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A bstract

In this review we dem onstrate how the algebraic Bethe ansatz is used for the

calculation oftheenergy spectra and form factors(operatorm atrix elem entsin the

basisofHam iltonian eigenstates)in exactly solvablequantum system s.Asexam ples

we apply the theory to severalm odels of current interest in the study ofBose-

Einstein condensates,which have been successfully created using ultracold dilute

atom ic gases.The�rstm odelwe introducedescribesJosephson tunneling between

two coupled Bose-Einstein condensates. It can be used not only for the study

oftunneling between condensates ofatom ic gases, but for solid state Josephson

junctionsand coupled Cooperpairboxes.Thetheory isalsoapplicableto m odelsof

atom ic-m olecularBose-Einstein condensates,with twoexam plesgiven and analysed.

Additionally, these sam e two m odels are relevant to studies in quantum optics.

Finally,we discussthem odelofBardeen,Cooperand Schrie�erin thisfram ework,

which isappropriateforsystem sofultracold ferm ionicatom icgases,aswellasbeing

applicableforthedescription ofsuperconductingcorrelationsin m etallicgrainswith

nanoscale dim ensions. In applying allofthe above m odels to physicalsituations,

the need for an exact analysis ofsm allscale system s is established due to large

quantum 
uctuationswhich renderm ean-�eld approachesinaccurate.
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1 Introduction

Exactly solvable m odels ofquantum m echanicalsystem s provide an im portant insight

into the nature ofquantum physics,with the sim ple harm onic oscillator and the non-

relativistic hydrogen atom serving as the archetypalexam ples. One m ethod to solve

these m odels is to exploit an underlying algebraic structure,wellknown to be the Lie

algebra gl(3)for the harm onic oscillator and so(4)forthe hydrogen m odel[1]. In this

approach,the Lie algebraic structure plays the role ofgenerating states ofthe system

whileatthesam etim eproviding statelabels(orquantum num bers).A celebrated exact

solution ofa quantum m any-body m odelisthatfortheone-dim ensionalHeisenberg (spin

1/2)chain,due to Bethe [2]. Outofthiswork grew the conceptofthe Bethe ansatz for

theconstruction oftheeigenvectorsforan exactly solvableHam iltonian.In adopting this

m ethod,a generalpossibleform foran eigenvectorisassum ed,dependenton severalfree

param eters. Constraintsare then determ ined forthe param eterswhich ensure thatthis

vectorisan eigenvectorofthe Ham iltonian. The constraintequationsare referred to as

theBetheansatzequationsofthem odel.

M otivated by Bethe’swork the �eld ofexactly solvable m odels
ourished during the

1960sled by M cGuire[3],Lieb [4],Sutherland [5],Yang[6]and Baxter[7],am ongstm any

others. Outofthisactivity arose the Yang-Baxterequation,the solution ofwhich pro-

vides a su�ciency condition to construct a m odelwhich is exactly solvable (applicable

to one-dim ensionalquantum spin chains,including quantum �eld theoriesasthe lattice

spacing goesto zero,and classicaltwo-dim ensionallatticesystem s)[8,9].A fundam ental

feature ofthe Yang-Baxterequation isthatitcan alwaysbe used to constructa fam ily

ofm utually com m uting m atrices,known astransferm atrices,which facilitatestheappli-

cation oftheBetheansatz.Them ethod oftheBetheansatzcan takea variety ofform s,

com m only known asthe co-ordinate,analytic,functionaland algebraic form s. Itisthis

latterapproach thatwillbethefocusofourwork here,asthisisthem ostappropriateto

serveourrequirem ents.

The algebraic form ulation ofthe Bethe ansatz,and the associated quantum inverse

scattering m ethod,wasprim arily developed by the group ofm athem aticalphysicists in

St. Petersburg [10,11,12,13,14]. Its applicability extends beyond the study ofone-

dim ensionalspin chains, quantum �eld theory and two-dim ensionallattice m odels to

system sofcorrelated electrons[15],conform al�eld theory[16],aswellasprecipitatingthe

notion ofquantum algebras(deform ationsofuniversalenvelopingalgebrasofLiealgebras)

[17,18,19,20]. The m ain m otivation forthe algebraic form ulation ofthe Bethe ansatz

wasnotonly forcalculating the energy spectrum ofa m odel,butto also accom m odate

thecalculation ofcorrelation functions.An initialstep in thisdirection isto com putethe

form factorsofan operator(notnecessarily observable).Heretheterm \form factorsofan

operator"sim plyreferstothem atrixelem entsofthatoperatorin thebasisofHam iltonian

eigenstates.Expectation valuesofobservableoperatorsand generalcorrelation functions

areexpressible in term sofform factorsthrough com pletenessrelations.

The study ofcorrelation functions in the context ofexactly solvable m odels has its

originsin Baxter’scornertransferm atrix m ethod [7]. Following on from thisthere has

been arich theory developed usingideastaken from a�nequantum algebras,vertex oper-

ators,integrable�eld theories,theo�-shellBetheansatzand theKnizhnik-Zam olodchikov

equation [21,23,22,24,25,26,27],aswellasthe algebraic Bethe ansatz approach (e.g

[13,28,29,30,31]).Forthem odelswewillstudy herethecalculation ofform factorswill

beundertaken through extensiveuseoftheSlavnov form ula[32]forthescalarproductsof

Bethe eigenstates. The Slavnov form ula providesan explicitdeterm inantrepresentation
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for the scalar products. A re�ned proofofthis result was given by Kitanine,M aillet

and Terras [29],using the notion offactorising the solutions ofthe Yang-Baxter equa-

tion in term sofDrinfeld twists[33]. They applied thism ethod to successfully com pute

form factors for the anisotropic (X X Z) Heisenberg chain [29],and in a closely related

work Korepin and Slavnov com puted form factorsforthequantum non-linearSchr�odinger

equation [30].In both casestheresultsarevalid for�nitesizesystem s,and thusthisap-

proach isappropriate forapplicationsto nanoscale system s. The resultspresented here

arelargely inspired by theseworks.

Theneed toappealtotheexactsolution ofam odelhasbeen wellillustrated in thecon-

textoftheenergy spectrum ofm etallic grainsofnanoscale size.Experim entsconducted

by Ralph,Blackand Tinkham (RBT)[34,35]usingsingleelectron tunnelingspectroscopy

on alum inium grains with m ean radiiin the range 5-13 nm indicated signi�cant parity

e�ectsdueto thenum berofelectronsin thesystem .Theelectron num berrem ains�xed

dueto thelargecharging energy ofthegrains,which isa consequence oftheirsm allsize.

Forgrainswith an odd num berofelectrons,thegap in theenergy spectrum reduceswith

increasing size ofthe system ,in contrastto the case ofa grain with an even num berof

electrons,wherea gap largerthan thesingleelectron energy levelspersists.In thelatter

case the gap can be closed by a strongly applied m agnetic �eld. The conclusion drawn

from these resultsisthatpairing interactionsare prom inentin these nanoscale system s.

Fora grain with an odd num berofelectronsthere willalwaysbe atleastone unpaired

electron,so itisnotnecessary to break a Cooperpairin orderto createan excited state.

Fora grain with an even num berofelectrons,allexcited stateshave a leastone broken

Cooper pair,resulting in a gap in the spectrum . In the presence ofa strongly applied

m agnetic �eld,it is energetically m ore favourable for a grain with an even num ber of

electronsto havebroken pairs,and hencein thiscasethereareexcitationswhich show no

gap in thespectrum .

A na��ve approach to describe these nanograins is to apply the theory ofsupercon-

ductivity due to Bardeen,Cooperand Schrie�er(BCS)[36]. Indeed,the BCS m odelis

appropriateforthesesystem sbuttheassociated m ean-�eld treatm entfails.Therearetwo

m ain reasonsforthis.FirstisbecausetheBCS analysism akesuseofthegrand canonical

ensem ble whereas in the experim ents the electron num ber is �xed. Second is because

a m ean-�eld theory approxim ates certain operators in the m odelby an average value.

Atthe nanoscale level,the quantum 
uctuations are su�ciently large enough thatthis

approxim ation isinvalid.In system swherethem ean singleparticleenergy levelspacing,

which isinversely proportionalto the volum e,iscom parable to the bulk superconduct-

ing gap,(as is for m etallic nanograins,) it was thought that pairing interactions would

notcorrelate any energy levels. This was conjectured by Anderson [37]on the basis of

the BCS m ean-�eld analysis,butthe experim entsofRBT show thisto notbe the case.

Consequently,an exactsolution wasdesired in orderto clarify theissue.

Rem arkably,theexactsolution ofthereduced BCS m odel(\reduced"referstothefact

thatonly zero m om entum Cooperpairsareconsidered and allcouplingsforscattering of

Cooperpairsareequal)had been obtained and analysed m any yearsearlierin a seriesof

worksbyRichardson and Sherm an [38,39]usinganapproach equivalenttotheco-ordinate

Betheansatz.Them otivation fortheirwork wasforapplication ofpairing interactionsin

nuclearsystem s,which involve�xed particlenum ber,and thustheBCS analysisreferred

above isnotvalid. However,the condensed m atterphysics com m unity was unaware of

thisearlierwork atthetim etheresultsofRBT werecom m unicated.Itwassubsequently

shown thattheoreticalresultsobtained through an analysisoftheexactsolution forthe

reduced BCS Ham iltonian werecom patiblewith theexperim entalresultsofRBT [40].
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One ofthe m ostcurrently active �elds isthe study ofBose-Einstein condensates of

ultracold atom ic gases[41,42]. The Bose-Einstein condensed state isofa purely quan-

tum m echanicalnatureand,in analogy with thephenom ena ofsuperconducting m etallic

nanograins discussed above,a m ean-�eld analysis ofsm allscale system s com prised of

Bose-Einstein condensatesisinadequate due to signi�cantquantum 
uctuations. W hile

there are m any novelphysicalproperties to be explored in the study ofBose-Einstein

condensates, there are three features that we willdiscuss here. The �rst is the phe-

nom enon ofJosephson tunneling between two coupled Bose-Einstein condensates.Recall

thatthe Josephson e�ectwas�rstproposed in relation to the tunneling ofCooperpairs

through an insulating barrier separating two superconductors [43,44]. (A very infor-

m ative historicalaccount is given in [45].) It has been proposed as a m eans to couple

qubitsforthepurposeofquantum com putation [46,47].Theexperim entalrealisation of

Bose-Einstein condensation in the atom ic alkaligasesprovidesa fram ework in which to

observem acroscopictunneling in a system with tunablecouplings.An extensiveaccount

ofthisphenom enon can befound in [48],which discussesin detailthecanonicalJoseph-

son Ham iltonian (equivalent to a two site Bose-Hubbard m odel) for the description of

thise�ect.Itisnotwellknown thatthism odelisexactly solvablethrough thequantum

inversescatteringm ethod,which wasestablished aboutadecadeagoin thecontextofthe

discrete self-trapping dim erm odel[49,50]. Below we show thata slightly m ore general

m odelisalso exactly solvableand wederiveexplicitexactform factorsforthegeneralised

m odel.

Thesecond aspectofBose-Einstein condensation wewilldiscussisthatofacondensate

com prised ofa coherentsuperposition ofatom icand m olecularstates.Thisphenom enon

has been predicted and studied by theorists (e.g.,see [51,52,53,54,55])and recently

realised experim entally [56,57,58]. In particular,forthe experim entof[58]using 85Rb

atom s,which are converted into diatom ic m olecules via a Feshbach resonance,the sys-

tem was prepared,allowed to evolve,and then a m easurem ent m ade to determ ine the

num ber ofatom s in the system . By perform ing this procedure over di�erent evolution

tim esitwasestablished thattheexpectation valueforthenum berofatom sdisplayed an

oscillatory behaviour,indicating thatthestateofthesystem wasa quantum m echanical

superposition ofatom ic and m olecular states,as opposed to a classicalm ixture. The

resultissigni�cantin thatthestateofthesystem iscom prised ofa superposition oftwo

chem ically distinctcom ponents.

Finally,we willalso analyse the reduced BCS m odel,which isrelevant notonly for

m etallic nanograinsasdescribed above,butalso thestudy ofultracold ferm ionicatom ic

gases[59]. Asiswellknown,foran ultracold ferm ionic gasthe Pauliprinciple prohibits

allparticlesoccupying the lowestenergy level.The lowestpossible energy ofthe system

isobtained by �lling the Ferm isea. However,in analogy with m etalsitisbelieved that

ferm ionic gases should be able to form Cooper pairs,and as a consequence,undergo a

phasetransition ata suitably low tem peratureinto a ferm ioniccondensate[60].

Theaim ofthisexposition isto illustratethatthealgebraicapproach to thestudy of

exactly solvablem odelsisa rich and eleganttheory with wideapplicability.In particular

we show how the theory applies to the system s ofBose-Einstein condensates and the

reduced BCS m odeldiscussed above.Som eofthese resultshavealready been com m uni-

cated [61,62,63,64,65,66],whileotherresultswewillpresentarenew.In each casewe

willdeterm ine the energy spectrum ,aswellasthe form factorsforthe com putation of

correlation functions,in term softheBetheansatzsolution.Certain correlation functions

can in factbe deduced directly from the energy spectrum through use ofthe Hellm ann-

Feynm an theorem [67,68]. Exam plesofthisprocedure applied to the m odelsdiscussed
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herecan befound in [63,64,65].Typically however,theform factorapproach isrequired

to build generalform ulaeforexpectation valuesand correlation functions.Asa potential

application ofthese resultswe pointto the problem ofquantifying entanglem entin the

theory ofquantum inform ation.Theroleofcorrelation functionsin thecharacterisation

ofentanglem enthasbeen discussed in [69,70,71,72].

Throughout,wehaveendeavoured to provide asm uch technicaldetailaspossiblefor

thebene�tofnon-experts.TheexceptionsaretheSlavnov form ula forthescalarproduct

ofstates,the proofofwhich isbeyond the scope ofthisreview. Forthe proofwe refer

the interested reader to [29]. Also,the orthogonality ofthe Bethe eigenstates willnot

be proved. Details ofthis result can be found in [30]. The form at ofthe review is as

follows. W e begin in section 2 with a description ofthe four m odels we willexam ine.

In section 3 we recallthe basic features ofthe quantum inverse scattering m ethod for

the construction ofexactly solvable m odels. W hile there already exist severalexcellent

surveysofthisapproach [10,11,12,13,14],we give a detailed accounthere in orderto

�x notationsand conventionsand m ake the review self-contained. The centralaspectis

theintroduction oftheYang-Baxteralgebra associated with theLiealgebra gl(2),which

is a quadratic algebra. Severalexam ples ofrealisations are given. W e show that in a

particularlim it,called thequasi-classicallim it,theYang-Baxteralgebra reducesto a Lie

algebra,called the Gaudin algebra. Through a realisation ofthe Yang-Baxter algebra,

the transfer m atrix is constructed which leads to an exactly solvable m odel. W e also

discussa naturalZ-graded structure oftheYang-Baxteralgebra which willbeexploited

in laterconstructions.Section 4dealswith thealgebraicBetheansatzm ethod in ageneral

contextforthe determ ination ofthespectrum ofthetransferm atrix.Section 5 presents

the Slavnov form ula for the scalar products ofthe states which arise in the algebraic

Bethe ansatz m ethod ofsolution. W e also discuss how,through the use ofthe Slavnov

form ula,the form factorsforthe elem ents ofthe Yang-Baxteralgebra can be obtained.

Section 6 turnsto calculating the explicitexactsolutions forthe m odels. Form ulae for

theenergy spectrum aredeterm ined,which areparam eterised in term softherootsofthe

Bethe ansatz equations. Section 7 deals with the com putation ofform factorsforeach

ofthe m odelsintroduced.In allcasesitisnecessary to �rstconsiderthesolution to the

inverse problem ,which involves expressing a given operatorin term softhe elem ents of

the Yang-Baxteralgebra.Thisneedsto be studied on a case by case basis.Once thisis

achieved,theform factorsforthatoperatorcan bedeterm ined.Concluding rem arksare

given in section 8.

2 M odelH am iltonians

Here we present,and give a description of,three m odels forBose-Einstein condensates

and the reduced BCS m odel. Our m ain objective is to establish that each m odelis

exactly solvablethrough thealgebraicBetheansatz.Throughout,therearenoconstraints

im posed on the coupling param etersforallm odelsotherthan they are real,which isto

ensureherm iticity.
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2.1 A m odelfor two Josephson coupled B ose-Einstein conden-

sates

Considerthefollowing generalHam iltonian describing Josephson tunneling between two

coupled Bose-Einstein condensates

H = U11N
2

1
+ U12N 1N 2 + U22N

2

2
+ �1N 1 + �2N 2

�
EJ

2
(a

y

1a2 + a
y

2a1) (1)

where the operatorsai;a
y

i;N i = a
y

iai are associated with two Heisenberg algebraswith

relations

[ai;a
y

j]= �ij; [ai;aj]= [a
y

i;a
y

j]= 0:

The Hilbert space ofstates is given by the in�nite-dim ensionalFock space spanned by

thevectors

jm ;ni= (a
y

1)
m (a

y

2)
n
j0i; m ;n = 0;1;2;::::;1 : (2)

Them odeldescribesJosephsontunnelingbetweentwocondensateswithtunnelingstrength

EJ=2,the param eters Uij are the am plitudes forS-wave scattering and �i are chem ical

potentials.TheHam iltonian com m uteswith thetotalparticlenum berN = N 1 + N 2.

The above Ham iltonian under the constraint U = U11 = U22 = �U12=2 has been

studied widely using techniques other than the exact solution [48,84,85,86,87,88].

For this case it is usefulto divide the param eter space into three regim es; viz. Rabi

(U=EJ << N � 1),Josephson (N � 1 << U=EJ << N )and Fock (N << U=EJ).In theRabi

and Josephson regionsone expectscoherentsuperposition ofthe two condensatesto be

possiblewhereasin theFock region thetwo condensateswillbe,in som esense,localised.

There isa correspondence between (1)and the m otion ofa pendulum [48]. In the Rabi

and Josephson regionsthism otion issem iclassical,(i.e.,the energy levelspacingsare of

orderlessthan N ,)in contrasttotheFockcase.Forboth theFockand Josephson regim es

the analogy correspondsto a pendulum with �xed length,while in the Rabiregim e the

length varies.An im portantproblem isto study thebehaviourin thecrossoverregim es,

particularlybetween theJosephson and Fockregim eswhich arethem ostlikely tooccurin

an experim entalcontext[48].A reliablem ethod to do thisisthrough theexactsolution.

Them otivation toextend thesolution tothecasewherethecouplingsU11;U22;U12 forthe

S-wavescatteringterm scan bechosen arbitrarilyisforthedescription ofapairofCooper

pairboxes with capacitive coupling [46]. In the lim it U22 ! 0,then hN 2i>> hN 1i,in

which casethem odelcan beconsidered asasingleCooperpairbox coupled toareservoir.

2.2 A m odelfor hom o-atom ic-m olecular B ose-Einstein conden-

sates

Nextwe turn ourattention to a two-m odem odelforan atom ic-m olecularBose-Einstein

condensatewith identicalatom s.TheHam iltonian takestheform

H = UaaN
2

a + UacN aN c+ UccN
2

c + �aN a + �cN c

+
(a y
a
y
c+ c

y
aa) (3)

which actson abasisofFock statesanalogousto(2).Here,ay isthecreation operatorfor

an atom ic m ode while cy createsa m olecularm ode. The param etersUij again describe

S-wave scattering,�i arechem icalpotentialsand 
 isthe am plitude forinterconversion
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ofatom sand m olecules. The Ham iltonian com m uteswith the totalatom num berN =

N a + 2N c.

In the lim it Uaa = Uac = Ucc = 0 this m odelwas studied in [54], and analysed

num erically in [65]based on the Bethe ansatz solution. However,in order to com pare

with experim entalresults,in which the S-wave scatteringsare signi�cant,one needs to

analyse (3)in itsfullgenerality. Estim atesforthe S-wave scattering param etersin the

caseof87Rb aregiven in [55].

2.3 A m odelforhetero-atom ic-m olecularB ose-Einstein conden-

sates

Thepreviousm odelcan beextended to describean atom ic-m olecularBose-Einstein con-

densatewith twodistinctspeciesofatom s,denoted aand b,which can com binetoproduce

a m oleculec.ForthiscasetheHam iltonian takestheform

H = UaaN
2

a + UbbN
2

b + UccN
2

c + UabN aN b+ UacN aN c+ UbcN bN c

+�aN a + �bN b+ �cN c+ 
(a y
b
y
c+ c

y
ba) (4)

which com m uteswith I = N a� N b and thetotalatom num berN = N a+ N b+ 2N c.Here

them odelactson theFock spacespanned by thevectors

jl;m ;ni= (ay)l(by)m (cy)n j0i:

Letuspointoutthatin the lim itUaa = Ubb = Ucc = Uab = Uac = Ubc = 0,equation (4)

istheHam iltonian studied in [89,90]m odelling second harm onicgeneration in quantum

optics.Non-zero valuesoftheseparam eterscorrespond to a Kerre�ect.

2.4 T he reduced B C S m odel

Thephysicalpropertiesofa m etallicnanograin with pairing interactionsaredescribed by

thereduced BCS Ham iltonian [40]

H =

LX

j= 1

�jnj � g

LX

j;k= 1

c
y

k+
c
y

k�
cj� cj+ : (5)

Above,j = 1;:::;L labelsa shellofdoubly degenerate single particle energy levelswith

energies �j and nj = c
y

j+ cj+ + c
y

j� cj� is the ferm ion num ber operator for levelj. The

operatorscj� ;c
y

j� aretheannihilation and creation operatorsfortheferm ionsatlevelj.

Thelabels� referto tim ereversed states.

One ofthe features ofthe Ham iltonian (5) is the blocking e�ect. Forany unpaired

ferm ion atleveljtheaction ofthepairinginteraction iszerosinceonlypaired ferm ionsare

scattered. Thism eansthatthe Hilbertspace can be decoupled into a productofpaired

and unpaired ferm ion statesin which theaction oftheHam iltonian on thespaceforthe

unpaired ferm ionsisautom atically diagonalin thenaturalbasis.In view oftheblocking

e�ect,itis convenient to introduce hard-core boson operatorsbj = cj� cj+ ;b
y

j = c
y

j+ c
y

j�

which satisfy therelations

(b
y

j)
2 = 0; [bj;b

y

k
]= �jk(1� 2b

y

jbj) [bj;bk]= [b
y

j;b
y

k
]= 0 (6)

on thespaceexcludingsingleparticlestates.In thissettingthehard-coreboson operators

realisethesu(2)algebra in thepseudo-spin representation,which willbeutilised below.
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The originalapproach ofBardeen,Cooper and Schrie�er [36]to describe the phe-

nom enon ofsuperconductivity in a bulk system wasto em ploy a m ean-�eld theory using

a variationalwavefunction fortheground state

j	i=

LY

i= 1

(uiI+ vib
y

i)j0i (7)

which hasan undeterm ined num berofelectrons. The expectation value forthe num ber

operatoristhen �xed by m eansofa chem icalpotentialterm �;i.e.the grand canonical

ensem bleisused.OneofthepredictionsoftheBCS theory isthatthenum berofCooper

pairs in the ground state ofthe system is given by the ratio �=d where � is the BCS

\bulk gap" and d isthem ean levelspacing forthesingleelectron energies.Fornanoscale

system s,thisratioisoftheorderofunity,in seem ing contradiction with theexperim ental

results discussed above. The explanation for this is that the m ean-�eld approach is

inappropriatein thisinstance,aspreviously indicated.

3 Q uantum inverse scattering m ethod

Theessentialm otivation forthequantum inversescatteringm ethod istheconstruction of

afam ilyofcom m utingm atrices,known astransferm atrices.Thatis,wewish toconstruct

an operatort(u),where u 2 C is called the spectralparam eter,acting on som e vector

space,which representstheHilbertspaceofphysicalstates.Furtherweseek that

[t(u);t(v)]= 0 8u;v 2 C: (8)

There aretwo signi�cantconsequencesof(8).The �rstisthatt(u)m ay bediagonalised

independently ofu,thatistheeigenvectorsoft(u)donotdepend on u.Thisisthefeature

which m akesthe Bethe ansatz approach viable. Secondly,t(u)com m uteswith allofits

derivatives,orm oreform ally,taking theseriesexpansion

t(u)=

1X

k= � 1

Cku
k

itfollowsthat

[Ck;Cj]= 0 8k;j:

Thusforany Ham iltonian which isexpressibleasafunction oftheoperatorsCk only,each

Ck correspondstoan operatorrepresentingaconstantofthem otion,sinceitwillcom m ute

with theHam iltonian.W hen thenum berofindependentconserved quantitiesisequalto

thenum berofdegreesoffreedom ofthesystem ,them odelissaid to beintegrable.

Let V denote som e �xed vector space of�nite-dim ension n. The theory ofexactly

solvable quantum system s in thissetting begins with an invertible operator,depending

on thespectralparam eteru,

R(u)2 End(V 
 V )

called theR-m atrix.Here\End" referstothespaceofendom orphism s(squarem atrices),

so R(u) is e�ectively an n2 � n2 m atrix whose entries are scalar functions ofu. From

the R-m atrix we de�ne the Yang-Baxteralgebra,denoted Y ,which isgenerated by the

m onodrom y m atrix T(u),whoseentriesareelem entsofY

R 12(u � v)T1(u)T2(v)= T2(v)T1(u)R 12(u � v): (9)

9



Theaboveequation actsin thethree-fold spaceEnd(V 
 V )
 Y and thesubscriptsrefer

to thecom ponentsofEnd(V 
 V ).In term softheelem entary m atriceseij,which have1

in the(i;j)position and zeroselsewhere,wem ay write

R(u)=

nX

i;j;k;l= 1

R
ik
jl(u)e

i
j 
 e

k
l;

T(u)=

nX

i;j= 1

e
i
j 
 T

i
j(u):

Then

R 12(u)=

nX

i;j;k;l= 1

R
ik
jl(u)e

i
j 
 e

k
l 
 I;

T1(u)=

nX

i;j= 1

e
i
j 
 I
 T

i
j(u);

T2(u)=

nX

i;j= 1

I
 e
i
j 
 T

i
j(u)

whereI istheidentity operator.In com ponentform wem ay write

nX

j;l= 1

R
ik
jl(u � v)Tj

p(u)T
l
q(v)=

nX

j;l= 1

T
k
j(v)T

i
l(u)R

lj
pq(u � v) (10)

so the R ik
jl(u) give the structure constants ofthe algebra. Note that Y is actually an

in�nite-dim ensionalalgebra,a basis for which fT i
j[k]g is obtained by taking the series

expansions

T
i
j(u)=

1X

k= � 1

u
k
T
i
j[k]:

Im posing thatY isan associative algebra leads,through repeated use of(9),to the

following equation in End(V 
 V 
 V )
 Y

T1(u)T2(v)T3(w)

= (T1(u)T2(v))T3(w)

= R
� 1
12 (u � v)(T2(v)T1(u))T3(w)R 12(u� v)

= � � � � � � � � � = R
� 1
12 (u� v)R � 1

13 (u� w)R � 1
23 (v� w)T3(w)T2(v)T1(u)

� R 23(v� w)R 13(u� w)R 12(u � v): (11)

HereR jk(u)denotesthem atrix in End(V 
 V 
 V )acting non-trivially on thej-th and

k-th spacesand astheidentity on therem aining space.In a sim ilarway onem ay deduce

that

T1(u)T2(v)T3(w)

= T1(u)(T2(v)T3(w))

= R
� 1
23
(v� w)R � 1

13
(u � w)R � 1

12
(u � v)T3(w)T2(v)T1(u)

� R 12(u � v)R 13(u � w)R 23(v� w): (12)

10



A su�cientcondition for(11)and (12)to beequivalentisthattheR-m atrix satis�esthe

Yang-Baxterequation acting in End(V 
 V 
 V )

R 12(u � v)R 13(u � w)R 23(v� w)= R 23(v� w)R 13(u� w)R 12(u � v): (13)

TheaboveshowsthatinthisalgebraicsettingtheYang-Baxterequation arisesasanatural

way to im poseassociativity oftheYang-Baxteralgebra Y .Italso appearsin m any other

contexts,such asclassicaltwo-dim ensionalstatisticalm echanics [7],knottheory [8,73]

and scattering theory [74].

3 2 1 3 2 1

1 2 3 1 2 3

=

Figure 1: Graphicalrepresentation ofthe Yang-Baxter equation. In the context of

knot theory,R ij(1 ) denotes the crossing ofstring i over string j. The Yang-Baxter

equation statesthattheabovetwo com binationsofcrossingsaretopologically equivalent.

In scattering theory the m atrix elem ents ofR ij(u � v)give the am plitudesforthe two-

body scattering ofparticleslabelled iand j,with rapidity variablesu and v respectively.

The fact that the scattering depends only on the di�erence u � v is a consequence of

Lorentz invariance. The Yang-Baxterequation isa statem entofequivalence forthe two

factorisationsofthree-body scattering in term softwo-body scattering.In classicaltwo-

dim ensionalstatisticalm echanics the m atrix elem ents ofR ij(u)give the allowed vertex

weights at the lattice site labelled by (i;j). In this instance u can be param eterised

in term s ofthe energy levels and tem perature. The Yang-Baxter equation ensures the

com m utativity ofthe row-to-row transfer m atrix,from which the partition function is

constructed.

Here,wewillonly concern ourselveswith thegl(2)invariantR-m atrix,which hasthe

form [3,6]

R(u) =
1

u + �
(u:I
 I+ �P)

11



=

0

B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 b(u) c(u) 0

0 c(u) b(u) 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
C
A
; (14)

with b(u)= u=(u+ �),c(u)= �=(u+ �)and � isan arbitrary com plex param eter.Above,

P istheperm utation operatorwhich satis�es

P(x
 y)= y
 x 8x;y 2 V:

TheR-m atrix isgl(2)invariantin that

[R(u);g
 g]= 0 (15)

whereg isany 2� 2 m atrix.

ForthiscasetheYang-Baxteralgebra,denoted Y [gl(2)]hasfourelem ents

T(u)=

�
T1
1(u) T1

2(u)

T2
1
(u) T2

2
(u)

�

: (16)

Forclarity and convenience weadoptthenotation

A(u)= T
1

1
(u); B (u)= T

1

2
(u); C(u)= T

2

1
(u); D (u)= T

2

2
(u):

Thefullsetofalgebraicrelationsgoverned by (9)are

[A(u);A(v)] = [D (u);D (v)]= 0;

[B (u);B (v)] = [C(u);C(v)]= 0;

[A(u);D (v)] =
�

u� v
(C(v)B (u)� C(u)B (v))

=
�

u� v
(B (u)C(v)� B (v)C(u));

A(u)B (v) =
u� v� �

u � v
B (v)A(u)+

�

u � v
B (u)A(v);

A(u)C(v) =
u� v+ �

u� v
C(v)A(u)�

�

u � v
C(u)A(v);

D (u)B (v) =
u� v+ �

u� v
B (v)D (u)�

�

u � v
B (u)D (v);

D (u)C(v) =
u� v� �

u � v
C(v)D (u)+

�

u� v
C(u)D (v);

B (u)A(v) =
u� v� �

u � v
A(v)B (u)+

�

u � v
A(u)B (v);

B (u)D (v) =
u� v+ �

u� v
D (v)B (u)�

�

u � v
D (u)B (v);

C(u)A(v) =
u� v+ �

u� v
A(v)C(u)�

�

u � v
A(u)C(v);

C(u)D (v) =
u� v� �

u � v
D (v)C(u)+

�

u� v
D (u)C(v);

[B (u);C(v)] =
�

u� v
(A(u)D (v)� A(v)D (u))

=
�

u� v
(D (v)A(u)� D (u)A(v)): (17)
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Nextsuppose thatwe have a realisation ofY [gl(2)]acting on som e vectorspace W ,

which we denote � :Y [gl(2)]! EndW . Itisusualto referto V asthe auxiliary space

and W asthephysicalspace.NotethatasY [gl(2)]isa quadraticalgebra,any realisation

can bem ultiplied by an overallscaling factorand stillsatisfy therelations(17).Forlater

convenience weset

L(u)= � (T(u))2 End(V 
 W )

which wereferto asan L-operator.De�ning thetransferm atrix through

t(u)= � (tr(T(u)))= � (A(u)+ D (u))2 EndW (18)

itfollowsfrom (9)thatthetransferm atricescom m utefordi�erentvaluesofthespectral

param eter;viz.equation (8)issatis�ed.

An im portantproperty ofthe Yang-Baxteralgebra isthatithasa co-m ultiplication

structurewhich allowsustobuild tensorproductrealisations.In particular,given two L-

operatorsLU 2 End(V 
 U)and LW 2 End(V 
 W ),then L = LU LW 2 End(V 
 U 
 W )

isalso an L-operatorascan beseen from

R 12(u� v)L1(u)L2(v) = R 12(u � v)LU
1
(u)LW

1
(u)LU

2
(v)LW

2
(v)

= R 12(u � v)LU
1
(u)LU

2
(v)LW

1
(u)LW

2
(v)

= L
U
2 (v)L

U
1 (u)R 12(u � v)LW

1 (u)L
W
2 (v)

= L
U
2
(v)LU

1
(u)LW

2
(v)LW

1
(u)R 12(u� v)

= L
U
2
(v)LW

2
(v)LU

1
(u)LW

1
(u)R 12(u� v)

= L2(v)L1(u)R 12(u� v):

Furtherm ore,ifL(u)isan L-operatorthen so isL(u + �)forany �,since the R-m atrix

depends only on the di�erence of the spectralparam eters. This property willprove

im portantin allconstructionsbelow.

3.1 T he quasi-classicallim it

TheR-m atrix (14)hastheproperty

lim
�! 0

R(u)= I
 I

which isknown asthe quasi-classicalproperty. Forany such R-m atrix itisappropriate

to write

R(u) = I
 I+ �R (u)+ o(�2)

T
i
j(u) = �

i
jI+ �T

i
j(u)+ o(�2)

and substitute into (10). Equating the second order term s in � yields the following

relations

[T i
p(u);T

k
q (v)] =

nX

j= 1

�
R

jk
pq(u � v)T i

j(u)� R
ik
jq(u� v)T j

p (u)

+R ij
pq(u � v)T k

j (v)� R
ik
pj(u � v)T j

q (v)
�

which we take to be the de�ning relations for the algebra denoted Y,to be called the

Gaudin algebra.Gaudin used thequasi-classicallim itto de�neclassesofintegrablespin
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chain Ham iltonianswith long-range interactions[75,76]. The algebraic approach which

wefollow hereisduetoSklyanin [31,77].Observethatin thequasi-classicallim itY isan

in�nite-dim ensionalLiealgebra in contrastto thequadraticalgebra structureofY .Any

realisation ofY which adm itsthequasi-classicallim itprovidesa realisation ofY.

Forthecaseofthegl(2)invariantR-m atrix (14)letuswrite

A(u) = I+ �A (u)+ o(�2);

B (u) = �B(u)+ o(�2);

C(u) = �C(u)+ o(�2);

D (u) = I+ �D (u)+ o(�2):

From (17)wedeterm inethatthefullrelationsforthealgebra Y[gl(2)]are

[A (u);A (v)] = [B(u);B(v)]= 0;

[C(u);C(v)] = [D (u);D (v)]= 0;

[A (u);D (v)] = 0;

[B(u);C(v)] =
A (u)� A (v)+ D (v)� D (u)

u � v
;

[A (u);B(v)] =
B(u)� B(v)

u� v
; [A (u);C(v)]=

C(v)� C(u)

u � v
;

[D (u);B(v)] =
B(v)� B(u)

u� v
; [D (u);C(v)]=

C(u)� C(v)

u � v
:

3.2 Exam ples ofrealisation ofthe Yang-B axter algebra

In order to construct a speci�c m odel,we m ust address the question ofdeterm ining a

realisation ofthe Yang-Baxter algebra. Here we present severalexam ples. The �rst

realisation com esfrom the R-m atrix itself,since itisapparentby setting w = 0 in (13)

thatwecan m aketheidenti�cation L(u)= R(u)such thatarealisation of(9)isobtained.

Thisrealisation satis�esthequasi-classicalproperty,and isthatused in theconstruction

ofthe Heisenberg m odel[10,11,12,13,14]. A second realisation isgiven by L(u)= g

(c-num berrealisation),whereg isan arbitrary 2� 2 m atrix whoseentriesdo notdepend

on u (although can depend on �).Thisfollowsfrom thefactthat(15)holdsforany such

g.

There is a realisation in term s ofcanonicalboson operators a;ay with the relation

[a;ay]= 1 which reads[78]

L
a(u)=

�
(1+ �u)I+ �2N �a

�ay I

�

(19)

where N = aya. There also exists a realisation in term s ofthe su(2) Lie algebra with

generatorsSz and S� [10,11,12,13,14],

L
S(u)=

1

u

�
uI+ �Sz �S�

�S+ uI� �Sz

�

; (20)

subjectto thecom m utation relations

[Sz
;S

� ]= �S
�
; [S+

;S
� ]= 2Sz

: (21)
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W hen the su(2) algebra takes the spin 1/2 representation the resulting L-operator is

equivalent to that given by the R-m atrix. Another is realised in term s ofthe su(1;1)

generatorsK z and K � [79,80],

L
K (u)=

1

u

�
uI+ �K z �K �

��K + uI� �K z

�

; (22)

with thecom m utation relations

[K z
;K

� ]= �K
�
; [K +

;K
� ]= �2K z

: (23)

Each oftherealisationsLa(u);LS(u)and LK (u)satisfy thequasi-classicalproperty,and

thusa�ordsa realisation oftheGaudin algebra.

Thediscerning readerm ay noticethatLS(u)and LK (u)arein factequivalent,which

resultsfrom theLiealgebra hom om orphism �:su(2)! su(1;1)de�ned by

�(S z)= K
z
; �(S + )= �K

+
; �(S � )= K

�

such that(21)ism apped to (23).Forconveniencewem akethedistinction between these

two L-operatorsasthetransform ation � isnon-unitary.Thisperm itsusto avoid theuse

ofnon-unitary realisations ofthe su(2) algebra below. (Although,as willbe seen,the

realisationsoftheYang-Baxteralgebra m ay notbeunitary.)

3.3 Z-graded structure and Z-graded realisations of the Yang-

B axter algebra

The Yang-Baxteralgebra Y [gl(2)]carriesa Z-graded structure thatcan be exploited in

the construction ofm odelsofBose-Einstein condensates,asexplained in [66],which we

now recount.W eintroducean auxiliaryoperatorZ,called thegradingoperator,satisfying

therelations

[Z;X (u)]= pfX (u)g:X (u); (24)

whereX = A;B ;C orD and

pfA(u)g= pfD (u)g= 0; pfB (u)g= 1; pfC(u)g= �1:

W ecallpfX (u)g 2 Z thegradation ofX (u),and extend thegradation operation to the

entirealgebra by therequirem ent

pf�:�g= pf�g+ pf�g 8�;� 2 A :

Thisde�nition forthegrading operatorisconsistentwith thede�ning relations(17).

Letusnow de�neaclassofrealisationsofY [gl(2)]which wecallZ-graded realisations.

W e say thata vectorspace W ,equipped with an endom orphism z,isa Z-graded vector

space,denoted (W ;z),ifitadm itsa decom position into subspaces

W =

1M

j= � 1

W j

such that

zW j = j:W j; j 2 Z:
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Note thatsom e ofthe W j m ay be trivialsubspaces. Form ally,the grading operatorcan

beused to de�nethefollowing projection operators

Pj =

1Y

k= � 1

k6= j

(z� kI)

(j� k)
(25)

such that

PkPj = �kjPj; PkW j = �kjW k:

W esay thata Z-graded vectorspace

W
0=

1M

j= � 1

W
0
j

is equivalentto W iffor som e k 2 Z there exist a vector space isom orphism between

W 0
j and W j+ k forallj.Thisterm inology ism otivated by thefactthatfora given (W ;z)

one can always generate another Z-graded space (W 0;z0) through the m appings W 0
j !

W j+ k;z
0! z� kI forany k 2 Z.

For a given Z-graded W we say that � : Y [gl(2)]! EndW provides a Z-graded

realisation ofY [gl(2)]if�(Z)= z and therelations(17,24)arepreserved.In such a case

wecan write

�(X (u))=

1X

j= � 1

X (u;j)

and them atricesX (u;j)satisfy

X (u;j)W k = 0 forj6= k:

M orespeci�cally,thism eansthatforj ji 2 W j wehave

�(X (u)Y(v))j ji= X (u;j+ pfY (u)g)Y (v;j)j ji:

In view oftheequivalenceofZ-graded vectorspacesde�ned above,therecan alsoexist

equivalentrealisations.W ecan de�nea realisation �0equivalentto � by specifying som e

k 2 Z such that

�
0(Z)= �(Z � kI)

and for

�
0(X (u))=

1X

j= � 1

X
0(u;j)

them atricesX 0(u;j)arede�ned by

X
0(u;j)= X (u;j+ k) 8j 2 Z:

FortheZ-graded casewem ay expressthetransferm atrix as

t(u)=

1X

j= � 1

t(u;j)

such that

t(u;j)W k = 0 forj6= k

16



and

[t(u;j);t(v;k)]= 0 8j;k 2 Z;u;v 2 C:

Since pft(u)g = 0,the diagonalisation oft(u)is thus reduced to the diagonalisation of

each ofthem atricest(u;j)on theZ-graded com ponentW j,wherewehave

[t(u;j);t(v;j)]= 0 8u;v 2 C:

W e m ay restrictourattention to the case oft(u;0),aseach t(u;j)isequivalentto som e

t0(u;0)through theuseofequivalentrealisationsasintroduced above.

3.4 Exam ples ofZ-graded realisations

Next we give two non-trivialZ-graded realisations ofthe algebra Y [gl(2)]. One is ex-

pressible in term softwo Heisenberg algebraswith generatorsai;a
y

i;i= 1;2 and reads

X (u;j)= ~X (u;j)Pj with

~A(u;j)) = u
2 + �uN + �

2
N 1N 2 � �(N1 � N 2)!(N + jI)

�!
2(N + jI)+ a

y

2a1;

~B (u;j) = (u + !(N + jI)+ �N1)a2 + �
� 1
a1;

~C(u;j) = a
y

1(u� !(N + jI)+ �N2)+ �
� 1
a
y

2;

~D (u;j) = a
y

1a2 + �
� 2
;

Z = k:I� N : (26)

Above,k isan arbitrary scalar,Pj are the projectionsde�ned by (25),N i = a
y

iai,N =

N 1 + N 2 and !(x) is an arbitrary polynom ialfunction ofx. The operators act on the

Fock space spanned by the basisvectorsgiven by (2). Note thatin the case when !(x)

isconstant,the above realisation reducesto thatdiscussed in [49,50,62,63,64]and is

factorizableinto two localrealisationsoftheYang-Baxteralgebra expressible in term sof

thetwo Heisenberg algebras;viz.

L(u)= �
� 2
L
a
1(u � �

� 1 + !)La
2(u � �

� 1
� !):

Itisim portantto notethatforgeneric!(x)no such factorisation exists.

AnotherZ-graded realisation oftheYang-Baxteralgebra isX (u;j)= ~X (u;j)Pj with

~A(u;j) = ��u
2 + u

�
1� �

2(K z + N c)� �!(K z + N c+ jI)
�

+�K z
� �

2
K

z
!(K z + N c+ jI)� �

3
N cK

z + �
2
cK

+
;

~B (u;j) = �(1� �u � �!(Kz + N c+ jI)� �
2
N c)K

�
� �c(u� �K

z);

~C(u;j) = �c
y(u + �K

z)� �K
+
;

~D (u;j) = u � �K
z + �

2
c
y
K

�
;

Z = k:I� K
z
� N c+ �: (27)

Above,k isagain arbitrary,theoperatorsc;cy form a Heisenberg algebra,with N c = cyc,

and asbeforetheoperatorsK z;K + ;K � satisfy thesu(1;1)relations(23).Itisassum ed

thatthesu(1;1)operatorsarerealised in term sofan irreduciblerepresentationsoflowest

weight �. As in the previous exam ple,!(x) is an arbitrary polynom ialfunction ofx

and the above realisation isfactorisable only in the case when !(x)isconstant. In this

instancewehave

L(u)= ugL
a(u � �

� 1 + !)LK (u)

whereg = diag(�1;1).
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4 A lgebraic B ethe ansatz m ethod ofsolution

A key step in successfully applying the algebraic Bethe ansatz approach is �nding a

suitablepseudovacuum state,j�i,which hastheproperties

A(u)j0i = a(u)j�i;

B (u)j0i = 0;

C(u)j0i 6= 0;

D (u)j0i = d(u)j�i

where a(u)and d(u)are scalarfunctions. Note thatforease ofnotation throughoutwe

willom itthesym bol� denoting therealisation ofY [gl(2)].NextchoosetheBethestate

j~vi� jv1;:::;vM i=

MY

i= 1

C(vi)j�i: (28)

Notethatbecause[C(u);C(v)]= 0,theordering isnotim portantin theproductof(28).

The approach ofthealgebraicBethe ansatzisto use therelations(17)to determ ine the

action oft(u)on j~vi.Firstletusconsidertheaction ofA(u)on j~vi;viz.

A(u)j~vi= A(u)C(ui)j~vii

where

j~vii� jv1;� � � ;vi� 1;vi+ 1;� � � ;vM i:

Now

A(u)j~vi =
u � vi+ �

u � vi
C(vi)A(u)j~vii�

�

u � vi
C(u)A(vi)j~vii

=
u � vi+ �

u � vi
C(vi)A(u)C(vj)j~viji�

�

u � vi
C(u)A(vi)C(vj)j~viji

=

�
u� vi+ �

u� vi

��
u � vj + �

u � vj

�

C(vi)C(vj)A(u)j~viji

�

�
u� vi+ �

u� vi

��
�

u � vj

�

C(vi)C(u)A(vj)j~viji

�

�
�

u� vi

��
vi� vj + �

vi� vj

�

C(u)C(vj)A(vi)j~viji

+

�
�

u � vi

��
�

vi� vj

�

C(u)C(vi)A(vj)j~viji; (29)

where,

j~viji� jv1;� � � ;vi� 1;vi+ 1;� � � ;vj� 1;vj+ 1;� � � ;vM i:

Proceeding furtherwe�nd thegeneralform

A(u)j~vi =

 
MY

i= 1

u � vi+ �

u � vi

!  
MY

i= 1

C(vi)

!

A(u)j�i

�
�

u � vi

 
MY

j6= i

vi� vj + �

vi� vj

!

C(u)

 
MY

k6= i

C(vk)

!

A(vi)j�i
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+ otherlinearly independentterm s

= a(u)

 
MY

i= 1

u� vi+ �

u� vi

!

j~vi

�
�a(vi)

u � vi

 
MY

j6= i

vi� vj + �

vi� vj

!

C(u)j~vii

+ otherlinearly independentterm s:

Above,eachoftheotherlinearlyindependentterm sisavectoroftheform C(u)j~vji;j6= i,

m ultiplied by som e scalar. There are no otherpossibilities. To determ ine whatthe co-

e�cients are we note that the above equation is valid for any choice ofi. Hence we

concludethat

A(u)j~vi = a(u)

 
MY

i= 1

u� vi+ �

u � vi

!

j~vi

�

MX

i= 1

�a(vi)

u � vi

 
MY

j6= i

vi� vj + �

vi� vj

!

C(u)j~vii:

The co-e�cients ofthe term s C(u)j~v ii are called unwanted term s for reasons that will

soon becom eapparent.

W enow perform thesam eprocedureforD (u);

D (u)j~vi = D (u)C(vi)j~vii

=

�
u� vi� �

u � vi

�

C(vi)D (u)j~vii+
�

u � vi
C(u)D (vi)j~vii

= d(u)

 
MY

i= 1

u� vi� �

u � vi

!

j~vi

+

MX

i= 1

�d(vi)

u � vi

 
MY

j6= i

vi� vj � �

vi� vj

!

C(u)j~vii: (30)

The�nalresultfortheaction ofthetransferm atrix is

t(u)j~vi = (A(u)+ D (u))j~vi

= �(u;~v)j~vi

�

MX

i

�a(vi)

u � vi

 
MY

j6= i

vi� vj + �

vi� vj

!

C(u)j~vii

+

MX

i= 1

�d(vi)

u � vi

 
MY

j6= i

vi� vj � �

vi� vj

!

C(u)j~vii (31)

where

�(u;~v)= a(u)

MY

i= 1

u� vi+ �

u� vi
+ d(u)

MY

i= 1

u � vi� �

u� vi
: (32)

The above showsthatj~vibecom esan eigenstate ofthe transferm atrix with eigenvalue

(32)whenevertheunwanted term scancel.Thisoccurswhen theBethe ansatzequations

a(vi)

d(vi)
=

MY

j6= i

vi� vj � �

vi� vj + �
; i= 1;:::;M : (33)

19



aresatis�ed.Throughoutweadoptthenotation

fvig� fv1;v2;� � � ;vM g

forsuch a solution.

Note that in the derivation ofthe Bethe ansatz equations it is required that vi 6=

vj 8i;j:Thisisa resultofthe PauliPrinciple forBethe ansatz solvable m odels,asde-

veloped in [81]for the one-dim ensionalBose gas with delta-function interactions. For

genericfunctionsa(u);d(u),essentially thesam eargum entas[81]can beapplied todraw

thesam econclusion.To givean indication why thisisthecase,consider(29)in thelim it

vi! vj

A(u)j~vi =

�
u� vi+ �

u� vi

� 2

C(vi)
2
A(u)j~viji

�

�
u� vi+ �

u� vi

��
�

u� vi

�

C(vi)C(u)A(vi)j~viji

+

�
�2

u � vi

�

C(u)

�
d

dw
C(vi):A(vi)� C(vi):

d

dw
A(vi)

�

j~viji:

Thisequation showsthatnew typesofunwanted term soccurwhich depend on thederiva-

tivesoftheelem entsofY [gl(2)],and thisleadsto an overdeterm ined system ofequations

which donotadm itasolution.Anotherviewpointistonotethat(up toan overallscaling

factor,and under suitable assum ptions forthe form s ofa(u)and d(u))the eigenvalues

�(u;~v)are analytic functionsofu. Assum ing thatthe polesin (32)are sim ple then the

Betheansatzequations(33)areequivalentto thestatem entthattheresiduevanishesat

each pole;i.e.,

lim
u! vi

(u� vi)�(u;~v)= 0

leadsto (33).Fornon-sim plepoleshoweverthereareadditionalBetheansatzequations,

which cannotbesatis�ed.To illustratethis,we considerthesim plestcase where,forall

valuesof�,allpolesare sim ple exceptforone,say atu = vj,which issecond order. In

such a case,letuswrite

�(u;~v)= a(u)
(u� vj + �)2

(u� vj)
2

MY

k6= j

(u � vk + �)

(u � vk)
+ d(u)

(u� vj � �)2

(u � vj)
2

MY

k6= j

(u� vk � �)

(u � vk)
:

Analyticity of�(u;~v)requires

0= lim
u! vj

(u � vj)
2�(u;~v)

leading to theBetheansatzequations

a(vj)

d(vj)
= �

MY

k6= j

vj � vk � �

vj � vk + �
:

In particularnotethat

lim
�! 0

a(vj)

d(vj)
= �1: (34)
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Furtherm ore

0 = lim
u! vj

(u � vj)�(u;~v)

= lim
u! vj

d

du

�
(u� vj)

2�(u;~v)
�

= lim
u! vj

 

a
0(u)(u� vj + �)2

MY

k6= j

(u� vk + �)+ 2a(u)

MY

k= 1

(u � vk + �)

+ a(u)(u� vj + �)2
MX

l6= j

MY

k6= l;j

(u � vk + �)

+ d
0(u)(u� vj � �)2

MY

k6= j

(u � vk � �)+ 2d(u)

MY

k= 1

(u � vk � �)

+d(u)(u� vj � �)2
MX

l6= j

MY

k6= l;j

(u� vk � �)

!

= 2�a(vj)

MY

k6= j

(vj � vk + �)� 2�d(vj)

MY

k6= j

(vj � vk � �)+ o(�2):

Theaboveim pliesthat

lim
�! 0

a(vj)

d(vj)
= 1

in contradiction with (34),proving theclaim thatonecannothave a single second order

pole. The extension to m ore com plicated non-sim ple pole structures,though tedious,is

straightforward.

Finally,the following identity is usefuland is easily derived from the Bethe ansatz

equations
MY

i= 1

a(vi)=

MY

i= 1

d(vi): (35)

4.1 Extension to Z-graded realisations

In ordertoform ulatethealgebraicBetheansatzsolution fortheclassofZ-graded realisa-

tions,webegin with theobservation from (17)thatthefollowing relationshold (am ongst

others):

[A(u;j);A(v;j)] = [D (u;j);D (v;j)]= 0;

B (u;j)B (v;j� 1) = B (v;j)B (u;j� 1);

C(u;j)C(v;j+ 1) = C(v;j)C(u;j+ 1);

A(u;j)C(v;j+ 1) =
u� v+ �

u � v
C(v;j+ 1)A(u;j+ 1)

�
�

u � v
C(u;j+ 1)A(v;j+ 1);

D (u;j)C(v;j+ 1) =
u� v� �

u � v
C(v;j+ 1)D (u;j+ 1)

+
�

u� v
C(u;j+ 1)D (v;j+ 1); (36)
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Again,weassum etheexistence ofa pseudovacuum vectorj�i2 W k such that

A(u;k)j�i = a(u;k)j�i

B (u;k)j�i = 0

C(u;k)j�i 6= 0

D (u;k)j�i = d(u;k)j�i:

In particular,forthe realisation (26)the Fock vacuum serves asthe pseudovacuum . In

thecaseof(27)wechoosethepseudovacuum tobethetensorproductoftheFock vacuum

with thesu(1;1)lowestweightstateofweight�.

The above im plies thatj�iisa m axim alweight vectorwith respect to Z. W ithout

lossofgenerality we can choose k = M ,due to the equivalence ofrealisationsdiscussed

earlier,and look forBethestatesde�ned by

j~vi = C(v1;1)C(v2;2)� � � C(vM ;M )j�i: (37)

Itiseasy to check thattheaboveBethestateissym m etricwith respectto interchangeof

thevariablesvi,a featurewhich playsa crucialrolebelow.In particular,thism eansthat

wem ay write

j~vi = C(vi;1)j~vii

= C(vi;1)C(vj;2)j~viji

= C(vj;1)C(vi;2)j~viji

wherenow

j~vii = C(v1;2)� � � C(vi� 1;i)C(vi+ 1;i+ 1)� � � C(vM ;M )j�i;

j~viji = C(v1;3)� � � C(vi� 1;i+ 1)C(vi+ 1;i+ 2)

� � � � C(vj� 1;j)C(vj+ 1;j+ 1)� � � C(vM ;M )j�i:

Acting A(u;0)and D (u;0)on theBethestatewe have,by following thegeneralpro-

ceduredetailed above,

A(u;0)j~vi = a(u;M )

 
MY

i= 1

u � vi+ �

u � vi

!

j~vi

�

MX

i= 1

�a(vi;M )

u � vi

 
MY

j6= i

vi� vj + �

vi� vj

!

C(u;1)j~vii;

D (u;0)j~vi = d(u;M )

 
MY

i= 1

u � vi� �

u� vi

!

j~vi

+

MX

i= 1

�d(vi;M )

u � vi

 
MY

j6= i

vi� vj � �

vi� vj

!

C(u;1)j~vii:

Requiring j~vito bean eigenstateoft(u;0)leadsto theBetheansatzequations

a(vi;M )

d(vi;M )
=

MY

j6= i

vi� vj � �

vi� vj + �
; i= 1;� � � ;M (38)

and thecorresponding eigenvalueofthem atrix t(u;0)is

�(u;0;~v)= a(u;M )

MY

i= 1

u� vi+ �

u� vi
+ d(u;M )

MY

i= 1

u � vi� �

u � vi
: (39)
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5 Scalar products ofstates

Recallthatin theusualalgebraicBetheansatzforthealgebra Y [gl(2)]thereisa form ula

originally due to Slavnov [32](see also [13,29]) for the wavefunction scalar products,

which is

S(~w :~v) = f~wj~vi

= f~vj~wi

=
detF

Q M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

; (40)

with theentriesoftheM � M m atrix F given by

Fij =
�d(wi)

(vj � wi)

 

a(vj)

MY

k6= i

(vj � wk + �)� d(vj)

MY

k6= i

(vj � wk � �)

!

(41)

and f~ujistheleftvectorde�ned by

f~uj= h�jB (uM )� � � B (u1)

forany choiceoffuig.Above,fwig providea solution to theBetheansatzequations(38)

and the param etersfvjg are arbitrary. In using the Slavnov form ula itisassum ed that

thepseudovacuum statehasnorm equalto one.De�ning

G = F:�

where� isa diagonalm atrix with entries

�ij = �ij
(vj � wj)

Q
M

k= 1
(vj � wk)

theSlavnov form ula m ay beexpressed in theequivalentform

S(~w :~v)=

Q M

p= 1

Q M

q6= p
(vp � wq)

Q
M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q
M

i< j
(wi� wj)

detG (42)

with

G ij =
�d(wi)(vj � wj)

(vj � wi)
2

�

 

a(vj)

MY

k6= i

(vj � wk + �)

(vj � wk)
� d(vj)

MY

k6= i

(vj � wk � �)

(vj � wk)

!

: (43)

W ewill�nd itconvenientto useboth form s(40,42)oftheSlavnov form ula.

The Yang-Baxter algebra Y [gl(2)]adm its a conjugation operation y : Y [gl(2)] !

Y [gl(2)]de�ned by

A(u)y = A(u�); B (u)y = C(u�); C(u)y = B (u�); D (u)y = D (u�)

and extended to allofY [gl(2)]through

(�:�)y = �
y
:�
y
; 8�;� 2 Y [gl(2)]
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such thatthe de�ning relations(17)are preserved. Above,� isused to denote com plex

conjugation.Consequently therightvector

j~vg = f~vj
y

= B (v�
1
)y� � � B (v�

M )
y
j�i

is also an eigenvector ofthe transfer m atrix whenever the Bethe ansatz equations for

the param etersfvig aresatis�ed.However,itisapparentthattheZ-graded realisations

(26,27)wehaveintroduced arenotunitary,and generally

h~vj= j~vi
y
6= f~vj:

On the other hand,num ericalanalysis for the m odels (1,3,4,5) indicates that for �xed

particle num bers,and generic values ofthe coupling param eters,the energy spectrum

is free ofdegeneracies. This is presum ably due to the fact that the only Lie algebra

sym m etriesforthesem odelsareu(1)invariancescorrespondingtoconservation ofparticle

num bers,and the non-degenerate spectra are exam plesofHund’snon-crossing rule [82,

83].W ealso assertthatfora given fvig,satisfying theBetheansatzequations(59),this

setofparam eters isequivalent to fv�ig;i.e.,v
�
i = vj forsom e j = 1;� � � ;M . Itisclear

thatforfvig satisfying (33),so doesfv
�
ig (in allourexam ples,asthe Ham iltoniansare

real,thefunctionsa(u)and d(u)arereal,aswillbeseen below).Sincetheeigenvaluesof

theHam iltonian arereal,wehave

E (~v)= E
�(~v)= E (~v�):

Under the beliefthat the spectrum is m ultiplicity free,we then deduce fvig � fv�ig.

W heneverthisisthecase,wecan concludethattheeigenvectorsarerealand

h~vj= �(~v)f~vj (44)

forsom e non-zero real-valued scalar�(~v). Thusthe Slavnov form ula can be invoked for

thecom putation ofform factors.Throughoutwewillalwaysassum e(44)to bethecase,

which im pliesthat

f~wj~vi= 0 for ~v 6= ~w (45)

wheneverfvig and fwjg both satisfy theBetheansatzequations.Thisresult(45)can be

proved directly,independentof(44),asshown in [30].Notewhen ~w = ~v weneed to take

a lim itforthediagonalentriesofF to com putethesquareofthenorm .Thisyields

Fii = d(vi)

 

a
0(vi)

MY

k= 1

(vi� vk + �)� d
0(vi)

MY

k= 1

(vi� vk � �)

!

+ d(vi)

 
MX

l6= i

a(vi)

vi� vl+ �

MY

k= 1

(vi� vk + �)

�

MX

l6= i

d(vi)

vi� vl� �

MY

k= 1

(vi� vk � �)

!

; (46)

wheretheprim edenotesthederivative.

From the Slavnov form ula the m atrix elem ents ofthe operators B (u);C(u) follow

directly,asthesetofparam etersfvig arearbitrary.W ewillnow derivean expression for
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theform factorsoftheoperatorD (u),which willproveusefulforlatercalculations.From

the expression (30)forthe action ofD (u)on an arbitrary Bethe vectorwe m ay deduce

thatforboth fvig and fwjg satisfying theBetheansatzequations

f~wjD (u)j~vi

= d(u)

 
MY

p= 1

u � vp � �

u � vp

!

f~wj~vi

+

MX

q= 1

�d(vq)

u � vq

 
MY

j6= q

vq � vj � �

vq � vj

!

f~wjC(u)j~vii

= d(u)

 
MY

p= 1

u � wp � �

u � wp

! "

S(~w :~v)

+

MX

q= 1

�d(vq)

(u � vq)d(u)

 
MY

k= 1

u � wk

u � wk � �

!  
MY

j6= q

vq � vj � �

vq � vj

!

� S(~w :v1;� � � ;vq� 1;u;vq+ 1;� � � ;vM )

#

=
d(u)

Q M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

 
MY

p= 1

u � wp � �

u � wp

!  

detF + �(u)

MX

q= 1

detF (q)

!

wherethem atricesF (q) arede�ned by

F
(q)

pl
= Fpl for l6= q

F
(q)
pq = Q pq; (47)

Q istherank onem atrix with elem ents

Q ij =
�d(wi)d(vj)

(u � wi)(u � wi� �)

 

1�
a(u)

d(u)

 
MY

k6= i

u � wk + �

u� wk � �

! !
MY

l= 1

(vj � vl� �)

and

�(u)=

 
MY

k= 1

u � wk

u � vk

!

: (48)

Using thefactthatfor~v 6= ~w;detF = 0,whereasfor~v = ~w,�(u)= 1,allowsusto write

f~wjD (u)j~vi

=
�(u)d(u)

Q M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

 
MY

i= 1

u� wi� �

u � wi

!  

detF +

MX

j= 1

detF (j)

!

=
�(u)d(u)

Q
M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q
M

i< j
(wi� wj)

 
MY

i= 1

u� wi� �

u � wi

!

det(F + Q): (49)

The lastline above followsfrom the factthatifX isany M � M m atrix and Y isany

rank oneM � M m atrix then

det(X + Y )= detX +

MX

j= 1

detX (j)
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where

X
(j)

ij = Yij

X
(j)

kl
= X kl for j6= l:

A sim ilarresultcan bederived fortheform factorsofA(u).Alternatively,onecan obtain

them from (32,49)through

f~wjA(u)j~vi= �(u;~v)f~wj~vi� f~wjD (u)j~vi: (50)

TheSlavnovform ulacan beextended toincludegenericZ-graded realisationsasnoted

in [66].Thisisachieved by sim ply replacing a(u)and d(u)with a(u;M )and d(u;M )in

(41,43).Alltheresultsderived abovealso extend analogously to theZ-graded case.

5.1 T he quasi-classicallim it

Assum ing thatthequasi-classicallim itexistsand in particular

a(u) = 1+ �a(u)+ o(�2)

d(u) = 1+ �d (u)+ o(�2)

itisstraightforward to obtain theSlavnov form ula in thequasi-classicallim it.W eobtain

directly from (40,42)

S(~w :~v) = h�jB(wM )� � � B(w1)C(v1)� � � C(vM )j�i

= h�jB(vM )� � � B(v1)C(w1)� � � C(wM )j�i

=

Q M

p= 1

Q M

q6= p
(vp � wq)

Q
M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q
M

i< j
(wi� wj)

detG

=
1

Q M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

detF (51)

wheretheentriesoftheM � M m atricesG and F aregiven by

Gij =

 

a(vj)� d (vj)+

MX

k6= i

2

vj � wk

!

(vj � wj)

(vj � wi)
2

(52)

F ij =

 

a(vj)� d (vj)+

MX

k6= i

2

vj � wk

! Q M

l= 1
(vj � wl)

(vj � wi)
2

: (53)

Above,the param eters fwig are to satisfy the quasi-classicallim it ofthe Bethe ansatz

equations

a(wi)� d (wi)=

MX

k6= i

2

wk � wi

; i= 1;� � � ;M (54)

whilethesetfvjg arearbitrary.

Specialising to thecasewhen fvig= fwig leadsto theform ula

S(~v :~v)= detK
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where

K ii = a
0(vi)� d

0(vi)�

MX

k6= i

2

(vi� vk)
2

K ij =
2

(vi� vj)
2

for i6= j:

W e can perform a sim ilar treatm ent to yield the quasi-classicallim it of(49). The

term sin �2M givethescalarproductofthestatesin thequasi-classicallim it.Theterm s

in �2M + 1 give not only the form factor for D (u) but also the next order term s in the

expansion ofthe scalarproduct,so som e care needsto be taken in orderto identify the

appropriateterm s.Theresultis

f~wjD (u)j~vi =
�(u)

Q M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

�

  

d (u)�

MX

p= 1

1

u� wp

!

detF +

MX

q= 1

detF (q)

!

(55)

whereF (q) isde�ned in term sofF and Q in analogy with (47)and

Q ij(u)=

Q
M

l6= j
(vj � vl)

(u� wi)
2

 

a(u)� d (u)+

MX

k6= i

2

u� wk

!

: (56)

6 Exact solution ofthe m odels

6.1 Solution forthem odeloftwo Josephson coupled B ose-Einstein

condensates

It is an algebraic exercise to show that the Ham iltonian (1) is related with the m atrix
~t(u;0)= ~A(u;0)+ ~D (u;0)obtained through (26)via

H = �
EJ

2

�
~t(0;0)� �

� 2 + (�N + �)2 � ��N � ��N
2
�

wherewehavechosen !(N )= �N + � and thecoupling constantsareidenti�ed as

�
2 =

2(U11 + U22 � U12)

EJ
;

� =
U11 � U22

�EJ
;

� =
�1 � �2

�EJ
;

� =
�1 + �2

�EJ
;

� =
U11 + U22

�EJ
: (57)

Noting that

N = �
� 1
d~t

du
(0;0);
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the above dem onstrates that the Ham iltonian (1) is expressible solely in term s ofthe

m atrix ~t(u;0)and itsderivative.

Since [H ;N ]= 0,the Ham iltonian is block diagonalin the Fock basis (2). Thus

on a subspace ofthe Fock space with �xed particle num ber N ,the diagonalisation of
~t(u;0)isequivalentto thediagonalisation oft(u;0)presented earlierin theBetheansatz

fram ework. Itiseasily determ ined thatforthiscase,the totalparticle num berN = M

and

a(u;N )= u
2
� (�N + �)2;

d(u;N )= �
� 2
:

From (38,39)wededucethesolution of(1)fortheenergy spectrum to be

E (~v) = �
EJ

2

"

�
� 2

NY

i= 1

vi+ �

vi
� (�N + �)

2

NY

i= 1

vi� �

vi

��
� 2 + (�N + �)2 � ��N � ��N

2
�

(58)

wheretheparam etersfvig aresubjectto theBetheansatzequations

�
2
�
v
2

i � (�N + �)
2
�
=

NY

j6= i

vi� vj � �

vi� vj + �
: (59)

6.2 Solution forthem odelofhom o-atom ic-m olecularB ose-Einstein

condensates

In term sofa realisation ofthealgebra su(1;1)through

K
+ =

(ay)2

2
;K

� =
a2

2
;K

z =
2N a + 1

4
; (60)

onem ay establish therelation between theHam iltonian (3)and thecorrespondingm atrix
~t(u;0)= ~A(u;0)+ ~D (u;0)arising from therealisation (27)oftheYang-Baxteralgebra is

H = � + �(N =2+ 1=4)+ 
(N =2+ 1=4)2 + 2�� 2
~t(0;0);

with
d~t

du
(0;0)= 2� �(� + �)(N =2+ 1=4)� ��:

Abovewehavechosen

!(K z + N
c) = �(K z + N

c)+ �

= �(N =2+ 1=4)+ �

and thefollowing identi�cation hasbeen m adeforthecoupling constants

� =
4Uaa + Ucc� 2Uac

2

;

� =
Ucc� 4Uaa

2

;

� =
2�c� 4�a + 4Uaa � Uac

4

;

� =
Uaa � 2�a

4
;

� =
2�c� Uac

2
;


 = Ucc:
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W ededuce

a(u;M )= (u+ ��)(1� �u� � (�(M + �)+ �))

d(u;M )= u � ��

and bythesam eargum entasin thepreviousexam ple,weconcludethattheexactsolution

fortheenergy spectrum of(3)isdeterm ined by (38,39)which reducesto

E (~v) = � + �(M + �)+ 
(M + �)2

+2�� 1�


"

(1� � (�(M + �)+ �))

MY

i= 1

vi� �

vi
�

MY

i= 1

vi+ �

vi

#

; (61)

wheretheparam etersfvig satisfy theBetheansatzequations

[1� �vi� �(�(M + �)+ �)]

�
vi+ ��

vi� ��

�

=

MY

j6= i

vi� vj � �

vi� vj + �
: (62)

Forthe representation (60)ofthe su(1;1)algebra there are two lowest weight vectors;

viz. the Fock vacuum j0iand the one particle state ayj0i. Itfollowsfrom (60)thatthe

allowed valuesfor� in (61,62)are � = 1=4;3=4:Thisdem onstratesthatthe solution of

them odeldependson whetherthetotalparticlenum berN = 2M + 2� � 1=2 iseven or

odd,thee�ectsofwhich on theenergy spectrum can beseen through num ericalanalysis

(cf.[65]).

6.3 Solution for the m odel of hetero-atom ic-m olecular B ose-

Einstein condensates

In orderto show thesolvability ofthem odel(4),weadopttherealisation ofthesu(1;1)

algebra given by

K
+ = a

y
b
y
;K

� = ab;K
z =

N a + N b+ 1

2
; (63)

and observe thatthe operatorI = N a � N b com m uteswith the su(1;1)algebra in this

representation,hencetakingaconstantvaluein anyirreduciblerepresentation.Duetothe

sym m etry upon interchangingthelabelsaand b,wecan assum ewithoutlossofgenerality

thattheeigenvaluesofI arenon-negative.In particular,notethen thatthelowestweight

statesforthisrealisation areoftheform

jm i=
(ay)m
p
m !

j0i; m = 0;1;2;� � � ;1

and K zjm i= (m =2+ 1=2)jm i.W econcludethatthelowestweightlabels� can betaken

from the set f1=2;1;3=2;::::g and the eigenvalue ofI in the irreducible representation

labelled by � is2� � 1.

Forthiscasetherelation between theHam iltonian (4)and thecorresponding m atrix
~t(u;0)from (27)is

H = � + �(N =2+ 1=2)+ �(N =2+ 1=2)2

+ �I + �I
2 + �I(N =2+ 1=2)+ �

� 2
~t(0;0) (64)
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with
d~t

du
(0;0)= 2� �(� + �)(N =2+ 1=2)� �
I � ��:

Abovewehavechosen

!(K z + N
c) = �(K z + N

c)+ 
(2� � 1)+ �

= �(N =2+ 1=2)+ 
I + �

and thecoupling constantsarerelated through

� =
Uaa + Ubb+ Ucc+ Uab� Uac� Ubc



;

� =
Ucc� Uaa � Ubb� Uab



;

� =
2Uaa + 2Ubb+ 2Uab� Uac � Ubc+ 2�c� 2�a � 2�b

2

;


 =
2Ubb� 2Uaa + Uac � Ubc

2

;

� =
Uaa + Ubb+ Uab� 2�a � 2�b

4
;

� =
2�c� Uac� Ubc

2
;

� = Ucc;

� =
Ubb� Uaa + �a � �b

2
;

� =
Uaa + Ubb� Uab

4
;

� =
Uac� Ubc

2
:

W e�nd

a(u;M )= (u + ��)(1� �u� � (�(M + �)+ 
(2� � 1)+ �));

d(u;M )= (u� ��)

and theexactsolution in thisinstancereads

E (~v) = � + �(M + �)+ �(M + �)2

+ �(2� � 1)+ �(2� � 1)2 + �(2� � 1)(M + �)

+ �
� 1
�


"

(1� �(�(M + �)+ 
(2� � 1)+ �))

MY

i= 1

vi� �

vi

�

MY

i= 1

vi+ �

vi

#

;

wheretheparam etersfvig satisfy theBetheansatzequations

[1� �vi� � (�(M + �)+ 
(2� � 1)+ �)]

�
vi+ ��

vi� ��

�

=

MY

j6= i

vi� vj � �

vi� vj + �
: (65)

Thetotalatom num berisgiven by N = 2M + 2� � 1.
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6.4 Solution for the reduced B C S m odel

Asan alternative to the BCS m ean-�eld approach,onecan appealto the exactsolution

ofthe Ham iltonian (5) as given in [38,39]. M uch later it was shown by Cam biaggio,

Rivas and Saraceno [91]that (5) is integrable in the sense that there exists a set of

m utually com m utative operators which com m ute with the Ham iltonian. Our aim here

isto show thatboth ofthese featuresareconsequencesofthefactthattheHam iltonian

(5) can be derived using the quantum inverse scattering m ethod. This result, which

was established in [61,92],willbe proved below. Before doing so,let us rem ark that

there have been severalworkson thisproblem ,including generalisations[93,94,95]. In

som e casesthese m odelscan be obtained using trigonom etric/hyperbolic versionsofthe

Yang-Baxter algebra. W hile we willnot go into details here,this generalisation from

the procedure described below is straightforward and is sim ply a m atter ofusing the

trigonom etric/hyperbolicanalogueof(14)from theoutset.

W e use a c-num berrealisation g ofthe L-operator,de�ned by g = exp(����)with

� = diag(1;�1),aswellas(20)to constructthetransferm atrix

t(u)= tr0
�
g0L

S
0L(u � �L)� � � L

S
01
(u � �1)

�
(66)

which is an elem ent ofthe L-fold tensor algebra ofsu(2). Here,tr0 denotes the trace

taken over the auxiliary space,which forconvenience islabelled by 0,while the tensor

com ponentsofthephysicalspacearelabelled 1;� � � ;L.De�ning

Tj = lim
u! �j

u � �j

�2
t(u)

forj = 1;2;:::;L,we m ay write in the quasi-classicallim itTj = �j + o(�)and itfollows

from thecom m utativity ofthetransferm atricesthat[�j;�k]= 0;8j;k:Explicitly,these

operatorsread

�j = �2�Sz
j +

LX

k6= j

�jk

�j � �k
(67)

with � = S+ 
 S� + S� 
 S+ + 2Sz 
 Sz:The setofoperators(67),realised in term s

ofcanonicalferm ion operators,arethoseobtained by Cam biaggio etal.[91]to establish

theintegrability ofthereduced BCS m odel.They �rstappeared in thework ofSklyanin

[77]in a generalcontext,and are the Gaudin Ham iltonians[75,76]in the presence ofa

non-uniform m agnetic�eld.

Nextde�nea Ham iltonian through

H = �
1

�

LX

j= 1

�j�j +
1

4�3

LX

j;k= 1

�j�k +
1

2�2

LX

j= 1

�j �
1

2�

LX

j= 1

Cj (68)

=

LX

j= 1

2�jS
z
j �

1

�

LX

j;k= 1

S
+

j S
�

k
(69)

where

C = S
+
S
� + S

�
S
+ + 2(Sz)2

istheCasim irinvariantforthesu(2)algebra.TheHam iltonian isuniversally integrable

since itisclearthat[H ;�j]= 0; 8j,irrespective oftherealisationsofthesu(2)algebra

in thetensoralgebra.
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In orderto reproducetheHam iltonian (5)werealisethesu(2)generatorsthrough the

(spin 1/2)hard-coreboson representation (6);viz

S
�
j = bj; S

+

j = b
y

j; S
z
j =

1

2
(nj � I): (70)

In thisinstance one obtains(5)(up to the constantterm �
P L

j= 1
�j)with g = 1=�. In-

corporating higherspin representationsofthesu(2)algebra yieldsm odelswhich m ay be

interpreted ascoupled BCS system s[93,94,96,97].Generally,wecan de�nea represen-

tation ofsu(2)through

S
�

j = �
X

�2


aj�aj�; S
+

j =
X

�2


a
y

j�a
y

j�; S
z
j =

1

2

X

�2


(nj� + nj� � I) (71)

where the operators aj�;a
y

j� m ay be either bosonic (+ sign in Sz
j) or ferm ionic (-sign

in Sz
j). Above,� 2 
 isa degeneracy labeland � =2 
 refersto the tim e-reversed state

(i.e.,the totaldegeneracy is twice the cardinality of
). In this instance one recovers

the pairing m odels discussed in [95,98,99]. (For the bosonic case it is convenient to

replaceLS(u)with LK (u)since(71)isnotunitary forbosons.) Becauseofthesedi�erent

possibilitieswewillderive theeigenvaluesoftheHam iltonian (69)in a generalsetting.

For each index k ofthe tensor algebra in which the transfer m atrix acts,and ac-

cordingly in (69),suppose that we represent the su(2) algebra through the irreducible

representation with lowestweight(orspin)�sk. Note thatwe im pose no restriction on

theallowed valuesofsk in ordertoaccom m odatein�nite-dim ensionalrepresentationssuch

asthe bosonic case of(71). Choosing the pseudovacuum state to be the tensorproduct

oflowestweightstatesgives

a(u) = exp(���)

LY

k= 1

u� �k � �sk

u� �k

d(u) = exp(��)

LY

k= 1

u � �k + �sk

u � �k

and theeigenvaluesofthetransferm atrix (66)as

�(u) = exp(���)

LY

k= 1

u � �k � �sk

u � �k

MY

j= 1

u � vj + �

u � vj

+ exp(��)

LY

k= 1

u � �k + �sk

u� �k

MY

j= 1

u� vj � �

u � vj
:

Thecorresponding Betheansatzequationsread

exp(�2��)

LY

k= 1

vi� �k � �sk

vi� �k + �sk
=

MY

j6= i

vi� vj � �

vi� vj + �
:

Theeigenvaluesoftheconserved operators(67)areobtained through theappropriate

term sin theexpansion ofthetransferm atrix eigenvaluesin theparam eter�.Thisyields

thefollowing resultfortheeigenvalues�j of�j

�j =

 

2� +

LX

k6= j

2sk

�j � �k
�

MX

i= 1

2

�j � vi

!

sj (72)

32



such thatthe param etersfvjg satisfy the quasi-classicallim itofthe Bethe ansatz equa-

tions

2� +

LX

k= 1

2sk

vi� �k
=

MX

j6= i

2

vi� vj
: (73)

Forsk = 1=2;8k theseequationswerefound in [38]through a di�erenttechnique.

Through (72)wecan now determ inetheenergy eigenvaluesof(69).Itisusefultonote

thefollowing identities

2�

MX

j= 1

vj + 2

MX

j= 1

LX

k= 1

vjsk

vj � �k
= M (M � 1)

�M +

MX

j= 1

LX

k= 1

sk

vj � �k
= 0

MX

j= 1

LX

k= 1

vjsk

vj � �k
�

MX

j= 1

LX

k= 1

sk�k

vj � �k
= M

LX

k= 1

sk:

Em ploying theaboveitisdeduced that

LX

j= 1

�j = 2�

LX

j= 1

sj � 2�M

LX

j= 1

�j�j = 2�

LX

j= 1

�jsj +

LX

j= 1

LX

k6= j

sjsk � 2M

LX

k= 1

sk � 2�

MX

j= 1

vj + M (M � 1)

which,com bined with the eigenvalues 2sj(sj + 1) for the Casim ir invariants Cj,yields

from (68,72)theenergy eigenvalues

E = 2

MX

j= 1

vj � 2

LX

k= 1

sk�k: (74)

From the above expression we see that the quasi-particle excitation energies are given

by twice the Bethe ansatz rootsfvjg of(73).Finally,letusrem ark thatthe eigenstates

obtained in taking thequasi-classicallim itassum etheform

j~vi=

MY

i= 1

 
LX

j= 1

S
+

j

vi� �j

!

j0i

where fvig satisfy (73),which are the sam e asthose obtained by Richardson [38]in the

caseofthereduced BCS m odel.

An alternative approach to theexactsolution ofthereduced BCS m odel,which pro-

ducesboth the eigenstatesand the eigenvaluesofthe conserved operators,wasgiven by

Sierra [100]using conform al�eld theory given by the SU(2)k-W ZW m odelin the lim it

when thelevelk approaches�2.There also existsan intriguing analogy forthereduced

BCS m odelfrom two-dim ensionalelectrostatics[101,102].
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7 Exact calculation ofform factors

Through use ofthe Slavnov form ula (40,42) and (49,50) we have explicit determ inant

representationsforthe form factorsofA(u);B (u);C(u)and D (u).Given any operator,

wewould liketo beableto expressitsolely in term softheseoperators,which wecallthe

inverse problem .Solution ofthe inverse problem then perm itsusto determ ine the form

factorsforthatoperator.In thefollowing wewillshow in severalexam pleshow thiscan

be achieved. In som e caseswe willrestrictouranalysisto som e subclassofthe m odels

(1,3,4).

7.1 Form factors for the m odeloftwo Josephson coupled B ose-

Einstein condensates

Specialising the Slavnov form ula (40,42) to the case ofthe Ham iltonian (1) gives the

m atrix elem entsofF and G as

Fij =
�� 1

(vj � wi)

 

(v2j � (�N + �)2))

NY

k6= i

(vj � wk + �)

(vj � wk)
� �

� 2

NY

k6= i

(vj � wk � �)

(vj � wk)

!

;

G ij =
�� 1(vj � wj)

(vj � wi)
2

 

(v2j � (�N + �)2))

NY

k6= i

(vj � wk + �)

(vj � wk)
� �

� 2

NY

k6= i

(vj � wk � �)

(vj � wk)

!

:

In order to apply the Slavnov form ula for the com putation ofwavefunction norm s,we

need to determ inethefunctions�(~v),introduced in (44).W ecan write

j~vi = C(v1;1)� � � C(vN ;N )j0i

=

NX

k= 0

xk

�

a
y

1

�k �

a
y

2

�N � k

j0i

forsom escalarfunctionsxi.W ededucefrom theexplicitform ofC(u;j)that

x0 = �
� N

xN =

NY

i= 1

(vi� �N � �):

On theotherhand wehave

j~vg = B (v1;1)
y
� � � B (vN ;N )

y
j0i

=

NX

k= 0

yk

�

a
y

1

�k �

a
y

2

�N � k

j0i

with

y0 =

NY

i= 1

(vi+ �N + �)

yN = �
� N

:
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Using theidentity (35)applied to thepresentcase

NY

i= 1

�
v
2

i � (�N + �)
2
�
= �

� 2N

gives

x0 = �
N

NY

i= 1

(vi� �N � �)y0

xN = �
N

NY

i= 1

(vi� �N � �)yN

which showsthat

�(~v)= �
N

NY

i= 1

(vi� �N � �):

Thesquareofthewavefunction norm sarethen given by

jj~vjj = h~vj~vi

= �(~v)S(~v :~v)

whereS(~v :~v)isexpressible in term sofF orG.

From (26)wecan seethatsolution to theinverse problem isachieved through

a
y

1
= lim

u! 1

1

u
C(u);

a2 = lim
u! 1

1

u
B (u):

Using theSlavnov form ula wehave,forj~vi;j~wiboth eigenstatesoftheHam iltonian,

h~vja1j~wi = h~wja
y

1
j~vi

= �(~w)f~wja
y

1j~vi

= �(~w) lim
u! 1

1

u
f~wjC(u)j~vi

= �(~w) lim
u! 1

1

u
S(~w :v1;� � � ;vM � 1;u)

=
�(~w)

Q M � 1

p= 1

Q M

q6= p
(vp � wq)

Q M � 1

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

detG

where

G ij = G ij for j6= M ;

G iM = �
� 1
:

In a sim ilarway we�nd

h~wja
y

2j~vi = h~vja2j~wi

= �(~v)f~vja2j~wi
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= �(~v) lim
u! 1

1

u
f~vjB (u)j~wi

= �(~v) lim
u! 1

1

u
f~wjC(u)j~vi

= �(~v) lim
u! 1

1

u
S(~w :v1;� � � ;vM � 1;u)

=
�(~v)

Q
M � 1

p= 1

Q
M

q6= p
(vp � wq)

Q M � 1

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

detG

with G asabove.

In Josephson’s originalproposal[43,44]for tunneling ofCooper pairs through an

insulating barrier, the e�ect is a m anifestation ofthe relative phase di�erence ofthe

wavefunctions forthe two superconductors. Josephson exploited the factthatthe BCS

variationalwavefunction (7) is not an eigenstate ofthe totalparticle num ber,and as

phase and particle num ber are canonically conjugate variables,a wellde�ned relative

phase could beassigned.Forthem odel(1)therearetechnicaldi�cultieswhich prevent

a sim ple de�nition forthephasevariable[48,103].Consequently,theexpectation values

fortheJosephson tunneling current

J = i(a
y

1a2 � a
y

2a1)

aswellas n̂ and n̂2,where n̂ = N 1 � N 2 isthe relative particle num beroperator,are of

prim ary interest.In principle,thesecan allbeexpressed in term softheform factorsfor

a1;a
y

1;a2 and a
y

2 through com pletenessrelations.Thiswould yield expressionscom prised

ofsum sofdeterm inants.However,in thecasewhen

U11 = U22; �1 = �2; (75)

which results in � = � = 0 from (57),we can use a direct m ethod to yield the form

factorsforJ ;n̂ and n̂2,expressed assingledeterm inants[62].Thereason wecan achieve

thisundertheconstraint(75)isthatin thiscasetheHam iltonian acquirestheadditional

sym m etry

[P;H ]= 0

whereP istheperm utation operatorde�ned by theaction on theFock basis

P:(a
y

1)
j(a

y

2)
k
j0i= (a

y

1)
k(a

y

2)
j
j0i:

Thism eansthatthe energy eigenstatesare also eigenstatesofP,and m oreover,P 2 = I

showsthatP haseigenvalues�1.Only by exploiting thissym m etry do theform factors

for n̂;n̂2 and J becom eaccessible.

Asm entioned earlier,the realisation ofY [gl(2)]used to derive the m odel(1)isnot

unitary.Itishoweverequivalentto a unitary representation when (75)issatis�ed in the

sensethat

C
y(u)= PB (u�)P:

Considerforfvig satisfying theBetheansatzequations

h~vj~vi = �(~v)S(~v :~v)

= �(~v)h0jB (vN )� � � B (v1)C(v1)� � � C(vN )j0i

= �(~v)


0jPC y(v�N )P:::PC

y(v�1)PC(v1):::C(vN )j0
�

= �(~v)


0jC y(v�N ):::C

y(v�
1
)PC(v1):::C(vN )j0

�

= �(~v)h~vjP j~vi

36



which showsthat�(~v)= �1 istheeigenvalue ofP;viz.

P j~vi= �(~v)j~vi:

From theSlavnov form ula,thesquaresofthenorm softheeigenstatesin thislim it

jj~vjj
2 = h~vj~vi

= jS(~v :~v)j

areobtained directly.

W ede�ne

�= A(0)� D (0)= �
2
N 1N 2 + iJ � �

� 2
:

Letting j~viand j~wibeeigenstatesoftheHam iltonian we can appealto (49)and (50)to

�nd

h~wj�j~vi=
��(~v)�(~w)�N � 2

Q N

i= 1
(wi+ �)

Q
N

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q
N

i< j
(wi� wj)

det(F + 2Q) (76)

wheretheelem entsofQ read

Q ij =
�� 3

Q N

l= 1
(vj � vl� �)

wi(wi+ �)
:

W e rem ark thatbecause the basisstatesare also Ham iltonian eigenstates,itisstraight-

forward to writedown thetim e-dependentform factors

h~wj�(t)j~vi= exp(�it(E (~w)� E (~v)))h~wj�j~vi (77)

wheretheenergiesaregiven by (58),with � = � = 0.

Rem arkably,from equation (76)alltheform factorsforn̂;n̂2 and J can beobtained.

Thisisachieved by exploiting thesym m etry oftheHam iltonian underP.W ebegin with

thefollowing result,which iseasily proved.If�(~w)6= �(~v)then

h~wjN 1N 2j~vi= 0:

If�(~w)= �(~v)then

h~wjJ j~vi= 0:

Theresultfollowsfrom theobservation

PN 1N 2 = N 1N 2P;

PJ = �J P:

W enow �nd that

h~wjN 1N 2j~vi= �
� 2
h~wj�j~vi+ �

� 4
h~wj~vi

if�(~w)= �(~v),and iszero otherwise.Also

h~wjJ j~vi= �ih~wj�j~vi

if�(~w)6= �(~v),and iszero otherwise.
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The above showsthatthe form factorsforJ are obtained directly from those of�.

Thoseforn̂2 alsofollow,sincewehave n̂2 = N 2� 4N 1N 2 and theHam iltonian eigenstates

arealso eigenstatesofthenum beroperatorN .Thus



~w ĵn

2
j~v
�

= N
2
h~wj~vi� 4h~wjN 1N 2j~vi

= (N 2
� 4�� 4)h~wj~vi� 4�� 2h~wj�j~vi

if�(~w)= �(~v),and zero otherwise.To obtain theform factorsforn̂,weusethefactthat

J isthetim ederivativeofn̂,so

J =
i

EJ
[̂n;H ]

which gives

h~w ĵnj~vi =
iEJ

E (~w)� E (~v)
h~wjJ j~vi

=
EJ

E (~w)� E (~v)
h~wj�j~vi

if�(~w)6= �(~v)and zero otherwise.

Theexpectation values

h�i
	
=
h	j�j	i

h	j	i

where � = n̂;n̂2 or J ,and j	i is an arbitrary state,can be expressed in term s ofthe

form factorsthrough com pletenessrelations,in a tim e dependentfashion.In particular,

fora given j	ithequantum 
uctuationsoftherelativenum beroperator

�(	;̂n)=


n̂
2
�

	
� ĥni

2

	

can becom puted from theseresults.

The extension ofthese resultsto the generalcase withoutthe im position ofthe con-

straint(75)rem ainsan open problem .

7.2 Form factorsforthem odelsofatom ic-m olecularB ose-Einstein

condensates

As both m odels for atom ic-m olecular Bose-Einstein condensates are derived from the

sam eL-operator(27),wem ay treatthetwo m odelssim ultaneously.In analogy with the

previousm odel,wecan deduce

�(~v)=

MY

i= 1

�
�� + vi

�� � vi

�

c
y = �

� 1 lim
u! 1

1

u
C(u)

K
+ = ��

� 2 lim
u! 1

1

u

�
B (u)y+ C(u)

�
:

Thisleadstothefollowingform factorswhen fwigand fvjgboth satisfy theBetheansatz

equations

h~v;�jcj~w;�i =


~w;�jc

y
j~v;�

�
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= �
� 1
�(~w)lim

u! 1

1

u
S(~w :v1;� � � ;vM � 1;u);



~v;�jK

�
j~w;�

�
=



~w;�jK

+
j~v;�

�

= ��
� 2(�(~w)+ �(~v))lim

u! 1

1

u
S(~w :v1;� � � ;vM � 1;u): (78)

Note thatforthisclassofm odelswe include the label� in the Bethe statesin orderto

identify thepseudovacuum used fortheBetheansatzcalculation.

Realising the su(1;1)algebra in term s ofthe Heisenberg algebra as in (60) or (63)

gives form factorsforthe m odels (3)and (4)respectively. Certain form factorsforthe

single particle atom ic creation and annihilation operatorscan also be obtained by using

the fact that for these m odels there are m ultiple possible pseudovacuum states for the

Betheansatzcalculations.Forthem odel(3)wehave

h~v;1=4jaj~w;3=4i =


~w;3=4jayj~v;1=4

�

= h~w;3=4j~v;3=4i;

h~v;3=4jaj~w;1=4i =


~w;1=4jayj~v;3=4

�

=


~w;1=4jayayj~v;1=4

�

= 2


~w;1=4jK +

j~v;1=4
�
: (79)

In thecaseofthem odel(4)we�nd

h~v;(� � 1=2)jaj~w;�i =


~w;�ja

y
j~v;(� � 1=2)

�

=
p
2� � 1h~w;�j~v;�i;

h~v;(� + 1=2)jbj~w;�i =


~w;�jb

y
j~v;(� + 1=2)

�

=
1

p
2�



~w;�ja

y
b
y
j~v;�

�

=
1

p
2�



~w;�jK

+
j~v;�

�
: (80)

Note that in the case of(79),ifj~v;3=4i is an eigenvector of(3),there is no reason

to assum e thatj~v;1=4iisalso an eigenvector.Hence theform ula (78)cannotbeused to

evaluate (79),since in (78)itisrequired thatj~v;1=4iisan eigenvector. Thisisbecause

wecan only establish that(44)holdsforeigenvectors.A sim ilarsituation appliesto (80).

In thequasi-classicallim ittheprocedureforcom puting theform acquiresa sim pli�ed

form , in which (79,80) can be evaluated. M oreover, the form factors for K z can be

obtained,which areseem ingly intractablein thegeneralcase.Below isadetailed account.

W e setthe coupling param etersUij to zero in the Ham iltonians(3,4).Thiscorresponds

to the idealgaslim itin the sense thatthe term swith coupling Uij describe the S-wave

scatteringsbetween theparticles.M athem atically,thism eansthat� = 0,corresponding

to the quasi-classicallim it,and !(x)= � isconstant. W e scale the generating elem ents

A(u);B (u);C(u);D (u)of(27)by a factorof1=u,and in taking thequasi-classicallim it

weobtain thefollowing realisation oftheGaudin algebra

A (u) =
K z

u
� (u+ �)I;

B(u) =
K �

u
� c;

C(u) = c
y
�
K +

u
;

D (u) = �
K z

u
; (81)
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with

a(u)=
�

u
� u� �; d (u)= �

�

u
:

Thisrealisation isevidently notunitary,butitisclearthat

h~w;�j= (�1)M f~w;�j

even forarbitrary fwig. Through using the quasi-classicallim itofthe Slavnov form ula

(51)wem ay �nd thescalarproductofthestatesin thesem odels

h~w;�j~v;�i = (�1)M f~w;�j~v;�i

=
1

Q M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

detF

=

Q M

p= 1

Q M

q6= p
(vp � wq)

Q M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

detG (82)

wherewehavede�ned

F ij = �F ij

= �

 

a(vj)� d (vj)+

MX

k6= i

2

vj � wk

! Q
M

l= 1
(vj � wl)

(vj � wi)
2

Gij = �Gij

= �

 

a(vj)� d (vj)+

MX

k6= i

2

vj � wk

!

(vj � wj)

(vj � wi)
2

in ordertoabsorb thefactor(�1)M .Thesetfwigprovideasolution tothequasi-classical

lim itoftheBetheansatzequations

wi+ � �
2�

wi

=

MX

k6= i

2

wi� wk

: (83)

In thequasi-classicallim ittheenergy eigenvaluesfortheHam iltonian (3)are

E (~v)= �a(2M + 2� � 1=2)� 2


MX

i= 1

wi;

whilefor(4)they aregiven by

E (~v)= �a(M + 2� � 1)+ �bM � 


MX

i= 1

wi:

In deriving theaboveenergy expressionswehaveused theidentity

�M +

MX

i= 1

wi=

MX

i= 1

2�

wi

which followsfrom (83).
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Forthecasewhen fvjgalsosatisfy theBetheansatzequationswe�nd fortheelem ents

ofF

F ij = �

 

2�

vj
� vj � � +

MX

k6= i

2

vj � wk

! Q M

l= 1
(vj � wl)

(vj � wi)
2

= �

 

2�

�
1

vj
�

1

wi

�

+ wi� vj +

MX

k6= i

2

vj � wk

�

MX

k6= i

2

wi� wk

!

�

Q M

l= 1
(vj � wl)

(vj � wi)
2

=

 

1+
2�

wivj
+

MX

k6= i

2

(wi� wk)(vj � wk)

!
MY

l6= i

(vj � wl) (84)

and sim ilarly

Gij =

 

1+
2�

wivj
+

MX

k6= i

2

(wi� wk)(vj � wk)

!

(vj � wj)

(vj � wi)
: (85)

Letting j~v;�i= j~w;�igivesusthesquareofthenorm form ula

jj~vjj
2 = detK

where

K ii = 1+
2�

v2i
+

MX

k6= i

2

(vi� vk)
2

K ij = �
2

(vi� vj)
2

for i6= j:

To com pute the form factors forK z,we need to take a lim it ofthe form factorsof

D (u)asgiven by (55).Thisleadsusto

h~w;�jK
z
j~v;�i = � lim

u! 0
uh~w;�jD (u)j~v;�i

=
�
Q M

k= 1
wk

Q M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

Q M

k= 1
vk
det(F � Q )

with

Q ij = �
2
Q M

l6= j
(vj � vl)

w 2
i

:

Using the factthatK z + N c isconserved in both m odels(3,4)and can be expressed in

term softhetotalatom num berN ,theform factorsforN c can bededuced from thosefor

K z.

Nextweturn totheproblem of�ndingtheform factorsfortheoperatorscy;c;K + and

K � .To do thisweneed to solvetheinverseproblem and expresseach oftheseoperators
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in term softherealisation oftheGaudin algebra.Thisisnotdi�cultto achievewith the

result

K
+ = � lim

u! 0
uC(u);

K
� = lim

u! 0
uB(u);

c
y = lim

u! 1
C(u);

c = � lim
u! 1

B(u): (86)

Using thefactthattheparam etersfvig in theSlavnov form ula (82)arearbitrary,we

can then takethelim itsdescribed aboveto yield theform factors.Thisgivestheresults



~v;�jK

�
j~w;�

�
=



~w;�jK

+
j~v;�

�

= � lim
u! 0

uh~w;�jv1;� � � ;vM � 1;u;�i

=

Q M

q= 1
wq

Q M � 1

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

Q M � 1

p= 1
vp
detP

where

Pij = F ij for j6= M ;

PiM = �
2�

w 2
i

;

and

h~v;�jcj~w;�i =


~w;�jc

y
j~v;�

�

= lim
u! 1

h~w;�jv1;� � � ;vM � 1;u;�i

=

Q
M � 1

p= 1

Q
M

q6= p
(vp � wq)

Q M � 1

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

detW

where

W ij = Gij for j6= M ;

W iM = 1:

7.3 Form factors for the reduced B C S m odel

Theresultsofthissection havebeen published in [61]forthecasesk = 1=2;8k (although

di�erentconventionsand notationswere used).A closely related study isgiven in [104].

The fundam entaldi�erence between [104]and the results below is that [104]em ploys

thegenerating function ofcorrelatorsoftheGaudin algebra asdeveloped in [31],whereas

below wewilldirectly usethequasi-classicallim itoftheSlavnov form ulaasgiven by (51).

By thisproceduretheform factorsareobtained in an explicitdeterm inantrepresentation.

Again, we willderive results for the generalcase of the Ham iltonian (69) where the

irreduciblerealisationsofthesu(2)algebras,labelled byalowestweight�sk,arearbitrary.

The realisation ofthe Gaudin algebra obtained by taking the quasi-classicallim itofthe
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realisation oftheYang-Baxteralgebra given by (66)reads

A (u) = ��I+

LX

k= 1

Sz
k

u� �k
;

B(u) =

LX

k= 1

S
�

k

u � �k
;

C(u) =

LX

k= 1

S
+

k

u � �k
;

D (u) = �I�

LX

k= 1

Sz
k

u� �k
; (87)

with

a(u)= �� �

LX

k= 1

sk

u� �k
; d (u)= � +

LX

k= 1

sk

u� �k
:

Thisrealisation isunitary,so we do notneed to dealwith the issuesofnon-unitarity as

in thepreviousexam ples.

Through using thequasi-classicallim itoftheSlavnov form ula (51)we�nd thescalar

productofthestates

h~wj~vi =
1

Q M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

detF

=

Q M

p= 1

Q M

q6= p
(vp � wq)

Q
M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q
M

i< j
(wi� wj)

detG (88)

whereGij and F ij aregiven by (52,53)and theBetheansatzequationsfortheparam eters

fwig aregiven by (73).Letting fvig also bea solution oftheBetheansatzequationswe

�nd

F ij =

 

�2� �

LX

k= 1

2sk

vj � �k
+

MX

k6= i

2

vj � wk

! Q M

l= 1
(vj � wl)

(vj � wi)
2

=

 
LX

k= 1

2sk

(wi� �k)(vj � �k)
�

MX

k6= i

2

(wi� wk)(vj � wk)

!
MY

l6= i

(vj � wl);

Gij =

 
LX

k= 1

2sk

(wi� �k)(vj � �k)
�

MX

k6= i

2

(wi� wk)(vj � wk)

!

(vj � wj)

(vj � wi)
:

Setting j~vi= j~wigivesusthesquareofthenorm form ula

jj~vjj
2 = detK

where

K ii =

LX

k= 1

2sk

(vi� �k)
2
�

MX

k6= i

2

(vi� vk)
2

K ij =
2

(vi� vj)
2

for i6= j:
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Puttingsk = 1=2;8k,theaboveisexactly thenorm squareform ulaobtained by Richard-

son [105].

To com pute the form factorsforSz
m ,we use the factthatD (u)hassim ple poles at

u = �j;8j;i.e.

S
z
m = � lim

u! �m

(u � �m )D (u):

Thisleadsto

h~wjS
z
m j~vi = � lim

u! �m

(u � �m )h~wjD (u)j~vi

=
�sm

Q
M

k= 1
(wk � �m )

Q
M

k= 1
(vk � �m )

Q
M

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q
M

i< j
(wi� wj)

det(F � Q (�m ))

whereF isasaboveand

Q ij(u)=
2
Q M

l6= j
(vj � vl)

(u � wi)
2

:

Now we derive the form factors for the operators S+ and S� . In this instance the

inverse problem issolved asfollows

S
�
m = lim

u! �m

(u � �m )B(u);

S
+

m = lim
u! �m

(u � �m )C(u): (89)

Using thefactthattheparam etersfvig in theSlavnov form ula (88)arearbitrary,wecan

then takethelim itsdescribed aboveto yield theform factors.Theresultsare



~vjS

�
m j~w

�
=



~wjS

+

m j~v
�

= lim
u! �m

(u � �m )h~wjv1;� � � ;vM � 1;ui

=

Q M

q= 1
(wq � �m )

Q M � 1

p= 1
(vp � �m )

Q M � 1

k> l
(vk � vl)

Q M

i< j
(wi� wj)

detP

where

Pij = F ij for j6= M ;

PiM =
1

(wi� �m )
2
:

The above form factorscan be used to constructgeneralcorrelation functions,such

asthePenrose-Onsager-Yang o�-diagonallong-rangeorderparam eterasgiven in [61].

8 C onclusion

W e have reviewed the theory ofthe quantum inverse scattering m ethod and algebraic

Bethe ansatz forthe com putation ofenergy spectra and form factorsin exactly solvable

m odels, and dem onstrated how it applies to severalm odels ofBose-Einstein conden-

satesand the reduced BCS m odel. Throughoutwe have only used the speci�c exam ple

ofthe Yang-Baxter algebra associated with the Lie algebra gl(2). However, a Yang-

Baxteralgebra can beassociated with any sim ple Liealgebra,Liesuperalgebra,and the

q-deform ations ofthese structures. Hence the theory can be applied on a m uch wider
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level. Forexam ple,generalised BCS system sderived from Yang-Baxteralgebrasassoci-

ated with theLiealgebrasgl(4)and so(5)and theLiesuperalgebra gl(2j1)were derived

in [106,107,108]respectively.Them odelobtained in [107]wasproposed by Richardson

in 1966 to describe proton-neutron pairing in nuclearsystem s [109,110]. The case ofa

generalLiealgebra wasexam ined in [111]in thecontextoftheKnizhnik-Zam olodchikov

equation. One m ajorchallenge which rem ainsisto extend the Slavnov form ula forthe

scalarproductsofstatesto thegeneralcase.In facttherehasbeen littleprogresson this

aspectwith theexceptionsofthework by Reshetikhin on thenorm softhewavefunctions

form odelsderived from thegl(3)Yang-Baxteralgebra[112]andbyG�ohm annandKorepin

on the Hubbard m odel[113]. Anotherapproach based on the Knizhnik-Zam olodchikov

equation forgl(n)can befound in [114].

In the m ethod we have described the exactsolution isparam eterised in term softhe

Bethe ansatz equations,which cannot be solved analytically. Consequently num erical

analysisofthe solutionsm ustbeundertaken.FortheBCS m odelthere have been quite

a num ber ofworks on this topic (e.g. see [40,102,104,115,116]). For the m odels of

Bose-Einstein condensatesthe only num ericalanalysisofan exactsolution,ofwhich we

know,isin [65].Itisalso possibleto conductan asym ptoticanalysisoftheBetheansatz

equationsto �nd theexactasym ptoticbehaviouroftheenergy spectrum and correlation

functions.Exam plesaregiven in [63,64,65].
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