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1 Introduction

Exactly solvable models play an important role in statistical physics, yet finding solvable

models is not a simple task. The Yang-Baxter equation is a great tool for finding solvable
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models due to the fact that satisfying the Yang-Baxter equation is a sufficient condition for

solvability [1]. The Yang-Baxter equation was first introduced in [2] for the quantum many-

particle system with δ-potentials. Later it was used for the solution of the XYZ Heisenberg

spin chain and coined its name in work [3] where authors developed the quantum inverse

scattering method. The study of this equation led to the invention of quantum groups

[4–8]. The Yang-Baxter equation appears in several areas of mathematical physics such as

topological field theory, supersymmetric gauge theory, graph theory, number theory, knot

theory, etc. We refer the interested reader to well-known review articles [9–11] and recent

works [12–15].

The Yang-Baxter equation ensures that the transfer matrices commute1 with each other.

Therefore the problem of finding exactly solvable models with positive Boltzmann weights

can be reduced to the problem of finding solutions to the Yang-Baxter equation. Find-

ing solutions to this equation is still effort-taking. One way to generate solutions to

the Yang-Baxter equation is using braid group representations, which is called the Yang-

Baxterization procedure [16].

Braid groups and the Yang-Baxter equation are closely related, hence it is possible to

obtain solutions to the Yang-Baxter equation from braid group representations (BGR)

and obtain BGR’s from Yang-Baxter equation solutions. In this paper, we will discuss

the first case. For n block case, there exists a corresponding algebra type that Yang-

Baxter operators satisfy, and containing the representations of these algebras are usually

the sufficient condition for a BGR with n distinct eigenvalues to be Yang-Baxterizable.

2 The Yang-Baxter equation

In this section, the Yang-Baxter equation and Yang-Baxter operators will be introduced

and the relations they satisfy will be discussed. Then the basic properties and symmetries

of the models that satisfy the Yang-Baxter equation will be shown and the corresponding

cases in the vertex model will be given and shown by diagrams.

2.1 Yang-Baxter equation and Yang-Baxter operators

Let V be a complex vector space and R(u) be a linear operator of u ∈ C which takes

values in EndC(V ⊗ V ). The Yang-Baxter equation is the following equation written in

the operator form [17]

R12(u)R13(u+ v)R23(v) = R23(v)R13(u+ v)R12(u) (2.1)

where Rij denotes the matrix on V ⊗ V ⊗ V acting as R(u) on the ith and jth component

and as identity on the other. Here the variable u is called the spectral parameter. Usually,

it is assumed that the dimension of the vector space V is finite.

1This is an analog of involutivity of the integrals of motion in classical integrability.
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Let N = dim(V ) < ∞. After choosing a basis, the R-matrix can be written in components

R(u) =
∑

Rkl
ij (u)Eik ⊗ Ejl , (2.2)

where Eij = (δiaδjb)a,b=1,...N . By writing it in this form the Yang-Baxter equation amounts

to N6 homogeneous equations for the N4 unknowns Rkl
ij . Let P ∈ EndC(V ⊗ V ) denote

the transposition

Px⊗ y = y ⊗ x (2.3)

Then if R(u) has the property R(0) = cP where c ∈ C is a constant. The relation R(0) = cP

is called the initial condition. Often the Yang-Baxter equation is written in terms of the

matrix

Ř(u) = PR(u) (2.4)

Then for m ≥ 2 a sequence of operators R1(u), R2(u), · · · , Ri(u), · · · acting on V ⊗m can

be defined such that

Ři(u) = I(1) ⊗ I(2) ⊗ · · · ⊗ Ř(u)i⊗i+1 ⊗ I(i+2) ⊗ · · · ⊗ I(m) (2.5)

where I(j) is the identity acting at the j-th position and i = 1, · · · ,m− 1. These operators

satisfy the relations [18]:

Ři(u)Řj(v) = Řj(v)Ři(u) for |i− j| ≥ 2 (2.6)

Ři(u)Ři+1(u+ v)Ři(v) = Ři+1(v)Ři(u+ v)Ři+1(u) (2.7)

The operators
{

Ři(u)
}

are called the Yang-Baxter operators. The Boltzmann weights

satisfying the Yang-Baxter relations define a sequence of Yang-Baxter operators.

The order of the characteristic equation that Yang-Baxter operators satisfy in a model is

called the block number of the model. For each n-block model, there is a corresponding

n-CB algebra such that the model satisfies. The definitions and relations of these models

are discussed in more detail in the section n-CB algebras.

Yang-Baxter equation takes different forms depending on the types of models under con-

sideration. Yang-Baxter equation in terms of Boltzmann weights in the vertex model is

the following:
∑

α,β,γ

Sβq
γr (v)S

αp
kγ (u+ v)Siα

jβ(u) =
∑

α,β,γ

Sαp
βq (u)S

iα
γr(u+ v)Sjβ

kγ (v) (2.8)

For vertex models, the Yang-Baxter operators
{

Ři(u)
}

’s can be expressed as a sum of

matrix tensor products:

Ři(u) =
∑

klmp

Skm
lp (u) · I(1) ⊗ I(2) ⊗ · · · ⊗ E

(i)
pk ⊗ E

(i+1)
ml ⊗ I(i+2) ⊗ · · · ⊗ I(n) (2.9)

where I(j) is the identity acting at the j-th position and Ejk is a matrix such that (Ejk)pq =

δjpδkq.

For the rest of this section, the vertex model will be used in order to illustrate the properties

of the systems that satisfy the Yang-Baxter equation.
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u+ v

u

v
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∑

α,β,γ S
βq
γr (v) S

αp
kγ (u+ v)Siα

jβ(u)

=

∑

α,β,γ S
αp
βq (u) S

iα
γr(u+ v)Sjβ

kγ(v)

q
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i
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γ
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q
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i

j

k

β

α

γ

Figure 1: Yang-Baxter equation for vertex model.

2.2 Properties and symmetries of models satisfying the Yang-Baxter equation

Models that satisfy the Yang-Baxter equation often have some properties listed and ex-

plained below. Some of these properties are used in the process of Yang-Baxterization and

finding representations of braid groups. Some of these properties can be used to obtain

constraints in the Yang-Baxterization process.

• Overall normalization

The Yang-Baxter relation is invariant under the following transformation.

Ř(u) → N(u)Ř(u) (2.10)

where N(u) is an arbitrary function depending only on the spectral parameter. This

demonstrates that the overall normalization of the Boltzmann weights can be chosen

freely.

• Standard initial condition

The standard initial condition states that there exists a case, where nothing changes;

and when the spectral parameter is 0, this is the only case that exists.

Ř(0) = C · I (2.11)

i

j

l

k

0

i

j

i

j

Sik
jl (0) C · δilδjk

Figure 2: Diagrammatic representation of the standard initial condition for the

vertex model.
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Here, C is a constant depending on the overall normalization of the Boltzmann

weights.

• Unitarity condition or the first inversion relation

The unitarity condition (first inversion relation) has the following form

Ř(−u)Ř(u) = ρ(u)ρ(−u)I . (2.12)

The function ρ(u) is called unitarity function. We can always choose a normalization2

where ρ(u) ≡ 1. Let us choose u = 0 to deduce the relation between the spectral

parameter u and C.

Ř(0)Ř(0) = ρ(0)ρ(0)I (2.13)

C · C = ρ(0)2 (2.14)

From here one can choose a normalization of ρ(u) such that ρ(0) = C.

For the vertex model, the unitarity condition can be written as (visualized in Figure

3.)
∑

p,q

Sql
pk(−u)Sip

jq(u) = ρ(u)ρ(−u)δikδjl . (2.15)

i

j

q

p

u

q

p

k

l

−u

Sql
pk(−u)Sip

jq(u)

Figure 3: Diagrammatic representation of the first inversion relation for the vertex

model.

• Crossing symmetry

Some models have a symmetry that enables them to be interpreted from two direc-

tions. The models that have this property are said to have crossing symmetry. For

vertex models that have crossing symmetry, this relation can be written as:

Sik
jl (u) =

[

r(i)r(l)

r(j)r(k)

]
1

2

F (u) · Sjl

k̄ī
(λ− u) (2.16)

This case is represented in diagrams in Figure 4. Here, λ is called the crossing point

of the spectral parameter or crossing parameter for short. For the vertex model, the

bar-operation on the indices usually denotes charge conjugation ī = −i, yet different

interpretations of the bar-operation are also possible.

2Using the overall normalization property.
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The factors {r(i)} are called crossing multipliers. In relation with r(̄i) = 1
r(i) . Cross-

ing multipliers are added to the equation to prevent any deterioration in the physical

interpretation of the Boltzmann weights.

The function F (u) also depends on the overall normalization and always satisfies

F (u)F (λ− u) = 1. We can normalize the Boltzmann weights so that F (u) ≡ 1.

i

j

l

k
λ− u

i

j

l

k

u

Sik
jl (u)

[

r(i)r(l)
r(j)r(k)

]
1

2

F (u) · Sjl

k̄ī
(λ− u)

Figure 4: Diagrammatic representation of the crossing symmetry for the vertex

model.

• Second inversion relation

Some models satisfy a relation called the second inversion relation. The second

inversion relation for the vertex models is as follows:

∑

p,q

Skp
ql (λ+ u)Sjq

pi (λ− u)
r(q)r(p)

r(j)r(k)
= ρ(u)ρ(−u)δikδjl (2.17)

k

q

l

p

λ+ u

j

p

i

q

λ− u

Sjq
pi (λ− u) Skp

ql (λ+ u)

Figure 5: Diagrammatic representation of the second inversion relation for the

vertex model.

For models with crossing symmetry, the second inversion relation is equivalent to the

unitary relation. Which is shown below:

Skp
ql (λ+ u) =

[

r(k)r(l)

r(p)r(q)

]
1

2

F (λ+ u)Sql

k̄p̄
(λ− (λ+ u))

Sjq
pi (λ− u) =

[

r(j)r(i)

r(p)r(q)

]
1

2

F (λ− u)Spi

j̄q̄
(λ− (λ− u))
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∑

p,q

Sql

k̄p̄
(−u))Spi

j̄q̄
(u))

[

r(k)r(l)

r(p)r(q)

]
1

2

[

r(j)r(i)

r(p)r(q)

]
1

2

[

r(q)r(p)

r(j)r(k)

]

F (λ+ u)F (λ− u)

= ρ(u)ρ(−u)δikδjl

∑

p,q

Sql

k̄p̄
(−u)Spi

j̄q̄
(u)

[

r(k)r(j)

r(p)r(q)

] [

r(q)r(p)

r(j)r(k)

]

F (λ+ u)F (λ− u) = ρ(u)ρ(−u)δikδjl

∑

p,q

Sql

k̄p̄
(−u)Spi

j̄q̄
(u)F (λ+ u)F (λ− u) = ρ(u)ρ(−u)δikδjl (2.18)

Spi

jq
(u)

p

j

q

i

u

q

k

p

l

−u

Sql

kp
(− u)

Figure 6

From here it has been shown that for models with crossing symmetry, the second

inversion relation is equivalent to the unitarity relation. There are, however, solvable

models satisfying the Yang-Baxter relation without the crossing symmetry. Never-

theless, those models satisfy the second inversion relation.

• CPT invariances or reflection symmetry

Solvable models that satisfy the Yang-Baxter relation have three additional symme-

tries, called the CPT invariances or reflection symmetries. For the vertex model,

these symmetries are as follows:

= S īk̄
j̄l̄
(u)

Sik
jl (u) = Sjl

ik(u)

= Ski
lj (u) (2.19)

The diagrammatic representation of these symmetries is given in Figure 7.
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Sik
jl (u)

Sik
jk
(u)

j

i

k

l

u

i

j

l

k

u

i

j

l

k

u

Sjl
ik(u)

k

l

j

i

u

Ski
lj (u)

=

=

=

C invariance

P invariance

T invariance

Figure 7: diagrammatic representations of CPT invariances for the vertex model.

• Charge conservation condition

Some models satisfy a relation called charge conservation condition, which can be

expressed as the following for the vertex model.

Sik
jl (u) = 0 unless i+ j = k + l (2.20)

Remark that not all of the solvable vertex models satisfy the charge conservation

condition, however, the existence of a nontrivial link polynomials associated with the

model requires the charge conservation condition [18].

3 Braid group and BGR’s

Braid group of n strings, denoted by Bn, is the group generated by {bi} and {b−1
i } where

i = 1, 2, · · · n− 1. The generators of the braid group can be visualized as shown in Figure

8.

i i+ 1i− 1

bi

i+ 2

... ...

1 n

b−1
i

i i+ 1i− 1 i+ 21 n

......

Figure 8: Diagrammatic representation of the generators of the braid group.
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The braid group was first introduced by Artin in 1925 [19]. In this work, the defining

relations between the generators of the braid group was shown. These relations are known

as Artin relations, which are given below.

bibj = bjbi; |i− j| ≥ 2

bibi+1bi = bi+1bibi+1 (3.1)

The diagrammatic representation of the Artin relations are given in Figure 9.

=

bibj bjbi

i i i ij j

=

bibi+1bi bi+1bibi+1

Figure 9: Diagrammatic representation of the Artin relations.

3.1 Braids and Yang-Baxter operators

There is a close relationship between the braid group and the Yang-Baxter operators.

The relations Yang-Baxter operators satisfy are very similar to Artin relations. The Yang-

Baxter operators additionally have spectral parameters. In order to make a transition from

one to the other, we either need to find a way to get rid of the spectral parameters or add

spectral parameters. By figuring out a way for making Yang-Baxter operators’ spectral

parameters independent, one can obtain BGR’s using Boltzmann weights. One way to do

this is to set all of the spectral parameters equal to each other.

u = u+ v = v (3.2)

Some of the ways this can be done are setting them all to 0, taking the limit as u goes to

infinity, or setting them all equal to the crossing parameter of the model examined. By

doing this, one can obtain representations of the braid group. For the rest of this paper, let

us generally assume that by taking the limit limu→u0
u we obtain a BGR from Yang-Baxter

operators.

BGR’s can be categorized with respect to the number of eigenvalues a B matrix of a repre-

sentation of the braid group has. This classification will be used in the transition between

Yang-Baxter operators and BGR’s. As mentioned before, there are different algebraic

structures contained in n-block models, and the corresponding property in BGR’s is the

number of distinct eigenvalues that BGR has. For notational convenience, let n be number

of the distinct eigenvalues λi (i = 1, 2, · · · , n) B has.

– 9 –



3.2 Braids and knots

In 1930, Alexander stated a theorem known as “Alexander’s Theorem”, which states that

by gluing together the strands starting at ith place and ending at ith place, the braid can be

“closed” to obtain a knot, and vice versa, every knot can be represented as a closed braid

[20]. However, in this paper it was also stated that there is no unique representation of a

knot by a closed braid. This led to the question “Which braid closures give isotopic knots?”

Markov’s theorem [18] states that the closures of the braids that can be transformed into

each other by the Markov moves give isotopic knots. The Markov moves are shown in

Figure 10.

AB −→ BA

A −→ Abn , A −→ Ab−1
n (3.3)

AB BA

A

AB

B

A Abn

A A

nn

Figure 10: Markov moves.

Every closed braid gives rise to links, and braids which can be converted to each other by

Markov moves and Artin relations give rise to isotopic links, therefore braid representations

form a natural tool for constructing link invariants. By finding a quantity on a braid

group representation, which is invariant under the Markov moves, a link invariant can

be constructed. Using the relation between Yang-Baxter operators and Artin relations,

solvable models that satisfy the Yang-Baxter equation can be used to obtain braid group

representation and hence be used for finding knot invariants. In Akutsu, Deuguchi, and

Wadati’s work [18] it is emphasised that the theory of solvable models provides a powerful

background for constructing new link polynomials.

4 Yang-Baxterization

The similarity between the relations that Yang-Baxter operators satisfy and the Artin re-

lations leads to the idea of Yang-Baxterization, which can be defined as the process of ob-

taining solutions to the Yang-Baxter equation using braid group representations. The idea

of ”Baxterization” was first introduced by Jones [16]. The methods of Yang-Baxterization

have been studied by many authors [16]. In [21] it was shown that the inclusion of the
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Temperley-Lieb algebra is a sufficient condition for obtaining Yang-Baxter equation so-

lutions for the 2-block model. Then, in [22], methods of Yang-Baxterization using the

Birman-Murakami-Wenzl (BMW) algebra were discussed. There are many methods of

Yang-Baxterization [16]. In this paper, only the methods using the n-CB algebras are

discussed.

For a BGR with n distinct eigenvalues to be Yang-Baxterizable, it must contain represen-

tations of the corresponding algebras, generally called n-CB algebras. If this condition is

satisfied, then a BGR can be Yang-Baxterized with an appropriate choice of a function of

the spectral parameters. The function of spectral parameters used in Yang-Baxterization

is not unique, but depending on the properties and symmetries of models satisfying the

Yang-Baxter equation, some constraints on the function can be found. In this section, the

constraints on the function of the spectral parameter will be obtained using properties of

the models that satisfy the Yang-Baxter equation and the ansatz for obtaining BGR’s from

Yang-Baxter operators, then the n-CB algebras for n = 2, 3, 4 will be discussed.

4.1 Spectral parameter function

In this section, how the Yang-Baxter operators will be expressed using the representation of

the generators of the braid group and the constraints on the function of spectral parameter

which will be used in Yang-Baxterization will be obtained [22] .

Let B have n distinct eigenvalues. Then B obeys an nth order reduction relation

n
∏

i=1

(B − λiI) = 0 (4.1)

Then B can be written as a sum of projector matrices.

B =
n
∑

i=1

λiPi (4.2)

Where Pi is the projector matrix onto the subspace of λi and I =
∑n

i=1 Pi. Pi’s can be

uniquely written as

Pi =
∏

i 6=j

S − λj

λi − λj
(4.3)

Using λi’s and Pi’s, it is possible to construct solutions to the Yang-Baxter equation. It

is important to note that for different permutations of the eigenvalues of the BGR, it is

possible to get different solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation from the same BGR. The

most basic prescription for Yang-Baxterization is

Ř(u) =
n
∑

i=1

Λi(u)Pi (4.4)

The main problem is to determine the functions Λi(u). Now substituting (38) in the basic

properties described in the first section, we can obtain some constraints that Λi(u)’s need

to satisfy.
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Consider the process of obtaining a BGR from the Yang-Baxter operators.

B = lim
u→u0

Ř(u) =

n
∑

i=1

Λi(u0)Pi =

n
∑

i=1

λiPi (4.5)

From here it can be seen that Λi(u0) = λi should be satisfied. From the initial condi-

tion, it is clear that Λi(0) = Λj(0) for every i and j. Lastly, using the first inversion

relation, Λi(u)Λi(−u) = Λj(u)Λj(−u) for any u. We now have some relations that Λi(u)’s

needs to satisfy. These constraints on Λi(u)’s will be very useful in the process of Yang-

Baxterization.

Without much difficulty, it can be found that [22]

Λi(u) =

i−1
∏

j=1

(

λj

λj+1
fj(u) + 1

) n−1
∏

k=i

(

fk(u) +
λk

λk+1

)

λn (4.6)

By writing out Λi(u)’s like this, we can separate the function that is dependent on the

spectral parameter and the eigenvalues of the B matrix. Again, we will try to find some

constraints on fl(u)’s by using the properties mentioned in the first section.

Ř(u0) =

n
∑

i





i−1
∏

j=1

(

λj

λj+1
fj(u0) + 1

) n−1
∏

k=i

(

fk(u0) +
λk

λk+1

)

λn



Pi (4.7)

From (41) it is clearly seen that fl(u0) = 0 should be satisfied. And from the first inversion

relation

Ř(0) =

n
∑

i





i−1
∏

j=1

(

λj

λj+1
fj(0) + 1

) n−1
∏

k=i

(

fk(0) +
λk

λk+1

)

λn



Pi = C · I (4.8)

fl(0) = 1, since
∑n

i=1 Pi = I. Now we have some tools we can use for Yang-Baxterization.

There are multiple ways to construct solutions to the Yang-Baxter equation after this

point, as an example, let us investigate the case where fl(u)’s are index independent,

namely, fl(u) = y(u) for every l value. The equation (4.6) then becomes

Λi(u) =

i−1
∏

j=1

(

λj

λj+1
y(u) + 1

) n−1
∏

k=i

(

y(u) +
λk

λk+1

)

λn (4.9)

The two conditions mentioned for fl(u)’s are still valid for y(u)’s. Now we can examine

the Yang-Baxterization methods for different n values. There are basically two main tools

to do that: directly using the BGR’s or using the relative algebras contained in them.

Both cases will be discussed in this section. In both ways, the constraint on BGR’s to

be Yang-Baxterizable is to contain relevant n-CB algebra. Before moving on to a more

detailed prescription for Yang-Baxterization in different n values, the n-CB algebras will

be introduced.
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4.2 n-CB algebras

In the work of many authors [21–23] it has been shown that n-block models satisfying

the Yang-Baxter equation contain certain algebras, generally called n-conformal braiding

(n-CB) algebras. As a consequence of this property, the inclusion of corresponding n-

CB algebras is a sufficient condition for BGRs with n different eigenvalues to be Yang-

Baxterizable. There are known methods for Yang-Baxterizing a BGR containing these

algebras, so it is interesting to study the generators and relations of these algebras.

Temperley and Lieb [24] showed that the transfer matrices of seemingly different models

can be written in terms of operators obeying the same algebra, the Temperley-Lieb (TL)

algebra. After their paper, it was shown that every 2-block model obeys the TL algebra.

Temperley and Lieb’s work raised the question of what the most general algebras contained

in any n-block model. In the recent work of Belavin and Gepner, these algebras have been

studied for n = 3, 4, 5. It was shown that n-CB algebras are obeyed by the Yang-Baxter

operators if and only if the Yang-Baxter equation is obeyed by the n-block model, so these

algebras inevitably play an important role in Yang-Baxterization. These n-block algebras

form a chain of algebras such that each of them is a quotient of the universal free algebra

generated by {1}, {Ei}, and {Gi}. The defining relations of the n+1th quotient contain the

defining relations of the nth quotient except for the skein relation. Using the isomorphism

between the general free algebra generated by {1}, {Ei}, and {Gi} and Kauffman’s tangle

algebra [25], the relations of the n-CB algebras can be diagrammed.

4.2.1 n = 2: Temperley-Lieb algebra

Temperley Lieb algebra is the smallest non-trivial n-CB algebra. It is generated by {Ei}
such that Ei’s obey the relations:

EiEj = EjEi; |i− j| ≥ 2

EiEi±1Ei = Ei±1

E2
i = δEi (4.10)

The generators and relations in this algebra can be illustrated using monograms. Their

corresponding illustrations are given in Figure 11.

1 2 · · · i i+ 1 · · · n

1′ 2′ · · · i′ i+ 1′ · · · n′

Ei

Figure 11: Diagrammatic representation of the generators of the TL algebra.

Using these monoid diagrams we can illustrate the defining relations of the TL algebra.

These diagrams are shown in Figure 12.
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i j

EiEj

j

=

i

EjEi

i

=

EiEiEi+1Ei

i

i
i

=

E2
i

δEi

Figure 12: The diagrammatic representation of the defining relations of the TL algebra.

4.2.2 n = 3: BMW’ algebra

Birman and Wenlz, and Murakami independently showed in [26] and [27] that some 3-block

models obey an algebra known as Birman-Murakami-Wenlz (BMW) Algebra. The BMW

algebra is a quotient algebra of the group algebra of braid groups [28]. Yet the algebra

was not generalized to be contained in every 3-block model. Later in 2019, Belavin and

Gepner showed that an algebra called the ”weak BMW Algebra” which is a subalgebra of

BMW Algebra is contained in every 3-block model [23]. This algebra is denoted by BMW’

algebra and is generated by {Gi}, {Ei}, and {1i}. The skein relation of this algebra differs

from the skein relation of the BMW algebra and is the following.

m(Ei − I) = G−1
i −Gi (4.11)

{Gi}’s satisfies the defining relations of the braid group, and {Ei}’s satisfies the defining

relations of the TL algebra. With the addition of the following relations between these two

kinds of generators, the defining relations of the BMW’ algebra are obtained.

Gi+1GiEi+1 = EiGi+1Gi = EiEi+1

Gi+1EiGi+1 = G−1
i Ei+1G

−1
i

Gi+1EiEi+1 = G−1
i Ei+1

GiEi = EiGi = l−1Ei

EiGi+1Ei = lEi (4.12)

Remark that the BMW’ algebra does not include {G−1
i }’s, however, for notational conve-

nience, when describing the relations {G−1
i }’s are often used.

Using the relation between BMW’ algebra and the tangle algebra, the relations of BMW’

algebra are diagrammized and given in Figure 13.
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= =

EiEi+1EiGi+1GiGi+1GiEi+1

=

Gi+1EiGi+1 G−1
i Ei+1G

−1
i

=

Gi+1EiEi+1 G−1
i Ei+1

= =

GiEi EiGi l−1Ei

=

EiGi+1Ei lEi

Figure 13: The diagrammatic representation of the defining relations of the BMW’

algebra.

4.2.3 n = 4: 4-CB algebra

For 4-block models, the corresponding algebra is the 4-CB algebra [23]. The generators of

4-CB algebra are {Gi}, {G−1
i }, {Ei}, and {1i}. The skein relation of this algebra is the

following.

G2
i = α+ βEi + γGi + δG−1

i (4.13)

where the coefficients α, β, γ, and δ are parameters of the algebra.

There are 37 relations between the generators of this algebra. 4-CB contains both BMW’

and TL algebras as subalgebras, hence some of these relations are the relations of BMW’

and TL algebra. All of the relations can be shown in diagrams by using the relation

between the tangle algebra and the generators of 4-CB algebras, these diagrams are given

in the appendix. Additionally, the additional relations for the 5-CB algebras are also

diagrammized and given in the appendix.
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4.3 Yang-Baxterization process of BGR’s

As mentioned in the previous sections, BGR’s can be categorized with respect to the num-

ber of eigenvalues a B matrix of a representation of the braid group has. This classification

is often useful in the transition between Yang-Baxter operators and BGR’s. Using the

generators of the corresponding algebra, receipts for Yang-Baxterization can be written for

each n value. In this section, n = 2, 3 cases will be discussed and an example of the n = 2

case will be given.

4.4 n = 2 case

Let us assume that the starting BGR has two distinct eigenvalues, λ1 and λ2. Using ()

and again assuming fl(u) = y(u), the Yang-Baxter operator has the form

Ř(u) = B + λ1λ2y(u)B
−1 (4.14)

In this case, BGR is directly used, another way to Yang-Baxterize BGR in n = 2 case is

to use the Temperley-Lieb algebra contained in it [22]. B can written as

B = λ1P1 + λ2P2

= λ1(P1 +
λ2

λ1
P2)

= λ1(I + (
λ2

λ1
− 1)P2) (4.15)

Omitting the overall constant λ1, B can be written as B = I + ξE where E = P2 and

ξ = λ2

λ1
− 1. Substituting B = I + ξE in the YBE:

(I + ξEi)(I + ξEi+1)(I + ξEi) = (I + ξEi+1)(I + ξEi)(I + ξEi+1)

=(I + 2ξEi + ξEi+1 + ξ2E2
i + ξ2EiEi+1 + ξ2Ei+1Ei + ξ3EiEi+1Ei)

=(I + ξEi + 2ξEi+1 + ξ2E2
i+1 + ξ2EiEi+1 + ξ2Ei+1Ei + ξ3Ei+1EiEi+1) (4.16)

Therefore,

ξEi + ξ2E2
i + ξ3EiEi+1Ei = ξEi+1 + ξ2E2

i+1 + ξ3Ei+1EiEi+1 (4.17)

It can be seen that if the Temperley-Lieb algebra is obeyed, then we can obtain

ξEi + ξ2δEi + ξ3Ei = ξEi+1 + ξ2δEi+1 + ξ3Ei+1

(ξ + ξ2δ + ξ3)Ei = (ξ + ξ2δ + ξ3)Ei+1 (4.18)

With an appropriate choice of spectral function, the generators of the TL algebra can

be used to derive solutions of the YBE. We now have a new tool in hand for Yang-

Baxterization. The Yang-Baxter operator can be written as

Ř(u) = F (u)(I +G(u)ξE) (4.19)
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It has been demonstrated in [18] that the Yang-Baxter operators obey the Temperley-

Lieb algebra at u = λ (where λ is the crossing parameter) in the n ≥ 2 block cases.

Therefore containing TL algebra serves as a sufficient condition for a BGR with two unequal

eigenvalues to be Yang-Baxterizable [21].

4.5 n = 3 case

Now suppose that the starting BGR has three distinct eigenvalues, λ1, λ2, and λ3. Then

Ř(u) can written as

Ř(u) = L(u)B +M(u)I +N(u)B−1 (4.20)

where

L(u) =1− y(u)

M(u) =(λ1 + λ2)(λ2 + λ3)λ
−1
2 y(u)

N(u) =λ1λ3y(u)[y(u) − 1]

Another approach is to use the relevant algebra for the n = 3 case. It is known that B

satisfies the following equation

B2 = (λ1 + λ2 + λ3)B − (λ1λ2 + λ1λ3 + λ2λ3)I + λ1λ2λ3B
−1 (4.21)

Define B = kG, k2 = λ1λ2, l = k/λ3,m = (λ1 +λ2)k . Then eq. (4.21) can be rewritten as

G2 = (m+ l−1)G− (ml−1 + 1)I + l−1G−1 (4.22)

Additionally, let us introduce another matrix

E = (G+G−1)/m− I (4.23)

BMW’ can also be used for Yang-Baxterization, by writing the Ř(u) matrix in the form:

Ř(u) = I +G(u)B +H(u)E + F (u)B (4.24)

Satisfying the BMW’ algebra is a sufficient condition for Yang-Baxterizablity. Note that

for different permutations of the eigenvalues, it is possible to obtain different solutions of

the Yang-Baxter equation from the same BGR. This situation can be seen for n ≥ 3.

4.6 Example for Yang-Baxterization in n = 2 case

In this section, we consider an example of obtaining the Yang-Baxter equation from the

Temperley-Lieb operators.
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By putting (Ii + f(u)Ei)’s in the first inversion relation and using the relations of the TL

algebra

(Ii + f(u)Ei)(Ii + f(−u)Ei) = (Ij + f(u)Ej)(Ij + f(−u)Ej)

= Ii + (f(u) + f(−u))Ei + f(u)f(−u)E2
i

= Ij + (f(u) + f(−u))Ej + f(u)f(−u)E2
j

= Ii + (f(u) + f(−u))Ei + f(u)f(−u)δEi

= Ij + (f(u) + f(−u))Ej + f(u)f(−u)δEj (4.25)

From here it can be seen that

(f(u) + f(−u) + δf(u)f(−u))Ei = (f(u) + f(−u) + δf(u)f(−u))Ej

(f(u) + f(−u) + δf(u)f(−u))(Ei − Ej) = 0 (4.26)

Since Ei 6= Ej it has to be f(u)+ f(−u)+ δf(u)f(−u) = 0. Using this expression, one can

easily find that
f(u)

1 + δ
2f(u)

=
f(−u)

1 + δ
2f(−u)

(4.27)

From (4.27) it can be seen that f(u)
(1+f(u)) = 2

δ
y(u) can be written where y(u) is an odd

function. Then f(u) has the following form

f(u) =
2

δ

y(u)

1− y(u)
(4.28)

Now we write the Yang-Baxter equation in terms of Ři = I + f(u)Ei

I + f(u)Ei + f(u+ v)Ei+1 + f(u)f(u+ v)EiEi+1 + f(v)Ei (4.29)

+ f(u)f(v)E2
i + f(u+ v)f(v)Ei+1Ei + f(u)f(u+ v)f(v)EiEi+1Ei (4.30)

= I + f(v)Ei+1 + f(u+ v)Ei + f(v)f(u+ v)Ei+1Ei + f(u)Ei+1 (4.31)

+ f(v)f(u)E2
i+1 + f(u+ v)f(u)EiEi+1 + f(v)f(u+ v)f(u)Ei+1EiEi+1 (4.32)

and using the properties of Ei’s, one finds

f(u)Ei + f(u+ v)Ei+1 + f(v)Ei + f(u)f(v)δEi + f(u)f(u+ v)f(v)Ei

=f(v)Ei+1 + f(u+ v)Ei + f(u)Ei+1 + f(v)f(u)δEi+1 + f(v)f(u+ v)f(u)Ei+1 (4.33)

Since Ei − Ei+1 6= 0 from the latter expression, we obtain the following result

f(u) + f(v) + f(u)f(v)δ + f(u)f(u+ v)f(v)− f(u+ v) = 0 . (4.34)
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Writing f(u)’s in terms of y(u)’s, we can obtain a constraint on y(u)’s.

y(u) + y(v)− y(u+ v)

[(

1− 4

δ2

)

y(u)y(v)

]

= 0 (4.35)

In the case δ = ±2, we get 1− δ2

4 = 0 and eq. (4.35) reduces to

y(u) + y(v)− y(u+ v) = 0 . (4.36)

An obvious solution to this equation is

y(u) =
1

k
u . (4.37)

Thus a rational solution has the following form

f(u) = ± u

k − u
, (4.38)

where k is an arbitrary constant that can be obtained. For the δ 6= ±2 case there are

other solutions that can be obtained [22]. In the case δ = ±2 or the case such that we

can fix some parameters in E such that δ = ±2, we can obtain a rational solution of the

Yang-Baxter equation

Ř(u) = I ± u

k − u
E (4.39)

Now let us present an example of Yang-Baxterization which uses the mentioned way for

obtaining rational solutions to the Yang-Baxter equation. Consider the braid group repre-

sentation

B =











q 0 0 0

t 0 p 0

t p 0 0
2t2

q−p
−t −t q











(4.40)

The eigenvalues of this matrix are p, −p, and q where the multiplicity of q is 2.

This matrix leads to two representations of the Temperley-Lieb algebra. One of them is

T =











0 0 0 0

0 −1 1 0

0 1 −1 0

0 0 0 0











(4.41)

The
√
q can be calculated in the relation E2

i =
√
qEi.

T 2 =











0 0 0 0

0 −1 1 0

0 1 −1 0

0 0 0 0











2

=











0 0 0 0

0 2 −2 0

0 −2 2 0

0 0 0 0











= −2T (4.42)

Using the recipe that has been stated previously, we can obtain

Ř(u) = I − u

k − u
T =











1 0 0 0

0 k
k−u

−u
k−u

0

0 −u
k−u

k
k−u

0

0 0 0 1











(4.43)
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5 Conclusion

The n-CB algebras are a useful tool for Yang-Baxterizing BGR’s. Yang-Baxter equation

solutions are more general than BGR’s, so they are often useful in finding link invariants.

Using the relationship between braids and Yang-Baxter equation solutions, solutions of

the Yang-Baxter equation can be used to construct link invariants. The computation of

link invariants is complicated when using only the Boltzmann weights [29]. However, the

discussed n-CB algebras can be useful to simplify these calculations.
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6 Appendix

6.1 Diagrams of the relations of 4-CB Algebra

Gi+1GiGi+1 GiGi+1Gi

=

Gi+1G
−1
i G−1

i+1 G−1
i G−1

i+1Gi

=

G−1
i+1GiGi+1 GiGi+1G

−1
i

=

G−1
i+1G

−1
i Gi+1 GiG

−1
i+1G

−1
i

=

G−1
i+1G

−1
i G−1

i+1 G−1
i G−1

i+1G
−1
i

=

=

Gi+1GiG
−1
i+1 G−1

i Gi+1Gi

Gi+11iG
−1
i+1

=

G−1
i 1i+1Gi

=

Gi1i+1G
−1
iG−1

i+11iGi+1
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EiGi+1GiGi+1GiEi

=

EiG
−1
i+1G

−1
i

G−1
i+1G

−1
i Ei+1

=

GiEi+1G
−1
i

G−1
i+1EiGi+1

GiGi+1EiEi+1GiGi+1

=

Ei+1G
−1
i G−1

i+1 G−1
i G−1

i+1Ei

=

=

lEi+1Ei+1G
−1
i Ei+1

=

lEiEiGi+1Ei

=

EiEi+1Ei 1i+1Ei1i+1

=

Gi+1EiG
−1
i+1 G−1

i Ei+1Gi
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Ei1i+1Ei bEi
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lEi+1Ei+11iG
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i+1
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lEiEi1i+1G
−1
i
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Ei1i+1Gi lEi
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6.2 Diagrams of the additional relations of 5-CB Algebra
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