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Abstract

We consider the XXZ spin-1/2 Heisenberg chain with antiperiodic boundary conditions.

The inhomogeneous version of this model can be solved by Separation of Variables (SoV), and

the eigenstates can be constructed in terms of Q-functions, solution of a Baxter TQ-equation,

which have double periodicity compared to the periodic case. We compute in this framework

the scalar products of a particular class of separate states which notably includes the eigenstates

of the transfer matrix. We also compute the form factors of local spin operators, i.e. their matrix

elements between two eigenstates of the transfer matrix. We show that these quantities admit

determinant representations with rows and columns labelled by the roots of the Q-functions of

the corresponding separate states, as in the periodic case, although the form of the determinant

are here slightly different. We also propose alternative types of determinant representations

written directly in terms of the transfer matrix eigenvalues.
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1 Introduction

The exact determination of the spectrum of physical quantum models is a very old problem which

comes back to the seminal work of Bethe [1] concerning the diagonalization of the Heisenberg spin

chain Hamiltonian by the method now known as Bethe Ansatz. In the late seventies, an algebraic

framework to tackle this problem was settled with the development of the Quantum Inverse Scat-

tering Method (QISM) [2, 3], and the models for which the method applies were called quantum

integrable models. There exist now a wide range of models for which one knows how to exactly

characterize the spectrum and eigenstates of the Hamiltonian, with applications in various area of

physics, from condensed matter to high energy physics.

The computation of correlation functions of such quantum integrable models is a priori a much

more difficult problem: the first exact results concerning this problem [4–9] were obtained more

than sixty years after the work of Bethe. In particular, an important progress was made in [7], where

determinant representations for the form factors, i.e. the matrix elements of the local operators in

the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian, were obtained for the periodic XXZ spin chain in finite volume

within the Algebraic Bethe Ansatz (ABA) framework [10]. Such determinant representations could

be derived from the fact that, on the one hand, there exist a similar determinant representation for

the scalar products of Bethe states [11], and that, on the other hand, one can explicitly reconstruct

the local spin operators as some matrix element of the monodromy matrix dressed by a product

of transfer matrices [7, 12, 13], hence enabling the computation of their action on the Bethe states

in a simple way. Such determinant representations for the form factors proved to be very useful

for the computation of correlation functions and structure factors, either numerically [14–17] or

analytically [18–31]. See also [32–40] for an alternative approach to the problem of the computation

of correlation functions.

It is worth mentioning that the aforementioned results concern essentially the simplest inte-

grable models solvable by ABA, namely the XXZ Heisenberg spin chain or the quantum non-linear

Schrödinger model with periodic boundary conditions (see also [41–45] for some results about cor-

relation functions in more complicated models within ABA, and [46–50] for some generalizations

of the scalar products and/or form factor determinant representations to more complicated mod-

els). For quantum integrable models not solvable within ABA but within the quantum version of

the Separation of Variables (SoV) approach [51–54], the problem of computing correlation func-

tions still remains widely open. It has yet be shown that this method was very powerful, in that it

could be applied to characterize the spectrum and eigenstates of a large class of quantum integrable

models [55–87].

One of the problems, for the computation of physical quantities such as correlation functions

within the SoV approach, is that this method requires in general to deform the model by introducing

non-physical inhomogeneity parameters. The latter ensure the definition of a basis of the space of

states, the SoV basis, in which the spectral problem for the transfer matrix can be conveniently

addressed. However, the solution of this spectral problem is usually given in terms of a system

of discrete equations that need to be transformed to more conventional ones (typically in the form

of functional TQ-equations involving the transfer matrix eigenvalues and a Baxter Q-function of

a particular analytical form [88]) for the consideration of the physical model at the homogeneous
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limit, i.e. when all inhomogeneity parameters coincide. This may be completely straightforward,

as in the XXX spin chain with antiperiodic (or twisted) boundary conditions [89]: in that case, the

Q-function is simply a polynomial, leading to a characterization of the spectrum in terms of Bethe

equations similar in their form to those obtained by ABA in the periodic case, and the transformation

from the discrete to the continuous characterization of the spectrum follows from a mere polynomial

interpolation. Even for simple models such as Heisenberg spin 1/2 chains, this may however be

more complicated. For instance, in the antiperiodic XXZ spin chain that we consider in the present

article, the Q-function is no longer a usual trigonometric polynomial (or a Laurent polynomial in

the exponential variable) as in the periodic case, but a trigonometric polynomial with double period

[77, 90]. And for open XXZ spin chains with completely generic boundary fields, the problem of

finding a good description of the spectrum in terms of a functional TQ-equation is still open [91],

at least if one restricts oneself to usual TQ-equations (it is indeed possible in that case to describe

the SoV spectrum in terms of a TQ equation with an additional inhomogeneous term, see also [92]

or [93–96]).

Once the spectral problem has been solved, the next goal towards correlation functions is, as in

the ABA approach, the computation of the form factors of local operators. This means on the one

hand that we should act with local operators on the transfer matrix eigenstates: as in the ABA case,

this is possible via an adaptation of the solution of the quantum inverse problem [7, 12, 13] to the

model that one considers. In general, the result of such an action should be a sum over a particular

sub-class of separate states, a class of states which includes (but is more general than) the transfer

matrix eigenstates. On the other hand, one should be able to compute the scalar products of the

resulting separate states in a convenient way, as in the ABA approach [11].

It happens that, for a large class of quantum integrable models solved by SoV, the scalar prod-

ucts of the separate states can be generically expressed as determinants of a dressed sum of gen-

eralized Vandermonde matrices. Such determinants depend however in a non-trivial way on the

inhomogeneity parameters (the latter label the rows and columns), and cannot be easily used for the

study of the physical model. In simple models such as the XXX spin chain, for which the Baxter

Q-function is a usual polynomial, it has been recently shown [89] (see also [97, 98]) that it was

possible to transform these determinants into more convenient ones, of Izergin [99] or Slavnov [11]

types: in the latter case, the rows and columns of the determinants are notably directly labelled by

the roots of the involved Q-functions (i.e. the Bethe roots in the case of an eigenstate). In particular,

in the antiperiodic (or twisted) XXX spin chain, it is possible to compute the form factors [89] and

the correlation functions [100] directly in the SoV approach, and to recover the same results as from

ABA [7, 8]. However, it should be noticed that the XXX spin chain is in this context a particularly

simple example and that the method proposed in [89,97,98] is not generic enough to apply to more

complicated models. In fact, this method breaks down when the Baxter Q-function is no longer a

usual polynomial (or trigonometric/Laurent polynomial) in the variables of the model, or in other

terms, when the eigenstates cannot be simply represented as usual Bethe states1. Nor seems the

alternative method proposed in [49] directly applicable in that case.

It is therefore very important, for the applicability of the SoV approach to the computation of

correlation functions in more complicated and physically interesting models, to understand how to

deal with such cases. In this respect, the consideration of the antiperiodic (or twisted antiperiodic)

XXZ chain provides an interesting framework for the development of a more generic approach to

the scalar products and form factors within the SoV approach: indeed, in that case the Baxter Q-

function is not a mere polynomial and, as already mentioned, the method used in [89,97,98] breaks

down.

1i.e. as the multiple action of an operator entry of the monodromy matrix (or of an operator which is a linear combi-

nation of such entries) on a given reference state.
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We explain here how it is possible to transform the determinants issued from SoV in this case.

More precisely, we consider the scalar product of a sub-class of separate states which notably con-

tains the transfer matrix eigenstates. As in [89, 97, 98], we show that the latter can be transformed

into generalized versions of Izergin determinants. However, due to the double periodicity of the

Q-functions indexing the considered separate states, and contrary to what happened in [89, 97, 98],

these generalized Izergin determinants still depend in a non-trivial way on the inhomogeneity pa-

rameters. So as to eliminate this dependance, we multiply the involved matrices by an adequately

chosen matrix X . We show that the resulting determinant present some similarities in its form with

the so-called Slavnov determinant obtained in the periodic case [11], with however some noticeable

differences related to the analytical differences of the two cases. We also show that our transforma-

tion can be adapted to compute the form factors of local operators, which can be then represented

in terms of a determinant of a sum of two matrices: the matrix of the scalar product and a rank 1

matrix. We finally show that it is also possible to represent the overlaps of two twisted eigenstates,

as well as the form factors, directly in terms of the transfer matrix eigenvalues.

We would like to underline that we deal here with a description of the transfer matrix spec-

trum in terms of solutions a usual TQ-equation, i.e. homogeneous in the terminology of [77].

Indeed, as shown in [77] for the antiperiodic XXZ model, it is also possible to describe the trans-

fer matrix spectrum in the context of SoV in terms of a TQ-equation with an extra term, called

inhomogeneous TQ-equation, so as to deal with simpler types of Q-functions. This approach was

notably proposed in the context of the so-called off-diagonal Bethe Ansatz (see [92] and references

therein). Such kind of description of the spectrum may also appear in the context of modified

Bethe Ansatz [93–96, 101–103]. The advantage of this approach is the much simpler form of the

Q-function (a usual trigonometric polynomial in the antiperiodic XXZ chain, see [77]), hence lead-

ing a priori, in the SoV context, to simpler algebraic transformations for the scalar products, as

in [89]. The disadvantage is that the presence of the inhomogeneous term in the resulting Bethe

equations complicates considerably the analysis of the configurations of the Bethe roots (see for

instance [104]), and that it may therefore be a difficult task to analyse and control the obtained for-

mulas for the ground states, low energy states, or other types of eigenstates, in the thermodynamic

limit. Instead, we expect the studies of [21, 22] to be more easily transposable to the formulas that

we obtain in the present paper.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the model in the QISM framework.

In Section 3 we recall its solution by the quantum version of the Separation of Variables approach,

i.e. the characterization of the transfer matrix spectrum and eigenstates. In Section 4, we formulate

our main results: the determinant representations for the scalar products of separate states and for

the form factors of local spin operators. The explicit computations leading to these results are then

presented in Sections 5 and 6 respectively.

2 The XXZ model in the QISM framework

In this paper, we consider the XXZ Heisenberg spin 1/2 chain of length N ,

H =
N∑

n=1

[
σx

nσx
n+1 + σy

nσy
n+1 + ∆(σz

nσz
n+1 − 1)

]
. (2.1)

with twisted (quasi-periodic) boundary conditions:

σα
N+1 = K σα

1 K−1. (2.2)

Here, ∆ is the anisotropy parameter, K is a 2 × 2 numerical invertible twist matrix which will be

specified later, and σα
n , α = x, y, z, denote Pauli matrices acting at site n of the chain, i.e. on the
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local quantum spin space Vn ≃ C
2, the 2N -dimensional quantum space of states of the model being

H = ⊗N
n=1Vn.

The R-matrix of the model corresponds to the trigonometric solution of the Yang-Baxter equa-

tion,

R(λ) =




sinh (λ + η) 0 0 0
0 sinh λ sinh η 0
0 sinh η sinh λ 0
0 0 0 sinh(λ + η)


 , (2.3)

in which η is related to the anisotropy parameter ∆ as

∆ = cosh η. (2.4)

The monodromy matrix of the inhomogeneous spin-1/2 XXZ model of length N with inhomo-

geneity parameters ξ1, . . . , ξN is defined as the following ordered product of R-matrices:

T0(λ) = R0,N (λ − ξN ) . . . R0,1(λ − ξ1) =

(
A(λ) B(λ)
C(λ) D(λ)

)

[0]

, (2.5)

where the indices 1, . . . , N denote action on the quantum spaces V1 ≃ C
2, . . . , VN ≃ C

2, whereas

the index 0 denotes action on the auxiliary space V0 ≃ C
2. Hence A(λ), B(λ), C(λ), D(λ) act on

the quantum space of states H of the model, and T0(λ) acts on V0 ⊗ H. The monodromy matrix

(2.5) satisfies with (2.3) the following quadratic relation on V0 ⊗ V0′ ⊗ H:

R00′(λ − µ) T0(λ) T0′(µ) = T0′(µ) T0(λ) R00′(λ − µ). (2.6)

The operators A(λ), B(λ), C(λ), D(λ) satisfy commutation relations issued from (2.6), hence

providing a representation of the corresponding Yang-Baxter algebra. The latter admits a central

element, the quantum determinant, which is given by:

detqT (λ) = a(λ) d(λ − η) = A(λ) D(λ − η) − B(λ) C(λ − η)

= D(λ) A(λ − η) − C(λ) B(λ − η), (2.7)

with

a(λ) =
N∏

n=1

sinh(λ − ξn + η), d(λ) =
N∏

n=1

sinh(λ − ξn). (2.8)

The transfer matrix of the model with K-twisted boundary conditions is defined as

TK(λ) = tr0[K0 T0(λ)]. (2.9)

Provided that [R(λ), K ⊗ K] = 0, it generates a one-parameter family of commuting operators:

[TK(λ), TK(µ)] = 0, ∀λ, µ ∈ C. (2.10)

In the homogeneous limit ξ1, . . . , ξN → η/2, we recover the Hamiltonian (2.1) of the XXZ spin

chain with twist K as

H = 2 sin η lim
ξ1,...,ξN →η/2

TK(λ)−1 d

dλ
TK(λ)

∣∣∣
λ=η/2

+ constant. (2.11)
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When K is the identity matrix (periodic boundary conditions), or more generally a diagonal

matrix, the model can be solved by Bethe Ansatz [1, 3], and the eigenstates of the transfer matrix

are constructed as Bethe states, i.e. by multiple action of the B operators on the reference state | 0 〉
with all the spins up. A convenient determinant representation for the scalar product of such Bethe

states was obtained in [11], and was used in [7] to express the form factors of local operators also

as determinants. We will not consider this case in the present paper.

We are instead interested here in the case where K is the σx Pauli matrix (antiperiodic bound-

ary conditions), or more generally the product of a diagonal matrix by σx (κ-twisted antiperiodic

boundary conditions),

K = diag(κ, κ−1) · σx, κ ∈ C \ {0}. (2.12)

In that case, usual Bethe Ansatz can no longer be used to construct the eigenstates of the twisted

transfer matrix (2.9). The latter can instead be diagonalized by means of Separation of Variables

[52, 53, 71, 77], and it is worth mentioning that the description of the spectrum in terms of Bethe

equations differs from the periodic or diagonal case in what concerns the analytical properties of

the Q-function [77, 90]. Due to this difficulty, the method used in [89, 97, 98] to construct scalar

products of separate states cannot be directly generalized to this case, and this is the purpose of the

present paper to deal with this problem. From now on, we therefore restrict our study to twists of

the form (2.12).

3 Diagonalisation of the transfer matrix by Separation of Variables

In this section, we briefly recall the determination of the spectrum and construction of the eigen-

states of the transfer matrix (2.9) for κ-twisted antiperiodic boundary conditions, i.e. for a twist of

the form (2.12). Explicitly, this κ-twisted antiperiodic transfer matrix takes the form

TK(λ) = κ−1B(λ) + κ C(λ). (3.1)

Let us suppose that η is a generic parameter, i.e. non commensurate with iπ, and that the

inhomogeneity parameters are such that

Ξi ∩ Ξj = ∅ for i 6= j, where Ξi =
{

ξi + kη + ik′π | k ∈ {0, −1}; k′ ∈ Z

}
. (3.2)

Under these hypothesis, the diagonalisation of (3.1) was obtained in [71, 77] by Sklyanin’s version

of Separation of Variables (SoV). There, a basis {| h 〉, h ∈ {0, 1}N } of H and a basis {〈 h |, h ∈
{0, 1}N } of H∗ were explicitly constructed such that

〈 h | D(λ) =
N∏

n=1

sinh(λ − ξ(hn)
n ) 〈 h | = dh(λ) 〈 h |, (3.3)

〈 h | C(λ) =
N∑

a=1

∏

b6=a

sinh
(
λ − ξ

(hb)
b

)

sinh
(
ξ

(ha)
a − ξ

(hb)
b

) δha,0 d(ξ(1)
a ) 〈 T+

a h |, (3.4)

〈 h | B(λ) = −
N∑

a=1

∏

b6=a

sinh
(
λ − ξ

(hb)
b

)

sinh
(
ξ

(ha)
a − ξ

(hb)
b

) δha,1 a(ξ(0)
a ) 〈 T−

a h |. (3.5)
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and

D(λ) | h 〉 =
N∏

n=1

sinh(λ − ξ(hn)
n ) | h 〉 = dh(λ) | h 〉, (3.6)

C(λ) | h 〉 =
N∑

a=1

∏

b6=a

sinh
(
λ − ξ

(hb)
b

)

sinh
(
ξ

(ha)
a − ξ

(hb)
b

) δha,1 d(ξ(1)
a ) | T−

a h 〉, (3.7)

B(λ) | h 〉 = −
N∑

a=1

∏

b6=a

sinh
(
λ − ξ

(hb)
b

)

sinh
(
ξ

(ha)
a − ξ

(hb)
b

) δha,0 a(ξ(0)
a ) | T+

a h 〉. (3.8)

Here and in the following, we use the notations:

ξ(kn)
n = ξn − knη for kn ∈ {0, 1}, (3.9)

dh(λ) =
N∏

n=1

sinh(λ − ξ(hn)
n ), (3.10)

T±
a (h1, . . . , hN ) = (h1, . . . , ha ± 1, . . . , hN ). (3.11)

The action of A(λ) on | h 〉 and on 〈 h | follows respectively from (3.6)-(3.8) and from (3.3)-(3.5)

by using the quantum determinant relation (2.7).

We have

〈 h | k 〉 =
δh,k

V (ξ
(h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(hN )
N )

, (3.12)

where, for any n-tuple (x1, . . . , xn), we denote by V (x1, . . . , xn) the following generalized Van-

dermonde determinant:

V (x1, . . . , xn) =
n∏

i,j=1
i<j

sinh(xj − xi) = det
1≤i,j≤n

[
e(2j−n−1)xi

2j−1

]
. (3.13)

In this SoV basis, the transfer matrix spectrum and eigenstates can be completely characterised

in terms of a system of discrete equations in the inhomogeneity parameters of the model [53, 71].

Such a characterisation has been more conveniently reformulated in [77] in terms of the solutions

of a functional TQ-equation of Baxter’s type (in relation with the eigenvalues of the Q-operator

previously constructed in [90]).

Theorem 3.1. [77] (Characterisation of the transfer matrix spectrum)

For any fixed κ ∈ C \ {0}, the κ-twisted antiperiodic transfer matrix TK(λ) (3.1) associated

with a twist matrix of the form (2.12) defines a one-parameter family of commuting operators. All

these families are isospectral, i.e. they admit the same set of eigenvalue functions ΣT independently

of the value of κ.

Under the condition (3.2), the spectrum of TK(λ) is simple and is given by the set of functions

τ(λ) such that:

1. τ(λ) is an entire function of λ;

2. it satisfies the quasi-periodicity property τ(λ + iπ) = (−1)N−1 τ(λ);

7



3. there exists a unique trigonometric polynomial Q of the form

Q(λ) =
N∏

j=1

sinh

(
λ − qj

2

)
, (3.14)

such that (Q(ξj), Q(ξj + iπ)) 6= (0, 0), ∀j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, and that τ(λ) and Q(λ) satisfy

the functional TQ-relation

τ(λ) Q(λ) = −a(λ) Q(λ − η) + d(λ) Q(λ + η). (3.15)

Alternatively, ΣT is given by the set of functions τ(λ) satisfying the properties 1, 2 and

3’. there exists a unique trigonometric polynomial Q̂ of the form

Q̂(λ) =
N∏

j=1

sinh

(
λ − q̂j

2

)
, (3.16)

such that (Q̂(ξj), Q̂(ξj + iπ)) 6= (0, 0), ∀j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, and that τ(λ) and Q̂(λ) satisfy

the functional TQ-relation

τ(λ) Q̂(λ) = a(λ) Q̂(λ − η) − d(λ) Q̂(λ + η). (3.17)

Note that, for a given eigenvalue τ(λ) of (3.1), the trigonometric polynomials Q satisfying

(3.15) and Q̂ satisfying (3.17) are simply related by

Q̂(λ) = Q(λ + iπ). (3.18)

We also recall that these two solutions satisfy the quantum Wronskian relation [77],

1

2

[
Q(λ) Q̂(λ − η) + Q̂(λ) Q(λ − η)

]
= ±

( i

2

)N
d(λ), (3.19)

which implies notably the following sum rule for the roots q1, . . . , qN :

N∑

j=1

qj =
N∑

n=1

(
ξn −

η

2

)
+ ikπ, k ∈ Z. (3.20)

As usual, the condition 1 on the analyticity of τ(λ) in Theorem 3.1 can equivalently2 be rewrit-

ten in terms of the following system of Bethe equations for the roots q1, . . . , qN of Q(λ) satisfying

(3.15):

a(qj) Q(qj − η) = d(qj) Q(qj + η), j = 1, . . . , N, (3.21)

or alternatively for the roots q̂1, . . . , q̂N of Q̂(λ) satisfying (3.17):

a(q̂j) Q̂(q̂j − η) = d(q̂j) Q̂(q̂j + η), j = 1, . . . , N. (3.22)

These systems of equations can be conveniently rewritten (at least when none of the roots coincide

with an inhomogeneity parameter) respectively as

aQ(qj) = 1, j = 1, . . . , N, (3.23)

a
Q̂

(q̂j) = 1, j = 1, . . . , N, (3.24)

2if of course all the roots are pairwise distinct.
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where, for any function P , the function aP is defined as

aP (λ) =
d(λ)

a(λ)

P (λ + η)

P (λ − η)
. (3.25)

For a given function P , ǫ ∈ {+, −} and κ ∈ C
∗, let us define the separate states3

〈 P, κ, ǫ | =
∑

h∈{0,1}N

N∏

n=1

{
(ǫ κ)hn P (ξ(hn)

n )
}

V (ξ
(h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(hN )
N ) 〈 h |, (3.26)

=
N∏

n=1

[ǫ κ P (ξn − η)] n〈 P, κ, ǫ |, (3.27)

| P, κ, ǫ 〉 =
∑

h∈{0,1}N

N∏

n=1

{
(−ǫ κ)−hn

(
a(ξn)

d(ξn − η)

)hn

P (ξ(hn)
n )

}
V (ξ

(h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(hN )
N ) | h 〉

=
∑

h∈{0,1}N

N∏

n=1

{
(ǫ κ)−hn P (ξ(hn)

n )
}

V (ξ
(1−h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(1−hN )
N ) | h 〉. (3.28)

= V (ξ1, . . . , ξN )
N∏

n=1

[
ǫ

κ
P (ξn − η)

]
| P, κ, ǫ 〉n, (3.29)

and their normalized4 counterparts:

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | =
∑

h∈{0,1}N

N∏

n=1

(
ǫ

κ

P (ξn)

P (ξn − η)

)1−hn

V (ξ
(h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(hN )
N ) 〈 h |, (3.30)

| P, κ, ǫ 〉n =
∑

h∈{0,1}N

N∏

n=1

(
ǫ κ

P (ξn)

P (ξn − η)

)1−hn V (ξ
(1−h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(1−hN )
N )

V (ξ1, . . . , ξN )
| h 〉. (3.31)

Theorem 3.2. (Characterisation of the transfer matrix eigenstates)

Under the hypothesis of Theorem 3.1, for a given κ ∈ C\{0}, the one-dimensional left and right

eigenspaces of TK(λ) (3.1) associated with the eigenvalue τ(λ) ∈ ΣT are respectively spanned by

the separate states n〈 Q, κ, + | = n〈 Q̂, κ, − | and | Q, κ, + 〉n = | Q̂, κ, − 〉n where Q of the form

(3.14) satisfies (3.15), and where Q̂ of the form (3.16) satisfies (3.17).

Remark 1. The equality between the two normalized versions of the separate states comes from the

relations

Q(ξn − η)

Q(ξn)
= −

Q̂(ξn − η)

Q̂(ξn)
, n = 1, . . . , N, (3.32)

which is a consequence of (3.15) and (3.17). These relations also imply that the eigenstates defined

as normalized separate states of the form (3.30) or (3.31) are well-defined since, for each n ∈
{1, . . . , N}, at least one of the two ratios in (3.32) is well-defined. The ratio (3.32) is moreover

finite and non-zero since it is equal to −τ(ξn)/a(ξn) = d(ξn − η)/τ(ξn − η).

3Similarly as in the XXX case [89], we have used the identity

N∏

n=1

(
−

a(ξn)

d(ξn − η)

)hn

V (ξ
(h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(hN )
N ) = V (ξ

(1−h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(1−hN )
N ) = V (ξ1 + h1η, . . . , ξN + hN η)

so as to rewrite (3.28).
4This normalization is chosen so as to slightly simplify the expression of the scalar products and form factors.
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Remark 2. If τ(λ) is an eigenvalue of the κ-twisted antiperiodic transfer matrix TK(λ) with left

and right eigenvectors n〈 Q, κ, + | and | Q, κ, + 〉n, then −τ(λ) is an eigenvalue of TK(λ) with left

and right eigenvectors n〈 Q, κ, − | and | Q, κ, − 〉n, and conversely.

4 Statement of the main results

In this section, we present the main results of our article concerning determinant representations of

scalar products and form factors. The computations leading to of these results will be exposed in

the next sections.

4.1 The scalar product of two separate states

For two given functions P and Q, ǫ, ǫ′ ∈ {+, −} and κ, κ′ ∈ C
∗, the scalar product of the sep-

arate states n〈 P, κ, ǫ | and | Q, κ′, ǫ′ 〉n built as in (3.30) and (3.31) depends only on the product

function (PQ) and on the combination ǫǫ′κ′/κ. As usual for separate states constructed within the

SoV approach, this scalar product can be written as a single determinant of a sum of two dressed

generalized Vandermonde matrices as

S(PQ, ǫǫ′κ′/κ) = n〈 P, κ, ǫ | Q, κ′, ǫ′ 〉n

=
∑

h

N∏

n=1

[
ǫǫ′ κ′

κ

(PQ)(ξn)

(PQ)(ξn − η)

]1−hn V (ξ
(1−h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(1−hN )
N )

V (ξ1, . . . , ξN )

=
det1≤i,j≤N

[
e(2j−N−1)ξi + ǫǫ′ κ′

κ
(P Q)(ξi)

(P Q)(ξi−η) e(2j−N−1)(ξi−η)
]

det1≤i,j≤N
[
e(2j−N−1)ξi

] . (4.1)

As usual in the SoV approach, this determinant representation depends in a very intricate way from

the inhomogeneity parameters and is therefore not convenient for the consideration of the physical

model.

Let us now suppose in addition that the functions P and Q are trigonometric polynomials of the

form

P (λ) =
N∏

j=1

sinh

(
λ − pj

2

)
, Q(λ) =

N∏

j=1

sinh

(
λ − qj

2

)
, (4.2)

where p1, . . . , pN , q1, . . . qN are pairwise distinct and

p1, . . . , pN , q1, . . . qN ∈ C \
N⋃

i=1

Ξi. (4.3)

A first result is that quantities of the form (4.1) can be expressed into some generalized version

of the so-called Izergin determinant [99], however intertwined in this case by some non-trivial

function. Such generalized Izergin determinant representation can then be transformed into some

alternative determinant in which rows and columns are labelled by the roots of the function P and

Q (4.2). More precisely, one has the following representations for the scalar product (4.1) of two

separate states:

Proposition 4.1. The scalar product (4.1) of two separate states (3.30) and (3.31) built from P and

Q of the form (4.2)-(4.3) can be expressed as

S(PQ, α) =
detN

[
1

sinh(ξi−pk) +
α f̃P,Q(ξi)

sinh(ξi−pk−η)

]

detN

[
1

sinh(ξi−pk)

] , (4.4)

10



in which we have set α = ǫǫ′κ′/κ and

f̃P,Q(u) =
P (u − η + iπ)

P (u + iπ)

Q(u)

Q(u − η)
. (4.5)

If moreover P and Q are such that the following condition is satisfied:

(PQ)(ξn − η)

(PQ)(ξn)
=

(PQ)(ξn − η + iπ)

(PQ)(ξn + iπ)
, ∀ n ∈ {1, . . . , N}, (4.6)

then (4.4) can be rewritten as

S(PQ, α) =
detN

[
S(α)(q | p)

]

det1≤j,k≤N

[
coth(

pk−qj−η
2 )

] ,

=

∏N
i,j=1 sinh(

pi−qj−η
2 ) detN

[
S(α)(q | p)

]

cosh
(∑

ℓ
(pℓ−qℓ)−Nη

2

) ∏
i<j

[
sin(

pi−pj

2 ) sinh(
qj−qi

2 )
] , (4.7)

in which we have defined, for any parameter α,
[
S(α)(q | p)

]
j,k

≡ S
(α)
Q,P (qj , pk)

= coth

(
pk − qj − η

2

)
+ α aQ(pk) coth

(
pk − qj

2

)

− 2α
d(pk)

a(qj)

Q(qj + η) P (qj + iπ)

Q(pk − η) P (pk + iπ)

1

sinh(pk − qj)
, (4.8)

with aQ defined as in (3.25).

The proof of this result is given in Section 5.

Remark 3. The condition (4.6) is obviously satisfied if, for all n ∈ {1, . . . , N},

P (ξn − η)

P (ξn)
= −

P (ξn − η + iπ)

P (ξn + iπ)
,

Q(ξn − η)

Q(ξn)
= −

Q(ξn − η + iπ)

Q(ξn + iπ)
. (4.9)

Therefore, it is obviously satisfied in the case of transfer matrix eigenstates due to (3.32) (or due to

the property 2 of Theorem 3.1 for the functions τP (λ) and τQ(λ) built from P and Q as in (3.15)

or (3.17)). Hence, the class of states built from trigonometric polynomials of the form (4.2)-(4.3)

satisfying (4.9) contains in particular the class of all transfer matrix eigenstates.

As already mentioned, (4.4) is a generalization, in its form, of the formula obtained in [99]

for the partition function of the six-vertex model with domain-wall boundary conditions. A crucial

difference is however the presence of the non-trivial function f̃P,Q (4.5). In its turn, the determinant

in (4.7), with rows and columns labelled by the roots of Q and P , is reminiscent in its form from

its analog in the periodic case obtained by Bethe Ansatz [11], but its matrix elements (4.8) are less

symmetric as those of [11]: they seem to contain only parts of the terms that one could expect from

a direct generalization of the determinant of [11]. In fact, (4.7) appears closer to the "square root"

of some analog of the determinant of [11]. More precisely, one can show the following property:

Proposition 4.2. The scalar products (4.1) of two separate states (3.30) and (3.31) built from P
and Q of the form (4.2)-(4.3) satisfying (4.9) verify the following property for any parameters α
and β:

S(PQ, α) S(PQ, β) = (−1)N e
∑

i
(ξi−pi)

2N(N−1)

N∏

i=1

Q(ξi)

Q(ξi − η)

detN

[
S̄(α,β)(q | p)

]

det1≤i,k≤N

[
1

sinh(
pk−qi−η

2
)

] (4.10)
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with

[
S̄(α,β)(q | p)

]
j,k

= S̄
(α,β)
P,Q (qj , pk)

=

[
α e− η

2

sinh(
pk−qj−η

2 )
−

1

sinh(
pk−qj

2 )

]
+ βe− η

2 aQ(pk)

[
α e− η

2

sinh(
pk−qj

2 )
−

1

sinh(
pk−qj+η

2 )

]

+ 2
d(pk)

d(qj)

Q(qj − η)P (qj + iπ)

Q(pk − η)P (pk + iπ)

(
1 − αβ e−η aQ(qj)

) e
pk−qj

2

sinh(pk − qj)
. (4.11)

In particular, when αβ e−η = 1 and when the roots of Q satisfy in addition the system of Bethe

equations (3.23), the last line of (4.11) cancels, and (4.11) appears as quite similar, in its form, of

the determinant of [11].

As an alternative to the representation (4.7)-(4.8), we would also like to present some formu-

las which directly involve the transfer matrix eigenvalues themselves in the case of two twisted

eigenstates (not necesserally with the same twist).

Proposition 4.3. For two arbitrary parameters κ, κ′ ∈ C
∗ and for ǫ, ǫ′ ∈ {+, −}, let n〈 P, κ, ǫ |

be an eigenstate of the K-twisted transfer matrix TK(λ) (2.9) with K = diag(κ, κ−1) · σx, with

eigenvalue ǫτP (λ), and let | Q, κ′, ǫ′ 〉n be an eigenstate of the K ′-twisted transfer matrix T ′
K(λ)

with K = diag(κ′, κ′−1) · σx, with eigenvalue ǫ′τQ(λ). Then the overlap (4.1) between these two

eigenstates can be expressed as:

S(PQ, ǫǫ′κ′/κ) =
detN

[
τQ(ξi)

sinh(ξi−pk) − κ′

κ
τP (ξi)

sinh(ξi−pk−η)

]

detN

[
τQ(ξi)

sinh(ξi−pk)

] , (4.12)

where p1, . . . , pN are the roots of P (4.2). It can be rewritten as

S(PQ, ǫǫ′κ′/κ) =

∏N
i,j=1

[
sinh(zi − ξj) sinh(ξj − pi)

]
detN

[
S

(κ′/κ)
τQ,τP (z | p)

]

e
∑

ℓ
ξℓ
∏N

j=1 τQ(ξj)
∏

i<j

[
sinh(zj − zi) sinh(pi − pj)

] , (4.13)

in which z1, . . . , zN are arbitrary parameters, and

[
S(α)

τQ,τP
(z | p)

]
i,k

= S
(α)
τQ,τP

(zi, pk)

=
τ̂Q(zi) − τ̂Q(pk)

sinh(zi − pk)
− α

τ̂P (zi) − τ̂P (pk + η)

sinh(zi − pk − η)
. (4.14)

Here we have used the shortcut notations:

τ̂P (λ) = eλ τP (λ)

d(λ)
, τ̂Q(λ) = eλ τQ(λ)

d(λ)
. (4.15)

Remark 4. One can of course make particular choices for the parameters z1, . . . , zN . One can for

instance take them as the roots q1, . . . , qN of Q, or alternatively as the roots p1, . . . , pN of P .

This type of representations, directly written in terms of the transfer matrix eigenvalues, may

be quite general in the SoV framework, in that it barely relies on the analytical form of the P
and Q functions and of the Bethe equations. Indeed, it uses essentially the TQ-equation at the

inhomogeneity parameters,

ǫ
P (ξi − η)

P (ξi)
= −

τP (ξi)

a(ξi)
, ǫ′ Q(ξi − η)

Q(ξi)
= −

τQ(ξi)

a(ξi)
, i = 1, . . . , N, (4.16)
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and the properties of the P function at these points, together with the analytical properties of the

transfer matrix eigenvalues τP and τQ, which are issued from the Yang-Baxter algebra, as for the

measures (3.13): here τP and τQ are entire iπ-quasi-periodic functions as stated in Theorem 3.1.

Note also that the representation (4.12) may be interesting in itself, and that a direct consider-

ation of the homogeneous limit in (4.12) by means of L’Hospital’s rule is a possible option at this

stage, in that it would lead to an expression involving derivatives of the transfer matrix eigenvalues.

Finally, let us make some brief comments about the case P = Q. The quantity S(Q2, α) can of

course be obtained from taking the appropriate limit in the above results. It can also be noticed that,

in this case, the function f̃Q,Q (4.5) is the constant function equal to −1 if Q satisfies (4.9). Hence

(4.4) reduces to a usual (α-twisted) Izergin determinant:

S(Q2, α) =
detN

[
1

sinh(ξi−qk) − α
sinh(ξi−qk−η)

]

detN

[
1

sinh(ξi−qk)

] . (4.17)

For this particular case, the same type of transformations as in [89,97,98] can be applied, leading to

some kind "Slavnov type" determinant. However, the rows of this resulting determinant are labelled

by only half (or a subset) of the roots of Q, whereas the columns are labelled by the other half (or

the complementary subset). Moreover, such a determinant is in that case not expressed in terms of

the quantity aQ involved in the Bethe equations, contrary to (4.8). Nevertheless, it should be noticed

that (4.17) also allows for alternative types of compact determinant representations. For instance,

on can easily transform (4.17) as

S(Q2, α) = det
1≤j,k≤N

[
δj,k −

d(qk)

a(qk)

∏N
ℓ=1 sinh(qk − qℓ + η)∏

ℓ 6=k sinh(qk − qℓ)

α

sinh(qk − qj + η)

]
. (4.18)

4.2 Form factors of local spin operators

We now consider the form factors of local spin operators, i.e. the matrix elements of the spin

operators acting on a given site n of the chain between two eigenstates of the transfer matrix. We

therefore consider matrix elements of the form

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σα
n | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n, α ∈ {+, −, z}, κ ∈ C \ {0}, ǫ, ǫ′ ∈ {+, −}, (4.19)

where n〈 P, κ, ǫ | and | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n are eigenstates of the K-twisted transfer matrix (3.1) with respec-

tive eigenvalues ǫτP and ǫ′τQ. Due to the equality | Q, κ, + 〉n = | Q̂, κ, − 〉n, we can without loss

of generality restrict our study to the case ǫ′ = ǫ.

Proposition 4.4. The form factor of the local operator σz
n in two eigenstates n〈 P, κ, ǫ | and | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n

of the K-twisted transfer matrix (3.1) with respective eigenvalues ǫτP and ǫτQ is given by the fol-

lowing ratio of determinants:

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σz
n | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n = −

n∏

k=1

τP (ξk)

τQ(ξk)

detN

[
S(q | p) − P(z)(q | p, ξn)

]

det1≤j,k≤N

[
coth(

pk−qj−η
2 )

] , (4.20)

in which S(q | p) ≡ S(1)(q | p) is the matrix of the scalar product with elements S
(1)
Q,P (qj , pk) (4.8)

with α = 1, and P(z)(q | p, ξn) is a matrix of rank 1 with elements

[
P(z)(q | p, ξn)

]
j,k

=
P (pk − η)

Q(pk − η)

[
Q(ξn − η)

P (ξn − η)
coth

(
ξn − qj − η

2

)

+
Q(ξn − η + iπ)

P (ξn − η + iπ)
coth

(
ξn + iπ − qj − η

2

)]
, (4.21)
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for 1 ≤ j, k ≤ N . Alternatively, (4.20) can also be represented as

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σz
n | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n = −

∏N
i,j=1

[
sinh(zi − ξj) sinh(ξj − pi)

]

e
∑

ℓ
ξℓ
∏N

j=1 τQ(ξj)
∏

i<j

[
sinh(zj − zi) sinh(pi − pj)

]

×
n∏

k=1

τP (ξk)

τQ(ξk)
det
N

[
SτQ,τP

(z | p) + P(z)
τQ

(z | p, ξn)
]

, (4.22)

where SτQ,τP
(z | p) ≡ S

(1)
τQ,τP (z | p) is the matrix (4.14) and P

(z)
τQ (z | p, ξn) is a matrix of rank 1

with elements

[
P(z)

τQ
(z | p, ξn)

]
i,ℓ

=
eξn τQ(ξn)

d(pℓ) sinh(zi − ξn)

P (pℓ − η)

P (ξn − η)

P (pℓ + iπ)

P (ξn + iπ)
. (4.23)

Proposition 4.5. The form factors of the local operators σ+
n and σ−

n in two eigenstates n〈 P, κ, ǫ |
and | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n of the K-twisted transfer matrix (3.1) with respective eigenvalues ǫτP and ǫτQ co-

incide, and are given by :

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σ−
n | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n = n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σ+

n | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n

= ǫκe
−
∑

j
(pj−ξj)

∏n−1
k=1 τP (ξk)∏n
k=1 τQ(ξk)

×
detN

[
S(e−η)(q | p) − P(−)(q | p, ξn)

]
− detN

[
S(e−η)(q | p)

]

det1≤j,k≤N

[
coth(

pk−qj−η
2 )

] , (4.24)

in which S(e−η)(q | p) is the matrix of the scalar product (4.8), and P(−)(q | p, ξn) is a matrix of

rank 1 with elements

[
P(−)(q | p, ξn)

]
j,k

=
e−ξn+pk a(ξn) d(pk)

(−2i)N Q(pk − η) P (pk + iπ)

[
Q(ξn − η)

P (ξn)
coth

(
ξn − qj − η

2

)

−
Q(ξn − η + iπ)

P (ξn + iπ)
coth

(
ξn − qj − η + iπ

2

)]
, (4.25)

for 1 ≤ j, k ≤ N . Alternatively, (4.24) can also be represented as

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σ±
n | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n = ǫκ

e
−
∑

j
pj
∏N

i,j=1

[
sinh(zi − ξj) sinh(ξj − pi)

]
∏N

j=1 τQ(ξj)
∏

i<j

[
sinh(zj − zi) sinh(pi − pj)

]

×

∏n−1
k=1 τP (ξk)∏n
k=1 τQ(ξk)

(
det
N

[
S(e−η)

τQ,τP
(z | p) + P(−)

τQ
(z | p, ξn)

]
− det

N

[
S(e−η)

τQ,τP
(z | p)

])
, (4.26)

where S
(e−η)
τQ,τP (z | p) is the matrix (4.14) and P

(−)
τQ (z | p, ξn) is a matrix of rank 1 with elements

[
P(−)

τQ
(z | p, ξn)

]
i,k

=
epk a(ξn) τQ(ξn)

∏N
ℓ=1 sinh(ξn − pℓ) sinh(zi − ξn)

. (4.27)

The computations leading to these results are detailed in Section 6.
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5 Computation of the scalar products

In this section, we detail the computations leading to the representations presented in Section 4.1.

For convenience, we introduce similar notations as in [89]: for any set of complex numbers

{x} ≡ {x1, . . . , xM }, and a function f , we define

A{x}[f ] =
det1≤i,j≤M

[
e(2j−M−1)xi

2j−1 − f(xi)
e(2j−M−1)(xi−η)

2j−1

]

V (x1 . . . , xM )
, (5.1)

so that the scalar product (4.1) can be rewritten as

S(PQ, α) = A{ξ1,...,ξN }[−α fP Q] , (5.2)

where

fP Q(u) =
(PQ)(u)

(PQ)(u − η)
. (5.3)

5.1 Proof of Proposition 4.1

The expression (5.2) can be easily transformed, similarly as in the XXX case, into some generalized

version of the so-called Izergin determinant [99] by means of the following identity. This can be

considered as the direct analog of Identity 1 of [89], and can be proven similarly, the main difference

being that here we do not a priori obtain an expression which is symmetric in the two considered

sets of variables:

Identity 1. For any two sets of arbitrary complex numbers {x} ≡ {x1, . . . , xL} and {z} =
{z1, . . . , zL} and any function f , we have

A{x}[f ] = I{x},{z}

[
f · E{z}

]
(5.4)

where

E{z}(u) =
L∏

ℓ=1

sinh(u − zℓ − η)

sinh(u − zℓ)
, (5.5)

and

I{x},{z}[f ] =

∏L
i,ℓ=1 sinh(xi − zℓ)∏

i<j sinh(xj − xi) sinh(zi − zj)
det

L

[
1

sinh(xi − zk)
−

f(xi)

sinh(xi − zk − η)

]

=
detL

[
1

sinh(xi−zk) − f(xi)
sinh(xi−zk−η)

]

detL

[
1

sinh(xi−zk)

] . (5.6)

Proof. We multiply and divide A{x}[f ] with the determinant of the L×L matrix C{z} with elements(
C{z}

)
j,k

, 1 ≤ j, k ≤ L, defined as

L∏

ℓ=1
ℓ 6=k

sinh(λ − zℓ) = e−(L−1)λ
L∑

j=1

(
C{z}

)
j,k

(
e2λ

2

)j−1

=
L∑

j=1

(
C{z}

)
j,k

e(2j−L−1)λ

2j−1
, (5.7)

and with determinant: detL C{z} = V (zL, . . . , z1) =
∏

j<k sinh(zj − zk). �
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Applying Identity 1 to (5.2) with {z1, . . . , zL} coinciding with the set {p1, . . . , pN } of roots of

P , we therefore obtain the expression (4.4):

S(PQ, α) = I{ξ1,...,ξN },{p1,...,pN }

[
−α f̃P,Q

]
=

detN M(α)

detN M(0)
, (5.8)

in terms of the function f̃P,Q (4.5), where we have set

M
(β)
i,k = M(β)(ξi, pk) =

1

sinh(ξi − pk)
+

β f̃P,Q(ξi)

sinh(ξi − pk − η)
, 1 ≤ i, k ≤ N, (5.9)

for β = α or β = 0. The difficulty at this stage is that, contrary to what happens in [89] in the

XXX case, we do not obtain a symmetric expression in the two sets of variables, and this even

if we micmic the computation of [89] (i.e. if we extend the expression (5.1) to a wider set of

variables {ξ1, . . . , ξ2N } — see Identity 4 — and use Indentity 1 with {z} ≡ {p} ∪ {q}). This is

due to the fact that the functions P and Q have a different periodicity from the functions involved

in the construction of the model. Hence, the set of algebraic transformations used in [89] cannot be

applied here. We therefore propose an alternative way of transforming the determinant: the idea is

here to multiply both determinants in the numerator and denominator of (5.6) by the determinant of

an adequately chosen matrix X .

A key remark in the choice of this matrix X is the fact that, although the functions fP Q (5.3)

and f̃P,Q (4.5) are not iπ-periodic, they become so when evaluated at the inhomogeneity parameters

ξ1, . . . , ξN due to (4.6)5.

By choosing X as in (5.13) below, one obtains the following identity, which directly lead to

(4.7):

Identity 2. Let {ξ1, . . . , ξN } be a set of arbitrary parameters and let P and Q be trigonometric

polynomials of the form (4.2)-(4.3), satisfying moreover the condition (4.6). Let {p1, . . . , pN } and

{q1, . . . , qN} denote their respective sets of roots, and let f̃P,Q be the function defined in terms of

P and Q as (4.5). Then, for any arbitrary parameter α,

I{ξ1,...,ξN },{p1,...,pN}

[
− α f̃P,Q

]
=

det1≤i,k≤N

[
S

(α)
Q,P (qj, pk)

]

det1≤j,k≤N

[
coth(

pk−qj−η
2 )

] , (5.12)

where S
(α)
Q,P is defined as in (4.8).

5In a previous attempt (see arXiv:2011.06109v1), we tried to extend the expression (5.1) to a wider set of variables

{ξ1, . . . , ξ2N } using Identity 4 before transforming it into a generalized Izergin determinant using Identity 1. We obtained

aa expression proportional to

lim
ξN+1...ξ2N →+∞

I{ξ1,...,ξ2N },{q}∪{p}[βf̄P Q], f̄P Q(u) =
(P Q)(u − η + iπ)

(P Q)(u + iπ)
, (5.10)

where β is a numerical coefficient. The problem with this approach is that we do not have the effective iπ-periodicity of

the function f̄P Q at ξN+1, . . . , ξ2N , the latter being true only at the limit, i.e.

f̄P Q(ξ + iπ) = f̄P Q(ξ) + O(e−ξ) when ξ → ∞. (5.11)

It happens that the corrections to (5.11), although exponentially small, do contribute to order 1 to formula (5.19) of

arXiv:2011.06109v1 which is therefore not correct. Since taking into account these corrections lead to significantly more

complicated formulas, we find it more convenient to use directly (5.8).
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Proof. Let us multiply both matrices in (5.8) by the same N × N matrix X of elements:

Xa,b ≡ X (qa, ξb)

=
1

∏N
ℓ=1
ℓ 6=b

sinh(ξb − ξℓ)

[
Q(ξb − η) P (ξb + iπ) coth

(
ξb − qa − η

2

)

−Q(ξb − η + iπ) P (ξb) coth

(
ξb − qa − η + iπ

2

)]
, (5.13)

for 1 ≤ a, b ≤ N . Then,

I{ξ1,...,ξN },{p1,...,pN}

[
− α f̃P,Q

]
=

detN [X M(α)]

detN [X M(0)]
, (5.14)

and we have to compute, for β = α, 0, the elements of the product of matrices

[
X M(β)]

j,k
=

N∑

b=1

Xj,b · M
(β)
b,k =

N∑

b=1

X (qj, ξb) · M(β)(ξb, pk)

=
N∑

b=1

[
Res

(
J

(β)
j,k ; ξb

)
+ Res

(
J

(β)
j,k ; ξb + iπ

)]
. (5.15)

Here, for each (j, k) ∈ {1, . . . , N}2, we have defined the function

J
(β)
j,k (λ) ≡ J (β)(λ | qj , pk)

=
coth

(
λ−qj−η

2

)

d(λ)

[
Q(λ − η) P (λ + iπ)

sinh(λ − pk)
+ β

Q(λ) P (λ − η + iπ)

sinh(λ − pk − η)

]
. (5.16)

In (6.23), we have in particular used the fact f̃P,Q(ξb + iπ) = f̃P,Q(ξb) for any b ∈ {1, . . . , N} due

to (4.6). For each (j, k) ∈ {1, . . . , N}2, or more generally for any value of qj and pk, the function

(5.16) satisfies the properties

J (β)(λ + 2πi | qj , pk) = J (β)(λ | qj , pk), (5.17)

J (β)(λ | qj , pk) = O(e−|ℜ(λ)|) when ℜ(λ) → ±∞, (5.18)

so that the integral of this function on a strip of width 2πi vanishes:

0 =

∮

2πi-strip

dz

2πi
J

(β)
j,k (z)

=
N∑

b=1

[
Res

(
J

(β)
j,k ; ξb

)
+ Res

(
J

(β)
j,k ; ξb + iπ

)]
+

∑

other poles zℓ

Res
(
J

(β)
j,k ; zℓ

)
, (5.19)

where the last sum runs over all the poles zℓ of J
(β)
j,k within the 2πi-strip which are distinct from

ξ1, . . . , ξN (modulo iπ). Hence,

[
X M(β)]

j,k
= −Res

(
J

(β)
j,k ; qj + η

)
− Res

(
J

(β)
j,k ; pk

)
− Res

(
J

(β)
j,k ; pk + η

)

= −2β
Q(qj + η) P (qj + iπ)

a(qj) sinh(qj − pk)
−

Q(pk − η) P (pk + iπ)

d(pk)
coth

(
pk − qj − η

2

)

− β
Q(pk + η) P (pk + iπ)

a(pk)
coth

(
pk − qj

2

)
, (5.20)

which leads to the result when factorizing −Q(pk−η) P (pk+iπ)
d(pk) out of each column k of the determi-

nants. �
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Identities 1 and 2 therefore lead to Proposition 4.1.

Remark 5. Along the same line, one can of course obtain different types of formulas for the scalar

product (4.7) by using a different matrix X . For instance, instead of (5.13), one can consider, for

arbitrary γ, the following slightly modified matrix Xγ :

[Xγ ]a,b ≡ Xγ(qa, ξb)

=
1

∏N
ℓ=1
ℓ 6=b

sinh(ξb − ξℓ)

[
Q(ξb − η) P (ξb + iπ) sγ(ξb − qa − η)

− Q(ξb − η + iπ) P (ξb) sγ(ξb − qa − η + iπ)
]
, (5.21)

where

sγ(u) =
sinh

(
u+γ

2

)

sinh
(u

2

)
sinh

(γ
2

) , (5.22)

and obtain the following generalization of (4.7):

S(PQ, α) =
detN

[
S

(α)
γ (q | p)

]

det1≤j,k≤N

[
sγ(pk − qj − η)

] , (5.23)

with

[
S(α)

γ (q | p)
]

j,k
= sγ(pk − qj − η) + α aQ(pk) sγ(pk − qj)

− 2α
d(pk)

a(qj)

Q(qj + η) P (qj + iπ)

Q(pk − η) P (pk + iπ)

1

sinh(pk − qj)
. (5.24)

5.2 Proof of Proposition 4.2

Let us now show Proposition 4.2. For this, we will compute some intermediate representations

for the generalized Izergin determinant I{ξ1,...,ξN },{p1,...,pN }[−α f̃P,Q] (5.8) in terms of functions of

double period.

Identity 3. Under the hypothesis of Identity 2, and supposing in addition that P and Q satisfy (4.9),

(5.8) can be rewritten as

S(PQ, α) =
e
∑

i

ξi−pi
2

2N

det1≤i,k≤N M
(α)
P,Q(ξi, pk)

det1≤i,k≤N

[
1

sinh(ξi−pk)

] , (5.25)

=
e
∑

i

ξi−pi
2

2N

N∏

i=1

Q(ξi)

P (ξi)

∏

i<j

sinh(
pj−pi

2 )

sinh(
qj−qi

2 )

det1≤i,k≤N M̂
(α)
P,Q(ξi, qk)

det1≤i,k≤N

[
1

sinh(ξi−pk)

] , (5.26)

with

M
(α)
P,Q(ξi, pk) =

1

sinh( ξi−pk

2 )
−

i

sinh( ξi−pk+iπ
2 )

+ α e− η

2

(
f̃P,Q(ξi)

sinh( ξi−pk−η
2 )

−
i f̃P,Q(ξi + iπ)

sinh( ξi−pk−η+iπ
2 )

)
, (5.27)
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and

M̂
(α)
P,Q(ξi, qk) =

1

sinh( ξi−qk

2 )
−

α e− η
2

sinh( ξi−qk−η
2 )

− i
P (ξi) Q(ξi + iπ)

P (ξi + iπ) Q(ξi)

(
1

sinh( ξi−qk+iπ
2 )

−
α e− η

2

sinh( ξi−qk−η+iπ
2 )

)

=
1

sinh( ξi−qk

2 )
−

α e− η
2

sinh( ξi−qk−η
2 )

+ i
P (ξi) Q(ξi + iπ − η)

P (ξi + iπ) Q(ξi − η)

(
1

sinh( ξi−qk+iπ
2 )

−
α e− η

2

sinh( ξi−qk−η+iπ
2 )

)
, (5.28)

Proof. One rewrites the expressions (5.8) and (5.9) by making explicit the fact that the expression

(5.9) is in fact iπ-quasi-periodic in ξi. Using for instance the identity

1

sinh u
=

e
u
2

2

(
1

sinh u
2

−
i

sinh u+iπ
2

)
, (5.29)

we can rewrite (5.9) as (5.25). Multiplying each row by P (ξi), we obtain

S(PQ, α) =
e
∑

i

ξi−pi
2

2N
∏N

i=1 P (ξi)

detN M̃(α)

detN M(0)
(5.30)

with

M̃
(α)
j,k = P (k)(ξi) − α e− η

2
Q(ξi)

Q(ξi − η)
P (k)(ξi − η)

− i
P (ξi)

P (ξi + iπ)

(
P (k)(ξi + iπ) − α e− η

2
Q(ξi + iπ)

Q(ξi + iπ − η)
P (k)(ξi + iπ − η)

)
, (5.31)

P (k)(u) =
P (u)

sinh(u−pk

2 )
, (5.32)

in which we have used (4.9) for P . Factorizing out the matrix C̃{p},{q} with elements defined as

P (k)(u) =
N∑

k=1

(
C̃{p},{q}

)
j,k

Q(j)(u), with Q(j)(u) =
Q(u)

sinh(
u−qj

2 )
, (5.33)

of determinant detN C̃{p},{q} =
∏

i<j
sinh(

pj −pi
2

)

sinh(
qj −qi

2
)
, and factorizing Q(ξi) out of each row, we obtain

(5.26), in which in the last equality of (5.28) we have used (4.9) for Q. �

Using the formulas (5.25) and (5.26), we can now compute S(PQ, α) S(PQ, β):

S(PQ, α) S(PQ, β) =
e
∑

i
(ξi−pi)

22N

N∏

i=1

Q(ξi)

P (ξi)

∏

i<j

sinh(
pj−pi

2 )

sinh(
qj−qi

2 )

×

∏
i6=j sinh(ξi − ξj)

∏N
i=1 P (ξi + iπ) Q(ξi − η)

detN M̄(α,β)

(detN M(0))2
, (5.34)
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with

[
M̄(α,β)

]
i,k

=
N∑

b=1

∏

ℓ 6=b

1

sinh(ξb − ξℓ)

[(
1

sinh( ξb−qi

2 )
−

α e− η
2

sinh( ξb−qi−η
2 )

)
P (ξb + iπ)Q(ξb − η)

+ i

(
1

sinh( ξb−qi+iπ
2 )

−
α e− η

2

sinh( ξb−qi−η+iπ
2 )

)
P (ξb)Q(ξb − η + iπ)

]

×

[
1

sinh( ξb−pk

2 )
+

β e− η

2 f̃P,Q(ξb)

sinh( ξb−pk−η
2 )

− i

(
1

sinh( ξb−pk+iπ
2 )

+
β e− η

2 f̃P,Q(ξb + iπ)

sinh( ξb−pk−η+iπ
2 )

)]

=
N∑

b=1

[
Res

(
J̄

(α,β)
j,k ; ξb

)
+ Res

(
J̄

(α,β)
j,k ; ξb + iπ

)]
. (5.35)

Here we have defined

J̄
(α,β)
j,k (λ) ≡ J̄ (α,β)(λ | qj , pk)

=
1

d(λ)

[
1

sinh(
λ−qj

2 )
−

α e− η

2

sinh(
λ−qj−η

2 )

]

×

[
P (λ + iπ)Q(λ − η)

(
1

sinh(λ−pk

2 )
−

i

sinh(λ−pk+iπ
2 )

)

+β e− η
2 Q(λ)P (λ − η + iπ)

(
1

sinh(λ−pk−η
2 )

−
i

sinh(λ−pk−η+iπ
2 )

)]
. (5.36)

The function (5.36) satisfies the same properties (5.17)-(5.18) as (5.16), so that we can also write:
[
M̄(α,β)

]
i,k

= −Res
(
J̄

(α,β)
j,k ; qj

)
− Res

(
J̄

(α,β)
j,k ; qj + η

)

− Res
(
J̄

(α,β)
j,k ; pk

)
− Res

(
J̄

(α,β)
j,k ; pk + η

)

= −2
P (qj + iπ)Q(qj − η)

d(qj)

(
1

sinh(
qj−pk

2 )
−

i

sinh(
qj−pk+iπ

2 )

)

+ 2αβ e−η Q(qj + η)P (qj + iπ)

a(qj)

(
1

sinh(
qj−pk

2 )
−

i

sinh(
qj−pk+iπ

2 )

)

− 2
P (pk + iπ)Q(pk − η)

d(pk)

[
1

sinh(
pk−qj

2 )
−

α e− η
2

sinh(
pk−qj−η

2 )

]

− 2β e− η
2

Q(pk + η)P (pk + iπ)

a(pk)

[
1

sinh(
pk−qj+η

2 )
−

α e− η
2

sinh(
pk−qj

2 )

]
. (5.37)

Hence we obtain

S(PQ, α) S(PQ, β) =
e
∑

i
(ξi−pi)

22N

∏
i6=j sinh(ξi − ξj)

∏N
i=1 P (ξi) P (ξi + iπ)

N∏

i=1

Q(ξi)

Q(ξi − η)

× 2N
N∏

k=1

P (pk + iπ)Q(pk − η)

d(pk)

∏

i<j

sinh(
pj−pi

2 )

sinh(
qj−qi

2 )

×

∏N
i,k=1 sinh2(ξi − pk)

∏
i6=j sinh(ξi − ξj) sinh(pj − pi)

det
1≤i,k≤N

S̄
(α,β)
P,Q (qj, pk), (5.38)

with S̄
(α,β)
P,Q (qj, pk) given by (4.11). Simplifying the prefactor, we obtain (4.10).
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5.3 Proof of Proposition 4.3

The expression (4.12) follows directly from (4.4) and from the fact that

f̃P,Q(ξi) = −
ǫτP (ξi)

ǫ′τQ(ξi)
, i = 1, . . . , N. (5.39)

Note that all the functions involved in the expression (4.12) are now explicitly iπ-quasi-periodic.

The expression (4.13) can then be obtained by multiplying the matrix in the numerator of (4.12),

with elements,

[
M(β)

τ

]
i,k

= M(β)
τ (ξi, pk) =

τQ(ξi)

sinh(ξi − pk)
−

β τP (ξi)

sinh(ξi − pk − η)
, 1 ≤ i, k ≤ N, (5.40)

with β = κ′

κ , by the matrix Xτ ≡ Xτ (z | ξ) of elements

[Xτ (z | ξ)]i,j =
1∏

ℓ 6=j sinh(ξj − ξℓ)

eξj

sinh(zi − ξj)
, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N, (5.41)

and with determinant

det
N

[Xτ ] =
e
∑

ℓ
ξℓ

∏N
i,j=1 sinh(zi − ξj)

∏

i<j

sinh(zj − zi)

sinh(ξj − ξi)
. (5.42)

The product Xτ M
(β)
τ can be computed as previously:

[
Xτ M(β)

τ

]
i,k

=
N∑

b=1

1∏
ℓ 6=b

sinh(ξb − ξℓ)

eξb

sinh(zi − ξb)

[
τQ(ξb)

sinh(ξb − pk)
−

β τP (ξb)

sinh(ξb − pk − η)

]

=
N∑

b=1

Res
(
J

(τ,β)
i,k ; ξb

)
, (5.43)

with

J
(τ,β)
j,k (λ) ≡ J (β)

τ (λ | zj , pk)

= −
eλ

d(λ) sinh(λ − zj)

[
τQ(λ)

sinh(λ − pk)
−

β τP (λ)

sinh(λ − pk − η)

]
. (5.44)

For each (j, k) ∈ {1, . . . , N}2, or more generally for any value of zj and pk, the function (5.44)

satisfies the properties

J (β)
τ (λ + iπ | zj , pk) = J (β)

τ (λ | zj , pk), (5.45)

J (β)
τ (λ | zj , pk) = O(e−2|ℜ(λ)|) when ℜ(λ) → ±∞, (5.46)

so that the integral of this function on a strip of width iπ vanishes, and

[
Xτ M(β)

τ

]
i,k

= −Res
(
J

(τ,β)
i,k ; zj

)
− Res

(
J

(τ,β)
i,k ; pk

)
− Res

(
J

(τ,β)
i,k ; pk + η

)
(5.47)

which leads to (4.13)-(4.14). Here we have used the fact that the transfer matrix eigenvalues τP (λ)
and τQ(λ) are entire functions of λ, that they satisfy the quasi-periodicity given by item 2 of Theo-

rem 3.1, and that they behave as O(e(N−1)|ℜ(λ)|) when ℜ(λ) → ±∞.

Remark 6. The function eλ in (5.44) (or equivalently the factor eξj is (5.41)) is chosen so as to

compensate the difference of iπ-periodicity between the eigenvalues functions τP (λ) and τQ(λ)
and the function d(λ) in the denominator of (5.44). One can of course choose any other entire

function such that (5.45)-(5.46) remain valid, the result (4.13)-(4.14) being modified accordingly.
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5.4 Proof of (4.18)

The representation (4.18) cab be obtained from (4.17) along the same lines as above, by multiplying

both determinants in (4.17) by the determinant of the same matrix X̃ of elements

X̃a,b =

∏N
ℓ=1 sinh(ξb − qℓ)∏
ℓ 6=b sinh(ξb − ξℓ)

1

sinh(ξb − qa)
, 1 ≤ a, b ≤ N. (5.48)

6 Computation of the form factors

As usual, we use the solution of the quantum inverse problem [7, 12, 13] to re-express the local

spin operators in terms of the elements of the monodromy matrix dressed by a product of transfer

matrices (3.1).

Let Ei,j
n , i, j ∈ {1, 2}, be an elementary matrix acting on Vn, with elements (Ei,j

n )k,ℓ = δi,kδj,ℓ.

Similarly as what happens in the periodic case [7, 12, 13], we can show that (see [71, 78, 100])

Eij
n =

n−1∏

k=1

TK(ξk) · [TK(ξn)]ji ·
n∏

k=1

[TK(ξk)]−1, (6.1)

or alternatively that

Eij
n =

n∏

k=1

TK(ξk) · [TK(ξn)−1]ji ·
n−1∏

k=1

[TK(ξk)]−1 (6.2)

= −(−1)i+j
n∏

k=1

TK(ξk) ·
TK(ξn − η)3−i,3−j

a(ξn) d(ξn − η)
·

n−1∏

k=1

[TK(ξk)]−1. (6.3)

Here we have defined, for K being of the form (2.12),

TK(λ) = K T (λ) =

(
κ C(λ) κ D(λ)

κ−1A(λ) κ−1B(λ)

)
. (6.4)

Hence

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σ−
n | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n = κ

∏n−1
k=1 ǫτP (ξk)∏n
k=1 ǫ′τQ(ξk)

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | D(ξn) | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n (6.5)

= κ−1

∏n
k=1 ǫτP (ξk)

∏n−1
k=1 ǫ′τQ(ξk)

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | A(ξn − η) | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n

a(ξn) d(ξn − η)
, (6.6)

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σ+
n | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n = κ−1

∏n−1
k=1 ǫτP (ξk)∏n
k=1 ǫ′τQ(ξk)

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | A(ξn) | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n, (6.7)

= κ

∏n
k=1 ǫτP (ξk)

∏n−1
k=1 ǫ′τQ(ξk)

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | D(ξn − η) | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n

a(ξn) d(ξn − η)
, (6.8)

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σz
n | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n =

∏n−1
k=1 ǫτP (ξk)∏n
k=1 ǫ′τQ(ξk)

n〈 P, κ, ǫ |
[
κ C(ξn) − κ−1B(ξn)

]
| Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n,

= n〈 P, κ, ǫ | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n

− 2κ−1

∏n−1
k=1 ǫτP (ξk)∏n
k=1 ǫ′τQ(ξk)

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | B(ξn) | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n. (6.9)
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In (6.9), we have in particular used the fact that the scalar product n〈 P, κ, ǫ | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n vanishes if

ǫτP 6= ǫ′τQ so as to simplify the first prefactor.

We can now use the action (3.3)-(3.8) of the matrix elements on the SoV state to compute their

action on the separate states.

6.1 The σ
z
n form factor

We use the representation (6.9).

Let µ be an arbitrary parameter. Using (3.5), we can compute the action of B(µ) on the state

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | (3.30) as

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | B(µ) = −ǫκ
N∑

ℓ=1

a(ξℓ)
P (ξℓ − η)

P (ξℓ)

∑

h

δhℓ,0

N∏

n=1

(
ǫ

κ

P (ξn)

P (ξn − η)

)1−hn

×
∏

b6=ℓ

sinh
(
µ − ξ

(hb)
b

)

sinh
(
ξ

(hℓ)
ℓ − ξ

(hb)
b

) V (ξ
(h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(hN )
N ) 〈 h |, (6.10)

that we can rewrite as a contour integral as in [100] as

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | B(µ) = −ǫκ

∮

Γξ

dz

4πi

a(z)

sinh(µ − z)

P (z − η)

P (z)

∑

h

N∏

b=1

sinh(µ − ξ
(hb)
b )

sinh(z − ξ
(hb)
b )

×
N∏

n=1

(
ǫ

κ

P (ξn)

P (ξn − η)

)1−hn

V (ξ
(h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(hN )
N ) 〈 h |, (6.11)

where the contour Γξ in (6.11) surrounds counterclockwise the points ξ1, . . . , ξN , ξ1 +iπ, . . . , ξN +
iπ, and no other poles of the integrand. Here we have used the condition (4.9) for the function P .

Since the integrand in (6.11) is a periodic function of z of period 2πi, which behaves as O(e−|ℜ(z)|)
when ℜ(z) → ±∞, the integral of this function around a strip of width 2πi vanishes. One can

therefore evaluate the integral (6.11) by considering the residues at the poles outside of Γξ modulo

2πi. Hence we can rewrite (6.11) as

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | B(µ) = −ǫκ

∮

Γp,µ

dz

4πi

a(z)

sinh(z − µ)

P (z − η)

P (z)

∑

h

N∏

b=1

sinh(µ − ξ
(hb)
b )

sinh(z − ξ
(hb)
b )

×
N∏

n=1

(
ǫ

κ

P (ξn)

P (ξn − η)

)1−hn

V (ξ
(h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(hN )
N ) 〈 h |, (6.12)

where the contour Γp,µ surrounds counterclockwise the points p1, . . . , pN , µ, µ + iπ, and no other

poles of the integrand.

The corresponding matrix element can therefore be written as

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | B(µ) | Q, κ′, ǫ′ 〉n = −ǫκ

∮

Γp,µ

dz

4πi

a(z)

sinh(z − µ)

P (z − η)

P (z)

×
∑

h

N∏

n=1

{(
ǫǫ′ κ′

κ

(PQ)(ξn)

(PQ)(ξn − η)

)1−hn sinh(µ − ξ
(hn)
n )

sinh(z − ξ
(hn)
n )

}
V (ξ

(1−h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(1−hN )
N )

V (ξ1, . . . , ξN )
,

(6.13)
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and, using the notation (5.1), as

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | B(µ) | Q, κ′, ǫ′ 〉n = −ǫκ

∮

Γp,µ

dz

4πi

a(z)

sinh(z − µ)

P (z − η)

P (z)

×
N∏

n=1

sinh(µ − ξn + η)

sinh(z − ξn + η)
A{ξ1,...,ξN } [−α fP Q,µ,z] , (6.14)

where we have set α = ǫǫ′ κ′

κ and where the function fP Q,µ,z is defined as

fP Q,µ,z(λ) =
(PQ)(λ)

(PQ)(λ − η)

sinh(λ − µ) sinh(λ − η − z)

sinh(λ − η − µ) sinh(λ − z)
. (6.15)

Let us recall that (6.14) is in fact a shortcut notation for the sum over the corresponding residues.

Writing explicitly this sum, we obtain:

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | B(µ) | Q, κ′, ǫ′ 〉n = −ǫκ

{
a(µ)

2

[
P (µ − η)

P (µ)
−

P (µ − η + iπ)

P (µ + iπ)

]
A{ξ1,...,ξN } [−α fP Q]

+
N∑

ℓ=1

a(µ)

sinh(pℓ − µ)

P (pℓ − η)
∏

n 6=ℓ sinh(pℓ−pn

2 )
A{ξ1,...,ξN }

[
−α f

(ℓ)
P,Q,µ

]}
, (6.16)

where fP Q denotes the function (5.3) and

f
(ℓ)
P,Q,µ(λ) =

(PQ)(λ)

(PQ)(λ − η)

sinh(λ − µ) sinh(λ − η − pℓ)

sinh(λ − η − µ) sinh(λ − pℓ)
. (6.17)

As previously, we can write

A{ξ1,...,ξN } [−α fP Q] = I{ξ1,...,ξN },{p1,...,pN}

[
−α f̃P,Q

]

=
detN

[
S(α)(q | p)

]

det1≤j,k≤N

[
coth(

pk−qj−η
2 )

]

=

∏N
i,j=1

[
sinh(zi − ξj) sinh(ξj − pi)

]
detN

[
S

(κ′/κ)
τQ,τP (z | p)

]

e
∑

ℓ
ξℓ
∏N

j=1 τQ(ξj)
∏

i<j

[
sinh(zj − zi) sinh(pi − pj)

] , (6.18)

in terms of the function f̃P,Q (4.5), of the matrix of the scalar product (4.8) or of the matrix (4.14).

We can also transform the determinant in the second line of (6.16) similarly. Using Identity 1, we

can rewrite the determinant as:

A{ξ1,...,ξN }

[
−α f

(ℓ)
P,Q,µ

]
= I

{ξ1,...,ξN },{p
(ℓ)
1 ,...,p

(ℓ)
N

}

[
−α f̃P,Q

]
,

=
N∏

i=1

sinh(ξi − µ)

sinh(ξi − pℓ)

∏

i6=ℓ

sinh(pi − pℓ)

sinh(pi − µ)

detN M(α;ℓ)

detN M(0)
, (6.19)

in terms of the function f̃P,Q (4.5), and where we have set

p
(ℓ)
j =

{
µ if j = ℓ,

pj othewise.
(6.20)
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and

M
(α;ℓ)
i,k = M(α)(ξi, p

(ℓ)
k ), M

(0)
i,k = M(0)(ξi, pk), (6.21)

where M(β) is given by (5.9).

We can now proceed as in the proof of Proposition 4.1 to transform (6.19). Multiplying the

numerator and the denominator in (6.19) by the determinant of the same matrix X (5.13) as for the

scalar product, we obtain

A{ξ1,...,ξN }

[
−α f

(ℓ)
P,Q,µ

]
=

N∏

i=1

sinh(ξi − µ)

sinh(ξi − pℓ)

∏

i6=ℓ

sinh(pi − pℓ)

sinh(pi − µ)

detN

[
X M(α;ℓ)

]

detN
[
X M(0)

] . (6.22)

The matrix elements of X M(0) are given by (5.20) for β = 0. The matrix elements
[
X M(α;ℓ)

]
j,k

for k 6= ℓ are given by (5.20) for β = α. The matrix elements
[
X M(α;ℓ)

]
j,ℓ

, 1 ≤ j ≤ N , are given

by

[
X M(α;ℓ)]

j,ℓ
=

N∑

b=1

Xj,b · M
(α;ℓ)
b,ℓ =

N∑

b=1

X (qj, ξb) · M(α)(ξb, µ)

=
N∑

b=1

[
Res

(
J

(α;ℓ)
j,ℓ ; ξb

)
+ Res

(
J

(α;ℓ)
j,ℓ ; ξb + iπ

)]
,

= −Res
(
J

(α;ℓ)
j,ℓ ; qj + η

)
− Res

(
J

(α;ℓ)
j,ℓ ; µ

)
− Res

(
J

(α;ℓ)
j,ℓ ; µ + iπ

)

− Res
(
J

(α;ℓ)
j,ℓ ; µ + η

)
− Res

(
J

(α;ℓ)
j,ℓ ; µ + η + iπ

)
, (6.23)

with J
(α;ℓ)
j,ℓ ≡ J (α)(λ | qj , µ) as given by the expression (5.16). Hence,

[
X M(α;ℓ)]

j,ℓ
= −2α

Q(qi + η) P (qi + iπ)

a(qi) sinh(qi − µ)
−

Q(µ − η) P (µ + iπ)

d(µ)
coth

(
µ − qi − η

2

)

+
Q(µ − η + iπ) P (µ)

d(µ)
coth

(
µ − qi − η + iπ

2

)
−α

Q(µ + η) P (µ + iπ)

a(µ)
coth

(
µ − qi

2

)

+ α
Q(µ + η + iπ) P (µ)

a(µ)
coth

(
µ − qi + iπ

2

)
, (6.24)

so that

A{ξ1,...,ξN }

[
−α f

(ℓ)
P,Q,µ

]
=

N∏

i=1

sinh(ξi − µ)

sinh(ξi − pℓ)

∏

i6=ℓ

sinh(pi − pℓ)

sinh(pi − µ)

d(pℓ)

d(µ)

Q(µ − η) P (µ + iπ)

Q(pℓ − η) P (pℓ + iπ)

×
detN S

(α;ℓ)
µ (q | p)

detN S(0)(q | p)

= sinh(µ − pℓ)
P ′(pℓ)

P (µ)

Q(µ − η)

Q(pℓ − η)

detN S
(α;ℓ)
µ (q | p)

detN S(0)(q | p)
. (6.25)

The elements of S
(α;ℓ)
µ (q | p) are

[
S(α;ℓ)

µ (q | p)
]

j,k
=
[
S(α)(q | p)

]
j,k

= S
(α)
Q,P (qj, pk) for k 6= ℓ, (6.26)

[
S(α;ℓ)

µ (q | p)
]

j,ℓ
= S

(α)
Q,P (qj, µ) −

Q(µ − η + iπ) P (µ)

Q(µ − η) P (µ + iπ)

×

[
coth

(
µ − qj − η + iπ

2

)
+ α aQ(µ + iπ) coth

(
µ − qj + iπ

2

)]
, (6.27)
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where S
(β)
Q,P (qj, µ) is given by (4.8) with pk replaced by µ. Hence we have

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | B(µ) | Q, κ′, ǫ′ 〉n =
−ǫκ a(µ)

2 det1≤j,k≤N

[
coth(

pk−qj−η
2 )

]

×

{[
P (µ − η)

P (µ)
−

P (µ − η + iπ)

P (µ + iπ)

]
det
N

[
S(ǫǫ′κ′/κ)(q | p)

]

−
N∑

ℓ=1

P (pℓ − η)

P (µ)

Q(µ − η)

Q(pℓ − η)
det
N

S(ǫǫ′κ′/κ;ℓ)
µ (q | p)

}
. (6.28)

Setting µ = ξn, using (4.9) for P and the fact that

τP (ξn) = −a(ξn)
P (ξn − η)

P (ξn)
, (6.29)

we obtain

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | B(ξn) | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n =
ǫκ τP (ξn)

det1≤j,k≤N

[
coth(

pk−qj−η
2 )

]
{

det
N

[
S(ǫǫ′)(q | p)

]

−
1

2

Q(ξn − η)

P (ξn − η)

N∑

ℓ=1

P (pℓ − η)

Q(pℓ − η)
det
N

[
S

(ǫǫ′;ℓ)
ξn

(q | p)
]}

, (6.30)

and we get from (6.9) and (4.7)

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σz
n | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n = −

1

det1≤j,k≤N

[
coth(

pk−qj−η
2 )

]
n∏

k=1

ǫτP (ξk)

ǫ′τQ(ξk)

×

{
det
N

[
S(ǫǫ′)(q | p)

]
−

Q(ξn − η)

P (ξn − η)

N∑

ℓ=1

P (pℓ − η)

Q(pℓ − η)
det
N

[
S

(ǫǫ′;ℓ)
ξn

(q | p)
]}

, (6.31)

where

[
S

(ǫǫ′;ℓ)
ξn

(q | p)
]

j,ℓ
= coth

(
ξn − qj − η

2

)

−
P (ξn) Q(ξn − η + iπ)

P (ξn + iπ) Q(ξn − η)
coth

(
ξn − qj − η + iπ

2

)
. (6.32)

Hence

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σz
n | Q, κ, ǫ′ 〉n = −

n∏

k=1

ǫτP (ξk)

ǫ′τQ(ξk)

detN

[
S(ǫǫ′)(q | p) − P(z)(q | p, ξn)

]

det1≤j,k≤N

[
coth(

pk−qj−η
2 )

] (6.33)

in which S(ǫǫ′)(q | p) is the matrix of the scalar product with elements S
(ǫǫ′)
Q,P (qj , pk), 1 ≤ j, k ≤ N ,

and P(z)(q | p, ξn) is a matrix of rank 1 with elements

[
P(z)(q | p, ξn)

]
j,k

=
P (pk − η)

Q(pk − η)

Q(ξn − η)

P (ξn − η)

[
S

(ǫǫ′;k)
ξn

(q | p)
]

j,k

=
P (pk − η)

Q(pk − η)

[
Q(ξn − η)

P (ξn − η)
coth

(
ξn − qj − η

2

)

+
Q(ξn − η + iπ)

P (ξn − η + iπ)
coth

(
ξn − qj − η + iπ

2

)]
, (6.34)

26



in which we have used (4.9).

Alternatively, one can transform (6.19) in the line of what has been done for Proposition 4.3

using (5.39) and rewriting M(α;ℓ) as

M
(α;ℓ)
i,k =

1

τQ(ξi)

[
M(α;ℓ)

τ

]
i,k

=
1

τQ(ξi)
M(β)

τ (ξi, p
(ℓ)
k ), (6.35)

in terms of (5.40) witth β = κ′

κ . Multiplying then by Xτ ≡ Xτ (z | ξ) (5.41), we obtain

N∑

b=1

[Xτ ]i,b M(β)
τ (ξb, p

(ℓ)
k ) = S

(β)
τQ,τP

(zi, p
(ℓ)
k ) (6.36)

in terms of the expression (4.14), so that

A{ξ1,...,ξN }

[
−α f

(ℓ)
P,Q,µ

]
=

d(µ)

d(pℓ)

∏

i6=ℓ

sinh(pi − pℓ)

sinh(pi − µ)

×

∏N
i,j=1

[
sinh(zi − ξj) sinh(ξj − pi)

]
detN

[
S

(κ′/κ)
τQ,τP (z | p(ℓ))

]

e
∑

ℓ
ξℓ
∏N

j=1 τQ(ξj)
∏

i<j

[
sinh(zj − zi) sinh(pi − pj)

] , (6.37)

where the elements of the matrix S
(κ′/κ)
τQ,τP (z | p(ℓ)) are given by (6.36). Hence, combining these

expressions with (6.16), we obtain

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | B(µ) | Q, κ′, ǫ′ 〉n = −
ǫκ
∏N

i,j=1

[
sinh(zi − ξj) sinh(ξj − pi)

]

e
∑

ℓ
ξℓ
∏N

j=1 τQ(ξj)
∏

i<j

[
sinh(zj − zi) sinh(pi − pj)

]

×

{
a(µ)

2

[
P (µ − η)

P (µ)
−

P (µ − η + iπ)

P (µ + iπ)

]
det
N

[
S(κ′/κ)

τQ,τP
(z | p)

]

+
N∑

ℓ=1

a(µ)

sinh(pℓ − µ)

P (pℓ − η)
∏

n 6=ℓ sinh(pℓ−pn

2 )

d(µ)

d(pℓ)

∏

i6=ℓ

sinh(pi − pℓ)

sinh(pi − µ)
det
N

[
S(κ′/κ)

τQ,τP
(z | p(ℓ))

]}
.

(6.38)

Noticing that

d(µ) S
(α)
τQ,τP

(zi, µ) −→
µ→ξn

−
eξn τQ(ξn)

sinh(zi − ξn)
, (6.39)

using (6.29) and combining with (6.9), we obtain the representation (4.22).

6.2 The σ
−
n and σ

+
n form factors

Considering that we have used here the SoV basis that diagonalizes the D-operator, it is convenient

to compute the σ−
n and σ+

n form factors by means of the representations (6.5) and (6.8) respectively.

We also restrict our study to the case ǫ = ǫ′.

Let therefore compute, for µ arbitrary parameter, the matrix element n〈 P, κ, ǫ | D(µ) | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n .

Using (3.3) or (3.6), we obtain

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | D(µ) | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n =
∑

h

N∏

n=1

{[
(PQ)(ξn)

(PQ)(ξn − η)

]1−hn

sinh(µ − ξ(hn)
n )

}

×
V (ξ

(1−h1)
1 , . . . , ξ

(1−hN )
N )

V (ξ1, . . . , ξN )
, (6.40)
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which can be expressed as a single determinant as

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | D(µ) | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n =
N∏

n=1

sinh(µ − ξn + η) A{ξ1,...,ξN }[−fP Q,µ], (6.41)

in which we have used the notation (5.1) with the function fP Q,µ defined as

fP Q,µ(λ) =
(PQ)(λ)

(PQ)(λ − η)

sinh(λ − µ)

sinh(λ − µ − η)
. (6.42)

We now use the following identity to extend the size of the determinant, by introducing, as

in [89], some extra variable tending to +∞:

Identity 4. Let us suppose that f(λ) has a finite limit when λ → +∞: f(λ) −→
λ→+∞

f∞. Then

lim
xL→+∞

A{x1,...,xL}[f ] =
(
1 − f∞ e−(L−1)η

)
A{x1,...,xL−1}[eηf ]. (6.43)

More generally,

lim
xL,...,xL−p+1→+∞

A{x1,...,xL}[f ] =
p∏

k=1

(
1 − f∞ e−(L−2k+1)η

)
A{x1,...,xL−p}[epηf ]. (6.44)

Using Identity 4 and Identity 1, we can express A{ξ1,...,ξN }[−fP Q,µ] in (6.41) as:

A{ξ1,...,ξN }[−fP Q,µ] =
1

2
lim

ξN+1→∞
A{ξ1,...,ξN+1}[−e−η fP Q,µ]

=
1

2
lim

ξN+1→∞
I{ξ1,...,ξN+1},{p1,...,pN ,µ}[−e−η f̃P,Q] (6.45)

in terms of the same function f̃P,Q as in (4.5). We now need to adapt the proof of Identity 2 to

transform the generalized Izergin determinant (6.45).

The generalized Izergin determinant I{ξ1,...,ξN+1},{p1,...,pN ,µ}[−α f̃P,Q] is given by the follow-

ing ratio of determinants:

I{ξ1,...,ξN+1},{p1,...,pN ,µ}[−α f̃P,Q] =
detN+1 M

(α)
µ

detN+1 M
(0)
µ

,

=
sinh(ξN+1 − µ)

∏N
j=1 sinh(ξN+1 − pj) sinh(ξj − µ)

∏N
j=1 sinh(ξN+1 − ξj) sinh(pj − µ)

×
detN+1 M

(α)
µ

detN M(0)
, (6.46)

in which, for any given parameter β, we define the (N + 1)× (N + 1) matrix M
(β)
µ as an extension

of the matrix M(β) (5.9):

[
M(β)

µ

]
i,k

= M(β)(ξi, pk) =
1

sinh(ξi − pk)
+

β f̃P,Q(ξi)

sinh(ξi − pk − η)
for k ≤ N, (6.47)

= M(β)(ξi, µ) =
1

sinh(ξi − µ)
+

β f̃P,Q(ξi)

sinh(ξi − µ − η)
for k = N + 1. (6.48)
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Note that the extra column (6.48) has the same form as the ℓ-th modified column of the matrix

M(α;ℓ) in (6.19).

Let us multiply both determinants in (6.46) by detN X , where X is the matrix (5.13). Then

detN+1 M
(α)
µ

detN M(0)
=

detN+1 S̃
(α)
µ

detN [X M(0)]
(6.49)

with
[
S̃(α)

µ

]
j,k

=
[
X M(α)

]
j,k

if j, k ≤ N, (6.50)

[
S̃(α)

µ

]
j,N+1

=
[
X M(α;ℓ)

]
j,ℓ

if j ≤ N, (6.51)

[
S̃(α)

µ

]
N+1,k

=
[
M(α)

µ

]
N+1,k

, (6.52)

in terms of the expressions (5.20) and (6.24). Taking now the limit ξN+1 → +∞ we obtain:

lim
ξN+1→+∞

I{ξ1,...,ξN+1},{p1,...,pN ,µ}[−α f̃P,Q] = e
−µ−

∑
j
(pj−ξj)

N∏

j=1

sinh(ξj − µ)

sinh(pj − µ)

× (1 + αeη)
Q(µ − η) P (µ + iπ)

d(µ)

detN+1 S̄
(α)
µ

detN S(0)(q | p)
,

= e
−µ−

∑
j
(pj−ξj)

(1 + αeη)
Q(µ − η) P (µ + iπ)
∏N

j=1 sinh(µ − pj)

detN+1 S̄
(α)
µ

detN S(0)(q | p)
, (6.53)

in which
[
S̄(α)

µ

]
j,k

=
[
S(α)(q | p)

]
j,k

= S
(α)
Q,P (qj, pk), if j, k ≤ N, (6.54)

[
S̄(α)

µ

]
j,N+1

=
[
S(α;ℓ)

µ (q | p)
]

j,ℓ
if j ≤ N, (6.55)

[
S̄(α)

µ

]
N+1,k

=
epk d(pk)

Q(pk − η) P (pk + iπ)
if k ≤ N, (6.56)

[
S̄(α)

µ

]
N+1,N+1

=
eµ d(µ)

Q(µ − η) P (µ + iπ)
, (6.57)

in terms of the matrix of the scalar product (4.8) and of the matrix elements (6.27).

Using this representation, we can rewrite the matrix element of the D-operator as

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | D(µ) | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n = e
−
∑

j
(pj−ξj) detN+1 S̃(e−η)(q | p, µ)

detN S(0)(q | p)
, (6.58)

where the matrix S̃(e−η)(q | p, µ) is obtained from the matrix S̄
(e−η)
µ (6.54)-(6.57) as

[
S̃(e−η)(q | p, µ)

]
j,k

=
[
S̄(e−η)

µ

]
j,k

for k ≤ N, (6.59)

[
S̃(e−η)(q | p, µ)

]
j,N+1

= e−µ a(µ)
Q(µ − η) P (µ + iπ)
∏N

j=1 sinh(µ − pj)

[
S̄(e−η)

µ

]
j,N+1

, (6.60)

for 1 ≤ j ≤ N + 1. Note that the whole dependence on µ of (6.58) is contained in the last column

(6.60) of the determinant and that we have

[
S̃(e−η)(q | p, ξn − η)

]
j,N+1

=
a(ξn) d(ξn − η)

τP (ξn) τQ(ξn)

[
S̃(e−η)(q | p, ξn)

]
j,N+1

. (6.61)
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Hence, from (6.5) and (6.8), we get

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σ−
n | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n = n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σ+

n | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n

= ǫκ

∏n−1
k=1 τP (ξk)∏n
k=1 τQ(ξk)

e
−
∑

j
(pj−ξj) detN+1 S̃(e−η)(q | p, ξn)

detN S(0)(q | p)
. (6.62)

As previously, we can rewrite this result in terms of the determinant of the matrix of the scalar

product plus a matrix of rank 1. Expanding the determinant of S̃(e−η)(q | p, ξn) with respect to the

last row, one can rewrite detN+1 S̃(e−η)(q | p, ξn) in (6.62) as

det
N+1

S̃(e−η)(q | p, ξn) =

([
S̃(e−η)(q | p, ξn)

]
N+1,N+1

− 1

)
det
N

[
S(e−η)(q | p)

]

+ det
N

[
S(e−η)(q | p) − P(−)(q | p, ξn)

]
, (6.63)

in which S(e−η)(q | p) is the matrix of the scalar product (4.8) with elements S
(e−η)
Q,P (qj , pk), 1 ≤

j, k ≤ N , and P(−)(q | p, ξn) is a matrix of rank 1 with elements

[
P(−)(q | p, ξn)

]
j,k

=
[
S̃(e−η)(q | p, ξn)

]
j,N+1

[
S̃(e−η)(q | p, ξn)

]
N+1,k

. (6.64)

Noticing that

[
S̃(e−η)(q | p, ξn)

]
N+1,N+1

= 0, (6.65)

one gets the result (4.24)-(4.25).

Alternatively, one can use (5.39) before transforming (6.46) and multiply the determinant in the

numerator of (6.46) by detN [Xτ ], where Xτ is the matrix (5.41). Then

det
N+1

M(α)
µ =

detN+1 S̃
(α)
µ,τ∏N

j=1 τQ(ξj) detN [Xτ ]
(6.66)

with

[
S̃(α)

µ,τ

]
j,k

=
[
Xτ M(α)

τ

]
j,k

= S
(α)
τQ,τP

(zi, pk) if j, k ≤ N, (6.67)

[
S̃(α)

µ,τ

]
j,N+1

= S
(α)
τQ,τP

(zi, µ) if j ≤ N, (6.68)

[
S̃(α)

µ,τ

]
N+1,k

=
[
M(α)

µ

]
N+1,k

, (6.69)

in terms of the expressions (4.14). Note that the last row is unchanged. Taking now the limit

ξN+1 → +∞ we obtain:

lim
ξN+1→+∞

I{ξ1,...,ξN+1},{p1,...,pN ,µ}[−α f̃P,Q] = e
−µ−

∑
j
(pj−ξj)

N∏

j=1

sinh(ξj − µ)

sinh(pj − µ)

×
1 + αeη

∏N
j=1 τQ(ξj)

detN+1 S̄
(α)
µ,τ

detN Xτ detN M(0)
, (6.70)
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in which

[
S̄(α)

µ,τ

]
j,k

=
[
S̃(α)

µ,τ

]
j,k

= S
(α)
τQ,τP

(zi, pk) if j, k ≤ N, (6.71)

[
S̄(α)

µ,τ

]
j,N+1

=
[
S̃(α)

µ,τ

]
j,N+1

= S
(α)
τQ,τP

(zi, µ) if j ≤ N, (6.72)

[
S̄(α)

µ,τ

]
N+1,k

= epk if k ≤ N, (6.73)

[
S̄(α)

µ,τ

]
N+1,N+1

= eµ, (6.74)

Using this representation, we can rewrite the matrix element of the D-operator as

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | D(µ) | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n = e
−
∑

j
(pj−ξj) detN+1 S̃

(e−η)
τQ,τP (z | p, µ)

∏N
j=1 τQ(ξj) detN Xτ detN M(0)

, (6.75)

where the matrix S̃
(e−η)
τQ,τP (z | p, µ) is obtained from the matrix S̄

(e−η)
µ,τ (6.71)-(6.74) as

[
S̃(e−η)

τQ,τP
(z | p, µ)

]
j,k

=
[
S̄(e−η)

µ,τ

]
j,k

for k ≤ N, (6.76)

[
S̃(e−η)

τQ,τP
(z | p, µ)

]
j,N+1

= e−µ a(µ) d(µ)
∏N

j=1 sinh(µ − pj)

[
S̄(e−η)

µ,τ

]
j,N+1

, (6.77)

for 1 ≤ j ≤ N + 1. Note once again that the whole dependence on µ of (6.75) is contained in the

last column (6.77) of the determinant and that we have

[
S̃(e−η)

τQ,τP
(z | p, ξn)

]
j,N+1

= −
a(ξn) τQ(ξn)

∏N
ℓ=1 sinh(ξn − pℓ) sinh(zj − ξn)

, (6.78)

[
S̃(e−η)

τQ,τP
(z | p, ξn − η)

]
j,N+1

=
d(ξn − η) τP (ξn)

∏N
ℓ=1 sin(ξn − pℓ − η) sinh(zj − ξn)

, (6.79)

for j ≤ N , and

[
S̃(e−η)

τQ,τP
(z | p, ξn)

]
N+1,N+1

=
[
S̃(e−η)

τQ,τP
(z | p, ξn − η)

]
N+1,N+1

= 0, (6.80)

so that, using (4.16) for P , we can also explicitly check that

[
S̃(e−η)

τQ,τP
(z | p, ξn − η)

]
j,N+1

=
a(ξn) d(ξn − η)

τP (ξn) τQ(ξn)

[
S̃(e−η)

τQ,τP
(z | p, ξn)

]
j,N+1

. (6.81)

This implies that

n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σ−
n | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n = n〈 P, κ, ǫ | σ+

n | Q, κ, ǫ 〉n

= ǫκ

∏n−1
k=1 τP (ξk)∏n
k=1 τQ(ξk)

e
−
∑

j
(pj−ξj) detN+1 S̃

(e−η)
τQ,τP (z | p, ξn)

∏N
j=1 τQ(ξj) detN Xτ detN M(0)

, (6.82)

Decomposing the determinant in the numerator of (6.82) in the same way as in (6.63), we obtain

(4.26)-(4.27).
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7 Conclusion

In this article, we have explained how to compute the scalar products of a particular class of separate

states, as well as the form factors of local operators, in the case of a model solvable by SoV and for

which the Baxter Q-function is not a simple (trigonometric) polynomial. We have more precisely

considered here the XXZ spin chain with antiperiodic boundary conditions: for this model, the Q-

function solution of the (homogeneous) Baxter TQ-equation has double periodicity with respect to

the functions defining the model, and the eigenstates are therefore not usual Bethe states. Hence,

the situation is quite different from the XXX case, so that the method proposed in [89] does not

apply here.

We recall that, as usual, the scalar products and form factors can be expressed from SoV in terms

of determinants with rows and columns labelled by the inhomogeneity parameters of the model,

which is a priori not convenient for the consideration of the physical model at the homogeneous

limit. We explained here how to transform such formulas into determinants in which rows and

columns are labelled by the roots of the Q-functions, as in the periodic case solvable by Bethe

Ansatz. Due to the difference of periodicity of the Q-function with respect to the periodic case, the

obtained formulas are however different in their form from their periodic counterparts [7, 11]. We

also propose some new type of determinant representations, alternative to the aforementioned ones,

and written in terms of the transfer matrix eigenvalues themselves. It is interesting to mention that

the obtention of this new type of representation relies minimally on the form of the Q-function, and

should therefore be quite easy to generalise in the context of other models solvable by SoV.

Of course, the representations written in Section 4 are not the only ones that can be obtained by

the method we propose. Different choices for the matrix X (5.13) or Xτ (5.41) may lead to different

final representations. Also, it is possible to play on the initial formulas obtained by SoV by using

the fact that several expressions coincide when evaluated at the inhomogeneity parameters: this is

indeed what we did in (5.39), so as to transform (5.40) instead of (5.9), and we may imagine several

other variations at this level. However, the expressions we have obtained here seem to be among

the most compact ones. We therefore hope that these formulas, or some of their minor variations,

can be useful for numerical studies, such as in [14–17], or for analytical studies, such as in [21,22].
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