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Abstract. We present the exact solution of a family of fragmented Bose-Hubbard

models and represent the models as graphs with the condensates in the vertices. The

models are solved by the algebraic Bethe ansatz method. We show that the models

have the same spectrum of a family of twisted models that we get by a local U(1)

gauge transformation.

1. Introduction

After the realization of Bose-Einstein condensates (BEC) [1,2], achieved by taking dilute

alkali gases to ultra low temperatures [3–10] we have a fast growing of the investigations

dedicated to the comprehension of new phenomena either in the experimental or

theoretical domains. The fast increasing of the control and production of Bose-Einstein

condensates (BECs) in different geometries has permitted the study of these systems

in different physical situations. The fragmentation of a BEC to produce a Josephson

junction [11, 12] using BECs opened the possibility to study the quantum tunnelling

of the atoms across a barrier between the condensates [13–17]. There is also the

possibility to produce optical lattices in one-dimension (1D), two-dimensions (2D)

and three-dimensions (3D) using one, two or three orthogonal standing waves [18].

Using superposition of light in different direction is possible to create any arbitrary

trapping configuration as for example a ring or a superconducting quantum interference

devices (SQUID) with an atomic BEC [19, 20]. Another experimental realization of

BECs fragmentation is the two-legs bosonic ladder to study chiral current and Meissner

effect [21–27]. These experimental realizations have opened the possibility to introduce

new models that allow to study the tunnelling of the atoms between the BECs in different

configurations. Many of these models are exactly solvable by the algebraic Bethe ansatz

(ABA) method [28–44] that open the possibility to take in account quantum fluctuations,

allowing us go beyond the results obtained by mean field approximations to compare

with simulation and experiments. It is important to note that exactly solvable models

http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.13447v1
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has been applied to compare with experiments in the context of ultracold atomic-

molecular physics [45] and in nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) [46–53]. This method

can furnish some new insights in this area, and contribute as well to increase the field

of integrable systems [54–56]. The algebraic formulation of the Bethe ansatz, and the

associated quantum inverse scattering method (QISM), was developed in [57–61] by

Faddeev and the Leningrad School [62]. The QISM has been used to study different

branch of physics, such as, condensed matter and statistical physics [63–67], high energy

physics [69–75], conformal field theory [68], and quantum algebras (deformations of

universal enveloping algebras of Lie algebras) [76–79].

We are considering here the bosonic multi-states Lax operator [41] that permits to

solve a family of models of fragmented BECs coupled by Josephson tunnelling. This

Lax operator is a generalization of the bosonic Lax operator in [32, 80], where a Lax

operator is defined for a single canonical boson operator, but instead of a single operator

we choose a linear combination of independent canonical boson operators.

Using a local U(1) gauge transformation we construct twisted models of these

fragmented BECs model and using an appropriated choice of the parameters we proof

that these twisted models and the fragmented models have the same spectrum, changing

only their wavefunctions.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we will review briefly the ABA

method and present the Lax operators. In section 3, we present a family of models of

fragmented BECs coupled by Josephson tunnelling. In section 4 we present a family

of models of twisted fragmented BECs coupled by Josephson tunnelling. In Section 5

we present the exact solution of the family of models of fragmented BECs coupled by

Josephson tunnelling. In section 6, we show that the twisted models have the same

spectrum of the fragmented BECs models but with different wavefunctions. In section

7, we summarize the results.

2. Algebraic Bethe ansatz method

In this section we will shortly review the ABA method and present the transfer matrix

used to get the solution of the models [28, 31]. We begin with the gl(2)-invariant R-

matrix, depending on the spectral parameter u,

R(u) =











1 0 0 0

0 b(u) c(u) 0

0 c(u) b(u) 0

0 0 0 1











, (1)

with b(u) = u/(u+ η), c(u) = η/(u+ η) and b(u) + c(u) = 1. Above, η is an arbitrary

parameter, to be chosen later.

It is easy to check that R(u) satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation

R12(u− v)R13(u)R23(v) = R23(v)R13(u)R12(u− v), (2)
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where Rjk(u) denotes the matrix acting non-trivially on the j-th and the k-th spaces

and as the identity on the remaining space.

Next we define the monodromy matrix T̂ (u),

T̂ (u) =

(

Â(u) B̂(u)

Ĉ(u) D̂(u)

)

, (3)

such that the Yang-Baxter algebra is satisfied

R12(u− v)T̂1(u)T̂2(v) = T̂2(v)T̂1(u)R12(u− v). (4)

In what follows we will choose a realization for the monodromy matrix π(T̂ (u)) = L̂(u)

to obtain solutions of a family of fragmented Bose-Einstein condensates models. In this

construction, the Lax operators L̂(u) have to satisfy the relation

R12(u− v)L̂1(u)L̂2(v) = L̂2(v)L̂1(u)R12(u− v). (5)

Then, defining the transfer matrix, as usual, through

t̂(u) = tr π(T̂ (u)) = π(Â(u) + D̂(u)), (6)

it follows from (4) that the transfer matrix commutes for different values of the spectral

parameter; i. e.,

[t̂(u), t̂(v)] = 0, ∀ u, v. (7)

Consequently, the models derived from this transfer matrix will be integrable. Another

consequence is that the coefficients Ĉk in the transfer matrix t̂(u),

t̂(u) =
∑

k

Ĉku
k, (8)

are conserved quantities or simply c-numbers, with

[Ĉj , Ĉk] = 0, ∀ j, k. (9)

If the transfer matrix t̂(u) is a polynomial function in u, with k ≥ 0, it is easy to

see that,

Ĉ0 = t̂(0) and Ĉk =
1

k!

dkt̂(u)

duk

∣

∣

∣

∣

u=0

. (10)

For the standard bosonic operators satisfying the Heisenberg-Weyl algebra

[p̂†i , q̂
†
j ] = [p̂i, q̂j] = 0, [p̂i, q̂

†
j ] = δpqδij Î , (11)

[N̂pi, q̂
†
j ] = +p̂†jδpqδij , [N̂pi, q̂j ] = −p̂jδpqδij, (12)

with p, q = a or b, i = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, . . . , m, we have the following Lax operators,

L̂Σn
a (u) =

(

uÎ + η
∑n

j=1 N̂aj

∑n

j=1 taj âj
∑n

j=1 saj â
†
j η−1ζaÎ

)

, (13)

and

L̂Σm
b (u) =

(

uÎ + η
∑m

k=1 N̂bk

∑m

k=1 tbk b̂k
∑m

k=1 sbk b̂
†
k η−1ζbÎ

)

, (14)

if the conditions, ζa =
∑n

j=1 sajtaj and ζb =
∑m

k=1 sbktbk, are satisfied. The above Lax

operators satisfy the equation (5).
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3. The fragmented model

The Hamiltonian of the BECs fragmented model is,

Ĥ =

n
∑

j=1

UajajN̂
2
aj +

m
∑

k=1

UbkbkN̂
2
bk +

1

2

n
∑

j=1

n
∑

l=1(j 6=l)

UajalN̂ajN̂al

+
1

2

m
∑

k=1

m
∑

s=1(k 6=s)

UbkbsN̂bkN̂bs

+
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

UajbkN̂ajN̂bk +
n
∑

j=1

(ǫaj − µaj)N̂aj +
m
∑

k=1

(ǫbk − µbk)N̂bk

−

n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

Jajbk(â
†
j b̂k + b̂†kâj). (15)

The parameters, Uprqs, describe the atom-atom S-wave scattering, the µps parameters

are the external potentials and ǫps are the energies in the BECs. The parameters Jajbk

are the tunnelling amplitudes. The operators Nps are the number of atoms operators.

The labels p and q stand for the BECs a and b with r, s = j, k, j = 1, . . . , n and

k = 1, . . . , m. We just remark that Upjpk = Upkpj. The BECs are coupled by Josephson

tunnelling and the total number of atoms, N̂ =
∑n

j=1 N̂aj +
∑m

k=1 N̂bk, is a conserved

quantity, [Ĥ, N̂ ] = 0.

For each pair of aj and bk condensates we have the following currents algebra [81]

[Tajbk,Jajbk] = iIajbk, [Iajbk, Tajbk] = iJajbk, [Jajbk, Iajbk] = iTajbk, (16)

with the currents

Iajbk =
1

2
(Naj −Nbk), (17)

Jajbk =
1

2i
(â†j b̂k − b̂†kâj), (18)

Tajbk =
1

2
(â†j b̂k + b̂†kâj). (19)

The state space is spanned by the base {|na1, . . . , nbm〉} and we can write each

vector state as

|na1, . . . , nbm〉 =
1

√

∏n

j=1 naj !
∏m

k=1 nbk!

n
∏

j=1

(â†j)
naj

m
∏

k=1

(b̂†k)
nbk |0〉,

(20)
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where |0〉 = |0a1, . . . , 0bm〉 is the vacuum vector state in the Fock space. We can use the

states (20) to write the matrix representation of the Hamiltonian (15). The dimension

of the space of states increase very fast when we increase N ,

d =
(n+m− 1 +N)!

(n+m− 1)!N !
, (21)

where n+m is the total number of BECs in the system and N is the eigenvalues of N̂ ,

N =
∑n

j=1 naj +
∑m

k=1 nbk. In the case where we have only two BECs [37] (one a1 and

one b1) the dimension is d = N + 1.

We can write a general state in the space spanned by the vectors (20) as

|Ψ〉 =
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

1
√

∏n

j=1 naj !
∏m

k=1 nbk!

n
∏

j=1

(â†j)
naj

m
∏

k=1

(b̂†k)
nbk |0〉. (22)

If N is even,
∑n

j=1 naj and
∑m

k=1 nbk have the same parity and the wavefunction (22) is

even. If N is odd,
∑n

j=1 naj and
∑m

k=1 nbk have different parity and the wavefunction

(22) is odd [81]. The kernel of the Hamiltonian (15) is the vacuum,

ker(Ĥ) =

n
⊗

j=1

|0〉aj ⊗

m
⊗

k=1

|0〉bk, (23)

and the dimension of the Hilbert space is d+ 1.

In the Figs. (1) and (2) we show some graphs for different values of n and m.

The balls with their respective labels are representing the condensates and the tubes

are representing the tunnelling of the atoms between the respective condensates. They

form the complete bipartite graph Kn,m.

4. The twisted model

The Hamiltonian (15) is invariant under a global U(1) gauge transformation for each

operator p̂†j and p̂j, p = a, b, but for a local U(1) gauge transformation

p̂j → eiθpj p̂j , p̂†j → p̂†je
−iθpj , (24)

we get a twisted Hamiltonian

Ĥtw =

n
∑

j=1

UajajN̂
2
aj +

m
∑

k=1

UbkbkN̂
2
bk +

1

2

n
∑

j=1

n
∑

l=1(j 6=l)

UajalN̂ajN̂al

+
1

2

m
∑

k=1

m
∑

s=1(k 6=s)

UbkbsN̂bkN̂bs

+
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

UajbkN̂ajN̂bk +
n
∑

j=1

(ǫaj − µaj)N̂aj +
m
∑

k=1

(ǫbk − µbk)N̂bk

+

n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

Jajbk(e
−iθajbk â†j b̂k + eiθajbk b̂†kâj). (25)
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with θajbk = θaj − θbk.

The vectors (20) now becomes

|na1, . . . , nbm〉 =
e−i(

∑n
j=1

θajnaj+
∑m

k=1
θbknbk)

√

∏n

j=1 naj !
∏m

k=1 nbk!

n
∏

j=1

(â†j)
naj

m
∏

k=1

(b̂†k)
nbk |0〉,

(26)

and the wavefunction (22)

|Ψ〉 =

n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

e−i(
∑n

j=1
θajnaj+

∑m
k=1

θbknbk)

√

∏n

j=1 naj !
∏m

k=1 nbk!

n
∏

j=1

(â†j)
naj

m
∏

k=1

(b̂†k)
nbk |0〉. (27)

The total number of atoms, N̂ =
∑n

j=1 N̂aj +
∑m

k=1 N̂bk, is a conserved quantity

yet, [Ĥtw, N̂ ] = 0. The parity of the wavefunction, the dimension of the space state and

of the Hilbert space also don’t change.

The gauge transformation (24) changes the currents (18) and (19)

Iajbk =
1

2
(Naj −Nbk), (28)

Jajbk =
1

2i
(e−iθajbk â†j b̂k − eiθajbk b̂†kâj), (29)

Tajbk =
1

2
(e−iθajbk â†j b̂k + eiθajbk b̂†kâj). (30)

but preserves the currents algebra (16).

The gauge parameters θpj can be chooses arbitrarily. The difference between them

θajbk can be considered, as for example, a magnetic flux to study Meissner effect and

Aharonov-Bohm in a loop of BECs [21–27] or a twist angle, by Peierls phase factor,

when we consider superfluid fraction in the BECs [82–84].

5. Exact solution of the fragmented model

In this section we present the exact solution of the BEC fragmented model using the

Lax operators (13) and (14) for models with different number of BECs a and b.

Using the co-multiplication property of the Lax operators we can write,

L̂(u) = L̂
Σn

a

1 (u+
n
∑

j=1

ωaj)L̂
Σm

b

2 (u−
m
∑

k=1

ωbk). (31)

Following the monodromy matrix (3) we can write the operators,

π(Â(u)) =

(

uÎ + Î
n
∑

j=1

ωaj + η
n
∑

j=1

N̂aj

)(

uÎ − Î
m
∑

k=1

ωbk + η
m
∑

k=1

N̂bk

)

+

n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

tajsbk b̂
†
kâj, (32)
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Figure 1. In (a) we have K1,1, in (b) we have K2,1, in (c) we have K2,2, in (d) we

have K2,3, in (e) we have K3,3, in (f) we have K3,4.
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(g) (h)

(i) (j)

Figure 2. In (g) we have K6,1, in (h) we have K4,4, in (i) we have K4,5, in (j) we

have K5,5.
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π(B̂(u)) =

(

uÎ + Î
n
∑

j=1

ωaj + η
n
∑

j=1

N̂aj

)(

m
∑

k=1

tbk b̂k

)

+
ζb
η

n
∑

j=1

taj âj , (33)

π(Ĉ(u)) =

(

n
∑

j=1

saj â
†
j

)(

uÎ − Î

m
∑

k=1

ωbk + η

m
∑

k=1

N̂bk

)

+
ζa
η

m
∑

k=1

sbk b̂
†
k, (34)

π(D̂(u)) =
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

sajtbkâ
†
j b̂k + η−2ζaζbÎ . (35)

Taking the trace of the operator (31) we get the transfer matrix

t̂(u) = u2Î + uÎ

(

n
∑

j=1

ωaj −

m
∑

k=1

ωbk

)

+ uηN̂

+

(

ζaζb
η2

−
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

ωajωbk

)

Î

− η

n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

(

ωbkN̂aj − ωajN̂bk

)

+ η2
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

N̂ajN̂bk

+
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

(sajtbkâ
†
j b̂k + sbktaj b̂

†
kâj). (36)

From (10) we identify the conserved quantities of the transfer matrix (36),

Ĉ0 =

(

η−2ζaζb −
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

ωajωbk

)

Î

− η

n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

(

ωbkN̂aj − ωajN̂bk

)

+ η2
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

N̂ajN̂bk

+
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

(sajtbkâ
†
j b̂k + sbktaj b̂

†
kâj), (37)

Ĉ1 = Î

(

n
∑

j=1

ωaj −

m
∑

k=1

ωbk

)

+ ηN̂ , (38)

Ĉ2 = Î . (39)

We can rewrite the Hamiltonian (15) using these conserved quantities

Ĥ = ξ0Ĉ0 + ξ1Ĉ
2
1 + ξ2Ĉ2, (40)
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with the following identification for the parameters

ξ2 = − ξ0
(

η−2ζaζb − ωnm
ab

)

− ξ1∆ω2
ab, (41)

∆ωab =

n
∑

j=1

ωaj −

m
∑

k=1

ωbk, (42)

ωnm
ab =

n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

ωajωbk, (43)

Uajaj = Ubkbk = η2ξ1, Uajal = Ubkbs = 2η2ξ1, (44)

Uajbk = η2(ξ0 + 2ξ1), (45)

ǫaj − µaj = 2ξ1η∆ωab − ξ0η

m
∑

k=1

ωbk, (46)

ǫbk − µbk = 2ξ1η∆ωab + ξ0η

n
∑

j=1

ωaj , (47)

Jajbk = −ξ0tajsbk = −ξ0sajtbk. (48)

The Hamiltonians (15) and (40) are related with the transfer matrix (36) by the

equation,

Ĥ = ξ0t̂(u) + ξ1Ĉ
2
1 − ξ0Ĉ1u− (ξ0u

2 − ξ2)Ĉ2. (49)

In the Hamiltonian (49) the spectral parameter u is canceled for any value and we get

again the Hamiltonian (40).

We use as pseudovacuum the product state,

|0〉 =

(

n
⊗

j=1

|0〉aj

)

⊗

(

m
⊗

k=1

|0〉bk

)

, (50)

with |0〉aj denoting the Fock vacuum state for the BECs aj and |0〉bk denoting the Fock

vacuum state for the BECs bk, for j = 1, . . . , n and k = 1 . . . , m. For this pseudo-

vacuum we can apply the ABA method in order to find the Bethe ansatz equations

(BAEs),

v2i + vi∆ωab − ωnm
ab

η−2ζaζb
=

N
∏

j 6=i

vi − vj − η

vi − vj + η
, i, j = 1, . . . , N.

(51)

The eigenvectors [44] {|v1, . . . , vN〉} of the Hamiltonian (15) or (40) and of the

transfer matrix (36) are

|~v〉 =

N
∏

i=1

[(

n
∑

j=1

sajâ
†
j

)(

vi −

m
∑

k=1

ωbk + η

m
∑

k=1

N̂bk

)

+
ζa
η

m
∑

k=1

sbk b̂
†
k

]

|0〉,(52)
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and the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian (15) or (40) are,

E({vi}) = ξ0
(

u2 + u∆ωab − ωnm
ab

)

N
∏

i=1

vi − u+ η

vi − u

+ ξ0η
−2ζaζb

N
∏

i=1

vi − u− η

vi − u
+ ξ1C

2
1 − ξ0C1u− ξ0u

2 + ξ2, (53)

where the {vj} are solutions of the BAEs (51) and N is the total number of atoms.

Because (49), we can choose the spectral parameter u arbitrarily.

Choosing
Jajbk
ξ0

= ±η, for example, we can write the BAEs (51) in the no interaction

limit, η → 0, as just one equation

N
∑

i=1

(

vi +
1

2
∆ωab

)2

= R2
N ,

(54)

with

RN =

√

(

1

4
∆ω2

ab + ωnm
ab + n×m

)

N. (55)

If the Bethe roots {vi} are real numbers, the BAE (54) is the equation of aN -dimensional

sphere of radius RN and center in

vi = −
1

2
∆ωab, ∀ i = 1, . . . , N. (56)

If the Bethe roots {vi} are complex numbers, the complex conjugate of them, {v̄i},

are also solutions of the equation (54) and we can write this equation as

N
∑

i=1

(

xi +
1
2
∆ωab

)2

R2
N

−
N
∑

i=1

y2i
R2

N

= 1. (57)

The Eq. (57) is the equation of a proper central surface with semiaxes RN in a

R
2N+1 space. From Eq. (54) we can see that there are N ! permutations for each set of

Bethe roots {vi}.

In the limit η → 0 and with u = 0 we can write the eigenvalues as

E({vi}) = ξ1
(

C2
1 −∆ω2

ab

)

− ηξ0 (n×m+ ωnm
ab )

N
∑

i=1

1

vi
. (58)
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6. Exact solution of the twisted model

In this section we will show that the twisted Hamiltonian (25) has the same spectrum

of the Hamiltonian (15) for the BECs fragmented model.

Using the new definition for the parameters tpr and spr, p = a, b and r = j, k,

tpr → ρpre
iθpr , spr → κpre

−iθpr , (59)

we write the transfer matrix (36) as

t̂(u) = u2Î + uÎ

(

n
∑

j=1

ωaj −

m
∑

k=1

ωbk

)

+ uηN̂

+

(

ζaζb
η2

−

n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

ωajωbk

)

Î

− η
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

(

ωbkN̂aj − ωajN̂bk

)

+ η2
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

N̂ajN̂bk

+

n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

(κajρbke
−iθajbk â†j b̂k + ρajκbke

iθajbk b̂†kâj). (60)

if the conditions, ζa =
∑n

j=1 ρajκaj and ζb =
∑m

k=1 ρbkκbk, are satisfied. The

reparametrization (59) is equivalent to the U(1) local gauge transformation (24).

From (10) we identify the conserved quantities of the transfer matrix (60),

Ĉ0 =

(

η−2ζaζb −

n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

ωajωbk

)

Î

− η
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

(

ωbkN̂aj − ωajN̂bk

)

+ η2
n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

N̂ajN̂bk

+

n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

(κajρbke
−iθajbk â†j b̂k + ρajκbke

iθajbk b̂†kâj), (61)

Ĉ1 = Î

(

n
∑

j=1

ωaj −
m
∑

k=1

ωbk

)

+ ηN̂ , (62)

Ĉ2 = Î . (63)

We can rewrite the Hamiltonian (25) using these conserved quantities

Ĥ = ξ0Ĉ0 + ξ1Ĉ
2
1 + ξ2Ĉ2, (64)
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with the following identification for the parameters

ξ2 = − ξ0
(

η−2ζaζb − ωnm
ab

)

− ξ1∆ω2
ab, (65)

∆ωab =
n
∑

j=1

ωaj −
m
∑

k=1

ωbk, (66)

ωnm
ab =

n
∑

j=1

m
∑

k=1

ωajωbk, (67)

Uajaj = Ubkbk = η2ξ1, Uajal = Ubkbs = 2η2ξ1, (68)

Uajbk = η2(ξ0 + 2ξ1), (69)

ǫaj − µaj = 2ξ1η∆ωab − ξ0η

m
∑

k=1

ωbk, (70)

ǫbk − µbk = 2ξ1η∆ωab + ξ0η

n
∑

j=1

ωaj , (71)

Jajbk = −ξ0ρajκbk = −ξ0ρbkκaj . (72)

The Hamiltonian (25) is related with the transfer matrix (60) by the equation,

Ĥ = ξ0t̂(u) + ξ1Ĉ
2
1 − ξ0Ĉ1u− (ξ0u

2 − ξ2)Ĉ2. (73)

Using the same pseudo-vacuum product state we find the same Bethe ansatz

equations,

v2i + vi∆ωab − ωnm
ab

η−2ζaζb
=

N
∏

j 6=i

vi − vj − η

vi − vj + η
, i, j = 1, . . . , N,

(74)

that are independent of the twist angles and if we make the choice for the parameters

ζa =
n
∑

j=1

ρajκaj =
n
∑

j=1

sajtaj , ζb =
m
∑

k=1

ρbkκbk =
m
∑

k=1

sbktbk. (75)

Therefore, the eigenvectors [44] {|v1, . . . , vN〉} now are different because of the gauge

parameters

|~v〉 =

N
∏

i=1

[(

n
∑

j=1

κaje
−iθaj â†j

)(

vi −

m
∑

k=1

ωbk + η

m
∑

k=1

N̂bk

)

+
ζa
η

m
∑

k=1

κbke
−iθbk b̂†k

]

|0〉, (76)

but the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian (25) or (73) are the same of the Hamiltonian

(15),
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E({vi}) = ξ0
(

u2 + u∆ωab − ωnm
ab

)

N
∏

i=1

vi − u+ η

vi − u

+ ξ0η
−2ζaζb

N
∏

i=1

vi − u− η

vi − u
+ ξ1C

2
1 − ξ0C1u− ξ0u

2 + ξ2, (77)

where the {vi} are solutions of the BAEs (74) and N is the total number of atoms. We

can choose arbitrarily the spectral parameter u. In the no interaction limit, η → 0 , and

u = 0 we get the same equation (58).

7. Summary

We have solved a family of fragmented Bose-Hubbard models using the multi-states

boson Lax operator [41]. These models can be considered as graphs, with the BECs in

the vertices and the edge representing the tunnelling between the BECs. The graphs

form the complete bipartite graph Kn,m. We have showed that in the no interaction

limit, η → 0, if the Bethe roots are all real numbers, they are on a N -dimensional

sphere of radius RN . If the Bethe roots are complex numbers, they are on a 2N -

dimensional proper central surface with semiaxes RN . For each Bethe roots set we have

a set of N ! permutations of the Bethe roots that satisfy the Bethe ansatz equation. By

a local U(1) gauge transformation we got twisted models and showed that they have the

same spectrum of eigenvalues but with different wavefunctions. The new wavefunction

presents a pattern of interference dependent of the gauge transformation parameters

and preserve the parity.
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[67] Essler F H L, Frahm H, Göhmann F, Klümper A and Korepin V E, The one-dimensional Hubbard

Model, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, (2005).

[68] Bazhanov V, Lukyanov S and Zamolodchikov A B, Commun. Math. Phys. 177 (1996) 381.

[69] Lipatov L, JETP Lett. 59 (1994) 596.

[70] Faddeev L and Korchemsky G, Phys. Lett. B 342 (1995) 311.

[71] Belitsky A V, Braun V M, Gorsky A S and Korchemsky G P, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 19 (2004)

4715.

[72] Escobedo J, Gromov N, Sever A and Vieira P, J. High Energy Phys. 09 (2011) 028.

[73] Gromov N, Vieira P, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013) 211601.

[74] Beisert N, Ahn C, et al., Lett. Math. Phys. 99 (2012) 3.

[75] Dorey N, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 42 (2009) 254001.

[76] Jimbo M, Lett. Math. Phys. 10 (1985) 63.

[77] Jimbo M, Field Theory, Quantum Gravity and Strings: Proceedings of a Seminar Series Held

at DAPHE, Observatoire de Meudon, and LPTHE, Université Pierre et Marie Curie, Paris -

Lecture Notes in Physics, Editor: H. J. de Vega and N. Sánchez, 246, Springer-Verlag, Berlin,

(1986) 335.

[78] Drinfeld V G, Quantum groups: Proc. Int. Congress of Mathematicians, Editor: A. M. Gleason,

Providence, RI: American Mathematical Society, (1986) 798.

[79] Reshetikhin N Yu, Takhtajan L A and Faddeev L D, Leningrad Math. J. 1 (1990) 193.

[80] Kuznetsov V B and Tsiganov A V, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 22 (1989) L73.

[81] Santos Filho G. N., Physical and Mathematical Aspects of Symmetries, Editor S. Duarte et al.

(eds.), Springer International Publishing AG, (2017) 299.



The exact solution of a fragmented Bose-Hubbard model and twisted models 17

[82] R. Roth and K. Burnett, Phys. Rev. A 68 (2003) 023604-1.

[83] J. C. C. Cestari, A. Foerster and M. A. Gusmão, Phys. Rev. A 82 (2010) 063634.

[84] J. C. C. Cestari, A. Foerster, M. A. Gusmão and M. Continentino, Phys. Rev. A 84 (2011) 055601.


	1 Introduction
	2 Algebraic Bethe ansatz method
	3 The fragmented model
	4 The twisted model
	5 Exact solution of the fragmented model
	6 Exact solution of the twisted model
	7 Summary

