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Abstract

We present an explicit construction of a family of steadyes@ensity matrices
for an open integrable spin-1 chain with bilinear and biga#d interactions, also
known as the Lai—Sutherland model, driven far from equititor by means of two
oppositely polarizing Markovian dissipation channelsalazed at the boundary.
The steady state solution exhibits+ 1 fold degeneracy, for a chain of length
n, due to existence of (strong) Liouvilliad (1) symmetry. The latter can be ex-
ploited to introduce a chemical potential and define a grambical nonequilib-
rium steady state ensemble. The matrix product form of thatiea entails an
infinitely-dimensional representation of a non-triviakldlgebra (semidirect prod-
uct of sl and a non-nilpotent radical) and hints to a novel Yang-Baxtegrability
structure.

1. Introduction

Nonequilibrium transport problem in extended low-dimensil (say one-dim-
ensional, 1D) quantum systems is an important current fioptatistical mechan-
ics with possible links to experiments in condensed matstess|[1, 2]. Among
the most important open issues are (i) classification ortifigsttion of possible
transport behaviors, ranging from ballistic, vidfdsive (normal or anomalous),
to insulating, and understanding their microscopic meismas [3, 4], and (ii) de-
veloping nonequilibrium quantum thermodynamics [5] andeoty of nonequilib-
rium quantum phase transitions (see e.g.1[6, 7]).

A convenient setup for studying far from equilibriurelaxation dynamic®r
steady statesituations which support macroscopic currents of chaagécles,
magnetization, or energheat, is to couple a 1D system of strongly interacting
guantum particles to incoherent forcing governed by twemesrs attached at
each end of the particle chain and assign thefiedint éfective thermodynamic
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potentials. This can be achieved e.g. by choosing simple&kdx&n dissipation
channels which operate as quantum jumps, i.e. pump-in arldmsit the elemen-
tary excitations at the surface (boundary of the chain). fHs¢ of the system is
chosen to be urBected by the dissipation and hence evolves according tg-full
coherent unitary evolution. For a derivation and physiaatification of such an
approach, see Rels.[5, 8].

With the hope of being able to take advantage of their richelagant mathe-
matical content, one addresdategrablesystems witHocal interactions first. In
this light one obtains a toy model to study dissipative irdbte theory with sur-
face ‘non-unitary sources’. This model could be in some sefso regarded as a
guantum analogue of classical stochastic exclusion psesd9, 10, 11]. Focusing
initially on the steady states alone, the aim is to be ablsdtaie regimes where
complexity of the steady state density operator is drditicaduced, opening a
possibility of finding an #icient and exact representation in terms of the matrix
product state. Ever since the first solutions in this diectiave been presented,
addressing quasi-free theory [12] and the paradigmatangly interacting case
of the (anisotropic) HeisenbergK2) spin-1/2 chain [13]| 14], the quest for new
integrable out-of-equilibrium scenarios continues [16], With some recent at-
tempts[17, 18, 19] of putting these searches under the cormmoad of theory of
integrable quantum systems [20} 21].

It has been argued [15, /18] that explicit steady state swiatiof boundary
driven Liouvillian (Lindbladian) flows pertaining to ceiteintegrable models arise
as a consequence of the underlying quantum group symmethgohodel. The
latter provides a prerequisite condition for the solutiarthe bulk which needs
to be fine-tuned with the form of the quantum noise proces$ieapfo the sys-
tem’s boundaries. Two principal insights have been mad&ehal(i) to re-write
the matrix product representation of solution in terms ohodromy matrices with
Lax operators arising from solutions of the universal Y&&adter equation asso-
ciated to a symmetry algebra of an interaction, and (ii) tovalfor non-unitary
irreducible representations over infinitely-dimensionattor spaces [22]. In the
prototype case of the Heisenberg spjt2Imodel it actually appears that funda-
mental (local) building blocks that generate the solutidmerit symmetry from the
interaction, despite that the latter is finally broken atlthel of Liouvillian flow
and density operator. Below we demonstrate however, hotvatebjects of our
construction could also admit a (non-trivial) continuoymsetry which doesot
respect that of an integrable bulk interactions.

To this end, we consider an integrallel(3}invariant spin-1 chain, commonly



referred to as théai—Sutherland moddRs3, 24E, and employ a pair of Lindblad
jump operators which couple only two extreme levels at tharehend. The inter-
mediate level, which can be viewed as a hole particle, is finatected from the
environment and its number is preserved throughout theifditve) evolution.
Henceforth, such Lindbladian flow reducibleto a (thermodynamically) infinite
number of sectors corresponding to subspaces with fixe@ ‘tioping’. This al-
lows for a possibility of constructing grand-canonical steady state ensemble
with chemical potential being an additional parameter Whiontrols the average
number of holes (or the filling factor).

The paper is organized as follows. In sectidon 2 we introdheeopen three-
state Lai—Sutherland model and specify suitable ‘intdgtdimundary dissipative
processes in the framework of Markovian (Lindblad) mastgra¢ions. In section
[3we rigorously construct the solution of the steady staterims of an infinite rank
matrix product ansatz. In sectibh 4 we discuss several itapbphysical proper-
ties of the solution: we introduce the grand-canonical noilibrium steady state
ensemble (subsectidn #.1), describe a formal computafidacal physical ob-
servables (subsectidn 4.2), discuss graph-theoretimpiatation of the solution in
terms of sums over walks (subsectlon]4.3), characterizethrametries (subsec-
tions[4.4[ 4.6 4)6) and discuss possible connection totgmamverse scattering
method [4.7). Finally, we conclude in sectldn 5.

2. Open Lai-Sutherland model far from equilibrium

Consider a finite chain af sites and let); = C3 be a local quantum (‘phys-
ical’) space associated to each spin-site {1,2,...,n}. The entire 8 dimen-
sional many-body quantum spaég is constructed as-fold tensor product of
local spacesHs = H5". Using the Weyl matrix basige! = [i)(jl;i,j = 1,2,3}
of End(®1) = glz, we define a full set of local generators of the matrix algebra
¥ = End () as )

el =15V gdl 15", (1)

14 defining ad—dimensional unit matrix, satisfying the Lie algebra relat

e, ] = (6;kel) - 61165 )

1Despite its commonly known name, the model has been distesss a few years earlier by
Uimin [25].



The spin-1 Lai—Sutherland model [23,/ 24] for a chainnddites is given by the
HamiltonianH € &,

n-1

H= hyx1,  Dxxa1 = S Sa1 + (5 §;x+l)2 -1, (3)
x=1

wheres = (st, £, s3), with
1 a2 21, 23, 32 |21 12 32 23 1_.33
= —(e+e +€°+6"), Sx= —(e —e " +e°—€°), s,=¢6, —€", (4
= FE &), = SE e, si=l- ()
form independent spin-1 variables (locak 1 representations oefiy) satisfying

[Se Sl =) €k Sidne- (5)
k

Straightforward inspection shows that the local Hamilhorhy x, 1 — the interaction
—isin fact just the permutation operator between neiglnigosites

3 3
hia = ) 150 Vel p(ile 15070 = 3" dlell ). (6)
ij=1 j=1

The local Hilbert state basis is therefore given by a trigletateg1) = |1),|2) =
|0y,]3) = |l), which can be interpreted as thredféient particle species; respec-
tively, asspin-up particles,holes and spin-downparticles. The model then be-
comes equivalent to the so-callsdpersymmetric t-J modf2é].

Lai—Sutherland chain is a multi-component qguantum modelvae may asso-
ciate with it a skew-symmetric tensor of particle curremtih two-site density

Ji-i@ e —eled), J=10Degiigr=_3 (7
which, by construction, satisfies the following continugtyuation
a(elxl - eg(J) = I[H5 eI)(I - eg(l] = ‘];(J_l’x - ‘];(J’X_'_l‘ (8)

J'I can be considered as a partial current of the particle ofispeito particles
of speciesj. The total current of particles of species

3
J= Z Ji, (9)
=1



then fulfills the continuity equation

E'iz‘]i

dt x=1,x J

X, X+1° (10)
wheree"xi can be considered as the operator of particle density ofesiec

We shall now open the Lai—Sutherland chain and couple itéaetivironment
via Markovian processes which act only on local quantum spates at the bound-
ary, i.e., aix = 1 andx = n. The many-body density operajay t € R*, considered
as an element df which may be here considered as a Liouville vector space of
operators, then evolves according to Liouvillian semigrou

pr(e) = exptLpo, L =Lo+eD, (11)

with time-independent generator — the Liouvilligh e End &) being split into
non-dissipative parﬁo(P) = —i[H, p] governingunitary Liouville—von Neumann
evolution, and a dissipata® € End () describing the incoherent, dissipative
(non-unitary) processes of overall strengthThe latter is given in terms of a set
of jump operatorgA, € &} and takes a general canonical Lindblad [27, 28] form

Dp =) Dalp). where Da(p) = 28pA" — {A'A.p}. (12)
In particular, we install a singllcal jump operator at each end of the chain:

A=el= 2S5 Ao=el=S(5)% where s; = skxig  (13)

Two dissipation channels, interpreted as the left and niglignetization bath, per-
form the processelg) — ||y and|l) — |T), respectively, with the rates Both
processes keep the hole stiie undfected. Since also the bulk dynamics gen-
erated byﬁo conserves the number of particles of each species, it fellthat
the whole Liouvillian dynamics (master equation) preserifee number of holes.
More precisely, defining the hole-number operatigre § as

n
NO |i1’ i2’ e II’]) = [Z 5ix,2] |i1’ i2’ sy |n> ) (14)
x=1

we have that the set of all, Hamiltonian and jump operatamute withNg
[H.No] =0, [Ag2,No] =0, (15)

which implies thatNp generates atrong[29] U(1) symmetry of the Liouvillian
flow (@1)). Ng foliates the physical space into+ 1 orthogonal eigenspacess =
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EBS:O 5V NosY) = vo). The theorem A.1 of Ref, [29] then guarantees that the
full Lindblad dynamics[{I1) is closed i = End "), £0) = £}+», and that
afixed pointpl) = lim_. expt£)pY) —nonequilibrium steady sta@ESS) —
exists for each symmetry subspace flow

L0 = _i[H, p1 + £D(EY) = 0. (16)

The theorem by Evans [31] can then be used to show uniquehaEESSpf:,) for
each fixedv. In the next section we shall outline a simple algebraic gdoce for
actual explicit construction of density operatpf;ﬁ.

3. Matrix product solution

Let#® e End () be an orthogonal projector . We define auniversal
density matrix of NESS as a direct sum of non-trivial solnsf (16) for allv,

n
peo =Y p8), with pl) = PUpg %0, (17)
v=0

being solution of the fixed point equatidn {16) as well. Tlaesi,, shall be sought
for in terms of Cholesky factorization (in analogy to prawécsolutions oK XZ[14]
and Hubbard [16] models)

pw(€) = Sn(e)SH(e), (18)

whereS,(e) € End (®s) is some yet unknown operator which is represented by
an upper triangular matrix in the computational bdsis .., i,). Introducing an
auxiliary Hilbert space), — separable, but of infinite dimensionality as will be-
come clear later — we define the monodromy opertités) € End (Hs® 9,) as a
spatially-ordered product of some local Lax operaﬁalt&(s) € End Hs® 9a),

M(e) = La(g)La(e) - - Ln(e). (19)

Throughout the paper, the upright-boldface notation dedi&Es object which are
not scalars in auxiliary spacg,. Index free Lax operator can be defined 4s) €

2Note that Thm. A.1 ofi[29] guarantees that dynamics (11)ésetl insidenon-diagonalspaces
Lin($™, ), v # v/, as well, but these may or may not [30] (based on computerrenpats we
conjecture that theglo no) support Liouvillian fixed points and shall not be discussethis paper.

3A suggestive namé&ax operatorshould hint on the relation to the zero-curvature condition
which shall be established later.



End (91 ® Ha) SO that one write () = ]1®(X Ve L) e ]1®(” ¥ . Furthermore,
we define the components of Lax matti4 (s) e End ©a), such that

3
Lu(e) = Z ®Li(e), L(e)= Z di g Li(g). (20)

i,j=1 i,j=1

We further assume existence of a special fta® € $H,, such that Cholesky factor
writes as the auxiliary expectation value of monodromy afmer or equivalently,
as amatrix product operato{MPO)

Sn(e) = (vad M (¢) lvac) = Z (vagL'tl... L yag dilig...@dnn, (21)
il’jl---in’jn
Fixing an arbitrary, fixed orthonormal badig )} of 5 we define the conjugate

Lax matriced. (&) by(://k|L (s) 1) = (Y| L1 (€) [y1). For notational convenience
we denote the second copy of auxiliary space carrying catgugepresentation

of L as $,. One can then write MPO formulation of NESS density operator
p directly, by introducingtwo-leg Lax matriced.'!(s) € End($a ® 94), and
Lx(e) € ENd (Hs® Ha® Ha) @S

Lii(e) = ZL'k(8)®L (6), Ly(e) = Z ®Ll(e), (22)

namely
Peo(e) = (vadM(g)|vacy. (23)

Note the transposition in the quantum space of the conjddatgor of [22). Here
a two-leg monodromy operator

M(e) = L1(e) - - - Ln(e) € End ©s® 9a® H.), (24)

and a product of a pair of vacyavad = (vad ® (vad, |[vac) = [vao ® |vac) have
been introduced, so that (23) is merely a formal rewritinfl&). These definitions
become particularly handy when we consider evaluation péebation values of
local observables with respect to NESS(¢).

Let n := ie be a complex-rotated coupling parameter and let us (foreonv
nience) relabel the quantum space matrix elements df thperator as

M tt v*
L = [t‘ 10 u+]. (25)
vi u I

The key results of this paper are the following:
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Theorem 1. Suppose that 9 matrix elemerits!} generate the Lie algebra de-
fined by commutation relations,

[u*,t*] = [u~,t%] = [uF, vE] = [t*,vE] =0,
[T, uf] =1L, t5] =[IT,I}] = 0,
[IT, t*] = Fnpt*, [Il,ui] = Fpu®,
[uf,vT] = £nt¥, [t*,vF] = £pu™,
[T, v¥] = [IL,vE] = #pvE,  [vE,v] =007 + 1Y),
[t".t7] = [u*,u7] =7l°,
[IM,IO] = [ui,lo] = [v*, IO] = [t*, IO] =0, (26)

with a representation over the Hilbert spagg satisfying the following conditions

1" vac) = 1%vac) = I! |vac) = |vac,

(vad It = (vad® = (vadl! = (vad,

tt|vac) = ut |vac) = vt [vac) = 0,

(vadt™ =(vadu~ =(vaqv~ = 0. (27)

Then, the universal solution (117) to NESS fixed point califl6) is given via
Cholesky factorizatior (18) with explicit MPO expressi@dl)(for S,(g) with =
ic.

Theorem 2. A possible irreducible explicit representation of Lie dige g (26)
satisfying [(2V) is given as
t*=b;, t=gnbl,
ut=gpb;, u = bI,
vt =n(osby +s%), v =n(blb] -5),
™ =p(b] bry+3-5), 1°=1, (28)

in terms of three auxiliary degrees of freedom with a thrematisional lattice
{Il,k. 1), J, k1 € Z*} forming a basis of);, namely, two bosonic modbs

bl kI = Vi+1li+LkD, brlikl = Vili-1kl),
biljk )= Vk+1ljk+ 11y, bylikly= Vkljk-11), (29)

and a complex spin (Verma modulest)

s"li, k) = 1]j,k -1y,
S_lj’k’|> = (2p—|)|j,k,|+1),

8



with [vag = |0, 0, 0) being the highest-weight-state. The complex spin paramete
p should be linked to dissipation parameter via
1 1 1 i
—E—E—E-Fg. (31)

Proor. The proof of the theorems is based on verifying that the Igelzrag, given
by (26), can be equivalently defined by means of an identigr &nd ©s® 9a) in
the form oflocal operator divergenc€LOD) condition (customary referred to as
the Sutherland equation which is equivalenzéoo curvaturd_ax condition),

[Ny x+1, Lx(e)Lxs1(€)] = Bx(e)L xs1(€) — Lx(g)Bxr1(e), (32)

with the-so-calledboundary operator Re) € End (Hs® $Ha) — operating non-
trivially only in the local quantum space

B=7(6®la— g ®1s) =b®1a Where by(e) =-iesieF.  (33)

Identification of [26) with LODI(3R) is straightforward, essolely on the permu-

tation action of Hamiltonian density
i i ki
[hx,x+l, é)! +1] = exje|x+1 - elx exj+1- (34)

Multiplying LOD by a stringL 1 - - - L«_1 from the left and a string y,2 - - - L, from

the right, summing ovex and taking vacuum expectation value yields the global
almost conservation condition for the Cholesky factor @becalleddefining re-
lation, analogous to similar relations in other integrable noildgium models
[14,16]),

[H.Sn(e)] = —ig(s*® Sp-1(e) - Sn-a(e) ® S°).  where s*=e''—e® (35)
Consequently, by expanding the unitary part of Liouvilli&,
— Lo(pe) = i[H, peo] = i[H, Sn]S}: — iSn[H, Snl, (36)

in conjunction with[(3b), and employing the definitidn(2&)e steady state condi-
tion (18) yields a decoupled systemhlmfundary equations

(vad (D, (L1) - i(BYY - BY)) = 0,
(Do (L) +i(BE - BP)) vac) = 0, (37)

wheretwo-leg boundary operato8(Y, B®) € End (s ® $Ha® $5), reading

3 . 3 . .
BY= > belotel’. BP=) dbholicl. (39
ij=1 i,j=1



have been defined. Note that, due[fd (38)= iess = —by for s € R,

The last two lines of(26) indicate that pairs of auxiliaryeogtors {*,t~) and
(u*,u”) span the Weyl-Heisenberg algebra. In conjunction withhilgbest weight
conditions [(2V) this fixes (uniquely, up to unitary transfations) the representa-
tion of (t*,t7) and (*,u™) to be that of a Fock space of two canonical bosonic
(oscillator) modes, specified by creatlannihilation operators b, bfr,] = Sg.0s
[bs,b] =0,0,07 € {1, |}, suggesting that the auxiliary spaggis perhaps just a
two-mode boson Fock space. While realization for all theeotfenerators consis-
tent with the bulk algebra is not dificult to construct (e.gv*, I” + I! can be just
the Schwinger boson representationsof — see 5th line ofi(26)), it turns out not
to be consistent with the boundary conditions| @ﬁherefore the auxiliary space
9a has to contain (at least) one additional degree of freedom.

Ultimately, in order to fulfill [3T), a straightforward callation shows that it is
enough to add a Verma modut of complex spin representation_{30) €1$ and
consider a triple-product spagg = BB® S = Ispf|j, k,1); j, k| € Z*}, and find
a representation of the algebial(26) which is compliant withditions

|vacy 0 0
L vao = [ n11,0,0) [vac 0 J (39)
n(1,1,0y)—10,0,1)) +2/0,0,1) |0,1,0) |vac
(vad (1,0,0] 7({1,1,0/+¢0,0,1))
(vadlL = [ 0 (vad n{0,1,0| ] (40)
0 0 (vad

with vacuum being given by the ground statac) = |0, 0, 0). These requirements
are all satisfied by choosing representation[(2B,29,3®) pibeing fixed [[(31) as
required by the conditions in the first two lines bf{27). Thstltwo lines of[(27)
hold due to highest-weight-property pac). As such a representation is clearly
irreducible, this concludes the proof of theorems 1 and 2.

Remark. All MPO (21) amplitues, i.e., matrix elements of the Chélefactor of
the density operator

(i1,i2,. ., inl Snlit j2. . .» Jn) = (vad L'tLi2)2... L inhn jyagy (41)

are polynomials (of order not more thajin n = ie with integercosdficients. This
is a simple consequence of Wick theorem, or representafidhaeorem 2.

40One can for instance compute Schmidt ranks of bipartite (sgtric) cut for exact MPO so-
lution of S, for small systems sizes and observe that they exceed the bppeds implied by the
conjectured two-particle Fock space foy.
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4. Discussion

The formulae [(18,20.25.%81P9]80,31) are the main resuthiefpaper: They
generate explicit construction of a many-body density ixatra family of degen-
erate NESSe/sg,) = f)(v)poo for any number of holes € {0,1...n}. The compu-
tational complexity of obtaining any locality-based infation about the staje,,
say to compute its matrix elements of the typg...,inlpwlj1,..., jny Or loOcal
observables, is at mopblynomialin n. Since the eigenspac&$” of number-of-
holes operatoNp or orthogonal, one can also split decompose the Choleskyrfac
S (e) = PUISH(z)

p(e) = sP(e) SV (@), (42)

since SMSMT = 0 if v # V. Projected Cholesky factor satisfiepmjected
defining relation[(3b)

[H.8{] = —ie($ oS, -s o), (43)
and can be expressed in terms of a constrainedicnocanonicalMPO

SV = D Szea) Vadlilt Lt vageilte . @en  (44)

ilsjl"'il’\sjl’\

Note that since$®, Ng] = 0, the Kronecke# constraint can just as well be re-
placed bys(y. 5 ,)., @s only operatorgtii®- - -@enin for which ¥, 6, 2 = 3 6j,.2
appear in MPO expansion (21).

We note two limiting cases of our new solution. For zero haetery = 0
one obtains exactly the fully polarized boundary drivertrigoic (XXX) Heisen-
berg spin-12 chain and reproduces the solution of Ref. | [14] as formdIlate
[17]. The other extreme case € n) is the so-calledlark state i.e. a pure state
oUW = (€22)% = |2,2...2)(2,2, ... 2| which is undfected by the dissipation, i.e.
it simultaneously annihilated by andD, £oo® = D™ = 0.

4.1. Grand-canonical nonequilibrium steady state ensembl

Any convex mixture of states,, = >, cvpg), c, € R*, is a valid NESS density
operator as well, which factorizels {18) with a Choleskyda&, = Y, \/ESE]V).
Microcanonical constraint i (44) seems cumbersome aseitgmts facilitating
transfer matrices for computation of local observablesr&lseems to be a partic-
ularly attractive option which overcomes this problem. N&ynone may define a
grand canonical nonequilbrium steady stdtgNESS) ensemble by takinghale
chemical potential: with ¢, = expv):

polen) = ) exp ) plle). (45)
v=0

11



Clearly, the addition theorem for exponential functionsesathe constraint in MPO
expansions:

Sa(e) = . (vadLMi(g,p)- L, ) vag il @--- @, (46)
il,jlmin,jn

Dol 1) = Z «Vaq]Liljl(g“u) . ]Linjn(g”u)|vac»eiljl QR ® einjn’ (47)
il,jlmin,jn

where the chemical potential only modifies the componentiseoEax operators as
Ui = exp( 5012 L), L) = exp(S @2+ 02 )L, @8)
Moreover, introducing &ransfer vertex operator

T = Y L) = D L) o L (o) (49)
i i,j

we define thenonequilibrium partition functiorand express it via the transfer ma-
trix method

Zn(e, 1) = tr (po (&, 1)) = (vad (T(e, 1))" Ivacy. (50)
The hole chemical potential can be connected to the ensemble averaged filling
factor (doping)r via logarithmic derivative of the partition function

)
o) oovexpiutios
= 57 = 0109 (Znle, ). (51)
n n ZV:O exp(vlu)trpoo
As usual, we expect the fluctuationg)/n? — r? to be thermodynamically small.
We can make a simple assertion about the thermodynamic ioeltd\z,,. In

the regimen — oo, one can write an asymptotic expansion

109 Zn(e. 1) = ale.p)n+ Y Bile.n) Fi(n) + o(n), (52)
j

r=

where fj(n) are all possible — perhaps non-analytisuper-lineardependencies
satisfying linh— e % = 0 (as we shall argue later the most typical befrfg) =
nlogn), ando(n) is the standard ‘little-0’ notation. Here we have assunmad the
chemical potentiak is anintensivequantity, i.e., independent of According to
the definition[(51), the doping should be confined to the umdérival, O<r < 1,Vn,
so the following identities follow in the thermodynamic iim

0 0
r(s,,u) = %a(s,,u), %BJ(‘Q’#) = 0’ (53)

i.e., codficients in front of all super-linear dependencies notdepend on chem-
ical potential.
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4.2. Computation of local observables

Expectation values of (local) observables can be extrdmtddcilitating auxil-
iary vertex operatorsLet Xjxy; = 15* VeX@15™ be a generic local observable
supported on a sublattice between skemdy. Then, a formal expression

<X[x,y]> = 251(8, 1) tr(x[x,y]POO(Sa 1), (54)

can be calculated from the MPO representatiop.df, ) by tracing outthe phys-
ical spaces and associating to each observal§jg,; a corresponding vertex oper-

ator via a mapping\, : gf’"’ — 9a® 9, Wherel = y— x+ 1, using the prescription

AX) =X = Z tr((@ g @dd)X)Lit ... Lir, (55)

i1,j1.de.je

For a complementary part of a lattice, i.e. whgy; operates trivially, one has
the transfer vertex operat@t = A1(13), eq. [49), so the final expectation value
reads

Xixy]) = Znt¢vadT* ! X T"Y|vacy. (56)

For example, for on-site observables we have auxiliaryexeoperators\1(€/) =
LI, e.g. for magnetization density;(s°) = L1 — .33,

As for two point observables, we consider an interestingrgta of the current
density tensor

Ap(dTy =77 = (LT - LI
_ iZ(LikL“@E"‘E"—L‘kL“®E“‘E"). 57)
kil

Stationarity (time-independence) of NESS and continudtyagion [8) imply spatial-
independence of current expectation values. In auxiliegsfer matrix formula-
tion (49) this implies commutation of transfer vertex operavith current vertex
operators when when projected onto subspace of statega@ngabn action ofl
on the vacua, namely

CPEI[T, T1]IeRy = 0, (wkl == (vadTX, |gRY := T¥vacy. (58)

Additionally, using representation given in Theorem 2 aighést weight nature
of the vacuum, one can with somé&art express the expectation values of total
current operator$ {9) in terms of the nonequilibrium pamifunction [50)

Zn-1 Zn-1

1, _ o on-1 3y _ _
(J)_Zszn, (J°) = Zszn. (59)
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Using parametrization of thermodynamic scaling (52) weedqress larga asymp-
totics of the spin current® = J! — J3 as

log(J}) = —% log Z, + const= — Z,BJ- fj’(n) + const (60)
i

For example, in the limiting case — 0 of XXX spin %2 chain, we have [14] a
single term in the sum of (52) witly(n) = nlogn andB; = 2, implying a sub-
diffusive scaling(J$) o n=2. We claim that such scaling may be quite generic,
yielding a power-law scaling of the currept, being the power-law exponent.

In order to obtain more precise, or explicit results on theriodynamics of
observables in our nonequilibrium model one would need t@ lzabetter under-
standing of the algebra of auxiliary vertex operators gateer byl and of an-
alytic properties of the partition function,, such as in the case ofXX model
[14,118,132]. A very attractive question would be two invgate e — u phase
diagram of the open Lai—Sutherland chain and to analyzalplitsss of nonequi-
librium phase transitions

For example, one may define the minimal and maximal dopingessible
by an intensiver{-independent) chemical potential in the non-equilibriurangl-
canonical state, as. := liM, -1 lIMp_e n‘laﬂ log Zn(e, ) (note the importance
of the order of the limits!). Depending on the tails of thedependence of pf)?,
one may have_ = 0, orr_ > 0 (andr, = 1, orr, < 1). In the latter of the case(s)
one may hence expect a phase transition atr., whereas the rest of the dop-
ing range, [Qr_] (or [r4, 1]), is only accessible by considering a carefully chosen
n—dependent chemical potentjan). Eqgs. [53) imply that the current scaling ex-
poneniB1(r) is constant on the entire range [r, ], nevertheless it may beftierent
than theX XX exponenBi|r-o = 2, which can be obtained from our solution of the
Lai-Sutherland chain via fierent order of the limits lig, lim,_,_.. Itis thus
in principle possible to find even a normalidisive exponeng; = 1 andor tran-
sitions to other, say superftiisive or ballistic behaviors with changing the doping
r. Investigating these exciting questions will be a subjédtense future work.

4.3. The solution as a walking graph state

In Ref. [16] a universal interpretation of NESS density @pers of integrable
boundary driven chains have been given in termwalking graph stateWGS).
WGS can be considered as an appealing and compact fornmutdtioatrix prod-
uct state with infinite dimensional matrices having a simpéal structure.

Following notation of|[[16] we show here that our MPO soluti@dl) can be
given a WGS interpretation as well. Let the set of verticethefgraphG be an
octant of a three-dimensional Cartesian gi¢iG) = {(j,k,1); j,k,|1 € Z*}. The set
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of edges is a unio&(G) = & U &” of non-degeneraté’ and degenerat&” ones.
Non-degenerate edges are givens as eight types of pairggbboeing vertices,

E ={((kD.(j+LkD), (j+Lk1.(J.k1),
(. kD, (3, k+1,1), (5 k+1,1), (). k. 1)),
(kD (J+ Lk+1.1). ((j+Lk+11).(5. k1)),
(1, k D, Gk T+ 2)), (ko T+ 1), (3 kD) kT €Z7), (61)

corresponding, respectively, to the following values oiratex-functiorw : £(G) —
End (61), namely,e'?, e, €2, €%, 13, €L, '3, €L, Edges

" ={((J, k1), (j, k. I);i); J.k1eZ*ie{l,23}, (62)

are diagonal self-connections and are triple degenerategsponding to index
functionw = €'. Finally, we define an amplitude functian: &G) — C by the
following prescription. For each € &(G) connecting vertey(g) to vertexq(g) we
definea(g) = (p(g)| L'©@1©@ |q(g)), following (28[28.29.30), where indicé&), j(g)
are determined by the value of index functiorgai(g) = €@i©@,

Clearly, the MPO[(21) can now be written as a WGS, i.e., a suen aset of
all walks W, > g = (01, o, . .. gn) Starting at the origin (®, 0) and returning to

the origin in exactlyn steps,p(g1) = (0,0,0),d(gx) = P(gx+1), A(gn) = (0,0,0),

Sn= Z a(g1)a(gz) - - - a(gn) w(91) ® w(g2) ® - - ® w(gn). (63)
(91,92.--Gn)eWhn

Contrary toXXZ and Hubbard models [16], where each valu(g) of the index
function corresponds tonly onedirectionq(g) — p(g) in the graph diagram, and
consequently the partition function could be written asgpealing walking graph
sum of strictly positive term&, = ¥ (g, g,...gn)eWn la(gr)a(gy) - - - a(gn)l?, (even if
a(g) are notC-numbers like in the Hubbard case) thisi@ the case here, since the
index function isdegenerate E.g., toe'3 there correspond directions, (11 0) and
(0,0,1). Nevertheless, one can verify that the whole partitiorcfion still remains
a sum of positive terms being attributed to multiple wadkshich share common
index functionsw(g) := w(g1) ®- - -@w(gy), i.€., now individual contributions from
degenerate walks coherently add up to a final amplitude, fikethe interference
property in standard wave-like phenomena.

4.4. Characterization of the Lie algebra.

The Lie algebray, eq. [26), has a non-trivial structure. It can be decomposed
however (according to Levi theorem) as a semi-direct prbdtia solvable ideal
(radical) and semi-simple part,

g=1rx<a (64)
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In our casen is given by Ispvt, v, 1%}, writing I* := IT + I, i.e. a = sl, is iso-
morphic to spin algebra, whereas: Isp{t*, u*, |-, 1%}, generates a (non-nilpotent)
radical. The elemenif lies in the center ofi. It is worth noticing also, that pa-
rametern can be fully removed from the algebfa{26) by diving all geners by
n, exceptt™,u.

4.5. Symmetries of the Lax and transfer operators

In contrast to situation withKXX or XXZ spin 22 chain [14, 15], it might
seem surprising here that the fundamental local unit, thedperatorl., does not
exhibit the full SL(3)symmetry of the interaction. However, the dissipative idgv
breaks theSL(3)symmetry, resulting in only remaining (1) global symmetry of
the Liouvillian flow generated by

M = XZ:; s}, (65)

over End §s). Consequently, we found generatorslffl) symmetry for the Lax
operators represented §1 ® Ha, aNdH1 ® Ha ® H4, NAMely

[L,ie® Lo+ L3®1*] = O, (66)
[LieSS® 1,0 la+ 1301 @ 1a+ 13®@ 1a®1 ] = 0. (67)

It remains to be investigated whether other gauges existhichwlLax operators
exhibit non-Abelian symmetry.

Furthermore, transfer vertex operafbrexhibits U(1) x U(1) symmetry, i.e.
there exist two conserved auxiliary-space operaiotE End Ha ® 9.),

[T,K*] =0, K*:=1*@l,+1,el. (68)

Conserved operators look particularly useful in the aarlispin-boson represen-
tation of Theorem 2 (note that = —n for physical (real) dissipation) where we
have now four independent bosonic motleg by, and two complex spins® and
s" with representation parametgrs- 1/2 - 1/pandp=1/2+ 1/

K+

n(biby +bib, - 28) - n(BiBT +bb, - 2§Z), (69)
31 (bjbr ~bjb) -1 (B7By ~ BB ). (70)

Computation of nonequilibrium partition functi50) siia hence be performed
on a4D sub-latEic_e of a 6D lattice (a basiss®f® 94, 1, KL . kK D);j, k1, j, Kkl €
Z*}) where, sayj, k can be eliminated using constraints:

j—k=J-k j+k-2=]+k-2. (71)

K-
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This is analogous to ‘diagonal reduction’ of the transfetnmdor the openXXZ
chain proposed in Refs, [14,/19].

4.6. Symmetries of the Liouvillian flow and its fixed point

Besides the strong(1) symmetry generated by, the full Liouvillian flow
has anothetJ(1) symmetry generated by magnetization operaof65), as noted
in subsect.[4]5. This is weaksymmetry in the sense of Ref. [29] and can be
formally written as A A
[M, Lp] = L(IM,p]), Vp. (72)

As a consequenc®! should be a ‘good quantum number’ for the fixed point
(NESS)pw, i.€., [0, M] = 0 and

n n
(it sinl P ljns- s ) # 0 onlyif > ix= D" jx. (73)
x=1 x=1

The Liouvillian flow and NESS display additionab-parity symmetry which
is a composition ofattice reversalrR € End (),

@(eiljl ® d2l2 QR -® einjn) = gnln ® gn-1in-1 Q- ® eiljl’ (74)

and a product of local mirror symmetriéé € End ) which exchange spin-up
and spin-down particles,

S _ S?n, Sl(elj) —e —i+1,3—j+1, (75)

namely o .
[RS,L£]=0 and RSP = Peo- (76)

Cholesky facto5,(e) however acquires anothgg-parity symmetry. By means
of transposition may € End (),

T =72 Ta) =€, (77)

one finds . o

Notice that?S pertains to the symmetry with respect to exchange of thertioso
modes in auxiliary space.
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4.7. Transfer matrix property of Cholesky factors

Similarly to XXX [17] and Hubbard/[16] chains the Cholesky factor is found,
empirically by checking explicitly systems of small singto exhibit a transfer
matrix properly, namely

[Sh(e),Sn(€")] =0, Ve, & eC. (79)

This property justifies calling thie-operator ayjuantum Lax matrixvith M-opera-
tor being a corresponding monodromy matrix &gle) = (vadM (&) |vac the
corresponding transfer matrix where the trace in infinidilmensional auxiliary
space is replaced by a ground state expectation value [1#emains an open
issue though to prove that(¢) belongs to solutions of thguantum Yang-Baxter
equation Clearly, the property[ (79) can be extended to grand-caabmbjects
due to orthogonality of subspacg§), namely Bn(e, 1), Sn(e’, 1’)] = 0.

5. Conclusions

We have presented an explicit infinite rank matrix-prodtatesconstruction of
an exact solution for a grand-canonical nonequilibriunadyestate of boundary-
driven integrablesU(3}symmetric spin-1 chain. Beside the external chemical po-
tential, controlling an average filling factor of conserv¥adle particles”, the NESS
(continuously) depends on also on the bath coupling paerdsscribing strength
of incoherent processes at the boundaries. Quite remgrkabl elements of the
main building block (thd.-operator) generate a Lie algebra of non-trivial structure
whose simple part is given by classieal algebra. Despite the fact thatoperator
does not exhibit invariance with respect to any continuoms-Abelian symme-
try, empiric evidence clearly suggests that it generategaatgm transfer matrix
of an (abstract) integrable system, indicating that a YBagter structure is sit-
ting underneath. Another central aspect to the problemaisttie auxiliary space
can be factored into three-fold productinfinite-dimensionatjuantum spaces — a
Fock space of two independent bosonic modes and one geepresentation of
slo (Verma module) — depending on one complex continuous reptation (spin)
parametemp. In order to fulfill the boundary system of equations whiclaguntee
solutions to our problem, the value of spin parameter musthmsen according
with the dissipation rate. The solution contains, as a gpesitreme case, previ-
ously known NESS for symmetrical driving of the spif2(isotropic) Heisenberg
model. It remains an open issue whether presented solutimitsany integrable
continuous deformationgédeformation), enabling generalization to anisotropic
versions of the Lai—Sutherland model, say for the Perk-Brmiodel [33]. An-
other interesting open issue is generalizing our soluttamare than threeN > 3)
component Sutherland models.
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