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1 Introduction

Classifying integrable systems solvable in the framewdrkhe quantum inverse scattering
method [IL,[R[]3] by underlying dynamical symmetry algeb®e could say that the Gaudin
models are the simplest ones being based on loop algebraslasxical-matrices. More
sophisticated solvable models correspond to more contpticalgebras: Yangians, quantum
affine algebras, elliptic quantum groups, dynamical quarguoups, etc.

Gaudin models[J4[]5] are related to classicamatrices, and the density of Gaudin

Hamiltonians
N

H@ = Zrab(za — 2p) (1.1)
b#a

coincides with the-matrix. Condition of their commutativityHd (), H(®)] = 0 is nothing else
but the classical Yang-Baxter equation (YBE)

[Tab(za - Zb), 7aac(za - zc) + 7abc(zb - Zc)] + [Tac(za - zc)» 7abc(zb - zc)] =0, (12)

wherer is antisymmetric and belongs to the tensor product g of a Lie algebrag, or its
representations and the indices fix the correspondingriaciahe N-fold tensor product of this
algebra (see Section 2).

The Gaudin models (GM) related to classieahatrices of simple Lie algebras were studied
intensively (see[]5[]d,] 7] 4] 9.110,]11] 14] and refegsrtherein). The spectrum and
eigenfunctions were found using different methods (comtdi and algebraic Bethe Ansatiz[[5, 6],
separated variable§] [6], etc.). The correlation functimese evaluated foy = si(2) by the
Gauss factorization approadh [7]. A relation to the KnikhBamolodchikov (KZ) equation of
conformal filed theory was establishgd][L1], (2, 13].

There exists a variety of classicatmatrices with trigonometric dependence on spectral
parameter. Although algebraic construction of integradismmtion is straightforward the
calculation of the spectrum and the corresponding eigesstédoy means of algebraic Bethe
Ansatz, still depends on the underlining Lie algebra aumdatrix. Moreover, many trigonometric
r-matrices are invariant under diagonal action of the Castdralgebra only

[ha + Py, Tap(2a — 2)] = 0, (1.3)

as opposed to the rational case where classioaatrix is invariant under the action of the whole
Lie algebrag. Hence, one can modify the Gaudin Hamiltonifin](1.1) by aglditocal generator
of the Cartan subalgebra

H, — H® = gh, + H® (1.4)

This modification does not change the creation operatotshbuBethe equations and solutions to
the KZ system. However, the dependence on the paraméhemagnetic field) will be described
by a difference equatior [ILp,]16].

The aim of this paper is to review problems connected withddamodels by analyzing
the model related to the trigonometriep(1|2) classical-matrix. Results obtained here are in
many respect similar to the ones we obtained in the casepdf|2)-invariant rationab-matrix
[L7]. However, connection of Gaudin model with magneticdfiahd KZ equations requires
modification of the later by adding dynamical difference &tpn [15,[1p].

There are additional peculiarities of Gaudin models reldte classical--matrices based
on Lie superalgebras due t-grading of representation spaces and operators. The sfudy



the osp(1]2)-invariant Gaudin model corresponding to the simplest miwial super-case of the
osp(1]2) invariantr-matrix [[L8] started in[[19]. The spectrum of thep(1|2) invariant Gaudin
HamiltoniansH (*) was given, antisymmetry property of their eigenstates Waised, and a two
site model was connected with some physically interestireg(a Dicke model). Let us also point
out that recently rational and trigonometeif2) Gaudin models were used to describe different
physical phenomena in metallic graitjs][20] and a conderfsagenentation of confined bosons
[BT]. Connection with perturbed WZNW models of conformalditheory was found in[[22].

The creation operators used in thi¢2) Gaudin model (and similarly fasi(n) case) coin-
cide with one of thel.-matrix entry [b[B]. However, in thesp(1|2) case, as it was shown for
rationalr-matrix [L7], the creation operators are complicated pofyials of the two generators
XT(\) andvt () of the loop superalgebra. We introdugkoperators belonging to the Borel
subalgebra of the trigonometric loop superalgebresp(1]2)) by a recurrence relation. Acting
on the lowest spin vector (bare vacuum),(u1,. .., 1y )Q2— the B-operators generate exact
eigenstates of the Gaudin Hamiltoniafi$* , provided Bethe equations are imposed on parame-
ters{su;} of the states. For this reason tBeoperators are sometimes refereed to as the creation
operators and the eigenstates as the Bethe vectors, oysiPapbctors. Furthermore, the recur-
rence relation is solved explicitly and the commutatioratiehs between thé-operators and
the generators of the loop superalgeBréosp(1]2)) as well as the generators of the global su-
peralgebraosp(1|2) C L.(osp(1]2)) are calculated. We prove that the constructed states are
eigenvectors of the generator of the global Cartan subedgefp, but the B-vectors are not the
lowest spin vectors anymore, as it was the case for the amamodel [2B[17]. Analogously
to the rational casd [17], a striking coincidence betweensgrectrum of thesp(1|2) invariant
Gaudin Hamiltonians of spis and the spectrum of the Hamiltonians of #1€2) Gaudin model
of the integer spir2s is also confirmed in the trigonometric case.

A connection between thB-states, when the Bethe equations are not imposed on their pa
rameters (“off-shell Bethe states”), of the Gaudin modetssimple Lie algebras to the solutions
of the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equation was establishedhia papers[[11, 12]. An explana-
tion of this connection based on Wakimoto modules at ctitiegel of the underlying affine
algebra was given i [12]. An explicit form of the Bethe vestin the coordinate represen-
tation was given in both paperf J11] 12]. The coordinate 8éthsatz for theB-states of the
osp(1|2) Gaudin model is obtained in our paper as well. Using comrimutatlations between
the B-operators and the transfer matrig\), as well as the Hamiltonian&(*), we give an
algebraic proof of the fact that explicitly construct&dstates yield a solution to the Knizhnik-
Zamolodchikov equation corresponding to a conformal fie&bty. This connection permits us
to calculate the norm of the eigenstates of the Gaudin Hanidhs. An analogous connection
is expected between quantump(1|2) spin system related to the graded Yang-Baxter equation
(L8, [24.[2b[2p] and quantum Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equafiollowing the lines of [27]. We
point out possible modifications of the Gaudin Hamiltoniand corresponding modifications of
the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equation, similar to the caééhe si(2) Gaudin model which was
interpreted in [28[ 39] as a quantization of the Schlesisystem for isomonodromy deforma-
tion.

The norm and correlation functions of th&2) invariant Gaudin model were evaluated in
[A] using Gauss factorization of a group element and Rientditivert problem. The study of
this problem for the trigonometric Gaudin model based onoth€1|2) Lie superalgebra is in
progress. However, we propose a formula for the scalar ptedef the Bethe states which is
analogous to thel(2) case.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review rdata of the quantum trigono-
metric osp(1|2) spin system: thesp(1|2) solution to the graded Yang-Baxter equatidi- (
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matrix), monodromy matrix’(\), the transfer matrix(\) = str T'(\), its eigenvalues and
the Bethe equations. The eigenvectors of this quantumridideyspin system can be constructed
only by a complicated recurrence procedyré [30] which isgiven here. Nevertheless it is use-
ful to remind the main data of the quantum integrable spitesydecause some characteristics
of the corresponding Gaudin model can be obtained easilyjaas-classical limit of these data.
The trigonometricosp(1|2) Gaudin model and its creation operatdss, are discussed thor-
oughly in Section 3. Some of the most important propertiethe$e operators are formulated
and demonstrated pure algebraically: antisymmetry wisipeet to their arguments, commuta-
tion relations with the trigonometric loop superalgebraeayators, commutation relations with
the generating functioti\) of the Gaudin Hamiltonians, a differential identity, vaiidthe case
of the Gaudin realization of the loop superalgebra. Usiegdhproperties of thB-operators we
prove in Section 4 that acting on the lowest spin ve€tarthese operators generate eigenvectors
of the generating function of integrals of motion, provided Bethe equations are imposed on
the arguments of thB-operators. Possible modifications of the Gaudin Hamittosiare pointed
out, also. In particular, one of them yields Ricardson tygentittonian. An algebraic proof is
given in Section 5 that constructed Bethe vectors are egteénto solutions of the Knizhnik-
Zamolodchikov equation of conformal field theory. Quasissical asymptotic with respect to
a parameter of the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equation pesmi to calculate the norm of the
eigenstates of the Gaudin Hamiltonian. We pointed out thatification of Gaudin Hamiltoni-
ans by adding Cartan element requires more complicatedyehzrKZ system, as opposed to the
rational case. Further development on possible evaluafti@orrelation functions is discussed
in Conclusion. Finally, some definitions of the orthosynetite Lie superalgebrasp(1|2) are
given in the Appendix.

2 Quantum osp(1|2) superalgebra and corresponding spin system

The quantum superalgelg (osp(1]2)) as a deformation of the universal enveloping algebra of
the Lie superalgebrasp(1|2) (see Appendix), is generated by three elemeénts”, v~ [B1, [32].
The g-deformed commutation relations between the gerrsrate
N N ¢"—qh
[h,U ]_ = tv s [U+,U_]+ = —m = —[h]q . (21)
Its center is spanned by the g-deformed Casimir element

1/2 o ,—1/2)2 1
_ 2 I ) N s B ' ) RO A A
e2(q) = Alg) ([1),)*+B(q) s [ e () ]
(2.2)
with 24(q) = ¢+ ¢~ + %(q — ¢ Y% andB(q) = (¢*/? + ¢~'/?)=2. The g-deformed Casimir
element can be written also in the form

2
exla) = (h=1/2))° = (¢ +a72) o0 4 (¢ ) oo (23
Like in the case of the Lie superalghsap(1]2) (see Appendix), there exists an element
alg) = (=172, + (2 +7) vt 7). (@@ =al, (24

with a grading propertyc;, k] = 0 andc;v™ = —v*te;. In the quasi-classical limig — 1 the
relations (2.1-4) are reduced to the Lie superalgebyg1|2) ones [3B]. There is a coproduct
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mapA : U, — U, @ U, consistent with the commutation relatiofis2.1) and a usaleR-matrix

R as an element d@f, ® U, [B1,[32]. Let us write its matrix fornR(q) = (p ® p)R in the basis

e1 ®ep, e ®eg, e Qes,...,e3 ® ez of the tensor product of two copies of the fundamental
representatio’ ™ @ V), p: ¢, — End (V(D),

(2.5)

herea = ¢ — ¢ ', b = ¢ %% —¢"/?andc = (1 + ¢ ')(g — ¢~'). Multiplying R(q) by
the graded permutatio® of V() @ V) = (P)ypeq = (—1)P@PO)§, 46, one gets the braid
group form of the R-matrixk(q) = R(q)P which has a spectral decomposition. Using the
projectors on the irreducible representation componentha Clebsch-Gordan decomposition
Vi eV =7 g VM o vO one can represent this R-matrix in the fofm] [BZ, 32]

R(q) = —q*Py(q) — ¢ "Pi(q) + qP2(q) (2.6)
where projectors are
0
0
g1 q—1/2 1
12 | —1/2 0
_a”*qg ' _ 172 _ 1/2
PO((]) - q3/2 + q_3/2 q 1 0 q 9 (27)
-1 —q'/? q
q! -1
—1 —v 1
1 -1 q
Pl (q) = 1 v V2 -V ’ (28)
q+q q—l -1
1 v -1

herev = ¢'/2 + ¢~/2, andP,(q) = I — Py(q) — Pi(q). By the Baxterization procedure, or
simply changing function$\ — a)/( + a) to the trigonometric onesnh(\ — @)/ sinh(\ + a)



in the osp(1]2)- invariant R-matrix [IB[J7] one gets the trigonometfiematrix related to the
quantum affine algebii, (osp(1|2))

- sinh(A — 2n) sinh(A — 3n)

A =P — — P, 2.9
R(A;n) 2 sinh(\ + 27) ! sinh(A + 3n) 0> (2.9)

hereq = ¢*7 (normalized to\ = 0 R = 1). The L-operator of the quantum spin system on a
one-dimensional lattice withV sites coincides witlz-matrix acting on a tensor produt} ® V,
of auxiliary spacé/, and the space of states at site- 1,2,... N

LOa()‘ - Za) = ROa()‘ - Za) ) (210)

wherez, is a parameter of inhomogeneity (site dependence)Ripd\,n) = PR(\,7n) is the
usual R-matrix. Corresponding monodromy maffixs an ordered product of the-operators

N
T(X{za}Y) = Lov(A = 2) ... Lo (A = 21) =] ] Loa(A = 2a). (2.11)
a=1

The commutation relations of ti&-matrix entries follow form the4,-graded) FRT-relation{]2]
Rig(A — ))Ti(N)Ta(p) = To(p)T1(N) Rag(A — p) - (2.12)

Multiplying (R.12) byR1‘21 and taking the super-trace ovEr @ V5, one gets commutativity of
the transfer matrix

t(A) =str T(\) = > (1) T55(\ {20 }7) = T11 — Tao + T (2.13)
J
for different values of the spectral parameteX)t(u) = t(u)t(N).

The choice of theL-operators [(2.30) corresponds to the following space déstaf the

osp(1]2)-spin system
N
H=0 VI .

a=1

The eigenvalues of the transfer matr{®) in this space arg [1§, Pf,|25]

M
AN = oV Oz ) TT 51— ) — a8V (s {za}) %

J=1

M
) ]St A= +m) Sa(h = pj + 2n) +
j=1

M

SRR ER N | ERICSYIREDR (214)
j=1

Wherea§N)()\; {za}V) = H{)V:l ajAN—2);5=1,2,3,

a1(A) = sinh(A + 2n)sinh(A+ 3n), a2(X) = sinh(\) sinh(\ + 37),
_sinh(p — nn)

ag(A) = sinh(A)sinh(A+17n), Sp(p) = Y pr—

(2.15)



Although according to[(2.14) the eigenvalue has formallg sets of poles atk = x; — n and
A = pj — 2n, the corresponding residues are zero due to the Bethe egsiatn the parameters

{u;} of the eigenstat [1L8, P},|25]

N 1nh — 2z, +
H a ’7 Hsl oy — k) - (2.16)

_Za

If we take different sping, at different sites of the lattice and the following spacetafes
H=5 Vi,
a=1

then the factors on the left hand side pf (2.16) will be spipetelent too.

Due to the more complicated structure of tRematrix (2.9) (see[(2]7)[(2.8)) than thgn),
or gl(m|n) trigonometricR-matrices, the commutation relations of the entfigg\) of the 7'
matrix (2.11) have more terms and construction of the eigéess of the transfer matriX\) by
the algebraic Bethe Ansatz can be done only using a comgdigacurrence relation expressed
in terms ofT;; (1) [BQ]. It will be shown below that due to a simplification of shiecurrence
relation in the quasi-classical limit — 0 one can solve it and find the creation operators for
the trigonometricosp(1]2) Gaudin model explicitly. Furthermore, the commutatioratiehs
between the creation operators and the generators of gloatninetric loop superalgebra as well
as the generating functiari) of the Gaudin Hamiltonians will be given explicitly, yietdj the
solution to the eigenvalue problem.

3 osp(1]2) trigonometric Gaudin model

As in the case of any simple Lie algebra, the trigonometrssicalr-matrix of the orthosym-
plectic Lie superalgebrasp(1|2) can be expressed in a pure algebraic form as an element in the
tensor producbsp(1|2) ® osp(1|2)

7(A\) = coth(A\)h®@h+

2 ) _ N
XteoXx A X~ @ Xt
Smh(\) (X oX X e X7

<e_>‘v+ QU —eMT® v+> ) (3.2)

sinh(\)

and it is a solution of theZ,-graded classical YBH (1.2)][2]. Thismatrix can be decomposed
naturally into positive and negative pars][34]

N A=) o A ()
T()\)_sinh/\ <er +e ' ) (3.2)

e

_ + o ot ¢
_smh>\< h@h+2X" @ X" —v ®v> I

It can also be represented in another form useful for modidica

-

< hoh+2XT®@ X +ovt®@u™ >

F(A) =coth(A\) 5 +2(X " @ X" - XT@X ") - (v @v +vt®uv), (3.3)

here
c?:h®h—|—2(X+®X_—|—X_®X+)—I—(v+®v_—v_®v+). (3.4)



The matrix form off in the fundamental representation®fp(1/2) follows from (3.1) by sub-
stituting appropriate x 3 matrices instead of thesp(1|2) generators and taking into account
Zs-graded tensor product of even and odd matrices. One car glsbias the quasi-classical
limit » — 0 from the R-matrix (2.9). Let us write explicitly the matrix form @fin the basis of
the tensor product of two copies of the fundamental reptaien V1) @ V(1) (see Appendix)

cosh()\)
0 e
—cosh(\) —eA 2e7A
1 e 0
— A oA
() = sinh(\) ¢ 0 0 ¢ Y
2 e —cosh(\)
e 0

(3.5)

with all the other entries of thi8 x 9 matrix being identically equal to zero.

A quasi-classical limity — 0 of the FRT-relations[(Z-12§R(\;n) = I + nr(A) + O(n?)
and T'(\;n) = I +nL(X\) + O(n?)) results in a matrix form of the loop superalgebra relation,
the so-called Sklyanin linear bracket,

1

L0 g )] == [ = p 0+ £ )] 39)

Both sides of this relation have the usual commutators af 8ve9d matricesL (\) = L(\) ® I,

1
L (1) = Is® L(p) andria (A — p), wherels is 3 x 3 unit matrix andL () has loop superalgebra
2

valued entries:
( h(A)  —v™(A) 2X7(A) )
L)) = v () 0 v (A) . 3.7)
2XT(A) vt k()

From the expressiof (3.2) of the classicahatrix it is natural to assume that tiieoperator has
a triangular decompositioh+ asA — +oo

Ly = h®@hg+4X~ @ X — 20" @vj, (3.8)

L. = h®hgl+4X+®Xgl+2v ® vy - (3.9)
Here the first factors are generators in the fundamentaéseptatiori’ () (see Appendix) and
the second factors are generators of a finite dimensiongl |2) Lie superagebra.

The relation [3]6) is a compact matrix form of the followingnemutation relations between
the generatora()\), v* (i), X*(v) of the trigonometric loop superalgebfa(osp(1|2))

RN, k()] = 0,
+2 _
(O X)L = s (cosh = X0 = )
B —e(A=n)
(XN, X~ (w)]_ = Snb(h— 1) (h(A) = h(p)) ,



+1 _
(1O W] = s (s = () = )
B e(A—n)
[TV, v ()], = Snbh(h— 1) (h(A) = h(n)) ,
+2 _ _
=), vE )], = S0 (eiu W)X (1) — FO M)X:I:()\)) 7
n - _ et (A—p) I
[X=(), vF ()] _ b0 ) (V5 () —o=(N)
[(XE=N), o5 (w)]_ = [XFO), XE(w)]_=o.

(3.10)

In order to define a dynamical system besides the algebraseingdibles we need to specify
a Hamiltonian. Due to the-matrix relation [3J6) the elements

t(\) = % str L2(\) = R2(\) + 2[X T\, X= (V)] + [T V), v~ (V)]

= B2\ 4+ RN +4XTN)X=(N) + 20T (Vo™ (N) (3.11)
commute for different values of the spectral parameter
E)E() = t(u)t(N) (3.12)

Thus, () can be considered as a generating function of integrals elbomoThe supertrace
in B-11) for an even matriXA;;} meansstrA = Y7 (—1)? A;;, and we use the grading
p(1) = p(3) =0, p(2) = 1 (see Appendix).

One way to show[(3:12) is to notice that the commutation igxidbetweer:(\) and L (1)
can be written in the form

[t(N), L(w)] = [M(A, 1), L(p)] (3.13)
where

MO\ ) = = str <m<A WL <A>) 5 st (- p) (3.14)

and the second term is a quantum correction, which is absemtdonsider the left hand side of
(B-%), (3.1p) as Poisson brackdfs][35]. Also, in the:) case this term does not contribute since
is proportional to the unit matrix. Using (.5) arid {3.7)sistraightforward to calculaté/ (X, p)
explicitly

9 cosh(A — ) h(p) =X Ho~(n) 2N X (p)
M\ p) = ——=———— | e Hot(p) 0 A o (u)
sinh(A = p) ( 2e=0) XH() =0 () — cosh(A — p) () )
) cosh?’(A—p)+1 0 0
R — 0 2 0 . (3.15)
sinh”(A — ) ( 0 0 cosh?(\—p) +1 )

Substituting [(3.75) into the equatiop (3.13) we obtain tbemmutation relations betweei\)
and the generators of the superalgebréosp(1/2)). In particular

e_(>‘_ )
1) XG0 = dcoth(3 = ) X (h(Y) = s X () + 45 ()
20 o () — ot ()t () (3.16)
smh(x — gy O W el ) '



26_()‘_1")

[tV v (W] = 2coth(A — @) v ()h(N) - smh(r = 71) v (Nh(p) + v (p)
4 —O— - —(u— -
o (O X - O X e ()

(3.17)

Preserving some generality we can consider the repregentsace of the dynamical
algebra to be a lowest spis(\) representation of the loop superalgebra with the lowest spi
vector()_

h(N)Q- =p(N)Q-, v~ (N)Q_=0. (3.18)

One can study spectrum and eigenstates bf in this general representatidd. However, to
have a physical interpretation we will use a local real@atf the trigonometric superalgebra
L (osp(1]2)) with
N
H= ®1 Va 5

a=

as a tensor product ofp(1|2) representations. Then,

N
h(A) = coth(A — z) ha (3.19)
a=1
+ N e>\_za n N e—)\—‘rZa
=) A=)y 3.20
v ; Sh( oz e U W ; Snh(h =z et (320
N N e)\—za N 3 N e—)\+za 3
X (A):;mXa, X ()\):;mXa, (3.21)

whereh,, v, X+ € End(V,) areosp(1]2) generators in a representatidp associated with
each sitez. If in this realization one considers the limits— +oc then one finds the expressions
of the generators of the global Lie superalgebsa(1/2) C L:(osp(1]2)) in terms of the local
generators

Yg=) Ya, (3.22)

hereY = (h, X+, v¥).

In particular, a representation of the Gaudin realizatian be obtained by considering at
each siten an irreducible representatioﬂsfl“) of the Lie superalgebrasp(1|2) defined by a
spini, and a lowest spin vectay, such that, w, = 0 andh,w, = —l,w,. Thus,

N N
Q- = ® w,, and p(A) =) (—la) coth(A—z,) . (3.23)
a=1 a=1

It is a well-known fact in the theory of Gaudin modefk [b, 63thhe Gaudin Hamiltonian is
related to the classicatmatrix (1.]), (3.R)

a 1 Za—2 — 2p—2Za +
HD = > rg(za—2) =) R p— (e( () 4 el )réb)>
b#a b#a a



2
= Y coth(za — B)hay + —— s (TETXE X 4 e X )
sinh(z, — 2p)
b#a
1

s —(Za—Zb) +,,— _ (Za_zb) — T 3.24
sinh(zq — 25) <e Yaly —€ Ya U > ’ (3.2

and can be obtained as the residue of the opetéigrat the point\ = z, using the expansion
A—2q

e
2 H@ 3.25
l + Z <smh2 — 2q) + sinh(\ — z,) > ' ( )

cola) = ha® + 2(XF X7 + X7 X}) +vfv; — v vf. As opposed to the rationakp(1]2)-
invariant case[[]7], the generating functign (B.25) conemunly with one generatdi,; of the
global superalgebrasp(1]2)

[t(N); hgi] =0 . (3.26)

To construct the set of eigenstates of the generating fumcti integrals of motiort(\) we
have to define appropriate creation operators. The creaperators used in th€(2) Gaudin
model coincide with one of the-matrix entry [b[B]. However, in thesp(1|2) case the creation
operators are complicated functions of the two generatbtiseoloop superalgebrX *()\) and

vt ().

Definition 3.1 Let Bys(u1, - .., par) belong to the Borel subalgebra of thep(1]2) loop super-
algebral,(osp(1|2)) such that

Bar(pa, - ) = 07 (1) Bar—1(p2, - - - 5 ponr)

M
+2X " (1 Z
j=

e 3.27
m M— 2(:“‘27'-',#4]\/[) ( )

with By = 1, By(u) = vt(p) and By, = 0 for M < 0. The notationB](\?_z(uz,...,uM)
means that the argument is omitted.

As we will show below, theB-operators are such that the Bethe vectors are generatdetipy t
action on the lowest spin vectér_ (B.18). To prove this result we will need some important
properties of theB-operators. All the properties of the creation operatBig (11, - - . , ftar)
listed below can be demonstrated by induction method. Simegroofs are lengthy and quite
technical we will present only two of them.

Lemma 3.1 The creation operator®,(u1,. .., uy) are antisymmetric functions of their ar-
guments

BM(#I,---7ﬂk7ﬂk+17---7ﬂM) = - BJV[(:U‘lv"'nu‘k-i-bﬂk?"'>:U‘M)>
(3.28)

herel < k < M andM > 2.
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Lemma 3.2 The commutation relations between the creation oper&igr and the generators
vT (), h(X), v~ () of the loop superalgebra are given by

vF(\)By = (—DMByvt(\) + 2% i
ot sinh(A — p;)

x (e—“—w‘)XﬂA) - e—<w—A>X+(uj)> BY | (3.29)

M M ;
h(\)By = By <h()\) + Zcoth()\ - m)) + Z(—l)im X

i=1
[ vt B +2xT () Z(—1)J+®(z—y)ﬁ35\y@2 (3.30)
ji

+5 - : +ot(A —1)9-1
gj sinh(A — pg) sinh(pg — py) 2 ;( )

e (Hi—p;) Bld) e~ (A—ni) (A=n;) 3.31
x sinh(g; — pj) M-2 sinh(A — ;) + sinh(A — ;) | (3-31)

here the upper index (E(]) , Mmeans that the argument; is omitted, the upper index dB(”)
means that the paramete,r@, u; are omitted and(j) is Heaviside function

N 1 if3>0
@(J)_{o if j <0

It is useful to have explicit formulas for the commutator$wEen the global generators and
the B-operators.

Mo Oem) e ) M

Remark 3.1 The commutation relations between the generators of thisaglesp(1|2) (B.22)
and theB),,; elements follow from the previous lemma 3.2. To see this keettee appropriate

limit A\ — 00 in (B:29), (3.3D),[(3.31). In this way we obtain

M

'U;}B]\/[ = ( )JV[BMUgl — 22 JX+(,LLJ)BJ(W) 1 (332)
7j=1
hng]\/[ = By (hgl + M) (3.33)
B B v ) (ki —#)
’Ung]\/[ = ( ) BM’Ugl +; ]BJ\/[ 1 (hgl +h /L] +Zs1nh(,uj—,u) (334)

11



Lemma 3.3 The generating function of integrals of motiof\) (B.13) has the following com-
mutation relation with the creation operatd;(u1, - . ., par)

M M
t(\)Bar = Bat(\) + By <2h(/\) > coth (A — i) +2)  coth (A — p1;) coth (A — p5) + M

i=1 1<j
M —(A—pi) : M —(mi—ny) y
i € + (4) + _1\j+68G6—j)_ ¢ ()
M (4)
3 N4 _1)itM B —QA=1) X+ NV () — e =N X () o~ (A
< Barlp) +4 ()Y ol (e (Ao () — (ki)™ () -
i=1 ¢

~ ~ (3.35)
The notation used here for the operat®y; (u;) is Bas (i) = h(u;) + Z%ﬂ coth(p; — pj).

In the trigonometric Gaudin realizatiq.17 — 19) the creation operatoBy (ji1, - - - , ftar)
have some specific analytical properties.

Lemma 3.4 The B-operators in the Gaudin realizatiof8.17 — 19) satisfy an important differ-
ential identity

M .
0 0 . eMiTRa
LIPS SN (S
024 ; o (=1) sinh(p; — 2q)
. M — (1 —pr) ,
x |orBY)  toxr ST (—pkreU-k_S T pUk N (336
( M- %( ) sinh (g — pg) M7 (3:39)

This identity will be a fundamental step in establishing areection between the Bethe vec-
tors and solutions to the KZ equation.

The proofs of the lemmas are based on the induction methodillusgations, we prove
explicitly lemma 3.1 and the formul§ (3]29) in lemma 3.2.

Proof of lemma 3.1ConsiderM = 2

2¢(H1—h2)

—_X* .
sinh(py — p2) (k)

By(p, p2) = v (pn)v™ (p2) +
Using the commutation relationf (3} 10) it is straightforavéo check tha3s (111, i12) is antisym-
metric

Ba(p1, p2) = —Ba(pa, p1) -
AssumeBy (p1, ..., un) is antisymmetricN > 2 and for N < M. We have to prove that
B (pa, - - -, uar) is antisymmetric also.

Considerj > 2, the antisymmetry ofB (1, ..., uar) With respect top; and pjqq
follows directly form the recurrence relatioh (3.27) and assumption. Namely, the terms
Bj(gl)_2(,u2, ...,,uM)e_(‘“_”J')/sinh(,ul — 145) andBf&f?(pg, ...,,uM)e_(’”_”(Hl))/sinh(,ul —
(j+1)) enter with the opposite sign.

12



Therefore we only have to show the antisymmetryBaf (1, . . ., uar) with respect to the
interchange of:; andu,. To see this we have to iterate the recurrence relafion](3see and
combine the appropriate terms

B N N 92— (H1—p2) X+ B
m(pas - pn) = | o7 (p)v (#2)+m (k1) | Br—2(ps, - - - s o)
M . — (2 —p5) )
v o2t (u) Xt & " BY) (s
() (uz);( I G =y Baraliss )
M —(p1—py) .
: (&
+ 20T (o)X F (i) Y (—1) B (3, - )

Simh(r — py)

=3
M ' —(u1—p5) j
+ AXT ()Xt 1) Y1)
(p1) X (p2) z:;,( : sinh(p1 — p;) k:S( )
e—(,uQ—ﬂk)

)
— B
sinh(piz — 15

M— 4(/‘37“'7#1\/])

(3.37)

whereB}jjﬂ(Mg, ..., par) Means that the argumentis andyy, are omitted. Since™ (x) com-
mutes withX * (v), the antisymmetry of the right hand side §f (3.37) with respe 1; and o
follows. Hence we have demonstrated the lemma. O

Proof of lemma 3.2Here we prove explicitly only formuld (3.29). In particularhenM = 1
the expressiorf (3:R9) is just the anticommutator betwedn) andv™ (1). Using the recurrence
relations [3.27) it is straightforward to check that thenfata (3.29) holds for/ = 2

v (N)Ba(p, p2) = Bo(p, p2)vt(N)

m (e—(A—m)X-i-()\) - e)x—mX-i-(lul)) 1)+(,u2)
m (e OIXH () = XX ) ) v () - (3.39)

Therefore we can proceed to demonstrate the lemma 3.3 bgtiodu Assume that the relation
(B-29) holds forBy, M > N > 2. Then we have to show the formula (3.29) is valid fdr+ 1.
We use the recurrence relatiofis (.27) to write

(B ) [ v () Bas + 27 >M§+jl )
v Mi1 = U v (p1)Bar + M1 — B
2 Sinh(m —py) M
9
= v ()t (N By — ————— (eI X T () — A Xt B
) By~ g (e () = X)) By
M+1 —(p1—p5) .
. e J
+ 2x*t S 1y = _+\BY 3.39
(11) j:2( )Slnh(,ul—,uj) (N) M—1 ( )

Now we can substitute the expressions 01 \) B,, and v*(A)B%’_l. After rearranging the
terms in an appropriate way we have

M+41
U+()\)BM+1 = (—1)M+IBM+1U —l-QZ

st Slnh /\ ,u])

13



% <e—(A—uj)X+(/\) _ e—(w—A)X+(#j)) BY) .
(3.40)

This completes the proof of the lemma. O
The proofs of the other lemmas are analogous to the proofsawesilustrated above. They
do not contain illuminating insights and are considerabhgler than the two we have seen. Thus,
we will omit them.
The recurrence relatiofi (3]27) can be solved explicitlyb&able to express the solution in
a compact form it is useful to introduce a contraction opperet

M
Definition 3.2 Letd be a contraction operator whose action on an ordered productv ™ (11,),

j=1
_)
M > 2,is given by
M-1 M )
d (v (p)vt (p2) .. vt (ua)) =2 Z X (p Z e sinh(p H v (pm)
k j+1 m#jk

(3.41)
whereo (jk) is the parity of the permutation

o (L2, g i+1,. k. M) > (1,2, G ki + 1., M) .

M
Thed operator can be applied on an ordered producty™ (12;) consecutively several times, up
j=1
_)

to [M /2], the integer part of\/ /2.

Theorem 3.1 Explicit solution to the recurrence relatiofp (3]27) is giviey

M [M/2] 1 M M

Bu(uas - pnr) =] [ o (wg) + D2 —d™ [[vF(wy) =expd [[v¥(wy) . (3.42)
j=1 m=1 =1 j=1
g, g, -,

The properties of the creation operat@g; studied in the this Section will be fundamental
tools in determining characteristics of the trigonometrip(1|2) Gaudin model. Our primary
interest is to obtain the spectrum and the eigenvectorseofiéimerating function of integrals of

motiont(\) (B.11).
4 Spectrum and eigenstates of trigonometriosp(1|2) Gaudin model

With the help of the creation operatal, it is possible to obtain the eigenvectors as well as the
corresponding eigenvalues of the Hamiltonians of the tragoetric Gaudin model. This result
is a direct consequence of the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1 The lowest spin vectd_ (B.18) is an eigenvector of the generating function of
integrals of motiort(\) (B.1]) with the corresponding eigenvalig())

N Q- = AN, Ag(A) = p2(N) + PN (4.)

14



Furthermore, the action of thB8-operators [3.27) on the lowest spin vecfor yields the eigen-
vectors

Uy, ey ping) = Bar(peay ooy ping) Q- 4.2)
of thet(\) operator
with the eigenvalues
A {s}i)) = v + Oy, (4.4)
here

M
ys {mi 1) = p(A) + D coth(A — pug), (4.5)
k=1

provided that the Bethe equations are imposed on the passygi; j]Vi1 of the state[(4]2)

M

Bur(pg) = puy) + Y coth(pj — px) = 0. (4.6)
k#j

Proof. The equation[(4]1) can be checked by a direct substitutitimeadefinitions of the operator
t()\) and the lowest spin vecté_, the equationd (3.]L.1) anfd (3 18), respectively.
To show the second part of the theorem, we use the equpt@rt¢sexpress the Bethe vectors

\P(/Ll,...,,uM)
tA) W (s - pnr) = 6(A) Bag(pas -5 par) Q- (4.7)

Our next step is to use the third property of theoperators, the equatioh (B.3), and the definition
of the lowest spin vectaf2_ the equation[(3.]18) in order to calculate the action of therajor
t()\) on the Bethe vectors when the Bethe equatipn$ (4.6) are adpos

tA)BuQ- = Byt(\Q-

M M

- <2p()\) D coth(A = i) + 23 coth(A — ;) coth(A — ;) + M) By .
i=1 1<J

(4.8)

We can express the first term on the right hand side since we kow the operatot(\) acts on
the vector)_, the equation[(4}1). Thus we have

t(\) Bu- = A {1;}7%1) BuQ- (4.9)
with
M M
A {13720) = Ro(N) +2p(N) Y coth(A — ) +2  coth(A — ) coth(A — ) + M,
i=1 1<j
and we complete the proof by expressing the eigenvalue as

M

A L) =y +oay . with y( {1 = p(A) + > coth(A — ) -
k=1
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Corollary 4.1 In the trigonometric Gaudin realization given by the eqaat (3.1P), [(3:30),
(B.21) and [3.23) the Bethe vectois(j1, ..., uy) (B.2) are the eigenvectors of the Gaudin

Hamiltonians [3.24) (see als$ [37])

HO (. ) = By W (s, ) (4.10)

with the eigenvalues

N M

EY) =" lalycoth(za — 2) + Y lacoth(u; — z) | (4.11)
b=1 j=1
b#a

when the Bethe equations are imposed

M N
Bur(pg) = plpg) + Y coth(py — ) = > (—la) coth(; — za) + Z coth(u =0.
oy P =y

(4.12)

Proof. The statement of the corollary follows from residue of theapn (4.3) at the point
A = z,. The residue can be determined usipg (3.75)] (4.4) pnd. (4.1) O

Comparing the elgenvalueg (@.11) of the Gaudin Hamiltonians and the Bethe equations
(B.12) with the corresponding quantities of #i¢2) Gaudin model[[5[]6] we arrive to an inter-
esting observation.

Remark 4.1 The spectrum of thesp(1]2) trigonometric Gaudin model with the spifg co-
incides with the spectrum of th€(2) trigonometric Gaudin system for the integer spins (see
an analogous observation for partition functions of copesding anisotropic vertex models in

[B2).

Remark 4.2 The Bethe vectors are eigenstates of the global genetgjor

hgl\:[/(,ul,...,,LLM ( Zl +M> /’L17"'7/’LM)' (413)

As oppose to thevsp(1|2)-invariant model [17], these Bethe vectors are not the lowps
vectors of the globabsp(1|2) since they are not annihilated by the generafpr

vg_l\I/(,ul,...,,uM) 0, (4.14)

once the Bethe equations are impoded [4.12). These camudufsillow from the remark 3.1, in
particular the equations$ (3]33) arid (3.34), and the defimitif the Bethe vector§ (4.2).

As was pointed out already ifi| [5] for thé(2) case, there are several modifications of the
Hamiltonians [3.24). One of them is the Richardson’s pgifrce Hamiltonian [[36[ 3§ 5].
These modifications can be formulated in the framework obitiieersall.-operator ana-matrix

formalism [3.B) [B].

Due to invariance of the-matrix (3.5) with respect to the Cartan element

[r(A),h@I+I®h|=0, heosp(l]2) (4.15)
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one can add to thé-operator the elemert
L(\) = L(\) =gh+L(\), (4.16)
preserving commutation relatior|s (3.6). Then
tA) = Istr L2(\) = t(\) + 29 h(N) + 62, (4.17)

will have the commutativity property,e. t(\)t(x) = t(x)t()\). Hence we can tak&\) to be
the generating function of the (madified) integrals of motio

A—z
Y _ A1 ()
t()\) gl + Z <Slnh2 ) + 2 Slnh()\ _ Za) H > ) (418)
(4.19)
H@ =res t(\) =g hg + HY . (4.20)

A=2zq4

In this case the eigenstat#s,; are generated by the same B-operators. However, correisgond
eigenvalues and Bethe equations are now given by

A {u ) = (y+9)* + 0wy, (4.21)

here as beforg(\; {u; jj‘il) = Eflvzl (—lq) coth(\ — z,) + Zk 1 coth(A — pug),

E\) =B} +g(~la), (4.22)
N
Z o) coth(u )+ Z coth(p; — pk) +9g=0. (4.23)
a=1 k#j

The crucial step in the proof of these equations is the obtiervthat the commutation relations
between the operataf)\) (B.17) and the creation operatakl, are equal to the commutation
relations [[3.8) but with modified operat6y, (1;) — Bar(1j)+g. To see this notice the similarity

between the terms wit’an(A)B](\f[)_l operators and witl?(Jr(A)B](\i[’J_)2 operators in the lemma
3.2 the equation[(3.B0) and in the lemma 3.3 the equdftiofy. (3.3

Richardson like Hamiltoniar] [B§, B8, b.]40] 21] can be otedias a coefficient in the —
+o00 expansion [[17]

tA) = (hg+g)* +4e ( g—1+9) (Z e*ap )
+o4X5 (Z eZZ“Xa_> + 207, (Z e%v;» +0 (e—“) . (4.24)

Let us denote the coefficient next to the facter?* by H,.

Hy = (hg—1+g) (Z % p > +4X ] (Z eZZ“Xa_> + 20, (Z eZZiu;> . (4.25)
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This Hamiltonian is obviously not symmetric. Similar Hatailian can be obtained as a coeffi-
cient in theh — —oo expansion

tA) = (g —g)* + 4 ((Ze 2zap, ) g—1-9)
+ 4 (Z e—2Zan> X, +2 (Z e—%w;) vﬁ) +0 <e4)‘) . (4.26)

Let us denote the coefficient next to the factet* by H_, which is also not symmetric. Thus, we
choose the following symmetric combination for a trigondmneegeneralization of the Richard-
son Hamiltonian

1
Hp = 3 (Hy +H_)=(hg —1) (Z cosh(2z,) h ) +g (Zsinh@za) ha)
2 (X; (Z e2ZaX;> + (Z e—QZan> Xg;)
+ v (Z ezz“v;> + (Z 6_22“11;[> Vg - (4.27)

The eigenvalues off z have different dependence on the quasi-momenta from tlomahicase

[B8.[A7]

+

HrWpr(pr, .. opm) = Er(M)War (g, .o i) (4.28)
with

M N N
Er(M) = Z cosh(2p;) — Z lq cosh(2z,) (M — Z lo — 1)
j=1 a=1 a=1
M N
(Z sinh(2p5) — Z la sinh(Qza)) g. (4.29)
j=1 a=1

More complicated modifications of Gaudin models can be abthtonsidering quasi - clas-
sical limit of the quantum spin system with non-periodic bdary conditions and corresponding
reflection equation[[39, #0]. The-operator can be expressed in terms of the original png (3.7)
as

LU {z}) = L {27}) = L(=Xi{=)) (4.30)
in the case of the open chain, and it will satisfy more conapdéid liner brackets, defining a
subalgebra of the loop algebfa {3.6) (see [41] andeedes therein).

Most of the trigonometric Gaudin model relations have tlegiunterparts in the rational
osp(1]2)-invariant case. To show this one takes a scaling [t e\, z, — €24,

lir% €Ltrig(eX;{e24}) = Linv(X;{za}) , (4.31)
e—
and in this way one reproduces known results fordkg1|2)-invariant model. However, as we

shall see in the next Section some relations of the invaGanhave quite complicated analogs in
the trigonometric case (a generalization of KZ system thuigtes a “magnetic field” parameter
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requires a difference dynamical equatipr [13, 16]). AlsartiodifiedL-operator [(4.16) requires
to scale the parameter— g/¢.

Another madification can be obtained by performing the sinity transformation on the-
matrix (3.]) by the tensor square of the element(tX*). Then the sacling limitv — e,
t — &/2¢ results in a modifiea-matrix

®
f(>\):%+§(h®X+—X+®h—v+®v+). (4.32)

The loop superalgebra will be modified, as well as correspgndamiltonians [[1]1). Similarly,
the algebraic Bethe Ansatz will require changes, althohgtBethe equations and the spectrum
will be the same as in thesp(1]2)-invariant case (see thé(2) case in[4R]).

The expression of the eigenvectors of a solvable model mdef local variables param-
eterized by sites of the chain or by space coordinates, iskras coordinate Bethe Ansatz
[B]. The coordinate representation of the Bethe vectorssyaxplicitly analytical dependence on
the parameter$y; }}7 and{z,}¥' useful in a relation to the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equatio
(Section 5). Using the Gaudin realizatign (3.19), (3.2B)21) of the generators

. N .
() — e + Xy = et X+
v (ILL) Z SlIlh(/J, _ Za) va Y (/’L) Z Slnh(,u _ Za) a

a=1 a=1

and the definition of the creation operatdrs (3.42), one erhg coordinate representation of
the B-operators:

N
Ka
B (i iz oo ping) = 3 (v, -0, ) T oSl za) (4.33)
m a=1
where the first sum is taken over ordered partitiansf the set(1,2,..., M) into subsetsC,,
a=1,2,...,N,including empty subsets with the constraints

UKe=12,....M), Ko \Ke=0 fora#b.

The corresponding subset of quasimomenta

(/Lga) = ﬂjlvﬂga) = Hjgy .- - :U‘|(](é)a\ = //Jj‘;ca‘ 7jm S Ka) )

where| I, | is the cardinality of the subsét,, andji < jx+1, entering into the coordinate wave
function

ofmh2) = 32 (-1

gES|K|

e’lo(1)TVa(2) e’o(2) Vo (3) ero(IK)—*

Sinh(Vo(l) - Vo(g)) Sinh(Vo(g) - I/U(3)) o Sinh(Vo(UCD - Z) )

Due to the alternative sum over permutatiens S this function is antisymmetric with respect
to the quasi-momenta. Finally the first factor.33)

(2);1 ’ ”U(—li_]w)w

means that foy,, € K, corresponding indices of;jm are equal taz so thatvj[jm = vl. One

can collect these operators into prod]][:@’:1 (vj{)“c“', consequently we have an extra sign factor
(1)),
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This coordinate representation is similar to the represiemts obtained if[11, 12,]13] for the
Gaudin models related to the simple Lie algebras (see Bli§p [Bhe Z,-grading of superalgebra
results in extra signs, while the complicated structurénef,,-operators (for thel(2) Gaudin
model they are just products &f;-operatorsB; (11;) = X *(p5)) is connected with the fact that

(v)? = X7 # 0 while for j # k v} andv]| anticommute.

5 Solutions to the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equation

Correlation functions)(z1,...,zy) of a two dimensional conformal field theory satisfy the
Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equatiorj [#4]

k0., ¥(z1,...,2n) = HD9%(z1, ..., 25), (5.1)

whereH@(a = 1,..., N) are the Gaudin Hamiltoniang (3124) andz1, .. ., zx) is a function
N
of N complex variables with its values in a tensor prodHct ® Va(l“).

A relation between the Bethe vectors of the Gaudin r%oldeteréleo simple Lie algebras
and the solutions to the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equat®well known for sometim [11, 112].
Approach used here to obtain solutions to the Knizhnik-Zachzhikov equation corresponding
to conformal field theory and Lie superalgelara(1|2) starting from B-vectord (4].2) is based on

[LT).

A solution in question is represented as a contour integiel the variablegiy, . . ., uas

Wz, ox) = ]é 3 jf S(E|2) 0 (|2) ds . . dpuns (5.2)
where an integrating facta¥(ji|2) is a scalar function
M N iy (M N »
o(f)2) = Hsinh(ui — i) H sinh(z, — 2p) ® H H sinh(pg —z.) = | , (5.3)
i<j a<h k=1c=1

and¥(/i|2) is a Bethe vector[(4.2) where the corresponding Bethe emnsatire not imposed.
As a first step in the proof that(z1, . .. zy) given by [5.) is a solution of (§.1) we differen-
tiate the product¥ with respect toz, and obtain

83(1 (¢\II) = aza (¢) \II + ¢aza (\P) . (54)
Using (5.B) the first term on the right hand side can be catedlexplicitly

N M

KOy, ¢ = Z lolpcoth(z, — 2p) — Z locoth(zy — ;) | ¢ = E](\j)qﬁ . (5.5)
b=1 j=1
b#a

Furthermore, taking a residue ¢f (3.3))at= z, we have

e ZO«_/J']')

B () TU | (5.6)

M (
HOY =Yy + Y (-1 &
M ; sinh(zq — ;)
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where

0 — (1 =) .
Ga) — [+ R0 + 1)k+60 € (k)
T ( BY) | +2X ; smh(ujuk)BM2) Q. (5.7)
J
Hence [G.}4) can be written as
o, () = H® (4) 4 63 (1) 6D 4 kea. (U 5.8
K0z, (PV) = (¢ )+¢;(—)m5M(M) + k0, (¥) . (5.8)

Moreover, from [(5)3) we also have

N
KO ¢ = | Y (~la) coth(p —i—Zcoth — ) | = Bar(pj)o (5.9)
a=1
J#k
and from the lemma 3.4 follows
6. ¥ =S (18 o) 5.10
LV =D (10, <m > (5.10)

i=1

Thus, using[(5]9) and (5.110), we can combine the last twogénns.8) into a sum of first oder
derivatives inu;

M
. Hj=Za -~
.. (60) = H@ (60 e, (gl 5.11
B (00) = H (69) + 3 (17, (s ¢ (541
A closed contour integration ap¥ with respect touy, ..., uas Will cancel the contribution

from the terms under the sum ih (5.11) and therefofe,, ... zx) given by (5.p) satisfies the
Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equation.

Conjugated Bethe vecto($3,,£2_)* are entering into the solutioﬁ(zl, ...zn) of the dual
Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equation

D(z1seyon) = Pla,.aw) HO (5.12)

—K
0zq

The scalar produc(@(zl, cey ZN) S (2, . .,zN)> does not depend ofx; }3V and its quasi-
classical limitx — 0 gives the norm of the Bethe vectors due to the fact that thi@sgay points
of the contour integrals fot — 0 are solutions to the Bethe equatiofs| [13]

N

aS
B = ;( lo) coth(p Zcoth (5.13)

J#k

N
S(ilZ) = klng= Zlalb In (sinh(z, — 2p))

a<b
M N M
+ Zln (sinh(p; — ) —ZZ In (sinh(zq — 15)) -
1<J a=1 j=1

(5.14)
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According to the remark in the end of Section 4 analyticapprties of the Bethe vectors of the
trigonometricosp(1|2) Gaudin model coincide with the analytical properties ofttigonometric
sl(2) Gaudin model. Thus, the expression for the norm of the BetistovsV (B.2) obtained as
the first term in the asymptotic expansien— 0 coincides also

028
(U, W) = det <6M 6;%) , (5.15)
s i - Z ’s 1
5#? ot smh2 2q) sinh?(pj — pg) - Opy O sinh®(py — )
(5.16)

forj #£ k.

Finally we notice that the modification of the Gaudin Hamilams we discussed at the end of
the previous Section, can be easily transfered to the gmneing modification of the Knizhnik-
Zamolodchikov equations. The modificatidn (4.16) for #i€2)-invariant Gaudin model was
studied in [2P] as a quantization of the Schlesinger syssaa @lso[[48]). This modification is
related with extra factor in the integrating scalar funct{®.3)

o =ew(2) . i=01, 517)
whereS; = S (6.14) and
M N
=So+9> 1j—9 laza (5.18)
j=1 a=1

correspond to the modificatioh (4}16).

Moreover, following the lines of[29], one can try to extete ttonnection between the KZ
equation and the Guadin model based on the modifiegperator [(4.16) by extending the KZ
system to include an equation of the form

(;-;3 - HRich> v =0. (5.19)
dg

However, such a straightforward generalization has faildtie trigonometric case (see below).
We can comment on the extension in the rational cage [17] ealiag limit of the trigonometric
Gaudin model[(4.31). The equations of original KZ systemdafined by mutually commuting
differential operators (sef (B.4))

» ®
Vamn OG0 O g,y @b (5.20)
Za Za bra Za — b
The operator
v -2 _H. ﬁ__zz — — (ca(gl) — hg(hg — 1)) , (5.21)
9 — ag Rich — a'ta 29 ! )

is commuting pairwise with the operato%g,. Thus in the rational case the KZ system can be
generalized to include the operatay,.
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To prove that the solution to the modified KZ system withgiven by (5.1]7) and[(5.1.8) is
a solution to the generalized KZ system we have to extenditienbmetric KZ equationg (3.1)
with modified Hamiltoniangh, + H® along the lines of[[19, 16]. A difference equation must
be introduced

K(z1,...,2n39) ¥(21,. .. 2N39) = (21, .. 2n5 9 — 2K) (5.22)
instead of [(5.41). The operatéf is defined on the spack

N
K(z1,... 2n59) = exp (—2Zzaha> P(g; hyt, v v3,) - (5.23)
a=1

where the operatoP depends on the global generators of the subalgelyél|2) C £;, and

is constructed form the extremal projeciai, v, v~) by a shift of the Cartan generator (see
Appendix). We introduce only on&" operator since the rank efsp(1|2) Lie superalgebra is
one. In general case, of simple Lie superalgebra of rgnéne has to consider a set &f;,

k=1,...,r (see[1p[6]).

6 Conclusion

By analyzing the model related to the trigonomewip(1|2) classicalr-matrix the algebraic
Bethe Ansatz approach to the Gaudin models is reviewed. dhdts presented in this paper
are is some sense analogous to the ones we obtained fog;ifig2)-invariant model [1J7]. In
particular, a striking similarity between some of the mastdfamental characteristics of this sys-
tem and thesl(2) trigonometric Gaudin model was confirmed. Although expiictonstructed
creation operator8), (B.42) of the Bethe vectors are complicated polynomialseftoperator
entriesv™(\) and X (), the coordinate form of the eigenfunctions differs only igns from
the corresponding states in the casel¢?) trigonometric model, being antisymmetric functions
of the quais-momenta. Moreover, the eigenvalues and thieeBsrjuations coincide, provided
that thesl/(2) Gaudin model with integer spins is considered. Analogously KZ equations
based on both trigonometric models and for the nontriviagmegic fieldg require extension of
the system of equations by the dynamical difference equatio

Let us point out that by the method presented in this papercaneonstruct explicitly cre-
ation operators of the Gaudin models related to trigondmétergin-Korepinr-matrix [3, [30]
corresponding to the twisted affine algebﬁtg). Similarly to the simple Lie algebra case solu-
tions to the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equation were constied from the Bethe vectors using
algebraic properties of the creation operatBrg and the Gaudin realization of the loop superal-
gebral,(osp(1|2)). This interplay between the Gaudin model and the Knizhrakadlodchikov
equation enabled us to determine the norm of eigenfuncbbtiee Gaudin Hamiltonians

0%S
U (g, s {za Y 2:dt< >.

The difficult problem of correlation function calculatioarfgeneral Bethe vectors

K

C({m s {5 ) = <Q—7 By (viy- . vm) Hh()‘k)BM(Mla---,UM)Q—>
k=1

was solved nicely for thal(2)-invariant Gaudin model in]7] using the Gauss factorizatid
the loop algebra group element and the appropriate Rierkidbest problem. Although the
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corresponding factorization is known even for the quantupesalgebra/, (osp(1]2)) [5] the
final expression of the correlation functions is difficultdiotain due to the complicated structure
of the creation operatoB,(u1, . . . uar) = Poly(vt, X ) (B.42). The study of this problem is
in progress and the following expression for the scalar peodf the Bethe states is conjectured

(see [T])

(@, Bir(va, . .van) Bur(pa, - pan)Q2) = > (1P det M7,

o€Sn

where the sum is over symmetric groSp; and M x M matrix M7 is given by

eli Vo (4) M

77 Slnh(,uj - VU(]))(p(luﬂ]) p( (j))) kz;éj

eli—Hk o~ Wa(j) Vo (k)

sinh(p; — pu) SInh(Vy(j) = Vor))

o e:u'j_;u'k e_(VU(j)_VU(k)) f ) k 1.9 M
i = - . ) org,k=1,2,... .
ik sinh(p; — pr) sinh (Vg () = Vi)
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A Appendix: Orthosymplectic Lie superalgebraosp(1|2)

The rank of the orthosymplectic Lie algebssp(1|2) is one and its dimension is fivg [33]. The
three even generators areX ™, X~ and the two odd generators are, v—. The (graded) com-
mutation relations of the generators are

[h, XT]_ =42X*T | [XT X7]_=h,
[h>vi]— = +oF ) [U+>U_]+ =—h,
(XF,0t]_ = oF, [oF,0¥], = 22X | (A1)
[X:tv Ui] =0,
The Casimir element is
o = PP+2(XTX + X XT)+ (viom —vot)
= W —h+4XT X" + 2T (A.2)
It is interesting to point out the existance of a “square’robthis element
L1 9 1
c1=h+2v"v ~ 5 (c1) 202+Z, (A.3)
with a grading propertyc;, X*| = 0, [c1, h] = 0 andc;v™ = —v*e;. The finite dimensional

irreducible representatiori§(") of theosp(1|2) Lie superalgebra are parameterized by an integer
[, so that their dimension®/ + 1 and the values of the Casimir elemept (A)= (I + 1)
coincide with the same characteristics of the integer spieducible representations ef(2).
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The fundamental irreducible representatioft) of osp(1|2) is three dimensional. We choose
a grading of the basis vectors; j = 1,2,3 to be(0,1,0). Explicitly we have

0 0
h = 0o 0 |,
0 —1
0 00
v_ = (vy)t = (1 0 0),
0 10

together withX® = +(v*)2. The matrixv* in the representatiolr ) has2l non-zero elements
on the second upper diagonal only, and these elements are

{(WF)jja1} = (\/Z,\/I,x/l—l,\/i,...,\/i\/i) . j=1,2,....20. (A.4)

S O =

The extermal projectof [#6] fassp(1|2) (on the lowes weight vectors):

plhvv7) = ki;o(—kl!)k <(U+)2k(v_)2k+(U+)2k+1(v_)2k+1h_]1g_1)21hij
1 > u 1
= <1+v U_h—1> (kZO(XJF)k(X)kjl_[lj(hjl))
= ps(h,v™ v )po(h, X, X7) (A5)

herepy(h, X, X ) is the usuakl(2) extermal projector. There is no such factorization prgpert
for the extermal projector of the quantum superalgéby@sp(1/2)) [BI].
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