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SOV approach for integrable quantum models associated to geral
representations on spin-1/2 chains of the 8-vertex reflectn algebra
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Abstract The analysis of the transfer matrices associated to the geosral representations of the 8-vertex reflection
algebra on spin-1/2 chains is here implemented by intraduaiquantum separation of variables (SOV) method which
generalizes to these integrable quantum models the metisbahfroduced by Sklyanin. More in detail, for the represen
tations reproducing in their homogeneous limits the opeZ X$gin-1/2 quantum chains with the most general integrable
boundary conditions, we explicitly construct represeatet of the 8-vertex reflection algebras for which the transfa-

trix spectral problem is separated. Then, in these SOV septations we get the complete characterization of thefiean
matrix spectrum (eigenvalues and eigenstates) and itsleganeracy. Moreover, we present the first fundamental step
toward the characterization of the dynamics of these mduetteriving determinant formulae for the matrix elements of
the identity on separated states, which apply in partideléransfer matrix eigenstates. The comparison of our aigly
for the 8-vertex reflection algebra with that of [1, 2] for tBe/ertex one leads to the interesting remark that a profound
similarity in both the characterization of the spectrallpems and of the scalar products exists for these two diifere
realizations of the reflection algebra once they are desdfily SOV method. As it will be shown in a future publication,
this remarkable similarity will be at the basis of the simunkous determination of form factors of local operators of
integrable quantum models associated to general reflegif@iora representations of both 8-vertex and 6-vertex type
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1 Introduction

In the framework of the quantum inverse scattering methd&KQ [3]-[15], we analyze the class of 1D lattice
integrable quantum models associated to monodromy matrib&ech are the most general solutions of the reflection
algebral[16]{[21] w.r.t. the elliptic 8-vertex R-matrix.i$ worth commenting that these models have attracted a larg
interest which goes beyond the community of quantum inf@lijisa This is in particular true for representations
associated to non-diagonal integrable boundary matridéshahave proven to be hard to describe by standard
Bethe ansatz analysis [22]-[29] and which allow to desciriberesting out of equilibrium physical systems and for
which already in the 6-vertex case a very large literatuelie®en developed to address with different methods the
associated transfer matrix spectral problef@9]-[46]. The homogeneous limit of the 8-vertex reflectalgebra
representations that we analyze in this paper leads to gwiggon of open XYZ spin-1/2 quantum chains with the
most general integrable boundary conditions. For thesgiiable quantum models, we introduce a quantum version
of the separation of variables (SOV) in the spirit of the va[%7] pioneered by Sklyanin. In our SOV approach
we both obtain the complete characterization of the tramafgrix spectrum (eigenvalues and eigenstates) and we
derive simple determinant formulae for the scalar prodottsansfer matrix eigenstates. In particular, starting
from the original spin-1/2 representations of the 8-verngfkection algebra we explicitly construct a new (SOV)
basis of the space of the representations for which theferansatrix spectral problem is separated and completely
characterized in terms of the set of solutions to a inhomeges system dfl quadratic equations iN unknowns,
whereN is the size of the chain. It is also worth remarking that in 8@V approach, it is simple to prove the
complete integrabili@ of the associated quantum models, i.e. the fact that thefelamatrix forms a complete set
of commuting conserved charges on the space of the repagisentOne fundamental finding of the SOV analysis
here developed is that the pseudo-measure entering in thlesB€xrtral decomposition of the identity is simply
expressed as the inverse of determinantdl of N Vandermonde’s matrices. It is then central to observe that a
the SOV representations constructed so fafr in [61]-[53beiased to 6-vertex representations of the Yang-Baxter
and reflection algebra share just the same structure ofsevefr Vandermonde’s determinant for these pseudo-
measures. This observation is even more important once ime g that the SOV spectral decompositions of the
identity have a different structure of the pseudo-measiarize case of the transfer matrices associated to both the
8-vertex representation of the Yang-Baxter algebra [5d] the elliptic representations of the 6-vertex dynamical
Yang-Baxter algebra [58]. Indeed, in |56] and[59] a diffgardeterminant form has been derived for these pseudo-
measures. It is then the combined use of the SOV method ariek akflection algebra which allows an amazing
simultaneous description of the spectral and dynamicablpros for the 8-vertex and 6-vertex transfer matrices
which will be used in future publications to solve simultansly these dynamical problems.

Let us resume here some results and difficulties appearinigeipreexisting literature on the analysis of these
8-vertex integrable quantum models; this also to clarify thasons of interest and novelty in our SOV analysis.
In [67] Baxter has defined the intertwining vectors or gaugegformations, in order to be able to use Bethe
ansatz techniques to analyze the spectral pr&tﬁﬂhe transfer matrix associated to 8-vertex Yang-Baxtgzlaa
representations. The use of gauge transformations altoparticular to define pseudo-reference states opening the
possibility to analyze these 8-vertex spectral problemsdiyg the algebraic Bethe ansatz (ABA) [3]-[4] as derived
in [5]. The Baxter's gauge transformations have been userial64] to analyze the spectral problem associated to
the 8-vertex reflection algebra in the ABA framework, see 4] for the 6-vertex case. Anyhow, it is important to

!see the paperB][i] 2] for a discussion of this point and forendetails on the role of the cited references.

2This definition can be seen as the natural quantum analoddhe classical Liouville complete integrability and it walsown in the
SOV framework for a series of other integrable quantum noFE]-[5€].

SUnder periodic boundary conditions the spectral probleftisese transfer matrices have been analyzed also by theiBa@-operator
techniques, seé [57, 60] and also the series of papelrsiégl.]-[



remark that in the framework of Bethe ansatz persists thergéproblem related to the proof of the completeness
of the spectrum descripti@rand constrains are required to implement the spectral sisaty these models. In
the case of 8-vertex transfer matrices associated to peti@dindary conditions the following two constrains are
introduced: the number of sites of the quantum chains has évén and the values allowed of the coupling constant
n are restricted to thelliptic roots of unit These two constrains do not appear instead in the deseripti ABA

of the 8-vertex transfer matrices associated to open boyratmditions, which already in this ABA framework
reflects a simplification occurring when we consider 8-vertdlection algebras. However, to make ABA working

it is required to introduce constrains between the boundargmeters, as done in [64], i.e. the 8-vertex transfer
matrix spectral problems associated to the most genenadgeptations of the reflection algebra cannot be analyzed
by using ABA. As mentioned above all these problems are aveecin our SOV framework and it is possible to
describe the complete 8-vertex spectrum for all closed$8%.and open integrable boundary conditions. A part
the constrains for the spectral analysis one central diffiéo the ABA framework is the solution of the dynamical
problem. Indeed, in this 8-vertex framework a scalar produmlogu to the 6-vertex Slavnov’s formula [70] is
missing for both closed and open boundary conditions. I fhis is the first fundamental missing step toward the
computation of correlation functions according to the Lywoup method developed in [71]-[75] for the 6-vertex
transfer matrix associated to the Yang-Baxter algebreesgmtations and generalized to some classes of 6-vertex
reflection algebra in_[76]-[78]. It is then clear the need ®r@ome these problems in order to compute matrix
elements of local operators on 8-vertex transfer matrierestates and so the importance of the results derived in
the SOV approach both here for the reflection algebra casadbf, 59] for the Yang-Baxter algebra case.

2 Reflection algebra

In the framework of the quantum inverse scattering methathss of quantum integrable models characterized by
monodromy matrices solutions of the 8-vertex elliptic refflen equations is here introduced.

2.1 Representations of 8-vertex reflection algebra on spif/2 chains

Let us start introducing the following x 2 matrix [79]:

~ bt Y 1—ke—2TsmEA

_ (%9 sn(A +¢) reTSTRAT S e
K(A;C>K>T) - ~ _r rTZS\ 1—ke2TsmR A ~ 5\ (21)

sn( ke 'S T R2sPasl sn(¢ —A)
04(¢]2w) 04 (= A+¢|2w) 01 (A +¢|2w) ke 01 (2X|2w) (02 (A|2w) —e 2702 ()|2w))
. 61 (¢[2w) 01(¢|2)0; 3 (¢]2w)02 (0]2w) 4 (2] 2w) 2.2)
- ke T01(2)]|2w) (03 (A|2w) —e27 02 (\|2w)) 04(¢|2w)01 (—A+C|2w)04 (A+C|2w) ) )
01(¢|2w)0; 3 (¢]2w)02 (0]2w) 0 (27]20) 61(¢2w)
wher@:

h(X; €) = 0s(\ + C20)05(N — C|2w), A = 2K\, 7= 2Ky, ¢ = 2Kk (2.3)

“The numerical analysis developed in][65] provides someesdd of the completeness of the spectrum description fopéhiedic
8-vertex transfer matrix.

SWhen some special type of double constrains on the boundaaneters are satisfied some steps in this direction havedmee for
both 6-vertex and 8-vertex casein[66] 67] and some relatelysis appear also in [68.169].

5The theta functions here used are those defined in [80] wétlialfowing change of notation in their argumeiitgz) instead of(u|7).
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and:

< 1 0(\2w) K 03(A2w) | < 03(\|2w)

ST\ = — " cm\=4/———t dn\= VE 2.4
V50 (\2) VT G320 0,02%) @4
63(0]2w) 62(0]2w) 62(0]2w)

ko= -2 = B 4+kE?=1, Kp=-2 . 25
62(0]2w)’ 2202 " T r ok 2 (2:5)

Here(, x and 7 are arbitrary complex parameters aRd\; (, x, 7) is the most general scalar soluﬁbof the
following 8-vertex reflection equation:

R\ = mEiNREY (A + ) Ka(p) = Ka(w) RS (A + ) K1 (RS (A = ), (2.6)
where:
a) o0 0 d\\)
(8V) 1\ 0 b)) cA) 0
ROa ()‘) - 0 C()\) b()\) 0 € EncKRl ® R2)’ (27)

dA) 0 0 al)
is the elliptic solution of the 8-vertex Yang-Baxter equoati
RS (a2) R ()Rg, ) () = R O) R )RS (), (28)
R, ~ C?is a 2-dimensional linear space and:

204 (n|2w)01 (A + n|2w)04(A|2w) _ 204(n[2w)01 (A[2w)04(A + |2w)

) = (0] (0]20) » b 6 (0] (0]20) ! (29)
~201(1)|2w)04(A\|2w) 04 (X + n]2w) 2601 (1)2w)01 (A + n|2w) 01 (A]2w)
cA) = B2 (010) 02 (0]20) AN = 5> (0]0) 02 (0]20) (2.10)
Once we define: B4 (n[220)64 (\20)6a( %)
2 k04(n|2w)04(A|2w)04 (N + n|2w
f) = B (0]w2)03 (0] 2:0) : (2.11)
the coefficients oR(SV)( A) also read:
a) = FVAN), bR = FOB(R), o) = FVTN), d(N) = F()d), (2.12)
Ap) =snp+7), b(p)=smu,  Qu)=smi,  d(u) = ksn(u+ i) s, (2.13)

Two classes of solutions to the reflection equai®m@)) are here constructed following [18] on thi-Bimensional
representation spadey = ®N_, R, of the chain. Here Ris the 2-dimensional local space associated to thessite
of the chain. Let us use introduce the notations:

C+ ()\) di ()\)

where(., k1, 7+ are arbitrary complex parameters, the(\), by (A), cx(A) anddy (\) are defined by2.1]). The
bulk monodromy matrix:

Ki(N\) = KA £0/2Cx, kg, 72) = ( ax(3) b+(}) ) ; (2.14)

~{ Ax BW
Mo()\) = < C()\) D()\) ) S End(R0®RN), (2.15)
Mo(A) = RN —é&n—n/2)...RE (A~ & —n/2) RS (N — & —/2), (2.16)

"This analysis both in the 6-vertex and in the 8-vertex casebban first developed i [81] where however only the mostrgéselution
for the 6-vertex case was found while the most general swldtr the 8-vertex case was found in[79].



is solution of the 8-vertex Yang-Baxter equation:
V \%
RE (N = ) My (N Ma () = Ma(i) My (RS (A — ). (2.17)

Then we define the boundary monodromy matride$)) € EndRy ® Ry) as it follows:

_ (A B L -
U = (C_(A) D_(A)>:M0<A>K<A>MO<A>, (2.18)
to — A ()‘) C ()‘) _ to to [+ to
Uy = ( B () Di()\)>=[Mo()\)] K] M) (2.19)
where:
M) = ()N of [M(=N)]" of. (2.20)

U_(\) andV; (\) = U (- ) are the two solutions of the 8-vertex reflection equation:
RSO = P VRS A+ = nu® () =uP () RE O+ i = UV RS (A - ). (2.22)

As proven in[[18], from these monodromy matrices a commuf@mgily of transfer matrice§ (A\) € EndRy) is
defined by:

TN = tro{ K4 () M(N) K- (VNNV} = tro{ Ka U= (N} = o {K_(NUy (V). (2:22)

We characterize here the eigenvalues and eigenstates afahsfer matrix and the matrix elements of the identity
in the transfer matrix eigenstates. Note that after the lg@meous limit§,, — 0 for anyn € {1,...,N}) the
analysis here develop applies to open spin-1/2 XYZ quantumins under the most general non-diagonal integrable
boundary conditions:

N—-1
Hxyz = Z((l + ]{33[’]277)0'?0'@%_1 + (1 — ka?ﬁ)O’%O’%ﬂrl + cm dnﬁafafH)
i=1
+ S [Uf enC_ dnl_ 4 2k (0 cosh 7_ 4 io¥ sinh 7;)]
snC_
sy,

< of ey dnly + 2k (o cosh 74 + oy sinh 7 )]. (2.23)
+

_l’_

Indeed, this Hamiltonian was reproduced|in/[79] in this hgemeous limit by the derivative of the transfer matrix

(2.22).

2.2 Properties of reflection algebra generators
The generators of the reflection algebta (), B_(\), C_(\) andD_(\) satisfy some important properties that
we prove here. We define first the following functions:

_ 204(2X + 1[2w)601 (2X — 7|2w) 04(2X + n|2w)

PO = 7001) — AT oA )’ (224

and .
A-(N) = g-(Na(d(=N), dN) =a—n), a(n) = [] 0= & +7/2). (2.25)

n=1



where:

gs(0) = h(\Ce) (/s + e — 7/2)sn(—X + & — 77/2)

\/<1 — ke2mesrR(h — ﬁ/Z)) <1 ~ ke=2resrR(A — 77/2)>
) 1 — k2sre{asre(\ — 77/2)

+KLSN2\ — 7]

), (2.26)

then the following proposition holds:

Proposition 2.1. The reflection algebra generators are related by the foltmpparity relation:

C(2N)D_(A) + p(\)D_ (=) C(2A)A_ () + p(\)A_(=N)

A_(N) = — b(Z\) — , D_(\) = b2\ , (2.27)
B\ = a(2A)C_(A()j(J;)1\7)(A)C_(—A)7 C )= a(2A)B_(A()j(J;)g\9)(A)B_(—)\)7 (2.28)
moreover the following identities hold:
p() = —c(2)\)a C(:\)( +)\b)(2)\) —(A) _ - c(2\)d— ;A)(+)\b)(2)\) ~(N) (2.29)
_ —aM)b_(A) +d(2N)e_(A) _ —a2A)e_(A) +d(2A)b- ()
Y Y . (2.30)
Moreover, it holds: o0 /2)
-n
U\ +1n/2) = m (n/2 = N), (2.31)
where in the reflection algebra generated by the elementé @¢f\) the quantum determinant:
% A_(eX+n/2)A_(n/2 — eX) + B_(eA+1n/2)C_(n/2 — €)) (2.32)
D_(eA+n/2)D_(n/2 — eX) + C_(eX +n/2)B_(1/2 — €)), (2.33)
wheree = +1, is central:
[d;etl/{_()\),u_ (n)] =0. (2.34)
Moreover, it admits the following explicit expression:
detU-(A) = p(A - n/2)A_ (A + n/2)A_ (=X + n/2). (2.35)

Proof. This proposition is the 8-vertex analog of Proposition Z.[d} as in this last proposition we can derive also
this 8-vertex case following Sklyanin’s article [18]. Tha@léwing identity holds:

p(A—n/2) ..

A +n/2) = det, KOV

K_(n/2—X), (2.36)

being:

C(am2=N 2N _ [ w2 b2+
K(”/Q‘A):<c<n/z—» d(n/2—A)>_<—C(77/2+A) o (n/2+ ) ) (237

where we have defined:

det K_(A) = p(A = n/2)(a— (A +1/2)a—(1/2 = A) + b_(A +1/2)e—(n/2 = A)). (2.38)



Then the identity[(2.31) is obtained by the following chafndzntities:

U-(1/2+ MU (n/2 = N) 2 det Mo(—A)Mo(A +1/2)K_ (A +n/2)K_(n/2 — N Mo(n/2 =)

o det MO(—A)%;/(;)MO(A +1/2)Mo(n/2 — \) o3 ]%7‘72;, (2.39)
where:
dqet U_(N) = d((lat K_(\) dgt Moy(X) dgt Moy(=X), (2.40)
and we have used that:
MEN+n/2) = (1" ( —DCS (—_774/2 ;:EAA)) _AB((—;ZQQJA?) ) (241
= (=1)" det Mo(FA)M ! (FA +1/2), (2.42)

where
det Mo(d) = A(A+n/2)D(A —0/2) = BA+0/2)C(A —n/2)
= a(A+n/2)d\—n/2), (2.43)

is the bulk quantum determinant, first proven to be centnallfe 6-vertex case in [82]. Thetet, /() is central
its explicit expressior_(2.35) follows observing that itde

det K_(A) =p\—=n/2)g-(A+n/2)g- (=X +n/2). (2.44)

Sklyanin’s representation (3@}3J for the quantum determinant works clearly also for the 8eyecase and so,
defined by

Sy treRia(=m) (U-)y (MR (22)
L =) AW

U-() = 0, (n]w)

the "algebraic adjoint” of the boundary monodromy matiix(\), ﬁ_()\) admits the following explict form in the
8-vertex case:

D_(A) -B-()) )

o= (B e e e ) e
and it satisfies the identity (43
U-(A—n/2U_(\+1/2) = dettd()), (2.46)
and so from the identity (2.81) it follows:
U-(N) = p(MU-(—N), (2.47)

which by using([2.45]) implies the symmetry propertid®.27) and (2.28)). Finally, let us remark that the identities
in (2.29) and (Z.30) can be proven by direct computations and in fact they justaides with(2.27) and (Z.2])) for
the scalar casi=0. O

Similar statements hold for the reflection algebra gendratel(, ()\), as they are simply consequences of the
previous proposition beingff(—)\) solution of the same reflection equationtof ().
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Lemma 2.1. The most general boundary transfer matfix.\) is even in the spectral paramet&r
T(=X) =T(\). (2.48)

Proof. The identity(2.48])) can be proven by using the following list of the identities:

oK+ (N )}

p(A)
o o e ABEY) — 0y (N 2
=) (A ) b

1+ B-(A\)es (V) b+(‘A)d(2AC)+—(AC)+(—A) d(2))

= A-(Nas(\) + Do () (A) + B- (Ve (V) + C- (Wb (A) = T(N)

once we observe that the following identities holds:

T(=A) = tro{ K (~NU_(~N)} =

dy (=X c(2))

LD (W) (1) BN

\) -

d; (V)
e (=N)d(2)) = by (<)) <A>>
b OV

+C_(\by (\)

p(A) = PEY = NEY (2.49)
_ —al2Aby (<) +d@20)er (2A)  —a20)ey (<A) +d2A)by (<)) (2.50)
b+ (A) c+(A) 7 .

as a direct consequence of the identi{229)- (2.30)) being:

ar(=Al¢) = d-(A|¢L), e (=AIGH, K, ) ~(AICL, w2, 7))

de(=AIC) = a-(AIC), by (NGy ks, 72) = —b-(AICL w7, 7") &5
once we identif}(’ = (., k. =ky, 7 =14 O
3 Baxter’'s gauge transformations and central properties
3.1 Notations
Let us introduce the following x 2 matrices:
GAIB) = (Xp(N), Y5(N), GAIB) = (Xp11(N), Ys-1()) (3.1)
-1 — Yﬁ()\) ~—1 — }?5,1()\)
G (AlB) = < 0y ) G (AB) = 21V 3.2)
where:
_ [ A+ (a+P)nl2w) _ [ (A +(a=P)nl2w)
Xpl) = ( 0301 + (a + B)nl2) ) = ( 51 + (o — B)nl2) ) | ¢2)
and
(B0t @B —80+ (0t Bl2e) )
B = 90+ and (o) | oo
o _ O(A + an)6(Bn) o
R e P (T R 59
oo (OO = plze) 00+ (o Bhal2e) )
W= 90+ o (5n) | 30
Vah) = A+ andlpn)___gx). (3.7)

(A + (a+ 1)n)o((1 + B)n)

9



Here,a and g are arbitrary complex number and for simplicity we haveddtrced the notatiofi(\) = 6;(A\|w)
and we omit the indexx as it does not play an explicit role in the following. Theseaxiors/vectors satisfy the
following relations:

Ys(NXp(A) =1, Y5(\)Ys(A) =0, — s [ 10
X)X =0, Xs(NY5(A) = 1, ""”dXB(A)YW)*Yﬁ(A)Xﬁ(A)—f=(O 1>, (3.8)
Vi (M Xg(N) =1, Y3 1(W)Y1(A) =0, a0 (N Foa ) + Yo Vg = 1. (89)

3.2 Baxter’s gauge transformation

The Baxter’s gauge transformations, first introduce in [B@le the following matrix form:
(8V) Zy _ 2\ p(6VD)
Ry, " (M2)So(Atla, B)Sa(Azla, B+ 0§) = Sa(A2|a, B)So(Ma, B+ 07) Ry, (A12]8), (3.10)

where:
%QMJUE(YMM an). (3.11)

In (B.10) R§62VD)(>\12|6) is the elliptic solution of the following dynamical 6-vext&ang-Baxter equation [58]:
RIS (al 8+ 02)RY Y IR (al8 + 01) = R (al )R (M8 + 03) RS (Mi2lB), (3.12)

and it has the form:

a(A) 0 0 0
(6VD) B 0 b(A[B) c(AB) 0
0 0 0 a()\)

wherea(\), b(A|3) andc(A|3) are defined by:

O(AO((B+ 1)n)

(m0(Bn + )
e (3.14)

g = LZEL

a(A) =0(A+mn), bAIP) =

Historically, Baxter has used first a vectorial represémiafor these transformations, which explicitly reads:

Ri2(M12) X1 5(A1) X2 5-1(A2) = a(A12) X2,8(A2) X1 51 (A1), (3.15)
Ria(Mi2)X1,8(M)Y2 8-1(A2) = b(Ai2| — B) Y2 5(A2) X1 g+1( A1)
+ c(Ai2]) X2, 8(A2)Y1 -1 (A1), (3.16)
Ri2(M2)Y1 8(A1) X2 g+1(A2) = b(Ai2|B8) X2,8(A2) Y1 g—1(A1)
+ c(A2] = B)Y2 5(A2) X1 541(A1), (3.17)
Ri2(M2)Y1,8(M)Y2,11(A2) = a(M2)Y2,5(A2) Y1 841 (A1), (3.18)

this clarifies the original use of the terminology intertimign vectors for these gauge transformations.
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3.3 Gauge transformed boundary operators and their propertes

3.3.1 Definitions

Let us define the following bulk gauge transformed monodronayrices:

MA|B) = G5 ' (A=n/2) M(\)Gayn(A —1/2) = <

M(XB) = Gin(m/2 = X) M(N)Gps(n/2 - N) = < g

and the following boundary one:

U_(AIB) =

3.3.2 Main symmetries

A_(NB+2)
C_(A\|B+2)

(A1B)

B-
D_(AB)

The following rescaled gauge transformed boundary opexato

rNA-(AB), B-(A[8) = r(\B-(AI8),
r(AC-(AB), D_(AIB) = r(\)D-(A[B),
042X — n|2w)0 (A + (a+ 1/2)7)

A-(NB) =
C-(\B) =
r(A) =

satisfy the following central properties:

) =G 1 (A = n0/21BU- (NG (n/2 = A|).

Proposition 3.1. A_(\|3) andD_(\|3) satisfies the following interrelated parity relations:

0(n)f (2A — (8 —1)n)

D_(AB) +

(2A—n) 8 ((B—1)n)

(D

CAX=n)8((B—1)n)
oI B

0(2)\ + n)

B yC- I8,

A== e (- 2m) 72N 6
_ 0O 2A+ (8—1)n) 0
D-WB) = =g aa A8+
while B_(A|8) andC_(\|3) satisfy the following independent parity relations:
02X +1n) _
B-(=AI8) = =gy =y B-I8) C-(=A18) = -
Moreover, it holds:
- _0-(A=n/218) _ p(A—n/2)
UZH+0/218) = dety U_(\)  detqU_(N\)

where:

U_(n/2 = AlB),

U-(A18) = G (=X = n/2[B)U-(\)G(n/2 + A|B)
and the quantum determinant admits the representatiorhdtite = +1:
detq U_(N)r(A+n/2)r(=A+n/2)

p(A—n/2)
— A(
—D_(

eX+ /2|6 +2)A_(n/2 — eA|B+2) + B_(eA+1n/2|8)C_(n/2 — eX|f + 2)

eA+n/2|B)D—(n/2 = A|B) + C_(eA +1/2|8 + 2)B_(n/2 — eX|B).
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(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)

(3.22)
(3.23)
(3.24)

(3.25)

(3.26)

(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)

(3.30)
(3.31)



Proof. Let us first prove the equatidB.28)), by definition it holds:

U_(A = n/218) = G5 (=NU-(A =n/2)Gs(N), U-(A+n/2]8) = G5 (\U-(A +1/2)Gs(=2),  (3.32)

and then:
U-(A+7/218)0-(A=n/218) = G5 (NU-(A+n/2U-(A = 1/2)Gs(\)
= G5 () detd-(N)Gs(N)
= qe tU_(N), (3.33)
and similarly:

O-(A=n/2BU-(A+n/218) = G5 (=MU-(A—n/20U-_ (X +n/2)Gs(-))
= G5! (—A)dgtu,(A)GB(—A)
= dgtu,(A). (3.34)

From these identities the expressions for the quantumrdetant in terms of gauge transformed operators directly
follow. Moreover, defined:

0 ((a+1/2)n+N)
O((a+1/2)np—N)’

fa(X) = (3.35)

the identities:

(0-8) | = =faO A+ M) B-(NB).  (0-(NIB)) | = ~faNI@A+m)C-(AB),  (3.36)

: o (PENIB 2 7 B8N (B 1) 5
(6-008)),,, = o) (50T A i) + S I0B )g)) . @)

can be shown by direct computation expanding both the elenoéb _ ()| 3) andZ/_ ()|3) in terms of the ungauged
elements ol/_(\). Then the formulag3.25]) and (8.27)) are simply derived by using the above identities and the
identity:

0_(\8) = p() ( ?5:1((_—);\ - ’;//22)) ) U(=N ( Xpa(n/2+2) Yoam/2+X) ) (3:389)
= p(AU—_(=A|B). (3.39)
0

3.3.3 Commutations relations

All the commutation relations that we need to define the ledtidght SOV representations of the gauge transformed
generators of the reflection algebra are contained in thefislg lemma.

Lemma 3.1. The following commutation relations are satisfied:
B_(X2|B)B- (M5 —2) = B_(M[B)B- (A2l - 2), (3.40)
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and

Al + 208 (n]g) = MBI g ([5)4_(3a]9)
O(A1 + A2 —n)0(A — Ao + (B — 1)n)0(n)
O(A2 — A1)O(A1 + A2)0((8 — 1)n)

6(n)8(M + X2 — Bn)
9()\1 + )\2)9((ﬁ _ 1)77) B*()‘2|5)’D*()‘1|5)7 (3.41)

B_(X2|B)A-(A1]B)

and

B (13D~ (ald) = " RS (ul + 28 (19

00 =M+ 1+ B+ M — 1)
O(A1 — A2)0(Na + A1)O((1+ B)n)

(b (A2 + A1 + Bn)

D_(M|B +2)B_(\2|B)

and

0(n)0(M1 + A2 — Bn) i
30 1 )0((5 = 1y 5~ MlBIC-(alf +2) =

s oas - BT

A_(M|B+2)A_(N|B+2) —

B_(A2[B)C_(M[B+2).  (3.43)

Proof. The first two commutation relations were first presented @& ghper([64] and the others can be derived
similarly by using the Baxter's gauge transformation préipe and the reflection equation. O

Note that these commutation relations for the gauge tramsfd generators of the 8-vertex reflection algebra ex-
actly coincides with those of the gauge transformed 6-xestees once we transform the functiéf) in sinh().
This observation and the remark that the first coefficients oo (3.41])) and in (3.42]) do not depend from the
gauge parameters and coincide (under the same elliptiggmtymetric transformation) with those appearing in
commutation relations of the original 6-vertex reflectidgedra are at the basis of the strong similarity in all the
SOV representation of reflection algebra generators. THisppear clearly comparing the SOV representation of
the gauge transformed generators in the 8-vertex refleatgmbra here derived with those of the 6-vertex reflection
algebra in the gaugedl[2] and ungauded [1] cases.

3.3.4 [-parity relations
Lemma 3.2. The gauge transformed generators satisfy the followingsgtry:
_(A| =B +2)=0c"U_(\B)c" (3.44)
which in terms of matrix elements reads:
B_(AB) =C-(A=B+2), A-(AB) =D-(Al-p+2). (3.45)
Proof. The proof is a trivial consequence of the following simpleritties:

Ys(A) = X_5(N), Ys(\) = X_s(\); (3.46)
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e.g. we have that:

B-(AIB) = Ys1(A—n/2U-(NYs_1(n/2 )
= Xpra-1(A = n/2U-(NX(_gs2)-1(n/2 = N)
= C(\-p8+2). (3.47)

3.4 Transfer matrix representations in terms of gauge tranformed boundary operators

Let us introduce the vectors:

’ 0((2+B)n)Ys-1(A) Ys(M)

Yoo = G men+ (et omm@z) N = @@y &4
. B 0(8m)Xp+3(N) _ Xs(N)
Yo =TT A (o Dt @)’ N T @ (At @t g 49

and the following two gauge transformations on the boundaayrix K, :

A

KEP B0 = Yai(n/2 = VK4 (N Xpis(A —0/2), K (AB)12 = Vo (n/2 — NE+(NYa-1 (A — n/2),

B
KBz = Xgir(1/2 = VKL (N XA —1/2), K (NB)22 = Xgya(n/2 = NKL (W) Vs_1(A ‘(;7/523)’
and

EP OB = Yo (/2 = VKL (VX1 (A —1/2), KBz = Y (0/2 = MK+ (W) Y5-1(A —1/2),

KO8 = X501(1/2 = VK (V)X s = 1/2), KV OB)2s = X g (0/2 = VK4 (V) Yai1 (A = n/2),
(3.51)
then the following proposition holds:

Proposition 3.2. In terms of the gauge transformed reflection algebra gewesathe boundary transfer matrix
7 (\) admit the decompositions:

TO) = EP0B)1A-MB +2) + K (A B)21 B (AB)
+ K (8)12C- (A8 + 4) + K (A8)22D- (A8 + 2), (3.52)
and
T = KON B) A (AB +2) + KW (A 8)2 B (A8 +2)

+ K816 (A +2) + KV (\|B)22D- (A8 + 2). (3.53)

Proof. To prove the two decompositions of the transfer matrix we femark that the following identities hold:

1 0
Ya1(3) : 5 B < 01 )
( XB+13()\) ) ( Xp+3(A) Ya1(N) ) TO0F (@t ) 6a2A2w)’ (3.54)

and

< 0 1 )
. _ . _ 0 1
Xp3(AN)Yp_1(A) + Y1 (N) Xp43(N) =

T (@ £ 1)) 22 2w) (3.55)
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The formulae(3.9)) and ([3.54) imply the following chain of identities:

A_(AB+ 2K P (A B)1 + BB K (A|B)ar + D (NS + 2) KL (AB)a2 + C_ (NS + K (A|B)12
V(A = /U (WE L (V) X500 = 1/2) + Kaea(h = n/2U- ()KL (W)Yo (A —0/2)
(0 (X + (a+ 1/2)n) 04(2X — |2w)) "
tro{< o ) U KO ( Kpish—n/2) Toa—n/2) )
(0 (A + (o + 1/2)7) 0a(2) — nf2w)) "
. . Vo1 (A= 1/2)
) tr0{< Xpy3(A—=n/2) Yp_1(A—n/2) > < Xﬁﬁé()\ —n/2)
(0 (A + (o + 1/2)n) 02(2X — n|2w)) "
— tro {U_ (VKL (N} = T(N). (3.56)

) U-(NEL (A}

Similarly, the formulag3.9) and ([3.8]) imply the following chain of identities:

KO8 1A (MB +2) + K (A8)12C- (MB +2) + K (A|B)2aD_ (A8 +2) + KV (\|B)a1 B_ (A + 2)
=Ys1(n/2 = VKL (ANU-(M)Xp11(n/2 = N) + Xpp1(1/2 = NU-(N K (M) Yp41(n/2 — )

Yoi1(n/2 =)
=1rg ( Xﬁﬁi(n/Q N ) K (AMU-(N) < Xp1(n/2=2A) Ypa(n/2—A) >}

—two{( Xpn/2=2) Yanl/2-3) ) ( 2*;((2//22:?) ) KU (V)

= tro{ K, (VU_(\)} = T(N). (3.57)

Proposition 3.3. The following two explicitly even ik representations of the transfer matrix hold:

T = arNA-(AB +2) + a4 (—A)A_ (A8 +2) + K7 (A[8)12C- (A8 + 4) + K7 (\[B)a1B_(A|8),

(3.58)
T(A) = dy (ND_(AB +2) + di (~ND_(=AB +2) + KV (NB)12C- (A8 +2) + K (N|B)a1B- (A + 2),
(3.59)

where we have defined:

02X +n)0((8+1)n)
0 (2)) 0 ((8 +2)n)

0 (2 +n) 0 ((B+1)n)
0 (2)) 6 (6n)

a () = KM (-AIB)22, di(N) = KM (-Np)u.  (3.60)

Proof. The decompositions of the transfer matrix given in the mnesiproposition can be rewritten in the following
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way

O(n)0 (2A + (8 + 1)n)
0 (2)) 0 ((8 +2)n)

<K(L (AlB)11 +
< (22— " B+ L) (L)(A|5)22>+Kf)(>\|5)213 (1B) + KL (B2 (A8 +4), (3.61)

DD (N8 ) A- (M3 +2) + A(-A5 +2

X

5+2 n)

(0= (3410

K(R (B2 +R)(>\\B)u> D_(AB+2) + D_(~\5 +2)

5@ 0 ()
( @A~ ’”"““”mwmurm) KD B)aB_ (B +2) + K (AB)12C_ (A6 +2),

0 (2X) 0 (Bn) i
(3.62)
once we use the properti@g.25))- (3:26]). Then the identities:

(L) 0(n)0 A+ (B+1)n) (1) 0 A+ O((B+1)n) ),
B T (R ) B e TV T (7T I

(R) 0(n)0 A — (B+1)n) (R _ 0@ A+ O((B+Dn) r),
B =g I T ey A GO
that one can verify by direct computations, imply the anmaahresults. O

The functionsa;.(\) andd (\) will be crucial in the SOV description of the transfer matspectrum and so will
be the following properties:

Lemma 3.3. Using the freedom in the choice of the gauge parameters to fix:
K (AB)12 =0, (3.65)

keeping completely arbitrary the six boundary paramettirs, following quantum determinant conditions are sat-
isfied:

det, K1 (A)p(A —n/2)

30— 20 Ot (g ) A F 2 =AEn/2) (3.66)
= dy(A+n/2)d (=X +1/2), (3.67)

where:
det K(A) = p(=A = n/2)g+ (A +10/2)g+(=A +n/2). (3.68)

Proof. Let us prove only the identity3.66) as the other one follows similarly. From the very definitimighese
functions it holds:

ar(A+mn/2)ay(n/2-A) =

X+ NE (=X —n/2)Ys1(n — N Xgis(n — MK (A —1/2)Ys1(A+ 1)
rA+1/2)r(=X + n/2)0(n — 2X)0(2X + n) (p(—=A — n/2)p(A —n/2)) "}

(3.69)
_ Xpra(n+ VEL (A = /DKL (A = 1/2V5r (A + 1) (3.70)
r(A+n/2)r(=A + 0/2)9(0 —20)0(2X + 1) (p(=X — n/2)p(A —n/2)) !
_ det K (M)p(A —n/2)Xpi3(n+ A) Y1 (A+17) (3.71)
O(n— 2202\ + n)r(A +n/2)r(=X+n/2) '
_ det, K ( )( p(A —n/2) (3.72)

O(n =202\ + n)r(A +n/2)r(=X +n/2)
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The second line is obtained by using the idenfil]) once we add to the first line the following term:

Xors(n+ NE (=X —0/2)Xg03(=A +0) Va1 (=X + 1)K (A — 0/2)Ys1 (N + 1)

— , (3.73)
r(A+1/2)r(=A +1/2)0(n — 2002\ + 1) (p(=A — n/2)p(A —1/2)) "
which is zero being:
YﬁJrl(—)\ + n)K_,_()\ — 77/2)Y5+1()\ + 77) =0, (374)
for the condition(3.65]). Then the third line follows as by dirtect computation ona peove:
detq K+()\)
— T K (A—n/2)K (=X —n/2), 3.75
and the last identity is once again due(3d). O
4 SOV representations
Let us introduced the following gauge transformed matrgtagting from theX’_ (\) boundary matrix:
~(AIB)11 = Yayuna1(A = n/2) K- (\) Xgn-1(n/2 — V), (4.1)
K_(AB)12 = Vasn-1(A —n/2)K_(\)Ypn-1(n/2 — V), (4.2)
K_(AlB)21 = Xginp1(A = n/2) K- (A) Xpin-1(n/2 = A), (4.3)
K_(AB)22 = Xpins1(A —n/2)K_(\)Ysn-1(n/2 — V), (4.4)
and
R—(Mﬁ)n = Y6+N 3(A = n/2)K_(N)Xgin-1(n/2 = N), (4.5)
K_(A|B)12 = Yain—s(A = n/2) K_(A\)Yan-1(n/2 = N), (4.6)
K_(NB)21 = Xgin-1(A —n/2) K_(A\) Xgin-1(n/2 = A), (4.7)
K_(A|B)22 = Xgin-1(A = n/2)K_(N)Ypin-1(n/2 = A), (4.8)
then the following theorem holds:
Theorem 4.1. Let the following conditions be satisfied:
& # & + rnpmodgr, mw) Va # b € {1,..,N} andr € {-1,0,1}, (4.9)
then:
1,) for all the gauge parameters, 3 € C such that:
K_(A[B)12 # 0, (4.10)
B_(\|B) is left pseudo-diagonalizable and with simple pseudospec
2;) for all the gauge parameters, 5 € C such that:
K_(A\l = B)a1 #0, (4.11)

B_(\|B + 2) is right pseudo-diagonalizable and with simple pseudaspen.
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1.) for all the gauge parameters, 3 € C such that:
K_(A[=B=2)12 #0, (4.12)

C_(\|B +4) is left pseudo-diagonalizable and with simple pseudotspec

2.) for all the gauge parameters, 5 € C such that:
K_(A|B+2)21 #0, (4.13)

C_()\|B + 2) is right pseudo-diagonalizable and with simple pseudaspen.

In the next sections we will show the theorem and clarify #reninology by an explicit construction in the cases
1,) and 2). Note that the construction in the case$dnd 2.) can be induced from the caseg @nd 2) thanks to

the 5-symmetrieq[3.44)).

4.1 Gauge transformed reflection algebra in3_(|3)-SOV representations
4.1.1 SimultaneousB()\|3) and B(A|3) bulk left reference state

Let us define the following state:
(8] = Ny @N_y Yi\_ (&), Na=2NT[ 0N —n+ 8 (4.14)

wherev ™)

B+N— .(&n) is the covectOtYBJrN (&) in the local L, quantum covector space and; is a normalization
factor.

Proposition 4.1. The state(3] is a simultaneous3(\|3) and B(\|3) eigenstate associated to the eigenvalue zero,
for which the following identities hold:

BIB(AIB) = (BIB(AB) =0, (4.15)
_ BN+ B)n) T
(BIANB) = 7HM &n+n/2)(8 -1 (4.16)
0(Bn) 5
N
BIDAB) = [0 =& —n/2B+1 (4.17)
n=1
N
(BIAQNB) = (N+/3 f:[l A+ & +n/2)(8 +1] (4.18)

(BID(AIB) = O(A+&n —n/2)(B —1] (4.19)

H:jz

Proof. The proposition is a consequence of the following iderdtife local operators:

YI(&)G A = n/2)Rop (X — &, — n/2> Gor1(A —1/2) (4.20)
AL Gt/ 5 (1) ¢ ) o

— ( 0((s+B)n) n) ) (4.21)
* ()‘ gn 77/2) fn)
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where we have used:

0 1 =&, 2) -
TN E T 0= /2 on (8 = & = /XS0 = nf2) = LTI AW IEZ & 20 i)
(4.22)
M (&) V2 (A = n/2)Ron(A — &, — n/2)Y O (A =0 (4.23)
;")(s )X = /2 Ron (N = &0 — 1/2) YV (A — n/ > =0\ — & — /Y1 (&) (4.24)
and similarly:
— Y (&)G (/2 = Ny B, (=X — & —1/2)08Gs(1/2 = A)
Y (&) Gt (n/2 ~ )Rno(A + &0 = 1/2)Gs(n/2 = X) (4.25)
O((s+B)m)OA+-En+n/2) v (&) Q(
= < 0((s+1+8)n) S+1 " n) n ) ) (4.26)
* ()\ + gn - 77/2)Y;(—i(£n)
]
4.1.2 Simultaneous” (\|3) and C(\|B) bulk right reference state
Let us define the following state:
B+1) = QN X1 (€n), (4.27)

WhereXéﬁ)N ,,(&n) is the vectorX g n_y (&) in the local R, quantum space. Then the following proposition
holds:

Proposition 4.2. The statd3 + 1) is a simultaneoug’ (\|3) and C'(\|3) right eigenstate associated to the eigen-
value zero and the following identities hold:

COBIB+1) = COB)IB+1) =0, (4.29)
ANB)IB+1) = ﬂe<A—sn+n/2>rﬁ+2>, (4.29)
byl +1) = ) f[ 00\ &0 — n/2)|8), (4.30)
ANBIA+1) = ﬁe<A+sn+n/2>rﬁ>, (4.31)
DOBIB+1) = ot 151 A+ & — /215 +2). (4.32)

4.1.3 Gauge transformed reflection algebra in lef3_(|5)-SOV representations

The left B_(|3)-pseudo-eigenbasis is here constructed and the représentdthe gauge transformed boundary
operatorA_(A|53) in this basis is determined. In the following we will need loé ffollowing notations:

C1=n/2, C2=0-7)/2, (3=0n—mw)/2, (a=(—7—7w)/2 (4.33)
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Caa=C(q+mwforac {1,234} and also

() = [gn + (hy — %)n] Vn € {1,....2N}, hy € {0,1} with hn_p = hy V0 € {1,...,N}, (4.34)

©e = 1—=2z(a—N) with z(z) ={0forz <0, 1forz > 0}. (4.35)

Morever, we define the states:

hn
(8.1, o | = |H( {n/2 /ﬁ'?)”)) , (4.36)

where, at this stageys, » is just an arbitrary normalization function gfand (3| is the reference state defined in
(414). It is important pointing out that the staté$, h| are well defined states; i.e. their definition does not depend
on the order of operatod _ (— 20) | + 2) as one can verify directly from the commutation relatidBg3]).

Theorem 4.2. Left B_(|3)-SOV-representationd.et us assume thdfL.9) and (4.10) are satisfied, then the states
(430)) define a basis formed out of pseudo-eigenstatés oA |5):

(B,h|B_(A|B) = Bgn(A){B —2,h|, (4.37)

where(3, h| = (B, hy, ..., hn| for h= (hy, ..., hy) and

Ban(A) = % (=)™ 62(2X = [ 20)0 (A + (@ + 1/2)n) K (A[B)12an(N)an(=N), (4.38)
with
N 1
an(N) = [] 00— & — (b — 3)m). (4.39)
n=1
Moreover,B_(A|53) is an order4N + 8 elliptic polynomials of periods and27w:
B_(\+718) = BL(M8). B_(x + 2mal) = (%002 12) " B_(x)9), (4.40)

whereq = ™. A_()\|B) is an order4N + 8 elliptic polynomials of periods and 27w:

. 4N+8 .
A_(A +27w|f) = (-ﬂﬂ/q?) B A5 A_(N|B), (4.41)
A (A +7l8) = A_(AB), wherea (s = 2(N+ B)n. (4.42)

Moreover, defined the operatAF_O)(MB + 2) by the following action on the generic stafe, hi:

8 8
B RAO 5+ 2) = 3 PCN O +2) A= T Col2) _an(Aan(=)

012N+ B+2) — S Cp2w)  an(C-a)an(—C-a)

a=1
8
bﬂﬂ#a 5= aay BN (Cal B +2) (4.43)
then the operator:
ANB+2)=A_(NB+2) — AN\ B +2), (4.44)
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has the following action on the generic stéte h|:

~ 2N _ (ha) Y 8
(B A (B +2) =3 DA (Z?w)‘h(” 2001 2N+ 5 +2) + G =\~ T G-of2)
a1 0226 = m2w)01(2¢a = 0[2w)01 (2N + B +2) — 35, (-p[20)

. S (%) W ()
01 (X + ¢ 12w)02N (A 2w) 1 B2 (\2w) 92(¢("b)|2w)

1(2Caha |2W)9%N(C6(lha)|2 ) ——— 02" j2w)  03(¢"|2w)
ba modN 92(ggha>|2w) 2™ |2w)

A_(¢{h) (B, h|T, e

(4.45)

and:
(B, 11y By oo AN|TE = (B0, o £ 1, hn|, A_(N) = r(MA_(N). (4.46)

Proof. The following boundary-bulk decomposition:

~(AlB)
042X —n)2w)0 (A + (o +1/2)n )

K_(A|B)22B(AIB)D(A|B — 1) + K_(A|B)n1 A(AIB)B(A|B — 1)
K_(AB)21B(AIB)B(AIB — 1) + K_(AB)12ANB)D(A|B — 1), (4.47)

of the gauge transformed reflection algebra genedfatdr\|3) in terms of the gauge transformed bulk generators
and the formula€d.15))-(4.19) imply that (3| is aB_(\|5)-pseudo-eigenstate:

(BIB-(A) = Bgo(A)(B -2, (4.48)

with non-zero pseudo-eigenvalue:

Bo(\) = (—1)N K_(A|)12 N“Bi ~04(2A — 7|20)0 (A + (0 +1/2)n) ao(N)ao( ) (4.49)

To prove the validity of{4.37)) we can use now step by step the procedure describedlin [38hgtidom the gauge
transformed reflection algebra commutation relations. dgice condition[4.9]), these relations also imply that the
set of state€s3, h| forms a set of » independent states, i.e 3 (\|3)-pseudo-eigenbasis of the left representation
space. Moreover, the definition of the stat@sh| and the commutation relatiq8.41]) allow to define the action of
A,(Céhb)w +2) forb € {1,...,2N} once we use the quantum determinant relations and the torit

(BlA-(&n —n/218+2) =0, (BA-(n/2—-&I[B+2)#0Q (4.50)
which trivially follows from the boundary-bulk decompasit:

A-(AB+2)
042X — n2w)0 (X + (o + 1/2)n )

K_(AB)1nANIBJANB +1) + K_(AB)2BAIB)C(AIB +1)

K_(AB)21BAIBANB +1) + K_(A|B)12ANB)C(A[S + 1), (4.51)

where we have defined

K-(AB)1 = Yapn-1(A = n/2)K-(\) Xgpnr1(n/2 = A),
I:(—()\W)m = fiﬁJerl()‘ —1/2)K_(AN)Ys4n11(n/2 = A), (4.52)
K_(AB)21 = Xpin41(A = n/2) K_ (M) Xpnt1(n/2 = A),
K_(AlB)22 = Xgins1 (A = n/2) K- (N)Ypin11(n/2 = A).
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The fact that the operatds_(\|3) is an orderdN + 8 elliptic polynomials of periodsr and 27w which satisfies
(440]) can be simply derived from the functional form of its psewigenvalues once we recall the |dentﬁes

Oo(z + 7)2w) = (—1)%11%02 9 (2|2w),  O,(z + 2mw|2w) = (—1)001 0 o= 2@+ g (2120) (4.53)
from which also follows:
0(z +7) = —0(z), O(z+ 2mw) = e HE+F™)g(g). (4.54)

The fact that the operatod_(\|3) is an ordedN + 8 elliptic polynomials of periodsr and 27w which satisfies
(Z41)-(#42) can be simply derived fronf.40]) by using the commutation relatiorf8.4T]). Indeed, shifting the
variable)s in Ay + 27w and using the transformation propert{gsiQl) and (£.54)), we get:

fa_g+2)(A2)A—(N2|B +2)B_(M]B) =

O = Do+ i+ M —n) g
000 — A)0(M +ha) Tfa_(8)(A2)B-(M|B)A-(A2|B)

O(A1+ X2 —n)0(A1 — A2+ (B —1)n)0(n)

000 — A\)O(ON + A)0((5 — D)y)e—4ibn fB_(8)(A2)B—(A2|B).A_(A1]B) (4.55)
OmOA + A2 — Bn) 45

O Ao 5=y 55 DB (el YD ul) (4.56)

wheref4_(g)()) is defined by:
A-(A+27w[B) = fa_(5)(AN)A-(A|B), (4.57)

which implies:
_ —aix; 2N 2 _

fa_A) = (—e /q ) e A=) wherea 4 _ () = 2(N + B)n. (4.58)

Moreover, by the definitioff.43)) it is simple to argue that the operataﬁ))()\\ﬂ) is also an ordetN + 8 elliptic
polynomial of periodsr and27w which satisfieg.41]) and (£.42) and then the same is true fagr_(\|5). These
properties together with the identities:

A_(¢_4B) =0 foranya € {1,...,8}, (4.59)

imply the interpolation formulg.43]) by using the following interpolation formula:

M
Olap + x4 — A= 1 %n)
PO = (ap Yo H 9 Za), (4.60)
pt O(ap — Zn 1 Tn) (Ta — xb
which holds true for any ordev! elliptic polynomial such that:
A Mo
PO +1) = ()M P(N), P\ + 2mw) = (_e—w /q2) 2P P()). (4.61)
O

4.1.4 Gauge transformed reflection algebra in right3_(|5)-SOV representations

The rightB_(|3)-pseudo-eigenbasis is here constructed and the représengathe gauge transformed boundary
operatorD_(\|3) in this basis is determined. Let us use the following notatio

1B) =1 - B+2), (4.62)
8See the equations 8.182-1, 8.182-3 and 8.183-5, 8.1834kyat§78 of([8D].
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where| ) is the right reference state defined{ib27)). Further, let us introduce the states:

ﬁ( £n+n/2lﬁ)> s .63
(1/2 — &) | |

|||
Z|~

18, ha,.... h

n:l

where;
18— 02+ m) 6B 012N +2 - 5) = 575 ¢y 2sa\2w>el<nrzw>em<c£ [20)
B(1)8 (260 + Bn) 61 (2(N +2 — B) — S5, ¢3[2w)81 (2647 [20)63N (¢ |2w)

hn, € {0,1}, n € {1,...,N}. Itis important pointing out that the statg$, h) are well defined states being their
definition independent on the order of operaﬂu(—géo)m) as one can verify directly by using the commutation
relations(3.43]) and thes-parity relation(3.45).

Theorem 4.3. Right B_(\|3) SOV-representationsf (4.9]) andf

(4.64)

K_(A| = B+2)21 #0, (4.65)
are satisfied, then the statg$ h) defines a basis formed out Bf (\|3)-pseudo-eigenstates:
B_(AB)|8,h) =8+ 2,h)Bsn(N), (4.66)

where:

Ban() = ()N B_(A] = B+ 2)g A= n20)0 (A + (o + 1/2)m) 6((5 — N))

0 (nB) (Ng/Np42) <H§:1 kD /KT )

Moreover,D_()\|3) is an order4N + 8 elliptic polynomials of periods and 27 w:

an(N)ap(=XN).  (4.67)

. 4AN+-8 .
D_(\+21w|B) = (—6_2’>‘ /q2> e2oP_(®)D_(\|3), (4.68)
D_(A+7|B) = D-(\pB), whereap_z) =2(N+2— F)n. (4.69)

Defined the operatoD )\]ﬁ) by the following action on the generic state h):

012N +2 = B) = X = Yh_y 40 Cobl20)  an(N)an(=A)

8
pOp)sh) = S

4.70
LT N 2 B Y cae) mdm—Ca T
8
91()\ — C,b‘2w)
X b!}#a al(C—a _ C*b‘zw) D* (C*a|6)|ﬁ’ h>, (471)
then the operator:
D_(A|8) = D_(A|B) - DV (A[B), (4.72)

has the following action on the generic stéteh):
S {0NC5 I (C )
(o) BrAF G20 M) ORI ()

(268N w) oy B
bAamoN 02(¢"|2w)  02(¢" |2w)

. 0423 — n|2w)01 (2X — n[2w)01 (AN + 2= B) + 6" — A= 5} | ¢ pf2w)
04(2¢") — n|2w)81 (2¢") — 1]2w)81 (2N +2 — ) — 35| C_pl20)
°Note that this is the conditioCII]) in 8’ for 5’ = 3 — 2.

~(AIB)IB h) ZT*W, -

, (4.73)
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where:

D_(¢ha)y = (kPYPaA_(¢lP0) — 20,84),  TEIB,hiy s hay oo BN) = |8, B0y s ha £ 1, . By (4.74)
Proof. The proof follows as in the previous theorem. Let us first prtb\atm is arightB_(\|3)-pseudo-eigenstate.
From the Proposition 4.2 and the following boundary-bulkataposition:

C_(AIB)

o200 Ot (g 172y — - ABICNE = 24008 — 1) + K- ()22 DN ~ 2)C(AI5 ~ 1)

+ K_(AB)12C(A|B = 2)C(A|B — 1) + K_(A|B)21 D(A|B — 2)A(A|B — 1),

(4.75)
it follows that the statégs) is a rightC_ (\|3)-pseudo-eigenstate; i.e. it holds:
C-(AB)IB) =18 =2)cs(N) (4.76)
where:
o) = (-1 K- (Bmba2A ~ 112000 (1 + (o + 1/20) "L LD 0y (-0). - (@77)
Then from the identity{3.45]), it follows that the formuld[4.76]) is equivalent to the following one:
B_(AIB)IB) = [B+2)C-p1a(N)- (4.78)
Then by using the identitie€L.78]) and the commutation relatiorf8.42)) and the formulae:
D (=& = 1/2|8)IB) = 0. D—(& +1/2]5)1B) # O, (4.79)

the stateq[L.63) are proven to be non-zemS_(\|3)-pseudo-eigenstates with pseudo-eigenvakigg()\) which
then forms a basis dRy. The fact that the operatd_ (\|3) is an orderdN + 8 elliptic polynomials of periodsr
and2nw which satisfiedd.4T])-(4.42) can be simply derived frofd.40]) by using the commutation relatiorf3.42)).
Indeed, shifting the variablg, in A2 + 27w and using the transformation properti@siQl) and (£.54]), we get:

_ (A1 — A2 +n)0(Aa+ A1 — 1) g
=T i — i T ) © T (2)D-(AefB +2)B-(M]B)

O(A2 = A+ L+ B0+ M —m) _y
" O R0 AN B © B ()P Cald + DB (alf)

O(mO(Aa+ M1+ 6n) _u
T 00+ A)O((1+ B)m) € ()2 A- (N1l + 2)B- (). (4.80)

fo_8)(A2)B-(A1]B)D—(A2]B)

where we have defined:
D_(A +27w|B) = fp_(3)(M)D-(A|B), (4.81)

which implies:
— —2in 2\ N8 2iap # wh —
fo_g(A\) = <—e /q ) e”"P-® where ap_z) = 2(N+2 - B)n. (4.82)

Moreover, by the definitiofd.71)) it is simple to argue that the operatdbéo)(A]ﬁ) is also an ordedN + 8 elliptic
polynomials of periodsr and 27w which satisfieq[4.68]) and (£.69) and then the same is true fo_(\|5). This
properties together with the identities:

D_((_4|B) =0 foranya € {1,...,8}, (4.83)

implies the interpolation formul@L73)). O
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4.2 SOV-decomposition of the identity
We can derive some important information analyzing the gkaof basis from the spin basis:
(hj=aN_ (2h, —1,n] and |h)=oN_,|2h, —1,n), (4.84)

to the SOV-basis. This change of basis can be characterizednis of the2N x 2N matrices/(-+#) andU ()

2N 2N
(B8, h] = (o =2 =S~ Ul 71 (i) | and [, h) = URA ) =S U0 ), (4.85)
=1 =1
where:
N
seohe {0, 13N () =1+ 207 Dh, € {12V}, (4.86)

is an isomorphism between the s¢s 11N and{1, ..., 2N}. The pseudo-diagonalizability & (\|3) implies that
the matriced/(L:¢) andU (#9) are invertible matrices satisfying the following ideregi

UEDB_(AB) = Ak (NBULA2 . B_(\BUED = UBRSFDAR (X|p). (4.87)

HereAé{R(A]ﬁ) is the 2N x 2N diagonal matrix whose elements, for the simplicity of thepseudo-spectrum,
read:

(Aé_(A\ﬂ))ij = 0;38p. (M8, (AE (A1) = 0Baeim(F), Vij e {12 (488)

,

Moreover, we can prove:

Proposition 4.3. Let us define the followingN x 2N matrix:
M = ULA-2RS) (4.89)

then it is diagonal and it explicitly reads:
1
My = (8 = 2,08,k = Snpeio [ ] ROABRNTL (4.90)
1<b<a<N Tla My

once the functiomz entering in the pseudo-eigenstates normalization is defnye

1/2
Ng=| J[ 0 —n)B-2 (HA (n/2 — €a18)/A— n/2—§n>> >] : (4.91)

1<b<a<N
and

o) = B3+ (o = Bnf2e) 0.92)
2

05((€a + (ha — 3)n|2w)
Proof. The occurence of,,),.) in (£90) follows by the following identities of matrix elements:
Bsk(AB)(B, (B +2,k) = (8,h[B_()B)|B,k) = Ban(AB)(B — 2,h|B,k), (4.93)

indeed the conditioh=#k implies3n € {1, ..., N} such that:,, # k,, and then it implies:

Bak(CP(8) = 0, Ban(CY)|B) # 0, (4.94)
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and so:
(B =2,h|B,K) o< 8, (h)se(k)-
The diagonal elements/,,y,),.(n) are obtained by computing

08 = (B —2,h1, s ha =1, ., ANID_(Ea +1/21B)|B, b1y ooy g = 0, ey )
foranya € {1, ...,N}. Being:
(B =21, hg = 1, oo, N|D- (€0 +1/218) = (B = 2,h1, . ha = 1, s An| D (€4 + 1/2]8),
then using the decompositidn (3126) and the fact that:
(B—2,h1,...ha =1,....hn|A-(=(&a +1/2)[8) =Q
it holds:

(B=2,h1,....hq =1,...,hn|D_(€q +1/2|8)

_ 000 (2% + ) )

=006 tn) o 0 T B he =1 hnlA- (G £ 0/215)
_ 9m)6 (26 + Bn) -
C0(26,+1)0(Bn) A_(n/2+&){B—2,h1,....hg =0,..., hn],

and then we get:

g® — 90 (26 + Bn)
“ 028 +n)0(Bn)

On the other hand the right action of the operafor(¢, + 1/2|3) and the conditiorZ95) implies:

A_(ﬁ/Q + fa)<,8 —2,h1, ..., hg =0, ...,hN’,B,hl, vy hg =0, ---7hN>-

012N +2 — 8) = 38 | ¢y — 26,|2w)8: (1]20) 03N (¢ | 2)

9(1 ) (k(a )> Af( / 5 ) 0 0
: = . ) + a
! 61(2(N 2 /C) Zb_— C—b’Q(&)él(QCa( )’2('“)62 (C(l( )‘2“)

03¢ 12w) 036" 12)

BCN)  BGVR (  p hy = k8B b = Loy
bh=1 62(<é0)|2w) _ GZ(Céhb)I%J) s M1y eeey g — Ly eee sy IUIN|P5 101y weey Tbg — Ly eeey TUN
bZa 03¢V 12w)  02(c" |2w)

so that it holds:

(SR (L)
<ﬂ—2,h1,...,ha :0,...,h|\|’,8,h1,...,ha :0,...,h|\|> o 9%((é1)|2w) Gg(géhb)ﬂw)
(B=2,h1, . ha =1, hn|By R, o ha =1, b)) L 03¢ 2w) 02(¢") |2w) |

ba 03¢V 12w)  02(¢™|2w)
from which one can prove:
1 1
<ﬂ_27h17-"7hN’/87h17"-7hN> _ 77((1)_77[5)
(B—2,1,...,1|8,1,...,1) (ha) _ ()

1<b<a<N Mla =~ — 1)

This last identity implies.90) being

1
B-21,..1081..0 = [ 55—

1<b<a<N "la Ty

by our definition of the normalization.
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The previous results allow to write the following spectratdmposition of the identiti.
2N
T=Y plB, " (D)(B -2, (3)], (4.106)
i=1

wherep = ((8— 2,5 (i) 8, %! (z’)>)_1 is the analogous (pseudo-measure) of the so-called Shiganeasure
in the 8-vertex reflection algebra representations, whaelds explicitly:

1
I= > I &8 —al)IB, ke hn) (B = 2, ha, ooy B (4.107)

hi,...,hn=0 1<b<a<N

5 Separate variable characterization of transfer matrix sgctrum

In this section, we show how the SOV approach allows to wiierevalues and eigenstates for the transfer matrix

associated to the most general representation of the 8xveatlection algebra once the gauge transformations are
used. The SOV characterization here presented is the hgrmaralization to the 8-vertex reflection algebra case

of those first derived for the 6-vertex caselin [1].

Theorem 5.1. Keeping completely arbitrary the six boundary parameterd asing the freedom in the choice of
the gauge parameters to impo§E6s)), then:

I,) the left representation for which the one parameter farily \|3) is pseudo-diagonal defines a left SOV repre-
sentation for the spectral problem of the transfer maffi).

I1,) the right representation for which the one parameter fgnsil (A|5 + 2) is pseudo-diagonal defines a right
SOV representation for the spectral problem of the transfatrix 7 ().

Keeping completely arbitrary the six boundary parameterd asing the freedom in the choice of the gauge param-
eters to impose:

K{P(A[B)ar =0, (5.1)
then:

l.) the left representation for which the one parameter far@ily |5 + 4) is pseudo-diagonal defines a left SOV
representation for the spectral problem of the transfernraf ().

Il.) the right representation for which the one parameter fgrdil (|5 + 2) is pseudo-diagonal defines a right SOV
representation for the spectral problem of the transfernraf (\).

Here, we will present these SOV constructions in this wayipgthe theorem only in the case3 &nd 1J,) as for
the cases.) and Il.) these can be inferred mainly by using theymmetries defined in Lemrha B.2.

Lemma 5.1. Let us denote witfE the set of the eigenvalue functions of the transfer mafr{x), then any
t(\) € X7 is even in\ and it satisfies the following quasi-periodicity propestia A w.r.t. the periodsr and rw:

. 2N+2
tO+7) = t(), tO\ + Tw) = (e—m /q) ). (5.2)
Moreover, the following identities hold:

2B 20063 2)
M) T 0ty a2, 02 6 &9

) [T OGP G2
) = 0)r (C[20)6: (G 20) 0 2nf20) 0 (0120) 6 M /2 G4

27



while the following identities:
; (0)
)\%h:II:ICI—S 042\ + 1)2w)04(2)\ — 1|2wW)t(\) = 4k_ry sinh7_sinh 7 e™ % Yo’ dgt M(—mw/2)

O (ml2w)01 (20 — me0|2)03 (e /212)03 (¢ |20)03 (G4 [20)0(0]2)

 p— (5.5)
01(C—[2w)01 (C1[2w) [03(n — 7w /2|2w) + 03 (n — 7w /2|2w)]
N hfrc% 04(2)\ + 1|2w)04(2\ — 17|2w)t(N\) = 4k_k cosh7_ cosh 7 .e 2 S 6” et M(—m(w+1)/2)
—T(—4 q
| O1(mw]2w)01 (2 — 7] 2w)0F (m(w + 1) /2]20)03 (S [20)03 (¢ [20)0; *(0]2w) (5.6)

01(C—[2w)01 (G4 |2w) [03(n — 7(w +1)/2]2w) — 03 — 7(w + 1)/2|20)]
fix the residues of(\) in the polest(_3 and+(_g4.

Proof. The transfer matrixy () is an even function ok so the same is true for th¢\) € X+ . Moreover, it is
simple to verify the following identities:

03(Cc|2w)02 (¢ |2w) ]
01 (C[20) 0 () P M (/2 o6, D)

U-(1/2) = 05(Cc[2w) det M(0) fo, U—(n/2+/2) =

from which the following identities are derived:

_ 205(n|w)03 (¢ |2w)07 (¢4 20)

 02(0lw)0 ! (20|2w)01 " (0]2w) @

T(iC(_OQ)) _ 202(n|w) H5:+7— 94((&|2w)9731( 6|2w)92E€E|2w) det M(x/2), (5.9)
02(0]w)01 (C—[20)01 (¢ 2w0)0; F(2n[2w)0; T (0]2w) o

in this way proving(5.3]) and (54). The boundary matrix, (\; ¢, s, 7) contains the functioly (2 + en|2w),

with e = + or —, at the denominator of the off-diagonal elements, so itigé to argue that for general values of

the boundary parameters the transfer mafrix) my have poles in the zeros of the functigh$2\ —n|2w)84 (2A +

n|2w). The residues associated to these poles follows from thenfiolg identities:

det M(0), (5.8)

T (¢

(5.10)

] B . 01(rw + (a — 3)77]2w)9%(7r(w +a—3)/212w) _y SN O
\ AR = i C o)
x (e + (2a—T)e”™ ) det M(—7(w +a — 3)/2) ( (1) 2a0— ! ) ; (5.11)
q

for a« = 3 and4, which are derived by using the following identities:
01 (mw + (a — 3)7|2w)0% (7 (w + a — 3)/2|2w)

o A ) = e ) (¢ 2 0[2) 612
x (€™ 4+ (2a —T)e™™) ( (1) 26”0_ 7 ) , (5.13)
and

M(Ga) = (—1Ne T &8 ( v ) M= o) ( o ) , 514

for « = 3 and 4 where this last identity follows from:
a2+ U e = e T+ L0 g, (5.15)
T+ ) e e el w+ 1) ) (5.16)
|
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Let us associate to any\) € X7 the following even functions in:
TA) = 04(2) 4 1]2w)04(2) — 1]2w)t(N), (5.17)
then for the previous lemmi)\) is an elliptic polynomials in\ of order2N + 6 which satisfy the following quasi-

periodicity properties i\ w.r.t. the periodsr andrw:

> 2N+6 __

T+ 1) =T\, T + mw) = (e—w /) T (5.18)

Moreovert(\) has values in the poinis¢_, for a = 1,2, 3 and4 which are independent from the particular choice
of t(\) € X7 and completely fixed by the previous lemma. Then defined:

Zz_ ) (¢ a), (5.19)
where;
A0 CIATC) Tr 0=+ ¢
la(\) = b b Va € {—4,...,N}, (5.20)
gH(C—a Cp)0(Ca+ (o )z’gl & = Mol + ¢

one can observe that the elliptic polynomj@h) is independent from the particular choicetof) € 3. We can
now prove the following complete characterization of ttangfer matrix spectrum:

Theorem 5.2. T(\) has simple spectrum {fL9)) is satisfied and7 admits the following characterization:

D SRR (YD DAy OV
=T = {t()\) ) = 042X + 77\2w)941(2)\ —n|2w)’

V{I‘l, ...,I'N} S ET} s (5.21)

whereX 7 is the set of the solutions to the following inhomogeneostesyofN quadratic equations:

N
o Y Aa(CM)2a + 205 (CD) = gny an = ACA(=CY), Vn € {1,...,N}, (5.22)
a=1

in theN unknown{z1, ..., zy }, whereA () is defined by:
A(N) = 042X\ + 1)2w) 04 (21 — n|2w)A(N), A(N) = ar(VNA_(N), (5.23)
whereA () satisfies the quantum determinant condition:

det, K (\)det,t/_ ()

=A(N/2 = NA(X 2). 5.24
0(n + 2))0(n — 2)) (/2 = NAA+1n/2) (5.24)
R) If (411 is verified, the vector:

1 N N

= > Jleuc) TI " =8 +2 ki, ), (5.25)
hi,....,hn=0a=1 1<b<a<N
with coefficients:

Qu(¢M)/Qe(c(”) = t(¢{) /A (=¢), (5.26)

is the right7-eigenstate corresponding to\) € ¥+ uniquely defined up to an overall normalization.
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L) If (410) is verified, the covector

1 N
W= > Jl@) TI 0 —n")B, b, ... bnl, (5.27)
hi,...,hn=0a=1 1<b<a<N
with coefficients:
QuE)/QE™) = ¢!/ (d+(¢S)D- () (5.28)

is the leftT -eigenstate corresponding to\) € >+ uniquely defined up to an overall normalization.

Proof. The separate variables characterization of the specwblgm for7 ()\) is reduced to the discrete system of
2N Baxter-like equations:

UG )W) = AT, (1) + A (¢ (T (), (529)

for anyn € {1,...,N} andh € {0, 1}N. Here, the Wave-functions ¥, (h) are the coefficient of thg -eigenstatet)
corresponding to thg(\) € X7 in the right3_-SOV representation and the following notations are inioedi:

TEM) = (he,...,hn £ 1,...,}hn). (5.30)
This system of separate equations is derived from the idkesiti
A-(CP) = A (=¢) =0, (5.31)
once we compute the matrix elements:
(B, Ry wvey By ooy [T () 1), (5.32)

Indeed(3.52)) implies:

t(£C N (hy, .oy hyy = 0, ... hy) =
= (B, Ry hy =0, oo AT (—CO)t)
= a, (—CONB, by, oy By = 0, ..., | A (=)t
= A(=CONT(hy,y o shy =1, .., hy)
= A(=CONT (B, s hy =1, b)) + AN (B, oo By = =1, . By, (5.33)

and

t(£C N (hy, oy hyy = 1, ., hy) =
= (B, h1y e by = 1, o, | T
= a (B s by = 1, ooy A A (G )
=AW (hy, .. by =0, ..., hN)
AT (hy, o by = 0, .o hin) + A(=CNV T (oo By = 2, . hy). (5.34)

The system(%.29) is clearly equivalent to the system of homogeneous equsation
t(:l:<1(10)) —A(_CT(LO)) \I]t(hla (XX} hn = 07 ceey hl) _ 0 (5 35)
—A( T(zl)) t(jICT(zl)) \Ijt(hlv"vhn = 17"'7h1) 0 ’
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foranyn € {1,...,N} with h,, € {0,1}. Then the determinants of tizex 2 matrices in(5.35) must be zero for
anyn € {1,...,N} if t(\) € X7, i.e. it holds:

t(ECEHECEY) = AGA(=(Y), Ya e {1,...N}. (5.36)
Being
A(=¢) # 0 and A(¢SY) #0, (5.37)
then the matrices iff.35]) have all rank 1 and up to an overall normalization the safuiounique:

\I]t(hla"',hn = 15"',hN) _ t( 0(«0))
\I]t(hla"',hn - 0,...,hN) A(_C(gO))7

foranyn € {1,...,N} with h,», € {0,1}. So for any fixed(\) € X7 the associate eigenspace is one dimensional
(7 (X) has simple spectrum) antg defined by(5.25)- (5.26)) is the only corresponding eigenstate up to normaliza-
tion. It is simple now to prove that the B¢ is included in the set of functions characterized(®By1]) and (5.22]);
indeed for anyt(\) € X the associated elliptic polynomial defined (|xI7]) admits the following interpolation
formula:

(5.38)

N
TN =3 + D LW (5.39)
a=1
as the functiong(\) andl, ()), as well ag()\), are even elliptic polynomials i of order2N + 6 which satisfy the
same quasi-periodicity properti@s.I8) and the interpolation formula is given on tAgN + 4) points:
ST S QR e LN Ve O (5.40)

Then using(5.39)) the system of equatiofi (5.136) is equivalenti@2]).
Let prove now the reverse inclusion of set of functions, ilet us prove that ift(\) is in the set of functions

characterized by5.2T]) and (5.22)) then it is an element df . Indeed, taking the state) defined by(5.25))- (5.26))
the following identities are satisfied:
(B, ooy | T(CT™)[6) = (2C™) (B, B ooy hlt) Vi€ {1, N3, (5.41)
and
\m 042+ 712)04(2X = 1120) (8, b, e I TN ) = HEC-a) (B, b o o),
foranya = 1,2, 3,4 and this implies:
<,8, hi, ..., hN’ T()\)’t> = t()\) <,8, hi, ..., hN‘t> VA e C, (5.42)

for anyB_(|3)-pseudo-eigenstate?, hi, ..., hn|, i.e. t(\) € X7 and|t) is the corresponding -eigenstate. Finally,
let us point out that the quantum determinant condition4pf@llows from the definition[£.46)) and the quantum
determinant condition@.35]) and (3.66l), where this last identity holds wheln (3165) is satisfied asgm in Lemma
B3l Concerning the leff -eigenstates the proof is done as above. Here one has to tmthpunatrix elements:

T8 + 2,1, oo, ), (5.43)
which by using the righB(|3)-representation read:
t(¢)We(h) = D(¢I™) (T, () + D(=¢I™) (T, (h), Vn € {1,...N} (5.44)
where:
W(h) = (6|8 + 2, hn, s ), D(HC)) = dyp (¢)D - (¢ ). (5.45)
U
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Under the most general boundary conditions the above ingemepus system of quadratic equations provides the
characterization of the spectrum and replaces the Betlazafusmulation which applies only when the parameters
satisfy the linear relation derived in [64]. It is howevetdresting to get a reformulation of this characterization
by functional equations and the construction of a Baxterp@rator can be important in this direction. In a next
paper we will provide this construction based only on the Sf¥dracterization following the approach defined
first in [49] and generalized in [50] for cyclic 6-vertex repentations. In the roots of unit case and for the most
general boundary conditions this construction will be giovo lead to a Baxter Q-operator which is an elliptic
polynomial in spectral parametarand so to a proof of completeness of the spectrum (eigers/alug eigenstates)
characterization in terms of a system of Bethe ansatz emsatFinally, we want to report that after the completion
of this manuscript, we have remarked the interesting p&girWhich follows the series of recent papers|[84] on
integrable quantum models associated to spin-1/2 repedg@rs of both Yang-Baxter and reflection algebras. For
these integrable quantum models T-Q functional equati@ve feen introduced for the characterization of the
transfer matrix eigenvalues by an ansatz using as startimg the identities relating the products of the transfer
matrix eigenvalues and the quantum determinant in speoiatrelated to the inhomogeneities of the models.
These identities can be proven directly at the operatott feveexample by using the annihilation identities of the
generators of both the Yang-Baxter and reflection algetmalkdth the 6-vertex and 8-vertex cases. This approach
was described for example in [56] in the case of the periadicsfer matrices associated to spin-1/2 representation
of the 8-vertex Yang-Baxter algebra and in the case of thipendic transfer matrix associated to the spin-1/2
representation of the dynamical 6-vertex Yang-Baxtertaigeln [83] these identities are derived using the redaoctio
in zero to the permutation operator of both the 8-vertex averéex R-matrix. The link with the separation of
variables approach is very simple to explain in all the irdbte quantum models analyzed so far and associated to
representations defined on spin-1/2 quantum chains [1,,56,%9] the compatibility conditions of the transfer
matrix separate equations, i.e. the system of Baxter like&ons of type[(5.29), are just the mentioned identities
involving product of transfer matrices and quantum deteami [5.36). In the SOV framework these equations are
proven to reconstruct the full spectrum (eigenvalues agdrsitates) of the transfer matrix when one analyze the
full class of solutions td (5.36) in a known and model depandtass of functions. The clear interest in the paper
[83] is that it proposes an ansdizo associate to the equation of type (5.36) the function@ dguations in terms

of elliptic polynomials, allowing a more traditional analy of the eigenvalue problem by the analysis of a system
of Bethe equations.

6 Scalar Products

The above analysis in SOV allows to get the followswplar product formulador separate states; one interesting
point about them is that they are mainly automatically d=tiend universal in this framework.

Theorem 6.1. Let (u| and|v) be arbitrary states with the following separate forms:

1 N
W= 3 Jlualc) TI 8 —n")B, ki, ... bnl, 6.1)
hi,....,hn=0a=1 1<b<a<N
1 N
wy=">_ Ilwc™) I () — " )|B + 2, b, ..., ), (6.2)
hi,....,hn=0a=1 1<b<a<N

1%An analysis of the open problem of completeness of such tfpesatz has been addressed recently ih [85] for the case @ftibmo-
geneous XXX spin chains.

32



in the B-pseudo-eigenbasis, then the action®fon |v) reads:
1
(ulo) = det || My || with M =3 ua(¢§)ua(¢f) (). (6.3)
h=0

The above formula holds in particular in case the left andhtigtates are transfer matrix eigenstates.

Proof. Formula(4.90) and the definitions of the statés| and|v) imply:

1 N
oy =3 v, ™) T wa(C)va(c), (6.4)
hl,...,hNZO a=1

whereV (z1, ...,2n) = [[1<pcqen(®a — 7p) is the Vandermonde determinant, th@3)) follows from the muilti-
linearity of the determinant. O

7 Conclusion and outlook

In this paper we have considered representation of thet®wesflection algebra and we have studied the quantum
models associated to the most general integrable boundadjtions on the spin-1/2 quantum chains and developed
for them the SOV method obtaining the following results:

e The complete integrability of these quantum models andahgpdete characterization of their spectrum (trans-
fer matrix eigenvalues and eigenstates) in terms of the fseplations to an inhomogeneous systemNbf
gquadratic equations iN unkowns, wheré\ is the number of sites of the chain.

It is important to remark here that for the most general bampdonditions and values of the coupling constant
the previous characterization is not yet proven to be etpnivdo a characterization in terms of Bethe equations and
this equivalence can be surely proven only imposing somstrins on the boundary parameters or on the coupling
constant. In particular in a future paper we will show as i ¢hse; an elliptic root of unit we can derive for the
most general integrable boundary conditions a Baxter Qabpeand rewrite the SOV spectrum characterization in
terms of solutions to a system of Bethe equations.

e The action of left separate states on right separate stedesriten in terms of one determinant formulae of
N x N matrices; these matrices have elements given by sums @s/epéttrum of quantum separate variables
of products of the corresponding left/right separate coiefiis.

These results define the required setup to compute matreslis of local operators on transfer matrix eigenstates.
The remarked similarities in the SOV representations ofgtngge transformed reflection algebras and the form of
the pseudo-measure entering in the SOV spectral decongoositthe identity for both the 8-vertex and 6-vertex
case imply the possibility to solve in parallel these twoiampwery different dynamical problems. In particular, in
a future publication we will address the analysis of thedielhg steps:

I) Reconstruction of local operators in terms of Sklyangeantum separate variables.

II) Representation of form factors of local operators om$far matrix eigenstates in determinant form.
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Let us comment that I) is a fundamental step in the solutiothefdynamical problem as it allows to identify the
local operators writing them in terms of the global genesatd the SOV representation. In fact, this identification
has represented a longstanding problem in the S-matrixdﬂtinljﬁl__?‘] of the dynamics of infinite volume quantum
field theories and the lattice approach seems to give thentaty@ to make it solvable. Moreover, once it is solved it
allows to compute algebraically the actions of local operabn transfer matrix eigenstates and write them as linear
combinations of separate states from which the form faatarsbe computed by using our results on the action
of left separate states on right separate states. Let upailsbout that the reconstructions derived in the 6-vertex
reflection algebra case apply also to the 8-vertex refleclgabra and that being both the gauge transformed 8-
vertex and 6-vertex reflection algebra generators writtelinear combinations of the ungauged ones, the solution
of the reconstruction problem for the most general intdgrabundary conditions is simply derived once it is solved
for the ungauged 6-vertex one following the approach deedrin [1]. This last observation implies that we are
already able to describe the matrix elements of a class a@f-dpeal operators for the most general reflection algebra
representations of both 8-vertex and 6-vertex type; indimenrder to do so we just need to elaborate the results of
this paper, those of [2] and the matrix elements in the ungd B8PV framework derived in[1].
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