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Abstract

We give a direct derivation of a proposal of Nekrasov-Shatidisconcerning the quantization
conditions of the Toda chain. The quantization conditiamsfarmulated in terms of solutions
to a nonlinear integral equation similar to the ones commgnfthe thermodynamic Bethe
ansatz. This is equivalent to extremizing a certain fumctialled Yang’s potential. It is shown
that the Nekrasov-Shatashvili formulation of the quatiiza conditions follows from the
solution theory of the Baxter equation, suggesting thatilaly of formulating the quantization
conditions should indeed be applicable to large classesiarfitized algebraically integrable
models.

1 Introduction

The N-body quantum mechanical Hamiltonian

N
H = Z % + (HQQ)EeW“’” + Zg%ew‘“*l‘wk . (1.1)

is known as the quantum Toda chain. Abopgandx, are quantum observables satisfying the
canonical commutation relatiofg,, x| = i%d, x, g andx are coupling constant. When= 1
one deals with the so-called closed Toda chain and, wherb, with the open Toda chain.

This model appears to be a prototype for an interesting dasgstegrable models called al-
gebraically integrable models. It was introduced and shham the classical level, by Toda
[To] in 1967. Then, in 1977, Olshanetsky and Perelomov [GfPlstructed the set a¥ com-
muting and independent integrals of motion for the closeairghthus proving the so-called
guantum integrability of the model. In 1980-81, Gutzwil[&u] was able to build explicitly
the eigenfunctions and write down the quantization coadgifor small numbers of particles
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(IV = 2,3,4). In particular he expressed the eigenfunctions of theedahain with/V-sites as
a linear combination of the eigenfunctions of the open chaih NV — 1 particles.

A particularly succesful approach to the solution of therquen Toda chain was initiated by
Sklyanin. In 1985, Sklyanin applied the quantum inversétedag method (QISM) to the study
of the Toda chain. This led to the development of the so-daleantum separation of variables
method. In this novel framework, he was able to obtain thet®&agquations for the model,

from which Gutzwiller’s quantization conditions can be abed. The Baxter equation was
later re-derived by Pasquier and Gaudin [GP] with the helproéxplicit construction of the

so-called Q-operator, similar to the method developed ytd8&or the solution of the eight

vertex model[[Ba].

In 99 Kharchev and LebedeV [KL] constructed the multipléegral representations for the
eigenfunctions of the cloself-particle Toda chain. Their construction can be seen as a gen
eralization of Gutzwiller's solution allowing one to expeethe eigenfunctions of the closed
N-particle Toda chain in terms of those of the open chain With 1 particles for allN. In '09,

An [An] completed the picture by proving rigorously that @utller's quantization conditions
are necessary and sufficient for obtaining a state in therspec

However, the form of the quantization conditions obtainethie above-mentioned works ap-
pears to be rather involved. Recently Nekrasov and Shatgstoposed in[[NS] that the quanti-
zation conditions for the Toda chain can be reformulatediims of the solutions to a nonlinear
integral equation (NLIE) similar to the equations origingtin the thermodynamic Bethe ansatz
method. With the help of the solutions to the relevant n@dmntegral equation, Nekrasov and
Shatashvili defined a functiorV whose critical points are in a one-to-one correspondentte wi
the simultaneous eigenstates of the conserved quantifiesformulation not only seems to be
in some respects more efficient than the previous one, itiatBoates an amazing universality
of the form the quantization conditions may take in inte¢ggabodels.

The proposal of [NS] was based on rather indirect argumemtsing from the study of su-
persymmetric gauge theories. It seems desirable to dér@/proposal more directly from the
integrable structure of the model. Our main aim in this netéoi give such a derivation. It
is obtained from the solution theory of the Baxter equatibnother integrable models there
are known connections between the Baxter equation andnsamlintegral equations that look
similar to the one that appears here, see é.9. [BLZ, Za, Tejvener, the precise form of the
NLIE depends heavily on the analytic properties that themaait solutions of the Baxter equa-
tion must have in the different models. In the present casepHrticle system we encounter
an interesting new feature: the quantization conditioesnat formulated as equations on the
zeros of the solutions of the Baxter equation, but instelaely eire equations on the poles of
the so-called quantum Wronskian formed from two linearlygpendent solutions of the Bax-



ter equation. The positions = (dy,...,0y) Of these poles are the variables that the Yang's
potentialV = W(J) depends on.

It is worth stressing that the Baxter equation or generadina thereof have a good chance to
figure as a universal tool for the study of the spectrum of wanntegrable models. Our

method of derivation strongly indicates that similar fotations of the quantization conditions

should exist for large classes of quantizégebraicallyintegrable models.

This article is organized as follows. We first recall how trep&ation of Variables method
reduces the problem to find the eigenstates of the Toda ah#ie fproblem to find a certain set
of solutions to the Baxter functional equation specified togreg conditions on the analyticity
and the asymptotics of its elements. Then, in Sec¢tion 3 wiaexpow Gutzwiller's quantiza-
tion conditions can be reformulated in terms of the solwgita certain NLIE and in terms of
the Yang’s potentialV(9). The derivation of this reformulation is sketched. The fsaxf our
claims are presented in the Appendices. In Appehdlix A, wabdish the relevant properties of
Gutzwiller’s basis of fundamental solutions to the T-Q d@ra Then in AppendikB we prove
the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the NLIE inired in Sectiofl3. In Appendix|C
we give rigorous proofs of the main results presented iniGQe&
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2 Separation of variables approach to the Toda chain

2.1 Integrability of the Toda chain

The integrability of the Toda chain follows from the existerof Lax matrices

_ h ,—Tn
an:( APy gie ) (@, py] = i, (2.1)

h . Tn

—g'e 0
satisfying a Yang-Baxter equation with a rational, sixtggrtype, R-matrix. Thus, the set of
r-twisted monodromy matrices

M()) = (1 0 )LN()\)...Ll(A) . (2.2)

0 w"
allows one to build the transfer matrik (A\) = tr [M (\)] which is the generating function of
the set of N commuting Hamiltonians associated with the Toda chain

N-1
T(A) =M+ (- A FH, . (2.3)
k=0
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The first two Hamiltonians read

N p2 N P2 N
H =Y p=P H= 5 {Z o e > g%emkl—mk} . (24
k=1 =1 k=2

Any eigenvector of the transfer matrix defines a polynonmial) = Hff:l (A—=7%). TheN
commuting Hamiltonians are self-adjoint, hence the {gét is necessarily self conjugated:

{m} = {7x}

2.2 Separation of variables

The Separation of Variables (SOV) method was developechifboda chain in [SK, GP, KL,
An|. The main results of these works may be summarized asis|

The wave-function®,(x), z = (x1, ..., zy) Of any eigenstate to the transfer maftiix\) with
eigenvalue(\) can be represented by means of an integral transformatithe ddrm

Vo) = [ ) @) Zr0fe), 25)

where integration is over vectofs= (v, ...,vv_1) € RY~! with respect to a measudg:(v)
first found in [SK],=p(v|x) is an integral kernel for which the explicit expression carfdund
in [KL], P isthe eigenvalue of the center of mass momenRimthe statel,, and®,(v) is the
wave-function in the so-called SOV-representation. Thefkature of the SOV representation
is that®, () takes a factorized form

N-—1
©,(7) = J[ a()- (2.6)
k=1

The integral transformatiofn (2.5) is constructed in sucheg that the eigenvalue equation for
the family of operatordl'(\) is equivalent to the fact that the functigp(y) which represents
the statel, via (2.8) and[(2.16) satisfies the so-called Baxter equation,

t(N)q,(A) = i¥g" g, (A +ih) + £ (=i)" g g (X —ih) . (2.7)

The integral transformatio (2.5) can be inverted to expfiggy) in terms of U, (z). In this
way it becomes possible to find the necessary and sufficierittons thaty, (y) has to satisfy
in order to represent an eigenstatélf\) via (2.5) and[(2.6). The conditions afe [KL, An]

(i) t()\)is a polynomial of the formt(\) = [[r_, (A — 72,), with {7} = {7}

(i) q()\) is entire and has asymptotic behavipt )| = O (e~ ROV |21 GISMI=h

Above, theO symbol is uniform in the strigz : |3 (z)| < h/2}. This reduces the problem to
construct all the eigenfunctions and finding the complegespm of the Toda chain to finding
the setS of all solutions(t (\), ¢, (\)) to the Baxter equation (2.7) that satisfy the conditions
(i) and (ii) above.



3 Quantization conditions

It turns out that the Baxter equatidn_(2.7) admits solutiaithin the classS described above
only for a discrete set of choices for the polyononti@l). This is what expresses the quanti-
zation of the spectrum d@F (\) within the SOV-framework. Our first aim in this section wikb
to outline how to reformulate the resulting conditions#@i) more concretely, following the
approaches initiated by Gutzwiller and Pasquier-Gaudin.

It gives useful insight to divide the problem to construall alassify the solutions to the Baxter
equation[(2.7) which satisfy (i) and (ii) into in two steps: the first step, one weakens the
analytic requirements (ii) on(\) slightly by allowingg(\) to have a certain number of poles.
In this case, it will be possible to find two linearly indepent solutions;(\) to (2.7) for
arbitraryt(\) satisfying (i). In the second step, one constructs the isolyt \) satisfying (i)
and (ii) in the form

4(A) = Prg (A) + P-gy (V) (3.1)

whereP;. are constants. The requirement th@x) is entire means that the polesggf(\) must
cancel each other i (3.1) which is only possiblé(iX) is fine-tuned in a suitable way. This is
the origin of the quantization of the spectrum’bf)).

3.1 Gutzwiller's formulation of the quantization conditio ns

It turns out that there is a canonical minmal choice for theo§poles ofg;"()\) that one needs
to allow. One needs to allow polesdy, ..., dy whose positions are determined by the choice
of t(\). More precisely, out of(\) one constructs the so-called Hill determinant

o 1

iiid ——— 1 —— 0
0 P o

t () t ()

wherep := rg?V. It can be shown thak(\) admits the representation

N sinh = (A — 4,
’H()\):HS h ), (3.3)

2—1 sinh % (A —Ta)

where one choosés (0x)| < i/2. This definesyy, ..., dx in terms oft(\).
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Let us then, instead & consider the clas§’ of solutions to[(2.I7) which satisfy the conditions
(i) and (ii)’,
(ii))" ¢(X) is meromorphic with set of poles contained{if, . .., dy} and
it has an asymptotic behavigyr(\)| = O (e~ R |y 2 ROy
The Baxter equatiori (2.7) has two linearly independenttgmia g (\) within S’ for arbitrary

t(\). One possible construction of the solutiafig\) goes back to Gutzwiller's work on the
Toda chain. They may be defined as follows:

£yy _ Qr (V)
T L (e s 0} o9
where
j()\) _ N(KgN)—iA Ko (V) e~ NEA 0r ) = _ gV K (\) e~ NEA  @5)
kl;[l AT (1 —i(A — 7)) /h) kljl FAT(1 +i(\ — 7)/h)

with K (\) being half-infinite determinants:

1 t~t (A +ih) 0
h
p— p _1 ) ...
K, (X)) = det £ON T 2i) 1 t™ (A +2ih) O (3.6)
0

andK_ (\) = K, ()) (recall that{r,} = {7}). For the reader’s convenience we have included
a self-contained proof that™ € S’ in Appendix A. It's worth noting that); are linearly
independent entire functions whose Wronskian can be etealexplicitly,cf. Lemmadl:

N

WQF,Qr] (\) = kg Ve 2Nir. 1:[1 {% sinh% AN—7) - H (A)} , (3.7)

It can be shown that the most general solutjoh) € S’ to the Baxter equatio (2.7) may be
represented in the forrh (3.1). The additional requiremigaitt \) should be entire implies

Qf (04) —CQ; (6,) =0, for a=1,....,N andsome& €C, [(|=1, (3.8)

to be supplemented by the condition t@tff:l 0, = P [GU,[GR]. This formulation of the
guantization conditions looks fairly involved. It may benstdered as a highly transcendental
system of equations on the parameterdeterminingt()\), in which bothQ;(\) andd,, .. ., ox
have to be constructed froti\) by means ofl(315) and (3.2), (3.3) respectively.
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3.2 Reformulation in terms of solutions to a nonlinear integal equation

One may note that the set of parametersa (44, ..., dy) isjust as big as the set of parameters
inT = (7, ...,7y) Characterizing the polynomial\) appearing on the left hand side of the
Baxter equation. The form of the quantization conditidn8)3uggests that it may be useful
to formulate these conditions directly in terms of the pagtarsd = (d1,...,dy) with ¢(\) =
t(\|7 (0)) being determined in terms o6fby inverting the relatiom = 4(7). A more convenient
representation of the quantization conditionsi(3.8) wahkh be obtained if one was able to
construct the solution®; (\) more directly as functions of the parametérs- (6,,...,dy).

In the following, for a given polynomiat(\) = Hff:l(/\ — Jx) with complex conjugated roots,
we will construct functiong)s (\). These will be shown to yield solutions the Baxter equation
(2.12) via [3.4), withis(\) being a polynomial whose coefficients depend on the paramete

The functions); () will be build out of the solution§’s()\) to the following NLIE,

log Y;(\) = /Rdu K(\— p) In (1 + %) , (3.9)

where
h

KO =

(3.10)

It will be shown in AppendiXx B that the solutioi§()) to (3.9) are unique, and that they exist
for all tuplesd = (41, ..., dx) oOf zeros of Hill determinant®/(\) constructed from polynomials
t(\) whose zeroes, satisfy|3 ()| < h/2. The functionY;()\) is meromorphic, with its poles
accumulating in the directiojarg (\)| = 7/2 and such thaty — 1 if A\ — oo for A uniformly
away from its set of poles. The propertiesigfallow one to define two auxiliary functions:

B d,u 1 PhYZs (,LL)
Invy (A) = —/%m (1 R ih/2)19(,u+ih/2)) ’
J (3.11)

o [dn 1 P"Ys (1)
e 0= = [ o s (U s )

Out of v (A) andv, (A — ih), we may then construct

N Nﬂ')\

gV e Moy (A —ih)

[T+ (A~ 6)/h)

k=1

(k™) - R e Moy (N)

k]]i[lF(l — i (A=) /h)

Q5 (A) = Q5 (A) = (3.12)

Itis shown in Appendik T that the functiod- are entire ¢f. Lemmd4). Itis also shown there
that the functiong; ()\) defined fromQ3 (\) by relations like[[3.4) are solutions to the Baxter
equation[(2.7) which have the right asymptotic behaviord@dntained ir%'.
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One may therefore take the construction(@f()\) from the solutions of the nonlinear inte-
gral equation[(3]9) as a replacement for the constructisedan Gutzwillers solutions. The
quantization condition$ (3.8) may now be rewritten in teoh¥;(\) in the form

(140 (5 —6,) /h)

(1—1(5k— dy) /1)
dr 1 1 0"Ys (1)

+/%{5k—7+m/2+5k—7—m/2}1n(Hﬁ(T—m/z)ﬁ(Tﬂh/z)) ’

as is fully demonstrated in Appendix C. This form of the qizatton condition may be more
convenient for many applications than the ones previousigined, equations (3.8).

2mn —N—éklnh—é In +i1n(—iiln (3.13)
k=g kinp ~ .

3.3 Solutions to the Baxter equation from the solutions to a NIE

In order to understand how the connection between nonlineagral equations and the Baxter
equation comes about, the key observation is that the twatitursg; defined above constitute
a system of two linearly independent solutions of the Bagtpration[(2.7). This fact can be
deduced from the so-called quantum Wronskian equatiosfieatibyQ; :

2T
he ™"k

imgh

Qf N Q5 (N+ih) — Q5 (N)QF (A +ih) = Kf“‘( ) H smh (A—10d) . (3.14)

The quantum Wronskian equation allows one to show@jat\) satisfy a Baxter-type equation
ts(NQ5 () = g™ Q5 (A +ih) + £"(1) Y g" Q5 (X — ih) (3.15)

where the polynomial; (1)) is defined by

Qs (A —ih) Q5 (A +ih) — QF (A +1ih) Q5 (A —ih)
Q5 (A) Q5 (A+1ih) — QF (A +ih) Q5 (\) '

On the one hand, the Wronskian relatibn (3.14) allows onétwvshatts(\) andQ; (\) are

related by the Baxter equation (3115). On the other handsdt ensures that the residues of

the possible poles of; (3.16) vanish. Then, the polynomiality ¢f is a consequence of the

asymptotic behavior of the functioig . The details of the arguments are found in Appendix
[C.

In order to see how the quantum Wronskian relation is comadett the NLIE [(3.D), let us,
starting from a solutiofy’s(\) to (3.9), introduce two functions;(\) andv, (\) via (3.11). On
the one hand, noting that the kerri€é(\) defined in[(3.10) can be written as

1 1 1
KN =55 ()\—ih_AjLih)

8

ts (\) = (mgN) (3.16)




it is easy to see thdt (3.9) implies
InYs (\) = In(vp (A +iR/2)) + In (v (A — 3ik/2)) (3.17)

On the other hand, note that

In [UT </\ - zg + 20)} +1n [m <)\ - zg - 20)] - (3.18)
(f - ) 2t A (1 T 7521; ﬁ(%m/z))

P"Ys (N)
9 (N —ih/2) 9 (A +ih/2)
Thus, using thaty,, are meromorphic o, we are able to continue the obtained relation
everywhere ortC , leading to the functional relation
n

v (A) vy (V) :1+79(A)19’)(A+m)vT (A + ih) v, (A — ih) . (3.19)

=1+

Rewriting this in terms of); by means of(3.12) yields the quantum Wronskian equalidialj3.

At the moment we don'’t have a direct proof that a solutiof {8)8xists for all choices af(\).
We are able, however, to prove that all functidfjg)) that can be constructed from Gutzwillers
solutions are in fact solutions t6 (8.9). This implies thttfanctions Y;()\) needed for the
formulation of the quantization conditioris (3113) can b&agied in this way.

Let us finally note that there is a more direct waf; Proposition b) to reconstruct the Newton
polynomials in the zeroe§r, } of ¢5 from the solutiony; to (2.7):

Z T = Z ok — / a7 {(T +ih/2)" 7 — (7 — m/z)’f—l} (3.20)

: PV () ) |
[0 (7 —ih/2)”

xln(1+

As one may reconstruct the eigenvalugsof the conserved quantitidg,, from thez
this essentially amounts to a reconstruction of/the

=1 p,

3.4 Definition of Yang's potential

It is interesting to notice that the quantization condisdB.13) characterize the extrema of
a certain functionV (§) called Yang’s potential in_[NS]. This Yang's potential isfided as
W (8) = WSt (§) + WPt (§), where

WP (5) — zZ?ln(N) ln§25k+z (0r — 0; —QZWan, (3.21)

k=1 7,k=1



wherew’ (A\) = InI' (1 +i\/h), n), are some integers paremeterizing the eigenstate, and

(6) =
R/ {M <1 " |19<th z'(:/)mﬁ) e <w<_upiyjf§72)>|2) } sir

0
Liy (z) = / Mdt : (3.23)

Wit (5 (3.22)

where

z

It seems worth emphasizing that, in our treatment, the medidation of the quantization condi-
tions in terms of Yang’s potential was obtained from the sotutheory of the Baxter equation
(2.2). This may be seen as a hint towards a more direct urahelisg of the claim in [NS] that
the quantization conditions for large classes of quantagdbraically integrable models can
be formulated in this way. The claim should follow quite geatky from the solution theory of
the Baxter equation.

A Properties of Gutzwiller’s solutions

A.1 Analytic properties of Gutzwiller’'s solution

The explicit construction of a set of two linearly indepententire solutiong); of (2.7) with
arbitrary monic polynomiat (\) goes back to Gutzwiller [Gu]. Prior to writing down these two
solutions, recall the definition of the Wronskian of two samuas¢; andg, defined by

Wilag, g2] (A) = a1 (A) g2 (A +ih) — g2 (A) ¢ (A +4h) . (A1)
It is straightforward to see, using (2.7), th&t[q, ¢-| is ik quasi-periodic:
W g, g2) N+ ih) = (=) "W [q1, ¢] (V) . (A.2)

Proposition 1. Lett (\) = H],f:l (A — 1) be a monic polynomial of degre€ with roots ap-
pearing in complex-conjugate paifs} = {7x}. Then, the two functions below are entire
solutions to the Baxter equation (3]15),

roy = ) KOV ) o LT g
TT 3T =i =)/ TTRAT(+ (A= 7))
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Here K (\) correspond to the unique meromorphic solutions to diffeesmguations

o' i
Ki(h—ih) = K, (\)— (K>+ 8:@2 (A.4)
K_(\+ih) = K_ (A)—tzK)‘i :ZZ}?) (A.5)

that go tol, when\ — oo uniformly away from their set of poles. The solutions to ¢hesur-
rence relations are given explicitly by the determinantdafa(3.6) and its complex conjugate.
These two linearly independent solutions are entire and@®he asymptotic behavior

QF (V)| = e FROO (et 5 PO N FFROD) i R () 5 +oo (A.6)

and theO is uniform in every bounded strip @f.

Proof. The only non-trivial part concerns the asymptotic behawfak .. It follows as a corol-
lary of Lemma3B. O

Lemma 1. The functions); are linearly independent and their Wronskian is expressed i

terms of the Hill determinant(3.2) 2.7) . The latter is closely related t&, and K _

n Ko (A +ih) K_ (M)
t(N)t(A+ih)

lts zeroes form complex conjugated pa{&.} = {d.}, belong to the fundamental strip

{z + |9 (2)] < h/2} and fulfill 3207 7, = S 5,

(A7)

HO) =K, (\) K_ (A +ih) —

Proof. The fact that); are linearly independent is a consequence of the fact that\t¥ron-
skian does not vanish identically. The explicit expressaithis Wronskian follows after some
algebra.

As we have assumed that the et} is self-conjugated, it follows from the determinant repre-
sentation forH thatm = H (N), ie, the set{¢, } is self-conjugated. In its turn, this implies
a particular relation between the setdd and’s. Namely, computing thé® (\) — +oo
asymptotics ofH yields

N N
ZTp225p +inh, forsome neN. (A.8)
p=1 =

However, a9y~ 7, € Rand)_ ¢, € R, the only possibility iss =0 . O

We are now in position to prove the

Lemma 2. Let ¢ be any meromorphic solution {&.7). Then, there exists two meromorphic
ih-periodic functionsP,. (A) such that

q(A) =P (N Qf () +P-(M)Qy (M) . (A.9)
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Proof. Let ¢ be any meromorphic solution to Baxter's T-Q equationl(ZTHen consider

W g, Q¢ ] (V) W g, QF] (V)
W [QF,Qr] (V) W [QF, Q7] (V)

The ratio of two Wronskian being: periodic, one gets that, by construction

q(A) =q(A) - QF (M) + -Qp (V) - (A.10)

WIZ.QI (N =W[7.Q;](\)=0. (A.11)

This leads to the system of equationsddn ):

( Qi () QFf (\+ih) ) ( —(A+ih) ) 0 (A12)
Qi (\) Qr (A+ih) ey

Given any fixed), there exist non-trivial solutions t6_(A.IL2) if only if theeterminant of the
matrix defining the system vanishés,W [Q;, Q; | (\) = 0. However, it follows from[(3.17)
that W/ [Qj, Q;} (M) is an entire function that is non-identically zero. Therefdt can only
vanish at isolated points. Hence, we get th@t) # 0 only at an at most countable set. A6\)
is meromorphic or, ¢ = 0. O

We now provide a rough characterization of the set of zerb&go As thel function has no
zeroes o1, the only zeroes af)f are those of<. ().

Proposition 2. Assume thatS (7)] < h/2 and that the sefr.} is invariant under com-
plex conjugation. Then, the set of zeroes Iof (A —ih/2) belongs to the half-plane
{zeC : $(2) < —h/2} and

K4 (A —in/2)]"

HO—ih2) > 1, for XeR. (A.13)

A similar statement holds fdk_ (A + ih/2), namely the set of zeroes &t (A + ih/2) lies in
the half-plane{z € C : & (2) > +h/2} and K_ (\ + ih/2) does not vanish oR.

Proof. It follows from the determinant representations that (A — i5/2) has poles at;, —
i(2n+1)h/2,n € N, in particular they all belong to the half-plage € C : I (2) < —h/2}.
Also, since the zeroes and poles of the Hill determinant @ifecenjugated,

N cosh ~ (N — k)
HA—in/2) =[] —2 >0 , VYA €eR. (A.14)
w—1 cosh — (A — 1)

h

As the sef{ ;. } is self-conjugate, it is easy to see that

K,N=K_ (&) and t(A—ih/2)t(A+ih/2) = [t(A—ih/2)]* ,  (A.15)
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This allows us to rewritd (Al7) in the form

. 2 . 2
K =i 'm (\ + ihi/2) A16)

H(\—ih/2) HA—ih/2)| t(\—ih/2)

It follows from (A.14) and[(A.16) that there existsca> 0 such tha K (A —ih/2)| > ¢ for
A € R. Hence K, (A —ih/2) has no zeroes OR. As K. (A — ih/2) has manifestly no poles
in the half-plane{z : (z) > —h/2}, one has that

f(p)—/;;g;g; #{ eC: ()>—g and K+(z):0}. (A.17)

R—ih/2

Here, we remind that is the deformation parameter appearinginl(3.6). We alsoifypiat

the functionf (p) is well defined asK. | _,;, , > c and the ratiok”, /K, decays at least as
A~ N+ at infinity, uniformly in p, cf lemmal8. Thus, applying the dominated convergence
theorem we obtain that (p) is continuous irp. As itis integer valued, it is constant. The value
of this constant is fixed fronf (0) = 0 (as thenk, = 1). This shows thaf{, (\) has all of its
zeros lying below the lin® — ih/2. O

A.2 Bounds for K,

Lemma 3. Let {7} = {7} and | (7x)| < h/2, thenK,. — 1 for A — oo uniformly away
from its set of poles and
K/
—=(A) =0 (ABN) (A.18)
K.

where theO is uniform as long ag belongs to some fixed compact subsét of

Proof. As the T-Q equations can be solved explicitly whgn= 1 in terms of Bessel functions,
itis enough to consider the cade> 2. We focus onk’, as behavior of<_ follows by complex
conjugation.

K, admits the discrete Fredholm series representation:

= 1+Z Z dety, [Mn, (V)] (A.19)

n:>1

where we have
6ab+1 5mb—1ph

My, (N) = t(\—iah) t(\—iah)’

(A.20)
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Then, by Haddamard’s inequality

Z dety, [Mj,p, (V)]

1 ----- h7L€N(l 1

< f[ { an | Mhah,|

a,b=1

< Y f[ {Z Mhahﬁ}%
=

") (110" A2

a=1

There we have set

N +oo

:fﬂ(k—ikh)\_lg( ) Zk N and u(A):O(A‘%) . (A22)

Hence, we get that
Ky (A) = 1] < WO (A.23)

and thusk’, — 1 for A — oo uniformly away from its set of poles. It remains to provide th
stronger estimates for its decay at infinity.

Termwise differentiation of the series leads to

KL <302 (0 (U 1ol ) GO0 (14 1ol") ST (14 ) e ().

n>1

wheret (\) = 37, [t//t* (A — inh)| = O (|]A|""). One then takes the derivative of the Hill's
determinant relatio (Al7) at — i%/2. This leads to

(A.24)

K (A) =H (A) + 0» {pﬁ Ky (A +ih) K- (A) }

t(\) (A +ih) K_(\+ ih)

The uniform estimates ip that we have established combined with the fact tHat\) =
O (A=) uniformly in p lead to the desired form of the estimates, with @hat is uniform as
long asp belongs to some compact subsetof O

B Existence and uniqueness of solutions to the nonlinear in-
tegral equation

In this Appendix we prove the existence and uniqueness ottisak to the TBA non-linear
integral equation’(3.15). Let(\) = Hff:l (A — 0x) have its zeroes given by th€ zeroes of
the Hill determinant built out of(\). Then set

Ko (A +ih/2) K- (A —ilh/2) 9 (X —ih/2) 9 (A + il/2)

Yi(A) = H(—ih/2) Ct(A—ih/2)t (A +ih/2)

(B.1)
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It is a straightforward consequence of Lemima 3 #ids a meromorphic function whose poles
accumulate in the directiolarg (\)| = 7/2 and such that; — 1 for A — oo uniformly aways
from the set of its poles.

Proposition 3. The functionn Y; defined in[(B.IL) is continuous, positive and bounde®otit
is the unique solution in this class to the non-linear intgrquation[(3.D).

Proof. We first prove the uniqueness of solutions. ||ét_ stand for the sup norm on bounded
and continuous functions dR. We setF = {f € €°(R) : f>0 and |[f] < +oo}.
Then we define the operataron F by

B e plel W )
Lfl(\) = R/du K(\—p)l (1 + T2 (B.2)
The mapping_ stabilizesF. Indeed,
het (1)
LIS fan kO ool < i) @)

R

whereJ = infyeg [0 (A — ih/2)|* > 0, due to|S (8;)| < h/2.

Any solution to the NLIE appears as a fixed point/ofn 7. We shall now prove that can
have at most one fixed point. This settles the question ofuamgss of solutions t6 (3.9). This
part goes as in [FKS]. Lef, g € F, then

1

Piea(r)+H(f=0)(7)
/dt/dTK()\—T) o T (f=9)(7)

IL[f] = LIgll (A) = T+ ih)2)[ + phesD o)
0 R

g9l 11l

= 7+ prem (191l

) If =9l <Ilf =9l - (B.4)

Hence,L admits a unique fixed point.

A direct proof of existence of the solutions fo (3.9) is pbksif p"/J < 1. In this case it is
easily seen thakt [f] (\) is a bounded mapping in the sense that it stabilizes all bals of
radiuskR > —1In (1 — p"/J). In such a case[ (B.4) implies tha{ f] is a contractive map on a
Banach space. It thus admits a unique fixed point.

However, it is always possible to construct a solutior @) & terms of the the half-infinite
determinants<.. Recall that{r;} and hencegd,} are invariant under complex conjugation.

15



Let

(1—i(\—4)/h)
(I =i(A=m)/h)

(B.5)

It follows from Propositioi R that;,, (A — i%/2) are holomorphic and non-vanishinglif ;.
Moreover, asy_ 0, = > 7, we get thatwy, (A —ih/2) = 1+ O (A~!) in their respective
domains of holomorphy. Also, due to the Hill determinaniniiy (A.7)

Ky A —in/2)* o P'Ye (V)
7OV =vr (A —ih/2) v, (A Zh/Q)_1+|19()\—ih/2)\2

We agree upon choosing a determinationof (A — i2/2) such that

(B.7)

Inwvy/y (A —1ih/2) N 0= In[vyvy] (A —ih/2) =Ilnvy (A —ih/2) +Inv, (A —ih/2) .
Thus, for\ € R, by computing the residues in the upper or lower half-plarewsing the decay
properties of the integrand at infinity, one sees thandv, are recovered frony;(\) via the
integral representations (3111). Hence, with the samecetafibranches of logarithm as before
(the one that goes towhen® (\) goes to+o0o0) we get, on the one hand, that

In[vr (A +ih/2) v, (A — 3ih/2)] = /dTK (A—7)In <1 + 9 (7p_ ?2(717-/)2”2) . (B.8)

On the other hand, it is straightforward to check that\ + ih/2) v (A — 3ih/2) = Y ()).
This proves the existence of the relevant set of solutiorf3.8). O

C Baxter Equation and quantization conditions from TBA

We first prove basic properties of the functiaps. Then we derive the T-Q equation generated
by Qgt and finally obtain the quantization conditons.

C.1 Analytic properties of Q5

Lemma 4. The functiong); defined in(3.12)are entire and have the asymptotic behavior

QE| = e " - O(e¥ MO \aERNIY R (3) o 400 (C.1)
where theD symbol is uniform iz : | (2)| < h/2}.
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Proof. It is readily seen from the asymptotic behavior in the s{rip: |3 (z)| < h} of the
solutionY; to (3.9), thatvy (\) — 1 andv: (A —ih) — 1 when® (\) — +oo in the strip
{z : |S(2)| < h/2}. Then a straightforward computation leads[to {C.1). Werassthat all
thed’s are distinct and, if necessary, take the limit of coinegl’s at the end of the calculation.

It remains to prove thap; are entire. For this, we show that the productE-giinctions cancel
the poles ofv; /. We need to construct a meromorphic continuatio€tof v/, starting from
the stripBY), with B™ = {z : |3 (2)| < nh}. It follows from the very form of the NLIE(3]9)
that the solutior; is holomorphic in3™). Let us introduce the notation

A c2)
[9(p — ih/2)]?

The only singularities of/ (1) /V; (1) in BY correspond to the zeroes &f and to its poles.
The latter are located at = , + ih/2, k = 1,...,N. Hence, ad/ () /Vs (1) is decaying
sufficiently fast at infinity, one gets

Vs(p) =1+

Yi o\ e e
v, (7= 2 N_z—ih 2 \N—z+ih (€3)
zelﬁ”) zer)
V(;(Z):() V(;(Z)ZO
n N n N
1 1
;;A—ék—i(2p+1)h/2 p;;)\—5k+i(2p+l)h/2
N / dp V() [V (1) / dp V5 () Vs (1)
2im A —p—1h 2im AN—pu+ih

R+inh—i0t R—inh+i0t
Above, we have denoted by the multiplicity of a zeroz of Vj andB%"), resp.Bi"), stands for
B™ NH,, resp.B™ NH_. It thus follows thati’; has simple poles & +i% (2n + 1), n € Z.
Exactly the same reasoning as before showsith@t — i/) has its only simple poles af—inh,
k=1,...,N andn € N*. Similarly, v, (A\) has its only simple poles & + inh, k =1,..., N
andn < N. Therefore, these poles are canceled out by the zeroes Bfftirections and); are
both entire. O

C.2 Baxter equation
Proposition 4. The polynomiak; (\) given in (3.16) is a monic real valued polynomial of
degreeN. Itis such that the function§; solve the Baxter equation

ts(A) Q5 (\) = g™ Q5 (A +ih) + " (=) Vg™ QF (A —ih), (C.4)

Finally, given any monic real valued polynomial of degrée with roots in the strip
{z : |S(2)| < h/2}, itis always possible to find a complex-conjugation invatiaet of pa-
rameters{J; } such thats equals to this polynomial.
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Proof. We first prove that); satisfies[(Cl4) with; being given by[(3.16).

N
e A 11 {Z sinh% (A — 5p)} ts (N QF (N (C.5)
p=1

= (kg*™)" Q; (A—m){ff” (h;g; ) Hsmh (A= 0k) + QF (A + i) Q5 (A )}

g

~ (rg®™)" QF (A+z’h){@§ (A= ih) Q5 (A) — = (ihe_,f ) Hsmh (A= b) }

N
i)\ —2nN h . ™ Ly ; ;
=K e R ’\g{;smhﬁ(k—@n)}{gerNQgr()\Jrzh)—i-/ithh( i)Y Q(J{()\—zh)}.

In the intermediate steps, we have used the definitiopanfd the g-Wronskian equatidn (3114).

Now we show that;, as defined in(3.16), is indeed a monic real valued polynbofidegree
N. We first assume that th®&’s are pairwise distinct. The case when sevéga coincide
follows by taking the limit in the final formulae. AQ; are both entire, we get that the only
potential poles of; () are located ah = ¢, + inh, n € Z. The set of zeroes af;/, differs
necessarily from its set of poles (as follows readily fram3)Gand similar representations for
vy/,). Hence Q5 (6, +inh) # 0, fork = 1,..., N andn € Z. Therefore, it follows from the
Wronskian relation(3.14) , that

Qs (6r) _ Qf (dk +inh) .
Q- 00 " Q- Gernm o kelliN]and neN. (C.6)

This implies that the possible poles of the expressioh ib§)Bget canceled. It follows thaf is
entire. It remains to control its asymptotic behavior. Weyregpress; in terms ofv,/,,

N oN\ 25 . .
t5 (\) = vr (A= ih) v, ) T (A = 6) - (’ﬁfv )" O+ if)o, (- 2h) (C.7)
a=1 az[l (A —8a) (B2 + (A —3,)°)

Due to the asymptotic behvavior B} at oo, one can deform the integration contour in the def-
inition v;,; SO as to obtain its asymptotic behavior in the whole plane oo, for A uniformly
away from the set of poles of ;.

As we have thaty,, — 1 when\ — oo, we get that; ~ AV when\ — co. Hencegt; is a
monic polynomial of degre&/. It is real valued for\ € R as for such\'s, V4 (\) € R, what
implies thatvy (A — ih) = vy (\), iet; (\) = t5 ().

The fact that, in this way, one is able to generate any monignpmial with roots in the
strip{z : |3 (z)| < h/2} follows form the uniqueness of solutions to the TBA-NLIE ahe

construction of the function,,, in terms of determinants, as given [n (B.5)-(B.6). O
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C.3 The quantization conditions

We now prove that the quantization conditions for the modehglitions on the zeroes of the
polynomialts () for (2.7) to have entire solutions with a prescribed decayivan in point (ii))
can be written down in a TBA-like form. Moreover, as opposedthie Gutzwiller form of the
guantization conditions, the ones that will follow only atve one set of parameters. Namely,
the zeroeq o, } of the Hill determinant associated with () given in (3.16). We show that
under certain reasonable assumptions, it is possible tmstiwict the Newton polynomials in
the zeroes ofs and hence the spectrum of the model. This proves the Neki@isatashvili
conjecture[[NS]. We first reconstruct the zeroes;of

Proposition 5. Letts (\) = Hﬁzl (A —7,) be a polynomial whose zeroeg lie in the strip

{z € C : [S(2)] < h/2}. If {0} is the associated set of zeroes of the Hill determinant¥gnd
the unique solution to the NLIB.9), then the Newton polynomiafs = Z;V:l T; in the zeroes
of t5 are reconstructed by means of formula (3.20) above. Theergearice of these integrals is

part of the conclusion.

Proof. Due to the uniqueness of solutions to the NLIE{3.9), one hasthe solutiort; can

be expressed, as in(B.1) in termsi®f, . The latter determinants are parameterized by the
zeroes{t } of t5, and the parametefs, } appearing in the NLIE(3]9) coincide with the set of
zeroes of the Hill determinant. By invoking the continuifytioe logarithm onR and its decay

at infinity, we get

k/d—'u{( +m/2)k—1_(u—ih/2)k_l}1ﬂ <1+ P'"Ys (1) )

/ 2 00— /27
dy | K’ K.
—— [ {0+ 1 e - o)
R—ih/2
dp H' = k k
= %M En (1) = Z (Tp - 5;0) : (C.8)

Rtih/2— p=1
R—ih/2+

In the intermediate steps, we have used the quick decay ityndif the integrand

K

Ky H
K.

A =0\ and 7

(A =0(1"). (C.9)

This allows us to split the integral in three and compute thespinvolving K, , resp. K_, by
the residues in the upper/lower half plane (thus giving @n¢€, the only part that gives a non-
trivial contribution is the contour integral involvirid’ /#. The only poles that contribute to the
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result are located at the zeragsof the Hill determinant (they have residue +1) and at thegole
7 Of the Hill determinant (they have residue -1) that are ledan the strig< (z)| < /2. O

This result offers a direct way to recover the spectum of theehfrom a solution to the TBA
equation[(3.9). It remains to derive the set of quantizatimmditions on the parameters

Theorem 1. There exists a unique entire solutigmo the T-Q equatioi2.7) whose asymptotic
behavior is as stated in (i) if and only if the parametédg } appearing in the TBA NLIK3.9)
satisfy to the quantization conditions given{@®i13)

Remarkl. The solvability of the quantization conditions, the ocemge of complex solutions
(S(0k) # 0,0, € {z : |S(2)] < h/2}, the uniqueness of solutions for a given choice of
integersn,, € Z are all open questions.

Proof. According to lemmal2, any meromorphic solutigto the T-Q equation takes the form

1) = W g, Q5] (N) W [q,Qf] (V)
W [QF, Q5] () W [QF. Q5] ()

Recall that the Wronskiail’ [Qj{, Qg} (\) is given by [3.14). It is possible to compute the
WronskiansiV/ [q,Qfﬂ (M) by using the asymptotic behavior gfand Q}. Due to theirih
quasi-periodicity, these Wronskians take the fdifng, Q5 | () = e”¥a*s~?w, ()), where
w4 (\) are entireih-periodic functions. However, using the asymptotic bebiaef ¢ and Q5
we get thato, (\) are bounded at infinity in the strig (\)| < /2, and hence of. They are
thus constant. This proves the uniqueness of solutionsdosea choice ofr,.’'s and henceé,’s.
Indeed, up to a normalization constant, any solutiaatisfying to the requirements stated in
point (ii), is of the form

Qs (A) - Q5 (A) - (C.10)

q(A) =

RS %? (A) —¢Q5; (V) (C.11)

IT sinh = (A — &)
f=1 h

As the solutiong is entire, it has a vanishing residueat= d,, £k = 1..., N. Therefore,
the quantization conditions for the Toda chain appear ass#¢tieof N — 1 conditions that
q (\) has a vanishing residue &, k = 1,..., N supplemented with th&/*" quantization
condition for the overall momentum Z;V:l T, = Z;V:l 0, = P. Note that it follows from
W [QF, Q5] (0 + inh) = 0 that if ¢ has a vanishing residue afathen it also has a vanishing
residue ab,, + inh, n € Z. Therefore, there is indeed only a finite numbéof constraints of
the parameters. The explicit form of these quantization conditions is theteed as given in

(B.13).

Conversely, if the quantization conditions are satisfieeintoy taking; as in [C.11), one obtains
an entire solution with the desired asymptotics. O
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