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Abstract: As a generalisation of the correspondence linking 2D integrable systems

with 4D Chern-Simons (CS) gauge theory, superspin chains are realized by means

of crossing electric and magnetic super line defects in the 4D CS with super gauge

symmetry. The oscillator realization of Lax operators solving the RLL relations of

integrability is obtained in the gauge theory by extending the notion of Levi decom-

position to Lie superalgebras. Based on particular 3-gradings of Lie superalgebras,

we obtain graded oscillator Lax matrices for superspin chains with internal symme-

tries given by A(m− 1 | n− 1), B(m | n), C(n) and D(m | n).
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1 Introduction

A newly discovered shortcut towards the realization and study of integrable systems

is yielded by a four dimensional Chern-Simons gauge theory defined on the product

of a topological real plane Σ and a holomorphic curve C, by the field action [1]-[5]

S4dCS =

∫
Σ×C

dz ∧ tr(A ∧ dA+
2

3
A ∧A ∧A) (1.1)

This field theory is characterized by a complexified gauge symmetry G, and a partial

gauge connection with three bosonic components as A = dxAx+dyAy+dz̄Az̄, valued

in the Lie algebra g of the gauge symmetry. Endowing this topological field theory

with crossing line defects allows to build two-dimensional solvable models in Σ, and

recover solutions and conserved quantities of these lower dimensional models; thus

opening the door for interestings findings enrishing the integrability literature [6]-

[16]. In particular, the R-matrix describing the scattering of two particles’ worldlines
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[17]-[20] is calculated from the 4D CS as the crossing of two Wilson lines character-

ized by electrical charges given by highest weights of G. In this image, each Wilson

line is represented in the topological plane by a line assimilated to the worldline of

an electrically charged particle whose internal quantum states are valued in some

representation R of g characterized by a highest weight λR. Positions of these line

defects in the complex C correspond to spectral parameters zi that play a major

role in Yang-Baxter equation and in the RTT realization of Yangian representations

[21],[22].

The integrable XXX spin chain [23],[24] emerges in the 4D CS theory defined on

R2 × C, as a set of parallel (vertical) Wilson lines sitting on the chain nodes and

carrying degrees of freedom of the spins. The interaction between these spins is

modelled by a horizontal ’t Hooft line perpendicularly crossing the Wilson lines [7].

The ’t Hooft line defect is a disorder operator [25]-[27] characterized by a magnetic

charge equivalent to a coweight µ of G; it acts like an auxiliary oscillatory space

such that its intersection with a Wilson line at each node of the spin chain yields a

Lax operator [29]. This operator is a basic ingredient of the Bethe Ansatz approach

[30]-[? ]; it operates on the quantum spaces and is a solution to the RLL equation

underlying the integrable spin chain. In the Gauge theory formulation, the Lax op-

erator is computed as the parallel transport of gauge fields past the ’t Hooft line.

This key result was demonstrated in [7] for the particular case where the magnetic

charge is given by a minuscule coweight µ of G. There, the authors linked the Levi

decomposition of the Lie algebra g to the dispersion of the gauge field bundles above

and under the ’t Hooft line due the Dirac-like singularity induced by the presence of

this magnetic operator. The particularity of the minuscule coweight is that it acts

on the roots of g with the eigenvalues 0,±1 [33] which decomposes the Lie algebra

g into three subspaces as n−1 ⊕ lµ ⊕ n+1. This is a Levi decomposition of g where

the Levi subalgebra lµ has charge 0 with respect to µ, and the n±1 are nilpotent

subspaces given by modules of lµ and carrying charges ±1 [35],[36].

These algebraic features play a major role in this investigation because for any ’t

Hooft line with minuscule magnetic charge µ of G, the corresponding Lax operator

can be simply computed by the general formula Lµ (z) = eXzµeY , where X = Xib
i

and Y = Y ici are elements of n+ and n− respectively. The action of the coweight µ

on the representation R carried by the Wilson line in question, can be deduced by

the branching rule of R following from the Levi decomposition of g. The oscillator

structure of the phase space of this L-operator follows from the Levi decomposi-

tion properties; the classical coordinates bi ∈ n+1 and cj ∈ n−1 verify the Poisson

bracket {bi, cj}PB = δij which yields the commutator at the quantum level [7],[37].

Based on this interpretation, the minuscule Lax operators for the simply laced A

and D type bosonic spin chains were first realized using the CS gauge theory in [7],

and then in [12, 13], in agreement with solutions obtained using Yangian represen-

tations in [? ]-[39]. Lax operators for bosonic spin chains with non simply laced
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B and C type symmetries were recovered from 4D CS in [13] and were compared

with [40]. The power of this 4D CS/ Integrability correspondence allowed also to

build solutions for exceptional spin chains, with internal symmetries described by

the simply laced e6 and e7 algebras, which were lacking in the spin chain literature

[14]. The missing exceptional e8, f4 and g2 symmetries in this bosonic list do not

have minuscule coweights [33].

Regarding superspin chains with internal symmetry described by Lie superalgebras,

the generalization of the 4D CS/ Integrability correspondence requires the equipment

of a 4D Chern-Simons theory having super gauge symmetry with super line defects

carrying bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom [45]. This extension was motivated

in [37] by uplifting from SL(m) to the SL(m|n) symmetry and by taking advantage

of the resemblance of their algebraic structure. The super Lax operators characteriz-

ing the sl(m|n) superspin chain were calculated in the framework of the SL(m|n) 4D
CS by using a generalized formula similar to the bosonic Lµ (z) = eXzµeY . However,

due to the lack of the notion of minuscule coweight and Levi decomposition in the

superalgebras literature, a Dynkin diagram’s node cutting method was used in order

to generate 3-gradings of the sl(m|n) Lie superalgebra. These decompositions of

the sl(m|n) family have similar properties to the Levi decomposition such that the

role of the minuscule coweight is played by the cutted node. This approach allowed

to construct explicit super L-operators in terms of bosonic and fermionic oscillators

of the phase space, in agreement with the superspin chain literature solutions [41]

obtained using degenerate solutions of the graded Yang-Baxter equation [42].

In this paper, we follow a similar approach to [37] in order to build oscillator real-

izations of super Lax operators for integrable superspin chains classified by the basic

ABCD Lie superalgebras. As for these Lie superalgebras, one has several super

Dynkin diagrams depending on the number of fermionic roots and their ordering.

Therefore, one distinguishes several varieties of the ABCD superspin chains due to

their link to the super Dynkins [43]. By considering a super Wilson line WR
ξz

in a

given super representation R and a super ’t Hooft tHµ
γ0

with magnetic charge µ, we

calculate the super Lax operator describing their crossing. For the sl(m|n) symme-

try, we derive the super L-operators for any coweight µ of any super Dynkin diagram

of the (m+ n)!/m!n! possible graphs. We show that they agree with those calculated

by using the super Yangian representations as a verification of our approach. For

the B(m|n), C(n) and D(m|n) superspin chains, we give a family of solutions cor-

responding to specific coweights of the distinguished super Dynkin diagrams leading

to Levi-like 3-gradings.

The presentation is as follows: In section 2, we give basic tools of the 4D Chern-

Simons theory with SL(m|n) gauge symmetry, and the realization of the sl(m|n)
superspin chain by means of super line defects. We describe the super Lax operator

construction for basic Lie superalgebras. In section 3, we use this construction to

build solutions for the RLL equations of the sl(m|n) superspin chain, and compare
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with known results of the literature. Sections 4, 5 and 6 are respectively dedicated

to the building of super Lax operators for superspin chains with B(m|n), C(n) and

D(m|n) symmetries. We end with a conclusion and discussions. An appendix is

added to this version as a verification of the new orthosymplectic solutions.

2 sl(m|n) superspin chain in 4D CS

In this section, we consider the standard Abf-family of superspin chains based on

the sl(m|n) Lie superalgebra (m ̸= n), to first introduce the basics of the present

investigation, and to complete partial results in literature with regards to the Abf

class [41]. The label bf refers to chains with bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom.

This family of integrable super systems is realized in the framework of the 4D Chern

Simons gauge theory having the SL(m|n) super gauge group. The superspin chain

families Bbf, Cbf and Dbf to be studied in the forthcoming sections are realized in a

similar fashion; and as such, the algebraic basics of the line defects construction for

all superchains are only detailed for the case of the Abf super chain.

To this end, it is interesting to recall that the Abf special family of superchains

generalizes the well known family of sl(n) spin chains termed below as the Abose

family. The generalised Abf has two basic features: First, it is classified by the set of

Lie superalgebras gbf given by the bi-integer series Am,n
bf ≡ sl(m|n) including sl(n)

and sl(m) as bosonic subsectors. Second, for sl(m|n) one distinguishes several types
of superchains versus one ordinary sl(n) chain in the bosonic case. This is due to

the Z2-grading of the bf gauge symmetry to be commented on later. For example,

given two positive integers (m,n), one has

NAbf
n,m =

(m+ n)!

m!n!
(2.1)

varieties of sl(m|n) superchains.
To perform this study, we begin by briefly describing the corresponding four-dimensional

gauge theory with SL(m|n) local symmetry, and its line defects that allow for the su-

perspin chain realization. Then, we introduce a general formula for the computation

of super Lax operators directly from the superalgebra 3-gradings.

2.1 4D CS gauge theory with SL(m|n) symmetry

The field action describing 4D Chern-Simons theory with super SL(m|n) gauge sym-

metry, living on the 4D manifold M4 = R2 ×C, with R2 the real plan parameterized

by (x, y) and C an holomorphic curve parameterized by z, is written in terms of the

supertrace of the CS 3-form [37]

Ssl(m|n)

CS =

∫
R2×C

dz ∧ str

[
A ∧ dA+

2

3
A ∧A ∧A

]
(2.2)
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The 1-form gauge potential A is given by Axdx+Aydy+Az̄dz̄ where we have dropped

the component Azdz because of the dz factor in the holomorphic volume form. It is

valued in the sl(m|n) Lie superalgebra, and thus expands like

A =
∑
ab

AabEab (2.3)

where Eab are graded generators of sl(m|n) obeying the graded commutation relations

[Eab, Ecd} = δbcEad − (−)|Eab||Ecd| δdaEcb (2.4)

with degree as

|Eab| ≡ deg Eab = |a|+ |b| , mod 2 (2.5)

The supertrace of the Chern-Simons 3-form in (2.2) is therefore written in terms

of the graded metric gabcd = str(EabEcd) and the constant structures fabcdef =

str(EabEcdEef) as follows

str

(
A ∧ dA+

2

3
A ∧A ∧A

)
= gabcdA

abdAcd +
2

3
fabcdefA

abAcdAef (2.6)

The field equation of the gauge connection A in absence of external charges is given

by a vanishing 2-form field strength

F = dA+A ∧A = 0

In order to realize lower dimensional integrable super systems, we need to introduce

charges to the CS theory through super line defects, such as the super Wilson W
m|n
ξz

[3, 37, 44]. This topological defect is represented by a line ξz in R2, sitting in the

position z in C along which propagate quantum super states. The W
m|n
ξz

can be

imagined as an electrically charged line defect, characterized by the fundamental

representation R = m|n of the superalgebra sl(m|n), such that the electric charge

is given by the corresponding highest weight. The topological W
m|n
ξz

is defined as

the supertrace of the holonomy of the gauge field along the line ξz like

W
m|n
ξz

= strm|n

[
P exp

(∮
ξz

A
)]

(2.7)

with A as in (2.3).

Besides the Wilson W
m|n
ξz

, we can also introduce a magnetically charged super ’t

Hooft line [25]-[27], denoted here as tHµ
γz′

. This is also a topological line defect,

which is implemented in the 4D CS as a line γz′ extending in the space R2, and

living at a point z′ in C. The tHµ
γz′

is a disorder operator that carries a magnetic

charge given by a coweight µ of the SL(m|n) supergroup; and is identified with the
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parallel transport of gauge field bundles past the line. By taking γz′ as the x-axis in

R2 and z′ = 0, we can write the ’t Hooft line observable as

Lµ(z) = P exp

(∫
y

Ay(z)

)
(2.8)

where the transport of the gauge fields is measured from y < 0 to y > 0. Actually,

just like in the bosonic case [7], the magnetically charged super ’t Hooft line defect

is classically defined such that its presence in a 4D CS with super gauge symmetry

Gbf, deforms the field action like

SGbf
CS + Sint

[
tHµ

γz′

]
(2.9)

Here, the field strength F is no longer flat (F ̸= 0), and should look like a Dirac

monopole with non trivial first Chern class

c1 =

∫
C

F (2.10)

where the surrounding of the line is conveniently viewed as a cylinder C instead of a

sphere, due to the mixed nature of the theory [7], and the coweight µ : U(1) → Gbf

serves to map the U(1) Dirac monopole into a non-abelian Gbf Dirac monopole.

In this case, the gauge field defines a Gbf− bundle on the surrounding of the ’t

Hooft line which is also defined as the mapping of the abelian U(1) bundle by the

action of the magnetic graded coweight µ. This gauge configuration is described on

three regions that can be identified with the bases and the contour of a cylinder C

in (x, y, z). Above and under the tHµ
γ0
, we have trivialized bundles in the regions

UI = {y ≤ 0, z ∼ 0} and UII = {y ≥ 0, z ∼ 0} , which are locally glued by a transition

function (isomorphism) near the intersection UI ∩ UII = {y = 0, z ∼ 0} ≃ γ0. The

trivial bundles in UI,II should be holomorphic Gbf− valued functions that are regular

at z = 0; they are given by gauge transformations gI(z), gII(z) with monopole

charges. The transition function serves as a parallel transport from UI to UII , and is

locally equal to the Dirac singularity zµ [28]. The L-operator (2.8) measuring this

gauge behaviour near tHµ
γ0

is therefore given by the formula

Lµ(z) = gI(z)z
µgII(z) (2.11)

Notice that the tHµ
γ0

is in fact sitting at the end of a Dirac string linking it to another

’t Hooft line living at z = ∞, y = 0 and having the opposite magnetic charge −µ.

The gauge behaviour near z = ∞ is equivalently evaluated as

gIII(z
−1)z−µgIV (z

−1) (2.12)

gIII(z
−1) and gIV (z

−1) are Gbf− valued holomorphic functions that need to be reg-

ular and equal to the identity at z = ∞ [7]. However, this detail will be omitted in
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the present inquiry, and we will be considering a ’t Hooft line tHµ
γ0

which is to be

understood as coupled to a tH−µ
γ∞

. The parallel transport of the gauge field in the

presence of this double line having charges at z = 0 and z = ∞ is of the form

Lµ(z) = A(z)zµB(z) (2.13)

where A(z) and B(z) are Gbf− valued functions verifying the appropriate singularity

constraints at zero and infinity.

In analogy to the parallel transport of a ’t Hooft line in a bosonic Chern-Simons

theory [7], we should be able to explicitly realize the functions of the formula (2.13)

in terms of a 3-grading of the Lie superalgebra gbf. This was shown for the SL(m|n)
symmetry in [37] (see Appendix A) and will be generalized in the next section for

any superalgebra gbf.

2.2 Oscillator realization in 4D CS theory

We focus now on linking the graded gauge theory and its ingredients presented above

to the integrable superchain systems we are concerned about here. We describe the

super 4D CS/ superchain correspondence by focussing on the SL(m|n) symmetry,

in order to introduce the super Lax operator as a solution to the RLL equation of

integrability, and its interpretation and computation in the gauge theory.

To begin, the super 4D CS/ superchain correspondence we are considering here is

an extension of the well known bosonic 4D CS/ Integrability linking a spin chain

with bosonic internal symmetry sl(n) to 4D Chern-Simons theory with gauge group

SL(n). This bosonic correspondence is also valid for other gauge symmetries Gbose

given by Cartan classification of finite dimensional Lie algebras including An, Bn,

Cn, Dn and the exceptional ones. Alongside this interesting result, it was also con-

jectured that the bosonic correspondence extends to superspin chains where several

checks were successfully carried out [45],[37].

In this Fermi/Bose generalisation, superchains are characterised by superspin repre-

sentations of Lie superalgebras gbf splitting like

gbf = g0̄ ⊕ g1̄ (2.14)

with g0̄ a bosonic Lie algebra and g1̄ a module of it. As such, basic integrable su-

perspin chains fall into families classified by the basic complexified Lie superalgebras

gbf as listed below [50],[51]

gbf even part g0̄ odd part g1̄

A(m|n) Am ⊕ An ⊕ gl(1) (m̄, n)⊕ (m, n̄)

B(m|n) Bm ⊕ Cn (2m+ 1, 2n)

C(n) Cn−1 ⊕ gl(1) (2n− 2)⊕ (2n− 2)

D(m|n) Dm ⊕ Cn (2m, 2n)

(2.15)
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In general, an integrable superspin chain with intrinsic symmetry given by the super-

lagebra gbf is linked to the 4D Chern-Simons theory characterized by the correspond-

ing super gauge group Gbf, and a field action Sgbf
CS[A] as eq(2.2) where the potential

A = Axdx+Aydy+Az̄dz̄ expands in terms of the generators of gbf as in eq(2.3). The

extension of the bosonic gauge/ Integrability correspondence to graded symmetries is

permitted by the implementation of the super line defects introduced previously. In

the SL(m|n) generalisation, the super Wilson line W
m|n
ξz

carries degrees of freedom

that allow to describe the quantum states of a super atom with superspin valued

in the representation m|n [43], i.e. with sl(m|n) internal symmetry. Therefore, the

integrable sl(m|n) superchain with N super atoms can be realised in the 4D CS

theory by placing (i) L vertical Wilson lines W
m|n
ξiz

at every node νi (1 ≤ i ≤ L) of

the superspin chain such that

ξiz = (zi, xi,R) with


zi = z

xi < xi+1

−∞ < y < ∞
(2.16)

and (ii) an horizontal ’t Hooft line tHµ
γ0

with γ0 = (z0,R, y0) that can be thought

of as filling the x-axis (y0 = 0) in R2 and sitting at z0 = 0 in CP1. These super

line defects intersect in the topological plane R2 (x, y) as depicted in Figure 1,

where the ’t Hooft line plays the role of a transfer matrix modeling the interactions

𝑊
𝛏𝐳
𝐋
𝒎|𝒏

𝑊
𝛏𝐳
𝟏
𝒎|𝒏

tH𝜸𝟎
𝝁

Figure 1. Realization of an sl(m|n) superspin chain of L nodes in the fundamental

representation using super line defects in the 4D Chern Simons.

between the electrically charged super atoms along the chain. Following this lattice

system realization, each intersection of an electricW
m|n
ξz

carrying the vector quantum

space m|n with the magnetic tHµ
γ0

carrying an auxiliary space, yields the super Lax

operator for the corresponding node of the superspin chain. This coupling operator

acts on the tensor product of End(m|n) of the Wilson and the algebraA of functions

in the phase space of the ’t Hooft line. It is nothing but the L-operator (2.8) which

describes the paralell transport of gauge fields (given here by the fields in m|n,
travelling along the Wilson line) past the ’t Hooft line carrying the magnetic charge µ

that acts on the space m|n; it can be simply labeled by the representation R = m|n
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and the coweight µ.

The quantum integrability of this system is encoded in the RLL equation verified by

the L-operator with matrix realisation Lm
n (z) obeying,

Rik
rs (z − w)Lr

j (z)L
s
l (w) = Li

r (w)L
k
s (z)R

rs
jl (z − w) (2.17)

where Rik
rs (z − w) is the usual R-matrix of the Yang-Baxter equation. Notice here

that the Wilson/ ’t Hooft crossing was shown to verify this equivalence by field theory

analysis [4, 7]. The RLL equation has a remarkable graphical representation given by

Figure 2. It is diagrammatically verified thanks to the diffeomorphism invariance

of the theory in 4D, where the ’t Hooft line can be freely moved past the Wilsons’

crossing since it sits at a different position z in C. Now, in order to explicitly compute

𝐦|𝐧 𝐦|𝐧 𝐦|𝐧 𝐦|𝐧

𝛍

𝛍

Figure 2. Graphic representation of the RLL equation in terms of intersecting line defects

in SL(m|n) 4D CS theory.

the super Lax operators of a superspin chain in the framework of the 4D CS theory,

we follow the approach of [7] which builds the oscillator realization for a Lax operator

of a spin chain with internal symmetry g by considering the magnetic charge of the

’t Hooft line as a minuscule coweight [33]. The minuscule coweight µ acts on the

algebra elements with eigenvalues 0,±1 and induces a Levi decomposition of g as

g = n− ⊕ lµ ⊕ n+ (2.18)

where lµ is the Levi subalgebra containing elements of charge 0 with respect to µ,

and n± are nilptent subspaces carrying charges ±1. These properties are described

by the Levi constraints

[µ, n±] = ±n±; [n+, n−] = Cµ; [n±, n±] = 0 (2.19)

In this case, the splitting of gauge bundles in the L-operator formula as in eq(2.13)

is identified on the Lie algebra level with the Levi decomposition with respect to

– 9 –



the magnetic coweight µ. The Lax operator Lµ(z) solving the RLL equation for a

chain of spins in the representation R, associated to the node corresponding to the

coweight µ in the Dynkin diagram can be directly computed using the expression

Lµ
R = eXzµeY (2.20)

Here, X = Xib
i ∈ n+ and Y = Y ici ∈ n−. The operator µ acts on the representation

R by dividing it into subspaces carrying charges with respect to µ such that the trace

on the total space R is zero, trRµ = 0. These charges can also be deduced from the

branching rules [34] of R following from the Levi decomposition (2.18).

Now in order to compute the super Lax operators corresponding to integrable su-

perspin chains, one may be tempted to just generalise the construction done for

the integrable bosonic chain; but this poses a problem because the notion of Levi

decomposition and minuscule coweight are not yet known for Lie superalgebras. We

propose here to circumvent this difficulty by using superalgebra 3-gradings generated

by the method of (extended) Dynkin diagram [49]. This method consists of deducing

the possible decompositions of a superalgebra by cutting nodes from a correspond-

ing super Dynkin diagram. These decompositions are motivated by the bosonic case

where the Levi decompositions of the ABCDE Lie algebras can also be read on

the Dynkin diagram level as the cutting of specific nodes associated to minuscule

coweights [13], [14], [12]. The superalgebras decompositions we are interested in here

are 3-gradings having similar properties to Levi decompositions, which allows for the

oscillator realization of the auxiliary phase space. This type of 3-gradings act as

Levi decompositions for superalgebras, and were used in [37] to recover super Lax

operators for the sl(m|n) superchain from 4D CS, which were verified to agree with

the literature.

The Dynkin diagram cutting method is described in the series of papers [46]-[48]

where the results are listed for all nodes of the Dynkin diagrams of basic superalge-

bras. Given a super Dynkin diagram of a superalgebra gbf, one can determine all

regular subalgebras g0 of gbf by consecutive nodes cutting from the Dynkin (and

extended) diagrams. This yields decompositions of the superalgebra gbf having a

general 5-grading form

gbf = g−2 ⊕ g−1 ⊕ g0 ⊕ g+1 ⊕ g+2 (2.21)

where g±k with k = 1, 2 are g0-modules determined by means of representation

techniques and where

w(g+k) = g−k (2.22)

with w being the standard antilinear anti-involutive mapping of the Lie superalgebra

gbf. For the purposes of our study, we are only interested in the case where g±2 = 0,

i.e. in decompositions of Lie superalgebras that look like

gbf = g−1 ⊕ g0 ⊕ g+1 (2.23)

– 10 –



These 3-gradings result from the cutting of specific nodes in the Dynkin diagram,

and are analogous to Levi decompositions for bosonic Lie algebras because we have

[46]-[48]

[gj,gl] = gj+l (2.24)

with j, l = 0,±1. In what follows, we will interpret these values 0,±1 associated the

subspaces of gbf, as Levi charges with respect to the coweight µ corresponding to

the cut node and acting as a ”minuscule” coweight of gbf.

Now having a Levi-like decomposition of the superalgebra gbf of the form (2.23) that

we write as,

gbf = N+ ⊕ lµ ⊕N− (2.25)

which is associated to a minuscule-like coweight µ with,

[µ,N±] = ±N±; [N+,N−} = Cµ; [N±,N±} = 0 (2.26)

we can show that the super Lax operator formula can be factorized and directly

calculated from elements of this decomposition, just like the bosonic construction.

In this case, an element of the gauge group Gbf is written as

egbf = eN+elµeN− (2.27)

Notice here that elements of the graded nilpotents N+ and N− expand in terms of

bosonic as well as fermionic generators, linked respectively to bosonic, and fermionic

coordinates that form graded oscillators; as we will see later on.

By taking (2.27) into account, the functions A(z) ∈ Gbf and B(z) ∈ Gbf appearing

in the formula (2.13) should be factorized as follows

A(z) = ea+(z)A0(z)ea−(z) , A0(z) = ea0(z)

B(z) = eb+(z)B0(z)eb−(z) , B0(z) = eb0(z)
(2.28)

with
a+(z), b+(z) ∈ N+

a−(z), b−(z) ∈ N−

a0(z), b0(z) ∈ lµ

(2.29)

By imposing the singularity conditions at z = 0 and z = ∞ for these functions, we

can bring the expression (2.13) into the form

Lµ
R = eXzµeY , X ∈ N+, Y ∈ N− (2.30)

where X is valued in N+, and Y belongs to N−. This calculation is detailed for the

sl(m|n) symmetry in Appendix A of [37]; it equivalently holds for any gauge super

group Gbf. In general, the super Lax operator construction for any Lie superalgebra

gbf is described through the following steps :
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A) 3-grading of the superalgebra gbf

We consider the Lie superalgebra gbf with a 3-grading

gbf = N+ ⊕ lµ ⊕N− (2.31)

obtained by a node cutting from a Dynkin diagram such that µ is the coweight of gbf

associated to the deleted node. This coweight acts as a ”super minuscule” coweight

and the three algebraic blocks in (2.31) are as described below:

• The lµ is a regular Lie sub-(super)algebra of gbf with elements carrying charge

0 with respect to the coweight µ; it plays the role of a Levi subalgebra.

[µ,lµ] = 0 (2.32)

In fact, the lµ is always given by a direct sum

lµ = lµ ⊕ Cµ (2.33)

where Cµ is associated to the cutted node. This can be visualized in the exam-

ple of the bosonic sl(p), where the cutting of the last node α̃p−1 from D[sl(p)]

having (p− 1) nodes yields two pieces: (i) the D[sl(p − 1)] of the Lie alge-

bra sl(p − 1) having p − 2 nodes thought of as lµp−1
, and (ii) an isolated

node {α̃p−1} corresponding to Cµp−1 due to < µp−1, α̃p−1 >= 1. This Cµp−1

is given by the abelian gl (1) in the resulting Levi decomposition reading as

sl(p) = n+ ⊕ lµp−1
⊕ n− with lµp−1

= sl(p − 1) ⊕ gl (1) , lµp−1
= sl(p − 1) and

n± = p− 1.

• The remaining elements of the decomposition (2.31) (i.e: elements in N =

gbf\lµ) are nilpotent; they are given by lµ-modules that carry charges ±1 with

respect to the µ. [
µ,N±

]
= ±N± (2.34)

The two graded subspaces N± mutually supercommute

[N+,N+} = 0 , [N−,N−} = 0 (2.35)

They moreover verify the generalized Levi-like constraint[
N+,N−

}
⊂ lµ (2.36)

B) Branching of representations of gbf

Under the decomposition (2.31), a representation R of the gbf splits into a direct

sum of irreducible representations Rqk of the superalgebras in lµ = lµ ⊕ Cµ. These
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subspacesRqk carry charges qk with respect to µ, that can be identified in the bosonic

case from known branching rules. In general, we write

R =
∑
k

Rqk , [µ,Rqk ] = qkRqk (2.37)

The action of the coweight µ on the representation R can be therefore defined as

follows

µ =
∑
k

qkΠk ,
∑
k

Πk = Iid (2.38)

where Πk is the projector on the subspace Rqk and qk is often termed as the Levi-

charge. In the superalgebra case, the charges qk verify in addition to,

qk − qk+1 = ±1 (2.39)

the super-traceless condition

str (µ) =
∑
k

qkstr (Πi) = 0 (2.40)

These constraints allow us to compute these charges in the absence of branching

rules for representations of superalgebras in the literature.

C) Super Lax operator Lµ
R

The super L-operator describing the coupling of the representation R and the mag-

netic coweight µ acting on the superalgebra gbf as (2.31), is equal to

Lµ
R = eXzµeY (2.41)

Later on, it will be simply labeled as Lµ since we will take R as the fundamental

representation for every symmetry type. The zµ follows from the action of µ on R

as given by (2.38). The X and Y are elements of N+ and N− expand in general like

X =
∑
i

biXi +
∑
α

βαXα , Y =
∑
i

ciY
i +
∑
α

γαYα (2.42)

where Xi and Y i are bosonic generators, and (Xα,Yα) are fermionic ones. These

graded root generators correspond to roots of gbf that are not contained in lµ =

lµ ⊕ Cµ, they can be realized by using the following property: For a cutted node

corresponding to a graded simple root β̃, the root system Φgbf splits as

Φgbf = Φlµ ∪ ΦN± , Φlµ = Φlµ (2.43)

where ΦN± contains graded roots in Φ′
gbf

that depend on β̃, i.e.

ΦN± =

{
±α̃bf ∈ Φ′

gbf
,

∂α̃bf

∂β̃
̸= 0

}
(2.44)

Φlµ =

{
±α̃bf ∈ Φ′

gbf
,

∂α̃bf

∂β̃
= 0

}
(2.45)
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The sign of roots in each nilpotent is defined by the condition (2.34), such that µ acts

on generators ofN± with ±1. As an illustrative example in the bosonic linear algebra,

the Levi decomposition obtained by the cutting of the node α̃3 from the Dynkin

diagram of A3 having the simple roots {α̃1, α̃2, α̃3} reads as sl(4) → sl(3) ⊕ gl(1).

The root system of sl(4) containing the 12 roots

±α̃1,±α̃2,±α̃3,± (α̃1 + α̃2) ,± (α̃2 + α̃3) ,± (α̃1 + α̃2 + α̃3)

splits as

Φsl4 = Φsl3 + ΦN±

Φsl3 = ±α̃1,±α̃2,± (α̃1 + α̃2)

Φn± = ±α̃3,± (α̃2 + α̃3) ,± (α̃1 + α̃2 + α̃3)

Here, the 6 roots independent of α̃3 correspond to lµ3
= sl(3), and the six roots

depending on α̃3 generate the subspaces n±.

Finally, notice that the bosonic coefficients (bi, ci) , and the fermionic (βα, γα) form

graded oscillators verifying the Poisson brackets{
bi, cj

}
PB

= δij , {βα, γλ}PB = δαλ (2.46)

Their quantum versions obey the usual super Heisenberg algebra.

These steps will be used below to complete missing results in literature concerning

integrable superspin chains with underlying symmetries given by the Lie superal-

gebras like Bbf, Cbf and Dbf. But before that, we begin by testing this approach

by building the oscillator realizations of super L-operators for the sl(m|n) superspin
chain, and comparing with equivalent super matrices in the literature. The possible

3-gradings of the type (2.31) that we will be using are classified for the family of

complexified basic Lie superalgebras as follows [46]

gbf g0 dimg−1 = dimg+1

A(m|n) sl(k|l)⊕ sl(m− k|n− l)⊕ gl(1) (k + l)(m− k + n− l)

B(m|n) B(m− 1|n)⊕ gl(1) 2m+ 2n− 1

C(n) Cn−1 ⊕ gl(1) 2 (n− 1)

sl(1|n− 1)⊕ gl(1) n(n+1)
2

− 1

D(m|n) D(m− 1|n)⊕ gl(1) 2 (m+ n− 1)

sl(m|n)⊕ gl(1) (m+n)(m+n+1)
2

−m

(2.47)

3 Super L-operators for all sl(m|n) superspin chains

In this section, we apply the formula (2.41) introduced in the previous section in order

to build super L-operators for the sl(m|n) superspin chain. Thanks to the richness
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of this A-type supersymmetry, we will be able to generate all families of solutions

Lµ labeled by magnetic charges µ of SL(m|n). These coweights are in one to one

with different nodes of different Dynkin diagrams D[sl(m|n)](κ) of sl(m|n) labeled

by positive integers κ. In these regards, recall that contrary to bosonic Lie algebras

gbose, a superalgebra gbf has several Dynkin diagrams D[gbf]
(κ); this is due to the

existence of two kinds of fundamental unit weight vectors : bosonic unit weights

εa with metric ⟨εa, εb⟩ = δab, and fermionic δa’s with ⟨δa, δb⟩ = −δab. Hence, the

graded simple roots α̃i have special properties depending on their realisations, which

for sl(m|n) may be (i) fermionic of the form

α̃aa = δa − εa , α̃2
aa = 0 (3.1)

or (ii) bosonic having two possible forms like

α̃a = δa − δa+1 , α̃2
a = −2

α̃a = εa − εa+1 , α̃2
a = +2

(3.2)

Recall also that, as for bosonic gbose, the set of the simple roots generate the graded

root system Φgbf ≡ {±α̃bf}; and because of the three possibilities, we distinguish

different types of root systems for gbf labeled by κ and denoted like Φ
(κ)
gbf . Generally,

a superalgebra gbf has several Dynkin diagrams D[gbf]
(κ)

D[gbf]
(1), D[gbf]

(2), D[gbf]
(3), .... D[gbf]

(nbf) (3.3)

As an illustration, we give in Figure 3 examples of super Dynkin diagramsD[sl(3|4)]
(κ)

concerning the sl(3|4) superalgebra. In this Figure, the fermionic simple roots are

represented by green nodes, the bosonic simple roots with α̃2 = −2 are represented

in blue, and the bosonic simple roots with α̃2 = 2 in red. Recall that for this Lie

superalgebra, we actually have
7!

4!× 3!
= 35 (3.4)

possible super Dynkin diagrams D[sl(3|4)]
(1), ...,D[sl(3|4)]

(35) depending on the order-

ing of the fundamental unit weights δa, εa. The distinguished super Dynkin diagram

having only one fermionic node is drawn for a general Lie superalgebra sl(m|n) in

Figure 4; the weight basis associated to such diagram is also known as the distin-

guished basis.

This multiplicity of Dynkin diagrams for a superalgebra results in different pos-

sible varieties of superspin chains for each symmetry gbf. For the sl(m|n) symmetry,

we will consider all the possible superspin chain systems and build the general super

Lax operator Lµ
sl(m|n) associated to a generic node of one of the (m+ n)!/(m!n!) su-

per Dynkin diagrams D[sl(m|n)]
(κ). Notice that these general solutions include those

derived in [37] using the same approach but only for the distinguished Dynkin dia-

gram having one fermionic node given by α̃m = δn − ε1 (Figure 4).
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𝜹𝟐 − 𝜺𝟐𝜹𝟏 − 𝜺𝟏 𝜺𝟏 − 𝜹𝟐 𝜺𝟐 − 𝜹𝟑 𝜹𝟑 − 𝜺𝟑 𝜺𝟑 − 𝜹𝟒

𝜺𝟏 − 𝜺𝟐𝜹𝟏 − 𝜹𝟐 𝜹𝟐 − 𝜺𝟏 𝜺𝟐 − 𝜺𝟑 𝜺𝟑 − 𝜹𝟑 𝜹𝟑 − 𝜹𝟒

𝜺𝟏 − 𝜹𝟑𝜹𝟏 − 𝜹𝟐 𝜹𝟐 − 𝜺𝟏 𝜹𝟑 − 𝜹𝟒 𝜹𝟒 − 𝜺𝟐 𝜺𝟐 − 𝜺𝟑

𝜺𝟏 − 𝜹𝟑𝜹𝟏 − 𝜹𝟐 𝜹𝟐 − 𝜺𝟏 𝜹𝟑 − 𝜺𝟐 𝜹𝟑 − 𝜹𝟒𝜺𝟐 −𝜹𝟑

Figure 3. Graded Dynkin diagrams of the sl(3|4) superalgebra. The green nodes represent

fermionic simple roots, blue nodes represent bosonic roots with α2 = −2 and red nodes

represent bosonic roots with α2 = 2.

𝜹𝒏 − 𝜺𝟏𝜹𝟏 − 𝜹𝟐 𝜺𝟏 − 𝜺𝟐
𝜺𝒎−𝟏 − 𝜺𝒎

n−𝟏 m−𝟏

sl(m,n) 

𝜹𝒏−𝟏 − 𝜹𝒏

Figure 4. Distinguished Dynkin diagrams for the sl(m|n) superalgebra. The green node

represents the only fermionic node, blue and red nodes are bosonic.

In order to proceed for the calculation, we begin by recalling that the Lie superal-

gebra A(m− 1|n− 1) = sl(m|n) with n ̸= m has rank m + n− 1 and (m+ n)2 − 1

dimensions. It has two sectors: an even sector

sl(m|n)0̄ = sl(m)⊕ sl(n)⊕ gl(1) (3.5)

describing bosons; and an odd sector sl(m|n)1̄ given by the module m|n̄ ⊕ m̄|n
describing fermions, it will be denoted below as 2mn for short.

The general 3-grading for the sl(m|n) superalgebra is written as

sl(m|n) → lµ ⊕ gl(1)⊕N+ ⊕N−

lµ = sl(k|l)⊕ sl(m− k|n− l)
(3.6)

with 0 ≤ k ≤ m, 0 ≤ l ≤ n, and

dimN+ = dimN− = (k + l) (m− k + n− l) (3.7)
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This grading can correspond on the graphical level to the cutting of any of the

m + n − 1 nodes (bosonic or fermionic) of an arbitrary super Dynkin diagram of

the (m + n)!/(m!n!) possible diagrams D[sl(m|n)]
(κ). This is a special property of

the linear symmetry where all nodes act like minuscule coweights. Following this

decomposition, the representations of sl(m|n) also get partitioned. In what concerns

us, the fundamental representation m|n of sl(m|n) decomposes into irreps of sl(k|l)
and sl(m− k|n− l) as follows

m|n → k|l1+ l−k
m−n

⊕ (m− k) | (n− l) l−k
m−n

(3.8)

The subscripts refer to the charges of these subspaces with respect to the GL(1)

corresponding to the cut node, they are calculated using the conditions (2.39), (2.40).

Eq(3.8) can be further decomposed into four blocks containing (1) the fundamental

k of sl(k), (2) the fundamental l of sl(l), (3) the m− k of sl(m − k); and (4) the

n− l of sl(n− l). These are respectively represented by the basis states |a⟩ , |i⟩ , |α⟩ ,
|λ⟩ where

1 ≤ a ≤ k, k + 1 ≤ i ≤ m, m+ 1 ≤ α ≤ m+ l, m+ l + 1 ≤ λ ≤ m+ n

(3.9)

We can now write the action of the coweight in terms of the four corresponding

projectors as

µ =

(
1 +

l − k

m− n

)
(Πk +Πl) +

(
l − k

m− n

)
(Πm−k +Πn−l) (3.10)

with vanishing super trace

str (µ) =

(
m− n+ l − k

m− n

)
(k − l) +

l − k

m− n
(m− n+ l − k) = 0 (3.11)

The nilpotent operators X and Y belonging to N+ and N− (3.7) are realized by

X = bai |a⟩ ⟨i|+ βaλ |a⟩ ⟨λ|+ βαi |α⟩ ⟨i|+ bαλ |α⟩ ⟨λ| (3.12)

Y = cia |i⟩ ⟨a|+ γλa |λ⟩ ⟨a|+ γiα |i⟩ ⟨α|+ cλα |λ⟩ ⟨α| (3.13)

where summation on repeated indices is omitted. The (bai, cia) and
(
bαλ, cλα

)
are

couples of bosonic harmonic oscillators while
(
βaλ, γλa

)
and

(
βαi, γiα

)
form fermioinc

oscillators. The L-operator is computed using the nilpotency properties X2 = 0,

Y 2 = 0 as well as

XΠk = XΠl = 0 , ΠkY = ΠlY = 0

XΠm−k = XΠn−l = X , Πm−kY = Πn−lY = Y
(3.14)

It expands as

Lµ
slm|n

= z1+
l−k
m−nΠk + z1+

l−k
m−nΠl + z

l−k
m−nΠm−k + z

l−k
m−nΠn−l (3.15)

+X
(
z

l−k
m−nΠm−k + z

l−k
m−nΠn−l

)
+
(
z

l−k
m−nΠm−k + z

l−k
m−nΠn−l

)
Y

+X
(
z

l−k
m−nΠm−k + z

l−k
m−nΠn−l

)
Y
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yielding the matrix form

Lµ
slm|n

= zh


zδab +

(
baicib + βaλγλb

) (
baiγiα + βaλcλα

)
bajδji βaρδρλ(

βαicib + bαλγλb

)
zδαη +

(
βαiγiη + bαλcλη

)
βαjδji b

αρδρλ
cia γiα δji 0

γλa cλα 0 δρλ


(3.16)

where we have set h = l−k
m−n

. This matrix is in agreement with the general solution

obtained in the superspin chain literature; see eq(2.20) in [41]. The special families

of solutions corresponding to the nodes of the distinguished Dynkin diagram are

calculated in details in [37], where the particular Lax matrix with purely fermionic

oscillators is obtained by considering the only fermionic node of the distinguished

diagram.

4 Super L-operators of B(m|n) type

In this section, we study the Bbf-family of orthosymplectic integrable superspin

chains with internal symmetry given by the Lie superalgebra series

B(m|n) = osp(2m+ 1|2n), m, n > 0 (4.1)

We focus on the family of distinguished superspin B(m|n) chain associated to the

Distinguished Dynkin diagram, and calculate the Lax operator Lµn+1

Bm|n
by using the

3-grading of the orthosymplectic B(m|n) in the formula (2.41).

To begin, recall that the B(m|n) superalgebra is a Z2- graded Lie algebra of rank

r
(
Bm|n

)
= m + n, and dimension dimBm|n = 2(m + n)2 + m + 3n. It splits like

B(m|n)0̄ ⊕B(m|n)1̄ with even part as,

B(m|n)0̄ = Bm ⊕ Cn

≃ so(2m+ 1)⊕ sp (2n)
(4.2)

and odd part B(m|n)1̄ generated by the bi-fundamental representation (2m+ 1, 2n)

of so(2m+ 1)⊕ sp (2n) . The root system ΦBm|n of the Lie superalgebra B(m|n) has
2(m+ n)2 +2n elements; it does also split into an even part Φ0̄ and an odd part Φ1̄.

By using the unit bosonic weight vectors {εa}1≤a≤m and the fermionic {δa}1≤a≤n ,

the content of Φ0̄ reads as

Φ0̄ : ± (εa ± εb) , ±εa , a ̸= b = 1, ...,m

± (δa ± δb) , ±2δa , a̸=b= 1, ..., n
(4.3)

with cardinal |Φ0̄| = 2m2 + 2n2, and the roots of Φ1̄ read like

Φ1̄ : ±δa, ± (εa ± δa) (4.4)
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with |Φ1̄| = 2n+2mn. Given the set ΦBm|n , a remarkable simple root basis generating

it is given by the distinguished basis (β̃a, γ̃,α̃a) having one fermionic root γ̃ = δn−ε1
with length γ̃2 = 0 ; and m+ n− 1 bosonic ones as

β̃a = δa − δa+1 , α̃a = εa − εa+1 , α̃m = εm (4.5)

with β̃
2

a = −2 and α̃2
a = 2. The distinguished basis is characterised by the following

ordering of the fundamental unit weight vectors

δ1, δ2, ... δn−1, δn; ε1, ε2, ... εm−1, εm (4.6)

for which the super Cartan matrix has the entries

Cdist
Bm|n

=



−2 1 · · ·
1 −2 1

. . . . . .

1 −2 1

1 0 −1

· · · −1 2 −1
. . . . . . . . .

−1 2 −1

−1 1


(4.7)

with only one zero on the diagonal. The distinguished Dynkin diagram corresponding

to this matrix is given by Figure 5. Notice that due to the Z2- grading, we can

𝜹𝒏 − 𝜺𝟏𝜹𝟏 − 𝜹𝟐 𝜺𝟏 − 𝜺𝟐
𝜺𝒎−𝟏 − 𝜺𝒎 𝜺𝒎

n−𝟏 m−𝟏

B(m,n) 

𝜹𝒏−𝟏 − 𝜹𝒏

Figure 5. Distinguished Dynkin diagram of the B(m|n) superalgebra having one fermionic

simple root in Green color.

actually distinguish

NBbf
n,m =

(n+m− 1)!

n!× (m− 1)!
+

(n+m− 1)!

m!× (n− 1)!
(4.8)

types of super Dynkin diagrams D[Bm|n] having m+n nodes represented by different

forms of graded simple roots α̃.

In what follows, we will consider the distinguished basis and construct the Lax oper-

ator for the corresponding super B- chain. In this regard, recall that by distinguished
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orthosymplectic super chain of B- type, we mean the two following:

(1) an integrable superspin Bm|n chain made of “super atoms” arranged along a

straight line; and realised in the CS theory (2.2) in terms of a set of parallel super

Wilson lines traversed by a horizontal ’t Hooft line. Such a realisation by topological

defects looks like the one investigated in [37] for the case of sl(m|n) superspin chain;

the main difference is that here the super spins are of B-type instead of A-type.

(2) The vertical super Wilson lines are run by graded quantum states (δa|εa) or-

dered as in eq(4.6) and interpreted in terms of the distinguished Dynkin diagram

DD
[
Bm|n

]
given by Figure 5.

Given this orthosymplectic superspin chain configuration and the associated super

Dynkin diagram characterising each super Wilson line (a super-atom), we can calcu-

late the distinguished super L-operator Lµn+1

Bn|m
following from the 3-grading [46]

B(m|n) → A1 ⊕B(m− 1|n)⊕N+ ⊕N− (4.9)

or equivalently

osp(2m+ 1|2n) → gl(1)⊕ osp(2m− 1|2n)⊕N+ ⊕N− (4.10)

with nilpotents

N± = 2m+ 2n− 1 (4.11)

The fundamental representation decomposes in this case as

2m+ 1|2n → 2⊕ (2m− 1|2n) (4.12)

We further use the reducibility 20 = 1+ ⊕ 1− to reveal the Levi-like charges under

the GL(1) of the cut node. Thus, we can rewrite the above decomposition as follows

(2m+ 1|2n)0 → 1+ ⊕ (2m− 1|2n)0 ⊕ 1− (4.13)

Now, in order to realize the components of the super L-operator, we work in the

graded basis 
|+⟩
|i⟩
|−⟩
|α⟩

 (4.14)

where |±⟩ refer to the two singlets 1±, the states |i⟩ with 1 ≤ i ≤ 2m− 1 correspond

to the 2m− 1 and the fermionic |α⟩ with 1 ≤ α ≤ 2n to the symplectic vector 2n.

In this basis, the coweight µn+1 associated to the decomposition (4.10) is written as

µn+1 = ϱ+ + q1Π1 − ϱ− + q2Π2 (4.15)
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where q1 = q2 = 0 and the projectors on the subspaces of the fundamental represen-

tation are defined by

ϱ± = |±⟩ ⟨±| , Π1 =
2m−1∑
i=1

|i⟩ ⟨i| , Π2 =
2n∑
α=1

|α⟩ ⟨α| (4.16)

The 2(2m+ 2n− 1) elements of the N± (eq.4.11) are realized here as

X = biXi + βαXα ∈ N+ , Y = ciY
i + γαYα ∈ N− (4.17)

where (bi, ci) are bosonic oscillators and (βα, γα) are fermionic ones; the generators

Xi = |+⟩ ⟨i| − |i⟩ ⟨−| ; Xα = |+⟩ ⟨α| − |α⟩ ⟨−| (4.18)

Y i = |i⟩ ⟨+| − |−⟩ ⟨i| ; Yα = |α⟩ ⟨+| − |−⟩ ⟨α|

verify the Levi-like constraints (2.34) [µ,X] = X, [µ,Y ] = −Y, and [Xi,Y
i] =

[Xα,Yα] = Cµ. To substitute these realizations into the L-operator formula, we

calculate
X2 = −b2 |+⟩ ⟨−| − β2 |+⟩ ⟨−|
Y 2 = −c2 |−⟩ ⟨+| − γ2 |−⟩ ⟨+| (4.19)

where we set
b2 = biδijb

j

c2 = ciδ
ijcj

(4.20)

and
β2 = βαβα

γ2 = γαγ
α (4.21)

The nilpotency properties X3 = 0 and Y 3 = 0 yield eX = 1 + X + 1
2
X2 and eY =

1 + Y + 1
2
Y 2. By substituting (4.15) into zµn+1 , we also have

zµn+1 = zϱ+ +Π1 + z−1ϱ− +Π2 (4.22)

So, the expression of the super L-operator reads as follows

Lµn+1

Bn|m
=

(
1 +X +

1

2
X2

)
zµn+1

(
1 + Y +

1

2
Y 2

)
(4.23)

and expands like

Lµn+1

Bn|m
= zϱ+ +Π1 + z−1ϱ− +Π2 +X

(
Π1 + z−1ϱ− +Π2

)
+(

Π1 + z−1ϱ− +Π2

)
Y +X

(
Π1 + z−1ϱ− +Π2

)
Y

+1
2
X2z−1ϱ− + 1

2
z−1ϱ−Y

2 + 1
2
X2z−1ϱ−Y

+1
2
Xz−1ϱ−Y

2 + 1
4
X2z−1ϱ−Y

2

(4.24)
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where we have used the properties

Xϱ+ = ϱ+Y = 0

X2ϱ+ = X2Π1 = 0

ϱ+Y
2 = Π1Y

2 = 0

X2Π2 = Π2Y
2 = 0

(4.25)

In the projector basis introduced before, the super L-operator can be written in

matrix language as

Lµn+1

Bm|n
=


ϱ+Lϱ+ ϱ+LΠ1 ϱ+Lϱ− ϱ+LΠ2

Π1Lϱ+ Π1LΠ1 Π1Lϱ− Π1LΠ2

ϱ−Lϱ+ ϱ−LΠ1 ϱ−Lϱ− ϱ−LΠ2

Π2Lϱ+ Π2LΠ1 Π2Lϱ− Π2LΠ2

 (4.26)

where the various blocks are given in terms of oscillators of the ’t Hooft line phase

space by

ϱ+Lϱ+ = z + (biδjicj + βαδβαγβ) +
1
4
z−1

(
b2 + β2

)
(c2 + γ2)

ϱ+LΠ1 = bi + 1
2
z−1

(
b2 + β2

)
ci

ϱ+Lϱ− = −1
2
z−1

(
b2 + β2

)
ϱ+LΠ2 = bα + 1

2
z−1

(
b2 + β2

)
γα

(4.27)

and
Π1Lϱ+ = ci +

1
2
z−1bi (c2 + γ2)

Π1LΠ1 = δij + z−1bicj
Π1Lϱ− = −z−1bi

Π1LΠ2 = z−1biγβ

(4.28)

and
ϱ−Lϱ+ = −1

2
z−1 (c2 + γ2)

ϱ−LΠ1 = −z−1ci
ϱ−Lϱ− = z−1

ϱ−LΠ2 = −z−1γα

(4.29)

as well as
Π2Lϱ+ = γα + 1

2
z−1βα (c2 + γ2)

Π2LΠ1 = z−1βαcj
Π2Lϱ− = −z−1βα

Π2LΠ2 = δβα + βαδβαγβ

(4.30)

5 Super L-operators of C(n) type

Now, by considering the 4D Chern-Simons gauge theory with OSP (2|2n − 2) sym-

metry and super Wilson and ’t Hooft line defects implemented, we can build the
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corresponding osp(2|2n − 2) superspin chain and compute the RLL solutions in a

similar way as before.

The superalgebra D(1|n− 1) = osp(2|2n− 2) with n > 1 is labelled as C(n) due to

its even part equal to

gl(1)⊕ Cn−1 = so(2)⊕ sp(2n− 2) (5.1)

its odd part is given by (2n− 2)⊕ (2n− 2). It has rank n and its dimension is equal

to 2n2 + n− 2. The super Cartan matrix reads for the distinguished basis as follows

Cdist
C(n) =


0 −1

−1 2 −1
. . . . . . . . .

−1 2 −2

−2 4

 (5.2)

The associated distinguished super Dynkin diagram is depicted in Figure 6. For this

𝜺 − 𝜹𝟏 𝜹𝟏 − 𝜹𝟐

n−𝟐

C(n) 

𝜹𝒏−𝟐 − 𝜹𝒏−𝟏 𝟐𝜹𝒏−𝟏

Figure 6. Distinguished Dynkin diagram of the C(n) superalgebra, the only fermionic

node is represented in green.

supersymmetry, we have two possible 3-gradings of the form (2.31); we can therefore

construct two super Lax matrices solving the RLL equation for the distinguished

superspin chain of C-type. In fact, the first one is associated to the only fermionic

node α̃1 = δ− ε1 and the second one to the bosonic node α̃n = 2εn−1. We will begin

by working out the first L-operator Lµ1

C(n) that we will label as fermionic since it only

contains fermionic oscillators.

5.1 The super L-operator Lµ1

C(n)

The first 3-grading for the Lie superalgebra C(n) is given by

osp(2|2n− 2) → gl(1)⊕ sp(2n− 2)⊕N+ ⊕N− (5.3)

where the lµ1
is identified with the bosonic subalgebra sp(2n− 2) and

N± = 2 (n− 1) (5.4)

The dimensions of the osp(2|2n− 2) split like

2n2 + n− 2 → 1 ⊕ (n− 1) [2(n− 1) + 1] ⊕
N+ ⊕ N−

(5.5)
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This decomposition is actually obtained from the distinguished Dynkin diagram by

the cutting of the fermionic node µ1 dual to α̃1. In what concerns us here, the

fundamental representation is decomposed to representations of the so(2)⊕sp(2n−2)

as

(2|2n− 2) → 20 ⊕ (2n− 2)0 (5.6)

Here as well, we split the representation 20 into two singlets 1+⊕1− carrying opposite

charges under the coweight, we work in the basis decomposed as

|2n⟩ → |+⟩ ⊕ |i⟩ ⊕ |−⟩ (5.7)

where the states |i⟩ with 1 ≤ i ≤ 2n− 2 correspond to the subspace 2n− 2. In the

same way as before, we write

µ1 = ϱ+ + qΠ− ϱ− (5.8)

where q = 0, ϱ± = |±⟩ ⟨±| and Π =
∑2n−2

i=1 |i⟩ ⟨i| . The X and Y matrices are realized

here as
X = biXi ∈ N+

Y = ciY
i ∈ N−

(5.9)

with generators

Xi = |+⟩ ⟨i| − |i⟩ ⟨−|
Y i = |i⟩ ⟨+| − |−⟩ ⟨i| (5.10)

such that

[µ1,Xi] = Xi,
[
µ1,Y

i
]
= −Y i,

[
Xi,Y

j
]
= δjiCµ1 (5.11)

We calculate

X2 = −b2 |+⟩ ⟨−| , X3 = 0

Y 2 = −c2 |−⟩ ⟨+| , Y 3 = 0
(5.12)

where we have set

b2 = biδijb
j , c2 = ciδ

ijcj (5.13)

Eventually, we have

eX = 1 +X +
1

2
X2 , eY = 1 + Y +

1

2
Y 2 (5.14)

The L operator formula (2.41) along with properties Xϱ+ = ϱ+Y = 0, X2ϱ+ =

X2Π = ϱ+Y
2 = ΠY 2 = 0, lead to

Lµ1

C(n) =

(
1 +X +

1

2
X2

)(
zϱ+ +Π+ z−1ϱ−

)(
1 + Y +

1

2
Y 2

)
(5.15)
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expanding like

Lµ1

C(n) = zϱ+ +Π+ z−1ϱ− +X
(
Π+ z−1ϱ−

)
+(

Π+ z−1ϱ−
)
Y +X

(
Π+ z−1ϱ−

)
Y+

1
2
X2z−1ϱ− + 1

2
z−1ϱ−Y

2 + 1
2
X2z−1ϱ−Y+

1
2
Xz−1ϱ−Y

2 + 1
4
X2z−1ϱ−Y

2

(5.16)

and yielding

Lµ1

C(n) =

 z + bici +
1
4
z−1b2c2 bi + 1

2
z−1b2ci −1

2
z−1b2

ci +
1
2
z−1c2bi δij + z−1bici −z−1bi

−1
2
z−1c2 −z−1ci z−1

 (5.17)

This L-operator carries only bosonic oscillator degrees of freedom, which is expected

since the cut node corresponds to the only fermionic node of the distinguished dia-

gram.

5.2 The super L-operator Lµn

C(n)

The second possible 3-grading for the orthosymplectic C(n) is associated to the node

2δn−1 dual to the coweight µn. It reads in Lie superalgebra language as

osp(2|2n− 2) → A1 ⊕ sl(1|n− 1)⊕N+ ⊕N− (5.18)

with

N± =
n(n− 1)

2
+ (n− 1) (5.19)

in agreement with the dimensions splitting

2n2 + n− 2 → 1 +
(
n2 − 1

)
+N+ +N− (5.20)

In this case, the fundamental representation splits as

(2|2n− 2) → (1|n− 1)+ 1
2
⊕ (1|n− 1)− 1

2
(5.21)

which is thought of as,

(2|2n− 2) → (1|0)+ 1
2
⊕ (0|n− 1)+ 1

2
⊕ (0|n− 1)− 1

2
⊕ (1|0)− 1

2
(5.22)

meaning that we can work in a basis of the form

|2n⟩ → |0⟩ ⊕ |i⟩ ⊕ |̄ı⟩ ⊕ |0̄⟩ (5.23)

where 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 and n− 1 ≤ ı̄ ≤ 1̄ with ı̄ = 2n− 1− i. We define projectors on

these four subspaces as follows

ϱ = |0⟩ ⟨0| , Π =
n−1∑
i=1

|i⟩ ⟨i| , Π̄ =
n∑

ı̄=2n−2

|̄ı⟩ ⟨̄ı| , ϱ̄ = |0̄⟩ ⟨0̄| (5.24)
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and therefore the action of the coweight reads as

µn=
1

2
ϱ+

1

2
Π− 1

2
Π̄− 1

2
ϱ̄ (5.25)

Each of the nilpotents N+ and N− split as (n − 1) + (n − 1) + (n − 1)(n − 2)/2,

they are generated by couples
(
Xı̄, X[ij̄]

)
and

(
Y i, Y [̄ıj]

)
where Xı̄ and Y i are simply

realized as
Xi = |0⟩ ⟨̄ı| − |i⟩ ⟨0̄|
Y ı̄ = |0̄⟩ ⟨i| − |̄ı⟩ ⟨0| (5.26)

while the X[ij̄] and Y [̄ıj] are anti-symmetric in i and j and are given by

X[ij̄] = |i⟩ ⟨j̄| − |j⟩ ⟨̄ı|
Y [̄ıj] = |̄ı⟩ ⟨j| − |j̄⟩ ⟨i| (5.27)

We eventually have

X = biXi + b[ij̄]X[ij̄]

Y = cı̄Y
ı̄ + c[̄ıj]Y

[̄ıj] (5.28)

which verify

[µn,X] = X , [µn,Y ] = −Y (5.29)

as well as the nilpotency properties X2 = Y 2 = 0 leading to eX = 1 + X and

eY = 1 + Y. Notice that the oscillators here (bi, cı̄) are of fermionic nature, while(
b[ij̄], c[̄ıj]

)
are bosonic. We further have

XΠ = Xϱ = 0 , ϱY = ΠY = 0 (5.30)

and

zµn = z
1
2ϱ+ z

1
2Π+ z−

1
2 Π̄ + z−

1
2 ϱ̄ (5.31)

This simplifies the expression of the L-operator as follows

Lµn

C(n) = (1 +X)
(
z

1
2ϱ+ z

1
2Π+ z−

1
2 Π̄ + z−

1
2 ϱ̄
)
(1 + Y )

= z
1
2ϱ+ z−

1
2Π+ z

1
2 Π̄ + z−

1
2 ϱ̄+ z−

1
2X
(
ϱ̄+ Π̄

)
+

z−
1
2

(
ϱ̄+ Π̄

)
Y + z−

1
2XΠ̄Y

(5.32)

This Lµn

C(n) is represented in the projector basis
(
ϱ,Π, Π̄, ϱ̄

)
as follows

Lµn

C(n) =


z

1
2 − z−

1
2 bici z−

1
2 bicij z−

1
2 bi 0

−z−
1
2 bijci z

1
21n−1 + z−

1
2ΦΨ z−

1
2Φ −z−

1
2 bi

z−
1
2 ci z−

1
2Ψ z−

1
21n−1 0

0 −z−
1
2 ci 0 z−

1
2

 (5.33)
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where Φ = b[ij̄]X[ij̄] and Ψ = c[̄ıj]Y
[̄ıj] are anti-symmetric (n − 1)(n − 1) matrices

given by

Φ =


0 b12 . . . b1(n−1)

−b12
. . .

...
...

. . . b(n−2)(n−1)

−b1(n−1) . . . −b(n−2)(n−1) 0

 (5.34)

and

Ψ =


0 c1̄2 . . . c1̄(n−1)

−c1̄2
. . .

...
...

. . . c(n−2)(n−1)

−c1̄(n−1) . . . −c(n−2)(n−1) 0

 (5.35)

6 Super L-operators of D(m|n) type

In this section, we focus on the basic Lie superalgebra of D(m|n) type in order to

compute its corresponding super L-operators characterizing D-type superspin chains

with the internal symmetry

D(m|n) = osp(2m|2n), m ≥ 3, n ≥ 1 (6.1)

having 2(m+n)2 −m+n dimensions and the rank rD(m|n) = m+n. It is defined by

an even part D(m|n)0̄ reading as

Dm ⊕ Cn = so(2m)⊕ sp(2n) (6.2)

and an odd part D(m|n)1̄ generated by the bi-fundamental (2m, 2n) representation

of D(m|n)0̄. The D(m|n) superalgebra has multiple graphical descriptions withm+n

nodes represented by graded simple roots {α̃i}1≤i≤m+n . These are generated in terms

of m+n fundamental unit weights given by the bosonic {εa}1≤a≤m realising the roots

of so(2m), and the fermionic {δa}1≤a≤n realising the roots of sp(2n); their mixing

gives fermionic roots of D(m|n)1̄. In these regards, recall that the super root system

ΦD(m|n) of the Lie superalgebra D(m|n) has 2(m+ n)2 − 2m roots that split into an

even set Φ0̄ and an odd part Φ1̄ with content reading as

ΦD(m|n) roots number range of Labels

Φ0̄

±α̃±
ab

±β̃
±
ab

±2δa

2m2 − 2m

2n2 − 2n

2n

a ̸= b

a ̸= b

Φ1̄

γ̃±
ab

−γ̃±
ab

2mn

2mn

a = 1, ...,m

a = 1, ..., n

(6.3)
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where we have set

α̃±
ab = εa ± εb, β̃

±
ab = δa ± δb, γ̃±

ab = εa ± δb (6.4)

A remarkable simple root basis generating the super root system ΦD(m|n) is given by

the distinguished basis (βa, γ,αa) having one fermionic root γ as given here below

βa = δa − δa+1 , a = 1, ..., n− 1

αa = εa − εa+1 , a = 1, ...,m− 1

αm = εm−1 + εm
γ = δn − ε1

(6.5)

This simple root basis can be collectively denoted shortly as α̃i = (β̃a, γ̃n,α̃a) with

super label i = 1, ...,m + n. Notice that this distinguished basis is characterised by

the ordering of the set {δa, εa} of the fundamental unit weight vectors as follows

δ1, δ2, ... δn−1, δn; ε1, ε2, ... εm−1, εm (6.6)

leading in turn to an ordering of the set of graded simple root as (β̃a, γ̃n,α̃a), and

consequently to the Distinguished Dynkin diagram depicted in Figure 7 where the

graded simple roots are also reported. Notice that the basis in eq(6.6) gives a very

𝜹𝒏 − 𝜺𝟏𝜹𝟏 − 𝜹𝟐 𝜺𝟏 − 𝜺𝟐 𝜺𝒎−𝟏 − 𝜺𝒎

n−𝟏 m−𝟐

D(m,n) 

𝜹𝒏−𝟏 − 𝜹𝒏

𝜺𝒎−𝟏 + 𝜺𝒎

𝜺𝒎−𝟐 + 𝜺𝒎−𝟏

Figure 7. Distinguished Dynkin diagram of theD(m|n) superalgebra having one fermionic

simple root in Green color. Here, we have ε2i = 1 and δ2i = −1.

particular ordering of the set {δa, εa} where all the δa’s are put on the left and all

the εa’s are on the right. In the general case where the δa’s and the εa’s are mixed,

there are

ND(m|n) =
(n+m)!

n!×m!
(6.7)

possibilities of orderings of the type (6.6). This variety of orderings indicates that

generally speaking the Lie superalgebra D(m|n) has ND(m|n) possible super Dynkin

diagrams

D[D(m|n)](κ) , κ = 1, ..., ND(m|n) (6.8)

and eventually ND(m|n) of varieties of superspin chains of D-type. For the example of

D(3|1) = osp(6|2), we have 4!
3!×1!

= 4 possible Dynkin diagrams as in Table 1 of [51].

For the present study, we use the 3-gradings in Table eq(2.47) in order to generate two

types of Lax operators for the distinguished superspin chain with D(m|n) symmetry.
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The first one is referred to as the spinorial L-operator Lµm+n

Dm|n
because it is linked to

the (co)spinorial nodes of the super diagram 7. The second one is labeled as Lµn+1

Dm|n

since it concerns the coweight µn+1 associated to ε1 − ε2 in 7.

6.1 The super L-operator Lµm+n

Dm|n

Due to the Z2 automorphism symmetry of the distinguished super Dynkin diagram

of the Figure 7 which permutes the spinor and cospinor roots α̃m+n and α̃m+n−1,

we can deduce that the coweights µm+n and µm+n−1 act in the same way on the Lie

superalgebra osp(2m|2n) and therefore we have similar super L-operators. In fact,

the 3-grading obtained by the cutting of one of the these nodes in the distinguished

super Dynkin diagram is the same. We have

osp(2m|2n) −→ gl (1)⊕ sl(m|n)⊕N+ ⊕N− (6.9)

with the super special linear sl(m|n) as a sub- superalgebra. For this breaking

pattern, we have the dimensions

algebra osp2m|2n so2 sl(m|n) N+ N−

dim 2(m+ n)2−m+ n 1 (m+ n)2−1 (m+n)2+n−m
2

(m+n)2+n−m
2

(6.10)

The fundamental representation (2m|2n) of the superalgebra osp(2m|2n) splits in

terms of the fundamental (m|n)±q representations of sl(m|n) as follows

(2m|2n) = (m|n)+ 1
2
⊕ (m̄|n̄)− 1

2
(6.11)

This decomposition means that the super L-operator Lµm+n

Dm|n
(and equivalently Lµm+n−1

Dm|n
)

will be represented by a 2(m+ n)× 2(m+ n) matrix(
Lij Līj

Lı̄j Lı̄̄j

)
(6.12)

with basis vector of the form

|i⟩ ≡ |i⟩ ⊕ |α⟩ for (m|n)+ 1
2

|̄ı⟩ ≡ |̄ı⟩ ⊕ |ᾱ⟩ for (m̄|n̄)− 1
2

(6.13)

In this basis, the subscripts ±1/2 are charges of gl(1). The |i⟩ and |̄ı⟩ generate the

(anti-)fundamental representations m and m̄ of sl(m); while the |α⟩ and |ᾱ⟩ generate
the (anti-)fundamental representations n and n̄ of sl(n). Notice that by ordering the

basis vectors of osp(2m|2n) like (|i⟩ , |α⟩ , |̄ı⟩ , |ᾱ⟩) , the labels take the values

1 ≤ i ≤ m , n+m+ 1 ≤ ı̄ ≤ n+ 2m

1 ≤ α ≤ n , 2m+ n+ 1 ≤ ᾱ ≤ 2n+ 2m
(6.14)
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In terms of the super labels i and ı̄ introduced in (6.13), we can rewrite these intervals

in a short way like

1 ≤ i ≤ m+ n, n+m+ 1 ≤ ı̄ ≤ 2n+ 2m (6.15)

Using these super labels, we can construct the operators involved in the expression

of the super Lax operators Lµm+n = eXzµm+neY associated with the breaking pattern

(6.9) of the distinguished diagram of the Figure 7.

First, from eq(6.11) we learn that the action of the coweight µm+n is given by

µm+n=
1

2

m+n∑
i=1

|i⟩ ⟨i| − 1

2

2m+2n∑
ı̄=m+n+1

|̄ı⟩ ⟨̄ı| (6.16)

which, by settingΠ =
∑m+n

i=1 |i⟩ ⟨i| and Π̄ =
∑2m+2n

ı̄=m+n+1 |̄ı⟩ ⟨̄ı| reads also as µm+n=
1
2
Π−

1
2
Π̄. The Π and Π̄ are projectors of the fundamental representations of sl(m|n). In

terms of sl(m)⊕ sl(n) vector basis, the µm+n splits as follows

µm+n=
1

2

(
m∑
i=1

|i⟩ ⟨i|+
m+n∑

α=m+1

|α⟩ ⟨α|

)
− 1

2

(
2m+n∑

ı̄=m+n+1

|̄ı⟩ ⟨̄ı|+
2m+2n∑

ᾱ=2m+n+1

|ᾱ⟩ ⟨ᾱ|

)
(6.17)

Second, the matrix operators X and Y in the expression eXzµm+neY belong respec-

tively to the nilpotents N+ and N−; they can be expanded in terms of representations

of slm ⊕ sl (n) . This feature follows from the decomposition of dimN± (6.10)

dimN± =
m(m− 1)

2
+

n(n+ 1)

2
+mn (6.18)

involving the antisymmetric representation of sl(m), the symmetric representation

of sl(n) and the bi-fundamental representation. Thus, an explicit realization of X is

given by using the generators (X[ij̄], X(αβ̄),Xiᾱ) and the graded Darboux coordinates

(b[ij̄], f(αβ̄), βiᾱ) as follows

X = b[ij̄]X[ij̄] + f(αβ̄)X(αβ̄) + βiᾱX[iᾱ] (6.19)

with
X[ij̄] = |i⟩ ⟨j̄| − |j⟩ ⟨̄ı|
X(αβ̄) = |α⟩

〈
β̄
∣∣+ |β⟩ ⟨ᾱ|

X[iᾱ] = |i⟩ ⟨ᾱ| − |α⟩ ⟨̄i|
(6.20)

verifying the nilpotency property X2 = 0 and indicating that ex = I +X. Similarly

for the Y operator belonging to the nilpotent N−, we have Y
2 = 0 with the expansion

Y = c[j̄i]Y
[j̄i] + g(β̄α)Y

(αβ̄) + γᾱiY [ᾱi] (6.21)
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where (c[j̄i], g(β̄α), γᾱi) are graded Darboux coordinates that are conjugate to (b[ij̄], f(αβ̄), βiᾱ)

and where
Y [j̄i] = |j̄⟩ ⟨i| − |̄ı⟩ ⟨j|
Y (β̄α) =

∣∣β̄〉 ⟨α|+ |ᾱ⟩ ⟨β|
Y [ᾱi] = |ᾱ⟩ ⟨i| − |̄i⟩ ⟨α|

(6.22)

In total, we have 2[m(m− 1)/2 + n(n+ 1)/2] bosonic oscillators given by (b[ij], c[j̄i]),

(f(αβ̄), g(β̄α)), and 2mn fermionic ones given by (βiᾱ, γᾱi). Using the properties X2 =

Y 2 = 0, the super Lax operator reads as follows

Lµm+n

Dm|n
= zµm+n + zµm+nY +Xzµm+n +Xzµm+nY (6.23)

Using (6.16), we obtain interesting properties useful for the calculation of Lµm+n

Dm|n
.

The charge operator zµ reads as z
1
2
Π− 1

2
Π̄; and the nilpotent operators X and Y obey

the properties

ΠX = X, XΠ = 0, Π̄Y = Y, Y Π̄ = 0 (6.24)

XΠ̄ = X, Π̄X = 0, YΠ = Y, YΠ = 0 (6.25)

The super L-operator is calculated by substituting in (2.41) with (6.17-6.21) and

using Xzµm+n = z−
1
2X and zµm+nY = z−

1
2Y ; we have

Lµm+n

Dm|n
= zµm+n + z−

1
2X + z−

1
2Y

+z−
1
2 (ΦΨ + ΛΓ + f(αβ̄)γᾱiX(αβ̄)Y

[ᾱi] + βiᾱg(β̄α)X[iᾱ]Y
(β̄α))

+z−
1
2βiᾱγᾱiX[iᾱ]Y [ᾱi]

where we have set

Φ = b[ij̄]X[ij̄] , Ψ = c[j̄i]Y
[j̄i]

Λ = f(αβ̄)X(αβ̄) , Γ = g(β̄α)Y
(β̄α) (6.26)

The matrix form after multiplying with the overall factor z
1
2 is given in the basis

(|i⟩ , |α⟩ , |ᾱ⟩ , |̄ı⟩) by

Lµm+n

D(m|n) =


zδij + ΦΨ+ βiᾱγᾱi βiᾱg(β̄α) βiᾱ Φ

f(αβ̄)γᾱi zδαβ + ΛΓ Λ −βiᾱ

γᾱi Γ zδᾱβ̄ 0

Ψ −γᾱi 0 zδ ı̄j̄

 (6.27)

The Φ,Ψ in (6.26) are anti-symmetric (m×m) matrices while Λ and Γ are (n×n)

symmetric matrices reading explicitly as

Φ =

 0 . . . b1m

...
. . .

...

bm1̄ . . . 0

 ; Ψ =

 0 . . . c1̄m
...

. . .
...

cm1 . . . 0

 (6.28)
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and

Λ =

 f11̄ . . . f1n

...
. . .

...

fn1̄ . . . fnn

 ; Γ =

 g1̄1 . . . g1̄n
...

. . .
...

gn1 . . . gnn

 (6.29)

6.2 The super L-operator Lµn+1

Dm|n

Now, we move to the investigation of the super Lax operator Lµn+1

Dm|n
associated with

the second possible 3-grading of the Lie superalgebra osp(2m|2n). On the level of

the distinguished Dynkin diagram, this decomposition is associated to the node of

the simple root α̃1 = ε1 − ε2 which leads to

osp(2m|2n) → N+ ⊕ lµ ⊕N− (6.30)

with

lµ = so(2)⊕ osp(2m− 2|2n)

and the nilpotents’ dimensions given by

dim lµ = 2(m− 1 + n)2−m+ n+ 1

dimN± = 2 (m− 1) + 2n
(6.31)

Under this breaking, the fundamental representation 2m|2n of the orthosymplectic

osp(2m|2n) splits in terms of representations of so(2)⊕ osp(2m− 2|2n) as follows

(2m|2n) → (2m− 2|2n)0 ⊕ (2|0)0
(2|0) → (1|0)+ ⊕ (1|0)−

(6.32)

where we have used the reducibility of so(2) to split the representation 2 like 1+⊕1−.

By labeling (2m|2n) by the ket vector |a⟩, the decomposition (6.32) read in terms

of low dimensional ket vectors as

|a⟩ → |+⟩ ⊕ |A⟩ ⊕ |−⟩ (6.33a)

with |A⟩ = |i⟩ ⊕ |α⟩ and i = 1, ...2m− 2, α = 1, ..., 2n. Using the projectors

Π+ = |+⟩ ⟨+|
Π− = |−⟩ ⟨−| (6.34)

and,

Π0 =
2m+2n−2∑

A=1

|A⟩ ⟨A| =
2m−2∑
i=1

|i⟩ ⟨i|+
2n∑
i=1

|α⟩ ⟨α| (6.35)

the action of the coweight reads as follows

µn+1 = Π+ + qΠ0 − Π− (6.36)
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with q = 0. Similarly, the 2 (m+ n− 1) generators of the nilpotent superalgebras

N± expand like

X = BAXA = biXi + βαXα ∈ N+

Y = CAY A = ciY
i + γαYα ∈ N−

(6.37)

where the (bi, ci) are bosonic Darboux coordinates and (βα, γα) are fermionic homo-

logue. The realisation of the generators of N± is given by

XA = |+⟩ ⟨A| − |A⟩ ⟨−|
Y A = |A⟩ ⟨+| − |−⟩ ⟨A| (6.38)

they split like

Xi = |+⟩ ⟨i| − |i⟩ ⟨−|
Y i = |i⟩ ⟨+| − |−⟩ ⟨i| ,

Xα = |+⟩ ⟨α| − |α⟩ ⟨−|
Yα = |α⟩ ⟨+| − |−⟩ ⟨α| (6.39)

Using these expression, we compute the powers of X and Y ; the non vanishing ones

are given by

X2 = −B2 |+⟩ ⟨−|
Y 2 = −C2 |−⟩ ⟨+| ,

B2 =
(
b2 + β2

)
C2 = (c2 + γ2)

(6.40)

with
b2 = biδijb

j , β2 = βαδαββ
β

c2 = ciδ
ijcj , γ2 = γαδ

αβγβ

(6.41)

Substituting, the super L-operator Lµn+1

Dm|n
= eXzµn+1eY expands as follows

Lµn+1

Dm|n
= (1 +X +

X2

2
)
(
zΠ+ +Π0 + z−1Π−

)
(1 + Y +

Y 2

2
) (6.42)

In the basis (6.33a) and in terms of bosonic (bi, ci) and fermioinc (βα, γα) oscillators,

we have

Lµn+1

Dm|n
=


z2+z(bici + βαγα)+

(b2+β2)(c2+γ2)
4

zbi+ci
b2+β2

2
zβα+

(b2+β2)
2

γα
−(b2+β2)

2

zci +
(c2+γ2)

2
bi zδij + bicj biβγ −bi

zγα + (c2+γ2)
2

βα βαcj zδαβ + βαγβ −βα

− (c2+γ2)
2

−ci −γα 1


(6.43)

where we have multiplied by an overall factor z. This matrix has a very similar

structure to (4.26), the only difference concerns the size of the block of the subspace

|i⟩ which is of 2m− 2 dimensions here.
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7 Conclusion and comments

The present investigation is an extension of the results of the 4D CS/ Integrability

correspondence formulated in [1, 3], and further complemented in [7]. In the latter,

XXX spin chains were linked to a construction of line defects in four dimensional

Chern-Simons theory, and L-operators solving the RLL equation were interpreted

as the parallel transport on the phase space of magnetic ’t Hooft line defects. This

correspondence yields a simple and direct formula for the computation of minuscule

L-operators based on Levi decompositions of the bosonic symmetry algebra, which

are in turns directly deduced by cutting minuscule nodes from the associated Dynkin

diagram. This general formula allowed to explicitly realize oscillator Lax operators

for the spin chains with bosonic ABCDE symmetries. Some of these solutions are

new to the spin chain literature while the others perfectly agree with the results

obtained from Yangian based techniques.

The generalization of this correspondence to the super case was initially treated

in [37] for the case of sl(m|n) superspin chains. In analogy to the aforementioned

bosonic construction, the oscillator realizations of super Lax operators solving the

RLL equation for a superspin chain are deduced from special decompositions of the

Lie superalgebra. Following this rationale, we constructed in this paper a list of

Lax operators for superspin chains with internal symmetries given by the ABCD

Lie superalgebras. In this regard, notice that these solutions are obtained for specific

nodes of the super Dynkin Diagrams that act like minuscule coweights, meaning that

they lead to Levi-like decompositions of these superalgebras. Notice moreover that

we focused on the fundamental representation for all the symmetries treated here,

indicating that the superspin states of the super-atoms of the super chains are rep-

resented in the fundamental.

The graded L-operators obtained here are to our knowledge, still missing in the

superspin chain literature, except for the solutions of sl(m|n) chains that were com-

puted using degenerate solutions of the graded Yang-Baxter equation, see eq(2.20) in

[41]. These matrices were rederived in [37] from the 4D Chern-Simons with SL(m|n)
symmetry focusing on the distinguished Dynkin diagram and by extending features

of the bosonic sl(m) spin chain. In this linear symmetry, all simple nodes are associ-

ated to minuscule coweights. Here, we gave a more general expression of these super

Lax matrices for any node beyond the distinguished Dynkin diagram of sl(m|n); see
(3.16) where the bosonic and fermionic oscillators are explicitly distinguished. Notice

that the bosonic L-operators of the sl(m) spin chain [7, 12] can be recovered as a

special case of the graded distinguished solutions by simply taking n = 0.

Unlike the A (m|n) superalgebra, the distinguished Dynkin diagram of the B (m|n)
superalgebra only leads to one Levi-like decomposition associated to the distinguished

Dynkin diagram given by Figure 5. The graded Lax operator of the osp(2m|2n)
superspin chain was constructed for this specific case as presented in (4.26). This
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Superalgebra Subalgebra lµ Nilpotent N+ L-operators Equations

slm|n slk|l ⊕ slm−k|n−l ⊕ gl1 (k + l)c(m− k + n− l) Lµ
sl(m|n) (3.16)

osp2m+1|2n osp2m−1|2n ⊕ gl1 2m+ 2n− 1 Lµn+1

Bm|n
(4.26)-(4.30)

osp2|2n−2
sp2n−2 ⊕ gl1
sl1|n−1 ⊕ gl1

2 (n− 1)
n(n+1)

2
− 1

Lµ1

C(n)

Lµn

C(n)

(5.17)

(5.33)-(5.35)

osp2m|2n
osp2m−2|2n ⊕ gl1

slm|n ⊕ gl1

2 (m+ n− 1)
(m+n)(m+n+1)

2
−m

Lµm+n

Dm|n

Lµn+1

Dm|n

(6.27)-(6.29)

(6.43)

Table 1. Summary of the results for each superalgebra

novel result has an interesting similarity with the bosonic minuscule Lax operator

of the B-type spin chain. This bosonic operator is calculated from the 4D CS in

[13], and is associated to the only minuscule node of the so(2m + 1) algebra which

coincides with the node ε1 − ε2 on the Bm part of the distinguished Dynkin diagram

of B (m|n).
For the C(n) superspin chain, we also considered the distinguished Dynkin diagram

of Figure 6, where we have two simple nodes for which we can calculate the L-

operator using the formula (2.41). The first super L-operator is given in (5.17); it

corresponds to the fermionic node ε− δ1 and only contains bosonic oscillators. The

second super L-operator (5.33) is associated to the last bosonic node 2δn−1 which is

equivalent to the minuscule node if we only consider the bosonic Cn−1 part of the

distinguished Dynkin diagram. The minuscule L-matrix of sp(2n) given in [13] can

be recovered from the super matrix (5.33) as a special case.

Finally, the distinguished Dynkin diagram of Figure 7 of theD (m|n) symmetry yields

three Levi-like decompositions for the osp(2m|2n) Lie superalgebra corresponding to

the three bosonic nodes ε1 − ε2, εm−1 − εm and εm−1 + εm. The first one acts in a

similar fashion to the vectorial minuscule node of the Dn Lie algebra, and the re-

sulting super Lax operator (6.43) is also a generalisation of the bosonic vector Lax

operator calculated in [13]. The other two nodes are of spinorial nature, they are

treated collectively since they lead to the same 3-grading and eventually to the same

Lax operator given in (6.27). Their bosonic counterparts have similar properties as

studied in [7, 13].

As extensions of this work, one can follow the demarche presented here in order to

study other superspin chains in the framework of four-dimensional Chern-Simons

gauge theory; in particular those associated to exceptional Lie superalgebras F (4),

G(3) and D(1, 2;α) whose 3-gradings are given in [47]. Interestingly, the generaliza-

tion of the L-operator construction based on Levi-like decompositions, as well as the

Costello-Yamazaki-Yagi formula [7], would allow to obtain solutions for all nodes of

the Dynkin diagram even if it they don’t correspond to Levi-like decompositions or

minuscule coweights. These cases lead to 5-gradings of Lie superalgebras, as listed
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in [46]-[48].

To end this conclusion, we collect in Table 1 the expressions of the super oscillator

realisations of Lax operators for the families A(m − 1 | n − 1), B(m | n), C(n) and

D(m | n) Lie superalgebras with 3-grading decompositions as g = lµ ⊕ N+ ⊕ N−

where lµ is Levi-like subalgebra and N± nilpotent superalgebras.

8 Appendix: Explicit check of solutions

This appendix is added to the revised version of our paper in order to :

• (i) Compare our orthosymplectic super Lax matrices computed from the 4D CS

theory, to similar solutions that appeared in [52] shortly after the first version

of this paper, and that are based on algebraic analysis.

• (ii) Comment the quantum versions of the classical orthogonal super Lax op-

erators given here above. Notice that the quantum upgrading of the sl(m|n)
super Lax operators calculated in 4D CS is detailed in [37].

• (iii) Describe the R-matrix and the RLL equation of integrability for an or-

thosymplectic superspin chain system, and refer to the explicit verification of

the matrices Lµn+1

Bm|n
, Lµ1

C(n), L
µn

C(n), L
µm+n

Dm|n
and Lµn+1

Dm|n
as appropriate solutions.

First, notice that the authors in [52] yield two types of orthosymplectic Lax matrices

referred to as linear and quadratic. The quadratic Lax matrix is equivalent to super

Lax matrices of vector type in our formalism, i.e. to solutions corresponding to

vector-like nodes: µn+1 of the distinguished Dynkin diagram of Bm|n, and µn+1

of DD
[
Dm|n

]
. The linear Lax matrix of [52] corresponds to spinor-like solutions

associated to the spinorial nodes, µm+n of Dm|n and µn of C(n). This correspondence

is collected in following table

Solutions of [52] Solutions from the 4D CS

Eq(5.54) (quadratic)
Eq(6.43) Lµn+1

Dm|n

Eq(4.26) Lµn+1

Bm|n

(vector type)

Eq(4.12) (linear)
Eq(5.33) Lµn

C(n)

Eq(6.27) Lµm+n

Dm|n

(spinorial type)

Recall here that the matrices Lµn+1

Bm|n
and Lµn+1

Dm|n
have the same structure, and only

differ in their dimensions; and the same for Lµn

C(n) and Lµm+n

Dm|n
. We will focus below on

the comparison between Eq(5.54) of [52] with Lµn+1

Dm|n
, and Eq(4.12) of [52] with Lµm+n

Dm|n
.

But before that, we recall the explicit integrability condition for the orthosymplectic

superspin chains.
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• Orthosymplectic RLL equation

To solve the RLL relations for the orthosymplectic families, we consider the or-

thosymplectic R-matrix reading for the superalgebra osp(N |M) with pair M , as

[53, 54]

R(z) = z(z + κ)Id + (z + κ)P − zQ (8.1)

We have here 2κ = (N −M − 2), Id is the identiy operator, P is the permutation

operator expressed in terms of the canonical matrix generators exy as,

P =
M+N∑
x,y=1

(−)|y| [exy ⊗ eyx] (8.2)

and Q the operator given by

Q =
∑
x,y

(−1)|x||y|θxθy [eȳx̄ ⊗ eyx] (8.3)

The label x̄ is defined by (M +N + 1)− x, and the numbers (θ1, ..., θM+N) take the

values ±1 obeying the conditions θx̄ = (−)|x| θx. By replacing into (2.17), the RLL

equations are equivalent to the following commutations relations

Lxy(z), Lkl(z
′) =

(−1)|x||y|+|x||k|+|y||k|

z − z′
(Lky(z

′)Lxl(z)− Lky(z)Lxl(z
′)) (8.4)

+
1

z − z′ + κ
(δkx̄

N+M∑
p=1

Lpy(z)Lp̄l(z
′) (−1)|x|+|x||y|+|y||p| θxθp

−δlȳ

N+M∑
p=1

Lkp̄(z
′)Lxp(z) (−1)|p|+|y|+|x||k|+|x||p|+|y||k| θpθy)

• Eq(5.54) of [52] with Lµn+1

Dm|n

Although a quick look into the quadratic Lax matrix of [52] reveals the similarity

with the structure of Lµn+1

Bm|n
and Lµn+1

Dm|n
, we think it is interesting to explicitly show

this agreement by analysing the special notations used in [52] and linking them to

ours. First, because [52] provides a computational check for the verification of the

RLL equation, and second to discuss the quantum uplifting of these orthosymplectic

solutions.

For the D-type superalgebra that the authors in [52] note as osp(2n|2m), where the

role of the integers n and m is opposite to our notation, the graded quadratic Lax

matrix (Eq(5.54)) is given by

L (z) =

 ξ zū− ζ†

2
ūTM ζ†

2

−zū+ ζ
2
M ūT zI2(n+m−1) −M ūTuTM M ūT

ζ
2

−uTM 1

 (8.5)
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where we have set for convenience

ξ = z2 − z (N + κ− 1) + 1
4
ζ†ζ

N = ūu

ζ =
(
uTMu

)
ζ† =

(
ūM ūT

) (8.6)

In these relations, M is a graded 2 (n− 1 +m) × 2 (n− 1 +m) matrix given in

Eq(5.63) [52]. The complex u and its complex conjugate ū (adjoint conjugate u†

for quantum version) are graded super-oscillators with 2 (n− 1 +m) components

distributed into 2 (n− 1) bosonic oscillators (ai, āi) , and 2m fermionic oscillators

(cα, c̄α). These components were ordered in [52] as follows

u = (a2, ..., an; cn+1, ..., cn+m+1; an+2m+1, ..., a2n+2m−1)
T

ū = (ā2, ..., ān; c̄n+1, ..., c̄n+m+1; ān+2m+1, ..., ā2n+2m−1)
T (8.7)

To make contact with our 4D CS based solution (6.43), we write the graded vectors

(u, ū) as

u = (b,β) , ū = (c,γ) (8.8)

or equivalently by using contravariant ua and covariant ūa super labels like

(ua,ūa) , ua =
(
bi, βα

)
, ūa = (ci, γα) (8.9)

Notice that generally speaking, the complex variables ūa are not necessarily the

complex conjugates of ua [i.e: ūa ̸= (ua)†]. Also, in (8.9), the (bi, ci) are bosonic

quantities and the (βα, γα) are fermionic; they are ordered as

bi = (b1, ..., b2n−2) , βα =
(
β1, ..., β2m

)
ci = (c1, ..., c2n−2) , γα = (γ1, ..., γ2m)

(8.10)

Using this new notation, we can identify the quadratic Lax matrix of (8.5) derived

in [52], with our spinor-like matrix Lµn+1

Dm|n
given by eq(6.43), by using the following

correspondence

superoscillator bosonic fermionic

(8.5)
classical : (ai, āi)

quantum :
(
ai, a

†
i

) classical : (cα, c̄α)

quantum :
(
cα, c

†
α

)
(6.43)

classical : (bi, ci)
2n−2
i=1

quantum : (b̂i, ĉi)
2n−2
i=1

classical : (βα, γα)
2m
α=1

quantum : (β̂
α
, γ̂†

α)
2m
α=1

(8.11)

The hatted quantities b̂i, ĉi and β̂
α
, γ̂†

α designate quantum oscillators (non super

commuting operators), their non vanishing super commutation relations are given

by

[b̂i, ĉj] = δij ,
{
β̂
α
, γ̂σ

}
= δασ (8.12)
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From the structure of (6.43), we learn that we also have

ξ = z2 − z (N + κ− 1) +
1

4
ζ†ζ (8.13)

and
N = ūau

a = − (cib
i + γαβ

α)

ζ = uaGabu
b = −

(
b2 + β2

)
ζ† = ūaG

abūb = − (c2+γ2)

(8.14)

which should be compared with (8.6). The metric Gab is equal to −δab, and Gab is

its inverse.

Notice here that the classical quantity cib
i + γαβ

α reading also like the mean value

cib
i + γαβ

α =
1

2

(
cib

i + bici
)
+

1

2
(γαβ

α − βαγα) (8.15)

due to graded commutativity, gets mapped at the quantum level into the sum of

the operators (ĉib̂
i + b̂iĉi)/2+ (γ̂αβ̂

α
+ β̂

α
γ̂α)/2. By using the graded commutation

relations, one generates a vaccum contribution as shown below

ĉib̂
i + γ̂αβ̂

α
+

2 (n− 1)− 2m

2
= ĉib̂

i + γ̂αβ̂
α
+

2 (n−m)

2
− 1 (8.16)

This expression indicates that the number κ in the super Lax matrix (8.5) is just the

quantity 2n− 2m which sometimes is termed as the Maxwell-Callading index.

• Eq(4.12) of [52] with Lµn+m

Dm|n

Regarding the identification of the orthosymplectic rational RLL solution given in

matrix form in eq(4.12) of [52], with the spinor-like super Lax matrix Lµn+m

Dm|n
, notice

that they are equivalent by the multiplication of Lµn+m

Dm|n
by the overall factor z−1,

which is permitted by the RLL equation symmetries. The two matrices are rep-

resented in similar bases dividing the 2m + 2n dimensions as (m + n,m+ n), the

difference is that the integers n and m play opposite roles in [52] where the super-

algebra is taken as D(n|m) = osp(2n|2m) (instead of osp(2m|2n) for us). However,

since our basis is ordered as (m,n, n,m) , and theirs as (n,m,m, n) , we have lookalike

matrices where we have the correspondence

Lµn+m

Dm|n
from 4D CS Eq(6.27) Eq(4.12) of [52]

Φ A

Λ B

Ψ −A

Γ B

γᾱi −C

βiᾱ C

(8.17)
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Finally, notice that the quadratic graded matrix (5.54) of [52] is proven as a solution

of the RLL equation with the orthosymplectic R-matrix (8.1); which further verifies

the matrices Lµn+1

Dm|n
and Lµn+1

Bm|n
as super Lax matrices for the orthosymplectic superspin

chains of B and D type. Moreover, the elements of the matrix (4.12) of [52] verify

the commutation relations (8.4), and thus provide a check for the solutions Lµm+n

Dm|n

and Lµn

C(n) of our paper. The matrix Lµ1

C(n) is a special solution because it is purely

bosonic. It should be verified by using the non-graded version of the orthosymplectic

R-matrix, which is given by the orthogonal R-matrix Eq(2.1) in [38]. Indeed, this

matrix is equal to the verified Lax matrix of the orthogonal so(2n) spin chain given

in eq(3.42) of [13]; see also eq(4.12) of [38].
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[10] K. Costello and B. Stefański, Chern-Simons Origin of Superstring Integrability,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020) 121602 [arXiv:2005.03064].

[11] F. Delduc, S. Lacroix, M. Magro and B. Vicedo, A unifying 2D action for integrable

σ-models from 4D Chern-Simons theory, Lett. Math. Phys. 110 (2020) 1645

[arXiv:1909.13824].

– 40 –



[12] Y. Boujakhrout, E.H. Saidi, R.A. Laamara and L.B. Drissi, ’t Hooft lines of

ADE-type and topological quivers, SciPost Phys. 15 (2023) 078 [arXiv:2303.13879].

[13] Y. Boujakhrout and E.H. Saidi, Minuscule ABCDE Lax operators from 4D

Chern-Simons theory, Nucl. Phys. B 981 (2022) 115859 [arXiv:2207.14777].

[14] Y. Boujakhrout and E.H. Saidi, On exceptional ’t Hooft lines in 4D-Chern-Simons

theory, Nucl. Phys. B 980 (2022) 115795 [arXiv:2204.12424].

[15] R. Bittleston and D. Skinner, Gauge Theory and Boundary Integrability, JHEP 05

(2019) 195 [arXiv:1903.03601].

[16] R. Bittleston and D. Skinner, Gauge theory and boundary integrability. Part II.

Elliptic and trigonometric cases, JHEP 06 (2020) 080 [arXiv:1912.13441].

[17] A.B. Zamolodchikov and A.B. Zamolodchikov, Factorized S-matrices in two

dimensions as the exact solutions of certain relativistic quantum field theory models,

Annals Phys. 120 (1979) 253.

[18] M. Jimbo, Yang-Baxter Equation In Integrable Systems, World-Scientific (1989)

[DOI:10.1142/1021].

[19] M. Wadati and Y. Akutsu, From Solitons to Knots and Links, Prog. Theor. Phys.

Suppl. 94 (1988) 1.

[20] J.H.H. Perk and H. Au-Yang, Yang-Baxter Equations, Encycl. Math. Phys. 5 (2006)

465 [math-ph/0606053].

[21] C. Wendlandt, The R-Matrix Presentation for the Yangian of a Simple Lie Algebra,

Commun. Math. Phys. 363 (2018) 289.

[22] D. Arnaudon, A. Molev and E. Ragoucy, On the R-Matrix Realization of Yangians

and their Representations, Annales Henri Poincare 7 (2006) 1269.

[23] R.J. Baxter, Exactly solved models in statistical mechanics, World Scientific (1982)

[DOI:10.1142/9789814415255 0002].

[24] W. Heisenberg, Zur Theorie des Ferromagnetismus, Z. Phys. 49 (1928) 619.

[25] H. Hayashi, T. Okuda and Y. Yoshida, ABCD of ’t Hooft operators, JHEP 04

(2021) 241 [arXiv:2012.12275].

[26] A. Kapustin and E. Witten, Electric-Magnetic Duality And The Geometric

Langlands Program, Commun. Num. Theor. Phys. 1 (2007) 1 [hep-th/0604151].

[27] A. Kapustin, Wilson-’t Hooft operators in four-dimensional gauge theories and

S-duality, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 025005 [hep-th/0501015].

[28] B. Charbonneau and J. Hurtubise, Singular monopoles on a flat circle bundle over a

Riemann surface, arXiv:0812.0221.

[29] K. Maruyoshi, T. Ota and J. Yagi, Wilson-’t Hooft lines as transfer matrices, JHEP

01 (2021) 072 [arXiv:2009.12391].

– 41 –



[30] V.V. Bazhanov, T. Lukowski, C. Meneghelli and M. Staudacher, A Shortcut to the

Q-Operator, J. Stat. Mech. 1011 (2010) P11002 [arXiv:1005.3261].

[31] V.V. Bazhanov et al., Baxter Q-Operators and Representations of Yangians, Nucl.

Phys. B 850 (2011) 148 [arXiv:1010.3699].

[32] R. Frassek, Algebraic Bethe ansatz for Q-operators: The Heisenberg spin chain, J.

Phys. A 48 (2015) 294002 [arXiv:1504.04501].

[33] B.H. Gross, On minuscule representations and the principal SL2, Represent. Theory

4 (2000) 225.

[34] R. Slansky, Group theory for unified model building, Phys. Rept 79 (1981) 1.

[35] A.L. Onishchik and E.B. Vinberg, Lie Groups and Algebraic Groups, Springer

Berlin Heidelberg (1990) [DOI:10.1007/978-3-642-74334-4].

[36] P. Monnier and N.T. Zung, Levi decomposition for smooth Poisson structures, J.

Diff. Geom. 68 (2004) 347.

[37] Y. Boujakhrout, E.H. Saidi, R.A. Laamara and L.B. Drissi, Lax operator and

superspin chains from 4D CS gauge theory, J. Phys. A 55 (2022) 415402

[arXiv:2209.07117].

[38] R. Frassek, Oscillator realisations associated to the D-type Yangian: Towards the

operatorial Q-system of orthogonal spin chains, Nucl. Phys. B 956 (2020) 115063

[arXiv:2001.06825].

[39] G. Ferrando, R. Frassek and V. Kazakov, QQ-system and Weyl-type transfer

matrices in integrable SO(2r) spin chains, JHEP 02 (2021) 193 [arXiv:2008.04336].

[40] R. Frassek and A. Tsymbaliuk, Rational Lax Matrices from Antidominantly Shifted

Extended Yangians: BCD Types, Commun. Math. Phys. 392 (2022) 545

[arXiv:2104.14518].

[41] R. Frassek, T. Lukowski, C. Meneghelli and M. Staudacher, Oscillator Construction

of su(n|m) Q-Operators, Nucl. Phys. B 850 (2011) 175 [arXiv:1012.6021].

[42] P.P. Kulish and E.K. Sklyanin, On the solution of the Yang-Baxter equation, Zap.

Nauchn. Semin. 95 (1980) 129.

[43] Y. Boujakhrout, E.H. Saidi, R. Ahl Laamara and L.B. Drissi, Embedding integrable

superspin chain in string theory, Nucl. Phys. B 990 (2023) 116156 [arXiv:2304.03152].

[44] T. Okuda, Line operators in supersymmetric gauge theories and the 2d-4d relation,

in New Dualities of Supersymmetric Gauge Theories, J. Teschner ed., Springer,

Cham (2016), p. 195-222 [DOI:10.1007/978-3-319-18769-3 7] [arXiv:1412.7126].

[45] N. Ishtiaque, S.F. Moosavian, S. Raghavendran and J. Yagi, Superspin chains from

superstring theory, SciPost Phys. 13 (2022) 083 [arXiv:2110.15112].

[46] N.I. Stoilova and J. Van der Jeugt, A classification of generalized quantum statistics

associated with basic classical Lie superalgebras, J. Math. Phys. 46 (2005) 113504

[math-ph/0504013].

– 42 –



[47] N.I. Stoilova and J. Van der Jeugt, A classification of generalized quantum statistics

associated with the exceptional Lie (super)algebras, J. Math. Phys. 48 (2007)

043504 [math-ph/0611085].

[48] N.I. Stoilova and J. Van der Jeugt, A classification of generalized quantum statistics

associated with classical Lie algebras, J. Math. Phys. 46 (2005) 033501

[math-ph/0409002].

[49] E.B. Dynkin, Semisimple subalgebras of semisimple Lie algebras, Am. Math. Soc.

Transl. 6 (1957) 111.

[50] L. Frappat, P. Sorba and A. Sciarrino, Dictionary on Lie superalgebras,

hep-th/9607161.

[51] L. Frappat, A. Sciarrino and P. Sorba, Structure of Basic Lie Superalgebras and of

Their Affine Extensions, Commun. Math. Phys. 121 (1989) 457.

[52] R. Frassek and A. Tsymbaliuk, Orthosymplectic superoscillator Lax matrices,

arXiv:2309.14199.

[53] D. Arnaudon et al., Bethe ansatz equations and exact S matrices for the osp(M—2n)

open super spin chain, Nucl. Phys. B 687 (2004) 257 [math-ph/0310042].
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