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Abstract. Integrable models provide emblematic examples of non-ergodic phenom-
ena. One of their most distinguished properties are divergent zero-frequency conduc-
tivities signalled by finite Drude weights. Singular conductivities owe to long-lived
quasiparticle excitations that propagate ballistically through the system without any
diffraction. The case of the celebrated quantum Heisenberg chain, one of the best-
studied many-body paradigms, turns out to be particularly mysterious. About a decade
ago, it was found that the spin Drude weight in the critical phase of the model assumes
an extraordinary, nowhere continuous, dependence on the anisotropy parameter in the
shape of a ‘popcorn function’. This unprecedented discovery has been afterwards re-
solved at the level of the underlying deformed quantum symmetry algebra which helps
explaining the erratic nature of the quasiparticle spectrum at commensurate values of
interaction anisotropy. This work is devoted to the captivating phenomenon of dis-
continuous Drude weights, with the aim to give a broader perspective on the topic by
revisiting and reconciling various perspectives from the previous studies. Moreover, it
is argued that such an anomalous non-ergodic feature is not exclusive to the integrable
spin chain but can be instead expected in a number of other integrable systems that
arise from realizations of the quantum group U,(sl(2)), specialized to unimodular val-
ues of the quantum deformation parameter g. Our discussion is framed in the context
of gapless anisotropic quantum chains of higher spin and the sine-Gordon quantum
field theory in two space-time dimensions.
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1. Introduction

Nonequilibrium phenomena in many-body quantum systems have been at the forefront
of theoretical research for several decades now. Theoretical interest has recently
been shifted quite heavily towards low-dimensional models where effects of quantum
correlations play a crucial role. Further inspiration comes from numerous recent
experimental advancements, particularly with cold-atom technologies, with numerous
landmark achievements |1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. At the same time, our understanding of non-
ergodic dynamical systems and their transport properties has also advanced quite
tremendously |[0], particularly since the inception of the generalized hydrodynamics
(GHD) |7, &]. In the past couple of years, the formalism of GHD has established itself as
a powerful and versatile computational tool for investigating one-dimensional integrable
systems |9, 10], including systems with weakly broken integrability [ 1].

Integrable models typically display behavior that is markedly different from that of
generic interacting many-body systems. Their unconventional dynamical behavior can
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be attributed to the lack of ergodicity which is implied by the presence of infinitely many
local conservation laws in involution, arguably the most renowned hallmark feature
of completely integrable systems. Absence of ergodicity can likewise be associated
with existence of stable interacting quasiparticles that undergo elastic collisions. Using
that such quasiparticles spread ballistically through the system without experiencing
diffraction, one could readily conclude that, at least qualitatively, integrable systems
cannot be ordinary (i.e. diffusive) conductors. Indeed, by computing the linear-response
conductivities, one indeed finds a (delta-peak) singularity at zero frequency coupled to
a finite Drude weight |12, 6]. In the setting of the linear-response theory, finite Drude
weights are conventionally related to incomplete relaxation of current autocorrelation
functions at late times [13, 11], see also [, 16]. The fact that conservation laws
preclude generic current-carrying perturbations from fully dissipating signifies the lack
of ergodicity.

It nonetheless came as a surprise that in certain situations the outlined simple
qualitative picture cannot fully capture the phenomenology of spin or charge transport
in an integrable model. This in fact happens already in the well-known anisotropic
Heisenberg spin-1/2 chain !

L
=Y (st o+ 8180+ A (S50 1) ), (L)
i=1

which is widely regarded as one of the most rudimentary integrable quantum systems
out there.

The elusive nature of spin transport in the Heisenberg spin chain has been attracting
attention for quite some time now. It required more than two decades worth of effort
since the seminal work [12, 17, 18] before (most of ) the aspects have been pieced together,
see for example Refs. [19, 20, 21, 22 23 24 25 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33]. As
it turned out, the nature of spin transport in the Heisenberg chain is more nuanced
than one might have expected. Depending on the value of anisotropy parameter,
one indeed finds three distinct types of transport laws in equilibrium ensemble at
finite temperature (with no average magnetization): in the gapped phase, the spin
Drude weight at half-filling is identically zero, with magnetization undergoing diffusive
spreading [31, 27, 35, 10], by crossing into the critical phase, the spin Drude weight
is rendered finite [18, 19]; These two markedly different dynamical regimes meet
together at the isotropic (quantum critical) point where, due to the restoration of
nonabelian rotational symmetry, there is an onset of superdiffusive spin transport
[20, 26, 30] characterized by the fractional dynamical exponent of the Kardar—Parisi—
Zhang equation [37], see Refs. [25, 29, 358, 39, 10]. Finally, in the gapless phase the spin
Drude weight was found to exhibit an unexpected, completely discontinuous, dependence
on the anisotropy parameter [21, 23, 32]. The latter feature, which is probably the most
puzzling of all, will be the central subject of the ongoing discussion.

1 The antiferromagnetic exchange coupling J has been set to unity, J = 1, leaving anisotropy A as
the free parameter of the model.
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In oder to reconcile the elusive aspects of such anomalous Drude weights, it is
necessary to have a look ‘under the hood’ and systematically explore the exotic features
that the underlying quantum symmetry has in store. This line of research begun by
Prosen’s seminar work [19] on the so-called quasilocal charges [!1]|, by demonstrating
that the most salient features of finite-temperature magnetization transport in the
Heisenberg XXZ chain cannot be simply explained on the basis of standard local
conservation laws known from textbooks [12, 13]. This pivotal insight led to a number
of milestones. Firstly, an entire family of hitherto unknown quasilocal charges have
been algebraically constructed in Ref. [21] from commuting transfer matrices with non-
unitary auxiliary spin representations, facilitating a direct computation the Mazur—
Suzuki bound |13, 14, 15] on the spin Drude weight [21]. Apart from improving on
the (suboptimal) bound of Ref. [19], the result of Ref. [21] was found to comply with
the earlier analytic result by Zotos || 8] obtained using the approach of Thermodynamic
Bethe Ansatz (TBA), later confirmed in Ref. [11]. A few years later, a new protocol
for computing exact Drude weights has been proposed in Refs. [23, 25] by leveraging
the formalism of GHD [7, &]. The hydrodynamic description of the Drude weights has
been subsequently developed in Refs. [15, 24]. The still puzzling discontinuous behavior
of the spin Drude weight in the gapless Heisenberg spin-1/2 chain has eventually
been demystified in Ref. [23] which explained the hitherto missing connection between
the magnonic bound states and the aforementioned quasilocal charges by invoking
the ‘string-charge duality’ [10, 22]. Meanwhile, Ref. [23] also elaborated on the
discontinuous character of the finite-temperature spin Drude weight from the viewpoint
of quasiparticle excitations. The exact high-temperature limit computed in Ref. [21]
has been afterwards recovered by other related analytical techniques [17, 32, 31]. Just
recently, the computation also been extended to nonlinear spin Drude weights [1¢]. For
a historical overview and other perspectives, we can recommend the reader a recent
review article [0]. It would not be out of place to highlight that importance of the
quasilocal conservation laws [19, 50, 51, 52] reaches beyond the transport phenomena
(see Ref. [11]| for a review). For instance, quasilocal charges also proved indispensable
for constructing complete generalized Gibbs ensembles |53, 51| and for computing the
steady-state values of local observables following a global quench [16, 55, 50] to explain
anomalous thermalization in integrable models [57].

In this work, we revisit the enchanting phenomenon of discontinuous Drude weights.
We set out to discuss various interconnected aspects that are presently dispersed across
several papers, and to highlight some of the open ends. Our discussion will be focused on
the relevant regime of compact deformations with ¢ € U(1), where the model features an
abrupt change in the structure of magnonic bound states upon (continuously) varying
q throughout the entire critical interval. Such an anomaly is, as we shall explain in
more detail, a direct corollary of eigenspectrum refragmentation, deeply rooted in the
fusion rules for the commuting transfer matrices. Discontinuous Drude weights can
be indeed thought of as a physical manifestation of such a refragmentation. We shall
also elaborate on a closely related effect of ‘quantum truncation’ induced at the root-of-
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unity deformations. In this view, we argue that such the phenomenon of ‘popcorn Drude
weights’ cannot be reserved exclusively to transport coefficients of the Heisenberg spin-
1/2 chain in the critical regime. With this in mind, we initiate the search for similar
behavior in other solvable models and explore various possibilities of realizing the ¢-
deformed Hopf algebra U,(sl(2)).

The subsequent analysis is mostly framed in the language of generalized
hydrodynamics. Our aim is to keep our presentation focused on the physical aspects and
hence we do not include comprehensive (or self-contained) exposition of the framework
and the models in this paper. For additional information on the analytical techniques we
can recommend the reader a series of recent review articles on the subject [10, 10, 58]
intended for non-specialists. We also decided to completely avoid explicit algebraic
constructions of transfer matrices and conservation laws since, in our view, this extra
layer of technicality would hardy add any extra value to the core message. Likewise,
we shall not attempt to reproduce (often quite lengthy) derivations and recycle some of
the results from the previous works. In particular, the general formulae for computing
the Drude weights (within GHD) have already been obtained in Refs. [15, 21]. To
employ these formulae, one requires some minimal amount of knowledge in the form of
the quasiparticle spectrum and the associated kinematic data in the form of two-body
scattering amplitudes. The state-dependent information is then supplied in the form of
mode occupation functions of the reference equilibrium state. With this information at
hand, one typically proceeds to solve the TBA dressing equations to deduce the dressed
dispersion relations and dressed charges. The dressing transformation constitutes
a system of coupled Fredholm-type integral equations. Analytic solutions to such
equations are in practice accessible only in certain limits, while in general one has to
resort to numerical solutions. Apart from the ground-state, the only major simplification
can be achieved in the high-temperature limit where the dressing equation is rendered
algebraic. For this reason, we will perform the calculations in the high-temperature
regime.

In this work, our nomenclature occasionally deviates from the previously used one.
This specifically pertains to the discontinuous Drude weights which have previously
been loosely referred to as ‘fractal’. Our perspective is that a different term would be
more appropriate, given that fractals are conventionally refer to sets whose Hausdorff
dimension is strictly lower that the topological dimension, representing everywhere
continuous functions that are nowhere differentiable on their domain (e.g. the
blancmange curve, to give an example). By contrast, the spin Drude weight in the
gapless anisotropic Heisenberg chain is instead given by a nowhere-continuous function
of parameter ¢ = exp (iy) on a dense set of rational (also called commensurate) points
v/m € Q, which is continuous for irrational (incommensurate) values v/m € R\ Q —
functions of this type are known in the literature under the name of Thomae functions,
or more colloquially are known as ‘popcorn functions’ [59] (since they remind of how
popcorn bounces on a frying pan).
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Outline. The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we familiarize the reader
with the most essential concepts give a non-technical introduction to the notion of
popcorn Drude weights. Moving on, we touch upon certain aspects of practical relevance
and discuss the notion of refragmentation. In Section 2.1, we proceed by shortly
introducing the basics of the TBA approach and summarize how to compute the Drude
weights in the scope of generalized hydrodynamics. Section Section 3 is devoted to
the Heisenberg spin-1/2 chain, where we dive deeper into discussing various concepts
revolving around the popcorn spin Drude weight. In Section 3.2 we compute the exact
spin Drude weight in the XXZ Heisenberg spin-1/2 chain in the high-temperature limit
by taking advantage of the hydrodynamic mode decomposition of the Drude weights
and proceed to adapt the method for computing the spin Drude weight in anisotropic
integrable chains of higher spin. In Section 4, we switch gears and focus our attention to
the quantum sine-Gordon model. From the algebraic point of view, the model is closely
related to the Heisenberg XXZ chain in the critical regime. We confine our analysis to
the special discrete values of the coupling parameter at which the reflection amplitude of
the scattering matrix vanishes. By invoking the exact correspondence between auxiliary
topologically charge pseudo-particles and magnonic bound states in the spin chain, we
obtain explicit formulae for computing the topological Drude weight. We also include
some remarks regarding the case of general couplings. In Appendix B, we briefly outline
how the g-deformed quantum symmetry can be realized in certain exactly solvable one-
dimensional models of correlated electrons. We conclude in Section 5 by summarizing
the key points.

2. Popcorn Drude weights

The peculiar findings of Ref. [21] have sparked animated discussions regarding the
prospects of observing such discontinuous dependence in an experimental setting, with
many arguing that the effect is no more than just a ‘mathematical artifact’ of little
physical significance. Before delving into technical aspects, we would like to share our
perspectives to address this concern.

Discontinuous behavior of physical quantities is most typically associated with
the notion of criticality and phase transitions. In the case of thermodynamic phase
transitions, for example, free energy develops a non-analyticity at a critical point in
the limit of large system size. It is thus important to note that discontinuous behavior
observed in the Drude peak is different in a fundamental way. To begin with, transport
coefficients do not represent physical observables. Since conducitvities are defined in
terms of time-integrated correlation functions (or their limiting values at late times),
they may be perceived as ‘ergodic observables’. In particular, the Drude weights quantify
non-ergodicity through the late-time decay of dynamical susceptibilities. Given that
in an experiment (or even in simulations on a classical computer) we can only probe
relaxation over a finite window of time, it can be very challenging to estimate the DC
conductivities with a degree of precision. There will invariably be some degree smearing,
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causing the delta peak to ‘spill” over to small frequencies. One expects, to give a rough
estimate, the zero-frequency peak to broaden over a narrow frequency window of size
w ~ 1/7, where 7 is the duration of an experiment.

The described general qualitative picture however changes quite radically when
there are additional ‘commensurability effects’ at play, referring to a ‘secret’ hierarchy
of timescales inherent to the eigenspectrum of the model. In such a scenario, only a
tiny change in the model’s parameter can suffice to appreciably affect the structure of
thermodynamic eigenstates and, in effect, significantly impact the asymptotic behaviour
of dynamical correlation functions. Indeed, the the critical regime in the Heisenberg
XXZ spin chain is plagued by such commensurability effects, being inherent to the
underlying U, (sl(2)) quantum symmetry. To give a more physical perspective, we
note that such commensurability effects manifest themselves as the stability criterion
for the formation of the magnonic bound states, depending very delicately on the
deformation parameter ¢ = exp (i) that parametrizes the axial anisotropy A = cos ()
of spin interactions, cf. Equation (1.1). Additionally, commensurability effects are
likewise responsible for pronounced finite-size effects, making it very difficult to reliably
compute the spin Drude weight (or diffusion constant) by exact diagonalization and
related techniques [60, 6, 61]. This is mainly the reason why the majority of numerical
computations are restricted only to a set of discrete (isolated) points at w/y = ¢ (for
moderately small ¢ € Z, (¢ > 2) |62, 63, 61, 17]; at these particular values the largest
stable bound state is composed of ¢ — 1 magnons, and dynamical correlations decay
relatively rapidly. For certain other values of v, the size of bound state can become
exceedingly large in size. In practice, such behavior is nicely captured in the numerical
simulation done in Ref. [32], which arguably provides the most accurate numerical
validation of the popcorn spin Drude weight to this date: by constructing a discrete-
time version of the Heisenberg chain, the authors have demonstrated how finite-time
approximations to the spin Drude weight gradually collapse onto the limiting ‘popcorn
function’ as the simulation time becomes larger. It would certainly be very interesting
to attempt detecting such a ‘silhouette’ of the limiting function in an experiment using
state-of-the-art quantum simulators |2, 5].

Concerning experimental detection of commensurability effects, it is also worth
pointing out certain conspicuous similarities to the famous Azbel-Hofstadter problem
[65, 66], which reveals a ‘fractal’ eigenspectrum in the shape of a butterfly. As we clarify
below, the phenomenon of popcorn Drude weights is indeed very intimately related to
the discernible pattern of energy levels — the Hofstadter butterfly.

The Azbel-Hofstadter model describes Bloch electrons hopping freely on a two-
dimensional square lattice threaded by a magnetic flux. The intricate structure of the
eigenspectrum owes to the group of magnetic translations, referring precisely to the
aforementioned U (sl(2)) Hopf algebra. In this particular incarnation, the deformation
parameter ¢ controls the magnetic flux through the elementary plaquette. The model
can be conveniently mapped to the Harper equation, a one-dimensional difference
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equation in a quasiperiodic potential (known as the almost Matthieu equation)

Vn_1 + 2 cos (ky, + 2mnd) b, + Vp1 = By, (2.1)

where here ¢ is the flux piercing through the elementary plaquette (in units of the flux
quantum). When flux ¢ is rational, namely for ¢ = p/q, the spectrum comprises of g
bands. At incommensurate points, referring to irrational multiples of 7= with p, q — oo,
the spectrum becomes an infinite Cantor set. At the critical point A = 1, the spectrum
is purely singular continuous with multifractal wavefunctions.

Even though the Harper equation represents a single-particle problem, it has been
discovered that its eigenfunctions can be characterized in terms of solutions to the Bethe
equations [07, 68]. Time time, the deformation parameter g that plays the role of system
length. More specifically, the model corresponds to the two-site spin chain where the
band number q sets the size of spins. For ¢ = ¢'? and ¢ € Q, the Harper equation may
be recast as a functional equation in form of the Baxter’s TQ-relation by identifying
the wavefunction ¢ with the @-function [69]. In the ‘thermodynamic limit’ q — oo,
the solutions to the Bethe quantization equations can be fully described in terms of the
so-called Bethe strings and labelled by the Takahashi-Suzuki (T'S) quantum numbers
702

In the Azbel-Hofstadter model, Hall conductance is a distinguished quantity of
main physical interest. Hall conductance of the kth gap can be expressed as o, =
dNi/d¢, where Ny is the number of energy levels that cross the energy F inside the
the kth gap [09]. Remarkably, the values of Hall conductances are in precise agreement
with the TS numbers. Remarkably, the TS numbers are in one-to-one correspondence
with the unitary irreducible representations of U, (s1(2)) of finite dimension and definite
parity when ¢ is specialized to a root of unity (see Appendix A for details). As we
discuss next, it is precisely the same TS numbers that govern refragmentation of the
quasiparticle spectra in many-body integrable models featuring popcorn Drude weights.

Popcorn Drude weights from refragmentation. Figuratively speaking, one could
say that the spin Drude weight of the gapless Heisenberg spin chain is ‘fingerprint’ of
the U,(sl(2)) representation theory when restricted to the compact regime ¢ € U(1).
Purely on formal grounds it is therefore quite reasonable to anticipate that similar effects
will take place also in other quantum integrable systems governed by same quantum
symmetry. We accordingly propose the following conjecture:

In any quantum integrable system constructed from a quantum R-matriz
invariant under U,(sl(2)) with ¢ € U(1), the Drude weights, with the
exception of those associated to exactly conserved currents, admit a nowhere-
continuous dependence upon varying q = €, implying popcorn Drude weights
for commensurate values v/m € Q.

2 For finite p and g, the exact analysis is obstructed by the fact the strings are no longer exact.
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In order to unpack the above claim, we shall first exhibit here the main
characteristics of the eigenspectrum in the gapless Heisenberg spin chain. In this
respect, it proves vital to relate the quasiparticle content to the exceptional structure
of the underlying symmetry algebra. For establishing a precise identification, it will be
necessary to obtain complete classification of the unitary finite-dimensional irreducible
representations of U, (s((2)) for the particular case of root-of-unity deformations. For
compactness, we shall relegate the technical exposition to Appendix A and here only
attempt to give a succinct summary of the most essential properties which will be of
relevance for the ongoing discussion.

For non-compact deformations, namely for ¢ € R, the finite-dimensional unitary
irreducible representations of U, (s((2)) are in a bijective correspondence with the unitary
irreducible representations of ‘classical’ Lie algebra su(2) and, correspondingly, to
evaluation representations of the associated undeformed Hopf algebra, Y (su(2)) known
as the Yangian. Such a one-to-one correspondence however no longer holds in the
compact regime of deformations with ¢ on a unit circle, ¢ € U(1). In other words,
conditions for irreducibility depend crucially on the value of ¢. Another key distinction to
semi-simple Lie algebras is that one no longer has a uniform fusion rule for constructing
higher-dimensional representations in the compact regime. There are, in particular,
three special features of particular significance:

e irreducible representations that are both of finite dimension and definite parity
depend on deformation parameter ¢ € U(1),

e when ¢ = €7, with v/7 € Q, there is only a finite number of unitary finite-
dimensional irreducible representations,

e upon varying ¢ € U(1), the number of unitary irreducible representations changes
in a discontinuous manner.

The aforementioned commensurability effects are indeed just the admissibility
criteria for the unitary representations in disguise. It has also been found that the same
condition governs the structure of the fusion relations for formation of thermodynamic
quasiparticles in the form of magnonic bound states (the Bethe strings).

2.1. Thermodynamic Bethe Ansatz

To set the stage for later considerations we proceed with an elementary introduction to
the TBA formalism. We shall not attempt here to give a general (abstract) formulation
of the TBA equations. Moreover, we shall assume there is no internal degrees of freedom
that induce nested spectra. Rather, we consider the anisotropic Heisneberg spin-S
quantum chains |71, 72] as our working example. Afterwards, we briefly explain how
the Drude weights can be computed in the formalism of GHD and quote the universal
formula |15, 21| that requires the TBA data as an input.

Any admissible local equilibrium state in the model can be described by a
generalized Gibbs ensemble |53, 56]. In a finite volume, an unnormalized density matrix
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or, takes the form
0L = exp [— > BQY +h Sfot] : (2.2)

where Q@ represent the local (quasilocal included) conserved charges of the model
(enumerated by a discrete label ¢) while Sf,, is the conserved total projection of spin
onto the anisotropy axis z. To each charge Q) we have assigned a chemical potential
B; (adopting the usual convention in which 8, = f = 1/7 and Q) = H).

The TBA approach, pioneered in the seminal paper by Yang and Yang [73] and
subsequently developed largely by Takahashi |74, 70] and Gaudin [75], enables to
evaluate the equilibrium free energy exactly. Denoting the GGE partition function
by Z, = Tr(or), the free energy density is defined via —f f = lim;_, 7 log Z,. The
computation is performed with aid of a functional-integral representation of Z, by
using the densities of Bethe roots (associated to the quasiparticles of the model) as the
variational basis.

Thermodynamic state functions. Thermodynamic ensembles represent local
equilibrium states compatible with the maximum entropy principle. Employing the
‘rapidity representation’; they can be described in terms of quasiparticle densities p,(6).
Here and subsequently we make use of the following notation: an integer ‘type index’
s corresponds to the number of (magnon) quanta, while 8 € R is the rapidity variable
parametrizing the quasiparticles’ bare momenta. The complete set of densities {ps(6)}
store enough information to (uniquely) determine all the local correlation functions in
generalized Gibbs ensembles. Moreover, this information cannot in general be further
compressed |50, 51|, and hence p,(#) provide a convenient parametrization of equilibrium
macrostates, i.e. they can be understood as continuous coordinates of a manifold of
maximum-entropy equilibrium states the model [50].

Following the lines of the Yang—Yang’s approach [73], we then introduce the
densities of unoccupied modes p4(f), called hole densities, and accordingly define the
total density of states

P (0) = ps(0) + ps(0)- (2.3)
Due interaction between magnons, the particle and hole densities are not independent
from one another. Interactions are taken into account by the quantization condition; in
a chain of length L, rapidities {6; }]Ail of M magnons subjected to the periodic boundary
conditions satisfy the celebrated Bethe Ansatz equations

M
ePOETT 5(05,66) = 1. (2.4)
j#k

3 Such manifolds arise as a limit of two-dimensional torus partition sums, see e.g. Ref. [71]



Popcorn Drude weights 11

total By introducing p/,(0) = 9yps(0) and the associated Z, parities ks = sign[p’(6)], the
large-volume limit of Equation (2.4) yields the following Bethe—Yang integral equations

tOt:ﬁ/_IC , , 25
ps 27Tp8 S,8 *ps- ( . )

Here and the rest of the way we employed the economic notation K,y * gy =
>y JodOKs (0 —0)gy(0') for the convolution-type integrals (with respect to dummy
functions g4(), with implicit range of summation over s'.

By exciting an unoccupied quasiparticle, say of type s with rapidity 6, the energy
of a reference states will be increased by an amount eg(6). The latter are regarded
as bare energies (measured relative to the quasiparticle pseudovacuum state). In the
thermodynamic limit, the energy density of a macrostate is therefore given by the
following mode resolution e = > _ [ df ps(0)es(F), mirroring the Fourier representation
of the energy dispersion in noninteracting theories. Switching from microscopic
quasiparticle configurations to the respective rapidity distributions can be seen as a
coarse-graining procedure with the associated combinatorial weight s = > [ dfs,(6),
otherwise known as the Yang—Yang entropy [73]. We shall assume that the excitations of
the model obey the Fermi-Dirac statistics, with each quasiparticle specie contributing to
the total entropy an amount s,(6) = pslog [1 + ps(6)/ps(0)] + ps(0) log [1 + ps(0)/ps(0)].
The equilibrium partition function can be accordingly cast in the functional-integral
form,

z, - / DI{p.}] exp [—LZ / d@(us(ﬁ)ps(e)—i—sj(@))]. (2.6)

The GGE chemical potentials 8; have been transcribed into mode ‘fugacities’ p,(6),
see e.g. Ref. [70]. We stress that, apart from fixing the statistical factor, the outlined
derivation is entirely general until this point, i.e. we have not incorporated any extra
assumptions about the model. We shall now postpone the discussion of the quasiparticle
spectrum to Section 3 and carry on with general considerations.

The next step is to evaluate the partition sum in the thermodynamic limit. This
amounts to take L — oo while keeping the total number of excitations M ~ O(L) fixed.
Since the partition sum Z for large L is dominated by a unique saddle point, one seeks
the variational minimum of the free-energy functional f, given by f = e —T's. In doing
so, one has to account for the fact that hole densities depends on the quasiparticles
densities by virtue of Equation (2.5), yielding dps = —K, ¢ x 0py. The ensuing saddle-
point equations, df/dp; = 0, take the form of an infinite system of coupled non linear
integral equations of the form

log Vs = s + Ks g xlog (1 +1/Yy). (2.7)

As customary, we will be referring to these as the canonical TBA equations |73, 74].
Above we have written them in terms of the so-called thermodynamic )Y-functions,
defined as the ratios

Vs(0) = Potl). (2.8)
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The Fermi mode occupation functions, given by

_psl0) 1
n6) = @) = T o)

likewise provide complete information about equilibrium macrostates, namely they are

(2.9)

in one-to-one correspondence to the densities ps(f). In the Heisenberg spin-S chain, the
density of free energy can be obtained by summing over the whole spectrum of physical
excitations

9 = 5709 = 37 [ 05 KEI0)log (1 +1/%,0). (210

Thermodynamic averages and dressed charges. Evaluating the equilibrium expectation
values of the (quasi)local charges,

, 1, . 11 ;

@ — lim —(0WY = lim — — (1)

0= i Q) = fim, 77 Q. (211
is a fairly straightforward task. The averages ¢ can be most directly computed with
help of the mode resolution

=Y [a00.00d00) =Y [ 405 @006, (212
where qgi)(ﬁ) stand for bare charges, representing single-particle contributions to

total charge density ¢ of a state. Particularly, the magnetization density S* =
limp o0 T (Siy), is given by

.S«
§* =3 ;/wmm@, (2.13)

where myg is bare magnetization carried by specie s. Particularly, m, is the number
of constituent magnons in a bound state. Importantly however, the internal magnon
content of bound states depends on anisotropy A. In the gapped regime, |A| > 1, the
sth specie is a compound of s bound magnons known as an ‘s-string’ [7/]; in the critical
regime, |A| < 1, m; are instead provided by the Takahashi-Suzuki numbers n; [70], that
is ny, = my, to be introduced below in Section 3.

The ensemble averages of the (quasi)local conserved charges can alternatively be
inferred directly from free energy by taking derivative with respect to chemical potentials
B;, that is

o _ 9
B
By computing the change in pseudo-energies £,4(0) = log Vs(0) upon varying f; yields

(2.14)

the dressed charges ascribed to individual quasiparticles,

0o = 0,

(2.15)
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From Equation (2.14), we can deduce the following ‘momentum representation’ of the
averages

> [anno -3 [ GOm0 O 216

By further making use of the symmetry identity, > _ s [ dpsgsnsq® = >, ks [ dpsg@nsgs
for g5(0) — 14(6), we arrive at (cf. Ref.[9])

-2 [ O 0 0). (217

Making a quick comparison to the mode resolution (2.12), while recalling the
to1dr s

identification p’(6) = 2mrspt®(0), we conclude that the ‘dressed identity

dr dr

the Jacobian of the coordinate transformation [p,(0)]"" — p(6), namely [p,(0)]" =

pe(0) [15(0)]*.

Refragmentation and local observables. Before turning our attention to
dynamical quantities, we would like to take a moment to first examine whether
refragmentation can have any influence on equilibrium averages of local physical
observables.

Using the fact that the total number of quasiparticles in the spectrum, including
their internal structure, both change discontinuously with anisotropy A = cos () in the
regime v € (0,7/2), it appears entirely plausible (at the level of Equation (2.10), at
least) that due to reorganization of the magnon spectrum upon varying the interaction
parameter v, the free energy function could experience jumps. In the gapped regime
A = cosh (1) (corresponding to the ‘hyperbolic regime’ ¢ = €7 € R) and at the isotropic
point (n — 0), the situation is contrastingly different, we instead the quasiparticle
spectrum comprises an infinite tower of magnonic states carrying any integer number
of quanta s € N, thus rendering the expectation values (cf. Equation (2.12)) manifestly
continuous in interaction parameter 7.

According to the well-known theorem by Araki [70], quantum lattice Hamiltonians
with local and bounded interactions do undergo a phase transition in one spatial
dimension. As Araki’s result suggests, in spite of an erratic behavior of U, (sl(2)) fusion
rules in the critical phase, there apparently exist some underlying mechanism that leads
to smooth redistribution of the spectral weight, thereby ensuring continuous dependence
of thermodynamic averages.

The expectation values of the (quasi)local charges indeed undergo continuous
dependence on anisotropy parameter A, including in the regime of compact
deformations. To corroborate on this, we exploit a useful ‘inversion identity’ for the

4 Here, the dressed identity is to be understood as the formal solution to the (matrix) dressing
equation (1 + /Cn) x 19" = 1.
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TBA integral kernel that reflects the fusion algebra of the model’, enabling explicit
resumation over the quasiparticles. The outcome is that in the canonical representation
of the free energy, cf. Equation (2.10), can be compressed down to

§28) _ / a0 5(6) log (1 + Vs (6)). (2.18)

In this formula, dependence on the interaction parameter ¢ is hidden implicitly in
the convolution ‘s-kernel’ s(f), with the following Fourier representation s(6) =
o= Jo 7?12 cosh (Jw)] ™. Remarkably, Equation (2.18) involves merely a pseudoenergy
of a single quasiparticle mode®; the free-energy density of the system is expressible in
terms of a single thermodynamic’ Y-function, that is Yas(0) = exp (e25(0)), where e95(6)
is the TBA pseudoenergy ascribed to the bound state (s-string) comprising of s = 2.5
magnons.

Despite refragmentation, one finds the partial filling fractions | df ps(6) to smoothly
redistribute under continuously changing the anisotropy parameter v, cf. Equation
(2.13).% A simple consistency check is to verify that the entropy and magnetization sum
rules are satisfied. The latter is most conveniently carried out in the high-temperature
limit 5 — 0 where all the )-functions become flat (i.e. independent of rapidity 0).
To better corroborate this fact, it proves useful to employ alternative ‘gauge-covariant
representation’ in terms of the so-called thermodynamic 7-functions 7;(6), allowing to
recast Equation (2.18) in the following form [5]

Tos (0 + 5)Tos(0 — 3)
(25) _
e /des(e) o [ 2B + (5 1 1)L)

The ®-potential ®?% appearing in the normalization is (besides 7;(f)) an initial

. (2.19)

condition, depending only on the physical degrees of freedom (i.e. spin S and, in general,
on the inhomogeneities). The above formula can be most suggestively understood from
the viewpoint of an explicit vertex-model realization of the equilibrium torus partition
sum, see Ref. [5], where functions 7;(#) formally represent the analytic continuation of
the leading (i.e. dominant) eigenvalue of commuting column transfer matrices with
a spin-s/2 representation in the ‘physical channel’ (bearing a formal similarity the
Quantum Transfer Matrix construction of canonical Gibbs states [20]). The main upshot
of here is that so far the 7-function 735(f) remains a part of the fusion hierarchy (also
known as the T-system), the averages of the (quasi)local charges will assume continuous
dependence on the interaction parameter ¢ (resp. anisotropy A). In addition, using that

5 The same property is commoly exploited to transform the canonical TBA equations in a more
convenient partially decoupled form [77] which amounts to find the (pseudo)inverse of the Fredholm
scattering kernel [50].

6 It deserves to mention that the same conclusion can be reached within the ‘Quantum Transfer
Matrix’ approach [78] which, assuming canonical Gibbs equilibrium, permits to obtain a single nonlinear
integral equation for the free-energy density [79].

7 Functions Y,(#) should not be confused with Y-functions that encode individual eigenstates of the
finite-volume spin chain.

8 Explicit resummation of partial filling fractions restricted to the half-filled sector is given in
Appendix D of Ref. [10].
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[ d0 s(6) = 1/2, the T-functions T;(#) reduce to classical su(2) characters of the spin-S
representation Vag, Xas(h) = Tr[e"S] = S7__ o e*" implying §25)(h) = log xas(h) and
hence S*(h) = 9,29 (h) = O}, log x25(h).

Strictly speaking, the outlined logic applies only to the conservation laws of
the model, and to static susceptibilities associated to higher derivatives of the free
energy. Whether also arbitrary (quasi)local observables display smooth dependence on
~ does not seem very obvious. Indeed, explicit expressions for computing equilibrium
expectation values of short-range correlators (valid in any generalized Gibbs ensemble)
in the Heisenberg spin-1/2 chain presented in Ref. [¢1] are only applicable in the |A| > 1
regime. The formulae of Ref. [31] make use of the full set of TBA state functions. Given
that Araki theorem [76]| applies to generic local observables (and not just to conserved
charges), we find it plausible that such formulae for the short-range correlators may be
further compressed.

2.2. Drude weights from hydrodynamics

We now recapitulate how the Drude weights can be computed exactly in the framework
of GHD. For a comprehensive exposition we refer the reader to one of the recent review
articles [10, 10] or lecture notes [9].

In a nutshell, the equations of generalized hydrodynamics govern the dynamics of
infinitely many coupled (quasi)local conservation laws on large spatiotemporal scale.
Note that each of the (quasi)local conserved charges Q¥ = [dxq¥(z,t) obeys the
local continuity equation ? already at the operatorial level,

0r ™ (x,t) + 95§ (2,1) = 0, (2.20)

where j® represent the current densities of extensive currents J& = [ dx j@(z). The
hydrodynamic regime only captures the slowest fluctuations of averaged charges in the
limit of large wavelengths. Accordingly, the averaged local densities ¢¥ and j® are
promoted to dynamical (hydrodynamic) variables that can be viewed as classical fields,
namely ¢ (z,t) and j(x,t), respectively.

In accordance with Kubo formula, the Drude weights D;; are defined as the long-
time limit of the spatially-integrated dynamical two-point current correlation functions

D;; ZtILIOHO/d:E (9 (2, 4)i(0,0))°, (2.21)

formally representing the coefficients (i.e. matrix elements) of a positive semi-definite
matrix D. By generalizing the method of hydrodynamic projection developed by Mazur
[13] and Suzuki [1] to continuous spaces [10], D can be decomposed as [17]

D=BC !B, (2.22)

9 To keep the presentation simple, we avoid making any explicit distinction between continuous and
lattice systems. In lattice models, the same equations hold with spatial derivatives replaced by the first
difference.
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where B = BT and C denote equal-time charge-current and charge-charge susceptibilities
(covariance matrices), respectively,

Bij = /dx ((z,0)99(0,0)), Cyj = /dx (qD(x,0)q(0,0))e. (2.23)
Static susceptibilities assume the following mode decompositions
B _aj(i) - d%g _aq(i) - 0%

where we have introduced the ‘free-energy flux’ g via

i 0 > i
jO =22 3 / a6 ,(6)7(6), (2.25)
s=1

Cij = (2.24)

~ 0P,
with
i9(0) = v (0)gL (0), (2.26)

s

designating the fluxes carried by individual modes'’ propagating with effective velocities
veE(9). The latter formally correspond to the spectrum of the (linear) propagator,
05

5= 5o (2.27)
The so-called fluz Jacobian A can also understood as the charge of variables from the
charges to currents. We note that, by the chain rule property, we have the matrix
relation B = AC. By further taking into account the symmetries C = C* and B = BT
(which is a corollary of Onsager’s reciprocity, see Ref. [9]), one can arrive at a useful
identity AC = C AT, permitting to express the hydrodynamic projection (2.22) in a
compact form [15]

D=ACA". (2.28)

Eigenfunctions of A provide the sought-for normal modes of GHD. They can be
pictured as small large-scale fluctuations 6n;(;z,t) of the mode occupation functions
functions n;(6;z,t)'". In terms of the normal modes, the GHD equations take the
Riemann normal form

Oms(0; z,t) + v(0)0,n,(0; 3, t) = 0. (2.29)

Eigenvalues of A are thus the effective velocities of propagation, denoted by v;?ﬂ(ﬁ);
employing matrix notation by flattening the quasiparticle’s indices, (s,60) — i, we have

that Ueﬂ = SAS_l with Sij = 8712/8%
eff
J

velocities of quasiparticles immersed in an equilibrated finite-density background state

7, ]

The effective velocities v$"(0) of ballistic modes correspond physically to group

Oz; €50
) = o = f( ), (2.30)
Opj pj(e)
10 This relation, originally proposed in Refs.[7, 8], has been derived from first principles in Refs. [32, 83].

11 Fluctuations of the macrostate densities, dp;(6; x,t), are not the normal modes.
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where prime, as usual, stands for rapidity derivative. With aid of the following mode
resolution of static susceptibilities,

;i =Y / 40 x.(0)[g? (B [0 ()] (2.31)

By=Y / 40 x4 (0)0 ()¢ (0)]" [ ()], (2.32)
with ‘mode susceptibilities’

Xs(0) = ps(0)(1 = ns(0)) = P (0)ns(0) (1 — ns(6)), (2.33)
Equation (2.28) can be recast entirely in terms of the ‘hydrodynamic data’ of GHD.
The final outcome is the following compact universal formula |15, 2]

Dy=3, / d6 x(6) (5" (0))[a” (O] " (¢ (D)), (2.34)

where the summation goes over the entire spectrum of thermodynamic excitations and
integration is over the respective rapidity domains. The Drude weights have thus
been expressed solely in terms of the TBA thermodynamic state functions through the
statistical factor xs(f), the effective velocities, and the dressed charges of the normal
modes. Finally, we remark that formula (2.34) is completely general, apart from an
assumption that quasiparticles obey the Fermi-Dirac statistics (as is typically the case
in quantum integrable lattice models and field theories).

Even though the outlined mode resolution of the Drude weights, Equation (2.34),
closely resembles the mode decompositions of static susceptibilities (cf. Equation (2.31))
and thermodynamic averages of the (quasi)local charges, Equation (2.12), there is one
crucial difference however: the Drude weights are generally not expressible as a variation
of an appropriate thermodynamic potential (the exception to this are obviously the
conserved currents, dJ;/dt = 0). Accordingly, the is no reason to expect that Equation
(2.34) can be further compressed or possibly even explicitly resummed (as in the case
of free energy).

For any generic extensive non-conserved current J;, the autocorrelation function,
Equation (2.21), will undergo a non-trivial relaxation dynamics and, in the long-time
limit, saturate to a constant non-zero value D% (given by the hydrodynamic projection).
From decomposition (2.34), it is manifest that in the gapped regime of the Heisenberg
chain, the value of asymptotic plateau has to undergo a continuous change upon
continuously varying the anisotropy parameter. In the gapless regime at rational values
of the interaction parameter /7, such asymptotic values instead experience finite jumps
as a direct corollary of refragmentation.

3. Heisenberg spin-S anisotropic chains

We now take a closer look at the integrable spin-S XXZ models and examine the
structure of their eigenstates in more detail. The higher-spin variants of Heisenberg XXZ
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spin chain, see Equation (1.1), can be constructed in a systematic algebraic fashion from
an infinite family of commuting transfer matrices using the methodology of the Algebraic
Bethe Ansatz. For every finite-dimensional su(2) representation Vsg of dimension 25+1,
one can construct the associated higher-dimensional quantum R-matrix (invariant under
the deformed symmetry algebra U, (s[(2))) by employing an iterative procedure called
fusion. This program has been initiated by Fateev and Zamolodchikov [31] who first
realized it for the S = 1 case, and afterwards developed in full capacity by Kirillov
and Reshetikhin [¢5]. From the series expansion of fused transfer matrices '* acting
on the tensor product of physical spin representations one then obtains an infinite
sequence of Hamiltonians in involution. Particularly, the first logarithmic derivative of
the fundamental transfer matrix (evaluated at the shift point) yields the (homogeneous)
Heisenberg spin-1/2 chain. Similarly, transfer matrices with higher (auxiliary) spins
yield the spin-S counterparts to Equation (1.1).

Before describing the eigenspectrum of the spin-S Heisenberg chains, we wish to
make two remarks that are of particular importance:

e Even though the R-matrices are invariance under the quantum group transforma-
tions, the resulting spin-chain Hamiltonians with periodic boundary conditions do
not obey global U, (sl(2)) invariance.'”” This means particularly that eigenstates

of integrable Fateev—Zamolodchikov spin-S' chains do not organize into irreducible

finite-dimensional multiplets of the quantum algebra.

e Hermiticity of integrable spin-S Hamiltonians is ensured only for S < 1 but not
automatically higher spins S > 1. To the best of our knowledge, this peculiarity
has been first recognized in Refs. |71, 72|, and afterwards examined in greater detail

in Ref. [30].

3.1. Quasiparticle content and scattering data

Below we succinctly describe the structure of magnonic excitations in the XXZ
Heisenberg spin-S chains while avoiding algebraic constructions of commuting fused
transfer matrices. Most of the relevant information, including the diagonalization
procedure, can be found in Refs. |71, 72, 86, 87].

The entire algebraic diagonalization can be in fact carried out uniformly for all
physical spins S € %ZJF, taking into the account that bare momenta of elementary
single-magnon excitations are of the form

42900 = g [SR0£05)]
sinh (6 — iv.S)

On the other hand, the elementary scattering amplitude S(6) (associated to an elastic

(3.1)

12 Commuting transfer matrices that provide Hamiltonians with local interactions are correspond to
auxiliary traces of monodromy operators with the same representation in the auxiliary spaces. Other
auxiliary representations yield conserved quantities with quasilocal densities [41].

13 Relatedly, Yangian invariance is likewise broken in finite-volume isotropic Heisenberg chains.)
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collision of two magnons) is independent of spin size S, reading
sinh (0 — 1)

S) = ————=.
(6) sinh (0 +1)

Imposing periodic boundary conditions, the magnon momenta get quantized to discrete

(3.2)

values. The Bethe equations take the form of Equation (2.4), with bare momenta
pgzs)(ﬁ). The total momentum and energy of each regular eigenstate with a unique
pattern of Bethe roots {6;} are computed by summing over the magnon rapidities,
namely P =3 p?s) (0;) and B =}, 6525) (6;). The one-particle bare energies take the
form [71, 0]

£(29) sin (25 )

r0) = ~sinh (0 — iy 2S) sinh (0 + iy2S) (3:3)

Bethe strings. Rapidities of individual magnon excitations are complex-valued in
general. In the thermodynamic limit, the overwhelming majority of rapidities arrange
themselves into certain regular string compounds. The constituent magnon rapidities
of the so-called ‘s-string’ form patterns of the form [70]

zk: 3"‘1(8"‘1—2]{?4—21(1—0'250'3)), (34)
’ Y

disregarding vanishing finite-size corrections. In Equation (3.4), «v is used to designate
different strings, while index k runs over internal magnons of an s-string, with s € N.
Moreover, each s-string is additionally associated a Zs-parity o, = +1, while oo € {£1}
is a fixed ‘spin parity’. As customary, we introduce parameter |70, 71, 72, 80]

Po = —, (3.5)

which is particularly convenient for characterizing the magnon spectrum of the model.
The spin-parity is given by

g = €25 Pl (3.6)

The complexified rapidity space of the model thus takes the shape of an infinitely long
cylinder of circumference 2ipy.

3.1.1. Roots of unity and Takahashi—-Suzuki numbers For irrational values of anisotropy
parameter pg, the quasiparticle spectrum of the model involves infinitely many species
[70]. For rational values, py € Q, one however finds only a finite number of species
courtesy of the ‘quantum truncation’ [70]. Indeed, it is the rational py that are of
physical relevance'* and therefore we subsequently restrict ourselves exclusively to the
root-of-unity values of ¢ and set

m l

Y= ﬂ-?a Po = 2 2> (37)

m
where m and ¢ > m two arbitrary co-prime integers.

14 Trrational pg can be approximated by a rational pg to arbitrary prescribed accuracy.
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Complete classification of admissible Bethe strings has been originally obtained by
Takahashi and Suzuki in their seminal paper [70]. For our purposes, a brief summary
will suffice. The Bethe strings, cf. Eq. Equation (3.4), are uniquely determined by
their length n and parity o which can be inferred with aid of the so-called Takahashi—
Suzuki numbers. The latter have been deduced from the requirement that in the
spin-singlet Fermi sea all the quasiparticle bands are fully occupied. By considering
the fundamental chain with S = 1/2, Takahashi and Suzuki recursively defined three
sequences of auxiliary numbers'’

Pit1 = Pi—1 — Vi—1Pi» D1 = 1, (3-8)
Yitl =Yi-1 T Viyi, Yo=1, y-1=0, (3-9)
m;i =m; +v;, m =1y my=0. (3.10)

where v-numbers specify the continued-fraction expansion of parameter pg, that is

1
Po = [1/0,1/1,1/2,...] :I/()—I—il. (311)
Vl + vo+...

In terms of the T'S numbers, the admissible string lengths can be expressed recursively
as

ng =Vy;—1 + (S — ml)yl, m; <s< m;4q, (312)
while the associated parities are given by (beware the floor function in the exponent)
O-S — eiﬂ-\_(ns_l)/p()J’ S % ml’ O‘ml e —1 (313)

When pg € Q, the continued fraction expansion terminates at level v, implying there is
m, distinct species in the spectrum which arrage themselves into b ‘bands’. It is worth
pointing out that there a pair of single (unbound) magnons with n = 1 of opposite
parties 0 = +£1.

We have already emphasized earlier that for chosen physical spin of size S €
%ZJF, not every interaction parameter ~ is admissible. According to the analysis of
Refs. [71, 72, 80|, the Hamiltonian ceases to be hermitian on a union of disjoint segments
within the compact interval [0,7/2]. What this implies, in particular, is that in the
regime pg < 2S5 there exist no spin-S hermitian XX7 Hamiltonian. Likewise, for
po < 285, there is no unitary spin-S representation of U, (sl(2)) at values ¢ = cos (7/po).
This fact can be alternatively deduced from the structure of the fused R-matrices,
yielding the following requirements

cos[y(2S +1)] S cos(yn) Vne{25—-1,28—-3,...,-25+1}, (3.14)

where < signifies that either of the two inequalities is sufficient. By fixing spin 5,
the above condition can likewise only be fulfilled on a unit of disjoint subintervals of
[0,7/2]. The allowed regions of v can be deduced from a remarkably simple criterion

15 Notice that the m-numbers are unrelated to mg, representing bare spin (i.e. the number of quanta)
of an s-string bound state. In our present notation, the my are instead given by the n-numbers, namely
ms = Ng.
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[71], stating that 25 + 1 has to coincide with one of the TS numbers n;. What is
even more remarkable is that the exact same criterion plays the role of the ‘stability
condition’ for the formation of magnonic bound states, which may alternatively be seen
as the condition for normalizability of the wavefunctions'®

oy, = sin (ys) sin (y(n — s)) Vse{l,2,...,n—1}, (3.15)

in agreement with the reality condition (3.14), upon making identifications n = 25 + 1
and 0, = 0a5.

In summary, the outlined classification scheme can be applied to the entire family of
the Heisenberg spin-S XXZ chain provided that n, = 25 +1, is among the T'S numbers
(with the corresponding parity o). Violation of this condition implies non-hermitian
Hamiltonian for that particular value of interaction parameter . Additionally, when py
is a rational number, namely for py = ¢/m, there is only finitely many bound states in
the spectrum. In this case ¢ is the upper bound for the size of an n-string. In fact, the
largest, so-called complete ‘/-string’, represents a zero mode in the spectrum, i.e. an
excitation that leaves the total energy of a state unchanged. We further expand on this
distinguished property in Section 3.2.

3.1.2. Bethe-Yang and TBA equations By inserting the Bethe strings into the Bethe
equations and introducing the macrostate density ps(6) in accordance with the standard
prescription, one arrives at the Bethe-Yang integral equations of the form

ngt = KRg Ks — KRg %78/ * Psty (316)

where s € {1,...,m} and ks = sign(K,(d)) € 1. Convolution kernels 7 »(#) in
Equation (3.16) are defined as logarithmic derivatives of the scattering amplitudes
ascribed to the scattering of an s-string with an s'-string with rapidity difference 6.
Additional dependence on the physical spin S, which has been suppressed for clarity,
enters through the elementary kernels

1
K.(0) = -0l (0). (317

We remind that scattering amplitudes do not depend on S, but only the scattering data
(S-matrix) associated with the quasiparticle spectrum. The total state densities pt°*(0)

are identified with the dressed quasiparticle momenta via 2mr,p™(6) = [Opp{>> (6)]

Special attention should be payed to the presence parities

Ks = (_1)7“(8)’ My (s) S S S My (s)+1- (318)

When the reality condition is fulfilled, namely when 25 + 1 is a T'S number, parities s
actually do not depend on S. For a string of length n, they are given by

K = (_1)Ln/poJ+L(n—1)/poJ' (3.19)

It is worth reminding here that in the case of S = 1/2, the parity of the n,-string
equals o, = (—1)Ls=D/Po] (with the exception of s = m,), showing that parities x, are

16 This condition has been originally found by Korepin [38] in his study of the massive Thirring model.
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generally differ from the string parities o,. Even though there no such distinction is
necessary in the case of principal roots of unity with m = 1 (where ks = o), one has to
carefully distinguish these parities in the general case. Moreover, the ‘range function’
r(s) specifies to the quasiparticle band of the sth quasiparticle.

Another useful sequence of numbers introduced by the Takahashi and Suzuki are
g-numbers,

qs = (_1)Z(pz — (S — mi)pi+1)7 do = Do, qm, = (_1>bpb7 (320)

with m; < s < m;;y —1fori=20,1,...,b— 1. For instance, the elementary kernels

associated to the ng-strings in the fundamental (S = 1/2) chain read'”
L sin(e)

- sinh (3qsw)
~ 2pg cosh (26) + cos ()’

sinh (Jw)

KW (0)

s K (w) = (3.21)
The higher spin analogues have been obtained by Kirillov and Reshetikhin [71, 72];
here we only quote the final result, which is most economically expressed in the Fourier
space K§2S)(w) = s o 15:(s)41(w) + 2cosh (Zqow), where o7 is the Fredholm kernel,
s (0) = Ks0s,90(0) + K o(6), and the sequence of ‘s-kernels’ is given explicitly by

$i(w) = [2cosh (Zp;w)]~". In terms of auxiliary functions

ﬁ&@zamﬁg}_lga}

ns—1
. n, — 1 1 W
3w | ({0 - {0 5, 322
; Po Po 2 (3.22)
with {o} denoting the fractional part of a number, kernel &7 admits the following
factorizable form (assuming s’ > s) @ ¢ (w) = Fy ¢ (W) = 2Ky (wW)7Ns(W)+Ks s myOsmy—1-

The energy density in a macrostate of a general spin-S integrable Heisenberg chain
admits the following mode resolution

e=—4p Y / dOK P9 (0)p,(8). (3.23)

The TBA equations for the thermodynamic Y-functions accordingly assume the
following canonical form

log Vs = hn, — 48 pg K& + kK g xlog(1 + Vy), (3.24)

where h is the chemical potential coupling to the total magnetization Sf,, = Zle S7.
The rescaled density of free energy, f = —f f, is given the following spectral resolution

F=3, ke [dOKED () log(1 4+ 1/24(6)).

17 Tt is worth pointing out that our convention deviates slightly from the earlier works in that rapidity
variable A used e.g. in Refs. [70, 71, 72, 86] is linked to our variable 6 via the simple rescaling 6 = (2/7)\.
Accordingly, the Fourier space representations differ by a multiplicative factor of /2.
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3.1.3. Resolvent formulation. Algebraic structure of the scattering kernels becomes
more transparent in the resolvent formulation as briefly described below. To facilitate
the computation, it is handy to make use of a compact matrix notation. Firstly, we
associate to the scattering kernel IC the bare resolvent R via 1 —R = (1 + &IC)~!, and
introduce the Fredholm operator

F=1+kKn, (3.25)

while suppressing dependence on spin S. The Bethe-Yang integral equations can be
written in terms of its inverse

pt = F kK. (3.26)

Here kK is the vector of elementary kernels ,%SKSQS)(H). Operator F~! =1 - R®*
represents the ‘dressing kernel’, with dressed resolvent

R"=1-(1-R)(1-kKn)=R(1—n). (3.27)

It is important to note that F ' depend on both the scattering data via kernel /C and
on the state functions through the Fermi occupation functions n (which include also
dependence on chemical potential h), but not on physical spin S. Now, operating by
1-R = (1+k&K)™", we arrive at (1 — K¥)p** = (1 — R)xK. Notice that applying
1 — R to the vector K (containing rapidity derivatives of bare momenta) will produce
the unit function (in Fourier space) located at position (node) s = 25.

3.1.4. High-temperature limit. In the high-temperature limit (obtained by sending
f — 0), the thermodynamic Y-functions consequently become flat (i.e. lose dependence
on rapidity variable), and source terms consequently drops out entirely from the TBA
equations (3.24). We thus end up with a system of coupled algebraic recurrence relations.
Moreover, the latter admit a simple explicit solution in terms of the classical su(2)
characters x,(h) of the unitary su(2) representations of spin S, namely'®
p(s+Dh/2 _ = (s+1)h/2
xs(h) = e . (3.28)

The high-temperature Y-functions ) can be expressed as gauge-invariant ratios of

characters, reading explicitly [70]
2 2
Xty (P) Xy (h)
1+ Ys(h) = =75 ns(h) = 5"—~,
Dependence on the band index via TS numbers y; indicates that these crucially differ
from the Y-functions of the isotropic and XXZ chains with ¢ € R. It is also worth

1<s<my—2, (3.29)

emphasizing that ), depend only on interaction parameter py but not on the size of
spin S. One important corollary of this fact is that at half filling, that is for b — 0,
the dressed spin carries by the quasiparticles identically vanishes for all quasiparticle
species, with the exception of the final two species where one instead has

ht -1
Vilh) = Mxea(h),  Y-(h) = i(h) (3.30)
18 Notice that functions x4 (h) are also given by the asymptotic limit of the thermodynamic T-functions
introduced earlier in Section 2.1.
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Magnetization sum rule. Every admissible solution to the TBA equations has to
satisfy the sum rule for magnetization,

L1 = D mxpu(0) = D (), (3:31)

where the integrated densities 1 x ps() = [ df ps(6) represent partial filling fractions
associated to individual spaces. In practice, verifying the sum rule serves as a useful
consistency check.

3.2. Gapless Heisenberg spin-1/2 chain

We have now finally prepared the stage for computing the exact Drude weights.
We shall focus exclusively on the spin Drude weight, quantifying ballistic transport
of magnetization in a finite-temperature equilibrium ensemble. We will mainly be
concerned with the critical (gapless) regime (corresponding to |A| < 1) where the
aforementioned exceptional features show up. In the following, we shall make use of
the standard parametrization A = %(q +q7 ') = cos (v), with ¢ = 7. Moreover, with
no loss of generality we can make a restriction to the open interval v = (0, 7/2).

It is worthwhile to consider first the fundamental spin chain S = 1/2 (1.1).
Our main task will be to compute the spin Drude weight in the high-temperature
limit'” explicitly using the outlined hydrodynamic approach of GHD. By employing the
universal formula (2.34), we shall retrieve the exact closed-from expression in the form
of a popcorn function obtained originally in Ref. [21] using an alternative (algebraic)
computational approach.

In the outlined computational approach, the main steps are in fact identical to those
spelled out previously in Ref. [17] where, using the prescription of Ref. [21] based on the
bipartition protocol, the authors retrieve the spin Drude weight from the exact solution
to the quasi-stationary state that emerges from the initial magnetic domain wall at late
times (by taking the limit of small magnetization bias at the end of computation). Our
approach below in Section 3.2.1 is nonetheless ever more direct as it entirely avoids
dealing with nonequilibrium states. Before we present this computation, we would like
to spend some time discussing various aspects related to the exceptional structure of
the finite-volume Bethe eigenstates.

Finite-volume spectrum and zero modes. Complete classification of the highely
degenerate finite-volume spectrum in the gapless Heisenberg XXZ chain at roots of
unity deformations is a long-standing and notoriously difficult problem. In spite of
many efforts (see e.g. Ref. [39] for a major recent progress), the ‘completeness problem’
still remains unresolved with full (mathematical) rigor. What causes trouble are
exceptionally large spectral degeneracies stemming from a highly fragile behavior of

19 We make this simplification for purely technical reasons as nonperturbative results at finite
temperature are only accessible numerically via iteration which is not in the scope of this study.
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U,(sl(2)) representation then ¢ is a root of unity [0, 91, 92]. Besides the ordinary regular
Bethe strings, the Bethe equations admit certain special solutions — in integrability
literature mostly known as the Fabricius-McCoy (FM) strings |93, 91]; such ‘perfect
strings’, wrapping uniformly around the ‘rapidity cylinder’, are not deformed by finite-
volume effects and neither do interact with other types of Bethe strings, i.e. do not
pick up any phase shift [95]. Fabricius and McCoy also first observed that spectrum
organizes into multiplets of the s[(2) loop algebra [90], with descendant eigenstates
involving finitely many ‘zero modes’.

In the most recent attempt [39], the authors utilized the Wronskian reformulation
of the Bethe equations that involves two types of Baxter’s Q-functions. Each eigenstate
of the model is ascribed a unique set of Bethe roots, identified with zeros of the Baxter’s
@-function. The latter further factorizes into three pieces, comprising the regular Bethe
roots, the FM-strings (i.e. zero modes), and also ‘roots at infinity’ +oo for eigenstates
‘beyond the equator’. The non-descendant states are called primitive.?’ Degenerate
eigenstates. which all share a common set of regular Bethe roots, form descendant
towers which can be presented graphically as Hasse diagrams [39]. Adding roots at
infinity amounts to lowers magnetization by one unit. On the other hand, the addition
of a FM-string amounts to lower magnetization by ¢ units.

The FM-strings also admit the creation and annihilation operators [39] that
can be produced transfer matrices with auxiliary semi-cyclic representations [51].
Such semi-cyclic transfer matrices either commute of anticommute with the fused
unitary commuting transfer matrices but, importantly, do not commute with the total
magnetization.*!

Non-unitary quasilocal Z-charges. When ¢ is a roots of unity, the descendant
eigenstates yield (modulo an overall sign) the same eigenvalues on the unitary (fused)
transfer matrices. Since spectral degeneracies cannot be lifted by quasilocal charges
associated with the unitary transfer matrices, this leave extra room for quasilocal charges
of different type. Although it may not be very obvious, there indeed exist a rather
elementary justification for this: in order to guarantee complete factorizability of the
many-body S-matrix in the large-volume limit, there has to exist enough (quasi)local
symmetries to unique determine the macrostate, while keeping in mind that non-
local charges contain information that is lost upon coarse-graining. The bijective
correspondence formalizing this intuition is known as the string-charge duality [10].

To better elaborate on this subtle point, let us have a closer look at the trivial zero-
energy eigenstate (representing the completely polarized state). In the framework of
the Algebraic Bethe Ansatz, such ferromagnetic eigenstate provides the pseudovacuum

20 Even two primitive states can be degenerate when they are related by spin-reversal symmetry.

21 Semi-cyclic spin representations likewise enable to construct additional quasilocal conservation laws
of the model [51]. Such charges, commonly referred to as the ‘Y-charges’, are nonetheless not in
involution with the unitary ‘X-charges’ nor the non-unitary quasilocal ‘Z-charges’ [41]. They instead
enclose, together with the Z-charges, the Onsager algebra [39, 97].
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for magnon excitations. It is important to note that such a ferromagnetic eigenstate
is not unique; for instance, spin-reversal transformation yields another (inequivalent)
pseudo-vacuum eigenstate of oppositely polarization. In the gapped regime, that is
for |A| > 1, such pair of Zs-degenerate pseudovacua produces two independent sets of
Bethe eigenstates, in turn implying a global Z, degeneracy of any (quasi)local charge.
This is no longer so at the isotropic point A = 1 where, due to restoration of the global
SU(2) invariance, the pseudovacuum state becomes an S?-valued order parameter, while
eigenstates consequently organize into spin multiplets (i.e. irreducible representations
of su(2)). Both ferromagnetic pseudovacua belong to the same (largest) multiplet.
By Nambu-Goldstone theorem, the low-energy spectrum of magnon modes becomes
gapless. Lowering of the total spin amounts to sending individual magnon rapidities to
infinity.

In the gapless phase |A < 1|, the non-abelian continuous symmetry is again reduced
down to the residual continuous U(1) symmetry. This time however, this is accompanied
by a dramatic reorganization of the eigenspectrum. Assuming ferromagnetic exchange
interaction, the ground state becomes non-trivially filled with quasiparticles that enjoys
U(1) degeneracy. In analogy with the isotropic chain, both ferromagnetic pseudovacua
belong to the same ‘vacuum tower’ and all the unitary charges act trivially on the
pseudovacuum descendants. The key difference is that in the critical phase the conserved
third component of total magnetization is not sufficient to fully resolve the spectral
degeneracies. This time, this can only be achieved with additional commuting non-
unitary quasilocal conservation laws (in involution with all the unitary quasilocal charges
and magnetization) identified and constructed®” in Ref. [21]. Despite both pseudovacua
remain conjugate to one another under the spin reversal, both yielding zero total energy,
only one of the two can be a proper pseudovacuum void of quasiparticles while its
counterpart is an eigenstate filled with the zero modes (alongside the Bethe roots at
infinity). This peculiarity can be neatly illustrated in a nonequilibrium setting by
initialiing the system in two semi-infinite thermal partitions of opposite magnetization
joining at the origin. In the gapped regime, such an entropic magnetic domain undergoes
diffusive spreading. In the gapless regime however, one observes ballistic melting [23, 17],
telling that one of the partitions cannot be empty of quasiparticle modes but instead
must play a role of an infinite ‘buffer’ quasiparticles. Moreover, it is not difficult to verify
that neither of the two partitions is charged under the unitary (quasi)local conserved
charges. This leads to the conclusion that that one of the partitions indeed has to be a
sea of zero modes.

The need for additional, non-unitary, quasilocal conservation laws can also be
recognized by inspecting the structure of TBA macrostates. Once again invoking
the string-charge duality, there should exist sufficiently many (quasi)local conserved

22 An algebraic construction of Ref. [21] utilizes transfer matrices built from auxiliary non-unitary
highest-weight Verma modules of U,(s[(2)). For ¢ =7 with v € Q, such Verma modules decompose
into two submodules. Since one of which has finite dimension, it can be traced over to produce a new
transfer matrix.
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quantities to unambiguously determine the complete set of quasiparticle densities
that encode equilibrium macrostates. It has been demonstrated in Ref. [10] that
without incorporating the Z-charges, the unitary (fused) charges give access only to
a submanifold of macrostates (with vanishing average magnetization), subjected to the
additional constraints on the final densities (in the TS enumeration scheme), p_ = p.
and p_ = p,. Solely information coming from the unitary conserved charges therefore
does not allow to unambiguously determine the total state densities of a macrostate.
This was afterwards confirmed explicitly in Ref. [22] which completes the duality
transformation with the missing information coming from the non-unitary Z-charges.

Exponentially large spectral degeneracy linked with the presence of zero modes
might seem a bit concerning, particularly because eigenstates that involve such zero
modes have not been explicitly accounted for in the construction of equilibrium
macrostates despite their number growing exponentially with system size. The complete
Bethe strings have been discarded on the basis that they not exert any force on the
regular magnons or bound states thereof, reflecting the property of the scattering
amplitudes S, S_ = 1. On the other hand, a finite filling fraction of such perfect
strings would in principle amount to an extra non-zero contribution to the (Yang—Yang)
entropy density s. The standard the TBA approach based on the Takahashi—Suzuki’s
classification, invoking only the regular bound states, nonetheless yields the correct value
of free energy. To resolve this conundrum, one can picture an FM-string as a composite
excitation made from the last two magnonic bound states binding together into an exact
string. While in any finite volume one can always tell apart a proper zero mode from two
separate species of strings of types (¢ — 1,+) and (1, —), this distinction disappears in
the thermodynamic limit where quasiparticles represent faithful (i.e. sharply defined)
asymptotic excitations. In particular, this means that there is not need of including
the FM-strings among other regular (i.e. energy-carrying) excitations since (at the
coarse-grained level of macrostates) they will be automatically accounted for by the
quasiparticle densities of the last two species. Let us also add that the free-fermion
point A = 0 (7/y = 2) is special, since there is no other species besides the pair of
distinguished quasiparticles, which are simply unbound magnons of different parities
(i.e. strings of types (1,+) and (1, —)) interpreted as two branches of a single fermionic
excitation. As we are going to see in a minute, fermionic character of such distinguished
quasiparticles persists at other roots of unity q.

3.2.1. Spin Drude weight We now turn our attention to the dressing equations. As
announced earlier, we shall confine ourselves exclusively to the high-temperature limit
where dressing simplifies to a finite system of coupled recurrence relations. Despite that,
we suspect that a closed-form expression for the spin Drude weight can only found in
the special case of half filling h = 0, the reason being that the dressed magnetization
md of all the quasiparticles with the exception of the last two exactly vanishes in this
limit. By contrast, for general h there remains a sum of the magnon spectrum, see
Equation (2.34). To proceed, we employ the following strategy: first, we restrict our
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considerations to the sequence of primitive roots of unity v/m = 1/¢; at those isolated
points, the spectrum of magnon excitations comprises exactly ¢ species, whereas the
final two species are the (¢ — 1)-string of positive parity at position s = ¢ — 1 and
an unbound magnon of negative parity at the end node with s = ¢. Dependence on
anisotropy 7 only enters through the dispersion relation and can be taken care of at the
very end.

The computations are most conveniently performed in the resolvent formalism,
enabling to express the dressing equations in a locally-coupled form. The bare and
dressed Fredholm kernels can be inverted explicitly in Fourier space. For instance, the
bare resolvent reads explicitly

-2
R(w) =Y (i1 + 0i415)81(w) + Gr—2.-25] (w)
j=1
+ ((5@_1,5_2 + 5@75_2)§1(w) + (55_275_1 — (55_2,5)3’1((4)). (332)

Notice that the self-coupling term that appears at node ¢ — 2 can be removed using
131 (w)]20p—s = 31(w)(pe(w) + py(w)), yielding the following decoupled dressing equations
of the total state densities®’

,03%2_3 —S1% (ﬁj—lpﬁ-‘fl + ﬁj+lpﬁtl) = 05,151, (3.33)
Pty — s1 % (Ru—apiy + 102 + nepl™) =0, (3.34)
Pty — s1% Py =0, (3.35)

using here 77; = 1 — n; as the abbreviation for the hole occupation functions. It now
becomes evident that morphology of the resulting equations is that of the Dynkin graph
of type D,. The solution can be found explicitly with aid of the Fourier transform,

== =00 o) sinh (3w)  xa(h) smhGe) |
while (noting that g,_; = 1) the last two densities are of the form
o - L sinh (gi) 1 R
i) = 7 (w) = MO oty = NP () Ko ), (3.37)
We have introduced a rescaling factor
tanh (h
AP (h) = anh (h) (3.38)

“ 1 —ne1(h) — ne(h)’
where ny_;(h) and ny(h) are the Fermi occupation function assigned to the last two
species. Recall that Y, (h)YV,(h) = ", implying

1 1

ne—1(h) = = . 3.39
-1(h) 14+ Yiei(h) 14 exe—2(h) (3:39)
Notice that AS)(h) remains finite even in the » — 0 limit,
i ALy — ¢
flzli% A (h) = -1 (3.40)

23 To prevent confusion with the s-kernels, we now label quasiparticle types with j instead of s.
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In the proximity of the bare vacuum we find limj,_,o, Aj(h) = 1 (for all j), thereby
correctly recovering the bare momenta.

Pseudo-fermions. Using that p/(0) = 270 K;(0), we find that the dressed momenta
of the last two strings, py = py_1 and p_ = py, differ from their bare values up to an
overall rescaling factor, namely

PE(0) = A(h)p(9),  piF(0) = —p'(0). (3.41)
Curiously, momenta of the distinguished quasiparticles get affected by other magnons in
a state only through an h-dependent rescaling factor, a curious property that one could
hardly anticipate. A completely analogous procedure can now be repeated also for the
rapidity derivatives of bare energies which are given by

e(0) = —msin () Kj(6). (3.42)

J

Particularly, the last two species carry bare energies®!

1 2sin ()
2 cos (y) + cosh (20) | -

Once again, the dressed energies coincide with the bare values up to the same rescaling

ep_1(0) = —ey(0) = —msin () Oy (3.43)

factor Ag-l)(h). The main outcome of this analysis is that the effective velocities of
propagation of the last two quasiparticles in the spectrum (being the only species that
retain finite dressed magnetization in the h — 0 limit) are precisely the bare velocities,

/ /
off () _ ei(f)
v 9 et = = 0 9 . 344
=0 = e e Y 4
Lastly, let us remind that bare velocities of the strings correspond to the group velocity,
reading
sin (7) K5(0)
(0) = — . 4

We have learned that even for ¢ > 2, the distinguished pair of magnonic species at
the end of the truncated quasiparticle spectrum, if seen as a single excitation, bears close
formal similarities with a fermionic mode at the noninteracing point (¢ = 2) despite non-
trivial interaction. The effective velocity of propagation of such a mode is completely
unaffected by the finite-density background of other magnon excitations despite non-
trivial scattering phase shifts. This observation has already been made earlier in
Ref. [17], where the authors pointed out the fact that the exceptional quasiparticles
disguise themselves as an electron ‘contracted Brillouin zone’.

Spin Drude weight at half-filling. Upon turning the U(1) chemical potential off,
namely sending h — 0, all the regular quasiparticles species exhibit a paramagnetic
behavior, i.e. they are stripped off their magnetization while propagating through a
non-magnetized thermal background. The sole contribution to the spin Drude weight,

24 This expression holds for all v € (0,7/2), not only at v = /<.
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cf. Equation (2.34), comes therefore from the irregular doublet of excitations at the
end of the spectrum which, in contrast with other regular strings, retain finite dressed
magnetization even as h — 0:
1 dr
) =1-n(0)=75,  m¥0)=
The spin Drude weight at half filling, Dy = limy,_,o D(h), is accordingly given a compact

N

(3.46)

expression nearly identical to that of free fermions,

(-1
D= [0 0) (3.47)
The rapidity integral in Equation (3.47) can be performed explicitly as follows:
¢(—1 [do e
Dy =0 [ ol O 0) (3.48)
0 —1 Pe(00)
=AM / dpe(v (pe))? 4
a0 [ e (3.49)
=1 sin () 2/;0((00) . 9
= A(0) | ———— d 3.50
dro, * (0) [sin (/)] Jpp—o0) pesin(pe), (3:50)
where in the last line we have used that®’
eff sin (’7) : ™
=\ 4 =T—. .01
Uy sin (W/f) S (O-ZPZ)v p@( OO) :Ff (3 ) )
Finally, by taking into account that o, = —1, Agl)(O) = (/[2(¢ — 1)], we obtain the

compact formula

1 sin? () _ sin (27 /)
0= 8 5in? (n/0) {1 o)l } ’

in agreement with the previous results [21, 23

(3.52)

, 31, 32].

3.8. Anisotropic chains of higher spin

Having understood that the only non-trivial contribution to the spin Drude weight at
half filling comes from a pseudo-fermionic doublet excitation, it is natural to seek the
same feature in the general spin-S XXZ chains. The computation for higher spins S
goes essentially analogous, apart from the fact that the ‘source node’ in the (algebraic)

dressing equations now jumps higher to position j = 25. %6

For definiteness, we only consider the case of half filling.”” Once again, all the

regular Bethe strings behave diamagnetically, limj,_,q m?rd_l(h) = 0. The last two

magnonic species are different and yield positive contributions to the spin Drude weight

25 We note that the velocity is a monotonously increasing function of rapidity 6 which at large 6
asymptotes to limg_, 1o v+ (0) = £ sin (7/¢).

26 We are going to make an extra minor assumption that the source node located at j = 2.5 is not any
of the last three nodes, i.e. that j is a node ‘in the bulk’ of the Dynkin graph.

27 While general formulae for finite h can be easily evaluated with help of Mathematica, they turn out
to be rather unwieldy. At any rate, displaying such expressions would not add any substaintial value.
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for any S. It is worth noticing that neither the occupation functions, ny_17n,_1 = neny =
(¢ — 1)/02, nor the dressed magnetization, limy_om$ (k) = lim,_omd(h) = £/2,
depend on the size of spin S, which only affects the total state densities py_1 = py.
Writing D(()zs) = limy,_,o Dézs)(h) and using the property [pfs) (0)]F = —[pff) (0)]% for
all S > 1/2, we arrive at the same form as earlier in the case of S =1/2,

-1 o o
D = 5= [ s @) 0 (3.53)

Fateev—Zamolodchikov spin-1 chain. We next explicitly examine the integrable
spin-1 anisotropic quantum chain introduced by Fateev and Zamolodchikov [31]. A
non-trivial (albeit suboptimal) lower bound on the spin Drude weight in the high-
temperature limit at half filling has been computed in Ref. [98]. To our knowledge,
the exact exact spin Drude weight has not been computed thus far.

By inspecting the explicit solution to the algebraic dressing equations, we find that
the dressed momenta (and therefore also the total state densities) of the exceptional
doublet once again coincide with the rescaled rapidity derivatives of their bare momenta,

Pl (0) = AP (h) K2, (0). (3.54)

This time, the proportionality factor, denoted by A®(h), acquires an extra
multiplicative term compare to Aél_)l(h), namely

1 tanh (h)
AP () = (1 . .
e-1(h) ( * e2h+1+6_2h) (1 " (h) —ng(h)) (3:55)
Accordingly, it remains to compute the momentum integral
0 —1 pe—1(00) 9
D(()2) — TAf_)l(())/ dpe—i1 (v§) (pe-1)) ™, (3.56)
pe—1(—00)
where Af_)l(O) = §A§1—)1(0)- To perform this last step, we adopt a convenient
normalization of the Hamiltonian such that the group velocities become of the form**
. (2)
sin (7) K57 (0)
v;(0) = — . 3.57
0= - (3.57)
Using the relation
o sin (op-1pe—1)
’sz_fl = Vyp—1 = W (358)
we finally obtain
1 sin (47 /0)
DY = 1- . .
P = ey | ) (3:59)

28 We note that this normalization differs from the one used in Refs. [71, 72, 80].
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Higher spins. Having confirmed the presence of the pseudo-femionic quasiparticle in
the S = 1 chain, it would seem reasonable to conjecture that the same feature takes place
for an arbitrary size of physical spins. However, and to our surprise, this expectation
does not materialize. By specializing to the primitive roots of unity ¢ = 7/7, we have
computed and verified”” the solutions for S = 3/2 and for moderately small ¢ > 6.
We have not been able to find any relation analogous to Equation (3.54). What we
have found instead is that the ratio of K f’)(ﬁ) and p}°*; () involves explicit dependence
on rapidity 8. We lack any deeper insight regarding this mysterious observation at
this moment, which hopefully is not due to an oversight.”’ It is worth emphasizing
though that such absence of such pseudo-fermions does not present any obstruction for
implementing the outlined computational scheme, and neither does have any impact on
our initial conjecture regarding the popcorn Drude weights. Moreover, in the limit of
half-filling h — 0, the contribution is still only due to the exceptional quasiparticle
species, in accordance with Equation (3.53). The key difference is in the dressed
dispersion relation, which in the case S > 1 makes the analytic evaluation of the
momentum integral (3.53) somewhat more involved.

Semi-classical limit. Before wrapping this chapter up, we would like to make some
insightful remarks regarding the large-S limit. To begin with, we note the spin Drude
weight remains strictly positive for all S, D) > 0, and as emphasized previously, the

(25) at half filling is due to the last pair of quasiparticles. Of

only contribution to D
course, one should not forget about the non-trivial hermiticity constraint which rules
out certain domains of interaction parameter . This implies, in particular, that the
large-S limit does not exist for arbitrary 7. Nevertheless, despite this extra technical
condition the spin-S Heisenberg XXZ chain admits a well-defined semi-classical limit.
Integrability of the spin-S XXZ Heisenberg chain remains preserved upon taking
the semi-classical limit, yielding the lattice version of the anisotropic Landau—Lifhistz
model [99]. Indeed, the one-dimensional Landau-Lifshitz magnet is arguably one of the
most renowned completely integrable nonlinear differential equation [100]. In order to
access the semi-classical eigenstates of the Heisenberg spin chain, one has to perform
a suitable scaling limit in which both the effective ‘Planck constant’ A and coupling
parameter v are simultaneously sent to zero.’! Presently, the effective Planck constant
is just the inverse magnitude of the quantum spin, namely i = 1/S. Hence, using the
following parametrization of the anisotropy parameter v = ph = /S and v = 7/pyg, we

29 We have used Mathematica to explicitly verify the kernel identities, and also verified that the
obtained solutions satisfy the magnetization rule for general h.

30 We can speculate whether this could be indirectly related to the fact that, for S > 3/2, the
XXZ Hamiltonians of higher spin are non-hermitian in the entire range of v € (0,7/2). Equivalently,
n, =25+ 1 for S > 3/2 is not a TS number for the entire range of v € (0,7/2).

31 There exist a similar semi-classical continuous limit, yielding an integrable classical field theory
of an anisotropic Landau-Lifshitz ferromagnet, where y is sent to zero alongside the lattice spacing
parameter, while S is kept fixed (see Ref. [101] for a derivation).
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can readily deduce the following useful relation

Po T

RS (3.60)
As it turns out, the rescaled anisotropy parameter o is none other than the axial
anisotropy of the classical lattice Landau-Lifshitz model (in the so-called easy-plane
regime). One can arrive at the same conclusion on purely algebraic grounds by taking the
semi-classical limit of U, (sl(2)) for ¢ = €. This way, one deduces the so-called Sklynin’s
quadratic Poisson algebra [102, , | (more details can be found e.g. in Appendix
A of Ref. [105] and references therein). On a related note, the Sklaynin’s bracket is only
non-degenerate on a symplectic submanifold fixed by a Casimir invariant parametrized
by o. Such submanifolds are topologically equivalent to a 2-sphere only when o is
restricted to a compact interval o € [0,7/2]. This restriction implies 7/p € (2, 00),
which is evidently guaranteed in the large-S limit whenever the hermiticity condition
po > 25 is respected. There are no further restrictions apart from pg ~ 1/h. The semi-
classical regime can therefore be reached simply by putting pg = ¢ and subsequently
considering the sequence of primitive roots of unity. The requirement that ¢ > 2.5 will
ensure that the Bethe string of length n = 25 + 1 is always present in the quasiparticle
spectrum. Hence, the largest Bethe string of size n,_; = ¢ — 1 and positive parity
survives taking the semi-classical limit. While the total number of distinct quasiparticles
diverges upon taking the S — oo limit, only large bound states with S ~ £ quanta yield
classical solutions that carry finite energy. Indeed, such giant magnonic coherent states
composed of n ~ S quanta can be seen as an emergent classical mode, representing
a precessional soliton of the Landau-Lifshitz equation. Such an identification can be
directly established with aid of the Asymptotic Bethe Ansatz (see Ref. [106, 101] for
continuous isotropic and easy-axis Landau-Lifshitz field theory).

The above picture suggests that the exceptional pair of excitations that truncates
the quantum spectrum of magnonic bound states is a genuinely quantum effect which
eventually disappears at the level of semi-classical eigenstates. A naive conclusion would
therefore be that the spin Drude weight in the classical lattice Landau-Lifshitz model
will be identically vanish at finite temperature and vanishing magnetization density.
However, according to the numerical simulations performed in Refs. [107, |, this is
clearly not so. In Ref. [107] it is found that spin transport in the easy-plane regime
is everywhere finite, while displaying smooth dependence on the interaction anisotropy
0. This apparent mismatch does not necessarily imply a flaw in our logic, but rather
it may be point to a new types of emergent non-linear classical modes. Just for an
illustration, let us mention semi-classically quantized topological kink of the easy-axis
Landau-Lifshitz model. As demonstrated in Ref. [101], the kink mode, when semi-
classically quanitzed, admits an exceptional arrangement of constituent magnons in
the form of a ‘double condensate’. There is evidently no quantum analogue of such a
kink among thermodynamic excitations of the gapped Heisenberg spin-1/2 chain. For
this reason, we find it plausible that next the ordinary solitons the easy-plane regime
supports emergent classical current-carrying modes with a non-vanishing contribution
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to the thermodynamic free energy. In this regard, one should also keep in mind that
thermodynamic state functions (i.e. densities and Fermi occupation function) have to
be rescaled with an effective Planck parameter [35] (see e.g. [108] for the attractive
Lieb-Liniger Bose gas).

4. Quantum symmetry in the sine-Gordon model

In this chapter, we study the sine-Gordon quantum field theory, another important
paradigm of integrable models. While there exist a fairly large body of work devoted
to the model and its integrability aspects, the dynamical properties of the model in
thermal equilibrium remain virtually unexplored. It nonetheless deserves to highlight
the effective semi-classical approach developed by Damle and Sachdev [109], and more
recent developments in the domain of quantum quenches |10, , |. Moreover,
a recent study [113] focuses particularly to the low-temperature regime by using the
approach of GHD.

The quantum sine-Gordon model [l 11, , , , , | is a relativistic
quantum field theory for a scalar field ¢, governed by the Lagrangian density

1 2
L= + ﬁ cos (Bep), (4.1)
where ¢, = 0,9, B, denotes the coupling constant and my is the (dimensionfull) mass.

The Hamiltonian of the model takes the form
m2

Hse = %/dx <W2 + 2 — ﬁ2 9 (cos (Beyp) — 1)), (4.2)

where m = ¢, is the canonical momentum. The coupling parameter . is traditionally
parametrized in terms of a positive parameter

_(B2/8m) B _ &
&= 1—(32/87) < 8 £+ 1 (4:3)

At the critical point, & = 1, the theory becomes equivalent to a free massive Dirac
fermion, separating the repulsive regime with &€ > 1 (0 < 3. < v/87) from the attractive
regime with 0 < 82/87 < 1/2.

In the repulsive regime, the S-matrix is free of any poles in the ‘physical strip’,
signifying absence of bound states. In contrast, in the attractive regime, 0 < £ < 1,
|1/¢]| massive breathers appear in the spectrum of elementary massive excitations,
representing bound states of kinks and antikinks with masses

Mj:2Msin<gj§>, j=1,2,...1/¢), (4.4)

where M is the renormalized soliton mass (distinct from the bare mass mg). In the
limit & — oo one approaches the asymptotically free regime. The semiclassical regime
corresponds to taking & — 0.%

32 By virtue of the weak-strong duality, the 32/87 — oo also admits the semiclassical description.
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The excitation spectrum of the sine-Gordon theory has the simplest structure at the
so-called reflectionless points & = 1/n or, equivalently, at values of 32/87 = 1/(n + 1).
These lie precisely at the threshold values for the appearance of new breathers: at
¢ = 1/n the spectrum comprises solely of n + 1 massive excitations, that is n — 1
bound states alongside the unbound kink and antikink. At the dual point £ = n
in repulsive regime, one finds instead a kink mode and n types of massless auxiliary
magnons. Scattering among (anti)kinks with breathers is completely diagonal, referring
to absence of back-scattering. This no longer applies to scattering between kinks and
antikinks which is instead non-diagonal. Any factorizable scattering process that mixes
internal quantum numbers can however be resolved at expense of introducing auxiliary
massless magnonic degrees of freedom [11%]. The algebraic diagonalization procedure is
thus analogous to that of the Nested Bethe Ansatz.

Solitons and topological charge. Periodicity of the sine-Gordon potential implies
Z-fold degeneracy of vacuum states. Different vacua are related to one another via shifts
v — @+ (21/B.)Z. Solitons are thus regarded as topological kinks, representing field
configurations that interpolate between two neighboring vacua.

Topological charge represents a distinguished conserved quantity of sine-Gordon
model. The total topological charge of a given field configuration can be computed by
integrating the spatial gradient of ¢(z), that is

QP = f—; /dx Opip(x). (4.5)

Adopting Einstein summation convention, the associated abelian Noether two-current
reads j* = g—;e“babap, where t = xg, * = x;. Importantly, the topological charge density
is a total derivative of a local observable and therefore the value of Q*P depends solely
on the difference of the two asymptotic values of ¢, Q"P = ffooo dz j° = 25—; ffooo dryp, =
% [o(400) —(—00)]. Kinks carry a finite amount of energy above the bare vacuum and
hence can be regarded as quasiparticles. Solitons of the opposite charge, called antikinks,
are obtained via conjugation ¢ — —¢. They carry a negative unit of topological charge.

Nondiagonal factorizable scattering. The sine-Gordon solitons therefore form an
O(2) doublet of kinks to which we assign topological quantum numbers Q*P € {£1}.
Kinks experience non-diagonal elastic scattering, meaning that their internal quantum
numbers can get exchanged during their collision. To employ the powerful machinery
of TBA, one has to first identify a complete basis of eigenstates which diagonalize
the charges. In completely factorizable theories with non-diagonal scattering, this is
accomplished with help of additional auxiliary pseudoparticles. The entire procedure is
rather lengthy and there is little use to fully reproduce it here. We instead refer our
readers to Refs. [1 10, , , | and references found therein. Since we mainly wish
to highlight certain intimate connections to the gapless Heisenberg chain, it will suffice
to briefly sketch the main steps.
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The formal similarity between the sine-Gordon model and the Heisenberg XXZ
chain can be readily recognized at the level of the two-body S-matrix which takes the
form

S(0) = So()R(0) =

(4.6)

The multiplicative scalar prefactor Sp(f) of the R-matrix R(f) is the soliton scattering
phase, cf. Refs. [115, |, which admits the following integral representation

Si6) =0, o) = [ ™ dwsin (w0) sinh(1 — §)u]

w  sinh (§éw) cosh (Fw)
The remaining matrix elements, reading

a(6) = sinh [L(ir —0)],  b(8) =sinh (6/¢),  c(6) =1 sin (r/€),(4.8)

(4.7)

represent the amplitudes associated to the non-diagonal exchange of charge. By
interpreting them as ‘Boltzmann weights’ of the 6-vertex R-matrix R(#), we immediately
recognize the fundamental trigonometric quantum R-matrix of the XXZ Heisenberg
spin-1/2 chain, customarily parametrized in terms of

agy(u) = [A+ 1]y, bev(u) =[N, v =1, (4.9)

where [z], = sin (yx)/sin(y) are the y-deformed numbers. To make this identification
exact, we multiply R(u) by sin(y) and rescale the rapidity variable as u = 160/,
from where we deduce the relation between the coupling parameters, v = 7/¢. This
connection was discussed explicitly in Ref. [121], although it is implicitly contained
already in Ref. [115]. As a consequence, in the in the limit 32/87 — 1~ (£ — o00), the
spectrum of magnon excitations becomes that of the isotropic Heisenberg spin chain.

Imagine now a scattering state involving Ny solitons with an arbitrary number of
kinks and antikinks and let @ = {6;}°, denote the set of rapidities that parametrize
momenta of Ny solitons. We then consider an auxiliary particle with rapidity A that
loops once around the system of circumference L. The sequence of elastic collisions with
all of the physical solitons results in the monodromy matrix

M, (A@) = San,(A—0n,) - Saa(A—602)Sa1(A—61). (4.10)
The associated transfer matrix, T'(A|@) = Try, M,(A|0), can be diagonalized with the
Algebraic Bethe Ansatz procedure |1 18]. Notice that T'(A|@) is indeed no other than the

fundamental transfer matrix of an inhomogeneous Heisenberg XXZ chain of spin-1/2 if
one interprets solitons’ rapidities as local inhomogeneities for spin waves. In the large-
volume limit, such auxiliary magnons bind and form Bethe strings. While the mechanism
is analogous to that of the Heisenberg XXZ chain with anisotropy A = cos () (upon
identifying ~v/m = 1/£), there is no strict bijection (at least for general values of coupling
Be) with the magnonic strings in the Takahashi—Suzuki classification due to breathers.
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4.1. Transport of topological charge

We subsequently discuss transport properties related to the topological charge. In
particular, our aim is to deduce transport properties of topological charge in a
equilibrium state with a finite density of solitons and topological charge Q'*P. For
this purpose, we couple the topological two-current to a uniform external abelian gauge
potential A, by including the term [ d?zj°A, into the action. In the Hamiltonian
formulation, this amounts to subtracting the term A Q'P where Q'P = [dzj°. The
inclusion of the gauge potential enables to control the size of the ground state. For
instance, the following equation for the ground state pseudoenergy has been obtained
by Zamolodchikov [122]

A-— / ’ A0 (0 — 0)2(6') = M cosh (6), (4.11)

B
where £(6) supported compactly on the Fermi sea [—B, B], with scattering kernel

: sinh (Z(£ + 1)w)
= [ dOe“P o (0) = 2 : 4.12
(W) / A G) 2 cosh (Fw) sinh (Féw) (4.12)
We are interested in equilibrium states at finite temperature 7" = 1/3. In this

context, we can regard the gauge potential A as chemical potential ascribed to QP.

As we now elaborate, there are in fact other formal similarities with magnetization
in the Heisenberg spin chain. Firstly, let us recall that the Heisenberg spin chain
assumes a global Z, symmetry corresponding to the spin reversal under which both
magnetization and the associated current pick up a minus sign. In the sine-Gordon
model, the combination of ‘C-parity’ conjugation, ¢ — —¢, and time-reversal (p — ¢,
m — —m) plays an analogous role. While the sine-Gordon Hamiltonian together with
the entire tower of higher local conserved charges are invariant under such Z, ‘CT-
symmetry’, i.e. they are of even parity, the topological current densities pick up a
minus sign: j° — —j° and j' — +j!. The hydrodynamic projection of topological
current J*P = [dzj'(z) = £ [daw(z) onto the conserved subspace formed by the
local charges is therefore going to be identically zero in the ‘non-topological sector’ of
the model, Q*P = 0, unless there exist extra ‘hidden’ local charges of odd C'T-parity. An
explicit computation shows, see Section 4.1.1, the Drude weight of the topological charge
always takes a non-zero value at finite density, including in the topologically neutral
sector. This implicitly validates of our initial expectation: the sine-Gordon model hides
non-unitary (quasi)local conservation laws that have not yet been disclosed.

While identifying and constructing the complete set of (quasi)local conservation
laws of the sine-Gordon model is interesting it itself, we save this task for future work.
We expect that the full set of (quasi)local charges can be obtained in a systematic
fashion from commuting fused transfer matrices with auxiliary representations of higher

dimension **, by essentially following the lines of Ref. [123]. The lightcone lattice

33 Existence of additional conservation laws beyond the standard local charges is needed to ensure
that all the degrees of freedom (i.e. quantum numbers) of a multisoliton state, including rapidities and
internal structure of (anti)kink configuration charge, get preserved throughout the scattering process.
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regularization by Destri and De Vega [121, | is perhaps the most natural setting
to carry out this program. In fact, This strategy has been already initiated in Ref.|120],
where the authors consider the unitary auxiliary spin representations, for the particular
case of principal roots of unity (where the construction mirrors that of the spin chain).
In the following, we are going to circumvent explicit algebraic constructions and address
the matter from the perspective of quasiparticles.

Given that both models, the gapless XX7 Heisenberg chain and the sine-Gordon
QTF, share a common quantum symmetry, namely U, (s((2)) with ¢ € U(1), one can
anticipate the that generic Drude weights in the sine-Gordon model will likewise reveal
commensurability effects related to the phenomenon of refragmentation. To corroborate
this view, we shall now closely examine the physically distinguished ‘topological’ Drude
weight.

Before delving into specifics, there are several remarks in order. Even though
integrable QFTs (Lorentz invariant or non-relativistic ones) can be largely treated
in parallel with integrable quantum chains, there are nonetheless certain technical
complications. Primarily, quantum field theories are not UV complete. In distinction
to quantum chains, the TBA equations describing equilibrium ensembles do not possess
a well-defined high-temperature limit. As alluded to earlier, there is little hope to
obtain closed-form solutions of the dressing equations; apart from well-studied low-
temperature limit, where one might set up a perturbative expansion, dealing with
finite temperature generally requires to employ numerical iteration schemes. There
is yet another, somewhat less severe, technical issue that pertains specifically to the
sine-Gordon QFT; the fully general form of the sine-Gordon TBA equations valid for
any coupling . is current not available in the literature. Unfortunately, this not only
obstructs analytical considerations, but also precludes a direct numerical computation of
the Drude weights. On the bright side, a purely formal analysis of the dressing equations
is already enough to deduce some (but by no means all) of the key properties. This
will allow us to further strengthen our conjecture regarding the onset of popcorn Drude
weights.

Particle content from continued fractions. Reminding ourselves that the kink
scattering matrix algebraically coincides with that of the gapless Heisenberg chain, the
internal structure of auxiliary magnons can be again inferred with help of the Takahashi—
Suzuki numbers, defined in terms of the continued-fraction expansion of the interaction
parameter &,

1

=y, 13, | = —————. 4.13
. 1

Notice that when £ € Z or £ = 1/7Z, the spectrum contains & + 1 quasiparticles. In
the repulsive regime, these correspond to a single physical soliton next to ¢ auxiliary
magnons; in the attractive regime, we instead find £ breathers and the soliton. When
¢ € Q, the quasiparticle spectrum comprises a finite number of (auxiliary) species.
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In what follows, we exploit the bijective correspondence between the quasiparticle
spectrum and the Y-systems relations. The sine-Gordon Y-system displays an
exceptionally rich structure. The general form was conjectured by Tateo [127], who also
exhibited a duality between the repulsive and attractive regimes under { — 1/£. Tateo’s
conjecture has later been proven in Ref. [128], while exhibiting a splendid interplay
between the sine-Gordon Y-systems, continued fractions, recursive triangulations of
polygons and cluster algebras.

4.1.1. Reflectionless points. The simplest structure arises in the case of reflectionless
points,corresponding to a discrete set of couplings where the reflection amplitude
vanishes. As we now describe, the quasiparticle spectrum then becomes exceptionally
simple. For ¢ € N with £ > 2, the spectrum of excitations involves precisely & + 1
species enumerated by j € {0,1,...,£}. The initial species (j = 0) in this enumeration
corresponds to the soliton. Its bare momentum and energy take the relativistic form

po(0) = M sinh (0), eo(0) = M cosh (0). (4.14)

All the remaining species are massless auxiliary magnons arising from diagonalization
of the non-diagonal scattering matrix of the model. In analogy with the spin chains,
the number of constituent magnons can be deduced with help of the continued-fraction
expansion of ¢, yielding the following TS g-numbers

q=1 for i=1,2,...,§—1, qe = 1. (4.15)
In addition, the soliton mode is assigned gy = 1. Notice also that the last quasiparticle
is distinguished by the negative ‘parity’, signifying that its rapidity acquires a finite
imaginary part of 7¢.

Adopting the conventions from Ref. [I13], the Bethe-Yang integral equations for
the quasiparticle densities take the canonical form
0 46 :
p;'t = j,Oi _Uj%,k*pka J € {0a17"'>€}7 (416)
where quasiparticles have been assigned parities vi<j<¢—1 = 1 and vg = ve = —1.

The exact form of the scattering kernels .7, is not of central importance and we thus
suppress it (see e.g. Refs. [115, 113]). Equation (4.16) can be further simplified by
employing the resolvent of the Fredholm kernel, similarly as in the case of the spin
chain. Assuming £ > 2, one then arrives at the following locally-coupled form

o = 1)

0 5 T sxo (4.17)

Pt = 5% (po + P2+ Oeaps), (4.18)

pit =sx(pj-1tpi),  (1<j<€£-2)), (4.19)

Pty = sx (pes + P +pe).  (£>3), (4.20)

Pty = Pt = sx pe-a, (4.21)

where s(6) = 1/ cosh (0) (see e.g. Ref. [I13] for a derivation). This form neatly reveals

the underlying morphology of ‘TBA incidence matrix’: the kink and auxiliary magnons
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arrange themselves according to the Dynkin diagram of type Dy, mirroring the magnonic
TBA equations of the Heisenberg XXZ chain at commensurate points A = cos (7//)
(with £ = £ + 1), cf. Section 3.2.

The £ = 2 case is exceptional, and the Bethe-Yang equations further simplify

R _ 0 0
P =gt sk (pitpe), P =P = sk o (4.22)

This set of equations is to be compared with the gapless Heisenberg XXZ chain with
anisotropy A = 1/2. There are nevertheless certain minor differences, namely the
physical momentum-carrying excitations are here the solitons, next to which we have
two massless auxiliary magnons of types (1,+) and (1, —). While solitons carry positive
topological charge, both magnon species carry negative 2 units of topological charge.
Moreover, the dispersion entering the source term now takes the relativistic form.

Thermodynamic ensembles. Thermodynamic ensembles are identified with
macrostates that are uniquely determined by the complete set rapidity densities of
quasiparticles, comprising of the total soliton density ns = [ df po(#), momentum and
energy densities p [ df8po(0)po(f) and e = [ dfeg(0) po(h), respectively, alongside an
infinite tower of the higher local and quasilocal charges needed to resolve the internal
spin structure [126]. On the other hand, the difference of kinks and antikinks per unit
volume gives the density of topological charge

q'or = /dﬁqmp —1—2 tOP/de] 0). (4.23)

More specifically, the topological Charges carried by individual quasiparticles (above the
Fock vacuum) are

@’ =1, q;(;po— —2¢;. (4.24)

We have used that creating a magnon amount to convert a kink into an antikink, thus
lowering the topological charge by two units.**

Introducing chemical potentials p© and h coupling to the total charge N and
topological charge Q™P, respectively, we consider next the grand-canonical Gibbs
ensembles at finite temperature 7 = 1/5 and with finite density of solitons and
topological charge. Variational optimization of the grand-canonical free-energy density

f, given by

Bf =Be— s—pun— Aq"eP, (4.25)
yields the following canonical TBA equations

log Yo = Peo(0) — p — A+ v; %, % log(1 + 1/ V), (4.26)

logYV; = 2hq; + v;H ke *log(1+1/Vk), j€{1,2,...,&}, (4.27)

34 Any faithful macrostate has to additionally satisfy the inequality [ dfpy > Z§:1 q; [ dfp;(0), since
the total number of magnons can never exceed the total number of solitons. The equality holds only
in the non-topological sector Q%P = 0).
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whereas for £ = 2 one finds

2

logy=pPe—p—A+ ka,ﬁifk,o log(1+1/Vk), (4.28)
k=0
2
logV; = 2Aq; + Y vy xlog(1+ 1/, j € {12}, (4.29)
k=0

with ¢ = ¢ = 1, v; = —vg = —vy = 1, or in an equivalent decoupled form*’
log Vo = po — s1 % log(1+1/Yg) — s *log[(1 + 1/I1)(1+1/Ys)],  (4.30)
log V1 = 2A + sxlog(1 + 1/), (4.31)
log Vs = 2A — s*log(1+1/)), (4.32)

where g = fe — pu— A and s; = s K;. By finally removing the self-coupling
term on the soliton node using the equation for log ) (at the expense of transforming
1+1/Y1 — 14 1), we arrive at the following standard ‘Y-system form’

loglo=pPe—p—sxlog[(1+ 1)1+ 1/Vs)], (4.33)
log Yy = 2A + s xlog(1 + 1/), (4.34)
log Vo = 2A — sxlog(1 4+ 1/Y). (4.35)

We wish to stress that while chemical potential ;1 remains explicitly present, the gauge
potential A has disappeared from the first equation as a consequence of s x 2h = h
(coming from the offset term in the equation for log ;). By contrast, the gauge potential
remains explicitly coupled to the magnonic nodes, in analogy with the gapless spin chain
at roots of unity.

It is worth adding that, by exploiting the kernel identities, one can deduce the
standard representation of the free energy density, —3f = [ 2Lp((0)log(1 + 1/D0),
involving only the Fermi occupation functions of physical solitons. This form also makes
it manifest that in § — 0 limit (where );(#) no longer depends on rapidity €) the integral
becomes UV divergent.

Ultraviolet and infrared limits. The quantum sine-Gordon QFT is not a UV
complete theory — in the high-temperature limit  — 0, the energy density blows up
due to a divergent integral at large values of quasimomenta. Any ad-hoc regularization
in which a UV cutoff is imposed by hand (e.g. by truncating the allowed range of
quasimomenta to a compact region) however comes at a high price as it invariably
spoils integrability. A proper UV lattice regularization can be achieved by employing
the aforementioned lightcone discretization put forward by Destri and De Vega [124].
The main effect of such a regularization is a modified dispersion relation of soliton modes.
Despite such lattice sine-Gordon model assumes a well-defined high-temperature limit,
we would still have to navigate around the notoriously difficult problem of classifying
all the Bethe-string solutions at general coupling S..

35 This step is performed by making use of the following kernel identities %50 = s *x K1, J#p2 =
— =K1 =5, 11 =H12=0
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In the opposite low-temperature regime, one also encounters certain technical
simplifications. As demonstrated in Ref. [I13], at low temperatures the auxiliary
spin-wave excitations completely lose dependence on rapidity # and in effect all
propagate uniformly with the ‘fluid velocity’ of solitons. While transport properties
of the sine-Gordon model in the low-temperature regime have been for the most
part already explored in Ref. [I13], one should be aware that the low-temperature
phenomenology cannot capture generic physics seen at finite temperatures. Particularly,
the discontinuities in the Drude weight are expected to fully smear out in the limit
T — 0, as demonstrably happens in the gapless XXZ Heisenberg chain [23] (note
through that the coefficient of the leading-order term is still described by a popcorn
function [33]).

Dressed topological charge. We have seen that both the soliton number Ny and
topological charge QP take a distinguished role among the conservation laws of the sine-
Gordon model. This can be also inferred from the fact that their values are independent
from rapidities of quasiparticles. To compute the associated Drude weights, we need
to deduce their dressed values in a macrostate. We remind that these correspond, by
definition, to derivatives of the quasiparticles’ pseudoenergies ¢;(6) = log Y;(#) with
respect to chemical potentials h and A.

We focus subsequently on the topological charge and restrict our considerations
to the high-temperature limit 5 — 0 where the TBA equations become a system of
coupled recurrence relations for the constant Y-functions (denoted hereafter by %;). In
contrast with the Bethe—Yang equations, the TBA equations for the pseudoenergies are
not plagued by UV divergencies.

To proceed, we first recast the TBA equations for the %/ -functions in an equivalent
Y-system form. We then see a general solution to the Y-system relations which, in the
high-temperature limit, depends on both chemical potentials ;1 and A. It is instructive to
give a brief look first at the simplest case at & = 2, where the solution has a particularly
simple form

1

%262”:<1+%(1+1/%>’ WP =" N(1+1/%), %% = e (4.36)

By furthermore putting p = 0, we immediately recognize the Y-system relations of

the XXZ chain for the particular value of A = cos (7/3), albeit parametrized slightly
differently. To clarify the correspondence and examine the role of chemical potentials,
we have to remind ourselves of the Y-system solution for the gapless Heisenberg chain
for the particular case of £ = 3 principal root of unity (involving three %/ -functions which
we denoted below by Y, to distinguish them from the sine-Gordon % -functions). The
Y-functions, associated with strings of the type (1, +), (2,+), (1, —) strings, respectively,
satisfy*°

Yi=(1+Y)(1+1/Ys), Y3=eM(1+Y1), YoYg=e?"  (4.37)

36 We are using the convention in which magnetization S* couples with chemical potential 2h.
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The general solution with A > 0 can be parametrized in terms of the fundamental
character x;(h) = e 4+ e~ = 2 cosh (h), reading

Yi(h) =x3(h) — 1, Ya(h) =e™x1(h), Ys(h) = e"/x1(h). (4.38)

As we can see, at half filling h — 0, we have Y; = 3 and Yo = 1/Y3 = 2. By performing
the particle-hole transformation on %, % — 1/%, a direct comparison to the sine-
Gordon model (at £ = ¢ — 1 = 2) reveals the the two solutions agree apart from the
mismatch which is due to the extra chemical potential p (and rescaling of the twist
et < e24¢). Notice that chemical potential ;1 cannot be ‘gauged away’; if we absorbed
into a redefinition of function %4, it would reappear in the second equation.

Another thing worth noticing is that at zero density, obtained by sending yu — +o0,
%, diverges to +oo while the occupation function for solitions consequently decays to
zero. For any finite u, there is thus a finite density of solitons in the state. Indeed,
by setting u = 0, the solution to the sine-Gordon TBA equations exactly matches that
of the Heisenberg chain, provided the U(1) chemical potential is set to h = %A. We
remind that the /-string in the XXZ spin chain is mapped to an £ = ¢ — 1 string in the
sine-Gordon model,

1

" 2cosh REAJ(E+ D] + 1
reducing to lima_,o %(A) = 1/3 for vanishing topological charge density.

Zh(A)

(4.39)

The main upshot of the preceding analysis is that the dressed topological charges
carried by the sine-Gordon exicitations all vanish upon turning the gauge potential off
(A — 0), apart from the final two auxiliary magnonic species. Specifically, for rational
values of the coupling constant £ we find that ¢f* | = d4log #_1(A) = % + O(A) and
gf" = Oalog Z(A) = _§2+_£1 + O(A), whereas for all the remaining auxiliary magnons,
alongside the physical excitations (solitons), the dressed charges diminish as ~ A at
small A (i.e. get perfectly screened by the thermal background). We therefore deal
with a nearly a perfect analogy with the situation in the gapless Heisenberg chain which
we thoroughly examined in the previous section. This leads us to conclude that, in
the grand-canonical Gibbs ensemble with equal densities of kinks and antikinks, the

topological charges is transported ballistically through the system.

Truncated sine-Gordon model. We mention in passing that there exist a particular
restriction of the sine-Gordon model, often referred to as the ‘quantum group
truncation’, with a reduced space of states; with the final three nodes of the Y-
system dropping out, one ends up with a Dynkin graph of type A. In compare to
the unrestricted case, the chief difference is that in the ‘restricted sine-Gordon model’
[129, , , | the topological Drude weight will necessary vanish in the non-
topological sector. Nevertheless, discontinuous dependence of the Drude weights upon
continuous variation of coupling (. will still remain as a consequence of refragmentation.
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4.1.2. General coupling. Having established a direct correspondence between magnonic
bound states of the gapless XXZ chain and auxiliary magnons of the sine-Gordon
model at reflectionless points, one might immediately ask whether there is a similar
identification for other values of coupling §.. To properly answer to that question,
we would require the knowledge of complete quasiparticle spectrum for arbitrary value
of interaction parameter £. Surveying the literature, it does not appear that such a
classification has been worked out, at least not in an explicit form. The overwhelming
majority of works devoted to the sine-Gordon model and other massive integrable
QFTs are interested primarily in understanding the RG flows and related concepts,
with focus specifically on the IR and UV fixed points and the corresponding effective
central charges. While the spectrum of physical (i.e. momentum-carrying) excitations
comprising of solitons and massive breathers is known for any value of &, the key piece
of information that seems to be missing is the internal structure of magnonic nodes
(outside, of course, of the reflectionless points where there is a bijection with the spin-
chain bound states). To the authors’ knowledge, explicit solutions to the sine-Gordon
Y-system relations, include full dependence on both p and the gauge potential A, are
unavailable in the literature. This means that numerical evaluation of the topological
Drude weight along the lines of Section 3.2 is currently out of reach.

A possible route to proceed without dealing with ab-initio computations based
on the S-matrix is to start from the sine-Gordon Y-system and apply the standard
procedure (exemplified in, for example, Refs. [56, 5] on the isotropic Heisenberg chain)
to convert it to the corresponding set of integral equations. The caveat with this
strategy is that the functional relations of the Y-system admit more solutions that
the TBA equations, namely there is infinitely many sets of )-functions with different
analytic properties obeying the same Y-system; the state-dependent information enters
via analytic structure of the Y-function entering the TBA equations in the form of
source terms. Besides specifying the dispersion relations for all the massive nodes, this
also entails introducing the gauge potential that couples to the number of magnonic
quanta ascribed to massless Y-functions V;. To better elucidate the technical issue, we
consider an explicit example.

Second generation. For demonstrative purposes, it will be sufficient to examine the
‘second generation’ of couplings,
1 1%))

— — — 4.40
§ = [v1, 10 o 3 L (4.40)

va—1
which reside within the attractive zone ¢ < 1. The quasiparticle spectrum for this
particular sequence comprises of vy + v species, consisting of 1, breathers and the
soliton mode, while the remaining (higher) nodes all pertain to the auxiliary magnons.

Indeed, obtaining the TBA equations for the second generation would already be
sufficient for a direct numerical validation of popcorn (topological) Drude weight: by
implementing the computational procedure of Ref. [23]: tracing a discrete sequence of
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points [v, 5] by progressively increasing the number of magnons via v, would allow to
approach, in a pointwise manner, the reflectionless points £ = 1 /14 in the limit vy — 0.

Considering the constant Y-system (by dropping imaginary rapidity shifts, cf.
Ref. [127]), the second generation pertains to two-parameter sequences { = [vq, 5] with
general v; > 1 and vy > 4,

%2 :H(l“'@])a izla'“ayl_L (441)
Jigrvi
v1+ro—2
@u? = (1 + %1—1) H (1 + %)2(1 + %1+V2—1)(1 + @1/1-1—1/2)7 (442)
Jj=vi+1
1+ %
w2 V1 4.43
v1+1 1+1/%1+2’ ( )
27 =1[0+1/2)"",  i=un+2. .t (4.44)
Jigevi
The v1 +1 massive nodes are arranged on the initial nodes in the range j = 1,..., v, +1,

with the soliton node at position v; +1 coupling to the first breather node at position v.
With the exception of two nodes at positions v and v; + 1, all the remaining nodes in
the % -system indeed couple among each other the same way the ordinary bound states
of magnons in the spin chain. The equivalent T-system representation, written below
in terms of constant functions .7}, represents a system of coupled recurrence relations

of the form
2 _ - .
T, =1+ [[ 7. i=1,2,... 1, (4.45)
Jigroe
Z?-i—l = ’yu? + %14-27 (446)
22 zﬁnf—l—Hﬁ,, ’é:V1—|—2,...,V1+V2—2, (447)
Jigri
Lgl?l-i-llg—l = Q%?-H/Q = %1 + %14-1/2—2' (448)

The general solution for .7-functions .7; with i < 14 + 1, Equation (4.45), associated
with massive excitations, subjected to the ‘initial condition’ .7, = 1, takes the form

t%gl/l = Xi(a')7 (449)

where parameter a € R is still free. All the remaining higher .7 -functions can then be
determined in a recursive fashion from the above algebraic relations. Evidently however,
the solution at hand cannot describe the most general (constant) solutions to the Y-
system as it involves only a single free parameter a. Instead, we are seeking a more
general two-parameter family of solutions depending on chemical potentials p and A
(similarly as in Equation (4.36) for a reflectionless point £ = 2). Dependence on p will
plausibly appear explicitly at the soliton node in the form of multiplicative fugacity
factor e while the constant offsets by 2u in the canonical TBA source at the breather
nodes should one the other hand disappear upon transforming the equations in the Y-
system form (similarly to what happens with chemical potential A in the Heisenberg
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chain). At the same time, we also anticipate that dependence of the gauge potential
A always remains present in the source terms at the last two nodes even for general
couplings (i.e. away from the reflectionless points), once again mirroring the situation
encountered in the gapless Heisenberg chain. As an outcome, one would find a non-
zero dressed topological charge even in the absence of the gauge field, yielding a finite
topological Drude weight in the topologically neutral sector of the sine-Gordon theory.

We currently do not see how to fill in the missing information without explicitly
referencing the structure of the Fredholm kernel and the associated resolvent. Resolving
this technical step however extends slightly out of the main scope of this paper and for
this reason we prefer to save this problem for future. Our view is that the problem
of reconstructing the general sine-Gordon TBA equations from the Y-system relations
that includes the presence of all chemical potentials h and A is important on its own
merit.

5. Conclusion

We devoted this work to the so-called ‘popcorn Drude weights’, one of the most
perplexing features of the critical regime of integrable anisotropic Heisenberg spin
chains. After briefly surveying the recent progress in understanding this captivating
phenomenon, we walked the reader through various interrelated algebraic aspects. By
expounding on the earlier findings of Ref.[21], we elaborated on the discontinuous
dependence of the Drude weights and linked it with refragmentation of the quasiparticle
spectrum. The internal structure of quasiparticle excitations is inherently related to the
quantum symmetry algebra U, (s[(2)) at the roots of unity deformations, with a bijective
correspondence to its finite-dimensional irreducible representations. By invoking formal
symmetry arguments, we then argued that the phenomenon of popcorn Drude weights
is a general feature of the particular quantum symmetry in the regime of compact
deformations ¢ € U(1) and should therefore be expected to take place in many other
integrable systems with the same underlying symmetry.

In our analysis, we were primarily concerned with the family of quantum Heisenberg
spin-S chains with axial anisotropy in the critical regime. Choosing the deformation
parameter ¢ to be a roots of unity, the quasiparticle content truncates to a finite number
of magnonic species whose internal structure can be inferred from the Takahashi—Suzuki
enumeration based on the continued fraction of the quantum deformation parameter q.
There is a doublet of quasiparticle species generated by the quantum truncation with
distinguished properties. These special quasiparticles carry non-unitary (quasi)local
conserved charges and, unlike other regular magnonic bound states, do not behave
paramagnetically in a non-magnetized background, implying non-zero spin Drude weight
at half filling. We have also discussed the presence and meaning of complete exact
Fabricius-McCoy strings representing spin-carrying zero energy modes.

Equipped with explicit knowledge of the quasiparticle spectrum and the associated
scattering data, we recapitulated how to evaluate exact Drude weights using the
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framework of generalized hydrodynamics, while illustrating the procedure on the
quantum Heisenberg XXZ spin-S chains. More specifically, by specializing to the high-
temperature limit and half filling, we retrieved the analytic formula derived originally in
Ref. [21] and later corroborated in other works [23, 17, 32, 31]. In the presence of finite
chemical potential, the have not managed to compress the final result beyond providing
an explicit mode resolution. We highlighted a peculiar ‘pseudo-fermionic’ nature of the
distinguished quasiparticles species which, curiously, is no longer present in chains of
higher spin with S > 3/2.

As our second explicit example, we picked the sine-Gordon model — another popular
integrable relativistic quantum field theory with an underlying U, (s((2)) symmetry that
displays many discernible similarities to integrable Heisenberg gapless chains. Our
interest was primarily in transport properties of the conserved topological charge which,
as we elaborated, is intimately related to the total projection of magnetization in the spin
chains. The sine-Gordon model is also subject to regramentation effects stemming from
the underlying U, (sl(2)) symmetry in the regime of compact deformations. Accordingly,
we argued that the finite temperature topological Drude weight should also yield a
popcorn function, including in ensembles with a vanishing topological charge. We
substantiated our claims by examining the structure of the dressing equations for the
kinks and auxiliary massless quasiparticles for couplings at which soliton scattering
becomes reflectionless. We have included some additional remarks regarding the general
case and outlined some of the technical challenges.

Acknowledgements. The author acknowledges support by the Slovenian Research
Agency (ARRS) under the Programs P1-0402 and J1-2480.

Appendix A. Unitary irreducible representations at roots of unity

The g-deformed Hopf algebra U, (s[(2)) is generated by the {ST, S, ¢*29°}, satisfying
the following ¢-deformed defining commutation relations

25* —25*
—4q

¢—q!
with the Casimir invariant reads C' = S*S~ + ([S* — 3],)%. In general, ¢ € C. In
the ¢ — 1 limit, the above relations reduce to those of the Lie algebra sl(2). In the

(57, 5% = £8%,  [st,57] =1

257, (A.1)

following we confine our analysis to the regime of unimodular deformations ¢ € U(1)
and accordingly set ¢ = e!7.

Our first task is to classify all the wunitary irreducible finite-dimensional
representations. By further assuming /7 € Q, there turns out to be only finitely many
such representations. In what follows, we revisit the analysis of Ref.[I33]. Unitary
irreducible representations are labelled by their dimension n and an extra discrete
‘parity’ label o,, € £, defined via

(Sz)T = 57, St — onS”, (S—)T — 0n5+. (A.2)
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Representations of negative parity are unitary representations of U, (su(1,1)). Any
finite-dimensional irreducible representation of U, (su(2)) of the highest-weight type is
equivalent (up to a similarity transformation) to either a representation of parity o or
has no definite parity.

Following Ref. [133], we subsequently denote by |s, m) the simultaneous eigenstates
of §% and Casimir C, S%|s,m) = m|s,m) (where m is an integer or half-integer). The
highest-weight vectors |s, s) satisfy S*|s,s) = 0, whereas the descendant states are
reached by iterative application of the lowering generator S—. Writing,

Stls,m) = agm|s,m+1), S7ls,m) = bgm|s,m —1), (A.3)
one can deduce
s m—1bs.m = [s +m],[s — m+ 1], (A.4)

When ¢ is not a root of unity, Equation (A.4) vanishes only after we descending down
to state with m = —s. If we additionally require that the representation is of finite
dimension and irreducible, it has to hold that a, _(s41) = bs,—s = 0. The corresponding
dimension thus equals n = 2s + 1. Conversely, for n € Z, there exist a unitary
irreducible representation of dimension n. With a suitably chosen (diagonal) similarity
transformation, one can achieve that as,,—1 = bs., with m € {—s+1,—s+2,...,s},
and
2R sin [y(s +m)]sin [y(s —m + 1)]
s,m—1Ys,m sin2 (’7) :

We can recognize than when both amplitudes as and bs on the left-hand side are real,

(A.5)

the right-hand side will be positive for the entire range of m. Likewise, when both as
and bs are purely imaginary, the right-hand side always stays negative. When neither
of these scenarios apply, there is no definite parity.

On the other hand, if there exist an integer m such that ¢ = +1 then [d], = 0
and, to avoid truncation in Equation (A.4) before descending to the state of the lowest
weight, one has the condition that n < d.

Let us now consider n = 2s + 1 and o,. The corresponding unitary irreducible
representation has to obey the condition

oy sin (v k) sin (y(n — k)) > 0, k=1,...,n—1. (A.6)
On this occasion, it is instructive to mention several other reincarnations of the very
same condition which are all intimately related. Inequality (A.G) provides
e a ‘reality condition’, ensuring hermiticity of the higher-spin Hamiltonians arising
from fusion of the fundamental transfer matrix |71, 72, 80],

e an admissibilty condition of the Bethe-string solutions in the gapless spin-1/2
Heisenberg chain according to classification by Takahashi and Suzuki [70],

e a condition for normalizability of the wavefunctions [3¥]
e an irreducibility condition for the unitary representations of U, (su(2)) of definite
parity [133].
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By invariance of Equation (A.G) under integral shifts by 27 and reflection property
v — —v, it is sufficient to analyze the range v € [0,7]. By further exploiting that
v — m — y corresponds to the sign flip in Equation (A.6G), we subsequently specialize to
the compact interval € [0, /2] (corresponding to A € [0, 1] in the spin-1/2 anisotropic
Heisenberg chain). Excluding the free-fermionic point, we employ the conventional
parametrization pg = 7/v € (2,00). Plugging £ = 1 into Equation (A.6), one can
deduce the parity

ow=exp (i [] ). (A7)

Po
where [z] denotes the integer part of z. From Equation (A.6), one can then deduce the

following equality

l£]+[“1;0k}:[n1;)1], k=1, . .n—1 (A8)

To determine which values of n, called n-numbers n;, satisfy the above equation,

Takahashi and Suzuki [70] introduced two sequences of auxiliary numbers,
J
moy = 0, m; = Zl/k, m; Sj S m;yq, (A9)
k=1
y-1=0, yo=1, yv1i=uw, Vi = Yi—2 + viyi — 1, (A.10)
where v-numbers are given by the continued-fraction expansion of py,
1
= + : A1l
Po ! V2+1/V3—|—... ( )
The solution to Equation (A.8) can then be given recursively as
n; =yi—1+ (J — my)yi. (A.12)

Notice here that for given pg, there one generically finds representations of both positive
and negative parities. The upshot of the above analysis is mostly two-fold: (i) assuming
po ¢ Q, there is an infinite sequence of finite-dimensional representations of definite
parity and (ii) there is a bijective correspondence between such unitary representations
of definite parity and the magnonic bound states (Bethe strings) in the Takahashi-
Suzuki classification scheme.

For rational py (i.e. for ¢ root of unity), the situation becomes exceptional.
Parametrizing py = ¢/m, one arrives at the conclusion that condition (A.6) can never
be satisfied whenever n > ¢. The maximal dimension of the representation is therefore
n = ¢, corresponding to spin Syax = (¢ — 1)/2. Those solutions to Equation (A.8) with
n > ¢ must be discarded.

Appendix B. Deforming quantum symmetry in interacting electrons

Here we shortly review the prospects of constructing integrable systems of interacting
fermions featuring popcorn Drude weights, mainly to complement our main discussion
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where we concentrated on integrable spin chains and the sine-Gordon QFT. For
definiteness, we shall keep our focus on the few most prominent integrable lattice models
of spinfull electrons. With this in mind, we consider quantum deformations of Yangians
Y (g) for simple Lie algebras g of higher rank, that is g-deformed Hopf algebras U, (g)
[134]. The quantum Yang-Baxter equation admits R-matrix solutions acting in the
tensor product of two U,(g) representations that can be used to construct integrable
lattice models with nested quasiparticle spectra. We subsequently focus, as the main
example, to the classical unitary series g = su(n). For rank r = n—1 > 1, we
immediately encounter a problem: the integrable lattice Hamiltonians obtained from
the algebraic Bethe Ansatz construction turn out to be non-hermitian in the regime of
trigonometric deformations, i.e. for ¢ € U(1). We are thus seemingly stuck with the
simplest r = 2 case, yielding the hierarchy of the Heisenberg XXZ chain. Fortunately,
there is a ways to get around this limitation if we allow for supersymmetry [135]. In the
following, we shortly mention a number of possibilities for incorporating the deformed
quantum symmetry into various models of interacting fermions.

In essence, the aim is first promote a Lie algebra to a superalgebra and subsequently
consider a su(2) algebras as a subalgebra of a larger Lie superalgebra. The generators
of superalgebra act on a vector space equipped with a Grassmann (Z,) gradation.
Since our aim is to only illustrate the basic ideas, it will suffice to consider unitary
Lie superalgebras su(m|n), leaving orthosymplectic or exceptional algebras aside. The
signature m|n refers to the number of states of fixed Grassmann parity, with even and
odd parities ascribed bosonic and fermionic states, respectively. Fermionic operators
accordingly correspond to operators of odd parity, connecting basis states of different
parities. The Yang-Baxter equation on such graded vector spaces, appropriately
modified to account for non-trivial grading (see e.g. [130]), provides the defining
relation for graded Yangians Y (su(m|n)). Quantum R-matrices associated with the
fundamental (evaluation) representations of these Yangians can then be used as local
building blocks for constructing families of commuting transfer matrices using the
Algebraic Bethe Ansatz procedure adapted for the grading [130]. In this way, it is
possible to construct various models of interacting spinfull fermions on a lattice with
a local two-site interaction®”: in the case of su(2|1), one finds the supersymmetric t-J
model [137], while su(2|2) yields the EKS model [138, 139].

Similarly to their bosonic counterparts, graded Yangians Y (su(m|n) also admits
quantum deformations, yielding ¢-deformed graded Hopf algebras of the type
U,(su(m|n)). The corresponding R-matrices permit to construct a large class of
integrable lattice models known as the Perk-Schultz models [110, , ].  The
latter nonetheless still suffer from lack of hermiticity for compact g-deformations. This
limitation can only be avoided if one considers superalgebras that involve bosonic
subalgebras of rank one. In other words, the requirement is that U,(sl(2)) appears
as a subalgebra of the full symmetry algebras (possibly multiple times). Although

37 By taking an appropriate continuous scaling limit, one arrives at integrable non-relativistic QFTs
interacting fermions with contact attractive interaction known as the Yang—Gaudin models.
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this is still a quite severe restriction, many of the most prominent exactly solvable
models of one-dimensional interacting electors actually fall into this category. The
most interesting instances are arguably U,(su(1]|2)) and U,(su(2|2)) [L13]. For root-
of-unity deformations, finite-dimensional irreducible representations of these quantum
groups exhibit an exceptional structure in a direct analogy with representations theory
of Uy, (su(2)).

We have not yet exhausted all the possibilities nonetheless. Lie superalgebra su(2]2)
indeed occupies a place among Lie superalgebras as it allows for an exceptional central
extension to h = psu(2]2) x R3 = su(2[2) x R?. Such an enlarged algebra has occupied
the central stage in the study of the gauge-gravity duality, where psu(2]2) is found as a
subalgebra of the full psu(2,2|4) supersymmetry of an integrable quantum chain whose
configurations map to single-trace operators in the large-N limit of the N' = 4 super
Yang—Mills theory, see e.g. Refs. [111, 115] and references therein. In fact, Yangian Y (h)
displays a somewhat richer structure compare to other quasitriangular Hopf algebras
associated to other integrable quantum models. We refer the reader to Refs. [116, 117],
where its algebraic structure is examined in great detail.

Another remarkable fact is that in a special limit the two-body S-matrix associated

with h-symmetry reduces to Shastry’s S-matrix [117] of the one-dimensional Fermi-

Hubbard model*®
L L

H==> (c,cim+cle)+aud (njy—3)n; —3), (B.1)
j=1 Jj=1

a central paradigm of interacting spinfull electrons on a lattice with a local Coulomb
repulsion [136]. The Coulomb strength u is a free parameter of the model whose origin
can be traced back to the generators spanning the center of h. ** The Hubbard model is
exactly solvable by the Nested Bethe Ansatz [119], permitting to construct the complete
spectrum of eigenstates in an algebraic fashion [1306] and computing the thermodynamic
free energy [77]. The spin and charge Drude weight in the one-dimensional Fermi-
Hubbard model have been computed in Ref. [21].

If we wish to accommodate for popcorn Drude weights, the Hubbard model has be
deformed in a suitable way. This can be achieved by, for example, by starting with the
g-deformed counterpart of Y(h). The latter has been examined in detail in Ref. [150],
where the authors also derive an integrable tight-binding model of interacting spinfull
electrons on a one-dimensional lattice with correlated hopping exhibiting the symmetry
of U,(su(2) ® su(2)) (reducing to Yangian symmetry of the Fermi-Hubbard model in
the limit ¢ — 1). It explicit form, Eq.(5.44) in Ref. [150], is a rather formidable
expression involving many terms and thus we do not display it here. It is worth
noting that even though the fundamental R-matrix acting in the tensor product of

38 It turns out that the global femionic symmetry disappears in the process of degeneration, leaving
behind only the Yangian subsymmetry Y (su(2) ® su(2)) [148].

39 In contrast, integrable fermionic models that arise from ordinary Yangians Y (g) do not allow for
any continuous parameters.
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U,(h) defining representations is not of the difference type, it nonetheless still yields a
two-body Hamiltonian density in the usual fashion (by taking the first derivative of the
R-matrix at a distinguished shift point). There exist another, closely related, variant
of a deformed Hubbard model that has appeared previously in the work by Alcaraz
and Bariev [151], who obtained a family of integrable models of interacting electrons
interpolating between the Fermi-Hubbard model and the ‘supersymmetric’ t-J model.
This similarity was recognized and closely examined in Ref. [150], while explaining how
the Alcaraz—Bariev model fits into a larger family ¢-deformed fermionic chains based on
the exceptional central extension of psu(2|2). On a related note, it deserves mentioning
here two other integrable models of spinfull electrons with correlated hopping terms
[152] that are amenable to quantum deformation.

In order to explicitly compute transport coefficient in ¢-deformed Hubbard model
one has to first classify all the string solutions to the deformed Lieb—Wu equations.
Alternatively, one could follow the approach of Refs. [153, | in which the g-deformed
Hubbard model has been retrieved from a suitable degeneration of more general g-
deformed AdSs x S® mirror Y-system upon decoupling the so-called ‘Q-particles’. The
authors nonetheless do not treat the general case but as customarily only consider the
principal series with ¢ = exp (iy) for integer 7/ = ¢. Even though the ensuing TBA
equations are structurally quite similar to those of the (undeformed) Hubbard model,
it is not immediately clear in what manner does the deformed electronic dispersion
relation affect the internal structure of Bethe strings which now are either magnonic
bound states of compounds that involve both charge and spin excitations.
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