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CYCLIC REPRESENTATIONS OF Uq(glg) AND ITS BOREL SUBALGEBRAS
AT ROOTS OF UNITY AND Q-OPERATORS

ROBERT WESTON

ABSTRACT. We consider the cyclic representations Qs of Ug (sA[g) at ¢ = 1 that depend upon two
points 7, s in the chiral Potts algebraic curve. We show how 2, is related to the tensor product
pr & ps of two representations of the upper Borel subalgebra of U, (glz). This result is analogous to
the factorization property of the Verma module of U, (glz) at generic-q in terms of two g-oscillator
representation of the Borel subalgebra - a key step in the construction of the Q-operator. We
construct short exact sequences of the different representations and use the results to construct Q
operators that satisfy TQ relations for ¢ = 1 for both the 6-vertex and 7 models.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. In 1990, Bazhanov and Stroganov published a remarkable paper [BS90] in
which they established a connection between two very different models: the six-vertex model and
the chiral Potts model. This connection was put into a more algebraic framework and generalized
in the papers [DJMM91al, DIJMMO91b, IDJMM91c, BKMS90]. The key observation is that when
¢V =1 the algebra U, (3[2) possesses N-dimensional so called cyclic representations in addition to
the standard finite-dimensional representations inherited from sls. The cyclic representations ;.5
are defined in Section [2lof the current paper and depend upon a pair of points (r, s) € Cx x C, where

Cy, is a complex algebraic curve. The R-matrix R(rr’; ss') corresponding to the U, (sl2) isomorphism

o~

Qpr @ Ny — Qg9 ® Q- was found to factorize into the composition of four Uy (slz) isomorphisms,
each of which swaps just one pair of the four indices r,7’/,s, s’ (see Proposition 21]). These four
factors encode the Boltzmann weights of the chiral Potts model.

The above work, and in particular the R-matrix factorization property, has been very influential
in the field of quantum integrable systems. It became the inspiration for many papers on the
factorization of R-matrices, L-operators and transfer matrices, for example [BLZ96, BLZ97, [Der08|,
DKKO06, Der07, BJMT09, BEMSI0]. The most significant of these subsequent results was the
algebraic construction of Baxter’s Q-operator and an understanding of how transfer matrices factor
into products or combinations of products of Q-operators [BLZ96, BLZ97]. A nice description of
the algebraic construction of Q-operators and extensive references to the original literature can be
found in the book [JMS21].

The key to understanding the algebraic construction and properties of the Q-operator for U, (3[2)
(generated by e;, fi, tlil, i € {0,1}) with ¢ generic is to consider infinite-dimensional representations
of the Borel subalgebra U,(b,) generated by e;, ¢ [BLZ96, BLZ97]. Adopting the notation of
[CVW24] | there are precisely two independent infinite-dimensional U,(b.) representations p, and

p- that are not restrictions of representations of the full algebra Uq(;[g). Two corresponding Q-
operators, Q(z) and Q(z) are defined as transfer matrices (i.e. twisted traces over the auxiliary
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space of products of L-operators) by choosing the auxiliary spaces as p, and p, respectively. In
this story, there are also three other representations that may be chosen as auxiliary spaces: v -
an infinite-dimensional Verma module representation of Uy (slz) that depends on a complex weight

w; V., - the two dimensional evaluation representation of Uq(g[g); and ¢, - an infinite-dimensional
representation of U, (by) which is triangular (meaning that e; acts non-trivially, but ey acts as
0). There are two relations between these different representations that give rise to corresponding
properties of transfer matrices and Q-operators. They are:

(i) A Uy(by) isomorphism £ ® bz =~ p_ e ® p g2,

(ii) A short exact sequence 0 — p.q = p. ® V. > p,-1 — 0
in which ¢ and 7 are U,(b; ) intertwiners.

Let us denote the transfer matrices associated with the auxiliary spaces v% and V, by T),(z) and
T'(z) respectively. The triangularity of ¢, means that the corresponding L-operator is a triangular
matrix, which in turn means that the transfer matrix with ¢, as the auxiliary space is diagonal (and
in a given spin sector is proportional to the identity). Relations of the following form then follow
directly from (i) and (ii) respectively (details and notation can be found in [VW20, [CVW24]):

(1.1) Tu(z) o Qzq "?)Q(2¢"?),
(1.2) T(2)Q(x) = a(2)Q(zq) + B(2)Qzq ™).

where «(z) and B(z) are rational functions of z. Relation (1)) can be viewed as more fundamental
because (L.2)) can be derived from it by considering integer p (at which points 4 becomes reducible).

This algebraic picture is relatively simple in the Uq(sA[g) case discussed here because the two
U,(b,) representations p., p. can be constructed as g-oscillator representations. This is not the
case for general higher-rank algebras. However, analogous infinite-dimensional pre-fundamental
representations of Borel subalgebras were constructed in [HJ12] and used to extend the above
picture to arbitrary untwisted quantum affine algebras. The triumphal success of this programme
was to construct a full algebraic proof of the long-standing Frenkel-Reshetikhin conjectures about
the form of Bethe Ansatz equations for all untwisted quantum affine algebras [FH15]. This algebraic
approach has continued to develop, and is at the heart of much recent work on QQ systems and
g-difference opers (see for example [FH24| [FJM24]). The approach has also been partially extended
to open systems in [ES15) BT18, VW20, Tsu2ll [CVW24].

1.2. Main Results. Given that much of this large body of work was at least inspired by the paper
[BS90], it is surprising that a fuller explanation of the the ¢"¥ cyclic case of [BS90] that uses the
above algebraic language has not been developed (we mention work that has been done in later
sections). In particular, the role of representations of the Borel subalgeba has not been explained.
This paper seeks to fill this gap.

The main results of this paper are as follows: after summarising the definition and properties
of the U,(sly) cyclic representations of [DJMMOIIb] in Section 21, we go on in Section to
introduce Ug,(b4) cyclic representations p, an p, for ¢V = 1 as well as another N-dimensional
U,(b,) representation .. The later is the analog of the triangular representation ¢, mentioned
above, but is even simpler in that is a direct sum of one-dimensional representations (both ey and
e act as 0). We then have Theorem B3] that gives the Uy (b5 ) isomorphism

Qrs ® Peco = Pr ® ﬁs-
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This is the analog of property (i) above. We then go on in Theorem 3.7 to give U, (b ) short exact
sequences that are analogous to (ii) above. Parallel results that give these factorization and fusion
properties in terms of L-operators are then given in Propositions [B.13] and B.14] respectively. We
then go in Section M to use these various representations as auxiliary spaces in the definition of Q
operators and transfer matrices.

The construction of QQ depends on whether the quantum space (the space on which T and Q act)
is the tensor product of 2-dimensional representations or of N-dimensional cyclic representations.
In the former case, we use p and p as the auxiliary spaces to construct operators @), and @
respectively. These operators satisfy the factorization property of Proposition This can be
viewed as an analog of property (L), but now for the transfer matrix Ty associated with the
auxiliary space cyclic representation 2. The two Q-operators also satisfy the standard 6-vertex
model TQ relations, as expressed in Proposition [£.3] and and Equation (4.4]), and they should be
viewed as an alternative construction of Baxter’s Q-operators for the ¢V = 1 case.

In the case when the quantum space is the tensor product of N-dimensional cyclic representations,
the Q-operator is defined in terms of an auxiliary space representation Q2 by Equation (4.6]), and
the corresponding TQ relations are given by Proposition [£4l This later result demonstrates and
explains the fact that the Q-operator of the 7 model is indeed related to the half-monodromy
matrix of the chiral Potts model as first observed in [BS90].

1.3. Goals and Motivation. As we have indicated, therverall goal of the paper is to clarify and
systemize the algebraic picture of the ¢" = 1, cyclic, U,(sly) case, and in particular to understand
the role of representations of the Borel subalgebra and how they may be used to construct Q-
operators that satisfy TQ relations.

There are two key motivations behind the work. Firstly, by systemizing the approach as indicated
we hope to open the way to developing the construction and properties of Q-operators for higher
rank cases at ¢V = 1. Secondly, we intend to use these results in order to construct Q-operators for
open systems at ¢ = 1, extending the generic-q results of [CVW24] to a wider class of boundary
conditions and to higher rank. As we explain in Section [ there are reasons why it is simpler to
develop such open system results in the ¢’V = 1 case first.

2. CycLIC REPRESENTATIONS OF ﬁq(ag) AND U, (by)

In this Section, we recall the cyclic representations of ﬁq(glg) defined in [DJMMO91b] and their
connection with the Boltzmann weights of the chiral Potts model. We shall then go on to define
new cyclic representations of the Borel subalgebra U, (b, ), as well as a fully decomposable U, (b )
representation .. Throughout this paper we fix ¢ to be a primitive N’th root of unity, with NV
odd and N = 3.

2.1. Cyclic Representations and R-matrices of ﬁq(f:\[g). We closely follow the notation and
conventions of Section 4 of [DJMM91b]. We begin by defining U,(sl), which is an algebra over C
generated by e;, fi, tiil, z; (1 =0,1), where ¢;, f;, tiirl satisfy the standard relations of the quantum

affine algebra U, (;[2), and zp and z; are two new central elements. The comultiplication of [j'q (3[2)
is chosen as

Ale;) = ®I+zt; Qe A(f))=fiRt7 +27'® £,
ti®ti, Az) =2 ® .

>
—

~~
S
N—
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2.1.1. Cyclic Representations (.. Let W be an N-dimensional vector space over C, and let X, Z
be invertible linear operators on W satisfying the relations

(2.1) ZX =qX7zZ, XN=27N-1L

Following [DJMMO91b], we define cyclic representations €2, : ﬁq (sIy) — End(W) that depend on a
pair of points (r,s) € Cx x C. Here, Cy is the complex algebraic curve given by (z,y,u) € (C*)3
such that

K 1—kyVN
N, . N _ N, N N _ _
where k is the modulus with k2 + k"2 = 1. With the notation 7 = (2, y,, ) and s = (s, Ys, fis),

the representation €, : ﬁq (5A[2) — End(W) is given by [

(2.2)
Qrs(e0) = H_OxilX—l < Ys 772 _ 1) . Q(er) = /ilyr_l (xs,urﬂs 72 _ 1> X,
q—q Tyl fbs q—q Yr
Q. fo) = o <”“’8”’“’“‘5 7% - 1) X, Qulfi) = —— 2 X! <Lz—2 _ 1> ,
qﬁoiﬂriﬂS(q —(q ) Yr qﬁl:ES(q —4q ) Ly oy s
CoYrYs -2 1 1
Q,s(tyg) = ———7 Q,s(t1) = (Q,5(t Q = Q = —
rs( 0) q2$r$sﬂr,us 5 rs( 1) ( rs( 0)) 5 rs(z(]) €o, rs(zl) C()’
where
2
(2.3) @ = qyx;xs,
rTJdSs

and the values of the fixed parameters kg, k1 can be found in [DJMMO91b]. When it clarifies the
expression we sometimes use the notation 2, s instead of €2,.

2.1.2. R-Matrices R(rr';ss'). The ﬁq(glg) representation €, was constructed, and parameterized
in terms of (r,s) € C x Cy, precisely in order that an invertible U,(sl3) intertwiner

(2.4) R(rr';s8) : W QW - WRW

existed with the property

(2.5)  R(rr';558') Qe @ Qe )A(2) = (g @ Qo) A(z)R(r1’; 55'),  for all z € U, (sly).

Of course, the pair of properties 2.4] and 2.5]is the same as the statement that there exists a ﬁq (g[Q)
isomorphism R(r1’;s8") : Qppr ® Qg — Qg @ Q.

The key factorization property of the R-matrix that was discussed in Section [Iis as follows.
Proposition 2.1 (DJMMb). The ﬁq(g[g) isomorphism R(r1'; s5") : Qup ® Qg — Qg @ Qppe can
be written in terms of two Uy(sly) isomorphisms

Trs: Qs — Qg and
Sprg 1y @ Qe — Qs @ Qr’s’7
as follows
(26) R(?"?",; 38/) = Srs’ (Trs &® TT’S’)ST’87

1To avoid confusion, we note that our ,s corresponds to & = sr in the notation of [DJMM91b|. The other
difference in notation is that Z of [DJMMO91b] is our Z? - the reason for this change will become apparent when we
consider L-operators in Section [3.3
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where
N—l_ N—-1 Y

(2.7) Tos = >, Wis(n)Z?",  Spo= > Wis(n)x", x:= X '®X,
n=0 n=0

in which the coefficients W,s(n) and T//f\/rs(n) are chosen to satisfy the recursion relations

—~

(2 8) Wrs(n) _ erus(xrq2 _ x8q2”) W,s (n) _ LsYr — Mrysq2(n71)
Wrs(’l’L — 1) Ys — yrq2n ) Wrs(” _ 1) sTs — Mr:prq2n

Proof. The full proof is given in [DJMM91b|. Here, we note that assuming T, and S,¢ are of the
form (2.7)) then it follows that they are U,(slz) intertwiners of the form stated provided they satisfy
respectively

(2.9) Trs(yr — xSﬂrﬂsZ2)X = (ys— xrﬂrﬂszz)XTrsa
(2-10) ﬂrSTS(Z2 ® H) (337* - ysX) = :US(Z2 ® H) (5173 - er)Srs

These two conditions are then satisfied if the recursion relations (2.8]) hold.
O

It is useful to also consider discrete Fourier transforms of the coefficients I//I\/rs(n) and W,4(n).
Defining

N-1 N-1
(2.11) Wrs(n) = Z Wes(m)g~ 2™, W,s(n) = Z W,s(m)g*™",

m=0 m=0
and using basic results about discrete Fourier transforms, the corresponding recursion relations
become

1) o) e (v
Wrs(” - 1) Hs Yr — xsqzn ’

(2 13) Wrs(”) _ Ys — xrq2n,urﬂs
Wis(n — 1) Yr — Tsq*" firfls

The coefficients W ,5(n) and W,.5(n) are the Boltzmann weights of the chiral Potts model [BPAYS8S],
and Proposition 2] is the algebraic statement of thg/ factorization property of the R-matrix first
observed in [BS90]. The discrete Fourier transform W, s(n) will be used in the proof in Appendix
[A-3l We fix the normalization of our weights by the choice

(2'14) WT8<O) = Wrsa)) =1L

This normalization will determine the normalization of the coefficients FE; that appear later in
Proposition

To help picture the various intertwiners, and for later usage it, we introduce a graphical notation
for S5, 1T;-s and RM/;SSI. Representing ,.; by

Q'rs ~

s
r
we then use the following pictorial representations (with operators acting from West to East and
North to South):
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P @ Qg — Qg @ Qg

f Qs — Qg

We also define composite operators

Br’;ss’ = (H ® TT’ ’)Sr’s : er’ ® st’ - Qrs ® Qs’r’
(215) Arr’;s Srs<Trr’ ®H) : QT’T” ® st’ - 'Qr’s ® Qrs’
and is

that we shall make use of in Section @l Their graphical realization follows from that of S and T
ss

By = (1® Toy)S

r j g; Q0 ® st' - Qs ® Qs"r’
rs
ss
. r L s
Arr’,s = Srs(Trr’ ®]I) = r r

P Qe @ Qs — Qg @ Qg

r
. N i . B
R(TT 88 ) - Ars;s’r’ © Br’;ss’ =

: QM«/ ® st’ - st’ &® QTT’
/
(2.16)

=3

ss’

Readers familiar with the literature on the chiral Potts model may be wondering why we do not
separate the close neighbour pairs of lines, use a picture for R(rr’; ss) of the form
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and then identify this picture directly with chiral Potts weights along the diagonal lines in the
‘standard’ way (see [BPAYSS| BS90]). The answer is two fold: (i) separating the red and blue
lines might suggest that €),.; directly factorizes into the tensor product of two representations,
whereas the situation is more subtle as we shall see in the next section; (ii) the standard pictorial
identification with diagonal chiral Potts weights W,.s(n) and W,(n) corresponds to choosing X as
a diagonal matrix X;; = m’q_% and Z2 as a step operator (Z2)Z-j = 5i,m0d(j+1,N)‘ This is allowed,
but it is an unnatural choice from a representation theory point of view in that it would result in
Q,4(t;) acting as a step operator. More natural is the choice X;; = 5i,m0d(j+l,N)’ Zij = 5i,jqi, for
i,7€{0,1,--- /N — 1}. However, for now we make neither choice and leave X and Z as arbitrary
N x N matrices satisfying (2.1]).

2.2. Cyclic Representations of U,(b,). Let us define the upper Borel subalgebra U, (b, ) to
be the subalgebra of ﬁq(glg) generated by ei,tfl,zi, i € {0,1}. Then, following the spirit of the
approach of [BLZ97] (which holds for for the generic-q case with infinite-dimensional representa-
tions), we define two new cyclic Borel subalgebra representations p;, p, : Uy(by) — End(W) that
each depend on a single point r € Cp:

RQIT _ K1 _ _
pr<60) = _ﬁX 17 pr<el) = _q _?;T;lX7 pr(tO) = (QNT’) 1Z 27 pr<tl) = QNT’Z27
pr(20) = pr(21) = 1,
_ RoYr -1 — R1Zy oy _ —1m—2 - 2
pr(eo) = ——X 7 prler) = —=X, plto) =p, 277, pr(ta) = pe 27,
r(€0) a0 r(e1) p—— r(to) = py r(t1) = pir

pr(z0) = pr(21) =1
These two representations cannot be constructed by restricting full ﬁq (5A[2) representations. We
need one final, U,(b, ) representation ¢, : Uy(by) — End(W), c € C*, defined by

c __ q 1
we(en) = peler) =0,  wc(to) = 52 2, pe(t) = 222, ve(z0) = i pe(21) = c.

Clearly, ¢, is the direct sum of N one-dimensional U, (b, ) representations.

It is useful to extend our graphics to these new representations in order to have a more intuitive
understanding of the results coming in Sections Bland [ To this end, let us representing p, pr, ©c
by

Pr~ T Pr~ T P~  -----

3. FACTORIZATION AND FUSION OF CycLIC U,(b;) REPRESENTATION

In this section we present a number of intertwiners associated with the representations introduced
in Section 2l We will make use of these intertwiners in Section @l
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3.1. Factorization. We first define an operator O(x) € End(W ® W) as follows:
N-1
Definition 3.1. Let x = X ' ® X, and let O(x) = Y. a,X" be a polynomial with a, € C that

n=0
satisfies the condition

(3.1) Olax) = xO(g ')
This condition determines O(x) up to a multiplicative constant, which we fix by the choice a, =

2
q

—n

N-1
Lemma 3.2. The operator O(x) has an inverse of the form O71(x) = > b,x".
n=0

The proof and form of the b,, is given in Appendix [A]l

The representation €2, defined in Section [2.1.1] is also of course a representation of the Borel
subalgebra U, (b, ) and a key result of the current paper is the following Theorem 3.3l We call this
result factorization.

Theorem 3.3. We have the following U,(by) isomorphism
O(X) : Qs ® pey = pr @ Ps,

where ¢y is given in Equation (2.3).

Proof. We first need to check the statement that

O(X) (s ® ey ) (A(2)) = (pr ® ps)(A(2))O(x),  for all € Uy(by).

For z = z; the equality is clear, and for = = ¢; the relation follows from the property [y, Z® Z] =0
and the expression for ¢g. For x = ¢y, the relation becomes

00 (Xl (73/ 772 - 1) ®1> = (X T@1+ 222 X HO()
q—q Ty s frbs

which reduces to
qO)(X 2721 = (22X o).

This in turn becomes O(x) gx = O(¢?*x), which follows from the defining property (3.I). Finally,
for x = e; the relations becomes

q/iIZCl O(x) <<%22 - 1> X® 1> = _mqq (~y X ® 1+ qrspr s Z° @ X) O(x),

which reduces to
O(Z°X ®1) = q(Z2* ® X)O(x),

which again follows from (B.1). The fact that O(x) is an isomorphism then follows from Lemma
O

Again, it is useful to represent the operators @ and @~! and the associated isomorphisms graph-
ically. We do this in the following way:
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e — S
O~ s (\ :Qrs®80co_)p7‘®ﬁs
T T
8_1\___
o1~ | s o Qps — Qrs@‘/)co
T T

Remark 3.4. We regard Proposition B.3] as a root-of-unity, cyclic version of the analogous generic-
q theorem relating the Verma module to the tensor product of two infinite-dimensional Borel
subalgebra representations. This latter result is at the heart of the Q-operator construction and
can be found in varying forms throughout the literature including in [BLZ97, BEMST0], BJM™09,
BGK™14|. The statement of this result most resembling the form we have given can be found in
[KT14]. Apart from the finite-dimensionality, one other difference between our root of unity case
and the generic-¢g case is that our ¢, representation is a direct sum of 1-dimensional representations
(both ey and e; act as zero), whereas in the generic-q case its analog is a triangular representation
(with one of eg or e; acting as zero and the other as a step operator).

Before going on to discuss short exact sequences associated with our different cyclic Ug,(b)
representations, let us show how p, and ps allow us to give a characterization of T, and S,,, and
hence of chiral Potts weights, that is an alternative to the conventional picture of Proposition 2.1

N-1
Definition 3.5. Let P(Z) = . p,Z*" be a polynomial that satisfies the condition

n=0
(3.2) P(Z) = Z*Plq'Z).
The invertibility of P(Z) follows by a very similar argument to the proof given in Appendix [A]

Proposition 3.6. Defining T,.s = O(x)(Trs @O~ (x), and &,s = (P(Z2)' ®1)S,s(P(Z) ®1),
we have the following U, (by.) isomorphisms

(i) ZTps @ pr®ps — ps® pr,
(“) Srs 1 Pr@ps — Ps @ pr.
Proof. Statement (i) follows as a simple corollary of Propositions 2.1 and B3l To prove (ii), we
first note that we indeed have

Grs (Pr @ ps)A(ti) = (ps ® pr)A(ti) Sps.
For commutation with A(eq), we need

Le, (X '@I+2,2 2@ X ") = kS (4 X' @I+ 2,220 X7 ") &,

(s S

which can be re-expressed as

1 o _ _ 1 i ~ ,
M—Sm (~y X121+ 2,2 2@ X 1) :M—(—ySX 'Z72@1+2,Z°®@X ") Sy,
T

S

which is equivalent to the earlier condition (Z.I0). For A(ep) the requirement for commutation is
1S (—2, X @1+ Y 22 @ X) = pis (—2: X @1+ 4, Z* @ X) Sy,
which becomes
prSes (~2r 22X @+ y; 22 @ X) = pis (2, 22X @1+ 4, Z° @ X) Sy
which can again be re-expressed as the condition (2.10). t
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3.2. Fusion. We now present three short exact sequences (SESs) for different U, (b ) representa-
tions. In analogy with the classic results of [KRS81], we refer to these properties as fusion. The

SESs also involve the standard two-dimensional evaluation representation V, : ﬁq(ﬁ[g) — EndV
(z € C*, V = C?) which we define by

v - (g5) = (% 0) = (¢ 5). e -1
V.(eo) = (2 8), V. (fo) = <8 Z(;l>, V.(to) = <q51 0), V.(z) = 1.

Then we have the following:

(3.3)

Theorem 3.7. Let r,s € C, with s = (Ts,ys, ts). Defining sq¢= = (2s¢T1, ysqT, psq™), we see
that we also have sqt! € C,. Choose zs to satisfy 22 = rokizsys . Let us define the following
complex constants

2

ROZslsq _ RoYsq d R0oYs

s = ——_ » GCs ) s = .
Zs Zs Zsq

Then we have the following Uy(b) short ezact sequences:

(2) 0 — psg —= ps @V, —= psq-t — 0 where 15 = <;SZZ1> , Ts = (—CqXZ*I,Z),
S
: ; c 1

(i7) 0 — psq L @V, Psqg—1 — 0 where 5= <XCZS_2> , Ts = (—E_XZ*271),
S
(it) 0 — Qg EELIN Qs Vs, EELIN Q) sq1 — 0 where I, = <§> , Ts = (=X, ds)

Proof. Let us outline the proof of (i). The proofs of (ii) and (iii) are then very similar. First of all,
the required U, (b ) intertwining properties are equivalent to

(ps ® ‘/Zs)<A(‘T)) Olsg = 1Ls© psq<x)a Ts O (ps ® st)(A<x)) = Psq—1 © Ts; Va € UQ<b+)'

These relations are just checked by explicit computation. The injectivity and surjectivity are of
course equivalent to Ker(ts)=0, Im(75)=W. These relations are also simple to check. Finally the
SES property then follows from the fact that 74013 = —gX + ZXZ~ 1 = 0.

0

Remark 3.8. We note that while Q,s and V. appearing in (iii) are also full ﬁq (5A[2) representations
(unlike the ps and ps representations of (i) and (ii)), I; and T are only U,(by) intertwiners and

are not ﬁq(slg) intertwiners.

Returning to the development of our graphical dictionary, we introduce the new pictorial repre-
sentation

Vie 2
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and then represent the injections and surjections involved in Proposition B.7] as

Zg Zs
ls~ 8¢ ——5 1psqg— ps @V, Ts ~ 8 sq_1 1ps @V, > Psg—1
Zs Zs
ls ~ 59 § i psqg = Ps@Vz, Ts~ 8 sq7! 1 Ps @ Ve = Pog
Zs Zs
_ — —1
I ~ Sg — 75" : Q7",sq - Qr,s ® V., Ts ~ 75: ’IS”q : QT’S ®Vz — QTvsq_l

3.3. Factorization and Fusion of L-operators. The factorization and fusion relations presented
above also manifest themselves in terms of L-operators, and historically this is the form in which
such relations have usually been discovered (see for example [BS90, BEMSI0]). The L-operators
are also essential to consider as they are the building blocks of the T and Q operators defined in
the Section Ml

If IT: Uy(by) — End(W) denotes one of the four cyclic U,(b,) representation defined in Section
2 (i.e., I is one of Q,, Y, pr, pr), then the corresponding L-operator Li(z) : W@V — V@ W is
defined up to a normalization factor by the requirement

(3.4) Lu(z) M@ V,)A(z) = (V. ® M)A(z) L (z) for all x € Uy(by).

In the case of Lq,_(2), the relation () also extends to all x € ﬁq(;[g). As II® V, is generically
irreducible as a Uy(by) representation, this requirement fixes Ly (z) uniquely up to an arbitrary
multiplicative constant. As is usual when discussing R-matrices and L-operators, it is also useful
for us to consider the associated operator

(3.5) Li(z) = PLu(z), where P(a®b) =b®a.
Clearly we then have that L(z) € End(W ® V) with
(3.6) Luy(z)(II® V,)A(x) = I®V,)A%(z)Lii(z), for all x € Uy(by).

The ‘rule’ that we shall following for deciding which of Lyj(z) or Ly(2) to use is that Ly is more
natural when stating algebraic results and identifying with pictures, and Lj(z) easier for defining
transfer matrices or Q-operators.

One other advantage of the Lj(z) version is that, since it is an element of End(W ® V'), we can
represent it as a 2 x 2 matrix with entries in End(W). In fact, all four L(z) have a common form.
In order to express this form succinctly it is useful to introduce the following notation. Suppose A
and B are 2 x 2 matrices with entries in C. Then define {A, B} € End(W ® V') as follows:

X1 o Z=1 0 X 0
o = (5 0)a(% s (X 0.
Now let us define two matrices that depend on a point r = (z,y, 1) € Cx and z € C* (with &; the
same constants as in Section 2):

(3.8) Up(z) = ( i “°$“>, Vi(2) = ( o "‘Oy).

K1Yy ZH qrTp —zp
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Using the notation ([B.7), and after choosing a normalization, the four L-operators are given by

Lo, (2) = {Ur(2),Vs(2)}, Ly (2) = {LI},
(3.9) Ly (2) = {Ur(2), I},  Lp,(2) = {Vr(2), 1},

where I is the 2x2 unit matrix. As L, (z) is idependent of both z and the constant ¢, we shall
henceforth denote it as simply L.

Remark 3.9. Explicit expressions for Lg,, are not new - they appeared in [BS90] and have been used
by various authors, for example in [Roa06, Nic10, MNPI8|. The standard form (3:9]) of L-operators
that we use was inspired by the paper [MLP21] which introduces a similar form for an L-operator
analogous to Lg,, but for the case of semi-cyclic representations. The latter are discussed briefly
in Section [

&z

In terms of the graphical notation we have already introduced, the four L-operators are given by
the obvious pictures:

LQTS(Z)N‘?.—: 2@V, - V. ® 8, Lgp” """" @V, = V. ® ¢

— :pr®‘/z_"/z®pr [vfpr(z)"‘r

— :ﬁr®vz_)vz®pr

We will also need one other ﬁq (5A[2) isomorphism L _(2) : VW — W ® V that satisfies
(3.10) Lo,.(2)(V. @ IDA(z) = (IT® V) A(z)Lg,, () for all z € Uy(sly).
We can clearly obtain this by inverting Lgm (2), but we fix the normalization differently such that
Lo,.(2)La,.(2) = Lo, .(2)La,.(2) = ¢*(2* = 27)(2* = 2)purpss L,
2

where 27 = Kor12,y, as above. The explicit expression for this iJQTs (z) is given in Appendix [A.3]

We represent this operator graphically by

rs

LQTS(Z)N z V@05 - Q0,sQV,

Our first result concerns the basic properties of ﬂgm (z) which are the analogues of Proposition

211
Proposition 3.10. The L-operators defined by (3.9) satisfy the following relations:
(Z) (]I ® TTS) LQT'S (Z) = LQST' (Z) (TTS ® H)’
(”) I® ST”S) LQM, (Z) ® LQSS, () = LQr-s (Z) ® LQT,ISI (2) (ST”S 1),
(iii)  (IQRys) Lo ,(2)®La_,(2) = Lo, (2) ® La_,(2)(Rywise Q@T).
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Proof. We could prove each of these relations by using uniqueness of the associated ﬁq (5A[2) inter-
twiner, but instead we take a more direct linear-algebra approach that exploits the simplicity of
the simple form of the L-operators given by (again, this approach is inspired by [MLP21]).

(i) Using the notation of (3.7) and (B.8]), the statement (i) is equivalent to
Trs(2) {Ur(2), Vs(2)} = {Us(2), Vi (2)} Trs (2),

which reduces to

(% L) ee (% re-ve (% e (G 10,).

This is equivalent to
Tos (47 2)(Ys — rpirpts Z2°) = Trs(Z) (yr — wspirpts 2%),
which is equivalent to the T, defining relation (2.9)).
(ii) The statement is equivalent to
Srrs U (2), Vir (2)} @ {Us(2), Vir (2)} = {Ur(2), Vs(2)} @ {Un (2), Vir (2)Sr(X)},
where x := X1 ® X and hence

swt0 (% D) w (5" e (%" 2)
-(5" e (5 Nee (% 5) s

which simplifies to

This is equivalent to the relation
Sy (q71X),us(q$s - yr’X) = Sr’s(QX):ur’ (qxr’ - ysX)a
which in turn is equivalent to the defining condition (2I0I).

(iii) This statement follows directly from (i) and (ii). O

Let us now introduce the standard 6-vertex model R-matrix defined algebraically as the ﬁq (;[2)
isomorphism

R(z/w) : V,®Vy — Vy ® V.

Fixing the arbitrary multiplicative normalization we have?

2This may look like we have swapped b(z) and ¢(z) compared to usual conventions, but this is simply because we
are dealing with R = PR.
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a(z) 0 0 0
R(z) = 8 ZE;; ﬁg% 8 ,  with (a(2),b(2),c(2)) = (1 —¢?22,q(1 — 2%),2(1 — q2)) )
0 0 0 a(z)
(3.11)

We use the obvious graphical representation

R(z/w) ~ =z

We then have the following result concerning the commutation of L-operators.
Proposition 3.11. As operators on W QV QV - VRV ® W we have the identities:
() (R(z/w) ® (I ® Ly, (w))(Ly, (2) ®L) = (L& Ly, (2))(Ly, (w) @ D(R(2/w) ®L),
(i) (R(z/w) @I Ly, (w))(Lp, (2) @) = (I® L, (2)) (L, (w) @) (R(z/w) @T).

Proof. The proof again is either by uniqueness of the associated intertwiners or by explicit checking
of the relations. O

The pictures corresponding to Proposition [3.11] are

w w w w

z /——:Z / (Zl) z /——:Z /

where graphical composition runs from West to East and North to South as before.

Remark 3.12. The approach of [BS90] used L-operators alone: their starting point was to first
construct L-operators satisfying

(R(z/w) @)1 ® La,, (w))(La,.(z) ®1) = (I® La,.(2))(Le,. (w) @ 1) (R(z/w) ®)

and then find an R-matrix satisfying property (ii¢) of Proposition BI0l This yielded an R-matrix
of the factorized form given by our Equation (2.6)).

3.3.1. Factorization of L-operators. In the language of L-operators, we have the following analogue
of Proposition B.3]

Proposition 3.13. The L-operators of Equation (3.9) satisfy the following factorization relation:
I®O(X)) La,.(2) ® Ly = Ly, (2) ® Ly, (2) (O(x) ®).
Note that the statement in this proposition is represented graphically by

z z

____r\_S ____r\__S
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Proof. This statement can be rewritten as

O(x) {Ur(2), Va(2)} @ {L, I} {Ur(2), 1} ® {Vi(2), I} O(x)

which follows from the more general property

(3.12) 000 {4, B} @ {L C} {4} ®{B,C}O(x)

where A, B,C are any N x N complex valued matrices. Property (3.12)) is equivalent to

(O(q(;lx) 0(2X)>B(X(;1 (1)>
_ (x(;l (D B (O(qalx) O(%x))'

This requirement in turn reduces to O(qx) = x O(¢ ' x), which is the defining property B.I]) of
O(x)- O

3.3.2. Fusion of L-operators. Now we turn to the SES relations of Theorem B.7, and their mani-
festation in terms of L-operators.

Proposition 3.14. We have the following equalities

(@) (Lp,(w) @D)(I® R(zs/w))(ts ®T) = Ci(s, w)(H®Ls)L W) WRV VWV
(i) ([I®7)(Lp, (w) NI ® R(zs/w)) = Co(s,w) Ly, (w)(rs @) : WRV RV > VW,

(ii1)  (Lp,(w) @ DI ® R(zs/w)) (55 ®T) = Ca(s, w)(H®Ls) peg(W) WV > VRWRV
() (17 (Lp, (w) ®DI® R(zs/w)) = Co(s,w) Ly, (w)(7 ®L): WRV OV - VeW,

where the coefficient are given by
Ci(s,w) = g0z, /w),  Cals,w) = qa(zy/w),

and 22 = kor125ys as in Theorem [3.7,
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The proof of Proposition [3.14]is given in Appendix[A.2l The meaning of these four relations, which
are sometimes referred to as ‘bootstrap’ relations, becomes more transparent when viewing their
corresponding graphical realizations:

w w
Zg Zs
(2) 5q —— s =Ci(s,w) 8¢ —F—1L—s
w w
Zs Zs
(i) § —— sq~! = Ca(s,w) 5 —— sq!
w w
Zs Zs
(v3) 5q —— s =Ci(s,w) 8¢ ——1—s
w w
Zs =z
(iv) § —— sq~! = Ca(s,w) 5 —— sq!

We have one final pair of fusion relations, now concerning the composite operator B,/ s : (s ®
Qoo — Qpg ® Qg defined in Equation 215

Proposition 3.15. We have the following equalities

(i) (Brisy @DI®Lg_, (2)) (I ®1) = E1(r',8,8") I ® L,/) Byrgss : WOW > W QW RV
(i) (IQT)(By s ®DA®Lg, ,(2)) = Ea(r',5,8") Byrg1,49(Tw @T) : WQVOW — W W,

where LQSS, (z) is the ﬁq(glg) intertwiner : V, ® Qsg — Qg ® V., defined above, and the coefficients
are given by

Hs (q2sz - Zg)(q2xr’/‘r’1u8’ - ys’), E, (7"/, s, s/) _ ,us’q2(z3’ - 23')(337"Iur’ - ZES/LS).

HsTs — ﬂr’$r’q2 Ys' — Tpt oyt gt

El (rlv S, 8/) =
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The corresponding pictures for the equalities in Proposition [3.15] are

/ /

§S Ss
|| Z’r" Zr’
RS R
rs rs
ss' s
Zp! || 2y
(i) v g‘J: P = By s g Dl g
rs rs

The proof of Proposition [3.15] is given in Appendix [A.3]

4. TRANSFER MATRICES AND Q-OPERATORS

In this section we take traces of products of the different L-operators and of A, B defined in
Equation (2.I5]) in order to define and relate transfer matrices and Q-operators acting on quantum
spaces which are either VM or WM We consider the two cases separately.

4.1. Quantum Space V®M, The transfer matrix of the 6-vertex model is defined as follows:
(4.1) T(2) := Tryo (R™M(2) -+ R®(2)R% (2)) : VM — y®M,

Note, that in this definition we use R = PR for notational simplicity. The superscripts indicate on
which pair of spaces in Y®M HoVIV®---®VM the R-matrix acts. The equivalent graphical
realization in terms of R is simply

w w w w w w

T(z/w) ~ =z

Here, and from now on, it should be understood that there is an implied trace associated with
the horizontal auxiliary space in the graphical representation that we use for transfer matrices and
Q-operators.

Now we can change the auxiliary representation V,, constructed in terms of the vector space V,
to any of the four other representations p,, p, s, @ associated with the vector space W. Let us
start with p,. Then the R-matrix R(z/w) : V, ® V,, — V. ® V,, appearing appearing in (£.I]) is
replaced by the corresponding L-operator L, (w) : p, ® Viy = pr ® V,,. In this way we define a new
operator

Qp, (w) := Try (L]p\f(w) e Lzr (w)L;T (w)) : YoM _, yeoM
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with Li)r acting non-trivially on W ® V. The picture is

w w w w w w

Qp,(w) ~ 7

In a similar way we define three more operators V®M — /M.

w w w w w w

Qp, (w) := Trw (L) (w) - L3, (w)Lp (w)) ~ 7

Tp:=Trw (LY - LZLL) ~  ---fo-opoodomooacpootem

The L-operator L, given by ([B.9), is particularly simple: it is independent of w, diagonal and

equal to
—17-1
_(qaZ 0
LU0 2)

which immediately gives

L
- B i . 1 0
T, =q (SZ+M)/2TI“W(Z 52)7 where S, = Zlazv with o, = <0 —1) '

We now present various relations between these T and Q operators that follow directly from the
properties of L-operators obtained in Section [3Bl

Proposition 4.1.

[T(z/w), Qp, (w)] = [T(z/w), Qp, (w)] = 0.

Proof. The statement follows from Proposition Bl applied to the two auxiliary spaces in each
case. ([l

Proposition 4.2. We have the factorization property:

To,,(w) = Qo () Qp, (W), .
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Proof. This follows directly from Proposition B.I3l The graphical proof is simply

Tq, (w)T, ~

= ~ Qp(w)@p, (w)

where Proposition .13 is used between the second and third diagrams, and cyclicity of the trace
is used in the final step. O

Proposition 4.3.
(1) Qp.(W)T(z5/w) = CY (5,w)Qp,, (w) + C3 (5,0)Q,_ _, (w),

(i) Qp.(w)T(zs/w) = CY (5,0)Qp,, (w) + C3* (5,w)Qp, _, (w).

Proof. The proof follows from the SESs of Proposition B7] (¢) and (i7) and Proposition 314l We
also make use of the standard linear algebra result that given a short exact sequence 0 — A —
B — C — 0, the trace over B of an operator acting on B can we written as the sum of traces

of corresponding operators over A and C. Details of this result as applied in this context can be
found in [VW20]. O

Relations (i) and (i7) both contain the same factors C (s, w) = (b(zs/w)/q)™ and C3(s,w) =
(qa(zs/w))™. These are precisely the coefficients those that occur in the standard TQ relations of
the 6-vertex model - which are in turn used to obtain the Bethe equations (see for example [JMS21]).
The apparent difference with the standard T(Q relations is the more complicated dependence of the
Q operators in (i) and (ii) on s € C; and w. However, the TQ relation may be brought into the

standard form by making use of the following ‘gauge transformation’ of the matrices Us(w) and
Vs(w) defined in Equation (B.8]):

_ 1 2\ (1 0 10
Us(w) = wRU(zs/w,ps)N;L,  where Uz, p) = ( > < > and Ny := ( 71y
) s ) z 1 0 'LI/ 0 KOZBZ )

_ 1 0 —q =z 1 0
Vi(w) = wIsV(zs/w,us)I;' where V(z,p):= ( ) ( ) and I, := ( 1%s
s 0 w z -1 0 ,/#y:

Let us define

L(Zaﬂ) = {U<Z7:u')7ﬂ}7 L(Z,,U) = {V(27M)7H}7
using the bracket notation of Equation (3.7)). Then it follows that we have

(4.2) Ly, (w) = wRLizo/w, g )Xy, Ly, (w) = wDiL(ze/w, p) 35"

) |
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Using the transformed L-operators L(z, ) and L(z, 1), we can define modified Q operators by
Q(Z,,U,) L= %‘(LM(Zau)’”L2(27M)L1<Z7:u'))7

Qo) = Te(EM () Tz )L (5 )

It is clear, from the form of U(z, ) and V(z, ), that Q(z, 1) and Q(z, 1) are polynomial in z. It
then follows from ([£.2]) and from the cyclicity of the trace that we have

(4.3) Q(zs/w, ps) = w_Mst (w), Q(ZS/w=NS) = w_MQﬁs (w).

Hence it then follows from Proposition B3] that Q(z, ) and Q(z, i) satisfy the standard TQ rela-
tion

Qz,m)T(2) = (b(2)/a)" Qlgz,qu) + (qa(2))* Qg 2z, q¢ ),

(4.4) QzuT(z) = (b(=)/a)" Qlaz,qu) + (qa(2))" Qg™ z,¢7 1)
Before completing this section, we note that T, also satisfies the relation
(45) TQ'rs (w)T<25/w) = wa(‘s? w)TQr,sq (w) + Céw<s7 w)Tqu71 (w)

This follows either by the observation that it addition to Proposition B.14] we also have that
(Lars(w) @ DI ® R(zs/w))(L; @L) = C1(s,w)(I® L) L, ,, (w) =WV > VWV,
I®T) (Lo, (w) @DI® R(zs/w)) = Co(s,w) Lo, (w)(Ts @) : WOV RV - VW,

(which can be proved either by appealing to uniqueness of the corresponding U, (b ) intertwiner or
just by checking the relation), or directly from Propositions and [£3] (77) plus the observation
that T, commutes with @, and @Qp,. Thus we have that To, (w) satisfies the same relations (4.5))
as the Q operator of the 6-vertex model. This fact was observed in [BS90].

4.2. Quantum Space W®, Now let us define an operator 7 (z) : WOM — WOM a5 follows:

SS SS S8 SS SS S8

T(z) = Tr (LQMSS/(,Z)~~~L%ZSS/(Z)L}ZSS/(Z)> ~ oz

where Lo __(2) = PLq, () is the operator VW — V@ W defined by B.I0 and given explicitly by
Equation ([A.2]); the superscript 7 as always indicates that the operator acts on the i’th space W in
the tensor product W®M | The operator T (z) is the transfer matrix of the 7 model as defined in
[Bax89, [BPAYSS|, BS90].

Now we use the operators B,/ = PBW;SS/ and A,y = P/lrs;s/ specified by Equation to
define associated operators on W®M+1 by

oM 02 01
BT’;SS’ == BT’;SS’ A BT’;SS/BT’;SS/

oM 02 01
ATS;S/ = ATS;S’ o ATS;S’ATS;S"

3The dependence of the @) operator on the parameter p, the algebraic necessity of this parameter, and an expla-
nation how the dependence may be removed is explained in [VW20)
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Then, we define the following operator Q. : WeM _, oM.
ss’ ss' ss ss' ss s

/ /
Qs = T ()~ [ ===
rs s's s's s's s's g's

(4.6)
Proposition 4.4.

Qi T(z) = B (1'558") Qugsser + B (185" ) Qprg1i5sr
Proof. The proof follows from the SES of Proposition B.7] (i7i) and from Proposition O

In this way, we see that Q,.s acts as a Q-operator for the 75 model. The connection of this Q-
operator with the chiral Potts model is as follows: the transfer matrix of the chiral Potts model is
by definition given by

TP = VTV‘I(V)(R(M'; ss")OM . R(rr'; 58" ) 2 R(rr'; s5")L).
It follows from the factorization formula (2.6]) that we have

(4'7) TCP = VTVI(;(AT’S;S’ o P(M) o Br’;ss’)y

where P(M) ; WOM+1 _, jy@M+1 i defined by PM) (a®by @by ---bar) = (b1 @by -+~ byr ®a). The
corresponding picture is

ss’ ss' ss' ss' ss’ ss

/

/ / / / /

SS SS S8 SS SS S8

It was shown in [BS90] that there was a relation between the Q-operator of the 75 model (found
in [BS90] by explicitly solving of TQ relations) and the half-monodromy matrix of the chiral Potts
model. This observation and its algebraic origin are reflected and explained in the current paper
by three results: the definition Q..o = Try (BT/; 58/); Proposition £4} and the identification (7).

5. DISCUSSION

In this section we summarize the key results of the paper and comment on their potential use
and development. Our first main result is the definition of the two U,(b, ) representations p, and
pr and the factorization Theorem B3l This result is interesting for various reasons: it can be
viewed as the analog of the generic-¢ result (i) mentioned in Section [ it leads directly to the
L-operator factorization of Proposition B.I3] and the transfer matrix factorization of Proposition
432} and finally, it allows us, via Proposition B.6, to characterize chiral Potts Boltzmann weights in
an alternative way to Proposition 211

The next key result is the SES /fusion result of Theorem 37l This property is manifested in terms
of L-operators in the way expressed in Propositions B.14] and These L-operator relations in
turn lead to the TQ relations of Propositions .3l and [4.4] for operators acting on the quantum
spaces VM and W®M_ More precisely, when the quantum space is V®M we show that choosing
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the auxiliary space to be either p or p leads to operators Q(z,p) and Q(z, ) that satisfy the
expected TQ relations (£4]) of the 6-vertex model . These operators commute with the 6-vertex
model transfer matrix and are polynomial in z. Thus they provide a construction of the Q-operators
in the ¢"V = 1 case of the 6-vertex model. This is simpler than the construction in the generic-q case
that requires an infinite-dimensional auxiliary space as well as regularization of the trace by the
introduction of a Cartan element. We also show in Proposition that the transfer matrix Tq,, (2)
factorizes as a product of our two Q-operator, and view this as an analogue of the factorization
formula (L)) of the Verma module transfer matrix in the case of ¢ generic [BLZ97].

For the case when the quantum space is W®M | we construct an operator Q,.s¢ by choosing the
auxiliary space as ,,». This operator satisfies TQ relations with the transfer matrix 7 (z) of the
79 model, as expressed in Proposition 4.4l In this case, the shifts in the Q-operator are expressed
as 7’ — r’¢t! which are automorphisms of the curve C;. Our Q,.s¢ is constructed as a trace over
the operator B,.ss which is also a building block (in fact one half of the monodromy matrix) of
the transfer matrix 7¢F of the chiral Potts model as expressed in Equation 7l

One chapter of the Q-operator story is missing so far in our discussion of the ¢"V case: a feature
of the generic-q case is that the infinite-dimensional Verma module module v mentioned in Section
[ has an infinite-dimensional submodule when p takes an integer value n. The quotient is then
isomorphic to the n + 1 dimensional evaluation module (see for example [VW20] for details). This
means that the factorization formula (LI) can be used to express the transfer matrix 7" (z)
associated with the n + 1 dimensional auxiliary representation in the form

(5.1) T (z) = #Q(2q "*)Q(2q"*) - #Q(2¢"*)Q(z¢ 7).

This reducibility does not occur for the general semi-cyclic representations of this paper. In [MLP21]
however, L-operators are considered for semi-cyclic representations, and used to define Q-operators
that satisfy a relation of the form (5.1J). The semi-cyclic limit of our representation 2,5 was first
studied in the paper [[U92], and it would be interesting to attempt to recover the results of [MLP21]
from the current paper in this limit.

Both the cyclic representations §2,s and the chiral Potts have been generalized to higher-rank
cases [DJMMO91al BKMS90]. Also, the generic-q factorization result (i) in Section 1 has been
generalized to all untwisted quantum affine algebras in [HJ12, [FH15]. It should be possible and
would certainly be interesting to generalize our ¢” factorization Theorem [3.3] to higher rank.

As mentioned in Section [I] another potential use of our results is in the analysis of open systems.
Q-operators for some generic-g open systems have been constructed in terms of infinite-dimensional
U,(b) representations in [FS15, BT18, VW20, [Tsu21l, [CVW24]. The reason this construction is
possible is that the recently formulated universal K-matrix for quantum affine algebras [AV22bl
AV22al [AV24] is itself intimately related to the Borel algebras, as well as to coideal subalgebras of
the underlying quantum affine algebra. Convergence of the Q-operator is a subtle issue for generic-
g open systems; in closed systems, convergence can be ensured by inserting regularizing Cartan
elements inside the trace, but this is not possible in open systems as integrability is destroyed
by such an insertion. Convergence has to demonstrated for open systems by using convergence
properties of ¢g-special functions in different regions, and TQ relations must be interpreted in this
light. A key advantage of dealing with ¢’V = 1 is that the U,(b4) cyclic representations we consider
are finite dimensional, and so Q-operators are immediately convergent. Another advantage is that
it is simpler to solve reflection equations in the finite rather than infinite-dimensional case for the
most general boundary conditions. Thus we expect that the results of the current paper as well as
higher-rank generalizations will be a useful tool/test-bed in completing the algebraic description of
Q operators for open systems.
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A. PROOFS FROM SECTION [3]

A.1. Proof of Lemma Using the fact that ¢V = 1, ¥ = I, and supposing that O~'(x) =

> boxN, we can then write

bo ag ap az -+ an—1
bn—1 aN-1 ay a1 - GN—2
00O () = (LM 12, ) A [bv=2 |, wherea = [av—2 ax-1 a0 - an-s
b1 ay ap az -+ ap

The requirement that O(x)O~!(x) = I is then equivalent to the matrix relation

bo 1

by_1 0

(A1) Albn-2|=]0
by 0

This type of matrix A consisting of cyclically permuted column vectors is know as a circulant
matriz and has many nice properties (see for example [Dav94]). In particular, its eigenvalues and
eigenevectors are known and are respectively

1.
N-1 . q;‘
= Z anq]n:(’)(q]), v; = q] ) jE{O,l,"' 7N_1}
n=0
q(Nfl)j

Hence the matrix A is invertible iff O(¢7) # 0 for all j € {0,1,--- ,N — 1}. We find using the
Landsberg-Schaar identity that

N—
1
Z n2 + Z : \/N
— +i
The values of O(g’) for all j then follow from the required relation O(gz) = 20(q712) for 2V = 1.
In this way we see that we indeed have O(¢?) # 0 for all j € {0,1,--- ,N — 1} and hence A is
invertible. It follows from [A1] that the vector b is given by the first column of the matrix A~!. O

A.2. Proof of Proposition B.14l There are two approaches to proving (i)-(iv): we can either
appeal to uniqueness up to a multiplicative constant of the associated U, (b ) intertwiner, and thus
identify the the two sides by checking a single matrix element; or, we can simply check the full
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relation as a linear algebra identity. We have done both. As an example, let us show the latter
pedestrian approach in detail for the case (iii).

Statement (iii): We can express either side of the identity as a 4 x 2 matrix with respect to the
space V. The left-hand side minus the right-hand side is then

Koqys(—aw+Crw+czs) k2qy2(b—C1g) X~ 1Z
ZSZ Zs
w(Crq—b) X Z~3 roqys (—azs+C1q2z+cw)
q o P
_ pgXZ™1 (Homxsys (Clq2—a)+cwzs) KosqwysZ(C1q—b)
Zs Zs
K1sTs (b—C’lsq)X2Z’3 usqX Z Y wzs (Cf—a)-i—cnonlxsys)
q Zs

where we have suppressed the arguments of the entries (a,b,c) of the R-matrix R(z,/w) given by
(.11, as well as those of Cy(s,w). Recalling that z2 = kgk17sys, We see that each of the terms in
the matrix is zero with the choice Cy(s,w) = ¢~ b(zs/w).

The proof of Statement (i) is very similar. The proofs of Statements (ii) and (iv) involving showing
that all the entries of a 2 x 4 are zero with the specified choice of Ca(s, w) = ga(zs/w).

A.3. Proof of Proposition [3.15l Let us define a matrix

M(2) = Ysyskor1 Z " — @*2usps 2 qzsko(—ys 271+ wspsprg Z
qzk1(YsZ ' — Prgpspy Z) (=227 + mexgroki sy Z

Then the explicit expression for the inverse matrix i‘st' (2) : VW — W ® V matrix introduced
in Section 3 and involved in Proposition B.15]is

. M(2)o0 X IM(z)
(A.2) Lﬂss/@)—(XM(zg?o M(Z)ll-m)

Each component M(z);; then acts W — W.
Statement (i) in the proposition involves two components with respect to the V' space. These
components are equivalent to the following identities End(W ® W):

(A3) drBr;ss’(]I &® M<ZT’)OO) + Br;ss’X_l (H ® M(Zr)Ol) = drEl (Ta S, S/)qu;ss’a
(A4) Br;ss’ (H ® M(Zr)ll) + drBr;ss’Xil (H ® M(ZT)lO) = El (Ta S, Sl)Xilqu;ss"
with
N-1
Brsy = Y Weg(n)Wos(m)(I® Z2")x™.
n,m=0

Let us prove ([A.3]). The simplest way to proceed is to choose a faithful representation of the X, Z

algebra on the N-dimensional space W. Let us choose X, Z € GLn(C) with X;; = 6, mod(j+1,N)’

Zij = 6;jq", for i,j € {0,1,--- ,N — 1}. Then each component M(z);; is a diagonal matrix with
diagonal entries that we denote M(z;();; for £€ {0,1,--- | N —1}.
The presumed identity (A.3]) then becomes the requirement that

~

W, (£ + m) <erm(m)M(zr; Do + Wis(m + )Mz, 5)01)
(A.5) = qu,s/ (0 + m)I//[\/rq,S(m) d.Ei(r,s,s")
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for all m,¢ € {0,--- , N —1}. Here I\/I//rs is the discrete Fourier transform of W, defined in Equation
(2111 We can re-express the left-hand-side of (A.5]) using the recursion relation (2.8 as

~ —~

Wisr (£ +m)Wps(m)
HsTs — err’q2(m+1)

(A.6)

[dr(/‘sfﬂs - Nr$rq2(m+1))M(zr§ E)OO + (:usyr - ,urysq2m)M(zr§ E)Ol] .

Inserting the explicit expressions for M(z; £);; the square bracket simplifies to

(A7) [ : ] = drﬂoﬂlﬂsqig(qzxryr - xsys)<_ys’ + q2(1+£+m)xrﬂrﬂs’)-
Hence our proposition is equivalent to the statement
(A 8) WTILS' (f + m)qu,s<m) . /foffllusqig <q2xryr - xsys)<_ys’ + q2(1+z+m)xrﬂrﬂs’)

S —

W s (L +m)W;. s(m) - Ei(r,s,s") HsTs — ,Urxrqz(erl)
for all m,¢ € {0,--- ,N — 1}.
To prove ([A.8]) we use induction in ¢ and m. Firstly, we observe that, with the specified normal-
izations W,5(0) = W,.5(0) = 1, the statement is true for m = ¢ = 0 when we choose

Ei(r,s,s") = (a2 — 2) (—ys + ‘]2255?#7‘#5')'
HsTs — frZrq

Now assume that (A.8)) is true for a given (¢, m). Then using ([2.I3] we find

Wigs (£ + 14+ m)Whg s(m) _ Wigs (L +m)Wigs(m) ys — Y
Wy (£ + 1+ m)W,4(m) Wyo (0 +m)W,s(m) a(ys — Trprpsg?Er1m)
_ rorpsg” Y (@Parye — 2y (—ys + PP )
Ey(r,s,s) UsTs — flpxpq2(mt1) ’
and thus (A.8) is true for (¢ + 1,m). Similarly, we can use [2Z.8 to obtain

Wigs (+m+ DWegs(m+1)  Wige(£+m+ D)Wigs(m) q(pss — prag®™ )

W, (£+m + )W, o(m + 1) Wy (€ +m+ D)W,o(m)  fsTs — pirzrg?m+2)

Kok1psq " (qzxryr — x5Ys) (—ys + q2(2+£+m)xrﬂrﬂs’)

a Ey <T7 S, 3,) HsTs — errq2(m+2)

Hence the statement (A.g) is true for (¢,m + 1). This completes of [A:3] and the proof of (A4) is
very similar.

Statement (ii) of Proposition is equivalent to the two identities.
(AQ) —XBT758/(]I ® M(Zr)o()) + dT’Br755/X(]I ® M<Zr)10) = _E2 (7’, S, S/)qufl,ss’
(A.10) —XByssX HIQ@ M(2)01) + dv By s (1Q M(2)11) = dy Ea(r, 5,8 ) Byt sor-

These can both be proved in a similar way to above. Let us outline the proof of (AI0). The
equation is equivalent to the identity

(=W (m + €= YM(z3 001 + d Wi (m + M (205 011 ) W(m)

(A.11) = d, Es(r, s, 8/)‘\47,“171’3/ (m + E)i//l\/rqq,s(m).
After using the recursion relation (ZI3]), the left-hand-side of (A.11]) simplifies to

~ o~

Wi.s(m + £)W,.s(m)
Vs — $hunus,q2(m+é)

[_(yr — 2o i prgr TN M (213 o1 + (Y — i prr )M (205 5)11]
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The square bracket now simplifies to

2+Z(

] = drpsior1@® T (g — 29y ) (@0 pir — Tspts),

and Equation (A.I0) is equivalent to

o~

Wg1,9(m + OWog1 o(m)  pyror1 @™ (@ryy — 29y9) (2" Tt — Tsis)

~— —

Wr;s’(m + E)Wrs (m) B E2 (7", S, s,)(ys, — xT,uTﬂs’q2(m+Z))

This statement can be proved by induction in m and ¢ as above, with the choice
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