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1 Introduction

The high rank quantum integrable systems and their exact solutions are very important and
have many applications in the many-body physics, statistical field theory and high energy
physics [1H3]. The typical SU(n)-symmetric integrable models have been studied extensively
and many interesting phenomena such as novel elementary excitations and paring mechanism
are found [4H7]. During the studies, many powerful methods such as nested algebraic Bethe
ansatz, T'— () relations, inversion relations and fusion hierarchy are proposed. Among them,
the ones based on the algebraic analysis are very useful, especially for solving the integrable
models without U(1) symmetry, because in this case it is very hard to construct the suitable
reference state when applying the convention Bethe ansatz [11,4].

Recently, the high rank integrable model concentrating beyond AV Lie algebra, such
as B,, C, and D, ones cause many attentions. Based on the subtle algebraic structure,
many interesting progresses have been achieved. For example, the functional Bethe ansatz
for the O(n)-invariant magnet model and the Izergin-Korepin model are proposed [8[9]. The
transfer matrix fusion relations [I0HIS] are extended to the Sp(4) [16L[17] and the arbitrary
Sp(2n) integrable vertex model [I8[I9]. Based on them, the partition function and the
thermodynamic limit were studied [19]. Some new folded exactly solvable models are also
constructed [20]. Focus on the boundary integrability [21], the general boundary reflection
matrices with off-diagonal elements are obtained [22-24]. The analytical Bethe ansatz for
the Agi)_l, Bﬁl), o and DY quantum algebra invariant models with the special open
boundary conditions are studied [24,25]. Other important progresses can be found in Refs.
16,1826 30].

In this paper, we study the lattice quantum integrable model associated with the g¢-
deformed Dél) algebrad, where the particles on each site have six internal degrees of freedom.
Due to the existence of ¢g-deformation, the interacting strengthes along the z- and y-directions
are different from that along the z-directions. Thus the couplings are anisotropic. The
anisotropic exchanging interactions may break the long range order and induce some inter-

esting phenomena such as novel magnetic order states and quantum phase transitions. The

31t is remarked that the (q-deformed) affine algebras Dgl) and Aél) are isomorphic. Here we choose the

Dél) one just to emphasize the fact that the Hamiltonian (ZI0) of the model and the associated fundamental
R-matrix ([21) are only involved with its vector representation (corresponding to the defining representation

of s0(6)).



spin configurations in the eigenstates are also different from those in the rational Dél) vertex
model without g-deformed. Here, the boundary condition is the open one with non-diagonal
matrix elements, which break the U(1) symmetry of the model. The spin carried by the
spinons is not conserved and may change after the boundary reflection. Due to the pinning
by the two boundary magnetic fields, some interesting helical spin states can also be induced.

Another advantage of studying the g-deformed integrable model is that some physical
properties and mathematic structures can be seen more clearly, comparing with the rational
integrable models. This is because that in the rational limit where the crossing parameter
is equal to one, some important information are erased. Different from the rational case,
the coefficients of leading terms of the transfer matrix of the ¢-deformed integrable models
are also the nontrivial conserved quantities, which can be used to construct the topological
invariant quantities such as topological momentum and topological charge.

We note that with the development of artificial regulation techniques, the g-deformed
integrable systems can be realized in experiments by putting the atoms with large nuclear
spins in the certain magnetic traps or optical lattices.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we give the description of the model. In
section 3, we show the integrability and demonstrate the crossing symmetry of the transfer
matrix. In section 4, we study the quantum determinant of the system. In sections 5 and
6, we study the nested fusion processes in the ¢-deformed Dél) Lie algebra and give the
closed recursive fusion relations among the fused transfer matrices. In section 7, we study
the spinortial representation of the model. Based on them, we obtain the crossing symmetry
between the new fused transfer matrices, which is given in section 8. In section 9, we list
the sufficient conditions to determine the eigenvalues of the transfer matrices. According
to them and the polynomial analysis, we obtain the eigenvalues and parameterize them in
terms of the associated inhomogeneous T — () relations. The nested Bethe ansatz equations

are also given. The concluding remarks are presented in section 10.

2 The model

We consider an one-dimensional quantum lattice model which includes N sites. We focus
on the ¢-deformed Dgl) symmetry in the bulk. Thus the particles on each site have six
internal degrees of freedom. Without losing generality, we denote {|i)|i = 1,2,---,6} as

the orthogonal bases of the Hilbert space of each site. For the j-th site, we can define the



Boltzmann weight or R-matrix R;(u), which is related to the two-body scattering matrix.
According to the quantum inverse scattering theory, the matrix Ry;(u) is defined in the
tensor space Vy, ® V;, where V|, denotes the auxiliary space and V; denotes the quantum or
physical space. The dimensions of auxiliary and quantum spaces are the same. Thus the

matrix Ro;(u) is the 62 x 62 one. The explicit form of R-matrix of the g-deformed DS vertex

model is [24,311[32]
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where the matrix elements are

a(u) = 2sinh (5 — 2n) sinh (— —4n), b(u) = 2sinh g sinh (E — 4n),

)= 2
e(u) = 2 sinh = 3 sinh (§ —2n), g(u)= —2¢” 2 sinh 27 sinh (% - 2n),
3(u) = eg(u), d(u) = 2¢~5+?"sinh 27 sinh (g), dy(u) = e 2"d(u),

dy(u) = 6_4"d(u), du) = e ™d(u), di(u) =e*d(u), dy(u) = e*d(u),

(
g1(u) = 2e”~

[\

“sinh 2nsinh 47,  gy(u) = 4e” 2 sinh? 27 cosh (% —2n),
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gs(u) = e"gi(u),  gi(u) = e™gi(u), ga(u) = e"ga(u), gs(u) =gs(u),  (22)

u is the spectral parameter, n is the crossing parameter and the deformation of Dél) sym-

metry is quantified by ¢ = e¢”7. Multiplying all the R-matrices on each sites, we obtain the

monodromy matrix Ty (u)
TQ(U) = R01(u—91)R02(u—92)---R0N(u—6’N), (23)

where {6;|j = 1,---, N} are the inhomogeneous parameters. Ty(u) is defined in the tensor
space Vo ®@ V] ® - - - ® Vi, where Vj is the six-dimensional auxiliary space and ®§-V:1Vj is the
6"V-dimensional physical space. From Eq.([2.3]), we know that the matrix elements of Ty(u)
in the auxiliary space are the operators defined in the physical space.

For the open boundary condition, the boundary reflection at one end is characterized by

the reflection matrix Ky(u) defined in the auxiliary space V;

Kn(u) 0 0 0 0 0
0 Kww) 0  Ku(w) 0 0
o) — 0 0 Ks3(u) 0 Ks5(u) 0 | (2.4)
0 Kyo(u) 0 Kyq(u) 0 0
0 0 Ks3(u) 0 Ks5(u) 0
0 0 0 0 0 Kegu)

where the non-vanishing matrix elements can affect the behaviors of quasi-particles after

reflecting and the matrix elements of Ky(u) are given by

Kos(u) = —ho(u+2n), ha(u) = e? sinh(E + ¢2) + ce" sinh(u),
Koy(u) = —c1ho(u), Kio(u) = —csho(u), ho(u) = e*" sinh u,
K35 u) = Clho(u), K53(u) = 03h0(u). (25)

Here, ¢, ¢q, ¢co and c3 are the boundary parameters and satisfy the constraint

cie3 = c(c+ e ?). (2.6)



Thus there are three free boundary parameters. It is noted that the general reflection matrix
for the Dél) model has been given in reference [23], while the reflection matrix ([24]) is a
special case. The point is that the K-matrix (2] has the non-diagonal matrix elements,
which breaks the U(1) symmetry and the traditional nested algebraic Bethe ansatz doest
not work. Here we take (Z4]) as an example to show a new method to obtain the exact
solution of the system. The boundary parameters ¢, ¢1, ¢co and c3 quantity the strengths and
directions of applied external magnetic fields at two boundaries.

In order to characterized the scattering processes of reflected quasi-particles, we also need

the reflecting monodromy matrix T (u)

To(u) = Ruo(u + 0x) - - Rag(u + 05) Ryo(u + 6;). (2.7)
Meanwhile, the boundary reflection at the other end of the chain is quantified by the dual

reflection matrix Ky(u), which can be obtained by the mapping

KO(U) — MOKO(_U + 877)|(c,cl,02,03)—>(c’,c’l,c’z,c’g)a (28)

where M, is the 6 x 6 diagonal matrix defined in the auxiliary space coming from the
g-deformed trace [31], My = diag(e®, e, 1,1, e, e78), ¢, ¢}, cy, ¢4 are the boundary pa-
rameters and satisfy ccj = /(c/ +e™%).
Combining all the above elements, we construct the transfer matrix of g-deformed D:())l)
vertex model [2]]
t(w) = tro{ Ko(u)Ty(u)Ko(u)Tp(u)}, (2.9)

where try means the trace in the auxiliary space. Then the auxiliary space is removed and
the transfer matrix ¢(u) is exactly the operator defined in the physical space ®§-V:1Vj. The
interactions among the different sites are induced by the operation of taking trace. The
transfer matrix ¢(u) can also be understood as follows. The quasi-article moves from the left
to the right. It should be scattered by all the other quasi-particles and then is reflected by
the right boundary with a reversed momentum. The reflected quasi-particle moves to the
left and is scattered again by other particles. Then it is reflected by the left boundary and
backs to its initial position. With the help of mathematical expressions of scattering and
reflection matrices, we arrive at Eq.(29).

The transfer matrix ¢(u) is the generating functional of conserved quantities of the sys-

tems. The Hamiltonian is generated by taking the derivative of the logarithm of the transfer



matrix [2]]

10Int(u)
o = 2200
2 Ou lu=0.(0;3=0
N-1 —
K ! K H
= § Pijj 7”“(”) ~(0) trod Ko (0) 10}+constant, (2.10)

2K 5 (0) troKo(0)

where Pj;;1 is the permutation operator and Hyy = 7710&

lu=0. From first term of
Eq.(@210), we see that the interactions in the bulk are the nearest neighbor ones. The
anisotropy of nearest neighbor couplings is quantified by the crossing parameter 7. We
should emphasize that although the interactions in the bulk of the model (2.10) only have
the local g-deformed D3 symmetry [32], the boundary reflections (2:4]) and (2.8]) break this
symmetry@

In the following text, we will exactly solve the transfer matrix ¢(u) (Z9) thus the Hamil-
tonian (ZI0). We should note that the reflection matrix K (u) and the dual one K (u) have

the non-diagonal elements, the quasi-particles with fixed internal intrinsic degrees of freedom

may not conserved after the boundary reflections.

3 Integrability and the crossing symmetry

We first show the integrability of the system. The R-matrix (2.1]) has the properties

unitarity :  Rio(u)Rai(—u) = p1(u) x id,  p1(u) = a(u)a(—u), (3.1)
crossing unitarity :  Ryo(u)" My Ry (—u + 161)" M, !

= Rio(u)? My Ry (—u + 161)2 My = py(u — 8n), (3.2)
crossing relation :  Rip(u) = Vi Ria(—u + 8n)2Vy = V2 Ryo(—u + 8n)"' Vy2, (3.3)
regularity 1 Ri2(0) = p1(0)2Pa, (3.4)

where the subscripts 1 and 2 denotes the different spaces, Pis is the permutation operator

with the matrix elements [7312];} = 0508y, Ro1(u) = PiaRia(u)Pi2 = Ria(u)*?, ¢ denotes

4Tt is noted that only if the boundary parameters satisfy some constraints, the system (2.10) could have
the global ¢-deformed D3 symmetry [2425].



the transposition in the k-th space, and V}, is the operator defined in the k-th space,

vV, = , VE=id, VH*Vi=M,, k=12 (3.5)

The R-matrix (2] satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation (YBE)
ng(u — U)R13(U)R23(U) = Rgg(U)ng(u)ng(u — U). (36)

From it, one can prove that the monodromy matrices satisfy the Yang-Baxter relations
(YBRs)

The reflection matrix K (u) satisfies the reflection equation
ng(u - U)Kl(u)Rgl (U -+ U)KQ(’U) = KQ(U)RIQ(U + U)Kl(u)R21(u - ’U). (39)
The dual reflection matrix K (u) satisfies the dual reflection equation

Rig(—u + ) K1 (u) M, Ry (—u — v + 160) M, Ky (v)
= KQ(U)MlRlQ(_u -V + 167])M1_1K1(U>R21(—U + ’U). (310)
From the YBRs ([B.7)-(B.8)), reflection equation (39) and dual one ([BI0), it is easy to
show that the transfer matrices with different spectral parameters commutate with each
other, i.e., [t(u),t(v)] = 0. Then we can construct infinite commutative conserved quantities

by using the transfer matrix. Thus the system is integrable.

Now, we demonstrate that the transfer matrix has the crossing symmetry
t(u) = t(—u+ 8n). (3.11)

With the help of the crossing relation (B3] of R-matrix, the transposition of monodromy

matrix Tp(u) in the auxiliary space reads
To(—u + 87’})t0 = {ROI(_U + 87’} — 91)R02(—u -+ 87] - 92) s RON(—U -+ 87] — GN)}tO
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= {VoRo1(u + 61)" Roa(u + 62)" - - - Ron (u + O) ™ Vo }
= VE)tO{RON(U + HN)totNRON_l(u + 9N_1)t0tN*1 -+ Ry (u + Ql)toh}%to
= VTV, (3.12)

which gives a relation between the monodromy matrix Ty(u) and its reflecting one Ty(u).

Similarly, we have Ty(—u + 81)" = VyTy(u)V,. The direct calculation implies

tT’Q{ng(O)ng(QU)KQ(U)} = f(u)Vfll_(l(—u + 877)t1‘/1,
tro{ Ri2(0) Ria(2u) My [ Ko (—u + 8n)]"?} = f(u)V Ky (u) V), (3.13)

where f(u) = —4sinh 2nsinh 49 sinh(u — 6n) sinh(u — 8n). Combining the results ([B.I2))-
([B.13), we obtain

t(—u+ 8n) = trol{f_(ol (—u + 81)To, (—u + 8n) Yo { Ko, (—u + 8n)Tp, (—u + 8n) }os
= tro, To, (u) Vo { Ko, (—u + 8n) }'1 Vo, To, () Vo, { Ko, (—u + 81} V!
= tro, T, (w)tro, Ro,0,(0) Ro,0, (2u) Ko, (u) T, (1)) Va, { Ko, (—u + 81) } Vi / £ (u)
= tro, Ko, (w)tro, Ro,o, (0)To, () Roy0, (2u)To, () Vo, { Ko, (—u + 8n) }or Vo / £ (u)
70, Ro,0, (0)To, () Roy0, (2u) To, (u) Vo, { Ko, (—u + 81) }or Vot / f (u)
T, ()70, Ro,0,(0) Roy0, (2u) Vo, { Ko, (—u + 8n) Yo Vo T, (u) / £ (u)
(w)tro, Vor Ro,0,(0) Roy0, (2) Vo, { Ko, (—u + 8n) Y Ty, (u) / f ()
To, () Vu?tro, Roso, (0) Roo, (2) Mo, { Ko, (—u + 87) 1 Vo T, (u) / £ (u)
To, (u) Ko, (u )TO2 (u) = t(u). (3.14)

In the derivation, we have used following relations

To, (1) Ro,o, (2u) T, (1) = Ty, (w) Royo, (2u) Ty, (u),

My My Ris(u) = Rys(u) M Mo,

Vol Roy0,(0) Royo, (26) Vo, = Vo Ry, (0) Royo, (2u) Mo, Vo2,

Ro,0, (0)Ty, (w) = Ty, (u)Ro,0,(0), T, (u)Ro,0,(0) = Royo,(0)Tp,(u).  (3.15)

4 Quantum determinant

The g-deformed D:())l) vertex model also has another interesting conserved quantity, that is the

quantum determinant. We use the fusion technique to calculate the quantum determinant.
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According to the representation theory, the tensor product of two 6-dimensional vectorial
representations of ¢-deformed D3 algebra can be decomposed as 6 ® 6 = 1 @ 15 @ 20, which
means that the 36-dimensional tensor space can be decomposed as the direct sum of one
1-, one 15- and one 20-dimensional subspaces. Then the vectorial R-matrix (21) defined in
the tensor space can be expressed in terms of the projectors. At the different points, the R-
matrix (2.1) degenerates into different projectors, which can project the physical quantities
into different irreducible subspaces [33]. For example, at the point of u = 87, the R-matrix
(7)) degenerates into the one-dimensional projector. At the point of u = 47, the R-matrix
(Z1) degenerates into the (1 + 15)-dimensional projector. At the point of u = —8n, the
R-matrix (Z1]) degenerates into the (15 + 20)-dimensional projector. While at the point
of u = —4n, the R-matrix (1) degenerates into the 20-dimensional projector. In these
projected subspaces, we can study the fusion of transfer matrices. The detailed structures
of subspaces can be read from the bases of the corresponding projectors. We should note
that all the fused transfer matrices have the same algebra structure, while the dimensions of
related subspaces are different.

We first consider the point of u = 8. At which, the R-matrix (2.1) degenerates into

Ria(8n) = Py 813, (4.1)
where Sg) is a constant matrix omitted here, P1(21) is the one-dimensional projector
Py =[o)(wol, Piy = PPy P, (4.2)

and the basis vector reads

sinh 27 _ _
1Y) = \/%OSMU sinh6n(e M|16) + e721|25) + [34) + [43) + €*7|52) + €*7|61)).

We consider following product of two transfer matrices with certain shift of the spectral

parameter [18§]
t(w)t(u+ A) = tro{ Ko(u)To(u) Ko(u)To(u)}
xtr { K1 (u+ A) Ty (u+ A) Ky (u+ A) Ty (w + A)}"
= [p1(2u + A — 8n)] " tr12{ Ko (w) Ty (u) Ko (w) Ty (u) [To(u + A) Ko (u + A)To(u + A)J"
X R (2u + A) My RE (—2u + 1619 — A) MKy (u 4+ A))"'}

10



= [p1(2u + A — 8n)] Mtrio{[Ky(u + A)M; Ry (—2u + 160 — A) M,
X Ko (1) To (1) Ko (u) Ty (w)) 4 [Rya (2u + ATy (u 4 AV KT (u+ ATy (u+ A)]}
= [p1(2u + A — 8n)] Mtrio{ Ky (u+ A)M; ' Roy (—2u + 169 — A) M,
X Ko (w) Ty (w) Ty (4 A) Ky (1) Rya(2u + AV K (u + ATy (u) 11 (u+ A)}. (4.3)

In the derivation, we have used following relations

trio{ Ay Bib} = trig{A12Bro}, My =My, (M) =M,
To(w)Rio(2u + ATy (u 4 A) = To(u+ A)Rya(2u + A)Th(u). (4.4)

We should remark that the basic idea of deriving Eq.([d3)) is as follows. Substituting the def-
inition of transfer matrix into the left hand side of (A.3]), we obtain one analytical expression.
Then we use the matrix transposition and YBRs to change the orders of reflection matrices
and monodromy matrices. At last, two (reflecting) monodromy matrices with certain shift
of spectral parameter should be neighbor. Then we arrive at (£3]). The values of A are
determined by the degenerations of related R-matrix (2.1]).

From the YBRs (8.7)-([8.8) and using the properties of projector, we obtain

T5(6;) T (0; + 8n) = P To(6;) Ty (6; + 8n), (4.5)
Ty (—0;) T1 (=0, + 8n) = PsY To(—6;) To(—6; + 8n), (4.6)

which means that both the products T5(6;)T (6; +8n) and Ty(—6,)T1(—6, +8n) can generate
the projectors. Substituting Eq.(4.H) into (£.3) and considering v = {6;}, A = 8, we see
that the projector Pl(zl) is indeed generated in the operator product identity (£3]). Then we
can take the fusion with projector P1(21), which means that all the operators can be projected
into the one-dimensional subspace generated by |¢). By taking trace, the projector Pl(zl)
is removed and we obtain an one-dimensional vector, which is the quantum determinant.
Substituting Eq.(d.6]) into (A.3]) and considering v = {—6,}, A = 8, we see that the projector
Pz(ll) appears in the identity ([A3]). The fusion of Pz(ll) can also project all the operators into
the one-dimensional fused space to confirm the quantum determinant.

Now, we carry out the fusion process. Starting from the YBE (B.6]) with fixed value of

u — v and using the properties [P5)]2 = PY), [P{V]2 = P}, we obtain the fusion identities
Py Rys(u)R 8n) Py = 8n) Py’ 4.7
12 Ras(u) Rus(u + 8n) Py’ = a(u)e(u + 8n) Py, (4.7)

11



P Rao(u) Ry (u + 8n) P = a(u)e(u + 8n)PY. (4.8)

According to the definitions of monodromy matrices and using Eqs.([d.1)-(4.8), we have

=

P To(u) Tri(u+8n) Py = Py T alu — 6,)e(u — 6; + 8n), (4.9)

1

-
Il

=

P Ty(u) Th(u+ 80P = PO TT a(u + 6,)e(u + 6; + 8n). (4.10)

1

-
Il

The fusion of the reflection matrices gives

P Ky (u)Ryo(2u + 8n) K1 (u + 8n) Py}

= —2sinh(u 4 6n) sinh(u + 89)hy (u — 2n)ho(u + 20)PY),  (4.11)
P K (u+ 80)M; " Ray (—2u + 81) My Ky (u) PY)

= —2sinh(u — 6n) sinh(u — 87)hy (u — 29)ha(u + 2n) P, (4.12)

where Ay (u) = ()] (1,008 (¢t ey = —[e” 2 sinh(% — &) + ée " sinh(u)] and ho(u) =
hg(u)|(c701762763)_> (6/761176/2’613) = —[6% smh(% -+ 62) -+ Ee“ SlIlh(U)]

Substituting Eqgs. @3)-([@12) into ([A3]), we arrive at
t(£0,)t(£0; +8n) = SAG(u)|u=fz0,3 x1d, j=1,--- N, (4.13)

where S is the structure factor coming from the free open boundaries

g sinh(+6; — 6n) sinh(£6; — 8n) sinh(£6; + 6n) sinh(+6; + 8n) (4.14)
~ sinh(£6; — 2n) sinh(+6; — 4n) sinh(+6; + 2n) sinh(460; + 4n)’ '

and A,(u) is the quantum determinant
A, (u) = hy(u— 20)ho(u + 20)ha (u — 20)hy(u + 2n)
N
X H a(u — 0;)e(u — 0; + 8n)a(u + 0;)e(u + 0; + 8n). (4.15)
i=1
From Eq.([#.13), we see that the product ¢(u)t(u+8n) at the inhomogeneous points u = {£6;}

give the one-dimensional vectors. We shall remark that the transfer matrix has the crossing

symmetry (B.II). Thus the fusion identities (AI3]) with v = {6;} and that with v = {—6;}
are the same. Thus only the identities ({LI3]) with u = {6;} are independent.

12



5 Transfer matrix fusion identities
5.1 Fused R-matrices
At the point of u = 47, the R-matrix (Z1]) degenerates into
Riz(4n) = Pp" 53", (5.1)

(16)

where Sgﬁ) is a constant matrix omitted here and P121 is a 16-dimensional projector

16
V=N le el PLY = PPy P,

with the bases vectors

[91) = o(e7"12) — €"[21)), [¢2) = d(e7"[13) — €"[31)), [¢3) = P(e™"[14) — €"[41)),
|64) = ¢(e7"15) — €"[51)), |¢5) = ¢(e7*"[16) — €*"[61)), |de) = ¢(e7"]23) — €"|32)),
|o7) = d(e7"]24) — €7[42)), o) = P(e7"[26) — €"[62)), [¢11) = (e "|35) — €"[53)),
[P12) = ¢(e7|36) — €"[63)), |p1a) = (e "[45) — €"[54)),
615) = 96 746) = 64), o) = o(e 156) = 165)). 6 = =,
I6s) = 2 {cosh477 ~20|95) _ ¢21|52)) — sinh 25(e2?|16) +e—2’7|61>)},
l610) = { e41)25) + e 4[52) + €2[16) + e~ 2’7|61>+2(:osh677|34>}

h2 34
|fs) = {Ziih;’ (47125) + e~41]52) + €1]16) + e~27|61)) — % +143) },

5= sinh 27 5= sinh 67
~ \/ 2cosh6nsinh 8;" © |/ 2 cosh 47 sinh 25’

By using the properties of projector and the YBRs [B.1)-(B.8]), we have

T5(0,)Ty(0; + 4n) = PLOTo(0,)T1(6; + 4n), (5.2)
Ty(—0,) Ty (—0; + 4n) = PLO Ty(—0;) Ty (—0, + 4n), (5.3)

which means that the product 75(0;)T7(6;+4n) generates the projector PSY and Ty (0,)T7(0;+
4n) generates P1(216). Substituting v = {6}, A = 47 into Eq.([@3]) and considering (5.2), we
know that the projector P1(216) is indeed induced in the operator product identity (£3]). While
substituting v = {—6,}, A = 4 in Eq.([@3)) and considering (5.3]), we obtain the projector

]32(1 Therefore, we can further take the fusion by these two 16-dimensional projectors.
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Starting from the YBE (B:6) and taking the fusion with 16-dimensional projectors, we

obtain the fusion of the R-matrices

PYY Ros(u) Rys(u + 4n) PSY = 450(w)Syy RS (w + 20) RS (u + 20)S5L,  (5.4)
P4 Ry (u) R (u -+ 47) PR = 4j0 () Sy RS (u + 20) R (u + 20) Sy
= 40(u) Sy B} (u + 20) R) (u + 20) Sy, (5.5)

From Egs.([54) and (5.5]), we see that the fusion of two 6-dimensional spaces Vi and V;
gives a 16-dimensional fused space Vj9y. Meanwhile, the fused 16-dimensional space can be
decomposed as the direct tensor-product of two 4-dimensional auxiliary spaces Vi and Vo,
i.e., Viigy = Vir ® Vor. We should note that the space structures of Vi, and V5 are the same.
From Egs.(5.4]) and (5.3), we also know that the fused results are the product of two new
fused R-matrices Rgg) (u) and Ré,_g) (u). Here, the function py(u) is

1 1
po(u) = sinh §(u + 4n) sinh §(u — 8n).

The Sy is a 42 x 4% similar transformation matrix defined in the tensor space Viy ® Va

S0
S0
S0
S1 S2 S3 Sq
S0
S0
Sy = %5 %6 %5 = %6 , (5.6)
S7 S8 S9 510
S0
S0
S11 S12
S0
S0

where the matrix elements are

So = 2\/COSh 21 cosh 47 cosh 67, s; = —e”"\/cosh 67, sy = —e Mgy, 53 =€ Mgy,
sq=e s 55 = —e\/cosh2n, s¢ = e Vs5, 57 = —e s,

sinh 12
s = —e" cosh 4n\/cosh 21, s = e Psg, 519 = € a5, 511 = 7" ma

S12 = —6217811. (57)
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The 42 x 42 transformation matrix Syo is

1
sinh 4n

51/2/ = — Sllgle/_l—/H (U>|u:07

where Ré,_;r) (u) can be calculated from

1
1
1
T2 T3 T4 T's
B
1
T3 T2 =73 =Ty
(=) () — !
Ry (u) = "
f4 —fg D) —T3
1
1
f5 —f4 —7:3 D]
B
T1
T1
and the matrix elements are
. ]- . 1 _E+2n .
r1 = sinh §(u —8n), ry=sinh §(u —4n), rz3=—e 27"sinh 2,
_u ., _u_ . _ u__ .

ra=—e 2sinh2n, 7r5;=—e 2 *sinh2n, 73 = —e2 *1sinh 2,
_ u ., _ u .
Ty = —e?sinh2n, 75 = —e2 27sinh 2n).

The matrix R%,_)(u) has the properties
transition symmetry : RS, (u) = RU (w)hte,

unitarity : R§,+2,‘) (u)Rg,_;r)(—u) = —sinh %(u — 8n) sinh %(u +87),
crossing unitarity : Rgg,_)(u)tf M., IR;—J)(—U + 16n)" Moy

= pss(u) = —sinh %(u — 4m) sinh %(u — 127),
YBE : Rgfz,_)(ul - uQ)Rgg) (up — u;),)Ré,_g) (ug — ug)

= Ry (s = us) Ry (wn = ws) Ry (n = o),
reflection equation : Rﬁg,_)(u — U)Kfj_) (u)Rg,_;r)(u + U)Ké,_)(v)
= Ky () Ry (u+ o) KL () RSP (= 0),

15
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(5.14)

(5.15)



dual reflection equation : R%,_)(—u + v)l_(ffr)(u)Mleg,_;)(—u — v+ 1617)]\_41/[(5,_)(1))

= K (0) My RS (—u — v+ 160) M ' KSV () R (—u + v),

21

(5.16)

where My is the 4 x 4 diagonal matrix defined in the fused subspace Vo, My = diag (e,

21 =21 ¢=6n). The R\ (u) are the (4 x 6) x (4 x 6) fused R-matrices defined in the tensor
space Vi» ® V5 and take the forms of

_l’_
Ry

(5.17)

a
1 ala
1
by —€ €2
by €1 —€2
by —€ €2
(5
—€3 by —€1
€3 by ay —€1
aq
by €1 €2
€4 —€3 by
ay
] b —€1
ai
€3 by ay €1
—€4 —€3 by
€4 —e€ bl
3
a1
€4 €3 bl ay
ay
aq a
1
by ay €1 €2
by —€3 —€2
by —€ €2
ay
€3 by €1
ai
—€3 by a €1
b1 —€1 —E€9
€4 €3 by
ai
ay
—€3 by —€1
—e€ bl €1
3 ay
—€4 €3 by
€4 —€3 by
—€4 €3 by
aq a
1
a1

where the matrix elements are

1 1 u
a; = sinh Q(u —6n), by =sinh Q(u —2n), e =e 2z "sinh2ny,

_u_ .
es = e 2 "ginh 27,

u__ .
ez = e2 "sinh 2,
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€4 = €

27 ginh 27).

. (5.18)

(5.19)



According to the fusion identities (5.4)-(5.0]) and the definitions of monodromy matrices,

we obtain

N
PLOTy(u) Ty(u+ 4n) PLY = 4N T po(u — 0,)Sva Tjs (u + 20) Ty (u + 20) Sy, (5.20)

i=1
N
PYOTy(u) Ty(u+ 4n) Py® = 4 T po(u + 0,)Svo T3 (u + 20) Ty (u + 20)Sphy. (5.21)
i=1
where To(,i )(u) and TAO(,i )(u) are the fused monodromy matrices constructed by the fused
R(i)(u) as
172

T (w) = RS (u— 6,) R (u — 6,) -~ RS (u — By), (5.22)
T () = RE) (u+ 6y) - RS (u + 02) R (u + 6y). (5.23)

5.2 Fused reflection matrices

From the boundary integrable theory, the fusion rule of the reflection matrices is

Piy” 1y (u) Rua (2 + 40) K (u + ) Py
= —2¢e sinh(u + 47])51/2rKf,+) (u+ 27))R§,—1T)(2u + 47])K2(,_)(u +2n)Sy, (5.24)

where the R-matrices with certain spectral parameters are inserted to ensure the integrability.

We see that the fused results are the product of two new fused reflection matrices K ﬁ)(u)

and KZ(/_)(U). The K Li)(u) defined in the fused subspace Vi, are the 4 x 4 matrices with the

forms
e 2 sinh(c, — %) ¢p sinh(u) 0 0
cg sinh(u e? sinh(cy + % 0 0
K (u) = st 2 +3) , (5.25)
0 0 ho(u) 0
0 0 0 holu)
—e Ry (u — 4n) 0 0 0
0 —e hy (u — 4 0 0
Ky (u) = (=) (5.26)
0 0 ki(u) ¢y sinh(u)
0 0 cgsinh(u)  ko(u)
where

ki(u) = e 22 sinh(c, — % + 21) + csinh 4,
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ko(u) = e> 2 sinh(cy + g + 21n) + csinh 47.
The fused reflection matrices satisfy the reflection equation
- - -
R§,2’ (u— U)Kf; )(u)Rgl,) (u~+v)K3(v)
= Ky(0)R\E) (u+ v) K () RE) (u — ). (5.27)
The fused dual reflection matrices K },i) (u) are defined by
(16) 7 -1 B % (16) __ o 4n _
xSy Ky (u+ 20) My RUG) (<20 + 120) My K17 (u + 20)Spg, - (5.28)
which satisfy the dual reflection equation
REZ (—u + o) K§P (w) My RS (—u — v + 167) My, Ko (v)
— Ky (v)MyRG) (—u — v 4 160) M, ' KSP ()RS (—u+0).  (5.29)
()

The fused dual reflection matrices K, (u) can also be obtained by the mapping

+ — +
KL )(u) = Mlsz, )(—u + 877) ‘(C,cl702,03)4(0/70/170/2,013) . (5.30)

5.3 Fusion identities of the transfer matrices

Substituting v = {£+6,}, A = 45 into Eq.[@3]) and using the fusion relations (B.20)-(521]),
E24), (528), we obtain

t(£0;)t(£0; +4n) =e

) ) N
81 sinh(%6; + 4n) sinh(+6; — 8n) a0 \E(dh. |
sinh(jzé’j + 277) sinh(j:Qj o 677) 1;! pO( 9] ez)pO( 9] + 92)

)Nt (205 +2n) t-(£0; +2n), j=1,-- N, (5.31)

were the fused transfer matrices ¢4 (u) is defined by
te(u) = tro{ K57 ()T () K () TE ()} (5.32)
In the derivation of Eq.(5.31]), we have used the relation

trio { K7 () My RS (—2u + 160) My K5 (w) TG (w) T (u)
x K0P (u) Ry, (2u) K5 (u) TP () Ty (1)} = pas(2u)ty (w) t-(u). (5.33)
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From Eq.(5.3T]), we see that the fusion of two transfer matrices t(u) generates two new fused
transfer matrices t1(u). The identities with v = {#;} and those with u = {—#6;} are not
equivalent, although ¢(u) has the crossing symmetry. According to the definition (532I), the
physical spaces of . (u) are the same as that of t(u). t4(u) are the new generating functionals
of conserved quantities of g-deformed Dél) integrable model. From the YBE (5.14)), reflection
equations (B.I0)-(E10) and definitions of fused monodromy matrices (£.22)-(5.23), we can

demonstrate that the fused transfer matrices ¢, (u) and ¢t_(u) are commutative

[t (u), t_(v)] = 0. (5.34)

6 Nested fusion

The recursive fusion relations (B.31]) are not closed because the new fused transfer matrices
t+(u) are induced. In order to close the fusion processes, we further study the properties of

fused matrices R%) (u). The R%) (u) satisty

transition symmetry : Réjf, (u) = 1,2 (u)tl’tz, (6.1)

unitarity : R (w) R (—u) = po(u) = a1 (w)ar (—u), (6.2)

crossing unitarity R% (u)> My 1R§jf, (—u +161)2 My = p,(u — 8n), (6.3)
YBE : Rg,z (ug —ug)R 17_;) (uy — uz)Rog(ug — ug)

= Ro3(uy — u;),)R%) (up — ug)R%) (up — ug). (6.4)

The tensor spaces of R1'2 (u) matrices can be decomposed as 4 ® 6 = 4 @& 20. Thus we have
one 4-dimensional and one 20-dimensional projected subspaces. At the point of u = 67, the

fused R-matrix R%) (u) reduce into

+ + )\ /()
R§'2)(677) P1(’2) 1/2 ’ 1/2 Z |¢( ¢( (6.5)

()

where Sﬁ) are the constant matrices omitted here and P};;" are the 4-dimensional projectors

with the bases vectors

1657) = do(e2114) — [22) + €®|31)),  [o5") = (e 27|15) + [23) — €21[41)),
1657) = @o(e 21|16 — |33) + €21]42)),  [|657) = do(e™27|26) + |35) + €*7]44)),
1687) = do(e™2113) + |22) + €2|31)),  |657)) = do(e 1|15) — [24) — €*1[41)),

19



|657) = dole|16) — [34) + €*|42)), [6}) = ole">"|26) — [35) — ¢?"[43)),

where ¢ = :iﬁ gz Exchanging two spaces, we obtain the projectors
4
- - - - -
P2(1’) = Z |80£ )><<P§ )‘7 |80£ )> = WE )>‘n—>—n,\kl>—>|lk)- (6.6)
i=1

From the YBE (6.4)), one can check that the fused monodromy matrices satisfy the YBRs

RE (u— 0)To(uw) TS (0) = TP (0)To () RS (u — ), (6.7)
RE) (u — o) To(uw) TS (0) = T (0) T () R (u — ), (6.8)
which gives
To(0,) TS (0, + 6n) = P53 To(8;) TV (6; + 61), (6.9)
Ty(—=0;) TS (—0; + 61) = P To(—0,) T (=0, + 6n). (6.10)

From Eqs.([@3)-(@I0), we conclude that the product T(6;)T5 (6; + 61) can induce the
projectors Pfi) and Tg(—ﬁj)Tf,i)(—Hj + 67) can induce the projectors Pz(ljf). Egs. ([69)- (G100

also tell us that we can consider the quantities

Hu)te (u+ A) = [p(2u+ A = 8)] ruo{ K7 (u+ A) M RS (=2u + 160 — A) My,
x Ky (u) Ty (u) TS (w + AV Ko (w) R (2u + AV K (w4 ATy (w) T (u + A)}. (6.11)

Therefore, substituting v = {6,;}, A = 6n into Eq.(6.II) and considering (6.9), we can
obtain the fusion identities induced by the projectors Pl(i). Substituting u = {—6,}, A =67

into Eq.(G.I1) and considering (EI0), we can obtain the fusion identities induced by the

projectors P2(1jf ),

Starting from the YBE (6.4]) and taking the fusion by using the projectors Pl(,;) and PZ(IT),

we obtain
Py Ros(u) RYS (u + 6n) Py = 20(u) Ry (u + 21), (6.12)
Py Ry (u) RSS) (u -+ 6n) Py = 200(w) RS ) (u -+ 20p). (6.13)

We see that the R-matrices R(u) and R™)(u) can be fused into the R(™)(u). No new R-

matrix appears. Thus the fusion of R-matrices are closed. Please note that the dimension
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of fused auxiliary space Vg is 4. From Egs.([6I2)-(G.I3), we obtain the fusion relations

among the monodromy matrices

Py Ty (u)T (u+ 6n) Py = 2V H po(w — 0;) Ty (w + 2n), (6.14)

Py (w)T5 (u + 6n) PY) = 2V H Pol1u + 0, T30 (u + 21). (6.15)

i=1

The fused reflection matrices are
P Ky (u)RG) (2u+ 6n) K (u+ 6n) P
= —e" sinh(u + 67)ha(u + 27) K (1 (u+ 2n), (6.16)
PSR (w4 6n) My RS (—2u + 10m) My Ko (u) PLY
= e sinh(u — 8n)hy (u — 29) K ;) (u + 27). (6.17)

We see that the K and K*) with ceratin shift of spectral parameter can be fused into

K (u). Thus the fusion of reflection matrices are also closed. Substituting u = {£6;} and

A = 6n into Eq.(6.I1) and using the relations (6.14)-(G.IT), we obtain

smh(:t@ + 67) sinh(+6; — 8n)
smh(:t@ + 2n) sinh(40; — 4n) -

X hy(£0; 4 2n)hy (£0; — 20)2°Nt_(£6; +21), j=1,--- N. (6.18)

H(0,) L (£6; + 61) =

H,b“ (£6; — 6,)po(%6; + 6;)

We see that the fusion of t(u) and t.(u) gives the fused transfer matrix ¢_(u) without
other additional terms at certain inhomogeneous points. We also find that the product of
Eq.(618) with u = {6;} and that with u = {—0;} gives the fusion identities (L.I3]) due to
the crossing symmetry of ¢(u). Thus only the identities (6.I8) with v = {6;} or v = {—0;}
are independent.

Taking the fusion by using the projectors Pl(,;) and Pz(l_,), we obtain
Pl Ras(w) RG; (u + 60) Py = 200(u) Sy Rl s (1 + 20) Sty (6.19)
Py Ry (u) RSy (u + 6n) Py = 200(w) S(aray RS (1 + 27) Sy (6.20)
where Sy = diag(1,—1,1,~1). Thus the R-matrices R(u) and R(_)(u) can be fused

into the R™)(u). According to them, we obtain the fused relations among the monodromy

matrices

N
P T(w)T7 (wt 6n)PLy) = 28 T dolu — 0:) S Tl (w+2m)Sh), (621)
i=1
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N
Py To(w)T ) (w+ 6n) Py, = 2V T polu+ 0:) Sy Ty (w+ 2m) Sl . (6.22)

i=1

The fused reflection matrices are

PLKS ()R (2u + 6n) K (w + 6n) P

= e~ sinh(u + 6)ha (u — 20) Sy K oy (u + 27) STy, (6.23)
Py Ky (u+ 6n) My RS (<20 + 10n) My Ko(u) Py
— —e " sinh(u — 8n)hy(u + 27})§<1/2>K<(1Jf%> (u+ 2n)§<_1,12>. (6.24)

Thus the reflection matrices K (u) and K () (u) with ceratin shift of spectral parameter can
be fused into K (u). Substituting u = {+60;} and A = 65 into Eq.(6I1) and using the
relations (G.21))-([6.24)), we arrive at

s, Sinh(20; + 617) sinh(£6, — 89) 177 -
sinh(£6; + 2n) sinh(+6; — 477 111,00 +0; — 0;)po(£0; + 0;)

xhy(£0; — 2n)ha(£0; + 20)2°Nt, (€6, +21), j=1,--- N. (6.25)

H(E0;) t_ (6, + 6n) = e~

We see that the transfer matrices t(u) and ¢_(u) can be fused into the ¢, (u) without other
additional terms at certain inhomogeneous points. Thus the fusion of transfer matrices are
also closed.

From the reflection equation (5.27), dual one (5.29) and the YBRs (6.7)-(6.8)), we can
demonstrate that the transfer matrix ¢(u) and the fused transfer matrices ¢4 (v) commutate

with each other,

[t(w), te(v)] = 0. (6.26)

Thus they have the common eigenstates.

The next tasks are to choose the independent relations among the fusion identities (5.31]),
(6I8) and ([6.29), and to prove [t+(u),t+(v)] = 0. For these purposes, we should study the
relation between the fused transfer matrix ¢ (u) and ¢_(u). The starting point is the spinorial

(1)

representation of the g-deformed D’ Lie algebra.

7 Spinorial representation

The R-matrix given by (Z) is the vectorial one. In fact, the ¢-deformed Dél) vertex model
also has the 16 x 16 spinorial R-matrix, which equals to the fundamental R-matrix of SU(4)

22



Lie algebra. The matrix form of the spinorial R-matrix is [32]34]

Rllgl (u) =

ag

ba

ba

by

€5

€5

€5

€6

a2
by
by

€5

€5

€6

€6

€5

€6

where the matrix elements are

€6

€6

a2

(7.1)

as(u) = sinh(g — ), by(u) = sinh(g), es(u) = —e~ 3 sinh(27), eg(u) = —e? sinh(2n).

The spinorial R-matrix (1)) has the following properties

unitarity

crossing unitarity

YBE

YBE

At the point of u = 47, the spinorial R-matrix (L)) reduces into

Ry (u) Ry (—u) = — sinh(% —2n) sinh(% + 2n),

(7.2)

Rua (0)" My Ry (—u + 169) My = — sinh(%) sinh(% — &), (7.3)

ém/ (Ul - Uz)lesf (Ul - U3)}~€2/3/(u2 - U3)

Ry (ug — Uz)R%)(Ul - UB)R%) (ug — us)

= RS (us — ug) R (wy — ug) Ryvos (g — us).

6
~ 6 6 6
Ruy(4n) = PSS, PE =" Ixa)(l,
=1

= R2'3/ (Uz - u3)R1'3' (Ul - Us)Rm' (ul - U2)7

(7.4)

(7.5)

(7.6)

where 55,6%, is a 6 X 6 constant matrix omitted here and Pl(g), is a 6-dimensional projector

with the bases

IX1) = do(e7"[12) — €"[21)), [x2) = do(e™"[13) — €"[31)), [x3) = do(e™"[14) — €"[41)),

23



IXa) = do(e7"]23) — €"[32)), [x5) = do(—€7"[24) + €"|42)), |x6) = Po(e™"[34) — €"|43)).

Now, we show that the vectorial R-matrix (ZI]) and the fused ones (5.17)-(5.I8) can be
obtained from the spinorial one (1)) by using the fusion. Starting from the YBE (.4) and

using the properties of projector, we obtain
~ ~ . U
P2(,63),R1/2/ (u - 2’)7)R1/3/(u + 2’)7)P2(,63), = smh(§ + 77)R§:i_<)2,3,> (U), (77)

where the dimension of fused space Viysy = V5 is 6. We note that V5 is indeed the space of

) vertex model. According to the fusion rule

vectorial representation of the g¢-deformed Dél
(1), we obtain the fused R-matrix R%)(u), which is exactly the one given by (B.I7). At
the point of u = 61, Rﬁg) (u) reduces into the projector P1(/J£) given by (6.5]).

Starting from the YBE ([Z.3]) and using the properties of projector, we obtain
1
6 6
Pl RS (u = 20) R (u+ 20) Py = 5 R (w). (7.8)

We see that after putting Viygy = Vi, we obtain the vectorial R-matrix Ry3(u), which is
exactly the one given by (ZT]).

Starting from the YBE (6.4]) and using the fusion relations (€12)-([6.13), we find that the
fusion of R (u) and R(u) with the help of projectors Pl(,;) gives the fused R(™)(u) matrix,
which is exactly the one given by (B.I8)).

The spinorial reflection matrix K (u) can be obtained by solving the reflection equation

Rllgl (u — U)f{y(u)églll (U + U)KQ/ (U)
= Kg/(v)éyg/(u + 'U)Kll (u)éng(u - 'U). (79)
It is easy to check that the matrix (5.28) is a solution of Eq.(Z9), thus K (u) = K (u). By
using the fusion of spinorial reflection matrices K (u) with 6-dimensional projector P}f”;,, we

obtain
P Ky (u — 20) Ry (2u) Ky (u + 20) PSS}, = sinh(u + 20)ha(u — 20) Koy (), (7.10)

where K94 (u) is exactly the vectorial reflection matrix K(u) given by (24). The fusion
of K (u) and K(u) with Pl(,;) gives the fused reflection matrix K()(u) given by (5.2,
please see Eq.(6I6). We should note that the fused reflection matrices K®)(u) also satisfy
the reflection equation (Z.9).
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The dual spinorial reflection matrix K (u) satisfies the dual reflection equation
Ry (—u + 0) Ky (u) My Ry (—u — v + 167) My Ko (0)
= Ky (0) My Ry (—u — v + 160) My " Ko (u) RS, (—u +0). (7.11)

One can check that the matrix (5.30) is a solution of Eq.(Z.I1]), thus [:((u) = K®)(u), which
gives that K ™) (u) also satisfy the dual reflection equation (ZI1). Similar with the discussion

of K(u), by using the fusion of dual spinorial reflection matrices K (u) with 6-dimensional
projector Pl(g),, we can obtain the vectorial dual reflection matrix K(u) given by ([2.8]). The
detailed fusion rule is
Pé,?,f(l/ (u+ 217)]\_4171}~%2/1/(—2u + 169) My Ky (u — 277)P1(,6),
= —sinh(u — 109)7y (u — 67) K 19 (w). (7.12)
By using the YBE (Z.3)) and reflection equations (1), (ZI1]), we can prove that

[+ (), £ (v)] = [t (u),t-(v)] = 0. (7.13)

8 Crossing symmetry between ¢, (u) and t_(u)

Now, we are ready to demonstrate that the fused transfer matrices ¢ (u) and ¢t_(u) satisfy

the crossing symmetry
ty(—u+8n) = eWt_(u)W, (8.1)

where W =W; @ Wy ® --- @ Wy and W; = diag(1,—1,1,—1,1, —1). The crossing equation
(8.1) shows that the fused transfer matrices ¢, (—u + 8n) and ¢_(u) are not independent.
The t,(—u + 8n) differs t_(u) in an unitary transformation up to a constant. The unitary

transformation is W and W~! = W. By using the following properties of fused R-matrices
Ry (u) = VWl Ry (—u + 80)) * Vi,
Ry (u) = VeWa[ Ry (—u + 80)) Vi W,
Ry (w) = [Ry ()], Ry (u) = [Ry,) (w)]™, (82)

where the operator V;, defined in the fused four-dimensional space Vi, is

0 0 0 —e 3

0 0 e 0

0 —e” 0 0 ’
e 0 0 0

‘71/ = ‘71/‘71/ - —ld, ‘71131,‘71/ - M, (83)
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we obtain
[T (—u+ 8o = (= )NV T (w) Vo W,
[T (—u+ 8n)) = (=D)N "WV T (u) Vo W (8.4)

Based on them, we obtain

to(—ut 8n) = tri{ Ky (—u+ )T (—u+ )P (KL (—u+ 8) T (—u+ 8n)}
= Wiry T3 (@) Vi AR (—u+ 80)} VT (w) Vil K6 (—u + 80) Yo Vi w

= " Wiry T (w)try Ry (0) Ryg (20) K (w) TS (w) VA A K S (= + 8p) Y VW) f(u)
= Wiy K37 (u)try Ry (0) 157 (u >Rllzf<2u>Tf, () Vi {57 (= + 80) Y Vi W) f ()
= M Wiry K3 (w)try Ry (0T (u) Ruva (20) T4 (w) Vi K (= + 8m) Y Vi W/ F(u)
_€4nWtT2’K(/)(U)T( (u)try Ry (0) Ry (20) Vi A K07 (—u + 8) Y Vi T3 (w)W/ £ (u)
= M Wiry Ky (u)Ty7 (w)tr Vi Ruvs (0) Ry (2u) Vil K (—U+877)}t1’T/ (W)W f(u)
— M Wiry K ()T () [Va? |~y Ry (0) Ry (2u) My

(u

(u
AR (—u+ 8n) Y Vo T3 (w)W) £ (u)
= Wiy K5 ()T (0) KS ()T ()W = Wi (u)W. (8.5)

In the derivation, we have used following relations

try{ Ry (0) Ry (20) Ky (u)} = e f(u) V' [K}”) (—u + 80)]) " Vi,
1y { By (0) Ryry (2u) Moy [KSD (—u 4 89))"2 } = e F(u) V2 K () [V2] 7,

]
‘_/f,ll R1/2/ (O)Rllgl (2”)‘_/1/ - [V ] 1R2’1’ (0) ’1’(2U)M1"/2/ Y I
Ry 0V () = TS (w) Ry (0), T (1) Ryrgr (0) = Ry (0)T7) (), (8.6)

where f(u) = — sinh 2psinh(u — 8n). From Eq.([83]), we see that ¢, (u) and t_(u) are not
independent, and ¢_(u) can be replaced by ¢, (u).

After considering the crossing symmetry (81]) between ¢, (u) and ¢_(u), we find that
the fusion identities (25 can be obtained by Eqs.([@I3]), (E31)) and ([EI8). Thus (G25)
is not independent here. However, we should remark that when we study the g-deformed
D:())l) model with periodic boundary condition, the property (8] is missing and ([G.25]) is
independent. Then we must adopt the way like (628 to close the fusion processes.
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9 Inhomogeneous T — () relations

From the definitions, we know that the transfer matrix ¢(u) is the operator polynomial of
e" with degree 4N + 4. Meanwhile, t(u) enjoys the crossing symmetry ([B.II)). The fused
transfer matrices t4(u) are the operator polynomials of " with degrees 2N + 4, where t, (u)
and t_(u) satisfy the property (8I). All the ¢(u) and t4(u) have the common eigenstates.
Denote the eigenvalues of ¢(u) and ¢4 (u) acting on a common eigenstate as A(u) and Ay (u),

respectively. The crossing symmetries ([B.11) gives
A(—u+8n) = A(u). (9.1)

Then the values of A(u) can be determined by 2N + 3 independent constraints. From the
property (81]), we obtain

Ay (—u+8n) = e®A_(u), (9.2)

which means that the A_(u) can be replaced by the A, (u), and we should only consider the

values of A(u) and A (u). The values of Ay (u) can be determined by 2N + 5 independent

constraints. Therefore, we need 4N + 8 conditions to obtain the values of A(u) and A (u).
We chose the independent constraints as the transfer matrices fusion identities (LI3))

with v = {6;}, (B31) with v = {£6,;} and (6I8) with v = {6;}. Acting these operator

identities on a common eigenstate of ¢(u) and ¢, (u), we obtain following functional relations

among the eigenvalues A(u) and A, (u)

sinh(#; — 6n) sinh(6; — 8n) sinh(#; + 6n) sinh(6; + 8n)

sinh(#; — 2n) sinh(6; — 4n) sinh(6; + 2n) sinh(6; + 4n)

Xl (6 = 20)ha(f + 20)hi(0; = 2m)ha(0; + 2n)

A(0;) A(=0;) =

xHa e(0; — 0; +8n)a(f; + 0;)e(0; +0; +8n), j=1,--- N, (9.3)
A(£0,) A(F0, + 4) = sinh(+6; + 4n) sinh(+ 11_\/[~ (20, + 6:)
i) AN sinh(+6; + 2n) sinh( :t@ —6n) -1 ol i)Po
xA*NA (0, +2n) Ay (F0; +61), j=1,---,N, (9.4)
sinh(¢; + 6n) sinh(¢ N
AB5) A+ (05 +6m) = sinh(6; +27])smh9 —47} Up o(6; +6:)
Xh2(9j + 277)}31(9] - 277)22NA+(_9j + 677)’ ] - ]-7 e aN' (95)
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Besides, from the definitions we also know the values of A(u) and A, (u) at some special

points. For example,

A(O)__sinh677sinh877 2 h 2 ﬁ 2Ns1nh6771—[ (A, (4n),
~ sinh2#sinh 4y (2n)h2(2n) o sinh 477 Ps(01) A (4
sinh 8n al sinh 87 7 :
AL(0) = ha (0) iz (4) H 0), Ai(8n) = ha(4n)hy (0) [T ps(61). (9.6)

~ sinh 2n sinh 29

=1

The asymptotic behaviors of A(u) and A (u) with u — +oo are

1
A |us oo = TN+

+(e2(m1+m2—N—1)U + 6—2(m1+m2—N—1)77)(01536—277 + 61036277)} +oe

1

62(N+1)u_(8N+4)n{C(5 + 6—62)64(m1—m2)77 + 6(0 + 6—02)64(m2—m1)77

A(U)|u—>—oo _ _4N+1 e—2(N+1)u+(8N+12)77{C(6 + 6—62)64(m2—m1)n + E(C + 6—02)64(m1—m2)77
+(e2(m1+M2—N—1)U + 6—2(m1+m2—N—1)77)(01536—277 + 61036277)} +oe
1 ~
- C e (G T

_'_62(m2—m1)17(0153€—217 -+ 51036277)} + - y

A+(u>|u—>—oo _ N1 16_(N+2)u+4(N+3)n{5(C + 6—02)(62(%2—1\7—1)17 + 62(N+1—2m1)17)
AN+
_'_62(m1—m2)77(0153€—277 + 51036277)} + - (97)

where my € [0, N], my € [0, N] and 0 < m; +my < N. We should note that the leading
terms of ¢(u) and ¢ (u) are the operators, which is different from the rational Dél) case where
the leading terms are the constants. All these operators are the conserved quantities and
commutate with the transfer matrices ¢(u) and ¢, (u). These conserved quantities have the
obvious eigenvalues, which are characterized by the quantum numbers m; and my given by
Eq.(@7). This reminds us that the off-diagonal K-matrices (2.4)) and (2.8]) only break one
of three conserved U(1) charges of the corresponding closed chain.

For simplicity, let us introduce some functions

sinh(u — 67n) sinh(u — 87) - QW (u + 4n)
Zi(u sinh(u — 2n) sinh(u — 4n)A(u)h2(u +2n)h(u = 2m) QW (u)
_ sinh(u — 6n) = QW (u —4n)Q™ (u + 4n)Q® (u + 4n)
7200 = (= 2y Pl O = 2T e e

; Q) (u+ QW (u — 4n)
Zs(w) = Bluhalu = ) — 60)=— oS
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QW (u — 4n)Q") (u + 4n)

Z4(u) = B(u>h1 (u - 677)712 (u o 277) Q(g) (U)Q(3) (u) )

Zo(u) = %me — )iy (u — 61) Q(gﬁiﬂ)fj@_) <§n;;’;7><@§‘°;$;1 g )4”>,
o) e sl 00t ) =0
) = asin(u — o) S AT LA
o) = sini(u — 2 T SO (95)
where the related functions are defined by
Ha (u—0))a(u+06;), C(u)= ﬂe(u_ej)e(uwj),

B(u) =

h u sinh(u — a
sinh u sinh(u — 8n) Hb Vo +6,),

sinh(u — 4n) sinh(u — 4n)

Jj=1

L1 1 1
(1) _ inh = - (1) -9 inh = (1) -9
QY (u) ,!le sinh o (u— n) sin 5 (u+ n),

1 1
= Hsinh i(u — u,(f) — 4n) sinh i(u + ,ug) —4n), 1=2,3,

N
[T a(u— 6;)a(u + 6;) sinh(u — 6;) sinh(u + 6,).  (9.9)
j=1
According to the 4N + 8 constraints (Q.3))-(0.7), we obtain the values of A(u) and A, (u),

which can be expressed by the inhomogeneous 7' — @) relations

sinh u sinh(u — 8n)
sinh(u — 4n)

F(u) =

Au) = Zy(u) + Zy(u) + Z3(u) + Zy(u) + Zs(u) + Zs(u) + f1(u) + fo(u), (9.10)
sinh(u — 8n)

Zl_Ial i)ar(u+ 0;)ha(u )%I(U_4n)m

1
(u + 677 sinh(u) QW (u+27)Q® (u— 2n)
% { (u+ 2n) smh(u —4n) QW (u — 2)Q@ (u + 27})}

sinh(u)

Q¥ (u — 6n)
m {hz(u - 477)h1(u — 8n)

Q®(u — 2n)

smh(u —8n) B QW (u— 677)@ )(u+ 2n)
+sinh(u — 477)h1(u ) 477)62( D(u = 27)Q® (u — 277)}

N
+a sinh(u) sinh(u — 8n) [ [ ar(u — 6:)ar (u+ 0;)by (w — 6;)by (u + ;)
=1

N
+Hblu— )b (u + 6;)
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Q% (u = 20)Q) (u + 2n)
QW (u — 2n) '

The regularities of A(u) and A, (u) require that the Bethe roots {ul(j”)} should satisfy the

(9.11)

Bethe ansatz equations

sinh(uif’ - 2n>h2<u,i” - 4n>iu<u£3’> Qv () + 6n>
Smh(uk + 277)h1(uk - 477)h2(uk ) QW (1Y — 2p)

H;'V:1 sinh %(,u,(:) — 21— 6;) sinh § (,uk) —2n+0;) QP (u, M4 2m)Q®) (,uk + 2n)
= —x sinh(,u,(cl)) sinh(,u,(:) +2n) smh(,uk —-2n), k=1,--- Ly,

QW (1) (1 + ) sinb( D)
QU +4mQ@ (™) sinh(uf” — 2n)
QW (?)Q® (1 + 877) sinh(” + 20)ha(i” + 20)ha (1" — 2n)
QW (" + 4 Q® (™) sinh(u” — 2m)hn (i = 2m)ha(p™ + 2n)°
l=1,---, L, (9.12)
where the numbers of Bethe roots satisfy
L1 :L2+L3+N, (913)
the undetermined parameter x is given by
x = —e"(c1é5e7 + Erese®) + c(é 4 e )M TAETIN g 4 eme2) 2t n (g 1y)

Ly =my, Ly =my and Ly € [0,2N].

One can check that A(u) and A (u) satisfy the crossing symmetry (@.1), the functional
relations (O.3)-(@.3]), the values at the special points (0.6 and the asymptotic behaviors (9.7]).
Thus they are the eigenvalues of transfer matrices ¢(u) and ¢, (u), respectively.

The eigen-energy of Hamiltonian (2.I0) can be obtained by the A(u) as

OlnA(u)

E:
ou

lu=0,{0;=0} - (9.15)

10 Discussion

In this paper, we have studied the exact solution of the g-deformed D:())l) vertex model with

open boundary condition. By using the intrinsic properties of R-matrices and Yang-Baxter
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integrable theory, we construct the closed fusion relations among the fused transfer matrices.
Based on them and using the polynomials analysis, we obtain the exact eigen-spectrum of
the transfer matrix and the Hamiltonian. The method and the results given in this paper

could be directly generalized to the g-deformed DY integrable model.
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