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A bstract

This work is concemed w ith various aspects of the form ulation of the quantum in-
verse scattering m ethod for the one-din ensional Hubbard m odel. W e rst establish the
essential tools to solve the eigenvalue problem for the transferm atrix ofthe classical \cov-
ering" Hubbard m odelw ithin the algebraic Bethe A nsatz fram ework. T he fundam ental
com m utation rules exhibit a hidden 6-vertex symm etry which plays a crucial roke in the
whole algebraic construction. Next we apply this form alisn to study the SU (2) highest
w elghts properties of the eigenvectors and the solution of a related coupled spin m odel
w ith tw isted boundary condiions. The m achinery developed In this paper is applicable
to m any otherm odels, and as an exam plk we present the algebraic solution ofthe B ariev

XY coupled m odel


http://arxiv.org/abs/solv-int/9712014v1

1 Introduction

T he discovery of the quantum version of the inverse scattering m ethod in the late seventies
was undoubtedly a rem arkabl contribution to the developm ent of the eld of exactly solv—
abkmodelsin (1 + 1) dinensions D:]. This m ethod provides a m eans for Integrating m odels
In two-dim ensional classical statistical m echanics and (1 + 1) quantum eld theory, unifying
m a pr achievem ents such as the transferm atrix ideas, the Bethe Ansatz and the Yang-Baxter
equation. N ow adays detailed review s on this sub fct are availabl In the literature, for nstance
see refs. [£,3,4, 8].

W e shall start this paper illustrating the essential features of this m ethod in the context
of Jattice m odels of statisticalm echanics. For exam ple, consider a vertex m odel on the square
lattice and suppose that its row -torow transfer m atrix can be constructed from an elem en—
tary local vertex operator L i( ). This operator, known as the Lax operator, contains all
Inform ation about the structure of the Bolzm ann weights which are param etrized through the
Joectral param eter . The operator L, ; ( ) is frequently viewed as a m atrix on the auxiliary
Soace A , corresoonding in the vertex m odel to the space of states of the horizontal degrees of
freedom . ks m atrix elem ents are operators on the H ibert space v Vi, where V; corresoonds
to the space of vertical degrees of freedom and i denotes the s:tels= lof a one-din ensional lattice
of size L. Tn this paper we shall consider the situation in which the auxiliary space A and the
quantum space V; are equivalent. A su cient condition for integrability of ultralocalm odels,
ie. those In which the m atrices elem ents of the operator L, ; ( ) comm ute for distinct values

of Index i, is the existence of an nvertble matrix R ( ; ) satisfying the follow ng property
R(; )lai() Lai()=TLas() Las(IR(; ) 1)

where the tensor product is taken only wih respect to the auxiliary space A . The m atrix
R ( ; ) is de ned on the tensor product A A and is m atrix elem ents are cnumbers. A

ordered product of Lax operators gives rise to the m onodromy operator T ( )

T()=TLa ()lar 1():::Las () @)



Tt ispossble to extend property (1) to them onodrom y m atrix, and such global intertw ining
relation reads

R(;)H)T() T)=T(C) TCRC;) ©)

T he transfer m atrix of the vertex m odel, for periodic boundary conditions, can be w ritten

as the trace of the m onodrom y m atrix on the auxiliary space A
T()=TmT() 4)

From the above de niion and property (3) we can derive that the transfer m atrix is the
generating function of the conserved currents. Indeed, taking the trace of equation (3) on the

tensorA A space and using the trace cyclic property we nd
TC»T()I=0 ©)

Consequently, the expansion of the transfer m atrix In the spectral param eter yields an
In nite number of conserved charges. W e recall that local charges are In general obtained as
logarithm derivatives ofT ( ) [§,71]. Furthem ore, the com patbility condition of ordering three
Lax operatorsLiaq ( 1), Laz ( 2) and La s ( 3) through the intertw Ining r=elation (1) in plies the

fam ous Y ang-B axter equation

Ros( 17 2)R12( 17 3)R23( 27 3)=Raz2( 27 3)R23( 17 3)R12( 15 2) (6)

where R, ( ; ) denotes the action ofmatrix R ( ; ) on the spacesV, Vy.

Equation (3) is the starting point of solving two-dim ensional classical statistical m odels
by an exact operator form alisn . This equation contains all possible comm utation relation
between the m atrix elem ents of the m onodromy operator T ( ). The diagonalterm s of T ( )
de ne the transferm atrix eigenvalue problm and the o -diagonalonesplay the rok of creation
and annihilation elds. The eigenvectors of the transfer m atrix are constructed by applying
the creation operators on a previously chosen reference state, providing us wih an elgant
form ulation of the Bethe states. For this reason this fram ework is often denom nated in the

literature as the algebraic Bethe A nsatz approach. This situation resem bles m uch the m atrix



formulation of (0 + 1) quantum m echanics. It is well known that the ham onic oscillator can
either be solved by the Schrodinger form alisn or by the H eisenberg algebra of creation and
annihilation operators. T he Jaterapproach, how ever, is conosptually m uch sin pler provided the
relevant dynam ical sym m etry hasbeen identi ed for a given quantum system . O ne successfiil
exam ple is the solution of the hydrogen atom through the SO (4) algebra B1.

In thispaperwe are prim arily interested in applying the quantum inverse scattering m ethod
for the one-din ensional Hubbard m odel. W e recall that, after the Heisenberg m odel, the
second one-din ensional lattice paradigm In the theory ofm agnetism solved by Bethe Ansatz
m ethod was the Hubbard m odel. T he solution was found by Ligb and W u in 1968 @] ushg the
extension ofthe coordinate Bethe A nsatz to the problem of ferm ions nteracting via -functions

[Ld]1. C onsidering the success of the solution ofthe H eisenberg m odelby the inversem ethod {3,

the next naturaltarget for this program would then be the Hubbard m odel. H owever, it tums
out that the solution of this problem followed a m ore arduous path than one could in agine
from the very begihhning. Indeed, nearly 18 years were to pass before it was found the classical
statistical vertex m odelw hose transferm atrix generates the conserved charges com m uting w ith
the Hubbard Ham iltonian. This rem arkable step was done by Shastry {11,112, 13] who also
found the R -m atrix solution and thus proved the integrability of the H ubbard m odel from the
quantum Inverse m ethod point of view . Shastry him self attem pted to com plete the inverse
scattering program , but he was only abl to confcture the eigenvalues of the transfer m atrix
guided by a phenom enological approach w hich goesby the nam e ofanalyticalBethe A nsatz {13].
Subsequently Barev presented a coordinate Bethe Ansatz solution for the classical Shastry’s
m odel, however on the basis of the diagonal-to-diagonal transfer m atrix m ethod [14].

O ne ofthem ain results ofthispaper is the solution ofthe one-dim ensional H ubbard m odel
by a st principle method, namely via the algebraic Bethe Ansatz approach :f: . For this
purpose we w illuse Shastry’s R -m atrix aswellas them odi cations Introduced by W adatiand
co-workers [15]. Apart from the fact that the solution of the one-din ensionalH ubbard m odelby

the algebraic Bethe A nsatz fram ew ork rem ains an in portant unsolved theoretical challenge in

1A brief summ ary of som e of our results has appeared in ref. [_ié]



the eld of ntegrable m odels, there are also otherm otivations to pursue this program . Recent
developm ents of new powerfulm ethods to dealw ith nite tem perature properties of integrable
models (see foreg. refs. {17, 48§,19]) show clarly that the centralob Fct to be diagonalized is
the quantum transferm atrix rather the underlying one-dim ensionalH am iltonian. T he transfer
m atrix eigenvalues provide us w ith the spectrum of all conserved charges, a fact which could
be helpfil in the study of transport properties RJ] and Jevel statistics behaviour P1]. Lastly,
there isa hope that thisprogram isthe st step towards the formm ulation ofa general approach
for com puting lattice correlation functions {H1.

W ewould like to ram ark that the ideas developed in thispaper transcend the solution ofthe
one-din ensional H ubbard m odel. In fact, the original basis of our approach m ight be traced
back to the solution of the supersym m etric spl(2l) vertex m odel P2]. Very recently, we have
shown that this m ethod provide us with a uni ed way of solving a w ider class of integrable
m odels based on the braid m onoid algebra R3]. Here we also will see that the lattice analog
of the coupled X Y Barkev chain P4] can be solved by this technique. T he unusual feature of
the Hubbard and Bariev m odels is that they both have a non-additive R -m atrix solution.

W e have organized this paper as ollow s. To m ake our presentation sslfcontained, n next
section webrie y review the basic properties of the em bedding ofthe one-din ensional H ubbard
m odelinto a classicalvertex m odel, originally due to Shastry f11,12,13]. In section 3 we discuss
the com m utation rulescom Ing from the YangB axteralgebra. In particular, a hidden sym m etry
of 6-vertex type, which is crucial for Integrability, is found. W e use these properties in section 4
In order to construct the eigenvectors and the eigenvalues of the transferm atrix of the classical
statistical m odel. The Ligb’s and W u’s results as well as the soectrum of higher conserved
charges can be obtained from our expression for the transfer m atrix eigenvalies. In section 5
we present com plam entary results such as extra comm ents on system s w ith tw isted boundary
conditionsand a discussion on the SU (2) highest weights properties ofthe eigenvectors. Section
6 is dedicated to the solution of the classical analog of the coupled X Y Bariev m odel. Our
conclusions are presented In section 7. Finally, ve appendices summ arize B oltzm ann weights,

extra com m utation rules and technical details we om itted In the m ain text.



2 The classical covering H ubbard m odel

W ebegin this section review ing the work of Shastry 11,42, 13]on the denti cation ofthe clas-

sical statistical m odel whose row -torow transfer m atrix com m utes w ith the onedin ensional

Hubbard H am iltonian. O riginally, Shastry looked at thisproblem considering the coupled spin
version of the Hubbard m odel, sihce in one-din ension fem ions and spjn—% Pauli operators
are related to each other via Jordan-W igner transfom ation. In the context of statisticalm e-
chanics, however, the later representation is som etin es m ore appealing. Here we w ill consider
the coupled spin m odel ntroduced by Shastry w ith general tw isted boundary conditions. Its

Ham iltonian is

x + + + + Y zZ z
H = iow1t o w1t o w1t o om Tt Z ii
=1
i, + iq + i, + is + U zZ Z
+e L. 1 t e . 1 te . 1 te L1+ZLL (7)

where £ |, ; fgand £, ; fgare two commuting sets of Paulim atrices acting on the site i of
a lattice of size L. The second term in (7) stands for the boundary conditions ., = e i1 1
Ly =e*z,, 2 = %and * = Z‘where ;and ,arcarbitraryanglkes0 1; ,< 2
T he coupling constant U represents the H ubbard on-site Coulomb interaction.

In order to relate the coupled soin m odel to the Hubbard m odel we have to perform the

©llow ing Jordan- igner transfom ation [11]

‘¥ ' Z YL Z ¥ ' Z
Cin = xk i 7 C# = k k i 8)
k=1 k=1 k=1
where ¢; are canonical Fem i operators of sopins =";# on site i, wih anticomm utation

. 0. D e ning the number operatorn; = c\l’ c; forelectrons

’

relations given by £ ;¢ og= ;5
wih soin  on site iand perform Ing transform ation (8) we nd that
K 1x X1 1 1

H = [C%_]Ci+l +Csi/+1ci]+U (1o By E)mi# =)

=1 =" =1 2

, , , . 1 1
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where the angles « and 4 are given by

= 1+ + NIJ; oy= o+ + N} (10)

XL
and N " isthe number ofholes (eigenvalues ofthe operator ¢ ¢ ) ofspin  ofa given sector

of the Hubbard m odel. Therefore, the Hubbard m odel vl; Jlﬂl periodic boundary conditions
(»n= ) is rrlated to the coupled spin m odel w ith dynam ically (sector dependent) tw isted
boundary conditions In posed. T hiswasthe reason why we started w ith a m ore general coupled
soin m odel], since the tw o representations are fully equivalent only for free boundary conditions.
From the point of view of a vertex m odel, tw isted boundary conditions corresoond to
the Introduction of a seam of di erent Boltzm ann weights along the in nite direction on the
cylinder. In practice this is accom plished by m ultiplying one ofthe elem entary vertex operator,
Lay () say,by a\gauge" m atrix G, (see section 5). Such m atrix isusually related to additional
hidden mvariances of the R-m atrix RJ]. Hence, although tw isted boundary conditions m ay
a ect eigenvalues and Bethe A nsatz equations in a signi cative way, the relevant features of
the integrability still rem ain Intact. Since this section is concemed w ith the later point, we can
assum e periodic boundary conditions w ithout losing generality. A s Shastry 13,42, 13] pointed
out, the m apping ofthe H ubbard m odel m odulo above subtlety) Into a coupled soin system is
quite illum nating in searching for a \covering" vertex m odel. It is known that the decoupled
inmodel U = 0) can be derived in tem sofa pairofuncoupled free-ferm jon 6-vertex m odels.
T his suggests that, for the interacting m odel, we have to look for a copy of two free-ferm ion
6-vertex m odels coupled in an appropriate way. Shastry fi1,, 12, 13] detem ined the nature of
this coupling by dem anding that it should reproduce the higher conserved charges 11174 when
the corresponding transferm atrix T ( ) was expanded In powers of the soectral param eter

The solution found by Shastry for the Lax operator is given by {12, 13]

z

Lai()=L,,( )L, ()0 as & 1)

For further discussion on Hubbard’s conserved charges see refs. t_2-§']



The form ofoperatorsL,;( ) and L, ( ) obey the 6-vertex structure

and

where the welghts a( ) and b( ) satisfy the free-ferm ion condition a?( )+ ()= 1.Further

m ore, the constraint h ( ) is determm ined iIn tem s of the weights and the coupling U by

U
sinh Ph ( )]= Ea( )o( ) (14)

A second in portant result due to Shastry [I3, 13] was the solution of the Yang-B axter
algebra for the Lax operator (11), and thus detem nating the form of the R-m atrix. The
matrix R ( ; ) isa 16 16 m atrix whose nonnull elem ents are given in termm s of 10 distinct
Bolzm ann weights ;( ; ),i= 1;:::;10. Forpractical calculations it is helpfulto display its
m atrix form

0 1
, 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0o 0 o0 0 0 0 0
Bo s o o s 0 0 0 0 o 0 o0 o o 0o o0k
Eo o 5 o 0 0 o0 0 s 0 0 0 0o o0 o0 o0g

B
Eo 0 0 4 0 0 10 0 0 0 O 0 ;7 0 0 0
Bo s o o s 0 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 0 0 0
B
Bo o o o 0 10 0 0 o 0 o o o0 o of
Eo 0 0 10 0 0 3 0 0 ¢ O 0 0 0 0 og
Bo o o o 0 0 o0 s 0 0 0 o0 0 e 0 0
R(;)=B
’ Bo 0 5 0 0o 0 o0 0 s 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
BEo o o w 0 0 6 0 0 5 0 0 w 0 0 0
go 0o 0 0 o 0 o0 0 0 0 10 0 o0 o0 o%
Eo 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 g 0GC
BEo o o ;0 0 1, 0 0 15 0 0 s 0 0 0
B
Bo o o o 0o o0 o0 ) 0 0 o0 0 s 0 0
@o0o o o o o 0 o0 0 0 0 0 s 0 0 s O0A
0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0

as)

where the expressions for the weights ;( ; ) In tem s of the firee—ferm ion weightsa( ), b( )
and the constraint h( ) can be found In appendix A . The strking feature of this solution
is that R-m atrix (15) is non-additive w ith resgpect the spectral param eters. In fact, after an

unitary transform ation, R ( ; ) can be written in a m ore com pact form [I3]which show s that



it depends on both the di erence and the sum of the spectral param eters. A s far we know,
it is still an open question whether or not there exists an embedding for the H ubbard m odel
satisfying the standard di erence property. Asa nalrem ark we m ention that an analtical
proofthat R ( ; ) indeed satis es the YangB axter equation (6) has been recently presented
in ref. P71.

W e close this section presenting the graded Yang-Baxter form alisn 8] for the Hubbard
m odel. This interesting approach was pursued by W adati and co-workers [I§] and it has the
advantage ofm aking realdistinction between bosonic and farm jonic degrees of freedom . In the
Hubbard m odel, the em pty and doubly occupied sites play the rol ofbosonic states whilke the
FIn up and down states are the ferm ionic ones. This form alisn is an elegant m athem atical
procedurs’, of avoiding the subtlety on boundary condition raised in the beginning of this
section. In other words, the graded version of the inverse scattering m ethod guarantees that
the \non-local" anticom m utation rules of ferm ionic degrees of freedom is satis ed forany lattioe
sites. In general, the basic changes we need to perform is to consider the analogs of the trace
and the tensor product properties on the graded space. For exam pl, the graded Y ang-B axter

for the m onodrom y m atrix now reads R§]
Rg( ;)T () T()=T() T()Rg(;) (16)

where the symbol ° stands for the supertensor product @ "B )2 = ( 1)pPP@TP@IpA B,
The index p (@) isthe G rasan ann parity ofthe a-th degree of freedom , assum Ing valuesp @) = 0
for bosonic specie and p@) = 1 for form ionic ones. O ther in portant change is on the transfer

m atrix de nition, which isnow given in tem s of the supertrace of the m onodrom y m atrix

X
T()=StmT ()= ( DP®T.() €7)
a A
There is no extra e ort to obtain thematrix R4 ( ; ) from the original solution found by

Shastry. O ne jist have to perform a Jordan-W igner transformm ation on the Lax operator (11),
taking Into acoount the gradation of the space of states [I§]. It tums out that the graded

3T his schem e accom m odates a particular class ofm odels having \nonultralocal" Y ang-B axter relations. For

m ore general in plications of nonultralocality see the recent review Q-g]



R-m atrix is related to Shastry’s solution (15) by a unitary transform ation, and its explicit
form is given by [15]
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18)

where here we assum ed that the st and the fourth degrees of freedom are bosonic (1) =
p @)= 0) while the ram aining ones are ferm ionic Q) = p @) = 1).
In the next sections we are going to use the graded fom alisn in order to nd the ap-
propriate com m utation rules, the eigenvectors and the eigenvalues of the transferm atrix (17).
A fterw ards, we w illget back to the standard quantum inverse form alian , but now w ith tw isted

boundary conditions.

3 The fundam ental com m utation rules

In addition to the Lax operator and the R -m atrix the existence of a local reference state is
another im portant cb fct in the quantum nverse scattering program . T his is a vector i, such
that the resul ofthe action ofthe Lax operatoron it isam atrix having a trdangular form . W e
choose Pi, = % . % ,as the standard spin up \ferrom agnetic state", which in the ferm ionic

1

language corresoonds to the doubly occupied state. T he action of the vertex operator in this



state satis es the follow ing property

0 1
'1()j)ii Z Z Z
- 1, () P 0 -
Las( )j)ii:E ’ B é (19)
, .
B 0 0 2 () Piy z %
0 0 0 () Piy

where the symbol z represents arbitrary non-null values and the functions !5 ( ), !2( ) and

!3( ) are given by
()= RO 5 1 ()y=a()b()e ™) ; 15()= b()FeV (20)

T he global reference state i is then de ned by the tensor product Pi = Pi,. This
state is an eigenstate of the transferm atrix since the trangular property is easE extended to
the m onodrom y m atrix. In order to construct other eigenstates it is necessary to seek for an
approprate representation of the m onodrom y m atrix. By this we m ean a structure which is
able to distinguish creation and annihilation eldsaswellaspossble hidden symm etries. The

triangular property of the Lax operator suggests us the follow ing form

0 1
B() B() FI()
B ~ &
T()=8C() A() BV()% @1)
C() C () DC() 4,4
whereB (), C ()and B (), C () arr two com ponent vectors with dinensions 1 2 and

2 1, respectively. The operatorAf( ) Isa 2 2 matrix and we shall denote its elem ents by
A\ab( ). The rem aining operatorsB ( ), C ( ), D ( ) and F ( ) are scalars. In this paper we
will use the symbol ABCD F to refer to the above way of representing the elem ents of the
m onodrom y m atrix. W e recall that such A nsatz is quite distinct from the traditionalAB CD
form proposed origihally by Faddeev and co-workers {I, 4, 31.

In the ABCDF representation the eigenvalie problem for the graded transfer m atrix be—
com es o

B () An()+D ()1ji= ()Ji @2)

a=1

10



where ( ) and j i corresoond to the eigenvalues and to the eigenvectors, resgpectively. As a
consequence of the trangular property we can derive in portant relations for the m onodrom y

m atrix elem ents. For the diagonalpart of T ( ) we have
B()Pi= (OO)FPL; D () Pi= LsO)F Pi; B ) Pi= [ (OHF Piora= 1;2 (23)

A 1so one expects that the operatorsB ( ), B” ( ) and F ( ) play the rok of creation elds
over the reference state Pi. Ik alo Pllows from the trangular property the annihilation

properties
C()Pi=0; C ()Pi=0; C()Pi=0 ; Ky()Pi= 0Pras b (24)

To m ake further progress we have to recast the graded Yang-Baxter algebra in the fom
of comm utation relations for the creation and annihilation elds. In general it is not known
how and when such b can be perform ed for a particular representation, and one could surely
say that the \artistic" part of the algebraic Bethe A nsatz construction begins here. W ithin
the ABCDF fom alism , the solution ofthis problem tums out to bem ore com plicated than a
sin ilar siuation occurring for the 6-vertex m odel [, 2, 3] and its m ultistate generalizations
Bd, 31]. The new feature present here is that we have a m ixture of two classes of creation

elds, the non-com m utative vectors B ( ) orB ( ) and one com m utative operator represented
by F (). We shall start our discussion by the comm utation rule between the elds B ( )
and B (). In this case the relation that com es out from the YangB axter algebra is not the
convenient one for irther com putations. It tums out to be necessary to perform a second step
which oconsists in substituting the exchange relation for the scalar operators B ( ) and F ()
(see equation (38)) back on the original com m utation rule we jist derived for the elds B ( )
and B ( ). The basic tridck is to kesp the diagonaloperator B ( ) always in the right-hand side
position In the commutation rule RZ]. A fter perform ing this two step procedure we are abke

to get the appropriate com m utation rule, which is

B () B()=%B() B ()2(; ) i%fF()B() F()B ()" (@5
2 ’ 7 ’

11



where ™ isal 4vectorand £( ; ) isan auxiliary 4 4 m atrix given by

0 1
1 0 0 0
B
BO a(;) b(;) O
= 0 1 1 0) ; £(; )=E (26)
EO b(;) a(;) Og
0 0 0 1
and the functionsa( ; ) and b( ; ) are given In tem s of the B olzm ann weights by
. . 2 (. . . 2 .
a(;)= 3(/)7(/)"’ lo<,);b(,’)= 6(/)7(/)"’ 10(/) (27)

107 ) 203 ) 107 ) 203 )

Tt tums out that the auxiliary matrix £( ; ) is precisely the rational R-m atrix of the
isotropic 6-vertex m odelor the X X X spin chain. In order to see that, we st sinplify a bit
m ore the auxiliary weightsa( ; ) andb( ; ) wih the help of dentities @ 10-A 12).W e nd
that they satisfy the follow ng relations

28)

107 ) 72035)

Next we sinplify as much as possbl the ratios ji; and ji; in tem s of the free—

ferm ion Boltzm ann weights and the constraint h ( ). A fter som e algebra we w rite these ratios

as
o( ;) a()b( et 2O a()b() 29)
107 ) b()b()+a()a( )efh) hO)]
e( i) _ b()b()+a()a()hOrrO)] 30)
707 ) a()b()efhOrhOl 5 ()b()
Now ifwe take into acoount the identity
a( )ezh() b()e 2h():a( )ezh() b()eZh()+U 31)
b() a() b() a()
and perform the follow Ing reparam etrization
~_al )eZh() b()e vy 9 32)
b() a() 2
we nally can rew rite the auxiliary weights as
~ U ~ ~ 7
a(iv)= ———— ;b(iv) = —— (33)
~ Y+ U ~ T+ U



C karly, these are the non-trivial Bolzm ann weights of the isotropic 6-+vertex m odel. This
isan In portant hidden symm etry, which is known to play a decisive role on the exact solution
of the H ubbard m odel since the work of Ligb and W u Q]. T he derivation of this sym m etry in
the context of the quantum inverse scattering program is however a rather non-trivial result.
O ne of the virtues of this resul is that it becom es valid for the generator of the com m uting
conserved charges and not only for the Hubbard Ham ittonian. M oreover, we also recall that
this sym m etry is of relevance to the Yangian invariance of the H ubbard m odelwhich em erges
in the them odynam ic lin it 32, 331.

To solve the eigenvalue problem (22) we still need the help of ssveral other com m utation
relations. For instance, the comm utation rules between the diagonal and creation operators
play an in portant rok in the eigenvalue construction. It tums out that In som e cases we have
to take into acoount sim ilar trick discussed above. This is specially in portant for the eld
X (), where we have to use an auxiliary exchange relation between the operator B ( ) and
B" (), In oxder to obtain a m ore appropriate com m utation rule with the creation operator
B (). In general, the task is quite cumbersom e and here we 1im it ourselves to list the nal

resuls. The com m utation relationsbetween the diagonal eldsand the creation operator B ( )

are
o107 ) A cs( i) ~
A() B() = I——B () A()]L(; )+ i——B () A()
ol 7 ), o (7 ) 4
ilO(;)B”()B()+i5(;)F()C() iZ(;)F()C() -
707 ) ol 7 ) o( 7
(34)
207 ) os(7)
B()B()=31+—B()B() i——B()B () (35)
o 7 ) 9o 7 )
cs( i) 507 )
D()B() = 1f3()D()+7.F(u)C“()
7 I 7 ’
a (7)) 1007 ). A
7_F()C'() I—"F () A ()] (36)

705 707 )

while those forthe scalar ed F ( ) are

27 . 2( .
507 ) )JF<>Pfab<> s(i )

F()Ep()
9(;)8(; ol 7 g 7 o

Kp()F () = L+
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yi2U e r O e () B O 37)
ol 7 ) s( 7 )

Br ()= =2 emy U e om0 ) () B ()9 e8)
2075 ) 7075 ) 705 )

D ()F ()= e (p () e (yp () i%f)hﬂ() B ()g (39)

707 747 70 7

where ~* stands for the transpose of ~. Furthem ore, the relations closing the com m utation

rules between the creation operatorsB ( ) and F ( ) are

F()F()I=0 (40)

sC7 ) el 7))
F(B()=—F ()B() i———B()F () 41)

207 ) 207 )

s(7 ) c9( i)
B(XY ()=—B()F () i——F ()B () 42)

2(; ) 2(! )
F inally, it rem ains to consider the com m utation rules forthe creation eld B® ( ). To avoid

overcrow ding this section with m ore heavier formulae we have collected them in appendix
B . W e see that they are quite sin ilar to those we just derived for the eld B ( ). In fact,
it is possible to establish an equivalence between these two sets of comm utation rules ifwe
form ally interpret the symbol  as a m athem atical operation acting on the elam ents of the

m onodrom y m atrix. For Jack ofa better nam e we call it \dual" transform ation and we in pose

that it satis es the follow ing properties: © ( )) O(),A () AY(),B () D(),
F ()=F()andC ()= C (). Applying the \dual" transform ation on the com m utation
rulesof eld B ( ) weobtain those forthe eld B ( ) wih new Bolzm ann weights j( ; :h)

5( 7 7 h), where, for sake of clarity, we stressed the dependence on the constraint h( ).

This m eans that the functional form of the weights rem ains unchanged but now we have to

perform the transform ation h( ) ! h() U ! U). W e recall that In this Jast step we
used the follow ing identities for the Boltzm ann weights: 5( ; ;h)= 5(; ; h) j= 1;:::7,
s( 7 ;h)= o(; ;7 h)and o(; ;h) = 10( 7 7 h). Therefore, we expect that the

construction of the eigenvectors w illbe based either on the pairof eldsB ( ) and F ( ) oron

the \dual" onesB" ( ) and F ( ) mather than on a general com bination of the three creation

14



elds. This redundance is In accordance to what one would expect from the space of states of
the Hubbard Ham iltonian, since at a given site we can either create a singlk electron (soin up
ordown) or a pair of electrons w ith opposite spins. W e ram ark that such \duality" property is
not particular to the H ubbard m odelbut it is rather a general feature present in our fram ew ork
3.
At this poInt we have set up the basic tools to start the construction of the eigenvectors
of the eigenvalie problem (22). In next section we w ill show how this problem can be solved
w ith the help ofthe comm utations rules 25 26;34 42) and few other relations presented

In appendix B .

4 The eigenvectors and the eigenvalue construction

T he purpose of this section is to solve the eigenvalue problem for the graded transfer m atrix.
W e shallbegin by considering the construction ofan A nsatz for the corresponding eigenvectors.
Them ultiparticle state are going to satisfy an In portant recurrence relation. W e w ill see that
the eigenvalue problem (22) has a nested structure, ie. it will depend on the solution of an
Inhom ogeneous auxiliary problem related to the 6-vertex hidden symm etry.

4.1 The eigenvalie problem

T he eigenvectors ofthe transferm atrix are in principle buil up in tem sofa linear com bination
of products of the m any creation elds acting on the reference state. T hese Bethe states are
often thought as m ultiparticle states, characterized by a set of rapidities param etrizing the
creation elds. Before embarking on the technicalities of the construction of an arbitrary

n-particle state we rst de ne it by the follow ing scalar product
JaC1isy p)i= Tn (i )F PL 43)

w here the m athem atical structure of vector ~, ( 15:::; ) willbe described in tem s of the

creation elds. At this stage the com ponents of vector F¥ are sim ply thought as coe cients of
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an arbitrary linear com bination which would be determ ined later on. This re ects the \sphn"
degrees of freedom ofthe space of states and we shall denote such coe cientsby F " “#1 where

the index a; run over two possibl values a; = 1;2.

the end ofthe previous section, it issu cient to look for combinationsbetween the elds B ( )
and F ( ). In general, there is no known recipe which is abl to provide us w ith an educated
Ansatz for this vector and as it is custom ary we shall start the construction considering few
particle excitations over the reference state. A singlk particke excitation is m ade by creating
a hol of spin up ordown on the fullband pssudovacuum Pi. From the point of view of the
Inverse scattering m ethod this excitation is represented by 71 ( 1) = B ( 1) and consequently
the onepartick state is

J1(1)i=B ()F Pi=B,()F*Pi 44)

where from now on we assum e sum over repeated ndex.
Tt isnot di cul to solve the eigenvalue problem (22) for such oneparticke state. Iffwe use
the com m utation relations (34-36), and the pssudovacuum properties (23-24) we nd that the

one-particlke state satis es the follow ing relations

B()3.(0i= a2 2 O0F 5,001 22 Dy (pFs e P @)
o( 17 ) o( 17 )
. - .8 (7 1) (1)E . 10( 7 1) A .
D()j1()i= i————=[s()F (7)) i (DB () DIF DI
7075 1) 707 1)
46)
X2 . T .l(;l) aib by .
A ()30l = =222 (; DI (B (DF™ Pi
a=1 9(;1)
+i75(;1;[!2<1>]LB<>FjJi
1

12U Dy i () DiE i @7

707 1)

where f isthe2 2 dentity m atrix. T he temm s proportional to the eigenvector j 1 ( 1)1 are

denom inated wanted temm s because they contrioute directly to the eigenvalue. T he ram aining
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ones are called unwanted tem s and they can be elin lnated by In posing further restriction on

the rapidity ;. This constraint, known as the Bethe A nsatz equation, is given by

" #L
'1( 1)

'2( 1)

=1 48)

Tt isnow straightforward to go ahead and to determ ne the one-particke eigenvalue. H ow ever,
it is convenient to start Introducing suitable notation which can be extended to accom m odate

m ultiparticle states. W ith this in m ind, we de ne the llow ng auxiliary eigenvalue problem
TH(; DgFR=8"(; DF2 = Y(; DF> (49)

and we see that, In tem s of equation (49), the onepartick eigenvalue can be expressed by

(; 1):iM[!1()]L iM[!3()]L+iM

9( 17 ) 707 1) o( 7 1) (l)(;l)[!Z()]L 0)

Up to the kevel of the oneparticlke state there is no extra e ort to solve the corresponding

auxiliary problem . Considering the 6-vertex structure ofm atrix £( ; ) it is easily seen that
the solution is

De; D=1+b(; 1) (1)

W e next tum to the analysis of the two-particle state. W e expect that such statewillbe a
com position between two single hol excitations of arbitrary soins and a local hole pair w ith
opposite spins. The fom er ism ade by tensoring two elds of B ( ) type whilk the lJater should
be represented by F ( ). The vector ~ has also a physical m eaning. I plays the rok of an
\exclusion" principle, forbidding two soin up or two spin down at the sam e site. Thus, an

educate A nsatz for the two-particle vector should be the linear com bination

@)

“2(17 2)=B (1) B2+ "F(1)B (28 (17 2) (62)

w here géZ) (17 2) Isan arbitrary function to be determ ned. W e found also convenient to add
the diagonal el B ( ,) on the right-hand side of the two-particlke vector Ansatz. W e see that

when the Ansatz (52) is progcted out on the subspace of equal spins, no contrlbution com ing
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from F () appears, which is In perfect accordance to what one would expect from the Pauli

principle. In other words, using the de nition (43) we have

)

32015 2i=Bi( 1B ( )F T Pi+ L1 (DTFF ()8 (17 DEX F 1) (53)

In orderto tackle the eigenvalue problem forthe two-particle state, besides the com m utation
rules of the lJast section, we have to use extra relations between the eldsB ( ), B (), C ()
and C (). These rlations have been summ arized in the begihning of appendix B . A fter
tuming the diagonal elds over the two-particlke state, we nd that there are two classes of
unwanted temm s. The rst classwe call \easy" unw anted term sbecause they are only produced
by the sam e diagonal operator (X()orD ())and they can be elin inated by an approprate

choice of function go‘z’ ( 15 2). There are three termm s of this sort

F(D(1)B(2) ; BO)E (1)B(2); "B () B (1)B(2) (54)
and allof them are cancelled out provided we chose function gé”( 17 2) as
@) . 10015 2)
G (17 2)= F——— (35)

7017 2)

N ow , besides the wanted tem s, we are only keft w ith standard unwanted tem s, ie. those
that require further restriction on the rapidities. W e shall see below that these tem s can be
sin pli ed in rather closed form s w ith the help of the two-particlke auxiliary problem . Sin ilar
to the onepartick analysis, the auijjauy2 elgenvalue problem is gured out by looking at the
wanted tem s com ing from the operatorX Pfaa ( ). Considering the com m utation rule (34) we

a=1
soon realize that the two-particle auxiliary problem is

TO(GE QPEF 2™ = 193 (; D2 (; JF 2% = Y (£ gF>> (56)

W ih the above inform ation we m ove on sin plifying asmuch as possbl the action of the
diagonal elds on the two-particle state. W e kesp in m ind that we want to present the resuls

In a way that would be am enable to m ultiparticlke states generalization. A fter a cum bersom e
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algebra we nd that

B()3200 i = LOF #2505 ,00 i

X2 1) E
L (T 7705 3£ 19)
=1 .
+H1(; 1 D0 ()F é3)( HEEYRRETS d¥e)) (57)
. , Yo g 3) . ,
D()Jj.(q1; )i = [s50)F I————J 2( 15 2)1
=1 7( 7 j)
X 1 2) E
(5T S = wE 9 (5 5:f 19)
=1
E
tHo (G o1 D020 D% ()F &0 5 6«9 (58)
X2 N ¥2 l( 7 j) 1
Ba()3a2(1; 24 = [aO)F i—"2 O(Gf g G (1 i
a=1 =1 9(i 3)
X2 1 1) E
Lo PO = 39 1 (; 3£ 19
=1
X2 E
L F 25 5f 9
=1 .
+H3(; 1 0D 0P $ 0 5 6«9
E
(3)

+Ho(5 17 D01 (D0 o7 (5 55 uE x9) 59)

For sake of clarity we have shortened the notation for the unwanted tem s and represented
E E

them by the eigenfiinctions 1(j)( ;7 3+ xg) and 53)( ;7 37 k9) . W e see that there are

three classes of unwanted temm s and their explicit expressions in tem s of the creation elds

are
@) B (5 )Y (ks 5) ~d) .
(7 579 =& i B () 71(x)0y (5if x9)F Pi (60)
9o( 37 ).y o(xi 3)
k6 5
@) E 105 j)Y2 .20 xs j) A o (1) .
1 (7 3f 9 =1 i 8 () DI "1(x)05 ( 5if xg)F Pi

707 3) Ko 1 o( xi 3)
k% j

(61)
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E

D5 uf kg =F()F i (62)

w here the operator OAj(l) ( 3;f x9) isa sort of \ordering" factor for the unwanted tem s and it

is given by the omula

g1 .
( 5if x9) = 20w ) j)fk;m( i s) (63)
k=1 2( k7 j)

’\ (l)

Before proceeding w ith a discussion of the resuls, we should pause to comm ent on the
\brute-foroe" analysis we perform ed so far for the two-particle state problem . Roughly speak—
ing, one can estin ate the wanted tem sby kesping the rst temm ofthe right-hand side of the
com m utation rules (34-36) when we tum the diagonal elds over the creation operators B ( ;).
T his procedure gives us the coe cients proportional to the rst part of the eigenvector and
to show that this is also true for the second part we need to use som e identities between the
Bolzm ann weights. T he situation for the unw anted tem s is even worse due to the proliferation
of many di erent temm s, comm on in a Bethe Ansatz \brute-force" analysis. The \ordering"
factor jast acoounts for these m any di erent contrdbutions to the unwanted term s. Lateron it
w illbecom e clear that the origin ofthis factor is due to a pem utation property satis ed by the
tw o-particle eigenvector. In appendix C we provide the details about the less straightforward
sim pli cations carried out for the twoparticle state, sihoe som e of them will be also useful
to multiparticle states as well. Fially, wihin a \brute force" com putation, we have found
nine contributions to the third unwanted term which com e from m any di erent sources. It is

possible to recast them in tem s of four functionsH ; X;y;z) i= 1;:::;4 whose expressions are

2 Vix) 5@Zix) 10Wix) |, 4 EixX) 10{i2)
- -

H.&;y; =
1 iyiz) 9 (VixX) o(z;x) 7(y;x) 7(yix) 7:2)
5 X7y) 10&5z) ., 4 (x;y) 10 (V7 2)
H, ®;y;2) bt i
7 &X;y) 7 &;2) ®;y) 7(iz)
10 X7Y) 5 X5Y) s (YIZ) . 2 (X5Y) 5 (%;2) 10 X5Y)
HiX;y;z) = & i
7 &X;y) o X;Y) o(yiz) 0 (X;Y) o &X;2) 7 X;Yy)
10 X7y) s&Xyy) s¥iz) |, 1 &Y) 10&;2) s xXiy) L+ axry)l
H,&jyiz) = hE

7&Y) 9 X;Y) o (y,Z) 0o X7Y) 7&;2) g X;Y)
2&5y) 10(yiz)
s X;Y) o X7y) 7(i2)

20



Now we retum to the discussion ofthe two-particle state results. Forthe rsttwo classesof
unw anted tem swe only have twom ain contributions and from equations (57-59) it is direct to

see that they vanish provided that the rapidities satisfy the follow Ing Bethe A nsatz equations

"

#
ll(i)L: (l)( _
Y2 (1)

Furthem ore, the above Bethe A nsatz equations are also su cient to cancel out altogether

wf 59); i= 1;2 (65)

the four contributions proportional to the unwanted tem F ( )7 F . A sinplk way of seeing
that is rst to factorize a common factor [! , ( 1) !, ( »)F Prallthe ur tem s. This is done
by substituting the values [!1 ( 1) and ['1 ( »)F given by the Bethe Ansatz equations (65)
and by using the follow ing tw o-particle relations

D= £ F = b2 ali; )I'F

@) (

2 19)7F = b(2; 1) a2 DI'F (66)

A fter putting all these sin pli cations together, one is still keft to verify that the follow Ing
dentity
Hi&jyiz)+ HaKjy;z) = HiKjyiz)biz) a(iz)]

+H,&;yiz)bzry) a@iy)l 67)

is satis ed. At this point we note that there isa way of rewriting the tem H 4 ( ; 1; ) In
a more symm etrical form . This technical point is discussed In appendix C and proved very
usefiill In carrying out the cancellation m echanism for generalm ultiparticle states.

Finally, from equations (57-59) we can read directly the wanted tem s, and the two-particle
eigenvalue is

2

P Y2 R )
(if @ = 1OF 22 e op g2

=1 917 ) =1 707 1)
Yo ()
IR

i=1 9(; i)

M, ()F D(E 59) (68)

Now we reached a point which istypical of nested Bethe A nsatz problem s, ie. the solution

of the two—particlke auxiliary problem is no longer trivial and it is necessary to inmplem ent a

21



seoond Bethe Ansatz. W e will postgpoone this discussion until the next subsection in which
we w ill present the solution ofthisproblem for generalm ultiparticle states. A though, for an
Integrablem ode], it isbelieved that the tw o-particle sector contains the essential features about
the general structure of the eigenvalues and the Bethe A nsatz equations, sin ilar situation for
the eigenvectors is still less ckar. Before considering this problam , it is wise to ook rst for
an altemative way of starting w ith a general Ansatz, since a \brute foroe" analysis proved
to be rather intricate even for the twoparticle state. In fact, there is a symm etry which we
have not yet explored. It consists of seeking for eigenvectors which are in som e way related
to each other via pem utation of the rapidities. This idea goes along the lines the usual
pseudom om enta symm etrization inposed to coordinate Bethe Ansatz wave functions. For
exam ple, ket us consider the two-particle vector in which the constraint @‘0(2) ( 1; 2) hasbeen

xed as in equation (55). Then, it ispossibl to verify that the follow Ing exchange property
To(1i 2)= —————"2(2; )*®(1; 2) (69)

issatis ed. In orderto show that, we used a ram arkable relation between vector ™, the auxiliary
matrix £( ; ) and the Boltzm ann weights given by

(7 )20 ) 205)
()= ~ 70
( ) 707 ) 1007 ) 105) 70

A tematively, we can reverse the argum ents dem anding that the eigenvectors satisfy the

exchange symm etry (69). This procedure gives us a restriction to finction @‘32) (1; 2) and it

is an ekgant way of xing the linear combination from the very beghning. Now it is easy
to understand the reason why an \ordering" factor had em erged in the \brute-force" analysis
of the twoparticke state. For example, the sinplest way to generate the unwanted tem s
B() ~i(q1)and [M:B () f)] ~1( 1) isby usihg the right-hand side of equation (69)
nstead of the left-hand side we used in the whole \brute force" analysis. In this way we
ocbviously generate only one contribution to such unwanted term s which carries the \ordering"
factor explicitly.

In principle, such symm etrization m echanian can be in plm ented to any muliparticlke
state, and as we shall see below, it Indeed help us to handlk the problem of constructing a
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general n-particle state Ansatz. W e will start our discussion considering the threeparticle
state. This state is expected to be a com position between the term representing the creation
ofthree holks (arbitrary soins) on di erent sites and the three possible ways of com bining pairs
of holes w ith a single excitation. W ithin our algebraic fram ework the Ansatz encoding these

features is

“3(15 2i3) = B(1) B(z) B3+ B(1) “F(B()B (1 25 3)
+ T O F (DB (B (DB (15 2 )+ T F(OB (2B () (15 27 3)

(71)

w here the coe cjentesgj-(3)( 1; 27 3) aregoing to be detem ined assum ing a priorian exchange

property (cf. equation (78)) forthe ;1 $ ,and , $ 3 pemutations. To see how thisworks
In practice, et us rst in plam ent the permm utation between the rapidities , and ;. Tothisend
we use the com m utation relation (25) to reorder these rapidities in the pem uted threeparticle

vector V3 ( 1; 37 2). Thisallows us to w rte the follow ing relation

2lai e (0 s) = B(1) B(a B+ i 2 ey ~p (LB ()]

2( 27 3) 7( 27 3)

10( 27 3)+ 1( 25 3)

+B (1) TF (3B (I &

7( 27 3) 2( 27 3)
%(3)( 17 37 2)E3( 27 3)]

1027 3) @

+ [ F(1)B(2)B(3)] G (17 37 2)T23( 27 3)

2( 27

w

1027 3) @

8 (17 37 2)%23( 27 3)

)
)
+[0 F (1)B (3)B (2)] ;

2( 27 3

(72)

Im posing the exchange property to the threeparticle state, ie. that the right-hand sides of
equations (71) and (72) are equal, we are abl to derive constraints to fiinctions @‘jG) (17 25 3)-

W e nd that it is su cient to have

.10 27 3)
%(3)( 17 27 3)= FEELRLIALL (73)
7( 27 3)
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(27 3)
@2(3)( 17 27 3)= #@1@)

(17 37 2023 (25 3) (74)
2( 27 3)

where we usad the dentities £55 ( 25 3) o3 ( 37 2) = f and 1(; )= 2(; ).Werecallthat
relation (70) helpsusto cancelout the third term ofequation (72).Now it rem ainsto detemm ine
finction gf’ ( 15 27 3) and this can be done by using the perm utation between the varables

1 and . The technical steps of this com putation are m ore involving, since it is necessary to
use other com m utation rules and som e identities between the Bolzm ann weights. T he details

are presented In appendix D and here we quote our result for the ram aining finctions

@) 10017 2), 2035 2
ki ki

91 (17 27 3)

7017 2) 9( 37

[\S]

)
)
@) c10017 3), 1025 3)

G (17 27 3) = I I P23 ( 27 3) (75)
7017 30 o( 27 3)

w

To m ake sure we are on the right track, we have checked that the threeparticle \easy"

unw anted tem s are autom atically canceled out provided we x the constraints gj‘3) (17 25 3)

as in equations (73) and (75). W e note that functions @‘33)

(x;v;z) and géz) (v;z) are dentical,
and this allow s us to rew rite the threeparticle vector in tem s of the llow Ing recurrence

relation

i
~ ~ 3)
+ FC)T1C2i08 5 17 5¢15:085 3)B (5) 9570 ( 17 27 3)

(76)

T his expression is rather illum nating, because it suggests that we can w rite a general n—
particle state n term softhe (n  1)partickand (h 2)-particlk statesvia a recurrence relation.
From ourexpressions for the two-particle and the threeparticle states it isnot di cul to guess
that the n-particke vector should be given by
a1 n) = B (1) Tno1(27:5 q)

¥ h
n)

i
+ TOF (0)7Tn 2025t 5 17 et )B (9) G5 (1iti o)
=2
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where here we form ally identi ed o w ith the unity vector. O ur next step is to in plem ent the
sym m etrization schem e for such m ultiparticle state Ansatz. The best way to proceed here is
to use m athem atical Induction, iewe assum e that the (n 2)-partick and the n  1)-particke
stateswerea]readysymmetcizedtojmértheoonstcajntsgj(n)( 1;:::; o) forthen-particle state.

For this purpose we in pose that any consecutive perm utation between the rapidities 5 ; and

105 17 9) .
n (1725 517 57005 o) = — " (175 57 5 17t a)®y 1505 17 5) (78)
205 17 3)

where the indices under #5 1;5( 5 1; 3) e@nphasize the positions on the n-particle space 1
3 1 J::: n inwhich thism atrix acts non-trivially.

Now starting with the latest pemutation 7 = n we go ahead com paring the tem s pro—

both the unitarity condition and the Yang-B axter equation for the auxiliary r-m atrix. Up to

j= 3 we nd that such functions satisfy the follow Ing recurrence relation

n)
@jnl( 15335 3 17 35t on) = 9y o (it 55 5 it n)By 1505 15 5) (79)

Next we Wmplament the symmetrization ; $ 5 along the lines sketched in appendix
D for the threeparticke state. In this case we have to elin lnate the tem proportional to
[ F(1)7n 2(35::: 1)B (2)] whith only occurs in the keft-hand side of the exchange
relation (78). This condition helps us to detem ine the expression for the rst constraint and

we have
. 1w )
gl(n)(l;:::; n)=i10(1r 2) iz(kr 2) ©0)
7017 2) 5 ol xi 2)

F inally, the set of relations (79) and (80) are solved recursively and we nd that the n—

particle vector is

"

(17 5) i2(k; 5)

a1t n) = B (1) Taoa(ziiinoa)t
2 71017 9 oy ol 5)
k6 j
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h i
T F(10)7n 20255 5 17 s+ttt n)B (5)

Yo ()
R B+ (ki 5) (81)
k=2 2( k7 j)

At thispoint it is fair to ram ark that the recursive way we found for the eigenvectors were
inspired to som e extent on an early work of Tarasov on the Izergin-K orepin m odel 34]. Our
construction, however, has the im portant novelty of allow ing a general \exclusion statistics"
between the non-com m utative and the com m utative creation elds and therefore paving the
way for further applications and extensions. Indeed, the non-trivial way that both the \ex—
clusion" vector and the auxiliary m atrix enters in the eigenvectors expression (81) m akes our
form ula rather general, being abl to accom m odate the solution of a w ider class of integrable
m odels. This situation has to be contrasted to that of m ultistate 6-vertex generalizations
Bd,31], in which the eigenvectors are easily given by tensoring the creation elds and there is
no explicit dependence of the underlying algebra.

Let usnow retum to the problem of nding the eigenvalues of the transfer m atrix, kesping
In m Ind the recurrence relation (B1l) for the eigenvectors. To gain som e insight about this
problm we rst Investigate how the wanted and unwanted tem s are collected for the three—
particle state. Besides the comm utation rules for the diagonal elds, we also have to use our
previous results for the twoparticke state (cf. (57-59)) wherever there is the need to carry
the diagonal operators through the vector 7, ( »; 3). This recursive way not only helps us
to better sim plify the wanted temm s but also m akes it possible to gather the unwanted tem s
In rather closed form s. This analysis is presented In appendix D since it still involves som e
extra technicalities. H aving at hand the two-particle and the threeparticle data we can m ove
forward to the analysis of the fourparticle state and so forth. In general, for n 3, the
know ledge of the n  1)-particke and the (n  2)-particke results dictates the behaviour of
the n-particlke state. By using m athem atical induction we are able to determm ine the general
structure for the m ultiparticle states and the nalresults are

iz(j;).

=1 9(j; )
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X ﬁ(l 3) E
+ Hi(; v P00 (T 250 57 uvE x9) 682)
=211
s 7 5,
D()Jn(1itzz; )i ()T =3 n (1525 )i
j=1 7( ’ j)
) £
Lo F D= 3£9) 2 1(; 3£ 19
=1
x %1 .
+ Ho(; 1 020D Y0 = §if 9
=211 .
D= 5fa) Y05 5 uf 9 83)
X v 107 5) q
B )3 alyiei; )i = [oO)F I Y E 19 a(15i )i
a=1 =1 9( 7 j)
X 1) 1) E
(5T (= 55£19 L 105 5:£19)
=1
X0 E
L (F 200 5f 9
=1
x %1
H3(; v 3)B(w 3 bl DD 3)F
=211
3) E
D= Ex9) L0 55 v x9)
I (17 3)
Hs(; 57 D— ¢ DIPAE
j=21k1 2(1; l) .
D= 5fhg Y0 5 uf 9 (84)

Sin ilarly to what happened to the two-particle and the threeparticlke cases we have three
fam ilies of unwanted temm s. A s before they are w ritten In temm s of the creation operators and

the general expressions are

E (5 ) ¥ (xi 3)
D pf g = AR O N T TTTT R FEITN
o( 37 )y 9Cxi 3)
k6 3
G (5if xg)F Pi ®5)
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B (. )Yn ( ’ ) A
D ot g = i3 i X () D a1 Caiiin gt a)
705 39) ., 9(xi 3)
k6 i
S (5if o) F Pi (86)
E Yok o3, 20k 1)
D0 5 vE k) = P2 B30y 2K TR ()Y vy o (aitin it 3iiioa)
k=1 o( ki 3) o(ki 1)
6 ;1
S5 (1 5if xF Pi (87)
where the symbol 5 means that the rapidity 4 is absent from the set £ ,;:::; ,g. For

n 3 it wasneoessary to introduce a second \ordering" factor in order to better represent the
third type of unwanted temm s (cf. appendix D ). Its task is sin ilar to that played by the st
\ordering" factor w ith the di erence that now two rapidities are reordered. In other words,
this second \ordering" factor brings the rapidities ; and ; (1< j) to the st two positions

In the eigenvector formula (81), and a sin ple calculation show s that its expression is

. YU (ki 9) Y5 (ki)
Ol(j?)( 17 j;f xg) = $3k+1;k+2( kr j) ﬁf}{;}u—l( kr j)
w1 2 (ki 3) o1 2(0xi 3)
Yo (1)
ﬁf}{;}ﬁl( ki 1) (88)

k=1 2(k; l)

Before discussing the resuls, we should note that the above expressions for m ultiparticle
states indeed reproduce our previous ndings for the two-particle @fter considering appendix
C ) and the oneparticlk states. N ow , from equations (82-84), it isdirect to read ofthe n-particle

eigenvalue expression, nam ely

y L. NS .
(;£ 59 = [:(O)F w2lai )y Ns()7F peliy)
=1 9( jr ) =1 7( 7 j)
¥ .1(;j) 1
[, ()F i—— W f g) (89)
=1 9(;j)

Follow Ing the sam e argum ents given for the two-particlke state, and in particular the dis-
cussion presented at the end of appendix C , we easily derive that the unwanted temm s vanish
provided the rapidities satisfy the follow ing Bethe A nsatz equations

n #L
!1 ( i) _ 1) (

Yo (1)

= £ 59); i= 1;::5n (90)
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Once agaln, the nal results have been expressed In tem s of the underlying auxiliary
problem , which for a generalm ultiparticle state is de ned by

TW(;f .90 B> 22 Y gF> 2 (91)
where the inhom ogeneous transferm atrix T & ( ;£ ;q) is

TO(GE g "E T OZ (G )t ™ (o) (92)

A swe have com m ented before these results are direct extensions of those ocbtained for the
two-particlke state. W e see that the Bethe Ansatz equations and the eigenvalues still depend
on an additional auxiliary eigenvalue problam . In the language of condensed m atter we would
say that so far we m anaged to solve the \charge" degrees of freedom but still rem ains the
diagonalization of the \soin" sector. A s we chall see next the \soin" problem can also be

solved In temm s of the algebraic Bethe A nsatz approach.

42 The eigenvalues and the nested B ethe A nsatz

The task of this section is the diagonalization of the auxiliary transermatrix T ™ ( ;£ 59).
For this purpose we have to set up another Bethe Ansatz which will result In \nested" Bethe
Ansatz equations for the rapidities we began with. This problem , however, is equivalent to
the solution of the 6-vertex m odel in presence of Inhom ogeneities and it has been extensively
discussed I the literature (see eg. refs. 5,30, 31]) . Therefore we will only sketch the m ain
steps of the solution for sake of com plketeness. F irst we w rite the transferm atrix T @ ( ;£ 59)

as the trace of the follow Ing m onodrom y m atrix

T (1)( ;f jg): LA(lzl)n( 7 n)LA(lzl)n l( 7 n l) :::LZ_(\l()l)l( ’ l) (93)

@)

where A @ is the two-din ensional \spin" auxiliary space. The Lax operator L my (i) I

related to the auxiliary m atrix #( ; ;) by a pem utation on theC? C? space and itsm atrix
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elem ents are
0

b(; 4) al;i y)
(94)
a(; 5) b(i 35) A

0
W e now go ahead applying the ABCD algebraic Bethe Ansatz fram ework [Ii, 2, 3] for an

(1)
A(l ( ’ j)_

UETNHETT ©
o o o =

Inhom ogeneous transfer m atrix. W riting the m onodrom y m atrix as

1
AP (£ 59 BY(;£ 59
TYGE =6 X A (95)
C®(;f 59 D®(f 49
and taking as the reference state the vector
0 1
E w 1
o = e A (96)
=1 0 3
we nd the follow ng relations
E E
A(l)( ,'f jg) O(l) — 0(1)
W .e O<1>E — ¥ . . O<1>E
D ™ (;f 59) b(; 5
=1
E
cP(;f 59 0V = 0 97)

The edB ¥ ( ;f ;9) plays the role of a creation operator over the reference state. To get
its com m utation ruleswe solve the Y ang-B axteralgebra forthem onodromymatrix T © ( ;£ 59)

using as intertw iner the auxiliary m atrix (26). T his yields the follow ing relations

1
AT (£ 59B Y (GE 59) = 5, )P PGE 59A Y (GE )
2 g m (e ga®(;E g
b(; ) ’
1
DY (E 9B (f 59 = 58 (£ 59D (£ 59
ali ). o 1)
—B " (;f 59D " ( ;f 59)
. . b(; ) ’ ’
BP(;£459BP(;£ 359 = 0 (98)
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Next we have to m ake an Ansatz for the eigenstates of T ¥ ( ;£ ;9). This is the \spn"
part of the m ultiparticle states and it is given by the product i BY(,f 59) O(l)E whose
com ponents are precisely identi ed w ith the coe cientsF & %1 | Wl:j%:h the help of com m utation
rulkes (98) we are ablk to carry on the operatorsA ¥ ( ;£ 59)+ D @ ( ;£ ,g) through allthe

creation eldsB Y ( ;£ ;9) kading us to the Hllow Ing result for the auxiliary elgenvalue

D GE g f 19) ’ ! + ¥ b( )Yn ! (99)
rT 497 19) = P
’ = l=lb( 17 ) =1 "o l=lb( ’ l)
provided the num bers £ g satisfy the additional restriction
w ¥ P
b( 5)= M; 1= 1;:::m (100)
=1 w1 PCxi 1)

Finally, we use the auxiliary eigenvalue expression to rew rite our previous results for the
elgenvalues and Bethe Ansatz equations of the \covering" vertex m odel. Substituting the
expression (99) in equations (89,90) and using the second relation of equation (28) we obtain
that the eigenvalue is

, 2057 ) ey

(if smf @) = L.O)F ==+ p,0)F 12
=1 9(3; ) j=1 7(;3)

8 9
<y AL 1 w . o) 1 =
['2()F .1(!]) + i8(lj)

J

fog ol 7 3) b0y ) 4y 707 9, b0 17

(101)

w hile the Bethe A nsatz equations for the rapidities £ ;g becom es
nw | )#L Yﬂ 1
o) P L (102)
Y2 (3) L1 o0y 3)

Now we are aln ost ready to m ake a com parison w ith the Ligb’s and W u’s results Q]. F irst

we Introduce a new set of variables z ( 3) de ned by

. :a(j) 2h( 5) . :b( 5) 2h( 5)
z (3) () j)e ze (5) —a(j)e

Considering this de nition and taking Into acoount the transform ation (32) aswell as the

(103)

dentities (29,30), we are able to rew rite the expression for the eigenvalue as

#
¥ b() 1+ 2z (5)=2 ()
j=la( ) 1z (4)=z ()

( D (ifz (9)gif~g) = ()T
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<Y p 1+ =
0, (O)F () z (3)_Z+()
szpaC) 1z (9)=z ()
oz () 1=z () =~+U=2
.2 () 1=z () =~ U=

#
() ¥ 1=z, () 2z () =~ U=27
( Z (

s, @ ) o, 1=z () ) ~m+ U=2i
(104)
and the nested Bethe A nsatz equations are now given by
Yz (35) 1=z (3) ~+U=2
B ()P = . o ;
w12 (3) 1=z (3) =~ U=
¥ ) 1= ) o~ U=2 ¥ o~ ~ 40U
z (3 z (4 S = SE . ;1= 1;::5m (105)
j=lZ ( j) 1:Z ( ]) ~l+ U:2 k=1 ~1 ~k U

From the above expressionswenote that function ( ;fz ( 5)g;f~9) isanalyticin . This
happens because the condition of having zero residues on both direct z ( ;) and \crossed"
z; ( 3) channels is clearly ful lled by the nested Bethe Ansatz equations. The next step is to
expand the logarithm ofthe eigenvalue ( ;fz ( ;5)g;f£~9g) In powers of and up to second

order in the expansion we nd

Nl (;fz ()gif~q)] = l5n+ nk (4)]+
2 1 3
X
+ 4 B (9+1l=z ()]+ —C 2n)
7 !
3
x0 h i

+ 24 (3 1=2"(5) UR (3 1=z (31 2L5
+0 (%) (106)

The O ( ) temm param etrizes the spectrum of the Hubbard Ham itonian and to recover
the Lieb’s and W u’s results we just have to reexpress the variable z ( j) in temm s of the hole
m om enta k4 by

z (5)=¢e" 107)
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C onsidering this relation, the eigenenergies of the H ubbard m odel are

UL 2n) X
E,@L)= T + 2 cos(k;) (108)

=1

and the m om enta k; satisfy the follow ing B ethe A nsatz equations

oibks ¥ s ky) 1 U= ;
l=lS:|r1(](j) l+ JLI:4
Y sin + iU=4 ha U=
k) 1 = = S ;1= 1;::5m (109)
sm(](]) 1 iU=4 k=1 1 k+ U=2

where we also used ~; = 2i ; to bring our equations in the Ligb’s and W u’s fom . A careful
readerm ight note that the above B ethe A nsatz equations have an extra m inus factor n front of
the coupling U in com parison to the originalones. T his isbecause we are using the language of
holes instead ofparticles and thism eansthat the integersn and m are the totalnum ber ofholes
and the num ber of holes w ith soin up, respectively. It is well known that via a particle-hole
transfomm ation the kinetic term of the Ham iltonian gets an extra m inus sign, which changes
the sign of factor U=t entering in the Bethe A nsatz equations. Sin ilar reasoning can be carried
out for others conserved charges. For exam ple, the rst non-trivial current com m uting w ith
the Ham iltonian {12,13] is

XL

J = ChGuan oGy

3
=1

+U (Cg--Cj+ o Cn) Msr 14+ Ny L)+ 'S #] (110)

J

and from equation (106) it follow s that the spectrum (m odulo a constant) of this charge is
EJ@L)=21i [sh@k;) Ushk;)] (111)
=1
W e would like to close this section com m enting on the construction of the eigenvectors in
the term s of the \dual" eld B ( ). The equivalence between the comm utation rules for the
edsB ( )and B ( ) allow usto follow straightforwardly the whole construction of section 4.1

and it is not di culk to derive form ula for the \dual" eigenvectors ~ ,( 1;:::; o). Fom ally,
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we can apply the \dual" transform ation In expression (81). This leads us to ©llow ing \dual"

recurrence relation

X (17 3)
"5ty n) = B (1) 1 (i )+ 11071'3
=2 7017 5)
Y (ks j)rYl 10xi 5)
e 1 (ki 3)
o olxi 9) ey 20xi )
kéP1 i
T F (1) T n 20255 5 17 w172t 2)D () 112)
W e expect that the corresponding eigenvalues ( £ 49;£~9) should also be related to

( 7£ 59;£~9) In som e way. This is iIndeed the case if we shift all the rapidities around the

\crossing" point =2, and the relation we found is
(=2 ;£ =2 ygf =2 ~g)= (1)" (;f j9;£~9) (113)

W ith thiswe com plete ouranalysis of the graded eigenvalue problem and in the next section
we shalldiscuss som e other com plem entary results which can be obtained w thin the ABCD F
form alism .

5 Complem entary results

In this section we shall rst consider the solution of the coupled spin m odel w ith tw isted
boundary conditions. This allow us to illustrate the di erence between the Hubbard and the
coupled spin m odels from the viewpoint of their Bethe Ansatz solution. Next we consider
the well known SU (2) symm etries of the Hubbard m odel {35, 36, 37]. W e will show that
the eigenvectors (81) are highest weights of both the SU (2) Lie algebra of rotations and the

paring SU (2) symm etry. Thus we are abl to recover the resuls by Essker, K orepin and
Schoutens 6] from an algebraic point of view .
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51 Twisted boundary conditions

W e begin recalling that tw isted boundary conditions are In general associated to certain gauge

Invariances of the YangBaxter algebra. The integrability condition (1) is still valid when

Lai( ) ! GaLai( ) provided the gaugem atrix G, satis es 5]
R(; )iGa Gal=0 (114)
Thism eans that a vertex m odelde ned by the transferm atrix Tg ( ) = T Tg ( ) whose

m onodrom y m atrix is

Te ()= GaLar ()Lar 1():::Laa () 115)

still rem ains integrable. O ne way of sseing the connection to tw isted boundary conditions
is, for exam ple, to derive the quantum Ham iltonian H 3 commuting w ith the transfer m atrix
Ts (). To thisend we assum e that the Lax operator is regular at som e value of the spectral
param eter, say La; (0) = Pa; where Po; istheC* C* pem utation operator. Then the local

quantum Ham iltonian H¢ is [G, 77]
He = T, T 0T ) 116)
where symbol? stands for the derivative on . By using the pem utation properties

é\AiPAj = PAjé\ji; PAié\Aj = é\ijPAi; Trn GaPa 1=G (117)

and after few algebraic m anjpulations we derive that (see eg. refl -8])

% 1
H = hywi+ G hyGy (118)
=1

whereh;;= P LO(O)]ij and we assum ed that G, is nvertble. The last term In the H am iltonian
(118) re ects the presence of non-trivial boundary conditions. In the context of the coupled
soin m odel (7), it is straightforward to see that we get tw isted boundary conditions by taking

the follow Ing gauge 1 0 1

° e 1172 0 e 1272 0
Ga =@ A e A (119)



C karly, such gauge m atrix fiil 1l the integrability condition (114). In order to diagonalize
Ts () we only need to Introduce few m odi cations on the form alisn developed in the previous
sections. Ik is fundam entalthat this gauge does not spoilthe triangular form ofthem onodrom y
Ts ( ) when i acts on the ferrom agnetic reference Pi. The diagonal operators of Tg ( ),

however, pik up extra phase factors and now we have the follow ing relations

B()Pi=e " 220, ()P PiD () Pi=eF 272 ()F Pi
Ap()Pi=e ™ PR, () FPia,()Pi=e PR, (O)F Pi

(120)

The next step is to solve the comm utation rules In the standard YangBaxter form alisn ,
since we are considering the coupled soin m odel. T hese com m utation rules have basically the
sam e structure of those worked out for the graded case, apart from few signs and im agihary
factors. W e have collected them In appendix B and we note that the corresponding 6-vertex
auxiliary m atrix has now an extra sign in the amplitude b( ; ). Therefore, the nested part
always gets tw isted, em phasizing the di erence between the Hubbard and the coupld soin
m odels for closed boundary conditions. Since now the basic ingredients have been sst up we
can follow closely the steps of sections 3 and 4. Here we are Interested in the eigenvalues of
the tw isted m odel and now we begin to summ arize our nal ndings. Taking into account the
relations (120) and the comm utation rules B 12-B 22 we derive that the eigenvalues of transfer
matrix Tg ( ) is

e .. ) b .
2( Jr )+ el( 1+ p)=2 [!3( )]L 8( ’ j)
=1 9( ]; ) j=1 7( ’ ])

NS .
2l ) SCGE 1) (121)

¢ (£ 459 = et 2P ()T

=1 9(; j)

w here the variables £ ;g satisfy the Bethe A nsatz equations

" #L
'105)

Y2(5)

Tt tums out that the auxiliary problem gets also an extra m odi cation besides the sign on

= (prett AP (= Gf i) 3= 1;un (122)

am plitude b( ; ). The auxiliary problem absoros the tw isting on the diagonal elds A1 ( )
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and A, () and now function él) ( ;£ 49) is the eigenvalue of the follow ing auxiliary transfer

m atrix
M R o @ QO
Te (£ =Tm Gu Tya( i o)Th, 107 n 1) 0Ty () (123)
where the Lax operator]ﬁ.”zil;( 7 5) and the m atrix Gzil) are given by
0 1
1 0 0 0
B C
B ol 0 - 1
1) BO Db(; 3 aliy O " e M1 2)=2 0
LasCi 9= B ; G, =@ , A (124
B O a( ; j) b(; j) 0 0 etl 1 2)=2
@ A
0 0 0 1

T he solution ofthis auxiliary problem isonce again standard. Follow Ing the lines of section

42 we nd that the auxiliary eigenvalue expression is

( ;f £ ) i( 1 2)=2Yﬂ 1 + ot 2)=2Yn b( )Yﬂ
;L 19T 49) = € — . .t¢ P
o L. b)) -1 ", b

C ollecting these results altogether and substituting the variablesz ( ) and ~; we nd that

@)

125)

the elgenvalues of Tg ( ) can be w ritten as

- _ Y b()l+z (9)=2z ()
(;fz ( 9gif~g) = ( e "7 27Zp, (OHF :
o 7EE LTS © a0 2 (=2 O)
, v .
+ettit 22 () E b()l+z (35z ()
j=la(g)l z (5)z ()
<y =
+( )mel(l 2)=2[! ()]L b()1+Z (j)z+()
18001z (y)=z ()

=1
9
Y b()l+z (5)z ()Y 1=z, () =z () ~ U=27
sepa()l oz (y)ze () 1=z () oz () ~+ U=2i
(126)
while the nested Bethe Ansatz equation are given by
m+n __ i oz (x) 1=z (k) ~ 4+ U=2
(D" e P2k (P = = = - jk=1;::5n
jzlz (k) l=Z (k) ~j U=
¥ oz 1=z ~ U=2 . o~ ~4+ U
(x) i) L = ( 1)"e 1 2 HEN R ; 1= 1;::5m
we1 2 (k) 1=z (k) =t U=2 11 0~ U
127)
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In order to get the resuls for the Hubbard m odel w ith tw isted boundary conditions we
substitute the angles (10) In the above expressions. W e should also rem ember that we are
using the language of holes and therefore the Integers n and m are identi ed w ith the total
num ber ofholes N ® and the num ber of holes w ith spin up N !, respectively. T his cancels extra
phase factors in the Bethe Ansatz equations (127) and we recover the known set of nonlinear
equations param etrizing the spectrum of the twisted Hubbard m odel 39, 4Q]. Let us close
this discussion by m entioning a possbl application of these tw isted Bethe Ansatz resuls.
Consider the Hubbard m odel perturbed by a particke current tem (see eg ref. 1)) wih
periodic boundary conditions. Thism odel is described by the H am iltonian

XL

X
H.U; o)=H U; »n=0; 4=0) 1. 1 a < cur) (128)

=1 =

In the spin language, this perturbation is a D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction In the az—
In uthal direction, playing the role of a \vertical' m agnetic eld. Sim ilar to what happens
in the spin case 2], the form jonic current perturbation can be gauged away by using the

canonical transform ation Q]
« ! e 7 a jotan()= (129)

allow ng us to derive the relation

q U
H.U; )= 1+ 2H (qiz; n= L; 4= L) (130)
1+

C

T hus, the spectrum ofH . (U; .) isrelated to that ofthe H ubbard m odelw ith certain tw isted

boundary conditions and renom alized coupling. Sin ilar reasoning also works ifwe add a spin

&L X - -
current temm Jg = 1 g ., o < cy1) Bl]to the Hubbard Ham iltonian. Tn this

=1 =
case, after perform ing the transform ation

i(2k 3) i(Zk 3)

Gnr ! €7 o ;o oaa! e T Gep (131)

we ndthethattheHam iltonian H  U; ) ofthe H ubbard m odelperturbed by the soin current

satis es
k! U
HsU; s)= 1+ 2H (qiz; n= L; 4= L) 132)
1+

)
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B efore closing this section we would like to com m ent on possible extensions ofthe resultswe
have obtained so far. F irst it ispossibl to diagonalize a tw o-param eter fam ily of vertex m odels
whose Lax operator isL °) ( )= PR ( ; o) fL3,27]. ks Bethe Ansatz solution ollow s directly
from the results ofthis section, sihce the m ain change is only concemed w ith the action ofthe

elds on the reference state. Ik tums out that now the bare pssudom om enta (left-hand side of
rst equation (127)) depends on the variable , as [z;ﬁ F . Also, the whole form alisn can

be extended to treat the Hubbard m odel in the presence of chem ical potential @A3]. F inally,

for further results on tw isted boundary conditions see for nstance ref. {@4].

52 SU @) sym m etries

In this subsection we investigate the highest w eights properties of the eigenvectors constructed
in section 4, w ith respect to the two SU (2) symm etries of the Hubbard m odel BJ]. Few years
ago, E ssler K orepin and Schoutens 3§] have shown that certain \regular" states obtained from

the coordinate B ethe A nsatz wave function are highest weight states ofboth the SU (2) algebra
ofrotationsand -pairing SU (2) symm etry. T he idea here isto explore the algebraicm achinery
we developed in the previous section to study this problem from an algebraic perspective, in
clse analogy w ith the discussion by Takhta fn and Faddesv 3] for the H eisenberg m odel. For
this purpose we w illuse the results of G ohm ann and M urakam i [37] who recently showed that
the graded m onodrom y m atrix Indeed comm utes w ith these two SU 2) Lie algebras. M ore

precisely, ©llow ing the notation of ref. 37] we have
T(C)S L= 1[() hi =+i iz 133)

and

T(), L= 1) hy =+; ;z (134)

w here the subscripts Q and A em phasize In which space, quantum or auxiliary, the com m uta—

tors are taken, respectively. The SU (2) generators of rotations S  and those of the -pairing
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symmetry  arede ned by 7]
8'= oy i8S = dop p ST= @y ny) (135)
and

= (DTG, 0 = (Do i = gty 1) (136)

Tl S PR R (137)
14 14 2

T e X~Z=}<Z f+f 2 (138)
14 14 2

Let us begih by considering the -pairing symm etry. The identity (134) enables us to
com pute the comm utators of the creation elds B () and F ( ) wih the SU 2) -pairing

generators. For the com ponent * we nd
[5B ()= B(); [5F ()= 2F () (139)
while or © we have
["B()l= C () ; [";F()I=B() D() (140)

W e s=e that fomula (139) corroborates the physical interpretation we have proposed for
the creation eldsB ( ) and F ( ), ie. that they create a single and a doubly occupied holk on

the full band pssudovacuum . For exam ple, from this equation it is straightforward to derive
Zjn( 17 n)i: L n)jn( 17 n)l (141)

where we used the property * Pi= L Pi.
W e note that the above resul is valid for arbitrary values of the rapidities. H owever, this
is no longer true when we consider the annihilation property of the raising operator * . In

what follow s we shall show that
YT 2)i= 0 142)
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provided the rapidities £ ;g satisfy the Bethe Ansatz equations derived in section 4.

To verify the above annihilation property it is instructive st to study the case of few
particles over the reference state and afterwards use m athem atical induction for the general
case. From equation (136) this is clearly correct for the reference state. For the oneparticle

state, by using the st commutator (140), it is easy to show that
"3a(0i= TB(OF Pi= [GB()IF Pi= C ()F Pi=0 (143)
T he Bethe Ansatz restrictions start to em erge In the two-particle state analysis. For this
state the com m utators (140) produce

T9.(1 201 = B(1) TB(AFPL C (1) B(HF DL

yiolai 2 ey B (L) F i (144)

7( 17 2)

The st tem in the above equation vanishes by the sam e argum ents used in the one—
particle state analysis. To sin plify the second term we use comm utation rule B 3) and nally
the third tem iseasily estin ated from the diagonalrelation 23). Putting these sim pli cations
togetherwe nd

‘. . i0(17 200 i ,
J2(17 21 = ———— E’Vl(l)Wl(z)]L Mz(l)wz(z)]L F i

7017 2)

: . h
- rTwl 2 w0 (17 2) e ()wo ()T

7017 2) N

o Dwa( ) P = £9) V(= 5f9 “FPi
= 0 (145)
where 1 the second line we used the Pllow ing two-particle dentity, ¥ ( = 1;f 1g9) Y ( =
2;f 19) = 1. Clarly, the term in brackets vanishes due to the Bethe A nsatz equations (90).

N ext we consider the threeparticle state. W e shall see that a generalpattem In the analysis

begins to em erge here. A fter using the com m utator relations (140) we have

+j3(1i 27 3)1 = B (1) +N2(2i 3F Pi C (1) “o( 27 )F DL
+ B (1) D (1] B()B (29 (1; 27 3)F Pi

+¥B (1) D (1)) B(B(3)a (1 2; 3)F Pi  (146)
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The rsttem isoomputabl directly from the st line ofequation (145), afterm aking the
replacements ;! ,and 5! 3. The third and fourth tem s are estin ated w ith the help
of com m utations rules (35-36). The sin pli cations for the second tem is m ore com plicated
since it involves the know ledge of an extra com m utation rule, besides relation B .3), between

the edsC ()andF (). This relation is given by

c(F() = iU v e U ey B ()

707 ) 707 )

G e (e =Y e (p () 147)

707 707
C ollecting all the pieces together is rem arkable to see that m any temm s have opposite signs
and thus they are trivially canceled out. H owever, there is a non-trivial sin pli cation yet to
be carried out. This is related to the tem s proportionalto [M:B ( 1) f)] and they vanish
thanks to the follow ing identity

10 ®7z) o X;y) L5 (viz) 10 &;y) L 1o x;z) 2(@zZ;y)
7 X;z) 7 &X7y) o (y;z) 7 (5y) 7 X:z) o (z7y)

=0 (148)

A fter these sin pli cations, the rem aining temm s are only proportionalto [ B ( )] and
they can be com pactly w ritten in the ollow Ing way
X3 %!
Y3301 25 3)i= U 7o Caisesy i 5005 3)R5 (0 5if 9 F P10 (149)
=2Fk1

The rst tem QAIGZ)( 1; 2;f x9) iseasily gured out because it has only two m ain con—

tribbutions com ing from the second and the third temn s of equation (146). The other two
are cbtained from this temm wvia consecutive pem utation of rapidities through the exchange

property (78). T he expressions for these coe cients are

h
S (u 5Ex@ = Wi(owi()F W owa(F P = 5fy9 Y= 5f 9

oy B . . N
1017 35) Il(ll k).l(jl k)ol(?(l; SE Q) 150)
7(1;3'),(:1 Lol k)iol 47 x)

k6 31

and they vanish again as a consequence of the Bethe A nsatz equations (90).
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Now using m athem atical induction it is possible to w rite the action of the raising operator
on a generaln-particlke state as
x ox1
=211
A s before, it is convenient rst to com pute the sin plest coe cient QAl(g) (17 27 x9) and
then take advantage of the pem utation property (78) to cbtain the rem aining ones. For this

tem we have Just two contrbutions com ing from

T=" B(1)"n 203522 B ()Y (1525 ) F Di (152)

IT= C (1) “n1(g;::5 IF PI (153)

to what we did in appendix D and we nd

. . Yn, . N 4 -
]Ll w017 2) 1o(ks 1)1 20«5 2)[~ ~ (st IE Pias)

I =
Wy Cadwa (2) 7017 2) . 9(xki 1) o(xi 2)

k612

T he second part ism ore nvolring since we have to carry tw o operators oftype £() through

vector T, 2 ( 37:::; n). Thismeans that we have to com pute the expression
i10(17 2) A A . ,
IT = % Ko (0K 5 (D00 2037555 )by P2 P10 (159)
7 1r 2

which after som e algebra can be com pacted back as

i ; ¥ . .
1T = MMZ(l)Wz(l)]L '1(11 k)'l(Zl x)
7( 17 2) o1 Lo 17 x)1 o( 25 %)
K6 172
0 "no2(sii )] ,w, DY (= 5T ( = 5f QP2 F>* pi (156)

F inally, putting together expressions (154) and (156) and also using the auxiliary eigenvalue

de nition (91) we nd
i

(= 5f 9

h
QA{%)( 17 27f x9) = Wi )we( 2)]L Wo( )wa( 2)]L (l)( = ;£ 9

110017 2) ¥ 1017 k) 1025 %) 157)

7017 2) ., 1 oC1; k)i ol 27 )
k§ 172
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which once again vanishes due to the Bethe Ansatz equations. A 1l the other coe cients are
obtained by pem uting the rapidities and by taking Into acoount the exchange property (78),
and as a resul they get an extra m ultiplicative \ordering" factor é\l(? (17 37 x9). Since the
Bethe A nsatz equations are nvariant under indices relabeling, they vanish too. T his com pletes
the proof that the elgenvectors (81) are highest weight states ofthe -pairing symm etry.

N ext we tum to exam Ine the highest weight property ofthe SU (2) algebra of rotations. N ow
the com m utators of the creation eldswith the SU (2) generators are cbtained from equation

(133). For the com ponent S* we nd
B%B1()I=B1() ; B%B2()]l= Ba() ; B5%F ()I=0 (158)
and for S* we have
B";B1()]=0; B ;B2()I=B1(); B';F ()I=0 159)

First of all, it isnot di cul to see that eigenvector (81) w illbe hardly annihilated by the
raising operator S* unless further restriction are assum ed. To illustrate this fact n a sinple

exam ple ket us consider the oneparticle state. By using the com m utators (159) we nd
ST 31(1)i=Bi(F?Pi (160)

where we used that S* Yi= 0. Therefore, to assure the highest weight property for the one-
particle statewemust set F 2 = 0. This isan exam pl ofwhat was called \regular" B ethe states
in ref.36], and in general these states are cbtained by procting out the negative sectors of
the m agnetization operator S*. This later condition is easily in plem ented for the eigenvector
(81) if one uses the com m utators (158).

To see how this works in practice et us consider the twoparticle state. In this case it is

obvious that we have to set F %> = 0, and after that we nd

h
S" 3 2(1; 2 equnr = S* Bi(1)Bi()F ™+ Bl(ﬁ#)Bz(z)Fm*‘ B, ( 1)B1( 2)F P+
b3 20007 e e e i
X 7017 2
= [ F¥Bi(1)Bi(2)Pi (161)

P
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Tablk 1: The \regular" multiparticle states propertiesup ton = 4.

n S J n( INAREY n)lregular S+ J n( INARRY n)lregular_ 0
2 2 none
X 12
2 0 F“=0
P
3 3 none
X
3 1 F% =0
P
4 4 none
X
4 2 Fi2 =g
P
X X X X
4 0 F 122 o F o122 o F 1212 - F212 -
P P P P

where the sum is over pem utations on the indices of the coe cient F %% . In this case it
is straightforward to verify that this sum indeed vanishes by directly solving the auxiliary
eigenvalue problm (56). The desper reason behind this fact, however, is that the vanishing
of such sum is precisely related to the highest weight property of the Bethe wave functions
ofthe X X X Heisenberg m odelw ith tw o sites. W e should recall here that the com ponents of
this wave finction are identi ed with the coe cients F #2%! ., From this discussion, it becom es
evident that the whole procedure can be applied to any m ultiparticle state. A s an exam pl,
In tablke 1 we summ arize our ndings up to the fourparticle state

T he colum ns oftable 1 refer to the particle num ber, m agnetization values and the su cient
vanishing condition for S* annihilate the \reqular" part of elgenvector (81), respectively. In
the sum the symbol a m eans that the a-th element is m aintain xed under pem utations.
T he generalization to muliparticle state is done by induction and the su cient vanishing
conditions are m ade of the m any possible pem utation over the coe cients F % *#! having
positve m agnetization . A s before, these conditions are fiil lled as a consequence of the highest
weight property ofthe Bethe states ofthe X X X H eisenberg soin chain in a lattice w ith sizen.
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Since this laterpoint hasbeen wellexplained by E ssler, K orepin and Schoutens 36, there isno
need to proceed w ith details, and thuswe conclude ourproofthat S* § , ( 1; n )iregular =0
here.

Finally, we ram ark that sin ilar properties can be also veri ed for the \dual" eigenvec-
tor. The only di erence is that now the \regular" states are de ned by profcting out the
positive sector of the m agnetization. At this level, the eigenvector and is \dual" becom es

com plem entary eigenstates.

6 The ABCDF fram ework for the B ariev m odel

The purpose of this section is to illistrate that the ABCDF fram ework developed In the
previous sections is by no m eans only applicable to the Hubbard m odel. In order to show
that, we consider a second interesting m odel of interacting X Y chains whose corresponding
R -m atrix also does not have the di erence property. The m odel was originally form ulated by
Bariev R4] and its one-din ensional H am iltonian is

H= (§ g1t 5 20@+FV I+ (F 4+ 5 4@V D) (162)

i
=1

where V isa coupling constant. In the language of ferm ionsV plays the role of a bond-charge
Interaction and H am iltonian (162) resem bles the m odel ofhole superconductiviy proposed by
Hirsch Egl.

In the context of the quantum inverse scattering m ethod this m odel has recently been
investigated by Zhou 7] and Shiroishi and W adati HJ] who found two distincts covering
vertex m odels for the Bariev Ham iltonian. In this section we apply the ABCD F fom alisn

for the form er solution’. In this case, the proposed Lax operator was [47]

L2 ()= L O O) (163)

4part ofour resultswere rst announced in ref. @@] See also ref. [_5-]_:]
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1 q
Lz§1§()=5<1+ §§)+5<1 PXdexp( 4 )+ (3 a4 5 X)) 1+ Zexp@ 5 L) (164)
and
) 1 z z z z + + +q 2 +
LAJ():E(]--I_ jA)+5(l ]A)exp( A A)+(j A+ j A) 1+ eXpQ A A) (165)

The relation between the parameter and the coupling constant V is determm inated by

e =2

com puting the expression P L ®' () on = 0. After perform ing the rescaling ! 5r—;

we found
1+V
h=e = (166)
1 Vv

The R-m atrix solving the Yang-B axter algebra for this choice of Lax operator was also
found by Zhou. ks explicit 16 16 form is §47]

0 1
. 0 0 0 0O 0O O O 0O 0 O 0 0 0 0 o0
Bo 20 0o 35 0 0o o o o 0o 0 0o 0 0 o%
§O o , 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 oC
Eo 0 0 s 0 O 5 0 0 6 0 0 9 0 0 08
Bo 5 0 0 2 0 o o o o 0o 0 0 0 0 0

B
Bo o o0 o 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O
Eo 0 0 12 0 O ; 0 0 15 0 O s 0 0 o0
BEo o o o o 0o o s 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 o0&
R(;)=B8 o}
’ Bo o 5 0 00 0 0 . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0f
Bo 0o 0 13 0 0 15 0 0w 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0
BEo o 0o o 0o 0o o o 0 0o 1 0 0 0 o0 o0
B
Bo o o0 0 0 o0 0o 0o 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 u 0K
Bo o o 1 0 0 1, 0 0 135 0 0 4 0 0 0
B
Bo o o0 0o 00 0 10 0 0 0 0 g 0 og
€o o o o 0o 0o 0 0 0O O O 11 0 O e O0A
o 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 O O ©O0 0 0 0 0 i

(167)

where the fleen non-null Boltzm ann weights 5( ; ), J= 1;:::;15 have been collected in
appendix E . W e ram ark that we have veri ed that this R m atrix indeed satis es the Yang-
Baxter equation (6).

W e note that the structure of such R -m atrix is very sin ilar to that found for the H ubbard

m odel and consequently one could easily guess that the ABCD F fom alisn should work for
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this embedding as well. It is not di cul to adapt the m ain steps of section 3 in order to

obtain the approprate com m utation rules for such classical vertex analog of the B ariev m odel.
Them ost In portant com m utation ruleshave been summ arized in appendix E . T he interesting
feature here is the structure which com es up forboth the \exclusion" vector and the auxiliary

rm atrix. W e found that they are given by

0 1
1 0 0 0
E C
B0 a®(;) &) 0
~B)= 0 1 1=h 0);2® (; )==&E o) (168)
20 b®(;) a’’(;) 0
@ A
0 0 0 1
where theweights a®’ ( ; )andb®’ ( ; ) are
@ h? @ h? h( )
B)( . \— .28y . By =
a (I )_ h2 14 a]_ (r )_ h2 14 b (I )_ h2 (169)

From equation (169), it is easily recognizable that the auxiliary r-m atrix has the structure
of an asymm etrical and anisotropic 6-vertex m odel because the param etrization leading to
the di erence property for £®’ ( ; ) isnow standard, namely = exp (ik). In this case the
hidden symm etry is of H ecke type because such auxiliary r-m atrix can be produced as a result
of Baxterization of the Hecke algebra (see eg. ref. [B2]). W e recall here that this later
symm etry was rst noted by H ikam iand M urakam iby exploiting the continuum 1 it of the
Bariev Ham iltonian f9]. Interesting enough, we note that the \exclusion" statistics for \spins"
degrees of freedom seem s to be of anyonic type w ith a phase which depends on the strength
of the coupling constant V (see equation (166)). It ram ains to be seen if this feature will
also be m anifested in physical quantities com putable by Bethe A nsatz m ethods such as in the
low tem perature behaviour of the free energy (conformm al lim i) and in the scattering of the
elem entary excitations.

Let usnow discuss the construction ofthe eigenvalies and the eigenvectors forthis classical
analog ofB ariev m odel. Tt tumsout that such fom ulation goes airly parallelto the one already
presented in section 4 and in appendix D . Forthis reason we shallavoid unnecessary repetition,

and from now on we concentrate our attention only to the basic points. W e start directly w ith

48



the tw o-particle state analysis since it has already proved to contain su cient lnform ation about
the m ain steps entering In the relevant com putations. A fterwards, generalization to muli-
particle states is m ade follow ing sin ilar discussion presented In appendix D . O ur previous
experience w ith the Hubbard m odel suggests us to begin wih a symm etrized two-particle
vector. A sbefore, them aln trick is to Jook at the comm utation rule between the two creation

edsoftype B ( ). From equation & 17) it isnot di cul to guess that such vector is

~Bl =B (1) B(,) MN(B>F(1>B<2> (170)

ol 17 2
which is Indeed the case thanks to the follow ing identity

1207 ) 907 ). @)
o 7 )s(i)

~E Bl ()= (171)

W e go ahead com puting the action of the diagonal elds on the two-particle state Ansatz.
Herewe shalluse fully the permm utation property ofthe eigenvector, specially the sim pli cations
m entioned at the end of appendix C . Considering the com m utations rules of appendix E and
follow ing the caloulations of section 4, we nd that the expressions for the action ofthe diagonal

elds on the two-particke state are

. ¥ (5) E
B() 2(41; 2 = T
=1 3(3;)
X2 E
{1)(;j;fkg)
=1
®) 3) E
+H (7 17 2) o (7 55 v k9 172)
®) E 2 ¥ (i) e £
D() , (152 = [°T — 5, (17 2)
=1 9(;3)
X2 a) @) E
h 5T &)= 5f9 1 (i 5f 9
=1
E
+H (o1 Db 1 oF (G 5 uf ) (173)
X2 N E Y2 (; ) E
o) 77C 20 = BT —2 9 (it (2

a=1 =1 307 3)
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X2

E
h( DT &) ( = 5£x@ (i 3£ )
=1
%2 E
352)( 7 3 f x9)
=1
®) 1) 3) E
+Hy (o1 20h 2P 5, (= 2if @ ¢ (i 3 uf «9)
E
+H, (717 2)h 1T 2;’)< = £ x9) o (i 5 uf «9)

@74)

where we used the relationsB ( ) Pi= Pi,A.. ()= h FPiandD () Pi= [ 2} Piwhih
are determ ined by acting the Lax operator on the ferrom agnetic pssudovacuum . A s before,
g) ( ;£ 19) is the eigenvalue of the auxiliary problem (56) whose r-m atrix isnow £&8)( ; ).

Furthem ore, the expressions for the unwanted tem s are

E (350 0¥ 1 (x N iy’ .
D opE g = 2 X m () B (k) B35k (ki DF Pi
3035 ), 3(xi 3) e 1
k6 j
175)
B (i DY 103 % R v ,
P ) = — =LA () D] B(x) 85k DF Pi
9(lj)k,l 3(j; k) k=1
k€ j
176)
3) E
o (i3 vExg) =F ()®F Di 177)
F inally, the functions H lCB) x;v;2),1= 1;:::;4 are given by
1.2 yiz) = s viz) 4 @ix) 1 @ix) 2 @iX) 12 ix) a78)
9 (iz) o(yix) 3(ix) 3@Zix) o (yix)

x;y) 5(yiz) 5 (X;2) 2 (X;Y)
1.2 x;y;2) = — 179
2 &iviz) 0 X;Y) 9(yiz) 9 X;2) 9 X;Y) 47)

B wiyiz) = ®iy) 2 &iz) s &iy) s &iy) 2 &iy) 2(yiz)

18 g2+ T2 g
DY) 3 ®iz) o %5Y) o XpY) 3 &;Y) 3 (iz) ’ h
02 wiyiz) = 1 &72) 2 &jy) s &®jz) 5 (XjZ) 2 XjZ) 2 (Z7Y) 181)
3X52) 3 (X5Y) o (X;2) 0o X;2) 3X;2) 3(z;Y)

50



In order to cancel out the unwanted tem s it is su cient to in pose the follow ing Bethe

Ansatz restriction to the rapidities
[sh1 P = (= §fy9); i= 12 182)

since this condition elin inates autom atically the st two kind of unwanted tem s. M oreover,
this helps us to gather the fur unwanted tem s proportionalto F ( )~“®)# which are nally
vanished due to the identity

H" eyyiz)+ Hy &yyiz) = Hy &yiz) + B ®&yi2) (183)
To cbtain the two-particke eigenvalue we collect the wanted tem s and by using the expres-

sion for the Boltzm ann weights (see appendix E ) we nd

2 1 2 2 2 1
Yhilth; ¥ 140 ¥ h '+ h "

+h P — 3 Y(;f 9 @s4)

CIGE 59 = , T .
=1 3 =1 ] =1 J

T he generalization of these resuls for m ultiparticle states goes much along the lines dis-

aussed In appendix D . W e start constructing a sym m etrized n-particle vector state which

satis es

7iitogens sittn )RV (5 1) (185)

¥ (1 )Y (ki 9)
~ ~ 5 1 1 k
Bl =B (1) 5 (et ) L -
5o 9017 5) o, 9 (ki 5)
k€ j
h iyl
~ ~ B) ®B)
F ()7, 202720 5 17 g+15:25 o)B (5) Beoar1 (ki 5) (186)
k=2

From the two-particke analysis it isnot di cul to see what should be the expressions forthe
m ultiparticle eigenvalues and Bethe A nsatz equations. For exam pl, the auxiliary eigenvalue
expression is the sam e as given in equation (99), replacing b( ; ) by b®)( ; ). Tomake a

com parison w ith the previous Bethe Ansatz results derived by Bariev R4] it is convenient to
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rede ne the spectralparam eter , the rapidities £ ;g and the nesting variables £ 5g f8]. Here
we st

3= €9 y=e (187)
In tem s of these new rapidities, our nalresuls for the eigenvalues are

¥ cosk=2+ k=2 i =2) , ¥ cosk=2+ k=2 i =2)
kiftkig;f 59) = — , + exp (2Lk) — ,
i isin (ki8:2 k=2+ i =2) ., isn k=2 k;=2+ 1 =2)

i=

Y ijcosk=2+ k=2 i=2)¥ sin( =2 k=2+1i)
P, snke=2 k=2+i=2) ,_, sn(s=2 k=2)

texp ik 1)L]

9
Y joosk=2+ k=2 1 =2)¥ sin k=2 =2+ i)~ 188)
o, Snk=2 k=2+ 1 =2) =1 sin k=2 =2) i
w hile the nested Bethe Ansatz equations for the rapidities fk;g and £ ;g are
(lkL) ( l)n m b4 Sjl"l(ki=2 j=2+ l =2) . l
5 = ; 1= 1;::5n
exp i <in (ki=2 j=2 i =2) ’ ’ ’
¥ ogin( =2 k=2 1 =2 ¥ sin( =2 =2 i
(" : . : ) , s < , ); = 1;:::5;m (189)
=1 sin ( j=2 ki=2+ 1 =2) k=1 sin ( j=2 k=2+ i)

F inally, to ocbtain the eigensoectrum oftheH am iltonian (162) we expand the transferm atrix

eigenvalues In power of the spectral param eter. Up to seocond order we have

X1 Xt 1
In[ ( ;£ 39;f s59]= ihi+h j_(hi+h—i)
h2 2xn 1 ) ) 3
_— . 1
o [(h i) h )71+ 0 () (190)

Considering the O ( ) temn ofthe above equation and ram em bering to perform the rescaling

! ﬁi) we oconclude that the eigenenergies of the H am iltonian (162) are

xn
E,=20+V) cos (ky) 191)
=1

W e conclude ram arking that thism odelcan also be solved w ith tw isted boundary conditions

follow ing precisely the sam e steps presented In section 51 .
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7 Conclusions

The m ain purpose of this paper was to apply the quantum inverse scattering program for the
one-dim ensional Hubbard m odel. W e succeeded In developing a fram ework which allowed us
to present an algebraic form ulation for the Bethe states of the transfer m atrix of the classical
\covering" Hubbard m odel proposed earlier by Shastry {12,13]. A hidden 6-vertex symm etry
has been revealed, and it played a fundam ental role In the solution of the transfer m atrix
eigenvalue problem . W e have found the eigenvalues of the transfer m atrix and showed that its
eigenstates are highest w eights states ofboth the rotationaland the -paringSU (2) sym m etries.
This later result corroborates the original proof given by E sskr, K orepin and Schoutens 36]
In tem s of coordinate wave finctions. W e have also discussed the algebraic solution ofm odels
w ith tw isted boundary conditions and applied the resuls to the H ubbard m odel perturoed by
charge and spin currents.

T he fram ew ork developed in thispaper, the ABCD F formm alisn , is indeed suitable to solve
a broad class of Integrable systam s. A san exam ple, we solved, In section 6, the classical analog
of the Bariev m odel by this m ethod. There are also other models that t in the ABCDF
fram ew ork, such as the trigonom etric vertex m odelsbased on theB,,C, ,D, ,A% andAj
algebras aswell as certain related supersym m etric m odels R3]. Interesting enough, the form er
m odels aln ost exhaust the Jimbo’s and Bazhanov’s list of U4 (G ) R-m atrices f5:3], and only
the D 2, ; m odel appears to be not solvabl w ithin our fram ework. Anyhow , these exam ples
suggest usthat the ABCD F fomm alisn is capabl of solving iIntegrable m odels having one lss
trivial conserved quantum num ber when com pared to the A, m ultistate 6-vertex m odels w ith
an equivalent H ibert space.

F inally, the possibility ofbringing a variety ofm odels under one unifying approach not only
highlight the qualities of the quantum nverse scattering program but also allow s us to better
understand the relevant properties entering their B ethe Ansatz solution. T his also m otives us
to Jook for further extensions w hich could shape our know ledge tow ards a possible classi cation

of integrabble m odels from an algebraic point of view . An interesting exam ple seam s to be the
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D 2, , vertex m odel, which we plan to investigate in a fiture work.
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Appendix A :Boltzm ann weights of the Shastry m odel
W e start this appendix by presenting the ten non-null Boltzm ann weights of Shastry’s

R-matrix (15). They are given by

n [e)
()= PO PO ay+e PO POy 5( ;) @ 1)
n @)
205 )= e PO POaa )+ PO POy 5(; ) @ 2)
( )
ebO*hOlg(p( )+ e PO*ROp()a() cshh() h()]
3505 )= 57 ) @A 3)
a( )b()+a( )b() coshh ( )+ h()]
( )
e PR (b )+ el 0p(ha() coshh() h())
o (5 )= s( ;) @A 4)
a( )b( )+ a( )b() coshh( )+ h())
( )
ePOrhOg ()p() e POROIB()a() , coshh() h()]
i) = b ()] ;
sl i) a( )o( )+ a( )o() B0 B e n+ny )
( h()+h()] h()th()] ) (A5)
e ROFROIg (p( )+ ePOFROp(ya() , coshh() h()]
P = b ()] ;
7hi) a( )b( )+ a( )b() BB O O+ )
@ 6)
n (@]
s( )= e *0ap() e PV PUb()a() (i) @ 7)
n (@]
o(; )= e " R0a)p()+ e *b)al) s ) @ 8)
( )
ok o4 <h h
0l( ;)= O 50 ocoshh() RO ooy @ .9)

a()o()+a()b() ocoshh()+ h()]
where theweight s5( ; ) hasbeen used asa nom alization. W e recall that functionsa( ) and

b( ) satisfy the freeferm ion condition a( )+ K ( ) = 1, and in this paper we shall use the
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param etrization isa( ) = cos( ) andb( ) = sin( ). There are certain usefil dentities satis ed

by these weights we have used to sim plify com m utation rules and the m ultiparticle problm .
T hese relations are given by [1§]

307 )= 1(; )+ (i) 4(; )+

205 )= 2(;) @ 10)
20 ) 10 ) e ) elid)= 4Ci )i ) Z20;)= (i) @ 11)
207 ) 30 )+ 4 ) 1(;)=2%(;) @ 12)

A ppendix B :Extra com m utation rules
T his appendix is devoted to com plem ent the com m utation relations presented In them ain
text. For nstance, there are som e additional com m utation rules which are im portant for the

com plete solution of the two-particke state problem . These are relations between the elds
B(),B (),C()andC () given by

Cal )By( )= 8; ;Bb<>ca<>+if’§’: ;BuAab() B(Awm()] B
9\ 7 9\ 7
s( 7 ) . s )
BLOBa()= = BB O+ i F (Rw() FORaO] B2
9\ 7 9\ 7
c.0B() = = e, <Y s 0,0 < B 0e, )
707 ) 7( 7 707 )
. 10( 7 ) . 10( 7 )
F S AL (OB ()4 2 UF ()C () B (D ()]
707 ) 707 )
® 3)

In particular, the commutation rule B :3) is of considerabl In portance In the proofthat
the eilgenvectors constructed in section 4 are highest welights states of the SU ) - pairing
symm etry (see section 52). In order to understand the roke of the creation eld B () &
is iIndispensable to derive its com m utations relations w ith the other relevant elds. Between

B () and the diagonal operators we have

£() B () = ilﬁf;f(m:B()Af()]+i5(f)B”(>z$(>
8\ 7 8\ 7
poli e g e 2t e e () 128 e (e ()
707 ) g (s g (s
B 4)
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B ()D () ® 5)

B()B () = I B ()B()+ F wC ()
707 ) 707 )
al ;) 107 ) A -«
F()X() i——B () A()] ® .6)
7075 ) 707 )
while with itself and w ith the scalar operatorF ( ) we have
1(7) 105 ) ~
B () B ()= (.)f(;):B()B()]+17(.)fF()D()F()D()g ®.7)
2 ’ 7 ’
s(7 ) ol 7))
F()B ()= F()B () 1 B ()F () ® 8)
205 ) 205 )
s(7 ) s 7))
B ()F ()= 5 B ()F () i .)F()B() ® .9)
2 ’ 2 ’

Lastly, the comm utation rules w ith the annihilation eldsC ( ) and C () are

C.()By ()= 9; ;Bbuca() if’if ;DHAba() D ()Am()]  ®10)
8 ’ 8 ’
c.By() = s e,y =Y ) =Y s (ea)
707 ) 707 ) 705 )
1007 ) . 1007 )
O R (AR () 2T UF()C () D (B ()]
707 ) 707 )
® 11)

The best way of seeing that these lJater com m utations relations are connected to those for
the eld B ( ) is to read the equations In tem s of their com ponents. For Instance, we note
that comm utation rule B 2) is selfdualunder the \dual" transform ation describbed In section
3. Several other relations have sin ilar property aswell.

W e close this appendix by presenting the expressions forthe fiindam entalocom m utation rules

when we solve the standard Yang-B axter algebra (3). These relations Jack the presence of the
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in aghary factors \i" and certain extra signs when com pared to their graded counterparts.
Below we list the m ost in portant relations for the creation elds B ( ) and F ()

107) 5( 7 )

£() B() = B () XK ()lfy (; )+ B() A()
o ( 7 ) o ( 7 )
200 ) e ey =Y e e 2 e (e e
207 ) ol 7 ) ol 7 )
® 12)
_ 2(1) 5(1)
B()B ()= B()B()+ B ()B(); ® 13)
9 I) 9(1)
D()B() = 2 e () =Y e e ()
7(1) 7(;)
U e e e 22U e () £ ® 14)
207 ) 207 )
Ko ()F () = L+ 2Gi) k() 20i) ()
? o( ;) s( ;) : o( ;) () 2
5(;)[3() B ( )kt 5(;)[8”() B ( Lo ® 15)
ol 7 ) s( 7 )
207 ) a( ;) (i) ~t
B ()F ()= F()B()+ F()B()+ ——"fB() B()grs, ®16)
7075 ) 7075 ) 7075 )
205 ) a (7)) 1o(i)~
D ()F ()= F()D()+ F()D()+ ————"74 8" () B ()g
207 ) 707 ) 707 )
®17)
where "ty and £( ; )ry are given by
0 1
1 0 0 0
% C
B0 a(;) b(; ) O
Tw = O 1 1 0) £y (5 )=% ®B 18)
B O b(;) a(; ) O
@ A
0 0 0 1

Furthem ore, the relations closing the com m utation rules between the creation operators

B()andF () are

B() 5=y 5Ot (1) 2w (B () F OB Ogh

207 ) 707
® 19)
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FC)NE()I=0 B 20)

g (7

()B()+7;B()F() ® 21)
)

(7
FI) ()= 547
OB ) 2( 7 207

B()F ()= (F () ——F0O)B() B 22)

207 )
Appendix C :The twoparticle state

;F

Zﬁi; = 0 (s

In this appendix we provide details about the technical points entering the analysis of the
tw o-particke eigenvalue problem . W ebegin the discussion by rst considering the wanted tem s.
W e recall that the am plitudes proportional to the rst part of the two-particke eigenstate are
easily estin ated as a product ofthe rst right-hand side temm s of the com m utation rules (34—
36). For the second part, however, there are m ore contrbutions since the action of diagonal
operatorson the rstpart B ( 1) B ( 2)F Piproduce at least one extra temm proportionalto
the second part F ( ()7 F Piaswell. It tums out, however, that these contributions m iracu-
lously factorize in the sam e product form swe have obtained forthe rstpart ofthe eigenstate.
T his happens thanks to ram arkable identities between the Boltzm ann weights we begin listing

below . Forthe eld B ( ) there are two contrdbutions and they factorize as

2 (Vix) 2(Vix) s5(zZ;x) 10Wix) 7(iz) _ 2 Yix) 2 (Z;x) c1
7 (Yix) o (VixX) o(zZ;xX) 7(¢ix) 10(i2) 9 (VixX) ¢(z;%)
Analogously, forthe eld D ( ) we have
2 X7Y) 5 (X7Y) 10 &;2) 7(yi2) _ s (X7Y) s (X;2) C 2)
7 X;y) 7 &ry) 1&Xiz) 10(yiz) 7 X7y) 7 &;z)

X2
For the diagonal eld A .. () we have three contributions, where two of them are gen—

a=1
erated by the rst part of the eigenstate. The identity that brings these tem s together and

also gives rise to the auxiliary eigenvalue function is

5 14 2 &;y) ! 1&5y) 10 &iz) s ®iy) 7 (Viz) L+ a6iy)]
8 X;y) o X;Y) o X;y) 1&;z) s Xiy) 10i2z)
L 10 &®;y) 2®;y) s&;z) 1(iz)
7X7y) o Xjy) oXiz) 10(yiz)
. .y h i
= :g:i; :g:z; bx;y) + bx;z) ak;y)ax;z)
C 3)
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Next we tum to the analysis of the unwanted tem s proportionalto B () B ( 3) and
r B () f)] B (3. Thetemswih 5 = , are stmightbrwardly read from the
comm utation rules (34-36) because only singlke contrbutions occur for each diagonal eld.
However, for 5 = 1, the situation is m ore com plicated because it nvolves m any di erent
contrbutions whose origin is due to the fact that the rapidity ; is wrongly ordered when
com pared wih ,. Neverthelkss, one expects that there should be a better way of recasting
these tem s since the Bethe Ansatz equations are usually independent of indices relabeling.
Indeed, it tums out that these m any contributions can be com pactly w ritten by ntroducing
the \ordering" factor O j(l) (7 3£ x9). Asbefore, In order to factorize these contributions to
a single tem , we had to use extra identities between the B oltzm ann weights. For exam pl, for

the eld B ( ) they are

10 Vix) 10(yi2) 5 ¥ix) 5 (2Z5y) 5(2;x) 1(yr;z)

1(¥ix) s5(@Zix

)
7 = ; c 4
9 (Yix) 9(Z;X)a(y *) 7(vix) (yiz) 0 (YixX) o(z7y) 9 (z;X) 9(y;2)a<y 2 €4
and
10 ¥V;x) 10;2) N 1 (yix) 5<Z;X)b(y;x)= 5 (z;%) l(y;Z)b(y;z) C 5)
7yix) 7(iz) 9 (Vix) o(z;x) 9 (Z;iX) o(i2)

w here the left-hand side of the above equations represent the contributions com ng from the
\brute foree" calculations whilke the right-hand side exhibits the \ordering" factor explicitly.
Sin ilar sin pli cations can be carried out for the elds * AAaa ()and D ( ), but we ki

further details since there is a much sin pler way to underst'zrid the origih of such \ordering"
factor. A s it hasbeen explained In section 4, this factor can be easily derived w ith the help of
the exchange property (69). Anyhow , the coincidence betw een the \brute-force" com putations
and the symm etrization results gives us con dence to go ahead using the symm etrization
procedure for m ultiparticle states.

, Finally, we show how the third type of unwanted tem s generated by the diagonal eld
X

K.. () can be further sin pli ed. First it is convenient to rew rite the tem proportional

a=1

to 11 (1)!2(2)FF ( )”F i away that the auxiliary eigenvalue fiinction appears explicitly.

For this purmpose we use the second identity (66), and rew rite the contrlbution to the above
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m entioned unwanted temm as

o ( Dwa ()T P (= £ @H3(; 17 2)b( 15 2) al1; 2)F ()°F C 6)

N ext we take advantage of the sym m etrization property of the two-particle eigenstate and
evaluate the contribution proportionalto ['1( 2)!'2( 1)FF ( )~ F as ollows. The idea is to
begin w ith the right-hand side of equation (69), which ram arkably gives us precisely the extra
rm atrix necessary to produce the auxiliary eigenvalie at = ;. Obviously, the am plitude
contrbuting to this tem is proportional to fiinction obviously H3( ; »; 1) muliplied by the
extra factor 1220 oo Ing from the exchange relation. Putting these infom ation together

2017 2)
we are able to rew rite the second contrbution as

(1)( l(l; 2)

1 ( 2)wa( )T = 17f QH3(; 27 1)———/F ()7F c.7

These m anijpulations m ake the cancellation of the third type of unwanted tem s m ore
transparent, since it allow s us to use the B ethe A nsatz equations in a m ore direct way. Indeed,
using the Bethe Ansatz equations (65) In the tetms (C 6) and (C.7) and adding them to
those com ing from the eldsB ( ) and D ( ), we nd that the unwanted tem s proportional to

F ( )7F are cancelled out thanks to the follow Ing identity

H; &jyiz)+ Hy Xjyiz) = HiX;yiz)bli;z) afrz)]l] Hs (X;z;y)% C 8)
2 I

T his gives us another opportunity to verify the symm etrization schem e. Com paring € 8)
and (67) we conclude that the follow ing identity

1(v;2)
Hix;z;y)———=HsX;y;2) B (Z;y)  bzry)] € .9)
2 (vi2z)

is indeed satis ed.

W e ram ark that the above technicalities are of enom ous help when we consider generaliza—
tion to multiparticle states. In next appendix we shall discuss this fact for the threeparticle
state.

A ppendix D :The threeparticle state
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W e chall start this appendix show Ing how the pemutation symmetry ; $ , is inpl-
m ented for the threeparticle state. A sbefore, our strategy consists In reordering the rapidities

1 and 5, wih the help ofthe comm utation rule (25). This allow s usto w rite the Ansatz (76)

as

“(ag e ) = S A m ) B ()t 22 DR (B () B ()]
2017 2) 7017 2)
w007 D e e w1+ 2 D R (LB ()]
7017 2) 7( 25 3)

+ 0 O F (OB (3B (BT (17 25 )+ T F(OB (B () (15 27 3)

© 1)

Next we use the comm utation rule (35) to sim plify the second and the third parts of the
above equation, carring the scalar eld B ( ;) (J= 1;2) through the creation operator B ( 3).
T hisprocedure not only helpsusto elin nate the fth tem ofequation © 1) but also prom pts
the appearance of a desirable term proportionalto [ F (,)B ( 3)B ( 1)]. Now, in posing the
exchange property (78) for the mpidities ; and , we nd the follow Ing necessary condition

@1(3)(2; ) 7( 27 1): 2( 37 1) D 2)

10( 27 1) o( 37 1)

T his relation together w ith the previous restrictions found In section 4, cf. equations (73—
74), are able to detem Ine unambiguously the constraints for the threeparticke state. The
next step isto show the consistency of the whole procedure, ie. that the equality between the
rem aining tem s are indeed satis ed. By using the comm utation rules (4142) we derive two

consistency conditions, given by

n #
B(.) ~F (.)B () 10( 27 3) 5017 2) 1( 17 2) 10(1;3)f( -
? ' 3" 7027 3) 2017 2) 2017 2) 7017 3) 2 4
(17 2) s5(37 2) g( 17 2) s( 17 2) 3)
= [ B()F (1B (35 — + (17 27 3)
2 ' ° 7017 2) o(37 2) 2017 2) 2( 17 2)(§2 tran e
O 3)
and
F()F B(OB () w017 2) 50357 1)+ 5( 17 2)@2(3)(1; i 3)
7017 2) o( 37 1) 2( 17 2)
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#
10017 2) 5037 2) 5017 2) 1017 2) @

%

Y N, ;
7017 2) o(35 2) 2017 2) 2 (17 2) (2i 17 30tz (ai 2)

_ F (OB (. “B (4 10025 3) o( 15 2) D 4)

7025 3) 2017 2)

In order to disentanglk the above expressions we need the help of certain usefiil dentities

between the \exclusion" vector and the auxiliary r-m atrix. M ore precisely, they are

O BWte(; )= =~(;) b(;)I Bl © 5)
O B@WEs(; )= BWI+tb(; B 7] 0 %)
B "Bs(;)=Rk(;) b(;)IBE 7] © .7
B) "M(; )= B Tl+tb(; ) BE)] © 8)

Inserting the identities O 5D 8) Into equations O 3-D 4) we end up wih four dentities
am ong the Boltzm ann weights which have been veri ed by using M athem atica™ . W ith this
we com plete the sym m etrization analysis for the threeparticle state.

W e now tum to the analysis of the eigenvalue problm for the threeparticke state. Let
us begin by nvestigating the action of the scalar eld B ( ) on the state (76). The st step
consists to carry the eld B () through the creation elds B ( ;) and F ( 1) by usihg the
comm utation rules (35) and (“41-42). A fferwards, we use directly the known results for the
two-particlke state, cf. (57), In order to tum onem ore tine the scalar eldsB ( ) and B ( 1)
over the twoparticle state j , ( 2; 3)i.Asa third step, we need to reorder creation elds such
asB ( 1) and B ( ) wih the help of commutation rule 25) as well as kesp on carrying the
scalar eld B ( ) until i reaches the vacuum . A fter this long but straightforw ard com putations

we nd the Pllow ng result

¥ 2057 )

B()J3(17 25 301 = W:()F B (1) T2(2; 3)F Pi
j=1 l( j;
o OF 2 ¥ ;L[; 17 2l F (DB (3B ()8 (17 25 )F Pi
9 37
+ o ( )]Lizﬁiz’:;u; i 3T F (DB (2B ()& (17 25 )F Pi
9\ 27
+unwanted tem s O 9)
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where function L [x;v;z] is precisely the left-hand side of dentity (C 1) we have worked out
for the twoparticke state. This allow s us to factorize the am plitudes for the ssocond and the
third tem s of the above equation, and as resul all the three wanted tem s have a comm on
am plitude as it should be. To what concems the unw anted temm s, our com putation show s that

they can be gathered in two basic fam ilies. M ore speci cly, they are proportional to
Wi ( j)]LB( ) T2 1 x) ® 10)

and
Wi Dwa (DT~ F ()71 © 11)
The rsttem inthe family © 10),say 5= 1, 1= 2and ¢ = 3, isorighated from
the rst part of the threeparticlke state when we tum the scalar eld B () through B ( 7).
K esping the second term of the comm utation rule (35), and by using the twoparticlke resuls

(57) to carxy B ( 1) through J ,( »; 3)i, we nd that its am plitude is

) ¥

. s (17 207 1)
i i

© 12)
9o( 17 )y 9(xi 1)

W e estin ate the am plitudes of the ram aining tem s In the fam ily © 10) by taking into
acoount the exchange property (78), In much the sam e way we did for the two-particle state.
This m eans that the am plitudes are going to be muliplied by the rst \ordering" factors
OAj(l) ( 57f x9), and three possble unwanted temm s j= 1;2;3 can be com pactly w ritten as

)Y (ks 5)

by (P2t B () “2(15:t: g0t 3) O (55f @ F Pi 0 13)

9o( 357 )y 9(ki 3)
16 7
T he contrbutions to the seocond fam ily of unwanted termm s com e from all the pieces com -
posing the threeparticle state. It tums out that fork = 2;3 their am plitudes can be com puted
In a very sin ilar way we did for the second and third parts of the wanted tem s, respectively.
Them ain di erence is that now we have to kesp track of temm s proportionalto F ( ) rather
than F ( ;). W e nd that the am plitudes for these unwanted tem s are

Yo (ki 1), 2(ki )
i

Wy Dwe( DTFHLC; 17 5)
ey olxi 1) oCxi 3)
K6 1;9

5 (17 5if xF i 0 14)
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whereOAl(zj)( 17 3£ x9),J= 1;2, isthe second type of \ordering" factorwhich hasbeen already

de ned in them ain text, see equation (88). Ik should be em phasized that we have derived the
above factor from a \brute force " analysis, and sim ilar to what happened to the two-particle
state, this gives us the clue to prooceed In order to better estin ate the rem aining unw anted
term s appearing In this fam ily. W e easily recognize that this factor is related to the operation
of bringing two rapidities in the st two positions of the eigenvector. K esping this in m ind,
we see that all the contridbutions to the seocond fam ily of unwanted tem s can be w ritten by

Y3
Wy Dwe ( HTFHL (G 5 3)
ey 9lxi 1) oCxi 3)

k6 13

c2(xi 1), 20xi 3)

E ()7 ToCaizesy sy 57000 3)]

Sy (1 35if xPF Pi ® 15)

C ollecting the expressions © 9),0 13) and O 15) we nd that the action ofthe scalar ed
B ( ) on the threepartick state is described by the formula (82) with n = 3. Sin ilar reasoning
can be repeated orthe eldsD ( ) and * AAaa ( ), and only when we are estin ating the third
type of unwanted termm s new tedmlcahri;sl; em erge. In what follow s we present the details of
these com putations in the sin plest case, ie. the situation where no \ordering" factors are
needed. G eneralization for the ram aining tem s is along the lines of formula © 15). For the

eld D ( ) we nd that such am plitude is

Ho( 5 15 2)F () peBm ( 1)Ra, ( 2)Bp, ( 3)F 222 i O 16)

Now, carrying the opej:atorsAAbb1 (1) and A/\do2 ( 2) through By, ( 3) wih the help of commu-
tation rule (34) we nd

¥
o ( Dwa( )TFHL(; 15 2)

(ki 5) pE (OB ()22 (55 )% (15 5)F PP Di

k:li9(k; 3)

© 17)
which is further sim pli ed by using the follow Ing dentity

TO( = 5922270 (= G @2®® =5 (,; )% (17 3) © 18)

[eifees) c
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Inserting © 18) nto O 17) we nally cbtann

1) 1) Y2 l( k7 3) ~
Wo( Dwa(2)FPHL( 7 15 2) P (= 13819 Y(= 3if9 ————F ()" B(53)
k=1 1 9( k7 3)

© 19)

X2
Forthe eld Pfaa( ) we nd that one of the contrdbutions is

a=1

H3( 7 17 2) anF (DB ( 1)Ea, ( 2)Bp, ( 3)F 2> i © 20)

and when we carry B ( 1) andAfabz( 1) through By, ( 3) we have

¥2

B ( D)W ( )TFHS(; 15 2)

% B F O (27 9Ba()F™™ Pi 0 21)
k=1 9 kr 3

N ext using the follow ing identity

o P22 (25 DB (DEPP = (1 )TV (= 5 f g"%PBa(HFPP D 22)
we nally nd
(1) ¥ 1( k7 3)
B ( D)wa( )TFHs(; 15 2)B( 15 2) bl1; 201 P( = 5£19 ———F ()" B(s3)

k=1 i 9( k7 3)
O 23)
N
Lastly, the second contrilbution com ing from the eld A ., () isestin ated by using the
a=1
sam e trick explained in the previous appendix for the two-particle state. W e further rem ark
that the technical points explained In appendices C and D are valid for m any other m odels
such asthe Bariev X Y chain and those solved in ref. P3].
Appendix E : The Bariev m odel
W e start this appendix by presenting the Boltzm ann weights 4( ; )j= 1;:::;15 found

by Zhou §7]. Nom alizing them by ;( ; ) we have

q
@+ h? 2)@Q+ h? 2) 1
2 I - (l+h2 ) (E )
h( )
3(;)=W;4(;)= 2( 7 ) 2(=h; =h) € 2)
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a

1+ h%u?) 1+ ?2) s(7 ) 3

5(! )_ 3(!) (1+ ) ’ 6(/ )_ h (E )

( _ 1 +h2(2+ 2_|_ 2 2 ) ( B _h. _h 4)
7 I4 )_l+h2 (l+ )(1+h2 ) I4 8 I4 )_ 2(_1 _) CE

. s n?)

9(/ )_ h(l+ ) (E-5)

. n? Lot 24 2 B o .

10(’)_l+h2 L+ i+ nz ) ¢ 11( 7 )= 3(=h; =h) E 6)

(7))

1207 )= s(7 ) 7 13(; )= l2h ®.7)

wli; )= o(; )i 15(;)= 307 )1C;) E 8)

W e ram ark that a rescaling ! i~ and ! G~ bringsthese weights n am ore sym m etrical

form and this isusefii], forexam ple, to check the Yang-B axterequation (6). Besides that there

are som e few dentities between those weights that were usefiil iIn the calculations of section 6.

They are

1507 o )t 205 )]= s(5 ) el )i 6Ci)aCi )t s(5 )as(i )= 6(i )7(s)
& .9)

1207 Mo )t 105 )= 507 )aCi )i sCi )i )+ 1507 )6 )= 57 )10(i)
& 10)

N ext we present the com m utation relationswe found by solving the standard Yang-B axter

algebra (3). Between the diagonal elds and the creation operators we have

£0) B() = 20y 2O ;) 2 gy K+
307 ), 307 ) .
s(7 ) 207 ) 12207 ) 105) ~B)
B B + F (o4 F C
9o( 7 ) B0 3(;)()() 3C7 ) sCi ) ©eo)
® 11)
107 ) 2075 )
B()B ()= B()B () B (B (); ® 12)
3( 3C7 )
pOE() = 2 g () L e (e ()
o 7 ) 9o( 7 )
4(;) 5(;)~(B) A
"r () () —TPHE O £ ® 13)
9\ 7 9\ 7
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A 1 (i) () A 205 ) s ) N
A, F = A, + F A
L ()E () 3(;)D ﬁl(;)]F()b() 3(;)11(;)()b()
2(;)[3() B ()it 8(;)[9?() B ()lo E 14)
307 ) 112075 )
107 ) a (7)) s(7 ) B) ¢
B()F ()= F()B() F()B() fB() B()g:"'TT €15
ol 7 ) ol 7 ) o ;)
107 ) a( ;) sC7 ) @)
D() ()= F () () F()D () —— 8" () B ()g E.J16)
o 5 ) s( 7 ) o 7 )
Between the creation eldswe have
n #
B() B()=B() BO)2P (; )+ t"EfiF()B() 12((.’))F()B<>~‘B’
9 ’ 9 I
€ .17)
E()E()]=0 E 18)
rOs =Y r O Y g p () € 19)
107) 107 )
s( 7 ) 1107 )
B()F ()= B()F ()+ F()B() E 20)
107 ) 107 )
T he extra relations for the analysis of the twoparticle state are
Ca()Bn()=By()Cal) 22 ;LBHAab() B ()Aw()] € 21)
3 ’
11(7) 207 ) s( 7 )
B,()Bp()= Bp()B,() F()Ap()+ F()Ap() E 22)
37 ) s(7 ) 307 )
c.()Bo()Pi= B 5§ ;[.B()D() B (B ()1PL & 23)
9 I
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