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Abstract

Exploring a mapping among n-state spin and vertex models on the square lattice we argue

that a given integrable spin model with edge weights satisfying the rapidity difference property

can be formulated in the framework of an equivalent solvable vertex model. The Lax operator

and the R-matrix associated to the vertex model are built in terms of the edge weights of the

spin model and these operators are shown to satisfy the Yang-Baxter algebra. The unitarity

of the R-matrix follows from an assumption that the vertical edge weights of the spin model

satisfy certain local identity known as inversion relation. We apply this embedding to the scalar

n-state Potts model and we argue that the corresponding R-matrix can be written in terms of

the underlying Temperley-Lieb operators. We also consider our construction for the integrable

Ashkin-Teller model and the respective R-matrix is expressed in terms of sixteen distinct weights

parametrized by theta functions. We comment on the possible extention of our results to spin

models whose edge weights are not expressible in terms of the difference of spectral parameters.
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1 Introduction

An important class of integrable two-dimensional lattice system of statistical mechanics are models in

which the microstates variables or spins are located on the vertices of the lattice and the interactions

occur along the lattice edges [1]. These systems are called spin or edge models and the simplest

example is a two state model known as the Ising ferromagnet which was originally solved by Onsager

in 1944 [2, 3]. Generalizations of Ising model are achieved considering that the spins take values on

set of integer and the energy interactions are strictly short ranged depending only on the nearest

neighbors spins states. On the square lattice the energy interactions among two neighboring spins

(i, j) can be encoded in terms of local horizontal Wh(i, j|x) and vertical Wv(i, j|x) edge weights which
here we assumed to be parametrized by the spectral variable x. The edge weights are schematically

shown in Fig.(1) where the spin states are considered to take values on a discrete set {1, . . . , n}.

i j

k

Wh(i, j|x)

Wv(j, k|x)

Figure 1: Schematic representation of the horizontal Wh(i, j|x) and the vertical Wv(j, k|x) local

Boltzmann weights of the spin models where (i, j, k) indicate spin states.

One of the most successful technique in solving two-dimensional lattice models turns out to be

the method of commuting transfer matrices [1]. The use of transfer matrices to solve two-dimensional

lattice models originates in the work of Kramers and Wannier [4] who have shown that the respective

partition functions can be rewritten as trace of an ordered product of transfer matrices. For spin

models on the square lattice a convenient transfer matrix operator is built by considering the product

of the weights along a diagonal layer of the square lattice [5, 6]. The matrix elements of the diagonal-

to-diagonal transfer matrix for a lattice of size L with periodic boundary conditions are,

[Tdia(x)]
b1,...,bL
a1,...,aL

= Wv(a1, b1|x)Wh(a1, b2|x)Wv(a2, b2|x)Wh(a2, b3|x) . . .Wv(aL, bL|x)Wh(aL, b1|x), (1)

which have been schematically illustrated in Fig.(2).

It follows that the spin model partition function Zspin(L) on the square lattice of size L× L can
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Figure 2: Schematic representation of the diagonal-to-diagonal transfer matrix of spin models.

be written in terms of the following trace,

Zspin(L) = TrV

[(
Tdia(x)

)L
]
, (2)

where V =

L∏

j=1

⊗Cn is usually called the spin model quantum space.

Given a spin model with weights Wh,v(i, j|x) there exist sufficient conditions for the existence of

another spin model with distinct weights Wh,v(i, j|y) such that their diagonal-to-diagonal transfer

matrices commutes, [Tdia(x), Tdia(y)] = 0, for arbitrary lattice sizes. These are local relations among

the horizontal and vertical weights originally discovered in the context of the Ising model [2, 7] which

are often called star-triangle equations, see for instance refs.[8, 9, 10]. For spin models with weights

depending on the difference of spectral parameters these set of relations are given by,

n∑

d=1

Wv(d, c|y)Wv(b, d|x− y)Wh(a, d|x) = R(x, y)Wh(a, b|y)Wh(a, c|x− y)Wv(b, c|x), (3)

n∑

d=1

Wv(c, d|y)Wv(d, b|x− y)Wh(d, a|x) = R(x, y)Wh(b, a|y)Wh(c, a|x− y)Wv(c, b|x), (4)

R(x, y) denotes some factor independent of the spin states a, b, c = 1, . . . , n. We remark that many

solvable spin models indeed satisfy Eqs.(3,4) being notable examples the scalar Potts [11, 12, 13],

the self-dual Ashkin-Teller [14, 15, 16, 17], the Fateev-Zamolodchikov [18], and the Kashiwara-Miwa

[19, 20, 21] models.

It turns out that recently, we have argued that a n-state spin model can be viewed as a n-

state vertex model in the sense that their partition functions coincide on the finite square lattice

with periodic boundary conditions [22]. In particular, we have exhibited the expression of the Lax

operator encoding the weights of the equivalent vertex model in terms of a special combination of the

horizontal and vertical edge weights of the spin model. Therefore, assuming that the spin model is also

integrable one expects that the same property should be extended to the equivalent vertex model. In
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the case of a n-state vertex model, integrability is assured by exhibiting an invertible n2×n2 R-matrix

which together with the Lax operator has to satisfy a quadratic algebra denominated Yang-Baxter

algebra [23, 24]. We also remark that the determination of the R-matrix is an essential ingredient to

formulate the exact solution of the vertex model in terms of the quantum inverse scattering method

[24]. In this work, we argue that the matrix elements of the R-matrix can be constructed from

the spin model edge weights and the respective Yang-Baxter algebra follows from the star-triangle

equations (3,4). More precisely, we shall show that the expression of the underlying the R-matrix is,

R12(x, y) =
n∑

i,j,k=1

Wh(j, i|x)Wv(j, k|x− y)

Wh(k, i|y)
eik ⊗ eji, (5)

where ei,j denotes the n × n matrix with only one non-vanishing entry with value 1 at row i and

column j. We note that the R-matrix is not given solely in terms of the difference of the spectral

parameters. This fact can be explored to generate generalizations of the one-dimensional quantum

spin chains underlying the classical lattice spin models.

We have organized this paper as follows. In next section we elaborate on our previous results

concerning the mentioned mapping among n-state spin and vertex models on the square lattice [22].

Here we note that Lax operator of the equivalent vertex model can be decomposed in terms of the

product of two operators depending either on the horizontal or vertical edge weights. In section 3

we formulate the Yang-Baxter algebra and show that this algebra is satisfied as a consequence of

the star-triangle relations for the spin model edge weights. We also discuss certain properties of the

R-matrix such as unitarity relation and the Yang-Baxter equation. In section 4 we apply our results

for one of the simplest integrable n-state spin model which is the scalar Potts model. We argue that

the respective R-matrix of the equivalent vertex model can be rewritten in terms of Temperley-Lieb

operators [26]. In section 5 we consider our construction for the integrable Ashkin-Teller model and

show that the corresponding R-matrix elements can be expressed in terms of sixteen distinct weights.

In section 6 we present our conclusion and comment on the possibility of extending our embedding

to include integrable spin models whose edge weights are not parametrized in terms of the difference

of spectral parameters. In Appendix A we present some technical details about the Yang-Baxter

equation omitted in the main text.
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2 The spin-vertex equivalence

In vertex models the state variables are assigned to the links of the square lattice and the Boltzmann

weights depend on four spin variables i, j, k, lmeeting together at the vertex. We express these weights

by w(i, k; j, l|x) where the variable x represent the spectral parameter as illustrated in Fig.(3).

i k

j

l

w(i, k; j, l|x)

Figure 3: The local Boltzmann weights of vertex models with spin variables i, j, k, l taken values on

the set {1, . . . , n}.

For the vertex models with periodic boundary conditions it is convenient to built the transfer

matrix considering the product of weights defined by two successive rows of spins states of the lattice.

The matrix elements of the row-to-row transfer matrix are given by,

[Tver(x)]
b1,...,bL
a1,...,aL

=
n∑

c1,...,cL

w(c1, c2; a1, b1|x)w(c2, c3; a2, b2|x) . . . w(cL, c1; aL, bL|x), (6)

which is schematically illustrated in Fig.(4).

· · ·
n∑

c1,...,cL=1

a1 a2 a3 aL−1 aL

b1 b2 b3 bL−1 bL

c1 c2 c3 c4 cL−1 cL c1

Figure 4: Schematic representation of the row-to-row transfer matrix of vertex models.

Once again the vertex model partition function Zver(L) on the L × L square lattice is given by

the trace of the L-th power of the row-to-row transfer matrix,

Zver(L) = TrV

[(
Tver(x)

)L
]
. (7)
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As argued in ref.[22] the partition functions of the n-state spin (2) and vertex (7) models coincide

for a finite square lattice provide that the corresponding weights satisfy the following relation,

w(i, k; j, l|x) = Wv(j, k|x)Wh(j, i|x)δi,l. (8)

In fact, by substituting the vertex weights (8) in the row-to-row transfer matrix (6) and after

summing over the Kronecker’s delta symbols we obtain,

[Tver(x)]
b1,...,bL
a1,...,aL

= Wh(a1, b1|x)Wv(a1, b2|x)Wh(a2, b2|x)Wv(a2, b3|x) . . .Wh(aL, bL|x)Wv(aL, b1|x), (9)

and we note that these matrix elements have the basic form of those of the diagonal-to-diagonal

transfer matrix (1) except by the fact that the horizontal and vertical edge weights are interchanged.

However, this exchange among the weights corresponds to rotation of the lattice by 900 degrees and

such operation does not affect the spin model partition function on the square lattice with periodic

boundary conditions.

One interesting feature of the vertex models is that they have an inherent tensor structure. The

Boltzmann weights can be encoded in terms of a local vertex operator usually called Lax operator

which acts on the tensor product of two spaces associated to the horizontal and vertical spin variables.

It turns out that the Lax operator can be written as follows,

L12(x) =

n∑

i,j,k,l=1

w(i, k; j, l|x)eik ⊗ ejl =

n∑

i,j,k=1

Wh(j, i|x)Wv(j, k|x)eik ⊗ eji, (10)

and as result the respective row-to-row transfer matrix can be compactly expressed in terms of trace

over an auxiliary space A ≡ Cn, namely

Tver(x) = TrA [LA1(x)LA2(x) . . .LAL(x)] . (11)

In our case we observe that the Lax operator can be decomposed in terms of product of two

operators whose entries depend either on the horizontal or on the vertical spin edge weights. In fact,

it is possible to the rewrite the Lax operator as L12(x) = L
(h)
12 (x)L

(v)
12 (x) such that the components

are given by,

L
(h)
12 (x) =

n∑

i,j=1

Wh(j, i|x)eii ⊗ ejj, L
(v)
12 (x) =

n∑

i,j,k=1

Wv(j, k|x)eik ⊗ eji, (12)

where we note that the operator associated to the horizontal weights is a diagonal matrix.
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We next would like to discuss the Hamiltonian limit associated to the n-state spin or vertex

models. To this end we assume the existence of a particular spectral parameter point, say x = 0, in

which the edge weights satisfy the following initial conditions,

Wh(i, j|0) = 1, Wv(i, j|0) = δi,j , (13)

implying that at x = 0 the Lax operator becomes the permutator on the tensor product Cn ⊗ Cn,

L12(0) = P12 =

n∑

i,j=1

eij ⊗ eji. (14)

Considering the condition (14) the corresponding quantum spin chain is obtained by taking the

logarithm derivative of the row-to-row transfer matrix (11) at the special point x = 0 [23]. This leads

us to the following Hamiltonian,

H =
L∑

j=1

[
n∑

i,k=1

d

dx
[Wh(i, k|x)]

∣∣∣
x=0

e
(j)
ii ⊗ e

(j+1)
kk +

n∑

i,k,l=1

d

dx
[Wv(i, k|x)]

∣∣∣
x=0

e
(j)
ik ⊗ e

(j+1)
ll

]
, (15)

where e
(j)
ik denotes the action of the matrix eik on the j-th site of a chain of size L and periodic

boundary condition is imposed by defining e
(L+1)
ik = e

(1)
ik .

We would like to conclude by mentioning certain local identities satisfied by edge weights of

solvable spin models such as the scalar Potts [11, 12, 13], the self-dual Ashkin-Teller [14, 15, 16, 17],

the Fateev-Zamolodchikov [18], and the Kashiwara-Miwa [19, 20, 21] models. These identities are

usually called inversion relations [1] and their expressions are given by,

Wh(i, j|x)Wh(i, j| − x) = ρ1(x),

n∑

k=1

Wv(i, k|x)Wv(k, j| − x) = ρ2(x)δi,j , (16)

where ρ1,2(x) are arbitrary auxiliary normalization factors.

In next section, we argue that the inversion relation associated to the vertical edge weights is

relevant to set up the unitarity property of the proposed R-matrix (5). This feature assures that the

underlying R-matrix is invertible for almost all spectral parameters x and y.

3 The Yang-Baxter algebra

If the spin model is integrable it is natural to expect that this property will be also satisfied by the

equivalent vertex model. An sufficient condition for commuting transfer matrices of vertex models
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was first introduced by Baxter in his analysis of the eight-vertex model [23] and afterwards elaborated

in the context of the quantum inverse scattering approach [24]. This condition requires the existence

an invertible R-matrix which together with the Lax operators satisfies the Yang-Baxter algebra. This

algebra involves the action of these operators on the tensor product of three n-dimensional spaces,

namely

R12(x, y)L13(x)L23(y) = L23(y)L13(x)R12(x, y), (17)

where the lower indices indicate the spaces in which the Lax and the R-matrix operators acts non-

trivially.

We observe that in the above relation the Lax operators are fixed by the edge weights of the

spin model, see Eq.(10). In order to show that this algebra is satisfied by the R-matrix (5) we find

convenient to rewrite the Yang-Baxter algebra (17) in terms of its components. To this end we

express the R-matrix (5) as,

R12(x, y) =
∑

i,j,k,l

Rk,l
i,j (x, y)eik ⊗ ejl, Rk,l

i,j(x, y) =
Wh(j, i|x)Wv(j, k|x− y)

Wh(k, i|y)
δi,l, (18)

and by using the expression of the Lax operator (10) we find that the matrix elements of the Yang-

Baxter algebra are,

n∑

γ=1

Rγ,b3
a1,a2(x, y)Wh(a3, γ|x)Wv(a3, b1|x)Wh(γ, b3|y)Wv(γ, b2|y) =

δa1,b3

n∑

γ,γ
′
=1

Rb1,b2
γ,γ′ (x, y)Wh(a3, a2|y)Wv(a3, γ

′|y)Wh(a2, a1|x)Wv(a2, γ|x). (19)

In what follows we shall show that the Yang-Baxter algebra (19) is indeed fulfilled. We first

substitute on the left hand side of Eq.(19) the structure constants Rγ,b3
a1,a2

(x, y) and sum over the

Kronecker’s delta symbols. Further simplification can be carried out by using the first set of the

star-triangle relations (3). As a result of these steps we obtain,

n∑

γ=1

Rγ,b3
a1,a2

(x, y)Wh(a3, γ|x)Wv(a3, b1|y)Wh(γ, b3|y)Wv(γ, b2|y) =

δa1,b3Wv(a3, b1|x)Wh(a2, a1|x)
n∑

γ=1

Wv(γ, b2|y)Wh(a2, γ|x− y)Wh(a3, γ|x) =

δa1,b3Wv(a3, b1|x)Wh(a2, a1|x)R(x, y)Wh(a3, a2|y)Wh(a3, b2|x− y)Wv(a2, b2|x). (20)

We now repeat the same procedure explained above for the right hand side of Eq.(19). Here we

use the second set of the star-triangle relations (4) to simplify the sum of product of edge weights.

7



The steps are summarized below,

δa1,b3

n∑

γ,γ′=1

Rb1,b2
γ,γ′ (x, y)Wh(a3, a2|y)Wv(a3, γ

′|y)Wh(a2, a1|x)Wv(a2, γ|x) =

δa1,b3
Wh(a2, a1|x)Wh(a3, a2|y)Wv(a2, b2|x)

Wh(b1, b2|y)

n∑

γ′=1

Wv(a3, γ
′|y)Wh(γ

′

, b1|x− y)Wh(γ
′

, b2|x) =

δa1,b3Wh(a2, a1|x)Wh(a3, a2|y)Wv(a2, b2|x)R(x, y)Wh(a3, b2|x− y)Wv(a3, b1|x), (21)

and by comparing Eqs.(20,21) we see that the left and the right hand sides of the Yang-Baxter

algebra are the same.

The other important step for commuting transfer matrices is the assumption that the underlying

R-matrix is invertible for almost all spectral parameters x and y. In our case this feature follows

from the fact that the R-matrix (18) satisfy the unitarity property,

R12(x, y)R21(y, x) = ρ2(x− y)In ⊗ In, (22)

where In denotes the n×n identity matrix. It turns out that this property can be derived from direct

computation and with the help of the inversion relation for the vertical edge weights (16), namely

R12(x, y)R21(y, x) =
n∑

i,j,l=1

Wh(j, i|x)
Wh(l, i|x)

n∑

k=1

[Wv(j, k|x− y)Wv(k, l|y − x)] eii ⊗ ej,l

=

n∑

i,j,l=1

Wh(j, i|x)
Wh(l, i|x)

ρ2(x− y)δj,leii ⊗ ej,l

= ρ2(x− y)
n∑

i,j=1

eii ⊗ ej,j = ρ2(x− y)In ⊗ In. (23)

At this point we have discussed the basic ingredients showing that the equivalent n-state vertex

model associated to an integrable n-state spin model indeed gives rise to a family of commuting row-

to-row transfer matrices. In the context of vertex models is assumed that the Yang-Baxter algebra is

an associative algebra when you reorder the product of three Lax operators with distinct rapidities

x, y and z. It is well known that a sufficient condition for the associativity property is the celebrated

Yang-Baxter equation,

R12(x, y)R13(x, z)R23(y, z) = R23(y, z)R13(x, z)R12(x, y), (24)

where at z = 0 reduces to the Yang-Baxter algebra (17) since we have the identity Rab(x, 0) = Lab(x)

as a consequence of the initial condition (13).
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It is plausible to think that the Yang-Baxter equation (24) should follows from systematic ap-

plications of the star-triangle equations (3,4) combined with the help of the inversion relations (16).

In this sense, we remark that it has been argued that from a particular combination of four edge

weights of a given solvable spin model one is able to obtain the Boltzmann weights of a vertex model

with commuting transfer matrices [10, 25]. In this construction, the number of spectral variables

of the vertex model weights is duplicated due to the fact it is used two distinct sets of rapidities

to parametrized of horizontal and vertical spin edge weights. We now follow the construction of

refs.[10, 25] in the situation where the spin edge weights depend only on the difference of the spectral

parameters. In our notation, the matrix elements of the Lax operator associated to such vertex

model are,

L̃
k,l
i,j (x1; x2, y1; y2) = Wh(i, j|x1 − y1)Wv(j, k|x1 − y2)Wv(i, l|x2 − y1)Wh(l, k|x2 − y2) (25)

where x1, y1 and x2, y2 denote two pairs of rapidities.

We next apply the expression (25) in a particular case of rapidities arrangements by choosing

x2 = y1, x1 = y1 + x and y2 = y1 + y where x and y are arbitrary variables. By using the initial

condition (13) for the vertical edge weights as well as the inversion relation (16) for the horizontal

edge weights we obtain,

L̃
k,l
i,j (y1 + x; y1, y1; y1 + y) = Wh(i, j|x)Wv(j, k|x− y)Wh(l, k| − y)δi,l

= ρ1(y)
Wh(i, j|x)Wv(j, k|x− y)

Wh(l, k|y)
δi,l (26)

By comparing the above elements with the entries of the proposed R-matrix (18) we note that

they are similar except by the fact that the spin states of the horizontal edge weights are exchanged.

At this point we recall that the most known solvable spin models with weights parametrized by the

difference of spectral parameters have the reflection symmetry Wh,v(i, j|x) = Wh,v(j, i|x). Therefore,
we expect that the R-matrices (18) associated to the scalar Potts, the self-dual Ashkin-Teller the

Fateev-Zamolodchikov, and the Kashiwara-Miwa spin models should indeed satisfy the Yang-Baxter

equation (24). In fact, we have confirmed this relation for the above mentioned spin models by using

the explicit expressions of the corresponding edge weights. The technical details concerning this

verification have been summarized in Appendix A.

The validity of the Yang-Baxter equation for a given R-matrix which is not of difference form

has the following interesting consequence. We can formulated a generalized integrable n-state vertex
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model by replacing the Lax operator by the R-matrix in the row-to-row transfer matrix,

T (x, x0) = TrA [RA1(x, x0)RA2(x, x0) . . .RAL(x, x0)] , (27)

where the second spectral parameter x0 plays the role of an additional independent coupling of the

model. We note that for x0 = 0 we recover the transfer matrix of the n-state vertex model equivalent

to a n-state spin model, see Eq.(11)

We next observe that for x = x0 each operator RAj(x, x0) equals the permutator on the corre-

sponding tensor product spaces Cn ⊗ Cn
j . We can therefore construct a generalized quantum spin

chain by taking the logarithmic derivative of the transfer matrix (27) at the point x = x0. The

expression of the respective Hamiltonian is,

H(x0) =

L∑

j=1

n∑

i,k=1

[
1

Wh(i, k|x0)

d

dx
[Wh(i, k|x)]

∣∣∣
x=x0

e
(j)
ii ⊗ e

(j+1)
kk

]

+
L∑

j=1

[
n∑

i,k,l=1

Wh(i, l|x0)

Wh(k, l|x0)

d

dx
[Wv(i, k|x− x0)]

∣∣∣
x=x0

e
(j)
ik ⊗ e

(j+1)
ll

]
, (28)

where periodic boundary condition is assumed. For x0 6= 0 the above Hamiltonian generalizes the

quantum spin chain associated to the lattice n-state spin or vertex models, see Eq.(15).

In next sections we apply the above results in the cases of the solvable scalar Potts and the

Ashkin-Teller spin models.

4 The scalar Potts model

The n-state scalar Potts model is a generalization of the Ising model when at each i-th site the spin

variables σi can have n ≥ 2 possible values. It is assumed that the interactions among the horizontal

(vertical) adjacent spins variables have the same thermal energy Jh (Jv) when the respective spins

variables are alike and zero if they are different [11]. The total thermal energy of this spin model is

given by,
E

kBT
= −Jv

∑

<i,j>)

δ(σi, σj)− Jv

∑

<k,l>

δ(σk, σl), (29)

where kB is Boltzmann’s constant and T is the temperature. The symbols < i, j > and < k, l >

indicate the summations over all the horizontal and vertical edges of the square lattice, respectively.

This means that the edge weights have only two basic elements and they can be written as follows,

Wh(i, j) = κv [(exp(Jh)− 1)δi,j + 1] , Wv(i, j) = κh [(exp(Jv)− 1)δi,j + 1] , (30)

10



where κh,v are normalization factors at our disposal. This model cannot be solved in general, but it

is integrable when the couplings sit on the self-dual manifold [12],

(exp(Jh)− 1) (exp(Jv)− 1) = n. (31)

It turns out that one possible parametrization of such solvable manifold is given as follows [12, 13],

Wh(i, j|x) = 1 +
√
nfn(x)δi,j, Wv(i, j|x) =

fn(x)√
n

+ δi,j , (32)

where the function fn(x) is defined by,

fn(x) =






sin(x)
sin(γn−x)

for n = 2, 3

x
γn−x

for n = 4

sinh(x)
sinh(γn−x)

for n ≥ 5

, γn =






arccos
(√

n
2

)
for n = 2, 3

1 for n = 4

arccosh
(√

n
2

)
for n ≥ 5

(33)

and the normalization functions of the inversion relations are trivial, i.e ρ1(x) = ρ2(x) = 1.

The above parametrization can be traced back to the fact that the n-state Potts model can be

seen as one of the possible representations of the Temperley-Lieb algebra [26]. In this context, the

function fn(x) arises as a solution of certain functional equation associated to the Baxterization of a

braid originated from the Temperley-Lieb monoid [27]. For the scalar Potts model the corresponding

Temperley-Lieb generators can be expressed in terms the basic elements of the Z(n) algebra,

Zn = Xn = 1, ZX = ωXZ, (34)

where ω = exp(2πi/n) and the entries of the n× n matrices Z and X are,

Zk,l = ωk−1δk,l, Xk,l = δk,l+1 (mod n). (35)

By now the n-state scalar Potts representation of the Temperley-Lieb algebra is well known in

the literature, see for instance [28]. In terms of the Z(n) operators such representation is given by,

E2j =
1√
n

n−1∑

k=0

(
ZjZ

†
j+1

)k

, E2j−1 =
1√
n

n−1∑

k=0

(Xj)
k , (36)

where the operators Zj and Xj acting at the j-th site of the chain obey the Z(n) algebra. These

generators satisfy the following algebraic relations,

(Ej)
2 =

√
nEj , EjEj±1Ej = Ej , [Ej, Ek] = 0 for |l − k| ≥ 2. (37)
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From the above discussion we see that for the scalar Potts model the most natural operators to

use are the Temperley-Lieb generators (36). Therefore, one expects that both the Lax operator of

the equivalent vertex model and the respective R-matrix satisfying the Yang-Baxter algebra should

be rewritten in terms of the Temperley-Lieb generators. In fact, the expression for the Lax operator

(10) is,

L12(x) = P12

(
In ⊗ In + fn(x)E2

)(
In ⊗ In + fn(x)E1

)
, (38)

while the corresponding R-matrix (18) is given by,

R12(x, y) = P12

(
In ⊗ In + fn(x− y) [E1 + E2 + fn(x)E2E1 + fn(−y)E1E2]

)
. (39)

By using trigonometric identities and the properties of the Temperley-Lieb operators one can

verify that the R-matrix (39) indeed satisfy the Yang-Baxter equation. Interesting enough, this

result tells us that a particular combination of two different Temperley-Lieb operators appears to be

suitable for Baxterization once we consider that the R-matrix can not be parametrized only in terms

of the difference of rapidities. As explained at the end of previous section we can use this R-matrix

to generated a generalized Z(N) invariant quantum spin chain and as usual we write the respective

Hamiltonian as,

H(x0) = −J
[ L−1∑

j=1

Hj,j+1(x0) +HL,1(x0)
]
, (40)

where J is an overall normalization. The corresponding two-body Hamiltonian Hj,j+1, apart from

an additive term, is given in terms of the Z(n) operators by the following expression1 ,

Hj,j+1(x0) =

n−1∑

k=1

(Xj)
k +

n−1∑

k=1

(ZjZ
†
j+1)

k + gn(x0)

n−1∑

k,l=1

(ZjZ
†
j+1)

k(Xj)
l + gn(−x0)

n−1∑

k,l=1

(Xj)
k(ZjZ

†
j+1)

l,

(41)

where the function gn(x) is given by,

gn(x) =






sin(x) sin(γn+x)
sin(2γn) sin(γn)

for n = 2, 3

x(1+x)
2

for n = 4

sinh(x) sinh(γn+x)
sinh(2γn) sinh(γn)

for n ≥ 5.

(42)

The Hamiltonian defined by Eqs.(40,41,42) is an integrable Z(n) symmetric deformation of the

quantum spin chain associated to the scalar Potts model. We note that this operator is Hermitian

1We observe that for n = 2, 3 we recover the spin chains discussed in our previous work [22].
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when x0 is an imaginary number. The first two terms of the Hamiltonian correspond to the standard

spin chain obtained within the so-called time-continuum limit of a certain transfer matrix formulation

of the classical scalar Potts model [29, 30] while the last two terms are additional interactions among

particular combinations of Z(n) generators. We recall that these type of extra interactions have

appeared before in a quantum spin chain derived from the integrable higher-spin XXZ Heisenberg

model for a specific choice of the quantum group deformation parameter [31]. We remark, however,

that in the model of ref.[31] the extra interactions are weighted by suitable factors such that the

underlying Hamiltonian is U(1)-invariant.

5 The Ashkin-Teller model

The Ashkin-Teller model [14] can be formulated in terms of two Ising models with thermal energies

Jv,h and Kv,h which are coupled by a four spin interactions Lh,v involving the product of the energy

terms of the Ising models [32]. If we denote the Ising spins at a given i-th site by the variables σi

and τi taking the values ±1 the respective thermal energy can be written as follows,

E

kBT
= −

∑

<i,j>

(
Jhσiσj +Khτiτj + Lhσiσjτiτj

)
−

∑

<k,l>

(
Jvσkσl +Kvτkτl + Lvσkσlτkτl

)
, (43)

where the sums < i, j > and < k, l > are over the horizontal and vertical edges of the square lattice.

This means that the Ashkin-Teller is a four-state spin model and the edge weights can be repre-

sented by the following 4× 4 matrices,

Wh =




ah bh ch dh

bh ah dh ch

ch dh ah bh

dh ch bh ah




, Wv =




av bv cv dv

bv av dv cv

cv dv av bv

dv cv bv av




, (44)

where the relation among the edge weights with the couplings are,

ah = κhe
(Jh+Kh+Lh), bh = κhe

(Jh−Kh−Lh), ch = κhe
(−Jh+Kh−Lh), dh = κhe

(−Jh−Kh+Lh),

av = κve
(Jv+Kv+Lv), bv = κve

(Jv−Kh−Lv), cv = κve
(−Jv+Kv−Lv) dv = κve

(−Jv−Kv+Lv), (45)

such that κh,v are arbitrary normalizations factors.

It has been argued that the Ashkin-Teller spin model can be converted into a staggered eight

vertex model on the square lattice [15] which becomes integrable when the vertex weights on the two
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sublattices are proportional [1]. If we denote by wa, wb, wc and wd the weights of the eight-vertex

model it turns out that the edge weights of the Ashkin-Teller spin model are given by [16],

ah = 1, bh =
wa − wd

wb + wc

, ch =
wa + wd

wb + wc

, dh =
wc − wb

wb + wc

av = 1, bv =
wb − wd

wa + wc

, cv =
wb + wd

wa + wc

, dv =
wc − wa

wa + wc

, (46)

where we have normalized the horizontal and vertical edge weights by ah and av, respectively.

It is well known that weights of the eight-vertex model can be uniformized in terms of the theta

elliptic functions [1]. By using this parametrization one finds that the spin edge weights can be

expressed as follows [17],

ah(x) = 1, av(x) = 1,

bh(x) =
θ1

(
ξ−x
2
, q
)
θ3

(
ξ+x
2
, q
)

θ3
(
ξ−x
2
, q
)
θ1

(
ξ+x
2
, q
) , bv(x) =

θ1
(
x
2
, q
)
θ3

(
ξ − x

2
, q
)

θ3
(
x
2
, q
)
θ1

(
ξ − x

2
, q
) ,

ch(x) =
θ1

(
ξ−x
2
, q
)
θ4

(
ξ+x
2
, q
)

θ4
(
ξ−x
2
, q
)
θ1

(
ξ+x
2
, q
) , cv(x) =

θ1
(
x
2
, q
)
θ4

(
ξ − x

2
, q
)

θ4
(
x
2
, q
)
θ1

(
ξ − x

2
, q
) ,

dh(x) =
θ1

(
ξ−x
2
, q
)
θ2

(
ξ+x
2
, q
)

θ2
(
ξ−x
2
, q
)
θ1

(
ξ+x
2
, q
) , dv(x) =

θ1
(
x
2
, q
)
θ2

(
ξ − x

2
, q
)

θ2
(
x
2
, q
)
θ1

(
ξ − x

2
, q
) , (47)

where ξ is an arbitrary parameter and θi(x, q) i = 1, . . . , 4 are the four standard theta functions of

nome q, with |q| < 1, defined by [33],

θ1(x, q) = 2q1/4 sin(x)

∞∏

k=1

(1− 2q2k cos(2x) + q4k)(1− q2k)

θ2(x, q) = 2q1/4 cos(x)

∞∏

k=1

(1 + 2q2k cos(2x) + q4k)(1− q2k)

θ3(x, q) =

∞∏

k=1

(1 + 2q2k−1 cos(2x) + q4k−2)(1− q2k)

θ4(x, q) =
∞∏

k=1

(1− 2q2k−1 cos(2x) + q4k−2)(1− q2k), (48)

while the normalizations entering the inversion relations are,

ρ1(x) = 1, ρ2(x) = 4

[
θ1(

x
2
, q)

θ1(x, q)

]2
θ1(ξ − x, q)θ1(ξ + x, q)

θ1(ξ − x
2
, q)θ1(ξ +

x
2
, q)

. (49)

We now use the result (18) to built the R-matrix of the equivalent vertex model associated to the

Ashkin-Teller model. We find that this operator has sixty four non-null vertex weights but many of
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them are the same due to the underlying Z(2)×Z(2) symmetry of the spin model. It turns out that

we have only sixteen distinct weights and the explicit form of the 16× 16 R-matrix is given by,

R12(x, y) =























































































w1 0 0 0 w2 0 0 0 w3 0 0 0 w4 0 0 0

w5 0 0 0 w6 0 0 0 w7 0 0 0 w8 0 0 0

w9 0 0 0 w10 0 0 0 w11 0 0 0 w12 0 0 0

w13 0 0 0 w14 0 0 0 w15 0 0 0 w16 0 0 0

0 w6 0 0 0 w5 0 0 0 w8 0 0 0 w7 0 0

0 w2 0 0 0 w1 0 0 0 w4 0 0 0 w3 0 0

0 w14 0 0 0 w13 0 0 0 w16 0 0 0 w15 0 0

0 w10 0 0 0 w9 0 0 0 w12 0 0 0 w11 0 0

0 0 w11 0 0 0 w12 0 0 0 w9 0 0 0 w10 0

0 0 w15 0 0 0 w16 0 0 0 w13 0 0 0 w14 0

0 0 w3 0 0 0 w4 0 0 0 w1 0 0 0 w2 0

0 0 w7 0 0 0 w8 0 0 0 w5 0 0 0 w6 0

0 0 0 w16 0 0 0 w15 0 0 0 w14 0 0 0 w13

0 0 0 w12 0 0 0 w11 0 0 0 w10 0 0 0 w9

0 0 0 w8 0 0 0 w7 0 0 0 w6 0 0 0 w5

0 0 0 w4 0 0 0 w3 0 0 0 w2 0 0 0 w1























































































, (50)

where the vertex weights wi are obtained in terms of the spin edge weights as follows,

w1 = 1, w2 =
bv(x− y)

bh(y)
, w3 =

cv(x− y)

ch(y)
, w4 =

dv(x− y)

dh(y)
, w5 = bh(x)bv(x− y),

w6 =
bh(x)

bh(y)
, w7 =

bh(x)dv(x− y)

ch(y)
, w8 =

bh(x)cv(x− y)

dh(y)
, w9 = ch(x)cv(x− y),

w10 =
ch(x)dv(x− y)

bh(y)
, w11 =

ch(x)

ch(y)
, w12 =

bv(x− y)ch(x)

dh(y)
, w13 = dh(x)dv(x− y),

w14 =
cv(x− y)dh(x)

bh(y)
, w15 =

bv(x− y)dh(x)

ch(y)
, w16 =

dh(x)

dh(y)
. (51)

We have verified that the R-matrix (50,51) indeed satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation by using

the explicit expressions of the edge weights (47). This can be done by using certain identities among

theta functions and with the help of symbolic algebra packages.

We would like to conclude this section by discussing the Hamiltonian limit associated to the above

R-matrix when the Ashkin-Teller spin model is layer isotropic. In this case the two independent Ising

interactions are the same, i.e Jh = Kh and Jv = Kv, and the Ashkin-Teller model becomes equivalent

to a staggered six-vertex model with wd = 0 [1, 34]. This corresponds to the limit q → 0 in Eq.(47)
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and the respective weights are given in terms of trigonometric functions,

ah(x) = 1, bh(x) = ch(x) =
sin

(
ξ−x
2

)

sin
(
ξ+x
2

) , dh(x) =
tan

(
ξ−x
2

)

tan
(

ξ+x
2

) ,

av(x) = 1, bv(x) = cv(x) =
sin

(
x
2

)

sin
(
ξ − x

2

) , dv(x) =
tan

(
x
2

)

tan
(
ξ − x

2

) , (52)

and from Eq.(51) we have now ten distinct weights wi due to the identity bh,v(x) = ch,v(x). The

respective auxiliary functions associated to the inversion relations are,

ρ1(x) = 1, ρ2(x) =
sin (ξ + x) sin (ξ − x)

sin
(
ξ + x

2

)
sin

(
ξ − x

2

) [
cos

(
x
2

) ]2 . (53)

Inspired by the analysis in section 3 we write the Hamiltonian associated to the vertex model

defined by the weights (51,52) as,

H(x0) = −J
[ L−1∑

j=1

(
H

(0)
j,j+1(x0) +H

(1)
j,j+1(x0)

)
+H

(0)
L,1(x0) +H

(1)
L,1(x0)

]
, (54)

where the dynamics of the Hamiltonian will be described by the following two commuting sets of

spin-1
2
Pauli matrices,

σx =


 0 1

1 0


⊗ I2, σz =


 1 0

0 −1


⊗ I2, τx = I2 ⊗


 0 1

1 0


 , τ z = I2 ⊗


 1 0

0 −1


 . (55)

We find that the form of the two-body H
(0)
j,j+1(x0) term is similar to that obtained considering

a particular time-continuous limit of the classical Ashkin-Teller model which preserves the self-dual

property of such spin model [34], namely

H
(0)
j,j+1(x0) = σz

jσ
z
j+1 + σx

j + τ zj τ
z
j+1 + τxj +

cos(ξ)

cos(x0)

(
σz
jσ

z
j+1τ

z
j τ

z
j+1,+σx

j τ
x
j

)
(56)

while the expression for the additional two-body H
(1)
j,j+1(x0) term is given by,

H
(1)
j,j+1(x0) = −cos(ξ) sin(x0)

cos(x0) sin(ξ)

( (
σx
j + τxj

)
σz
jσ

z
j+1τ

z
j τ

z
j+1 −

(
σz
jσ

z
j+1 + τ zj τ

z
j+1

)
σx
j τ

x
j

)

+
cos(ξ)

cos(x0)

[sin(x0)

sin(ξ)

]2(
σx
j τ

z
j τ

z
j+1 + τxj σ

z
jσ

z
j+1 + σx

j τ
x
j σ

z
jσ

z
j+1τ

z
j τ

z
j+1

)

− sin(x0)

sin(ξ)

(
σx
j σ

z
jσ

z
j+1 + τxj τ

z
j τ

z
j+1

)
. (57)

We finally note that the Hamiltonian defined by Eqs.(54,56,57) is a Hermitian operator when the

parameter x0 is imaginary.
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6 Conclusions

The main purpose of this paper was to explore a recent correspondence among arbitrary n-state spin

and vertex models on the square lattice [22] in the realm of exactly solvable two-dimensional systems.

We have been able to formulate a given integrable classical spin model with edge weights depending

on the difference of spectral parameters in the framework of an equivalent solvable vertex model

on the square lattice. An immediate consequence of such embedding is that the exact solution of

integrable spin models can in principle be considered within the quantum inverse scattering method

[24].

In this sense, we have exhibited the expressions of Lax operator of the vertex model and the

respective R-matrix in terms of the spin edge weights which are shown to satisfy the Yang-Baxter

algebra. The unitarity of the R-matrix and therefore its invertibility is assured by assuming that

the spin model edge weights satisfy certain inversion relation. It turns out that the R-matrix is not

of difference form and this feature can be explored to construct deformed quantum spin chains with

additional interactions generalizing those associated to the classical integrable spin models. We have

applied this construction to the n-state scalar Potts [11] and the Ashkin-Teller [14] models and the

expressions of the respective R-matrices are presented. In the case of the scalar Potts model we have

argued that the R-matrix can be written in terms of the underlying Temperley-Lieb operators [26].

In principle, we can attempt to formulate the R-matrix associated to the equivalent vertex model

without the need of any specific assumption about the parametrization of the edge weights of the spin

model. To this end let us consider two spin models one of them with edge weights Wh,v(i, j) and the

other one with distinct prime edge weight W
′

h,v(i, j). The sufficient conditions for the commutation

of the diagonal-to-diagonal transfer matrices of these spin models consist on the existence of double

primed weights W
′′

h,v(i, j) which are required to satisfy the following sets of star-triangle relations,

n∑

d=1

W
′

v(d, c)W
′′

v (b, d)W
′

h(a, d) = RW
′

h(a, b)W
′′

h (a, c)Wv(b, c),

n∑

d=1

W
′

v(c, d)W
′′

v (d, b)W
′

h(d, a) = RW
′

h(b, a)W
′′

h (c, a)Wv(c, b), (58)

where again the factor R is assumed to be independent of the spin variables a, b, c = 1, . . . n.

The requirement (58) leads to 2n3 relations which in principle can be solved by eliminating

auxiliary edge weights W
′′

h,v(i, j) and the scalar factor R and as result we end up with a number
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non-linear equations involving the edge weights Wh,v(i, j) and W
′

h,v(i, j). We then assume that these

non-linear equations can be solved in such way that both edge weights Wh,v(i, j) and W
′

h,v(i, j) lie

on the same algebraic variety. After performing the above tasks the auxiliary weights W
′′

h,v(i, j) and

the factor R will be determined by polynomials whose variables are the edge weights Wh,v(i, j) and

W
′

h,v(i, j). Therefore, at this point we can shorten the notation and represent the set of edge weights

Wh,v(i, j) and W
′

h,v(i, j) by the symbols w and w
′

, respectively. Now we can write the Yang-Baxter

algebra associated to the equivalent vertex model as follows,

R12(w,w
′

)L13(w)L23(w
′

) = L23(w
′

)L13(w)R12(w,w
′

), (59)

where the respective Lax operator is given by Eq.(10), namely

L12(w) =

n∑

i,j,k=1

Wh(j, i)Wv(j, k)eik ⊗ eji. (60)

Considering the reasoning of section 3 but now with the help of the star-triangle relations (58),

it is possible to show that the following R-matrix,

R12(w,w
′

) =

n∑

i,j,k=1

Wh(j, i)W
′′

v (j, k|w,w
′

)

W
′

h(k, i)
eik ⊗ eji, (61)

satisfy the Yang-Baxter algebra (59). Note that here we have emphasized the dependence of the

auxiliary variables W
′′

h,v(i, j) on the spin edge weights Wh,v(i, j) and W
′

h,v(i, j).

The next step for the integrability is to assure that R-matrix has an inverse for most values of the

spin edge weights w and w
′

. One way to guarantee this property is by imposing that the R-matrix

satisfy the unitarity property,

R12(w,w
′

)R21(w
′

,w) = ρ2(w,w
′

)In ⊗ In, (62)

when we interchange the spin model edge weights, that is w ↔ w
′

. Considering the R-matrix

expression (61) we find that the unitarity property is satisfied provided that the vertical auxiliary

weights W
′′

v (i, j) satisfy the following relation,

n∑

k=1

W
′′

v (i, k|w,w
′

)W
′′

v (k, j|w′,w) = ρ2(w,w
′

)δi,j (63)

which is the analog of the second inversion relation given in Eq.(16).

We hope that the above abstract construction could be used to include spin models whose edge

weights can not be presented in terms of the difference of two spectral parameters being the most
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known example the chiral Potts model [25]. However, it could be that such construction still need

further adaptations to include the specific representation of the edge weights of the chiral Potts model

in terms of two distinct points on an algebraic curve, in special attention to the constraint (63).
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Appendix A: The Yang-Baxter equation

We start by rewriting the Yang-Baxter equation (24) in terms of its components,

n∑

γ,γ′ ,γ′′=1

Rγ,γ
′

a1,a2(x, y)R
b1,γ

′′

γ,a3 (x, z)Rb2,b3
γ′ ,γ′′ (y, z) =

n∑

γ,γ′ ,γ′′=1

Rγ
′

,γ
′′

a2,a3 (y, z)R
γ,b3
a1,γ

′′ (x, z)R
b1,b2
γ,γ′ (x, y). (A.1)

By substituting the expression of the R-matrix (18) we observe that Yang-Baxter equation (A.1)

is trivially satisfied for b3 6= a1 since both sides of the equation are in fact zero. The situation is

similar to that we have found for the Yang-Baxter algebra, see Eqs.(20,21). It turns out that for

b3 = a1 the Yang-Baxter equation (A.1) becomes,

Wv(a3, b1|x− z)
n∑

γ=1

Wv(a2, γ|x− y)Wh(a3, γ|x)Wv(γ, b2|y − z)

Wh(b1, γ|z)
=

Wh(a3, a2|y)
Wh(b1, b2|y)

Wv(a2, b2|x− z)
n∑

γ′=1

Wv(a3, γ
′ |y − z)Wh(γ

′

, b2|x)Wv(γ
′

, b1|x− y)

Wh(γ
′, a2|z)

, (A.2)

reducing the summations over three different labels into a sum over a single index.

We have checked that the relations (A.2) are satisfied by the edge weights of the scalar Potts, the

self-dual Ashkin-Teller, the Fateev-Zamolodchikov, and the Kashiwara-Miwa spin models. This has

been done by substituting the explicit expressions of the weights of the mentioned spin models in

Eq.(A.2). The simplifications can be carried out by considering the addition properties between either

trigonometric or elliptic theta functions and with help of symbolic algebra packages. In addition to

that, we have used that the edge weights satisfy the property Wh,v(i, j|x) = Wh,v(j, i|x) and in this

case we note that Yang-Baxter relations (A.2) are trivially satisfied for the subset b1 = a2 and b2 = a3.

We now recall that the weights of the first two mentioned spin models have been already discussed

in sections 4 and 5. Therefore, for sake of completeness, we provide below the edge weights of the

19



Fateev-Zamolodchikov and Kashiwara-Miwa models in order to easy independent verifications for

such spin models.

• The Fateev-Zamolodchikov model

The Fateev-Zamolodchikov model is n-state spin model with underlying Z(n) symmetry. The

horizontal and vertical weights of this model are,

Wh(a, b|x) =
|a−b|∏

j=1

sin ((2j − 1)λ− x)

sin ((2j − 1)λ+ x)
, Wv(a, b|x) =

|a−b|∏

j=1

sin ((2j − 2)λ+ x)

sin (2jλ− x)
, (A.3)

where λ = π
2n
.

For n = 2, 3 this spin model corresponds to the two and three states scalar Potts model. The

normalizations of the inversion relations are given by,

ρ1(x) = 1, ρ2(x) = n

[n/2]∏

j=1

sin ((2j − 1)λ+ x) sin ((2j − 1)λ− x)

sin (2jλ+ x) sin (2jλ− x)
(A.4)

• The Kashiwara-Miwa model

The Kashiwara-Miwa model is a generalization of the Fateev-Zamolodchikov model that breaks

the Z(n) invariance but retains the weights reflection symmetry Wh,v(i, j) = Wh,v(j, i) as well as the

rapidity difference property. This model has also been investigated by Hasegawa and Yamada [20]

and by Gaudin [21]. The corresponding edge weights are formulated in terms of the theta functions

θ1(x, q) and θ4(x, q),

Wh(a, b|x) = [f(a)f(b)]−nx/π

|a−b|∏

j=1

θ1 ((2j − 1)λ− x, q)

θ1 ((2j − 1)λ+ x, q)

a+b∏

j=1

θ4 ((2j − 1)λ− x, q)

θ4 ((2j − 1)λ+ x, q)
,

Wv(a, b|x) = [f(a)f(b)]n(x−λ)/π

|a−b|∏

j=1

θ1 ((2j − 2)λ+ x, q)

θ1 (2jλ− x, q)

a+b∏

j=1

θ4 ((2j − 2)λ+ x, q)

θ4 (2jλ− x, q)
, (A.5)

where f(a) = θ4(0,q)
θ4(2πa/n,q)

.

For n = 2 this spin model corresponds to Ising model solved originally by Onsager. The normal-

izations of the inversion relations are given by,

ρ1(x) = 1, ρ2(x) =
h(x)h(−x)

[h(0)]2
, (A.6)

where the function h(x) in terms of the theta functions is,

h(x) =

[n/2]∏

j=1

θ1 ((2j − 1)λ+ x, q) θ4 ((2j − 1)λ+ x, q)

θ1 (2jλ+ x, q) θ4 (2jλ+ x, q)
. (A.7)
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