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of applications. For these models we use the Functional Separation of Variables (FSoV)

technique with a new tool called Character Projection to compute all matrix elements of a

complete set of operators, which we call principal operators, in the basis diagonalising the

tower of conserved charges as determinants in Q-functions. Building up on these results we

then derive similar determinant forms for the form-factors of combinations of multiple prin-

cipal operators between arbitrary factorizable states, which include, in particular, off-shell

Bethe vectors and Bethe vectors with arbitrary twists. We prove that the set of principal

operators generates the complete spin chain Yangian. Furthermore, we derive the representa-

tion of these operators in the SoV bases allowing one to compute correlation functions with

an arbitrary number of principal operators. Finally, we show that the available combinations

of multiple insertions includes Sklyanin’s SoV B operator. As a result, we are able to derive

the B operator for slpNq spin chains using a minimal set of ingredients, namely the FSoV

method and the structure of the SoV basis.
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1 Introduction

Integrability in physical systems is an extremely powerful tool often allowing one to extract

exact results in very complicated systems. One such example is maximally supersymmetric

Yang-Mills theory in 4D (N “ 4 SYM) whose spectral problem, due to integrability, has

been reduced to a simple set of equations on a handful of Baxter Q-functions called Quantum

Spectral Curve (QSC) [1]. At the same time, in integrable spin chains, the Q-functions serve

as building blocks of the model’s wave functions and correlation functions in a special basis

called separation of variables (SoV) basis [2] leading one to believe that the same should be

true in N “ 4 SYM.

Remarkably, certain three point correlation functions in N “ 4 SYM have indeed been

shown to take an incredibly simple form when expressed in terms of the QSC Q-functions

[3–5] and the resulting expressions are reminiscent of correlation functions in integrable spin

chains when expressed in separated variables. This observation has been one of the main

driving factors in the development of SoV methods for higher rank [6–11] integrable spin

chains which was, until recently, only applicable to the simplest rank one models with slp2q

symmetry, see [12] for a recent comprehensive review.

The operator-based SoV (OSoV) construction, going back to the original ideas of Sklyanin

[13], has recently been supplemented with a functional SoV (FSoV) construction [14] allow-

ing one to compute highly non-trivial quantities such as scalar products and form factors

directly in separated variables bypassing the explicit operator-based construction of the SoV

bases. This makes the functional approach particularly attractive in settings where an explicit

construction of the SoV bases is complicated. Such example include infinite-dimensional sys-

tems without a highest-weight state. For instance, FSoV has been already used to compute

non-perturbative correlators directly in N “ 4 SYM and its cousin 4D conformal fishnet

theory1 [3, 19]. In particular, the functional SoV approach allows one to naturally compute

a family of diagonal form factors xΨ|BpÎ|Ψy, where p is some parameter of the model and Î

is an integral of motion, using standard quantum mechanical perturbation theory arguments

1The operator-based SoV construction has also been used to compute Basso-Dixon correlators in 2D fishnet

CFT [15] and has recently seen remarkable extensions to the 4D setting [16–18]. The crucial difference with

our approach is that in those papers the SoV is applied in the “mirror” channel. This simplifies the problem

of finding the SoV basis dramatically. At the same time it requires one to consider each Feynman diagram

separately rather than giving a resummed non-perturbative result.
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[14, 19, 20]. Interesting quantities which can be extracted using this approach are the form-

factors of various local operators, including a family of non-trivial Feynman diagrams [19] in

conformal fishnet theory. Unfortunately, it was not initially clear how to advance beyond the

computation of diagonal form-factors.

In this paper we advance the study of correlators using the FSoV approach by tackling

this issue with a novel character projection technique and by identifying a set of pN ´ 1q ˆ

pN ` 1q distinguished operators �a,rpuq, which we call principal. The operators �a,rpuq are

polynomials in u, whose coefficients are certain linear combinations of elements of the spin

chain monodromy matrices in anti-symmetric representations of slpNq. In general, they do

not commute with the integrals of motion, but, nevertheless, with the help of the character

projection method, we managed to compute their off-diagonal matrix elements in a simple

determinant form in terms of the Q-functions. Even more generally, we show that the same

determinant form holds true for the form factor xΨA|�a,rpuq|ΨBy, where |ΨBy and xΨA| are

two general factorisable states, which also includes off-shell Bethe states.

Generalising our results further, we show that the form-factors of certain anti-symmetric

combinations of the principal operators also take a determinant form. Importantly, a par-

ticular case of such combinations is the SoV Bpuq operator, which is at the heart of the

operatorial SoV construction [6, 8, 10, 21–23]. The SoV B operator has long been known as

a rather mysterious object having been initially obtained by Sklyanin [21] in analogy with

SoV for classical integrable models [24]. In higher rank systems, its relation to quantum SoV

was only recently understood in [6] but the precise reason for its structure remained unclear,

despite its many nice properties [8, 10]. In this paper we demonstrate that B naturally follows

from the interplay between the FSoV construction and the approach presented in [7, 8, 10] and

we derive its explicit form directly. This closes an important conceptual gap in the existing

literature.

Finally, we also compute the SoV representation of all the principal operators, which

allows one to construct arbitrary combinations of these operators (not only anti-symmetric).

In particular we show that those operators generate the complete set of the spin chain Yangian

operators Tijpuq. Note that at least in the finite dimensional case, this implies, via the

“quantum inverse transform” [25] that we have an access to all local symmetry generators

E
pαq
ij from which one can in turn build any physical observables in this system. We also believe

this to be the case in general but we do not have a simple proof of this.

This paper is organsied as follows. In section 2 we review basic aspects of slpNq spin

chains and elements of the operatorial SoV construction which we will use throughout the

paper. In 3 we review the functional SoV method, which is the main tool used in this paper,

and we use it to approach the computation of diagonal form-factors. In 4 we tackle the

computation of off-diagonal correlators for the so-called principal operators and introduce the

character projection trick in the simplest but highly non-trivial setting of slp3q spin chains.

In 5 we extend our construction to include correlators of multiple principal operators, and

find the SoV B and C operators. The general slpNq case is an almost-trivial extension,

which we perform in section 6, which demonstrates the power of our construction. Finally in
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section 7 we prove that the principal operators form a complete basis of the observables. Four

appendices supplement the main text. Appendix A contains an alternative derivation of a

key relation used in the main text. Appendix B contains a derivation of the matrix elements

of principal operators in the SoV bases. Finally, in appendix C we discuss how the FSoV

method together with the SoV bases built using the ideas of [7] allows one to deduce Sklyanin’s

SoV B operator which has long been a gap in the literature. We have attached an ancillary

Mathematica file with the arxiv submission of this paper which computes the SoV matrix

elements of the principal operators. The file is named CodeForFormfactorsInSoVbasis.nb.

2 Lightning review of slpNq spin chains and separation of variables

Here we give a speedy review of the main notations and formulate our set-up for the slpNq

spin chain.

2.1 slpNq spin chain and transfer matrices

In order to keep our exposition short we only write the basic formulas we use throughout the

paper with special emphasis on slp3q spin chains. In this paper we consider mainly the same

set-up as in [20].

glpNq algebra. To define the slpNq spin chain we introduce L copies of the glpNq algebra,

one per site of the spin chain, with each copy generated by E
pαq
ij subject to the commutation

relations ”
E
α
ij ,E

β
kl

ı
“ δαβpδjkE

α
il ´ δliE

α
kjq . (2.1)

We will consider a spin-s highest-weight representation of this algebra with highest-weight

state |0y satisfying

E
α
ij|0y “ 0, i ă j

E
α
ii|0y “ ωi|0y ,

(2.2)

where ω1 “ ´s and ωi “ `s for i ą 2. This is the simplest non-compact representation which

can be considered and we have chosen it for simplicity to illustrate our main results, but we

believe all the main statements can be easily extended to more general representations.

One can build the representation space of one site α of the spin chain as polynomials of

N ´ 1 variables zα1 , . . . z
α
N´1. The full representation space will just be the tensor product of

the representations at each site, for a total of LpN ´ 1q degrees of freedom. The explicit form

of the generators can be found in [20] for N “ 2 and N “ 3 and the general N construction

can be found for example in [26, 27].

Using the glpNq algebra we define a Lax operator acting on the α-th site

L
pαq
ij puq “ u δij ` iEα

ji . (2.3)

As usual, the α-th Lax operator will act on the tensor product of a quantum space, i.e. the

representation space of the α-th site of the spin chain, and an auxiliary space C
N . We can
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then build the monodromy matrix by taking a product in the auxiliary space of the Lax

operators at every site

Tijpuq “
ÿ

k1

. . .
ÿ

kL´1

L
p1q
ik1

pu ´ θ1qL
p2q
k1k2

pu ´ θ2q . . .L
pLq
kL´1j

pu ´ θLq (2.4)

where θα denote the spin chain inhomogeneities which we take to be real. The monodromy

matrix satisfies the following commutation relation, known as RTT relations

´ ipu ´ vqrTjkpuq, Tlmpvqs “ TlkpvqTjmpuq ´ TlkpuqTjmpvq , (2.5)

which defines the Yangian algebra YpglpNqq with generators Tijpuq.

The fundamental transfer matrix Tpuq which generates integrals of motion is defined to

be the trace of the monodromy matrix

Tpuq “ tr pT puqq “ T11puq ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` TNN puq (2.6)

and satisfies rTpuq,Tpvqs “ 0. Taking the trace, however, will result in integrals of motion

which have degenerate spectrum (due to the preserved slpnq symmetry). To lift the degen-

eracies we introduce a twist G in the monodromy matrix and instead define

Tpuq “ trpT puqGq (2.7)

where G is an N ˆ N matrix. The twisting preserves the commutativity rTpuq,Tpvqs “ 0,

guaranteeing that the twisted transfer matrix continues to produce commuting integrals of

motion. For a diagonalisable G, without loss of generality we can choose G to be diagonal

with distinct eigenvalues λj , j “ 1, . . . , N . As we will see, for our purposes it is much more

convenient, by adjusting the frame with a suitable slpNq rotation, to choose G to be the

so-called companion matrix with entries

Gij “ p´1qj´1χjδi1 ` δi,j`1 , (2.8)

where χj are the elementary symmetric polynomials in the eigenvalues λi

Nź

j“1

pt ` λjq “
Nÿ

r“0

tN´rχr . (2.9)

Note that χr are the characters of the anti-symmetric representations of GLpNq. The use-

fulness of this choice of twist in the SoV framework has now been extensively demonstrated

[8, 10, 20]. Most notably, the separated variable bases producing factorised wave functions

for the integrals of motion are independent of the twist eigenvalues in this frame. We will

return to this point later.

From the definition of the Lax operator (2.3) we see that the transfer matrix is a poly-

nomial in the spectral parameter u of degree L. Therefore we can think of the coefficients

of the powers of u as integrals of motion (IoM). Since there are only L independent IoMs in
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T, we are still missing LpN ´ 2q IoMs to grant integrability2. Hence we need to introduce

additional transfer matrices in anti-symmetric representations of slpNq, denoted as Tapuq 3

with Tpuq “ T1puq. These are easily obtained by the fusion procedure [28] for the Lax oper-

ator, where we take anti-symmetric products of the fundamental one (2.3) with shifts in the

spectral parameter as:

L
paq

j̄,k̄
“ Lj1

rk1

ˆ
u ` i

a ´ 1

2

˙
L
j2
k2

ˆ
u ` i

a ´ 3

2

˙
. . .L

ja
kas

ˆ
u ´ i

a ´ 1

2

˙
, (2.10)

where j̄ “ tj1, . . . , jLu and k̄ “ tk1, . . . , kLu.

We also need to fuse the twist matrix in a similar way, obtaining:

G
paq

j̄,k̄
“ G

j1
rk1

G
j2
k2

. . . G
ja
kas . (2.11)

Note that although the lower indices are explicitly anti-symmetrised the anti-symmetrisation

is also present in the upper indices.

A feature of the fused twist matrix which will play a very important role later in the

text is the following – when G is the companion twist matrix (2.8) then all fused twists Gpaq

are linear in characters χr, r “ 0, . . . , N with χ0 “ 1. Clearly this is true for G itself but

the fact that it holds for all Gpaq is a bit surprising as these are degree a polynomials in the

entries of G. To prove this consider (2.8): the δi1 ensures that χr can only appear in (2.11)

when an index in the set j1, . . . , ja is equal to 1. Any term which is at least quadratic in

characters would require at least two such terms in this set to be 1, but such a term would

then vanish due to the anti-symmetry of these indices. It is also easy to verify that for any

a “ 1, . . . , N ´ 1 each character χr appears with non-zero coefficient in the twist matrix.

Finally, the transfer matrix in the antisymmetric representation Ta is obtained in the

same way as the fundamental one:

Tapuq “
ÿ

b̄,b̄i

L
ap1q

b̄b̄1
pu ´ θ1qL

ap2q

b̄1b̄2
pu ´ θ2q . . .L

apLq

b̄L´1b̄L
pu ´ θLqG

paq

b̄L b̄
. (2.12)

The transfer matrices generate a mutually commuting family of integrals of motion

rTapuq,Tbpvqs “ 0 . (2.13)

Since La is a polynomial in u of degree a, the corresponding transfer matrix will have degree

aL. Since in principle we can have a “ 1 . . . , N , it looks like we might have too many IoMs.

However, it turns out that there are some trivial prefactors of u in Ta for a ą 1. For example,

the so-called quantum determinant TN is completely non-dynamical i.e. it is proportional to

the identity operator. By removing all such scalar prefactors the family of transfer matrices

Ta, a “ 1, . . . , N ´ 1 contains precisely LpN ´ 1q nontrivial IoMs, matching the numbers of

2The Hilbert space of the spin chain is the space of polynomials in LpN ´ 1q variables.
3Higher transfer matrices are usually denoted Ta,spuq with s “ 1 for anti-symmetric representations. Since

we will not use any other transfer matrices we simply denote Ta,1 “ Ta.
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dofs and guaranteeing integrability of our spin chain 4. We can introduce reduced transfer

matrices tapuq, which are polynomials of degree L related to the original transfer matrices as

Tapuq “ ta

ˆ
u `

i

2
pa ´ 1q

˙ a´1ź

k“1

Q
r2s´2k`a´1s
θ puq , (2.14)

where we introduced the polynomial Qθpuq “
śL

α“1pu ´ θαq and use the standard notation

for shifts of the spectral parameter

f rnspuq :“ f

ˆ
u `

i

2
n

˙
, f˘puq “ fpu ˘ i

2
q, f˘˘puq “ fpu ˘ iq . (2.15)

We can expand ta into a family of mutually commuting integrals of motion Îa,β

tapuq “ χa u
L `

Lÿ

β“1

uβ´1Îa,β . (2.16)

We will define the right (left) eigenstates of the mutually commuting transfer matrices as |Ψy

(xΨ|), and the relative eigenvalue of ta as τa, so that:

tapuq|Ψy “ τapuq|Ψy, xΨ|tapuq “ xΨ|τapuq . (2.17)

Similarly for the integrals of motion Îa,β we have

Îa,β|Ψy “ Ia,β|Ψy, xΨ|Îa,β “ Ia,βxΨ| . (2.18)

2.2 Principal operators

A major goal in this paper will be to compute the matrix elements of (sums of) certain

monodromy matrix entries between two transfer matrix eigenstates and their generalisation

to arbitrary factorisable states. We will refer to these particular monodromy matrix entries

as principal operators.

The principal operators are defined as follows. As was demonstrated above, each of the

fused companion twist matrices Gpaq are linear in the characters χr. As such, each of the

transfer matrices tapuq admits an expansion5

tapuq ”
Nÿ

r“0

χr �a,rpuq . (2.19)

We call the operators �a,rpuq principal and the reason for their importance will become clear

in section 4. Note that they are independent of the twist eigenvalues λj as all twist dependence

of the transfer matrices is contained in the characters χr.

4Such naive counting should be handled with care as the number of degrees of freedom is not a well-

defined notion for quantum systems. The number of independent integrals of motion may also drop for certain

representations, see [7]. Note that none of the details of this paper rely on such subtleties.
5In LATEXone can use the \textpeso command to generate this symbol.

– 6 –



For example, the transfer matrix t1puq can be expanded as

t1puq “
N´1ÿ

j“1

χ0Tj,j`1puq `
Nÿ

r“1

χrp´1qr´1Tr1puq , (2.20)

where χ0 “ 1.

Similar expansions can be performed for the higher transfer matrices tapuq. For this we

need to introduce quantum minors defined by

T
”
i1...ia
j1...ja

ı
puq “

ÿ

σ

p´1q|σ|T
ra´1s
i1jσp1q

puq . . . T
r´a`1s
iajσpaq

puq (2.21)

where the sum is over all elements σ of the permutation group on a indices. The transfer

matrices Tapuq in the a-th antisymmetric representation are then given by

Tapuq “
ÿ

1ďi1ă¨¨¨ăiaďN

T
”
i1...ia
j1...ja

ı
puqGj1i1 . . . Gjaia . (2.22)

As a result of the summation condition 1 ď i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ia ď N the coefficient of each χr is a

sum of quantum minors with distinct upper indices which cannot cancel each other and as a

result the coefficient of each χr is non-zero as long as 1 ď a ď N ´ 1.

While most principal operators are given by large sums over quantum minors things

simplify for a “ N ´ 1 as the N ´ 1-th anti-symmetric representation monodromy matrix is

simply equal to the quantum-inverse matrix of T puq divided by a trivial factor. We introduce

the notation T ij for these operators, defined by

T ijpuq
N´1ź

k“1

Q
r2ps´kqs
θ puq “ T

”
1 ... ĵ ...N

1 ... î ... N

ı ˆ
u ´

i

2
pN ´ 2q

˙
(2.23)

where the notation î, ĵ means that the corresponding index is removed. It is then easy to

derive

tN´1puq “
N´1ÿ

r“0

χr T
r`1,N puq ´ χN

N´1ÿ

j“1

T j`1,jpuq . (2.24)

We will write out explicitly the principal operators in terms of monodromy matrix ele-

ments Tij for the special cases of slp2q and slp3q.

slp2q case. In this case we have

t1puq “ T12puq ` χ1T11puq ´ χ2T21puq (2.25)

and hence

�1,0puq “ T12puq, �1,1puq “ T11puq, �1,2puq “ ´T21puq . (2.26)
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slp3q case. For the special case of slp3q there are only two non-trivial transfer matrices t1puq

and t2puq which in the notations described above admit the expansions of table 2.2, where t2
is written both in terms of the original monodromy elements Tij and the elements T ij defined

in (2.23)

�1,0puq “ `T12 ` T23

�1,1puq “ `T11

�1,2puq “ ´T21

�1,3puq “ `T31

�2,0puq “
`
T12T

´´
23 ´ T13T

´´
22

˘
{Q

r2s´2s
θ `T 13{Q

r2s´2s
θ

�2,1puq “
`
T11T

´´
23 ´ T13T

´´
21

˘
{Q

r2s´2s
θ `T 23{Q

r2s´2s
θ

�2,2puq “
`
T11T

´´
22 ´ T12T

´´
21

˘
{Q

r2s´2s
θ `T 33{Q

r2s´2s
θ

�2,3puq “
`
´T11T

´´
32 ` T12T

´´
31 ´ T21T

´´
33 ` T23T

´´
31

˘
{Q

r2s´2s
θ ´pT 21 ` T 32q{Q

r2s´2s
θ

Since the transfer matrices tapuq admit the expansion (2.16) into integrals of motion Îa,α

it clearly follows that each Îa,α also admits a linear expansion into characters χr. We will

denote the coefficients of the characters in this expansion I
prq
a,α and so

Îa,α “
Nÿ

r“0

χr Î
prq
a,α . (2.27)

Finally, since the transfer matrices commute for different values of the spectral parameters

rtapuq, tbpvqs “ 0 we see that by expanding into principal operators we obtain the relation

ÿ

r,s

χrχsr�a,rpuq,�b,spvqs “ 0 . (2.28)

As this should hold for arbitrary twists λ it is easy to see6 that the above expression implies

r�a,rpuq,�b,spvqs`r�a,spuq,�b,rpvqs “ 0 which in particular gives r�a,rpuq,�b,rpvqs “ 0, that is

principal operators corresponding to the same character index r form a commutative family.

2.3 Baxter equations

The spectrum of transfer matrices can be determined by means of the Baxter equations.

These are finite-difference equations for functions denoted Qi and Qi, i “ 1, . . . , N called

6For example one can change variables from λi, i “ 1, . . . , N to χi, i “ 1, . . . , N . The Jacobian of such

transformation is simply a Vandermonde determinant of λ’s so this is always possible for generic λ’s. After

that (2.28) becomes a quadratic polynomial in N independent variable χi, i “ 1, . . . , N which is identically

zero, which is only possible if all coefficients vanish.
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Q-functions. The Baxter equations can be conveniently written as

OQi “ 0, O:Qi “ 0 . (2.29)

We refer to O as the Baxter operator and O: as the dual Baxter operator. They are finite-

difference operators defined as

O: “
Nÿ

a“0

p´1qaτapuqDN´2a , O “
Nÿ

a“0

p´1qaD2a´N τapuqεpuq (2.30)

where D is the shift operator satisfying D fpuq “ fpu ` i
2

q, τa, a “ 1, . . . , N ´ 1 are the

eigenvalues of the reduced transfer matrices ta and we have denoted:

τ0puq “ Q
r2ss
θ , τN puq “ χNQ

r´2ss
θ , Qθpuq “

Lź

α“1

pu ´ θαq , (2.31)

and finally εpuq is the function

εpuq “
Lź

β“1

Γps ´ ipu ´ θβqq

Γp1 ´ s ´ ipu ´ θβqq
. (2.32)

The Q-functions can be characterised by their large-u asymptotics which are related to the

twist eigenvalues λj . We label the Q-functions so that their asymptotics read

Qj „ λiu
j uMi , Qj „ λ´iu

j uM
i

(2.33)

where Mi and M i are some real quantum numbers determined by the state in question. It

is also possible to choose the Q-functions so that one of the Q-functions Qi, which we take

to be Q1, and N ´ 1 of the Q-functions Qi, which we take to be Q1`a, a “ 1, . . . , N ´ 1, are

twisted polynomials, meaning that they have the structure

Q1puq “ λiu
1 q1puq, Q1`apuq “ λ´iu

1`aq
1`apuq , (2.34)

where q1puq and q1`apuq are polynomials. Requiring that the equations (2.29) have twisted-

polynomials solutions Q1 and Q2, . . . , QN we constrain the possible values for the coefficients

τapuq, which gives the spectrum of the IoM for the spin chain in this approach [29].

2.4 SoV bases and wave functions

The SoV bases for the representations considered in this work were constructed in [20]. The

left SoV basis xx| is obtained by diagonalising the B operator [21][22][6] and the right SoV

basis |yy is obtained by diagonalising the C operator [20, 30], see [20] for definitions of the B

and C operators for the slpNq case. For the specific case of slp3q we have

Bpuq “ ´T11pT´´
11 T22 ´ T´´

21 T21q ´ T21pT´´
11 T23 ´ T´´

21 T13q , (2.35)

Cpuq “ ´T11pT11T
``
22 ´ T21T

``
21 q ´ T21pT11T

``
23 ´ T21T

``
13 q . (2.36)
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Using the RTT relations (2.5) it is possible to rewrite these expressions in a slightly different

form:

Bpuq “ ´T11pT11T
´´
22 ´ T22T

´´
21 q ´ pT11T

´´
23 ´ T13T

´´
21 qT21 , (2.37)

Cpuq “ ´T11pT``
11 T22 ´ T``

22 T21q ´ pT``
11 T23 ´ T``

13 T21qT21 . (2.38)

This simple rewriting allows us to express the B and C operators in terms of the principal

operators (after removing the trivial non-dynamical factor) in an ordering which will be

convenient later

´
Bpuq

Q
r2s´2s
θ

” bpuq “ �1,1�2,2 ´ �2,1�1,2 , ´
Cpuq

Q
r2ss
θ

” cpuq “ �1,1�
``
2,2 ´ �

``
2,1 �1,2 . (2.39)

The spectrum of Bpuq was first found in [6] and then generalised for general representations

in [8]. In our case we get

xx|bpuq “ xx|
Lź

α“1

N´1ź

a“1

pu ´ xα,aq , cpuq|yy “
Lź

α“1

N´1ź

a“1

pu ´ yα,aq|yy (2.40)

where each SoV basis element xx| and |yy is parameterised by LpN ´1q numbers xα,a and yα,a

respectively, with α “ 1, . . . , L and a “ 1, . . . , N ´ 1, which are of the form

xα,a “ θα ` ips ` nα,aq, yα,a “ θα ` ips ` mα,a ` 1 ´ aq , (2.41)

where nα,a and mα,a are non-negative integers subject to the constraints nα,1 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě

nα,N´1 ě 0 and mα,1 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě mα,N´1 ě 0 with each possible configuration correspond-

ing to a basis state. In the polynomial representation described above in section 2.1 the

SoV ground states x0| and |0y (with all n’s or m’s being zero) can be shown to be constant

polynomials. It is convenient to fix their normalization to be

x0| “ 1 , |0y “ 1 . (2.42)

SoV charge. A useful object proposed in [30] is the so-called SoV charge operator N. It

commutes with the Bpuq and Cpuq operators and is diagonalised in both SoV bases |yy and

xx| and counts the number of “excitations” above the SoV ground state. More precisely:

N|yy “

˜ÿ

α,a

mα,a

¸
|yy, xx|N “ xx|

˜ÿ

α,a

nα,a

¸
. (2.43)

It can be obtained as the first non-trivial coefficient in the large u expansion of Bpuq or Cpuq.

Wave function factorisation. The xx| basis factorises the wave functions Ψpxq of the right

transfer matrix eigenstates |Ψy whereas the basis |yy factorises the wave functions Ψpyq of
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the left transfer matrix eigenstates xΨ|. The right wave functions (i.e. eigenfunctions of the

transfer matrices) are then given explicitly by

Ψpxq :“ xx|Ψy “
Lź

α“1

N´1ź

a“1

Q1pxα,aq (2.44)

and the left wave functions are given by

Ψpyq :“ xΨ|yy “
Lź

α“1

N´1ź

a“1

det
1ďa,bďN´1

Qa`1

ˆ
yα,b `

i

2
pN ´ 2q

˙
. (2.45)

For the above to be correct one should of course fix the normalisation of Ψ, for example by

fixing x0|Ψy and xΨ|0y in agreement with (2.44) and (2.45). After that (2.44) and (2.45) stay

true for any element of the SoV basis [6, 8, 10, 20].

The scalar product between two states, normalised as described above, is then given by

xΨA|ΨBy “
ÿ

x,y

ΨApyqMy,xΨBpxq . (2.46)

Here My,x is the measure in the SoV basis. It can be also written in terms of the dual

bases |xy and xy|, which are defined such that xx|x1y “ δx,x1 and xy|y1y “ δy,y1 , as the overlap

My,x “ xy|xy. In general the overlaps xy|xy are not diagonal and so the matrix My,x could be

potentially quite complicated. Nevertheless it is known explicitly from [20], and we review

its structure next.

2.5 SoV measure

The explicit form of the measure, worked out in [20], is given by 7

My,x “ sL
ÿ

k

signpσq

˜
N´1ź

a“1

∆a

∆θ

¸
Lź

α“1

N´1ź

a“1

rα,nα,a

rα,0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
σα,a“kα,a´mα,a`a

. (2.47)

See Appendix B for a detailed derivation of this formula. We will now summarise the notations

we use, following [20]. sL is a simple sign factor

sL “ p´1q
L
4

pL´1qpN2`N´2q . (2.48)

σ denotes a permutation of L copies of the numbers t1, 2, . . . , N ´ 1u

t1, . . . , 1loomoon
L

, . . . , N ´ 1, . . . , N ´ 1loooooooooomoooooooooon
L

u (2.49)

with σα,a denoting the number at position a ` pα ´ 1qpN ´ 1q. σ0 denotes the identity

permutation on this set and so σ0
α,a “ a. The signature of the permutation signpσq is ˘1

7There is a typo in [20] where the sign factor sL does not appear. However, it is correctly included in the

Mathematica code contained in that paper.
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depending on the number of elementary permutations needed to bring the ordered set uσ´1p1qY

uσ´1p2q ¨ ¨ ¨ Y uσ´1pN´1q to the canonical order u1,1, u1,2, . . . , uL,N´1 where uσ´1paq “ tuα,b :

σα,b “ au. Whereas signpσq could be ambiguous due to different possible orderings inside

σ´1paq, the combination with the Vandermondes ∆b is well defined. There are
pN´1qL!
L!N´1 possible

permutations σ, and if σ is not such a permutation we define signpσq “ 0.

Since the SoV charge operator (2.43) commutes with both bpuq and cpuq, My,x is only

non-zero if the states xx| and |yy have the same SoV charge eigenvalue. Furthermore, My,x is

only non-zero if there exists a permutation σ of the number (2.49) such that

mα,a “ nα,a ´ σα,a ` a (2.50)

for each α, a. There are distinct dual basis states |xy with the same value of nα,a and hence

there are multiple permutations satisfying (2.50). We denote such inequivalent permutations

(within each αq by k which we then sum over. The sum over k is needed only in a limited

number of cases, for example in the slp3q case only k “ n is possible.

In (3.3), ∆b, which depends on σ, denotes the Vandermonde determinant constructed

from all xα,a for which σα,a “ b and ∆θ denotes the Vandermonde determinant built from θ’s

∆θ “
ź

αăβ

pθα ´ θβq . (2.51)

Finally, the function rα,n is defined as

rα,n “ ´
1

2π

Lź

β“1

pn ` 1 ´ iθα ` iθβq
2s´1

, (2.52)

where pzqs “ Γps`zq
Γpzq is the Pochhammer symbol.

An explicit Mathematica implementation of the measure is provided in [20]. Although

the scalar product can be expressed as the sum (2.46) it is most conveniently expressed using

the functional SoV (FSoV) formalism which we now review.

3 Functional Separation of Variables method

In this section we review the key idea of the functional separation of variables method of [14].

We will then extend this method in section 4 by introducing the character projection tool.

3.1 Functional orthogonality and scalar product

The key relation in the functional SoV approach is the adjointness condition [14, 20, 30]
´́
fO:g

¯̄
α

“
´́
gMαOf

¯̄
α
, (3.1)

where the bracket
´́
fpwq

¯̄
α
is defined by

´́
fpwq

¯̄
α

“

ż 8

´8
dwµαpwqfpwq , (3.2)
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the measure factor µα is given by [20]

µαpwq “
1

1 ´ e2πpw´θα´isq

Lź

β“1

Γps ´ ipw ´ θβqq

Γp1 ´ s ´ ipw ´ θβqq
, (3.3)

and Mα is some irrelevant factor which does not depend on the functions f and g. By

appropriate re-definitions of the Baxter equations it is possible to set Mα “ 1, but it is

nontrivial in our current conventions.

We will be interested in particular in the case where the functions f and g are certain

Q-functions Q1 and Q2, . . . , QN or functions with similar analytic properties. The way to

compute these integrals is to close the contour in the upper half plane and write them as a

sum of residues. However, we need to ensure that the integrals actually converge and that

the contour can be closed in this way without changing the result. In order to do so, it is

sufficient to impose constraints on the twists that we find inside the Q-functions, as in [20],

which read

0 ă argλa ´ argλ1 ă 2π, a “ 2, . . . , N . (3.4)

Once we do this, we can replace the integral by the sum of the residues in the upper half-plane.

Since the Q-functions are analytic everywhere, the only contribution comes from the simple

poles of the measure factor (3.3). These poles are situated at w “ θα ` is ` in, n P Zě0. As

such we can write the bracket as an infinite sum of the residues at the poles of the measure:

´́
fpwq

¯̄
α

“
8ÿ

n“0

rα,n

rα,0
fpθα ` is ` inq , (3.5)

with rα,n being the residue of µα at the pole θα ` is ` in:

rα,n “ ´
1

2π

Lź

β“1

pn ` 1 ´ iθα ` iθβq2s´1 , (3.6)

where pzqs “ Γps`zq
Γpzq denotes the Pochhammer symbol and we have included the overall

normalisation rα,0 for convenience.

3.2 Basic idea of Functional SoV

To demonstrate the basic idea of the FSoV notice that the adjointness condition (3.1) implies

in particular
´́
fO:Q1`a

¯̄
α

“ 0 “
´́
Q1O

:g
¯̄
α

“ 0, α “ 1, . . . , L, a “ 1, . . . , N ´ 1 (3.7)

and so if we pick Q1`a
A and QB

1 to be the Q-functions associated to two transfer matrix

eigenstates |ΨAy and |ΨBy we have:

´́
QB

1 pO:
A ´ O

:
BqQ1`a

A

¯̄
α

“ 0, α “ 1, . . . , L, a “ 1, . . . , N ´ 1 . (3.8)
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Now if we insert the explicit form of O: (2.30) for the two states A and B we obtain the

following system of equations:

Lÿ

β“1

N´1ÿ

b“1

´́
QB

1 u
β´1Q

1`a rN´2bs
A

¯̄
α
IAB
b,β “ 0, α “ 1, . . . , L, a “ 1, . . . , N ´ 1 (3.9)

where we have defined IAB
b,β “ p´1qbpIAb,β ´ IBb,βq. Here IAb,β (IBb,β) are the eigenvalues of the

integrals of motion Îb,β (defined in (2.16)) evaluated on the state |ΨAy (|ΨBy). All other terms

of the Baxter operator cancel out since they do not depend on the state. Since the collection

of integrals of motion Ib,β has non-degenerate spectrum at least one of the differences IAB
b,β

must be non-zero for the two distinct states and so in order for the linear system (3.9) to

have a non-trivial solution we must have8

det
pa,αq,pb,βq

´́
QB

1 u
β´1Q

1`a rN´2bs
A

¯̄
α

9 δAB . (3.10)

This is the functional orthogonality relation. It reproduces a crucial feature of the scalar

product between two Bethe states, namely that it vanishes for two distinct states. In fact, it

can be shown [20] to be exactly identical to the scalar product (2.46) by including a state-

independent normalisation N which should be chosen to ensure that M0,0 “ 1 and so we

have

xΨA|ΨBy “
1

N
det

pa,αq,pb,βq

´́
QB

1 u
β´1Q

1`a rN´2bs
A

¯̄
α
, (3.11)

where the normalisation factor N is given by

N “
ź

αąβ

pθα ´ θβqN´1 “ p´1q
L
2

pL´1qpN´1q∆N´1
θ (3.12)

where ∆θ is the Vandermonde determinant

∆θ :“
ź

αăβ

pθα ´ θβq . (3.13)

3.3 Scalar product between arbitrary factorisable states

The functional orthogonality relation (3.10), together with the orthogonality conditions for

the vacuum state M0,x “ δ0,x and My,0 “ δy,0, allows one to completely determine all matrix

elements My,x of the measure from the knowledge of the determinant form of the scalar

product (3.11). In fact, by considering all possible pairs of different states A and B, we

obtain a system of linear equations for every matrix element. A rigorous counting can even

be carried out in the infinite-dimensional case [20].

8A row in this matrix is labelled by the pair pa, αq and a column is labelled by the pair pb, βq. The pairs of

indices pa, αq and pb, βq are ordered lexicographically.
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As was noticed in [20] the fact that the determinant (3.11) reproduces the sum (2.46) is

independent of whether or not the functions Q1 and Q1`a actually solve the Baxter equation.

As a result, we can consider any so-called factorisable states |Φy and xΘ| with wave functions

Φpxq “
Lź

α“1

N´1ź

a“1

Fαpxα,aq, Θpyq “
Lź

α“1

det
1ďa,bďN´1

G1`a
α

ˆ
yα,b `

i

2
pN ´ 2q

˙
, (3.14)

where Fα and G1`a
α can be any functions (chosen such that the infinite sum over SoV states

converges) and their scalar product will still be given by the determinant (3.11), where the

bracket is understood as the sum over residues (3.5).

A useful and non-trivial example to consider is the case of the scalar product between

eigenstates of two transfer matrices built with different twists. Concretely, we consider a

family of transfer matrices Ta corresponding to (2.12) and another family of transfer matrices

T̃a with G replaced by G̃, obtained by replacing the twist parameters λi of G with a new

set λ̃i. It was first demonstrated in [8] and further explored in [10, 20] that the SoV bases

are independent of the twist parameters λj after appropriate normalisation. As a result, the

same SoV bases serve to factorise the wave functions of transfer matrices built with any twist

matrix of the form (2.8) such as G̃ and so we have

xΨA|Ψ̃By “
ÿ

x,y

ΨApyqMy,xΨ̃Bpxq , (3.15)

where we have denoted a right eigenstate of the transfer matrices T̃a by |Ψ̃By. This means

that we can easily compute scalar products between eigenstates of transfer matrices with

different twists via determinants of Q-functions. In particular we get:

xΨA|Ψ̃By “
1

N
det

pa,αq,pb,βq

´́
Q̃B

1 u
β´1Q

1`a rN´2bs
A

¯̄
α

(3.16)

where Q̃B
1 are the Q-functions associated to the state |Ψ̃By and the transfer matrices T̃apuq.

3.4 Correlators from variation of spin chain parameters

The functional SoV approach allows one to extract a host of diagonal form-factors by varying

the integrals of motion with respect to some parameter p of the spin chain, such as twists λj

or inhomogenities θα or even the local representation weights [19]. The construction is based

on standard quantum mechanical perturbation theory and we review it here for completeness.

The starting point is the trivial relation
´́
Q1O

:Q1`a
¯̄

“ 0 with Q1`a being on-shell

Q-function i.e. satisfying the dual Baxter equation O:Q1`a “ 0. This obviously remains

true if we consider a variation p Ñ p ` δp of the parameter p in Q1`a and O resulting in´́
Q1pO: ` δpO

:qpQ1`a ` δpQ
1`aq

¯̄
“ 0. Expanding to first order in δ, using the adjointness

property of O: and also assuming that OQ1 “ 0 we obtain at the leading order in the

perturbation ´́
Q1BpO

:Q1`a
¯̄
α

“ 0 . (3.17)
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By expanding out BpO
: this relation allows one to obtain an inhomogeneous linear system

for the derivatives BpIb,β of the integral of motion eigenvalues Ib,β. As a result we have the

relation, following from Cramer’s rule,

xΨ|BpÎb1,β1 |Ψy

xΨ|Ψy
“ BpIb1,β1 “

det
pa,αq,pβ,bq

m1
pa,αq,pb,βq

det
pa,αq,pβ,bq

mpa,αq,pb,βq
, (3.18)

where mpa,αq,pb,βq “
´́
Q1u

β´1DN´2bQ1`a
¯̄
α
and m1 is obtained from m by replacing the

column pb1, β1q with ypa,αq ”
´́
Q1Ŷp ˝ Q1`a

¯̄
α
, where Ŷp is the part of BpO

: which does not

depend on the integrals of motion, given by:

Ŷp “ ´
´

BpQ
r´2ss
θ D´N ` p´1qNBpQ

r`2ss
θ D`N

¯
´

N´1ÿ

b“1

p´1qb`1Bpχbu
LD´2b`N . (3.19)

We introduce the short-hand notation for the determinants as follows

rob,βs ” det
pa,αq,pb,βq

´́
Q̃B

1 ob,βQ
A
1,1`a

¯̄
, (3.20)

where ob,β is some finite difference operator. Since the l.h.s. makes no reference to the twists

or indices A and B used on the Q-functions these should be inferred from context. As such

the scalar product in this notation is given by

xΨA|Ψ̃By “
1

N
rwβ´1D3´2bs . (3.21)

We will also use the replacement notation

rpb1, β1q Ñ os , (3.22)

which corresponds to replacing wβ1´1D3´2b1
in the determinant rwβ´1D3´2bs with the finite

difference operator o. For instance the numerator of (3.18) becomes

det
pa,αq,pb,βq

m1
pa,αq,pb,βq ” rpb1, β1q Ñ Ŷ s . (3.23)

Since the scalar product xΨ|Ψy in our normalisation is proportional to the denominator of

the right hand side (see (3.15)) we have

xΨ|BpÎb1,β1 |Ψy “
1

N
rpb1, β1q Ñ Ŷ s . (3.24)

It is appealing to assume then that the operator BpÎb1,β1 can be characterised by this particular

modification of the structure of the determinant as compared to the identity operator given

by (3.15). One can also notice that for the identity operator in (3.15) we managed to obtain a

more general relation with the left and right states corresponding to two different eigenvalues
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of the transfer matrix or, even more generally, to the transfer matrices with different twists. It

is thus very tempting to upgrade the relation (3.24) by replacing xΨ| and Q1`a accordingly by

those corresponding to a different state. Whereas this does give the right result in some cases,

as was noticed in [3], in general this strategy, unfortunately, fails as we verified explicitly for

some small length cases. However, for the case when the parameters p are the twist angles

this naive approach gives the correct result as we prove in the next section where we also

provide generalisations of this result.

At this point it is, however, very easy to announce our main observation of the next

section, which we prove rigorously there. Namely, we noticed that for the case of p “ λa the

equation (3.24) survives a series of upgrades. Firstly, it works for two arbitrary left and right

factorisable states. Secondly, and probably the most surprising, it still works for multiple

derivatives in the twist parameters:

xΨA|Bλa1
. . . Bλak

Îb1,β1 |ΨBy “
1

N

«
pb1, β1q Ñ ´

N´1ÿ

b“1

p´1qb`1Bλa1
. . . Bλak

χbu
LD´2b`N

ff
.

(3.25)

In the next section we will derive this identity using the character projection extension of

the FSoV method. We will also see more explicitly what the operators of the type (3.25) are

closely related with the principal operators introduced earlier.

4 Character projection

In this section we extend the FSoV method, introduced in the previous section, in order to

obtain form-factors of non-trivial operators between two arbitrary factorisable states. We will

use these results in the next section to extract the matrix elements of a set of observables in

the SoV bases in a similar way to the measure, which then allows us to efficiently compute

the expectation values of a complete set of physical observables. For simplicity in this section

we constrain ourselves to the slp3q case.

4.1 Derivation

We start from the conjugate Baxter operator O:. A common notation for the Q-functions of

the slp3q case is Q1`a :“ Q1,1`a and we will use this notation here. O: gives 0 when applied

to the Q1,1`a functions as they satisfy the Baxter equation (2.29), which in the slp3q case

becomes:

O: “ Q
r2ss
θ D3 ´ τ1D

1 ` τ2D
´1 ´ χ3Q

r´2ss
θ D´3 , O:Q1,1`a “ 0 . (4.1)

This implies that for any g, chosen such that the integral in the scalar product is convergent,

we have: ´́
gO

:
AQ

A
1,a`1

¯̄
α

“ 0 , α “ 1, . . . , L , a “ 1, 2 . (4.2)

For definiteness we take g “ Q̃B
1 , which is a Q-function corresponding to a state of a transfer

matrix with generic twist λ̃a, different from that of the state A, which we denote as λa. The
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corresponding characters are denoted as χ̃r and χr. We consider the set of 2L equations

in (4.2) as equations on the 2L integrals of motion IAb,β, b “ 1, 2, β “ 1, . . . , L, which are the

non-trivial coefficients in τ2puq and τ1puq. More explicitly we have

ÿ

β,b

p´1qb
´́
Q̃B

1 u
β´1D3´2bQA

1,a`1

¯̄
α
IAb,β “ ´

3ÿ

r“0

χr

´́
Q̃B

1 O
:
prqQ

A
1,a`1

¯̄
α
, (4.3)

where we introduced the following notations for the non-dynamical terms in the dual Baxter

equation (4.1):

O
:
p0q “ Q

r2ss
θ D3 , O

:
p1q “ ´uLD , O

:
p2q “ uLD´1 , O

:
p3q “ ´Q

r´2ss
θ D´3 . (4.4)

The solution to (4.3) can be written as a ratio of determinants. In the notations of section 3.4

we have

IAb1,β1 “ p´1qb
1`1

3ÿ

r“0

χr

rpb1, β1q Ñ O
:
prqs

rwβ´1D3´2bs
. (4.5)

At the same time, since IAb1,β1 is the eigenvalue of the operator Îb1,β1 on the left eigenstate xΨA|

we have

IAb1,β1 “
xΨA|Îb1,β1 |Ψ̃By

xΨA|Ψ̃By
“ N

xΨA|Îb1,β1 |Ψ̃By

rwβ´1D3´2bs
(4.6)

where in the last identity we used the expression for the scalar product of two factorisable

states (3.16). Comparing (4.5) and (4.6) we get

xΨA|Îb1,β1 |Ψ̃By “
p´1qb

1`1

N

3ÿ

r“0

χr rpb1, β1q Ñ O
:
prqs . (4.7)

The next step, which we call character projection is quite crucial. As we discussed in Sec-

tion 2.2 the IoMs, as operators, depend non-trivially on the twist of the spin chain λa, but

when expressed in terms of the characters this dependence is linear in χr, see (2.27). We also

notice that the r.h.s. of (4.7) has explicit linear dependence on χr. However, notice that both

sides of (4.7) have an additional implicit dependence on the twists through the eigenstate

xΨA| and the corresponding Q-function QA
1,1`a. In order to remove this dependence we use

the result of section 3.3, which states that the determinants in the r.h.s. of (4.7) can be

written in the form

p´1qb
1`1

N
rpb1, β1q Ñ O

:
prqs “

ÿ

x,y

ΨApyqM
prq;b1 ,β1

y,x Ψ̃Bpxq (4.8)

which is analogous to (3.15), with M
prq;β1,a1

y,x being independent of the states A and B. In

section 5.2 we compute the coefficients M
prq;β1,a1

x,y explicitly. The expression (4.8) is obtained

by expanding the determinant and comparing the combinations of the Q-functions with those

appearing in Ψ̃Bpxq and ΨApyq as shown in (2.44) and (2.45).
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At the same time for the l.h.s. of (4.7) we have

xΨA|Îb1,β1 |Ψ̃By “
ÿ

x,y

xΨA|yyxy|Îb1,β1 |xyxx|Ψ̃By (4.9)

by using completeness of SoV bases. The operator Îb1,β1 can be decomposed into terms

corresponding to different characters χr as Îb1,β1 “
ř3

r“0 χr Î
prq
b1,β1, see (2.27). By comparing

(4.8) and (4.9) we get

ÿ

x,y

xΨA|yyxx|Ψ̃By

«
3ÿ

r“0

χr

´
xx|Î

prq
b1,β1 |yy ´ M

prq;b1,β1

x,y

¯ff
“ 0 . (4.10)

Note that the expression in the square brackets does not depend on the state A and only

carries the information on the twist of this state in the characters χr. For simplicity, consider

an arbitrary finite dimensional case with representation of dimension D per site. Considering

the expression in the square bracket as a collection ofDLˆDL numbers computed for different

x and y we get a system of linear equations on those coefficients. There are DL states xΨA|

and DL states |Ψ̃By so we have as many equations as unknowns and furthermore the matrix

xΨA|yyxx|Ψ̃By can be considered as an overlap matrix between two complete bases xΨA|b|Ψ̃By

to xx| b |yy in the double copy of the initial Hilbert space H bH:, and thus is not degenerate.

In fact we have many more of the equations as |Ψ̃By contains its own set of independent

continuous twist parameters. We see that as a consequence of the consistency of the linear

system it should have a trivial solution and thus we should have that the square bracket is

identically zero
3ÿ

r“0

χr

´
xx|Î

prq
b1,β1 |yy ´ M

prq;b1,β1

x,y

¯
“ 0 . (4.11)

The above equation also stays true for the infinite dimensional case and this will be argued

in Appendix B where the coefficients M
prq;b1,β1

x,y are explicitly computed.

Another way to arrive to (4.11) from (4.10) is by multiplying the l.h.s. by xy1|ΨAyxΨ̃B |x1y

and summing over complete basis of eigenstates ΨA and ΨB with the completeness relation 9

1 “
ÿ

A

|ΨAyxΨA| (4.12)

As a result we have
ř

Axy1|ΨAyxΨA|yy “ δyy1 which removes the dependence on the wave

functions and leads to (4.11).

Next, the round bracket in (4.11) does not depend on the twists, and the only way the

above identity stays true for arbitrary values of twists is if

xx|I
prq
b1,β1 |yy “ M

prq;b1,β1

x,y . (4.13)

9See Appendix D for a proof of the existence of this relation for our family of infinite-dimensional repre-

sentations.
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Thus we get a set of 4ˆ 2ˆL observables Î
prq
a,α explicitly in the SoV basis, which are precisely

the coefficients of the principal operators �a,rpuq

�a,rpuq “
Lÿ

β“1

I
prq
a,βu

β´1 ` uLδa,r . (4.14)

In section 7.1 we prove that this set of observables is complete and we will explicitly compute

the SoV matrix elements for �a,rpuq in section 4.4.

Finally, after obtaining the relations (4.13) for the individual operators in the SoV basis

we can revert the logic and multiply (4.13) by
ř

x,yxΨA|yyxx|Ψ̃By to obtain the character

projected version of the equation (4.7)

xΨA|Î
prq
b1,β1 |Ψ̃

By “
p´1qb

1`1

N
rpb1, β1q Ñ O

:
prqs , (4.15)

which constitutes the main result of this section. To summarise, we obtained a determinant

form of form-factors of all operators Î
prq
b,β between two arbitrary factorisable states. It is easy

to see that (4.15) is equivalent to (3.25).

Before closing this subsection a comment is in order. A key step in our derivation relied

on the denominator in (4.6) being non-zero. This is indeed non-zero as long as |Ψ̃By is not

orthogonal to xΨA| which is true as long as |Ψ̃By is a generic factorisable state or as long as the

twists in |Ψ̃By are independent from those in xΨA|. The expressions (4.15) for the form-factors

are then valid for any choice of twists or indeed any factorisable states. However, it is possible

to recast the derivation in an alternate way which avoids this step completely and we present

it in Appendix A: the above derivation, which may be singular in certain degenerate cases,

is presented to highlight the determinant origin of our result as a consequence of Cramer’s

rule. Finally, the counting argument presented above relied on the representation being finite

dimensional. The results remain true even when extended to the infinite-dimensional case as

is discussed in Appendix B.

4.2 Form-factors for slp3q principal operators

In the previous section we found the form-factors of the coefficients Î
prq
a,α of the u-expansion of

the principal operators �a,rpuq. In this section we derive compact determinant expressions for

the form-factors of �a,rpuq themselves as functions of the spectral parameter u. We will use

w for the dummy spectral parameter appearing inside the determinants to avoid confusion

with u – the argument of �a,rpuq.

Let us start from �1,1puq “ T11puq. From (4.14) we see this principal operator is a

generating function for the set of operators Î
p1q
1,α with α “ 1, . . . , L. From (4.15) we thus have

xΨA|T11puq|Ψ̃By “ uLxΨA|Ψ̃By ´
1

N

Lÿ

β1“1

uβ
1´1rp1, β1q Ñ wLDs . (4.16)
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This expression appears to be a sum over determinants. Let us show that it can be compressed

into a single determinant. Let us write the determinants in the sum (4.16) more explicitly by

introducing the notation

rob,βs “ ro1,1, . . . , o1,L, o2,1, . . . , o2,Ls , (4.17)

obtaining

N xΨA|�1,1puq|Ψ̃By “ (4.18)

´ u0rwLD, wD, w2D, . . . , wL´1D,D´1, wD´1, . . . , wL´1D´1s

´ u1rD, wLD, w2D, . . . , wL´1D,D´1, wD´1, . . . , wL´1D´1s

´ u2rD, wD, wLD, . . . , wL´1D,D´1, wD´1, . . . , wL´1D´1s

. . .

` uLrD, wD, w2D, . . . , wL´1D,D´1, wD´1, . . . , wL´1D´1s ,

where in the last term we also wrote the overlap of the states in the determinant form (3.16).

By a simple rearrangement of the columns we get p´1qLrtpwj ´ ujqDuLj“1, twj´1D´1uLj“1s

or equivalently p´1qLrtpw ´ uqwj´1DuLj“1, twj´1D´1uLj“1s. Hence we arrive to the following

expression as a single determinant

xΨA|�1,1puq|Ψ̃By “
p´1qL

N
rtpw ´ uqwj´1DuLj“1, twj´1D´1uLj“1s . (4.19)

We will now introduce a very convenient shorthand notation. For ordered sets ua and 4

integers La, a “ 0, 1, 2, 3 we define the following object

”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ˇ̌
ˇL3;u3

ı
Ψ

“
1

N
ˆ (4.20)

”!∆u0Yw

∆u0

wjD3
)L0´1

j“0
,
!∆u1Yw

∆u1

wjD1
)L1´1

j“0
,
!∆u2Yw

∆u2

wjD´1
)L2´1

j“0
,
!∆u3Yw

∆u3

wjD´3
)L3´1

j“0

ı
,

where ∆v for some ordered set v is a Vandermonde determinant

∆v “
ź

iăj

pvi ´ vjq (4.21)

and v Y w means that we add one element w to the ordered set v at the end. For example

equation (4.19) can be written as

x�1,1puqy “
”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇL;u

ˇ̌
ˇL;

ˇ̌
ˇ0;

ı
Ψ
. (4.22)

Here and below we will systematically omit ΨA and Ψ̃B. Note that the determinant in the

r.h.s. of (4.22) implicitly contains the Q-functions of the corresponding states.

Using a similar strategy as above we derived the following single determinant expressions

for the principal operators between two arbitrary factorisable states
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x1̂y “
”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ L;

ˇ̌
ˇ L;

ˇ̌
ˇ 0;

ı
Ψ

x�1,0puqy “ ´
”
1; θ ´ is

ˇ̌
ˇ L ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
ˇ L;

ˇ̌
ˇ 0;

ı
Ψ

x�1,1puqy “
”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ L;u

ˇ̌
ˇ L;

ˇ̌
ˇ 0;

ı
Ψ

x�1,2puqy “ p´1qL
”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ L ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
ˇ L ` 1;

ˇ̌
ˇ 0;

ı
Ψ

x�1,3puqy “ ´
”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ L ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
ˇ L;

ˇ̌
ˇ 1; θ ` is

ı
Ψ

x�2,0puqy “ p´1qL
”
1; θ ´ is

ˇ̌
ˇ L;

ˇ̌
ˇ L ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
ˇ 0;

ı
Ψ

x�2,1puqy “ p´1qL´1
”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ L ` 1;

ˇ̌
ˇ L ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
ˇ 0;

ı
Ψ

x�2,2puqy “
”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ L;

ˇ̌
ˇ L;u

ˇ̌
ˇ 0;

ı
Ψ

x�2,3puqy “ p´1qL
”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ L;

ˇ̌
ˇ L ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
ˇ 1; θ ` is

ı
Ψ

(4.23)

Here we have defined θ˘ is :“ tθ1 ˘ is, . . . , θL ˘ isu. In the next section we will use these

expressions to obtain the matrix elements in the SoV basis of the principal operators.

4.3 Form-factors for slp2q principal operators

In order to compare with previous results in the literature we also write form-factors for the

principal operators in the case of the slp2q spin chain in a form similar to those of the previous

section.

We start from the slp2q Baxter operator O: “ Q
r2ss
θ D2 ´ τ1 `χ2Q

r´2ss
θ D´2. For the slp2q

spin chain, we only have the fundamental transfer matrix t1puq, so we only have the principal

operators �1,rpuq, r “ 0, 1, 2. The notation (4.20) in the slp2q case becomes
”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ı
Ψ

“
1

N
ˆ (4.24)

”!∆u0Yw

∆u0

wjD2
)L0´1

j“0
,
!∆u1Yw

∆u1

wj
)L1´1

j“0
,
!∆u2Yw

∆u2

wjD´2
)L2´1

j“0
,
ı
.

Following exactly the same steps as for slp3q we find that the matrix elements for the principal

operators and the identity operator are given by

x1̂y “
”
0;

ˇ̌
L;

ˇ̌
0;

ı
Ψ

x�1,0puqy “ `xT12puqy “ ´
”
1; θ ´ is

ˇ̌
L ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
0;

ı
Ψ

x�1,1puqy “ `xT11puqy “
”
0;

ˇ̌
L;u

ˇ̌
0;

ı
Ψ

x�1,2puqy “ ´xT21puqy “ p´1qL
”
0;

ˇ̌
L ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
1; θ ` is

ı
Ψ
.

(4.25)
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Here we used (2.26) to relate principal operators with the elements of the monodromy matrix.

From these equations it is already easy to see that T11puq “ Bpuq is the SoV B-operator,

which acting on the factorised wave function, replaces Qpwq Ñ pu´wqQpwq. We will analyse

the action of the remaining operators on the SoV basis in the next section.

4.4 Principal operators in SoV basis

The goal of this section is to convert the form factors we have derived in section 4.2 to the

SoV basis. The general strategy is simple: starting from a form factor xΨA|Ô|Ψ̃By, for some

operator Ô, which we assume can be expressed as

xΨA|Ô|Ψ̃By “
”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ˇ̌
ˇL3;u3

ı
Ψ

(4.26)

we insert two resolutions of the identity
ř

x |xyxx| “
ř

y |yyxy| “ 1:

xΨA|Ô|Ψ̃By “
ÿ

x,y

xΨA|yy xx|Ψ̃By xy|Ô|xy . (4.27)

We then use (2.44) and (2.45) to write the r.h.s. in terms of Q-functions. Since the l.h.s. can

be written in terms of determinants of Q-functions as proven in section 4.2, we can treat (4.27)

as a linear system, where the unknowns are precisely the form factors in the SoV basis. It is

then immediate to read off the matrix elements xy|Ô|xy.

It is straightforward to deduce a general formula, which we derive in Appendix B, which

reads

”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ˇ̌
ˇL3;u3

ı
Ψ

“
ÿ

xy

Ψ̃BpxqΨApyq
”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ˇ̌
ˇL3;u3

ı
xy

(4.28)

where we have introduced the notation

”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ˇ̌
ˇL3;u3

ı
xy

:“
sL

∆2
θ

ÿ

k

signpσq
ź

α,a

rα,nα,a

rα,0

∆ubYx
σ´1pbq

∆ub

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
σa,α“ka,α´mα,a`a

.

(4.29)

The notation used here is identical to that used for the measure (3.3), with the only difference

now being the sign factor sL is defined as, for slpNq,

sL :“ p´1q
LN
4

pL´1qpN´1q`
řN

n“0

Ln
2

pLn´1q (4.30)

and now σ in (4.29) is a permutation of the set

t0, . . . , 0loomoon
L0

, 1, . . . , 1loomoon
L1

, 2, . . . , 2loomoon
L2

, 3, . . . , 3loomoon
L3

u (4.31)

and as before σα,a denotes the number in position a ` 2pα ´ 1q.
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Selection rules One can show that the SoV charge operator (2.43) imposes selection rules

on the states xy| and |xy for which the matrix elements xy|Ô|xy can be non-zero. As we explain

in Appendix B, the overlap can only be non-zero if there exists some permutation ρα of t1, 2u

such that

mα,a “ nα,ραa ´ σα,ραa ´ a (4.32)

for some fixed σ. We now sum over all values of pα, aq and denote the SoV charge of the state

xy| (|xy) by Ny (Nx). We obtain

Ny ´ Nx “ 3L ´
ÿ

α,a

σα,ραa . (4.33)

Since σ is a permutation of (4.31) the sum
ÿ

α,a

σραa ,α simply equates to L1 ` 2L2 ` 3L3 and

hence we see that xy|Ô|xy is only non-zero if

Ny ´ Nx “ 3L ´
3ÿ

n“0

nLn . (4.34)

Notice that this reproduces the observation of [20] that the measure Myx “ xy|xy is only

non-zero if Nx “ Ny. Indeed, for the measure we have L0 “ L3 “ 0 and L1 “ L2 “ L.

Plugging into (4.34) we immediately find Nx “ Ny.

4.4.1 slp2q matrix elements

Using the general formula (4.28) we will compute the SoV matrix elements of the slp2q prin-

cipal operators in order to make contact with existing results in literature.

Modifying the notation (4.29) to the case of slp2q we define
”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ı
Ψ

“
ÿ

xy

Ψ̃BpxqΨApyq
”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ı
xy

(4.35)

with

”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ı
xy

“
sL

∆θ

signpσq
ź

α,a

rα,nα

rα,0

ź

b

∆ubYx
σ´1pbq

∆ub

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
σα“nα´mα`1

(4.36)

σ is a permutation of the set

t0, . . . , 0loomoon
L0

, 1, . . . , 1loomoon
L1

, 2, . . . , 2loomoon
L2

u (4.37)

with σα denoting the number at position α. Notice that unlike in the higher rank case there

is no sum over k as only kα “ nα is possible.

We will now use this general formula to derive the SoV matrix elements of the slp2q

principal operators. We will begin with the operator �1,1puq “ T11puq for which we have

x�1,1puqy “
”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇL;u

ˇ̌
ˇ0;

ı
Ψ
. (4.38)
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In this case σ is simply a permutation of t1, . . . , 1u and the only possibility is that it is the

identity permutation with σα “ 1. As a result we find that the non-zero matrix elements

xy|�1,1puq|xy are given by

xy|�1,1puq|xy “
1

∆θ

Lź

α“1

pu ´ xαq
ź

αąβ

pxα ´ xβq
Lź

α“1

rα,nα

rα,0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
mα“nα

. (4.39)

We then read off that 10

xy|�1,1puq|xy “
Lź

α“1

pu ´ xαqxy|xy (4.40)

and hence the operator �1,1puq “ T11puq is diagonalised in the basis |xy. This is not surprising

as T11puq coincides with the Sklyanin’s B operator when the twist is taken to be of the form

(2.8). What is remarkable is that we derived that this operator acts diagonally on the SoV

basis directly from the FSoV construction. We will later see that this persists at higher rank.

Next we examine �1,0puq “ T12puq and have

x�1,0puqy “ ´
”
1; θ ´ is

ˇ̌
L ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
0;

ı
Ψ
. (4.41)

Using the relation (4.35) we obtain

”
1; θ ´ is

ˇ̌
L ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
0;

ı
xy

“
sL

∆θ
signpσq

∆θ´isYx
σ´1p0q

∆θ´is
∆uYx

σ´1p1q

ź

α

rα,nα

rα,0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
σα“nα´mα`1

(4.42)

where now σ is a permutation of the set

t0, 1, . . . , 1u . (4.43)

We can characterise each σ by the property σγ “ 0 for some γ “ 1, . . . , L and there are L

such permutations. Hence, we obtain

xy|�1,0puq|xy “
Q

r2ss
θ pxγq

∆θ

ź

α‰γ

u ´ xα

xγ ´ xα

ź

αąβ

pxα ´ xβq
ź

α

rα,nα

rα,0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
mγ“nγ´1,mα“nα

(4.44)

where we have used that |σ| “ γ ´ 1. The situation with �1,2puq “ ´T21puq is identical. We

have

xy|�1,2puq|xy “ p´1qL
”
0;

ˇ̌
L ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
1; θ ` is

ı
xy
. (4.45)

Now, σγ is a permutation of

t1, . . . , 1, 2u (4.46)

10For slp2q we see that the measure is diagonal and so xy| 9 xx|. We keep the notation xy| in order to be

consistent with higher rank.
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Up to the fact that now |σγ | “ L ´ γ the situation is identical to the previous case and we

find

xy|�1,2puq|xy “ ´
Q

r´2ss
θ pxγq

∆θ

ź

α‰γ

u ´ xα

xγ ´ xα

ź

αąβ

pxα ´ xβq
ź

α

rα,nα

rα,0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
mγ“nγ`1,mα“nα

(4.47)

which perfectly reproduces the well-known slp2q results [31].

4.4.2 slp3q matrix elements - explicit example

We now turn our attention to the matrix elements of the slp3q principal operators. Since we

have access to the general formula (4.28) we will not present the matrix elements xy|�a,rpuq|xy

for each principal operator explicitly. Instead we will demonstrate an explicit computation

showing the formula (4.29) being used in practice.

We consider an slp3q spin chain of length L “ 2. The bases xy| and |xy are labelled by

non-negative integers mα,a and nα,a respectively, with a, α P t1, 2u. Hence, we will use the

notation

xy| :“ xm1,1,m1,2;m2,1,m2,2|, |xy “ |n1,1, n1,2;n2,1, n2,2y . (4.48)

We will compute the following matrix element

x3, 2; 0, 0|�1,0puq|2, 1; 1, 0y . (4.49)

The starting point is the expression

xΨA|�1,0puq|Ψ̃By “ ´
”
1; θ ´ is

ˇ̌
ˇL ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
ˇL;

ˇ̌
ˇ0;

ı
Ψ
. (4.50)

As a result of (4.28) we see that the SoV matrix elements are given by

xy|�1,0puq|xy “ ´
”
1; θ ´ is

ˇ̌
ˇL ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
ˇL;

ˇ̌
ˇ0;

ı
y,x

. (4.51)

We will use the expression obtained in (4.29) to explicitly compute (4.49). Repeating it here

for convenience, (4.29) reads

xy|Ô|xy “ sL
ÿ

k

p´1q|σ|

∆2
θ

ź

α,a

rα,nα,a

rα,0

ź

b

∆ubYx
σ´1pbq

∆ub

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
σα,a“kα,a´mα,a`a

. (4.52)

For the case at hand, we have L “ 2 and L0 “ L1 “ 1, L2 “ 2 and L3 “ 0. Furthermore,

u0 “ θ ´ is :“ tθ1 ´ is, θ2 ´ isu, u1 “ tuu (4.53)

with both u2 and u3 empty.

First, in order to obtain a non-zero matrix element we need to check that the SoV charges

of xy| and |xy satisfy the SoV charge selection rule (4.34) which reads

Ny ´ Nx “ 3L ´
3ÿ

n“0

nLn (4.54)
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with Nx “
ř

α,a nα,a and Ny “
ř

α,amα,a and L “ 2. We have

Nx “ 2 ` 1 ` 1 “ 4, Ny “ 3 ` 2 “ 5 . (4.55)

For the operator �1,0puq we have L0 “ 1, L1 “ 1 L2 “ 2 and L3 “ 3 and hence (4.54) is

satisfied. As such, σ in (4.29) corresponds to a permutation of

t0, 1, 2, 2u . (4.56)

We now need to construct permutations of the set tn1,1, n1,2, n2,1, n2,2u for fixed α. In

general there are 4 possible permutations which read

tn1,1, n1,2, n2,1, n2,2u, tn1,2, n1,1, n2,1, n2,2u,

tn1,1, n1,2, n2,2, n2,1u, tn1,2, n1,1, n2,2, n2,1u
(4.57)

but if there are degeneracies in nα,a for fixed α there can be fewer permutations. In our case

there are no degeneracies and we have the following permutations

t2, 1, 1, 0u, t1, 2, 1, 0u, t2, 1, 0, 1u, t1, 2, 0, 1u . (4.58)

The formula (4.29) requires summing over all permutations in (4.58) for which σα,a “

kα,a ´mα,a `a produces a valid permutation of (4.56). For each of the permutations in (4.58)

the corresponding σα,a are given by

t0, 1, 2, 2u, t0, 1, 3, 3u, t´1, 2, 2, 2u, t´1, 2, 1, 3u . (4.59)

Only the first set corresponds to a permutation of t0, 1, 2, 2u, which has |σ| “ 1, and hence the

only term in the sum over permutations of nα,a for fixed α comes from t2, 1, 1, 0u. Of course,

in general there can be multiple such permutations which need to be taken into account.

From here, for this single σ, we can read off

xσ´1p0q “ x1,1, xσ´1p1q “ x1,2, xσ´1p2q “ tx2,1, x2,2u (4.60)

which results in ź

b

∆ubYx
σ´1pbq

∆ub

“ Q
r2ss
θ px1,1qpu ´ x1,2qpx2,1 ´ x2,2q . (4.61)

Finally we plug everything in, obtaining

x3, 2; 0, 0|�1,0puq|2, 1; 1, 0y “ ´ipu ´ θ1 ´ ips ` 1qq
Q

r2ss
θ pθ1 ` ips ` 2qq

pθ1 ´ θ2q2
r1,2

r1,0

r1,1

r1,0

r2,1

r2,0
. (4.62)

or more explicitly

´
8s3ps ` 1qp2s ` 1q p2s ´ iθ12q 2 p1 ´ iθ12 ` 2sq p2 ´ iθ12 ` 2sq p2s ` iθ12q p1 ´ iθ1 ` s ` iuq

θ2
12

pi ´ θ12q pi ` θ12q 2 pθ12 ` 2iq
.(4.63)

where we have defined θ12 “ θ1 ´ θ2.
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5 Form-factors of Multiple Insertions

In the previous sections we derived various matrix elements of the principal operators. In this

section we will extend this consideration to multiple insertions of the principal operators.

The most general case can be obtained by using the matrix elements in the SoV basis,

however, this does not guarantee that the form-factor will have a simple determinant form.

We consider this general case in section 5.2. At the same time, for a large number of combi-

nations of the principal operators we still managed to obtain determinant representations as

we explain now.

5.1 Antisymmetric combinations of principal operators

The set-up in this section is similar to that of section 4.1. We consider the slp3q case with

two factorisable states xΨA| and |Ψ̃By. In addition we assume that the state xΨA| is on-shell

meaning that it is an actual wave function of a spin chain and that it diagonalises the transfer

matrix with twists λa.

Let us try to extend the previous method to general multiple insertions. The starting

point is again from (4.3), which we write below for convenience

ÿ

b,β

p´1qb
´́
Q̃B

1 u
β´1D3´2bQA

1,a`1

¯̄
α
IAb,β “ ´

3ÿ

r“0

χr

´́
Q̃B

1 O
:
prqQ

A
1,a`1

¯̄
α
. (5.1)

We rewrite the above equation by modifying one term in the sum in the l.h.s. at b, β “ b2, β3.

Namely, we replace
´́
Q̃B

1 pwβ2´1D3´2b2
qQA

1,a`1

¯̄
α
by

´́
Q̃B

1 O
:
psqQ

A
1,a`1

¯̄
α
. In order for the

equality to hold we also have to change the r.h.s. accordingly

ÿ

β,b

p´1qb
´́
Q̃B

1 pwβ´1D3´2bq
ˇ̌
ˇ
wβ2´1D3´2b2 ÑO

:
psq

QA
1,a`1

¯̄
α
IAb,β (5.2)

“ ´
3ÿ

r“0

χr

´́
Q̃B

1 O
:
prqQ

A
1,a`1

¯̄
α

` p´1qb
2
´́
Q̃B

1

”
O

:
psq ´ pwβ2´1D3´2b2

q
ı
QA

1,a`1

¯̄
α
IAb2,β2 .

So far this is just an innocent rewriting. Next we treat the r.h.s. as an inhomogeneous part

of the linear system on IAb,β and apply Cramer’s rule. As we have two terms in the r.h.s. of

(5.2) we obtain a sum of two ratios of determinants. As a result, for b1, β1 ‰ b2, β2 we have

IAb1,β1 “ p´1qb
1`1

rpb2, β2q Ñ O
:
psq, pb1, β1q Ñ

ř
r χrO

:
prqs

rpb2, β2q Ñ O
:
psqs

(5.3)

´ p´1qb
1`b2

IAb2,β2

rpb2, β2q Ñ O
:
psq, pb1, β1q Ñ wβ2´1D3´2b2

s

rpb2, β2q Ñ O
:
psq

s
.

Notice that the term with O
:
psq

in the r.h.s. of (5.2) disappears as it produces a zero determi-

nant in the numerator. The last term in (5.3) can be simplified a bit as we first replace the
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pb2, β2q column with O
:
psq and then insert into the column pb1, β1q the exact expression which

was previously at the column pb2, β2q

IAb1,β1 “ p´1qb
1`1

rpb2, β2q Ñ O
:
psq, pb1, β1q Ñ

ř
r χrO

:
prqs

rpb2, β2q Ñ O
:
psqs

(5.4)

` p´1qb
1`b2

IAb2,β2

rpb1, β1q Ñ O
:
psqs

rpb2, β2q Ñ O
:
psqs

.

Next we use the previously derived (4.15), which in the new notations becomes
”
pb1, β1q Ñ O

:
prq

ı
“

p´1qb
1`1N xΨA|Î

prq
b1,β1 |Ψ̃By. We get

IAb1,β1xΨA|Î
psq
b2,β2|Ψ̃By ´ IAb2,β2xΨA|Î

psq
b1,β1 |Ψ̃

By (5.5)

“
ÿ

r

χr
p´1qb

1`b2

N
rpb2, β2q Ñ O

:
psq, pb1, β1q Ñ O

:
prqs .

Then we use that IAb1,β1xΨA| “ xΨA|Îb1,β1 to plug the l.h.s. under one expectation value

xΨA|Îb1,β1 Î
psq
b2,β2 ´ Îb2,β2 Î

psq
b1,β1|Ψ̃

By “
ÿ

r

χr
p´1qb

1`b2

N
rpb2, β2q Ñ O

:
psq, pb1, β1q Ñ O

:
prqs .(5.6)

Finally, we apply the character projection trick to obtain

xΨA|Î
prq
b1,β1 Î

psq
b2,β2 ´ Î

prq
b2,β2 Î

psq
b1,β1 |Ψ̃

By “
p´1qb

1`b2

N
rpb2, β2q Ñ O

:
psq

, pb1, β1q Ñ O
:
prq

s . (5.7)

As before, once we have this expression we can remove the assumption that ΨA is an on-shell

and replace it by a generic factorisable state following the same argument as in section 3.
Finally, the derivation we outlined above can be iterated to get the following general

expression for the multiple insertions of the principal operators antisymmetrised w.r.t. the
multi-indices pb, βq

xΨA|Î
ps1q
rb1,β1

. . . Î
pskq
bk,βks|Ψ̃

By “
p´1qb1`¨¨¨`bk`k

k! N
rpb1, β1q Ñ O

:
ps1q, . . . , pbk, βkq Ñ O

:
pskqs . (5.8)

Note that the r.h.s. vanishes if any of the character indices psiq coincide. Thus in order to

get a nontrivial r.h.s. we can have at most 4 antisymmetrised principal operators for the slp3q

case and N ` 1 for general slpNq. The fact that the r.h.s. is antisymmetric in the character

indices is also reflected on the l.h.s., where this is a consequence of the commutativity of

transfer matrices. In fact, expanding the relation (2.28) in u and v we immediately get that

Î
prq
rb1,β1 Î

psq
b2,β2s “ ´Î

psq
rb1,β1 Î

prq
b2,β2s. Since this can be done for any consecutive pair of character

indices in the l.h.s. of (5.8), it follows that this quantity is completely antisymmetric in the

character indices as a consequence of the RTT relations (2.5).
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Finally, like in section 4.2 we can convert the expression for the form-factor of the coef-

ficients of the principal operators into the form-factor of the principal operators themselves.

For example, we have:

p´1qL
x�1,1puq�1,2pvq ´ �1,1pvq�1,2puqy

u ´ v
“

”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ L ´ 1;u, v

ˇ̌
ˇ L ` 1;

ˇ̌
ˇ 0;

ı
Ψ

x�1,1puq�2,2pvq ´ �2,1pvq�1,2puqy “
”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ L;u

ˇ̌
ˇ L; v

ˇ̌
ˇ 0;

ı
Ψ

´x�1,0puq�2,2pvq ´ �2,0pvq�1,2puqy “
”
1; θ ´ is

ˇ̌
ˇ L ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
ˇ L; v

ˇ̌
ˇ 0;

ı
Ψ

p´1qL´1x�1,0puq�2,3pvq ´ �2,0pvq�1,3puqy “
”
1; θ ´ is

ˇ̌
ˇ L ´ 1;u

ˇ̌
ˇ L ´ 1; v

ˇ̌
ˇ 1; θ ` is

ı
Ψ

.

(5.9)

For a more complicated but nice looking example of a triple insertion we get:

ǫijkx�1,1puiq�1,2pujq�1,3pukqy
pu1´u2qpu1´u3qpu2´u3q “ p´1qL

”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ L ´ 2;u1, u2, u3

ˇ̌
ˇ L ` 1;

ˇ̌
ˇ 1; θ ` is

ı
Ψ
. (5.10)

Notice that the second form-factor in (5.9) contains exactly the same combination that we

found for the expressions for B and C operators in (2.39)! We will discuss the implications

of this observation in section 5.3.

5.2 Via Matrix elements in SoV basis

In the above subsection we demonstrated how it is possible to write a large family of correla-

tion functions with anti-symmetrised insertions of principal operators. However, this does not

exhaust all possible correlators. On the other hand, we can in principal reduce the computa-

tion of correlators with any number of insertions to sums over products of form-factors with

a single insertion by inserting a resolution of the identity over transfer matrix eigenstates. In

practice this is not very useful as one would need to know the Q-functions for every state and

not just those appearing in the wave functions.

This issue can be resolved by using the matrix elements of the principal operators in the

SoV bases instead. Consider the double insertion

xΨA|�a,rpuq�b,spvq|Ψ̃By . (5.11)

We now consider three resolutions of the identity

1 “
ÿ

x

|xyxx| “
ÿ

y

|yyxy| “
ÿ

x,y

|xyxy|pM´1qy,x (5.12)

where pM´1qy,x denotes the components of the inverse SoV measure M (3.3) which appears

in the resolution of the identity

1 “
ÿ

x,y

|yyxx|My,x . (5.13)

We insert the three resolutions into the above correlator, obtaining

xΨA|�a,rpuq�b,spvq|ΨBy “
ÿ

x,x1,y,y1

ΨApyq xy|�a,rpuq|x1y xy1|�b,spvq|xy pM´1qy1,x1ΨBpxq . (5.14)
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At this point we see that the computation of multi-insertions becomes quite complicated.

Indeed, for the rank 1 slp2q case the measure My,x is diagonal and so the computation of the

inverse measure pM´1qy1,x1 is trivial. For higher rank the measure is no longer diagonal and

pM´1qy1,x1 needs to be computed. Nevertheless, it can be computed since My,x is explicitly

known (3.3) and furthermore My,x, in an appropriate order of x and y, is an upper-triangular

block diagonal matrix where each block is finite-dimensional even in the case of non-compact

slpNq [20].

5.3 SoV B and C operators

In this section we will demonstrate that our results allow one to derive that the SoV B and

C operators (2.37) are diagonalised in the SoV bases |xy and xy| respectively. Structurally,

the B and C operators are very similar. We recall the expressions (2.39) which read

Bpuq “ �1,1puq�2,2puq ´ �2,1puq�1,2puq

Cpuq “ �1,1puq�2,2pu ` iq ´ �2,1pu ` iq�1,2puq .
(5.15)

Both of these expressions are special cases of the general double insertion �1,1puq�2,2pvq ´

�2,1pvq�1,2puq appearing in (5.9). We will denote this operator as Bpu, vq, that is

Bpu, vq “ �1,1puq�2,2pvq ´ �2,1pvq�1,2puq . (5.16)

By using the relation (4.28) we can convert its matrix elements in the Ψ basis in (5.9) to

matrix elements in the x, y basis. The result simply reads

xy|Bpu, vq|xy “
sL

∆2
θ

ÿ

k

signpσq
ź

α,a

rα,nα,a

rα,0
∆uYx

σ´1p1q
∆vYx

σ´1p2q

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
σa,α“ka,α´mα,a`a

(5.17)

where σ is a permutation of

t1, . . . , 1loomoon
L

, 2, . . . , 2loomoon
L

u . (5.18)

We now examine the special cases v “ u and v “ u` i, relevant for B and C respectively.

B operator The crucial point is that in (5.17) we have that ∆uYx
σ´1p1q

∆vYx
σ´1p2q

“ pu ´

xσ´1p1qqpv ´ xσ´1p2qq∆1∆2 and hence, we see that, for v “ u, we have

pu ´ xσ´1p1qqpu ´ xσ´1p2qq “
ź

α,a

pu ´ xα,aq (5.19)

which is independent of σ. Hence, this factor can be pulled outside the sum over permutations

and we obtain

xy|Bpu, uq|xy “
ź

α,a

pu ´ xα,aq
sL

∆2
θ

ÿ

k

signpσq
ź

α,a

rα,nα,a

rα,0
∆1∆2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
σa,α“ka,α´mα,a`a

“
ź

α,a

pu ´ xα,aqxy|xy .

(5.20)

Hence the operator Bpuq :“ Bpu, uq acts diagonally on |xy with eigenvalue
ś

α,apu ´ xα,aq.

This coincides precisely with the spectrum of Sklyanin’s Bpuq operator [20].
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C operator We will now show that C is diagonalised in the |yy basis in the same manner

as we did for B. We start again from the expression:

xy|Bpu, u ` iq|xy “
sL

∆2
θ

ÿ

k

signpσq
ź

α,a

rα,nα,a

rα,0
∆uYx

σ´1p1q
∆u`iYx

σ´1p2q

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
σa,α“ka,α´mα,a`a

. (5.21)

We will now show that ∆uYx
σ´1p1q

∆u`iYx
σ´1p2q

“
ś

α,apu ´ yα,aq∆1∆2. We have

∆uYx
σ´1p1q

∆u`iYx
σ´1p2q

“ pu ´ xσ´1p1qqpu ` i ´ xσ´1p2qq∆1∆2 (5.22)

We now examine the factor pu ´ xσ´1p1qqpu ` i ´ xσ´1p2qq which can be rewritten as

ź

α,a:σa,α“1

pu ´ xα,aq
ź

α,a:σa,α“2

pu ` i ´ xα,aq . (5.23)

Next, we use that xα,a “ θα ` ips ` nα,aq and yα,a “ θα ` ips ` mα,a ´ aq with nα,a “

mα,a ´ σa,α ` a to obtain

ź

α,a:σa,α“1

pu ´ xα,aq
ź

α,a:σa,α“2

pu ` i ´ xα,aq “
ź

α,a

pu ´ θα ´ is ´ mα,a ` 1 ´ aq . (5.24)

The final expression coincides with
ś

α,apu´yα,aq which is independent of σ. Hence we obtain

xy|Cpuq|xy :“ xy|Bpu, u ` iq|xy “
ź

α,a

pu ´ yα,aqxy|xy , (5.25)

meaning that the operatorCpuq acts diagonally on the xy| basis with eigenvalue
ś

α,apu´yα,aq.

6 Extension to slpNq spin chains

In this section we will extend our results from the previous sections to the slpNq case. The

construction is a simple generalisation of the results in the previous sections, where we focused

mainly on slp2q and slp3q cases. We will briefly go through the main steps of the derivations.

6.1 Determinant representation of form-factors

We start again from the dual Baxter operator

O
:
A “

Nÿ

a“0

p´1qaτAa puqDN´2a, O
:
AQ

1`a
A “ 0 . (6.1)

Now we consider the usual trivial identity, where O
:
A is applied to Q1`a

A :

´́
QB

1 O
:
AQ

1`a
A

¯̄
α

“ 0 , a “ 1, . . . , N ´ 1, α “ 1, . . . , L (6.2)
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Now we first expand the Baxter operator and the eigenvalues of the transfer matrices τAa in

the spectral parameter u, obtaining

ÿ

b,β

p´1qb
´́
QB

1 u
β´1DN´2bQ1`a

A

¯̄
α
IAb,β “ ´

Nÿ

r“0

χA
r

´́
QB

1 O
:
prqQ

1`a
A

¯̄
α
, (6.3)

where we have defined

O
:
p0q “ Q

r2ss
θ DN , O

:
prq “ p´1qruLDN´2r, r “ 1, . . . , N ´ 1 , O

:
pNq “ p´1qNQ

r´2ss
θ D´N .

(6.4)

Using Cramers’ rule, we can compute the matrix elements of the integrals of motion exactly

as in the slp3q case leading to

Ib1,β1 “ p´1qb
1`1

rpb1, β1q Ñ
řN

r“0 χr O
:
prqs

rwβ´1DN´2bs
. (6.5)

Since xΨA| is an eigenvector of Îb,β with eigenvalue Ib,β we can rewrite the above as

xΨA|Îb1,β1 |Ψ̃By “
p´1qb

1`1

N

rpb1, β1q Ñ
řN

r“0 χr O
:
prqs

rwβ´1DN´2bs
. (6.6)

The principal operator coefficients Î
prq
b,β are then introduced via the expansion into characters

of the integrals of motion Îb,β

Îb1,β1 “
Nÿ

r“0

χrÎ
prq
b1,β1 . (6.7)

Performing character projection we then obtain the form-factors

xΨA|Î
prq
b1,β1 |Ψ̃By “

p´1qb
1`1

N
rpb1, β1q Ñ O

:
prqs . (6.8)

We see that this relation is identical to that of the slp3q case (4.15).

In the same way as in slp3q we can assemble the operators Î
prq
b,β into the generating func-

tions �b,rpuq – the principal operators. The form-factor of the generating function �b1,rpuq

defined by (2.19) is then given by

xΨA|�b1,rpuq|Ψ̃By “ δb1ru
Lrwβ´1DN´2bs `

Lÿ

β1“1

p´1qb
1`1uβ

1´1rpb1, β1q Ñ O
:
prqs . (6.9)

This result can be easily recast in determinant form using the same arguments as the slp3q

case. We introduce the notation:
”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇLN ;uN

ı
Ψ

“
1

N
ˆ (6.10)

”!∆u0Yw

∆u0

wjDN
)L0´1

j“0
, . . . ,

!∆uNYw

∆uN

wjD´N
)LN´1

j“0

ı
.
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We will write explicit expression for the form factors of type x�b1,rpuqy. We have that:

r “ b1
”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇ pLqr;u

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇ0;

ı
Ψ

r “ 0 p´1qb
1L`b1`L

”
1; θ ´ is

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇ pL ´ 1qb

1
;u

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇ0;

ı
Ψ

r “ N p´1qb
1`LpN´b1q`N`1

”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇ pL ´ 1qb

1
;u

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇ1; θ ` is;

ı
Ψ

(6.11)

r ą b1 p´1qb
1`r`1`Lpr´b1q

”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇ pL ´ 1qb

1
;u

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇ pL ` 1qr;

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇ0;

ı
Ψ

r ă b1 p´1qb
1`r`Lpb1´rq

”
0;

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇ pL ` 1qr;

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇ pL ´ 1qb

1
;u

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇ0;

ı
Ψ

(6.12)

Multiple insertions The expression (5.8) for multiple insertions generalise without mod-

ification from the slp3q case and we have

xΨA|Î
ps1q
rb1,β1

. . . Î
pskq
bk ,βks|Ψ̃

By “
p´1qb1`¨¨¨`bk`k

k! N
rpβ1, b1q Ñ O

:
ps1q, . . . , pβk, bkq Ñ O

:
pskqs (6.13)

As mentioned in the slp3q, the l.h.s. is anti-symmetric in character indices and so in order to

get a non-zero correlator we require that k ď N ` 1.

6.2 Matrix elements in SoV bases

We can repeat the arguments from the slp3q section to compute all form-factors of the form

xy|�a,rpuq|xy. We introduce the notation

”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇLN ;uN

ı
y,x

(6.14)

defined by the property
”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇLN ;uN

ı
Ψ

“
ÿ

x,y

ΨApyq
”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇ . . .

ˇ̌
ˇLN ;uN

ı
y,x
Ψ̃Bpxq (6.15)

where we remind the reader that the SoV wave functions are given by

ΨApyq “
Lź

α“1

det
1ďa,a1ďN´1

Q1`a
A pyα,a1 ` i

2
q, Ψ̃Bpxq “

Lź

α“1

N´1ź

a“1

Q̃B
1 pxα,aq . (6.16)

The explicit expression for (6.15) is worked out to be

sL

∆N´1
θ

ÿ

k

p´1q|σ|
ź

α,a

rα,nα,a

rα,0

ź

b

∆ubYx
σ´1pbq

∆ub

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
σa,α“ka,α´mα,a`a

. (6.17)
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The index b takes values in the set t0, 1, . . . , Nu, a P t1, . . . , N ´ 1u and α P t1, . . . , Lu and

the summation is over all permutations k of the set tnα,au for fixed α for which σ defined by

σα,a “ kα,a ´ mα,a ` a defines a permutation of the set

t0, . . . , 0loomoon
L0

, . . . , N, . . . ,Nloooomoooon
LN

u . (6.18)

The matrix element (6.17) is only non-zero if the SoV charges Nx and Ny satisfy the relation

Ny ´ Nx “
N

2
pN ´ 1qL ´

Nÿ

n“0

nLn . (6.19)

The details of the derivation are exactly the same as in the slp3q case described in Appendix B.

B and C operators. Having access to the complete set of SoV matrix elements it is now

easy to determine which operators correspond to the SoV B and C operators. Following the

derivation in the slp3q case it is trivial to work out that Bpuq corresponds to the operator

with

u0 “ uN “ tu, ur “ tuu, r “ 1, . . . , N ´ 1 (6.20)

whereas Cpuq corresponds to the operator with

u0 “ uN “ tu, ur “ tu ` ipr ´ 1qu, r “ 1, . . . , N ´ 1 . (6.21)

Indeed, by examining the matrix element (6.17) as in the slp3q case we immediately read

off that the operator defined by (6.20) ((6.21)) acts diagonally on |xy (xy|) with eigenvalue

given by
ś

α,apu ´ xα,aq (
ś

α,apu ´ yα,aq) and hence coincides with Bpuq (Cpuq) respectively

due to the non-degeneracy of these operators’ spectra. It is possible to work out what these

operators correspond to in terms of principal operators �a,rpuq. They are given by

Bpuq “ pN ´ 1q!εa1 ...aN´1�a1,1puq . . .�aN´1,N´1puq

Cpuq “ pN ´ 1q!εa1 ...aN´1�a1,1puq . . .�aN´1,N´1pu ` ipN ´ 2qq .
(6.22)

The fact that these operators coincide with the B and C operators of [20] is not manifest

– application of the RTT relation (2.5) is required as was already demonstrated in the slp3q

case. Nevertheless, the fact that their spectra and eigenstates coincide guarantees that they

are equal.

7 Properties of principal operators

The main goal of this section is to demonstrate the completeness of the set of the principal

operators. We show that any element of the Yangian can be obtained as a combination of

the principal operators, which in at least finite dimensional cases guarantees that all physical

observable can be obtained in this way. In the last section we also give explicit expressions

for the principal operators in the diagonal frame – i.e. in the case when the twist matrix

becomes diagonal.
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7.1 Completeness

In this section we will demonstrate a crucial property of the operator basis, namely that

knowledge of the matrix elements of each of our principal operators is equivalent to the

knowledge of the matrix elements of every operator Tijpuq in the Yangian algebra (2.5).

More precisely we will show that any element of the Yangian Tijpuq can be constructed as a

polynomial of degree at most N ` 1 in principal operators.

Knowing all Tijpuq is essentially equivalent to the full algebra of observables. For ex-

ample, in the finite dimensional case i.e. when s “ ´n{2, n P Z` one can use the “inverse

scattering transform” [32] to construct local symmetry generators acting on a single site of

the chain in terms of Tijpuq. The precise notion of completeness could be ambiguous – in

order to be precise in this paper when referring to completeness of the system of principal

operators we understand that any element of the Yangian can be generated in finitely many

steps (independently of the length of the chain). Note that while we are not aware of any

simple way to extract local operators in the infinite-dimensional case in terms of Tijpuq we

would like to stress that these operators still contain all information about the system. For ex-

ample, consider the infinite-dimensional highest-weight representation used in this paper and

consider some local operator Epαq. The key point is the existence of the SoV basis xx| which

is constructed by action of polynomials in Tijpuq on the SoV ground state x0| [20]. Hence,

the action of Epαq on the SoV basis can be re-expressed as a sum over (finitely many11) SoV

basis states xx1| and hence the matrix elements of Eα are completely fixed by the SoV matrix

elements of the monodromy matrix Tijpuq.

We now show that the principal operators generate the full Yangian. Our starting point

is the large u expansion of the operators Tijpuq

Tijpuq “ uLδij ` uL´1 piEji ´ δijΘq ` O
`
uL´2

˘
, Θ :“

Lÿ

α“1

θα . (7.1)

Note that the indices on E are swapped compared to those on T . The operators Eij are

generators of the global glpNq algebra

Eij “
Lÿ

α“1

E
pαq
ij (7.2)

and satisfy the glpNq commutation relations

rEij , Ekls “ δjkEil ´ δliEkj . (7.3)

We will now prove the following property: that any Tijpvq can be expressed as a commutator

of a global glpNq generator and a principal operator Tk1pvq. The key point is the RTT relation

(2.5) expanded at large u which reads

rEji, Tklpvqs “ Tkjpvqδil ´ Tilpvqδkj . (7.4)

11There are only finitely many states of a given SoV charge, and each local Lie algebra generator raises or

lowers the SoV charge by some finite amount.
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From here it is clear that we can write any operator Tijpvq as

Tijpvq “ T11pvqδij ` rEj1, Ti1pvqs “ �1,1pvqδij ` p´1qi´1rEj1,�1,ipvqs (7.5)

where the r.h.s. only contains principal operators and global glpNq generators.

The family of principal operators includes the following global Lie algebra generators:

E1j and E´ “
n´1ÿ

j“1

Ej`1,j. These appear in the asymptotics of the generating functions

�1,0puq “ iuL´1E´ ` OpuL´2q, p´1qj�1,jpuq “ uLδj1 ` uL´1 piE1j ´ δijΘq ` O
`
uL´2

˘
.

(7.6)

Hence, if we can prove that these operators can be used to generate the set of Ej1 then it follows

from (7.5) that knowing the matrix elements of all principal operators implies knowledge of

the matrix elements of all Tijpuq. From the commutation relations (7.3) it is easy to see that

Ej`1,1 “ rE´, Ej1s . (7.7)

Thus, we have

Ej1 “ rE´, rE´, r. . . , rE´, E11ssloooooooooooooomoooooooooooooon
j´1

, (7.8)

where the r.h.s. contains only principal operators. After that from (7.5) we get all operators

Tijpuq generated, which completes the proof.

Let us remark that despite the abundance of literature on SoV in slp2q spin chains the

relation (7.5) does not seem to have been exploited. Indeed, the standard approach is to

obtain the matrix elements of the one non-principal operator T22puq in terms of the principal

operators via the quantum determinant relation

qdetT puq “ T´
11T

`
22 ´ T´

21T
`
12 (7.9)

together with the known eigenvalue of the quantum determinant and the fact that T11puq is

invertible, see for example [33]. This produces a rather complicated expression for T22puq.

On the other hand, using the relation (7.5) we see that T22puq can be written in terms of

principal operators simply as

T22puq “ �1,1puq ´ rE21,�2,1puqs . (7.10)

7.2 Principal operators in the diagonal frame

In the main part of the paper we used the frame with the twist matrix G being of the

special form (2.8). Whereas for SoV approach this choice is extremely beneficial, as the SoV

basis does not depend on the twist eigenvalues λa, it is not the most commonly used in the

literature. A more standard choice is the diagonal twist g “ diagpλ1, . . . , λN q. In this section

we give an explicit way to relate those two conventions. As we will see the basic consequence

of changing the frame is that the explicit expressions for the principal operators �r,s in terms
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of the monodromy matrix elements Tij will slightly change in the frame where the twist matrix

is diagonal.

In the companion twist frame the transfer matrix T1puq is given by T1puq “ tr pT puqGq

where G is the companion twist matrix (2.8). We want to perform a similarity transformation

ΠpSq on the Hilbert space of the spin chain where S is some GLpNq group element and

ΠpSq denotes its representative on the spin chain so that the transfer matrix transforms as

tr pT puqGq Ñ tr pT puqgq where g is the diagonal twist matrix with the same eigenvalues as

G. As was established in [20] a possible choice for S is given by the Vandermonde matrix

pS´1qij “ λN´i
j . (7.11)

Under this transformation the monodromy matrix elements Tijpuq transform as

Tijpuq Ñ Π´1TijpuqΠ “ pS´1T puqSqij , Π ” ΠpSq (7.12)

with similar expressions holding for anti-symmetric monodromy matrices.

To summarise we have the wave-functions in the diagonal frame related to the wave-

functions in the companion frame by

|Ψdiagy “ Π´1|Ψy , xΨdiag| “ xΨ|Π . (7.13)

and they diagonalise the transfer matrices Tdiag
1 puq and T1puq correspondingly related as

T
diag
1 puq “ Π´1

T1puqΠ “ trpS´1T puqSGq “ trpT puqgq . (7.14)

Similarly we define �
diag
a,r “ Π´1

�a,rΠ so that

xΨdiag
A |�diag

a,r |Ψdiag
B y “ xΨA|�a,r|ΨBy “ determinant . (7.15)

Note that the above expression only holds for the states with the same twist unlike the

expressions in the companion twist frame which hold for any twist on either state.

In general the expressions for the principal operators in the diagonal frame in terms of

Tij are quite bulky, but straightforward to work out from (7.12). For example for slp3q we

have �
diag
1,1 “ pS´1TSq1,1

�
diag
1,1 “

λ2
1T11

pλ1 ´ λ2q pλ1 ´ λ3q
´

λ2
1T12

pλ1 ´ λ2q pλ2 ´ λ3q
`

λ2
1T13

pλ1 ´ λ3q pλ2 ´ λ3q
(7.16)

`
λ2
2T21

pλ1 ´ λ2q pλ1 ´ λ3q
´

λ2
2T22

pλ1 ´ λ2q pλ2 ´ λ3q
`

λ2
2T23

pλ1 ´ λ3q pλ2 ´ λ3q

`
λ2
3T31

pλ1 ´ λ2q pλ1 ´ λ3q
´

λ2
3T32

pλ1 ´ λ2q pλ2 ´ λ3q
`

λ2
3T33

pλ1 ´ λ3q pλ2 ´ λ3q
.

Note that whereas in the companion twist frame the principal operators by definition where

independent of the twist eigenvalues, in the diagonal frame they explicitly depend on λi.

In order to get nice looking expressions is it better to introduce the notation T goodpuq “
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S´1T puqSG “ S´1T puqgS going back to [6]. It obeys T
diag
1 “ trpT goodq and is related in a

simple way to the principal operators in the diagonal frame (2.8) so that

�
diag
1,i puq “ p´1qN´i

T
good
i,N puq

χN
, i “ 1, 2, . . . , N ,

�
diag
1,0 puq “

N´1ÿ

i“1

ˆ
T
good
i,i ´ p´1qN´i χi

χN
T
good
i,N

˙
.

(7.17)

One can check that
řN

r“0 �
diag
1,r puqχr “ trpT goodq. In particular, from (7.17) the above we see

that the form-factor of any T
good
i,N in the diagonal frame is a determinant. For the particular

case of slp2q these operators generalise the well-known operators T
good
11 and T

good
22 which act

as conjugate momenta of the separated variables encoded in T
good
12 , see [13].

8 Outlook

In this paper we used the functional separation of variables (FSoV) technique in combination

with the novel character projection (CP) method to compute all matrix elements of the set of

principal operators which in particular includes some individual monodromy matrix elements

Tij and their combinations in a concise determinant form. We also showed that they generate a

complete basis of observables of the spin chain and contain the SoV B operator as a particular

case. Thus we gained access to the matrix elements of a set of operators which generates a

complete set of observables in high-rank integrable slpNq spin chains.

Let us note that determinant representations for form factors of some Tij have appeared in

the literature before for the slp3q case in the Nested Bethe Ansatz approach [34–36]. However,

in addition to giving an alternative form for those objects, the results presented in this paper

have a number of advantages and conceptual differences:

• Firstly, the form factors are expressed directly in terms of Baxter Q-functions instead

of Bethe roots. From a direct calculational perspective Q-functions offer a significant

advantage [37].

• Secondly, the FSoV approach, which we use and extend here, does not require the

existence of a highest-weight state. As such our approach is applicable to models which

do not have the highest-weight state, for example the conformal spin chain (fishchain)12

[42] describing correlators with non-trivial coupling dependence in 4D conformal fishnet

theory.

• Thirdly, as demonstrated, our approach is valid for any rank slpNq with general formulas

being almost equally simple to write down as for slp3q.

12The fishchain captures the operators with non-trivial dimension at finite coupling, but it misses a large

class of protected operators, which in turn are governed by a different integrability construction known as the

(hyper)-eclectic spin chain, see [38–41].
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• Fourthly, our formulas are applicable to the set-up where the transfer matrix eigenstates

are constructed with two distinct twists, which have attracted attention recently [44],

or in fact any two arbitrary off-shell states (to which we refer to as factorisable). In

addition to being a new result, this is a very important technical advantage for example

in non-highest-weight models where the scalar product between states built with the

same twist is divergent [19] and so deforming one set of twists serves as a natural

regulator13.

• Finally, using our approach we were able to compute the matrix elements of the principal

operators in the SoV bases meaning one can compute the matrix elements of any number

of insertions.

The FSoV approach was already worked out in detail in [19] and thus the new methods we

developed here can be applied immediately as the CP method is very general. Furthermore,

the operator SoV construction for any highest-weight representation was carried out in [8, 10]

which can then be combined with the FSoV method to extract the SoV measure in the same

way as in [20] and then the form factors as in this work.

We also believe that the formulas presented for form-factors extend immediately to the

q-deformed high-rank XXZ case [46] after simple modification as is already the case in the

slp2q setting [47], and it would be interesting to check directly, allowing one to extend the

recent rank 1 results [48] and to study high-rank correlators at zero temperature along the

lines of [33]. From our results it is also possible to extract form-factors of local operators

using the quantum inverse transform [32]. From here there are many interesting directions to

pursue. For example, these can be used in the computation of current operators [49] which

have numerous applications. It would also be very interesting to compare with the results of

[50], where certain mean-values related to current operators are shown to factorise, and to

understand such results from an SoV perspective.

Another interesting direction would be to construct the so-called A operator [21] of

Sklyanin, which is expected to act as a raising / lowering operator on the SoV bases, as

some combination of principal operators as was done here for the B and C operators. This

would solve an important puzzle as it is known that Sklyanin’s construction is singular for

the highest-weight representations we consider here, see for example the discussion in [7], and

we plan to return to this question in the future.

Finally, it would be very interesting to develop the FSoV formalism and the approach

to correlators developed in this paper for spin chains based on different algebras and with

different boundary conditions. The Q-system for models with orthogonal symmetry has

attracted huge attention recently [51–54] and will likely play a large role in the SoV approach

to correlators in conformal fishnet theories in D ‰ 4 [55, 56]. As well as this the SoV

construction for models with open boundary conditions has recently been studied [57] with

operatorial methods. Such a spin chain is known to describe a Wilson loop in N “ 4 SYM

13See [45] for the explicit realisation of the twist in fishnet CFT.
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with insertions of local operators in the ladders limit [58]. Another extension would be to

study integrable boundary states within the SoV formalism. First steps were already taken

in [19, 59, 60] and recently this problem received increased interest [61–65].
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A Alternative derivation

In this appendix we present an alternative derivation of (4.15) which avoids using Cramer’s

rule and hence avoids expressing the integral of motion eigenvalues IAb1,β1 as a ratio with a

potentially vanishing denominator.

Our starting point is the following trivial equality

rpb1, β1q Ñ O
:
As “ 0 . (A.1)

We then expand out O:
A

O
:
A “

ÿ

b,β

p´1qbIAb,βw
β´1DN´2b `

Nÿ

r“0

χrO
:
prq (A.2)

and notice a number of cancellations. Indeed, in the sum

ÿ

b,β

p´1qbIAb,βrpb1, β1q Ñ wβ´1DN´2bs (A.3)

only a single term will survive and it is precisely p´1qb
1
IAb1,β1rpb1, β1q Ñ wβ1´1DN´2b1

s. This

is a result of the anti-symmetry of the determinant as all other terms in the sum (A.3) will

produce two identical columns in the determinant and hence vanish.

As such we obtain the relation

p´1qbrpb1, β1q Ñ wβ1´1DN´2b1
sIAb1,β1 “ ´

Nÿ

r“0

rpb1, β1q Ñ O
:
prqs (A.4)

and see that the coefficient of IAb1,β1 is precisely p´1qb
1
N xΨA|Ψ̃By. From here on the derivation

proceeds exactly as in section 4. Since IAb1,β1 is the eigenvalue of the integral of motion Îb1,β1

on the state xΨA| we can replace xΨA|Ψ̃ByIAb1,β1 with xΨA|Îb1,β1 |Ψ̃By. Then, we expand Îb1,β1

into a sum over characters χr to obtain

Nÿ

r“0

χrxΨA|Îb1,β1 |Ψ̃By “
p´1qb

1`1

N

Nÿ

r“0

rpb1, β1q Ñ O
:
prq

s . (A.5)
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Finally, we equate the coefficients of the characters χr on both sides (character projection),

which was justified in section 4, and obtain the result

xΨA|Î
prq
b1,β1 |Ψ̃By “

p´1qb
1`1

N
rpb1, β1q Ñ O

:
prqs . (A.6)

The derivation presented here is valid for any transfer matrix eigenstate xΨA| and any fac-

torisable state |Ψ̃By. These classes of states are enough to completely constrain the SoV

matrix elements xy|Î
prq
b1,β1 |xy (as is proven in Appendix B) and hence the formula (A.6) is valid

for any two factorisable states xΨA| and |Ψ̃By.

B Mapping xΨA|Ô|ΨBy to xy|Ô|xy

Our goal in this section is to prove the relation (4.28) which we repeat here for convenience

”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ˇ̌
ˇL3;u3

ı
Ψ

“
ÿ

xy

Ψ̃BpxqΨApyq
”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ˇ̌
ˇL3;u3

ı
xy

(B.1)

where we use the notation
”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ˇ̌
ˇL3;u3

ı
Ψ

“
1

N
ˆ (B.2)

”!∆u0Yw

∆u0

wjD3
)L0´1

j“0
,
!∆u1Yw

∆u1

wjD1
)L1´1

j“0
,
!∆u2Yw

∆u2

wjD´1
)L2´1

j“0
,
!∆u3Yw

∆u3

wjD´3
)L3´1

j“0

ı
,

and

”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ˇ̌
ˇL3;u3

ı
xy

:“
sL

∆2
θ

ÿ

k

signpσq
ź

α,a

rα,nα,a

rα,0

ź

b

∆ubYx
σ´1pbq

∆ub

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
σa,α“ka,α´mα,a`a

.

(B.3)

Our starting point is the l.h.s. of (B.1). By explicitly writing each entry of the matrix we

can pull out the measure factors µαpωα,aq and Q-functions Q̃B
1 associated to the state |Ψ̃By,

as the finite-difference operators in the determinant do not act on them. Hence we obtain

ż
tptwα,auq

ź

α,a

Q̃B
1 pwα,aqµαpwα,aqdwα,a (B.4)

where

tptwα,auq “ det
pα,aq,pb,βq

fbpwα,aqwβ´1
α,a Q1,1`a

ˆ
wα,a `

i

2
p3 ´ 2bq

˙
, (B.5)

and

fbpwq “
∆ubYw

∆ub
.

(B.6)

Let us note the range of indices in the above determinant formula. pα, aq takes values in

the set

tp1, 1q, p1, 2q, p2, 1q, . . . , pL, 2qu (B.7)
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whereas pb, βq takes values in the set

tp0, 1q, . . . , p0, L0q, p1, 1q, . . . , p1, L1q, . . . , p3, L3qu . (B.8)

Note that, in order to simplify this derivation, this notation is in contrast to the one used in

the main text, where the rows of the determinant were labelled by pa, αq instead of pα, aq. At

the end we will convert back to the original ordering.

In [20] a determinant relation was used to extract the SoV matrix elements for the

measure, which in our notation corresponds to the case L0 “ L3 “ 0 and L1 “ L2 “ L.

For the general case we have the following updated determinant relation, valid for any two

tensors Ha,α,β and Ga,α,b, which reads

det
pα,aq,pb,βq

Ha,α,βGa,α,b “
ÿ

σ

p´1q|σ|

˜ź

b

det
pα,aqPσ´1pbq,βb

Ha,α,βb

¸ ź

a,α

Ga,α,σa,α (B.9)

which is easy to derive. Here, σ is a permutation of

t0, . . . , 0loomoon
L0

, . . . , 3, . . . , 3loomoon
L3

u (B.10)

with σα,a denoting the number at position a ` pN ´ 1qpα ´ 1q and

σ´1pbq “ tpα, aq : σa,α “ bu . (B.11)

We have βb P t1, . . . , Lbu and finally |σ| denotes the number of elementary permutations

needed to bring the set
Ť

b σ
´1pbq to the canonical ordering (B.7).

We now apply (B.9) to (B.4) by identifying

Ha,α,β “ wβ´1
α,a , Ga,α,b “ fbpwα,aqQ1,1`a

ˆ
wα,a `

i

2
p3 ´ 2bq

˙
. (B.12)

Notice that detpα,aqPσ´1pbq,βb
Ha,α,βb

“ p´1q
Lb
2

pLb´1q∆b where ∆b denotes the Vandermonde

determinant built out of wα,a for which σα,a “ b, that is

∆b :“
ź

pα,aqăpα1 ,a1q

pwα,a ´ wα1,a1q (B.13)

where ă is to be understood in lexicographical ordering as explained above. The result then

reads

tptwα,au “ s1
L

ÿ

σ

p´1qσ|
ź

b

∆b

ź

α,a

fσa,αpwα,aqQ1,1`apwα,a ` i
2

` isa,αq (B.14)

where we have defined sα,a “ 1 ´ σα,a and

s1
L :“

ź

b

p´1q
Lb
2

pLb´1q (B.15)
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Using the explicit form of fbpwq, which is (B.6), it is easy to verify that

ź

b

∆b

ź

α,a

fσa,αpwα,aq “
ź

b

∆ubYw
σ´1pbq

∆ub

(B.16)

and hence we obtain

tptwα,auq “ s1
L

ÿ

σ

p´1q|σ|
ź

b

p´1q
Lb
2

pLb´1q
∆ubYw

σ´1pbq

∆ub

ź

α,a

Q1,1`apwα,a ` i
2

` isα,aq . (B.17)

We now symmetrise14 over the integration variables wα,1 and wα,2. The only factor in (B.4)

not invariant under this operation is tptwα,auq, so symmetrising it gives

sym
wα,1Øwα,2

tptwα,auq “
s1
L

2L

ÿ

σ

p´1q|σ|
ź

b

∆ubYw
σ´1pbq

∆ub

ź

α

F
sα,1sα,2
α , (B.18)

where

F
sα,1sα,2
α “ det

1ďa,a1ď2
Q1,1`apwα,a1 ` i

2
` isα,a1 q . (B.19)

We will now derive this relation. We introduce the expression

hσ,α :“ p´1q|σ|
ź

b

∆ubYw
σ´1pbq

∆ub

Q1,2pwα,1 ` i
2

` isα,1qQ1,3pwα,2 ` i
2

` isα,2q . (B.20)

Consider the interchange of wα,1 and wα,2. This produces

hσ,α Ñ p´1q|σ|
ź

b

∆̄ubYw
σ´1pbq

∆ub

Q1,2pwα,2 ` i
2

` isα,1qQ1,3pwα,1 ` i
2

` isα,2q . (B.21)

where ∆̄ denotes that we have interchanged wα,1 and wα,2 inside the Vandermonde determi-

nant.

There are two possible types of σ. Either σα,1 “ σα,2 “ c for some c P t0, 1, 2, 3u or not.

First suppose σα,1 “ σα,2 “ c. Then sα,1 “ sα,2 and, since pα, 1q and pα, 2q are adjacent to

each other in the properly ordered set (B.7) we have

∆̄ucYw
σ´1pcq

“ ´∆ucYw
σ´1pcq

, ∆̄ubYw
σ´1pbq

“ ∆ubYw
σ´1pbq

, b ‰ c . (B.22)

Hence, after exchanging wα,1 and wα,2 for such a σ we obtain

hσ,α Ñ ´p´1q|σ|
ź

b

∆ubYw
σ´1pbq

∆ub

Q1,2pwα,2 ` i
2

` isα,2qQ1,3pwα,1 ` i
2

` isα,1q . (B.23)

14To avoid confusion, for any function fpu, vq we define the symmetrisation of f over u and v as being

sym
uØv

fpu, vq “ 1

2
pfpu, vq ` fpv, uqq, as used in Sections 5.2 and 5.3 of [20].
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Hence for such a σ, after symmetrising over wα,1 and wα,2 we obtain

sym
wα,1Øwα,2

hσ,α “
1

2
p´1q|σ|

ź

b

∆ubYw
σ´1pbq

∆ub

F
sα,1sα,2
α . (B.24)

We now consider the case of σ such that σα,1 “ c1, σα,2 “ c2 with c1 ‰ c2. Note that there is

another (unique) permutation σ̃ with σ̃α,1 “ c2, σ̃α,2 “ c1 and σ̃α1,a1 “ σα1,a1 for all other pairs

pα1, a1q. Clearly since these two permutations are equivalent up to interchanging a single pair

we have p´1q|σ| “ ´p´1q|σ̃|. Denote s̃α,a “ 1 ´ σ̃α,a. Then it immediately follows that under

exchanging wα,1 and wα,2 we have

hσ,α Ñ ´p´1q|σ̃|
ź

b

∆ubYw
σ̃´1pbq

∆ub

Q1,2pwα,2 ` i
2

` is̃α,2qQ1,3pwα,2 ` i
2

` is̃α,1q . (B.25)

Hence, after symmetrisation we have

sym
wα,1Øwα,2

phσ,α ` hσ̃,αq “
1

2

˜
p´1q|σ|

ź

b

∆ubYw
σ´1pbq

∆ub

F
sα,1sα,2
α ` σ Ø σ̃

¸
. (B.26)

Of course, the conclusion is unchanged if hσ,α is multiplied by any function independent of

pα, aq and hence (B.18) immediately follows by sequentially symmetrising over pα, 1q and

pα, 2q for α “ 1, 2, . . . , L.

We now put (B.18) under the integration (B.4) and compute the integral by residues,

closing the contour in the upper-half plane. This produces a sum over poles at the locations

wα,a “ xα,a “ θα ` ips ` nα,aq, with nα,a ranging over all non-negative integers. If all nα,a

are distinct for a fixed α we can use the symmetry of the integrand to remove a factor of 2

for each α and restrict the summation to nα,1 ě nα,2. If some nα,a coincide for a fixed α

then removing the 2L factor will result in an overcounting which we must compensate for, by

introducing the factor Mα.

As a result, we obtain

ÿ

nα,1ěnα,2ě0

ź

α

1

Mα

ź

α,a

Q̃B
1 pxα,aq

rα,nα,a

rα,0

s1
L

ÿ

σ

p´1q|σ|
ź

b

∆ubYx
σ´1pbq

∆ub

ź

α

det
1ďa,a1ď2

Q1,a`1pxα,a1 ` i
2

` isα,aq .

(B.27)

We now compare with the general expression (B.1). We see that in order for a term

”
L0;u0

ˇ̌
ˇL1;u1

ˇ̌
ˇL2;u2

ˇ̌
ˇL3;u3

ı
xy

(B.28)

in the summand of the r.h.s. to be non-zero it must be possible to write each yα,a “ θα `

ips ` mα,a ` 1 ´ aq, for each fixed α, as

yα,a “ xα,ραa ` isα,ραa ,, a “ 1, 2 (B.29)
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where ρα is a permutation of t1, 2u and ραa :“ ραpaq and hence we require

mα,a ` 1 ´ a “ nα,ραa
` sα,ραa . (B.30)

Since each of the numbers mα,a ` 1 ´ a must be distinct, as otherwise the determinant built

from Q1,1`a will vanish, there is a unique permutation ρα (if such a permutation exists) for

which (B.30) holds. If such a permutation does not exist then the matrix element (B.28)

vanishes. The permutation ρα amounts to sorting the set tnα,1 ` sα,1, nα,2 ` sα,2u and so we

should keep track of the sign of this permutation. Hence, for a fixed permutation σ we read

off the following contribution to (B.28)

s1
Lp´1q

L
2

pL´1qpN´1q p´1q|σ|

∆2
θ

ź

α

p´1q|ρα|

Mα

ź

α,a

rα,nα,a

rα,0

ź

b

p´1q
Lb
2

pLb´1q
∆ubYx

σ´1pbq

∆ub

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
mα,a“nα,ραa

´σα,ραa
`a

(B.31)

where we have included the corresponding normalisation factor N . Finally, in order to de-

termine (B.28) we note that for a given set of xα,a and yα,a there can be many different σ for

which the relation (B.30) holds and we must sum over all such σ in (B.31) in order to obtain

(B.28). When there is a degeneracy in nα,a for fixed α there are multiple σ that give the same

result. Their number is exactly Mα, so we can simplify the expression by only summing over

k inequivalent permutations of nα,a within each α. We denote such permutations permαn

and hence obtain

xy|Ô|xy “ sLp´1q
L
2

pL´1qpN´1q
ÿ

k

p´1q|σ|

∆2
θ

ź

α,a

rα,nα,a

rα,0

ź

b

p´1q
Lb
2

pLb´1q
∆ubYx

σ´1pbq

∆ub

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
σα,a“kα,a´mα,a`a

.

(B.32)

Moving back to the original ordering of the rows of the determinant introduces a sign

p´1q
L
4

pN2´3N`2q which combines with s1
L
to produce sL given by

sL :“ p´1q
LN
4

pL´1qpN´1q`
řN

n“0
Ln . (B.33)

Finally, the above argument is rigourous in the finite-dimensional setting. To pass to the

infinite-dimensional case we notice that the matrix elements are block diagonal with each

block having finite size. The spin s enters each block as a universal polynomial pre-factor.

Then, each block is fixed by analysing a finite-number of finite-dimensional representations

and the matrix elements can be analytically continued to values of s not being negative half-

integers. So the matrix elements we found are valid in the infinite-dimensional case as well

for generic s. Note that since the SoV basis vectors are polynomial in the spin s our formula

for the SoV matrix elements of the principal operators are valid for all values of s.

This completes the derivation. The slpNq case is identical up to extending the range

of indices t1, 2u to t1, . . . , N ´ 1u but can be carried out in exactly the same way as was

demonstrated for the measure in [20]. Note that for a function fpwα,1, . . . , wα,N´1q we define

the symmetrisation over wα,1, . . . , wα,N´1 as

1

pN ´ 1q!

ÿ

pPσN´1

fpwα,pp1q, . . . , wα,ppN´1qq (B.34)
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where σN´1 denotes the permutation group on N ´ 1 letters.

C SoV basis

In this section we will demonstrate that knowledge of the structure of the SoV basis and the

FSoV approach allows one to derive the form of Sklyanin’s B operator.

We start by defining the SoV ground states |0y and x0| which correspond to the constant

polynomial 1. These states satisfy the following properties

Tj1pθα ` isq|0y “ 0 “ T1jpθα ` isq|0y “ 0, j “ 1, . . . , N, α “ 1, . . . , L . (C.1)

We can now follow the logic of [7] and build vectors by action of transfer matrices on x0| and

|0y. The key idea of [7] is that if such vectors form a basis then it is automatically an SoV

basis since the transfer matrix wave functions will factorise. We will choose the following set

of transfer matrices

T
˚
µpuq :“ det

1ďj,kďµ1

Tµ1
j´j`k,1

ˆ
u ´

i

2

`
µ1
1 ´ µ1 ´ µ1

j ` j ` k ´ 1
˘˙

(C.2)

where Ta,1puq are the transfer matrices in anti-symmetric representations (2.12) and µ denotes

an integer partition (Young diagram)

µ “ pµ1, . . . , µN´1, 0q (C.3)

and µ1
j denotes the height of the j-th column of the Young diagram. The states |yy are then

constructed as

|yy 9
Lź

α“1

T
˚
µα

ˆ
θα ` is `

i

2

`
µα
1 ´ µ

α,1
1

˘˙
|0y (C.4)

and we label the constructed states by the L Young diagrams µα, α “ 1, . . . , L.

We also construct a set of left vectors

xx| 9 x0|
Lź

α“1

N´1ź

j“1

TN´1,sαj

ˆ
θα ` is ´

i

2
pN ´ sαj ´ 1q

˙
(C.5)

where pN ´ 1, sq denotes the Young diagram of height N ´ 1 and width s, that is µ “

ps, . . . , sloomoon
N´1

, 0q and the corresponding transfer matrix is defined by the Cherednik-Bazhanov-

Reshetikhin (CBR) [66, 67] formula

Tµpuq “ det
1ďj,kďµ1

Tµ1
j´j`k,1

ˆ
u ´

i

2

`
µ1
1 ´ µ1 ´ µ1

j ` j ` k ´ 1
˘˙

. (C.6)

We now note two key properties of the constructed set of vectors. First, they are linearly

independent. This was proven in [10] and the argument relies on the fact that the twist matrix

(2.8) can be deformed slightly with N ´1 parameters w1, . . . , wN´1. Then, in the limit where
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all wi are sent sequentially to infinity the constructed set of vectors reduce to eigenvectors of

the so-called Gelfand-Tsetlin algebra [10], a key object in representation theory. Furthermore,

the Gelfand-Tsetlin algebra has non-degenerate spectrum and it was shown in [10] that a basis

of eigenvectors are given by (C.5) and (C.4) in the above-described limit. Hence, the vectors

(C.5) and (C.4) form a basis, and the transfer matrix wave functions are guaranteed to

factorise.

The next key property is that the constructed set of vectors are independent of the twist

eigenvalues. This follows from the fact that all transfer matrices in our chosen reference frame

have the structure

T
˚
µpuq “ T

˚,0
µ puq `

Nÿ

r“0

¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ χrTr1puq (C.7)

and

TN´1,spuq “ T
0
N´1,spuq `

Nÿ

r“0

χrT1,rpuq ˆ . . . (C.8)

where T
0
µpuq denotes a part which is independent of the twist eigenvalues. The property

(C.1) then ensures that the twist-dependent part of the transfer matrices never contributes,

see [8, 10, 20].

We now exploit known relations for transfer matrices in terms of Baxter Q-functions.

The transfer matrix eigenvalues admit the form

xΨ|T˚
µα

ˆ
θα ` is `

i

2

`
µα
1 ´ µ

α,1
1

˘˙
9

det
1ďa,a1ďN´1

Qa`1

ˆ
yα,a1 `

i

2
pN ´ 2q

˙

det
1ďa,a1ďN´1

Qa`1

ˆ
θα ` is `

i

2
pN ´ 2kq

˙xΨ| (C.9)

with yα,a “ θα ` ips ` µα
a ` 1 ´ aq and

Lź

α“1

N´1ź

a“1

TN´1,sαa

ˆ
θα ` is ´

i

2
pN ´ sαj ´ 1q

˙
|Ψy 9

Lź

α“1

N´1ź

a“1

Q1pθα ` is ` isαa q

Q1pxα,aq
|Ψy (C.10)

where xα,a “ θα ` ips ` sαa q.

We can now write down the wave functions. By normalising xΨ| and |Ψy appropriately

we have

xΨ|yy “
Lź

α“1

det
1ďa,a1ďN´1

Qj`1

ˆ
yα,a `

i

2
pN ´ 2q

˙
. (C.11)

Similarly, we have

xx|Ψy “
Lź

α“1

N´1ź

a“1

Q1pxα,aq (C.12)

Since the proposed sets of vectors form a basis we can write the scalar product between two

transfer matrix eigenstates as

xΨA|ΨBy “
ÿ

x,y

ΨBpxqMy,xΨApyq . (C.13)

– 48 –



We now turn to the FSoV construction which allows us to extract the measure (3.3) in the

two SoV bases. This is just a special case of the formula (4.28). Since the SoV bases are

independent of twist, the character projection trick is valid and all of the techniques developed

earlier in the paper in sections 4 and 5 can be carried out. In particular, we can compute

correlation functions of multi-insertions of principal operators. Following the logic of section

5.3 we see that there is a distinguished operator diagonalised in the basis |xy which then must

also be diagonalised in the basis xx| defined in (C.5). Hence, we have obtained Sklyanin’s

B operator, and the basis diagonalising it, starting solely from the FSoV approach and the

knowledge of the SoV basis.

D Existence of basis of Bethe algebra eigenstates

In this appendix we will prove the existence of the decomposition used in (4.12) which states

that one can write a resolution of the identity as

1 “
ÿ

A

|ΨAyxΨ̄A| (D.1)

where each |ΨAy is a joint eigenvector of the transfer matrices t1puq , t2puq, xΨ̄A| is defined by

the property

xΨ̄A|ΨBy “ δAB (D.2)

and the index A in the sum labels all transfer matrix eigenstates.

Outline of proof The proof is very similar in spirit to our proof in the paper [20] showing

that eigenstates of the SoV B operator form a basis of the representation space. An outline

of the steps we will take are as follows. We will begin by decomposing the representation

space H into a direct sum of finite-dimensional spaces Hk, k P Zě0 from which the identity

operator inherits the decomposition

1 “
ÿ

kě0

1k (D.3)

where 1k denotes the restriction of the identity operator to Hk. We will then prove that each

Hk admits a basis of transfer matrix eigenstates and as a result we can write

1k “
ÿ

Ak

|ΨAk
yxΨ̄Ak

| (D.4)

where the sum is over a finite number of certain transfer matrix eigenstates enumerated by

Ak to be specified later. Hence, the decomposition (D.1) holds with

1 “
ÿ

kě0

ÿ

Ak

|ΨAk
yxΨ̄Ak

| . (D.5)
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Proof The representation space of the slp3q spin chain is the space of polynomials in xα, yα,

α “ 1, . . . , L. By definition, a vector in this space is a finite linear combination of monomials

Lź

α“1

xnα
α ymα

α , nα,mα P Zě0 . (D.6)

In order to perform SLp3q (group)-valued linear transformations the representation space

must be extended from polynomials to analytic functions which can be represented as power

series in the above variables convergent in some neighbourhood of the origin, see [20] for a

discussion and examples. Hence, in order to show that a collection of vectors form a basis of

the representation space we must show that any such analytic function can be written as an

infinite series in those vectors with finite coefficients.

Note that there are legitimate questions about convergence of such infinite series and the

existence of the corresponding finite coefficients. Indeed even if one manages to construct a

basis for the original space of polynomials it does not necessarily extend to a basis of the

space of analytic functions.

Let us introduce the following operator E “ ´E11´L sˆ1 of the global Cartan subalgebra

of Upglp3qq, see (7.2) for the definition of E11. A direct calculation yields

E

Lź

α“1

xnα
α ymα

α “

˜
Lÿ

α“1

nα ` mα

¸
Lź

α“1

xnα
α ymα

α . (D.7)

Hence, we see that the spectrum of this operator is bounded from below and furthermore

each eigenvalue is non-negative. Hence the representation space H decomposes into a direct

sum of eigenspaces Hk corresponding to the eigenvalue k

H “
à
kě0

Hk, Hk :“ tv P H : Ev “ k vu . (D.8)

Clearly, each Hk is finite-dimensional as there are only finitely many ways to write a given non-

negative integer k as a sum of non-negative integers nα and mα. Clearly the decomposition

(D.8) is valid for the space of polynomials. However, since the space of regular at the origin

analytic functions admit a Taylor expansion into the variables xα, yα the decomposition (D.8)

is also valid for this enlarged space. To complete the proof it remains to show that each Hk

admits a basis of transfer matrix eigenstates. To this end it suffices to show that they have

a distinct set of eigenvalues in each subspace the number of which matches the dimension of

that space. Since transfer matrix eigenvalues are algebraic functions of the twist parameters

it suffices to prove there are sufficiently many for some special value of the twist to prove that

it is true generically.

We will proceed as follows. Consider the transfer matrices with diagonal twist g “

diagpλ1, λ2, λ3q. As a result the transfer matrices commute with E and preserve the subspaces

Hk. We consider the singular twist limit λ1 " λ2 " λ3. In this limit t1puq and t2puq reduce to

the generators GT1puq and GT2puq of the Gelfand-Tsetlin subalgebra of the Yangian whose
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properties are well-understood [68]. Let σ P C be a generic parameter and consider the

combination

tpuq “
1

λ1
t1puq `

σ

λ1λ2
t2puq . (D.9)

In the singular twist limit tpuq Ñ tGTpuq :“ GT1puq ` σGT2puq. We will prove that this

operator has distinct eigenstates in each Cartan subspace, and hence so does tpuq and hence

so do the family t1puq and t2puq.

The eigenvectors of tGTpuq are well-understood for finite-dimensional representations

where s P t0,´1
2
,´1, . . . u . In particular, they are all polynomial functions of the spin s

with each eigenvalue also being a polynomial in s. What is not obvious is that each eigenvec-

tor remains an eigenvectors when analytically continued to non half-integer values of s. Let

us consider the expression

tGTpuq|Ψsy ´ τGTpuq|Ψsy (D.10)

where |Ψsy is an eigenvectors of tGTpuq for s P t0,´1
2
,´1, . . . u. For such values of s this

expression equates to zero. However, for generic s the operator tGTpuq is a differential operator

with coefficients which are polynomial in s and hence the action of tGTpuq on |Ψsy results in a

vector which is polynomial in s and hence (D.10) vanishes for all values of s. Hence, |Ψsy is an

eigenvector for all s and is non-zero for generic s and tGTpuq has distinct eigenvalue for each

such eigenvector. Since each Hk can be obtained by considering enough finite-dimensional

representations with sufficiently large ´s we can promote a basis of eigenvectors of Hk for

s P t0,´1
2
, . . . u to a basis of eigenvectors for generic s. This completes the proof.
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