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1. Introduction

SincetheworksofBelavin,Polyakov and Zam olodchikov on conform ally invarianttwo

dim ensionalsystem sand integrable deform ationsthereof[1][2],and Andrews,Baxterand

Forresteron related integrable lattice solid{on{solid m odels[3], m uch im portantprogress

hasbeen reported ontheclassi�cation ofallpossibleuniversalityclassesoftwo-dim ensional

statisticalm odelsaswellason the com plete controlofthe scaling region nearby (see,for

instance [4][5][6]).In particular,the m ethod ofexactrelativisticscattering[7]and related

form factor techniques[8][9]has perm itted an exact solution ofm any m odels,including

forinstance thelong{standing problem ofthetwo{dim ensionalIsing m odelin a m agnetic

�eld[2][10]. The techniquesofExactIntegrability have recently also been shown to be a

powerfultoolforprovidingnon-perturbativeanswersforexperim entallyim portantstrongly

interacting Solid Statephysicsproblem s[11][12].

In thispaperweexhibitalargeclassofnew integrabletwo-dim ensionalsystem s.These

aretwo planarsystem s(oneon top oftheother)coupled togetherby operatorswhich lead

to integrabletheories(Figure1).

Figure 1.Two coupled two-dim ensionalm odels.

Our m odels are to be thought ofas in the sam e category ofso-called spin-ladders (See

for instance refs. [13][14]and references therein.) In fact, they are generalization of

these system s. The m odels we treat in m ost detailare two coupled m inim alm odels,

interpolating between two m agnetically coupled Ising m odelsand Heisenberg spin-ladders

along the c < 1 discrete series. (The centralcharge ofthe unperturbed m odels ranges
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from c= 1 to c= 2.) These are howeveronly specialcasesofa m uch m ore generalclass

ofintegrablem odelswhich weidentify using propertiesofthe(extended)Dynkin diagram

ofa�ne Lie algebras. These include: (i) two coupled SO (2n) coset theories,where the

centralcharges ofthe unperturbed m odels range from c = 2 (two coupled orbifolds) to

c = 2n (two coupled SO (2n)1 current algebras),and (ii): four coupled m inim alm odels

with unperturbed centralchargesranging from c= 2 to c= 4.

Theintegrablem odelsstudied herearebulk theorieswhich arem assivein theinfrared.

Corresponding integrablem asslessowsin im purity m odelsarestudied by twoofusin[15].

Thesearegeneralizationsofm odelswhich haverecently attracted m uch attention in Con-

densed M atterphysics,such asin thecontextofpointcontactsin thefractionalquantum

Halle�ect,and Im puritiesin Quantum W ires(seee.g.[16][11]).

In thispapertheem phasisison theaspectscom ingfrom theintegrability oftheinter-

layercoupling and on theexactresultswhich follow.W ewillshow,in particular,thatthe

on{shelldynam ics ofsuch system s adm its a description in term s ofan exact scattering

theory. The exactscattering am plitudesaswellasthe exactspectrum ofexcitationscan

becom puted by em ploying theRSOS reduction schem ebased on thequantum sym m etries

ofthe m odels[17][18].An im portantrepresentative ofthe classofthe m odelsanalyzed in

thispaperconsistsofthe two{layerIsing system coupled togetherby theirm agnetization

operators�1 and �2.A sim plem ean{�eld analysisindicatesthatin thiscasetheinteraction

between thetwolayersdrivesthesystem intoam assivephase.W ewilldeterm inetheexact

dynam icsofthism odelby providing thespectrum ofthem assiveexcitationsofthism odel

aswellasalltheirS{m atrix am plitudes.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we analyze a particular integrable

coupling between two m inim alm odels ofconform al�eld theory (CFT),the latter being

regarded as a coset construction on SU (2). In Section 3 we study the integrability of

coupled conform al�eld theoriesundera m oregeneralsetting based on (A�ne)Toda Field

Theory. Finally,in Section 4 the spectrum and the S-m atrix of(m agnetically) coupled

m inim alm odels are worked out explicitly. In Section 5 the conclusions ofthis work are

presented.

2. C oupled M inim alM odels and qd
(2)

3 and qc
(1)

2 A � ne Lie A lgebras

LetC(k) denotethem inim alunitary conform al�eld theory (CFT)with centralcharge

ck = 1�
6

(k+ 2)(k+ 3)
; (2:1)
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k = 1;2;:::. These m odels have localprim ary �elds � = � 1;2,e� = �2;1," = �1;3,and

e"= �3;1 with scaling dim ension:

dim (�)= 2� � =
1

2

�
k

k+ 3

�

dim (e�)= 2� e� =
1

2

�
k+ 5

k+ 2

�

dim (")= 2� " = 2

�
k+ 1

k+ 3

�

dim (e")= 2� e" = 2

�
k+ 4

k+ 2

�

:

(2:2)

(Here,dim referstothesum ofleftand rightconform aldim ension.) W ede�nefourin�nite

seriesofm odelsM �
k;M

e�
k,M

"
k and M e"

k by coupling two copiesofC(k) via the operators

�;e�,",e". This is described by an action which perturbs the tensor product ofthe two

CFT’s:

A = A
C
(k )

1

+ A
C
(k )

2

+ �

Z

d
2
x �1�2; (2:3)

where the subscriptsreferto copy 1 or2 ofC(k),and �= �;e�;" ore".

The m odelsM �
k and M e�

k are characterized by relevantperturbationsforallk. The

m odelsM "
k;M

e"
k on theotherhand areirrelevantperturbations,exceptforM

"
1 (from the

dim ensions(2.2),one seesin thiscase thatM e�
1 = M "

1). The latterisa strictly m arginal

perturbation correspondingtotheAshkin-Tellerm odel:wehavethen a lineof�xed points

described by thecouplingconstant�.W ith theappropriatechoiceofsign of�,them odels

M
�;e�
k

are m assive �eld theories. The otherm odelsperhapsdescribe the infrared lim itof

an integrableow from a m odelwith highercentralchargein theultraviolet.W eareonly

concerned in this paper with the m assive m odels,however we willcontinue to pointout

where the m odelsM
";e"
k

reside in the algebraic classi�cation. Also,thisinform ation m ay

be usefulforcoupled non-unitary m inim alm odels.

Oneapproach tointegrableperturbationsofm inim alm odelsand othercosetconform al

�eld theoriesisbased on quantum group restrictionsofa�neToda theories[19][20][17][18].

Rem arkably,the sam e approach can be applied here to classify the possible integrable

perturbationsofcoupled m inim alm odels.Letussee how thiscan be achieved.

Itiswellknown thatthem inim alm odelsC(k) ofconform al�eld theory haveadescrip-

tion in term sofa scalar�eld with background charge[21].Thustwo copiesofC(k) can be

represented with two scalar�elds�1;�2,each with the appropriatebackground charge to

give the requisite centralcharge and the conform alspectrum . In the a�ne-Toda theory

approach to perturbed conform al�eld theory,onestartswith a Todatheory on a �niteLie

group g,then identi�esthe perturbation with an a�neextension ofg to bg.Forourprob-

lem ,the conform al�eld theory C(k) 
 C(k) isrepresented with two scalar�elds,thus the
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rank ofbg m ustbethree.Theotherrequirem entofbg isthatwhen therootassociated with

theperturbation isom itted,theresulting non-a�neToda theory m ustbean su(2)
 su(2)

Toda theory in orderto represent C(k) 
 C(k). Otherwise stated,iftwo coupled m inim al

m odelscan bedescribed by a quantum group restriction ofthea�neToda theory bg,then

the Dynkin diagram ofbg m ustcontain 3 nodes,and the rem ovalofone node m ustleave

two decoupled nodeswith rootsofthe sam e length.Referring to the known classi�cation

ofa�ne Lie algebras [22],the only possibilities are c
(1)

2 and d
(2)

3 . Neither ofthese are

sim ply laced. The Dynkin diagram sforthese algebrasare shown in Figure 2. Rem oving

the m iddle node leaves su(2)
 su(2),thus it is the m iddle node that willbe associated

with the perturbation. Thisisin contrastto the usualapplication ofa�ne Toda theory

to perturbed cosettheories,wheretheretheextended a�neroot� 0 isassociated with the

perturbation.

0 21 1 20

Figure 2.D ynkin diagram sforthe algebrasc
(1)

2 and d
(2)

3 respectively.

The a�ne Toda theories associated with the Dynkin diagram sofFig.2 are de�ned

by the action

A =
1

4�

Z

d
2
x

0

@
1

2
@�
~� � @

�~� + �
X

� j

e
� i�~�j�~�

1

A ; (2:4)

where here ~� = (�1;�2),�j 2 f�0;�1;�2g are sim ple rootsofthe a�ne algebra,and � is

a coupling.Fora generala�neLiealgebra bg, ~� hasrank(bg)� 1 com ponentsand thesum

runsoverallsim plerootsofbg.

Forc
(1)

2 ,onecan chose ~�20 = ~�22 = 2,~�21 = 1.TheCartan m atrix K ij = 2~�i� ~�j=�
2
j is

K =

0

@
2 �2 0

�1 2 �1

0 �2 2

1

A : (2:5)

W e willalso need ~�0 � ~�1 = ~�1 � ~�2 = �1.

Thealgebra d
(2)

3 isthedualofc
(1)

2 underthetransform ation ~� ! 2~�=� 2.Thisduality

isthe usualone thatexchangesthe orientation ofthe arrowsofthe Dynkin diagram and
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takes K into its transpose. For d
(2)

3 ,one then has ~�20 = ~�22 = 2,~�21 = 4 and ~�0 � ~�1 =

~�2 � ~�1 = �2.

W eidentify the�0 and �2 term sin theTodapotentialwith theconform al�eld theory

C(k)
 C(k),which requirestheseoperatorstohaveleftand rightconform aldim ension equal

to 1.Thiscan beaccom plished by turning on a background charge~ with m odi�ed energy

m om entum tensor

T = �
1

2
@z
~� � @z

~� + i
p
2~ � @

2
z
~� : (2:6)

W e take ~ = (~�0 + ~�2),which leadsto the centralcharge c = 2(1� 482). Identifying

c= 2ck,one�xesthe param eter to be

 =
1

p
8(k+ 2)(k+ 3)

: (2:7)

The chiraldim ension oftheexponentialoperatorsarethen given by

�

�

e
� i�~��~�

�

= �
2
~�
2
=2+

p
2�~� � ~ : (2:8)

Im posing thate� i�~�0�~� and e� i�~�2�~� have dim ension 1 leadsto the equation

1 = �
2 + 2

p
2� ; (2:9)

with two solutions:

�+ =

r
k+ 2

k+ 3
; �� = �

r
k+ 3

k+ 2
: (2:10)

Finally,once� and  are�xed wecan identify thechiraldim ension oftheperturbation as

� pert = �(e � i�~�1�
~�).Forc

(1)

2 one �nds� pert = 2� � for�+ and � pert = 2� e� for�� .For

d
(2)

3 one �nds� pert = 2� " for�+ and � pert = 2� e" for�� . W e sum m arize these results

by listing below the m odeland itsassociated a�neToda theory and coupling:

M
�
k : c

(1)

2 a�neToda with � = � + ;

M
e�
k : c

(1)

2 a�neToda with � = � � ;

M
"
k : d

(2)

3 a�neToda with � = � + ;

M
e�
k : d

(2)

3 a�neToda with � = � � :

(2:11)

W ith this identi�cation,the spectrum and S-m atrices ofthe m odels can be obtained as

quantum group restrictions ofthe a�ne Toda theory. One m ust bear in m ind that the

a�neTodatheory based on bgpossessesthedualquantum a�nesym m etry qbg
_[23][24]with

q= e
� i�=�

2

: (2:12)
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Thusthe (restricted)quantum sym m etriesofthem odelsareasfollows:

M
�
k : qd

(2)

3 sym m etry; q= �e
� i�=(k+ 2) ;

M
e�
k : qd

(2)

3 sym m etry; q= �e
+ i�=(k+ 3) ;

M
"
k : qc

(1)

2 sym m etry; q= �e
� i�=(k+ 2) ;

M
e"
k : qc

(1)

2 sym m etry; q= �e
+ i�=(k+ 3)

:

(2:13)

Vaysburd �rstestablished the integrability ofthe m odelsM
�;e�
k

directly asperturba-

tionsofcosets[25],by using thecounting argum entsofZam olodchikov [2].TheCFT C(k)

can be form ulated asthe cosetC(k) = SU (2)k 
 SU (2)1=SU (2)k+ 1,where SU (2)k isthe

SU (2)currentalgebra atlevelk[26].Using thefactthatSU (2)k 
 SU (2)k = SO (4)k,one

has

C
(k)


 C
(k) =

SO (4)k 
 SO (4)1

SO (4)k+ 1
: (2:14)

Thus,them odelsM
�;e�
k

can beform ulated asperturbationsoftheSO (4)cosetsby opera-

torsofdim ension 2� dim (�;e�).These cosetperturbationsare notthe generic oneswhich

are integrable forarbitrary Lie algebraswhere the perturbing �eld isassociated with the

adjointrepresentation [18],and in thea�neToda approach areassociated with thea�ne

root ~�0;rather the perturbing �elds here are associated with the vector representation.

Asexplained in [25],the lattercorrespondsto a di�erentway ofa�nizing SO (4)to yield

the a�nealgebrasd
(2)

3 ;c
(1)

2 .

3. G eneralSchem e and O ther Exam ples

3.1.A� ne Toda TheoriesforCoupled Conform alField Theories

The construction ofthe last section is just an exam ple ofa m ore generalone for

studyingintegrability ofcoupled conform al�eld theoriesbased on a�neTodatheories.Let

bg denote an a�ne Liealgebra and f�(bg)g itssim pleroots,f~� 0;~�1;:::;~�rg.In theDynkin

diagram ofbg,weidentify onenodeand itsassociated rootastheperturbation and denote

thisrootas~�pert 2 f�(bg)g.W efurtherrequirethatupon rem oving thenode ~�pert weare

leftwith two decoupled Dynkin diagram srepresenting g1 � g2,where g1 and g2 are �nite

dim ensional,sim ply laced Liealgebras.By chosing thebackground chargesappropriately,

the conform al�eld theory corresponds to two decoupled conform alToda theories based

on g1 and g2,and because these are sim ply laced,these can represent the coset theories
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oftheg1 and g2 currentalgebras[27][28].The perturbation term exp(�i�~�pert�~�)isthe

one which couples the two conform al�eld theories,and its dim ension is �xed once the

background charge is�xed.

Norm ally,onechoses~�pert = ~�0,which isthenegativeofthehighestroot,and always

occursatan end oftheDynkin diagram .Thiswell-known casedescribestheperturbation

ofa single cosettheory since here g1 = g and g2 isem pty. In thiscase,the background

chargesrequirethatonebegin with the S-m atricesoftheunrestricted Toda theory in the

hom ogeneousgradation,sinceitisin thisgradation thatthe qg invarianceism anifest(See

e.g.[24].).Forthenew casesweareconsidering,thebackground chargesaredi�erent,and

one m ust�rsttransform the S-m atricesto the appropriate gradation where the qg1 � qg2

sym m etryism anifested,beforedoingtherestriction.Asfarasthespectrum and S-m atrices

areconcerned,thisisthe m ain dynam icaldi�erence between m odelswith ~�pert = ~�0 and

~�pert 6= ~�0. W e now discusstwo exam plesofthisconstruction.

3.2.Coupled SO (2n)Cosetsand qd
(1)

2n A� ne Algebras

Let us begin with the Toda theory based on the a�ne algebra d
(1)

2n , which is the

standard a�nization ofd 2n = so(4n). Its Dynkin diagram is shown in Figure 3. Ifone

rem ovesthe centralnode on the string,the diagram decouples into two dn = so(2n)Lie

algebras. Thus,ifwe identify ~�pert = ~�n,the d
(1)

2n a�ne Toda theory can be used to

describe two coupled so(2n)cosets.W edenote by f~�(1;2)(dn)g thesim plerootsforcopies

1 and 2 ofso(2n)so that

f~�(d
(1)

2n )g = f~�
(1)(dn)g+ f~�

(2)(dn)g+ ~�n : (3:1)

2 n

1
2n-1

2n0

- - - - - - 

Figure 2.D ynkin diagram forthe a� ne algebra d
(1)

2n .
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LetC(k) denote thecosetCFT

C
(k)
n =

SO (2n)k 
 SO (2n)1

SO (2n)k+ 1
; (3:2)

with centralcharge

c
n
k = n

�

1�
h�(h� + 1)

(k+ h�)(k+ h� + 1)

�

; (3:3)

where the dualCoxeter num ber ofso(2n) is h� = 2n � 2. The d
(1)

2n a�ne Toda theory

contains2n scalar�elds com bined into thevector~�.W elettheenergy m om entum tensor

take the form (2.14),with centralcharge c = 2n � 24~2. The background charge ~ is

chosen such asto representtwo decoupled C
(k)
n theories,

~ = 2 (~�1 + ~�2); (3:4)

where ~�1;2 are the W eylvectorsforcopies1 and 2 ofso(2n),nam ely,~�1;2 =
P n

i= 1
~�
(1;2)

i ,

where ~�
(1;2)

i � ~�
(1;2)

j = �ij.Thisim plies

~�1;2 =

nX

i= 1

K
� 1

ij ~�
(1;2)

j ; (3:5)

where K isthe Cartan m atrix ofso(2n).The W eylvectorssatisfy

~�1 � ~�2 = 0; (~�1)
2 = (~�2)

2 = nh
�(h� + 1)=12 : (3:6)

Identifying cwith 2cn
k
,one requires

 =
1

p
8(k+ h�)(k+ h� + 1)

: (3:7)

Nextwe require thatthe term sin the Toda potentialexp(�i�~� �~�)with ~� a sim ple root

ofeithercopy ofso(2n)to have conform aldim ension equalto 1. Thisgivesthe equation

(2.9),with solutions

�+ =

r
k + h�

k+ h� + 1
; �� = �

r
k+ h� + 1

k+ h�
: (3:8)

The dim ension ofthe perturbation followsfrom (2.8)and (~�1 + ~�2)� ~�pert = �h�:

� pert = � +
pert =

k

k+ h� + 1
; for � = �+ ;

� pert = � �
pert =

k+ 2h� + 1

k+ h�
; for � = �� :

(3:9)
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Letusnow interpretthese m odels.The CFT C
(k)
n hastwo prim ary �elds� e and �h,

which areassociated with vectorrepresentationsofso(2n),with chiralscaling dim ension

�(� h)=
1

2
�
+
pert ; �(� e)=

1

2
�
�
pert : (3:10)

It was shown by Vaysburd that the following perturbations ofa single copy ofC
(k)
n are

integrable:

A
e;h = A

C
(k )
n

+ �

Z

d
2
x �e;h

: (3:11)

From (3.10) one sees that our m odels correspond to two C
(k)
n theories coupled by these

operators:

A = A
C
(k )
n 
 C

(k )
n

+ �

Z

d
2
x �

e;h

1 �
e;h

2 : (3:12)

To sum m arize,two coupled so(2n)cosetsde�ned by the action (3.12)can be solved

by a quantum group restriction ofthe qd
(1)

2n a�ne Toda theory with q = exp(�i�=� 2
+ )or

q= exp(�i�=�2� ).

3.3.Four Coupled M inim alM odelsand qd
(1)

4

The construction ofthe last section is specialfor d
(1)

4 since here rem oving the node

~�pert leavesfourdecoupled su(2)nodes. From ourgeneralapproach,we expectthatthis

case correspondsto fourcoupled m inim alm odels.

Let~�i;i= 0;::;4 denotethesim plerootsofd
(1)

4 .Thecentralnodeis~�pert = ~�2.W e

now chose

~ = 
X

i6= 2

~�i; (3:13)

where  isthe sam easin (2.7).Thisleadsto c= 4ck where ck isthecentralcharge (2.1)

ofthe k � th m inim alm odelC(k). In order for each node ~�i;i6= 2 to represent a single

copy ofthe m inim alm odelC(k),one requires� to be �+ or�� asde�ned in (2.10).

The dim ension oftheperturbation is

� pert = �
2 +

p
2�~�2 � ~ = �

2
� 4

p
2� ; (3:14)

and one�nds

� pert = 4� � ; for � = �+ ;

� pert = 4� e� ; for � = �� :
(3:15)
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Thus,the appropriate quantum group restriction ofthe d
(1)

4 a�ne Toda theory with q =

exp(�i�=�2)describesa m odeloffourm inim alconform alm odelsallcoupled atonepoint

via the operators�;e�.For� = �+ ,the action isgiven by

A =

4X

i= 1

A
C
(k )

i

+ �

Z

d
2
x �1�2�3�4; (3:16)

where the subscriptsreferto which copy ofC(k).

An interesting case isk = 1,which corresponds to fourcoupled Ising m odels. They

can begrouped into two pairs,each pairwith c= 1.W ecan bosonizeeach pairwith scalar

�elds�1 and �2.Then the action (3.16)can be expressed in thiscase as

A =
1

4�

Z

d
2
x

0

@
X

i= 1;2

1

2
(@�i)

2
+ �cos(�1=2)cos(�2=2)

1

A : (3:17)

Since theinteraction can be written ascos((�1 + �2)=2)+ cos((�1 � �2)=2),oneseesthat

thiscorrespondsto two decoupled sine-G ordon m odelseach at�2=8� = 1=4.2

4. Spectrum and S-m atrices for C oupled M inim alM odels

For the rem ainder of this paper we willbe concerned only with the m odels M �
k.

In ref.[29]qd
(2)

3 invariant S-m atrices were constructed3. These are S-m atrices in the un-

restricted (vertex) form for the fundam entalm ultiplets ofsolitons. There are two such

fundam entalm ultiplets which transform in the 4{dim ensionalvector f4g and in the 6{

dim ensionaladjointf6grepresentationsofSO (4)q.Them assratioofthetwo fundam ental

m ultipletsofsolitonsis4

M f6g

M f4g

= 2cos

�
�

k+ 6

�

: (4:1)

In addition tothesefundam entalsolitonstherearescalarbound statesand excited solitons

depending on k [29].Aspreviously explained,the m odelsM �
k are described by quantum

group (RSOS) restrictions of these S-m atrices. The RSOS spectrum proposed in [25]

appearsincom plete however.Thiswillbe evidentbelow where we considerthe Ising case

atk = 1.

2 Here � isnorm alized in the usualconvention where �
2
=8� = 1=2 isthe free ferm ion point.

3
W e rem ark thatone hasthe identi� cationsd

(2)

3
= a

(2)

3
and b

(1)

2
� c

(1)

2

4 The param eters!;� introduced in [29]take the values! = 1=(k + 2),� = (k + 6)=4(k + 2).
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4.1.Ising Case and Relation to Sine-Gordon at�2=8� = 1=8

The m odelM �
1 can be described by the action

A = A Ising
1
+ A Ising

2
+ �

Z

d
2
x �1�2 ; (4:2)

where�1;2 arethespin �eldsin copiesIsing1;2.W ewillreferto them odel(4.2)asIsing
2
h.

The presence ofthe coupling constant � destroys the criticaluctuations ofthe two in-

dividualm odelsand the resulting system hasa tendency to acquire a netm agnetization:

itsspectrum becom esthen m assive5.Itiseasy to predicttheexistenceofkink excitations

in the spectrum : in fact,there are two degenerate ground statesofthe system (4.2),one

whereboth system s havea positivetotalm agnetization theotherwherethetotalm agne-

tization isnegative. The two ground statesare related each otherby the Z2 sym m etry
6

�1 ! ��1;�2 ! ��2 and therefore there willbe kink (antikink)excitationsK + � (K � + )

interpolating asym ptotically between them (Figure 4). However, m ulti-kink con�gura-

tionscan only beconstructed in term sofa string ofkink strictly followed by an antikink:

j:::K + � K � + K + � :::i.Thism eansthatthekinksofthissystem should behaveactually like

ordinary particles,aswillbe indeed con�rm ed by the analysiswhich follows.

A sim ple argum ent relates the m odel(4.2) to the sine-G ordon theory at the reec-

tionlesspoint�2=8� = 1=8.The sine-G ordon theory SG �2=8� isde�ned by theaction

A =
1

4�

Z

d
2
x

�
1

2
(@�)

2
+ �cos b��

�

; (4:3)

where b� = �=
p
4�.From the Ising M ajorana ferm ions 1;2,we can form a Dirac ferm ion

 � =  1 � i 2. This is a c = 1 CFT which can be bosonized by m eans ofthe form ula

 � = e� i�L ,where�L istheleft-m ovingcom ponentof�.Theoperator�1�2 hasdim ension

1=4,thus in the bosonized description itcorresponds to cos(�=2),which corresponds to

�2=8� = 1=8.Letusreferto thelattertheory asSG 1=8.

The above sim ple argum ent is not strictly correct since it ignores the fact that the

conform al�eld theory ofIsing1 
 Ising2,isnotidenticalto thatofa free Dirac ferm ion.

5 In the following � is assum ed to be positive. However,allthe following conclusions hold

independently from thesign of� sincethesign ofthecoupling constantcan bealtered by changing

the sign ofone ofthe m agnetization operators,say the one with index 1: � ! � � ;�1 ! � �1.

A 1 isleftinvariantunderthistransform ation since isthe action ofthe criticalpoint.

6 The system presentsanotherZ2 sym m etry related to the exchange ofthe labels1 $ 2.
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(a)

Figure 2.G round states(a)kink and antikink excitations.

Rather,it is an orbifold m odelat R orb = 1,whereas the Dirac theory is a scalar �eld

com pacti�ed on acirclewith R circle = 1[30].M oregenerally,considerthetheory SG �2=8�.

The potentialin (4.3) has the sym m etry � ! � + 2�=b�,� ! ��. Thus the potential

preserves the orbifold sym m etries at R orb = 1=b�, and starting from SG �2=8� one can

easily de�ne a perturbed orbifold version ofitatthisradius. For�2=8� = 1=8,R orb = 2

and the resulting theory isthe D
(1)

8 theory [31][32].The latteronly di�ersfrom SG �2=8�

by som e signsin theS-m atrices.

ItturnsoutthattheSG �2=8� theory isclosely related to a second perturbed orbifold

CFT atthedi�erentradius eR orb = R orb=2,and thisiswhatcorrespondsto Ising
2
h.To see

this,�rstrede�ne � = �=2� e�,so thatthepotentialin (4.3)becom esV (e�)= sin b�e�.The

potentialnow satis�es

V (e� + 2� eR orb)= �V (e�)= V (� e�): (4:4)

Sincein an orbifold,e� � � e�,weseethatthepotentialpreservestheorbifold sym m etry at

eR orb = R orb=2=
p
�=�.For�2=8� = 1=8,thiscorrespondsto eR orb = 1.

W e willresolve the distinction ofIsing
2
h from SG 1=8 and D

(1)

8 by appealing to the

form ulation ofthelastsection based on qd
(2)

3 .Aswewillshow below,thespectrum isthe

sam e as for SG 1=8,and the S-m atrices again di�er only by som e signs. The �nalresult

12



can beanticipated m oresim ply asfollows.Lets1;s2 denotetheexcitationscorresponding

to theSG 1=8 solitons,with m assm s.TheirS-m atricesare

Ss1s1 = Ss2s2 = �
0
Ss1s2 = � e� F1=7(�)F2=7(�)F3=7(�); (4:5)

where

F�(�)�
tanh 1

2
(� + i��)

tanh 1

2
(� � i��)

; (4:6)

and � is the rapidity variable,E = m cosh�. The SG1=8 m odelcorresponds to (�0 =

1;e� = 1),whereasforthe D
(1)

8 m odel(�0= �1;e� = �1).W eclaim thattheIsing
2
h m odel

correspondsto the3rd possibility

Ising
2
h : �

0= 1;e� = �1: (4:7)

on thebasisofthefollowingargum ent.IntheSG 1=8 m odel,thereisaU (1)sym m etryunder

which s1 and s2 arechargeconjugatestates.Crossingsym m etrythen im pliesSs1s1 = Ss1s2,

i.e. �0 = 1. The breathers ofthe SG m odelare s1 � s2 bound states,which im plies a

positive im aginary residue in the corresponding polesofSs1s2,and this�xes e� = 1. For

the D
(1)

8 m odelon the other hand,since it is a perturbation ofan orbifold theory,the

U (1)sym m etry isbroken to Z2,and thisallows�
0= �1 since s1;s2 are no longercharge

conjugated particles;the sign e� im pliesthatthe breatherscontinue to be s1 � s2 bound

states. For the choice (4.7),the �rst breather is neither a s1 � s1,s2 � s2,nor s1 � s2

bound state,because none ofthese S-m atriceshave a positiveim aginary residue.W e will

show how thisarisesfrom the qd
(2)

3 description.

The rem aining S-m atricesofthe Ising
2
h m odelare the sam e asforSG 1=8. There are

6 neutralexcitationswith m ass

m a = m 1

sin a�

14

sin �

14

; m s = m 1

1

2sin �

14

; a = 1;2;::;6 (4:8)

and exactS{m atrix am plitudesgiven by

Sab(�)=

�
ja� bj

14

�
2

4

m in(a;b)� 1Y

k= 1

�
ja� bj+ 2k

14

�
3

5

2 �
a+ b

14

�

;

Sas1(�)= Sas2(�)= (�1)a
a� 1Y

k= 0

�
7� a+ 2k

14

�

;

(4:9)
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wherewehaveused (�)� F�(�).Notethat,asanticipated atthebeginningofthissection,

thekinksofthissystem behaveindeed likeordinary particles,sincetheirS{m atrix can be

entirely written in term softhe sim plefunctions(4.6).

Now letusdescribe how the above resultfollowsfrom the RSOS restriction ofqd
(2)

3 .

W edenotetherelevantSO (4)q representationsasf0g;f4g;f6g forthesinglet,vector,and

adjointrepresentations,respectively.Theunrestricted S-m atrix forthef4g can bewritten

as[29][33]

Sf4gf4g(�)= F (�)�21 bR f4gf4g(x;q)�
� 1
12 ; (4:10)

where F isa scalarfactor, bR f4gf4g(x;q)isthe R-m atrix for qd
(2)

3 m ultiplied by the per-

m utation operatorP ,and �12 is a gauge transform ation. The R-m atrix has the explicit

form

�R f4gf4g =
�Pf9g +

�
1� xq2

x � q2

�

�Pf6g +

�
1+ xq

x + q

�

�Pf0g ; (4:11)

whereP �P� isaprojectorontotheSO (4)q representation �,and x = exp((k+ 6)�=(k+ 2)).

The scalarfactorisgiven by

F (�)=
G 1(�)G1� k=2(�)

G 0(�)G� k=2(�)
; (4:12)

where

G �(�)=

1Y

j= 1

�

�
k+ 6

k+ 2

�
j� i�

2�

�
� �

k+ 2

�

�

�
k+ 6

k+ 2

�
j� i�

2�

�
� 4� �

k+ 2

�

�

�
k+ 6

k+ 2

�
j+ i�

2�

�
� �

k+ 2

�

�

�
k+ 6

k+ 2

�
j+ i�

2�

�
� 4� �

k+ 2

� : (4:13)

For the Ising
2
h case,one m ust restrict the m odelatthe rootofunity q = �ei�=3,where

x = e7�=3.Specializing theform ula(4.12),one �nds

F (�)=

�
x + q

xq+ 1

�

F1=7(�): (4:14)

To perform thequantum group restriction wem ustexam inethefusion ring ofSO (4)q

at the above q. Recalling that SO (4) = SU (2)
 SU (2),let us labelthe SO (4)q rep-

resentations as (j;ej), where j denotes the spin j representation ofSU(2) with dim en-

sion 2j + 1, and sim ilarly for ej. The fundam ental spinorialrepresentations of SO (4)

are the (0;1=2);(1=2;0); there are no fundam ental m ultiplets of solitons in these rep-

resentations. One also has f0g = (0;0), f4g = (1=2;1=2), f6g = (0;1)� (1;0), and

f9g = (1;1). Atthisrootofunity,the SU (2)fusion ring hasa m axim um spin j = 1=2,

and (0)(1=2)= (1=2);(1=2)(1=2)= (0),where (j)isan su(2)spin j representation.Since
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thef6g ofSO (4)q requiresj= 1,itisprojected outofthespectrum .Thisleavesonly the

RSOS restriction ofthe f4g,which isfrozen and then behave like a scalarparticle7. The

restriction leavesonly the �Pf0g term in �R f4gf4g. Letting ‘1’denote the RSOS restriction

ofthe fundam entalsoliton f4g,onethen obtainsthe scalarS-m atrix

S11(�)= F1=7(�): (4:15)

Thisisthe S-m atrix forthe lightestsine-G ordon breatherofSG 1=8. Letm 1 be the m ass

ofthisparticle.Then closing thebootstrap forthisparticleleadsto a totalofsix particles

with m assesand S-m atricesgiven in (4.8)(4.9).Thisisthe spectrum proposed in [25].

In theaboveanalysisitiseasy tooverlookadditionalparticlesforthefollowingreason.

Though the f6g is projected out,any f6g� f6g bound states which are scalars survive

the restriction. These are the particlesdenoted asthe qd
(2)

3 breathersB
(2)

1 ;B
(2)

2 in [29]8.

According to [29],the m assoftheparticleB
(2)

1 isgiven by

M
B

(2)

1

= 2m 1 cos(�=7)sin(3�=14): (4:16)

Them assofthisparticlecan beidenti�ed with thatoftheSG 1=8 soliton duetheidentity

4cos(�=7)sin(3�=14) = 1=sin(�=14) (the latter identity is only valid due to the 14-th

roots ofunity involved). One can also check that the S-m atrices involving the particle

B
(2)

1 com puted in [29]indeed correspond to those in SG 1=8 with the assignm entofsigns

(4.7).Sim ilarly,theparticleB
(2)

2 isidenti�ed with the4-th SG 1=8 breather.

So farwehave the6 breathersand one soliton oftheSG 1=8 theory.A second soliton

can be seen asnecessary forthe following reasons.The S-m atrix forthe scattering ofthe

1st and 6th SG 1=8 breathers is S16 = F1=2F5=14. The factor F1=2 has a double pole at

� = i�=2.Thiscorrespondsto a \bound state" ofm assM 2 = m 2
1 + m 2

6 = (2m s)
2,i.e.to a

staterightatthethreshold ofa 2-soliton state.Thefactthatthispoleindeed corresponds

to a 2{soliton stateiseasily veri�ed by checking thattheS-m atricesforthis\bound state"

with a particlea,ascom puted from thebootstrap,isequalto (Ssa)
2.Furtherreasonsfor

thisdouble degeneracy willbegiven in thegeneralcase ahead.

Due to the signs in (4.7),the bound state structure ofthe m odelIsing
2
h is di�erent

from those ofSG 1=8 and D
(1)

8 . Forthe Ising
2
h m odel,closing the bootstrap starting from

7 Thesam efreezing ofdegreesoffreedom occurswhen onerestrictstheSG S-m atrix to obtain

the energy perturbation ofthe Ising m odel.

8 The breatherB
(1)

1
isalready included asthe second SG 1=8 breather.
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the solitonss1 and s2,and requiring a positive im aginary residue,leadsto the 2nd,4th,

and 6th breathers.Theodd breathersariseby closing thebootstrap starting from the1st

breather,which isviewed asa fundam entalparticle.W e rem ark thatthe sign di�erences

oftheS-m atricesin (4.5)do notchangetheTBA analysisoftheultravioletcentralcharge,

which therefore reproducescorrectly c= 1 forallthree cases,SG 1=8,D
(1)

8 and Ising
2
h.

4.2.GeneralCase ofM �
k

The fundam entalsolitons in the f4g and f6g ofSO (4)q becom e RSOS kinks K
f4g
�2�1

and K
f6g
�2�1 with RSOS indices�2;�1 labeling representations ofSO (4)q. The kinksK

f6g

areK f4g bound statesoccurringatthebootstrap fusion pole� = 2i�=(k+ 6).Asin section

3,we use the decom position SO (4)= SU (2)
 SU (2)to labelSO (4)q representationsas

(j;ej),where j;ej2 Z + 1=2 are SU (2)spins. The selection rule on the kink K �0
�2�1

isthat

the representation �2 m ustappearin the tensorproduct�1 � �0 within the fusion ring of

SO (4)q.Hence,wewillneed the SU (2)q fusion ring atq= q(h) = � exp(i�=(k+ 2)):

(j1)� (j2)=

m in(j1+ j2;k� j1� j2)X

j= jj1� j2j

(j); (4:17)

with j� k=2.

Since f4g = (1=2;1=2),the f4g fundam entalsolitonsbecom e theRSOS kinks:

K
f4g

(j2ej2)(j1ej1)
(�); j2 2 j1 � 1=2;ej2 2 ej1 � 1=2: (4:18)

Sim ilarly,since f6g= (0;1)� (1;0)there aretwo kindsofRSOS f6g kinks:

K
f6g

(j2ej2)(j1ej1)
(�); j2 2 j1 � 1;ej2 = ej1

eK
f6g

(j2ej2)(j1ej1)
(�); j2 = j1;ej2 2 ej1 � 1:

(4:19)

The m assratio ofK f6g;eK f6g to K f4g isgiven in (4.1).

In addition to the above kinksthere are breathers,which are scalarkink-kink bound

states.LetB
(f4g)
p ;p= 1;2;:::denotetheK f4g� K f4g bound statebreathers,and B

f6g
p the

K f6g � K f6g breathers.From the resultsin [29],one can reach the following conclusions.

As k increases one enters a repulsive regim e wherein m ost breathers becom e unbound

and disappear from the spectrum . The B
f4g

1 ;B
f6g

2 breathers occur at the fusion pole

� = i�(2� k)=(k+ 6),whereasthe B
f6g

1 breatheroccursat4i�=(k+ 6).W hen k = 2,for
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them assofthesebreatherswehaveM (B
([4])

1 )= 2M f4g and M (B
f6g

2 )= 2M f6g,thusk = 2

is the threshold value for these breather state and they disappear. The only rem aining

breatherforallk � 2 isB
f6g

1 ,which wedenote sim ply asB ,with a m assgiven by

M B = 4M f4g cos

�
�

k+ 6

�

cos

�
2�

k+ 6

�

: (4:20)

The S-m atrix forthisbreatheris

SB B (�)= F k + 2

k + 6

(�)F k + 4

k + 6

(�)F k

k + 6

(�): (4:21)

SincethebreatherB can ariseasa bound stateofeitherK f6g orof eK f6g,webelievethis

breatherisdoubly degenerate;certainly itisdoubly degenerate in the Ising case where it

is the SG 1=8 soliton. The threshold for the disappearance ofthe B breather,i.e. when

M B = 2M f6g,occursatk = 1 .

Let us now com e back to the problem ofthe S{m atrix ofthe kink states. The S-

m atricesofthekink statesarecharacterized by the exchange relation:

K
f4g

(j3ej3)(j2ej2)
(�2)K

f4g

(j2ej2)(j1ej1)
(�1)=

X

(j4ej4)

S
(j4ej4)(j1ej1)

(j3ej3)(j2ej2)
(�2� �1)K

f4g

(j3ej3)(j4ej4)
(�1)K

f4g

(j4ej4)(j1ej1)
(�2)

(4:22)

and sim ilarly forthescattering involving K f6g.TheS-m atrix in (4.22)followsfrom (4.10)

with x = exp(4��),q = � exp(i�!) where we have de�ned � = (k + 6)=4(k + 2) and

! = 1=(k+ 2):

S
(j4ej4)(j1ej1)

(j3ej3)(j2ej2)
(�)= F (�)

�
Pf9g �

sinh(2�� + i�!)

sinh(2�� � i�!)
Pf6g +

cosh(2�� + i�!=2)

cosh(2�� � i�!=2)
Pf0g

�(j4ej4)(j1ej1)

(j3ej3)(j2ej2)

(4:23)

with F the sam e asin (4.12),and with the projectorsin RSOS form . The latterform of

the projectorscan be expressed in term sofq� 6j sym bols,aswe now describe. Clearly

one has

P
(j;ej)

= Pj ePej
; (4:24)

where Pj isthe projectoronto the spin j representation ofSU (2)q in the tensorproduct

space 1=2� 1=2,and sim ilarly forthesecond copy ePej.One also needs

Pf0g = P0 eP0; Pf6g = P0 eP1 + P1 eP0; Pf9g = P1 eP1 : (4:25)
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The projectorsPj in unrestricted vertex form have m atrix elem entsexpressed in term sof

q-Clebsch-G ordon coe�cients:

h1=2;m 3;1=2;m 4jPjj1=2;m 1;1=2;m 2i=
X

m

h1=2;m 3;1=2;m 4jj;m iqhj;m j1=2;m 1;1=2;m 2iq

(4:26)

G oing to theRSOS basis,and using theidentity

(hj;m jj1;m 1;j23;m 23iq)

�
j1 j2 j12

j3 j j23

�

q

=
X

m 2;m 3;

m 2 + m 3 = m � m 1

hj23;m 23jj2;m 2;j3;m 3iqhj;m jj12;m 12;j3;m 3iqhj12;m 12jj1;m 1;j2;m 2iq

(4:27)

one obtainsthesim ple result[34][35]

(Pj)
j4j1

j3j2
=

�
1=2 1=2 j

j3 j1 j4

�

q

�
j3 1=2 j2

1=2 j1 j

�

q

: (4:28)

The q � 6j sym bols can be found in [35][18]. The com plete S-m atrix follows from

(4.23)(4.24)and (4.25),along with the evidentrelation

�

P
(j;ej)

�(j4ej4)(j1ej1)

(j3ej3)(j2ej2)
= (Pj)

j4j1

j3j2

�
ePej

�ej4ej1

ej3ej2
: (4:29)

Theanalogoftheform ula (4.11)involvingf6gfundam entalsolitonsisunknown.However,

the kinks K f6g;eK f6g are bound states of the kinks K f4g occurring at the fusion pole

� = 2i�=(k + 6). Therefore,the S-m atrices involving the f6g-kinks can in principle be

com puted from bootstrap fusion9.

4.3.The k = 1 lim it

W hen k = 1 , the m odelM �
k corresponds to two level-1 SU (2) current algebras

coupled via theirprim ary �eld in the spin 1=2 representation ofdim ension 1=4.Denoting

the latterby � 1=2,the action (2.3)becom es

A = A su(2)1 + A su(2)2 + �

Z

d
2
x �

1=2

1 �
1=2

2 ; (4:30)

9 The spectrum proposed in [25]does not contain the kinks K
f6g

;eK f6g
nor the breather B .

Also,theconjectured S-m atricesfortheK
f4g

kinkswereconstructed by borrowingRSO S solutions

ofthe Yang-Baxterequation which de� ne certain lattice statisticalm echanicsm odelsin [36].W e

have notchecked ifthey agree with the S-m atricesconstructed here.
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where su(2)1;2 refersto thecopies1 and 2 ofthe currentalgebra.Above,

�
1=2

1;2 =
X

m = � 1=2

�
(1=2;m )

1;2 �
(1=2;� m )

1;2 ; (4:31)

where �(1=2;m ),and �
(1=2;m )

are theleftand rightm oving factors.

The current algebras can each be bosonized with a scalar �eld ’1;2. The prim ary

�eldshave therepresentation:

�
(1=2;m )

1;2 = e
i
p
2m ’ 1;2; �

(1=2;m )

1;2 = e
� i

p
2m ’

1;2 : (4:32)

Thus,

�
1=2

1 �
1=2

2 =

�

e
i�1=

p
2 + e

� i�1=
p
2
� �

e
i�2=

p
2 + e

� i�2=
p
2
�

; (4:33)

where�1;2 = ’1;2 + ’1;2 arelocalscalar�elds.Finally,theinteraction can beexpressed in

term sofferm ion bilinears:

�
1=2

1 �
1=2

2 =  +  � +  +  � +  
0
+  

0
� +  

0

+  
0
� ; (4:34)

with

 +  � = e
i(�1+ �2)=

p
2

;  
0
+  

0

� = e
i(�1� �2)=

p
2
: (4:35)

Since the ferm ions are com plex,com bined together they correspond to 4 realferm ions.

Theinteraction sim ply giveseach realferm ion thesam em ass.Thus,ask ! 1 ,them odel

M �
k
becom esthe free �eld theory of4 realm assive ferm ionswith SO (4)sym m etry.This

resultisclosely related to thelatticem odelresultsobtained in[14]10.

The above result arises from the restricted qd
(2)

3 sym m etry in the following way.

Firstly,as k ! 1 ,in the (j;ej) labeling ofSO (4) representations,we have jm ax = 1 ;

this im plies that the RSOS S-m atrices are unrestricted (SOS) and by a change ofbasis

can be broughtback to unrestricted vertex form . Secondly,since M f6g = 2M f4g,k = 1

is the threshold for the disappearance ofthe fundam entalsolitons ofm ass M f6g. Also,

M B = 2M f6g,so that the breather B also disappears. This leaves a 4-plet ofsolitons

transform ing undertheundeform ed vectorofSO (4),and thesearethe4 realferm ions.Fi-

nally,sinceq! �1,theqd
(2)

3 isundeform ed.Itisknown that2n freem assiveferm ionshas

an undeform ed a
(2)

2n� 1 sym m etry algebra[37][38],thus the S-m atrices above m ust becom e

free ask ! 1 .

10 Forthe latticem odelconsidered in [14]the SO (4)sym m etry isbroken to Z 2 � SU (2)which

leadsto a tripletand a singletofferm ionsofdi� erentm ass.
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5. C onclusions

In thispaperwehavestudied theon{shelldynam icsofcoupled conform al�eld theories

undertheconstraintoftheintegrability fortheinter-layercoupling.A generalfram ework

forthiskind ofm odelsisprovided by thereduction ofA�neTodaField Theory associated

with particular Dynkin diagram s. These are the Dynkin diagram s ofthe a�ne algebra

bg which have the property that upon rem oving one of its nodes, one is left with two

decoupled Dynkin diagram sg1 and g2 of�nitedim ensionalsim ply laced Liealgebras:the

latterrepresentthen theLiealgebrasfrom which tensorproductoftwo m inim alm odelsis

constructed usingthecosetconstruction.Therem oved node,on theotherhand,speci�esa

particularintegrablecoupling between thesetwo m inim alm odels.An interesting m odelof

thisclassisrepresented by the two{layerIsing m odelcoupled by the m agnetic operators:

thism odelhasbeen analyzed both in term softhe RSOS restriction ofqd
(2)

3 aswellasin

term sofa bosonization schem erelated to theSine-G ordon m odel.Itwould beinteresting

to pursue further the analysis ofthis m odelas wellas ofthe others by com puting their

form factors and their correlation functions: quantities particularly interesting in this

respectwould be the correlatorsinvolving operatorsliving on the two di�erentplanes,as

forinstancethecorrelatorh�1(x)�2(y)iforthetwo{layerIsing m odel.Also itisclearthat

thereareotherinteresting exam plesoftheDynkin gym nasticsused in thispaper.Finally,

at a speculative level,one m ight ask ifour integrable analysis oftwo (or four) coupled

m inim alm odels,discussed in this paper, could be som e �rst step in understanding N

coupled conform al�eld theories. Ifthis could be done system atically,one m ay perhaps

hope to beableto learn som ething aboutthree dim ensionaltheories.
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