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1 Introduction

Integrable lattice models such as quantum chain and ladder models have played significant
roles in statistical and condensed matter physics. Many of these models can be exactly
solved in terms of an algebraic or coordinate “Bethe Ansatz method” [, see e.g., [@] for
chain models with periodic boundary conditions and fixed boundary conditions, and [}, f]
for 2-leg ladder models with open boundary conditions. The intrinsic symmetry of these
integrable chain models plays an essential role in finding complete sets of eigenstates of

the systems.

Stochastic models like stochastic reaction-diffusion models describing coagulation-
decoagulation, birth-death processes, pair-creation and pair-annihilation of molecules on
a chain, have attracted considerable interest due to their importance in many physical,
chemical and biological processes [{]. E.g., the simplest models for diffusion-reaction pro-
cesses describe particles stochastically hopping on a lattice [d]. These diffusion-reaction
models have been studied in various ways [[]. In particular, they have been connected to
spin-1/2 Heisenberg quantum spin chains [§], and then further developed and generalized
to SU(2) symmetric spin-s chains [d]. It was shown in [[d] that the U,SU(p/m) invariant
models [[I] also naturally appear as time-evolution operators of chemical systems and
the U,SU(3/0), U,SU(1/2) and U,SU(2/1) symmetric chains were discussed from a sim-

ilar point of view in [[J]. In [[J an exact solution of a reaction-diffusion process with

three-site interactions (with a special next to nearest neighbour interaction) is presented.

The stochastic reaction-diffusion systems are studied in terms of the “master equa-
tion” which describes the time evolution of the probability distribution function [T, [4].
This equation has the form of a heat equation with potential (a Schrédinger equation with
“imaginary time”). For some reaction-diffusion processes the “Hamiltonians” in the “mas-
ter equation” coincide with the generators of the Hecke algebra [[I5]. If an integrable sys-
tem with open boundary condition can be transformed into a stochastic reaction-diffusion
system, e.g., by a unitary transformation between their respective Hamiltonians, looked
upon as self-adjoint operators acting in the respective Hilbert spaces, then the stochastic

model so obtained is exactly solvable with the same energy spectrum as the one of the
integrable system [[[0, [[3, [[q].

We have discussed the integrable chain models in [[7] and ladder models in [§]. In this



paper, we give a systematic description of these models and extend the results to general
square lattice models having a certain Lie algebra or quantum Lie algebra symmetry and
their corresponding stationary discrete-time and continuous-time integrable stochastic

lattice models.

We consider M x L square lattices and give the construction of Lie algebraic (resp.
quantum Lie algebraic) invariant lattice models in section 2 (in section 3). In section 4 we
discuss the A, symmetric integrable chain models and the SU(2) symmetric integrable
ladder models in the fundamental representation. In section 5 we prove that these A,
(resp. SU(2)) symmetric integrable chain (resp. ladder) models can be transformed into
both continuous-time and discrete-time Markov chains. Some conclusions and remarks

are given in section 6.

2 Lattice Systems with Lie-Algebraic Symmetry

Let A be a bi-algebra with linear operators multiplication m and coproduct A such that
m: AA — A, A: A— ARA. Let id denote the identity transformation, id : A — A,
p the transposition operator, p : AR A - A® A, pla®b) = (b®a), Va,b e A
The multiplication m is associative, m(m ® id) = m(id ® m), but not commutative in
general, m o p # m. The coproduct operator A is an algebraic homomorphism, A(ab) =
A(a)A(b), Ya,b e A. A(a) and A(b) belong to A ® A. The multiplication of tensors is
defined by (a1 ® a2)(b; ® bs) = a1by ® ashy, ay, as, by, by € A. The coproduct is associative
(A®id)A = (id ® A)A, but in general not co-commutative po A # A. The operation A
preserves all the algebraic relations of the algebra A. It gives a way to find representations
of the algebra A in the direct product of spaces. If a bi-algebra has in addition unit, counit
and antipode operators, it is called a Hopf algebra. Lie algebras are Hopf algebras with
A co-commutative. Quantum algebras are Hopf algebras that are not co-commutative,

see e.g. [I§] and references therein.

A Lie-algebra A is a bi-algebra. Let e = {e,}, a = 1,2,...,n, be the basis of A,

satisfying the Lie commutation relations
[eas €8] = Cager, (1)
where CJ 4 are the structure constants with respect to the base e.
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Let A (resp. C(e)) be the coproduct operator (resp. Casimir operator) of the algebra
A. We have
[C(e),eqa] =0, a=1,2,..,n. (2)

The coproduct operator action on the Lie algebra elements is given by

Aey, =€, 01+ 1R e,, (3)
1 stands for the identity operator. It is easy to check that

[Aeq, Aeg] = CJpAe,,.
From the properties of the coproduct, AC(e) is a two-fold tensor satisfying

[AC(e),Aey) =0, a=1,2,..,n. (4)

We consider M x L square lattice systems. To each point at the ¢+-th rung, ¢ =1, ..., L,
and 0-th leg, = 1,..., M, of the lattice we associate a (finite dimensional complex) Hilbert
space HY. Let H; = H! ® H? ® ... ® HM. We can then associate to the whole lattice the
tensor product Hy ® Ho ®...® Hy. The generators of the algebra A acting on this Hilbert
space associated with the above lattice are given by E, = AML=le o =1,2, ..., n, where

we have defined

A"=(1®..918A)..1210A)1®A)A, YmeN. (5)

m times

E, also generates the Lie algebra A: [Ey, Es] = CjsE,.

Let A™ be an m-fold tensor operator with operator A on the n-th, 1 < n < m,
tensor space and identity on the rest. For instance, Al = A] A2 = A®1, A2=1 A,
Al=AR11L, AJ=10A®1, A} =111 A. Set

h:

M=

2 1
Z Z ailizmiMA%...AiA}lC(e), (6)
1 do=lii=1

im
where a;,4,.;,, € C such that h is hermitian. Let [F' denote a real entire function defined
on the M L-fold tensor space A ® A ® ... ® A of the algebra A. We call

L-1

H - Z F(h)iﬂq_l (7)

i=1



the (quantum mechanics) Hamiltonian associated with the lattice. Here IF'(h); ;41 means
that the 2M-fold tensor element IF'(h) is associated with the i and i+ 1-th rungs (columns)
of the lattice and acts on the space H; ® H; 1, i.e.,

Fh)iim=1®.0110Fh)®1l,®..01, (8)

where 1, = 1! @ ... ® 1M is the identity operator acting on the i-th rungs of the lattice.

[Theorem 1]. The Hamiltonian H is a self-adjoint operator acting in H1 @ Hy®...® H,

and is invariant under the algebra A.

[Proof]. That H is self-adjoint is immediate from the definition. To prove the invari-

ance of H it suffices to prove [H,E,| =0,a=1,2,...,n

From the formula for the coproduct we have

- z<> (9)

where (ey); = 11 ® ... @ 1,1 @ AM2e, @ 1,4, ® ... ® 11, AM=2 as defined in (f). For
M =1, A~! is understood as identity operator.

From () it is direct to prove that [h, A?"~2¢,] = 0. Obviously [[F(h); 11, (€a);] = 0,
Vj # 4,1+ 1. Therefore we have, for all « = 1,2,....,n

- i—1 L-1
[H, Ea] = Z F zz—l—la Z ea i + Z 6a kTt (ea)z + (6a>i+1
; 7j=1 k=i+2
(10)
L-1 L-1
= Z 22+17 ) ea 2+1 Z [ zz—l—la A2M_ ea)i,i—l—l} = 0.
i=1 i=1

3 Lattice Models with Quantum Lie Algebraic Sym-
metry

Let e = {eq, fa, ha}, @ = 1,2,...,n, be the Chevalley basis of a Lie algebra A with rank
n. Let ¢ = {el, fl,h.}, o = 1,2,...,n, be the corresponding elements of the quantum

(g-deformed) Lie algebra A,. We denote by r, the simple roots of the Lie algebra A. The



quantum algebra generated by {e,, f., hl,} is defined by the following relations [[§]:

[h;nhlﬁ] = 0, [h;>6/ﬁ]:aaﬁe/ﬁ>

D 11
B = —awafhe  lehsfi) = bun g "
arJB — afBJ B o Jpl — Ya,B8 qda_q—da

together with the quantum Serre relations

1-0ap (1 —ays |
ST T () T =0, i #
=0 R P
(12)
1-dap [1—a 8 1 1
@ / / INl—a,5— . .
> (=1 (fa) f5(fa) "7 =0, i#j,
v=0 L Y 1 gda
where for m > n € IN,
m [m]q! | " —q"
= = —1],...[2]4[1 =—
| = Pl e Pl = T
(aqp) is the Cartan matrix,
= o rs), o= 3(ra7a)
aaﬁ_dara rs), a_2ra Ta),
q is a complex quantum parameter such that g% # +1,0.
The coproduct operator A’ of the quantum algebra A, is given by
AR, = h,®1+1®h, (13)
Ney = €@q %"+ ¢ g, (14)
ANfy = fLoq ™+ gtgf. (15)

It is straightforward to check that A’ preserves all the algebraic relations in ([[T]) and ([J).

Let C,(€’) be the Casimir operator of Ay, i.e., [Cy(€),a]l =0, Ya € A,. For any entire

function IF' of C,(e), we have
[F(Cy(€)),a] =0, Va € A, (16)

and
[A'IF(Cy ('), A'a) =0, Va € A,. (17)



Especially, by formula ([[3) one gets
A/qzl:da q:l:da o ® qzl:dah’a. (18)
Hence

[A'TF(Cy(€), Ag*iee] = [AIF(Cy(e), ¢* " @ g*I"e] = 0. (19)

[Theorem 2]. The lattice model defined by the following Hamiltonian acting in H; ®
Hy ® ...® Hj is invariant under the quantum algebra A,:

H Z F 2 J+1 (20)

where

M 2 1
= Z Z Z aili%ZMA;i‘f Ale/IC( )

iv=1  dp=1i;=1

with a;,4,..i,, € € such that h, is hermitian.

[Proof]. The generators of A, on the lattice are given by

L1
H!, = A'ML=2p — Z 1L®.01L_ A M2h) 101, ..015,
i=1
L1 , / / /
B =Y ol @ L @ lahh @ (APM2 ), @ gl @ L g dahl, (21)
i—1
L1 , / , ,
F, = > ¢ @ .. @ gt @ (APMTE L) @ ¢ e @ L@ gt
i—1

From (7) and ([§) we have [h,, A"?M 721 | = [h,, A?M 2] = [h,, A’?M72f1] = 0

07

Therefore

[Hoy, E]

Z I (hg)iis1, <Z+ Z ) (¢ @ .. @ (A2 @ .. @ g )

= Jj=i+2

Flehe @ @ (AM2 ), .. ® q—dah&}

_ Z_[ A/2M 2(6 )LH_I_O

[H,, F!] = 0 is obtained similarly. [H,, H]] = 0 can be proved like ([]). Hence H,

commutes with the generators of A,. [ |

The Hamiltonian system (P0) is expressed by the quantum algebraic generators e/ =

(hl,,el, fr). Assume now that e — €'(e) is an algebraic map from A to A, (we remark that
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for algebras with three generators like Ay, both classical and quantum algebraic maps can
be discussed in terms of the two dimensional manifolds related to the algebras, see [19]).

We then have L
Hy =Y F(hy(€'(€))iis1- (22)
i=1

In this way we obtain lattice models having quantum algebraic symmetry but expressed

in terms of the usual Lie algebraic generators {e,} with manifest physical meanings.

4 Integrable Lattice Models with Lie algebraic Sym-
metry

4.1 Quantum Yang-Baxter Equation

The quantum Yang-Baxter equation (QYBE) [B]] is the “master equation” for integrable
models in statistical mechanics. It plays an important role in a variety of problems in
theoretical physics such as the study of exactly solvable models like the six and eight
vertex models in statistical mechanics [P])], of integrable model field theories [P3], of exact
S-matrix theoretical models 23], as well as in the investigation of two dimensional field
theories involving fields with intermediate statistics [24], in conformal field theory and
in the study of quantum groups [[§]. In the following we investigate the integrability of
lattice models having a Lie algebraic symmetry constructed in section 2. We also present

a series of solutions of the QYBE from the construction of integrable models.

Let V be a complex vector space and R the solution of QYBE without spectral pa-
rameters, see e.g. [I§. Then R takes values in Endg(V ® V). The QYBE is

R12R13R23 = R23R13R12- (23)

Here R;; denotes the matrix on the complex vector space V ® V ® V, acting as R on the

i-th and the j-th components and as the identity on the other components.

Let R = Rp (p is the transposition operator). Then the QYBE (23) becomes
Ri2RasRiz = RysRizRos, (24)

where R = R® 1y, Re3 =1y ® R and 1y is the identity operator on V.



In the following we say that a lattice model with nearest neighbours interactions having

a (quantum mechanical) Hamiltonian of the form
-1
H=3 (H)iin (25)

i=1

is integrable in the sense that the operator H satisfies the QYBE relation (£4), i.e.,

(H)12(H)23(H)12 = (H)23(H)12(H )23, (26)

where (H)12 = H ® 1y and (H)23 = 1y ® H. Here H is a solution of the Yang-Baxter
equation without spectral parameters. After “baxterization” the Hamiltonian system
(R9) satisfying relation (B@)) can in principle be exactly solved in terms of algebraic Bethe
Ansatz method, see e.g. []. Here the vector space V is taken to be the Hilbert spaces

associated with one rung of the lattice.

4.2 Integrable A, Symmetric Chain Models

The integrability of the models having a Lie algebraic symmetry presented in section 2
depends on the detailed representation of the corresponding symmetry algebra. In this
section we investigate the integrability of chain models with nearest neighbours interac-

tions and Lie algebraic symmetry A,,.

Let (aqp) be the Cartan matrix of the A, algebra. In the Chevalley basis the algebra
A, is spanned by the generators {hy, €q, fo}, @ = 1,2, ...,n, with the following algebraic

relations:

[hashg] =0, [ha, e5] = aases, [ha, f5] = —aapfs, [eas f5] = dapha, (27)

together with the generators with respect to non simple roots,
604___57 = [ea, ceny [65, 67]...], fa...ﬁ'y = [fa, ceny [fg, f»y]] (28)

Let E,p be an (n+ 1) x (n + 1) matrix such that (Eug),s = day0ps, i-€., the only non

zero element of the matrix E,p is 1 at row o and column 3. Hence

EopgEys = 0y Fas,  [Eap, Bys] = 0y Fas — 050l (29)



For the fundamental representation we take the basis of the algebra A,, as
ho = Eoa — Eat1a41, a=1,2,...n

e ={Eas}

f={Esa}

Both {e,} and {f,} have a total of n(n 4+ 1)/2 generators.

} (30)
B>a=1,2,...n

With respect to the basis (B0), the Casimir operator of the algebra A, is given by

n(n+1)/2 n
Ca, = (n+1) DY (eafat fata)+ Z (n+1—a)h?
o o=t (31)

+ zn: nz_nya(n%— 1 —a—B)hohars —a
a=1 =1
where a is an arbitrary real constant.
The coproduct operator A is given by
A1)=1®1, A(hy)=he®1+1®h,, a=12,..,n
Aleg) =eg®@1+1®ep } (32)
g=1,2,...,n(n+1)/2,
A(fs) = fs@1+16 fs
where the identity operator 1 is the (n + 1) X (n + 1) identity matrix.
By (B1) and (BY) we have

ACy, = (4, 014100y, —al®1

n(n+1)/2 n
+(n+1) Y (ea® fat+ fa®ea)+ Z (n+1—a)he ® ha (33)
a=1 a=1

n—«x

+> > an+1—a—pF)(ha®hars + hatps @ ha).
a=1 =1

It is easy to check that under the representation (B) Ca, is equal to n(n + 2)1.
Therefore the sum of the first two terms on the right hand side of (B3) is 2n(n+2)1 x 1.
In the following we take a in (BJ) to be 2n(n + 2) so that the terms that are proportional
to the (n + 1) x (n + 1)? identity matrix will disappear in (B3).
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From (B0) and (B3) we have
n+1
ACy,, = (n + 1) Z Eup @ Egg
a#p=1

n +1—-« (E - Ea+1,a+1) ® (Eaa - Ea+1,a+1)

Z an+1—a-— 5)[(Eaa - Ea+1,a+1) ® (Ea+ﬁ,a+ﬁ - Ea+ﬁ+1,a+ﬁ+1)

/t-ij\ ||M: ||M:

sot8 — Patpitatsrl) ® (Baa — Eatl.a+1)]-

(34)
ACy, in (B4) is an (n + 1)? X (n + 1)? matrix. Its matrix representation is
(AC4,)ap = dapl(n + 1)0aimst)+irr — 1]
(1 4 D)0 jnt2)+5+208,G41) (42 Hhnt1) (35)

+08,j(n+2)++200,(+1) (n+2)+k(n+1) |5
where a, 8 = 1,2,...,(n+1)% 1 =0,1,...,n, j = 0,1,...n—1, k= 0,1,....n — j — 1,
Oajn+2)+k+2 = 0 if o # j(n + 2) + k + 2 for all possible values of j and k. For example,

1 0 0 0
AC 0 -1 2 0 (36)
e 2 10
0 0 0 1
[Lemma 1]. AC}, satisfies the following relation
(AC ) +2AC,, —n(n+2)1®1=0. (37)

[Proof]. From (BJ) we have

(n+1)?

(ACA)lay = D (ACa,)ap(AC4,)s,
A=1
= Jay[(n 4 1)*0aitnr1) 4141030 (n 1)+ +1]

—(n 4+ 1)(bainr1)+ir1 + Oy pmenysr+1) + 1]

—2(n 4 1) [0, j(n+2)+k+205,(j+1) (n4+2)+k(n+1) T Onyj(nt2)+k+200,(j+1)(n+2)+k(n+1))]

(1 4+ 1)*[0a j(n+2)+h+205 j(nt2) k42 F Oa (1) (n42) +h(n41) Oy, (4 1) (04 2) +h(nt 1))

= —2(A04,)ay + (1 + 1)*00y [0aj(ns2)+h+2 T Oa,(i+1)(n+2) +k(nt1)]
_I'(n + 1)25a75a,l(n+1)+l+1 - 5017
= —2(AC4,)ay +n(n +2)00,
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where the identity

Oai(nt1)+i+1 T Oajnt2)+k+2 + Oa,(j4+1)(n+2)+k(n+1) = 1, (38)
[=0,1,...n,j=0,1,...n—1,k=0,1,...,n — 5 — 1, has been used. |

[Lemma 2]. The coproduct of the A, Casimir operator AC}y, has the following prop-

erties:
(AC4, ® 1)(1® AC,)(AC,s, @1)
—n[(1® ACy, ) (AC,, @ 1)+ (ACs, ®1)(1 @ AC4,,)] (39)
+(n? —1)(AC, ®1) +n*(1 Q@ AC4,) +n(1 — 1?1211 =0

and

(1® AC, ) (AC4, @ 1)(1® AC4,,)
—n[(1® AC4, ) (AC,, @ 1)+ (AC4, ®1)(1 @ AC4,,)] (40)
+(n?2 =110 AC,,) +n*(ACH, ®1)+n(1—n*)1 @121 =0.
[Proof]. By using the representation of ACy,, in (Bj) we have
(AC4, ®1)ap = (ACA,)(a—)/(nt1)+1,(8—7)/(n+1)+1
= Japl(n + 1)0a—i(n+1)(nt+2) — 1] (41)
(12 + 100, (n41) (G (n+2)+5+1)) 08—, (n+1) ( (n4+2)+ (k+1) (n+1))
08—, (n+1) (i (n-+2) +k+1) O, (n+1) (i (n+2) + (b4 1) (n-+1))
and
A@ACL)ap = (ACAa(nr172(7-1),8-(n 172 -1)
= dapl(n + 1)0a—(nt1)2(v—1)0(ns1)11+1) — 1]
(14 D) [0a— (4120 -1),5(n42)1542)) 05— (n1)2 (77 -1), G4 1) (n+2)+h(n+1)

F08—(n41)2(v/—1),j (n+2)+k+20, —(n+1)2(«/-1),(]‘+1)(n+2)+k(n+1)]7
(42)

where o, 3 =1,....(n+1)31=0,1,..,n,7=0,1,...,n—1land k =0,1,....,n—j— 1 as
in formula (BY), v = 1,...,n+ 1 such that (¢ —v)/(n+1) and (8 —~)/(n+1) in ([]]) are
integers and 7' = 1,...,n+ 1 in (f2).

Using the formulae (fI]) and () one can get (B9) and ({Q) from straightforward

calculations. [}

From Theorem 1 we know that the following Hamiltonian is invariant under A,

L-1

H= Z ]F(ACAn)M-I—l- (43)

i=1
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For the given representation (B0) of A, the integrability of (BY) depends on the form of
the entire function IF. Due to the relation (B7) in Lemma 1, (ACy,)!, I > 2, can be
expressed as cACYy, + 1 ® 1 for some real constants ¢ and . Therefore IF(ACY,) is a

polynomial in ACY,, up to powers of order one.

[Theorem 3]. The following A,, invariant Hamiltonian is integrable

L1 L1
Hy, = (H)iie1 = Y _(ACa, + 1)iin
=1 =1
L—1 n(n+1)/2 n
= (n+1) > ((ea)i(fa)ir1 + (fa)i(ea)iv1) + Y a(n+1 — a)(ha)i(ha)is1
=1 a=1 a=1
+> > an+1—a=PB)((ha)ilhats)isr + (hats)i(ha)isr) | + L — 1,

(44)
where H = AC}y, + 1 and the number 1 should be understood as the identity operator,
1 ® 1, on the tensor space H; ® ... ® Hy,.

[Proof]. What we have to prove is that H satisfies the QYBE (B), i.e., (H)12(H)a3(H)12 =
(H)a3(H)12(H)a3, where (H)12 = (AC4, + 1) ® 1 and (H)e3 = 1 @ (ACH, + 1). We have

(H)12(H)23(H)12 = (1R ACH,)(AC,, ®1)+ (ACy, @ 1)(AC,, ®1)
+(AC,, ®1)(1® ACH, ) (AC, @1) + (AC,, ®1)(1® ACy,,)
+2A04, ®1+1QAC,, +101®1
and
(H)os(H)12(H)2s = (1RACH,)ARAC,) + (1R AC,,)(AC,, ®1)
+(1®ACY ) (ACY, @1) (1R AC,) + (AC,, ®1)(1® ACy,)

+2(1 ® AC4,) + (AC,, ®1) +1®1® 1.
Hence
(H)12(H)az(H)12 — (H)as(H)12(H)as = T+ 1T + 11, (45)
where
I = (ACy, ®1)(AC,, ®1) — (10 AC,,)(1 ® AC4,),
IT = (AC,, ®1) (1R ACH,)(AC,, ®1) — (1@ ACA,)(AC,, ®1)(1® AC4,),
III = ACA, ®1—10AC,,.
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Using (B7) we have
I = (ACAn)z ®R1-1® (ACAn)2
= —(2AC4, —n(n+2)1®1)®1+1® (2AC,, —n(n+2)1®1)
= —Q(ACAn ®R1-1® ACAn)
Hence
]+[I[:1®AOAn—ACAn®1. (46)
By Lemma 2 we get
IT=AC,, ®1 —-1® ACy,,,.

Therefore
(H)12(H)23(H)12 — (H)oz(H)12(H)os =T+ 11 + 111 = 0.

|
Related to the integrable chain model (i4]), there is a Temperley-Lieb (TL) algebraic
structure in the sense that the model gives a representation of the TL algebra. An

(L — 1)-state TL algebra is described by the elements e;, i = 1,2, ..., L — 1, satisfying the
TL algebraic relations 3],

eiixiei =€,  eej=eje;, if [i—jl>2, (47)
and
622 = Bei ) (48)
where [ is a complex constant and ¢ =1,2,--- L — 1.

We suppose that the representation of an (L — 1)-state TL algebra on an L chain is

of the following form,
6i:11®12®"'®1i_1®E®1i+2®"'®1L7 (49)

where 1 is the (n+1) x (n+1) identity matrix as in section 3.2 and F is a (n+1)%x (n+1)?
matrix. According to formulae (f§) and (f7) E should satisfy
E* = BE. (50)
(E®1)(1®E)(E®1)=FE®1,

(1®E)E®1)(1QFE)=1®E. (51)
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From the representations of the TL algebra one can construct integrable chain models
(for the construction of the TL algebraic representations associated with the quantum
Ay, B, C, and D, algebras, see [RG]). It is straightforward to check that for a given
representation of the TL algebra of the form (f9) with E satisfying (b0) and (E1)),

§ —B4++/BZT—1
R=FE+ 5i25 41®1

is a solution of the QYBE (B4). However in general for a given solution R of the QYBE
(B4), there does not necessarily exist a TL algebraic representation of the form (f9) with
E = aR + b satisfying (50) and () for any constants a and b. Nevertheless the solutions
H of the QYBE in our A, symmetric integrable model (fi4) do give rise to TL algebraic

representations in the following sense:

[Theorem 4]. The following (n + 1)? X (n + 1)? matrix

E=-—

1®1 52
n—l—ljL ®© (52)

gives the (L — 1)-state TL algebraic representation ([[9) with § = 2.

[Proof]. What we should check is that £ in (p2) satisfies equations (p{) and (FI]). By

Lemma 1 we have

2 _ (AC, )? —2nAC,, +1°1® 1

B =(- (n+1)?

— BE = 2F,

101
n+1jL @1)

ie., g =2.
From Lemma 1 and (BY) in Lemma 2 we get

(E®1)(1®E)(EF®1)

_ ﬁ[@cﬁxn ©1)(1®ACs ) (ACA @ 1)

—n((ACy, @ 1)(1 R AC4,) + (1 @ ACy, )(AC,, ® 1))

+2n(n+ 1)AC4, @1 +n*1 Q@ AC,, —2(n*+n*)1®1® 1]

-1
- (n+1>3[(n+1)2ACAn®1—7’L(7’L—|—1)21®1®1] —E®1.
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By using Lemma 1 and formula (AJ) in Lemma 2 we conclude that

1I®E)(E®1)(1®E)

_ ﬁ[(myn ©1)(1® ACx, )(ACs, ®1)

—n((ACy, ® 1)(1 R AC4,) + (1 @ ACy, )(AC,, ® 1))

+2n(n+ 1)1 ® AC4, +n?ACH, @1 —2(n* +1n?)1®1®1]

= (n__|_1)3[(n+1)21®ACAn —n(n—|—1)21®1®1] =1 F.

From (F7) we see that the Hamiltonian of the A, symmetric integrable chain model

() can be expressed by the TL algebraic elements

L-1 L-1

Hy, = 3 (M) = 3 (n 4+ e+ (n+ 1)(L 1), (53)

i=1 i=1
with e; as in (9) and E as in (p3). Hence instead of the algebraic Bethe Ansatz method,
the energy spectrum of H4, can also be studied by using the properties of the TL algebra

[B7] (for the case of Heisenberg spin chain model, n = 1, see [Bg]).

4.3 Integrable SU(2)-Symmetric Ladder Models

We consider ladder models (M = 2) with SU(2) symmetry. Let S;, i = 1,2,3, and
C' be the generators of the algebra SU(2) and the Casimir operator respectively. The
coproduct of the algebra is given by AS; =1® S5; +5; ® 1, ¢ = 1,2,3. Accounting to
that AJIF(e) = IF(Ale), i = 1,2,3, j = 1,2, Ve € SU(2), the generic h is of the form
IF(Cy,Cy, Cs), where

3
Cr=Y(Si®1e1eS+10801e8+121®S;®5),

1=1
3

Co=) (Si®1®1®5+5050191+5,0115,81),

1=1
3

Cs=> (5210105 +1050105+5012521+1858 5 ®1).

i=1

In the spin-1 representation of the algebra SU(2), the solutions of the QYBE (PG) are
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16 x 16 matrices. For instance, it is direct to check that

_ 108d—55f 4 =72d+104f —486d+211f —756d+370f
Ho = 108 Cin 288 Chz + 270 Cus + 216 Cla1
— 2L gy + LIBU Oy + 2L 0y + UL 05 (54)

—108d+43f —216d+80f 216d—119f
+—n Ciss + 864 Ca +108021+ 108 Co1s

satisfies (B@) for all d, f € IR, where Cyj, = C; - C; - C, i, j, k = 1,2,3.

The corresponding solution related to the SU(2)-symmetric integrable ladder model

in [B] can also be expressed in the form IF'(Cy, Cy, C3), i.e
H = —2Ci1 — 5012 — 5:C1n3 — 15(Crar — Chaz) + %Chas (55)

—1%0131 - %0132 + %0133 + %0211 - 30212 + %0213-

Through baxterization, H(x) = (z — 1)H + 16 L6416 satisfies the QYBE with spectral
parameters: Hiz(x)Has(xy)Hi2(y) = Hos(y)Hiz(xy)Hos(x), where Hia(+) = H(:) @ Iyxa,
Hoz(+) = Iyss @ H(+), Luxn denotes the n x n identity matrix. The model can be exactly
solved using algebraic Bethe Ansatz method. It describes a periodic spin ladder system

with both isotropic exchange interactions and biquadratic interactions:

1 L= 1 1421 1
H = 3 . Z + 25y, - Slz+1)(2 + 2S5, - Soiv1) — 3 2(2 +2S1;- Sy z+1)(§ +2S9,-S1.i41)
i=1 =1

5 1
6 Z +2S4; - i 8271)(5 + 2Sl,i+1 : S2,i+1)7

where Sy; = (05,,09,,04,)/2, 0%, 0%,0% are Pauli matrices. S;; (resp. Sy;) is the spin
operator on the first (resp. second) leg of the i-th rung of the ladder.
It is also easy to see that for a more general form of (53),

/. —45+423a—4b—28c¢ —99—3a—3b—c —1098—91a—118b—16c
H = 432 Cin + 288 Chz + 540 Cus

—369—97 a—70b+50 ¢ 396+4 a+31b+25¢ 189429 a+20b—4 ¢
+ 432 Cia1 + 432 Claz + 144 Chas

(56)

3 —306-2a—29b—14 155771 a+172 b4+124
+5Ch31 + 576 <Clsz + %—{60 224013

495—a+53b+47 ¢ —720—22a—49b—43 ¢ 1179491 a+118b+16 ¢
+ 864 Conn + 432 Corz + 432 Ca1s

with a,b,c € IR, the corresponding ladder model H’ Z ’Hl i1 can also be exactly

solved by the coordinate Bethe ansatz [J].
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5 Integrable Models and Stationary Markov Chains

5.1 Stationary Markov Chains

Let us first briefly recall some concepts of the theory of Markov chains (for a detailed
mathematical description of Markov chains, we refer to 29]). Let © denote the sample
space (the set of all possible outcomes of an experiment), which we assume to be finite or
countably infinite. Let P be a probability measure defined on the o-algebra of all subsets

of Q. Thus any subset A of 2 is an event with probability P(A).

Any function X = X(w), w € Q, that maps the sample space into the real numbers
is then a random variable. A stochastic process is a family (X;);es, I a certain index set,
of random variables defined on some sample space 2. If I is countable, i.e., I € IN, the
process is denoted by X7, X, ... and called a discrete-time process. If I = IR, then the

process is denoted by {X;}+>0 and called a continuous-time process.

The range of X (a subset of real numbers) is called the state space. In what follows
we consider the case where the state space S is countable or finite. In this case the related

stochastic process is called a (stochastic or random) chain.

Let E, F be two subsets of Q2. We denote by P(E|F) the (conditional) probability of
E given that F' has occurred. A discrete-time stochastic process {X;}, i = 1,2, ... with
state space S = IN is said to satisfy the Markov property if for every [ and all states

i1, 19, ..., 47 1t is (a.8.) true that

PIX; =0l Xio1 = i—1, Xi—g = G1—9, ..., Xa = ia] = P[X; = | Xj—1 = i14],
i.e., the values of X; o, ..., X7 in no way affect the value of X;, given the value of X;_;.
Such a discrete-time process is called a Markov chain. It is said to be stationary if the

probability of going from one state to another is independent of the time at which the

transition is being made. That is, for all states 7 and j,
PXy = jl X = 1] = P[Xip = j| Xipp—1 = 1

for k=—-(—-1),—(—2),...,—1,0,1,2,.... In this case we set p;; = P[X; = j|X;_1 = i

and call p;; the transition probability for going from state ¢ to j.

For a discrete time stationary Markov chain {X;}, i« € IV, with a finite state space

S ={1,2,3,...,m}, there are m? transition probabilities {p;;}, 7,7 = 1,2, ....,m. P = (p;;)
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is called the transition matrix corresponding to the discrete-time stationary Markov chain

{X;}. The transition matrix P has the following properties:
pi; =0, >opy=1, i,j=12_..m (57)
i=1

Any square matrix that satisfies condition (p7) is called a stochastic matrix.

A continuous-time stochastic process, {X;}icr, is said to satisfy the Markov property

if for all times ty < t; < ... < t; < t and for all [ it is true that
P[Xt :j|Xt0 == ’io,th == 7;1, ...,th == Zl] == P[Xt == j|th == Zl]

Such a process is called a continuous-time Markov chain. It is said to be stationary if for
every ¢ and j the transition function, P[X;,, = j|X; = i], is independent of ¢. In this
case P(t) = P(X,—;|Xo = i) is a semigroup (e.g. on [*(S)), called transition semigroup
associated with the Markov chain. Its generator ) = (¢;;) has the properties:

a; >0, £, @w=-Y ¢, j=12,..,m (58)

i#]

and is called an intensity matrix. Vice versa, any @ (satisfying (B§) and properly defined
as a closed operator when S is infinite) gives rise to a unique continuous-time transition
semigroup, P(t) = €@, t > 0, which can be interpreted as transition semigroup associated

to a certain Markov chain (with state space S) 9.

The properties of Markov chains are determined by the transition matrix P resp.
intensity matrix @). If the eigenvalues and eigenstates of P resp. () are known, then
exact results related to the stochastic processes, such as time-dependent averages and

correlations, can be obtained.

Now we consider a square lattice (in the algebraic sense of sections 2-4) with M L sites.

To every site at the i-th rung and #-th leg of the lattice we associate N states described
by the variable 7; ¢ taking IV integer values,

Tio = (10 =07} = 1,72, =2,.... 7, = N). (59)

We associate to any lattice site a Hilbert space of dimension N (dim HY = N). The state

space of the algebraic lattice is then finite and has a total of (N)ML states.

For a given integrable lattice model with Hamiltonian H, the model remains integrable

if one adds to H a constant term ¢ and multiplies H by a constant factor ¢/. Moreover
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the eigenvalues of H will not be changed if one changes the local basis, i.e., the following
Hamiltonian, defined by
BHB™', (60)

where B = @MEB;, B, = B and B is an N x N non singular matrix, has the same
eigenvalues as H. Therefore if an integrable lattice model with Hamiltonian H can be
transformed by B (modulo constants ¢, ¢ in ') into a matrix M = P resp. @, in the
sense that

M = B(cH + cl1)B™", (61)

where 1 is the NML x (N)ML identity matrix, B as in (f(), and P resp. Q as in (F7) resp.
(FY) (with m = (N)ML), then P resp. @ defines a discrete-time resp. continuous-time
Markov chain and the related stochastic process can be studied by using the properties

of the corresponding integrable model with Hamiltonian H.

In the following we discuss the question of whether the integrable lattice models ob-
tained in the way presented in this paper can be transformed into some stationary Markov
chains through transformations of the forms (F1l). We remark that in general P and Q
have different spectra, hence it is necessary to discuss the cases M = P and M = @

separately.

5.2 Discrete-time Markov Chains Related to A, Symmetric
Integrable Models

We first note that for an integrable chain model with Hamiltonian H = ZiL:_ll hi 41 and
(n + 1) states at every site i, i = 1,2, ..., L, if the sum of the elements in any row of the
(n+1)% x (n+1)? matrix h is 1/(L — 1), then the sum of the elements in any row of the

matrix H is 1. Hence if under the following transformation h — h’ given by
W =BoB)(dh+cl®1)(B'eB™?, (62)

the sum of the elements in any row of A" is 1/(L — 1) and (h')a5 >0, o, 8 =1,2, ..., (n+
1)?, for some real constants ¢, ¢ and a non singular (n+ 1) X (n + 1) matrix B, then P =
S et iir1 defines a stationary discrete-time Markov chain. P has the same eigenvalue
spectrum (shifted by a constant) as the spectrum of the integrable model with Hamiltonian

H. If P is invariant under a certain algebra A, we call the Markov chain A-symmetric.
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[Theorem 5]. The following matrix

1 L1
Py, = (L—l)(n+1)HA":(L n+1 ; ACH, +1®1);,41
1 L-1 n(n+1)/2
- (L-1)(n+1) ; (n+1) C; ((ea)i(fa)i1r + (fa)i(€a)it1)

+ an+1—a)(ha)i(ha)in
a=1
L 1
Z Z a(n+1—a—=PB)((ha)i(hatp)it1 + (hatp)i(ha)i+1) | + m+1)
(63)
defines a stationary discrete-time A, symmetric Markov chain.
[Proof]. I. Set A’ = W(ACA +1®1). Then
Z hz ,i41 (64)
From formula (B) we have
1
N)ag = ACy, +1®1
( )5 (L—l)(n—l—l)( An )
1
= Oa 1)dai(n -1
(L _ 1)(71 + 1)[ 5[(” + ) A(n+1)+1+1 ]
(1 + 1)0aj(n+2)+k+208,(+1) (n+2) +k(n+1) (65)
+08 j(n+2) +k+200,(j+1) (n+2) +h(n+1)] T Oags]
1
= m[5aﬁ5a,l(n+1)+l+1 + O, j(nt2) +k+208,(j+1) (n+2) +k(n+1)

+08,j(n+2)+k+200,(j+1)(n+2)+h(n+1)] > 0.
Therefore (P4, )ap >0, o, 3=1,2,...,(n+ 1)%
II. By using the identity (Bg), we get
(n+1)? 1 (n+1)?

62:1 (h/)aﬁ = (L— 1)(n_'_1) 62:1 [(n+1)5a65a,l(n+1)+l+1

+(n + 1)[0a,j(nt2)+k+208,(j+1) (n+2) +k(n+1)

+08,5(n+2)+k+20a,(j+1) (n+2)+k(n+1) ]

1 1
S oot T IO
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L
Hence the sum of the elements of any row of the matrix Py, is one, i.e., 2(5":11) (Pa,)ap =
(n+1)F  ~L-1 _
Zﬁnzl (Zi:1 h;,m—l)aﬁ =1

III. As H,, is invariant under A,,, Ps, = Hay

= TOeD is obviously invariant under A,

and has the same spectrum as Hy,,.

By the definition (F7) Pa, is the transition matrix of a stationary discrete-time A,

symmetric Markov chain. |

The state space of this stationary discrete-time A,, symmetric Markov chain associated
with the stochastic matrix P4, is S = (1,2, ..., (n + 1)¥), which corresponds to (n + 1)*
states,

(To®T ® ... ® Tp), (66)

7; = 71 as in (B9) with 6 = 1, of the algebraic chain with L lattice sites. This stationary
discrete-time A,, symmetric Markov chain model describes a chain with L sites and n + 1
possible states, say, 7}, ..., 7", at site 4, i = 1,..., L. By calculation the allowed dynamics
for any nearest neighbour pair is the interchange of their states: (7%, 75,) — (17, 7%,),
a,f € {1,...,n+ 1}. For n = 1, there are two possible states at every site: empty or
occupied by one particle. The A; Markov chain describes then stochastic hopping of
particle into left and right vacancies, which is the well known SU(2) random chain. For
n = 2, i.e. the SU(3) case, there are three possible states at every site, say, empty, one
spin up and one spin down particle states. This model describes stochastic hopping of

spin up and down particles into left and right vacancies, interchanging of one spin up and

one spin down particle at the nearest neighbours.

The properties of a Markov chain are determined by the transition matrix P = (p;;).
A subset C' of the state space S is called closed if p;; = 0 for alli € C'and j ¢ C. If a
closed set consists of a single state, then that state is called an absorbing state. A Markov
chain is called irreducible if there exists no nonempty closed set other than S itself. A

non irreducible Markov chain is said to be reducible.
From formula () we have

(W)aa = (W) s, m12 = 125, (W)ag = (M)pa =0, B #a,

e (67)
a=Iln+1)+Il+1, [=0,1,...n
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Let

Sy = <a\a _ ) ) ) 4, 1) C1=01,..n, (68)

n

be a subset of the state space S. From formula (§4), with
(h)ii1=1101L® .01, 1M ®1;19® ... ® 1141,

we get

(PAn)aa = 1, (PAn)Ba = (PAn)aﬁ = 0, ﬁ 75 o, Ooc S(]. (69)

Therefore the n + 1 states in Sy are absorbing states of the Markov chain P4, . This
chain is by definition reducible. For a reducible Markov chain the “long time” probability
distribution, if it exists, may depend on the initial conditions, i.e., liml_,oo(PAn)fyﬁ may
depend on 7. From the properties (£9) of Py,, we see that if the Markov chain Py,
is initially in one of the states a € S, it will remain in that state « forever. These
n + 1 absorbing states correspond to the states of the algebraic chain through (B). For
instance, the states 1 and (n + 1)* in S correspond to the states (0,0, ...,0) (all the sites
of the algebraic chain are at state 0) and (n,n,...,n) (all the sites of the algebraic chain

are at state n).

5.3 Continuous-time Markov Chains Related to A, Symmetric
Integrable Models

For an integrable chain model with Hamiltonian H = >%7' h; ;. and with (n + 1) states
at every site of the chain, if the sum of the elements in any column of the matrix h is
0, the sum of the elements in any column of the matrix H is also 0. Hence if under the

following transformation A — h” with:
R =(BoB)(ch+cl®1)(Bte B, (70)

the sum of the elements in any column of A” is 0 and (1), > 0, a # =1,2, ..., (n+1)?
for some real constants ¢, ¢ and a non singular (n + 1) x (n + 1) matrix B, then Q) =
St hi;.q is the intensity matrix for some stationary continuous-time Markov chain.
() has the same eigenvalue spectrum (shifted by a constant) as the spectrum of the
Hamiltonian H. We call the Markov chain A symmetric if () is invariant under the

algebra A.
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[Theorem 6]. The following matrix () is the intensity matrix of a stationary continuous-

time Markov chain:

L-1
QAn = HAn — (TL + 1)(L — 1) = Z(ACAn —nl ® 1)i,i+1

i=1

~
|

1 n

n+1)
(n + 1) Z fa i+1 + (fa % ea 2+1 Z n+1l—a«a (h )z(ha)i-i-l

a=1

I
]

=1

||M3

2 a(n+1—a—B)((ha)illhars)iss + (hass)i(ha)irs)| —n(L - 1).

(71)
[Proof]. Set b = (AC4, —nl®1). Then
L-1
QAn = Z h';/,i—i—l’ (72)
i=1
From (B5)) we observe that, for o # g,
azs = (04 1)[0ajnt2)+r4+208,G41) (42 +h(n+1)

+08,j(n+2)+k+20a,(j+1) (n4+2)+k(n+1)] = 0.

Therefore (Qa,)azs > 0, a,8=1,2,...,(n+ 1)~

Again by (BY) the sum of the elements in any given column [ of the matrix h” is

(n+1)2 (n+1)2
Z h Z (n + 1)[5a5(5a,l(n+1)+l+1 - 1)
a=1

+(n 4+ 1)[0a,jn+2)+k+208,(+1) (n+2)+k(n+1) F 08, j(n+2)+k+200,(j+1) (n+2)+k(n+1)]

(n+1)°

= Z (n 4 1)[das + Oor,j(n+2)+k+208,(j+1) (n+2)+k(n+1)
a#l(n+1)+1+1

+06,j(n+2)+k+20a, (j+1) (n+2) +k(n+1) ]
= (n+ 1)(=1 4 0p,G+1)m+2)+6n+1) la=jn+2)+k+2 + 08 j(nt+2) +h+2la=(+1)(n+2) +k(n+1))
= 0’
i.e., the sum of the elements in any given column 3, 8 = 1,2, ..., (n+1)?, of the matrix h”
is zero. Therefore the sum of the elements in any given column 3, 8 = 1,2, ..., (n + 1)%,
of the matrix @4, is also zero, ngll)L(QAn)ag =0. At last Qa, = Ha, — (n+1)(L—1)

is obviously A,, symmetric with the same spectrum (shifted by a constant) as Hy,. B

The long run distribution of the Markov chain described in Theorem 6 is given by the

vector m = (7, T, ...), where ; represents the “long time” probability of the state i € S,
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satisfying

(”+1)L (n—l—l)L
Z (QAn>aﬁ7Ta = 07 VB S Su Z o = L. (73)
a=1 a=1

However as this Markov chain is reducible, the solution of the equation ([3J) is not unique

but depends on the initial conditions. From (BJ) we see that
(B )ag = (W")ga =0, VB, a=Iln+1)+Ii+1, [=01,...n
Hence from ([[3) we get

(QAn)aB = (QAn)Ba = 07 S SO> \V/ﬂ,

with Sy as in (Bg). Therefore if this Markov chain is initially in a given state a € Sp, it

will remain in that state.

The states § ¢ Sp form a closed subset of S. From (B3) and ([Z) one also learns
that the absolute value of all the nonzero elements of any column of the intensity matrix
Qa, are equal. Let S’ be a closed subset of S with [ elements. If the Markov chain is
initially in the closed set S’, then it will remain in S’ and the long run distribution is

T = (71, Ta, oo, Mpy1)L+1), Where m; = 1/l for i € S and m; = 0if i & 5.

5.4 Discrete and Continuous-time Markov Chains Related to
SU(2) Symmetric Integrable Ladder Models

To every site on the i-th rung and 6-th leg, 8 = 1,2, of the ladder we associate states
described by the variable 7,5 taking values 0 and 1. The state space of this algebraic

ladder is then finite and has a total of m = 22F states.
[Theorem 7]. The following matrix
1 L—1
o " 74
SUC T QL —1)(18 + da + 4b + ¢) ; i, (74)
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Therefore the Hamiltonian systems H' and H” = Y Hj,,, satisfy the relation (B{) with
i=1

B;=B,i=1,2,...,L. Hence H" is also SU(2)-symmetric and integrable with the same

spectrum as H'.

For a + 2b > 0, as the entries of H" are positive, Hjj3 > 0, o, 8 = 1,2,...,2°F. From
([H) we also have Y00 H ; = 4(18 +4a+4b+c), V5 = 1,2,...,16. By the definition (57)

Psy(2) is the transition matrix of a stationary discrete-time SU(2)-symmetric integrable

Markov processes. |

The state space of this Markov processes associated with the stochastic matrix Py (2
is S = (1,2,...,22F). Generally there is no closed subset C of the state space S such
that (Psy(2))i; = 0 for all i € C and j ¢ C. However in certain parameter regions for
a,b,c, from ([[3) one can see that there can exist such closed subsets C' of S (the Markov
processes are by definition reducible in these cases). From ([/]) it can also be seen that

there exists no absorbing state for this Markov process.

By using the results used in the proof of theorem 7, we have also the following inte-

grable stationary continuous-time Markov process:

[Theorem 8]. The matrix

L-1
Qsve =H"—4L—-1)(184+4a+4b+c)=> (H' —4(18 +4a+4b+¢)); 11 (76)

i=1

is the intensity matrix of a stationary continuous-time Markov process.

6 Conclusion and Remark

Using the Casimir operators and coproduct operations of algebras, we have given a gen-
eral way to construct square lattice models with a certain Lie or quantum Lie algebraic
symmetry. As applications we discussed integrable A,, symmetric chain models and SU(2)
invariant ladder models. We have shown that the stochastic processes correspond to both
A, symmetric integrable chain models and SU(2) invariant ladder models are exactly
solvable stationary discrete-time (resp. continuous-time) Markov chains with the transi-
tion matrices (resp. intensity matrices) which coincide with those of the corresponding
integrable models. Other symmetric integrable lattice models ( e.g. with B,, C,, D,

symmetry) and integrable Markov models can be investigated in a similar way.
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