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1 Introduction and Review

Quantum spin chains are 1D quantum mechanical models of N microscopic degrees of
freedom, namely spins, with the Heisenberg (X X X) model solved by Bethe [I], 2],
B] being the prototype. Two types of quantum spin chains exist, known as “closed”
(periodic boundary conditions) and “open”. Closed spin chains have been very well
studied (see e.g. [B]-[H]), whereas open chains are less widely studied, although of great
interest. A very interesting aspect of these models is that in the continuum limit, they
correspond to 1+1-dimensional integrable quantum field theories [fJ]. For example the
S matrix that describes the anisotropic Heisenberg (X X Z) model in a certain regime
also describes a massive integrable quantum field theory, namely the Thirring model or
the sine-Gordon model. Also, the S matrix that describes the bulk scattering for the
spin s X X X chain coincides with the one of the Wess—Zumino-Witten (W ZW') model
[@]. Finally, open spin chains and the corresponding 2D field theories with boundaries
display a rich variety of boundary phenomena which — for integrable models — can

be investigated exactly.

During the last years, there has been an increased research interest on integrable
models with boundaries, especially after the prototype work of Cherednik and Sklyanin
[, . In particular, Cherednik introduced the reflection equation in order to obtain
boundary scattering matrices for theories in half line. In the presence of boundaries
in addition to the bulk scattering, the scattering of the particles with the boundaries
—described by the boundary S matrix— should also be considered. The boundary
S matrix satisfies a collection of algebraic constraints, namely the boundary Yang-
Baxter (reflection) equation [[f]. Sklyanin considered this equation in the spin chain
framework and he generalized the Quantum Inverse Scattering Method for integrable
models with boundaries. Moreover, Fring and Kéberle [f]] obtained solutions of the
reflection equation for the affine Toda field theories with boundaries, whereas Ghoshal
and Zamolodchikov [[[(] found solutions of the reflection equation for the sine-Gordon

model on a half line. Finally, De Vega and Gonzalez—Ruiz made similar calculations
for the XXX (SU(2)), XXZ (A§1>), XY Z and any SU(n), Agll open spin chain [[L[T].

In this study the integrable X X X spin s quantum chain and the alternating s!,

s? chain with boundaries —obtained by fusion— are explored. As a warm up, both

models with periodic boundaries conditions are reviewed and their relation with 2D

quantum field theories is discussed.

To describe the models it is necessary to introduce the basic constructing element,

namely the R matrix, which is a solution of the Yang-Baxter equation [[J], [[J]
Riz(A1 — X2) Riz(A1) Raz(A2) = Ras(A2) Riz(A1) Ria(A — A2). (1.1)

We focus on the special case where the R matrix is related to the spin s representation
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of SU(2), obtained by fusion [[4],
wo +wsS;  w_S;
ROk:( ’ ik g 3) (1.2)
wy Sy, wo — W3S},
35
s representation and act, in general, on a 2s + 1 dimensional space V = C?**!. The

where wyg = A + L, wy = wy = i and S%, ST are the SU(2) generators in the spin

generators satisfy the following commutation relations

(57,57 =253, [$®,5%] = +5* (1.3)
and for e.g. s = 1 they become,
1 1
SP = 0 .S =2 1], Sy =v2]|1 . (14)
—1 1

For s = % we obtain the well known X X X R matrix,

Riz(N)jj55 = (A+1),
RNk = X,  J#k,
Ris(Njk g = 1, J#k,
1<j k<2, (1.5)

1.1 The XXX spin s quantum chain

The XX X (and XX Z) spin s integrable chain has been intensively studied by several
authors in the bulk (see e.g.[I4]-[21]). To construct the model we derive the transfer
matrix considering the R matrix related to the spin s representation of SU(2) ([2).
We introduce a mass scale in our system therefore, we derive the transfer matrix with

inhomogeneities €2,
t(N\) = trg To(N) (1.6)
where
To(A) = Risn (A = QRGN (A + Q) -+ Ri3(A — QR (A + Q) (1.7)
RZ% is given by ([.2) and acts on Vo ® V;. The auxiliary space Vj is a two dimensional
space whereas the quantum space V;, ¢ = 1,...,2N, is a 2s + 1 dimensional space.
After we diagonalize the transfer matrix we find the following eigenvalues [[[4]

2s _ _ : EN : EN N 2
AP = (A Q+w+2)Q+Q+w+2)'MA_M+

+ M—Q—%+%WM+Q—B+9NH



The corresponding Bethe ansatz equations are,

eq(Aa — D) Neg( Ao + Y H€2 (Aa — Ag) s (1.9)
=1

where ¢ = 2s and

PR
en()\):)\_i.
2

The BAE ([.9) are similar to the ones found in [[[@] for the lattice analogue of the
SU(2) PCM.

In general, if we fuse the auxiliary space as well, we find that the eigenvalues of the

transfer matrix are [[4],

AP) = D aA—QNa(A+ Q)Y

k=0
ﬁ A=A — 1) (A =X +il + 1) (1.10)
i A= N ik =1+ 5) (A=A +ik+5)’
where
-1 i k—1 i
ap(N) = H(A—is+§+im)H(A+is+in+§). (1.11)
m=k n=0

Let us consider the special case where [ = 2s and A = £Q+ X = £Q—%(2s—1). Then
R?*(),) becomes the permutation operator, therefore we can derive a local Hamiltonian

for the system (up to an additive constant)

H o 2 108(% () lcaong + o 1082 () e (1.12)

The corresponding eigenavalues follow from ([.1() and ([.12)

S q
27 nglaz::l N+ (5" + D) (N + (- — 9) (1.13)

also the momentum and spin are given by

0l
Qanljzllog ()\ P %) (1.14)
S* = gN — M. (1.15)

The ground state and the low lying excitations of the model can be studied, in the

thermodynamic limit N — oco. In this limit, the solutions of the Bethe ansatz equations



are given by the so called string hypothesis, i.e. the solutions of ([.9) are grouped into

strings of length n with the same real part and equidistant imaginary parts
Ag"vj>:Ag+%(n+1—2j), j=1,2,..n (1.16)

where A7 is real. It is known [[4]-[[§, that the ground state, i.e. the state with
the least energy, is the filled Dirac sea with strings of length ¢ = 2s. The low lying
excitations are holes in the ¢ sea and also strings of length n # ¢. One can study
the scattering among the low lying excitations of the model and show [[4]-[]] that
the S matrix, as s — 0o, coincides with the one of the SU(2) PCM i.e., it is the
Ssu) ® Ssu(z) S matrix [, R3]. The SU(2) scattering amplitudes (for the singlet
triplet and singlet respectively) are

e~ dw A+
}7 S-l-()\) = )\ .
—1

So(A) = eXp{—/Oo e~ A So(A). (1.17)

—o0 2 cosh(%) w

In the scaling limit, A << Q, the excitations become massive relativistic particles [[g],

with energy and momentum,
€(\) ~ 2™ cosh ), p(N) ~ 2e ™ sinh A (1.18)

where the momentum p is defined modn for even number of excitations.

Faddeev and Reshetikhin showed in [[§] that for finite s, inconsistencies in the
counting of the states exist. Therefore, the interpretation of the S matrix as Ssa(s) @ Ssu(2)
somehow fails; Ssi(s) is the sine-Gordon S matrix [R4], with the triplet amplitude be-

ing

o sinh((2s — 1) W
So(\) :exp{—/ e~ WA (( )2) d_}

1.19
—00 2 cosh(%) sinh (23%) w (1.19)

and obviously Sga(s = 00) = Sgy(2). However, Reshetikhin conjectured in [(] that the
correct S matrix for the spin s chain is the Sgsos(s) @ Ssu(2) matrix which coincides
with the S matrix of the WZW model at level k = 2s (WZWy) B2, @], [B3. The
Srsos(s) is the scattering matrix of the RSOS model, and the spin s is related to the
restriction parameter r of the RSO.S model i.e. 7 = 2s+2. (for a more detailed analysis
see BY], [A]). More specifically, the spin s = 1 chain has a hidden super-symmetry,
which is described by the RSOS part of the S matrix [g].

A key observation is that, as k = 25 — 00, the Srsos(s) ® Ssy(2) matrix degener-
ates to a tensor product of two rational matrices, and it coincides with the S matrix of
the SU(2) PC'M without topological term, found in [Ld], [I§], [2I]. The later comment
reflects the fact that the perturbed WZW), as k — oo, reduces to the PCM without

(]

topological term (Sgrsos(s — 00) reduces to Ssy(2)), as described in [24].
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1.2 The alternating s', s*> spin chain

Alternating spin chains have been originally introduced by de Vega and Woyanorovich
in 27 and they have been also studied in the bulk by several authors (see e.g. [28]-
B2]). We define the transfer matrix of the chain with inhomogeneities,

where
T0(>\) = R(1]2N(>‘ - Q)R(sz—l()‘ + Q) o 'R(l)z()‘ - Q)Rgl()‘ + Q) ) (1-21)

and R is related to the spin s’ (i = 1,2) representation ([.). The eigenavalues of the

transfer matrix, after we fuse the auxiliary space as well, are given by (see also [27))

l
AP O) =S a VA= NaP (A + )Y

k=0
M A= =1 | (A—Aj+z’z+§") (1.22)
S A= N ik =1+ 5) (A=A +ik+5) '
where
) -1 ) i k—1 ) i
al(\) = [T —is + 5 +im) [T +is’ +in+ 5). (1.23)
m=k n=0
The corresponding Bethe ansatz equations have the form,
eqt (Ao — D) Veg2 (Ao + QN H ea(Aa — Ag), (1.24)

B=1

where ¢/ = 2s/ and ¢ — ¢*> = 1. The BEA ([.24) coincide with the ones found by
Polyakov and Wiegmann for the lattice analogue of the SU(2) PCM with W ZW term

B3
Again for | = 287 (j = 1,2) and A = £Q+ X = £Q — £(2s7 — 1) the R/(\)) matrix

becomes the permutation operator and hence we obtain a local Hamiltonian,

H o S 10g(t () scaeng + 5 082 (1.25)

and the corresponding eigenvalues are

n

q
: — (1.26)
nzljzl (=) + ) (A + (=) = 1)
Moreover, the momentum and spin of a Bethe state are given by
@ Q) 4 "
- 5 2 Zl o +,-§n) (1.27)
U gt =1 (A + (=) - %)
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S* = (¢" + ¢*)N — M. (1.28)

It has been proved [B(], [BZ, that this model has two types of low lying excitations,
i.e. holes. The scattering among them was studied, the corresponding S matrix was
computed, for s* — oo, and it was shown to be the Ssv(2) @ Ssue) plus a non trivial
left right scattering Spr(A) = tanh Z(A — £). The Ssy2) ® Ssu(2), Srr(A) is also the
massless S matrix of the SU(2) principal chiral model with WZW term at level 1
(PCM,), conjectured by Zamolodchikovs [PF]. It has been also proved [BZ], that in the
scaling limit A << €2, both excitations obey a massless relativistic dispersion relation,

namely

e\ =p'(\) ~ e ™™ E(\) = —p*(\) ~ e ™™ (1.29)

These are the energy and momentum of the “right” and “left” movers respectively (see
e.g. [BF)) and the factor e~™ provides a mass scale for the system.

2 Spin chains with boundaries

After the brief review on the bulk X X X spin s and alternating chains, we are ready to
study these models in the presence of boundaries. For both models we will derive the
Bethe ansatz equations and we will compute the exact reflection matrices. To construct
the spin chain with boundaries in addition to the R matrix another constructing ele-
ment, the K matrix, is needed. The K matrix is a solution of the reflection (boundary

Yang-Baxter) equation [[f],

Ria(A — A2) K1(A1) Rar( A1+ A2) Ka(A2)
= KQ()\Q) R12()\1 + )\2) Kl()\l) Rgl()\l — )\2) . (21)

In what follows we are going to use Sklyanin’s formalism [ in order to construct both

models with boundaries.

2.1 The XXX spin s open chain
2.1.1 The Bethe ansatz equations

Let as first consider the X XX spin s = 1 quantum chain with boundaries. We define

the transfer matrix for the open chain [f]
t(A) = tro K (A) To(A) Ko () To(N), (2.2)

To(A) is the monodromy matrix ([Z7) and
Th(\) = BB = QREA+Q) - Ry 1o(A = Q) R30(A + Q). (2.3)
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The K~ (\) = K(\,£7) matrix satisfies the reflection equation (B.1]) and the KT (\) =
K= (=X —p)t (6~ — —£&T) satisfies,

Ria(—A1 + A2) KiF(A)" Ror(—A1 — Ay — 2p) Ky (Ag)™
= K3 (M) Ria(=A1 = A2 = 2p) K ()" Rar(=Ai + Ao), (2.4)

where p = i. We choose the diagonal solution of the reflection equation [[T], [T,

namely
K(\) = diag(—X +1i&, A +i€). (2.5)

Note that in the presence of boundaries we have to fuse the K matrix as well, and we

use the following fusion hierarhy for the transfer matrix [B4], B3]

H() = Goa(2A+ (25 — D[ 2 () (A + (2 — 1)i)

A+ (2 — 2)i)Goj2(2A + (25 — 2)i) ;4
- (@1 2i(2) — 1)) )] (26)
where
A(N) = AIKH(N)] S[T(A)] A[K~(A)] ST ()], (2.7)

and the quantum determinants are [§], [14], [B4],

[TN)] =CA+Q+ )N —Q+i)Y,
AIK=(N)] = g@A+p)l(N,E7),  AKT(N)] = g(=2XA =3p)I(\,£F)  (2.8)

(@2
S
—~
>
=
(@2

CA) = (A+i)(=X+19), é(A):(A+is+%)(—A+is+%),

gA) = A+, IN)=A+i+HN+i—¢) (2.9)

and

= lf[((A +ik), Go(A) =1. (2.10)

Then the eigenvalues of the transfer matrix, after we fuse the auxiliary space, are given
by

APO) = Y W frNae(h = Q)N ap (A + Q)*F
k=0
ﬁ (A=A — 1) (A=A +il + 1)
S A= N ik =1+ 5) (A=A + ik + )
M A+ —12) A+ X +il+32)
]1;[1()\—1-)\ +ilk—=1)+2) A+ X +ik+3) (2.11)



where a;, have been already defined in ([.11]) and

) = fENfr (V) (2.12)
where
FE0) = 1:_[()\+z'§i +im+1) ﬂ(—xwgi —in) (2.13)

fi£(X\) correspond to the left (+) and right (-) boundary. hy(A) are derived by the
fusion hierarhy (B.6) and for e.g. [ = 1, [ = 2 they are respectively f|

1 -1 k—1

he(N) = T 2 + 2im) T (2X + 2i + 2in) (2.15)
2A +1 m=k n=0
and
-1 k—1
hi(N) = T @A+ 2im) [ (2X + 2i + 2in). (2.16)
m=k n=0

From the analyticity of the eigenvalues we obtain the Bethe ansatz equations
e (Ma)e; (Ma)eg(ha — D™ ey (A + 2PV er (M)

_ _Br_[ e2(Aa — Ag)ez(Aa + Ag) (2.17)

where % = 26* + 1. Recall that for [ = 2s, R*()g) is the permutation operator,

therefore we obtain a local Hamiltonian

. g s
H x 2—5108;(152 (M) a=£0+20 (2.18)

and the corresponding energy eigenvalues

q
> 1L T BT D 21

nl]l 2

2.1.2 The boundary S matrix

Now we can study the scattering of the excitations with the boundaries and determine
the boundary S matrix. Before we do that it is necessary to determine what is the

ground state and the low lying excitations for the model. The ground state, as in the

2For general |

-1 k—1

hi(N) oc T @A+ 2im) J] @A+ 2i + 2in). (2.14)



bulk, is the filled Dirac sea with strings of length ¢ = 2s. The Bethe ansatz equations

for the ground state become

X ()‘ )X_l (>‘ )qu()‘a - Q)2Nqu()‘a + Q)2N€q()‘a>

q:c+ qz

- H qu qu()‘ + AB) (2-20)

Let us consider 2% > ¢ — 1, and define

Xnm()\) = 6\n—m+l\()\)6\n—m+3\()\) S e(n+m—3)()\)e(n+m—l)()\)
o) = et Neh ez - hmy(Veguam(). (221)
For the next we need the following notations

1 d
a,(A) = gazlog en(N) (2.22)

and the Fourier transform of a,, is given by

ap(w)=e€e"2. (2.23)

We also need the following expressions

1 d .
where their Fourier transforms are
max(n,m)w .
. e~ 2 sinh( (min(n,m))%
Znm(w) = : ((min >)2), (2.25)
sinh(%)
A (@) = 2 coth(%)e‘iﬂm(g'm)w sinh  (min(n, m))g) — S (2.26)

Finally, the energy (B.19) takes the form

2 M
=— Z Z wa(Aa + (—)"Q). (2.27)
The density for the ground state is given by

oo(A) = Zgg(A+ Q) + Zyg(A = Q) = (Agq * 00)(N)
1

(2 ) = Zyar ) 4 0,(N) + Ay (V) (228)

where I = 2N is the length of the chain and * denotes the convolution. The solution

of the last equation is

+ (€ L E) + Q) (2.20)

ao(A) = €(N) 7
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A N dq(w) F (W), Flw. £E) = qui (w) v () — Aqq(w
Qw) = 14+ Aqq(w) + R (w), 7w, &) 1+ fqu(w)’ Ky w) 1+ Ay(w) (2:30)
and , )
() =3 s~ (), i(w) = Zu) (2.31)

We can write the above Fourier transforms in terms of trigonometric functions using
the definitions of a, and A,

(g—Dw qw
. ez —e zcosh(¥) . 5 1
K = 2 =K 2.32
1(w) 2cosh(%)sinh(%?) Q) 1) + 2 coth(%) sinh(%?) (2.32)
and for 2 > ¢ —1
—(zt—q)¥
+ € :
_ 2.33
Fw, &%) 2cosh(%) (2.33)
moreover,
@)= g N =Y 1 234
2 cosh(¥)’ B '

Let us consider the state with v holes in the ¢ sea, where v an even number. Then,
in the thermodynamic limit we obtain the density of the state form the Bethe ansatz

equation, namely
1 14
o(A) = UOO‘)"‘zZ(Kl(}\—)\i) +K1(>\—|—)\i)). (2.35)
i=1
The energy of the state with v holes in the ¢ sea (B.27) is given by

E=F),+ Z €(Aa), (2.36)

a=1
where FEj is the energy of the ground state and €(\) is the energy of the hole in the
q sea. Finally, we compute the spin of the holes, and we can see from ([[.I§) that the
spin of a hole in the ¢ sea is ([I9) s = £, where f is an overall factor (see also [[4]).
We consider the spin of the hole to be % for what follows. We conclude that the hole

in the ¢ sea is a particle like excitation with energy e, momentum p (e(A) = 2-Lp()))

2
1
Z:: cosh(m\ — (—)"Q2)’ p(A

4>|>1

Z_: % an 1(sinh(7r)\ - (—)NQ))(2-37)

and spin s = % We can easily check that in the scaling limit where A << €2 the energy

and momentum become from (2.37),
€(A) ~ 2 ™ cosh(m)), p(A) ~ 2e ™ sinh(7)). (2.38)
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Note that the excitations in the scaling limit, as in the bulk case satisfy a massive

relativistic dispersion relation.

Having studied the excitations of the model we are ready to compute the complete
boundary S-matrix. To do so we follow the formulation developed by Korepin, and
later by Andrei and Destri [Bg], [B7]. First we have to consider the so called quantization
condition.

(e¥PS — 1) A, X)) =0 (2.39)
where p is the momentum of the particle, the hole in our case. For the case of v (even)
holes in the ¢ sea, we compare the integrated density (R.35) with the quantization
condition (£.39). Having also in mind that,

() = 2% p0) (2.40)

we end up with the following expression for the boundary scattering amplitudes (the
boundary S matrix will have the form S* = diag(a®, %)),

ata” = exp{2piL /05\1 d)\(a(A) — 6()\))} (2.41)
and
a (N, €5) = F(Nko(Mko (N (A, €5) (2.42)
where
o) = exp{2ri | . i(i(Kl()\ SR KA W)} (243)

the x dependent part is

ki( g, €)= exp{Qm’ /0Al (A, fi)d)\}. (2.44)

We are interested in the limit that s — oo, in this limit we can easily see from (2:30)
(see also [[[7]) that

_«

e 2 e_(mi_Q)%

Qw) = Ki(w), Ki(w)— “Zoosh(2)

Pw, &5) = (2.45)

cosh &’
with 2% — ¢ to be a fixed number as ¢ — oo and f(\) is an overall CDD factor given

by
. 1 dw T 1
A) = / “wh 1 —tanh —(\ + ). 2.46
f) exp{ € 2cosh(%) w } o 2( * 2) (2.46)
Using the above Fourier transforms we end up with the following expressions,
sinh(%)e~2 }
sinh(2w) /7

—2§~iw

cosh(w)’’

ko(A) = exp{Q/OOOdUwsinh(in)\)
M(ALED) = exp]- /0 m%"sinh(zm) (2.47)
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where 26F = 26+ — 2541 is the renormalized boundary parameter and ko()), k1 (X, £5)
are the ¢ independent and the & dependent part, respectively of the usual XXX
(SU(2)) reflection matrix (see e.g. [BY]). We notice from (P-47) that there are two
copies of the £ independent part, whereas just one copy of the £ dependent part exists.
Recall, that we considered the diagonal K matrix (R.) in order to construct our chain,
therefore we need to determine the other element of the boundary matrix. To do so
we exploit the “duality” symmetry [BY of the transfer matrix for £ — —£*. Hence,
the other element is given by

BEN, ) = ezgi_l(k)ozi()\, &h), (2.48)

the ratio i 1823 is the same as in the XXX model B§ but with a renormalized

boundary parameter.

The above equations (2.493)-(B.4g), are simply combined to give the boundary S
matrix as the tensor product of two rational (X X X) boundary S matrices [Bg (up to
an overall CDD factor) i.e.

S(A) = f(N)Ssue (A, &) Q) Ssv2) (A, £5), (2.49)

where & = €%, & — oco. This matrix coincides with the one found for the SU(2)
PCM —in our case £* is a free parameter.

However, in analogy with the bulk case, for finite s the boundary S matrix is
expected to be of the form SSU(z)(A,Ei) & Srsos(s), where Srsos(s) is the bound-
ary S matrix of the RSOS model. The Sgsos matrix is a solution of the bound-
ary Yang-Baxter equation in the RSOS representation (see e.g. [J-[EJ). The
SSU(Q)()\,Si)(X)SRSOS(S) matrix should also describe the W ZW)_o, boundary scat-
tering and it should presumably reduce to the S matrix we found (£:49), as s — oo.

2.2 The alternating s', s> open spin chain

2.2.1 The Bethe ansatz equations

The corresponding transfer matrix ¢(\) for the open alternating chain of 2NV sites and

st = ‘12—1, §? = % spins (¢! — ¢* = 1) is (see also e.g., [27], [H]),
HA) = tro K§(3) To(V) K5 (V) To(A), (2.:50)
where Tp(A) is the monodromy matrix defined previously in ([.2])) and

To(A) = Biy(A = Q) Rag (A + Q) - Riy_10(A = Q) Rino(A + ). (2.51)
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Again here we use the diagonal K matrix (£.5) and the fusion hierarchy (B.§) with

STV = GA=Q+ )G +Q+9)Y,
STV = GA+Q+)VGA—Q+0)Y (2.52)

and

Cn(N) = (=M +is™ + %)(A +is" + %). (2.53)

The eigenvalues of the transfer matrix, after we fuse the auxiliary space, are given by

!
AP = 3 W ANE A= 9Ya 0+ Ve (- e (A + )Y
k=0
M. A=A=s) D=ty
S A=A ik =)+ 5 A= N +ik+ )
ﬁ A+X—1) (A+Aj+il+g) (2.54)
i AN iR =1)+5) A+ A ik +5)
provided that {);} satisfy the Bethe ansatz equations
q2
IT en(Xa — Q)Ven (Ao + Q)Ner(Aa)et (Ma)est (Aa)
n=q!
M
= — H 62()\a — )\5)62()\(1 + )\5) (255)
B=1

For | = 257, R/ ()\%) becomes the permutation operator, therefore we can obtain a local

Hamiltonian for the open chain

H o A7 d\ log(tlo‘))‘)\zﬂ—i—)\}) + TN log(tz()\))h:_ﬂﬂg (2.56)
and
1 KXY q"
E = ——— __ _
47T§1jz::1 (A —Q+)(\ — Q-1
1 KM n
I 2 T TR (2.57)
Am o A+ QL+ )N+ Q=)

2.2.2 The boundary S matrix

The ground state consists of two filled Dirac seas with strings of length ¢" = 2s",

n = 1,2. Then the Bethe ansatz equations for the ground state become

mv+

(XL f‘[ Xy X~ DXy (N + ) Ve (V)

2

q .
= T IT BN = M) E (N2 + ) (2.58)

1 1

=

™
Il

Jj=q
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where n can be ¢!, ¢? and let us consider for simplicity ¥ > ¢?. Finally, the energy

(R.57) takes the form

-1 LS S i)k Z S° 2,00 — ). (2.59)

1] =q! a=1 1] =q! a=1

The density that describes the ground state is given by the following integral equations,

BO) = 3 (2= D+ 20+ D) = 3 (A 5N
+ l(—Z +(A) = Zpa—(N) + an(N) + i A ) (2.60)
L ne " ! W

where n can be ¢' or ¢%. The solution of the above integral equation is given by

T = ) + 1 (O E) £ (0 E) + Q") (2.61)
where
O"(w) = Z () Rs(0) + Z Rin(w),
() = - z Zire (@) Re), RI™(0) = 3 Aneo) o) (262
and

and its Fourier transform is

§'(w) = D (ZigRuy)(w). (2.64)

Here R is the inverse of the kernel K of the system of the linear equations (2.60),

Kom (W) = (1 4+ A (0)0nm 4+ A (W) (1 = e (2.65)
énm(w) = deif( jzl((l + Ajj(w))énm(l - 5nj) - AHM(W)(l - 5nm))a (2'66)

where the determinant of K is, in terms of trigonometric functions,

1

detK = 4 coth?(2 S)e 7 smh(ng) smh(g). (2.67)

In particular, K 7™ has the following explicit form in terms of trigonometric functions

e 35 . sinh((¢* — 2 5
22( ): ((q ) )

Ky (w) 2cosh(2)’ i 2cosh() sinh((¢' — 1))
K2w) = K2(w)= m 209
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l+e 2 4 1 sinh(%)

V(W)= ——— Q*w)=K?Pw)+ + — . (2.69
@ (w) 2 cosh(%) @) () 2 cosh(%) 2 cosh(%) sinh(L2) (2.69)
The ¢ dependent part for 2 > ¢2 is
1 + s 12 + 0 2.70
r (w>€ ) 2COSh(§) y T (W,f ) - ( . )
finally,
)=t )= ! 1)
~ 2cosh(¥)’ B '

i=1 4COSh(7T()\ + (—)ZQ)) ‘

Let us consider the state with v, holes in the ¢" sea, where v, is an even number.
Then in the thermodynamic limit we obtain the density of the state from the Bethe
ansatz equations, namely

1 &

"N =5 () + 7 Z(K?”(A — )+ K" (A + ) (2.72)

the energy of the state with 1, holes in the ¢" seas is given (E59) by

E=E+Y &), (2.73)

a=1
where FEj is the energy of the ground state and €”()) is the energy of the hole in the
q" sea. Finally, we compute the spin of the holes from ([[.2§), and we can verify that
the spin of a hole in the ¢* sea is s' = 1 whereas the spin of a hole in the ¢* sea is

5?2 = 0. We conclude that the hole in the ¢" sea is a particle like excitation with energy

¢”, momentum p" (e"(\) = L-Lpm(N))
2 1
€'(N\) = )
) = 4cosh(7r(>\ — (—)lQ))
PO = Y i tan~! (sinh (A — (—)')), (2.74)

=1

1
2
energy and momentum become from (.74),

and spin s! = 1, s = 0. We can easily check that in the scaling limit, A << € the

€"(\) ~ e ™ cosh(m)), p"(\) ~ e ™ sinh(7)), (2.75)

the factor e~ ™

provides a mass scale for the system. Note that in the presence of
boundaries the excitations, in the scaling limit, satisfy a massive relativistic dispersion
relation (R.73) whereas in the bulk case the excitations are massless relativistic particles
(L.29). This is a very interesting phenomenon which is presumable related to the type
of the boundaries. The boundaries we impose, force a left (right) mover to reflect as

a left (right) mover. It is possible that the boundary can reflect a left mover to a

15



A

right one and vice versa. This type of boundaries would probably lead to massless
O

|, [B7), in order to compute the

excitations in the scaling limit.
Again, we consider the quantization condition [
(2.76)

exact reflection matrices, namely
(62innSn — 1)|5\1, 5\2> =0

where p"™ is the momentum of the hole in the ¢" sea. For the case of v™ holes in the ¢"
sea, we compare the integrated density (B.79) with the quantization condition (B.70)
(2.77)

Having also in mind that,
€'(A) = TdX p"(A)
we end up with the following expression for the boundary scattering amplitudes (S% =
diag (o, A1)
n n - 5\1
aa” = exp{szL/O d)x(d()x) — e()\))} (2.78)
and
At (N, €F) = kg (VAT (A, €%) (2.79)
where
~ P ~ ~
K3 (A1) = exp i /0 SUE™ (= A) + K™+ X)) + QM (V)N (2.80)
i=1
(2.81)

the x dependent part is
- A
ko, £%) = exp{zm/ (A €5
0

1 A e
K™ —
() 2 cosh %

Q" (w) — K™ (w) + m,

We are interested in the limit that ¢" — oo, in this limit we can easily verify that
-3
(2.82)

and
A1 + e_(xi_ql)% ~2 + 0 2.83
r (w>€ )__QCOSh(g) y T (W,f )_ ) ( : )

with 2% — ¢! to be a fixed number as ¢® — oco. Using the above Fourier transforms we

end up with the following expressions,
" © dw . . sinh(%)e™3
kG(A) = exp{Q/O ?smh(sz)\) Sinb(20) },
(2.84)

—25?50.)

- o0 d
]{Z?()\,&j;) — exp{—/ %Sinh@iw)\)m}a
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where 2&71jE = 26+ — 25! + 1, 25; — 00, are the renomarlized boundary parameters,
ky(A) and k7 (A) are the € independent and the £ dependent part, respectively of the
usual X XX (SU(2)) reflection matrix (see e.g. [BY]). Exactly as in the case of the
spin s open chain, we consider the diagonal K matrix, therefore we need to determine
the other element of each boundary matrix. We exploit the “duality” symmetry [BY]
of the transfer matrix for £ — —¢*, and we find that the other diagonal element is

given by

BLAED) = exzx_ (N (N, EF). (2.85)

n et
The ratio % is the same as in the X X X model but with a renormalized boundary
ai sn
parameter. We observe for the alternating chain as well as in the spin s chain that

only one free boundary parameter fft (§~2i — 00) survives.

Two copies of the rational (X X X)) reflection matrix were computed, one for each
excitation. Therefore, we conclude that the boundary S matrix should be of the

structure,

S(N) = Ssue (M &) @ Ssue) (A, &) (2.86)

We assume that this matrix should also coincide with the one of the PC'M;. A cal-
culation of the boundary S matrix from the field theory point of view would probably
confirm our results. We have to mention that there have been some studies for the
SU(2) PCM with WZW term with boundaries, 4] but mainly in the context of
quantum impurity (Kondo) problem. In particular, in [4] the authors considered dy-
namical boundaries, i.e. they considered quantum impurities at the boundaries, and

they derived the corresponding reflection matrices.

3 Discussion

The XXX spin s and the alternating s', s* (s' — s = 1) chains were explored.
For both models the Bethe ansatz equations were derived using fusion, and the ex-
act boundary S matrices were computed. We were particularly interested in the case
that s,s° — o0o. More specifically, for the spin s — oo chain the boundary scat-

tering amplitudes were simply combined to give the boundary S matrix of the form
FN)Ssu (A7) ® Ssue (A, &)
1

For the alternating spin chain two different types of excitations exist: 3 and 0
spin respectively. The boundary scattering for each excitation was studied and the
corresponding reflection matrices were derived. Two copies of the X X X boundary S
matrix were computed (s — o00), and the boundary S matrix was given as a tensor

product of two rational boundary S matrices. This matrix is also expected to coincide
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with the one of the SU(2) PCM;. Note that we could end up with to same result if
we started from the anisotropic spin chains and then take the isotropic and s, s* — co

limits.

It would be also interesting to consider dynamical K matrices [[[4] in order to
construct the open spin chain and then to study the reflection of the particle-like
excitations with the dynamical boundary. Another interesting aspect would be the
study of the thermodynamics of the alternating spin chain via the TBA. The main
purpose would be the derivation of the central charge (see e.g. 23], B9]), of the model
for both bulk and boundary cases. We hope to report on these issues in a future

publication.
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