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1. Introduction

Since the works ofBelavin, P olyakov and Zam olodchikov on conform ally invariant two
din ensional system s and integrable deform ations thereoff;]], and A ndrew s, B axter and
Forrester on related integrable lattice solid{on{solid m odels[3], much in portant progress
hasbeen reported on the classi cation ofallpossible universality classesof two-din ensional
statisticalm odels as well as on the com plete control of the scaling region nearby (see, for
instance @]1B1{6]) . In particular, the m ethod of exact relativistic scattering{]] and related
form factor techniques[B]{9] has pem itted an exact solution of m any m odels, including
for instance the Iong{standing problem ofthe two{din ensional Ising m odel in a m agnetic

ed P1fLl0]. The technigques of Exact Integrability have recently also been shown to be a
pow erfultool for providing non-perturbative answ ers forexperin entally im portant strongly
interacting Solid State physics problem sfi11f12].

In thispaperwe exhibit a lJarge classofnew integrable two-dim ensionalsystem s. T hese
are two planar system s (one on top ofthe other) coupled together by operators which lead
to Integrable theories F igure 1).
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Figure 1. Two coupled two-din ensionalm odels.

Our m odels are to be thought of as In the sam e category of socalled spin—-ladders (See
for instance refs. [13]f14] and references therein.) In fact, they are generalization of
these system s. The models we treat In m ost detail are two coupled m inim al m odels,
Interpolating between two m agnetically coupled Ising m odels and H eisenberg spin—ladders
along the ¢ < 1 discrete series. (T he central charge of the unperturbed m odels ranges



from c¢= 1toc= 2.) Thes are however only special cases of a m uch m ore general class
of integrable m odels which we identify using properties ofthe (extended) D ynkin diagram
of a ne Lie algebras. These include: (i) two coupled SO (2n) coset theories, where the
central charges of the unperturbed m odels range from c = 2 (two coupled orbifolds) to
c= 2n (o ocoupled SO (2n); current algebras), and (i): our coupled m inim alm odels
w ith unperturbed central charges ranging from c= 2 to c= 4.

T he integrablem odels studied here are bulk theoriesw hich arem assive In the infrared.
C orresponding integrablem assless ow s In in purity m odels are studied by two ofus in fl§].
T hese are generalizations ofm odels w hich have recently attracted m uch attention in C on—
densed M atter physics, such as in the context of point contacts in the fractional quantum
Halle ect, and Im purities n Quantum W ires (see eg. [E]FL]).

In thispaper the em phasis is on the aspects com ing from the integrability of the inter—
layer coupling and on the exact resultswhich ollow . W e w ill show , In particular, that the
on{shell dynam ics of such system s adm its a description in temm s of an exact scattering
theory. T he exact scattering am plitudes as well as the exact spectrum of excitations can
be com puted by em ploying the R SO S reduction schem e based on the quantum sym m etries
of the m odels{l7]1fl8]. An in portant representative of the class of the m odels analyzed in
this paper consists of the two{layer Ising system ocoupled together by their m agnetization
operators 1 and ,.A simplemean{ eld analysis indicatesthat in this case the Interaction
between the two layersdrives the system into am assive phase. W e w illdetemm ine the exact
dynam ics ofthism odelby providing the spectrum ofthe m assive excitations of thism odel
aswell as all their S {m atrix am plitudes.

T he paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we analyze a particular ntegrable
coupling between two m inim alm odels of conform al eld theory (CFT ), the latter being
regarded as a coset construction on SU (2). In Section 3 we study the integrability of
coupled confom al eld theordes under a m ore general setting based on A ne) Toda F ield
Theory. Finally, in Section 4 the spectrum and the S-m atrix of (m agnetically) coupled
m inin alm odels are worked out explicitly. In Section 5 the conclusions of this work are
presented.

2.Coupled M inim alM odels and qd3(2) and q%(l) A ne Lie A Igebras

Let C*) denote them inim alunitary confom al eld theory (CFT) w ith centralcharge
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k = 1;2;::. Thesemodels have bcalprimary elds = 15,e= 3;1,"= 1,3, and

&= 5, wih scaling din ension:

, 1 k , 1 k+5

din ()= 2 = — din €)= 2 .= -
2 k+ 3 2 k+ 2

22)

, k+ 1 i k+ 4

dimm ")=2 vw=2 din &)= 2 =2
k+ 3 e k+ 2

Here, dim refers to the sum of left and right confom aldin ension.) W ede ne four in nite
series ofmodelsM , ;M T, M | and M | by coupling two copies ofC* via the operators
;e, ", & This is descrbed by an action which perturbs the tensor product of the two

CFT's: 7
B=RAw+Awt Ex 1 a; 2:3)

where the subscripts refer to copy 1 or 2 of C%), and = ;e;" or&.

ThemodelsM , and M ¢ are characterized by relevant perturbations for allk. The
m odels M k,M ff on the other hand are irrelevant perturbations, exospt forM 1 (from the
dim ensions @.4), one sees in thiscase that M $ = M |). The latter is a strictly m arginal
perturbation corresponding to the A shkin-Tellerm odel: we have then a line of xed points
describbed by the coupling constant . W ith the approprate choice of sign of , them odels
M k;e arem assive eld theories. T he other m odels perhaps descrlbe the nfrared lim it of
an integrable ow from a m odelw ith higher central charge in the ultraviolt. W e are only
concermed In this paper w ith the m assive m odels, however we w ill continue to point out
w here the m odels M }';;e reside in the algebraic classi cation. A lso, this Infom ation m ay
be useful or coupled non-uniary m inin alm odels.

O ne approach to integrable perturbationsofm inin alm odels and other coset conform al
eld theories isbased on quantum group restrictions ofa ne Toda theories[9120][17][18].
Rem arkably, the sam e approach can be applied here to classify the possble integrable

perturbations of coupled m inin alm odels. Let us see how this can be achieved.

It iswellknown that them inin alm odelsC*) of confom al eld theory have a descrip—
tion in term s of a scalar eld w ith background charge R1]. Thus two copies ofC *) can be
represented w ith two scalar elds 1; ;, each w ith the appropriate background charge to
give the requisite central charge and the conformm al spectrum . In the a neToda theory
approach to perturbed conform al eld theory, one startsw ith a Toda theory on a nite Lie
group g, then identi es the perturbation with an a ne extension of g to y. For our prob—
Jem , the conform al eld theory C%  C®) is represented w ith two scalar elds, thus the
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rank ofg m ust be three. T he other requirem ent ofly is that when the root associated w ith
the perturbation is om itted, the resulting non-a ne Toda theory must be an su 2) su @)

Toda theory in order to represent C*)  Cc®) | O therw ise stated, if two coupled m inin al
m odels can be described by a quantum group restriction ofthe a ne Toda theory 4, then

the D ynkin diagram ofl m ust contain 3 nodes, and the rem oval of one node m ust leave
tw o decoupled nodes w ith roots of the sam e length. R eferring to the known classi cation
of a ne Lie algebras P2], the only possbilities are c 2(1) and d3(2) . Neither of these are
sin ply Jaced. The D ynkin diagram s for these algebras are shown in Figure 2. Rem oving
the m iddle node leaves su (2) su (2), thus it is the m iddle node that w ill be associated
w ith the perturbation. This is in contrast to the usual application of a ne Toda theory

to perturbed coset theories, w here there the extended a ne root ( is associated w ith the

perturbation.

0 1 2 0 1 2

OO0 OO0

Figure 2. D ynkin diagram s for the algebras cz(l) and déz) respectively.

The a ne Toda theories associated w ith the D ynkin diagram s of F ig. 2 are de ned

by the action 0
Z
1 2@ty ~ o~ X L~y
A=4— d“x 5@ @™+ e ) ; 24)

j
wherehere "= ( 1; 2), 32 £ o; 1; 29 are sinpl roots of the a ne algebra, and is
a coupling. Fora generala ne Lie algebra ly, ~ hasrank (@) 1 com ponents and the sum
runs over all sin ple roots of .

Forcz(l),onecanchose ~2=~2=2,~2=1.TheCartanmatrix K 5= 2~; ~= 2 is

0 1
2 2 0

K=0¢ 1 2 1A 2:5)
0 2 2

Wewillalsoneed ~g 1= ~1 == 1.
The algebra d3(2) isthe dualofc*Q(l) under the transform ation ~ ! 2~= 2. Thisduality

is the usual one that exchanges the orientation of the arrow s of the D ynkin diagram and
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takes K into its transpose. For d3(2), one then has ~ = ~2 = 2,~2=4and ~, 7=
~2 or= 2.

W e dentify the ¢ and ; tem s in the Toda potentialw ith the conformm al eld theory
c®  ¢c®  which requires these operators to have left and right confom aldin ension equal
to 1. This can be accom plished by tuming on a background charge ~ w ith m odi ed energy

m om entum tensor

1 . b N
T= @7 gT+i 2 g~ 2:6)
Wetake~ = (v + ~3), whith leads to the central charge c= 2( 48 2y. Identifying
c= 2¢.,one xesthe parameter tobe
1
- p @)
8k+ 2)k+ 3)
The chiraldim ension of the exponential operators are then given by
) . P
et = =24 2~ o~ 28)
Imposing thate * “° " and e * "2~ have dim ension 1 leads to the equation
1= 242 2 ; 2:9)
w ith two solutions: r r
. k+2 B k+ 3 2:10)
T k+3 ' K+ 2
Finally,once and are xed we can identify the chiraldin ension ofthe perturbation as
pert = (€ I N).Forcz(l) one nds per = 2 for y and perr = 2 e for .For
déz) one nds pexr =2 w Or ; and pger = 2 e for . W e summ arize these resuls

by listing below the m odeland its associated a ne Toda theory and coupling:

1

M, : C‘Q()aneTodawith = 4+
M T cz(l) a neTodawih = ;
. o) 2:11)
M . d;y’ aneTodawih = L, ;
M T d3(2) a neTodawih =

W ith this identi cation, the spectrum and S-m atrices of the m odels can be obtained as
quantum group restrictions of the a ne Toda theory. One must bear in m ind that the
a ne Toda theory based on I possesses the dualquantum a ne symmetry g R31@4]1w ith

2

g=e * 7 " 2:12)



T hus the (restricted) quantum sym m etries of the m odels are as follow s:

M, : oA symmetry; gq= e %2
M g oy smmetry; g= e f &I
1) K+ 2 @d3)
" L= (k+
M ¢C, symmetry; g= e -~ &t
M < symmetry; g= &1~k

Vaysourd rst established the integrability of the m odels M k;e directly as perturba-
tions of cosets R§], by using the counting argum ents of Zam olodchikov @]. The CFT C®
can be formulated as the coset C*) = SU Q) SU (2)1=SU )x+ 1, where SU ()¢ is the
SU (2) current algebra at levelk P§]. Using the fact that SU 2)x  SU (2)x = SO (4)x, one
has

ct oo _ SO @ SO @n

= : @:14)
SO @)k+1

T hus, the m odels M k;e

can be form ulated as perturbations ofthe SO (4) cosets by opera—
torsofdinension 2 din ( ;e). These coset perturbations are not the generic ones w hich
are Integrable for arbitrary Lie algebras where the perturbing eld is associated w ith the
adpint representation 18], and in the a ne Toda approach are associated w ith the a ne
root ~q; rather the perturoing elds here are associated w ith the vector representation.
Asexplained in RF], the latter corresponds to a di erent way ofa nizing SO (4) to yield

2 1
the a nea]gebrasdé );cz( ).

3. G eneral Schem e and O ther E xam ples
3.1.A ne Toda Theories for Coupld Conform alF ield T heories

The oconstruction of the last section is Just an exam ple of a m ore general one for
studying integrability ofcoupled conform al eld theoriesbased on a ne Toda theories. Let
g denote an a ne Lie algebra and £ (g)g its sin ple roots, £~ g;~1; 5 ~-g. In the D ynkin
diagram ofly, we identify one node and its associated root as the perturbation and denote
this root as ~pert 2 £ @)g. W e further require that upon ram oving the node ~perc we are
left w ith two decoupled D ynkin diagram s representing g; gz, where g; and g, are nie
din ensional, sin ply laced Lie algebras. By chosing the background charges appropriately,
the conform al eld theory corresponds to two decoupled conform al Toda theories based

on g; and g,, and because these are sim ply laced, these can represent the coset theories



ofthe g; and g, current algebras 271R§]. The perturbation tem exp ( i ~pere ) isthe
one which couples the two conform al eld theories, and its dim ension is xed once the
background charge is xed.

N om ally, one choses ~pert = ~0, Which is the negative of the highest root, and always
occurs at an end of the D ynkin diagram . T his wellkknow n case describes the perturbation
of a single coset theory since here g; = g and g, is em pty. In this case, the background
charges require that one begin w ith the S-m atrices of the unrestricted Toda theory in the
hom ogeneous gradation, since it is in this gradation that the ;g invariance ism anifest (See
eg. 24].).Forthe new caseswe are considering, the background charges are di erent, and
onemust rst transform the S-m atrices to the appropriate gradation where the qg1 &
sym m etry ism anifested, before doing the restriction. A s farasthe spectrum and S-m atrices
are concemed, this is the m ain dynam icaldi erence between m odels w ith ~ e = ~o and

~pert § ~0. W enow discuss two exam ples of this construction.

3.2. Coupkd SO (2n) Cosets and qu(i) A ne AIgebras

Let us begin with the Toda theory based on the a ne algebra d 2(11), which is the
standard a nization ofd ,, = so(n). Its D ynkin diagram is shown in Figure 3. If one
rem oves the central node on the string, the diagram decouples into two d, = so@n) Lie
algebras. Thus, if we identify ~pere = ~n, the dz(i) a ne Toda theory can be used to
describe two coupled so (2n) cosets. W e denote by £~ 1) (d, )g the sin ple roots for copies
1 and 2 of so(2n) so that

f~ @ )g= £~ gt £~@ d)gt ~n (34)

2n

2n-1
1

1
Figure 2. D ynkin diagram for the a ne algebra d2(n) .



Let C*) denote the cosst CFT

ot _ SO @) soenn 52)
n SO (2n)y 1 ’

w ith central charge
h 1
g=n 1 o+ 1) ; 63)
k+h)k+h +1)

where the dual Coxeter number of so(2n) ish = 2n 2. The dz(i) a ne Toda theory
contains 2n scalar elds com bined into the vector ~. W e let the energy m om entum tensor
take the orm (2.14), with central charge ¢ = 2n  24~2. The background charge ~ is
chosen such as to represent tw o decoupled Cn(k) theories,

~=2 (q+ ~); (34)

where ~1,;, are the W eyl vectors for copies 1 and 2 of so(2n), namely, ~1;, = —1~1
(1;2) (1;2) _

where ~; ~

3 ij.Thjsjmijes

~1;2 T K i3 7 / 7 (3:5)

i=1

where K isthe Cartan m atrix of so(2n). The W eyl vectors satisfy
~ 2= 0; 1) = (2)*=nh h + 1)=12 : (3:6)

Identifying cw ith 2¢, , one requires

1
=p : (3:7)
8k+h)k+h + 1)

N ext we require that the tem s In the Toda potentialexp( 1 ~ 7) with ~ a sinple root
of either copy of so (2n) to have conform aldin ension equalto 1. This gives the equation
©.9), w ith solutions
r___ r__
k+ h k+h +1

= _ = _ 38
* k+h + 1 k+ h G2)

The din ension of the perturbation Hllows from €.8) and (v + ~2)  gere= h :

k

ert=  pert= T i or = 4
P Pert 4+ h + 1
(3:9)
k+2h +1
pert =  pert K+ h 7 for =



Let us now iInterpret thesem odels. The CFT Cn(k) hastwo prinary elds € and &,
w hich are associated w ith vector representations of so 2n), w ith chiral scaling din ension

1 1
B +

= 3 ert 7 ( e):_ ert
2 P 2 P

(3:10)

It was shown by Vaysourd that the follow ing perturbations of a single copy of Cn(k) are
integrable: 7
AP = A o+ Fx M (3:11)

From 3.10) one sees that our m odels correspond to two Cy* theories coupled by these
operators: 7

A=A« _wt Fx ST (3:12)

To summ arize, two coupled so (2n) cosets de ned by the action B.12) can be solved

by a quantum group restriction of the qu(i) a ne Toda theory with g= exp( i = 2) or

g=exp( i=12).

3.3. Four Coupkd M inim alM odels and qdf)

T he construction of the last section is special for d;l) since here ram oving the node
~pert leaves four decoupled su (2) nodes. From our general approach, we expect that this
case corresponds to four coupled m inim alm odels.

Let ~;;i= 0;:;4 denote the sin ple roots ofdf) . The centralnode is ~pere = ~2. W e

now chose
X

~ = ~i; (313)
i6 2

where isthesameasin [2.1). This ladsto c= 4q where ¢ is the central charge €.1)
ofthek th miinalmodelC*) . In order for each node ~;;16 2 to represent a single

copy of them inim alm odelC %), one requires tobe , or asde ned in @.10).

T he din ension of the perturoation is

2 P 2 P
pert = + 2 ~; ~= 4 2 ’ (3:14)
and one nds
pert = 4 7 for = 4+ 7
(3:15)
pert = 4 e 7 for =



T hus, the appropriate quantum group restriction of the df) a ne Toda theory with g=

exp( 1 = ?) descrbbes a m odelof ourm inim al conform alm odels all coupled at one point
via the operators ;e.For = . ,the action isgiven by
x4 Z
A= A_w+  dx 123 4 (3:16)

C

. 1
i=1

where the subscripts refer to which copy of C &),
An interesting case isk = 1, which corresponds to four coupled Ising m odels. They
can be grouped into two pairs, each pairwith ¢c= 1. W e can bosonize each pairw ith scalar
eds ; and ,.Then the action 3.16) can be expressed in this case as

0 1

Z X

1 1
A= d’x @ S @ 0%+ cos( 1=2)cos( ,=2)A (3:7)

i=1;2
Since the interaction can be written as cos(( 1 + 3)=2)+ cos(( 1 »)=2), one sees that
this corresponds to two decoupled sineG ordon m odels each at =8 = 1=4.'?:

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

For the ram ainder of this paper we will be concemed only with the models M .
In ref.R9] qd3(2) nhvariant S-m atrices were oonsmctedé . These are S-m atrices In the un-
restricted (vertex) form for the fiuindam ental m ultiplets of solitons. There are two such
fundam ental m ultiplets which transform in the 4{dim ensional vector f4g and in the 6{
din ensionalad pint £6g representations ofSO (4)q. Them ass ratio ofthe two fundam ental
m ultiplets of solitons 33'4

o9 4:d1)
M faq k+ 6

In addition to these findam ental solitons there are scalarbound states and excited solitons
depending on k RY]. A s previously explained, them odelsM , are described by quantum

group (RSO S) restrictions of these S-m atrices. The RSO S spectrum proposed in R3]
appears incom plete however. T his w illbe evident below where we consider the Ising case

atk= 1.

2 2

Here isnom alized in the usual convention where “=8 = 1=2 isthe free ferm ion point.
> W e rem ark that one has the identi cations cf) = a3(2) and bz(l) Cz(l)
* The parameters ! ; introduced in [R9] take the values ! = 1=k + 2), = (k+ 6)=4(k+ 2).
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4.1. Ising Case and Relation to Sine-G ordon at =8 = 1=8

ThemodelM ; can be described by the action

Z
A =RArng +Awing, +  &Ix 12 42)

where ;. arethe spin elds in copies Ising; ,,. W e will refer to them odel @.4) as Ising; .
T he presence of the coupling constant  destroys the critical uctuations of the two in-—
dividualm odels and the resulting system has a tendency to acquire a net m agnetization :
its spectrum becom es then m assjyet’l . It is easy to predict the existence of kink excitations
in the spectrum : in fact, there are two degenerate ground states of the system @ J), one
w here both system s have a positive totalm agnetization the other w here the totalm agne-
tization is negative. T he two ground states are related each other by the Z, symm eUyE
1! 17 2! » and therefore there willbe kink (antikink) excitationsK K )
Interpolating asym ptotically between them (Figure 4). However, multikink con gura—
tions can only be constructed in tem s of a string of kink strictly followed by an antikink:
J:K, K K, i, Thismeansthat the kinks ofthis system should behave actually like
ordinary particles, as w illbe indeed con m ed by the analysis which follow s.
A simple argum ent relates the m odel @ J) to the sine6 ordon theory at the re ec—
tionless point 2=8 = 1=8. The she6 ordon theory SG :._g isde ned by the action

@ )Y+ cosbP ; 4:3)

b

where 0 = 4 . From the Ising M aprana fem ions 1;,, we can form a D irac ferm ion

= 41 1,.Thisisac= 1CFT which can be bosonized by m eans of the fom ula
=e 't ,where ; istheleftm oving com ponent of . Theoperator ; , hasdin ension
1=4, thus In the bosonized description it corresponds to cos( =2), which corresponds to

2=8 = 1=8. Let us refer to the latter theory as SG_g.
T he above sim ple argum ent is not strictly correct since it ignores the fact that the

conform al eld theory of Ising;  Ising,, is not identical to that of a free D irac femm ion.

5> In the Hllow Ing is assum ed to be positive. However, all the follow ing conclisions hold
independently from the sign of since the sign ofthe coupling constant can be altered by changing
the sign of one of the m agnetization operators, say the one w ith index 1: ! HEER 1.
A ; is left invariant under this transform ation since is the action of the critical point.

® The system presents another Z, symm etry related to the exchange of the labels1 $ 2.
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(b)

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

R ather, it is an orbifold model at Ry, = 1, whereas the D irac theory is a scalar eld
com pacti ed on a circle w ith R circie = 1 BU]. M ore generally, consider the theory SG 2_g

The potential in @.3) has the symmetry ! +2 =b, . Thus the potential
preserves the orbifold symm etries at Ry = 1=b, and starting from SG :_g one can
easily de ne a perturbed orbifbld version of it at this radius. For =8 = 1=8,Romp = 2

and the resulting theory is the D 8(1) theory B11B2]. The latter only di ers from SG :_g
by som e signs in the S-m atrices.

It tumsout that the SG :_g theory is closely related to a second perturbed orbifold
CFT atthedi erent radius B, = R o,=2, and this is w hat corresponds to Isjngf1 .To s=e
this, rstrede ne = =2 €, so that thepotentialin &.3) becomesV (€) = sin be The
potential now satis es

V(E+2Rop)= VE)=V( 9: 44)
Since in an orbifold, © €, we see that the potential preserves the orbifold sym m etry at
®op = Ropp=2= = .For 2=8 = 1=8, this corresponds to B, = 1.

W e w ill resolve the distinction of Isjng}z1 from SG,_.¢ and D él) by appealing to the

form ulation ofthe Jast section based on qdéz) .Aswewillshow below, the spectrum is the

sam e as for SG 15, and the S-m atrices again di er only by som e signs. The nal result
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can be anticipated m ore sin ply as follow s. Let s;1; s, denote the excitations corresoonding
to the SG ;g solitons, with m assm ¢ . T heir S-m atrices are

Seis; = Ssys, = °Ses, = ©Fi9( )Fpq ( )Fser (); (4:5)
w here
tanhZ ( +1i )
Fo() 1 , ; (4:6)

and  is the rapidity variable, E = m cosh . The SG;_g model corresponds to ( ° =
1l;e = 1), whereas for the D 8(1) model ( °= 1;e= 1).W ecl thatthe Isjng}z1 m odel
corresponds to the 3rd possibility

Ising’ : =l;e= 1: 4:7)

on thebasisofthe follow Ing argum ent. Tn the SG ;_g m odel, there isa U (1) sym m etry under
which s; and s; are charge conjagate states. C rossing sym m etry then in pliesSg, 5, = Ss,s, s
ie. %= 1. The breathers of the SG modelare s; s, bound states, which inplies a
positive in agihary residue in the corresponding poles of Ss,s,, and this xese = 1. For
the D él) m odel on the other hand, since it is a perturbation of an orbifold theory, the
U (1) symm etry isbroken to Z,, and this allow s 0= 1 since s1;s, are no longer charge
con jagated particles; the sign e in plies that the breathers continue to be s; s, bound
states. For the choice {4.7), the rst breather is netthera s; s;,s; Sy, nors; s
bound state, because none of these S-m atrices have a positive In aginary residue. W e w ill
show how this arises from the qd3(2) description.

T he ram aining S-m atrices of the Isjngf1 m odel are the sam e as for SG 1_g. There are

6 neutral excitations w ith m ass

sin S5 1
my=m;—— ; mg= m12 - ; a= 1;2;:;6 4:8)
S 77 S 73

and exact S {m atrix am plitudes given by

2 3,
s . mjnv?;b) 1 . s
S ()= B bj 4 B bjt+t 2k 5 atb
= 14 . 14 14 7
=1 4:9)
XY 7 a+x
Sasl()=sasz()=(l) T ’
k=0



wherewehaveused () F ( ).Notethat, asanticipated at the beginning ofthis section,
the kinks of this system behave Indeed like ordinary particles, since their S {m atrix can be
entirely w ritten in tem s of the sim ple functions (.6).

Now let us describe how the above result follow s from the RSO S restriction ofqdéz) .
W e denote the relevant SO (4)4 representations as £0g; f4g; £6g for the singlet, vector, and
ad pint representations, respectively. T he unrestricted S-m atrix for the f4g can be w ritten
as R1B3]

Stagrag( )= F () 21 ]-bf4gf4g x;q) 121; (4:10)
where F is a scalar factor, ﬁ@f4gf4g (x;q) is the R -m atrix for qd3(2) m ultiplied by the per-
m utation operator P, and i, is a gauge transformm ation. T he R -m atrix has the explicit
form

xq2 1+ xg

1
Rfagrag = Pgrog t W Pfeg t qu Prog 7 (4:11)

whereP P isaprofctorontotheSO (4)g representation ,andx = exp (k+ 6) =k + 2)).
T he scalar factor is given by

G1( )G x=2()
F ()= ; 4:12)
Go( )G x=2()
w here
k+6 - k+6 - i 4
¥ 2 3 2 ™z ke 3 o e
G ()= : (4:13)
k+6 - i k+6 = i 4
=1 a2 3t wz ke 3t iz
For the Isjng}z1 case, one must restrict the m odel at the root of unity g= &' =3, where
x = e’ 7. Specializing the form ula {4.17), one nds
F()= —3 5 () @:14)
xg+ 1 1= )

To perform the quantum group restriction wem ust exam ine the fusion ring o£S0 (@)q
at the above q. Recalling that SO 4) = SU (2) SU (2), k¥t us Iabel the SO (4)q rep—
resentations as (3;9), where j denotes the spin j representation of SU (2) with dim en—
sion 23+ 1, and sim ilarly for §. The fundam ental spinorial representations 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 fOg = (0;0), f4g = (1=2;1=2), f6g = (0;1) (1;0), and
f9g = (1;1). At this root of unity, the SU (2) fusion ring hasa maxinum 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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the f6g of SO (4)4 requires j= 1, it is profcted out of the spectrum . T his leaves only the
R SO S restriction of the f4g, which is frozen and then behave like a scalar partjcle;z:. The
restriction leaves only the P¢og term in R g44544 - Letting 1’ denote the RSO S restriction
of the findam ental soliton f4g, one then obtains the scalar S-m atrix

S11()=Fi7(): (4:15)

This is the S-m atrix for the lightest sineG ordon breather ofSG _g. Let m ; be them ass
ofthisparticle. T hen closing the bootstrap for this particle leads to a totalof six particles
w ith m asses and S-m atrices given in (4.8) 4.9). T his is the spectrum proposed in R351.

In the above analysis it iseasy to overlook additionalparticles for the follow ing reason.
Though the f6g is progcted out, any £f6g £f6g bound states which are scalars survive
the restriction. These are the particles denoted as the 4dY breathers B, ;B in e
A ccording to R3], the m ass of the particle B 1(2) is given by

M _ ¢ = 2m;oos( =7)sin(3 =14): (4:106)

B,

The m ass of this particle can be identi ed w ith that ofthe SG ;_g soliton due the identity
4cos( =7)sin (3 =14) = 1=sin( =14) (the latter dentity is only valid due to the 14-th
roots of uniy involved). One can also check that the S-m atrices involving the particle
B2
47) . Sin ilarly, the particle B 2(2) is identi ed w ith the 4-th SG ;_g breather.

com puted in Y] indeed correspond to those In SG;_g with the assignm ent of signs

So far we have the 6 breathers and one soliton ofthe SG ;_g theory. A second soliton
can be seen as necessary for the follow ing reasons. The S-m atrix for the scattering of the
1st and 6th SGi_g breathers is S1¢ = F1_,Fs-14. The factor F;_, has a doublk polk at

= i =2. This corresponds to a \bound state" ofmassM?=m?+mZ= (2m,)?,ie.toa
state right at the threshold ofa 2-soliton state. T he fact that this pole indeed corresponds
to a 2{soliton state is easily veri ed by checking that the S-m atrices for this \bound state"
w ith a particle a, as com puted from the bootstrap, is equalto (Ssa)? . Further reasons for
this double degeneracy w illbe given in the general case ahead.

D ue to the signs in (4.7), the bound state structure of the m odel Isjngf1 is di erent
from those 0fSG -5 and D él) . For the Isjngf1 m odel, closing the bootstrap starting from

7 Thesame freezing of degrees of freedom occurs w hen one restricts the SG S-m atrix to obtain

the energy perturbation of the Ising m odel.
8 The breatherB 1(1) is already included as the second SG ;-3 breather.
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the solitons s; and s;, and requiring a positive In aginary residue, leads to the 2nd, 4th,
and 6th breathers. T he odd breathers arise by closing the bootstrap starting from the 1st
breather, which is viewed as a fundam ental particle. W e ram ark that the sign di erences
ofthe S-m atrices in (4.5) do not change the TBA analysis of the ultraviolet central charge,
w hich therefore reproduces correctly c= 1 for allthree cases, SG 13, D él) and Isjngf1 .

42. GeneralCase of M

T he fundam ental solitons in the f4g and f6g of SO (4)q becom e RSO S kinks K ffgl
and K ffgl with RSO S indices ,; ; labeling representations of SO (4)y. The kinks K £69

areK 49 bound states occurring at the bootstrap fiision pole = 2i =(k+ 6).A s in section
3, we use the decom position SO 4) = SU (2) SU (2) to label SO (4)4 representations as
(3i9), where 3,92 Z + 1=2 are SU (2) spins. The selection rule on the kink K ?  isthat
the representation , must appear In the tensor product 1 o W ithin the fusion ring of
SO (4)q. Hence, we willneed the SU )4 fusion ringatg= g™ = expd =k+ 2)):
min (it gk 31 32)
q) )= (G)F 4:17)
=3 323
wih j k=2.
Since f4g= (1=2;1=2), the f4g fundam ental solitons becom e the RSO S kinks:

fig

P 3220 1727%2% 1= 418
58 Gie 24 % 2% 4:18)

Sin ilarly, since f6g= (0;1) (1;0) there are two kinds of RSO S f6g kinks:

fe . .
K(j;)(j@)(); 223 1;,%=%
f;g v 4:19)
; b= 3929 1
(jzez)(jl@l)( )i 2=0i%2%

Them ass ratio ofK £%9; %9 to K 49 isgiven in (4.1).

In addition to the above kinks there are breathers, which are scalar kinkkink bound
states. Leth(f4g); p= 1;2;::denote theK %9 K £%9 bound state breathers, and B§69 the
K %9 K % breathers. From the results in 9], one can reach the ollow ing conclusions.
A's k increases one enters a repulsive regim e wherein m ost breathers becom e unbound
and disappear from the spectrum . The Bf4g;B §6g breathers occur at the fusion pole

=1 2 k)=k+ 6),whe1:eas‘cheBlf6g breather occursat 41 =k + 6). W hen k= 2, or
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f6g

them ass ofthese breatherswe have M CBI(MD) = 2M g4g andM B, 7) = 2M ¢44,thusk = 2

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

breather forallk 2 stf6g,which we denote simn ply asB , with a m ass given by

2
Mg = 4M s —— oS 420
" fég K+ 6 K+ 6 @20)
T he S-m atrix for this breather is
SBB ( )= Fk+2( )Fk+4( )F_k( ) . (4:21)
k+ 6 k+ 6 k+ 6

Since the breather B can arise as a bound state of etther K £%9 or of © %9, we believe this
breather is doubly degenerate; certainly it is doubly degenerate in the Ising case where it
is the SG;_g soliton. The threshold for the disappearance of the B breather, ie. when
Mg = 2M ggq,00Ccursat k= 1 .

Let us now com e back to the problem of the S {m atrix of the kink states. The S-
m atrices of the kink states are characterized by the exchange relation:

X
£4 £4 (3481) (2161) £4 £4
g g (1) = g 346 & ( ) K B g

K K
(3383) (3282) (2) (32€) (3181) (3383) (32&) 2 (3383) (3484) (1) (3aS) (3181) (2)
(3481)

(422)
and sim ilarly for the scattering involving K £%9. The S-m atrix in (4 22) ollow s from 4.10)

with x = exp@ ), g= exp(1 !) where we have de ned = (+ 6)=4k + 2) and
= 1=+ 2):
53838y _p ()p sihh @ +1 Py cosh@ + i !=2) (348) (1€1)
(58) (28) %9 snh @ i) %97 s i 1=2) 9 1:8) 58
4 23)

with F the same as .n {4.14), and w ith the profctors in RSO S form . T he latter orm of
the profctors can be expressed In term s of g 67 symbols, as we now describe. C learly
one has

P P;E

e/ (424)

8

where P is the projctor onto the spoin j representation of SU (2)4 In the tensor product
soace 1=2 1=2, and sim ilarly for the second copy ];a@ . One also needs

Peog = PoBo; Peog = PoB¥ + P15y; Peog = P15 : (425)
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T he pro ctors Py In unrestricted vertex form have m atrix elem ents expressed in temm s of
g€ lebsch-G ordon coe cients:
X
hl=2;m 3;1=2;m 4 P yj=2;m 1;1=2;m ;1= hl=2;m 3;1=2;m 4 Jj;m ighj;m j=2;m 1;1=2;m 7 iq4
(426)
G oing to the R SO S basis, and using the identity

(J;m Th;m 17 p3sm 231g) ook
B3 23
X
= hjz;m 23T ;m 2; J3;m 3ighj;m Thoim 125 35m 3ighdiz;m 12 Jism 15 him 2dg
mpy;ma3y
Mmoo+ mz=1m m i
427)
one cbtains the sinple result 34139]
. 1=2 1=2 3 1= -
eit= 0 T 2o 2 (@28)
B 0 ko, 2 0x J

The g 63 symbols can be found in [BJ]fI§]. The complte S-matrix follows from
423) (424) and (4.25), along w ith the evident relation

(3481) (3181) SAS

_ CPj)j4j1

Fom (1:9) (126)

T he analog ofthe Hmula @.11) nvolving £6g fuindam ental solitons is unknow n. H ow ever,

the kinks K £%9;#%9 are bound states of the kinks K 9 occurring at the fiision pole

= 2i =k + 6). Therefore, the S-m atrices involving the fo6gkinks can in principle be
com puted from bootstrap ﬁ;lsjonlé.

43. Thek=1 Imit

When k = 1 , themodelM , corregponds to two leveldl SU (2) current algebras
coupled via their prim ary eld in the spin 1=2 representation of dim ension 1=4. D enoting
the latterby 72, the action {.3) becom es

A = Asu (2)1 + Asu 2) + d2X 1 2 ’ (4:30)

2

 The spectrum proposed in 5] does not contain the kinks K *°9;#%9 nor the breather B .
A Iso, the con ctured S-m atrices forthe K £*9 kinksw ere constructed by borrow ing R SO S solutions
of the Y ang-B axter equation which de ne certain lattice statisticalm echanics m odels in i36]. W e
have not checked if they agree w ith the S-m atrices constructed here.
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where su (2)1;, refers to the copies 1 and 2 of the current algebra. Above,

X
=2 (1=2;m )—@=2; m)
172 1;2 ’ (4:31)

l —
1;2 =
m= 1=2

—(@1=2;m )

(1=2m) and are the left and right m oving factors.

w here
The current algebras can each be bosonized wih a scalar eld ' ;;;. The prim ary

elds have the representation:

P _ P
1=2m) _ & 2m ', , —a=2m) _ {27, .
1;2 =€ ’ 1;2 e i

(4:32)

T hus,

+e 1T 2 gl 2p e tem 2 (4:33)

where 1, ="'"1,+ 7, are bcalscalar elds. F inally, the interaction can be expressed in
term s of ferm ion bilinears:

+ . ; (4:34)

w ith

: — —0 : =
N = il 2)= 2 ; S = 1 2= 2 . 4 35)

Since the ferm ions are com plex, com bined together they correspond to 4 real femm ions.
T he Interaction sin ply gives each real form ion the sam em ass. Thus,ask ! 1 ,themodel
M , becom es the free eld theory of 4 realm assive ferm ions w ith SO (4) symm etry. This
result is closely related to the lattice m odel results obtained in @24]@ .

The above result arises from the restricted qdéz) symm etry in the follow ng way.
Firstly, ask ! 1 , in the (3;9) labeling of SO (4) representations, we have Jhax = 1 ;
this in plies that the RSO S S-m atrices are unrestricted (SO S) and by a change of basis
can be brought back to unrestricted vertex fomm . Secondly, shce M ¢gq = 2M g4, k = 1
is the threshold for the disappearance of the findam ental solitons of mass M ¢¢4. A 150,
Mg = 2M f4q, 0 that the breather B also disappears. This leaves a 4-pkt of solitons
transform ing under the undeform ed vector of SO (4), and these are the 4 real ferm ions. F i-
nally, smceq! 1, the qdéz) isundeformm ed. It isknown that 2n freem assive ferm ions has
an undeform ed az(i) ; symm etry algebra 371381, thus the S-m atrices above m ust becom e

freeask ! 1 .

19 For the lattice m odel considered in 4] the SO (4) symm etry isbroken to Z, SU (2) which
leads to a triplet and a singlet of ferm ions ofdi erent m ass.
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5. Conclusions

In thispaperw e have studied the on {shelldynam ics of coupled conform al eld theories
under the constraint of the integrability for the Inter-Jayer coupling. A general fram ew ork
forthiskind ofm odels is provided by the reduction ofA ne Toda F ield T heory associated
with particular D ynkin diagram s. These are the D ynkin diagram s of the a ne algebra
g which have the property that upon rem oving one of its nodes, one is left with two
deocoupled D ynkin diagram s g; and g, of nite din ensional sin ply laced Lie algebras: the
latter represent then the Lie algebras from which tensor product oftwom inin alm odels is
constructed using the coset construction. T he rem oved node, on the otherhand, speci esa
particular integrable coupling between these two m Inin alm odels. A n interesting m odel of
this class is represented by the two{layer Ising m odel coupled by the m agnetic operators:
thism odel has been analyzed both in temm s of the RSO S restriction ofqdéz) aswellas in
tem s of a bosonization schem e related to the SineG ordon m odel. Tt would be interesting
to pursue further the analysis of this m odel as well as of the others by com puting their
form factors and their correlation functions: quantities particularly interesting in this
resoect would be the correlators nvolving operators living on the two di erent planes, as
for instance the correlatorh ; X) ; (v)i for the two{layer Ising m odel. A 1so it is clear that
there are other Interesting exam ples of the D ynkin gym nastics used iIn thispaper. F inally,
at a speculative level, one m ight ask if our integrable analysis of two (or four) coupled
m inin al m odels, discussed in this paper, could be some 1rst step in understanding N
coupled conformm al eld theordes. If this could be done system atically, one m ay perhaps
hope to be abl to leam som ething about three din ensional theordes.
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