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HIDDEN GRASSMANN STRUCTURE IN THE XXZ MODEL III:
INTRODUCING MATSUBARA DIRECTION

M. JIMBO, T. MIWA AND F. SMIRNOV

ABSTRACT. We address the problem of computing temperature correlation func-
tions of the XXZ chain, within the approach developed in our previous works.
In this paper we calculate the expected values of a fermionic basis of quasi-local
operators, in the infinite volume limit while keeping the Matsubara (or Trotter)
direction finite. The result is expressed in terms of two basic quantities: a ratio
p(¢) of transfer matrix eigenvalues, and a nearest neighbour correlator w((, ). We
explain that the latter is interpreted as the canonical second kind differential in
the theory of deformed Abelian integrals.

1. INTRODUCTION

The present article is a continuation of the paper [2], which was written almost a
year ago and was dedicated to the memory of Alyosha Zamolodchikov. It so happens
that the topic we discuss this time is not too far from a domain in which he made
giant footsteps. So, life goes on, but there stays a painful sorrow caused by his early
death.

Consider the XXZ spin chain with the Hamiltonian

(L1) H=1L1 Y (oloj, +olot, +Adgi0d,), A=lg+q™),

k=—o00
where ¢ (a = 1,2,3) are the Pauli matrices. To avoid technicalities, in this Intro-

duction let us accept (L)) as a formal object acting on 5 = @ C2 We shall
j=—00

touch upon the limit from a finite chain in the body of the text. In the papers [1],

[2], we studied the vacuum expectation values (VEVs)

vac|g?*¥©Q|vac)

1.2 2aS(0)O — <
(12) {a Jxxz (vac|q?*SO) |vac)

Here |vac) denotes the ground state eigenvector, S(k) = 3 Z;?:_Oo 03, and O is alocal
operator. We have obtained a description of (I.Z) in terms of fermionic operators.
For that purpose, it was essential to consider operators of the form ¢**5(®©, which
we call quasi-local operators with tail «.

An important generalisation of our results was proposed by Boos, Géhmann,

Kliimper and Suzuki [4]. They gave evidences that our fermionic description works
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equally well in the presence of a finite temperature and a non-zero magnetic field:
Trg ( ¢~ BH+hS (205(0) (9)

(1.3) (@ O0)xxz, g1 =
Trg (e—BH+hs q2aS(0)>

where Trg stands for the trace on $)s. For § — oo and h = 0, the expectation
value (3] reduces to (IL2)). For us this was quite an exciting development, because
it shows that the fermionic structure is not a peculiarity of VEVs, but is rather
a reflection of a symmetry hidden deep in the model. It should be said that in
the paper [4] the expectation values (I.3)) were not considered in full generality.
The formula expressing them in terms of fermionic operators was formulated as a
conjecture, which was checked in some particular cases but was left unproved.

The first question which we asked ourselves was, why not to add other local inte-
grals of motion to —FH + hS in ([L3). The physical meaning of such a generalisation
is obscure, but it should be possible for integrable models. This question, together
with an intuition coming from the papers [0], [9], led to the following generalisation
of (L3)). Along with the space $)g, consider the Matsubara space 1,

(14) S’:)M — (2281-1-1 ® . ® CQS,—.—]—I ,

with an arbitrary spin s,, and a spectral parameter 7, attached to each component.
The generalisation of (IL3)) is given by the following linear functional

Tl"sTI"M (TS7MC]2RS+2QS(O) O)

(1.5) z+{ 500} -
Trs Trag (TS,M q2nS+2aS(0))

Here Tsn denotes the monodromy matrix associated with g ® Hn (see (2.2)).

The idea behind the generalisation (LLH) is simple: for whichever spins and 7, that
we put in the Matusbara direction, Tryg (T SM) commutes with Hxxz. One expects
that using cleverly this arbitrariness in the definition of £y, it should be possible to
reproduce any function of local integrals of motion under the trace. In particular,
in order to reproduce (3] from (LL5]), one has to take special inhomogeneities and
then to consider the limit n — oco. This point is explained in detail in [6], [9]. In
the present paper we compute Z* for finite n, leaving the discussion of the limit
for future publication. We would like to emphasise, however, that this limit is not
complicated. For finite n, Z* will be expressed in terms of only two functions, p(¢),
w((,€) (see (LIZ) below) and one needs only to take the limit of them. Let us
explain all that in some more details, starting from our fermionic operators.

For the moment we forget about the Matsubara direction, and concentrate on the
description of the operators acting on $)s. The logic of our papers [1], [2] is close to
that of CFT: we describe the space of quasi-local operators as a module created from
the primary field ¢>*5(©) by creation operators. We recall below the main features
of the construction in [2].

We say that X = ¢**5(0)09 is a quasi-local operator with tail a if it stabilises
outside some finite interval of the infinite chain: to qa"? on the left and to I; on the
right. The minimal interval with this property is called the support of X. The spin
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of X is the eigenvalue of S(-) = [S, -] where S = S(oc0) is the total spin operator.
We denote by W, the space of quasi-local operators with tail «, and by W, , its
subspace of operators of spin s € Z. Consider the space

W) = é Wa s -

S=—00

On this space we defined the creation operators t*(¢), b*(¢), ¢*(¢) and annihilation
operators b((), c({). These are one-parameter families of operators of the form

[e.e]

(=) (G =1y,
p=1
b*(() = ¢ Y (-1 by, (O =Y (E -1,
p=1 p=1
CO‘Z(—l 7b,, c CO‘ZC—l “Pc,,.
p=0 p=0

The operator t*({) is in the center of our algebra of creation-annihilation operators,

[t°(C1), t7(C2)] = [t7(C1), € (G2)] = [t*(C1), ()] = 0
[£*(C1), e(G)] = [t7(¢1), b(C2)] = 0

The rest of the operators b, c, b*, c* are fermionic. The only non-vanishing anti-
commutators are

[b(G1), b (G)]+ = —v(G2/C ), [e(Gr), € (G)]+ = ¥(G1/ G @),
where
¢C+1
2(¢2-1)°

Each Fourier mode has the block structure

(1.6) ¥(Ca) =Corm—

(17) &5 Warss = Wass
b;;acp : Wa—s+1,s—1 — Wa—s,su c; bp : Wa—s—l,s—l—l — Wa—s,s-

D

Among them, 7 = t}/2 plays a special role. It is the right shift by one site along
the chain. Consider the set of operators

(1.8) Tt by b ek e <q2a5’(0)>’
wherem € Z, j,k € Z>o,p1 > -+ >p; > 2,1 > --->¢q, > landr; > --->rp > 1.

It can be shown that (L.8]) constitutes a basis of W, (we postpone the proof to
other publication).
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Now we start to consider the spaces )5 and Hn; together. We shall prove that
(1.9 254 (¢) X)} — 20(Q)Z°{X},

(1.10) 20} = 5 $ G OZHO0}
o 1 : e
(111) 2 O} = —5 $ul& OZ{BON} 5

where I" goes around £? = 1. In particular,

o(0) = 57 ()},
0(¢,8) = 2 (b (Oe () )}

They are given in terms of the eigenvalues of the transfer matrices and the ) op-
erators, as well as other characteristics in the Matsubara direction. Their explicit
formulas will be given in (2.6) and (7.2]). In Appendix C we shall explain that w((, &)
is a quantum deformation of the canonical normalised second kind differential on a
hyperelliptic Riemann surface.

From the equations (L9), (LI0), (I.II) one immediately derives

(12) 2 OB ) b)) (GO (@) )

k
H (¢)) x det (w(¢; Cj_))z’,jzl,---,l .

Taking the Taylor coefficients in (¢f)? — 1 in both sides, one obtains the value of Z*
on an arbitrary element of the basis (L8]). This is the main result of the paper.

The text is organised as follows.

In Section 2 we give the precise definition of the linear functional Z* on the space
Wq 0. We explain that on any particular X € W, this functional reduces to a finite
expression.

In Section 3 we prove (L9). A significant part of this section is devoted to the
reduction of Z*{t*(¢)(X)} to finite intervals. This is a point which is used in Section
6.

In Section 4 we explain some simple facts about transfer matrices and () operators
in the Matsubara direction. It should be considered as preparation for the following
sections.

In Section 5 we introduce g-deformed Abelian integrals which are constructed via
eigenvalues of () operators in the Matsubara direction. We introduce ¢-deformed
exact forms and present the g-deformed Riemann bilinear relations.

In Section 6 we consider Z*{b*(¢)(X)}. We formulate two lemmas which are
proved in Appendix A and Appendix B. Informally, these lemmas say that Z* {b* (O(X )}
is a g-deformation of a normalised second kind Abelian differential in {, which has a
prescribed singularity specified by the quasi-local operator X. In the classical limit,
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such a differential can be expressed using the canonical normalised second kind dif-
ferential. Formula (ILI0) is an analogue in the quantum case, the function w((, &)
playing the role of the canonical differential.

In Section 7 we define w((, ). Using the results in Section 5, we prove that it
satisfies all the necessary requirements.

Finally, in Section 8 we prove the main Theorem which states that (LI0), (TII)
hold.

As mentioned above, Appendices A, B are devoted to the proof of the technical
Lemmas in Section 6. In Appendix C we consider the classical limit of the g¢-
deformed Abelian integrals and differentials. Then we explain that the classical limit
of w((, §) is indeed related to the canonical normalised second kind differential. Some
general information about differentials on Riemann surfaces is provided. Readers
who are not familiar with Riemann surfaces are recommended to read Section 5 and
Appendix C together. In Appendix D we show equivalence of several non-degeneracy
conditions accepted in the text.

2. DEFINITION OF THE LINEAR FUNCTIONAL Z"

Consider a two dimensional finite lattice composed of two one-dimensional chains:
the space chain, and the imaginary time or the Matsubara chain. The space chain has
2l sites which are labelled by the letters j = —(+1,--- ,1l. With every site the Pauli
matrices 0§ are associated. The Matsubara chain has n sites labelled by boldface
letters m = 1,--- ., n. With every site we associate a half-integral spin s,, and a
parameter Tp,, in other words a (2sy, + 1)-dimensional evaluation representation of

the quantum group Uq(l;\[Q). We assume that anzl Sm 1S an integer.
We define the monodromy matrix

TJM(O = Lj,n(C/Tn)Lj,n—l(C/Tn—l) - 'Lj,1(C/7'1) .

The L operator L;m((/Tm) is obtained from the universal one

2 H+1 H4+1 H-1

g - (q—q)CFg T
L (C) = q% _ _H-1 _H-1 H-1 )
’ (@—¢' VW7 E C¢r —q7 }
by letting £, F', H act on the (2sy, + 1)-dimensional representation of U,(sly). We
shall consider a twisted transfer matrix

TM(Cv ’%) = Trj (CTJ,M(gv ’%))7
(G, #) = Tiaa(Q)g"™™
and use the letter T'((, k) to denote its eigenvalues.

Now we are ready to introduce the main object of our study. On the space W,
consider the linear functional

(2 1) Zﬁ{q%lS(O)O} — lim TrMTr[—l—l—l,l] (T[—I-H,ILM qQ(KS[*l+1,l]+OCS[7L+1,O])O)
' i=oo Travg Trigr ) (T 25t osi-ra))

Here and for later use, we set
(2.2) Temim = T - T, Tjma = Tim(1)
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In terms of the equivalent six-vertex model, the functional (2.]) is given by the
following partition function on the infinite cylinder:

Space

AEREREEERREREN
T T T T
RS EEEE;

NENE

NN
VS S

v-pocn~roal

JT =L Jf =g~ # =9 fig. 1

In this picture the broken links represent the operator O: the arrows on them are
fixed.

Suppose that the transfer matrix Tyg(1, ) has a unique eigenvector |k) such that
the corresponding eigenvalue 7'(1, k) has the maximal absolute value. Similarly let
(k+ | is be eigencovector of Ty (1, K+ «) with the eigenvalue T'(1, k + ) possessing
the same property. Let us remark that for the XXX model the spectrum in spin
zero sector is known to be simple even in the homogeneous case [14] even in the
homogeneous case. Suppose also that

(2.3) (k+ alk) #0.

It is clear that in this situation (2.1I) reduces to the linear functional

(2.4) Zn{qzasm)o} — lim (5 + a|Triy1 (T[—l+1,l},M q2(“5[*l+w+a5[—z+1,oJ)(‘)) |k
100 <I<L 4 O“Tr[—l+1,l} (T[—l-l-l,l],M q2(’i5[7l+1,z]+a5‘[,z+1,o])) ‘H)
This is the object which we shall calculate. For any given quasi-local operator we

can proceed further. Indeed, if the support of ¢?*$(©Q = ¢?*S*:=D X, 1 is contained
in the interval [k, m| of the space chain, then

wt {8+ @ Trpem] (Tim) @0 X)) |5
T(1, k)™ k1 (k + a|k) ’

(25) Z/i{q2a5(k—1)X[k7m]} — p(]_)

where

(26) plo) = T

The function (2] will play an important role for us; we shall see in the next Section
that this is the same function as in (LL9)). The last formula (2.1 shows, as it has
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been said, that the limit [ — oo is superfluous. It is put in the formula (2.4) just
for the sake of treating all quasi-local operators simultaneously.

It may look surprising that the thermodynamic limit in this approach is so sim-
ple. Usually, it requires a complicated analysis of Bethe equations. Certainly, the
complexity of the problem cannot disappear, and it is hidden in the limiting process
n — oo to arrive at (L3). But the idea used in [7], and developed further in [§], is
that one can proceed rather far before taking this limit. This is especially true in the
present work. The complexities of the thermodynamic limit of Z*(X) are confined
to only two functions, for which one can take the limit n — oo rather easily.

Let us emphasise one point which may be a source of confusion. We started with
1), reduced it to (2.4]) and further to (Z.5). The expression in the right hand
side of (2.4) is perfectly well defined for any pair of eigenvectors of T ((, ) and
Twm (¢, k+ ) satisfying the condition (2.3]). For the computation of (2.4]) we shall use
only quite general facts concerning Bethe vectors, so they are valid in general. Still,
the subject of our study is ([21), and it reduces to (24]) only for the eigenvectors
corresponding to the maximal eigenvalues.

3. COMPUTATION OF Z*{t*(¢)(X)}.
According to (7)) we are actually interested only in the following block of t*(():
t*(g7 Oé) = t*(g>|wa,0—>wa,0 :

Let us recall the definition of the operator t*((, «) given in the paper [2]. We start
with a finite interval and an operator Xj; ,,. With this notation we imply that X
acts as [ outside [k, m|. Define for [ > m

tfk,l}(gv ) (X(g,mp) = Trq (Ta,[k,l](gv O‘)<X[k,m})) )

where
T i) (€5 0) (Xipm)) = Ty (a7 Xy T ()7
Ta,[k,l](g) = Ra,l(é) T Ra,k(g) )

R, ;(C) is the standard 4 by 4 R-matrix (see e.g. (2.4), [2]). Define further
RY5(C%) = CRiy(OPiy¢ % = 1+ (¢* = Driy(¢?),

where P; ;(-) = P, ;(-)P; and P, ; is the permutation operator. Since ]liz/](l) =1,
r; ;(¢?) is regular at (* = 1. Then [2]

-1
t10(Co ) (Xgm)) 22( —1Y7"rj515(C) -+ Trsame (CORY (CP) (Vikam)

+(C? = 1) T, s ra 0 ()1 (C?) - - 'rm+2,m+1(@)Rv(&)(y[k,mﬂ})} g

where Y} i1 = qo‘”i%T(X[hm]), 7 is the shift by one site of the chain to the right,
and

Rv(ﬁ)(y[k,mﬂ]) = Rﬁm,m(@) o 'Hiz+1,k(c2)(}qk,m+l}>-
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Hence the limit [ — oo is well defined as a power series in (? — 1:
(¢, a) (P*5*F VXY ) = lli)m g* 1) (6.0(C ) (Xgem))

oo

= 2q2a5 (k=1) Z(C — 1) I'j_|_17j(C2) s rm+2,m+1(C%R\/(Cz)(yv[k,m-i-l}) :

] =m

We repeated these definitions because we want to make clear the following point.
Take a 2 by 2 matrix K such that Tr(K') # 0 and consider the following object:

(€0 ) (Xi) = 707 o (KT (€.0) (X))
Then it is easy to conclude from the above definition that
(3.1) (1 (C s K)(Xpemy) = (€, @) (Xg,m))  mod (2 —1)-
Lemma 3.1. We have
(32 2{(0)(500) | = 2p(0) 2" {g** 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let O = X[y ,,,) be localised on the interval [1,m].
2+{° (¢, @) (X ©) |

) (k4 a|Trp (T[ULMQ%SD'” Ta,1(C, ) (X [1,m])) )
s T(1, k)Y K + a|k)
From the considerations above we obtain

(k+ a|Trj . (T{l,z],Mq2“S 0T, (O (X [1,m])> %)

2
= T(C Ii) <"€ + O“Tr[l,l],a (T[l,l],quﬁs[l'”Ta,M(C>qnanglv[1,” (Cv O‘)(X[l,m})> |f€>

mod (¢* — 1),

The idea here is exactly as in (3). The monodromy matrix T, n(¢)g™ e plays
the role of K,. The fact that it carries the additional structure as operator in the
Matsubara space is not important. What is important is that the state |x) is an
eigenstate of Trq (T (¢ )q’“’g) with eigenvalue T'((, k). Now we can proceed using
the Yang-Baxter equation and the cyclicity of trace:

(k+ | Trp g0 (T[l,u,M q2RS[1'”Ta7M(g)q’nga7[l,l}(<> a)(X[l,m})> k)

T(¢, k)
2

=T n) (5 + alTrp .. <Ta,[1,l] (€) (TaM(C)q(Wa)agT[u]M Y X[1,m})) |r)
2 .

= 7T(C Ii) </~€ + Oz|Tl"[1,lLa (TmM(C)q(n—i-a)UﬁT[l’”’M q2nS[1,L] X[l,m}) |/~€>

= 2p(C){k + a|Trp (THJLM X [Lm}) )

which proves the assertion. O
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Some comments on (3.2) have to be made. It has been said that 7 = t}/2 is the
shift by one site of the chain to the right. According to [2] the rest of t; is constructed
from the adjoint action of local integrals of motion. Then, looking at (2.1]) one may
wonder where p(() comes from. Naively, it should not be in the right hand side
because 7 and adjoints of the integrals of motion commute with Tryg(7H ) and
hence they should not contribute to (Z1I) due to the cyclicity of trace. However,
this is not correct in the presence of disorder field ¢**5®). Let us explain this point
in the simplest case 7 = t}/2. Consider the definition (2.1I)). For finite [ in (2.1]), we
define the cyclic shift by one site 7Per°di¢ which acts in particular as

Tporiodic <q2aS[,l+170]> _ q2a5[,l+2’1] )

On the other hand, it is easy to see from the definition that our operator T acts as
T<q2a5[—1+1,01) — q2015[—l+1,11 )

This difference accounts for the appearance of p(1) in the functional (2.1]). A similar
thing happens with the adjoint action of the local integral of motion L,(-) = [I,,-].
The operator ngri"di" feels the two inhomogeneities of ¢?**1-++1.01: between sites 0 and
1 and between sites —/+ 1 and [, while the operators entering the definition of t*(¢)
feel only the first one. This is the reason why p(¢) appears. There are two cases
when p(¢) = 1. The first one is trivial: a = 0. The second one is the case of VEVs
(L2) which was considered in [I], [2].

Before proceeding to b* and c* we have to give some explanation about ¢g-deformed
Abelian integrals.

4. SPECTRAL PROPERTIES IN MATSUBARA DIRECTION.
Consider the transfer matrix
Tm(¢ ) = Tra (Tam(¢)a™™) -
Let us introduce the () operator
QR (¢ A) = P Tra (Tam(C V)
where S is the total spin operator acting on the Matsubara chain, and

Tam(C,N) = Lan(C/) - Laa(¢/m)g .

Here the L operators are associated with the g-oscillator algebra with generators
au,a’y, Da. For the notation and conventions, see [2]. If s, = 1/2, then

_ (1= —Caq ¢ P2 0
(41> LA,m(C) - < _Caz 1 . 0 qDA . .
To obtain L m(¢) for other spins, one applies the standard fusion procedure. The
Q) operator Qy; (¢, A) is defined by

Qm(C,A) = J Qu(C, =) J,

where J is the operator of spin reversal.
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These () operators satisfy the Baxter equation:
(4.2) T (¢ N Qi€ A) = d(QQni(Ca, A) + a(Q)Qra(Ca™ A) -

These equations hold for the eigenvalues because Th(¢, A) commute with Q5 (&, \).
The functions a(¢), d(¢) are defined by spins and inhomogeneities present in the
Matsubara direction.

(4.3) a(¢) s (C/Tm)s  as(Q) = g™ =1,

I
=

m=1

ds (C/Tm),  ds(Q) = g7 —1.

I
=

d(¢)

1

8
[

Let us cite one formula from [5]:
1
(4.4) Qua(C, M@ (Ca, A) — QG N QN (Cq, A) = WW(C),

where
2s

— H U)sm(C/Tm), ws(g) H( C2 2k— 2s+1)

k=1

Suppose that Ty(¢, A) has a unique eigenvector |\) with eigenvalue T'(C, A) such
that 7'(1, ) has maximal absolute value. We denote by Q* (€, )\) the eigenvalues of

Qxi(€,)) on |A). If the eigenvector |A) has spin d — Z Sm, it follows from the form
=1

of the L operator (41]) that C MSQT(C,N) is a polynomlal in ¢? of degree d, while

(A SQ~(¢, \) is of degree 2 Z sm — d. Due to the quantum Wronskian relation

m=1
([#4)), their leading and the lowest coefficients are both nonzero.
Let us discuss the symmetry under negating A\. We have

(4.5) Tae(C,—N) = J Taa(C,N) J

which implies that the spectra of Ty (¢, A) and Ty (¢, —A) coincide, and, in partic-
ular,

Furthermore, the equation
Qm(CA) = Q(C,—A) J
implies that
(4.7) Q7 (¢ N =Q7(C,—N).
Due to (LX) the vectors |A) and | — A) have opposite spins.
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5. DEFORMED ABELIAN INTEGRALS

Working with quantum integrable models, one should not neglect the important
piece of intuition provided by the method of Separation of Variables (SoV) discovered
by Sklyanin [13]. It has been explained in [10] that the matrix elements of observables
in the SoV method are expressed in terms of deformed Abelian integrals. In the
case under consideration, which is related to the algebra U, (sl2), these integrals are
deformations of hyperelliptic ones. Let us give their definition.

Introduce the function ¢(¢) which satisfies the equation

(5.1) a(Cq)p(Cq) = d(C)e(C) -

This function is elementary,

n 2s 1
o) = H Psm(C/Tm),  9s(C) = H (2q—25H2k+1 1
m=1 k=0

In addition to the contour I which encircles ¢? = 1, we consider n + 1 contours in the

(2 plane: I'g which goes around 0, and I'y,, which encircles the poles (? = 72 ¢?m~2k~1

(k =0,--- a2$m) of Spsm(C/Tm)'
In the following, we use the ¢-difference operator

Acf(Q) = fCa) — F(Ca™).

It acts on the class of functions of the form f(¢) = ¢(*P(¢?), P being a polynomial
in % and ¢>™* £ 1 for all integers n. Within this class the g-primitive Agl f(Q)is
defined uniquely.

There are two kinds of deformed Abelian integrals,

(5.2) / FHOQT(C r + )@, mso(odcé,

where (@ f£(() is a polynomial in (2, in order that the integrand is single-valued.
We start our study of deformed Abelian integrals with the following technical
lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let (T2 f£(() be a polynomial in (*. Then, for m = 0,--- n, the
following identities hold.

(5.3)

/{T(Q KA (Ca) — T(C, ki + a)Aglfi(g)}Qqc(c, K+ a)Q*(C, K)gp(g)‘é_f
d¢?

— [ P00 G r+ )@ 0p0)
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(5.4)

/ {T@ Rt Al 710 - T mA; 1fi<®‘1>}@$<<,m+a>@i<c,n>¢<<>d<_€22
/fi (O (¢ + Qa0 %y

Proof. This can be verified directly by applying the Baxter equation to T'(¢, k)Q*(¢, k),
T(C¢, k+ a)QT (¢, k + ) and moving contours of integration. O

It is well known that, on a compact Riemann surface of genus g, the space of the
first and the second kind differentials (meromorphic differentials without residues)
has a finite dimension 2g when considered modulo exact forms. In [10] it was
explained what are the ¢-deformed exact forms, for which the deformed Abelian
integrals vanish. Since the proof was omitted in that paper we include it here.

Lemma 5.2. Define a q-deformed exact form to be an expression
(5.5) E(f5(¢))

=T((, /A (FFOTC ) + TR+ a)AT (FHOTE R+ )
—T(C,m)A! (T Q)T (g r+ @) = T(C r+a)A (fF(Ca )T (Cq ", K))
+a(Cq)d(C) f(Cq) — d(¢a™al) f5(¢a™),

where (T f*(¢) is a polynomial in (2. Then we have

d 2
[ EGH0)@7 (€ x+ @46 0ele) G =0,
I'm
Proof. Let us divide the integral into two pieces:
: T " dc* _
(5.6) | EE@)Q €k + )@ €m0 Gy = I+ I

I'm

where [; first four terms from (5.5]) and 5 contains remaining two. Apply (G.3]) to
the first and the fourth terms in /1, and to the second and the third terms as well.
Using the Baxter equation and moving contours using (5.]), one obtains

Il = /fi Cq_l T(Cq—l’K)Q:F(C’I{_‘_Q)Qi(cq—l’/{)a(c)(p(g)%
£ + d¢?
/f T, k+a)QT((,k+ )QF(Cq ’@a(o@o(@c—z-
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Now apply the Baxter equation:

L z/fi g MRQT(C k4 @) (QF(Cqg % k)a(Cq™) + QF (¢, k)d(Cq™)) alO)ep(()—=

/ FE0) (@(QQF (¢ m + a) + d(O)QT(Casm + @) QF (Ca™, ma(O)pl(O)

Moving contours we find

h= [{alcadi©) (o) - dica ()56 }Q7 G+ QG el Ty

2
I'm
i.e. ]1 = —IQ. ]

A beautiful feature of deformed Abelian integrals is that they allow for a defor-
mation of the Riemann bilinear relations as well. In [10] the latter are given in the
full-fledged form. For our present purposes, it is sufficient to use a part of them
given by the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Consider the following function in two variables

T(Cv&) = T+(C7£) - 71_(57 C) )
where
r(G€) =1 (G E R, @), (€0 =16, = Ky —a),

and

(B5.7) (¢ ER ) = T(CR)AT (U(C/8, a)(T(C, k) = T(E, K)))
+T(Ch+ a) AT (V(C/6 a)(T(C ki + o) = T(E, K+ a)))
—T(C,RA (@ (CJC/S, a)(T(Cq, v+ @) — (6,%+a)))
_T(Ca’f‘i‘O‘)Ag (V(a™'¢/& )T (Cq" ) = T(&, 1))

+ (a(Cq) — a(€))d(O)v(a¢/€, o) — (d(Ca™) — ( ))a(éw(q‘lé/&a)-

d¢? g’

g

63) [ [ 1600 G r+ QT RQTE R+ )@ €m0
Iy T
Proof. The proof is similar to that of the previous lemma. We apply Lemma [5.1]
invoke the Baxter equation and move the contours. When the Baxter equation is
applied to expressions like ¥(( /&, a)(T((, k) — T(&, k)) separately with respect to ¢
and &, a singularity may appear from 1((/£, ). In general, by moving the contours
such a singularity produces intersection numbers as in the genuine Riemann bilinear
relations (see [I1]). In the present case this does not happen because the contours
do not have nontrivial intersections. U
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Clearly £r*((,€) is a polynomial in &2 and (~2r~(&,¢) is a polynomial in (?,
both of degree n. This allows us to define the polynomials pE by

Z Ca C2 5 a+2m’ Zg Ca+2m

Introduce the (n+ 1) x (n + 1) matrices

2

(5.9) A% = / CHBQF(, f~e+a>@i<c,n>w<o%
2
(5.10) / P (CIQF (o m + )QE(C R <<>d¢%

Then (5.8) reads as
(5.11) BHAT) = AT(B)".

We explain in Appendix C that, in the classical limit ¢ — 1 (and for a = 0), A%,
B* reduce to the matrices of a-periods of differentials of the first and the second
kind, respectively. The relation (5.11]) becomes one quarter of the classical Riemann
bilinear relations which state that the full matrix of a- and b-periods is an element
of the symplectic group.

Before closing this section let us make a comment. Suppose (T f(() is a rational
function. We assume that the poles of this function do not overlap those of ()
and ¢2 = 0. In this case, the g-primitive Agl f(¢) is not uniquely defined, and in
general develops infinitely many poles ¢*"w (n € Z, w are the poles of (Ff(() ).
Nevertheless Lemma [5.J] remains true. Actually it tells that the deformed Abelian
integrals in the left hand side of (5.3), (5.4]) do not depend on a particular choice of
the g-primitive. For the same reason, deformed Abelian integrals of the g-exact form
in Lemma have unambiguous meaning. Later on we shall deal with examples of

such g-primitives of the form AZ*(¢(¢/€, ) P(¢?)) or A ((£/C, a)P(C?)).

6. PROPERTIES OF Z*{b*(¢)(X)} anp Z*{c*(¢)X)}.

Our strategy is to compute Z“{b*((’) (X)} and Z“{c*(C)X)} inductively, reduc-
ing them to similar quantities involving the annihilation operators b(¢), c(¢). It has
been said in Introduction that Z “{b*(( ) (X ) } is non-trivial only when X € W,44 1,
and Z“{c*((’) (X )} is non-trivial only when X € W,_;;. We denote these blocks
by

b*(¢, o) = b*(C)‘WQH,,l_)wa’O , c(¢a)= C(C)‘wa+17,1_>w(170 )
C*(<> Oé) = C*(<)|Wa,1’1_>wa70 ) b(Ca Oé)

DO,y 1 Wao -
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Hence the non-trivial part of our main equations (I.I0), (III)) take the form

61 20 (X))} = 5 fuCOZele ()} G X € Warir,
62) 7 (¢ a)(X)} =5 ]{w(g,g)Z“{b(g,a) (X)}%, X € War.

Our task is to establish the existence of w((, £) and to determine it explicitly. In view
of the spin reversal symmetry which relates (b*, ¢) with (c*, b), we shall concentrate
on the first pair.

Apart from an overall power of ¢, b*((,«) is defined a priori as a formal power
series in (2 — 1. Nevertheless when acting on each operator it reduces to a rational
function, due to the same mechanism as explained for t*. Namely,

(63> b*(gv a)(qz(a+1)s(0)X[l,m}) = q2aS(0) lliglo Trc{Tc,[m-i-l,l](C)gc,[l,m](C7 Oé) (X[l,m]>}

We recall the definition of the operator g 1,,(¢, ) in Appendix [Al The formula
(63)) together with the requirement of translational invariance can be considered as a
definition of b*(¢, a), but self-consistency of this definition requires that g. 1,,(¢, @)
satisfies certain reduction relations which were proved in [2].

Using (6.3) we find by the same method as in Lemma 3.1}

(64)  T(¢,m)Z" (b"(¢,a) (@3 O X )
_ Trpmge (45 4 T (1, 5) T (G, 5) 28 1) (€ ) (X(im) )
(1, k)™ + alw) |
Due to this equation the left hand side happens to be up to the overall multiplier

(% a rational function of ¢? with poles only at (2 = ¢*2. Its singular part is given
as follows.

Lemma 6.1. Set
(65) wsing(<> 6) = _ACw(C/gﬁ Oé)
4

e (Va5 0) = (vl )

Then we have

6.6)  T(Cm)Z{ (b(Ca) - 2% ]{wsmg(éﬁ)C(é, 0))(X)}

T

d¢?
&
where X € Wai1,1, I encircles £ = 1, and P,(C?) is a polynomial in ¢* of degree
at most n.

Lemma is proved in Appendix [Al

In order to characterise the quantity in the left hand side of ([6.6]), we need to have

a control over the unknown polynomial P,(¢?). This is the point where deformed
Abelian integrals come into play. Introduce the notation

D¢F(C) = F(q¢) + F(g7'¢) — 2p(C)F ().

= ("Pa((?),
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Lemma 6.2. Form =0, --- n, the following relations hold.
wf (1 1 [d& — =
(6.7) F/ 7w 2 (B¢ 0) + o (DDA (o5l ) (X))
¢

X Q7 (¢ r+a)QT (¢, k)p(C)

fOT’ X e Wa+17_1.

[

__As explained at the end of Section [ one can apply Lemma B.Jl to f*(() =
De)(C/€, ). Then, the integral over (? in the second term can be rewritten as

68) [ T RIDDAT U@ (Cn+ )@ (€ re() oy
— [ De(¢/. )@ (G w+-0) (@O (7161 — Q" (0. ) #0) G-

Hence it does not actually depend on a particular choice of Aglw(c /€, ).
Proof of Lemma is long and technical. We defer it to Appendix [Bl

Comparing (6.1) with (6.6), (6.7), we infer that the function w((, &) = w((, €|k, a)

satisfy the conditions
1. Singular part

(6.9) (¢ k) (w(C, €) — wsing(¢,€)) is a polynomial in ¢* of degree n.
2. Normalisation
(6.10)

[ () (016, + DDA (06, ) @ G+ QG ol) =0,

(6.11) (m=0,---,n).
Furthermore, the equation (6.2)) requires an additional property of w((, &k, a) (see

Section 8).
3. Symmetry

(612) W(f, <| - K, —Oé) = (.U(C, €|’L{'> Oé) :

7. DEFINITION OF w((,&) AND ITS SYMMETRY

We shall first give the definition of the function w((,§), and then prove that it
satisfies all the necessary properties.

In Section B, we defined the matrices AT and B*. In Appendix [Dl we show that
the condition

(7.1) det AT £ 0.
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is equivalent to the non-degeneracy condition (2.3]) accepted previously. The classical
analogue of (1)) states that “there are no holomorphic differentials such that all
the a-periods vanish”.

Assuming (1)), consider the function

4
(72) W(Ca §|"€a O{) = Wv—i_(C)t(‘A—'—)_lB-i_v_(g) + wsym(<> €|K’> Oé) )
where v*(() are vectors with components vE(¢); = (™2, A, B are given by (5.3,

(610), and

(Gl @) = 7 { 1a(©)d(©) = T(¢ MT(E R) (e /6, 0)

— (4a(Q)d(&) — T (¢, K)T(&, k)¢ /€, )
~20((/6,0) (T(CRT(E k+ ) = T(E KT i+ a) ) |
The function wgym((, €|k, @) satisfies the relation
(7.3) Wym (€ §|K, @) = wyym (&, ¢l — K, —av)
due to (A6) and the equality ¥(¢, —a) = —(¢, a).

The function (~%w((, €|k, ) is a rational function of (2. It is clear by the con-
struction that the property (G.9) is satisfied.

The remaining properties (G.10), (G12) of w((, £|k, o) are more complicated, and
we formulate them as lemmas.

v
¢ R)T(E k)

Lemma 7.1. The function w((, |k, «) defined by (L2) satisfies the normalisation

condition (6.10).
Proof. By using definitions (5.9) and (5.10) we have,

/ SHOUAT) B (©)Q (R + )@ (. @w@)%
— (B0 (0))

+ - + d¢?
- / PHEOQ R+ QTR G

The definition (5.7)) can be rewritten as
r7(¢.§) = E(¥(¢/§ a))

- iT(gv H)T(Cv H) {Wsym(C7 g"iv a) =+ ECEEAEI¢(g/£7 Oé)} .

Therefore, T'(¢, k) (w(¢, &) + ﬁgbgAglw(C/f, «)) is a g-deformed exact form in .
U

Lemma 7.2. The function w((,&|k, ) defined by (T.2) satisfies the symmetry con-

dition (6.12)).
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Proof. In Section [§ we had the relation (5.11)),
(7.4) BHAT) =AT(B7)".

In Appendix [Dl we show that det(A~) # 0 follows from the condition (2.3]). Hence
both A* can be inverted. So, invert them and multiply the result by v*(¢)! from
the left and v~ (&) from the right:

oH(O (AT) T B = v () (A7) BT
What remains to do is to add wgym (¢, £|k, a) to both sides, to use (7.3) and to recall
the identities (4.6]) and (4.T). O

8. MAIN THEOREM

Now we are able to prove our main theorem.

Theorem 8.1. Under the generality condition (2.3]) we have

(8.1) 24 ()} = 5 (G OZ e} G
e 1 : a
(82) 240} = 5 Fule. 02 bO0) T

Proof. Consider (81]). It has been said that it is sufficient to consider the blocks
b*((, @), c(&, «). Due to the structure of singularities (6.6) and (6.9) we have:

83 TRz (w6 - 55 fulcOeen)o0}

= Caﬁ’n(C2) )

where P,(¢?) is a polynomial of degree n. Due to Lemma and Lemma [7.T] we
have

d 2
/CaPn(@)Q—(g, K+ a)QT (¢, K)SD(C)CLQ =0, m=0,---,n,
I'm

which implies P,(¢?) = 0 due to (Z.1)).
Now consider (82)). According to [2], the operators c*, b are related to b*, ¢ by
the transformation

¢a(x(C, @) = ¢ 'N(a—1)oJox(¢,—a) o],
where N(z) = ¢ — ¢® and J(X) = JX J ! is the spin reversal. Namely,
c’((,a) = =¢a(b™( @), b((,a) = ¢a(c(C, @)

It is also easy to see that

2 X} = 27I(X)}-
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Hence (8] implies

1 2
24 a0} =~ (el k)2 blg.a) (N} L
r
which is equivalent to (8.2)) due to (6.12). O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA [6.1]

In this appendix, we prove Lemma [ We also prove some additional result
used in Appendix B (Corollary [A.2). First let us comment on the equation (G.4]).
This formula is used in the proof in order to reduce the action of the operator
b*, when it is considered inside the functional Z*, to that of an operator on the
interval [1,m]. This is a great simplification, because without Z* the support of
the coefficients in the expansion of b*({,«) in ¢(* — 1 becomes indefinitely large.
In other words, inside Z* the series expansion of b*({,a) can be summed up to
a rational function. Therefore, the proof of Lemma consists in computing the
singular part of the rational function. This task is done indirectly by considering
an inhomogeneous space chain. We introduce inhomogeneity parameters £ = (&;),
so that the original multiple poles (? = ¢™2 in the homogeneous chain are split into
simple poles (2 = qﬁf]? for 1 < 7 < m. Define the functional

(A].) Z'Vi {X[l ]} _ Tr[l,m} <’£ + Of|ﬂ1,m],M(€7 ’%)X[l,m]"f>
] U [12, (&5, k) (K + alk) ’

T[l,m],M(E, /{) = Tl,M(§1> /‘ﬂ) o 'Tm,M(fm, /‘f)~

Using this functional the equation (6.4]) takes the form

(AQ) gk {b*(Ca a)(q2(a+1)S(O)X[1,m])}
= Z 1) {28 m1, 11l (Emrts @) (Xipml) } lei=mem=16m1=¢ -

First recall from [2] the definition of the operator ky; »,,(¢, &) and its basic relations
with C[l,m} (Ca a)> é[1,m} (<> Oé), f[l,m](<> Oé):

(A3) K (€ ) (Xpm)
= Tro4 {UZT{a,A},[Lm}(Q )¢Sl (g~ 25m) X[l,m})} )
(Ad) Tpm) (G ) (Xpmp) = Ak m) (€ a) (X m))
= (1, (4€, ) (Xp1m) + €,m (7 ¢ ) (Xnm)) + €am) (€ @) (Xpm)-

in the complex plane the operators ¢y, (¢, @), C€pm (¢, @), fj1,m) (¢, @) have singular-
ities at ¢(* = £ only. The operator g 1,m(¢, @) is given by

(A5) 2gc,[1,m](€a Oé) (X[l,m]) - f[l,m} (q<> a)(X[l,m}) + f[l,m] (q_1<> a)(X[l,m})
_QTC,[l,m} (Ca a>f[1,m} (Ca Oé) (X[l,m]> + 2“0,[1,771} (Ca Oé) (X[l,m])u
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where

uc,[l,m} (Ca O{) (X[l,m]) = Trc,a,A (Ya,c,AT{a,A},[l,m] (Ca a)ca—S[lml] (q_2s[1’m] X[l,m])) R

1
Yoea = —§afatj +otod —aqotol.

For the proof of Lemma we compare the singularities of g 1 .m)(¢, a)(X1,m])
inside the functional Zj ., with those of ¢ (¢, @)(X[1,m)) inside Zf .
It is known that g (1m](¢, @)(X,m) is regular at (* = 532». Now we compare

)

resc2—g2¢2 8o 11,m] (5 ) (X[1,m)) With resca_e2 cpy (¢, ) (Xp1m)). Set

da¢?

ek

q[17m](<’ O‘)(X[l,m}) = TI'A (TA,[17m](C, a)ca—g[l,'rrl](q_2S[1,7n]X[17m])) .

U[l,m} - TeS@:g%Q[Lm] (Ca O{) (X[l,m])

Lemma A.1. The operator [0, Un m)+ has its support in [1,m — 1]:

(A.6) [0’7—;, U[l,m}]-}— = I[l,m—l]Ima x[l,m—l} = Tl"m (U%U[l,mﬂ .
We have

d¢? 1
(A7) resca—gz Cf1m) (€ ,a)(X[l,mD? = —5lom: Uil

d¢?

(A.8) rese2_gzee2 (&, 1.m) (¢, ) (Xp1m)) + Tefrm) (€ )1y (¢ @) (Xim))) ra

_ ) =alod Unmls = Uy (0l — o) (e = +);
100 U+ + (Tod = 007 Uy (

Proof. Property (A.6) appears in [3] as Lemma 2.6 (see also [2], Appendix D). For-

mula (A7) is proved in [2], Lemma 2.2. The calculation for (A.8) is similar, but we
omit the details. O

Corollary A.2. We have the relations between € (¢, ) and cpym (¢, @)

dc?

(A.9) resca_g2 (€m) (€, @)+t (G @) e m (€ ) (Xam))
Proof. To see ([A.9]), it suffices to write
TeSc?:ggné[l,m}(Ca a)(X[l,m]> =Tr, (U:Pa,mTa,[l,m—l] (&ms a)U[l,m])
(BT (0 D () )

and use (ALG), (A7) and R-matrix symmetry. O
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Using Lemma [AT] we obtain

ey,
(AlO) res§m+1 q2§3,LZI [1,m+1] {ng—i-l [1,m] (£m+17 Oé) (X[lmb])} 2 —

m—+1
= reS<2:§72nZLm] {C[l,m}(Cu a)(X 1 m])} (2

—271esez  —per Zf ) {Unm) (T Ot — O 1) } -

Tm m+1 m'm+1

Here the third term of (A.H) does not contribute, because the only singularities
of f{1,,(¢, ) are the simple poles at ¢ = 5]2, and the following inhomogeneous
analogue of Theorem B.1] holds:

(A]-l) Zﬁ7m+1] {’]Tm—l—l,[l,m} (€m+1a a)X[l,m]} = 2p(§m+1)Zﬁ,m} {X[l,m}} .

Note that

+ -+ + -+ + -+ -
7-mo-m—i-l Ume+1 - (Tm0m+l U +1)Pm m—+1

where P~ is the projector on the singlet,

1
P_(Ue ® UE’) = 656—1—6’,0_(U+ QU- — V- & U-l-)v 0_3,06 = &V¢.

2
Using the cyclicity of trace and the quantum determinant relation

P, m+1Tm M(&m) T, m+1, M(Gm) = a(q§m)d(Em) P, mymA1
we find

TeSe2 | _g2e2, Zlm+1] {U[l m] Tmo’;l-i-l +1 } 1, ;ngm)) . "8}5 K)
J ) my K

% Tf[l,m+1]</<0 + Oé\T[l,m—l},M(éa H)U[l,m] (TJEO':ZH o ¢J£+1)\"€>
(k + a|k)

a(g€m)d(Em) 1
T T (atn ) Zhon{ Tl Ul
2a(g€n)d(Em i dc?
- T(fc;(,qlf)jz(;gm,)l-{) reSCZ=C72nZ[17m] {C[Lm](ga O‘)(X[Lm})} C_i

In the last line we used (AG), (A.7). Computation of the residue at ¢* = ¢72&2 is
done similarly, using

+ + -
7-mo-m—i-l Ume+1 Pm,m—i—l

*2¢7 are readily found from R-matrix symmetry.

(TmU;rzﬂ U;rﬁmﬂ)

The residues at 2., = ¢

Lemma A.3.

. dgz,
(A.12) I'eS£72n+1:qi2£J2_Z[l7m+l} {ng+1,[1,m](§m+1, Oz)(X[Lm])} : +1
m—+1

d¢?

= rescagragz W(C, &) resca_g2 Zfi py {ml (€ @) (Xnm) } I
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Proof. This follows from the preceding calculations and

4a(§;)d(qS;)

(&, ®)T(&5g: k)
da(&q")d(&;) )

(& R)T(&a k)

reSca_gee? w((, &) =1- T

reSc2_g-2¢2 w(¢, &) = —<1 —7

O
Let us return to the homogeneous case & = - -+ =, = 1. The operators ¢((, «),
c(¢, a) acting from W,1 _1 to W, ¢ are defined by
(Alg) C(gv Oé) (qz(a+1)S(O)X[1,m]) = qzaS(O)C[l,m] (C? Oé) (X[l,m]) )

é(gv Oé) (q2(a+l)S(O)X[1,m]) = q2aS(0)é[1,m] (C? Oé) (X[l,m]) 5

and the requirement of translational invariance. This definition is equivalent to the
one given in [2]. The reduction relation proven there ensures the self consistency
of the present definition. The equation (6.6) follows by writing (A.12]) as a contour
integral and specialising to §& = --- =&, = 1.

It remains to show that the polynomial P,(¢?) in the remainder term of (6.6) has
degree at most n. The only non-trivial case to consider is when the spin of X{;
equals —1. Then it follows from the fact [2] that

g&[l,m}(C’ a)(X[l,m]) = 0(1)7 <2 — 00.
This finishes the proof of Lemma .

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA

The goal of this section is to prove Lemma The proof is done in several steps.

Step 1.
Recall the definition (A.3). Fix a solution f; 1 ,,(¢, ) of the equation
(B]') ACfO,[l,m](Ca Oé) (X[l,m]) = k[l,m}(<> a)(X[l,m})

which has poles only at (? = ¢*" (n € Z). Define further
(B.2) b3 (¢, a) (@O X )
= lim q2aS(0)Trc{Tc,[m+1,l}(C)go,c,[l,m](gv O‘)(X[l,m})}u

=00

(B?)) gO,c,[l,m](gv O‘)(X[lvm})

1 1 _
= £, 11,m) (€, @) (Xm)) + §fo,[1,m} (g7'¢, ) (Xpm)

2
— T 11,m) (€5 )0, 11,m) (€5 ) (X[1,m)) + e 1,m) (€ @) (X[1,my) -
Lemma B.1. Define
Ina () (X71,m))

= Qi (¢, k4 ) Trp e (T[LmLM(L K)Tem(C K)8o,e,1,m) (€ a)(X[Lml))QKA(C, K) .
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The identity ([G1) follows from

(B.4) [ O XK ol)

I'm

dc?

Proof. Introduce the operator
DcF(C) = F(a¢) + Fg~'¢) = t*(Q)F(¢),
which can be used to rewrite the definition of b*((, a):
b™ (¢, @) (@O X ) = De (587 g (€ 0) (X))
+ q2aS(0) lllf& Trc{’]rc,[m+1,l} (C)uc,[l,m}(<> O‘)(X[l,m})} .

In similar formula for b{(¢,«) the only change is f to fy, u remains the same.
Comparing this with the equations (A.4)), (B.I) and (A.13) we arrive at

b3 (¢, ) = b*(¢,a) = DA (e(Cg, @) +e(Cq™ a) + (¢, a)) -

Now consider the term containing c in (6.7)). Notice that due to Lemma [B.1] for
any quasi-local operator X ({) depending on ¢

Z*{D¢(X () = Z"{De(X(¢))}-

So we replace in (6.7) D¢, D¢ by D¢, De. On the other hand from ([A9) it follows
that we have an equality of formal power series in (¢? — 1)71,

(B.5) (¢, a) (25O X, )

2
— g P UCE L el )X )
r
Using (B.5)) we evaluate
1 _ 1 dg?
clara) + elCa ™ 0) 4 €(¢,0) = 5 § De (W€ el 0) G

T

In other words we obtain an equation similar to (6.4]) with b* replaced by the
expression under Z* in (6.7), and g replaced by go, which is nothing but the matrix

element of (B.4).
U

Step 2.

The next step is to reduce the identity to a difference equation for gy on a finite
interval. We will show that, for all m = 1,---  n, the identity (B.4]) reduces to the
same equation for a quantity in the space direction. So, we can forget the Matsubara
direction. Introduce an operator

Ac,[l,m}(C)(}/il,m}uc) = Tc,[l,m}(C)qaogec (Yr[l,m]uc 90 (Tc,[l,m](g)_l)) ’

where 6 signifies the anti-involution
0(x) = oz'o? (x € End(V)).
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Lemma B.2. Identity (B.4) follows from the equation
(B6> gO,c,[l,m}(Ca Oé) (X[l,m]> = _Ac,[l,m](C) (gO,c,[l,m}(q_lgv O‘)(X[l,m})) .

Proof. By symmetry it suffices to consider the case m = n. We prove the assertion
assuming that s,, = 1/2. The general case is reduced to this case by the standard
fusion procedure.

From the defining relation (5.1]) for ¢(¢), we have

d¢? a(Ta d¢?
reSC2:q72T§§0(g>? = ﬁr%@:ﬂggp(@? .
So, the equation (B.4)) is equivalent to:
(B.7) d(aq ") Ina(70) (X)) + @) Iv(Tag ™) (X)) = 0.

Let us compute Ing(7n)(X[1,m)). We simplify notations introducing

Yi,m) (€, ) = 8o,e,11,m) (C5 @) (Xm)) -

First, move T, p(7a) to the left using the Yang-Baxter equation:
Tr[l,m],c (ﬂl,m},M(la H)TC,M (Tna 'KL>Y*[1,m] (Tnu Oé))

= Tt e (Lot (s )Tt (L, ) Tt ) () ™ Yt (s ) T (7))
Now, for s, = 1/2, the L operator satisfies
Len(1) = nFen,
where we have set n = ¢'/?(¢ — ¢~ ). Note that
Tem(Tn, ) = nPenTem (Tn, £) = nTaw (Tas £) Pen s

3
—aoy

Nl (T, £) = Taa(Tas £+ a)g™ ",
where M’ signifies the subinterval [1,n — 1]. Moreover,
Toi(Ta, K + @) Qg (Ta, £ + @) = a(T0) Qng(Taq ™ K + ),

because d(7m) = 0. So we can evaluate Ing(7n)(Xpm)) as

I (T0) (X1m) = a(Tn)Qpp(Tag ™ £+ @)

X Trp m).e (Pc,nT[l,m],M(la K% T 1) (Tn) ™ Yiton) (T @) T frm] (Tn)) Qup(Tns ) -
Now notice that

Tt (1 8) = T n (T ) T e (1 6) = 1(7) T 1) (T) ™ T e (1, ) 4

where (1) is a function whose explicit form is irrelevant for our calculation.
Bring the permutation through T ;v and put Tjj ). to the right by cyclicity
of trace:

]M(Tn)(X[l,m}) = N(Tn)a(Tn)QK/I(an_la K+ )
X Tr[l,m],c (ﬂl,m},M’(la K)Pc,nq_anTc,[l,m](Tn)_lyv[l,m} (Tna Oé)) Ql—"\_/[ (Trn K’) .
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We compute Ing(7mg ") (X[1,m)) similarly, using

Ton(Taq k) = —27]q_1PCTnTC7M/ (Taq ', k) = QPCTHTM(an_lf@) ,
Ta(aq™" s K)QRp(ag ™" K) = d(Tag ™) Qi (Ta, K) -
The result is
Ina(Taq™ ) (Xm) = 1(70)d(Tmd ™) Qpi(Tag ™ K+ @)
X Tt e (T[l,m],M’(la £) Penle(Yirm (Taq ™ )0 (T f1,m) (Tn)_l))>Qf{4(Tn, k),

where we applied the anti-automorphism 6, under Tr, using Tr(6(z)) = Tr(x) and
0.(2P;,,) = Pen. Thus (B.6) implies (B.1). O

Step 3.
The third step is to reduce (B.Gl) to representation theory.

Lemma B.3. Set

et ot
Y1 =T, 04 — Ty O¢

i - 4 4+ + 42
Y2 = 0.0, +T0Ta T Ty +(Tc Oq4 _JcTa)aA_acaaaA‘

Then equation (B.G) is equivalent to the identities
(B8) Trc,a,A (ch,[l,m](<> O‘)Ta,[l,m}(q_1<> O‘)TA,[l,m}(q_ICa Oé) (X[/l,m])) =0
(v = y1,12),

where we have set X[, .\ = (g7 1¢) > Snmlg=25mm Xy .

Proof. Recall the definitions (B.I), (B.3). From the definition of A, we easily
find that

(B.9) Acim) (O (@eX1m)) = Tej1,m) (¢ ) (Xamy)Oc(e)
(BlO) Ac,[l,m}(C)Tc,[l,m} (q_lgv O‘)(X[l,m}) = X[l,m] .
Write

1
U (1,m) (¢ ) (Xm) = _§ng[l,m}(<> @) (X1m) + 07 L) (€ @) (Xm) -

Applying (B.9), (BI0) we reduce (B.6) to the form

0 = (Kpm (¢ o) (Xpm)) = Teprm (€ ) (Kpmi(q™ ¢ ) (Xm)) 7o
+ (l[l,m](Ca Oé) (X[l,m]) - Tc,[l,m}(<> O‘)(l[l,m}(q_1Ca Oé) (X[l,m]))) 0:‘

We rewrite this further, using the fact that y. = 0 if and only if Tr.(z.y.) = 0 for any
z. € End(V.). Nontrivial conditions arise from the choices z. = 7, or o, giving



26 M. JIMBO, T. MIWA AND F. SMIRNOV
respectively
(BA1) Kyt (€ ) (Xt)) = T (0 727 + (08 = a0

X 1) (G ) Ty 10 (07 @) (™€) 50 (g 25000 X))
(BA2) L€, @) (Xpim) = Trea (007 + (02 — 2407

X T, 1.m) (¢, @) Tga,ay 1) (@7 C, @) (1) S0 (g7 250m X[l,m])) :
On the other hand, we have an identity (see [2], (2.20))

T a1,m) (¢, @) (X1m) = Tra (7 Tia,aymmi (07 ¢ @) (7O (X pm))
which allows us to rewrite the left hand side of (B.II)) as

K1,m) (€, ) (X1,m))

= Trea,a (077, Tepm (¢ ) Tiaay m) (¢71¢ @) (g1 50m (g2 0m Xy 1))

For Ijy (¢, @) (X[1,m]), we obtain an analogous expression, replacing o7, by
(02 +asoh)7,S.

After this rewriting we take the difference of the left and the right hand sides of

(B.11), (B.12), and do further the gauge transformation
Fan - Tiaapnm (G, @) - Fy i = Taum (¢, o) Tanm (¢, ) (Foa=1—ayo)).

The assertion of Lemma follows.

To finish, it remains to prove (B.8)). Let R be the universal R matrix of Uq(sAlg).
Denote by 7¢ the evaluation module over V' = C?, and by w, that of g-oscillator
representation W. For the notation and details, we refer to Appendix A of [2]. Let

further 7y ) = 7™, The identities of Lemma [B.3] can be written as
(B.13) Tregn (Y (¢ @ Tgm1e @ W10 @ Tpm))R) =0 (Y = Y1, 2)-
In the tensor product
7=V, ® Vi ® Wye,
there are two pairs which allow for non-trivial U,p-submodules:

Vo C Ve @ Vo,
W, C V;rlg & qulc.

The submodule Vj ~ C (resp. Wy o~ W,—2;) is spanned by vy ® v_ —v_ ® vy (resp.

{v_®@|n) + (¢* — vy @ |n — 1) }n>0). Set
Z1 =V Wyae, Zy=V: Wy
Then a direct calculation shows that
nwZ C 2y, ynZ1=0,
Yo i C L1 D Ly, Yo2li C Ly, Yalo C Zy.
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Since xZ; C Z; (i = 1,2) holds for z € U,p, we have
Trea,a (Yi(me @ Tg-1¢ @ we10)(2)) =0 (z € Uygp).
The proof is now complete.

Step 4.

To complete the proof of Lemma [6.2], we show matrix element of (B.4]) between
(k + af, |k) for m = 0. The integral consists of two parts, say J; and Jy, coming
from the first 3 terms in (B.3), or from u[1,m,(¢, @), respectively. We note that in
view of (B.J) and Lemma [5.1] the proper meaning of J; is

1
Jl - 5 /<I{ + O4|Tr[1,m],c (ﬂl,m},M(la K)TC,M(<> K’)kc,[l,m}(Ca Oé) (X[l,m])) |K'>

To

XQ (¢, k+ ) (a(Q)QF(¢7'¢, k) — d(Q)Q™ (¢¢, k) ()
The functions

Tom(C ), 9(Q), ¢ Q7 (¢ k +a), (T"QT(¢, k), a(C), d(C)

are all regular at ¢(* = 0. On the other hand, for X, of spin —1, we have the
estimate

dc?
? .

¢ %K) (¢ @) (Xmy) = O(C%) (¢2—0),

as explained in [2], section 2.5. The same argument there shows also

¢ Ny (€, ) (Xpimg) = O(C?) (¢* = 0).

It follows that in both J; and .J; the integrand is regular and the residue at (? =0
vanishes. This completes the proof of Lemma

APPENDIX C. CLASSICAL LIMIT

In this Appendix, we explain the classical limit of our construction and its relation
to hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces. We shall not go into much details since similar
considerations were done in [10], [12]. We assume o = 0. At the moment we are not
ready to discuss the classical limit in the case a # 0. We consider Bethe vectors of
spin 0, so that (F*Q*((, k) are polynomials in ¢? of the same degree

n
S = E Sm -
m=1

In the parametrisation g = ™, the classical limit amounts to v — 0. So v plays
the role of Planck’s constant. Let us see what happens to the solutions to the Baxter
equation in this limit. First of all, in order to obtain a Riemann surface of a finite
genus, we keep n finite. But for the classical limit we need to have large quantum
numbers. This is achieved by considering large spins s,,. Actually, this was the
main reason for us to consider arbitrary spins in the Matsubara direction. So, we
require that vsy,, or equivalently ¢°, tend to fixed non-zero values when v — 0.
Similarly, we demand that vk, or ¢”, stays finite in the limit. In this situation, a((),
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d(¢) and T'(¢) = T({, k) tend to polynomials in ¢? of degree n, which we denote by
the same letters as in the quantum case.

In the classical limit, the poles of ¢(() concentrate on the portion of circles between
the end points 72,¢72*= and 72,¢*™. The s zeros of the polynomials (F*Q*(¢, )
concentrate to n open curved segments Cy, close to the above circular segments.
This claim is difficult to prove, but we can justify them by analysing the Baxter
equation in the classical limit.

Consider the Baxter equation

(C.1) d(¢)Q(Cq) + a(Q)Q(Ca™") = T(Q)Q(C) -

We look for its quasi-classical solution in the form

2

(€2) Q) = Fie.myesn{ 5 [logn(e)

1

dg?
et
where 7(¢) is a function independent of v and F({,v) is a power series in v. First,

dividing the Baxter equation by Q(¢) and considering the leading order in Planck’s
constant we conclude that 7(¢) must solve the equation

(C.3) d(¢)n(¢) +a($)n~ () = T(C) -

This is the equation of the spectral curve of the corresponding classical model.
The function 7(¢) has two branches,

o)~ 10 = VTP 1l dQ).
2d(¢)

for future convenience we choose the branch of the square root such that /(¢ — ¢=%)% =

qn _ q—/i'

Consider the behaviour (2 — co. The polynomial T'(¢) is not arbitrary, it comes
from the quasi-classical limit of a solution to the Baxter equation (C.I]). Recall that
for large ¢ the function Q*(() is O((***%) as discussed in Section 4. Also we have
for (? — oo and to the main order in Planck’s constant

a(C)IT—2q2sC2n+._. ’ d(C):T_2q_2SC2n+"' 7
where 7 = [[ 7m. So, the Baxter equation implies that

TC)=7(¢"+q ")+
+r+2s

Hence when (? — oo we have n* — ¢ , which means that n* (resp. 77)
corresponds to quasi-classical limit of QT (resp. Q7).

Throughout this paper we use as parameter ¢ while all the important quantities
are actually functions of (2. This notational problem is due to historical reasons,
and we are forced to tolerate it in the quantum case. However, in the classical case
this notation becomes very unnatural making incomprehensible simple formulae for
differentials on hyperelliptic Riemann surface. That is why in what follows we shall
often use the parameter z = (2. For the same reason we denote the discriminant
T(¢)* — 4a(¢)d(¢), which actually depends on (2, by P(¢?). Recalling that a(¢),
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d(¢), T(¢) are polynomials of (? and making the change of variables: 2z = (?,
w = 2d({)n(¢) — T'(¢) we bring the spectral curve (C.3]) to canonical form:

(C.4) w® = P(z).

In the ¢-deformed Abelian integrals the integration measure contains Q~ (¢, k)Q™ ({, k).
The most direct way to compute this quantity uses the quantum Wronskian (4.4])

O = QUG RIQ (G0 R) ~ QG RIQ ()
= (=R RQ(C k)
This implies
(C5) Q (K@ (G m)e(C) S

=0 g — g P
where we used the identity W ({)d(¢)p(¢) = 1.

The discriminant P(z) is a polynomial of degree 2n. Let us call its zeros x1, - - - , Top.
The Riemann surface (C4)) is presented as two copies of the z plane glued together
along the cuts [Zom_1,ZTom]|. According to the conjecture accepted previously, the
branch points can be ordered in such a way that the cut [Zom_1, Zom| is not far from
the location of poles of ¢(¢) which are contained in the contour I'y,. According to
(C3H), for any polynomial L(¢?) we have in the classical limit

2\ A+ _ d_C2 2 L(z) %
(C6) F/ LR R RO 2, q_ﬁ_qKC/ v i

where ¢y, is a contour going in z-plane around [Zom—1, Tom] for 1 < j < n, or around
0 for m = 0. The limit ([C.6]) requires some remarks. The integral in the left hand
side is taken over the contour I'y,. In the limit the integrand develops cuts which
appear as a result of concentration of zeros of Q*((,x)Q~((, k) and poles of ¢(().
So, obviously, in the limiting process we have to deform the contour in order that it
does not cross the cut. This is how the integral around c,, appears.

The Riemann surface (C.4l) has genus n— 1. The contours ¢y, with m =
1,---,n—1 can be taken as a-cycles. Our Riemann surface have two points 0F
which lies on different sheets and project to z = 0. The contour ¢g goes around 07.
Similarly we have two points co® which project to z = oo.

Define the differentials on the Riemann surface

The differentials oj(z) where j = 1,--- ,n— 1, are holomorphic (the first kind)
differentials while the differentials o¢ and o, are the third kind differentials. The
differential oo has simple poles at z = 0%, it is dual to the contour co. The differential

on has simple poles at z = co™.
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The holomorphic differentials can be normalised with respect to¢;,i=1,--- ,n—1

because
det( /aj> # 0.
i,j:].,"',l'l—l

¢
This is the classical version of (Z.1)).

Consider the differentials whose only singularities are at co*. Among those are
exact forms

(C.7) diz (z'ﬁ/%) dz, 2*dz, k>0.

Up to exact forms, holomorphic forms and the third kind differential o,(z) there are
n — 1 linearly independent second kind differentials with singularities at co™:

gj(2) = 2 ld%(zﬂjp(z))L 2\/%, j=1,---,

where [f(2)]+ means the polynomial part of f(z), which is a Laurent polynomial at
z = 00. We shall use at some point the differential &9 which is an exact form.

The most important identity in the theory of Riemann surfaces is the Riemann
bilinear relations. Usually this identity is written in the form

g
g (/wlfwg—/wl/w2>:27riwlow2,
m=1 am bm bm am

where wy o are the first or the second kind differentials, and

Wy 0 Wy = — Z res(wid'wy).

In our case the a-cycles coincide with ¢1, - -+, ¢y_1. The b-cycle by, (m=1,--- ,n—1)
crosses the cycle a,, once on the first sheet of the surface, goes to the second sheet
through the m-th cut, arrives to n-th cut by the second sheet, crosses this cut and
returns by the first sheet to its beginning.

An alternative way of writing the Riemann bilinear relations is the following. It
is easy to see that ¢ and ¢ constitute a canonical basis

n—1,

(C‘8) Uio5j:5i7j? UiOUjZO) 5io&j:0-

Now construct the antisymmetric form

Ju

n—

(C.9) o(z,y) =) (03(x)53(y) — 03(y)5;()) -

—
Il
jun

Then

(C.10) / / o(x,y) = 2 g1 0 ga,

g1 g2
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where in the right hand side we put the intersection number of cycles. From the
explicit formulae for o; and 4;, one easily finds the 2-form o(z,y),

(C.11) g@,y):(%@ix iﬁii)‘%(ﬁ %))dmy

This form is exact, so, apparently the integrals over all 2-cycles must vanish. How-
ever, there is a singularity at x = y which produces the intersection number in the
right hand side of (C.I0). All that is quite standard, so we do not go into much
details.

Consider a particular case of (C.10),

(C.12) //a(g;,y)zo, ij=1,---,n—1.

¢ Cj

This is true because the a-cycles do not intersect.
On the product of two copies of Riemann surface we have the canonical second
kind differential p(z,y) with the following properties.

e The differential p(x, y) is holomorphic everywhere except the diagonal, where
it has a double pole with no residue

(C.13) oz, y) = (ﬁ + 0(1)) drdy

e The differential p(x,y) is normalised with respect to z,

(C.14) /p(a:,y):O, m=1,---,n—1.

An important consequence of the Riemann bilinear relations is that this differential
is automatically symmetric:

(C.15) p(z,y) = ply,x).

Let us explain this by giving an explicit construction of p(z,y). We start with an

exact form in x,
_9 P@ Y gpay.
0z \ \/P(y)(z —y)

which obviously has the required singularity at = y, but has also additional
singularities at infinity. Because of (C.9)) and (CIIJ), these singularities are cancelled
in the following expression:

9 P(x) — —
plo,y) =—o- < Pl y)> drdy + Y 6i(x)oi(y) + > Xijoj(x)oi(y)

where the matrix Xj; must be defined from the normalisation condition

i=1 ij=1
n—1

ZXi,j/Uj+/5i:O-
j Ck Ck

Jj=1
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Now writing a similar formula for p(y, x), it becomes apparent that the symmetry
(C159) is equivalent to the fact that X is a symmetric matrix. This fact follows
from (C.12)). There is an obvious similarity between this argument and the proof of
Lemma

Suppose that we want to construct a normalised second kind differential with
given singular part. To be more precise, we allow a singularity only at x = 1 with
a given singular part

N
Tsing(x) = Z’Y}g(l’ — ].)_kdl’ .
k=2

So, we look for a differential which has the singular part 74,,(z) at + = 1 and is
holomorphic elsewhere. We require that 7(x) is normalized

/T(x):o.

Cm

It is rather obvious that 7(x) is given by

(C.16) r(z) = 7{ o(2, ) d ang(y)

where the contour I' is as usual: 1 is inside it, and x outside.

Let us return to the quasi-classical limit of the quantum formulae. First, notice
that for &« = 0 the operator D becomes the second difference derivative because
p(¢) = 1:

D)) = —— (F(Ca) + F(Ca™) — 2(C)) (ci)Qﬂo .
(miv)? (miv)? v—=0 \ " d(

Also Agl goes to the primitive function
d\ !
. -1 “
minh (O 2, (65 ) 1O

Consider the f(¢) = L(¢?) and the corresponding g-deformed exact form (for o = 0
there is no difference between f*(¢)):

=A¢?) = B (0RO %
then
@(z) = —dilz (L(z) P(z)) dz.
Denote
AC8) = ~Er(C O (R OPIOR R Oe( o
Then we have
©11)  ouley) = oey)+ 5 (06(x)o0(y) ~ o0(w)de(x))
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the additional term is not important in (C.I10) because &g is an exact form. The
limit (C.I7) explains the name g-deformed Riemann bilinear relations for (5.8)).
Consider now

2 () = S T(OTEW(EC. HQ (R OP(OQ (R (©)p() 2 X

iy Ee
We want to show that
po(r,y) = pla,y) .

First, it is rather easy to find that in the singularity (6.35]) two simple poles produce
in the classical limit the double pole in (C.I3). Second, we have the normalisation

conditions (G.I0). They look different from the normalisation conditions (C.14))
because of presence of the term

©18) [ TCRDDA /O QMO

d¢?
? .

However, this term for o = 0, v — 0 is of order v?, while p,((?,£?) is of order 1.
So the term (C.I8)) does not count and from (6I0) with m=1,--- ,n—1 we get
the normalisation conditions (C.14]). Conditions (6.10) with m = 0, n show that the
differential p, (2, £?) in the limit v — 0 does not have simple poles at ¢ = 0, 00
which were originally present.

Thus we conclude that the function w((, ) is related in the classical limit to the
canonical normalized second kind differential.

Notice a clear similarity between the formula (C.I6) and our main formula (G.T).

APPENDIX D. EQUIVALENCE OF DIFFERENT NON-DEGENERACY CONDITIONS.

In this Appendix we show that the conditions det(A¥*) # 0 are equivalent to the
fact that the scalar product (2.3) does not vanish. We use usual notations of the
Quantum Inverse Scattering Method (QISM) [15]:

_ (A(Q) B()
Tam(C) = <C(C) D(C))a’

Consider the case when all the spaces in Matsubara direction are two-dimensional
(spin 1/2). The basis of the two-dimensional space will be denoted by e.. Introduce
two vectors in Matsubara space

(D.1) [+)=er® - ®ep,, |-)=e-®@ Qe

The eigenvector |k) is written in QISM framework as

(D.2) w=1IcOy)I=).

where (\;")? are zeros of ("Qy; (¢, &) which is a polynomial of ¢?. Tt is well-known that
this eigenvector does not vanish identically unless 73 = 73¢ for some j > i. The latter
situation has to be forbidden from the very beginning because the tensor product
on i-th and j-th spaces is reducible and contains one-dimensional sub-module. On
the other hand there is no problem with the case 7, = 750! which allows the fusion
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procedure, and show that our considering only spin 1/2 representations is not a real
restriction.

Consider now the vector [] B(A")|+), where (A\]")? are zeros of (7"Qy; ,.(¢). This
vector also does not vanish identically, it is an eigenvector of Ty((, k) with the
same eigenvalue as (D.2). Hence, the assumed uniqueness of the eigenvector with
the eigenvalue of maximal absolute value implies that this vector is proportional to
|) with some coefficient which depends on 7; and &, the exact form of this coefficient
is irrelevant here.

Now consider the scalar product ([Z3]). We do not care about the normalisation
of the eigenvectors, so, in traditional QISM way it is written as

(5 +alr) = (=[] Blei) [TCO)I-)

where (,u;E)2 are zeros of (T*Q3;(¢, k). Due to the previous remark we rewrite:

(D.3) (k + a|k) = Const - <—|HB(MJ._)HB()\;F)|—I->,

where C'onst is a nonvanishing constant which was discussed above. So, we conclude
that the scalar product in question is given essentially by the partition function with
domain wall boundary conditions

Mu(&r, - ol o) = [ [T [[B&) 1+)
j=1

with specification {¢} = {p; } U {\'}, notice that independently of spin of our
eigenvectors the number of elements in the latter set is n.

Being a polynomial of degree n — 1 in £2 the function M, is completely charac-
terised by the recurrence relation:

(D.4)

M (517 T §n—1,7'n‘7'1, o 'Tn—laTn)

C_I — 1), 1H7' 2H Qf2 7}2)Mn—1(51,"' €n1|T1, 0 Tac1) -
j#n
This recurrence was solved by Izergin who found a determinant formula for M, ;
[16].

On the other hand we have the determinant det(A™) of (n + 1) x (n + 1) matrix.
This determinant depends on the Bethe roots only through the product Q~ (¢, x +
a)Q* (¢, x). Once again we consider the union {&} = {u; } U {)\;"'} and normalise
this product as follows

n

Q (¢ r+a)QT(C.r)=][(*-¢€).

j=1

The determinant can be reduced in two steps:

(D.5) det(Af)ij=0,n :—2mHg det(A{)ij=1,n
det(ﬂ ) ij=1, = —2mdet(ﬂ ) ij=1,-,n—1,
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where we used the obvious identities:

2
/ Q¢ k + )Q (G n)so(odcé — (—1)2mis, [ €
o
a+2j)— + d<2 .
/ QG+ QTG R)PO T = 2ty
I'o

Making the dependence on n and other parameters explicit we introduce
Dn(glv U 7£n‘7—17 e 7Tn)
= ()" VT2 [ = ') [ = 7) det(Afij=1,m -

ij i<j

where we preferred the intermediate reduction from (D.5)) for its antisymmetry with
respect to permutation of 7’s. In the case of two-dimensional representations in
Matsubara direction the integrals in A:FJ are easy: they are given by sum of two
residues. Obviously, D, is a polynomial in &2 of degree n. However the second
relation from ([D.5)) shows that the actual degree is n — 1.

Set &, = T and multiply the matrix A" from the right by the matrix [ —72F with
E;; = 0; j—1. Then it is easy to see that in the last row only n-th matrix element

does not vanish. Using this, after some simple algebra one sees that Dy, satisfies the
relation (D.4)). Hence we conclude that

Dn(é-l,"' 7£D|T17"' 7Tn) :Mn(é-l;"' 7£n|7—17"' 77—11)’

Due to the above reasoning it shows that (x + a|k) is proportional to det(A™) with
non-vanishing coefficient. Similarly, rewriting (k + «a|k) as

(ki +alr) = Const - (+] [T ) [TCONI-).

one proves that it is proportional to det(A~) with non-vanishing coefficient.
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