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Abstract

We consider the interaction-round-a-face version of the isotropic six-vertex
model. The associated spin chain is made of two coupled Heisenberg spin chains
with different boundary twists. The phase diagram of the model and the long
distance correlations were studied in [Nucl. Phys. B, 995 (2023) 116333].
Here, we compute the short-distance correlation functions of the model in the
ground state for finite system sizes via non-linear integral equations and in
the thermodynamic limit. This was possible since the model satisfies the face
version of the discrete quantum Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov (qKZ) equation. A
suitable ansatz for the density matrix is proposed in the form of a direct sum
of two Heisenberg density matrices, which allows us to obtain the discrete
functional equation for the two-site function w(A1, A2). Thanks to the known
results on the factorization of correlation functions of the Heisenberg chain, we
are able to compute the density matrix of the IRF model for up to four sites

and its associated spin chain for up to three sites.
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1 Introduction

The correlation functions of integrable models have been widely studied in the last
decades [T, 2]. Many results were obtained for quantum spin chains associated to
classical vertex models, specially for the SU(2) spin-1/2 chain [3] 4], 5] 6, [7, 8, 9, 10,
11, [12], T3], 14}, [15], its higher-spin realizations [16] 17, 18, 19, 20} 2], 22} 23] and also
some explicit results for high-rank spin chains [24], 25] 26].

Nevertheless, much less is known about correlation functions of the interaction-
round-a-face (IRF) models and its associated spin chains [27, 28, 29| 30, 31]. The IRF
model and its many different realizations as the cyclic solid-on-solid (CSOS) [32, [33,
341,135, [36], the restricted solid-on-solid (RSOS) models and its A-D-FE generalizations
[37, 38, 39, 40] share some similarities with the vertex models and its integrable
structure, which allow for the exact computation of physical properties. Recently,
some remarkable results appeared in the context of correlation functions of face models
[41), 42]. In [41], the reduced density matrix was formulated in terms of face model
weights, which allowed for the derivation of discrete functional equations of qKZ type
along the same lines as the six-vertex model and the associated Heisenberg spin chain
[14]. Besides, it was shown [41], 42] that the density matrix of the RSOS models can
be factorized in terms of nearest-neighbour correlators.

In this work, we are interested to compute correlation functions of the recently
proposed interaction-round-a-face version of the six-vertex model [43]. The spin chain
associated to this face model have previously appeared in different contexts [44] [45)
46], however, the integrable structure of the face models and its relationship with
the six-vertex model allowed the study of its physical properties and phase diagram
in the thermodynamical limit [43]. Here, inspired in [41] [42], we study the reduced
density matrix for the interaction-round-a-face version of the six-vertex model, which
satisfies the discrete functional equation of qKZ type. We obtain the solution of the

functional equation at zero temperature for finite and infinity system sizes, which



is determined by the density matrix in the ground state. As described in [43], the
associated quantum spin chain is made of two coupled Heisenberg spin chains with
different boundary conditions. This implies that the density matrix in the ground
state can also be seen as two copies of the density matrix of the Heisenberg spin chain.
Therefore, with a suitable ansatz, we obtain that the qKZ equation for the face model
density matrix results in the discrete functional equation for the two-site correlation
function, usually denote by w(A1, A\2) and whose solution is written in terms of the
solution of non-linear integral equations for finite system sizes. This allowed to fully
determine the two and three-site density matrices of the spin chain and its correlations
at zero temperature for finite system size and in the thermodynamic limit.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we describe the IRF version
of the six-vertex model and its integrable structure. In section [3] we introduce the
physical density matrix and its functional equation. In section Ml we present the
solution for two-, three-, and four-site density matrices of the IRF model and up to
three-sites for the spin chain for finite system size and in the thermodynamic limit
at zero temperature. In section [B, we make use of the non-linear integral equations
in order to evaluate the non-trivial correlations for large but finite system sizes. Our

conclusions are given in section



2 The IRF version of the six-vertex model and its

quantum spin chain

The face models are classical statistical mechanical models on a square lattice defined

by local Boltzmann weights, which can be depicted as [32], 33, [34],
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where a, b, ¢, d are the spins or heights of the corners of the face separated by bonds

and A is the spectral parameter.

In this work, we consider the IRF version of the isotropic six-vertex model intro-

duced in [43], which can be depicted as in Figure [l This face model is made of two

copies of the six-vertex model, whose spins are assigned as in Figure [l
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Figure 1: Boltzmann weights of the IRF version of the six-vertex model. The face

weights are obtained from the allowed configuration for the six-vertex model, which

can be seen through the dotted oriented lines.



The face weights a()), b(\) and ¢()\) are given by,
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The physical properties of the classical M x L square lattice model with periodic
boundary condition can be obtained from the partition function, which can be writ-
ten as Zigp = Tr [(TIRF(A))M]. Here, the transfer matrix with periodic boundary
condition is defined as Tirp(A) = Tr[T(A)] = X2, 4, Tawust (A), where the monodromy

matrix elements are defined as the product of the Boltzmann weights along the row,
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where for later convenience we introduce the inhomogeneity parameters {u;}.

The depiction of the transfer matrix is given in Figure
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Figure 2: The monodromy matrix elements of the IRF model.

The transfer matrix is part of a family of commuting operators [Tirp(\), Tirr(1)] =

0 thanks to the Yang-Baxter equation. The face version of the Yang-Baxter equation



given by,
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Taking the logarithmic derivative of the IRF transfer matrix Higr = 0\ log Tirr(A) |A=u,=0,
we obtain a one-dimensional spin chain with interaction of three spins,
1 L
Hine = 5 )07 — 07107071 + 07407 + 1, (5)

i=1
where o for @ = z,y, z are the standard Pauli matrices. The Hamiltonian (&) has a
continuous U(1) symmetry and a discrete Zy symmetry, since it commutes with the
operators,
L
=) oior,, I =]]o (6)
j=1 j=1
This three spins interaction Hamiltonian (Bl) was shown in [43] to be made of two
coupled Heisenberg spin chains (Hxxx(¢)) with different boundary conditions at the

sector of even spin flips,
Hire = U’ (XX (0) © HIXX(7/2)) U, (7)

where U is the matrix that diagonalizes [1* and ¢ is the twist angle, such that ¢ = 0
result in periodic boundary condition [43].

The physical properties of this model were studied in [43] via the quantum transfer
matrix approachf47] in the thermodynamical limit. It was shown that the leading
eigenvalue of the transfer matrix with periodic boundary determine thermodynamic
properties as free-energy and its derivatives. This implies that the Hamiltonian (&)
has the same phase diagram as the Heisenberg model. Nevertheless due to the fact

that the first excited states belong to the sector with non-periodic boundary condition,
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the long distance correlation function presents different oscillatory behaviour from the

Heisenberg chain [4§].

3 Density matrix and functional equations

In [41], the scheme to deal with correlation functions of integrable models was ex-
tended to the case of face models. This was done by proceeding along the same
lines as in the vertex model case [14]. Within this approach, the main object is the
inhomogeneous reduced density matrix formulated in terms of face weights at zero

temperature and finite system size L (see Figure []), whose matrix element are given
by,

a1ﬁ1 Cl252 anﬁn
DAty A, A)plgzomt = Lol Tagiy 1) Tasy (R2) T s () |20) (8)
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where Eilﬁ .., (A) are the monodromy matrix elements () and |®o) is the eigenstate

associated to the leading eigenvalue Ag(z) of the transfer matrix Tirp(N).
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Figure 3: Graphical illustration of the un-normalized reduced density matrix

elements.

It is worth to note that the connection with the physical density matrix of the face
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model for n consecutive edges in the ground state is obtained from the inhomogeneous

reduced density matrix via the limit \y — uy, for k =1,2,... n [41],

Dy = lim DA, Mgy An). (9)

)\1—>u1,~~~ 7>\n_>un

Besides, in order to obtain the physical results for the quantum spin chain, one has
to additionally take partial trace of the IRF density matrix, which results in the spin
chain density matrix D,,_; given by,

Dot A+ A)E8 = 37 Da(h A+ AZISTSR L (10)

a1,0n41

Finally, the homogeneous limit guarantees we are describing the correlation of the
quantum spin chain, which means that all inhomogeneities are taken to zero such
that uy = 0, for all k.

The efficient computation of the inhomogeneous reduced density matrix in a way
that the above limits can be taken is established through the solution of a discrete
functional equation of qKZ type [14] 41]. The existence of such equation is guaranteed
by the integrable structure plus the crossing symmetry of the Boltzmann weights.

The face version of the discrete functional equations is given by [41],
Dy(A1, Az, An = 1) = Ap(Ar, Ao, - M) [Dn(Ar, Az, -5 )], (11)

under the condition that A, = wuy for arbitrary k and where the linear operator A,

can be written as,

Q1O2...0n41 a1 81 00,416,
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By direct inspection, we verified for finite lattices L = 4, 8 that the discrete functional
equation (1)) is satisfied.

In the next section, we are going to propose a suitable ansatz for the density
matrix which allows for the solution of the functional equation for short-distances

n = 2,3 and 4.

4 Computation of the reduced density matrix

Due to the fact that the IRF model (2]) is made of two copies of the six-vertex model,
and likewise the associated spin chain (] is made of two coupled Heisenberg spin
chains, it is expected that this structure carries over to the density matrix as well.
Actually, we realized that the IRF reduced density matrix in the ground state (&) can
be written, after a trivial reordering of the basis states, as a direct sum of two copies

of the density matrix of the Heisenberg spin chain,

1 1
Dy (A A, An) = 5D (0, Aoy M) @ 5D (A Ay M), (13)
Note that since Tr[DXXX (A, X, ..., \y)] = 1, it naturally guarantees the normaliza-

tion of the IRF density matrix, i.e. Tr[DIRF(\;, Ay, ... \,)] = 1.

4.1 Computation of the two-site density matrix

The two-site density matrix of the isotropic Heisenberg model, which originally was
written in a vector basis [9], can be conveniently written in term of projector operators
or the identity and permutation matrices, such that

1 w(AL, A w(A1, A
DE*X (A, Ag) = (1_7( % 2))14+7( ; 2) p,. (14)



where I is the 4 x 4 identity and P is the permutation operator,

1 000
0010
Py, = (15)
0100
0001
Choosing
(16)
as the basis ordering, the two-site IRF density matrix can be written as,
1 1
Dy (A1, Ao) = §D§XX()\17 A2) @ §D§XX()\17 A2). (17)

On the quantum spin chain side, one has to take the partial trace of the DIFF (A, \y),

resulting in the one-site density matrix for the Hamiltonian (),

l w()\l,)\g)
D1 (A1, Ag) = w(/\i/\Q) i’ : (18)
T3 2

By replacing (I4)) into (I7)) and substituting this ansatz in the functional equation

(), we obtain a single discrete functional equation for the function w(Aq, A2), which

reads,
(A —A)(A — A+ 2) 3 1
A, A — 1 A, Ao) = = 19
w( 1, N2 )+ ()\1_)\2)2_1 W( 1, 2) 2()\1_)\2>2_17 ( )
for \g = ug for £ = 1,2,..., L. This discrete functional equation is the same one

obtained for the isotropic Heisenberg spin chain [14]. We have verified that this
equation is fulfilled by direct inspection for small lattice sizes L = 4, 8.

The only non-trivial one-point correlation function is given by

(2

(07)1 = §w<o, 0). (20)



4.1.1 Solution in the thermodynamical limit (L — o)

In the thermodynamic limit, there will be arbitrarily many u; forming a continuum,
which allows the equation () to hold for arbitrary values of A; and Ay. Therefore,
in the thermodynamic limit, we may remove the restriction on the Ay variable and
(I9) becomes an equation for the difference of the variables A = A\; — Ay such that
W(A1, A2) = Weo( A1 — A2),

T (21)
which is exactly the same equation in [9]. The solution in the thermodynamical limit

can be written as[9],

( 5= 3) } 1
+ - (22)
L(1-2)Ir+3) 2
Taking the homogeneous limit A\, = A = 0, we obtain that
1
nef0) = 5 — 2log(2), (23)

which implies that for L — oo,

1 4
(07)o0 = 3 — 5 log(2) = ~0.500862907413... (24)

4.2 Computation of the three-site density matrix

Again, the three-site density matrix of the Heisenberg model can be conveniently
written in terms of identity and permutation matrices acting on three different sites,

such that

DF¥X (A, Xa, Ag) = p\V s + 05 Pra + S Pay + 95 Pas Pry + p) Pro Pos, (25)
where p,(:’) = p,g3)(A1, A2, Ag) are functions that are determined by normalization of the

density matrix, by the functional equations and by the density matrix symmetries
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[9, 10], which can be written as,

P _%O A13A2> (A1, A2) + 2( M A) ()‘1’)‘3)_%(I_AHlMS)w()\Q’)\?’)’

ps) = %<1 >\13>\23) (A, A2) — ( A23> (A1) %(M;Aw)w()@’)\g)’
Pz(),g) = _% m) (A1,A2) _%@ Amm) (A1, A3)+ ( _Amlm w(A2,A3), (26)
A = B3R+ (2 - Amha—x—mﬂm)wwi”)
+ (52— )l
W = s Mg—%ﬂi) (o) + 52— 2 o)

1 2 1
+ E<)\12)\13_>\_12+)\_13 w<)\2’)\3)’

|

where )\ij = )\Z — )\j-
Choosing

{[+++4)+++=) =N+ =) [ ——=) = =)+ =)+ =+ (27)

as the basis ordering, the three-site IRF density matrix can be written as,
DI (A, Aoy As) = LD N (A, A, Ag) @ 2D N (A, Ao, As). (28)

On the quantum spin chain side, one has to take the partial trace on DI (A, Ay, X3),

which results in the two-site density matrix of the Hamiltonian (),

1 w(A2,A3) w(A1,A2) QG (A1,22,23)
4 6 6 6
w(A2,)3) 1 Q) (A1,M2,A3) w(A1,\2)

Dy (A1, Ao, A3) = 6 4 6 6 29
2(A1> A2, As) WwOLA) 2 (e s) 1 WAz, \s) - (29)

6 6 4 6

QG (A1,)2,03) w(A1,\2) w(A2,\3) 1

6 6 6 4

where

3 AL A2) w(hz,\
Q<3)<)\1’ )\2’ )\3) =3 <p£(1 ) + p( )) o )51 1)\2§ + w<)\1’ )\3> ( >\121)\23> T >E122)\1:)’ <30)
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The only non-trivial two-site correlation function is obtained from Q®) (A, Ay, A3)

as,
<0-i$0-gc+1>L = %Q(g) (07 07 0)7 (31)

where the homogeneous limit is a singular one, which results in Q2 (0,0,0) = w©®? 4
whD — @0 /2 where w™™ = 71O} w(A1, A2)|x,=x,—0 for arbitrary system size L.

The homogeneous limit of (A1, Ay, A3) in the thermodynamical limit gives,
0)(0,0,0) = 5 — 8log(2) + 5¢(3), (32)
therefore,

(0703)0e = 3 — log(2) + 3¢(3) = 0.242719079825... (33)

4.3 Computation of the four-site density matrix

The four-site density matrix of the Heisenberg model was computed in [I0] and can

be written as,

14
DI (A A, Ago M) =D o B, (34)

k=1
where P, for k = 1,...,14 can be taken from the following ordered set of linearly

independent operators,

(P}t = {Ls, Pia, Pas, Psi, PiaPas, Pa3Pra, Pa3Psy, P3yPas, PiaPsy, Pi3Pay,

PioPsy Py, PioPo3Psy, P3yPo3Pia, Pa3PsiPis},

12



and the coefficients p,(f) = p,(f)()\l, Mg, Az, Ag), which can be read from [10]@, have the

following structure (we list the coefficients Agk) and Bi(k) in the Appendix A),

4
A =

& AP O0, Ao s, A) W, ) + AT (A1, Aoy Az, M) w(Ar, Ag)

-+ A( ()\17 )\27 )\37 4) W )\17 )\4 A(k (>\17 )\27 )\37 )\4) W(A27 )\3)
()\17 )\27 )\37 )\4) W(A?ﬂ )\4) (35)

)
)
+ AP (A1, Mgy Mgy Ad) w(Aa, Ay
+ BM (A, Ao, A3, M)
)
)

(A1, A2)
(A1, Ag) +
(A2, Ag) +
( w(A1, A2) w(Az; Ag)
+ B (A1, Aay Az, A1) w(Ar, As) w(Aa, Ad)
( (A1, Aa)

+B( )\17)\27>\37>\4 w )\17)\4 w()\27>\3)

Due to the factorization properties of the correlation functions for the Heisenberg

chain [9, 10], the functions Pk and pk can be written in terms of the two-site

functions w(\;, A;) and likewise all non-trivial correlations below.

The non-trivial correlations can be expressed in terms of the homogeneous limit

of the following functions,

<)\17 )\27 )\37 )\4

)\17 )\27 )\37 )\4
Q <)\17)\27)\37)\4

afY )

Q(4 ()\17 )\27 )\37 )\4) — 4 (

8 ) = 2(-
)

= 2o+ ol + ol +41Y). (36)
p(4) + pig ) +Q 4)()\1, A2, Az, Aa),
PV + o83+ oty — pﬁ))
= 8p +4 (/15)4) + o5+ Y + ) + O (A1, A2y s, M),

where the last function Qf) (A1, A2, A3, Ag) can be further simplified as 9514) (A1, Aoy Az, Ay) =
% (—4 W()\l, )\2) + 6 W()\27 )\3))

This implies that the non-trivial three-points correlations are given by,

<U Uz+1 Uz+2 > L

— 0%(0,0,0,0),
0,0 2 4 1.1 2 2,2 3,1 1,0)74 1.0 4 2,1 3,0
= OO [2444,(0 4 2,22 4 ED] (L0 [4,00 4 421 _ 4 ,50)]

— 1B 4[4 - 200 [L 4 L0 4 14,(22) (37)

'Note that it was used in [10] a function G, which is closely related to w, such as G(x) = w(ir)—

1
3

13



<Uf0-;‘v+2>l/ = le)(ov 07 07 0)7

— 00 [%W(O,O) + 1_8500(1,1) + %W(Q,Z) _ 14 G 1)]

135

_ 10 [ (L0 +u 14 W@ _ w(3,0)} (38)

135
1,1) 12 14, (2,0 2,0 7 2,0 2 2,2 4 3,1

(0¥o?,)r = 957(0,0,0,0),

0,0 0,0 1,1 2,2 3,1

= W00 [£,00 4 2,00 | 4,22 _ £ ,GD]
1,0) 12, (1,0 8 (2,1 3,0 A1) [ 7 8 (2,0

— W00 [24,00) - 8,0 8 GO § 0D [L 4 8 ,20)]

— WCO Ly A,20) _ L,6D) 4 L) (39)

The remaining non-zero three-points correlations are related to the previous ones
as follows,
(0iofa)r = 94(0,0,0,0) = 30(0,0) = (07)z,
(o] Oz+10z+2> = _<Ozyazy+2>L>
(070710700 = —(070i2)1 (40)

In the thermodynamical limit, one can evaluate the correlation functions by use

of the function w..(A) given in (22)). The final results are given by,

(07074107 5)00 = 3 —1210g(2) + 3¢ (3) — £ log(2)¢(3) —6¢(3)*— 222( (5) + 15 og (2)¢ (5),
—  —0.200994509028...,

(0707 200 = £ —10T0g(2)+ B2¢(3)— 2 1og (2)¢ (3) — 2 (3 — ¢ (5)+ 2 log(2)( (5),
= 0.491445392361...,

(0007, 500 = & —410g(2)+12¢ (3)— 2 log(2)¢ (3)—2¢(3)° — 2¢(5)+ 42 log(2)( (5),
= 0.164575433372... (41)
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5 Integral equations for finite system size

The physical properties of the IRF six-vertex model and its associated spin chain was

obtained from the leading eigenvalue of the six-vertex model transfer matrix with

periodic boundary conditions via non-linear integral equations [43]. The same should
apply to the case of correlation functions.

More specifically, one can obtain the leading eigenvalue Ag(A) of the six-vertex
row-to-row transfer matrix given by [4§],

. 1
n {%;)i)} =Le(zx+3)+ 2+ (K*InBB) (z), (42)

where we set from now on A = iz,

(-5)r@ey)
e(x) =1lo . . , 43
M ey ey )
and
K(z) = coshz’ (44)

The symbol * denotes convolution (f * g)(z) = 5= [*0 f(z —y)g(y)dy.
The auxiliary functions b(x), b(z) and its simply related functions B(z) = b(x) +1
and B(z) = b(z) + 1 are solutions of the following set of non-linear integral equations

[47]7
Inb(z) = LIn(tanh(Z)) + (Fxln B)(z) — (Fxln B) (z + 1), (45a)
Inb(z) = LIn(tanh(%)) — (Fxln B)(z — i) + (Fxln B)(z), (45Db)

where the Kernel function is given by

de(x) /oo 67\k|/2+ikm
F(x) = = —dk. 46
() =i dx o 2COSh(§) (46)

Similarly, the two-site correlation function w(Aq, A2) is given by [12],

U(iA; + 5,10 + 3) L
2 2’

w(A1, A2) = (A], — 1) (47)
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where

d@) g @)
L+bYz) 1+b1(x)

. . & 1

—occosh(m(As+1—2))

(48)

and the additional auxiliary functions g

integral equations [12],

(+)
A1

(x) are solution of the following set of linear

(+) (=)
QE\T) (z) = cosh(ﬂ()\lﬂ—l— % — 1)) + (F* 1 i/\lbl> () = ( * 1 i/\ll_)—1> (z+1), (492)
(+) (=)
gf\:)(x) - cosh(ﬂ()\lﬂ—l— s — 1)) - <F* 1 i)\lb 1) (z=1)+ <F 1 i\lb 1) (). (49D)
Length {o7) (0703) (o10303) (0703) (010%)
L=4 —0.66666667 | 0.33333333 | —0.66666667 | 1.00000000 | 0.66666667
L =28 —0.60851556 | 0.26103720 | —0.25193710 | 0.55630211 | 0.21746487
L=12 —0.59859899 | 0.25044371 | —0.22109565 | 0.51802986 | 0.18542814
L =16 —0.59519136 | 0.24696584 | —0.21183645 | 0.50601523 | 0.17583391
L =32 —0.59193864 | 0.24374937 | —0.20358916 | 0.49500263 | 0.16727766
L =64 —0.59113127 | 0.24297329 | —0.20163433 | 0.49232982 | 0.16524315
L =128 | —0.59092994 | 0.24278223 | —0.20115366 | 0.49166622 | 0.16474172
L =256 | —0.59087965 | 0.24273481 | —0.20103420 | 0.49150058 | 0.16461694
L =512 | —0.59086709 | 0.24272301 | —0.20100442 | 0.49145918 | 0.16458580
L =1024 | —0.59086395 | 0.24272006 | —0.20099698 | 0.49144884 | 0.16457802
L — —0.59086290 | 0.24271907 | —0.20099450 | 0.49144539 | 0.16457543

Table 1: Comparison of numerical results from exact diagonalization for L = 4, 8,12
sites and from the solution of the set of integral equations with the analytical result

in the thermodynamic limit for correlations.
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By iteratively solving the equations ([@hal45h) and ([F9al49D)), one can evaluate

(m) for different values of the system size L. This allows

w(0,0) and its derivatives w
us to compute the correlation function given in Eq.([20), Eq.(3I) and Eqgs.(37H39).
The results are listed in the Table Il They are in good agreement with the exact
diagonalization at smaller lattice sizes L = 4, 8,12, as well as with the thermodynamic

limit values. The results are also shown in the Figure [l

1.35 T
—a— <0 >

norm

—%— <0,° 0 >pom
< le OZX UBX >norm 1
< le 03X >norm

—o— <oy q?>

13

norm

125k

1.2

1.15

correlation function

11

1.05

128 256

Figure 4: Correlations of the six-vertex IRF spin chain (H) normalized by its values

at the thermodynamic limit (e.g (07 ) norm = (07)1/(07)) versus system size.

It is worth mentioning that, due to the inherent relationship between the spin
chains, the correlations of the IRF spin chain in the ground state ended up having the
same values as the Heisenberg (XXX) spin chain, which are (o7)rr = (0703) xxx,
(o109)mr = (0703)xxx, (0703035)mr = (0707)xxx, (0105)mr = (07030507)xxx

and <O'%O'§>IRF = <0’f0’§0’§0’j>x){x.

17



6 Conclusion

We computed short-distance correlations of the IRF version of the isotropic six-vertex
model and its associated spin chain. This was done by exploiting the fact that
the density matrix of the model satisfies the discrete version of the qKZ equation.
By proposing a suitable ansatz for the density matrix, we could exploit the close
relationship between the IRF spin chain and the Heisenberg spin chain. We computed
explicitly the n = 2, 3, 4 sites correlations for finite system sizes via non-linear integral
equations and in the thermodynamic limit. The results show very good agreement.

Numerical equality of the different correlators of the Heisenberg spin chain and
its IRF counterpart should not be seen as a trivial fact, as the correct identification
between these is not a given. It draws from the recent construction of the density
matrix for IRF models[41], 42]. Besides, it is worth to emphasize that this identi-
fication occurs for the correlators evaluated in the ground state. Furthermore, we
had already pointed it out how the different order sets in either model, despite the
same integrable structure which is a consequence of the mapping from one onto the
other[43].

We expect that, far from being an isolate example, new quantum spin chains can
be obtained from other IRF models related to more general vertex models and that
the correlation functions can be evaluated via functional equations of the quantum

Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov. We hope to report on these problems in the future.
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Appendix A: Coefficients of p{"' (A1, Ay, A3, As)

In this appendix, we list the necessary coefficients AZ(-k) and BZ-(k) needed in Eq.(33)
in order to compute the correlations given by the functions ;(Ay, Ao, Az, Ay) for i =
1,2,3. The constant term is given by pél) = 1/16 and pék) =0 for £ > 1. We can
conveniently write Agk)()\l, A2, A3, \g) and B%k)()\l, A2, A3, \g) as,

") (A1, Az, Ag, Ad)
A(k))\7)\,)\,)\ _ Ql(la 2, 374’
! ( ' ? ’ 4) )\13>\14>\23>\24
) (A1, Az, A, Ad)
B(k)>\,>\,)\,)\ _ 2(17 2 374’ Al
! ( ' 2 ’ 4) )\13>\14>\23>\24 ( )

and the remaining coefficients are given as follows,

DA, Aoy Az Ag) = = (14 = A2, + 10A13003)
Q) (A1, g Agy Ag) = —2321 (2 - 302, — 10A13)s5)
+ 3532 (22 + 2M35 — 6A13 A1z — 3ATAT,) + g5t (22 + 2M%5 + 6Aashin — BAGAT,) |
AP (A1, A, A, M) = AP (A, Ag, Aa, M) — 4

)

6
AP (1, Aoy Ags Aa) = AP (M, Ay Ag, Ao) — (1 : ) , (A.2)

T Aishas

Aig)(Al’ >\2’ >\3’ >\4) = Agg)()‘?n )\27 )\17 )\4) - % (1 - )\231)\24 + )\231>\34) ’
Ag9)<)\1’ )\2’ )\37 )\4) = Agg) <)\47 )\27 )\37 )\1>7 Aég)()\h )\27 )\37 )\4> = Agg) <)\47 )\37 )\27 )\1)7
B (A1, A2, s, Ad) = B (A, sy Ao M) — g (2 — Auadas + Arzdaa)

B (A1 A2, Mgy Aa) = B (A, A, Mgy Aa) + T (2 = Ashas — Aiadsa)
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A2, —4 A2,—4
( 20>\12>\13)\23)\14 T 20M 12 13 X234 ))\13)\14)\23)\24’

)\17 )\27 )\37 )\4

Ay Aoy Aay M) = (02, — 4) (A2, —4), ATV (0, hay dgy M) = ATV (O, Agy Aoy M) +

)\ )\27)\37 4

)
AP O, A2, Ag, M) 2, ASY O, A, Asy Aa) = AP (A, As, Aa M) +

)\17 )\27 )\37 4

O ) =
O )
O )
(A1 A2, Az, Ad)
10 )= 2 — Aiadas + Aiadas) (A.3)
O ) =

(

10)
B( ()\17 )\37 )\27 )\4) 18>\12)\34 (
( ) - (

)\17)\27)\37)\4 (10) )\17)\47>\37>\2

2— )\13)\24 - )\12>\34) ’

18)\ 234

Ay gy Agy Ag) = — i (Ara — 2)(2 + Ao + 5(Ais + 1)Asg),

A1y Mgy Az, A) = 155 (Aaa — 2)(Aza — 2) (3 + Aoz — Aua + 3haadas + 2M130),

)\ )\27)\37 4 (11 <)\17)\37)\27)\4

)~ m< — A2Ais),

) — m()‘m —1)(24 A1z — Asa — 2A13A34),
ATP O 20, M5 M) = s (e — D (s +2),

)
A )+

)\ )\27)\37 4 A(ll)()\17>\47>\37 2

M )=
o )
o )
l )
(A1, Mg, g, As)
M )
ol )
o )
il )=

A, Aoy Az, Ag) = ANV (A, Ao, Ag, Ay), (A.4)
A Az, Az Ad) = ATV (O, Ay Az, M) + ot (2 = Aaadad),

A1y Az Asy Ag) = BUY (A As, Agy Ag) — m( — Aiadas + M2 dad)

A Az, Az Ad) = B (A Ay s, Ae) + zerb (2= Aisdar — Aizdad)

(O, Mg Az Ag) = — s (Aaa — 2)(8 = Az + 5(Aas — 1) Aag),

" (A1, Aoy Mgy M) = — i (Ms = 2)(Nas + 2)(7 + Az — Aaa + 3Aiadas + 2hi3hoa),

2 (A1, Aoy Az, ) = AP A, Aay Aa), B (AL, Ao, As, Aa) = BUP (A, As, s, M),
P A2 As, M) = AT O, A A, Ae) — st (a2 — 12— A+ Aas — 2hiAa),
P A2 Aa M) = AT (g, X0, A M) — s (e + D (s + 2), (A.5)
B (A1, Aoy Azy Ar) = AP (O, Aoy Agy An), ASP (O, Ay Ay M) = AN (A, A, s, Ay,
PV A2 Asy M) = BEP (Ar, Ay Asy A2) — gt (Mas — 2) (2 — Aishaa — Aizdad) |

AP (O, A Ag A) 5 ASY O g, g, A) = ATV (Ag, A, A, Ag) + L,



AL, A2, Ag, Ag) = 735 (A2 4+ 2) (8 + iz + 5( Az 4 1) Aas),

)\17 )\27 )\37 4

— 180 5 (A12 + 2) (Mg — 2)(7 — A2 + Aga + 3A1ahag + 2X13004),

)\ )\27)\37 4 (13)()\17>\37>\27)\4 ) B 13 ()\17)\27)\37)\4) Bllg ()\17)\37)\27)\4)7

24>\12)\13)\34 (A2 + 1) (24 A3 —Azs — 2M13)34),

A )

AP (N, A, Ag, Ao)—

AP (g, A2, Ar, M) + g (a2 — 1) (Nas — 2), (A.6)
A1)
) —

)\ )\27)\37 4

)\17)\27)\37 4 (13)()\47>\27>\37 ) A ()\17)\27)\37)\4) Aglg)()\47)\3a)\27)\1)7

D )=
o )
o )
¥ (A1, Mgy Mg, Ag)
D )
o )
U )=

A Az, As, Aa) = BEY (0, Ay, Az, o s (A3 +2) (2= Aisdas — Aoda)

(14 <)\17 )\27 )\37 )\4

120 ()\12 + 2)(2 — )\12 + 5()\13 — 1))\23)

(14 A1, A2, Agy Ay 180 5 (A12 4 2)(Asa + 2)(3 — Aoz + Mg + 3X1adas 4+ 2XA13004),
(14)0\1,)\3,)\2,)\4 + m( — A2A13),

A(14)(>\17 )\47 )\37 2

)
( )
AGY (O, da, A, \g) = )
AUV (AL Ay Mg, M) = )= g (M2 1) (2= Ais+ Az —2A13haa),
ATV O, Ao s, M) = AT (g, A2, A M) + g (M + 1) (Aas — 2),
AN (AL Aoy A M) = AN (O, Ao, Mg, Ad), (A7)
AV A2, Az, M) = AT (M, Az, Aoy A1) — i (2 = Azadaa),
) =
) =

B (A1, A2, As, Ag) = BEY (Ar, Mg, Ao, g T (2= Auadas + Areda)

( ( ) +
(14 <)\17 )\27 )\37 )\4 (14 <)\17 )\47 )\37 )\2) - )\13)\24 - )\12)\34) .

36)\1 A34 (
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