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Abstract

The Kittel–Shore (KS) Hamiltonian describes N spins with long-range interactions that are identi-
cally coupled. In this paper, the underlying su(2) coalgebra symmetry of the KS model is demonstrated
for arbitrary spins, and the quantum deformation of the KS Hamiltonian (q-KS model) is obtained
using the corresponding suq(2) quantum group. By construction, the existence of such a symmetry
guarantees that all integrability properties of the KS model are preserved under q-deformation. In
particular, the q-KS model for spin-1/2 particles is analysed in both ferromagnetic and antiferromag-
netic couplings, and the cases with N = 2, 3, and 4 spins are studied in detail. The higher-spin q-KS
models are sketched.

PACS:

KEYWORDS: Kittel–Shore model; quantum algebras; coalgebras; integrability; spin systems

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 The Kittel-Shore model 4

2.1 Coalgebra symmetry of the KS model . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

2.2 Eigenvectors and eigenvalues . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

2.3 The spin-1/2 model . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

3 The q-deformed KS model 13

3.1 The quantum algebra suq(2) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

3.2 The generic q-Kittel Shore model . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

1

ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

20
88

4v
1 

 [
m

at
h-

ph
] 

 2
8 

Fe
b 

20
25

mailto:angelb@ubu.es
mailto:igsagredo@ubu.es
mailto:vmariscal@ubu.es
mailto:jjrelancio@ubu.es


4 The spin-1/2 q-KS model 17

4.1 Eigenvectors and eigenvalues . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17

4.2 The N = 2, 3, 4 cases . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19

4.2.1 The N = 2 case and the q-exchange operator . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

4.2.2 The N = 3 case . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22

4.2.3 The N = 4 case . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23

5 Higher spin q-KS models 24

5.1 The q-KS model for j = 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24

5.2 The q-KS model for arbitrary spin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25

6 Concluding remarks 25

1 Introduction

Let us consider the KS Hamiltonian [1] that describes a system of N long-range interacting spins with
identical coupling among all of them, namely

HKS = −I
N∑
i<j

J⃗i · J⃗j , (1)

where J⃗i = (J
(i)
x , J

(i)
y , J

(i)
z ) are the (arbitrary) spin operators for the i-th particle. The coupling constant

distinguishes between ferromagnetic (I > 0) and antiferromagnetic cases (I < 0), respectively. When a
constant external magnetic field h⃗ = (0, 0, h) is considered, the Hamiltonian reads

H̃KS = −I
N∑
i<j

J⃗i · J⃗j − γ h
N∑
i=1

J (i)
z , (2)

where γ = gµB, in the usual notation.

The KS Hamiltonian (1) is simply the long-range generalisation for arbitrary spin of the Heisenberg
XXX model with a fully symmetric constant coupling among all spins and presents a number of outstand-
ing features. As Kittel and Shore emphasised in their original paper [1], it provides a ‘rigorously solvable’
many-body system, whose exact solvability stems from the well-known representation theory of the su(2)
Lie algebra, particularly because of the well-known decomposition of the tensor product of N irreducible
representations of su(2) into irreducible blocks. Consequently, there is no need to use the Bethe Ansatz
technique to solve this problem. Moreover, this system provides an exactly solvable framework to study
the theory of phase transitions for long-range interacting systems; in particular, it was found to present
a ferromagnetic phase transition which develops very slowly as N increases [1].

Although the spin-1/2 case was studied in [1] and later in [2, 3, 4], the underlying integrability
properties of the model are preserved for arbitrary spins. The study of the KS model was extended to the
antiferromagnetic case in [2, 5]. In [3], group-theoretical properties were analysed, and an integral formula
for the partition function in the ferromagnetic case was presented. Note also that HKS can be viewed as a
model of N spins located on the vertices of a (N −1)-dimensional simplex and, in this context, the model
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can be considered as infinite dimensional in the thermodynamic limit N → ∞. Nevertheless, the cases
with N = 2, 3, 4 (dimer, equilateral triangle, and regular tetrahedron) arrays of spins are realised in the
context of ultra-small magnetic clusters (see [6] and references therein) or as Hamiltonians for quantum
computation with quantum dots [7, 8].

The KS model for classical spins has also been studied systematically from different viewpoints as a
long-range integrable generalisation of the Heisenberg model for classical spins, the dynamical behaviour
of which, including the KS case, was analysed in [9]. The N independent integrals in involution of the
KS model, as well as its action-angle variables were presented in [10], and the autocorrelation function
of the so-called ‘equivalent-neighbour Heisenberg model’ (classical KS model) was calculated analytically
in [11]. As another example of its applications, in [12, 13], the KS model was used to demonstrate the
extension of Fisher’s and Barber’s finite-size scaling hypothesis [14] to the case of ‘infinitely coordinated
systems’ (long-range interactions). Moreover, the correlation functions for the anisotropic KS model (the
so-called ‘equivalent-neighbour XYZ model’) have also been considered [15, 16].

On the other hand, it is also well-known that quantum groups [17, 18] provide symmetries of certain
integrable spin chains endowed with specific boundary conditions. This is the case for the XXZ Heisenberg
model for N spin-1/2 particles, for which suq(2) turns out to be the symmetry algebra, provided that
the quantum deformation parameter q and the anisotropy parameter δ of the model are related through
δ = (q+ q−1)/2, and the extra boundary term is just (q− q−1)(σ1z −σNz )/2 (see [19, 20, 21] and references
therein). In this sense, the spin-1/2 Heisenberg XXZ Hamiltonian can be understood as a suq(2) defor-
mation of the isotropic XXX model, which is recovered in the limit q → 1 because under this condition,
both the anisotropy parameter δ and boundary term vanish.

The aim of this paper is to explicitly present and solve the suq(2) analogue of the KS model (2) for q
not being a root of unity. The definition of this new quantum-group invariant model will be possible after
unveiling the su(2) coalgebra symmetry [22] of the undeformed KS Hamiltonian, which will be presented in
the next Section. Thus, the KS model will also be revisited from a coalgebraic perspective: its eigenvalues
and eigenvectors will be derived, thus allowing the exact derivation of its partition function. It is also
worth noting that the Zeeman effect induced by the magnetic field is not affected by the q-deformation.

The q-deformation of the KS model is introduced in Section 3 by imposing its suq(2) coalgebra sym-
metry, thus obtaining a new exactly solvable N -dimensional quantum model with long-range interactions.
In particular, the q-KS Hamiltonian for N spin-1/2 particles is thoroughly studied in Section 4. As essen-
tial results, we found that owing to the underlying coalgebra symmetry, the q-KS Hamiltonian preserves
the complete integrability of the KS model and presents the same degeneracies of its spectrum, which
nevertheless becomes nonlinearly deformed with respect to the KS model. These results are based on the
fact that, where q is not a root of unity, the representation theory of suq(2) is structurally identical to that
of su(2) [23]. Moreover, to realise the suq(2) invariance of the Hamiltonian, the q-KS model is forced to
break the characteristic KS symmetry between the interactions among all the N spins, which now become
quite involved and site dependent, a fact that is induced by the non-local nature of the suq(2) coproduct
maps. Nevertheless, the underlying quantum group symmetry allows the explicit knowledge of the full
spectrum and eigenvectors, from which the partition function can be derived.

In particular, the density of states of the q-KS model will be compared with that of the KS model, and
the smooth effect of the deformation can be appreciated. A deeper analysis of the q-KS Hamiltonian for
N = 2, 3, and 4 spin-1/2 particles is provided, including the explicit form of the eigenvectors, which can be
obtained through iterated application of the q-Clebsch–Gordan coefficients [23, 24]. In the ferromagnetic
case, the ground state eigenvectors are just the so-called q-Dicke states [25, 26, 27], which are the most
excited states in the antiferromagnetic model. The ground states for the antiferromagnetic q-KS model are
also presented, which conversely provide the highest excited states for the ferromagnetic case. In Section 5,
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the q-deformed KS model for N spin-1 particles is explicitly presented, and the q-KS models with arbitrary
spin are sketched using the so-called functional realisation approach to the suq(2) representations [28, 29,
30]. Finally, a Section that includes some remarks and open problems closes this paper.

2 The Kittel-Shore model

In this Section, we review the well-known KS model, unveiling its su(2) coalgebra symmetry. This fact will
be shown to have profound implications for the complete solvability of the model and for the possibility of
defining an integrable q-deformation of the KS Hamiltonian, which will be presented in the next Section.

Let us start by considering the su(2) Lie algebra, whose generators satisfy the following commutation
relations

[Jx, Jy] = iJz, [Jy, Jz] = iJx, [Jz, Jx] = iJy. (3)

The Casimir operator for this Lie algebra is given by

C = J2
x + J2

y + J2
z . (4)

If we perform the change of basis

J± = Jx ± iJy, Jx =
1

2
(J+ + J−), Jy = − i

2
(J+ − J−) , (5)

the commutation rules become

[Jz, J±] = ±J±, [J+J−] = 2Jz , (6)

and the Casimir operator now reads

C = J−J+ + J2
z + Jz = J+J− + J2

z − Jz . (7)

As it is well-known, the spin-j irreducible representation Dj of the su(2) algebra is defined on a
(2j + 1)-dimensional space by the action on the |j,m⟩ basis vectors given by

J±|j,m⟩ =
√
(j ∓m)(j ±m+ 1)|j,m± 1⟩, Jz|j,m⟩ = m|j,m⟩ , (8)

where j = 0, 1/2, 1, 3/2, . . . and m = −j, . . . ,+j. The common eigenvalue of the Casimir operator on all
the Dj basis vectors is given by C|j,m⟩ = j(j + 1)|j,m⟩ and provides the expected value of the squared
modulus of the spin.

The tensor product representation Dj1 ⊗Dj2 turns out to be fully reducible, and it can be decomposed
into irreducible components in the form

Dj1+j2 ⊕Dj1+j2−1 ⊕ · · · ⊕D|j1−j2| . (9)

The Clebsch–Gordan coefficients provide the transformation matrix between the ((2j1 + 1)(2j2 + 1))-
dimensional basis |j1,m1⟩ ⊗ |j2,m2⟩ corresponding to the tensor product representation Dj1 ⊗ Dj2 and
the block-diagonal one (9), whose basis will be given by the vectors

{|j1 + j2,mj1+j2⟩, |j1 + j2 − 1,mj1+j2−1⟩, . . . , ||j1 − j2|,m|j1−j2|⟩} , mα = −jα, . . . , jα , (10)

where subscript α labels each irreducible subspace.
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The iteration of this procedure allows the transformation of the tensor product representation of N
arbitrary irreducible representations of the su(2) algebra

Dj1 ⊗Dj2 ⊗ · · · ⊗DjN , (11)

into its block-diagonal form in terms of k irreducible representations

Djα1 ⊕Djα2 ⊕ · · · ⊕Djαk , (12)

where jα1 = j1 + j2 + · · · + jN is the spin of the representation with the highest dimension and
(jα2 , jα3 , . . . , jαk

) are the spins of each of the lower-dimensional irreducible representations that arise
in the decomposition. In general, some of these spins jαi can be the same, giving rise to the so-called
multiplicities for a given irreducible representation with spin J (see [31] and references therein for the
derivation of explicit formulas giving the multiplicities when the tensor product (11) of N representations
with identical spin j are considered). The associated block-diagonal basis for the representation (12) will
be given by the vectors

{|jα1 ,mα1⟩, |jα2 ,mα2⟩, . . . , |jαk
,mαk

⟩} , mαi = −jαi , . . . , jαi , (13)

that can be expressed in terms of the initial basis vectors corresponding to (11)

|j1,m1⟩ ⊗ |j2,m2⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ |jN ,mN ⟩ , mi = −ji, . . . , ji , i = 1, . . . , N , (14)

using the corresponding iteration of the Clebsch–Gordan transformations. Explicit examples of this will
be provided in the following Sections.

2.1 Coalgebra symmetry of the KS model

A Hopf algebra (see, for instance [32]) is a (unital, associative) algebra A endowed with two homomor-
phisms called coproduct (∆ : A −→ A ⊗ A) and counit (ϵ : A −→ C), as well as an antihomomorphism
(the antipode γ : A −→ A) such that, ∀a ∈ A:

(id⊗∆)∆(a) = (∆⊗ id)∆(a), (15)
(id⊗ ϵ)∆(a) = (ϵ⊗ id)∆(a) = a, (16)

m((id⊗ γ)∆(a)) = m((γ ⊗ id)∆(a)) = ϵ(a)1, (17)

where m is the usual multiplication mapping m(a ⊗ b) = a · b and id : A → A is the identity map. The
condition (15) is called the coassociativity property of ∆. When A is thought of as a module endowed
with comultiplication and counit maps (∆, ϵ) fulfilling (15) and (16), then A is said to be endowed with
a coalgebra structure.

This means that the coproduct map ∆ underlies the construction of the tensor product representations
of two copies of the Hopf algebra A. Moreover, the coassociativity (15) of the coproduct map ∆ provides
its generalisation to any number of copies of A. If we denote ∆(2) ≡ ∆, then the homomorphism ∆(3) :
A→ A⊗A⊗A can be defined through any of the two equivalent expressions:

∆(3) := (id⊗∆(2)) ◦∆(2) = (∆(2) ⊗ id) ◦∆(2) , (18)

and this construction can be generalized to an arbitrary number N of tensor products of A either by the
recurrence relation

∆(N) := (id⊗ id⊗ . . .N−2) ⊗ id⊗∆(2)) ◦∆(N−1), (19)
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or by the equivalent one

∆(N) := (∆(2) ⊗ id⊗ . . .N−2) ⊗ id⊗ id) ◦∆(N−1). (20)

In particular, the universal enveloping algebra U(g) of any Lie algebra g can be endowed with a Hopf
algebra structure by defining

∆0(X) = I⊗X +X ⊗ I, ∀X ∈ g ∆0(I) = I⊗ I, (21)

where I denotes the identity element in U(g). The coproduct map can be extended to any monomial in
U(g) by means of the homomorphism condition for the coproduct ∆0(X · Y ) = ∆0(X) · ∆0(Y ), which
implies the compatibility of the coproduct ∆ with the Lie bracket

[∆0(Xi),∆0(Xj)]g⊗g = ∆0([Xi, Xj ]g), ∀Xi, Xj ∈ g. (22)

From (19) is straightforward to prove that the N -th coproduct of the Lie algebra generators is given by

∆
(N)
0 (Xi) = Xi ⊗ I⊗ I⊗ . . .N−1) ⊗ I

+I⊗Xi ⊗ I⊗ . . .N−2) ⊗ I+ . . .
+I⊗ I⊗ . . .N−1) ⊗ I⊗Xi. (23)

By recalling the so-called “coalgebra symmetry” approach introduced in [33, 22], let us now consider
N copies of the su(2) Lie algebra (6) with generators {J (i)

± , J
(i)
z }, where the N -th coproduct map (23) of

the su(2) generators provide the collective spin operators

∆
(N)
0 (J±) =

N∑
i=1

J
(i)
± , ∆

(N)
0 (Jz) =

N∑
i=1

J (i)
z , (24)

and superindex i represents the spin operator of the i-th particle. By making use of these expressions, it
can be straightforwardly proven that the KS Hamiltonian (2) can be rewritten as

H̃KS = −I
N∑
i<j

J⃗i · J⃗j − γ h
N∑
i=1

J (i)
z = −I

2

(
∆

(N)
0 (C)−

N∑
i=1

C(i)

)
− γh∆

(N)
0 (Jz), (25)

where C(i) = J
(i)
− J

(i)
+ +(J

(i)
z )2+J

(i)
z = (J

(i)
x )2+(J

(i)
y )2+(J

(i)
z )2 is the Casimir operator for the i-th su(2)

algebra. Equation (25) is proven by making use of the expressions (24) and by expanding the coproduct
∆

(N)
0 (C) as ∆

(N)
0 (J−J+ + (Jz)

2 + Jz), namely

H̃KS = −I
2

(
∆

(N)
0 (J−)∆

(N)
0 (J+) + (∆

(N)
0 (Jz))

2 +∆
(N)
0 (Jz)−

N∑
i=1

C(i)

)
− γh∆

(N)
0 (Jz) , (26)

where, in general, different spins ji can be considered for each site.

The expression (26) implies that the KS model is endowed with coalgebra symmetry [22] (see also [33,
34, 35], and references therein), as the Hamiltonian can be written as a function of the coproducts of the
generators of a given Hopf algebra, in this case U(su(2)) (note that the term

∑N
i=1C

(i) will be just a
constant because the Casimir operators C(i) take constant values at each site). As it was demonstrated
in [22], the complete integrability of any coalgebra-symmetric system is a consequence of the fact that
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for any coalgebra-symmetric Hamiltonian HN the coproducts ∆(m)(C) with m = 2, . . . , N of the Casimir
operators provide (N − 1) constants of the motion in involution, namely[

H(N),∆(m)(C)
]
= 0,

[
∆(m)(C),∆(k)(C)

]
= 0, ∀m, k = 2, . . . , N . (27)

Here the previous commutators are defined on U(su(2))⊗ . . .(N) ⊗U(su(2)), and we also understand that
∆(m)(C) ≡ ∆(m)(C)⊗ I⊗ . . .N−m) ⊗ I for any m = 2, . . . , N .

Therefore, for any Hopf algebra A, the previous result enables the construction of a large class of inte-
grable systems, which can be in principle diagonalised on a basis constructed from common eigenvectors of
the ∆(m)(C) operators (see, for instance, the case of different sl(2) classical and quantum Calogero-Gaudin
models and their q-deformations [22, 36, 37, 38]). In the case of the KS model presented here, the basis of
∆(m)(C) eigenvectors will not be needed because the block-diagonal one (10) provides eigenvectors and
eigenvalues in a straightforward manner, as we shall see below.

More importantly, a second essential consequence of the coalgebra symmetry of a given Hamiltonian
H defined on a Hopf algebra A is the fact that any quantum deformation Aq of the underlying Hopf
algebra structure automatically induces an integrable deformation Hq of the initial Hamiltonian [22].
Such a deformed Hamiltonian will be defined by substituting the coproduct of the generators with its
quantum deformation, both in the definition of the Hamiltonian and in the m-th order coproducts of the
q-deformed Casimir Cq. This is just the procedure that will be used in the next Section to construct a
quantum deformation of the KS model by using the quantum deformation of U(su(2)).

2.2 Eigenvectors and eigenvalues

Let us firstly consider the KS Hamiltonian (1) without external magnetic field (h = 0) in the coalgebra-
symmetric form (25), namely

HKS = −I
2

(
∆

(N)
0 (C)−

N∑
i=1

C(i)

)
, (28)

where we recall that C denotes the su(2) Casimir operator (6). Since the coproduct map ∆
(N)
0 is an

algebra homomorphism, we have that[
∆

(N)
0 (C),∆

(N)
0 (X)

]
= ∆

(N)
0 ([C,X]) = 0 , ∀X ∈ U(su(2)). (29)

The previous expression implies, in particular, that the collective spin operators (24) commute with the
KS Hamiltonian, which is essentially the N -th coproduct of the Casimir operator for su(2). Moreover, the
total spin component in the z direction ∆

(N)
0 (Jz) =

∑N
i=1 J

(i)
z can be considered a good quantum number

for the eigenstates of the model.

Therefore, we consider the block-diagonal basis (10) for the tensor product of N irreducible repre-
sentations of su(2). Thus, the ∆

(N)
0 (C) ≡ C(N) operator will be represented as a block-diagonal matrix.

Within each of the irreducible blocks with basis vectors

|jαi ,mαi⟩, mαi = −jαi , . . . , jαi , (30)

relations (29) imply that C(N) commutes with the representation of all su(2) generators and, as a con-
sequence of Schur’s lemma, within each irreducible block the operator C(N) has to be proportional to
the identity. In fact, the proportionality factor will be simply the su(2) Casimir eigenvalue within such a
block, that is, jαi(jαi + 1). Therefore, we have proven that

∆
(N)
0 (C) |jαi ,mαi⟩ = jαi(jαi + 1) |jαi ,mαi⟩ , ∀αi = 1, . . . , k , mαi = −jαi , . . . , jαi . (31)
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Finally, since the term
∑N

i=1C
(i) acting on the initial tensor product basis

|j1,m1⟩ ⊗ |j2,m2⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ |jN ,mN ⟩ , (32)

is just a constant, namely,
∑N

i=1 ji(ji + 1), this term will not be affected by the consecutive Clebsch–
Gordan transformations leading to the block-diagonal basis. Thus, we have proven that the eigenvectors
of the KS Hamiltonian (28) are just the basis vectors (30) of the block-diagonal basis, and their eigenvalues
are

HKS |jαi ,mαi⟩ = −I
2

(
∆

(N)
0 (C)−

N∑
i=1

C(i)

)
|jαi ,mαi⟩ = −I

2

(
jαi(jαi + 1)−

N∑
i=1

ji(ji + 1)

)
|jαi ,mαi⟩ .

(33)
Finally, when the magnetic field h is considered we have that, within each irreducible block and after the
Clebsch–Gordan transformation is performed onto the ∆

(N)
0 (Jz) operator

−γh∆(N)
0 (Jz)|jαi ,mαi⟩ = −γh J (αi)

z |jαi ,mαi⟩ = −γ hmαi |jαi ,mαi⟩ . (34)

Summarizing, the eigenvalues of the KS model with magnetic field for arbitrary spins are given by

Ẽ(jαi ,mαi ,K) = −I
2
(jαi(jαi + 1)−K)− γ hmαi , (35)

where αi (with i = 1, . . . , k) labels the k irreducible blocks of the completely reduced form of the Dj1 ⊗
Dj2 ⊗ · · · ⊗DjN representation, where mαi = −jαi , . . . ,+jαi and K =

∑N
i=1 ji(ji + 1).

We stress that this result can be thought of as a consequence of (27) because HKS with h = 0 is
proportional to ∆(N)(C) and its eigenvalues E(jαi ,K) depend only on the modulus of the total spin for
each lattice site. Moreover, ∆(N)(C) commutes with the collective operators (24) that represent the three
components of total spin, all of which are conserved when h = 0. When the magnetic field is turned on,
the isotropy of the model is broken, and only ∆

(N)
0 (Jz) remains as a constant of the motion, and therefore

its eigenvalue mαi provides the second quantum number for the eigenstates |jαi ,mαi⟩ of the model.

2.3 The spin-1/2 model

When all the N particles carry the same j = 1/2 irreducible representation, the spin operators can be
written as

Jx =
1

2
σx, Jy =

1

2
σy, Jz =

1

2
σz, (36)

where σi are the Pauli matrices

σx =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, σy =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, σz =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
. (37)

Therefore, the matrix form of the {J+, J−, Jz} operators reads

J+ = Jx + i Jy =

(
0 1
0 0

)
= σ+ , J− = Jx − i Jy =

(
0 0
1 0

)
= σ− , Jz =

1

2

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, (38)

and in this case the eigenvalues (35) read

Ẽ(jαi ,mαi , 3N/4) = −I
2
(jαi(jαi + 1)− 3N/4)− γ hmαi , i = 1, . . . , k , (39)
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where the irreducible blocks arising from the decomposition of theD1/2⊗D1/2⊗. . .N)⊗D1/2 representation
are given by spins jαi that can take the values

J = N/2, N/2− 1, . . . , δ , (40)

with δ = 0 for N even and δ = 1/2 for N odd. In general, the multiplicities dJNj of the irreducible
representation with spin J within the tensor product of N copies of spin j representations are explicitly
given by [39]

dJNj = Ω(J,N, j)− Ω(J + 1, N, j), with Ω(J,N, j) ≡ coefficient of xJ in
(
xj + xj−1 + · · ·+ x−j

)N
.

(41)
As mentioned in [31], this expression can be written in a simplified way

Ω(J,N, j) =

min
(
N,⌊Nj+J

2j+1
⌋
)∑

k=0

(−1)k
(
N
k

)(
Nj + J − (2j + 1)k +N − 1

Nj + J − (2j + 1)k

)
, (42)

where the floor function ⌊x⌋ is the function that takes as input a real number x and gives as output the
greatest integer less than or equal to x.

For the spin-1/2 case, these coefficients are explicitly given by [39]

dJN 1
2
= Ω(J,N, 1/2)− Ω(J + 1, N, 1/2) =

(
N

N/2− J

)
−
(

N

N/2− (J + 1)

)
, (43)

where 0 ≤ J ≤ N/2 and J = 0 is allowed only in the case with even N .

In the original KS paper [1] without an external magnetic field, the energy spectrum (39) is modified
in the form

E′(jαi , 3N/4) = −I
2
(jαi(jαi + 1)− 3N/4)− E0(N) , with E0(N) =

{
3IN
8 I < 0

− IN
8 (N − 1) I > 0

(44)

where the constant term E0(N) denotes the energy of the ground state. In this way, the corrected ground-
state energy E′ is always zero, independent of the number N of spins. In the ferromagnetic case, E0(N)
corresponds to the eigenvalue of the block with the highest spin J = N/2, and in the antiferromagnetic
case to the block with the lowest spin J = δ. When the magnetic field is introduced, we will have

E′(jαi ,mαi , 3N/4)) = −I
2
(jαi(jαi + 1)− 3N/4)− E0(N)− γ hmαi . (45)

We will also adopt this approach because in this way we can compare the effect of the q-deformation
in the model more easily. Also, in [1] the spectrum for the ferromagnetic case was written in terms of a
quantum number p = 0, 1, 2, . . . , p (where p = N/2 if N is even and p = (N − 1)/2 if N is odd). This
quantum number is associated to the spin of each irreducible block and defined as

p =
N

2
− jαi . (46)

This means that p = 0 corresponds to the block with the highest spin J = N/2 (i.e. the one with the
lowest energy), p = 1 corresponds to the first excited states corresponding to the next block(s), and so on.
In terms of this quantum number and by correcting the eigenvalues in the form (44), the ferromagnetic
energy spectrum without magnetic field is simply

E′(p,N) =
I

2
(−p2 + (N + 1)p) . (47)
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The energy levels (44) for N = 2, 3, 4 in the antiferromagnetic and ferromagnetic cases, together with
their degeneracies, are shown in Figs. 1 and 2, respectively. As expected, the presence of an external
magnetic field partially breaks these degeneracies.

Therefore, the partition function for the spin-1/2 KS model is given by

ZN =
k∑

i=1

mαi=jαi∑
mαi=−jαi

exp(−βE′(jαi ,mαi , 3N/4)), (48)

where β = 1/kBT and kB is the Boltzmann constant. As we have mentioned, irreducible blocks with the
same spin jαi are obtained and, by taking into account the corresponding multiplicities dJN 1

2
(43), the

previous formula can be rewritten as

ZN =
∑
J

mJ=+J∑
mJ=−J

dJN 1
2
exp(−βE′(J,mJ , 3N/4)), (49)

where J denotes all the different spins obtained in the block-diagonal decomposition and the coefficients
dJN 1

2
represent the total multiplicity of a given energy level with spin J .

The density of energy states can be obtained from the energy spectrum (35) and the explicit expression
of the degeneracies (43). We present in Fig. 3 the density of states for N = 20, 100, 1000 spins in both the
antiferromagnetic and ferromagnetic cases (always without an external magnetic field). As noted in [5],
in the ferromagnetic case, the ground and first excited energy states are the most separated energy levels
and exhibit the lowest degeneracies. In contrast, in the antiferromagnetic case, this situation is reversed,
and the lowest energy levels are the closest ones and also have the highest degeneracies. Moreover, in [3]
an integral formula for the partition function was obtained.

The partition function (49) can be now used to obtain the Helmholtz free energy as

F = −(kBT/N) log(ZN ) , (50)

and all the thermodynamic functions can be obtained from F . In particular, the specific heat, magnetic
susceptibility, and magnetization are given by

CV = −T ∂2F

∂T 2

∣∣∣∣
h=0

, χ = − ∂2F

∂h2

∣∣∣∣
h=0

, M = −∂F
∂h

. (51)

In addition, as shown in [1], the Curie temperature corresponding to the ferromagnetic phase transition
of the model can be estimated analytically, and it was proven that the phase transition develops very
slowly as the number N of spins increases.
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Figure 1: Energy levels (in the units |I|/4) and their degeneracies for N = 2, 3, 4, 5 spins with j = 1/2
coupled antiferromagnetically (a) without an external magnetic field (h = 0) and (b) with an external
magnetic field (h = 0.5). Adapted from [2].
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Figure 2: Energy levels (in the units |I|/4) and their degeneracies for N = 2, 3, 4, 5 spins j = 1/2 coupled
ferromagnetically (a) without an external magnetic field (h = 0) and (b) with an external magnetic field
(h = 0.5).
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Figure 3: Density of energy levels for N = 20 (A) in the ferromagnetic case and (B) in the antiferromag-
netic case.
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Figure 4: Density of energy levels for N = 100, I → I
N (A) for the ferromagnetic case and (B) for the

antiferromagnetic case.
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Figure 5: Density of energy levels for N = 1000, I → I
N (A) for the ferromagnetic case and (B) for the

antiferromagnetic case.

3 The q-deformed KS model

As anticipated, the coalgebra symmetry of the KS model allows the construction of its q-deformation by
making use of the quantum universal enveloping algebra Uq(su(2)), where q is a real parameter (hereafter
referred to as quantum suq(2) algebra), because the structure of its representation theory is exactly the
same as that for su(2). In the following, we recall the basic notions of this quantum algebra and present
the construction of the q-KS model by imposing its suq(2) coalgebra symmetry.
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3.1 The quantum algebra suq(2)

The three generators of the suq(2) algebra satisfy the following commutation relations, where q ∈ IR+

(see [23] and references therein):

[Lz, L±] = ±L±, [L+, L−] = [2Lz]q =
qLz − q−Lz

q1/2 − q−1/2
, (52)

where we have made use of the q-symbol

[n]q :=
qn/2 − q−n/2

q1/2 − q−1/2
. (53)

We will frequently write q = eη, which implies that

[2Lz]q =
qLz − q−Lz

q1/2 − q−1/2
=
eη Lz − e−η Lz

eη/2 − e−η/2
= 2Lz + o[η2], (54)

and we recover the su(2) Lie algebra in the q → 1 (η → 0) limit. We remark that as a consequence of (52),
the following relations hold:

qLzL±q
−Lz = q±1L±. (55)

The coalgebra structure for the suq(2) algebra is generated by the deformed coproduct map

∆(L±) = q−Lz/2 ⊗ L± + L± ⊗ qLz/2, ∆(Lz) = I⊗ Lz + Lz ⊗ I, (56)

which is an algebraic homomorphism with respect to (52) and leads to the undeformed coproduct ∆0 (21)
in the limit q → 1 (η → 0). The generalisation to an arbitrary number N of tensor products is given by

∆(N)(L±) = L± ⊗ qLz/2 ⊗ qLz/2 ⊗ . . .N−1) ⊗ qLz/2

+q−Lz/2 ⊗ L± ⊗ qLz/2 ⊗ . . .N−2) ⊗ qLz/2 + . . .
+q−Lz/2 ⊗ q−Lz/2 ⊗ . . .N−1) ⊗ q−Lz/2 ⊗ L±, (57)

and for the Lz generator, the deformed coproduct map coincides with the undeformed one, ∆(N)(Lz) ≡
∆

(N)
0 (Lz) (23).

Irreducible representations for suq(2) are defined through the action of the algebra generators onto an
state |j,m⟩ in the form

L±|j,m⟩ :=
√

[j ∓m]q[j ±m+ 1]q|j,m± 1⟩, Lz|j,m⟩ = m|j,m⟩. (58)

Moreover, the deformed Casimir operator for the algebra (52) reads

Cq = L−L+ + [Lz]q[Lz + I]q = L+L− + [Lz]q[Lz − I]q , (59)

and the eigenvalues of Cq in the representation states |j,m⟩ are just [j]q[j + 1]q. Therefore, if q is not a
root of unity, the representation theory of suq(2) is just structurally the same as that of su(2) (see [23]).

Moreover, the tensor product of two suq(2) irreducible representations j1 and j2 is constructed using
the deformed coproduct ∆, and its decomposition into irreducible modules with spin j is the same as in
the undeformed case, as we obtain invariant subspaces with j = (j1 + j2), . . . , |j1 − j2|. This result can
obviously be generalised to the direct sum of N irreducible representations of su(2) and constitutes the
keystone for the exact solvability of the q-deformed KS model introduced in the following.
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3.2 The generic q-Kittel Shore model

The generic q-KS Hamiltonian with a external magnetic field is defined by substituting the undeformed
coproducts and Casimir operators in (28) by their q-deformed counterparts, namely

H̃q
KS = −I

2

(
∆(N)(Cq)−

N∑
i=1

C(i)
q

)
− γh∆(N)(Jz) , (60)

where the q-deformed Casimir operator Cq is the suq(2) Casimir operator given by (59). Again, the
deformed coproduct map ∆(N) is an algebra homomorphism with respect to the defining relations of the
suq(2) algebra (52) [

∆(N)(Cq),∆
(N)(X)

]
= ∆(N)([Cq, X]) = 0 , ∀X ∈ suq(2). (61)

Therefore, by defining the q-KS Hamiltonian in the form (60), we have preserved, by construction, the
suq(2) coalgebra symmetry of the model. This implies that the Hamiltonian (60) commutes with ∆(N)(Lz),
which is also the total z-component of the q-deformed spin operators. Moreover, in the h = 0 case, the
collective raising and lowering q-spin operators (57) also provide the commuting operators with Hq

KS .

As a consequence, we can mimic the construction performed for the su(2) algebra. We start from
a block-diagonal basis (10) for the tensor product of N irreducible representations of suq(2), where the
operator C(N)

q ≡ ∆(N)(Cq) arising from the q-deformed coproduct and Casimir will be again represented
as a block-diagonal matrix. Within each irreducible block defined by a set of basis vectors (30), the
relations (61) imply that C(N)

q has to be proportional to the identity operator with eigenvalues

∆(N)(C) |jαi ,mαi⟩ = [jαi ]q [jαi + 1]q |jαi ,mαi⟩, ∀αi = 1, . . . , k, mαi = −jαi , . . . , jαi . (62)

Also, the operator
∑N

i=1C
(i)
q acting on the tensor product basis (32) is just the identity times the factor

Kq =
∑N

i=1[ji]q [(ji+1)]q, and the eigenvectors of the q-KS Hamiltonian (60) are again the block-diagonal
basis vectors (30) with eigenvalues given by

Hq
KS |jαi ,mαi⟩ = −I

2

(
∆(N)(Cq)−

N∑
i=1

C(i)
q

)
|jαi ,mαi⟩ = −I

2
([jαi ]q [jαi + 1]q −Kq) |jαi ,mαi⟩. (63)

Finally, when h ̸= 0, since the coproduct for the Lz generator is not deformed, by following the same
reasoning as in the non-deformed case we have that

−γh∆(N)(Lz)|jαi ,mαi⟩ = −γ hmαi |jαi ,mαi⟩. (64)

In conclusion, the eigenvalues of the generic q-KS model for N arbitrary spins are

Ẽq(jαi ,mαi ,Kq) = −I
2
([jαi ]q [jαi + 1]q −Kq)− γ hmαi . (65)

Note that when comparing this expression with (65), all numbers are substituted by q-numbers, except
for the magnetic field term. In addition, the ground-state eigenvalue can be set to zero for any N by
subtracting the ground-state energy from all the eigenvalues.

Let us make the abstract definition (60) of the q-KS model more explicit in terms of the suq(2)
generators. A first step consists in rewriting it in the form (66), namely

H̃q
KS = −I

2

(
∆(N)(L−)∆

(N)(L+) +
[
∆(N)(Lz)

]
q

[
∆(N)(Lz) + ∆(N)(I)

]
q
−

N∑
i=1

C(i)
q

)
− γh∆(N)(Lz).

(66)
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Now we consider the explicit form of the N -th deformed coproducts (57)

∆(N)(L±) =

N∑
i=1

exp

−η
2

i−1∑
j=1

L(j)
z

L(i)
± exp

[
η

2

N∑
h=i+1

L(h)
z

]
, ∆(N)(Lz) =

N∑
i=1

L(i)
z , (67)

where the superindex i represents the spin for the i-th particle and we have used that q = eη (which, as
we will see, will be useful in the following). Expanding the Hamiltonian (66), we find the expression

H̃q
KS =− I

2

 N∑
i=1

exp

−η i−1∑
j=1

L(j)
z

(C(i)
q − [L(i)

z ]q

[
L(i)
z + I(i)

]
q

)
exp

[
η

N∑
h=i+1

L(h)
z

]
+

N−1∑
i=1

N∑
k=i+1

i−1∏
t=1

exp
[
−ηL(t)

z

]
·

· exp

[
−ηL

(i)
z

2

](
L
(i)
+ L

(k)
− + L

(i)
− L

(k)
+

)
exp

[
η
L
(k)
z

2

]
N∏

r=k+1

exp
[
ηL(r)

z

]
+

[
N∑
i=1

L(i)
z

]
q

[
N∑
s=1

L(s)
z + I(N)

]
q

−

−
N∑
i=1

C(i)
q

)
−γh

N∑
i=1

L(i)
z . (68)

Now, by taking into account that qLz/2L±q
−Lz/2 = q±1/2L±, we obtain the final expression

H̃q
KS =− I

2

 N∑
i=1

exp

−η i−1∑
j=1

L(j)
z

L(i)
− L

(i)
+ exp

[
η

N∑
h=i+1

L(h)
z

]
+

N−1∑
i=1

N∑
r=i+1

(
eη/2L

(i)
− L

(r)
+ + e−η/2L

(i)
+ L

(r)
−

)
·

· exp

[
−ηL

(i)
z

2

]
· exp

[
η
L
(r)
z

2

]
·
i−1∏
t=1

exp
[
−ηL(t)

z

] N∏
k=r+1

exp
[
ηL(k)

z

]
+

[
N∑
i=1

L(i)
z

]
q

[
N∑
s=1

L(s)
z + I(N)

]
q

−

−
N∑
i=1

C(i)
q

)
−γh

N∑
i=1

L(i)
z , (69)

which, for q = 1 (equivalently, η = 0), leads to the undeformed KS Hamiltonian (25).

Note that the q-KS Hamiltonian can be also written in terms of the Lx, Ly, and Lz spin operators,
where we consider the same change of basis as in the non-deformed case, namely

Lx =
1

2
(L+ + L−), Ly = − i

2
(L+ − L−) . (70)

In this way, we have that

H̃q
KS = −I

2

(
∆(Lx)

2 +∆(Ly)
2 − 1

2
[2∆(Lz)]q + [∆(Lz)]q[∆(Lz) + ∆(I)]q −

N∑
i=1

C(i)
q

)
− γh∆(N)(Lz),

(71)
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which leads to the final expression

H̃
q(N)
KS =− I

2

 N∑
i=1

exp

−η i−1∑
j=1

L(j)
z

((L(i)
x )2 + (L(i)

y )2 − 1

2
[2L(i)

z ]q

)
exp

[
η

N∑
h=i+1

L(h)
z

]
+

N−1∑
i=1

N∑
l=i+1

[(
L(i)
x L(l)

x +

+L(i)
y L(l)

y

)(
eη/2 + e−η/2

)
+ i
(
L(i)
x L(l)

y − L(i)
y L(l)

x

)(
eη/2 − e−η/2

)]
exp

[
−ηL

(i)
z

2

]
· exp

[
η
L
(l)
z

2

]
·

·
i−1∏
t=1

exp
[
−ηL(t)

z

] N∏
k=l+1

exp
[
ηL(k)

z

]
+

[
N∑
i=1

L(i)
z

]
q

[
N∑
s=1

L(s)
z + I(N)

]
q

−
N∑
i=1

C(i)
q

− γh
N∑
i=1

L(i)
z .

(72)

As can be seen from the previous expressions, the explicit form of the deformation in terms of the
quantum algebra generators is far from simple. Nevertheless, the shape of the deformation is absolutely
dictated by the suq(2) symmetry to preserve all the integrability properties of the KS model and, despite
its complexity, leads to the simple form (65) for its eigenvalues, which preserves the same degeneracies
as in the undeformed model but becomes non-linearly modified in terms of the quantum deformation
parameter η.

4 The spin-1/2 q-KS model

4.1 Eigenvectors and eigenvalues

Taking into account that the 2-dimensional j = 1/2 fundamental irreducible representation (58) for suq(2)
is given by the undeformed Pauli matrices (38), this means that the q-KS model for N copies of the suq(2)
algebra gives rise to a spin Hamiltonian whose explicit form is obtained by substituting

L
(i)
± = σ

(i)
± , L(i)

z =
1

2
σ(i)z , i = 1, . . . , N, (73)

within (69), where eη = q, namely

H̃
q(N)
KS =− I

2

(
N∑
i=1

exp

−η i−1∑
j=1

1

2
σ(j)z

σ(i)− σ
(i)
+ exp

[
η

N∑
h=i+1

1

2
σ(h)z

]

+

N−1∑
i=1

N∑
r=i+1

(
eη/2σ

(i)
− σ

(r)
+ + e−η/2σ

(i)
+ σ

(r)
−

)
·

· exp

[
−ησ

(i)
z

4

]
· exp

[
η
σ
(r)
z

4

]
·
i−1∏
t=1

exp
[
−η
2
σ(t)z

] N∏
k=r+1

exp
[η
2
σ(k)z

]

+

[
N∑
i=1

1

2
σ(i)z

]
q

[
N∑
s=1

1

2
σ(s)z + I(N)

]
q

−N [1/2]q [3/2]q

)
−γh

N∑
i=1

1

2
σ(i)z . (74)

We stress that this is a new integrable spin model with long-range interactions that, in contrast to the
undeformed KS model, presents nonidentical couplings among different spins, which are determined by
the deformed coproducts. Nevertheless, the underlying suq(2) coalgebra symmetry of the model makes
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that these involved interactions are such that the eigenvalues of this model are can be straightforwardly
deduced from (65) and read

Ẽq(jαi ,mαi ,Kq) = −I
2
([jαi ]q [jαi + 1]q −N [1/2]q [3/2]q)− γ hmαi , (75)

which should be compared to (35). On the other hand, eigenvectors for N = 2, 3, 4, . . . can be obtained
by applying in a recurrent way the well-known expressions for the q-Clebsch–Gordan coefficients (see [24]
and references therein)

CG[j1,m1, j2,m2, j,m] = δm,m1+m2q
1
2
(j1m2−j2m1)− 1

4
(−j+j1+j2)(j+j1+j2+1)√

[2j + 1]q[j +m]q![j2 −m2]q![j + j1 − j2]q![−j + j1 + j2]q![j + j1 + j2 + 1]q!

[j −m]q![j1 −m1]q![j1 +m1]q![j2 +m2]q![j − j1 + j2]q!

min(−j+j1+j2,j2−m2)∑
n=0

[2j2 − n]q!(−1)−j+j1+j2+nq
1
2
n(j1+m1)[j1 + j2 −m− n]q!

[n]q![j2 −m2 − n]q![−j + j1 + j2 − n]q![j + j1 + j2 − n+ 1]q!
.

(76)

As a consequence, the partition function Zq
N of this model with h = 0 is directly obtained from (49),

and reads

Zq
N =

∑
J

mJ=+J∑
mJ=−J

d
NJ

1
2

exp(−βE′
q(J,mJ ,Kq)), (77)

where E′
q(J,mJ ,Kq) is obtained from (75) with h = 0 and the degeneracies d

NJ
1
2

are the same as those in

the undeformed model (43) because of the identical structure of the representation theory of suq(2) and
su(2). From this expression, all the thermodynamic properties of the q-deformed model can be derived
and studied. As in the undeformed case, the energy levels E′

q are obtained by subtracting the energy of
the ground state.

Regarding the density of the (corrected) energy levels of the q-deformed model, we can easily see
that the deformation enlarges the distance between energy states, as shown in Fig. 6, which plots the
densities of the energy levels for the deformed model with N = 20, 100, 1000 and different values of η,
because the larger N is, the smaller η must be considered in order to obtain reasonable values for the
energies. We observe that, as expected, also in the deformed case the two distributions corresponding to
the ferromagnetic and anti-ferromagnetic models are specular images one of the other.
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(B) 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
E0.1

1

10

100

1000

104

105

D(E )

Figure 6: Density of (corrected) energy levels for N = 20 as a function of the parameter η = 0 (red) and
η = 0.2 (dashed blue) (A) for the ferromagnetic case and (B) for the antiferromagnetic case.
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Figure 7: Density of (corrected) energy levels for N = 100 as a function of the parameter η = 0 (red) and
η = 0.02 (dashed blue) (A) for the ferromagnetic case and (B) for the antiferromagnetic case.
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Figure 8: Density of (corrected) energy levels for N = 1000 as a function of the parameter η = 0 (red)
and η = 0.005 (blue) (A) for the ferromagnetic case and (B) for the antiferromagnetic case.

4.2 The N = 2, 3, 4 cases

To illustrate the main features of the spin-1/2 q-KS model, an explicit study of the N = 2, 3, 4 cases
is required. The eigenvalues of the q-KS antiferromagnetic and ferromagnetic Hamiltonians without an
external magnetic field (h = 0) are plotted in Figs. 9 and 10 together with their undeformed counterparts.
Thus, the nonlinear effect of the deformation in the energy gaps between consecutive eigenvalues of the
model can be clearly observed. The degeneracies for each energy level are not modified with respect to
the undeformed KS Hamiltonian, and the addition of a constant external magnetic field would generate
the same uniform Zeeman splittings as in the q = 1 case. Indeed, the antiferromagnetic and ferromagnetic
spectra are inverted versions of the very same energy level structure.

The eigenvectors for the N = 2, 3, 4 q-KS model can be computed using the q-Clebsch–Gordan coeffi-
cients (76) and are presented in the following. In this way, the role that the q-Dicke states [25, 26] play in
the model is shown, which provides a basis for the fundamental eigenspace in the ferromagnetic case and
for the most excited state in the antiferromagnetic case. The remaining eigenstates are no longer q-Dicke
eigenstates and are also given and analysed explicitly.
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4.2.1 The N = 2 case and the q-exchange operator

In this case the q-KS Hamiltonian of two interacting spins without magnetic field is given, in the funda-
mental representation (73), by

H
q(2)
KS =− I

2

(
σ
(1)
− σ

(1)
+ exp

[
η
1

2
σ(2)z

]
+ exp

[
−η1

2
σ(1)z

]
σ
(2)
− σ

(2)
+ +

(
eη/2σ

(1)
− σ

(2)
+ + e−η/2σ

(1)
+ σ

(2)
−

)
·

· exp

[
−ησ

(1)
z

4

]
· exp

[
η
σ
(2)
z

4

]
+

[
2∑

i=1

1

2
σ(i)z

]
q

[
2∑

s=1

1

2
σ(s)z + I(2)

]
q

− 2 [1/2]q [3/2]q

)
. (78)

Obviously, the η → 0 limit of this expression is the N = 2 KS model rewritten in the form

H
(2)
KS = −I

2

((
σ
(1)
− σ

(1)
+ + σ

(2)
− σ

(2)
+ + σ

(1)
− σ

(2)
+ + σ

(1)
+ σ

(2)
−

)
+

(
2∑

i=1

1

2
σ(i)z

)2

+

(
2∑

s=1

1

2
σ(s)z

)
− 3/2

)
= −I σ⃗1 · σ⃗2 . (79)

The structural complexity of the q-deformation can be appreciated by comparing the latter expression
with (78). In fact, the operator (78) can be taken as the definition of the q-exchange interaction induced
by the deformed coalgebra structure of suq(2). In matrix form, the operator (78) reads

H
q(2)
KS = − I(√

q + 1
)2



q2+3
2
√
q 0 0 0

0 1−q
2
√
q

1
2 0

0 1
2

(q−1)
√
q

2 0

0 0 0 q2+3
2
√
q

−


1√
q 0 0 0

0 q 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1√

q


 , (80)

which in the limit q → 1 provides the usual form of the exchange operator (79):

H
q(2)
KS = −I

2



1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1

− 1

2


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1


 . (81)

In the ferromagnetic case, the ground state for (78) with h = 0 can be straightforwardly shown to be
the J = 1 subspace, which is generated by the q-triplet

|1,−1⟩ = |↓↓⟩, |1, 0⟩ = 1√
2q

(
q1/4|↓↑⟩+ q−1/4|↑↓⟩

)
, |1, 1⟩ = |↑↑⟩, (82)

and the singlet with j = 0 is the only excited state

|0, 0⟩ = 1√
2q

(
−q−1/4|↓↑⟩+ q1/4|↑↓⟩

)
. (83)

The situation is reversed in the antiferromagnetic case, and when the magnetic field h ̸= 0 is included,
the triplet becomes nondegenerate.

The states (82) are just the q-Dicke states for j = 1. The states |1, 1⟩ and |1,−1⟩ are factorised,
where |1, 0⟩ and |0, 0⟩ are q-Bell states whose entanglement is not maximal unless q → 1 (the limit of the
undeformed Bell states). However, the limit q → ∞ gives rise to factorised states, thus showing that the
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q-deformation of the model (or, equivalently, the q-exchange operator (78)) induces a loss of entanglement
governed by the deformation parameter q.
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Figure 9: Energy levels (in the units |I|/4) for N = 2, 3, 4, 5 spins j = 1/2 coupled antiferromagnetically
for values of the deformation parameter η = 0, 0.5, 0.75.
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Figure 10: Energy levels (in the units |I|/4) for N = 2, 3, 4, 5 spins j = 1/2 coupled ferromagnetically for
values of the deformation parameter η = 0, 0.5, 0.75.
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4.2.2 The N = 3 case

When three spins are considered, the q-KS model in the fundamental representation (73) and with h = 0
becomes

H
q(3)
KS =− I

2

(
σ
(1)
− σ

(1)
+ exp

[
η
1

2
(σ(2)z + σ(3)z )

]
+ exp

[
−η1

2
σ(1)z

]
σ
(2)
− σ

(2)
+ exp

[
η
1

2
σ(3)z

]
+

+ exp
[
−η1

2
(σ(1)z + σ(2)z )

]
σ
(3)
− σ

(3)
+ +

(
eη/2σ

(1)
− σ

(2)
+ + e−η/2σ

(1)
+ σ

(2)
−

)
exp

[
−ησ

(1)
z

4

]
·

· exp

[
η
σ
(2)
z

4

]
· exp

[η
2
σ(3)z

]
+
(
eη/2σ

(1)
− σ

(3)
+ + e−η/2σ

(1)
+ σ

(3)
−

)
exp

[
−ησ

(1)
z

4

]
·

· exp

[
η
σ
(3)
z

4

]
+
(
eη/2σ

(2)
− σ

(3)
+ + e−η/2σ

(2)
+ σ

(3)
−

)
exp

[
−ησ

(2)
z

4

]
exp

[
η
σ
(3)
z

4

]
·

· exp

[
−ησ

(1)
z

2

]
+

[
3∑

i=1

1

2
σ(i)z

]
q

[
3∑

s=1

1

2
σ(s)z + I(3)

]
q

− 3 [1/2]q [3/2]q

)
, (84)

which is not a straighforward superposition of q-exchange operators (78), and is indeed much more involved
than its underformed counterpart

H
(3)
KS = −I (σ⃗1 · σ⃗2 + σ⃗1 · σ⃗3 + σ⃗2 · σ⃗3) . (85)

The eigenstates can be obtained using the q-Clebsch–Gordan coefficients (76) to compose the J = 1
and J = 0 representations with an additional spin 1/2 representation. As a result, in the ferromagnetic
case the ground states generate a J = 3/2 quadruplet, given by the q-Dicke states

|3/2,−3/2⟩ = |↓↓↓⟩, |3/2,−1/2⟩ = 1√
3q

(
q1/2|↓↓↑⟩+ |↓↑↓⟩+ q−1/2|↑↓↓⟩

)
,

|3/2, 1/2⟩ = 1√
3q

(
q1/2|↓↑↑⟩+ |↑↓↑⟩+ q−1/2|↑↑↓⟩

)
, |3/2, 3/2⟩ = |↑↑↑⟩,

(86)

in which again q governs the entanglement properties of the q-KS eigenstates. The four (degenerate)
excited states are provided by two J = 1/2 doublets, given by

|1/2,−1/2⟩1 =
q−1/4√
2q3q

(
q1/2|↑↓↓⟩+ q|↓↑↓⟩ − 2q|↓↓↑⟩

)
,

|1/2, 1/2⟩1 =
q1/4√
2q3q

(
2q|↑↑↓⟩ − q−1|↑↓↑⟩ − q−1/2|↓↑↑⟩

)
,

(87)

and

|1/2,−1/2⟩2 =
1√
2q

(
q1/4|↑↓↓⟩ − q−1/4|↓↑↓⟩

)
,

|1/2, 1/2⟩2 =
1√
2q

(
−q−1/4|↓↑↑⟩+ q1/4|↑↓↑⟩

)
.

(88)

These two doublets span the subspace of the ground states in the antiferromagnetic case.
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4.2.3 The N = 4 case

Starting from the basis vectors of the J = 3/2 and J = 1/2 irreducible representations of quantum su(2)
obtained in the N = 3 case, and using the q-Clebsch–Gordan coefficients providing their composition with
another spin 1/2 representation, we obtain the eigenvectors of the q-KS model in the N = 4 case.

The q-Dicke states are now given by a quintuplet with J = 2, namely

|2,−2⟩ = |↓↓↓↓⟩ ,

|2,−1⟩ = 1√
4q

(
q3/4|↓↓↓↑⟩+ q1/4|↓↓↑↓⟩+ q−1/4|↓↑↓↓⟩+ q−3/4|↑↓↓↓⟩

)
,

|2, 0⟩ =
√
2q√
3q4q

(
q|↓↓↑↑⟩+ q1/2|↓↑↓↑⟩+ |↓↑↑↓⟩+ |↑↓↓↑⟩+ q−1/2|↑↓↑↓⟩+ q−1|↑↑↓↓⟩

)
,

|2, 1⟩ = 1√
4q

(
q3/4|↓↑↑↑⟩+ q1/4|↑↓↑↑⟩+ q−1/4|↑↑↓↑⟩+ q−3/4|↑↑↑↓⟩

)
,

|2, 2⟩ = |↑↑↑↑⟩.

(89)

We also obtain three triplets with J = 1 given by

|1,−1⟩1 =
1√
3q4q

(
−q−1/43q|↓↓↓↑⟩+ q5/4|↓↓↑↓⟩+ q3/4|↓↑↓↓⟩+ q1/4|↑↓↓↓⟩

)
,

|1, 0⟩1 =
√

2q√
3q4q

(
−|↓↓↑↑⟩ − q−1/2|↓↑↓↑⟩+ q|↓↑↑↓⟩ − q−1|↑↓↓↑⟩+ q1/2|↑↓↑↓⟩+ |↑↑↓↓⟩

)
,

|1, 1⟩1 =
1√
3q4q

(
−q−1/4|↓↑↑↑⟩ − q−3/4|↑↓↑↑⟩ − q−5/4|↑↑↓↑⟩+ 3qq

1/4|↑↑↑↓⟩
)
,

(90)

|1,−1⟩2 =
q−1/4√
2q3q

(
−2q|↓↓↑↓⟩+ q|↓↑↓↓⟩+ q1/2|↑↓↓↓⟩

)
,

|1, 0⟩2 =
1

2q
√

3q

(
−2q|↓↓↑↑⟩+ q|↓↑↓↑⟩ − q−1/2|↓↑↑↓⟩+ q1/2|↑↓↓↑⟩ − q−1|↑↓↑↓⟩+ 2q|↑↑↓↓⟩

)
,

|1, 1⟩2 =
q1/4√
2q3q

(
−q−1/2|↓↑↑↑⟩ − q−1|↑↓↑↑⟩+ 2q|↑↑↓↑⟩

)
,

(91)

|1,−1⟩3 =
1√
2q

(
−q−1/4|↓↑↓↓⟩+ q1/4|↑↓↓↓⟩

)
,

|1, 0⟩3 =
1

2q

(
−|↓↑↓↑⟩ − q−1/2|↓↑↑↓⟩+ q1/2|↑↓↓↑⟩+ |↑↓↑↓⟩

)
,

|1, 1⟩3 =
1√
2q

(
−q−1/4|↓↑↑↑⟩+ q1/4|↑↓↑↑⟩

)
,

(92)

and two singlets with J = 0

|0, 0⟩1 =
1

2q
√

3q

(
q−1/22q|↓↓↑↑⟩ − q1/2|↓↑↓↑⟩ − |↓↑↑↓⟩ − |↑↓↓↑⟩ − q−1/2|↑↓↑↓⟩+ q1/22q|↑↑↓↓⟩

)
, (93)

|0, 0⟩2 =
1

2q

(
q−1/2| ↓↑↓↑⟩ − |↓↑↑↓⟩ − |↑↓↓↑⟩+ q1/2|↑↓↑↓⟩

)
. (94)

The latter singlet states are the (degenerate) antiferromagnetic ground states, which contain the Neel
states |↑↓↑↓⟩ and |↓↑↓↑⟩ when taking the limit η → ±∞. Similarly, the ground states for the ferromagnetic
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case contain the typical ferromagnetic configurations | ↑↑↑↑⟩ and | ↓↓↓↓⟩ of the XXX Heisenberg model
(the corresponding states do not depend on q), and when the magnetic field h > 0 is turned on, the state
|ψ4

2,−2⟩ = |↑↑↑↑⟩ is the ground state. Indeed, the explicit eigenstates for the undeformed KS model are
trivially obtained within the limit q → 1.

5 Higher spin q-KS models

The generic q-KS model (60) is expressed in terms of suq(2) generators, which only coincide with su(2)
spin operators in the j = 1/2 representation. However, higher spin q-KS models can be obtained using
the known relationships between both sets of generators for arbitrary j.

5.1 The q-KS model for j = 1

For j = 1, the fundamental representation of the undeformed angular momenta operators is obtained by
applying (8), namely

J+ =

0
√
2 0

0 0
√
2

0 0 0

 ≡ Σ+, J− =

 0 0 0√
2 0 0

0
√
2 0

 ≡ Σ−, Jz =

1 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 −1

 ≡ Σz. (95)

In the q-deformed case, the j = 1 representation (58) of the suq(2) generators is given by

L+ =

0
√

[2]q 0

0 0
√

[2]q
0 0 0

 , L− =

 0 0 0√
[2]q 0 0

0
√
[2]q 0

 , Lz =

1 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 −1

 , (96)

and we realise that the quantum group generators are just proportional to the non-deformed j = 1 spin
operators (95):

L± =

√
[2]q
2

Σ±, Lz = Σz . (97)

Therefore, by substituting (97) in the generic expression of the q-KS model given in (69) we obtain the
following Hamiltonian

H̃
q(N)
KS =− I

2

(
N∑
i=1

exp

−η i−1∑
j=1

Σ(j)
z

 [2]q
2

Σ
(i)
− Σ

(i)
+ exp

[
η

N∑
h=i+1

Σ(h)
z

]

+
N−1∑
i=1

N∑
r=i+1

[2]q
2

(
eη/2Σ

(i)
− Σ

(r)
+ + e−η/2Σ

(i)
+ Σ

(r)
−

)
·

· exp

[
−ηΣ

(i)
z

2

]
· exp

[
η
Σ
(r)
z

2

]
·
i−1∏
t=1

exp
[
−ηΣ(t)

z

] N∏
k=r+1

exp
[
ηΣ(k)

z

]

+

[
N∑
i=1

Σ(i)
z

]
q

[
N∑
s=1

Σ(s)
z + I(N)

]
q

−N [2]q

)
− γh

N∑
i=1

1

2
Σ(i)
z , (98)

which defines a new exactly solvable model for N particles with a spin j = 1.
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Eigenvalues of this model are given by

Eq(jαi ,mαi) = −I
2
([jαi ]q [jαi + 1]q −N [2]q)− γ hmαi , (99)

and the irreducible blocks for N particles with spin j = 1 will have a total spin given by jαi = N,N −
1, . . . , 0. The corresponding degeneracies dNS can be found in [39, 31], and the partition function is given
again by the formula (77).

5.2 The q-KS model for arbitrary spin

For any spin j > 1, the q-KS model can also be written in terms of non-deformed physical spin-j unde-
formed operators by making use of the so-called ‘deforming functional’ approach to the suq(2) representa-
tion theory [28, 29, 30]. In particular, if we impose L± to be Hermitian conjugate, the suq(2) generators
L can be written in terms of the su(2) physical spin operators J as:

L3 = J3 , L+ = J+

√
[j − J3]q[j + J3 + 1]q
(j − J3)(j + J3 + 1)

, L− =

√
[j − J3]q[j + J3 + 1]q
(j − J3)(j + J3 + 1)

J− , (100)

and the q-KS model for spin j is straightforwardly obtained by inserting (100) into (69). The resulting
expression is quite involved, but it provides a family of exactly solvable models for any spin j whose
spectra and eigenvectors would be deduced again using the representation theory of suq(2).

6 Concluding remarks

The new integrable spin Hamiltonians presented here were constructed as integrable deformations of the
KS models by imposing ab initio the preservation of a q-deformation of the underlying coalgebra symmetry
of the latter. The second essential component that leads to the exact solvability of the q-KS models is
the full structural coincidence between the theory of irreducible representations of suq(2) and the one of
su(2) (when q is not a root of unity).

From a mathematical perspective, an interesting open problem would be the construction of q-KS
models for q a root of unity. Moreover, KS models (both deformed and undeformed) in which each
particle i has arbitrarily different spins ji could be considered and, in particular, spin models with two
alternating spin values would be interesting. In all these cases, explicit formulae for the eigenvalues of
the model rely on the knowledge of the explicit expressions for the multiplicities and eigenvalues of the
corresponding tensor product representations, which is by no means an immediate task that, to the best
of our knowledge, has not been considered so far in the literature. In addition, the study of the dynamics
of the q-KS model for classical spins would be interesting from an integrability point of view and could
be performed by following the analysis given in [10] for the undeformed KS Hamiltonian and by applying
the techniques developed in [34] for dynamical systems endowed with coalgebra symmetry.

Obviously, a second pending task consists of the study of the physical properties of the q-KS models,
starting from the j = 1/2 and j = 1 cases. This requires the computation of their relevant thermodynamic
quantities, including the derivation of their associated Curie temperatures and thermodynamic limits. All
these properties are expected to behave as smooth deformations of those for the KS model, and a careful
analysis will be presented in [40]. In addition, the quantum informational perspective for both the KS and
q-KS models is worth developing: entanglement entropies should be analysed and, in particular, the role
of q-Dicke states in this context could be relevant. Finally, possible applications of q-KS Hamiltonians for
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small N as effective models for systems with few-body spin couplings should be addressed (for instance,
in small magnetic clusters [6] and coupled quantum dots [7, 8]). All of these problems are currently under
investigation and will be presented elsewhere.
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