partition, then the remaining factors

vanish, while if it does give a partition, that partition necessarily contains v. We

also find that the diagonal coefficient ¢y, is generically nonzero; the result follows.

O

Now, given a pair of spaces with corresponding tight filtrations, equipped with
a (sufficiently general) scalar product, there is a unique (up to scalar multiples)
orthogonal pair of bases compatible with the filtration. In the case of the above
scalar product, this suggests the following definition.

“Definition”. For all partition pairs A € A2, the function
Rin)(- .. Zi ...l M1, 12,135 U0, UL TS P, G)

is defined to be the unique (up to scalar multiples) element of &ﬁ&")(uo; t:p.q)
such that

<R§,n)( o Zi.. -;tO»t17t27t3§MOJMQﬂP»Q), g)t(),ll,tz,t3;u();u1;t;p,q =0
whenever g € &i,(cn)(ul; t; p,q) for some k S A.

Since our adjoint difference operators preserve the filtrations, they would nec-
essarily be diagonal in the corresponding bases, if they were well-defined. Unfor-
tunately, we have as yet no reason to believe that the scalar product is nondegen-
erate relative to the filtration; that is, that its restriction to &d;n)(uo; t;p,q) and

&ﬁ&n)(ul ;t; p,q) is nondegenerate for all partition pairs. If this condition were to

fail for a given pair k, then the function fo") would not be uniquely determined
for A 2 k, and the argument breaks down.

There is one special case in which we can prove the scalar product is generi-
cally nondegenerate.

PROPOSITION 6.7. For generic parameters satisfying 1220t tat3uoU =
pq, and any partition A € Ay, the scalar product ()sy,t,,t>,t3:u0,u1;t:p,q 1S honde-
generate between 5&18}8 (uo:t; p,q) and &ﬁ(()'i) (ui:t;p,q).

Proof. To show a scalar product generically nondegenerate, it suffices to ex-
hibit a nondegenerate specialization. Choose / such that the spaces

0(pq/uo; p. Yo (o t; p.g) and  0(pg/ur; p,q)ossAS (uist: p.q)
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consist of holomorphic functions, and specialize the parameters so that every pa-
rameter except ug, u; is real, between O and 1, while ug and u; are complex conju-
gates satisfying 0 < |uo| = |u1| < ¢*. (This is possible as long as p < g2 ~1121=2))
Then the contour in the scalar product can be taken to be the unit torus, on which the
weight function is clearly strictly positive. Moreover, the filtrations with respect to
up and u; are conjugate to each other. The scalar product thus becomes a positive
definite Hermitian inner product, and is therefore nondegenerate. O

This in particular proves the existence and uniqueness of the above biorthog-
onal functions, as long as one of the partitions is trivial. In general, however, it is
unclear how to construct a manifestly nondegenerate instance of the scalar prod-
uct. We will therefore give a more direct construction of these functions, and by
computing their scalar products show that this problem generically does not arise.
(In addition, the above construction gives functions that are only guaranteed to be
orthogonal when the corresponding pairs of partitions are distinct but comparable;
it will follow below (as one would expect) that comparability is not necessary.)

To do this, we need a different adjoint pair of difference operators.

First, define
1

— I, ).
tn—luoq p)

D" (uo: 1, p) = D (o, qto, p/to,

Next, define

(@;(n)(uo:m:uz, uz, ug;t,p)f)(...zi...)
0(pqt""u1/uo: p)
1<i<n H2§r55 e(urt”_lul;p)
] . o;
X Z HlsrsS G(Mrzfl ;D) w

i . 205 . i 97 .
ce{£1¥ 1<i<n Q(quzg /“07P)9(Zi6 i P) 1<i<j<n Q(Z?l Zj]’l’)

F(..q% %z ),

where us = p2?q/t" uouiuousu4. Note that aside from the normalization factor,
91):{ ™) is symmetric in u; through us.
These act as lowering and raising operators with respect to the filtration:

LEMMA 6.8. Forall A € A2 with (0,1)" C A,
B, wo: . )ty (@ Puoit: p.g) C sty o (w0t p.g).
Similarly, for all A € A%,
D™ oz, us, ugst, )ty (g Puoi t; p.q) C AT (o 1y (0313 P q).

Moreover, the restriction of g~ jg generically surjective, while the restriction of
gt g generically injective.
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Proof. As above. O
THEOREM 6.9. If f € A™ (¢ 2uq: p.q), g € A (uy1; p.q) and

1" 2uguitotitats = pq,

then

<gbt_1i_(n) (uo:t0:11. 12,1331, P) f. &) to,11 t2.t35u0,u131, .9
= C{£. 9, W31 P)&) iyt ey isug it
where

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2

- -3/2
(t6. 11, th. th up.uy) = (¢"%10. 4" 114" *t2. " * 13,7 Pug. g7 ?uy)

and

C_l—[ 0" " 111y, 1" 1113, 1" 1a13, pqt™ ' 1o /ug; p)O(ptouyt>* ' p) 7!
AL gan—itguy /g, =ity /g i ug /gt s un /g, T uoun /gLt ugue /g2 p)

1<i<n

7. Integral operators

Just as our second proof of Theorem 6.1 is related to an adjoint pair of differ-
ence operators, the argument of van Diejen and Spiridonov is related to an adjoint
pair of integral operators. To understand these operators, we first need to under-
stand what happens to the 1_'(306)‘,1 integral when the integrand is multiplied by an

element of A(to; p, g). We define a corresponding integral operator as follows.

Definition 2. If f € sd(ug; p,q), then $*® (ug: p,q) f is the function on the
set [ Jo<<an+3 Ur = pq defined by
(p:p)"(q:9)"
2'n! Tlo<r<s<an+3 T(uris: p.q)

1
X oo Zienn
g A i ) l_[ F(ZiilZJil;P,Q)

1<i<j<n

($* D (uo; p,q) ), ... uzny3) =

y 1—[ [To<r<onss TrzElip.q)  dz
I'(zE% p.q) 2nN/—1z;

with the usual conventions about the choice of contour.

1<i<n

In particular, by Corollary 3.2, it follows that
$*® (ug: p.g)1 = 1.

To determine the action of this integral operator in general, it suffices to con-
sider f in a spanning set. We may thus restrict our attention to functions of the
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form

[icjcr 70525 ) i< jam v 00525 )
fCoziy=]] T :
1<i<n e(pqzl /u07 p»Q)l,m
If we write the theta functions in the numerator as a ratio of elliptic I' functions,
and similarly absorb the denominator factors into a ratio of elliptic I" functions,
we find that the resulting integral is proportional to an integral of type [ E(?IC+n ™) in
which the extra 2/ + 2m parameters have pairwise products p?q and pg?. If we

then apply Theorem 3.1, we find that the right-hand side becomes a sum via residue
calculus. We thus obtain the following result.

THEOREM 7.1. If
N ELEER 100z ) [hzjom 371005274 p)

f(..zi..)=
\=ren 0(pgzE Juo: p.@)im

’

and [ o<y <on+3 Ur = pq, then
(7.1)

1
(w0 po ) Nr o s =[] -
1<r<2n+3 6(pq/uotir: P @)im

' 0(p~"uoxi: q) [li<r<on+3 0urxiiq) 0(pxix;j:q)
X ( 1_[ (1 +R(xl)) xlng(xt?;q) l_[ G(TJ!‘])

1<i<l 1<i<j<I

O(g™" i 5 <r<2n 0 i s iVis
» 1—[ (1 + RO (g™ uoy; P)nl_ell_z._z 430, yiip) 1—[ 09(qy,y]. 12) ’
1<i<m yi0(iip) (viyiip)

1<i<j<m
. . . T —1.
where R(xy) is an operator acting on g(. .. x; ...) via the substitution X > x;

thus the factors in parentheses are sums of 2! and 2™ terms respectively.

Since the factors in parentheses are clearly holomorphic in uq,...,u2,+3,
and the given functions span $4(ug; p, ¢), we obtain the following as an immediate
consequence:

COROLLARY 7.2. If f € A(ug; p, q) is such that
0(pqzt" Juoi p.@im f(.. .2 ..)

is holomorphic, then

[T 0pa/uour: p.)im*® (uo: p.q) f)(ur. ... . uzn+3)
1<r<2n+3

is holomorphic on the set ]—[0<r<2n+3 Uy = pq.
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Remark 1. Similarly, the left-hand side of (7.1) is manifestly a holomorphic
q-theta function in the x’s, and a holomorphic p-theta function in the y’s; that this
is true of the right-hand side follows from a symmetrization argument analogous to
those we have just encountered in studying difference operators. And, indeed, the
two sums are really just minor variants of the difference operators we have already
seen.

Remark 2. As the above argument is based on Theorem 3.1, it cannot be
(easily) directly applied in the limit p — 0. In fact, one can also derive this result
from Corollary 3.2, for which direct, nonelliptic, proofs are known in the p — 0
limit [11]. The basic observation is that if two of the parameters have product ¢,
i.e., if two of the I" factors combine to produce a factor of the form

1—[ 1
12ien 0lazlig)
then the integrand is essentially invariant under a + 1/a (aside from an overall
constant). However, the integral does not share this invariance, because inverting
a changes the constraint on the contour. The two contours differ only in whether
they contain the points z = a®1; as a result, the difference in the two integrals is
(proportional to) the n — 1-dimensional integral of the residue at that point. This
n — 1-dimensional integral simplifies to the above form, with [ = 1, m = 0; the
difference of the original n-dimensional integrals simplifies to the desired right-
hand side. This argument can then be repeated as necessary to prove the theorem

for arbitrary values of /,m > 0.

Remark 3. The fact that we obtain an / 4+ m-tuple sum is, of course, directly
related to the fact that we needed 2/ + 2m I factors to represent the numerator of
f. In general, if we took
) _ l—[ nlfjfm e(sziil;p’ Q)aj,bj

SC..zi... +1 ’
L<i<n 0(pqz; /MO§P,(])Zaj,ij

residue calculus would again give a sum, this time a 2m-tuple sum (i.e., the product
of an m-tuple sum for p and an m-tuple sum for ¢). On the other hand, we could
also compute $*™ (ug: p, q) f by specialization of Theorem 7.1, which would give
a sum with 229 T4/ terms. The fact that this sum simplifies underlies Rosengren’s
arguments in Section 7 of [26].

Remark 4. 1t is particularly striking that the right-hand side factors as a prod-
uct of two sums, one involving only g-theta functions, and one involving only p-
theta functions. This factorization phenomenon appears to hold quite generally in
the theory of elliptic hypergeometric integrals, but only when the relevant balancing
condition holds.
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Since $*™ (ug; p, q) takes B Cp-symmetric functions to Az, 4»-symmetric
functions, it is not quite suitable for our purposes. However, we can readily obtain
B C-symmetric functions by suitable specialization.

Definition 3. Define operators 9;r(")(u0;p,q), 95")(u0:u1,u2;p,q), and
97" (uotner,ua.uz, ugs p.q) by:

P i p. ) )1 Zne)

—n—1

t
= ("ot p.g) ), Vi),
(95”)(u0:u1, uz; p,q) f)(z1,...,2n)

t
:(SL*(")(uo;p,q)f)(ul,uz, rq \/;Zl:tl)
UoUiUuy

(56:(”)(1101741,1!2, us,u4; p.q)f)(z1,...,2n—1)
tl—n

—n

P4 CEzEL ).

= (*D(ug: p.q) f) Uy, uz, uz, ug, —————,
UoU1U2U3U4

THEOREM 7.3. The above operators are triangular with respect to the filtra-
tion of A™ (ug: p. q); to be precise,
97D uo: p, )t (uo: 1 p,g) S AVTV V uo; 1 p,g),
9O (worur, uz; p. )t (uoi t; pog) € AP (11 2u031; p. ),

and, if A, = (0,0),
97 wour, uz, us,uas p, A (wos 13 p.q) € ALV 2ugs 15 p,g).

Also, Sﬁf(n)(uo; P, q) is generically injective, and 55:(n)(u0:u1, Up, U3, Ug; P, q) IS
generically surjective.

Proof. It suffices to consider the action of the operators on the functions

F{P otz 515 p.q)

. —A,/- sy
- 11 0(p/ qt™"i zE Jug; q) I 0(pq’t™"i zE Jug; p)
1zien 0PI az uoiq) L0, 0(padz fuoip)
l<j=h 1<j<u
considered above. Applying Theorem 7.1, we find that each term of the resulting
sum is also of this form, with appropriately constrained partitions. The one excep-
tion is ﬁt_(n) in the case when A, or u, > 0, which we will consider below. [

As promised, the integral operators indeed satisfy appropriate adjointness re-
lations.
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THEOREM 7.4. If f € A®™ (ug; p.q), g € A (t72uy; p,q) and

1" 2uguitotitats = pq,
then )
n . .
(977 (woto. 113 P.q) 1. 8) ) 1) 1 sy 0o
_ \) 1.0 L.
= (/.9 (15,13, P Q)8 to.11 2, t33u0,u1 839,05
where

(th. 1) th. thouh ul) = (%10, 11200, 07V 200, 07V 205, 0V 20, 17V 2uy).

Similarly, if f € 4™ (uo: p.q). g € A"V () p.q) and 1*" uguyiot 113 =
pq., then o
(97" (woito, 11, 12,13, P, 4) [ 8) 1) 11 15ty ti302a

+(@n—1 .
= (/. 9; ¢ )(”/1’p»Q)g>t0,t1,tz,t3,uo,u1;t;l),q»
where

(to, 11, 15, s ug uh) = (11210, 11/2

1/2 1/2 1/2 t—1/2

t,t Sttt 73, “uy, up).

Proof. In each case, the definition of the integral operators allows us to express
the inner products as double integrals; the stated identities correspond to changing
the order of integration.

Note added December, 2009: There is a difficulty performing this exchange
of integrals in the second case, as it does not appear possible to choose consistent
contours in general. However, if g is either p- or g-elliptic, there is no difficulty—
if one fixes the “degrees” and numerators of f and g, there is an open subset of
parameter space for which one can use a common contour for all variables. This
holds even if f lies in the larger space

A™ (uo; p,q) ® 4™ (t0; p. q),

and thus (setting g = 1 and swapping 79 and u1) gives rise to a formula for the
inner product by iterating the lowering operator. But this implies that the inner
product factors as a tensor product, so the p- and g- elliptic cases suffice to prove
adjointness in general. O

Recall that for the operators @~ and $~, we were only able to show triangu-
larity with respect to a portion of the filtration; for some functions, the methods we
used were insufficient to understand the images. The key observation for dealing
with those cases is that the difficult case for 9~ is precisely the (generic) image
of 97, and similarly the difficult case for $ is the image of @. Thus to complete
our understanding of the action of these operators on the filtration, it will suffice
to prove the following result.

THEOREM 7.5. For any function [ € d(uo; p,q),

9™ (g2 2ugst, )97 "V (os pg) f =0,
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Similarly, for any function [ € &g(n)(q—uzuo; 2.q),

(7.2) 97" (wotto, 11, 12, 13; P’Q)@;(n)(uozto, t1,02,13;t,p) f =0.
Proof. For the first identity, take

Wy RLEEL 1005z ) [hzjm 37100524 P).

f(..zi...
1<i<n 9(pqzl.:|:1/u0; p’q)l,m

’

we can thus compute its image via Theorem 7.1 and the definition of 9= The
vanishing of the resulting sum follows as a special case of Lemma 7.6 below.

For the second identity, we can argue as in the proof of adjointness of the dif-
ference operators to express the image as the integral of f(...z;...) with respect
to an appropriate B C,-symmetric density. That this density vanishes identically
follows from Lemma 7.8 below. O

LEMMA 7.6. For arbitrary parameters satisfying vw [ [ <; <p, qi2 =1, and
generic zy, ..., Zn,

0(vgizi,wqizi; p) l—[ CI;IQ(QiCIjZiZj»QjZi/‘]iZﬁP):

[T eren ™5 TR0

1<i<n 1<i<j=<n

Proof. For n = 1, the summand is manifestly antisymmetric under R(z;), and
thus the lemma follows in that case. Thus assume n > 1, setv =u/Q, w = (uQ)~!
with Q :=[];<; <, ¢i and consider the sum as a function of u. We readily verify
that it is a B C_l—_symmetric theta function in u of degree n; we thus need only
show that it vanishes at more than n independent points. If v = Qz,/qp, the terms
involving R(z,) vanish; moreover, if we pull out BC,_;-symmetric factors, we
obtain a special case of the n — 1-dimensional sum. By symmetry, the identity
holds for any point of the form u = inil /qi; since n > 1, these 2n points are
generically independent, and the result follows. O

We note the following related result in passing:

COROLLARY 7.7. For arbitrary parameters satisfying tuvw [ [ <; <, qiz =1,
and generic z1, ..., Zn,

et ] .’ ] .’ ] .’ | .;
< TI q;'0(qiq)zi2j. 4ji/4i%): p)
0(zizj.zi/zj: p)

1<i<j<n

is symmetric under permutations of t, u, v, w.
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Proof. The sum is manifestly symmetric in u, v, w, so it suffices to show
that it is invariant under the exchange of ¢t and u. Thus take the difference of the
given sum and its image upon exchanging ¢ and u. If we then set t = g5 +1yn+1,

U = gn+1/Yn+1, We obtain the n + 1-dimensional instance of the lemma. O
LEMMA 7.8. For generic values of y1, ..., Yn,
! Ly -2 2. -
1<i<n 1<i<j<n O0iviiP) 2z i 00 )

Proof. When n = 1, the summand is antisymmetric under R(y;), and the sum
therefore vanishes. Now, consider the sum for general # as a function of z,_;. This
is manifestly a BCp-symmetric theta function of degree #; it thus suffices to show
that it vanishes at more than n independent points. If z,,_; = ul/2 Vn, the terms
coming from R(yy) vanish; we thus obtain an instance of the n — 1-dimensional
sum, which vanishes by induction. By symmetry, the sum vanishes at any point
of the form z,,_; = u!/? yiil; this gives 2n independent values at which the sum
vanishes, proving the lemma. O

A similar argument applies to the following result, which can also be obtained
from Theorem 3.1 via residue calculus.
THEOREM 7.9. Choose integers m>1>0, and suppose qm_ltotl tat3=q. Then
we have the following identity.
0(toxi, trxi, 12xi, 13%i5 p) [T1.<, <1 0(q ™22y p)
xl-l +19(xi2; p)

[T a+Rx)

1<i<m
0(gxix;: p)

* H 0(x;x;; p)

1<i<j<m

_ 1—[ 0(q' tot1, q' tot2, 4" tot3; p)
- (—¢'/2ym11o

0<i<m-—I
1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 _
0L vis T yis T i 4= yii D) [ <ram 0@ 2 yix s p)
X H(1+R(Yi)) m+Tg( 2.
1<i<l Vi s p)
I 0(gyiyj:p)
1<ivj< P00YiiP)

Proof. By the usual symmetry argument, we find that both sides are BCy,-
symmetric theta functions of degree / in x. By induction, both sides agree if x,,
is of the form #, or g~1/2 yl.il; this gives 2/ 4 4 independent points at which the
functions agree, which shows that they agree everywhere. O

This gives rise to some commutation relations between our difference and
integral operators.
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COROLLARY 7.10. For any function f € 4™ (q"/?uo;: p.q),
9 (uoito, 11 p. ) (. to, 1131, p) f
= @((Jn)(fl/zuo, 120,612y, p)ﬁgn)(ql/zuo:ql/zto,ql/ztl; 2.9) [,
Eﬁgn)(uo:to, 1; p,q)QDEI”)(uO, to.t2:t, p) f
= gb((In)(l‘l/zuo, V210,671 21531, p)ﬁgn)(ql/zuoqu/zto,q_l/ztl; 2.9 f
57" o p. )Y (wo.t0.11:1.p) f
= @((1”“)01/2”0,f_l/zfo,t_l/zll; t p)ﬁ;r(n)(ql/zuo; .S
while for any function f € A™ (g~ 2uq: p,q),

97" (wocto.11: p. )33 " (woitoity. 12,1331, p) f
- QD;(”)(Il/zuo:tl/zto:tl/zh, 720,07 21551, p)

x 3 (g™Vug:q" 10,4101 p, 9) f

Proof. In each case, arguing as in the proof of adjointness of difference oper-
ators transforms the left-hand side into an integral of f against a B Cy,-symmetric
density which itself can be transformed via the theorem to give the right-hand side.

O
8. Biorthogonal functions

Now that we have suitable difference and integral operators, we are in a posi-
tion to construct the desired biorthogonal functions.

Definition 4. For each integer n > 0, we define a family of functions

97%&")(21, oo Znsloit, B, 133U, UL L Py g) € éﬂﬁ")(uo; 15p.q)

indexed by a partition pair A of length at most » and with parameters satisfying
1202101 tatsuu = pq, as follows. For n = 0, we take

@(O)C foity, 12, 13;ug, U1 t; p,q) ;== 1.
Otherwise, if A,, = (0, 0), we set

=(n
97{& ) toit, 12, 133 U0, U1 15 Pl q)

=977V g pg)

O N N e Y TN R T X))
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If (0,1)" C A, set

971&")(; to:f1. 12,13 Ug, U1; L P.q)
=9 (ug:to:t1. 12,1331, p)

1/2, . 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 3/2

-%i”l(o,l)n(;q fo:q '“t1,q '“ta,q 713597 Tue, g Tusts pLq).

Finally, if (1,0)" C A, but (0, 1)" ¢ A, set

%E\n)ﬁ fo:ty, 12,13 U0, U1 1; p,q)
I:Qb;_(n)(uoil‘oill, tr,13;1,q)

G0

., 1/2
A—(1,0)" (s p

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 3/2

to:p ' “ti,p ' ta, p 3 pT  Fug, pT 7 Ut pLq).

Remark. The above definition closely resembles, and indeed was inspired by,
Okounkov’s integral representation for interpolation polynomials [15]; in fact, in
an appropriate limit, our $1) becomes Okounkov’s integral operator (which can
thus be expressed as a contour integral, rather than a g-integral).

It is clear that this inductively defines a family of functions as described; note
also that the last relation still holds if (1, 1)” C A, since the corresponding p- and g-
difference operators “commute”. In addition, it is clear that these functions should
agree with the functions R we attempted to define above, aside from the fact that
the scalar multiplication freedom has been eliminated:

PROPOSITION 8.1. The functions R satisfy the normalization condition
97%&")(- " et b, ta U, U pLg) = L.

Since the “diagonal” coefficients of the 4 operators with respect to the filtra-
tion are generically nonzero, we find that they form a section of the filtration; that
is:

PROPOSITION 8.2. For any partition pair A, and for generic values of the
parameters, the functions

971,(51)(; toit1, 12,13, U0, U115 P, q)
for k C A form a basis ofﬂgn)(t; P.q).

Also, since each of the + operators used above factors as a tensor product,
we find that the same holds for our family of functions.
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LEMMA 8.3. Each function ?7%&’1) is a product of a q-abelian and a p-abelian
function; more precisely,

= (n
97{5“2(2, ...;lo:ll,tz,t3;uo,u1;l;p,q)

= %E\no)(- S Zi..otoit, B, 3 U, UL L DL q)
X%g;j( L Z .;[021‘1,l‘2,l‘3;u0,ul;l;p,q).
Similarly, from adjointness and Theorem 7.5, we can conclude:

THEOREM 8.4. The functions @a") satisfy the biorthogonality relation

(%Exn)C tot1, 12,133 U0, U131 P, q),

97,31(6”)(;to:tl,12,t3;u1,u0§t§Pv9)) 0

to,t1,t2,t3,U0,U15t,0,q

whenever k # A. In particular, 97%&") is orthogonal to the space &ﬁ,(cn)(t; p.q)
whenever A ¢ k.

Remark. In particular, it follows that our functions agree with the univariate
biorthogonal functions considered in [32, App. A]. Note that in the univariate case,
the definition involves only the raising difference operators; the integral operators
are unnecessary. This gives rise to a generalized Rodriguez-type formula; com-
pare [18].

THEOREM 8.5. The functions 97{&”) satisfy the difference equations:
D (uo. to. 11:1. )Ry p210:p 211, p~ 212, p V2131 V2o, pTPurit: pLg)
= @Rn)ﬁ toit1, t2, 135 U0, U155 P, q),
D (uo. to. 1131, PYRY (4" 1029211, g7 P12, a7 P13:9" Puo. g7 Puni 5 pLg)
= 97%&")(: to:t1, 12,13 Up, U1 L5 P, q),

and the integral equation

95’1)(”070’ 11§P,Q)§iﬁn)(§ foit1,t2, 135U, U15 L P, q)

=R Gt 2100 21, 07V 20, 7 P05 1 Pug, 17 Pun 1 pl q).

Proof. Since each of the operators respects the factorization of 97{5{2 it suffices
to consider the cases A = 0 or u = 0, which are clearly equivalent. In particular,
the inner product is now generically nondegenerate, and thus giino) and @gg are
uniquely determined by biorthogonality and the normalization condition. Since
each of the three operators we are considering has triangular adjoint, the left-hand
sides satisfy biorthogonality; on the other hand, we readily compute that each op-
erator preserves the normalization condition. O
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Remark. This gives rise to an alternate proof of the commutation relations of
Corollary 7.10, by comparing the actions of the two sides on the appropriate basis
of biorthogonal functions. Similarly, one obtains the commutation relations:

5&§”+1’(u0:z0, R p,q)ﬂ;r(n)(t_l/zuo; D-q)
= 37" wo; p. )9 (7 Pugit VP10, 1211: p.g),

97 (uotto. 11: p. )9 (7 Pugit T 210,121 p.g)
= 90 (uotto, 121 p. )9V (7 Pugit ™ 19,0121 pLg),

@((In)(uo, to, 111, p)@((ln)(ql/zuo,ql/zto,q_l/ztz; t,p)
=35 (uo. to. t2; 1. P)BI (¢ w0, ¢ 10,47 21151, ).

D (uoito:t, b 1311, P)D (g™ ?u0.q' P10, 4" *11:1. p)
=@ (o to. 1131, P)BF M (" Pu0:q" 10:9" 211,47 12,47 21311, p).

In contrast to Corollary 7.10, it is unclear how to prove these commutation relations
directly.

COROLLARY 8.6. For any partition A,

TSRS G p210:p 200, p™ 210, p~ Y203 pV2ug, p7V2urs 15 plg)

= 97%(()'1)(; 1011, 12, 133 U0, U131 P, q).

Moreover,

Gon G p*ot0:p* 11, P12, P13 pouo, ptur:ti p.g)
= 97%8’1)(; 1011, 12, 13; U0, U151 P, q)
for all choices of integers kq, ly such that kg + k1 + ko + ks +1p+ 11 =0.
Proof. The first claim follows from the fact that

Qbén)(uo,to,tl;t,q)f — Ta()r’zg’f

for any p-abelian function f. Now, when [y = 0, the second claim follows from
the definition of QR(()'R) and the fact that QD;' (")(uo:toztl, t2,t3;t, p) is a p-abelian
function of the u9 and 9 parameters. Iterating the first claim and using the fact that
97%((;1) is p-abelian we have an instance of the second claim with /o = 1, and thus
the claim holds in general. O

To see how the operators act when 7 is not among the parameters of the
operator, we need to determine how R changes when we switch #o and #;. This
leaves the biorthogonality relation unchanged, and so multiplies the function by a
constant; to determine that constant, it suffices to compute the following evaluation.
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PROPOSITION 8.7. For generic values of the parameters,

97{3”)( .. Zn_ltl oo toi, M3 U, Ut p,q)
"t 1" yts, pqt™ Vo /uo, 11" /it pLg)
65 (t"Ltota, 1" Utots, pqt" i1 Juo, 11" [tour; 1 p,q)

Proof. This follows by comparing the actions of Qb; (")(uo:to:tl 12,1371, )
and QD; (")(uo:tl ito, 12, 13;t, p). This gives a recurrence for the desired specializa-
tion, having the right-hand side as unique solution. O

It will be convenient at this point to introduce “hatted” parameters. These are
defined as follows. First, we have:

1—n
fo = Vitot1tat3/ pq = .
~JUoul

The remaining parameters are then defined by giving invariants of the transforma-
tion. To be precise, we define 71, f2, 3, i, and 7i by insisting that

n n A A A o uo U1 up
fol1 =lol1, [lol2 =lol2, [lfol3z =1Iol3, — =-—, —— =—.

to to to to
Note in particular that

t2n—2 ~

The action of the hat transformation on the ¢ parameters is, of course, quite fa-
miliar from the theory of Koornwinder polynomials [14], [29] (aside from the
factor of p required to preserve symmetry); the action on the u parameters is then
essentially forced by the balancing condition. We furthermore define z; (A; 7o) :=
(p.)*it" iy,

In the following formulas, the ratios of I' functions that appear are sometimes
ill-defined, in that some of the factors vanish. These should be interpreted by
multiplying the argument of each I" function by the same scale factor, then taking
the limit as that scale factor approaches 1. Alternatively, it turns out in each case
that the ratio can be formally expressed in terms of theta functions alone, and that
upon doing so, the resulting formula is well-defined. Similar comments apply to
ratios of 6 functions. In particular, we note that

I Ozi(A;w)*lip) I T(quzi(A;w)*!, vz (0,0;w)*'; p, )
. 0(vz; (0,0; w)El; p) . C(vz; (A; w)*EL, qvz; (0,0; w)EL; p,q)

1<i< 1<i<

€% (1" Tquw, 1" pqw/v: p.q)
€% (1" Tow, 1" 1pw/v; p.q)

where the constant of proportionality is independent of v.
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COROLLARY 8.8. We have the difference equations
@é")(uo, to,ti;t, p)QDfI”)(ql/zuo,q_l/ztz,q_l/ztg; t,p)
-@ﬂ”)(; toit1. 12,13 qUo. ¢ Ui L5 p.q)
_ E(iclos 1 pg)
€3 (lotho: t: piq)
DI (o, 12. 1311, PYBI (" 20, g7 ?10.47*11:1, p)

%3")(; toit1.12,13:Ug, U1 L: P, q).

G (toit, 2, 135 quo, g uns 1 pLq)
€01/ qitos 1 pq)

/4 9']“{(")(; to:t1,12,13; U0, U1 L5 P, q),
€ (oiio:t: pg)

where

O(vz; (A; w)EL; p)

€2 (v: it pq) = .

1<i<

Similarly,
9 (1 2oV 215, 07213, p, )9 (ot 11 p q)
'giin)(§ lo:f1, 12,13, U0, U1; P\ q)
_ %i(flifo;t;P,fI)
€3 (lostoi 13 p.q)
D 2007210 171211 p )5 (uoita. 13 p. q)

R\ G t0:t1, 12, 13; 1ug, w1 /15 p, q),

-971&")(; fo:f1, 12,13, U0, U1; D5 q)
_ & (h/tloit pg)

s .. . .
= Ry Goty, b2, 135 tug, U1 /15 p.q),
€S (ottost; p.q)  * ( /t:p-4)

where
T(vz; (A; w)EL, 1vz;(0,0; w)EL; p, q)
L Dvzi(Aw)E vz (0,0;w)*: p.g)°

%i(v:w;t;p,q) = 1_[

1<i<
The — and + operators give similar equations:

THEOREM 8.9.

—(n)(,, . +m),.3/2., . o h 153 3
GDg (o3 t, P)By (g ”0'q1/2'q1/2’ql/z’ql/z’t’p)

'97%&”)(; loill,lz,l3;quo,q_1u1;t;p,q)
€ (lo/q:lo; p)

DTG oty 1, 133 U0 UL L Py ),
€D (fotto; p)  *
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where

C— 1—[ O(t" " uoto, 1" uoty, 1" uoty, 1" M ugts, pt" " to/quo, pqt™ ' 1" fquouy: p)
i<n O(pt2" == Ltguy, t"tot1 /q, t" " tota/q. 1" tot3/q: p)

Similarly,

—(n+1) /2., . o 151 153 I3 X +(n) .
'g)t (t MOtl/z,tl/zst1/27t1/27p’q)‘¢t (MOvp’Q)

.97{&")(; toiti,t2,13;U0, UL P, q)
_€3(t/toito; 15 p.q)
€3 (ozios 1: p.q)

97{&”)(; to:t1, 12,13 tug, u1/t; p.q).

Proof. In each case, by adjointness, both sides satisfy biorthogonality, and
must therefore be proportional. To determine the constant of proportionality, we
can compare one of the corresponding equations from Corollary 8.8. Indeed, the
fact of proportionality shows that the relevant products of difference (or integral)
operators differ in their action only by a diagonal transformation; as a result, we
can compute the ratio of their constants of proportionality using any section of the
filtration. In particular, it is straightforward to compute diagonal coefficients using
the sections with which we proved triangularity in the first place, thus giving the
desired result. |

Remark. We thus find that for v € {f1, f2,3,19/q.t1/q.12/q.13/q}, we have
a difference operator @ (v) (of “order” 2) such that

Qb(v)@'{f\”)(; to:t1, 2,13 quo, ¢ ‘U1 t; p,q)
_ €5 (v:io; 15 piq)
€3 (o:lo; 15 p:q)

%ﬁ")(; toit1, 12,13 U0, U1 L P.q);

moreover

D (uoitoity. ta. 1311, p)D~ (g™ Puo:t, p)

essentially gives us such an operator for v = fy. We conjecture that such an operator
exists for all v; since the “eigenvalue” is effectively just a BC;-symmetric theta
function of degree # in v, this conjecture certainly holds for n < 7. Such a collection
of difference operators, together with the various spaces of higher-degree difference
operators obtained by composing them, would seem to give the analogue of the
center of the affine Hecke algebra applicable to our biorthogonal functions. Indeed,
in the Koornwinder limit, the conjecture certainly holds, and the resulting space of
operators is precisely the subspace of the center of the affine Hecke algebra having
degree at most 1.
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In particular, this gives us a recurrence for the nonzero values of the inner
product. Define

A (211,11, 12,13, 14. 151 p.q)

B l_[ F(tziilzfl;p,q) 1—[ [To<r<s Tz p.g)

- +1_+1. +2. ’
1§i<j§n F(Zi Zj vp’Q) 151'5” F(Zi vp’q)

in other words, this is simply the density with respect to which our functions are

biorthogonal.

THEOREM 8.10. For any partition pair A of length at most n, and for generic
values of the parameters,

<gi&n)(;t02117127 f3110, U131 P, ),

=(n
97{& ) (ot ta, t3; U1, 03 £ ) CI)>
10,21,12,13,U0,U1:t,D,q
A (. 2;(0,0:4p) .. .1 Lo, F1, 12, 13, G0, U153 P, q)

AW (... z;(Asto) .. .ito,F1, 2, 13, 1o, T3 1; Py q)

= A)v(lzn_zf(ﬂln,Zn_ll‘Aol‘Al,ln_lfofz,l‘n_ll‘AolAg,,ln_lfofto,ln_lf()ﬁl;l;p,q)_l
1 tl—n ll_n

117, " otr, 1" Lotn, 17 ots,

= Ax( ;
UoU1 fouo foU

p.g)
This of course, is the direct analogue of the formula for the inner products of
Koornwinder polynomials.

If tot; = p~'q™™17", then the integral converts via residue calculus to a
sum, and we thus obtain the following discrete biorthogonality property.

THEOREM 8.11. For any partition pairs A,k C (I,m)", and for otherwise
generic parameters satisfying toty = p~Lq7" 1"

2

> R Cziito) ot 130 U1 L)
nC(l,m)n

X@il(cn)(---Zi(lL;ZO)-~~;tO:tl,IZ,t?a;ul»uO;t;pvQ)

A(n)(---Zi(lL;lo)---;to,fl,l2,13,1ft0,u1;f;P,fI) —0
AM (... 2;(0,0;t0) ...;t0, 11, L2, 13, U, U155 D, q)

unless A = k.
Remark. Note that when fgt; = p_l g ™l
zi (R t0) = Zng1—i (L,m)" — s 1) 7Y,

and thus summing over z; (i ; t1) gives the same result.
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This result leads to a very important special case of the R functions.
COROLLARY 8.12. Iftijuy =t'7", then
Q{an)( zi(kty) . s teit Bt ug Uit pag) =0

unless A C k. Moreover, in this case 97{&”) is independent of t, and t3, and up to
scalar multiplication, is independent of ty.

Proof. First suppose that tor; = p~'g™¢'™" for I,m such that A,k C
(I,m)", and consider the discrete biorthogonality relation. We observe that for
f €A™ (uy; p.q) such that

[T 0z /ursp. @i fC2i)

1<i<n

is holomorphic, and for partitions A C (/,m)",

im [T 0(rqziA:0)* fur: p.@)m f(..2i(A1v)..)

v—>t1*”/ul1

<i<n
= lim l_[ Q(pqziil/ul;p,q)l,mf(...Zi...).
Zi—>(p,ql)"lt’_1ul 1<i<n
i=1,...,n ==

In other words, if f € &d,(cn)(ul ;t; p,q), then the inner product of our function
with f can be expressed as a sum over partition pairs contained in &, by the very
definition of the filtration. The desired vanishing property follows immediately.
Moreover, this orthogonality is independent of the specific values for 75, ¢3, and
thus changing #, or t3 can at most multiply our function by a scalar; this scalar
must then be 1 by the normalization formula.

We thus find that the result holds whenever ¢ is of the above form. Since
the given quantity is a product of abelian functions of to for any choice of A, &k,
the fact that it holds for o of the form p~!g~¢'~" /¢, implies that it holds in
general. Symmetry in fg, #2, #3 then shows that the dependence on ¢y is only via
the normalization. 0

With this in mind, we consider the following alternate normalization in this
case.

Definition 5. The interpolation functions 9])1;(")(; to,Uo:t; p,q) are defined
by

Py (o, u0: 15 p.q) = A (" V1o /uole" M tot1. 10/ 1131 p.q)

~ 1-
XQRXI)(; fido. I t3iu0. 1" /10313 p.q),
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where the right-hand side is independent of the choice of ¢1, t2, f3, as long as
1" Uitatzug = pq. The multivariate elliptic binomial coefficient [2‘] S
defined by

[ﬂ = Ay, (%lf"’ l/b;t;p,fI)

[a,blit;p.q

i
[a,blit;p.q

XQR:(")(. Lzt a2y a2 b 1a 2 L g),
forn > £4(A), (k).
Remark. An alternate definition uses the fact that

*(n) . .
gtln_’_k’mn_i_u(v ZOv uO’ t9 pv q)

_ (pq/toue)2H=2mA T, . 00X p, Dim

[Ti<i<n 0((Pq/u0)xE: p. @) 1m

x R plg™t0. w0/ p'q™: 1: p.q)
(which follows by two applications of equation (9.1) below) together with the ac-
tion of $1) to obtain an integral representation generalizing that of [15].

We note in particular that

%:(n)(. Zi.oata, .. " Yaza, bt p.q),

_ Ak(t”bm |17 1/b;t; PvQ)%*(n_m)( .

Ae(P5 2 1/bit: p.q) ‘ o

and thus the multivariate elliptic binomial coefficient is independent of n (as long
as £(A), (k) <n, that is).

The significance of these interpolation functions is that one can express con-

nection coefficients for the biorthogonal functions in terms of multivariate elliptic

binomial coefficients. (The proof requires a more thorough study of these binomial
coefficients, and will thus be deferred to [21].)

.o t™a,bit; p,q),

THEOREM 8.13 ([21]). If we define connection coefficients ¢,y by

R (toit1. 12, 133 u0, UL 11 pLg) = > iy G toit1v. 12, 1310, u1 /011 p.q),

RCA
then
rp = Ago(l/uoulu/v,li_llzl&qu’i_llo/umllv/u.l;.f;P’Q) [A} .
AS (v/uoui|v, t"ats, pqt" o /uo, tiv/us;t; p,q) | [ uouy 1 /vlt:p
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If the biorthogonal function on the right is specialized to an interpolation
function, we obtain the following generalization of Okounkov’s binomial formula
for Koornwinder polynomials [15]:

COROLLARY 8.14.

@an)(; lo:t1, 12,13, U0, U135 P, q)
=Y ™ (. zi(Aido) oL io: 15 p. )P ™ Gt uost: p.g).
KCA

where

cie = DM (1" Vig /uolt™, pq/uotr, pq/uota. pq/uots;t; p.q).

Since ¢, above remains the same when the parameters are replaced by their
hatted analogues, we obtain the following corollary, the analogue of the “evaluation
symmetry” property of Koornwinder polynomials.

COROLLARY 8.15. For any partition pairs A, k of length at most n, and for
generic values of the parameters,

g{&n)( . .Zi(lc;l()) - ;l‘oil‘l,[2,[3;M0,u1;[;p,q)
=97l,(cn)(. . .Zi(),;lA()) .. .;foifl,fz,f3;ﬁ0,ﬁ1;l;p,q).

Before leaving the topic of biorthogonal functions, it remains to justify our
assertions that these are a generalization of Koornwinder polynomials. The inner
product clearly can be degenerated into the Koornwinder inner product; the diffi-
culty is the filtration. Indeed, in order to degenerate the inner product, we must take
p — 0, ug — {0, oo}, at which point the definition of the filtration breaks. It turns
out that the filtration actually does have a well-defined limit; however, we have
been unable to find an argument for this other than as a corollary of the following
result.

THEOREM 8.16. Fix otherwise generic parameters tg, t1, t2, t3. Then the

limits
. .= rq
lim hm?]i(") o Zj. ot L 3 U, =——— 1 P, q),
uo—0p—0 O’l( ! 0 370 t2”_2u0totlt2t3 P (])
lim lim(jt(")(. L. Zi .. toit, L t3) U, P4 it p.q)

Ug—>00 p—0 04 1202y ptot 1213

agree, and give a family of B Cy-symmetric Laurent polynomials orthogonal with
respect to the Koornwinder inner product. Moreover, these polynomials are diag-
onal with respect to dominance of monomials, and thus are precisely the Koorn-
winder polynomials (normalized to have principal specialization 1).
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Proof. The key observation is that, although the definition of the filtration
blows up in the limit, the raising difference and integral operators have perfectly
fine limits. Consequently, the above limits are indeed well-defined; as the choice
ug — 0 or ug — oo has no effect on the limiting operators, it can have no effect
on the limiting functions. Since the space of BC,-symmetric p-theta functions of
degree m tends in the limit p — O to the space of BCp,-symmetric Laurent polyno-
mials of degree at most m in each variable, our functions become rational functions
in that limit. Taking the limit ug — 0, co, causes the poles of the rational functions
to move to 0 and oo, thus giving Laurent polynomials. Finally, we observe that
because the above limits agree, biorthogonality becomes orthogonality in the limit.
(Recall that 97)1(()'1) is p-abelian in its parameters; so the factor of p in u; can be
moved around arbitrarily before taking the limit.) We have thus proved the first
claim.

To see that these agree with Koornwinder polynomials, we observe that the
operator QD,(I")(uo, to,11;1) also has a well-defined limit; standard arguments ([20,
Th. 3.2]) show that the limit is triangular with respect to dominance of monomials.
It thus follows from Theorem 8.5 that the limiting polynomials are eigenfunctions
of a pair of triangular difference operators, and thus must themselves be triangular.
The normalization then follows from Proposition 8.1. O

Remark. In order to determine the constant of proportionality, i.e., determine
the leading coefficient of the limiting polynomial, we simply determine how the
raising operators affect the leading coefficient. For the difference operator, this is
straightforward; for the integral operator, we can appeal to Theorem 7.1 and, by
using the fact that

DD (v yae s ymemn -2 (@1 22w U 201 22, L 2m)
ACm"
=[] Gi+1yi—zi—1/z)
1<i<n
I<j=m
(where m, is a B(Cy-symmetric monomial), reduce to the difference operator case.
The result, of course, is simply Macdonald’s “evaluation” conjecture; Theorem
8.10 then gives the nonzero values of the inner product. (For more details, see [22].)
The remaining “symmetry” conjecture does not follow from the methods given
above, however (although there are at least two different arguments for deducing
it from evaluation: [5], [15]). The argument we will give in [21] does descend to
the Koornwinder case; indeed, the result is precisely the proof given in [20].

It follows from [20, Th. 7.25] that the filtration has the following limit.
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COROLLARY 8.17. Choose an integer n > 0, and a partition A of at most n
parts. Then the limits ug — 0 or ug — 00 of the space ﬂg/? (uo;t;0, q) agree, and
are given by the span

(Pu(xitl,xitl, ... ,x,:ltl;q, D)) uchis
where Py is an ordinary Macdonald polynomial.

Remark. It would be nice to have a direct proof of this corollary, or the corre-
sponding result for a refined partial order; in particular, for the dominance partial
order, the limiting filtration should correspond to dominance of monomials.

9. Type II transformations

The connection coefficient formula for our biorthogonal functions, Theorem
8.13, has a number of nice consequences for the multivariate elliptic binomial
coefficients. For instance, by taking v = 1, we obtain the limiting case

Al(alb:tip.q) | A
= SA,IC .
[a.b];t;p.q

;
b1 A (a/bl1/bit; phq) | &

Also, if we perform the change of basis corresponding to #; — #; v, then the change
of basis corresponding to ;v — 1 vw, the result should be the same as if we directly
changed t; — t;vw. We thus obtain the following sum:

THEOREM 9.1 ([21]). For otherwise generic parameters satisfying bcde =
pqa,

[l} _ Al(a/c|l/c.bd. be. pga/b:t: p.q)
0 PR
la.clit:p.a A7 (ale,bd,be, pga/b;t; p,q)

A |
X Z A?L(a/b|c/b,pqa,d,e;t;p,q)|: :| |:K:| .
la.b]it;p.q la/b,c/blit:p.q

KCpCA

In particular,

A |
wcuca LF At nrepa L Jtaspapriipg

Remark. Although this identity, along with the other sums mentioned in this
section, does indeed follow from Theorem 8.13, we should mention that the argu-
ment in [21] proceeds in the opposite direction, using these identities (and others)
to prove the binomial formula, and from this, Theorem 8.13. On the other hand,
the above argument provides a more straightforward interpretation of the identity
than that given in [21].
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If we take A = (I, m)", k = 0 above, the above identity turns out to be a product
of two general instances of Warnaar’s Jackson-type summation (conjectured in
[37], and proved by Rosengren [25]). Warnaar’s Schlosser-type summation is also
a special case; see [21].

Our reason for discussing this here is that there is an integral analogue of the
above sum, generalizing Theorem 6.1.

THEOREM 9.2. For otherwise generic parameters satisfying |p|, |q| < 1 and
12" 219t tat3u0u 1 = pq,

*(n) . L. *(n) /. R
<9RA Glo,u0i 15 Py q)s R " G L1, UL 85 Py q)) to,t1,t2,t3,00,u15t3 04
-1 -1 -1 e
= A (1" Mo /uolt" ' tot2. 1" 1013115 p. q)

) AY (" fun [t o, 7 s, " e, £ Mg 8 plLq)

XQRI(")(--Zi(K;ll/Vf”_lhul) . --;lo\/l”_lllul,uox/l"_111u1;l;P,€1> .

Proof. Using the connection coefficient identity, we may express both inter-
polation functions as linear combinations of biorthogonal functions. Substituting
in the known values for the inner products of the biorthogonal functions, we thus
obtain a sum over partition pairs g C A, k. That this sum gives the desired right-
hand side is itself a special case of the connection coefficient identity.

Alternatively, we can mimic the proof of Theorem 6.1, using the fact that
ng")(uo, to,13;1t, p) acts nicely on 97{;(")(; to,uo;t; p,q). If we define

Fl(’,lc)(t()stlvlbvt?n Uop, ulstvps CI)

. (R G ro,u0: 13 P, @), e G 11, U131 Po@)) 1001 sty ig 33 92a
C A (Mo /uolt"ota, 1" ots 1 L @) AL (1N ey Jun |1 1, 1 3585 pL q)

then adjointness gives
F;E’,?(fo,f1,12,13,uo,u1;t;P»CI)

= F{(q" 0.7 21,9V 12,7213, 4" ?u0. g7V Pur:t: pLg)

_ F/{’,’c)(pl/zto,p_l/zh,pl/ztz,p_1/2t3,pl/zuo,p_1/2u1;t;p,q).
Thus, the usual density argument shows that
F)E':C)(to,tl,tz,t3,uo,u1;t;p,q)=F}E’:C)(wto,t1/w,tzw,t3/w,u0w,u1/u);t;p,q)

for any w € C*. Taking the limit w — +/#"~1#;u; and expanding via residue
calculus, we obtain a sum over partition pairs contained in kf, in which only the
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term associated to « survives. (Recall that the contour must be deformed around
the poles of %:(").) We thus find
F;E’,?(fo,tl,fz,13,M0,M1;t;p,q)

OC%;(")(- CziGes /Y ) oV i ue Vi g £ pLq),

where the constant of proportionality is independent of A. This constant can be
resolved by taking the limit w — /"~ #gug in the case A = 0. O

Remark 1. The left-hand side above is invariant under exchanging (4, tg, 1)
and (k,?;,uq). That the right-hand side is invariant is a special case of evaluation
symmetry (Corollary 8.15). We can also use that same special case of evaluation
symmetry to see that this generalizes Theorem 9.1. Indeed, if we specialize so that
tot1 = p~Lg™™Mt1" with A,k C (I,m)", then the above left-hand side becomes a
sum over u C (I,m)". Using evaluation symmetry, the factor

R (. zi(pito) .t = R (L ((Lom)" — i) st un)
can be rewritten in terms of
QRZ(")(. Szi((,m)t =k x) .. ix, )

for suitable x and y. Replacing « by (I,m)" — k gives Theorem 9.1.
Similarly, replacing « by (I,m)" — k in the general version and comparing
the results, we find

9.1 %Tﬁ?k’mn_u(;tl,ul;t;p,q)

_ (pq/tlul)z”ul-{_zmul H]gisn e(tlxi:tl;paQ)l,m
nlsiSrL 9((P‘]/”1)xiil;P,C])l,m

Ry Gur/plg™. plg™ it pLg)

as both sides have the same inner product with QRX(") (Gto,uoit; p.q).

Remark 2. Note that the second proof of the theorem did not use the connec-
tion coefficient identity, and is thus independent of [21].

If we take « = 0 above, we obtain the following identity, generalizing Kadell’s
lemma (see, for instance Corollary 5.14 of [20]).

COROLLARY 9.3. For otherwise generic parameters satisfying |p|,|q| < 1
and lzn_zlollt213l4l5 = pq,

*(n) . .
(R Glo 113t Pog)) o0 0203, 00855850,
=AY (t" o/ 11|t Mot 1" Mgt 1" M egts, £ Hotsi 8 pl q).

The connection coefficient argument gives the following identity as well.
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THEOREM 9.4. For otherwise generic parameters satisfying |p|, |q| < 1 and
t2”_2t0t1t2t3u0u 1=pq,
*(n) . ‘g *(n) . ‘e
(gil (’ ZO,UOJ, pvq)?%K (v t(),ll],[, p, q)>t0,t1,t2=t3,u05ul§t;p9q

0
= A (——|

" iotr, t" oty 1" Meots, t" " iousi ;s p,q)
0 " o,y n—1 n—1 n—1
XAK(—M [t" " oty t" T Ttota, t" T Ctots, t" T Ttougst: p.q)
1

5 (1) ol . ‘e
XA (.Lzi(e,1g) . s Lgty L B3 U, U Pl g),

where the primed parameters are determined by

" =" o, Ty = 1" M ota, T gt = 1" ot
1 to
tn—lt/u/ — ln_ll()u(), [n—lt/u/ — , t/2 — )
0™0 01 Z”_ltoul 0 t”_lul

Remark. The above transformation of the parameters is involutive, and con-
jugates the exchange ug <> u to the “hat” transformation.

A further application of connection coefficients gives the following result,
containing both Theorems 9.2 and 9.4 as special cases.

THEOREM 9.5. For otherwise generic parameters satisfying |p|, |q| < 1 and
12" 219t tat3u0u1 = pq,
*(n *(n
<%A( )(; fov, uos1: p,q), ‘ORK( )(; 10, U115 Py q)) 10,01 t2,3,U0,0 1585050
= A (" Mo /ug|t" Tutots, 1" Tutota, t" M utots, 1" Hourst; p,q)
x AL (" Vo Juy |t" Veoty, 1" oty £ ot 1 M ouo: £ pLq)
5 (n) / ROV OV Y Y S R
XR7(..zilie, ) o5 Lty By, 135U, U /U5 TS Pl q),
with primed parameters as above.

Now, Theorem 9.1 is sufficiently general that the univariate argument for de-
riving Bailey-type transformations from Jackson-type summations applies, giving
the following identity.

THEOREM 9.6 ([21]). The sum
A (alb,apq/bf:t; p.q)
Ad(a/clb/c.apq/bd:t: p.q)
3 Aj (a/blc/b, f.g:1:p.q) | A M
0 .t
Au(@/bIfb.d.estp @) [ B {1 g L Jtasbicrtiipa

is symmetric in b and b’, where bb'de = capq, bb' fg = apq.

KCpCA
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Remark 1. Again, taking A = (I, m)", k = 0, gives an identity conjectured
by Warnaar, in this case his conjectured multivariate Frenkel-Turaev transforma-
tion [37].

Remark 2. This identity can also be obtained by comparing various ways of
computing connection coefficients for biorthogonal functions in which g, 3, ug
are left fixed, but 71, 72, u; change.

It turns out that this identity also has an integral analogue. For each integer
n > 0, and partition pairs A, g of length at most n, we define a (meromorphic)
function
()" (¢: )" T p. )"

2"n!

<), R (xi st i p )RR (L Xi Lt 1318 plg)

l—[ F(tx‘:l:lx:"l:l;p’Q) l—[ H05r57 F(trxi:tl;p,Q) dxi

Lo lipag) | T pq)  2nV—1xi

I, (to. 11112, 13384, 15, 8. 1713 p. q) =

I<i<j=<n <i<n

on the domain 12" 2tyt1tat3tat5t6t7 = p2q2, where the contour C” is constrained
in the usual way by the poles of the integrand.

THEOREM 9.7. Ift2”_2tot1tzt3t4t5t6t7 = p2q2f0r some nonnegative inte-
ger n, then

U(n) (to, t1:t2, 1314, 15,16, 17: 15 P, q)

= A (" o/t |t tota. " iotsit pog) [ [[ Te tisp.q
1<j=<nrse{0,1,4,5}
r<s

0 n—1 -1 e VI —Js g
x A"/l e " atitipg) [ ] T teisipag)
1<j<nrse{2,3,6,7}
r<s
n
X II&’L(to/u, t1/uuty, utzita/u, ts/u, utg, ut7;t; p,q),
where u is chosen so that
2 [lohials _ pgt'™ _ totitals
biststs  blsts  pgii
Proof. If, following the second proof of Theorem 9.2, we attempt to mimic

the difference operator proof of Theorem 6.1, we immediately encounter the diffi-
culty that we no longer have adjointness between two instances of QDE]”), but rather

between an instance of ng") and an instance of QZ);L @) The one exception is when
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"oty tats = p, in which case

DM (to. 11,1411, p) and D (G2, /Gt3, /i 1. p)

are adjoint; the resulting transformation is precisely the case u? = ¢ of the theorem.

To extend this argument, we will thus need to extend the difference operators.
With this in mind, we define a difference operator Dl("n)1 (uo,ui,uz;t; p,q) for
[,m >0 as follows.

D(()’fl)(uo, Ui, U2t p.q) = D,S”)(uo, ur,uz, p/t" tuouiuz;t, p),

D) (o u1.uz:t; p.q) = DI (uo. ur.uz, ¢/ 1" uouiuait. q).

(n) ‘e
Dl+l/’m+m/(u09 ulv UZ, ta pv Q)

= D" (ug, u1,u2:t; p,q) D

,m U'm

1/2 1/2 1/2
,(S,,f,, uo, S,,fn ui, Sz,/m uz:t;p.q),
where S; ,, = (p, g)"™. Since Dl(r;’)l is a composition of p- and g-difference oper-
ators, it itself is a difference operator; that it is well-defined follows from the fact

that the two ways of computing Dgn% agree.

LEMMA 9.8. Let ug, uy, Uz, us be such that t" Yuguiusuz = 249/ S1.m-
Then

Dl(:1n)1(M0au1,M2;[;ILQ)%X(H)(; Sll,/mzuo’ Sl/zul;t;p,q)

I.m
AL ("M uo/ur|pg/uruz, pq/uius;it; p,q)
nlfign l_[0§r<s§3 F(tn_iurus§ D:q)

T3 Guo,ur;t; p,q).

In particular,

Dl(,n,,),(uo,ul,uz;l;P,(I) = Dl(zzl(uo,ul,uy,;t;p,q).

Proof. The first claim holds when (I, m) € {(0, 1), (1, 0)}; an easy induction
gives it in general.

Since Dl(’;)l (uo,u1,uz;t; p,q) is a difference operator, it is uniquely deter-
mined by this action; since the given formula is symmetric between u, and u3, the
operator itself is symmetric. O

LEMMA 9.9. The different instances of Dz('g, are related by

D" (uo.u1.uz:1: p.q)
1/2 +1.
_ F(ulrx,il’P,‘I) (n) , s / ’.,. I‘(Sl,murxi ’p’q)
= I1 T (u,xEL: Dyl o w5 65p.9) | /2, +1 '
1<i=n Drx; s P+q) 1<i<n F(Sl,murxi 1D, q)
0<r<3 0<r<3
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Proof. If u’y = u3, the result follows by a simple induction; the general case
then follows by combination of that case with the symmetry between ug, ¥1, U2
and u3. O

In particular, we can define the operator
DI (t: p.q)
= 1_[ F(urxiil;p,q)Dl(:'n)l(uo,ul,uz;t;p,q) 1_[ 172

+1. ’
1<i<n 1<i<n U(S 5 ur X750, q)
0<r<3 0<r<3

1

which is independent of ug, uy, us.
This operator is self-adjoint with respect to the cross-terms in the 7/ density;
that is, with respect to

I

1<i<j=zn

T(exi' % p,g) I dx;
I X p.g) | 2/—1x;

i J <i<n

This follows from the fact that

ffD,(,",Z,(to,tl,tz;t;p,q)gA(”)(to,--.,ts;t:p,q)
=/gD,(,",,),(té,ti,té:t:p,q)fA‘”’(té»---»té;t;p,q),
where

1/2 1/2 1/2 —-1/2 —-1/2 —-1/2
(69111504 4 1) = (8]1210. 81200, 8} 21, 8, VP13, 81 P14, ) M P1s),

which in turn follows by induction from the cases (/,m) € {(0, 1), (1,0)}.
We also have a sort of commutation relation satisfied by Dl(nn)z (t;p.q).

LEMMA 9.10. Ifl,m,l’,m’ are nonnegative integers and
2 2
uouU1U2U3 = S| S/ ' P7q",

then we have the following identity of difference operators.
1

Dimip.a) [T Trxip.a)Df) i p.a) ] —1/2, =+,
1<i<n 1<i<n DSy ur X2 P2 q)
0<r<3 0<r=<3

—-1/2
= [T vy 2urxEp.g) D (1 p.g)
1<i<n
0<r<3
1
[1 D,(,';Z,(t;p,q)-

122 DSm St m) ™ 2ur 3 plg)
0<r<3
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Proof. By comparing actions on
Py (S1m Sy ) 110, (St Sy ) P10:: 9. ).
we find that

1/2 1/2 —-1/2
D™ (uo.to.11:1: p.q) DI (S} 0. 8210, S, VP 12: 5 pLg)

m U'.m
=D\ (uo.to.12:1: p.q) D" (S} 2 u0. )/ 2 10. S, M P11 pLg).
Expressing this in terms of Dl("n)1 (t; p,q) and simplifying give the desired result.
O

Now, consider an integral of the form

1001155 p.0) 1

x [D (t2.13. 16315 . @) g1 A (t0, 11, 12. 13, 14, 15. 16, 17 15 P @)

s

where f € &Q(”)(Sllfnztl; p.q), g € &4(”)(5'11,/31,@,; P.q), and the parameters satisfy
the relations

Sl,m

Sl/9m/ tn—l

" totitats = pq ,
Sl,m

I3tel7 = pq S .
/,m/

If we rewrite this integral in terms of D (z; p,¢) and A®™(;1; p, q) and apply
self-adjointness of Dl("n)l (t; p, q), the resulting composition of difference operators
can be transformed by the commutation relation. The result is of the same form,
and we thus obtain the following identity.

/(Dl(j’,,’,(z(),zl,t4;t;p,q)f)
x (Dz(ffzn/(tz, t3.t6:1: p. )2) A (to. 11, 12. 13, 14. 15, 16, 1731 . q)
=/(Dl‘ffzn,(t(;,r{,tQ;t;p,q)f)

x (D,(fg,(té, thothit: p.)) A1), 1) 1y, 15, th. 1L, 18, th: 15 pLq),
where
l/ . (Sl,m/Sl’,m’)l/ztr re {Oa 1,4, 5}
TSy /St r€2,3,6,7)
If we set
f=2" S,{/mzto,S,{f,ftl;t;p,q),
g =282 0.8)2 it p.g).
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we obtain the special case u? = S17.m’/S1.m of the theorem. Since this set is dense,
the theorem holds in general. O

Remark 1. Note that the above proof did not use Theorem 8.13, and is thus
independent of the results of [21]. In fact, one can use this result to prove Theorem
8.13, as follows. Connection coefficients for interpolation functions can be ob-
tained from the special case #7217 = pg (essentially Theorem 9.5), by comparing the
result to that of Theorem 9.2. One can then reverse the first proof of Theorem 9.2
to show that the functions given by the binomial formula are indeed biorthogonal;
Theorem 8.13 then follows via Theorem 9.1.

Remark 2. Tn the special case t" gt =1/ S1.m> we recover Theorem 9.6.
Also, the univariate case n = 1 is precisely the case n = m = 1 of the A, transfor-
mation.

Remark 3. Similarly, using our integral operators, one can give a direct proof
for the case u? = ¢, which presumably only extends to an argument valid for u? € tZ.
This is, however, probably the simplest proof in the univariate case (since then the
integral is independent of ?).

We can simplify this transformation somewhat by adding an appropriate nor-
malization factor. Define a meromorphic function

(n)
1T, o, 11it2, 13114, 15, 16, 17515 P, q)

= Zau I (P10, 020020 20 112030 20y 11205 11 P06 0 P pLg),
where
Zap = 1_[ TH(tttsit, p.q)ZA Zy,
0<r<s<7

Zy=€5@". pa/thta. pa/ttitsitip.q) || €(pa/ttitrit: p.q)
4<r<7

Zy =€%@". pq/ttots. pq/thtsiti p.q) || €%(pa/ttatrit: p.q)
4<r<7

and the condition on the parameters is now 12" 210t tatatatstelt = pzqz. Here
It (x;t, p,q) is defined by

Mt pg) = [] (=t p/gFx)Q -1 H1pi gkt ),

. ,J,k>0
so that, for instance that, Lkz

F+(tx; t,p.q)= F+(x; t,p.q)U'(x:p.q).

Note that for generic p, g, t, the integer n can be deduced from the balancing con-
dition on the parameters, and thus could in principle be omitted from the notation
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for 11. Note also that it follows from the residue calculus of the appendix that T o0
is holomorphic for each n; it may very well be holomorphic for A, w # 0, but this
would require a deeper understanding of the singularities of * as a function of
the parameters.

COROLLARY 9.11. We have
ﬁfxn,)u(fo, 12,1314, 15,16, 17,1 P, q)
= ﬁf\nju(to/u,tl/u:utz,ut3:t4/u,ts/u,ut6,ut7;t; P.9),
where u is chosen so that
42— \/W: pgt ! _ lfolilals .
Latstety;  Iatatel;  pqt—"~1

Since I7 is also invariant under permutations of t4, 5, tg, t7, it is in fact
invariant under an action of the Weyl group D4. Since there are three double
cosets Sq4\ D4/ S4, there is one other type of nontrivial transformation, namely:

~ (n)
Iy 4 (to, 112, 13314, 15, 16,1751 P, )
~ (n)
= Ill,ﬂ(u/h,u/tozu/t3,u/t2:v/l4, v/t5,v/te,v/t7;t; P, q),

where u? = tot1t2t3, V2 = tatstet7, and " Tlyv = pq. In terms of the unnormalized
integral, this reads

Ilf{’,)v(to, tiitr, 134, t5,t6, 17,8 P, q)

= 1_[ 1_[ T tr15:p.q)

1<j<n0=<r=3,4<s<7
0 —1 -1 —1 —1 -1 N
X Au(t” to/t1|t" " “tota, t" " tots, t" Ctote, t" T tot7:t; p.q)

x A"y 3]t Mgty 1V M ints 1" Mt " Mttt pLq)

X Ilff,),,(u/tl,u/tozu/g,u/tz:v/t4,v/ls,v/t6,v/t7;t;p,q).

The reason for the factors of #1/2 in the definition of /1 & is that the integral
satisfies a further identity.

THEOREM 9.12. Let n > m > 0 be nonnegative integers such that £(A), £(i)
< m, and suppose the parameters satisfy t" "tot, = 1. Then

~ (n)
1T, (o, 1112, 1314, 15, L6, 17,1 P, q)

~ (m)
=11, ,(1/t2,01:1/10, 1314, 15,16, 17;1; P, q).



230 ERIC M. RAINS

Proof. To compute the left-hand side, we must take a limit (as the condition
on the contour cannot be satisfied); what we find is that we must take residues in

n —m of the variables, effectively setting those variables to 1Y 200 ..., (n—m=1/ 2to0,
or equivalently (taking reciprocals) to (nm=1/2p, 1121, The result is the
desired m-dimensional instance of /7. O

Remark. Note that the requirement that £(1), £(x) <m and n > m > 0 with
n,m € Z is equivalent to a requirement that both sides be well-defined.

We thus find that we have a formal symmetry under a larger group, isomorphic
to the Weyl group A1 D4.

If one of the partition pairs is trivial, the effective symmetry group becomes
larger. To be precise, define

fon)(fo, 112,13, 14, 15,16, 17515 P, q) := Uan})(fo, 1, 13:14, 15, 16, 17; 15 P, q),
and similarly for 1 An . This function is now manifestly symmetric under permuta-
tions of 7, through #7; together with the symmetry of Theorem 9.7, this gives rise
to the Weyl group Dg. Since S¢\ D6/ S has four double cosets, we thus obtain a

further transformation.

COROLLARY 9.13. We have
Hgn)(lo,llilz,lz’,l4,ts,16,f7;f;P761)
= Ay (" o/nl" ot " ot pog) [T [ T tetsipag)

1<i<n 0<r<s<7
X Ilf{')(u/tl,u/tozu/tz,u/t3,u/t4,u/ts,u/ts,u/m;t;p,q),

where u? = \/tol1 2t3lalstel; = pq/t" L.

I+1

Remark. In the limit tgt7 = p' T1¢™*1, the right-hand side becomes a sum;

taking A = 0 and reparametrizing, we obtain the following integral representation
for a Warnaar-type sum:

1™ (pg/ug.t1.12,13. 14,15, 16, 17:1; P, q)

1 T, 712 p,q) [T1 <y gy T trts: poq)
[Ti<r<7 T oty p.q)

1<i<n

x Z A" g/ pqlt" o/t 10/ ta, .. w0/ 1785 p.q),
nc(lmyn

assuming 1; = p'q™uo and

t2n—2 1-1 1-m

Iai3lalstel7 = p g

Of course, other, less symmetric, integral representations can be obtained from
transformations of the left-hand side.
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The formal group (adding in the dimension-changing transformation) now be-
comes the Weyl group D7; it is, however, unclear what significance this has, since
we cannot in general compose such transformations. Thus rather than obtaining
the full Weyl group, we only obtain a union of two Dg\ D7/ Dg double cosets (out
of three). This gives rise to several new dimension-altering transformations, some
of which correspond to well-defined integrals. Thus for instance, we find that

~ (n)
11, (to.t1:12,13, 14,15, 16,1731, P, q)
=11, " (to/u. ity /u, 13 /u. ta/u.ts /u. te/u. t7u: : p.q).

where

pqt ™" totatatatste
1117 pqt—1

2
u- = \/2‘01‘2[32‘41‘51‘6/1‘1[7 =

such that u? =t with m € Z, n,n + m > £(A). (In all, there are essentially
nine distinct dimension altering transformations, coming from the twelve legal
S6\ D7/Se double cosets not in Dg (modulo inverses).)

If A = 0, the group enlarges even further; in that case, the main group is the
Weyl group E7, while the “formal” group is the Weyl group Eg. Moreover, the
action of E'g comes from the usual root system, with roots of the form

1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1
(£, -, o, -, £, - -, £2)
22 2 2 2 2 2 2

(with an even number of — signs) and permutations of
(1,1,0,0,0,0,0,0),(1,-1,0,0,0,0,0,0).

(Thus, for instance, Corollary 9.11 corresponds to the reflection in the root (

%, % %,—%,—% .) The subgroup E7 is then the stabilizer of the root (%, 515

%’ %’ %v % 1), corresponding to Viot1tatatatstet; = pg/t" 1. Since there are
again four double cosets Sg\ £7/Sg, we do not obtain any new forms of the main

’ ’

=N | =
==

transformation (and similarly for the dimension-altering transformation). The var-
ious subgroups considered above are related to Eg as follows:

E; = StabE8(«/tot1t213l4tst6l7)
D7 = StabES(\/t13t2t3t4t5t6t7/t0)
Dg = Stabgg (11/t0, v/tot112131415617)
A1Dy4 = StabEg(\/l?lzl3t4lsl‘6l7/l(), \/t()lll;l4lsl6l7/lz, llt3)

D4 = Stabgg (t1/10,13/ 12, 1113, N/ Tol1121314151617).
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If ¢+ = g, the integrand can be expressed as a product of two determinants,
and is itself expressible as a determinant. This gives rise to a system of three-
term quadratic recurrences, which turn out to be a form of Sakai’s elliptic Painlevé
equation [30]; this generalizes the result of [13] for the univariate case (the authors
of which also observed the existence of an E£7 symmetry in that case). This also
generalizes results of [8] at the Selberg level (showing that certain Selberg-type
integrals give solutions of the ordinary Painlevé equations). Also of interest are
the cases t = g2, t = /4, when the integral can be expressed as a pfaffian, and
thus satisfies a system of four-term quadratic recurrences. See [19] for more details.
Finally, to obtain in the obvious way (but see [23]) a reasonable degeneration of
the integral in the limit p — 0, we would need two “upper” parameters, of order
O(p), while the remaining parameters would have order O(1); we would then
use the fact that I'(pq/x; p.q) = I'(x; p,q)~! to move the upper parameters to
the denominator. This property is in fact not invariant under Eg, or even under
the above E7; instead we obtain a different instance of E5 (as the stabilizer of
the root (0,0,0,0,0,0, 1, 1), assuming the upper parameters are f¢ and t7) from
the Eg action, while the E5 action reduces to E¢. (The one-dimensional instance
of the resulting integral identity is a trivial consequence of the hypergeometric
series representation of Rahman [17].) If we further degenerate the integral to the
multivariate Askey-Wilson case (a.k.a. the Koornwinder density), the symmetry
group reduces to Ds, and the corresponding identity was proved in [20].

10. Appendix: Meromorphy of integrals

In the above work, we have made heavy use of the fact that the various contour
integrals we consider are meromorphic functions of the parameters. This does
not quite follow from the meromorphy of the integrands, as can be seen from the
following two examples:

1 dz
=(1—-4>7V2 |11 <1/2,
/|z|=1 L+t(z+1/2) 2 /12 ( ) =1/
dz
1/(z=2) _ 1/(-2)
e — =e¢ , el < 1.
/|z|=1 2/ —1(z —1t)

In both cases, the integrand is meromorphic in a neighborhood of the contour,
but there are obstructions to meromorphically continuing the integral. (The second
integrand, of course, has an essential singularity, but so do the integrands of interest
to us.) It turns out, however, that these are typical of the only two such obstructions:
an initial contour that separates branches of a component of the polar divisor of
the integrand, or such a component that leaves the domain of meromorphy.

We will prove this fact in Theorem 10.2 below, but first a lemma about mero-
morphy of residues is needed. Note that with g as described in the hypotheses of
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the lemma, the polar divisor of g is a codimension 1 analytic subvariety of D x P,
and thus each component is either of the form D X yg, or can be viewed as a family
of point sets in D parametrized by P.

LEMMA 10.1. Let D be a nonempty open subset of CP', and let P be an
irreducible normal holomorphic variety. Let g be a meromorphic function on D x
P, and let y be a component of the polar divisor of g which is closed in D x P.
Let P’ be the subset of P on which the fibers of y are disjoint from the other polar
divisors of g (the complement of a codimension 1 subvariety), and define a function
f(p) on P' by

f(p)= > Res;—gg(z.p).
d:(d,p)ex
Then f extends uniquely to a meromorphic function on all of P.

Proof. Note that on any compact subset of P, y is bounded away from the
complement of D, and thus its fibers lie in a compact subset of D, and so are
finite in number. In particular, the above sum is thus well-defined, and gives a
holomorphic function on P’.

Now, by Levi’s theorem, we can freely remove any codimension-2 subvariety
W of P without affecting the extension of f'; in particular, we may assume that
P is regular (since its singular locus is codimension-2 by normality). We can then
further restrict to a neighborhood of a general regular point, to reduce to the case
P C C”" an open polydisc; we can also then write g(d, p) = g1(d, p)/g2(d, p)
for g1, g2 holomorphic. Let Z C P be the locus for which g»(d, p) is identically
0 as a function of d; then by multiplying g by a suitable function of p alone, we
can remove all codimension-1 components of Z, leaving a codimension-2 locus
which can be removed by another application of Levi’s theorem.

Now, consider a point pg € P. Reducing P as necessary, we can assume
that the fiber of y over pg consists of a single point dy; we can then reduce D
to assure that g»(d, pg) also vanishes only at dop. But then by the Weierstrass
preparation theorem, g»(d, p) is the product of a monic polynomial in d with
holomorphic coefficients and a holomorphic function nowhere vanishing on D,
which can be absorbed into g1. Moreover, g2(d, p) factors as h1(d, p)h,(d, p)
where the monic polynomial /1 (d, p) vanishes precisely along y, and the monic
polynomial s, (d, p) is relatively prime to /1(d, p). We can thus write

_id,p) | i2ld,p) | .
gld,p)= hid. ) + had. p) +io(d, p),

where i is holomorphic in d, and i1, i» are polynomials with meromorphic coef-
ficients of degree less than deg(/1), deg(h,) respectively. But the above sum of
residues is then precisely the leading coefficient of i1 (d, p), and is thus meromor-
phic in a neighborhood of py. O
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Remark. In fact, i1(d, p)A(p) is holomorphic, where A(p) is the resultant
of the polynomials /1(d, p) and ha(d, p).

Given a closed contour C in CP!, every point not in C of course has an asso-
ciated winding number; we extend this by linearity to formal linear combinations
of contours.

THEOREM 10.2. Let D be a nonempty connected open subset of CP!, let
C be a finite complex linear combination of contours in D, and let P be an irre-
ducible normal holomorphic variety. Let g be a function meromorphic on D x P,
and suppose the function f is defined on an open subset U of P by

£(p) = /C ¢(z. p)dz.

(Thus, in particular, we assume that the polar divisor of g in D x U is disjoint from
CxU.)

Suppose that each irreducible component y of the polar divisor of g is either
of the form D X yg or satisfies the assumptions:

1. For every point u € U, every point d € D such that (d,u) € y has the same
winding number with respect to C; call this the winding number of x.

2. If(d, p) is a limit point of y in D x P outside D x P, then the winding number
of d with respect to C is the same as that of x itself.

Then f(p) extends uniquely to a meromorphic function on all of P.

Proof. Again, we may as well assume that P is an open polydisc in C" for
some #. We may then assume that the polar divisor of g contains no components
of the form D X yg, since we can in that case simply multiply g by a holomorphic
function to remove that pole.

Now, let U’ be an open subset of P, and consider a component y of the polar
divisor of g on D x U’. This is contained in a unique component of the full polar
divisor, with winding number wy, say; on the other hand, if U’ is not contained in
U, x can easily intersect C or have well-defined winding number different from
the “true” winding number wy, in which case we call it “problematical”. We claim
that every point p € P has a neighborhood with only finitely many problematical
polar components. Indeed, by condition (2) above, we can choose a bounded
neighborhood U’ of p such that the problematical components of g on D x U’ are
bounded away from the complement of D, and are thus contained in D’ x U’ for
some compact subset of D’, in which g can support only finitely many poles.

If p is such that we can choose U’ so that the problematical components
are disjoint from all components with a different “true” winding number (which
will hold for p away from a codimension-1 subvariety), then we can obtain a new
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contour C’ by deforming C and adding small circles in such a way that the integral

|, Gz

is well-defined on U’, and such that on the intersection of two such components,
the functions agree. Indeed, we can clearly deform C in such a way that the prob-
lematical components have well-defined winding numbers with respect to the new
contour; by adding small circles around the problematical components (shrinking
U’ as necessary to allow these circles to be fixed) we can make these winding
numbers equal to the “true” winding numbers. Any two such contours will give
the same integral, by Cauchy’s theorem, and thus these functions agree on inter-
sections.

At a general point, we can still deform C to give well-defined winding num-
bers to the problematical components, but now we have the difficulty that they
might intersect components with different winding numbers. Here, we can observe
that the above analytic continuation can be written as

/ g(z, p)dz + finite sum of residues
C/

where instead of adding a small circle around the problematical components, we
simply add the corresponding residue. The first term is certainly meromorphic (in
fact, holomorphic near p); that the residue terms are meromorphic (and thus that
the theorem holds) results from the lemma. O

We need only the following special case. Here

;P Qoo = [ 1 =p'g’x).

0<i,j
COROLLARY 10.3. Let F(z;tg,...,t,u—1:U0, ..., Un—1; P,q) be a function
holomorphic on the domain
Z,ZO’--w[m—l’uO,---,un—l EC*9 0< |p|’|q| < 1

Then the function defined for |t |, |u,| < 1 by

G(to, ... tm—1:U0s--., Un—1;P.q)
dz

0<r<m,0<s<n |z|=1 2/ —1z

where
F(Z;t07 oo 7tm—1;p7Q)
0<r<mtrZ: Ps @ oo [To<r<nUr/2: P. @)oo’

A(z:tg, ..., tm—1:p.q) = T
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extends uniquely to a holomorphic function on the domain
to, - tm—1,U0, ..., Up—1 EC*, 0< |p|, |q| < 1.

Away from the divisor of H0§r<m,0§s<n (trus: p.q)oo, this extension can be ob-
tained by replacing the unit circle by any (possibly disconnected) contour that
contains the points p'q’ u, and excludes the points 1/ p'q’ t,, for 0 <i, j.

In particular, our multidimensional integrals can all be expressed as iterated
contour integrals of this form (in general restricted to a subvariety of parameter
space), so are meromorphic by straightforward induction. This does, however, tend
to grossly overestimate the polar divisor. This overestimation can easily occur even
in the one-dimensional case, in the presence of symmetry.

In the case of the BC; integral, one role of the balancing condition, as we
have seen, is to make the summation limits factor into p-abelian and g-abelian
factors, which occurs because the density satisfies the relation

A(p'q’z)A(z) = A(p'z)A(g 2)

fori, j € Z. As observed by Spiridonov (personal communication), this only de-
termines the balancing condition up to a sign. However, one special case of this
relation is the identity

AEP PP MEpT g = AEPPgTI)AEPT2¢71),

when both sides are defined; using the fact that A(z) = A(1/z), we conclude that
A(:I:pl/Zq]/Z)Z — A(:I:pi/Zq—j/Z)Z

so that

A(p'?q?) = £A(p'?q77/?), and A(=p'?q7/?) = £A(=p'?q7I7).

The balancing condition for the BC; integral then has the effect of choosing the

sign in this identity:
A£p'?q7?) = —A(£p ).

This motivates the hypotheses for the following result.

LEMMA 10.4. Let A(z;p) be a BCy-symmetric function on C* x P, with
P an irreducible normal subvariety of {tg,t1,...,tq_1, p.q € C* . |p|,|q] < 1}.
Suppose furthermore that the following conditions are satisfied.

1. The function
[] @z p.9)AG:p)

o<r<d

is holomorphic.
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2. At a generic point of P, the denominator has only simple zeros; it has triple
zeros only in codimension 2.

3. For any integersi, j,
A(Ep'?q/%:p) = —A(p 272 p).
as an identity of meromorphic functions on P.
Then the function on P defined for |t,| < 1 by

1_[ (trts: p, Q)oofz 27_“/_2

0<r<s<d
extends to a holomorphic function on P.

Proof. The integral extends meromorphically to this domain by Corollary
10.3; that it has at most simple poles along the subvarieties t,t; = p g™/, i, j >0
follows immediately from the fact that at a generic point of such a subvariety, there
are no higher-order collisions of poles. However, these considerations still leave
open the possibility that the given function might have poles along the subvarieties
F=pTqt i j =0

We thus need, without loss of generality, to show that the above function is
holomorphic at a generic point pg such that 7p = £ p_l / 2q_m/ 2.i,j >0.Now, in
a neighborhood of such a point, the analytic continuation is given by

dz
/C A@) 27 \/—_IZ ’

where C = C~! is a contour containing p’q’/t, fori,j > 0,0 <r < d. Now,
let C’ be a modified symmetric contour that still contains p’g/t, for r > 0 and
piq’/to fori =1 or j > m, but excludes pq/to for0 <i <I,0< j <m. Then
we claim that

dz dz
C A@) 27 «/—_lz + /C’ A@) 27 \/—_lz

is holomorphic on a neighborhood of pg. Indeed, anywhere that two poles coalesce,

the poles have the same overall winding number with respect to the two contours.

Thus to show the first term is holomorphic, it suffices to prove that the difference

of the two terms is holomorphic. But this is just a sum of residues; it is therefore

sufficient to prove that
2. DL ReSpig AGD).

0<i<l 0<j=<m
is holomorphic near pg, or in other words that

pll)m0 Z Z Res, s pigi A(Z:P)

0<i<l 0<j<m
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is well-defined. We claim in fact that

lim (1— j:pl/zqm/zto)[Resz:topiqj A(z;p) + Res,—y pigm—i Alz;p)] =0,

P—Po
which then makes the poles of the summands cancel pairwise, giving the desired
result. Now,

: 1/2 ,m/2 A (e
Jim (1—£p g™ “to) Res, s pigi A(Z:P)

o lim  lim  (1—=£p"2¢™?1)(1 —top'q? /2) A(z: p).

P—P0 z—topiq/
and this limit is well-defined, again because at most two poles coalesce at any given
point. Now, if we pull out the denominator factors (f9z%1; p, ¢)eo of A(z;p), we
can explicitly compute their contributions to the limit, and use the fact that limits
of holomorphic functions can be exchanged to conclude that
limy pg lim, ;g0 (1= £p!/2¢™ 21)(1 =10 p'q7 /2) Az p)
= § limpp (1 —£p!/2q™/?10)2 A(£ p*~!/2¢7 =/ 2 p).

The claim follows. O

Similarly, for higher dimensional integrals, the simple inductive argument
leads to predictions of extremely high order poles along the divisors #,#; = p_l q ",
[, m > 0. That this does not occur for our integrals follows via a similar argument
from the fact that

A(p®qPz0. p°q%z0.23.. ... za:P) = —A(P? 9% 20. P°4°20.23. ... . 2p: D)

for our integrands; the consequence is that when moving the contour over a given
collection of poles of the form p*q/ 1y, 0 <i <[, 0< j <m, the residues of residues
that arise all cancel pairwise. Somewhat more generally, we have the following.

LEMMA 10.5. Let A(z1, ..., zn; P) be a symmetric meromorphic function on
(C*)" x P, where P is an irreducible normal subvariety of the domain

{to. 11, ..., tg_1,u0,...,ug_1,p.4 €C* :|pl,lq| < 1}.
Suppose furthermore that the following conditions are satisfied.

1. The function
[T 1 Wziwr/ziip.@)AGr.....zn:p)
1<i<n 0<r<d
is holomorphic.

2. At a generic point of P, the denominator has only simple zeros.
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3. For any integers a,b,c,d > 0,

A(pq"z, p°q%z. 23,z D) = —Ap*q?z, p°qPz. 23,z p),
as an identity of meromorphic functions on (C*)"~1 x P.
For generic p € P, choose a contour Cy, containing all points of the form uyptq’
withi,j > 0,0 < r < d, and excluding all points of the form (t p'q’ )~ with

i,j>0,0<r<d. Let Cl; be a similar contour that differs from Cp by excluding
the points uopiqj with0 <i <1,0<j <m. Then

an(z,p) l_[ 21 \/_z, //nA(Z’p) l_[ 271\/_2,

1<i<n 1<i<n

:n/C/ ) > lim  (1—p%tto/zx)A(z; p) [] —F——

1—1 a b
V! 0<(aiby<(lm) Fn P4 0 151<n2 V=lzi

Proof. A straightforward induction using the symmetry of the integrand tells
us that

dZi
/c AP H 271«/—_121-_//” AP 1_[ 271\/_21

1<i<n 1<i<n
1<]Z<n/;] lxcln J
X Z lim  (1—p%q°to/zn) A(z: p) l_[
0<(a.by<(lm) P40 1<z<n2 V=lzi

indeed, the sum is simply the contributions from residues as we deform the contours
in zy, Zy—1, ..., z1. 1t thus suffices to show that these n terms all agree. But the
difference between the jth term and the j + Ist term is an n — 2-dimensional
integral of a sum of double residues:

Z lim

b
0<(a.b).(c.d)<(l,m) “" P40

x o dim (1= pPq°10/za)(1 = p?q?to/zn-D) A1 ... ZniD).

Zn—1—>pq10
But again we can pull out the known pole factors and interchange limits of the re-
sulting holomorphic function; we conclude that the (a, b), (¢, d) and (a, d), (c, b)
terms cancel. O

Applying this to the type I integral gives the following result; similar results
apply to the integral operators.
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THEOREM 10.6. The function

I1 (trts; P,q)ooll(;né)n (to, - ... t2m+2n+3: P.q)
O<r<s<2m+2n+3

extends to a holomorphic function on the domain [ [, t, = (pq)™, |p|, lq] < 1.

Proof. Indeed, the integrand satisfies the hypotheses of the two lemmas; the
second lemma readily shows that the integral has a simple pole along each subva-
riety t,1, p%q? = 1 (with residue equal to a sum of n — 1-dimensional integrals),
while an induction using the first lemma shows that the potential singularities for
tr2 p“qb = 1 are not present. O

Remark. The situation for the A, integral is much more complicated, as we
must integrate against a test function in Z to allow the use of a product contour
(which is legal since an inductive argument shows the A integral to be meromor-
phic); but this extra integration, while preserving meromorphy, can easily remove
singularities.

For the type II integral, a similar argument applies to contour deformations;
the additional poles coming from the cross terms are sufficiently generic that the
multidimensional lemma still holds. There is an important difference in that we
have the additional constraint that the contour C = C ~! should contain the contours
tp'q’ C, i, j > 0. Thus when deforming through the collection of points ¢’ g/ pkto,
0<(,j,k)=<(a,b,c),itis necessary to first deform through the points with i =0,
then those with i = 1, and so forth; otherwise the contour constraint will be broken.
With that caveat, however, the results still apply, and we obtain the following result.

THEOREM 10.7. Let Il,gm)(to, 1. lam+3:t; p,q) be the 2m+4-parameter
analogue of the type Il integral, m > 0. The function

[1 Tl Cuisp@dedl{o,. .. .t2mi3:8p.9)

0<i<n 0<r<s<2m

extends to a holomorphic function on the domain t*"~2T], t, = (pq)™, ||, |p|,
lg] < 1.

Proof. At a generic point with 1? p/g¥t,t; = 1, r < s, we can simply deform
the contour through the points t"pchtr, 0<a<i0<b<j,0<c<kto
obtain a holomorphic integral. We thus find that the desired integral is a sum of
integrals over the new contour, with integrands given by multiple residues at a
sequence of points with a = 0, @ = 1,.... The only such integrals that are singular
at t' pJ qk trts =1 are those involving i + 1-tuple residues, and those have simple
poles. Since we can obtain at most n-tuple residues from an n-tuple integral, we
conclude that we have at most simple poles, and those only when i < n.
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For r = s, if we first deform through the points tapchtr with0 <b < j,
0<c<k,0<a<i/2 we find that the only integrals with possible singulari-
ties are those of i /2-tuple residues; these are then generically holomorphic when
tiquktrz =1 by induction. d

Remark. A similar result applies to /1 3’2, with the caveat that the interpola-
tion functions may have poles independent of zy, ..., z,; these poles would then
in general survive as poles of the integral.
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