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Abstract

We study the exact solutions of quantum integrable model associated with the
C, Lie algebra, with either a periodic or an open one with off-diagonal boundary
reflections, by generalizing the nested off-diagonal Bethe ansatz method. Taking the
Cs as an example we demonstrate how the generalized method works. We give the
fusion structures of the model and provide a way to close fusion processes. Based
on the resulted operator product identities among fused transfer matrices and some
necessary additional constraints such as asymptotic behaviors and relations at some
special points, we obtain the eigenvalues of transfer matrices and parameterize them
as homogeneous T — @) relations in the periodic case or inhomogeneous ones in the
open case. We also give the exact solutions of the (', model with an off-diagonal open
boundary condition. The method and results in this paper can be generalized to other
high rank integrable models associated with other Lie algebras.
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1 Introduction

Quantum integrable models have many applications in the fields of quantum field theory,
condensed matter physics, string theory and mathematical physics. The algebraic/coordinate
Bethe ansatz and T — @) relations are the very powerful methods to obtain exact solutions
of integrable models with periodic or diagonal open boundary conditions [IH5]. Focusing on
the boundary integrable models, it is well-known that some reflection matrices including the
off-diagonal elements also satisfy the reflection equations, which implies that the systems are
still integrable even with off-diagonal boundary reflections. However, due to the existence
of off-diagonal elements, it is quite difficult to calculated the exact solutions of this kind
of systems because that the reflection matrices at two boundaries cannot be diagonalized
simultaneously. We also note that the models with off-diagonal boundary reflections are very
important and have many applications in many issues such as the open AdS/CFT theory,
edge states and topological physics. Therefore, many interesting methods such as the q-
Qunsager algebra method [6,[7], the separation of variables [8-I0], the modified algebraic
Bethe ansatz [11HI4] and the off-diagonal Bethe ansatz (ODBA) [15,[16] are proposed to
study this kind of systems.

The ODBA is an universal method to solve the models with generic integrable boundary
conditions. With the help of the proposed inhomogeneous 7' — () relations, exact solutions of
some typical models with off-diagonal boundary reflections are obtained [16]. Furthermore,
in order to solve the models with high ranks [I7-23], the nested ODBA has been proposed
and the exact solutions of models associated with A,, [2425], Aéz) [26], B, [27], C5 [28] and
D3 [27] Lie algebras were obtained. One important property of high rank integrable models
is that the eigenvalue of transfer matrix is a polynomial where the degree is higher, thus we
need more functional relations to determine it completely. Meanwhile, due to the different
algebraic structures, the closing conditions of these functional relations are quite different.

In this paper, we study the functional relations of the integrable C), vertex model by using
the fusion technique [29-36] and the nested ODBA [16]. Firstly taking the C5 model as an
example, we systemically analyze the fusion behaviors and obtain recursive fusion relations
among the fused transfer matrices. The fusion relations with periodic boundary conditions
are different from those with open boundaries. We provide a way to close these recursive

fusion relations. Based on them and asymptotic behaviors as well as values at certain points,



we obtain the eigenvalues of transfer matrices and parameterize them as the homogeneous or
inhomogeneous T — () relations. The associated Bethe ansatz equations are also given. Then
we generalize these results to the C), model with off-diagonal open boundary condition. We
expect that the method and results provided in this work can be applied to other high rank
integrable models associated with other Lie algebras.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we study the model with periodic bound-
ary condition. The fusion structures of integrable C5 vertex model is shown in detailed. The
closed recursive fusion relations among fused transfer matrices are given. By constructing
the T — @ relations, we obtain the eigenvalues and associated Bethe ansatz equations of
the system. In section 3, we diagonalize the model with off-diagonal boundary reflections.
The reflection matrices with off-diagonal elements and corresponding fusion behavior are
introduced. Based on the closed operators product identities, we obtain the eigenvalues of
transfer matrices and expressed them as the inhomogeneous T — () relations. These results
are also generalized to the (), model, which are listed in section 4. The summary of main

results and some concluding remarks are presented in section 5.

2 ('35 model with periodic boundary condition

2.1 Integrability

Through this paper, we adopt following standard notations. Let V' denote a 6-dimensional
linear space with orthogonal bases {|i)|i =1,---,6}. For any matrix A € End(V), A4; is an
embedding operator in the tensor space V® V ® - - -, which acts as A on the j-th space and
as an identity on the other factor spaces. For a matrix R € End(V®V'), R;; is an embedding
operator defined in the same tensor space, which acts as an identity on the factor spaces
except for the i-th and j-th ones.

The quantum integrable system associated with C'3 Lie algebra is described by a 36 x 36
R-matrix Ryo(u) with the elements [20]

ng(u)z = u(u + 4>52k5yl + (u + 4>52l5]k — u&fkéﬂékl’, (21)

where u is the spectral parameter, i +1 =7, & = 1if ¢ € [1, 3] while § = —1 if i € [4,6]. For

the simplicity, we introduce following notations
a(u) = R(u) = (L+u)(u+4), blu)=R(w)j=ulu+4), (i#j]]),
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c(u) = R(w)i = 2u+4, d(u) = &ERW)E = —u, (i # j,)),
e(u) = R(u)j = u(u+3), g(u)=RW)j=u+4, (i#].]). (2.2)

The R-matrix (2] has following properties

pu(0)2 Py,

regularity : Rp2(0) =
unitarity : Rio(u)Rai(—u) = py(u),

crossing — unitarity : Ryp(u)" Roy(—u — 8)" = p,(u) = p,(u + 4), (2.3)

where p, (1) = a(u)a(—u), Pyy is the permutation operator with the matrix elements [Py, =
00k, t; denotes the transposition in the i-th space, and Ry = P12R12P12. The R-matrix
(ZT)) satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation

ng(u - U)ng(u)Rgg(U) = Rgg(’l})ng(u)ng(u — U). (24)
The monodromy matrix of the system is constructed by the R-matrix (2] as
TQ(U) = R01(u—91)R02(u—92)---R0N(u—6’N), (25)

where the subscript 0 means the auxiliary space, the other tensor space V¥ is the physical
or quantum space, N is the number of sites and {;|j = 1,---, N} are the inhomogeneous

parameters. The monodromy matrix satisfies the Yang-Baxter relation
R12(u — ’U)Tl(U)TQ(U> = Tg(’U)Tl(U)ng(u - ’U). (26)

Taking the partial trace of monodromy matrix in the auxiliary space, we arrive at the transfer

matrix of the system with periodic boundary condition
t®) (u) = troTy(u). (2.7)

From the Yang-Baxter relation (2.6)), one can prove that the transfer matrices with different
spectral parameters commutate with each other, i.e., [t (u),t®) (v)] = 0. Therefore, t® (u)
serves as the generating function of all the conserved quantities of the system. The model

Hamiltonian with Cs-invariant is given by

01t (v)
H, = ou lu=0,{6;1=0- (2.8)



2.2 Fusion

One wonderful property of R-matrix is that the R-matrix may degenerate into the projection
operators at some special points, which makes it possible for us to do the fusion. Focus on
the C5 model, the elements of R-matrix (2.1]) are the polynomials of v with degree two. Thus

there are two degenerate points. One is u = —4. At which we have
Ria(—4) = P x S, (2.9)
Here P1(21) is a one-dimensional projection operator with the form

Py = o) (o, (2.10)

where |¢g) = %(|16> +125) + [34) — |43) — [52) — |61)) is a one-dimensional vector in the
product space V; ® V and 57, is a constant matrix (we omit its expression because we do not
need it). Obviously, P21 = Pl(zl). From the Yang-Baxter equation (2.4]), the one-dimensional
fusion associated with projector (2I0) leads to

PP Ris(w) Rog(u — )Py = a(u)e(u — )P x id. (2.11)

We see that the result is also a one-dimensional vector.

The other degenerate point of R-matrix (2.1]) is u = —1. At which we have
ng(—]_) = P1(214) X 512. (212)

Here Si2 is a constant matrix and Pl(214) is a 14-dimensional projection operator with the

form of
14
14 14 14 14 14
PR =3[ @, P = PR, (2.13)

where the corresponding vectors are

g, _ 1 g, _ 1 B (e, _ L

i) = \f<|12> 20), ") = Z5(13) = 131). i) f<|14> [41)),
i) = 7(\15> 51), [0 = 5(116) ~ [61) + [43) — [34)),

) = 7(\23) 32)), ") = %(\24) 42)),

g ) = 1<—|16>+|61>+|43> [34) +2/25) — 252)),
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) = 7(\26> 62)),  [v1o”) = 7(\35) 53)),  un”) = 7<|36> 63)).
i) = ﬁ<|45> —154).  [wis”) = ﬂ<|46> —l64)), i) = ﬁ<|56> — [65)).
From the 14-dimensional fusion associated with the projector (2I3]), we obtain a new fused
R-matrix
- 1 1 1
Ruoya(u) = 5y (u+ 5) Py Rus(u + 5) Ras(u = 5) Py = Ria(u), (2.14)

where po(u) = (v — 1)(u 4 4). We note that the dimension of fused space Vjj9y = V7 is 14.
The fused R-matrix (2.I4]) has the properties

Riz(u) Ro1(—u) = ps(u) x id,
Rip(u)T Ryi(—u — 8)" = pp(u) x id,
Ris(u — v) Riz(u) Roz(v) = Ros(v) Riz(u) Ria(u — v), (2.15)

where ps(u) = (u+ ) (u — L) (u+ 2)(u—32) and pp(u) = (u+ ) (u+ 2)(u+ L) (u+ ).
The elements of fused R-matrix (2.14]) are the polynomials of u with degree two. Thus
there are two degenerate points. One is u = —7/2, at which the fused R-matrix Ri,(u)

degenerates into a 6-dimensional projector
12 12 125 :

where Siy is not relevant here and we do not present its expression for simplicity, Pi(zﬁ) is a

6-dimensional projector

FRED I (2.17)

and the corresponding bases are

1) = \/§<—|15> —[24) +133) + |42) + \/§|51> - \/;81»,
057) = @m = [64) + [73) + |91) + \/?82»

[4”) = @z@ +65) + |10, 2) + [11,1) - \/;5:» - \@83»
[y = \/guém +75) + |12, 2) + [13, 1) - @5@ - \/;84»,
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[45) = \f<|46> 110, 4) = [12,3) + [14,1) + \/?85»,
96”) = \/g<|95> 11 4) = |13,3) - |14,2) + \/;5@ - \/;g@)

The projector Péiﬁ) can be obtained from Pi(26) by exchanging the bases of V7 and V5. The
projector (Z.17) shows that we can fuse the spaces V; and V3, and the result is that we obtain
a new fused R-matrix,

1
Riiays(u) = iy (u+ 3) Py Ros (u + 3) Rig (u — 5) PYy . (2.18)
We note the dimension of the fused space V1gy is 6. Thus fused R matrix (2.I8) is a 36 x 36

one. Taking the correspondence
WY — i), i=1,---,6, (2.19)
we find that the fused R-matrix (218) is the same as the original one [2.1J), i.e.,
Rgys(u) = Riz(u). (2.20)

We remark that from the way of above fusion, the auxiliary space cannot be enlarged
anymore. However, both the orders of elements of R-matrix (2.I]) and that of the fused one
(214) are two. Therefore, the above fusion processes indeed are not closed and we should
go further.

In order to obtain the closed fusion relations among fused R-matrices, we have to consider
the degenerations of fused R-matrix (2.14]) at the other degenerate point, u = —3/2. At
which, the fused R-matrix (2.I4) has a 14-dimensional projected subspace, which can be

seen from the identity
3
Risp(—3) = Py % S,

where S}, is an irrelevant constant matrix, PI(  is the 14-dimensional projector

Z 1 (4 (2.21)

)—‘\A
SN

and the corresponding bases are

|zz§14>>=—<|13> 22) +[61)), [05') = <|14> 132) +171)),

g
3\



camy L S /31 v En /3l

5y = mwﬂw V2|33) + V2|42) — [51) — V3|81)),

Taay _ L oga g, _ 1 -

98) = 5(113) - 110,1)), - [95) = f<|44> 12, 1)),

Tae, _ 1 Fov _ |@ -

| >—ﬁ<f|52> 164) + |73) — [91)),

G40y = %<|53> V3[E3) + V2|10,2) — Va1, 1)),

5y = 7<|54> V3[84) + V2[12,2) — V2|13, 1)),

Tae, _ 1 - (14) L s

0% >—f<|93> 1L.2)), [10") = 5 (94) = [13.2)),

T, L o o\ T sy L B oAy T
|wu>—f<|1o4> 12,3) — |14,1)),  [95) f<|11 4y — |13,3) — |14,2)),
W}l >:|_4a3>a W}l >:| ’4>'

It is obvious that the projector P( can be obtained from Pi(214) by exchanging the bases of
Vi and V5. The projector (221)) is survived in the tensor space V; @ Vo ® V3. By carefully
analyzing the fusion structure, We find that the 14-dimensional projected space defined by
(2.21)) can also be obtained from the product of three R-matrices (2.)) at certain points with

the following way
Ris(—1)Rig(—2) Ros(—1) = Pl X Sias, (2.22)

where Sio3 is constant matrix, P1(21§‘) is a 14-dimensional projector defined in the spaces
VioV,®Vs

14) 14 14
123 - Z |¢( E Pz)le) = P1(23) (2.23)

and the corresponding bases are

{1y = 7(|123> 132) — |213) + |231) + |312) — |321)),
6y = 7(\124> 142) — [214) + |241) 4 [412) — |421)),
By — %(\12@ 1152) — [215) + [251) + [512) — [521)
—[134) + [143) + |314) — [341) — |413) + [431)),
6y = \/—,(|126> 1162) — |216) + |261) + |612) — |621)



+(234) — [243) — [324) + |342) + 423) — 432)),

g, _ L B - -
oYy = \/6(|135> 1153) — |315) + |351) + |513) — |531)),
(14) 1 _ -
Yy = ﬁ(\136> 1163) — |316) + |361) + |613) — |631)
—1235) + [253) + [325) — [352) — |523) + |532)),
Yy = 7(\145> 154) — [415) + [451) + [514) — |541)),
oYy = \/—,(|146> |164) — |416) 4 |461) + |614) — [641)
—|245) + [254) + [425) — |452) — |524) + |542)),
oY)y = \/—,(|156> 1165) — |516) + [561) 4 [615) — [651)
+|345) — [354) — |435) + [453) + |534) — [543)),
oYy = 7(\236> 1263) — [326) + |362) + [623) — |632)),
My = 7(\246> 1264) — [426) + [462) + [624) — [642)),
Yy = %(|256> 1265) — |526) + [562) + |625) — [652)
—|346) + [364) + [436) — [463) — |634) + |643)),
oty = 7(|356> 1365) — [536) + |563) + |635) — |653)),
(14) 1 - _ _
0137) = = (1456) — [465) — [546) + [364) + [645) — [654)).

We note that the projectors (2.21]) and (2.23]) give the same subspace, and the only difference
is the bases. By taking the suitable gauge transformation, we can map the projector (2.21))
into (2:23)) and vice versa. Thus the finial results of fusion are equivalent. Here we only give
the fusion results with the projector (2.23).

Taking the fusion with projector (2.23]), we construct another fused R-matrix

Raaya (1) = [po(u + 1)po(w) (u + 2)] 7 Py Rua(u + 1) Roa () Raa(u — 1) Py
= Ry, (u). (2.24)

We note that the dimension of the fused space Vj193y = Vj is 14. In the above construction,

we have used the relation (2.22). The fused R-matrix (2.24) has following properties

Rig(u) Ryi (—u) = py(u) x id,
Ria(u)'1 Ry (—u — 8)"1 = py(u) x id,



Riy(u = v) Rig(u) Ros(v) = Ras(v) Ria(u) Ris(u — v), (2.25)

where pz(u) = —(u+ 3)(u — 3) and pz(u) = —(u+ 1)(u + 7).
The elements of fused R-matrix (2.24]) are the polynomials of u with degree one. Thus

there is only one degenerate point © = —3. At which, we have

Riy(—3) = P x 5y, (2.26)

12

where Si, is an irrelevant constant matrix omitted here, P is a 14-dimensional projector

14

14 14 14
PLY =" 1ol (M), (2.27)

i=1

and the corresponding bases are

i) = \F (=V2114) + V2I33) + [32) + 41)),
") = \@Muw +V2[52) - [33) + [61)),
5™ = \/;M 2125) + V2[72) = [34) + I81)),
i) = \/gwﬁ\&w — V2I73) + |35) + [91)),

\tpéM) (2]45) — 2]92) — |36) + |64) — [83) + [12,1)),

~—
Il

1) = /S (-Va1I6) + V3T, 1) +133) — [62)),
1) = /S (=VB126) + VAITL 1) +]34) — [32)),
1) = S(~136) — [64) + 183) + 12,1,

5" >=\fé<f 2110,4) = V2[11,3) — 16) — [12,2)),
¥io”) = fé( V2156) + V2|13, 1) + [65) — 193)).
o) = [ (~V3IT0,5) — V[13,2) ~[66) + [12,3),
[o8%) = |5 (~VEIT6) + VEITL 1) + [85) — [04)),
[P37) =\ 3(-VEITL5) - VEITL, 2) — [86) +[12,4),
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Py = \[é(—\/i|1~3,4> + V2|14, 3) — [96) — [12,5)).

Again, the projector PQ(iM) can be obtained from Pi(;l) by exchanging the bases of V; and V5.
Taking the fusion of R-matrix (224]) in the auxiliary space by using the 14-dimensional
projector Pi(214)’ we obtain a fused R-matrix

13 5 1
Ry (u) = (u + 3) PO Ry (u + 5)Rig(u - 5)131(214). (2.28)

The dimension of fused space Vi, is 14, which equals to the dimension of fused space Vi.

After taking the correspondence

00y — ), =1, 14, (2.29)

7

we find the fused R-matrix (2.28)) is the same as the fused one (214, i.e.,
R(i2>3(u) = Ry(u). (2.30)

Eq.([230) gives another intrinsic relation to close the fusion processes.
Taking the fusion of R-matrix (Z24)) in the quantum space by using the 14-dimensional
projector P2(§4) given by ([213), we obtain a fused R-matrix

1 1
Ri g (1) = Py3 Ry (u + o) Bt (u — 5)132%4)

Ris(u). (2.31)

The fused R-matrix (23] is defined in the tensor space V; ® V5 and has following properties

where por(u) = (u -+ §)(u — §)(u+ 5w — 1) and o) = (u+ D)(u+ 3w+ ¥)(u+ )
Last, we remark that the following identity holds

Ri2(—1)Ry3(—2)R14(—3) Ras(—1)Ros(—2) R34(—1) = 0, (2.33)
which can be checked by direct calculation. Eq.([233) implies that we can not obtain more

nontrivial fused R-matrix if we take fusion only in the auxiliary spaces.

11



2.3 Operator product identities

Based on the obtained fused R-matrices, we define the fused monodromy matrices

T5(u) = Ry (u — 01)Rgo(u — 0a) -+ - Rg(u — Oy). (2.34)

We note that the quantum spaces of the above monodromy matrices are the same, which is
V@N and the corresponding auxiliary spaces are V5 and Vi with dimension 14. The fused

monodromy matrices (Z34]) satisfy the Yang-Baxter relations

Y
=]
IS
<
~—
3
S
~—
o
2
I
o
2
=
=
~—
Y
]
<
<
~—

(2.35)

where Rys(u) is the fused R-matrix defined in the fused space Vi ® V3, which can be deter-
mined by the first equation in ([Z32). Besides the transfer matrix ¢® (u), let us introduce

two fused transfer matrices
1 (u) = trgTy(u), 15 (u) = trgTy(u). (2.36)

From above Yang-Baxter relations (2.6) and (235), we can prove these transfer matrices

commutate with each other, namely,
(@) (u), £ (u)] = [tP (u), 1 ()] = [t (), 7 (w)] = 0. (2.37)

Therefore, they have common eigenstates and can be diagonalized simultaneously.
By using the above fusion relations of R-matrices and the definitions (23) and (234]),

we obtain the fusion behavior of monodromy matrices

PVT(u)To(u — 4) Py = T1(u)To(u — 4) Py

N
Ha u—9—4)P21 X id,
=1
P2(114)T1(u Ty(u — 1) Py = Ty (u)To(u — 1) Py
N 1
HPO 0;) Tr(u — 5)

Pééf’T1<u>T2< 1>T3<u —2)PYy) = T1(u)Ta(u — 1)Ty(u — 2) Py

12



- Hﬁo(u —0i)po(u—0; = 1)(u—60;+ 1) T5(u— 1),

N
7 7 -
P To(u)T1(u = )P = Ta(w)Ti(u — 5) Py = [ [ dolu + 671 (u = 3).
=1
N
)
LTy () Ty = 3)PSY = To(w)Ti(u = 3)PO = [[(u+ 6, + )Ti(u - 3). (2:38)
=1

Here the subscripts 1 and 2 mean the original 6-dimensional auxiliary spaces V; and V5, the
1 means the 14-dimensional fused auxiliary space Vi by the operators P2(114) or Pi(214)’ and 1
means the 14-dimensional fused auxiliary space V; by the operator P?gf‘ ).

Next, we calculate the products of two monodromy matrices with special spectral pa-

rameters. By using the property of permutation operator, we obtain

To(0)Th(0; + 0) = Rar (0 — 01) - - Raj—1(0; — ;1) Raj(0) Ryjir (0 — 0;41) - - -
XRan(0; — ON)Rp1 (6, — 01 +6) -+ - Ryj—1(0; — 0;_1 + 6) Ry (9)
X Ra;(0) Rja(0)py(0) ™ Ryji1 (05 — 0511 + 0) - - Ron (6 — O +9)
= Rjj1(0; — 0j41) -+ Rjn (05 — On) Rar (05 — 61) - - Raj—1(0; — 0;-1)
W Ryt (6; — 01+ 8) -~ Ryy1(6; — 61 +0)
X Py Sy Rja(0) Ry (05 = 0511 + 0) - - Rn (60 — Oy + 0)
= P Ra1 (05 = 01) - Raj-1(0; — 0;-1) Raj (0) Rja(0)pu(0) ™" Ryja (0 — 0541) - -+
X Ryn(0; — On) Rt (05 — 0y +8) - Ry (0 — 0,1 +5)
X Rpa(0) Rja(0) Ryj1 (05 — 041 +0) - - - Ron (0; — O + 9)
= P, (0,)T,(6; + 0), (2.39)

where 0 is the degenerate point of R,,(u) and Pb(j ) is the corresponding d-dimensional project

operator. The product of three monodromy matrices at fixed points is
Ty (0) sy (0; — 1) = Th(0;) Py T (0; — 1) T (6; — 2) Pyy)
= Ry1(0; — 01) - Ruij—1(0; = 0;-1) By (0) Rurja (05 — 0j41) - - - Run (6 — O)

X Ry (05 — 01 — 1)+ Ryrj 1 (0 — 051 — 1) Rorj(=1) Rorjy1 (05 — 0530 — 1) - -

13



X Ry (8 — O — 1) Ryt (6, — 0y — 2) - Ry 1(6; — 651 — 2) Ry (—2)
X [Rarg (0) R (0)pu0) ™ By (65 = O30 = 2) -+ Ryw(0; = O — 2) Py
= Rjjs1(0; — 0j41) - Ryn (05 — On) Run (65 — 01) -+ - Rurj1(0; — 0-1)
X R (6 — 6y — 1)+ Rays 1(6; — 61 — 1) Ry (6 — 6y —2) - -
X Ry j1(0; — 0;-1 — 2) Rars(—1) Ryya(=2) Rjur(0) Pyyy) Rovjy1 (6 — 000 — 1) -+
X Ryn(0; = On = 1) Ryja1 (0 — 001 — 2) -+ Ry (0; — O — 2) Py
= Rjjr1(0; — 0j41) -+ Bjn (0 — On) Rua(0; — 01) -+ - Rurja(0; — 0;-1)
X Ry (0 — 01 — 1) Ryro(0; — 0 — 1) - Rorj1(0; — 01 — 1)
X Ry (0; — 01 — 2)Ryn(0; — 0y — 2) -~ Ryrj_1(6; — 0,1 — 2)P\oy) Sor S,
X Rj1r(0)Ryj1(0; — 041 — 1) -+ Ry (6; — Oy — 1)
X Ry jy1(0; — 011 — 2) -+ Ryn(0; — Oy — 2) Py
= Pya) Bun(0; = 01) - Ruj1(0; — 0;-1) Rury (0) Rjn(0)py (0) ™!
X Rjji1(0) — 0j41) -+ - Ryjn (05 — On) Roa (6 — 01 — 1) - Ry (6 — 01 — 1)
X Ry (=1)Rarj1(0; — 0511 — 1) - Ryn(6; — On — 1)
X Ry (0, — 01— 2) -~ Rary1(0; — 0,1 — 2) Ry (—2) Ry1:(0)
X Ryj1(0; = 0541 — 2) -+ Ryn(0; — Ox — 2)Pyiy)
= Py Tu(0;) Ty (0 — 1). (2.40)

Substituting § = {—4, —1, —7/2, —3} into Eq.(239) and using the relations (2.38)) and (2:40),

we obtain
T (0;) To(0; — 4) = Py Ta(0;) Ta(6; — 4),
T (0;) To(0; — 1) = Py Th(6;) Ta(0; — 1),
T3(0;) Tiasy (0; — 1) = Ta(0;) Py Ta(0; — 1)T3(60; — 2) P,
- P?,(;f‘)Tl(é’j)T(23>(9j - 1),
7 7

B(0;)T5(0; = 5) = Py To(0,)Ti(0; — 3):
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To(0;)T1(0; — 3) = Py To(6;) Ty (6; — 3). (2.41)

Taking the partial traces of Eq.(2.41)) in the auxiliary spaces and using the correspondences
(220) and ([2.30), we obtain the closed operator product identities among transfer matrices

=

t®(0,)tP(0; —4) =[] a(0; — 0:)e(8; — 6; — 4) x id,

1

<.
I

1

N
100;) 17 (0; 1) = [ [ o(0; — 0 £57(6; — 3).
i=1
3 N
10 0;) 657 (0; — 5) = [ [ o0 — 0)(6; — 6+ 1)1 (0 ~ 1),
i=1
7 N
£ (0;) (0, — 3) = [T 70(6; — 6:) " (8; - 3),
i=1
al 5
2 0,)e(0; — 3) = [ (0; — 0; + 4) 15 (0; — 5 d=1-N (2.42)

=1

In the derivation, we have used the property of projector
PLY PGy = PG PGY S8, = Pl Rya(—1) Ryt (—2) R (—1) S
= PV Py Y Ssa Ry (—2) Ror (1) S = Py " S5 Rt (—2) Ran (—1) Sy

= Raa(—1)Ra1(—2)Ror(—1) S5t = Py Ss01Sih = Play. (2.43)

The asymptotic behaviors of the fused transfer matrices can be calculated directly

tP () ymtoe = 60 X id 4o (1) soe = 14U X id 4
(W) 4o = 140N X id + -+ - (2.44)

Denote the eigenvalues of the transfer matrices t®(u), tép ) (u) and tép )(u) as AP (u),

Agp ) (u), and Aép ) (u), respectively. From the operator product identities (Z42]), we obtain the

functional relations among the eigenvalues

N

AP (0;) AP(0; — 4) = [ [ a(6; — 6:) (6, — 6; — 4),

i=1

al 1
AP0 AP(0; ~ 1) = [ [ o(0 — ) AL (0 = ).

i=1

15



N
AD(0) AL (6~ 5) = [T 5o(6; — 606, 6+ )AL (6; - 1),
=1
7 N
AP0 AP (0; — 5) =[] po6; — 0:) AP (6, — 3),
2 1=1
a 5
AP AL (6, —3) = [[(6; — 0+ AP0, —5). G=1--N.  (245)
i=1

The asymptotic behaviors (2.44]) of the fused transfer matrices lead to

A(p)(u)|u_>ioo = 6uN 4 Agp) (1) |ucsoo = 14uN 4 -+,

From the definitions (27) and (Z36)), we know that the eigenvalues A®) () and Agp ) (u)
are the polynomials of u with degree 2N, while Aép ) (u) is a polynomial of u with degree N.
Hence the 5N functional relations (2.45) and 3 asymptotic behaviors (2.46) can completely
determine the eigenvalues of A® (u), AY (u) and AP (w).

2.4 T — () relations

For the simplicity, let us introduce some functions

. D@ =1 g 0oy Qo (u+ D@ (u — 1)
d%mzmwm—zqﬁﬂ 28 (u) = BP (u) PP
(2) 3, _ 3 (2) @), |5
7)) — g®) Qp (u+1)Qp (u—13) Z®) ) — g p (u+1)Qp" (u+3)
(1) (2) (1)
7)) — B®) Qp (u+2)Qp (u+3) 7% () = p 7@ +4) 2.47
o sy " o3 240
where
N N N
AP (u) =TJalu—06;), BP(u)=]]bu—0;), VP(u)=]]ew-06,)
j=1 Jj=1 Jj=1
L,
QU (u) = T (w — ™ + %), m=1,2,3. (2.48)
k=1

By using above functions, the eigenvalues of transfer matrices can be expressed as the T'— Q)

relations

A (w) =3 27 (w)

=1
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N 6
~_ 1 1 1
AP (w) =[] 70" (w =6+ ) {Z 27t )2 (w—5) = 25+ ) 27 (u— §>}
=1

1<j

AP (u) = T]17o(w — 8 + 1) po(u — 6:) (u — 6; + 2)] ™!

1=1

6 6
X { 3 ZP (u+1) 2P () 2 (u — 1) — 3 ZP (w4 1)ZP () 2P (u — 1)
k=5

i<j<k
2 4
" 2P+ 1) 2P (W) 2P (- 1) =Y 28w+ 1) 2 () 28 (u — 1)} . (2.49)
i=1 j=3

All the eigenvalues are polynomials, thus the residues of right hand sides of Eq.(249]) should
be zero, which gives that the Bethe roots {u,im)} in ([2.49) should satisfy the Bethe ansatz

equations

1 1 2 1 N 1
&4 + HY () - 3) :_Hu;’+é—9j
1 1 2 1 )
;S;)(u,(f) %)Qé)(ﬂk - %) j=1 Ul(f) - % _93‘

1 2 2 2 3 2

DN Y =Q0 Y =)
1 2 2 2 3), (2 - ’ T Ve
207 = D0 () (17 = 3)

@2/ 3, 1y\~H3)/ 2
4+ 1 -3
b (1 ?) b (1 ) =1, I=1,--,Ls (2.50)
2

2 3 3 3
50" = 5@+ 1)

We note that the Bethe ansatz equations obtained from the regularities of A® (u) are the
same as those obtained from Agp ) (u) and A:(,,p ) (u). Meanwhile, any of these eigenvalues can
give the complete set of Bethe ansatz equations.

It is easy to check that the T' — @ relations (2.49) satisfy the functional relations (2.45])
and the asymptotic behaviors (Z46]). Therefore, we conclude that the AP (u), Agp )(u) and
Aép ) (u) are the eigenvalues of the transfer matrices ¢ (u), tgp )(u) and tép ) (u), respectively,
provided that the Bethe roots satisfy the Bethe ansatz equations (2.50). It is remarked that
the T'— @ relations (2.49) and the associated Bethe ansatz equations (2.50) (after taking
the homogeneous limit {#; — 0|7 = 1,2,---, N}) coincide with the previous results [I8-20].
Then the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian (28] reads

g - OIn AP (u)

w=0.40.1=0- 2.51
» 50 lu=0,{6,}=0 (2.51)
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3 (5 model with open boundary condition

3.1 Boundary integrability

Now, we consider the system with open boundary condition. The boundary reflections are
quantified by the reflection matrix K~ at one side and dual one K™ at the other side. The

integrable requires that K~ satisfies the reflection equation
Ris(u —v) Ky (u)Roy(u 4 v) K5 (v) = K5 (v)Ria(u+ v) Ky (1) Roy (u — v), (3.1)
while K satisfies the dual reflection equation
Ris(—u + v) K} (u)Ror (—u — v — 8) K (v)
= Ky (v)Ria(—u — v — 8) K (u)Roy (—u + v). (3.2)

In this paper, we consider the case that the reflection matrices have off-diagonal elements,
thus the numbers of quasi-particles with different intrinsic degrees of freedom are not con-

served during the reflection processes. The reflection matrix K (u) defined in the space Vj
takes the form of [37H39)

0 -1 0 0 ¢ O
0 0 -1 0 0 ¢
Ky(u)=C(+ Mu, M= 6 0 0 1.0 0 | (3.3)
0 ¢ 0 0 1 0
0 0 ¢ 0 0 1

where (, ¢; and ¢, are the arbitrary boundary parameters. The dual reflection matrix K (u)

is defined as

where ¢ and ¢(i = 1,2) are the boundary parameters.
Due to the boundary reflection, besides the monodromy matrix 7Ty(u) given by (2.3]), we

also need the reflecting monodromy matrix

~

To(u) = RNo(U+9N)"-Rgo(u+92)R10(u+91), (35)

18



which satisfies the Yang-Baxter relation

~ ~ ~ A

ng(u — ’U)Tl(U)TQ(U) = TQ('U)Tl(U)RlQ(u — ’U). (36)

The transfer matrix ¢(u) of the system with open boundary condition is

~

t(u) = tro{ Kq (u)To(u) Ky (u)To(w)}- (3.7)

From the Yang-Baxter relations (2.€) and (3.6]), reflection equation (3.I]) and dual one
([B2), we can prove that the transfer matrices (3.7]) with different spectral parameters commu-
tate with each other, i.e., [t(u),t(v)] = 0. Therefore, t(u) serves as the generating function of
all the conserved quantities of the system. The Hamiltonian is constructed as the derivative

of logarithm of the transfer matrix

Olnt(u)

H=—"|,—00.1-0. 3.8
au | Ov{ej} 0 ( )

In the Hamiltonian (3.8), because two boundary reflection matrices K (u) B3) and K (u)
(B4) do not commutate with each other, i.e., [K; (u), K (v)] # 0, the Ki(u) cannot be
diagonalized simultaneously. Then it is quite hard to derive the exact solutions of the system
via the conventional Bethe Ansatz due to the absence of a proper reference state. We will

generalize the method developed in section 2 to calculate the eigenvalues of transfer matrix

B and that of Hamiltonian (3.8) in the following subsections.

3.2 Fusion

Because the reflection matrices are defined in the auxiliary spaces and we have fused the
auxiliary spaces into different forms with different dimensions, we should fuse the reflection
matrices correspondingly. All the fusion relations with boundary reflections can be obtain
from the degeneration properties of R-matrix and the (dual) reflection equation. The related
projectors are P1(21), P1(214), PS;‘;), Pi(g) and Pi(214) defined above. The fusion of reflection

matrices with one-dimensional projector gives
P K[ () Roy (2u — 1)K (u — 4) P = Det (K~ (u)) PY
o1 K (u) Roy (2u ) K5 (u )Py ety(K™ (u)) Py,
Pl K (1 — 4) Rip(=2u — 4) K (u) Py = Det, (K™ (u) Py, (3.9)

where Det,(K*(u)) are the quantum determinants of reflection matrices K*(u),

Dety (K~ () = (1 — 5)(u — ) () (u),
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Dety (6 (1)) = (4 5) o+ ) (1)),
hi(u) =2(v/ (1 +cico)u+¢C),  ho(u) =2(+/(1+ crca)u — (),

hi(u) = =2(/1 4 éiéau — ),  ho(u) = —=2(\/1 4 é163u + C). (3.10)

We note that the reflection equation and dual one require that the inserted R-matrices in
(39) with determined spectral parameters are necessary.

Using the 14-dimensional projector P1(214), we construct the 14 x 14 fused K-matrices

1 1 (14) 1 14 —
K( >(u+ 2> ( %)(u + 2)P21 Kl (u_'_ )R21(2U>K2 ( §>P1(2 ) = Ki (u>7
+ 1 1 (14) 7.+ + (14)
K(lz)(“+§) 2(u+ 2)(u + )P12 K3 (u— _)R12( 2u—8)K | (u+ 2)P21
= K (u). (3.11)

The fused reflection matrices ([B.11]) satisfy the reflection equations
Riz(u — v) K7 (u) Rai(u + v) Ky (v) = Ky (v) Ria(u + v) K7 (u) Rot(u — v),
Ris(—u+ v) K (u) Ryt (—u — v — 8) K5 (v)
= K3 (v)Ria(—u — v — 8) KT (u) Rog (—u + v), (3.12)

which means that the fusion does not break the integrability.

The 14-dimensional projector Pf§§) allows us to construct the 14 x 14 fused K-matrices
K, )= 2t ’ ! 1 2)7
sy (0 1) = 20+ 2)(w+ 5) (= Sl — 1)(u+2)
x Pyt KT (u + 1) Ry (2u + 1) Ry (2u) Ky (u) Ry (2u — 1) K3 (u — 1) Py = K (u),
3 5 9 -
Ky (1) = [2%(u o )+ ) (w5 + 2)(u+ 4)(u+ 5)] 7 Py Kif (u = 1)
x Rog(—2u — T)Ryz(—2u — 8) K3 (u) Ria(—2u — 9)K; (u+ 1) Py = KF(u).  (3.13)
The fused reflection matrix ([3.I3]) satisfy the reflection equations
Ria(u — v) Ky (u) Ryi(u+v) Ky (v) = Ky (v) Rip(u + ) K (u) Ryi (u — v),
Riy(—u+ U)K (u)Rog(—u — v — 8) K5 (v)

= K5 (0) Riy(—u — v = 8) K7 (u) Rog (—u + v),
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Riz(u — v) K7 (u)Ra1(u + v) Ky (v) = K5 (v) Ry (u + v) K7 (w) Rag(u — v),
Ris(—u + U)K;—(U)Rii(—u —v—8) K (v)

= K () Rip(—u — v — 8)KF () Ry (—u + v). (3.14)

1

Using the 6-dimensional projectors Pi(g) and the correspondence (ZI9), we have

o _Pi(S)KE(UﬂL?)) o(2u+ 2)K7 (u _l)pg) o
<12>(U+3) - 2(u+ 2)(u %)hl(U+3)h2(u+3) = Ky (u),

POK (u— D Ryp(—2u — 2K (u + 3)PY
2(u+T7)(u+ )by (u + 3)ha(u + 3)

K

Ky (u+3) = Ki(u). (3.15)

We note the fused reflection matrices ([BI0) are the same as the original ones given by
B3) and (B4). Similarly, with the help of the 14-dimensional projectors P1(214) and the
correspondence ([2.29)), we have

K (u+§) _ _Pi(214)K2_( §)R12(2u—|—2)Ki(u_%)P2(114) i
(i2) 2 2(u — D)y (u+ 3)ho(u+3) = K; (u),
Kt 5 P2(114)K1+(u — )Ry (—2u — 10) K (u+ 3 )P(14) o
e I = K (). (316)
2(U -+ g)hl(u + §>h2(u + 5)

We note that the fused reflection matrices ([B.16]) are the same as the fused ones ([B.I1]). Now
we have obtain all the necessary fused reflection matrices, which are used to construct the

conserved quantities and fusion relations of the system with open boundary conditions.

3.3 Operator product identities

The fused reflecting monodromy matrices are defined as

T()(U) = Ryo(u+0n) - - - Rog(u + 02) Rig(u + 61),

~

T@(u) = RN()(U + 9]\/) <o R2@(u + Gg)Rlﬁ(u + 91). (3.17)

where Ryi(u) and Ryi(u) can be obtained from the first relations in (2I5) and (225, re-

spectively. The fused reflecting monodromy matrices satisfy the Yang-Baxter relations

Riz(u — ) T3 (u)Th(v) = To(v)T5 (u) Rya(u — v),

Riy(u = v)T5(u)T5(v) = To(0)Ti (u) Rip(u — v),
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A A ~ A

Byi(u = v)Ti(u)T5(v) = T5(0)Ti(u) Byz(u = v). (3.18)

The fused transfer matrices are the partial traces of fused monodromy matrices

ta(u) = tro{ Kg (u)To(uw) Ky (u)To(u)},
ty(u) = tro{ K (u)Th(u) Ky (u) T (u)}, (3.19)

where the fused reflection matrices Kj (u) and K, gt(u) are given by (B.I1]) and (B13]), respec-
tively. From the Yang-Baxter relations (Z33)), (3.I8) and reflection equations (3:12)), (3:14),

one can prove that the transfer matrices t(u), to(u) and t3(u) commutate with each other

(), ta2(u)] = [t(u), t3(uw)] = [t2(u), ts(u)] = 0. (3.20)

Thus these transfer matrices have common eigenstates and can be diagonalized simultane-
ously.
In order to solve these transfer matrices, we should seek the constraints they satisfied.

The method is fusion. The fusions of reflecting monodromy matrices read

P1(21)T1( )Ty(u — 4 12 —Ha (u+6;)e(u+6; — )Pl(;)xid,

i=1
7 N
; - 6 _
PQ(T)T2(U) 1(u — §)P2(1) = Hpo(u +60,)T1(u— 3),
i=1
al 5
14) 1 P 14 A
P2(i )Tg(u) i(u— 3)P2(1 ) H(u +6; + )75 (u — 5) (3.21)



Ty(—0;)T3(~0; — 3) = PAVTy(~0;)T3(~0; — 3). (3.22)

Then, we are read to consider the constraints of transfer matrices. Direct calculation

shows

ta(w)ty(u + 0) = tro{ K7 (u)T,(u) K, (u)T,(u)}
sctry LG (u+ 0)Ty(u + 8) K (u+ 8)Th(u + §)}
= trap{ K ()T () K () T () [Ty (w + 8) K (u + 8)Ty(u + )] (K (u + 6))%}

~

= [Pap(2u 4 8] Mo { K (u) Ty (w) K, (u) T (w)[Th(w + 6) K, (u + 6)
xTy(u+ 6)|"* R (2u + §) R (—2u — 8 — 0)[K;" (u + 6)]%}
= [Pa(2u + 8)] " trap { [K (u + 0) Rap (—2u — 8 — ) K (u) Ty (u)
) K (u) Ty (w)]* [ Roa (2 + 0) Ty (u + 8) Ky (u + 8) Ty (u + 8)]"}
= [Pab (20 + 8)] " Hrap{ K, (u + 8) Rap(—2u — 8 — §) KF (u) T (w)
X I ()T () Rya (20 + 6) Ty (u+ 6) K, (w+ 6)Th(u+6)}
= [Bab (20 + 8)] " trap{ K, (u + 8) Rap(—2u — 8 — §) KF (u) T () Ty (u + 6)
X K (u) Rya(2u 4 0) Ky (u 4 8) Ty (u) Ty (u + )} (3.23)
In the derivation, we have used the relations
traf{ Ay Bai} = tra{ A B} = tra{ AwBa},
Ty (1) Roq (20 + 0) Ty (w4 0) = Ty (u + 6) Roa (2u + 6) Ty (u),
R (2u+ §)RY (—2u — 8 — 0) = pup(2u + 6).
The following relation also holds
ty (W)t s (1 — 1) =t (w)tros{ Pia VK3 (w — 2) Rog(—2u — 5) K5 (u— 1)
xTy(u — DTy(u — 2)K; (u— 1) Rga(2u — 3) K5 (u — 2)To(u — 1)Ty(u — 2) PLYY
= (20 — 1) (2u — 2)triss{ K (u — 2) Ras(—2u — 5) K (u — 1) Ry3(—2u — 6)
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~

x Ky (u—1)Ra(2u — 3) K5 (u — 2)T1 (u)Tjas) (u — 1)} (3.24)

Substituting u = £6;, 6 = {—4, —1, —7/2, —3} into Eqs.[323)) and (324, and using the
relations (2.38), (Z41), B.21), 322) and the forms of reflection matrices, we obtain the
closed operator product identities among fused transfer matrices
1 (40, - )40, + )
24 (+0, )(i@ + )
1) Ha(30;) 0(£0;) 0(F0;),

1 (6 = 1)(£6; + 5P (H0 +4)
22 (£60; — 1) (20, + 1)(+0; + 1)(+0; +2)

40, — 4)(£6; + 4)

H(0; 1 (+6; = 4) = 0, — 2)(£0, + 2)

(
(

XHl(

1
X Q(:I:HJ)Q(:I:GJ — 5),

H0, o (1, — 2y = L i 3)(0; + 2) (&0, + 1)(£0; + 4)

2 (£6; — $)(£0; + 2)(£0; + 2) (0, + 3)

21
N
H (£0; — 0; + 1)(£0; + 0; + D)t3(£6; — 1),

7.1 (0 — 1)(£0; — D) (8, + 3)(6; +4)
5) C22(6; - L)(26; - )(26; + 1)(£6; +2)
X Hy(£0;) Hy(£0;) o(+0;)t(+0; — 3),

+
H(0,)to(£0; — -

(0, = 3)(40; +4) T
t(£0,)t5(£0; — 3) = e +2)}:[1 — 0; + 4)(£6; + 6; + 4)
 Hy (6 Ho(6, a6 — 2), =1, N, (3.25)
where
Hi(w) = hy(w)hi(u), Ha(u) = ho(u)ha(u Hpo (u — 0;)po(u + 6;).

The asymptotic of transfer matrices can be derived directly

(1) ustoo = —3(2 4 €182 + €28 )uN T2 x id 4+ -
to () [usstoo = 22[3(2 + €1y + €261)% 4+ 2(1 + c1¢0) (1 + E18)Ju™ M xid + - -+ |
t3(U)|u_>:|:oo = —26(2 + 0152 + 0261)[(2 + 0152 + 0261)2 + 3(1 + 0102)(1 -+ 6152)]U2N+6 x id

N (3.26)
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According to the definitions, we also know

N N
0) =6¢C [ [ r(=00) xid, t(—4) =6¢C[[ri(—01) xid,

=1 =1

N
t2(0) = 5(1 +eiea —AC) (1 + 616 — 4C7) [ po(—00) x id,
i = lN
tg(—4) = 5(1 + c1C9 — 4C ) 1 + 0102 Hpv 91 X ld,
=1
. 7
b(—g) = 2CH(-1), to(—0) = 2cCi(-3),

N
t3(0) = 27 TCC(1 + caca — 4C) (1 + &1 — 4C%) [ [ pa(—0)) x id,

N
ty(—4) = 27 TCC(1 + cre — AC) (1 + &1 — 4C%) [ [ pa(—00) x id,

=1
_ 16¢¢ 3y 16¢¢ 5
R T AT ) R L VAN TR TR R
1 :_28(1+0102 A1+ a6 —4%) 3
ol 2> [T, (3 —0)(2+6) . 2)7
_z _ 28(1+0162—4< )(1+0102—4C) _?
“=) IT5.(5 —6) (3 +6) ) 20

In the derivation, we have used the relations

tr{K*(0)} =6{, K (0)=¢xid, tr{K (=4)}=6¢, KT(—4)=_xid,

tr{K+(0)} = 7(1 + &6 — 4%, K7 (0) = %(1 + c1cp — 4¢?) x id,

{7 (~4)) =70+ ae —4C), K (~4) = S+ a6 — 40) x id,

1
tr{K;(0)} =2 TC(1 + &6, — 4¢?), K7 (0) =8((1 + crep — 4¢?) x id,
tr{K; (—4)} =2 T¢(1+ crie — 4¢%), K (—4) =8((1 + &6 — 4¢%) x id,
tr1{ Ria(=1)K; (0) Ry (=7)} = —2*- 3. 7¢ x id,

tro{ Rot (—7T) Ky (—4)Rip(—1)}1"2 = —2%.3.7¢ x id,

tr1{ Ria(—=1)Ry3(—2) K; (0)Rgy (—6) Ry (=7)} = 20 - 3% . 7¢ x id,

tra{ Ry (—6) Rap(—7) K5 (—4) Rys(—1)Ry5(—2) 2% = 26. 3% . 7¢ x id,
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tT12{R23(—6)313(—7)K2+(—%)Rlz(—S)Kf(%)Pme(—1)331(—2)321(0)}

= 28.34 . T2 (1 + &6, — 4C?) x id,

t7‘23{R21(—6)R31(—7)K2_(—;)R32(—8)K1_(—g)ngRm(—1)R13(_2)R23(0)}t1t2t3

=2%.34. T (1 4 c1c0 — 4¢7) x id,
I R I T 9
K ( §)K (5) = Z(l + C1C9 44- ) X ld7 K ( §>K ( 5) = Z(l + C1Co 44- ) x id.

From the construction of transfer matrices, we know that t(u), to(u) and t3(u) are the
operator polynomials of u with degrees 4N + 2, 4N + 4 and 2N + 6, respectively. Thus we

need 10NV + 15 independent conditions to determine their eigenvalues.

3.4 Functional relations

We have proved that the transfer matrices t(u), to(u) and t3(u) have common eigenstates.
Acting the transfer matrices on the common eigenstates, we obtain the corresponding eigen-
values. Denote the eigenvalues of t(u), to(u) and t3(u) as A(u), Ao(u) and Az(u), respectively.
Acting the operators ([8.23]) on the common eigenstate, we obtain that these eigenvalues sat-
isfy following closed functional relations

1 (F0; — 5)(F0; + ) (0, — 4)(£0; +4)

24 (£6; — 3)(20; + 3)(£6; — 2)(£; + 2)

X Hy (£0;) Hy(£0;) o(£0;) o(F6;),

1 (0, — 1)(0; + 3)2(£0;, +4)

AFO)AE0; - 1) = 55 (£0; — 1)(£6; + ) (£6, + 1)(£0; + 2)

X 0(-£0;) Ao (6, — %),
3 1 (20, — 2)(£0; + 2)(£6; + 1)(£0; + 4)
A0 = 5) = 3750, = 1) (@0, + 1) (20, + 2)(20, + 3)
H (£0; — 0; + 1)(£0; + 0; + 1)As(£0; — 1),
7.1 (0 — 1)(£0; — D) (6, + 3)(+6; +4)
AME0)A(05 = 2) = 53 (50, = 1) (@0, = 2) (20, + 1)(26; + 2)

X Hl (j:HJ)HQ(:i:QJ)Q(:i:QJ)A(j:HJ — 3),
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(£0; — 3)(£0; + 4) ﬂ
(£6; — 1)(£6; + 2)
5
2)

z:l

XHl(:l:HJ)Hg(:I:HJ)A2(:l:9J — j = 1, s ,N. (328)
The asymptotic behaviors ([B.26]) imply

A(u)‘u—ttoo - _3(2 + 0152 —+ 0261)u4N+2 + ... ,
Ao (W) ustoo = 2°[3(2 + €182 + €261)° + 2(1 + c1c0) (L + E16)Ju™ T + -+

A3(u)|u_>:|:oo = —26(2 -+ 0152 -+ 0251)[(2 -+ 0152 -+ 0251)2 -+ 3(1 + 0102)(1 + 5152)]U2N+6
e, (3.29)

Besides, from Eq.([3.27), we also have

0) =6¢C [ or(=6), A(=4) =6¢C ][ r(—00),

I
[N}
~— —_
|| 4
i)
1]
—~

7
A2 (0) = 5(1 + 100 —4CP) (1 + é165 —

’,:]z

AA—M::;1+Q@—4§XL+Q@—4C) oo(=00),
=1
M) = DAY, Mo(—1) = 2 A(-3)

N
As(0) =27 7CC(1+0102 AC) (1 + 165 — A¢? H Pi ),

- N
Ag(—4) :27-7<§(1—|—0102 —4<2)(1+6102 4< )H ( 91),
=1

_ 16¢¢ 30 a3y — 16¢¢ 5
R AR R L | AN TR R
1 28(1 + 109 — 4C2) (1 + 165 — 4C2) ., 3
A3 — ) = — A - =),
>l TG -0 +6) 1
7 :_28(1+c1c2—4<2)(1+5152—452) 5
M3 TG -0 +6) M=) 330

From above 10N functional relations (8:28)), 3 asymptotic behaviors (8:29) and 12 constraints
([B30), we can completely determine the eigenvalues A(u), As(u) and Az(u).
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3.5 Inhomogeneous T — () relations

For the simplicity, we define some functions

(wt5)ut+4) QW (u—1)

700 = F s 0 g )
200 = 3t B e 1P Gy A D)
Zs(u) = %(u i(it)?uﬂ z>B<“>QZ<(§<Z>2(Q>(§u(+ )_)Hl( 1,
50 = e e 4 P G+ D 33 s
Zo(u) = % (u i(gffl 5V ) gﬁiﬁz i ;3 Hy(u+4),
fi(w) = %“(“ tﬁl(;‘ Y Blue(u+ 1)% -,
Pt = gruluc+ B0 i
Folu) = %“W ti(;‘ Y Bu)Gu+ 3)% .. (3.31)
where z = 8/(1 + c12)(1 + ¢1G2) — 4(2 + ¢182 + €204),
B R RRTR PPN
V(u):ﬁe(u—e)(u+9 f[l J(u+6,)
Q™ (u i_[ (u+ 2™ 4 %), m=1,2,3, (3.32)

and the numbers of Bethe roots satisty the constraints L; = Ly + N and L3 = L,. By using

these functions, we construct the eigenvalues of transfer matrices as

= ZZ,-(U)
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M) = 27[(u = )+ 22+ Dolu+ )] 5(2u)
« {é Tt )2~ 5) = Zo(ut ) Zu(u—3)
~flu+ alu = 3) - Zalut gl 3)},
M) = 2 [+ 2t 22— )l — 1)+ 2P+ 4)(u +5)

X { Z Zi(u+ 1) Z;i(u) Zp(u — 1) Z (u+1)Zy(u) Zp(u — 1)
1<j<k =5
—ZZ(u+1)Z()Z4(u—1) ZZ(u+1)Z()Z(u—1)
= filu+ D Zo(w)Z(w—1) =Y Zilu+1)Zs(u) fa(u — 1)} (3.33)

where

Zy(u) = Zz(u) + fo(u), Zs(u) = Zy(u),
Zo(w) = Zo(w) + fo(u), Zs(w) = Zs(u). (3.34)

All the eigenvalues are the polynomials, thus the residues of right hand sides of Eq.(3.33])

should be zero, which gives the Bethe ansatz equations

! MmOy — O -5 QU —9)
WO = HITLOS -6 - HOP +6,- H QDAY - 9)
1 ha O + Dha(N +3) Q<l>(A§j> +1)
T My | 1 N (1) v/ (1) D) N
Ap (A +§)H]_1(>\k —0;+35) (A, +0; + )Q ( ~-
k=12 L,
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O — DA — 1) QOO — 1)
MOR -1 Q» <A<3 2)

ha(Am (;)L )(?{L ()\ +1)Q¥ ( +3) =—z, m=12---,Ly. (3.35)
AT +1) QDY)

We note that from the regularity analysis of any A(u), Ag(u) or Az(u), one can obtain the
complete set of Bethe ansatz equations. The Bethe ansatz equations obtained from A(u) are

the same as those obtained from Ay(u) and Ag(u). Meanwhile, the function Q™ (u) has two

) _m

5 and —)\,(fm) — %. These two zero points should give the same

zero points, namely, )\,(fm
Bethe ansatz equations.

We have checked that the eigenvalues A(u), Ay(u) and Az(u) given by ([B.33) satisfy the
closed fusion relations (8.28)), asymptotic behaviors (8.29)) and constraints (3.30). Therefore,
we conclude that the eigenvalues constructed by the inhomogeneous 7" — @) relations are
indeed the eigenvalues of transfer matrices, provided that the Bethe roots satisfy Bethe
ansatz equations (3.33). The eigenvalue of Hamiltonian (B.8)) can be expressed in terms of
the Bethe roots as

OlnA(u)

FE =
ou

. (3.36)
u=0,{0;}=0

If ¢y = co = ¢ = ¢ = 0, the boundary reflection matrices degenerate into the diagonal

ones and our results cover that obtained by the algebraic Bethe ansatz [40].

4 (C, model

In this section, we generalize the above results to the C), model. The C,, model with periodic
boundary condition has been studied in reference [20] by the algebraic Bethe ansatz method.
Thus we focus on the open boundary conditions. The R-matrix of the C}, model is a (2n)? x

(2n)? one with the elements

R(uw)y, = ulu+n+ 1)0x0; + (w4 n + 1)6;6,;, — u&i&r0 7017, (4.1)
where 7,5,k l=1,--- 2n,i+i=2n+1, & =1ifi € [I,n] and & = —1ifi € [n + 1,2n].

The off-diagonal boundary reflection matrix K (u) is chosen as

_ . . -1 g
Ky (u) = ¢ + Mou, Mo=< . )@I, (4.2)
(&)
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where (, & and ¢ are the free boundary parameters and I is a n x n unitary matrix. The

dual reflection matrix K (u) is determined by the mapping

K (u) = Ky (—u—n—1)] (4.3)

67572—)5761' ’

where f , ¢1 and &, are the boundary parameters.
From R-matrix (4.1)) and reflection matrices (A2)-(Z.3)), the transfer matrix of C,, model

is constructed as

t(u) = tro{ K (u)To(u) Ky (u)To(u)}, (4.4)

where

T()(U) = Rm(u — el)Rog(u — 92) e RON(U — HN),
To(u) = RNo(u+9N)~-~R20(u+92)R10(u+91). (45)
The transfer matrix ([4.4]) is the generating function of all the conserved quantities including
the model Hamiltonian.
Now, we seek the eigenvalues of the transfer matrix ([@4]). The main idea is similar as

what we have done for the case of n = 3. For the generic n, we need 2n — 1 closed operator

product identities. Besides the
th(0;)t(0; —n—1) ~ id, (4.6)
and n — 1 relations (similar as those of the A,, case [24])
t(0)tm(0; — ——) ~ tpi(0j— =), m=1,2-- n—1, (4.7)

the other n — 1 necessary relations are

_ _ _2n—k:+3 _ 2n—k-+2

t1(6;) t.(0; 5 ) ~ tallj - ———), k=23 .n (4.8)

Here, for simplicity we have ignored the coefficients in the above fusion relations. The

relations (A0)-(Z8) can also be demonstrated by the diagram

t fn tn . (4.9)

id
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We note that in the diagram (@3), the values of spectral parameter in the fused transfer

matrices are different.

The above 2n — 1 fusion relations (6)-(A8), together with the

associated asymptotic behaviors (similar as those (3.26]) for the n = 3 case) and the special

values of transfer matrices at certain points (similar as those (8:27)) for the n = 3 case), allow

us to construct the inhomogeneous T' — () relations of all the fused transfer matrices. Here

we present the finial results.

The eigenvalues of the transfer matrix (£4]) can be given by

=3 Ziw) + Y fi(w)

The functions Z;(u) in Eq.([@I0) are defined as

where

Zi(w) = ;JZZ)%;Z;?MWngdfhmm’
Zon(u) = % (u+ "g)?unfz n )V(“) Q;ﬁ”ﬁ Z)l) Hon(u+n+1),
7l = %w i(uj)(u) (+u+><211)—>3 (“)Q(l_g&: gty i

XQ(l_l (u+n—l+1)Q(l (u+n—1+2)
QUD(u+n—1+2)Q0(u+n—1+1)

B(u)

1 ufutn+l) Q"1w+DQWW—§)

REATEE ST

1 u(ut+n+1)
P ) M 0w+ 1)
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ﬁzn—l+1(u)a [=2,3,---,n

(4.10)

(4.11)



Lim
Q" (u) = H(u — )\]gm) + %)(u#— A,im) + %), m=1,2,---n,
k=1

_ h(u+5), L€odd in [1,n],
Hl(u = _ ! )

ho(u+3), 1€ even in [1,n],
holu+n+1—5), [ €odd in [1,n],

H2n—l+1(u) = {

h(u+n+1—1), [€even in [1,n],

Bl(u) = —4(\/ (1 + Elég)u + 5)(\/ 1 + élégu — E),
ho(u) = —4(/(1 + &12)u — O)(V/1 + éreau + C), (4.12)

and the numbers of Bethe roots satisfy the constraints

Li=Ly+N, Ly =Ly o+Ly, L,=L,,, 1=23- -, 5 (4.13)
if n is odd and the constraints
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -2
Ly=Ls+ N, Ly 1=0Ly o+ Ly, Lyi1=Lyo+2L, [=23: -, z 5 (4.14)

if n is even. The inhomogeneous terms f;(u) with odd n are also different from that with

even n. If n is odd, we have

: 1u(u+”)(u+n—|—1) _ Q@ (u—1)
Si(u) = 5 j—l— s B(u)G(u+ 1)T(U)ZE,
~ Lu(u+2+1)(u+n+1) .  _ Q¥ (u+mn)
falu) = = 2 e B(u)G(u —l—n)Q(l (Z ):c,
- Lu(u+ 2 (u+n+1) - Q¥ (u+1)Q@
R L T
Foin(u) = 212 u(u+ % :i)gljtnjtl)B(u)
Q@l (u+n+2-20Q%D(u+n+2-2)_
QD (u+n+2-—2l) T, =205 =1 (A1)
and
_ 1 _ QU (u+1)
frp(u) = ﬁu(u+n+ 1)B(u )mz, (4.16)
where T = 8+/(1 + ¢16)(1 + ¢1C2) — 4(2 + €16y + G261) and
N
H ) (u+6;). (4.17)
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If n is even, besides the n — 2 inhomogeneous terms f;(u) given by ([EIH), the rest two read

- u(lu+ B (ut+n+1) Q" (u+1)QM (u —§)Q<“>(u—g)j

fo(u) = T B(u) I :
foiau) = ulu ¥ %:j)&jLnjL 1)B(U)
Q(" Mu+2)Q" (u+3)Q" (u+3) _
) I. (4.18)

We note that if n = 2, Q) (u) = G(u), Ly = N, the functions fi(u) and fo(u) are defined
by Eq.[#I]) instead of (LIH) because of the present parametrization.
From the singularities analysis of inhomogeneous 7' — @ relations ([@I0), we obtain the

Bethe ansatz equations, which also depend on the parity of n. If n is odd, the Bethe ansatz

equations are

1 (A = 3) QUM -3
N = DILL O =6 = DO +6, - 5 QoY = §)
1 s <A“ +1) QU+ _
N+ DILLO =0+ )0 +0,+ QO -5
k=1,2,---, Ly,
fh(Aff’ -1 QU 1 - 1>
D00~ D00 — DR — 11
o\ + 3) QU < R o
WOD+ )00~ F D@l ) T
k=1,2,---, L, l €odd in [2,n— 2],
QIO — 5+ 1DQVOY =5 — DRI — 5 (W) _ A -3
QU = HRONY = 5+ DUV =5 = D) A +5
k=1,2,---, L, [ € even in [2,n — 2], (4.19)

and the rest two read

A(n— n—1 n— ~(n— n—1 n— A(n n—1 n—
QU — gt + DRUITY — g - QWYY — gt 4 )
Q2N =2 QU DN — 25k + QWY — 25t )

BT AT -
hl (Alin—l)) )\I(fn—l) +

N[— [N
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MO = 1) QU - -8k (A(")+1) QU — mtl 4 5y
)

(n) (y(n) (n) 1 (n) = n) 1 = -,
AMPOR = 1) QU — =) AT + 1) Qe (A — L 4 9)
k=1,2,--, L. (4.20)
If n is even, besides (£I19), the rest two are
) QrHY — 2t 1)
A]E;n—l)()\l({:n—l) . %) Q(n_2)(>\](€n_1) _ TLT—I)Q(n ( (’ﬂ—l) _ TLT—l _ %)
w Y+ QU - Tl+1>
* (n=1) 4 1y On-2)(\(»—1) nl m)(\(n=1) _ n=1 | 1
ATV 4 D) QU (Y - m QT — gt )
_ -1 1 _
= —zQM Y —n2 —5) k=12 Ly, (4.21)
B —5) QU - — 9 Blw”) t3) QU - +d)
MO =1 Qv — =) AP + 1) QU — gt 2)
k=1,2--- L, (4.22)

We note that if n = 2, the Bethe roots are determined by Eqs.([@21]) and (£22) due to the
parametrization we use

Now we check above analytic results by the numerical calculations. For simplicity, we
consider the case of n = 2 with system-size N = 2,3 and random choices of the boundary
parameters. We first solve the Bethe ansatz equations (BAEs) ({.21)) and ([{.22]) and obtain
the values of Bethe roots. Substituting these Bethe roots into the inhomogeneous 7" — @)
relation (£I0), we obtain the corresponding eigenvalues of the transfer matrix (£4]). The
results are given in Table I (V = 2) and Table II (N = 3), where the boundary parameters
are chosen as ¢y = ¢ =0, ¢, =0.3, ¢ = 0.1, ( = 0.2, E = 0.4 and the spectral parameter u
is put as u = 0.3. We also diagonalize the transfer matrix (£.4]) by using the numerical exact
diagonalization method. We find that the analytical results and the numerical results are
consistent with each other very well. Thus the BAEs ([A.21]) and (£.22]) can give the complete

solutions of the corresponding model.

2We note that the results {@I0)-@22) coincide with those of 28] for the case of n = 2 because all
the eigenvalues and Bethe ansatz equations are derived from the same fusion relations which completely
determine the eigenvalue functions. The present forms ([@I0)-(#22) and those in [28] are actually equivalent
but with different parametrizations. If n = 3, Eqs.([@I0)-[@22) are reduced to (3.33)-(B35).
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Table 1: Numerical solutions for the case of n = 2 and N = 2. Here u = 0.3, the boundary
parameters are chosen as ¢; = ¢ = 0, & = 0.3, & = 0.1, ¢ = 0.2, ( = 0.4, and “deg”
means the degeneracy. We see that the BAEs (£.21)) and (£.22)) can give all the 16 levels of
eigenvalues of the transfer matrix (Z.4)).

n deg A, A A A A A
1 1 -24.8089 0.9876 2.118 20.86 0.2920 1.087
2 1 -12.1340 3.635+1141i  0.2948 3.635-11.411 20.76 8.0631
3 1 14.3524 20.18 11.63 7.0601 050411 0.8461
1 1 198.9426  3.649-11.361 0.9210 20.77 3.649+11.361 7.0831
5 1  -73.2660 18.84-3.6611 18.84+3.6611 0.6156 0.3902 16.10
6 1 -11.0547 1.164 17.50+2.590i 0.3003 17.50-2.5001  0.4694
7 1 45.63% 11.601 13.04+9.0831 -13.0449.0831 22.02 12.40
8 1 289.3355 0004  17.53+2.601i 17.53-2.601i 1.602 1.198
9 2 731354 0.6154 0.3903 - - -

10 2 -12.1318 0.2948 12.76 - - -
11 2 454078 73571 10.35 - - -

12 2 2008723  0.9210 12.78 - - -

Table 2: Numerical solutions for the case of n = 2 and N = 3. Here u = 0.3, the boundary
parameters are chosen as ¢; = ¢ = 0, & = 0.3, & = 0.1, ¢ = 0.2, ( = 0.4, and “deg”
means the degeneracy. We see that the BAEs (A.21]) and (£.22)) can give all the 64 levels of
eigenvalues of the transfer matrix (4.4)).

882.6244989

-15.2683 + 0.0000i

-5.4235 +10.2884i

-5.4235 -10.2884i

3840.6635657

17.3038 + 0.0000i

0.8969 - 0.0000i

0.0000 - 2.6931i

n_ deg An A NS ALY ALY ALY AP
1 2 -1309.0722086___ 0.8137 - 0.1513i 0.2952 20.1674 - 2.76881 ___0.8137 + 0.15131 _-20.1674 - 2.76881 _17.7865
2 3 770.9540442____21.7348 - 6.13931 __21.7348 + 6.13931 0.2995 -0.9636 + 0.05931 ___0.9636 + 0.05931 _- 0.95001
3 2 746.6466105 13561 -0.8674 2.3847 23.8950 0.3006 13824
a2 ~522.489103 0.3012 2.6417 +13.7871 ___ 2.6417 -13.7871i 23.7861 -0.8432 11.47501
5 2 452.8625437 __ 21.7534 - 6.13631 1.9901 21.7534 + 6.13631 0.8965 0.2997 0.9326
6 2 224.3281084 0.9096 23.9099 0.74781 1.9749 0.2994 0.9687
72 ~134.104649 21.8273 - 6.54761 12742 21.8273 + 6.54761 0.3000 ~6.4817 -0.5763
52 -126.476708 3.20021 21.7231 - 6.00351 __21.7231 ¥ 6.0035i 1.2649 0.3000 0.5274
92 87.0711782____-3.7168 +16.83081 22.8394 0.2997 12.9128 3.7168 +16.83981 __-13.07943
02 ~80.1865787 1.83851 2.5037 +13.6641i ___ 2.5037 -13.66411 23.8028 0.2996 Fitaiea
12 ~34.4681321 0.55681 58157 21.8022 - 6.46011 0.2997 21.8022 + 6.4601i - 0.6602i
12 2 -33.1089124 21.7353 - 6.09721 -0.2995 21.7353 + 6.0972i ___0.3780 - 0.70621 __-0.3780 - 0.7062i __- 0.3852i
3 2 150.1067751 21.1838 5.1648 +10.19781 __ 5.1648 -10.10781 0.2891F 18.0727 0.7784
1 2 264.019449 21.8083 - 6.44041 -0.6965 21.8083 + 6.44041 5.7246 0.3032 0.7003
52 277.9657081 -12.8373 0.49111 3.7066 +16.82071 22.8532 37066 -16.82071 ___13.0760]
62 481.7478967 5.6216 -0.5378 + 0.85641 __21.7931 - 6.43961 __ 217931 T 6.43961 __0.5378 T 0.8564 __- 0.95641
T2 503.6398503 ___-5.1888 4 10.14041 19.0899 0.86991 21.0860 5.1888 +10.1494i ___ -1.0254
82 883.857325____ -17.8344 -11.27251 _ 6.0052 +15.94501 __-17.8344 +11.27251 26.3666 ~6.0052 £15.94501 __-14.0555
102 1427.2505815____21.7495 T 6.12371 -0.8968 0.42531 21.7495 - 6.12371 1.6685 0.8486
20 2 1697.8214136___ 21.8081 + 6.4493i __ 21.8081 - 6.44931 57824 - 0.58601 0.8925 -0.5563
21 2 3895.5472569 23.8246 2.5238 113.40101 3.12561 -0.8967 2.5238 £13.49101 __11.33311
222 4179.3544963 22.8106 37370 +16.87851 ___-3.7370 -16.87851 0.8960 13.0687 13.08521
232 5021.6412418 0.8944 21.7288 - 5.0582i __-21.7288 ¥ 5.95821 17786 3.80631 1.2319
212 5253.7513642 1.8108 21.8522 F 6.6002i __ 21.8522 - 6.6002i 6.8947 0.8943 13211
252 13077494557 ___0.8134 + 0.15131 ___-0.8134 + 0.1513i _ 0.2951 + 0.0000i - - B
262 -524.3995776____-0.3012 f 0.0000i ___-0.8436 - 0.0000i __17.2846 - 0.0000i - - -
27 2 -80.055860 5.7396 + 0.0000 ___17.1099 + 0.00001 ___0.2097 + 0.0000i - - -
8 2 ~79.6620626 0.2996 - 0.00001 -0.0000 - 1.7202i __-17.2942 - 0.0000i - - -
20 2 279.844251 ~5.4653 F 0.00001 ___-0.0000 - 0.4845i ___17.2098 - 0.0000i - - -

2

2

2

4254.1367807

0.8958 - 0.0000i

-17.1810 - 0.0000i

6.2013 - 0.0000i
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5 Discussion

In this paper, we study the exact solutions of the (), vertex model with either the periodic
or the open boundary conditions corresponding to the K-matrices (£.2))-([4.3) by using fusion
and the nested off-diagonal Bethe ansatz. Taking the C3 model as an example, we obtain its
fusion structures and provide a way to close the recursive operator product identities among
the transfer matrices. Based on them and some necessary additional information such as
the asymptotic behaviors and the relations at some special points, we obtain the eigenvalues
([B33)) of the system and give the associated Bethe ansatz equations (3.33]). Moreover, we also
generalize these results (I10)-([A22) to the C,, model with off-diagonal boundary reflections
(2)-(@3). The method and results given in this paper can be generalized to other high

rank quantum integrable systems.
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