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Abstract

We study the partition function per site of the integrable Sp(2n) vertex

model on the square lattice. We establish a set of transfer matrix fusion

relations for this model. The solution of these functional relations in the
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1 Introduction

The use of transfer matrix techniques to study statistical models on the square lattice

has a long history [1, 2]. This includes the use Bethe ansatz techniques, T -Q relations

and functional approaches. The latter have been shown to be successful in solving

models with subtle algebraic and analytical structure. In this context, there are

approaches based on inversion relations [3, 4, 5, 6], fusion functional equations [7, 8, 9]

and transfer matrix inversion identities [10].

Recently it was shown [11] that another set of relations, the transfer matrix fusion

identities, can be used to study integrable vertex models in the thermodynamic limit

with subtle analyticity properties. It was noticed in [11] that the leading eigenvalue

of the fundamental representation of the integrable Sp(4) vertex model displays an

extended singularity at the center of the analyticity strip, which prevents the use

of the usual inversion relation to solve the problem. The existence of the extended

singularity splits the analyticity strip into two parts, which requires extra relations

to connect both sides of the analyticity strip. The transfer matrix fusion identities

in the thermodynamic limit, which is an exact truncation of the fusion hierarchy

[12, 13, 14, 15], constitutes a set of sufficient relations that allowed for the computation

of the partition function per site in the thermodynamic limit of the Sp(4) vertex

model on the square lattice [11]. It is remarkable that the obtained solution exhibits

explicitly a kind of CDD factor due to the loss of analyticity along an infinitely long

line at the center of the analytical strip.

In this work, we are interested in tackling the general Sp(2n) integrable vertex

model, which therefore generalizes the results obtained in [11]. In order to do that, we

first derive the transfer matrix fusion relations for the integrable Sp(6) vertex model.

These relations hold for arbitrary values of the spectral parameter, which is in contrast

with the discrete set of relations used in [16]. These fusion relations are naturally

extended to the arbitrary Sp(2n) vertex model. In the thermodynamic limit, the
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transfer matrix fusion relations become an exact truncation of the fusion hierarchy.

Remarkably, these relations are also just enough to allow for the computation of the

partition function per site of the Sp(2n) vertex model. Apart from the solution for

the last fusion level, the solution for all other fusion levels shows a kind of CDD

factor due to the loss of analyticity along an extended singularity at the center of the

strip. This is due to the fact that only the eigenvalue of the fusion transfer matrix

of the last fusion level is free of zeros inside the analyticity strip. This is described

in detail in the case of the Sp(6) vertex model and the general formulae are given for

the arbitrary Sp(2n) case.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we described the integrable

structure of the model. In section 3 we deal with the Sp(6) case. We discuss the

fusion properties and the transfer matrix fusion identities for the Sp(6) model. We

study the analyticity of the leading eigenvalues of the fundamental and fused transfer

matrices. The partition function per site is evaluated in the thermodynamic limit. In

section 4 we extend the results to the arbitrary Sp(2n) vertex model. Our conclusions

are given in section 5. Additional details are given in the appendices.

2 The vertex model

The fundamental Sp(2n) integrable vertex model is described by the R-matrix [17,

18, 19, 20],

R
(2n,2n)
12 (λ) = λ(λ+∆)I12 + (λ+∆)P12 + λE12, (1)

which acts in the indicated spaces of the tensor product W ⊗ W , where W is the

fundamental representation of the Sp(2n), which is of dimension 2n as indicated in

the superscript. The parameter ∆ = n+1 and Ii,i+1, Pi,i+1 and Ei,i+1 are the identity,

permutation and Temperley-Lieb operators acting on the sites i and i + 1. Their

matrix elements are given as (Ii,i+1)
bd
ac = δa,bδc,d, (Pi,i+1)

bd
ac = δa,dδb,c and (Ei,i+1)

bd
ac =
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ǫaǫcδa,2n+1−cδb,2n+1−d for 1 ≤ a, b, c, d ≤ n where ǫa = 1 for 1 ≤ a ≤ n and ǫa = −1

for n + 1 ≤ a ≤ 2n.

The R-matrix has the important properties of regularity, unitarity and crossing

given as follows,

R
(2n,2n)
12 (0) = ∆P12, (2)

R
(2n,2n)
12 (λ)R

(2n,2n)
21 (−λ) = (1− λ2)(∆2 − λ2)I12, (3)

R
(2n,2n)
12 (λ) = (V ⊗ I)(R

(2n,2n)
12 (−λ− ρ))t2(V −1 ⊗ I), (4)

where t2 is transposition in the second space, the crossing parameter is ρ = ∆ and

the crossing matrix V is given by V = anti-diagonal(1, . . . , 1,−1, . . . ,−1), where the

matrix entries are listed from the top-right to the bottom-left corners. The R-matrix

satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation,

R
(2n,2n)
12 (λ− µ)R

(2n,2n)
13 (λ)R

(2n,2n)
23 (µ) = R

(2n,2n)
23 (µ)R

(2n,2n)
13 (λ)R

(2n,2n)
12 (λ− µ). (5)

The partition function of the classical M×L lattice model with periodic boundary

conditions in both directions can be written as Z = Tr
[(
T (2n)(λ)

)M
]

, where T (2n)(λ)

is the row-to-row transfer matrix given by the trace over the 2n-dimensional auxiliary

space A of the monodromy matrix T (2n,2n)
A (λ) = R

(2n,2n)
AL (λ) . . .R

(2n,2n)
A1 (λ) such as,

T (2n)(λ) = TrA [T (2n,2n)
A (λ)]. (6)

The transfer matrix constitutes a family of commuting operators [T (2n)(λ), T (2n)(µ)] =

0 thanks to the Yang-Baxter equation. Therefore, T (2n)(λ) is a generating function of

conserved charges. The first non-trivial conserved charge is obtained by logarithmic

derivative transfer matrix, H(2n) = d
dλ

log T (2n)(λ)
∣
∣
∣
λ=0

, which is the Hamiltonian of the

integrable Sp(2n) spin chain with periodic boundary condition [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22],

H(2n) =

L∑

i=1

(
1

∆
Ii,i+1 + Pi,i+1 −

1

∆
Ei,i+1

)

, (7)

whose physical properties were studied via the solution of the Bethe ansatz equation

in [22].
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3 Sp(6) vertex model

3.1 Fusion relations

For the Sp(6) case, the tensor product of two fundamental representations decomposes

as 6⊗6 = 1⊕14⊕21 [23]. This means that we can rewrite the fundamental R-matrix

R
(6,6)
12 (λ) in terms of the projectors in such spaces, namely

R
(6,6)
12 (λ) = (λ+ 1)(λ− 4)P̌

(1)
12 + (λ− 1)(λ+ 4)P̌

(14)
12 + (λ+ 1)(λ+ 4)P̌

(21)
12 , (8)

where P̌
(α)
12 are the projectors on the α-dimensional subspace (α = 1, 14, 21), which

are given in the Appendix A. This shows explicitly the singular values that degenerate

in projection operators, which implies R
(6,6)
12 (−4) = 24P̌

(1)
12 and R

(6,6)
12 (−1) = −6P̌

(14)
12 .

By the rules of fusion [12, 13, 14], one can exploit the point λ = −1 to obtain a

new R-matrix with a 14-dimensional auxiliary space (see [16, 24] and the Appendix A

for more details on the fusion rules for Sp(6)) given as,

R
(14,6)
12 (λ) = (λ+

3

2
)(λ− 7

2
)P̌

(6)
12 + (λ− 3

2
)(λ+

7

2
)P̌

(14′)
12 + (λ+

3

2
)(λ+

7

2
)P̌

(64)
12 , (9)

where the projectors P̌
(6)
12 , P̌

(14′)
12 and P̌

(64)
12 (also given in the Appendix A) are due to

the decomposition 14 ⊗ 6 = 6⊕ 14′ ⊕ 64. It is interesting to note that there are two

different 14-dimensional irreducible representations. In terms of the Dynkin labels,

the fundamental 6-dimensional and the two 14-dimensional representations are given

by (6) = [1, 0, 0], (14) = [0, 1, 0] and (14′) = [0, 0, 1] respectively. One can also simply

read the singular values, such that R
(14,6)
12 (−7

2
) = 14P̌

(6)
12 and R

(14,6)
12 (−3

2
) = −6P̌

(14′)
12 .

Finally, due to the tensor product decomposition of 14′ ⊗ 6 = 14 ⊕ 70, one has

that the R-matrix R
(14′,6)
12 (λ) is given in terms of the respective projectors as follows,

R
(14′,6)
12 (λ) = (λ− 3)P̌ ′(14)

12 + (λ+ 3)P̌
(70)
12 . (10)

Here it is important to note, that P̌ ′(14)
12 is the projector from the 14× 6-dimensional

space back to the (14) = [0, 1, 0] representation, while P̌
(14)
12 in (8) is the projector

from the 6× 6-dimensional space to the (14) = [0, 1, 0] representation.
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Naturally, these fused R-matrices also satisfy the unitarity conditions,

R
(14,6)
12 (λ)R

(6,14)
21 (−λ) = ((3

2
)2 − λ2)((7

2
)2 − λ2)I12, (11)

R
(14′,6)
12 (λ)R

(6,14′)
21 (−λ) = ((3)2 − λ2)I12, (12)

and Yang-Baxter equations,

R
(α,6)
12 (λ− µ)R

(α,6)
13 (λ)R

(6,6)
23 (µ) = R

(6,6)
23 (µ)R

(α,6)
13 (λ)R

(α,6)
12 (λ− µ), (13)

for α = 14, 14′. This allows us to define two additional transfer matrices with 14-

dimensional auxiliary spaces.

T (α)(λ) = TrA

[

T (α,6)
A (λ)

]

, T (α,6)
A (λ) = R

(α,6)
AL (λ)R

(α,6)
AL−1(λ) · · ·R

(α,6)
A1 (λ). (14)

The above transfer matrices T (6)(λ), T (14)(λ) and T (14′)(λ) also commute mutually

for different spectral parameters.

The fusion structure allows us to establish the transfer matrix fusion identities for

Sp(6) along the same lines as [11], which are given by

T (6)(λ)T (6)(λ− 4) = [(λ2 − 1)(λ2 − 42)]LI(1 +O(e−L)), (15)

T (6)(λ)T (6)(λ− 1) = [(λ− 1)(λ+ 4)]LT (14)(λ− 1

2
)(1 +O(e−L)), (16)

T (6)(λ)T (14)(λ− 3

2
) = [(λ2 − 1)(λ+ 4)]LT (14′)(λ− 1)(1 +O(e−L)), (17)

T (6)(λ)T (14)(λ− 7

2
) = [(λ− 1)(λ+ 4)]LT (6)(λ− 3)(1 + O(e−L)), (18)

T (6)(λ)T (14′)(λ− 3) = [(λ+ 4)]LT (14)(λ− 5

2
)(1 +O(e−L)), (19)

where (15) is the transfer matrix inversion identity [10] and O(e−L) are corrections

vanishing exponentially in the thermodynamic limit. The additional relations (16-19)

are derived along the same lines as [11] by exploiting the singular values λ = −1 of

the R-matrix R
(6,6)
12 (λ), λ = −3

2
and λ = −7

2
of R

(14,6)
12 (λ) and λ = −3 of R

(14′,6)
12 (λ)

(see Appendix A).
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As a consequence of the commutativity property of the transfer matrices T (6)(λ),

T (14)(λ) and T (14′)(λ), their common eigenvectors are independent of the spectral

parameter λ. This implies that the relations (15-19) are also satisfied by the transfer

matrix eigenvalues Λ(α)(λ),

Λ(6)(λ)Λ(6)(λ− 4) = [(λ2 − 1)(λ2 − 42)]L
(
1 +O(e−L)

)
, (20)

Λ(6)(λ)Λ(6)(λ− 1) = [(λ− 1)(λ+ 4)]LΛ(14)(λ− 1

2
)
(
1 +O(e−L)

)
, (21)

Λ(6)(λ)Λ(14)(λ− 3

2
) = [(λ2 − 1)(λ+ 4)]LΛ(14′)(λ− 1)

(
1 +O(e−L)

)
, (22)

Λ(6)(λ)Λ(14)(λ− 7

2
) = [(λ− 1)(λ+ 4)]LΛ(6)(λ− 3)

(
1 +O(e−L)

)
, (23)

Λ(6)(λ)Λ(14′)(λ− 3) = [(λ+ 4)]LΛ(14)(λ− 5

2
)
(
1 +O(e−L)

)
, (24)

which hold for |λ| < ǫ for some small fixed ǫ. Note that (20) is the inversion relation

[3, 4, 5] for the Sp(6) vertex model. It is worth recalling that the above relations hold

for all the transfer matrix eigenvalues for large L and they are an exact truncation of

the fusion hierarchy in the limit L → ∞.

We studied the pattern of zeros of the largest eigenvalue of the transfer matrix

for the Sp(6) vertex model. Our results are exhibited in Figure 1 for lattice sizes

L = 6 and L = 12 respectively. This study reveals that, for the Sp(6) vertex model,

there are zeros of Λ
(6)
0 (λ) and Λ

(14)
0 (λ) precisely at the center of the analyticity strip

(−9
2
< Re(λ) < 1

2
) along the line ℜ(λ) = −2 and the number of those zeros and

their density grows linearly with system size. This accumulation of zeros breaks the

analyticity along the center line of the analytical strip. This special behaviour was

first realized for the Sp(4) vertex model [11] and it is also the case for Sp(6). We note

that only the leading eigenvalue Λ
(14′)
0 (λ) of the [0, 0, 1] representation is free of zeros

inside the wider strip −9
2
< Re(λ) < 1

2
, which implies that the set of relations (20–24)

are just enough to determine the leading eigenvalues Λ
(6)
0 (λ), Λ

(14)
0 (λ) and Λ

(14′)
0 (λ).
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Figure 1: Left panel: Zeros of the leading eigenvalue Λ
(14′)
0 (λ) for L = 6, 12. Center

panel: Zeros of the leading eigenvalue Λ
(14)
0 (λ) for L = 6, 12 exhibiting 2L/3 zeros in

the center of the analytical strip. Right panel: Zeros of the leading eigenvalue Λ
(6)
0 (λ)

in the complex plane for L = 6, 12 exhibiting L/3 zeros in the center of the analytical

strip.

3.2 Partition function

In this section we determine the largest eigenvalue Λ
(6)
0 (λ) of the transfer matrix in

the extended region −9
2
< Re(λ) < 1

2
and as a byproduct we also obtain the largest

eigenvalues Λ
(14)
0 (λ) and Λ

(14′)
0 (λ).

In order to do this, we conveniently define the partition function per site and its

logarithmic derivative

κ(α)(λ) = lim
L→∞

(

Λ
(α)
0 (λ)

)1/L

, ω(α)(λ) =
d

dλ
log κ(α)(λ), for α = 6, 14 and 14′.

(25)
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Having in mind the break in analyticity, we further define

κ(α)(λ) =







κ
(α)
I (λ), λ < −2

κ
(α)
II (λ), λ > −2

, ω(α)(λ) =







ω
(α)
I (λ), λ < −2

ω
(α)
II (λ), λ > −2

, (26)

where the indices I and II specify the functions on the left and right of the cut line

Re(λ) = −2 with ω
(α)
i (λ) = d

dλ
log κ

(α)
i (λ) for i = I or II and α = 6, 14.

Similarly to [11], the patterns of zeros of Λ
(α)
0 (λ) for α = 6, 14, 14′ in Figure 1

are invariant under the crossing involution λ 7→ −4 − λ, which implies the following

symmetries,

κ
(α)
I (λ) = κ

(α)
II (−4− λ), κ

(α)
II (λ) = κ

(α)
I (−4 − λ), (27)

ω
(α)
I (λ) = −ω

(α)
II (−4− λ), ω

(α)
II (λ) = −ω

(α)
I (−4− λ), (28)

for α = 6, 14 and κ(14′)(λ) = κ(14′)(−4− λ) and ω(14′)(λ) = −ω(14′)(−4− λ).

Using these functions, the fusion relations (20-24) can be rewritten as

κ
(6)
II (λ)κ

(6)
I (λ− 4) = (λ2 − 1)(λ2 − 42), (29)

κ
(6)
II (λ)κ

(6)
II (λ− 1) = (λ− 1)(λ+ 4)κ

(14)
II (λ− 1

2
), (30)

κ
(6)
II (λ)κ

(14)
II (λ− 3

2
) = (λ2 − 1)(λ+ 4)κ(14′)(λ− 1), (31)

κ
(6)
II (λ)κ

(14)
I (λ− 7

2
) = (λ− 1)(λ+ 4)κ

(6)
I (λ− 3), (32)

κ
(6)
II (λ)κ

(14′)(λ− 3) = (λ+ 4)κ
(14)
I (λ− 5

2
), (33)

and its logarithmic derivative,

ω
(6)
II (λ) + ω

(6)
I (λ− 4) =

1

λ+ 1
+

1

λ− 1
+

1

λ+ 4
+

1

λ− 4
, (34)

ω
(6)
II (λ) + ω

(6)
II (λ− 1) =

1

λ− 1
+

1

λ+ 4
+ ω

(14)
II (λ− 1

2
), (35)

ω
(6)
II (λ) + ω

(14)
II (λ− 3

2
) =

1

λ+ 1
+

1

λ− 1
+

1

λ+ 4
+ ω(14′)(λ− 1), (36)

ω
(6)
II (λ) + ω

(14)
I (λ− 7

2
) =

1

λ− 1
+

1

λ+ 4
+ ω

(6)
I (λ− 3), (37)

ω
(6)
II (λ) + ω(14′)(λ− 3) =

1

λ+ 4
+ ω

(14)
I (λ− 5

2
). (38)
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By elimination, one can obtain a simpler equation for the ω(14′)(λ),

ω(14′)(λ− 1) + ω(14′)(λ− 5) =
1

λ + 2
+

1

λ− 4
. (39)

The logarithmic derivatives have the advantage that they admit Fourier-Laplace

transforms. Therefore, we Fourier-Laplace transform the above equations (34-38).

The system of the resulting equations is algebraically resolved. The algebraic ex-

pressions are finally transformed back and written in terms of gamma functions or

integrals (as described in detail in [11]). The final expression for ω
(6)
II (λ) written in

terms of the gamma functions is given as follows,

ω
(6)
II (λ) =

d

dλ
log

[

Γ(1
3
+ λ

3
)Γ(2

3
− λ

3
)

Γ(1
3
− λ

3
)Γ(2

3
+ λ

3
)

]

+
d

dλ
log

[

Γ(7
8
+ λ

8
)Γ(1

8
− λ

8
)Γ(1

4
+ λ

8
)Γ(3

4
− λ

8
)Γ(5

8
+ λ

8
)Γ(3

8
− λ

8
)

Γ(7
8
− λ

8
)Γ(1

8
+ λ

8
)Γ(1

4
− λ

8
)Γ(3

4
+ λ

8
)Γ(5

8
− λ

8
)Γ(3

8
+ λ

8
)

]

(40)

+
d

dλ
log

[

Γ(9
8
+ λ

8
)Γ(5

8
− λ

8
)Γ(3

2
+ λ

8
)Γ(1− λ

8
)

Γ(1
8
− λ

8
)Γ(5

8
+ λ

8
)Γ(1

2
− λ

8
)Γ(1 + λ

8
)

]

.

It is worth noticing that the last term in (40) would be the solution of the Eq.(34) if

the eigenvalues were analytical in the entire strip. Therefore, the other terms in (40)

can be seen as CDD factors [25] due to the break of the analyticity properties at the

branch cut line at center of the analyticity strip −9
2
< Re(λ) < 1

2
.

The ground state energy of the associated quantum spin chain is obtained by

setting λ = 0,

ω
(6)
II (0) =

5

4
− π

4
+

π

2
√
2
− 2π

3
√
3
− log 2

2
− log(3 + 2

√
2)

2
√
2

, (41)

which is, apart from a trivial shift of the whole spectrum due to different normaliza-

tion, in agreement with the evaluation of the integral expression obtained in [22] via

the solution of the Bethe ansatz equations.
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The remaining functions are given by,

ω
(14)
II (λ) =

d

dλ
log

[

Γ(7
6
+ λ

3
)Γ(5

6
− λ

3
)

Γ(7
6
− λ

3
)Γ(5

6
+ λ

3
)

]

+
d

dλ
log

[

Γ( 7
16

− λ
8
)Γ( 9

16
+ λ

8
)Γ(15

16
+ λ

8
)Γ(17

16
− λ

8
)

Γ( 7
16

+ λ
8
)Γ( 9

16
− λ

8
)Γ(15

16
− λ

8
)Γ(17

16
+ λ

8
)

]

+
d

dλ
log

[

Γ(19
16

+ λ
8
)Γ(23

16
+ λ

8
)Γ(11

16
− λ

8
)Γ(15

16
− λ

8
)

Γ( 3
16

− λ
8
)Γ( 7

16
− λ

8
)Γ(11

16
+ λ

8
)Γ(15

16
+ λ

8
)

]

, (42)

ω
(6)
I (λ) = −ω

(6)
II (−4− λ), (43)

ω
(14)
I (λ) = −ω

(14)
II (−4− λ), (44)

ω(14′)(λ) =
d

dλ
log

[

Γ(11
8
+ λ

8
)Γ(7

8
− λ

8
)

Γ(3
8
− λ

8
)Γ(7

8
+ λ

8
)

]

. (45)

By integrating (40,42,45) and fixing the integration constants such that the uni-

tarity property is satisfied, we obtain the partition function per site given by,

κ
(6)
II (λ) = 82

[

Γ(9
8
+ λ

8
)Γ(5

8
− λ

8
)Γ(3

2
+ λ

8
)Γ(1− λ

8
)

Γ(1
8
− λ

8
)Γ(5

8
+ λ

8
)Γ(1

2
− λ

8
)Γ(1 + λ

8
)

][

Γ(1
3
+ λ

3
)Γ(2

3
− λ

3
)

Γ(1
3
− λ

3
)Γ(2

3
+ λ

3
)

]

×
[

Γ(1
8
− λ

8
)Γ(1

4
+ λ

8
)Γ(3

8
− λ

8
)Γ(5

8
+ λ

8
)Γ(3

4
− λ

8
)Γ(7

8
+ λ

8
)

Γ(1
8
+ λ

8
)Γ(1

4
− λ

8
)Γ(3

8
+ λ

8
)Γ(5

8
− λ

8
)Γ(3

4
+ λ

8
)Γ(7

8
− λ

8
)

]

, (46)

κ
(14)
II (λ) = 82

[

Γ(19
16

+ λ
8
)Γ(23

16
+ λ

8
)Γ(11

16
− λ

8
)Γ(15

16
− λ

8
)

Γ( 3
16

− λ
8
)Γ( 7

16
− λ

8
)Γ(11

16
+ λ

8
)Γ(15

16
+ λ

8
)

][

Γ(7
6
+ λ

3
)Γ(5

6
− λ

3
)

Γ(7
6
− λ

3
)Γ(5

6
+ λ

3
)

]

×
[

Γ( 7
16

− λ
8
)Γ( 9

16
+ λ

8
)Γ(15

16
+ λ

8
)Γ(17

16
− λ

8
)

Γ( 7
16

+ λ
8
)Γ( 9

16
− λ

8
)Γ(15

16
− λ

8
)Γ(17

16
+ λ

8
)

]

, (47)

κ
(6)
I (λ) = κ

(6)
II (−4− λ), (48)

κ
(14)
I (λ) = κ

(14)
II (−4 − λ), (49)

κ(14′)(λ) = 8

[

Γ(11
8
+ λ

8
)Γ(7

8
− λ

8
)

Γ(3
8
− λ

8
)Γ(7

8
+ λ

8
)

]

. (50)

We show in Figures 2, 3 and 4 the comparison of the partition functions per site

κ
(α)
L (λ) =

(

Λ
(α)
0 (λ)

)1/L

for α = 6, 14 and 14′ for the finite horizontal lattice size

L = 12 as a function of λ with the result in the thermodynamic limit.
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κ(6
) (λ

)

λ

L=12
L=∞

Figure 2: Partition function per site κ
(6)
L (λ) =

(

Λ
(6)
0 (λ)

)1/L

as a function of λ for finite

horizontal lattice size L = 12 and its comparison with the result in the thermodynamic

limit (L → ∞). Notice that κ
(6)
L (λ) is analytic for L finite but develops a cusp and is

not analytic at λ = −2 for L → ∞.

4 The general Sp(2n) case

For the Sp(2n) case, the tensor product of two fundamental representations decom-

poses as 2n⊗ 2n = 1⊕ (2n+ 1)(n− 1)⊕ (2n+ 1)n [23]. Therefore, the fundamental

R-matrix R
(2n,2n)
12 (λ) defined in (1) can be rewritten as,

R
(2n,2n)
12 (λ) = (λ+1)(λ−∆)P̌

(1)
12 +(λ−1)(λ+∆)P̌

((2n+1)(n−1))
12 +(λ+1)(λ+∆)P̌

((2n+1)n)
12 ,

(51)
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 1.5

 2

 2.5

 3

 3.5

 4

 4.5

 5

 5.5

-4 -3.5 -3 -2.5 -2 -1.5 -1 -0.5  0

κ(1
4)

(λ
)

λ

L=12
L=∞

Figure 3: Partition function per site κ
(14)
L (λ) =

(

Λ
(14)
0 (λ)

)1/L

as a function of λ

for finite horizontal lattice size L = 12 and its comparison with the result in the

thermodynamic limit (L → ∞). Notice that κ
(14)
L (λ) is analytic for L finite but also

develops a cusp and is not analytic at λ = −2 for L → ∞.

where the projectors P̌
(α)
12 are given in the Appendix B. This again shows explicitly

the singular values that degenerate in projection operators, which can be exploited to

derive the fusion hierarchy recursively (see [16] and the Appendix B for more details

on the fusion hierarchy for Sp(2n) case).

Nevertheless, it is not convenient for the general Sp(2n) case to label the spaces

on which the R-matrices act in terms of the dimension of the representation. In-

stead, we choose to label it in terms of the Dynkin labels [r1, r2, . . . , rn] of the

representations. Actually, we define a shorthand notation to indicate the fundamental

12



 3

 3.1

 3.2

 3.3

 3.4

 3.5

 3.6

-4 -3.5 -3 -2.5 -2 -1.5 -1 -0.5  0

κ(1
4’

) (λ
)

λ

L=12
L=∞

Figure 4: Partition function per site κ
(14′)
L (λ) =

(

Λ
(14′)
0 (λ)

)1/L

as a function of λ

for finite horizontal lattice size L = 12 and its comparison with the result in the

thermodynamic limit (L → ∞).

representations such that the representation of dimension 2n is indicated by {1} :=

[1, 0, . . . , 0]. We proceed similarly for the all other fundamental representations such

that {k} := [0, . . . , 0,

k−th
︷︸︸︷

1 , 0, . . . , 0], for k = 1, 2, . . . , n. For instance, the transfer

matrix T ({1})(λ) := T (2n)(λ) and so on (see Appendix B for more details).

The transfer matrix fusion identities can be extended to the general Sp(2n) along

the same lines as done for the cases Sp(4) [11] and Sp(6) in section 3. The final

13



relations are given by,

T ({1})(λ)T ({1})(λ−∆) = [(λ2 − 1)(λ2 −∆2)]LI(1 +O(e−L)),

T ({1})(λ)T ({m})(λ− m+1
2

) = [(λ− 1)(λ+∆)]LT ({m+1})(λ− m
2
)(1 +O(e−L)),

T ({1})(λ)T ({n−1})(λ− n
2
) = [(λ2 − 1)(λ+∆)]LT ({n})(λ− n−1

2
)(1 +O(e−L)),(52)

T ({1})(λ)T ({m+1})(λ− 2∆−m
2

) = [(λ− 1)(λ+∆)]LT ({m})(λ− 2∆−m−1
2

)(1 +O(e−L)),

T ({1})(λ)T ({n})(λ− ∆+2
2

) = [(λ +∆)]LT ({n−1})(λ− ∆+1
2

)(1 +O(e−L)),

for m = 1, 2, . . . , n− 2.

Similar relations hold for all the fused transfer matrix eigenvalues, which include

the leading eigenvalues denoted Λ
({m})
0 (λ) for m = 1, . . . , n. The partition function

per site in the thermodynamic limit is defined as κ(m)(λ) = limL→∞

(

Λ
({m})
0 (λ)

)1/L

.

Consequently, the above relations can be rewritten in terms of the partition function

κ(m)(λ) as follows,

κ
(1)
II (λ)κ

(1)
I (λ−∆) = (λ2 − 1)(λ2 −∆2),

κ
(1)
II (λ)κ

(m)
II (λ− m+1

2
) = (λ− 1)(λ+∆)κ

(m+1)
II (λ− m

2
),

κ
(1)
II (λ)κ

(n−1)
II (λ− n

2
) = (λ2 − 1)(λ+∆)κ(n)(λ− n−1

2
), (53)

κ
(1)
II (λ)κ

(m+1)
I (λ− 2∆−m

2
) = (λ− 1)(λ+∆)κ

(m)
I (λ− 2∆−m−1

2
),

κ
(1)
II (λ)κ

(n)(λ− ∆+2
2

) = (λ+∆)κ
(n−1)
I (λ− ∆+1

2
),

for m = 1, 2, . . . , n − 2. Based on the studies for the Sp(4) [11] and Sp(6) cases, we

infer at this point that only the leading eigenvalue of last fusion level Λ
({n})
0 (λ) is free

of zeros inside the analyticity strip, which is assumed to be −1
2
−∆ < Re(λ) < 1

2
. We

also assume that all other eigenvalues have zeros at the center of the strip distributed

along an infinitely long vertical line. Therefore, the indices I and II specify the

functions on the left and right of the cut line Re(λ) = −∆
2
.

By taking the logarithmic derivative of the partition function, we introduce the

functions ω(m)(λ) = d
dλ

log κ(m)(λ) for m = 1, . . . , n. This allows us to rewrite the

14



Eqs.(53) as given below,

ω
(1)
II (λ) + ω

(1)
I (λ−∆) =

1

λ− 1
+

1

λ+ 1
+

1

λ−∆
+

1

λ+∆
,

ω
(1)
II (λ) + ω

(m)
II (λ− m+1

2
) =

1

λ− 1
+

1

λ+∆
+ ω

(m+1)
II (λ− m

2
),

ω
(1)
II (λ) + ω

(n−1)
II (λ− n

2
) =

1

λ− 1
+

1

λ+ 1
+

1

λ+∆
+ ω(n)(λ− n−1

2
), (54)

ω
(1)
II (λ) + ω

(m+1)
I (λ− 2∆−m

2
) =

1

λ− 1
+

1

λ+∆
+ ω

(m)
I (λ− 2∆−m−1

2
),

ω
(1)
II (λ) + ω(n)(λ− ∆+2

2
) =

1

λ+∆
+ ω

(n−1)
I (λ− ∆+1

2
),

for m = 1, 2, . . . , n− 2.

Similar to the cases n = 2 and 3, a simpler equation can be obtained from the

Eqs.(54) by elimination,

ω(n)(λ− n−1
2
) + ω(n)(λ− 3∆−2

2
) =

1

λ+ 2
+

1

λ−∆
, (55)

which is in agreement with (39) for n = 3.

The solution for the arbitrary Sp(2n) is therefore obtained by Fourier-Laplace

transform and the final result for the fundamental representation (m = 1) is conve-

niently written in terms of gamma functions and an integral expression as follows,

ω
(1)
II (λ) =

∫ ∞

0

e−nt(1− e−t)

(1− e−nt)(1 + e−(n+1)t)

(
eλt + e−λt

)
dt (56)

+
d

dλ
log

[
Γ( 2n+3

2(n+1)
+ λ

2(n+1)
)Γ( n+2

2(n+1)
− λ

2(n+1)
)Γ(3

2
+ λ

2(n+1)
)Γ(1− λ

2(n+1)
)

Γ( 1
2(n+1)

− λ
2(n+1)

)Γ( n+2
2(n+1)

+ λ
2(n+1)

)Γ(1
2
− λ

2(n+1)
)Γ(1 + λ

2(n+1)
)

]

.

The homogeneous limit (λ = 0) of the above function results precisely in the ground

state energy of the quantum spin chain, which is, apart from a trivial shift of the

whole spectrum by 1
∆

due to different normalization, in agreement with the integral

expression obtained via the solution of the Bethe ansatz equations in [22] as verified

by the numerical evaluation of the integrals for n > 3. It is worth noting that the last

term of (56), which is written in terms of the gamma functions, would be the solution
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of the first equation in (54) if the eigenvalue expression was free of zeros inside the

strip. Consequently, the first term in (56) can be seen as a kind of CDD factor due

to the break in the analyticity properties at the center of the strip. In the general

Sp(2n) case, we could not rewrite this integral in terms of gamma function, since

the partial fraction expansion of the integrand needed in this process changes greatly

with the values of n.

The general solution for the remaining functions is written as follows,

ω
(m)
II (λ) =

∫ ∞

0

e−( 2n−m+1

2
)t(1− e−mt)

(1− e−nt)(1 + e−(n+1)t)

(
eλt + e−λt

)
dt (57)

+
d

dλ
log

[
Γ(4n+m+5

4(n+1)
+ λ

2(n+1)
)Γ(2n+m+3

4(n+1)
− λ

2(n+1)
)Γ(6n−m+7

4(n+1)
+ λ

2(n+1)
)Γ(4n−m+5

4(n+1)
− λ

2(n+1)
)

Γ( m+1
4(n+1)

− λ
2(n+1)

)Γ(2n+m+3
4(n+1)

+ λ
2(n+1)

)Γ(2n−m+3
4(n+1)

− λ
2(n+1)

)Γ(4n−m+5
4(n+1)

+ λ
2(n+1)

)

]

,

for m = 2, . . . , n− 1 and

ω(n)(λ) =
d

dλ
log

[
Γ( 5n+7

4(n+1)
+ λ

2(n+1)
)Γ( 3n+5

4(n+1)
− λ

2(n+1)
)

Γ( n+3
4(n+1)

− λ
2(n+1)

)Γ( 3n+5
4(n+1)

+ λ
2(n+1)

)

]

. (58)

Finally, by integrating (56–58) and fixing the integration constants such that the

unitarity property is satisfied, we finally obtain the partition function per site given

by,

κ
(1)
II (λ) = (2(n+ 1))2 exp

{∫ ∞

0

e−nt(1− e−t)

t(1− e−nt)(1 + e−(n+1)t)

(
eλt − e−λt

)
dt

}

(59)

×
[
Γ( 2n+3

2(n+1)
+ λ

2(n+1)
)Γ( n+2

2(n+1)
− λ

2(n+1)
)Γ(3

2
+ λ

2(n+1)
)Γ(1− λ

2(n+1)
)

Γ( 1
2(n+1)

− λ
2(n+1)

)Γ( n+2
2(n+1)

+ λ
2(n+1)

)Γ(1
2
− λ

2(n+1)
)Γ(1 + λ

2(n+1)
)

]

,

κ
(m)
II (λ) = (2(n+ 1))2 exp

{
∫ ∞

0

e−( 2n−m+1

2
)t(1− e−mt)

t(1− e−nt)(1 + e−(n+1)t)

(
eλt − e−λt

)
dt

}

(60)

×
[
Γ(4n+m+5

4(n+1)
+ λ

2(n+1)
)Γ(2n+m+3

4(n+1)
− λ

2(n+1)
)Γ(6n−m+7

4(n+1)
+ λ

2(n+1)
)Γ(4n−m+5

4(n+1)
− λ

2(n+1)
)

Γ( m+1
4(n+1)

− λ
2(n+1)

)Γ(2n+m+3
4(n+1)

+ λ
2(n+1)

)Γ(2n−m+3
4(n+1)

− λ
2(n+1)

)Γ(4n−m+5
4(n+1)

+ λ
2(n+1)

)

]

,

for m = 2, . . . , n− 1 and

κ(n)(λ) = 2(n+ 1)

[
Γ( 5n+7

4(n+1)
+ λ

2(n+1)
)Γ( 3n+5

4(n+1)
− λ

2(n+1)
)

Γ( n+3
4(n+1)

− λ
2(n+1)

)Γ( 3n+5
4(n+1)

+ λ
2(n+1)

)

]

. (61)
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5 Conclusion

We investigated the partition function of the fundamental Sp(2n) vertex model on a

square lattice in the thermodynamic limit via a functional approach.

This was done in great detail for the special case of the Sp(6) vertex model, which

together with the previous results for the Sp(4) case [11] allowed for the generalization

for the arbitrary Sp(2n) case. This is a subtle calculation, since all fusion level

leading eigenvalues but the last have a vertical line of zeros at the center of the

analyticity strip. In the thermodynamic limit, this vertical line of zeros becomes an

extended singularity, which divides the complex plane into two parts. The established

transfer matrix fusion relations are used to connect both sides of the analyticity strip,

which therefore allows for the computation of the partition function per site of the

fundamental representation of the Sp(2n) vertex model. In addition, we also obtained

the partition function of vertex models mixing different representations.

We expect that the determination of the partition function is an important step

toward the calculation of the two-sites correlation functions of the Sp(2n) quantum

spin chain, along the same lines as done for the O(n) spin chain [26]. However, there

still exists the challenge of the derivation of fused quantum Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov

equations, which should completely determine the correlations. We also expect that

the method used in this work can be extended to other models with similar analytic

subtleties.
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Appendix A: Sp(6) fusion rules

In this appendix, we present more details concerning fusion in the Sp(6) case.

The projectors P̌
(α)
12 for α = 1, 14, 21 which arise from the decomposition 6⊗ 6 =

1 ⊕ 14⊕ 21 [23] are simply related to the identity, permutation and Temperley-Lieb

operators already defined. Therefore, we just list their explicit relations as follows,

P̌
(1)
12 = −1

6
E12, P̌

(14)
12 =

1

2
(I12 − P12) +

1

6
E12, P̌

(21)
12 =

1

2
(I12 + P12) . (62)

On the other hand, the projectors P̌
(6)
12 , P̌

(14′)
12 and P̌

(64)
12 are due to the decompo-

sition 14 ⊗ 6 = 6 ⊕ 14′ ⊕ 64. As the projectors are constrained by the usual relation

P̌
(6)
12 + P̌

(14′)
12 + P̌

(64)
12 = I, we only list the projectors on the 6 and 14′-dimensional

spaces,

P̌
(6)
12 =

6∑

i=1

∣
∣
∣φ

(6)
i

〉〈

φ
(6)
i

∣
∣
∣ , (63)

∣
∣
∣φ

(6)
1

〉

=
√
3

14
(|1, 5〉+ |2, 4〉 − |4, 3〉 − |6, 2〉) + 1

2

√
3
7
|7, 1〉 − 1

2
√
7
|10, 1〉 ,

∣
∣
∣φ

(6)
2

〉

=
√
3

14
(− |1, 6〉+ |3, 4〉 − |5, 3〉 − |11, 1〉)− 1

2

√
3
7
|7, 2〉 − 1

2
√
7
|10, 2〉 ,

∣
∣
∣φ

(6)
3

〉

= −
√
3

14
(|2, 6〉+ |3, 5〉+ |8, 2〉+ |12, 1〉) + 1√

7
|10, 3〉 ,

∣
∣
∣φ

(6)
4

〉

= −
√
3

14
(|4, 6〉+ |5, 5〉+ |9, 2〉+ |13, 1〉) + 1√

7
|10, 4〉), (64)

∣
∣
∣φ

(6)
5

〉

=
√
3

14
(− |6, 6〉 − |8, 4〉+ |9, 3〉 − |14, 1〉)− 1

2

√
3
7
|7, 5〉 − 1

2
√
7
|10, 5〉 ,

∣
∣
∣φ

(6)
6

〉

=
√
3

14
(|11, 5〉+ |12, 4〉 − |13, 3〉 − |14, 2〉)− 1

2

√
3
7
|7, 6〉+ 1

2
√
7
|10, 6〉 ,

P̌
(14′)
12 =

14∑

i=1

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
i

〉〈

φ
(14′)
i

∣
∣
∣ , (65)
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∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
1

〉

= 1√
3
(− |1, 3〉+ |2, 2〉 − |3, 1〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
2

〉

= 1√
3
(− |1, 4〉+ |4, 2〉 − |5, 1〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
3

〉

= 1√
3
(− |2, 5〉+ |6, 3〉 − |8, 1〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
4

〉

= 1√
3
(− |4, 5〉+ |6, 4〉 − |9, 1〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
5

〉

= 1√
6
(− |1, 5〉+ |2, 4〉 − |4, 3〉+ |6, 2〉)− 1

2
√
3
|7, 1〉 − 1

2
|10, 1〉 ,

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
6

〉

= 1√
6
(− |1, 6〉 − |3, 4〉+ |5, 3〉 − |11, 1〉)− 1

2
√
3
|7, 2〉+ 1

2
|10, 2〉 ,

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
7

〉

= 1√
6
(− |2, 6〉+ |3, 5〉+ |8, 2〉 − |12, 1〉)− 1√

3
|7, 3〉 ,

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
8

〉

= 1√
3
(− |3, 6〉+ |11, 3〉 − |12, 2〉), (66)

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
9

〉

= 1√
6
(− |4, 6〉+ |5, 5〉+ |9, 2〉 − |13, 1〉)− 1√

3
|7, 4〉 ,

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
10

〉

= 1√
3
(− |5, 6〉+ |11, 4〉 − |13, 2〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
11

〉

= 1√
6
(− |6, 6〉+ |8, 4〉 − |9, 3〉 − |14, 1〉)− 1

2
√
3
|7, 5〉+ 1

2
|10, 5〉 ,

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
12

〉

= 1√
6
(− |12, 4〉+ |11, 5〉+ |13, 3〉 − |14, 2〉)− 1

2
√
3
|7, 6〉 − 1

2
|10, 6〉 ,

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
13

〉

= 1√
3
(− |8, 6〉+ |12, 5〉 − |14, 3〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14′)
14

〉

= 1√
3
(− |9, 6〉+ |13, 5〉 − |14, 4〉).

Finally, the tensor product decomposition of 14′⊗ 6 = 14⊕ 70 introduces another

(14 × 6)-dimensional projector, but now on the spaces 14 and 70-dimensional given

by P̌ ′(14)
12 and P̌

(70)
12 . Again, due to the relation P̌ ′(14)

12 + P̌
(70)
12 = I, we list only the

projector on the 14-dimensional space,

P̌ ′(14)
12 =

14∑

i=1

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
i

〉〈

φ
(14)
i

∣
∣
∣ , (67)
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∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
1

〉

= 1√
3
(|1, 4〉 − |2, 3〉)− 1√

6
(|5, 2〉+ |6, 1〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
2

〉

= − 1√
3
(|1, 5〉+ |3, 2〉) + 1√

6
(|5, 3〉 − |7, 1〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
3

〉

= 1√
3
(|1, 6〉 − |8, 1〉) + 1√

6
(|7, 2〉 − |6, 3〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
4

〉

= − 1√
3
(|2, 5〉+ |4, 2〉) + 1√

6
(|5, 4〉 − |9, 1〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
5

〉

= 1√
3
(|2, 6〉 − |10, 1〉) + 1√

6
(|9, 2〉 − |6, 4〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
6

〉

= − 1√
3
(|3, 4〉 − |4, 3〉)− 1√

6
(|5, 5〉+ |11, 1〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
7

〉

= 1
2
(|6, 5〉+ |7, 4〉 − |9, 3〉 − |11, 2〉), (68)

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
8

〉

= 1
2
(|5, 6〉+ |7, 4〉 − |9, 3〉 − |12, 1〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
9

〉

= 1√
3
(|8, 4〉 − |10, 3〉)− 1√

6
(|12, 2〉+ |6, 6〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
10

〉

= 1√
3
(|3, 6〉 − |13, 1〉) + 1√

6
(|11, 3〉 − |7, 5〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
11

〉

= − 1√
3
(|8, 5〉+ |13, 2〉) + 1√

6
(|12, 3〉 − |7, 6〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
12

〉

= 1√
3
(|4, 6〉 − |14, 1〉) + 1√

6
(|11, 4〉 − |9, 5〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
13

〉

= − 1√
3
(|10, 5〉+ |14, 2〉) + 1√

6
(|12, 4〉 − |9, 6〉),

∣
∣
∣φ

(14)
14

〉

= 1√
3
(|13, 4〉 − |14, 3〉) + 1√

6
(|12, 5〉+ |11, 6〉).

By exploiting the singular values of R
(6,6)
12 (λ) we have that,

P̌
(1)
ab R

(6,6)
b2 (λ)R

(6,6)
a2 (λ− 4)P̌

(1)
ab = (λ2 − 1)(λ2 − 42)P̌

(1)
ab , (69)

P̌
(14)
ab R

(6,6)
b2 (λ)R

(6,6)
a2 (λ− 1)P̌

(14)
ab = (λ− 1)(λ+ 4) R

(14,6)
12 (λ− 1

2
). (70)

Again, we can use the singular points of R
(14,6)
12 (λ) to obtain,

P̌
(14′)
ab R

(6,6)
b2 (λ)R

(14,6)
a2 (λ− 3

2
)P̌

(14′)
ab = (λ2 − 1)(λ+ 4)R

(14′,6)
12 (λ− 1), (71)

P̌
(6)
ab R

(6,6)
b2 (λ)R

(14,6)
a2 (λ− 7

2
)P̌

(6)
ab = (λ− 1)(λ+ 4)R

(6,6)
12 (λ− 3). (72)

Finally, we have one last fusion relation to close the set of fusion relations, namely

P̌ ′(14)
ab R

(6,6)
b2 (λ)R

(14′,6)
a2 (λ− 3)P̌ ′(14)

ab = (λ+ 4)R
(14,6)
12 (λ− 5

2
). (73)
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The above relations can be naturally extended to the product of monodromy ma-

trices, T (α,6)
A (λ) = R

(α,6)
AL (λ) . . .R

(α,6)
A1 (λ), with α = 6, 14, 14′. Therefore, the transfer

matrix fusion relations (20-23) are naturally obtained from the fusion relations.

For instance, by inserting the identity as the sum of the projectors into the trace,

moving them around the trace and finally, by using (69) we see that,

T (6)(λ)T (6)(λ− 4) = Tra⊗b

[

T (6,6)
b (λ)T (6,6)

a (λ− 4)
]

,

= Tra⊗b

[(

P
(1)
ab + P

(14)
ab + P

(21)
ab

)

T 6,6)
b (λ)T (6,6)

a (λ− 4)
]

, (74)

= Tra⊗b

[

P
(1)
ab T (6,6)

b (λ)T (6,6)
a (λ− 4)P

(1)
ab

]

+
∑

α=14,21

Tra⊗b

[

P
(α)
ab T (6,6)

b (λ)T (6,6)
a (λ− 4)P

(α)
ab

]

,

=
[
(λ2 − 1)(λ2 − 42)

]L
I

+
∑

α=14,21

Tra⊗b

[

P
(α)
ab T (6,6)

b (λ)T (6,6)
a (λ− 4)P

(α)
ab

]

,

which gives the transfer matrix inversion identity (15), where the additional terms

indicated by the sum α = 14, 21 encompass terms that are exponentially small in the

thermodynamic limit. It is worth noting that the above inversion relation at λ = 0 is

exact for arbitrary length L due to the product of projection operators on different

subspaces. The remaining fusion relations are obtained along the same lines as above.

For latter convenience, we list the tensor product decomposition represented in

terms of the dimensions of the irreducible representation and in terms of the Dynkin

labels of the representation.

6⊗ 6 = 1⊕ 14⊕ 21, or [1, 0, 0]⊗ [1, 0, 0] = [0, 0, 0]⊕ [0, 1, 0]⊕ [2, 0, 0],

6⊗ 14 = 6⊕ 14′ ⊕ 64, or [1, 0, 0]⊗ [0, 1, 0] = [1, 0, 0]⊕ [0, 0, 1]⊕ [1, 1, 0], (75)

6⊗ 14′ = 14⊕ 70, or [1, 0, 0]⊗ [0, 0, 1] = [0, 1, 0]⊕ [1, 0, 1].
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Appendix B: Sp(2n) fusion rules

The projectors P̌
(α)
12 for α = 1, (2n + 1)(n − 1), (2n + 1)n which arise from the

decomposition 2n⊗2n = 1⊕(2n+1)(n−1)⊕(2n+1)n [23] are related to the identity,

permutation and Temperley-Lieb operators. Their explicit relations as given,

P̌
(1)
12 = − 1

2n
E12, P̌

((2n+1)(n−1))
12 = 1

2
(I12 − P12) +

1
2n
E12, P̌

((2n+1)n)
12 = 1

2
(I12 + P12) .

Nevertheless, instead of labeling the subspaces by the dimension of the irreducible

representation for the general Sp(2n), it is simpler to label it by the Dynkin labels

of the representation. Therefore, we define a shorthand notation to indicate the

irreducible representations in terms of the Dynkin labels. The fundamental represen-

tations are generally denoted by {k} := [0, . . . , 0,

k−th
︷︸︸︷

1 , 0, . . . , 0]. On the other hand,

the one-dimensional representation is denoted by {0} := [0, . . . , 0] and the remaining

representations needed here are denoted by {1; k} := [1, 0, . . . , 0,

k−th
︷︸︸︷

1 , 0, . . . , 0] for

k 6= 1 and {1; 1} = [2, 0, . . . , 0].

The Klebsch-Gordan series W {1} ⊗ W {m} =
∑

km
W {km} for m = 1, . . . , n is

represented as [23],

{1} ⊗ {1} = {0} ⊕ {2} ⊕ {1; 1}

{1} ⊗ {2} = {1} ⊕ {3} ⊕ {1; 2}
...

{1} ⊗ {m} = {m− 1} ⊕ {m+ 1} ⊕ {1;m} (76)

...

{1} ⊗ {n− 1} = {n− 2} ⊕ {n} ⊕ {1;n− 1}

{1} ⊗ {n} = {n− 1} ⊕ {1;n},
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where the dimension of the fundamental representations {k} is given by

dim{k} =




2n

k



−




2n

k − 2



.

In this notation, we have the R-matrices written as follows,

R(m,1)
12 (λ) = (λ+ m+1

2
)(λ− 2∆+1−m

2
)P̌({m−1})

12

+ (λ− m+1
2

)(λ+ 2∆+1−m
2

)P̌({m+1})
12 + (λ+ m+1

2
)(λ+ 2∆+1−m

2
)P̌({1;m})

12 , (77)

for m = 1, . . . , n− 1 and the last fusion R-matrix is given by,

R(n,1)
12 (λ) = (λ− ∆+2

2
)P̌({n−1})

12 + (λ+ ∆+2
2

)P̌({1;n})
12 , (78)

where P̌({k})
12 are the projectors onto the irreducible spaceW {k} in the Klebsch-Gordan

series W {m} ⊗W {1} =
∑

km
W {km} for m = 1, . . . , n. For instance, for Sp(6), we have

that P̌({1})
12 := P̌

(6)
12 . Besides the case m = 1 R(1,1)

12 (λ) = R
(2n,2n)
12 (λ) which is in

agreement with Eq.(51).

This allows us to define additional transfer matrices such that the {m} represen-

tation sits on the auxiliary space such that,

T ({m})(λ) = TrA

[

T (m,1)
A (λ)

]

, T (m,1)
A (λ) = R(m,1)

AL (λ)R(m,1)
AL−1(λ) · · ·R

(m,1)
A1 (λ). (79)

The fused R-matrices satisfies the unitarity condition,

R(m,1)
12 (λ)R(1,m)

21 (−λ) = ((m+1
2

)2 − λ2)((2∆+1−m
2

)2 − λ2)I12, (80)

R(n,1)
12 (λ)R(1,n)

21 (−λ) = ((∆+2
2

)2 − λ2)I12. (81)

Formally, by exploiting the singular values of R(1,1)
12 (λ) and subsequently R(m,1)

12 (λ)
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we have that,

P̌({0})
ab R(1,1)

b2 (λ)R(1,1)
a2 (λ−∆)P̌({0})

ab = (λ2 − 1)(λ2 −∆2)P̌({0})
ab ,

P̌({m+1})
ab R(1,1)

b2 (λ)R(m,1)
a2 (λ− m+1

2
)P̌({m+1})

ab = (λ− 1)(λ+∆)R(m+1,1)
12 (λ− m

2
),

P̌({n})
ab R

(1,1)
b2 (λ)R(n−1,1)

a2 (λ− n
2
)P̌({n})

ab = (λ2 − 1)(λ+∆)R(n,1)
12 (λ− n−1

2
), (82)

P̌({m})
ab R(1,1)

b2 (λ)R(m+1,1)
a2 (λ− 2∆−m

2
)P̌({m})

ab = (λ− 1)(λ+∆)R(m,1)
12 (λ− 2∆−m−1

2
),

P̌({n−1})
ab R(1,1)

b2 (λ)R(n,1)
a2 (λ− ∆+2

2
)P̌({n−1})

ab = (λ+∆)R(n−1,1)
12 (λ− ∆+1

2
),

for m = 1, 2, . . . , n− 2, which allows us to obtain the transfer matrix fusion relations

(52).
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