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In this paper, we study the surface energy of the one-dimensional supersymmetric t−J model with
unparallel boundary magnetic fields, which is a typical U(1)-symmetry broken quantum integrable
strongly correlated electron system. It is shown that at the ground state, the contribution of
inhomogeneous term in the Bethe ansatz solution of eigenvalues of transfer matrix satisfies the
finite size scaling law Lβ where β < 0. Based on it, the physical quantities of the system in the
thermodynamic limit are calculated. We obtain the patterns of Bethe roots and the analytical
expressions of density of states, ground state energy and surface energy. We also find that there
exist the stable boundary bound states if the boundary fields satisfy some constraints.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The t− J model plays important roles in the strongly
correlated electronic systems especially for characteriz-
ing the high-Tc superconductivity

1–5. The model Hamil-
tonian includes the nearest neighbor hopping (t) and
the antiferromagnetic exchanging interaction (J). The
t − J model can be obtained by taking the large on-site
Coulomb repulsion that excludes the double-occupancy
of every site of the Hubbard model.
At the point of J = ±2t, the one dimensional t − J

model is supersymmetric and can be solved exactly. By
using the coordinate Bethe ansatz, Lai6 and Sutherland7

obtain the exact solution and Bethe ansatz equations of
the system with periodic boundary condition. Later, it is
found that these two solutions are equivalent by introduc-
ing a particle-hole transformation8. Based on the quan-
tum group invariant, the graded nested algebraic Bethe
asnatz method is proposed and applied to the one dimen-
sional supersymmetric t− J model9–13.

The next task is to solve the obtained Bethe ansatz
equations. Schlottmann obtained the ground state Bethe
roots distribution of the system in an external magnetic
field and calculate the thermodynamic quantities such
as free energy and magnetic susceptibility14. Bares et
al calculate the exact ground state and excitation spec-
trum of the system15. Other interesting properties of
the system such as charge-spin separation16, correla-
tion functions17 finite-temperature thermodynamics and
excitations18, Luttinger liquid behavior19 and crossover
phenomena in the correlation lengths20 are also studied.

Besides the periodic boundary condition, the in-
tegrable open one is another typical quantization
conditions21. The boundary reflection of electrons can

be tuned by the boundary magnetic fields. If the bound-
ary fields are parallel, the traditional coordinate and al-
gebraic Bethe ansatz still work. Then the exact physical
properties of the system has be studied extensively22–29.
If the boundary fields are not parallel, which breaks the
U(1) symmetry of the system but the integrability still
holds, it is very hard to find the suitable vacuum states
and the traditional Bethe ansatz does not work. Then the
off-diagonal Bethe asnatz is proposed30,31. The eigen-
value of the transfer matrix is characterized by the in-
homogeneous T − Q relations32. We should note that
due to the existence of inhomogeneous terms, it is hard
to study the physical quantities in the thermodynamic
limit because the associated Bethe ansatz equations are
not in the form of product and the usual thermodynamic
Bethe ansatz33 can not be applied. The patterns of roots
of inhomogeneous Bethe ansatz equations are very com-
plicated. Only for some special cases, the distribution of
roots of the degenerate Bethe ansatz equations are found
and the related physical properties are studied34.
In this paper, we investigate the physical quantities in

the thermodynamic limit of the one-dimensional super-
symmetric t − J model with unparallel boundary fields.
The Hamiltonian reads

H = −t

L−1
∑

j=1

∑

σ=↑,↓

P

[

c†j,σcj+1,σ + c†j+1,σcj,σ

]

P

+J

L−1
∑

j=1

[

Sj · Sj+1 −
1

4
njnj+1

]

+χ1n1 + 2h1 · S1 + χLnL + 2hL · SL. (1)

Here c†j,σ and cj,σ are the creation and annihilation op-
erators of electrons with spin σ =↑, ↓ at j-th site, respec-
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tively. L is the length of system size. nj =
∑

σ njσ and

njσ = c†j,σcj,σ are the electron number operators. Sj is
the spin operator of j-th electron. By using the creation
and annihilation operators, the components of spin op-

erator can be written as Sj = c†j,↑cj,↓, S
†
j = c†j,↓cj,↑ and

Sz
j = 1

2 (nj,↑ − nj,↓), which are the generators of su(2)

symmetry in the spin sector. N̂ =
∑L

j=1 nj is the total

number of electrons. P = ΠL
j=1(1−nj↑nj↓) is the projec-

tor which is included to ensure the constraint of no double
occupancy. h1 = (hx

1 , h
y
1 , h

z
1) and hL = (hx

L, h
y
L, h

z
L) are

the unparallel boundary magnetic fields. ξ1 and ξL are
the boundary chemical potentials. Without losing gener-
ality, we put t = 1. In this paper, we focus attention on
the sector of J = 2t = 2.
We propose a method to calculate the physical quanti-

ties induced by the unparallel boundary fields. The main
idea is as follows. From the finite size scaling analysis, we
find that at the ground state, the inhomogeneous term
in the eigenvalue of transfer matrix, which is the gen-
erating function of all the conserved quantities of the
system including the Hamiltonian (1), can be neglected
in the thermodynamic limit. Based on it, we obtain the
patterns of roots of the reduced Bethe ansatz equations.
Thus, when the system size tends to infinity, the integral
equation of the density of states is achieved. We find
that there exist the pure imaginary Bethe roots which
correspond to the stable boundary bound states, if the
boundary fields satisfy some constraints. We obtain the
analytical expressions of the ground state energy with
arbitrary filling factor and the surface energy with half
filling. In order to check the correction of obtained re-
sults, we also calculate these physical quantities by the
density matrix renormalization group (DMRG) and the
finite size scaling analysis. The analytical results are con-
sistent with the numerical ones very well.
The paper is organized as follows. In section II, we

introduce the off-diagonal Bethe ansatz solutions of the
model (1). In section III, we study the finite size scaling
behavior of the ground state energy. In section IV, we
calculate the ground state energy and the surface energy
induced by the boundary fields in the thermodynamic
limit. We summarize the results and give some discus-
sions in section V.

II. BETHE ANSATZ SOLUTIONS

The integrability of the model (1) is associated with
the graded 9× 9 R-matrix

R0,j(u) = u+Π0,j , (2)

where u is the spectral parameter and Π0,j is the
Z2-graded permutation operator. The R-matrix (2)
is defined in graded tensor space V0 ⊗s Vj , where
V0 is the 3-dimensional auxiliary space, Vj is the 3-
dimensional quantum or physical spaces and the nota-
tion ⊗s means the graded tensor. In this paper, we

adopt the graded tensor with the definition [A⊗sB]a2b2
a1b1

=

(−1)pa2
pb2Aa2

a1
Bb2

b1
, where A and B are two arbitrary vec-

tors, the raw indices {a1, b1} and column indices {a2, b2}
take the values in the set {1, 2, 3}, pγ is the Grassmann

parity, p1 = 0 and p2 = p3 = 1. Thus (Π0,j)
γδ
αβ =

(−1)pγpδδα,δδβ,γ , which endows the fundamental repre-
sentation of su(1|2) algebra. The R-matrix (2) satisfies
the graded Yang-Baxter equation

R0,0′(u− v)R0,j(u)R0′,j(v)

= R0′,j(v)R0,j(u)R0,0′(u− v).

In the system (1), the boundary reflection of electrons
at one end is characterized by the 3× 3 reflection matrix
defined in the auxiliary space as

K−(u) =





ξ + u 0 0
0 ξ + cos θu sin θeiϕu
0 sin θe−iϕu ξ − cos θu



 , (3)

where ξ, θ and ϕ are the boundary parameters deter-
mined by the boundary magnetic field. The reflection
matrix (3) satisfies the reflection equation

R0,0′(u − v)K−
0 (u)R0′,0(u + v)K−

0′ (v)

= K−
0′ (v)R0,0′(u + v)K−

0 (u)R0′,0(u− v). (4)

The boundary reflection at the other end is characterized
by the dual reflection matrix

K+(u) =





ξ′ − u 0 0
0 k1 k2
0 k3 k4



 , (5)

k1 = ξ′ −
1

2
−

1− 2u

2
cos θ′, k2 =

2u− 1

2
sin θ′eiϕ

′

,

k3 =
2u− 1

2
sin θ′e−iϕ′

, k4 = ξ′ −
1

2
+

1− 2u

2
cos θ′,

where ξ′, θ′ and ϕ′ are the boundary parameters. The
dual reflection matrix (5) satisfy the dual reflection equa-
tion

R0,0′(u− v)K+
0 (v)R0′,0(1− u− v)K+

0′ (u)

= K+
0′(u)R0,0′(1− u− v)K+

0 (v)R0′,0(u− v). (6)

We note that the reflection matrices (3) and (5) have the
non-diagonal elements. The monodromy matrix T0(u)

and the reflecting one T̂0(u) are constructed by the R-
matrices as

T0(u) = R0,L(u)R0,L−1(u) · · ·R0,1(u),

T̂0(u) = R1,0(u) · · ·RL−1,0(u)RL,0(u). (7)

The transfer matrix is given by

t(u) = str0{K
+
0 (u)T0(u)K

−
0 (u)T̂0(u)}, (8)

where str0 is the supertrace with the definition str0C =
∑3

β=1(−1)pβCβ
β and C is a matrix. The transfer matrix

(8) is the generating function of conserved quantities of
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the system (1). The Hamiltonian can be obtained by
taking the first order derivative of the logarithm of the
transfer matrix t(u)

H = −
1

2

d ln t(u)

du

∣

∣

∣

u=0
+

1

2ξ
−

1− 2ξ′

2(1− ξ′)

−2N̂ + L− 1. (9)

Comparing Eqs.(9) and (1), we conclude that the model
parameters in the Hamiltonian (1) can be expressed in
terms of the boundary parameters as

χ1 = −1 +
1

2ξ
, hx

1 = −
1

2ξ
sin θ cosϕ,

hy
1 = −

1

2ξ
sin θ sinϕ, hz

1 =
1

2ξ
cos θ,

χL = −1 +
1

2(1− ξ′)
, hx

L =
sin θ′ cosϕ′

2(1− ξ′)
,

hy
L =

sin θ′ sinϕ′

2(1− ξ′)
, hz

L = −
cos θ′

2(1− ξ′)
. (10)

By using the off-diagonal Bethe ansatz, the eigenvalue
Λ(u) of the transfer matrix t(u) is given by the inhomo-
geneous T −Q relation

Λ(u) = ω3(u)(ξ + u)(u+ 1)2L
Q(u− 1)

Q(u)
− u2Lā(u)

×
Q(u− 1)Q(1)(u + 1)

Q(u)Q(1)(u)
− u2Ld̄(u)

Q(1)(u − 1)

Q(1)(u)

+2hu2L+1(u−
1

2
)
Q(u − 1)

Q(1)(u)
, (11)

where the functions ω3(u), ā(u), d̄(u), Q(u), Q(1)(u) and
the constant h are

ω3(u) = ξ′ − u−
1

2u+ 1
(2ξ′ − 1),

ā(u) =
u− 1

2

u+ 1
2

(u + ξ′)(u + ξ), d̄(u) = (u− ξ′)(u− ξ),

Q(u) =
N
∏

k=1

(u− ṽk)(u + ṽk + 1),

Q(1)(u) =
N
∏

l=1

(u − λ̃l)(u + λ̃l),

h = 1− [cos θ cos θ′ + sin θ sin θ′ cos(ϕ− ϕ′)]. (12)

The parameters {ṽk|k = 1, · · · , N} and {λ̃l|l =
1, · · · , N} are the Bethe roots. The last term in Eq.(11)
is the inhomogeneous term. The hermitian of Hamilto-
nian requires that the boundary parameters ξ, θ, φ, ξ′,
θ′ and φ′ are real.
From the definition, we know that the eigenvalue Λ(u)

is a polynomial of u. Then the residues of right hand
side of (11) at the poles of ṽk, −ṽk − 1 and ±λ̃l must

vanish, which give that the 2N Bethe roots {λ̃l} and {ṽk}

must satisfy the inhomogeneous Bethe ansatz equations
(BAEs)

[

ξ′ − ṽk −
2ξ′ − 1

2ṽk + 1

]

(ξ + ṽk)(ṽk + 1)2L

= ṽ2Lk ā(ṽk)
Q(1)(ṽk + 1)

Q(1)(ṽk)
, k = 1, · · · , N, (13)

ā(λ̃l)Q(λ̃l − 1)Q(1)(λ̃l + 1) + d̄(λ̃l)Q(λ̃l)Q
(1)(λ̃l − 1)

= 2hλ̃l(λ̃l −
1

2
)Q(λ̃l)Q(λ̃l − 1), l = 1, · · · , N. (14)

According to Eq.(9), the energy spectrum of the Hamil-
tonian (1) can be expressed by the eigenvalue Λ(u) as

E = −
1

2

d ln Λ(u)

du

∣

∣

∣

u=0
+

1

2ξ
−

1− 2ξ′

2(1− ξ′)
− 2N + L− 1

= −

N
∑

k=1

1

ṽk(ṽk + 1)
− 2N, (15)

where the Bethe roots {ṽk} should satisfy the inhomoge-
neous BAEs (13)-(14).

III. FINITE-SIZE SCALING ANALYSIS

If the boundary parameters satisfy the constraint h =
0, the inhomogeneous T −Q relation (11) reduces to

Λhom(u) = ω3(u)(ξ + u)(u+ 1)2L
Q(u− 1)

Q(u)
− u2Lā(u)

×
Q(u− 1)Q(1)(u+ 1)

Q(u)Q(1)(u)
− u2Ld̄(u)

Q(1)(u− 1)

Q(1)(u)
. (16)

Put ṽk = iµk − 1
2 and λ̃l = iλl. Then the Bethe roots

{µk} and {λl} should satisfy the reduced Bethe ansatz
equations

µk − (12 − ξ′)i

µk + (12 − ξ′)i

(

µk − i
2

µk + i
2

)2L

= −
M
∏

j=1

µk − λj −
i
2

µk − λj +
i
2

µk + λj −
i
2

µk + λj +
i
2

, k = 1, · · · , N, (17)

λl +
i
2

λl −
i
2

λl − ξ′i

λl + ξ′i

λl − ξi

λl + ξi
= −

N
∏

j=1

λl − µj −
i
2

λl − µj +
i
2

λl + µj −
i
2

λl + µj +
i
2

×
M
∏

m=1

λl − λm + i

λl − λm − i

λl + λm + i

λl + λm − i
, l = 1, · · · ,M, (18)

where M is the number of Bethe roots {λl}. We shall
note that when the T − Q relation is homogeneous, the
integerM could be smaller than N because N−M Bethe
roots in the set of {λl} tend to infinity and the associated
constraints vanished in the BAEs (17)-(18)31. According



4

to Eq.(15), we define the reduced energy Ehom as

Ehom = −
1

2

d ln Λhom(u)

du

∣

∣

∣

u=0
+

1

2ξ
−

1− 2ξ′

2(1− ξ′)

−2N + L− 1 =

N
∑

k=1

1

µ2
k + 1

4

− 2N. (19)

It is remarked that Ehom is not the eigenvalue E of
Hamiltonian (1). In order to characterize the difference
between Ehom and E, we define a quantity

δe = |E − Ehom|, (20)

which measures the contribution of the inhomogeneous
term. The values of δe can be calculated as follows. For
the given system size L and the filling factor n = N/L, we
solve the BAEs (13)-(14). Substituting the solutions of
Bethe roots into Eq.(15), we obtain the values of E. Sim-
ilar, from the solutions of BAEs (17)-(18) and the energy
expression (19), we obtain the values of Ehom. Substi-
tuting E and Ehom into (20), we arrive at the values of
δe.
Here, we focus on the ground state. In order to obtain

the patterns of Bethe roots, we first consider the critical
behavior of boundary fields. From Eq.(10), we know that
the poles of the boundary parameters are ξ = 0 and
ξ′ = 1. Thus we divide the boundary parameters into
four different regimes: (i) ξ > 0, ξ′ < 1, (ii) ξ > 0,
ξ′ > 1, (iii) ξ < 0, ξ′ < 1 and (iv) ξ < 0, ξ′ > 1. In these
regimes, the patterns of Bethe roots are different and we
should consider them separately. The second thing we
mentioned is that the ground state energy and reduced
one with finite system size L can also be obtained by
using the DMRG. Then it is not necessary to solve the
BAEs due to the complicated structure of Bethe roots.
In the above four regimes, we randomly choose the

values of boundary parameters ξ and ξ′. In every regime,
we choose two sets of boundary parameters {θ, ϕ, θ′, ϕ′}.
One set satisfies the constraint h = 0 while the other
set does not. Then we calculate the quantity δe by the
DMRG. The values of δe versus the system size L in
different regimes are shown in Fig.1. From the fitting,
we find that δe and L satisfy the power law, i.e., δe =
γLβ. Due to the fact of β < 0, we conclude that δe
tends to zero when the system size L tends to infinity,
which means that the inhomogeneous term in the T −Q
relation (11) can be neglected at the ground state in the
thermodynamic limit.

IV. SURFACE ENERGY

In this section, we calculate the ground state energy
and surface energy in the thermodynamic limit. Because
the patterns of Bethe roots depend on the boundary fields
which have been divided into four regimes. We consider
them separately.
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FIG. 1. The values of δe versus the system size L. Here the
filling factors n = N/L = 1 and ϕ = θ′ = ϕ′ = 0. The
constraint h 6= 0 is achieved by putting θ = π/3 and h = 0
by θ = 0. The data can be fitted as δe = γLβ, where (a)
ξ = 0.413, ξ′ = −3, γ = 0.09045 and β = −0.8499. (b)
ξ = 0.413, ξ′ = 2.413, γ = 0.4604 and β = −0.8403. (c)
ξ = −0.413, ξ′ = 0.613, γ = 1.271 and β = −0.9842. (d)
ξ = 0.4130, ξ′ = 2.413, γ = 0.214 and β = −0.9379. Due to
the fact of β < 0, when L tends to infinity, the contribution
of the inhomogeneous term tends to zero.

A. Regime (i): ξ > 0 and ξ′ < 1

From the analysis of BAEs (17) and (18), we know
that at the ground state, there are N Bethe roots {µk}
and N/2 Bethe roots {λl}. Thus M = N/2. Meanwhile,
{µk} and {λl} form the two-strings, i.e., the complex
conjugate pairs

µk = λl±
i

2
+o(e−εL), l = 1, · · · ,M, M = N/2, (21)

where λl is position of two-string in the real axis. With-
out losing generality, N is set to be even. o(e−εL)
means the finite size correction which can be neglected if
L → ∞. From Eq.(21), we know that the ground state
of the system consists of the bounded singlet pairs with
arbitrary spatial separation15.

Substituting µk1
= λl +

i
2 , µk2

= λl −
i
2 into reduced

BAEs (17) and multiplying these two equations, we ob-
tain

λl + i(ξ′ − 1)

λl − i(ξ′ − 1)

λl + iξ′

λl − iξ′

(

λl − i

λl + i

)2L

= −

M
∏

j=1

λl − λj − i

λl − λj + i

λl + λj − i

λl + λj + i
, l = 1, · · · ,M. (22)
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Rewrite BAEs (18) as

M
∏

j=1

λl − λj − i

λl − λj + i

λl + λj − i

λl + λj + i
= −

λl −
i
2

λl +
i
2

λl + ξ′i

λl − ξ′i

λl + ξi

λl − ξi

×

N
∏

k=1

λl − µk −
i
2

λl − µk +
i
2

λl + µk −
i
2

λl + µk +
i
2

, l = 1, · · · ,M. (23)

Substituting Eq.(23) into (22), the Bethe ansatz equa-
tions become

(

λl − i

λl + i

)2L

= −
λl −

i
2

λl +
i
2

λl + i(1− ξ′)

λl − i(1− ξ′)

λl + iξ

λl − iξ

×

M
∏

j=1

λl − λj − i

λl − λj + i

λl + λj − i

λl + λj + i
, l = 1, · · · ,M. (24)

Taking the logarithm of Eq.(24), we have

2Lθ2(λl) = 2πIl + θ1(λl)− θ2(1−ξ′)(λl)− θ2ξ(λl)

+

M
∑

j=1

θ2(λl − λj) + θ2(λl + λj), l = 1, · · · ,M, (25)

where {Il} are the quantum numbers characterizing the
ground state and take the values

{Il} = {−Imax,−Imax + 1, · · · ,−Imax + (M − 1),

Imax − (M − 1), Imax − (M − 1) + 1, · · · , Imax},

Imax = L−M, Ij 6= 0, (26)

and the function θm(λ) is given by

θm(λ) = 2 arctan(2λ/m). (27)

At half-filling n = N/L = 1, the set of quantum numbers
are {−N

2 ,−
N
2 +1, · · · ,−1, 1, · · · , N

2 }. If the filling factor
n < 1, the number of available occupation states is larger
than the number of states of electrons. Thus the lowest
energy can be achieved by choosing Il as large as possible.
In the thermodynamic limit, i.e., L → ∞ and N/L

is finite, the distribution of Bethe roots on the real axis
tends to continuous. Taking the derivative of Eq.(25), we
obtain the density ρ1(λ) of Bethe roots as

ρ1(λ) = a2(λ)−
1

2L

[

a1(λ) − a2(1−ξ′)(λ)− a2ξ(λ)
]

−
[

∫ −Q0

−∞

+

∫ ∞

Q0

]

a2(λ− µ)ρ1(µ)dµ, (28)

where

am(λ) =
1

2π

m

λ2 +m2/4
, (29)

and Q0 is determined by the constraint

[

∫ −Q0

−∞

+

∫ ∞

Q0

]

ρ1(λ)dλ =
N

2L
=

n

2
. (30)

Taking the Fourier transformation of Eq.(28), we have

ρ̃1(w) =
e−|w|

1 + e−|w|
−

1

2L

e−
|w|
2 − e−(1−ξ′)|w| − e−ξ|w|

1 + e−|w|

+

∫ Q0

−Q0

e−|w|e−iw(λ−µ)

1 + e−|w|
ρ1(µ)dµ. (31)

Based on it, we obtain the ground state energy as

E1 = −2L

[

∫ −Q0

−∞

+

∫ ∞

Q0

]

dλρ1(λ)

[

2−
1

1 + λ2

]

. (32)
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FIG. 2. The ground state energy density E1/L versus the fill-
ing factor n. The curve is the result calculated from Eq.(32),
and the red stars are the results by using the DMRG and the
finite size scaling analysis. Here, the model parameters are
chosen as ξ = 1.9, ξ′ = 0.5, θ = π/3 and φ = θ′ = φ′ = 0.

For the given boundary parameters, we solve Eq.(28)
with the constraint (30) numerically. Substituting the
solution into Eq.(32), we obtain the value of E1. The
ground state energy density E1/L versus the filling fac-
tor n is shown in Fig.2 as the blue curve. In order to
check the correction of analytical expression (32), we also
diagonalize the Hamiltonian (1) with fixed filling factors
by the DMRG. From the finite size scaling analysis of
data, we also obtain the values of E1/L and the results
are shown in Fig.2 as the red stars. From Fig.2, we see
that the analytical and DMRG results agree with each
other very well.
At the half-filling, Q0 = 0 and Eq.(28) reduces to

ρ01(λ) = a2(λ)−
1

2L

[

a1(λ) − a2(1−ξ′)(λ)− a2ξ(λ)

+δ(λ)
]

−

∫ ∞

−∞

a2(λ− µ)ρ01(µ)dµ. (33)

We shall note that the introducing of function δ(λ) is due
to the existence of hole in the set of quantum numbers.
From the quantum number of hole, we can obtain a set
of solutions of Bethe roots but the corresponding wave
function is zero31. The Fourier transformation of Eq.(33)
gives

ρ̃01(w) =
e−|w|

1 + e−|w|
−

e−
|w|
2 − e−(1−ξ′)|w| − e−ξ|w| + 1

2L(1 + e−|w|)
.
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Accordingly, we obtain the ground state energy as

-5 -3 -1 1
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-0.6
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=3.9
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FIG. 3. The surface energy Eb1 at the half-filling. The blue
curves are the results calculated from analytical expression
(36), and the red stars are the ones obtained by the finite size
scaling analysis (L → ∞) of DMRG data. Here, the boundary
parameters are chosen as θ = π/3, φ = θ′ = φ′ = 0 and n = 1.

E01 = Ep + Eb1, (34)

Ep = −2N + L

∫ ∞

−∞

e−2|w|

1 + e−|w|
dw = −2L ln 2, (35)

Eb1 = −

∫ ∞

−∞

e−|w|

2(1 + e−|w|)

×[e−
|w|
2 − e−ξ|w| − e−(1−ξ′)|w| + 1]dw, (36)

where Ep is the ground state energy of one-dimensional
supersymmetric t − J model with periodic boundary
conditions15 and Eb1 is the surface energy of the Hamilto-
nian (1). The results are shown in Fig.3, where the blue
curves are the surface energies of the system with dif-
ferent boundary parameters calculated by the analytical
expression (36) and the red stars are the results obtained
by the finite size scaling analysis (L → ∞) of DMRG
data. From Fig.3, we see that the analytical results agree
with the numerical ones very well.

B. Regime (ii): ξ > 0 and ξ′ > 1

In the regime of ξ > 0 and ξ′ > 1, detailed analysis
of BAEs (17) and (18) gives that at the ground state,
there are N Bethe roots {µk} and N/2 − 1 Bethe roots
{λl}. In the thermodynamic limit, the pattern of Bethe
roots {µk} includes one real root µN−1, one pure imagi-
nary root µN = i(ξ′ − 1

2 ) and N/2− 1 two-strings, which
correspond the bound states,

µk = vl ±
i

2
, l = 1, · · · ,

N

2
− 1, (37)

where vl is position of two-string in the real axis. Mean-
while, all the Bethe roots {λl} are real. We shall note
that different from the pattern of Bethe roots in the
regime (i), the present positions {vl} of two-strings do
not equal to the Bethe roots {λl}.

Substituting µk1
= vl +

i
2 , µk2

= vl −
i
2 into reduced

BAEs (17) and multiplying these two equations, we ob-
tain

(

vl − i

vl + i

)2L
vl + iξ′

vl − iξ′
vl + i(ξ′ − 1)

vl − i(ξ′ − 1)
=

M2
∏

j=1

vl − λj − i

vl − λj + i

×
vl + λj − i

vl + λj + i
, l = 1, · · · ,M2, M2 =

N

2
− 1. (38)

Substituting the real Bethe root µN−1 into BAEs (17),
we obtain

(

µN−1 −
i
2

µN−1 +
i
2

)2L
µN−1 − i(12 − ξ′)

µN−1 + i(12 − ξ′)

= −

M2
∏

j=1

µN−1 − λj −
i
2

µN−1 − λj +
i
2

µN−1 + λj −
i
2

µN−1 + λj +
i
2

. (39)

It is easy to check that µN satisfy the BAEs (17) auto-
matically. The solution µN is the boundary string be-
cause it is determined by the boundary parameter ξ′.
Substituting the patterns of Bethe roots {µk} and {λl}
into BAEs (18), we have

λl +
i
2

λl −
i
2

λl − iξ

λl + iξ
= −

λl + i(ξ′ − 1)

λl − i(ξ′ − 1)

M2
∏

j=1

λl − vj − i

λl − vj + i

×
λl + vj − i

λl + vj + i

λl − µN−1 −
i
2

λl − µN−1 +
i
2

λl + µN−1 −
i
2

λl + µN−1 +
i
2

×

M2
∏

k=1

λl − λk + i

λl − λk − i

λl + λk + i

λl + λk − i
, l = 1, · · · ,M2. (40)

In the thermodynamic limit, taking the logarithm then
the derivative of BAEs (38)-(40), we find that the den-
sity of real parts of two-strings ρ21(v) and the density
of λ-root ρ22(λ) should satisfy following coupled integral
equations

a2(v) =
1

2L

[

a2ξ′(v) + a2(ξ′−1)(v) + δ(v − µN−1)

+δ(v + µN−1)
]

+ ρ21(v)

+

[

∫ −B

−∞

+

∫ ∞

B

]

a2(v − λ)ρ22(λ)dλ, (41)

1

2L

[

a1(λ) − a2ξ(λ)− a2(ξ′−1)(λ) + a1(λ− µN−1)

+a1(λ+ µN−1)
]

+

[

∫ −Q0

−∞

+

∫ ∞

Q0

]

a2(λ− v)ρ21(v)dv

=
1

2L
[δ(λ − µN−1) + δ(λ+ µN−1)]

+

[

∫ −B

−∞

+

∫ ∞

B

]

a2(λ− u)ρ22(u)du, (42)

where µN−1 characterizes the position of hole in the sea
of two-strings, the integration limit Q0 is determined by
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the constraint
[

∫ −Q0

−∞

+

∫ ∞

Q0

]

ρ21(v)dv =
N − 2

2L
=

n

2
−

1

L
. (43)

Substituting Eq.(42) into (41), we arrive at the integral
equation for the density ρ21(v)

ρ21(v) = a2(v)−
1

2L
[a1(v)− a2ξ(v) + a2ξ′(v)

+a1(v − µN−1) + a1(v + µN−1)]

−
[

∫ −Q0

−∞

+

∫ ∞

Q0

]

a2(v − µ)ρ21(µ)dµ. (44)

The Fourier transformation of Eq.(44) reads

ρ̃21(w) =
e−ξ|w| − e−ξ′|w| − [1 + 2 cos(wµN−1)]e

− |w|
2

2L(1 + e−|w|)

+
e−|w|

1 + e−|w|
+

∫ Q0

−Q0

e−|w|e−iw(λ−µ)

1 + e−|w|
ρ21(µ)dµ. (45)

Using Eq.(45), we obtain the ground state energy as

E2 = −2N + 2Lπ

[

∫ −Q0

−∞

+

∫ ∞

Q0

]

a2(v)ρ21(v)dv

+
1

µ2
N−1 +

1
4

+
1

ξ′ − ξ′2
. (46)

We see that with the increasing of µN−1, the ground state
energy is decreasing. Thus, µN−1 should be put at the
infinity, i.e., µN−1 → ∞, to minimize the energy and
obtain the stable ground state.
Now, we check the correction of above results. For

the given boundary parameters in this regime, we solve
Eq.(44) numerically, where the integration limit Q0 thus
the filling factor n satisfies the constraint (43), and ob-
tain the value of the density ρ21(v). Substituting ρ21(v)
into Eq.(46), we obtain the ground state energy E2. The
energy per site E/L versus the filling factor n is shown
in Fig.4 as the blue curve. On the other hand, by us-
ing the DMRG, we diagonalize the Hamiltonian (1) with
same boundary parameters. From the finite size scaling
analysis of DMRG data, we also obtain the ground state
energy density E/L which are shown in Fig.4 as the red
stars. From Fig.4, we see that the analytical and DMRG
results agree with each other very well.
At the half-filling, Eq.(45) reduces to

ρ̃02(w) = [2L(1 + e−|w|)]−1{2Le−|w| − e−ξ′|w|

+e−ξ|w| − [1 + 2 cos(wµN−1)]e
− |w|

2 + 1}. (47)

Considering the fact that µN−1 = ∞ at the ground state,
we obtain the surface energy as

Eb2 = −

∫ ∞

−∞

e−|w|

2

e−
|w|
2 − e−ξ|w| + e−ξ′|w| + 1

1 + e−|w|
dw

+
1

ξ′ − ξ′2
. (48)

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
-1.6

-1.4

-1.2

-1

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

FIG. 4. The ground state energy density E2/L versus the
filling factor n. The curve is obtained from Eq.(46) and the
red stars are obtained by the finite size scaling analysis of
DMRG data. Here, the model parameters are chosen as ξ =
0.9, ξ′ = 1.123, θ = π/3 and φ = θ′ = φ′ = 0.

The results are shown in Fig.5, where the curves are the
surface energies of the system with different boundary
parameters calculated from the analytical relation (48)
and the red stars are the ones obtained by the DMRG
and finite size scaling analysis. We see that the analytical
results agree with the numerical ones very well.
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FIG. 5. The surface energies of the system with different
boundary parameters. The curves are the results calculated
from Eq.(48), and the red stars are obtained by the DMRG
and finite size scaling analysis. Here, the model parameters
are chosen as θ = π/3, φ = θ′ = φ′ = 0 and n = 1.

C. Regime (iii): ξ < 0 and ξ′ < 1

If the boundary parameters belong to the regime of
ξ < 0 and ξ′ < 1, the BAEs (17) and (18) gives that
there are N Bethe roots {µk} and N/2 Bethe roots {λl}
at the ground state. In the thermodynamic limit, the
pattern of Bethe roots {µk} includes one real root µN−1,
one boundary string µN = i(12 − ξ) and N/2 − 1 two-
strings with the form of

µk = vj ±
i

2
, j = 1, · · · ,

N

2
− 1, (49)
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where vj is the position of two-string in the real axis.
Meanwhile, the pattern of Bethe roots {λl} includes
N/2− 1 real roots and one boundary string λN/2 = −iξ.
It is easy to check that the boundary strings µN and

λN/2 satisfy the BAEs naturally. Then the constraints of
undetermined Bethe roots are

(

vj − i

vj + i

)2L
vj + iξ′

vj − iξ′
vj + i(ξ′ − 1)

vj − i(ξ′ − 1)
=

vj − iξ − i

vj − iξ + i

×
vj + iξ − i

vj + iξ + i

M2
∏

l=1

vj − λl − i

vj − λl + i

vj + λl − i

vj + λl + i
,

j = 1, · · · ,M2, M2 =
N

2
− 1, (50)

(

µN−1 −
i
2

µN−1 +
i
2

)2L
µN−1 − i(12 − ξ′)

µN−1 + i(12 − ξ′)

= −

M2
∏

l=1

µN−1 − λl −
i
2

µN−1 − λl +
i
2

µN−1 + λl −
i
2

µN−1 + λl +
i
2

, (51)

λj +
i
2

λj −
i
2

λj − iξ′

λj + iξ′
= −

M2
∏

l=1

λj − vl − i

λj − vl + i

λj + vl − i

λj + vl + i

×

M2
∏

k=1

λj − λk + i

λj − λk − i

λj + λk + i

λj + λk − i

λj + i(1 + ξ)

λj − i(1 + ξ)

×
λj − µN−1 −

i
2

λj − µN−1 +
i
2

λj + µN−1 −
i
2

λj + µN−1 +
i
2

, j = 1, · · · ,M2.(52)

In the thermodynamic limit, taking the logarithm then
the derivative of BAEs (50)-(52), we obtain that the den-
sities of Bethe roots should satisfy the coupled integral
equations

a2(v) =
1

2L

[

a2ξ′(v) − a2(1−ξ′)(v) + δ(v − µN−1)

+δ(v + µN−1) + a2(ξ+1)(v) + a2(1−ξ)(v)
]

+ ρ31(v)

+

[

∫ −B

−∞

+

∫ ∞

B

]

a2(v − λ)ρ32(λ)dλ, (53)

1

2L

[

a1(λ) − a2ξ′(λ) − a2(ξ+1)(λ) + a1(λ− µN−1)

+a1(λ + µN−1)] +

[

∫ −Q0

−∞

+

∫ ∞

Q0

]

a2(λ− v)ρ31(v)dv

=
1

2L
[δ(λ− µN−1) + δ(λ+ µN−1)]

+

[

∫ −B

−∞

+

∫ ∞

B

]

a2(λ− u)ρ32(u)du, (54)

where ρ31(v) is the density of real parts of two-strings
{vj}, ρ32(λ) is the density of Bethe roots {λj}, µN−1

characterizes the hole in the sea of two-strings, the inte-
gration limit Q0 is determined by the constraint

[

∫ −Q0

−∞

+

∫ ∞

Q0

]

ρ31(v)dv =
N − 2

2L
=

n

2
−

1

L
. (55)

Substituting Eq.(54) into (53), we obtain

ρ31(v) = a2(v)−
1

2L

[

a1(v)− a2(1−ξ′)(v) + a2(1−ξ)(v)
]

−
1

2L
[a1(v − µN−1) + a1(v + µN−1)]

−
[

∫ ∞

−∞

−

∫ Q0

−Q0

]

a2(v − µ)ρ31(µ)dµ. (56)

The Fourier transformation of Eq.(56) gives

ρ̃31(w) =
e−|w|

1 + e−|w|
+

∫ Q0

−Q0

e−|w|e−iw(λ−µ)

1 + e−|w|
ρ31(µ)dµ

−
[1 + 2 cos(wµN−1)]e

− |w|
2 − e−(1−ξ′)|w| + e−(1−ξ)|w|

2L(1 + e−|w|)
.

From above equation, we obtain the ground state energy

E3 = −2N + 2Lπ

[

∫ −Q0

−∞

+

∫ ∞

Q0

]

a2(v)ρ31(v)dv

+
1

µ2
N−1 +

1
4

+
1

ξ − ξ2
. (57)

Again, µN−1 should tend to infinity to touch the stable
ground state.
Now, we check the correction of analytical expression

(57). For the given boundary parameters in regime (iii),
we solve the integral equation (56) numerically, where the
integration limit Q0 thus the filling factor n satisfies the
constraint (55), and obtain the value of density ρ31(v).
Substituting ρ31(v) into (57), we obtain the ground state
energy E3. The energy per site E3/L versus the filling
factor n is shown in Fig.6 as the blue curve. On the
other hand, by using the DMRG, we diagonalizing the
Hamiltonian (1) with same boundary parameters. From
the finite size scaling analysis of DMRG data, we also
obtain the ground state energy density E3/L which are
shown in Fig.6 as the red stars. From Fig.6, we see that
all the results are consistent with each other very well.
At the half filling, the density ρ̃03(w) satisfies

ρ̃03(w) =
e−|w|

1 + e−|w|
−

1

L

cos(wµN−1)e
− |w|

2

1 + e−|w|

−
1

2L

e−
|w|
2 − e−(1−ξ′)|w| + e−(1−ξ)|w| + 1

1 + e−|w|
. (58)

Considering the fact µN−1 = ∞ and using the similar
procedure, we obtained the surface energy as

Eb3 =

∫ ∞

−∞

e(ξ
′−2)|w| − e−

3|w|
2 − e(ξ−2)|w| − e−|w|

2(1 + e−|w|)
dw

+
1

ξ − ξ2
. (59)

The results are shown in Fig.7, where the curves are
the surface energies calculated by using the expression
(59) with the given boundary parameters in regime (iii),
and the red stars are data obtained by using the DMRG
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FIG. 6. The ground state energy density E3/L versus the fill-
ing factor n. The curve is the result calculated from analytical
expression (57) and the red stars are obtained by the DMRG
and finite size scaling. Here, the model parameters are chosen
as ξ = −0.9, ξ′ = −0.9, θ = π/3 and φ = θ′ = φ′ = 0.

and finite size scaling analysis. From Fig.7, we see that
the analytical results and numerical ones agree with each
other very well.
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FIG. 7. The surface energies of the system in the ther-
modynamic limit. The curves are the results calculated from
Eq.(59) and the red stars are the ones obtained by the DMRG.
Here, the boundary parameters are chosen as θ = π/3,
φ = θ′ = φ′ = 0 and n = 1.

D. Regime (iv): ξ < 0 and ξ′ > 1

In the regime of ξ < 0 and ξ′ > 1, from the analysis of
BAEs (17) and (18), we obtain that there are N Bethe
roots {µk} and N/2 Bethe roots {λl} at the ground state.
In the thermodynamic limit, the pattern of Bethe roots
{µj} includes two boundary strings, µN−1 = i(ξ′ − 1

2 )

and µN = −i(ξ − 1
2 ), while the pattern of {λl} includes

one boundary string, λN/2 = −iξ. The rest N − 2 {µk}

and N
2 − 1 {λl} form the two-strings with the form of

µk = λj ±
i

2
, j = 1, · · · ,

N

2
− 1, (60)

where all the {λj} are real.

Substitution these patterns into BAEs (17)-(18) and
using the similar technique as in regime (i), we obtain
(

λj − i

λj + i

)2L

= −
λj −

i
2

λj +
i
2

λj − i(1− ξ)

λj + i(1− ξ)

λj − iξ′

λj + iξ′

×

M−1
∏

k=1

λj − λk − i

λj − λk + i

λj + λk − i

λj + λk + i
, j = 1, · · · ,M − 1, (61)

which gives that the density of Bethe roots on the real
axis, ρ4(λ), should satisfy the integral equation

ρ4(λ) = a2(λ) −
1

2L

[

a1(λ) + a2(1−ξ)(λ) + a2ξ′(λ)
]

−
[

∫ −Q0

−∞

+

∫ ∞

Q0

]

a2(λ− µ)ρ4(µ)dµ, (62)

where Q0 is determined by the constraint
[

∫ −Q0

−∞

+

∫ ∞

Q0

]

ρ4(λ)dλ =
N − 2

2L
=

n

2
−

1

L
. (63)

The Fourier transformation of Eq.(62) reads

ρ̃4(w) =
e−|w|

1 + e−|w|
−

1

2L

e−
|w|
2 + e−(1−ξ)|w| + e−ξ′|w|

1 + e−|w|

+

∫ Q0

−Q0

e−|w|e−iw(λ−µ)

1 + e−|w|
ρ4(µ)dµ. (64)

From it, we obtain the ground state energy

E4 = −2N + 2Lπ

[

∫ −Q0

−∞

+

∫ ∞

Q0

]

a2(λ)ρ4(λ)dλ

+
1

ξ′ − ξ′2
+

1

ξ − ξ2
. (65)

The ground state energy density E4/L versus the filling
factor n is shown in Fig.8, where the blue curve is the
result obtained by the analytical expressions (62), (63)
and (65), and the red stars are the ones calculated by
the DMRG. From Fig.8, we see that the analytical result
(65) agrees with the DMRG result.
At the half filling, the density of Bethe roots satisfies

ρ̃04(w) = −
1

2L

e−
|w|
2 + e−(1−ξ)|w| + e−ξ′|w| + 1

1 + e−|w|

+
e−|w|

1 + e−|w|
. (66)

From Eq.(66), we obtain the surface energy as

Eb4 = −

∫ ∞

−∞

e−|w|

2

e−
|w|
2 + e−(1−ξ)|w| + e−ξ′|w| + 1

1 + e−|w|
dw

+
1

ξ − ξ2
+

1

ξ′ − ξ′2
. (67)

The surface energies of the system (1) with given bound-
ary parameters in regime (iv) are shown in Fig.9, where
the blue curves are the results obtained by Eq.(67) and
the red stars are the ones calculated by the DMRG. From
Fig.9, we see that the analytical result (67) agrees with
the DMRG data.
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FIG. 8. The ground state energy density E4/L versus the
filling factor n. The curve is the result calculated from Eq.(65)
and the red stars are the data obtained by the DMRG. Here,
ξ = −0.9, ξ′ = 2.9, θ = π/3 and φ = θ′ = φ′ = 0.
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FIG. 9. The surface energies of the system with given bound-
ary parameters in regime (iv). The curves are the results cal-
culated from Eq.(67) and the red stars are the ones obtained
by the DMRG and finite size scaling analysis. Here, n = 1,
θ = π/3 and φ = θ′ = φ′ = 0.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have studied the physical quantities of
one-dimensional supersymmetric t−J model with unpar-
allel boundary magnetic fields, which is a typical U(1)-
symmetry broken quantum integrable strongly correlated
electron system. At zero temperature, we find that the
contribution of inhomogeneous term in the eigenvalue of
transfer matrix can be neglected in the thermodynamic
limit. From the analysis of reduced Bethe ansatz equa-
tions, we obtain the patterns of Bethe roots. Based on
them, we calculate the ground state energy and surface
energy in different regimes of boundary parameters. We
also find that there exist some stable boundary bound
states for certain boundary fields.
It is interesting to extend the present analysis to the

finite temperature. The reduced Bethe ansatz equa-
tions take the form of product, thus the thermodynamic
Bethe ansatz33 can be applied to calculate the thermo-
dynamic properties such as elementary excitations, spin-
charge separation, free energy and magnetic susceptibil-
ity. The analysis considered here also allows to study
the corresponding conformal field theory in a geometry
with boundary35. If the inhomogeneous term can not be
neglected, then the t−W scheme might be a good candi-
date to study the finite temperature thermodynamics for
present model36. The exact finite size effect of the sys-
tem (1) starting from the inhomogeneous Bethe asnatz
equations (13)-(14) is also an interesting topic.
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