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Abstract

A GL(n) quantum integrable system generalizing the asymmetric five vertex spin chain is
shown to encode the ring relations of the equivariant quantum cohomology and quantum K-
theory ring of flag varieties. We also show that the Bethe ansatz states of this system generate

the double B-Grothendieck polynomials.
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1 Introduction

The mathematical structure and exact solutions of quantum integrable systems have proved to
be useful tools in providing information about physical phenomena, as well as revealing certain
algebraic results. For example, in [1], it was shown that the underlying Frobenius algebra of the
asymmetric six vertex model, which depends on a parameter 3, is exactly the equivariant quantum
cohomology of the Grassmannians when § = 0, and the equivariant quantum K-theory ring of the
Grassmannians when 8 = —1. The Bethe/Gauge correspondence of this model was later studied
in [2].

This work aims at generalizing the idea of [1], establishing a relationship between a GL(n)
integrable model and the equivariant quantum cohomology/quantum K-theory ring of general
flag varieties. We will also show that the Bethe ansatz states of this model generate the double
B-Grothendieck polynomials. When 8 = 0 these polynomials reduce to the double Schubert
polynomials representing Schubert classes in the equivariant cohomology ring, and when g =
—1 they reduce to the double Grothendieck polynomials representing Schubert classes in the
equivariant K-theory ring.

The relationships between the quantum cohomology /K-theory of flag varieties and Toda lattices
were discussed in [3] and [4]. Moreover, it was shown that quantum K-theory ring of the cotangent
bundle of flag varieties can be realized by the XXZ model, and in certain limit it reduces to the
quantum K-theory ring of flag varieties [5]. Double S-Grothendieck polynomials can also be
realized by the partition functions of certain 2d lattice models [6-8].

Our main results are as follows:

e The Bethe ansatz equations of the GL(n) quantum integrable system defined by the R-matrix

(2:3)
1 0 0 0
I, —
R(n)(xay) = 0 0 ; 0 )
0 (A+pEoy)na (rey)lna 0
0 0 0 RV (x,y)



where

1 0 0 0
0 1+B(zoy) zoy O
0 0 0 1

are derived (Theorem 3.1).

e [t is shown that the Bathe ansatz equations give rise to the Whitney type ring relations of
the equivariant quantum cohomology ring of partial flag varieties when § = 0 in terms of
the Chern classes (Eq.(3.22)):

o(Si) - e(Si1/Si) = c(Siv1) + (—1)Fn—imt7Fnig, ie(S;—1),

and give rise to the ring relations of the equivariant quantum K-theory ring of partial flag
varieties when 8 = —1 in terms of the A\, classes (Eq.(3.27)):

dn—i i1 —kn—s
Ay(Si) x Ay(Siv1/Si) = Ay(Sit1) + 1_7617,3/6""‘ et (A (Sic1) = Ay(85)) * det(Sit1/Sh),

where S; is the ith tautological bundle of the flag variety.

e Given the matrix elements B;(u) of the monodromy matrix as in Eq.(2.22), and the pseudo
vacuum state [Q(°)) as in (3.2), the expansion coefficients in the natural basis of the quantum
state By_1(01) - Bi(on_1) |29 are exactly the double 3-Grothendieck polynomials gﬁﬁ)
(Theorem 4.6):

BN71<0'1) Bl(JN 1 ‘Q Z g 017"' ao—Nfl;@tla"' ;@thl)‘wNﬂ-i:”v

TESN

where wy is the permutation with maximal length in the permutation group Sy.

e When all the instances of el(ai ), e aN ), l=1,--- N—i, are identified with e;(x1,--- ,2n—;)

fori=1,---,N — 1, the on-shell Bethe ansatz state (ﬁ) (in the full flag case) has the ex-
pansion (Theorem 4.11):

@) = 3wl By (o) By, (0l [0)

11,0ty

= 3 G, a0t Oty) onw )
wESN

where z; can be interpreted as the first Chern class of the line bundle S;/S;_1 when 5 =0,
and 1 — x; can be interpreted as the K-theory class of S;/S;—1 when = —1 (This means
oV (B=0)orl1-— ol (B = —1), a = 1,--- 4, should be interpreted as the Chern
roots of S;).

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, the basic ingredients of the GL(n) quantum integrable
system generalizing the asymmetric five vertex spin chain are introduced. In Sec. 3, the Bethe
ansatz equations are derived, which are shown to give rise to the ring relations of the equivariant
quantum cohomology /K-theory ring of the flag varieties. Sec. 4 consists of a series of propositions

leading to our main results on the relationship between the quantum integrable model under study



and the double g-Grothendieck polynomials. In the appendix, we present some background on
the quantum cohomology/K-theory of flag varieties and the double S-Grothendieck polynomials.

2 The GL(n) asymmetric five vertex model

In this section, we present the basic ingredients of the GL(n) asymmetric five vertex model. Let
V = C", we define the R-matrix R (z,y) € End(V ® V) as follows:

For n = 2, the R-matrix is defined as

1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
RO (z,y) = , (2.1)
0 1+B8(xey) zoy 0
0 0 0 1
where (3 is a formal variable, and
roy=—"2 (2.2)

For n > 2, under the decomposition V 22 C @ C*~!, R~V (x,y) is defined in the following block

diagonal form,

1 0 0 0
ROy = | ° ) I 0 , (2.3)

0 A+poy)l1 (20Y)n 0

0 0 0 R (x,y)

where I, stands for the identity matrix of size r. Alternatively, the entries of the R-matrix can be

written as

Rz('ﬁl(l", Y) = 1+ k1B ©9))0ubjk + Or>i1(x S y)dirdj, (2.4)

where 4, j are row indices, k,l are colomn indices, {i,k} and {j,1} are indices for the first and
second factor of V' ® V respectively. We also define

1, ifi<j, 1, ifi>j,
dicj = e Oini = e
0, ifi>j, 0, ife<y.

The R-matrix (2.3) appeared in [8] as the ¢ — 0 limit of a Drinfeld twist of the R-matrix for

an evaluation module of Uy, (sl,11), but here we show that R (z,y) satisfies the Yang-Baxter

equation by a direct computation:

Theorem 2.1. The R-matriz defined by Eq.(2.3) satisfies the Yang-Baater equation

R (2, 9) R (2, 2) RS (y, 2) = RS (y, 2) R (2, 2) RY3) (2, y) (2.5)

for all n > 1, where RSZ) acts on the ath and bth factor of V@V @ V.

Proof. A direct computation shows that Eq.(2.5) holds for n = 2. Now suppose R("~1) satisfies

the Yang-Baxter equation for some n > 2. Let iy, denote the identity map from the ath factor to
the bth factor of V@ V ® V. Plugging (2.3) into Eq.(2.5), we find that Eq.(2.5) decomposes into



the following identities:

21932 = 931, %13 = 423012, (2.6)
12931923 = U32013%21, 21713032 = i23%31012, (2.7)
(x —y)iziiag + (y — 2)i21 = to1(x — 2), (v — 2)i12 = (x — y)izai1z + (y — 2)i12, (2.8)
Ry ”(x Yin Ry (. 2) = iR (@, 2)ian, (2.9)
i12Ry (2, 2)izs = RSy V(y, 2)ina Ry (2, y), (2.10)
(= 2)(1+ By) R (@, y)izs = (y — 2)(1 + Ba)izrina + (x — y) (1 + B2)isn RV (2, 2), (2.11)
(y — 2)(1L + Ba)iorizs + (z —y)(1 + BZ)R(n 2 (m, 2)iog = (x — 2)(1 + ﬁy)iggRlz (x, y), (2.12)
Ry~ y) Ry (@ )Ry (0 2) = Ry~ (w2 R (. 2) R (w.). (2.13)

Eq.(2.6)-(2.8) are direct consequences of the definition of is. Eq.(2.9) and (2.10) can be easily

derived from

ZRH (@, ) RO, (y,2) = R (2, 2) (2.14)
and

SR ()R (wy) = R, (w, 2) (2.15)

k1l

respectively, while Eq.(2.11) and (2.12) can be easily derived from

(y = 2)(1+ Br) R (2,2) + (z — y) (1 + B2)R"™ (2, 2) = (z — 2)(1 + By) R"™ (2, y),  (2.16)

where m > 2. Eq.(2.14)-(2.16) can all be proved by simple induction on m. Finally, Eq.(2.13) is the
induction hypothesis. Therefore, by induction, the Yang-Baxter equation holds for all n > 2. [

To construct an integrable system, we take N copies of V =2 C™ and label them by V;,: =
,IN. Let V;, 2V be an auxiliary space. The monodromy matrix is defined by

T (1) = Ran (s tn)Ran—1(t,tn—1) -+ Raa(t, ta) Ray (u, t1), (2.17)

where R,; acts on V, ® V;. As in the usual QISM method for quantum integrable systems, the
Yang-Baxter equation (2.5) leads to the following RTT relation:

R (2, y)T ()T (y) = T () TS () R (2, ). (2.18)

We define the transfer matrix to be

t™) (u) = Try, (M, T\ (u)), (2.19)
where M,, = diag(bg, b1, - ,b,—1) acts on V,, imposing a twisted periodic boundary condition.
In the following, we also need

M, .= diag(bp—i, -+ ,bp—1), 1=1,--+ ,n. (2.20)



Eq.(2.18) tells us that'

[t(u),t(v)] = 0. (2.21)
Under the decomposition V, = C @ C*~!, the monodromy matrix can be written in the following
form:
A(u) B (u) e B—1(u)
C’l(u) DH(U) D17 _1(u)
T (u) = . R " (2:22)
Cn-1(u) Dp_11(u) -+ Dp1n-1(u)

with A(u), B;(u), Ci(u), D;;(u) being operators acting on the Hilbert space H = V1 @12 ®---®@ V.
The RTT relation (2.18) also yields the following commutation ralations:

Alw)Bily) = - = [Bily By(z)A(y)], (2.23)
Dis (@) Brly) = -— (1 + By)Ba(y) Dar(2) RiL 5 (x,9)) — (1+ B2) By () Dir(y) |, (2.24)
Bi(x)B;(y) = ZBT@)BS )R (2, y). (2.25)

3 Bethe ansatz equations and the equivariant quantum

cohomology /K-theory ring of flag varieties

In this section, we derive the Bethe ansatz equations of the GL(n) five vertex model introduced
in the last section following the method proposed in [9], and discuss their relationship with the
equivariant quantum cohomology and quantum K-theory ring of flag varieties.

Let V = C™ be spanned by vg, v1,- -+ ,vp—_1, where v; := |i) is the (i + 1)th unit vector of C".
Define

‘n13n27“' ,TLN> = Un,y ®'U"2 ®"'®UTLN7
then a basis of V; ® Vo ® --- Vv can be chosen as
{In1,n2, -+ ,ny)|0<m; <n-—11}. (3.1)

We call the basis (3.1) the natural basis of the Hilbert space H =V} ® V2 ® - - - ® Viy. The pseudo
vacuum is taken to be

It is easy to compute

N
Au) QO = QO w) QO = H w e ty)di; Q) (3.3)

INotice that for any diagonal matrix M acting on the auxiliary space, we have Riz)(x,y)MaMb =
My M RS (2, y).



The Bethe ansatz state is taken to be of the form

1 1
W) = 37w, Buloi)- B, (o)) 12) (3.4)
TR
where 0&11), a1 = 1,--- , kq, are parameters to be determined, and the expansion coefficients 1/)1(11.)“%1
depend on n — 2 sets of parameters
&22)7 : ) U(():,L;p
with ay = 1,2, -+ , ks, where o4 (s) # a(s) fora # band 1 < s < n—1. Now we can prove the
following
Theorem 3.1. If the parameters a((yll), e ,U&Zj) satisfy the following Bethe ansatz equations:
k1 N ko
[Ta+80e»ecO)][eL et = 1)k Lo [[(os e o), (3.5)
a=1 i=1 b=1
km km—1 Km41
1+ 8™ e o)) [ 0§ o™ ) = (1) 1q,, H (mt) o 6my - (3.6)
a=1 i=1
kn kn—2
H L+ Be Vool z)) [T 02 eol™™) = (-1 g, (3.7)

i=1

wherem =2,--- ,n—2, as=1,--+ ks, ¢s:=bs_1/bs, s=1,---,n—1, then the state (3.4)

is a common eigenstate of the transfer matrices t(u) defined by (2.19).

Proof. From the commutation relations (2.23) and (2.24), one can compute

k1

Aw) [ @) = [TV e w) ™ @) + |g.a)

a=1
[ (e 1)
D) W) = = )

Z Z {T(n 1) (us 0(1))]11 Uk J1e Jkle(i Jky il( 1)) ’ Bikl(al(v?)} |Q(O)>+|¢D>’

[TREEI TN FRTEI T

(3.8)
where |¢4) and |¢pp) are terms that are not in the subspace spanned by states of the form
B, (0%1)) -+ By, (0'15,11)) |Q©) (unwanted terms), and
n—1
(75" (w0 iy s,
_ (n—1) (1) (n-1) (D p(n—1) (1) 3.9
- Z Riiklvﬂkl—ljkl (u Tk ) ’ RM2i27M1j2 (u 92 )Rﬂlilx.jjl (u a1 ) ( )

M1 Py —1

Eq.(3.9) suggests that T(™=1 can be viewed as a monodromy matrix of a GL(n — 1) integrable

system with R-matrix given by R(*~1. Correspondingly, the transfer matrix can be defined as

t =Y (u;0W) = Te(M,,_, T (u;0V)),



where M is defined by (2.20). Let
1/%(11)%1 = (iyip - g, W), dy=1,-- ,n—1.
If [1p™) is an eigenstate of ("1 (u; 0(M)) with eigenvalue AM (u), i.e.
£ (w0 ) = A () D), (3.10)
then, as a consequence of Eq.(3.8)

Hl]i1(u ot) A

T (wo o)) (u) [ + |¢p)

Te(My—1D(u)) [*) =

where |¢p) is the sum of the unwanted terms. Then
£ (u) [ 0) = boA(u) + Tr(My—1 D(w)] [$V)) = AV (u) [ @) +]6™),

where

N
_ H (1 -1 Hl* (uot) 1
a=1 a

and |¢(™) is the sum of the unwanted terms. As in the usual Bethe ansatz method, vanishing of

the unwanted terms |¢(™) amounts to A(®)(u) being holomorphic, i.e.

Res(A© (u),0(V) =0 (3.12)

foralla=1,--- ,k;. Eq.(3.12) gives us the equations for 0,(11):

kl N
[T+ 8o (08 @ t)AW (o)) = (—1) "Mbo (1 + Bof )M, a=1,--- k1. (3.13)
a=1 =1

Thus we have reduced the eigenvalue problem for the GL(n) system to the eigenvalue problem
(3.10) for a GL(n — 1) system. Clearly, we can continue to reduce the rank in exactly the same
way. At each step, a set of parameters Uéﬁ),am =1,---,k,, has to be introduced to construct
the Bethe ansatz state
(m— m—1 m m—1 m m—
D= 30w, BT ™) BT e ey, (3.4

Thkm
11,7 iy,

where

1/)1(:7) iy <i17 T 7ikm|¢(m)> ) (315)

)

and Bi(mfl)’s are the B; operators defined as matrix elements of the monodromy matrix at the
corresponding step as in (2.22). As before, for (3.14) to be an eigenstate, the following equations
have to be satisfied:

K km—1
(1+ﬁaém)) H (ng)@a((lmfl))[\(m)(a(m)) — (_1)km71bm_1(1+Baéﬁ))km7 A =1, k.

am
b=1 a=1



accordingly, the eigenvalues satisfy

km 1 (m—1)
A=) = b _1]'[ (00 & )1 4 Lo (“9“( ) ) At () (3.17)
Hb (uS oy " )

form=2,---,n—2.

This procedure continues until we get a GL(2) system with R-matrix given by Eq.(2.1). This
GL(2) system can be solved exactly by the algebraic Bethe ansatz method as for spin chains, from
which we get Eq.(3.7) and

kn—1 Hkn 2(u o) 0.(” 2))
A= () = b, L by (3.18)
-2l N o o)

Eq.(3.18) then allows us to solve all the eigenvalues A™ m = 0,1,--- ,n — 3, from Eq.(3.17)

and (3.11). Plugging these eigenvalues in Eq.(3.16) and (3.13), we get the equations Eq.(3.6) and
(35). =

Now let us restrict to the cases in which k,_1 < --- < k2 < k1 < N and compare Eq.(3.5)-
(3.7) with the ring relations of the quantum cohomology and quantum K-theory ring of flag
varieties. The reader may refer to the appendix and references therein for a review of the quantum
cohomology and quantum K-theory ring of flag varieties.

When 8 = 0, we can identify at(lnfi) with the Chern roots of S;, the ith tautological bun-
dle of the flag variety Fl(k,_1, - ,ko,k1;N), i.e. the jth elementary symmetric polynomial
e; (J%n D ,a,iﬁj:)) is identified with the jth Chern class of S;:

ej(o'gnil)a e 70-]((;:jj)) = cj(si)a .7 = 17 e akn—i-

Under this identification, it was checked in [10, 11] that Eq.(3.5)-(3.7) specialized to 8 = 0 are
exactly the ring relations of the equivariant quantum cohomology of Fl(k,,_1,- - , ko, k1; N) with
the equivariant parameters given by (¢1,--- ,tn).

When 3 = —1, we can 1dent1fy 1- a(” ) with the Chern roots of S;, i.e. the jth elementary
symmetric polynomial e;(1— 0(1) R O'](:n)ii) is identified with A/S; in the Grothendieck group
of the flag variety Fl(k,—1,-- , ka, k1; N):

ej(1_0-§n7i)7"' 1- U](cnfz)) :/\jSia J: 1, 7kn—i~

It was argued in [11] that Eq.(3.5)-(3.7) specialized to 3 = —1 are the ring relations of the
(predicted) equivariant quantum K-theory ring of Fl(k,_1,--- , ko, k1; N) with the equivariant
parameters given by (1 —t1, -+ ,1 —tn).

Indeed, as in [11], one can use Vieta’s formula® to convert Eq.(3.5)-(3.7) into the ring relations
of the equivariant quantum cohomology ring (8 = 0) or the equivariant K-theory ring (8 = —1)
of the flag variety Fl(k,—1,--- , ko, k1; N).

2Vieta’s formula: If 71,72, - ,7r, are roots of the polynomial anz™ + an_12"" ! + --- + a1z + ag, then
51(7'1» cee 7r'n) = (_1)lanfl/an-



When 3 =0, Eq.(3.5)-(3.7) reduces to

Kom—1 km41
[T e —olm=1) = (=1)F g I (690 —oi™) (3.19)
a=1 y=1

fora=1,---,kyn,m =1,2,--- ,n, where we have defined ogo) = t;, ko = N, k, = 0. Eq.(3.19)

tells us that O'((lm), a=1,---k,,, are roots of the polynomial
km71 m+1
D G T () I G D Z 1zl =Ie;(olm ). (3.20)
i=0

Notice that the coefficient of zF=-1~! in (3.20) is®

(—1)ler (o™ D) + (_1)km717km+l(]m@km+1fkarl(U(mH))'

Assume the other k,,_1 — ky, roots of (3.20) are nb ™) ,b=1,--- , ky_1— km, then Vieta’s formula
yields
1
> ei(e™eri(n™) = e D) + (<1)FE ek, (@) (3.21)
=0
If we interpret U,(lm),a =1,--+,kp, as Chern roots of S,,_,, and ném),b =1, km_1 — km,

as Chern roots of S, _11/Sn_m, i-e. €;(0™) = ¢;(Spn_m), €i(n™) = ¢i(Sn_ms1/Sn—m), then
Eq.(3.21) becomes®*

A(8i) - e(Six1/8i) = e(Siga) + (—1)fr-imrTEnig, e(S; ), (3.22)
fori=1,2,--- ,n— 1, which is the quantum Whitney relation of the equivariant quantum coho-

mology ring QHF(Fl(ky—1,- - , ko, k1; N)).
When 8 # 0, let X{™ =1+ Bo.™, then Eq.(3.5)-(3.7) can be written as

km—1 ko

[T (xm = x=) [TH)

a=1 l:k,ln,l s (3.23)
—(_1 km—1 mﬂknkl_karl Xém—l) X(m+1) . X<(1m) X(m) k41

gt T (o) T (e - x0m) (e

fora=1,--- kp,m=1,2--- n, where X\”) =1+ Bt;, kg = N, k, = 0. Eq.(3.23) implies that
XL(lm), a=1,---,kpy, are roots of the polynomial ngo’l a;xt, where

=(—D'er(X " Ve, (X))

m—1—1 —

+ (D)o TRt g ke, (X0 Yey g, (XY,

ag

Assume the roots of Zl gzt are Xém),a =1,---,kmn, and Y;)(m)7b =1, ,km_1 — km, then

3We set e;(z1,-- ,xs) =0forl <0orl> k.
48y is the trivial vector bundle of rank zero, so ¢(So) = 1. Sy, is the trivial vector bundle of rank N, but since
it carries the T-action, we have ¢(S,) = Z;'N:o ei(ti, + ,tN)-

10



Vieta’s formula yields

ekm(X(m)) Z ei(X(m))ej(y(m))
e (3.24)
=€k,, (X(M))el(X(mfl)) + Qm(*ﬂ)kmflikmﬂekm_l(X(mil))el—km_l-kkm (X(m+1))'

Taking | = k,,—1 in Eq.(3.24), we get

er, (XMDy = (XM)ep (Y, (3.25)

Eq.(3.24) and (3.25) together give us the relation

D X M)e; (Y0M) = (X0 D) g (=B)Fm e, (X e, o, (VOV),
itj=1

(3.26)

In the case 8 = —1, (3.26) was interpreted as the quantum Whitney relation of the equivariant

quantum K-theory ring of the flag variety in [11]. The idea is to identify e;(X (™) as A’S,,_,, and
make the following identification

el(Y(m)) _ /\I(Sn—m+1/8n—m), I < k1 — km,
1—111m det(Sn,mH/Sn,m), = km,1 - km

Then Eq.(3.26) for 3 = —1 can be written in terms of ), class as®

dn—i o 1—kns
Ay(Si)*)\y(SiH/Si):Ay($i+1)+¢yk"*1* i (A (Sic1) = Ay(8i))xdet(Siy1/8s), (3.27)

which is the quantum Whitney relation of the equivariant quantum K-theory ring
QK*(Fl(ky—1, -+ ,ka,k1; N)) proposed in [11].

Remark 1. Notice that in [11], the analogue of the Bethe ansatz equations were derived from the
3d N = 2 gauged linear sigma model (GLSM) for flag varieties compactified on a circle. These
GLSMs are quiver gauge theories, whose quiver diagram is as follows in our convention [12]

b)) ()]

where circles represent U(k;) gauge groups, square represents U(N) global symmetry and arrows

represent chiral fields in bifundamental representations. The Higgs branch of the GLSM is a
nonlinear sigma model with target space being the flag variety, the equations for vacuum states
on the Coulomb branch are exactly the Bethe ansatz equations we obtained above in the case of
B8 = —1. Though ring relations of quantum K-theory ring of general partial flag varieties have not
been rigorously established, it was checked in [11] that the ring relations obtained from the GLSMs
match those of the special cases, such as incidence varieties and full flag varieties, in which exact
results have been proved.

Remark 2. Theorem 3.1 shows that the Bethe ansatz equations of the quantum integrable model

defined by the R-matriz (2.3) and monodromy matriz (2.17) reduce to the vacuum equations on

5TFor a vector bundle £, the \y class is defined as Ay (£) = Z;irak(g) y* A £ in the Grothendieck group.

11
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Figure 1: The left action of Bg(u) on |ni,ng,---
(mq,--- ,my_1) in the expansion (4.2).

,ny) for N = 12 and a specific choice of

the Coulomb branch of the 2d or 3d GLSM for flag varieties when 8 =0 or 8 = —1 respectively.
Therefore, we have established a Bethe/Gauge correspondence in the sense of [13,14].

4 Relationship with the double [-Grothendieck polynomi-

als

In this section, we consider the case of full flag variety, i.e. n=N and ky_; =ifori=1,--- ,N —
1. We will show that the Bethe ansatz states generate the double S-Grothendieck polynomials
(Theorem 4.6 and 4.11). The double -Grothendieck polynomials gl )(az;y) for w € Sy and
x = (21, ,2N),y = (Y1, - ,yn) are defined in the appendix, see Eq.(A.1)-(A.3).

In addition to Eq.(2.2), let us also define

—t

t .=
© 1+ 5t

(4.1)
and 6t := (St1, -+ ,6ty) for t = (t1,--- ,tn). We use wy to denote the permutation of N
elements with maximal length.

From Eq.(2.4), (2.17) and the fact that By (u) = [Ta(n)(u)]07k, it is easy to compute

Bk(u) |n17n27 T 7nN> =

2
2
L

Ran (U, tN )y, - Ra2(Ust2) 0y o Rat (ws ), g 01 m2,- )
—0

i
™

0 m

=
2

-1

N
= ® mz,"z 1 + 5(“‘ Ot )5mi>7ni—1) |mi—1> + 57Li<m7: (u S} ti)dmiy"ni—l |n1>] )

0 my_1=0i=1

mi

(4.2)

where mg = k,my = 0. The state (Q) vanishes unless m; > n; for all 1 < i < N, therefore it
vanishes when ny # 0. Also, m; = m;_1 if m; > n,;.

The left action of Bj(u) on |ni,ng,---,ny) can then be depicted as Fig.1 (for a specific

(my,--- ,mn_1)). Wesee for any (my,--- ,my_1) in the expansion (4.2), the effect of the operator

By(u) is to annihilate a |0) state, create a |k) state, and permute n; among the sites. If we write

12



n1 n2 k N4 ns ne nr ng ng n10 ni1 n12

ni n2 ns nq ne n10 nr ng ng n12 ni1 0
Figure 2: The right action of Bj(u) on (ni,ns,---,ny| for N = 12 and a specific choice of
(ma,- -+ ,my) in the expansion (4.4).

the expansion (4.2) as By(u)|n) =, Cm [tm), then for any n; < m;, there is a factor (u©t;)
in Cpp,, and for any m; > m;_1, there is a factor (1+ 8(u S t;)) in Cpy,.
For w € Sy, let us define
|w) := |w(012--- N — 1)), (4.3)

then, from (4.2) and the discussion above, we have the following

Lemma 4.1. For any w € Sy, we have the expansion

Bty (u1) Bray(uz) -+ Brv—1) (un-1) [2©) = >~ Ch(ur, -+ ,un_1) w),

wESN

where CT € Cluy, -+ ,un_1,t1, - ,tn] and |Q©)) is defined by Eq.(3.2).

Similarly, the right action of By (u) on the dual state (ny,ng,--- ,ny| is
<n17n27 e anN| Bk(u)
N-1 N-1
= Z e Z (ni,m2, - ;N[ Ran (U tN) gy Ra2(st2) 0, 0, Rat (Ui t),,, 1
mo=0 my=0 (44)
N-1 N-1 N
= T ® [577%',711‘(1 + ﬁ(u © ti)émi<mi+1) <mi+1| + 6ni<mi (u S ti)émi,mi+1 <nl|] )
ma=0  my=0 i=1

where m = k,my41 = 0. The state (ﬁ) vanishes unless m; > n; for all 1 <4 < N and there is
some n, such that n, = k = m, and m; > n; for all j < a. Moreover, m; = m;41 if m; > n;.

The right action of By (u) on (ny,nsg,--- ,ny| can therefore be depicted as Fig.2 (for a specific
choice of (mg,---,my)). We see for any (mg,---,my) in the expansion (4.4), the effect of the
operator By (u) is to annihilate a (k| state, create a (0| state on the Nth site, and permute n;
among the other sites. If we write the expansion (4.4) as (n|B(u) =3, (¥m| Cm, then for any
n; < my, there is a factor (u©t;) in Cy,, and for any m; < m;y1, there is a factor (1 + S(uSt;))
in Cp,.

For w € Sy, define

(w| := (w(012---N —1)|, (4.5)

13



then, from the expansion Eq.(4.4), one can prove

Lemma 4.2. If (ny,no, -+ ,ny—1) satisfies: (i) 0 < n; < k; (it) g1 > nygo > -+ > ny_q for
some | > 0, then

<7T(Tl1,"' anl);k7nl+17"' 7”N—1|Bk(u) = H(u@tl) <7T(7’L1,"' 7”1)7”1-&-1"" 7nN—1aO|

for any w € S;.

Proof. Given the constraints on n;, the only possible (g, ms, -+ ,my) in the expansion (4.4) is

Since nr;y < m; for 1 < i <[, we have the factor Hi’:1(“ ot;) from (4.4). O

Let us define
Pk 1= S182- - Sk € SN, (4.6)

where s; is the simple transposition of the ith and (i + 1)th elements, and pg is defined to be the
identity permutation. Let af be the f-divided difference operator defined by Eq.(A.1):

(14 Baig1) f(w1, - on) — (L4 Bag) f(x1, -+ @1, T4, ,N)
T — Tig1 ’

O] flar, - an) =

Generally, for w = s;, s, - - - 84,,,,, we have the definition®

b .=00...0° (4.7)

11 712 L (w) "
Now we can use Lemma 4.2 to prove the following

Lemma 4.3.
(1,2,-- k,0,k+1,--- \N —1|By_1(01) -~ Bi(on_1) = g[(fi)le(a; ot) (QO)].
k

Proof. By repeated use of Lemma 4.2, one can compute

1,2, ,k,0,k+1,--- ,N—1|By_1(01) - Bi(on_1)

N—k—1N-—a N—-2 N-b—-1 48)
= I (04 ©t;) [T (oo ot;) Q@] (
a=1 =1 b=N—k j=1

Notice that c ©t = fT_ﬂtt

II ity = T] (oi+ct; + Boi(cty) = 6L (a; 01),

i+j<N i+j<N

= 0+ ©t + fo(ct), Therefore, from Eq.(A.2)

6In the following, if a polynomial f(x;y) depends on two sets of variables  and y as in the case of double
B-Grothendieck polynomials, 85, in 85)]”(:8; y) is understood to act on the first set of variables, see Eq.(A.1). The
same convention applies to the operator 55, defined by Eq.(4.27).

14



then, from (4.8) and the definition of the 8-Grothendieck polynomials (A.1)-(A.3), we get

(1,2,--- ,k,0,k+1,--- ,N—1|By_1(01) - Bi(on-1)
B
_ LEJN) (o;6t) <Q(O)|
(on—18t)(on—26t2) - (oN—k S tk)

=08 _1 08—y O G (o 0t) ()]
:gg\r)w%mwfawq (0'5 @t) <Q(O)‘
=01 ssmon (@368 (A0 =6 (36t) (A0,

where in the second to last step, we used wysy_; = S;wn. O

Lemma 4.4. If v € Sy and” I(s;7) > l(7), then

((sim| + B (m|)Bn-1(01)BN-2(02) - - - Bix1(on—i—1)Bi(oN—i) Bi—1(oN—i+1)

= (m| BN-1(01)Bn-2(02) - - Bix1(0n—i—1)Bi—1(on—i) Bi(ON—i41)-
Proof. First we show, for
<¢| = <n17 e ,’I’La,h’é - 17 Na+1," " 7nb717i7nb+17 o, NN (49)

and

<Slw| = <’ﬂ1, e 7na—17i7na+17 co 7le_1,i - 17nb+17 NN (410)
with n; < i — 1,1 # a, b, we have
((sit] + B (|) Bi(z) Bi-1(y) = (Y| Bi—1(2)Bi(y)- (4.11)

Given the following expansions in the natural basis according to (4.4)

@|Bia(x) = YOSV (i,

meM;_1
W Bi(x) = > CL) @4,
meM,;
(s:0| Bi(z) = Y CR (WG,
m€M7‘,
where M;_1, M; and M, are the sets in which m = (mq,--- ,mpy) takes value such that the

corresponding coefficients C’gfl), C’T(,? and 6_'1(:2 in (4.4) are nonzero. Sf;l)|, ( Sﬁl) | and (@&) | are

members of the natural basis (3.1). There is a map ¢ : M; 1 — M; defined by

i, if mj:i—l,
(b(m)j = 7 — 1, if m; = i,
my, ifm; #iand my #i—1.

¢ is a bijection since n; < i — 1 for I # a,b. Moreover, since we have n; < m; for 1 < j < b and

7l(w) denotes the length of the permutation w.

15



m € M;, we have an injective map 7 : M; — M; defined by

1, 1<j5<a,
T(m)j: i—1, a+1§]§ba
mj, 7 >b.
Eq.(4.4) implies, for m € imr,
1—1 (3 i i
Clm = 1+ B@et))CY, €2, = (@et,)Cf). (4.12)
On the other hand, if m ¢ im7, then
CY iy = CS). (4.13)

Therefore,
WIBia()= YOS, @S]
p=tH(m)eM;_1

= 3 4B et )0 W+ 3 O,

meimT mgimTt

s o (4.14)
WiB) = 3 CRl Wl = 3 @ot)Clin (il = 3 (0O (0.
meM; meimT
(1B = 3 O = Z OR W+ 3 OR W
meM,; meimT m¢gimTt

where, according to (4.4),

i1 .
<1/)<(;:*1()7n)| = <n17"' yNa—1,0,Na+41, " 3 Mp—1,Tsy,y " " anstb+1|7
<w5—l—)l(m)| = <TL1,'-- s Ma—1,1 — lana+17"' yMb—15 Mgy " ?nSN—IH»l‘?
</lz)'£:l)| = <7’l1,"' Ng— 17 -1 yNa41y 0 s Mp—1,Nsyy " 7nstb+1|a

with some ng,,- -+ ,nsy_,,, determined by m. From the equations above, we see

<1/)(,1(m | = < \ and <w$ 11(m | Bi(y) = <_£ﬁ2| B;_1(y), from which, together with Eq.(4.14), we

compute

((sivo[ + B (Y|)Bi(z)Bi-1(y)
S CH @R Biaw)+ Y, CRWEIBi ) +8 Y (wotad)CH) (05 Bioa(y)

m¢gimTt meéEimT meimT

i—1 ~(% i—1
= Y CR WL Biw) + Y (4B e ta)CE WIS Biy)
meimT meimT

= Z C(l 11()7n) (% 1(m)| B ( )

p~tH(m)eM;_1

= (| Bi—1(x) Bi(y),

where (4.12) and (4.13) were used in the third equality. Thus Eq.(4.11) is proved.
Now assume, for k& > i+ 1 and (| = (n1, - ,ny| with {ny,--- ,ny} = {1,2,-- ,k —
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1,0,---,0}, we have

((siel + B (@) Bi-1(01) - - - Bi(0k—i) Bi—1(0k—i+1) = (| Be—1(01) - - - Bi—1(0k—i) Bi(0k—it1),
(4.15)
where (| and (s;| are defined in the same way as Eq.(4.9) and (4.10). Now let (1| be a state of
the form

(W] = (n1,- a1, — L,ngqr, -+ ,np_1,%,Mpg1, - ,NN|

with n; < k and n; # n; for ¢ # j unless n; = n; = 0. We expand the following states in the

natural basis according to (4.4):

(W Br(w) = Y Con (¥l + Y Cr (¥ (4.16)

meM; meMs
(5i0)] Be(u) = > Crm (sithml (4.17)
meM,;
where My contains m’s satisfying ¢ — 1 = n, < mg = Mgy1 = -+ = my = ¢, and M; consists

of all the other m’s such that the corresponding coefficients are nonzero. There is a one-to-one
correspondence between M; and M given by é : M, — M, with (/; defined by

i, ifmj:i—l,
p(m); =< i—1, if m; =i,
my, fmj#Fiandm;#i—1

and from Eq.(4.4)

o - (1+ﬂ(u6ta))7qg(m), if mg=1—1,mp =1i,ns < mg=my for a < s <b,
e C’~(m), otherwise,

and there is an injective map 7 : My — M; given by

F(m); = i—1, ifm;=17iand j<a,
/ mj, otherwise,

Notice that Eq.(4.4) also implies

Cm _ { (1 + ﬂ(u @ta)) d;(m)a lf m e lm’]’:? (418)

C

3(m) otherwise.

and, if m € im7, then

<5z¢¢(m)| < (. l(m)| C‘;*l(m) = (U O ta) _$(m)-
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Therefore

> Cotmy (5:%30m)| + 8 D O (¥

meM; meMa
— on aly~ / /
= Y Cotm) sl + D Comy it3my| +8 D Cra
meM; \im7T meimT me Moy
(4.19)
= D Coumylsitmlt D Comy (5ithaiam)| TS ta) D Comy (3it5m)|
me M \im7 meimT meimT
meM;
where in the last equality, we used Eq.(4.18). Consequently,
((siv)| + B (4]) Br(u)
= > Cotm) 5i%hgmm| 8 Y Co ral +8 > Crn (V]
meM, meMs meM,; (420)
= Y Co((siml| + B (¥ml),
meM;

where the second equality is due to (4.19). From the induction hypothesis Eq.(4.15), we have

((sim| + B (Ym|)Br-1(01) - - - Bi(0k—i) Bi—1(0k—it1) = (¥m| Br-1(01) - - - Bi—1(0k—i) Bi(Ok—i+1),

(4.21)
which implies
((sit] + B (Y|)Br(u)By—1(01) - - - Bi(0k—i) Bi—1(0k—i+1)
= Y Conl{(s:¥m| + B (Yml)Br-1(01) -~ Bi(ok—i) Bi-1(0k—it1)
meth (4.22)
= Z Cm <¢m| Bk71(01) e Bifl(akfi)Bi(kaiqu)
meM,

(¢| Bi(u)Bi—1(01) - - Bi—1(0k—i) Bi(0k—it1),

where the first equality is due to (4.20), the second equality is due to (4.21), and in the last step
we used Eq.(4.16) and the fact that, for m € Ma, i is to the left of i — 1 in (3],,|, so (notice that
B; with | > 4 cannot move ¢ — 1 to the left of )

(| Be—1(01) -+ Bi—1(0k—i) Bi(0k—i+1) =0, m € Mo.

Combining Eq.(4.11), (4.15) and (4.22), the lemma is proved by induction. O

In order to relate the quantum states of the integrable system to the double 5-Grothendieck
polynomials, we need the commutation relations among the different B; operators. From Eq.(2.4)

and (2.25), we have the commutation relations

B;(2)Bi(y) = Bi(y)Bi(z), (4.23)
By(a) B, (y) = Bj(y)Bi(x;éfj(m)Bi(y) (14 Ba) Bj(x)Bz-(yi - yBj(y)Bi(x). (4.24)
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Let us define
0; = (1 + Bz:);, (4.25)

where 0; is the ordinary divided difference operator defined by (“)%8 |s=0- It is easy to check that

=9 + 8. (4.26)
Similar to Eq.(4.7), for w = s, 84, -+ 84, , we have
o =00, -0l . (4.27)

From Eq.(4.24), (4.25) and Lemma 4.4, we can prove

Lemma 4.5. For m € Sy, if l(s;w) > I(7), then
(sim| Bn—1(01) -+ Bi(on—i)Bi—1(oN—it1) = 81/3/4 (r| Bn-1(01) -+ Bi(on—i)Bi—1(on—it+1)-

Proof.
({(sim| + B (m[)Bn—-1(01) --- Bi(on—s)Bi—1(0N—i+1)
= (7| Bn-1(01) - Bi—1(on—i)Bi(on—i41)
:(a]ﬁvﬂ' +B) (m| Bn-1(01) -+ - Bi(on—i) Bi—1(0N—i41),

where the first equality is due to Lemma 4.4, and the second equality is due to Eq.(4.24), (4.25)

and (4.26). O

Theorem 4.6. For m € Sy,

By_1(01)Bn_2(02) - -- Bi(on_1) Q) Z G (o 0t) |wyw™?),

wESN
where wy 1s the permutation in Sy with maximal length.

Proof. Lemma 4.1 suggests that we only need to show
(wNw_1| BNfl(O'l) e Bl(O'Nfl) |Q(O)> = fo)(a; @t). (428)

Lemma 4.3 shows Eq.(4.28) is valid for wuyw™" = pj, k = 0,1,--- , N—1. Because any permutation
w € Sy can be written as w = wpy for some 7 € Sy_1 acting on the last N —1 elements and some
k=0,---,N —1, it remains to show the validity of Eq.(4.28) for wyw ™' = mp, with m € Sy_1
acting on {1,2,---, N —1}. We show this by induction on the lenghth of 7. Let us assume

(7p| Bn—1(01) -+~ Ba(on—2)Bi(on-1) [2P) =G | (o;0t)

(o) ~twn

for ¥ € Sy_1 with I[(7) < m — 1 for some m > 1. Now, for 7 € Sy_1 with () = m, there exists
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7 € Sy_1 with I(7) = m — 1, such that 7 = s;7. Then

(mpx| Bn-1(01) -+ Bi(on—_1) |2©)
= (s;7pk| Bn—1(01) -+ Bi(on—1) [2?)
=08 _; (Fpr| Bn-1(01) -+ Ba(on 1) |29)

_ o8 B .
_aNfigpglﬁ_,le(U,@t)

_ ) o) — o ,
_gPl;17~"71WN5N—1'(o-7 @t) o gplzlfrflsiwz\r (0.7 @t)

:g(ﬁ) (o;61),

(mpr) " twn
where the second equality is due to Lemma 4.5. O

Lemma 4.7. For any w € Sy_1,

Bu)(01)++ Buv—1)(on-1) = 8. By_1(o1) -+ Bi(on-1).

wlwny_1

Proof. Let w = mwy—1. When 7 = si, from Eq.(4.24),

Byay(o1) - Byv—1)(on—1)
=Bn_1(01) -+ Bg(onN—k—1)Br+1(on—k) - - Bi(on_1)
=08 _p_1By-1(01) -+ Bi(oy 1)
=005, spwon 1 Br-1(01) - Bi(on-1).

The lemma can then be proved by induction on the length of 7. O

Remark 3. Lemma 4.7 allows us to deduce the matriz elements of Byay(o1) -+ Byv—1y(on-1)
from Theorem 4.6.

Example 1. For N =3, we have, by Eq.(4.2) or Theorem 4.6,
Ba(01) By (o2) |000)
=|210) + (01 ©t1)]120) + [(61 © t1) + (02 © t2) + B(o1 S t1)(02 © t2)]|201)
+ (01 0 t) (01 ©12) |102) + (01 © t1) (09 © 1) [021) + (01 © t1) (01 © t2) (05 © £) [012)
=G{3}(01, 033 5t1, 612) [210) + G413 (01, 02 St1, 6t) [120) + G153 (01, 025 S, St) |201)
+ G301, 093 ©t1, ©t2) [102) + GS5) (01, 09; St Sta) |021) + G55 (01, 93 Sty St2) [012)

while

Bl(O'l)BQ(O'Q) |000>
=14 B(o1 © 1)) [120) + [(02 © 1) (1 + B(o1 S t2)) + (01 © t2)(1 + B(o1 ©1))][102)  (4.29)
+ (0‘1 S tl)(O'g S tl)(l + 5(0‘1 S tg)) ‘012> .

It is easy to verify that the coefficients in Eq.(4.29) match the conclusion of Lemma 4.7 since we
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have

8763 (01, 09; 61, Ot

( )=1+4 B(c16t1),
51Bg§§%(01702;@t1,@t2)

(o1 )

( )

o1 @tl)(Uz o tl)(l + 5(0'1 @tg)),
g2 O t1)(1+ B(o1 ©t2)) + (01 O t2)(1 + (o1 © t1)),
5?9%@(0170’2; ot1,oty) = 5?955};(01,02; Ot1,Ot) = 0.

—~~

0268 (01,003 6t1, Ot
02G5) (01, 09; 611, St

Now we would like to apply Theorem 4.6 and Lemma 4.7 to the Bethe ansatz state (3.4). First,
we show the following

Theorem 4.8. For any w € S,, we have the following form of the Cauchy identity

gD (@:ot) = Y 0 (@ 02)9)G) (= ot).
vESH

Proof. The generalized Cauchy identity Eq.(A.7) can be rewritten as (notice that © & z = z2)

g etie) = > g (@020 (ot 2). (4.30)
vES,

From Eq.(A.4), (A.5) and (A.6), we get

G (ot;z) = éﬁzgﬁl(@t; z) = gfgfﬁ)l(z; ot).

v=1 w

Plugging the identity above in (4.30), we arrive at

G (zset) = Y G(2:02)006, (2 6t).
VESy,

Then the theorem is proved by replacing w=! with w. O

Let L, (t, ) be the submodule of C(¢, 8)[z1,- - , 2] defined by
L,(t,p) = spanc(tﬂ){xzfx? cexln 10 <i; <n—j} (4.31)
Corollary 4.9. For any F(x;t, ) € L,(t, ), we have

F(z;t,8) = Y G\ (x;02)0] F(2:t, B). (4.32)

VES,

Proof. Since {g{f’)(m; ot) | w e S,} is a C(¢t, B)-basis of L,(t,3) (as are the Schubert and
Grothendieck polynomials [17, Proposition 2.7]), Eq.(4.32) follows from Theorem 4.8 and linearity
of 5. O

In section 3, we have seen that a((LN_i) (B=0)orl— cr((lN_i) (B=-1),a=1,--- i, can be

identified with the Chern roots of S; when UgN_i)’S satisfy the Bethe ansatz equations. We will
show that the Bethe ansatz state (3.4) generates the double S-Grothendieck polynomials when

this identification is implemented. For this purpose, we need the following
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Lemma 4.10. Form € Sy, ife(o1,- -+ ,0,—1) are identified with e)(x1, -+ ,Tp_1), 1 =0,1,--+ ,n—
1, then

Z g'L(UB)(‘/L.17 L, Tp—2; @017 e 7@07’7,72) : 55;g7(rﬂ)(0—17 5, 0n—15 et17 e 79tn71)
WESn -1

:g‘I(TB)(x]-? Cr L Tp—1; O, aetn—l)-

Proof. Let L,(t, 5) be the submodule defined by (4.31). Then, since {gff)(:c; ot) | weS,} and

{ei, (x1)ei, (@1, 22) €5, (T1,--- ,2n—1) | 0 < i; < j} are both C(t, 3)-bases of Ly (t, 3), we have
the expansion

g7(rﬁ)(0'17 5, 0n—1; @tlv co 7@tn—1)
= Z Ciﬁmin,l(taﬂ)eil (01)€i2(01,02)"'ein,l(al,"'  On-1),

11,82, ,in—1

where Cy, ..., _, (t,8) € C(t, ).
Therefore

Z gfuﬁ)(flr" y Tp—2; 001, -+ ,@Un—z)'gggg)(‘fl,”' 1 On—1;6t1, -+, Sty 1)
WESy 1

= Z gq(f)(zl,"'  Tp_2,001, - ,O0,_2)
wWESn 1

'55 Z Cg-uin_l(t,ﬂ)eh(Jl)ei2(01a02)"'ein_1(01,"' a0n71)

11,82, yin—1

= Z Ciﬁu~in,1(t7ﬁ)ein,1 (015"' aan—l)

11,82, 5in—1

Z QL(U’B)(%,'“ Tn—2;001, -+ ,00p_2) - 55, (€i1(01)€i2(01,02)'"ei”,Q(Ul,"' ,Un72))

WESn 1
= Z Cﬂ.uin_l(t»5)€i1($1)€i2($1,$2)"'ein_Q(ﬂfl,"' yTn_2)€i,_ (01, ,0n_1)
11,82, 4in—1
= Z Cﬂ.uin_l(t»ﬁ)€i1($1)€i2($1,$2)"'€in_2($1,"' yTno2)€i,_ (T1,  Tpo1)
11,82, ,in—1

:g,(rﬁ)(fch T 13Ot Otp_1),

where the second equality is due to 5‘?(]”'9) = f(éfg) if f is symmetric in (o1, - ,05,-1), the third
equality is due to Corollary 4.9, and e;,, (01, ,0,-1) is identified with e;, ,(z1,-+,25—1) in

the fourth equality. O

Example 2. Notice that g{? (x1;601) =1, géf) (21;601) = x1 6 01. In the case n = 3, following
FEzxample 1, one can check

gg)(xl; eal)gégi (01,02; 6t1, Ot2) + géflj) (213 @01)51ﬁg§§i(01, 02; 6t1, St2)
:(Ul etl)(UQ @tl)(l‘l @tQ) — (xl @t1)(:€2 ®t1)(x1 @tg)
:gégi(‘xlaxQ;@tl;@tg)v

22



g)(xl; egl)gégi(gl’@; Ot1,0t) = (01 S t1)(02 O 1) = (21 © t1) (22 © 11)
=G\ (21, x2; St1, Ot),
12 (213 801)G513(01, 033 61, t2) + G5 (315 601)0{ Gia (01, 025 1, )
:x1(01 + o9 —t1 —ta) + (t1ta — 0109)
(1+ B)(1 + Bla)
=G\ (21, x2; Ot1, Ot),

= (z10t1)(x2 ©t2)

1+ 2o — t1 — to + S(r122 — tito)
(1+ Bt1)(1 + Bta)

g)(m; 901)9;55(01702; Oty,Sts) =
:gy;%(wh I2; @tl, @t2)7

15 (213 ©01)G513 (01, 0; 01, ©ta) + G (213 ©01)97 G313 (01, 723 St )
=(10t)+ (@1 00)(1+B(016H) =201
=G\ (21,02 0t1, ),

where we have made the following identification
e1(o1,02) = e1(x1,22), e2(01,02) = ez(x1,22).

Finally, we show that an on-shell Bethe state satisfies the following

Theorem 4.11. When all the instances of el(crgi), e ,az(f,)_i), l=1,---,N—i, are identified with
eil(r1, - ,xn—yi) fori=1,--- N — 1, the Bethe ansatz state (3.4) (in the case k; = N — i) has

the expansion
W) = " G (@1, a1 Ot Otyoy) Jwnw ) (4.33)

weESN
Proof. We prove by induction on the number of sites. For a two-site system, it is easy to check
that, when 09) =1,
(01] Bi(01")100) = 0i" &t = 21 & 11 = G5 (a156t),

(10| Bi(0") [00) = 1 = G5 (15 0t1),

so Eq.(4.33) holds for N = 2. Now assume Eq.(4.33) holds for N = 2,3,--- ,;m with m > 2, then
we have, from Eq.(3.14) and (3.15), for w; € S; (notice that [¢p(N=%)) is the Bethe state of a GL(s)

system with s sites),

(wowy N2 = ¢ (21; 00N,

(wawy N =3y = GO (1, 29; 00" 00N TY),
(wnw N =™) = G0 (21, amor; 00 ™, GaN ™).

Eq.(3.14) and (3.15) yields

[Ny = 3 o [N ) BT (T BT D (0N ) V)

Vm (1) v (M) m
Um €ESm

(4.34)
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It is easy to verify that

wmren | By (@) BT o) )

5 —m— N-— N—-m—1 —m e
=07 (wmarwg | BOT D (0T BT (0N ) |V )

v

=9° G

Vi Wy~ Wmt1

(O_ﬁN—m)7 .. O.(me); @O_EN—m—l) R

»Ym )

,@O’%Nﬁmil)),

where the first equality is due to Lemma 4.7 and the second equality is due to Theorem 4.6. As
(U |p V=) = gffi)lw (1, Ty 1,@051\7 ™ o oo™ ™) from the induction hypothesis,
Lemma 4.10 and Eq.(4.34) then yield

(W1, [T Y)

—m — N— 1 N—m N—m—1 —-m —m—
= > W™ (wnsawp oy | B T (0™ B ) (gV=m)y |V =m=1)y

(1) vm (m)
VUm €Sm
= Z g(m wm ‘Tla"' Tm— 176051\[ m)7 o 7@ £nN 1m))
Vm €ESm
e T P N )
_gwﬂw{ﬂ(mla"' xm;@U(N " 1) 00, (N=m— 1))
Notice that 0'50) = t;, The proof is thus complete by induction. O

Remark 4. As discussed in Section 3, when the Bethe ansatz equations Eq.(3.5)- (77) are taken
into account, we should interpret oV (ﬁ =0)orl-— o N (B=-1),a=1,---i, as the
Chern roots of S;. Therefore, x; should be interpreted as the first Chern class of Slv/Si_l when
B =0 in the quantum cohomology ring, and 1 — x; should be interpreted as the K-theory class of
Si/Si—1 when = —1 in the K-theory ring. In this sense, we regard the Bethe ansatz state (4.33)

as on-shell.

Remark 5. More generally, for 8 # 0, we expect 1 + Bx; to represent S;/S;—1 in the connective
K-theory ring of the flag variety [18].

Remark 6. In the case of full flag variety, iq # iy for a # b in Eq.(3.14). In the case of
partial flag variety Fl(k,—1,kn—2, -+ ,k1; N), it is possible that i, = i, for some a # b. Because
of [Bi(x), Bi(y)] = 0 (Eq.(4.23)), we expect the expansion coefficients of the Bethe ansatz state
to be given by the [-Grothendieck polynomials indexed by Sy /W, where W is generated by the

simple transpositions s; for i & {kn_1,kn_2,-++ ,k1}, i.e. B-Grothendieck polynomials symmetric
n (xk.e+17 e "Tks—l) fOT all S = 1, [ ,TL
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A Quantum cohomology/K-theory of flag varieties and the
double ($-Grothendieck polynomials

In this appendix, we give a brief review of the quantum cohomology /K-theory ring of flag varieties,
and the double B-Grothendieck polynomials. The reader may refer to e.g. [15,17,19-21] and
references therein for more information.

Given E = CY and a = (a1, a2, -+ ,a;) such that 0 < a; < ag < --- < a; < N, the flag variety
Fl(ay, a9, -+ ,a;; N) is defined to be the variety of partial flags

VicWwc---CcV,CFE

such that dim(V;) = a; for all 4.
There is a sequence of vector bundles on Fl(ay, as,- -+ ,a;; N) (the tautological sequence):

S cSc---CcS CFE

with rank(S;) = a;. Let Sy be the group of permutations of N elements, and let I(w) be the
length® of a permutation w € Sy. The Schubert varieties are subvarieties of Fl(a,az, -+, a;; N)
indexed by the set Sy(a) = Sn/W,, where W, C Sy is the subgroup generated by the simple
transpositions s; = (i,i+1) for ¢ € {a1,--- ,a;}. The codimension of the Schubert variety indexed
by the representative w € Sy (a) with shortest length is equal to I(w).

Let ng ) denote the cohomology class Poincaré dual to the Schubert variety indexed by w, then
the Schubert classes Q) form a basis for the cohomology ring H*(Fl(a1,az, -+ ,a;; N),Z).

Let FI(N) = FI(1,2,--- , N — 1; N) denote the full flag variety. The cohomology of F1(N) has
the following presentation

H*(FI(N)) = Z[xlv"' ’zN]/(eiV"" 76%)a

where e¥ = e;(z1, -+ ,xn) is the ith elementary symmetric polynomial in N variables. In this
presentation, z; is identified with the Chern class ¢1(S;/S;—1) and the Schubert class Q,, is repre-
sented by the Schubert polynomial X,,(z1,- - ,2x), which means that the multiplication rules of
the Schubert classes are the same as those of the Schubert polynomials modulo e¥,i =1,--- | N.

The quantum elementary polynomials EN are defined via the Givental-Kim determinant. Let

xl ql 0 DR O
-1 29 q -+ 0

Py=| 0 -1 a5 - 0 |
0 0 0 - ay

then EX is defined as the coefficient of A! in the characteristic polynomial det(1 + Al'y). The

quantum cohomology ring of the full flag variety can be presented as

QH*(FIN)) = Zlz1,- - ,an]/(EY, -+ ,EN).

8The length of a permutation w € Sy is the number of pairs (4, ) such that i < j and w(i) > w(j).
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Ring relations of partial flag varieties can be presented similarly, see [19].

The K-theory ring of the flag variety K(Fl(ai,as,--,a;; N)) is the Grothendieck group of
the coherent sheaves of Fl(ay,as, - ,a;; N). A basis of K(Fl(a1, a9, - ,a;;N)) can be chosen as
the structure sheaves of the Schubert varieties {O,,|w € S, (a)}, which can be represented by the
Grothendieck polynomials Gy, (21, -+ ,2x). Ring relations can be found in e.g. [20]. One way to
present the ring relations of the (quantum) K-theory ring of Fl(a,as,- - ,a;; N) is to encapsulate
them in the (quantum) Whitney relations [11].

For the T = (C*)" action on E = CV with characters (equivariant parameters) (t1,--- ,tx),
we can define the equivariant quantum cohomology ring QH7(Fl(a; E)) and equivariant quantum
K-theory ring QKr(Fl(a; E)). The representatives of the Schubert classes are given by the dou-
ble Schubert polynomials X, (1, - ,xn;t1,--+ ,tn) and the double Grothendieck polynomials
Gy(z1, - ,xN;t1, -, tn) respectively.

The double Schubert and double Grothendieck polynomials are special cases of a one-parameter
family of polynomials called the double 5-Grothedieck polynomials gff ), w € Sy [15]. Let K be a
field of zero characteristic and 8 be a formal variable, * = (21, -+ ,zn),y = (y1,- -+ ,yn), define
the -divided-difference operator 65 acting on K(8)[z1, - ,xN,¥1, - ,yn] by

1+ T L1, TN; — 1+ T L1, s Ti+1,Liy """ 3 TN;
aff(:cl,--~7xzv;y):=( Brip1)f(x1 NiY) — (14 Bxi) f(aa +1 NiY)

Tj — Ti4+1
(A1)
If w = wy is the permutation in Sy with maximal length, then we define
G (@y) = [ (@i+ys+Bry,), (A.2)
i+j<N
and for other w € Sy, quﬁ ) can be defined recursively by
G4l (@y) = 0/G) (:y) (A.3)

if I(ws;) = l(w) — 1. The double S-Grothendieck polynomials reduce to the double Schubert
polynomials when 8 = 0, and reduce to the double Grothendieck polynomials when g = —1. The
B-Grothendieck polynomials satisfy (see Lemma 5.8 of [18])

G\ (@ y) = G\ (y; ). (A.4)

Moreover, the p-Grothendieck polynomials can be generated by the generalized Hecke algebra

with generators uq, -« ,u,—_1 satisfying [15]
s = ya1s |4 — g 1: ap o YR 2 _ )
Uy = Uit [0 — | > 15 Uilip1u = Uit wp = Bug.

The dual double 5-Grothendieck polynomials HP )(a:; y) can be defined recursively by setting

W (5 y) = G (a5 y) and

HE) (x5 y) = IHD (zy)

ws;

if [(ws;) = l(w) — 1 [16], where 8° = 87 + 3.
More generally, for v,w € Sy, one can define the biaxial double 5-Grothendieck polynomials
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(8)

v,w

(z;y) as follows (see Definition 2.6 of [8]):

G (w5 y) = G (3 ). (A.5)
If I(vs;) = l(v) + 1, set
G32) w(@sy) = 07,650 (@), (A-6)

where 55y is the 5? operator acting on the set of variables y = (y1,¥2, - ,yn). We have the

following generalized Cauchy identity:

Theorem A.1 (Theorem 7.1 of [8]). For any w € Sy,

0P (@y) = Y 0Py 2)07) (i 02), (A.7)

vESN

where ©z; = —z; /(1 4+ Bz).
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