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A bstract

This work is concerned with various aspects ofthe form ulation ofthe quantum in-

verse scattering m ethod forthe one-dim ensionalHubbard m odel. W e �rstestablish the

essentialtoolstosolvetheeigenvalueproblem forthetransferm atrix oftheclassical\cov-

ering" Hubbard m odelwithin the algebraic Bethe Ansatz fram ework. The fundam ental

com m utation rulesexhibita hidden 6-vertex sym m etry which playsa crucialrole in the

whole algebraic construction. Nextwe apply thisform alism to study the SU (2)highest

weights properties ofthe eigenvectors and the solution ofa related coupled spin m odel

with twisted boundary conditions. The m achinery developed in thispaperisapplicable

to m any otherm odels,and asan exam plewepresentthealgebraicsolution oftheBariev

X Y coupled m odel.
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1 Introduction

The discovery ofthe quantum version ofthe inverse scattering m ethod in the late seventies

was undoubtedly a rem arkable contribution to the developm ent ofthe �eld ofexactly solv-

able m odelsin (1+ 1)dim ensions[1]. Thism ethod providesa m eansforintegrating m odels

in two-dim ensionalclassicalstatisticalm echanics and (1+ 1)quantum �eld theory,unifying

m ajorachievem entssuch asthetransferm atrix ideas,theBetheAnsatzand theYang-Baxter

equation.Nowadaysdetailed reviewson thissubjectareavailablein theliterature,forinstance

seerefs.[2,3,4,5].

W e shallstartthispaperillustrating the essentialfeaturesofthism ethod in the context

oflatticem odelsofstatisticalm echanics.Forexam ple,considera vertex m odelon thesquare

lattice and suppose thatits row-to-row transfer m atrix can be constructed from an elem en-

tary localvertex operator LA i(�). This operator,known as the Lax operator,contains all

inform ation aboutthestructureoftheBoltzm ann weightswhich areparam etrized through the

spectralparam eter�. The operatorLA i(�)isfrequently viewed asa m atrix on the auxiliary

spaceA ,corresponding in thevertex m odelto thespaceofstatesofthehorizontaldegreesof

freedom .Itsm atrix elem entsareoperatorson theHilbertspace

LY

i= 1


Vi,whereVi corresponds

to thespaceofverticaldegreesoffreedom and idenotesthesitesofa one-dim ensionallattice

ofsizeL.In thispaperweshallconsiderthesituation in which theauxiliary spaceA and the

quantum space Vi areequivalent. A su�cientcondition forintegrability ofultralocalm odels,

i.e. those in which the m atriceselem entsofthe operatorLA i(�)com m ute fordistinctvalues

ofindex i,istheexistence ofan invertible m atrix R(�;�)satisfying thefollowing property

R(�;�)LA i(�)
 LA i(�)= LA i(�)
 LA i(�)R(�;�) (1)

where the tensor product is taken only with respect to the auxiliary space A . The m atrix

R(�;�) is de�ned on the tensor product A 
 A and its m atrix elem ents are c-num bers. A

ordered productofLax operatorsgivesriseto them onodrom y operatorT (�)

T (�)= LA L(�)LA L� 1(�):::LA 1(�) (2)
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Itispossibletoextend property (1)tothem onodrom ym atrix,and such globalintertwining

relation reads

R(�;�)T (�)
 T (�)= T (�)
 T (�)R(�;�) (3)

Thetransferm atrix ofthevertex m odel,forperiodicboundary conditions,can bewritten

asthetraceofthem onodrom y m atrix on theauxiliary spaceA

T(�)= TrA T (�) (4)

From the above de�nition and property (3)we can derive thatthe transferm atrix isthe

generating function oftheconserved currents.Indeed,taking thetraceofequation (3)on the

tensorA 
 A spaceand using thetracecyclicproperty we�nd

[T(�);T(�)]= 0 (5)

Consequently, the expansion ofthe transfer m atrix in the spectralparam eter yields an

in�nite num berofconserved charges. W e recallthatlocalchargesare in generalobtained as

logarithm derivativesofT(�)[6,7].Furtherm ore,thecom patibility condition oforderingthree

Lax operatorsLA 1(�1),LA 2(�2)and LA 3(�3)through theintertwining relation (1)im pliesthe

fam ousYang-Baxterequation

R 23(�1;�2)R 12(�1;�3)R 23(�2;�3)= R 12(�2;�3)R 23(�1;�3)R 12(�1;�2) (6)

whereR ab(�;�)denotestheaction ofm atrix R(�;�)on thespacesVa 
 Vb.

Equation (3) is the starting point ofsolving two-dim ensionalclassicalstatisticalm odels

by an exact operator form alism . This equation contains allpossible com m utation relation

between the m atrix elem entsofthe m onodrom y operatorT (�). The diagonalterm sofT (�)

de�nethetransferm atrixeigenvalueproblem and theo�-diagonalonesplaytheroleofcreation

and annihilation �elds. The eigenvectors ofthe transferm atrix are constructed by applying

the creation operators on a previously chosen reference state,providing us with an elegant

form ulation ofthe Bethe states. Forthisreason thisfram ework isoften denom inated in the

literature asthealgebraicBethe Ansatzapproach.Thissituation resem blesm uch the m atrix
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form ulation of(0+ 1)quantum m echanics. Itiswellknown thatthe harm onic oscillatorcan

either be solved by the Schr�odinger form alism orby the Heisenberg algebra ofcreation and

annihilationoperators.Thelaterapproach,however,isconceptuallym uch sim plerprovided the

relevantdynam icalsym m etry hasbeen identi�ed fora given quantum system .Onesuccessful

exam pleisthesolution ofthehydrogen atom through theSO (4)algebra [8].

In thispaperweareprim arilyinterested in applyingthequantum inversescatteringm ethod

for the one-dim ensionalHubbard m odel. W e recallthat,after the Heisenberg m odel, the

second one-dim ensionallattice paradigm in the theory ofm agnetism solved by Bethe Ansatz

m ethod wastheHubbard m odel.Thesolution wasfound by Lieb and W u in 1968[9]using the

extension ofthecoordinateBetheAnsatztotheproblem offerm ionsinteractingvia�-functions

[10].Consideringthesuccessofthesolution oftheHeisenbergm odelby theinversem ethod [3],

thenextnaturaltargetforthisprogram would then betheHubbard m odel.However,itturns

outthatthe solution ofthis problem followed a m ore arduouspath than one could im agine

from thevery beginning.Indeed,nearly 18 yearswereto passbeforeitwasfound theclassical

statisticalvertexm odelwhosetransferm atrixgeneratestheconserved chargescom m utingwith

the Hubbard Ham iltonian. This rem arkable step was done by Shastry [11,12,13]who also

found theR-m atrix solution and thusproved theintegrability oftheHubbard m odelfrom the

quantum inverse m ethod point ofview. Shastry him selfattem pted to com plete the inverse

scattering program ,buthe wasonly able to conjecture the eigenvaluesofthetransferm atrix

guidedbyaphenom enologicalapproachwhich goesbythenam eofanalyticalBetheAnsatz[13].

Subsequently Bariev presented a coordinate Bethe Ansatz solution forthe classicalShastry’s

m odel,howeveron thebasisofthediagonal-to-diagonaltransferm atrix m ethod [14].

Oneofthem ain resultsofthispaperisthesolution oftheone-dim ensionalHubbard m odel

by a �rst principle m ethod, nam ely via the algebraic Bethe Ansatz approach 1. For this

purposewewilluseShastry’sR-m atrix aswellasthem odi�cationsintroduced by W adatiand

co-workers[15].Apartfrom thefactthatthesolutionoftheone-dim ensionalHubbardm odelby

thealgebraicBetheAnsatzfram ework rem ainsan im portantunsolved theoreticalchallengein

1A briefsum m ary ofsom eofourresultshasappeared in ref.[16].
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the�eld ofintegrablem odels,therearealso otherm otivationsto pursuethisprogram .Recent

developm entsofnew powerfulm ethodstodealwith �nitetem peraturepropertiesofintegrable

m odels(seefore.g.refs.[17,18,19])show clearly thatthecentralobjectto bediagonalized is

thequantum transferm atrix rathertheunderlyingone-dim ensionalHam iltonian.Thetransfer

m atrix eigenvaluesprovide uswith the spectrum ofallconserved charges,a factwhich could

behelpfulin the study oftransportproperties[20]and levelstatisticsbehaviour[21].Lastly,

thereisahopethatthisprogram isthe�rststep towardstheform ulation ofageneralapproach

forcom puting latticecorrelation functions[5].

W ewould liketorem arkthattheideasdeveloped in thispapertranscend thesolution ofthe

one-dim ensionalHubbard m odel. In fact,the originalbasisofourapproach m ightbe traced

back to thesolution ofthesupersym m etric spl(2j1)vertex m odel[22].Very recently,wehave

shown thatthism ethod provide uswith a uni�ed way ofsolving a wider class ofintegrable

m odelsbased on the braid m onoid algebra [23]. Here we also willsee thatthe lattice analog

ofthecoupled X Y Bariev chain [24]can besolved by thistechnique. The unusualfeature of

theHubbard and Bariev m odelsisthatthey both havea non-additiveR-m atrix solution.

W ehaveorganized thispaperasfollows.To m akeourpresentation self-contained,in next

section webrieyreview thebasicpropertiesoftheem beddingoftheone-dim ensionalHubbard

m odelintoaclassicalvertexm odel,originallyduetoShastry[11,12,13].In section 3wediscuss

thecom m utation rulescom ingfrom theYang-Baxteralgebra.Inparticular,ahidden sym m etry

of6-vertex type,which iscrucialforintegrability,isfound.W eusethesepropertiesin section 4

in ordertoconstructtheeigenvectorsand theeigenvaluesofthetransferm atrix oftheclassical

statisticalm odel. The Lieb’s and W u’s results as wellas the spectrum ofhigher conserved

chargescan be obtained from ourexpression forthetransferm atrix eigenvalues.In section 5

wepresentcom plem entary resultssuch asextra com m entson system swith twisted boundary

conditionsandadiscussion ontheSU(2)highestweightspropertiesoftheeigenvectors.Section

6 isdedicated to the solution ofthe classicalanalog ofthe coupled X Y Bariev m odel. Our

conclusionsarepresented in section 7.Finally,�veappendicessum m arizeBoltzm ann weights,

extra com m utation rulesand technicaldetailsweom itted in them ain text.
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2 T he classicalcovering H ubbard m odel

W ebegin thissection reviewingtheworkofShastry[11,12,13]on theidenti�cation oftheclas-

sicalstatisticalm odelwhose row-to-row transferm atrix com m uteswith the one-dim ensional

Hubbard Ham iltonian.Originally,Shastry looked atthisproblem considering thecoupled spin

version ofthe Hubbard m odel,since in one-dim ension ferm ions and spin-1
2
Paulioperators

are related to each othervia Jordan-W ignertransform ation.In the contextofstatisticalm e-

chanics,however,thelaterrepresentation issom etim esm oreappealing.Herewewillconsider

the coupled spin m odelintroduced by Shastry with generaltwisted boundary conditions. Its

Ham iltonian is

H =

L� 1X

i= 1

�
+

i �
�
i+ 1 + �
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i �
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where f��i ;�
z
ig and f�

�
i ;�

z
ig are two com m uting setsofPaulim atricesacting on the site iof

a latticeofsizeL.Thesecond term in (7)standsfortheboundary conditions��L+ 1 = e� i�1�
�
1 ,

�
�
L+ 1 = e� i�2�

�
1 ,�

z
L+ 1 = �z1,and�

z
L+ 1 = �z1 where�1 and�2 arearbitraryangles0� �1;�2 < 2�.

Thecoupling constantU representstheHubbard on-siteCoulom b interaction.

In orderto relate the coupled spin m odelto the Hubbard m odelwe have to perform the

following Jordan-W ignertransform ation [11]

ci" =

i� 1Y

k= 1

�
z
k�

�
i ;ci# =

LY

k= 1

�
z
k

i� 1Y

k= 1

�
z
k�

�
i (8)

where ci� are canonicalFerm ioperators ofspins � =";# on site i,with anti-com m utation

relationsgiven by fc
y

i�;cj�0g= �i;j��;�0.De�ning thenum beroperatorni� = c
y

i�ci� forelectrons

with spin � on siteiand perform ing transform ation (8)we�nd that

H = �

L� 1X

i= 1

X

�= ";#

[c
y

i�ci+ 1� + c
y

i+ 1�ci�]+ U

L� 1X

i= 1

(ni" �
1

2
)(ni# �

1

2
)

�e� i�"c
y

L"c1" � e
i�"c

y

1"cL" � e
� i�#c

y

L#c1# � e
i�#c

y

1"cL# + U(nL" �
1

2
)(nL# �

1

2
) (9)
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wheretheangles�" and �# aregiven by

�" = �1 + � + �N
h
" ;�# = �2 + � + �N

h
# (10)

and N h
� isthenum berofholes(eigenvaluesoftheoperator

LX

i= 1

ci�c
y

i�)ofspin � ofagiven sector

ofthe Hubbard m odel. Therefore,the Hubbard m odelwith periodic boundary conditions

(�" = �#)isrelated to the coupled spin m odelwith dynam ically (sectordependent) twisted

boundaryconditionsim posed.Thiswasthereason whywestarted with am oregeneralcoupled

spin m odel,sincethetworepresentationsarefullyequivalentonlyforfreeboundaryconditions.

From the point ofview ofa vertex m odel, twisted boundary conditions correspond to

the introduction ofa seam ofdi�erentBoltzm ann weightsalong the in�nite direction on the

cylinder.In practicethisisaccom plished bym ultiplyingoneoftheelem entary vertex operator,

LA L(�)say,bya\gauge"m atrixG A (seesection5).Such m atrixisusuallyrelatedtoadditional

hidden invariances ofthe R-m atrix [25]. Hence,although twisted boundary conditions m ay

a�ecteigenvaluesand Bethe Ansatz equationsin a signi�cative way,the relevantfeaturesof

theintegrability stillrem ain intact.Sincethissection isconcerned with thelaterpoint,wecan

assum eperiodicboundary conditionswithoutlosinggenerality.AsShastry [11,12,13]pointed

out,them apping oftheHubbard m odel(m oduloabovesubtlety)intoacoupled spin system is

quiteillum inating in searching fora \covering" vertex m odel.Itisknown thatthedecoupled

spin m odel(U = 0)can bederived in term sofapairofuncoupled free-ferm ion 6-vertexm odels.

Thissuggeststhat,forthe interacting m odel,we have to look fora copy oftwo free-ferm ion

6-vertex m odelscoupled in an appropriateway.Shastry [11,12,13]determ ined thenatureof

thiscoupling by dem anding thatitshould reproducethehigherconserved charges[11]2 when

the corresponding transferm atrix T(�)wasexpanded in powersofthe spectralparam eter�.

Thesolution found by Shastry fortheLax operatorisgiven by [12,13]

LA i(�)= L�
A i(�)L

�
A i(�)e

h(�)�z
A
�z
A

 Ii (11)

2Forfurtherdiscussion on Hubbard’sconserved chargesseerefs.[26].
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Theform ofoperatorsL�
A i(�)and L

�
A i(�)obey the6-vertex structure

L
�
A i(�)=

a(�)+ b(�)

2
+
a(�)� b(�)

2
�
z
A �

z
i + (�+A �

�
i + �

�
A �

+

i ) (12)

and

L�
A i(�)=

a(�)+ b(�)

2
+
a(�)� b(�)

2
�
z
A �

z
i + (�+A �

�
i + �

�
A �

+

i ) (13)

wheretheweightsa(�)and b(�)satisfy thefree-ferm ion condition a2(�)+ b2(�)= 1.Further-

m ore,theconstrainth(�)isdeterm ined in term softheweightsand thecoupling U by

sinh[2h(�)]=
U

2
a(�)b(�) (14)

A second im portant result due to Shastry [12,13]was the solution ofthe Yang-Baxter

algebra for the Lax operator (11),and thus determ inating the form ofthe R-m atrix. The

m atrix R(�;�)isa 16� 16 m atrix whose non-nullelem entsare given in term sof10 distinct

Boltzm ann weights�i(�;�),i= 1;:::;10.Forpracticalcalculationsitishelpfulto display its

m atrix form

R (�;�)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

�2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 �5 0 0 � �9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 �5 0 0 0 0 0 � �9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 �4 0 0 �10 0 0 �10 0 0 � �7 0 0 0

0 �8 0 0 �5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 �1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 �10 0 0 �3 0 0 �6 0 0 �10 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �5 0 0 0 0 0 �8 0 0

0 0 �8 0 0 0 0 0 �5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 �10 0 0 �6 0 0 �3 0 0 �10 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �5 0 0 �8 0

0 0 0 � �7 0 0 �10 0 0 �10 0 0 �4 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 � �9 0 0 0 0 0 �5 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 � �9 0 0 �5 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �2

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(15)

wheretheexpressionsfortheweights�i(�;�)in term softhefree-ferm ion weightsa(�),b(�)

and the constraint h(�) can be found in appendix A. The striking feature ofthis solution

isthatR-m atrix (15)isnon-additive with respectthe spectralparam eters. In fact,afteran

unitary transform ation,R(�;�)can bewritten in a m orecom pactform [13]which showsthat
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itdepends on both the di�erence and the sum ofthe spectralparam eters. Asfarwe know,

itisstillan open question whetherornotthere existsan em bedding forthe Hubbard m odel

satisfying the standard di�erence property. Asa �nalrem ark we m ention thatan analytical

proofthatR(�;�)indeed satis�esthe Yang-Baxterequation (6)hasbeen recently presented

in ref.[27].

W e close thissection presenting the graded Yang-Baxterform alism [28]forthe Hubbard

m odel. Thisinteresting approach waspursued by W adatiand co-workers[15]and ithasthe

advantageofm aking realdistinction between bosonicand ferm ionicdegreesoffreedom .In the

Hubbard m odel,theem pty and doubly occupied sitesplay theroleofbosonicstateswhilethe

spin up and down statesare the ferm ionic ones. Thisform alism isan elegantm athem atical

procedure3 ofavoiding the subtlety on boundary condition raised in the beginning ofthis

section. In otherwords,the graded version ofthe inverse scattering m ethod guaranteesthat

the\non-local"anticom m utation rulesofferm ionicdegreesoffreedom issatis�ed foranylattice

sites.In general,thebasicchangeswe need to perform isto considertheanalogsofthetrace

and thetensorproductpropertieson thegraded space.Forexam ple,thegraded Yang-Baxter

forthem onodrom y m atrix now reads[28]

R g(�;�)T (�)
s


 T (�)= T (�)
s


 T (�)R g(�;�) (16)

where the sym bol
s


 standsforthe supertensorproduct(A
s


 B )cdab = (�1)p(b)[p(a)+ p(c)]A acB bd.

Theindexp(a)istheGrassm ann parityofthea-th degreeoffreedom ,assum ingvaluesp(a)= 0

forbosonicspecieand p(a)= 1 forferm ionicones.Otherim portantchangeison thetransfer

m atrix de�nition,which isnow given in term softhesupertraceofthem onodrom y m atrix

T(�)= StrA T (�)=
X

a�A

(�1)p(a)Taa(�) (17)

There isno extra e�ortto obtain the m atrix R g(�;�)from the originalsolution found by

Shastry.Onejusthaveto perform a Jordan-W ignertransform ation on theLax operator(11),

taking into account the gradation ofthe space ofstates [15]. It turns out that the graded

3Thisschem eaccom m odatesa particularclassofm odelshaving \nonultralocal"Yang-Baxterrelations.For

m oregeneralim plicationsofnonultralocality seethe recentreview [29].
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R-m atrix is related to Shastry’s solution (15) by a unitary transform ation,and its explicit

form isgiven by [15]

R g(�;�)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

�2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 �5 0 0 � i�9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 �5 0 0 0 0 0 � i�9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 �4 0 0 � i�10 0 0 i�10 0 0 �7 0 0 0

0 � i�8 0 0 �5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 �1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 i�10 0 0 �3 0 0 � �6 0 0 � i�10 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �5 0 0 0 0 0 � i�8 0 0

0 0 � i�8 0 0 0 0 0 �5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 � i�10 0 0 � �6 0 0 �3 0 0 i�10 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �5 0 0 � i�8 0

0 0 0 �7 0 0 i�10 0 0 � i�10 0 0 �4 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 � i�9 0 0 0 0 0 �5 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 � i�9 0 0 �5 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �2

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(18)

where here we assum ed thatthe �rstand the fourth degreesoffreedom are bosonic (p(1)=

p(4)= 0)whiletherem aining onesareferm ionic(p(2)= p(3)= 1).

In the next sections we are going to use the graded form alism in order to �nd the ap-

propriatecom m utation rules,theeigenvectorsand theeigenvaluesofthetransferm atrix (17).

Afterwards,wewillgetback tothestandard quantum inverseform alism ,butnow with twisted

boundary conditions.

3 T he fundam entalcom m utation rules

In addition to the Lax operatorand the R-m atrix the existence ofa localreference state is

anotherim portantobjectin thequantum inversescatteringprogram .Thisisavectorj0i
i
such

thattheresultoftheaction oftheLax operatoron itisam atrix having atriangularform .W e

choosej0i
i
=

�
1
0

�

i



�
1
0

�

i
asthestandard spin up \ferrom agneticstate",which in theferm ionic

languagecorrespondsto the doubly occupied state.The action ofthe vertex operatorin this
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statesatis�esthefollowing property

LA i(�)j0ii=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

!1(�)j0ii z z z

0 !2(�)j0ii 0 z

0 0 !2(�)j0ii z

0 0 0 !3(�)j0ii

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(19)

where the sym bolz represents arbitrary non-nullvalues and the functions !1(�),!2(�)and

!3(�)aregiven by

!1(�)= [a(�)]2eh(�) ; !2(�)= a(�)b(�)e� h(�) ; !3(�)= [b(�)]2eh(�) (20)

The globalreference state j0iisthen de�ned by the tensorproductj0i=

LY

i= 1


 j0i
i
. This

stateisan eigenstateofthetransferm atrix sincethetriangularproperty iseasily extended to

the m onodrom y m atrix. In orderto constructothereigenstatesitisnecessary to seek foran

appropriate representation ofthe m onodrom y m atrix. By thiswe m ean a structure which is

ableto distinguish creation and annihilation �eldsaswellaspossiblehidden sym m etries.The

triangularproperty oftheLax operatorsuggestsusthefollowing form

T (�)=

0

B
B
B
@

B (�) ~B (�) F(�)

~C(�) Â(�) ~B �(�)

C(�) ~C �(�) D (�)

1

C
C
C
A

4� 4

(21)

where ~B (�), ~C �(�)and ~B �(�), ~C(�) are two com ponent vectors with dim ensions 1� 2 and

2� 1,respectively. The operator Â(�)isa 2� 2 m atrix and we shalldenote itselem entsby

Â ab(�). The rem aining operatorsB (�),C(�),D (�)and F(�)are scalars. In this paperwe

willuse the sym bolAB CD F to refer to the above way ofrepresenting the elem ents ofthe

m onodrom y m atrix.W e recallthatsuch Ansatz isquite distinctfrom the traditionalAB CD

form proposed originally by Faddeev and co-workers[1,2,3].

In the AB CD F representation the eigenvalue problem forthe graded transferm atrix be-

com es

[B (�)�

2X

a= 1

A aa(�)+ D (�)]j�i= �(�)j�i (22)
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where �(�)and j�icorrespond to the eigenvaluesand to the eigenvectors,respectively. Asa

consequence ofthetriangularproperty we can derive im portantrelationsforthe m onodrom y

m atrix elem ents.ForthediagonalpartofT (�)wehave

B (�)j0i= [!1(�)]
L j0i ; D (�)j0i= [!3(�)]

L j0i ; Â aa(�)j0i= [!2(�)]
L j0i fora= 1;2 (23)

Also one expectsthatthe operators ~B (�), ~B �(�)and F(�)play the role ofcreation �elds

over the reference state j0i. It also follows from the triangular property the annihilation

properties

~C(�)j0i= 0 ; ~C
�(�)j0i= 0 ; C(�)j0i= 0 ; Â ab(�)j0i= 0 fora6= b (24)

To m ake furtherprogress we have to recast the graded Yang-Baxteralgebra in the form

ofcom m utation relationsforthe creation and annihilation �elds. In generalitisnotknown

how and when such job can beperform ed fora particularrepresentation,and onecould surely

say thatthe \artistic" partofthe algebraic Bethe Ansatz construction beginshere. W ithin

theAB CD F form alism ,thesolution ofthisproblem turnsoutto bem orecom plicated than a

sim ilarsituation occurring forthe 6-vertex m odel[1,2,3]and itsm ulti-state generalizations

[30,31]. The new feature present here is that we have a m ixture oftwo classes ofcreation

�elds,thenon-com m utativevectors ~B (�)or ~B �(�)and onecom m utativeoperatorrepresented

by F(�). W e shallstart our discussion by the com m utation rule between the �elds ~B (�)

and ~B (�). In thiscase the relation thatcom esoutfrom the Yang-Baxteralgebra isnotthe

convenientoneforfurthercom putations.Itturnsouttobenecessary toperform asecond step

which consists in substituting the exchange relation forthe scalaroperatorsB (�)and F(�)

(see equation (38))back on theoriginalcom m utation rule we justderived forthe �elds ~B (�)

and ~B (�).Thebasictrick isto keep thediagonaloperatorB (�)alwaysin theright-hand side

position in the com m utation rule [22]. Afterperform ing thistwo step procedure we are able

to gettheappropriatecom m utation rule,which is

~B (�)
 ~B (�)=
�1(�;�)

�2(�;�)
[~B (�)
 ~B (�)]:̂r(�;�)� i

�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
fF(�)B (�)� F(�)B (�)g~� (25)

11



where ~� isa 1� 4 vectorand r̂(�;�)isan auxiliary 4� 4 m atrix given by

~� = (0 1 �1 0) ; r̂(�;�)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 �a(�;�) �b(�;�) 0

0 �b(�;�) �a(�;�) 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(26)

and thefunctions�a(�;�)and �b(�;�)aregiven in term softheBoltzm ann weightsby

�a(�;�)=
�3(�;�)�7(�;�)+ �2

10
(�;�)

�1(�;�)�7(�;�)
; �b(�;�)= �

�6(�;�)�7(�;�)+ �2
10
(�;�)

�1(�;�)�7(�;�)
(27)

It turns out that the auxiliary m atrix r̂(�;�) is precisely the rationalR-m atrix ofthe

isotropic 6-vertex m odelorthe X X X spin chain.In orderto see that,we �rstsim plify a bit

m oretheauxiliary weights�a(�;�)and �b(�;�)with thehelp ofidentities(A.10-A.12).W e�nd

thatthey satisfy thefollowing relations

�a(�;�)= 1� �b(�;�) ; �b(�;�)=
�8(�;�)�9(�;�)

�1(�;�)�7(�;�)
(28)

Next we sim plify as m uch as possible the ratios
�9(�;�)

�1(�;�)
and

�8(�;�)

�7(�;�)
in term s ofthe free-

ferm ion Boltzm ann weightsand theconstrainth(�).Aftersom ealgebra wewritetheseratios

as

�9(�;�)

�1(�;�)
=
a(�)b(�)e2[h(�)� h(�)]� a(�)b(�)

b(�)b(�)+ a(�)a(�)e2[h(�)� h(�)]
(29)

�8(�;�)

�7(�;�)
=
b(�)b(�)+ a(�)a(�)e2[h(�)+ h(�)]

a(�)b(�)e2[h(�)+ h(�)]� a(�)b(�)
(30)

Now ifwetakeinto accounttheidentity

a(�)

b(�)
e
2h(�)�

b(�)

a(�)
e
� 2h(�) =

a(�)

b(�)
e
� 2h(�)�

b(�)

a(�)
e
2h(�)+ U (31)

and perform thefollowing reparam etrization

~� =
a(�)

b(�)
e
2h(�)�

b(�)

a(�)
e
� 2h(�)�

U

2
(32)

we�nally can rewritetheauxiliary weightsas

�a(~�;~�)=
U

~� � ~� + U
;�b(~�;~�)=

~� � ~�

~� � ~� + U
(33)

12



Clearly,these arethenon-trivialBoltzm ann weightsoftheisotropic6-vertex m odel.This

isan im portanthidden sym m etry,which isknown to play a decisiveroleon theexactsolution

oftheHubbard m odelsincethework ofLieb and W u [9].Thederivation ofthissym m etry in

the contextofthe quantum inverse scattering program ishowevera rathernon-trivialresult.

One ofthe virtuesofthisresultisthatitbecom esvalid forthe generatorofthe com m uting

conserved chargesand notonly forthe Hubbard Ham iltonian. M oreover,we also recallthat

thissym m etry isofrelevanceto theYangian invarianceoftheHubbard m odelwhich em erges

in thetherm odynam iclim it[32,33].

To solve the eigenvalue problem (22)we stillneed the help ofseveralothercom m utation

relations. Forinstance,the com m utation rules between the diagonaland creation operators

play an im portantrolein theeigenvalueconstruction.Itturnsoutthatin som ecaseswehave

to take into account sim ilar trick discussed above. This is specially im portant for the �eld

Â(�),where we have to use an auxiliary exchange relation between the operator B (�) and

~B �(�),in order to obtain a m ore appropriate com m utation rule with the creation operator

~B (�). In general,the task is quite cum bersom e and here we lim it ourselves to listthe �nal

results.Thecom m utation relationsbetween thediagonal�eldsand thecreation operator ~B (�)

are

Â(�)
 ~B (�) = �i
�1(�;�)

�9(�;�)
[~B (�)
 Â(�)]:̂r(�;�)+ i

�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
~B (�)
 Â(�)

�i
�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)

"

~B �(�)B (�)+ i
�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
F(�)~C(�)� i

�2(�;�)

�9(�;�)
F(�)~C(�)

#


 ~�

(34)

B (�)~B (�)= i
�2(�;�)

�9(�;�)
~B (�)B (�)� i

�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
~B (�)B (�) (35)

D (�)~B (�) = �i
�8(�;�)

�7(�;�)
~B (�)D (�)+

�5(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(u)~C �(�)

�
�4(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(�)~C �(�)� i

�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
~�:[~B �(�)
 Â(�)] (36)

whilethoseforthescalar�eld F(�)are

Â ab(�)F(�) = [1+
�25(�;�)

�9(�;�)�8(�;�)
]F(�)Â ab(�)�

�25(�;�)

�9(�;�)�8(�;�)
F(�)Â ab(�)

13



+i
�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
[~B (�)
 ~B �(�)]ba + i

�5(�;�)

�8(�;�)
[~B �(�)
 ~B (�)]ab (37)

B (�)F(�)=
�2(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(�)B (�)�

�4(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(�)B (�)+ i

�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
f~B (�)
 ~B (�)g:~�t (38)

D (�)F(�)=
�2(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(�)D (�)�

�4(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(�)D (�)� i

�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
~�:f~B �(�)
 ~B �(�)g (39)

where ~�t stands forthe transpose of~�. Furtherm ore,the relations closing the com m utation

rulesbetween thecreation operators ~B (�)and F(�)are

[F(�);F(�)]= 0 (40)

F(�)~B (�)=
�5(�;�)

�2(�;�)
F(�)~B (�)� i

�8(�;�)

�2(�;�)
~B (�)F(�) (41)

~B (�)F(�)=
�5(�;�)

�2(�;�)
~B (�)F(�)� i

�9(�;�)

�2(�;�)
F(�)~B (�) (42)

Finally,itrem ainstoconsiderthecom m utation rulesforthecreation �eld ~B �(�).Toavoid

overcrowding this section with m ore heavier form ulae we have collected them in appendix

B . W e see that they are quite sim ilar to those we just derived for the �eld ~B (�). In fact,

it is possible to establish an equivalence between these two sets ofcom m utation rules ifwe

form ally interpret the sym bol� as a m athem aticaloperation acting on the elem ents ofthe

m onodrom y m atrix.Forlack ofa betternam ewecallit\dual" transform ation and weim pose

thatitsatis�es the following properties: (O �(�))
�
� O (�),A �(�)� �A t(�),B �(�)� D (�),

F �(�)= F(�)and C �(�)= C(�). Applying the \dual" transform ation on the com m utation

rulesof�eld ~B (�)weobtain thoseforthe�eld ~B �(�)with new Boltzm ann weights��j(�;�;h)�

�j(�;�;�h),where,for sake ofclarity,we stressed the dependence on the constraint h(�).

This m eans thatthe functionalform ofthe weights rem ains unchanged butnow we have to

perform the transform ation h(�) ! �h(�) (U ! �U). W e recallthat in this last step we

used thefollowing identitiesfortheBoltzm ann weights:�j(�;�;h)= �j(�;�;�h)j= 1;:::7,

�8(�;�;h)= �9(�;�;�h)and �10(�;�;h) = ��10(�;�;�h). Therefore,we expect that the

construction oftheeigenvectorswillbebased eitheron thepairof�elds ~B (�)and F(�)oron

the \dual" ones ~B �(�)and F(�)ratherthan on a generalcom bination ofthe three creation
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�elds.Thisredundanceisin accordanceto whatonewould expectfrom thespaceofstatesof

theHubbard Ham iltonian,sinceata given sitewecan eithercreatea singleelectron (spin up

ordown)ora pairofelectronswith oppositespins.W erem ark thatsuch \duality" property is

notparticulartotheHubbard m odelbutitisratherageneralfeaturepresentin ourfram ework

[23].

Atthispointwe have setup the basic toolsto startthe construction ofthe eigenvectors

ofthe eigenvalue problem (22).In nextsection we willshow how thisproblem can be solved

with the help ofthe com m utationsrules(25� 26;34� 42)and few otherrelationspresented

in appendix B .

4 T he eigenvectors and the eigenvalue construction

The purpose ofthissection isto solve theeigenvalue problem forthegraded transferm atrix.

W eshallbegin byconsideringtheconstruction ofan Ansatzforthecorrespondingeigenvectors.

Them ulti-particlestatearegoingtosatisfy an im portantrecurrencerelation.W ewillseethat

the eigenvalue problem (22)hasa nested structure,i.e. itwilldepend on the solution ofan

inhom ogeneousauxiliary problem related to the6-vertex hidden sym m etry.

4.1 T he eigenvalue problem

Theeigenvectorsofthetransferm atrixarein principlebuiltup in term sofalinearcom bination

ofproductsofthe m any creation �eldsacting on the reference state. These Bethe statesare

often thoughtas m ulti-particle states,characterized by a set ofrapidities param etrizing the

creation �elds. Before em barking on the technicalities ofthe construction ofan arbitrary

n-particlestatewe�rstde�neitby thefollowing scalarproduct

j�n(�1;:::;�n)i= ~�n(�1;:::;�n):~F j0i (43)

where the m athem aticalstructure ofvector ~�n(�1;:::;�n)willbe described in term s ofthe

creation �elds.Atthisstagethecom ponentsofvector ~F aresim ply thoughtascoe�cientsof
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an arbitrary linearcom bination which would bedeterm ined lateron.Thisreectsthe\spin"

degreesoffreedom ofthespaceofstatesand weshalldenotesuch coe�cientsby F an :::a1 where

theindex ai run overtwo possiblevaluesai= 1;2.

Letusnow turn ourattention totheconstruction ofvector~�n(�1;:::;�n).Asm entioned at

theend oftheprevioussection,itissu�cienttolook forcom binationsbetween the�elds ~B (�)

and F(�). In general,there isno known recipe which isable to provide uswith an educated

Ansatz forthisvectorand asitiscustom ary we shallstartthe construction considering few

particle excitationsoverthe reference state. A single particle excitation ism ade by creating

a hole ofspin up ordown on the fullband pseudovacuum j0i. From the pointofview ofthe

inverse scattering m ethod thisexcitation isrepresented by ~�1(�1)= ~B (�1)and consequently

theone-particlestateis

j�1(�1)i= ~B (�1):~F j0i= B a(�1)F
a j0i (44)

wherefrom now on weassum esum overrepeated index.

Itisnotdi�cultto solvetheeigenvalueproblem (22)forsuch one-particlestate.Ifweuse

thecom m utation relations(34-36),and thepseudovacuum properties(23-24)we�nd thatthe

one-particlestatesatis�esthefollowing relations

B (�)j�1(�1)i= i
�2(�1;�)

�9(�1;�)
[!1(�)]

L j�1(�1)i� i
�5(�1;�)

�9(�1;�)
[!1(�1)]

L ~B (�):~F j0i (45)

D (�)j�1(�1)i= �i
�8(�;�1)

�7(�;�1)
[!3(�)]

L
�
�
��1(�

(1)

1 )
E

� i
�10(�;�1)

�7(�;�1)
[!2(�1)]

L[~�:(~B �(�)
 Î)]:~F j0i

(46)

2X

a= 1

A aa(�)j�1(�1)i = �i
�1(�;�1)

�9(�;�1)
r̂
a1b1
c1a1

(�;�1)[!2(�)]
L
B c1(�1)F

b1 j0i

+i
�5(�;�1)

�9(�;�1)
[!2(�1)]

L ~B (�):~F j0i

�i
�10(�;�1)

�7(�;�1)
[!1(�1)]

L[~�:(~B �(�)
 Î)]:~F j0i (47)

where Î isthe 2� 2 identity m atrix. The term sproportionalto the eigenvectorj�1(�1)iare

denom inated wanted term sbecausethey contributedirectly to theeigenvalue.Therem aining
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onesarecalled unwanted term sand they can beelim inated by im posing furtherrestriction on

therapidity �1.Thisconstraint,known astheBetheAnsatzequation,isgiven by

"
!1(�1)

!2(�1)

#L

= 1 (48)

Itisnow straightforwardtogoaheadandtodeterm inetheone-particleeigenvalue.However,

itisconvenientto startintroducing suitablenotation which can beextended to accom m odate

m ulti-particlestates.W ith thisin m ind,wede�nethefollowing auxiliary eigenvalueproblem

T
(1)(�;�1)

a1
b1
F a1 = r̂

�a1
b1�

(�;�1)F
a1 = �(1)(�;�1)F

b1 (49)

and weseethat,in term sofequation (49),theone-particleeigenvalue can beexpressed by

�(�;� 1)= i
�2(�1;�)

�9(�1;�)
[!1(�)]

L � i
�8(�;�1)

�7(�;�1)
[!3(�)]

L + i
�1(�;�1)

�9(�;�1)
�(1)(�;�1)[!2(�)]

L (50)

Up to theleveloftheone-particlestatethere isno extra e�ortto solve thecorresponding

auxiliary problem . Considering the 6-vertex structure ofm atrix r̂(�;�)itiseasily seen that

thesolution is

�(1)(�;�1)= 1+ �b(�;�1) (51)

W enextturn to theanalysisofthetwo-particlestate.W eexpectthatsuch statewillbea

com position between two single hole excitationsofarbitrary spinsand a localhole pairwith

oppositespins.Theform erism adeby tensoring two �eldsof ~B (�)typewhilethelatershould

be represented by F(�). The vector ~� has also a physicalm eaning. It plays the role ofan

\exclusion" principle,forbidding two spin up or two spin down at the sam e site. Thus,an

educateAnsatzforthetwo-particlevectorshould bethelinearcom bination

~�2(�1;�2)= ~B (�1)
 ~B (�2)+ ~�F(�1)B (�2)̂g
(2)

0 (�1;�2) (52)

where ĝ
(2)

0 (�1;�2)isan arbitrary function to bedeterm ined.W efound also convenientto add

thediagonal�eld B (�2)on theright-hand sideofthetwo-particlevectorAnsatz.W eseethat

when theAnsatz(52)isprojected outon thesubspaceofequalspins,no contribution com ing
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from F(�)appears,which isin perfectaccordance to whatone would expectfrom the Pauli

principle.In otherwords,using thede�nition (43)wehave

j�2(�1;�2)i= B i(�1)B j(�2)F
ji
j0i+ [!1(�2)]

L
F(�1)̂g

(2)

0 (�1;�2)(F
21
� F

12) (53)

Inordertotackletheeigenvalueproblem forthetwo-particlestate,besidesthecom m utation

rulesofthe lastsection,we have to use extra relationsbetween the �elds ~B (�),~B �(�),~C(�)

and ~C �(�). These relations have been sum m arized in the beginning ofappendix B . After

turning the diagonal�elds over the two-particle state,we �nd that there are two classes of

unwanted term s.The�rstclasswecall\easy"unwanted term sbecausethey areonlyproduced

by thesam ediagonaloperator(Â(�)orD (�))and they can beelim inated by an appropriate

choiceoffunction ĝ
(2)

0 (�1;�2).Therearethreeterm softhissort

F(�)D (�1)B (�2) ; ~B (�):~B �(�1)B (�2) ; ~�:[~B �(�)
 ~B �(�1)]B (�2) (54)

and allofthem arecancelled outprovided wechosefunction ĝ
(2)

0 (�1;�2)as

ĝ
(2)

0 (�1;�2)= i
�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)
(55)

Now,besidesthewanted term s,we areonly leftwith standard unwanted term s,i.e.those

thatrequire furtherrestriction on the rapidities. W e shallsee below thatthese term scan be

sim pli�ed in ratherclosed form swith the help ofthe two-particle auxiliary problem . Sim ilar

to the one-particle analysis,the auxiliary eigenvalue problem is�gured outby looking atthe

wanted term scom ing from theoperator

2X

a= 1

Â aa(�).Considering thecom m utation rule(34)we

soon realizethatthetwo-particleauxiliary problem is

T
(1)(�;f�lg)

a1a2
b1b2

F a2a1 = r̂
c1a1
b1d1

(�;�1)̂r
d1a2
b2c1

(�;�2)F
a2a1 = �(1)(�;f�lg)F

b2b1 (56)

W ith theaboveinform ation wem ove on sim plifying asm uch aspossible theaction ofthe

diagonal�eldson thetwo-particlestate.W ekeep in m ind thatwewantto presenttheresults

in a way thatwould beam enableto m ulti-particlestatesgeneralization.Aftera cum bersom e
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algebra we�nd that

B (�)j�2(�1;�2)i = [!1(�)]
L

2Y

j= 1

i
�2(�j;�)

�9(�j;�)
j�2(�1;�2)i

�

2X

j= 1

[!1(�j)]
L
�
�
�	

(1)

1 (�;�j;f�lg)
E

+H 1(�;�1;�2)[!1(�1)!1(�2)]
L
�
�
�	

(3)

0 (�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

(57)

D (�)j�2(�1;�2)i = [!3(�)]
L

2Y

j= 1

�i
�8(�;�j)

�7(�;�j)
j�2(�1;�2)i

�

2X

j= 1

[!2(�j)]
L�(1)(� = �j;f�lg)

�
�
�	

(2)

1 (�;�j;f�lg)
E

+H 2(�;�1;�2)[!2(�1)!2(�2)]
L
�
�
�	

(3)

0 (�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

(58)

2X

a= 1

Â aa(�)j�2(�1;�2)i = [!2(�)]
L

2Y

j= 1

�i
�1(�;�j)

�9(�;�j)
�(1)(�;f�lg)j�2(�1;�2)i

�

2X

j= 1

[!2(�j)]
L�(1)(� = �j;f�lg)

�
�
�	

(1)

1 (�;�j;f�lg)
E

�

2X

j= 1

[!1(�j)]
L
�
�
�	

(2)

1 (�;�j;f�lg)
E

+H 3(�;�1;�2)[!1(�1)!2(�2)]
L
�
�
�	

(3)

0 (�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

+H 4(�;�1;�2)[!1(�2)!2(�1)]
L
�
�
�	

(3)

0 (�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

(59)

Forsakeofclarity wehaveshortened thenotation fortheunwanted term sand represented

them by the eigenfunctions
�
�
�	

(j)

1 (�;�j;f�kg)
E

and
�
�
�	

(3)

0 (�;�j;f�kg)
E

. W e see thatthere are

three classes ofunwanted term sand theirexplicitexpressions in term softhe creation �elds

are

�
�
�	

(1)

1 (�;�j;f�lg)
E

= i
�5(�j;�)

�9(�j;�)

2Y

k= 1

k6= j

i
�2(�k;�j)

�9(�k;�j)
~B (�)
 ~�1(�k)Ô

(1)

j (�j;f�kg):~F j0i (60)

�
�
�	

(2)

1 (�;�j;f�lg)
E

= i
�10(�;�j)

�7(�;�j)

2Y

k= 1

k6= j

i
�2(�k;�j)

�9(�k;�j)
[~�:(~B �(�)
 Î)]
 ~�1(�k)Ô

(1)

j (�j;f�kg):~F j0i

(61)
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�
�
�	

(3)

0 (�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

= F(�)~�:~F j0i (62)

wheretheoperator Ô
(1)

j (�j;f�kg)isa sortof\ordering" factorfortheunwanted term sand it

isgiven by theform ula

Ô
(1)

j (�j;f�kg)=

j� 1Y

k= 1

�1(�k;�j)

�2(�k;�j)
r̂k;k+ 1(�k;�j) (63)

Before proceeding with a discussion ofthe results,we should pause to com m ent on the

\brute-force" analysisweperform ed so farforthetwo-particlestateproblem .Roughly speak-

ing,onecan estim atethewanted term sby keeping the�rstterm oftheright-hand sideofthe

com m utation rules(34-36)when weturn thediagonal�eldsoverthecreation operators ~B (�j).

This procedure gives us the coe�cients proportionalto the �rstpartofthe eigenvector and

to show thatthisisalso true forthe second partwe need to use som e identitiesbetween the

Boltzm ann weights.Thesituation fortheunwanted term siseven worseduetotheproliferation

ofm any di�erent term s,com m on in a Bethe Ansatz \brute-force" analysis. The \ordering"

factorjustaccountsforthesem any di�erentcontributionsto theunwanted term s.Lateron it

willbecom eclearthattheorigin ofthisfactorisduetoaperm utation property satis�ed by the

two-particleeigenvector.In appendix C weprovidethedetailsaboutthelessstraightforward

sim pli�cations carried out for the two-particle state,since som e ofthem willbe also useful

to m ulti-particle states aswell. Finally,within a \brute force" com putation,we have found

nine contributionsto the third unwanted term which com e from m any di�erentsources.Itis

possibleto recastthem in term soffourfunctionsH i(x;y;z)i= 1;:::;4whoseexpressionsare

H 1(x;y;z) = i
�2(y;x)�5(z;x)�10(y;x)

�9(y;x)�9(z;x)�7(y;x)
� i

�4(y;x)�10(y;z)

�7(y;x)�7(y;z)

H 2(x;y;z) = i
�5(x;y)�10(x;z)

�7(x;y)�7(x;z)
� i

�4(x;y)�10(y;z)

�7(x;y)�7(y;z)

H 3(x;y;z) = i
�10(x;y)�5(x;y)�5(y;z)

�7(x;y)�9(x;y)�9(y;z)
� i

�2(x;y)�5(x;z)�10(x;y)

�9(x;y)�9(x;z)�7(x;y)

H 4(x;y;z) = �i
�10(x;y)�5(x;y)�5(y;z)

�7(x;y)�9(x;y)�9(y;z)
+ i

�1(x;y)�10(x;z)�5(x;y)[1+ �a(x;y)]

�9(x;y)�7(x;z)�8(x;y)

�2i
�25(x;y)�10(y;z)

�8(x;y)�9(x;y)�7(y;z)
(64)
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Now wereturn tothediscussion ofthetwo-particlestateresults.Forthe�rsttwoclassesof

unwanted term sweonly havetwom ain contributionsand from equations(57-59)itisdirectto

seethatthey vanish provided thattherapiditiessatisfy thefollowing BetheAnsatzequations

"
!1(�i)

!2(�i)

#L

= �(1)(� = �i;f�jg); i= 1;2 (65)

Furtherm ore,theaboveBetheAnsatzequationsarealso su�cientto canceloutaltogether

the fourcontributions proportionalto the unwanted term F(�)~�:~F . A sim ple way ofseeing

thatis�rstto factorize a com m on factor[!2(�1)!2(�2)]
L forallthe fourterm s. Thisisdone

by substituting the values[!1(�1)]
L and [!1(�2)]

L given by the Bethe Ansatz equations(65)

and by using thefollowing two-particlerelations

�(1)(� = �1;f�lg)~�:~F = [�b(�1;�2)� �a(�1;�2)]~�:~F

�(1)(� = �2;f�lg)~�:~F = [�b(�2;�1)� �a(�2;�1)]~�:~F (66)

Afterputting allthese sim pli�cationstogether,one isstillleftto verify thatthe following

identity

H 1(x;y;z)+ H 2(x;y;z) = H 3(x;y;z)[�b(y;z)� �a(y;z)]

+H 4(x;y;z)[�b(z;y)� �a(z;y)] (67)

is satis�ed. Atthispointwe note thatthere isa way ofrewriting the term H 4(�;�1;�2)in

a m ore sym m etricalform . This technicalpoint isdiscussed in appendix C and proved very

usefulin carrying outthecancellation m echanism forgeneralm ulti-particlestates.

Finally,from equations(57-59)wecan read directly thewanted term s,and thetwo-particle

eigenvalueis

�(�;f� ig) = [!1(�)]
L

2Y

i= 1

i
�2(�i;�)

�9(�i;�)
+ [!3(�)]

L
2Y

i= 1

�i
�8(�;�i)

�7(�;�i)

�[!2(�)]
L

2Y

i= 1

�i
�1(�;�i)

�9(�;�i)
�(1)(�;f�jg) (68)

Now wereached a pointwhich istypicalofnested BetheAnsatzproblem s,i.e.thesolution

ofthe two-particle auxiliary problem is no longer trivialand it is necessary to im plem ent a
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second Bethe Ansatz. W e willpostpone this discussion untilthe next subsection in which

wewillpresentthesolution ofthisproblem forgeneralm ulti-particlestates.Although,foran

integrablem odel,itisbelieved thatthetwo-particlesectorcontainstheessentialfeaturesabout

thegeneralstructure oftheeigenvaluesand theBetheAnsatzequations,sim ilarsituation for

the eigenvectorsisstilllessclear. Before considering thisproblem ,itiswise to look �rstfor

an alternative way ofstarting with a generalAnsatz,since a \brute force" analysis proved

to be ratherintricate even forthe two-particle state. In fact,there isa sym m etry which we

have notyet explored. Itconsists ofseeking foreigenvectors which are in som e way related

to each other via perm utation ofthe rapidities. This idea goes along the lines the usual

pseudom om enta sym m etrization im posed to coordinate Bethe Ansatz wave functions. For

exam ple,letusconsiderthe two-particle vectorin which the constraint ĝ
(2)

0 (�1;�2)hasbeen

�xed asin equation (55).Then,itispossibleto verify thatthefollowing exchange property

~�2(�1;�2)=
�1(�1;�2)

�2(�1;�2)
~�2(�2;�1):̂r(�1;�2) (69)

issatis�ed.In ordertoshow that,weused arem arkablerelation between vector~�,theauxiliary

m atrix r̂(�;�)and theBoltzm ann weightsgiven by

~�:̂r(�;�)=
�10(�;�)�7(�;�)�2(�;�)

�7(�;�)�10(�;�)�1(�;�)
~� (70)

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

exchange sym m etry (69). Thisprocedure givesusa restriction to function ĝ
(2)

0 (�1;�2)and it

is an elegant way of�xing the linear com bination from the very beginning. Now it is easy

to understand thereason why an \ordering" factorhad em erged in the\brute-force" analysis

ofthe two-particle state. For exam ple, the sim plest way to generate the unwanted term s

~B (�)
 ~�1(�1)and [~�:(~B �(�)
 Î)]
 ~�1(�1)isby using the right-hand side ofequation (69)

instead ofthe left-hand side we used in the whole \brute force" analysis. In this way we

obviously generateonly onecontribution to such unwanted term swhich carriesthe\ordering"

factorexplicitly.

In principle,such sym m etrization m echanism can be im plem ented to any m ulti-particle

state,and as we shallsee below,it indeed help us to handle the problem ofconstructing a
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generaln-particle state Ansatz. W e willstart our discussion considering the three-particle

state.Thisstate isexpected to be a com position between the term representing the creation

ofthreeholes(arbitrary spins)on di�erentsitesand thethreepossiblewaysofcom bining pairs

ofholeswith a single excitation. W ithin ouralgebraic fram ework the Ansatz encoding these

featuresis

~�3(�1;�2;�3) = ~B (�1)
 ~B (�2)
 ~B (�3)+ [~B (�1)
 ~�F(�2)B (�3)]̂g
(3)

0 (�1;�2;�3)

+[~� 
 F(�1)~B (�3)B (�2)]̂g
(3)

1 (�1;�2;�3)+ [~� 
 F(�1)~B (�2)B (�3)]̂g
(3)

2 (�1;�2;�3)

(71)

wherethecoe�cientesĝ
(3)

j (�1;�2;�3)aregoingtobedeterm ined assum ingapriorian exchange

property (cf.equation (78))forthe�1 $ �2 and �2 $ �3 perm utations.Toseehow thisworks

in practice,letus�rstim plem enttheperm utation between therapidities�2 and �3.Tothisend

weusethecom m utation relation (25)toreordertheserapiditiesin theperm uted three-particle

vector~�3(�1;�3;�2).Thisallowsusto writethefollowing relation

�1(�2;�3)

�2(�2;�3)
~�3(�1;�3;�2):̂r23(�2;�3) = ~B (�1)
 ~B (�2)
 ~B (�3)+ i

�10(�2;�3)

�7(�2;�3)
[~B (�1)
 ~�F(�2)B (�3)]

+[~B (�1)
 ~�F(�3)B (�2)][�i
�10(�2;�3)

�7(�2;�3)
+
�1(�2;�3)

�2(�2;�3)

� ĝ
(3)

0 (�1;�3;�2):̂r23(�2;�3)]

+[~� 
 F(�1)~B (�2)B (�3)]
�1(�2;�3)

�2(�2;�3)
ĝ
(3)

1 (�1;�3;�2):̂r23(�2;�3)

+[~� 
 F(�1)~B (�3)B (�2)]
�1(�2;�3)

�2(�2;�3)
ĝ
(3)

2 (�1;�3;�2):̂r23(�2;�3)

(72)

Im posing theexchangeproperty tothethree-particlestate,i.e.thattheright-hand sidesof

equations(71)and (72)areequal,weareabletoderiveconstraintstofunctionsĝ
(3)

j (�1;�2;�3).

W e�nd thatitissu�cientto have

ĝ
(3)

0 (�1;�2;�3)= i
�10(�2;�3)

�7(�2;�3)
(73)
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and

ĝ
(3)

2 (�1;�2;�3)=
�1(�2;�3)

�2(�2;�3)
ĝ
(3)

1 (�1;�3;�2):̂r23(�2;�3) (74)

whereweused theidentities r̂23(�2;�3):̂r23(�3;�2)= Î and �1(�;�)= �2(�;�).W erecallthat

relation(70)helpsustocanceloutthethirdterm ofequation (72).Now itrem ainstodeterm ine

function ĝ
(3)

1 (�1;�2;�3)and thiscan be doneby using theperm utation between thevariables

�1 and �2.Thetechnicalstepsofthiscom putation arem oreinvolving,sinceitisnecessary to

useothercom m utation rulesand som eidentitiesbetween theBoltzm ann weights.Thedetails

arepresented in appendix D and herewequoteourresultfortherem aining functions

ĝ
(3)

1 (�1;�2;�3) = i
�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)
i
�2(�3;�2)

�9(�3;�2)

ĝ
(3)

2 (�1;�2;�3) = i
�10(�1;�3)

�7(�1;�3)
i
�1(�2;�3)

�9(�2;�3)
r̂23(�2;�3) (75)

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

unwanted term sareautom atically canceled outprovided we�x theconstraints ĝ
(3)

j (�1;�2;�3)

asin equations(73)and (75).W e notethatfunctions ĝ
(3)

0 (x;y;z)and ĝ
(2)

0 (y;z)are identical,

and this allows us to rewrite the three-particle vector in term s ofthe following recurrence

relation

~�3(�1;�2;�3) = ~B (�1)
 ~�2(�2;�3)

+

3X

j= 2

h
~� 
 F(�1)~�1(�2;:::;�j� 1;�j+ 1;:::;�3)B (�j)

i

ĝ
(3)

j� 1(�1;�2;�3)

(76)

Thisexpression isratherillum inating,because itsuggeststhatwe can write a generaln-

particlestatein term softhe(n� 1)-particleand (n� 2)-particlestatesviaarecurrencerelation.

From ourexpressionsforthetwo-particleand thethree-particlestatesitisnotdi�culttoguess

thatthen-particlevectorshould begiven by

~�n(�1;:::;�n) = ~B (�1)
 ~�n� 1(�2;:::;�n)

+

nX

j= 2

h
~� 
 F(�1)~�n� 2(�2;:::;�j� 1;�j+ 1;:::;�n)B (�j)

i

ĝ
(n)

j� 1(�1;:::;�n)

(77)
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wherehereweform ally identi�ed ~�0 with theunity vector.Ournextstep isto im plem entthe

sym m etrization schem e forsuch m ulti-particle state Ansatz.Thebestway to proceed here is

to usem athem aticalinduction,i.eweassum ethatthe(n� 2)-particleand the(n� 1)-particle

stateswerealreadysym m etrized toinfertheconstraintsĝ
(n)

j (�1;:::;�n)forthen-particlestate.

Forthispurposeweim posethatany consecutiveperm utation between therapidities�j� 1 and

�j (j= 2;:::;n)satis�esthefollowing exchange property

~�n(�1;:::;�j� 1;�j;:::;�n)=
�1(�j� 1;�j)

�2(�j� 1;�j)
~�n(�1;:::;�j;�j� 1;:::;�n):̂rj� 1;j(�j� 1;�j) (78)

where the indices under r̂j� 1;j(�j� 1;�j) em phasize the positions on the n-particle space 1


:::
 j� 1
 j:::
 n in which thism atrix actsnon-trivially.

Now starting with the latest perm utation j = n we go ahead com paring the term s pro-

portionalto [~� 
 F(�1)~�n� 2(�2;:::;�j� 2;�j;:::;�n)B (�j� 1)]and [~� 
 F(�1)~�n� 2(�2;:::;�j� 1;

�j+ 1;:::;�n)B (�j)]in both sidesoftheexchangerelation (78).Ateach step,thisyieldsasetof

relationsbetween thefunctionsĝ
(n)

j (�1;:::;�n)which arefurthersim pli�ed by using explicitly

both the unitarity condition and the Yang-Baxterequation forthe auxiliary r-m atrix.Up to

j= 3 we�nd thatsuch functionssatisfy thefollowing recurrencerelation

ĝ
(n)

j� 1(�1;:::;�j� 1;�j;:::;�n)=
�1(�j� 1;�j)

�2(�j� 1;�j)
ĝ
(n)

j� 2(�1;:::;�j;�j� 1;:::;�n)̂rj� 1;j(�j� 1;�j) (79)

Next we im plem ent the sym m etrization �1 $ �2 along the lines sketched in appendix

D for the three-particle state. In this case we have to elim inate the term proportionalto

[~� 
 F(�1)~�n� 2(�3;:::;�n)B (�2)]which only occurs in the left-hand side of the exchange

relation (78).Thiscondition helpsusto determ ine theexpression forthe�rstconstraintand

wehave

ĝ
(n)

1 (�1;:::;�n)= i
�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)

nY

k= 3

i
�2(�k;�2)

�9(�k;�2)
(80)

Finally,the set ofrelations (79)and (80)are solved recursively and we �nd that the n-

particlevectoris

~�n(�1;:::;�n) = ~B (�1)
 ~�n� 1(�2;:::;�n)+

nX

j= 2

i
�10(�1;�j)

�7(�1;�j)

nY

k= 2

k6= j

i
�2(�k;�j)

�9(�k;�j)
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�
h
~� 
 F(�1)~�n� 2(�2;:::;�j� 1;�j+ 1;:::;�n)B (�j)

i

�

j� 1Y

k= 2

�1(�k;�j)

�2(�k;�j)
r̂k;k+ 1(�k;�j) (81)

Atthispointitisfairto rem ark thattherecursiveway wefound fortheeigenvectorswere

inspired to som e extenton an early work ofTarasov on the Izergin-Korepin m odel[34]. Our

construction,however,hasthe im portantnovelty ofallowing a general\exclusion statistics"

between the non-com m utative and the com m utative creation �elds and therefore paving the

way forfurther applications and extensions. Indeed,the non-trivialway thatboth the \ex-

clusion" vectorand the auxiliary m atrix entersin theeigenvectorsexpression (81)m akesour

form ula rathergeneral,being ableto accom m odatethe solution ofa widerclassofintegrable

m odels. This situation has to be contrasted to that ofm ulti-state 6-vertex generalizations

[30,31],in which theeigenvectorsareeasily given by tensoring thecreation �eldsand thereis

no explicitdependence oftheunderlying algebra.

Letusnow return to theproblem of�nding theeigenvaluesofthetransferm atrix,keeping

in m ind the recurrence relation (81) for the eigenvectors. To gain som e insight about this

problem we �rstinvestigate how the wanted and unwanted term sare collected forthe three-

particle state. Besidesthe com m utation rulesforthe diagonal�elds,we also have to use our

previous results for the two-particle state (cf. (57-59)) wherever there is the need to carry

the diagonaloperators through the vector ~�2(�2;�3). This recursive way not only helps us

to bettersim plify the wanted term sbutalso m akesitpossible to gatherthe unwanted term s

in ratherclosed form s. This analysis ispresented in appendix D since itstillinvolves som e

extra technicalities.Having athand thetwo-particleand thethree-particledata wecan m ove

forward to the analysis ofthe four-particle state and so forth. In general,for n � 3,the

knowledge ofthe (n � 1)-particle and the (n � 2)-particle results dictates the behaviour of

the n-particle state. By using m athem aticalinduction we are able to determ ine the general

structureforthem ulti-particlestatesand the�nalresultsare

B (�)j�n(�1;:::;�n)i = [!1(�)]
L

nY

j= 1

i
�2(�j;�)

�9(�j;�)
j�n(�1;:::;�n)i
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�

nX

j= 1

[!1(�j)]
L
�
�
�	

(1)

n� 1(�;�j;f�lg)
E

+

nX

j= 2

j� 1X

l= 1

H 1(�;�l;�j)[!1(�l)!1(�j)]
L
�
�
�	

(3)

n� 2(�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

(82)

D (�)j�n(�1;:::;�n)i = [!3(�)]
L

nY

j= 1

�i
�8(�;�j)

�7(�;�j)
j�n(�1;:::;�n)i

�

nX

j= 1

[!2(�j)]
L�(1)(� = �j;f�lg)

�
�
�	

(2)

n� 1(�;�j;f�lg)
E

+

nX

j= 2

j� 1X

l= 1

H 2(�;�l;�j)[!2(�1)!2(�2)]
L�(1)(� = �j;f�kg)

��(1)(� = �l;f�kg)
�
�
�	

(3)

n� 2(�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

(83)

2X

a= 1

Â aa(�)j�n(�1;:::;�n)i = [!2(�)]
L

nY

j= 1

�i
�1(�;�j)

�9(�;�j)
�(1)(�;f�lg)j�n(�1;:::;�n)i

�

nX

j= 1

[!2(�j)]
L�(1)(� = �j;f�lg)

�
�
�	

(1)

n� 1(�;�j;f�lg)
E

�

nX

j= 1

[!1(�j)]
L
�
�
�	

(2)

n� 1(�;�j;f�lg)
E

�

nX

j= 2

j� 1X

l= 1

H 3(�;�l;�j)[�a(�l;�j)� �b(�l;�j)][!1(�l)!2(�j)]
L

��(1)(� = �j;f�kg)
�
�
�	

(3)

n� 2(�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

�

nX

j= 2

j� 1X

l= 1

H 3(�;�j;�l)
�1(�l;�j)

�2(�l;�l)
[!1(�j)!2(�l)]

L

��(1)(� = �l;f�kg)
�
�
�	

(3)

n� 2(�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

(84)

Sim ilarly to whathappened to thetwo-particle and thethree-particle caseswe havethree

fam iliesofunwanted term s.Asbeforethey arewritten in term softhecreation operatorsand

thegeneralexpressionsare

�
�
�	

(1)

n� 1(�;�j;f�lg)
E

= i
�5(�j;�)

�9(�j;�)

nY

k= 1

k6= j

i
�2(�k;�j)

�9(�k;�j)
~B (�)
 ~�n� 1(�1;:::;��j;:::;�n)

� Ô
(1)

j (�j;f�kg):~F j0i (85)
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�
�
�	

(2)

n� 1(�;�j;f�lg)
E

= i
�10(�;�j)

�7(�;�j)

nY

k= 1

k6= j

i
�2(�k;�j)

�9(�k;�j)
[~�:(~B �(�)
 Î)]
 ~�n� 1(�1;:::;��j;:::;�n)

� Ô
(1)

j (�j;f�kg):~F j0i (86)

�
�
�	

(3)

n� 2(�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

=

nY

k= 1

6= j;l

i
�2(�k;�j)

�9(�k;�j)
i
�2(�k;�l)

�9(�k;�l)
F(�)~� 
 ~�n� 2(�1;:::;��l;:::;��j;:::;�n)

� Ô
(2)

lj (�l;�j;f�kg):
~F j0i (87)

where the sym bol ��j m eans that the rapidity �j is absent from the set f�1;:::;�ng. For

n � 3 itwasnecessary to introducea second \ordering" factorin orderto betterrepresentthe

third type ofunwanted term s(cf.appendix D ).Itstask issim ilarto thatplayed by the �rst

\ordering" factorwith the di�erence thatnow two rapidities are reordered. In otherwords,

thissecond \ordering" factorbringsthe rapidities�l and �j (l< j)to the �rsttwo positions

in theeigenvectorform ula (81),and a sim plecalculation showsthatitsexpression is

Ô
(2)

lj (�l;�j;f�kg) =

l� 1Y

k= 1

�1(�k;�j)

�2(�k;�j)
r̂k+ 1;k+ 2(�k;�j)

j� 1Y

k= l+ 1

�1(�k;�j)

�2(�k;�j)
r̂k;k+ 1(�k;�j)

�

l� 1Y

k= 1

�1(�k;�l)

�2(�k;�l)
r̂k;k+ 1(�k;�l) (88)

Before discussing the results,we should notethatthe above expressionsform ulti-particle

statesindeed reproduceourprevious�ndingsforthetwo-particle(afterconsidering appendix

C)and theone-particlestates.Now,from equations(82-84),itisdirecttoread ofthen-particle

eigenvalueexpression,nam ely

�(�;f� jg) = [!1(�)]
L

nY

j= 1

i
�2(�j;�)

�9(�j;�)
+ [!3(�)]

L
nY

j= 1

�i
�8(�;�j)

�7(�;�j)

�[!2(�)]
L

nY

j= 1

�i
�1(�;�j)

�9(�;�j)
�(1)(�;f�lg) (89)

Following the sam e argum entsgiven forthe two-particle state,and in particularthe dis-

cussion presented attheend ofappendix C,we easily derive thattheunwanted term svanish

provided therapiditiessatisfy thefollowing BetheAnsatzequations

"
!1(�i)

!2(�i)

#L

= �(1)(� = �i;f�jg); i= 1;:::;n (90)
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Once again, the �nalresults have been expressed in term s ofthe underlying auxiliary

problem ,which fora generalm ulti-particlestateisde�ned by

T
(1)(�;f�ig)

b1� � � bn

a1� � � an
F

bn � � � b1 = �(1)(�;f�ig)F
an � � � a1 (91)

wheretheinhom ogeneoustransferm atrix T(1)(�;f�ig)is

T
(1)(�;f�ig)

a1� � � an

b1� � � bn
= r̂

c1a1
b1d1

(�;�1)̂r
d1a2
b2c2

(�;�2):::̂r
dn� 1an
bn c1

(�;�n) (92)

Aswehavecom m ented beforetheseresultsaredirectextensionsofthoseobtained forthe

two-particle state. W e see thatthe Bethe Ansatz equationsand the eigenvaluesstilldepend

on an additionalauxiliary eigenvalueproblem .In thelanguageofcondensed m atterwewould

say that so far we m anaged to solve the \charge" degrees offreedom but stillrem ains the

diagonalization ofthe \spin" sector. As we shallsee next the \spin" problem can also be

solved in term softhealgebraicBetheAnsatzapproach.

4.2 T he eigenvalues and the nested B ethe A nsatz

The task ofthis section is the diagonalization ofthe auxiliary transfer m atrix T(1)(�;f�jg).

Forthispurposewe have to setup anotherBetheAnsatzwhich willresultin \nested" Bethe

Ansatz equations for the rapidities we began with. This problem ,however,is equivalent to

the solution ofthe6-vertex m odelin presence ofinhom ogeneitiesand ithasbeen extensively

discussed in the literature (see e.g. refs. [5,30,31]). Therefore we willonly sketch the m ain

stepsofthesolution forsakeofcom pleteness.Firstwewritethetransferm atrix T(1)(�;f�jg)

asthetraceofthefollowing m onodrom y m atrix

T (1)(�;f�jg)= L
(1)

A (1)n
(�;�n)L

(1)

A (1)n� 1
(�;�n� 1):::L

(1)

A (1)1
(�;�1) (93)

where A (1) is the two-dim ensional\spin" auxiliary space. The Lax operatorL
(1)

A (1)j
(�;�j) is

related to theauxiliary m atrix r̂(�;�j)by a perm utation on theC
2 � C 2 spaceand itsm atrix
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elem entsare

L
(1)

A (1)j
(�;�j)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 �b(�;�j) �a(�;�j) 0

0 �a(�;�j) �b(�;�j) 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(94)

W e now go ahead applying the AB CD algebraic Bethe Ansatz fram ework [1,2,3]foran

inhom ogeneoustransferm atrix.W riting them onodrom y m atrix as

T (1)(�;f�jg)=

0

@
A (1)(�;f�jg) B (1)(�;f�jg)

C (1)(�;f�jg) D (1)(�;f�jg)

1

A (95)

and taking asthereference statethevector

�
�
�0(1)

E

=

nY

j= 1




0

@
1

0

1

A

j

(96)

we�nd thefollowing relations

A
(1)(�;f�jg)

�
�
�0(1)

E

=
�
�
�0(1)

E

D
(1)(�;f�jg)

�
�
�0(1)

E

=

nY

j= 1

�b(�;�j)
�
�
�0(1)

E

C
(1)(�;f�jg)

�
�
�0(1)

E

= 0 (97)

The�eld B (1)(�;f�jg)playstheroleofa creation operatoroverthereferencestate.To get

itscom m utationruleswesolvetheYang-Baxteralgebraforthem onodrom ym atrixT (1)(�;f�jg)

using asintertwinertheauxiliary m atrix (26).Thisyieldsthefollowing relations

A
(1)(�;f�jg)B

(1)(�;f�jg) =
1

�b(�;�)
B
(1)(�;f�jg)A

(1)(�;f�jg)

�
�a(�;�)

�b(�;�)
B
(1)(�;f�jg)A

(1)(�;f�jg)

D
(1)(�;f�jg)B

(1)(�;f�jg) =
1

�b(�;�)
B
(1)(�;f�jg)D

(1)(�;f�jg)

�
�a(�;�)

�b(�;�)
B
(1)(�;f�jg)D

(1)(�;f�jg)

h

B
(1)(�;f�jg);B

(1)(�;f�jg)
i

= 0 (98)

30



Next we have to m ake an Ansatz forthe eigenstates ofT(1)(�;f�jg). This is the \spin"

partofthe m ulti-particle statesand itisgiven by the product

mY

l= 1

B
(1)(�l;f�jg)

�
�
�0(1)

E

whose

com ponentsareprecisely identi�ed with thecoe�cientsF an :::a1.W ith thehelp ofcom m utation

rules(98)we are able to carry on the operatorsA (1)(�;f�jg)+ D (1)(�;f�jg)through allthe

creation �eldsB (1)(�l;f�jg)leading usto thefollowing resultfortheauxiliary eigenvalue

�(1)(�;f�jg;f�lg)=

mY

l= 1

1

�b(�l;�)
+

nY

j= 1

�b(�;�j)

mY

l= 1

1

�b(�;�l)
(99)

provided thenum bersf�lg satisfy theadditionalrestriction

nY

j= 1

�b(�l;�j)= �

mY

k= 1

�b(�l;�k)

�b(�k;�l)
; l= 1;:::;m (100)

Finally,we use the auxiliary eigenvalue expression to rewrite ourpreviousresultsforthe

eigenvalues and Bethe Ansatz equations ofthe \covering" vertex m odel. Substituting the

expression (99)in equations(89,90)and using thesecond relation ofequation (28)we obtain

thattheeigenvalue is

�(�;f� jg;f�lg) = [!1(�)]
L

nY

j= 1

i
�2(�j;�)

�9(�j;�)
+ [!3(�)]

L
nY

j= 1

�i
�8(�;�j)

�7(�;�j)

�[!2(�)]
L

8
<

:

nY

j= 1

�i
�1(�;�j)

�9(�;�j)

mY

l= 1

1

�b(�l;�)
+

nY

j= 1

�i
�8(�;�j)

�7(�;�j)

mY

l= 1

1

�b(�;�l)

9
=

;

(101)

whiletheBetheAnsatzequationsfortherapiditiesf�jg becom es

"
!1(�j)

!2(�j)

#L

=

mY

l= 1

1

�b(�l;�j)
(102)

Now wearealm ostready to m akea com parison with theLieb’sand W u’sresults[9].First

weintroducea new setofvariablesz� (�j)de�ned by

z� (�j)=
a(�j)

b(�j)
e
2h(�j) z+ (�j)=

b(�j)

a(�j)
e
2h(�j) (103)

Considering thisde�nition and taking into accountthe transform ation (32)aswellasthe

identities(29,30),weareableto rewritetheexpression fortheeigenvalueas

(�i)n�(�;fz� (�j)g;f~�lg) = [!1(�)]
L

nY

j= 1

b(�)

a(�)

"
1+ z� (�j)=z+ (�)

1� z� (�j)=z� (�)

#
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+[!3(�)]
L

nY

j= 1

b(�)

a(�)

"
1+ z� (�j)z� (�)

1� z� (�j)z+ (�)

#

�[!2(�)]
L

8
<

:

nY

j= 1

b(�)

a(�)

"
1+ z� (�j)=z+ (�)

1� z� (�j)=z� (�)

#

�

mY

l= 1

z� (�)� 1=z� (�)� ~�l+ U=2

z� (�)� 1=z� (�)� ~�l� U=2

+

nY

j= 1

b(�)

a(�)

"
1+ z� (�j)z� (�)

1� z� (�j)z+ (�)

#
nY

l= 1

1=z+ (�)� z+ (�)� ~�l� U=2

1=z+ (�)� z+ (�)� ~�l+ U=2

9
=

;

(104)

and thenested BetheAnsatzequationsarenow given by

[z� (�j)]
L =

mY

l= 1

z� (�j)� 1=z� (�j)� ~�l+ U=2

z� (�j)� 1=z� (�j)� ~�l� U=2
;

nY

j= 1

z� (�j)� 1=z� (�j)� ~�l� U=2

z� (�j)� 1=z� (�j)� ~�l+ U=2
= �

mY

k= 1

~�l� ~�k + U

~�l� ~�k � U
;l= 1;:::;m (105)

From theaboveexpressionswenotethatfunction �(�;fz� (�j)g;f~�lg)isanalyticin �.This

happens because the condition ofhaving zero residues on both direct z� (�j) and \crossed"

z+ (�j)channelsisclearly ful�lled by the nested Bethe Ansatz equations. The nextstep isto

expand the logarithm ofthe eigenvalue �(�;fz� (�j)g;f~�lg)in powersof� and up to second

orderin theexpansion we�nd

ln[�(�;fz� (�j)g;f~�lg)] =
i�

2
n +

nX

j= 1

ln[z� (�j)]+

+�

2

4

nX

j= 1

[z� (�j)+ 1=z� (�j)]+
U

4
(L � 2n)

3

5

+�2

2

4

nX

j= 1

h

z
2

� (�j)� 1=z2� (�j)� U[z� (�j)� 1=z� (�j)]
i

� 2L

3

5

+O (�3) (106)

The O (�) term param etrizes the spectrum ofthe Hubbard Ham iltonian and to recover

theLieb’sand W u’sresultswejusthave to reexpressthevariablez� (�j)in term softhehole

m om enta kj by

z� (�j)= e
ikj (107)
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Considering thisrelation,theeigenenergiesoftheHubbard m odelare

E n(L)=
U(L � 2n)

4
+

nX

j= 1

2cos(kj) (108)

and them om enta kj satisfy thefollowing BetheAnsatzequations

e
iLkj =

mY

l= 1

sin(kj)� ��l� iU=4

sin(kj)� ��l+ iU=4
;

nY

j= 1

sin(kj)� ��l+ iU=4

sin(kj)� ��l� iU=4
= �

mY

k= 1

��l� ��k � iU=2

��l� ��k + iU=2
;l= 1;:::;m (109)

where we also used ~�l = 2i��l to bring ourequationsin the Lieb’sand W u’sform . A careful

readerm ightnotethattheaboveBetheAnsatzequationshavean extram inusfactorin frontof

thecouplingU in com parison totheoriginalones.Thisisbecauseweareusingthelanguageof

holesinstead ofparticlesand thism eansthattheintegersn and m arethetotalnum berofholes

and the num berofholeswith spin up,respectively. Itiswellknown thatvia a particle-hole

transform ation the kinetic term ofthe Ham iltonian getsan extra m inussign,which changes

thesign offactorU=tentering in theBetheAnsatzequations.Sim ilarreasoningcan becarried

outforothersconserved charges. Forexam ple,the �rstnon-trivialcurrentcom m uting with

theHam iltonian [12,13]is

J =

LX

j= 1

c
y

j"cj+ 2" � c
y

j+ 2"cj"

+U(c
y

j"cj+ 1" � c
y

j+ 1"cj")(nj+ 1# + nj# � 1)+ ["$ #] (110)

and from equation (106)itfollowsthatthespectrum (m odulo a constant)ofthischargeis

E
J
n(L)= 2i

nX

j= 1

[sin(2kj)� U sin(kj)] (111)

W e would like to close thissection com m enting on the construction ofthe eigenvectorsin

the term softhe \dual" �eld ~B �(�). The equivalence between the com m utation rulesforthe

�elds ~B (�)and ~B �(�)allow ustofollow straightforwardly thewholeconstruction ofsection 4.1

and itisnotdi�cultto derive form ula forthe\dual" eigenvectors ~��
n(�1;:::;�n).Form ally,
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we can apply the\dual" transform ation in expression (81).Thisleadsusto following \dual"

recurrence relation

~��
n(�1;:::;�n) = ~B �(�1)
 ~��

n� 1(�2;:::;�n)+

nX

j= 2

i
��
10
(�1;�j)

��7(�1;�j)

nY

k= 2

k6= j

i
��2(�k;�j)

��9(�k;�j)

j� 1Y

k= 2

��1(�k;�j)

��2(�k;�j)
r̂
�
k;k+ 1(�k;�j)

�
h
~� 
 F(�1)~�

�
n� 2(�2;:::;�j� 1;�j+ 1;:::;�n)D (�j)

i

(112)

W e expect thatthe corresponding eigenvalues ��(�;f�jg;f~�lg)should also be related to

�(�;f� jg;f~�lg)in som e way. Thisisindeed the case ifwe shiftallthe rapiditiesaround the

\crossing" point�=2,and therelation wefound is

��(�=2� �;f�=2� �jg;f�=2� ~�lg)= (�1)n�(�;f� jg;f~�lg) (113)

W ith thiswecom pleteouranalysisofthegraded eigenvalueproblem and in thenextsection

weshalldiscusssom eothercom plem entary resultswhich can beobtained within theAB CD F

form alism .

5 C om plem entary results

In this section we shall�rst consider the solution ofthe coupled spin m odelwith twisted

boundary conditions. Thisallow usto illustrate the di�erence between the Hubbard and the

coupled spin m odels from the viewpoint oftheir Bethe Ansatz solution. Next we consider

the wellknown SU(2) sym m etries ofthe Hubbard m odel[35,36,37]. W e willshow that

the eigenvectors (81)are highestweightsofboth the SU(2)Lie algebra ofrotationsand the

�-paring SU(2) sym m etry. Thus we are able to recover the results by Essler,Korepin and

Schoutens[36]from an algebraicpointofview.
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5.1 T w isted boundary conditions

W ebegin recalling thattwisted boundary conditionsarein generalassociated tocertain gauge

invariances ofthe Yang-Baxter algebra. The integrability condition (1) is stillvalid when

LA i(�)! G A LA i(�)provided thegaugem atrix G A satis�es[25]

[R(�;�);G A 
 G A ]= 0 (114)

Thism eansthata vertex m odelde�ned by the transferm atrix TG (�)= TrA TG (�)whose

m onodrom y m atrix is

TG (�)= G A LA L(�)LA L� 1(�):::LA 1(�) (115)

stillrem ains integrable. One way ofseeing the connection to twisted boundary conditions

is,forexam ple,to derive the quantum Ham iltonian H G com m uting with the transferm atrix

TG (�). To thisend we assum e thatthe Lax operatorisregularatsom e value ofthe spectral

param eter,say LA i(0)= PA i where PA i istheC
4 
 C 4 perm utation operator.Then thelocal

quantum Ham iltonian H G is[6,7]

H G = T
� 1
G (0)T0

G (0) (116)

wheresym bol0standsforthederivativeon �.By using theperm utation properties

Ô A iPA j = PA jÔ ji; PA iÔ A j = Ô ijPA i; TrA [G A PA �]= G � (117)

and afterfew algebraicm anipulationswederive that(seee.g.ref.[38])

H =

L� 1X

i= 1

hi;i+ 1 + G
� 1
L hL;1G L (118)

wherehij = [PL0(0)]ij and weassum ed thatG A isinvertible.Thelastterm in theHam iltonian

(118)reectsthe presence ofnon-trivialboundary conditions. In the contextofthe coupled

spin m odel(7),itisstraightforward to seethatwegettwisted boundary conditionsby taking

thefollowing gauge

G A =

0

@
e� i�1=2 0

0 ei�1=2

1

A 


0

@
e� i�2=2 0

0 ei�2=2

1

A (119)
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Clearly,such gaugem atrix ful�lltheintegrability condition (114).In orderto diagonalize

TG (�)weonly need to introducefew m odi�cationson theform alism developed in theprevious

sections.Itisfundam entalthatthisgaugedoesnotspoilthetriangularform ofthem onodrom y

TG (�) when it acts on the ferrom agnetic reference j0i. The diagonaloperators of TG (�),

however,pick up extra phasefactorsand now wehavethefollowing relations

B (�)j0i= e
� i(�1+ �2)=2[!1(�)]

L j0i D (�)j0i= e
i(�1+ �2)=2[!3(�)]

L j0i

A 11(�)j0i= e
� i(�1� �2)=2[!2(�)]

L j0i A 22(�)j0i= e
i(�1� �2)=2[!2(�)]

L j0i

(120)

The nextstep isto solve the com m utation rulesin the standard Yang-Baxterform alism ,

since weareconsidering thecoupled spin m odel.These com m utation ruleshavebasically the

sam e structure ofthose worked outforthe graded case,apartfrom few signsand im aginary

factors. W e have collected them in appendix B and we note thatthe corresponding 6-vertex

auxiliary m atrix hasnow an extra sign in the am plitude �b(�;�). Therefore,the nested part

always gets twisted,em phasizing the di�erence between the Hubbard and the coupled spin

m odelsforclosed boundary conditions. Since now the basic ingredientshave been setup we

can follow closely the stepsofsections3 and 4. Here we are interested in the eigenvalues of

thetwisted m odeland now webegin to sum m arizeour�nal�ndings.Taking into accountthe

relations(120)and thecom m utation rulesB.12-B.22wederivethattheeigenvaluesoftransfer

m atrix TG (�)is

�G (�;f�jg) = e
� i(�1+ �2)=2[!1(�)]

L
nY

j= 1

�
�2(�j;�)

�9(�j;�)
+ e

i(�1+ �2)=2[!3(�)]
L

nY

j= 1

�
�8(�;�j)

�7(�;�j)

+

nY

j= 1

�
�1(�;�j)

�9(�;�j)
�
(1)

G (�;f�lg) (121)

wherethevariablesf�jg satisfy theBetheAnsatzequations

"
!1(�j)

!2(�j)

#L

= �(�1)nei(�1+ �2)=2�
(1)

G (� = �j;f�lg);j= 1;:::;n (122)

Itturnsoutthattheauxiliary problem getsalso an extra m odi�cation besidesthesign on

am plitude �b(�;�). The auxiliary problem absorbsthe twisting on the diagonal�elds A 11(�)
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and A 22(�)and now function �
(1)

G (�;f�jg)istheeigenvalueofthefollowing auxiliary transfer

m atrix

T
(1)

G (�;f�ig)= TrA

h

G
(1)

A
~L
(1)

A n(�;�n)
~L
(1)

A n� 1(�;�n� 1):::
~L
(1)

A 1(�)
i

(123)

wheretheLax operator ~L
(1)

A j(�;�j)and them atrix G
(1)

A aregiven by

~L
(1)

A j(�;�j)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 ��b(�;�j) �a(�;�j) 0

0 �a(�;�j) ��b(�;�j) 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; G
(1)

A =

0

@
e� i(�1� �2)=2 0

0 ei(�1� �2)=2

1

A (124)

Thesolution ofthisauxiliary problem isonceagain standard.Followingthelinesofsection

4.2 we�nd thattheauxiliary eigenvalueexpression is

�(1)(�;f�ig;f�jg)= e
� i(�1� �2)=2

mY

l= 1

1

��b(�l;�)
+ e

i(�1� �2)=2
nY

j= 1

��b(�;�j)

mY

l= 1

�
1

�b(�;�l)
(125)

Collecting theseresultsaltogetherand substituting thevariablesz� (�j)and ~�lwe�nd that

theeigenvaluesofTG (�)can bewritten as

�G (�;fz� (�j)g;f~�lg) = (�1)ne� i(�1+ �2)=2[!1(�)]
L

nY

j= 1

b(�)

a(�)

1+ z� (�j)=z+ (�)

1� z� (�j)=z� (�)

+ei(�1+ �2)=2[!3(�)]
L

nY

j= 1

b(�)

a(�)

1+ z� (�j)z� (�)

1� z� (�j)z+ (�)

+(�)m e� i(�1� �2)=2[!2(�)]
L

8
<

:

nY

j= 1

b(�)

a(�)

1+ z� (�j)=z+ (�)

1� z� (�j)=z� (�)

�

mY

l= 1

z� (�)� 1=z� (�)� ~�l+ U=2

z� (�)� 1=z� (�)� ~�l� U=2
+ (�1)nei(�1� �2)

�

nY

j= 1

b(�)

a(�)

1+ z� (�j)z� (�)

1� z� (�j)z+ (�)

mY

l= 1

1=z+ (�)� z+ (�)� ~�l� U=2

1=z+ (�)� z+ (�)� ~�l+ U=2

9
=

;

(126)

whilethenested BetheAnsatzequation aregiven by

(�1)m + n
e
� i�2[z� (�k)]

L = �

mY

j= 1

z� (�k)� 1=z� (�k)� ~�j + U=2

z� (�k)� 1=z� (�k)� ~�j � U=2
;k = 1;:::;n

nY

k= 1

z� (�k)� 1=z� (�k)� ~�l� U=2

z� (�k)� 1=z� (�k)� ~�l+ U=2
= �(�1)ne� i(�1� �2)

mY

j= 1

~�l� ~�j + U

~�l� ~�j � U
; l= 1;:::;m

(127)
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In order to get the results for the Hubbard m odelwith twisted boundary conditions we

substitute the angles (10) in the above expressions. W e should also rem em ber that we are

using the language ofholes and therefore the integers n and m are identi�ed with the total

num berofholesN h and thenum berofholeswith spin up N h
",respectively.Thiscancelsextra

phase factorsin theBethe Ansatzequations(127)and we recoverthe known setofnonlinear

equations param etrizing the spectrum ofthe twisted Hubbard m odel[39,40]. Let us close

this discussion by m entioning a possible application ofthese twisted Bethe Ansatz results.

Consider the Hubbard m odelperturbed by a particle current term (see e.g ref. [41]) with

periodicboundary conditions.Thism odelisdescribed by theHam iltonian

H c(U;�c)= H (U;�" = 0;�# = 0)� i�c

LX

i= 1

X

�= �

(c
y

i+ 1�ci� � c
y

i�ci+ 1�) (128)

In the spin language,this perturbation is a Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction in the az-

im uthaldirection,playing the role ofa \vertical" m agnetic �eld. Sim ilar to what happens

in the spin case [42],the ferm ionic current perturbation can be gauged away by using the

canonicaltransform ation [40]

ck� ! e
i
(2k� 3)�

2 ck� ; tan(�)= �c (129)

allowing usto derivetherelation

H c(U;�c)=
q

1+ �2cH (
U

q

1+ �2c

;�" = �L;�# = �L) (130)

Thus,thespectrum ofH c(U;�c)isrelated tothatoftheHubbard m odelwithcertaintwisted

boundary conditionsand renorm alized coupling.Sim ilarreasoning also worksifweadd a spin

currentterm Js = �i�s

LX

i= 1

X

�= �

�(c
y

i+ 1�ci� � c
y

i�ci+ 1�)[41]to theHubbard Ham iltonian.In this

case,afterperform ing thetransform ation

ck" ! e
i
(2k� 3)�

2 ck" ; ck# ! e
� i

(2k� 3)�

2 ck# (131)

we�nd thethattheHam iltonian H s(U;�s)oftheHubbard m odelperturbed bythespin current

satis�es

H s(U;�s)=
q

1+ �2sH (
U

q

1+ �2s

;�" = �L;�# = ��L) (132)
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Beforeclosingthissection wewould liketocom m enton possibleextensionsoftheresultswe

haveobtained sofar.Firstitispossibletodiagonalizeatwo-param eterfam ilyofvertex m odels

whoseLax operatorisL(�0)(�)= PR(�;�0)[13,27].ItsBetheAnsatzsolution followsdirectly

from theresultsofthissection,sincethem ain changeisonly concerned with theaction ofthe

�eldson thereferencestate.Itturnsoutthatnow thebarepseudom om enta (left-hand sideof

�rstequation (127))dependson thevariable�0 as[
�2(�;�0)

� �9(�;�0)
]L.Also,thewholeform alism can

be extended to treatthe Hubbard m odelin the presence ofchem icalpotential[43]. Finally,

forfurtherresultson twisted boundary conditionsseeforinstanceref.[44].

5.2 SU(2)sym m etries

In thissubsection weinvestigatethehighestweightspropertiesoftheeigenvectorsconstructed

in section 4,with respectto thetwo SU(2)sym m etriesoftheHubbard m odel[35].Few years

ago,EsslerKorepin and Schoutens[36]haveshown thatcertain \regular"statesobtained from

thecoordinateBetheAnsatzwavefunction arehighestweightstatesofboth theSU(2)algebra

ofrotationsand �-pairingSU(2)sym m etry.Theideahereistoexplorethealgebraicm achinery

we developed in the previoussection to study thisproblem from an algebraic perspective,in

closeanalogy with thediscussion by Takhtajan and Faddeev[45]fortheHeisenberg m odel.For

thispurposewewillusetheresultsofG�ohm ann and M urakam i[37]who recently showed that

the graded m onodrom y m atrix indeed com m utes with these two SU(2) Lie algebras. M ore

precisely,following thenotation ofref.[37]wehave

[T (�);S�]Q = �[T (�);
X �

]A;� = +;�;z (133)

and

[T (�);��]Q = �[T (�);
~X �

]A;� = +;�;z (134)

wherethesubscriptsQ and A em phasizein which space,quantum orauxiliary,thecom m uta-

torsare taken,respectively. The SU(2)generatorsofrotationsS� and those ofthe �-pairing

39



sym m etry �� arede�ned by [37]

S
+ = �

LX

j= 1

c
y

j"cj# ; S
� = �

LX

j= 1

c
y

j#cj" ; S
z =

LX

j= 1

(nj" � nj#) (135)

and

�
+ =

LX

j= 1

(�1)j+ 1c
y

j"c
y

j# ; �
� =

LX

j= 1

(�1)j+ 1cj#cj" ; �
z =

LX

j= 1

(nj" + nj# � 1) (136)

whilethem atrices
P � and ~

P �
are[37]

X +

= �
+ 
 �

�
;

X �
= �

� 
 �
+

;
X z

=
1

2
(�z 
 Î� Î
 �

z) (137)

~X +

= �
+ 
 �

+
;

~X �

= �
� 
 �

�
;

~X z

=
1

2
(�z 
 Î+ Î
 �

z) (138)

Let us begin by considering the �-pairing sym m etry. The identity (134) enables us to

com pute the com m utators ofthe creation �elds ~B (�) and F(�) with the SU(2) �-pairing

generators.Forthecom ponent�z we�nd

[�z;~B (�)]= � ~B (�) ; [�z;F(�)]= �2F(�) (139)

whilefor�+ wehave

[�+ ;~B (�)]= � ~C
�(�) ; [�+ ;F(�)]= B (�)� D (�) (140)

W e see thatform ula (139)corroboratesthe physicalinterpretation we have proposed for

thecreation �elds ~B (�)and F(�),i.e.thatthey createa singleand a doubly occupied holeon

thefullband pseudovacuum .Forexam ple,from thisequation itisstraightforward to derive

�
zj�n(�1;� � � ;�n)i= (L � n)j�n(�1;� � � ;�n)i (141)

whereweused theproperty �zj0i= L j0i.

W e notethatthe aboveresultisvalid forarbitrary valuesoftherapidities.However,this

is no longer true when we consider the annihilation property ofthe raising operator�+ . In

whatfollowsweshallshow that

�
+ j�n(�1;� � � ;�n)i= 0 (142)
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provided therapiditiesf�jg satisfy theBetheAnsatzequationsderived in section 4.

To verify the above annihilation property it is instructive �rst to study the case offew

particles over the reference state and afterwardsuse m athem aticalinduction forthe general

case. From equation (136)thisisclearly correctforthe reference state. Forthe one-particle

state,by using the�rstcom m utator(140),itiseasy to show that

�
+ j�1(�1)i= �

+ ~B (�1):~F j0i= [�+ ;~B (�1)]:~F j0i= � ~C
�(�1):~F j0i= 0 (143)

The Bethe Ansatz restrictionsstartto em erge in the two-particle state analysis. Forthis

statethecom m utators(140)produce

�
+ j�2(�1;�2)i = ~B (�1)
 �

+ ~B (�2):~F j0i� ~C
�(�1)
 ~B (�2):~F j0i

+
i�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)
[B (�1)� D (�1)]B (�2)~�:~F j0i (144)

The �rst term in the above equation vanishes by the sam e argum ents used in the one-

particlestateanalysis.To sim plify thesecond term weusecom m utation rule(B.3)and �nally

thethird term iseasily estim ated from thediagonalrelation (23).Puttingthesesim pli�cations

togetherwe�nd

�
+ j�2(�1;�2)i =

i�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)

h

[w1(�1)w1(�2)]
L � [w2(�1)w2(�2)]

L
i
~�:~F j0i

=
i�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)

h

[w1(�1)w1(�2)]
L

�[w2(�1)w2(�2)]
L�(1)(� = �1;f�lg)�

(1)(� = �2;f�lg)
i
~�:~F j0i

= 0 (145)

wherein thesecond lineweused thefollowing two-particleidentity,�(1)(� = �1;f�lg)�
(1)(� =

�2;f�lg)= 1.Clearly,theterm in bracketsvanishesdueto theBetheAnsatzequations(90).

Nextweconsiderthethree-particlestate.W eshallseethatageneralpattern in theanalysis

beginsto em ergehere.Afterusing thecom m utatorrelations(140)wehave

�
+ j�3(�1;�2;�3)i = ~B (�1)
 �

+ ~�2(�2;�3):~F j0i� ~C
�(�1)
 ~�2(�2;�3):~F j0i

+ ~�[B (�1)� D (�1)]
 ~B (�3)B (�2)g
(3)

1 (�1;�2;�3):~F j0i

+ ~�[B (�1)� D (�1)]
 ~B (�2)B (�3)g
(3)

2 (�1;�2;�3):~F j0i (146)
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The�rstterm iscom putabledirectly from the�rstlineofequation (145),afterm aking the

replacem ents�1 ! �2 and �2 ! �3.The third and fourth term sareestim ated with the help

ofcom m utations rules (35-36). The sim pli�cations forthe second term ism ore com plicated

since itinvolvesthe knowledge ofan extra com m utation rule,besidesrelation (B.3),between

the�elds ~C �(�)and F(�).Thisrelation isgiven by

~C
�(�)F(�) = �i

�9(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(u)~C �(�)+ i

�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
~�:[̂A(�)
 ~B

�(�)]

�
�4(�;�)

�7(�;�)
~B (�)D (�)+

�5(�;�)

�7(�;�)
~B (�)D (�) (147)

Collecting allthepiecestogetherisrem arkableto seethatm any term shaveoppositesigns

and thusthey are trivially canceled out. However,there isa non-trivialsim pli�cation yetto

be carried out. Thisisrelated to the term sproportionalto [~�:(~B �(�1)
 Î)]and they vanish

thanksto thefollowing identity

�10(x;z)

�7(x;z)

�9(x;y)

�7(x;y)
+
�5(y;z)

�9(y;z)

�10(x;y)

�7(x;y)
+
�10(x;z)

�7(x;z)

�2(z;y)

�9(z;y)
= 0 (148)

Afterthese sim pli�cations,the rem aining term sare only proportionalto [~� 
 ~B (�j)]and

they can becom pactly written in thefollowing way

�
+ j�3(�1;�2;�3)i=

3X

j= 2

j� 1X

l= 1

[~� 
 ~�1(�1;:::;��l;:::;��j;:::;�3)]̂Q
(3)

lj (�l;�j;f�kg):
~F j0i (149)

The �rst term Q̂
(3)

12 (�1;�2;f�kg) is easily �gured out because it has only two m ain con-

tributions com ing from the second and the third term s ofequation (146). The other two

are obtained from this term via consecutive perm utation ofrapidities through the exchange

property (78).Theexpressionsforthesecoe�cientsare

Q̂
(3)

lj (�l;�j;f�kg) =
h

[w1(�l)w1(�j)]
L � [w2(�l)w2(�j)]

L�(1)(� = �l;f�kg)�
(1)(� = �j;f�kg)

i

�i
�10(�l;�j)

�7(�l;�j)

3Y

k= 1

k6= j;l

�1(�l;�k)

i�9(�l;�k)

�1(�j;�k)

i�9(�j;�k)
Ô
(2)

lj (�l;�j;f�kg) (150)

and they vanish again asa consequence oftheBetheAnsatzequations(90).
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Now using m athem aticalinduction itispossibleto writetheaction oftheraising operator

on a generaln-particlestateas

�
+ j�n(�1;:::;�n)i=

nX

j= 2

j� 1X

l= 1

[~� 
 ~�n� 2(�1;:::;��l;:::;��j;:::;�n)]̂Q
(n)

lj (�l;�j;f�kg):
~F j0i(151)

Asbefore,itisconvenient �rstto com pute the sim plestcoe�cient Q̂
(n)

12 (�1;�2;f�kg)and

then takeadvantage ofthe perm utation property (78)to obtain therem aining ones.Forthis

term wehavejusttwo contributionscom ing from

I := ~� 
 B (�1)~�n� 2(�3;:::;�n)B (�2)̂g
(n)

1 (�1;:::;�n):~F j0i (152)

and

II := � ~C
�(�1)
 ~�n� 1(�2;:::;�n)]:~F j0i (153)

W e com pute the �rst part by carrying the scalar operator B (�1) through the vector

~�n� 2(�3;:::;�n)keeping only the\wanted term s" proportionalto B (�1).Thisisvery sim ilar

to whatwedid in appendix D and we�nd

I := [w1(�1)w1(�2)]
L i�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)

nY

k= 1

k6= 1;2

i�2(�k;�1)

�9(�k;�1)

i�2(�k;�2)

�9(�k;�2)
[~� 
 ~�n� 2(�3;:::;�n)]:~F j0i(154)

Thesecond partism oreinvolvingsincewehavetocarrytwooperatorsoftypeÂ(�)through

vector~�n� 2(�3;:::;�n).Thism eansthatwehaveto com putetheexpression

II := �
i�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)
��� Â �b1(�1)Â �b2(�2)[

~�n� 2(�3;:::;�n)]b3:::bnF
bn :::b1 j0i (155)

which aftersom ealgebra can becom pacted back as

II := �
i�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)
[w2(�1)w2(�1)]

L
nY

k= 1

k6= 1;2

�1(�1;�k)

i�9(�1;�k)

�1(�2;�k)

i�9(�2;�k)

�[~� 
 ~�n� 2(�3;:::;�n)]�1:::�n[T
(1)(� = �1;f�lg)T

(1)(� = �2;f�lg)]
b1:::bn
�1:::�n

F bn :::b1 j0i (156)

Finally,putting togetherexpressions (154)and (156)and also using the auxiliary eigenvalue

de�nition (91)we�nd

Q̂
(n)

12 (�1;�2;f�kg) =
h

[w1(�1)w1(�2)]
L � [w2(�1)w2(�2)]

L�(1)(� = �1;f�kg)�
(1)(� = �2;f�kg)

i

�
i�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)

nY

k= 1

k6= 1;2

�1(�1;�k)

i�9(�1;�k)

�1(�2;�k)

i�9(�2;�k)
(157)
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which once again vanishesdue to the Bethe Ansatz equations. Allthe othercoe�cients are

obtained by perm uting therapiditiesand by taking into accounttheexchange property (78),

and asa resultthey getan extra m ultiplicative \ordering" factor Ô
(2)

lj (�l;�j;f�kg).Since the

BetheAnsatzequationsareinvariantunderindicesrelabeling,they vanish too.Thiscom pletes

theproofthattheeigenvectors(81)arehighestweightstatesofthe�-pairing sym m etry.

Nextweturn toexam inethehighestweightpropertyoftheSU(2)algebraofrotations.Now

thecom m utatorsofthecreation �eldswith theSU(2)generatorsareobtained from equation

(133).Forthecom ponentSz we�nd

[Sz
;B 1(�)]= B 1(�) ; [Sz

;B 2(�)]= �B 2(�) ; [Sz
;F(�)]= 0 (158)

and forS+ wehave

[S+
;B 1(�)]= 0; [S+

;B 2(�)]= B 1(�); [S+
;F(�)]= 0 (159)

Firstofall,itisnotdi�cultto seethateigenvector(81)willbehardly annihilated by the

raising operatorS+ unlessfurtherrestriction are assum ed. To illustrate thisfactin a sim ple

exam pleletusconsidertheone-particlestate.By using thecom m utators(159)we�nd

S
+
j�1(�1)i= B 1(�1)F

2
j0i (160)

where we used thatS+ j0i= 0.Therefore,to assure thehighestweightproperty fortheone-

particlestatewem ustsetF 2 = 0.Thisisan exam pleofwhatwascalled \regular"Bethestates

in ref.[36],and in generalthese statesare obtained by projecting outthe negative sectorsof

them agnetization operatorSz.Thislatercondition iseasily im plem ented fortheeigenvector

(81)ifoneusesthecom m utators(158).

To see how thisworksin practice letusconsiderthe two-particle state. In thiscase itis

obviousthatwehaveto setF 22 = 0 ,and afterthatwe�nd

S
+ j�2(�1;�2)iregular = S

+
h

B 1(�1)B 1(�2)F
11 + B 1(�1)B 2(�2)F

21 + B 2(�1)B 1(�2)F
12+

+i
�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)
F(�1)B (�2)~�:~F

#

j0i

= [
X

P

F 12]B 1(�1)B 1(�2)j0i (161)
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Table1: The\regular" m ulti-particlestatespropertiesup to n = 4.

n Szj�n(�1;:::;�n)iregular S+ j�n(�1;:::;�n)iregular = 0

2 2 none

2 0
X

P

F 12 = 0

3 3 none

3 1
X

P

F 112 = 0

4 4 none

4 2
X

P

F 1112 = 0

4 0
X

P

F 112�2 =
X

P

F 11�22 =
X

P

F 1�212 =
X

P

F
�2112 = 0

where the sum is over perm utations on the indices ofthe coe�cient F a2a1. In this case it

is straightforward to verify that this sum indeed vanishes by directly solving the auxiliary

eigenvalue problem (56). The deeperreason behind thisfact,however,isthatthe vanishing

ofsuch sum is precisely related to the highest weight property ofthe Bethe wave functions

oftheX X X Heisenberg m odelwith two sites.W eshould recallhere thatthecom ponentsof

thiswave function areidenti�ed with the coe�cientsF a2a1.From thisdiscussion,itbecom es

evidentthatthe whole procedure can be applied to any m ulti-particle state. Asan exam ple,

in table1 wesum m arizeour�ndingsup to thefour-particlestate

Thecolum nsoftable1refertotheparticlenum ber,m agnetization valuesand thesu�cient

vanishing condition forS+ annihilate the \regular" partofeigenvector(81),respectively. In

the sum the sym bol�a m eans that the a-th elem ent is m aintain �xed under perm utations.

The generalization to m ulti-particle state is done by induction and the su�cient vanishing

conditions are m ade ofthe m any possible perm utation over the coe�cients F an :::a1 having

positvem agnetization.Asbefore,theseconditionsareful�lled asa consequenceofthehighest

weightproperty oftheBethestatesoftheX X X Heisenberg spin chain in alatticewith sizen.
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Sincethislaterpointhasbeen wellexplained by Essler,Korepin and Schoutens[36],thereisno

need toproceed with details,andthusweconcludeourproofthatS+ j�n(�1;� � � ;�n)iregular = 0

here.

Finally,we rem ark that sim 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 projecting out the

positive sector ofthe m agnetization. At this level,the eigenvector and its \dual" becom es

com plem entary eigenstates.

6 T he AB CD F fram ew ork for the B ariev m odel

The purpose ofthis section is to illustrate that the AB CD F 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 odelofinteracting X Y chains whose corresponding

R-m atrix also doesnothave thedi�erence property.Them odelwasoriginally form ulated by

Bariev [24]and itsone-dim ensionalHam iltonian is

H =

LX

i= 1

(�+i �
�
i+ 1 + �

�
i �

+

i+ 1)(1+ V �
z
i+ 1)+ (�+i �

�
i+ 1 + �

�
i �

+

i+ 1)(1+ V �
z
i) (162)

whereV isa coupling constant.In thelanguageofferm ionsV playstheroleofa bond-charge

interaction and Ham iltonian (162)resem blesthem odelofholesuperconductivity proposed by

Hirsch [46].

In the context ofthe quantum inverse scattering m ethod this m odelhas recently been

investigated by Zhou [47]and Shiroishiand W adati[50]who found two distincts covering

vertex m odelsforthe Bariev Ham iltonian. In thissection we apply the AB CD F form alism

fortheform ersolution4.In thiscase,theproposed Lax operatorwas[47]

L
(B )

A j (�)= L
(1)

A j(�)L
(2)

A j(�) (163)

4Partofourresultswere�rstannounced in ref.[48].See also ref.[51]
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where

L
(1)

A j(�)=
1

2
(1+ �zj�

z
A )+

�

2
(1� �zj�

z
A )exp(��

+

A �
�
A )+ (�

+

j �
�
A + �

�
j �

+

A )

q

1+ �2exp(2��+A �
�
A ) (164)

and

L
(2)

A j(�)=
1

2
(1+ �zj�

z
A )+

�

2
(1� �zj�

z
A )exp(��

+

A �
�
A )+ (�

+

j �
�
A + �

�
j �

+

A )

q

1+ �2exp(2��+A �
�
A ) (165)

The relation between the param eter � and the coupling constant V is determ inated by

com puting the expression P d

d�
L(B )(�)on � = 0. Afterperform ing the rescaling � ! �e� � =2

cosh(�=2)

wefound

�h = e
� =

1+ V

1� V
(166)

The R-m atrix solving the Yang-Baxter algebra for this choice ofLax operator was also

found by Zhou.Itsexplicit16� 16 form is[47]

R (�;�)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

�1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 �2 0 0 �3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 �2 0 0 0 0 0 �3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 �4 0 0 �5 0 0 �6 0 0 �9 0 0 0

0 �3 0 0 �2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 �1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 �12 0 0 �7 0 0 �15 0 0 �5 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �8 0 0 0 0 0 �11 0 0

0 0 �3 0 0 0 0 0 �2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 �13 0 0 �15 0 0 �10 0 0 �6 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �8 0 0 �11 0

0 0 0 �14 0 0 �12 0 0 �13 0 0 �4 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �11 0 0 0 0 0 �8 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �11 0 0 �8 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 �1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(167)

where the �fteen non-nullBoltzm ann weights �j(�;�),j = 1;:::;15 have been collected in

appendix E . W e rem ark thatwe have veri�ed thatthisR-m atrix indeed satis�es the Yang-

Baxterequation (6).

W enotethatthestructureofsuch R-m atrix isvery sim ilarto thatfound fortheHubbard

m odeland consequently one could easily guessthatthe AB CD F form alism should work for

47



this em bedding as well. It is not di�cult to adapt the m ain steps ofsection 3 in order to

obtain theappropriatecom m utation rulesforsuch classicalvertex analogoftheBariev m odel.

Them ostim portantcom m utation ruleshavebeen sum m arized in appendix E .Theinteresting

featurehereisthestructurewhich com esup forboth the\exclusion" vectorand theauxiliary

r-m atrix.W efound thatthey aregiven by

~�
(B ) = (0 1 1=�h 0); r̂(B )(�;�)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 a(B )(�;�) b(B )(�;�) 0

0 b(B )(�;�) a
(B )

1 (�;�) 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(168)

wheretheweightsa(B )(�;�)and b(B )(�;�)are

a
(B )(�;�)=

�(1� �h2)

� � �h2�
; a

(B )

1 (�;�)=
�(1� �h2)

� � �h2�
; b

(B )(�;�)= �
�h(� � �)

� � �h2�
(169)

From equation (169),itiseasily recognizablethattheauxiliary r-m atrix hasthestructure

ofan asym m etricaland anisotropic 6-vertex m odelbecause the param etrization leading to

the di�erence property for r̂(B )(�;�)isnow standard,nam ely � = exp(ik). In thiscase the

hidden sym m etry isofHecketypebecausesuch auxiliary r-m atrix can beproduced asaresult

ofBaxterization ofthe Hecke algebra (see e.g. ref. [52]). W e recallhere that this later

sym m etry was�rstnoted by Hikam iand M urakam iby exploiting the continuum lim itofthe

BarievHam iltonian [49].Interestingenough,wenotethatthe\exclusion"statisticsfor\spins"

degreesoffreedom seem sto beofanyonictypewith a phase� which dependson thestrength

ofthe coupling constant V (see equation (166)). It rem ains to be seen ifthis feature will

also bem anifested in physicalquantitiescom putableby BetheAnsatzm ethodssuch asin the

low tem perature behaviour ofthe free energy (conform allim it) and in the scattering ofthe

elem entary excitations.

Letusnow discusstheconstruction oftheeigenvaluesand theeigenvectorsforthisclassical

analogofBarievm odel.Itturnsoutthatsuch form ulationgoesfairlyparalleltotheonealready

presented in section 4andin appendixD .Forthisreason weshallavoid unnecessary repetition,

and from now on weconcentrateourattention only to thebasicpoints.W estartdirectly with
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thetwo-particlestateanalysissinceithasalreadyproved tocontainsu�cientinform ationabout

the m ain steps entering in the relevant com putations. Afterwards,generalization to m ulti-

particle states is m ade following sim ilar discussion presented in appendix D . Our previous

experience with the Hubbard m odelsuggests us to begin with a sym m etrized two-particle

vector.Asbefore,them ain trick isto look atthecom m utation rulebetween thetwo creation

�eldsoftype ~B (�).From equation (E.17)itisnotdi�cultto guessthatsuch vectoris

~�
(B )

2 (�1;�2)= ~B (�1)
 ~B (�2)�
�5(�1;�2)

�9(�1;�2)
~�
(B )
F(�1)B (�2) (170)

which isindeed thecasethanksto thefollowing identity

~�
(B )
:̂r
(B )(�;�)=

�12(�;�)�9(�;�)

�9(�;�)�5(�;�)
~�
(B ) (171)

W ego ahead com puting theaction ofthediagonal�eldson thetwo-particlestateAnsatz.

Hereweshallusefullytheperm utation propertyoftheeigenvector,speciallythesim pli�cations

m entioned attheend ofappendix C.Considering thecom m utationsrulesofappendix E and

followingthecalculationsofsection 4,we�nd thattheexpressionsfortheaction ofthediagonal

�eldson thetwo-particlestateare

B (�)
�
�
��

(B )

2 (�1;�2)
E

=

2Y

j= 1

�1(�j;�)

�3(�j;�)

�
�
��

(B )

2 (�1;�2)
E

�

2X

j= 1

�
�
�


(1)

1 (�;�j;f�kg)
E

+H
(B )

1 (�;�1;�2)
�
�
�


(3)

0 (�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

(172)

D (�)
�
�
��

(B )

2 (�1;�2)
E

= [�2]L
2Y

j= 1

�11(�;�j)

�9(�;�j)

�
�
��

(B )

2 (�1;�2)
E

�

2X

j= 1

[�h�j]
L�

(1)

(B )
(� = �j;f�lg)

�
�
�


(2)

1 (�;�j;f�kg)
E

+H
(B )

2 (�;�1;�2)[�h
2
�1�2]

L
�
�
�


(3)

0 (�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

(173)

2X

a= 1

Â aa(�)
�
�
��

(B )

2 (�1;�2)
E

= [�h�]L
2Y

j= 1

�1(�;�j)

�3(�;�j)
�
(1)

(B )
(�;f�lg)

�
�
��

(B )

2 (�1;�2)
E
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�

2X

j= 1

[�h(�j)]
L�

(1)

(B )
(� = �j;f�kg)

�
�
�


(1)

1 (�;�j;f�kg)
E

�

2X

j= 1

�
�
�


(2)

1 (�;�j;f�kg)
E

+H
(B )

3 (�;�1;�2)[�h�2]
L�

(1)

(B )
(� = �2);f�kg)

�
�
�


(3)

0 (�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

+H
(B )

4 (�;�1;�2)[�h�1]
L�

(1)

(B )
(� = �1);f�kg)

�
�
�


(3)

0 (�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

(174)

where we used the relationsB (�)j0i= j0i,A aa(�)= [�h�]L j0iand D (�)j0i= [�2]L j0iwhich

are determ ined by acting the Lax operatoron the ferrom agnetic pseudovacuum . As before,

�
(1)

(B )
(�;f�lg)istheeigenvalueoftheauxiliary problem (56)whoser-m atrix isnow r̂(B )(�;�).

Furtherm ore,theexpressionsfortheunwanted term sare

�
�
�


(1)

1 (�;�j;f�lg)
E

=
�2(�j;�)

�3(�j;�)

2Y

k= 1

k6= j

�1(�k;�j)

�3(�k;�j)

h
~B (�)
 ~B (�k)

ij� 1Y

k= 1

r̂
(B )

k;k+ 1(�k;�j):
~F j0i

(175)

�
�
�


(2)

1 (�;�j;f�lg)
E

=
�5(�;�j)

�9(�;�j)

2Y

k= 1

k6= j

�1(�j;�k)

�3(�j;�k)
[~�(B ):(~B �(�)
 Î)]
 ~B (�k)

j� 1Y

k= 1

r̂
(B )

k;k+ 1(�k;�j):
~F j0i

(176)

�
�
�


(3)

0 (�;�j;�l;f�kg)
E

= F(�)~�(B ):~F j0i (177)

Finally,thefunctionsH
(B )

l (x;y;z),l= 1;:::;4 aregiven by

H
(B )

1 (x;y;z)=
�5(y;z)�4(y;x)

�9(y;z)�9(y;x)
+
�1(y;x)�2(z;x)�12(y;x)

�3(y;x)�3(z;x)�9(y;x)
(178)

H
(B )

2 (x;y;z)=
�4(x;y)�5(y;z)

�9(x;y)�9(y;z)
�
�5(x;z)�2(x;y)

�9(x;z)�9(x;y)
(179)

H
(B )

3 (x;y;z)= [
�1(x;y)�2(x;z)�5(x;y)

�3(x;y)�3(x;z)�9(x;y)
�
�5(x;y)�2(x;y)�2(y;z)

�9(x;y)�3(x;y)�3(y;z)
][a(B )(y;z)+

b(B )(y;z)

�h
](180)

H
(B )

4 (x;y;z)=
�1(x;z)�2(x;y)�5(x;z)

�3(x;z)�3(x;y)�9(x;z)
�
�5(x;z)�2(x;z)�2(z;y)

�9(x;z)�3(x;z)�3(z;y)
(181)
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In order to cancelout the unwanted term s it is su�cient to im pose the following Bethe

Ansatzrestriction to therapidities

[�i�h]
� L = ��

(1)

B (� = �i;f�jg); i= 1;2: (182)

sincethiscondition elim inatesautom atically the�rsttwo kind ofunwanted term s.M oreover,

thishelpsusto gatherthefourunwanted term sproportionalto F(�)~�(B ):~F which are�nally

vanished dueto theidentity

H
(B )

1 (x;y;z)+ H
(B )

2 (x;y;z)= H
(B )

3 (x;y;z)+ H
(B )

4 (x;y;z) (183)

To obtain thetwo-particleeigenvaluewecollectthewanted term sand by using theexpres-

sion fortheBoltzm ann weights(seeappendix E )we�nd

�(B )(�;f�jg)=

2Y

j= 1

�h� 1 + �h�j�

�j � �
+ �

2L
2Y

j= 1

1+ �h2�j�

� � �h2�j
+ [�h�]L

2Y

j= 1

�h� 1 + �h�j�

� � �j
�
(1)

B (�;f�jg) (184)

The generalization ofthese resultsform ulti-particle statesgoesm uch along the linesdis-

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

satis�es

~�(B )(�1;:::;�j;�j+ 1;:::;�n)= ~�(B )(�1;:::;�j+ 1;�j;:::;�n):̂r
(B )(�j;�j+ 1) (185)

and aftersolving theseconstraintswehave

~�(B )
n (�1;:::;�n)= ~B (�1)
 ~�

(B )

n� 1(�2;:::;�n)�

nX

j= 2

�5(�1;�j)

�9(�1;�j)

nY

k= 2

k6= j

�1(�k;�j)

�9(�k;�j)

�
h
~� 
 F(�1)~�

(B )

n� 2(�2;:::;�j� 1;�j+ 1;:::;�n)B (�j)
ij� 1Y

k= 2

r̂
(B )

k;k+ 1(�k;�j) (186)

From thetwo-particleanalysisitisnotdi�culttoseewhatshould betheexpressionsforthe

m ulti-particle eigenvaluesand Bethe Ansatzequations.Forexam ple,theauxiliary eigenvalue

expression is the sam e as given in equation (99),replacing �b(�;�)by b(B )(�;�). To m ake a

com parison with the previousBethe Ansatz resultsderived by Bariev [24]itisconvenientto
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rede�nethespectralparam eter�,therapiditiesf�ig and thenesting variablesf�jg [48].Here

weset

� = e
ik
; �h�j = e

ikj; �j = e
i� j (187)

In term softhesenew rapidities,our�nalresultsfortheeigenvaluesare

�(k;fkig;f�jg)=

nY

i= 1

cos(k=2+ ki=2� i�=2)

isin(ki=2� k=2+ i�=2)
+ exp(i2Lk)

nY

i= 1

cos(ki=2+ k=2� i�=2)

isin(k=2� ki=2+ i�=2)

+ exp[i(k� i�)L]

8
<

:

nY

i= 1

icos(k=2+ ki=2� i�=2)

sin(ki=2� k=2+ i�=2)

mY

j= 1

�
sin(�j=2� k=2+ i�)

sin(�j=2� k=2)
+

nY

i= 1

icos(k=2+ ki=2� i�=2)

sin(k=2� ki=2+ i�=2)

mY

j= 1

�
sin(k=2� �j=2+ i�)

sin(k=2� �j=2)

9
=

;
(188)

whilethenested BetheAnsatzequationsfortherapiditiesfkig and f�jg are

exp(ikiL) = �(�1)n� m
mY

j= 1

sin(ki=2� �j=2+ i�=2)

sin(ki=2� �j=2� i�=2)
; i= 1;:::;n

(�1)n
nY

i= 1

sin(�j=2� ki=2� i�=2)

sin(�j=2� ki=2+ i�=2)
= �

mY

k= 1

sin(�j=2� �k=2� i�)

sin(�j=2� �k=2+ i�)
; j= 1;:::;m (189)

Finally,toobtaintheeigenspectrum oftheHam iltonian(162)weexpand thetransferm atrix

eigenvaluesin powerofthespectralparam eter.Up to second orderwehave

ln[�(�;f� jg;f�jg]=

nX

i

1

h�i
+ �h�

nX

i

(�h�i+
1

�h�i
)

+
�h2�2

2!

nX

i

[(
1

�h�i
)2 � (�h�i)

2]+ O (�3) (190)

ConsideringtheO (�)term oftheaboveequation and rem em beringtoperform therescaling

� ! �e� � =2

cosh(�=2)
weconcludethattheeigenenergiesoftheHam iltonian (162)are

E n = 2(1+ V )

nX

i= 1

cos(ki) (191)

W econcluderem arkingthatthism odelcan alsobesolved with twisted boundaryconditions

following precisely thesam estepspresented in section 5.1 .
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7 C onclusions

Them ain purposeofthispaperwasto apply thequantum inverse scattering program forthe

one-dim ensionalHubbard m odel. W e succeeded in developing a fram ework which allowed us

to presentan algebraicform ulation fortheBethestatesofthetransferm atrix oftheclassical

\covering" Hubbard m odelproposed earlierby Shastry [12,13].A hidden 6-vertex sym m etry

has been revealed,and it played a fundam entalrole in the solution ofthe transfer m atrix

eigenvalueproblem .W ehavefound theeigenvaluesofthetransferm atrix and showed thatits

eigenstatesarehighestweightsstatesofboththerotationalandthe�-paringSU(2)sym m etries.

Thislaterresultcorroboratesthe originalproofgiven by Essler,Korepin and Schoutens[36]

in term sofcoordinatewavefunctions.W ehavealso discussed thealgebraicsolution ofm odels

with twisted boundary conditionsand applied theresultsto theHubbard m odelperturbed by

chargeand spin currents.

Thefram ework developed in thispaper,theAB CD F form alism ,isindeed suitabletosolve

abroad classofintegrablesystem s.Asan exam ple,wesolved,in section 6,theclassicalanalog

ofthe Bariev m odelby this m ethod. There are also other m odels that �t in the AB CD F

fram ework,such asthetrigonom etricvertex m odelsbased on theB n,Cn ,D n ,A
2
2n and A

2
2n� 1

algebrasaswellascertain related supersym m etricm odels[23].Interesting enough,theform er

m odels alm ost exhaust the Jim bo’s and Bazhanov’s list ofUq(G) R-m atrices [53],and only

the D 2
n+ 1 m odelappearsto be notsolvable within ourfram ework. Anyhow,these exam ples

suggestusthattheAB CD F form alism iscapableofsolving integrablem odelshaving oneless

trivialconserved quantum num berwhen com pared to theA n m ulti-state6-vertex m odelswith

an equivalentHilbertspace.

Finally,thepossibility ofbringingavariety ofm odelsunderoneunifyingapproach notonly

highlightthequalitiesofthequantum inverse scattering program butalso allowsusto better

understand therelevantpropertiesentering theirBetheAnsatzsolution.Thisalso m otivesus

tolookforfurtherextensionswhich could shapeourknowledgetowardsapossibleclassi�cation

ofintegrablem odelsfrom an algebraicpointofview.An interesting exam pleseem sto bethe
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D 2
n+ 1 vertex m odel,which weplan to investigatein a futurework.
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A ppendix A :B oltzm ann w eights ofthe Shastry m odel

W e start this appendix by presenting the ten non-nullBoltzm ann weights ofShastry’s

R-m atrix (15).They aregiven by

�1(�;�)=
n

e
[h(�)� h(�)]

a(�)a(�)+ e
� [h(�)� h(�)]

b(�)b(�)
o

�5(�;�) (A.1)

�2(�;�)=
n

e
� [h(�)� h(�)]

a(�)a(�)+ e
[h(�)� h(�)]

b(�)b(�)
o

�5(�;�) (A.2)

�3(�;�)=
e[h(�)+ h(�)]a(�)b(�)+ e� [h(�)+ h(�)]b(�)a(�)

a(�)b(�)+ a(�)b(�)

(
cosh[h(�)� h(�)]

cosh[h(�)+ h(�)]

)

�5(�;�) (A.3)

�4(�;�)=
e� [h(�)+ h(�)]a(�)b(�)+ e[h(�)+ h(�)]b(�)a(�)

a(�)b(�)+ a(�)b(�)

(
cosh(h(�)� h(�))

cosh(h(�)+ h(�))

)

�5(�;�) (A.4)

�6(�;�)=

(
e[h(�)+ h(�)]a(�)b(�)� e� [h(�)+ h(�)]b(�)a(�)

a(�)b(�)+ a(�)b(�)

)

[b2(�)�b2(�)]
cosh[h(�)� h(�)]

cosh[h(�)+ h(�)]
�5(�;�)

(A.5)

�7(�;�)=

(
�e� [h(�)+ h(�)]a(�)b(�)+ e[h(�)+ h(�)]b(�)a(�)

a(�)b(�)+ a(�)b(�)

)

[b2(�)�b2(�)]
cosh[h(�)� h(�)]

cosh[h(�)+ h(�)]
�5(�;�)

(A.6)

�8(�;�)=
n

e
[h(�)� h(�)]

a(�)b(�)� e
� [h(�)� h(�)]

b(�)a(�)
o

�5(�;�) (A.7)

�9(�;�)=
n

�e� [h(�)� h(�)]a(�)b(�)+ e
[h(�)� h(�)]

b(�)a(�)
o

�5(�;�) (A.8)

�10(�;�)=
b2(�)� b2(�)

a(�)b(�)+ a(�)b(�)

(
cosh[h(�)� h(�)]

cosh[h(�)+ h(�)]

)

�5(�;�) (A.9)

wheretheweight�5(�;�)hasbeen used asa norm alization.W erecallthatfunctionsa(�)and

b(�)satisfy the free-ferm ion condition a2(�)+ b2(�)= 1,and in thispaperwe shalluse the
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param etrization isa(�)= cos(�)and b(�)= sin(�).Therearecertain usefulidentitiessatis�ed

by these weightswe have used to sim plify com m utation rulesand them ulti-particleproblem .

Theserelationsaregiven by [15]

�3(�;�)= �1(�;�)+ �6(�;�) �4(�;�)+ �7(�;�)= �2(�;�) (A.10)

�2(�;�)�1(�;�)� �9(�;�)�8(�;�)= �4(�;�)�3(�;�)� �
2

10(�;�)= �
2

5(�;�) (A.11)

�2(�;�)�3(�;�)+ �4(�;�)�1(�;�)= 2�2
5
(�;�) (A.12)

A ppendix B :Extra com m utation rules

Thisappendix isdevoted to com plem entthecom m utation relationspresented in them ain

text. Forinstance,there are som e additionalcom m utation ruleswhich are im portantforthe

com plete solution ofthe two-particle state problem . These are relations between the �elds

~B (�),~B �(�),~C(�)and ~C �(�)given by

Ca(�)B b(�)= �
�8(�;�)

�9(�;�)
B b(�)Ca(�)+ i

�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
[B (�)A ab(�)� B (�)Aab(�)] (B.1)

B
�
a(�)B b(�)= �

�8(�;�)

�9(�;�)
B b(�)B

�
a(�)+ i

�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
[F(�)A ab(�)� F(�)Aab(�)] (B.2)

C
�
a(�)B b(�) =

�3(�;�)

�7(�;�)
B a(�)C

�
b(�)�

�4(�;�)

�7(�;�)
B a(�)C

�
b(�)�

�6(�;�)

�7(�;�)
B b(�)C

�
a(�)

+i
�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
�lm A la(�)A m b(�)+ i

�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
�ab[F(�)C(�)� B (�)D (�)]

(B.3)

In particular,the com m utation rule (B :3)isofconsiderable im portance in the proofthat

the eigenvectors constructed in section 4 are highest weights states ofthe SU(2) �-pairing

sym m etry (see section 5.2). In order to understand the role ofthe creation �eld ~B �(�) it

isindispensable to derive itscom m utationsrelationswith the otherrelevant�elds. Between

~B �(�)and thediagonaloperatorswehave

Â(�)
 ~B
�(�) = �i

�1(�;�)

�8(�;�)
r̂(�;�):[~B �(�)
 Â(�)]+ i

�5(�;�)

�8(�;�)
~B �(�)
 Â(�)

�i
�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
~�
t
 [~B (�)D (�)+ i

�5(�;�)

�8(�;�)
F(�)~C �(�)� i

�2(�;�)

�8(�;�)
F(�)~C �(�)]

(B.4)
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D (�)~B �(�)= i
�2(�;�)

�8(�;�)
~B
�(�)D (�)� i

�5(�;�)

�8(�;�)
~B
�(�)D (�) (B.5)

B (�)~B �(�) = �i
�9(�;�)

�7(�;�)
~B
�(�)B (�)+

�5(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(u)~C(�)

�
�4(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(�)~C(�)� i

�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
[~B (�)
 Â(�)]:~�t (B.6)

whilewith itselfand with thescalaroperatorF(�)wehave

~B
�(�)
 ~B

�(�)=
�1(�;�)

�2(�;�)
r̂(�;�):[~B �(�)
 ~B

�(�)]+ i
�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
fF(�)D (�)� F(�)D (�)g~�t (B.7)

F(�)~B �(�)=
�5(�;�)

�2(�;�)
F(�)~B �(�)� i

�9(�;�)

�2(�;�)
~B
�(�)F(�) (B.8)

~B
�(�)F(�)=

�5(�;�)

�2(�;�)
~B
�(�)F(�)� i

�8(�;�)

�2(�;�)
F(�)~B �(�) (B.9)

Lastly,thecom m utation ruleswith theannihilation �elds ~C(�)and ~C �(�)are

C
�
a(�)B

�
b(�)= �

�9(�;�)

�8(�;�)
B
�
b(�)C

�
a(�)� i

�5(�;�)

�8(�;�)
[D (�)A ba(�)� D (�)Aba(�)] (B.10)

Ca(�)B
�
b(�) =

�3(�;�)

�7(�;�)
B
�
a(�)Cb(�)�

�4(�;�)

�7(�;�)
B
�
a(�)Cb(�)�

�6(�;�)

�7(�;�)
B
�
b(�)Ca(�)

�i
�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
�lm A al(�)A bm (�)� i

�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
�ab[F(�)C(�)� D (�)B (�)]

(B.11)

The bestway ofseeing thatthese latercom m utationsrelationsareconnected to those for

the �eld ~B (�)isto read the equations in term s oftheircom ponents. Forinstance,we note

thatcom m utation rule(B.2)isself-dualunderthe\dual" transform ation described in section

3.Severalotherrelationshavesim ilarproperty aswell.

W eclosethisappendixbypresentingtheexpressionsforthefundam entalcom m utationrules

when wesolvethestandard Yang-Baxteralgebra (3).Theserelationslack thepresenceofthe
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im aginary factors \i" and certain extra signs when com pared to their graded counterparts.

Below welistthem ostim portantrelationsforthecreation �elds ~B (�)and F(�)

Â(�)
 ~B (�) = �
�1(�;�)

�9(�;�)
[~B (�)
 Â(�)]:̂rTW (�;�)+

�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
~B (�)
 Â(�)

�
�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
[~B �(�)B (�)�

�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
F(�)~C(�)+

�2(�;�)

�9(�;�)
F(�)~C(�)]
 ~�TW

(B.12)

B (�)~B (�)= �
�2(�;�)

�9(�;�)
~B (�)B (�)+

�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
~B (�)B (�); (B.13)

D (�)~B (�) = �
�8(�;�)

�7(�;�)
~B (�)D (�)�

�5(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(u)~C �(�)

+
�4(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(�)~C �(�)+

�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
~�TW :[~B

�(�)
 Â(�)] (B.14)

Â ab(�)F(�) = [1+
�2
5
(�;�)

�9(�;�)�8(�;�)
]F(�)Â ab(�)�

�2
5
(�;�)

�9(�;�)�8(�;�)
F(�)Â ab(�)

+
�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
[~B (�)
 ~B �(�)]ba +

�5(�;�)

�8(�;�)
[~B �(�)
 ~B (�)]ab (B.15)

B (�)F(�)= �
�2(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(�)B (�)+

�4(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(�)B (�)+

�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
f~B (�)
 ~B (�)g:~�tTW (B.16)

D (�)F(�)= �
�2(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(�)D (�)+

�4(�;�)

�7(�;�)
F(�)D (�)+

�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
~�TW :f~B

�(�)
 ~B �(�)g

(B.17)

where ~�TW and r̂(�;�)TW aregiven by

~�TW = (0 1 1 0) r̂TW (�;�)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 �a(�;�) ��b(�;�) 0

0 ��b(�;�) �a(�;�) 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(B.18)

Furtherm ore,the relationsclosing the com m utation rulesbetween the creation operators

~B (�)and F(�)are

~B (�)
 ~B (�)=
�1(�;�)

�2(�;�)
[~B (�)
 ~B (�)]:̂rTW (�;�)�

�10(�;�)

�7(�;�)
fF(�)B (�)� F(�)B (�)g~�TW

(B.19)
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[F(�);F(�)]= 0 (B.20)

F(�)~B (�)=
�5(�;�)

�2(�;�)
F(�)~B (�)+

�8(�;�)

�2(�;�)
~B (�)F(�) (B.21)

~B (�)F(�)=
�5(�;�)

�2(�;�)
~B (�)F(�)�

�9(�;�)

�2(�;�)
F(�)~B (�) (B.22)

A ppendix C :T he tw o-particle state

In thisappendix weprovidedetailsaboutthetechnicalpointsentering theanalysisofthe

two-particleeigenvalueproblem .W ebegin thediscussion by�rstconsideringthewanted term s.

W e recallthattheam plitudesproportionalto the�rstpartofthe two-particle eigenstate are

easily estim ated asa productofthe�rstright-hand sideterm softhecom m utation rules(34-

36). Forthe second part,however,there are m ore contributionssince the action ofdiagonal

operatorson the�rstpart ~B (�1)
 ~B (�2):~F j0iproduceatleastoneextraterm proportionalto

the second partF(�1)~�:~F j0iaswell. Itturnsout,however,thatthese contributionsm iracu-

lously factorizein thesam eproductform swehaveobtained forthe�rstpartoftheeigenstate.

Thishappensthanksto rem arkableidentitiesbetween theBoltzm ann weightswebegin listing

below.Forthe�eld B (�)therearetwo contributionsand they factorizeas

�2(y;x)

�7(y;x)
�
�2(y;x)

�9(y;x)

�5(z;x)

�9(z;x)

�10(y;x)

�7(y;x)

�7(y;z)

�10(y;z)
= �

�2(y;x)

�9(y;x)

�2(z;x)

�9(z;x)
(C.1)

Analogously,forthe�eld D (�)wehave

�2(x;y)

�7(x;y)
�
�5(x;y)

�7(x;y)

�10(x;z)

�7(x;z)

�7(y;z)

�10(y;z)
= �

�8(x;y)

�7(x;y)

�8(x;z)

�7(x;z)
(C.2)

Forthe diagonal�eld

2X

a= 1

Â aa(�)we have three contributions,where two ofthem aregen-

erated by the �rstpartofthe eigenstate. The identity thatbringsthese term stogetherand

also givesriseto theauxiliary eigenvaluefunction is

2

"

1+
�2
5
(x;y)

�8(x;y)�9(x;y)

#

�
�1(x;y)

�9(x;y)

�10(x;z)

�7(x;z)

�5(x;y)

�8(x;y)

�7(y;z)

�10(y;z)
[1+ �a(x;y)]

+
�10(x;y)

�7(x;y)

�2(x;y)

�9(x;y)

�5(x;z)

�9(x;z)

�7(y;z)

�10(y;z)

= �
�1(x;y)

�9(x;y)

�1(x;z)

�9(x;z)

h
�b(x;y)+ �b(x;z)� �a(x;y)�a(x;z)

i

(C.3)
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Next we turn to the analysis ofthe unwanted term s proportionalto ~B (�)
 ~B (�j) and

[~� 
 (~B �(�)
 Î)]
 ~B (�j). The term s with �j = �2 are straightforwardly read from the

com m utation rules (34-36) because only single contributions occur for each diagonal�eld.

However,for �j = �1,the situation is m ore com plicated because it involves m any di�erent

contributions whose origin is due to the fact that the rapidity �1 is wrongly ordered when

com pared with �2. Nevertheless,one expects thatthere should be a betterway ofrecasting

these term s since the Bethe Ansatz equations are usually independent ofindices relabeling.

Indeed,itturnsoutthatthese m any contributionscan be com pactly written by introducing

the \ordering" factorO
(1)

j (�;�j;f�kg).Asbefore,in orderto factorize these contributionsto

a singleterm ,wehad to useextra identitiesbetween theBoltzm ann weights.Forexam ple,for

the�eld B (�)they are

�1(y;x)

�9(y;x)

�5(z;x)

�9(z;x)
�a(y;x)�

�10(y;x)

�7(y;x)

�10(y;z)

�7(y;z)
�
�5(y;x)

�9(y;x)

�5(z;y)

�9(z;y)
=
�5(z;x)

�9(z;x)

�1(y;z)

�9(y;z)
�a(y;z) (C.4)

and

�10(y;x)

�7(y;x)

�10(y;z)

�7(y;z)
+
�1(y;x)

�9(y;x)

�5(z;x)

�9(z;x)
�b(y;x)=

�5(z;x)

�9(z;x)

�1(y;z)

�9(y;z)
�b(y;z) (C.5)

where the left-hand side ofthe above equationsrepresentthe contributionscom ing from the

\bruteforce" calculationswhiletheright-hand sideexhibitsthe\ordering" factorexplicitly.

Sim ilarsim pli�cations can be carried outforthe �elds

2X

a= 1

Â aa(�)and D (�),butwe skip

furtherdetailssince there isa m uch sim plerway to understand the origin ofsuch \ordering"

factor.Asithasbeen explained in section 4,thisfactorcan beeasily derived with thehelp of

theexchangeproperty (69).Anyhow,thecoincidencebetween the\brute-force"com putations

and the sym m etrization results gives us con�dence to go ahead using the sym m etrization

procedureform ulti-particlestates.

Finally,we show how the third type ofunwanted term s generated by the diagonal�eld
2X

a= 1

Â aa(�) can be further sim pli�ed. First it is convenient to rewrite the term proportional

to [!1(�1)!2(�2)]
LF(�)~�:~F in a way thatthe auxiliary eigenvalue function appearsexplicitly.

Forthis purpose we use the second identity (66),and rewrite the contribution to the above
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m entioned unwanted term as

[w1(�1)w2(�2)]
L�(1)(� = �2;f�lg)H 3(�;�1;�2)[�b(�1;�2)� �a(�1;�2)]F(�)~�:~F (C.6)

Nextwetakeadvantageofthesym m etrization property ofthetwo-particleeigenstateand

evaluate the contribution proportionalto [!1(�2)!2(�1)]
LF(�)~�:~F asfollows. The idea is to

begin with theright-hand sideofequation (69),which rem arkably givesusprecisely theextra

r-m atrix necessary to produce the auxiliary eigenvalue at� = �1. Obviously,the am plitude

contributing to thisterm isproportionalto function obviously H 3(�;�2;�1)m ultiplied by the

extra factor
�1(�1;�2)

�2(�1;�2)
com ing from the exchange relation. Putting these inform ation together

weareableto rewritethesecond contribution as

� [w1(�2)w2(�1)]
L�(1)(� = �1;f�lg)H 3(�;�2;�1)

�1(�1;�2)

�2(�1;�2)
F(�)~�:~F (C.7)

These m anipulations m ake the cancellation of the third type of unwanted term s m ore

transparent,sinceitallowsustousetheBetheAnsatzequationsin am oredirectway.Indeed,

using the Bethe Ansatz equations (65) in the term s (C.6) and (C.7) and adding them to

thosecom ing from the�eldsB (�)and D (�),we�nd thattheunwanted term sproportionalto

F(�)~�:~F arecancelled outthanksto thefollowing identity

H 1(x;y;z)+ H 2(x;y;z)= H 3(x;y;z)[�b(y;z)� �a(y;z)]� H 3(x;z;y)
�1(y;z)

�2(y;z)
(C.8)

Thisgivesusanotheropportunity to verify thesym m etrization schem e.Com paring (C.8)

and (67)weconcludethatthefollowing identity

H 3(x;z;y)
�1(y;z)

�2(y;z)
= H 4(x;y;z)[�a(z;y)� �b(z;y)] (C.9)

isindeed satis�ed.

W erem ark thattheabovetechnicalitiesareofenorm oushelp when weconsidergeneraliza-

tion to m ulti-particle states.In nextappendix we shalldiscussthisfactforthethree-particle

state.

A ppendix D :T he three-particle state

60



W e shallstartthis appendix showing how the perm utation sym m etry �1 $ �2 is im ple-

m ented forthethree-particlestate.Asbefore,ourstrategy consistsin reorderingtherapidities

�1 and �2 with thehelp ofthecom m utation rule(25).Thisallowsusto writetheAnsatz(76)

as

~�3(�1;�2;�3) =
�1(�1;�2)

�2(�1;�2)
~B (�2)
 ~B (�1)
 ~B (�3):̂r12(�1;�2)� i

�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)
[F(�1)B (�2)~� 
 ~B (�3)]

i
�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)
[F(�2)B (�1)~� 
 ~B (�3)]+ i

�10(�2;�3)

�7(�2;�3)
[~B (�1)
 ~�F(�2)B (�3)]

+[~� 
 F(�1)~B (�3)B (�2)]̂g
(3)

1 (�1;�2;�3)+ [~� 
 F(�1)~B (�2)B (�3)]̂g
(3)

2 (�1;�2;�3)

(D.1)

Nextwe use the com m utation rule (35)to sim plify the second and the third partsofthe

aboveequation,carring thescalar�eld B (�j)(j= 1;2)through thecreation operator ~B (�3).

Thisprocedurenotonly helpsustoelim inatethe�fth term ofequation (D.1)butalsoprom pts

theappearanceofa desirableterm proportionalto [~� 
 F(�2)~B (�3)B (�1)].Now,im posing the

exchangeproperty (78)fortherapidities�1 and �2 we�nd thefollowing necessary condition

ĝ
(3)

1 (�2;�1;�3)
�7(�2;�1)

�10(�2;�1)
= �

�2(�3;�1)

�9(�3;�1)
(D.2)

Thisrelation togetherwith the previousrestrictionsfound in section 4,cf.equations(73-

74),are able to determ ine unam biguously the constraints for the three-particle state. The

nextstep isto show theconsistency ofthewholeprocedure,i.e.thattheequality between the

rem aining term sare indeed satis�ed. By using the com m utation rules(41-42)we derive two

consistency conditions,given by

[~B (�2)
 ~�]F(�1)B (�3)

"
�10(�2;�3)

�7(�2;�3)

�5(�1;�2)

�2(�1;�2)
�
�1(�1;�2)

�2(�1;�2)

�10(�1;�3)

�7(�1;�3)
r̂12(�1;�2)

#

= [~� 
 ~B (�2)]F(�1)B (�3)

"

�
�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)

�5(�3;�2)

�9(�3;�2)

�8(�1;�2)

�2(�1;�2)
+
�8(�1;�2)

�2(�1;�2)
ĝ
(3)

2 (�1;�2;�3)

#

(D.3)

and

F(�2)[~� 
 ~B (�1)]B (�3)

"
�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)

�5(�3;�1)

�9(�3;�1)
+
�5(�1;�2)

�2(�1;�2)
ĝ
(3)

2 (�1;�2;�3)
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�
�10(�1;�2)

�7(�1;�2)

�5(�3;�2)

�9(�3;�2)

�5(�1;�2)

�2(�1;�2)
�
�1(�1;�2)

�2(�1;�2)
ĝ
(3)

2 (�2;�1;�3):̂r12(�1;�2)

#

= �F(�2)[~B (�1)
 ~�]B (�3)
�10(�2;�3)

�7(�2;�3)

�9(�1;�2)

�2(�1;�2)
(D.4)

In orderto disentangle the above expressionswe need the help ofcertain usefulidentities

between the\exclusion" vectorand theauxiliary r-m atrix.M oreprecisely,they are

[~� 
 ~B (y)]̂r12(�;�)= [�a(�;�)� �b(�;�)][~� 
 ~B (y)] (D.5)

[~� 
 ~B (y)]̂r23(�;�)= [~� 
 ~B (y)]+ �b(�;�)[~B (y)
 ~�] (D.6)

[~B (y)
 ~�]̂r23(�;�)= [�a(�;�)� �b(�;�)][~B (y)
 ~�] (D.7)

[~B (y)
 ~�]̂r12(�;�)= [~B (y)
 ~�]+ �b(�;�)[~� 
 ~B (y)] (D.8)

Inserting the identities(D.5-D.8)into equations(D.3-D.4)we end up with fouridentities

am ong theBoltzm ann weightswhich havebeen veri�ed by using M athem aticaTM .W ith this

wecom pletethesym m etrization analysisforthethree-particlestate.

W e now turn to the analysis ofthe eigenvalue problem for the three-particle state. Let

usbegin by investigating the action ofthe scalar�eld B (�)on the state (76). The �rststep

consists to carry the �eld B (�) through the creation �elds ~B (�1) and F(�1) by using the

com m utation rules (35) and (41-42). Afterwards,we use directly the known results for the

two-particle state,cf. (57),in orderto turn one m ore tim e the scalar�eldsB (�)and B (�1)

overthetwo-particlestatej�2(�2;�3)i.Asathird step,weneed toreordercreation �eldssuch

as ~B (�1) and ~B (�) with the help ofcom m utation rule (25) as wellas keep on carrying the

scalar�eld B (�)untilitreachesthevacuum .Afterthislongbutstraightforward com putations

we�nd thefollowing result

B (�)j�3(�1;�2;�3)i = [w1(�)]
L

3Y

j= 1

i
�2(�j;�)

�1(�j;�)
~B (�1)
 ~�2(�2;�3):~F j0i

+[w1(�)]
L
i
�2(�3;�)

�9(�3;�)
L[�;�1;�2]~� 
 F(�1)~B (�3)B (�2)̂g

(3)

1 (�1;�2;�3):~F j0i

+[w1(�)]
L
i
�2(�2;�)

�9(�2;�)
L[�;�1;�3]~� 
 F(�1)~B (�2)B (�3)̂g

(3)

2 (�1;�2;�3):~F j0i

+unwanted term s (D.9)
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where function L[x;y;z]isprecisely the left-hand side ofidentity (C.1)we have worked out

forthe two-particle state. Thisallowsusto factorize the am plitudes forthe second and the

third term softhe above equation,and asresultallthe three wanted term shave a com m on

am plitudeasitshould be.Towhatconcernstheunwanted term s,ourcom putation showsthat

they can begathered in two basicfam ilies.M orespeci�cly,they areproportionalto

[w1(�j)]
L ~B (�)
 ~�2(�l;�k) (D.10)

and

[w1(�j)w1(�l)]
L~� 
 F(�)~�1(�k) (D.11)

The �rstterm in the fam ily (D.10),say �j = �1,�l = �2 and �k = �3,isoriginated from

the �rst part ofthe three-particle state when we turn the scalar �eld B (�) through ~B (�1).

Keeping the second term ofthe com m utation rule (35),and by using the two-particle results

(57)to carry B (�1)through j�2(�2;�3)i,we�nd thatitsam plitudeis

� i
�5(�1;�)

�9(�1;�)

3Y

k= 2

i
�2(�k;�1)

�9(�k;�1)
(D.12)

W e estim ate the am plitudes ofthe rem aining term s in the fam ily (D.10) by taking into

accountthe exchange property (78),in m uch the sam e way we did forthe two-particle state.

This m eans that the am plitudes are going to be m ultiplied by the �rst \ordering" factors

Ô
(1)

j (�j;f�kg),and threepossibleunwanted term sj= 1;2;3 can becom pactly written as

� [w1(�j)]
L
i
�5(�j;�)

�9(�j;�)

3Y

k= 1

i6= j

i
�2(�k;�j)

�9(�k;�j)
~B (�)
 ~�2(�1;:::;��j;:::;�3)� Ô

(1)

j (�j;f�kg):~F j0i (D.13)

The contributionsto the second fam ily ofunwanted term scom e from allthe piecescom -

posingthethree-particlestate.Itturnsoutthatfork = 2;3theiram plitudescan becom puted

in a very sim ilarway wedid forthesecond and third partsofthewanted term s,respectively.

The m ain di�erence isthatnow we have to keep track ofterm sproportionalto F(�)rather

than F(�1).W e�nd thattheam plitudesfortheseunwanted term sare

[w1(�1)w1(�j)]
L
H 1(�;�1;�j)

3Y

k= 1

k6= 1;j

i
�2(�k;�1)

�9(�k;�1)
i
�2(�k;�j)

�9(�k;�j)
[F(�)~� 
 ~�1(�2;:::;��j;:::;�3)]

� Ô
(2)

1j (�1;�j;f�kg):
~F j0i (D.14)
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where Ô
(2)

1j (�1;�j;f�kg),j= 1;2,isthesecond typeof\ordering"factorwhich hasbeen already

de�ned in them ain text,seeequation (88).Itshould beem phasized thatwehavederived the

abovefactorfrom a \bruteforce" analysis,and sim ilarto whathappened to thetwo-particle

state,this gives us the clue to proceed in order to better estim ate the rem aining unwanted

term sappearing in thisfam ily.W eeasily recognizethatthisfactorisrelated to theoperation

ofbringing two rapiditiesin the �rsttwo positionsofthe eigenvector. Keeping thisin m ind,

weseethatallthecontributionsto thesecond fam ily ofunwanted term scan bewritten by

[w1(�l)w1(�j)]
L
H 1(�;�l;�j)

3Y

k= 1

k6= l;j

i
�2(�k;�l)

�9(�k;�l)
i
�2(�k;�j)

�9(�k;�j)
[F(�)~� 
 ~�1(�1;:::;��l;:::;��j;:::;�3)]

� Ô
(2)

lj (�l;�j;f�kg):
~F j0i (D.15)

Collectingtheexpressions(D.9),(D.13)and (D.15)we�nd thattheaction ofthescalar�eld

B (�)on thethree-particlestateisdescribed by theform ula(82)with n = 3.Sim ilarreasoning

can berepeated forthe�eldsD (�)and

2X

a= 1

Â aa(�),and only when weareestim ating thethird

type ofunwanted term snew technicalitiesem erge. In whatfollowswe presentthe detailsof

these com putations in the sim plest case,i.e. the situation where no \ordering" factors are

needed. Generalization forthe rem aining term sisalong the linesofform ula (D.15). Forthe

�eld D (�)we�nd thatsuch am plitudeis

H 2(�;�1;�2)F(�)�bcÂ bb1(�1)Â cb2(�2)B b3(�3)F
b3b2b1 j0i (D.16)

Now,carrying the operators Â bb1(�1)and Â cb2(�2)through B b3(�3)with the help ofcom m u-

tation rule(34)we�nd

[w2(�1)w2(�2)]
L
H 2(�;�1;�2)

2Y

k= 1

�1(�k;�3)

i�9(�k;�3)
�bcF(�)B (�3)̂r

b2b3
�c (�2;�3)̂r

b1�

b (�1;�3)F
b3b2b1 j0i

(D.17)

which isfurthersim pli�ed by using thefollowing identity

T
(1)(� = �2;f�lg)

b1b2b3
c1c2c3

T
(1)(� = �1;f�lg)

c1c2c3
bc = r̂

b2b3
�c (�2;�3)̂r

b1�

b (�1;�3) (D.18)
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Inserting (D.18)into (D.17)we�nally obtain

[w2(�1)w2(�2)]
L
H 2(�;�1;�2)�

(1)(� = �1;f�lg)�
(1)(� = �2;f�lg)

2Y

k= 1

�1(�k;�3)

i�9(�k;�3)
F(�)~� 
 ~B (�3)

(D.19)

Forthe�eld

2X

a= 1

Â aa(�)we�nd thatoneofthecontributionsis

H 3(�;�1;�2)�ab1F(�)B (�1)Â ab2(�2)B b3(�3)F
b3b2b1 j0i (D.20)

and when wecarry B (�1)and Â ab2(�1)through B b3(�3)wehave

[w1(�1)w2(�2)]
L
H 3(�;�1;�2)

2Y

k= 1

�1(�k;�3)

i�9(�k;�3)
�ab1F(�)̂r

b2b3
da (�2;�3)B d(�3)F

b3b2b1 j0i (D.21)

Nextusing thefollowing identity

�ab1 r̂
b2b3
da (�2;�3)B d(�3)F

b3b2b1 = ��r̂
��

�(�1;�2)T
(1)(� = �2;f�lg)

b1b2b3
��d B d(�3)F

b3b2b1 (D.22)

we�nally �nd

[w1(�1)w2(�2)]
L
H 3(�;�1;�2)[�a(�1;�2)��b(�1;�2)]�

(1)(� = �2;f�lg)

2Y

k= 1

�1(�k;�3)

i�9(�k;�3)
F(�)~�
 ~B (�3)

(D.23)

Lastly,thesecond contribution com ing from the�eld

2X

a= 1

Â aa(�)isestim ated by using the

sam e trick explained in the previousappendix forthe two-particle state. W e furtherrem ark

thatthe technicalpointsexplained in appendices C and D are valid form any otherm odels

such astheBariev X Y chain and thosesolved in ref.[23].

A ppendix E :T he B ariev m odel

W e startthisappendix by presenting the Boltzm ann weights �j(�;�)j = 1;:::;15 found

by Zhou [47].Norm alizing them by �1(�;�)wehave

�2(�;�)=

q

(1+ �h2�2)(1+ �h2�2)

(1+ �h2��)
(E.1)

�3(�;�)=
�h(� � �)

1+ �h2��
; �4(�;�)= �2(�;�)�2(�=�h;�=�h) (E.2)
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�5(�;�)= �3(�;�)

q

(1+ �h2u2)(1+ �2)

(1+ ��)
; �6(�;�)=

�5(�;�)

�h
(E.3)

�7(�;�)=
1

1+ �h2��
+
�h2(�2 + �2 + �2�2 � ��)

(1+ ��)(1+ �h2��)
; �8(�;�)= �2(�=�h;�=�h) (E.4)

�9(�;�)=
�3(�;�)(� � �h2�)

�h(1+ ��)
(E.5)

�10(�;�)=
�h2��

1+ �h2��
+

1+ �2 + �2 � ��

(1+ ��)(1+ �h2��)
; �11(�;�)= �3(�=�h;�=�h) (E.6)

�12(�;�)= ��5(�;�) ; �13(�;�)=
�12(�;�)

�h
(E.7)

�14(�;�)= �9(�;�) ; �15(�;�)= �3(�;�)�11(�;�) (E.8)

W erem arkthatarescaling� ! �p
�h
and � !

�
p
�h
bringstheseweightsin am oresym m etrical

form and thisisuseful,forexam ple,tocheck theYang-Baxterequation (6).Besidesthatthere

aresom efew identitiesbetween thoseweightsthatwereusefulin thecalculationsofsection 6.

They are

�15(�;�)[�9(�;�)+�1(�;�)]= �5(�;�)�6(�;�); �6(�;�)�1(�;�)+�5(�;�)�15(�;�)= �6(�;�)�7(�;�)

(E.9)

�12(�;�)[�9(�;�)+�1(�;�)]= �5(�;�)�4(�;�); �5(�;�)�1(�;�)+�15(�;�)�6(�;�)= �5(�;�)�10(�;�)

(E.10)

Nextwepresentthecom m utation relationswefound by solving thestandard Yang-Baxter

algebra (3).Between thediagonal�eldsand thecreation operatorswehave

Â(�)
 ~B (�) =
�1(�;�)

�3(�;�)
[~B (�)
 Â(�)]:̂r(B )(�;�)�

�2(�;�)

�3(�;�)
~B (�)
 Â(�)+

�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)

"

~B �(�)B (�)+
�2(�;�)

�3(�;�)
F(�)~C(�)�

�12(�;�)�1(�;�)

�3(�;�)�5(�;�)
F(�)~C(�)

#


 ~�
(B )

(E.11)

B (�)~B (�)=
�1(�;�)

�3(�;�)
~B (�)B (�)�

�2(�;�)

�3(�;�)
~B (�)B (�); (E.12)

D (�)~B (�) =
�11(�;�)

�9(�;�)
~B (�)D (�)+

�8(�;�)

�9(�;�)
F(�)~C �(�)

�
�4(�;�)

�9(�;�)
F(�)~C �(�)�

�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
~�
(B )
:f~B �(�)
 Â(�)g (E.13)
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Â ab(�)F(�) =
�11(�;�)

�3(�;�)
[1�

�2
8
(�;�)

�211(�;�)
]F(�)Â ab(�)+

�2(�;�)�8(�;�)

�3(�;�)�11(�;�)
F(�)Â ab(�)

�
�2(�;�)

�3(�;�)
[~B (�)
 ~B �(�)]ba +

�8(�;�)

�11(�;�)
[~B �(�)
 ~B (�)]ab (E.14)

B (�)F(�)=
�1(�;�)

�9(�;�)
F(�)B (�)�

�4(�;�)

�9(�;�)
F(�)B (�)�

�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
f~B (�)
 ~B (�)g:[~�(B )]t (E.15)

D (�)F(�)=
�1(�;�)

�9(�;�)
F(�)D (�)�

�4(�;�)

�9(�;�)
F(�)D (�)�

�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
~�
(B )
:f~B �(�)
 ~B �(�)g (E.16)

Between thecreation �eldswehave

~B (�)
 ~B (�)= [~B (�)
 ~B (�)]:̂r(B )(�;�)+

"
�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
F(�)B (�)�

�12(�;�)

�9(�;�)
F(�)B (�)

#

~�
(B )

(E.17)

[F(�);F(�)]= 0 (E.18)

F(�)~B (�)=
�8(�;�)

�1(�;�)
F(�)~B (�)+

�11(�;�)

�1(�;�)
~B (�)F(�) (E.19)

~B (�)F(�)=
�8(�;�)

�1(�;�)
~B (�)F(�)+

�11(�;�)

�1(�;�)
F(�)~B (�) (E.20)

Theextra relationsfortheanalysisofthetwo-particlestateare

Ca(�)B b(�)= B b(�)Ca(�)�
�2(�;�)

�3(�;�)
[B (�)A ab(�)� B (�)A ab(�)] (E.21)

B
�
a(�)B b(�)=

�11(�;�)

�3(�;�)
B b(�)B

�
a(�)�

�2(�;�)

�3(�;�)
F(�)A ab(�)+

�8(�;�)

�3(�;�)
F(�)A ab(�) (E.22)

C
�
a(�)B b(�)j0i= �

(B )

ab

�5(�;�)

�9(�;�)
[B (�)D (�)� A aa(�)A bb(�)]j0i (E.23)
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