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Abstract

We construct invertible spectral parameter dependent Yang-Baxter solutions (R-matrices)

by Baxterizing constant non-invertible Yang-Baxter solutions. The solutions are algebraic

(representation independent). They are constructed using supersymmetry (SUSY) alge-

bras. The resulting R-matrices are regular leading to local non-hermitian Hamiltonians

written in terms of the SUSY generators. As particular examples we Baxterize the 4× 4

constant non-invertible solutions of Hietarinta leading to nearest-neighbor Hamiltonians.

On comparing with the literature we find that two of the models are new. Apart from be-

ing non-hermitian, many of them are also non-diagonalizable with interesting spectrums.

With appropriate representations of the SUSY generators we obtain spin chains in all

local Hilbert space dimensions.
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1 Introduction

A systematic method to construct quantum integrable systems is through solving the

Yang-Baxter equation [40, 3]. The resulting quantum and statistical physics models

[4,21,17] are solved with the different variations of the algebraic Bethe ansatz [34,32,10].

These operator equations contain spectral parameters and are highly non-linear and

overdetermined. They can get very difficult to solve especially when the size of the ma-

trix operators increase. A promising method to produce spectral parameter dependent

solutions is called Baxterization. It was introduced by V. F. R. Jones [19] as a procedure

to turn braid group representations into spectral parameter dependent Yang-Baxter so-

lutions. This was demonstrated for the famous Jones representation [18, 20] built out of

Temperley-Lieb algebras [35]. Quotients of the braid group such as Hecke algebras and

the Birman-Murakami-Wenzl (BMW) algebras are also Baxterized using similar methods.
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Several other techniques for Baxterization can be found in [12,23,5,22,41]. A mathemat-

ical interpretation of Baxterization is as follows. Consider a representation of the braid

group generators. Then we can ask the question if elements of the braid group algebra

will continue to satisfy a braid type relation. The answer is that it sometimes can if we

also include spectral parameters. As far as we know there is no universal answer to this

question. There is also no unique way to Baxterize a given braid group representation.

It is also not true that only braid group generators can be Baxterized (See [8] for the

Baxterization of other braid-like algebras.).

More recently there have been works trying to exhaust all regular solutions of the

4 × 4 type [37, 9, 7, 11] without Baxterization. These use differential and analytic prop-

erties of the R-matrices to find solutions. Such non-algebraic [representation dependent]

approaches could possibly exhaust [classify] regular solutions in a particular dimension of

the local Hilbert space. However application of these methods in dimension 3 and above

is computationally quite expensive.

In the physics literature braid group representations are also known as constant Yang-

Baxter solutions. They do not contain spectral parameters. They have been classified in

the 4× 4 case by Jarmo Hietarinta [14,15]. Their algebraic realizations was only recently

studied in [25]. This helps us obtain the analogous higher dimensional representations.

It also helps us to understand generalizations of the Jones representation through the

construction of braid group generators using partition algebras [26, 27, 13]. Given the

profound impact of the Jones polynomial on theoretical physics [39], it is important to

study the consequences of the knot/link polynomials associated to these new braid group

representations.

The spectral parameter dependent Yang-Baxter solutions constructed with the above

methods come from the Baxterization of invertible braid group generators. It is then

natural to ask:

1. Can we Baxterize non-invertible constant Yang-Baxter solutions?

2. Will these lead to integrable models that are local?

In this work we will answer these questions in the affirmative by using algebraic methods

to generate regular solutions [Rij(u = 0) = Pij ] with additive spectral parameters. They

give rise to integrable Hamiltonians with nearest-neighbor interactions. The local terms

are naturally non-hermitian, by which we mean that they are non-hermitian without the

need for any complex parameters. They can potentially describe open quantum spin

chains or out-of-equillibrium spin chains.

The results are organized in a pedagogical manner. The different forms of the Yang-
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Baxter equation are explained in Sec. 2. This symmetries of these equations and the

definition of an equivalence class of solutions are also explained here (Sec. 2.3). Following

this the algebraic derivation of the spectral parameter dependent solutions are detailed

in Sec. 3. Here we also show how supersymmetry (SUSY) algebras provide a natural

realization of these solutions in Sec. 3.2. We apply our methods to the 12 classes of

4× 4 constant non-invertible solutions of Hietarinta. The non-hermitian Hamiltonians in

each class is derived and compared with known results in the literature in Sec. 4. We

find 9 inequivalent classes of nearest-neighbor Hamiltonians in the 4× 4 case as summed

up in 4.13. Among these 9 classes, 2 of them are new to the best of our knowledge. In

Sec. 5 the scope of our methods is explained. We show how to derive higher dimensional

solutions using Z2-gradings of Cn in Sec. 5.1. This is followed by a brief analysis of the

spectrums of the non-hermitian Hamiltonians obtained in the previous sections in Sec.

5.2. In particular we look at when these Hamiltonians can be diagonalized and when

they cannot. We study one of them in more detail to see the interesting features of such

non-hermitian Hamiltonians. We end with a few future directions in Sec. 6.

2 Yang-Baxter equation

We begin with a review of the Yang-Baxter equation in its different forms. In the process

the notation and terminology we will follow in the rest of the paper is also fixed. The

Yang-Baxter equation (YBE) comes in two forms: with or without spectral parameters.

The latter is also called the constant YBE. It coincides with the braid relation that appears

in the study of braid groups and in low dimensional topology. The former is sometimes

referred to as the quantum YBE. It is studied in the context of integrable systems in

physics.

2.1 Constant YBE

The constant form is given by1

Y12Y23Y12 = Y23Y12Y23. (2.1)

This is an operator equation on V ⊗ V ⊗ V with V a local Hilbert space. The operator

Yij acts non-trivially on Vi ⊗ Vj and trivially (as identity) on all the other sites. The

1Note the departure in choice of notation for the Yang-Baxter operator. The Physics literature uses R for
the same [14]. We reserve the use of R for the spectral parameter dependent case. This notation is also different
from the braid group and knot theory literature where σ or b is preferred over Y .
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solutions presented in this paper are algebraic which means they are independent of the

choice of the dimension of V . In general they work for V ≃ CN when the appropriate

representation is chosen for Y . However our focus in later sections will be on N = 2 or

the qubit case.

The constant form given in (2.1) is also called the braided form as the index structure

of the equation resembles that of the braid relations satisfied by the braid group generators

σ,

σiσi+1σi = σi+1σiσi+1 ; σi ≡ σi,i+1.

Henceforth we will call (2.1) as the constant braided YBE (cbYBE). In contrast to this

we can obtain an equivalent equation, with a different index structure, called the constant

non-braided YBE (cnbYBE),

Ỹ12Ỹ13Ỹ23 = Ỹ23Ỹ13Ỹ12. (2.2)

This is the non-braided form of the constant YBE. The operators Y and Ỹ are related by

Ỹ = P · Y, (2.3)

where P is the permutation operator satisfying the relations

PiPi+1Pi = Pi+1PiPi+1 ; P 2 = 1 ; PiPj = PjPi, |i− j| > 1, (2.4)

of the permutation group. The cnbYBE appears more in the physics literature due to its

utility in deriving integrable systems. Thus this is the standard form of the YBE familiar

to the integrability community. We will sometimes refer to the non-braided form as the

standard form.

2.2 Spectral parameter dependent YBE

Following the notation used in the constant case, the braided and non-braided forms of

the spectral parameter dependent YBE (spYBE) are

R12(u, v)R23(u,w)R12(v, w) = R23(v, w)R12(u,w)R23(u, v), (2.5)

R̃12(u, v)R̃13(u,w)R̃23(v, w) = R̃23(v, w)R̃13(u,w)R̃12(u, v), (2.6)

respectively. The spectral parameters u, v and w are in general complex. The operator

R̃ is related to R via the permutation operator P as in the constant case.
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We will denote the equations (2.5) and (2.6) as spbYBE and spnbYBE respectively.

In the form written, the spectral parameters appear in the non-additive form. Some of

the standard examples of integrable systems are obtained from the R-matrix obeying the

spYBE in the additive or difference form. This implies that the R-matrix becomes

Rij(u, v) ≡ Rij(u− v).

Such R-matrices only depend on the difference of the spectral parameters.

2.3 Symmetries of the YBE

Certain transformations of a given Yang-Baxter solution resulting in another solution

constitute symmetries of the YBE. They come in continuous and discrete forms. The

former is generated by an invertible matrix Q,

Yij → κ QiQjYijQ
−1
i Q−1

j , (2.7)

for the constant solutions and Q(ui), and

R(ui, uj)ij → κ(ui, uj) Qi(ui)Qj(uj)Rij(ui, uj)Qi(ui)
−1Qj(uj)

−1 (2.8)

for the solutions with complex spectral parameters u that depend on the indices. Here κ

is a complex constant or κ(u, v) is a complex scalar function of the spectral parameters.

Note that this leaves the non-additive form of the YBE (2.5) and (2.6) invariant. As these

transformations are local they are also known as gauge transformations in earlier works.

Remark 2.1 The R-matrices equivalent to a regular R-matrix are also equivalent. How-

ever, two spectral parameter dependent R matrices in the same equivalence class in general

result in two different Hamiltonians. For example the regular solutions R(u, v) and Ř(u, v)

related by the similarity transform Q(u)⊗Q(v)

Řij(u, v) = κ(u, v)Qi(u)Qj(v)Rij(u, v)Q
−1
i (u)Q−1

j (v),
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result in the local Hamiltonians

hij = R−1
ij (u, u)

dRij(u,v)
du

∣∣∣∣∣
u=v

= Pij
dRij(u,v)

du

∣∣∣∣∣
u=v

,

ȟij = Qi(u)Qj(u)hijQ
−1
i (u)Q−1

j (u) + d lnκ(u,v)
du

∣∣∣∣∣
u=v

+
[
Q̇i(u)Q(u)−1

i −Q(u)−1
i Q̇i(u)

]
, (2.9)

respectively. Here Q̇(u) = dQ(u)
du and we have used the facts that Rij(u, u) = R−1

ij (u, u) =

Pij and Ř−1
ij (u, u) = 1

κ(u,u)Pij. The term in [·] vanishes on a closed chain when Q−1

commutes with Q̇. The other term depending only on the scalar function κ(u, u) is an

overall constant. In such cases it is enough to check for a local similarity transform

between Hamiltonians to determine if they fall into the same equivalence class. We will

use this condition to compare the local Hamiltonians obtained in this work with those in the

literature. It should be noted that this definition of equivalence between local Hamiltonians

does not necessarily mean that the two Hamiltonians are physically equivalent as they

could still represent two different phases of matter.

The discrete symmetries of the YBE are global transformations. The number of such

discrete symmetries depend on the dimension of the representation in which we are work-

ing in. We will write down these symmetries for the case when the local Hilbert space

dimension is 2 or the qubit representation. We will point out the changes when the

dimension increases.

In the qubit case there are three discrete symmetries:

Y → Y T ≡ Y (I) Discrete - I, (2.10)

Y → [X ⊗X]Y [X ⊗X] ≡ Y (II) Discrete - II, (2.11)

Y → PY P ≡ Y (III) Discrete - III. (2.12)

Here T denotes the transpose and X denotes the first Pauli matrix. Similar equations also

hold for the spectral parameter dependent solutions R(u, v). The first discrete transfor-

mation can be generalized to the adjoint as well. The third discrete symmetry rearranges

the indices in the tensor product space leaving the YBE invariant. Both the first and

third discrete symmetries continue to hold in the same form in higher dimensions as well.

The second discrete symmetry arises from a relabeling of the basis of the local Hilbert

space C2. As the dimension is 2 this symmetry forms a Z2 group. In higher dimensions

there will be more possibilities for relabeling the basis elements. These are generated
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by the shift operators in dimension n, that generates Zn. They generalize the Pauli X

matrices in higher dimensions. Thus for dimension n, we have n− 1 such second discrete

symmetries. This makes the total number of discrete symmetries in dimension n as n+1.

The different YBE solutions related by these continuous and discrete symmetries are

defined to fall into a single equivalence class. This implies that two solutions of the

YBE are seen to be distinct if they are not related by any of these symmetries or any

combination of them. We will use this definition to identify inequivalent solutions.

3 Algebraic solutions

Constant Yang-Baxter solutions can be turned into spectral parameter dependent so-

lutions by a process termed Baxterization [19]. This process shows that when Y , the

generator of the braid group, solves the cbYBE, the spectral parameter dependent form

spbYBE can be solved by an element of the braid group algebra. We will now see some

simple solutions of both the braided and non-braided spectral parameter dependent YBE’s

(2.5) and (2.6) obtained by Baxterizing the constant solutions Y .

Consider the ansatz

Rij(u) = 1 + ρ(u) Yij . (3.1)

Here ρ(u) is an unknown function of the complex spectral parameter u. This solves the

spbYBE when either one of the following conditions hold:

1. When Y 2 = 0, then ρ(u) = cu, with c a constant. This solves the additive form of

the YBE.

2. When Y 2 = η Y , then ρ(u) = ecu−1
η = sinh cu+cosh cu−1

η . This also solves the additive

form of the YBE.

3. When Y 2 = η 1, then again ρ(u) = cu and the ansatz solves the braided form of the

YBE.

In this work we will only construct solutions using the first two conditions. It is evident

that in both these cases the constant solution Y is non-invertible. Thus we have

Rij(u) = 1 + cu Yij ; R−1
ij (u) = 1 − cu Yij ; Y 2 = 0, (3.2)

Rij(u) = 1 + ecu−1
η Yij ; R−1

ij (u) = 1 + e−cu−1
η Yij ; Y 2 = η Y. (3.3)
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The local Hamiltonians are derived from the non-braided forms of these solutions

R̃ij(u) = PijRij(u).

These are given by

H =
∑
j

R̃−1
j,j+1(u)R̃

′
j,j+1(u)

∣∣∣∣∣
u=0

=
∑
j

R−1
j,j+1(u)R

′
j,j+1(u)

∣∣∣∣∣
u=0

= c
∑
j

Yj,j+1, (3.4)

for (3.2) and

H =
∑
j

R−1
j,j+1(u)R

′
j,j+1(u)

∣∣∣∣∣
u=0

=
c

η

∑
j

Yj,j+1 (3.5)

for (3.3) respectively.

Next we consider an ansatz for the non-braided form of the spectral parameter depen-

dent YBE (2.6),

R̃ij(u) = Pij + ρ(u) Ỹij . (3.6)

This satisfies spnbYBE when2

PỸ P Ỹ = 0 and ρ(u) = cu.

Note that this constraint on Y implies that Ỹ P Ỹ P = 0 as well. The inverse is given by

R̃−1
ij (u) = Pij − cu Pij ỸijPij . (3.7)

The corresponding Hamiltonian is then given by

H =
∑
j

R̃−1
j,j+1(u)R̃

′
j,j+1(u)

∣∣∣∣∣
u=0

= c
∑
j

Pj,j+1Ỹj,j+1. (3.8)

The Yang-Baxter solutions and the corresponding local Hamiltonians constructed thus

far are completely algebraic, in the sense that they are valid for all choices of the local

Hilbert space Cn. The form of the constant solutions Y , are also not specified. They only

2There exists another possibility where PỸ P Ỹ = η 1, with η a complex constant. We do not consider this
possibility in this work.
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have to satisfy either of the following three Baxterization conditions

Y 2 = 0 Condition I,

Y 2 = η Y Condition II,

P Ỹ P Ỹ = 0 Condition III. (3.9)

We now look at some simple constant Yang-Baxter solutions Y fulfilling these conditions

before we move on to a more systematic treatment with the help of Hietarinta’s 4 × 4

constant non-invertible solutions. This will provide some algebraic realizations of Y that

is independent of the choice of the dimension of the local Hilbert space V .

3.1 Examples

Consider the following factorized ansatz for Y 3

Yij = SiSj . (3.10)

This can satisfy either of the three conditions listed in (3.9). The first two conditions on

Y , namely a nilpotent Y or a projector Y is achieved by requiring that S is also nilpotent

or squares to itself up to a factor, respectively. All these choices are regardless of the

dimension of the representation of S, making these solutions algebraic. In both cases the

operator Y satisfies both the cbYBE (2.1) and cnbYBE (2.2). These choices gives us local

Hamiltonians of the form

H ∼
∑
j

SjSj+1.

These are seemingly simple Hamiltonians with the local neighboring terms commuting

with each other. However it should be noted that these Hamiltonians are non-hermitian.

Moreover some of them are also non-diagonalizable as shall we see later with specific

examples.

When S is nilpotent, the third condition on Y , namely PỸ P Ỹ = 0, is also satisfied.

Thus in this case we have another local Hamiltonian given by

H ∼
∑
j

Pj,j+1SjSj+1.

3Such solutions are special cases of those found in [29].
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Another simple solution of the factorized form is given by

Yij = SiTj . (3.11)

There is no apriori relation between S and T . This implies that they need not satisfy the

constant forms of the YBE as well. However when either S or T is nilpotent they will

satisfy the condition that Y 2 = 0. In this case the operator Y satisfies both the constant

forms of the YBE. The local Hamiltonian is then

H ∼
∑
j

SjTj+1.

On the other hand if they are both proportional to projectors then they only satisfy the

cnbYBE, giving rise to the same kind of local Hamiltonian. The neighboring terms of

this local Hamiltonian in both cases do not commute with each other. This makes this

example more non-trivial than the ones obtained from (3.10).

This solution for Y can also fulfill the PỸ P Ỹ = 0 condition when either one of ST = 0

or TS = 0 is satisfied. This gives rise to the local Hamiltonian

H ∼
∑
j

Pj,j+1SjTj+1.

As in the case of (3.10), all of these solutions are algebraic [representation independent].

3.2 SUSY realizations

SUSY algebras provide a natural realization of nilpotent operators and projectors. So we

define this next. Consider the following relations generated by the supercharge q and its

adjoint q†,

q2 = 0, (q†)2 = 0, (3.12)

{q, q†} = qq† + q†q = b+ f = h. (3.13)

Here h is the SUSY Hamiltonian. It is a sum of the projectors (b, f) to the bosonic and

fermionic sectors. The projector conditions follow from the fact that

bq = qq†q = q ; fq† = q†qq† = q†. (3.14)

11



These relations form the N = 2 SUSY algebra. It describes SUSY quantum mechanics

[38,6]. We can also view it as generators of a Z2-grading of a Hilbert space.

Using these generators it is easy to see that

S = q or S = q†

realizes nilpotent S’s. On the other hand when

S = b or S = f,

we obtain projector S’s. These operators help construct the constant Yij operator SiSj .

They can satisfy either of the three conditions set in (3.9). The corresponding Hamilto-

nians are either given by (3.4) or (3.8).

The operator Yij = SiTj is Baxterized when either one of ST = 0 or TS = 0 is

satisfied. This is easily realized using the SUSY generators4 as

ST = 0



S = q, T = b

S = q†, T = f

S = b, T = q†

S = f, T = q.

S = b, T = f,

(3.15)

The TS = 0 yields the same choices when S and T are interchanged in the above equation.

The Hamiltonians in this case are of the form (3.8).

All of the above SUSY realizations are algebraic or independent of the size of the

representation of the SUSY algebra. For the C2 representation the SUSY generators take

the form

q =

(
0 1

0 0

)
; q† =

(
0 0

1 0

)
,

b = qq† =

(
1 0

0 0

)
; f = q†q =

(
0 0

0 1

)
. (3.16)

It is clear that these matrices perform a Z2-grading of the Hilbert space C2, with b and

f projecting to the ‘bosonic’ and ‘fermionic’ parts of C2. It is also important to note

that the C2 representation of SUSY (3.16) span the space of operators acting on C2,

4For solutions of the generalized Yang-Baxter equation using similar realizations see [31].
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Mat2(C). In fact they are precisely the canonical eij = δij basis of Mat2(C). Thus

these elements can be used to generate all operators acting on a N -fold tensor product of

C2. Thus substituting these matrices into the above SUSY realizations of the A and B

operators we find several constant non-invertible 4×4 Yang-Baxter solutions. However all

of these are equivalent to one of the 12 classes of constant non-invertible solutions found by

Hietarinta [14] under the symmetries (2.7), and (2.10)-(2.12). Next we will systematically

apply this property to realize all the 4 × 4 constant solutions of Hietarinta using these

SUSY algebras.

4 The 4× 4 local non-hermitian Hamiltonians

Hietarinta’s work on the classification of constant 4 × 4 Yang-Baxter solutions includes

12 classes of non-invertible Y operators. We will denote these classes as Rp, q following

Hietarinta [14]. The integer p denotes the number of independent parameters in the

solution and q stands for the number of that solution for a given p. So R2, 4 means the

fourth solution with 2 independent parameters. The indexing does not specify the rank

of the solution. As we consider only non-invertible 4 × 4 solutions, the ranks are three,

two and one.

We will study each of the 12 classes separately. In each case we do the following:

1. Each class is represented by a 4×4 matrix with a certain number of parameters [14].

We will write this 4 × 4 operator in terms of the SUSY generators in (3.16). As

the SUSY generators span the space of operators acting on C2 (3.16), a parameter

appears for each non-zero entry of the 4 × 4 operator. The resulting expression

is algebraic as they can be readily extended to an arbitrary dimension n with an

appropriate Z2-grading.

2. Next we check the conditions under which this algebraic expression satisfies the

constant braided or non-braided YBE. We use the algebra of the SUSY generators

(3.12) to simplify both the sides of the YBE. This imposes some constraints on the

parameters of the SUSY realizations of the 4× 4 operators. We then verify if these

solutions are new or if they fall into one of the 12 classes of non-invertible solutions

in [14] with a continuous gauge transformation

Q =

(
g1 g2

g3 g4

)
. (4.1)

We find no new constant non-invertible 4 × 4 solution by this approach.
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However since our methods are algebraic we obtain the higher dimen-

sional versions of all these 12 classes. This means we can obtain the

n2 × n2 analogs of these 4× 4 solutions.

3. Following this we Baxterize each of these solutions by demanding that they satisfy

one of the three Baxterization conditions presented in (3.9). This results in the

regular spectral parameter dependent version of these 12 classes.

4. The local non-hermitian Hamiltonian is then computed for each class in terms of

the SUSY generators. The expressions are algebraic and thus can be written down

in any dimension. In the qubit representations they are compared with those found

in [9,7]. This is done by checking if there is a local similarity transformation Q⊗Q

(4.1), between the Hamiltonian densities. We also take into account the discrete

symmetries of the YBE (2.10)-(2.12) while checking for equivalences. We find two

new classes of local Hamiltonians corresponding to the R0, 4 and R0, 6

classes.

Notation : A note about the notation in the following subsections. In most constant

solutions of Hietarinta, the parameter q appears. This should not be confused with the

supercharges generating SUSY algebras. The supercharges come with indices and this

should clear the confusion.

4.1 R2, 4

1. A representative of this rank 2 class [14]:

R2, 4 =


0
(
p2 − k2

)
(q − k)

(
p2 − k2

)
(k + q) 0

0 0 0 (k + p)
(
q2 − k2

)
0 0 0 (p− k)

(
q2 − k2

)
0 0 0 0

 . (4.2)

The SUSY realization is

Y 2,4
ij = α biqj + β qibj + γ qifj + δ fiqj α, β, γ, δ ∈ C. (4.3)

2. Satisfies both the cnbYBE and cbYBE when

αγ(β + δ) = βδ(α+ γ), cnbYBE (4.4)

αδ(β + γ) = βγ(α+ δ), cbYBE. (4.5)
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The constant 4× 4 YBE solutions become

Ỹ 2,4
1 =


0 α β 0

0 0 0 αβγ
β(α+γ)−αγ

0 0 0 γ

0 0 0 0

 , Y 2,4
2 =


0 α β 0

0 0 0 γ

0 0 0 αβγ
α(β+γ)−βγ

0 0 0 0

 . (4.6)

The matrix Ỹ 2,4
1 falls into the class R2, 4 under the following gauge transformation{

g2 → 0, g3 → 0, g4 → −8αβg1κk3(α(β−γ)+βγ)
γ2(α−β)3

}
{
p → k − 2αβk

αγ−βγ , q → 2αk
β−α + k

}
.

and Y 2,4
2 falls into the class R2, 4 via the gauge transformation{

g2 → 0, g3 → 0, g4 → −8αβk3κg1(α(β+γ)−βγ)
γ2(α−β)3

}
{
p → k

(
− 2αβ

αγ−βγ − 1
)
, q → 2αk

β−α + k
}
.

3. Baxterization condition I yields:

αγ + βδ = 0, (4.7)

This implies we cannot Baxterize the entire R2, 4 class in this method. The algebraic

expression for the Hamiltonian is given by

H(2,4);I = c
∑
j

[
α bjqj+1 + β qjbj+1 −

β(α+ β)

α− β
qjfj+1 +

α(α+ β)

α− β
fjqj+1

]
.

(4.8)

4. Baxterization condition III fulfilled when:

αδ + βγ = 0. (4.9)

Once again the full parameter space is not Baxterizable in this method. The alge-

braic expression for the Hamiltonian is

H(2,4);III = c
∑
j

[Pj,j+1(α bjqj+1 + β qjbj+1 + γ qjfj+1 + δ fjqj+1)] , (4.10)
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subject to the following two constraints

γ =
α(α+ β)

α− β
, δ = −β(α+ β)

α− β
.

5. In the qubit representation, the local terms take the form

h(2,4);I = h(2,4);III =


0 α β 0

0 0 0 −β(α+β)
α−β

0 0 0 α(α+β)
α−β

0 0 0 0

 .

=
αβ

(α− β)
(σ+

j Zj+1 − Zjσ
+
j+1) +

β2

(β − α)
σ+
j +

α2

(α− β)
σ+
j+1. (4.11)

Here σ± = 1
2(X ± iY ), with X, Y and Z being the three Pauli matrices. The local

term h(2,4);I(III) is equivalent to non-diagonalizable class-3 model of [9]:
0 a2 a3 − a2 a5

0 a1 0 a4

0 0 −a1 a3 − a4

0 0 0 0

 , (4.12)

under the gauge transformations{
g3 → 0, a1 → 0, a2 →

αg4
g1κ

, a3 →
g4(α+ β)

g1κ
, a4 →

βg4(α+ β)

g1κ(β − α)
, a5 → 0

}
.

4.2 R1, 5

1. The rank 3 representative is [14]

R1, 5 =


p+ q 0 0 0

0 q 0 q

0 0 p+ q 0

0 p 0 p

 . (4.13)

Its SUSY realization:

Y 1,5
ij = α q†i fj + µ fifj + β q†i qj + ν fiqj + γ bibj + δ qiq

†
j . (4.14)

The parameters α, µ, β, ν, γ and δ are complex scalars.
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2. Satisfies the cbYBE when

γ = δ = µ+ β, & ν =
µβ

α
(4.15)

The constant YBE solution in the local C2 representation becomes

Y 1,5 =


β + µ 0 0 0

0 0 β + µ 0

0 β 0 βµ
α

0 α 0 µ

 , (4.16)

which is equivalent to R1, 5 class itself with the following gauge conditions{
g2 → 0, g3 → 0, g4 →

αg1
µ

, p → µ

κ
, q → β

κ

}
.

3. This satisfies Baxterization condition II, Y 2 = η Y when γ = δ = 0. With this

additional constraint (4.14) becomes a rank 1 solution. With these constraints this

solution falls into the subclass of R1, 5 itself and the special class of rank-2 (R1, 8)T

class 
0 0 0 0

p k 0 0

0 0 0 0

q 0 0 0


with the gauge transformation{

g1 → 0, g4 →
αg2
β

, k → −β

κ
, p → − β2g3

αg2κ
, q → 0

}
.

4. The algebraic expression for the Hamiltonian is

H(1,5);II = − c

β

∑
j

(α q†j − β fj)(fj+1 +
β

α
qj+1). (4.17)

5. In the C2 representation, the matrix form of the local Hamiltonian density is given
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by

h(1,5);II =


0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 β 0 −β2

α

0 α 0 −β

 .

= −β

4
(1 + ZjZj+1) + β σ−

j σ
+
j+1 +

α

2
σ−
j (1 − Zj+1)

+
β2

2α
(Zj − 1)σ+

j+1 +
β

4
(Zj + Zj+1).

(4.18)

This local term falls into rank-2 model of [9]
0 C(2A−B) C(2A+B) 0

0 2A−B 0 0

0 0 2A+B 0

0 0 0 0

 , (4.19)

with the following gauge transformation{
g1 → −αg3

β
, g4 → 0, B → −2A,C → βg2

αg3
, κ → − β

4A

}
.

4.3 R1, 6

1. The rank 3 representative is [14] is

R1, 6 =


0 p p 0

0 0 k q

0 k 0 q

0 0 0 0

 . (4.20)

The SUSY version is

Y 1,6
ij = α bifj + µ fibj + β biqj + ν qibj + γ qifj + δ fiqj . (4.21)

The parameters α, µ, β, ν, γ and δ are complex scalars.

2. Satisfies the cbYBE if

α = µ, β = ν, & γ = δ, (4.22)
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which yields identical representation with the class R1, 6 for local Hilbert space C2.

3. Satisfies Baxterization condition II when βγ = 0. Results in two rank 2 solution

from here as described below:

Y 1,6
ij;r =

α (bifj + fibj) + β (biqj + qibj), when γ = 0

α (bifj + fibj) + γ (qifj + fiqj), when β = 0
(4.23)

4. The corresponding algebraic expressions for the local Hamiltonians are given by

H(1,6);II,1(2) =


c
α

∑
j

[α (bjfj+1 + fjbj+1) + β (bjqj+1 + qjbj+1)]

c
α

∑
j

[α (bjfj+1 + fjbj+1) + γ (qjfj+1 + fjqj+1)] .
(4.24)

5. In the qubit representation the matrix form of the local terms are

h(1,6);II,1 =


0 β β 0

0 α 0 0

0 0 α 0

0 0 0 0


=

α

2
(1 − ZjZj+1) +

β

2
(Zjσ

+
j+1 + σ+

j Zj+1) +
β

2
(σ+

j + σ+
j+1),

h(1,6);II,2 =


0 0 0 0

0 α 0 β

0 0 α β

0 0 0 0


=

α

2
(1 − ZjZj+1)−

β

2
(Zjσ

+
j+1 + σ+

j Zj+1) +
β

2
(σ+

j + σ+
j+1). (4.25)

The matrix h(1,6);II,1 falls into (4.19) with the following gauge transformation{
g2 → 0, g3 → 0, A → α

2κ
,B → 0, C → βg4

αg1

}
,

and h(1,6);II,2 falls into the same category for the gauge transformations{
g3 → 0, g4 → −αg2

β
,A → α

2κ
,B → 0, C → −g2

g1

}
.
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4.4 R1, 7

1. A rank 2 representative is [14]:

R1, 7 =


0 k(k − q) −k(k + q) p2

0 0 0 q(q − k)

0 0 0 −q(k + q)

0 0 0 0

 . (4.26)

The SUSY realization is

Y 1,7
ij = α biqj + β qibj + γ qifj + δ fiqj + µ qiqj . (4.27)

The parameters α, µ, β, γ and δ are complex scalars.

2. Satisfies both the cnbYBE and cbYBE for the same constraints that appear in the

R2, 4 class.

3. Baxterized in two waysαδ + βγ = 0, for PY PY = 0 Condition III

αγ + βδ = 0, for Y 2 = 0 Condition I.
(4.28)

4. The algebraic expressions for the Hamiltonians are given by

H(1,7);I = c
∑
j

[
α bjqj+1 + β qjbj+1 − β(α+β)

α−β qjfj+1

+α(α+β)
α−β fjqj+1 + µ qjqj+1

]
,

H(1,7);III = c
∑
j

[
Pj,j+1

(
α bjqj+1 + β qjbj+1 +

α(α+β)
α−β qjfj+1

−β(α+β)
α−β fjqj+1 + µ qjqj+1

)]
. (4.29)

5. The matrix forms of the local Hamiltonians in the qubit representation are given by

h(1,7);I = h(1,7);III =


0 α β µ

0 0 0 −β(α+β)
α−β

0 0 0 α(α+β)
α−β

0 0 0 0


= µ σ+

j σ
+
j+1 +

αβ

(α− β)
(σ+

j Zj+1 − Zjσ
+
j+1) +

β2

(β − α)
σ+
j +

α2

(α− β)
σ+
j+1.

(4.30)
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They fall into the class-3 model (4.12) under the gauge transformations described

below{
g3 → 0, a1 → 0, a2 →

αg4
g1κ

, a3 →
g4(α+ β)

g1κ
, a4 →

βg4(α+ β)

g1κ(β − α)
, a5 →

g24µ

g21κ

}
.

4.5 R1, 8

1. The rank 2 representative is [14]

R1, 8 =


0 p 0 q

0 0 0 0

0 k 0 0

0 0 0 0

 . (4.31)

The SUSY realization

Y 1,8
ij = α bifj + β biqj + γ qiqj α, β, γ ∈ C, (4.32)

is a solution of cbYBE.

2. Baxterizes under condition II when γ = 0 lowering the rank of the constant solution.

3. Algebraic expression for the local Hamiltonian

H(1,8);II =
c

α

∑
j

[α bjfj+1 + β bjqj+1] . (4.33)

4. In the qubit representation the local term takes the form

h(1,8);II =


0 β 0 0

0 α 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0


=

α

4
(1 − ZjZj+1) +

β

2
(Zj + 1)σ+

j+1 +
α

4
(Zj − Zj+1). (4.34)

This local term of the Hamiltonian falls into (4.19) with following gauge conditions{
g2 → 0, g3 → 0, A → α

4κ
,B → − α

2κ
,C → βg4

αg1

}
.
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4.6 R1, 9

1. The rank 2 representative is [14]:

R1, 9 =


0 p 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 q

0 0 0 0

 . (4.35)

The SUSY version

Y 1,9
ij = (α bi + β fi)qj α, β ∈ C, (4.36)

satisfies both the braided and non-braided YBE’s.

2. Entire class Baxterizes under the condition I.

3. Algebraic expression for the local Hamiltonian is

H(1,9);I = c
∑
j

[(α bj + β fj)qj+1] . (4.37)

4. In the qubit representation the local term becomes

h(1,9);I =


0 α 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 β

0 0 0 0

 =

[
(α− β)

2
Zj +

(α+ β)

2
1

]
σ+
j+1. (4.38)

This representative does not fall into any of models presented in [9]. However, the

third discrete transformation of this representative falls into the class-1 nilpotency

model of [9] 
0 a1 a2 0

0 a5 0 a3

0 0 −a5
a1a3
a2

0 0 0 0

 (4.39)

under the gauge transformations{
g2 → 0, g3 → 0, a1 → 0, a3 →

a2β

α
, a5 → 0, κ → αg4

a2g1

}
.
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4.7 R1, 10

1. The rank 2 representative is [14]:

R1, 10 =


0 p 0 0

0 0 0 q

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

 . (4.40)

The SUSY realization

Y 1,10
ij = α biqj + β qifj α, β ∈ C, (4.41)

satisfies both the braided and non-braided YBE.

2. Baxterizes under condition III.

3. The algebraic expression for the local Hamiltonian is

H(1,10);III = c
∑
j

Pj,j+1 [α bjqj+1 + β qjfj+1] . (4.42)

4. The qubit representation of the local term in this Hamiltonian

h(1,10);III =


0 α 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 β

0 0 0 0

 =

[
(α− β)

2
Zj +

(α+ β)

2
1

]
σ+
j+1. (4.43)

As in the R1, 9 class, the third discrete transformation of this representative falls

into the class-1 model (4.39) under the gauge transformations{
g2 → 0, g3 → 0, a1 → 0, a3 →

a2β

α
, a5 → 0, κ → αg4

a2g1

}
.

4.8 R1, 11

1. The rank 1 representative is [14]

R1, 11 =


0 p q 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

 . (4.44)
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Its SUSY realization

Y 1,11
ij = α biqj + β qibj α, β ∈ C, (4.45)

satisfies both braided and non-braided YBE.

2. Baxterization conditions I and III are satisfied by the entire class.

3. Algebraic expressions for the Hamiltonians are

H(1,11);I = c
∑
j

[α bjqj+1 + β qjbj+1] (4.46)

H(1,11);III = c
∑
j

[Pj,j+1(α bjqj+1 + β qjbj+1)] . (4.47)

4. In the qubit representation the local terms of both these Hamiltonians take the form

h(1,11);I(III) =


0 α β 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

 =
α

2
(Zj + 1)σ+

j+1 +
β

2
σ+
j (1 + Zj+1). (4.48)

This local term falls into the class-1 model(4.39) under the gauge transformations{
g2 → 0, g3 → 0, a1 →

αa2
β

, a3 → 0, a5 → 0, κ → βg4
a2g1

}
.

4.9 R1, 12

1. The rank 1 representative is [14]

R1, 12 =


0 0 0 0

0 q p 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

 . (4.49)

The SUSY realization

Y 1,12
ij = α fibj + β q†i qj α, β ∈ C, (4.50)

satisfies both the braided and non-braided YBE.

2. Condition II Baxterizes the entire class.

24



3. The algebraic expression for the Hamiltonian becomes

H(1,12);II =
c

α

∑
j

[
α fjbj+1 + β q†jqj+1

]
. (4.51)

4. The local Hamiltonian density in the qubit representation

h(1,12);II =


0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 β α 0

0 0 0 0

 =
α

4
(1 − ZjZj+1) + β σ−

j σ
+
j+1 +

α

4
(Zj+1 − Zj), (4.52)

falls into the special case of XXZ type model
a1 0 0 0

0 b1 c1 0

0 c2 b2 0

0 0 0 a1

 (4.53)

with the following two gauge transformations{
g1 → 0, g4 → 0, a1 → 0, b1 →

α

κ
, c1 →

β

κ
, b2 → 0, c2 → 0

}
,{

g2 → 0, g3 → 0, a1 → 0, b1 → 0, c1 → 0, b2 →
α

κ
, c2 →

β

κ

}
.

4.10 R0, 4

1. A rank 3 representative is [14]

R0, 4 =


1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1

0 1 0 0

0 0 0 1

 . (4.54)

The SUSY realization of this class is given by

Y 04
ij = α(bibj + fifj + bifj) + βfiqj α, β ∈ C. (4.55)

This satisfies cbYBE.

2. The entire class Baxterizes under condition II.

25



3. The algebraic expression for the Hamiltonian is

H(0,4);II =
c

α

∑
j

[α(bjbj+1 + fjfj+1 + bjfj+1) + β fjqj+1] . (4.56)

4. The qubit representation of the local term of the Hamiltonian is

h(0,4);II =


α 0 0 0

0 α 0 0

0 0 0 β

0 0 0 α

 =
α

4
(31+ZjZj+1)−

β

2
(Zj − 1)σ+

j+1 +
α

4
(Zj −Zj+1). (4.57)

Note that the last term in this Hamiltonian vanishes on a closed chain or periodic

boundary conditions. The model is a deformation of the Ising model. It does not

fall in any of the classes of Hamiltonians presented in [9] and two additional models

(page 12 of [7]) derived from R-matrices of difference form.

4.11 R0, 5

1. Another rank 3 representative is [14]

R0, 5 =


1 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 0 0

 . (4.58)

The SUSY expression is

Y 05
ij = bibj + bifj + fibj . (4.59)

2. Baxterizes with condition II.

3. The algebraic expression for the local Hamiltonian is

H(0,5);II = c
∑
j

[bjbj+1 + bjfj+1 + fjbj+1] . (4.60)
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4. The Hamiltonian density in the qubit representation

h(0,5);II =


1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0

 =
1

4
(31 − ZjZj+1 + Zj + Zj+1), (4.61)

falls into the special case of the 4-vertex model under the gauge transformation{
g1 → 0, g4 → 0, a1 → 0, b1 →

1

κ
, a2 →

1

κ
, b2 →

1

κ

}
,{

g2 → 0, g3 → 0, a1 →
1

κ
, b1 →

1

κ
, a2 → 0, b2 →

1

κ

}
.

4.12 R0, 6

1. The rank 2 representative is [14]

R0, 6 =


1 1 1 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1

 . (4.62)

The SUSY realization

Y 06
ij = α(bibj + fifj) + β(biqj + qibj) α, β ∈ C, (4.63)

satisfies the cbYBE.

2. Baxterizes under condition II.

3. Algebraic expression for the local Hamiltonian is

H(0,6);II =
c

α

∑
j

[α(bjbj+1 + fjfj+1) + β(bjqj+1 + qjbj+1)] . (4.64)

In the C2 representation the Hamiltonian density

h(0,6);II =


α β β 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 α

 =
α

2
(1+ZjZj+1)+

β

2
(σ+

j Zj+1+Zjσ
+
j+1+σ+

j +σ+
j+1), (4.65)
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is not equivalent to any of the classes [9] and the two additional models ( [7], p-12)

derived from the difference form of the R-matrices.

4.13 Summary of inequivalent non-hermitian Hamiltonians

The inequivalent local non-hermitian Hamiltonians are summed up in Table 1. We find 9

inequivalent classes. Class R1, 5 is not included as their 4× 4 representation is equivalent

by a gauge transformation to the 4 × 4 representation of R1, 8T . The two Hamiltonians

obtained in class R1, 6 (4.24) are equivalent to each other and so we include just one of

them here. The class R1, 10 gives the same Hamiltonian density as R1, 9 in the 4 × 4

representation, and so we have not included it. We have also omitted R2, 4 as it can be

obtained from R1, 7 when µ = 0.

Note that all the Hamiltonians, except the one obtained from the R0, 5 class, are

‘naturally’ non-hermitian without the need of making the parameters complex. The local

Hamiltonian corresponding to the R0, 5 class contains only diagonal elements and so this

becomes non-hermitian only when the overall constant c is set to a complex number.

Class Algebraic Hamiltonian 4× 4 Hamiltonian density

R1, 6 c
α

∑
j

[α (bjfj+1 + fjbj+1) + β (bjqj+1 + qjbj+1)]


0 β β 0

0 α 0 0

0 0 α 0

0 0 0 0



R1, 7 c
∑
j

[
α bjqj+1 + β qjbj+1 − β(α+β)

α−β qjfj+1 +
α(α+β)
α−β fjqj+1 + µ qjqj+1

]

0 α β µ

0 0 0 −β(α+β)
α−β

0 0 0 α(α+β)
α−β

0 0 0 0



R1, 8
c

α

∑
j

[α bjfj+1 + β bjqj+1]


0 β 0 0

0 α 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0



R1, 9 c
∑
j

[(α bj + β fj)qj+1]


0 α 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 β

0 0 0 0
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R1, 11 c
∑
j

[α bjqj+1 + β qjbj+1]


0 α β 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0



R1, 12
c

α

∑
j

[
α fjbj+1 + β q†jqj+1

]

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 β α 0

0 0 0 0



R0, 4
c

α

∑
j

[α(bjbj+1 + fjfj+1 + bjfj+1) + βfjqj+1]


α 0 0 0

0 α 0 0

0 0 0 β

0 0 0 α



R0, 5 c
∑
j

[bjbj+1 + bjfj+1 + fjbj+1]


1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0



R0, 6
c

α

∑
j

[α(bjbj+1 + fjfj+1) + β(bjqj+1 + qjbj+1)]


α β β 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 α


Table 1: The different inequivalent non-hermitian Hamiltonians obtained in Sec. 4.
The algebraic expressions in the second column are written in terms of the elements
of the SUSY algebra. Substituting the two dimensional representation (3.16) yields
the 4×4 form in the third column. To obtain higher dimensional spin chains use the
prescription outlined in Sec. 5.1 on the algebraic expressions of the second column.
The parameters α, µ, β, ν, γ and δ are complex scalars.

5 Features of the algebraic method

Several results are an immediate consequence of the algebraic nature of the expressions

presented, be it the R-matrices or the Hamiltonians. First we see that the regular R-

matrices obtained in this work satisfy the braided unitarity condition,

R̃ij(u)R̃ji(−u) ∼ 1. (5.1)
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It follows immediately from (3.3),(3.6) that R̃ji(−u) = R̃−1
ij . Next, the expressions for the

local Hamiltonians in terms of the SUSY generators enable us to obtain models for any

dimension of the local Hilbert space. This is done by choosing an appropriate representa-

tion for the SUSY generators in higher dimensions. The algebraic expressions also help us

determine when the non-hermitian Hamliltonians are non-diagonalizable and when they

are not. It also provides a way to compute the spectrum of some of the low lying states

in some cases as we shall demonstrate.

5.1 Higher dimensional spin chains

To construct spin chains in local Hilbert spaces with dimension greater than 2, we first

need to find the representations of the SUSY algebra in such spaces. As noted earlier

this means that we require a Z2-grading of Cn for n > 2. In dimension 3, there is just

one way to do this, namely by splitting the 3 dimensions into a sector of dimension 2 and

another sector of dimension 1. It is a matter of choice to call these sectors ‘bosonic’ and

‘fermionic’. There is additional freedom in choosing the two states that form the ‘bosonic’

sector. These should lead to equivalent systems as the resulting supercharges are related

by a rotation. The SUSY generators in one of these cases are written as5

q = 1√
2


0 1 1

0 0 0

0 0 0

 ; q† = 1√
2


0 0 0

1 0 0

1 0 0



b = qq† =


1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

 ; f = q†q = 1
2


0 0 0

0 1 1

0 1 1

 . (5.2)

Substituting these supercharges into the algebraic expressions for the Hamiltonians in

Sec. 4 we obtain the corresponding spin 1 models. As an illustration, the Hamiltonian

densities of spin 1 integrable models corresponding to the R0, 4 and R0, 6 classes are given

5Similar realizations are also interpreted in terms of symmetric inverse semigroups [30].
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by

hspin-1(0,4) =



α 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 α
2

α
2 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 α
2

α
2 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 β

2
√
2

β

2
√
2
0 β

2
√
2

β

2
√
2

0 0 0 0 α
4

α
4 0 α

4
α
4

0 0 0 0 α
4

α
4 0 α

4
α
4

0 0 0 0 β

2
√
2

β

2
√
2
0 β

2
√
2

β

2
√
2

0 0 0 0 α
4

α
4 0 α

4
α
4

0 0 0 0 α
4

α
4 0 α

4
α
4



, hspin-1(0,6) =



α β√
2

β√
2

β√
2
0 0 β√

2
0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 α
4

α
4 0 α

4
α
4

0 0 0 0 α
4

α
4 0 α

4
α
4

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 α
4

α
4 0 α

4
α
4

0 0 0 0 α
4

α
4 0 α

4
α
4



.

(5.3)

For 4 and higher dimensions we can write down more inequivalent supercharges corre-

sponding to the chosen Z2-grading. For example in dimension 4 we have two choices for

the Z2-grading. We can either spilt the space into two sectors of dimension 2 each or

we can split the space into sectors with one having dimension 3 and the other dimen-

sion 1. This corresponds to the number of non-zero bi-partitions of the integer 4. The

supercharges corresponding to these two gradings are given by

q(2,2) =
1√
2


0 0 1 1

0 0 1 1

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

 ; q(3,1) =
1√
3


0 1 1 1

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

 . (5.4)

The remaining elements of the SUSY algebra are generated using these expressions. Note

that the 2 × 2 block in q(2,2),

(
1 1

1 1

)
can be replaced by any other 2 × 2 matrix as it

does not alter the fact that the resulting matrix is still nilpotent. If the different 2 × 2

matrices are inequivalent then the resulting supercharges are inequivalent as well leading

to inequivalent models for a given grading. We will study them more systematically

elsewhere.

These supercharges lead to spin 3
2 models when they are substituted into the local
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Hamiltonians obtained in Sec. 4. For example we have

h
spin-3/2
(1,7) =

1√
2



0 0 α α 0 0 α α β β µ√
2

µ√
2

β β µ√
2

µ√
2

0 0 α α 0 0 α α β β µ√
2

µ√
2

β β µ√
2

µ√
2

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −β(α+β)
α−β −β(α+β)

α−β 0 0 −β(α+β)
α−β −β(α+β)

α−β

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −β(α+β)
α−β −β(α+β)

α−β 0 0 −β(α+β)
α−β −β(α+β)

α−β

0 0 α α 0 0 α α β β µ√
2

µ√
2

β β µ√
2

µ√
2

0 0 α α 0 0 α α β β µ√
2

µ√
2

β β µ√
2

µ√
2

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −β(α+β)
α−β −β(α+β)

α−β 0 0 −β(α+β)
α−β −β(α+β)

α−β

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −β(α+β)
α−β −β(α+β)

α−β 0 0 −β(α+β)
α−β −β(α+β)

α−β

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 α(α+β)
α−β

α(α+β)
α−β 0 0 α(α+β)

α−β
α(α+β)
α−β

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 α(α+β)
α−β

α(α+β)
α−β 0 0 α(α+β)

α−β
α(α+β)
α−β

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 α(α+β)
α−β

α(α+β)
α−β 0 0 α(α+β)

α−β
α(α+β)
α−β

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 α(α+β)
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α(α+β)
α−β 0 0 α(α+β)

α−β
α(α+β)
α−β

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



(5.5)

This procedure can easily be extended to higher dimensions. The number of gradings

for n > 2 scales as ⌊n2 ⌋. Thus the algebraic method is flexible in constructing spin chains

in all dimensions.

5.2 Spectrum of the non-hermitian Hamiltonians

In general, non-hermitian Hamiltonians are expected to have a complex spectrum. They

may be diagonalizable or not. When they are non-diagonalizable their eigenvectors do not

form a complete set. In these cases several eigenvectors of a degenerate eigenvalue coin-

cide. These eigenvalues are called exceptional points in continuous systems and has many

interesting properties [28]. In the discrete setup of spin chains such non-diagonalizable

Hamiltonians have appeared in the context of N = 4 super Yang-Mills theory [16] where

they are called eclectic spin chains. Though they are integrable, the usual methods of

the algebraic Bethe ansatz do not apply, thus making it a testing ground for the develop-

ment of new theoretical techniques in integrability. Generalizations of these spin chains

have also been considered from a non-gauge theoretic point of view in [1], where they are

constructed from deformed permutation operators. It is thus of interest to classify the

Hamiltonians of Table 1 according to whether they are diagonalizable or not.
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The algebraic forms of the Hamiltonians given in (3.4), (3.8) already show that the local

Hamiltonian densities are non-diagonalizable as they are derived from the Baxterization

conditions I (Y 2 = 0) and III (PỸ P Ỹ = 0) (3.9). This shows that the local terms of the

two Hamiltonians are nilpotent implying that their only eigenvalue is 0. Such matrices

will be defective and can only be reduced to a Jordan form. On the other hand the local

Hamiltonian density in (3.5), obtained from Baxterization condition II (Y 2 = ηY ), shows

that these Hamitlonians can be diagonalizable. Here too the algebraic expressions via the

SUSY generators will aid us in settling this problem, thus illustrating the advantage of

this formalism.

From the above arguments the Hamiltonian densities corresponding to the classes-

R1, 7, R1, 9, R1, 11 are non-diagonalizable (See Table 1). The remaining Hamiltonians

have diagonalizable local terms. These are easily seen using the SUSY algebra realizations.

This does not however, conclusively determine if the total Hamiltonians are diagonalizable

or not. This requires more study but we will still consider one of the non-diagonalizable

Hamiltonian densities, namely h(1,11);I . Denote the basis states of C2 as

|u⟩ =

(
1

0

)
; |d⟩ =

(
0

1

)
.

Then using the qubit representation of the SUSY generator in (3.16), we see that any

product state with consecutive |u⟩’s or consecutive |d⟩’s are annihilated by the local Hamil-

tonian density. On the other hand, the other two combinations of consecutive symbols

|ud⟩ and |du⟩, are converted into the state |uu⟩. This property extends to the global spin

chain as well. It is not hard to see that this system has only two zero modes, the two

ferromagnetic states

|zu⟩ = |u1u2 · · ·uN ⟩ ; |zd⟩ = |d1d2 · · · dN ⟩.

The system is frustration-free as both the local and global Hamiltonians kill the above

states. The other states contain both |u⟩’s and |d⟩’s. The Hamiltonian maps the state

containing k (k < N) number of |d⟩’s into one with k − 1 number of |d⟩’s. Thus states

containing both |u⟩’s and |d⟩’s can never become eigenstates of this Hamiltonian.

Furthermore the time evolution of a non-diagonalizable system is quite different from

that of a diagonalizable one. The Jordan form of the non-diagonalizable Hamiltonian is

written in terms of upper triangular blocks corresponding to the different eigenvalues λ.
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Each such block takes the form

Jλ = λ 1 +Mλ. (5.6)

The evolution operator for that block then becomes

e−iJλt = e−iλt
p−1∑
k=0

(−it)k

k!
Mk ; Mp = 0. (5.7)

This shows that for non-diagonalizable Hamiltonians, the time evolution suppresses the

exponential evolution with a polynomial function in time.

A preliminary look at the R1, 11 Hamiltonian density h(1,11);I(4.48) shows that it can

be written as three Jordan blocks: two blocks of size 1 and one block of size 2,

J
(1)
0 = (0), J

(2)
0 = (0), J

(3)
0 =

(
0 1

0 0

)
.

The final expression of Jordan canonical form for h(1,11);I is given by

J (1,11) = J
(1)
0 ⊕ J

(2)
0 ⊕ J

(3)
0 .

As the only eigenvalue of this matrix is 0, the time evolution of this system is in fact linear

in time with no exponential part. However this is the result for the Hamiltonian density.

We still need to obtain the Jordan form of the full Hamiltonian. We notice that the full

Hamiltonian becomes nilpotent at an exponent that scales with the number of sites N .

For example at N = 3, H4 = 0. Thus in this case the time evolution is polynomial in

t. Clearly as N becomes very large the time evolution begins to approximate that of the

usual exponential function.

The boost operator formalism helps us derive higher order charges for this system.

The expression of spin chain boost operator [24] is given by

B =
∞∑

j=−∞
j hj,j+1. (5.8)

We can generate the local higher order charges in a recursive manner

Qr+1 ∼ [B,Qr]. (5.9)

For example, the third and fourth order interaction terms for the local Hamiltonians
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obtained from the R1, 11 class

Qj,j+1,j+2 ∼ β2 qjqj+1bj+2 − α2 bjqj+1qj+2 (5.10)

Qj,j+1,j+2,j+3 ∼ β3 qjqj+1qj+2bj+3 − α3 bjqj+1qj+2qj+3. (5.11)

With some effort it can be seen that these operators are indeed conserved as they commute

with the Hamiltonian obtained from the R1, 11 class. This also indicates that the boost

operator method goes through for this non-hermitian system.

All of this makes the R1, 11 class a source of an interesting non-hermitian ferromagnetic

system that is non-diagonalizable. We expect similar interesting behavior for the other

non-hermitian systems as well. A more detailed analysis of all these cases is reserved

future publications.

6 Conclusion

In this work we have constructed three regular R-matrices that satisfy the spectral

parameter-dependent Yang-Baxter equations in additive form. Two of them, (3.2) and

(3.3), satisfy the braided form of the YBE, whereas one of them, (3.6), satisfies the non-

braided form [standard or more commonly the RTT -form] of the YBE. These solutions

are algebraic [representation independent], in the sense that they do not depend on the

dimension of the local Hilbert space in which we are working. Thus these R-matrices

provide solutions in all dimensions when the right representation is chosen.

These three solutions depend on a constant Yang-Baxter solution Y , that can be either

invertible or non-invertible. They have to satisfy at least one of the three Baxterization

conditions presented in (3.9) for the construction of the spectral parameter dependent

version to go through. It is important to note that this is not an exhaustive set of regular

R-matrices as there are possible extensions of the Baxterization techniques used in this

work. We know that this should in fact be true as in a few cases, the technique used did

not Baxterize an entire Hietarinta class. It is possible to find more algebraic ansätze to

Baxterize the entire Hietarinta class. They could possibly produce new classes of regular

solutions. We will consider a more systematic treatment along these lines in the future.

Our technique is tested on the 4×4 constant, non-invertible solutions of Hietarinta [14].

The 12 solutions are first made algebraic by writing them in terms of SUSY generators

as explained in Sec. 3.2. These give rise to 9 inequivalent local Hamiltonians that are

summed up in Table 1. They are compared with the solutions of [9, 7]. We find two new

classes coming from the Hietarinta classes R0, 4 and R0, 6. In addition to all of them being
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non-hermitian some are non-diagonalizable. This is surveyed in Sec. 5.2. The algebraic

expressions for each one of them allows us to construct the higher dimensional spin chains

corresponding to all these solutions. This is described in Sec. 5.1.

There are a few other interesting directions to pursue:

1. The regular R-matrices for non-hermitian integrable systems while convenient to

produce conserved quantities may still not help to solve the model via algebraic

Bethe ansatz. The solutions for these models require new techniques which require

further exploration.

2. We have seen that the non-diagonalizable classes have polynomial time evolution.

These would be easier to simulate on a quantum computer. Thus finding the inte-

grable quantum circuits [33, 36, 2] corresponding to these Hamiltonians would be a

worthy pursuit.

3. We can repeat this analysis for constant invertible Y operators. One would expect

hermitian integrable systems in this case. It would be interesting to see if these

methods produce new classes of R-matrices and local Hamiltonians in this case.

4. Non-hermitian Hamiltonians can model dissipative systems, open systems or even

systems out-of-equilibrium. It would be interesting to interpret the spin chains

presented here in these contexts as well.
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