arXiv:cond-mat/0311122v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 6 Nov 2003

YITPSB-03-59

Functional Equations and Fusion Matrices for the Eight Vertex
Model

Klaus Fabricius *
Physics Department, University of Wuppertal, 42097 Wuppertal, Germany

Barry M. McCoy T
Institute for Theoretical Physics, State University of New York, Stony Brook, NY 11794-3840
(October 30, 2018)

Abstract

We derive sets of functional equations for the eight vertex model by ex-
ploiting an analogy with the functional equations of the chiral Potts model.
From these equations we show that the fusion matrices have special reduc-
tions at certain roots of unity. We explicitly exhibit these reductions for the
3,4 and 5 order fusion matrices and compare our formulation with the algebra
of Sklyanin.

Typeset using REVTEX

*e-mail Fabricius@theorie.physik.uni-wuppertal.de

fe-mail mccoy@insti.physics.sunysb.edu


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0311122v1

I. INTRODUCTION

The solution of the 8 vertex model by Baxter' has many inventive steps. First of all
the eigenvalues of the transfer matrix 7" are studied without having any information on the
eigenvectors. Secondly these eigenvalues are computed by inventing a new auxiliary matrix
(called @) which commutes with 7" and which satisfies a functional equation with 7". This
functional equation has the further property that it can be used to find all eigenvalues of T
The determination of these eigenvalues is often what is called “solving the 8 vertex model”

Many years after the eigenvalues of the 8 vertex model transfer matrix were computed
a more elaborate model called the chiral Potts model was discovered to be integrable?. For
this model there is also an auxiliary matrix @ which satisfies a functional equation® with
the transfer matrix but unlike the 8 vertex model this functional equation is not sufficient to
compute the eigenvalues of the transfer matrix. However, further functional equations were
first conjectured®,® and then proven true® from which the desired eigenvalues are computed.

There are in fact many matrices () which satisfy the T'Q equations first discovered! in
1972 for the special “root of unity” case

mi K
= 1.1
L (1.1)

where the parameter n of the 8 vertex model is a rational multiple of K the real period of
the elliptic functions. In 1973 Baxter’-? found a second matrix () which satisfies the T'Q
equations in the root of unity case and also for the case of generic n. We will here concentrate
on the @ matrix of the 1972 paper! which we denote by Q.

Recently we have discovered'? that in the root of unity case (1.1) the functional equations
discovered by Baxter! do not in fact exhaust the totality of functional equations of the 8
vertex model and we conjectured a functional equation'® obeyed by (7 alone which allows
the computation of the eigenvalues of Q7o without reference to 7. When (1.1) holds many
of the eigenvalues of T" are degenerate and Baxter’s T'Q) functional equation is not sufficient
to compute the degeneracy of the eigenvalues. However the auxiliary matrix ()75 is non
degenerate and the new functional equation of ref.!® allows the complete determination of
the spectrum of T" including the degeneracies.

In the course of searching for a proof of the conjectured functional equation of ref.!? it
has become clear that the 8 vertex model has several more functional equations than were
originally found in ref.! and in fact there is a complete analogy between the 8 vertex model
and all the functional equations found in ref.® for the chiral Potts model. The purpose of
this paper is to present this analogy.

The concept of the fusion hierarchy will play an important role in the analogy and
will allow us to find a new functional equation for the 8 vertex transfer matrix which has
not yet appeared in the literature. Curiously enough, for the chiral Potts model the fusion
matrices have been explicitly computed in ref.® for all levels of fusion while for the 8 vertex

model we are at present only able to compute explicit formulas for the fusion levels 3,4 and
5.
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In sec. 2 we review the derivation of the T'Q) functional equation of Baxter. In sec. 3 we
present the analogy with the chiral Potts model in detail and derive functional equations for
the 8 vertex model. In sec. 4 we explicitly compute the fusion matrices for levels 3,4 and



5. In sec. 5 we introduce a similarity transformation which makes explicit the degeneration
which takes place in T**V(v) when 7 satisfies the root of unity condition (1.1). In sec. 6
we compare our results with the algebra of Sklyanin'®,'*. We close in sec. 7 with a proof of

the functional equation of ref.!? for the case of L = 2.

II. BAXTER’S TQ) EQUATION

We begin our considerations by reviewing Baxter’s derivation of the T'Q) functional equa-
tion of ref.!. The transfer matrix for the eight vertex model with N columns and periodic

boundary conditions is

Ts(w)| = TrWs(pr, v1)Ws(po, v2) - - - Ws(pin, vn)

where in the conventions of (6.2) of ref.!

L)y = Ws(=1,-1)|- 1_1—@(277)@(0—77)H(v+77)— (v)
L =1y = Ws(1,1)[-1,-1 = O(2n)H(v —1n)O(v + 1) = b(v)
L )] = Ws(1, -1)[- 11—H(277)@( —n)0(v +n) = c(v)

(2n) d

(
(=
(=
(1, =Dl = Ws(=1,1)[ 10 = H2n)H (v —n)H(v + 1) = d(v)

5555

The definition and useful properties of H(v) and ©(v) are recalled in the appendix.

In ref.! the matrix Qp(v) is defined as

[QR(U)]a\B = TrSg(ay, B1)Sr(az, B2) - - - Sr(an, Bn)

where o; and 3; = +£1 and S(«, ) is an L x L matrix given as

20 2—1 0 0 . 0
21 0 Z_9 0 . 0
0 2o 0 2_ . 0
SR(O[, ﬁ) = . .2 . . ’ . .
0O 0 O 0 =z
0 0 0 Z[—1 RIL
where
Zm = Q(aa ﬁ> m|v)
with

q(+,8,mlv) = H(v + K + 2mn) 75 m,
(=, B, mlv) = ©(v + K + 2mn) 75 m

(2.1)

(2.2)

(2.3)

(2.4)

(2.5)

(2.6)

and the integer L is defined by (1.1) The 73, are generically arbitrary but we note that if

they are all set equal to unity then Qg(v) is so singular that its rank becomes 1.
Furthermore ref.! also defines the companion matrix Qr(v)



[QL(U)]a\B = TTSL(Oéh 51)5L(042, 52) e 'SL(O‘Na 5]\/)

where o; and 3; = £1 and Sp(«, 8) is an L x L matrix given as

22, 0 0 - 0
27 0 2, 0 - 0
! / .
Sapy=| 0 2 00
o 0 o0 - 0 =z,
0O 0 0 - 2, 2
with
2, = ¢ (@, B,m|v)
and

q(o, +,mlv) = 7, H(v — K — 2mn),

a,m
/

q(a,—,mlv) =1, ,0(v— K — 2mn)
In ref." it is shown that
T(v)Qr(v) = b (v —M)Qr(v + 21) + A (v + 7)Qr(v — 21)
and
Qr(v)T(v) = h" (v = n)Qr(v + 2n) + A (v + 1) QL (v — 2n)

where

and it is further shown that
Qr(v)Qr(V) = QL(V)Qr(v).
Thus it follows that if we define
Qn(v) = Qr(v)QR (vo) = Q1" (10)QL(v)
then
T(v)Qna(v) = h™ (v = 10)Qr2(v + 21) + A (v + 1) Qr2(v — 21)
with
[T'(v), T(v)] = [T(v), Qr2(v')] = [Q72(v), Qr2(v")] = 0

We note the periodicity relations

(2.8)

(2.10)

(2.11)

(2.12)

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)

(2.16)

(2.17)



T(v+2K) = (-1)"T(v) (2.18)

QRJ,(U + 2K) = SQR,L(U) = QR,L('U)S (219)
h(v+ 2K) = —h(v) (2.20)

where
S = ﬂ o (2.21)

which are consistent with (2.11) and (2.12) and we also note the commutation relation

Qr(v1)Qx' (12)Qr(vs) = Qr(vs)QR' (v2)Qr(v1) (2.22)

III. FUSION RELATIONS AND THE CONJECTURED FUNCTIONAL
EQUATION FOR Q

The functional equation (2.16) is derived for the matrices T'(v) and Q72(v) but it follows
from the commutation relations (2.17) that the four matrices T'(v), Q7(v), Q7e(v £ 27)
may be simultaneously diagonalised and thus (2.16) may be regarded as an equation for the
eigenvalues. The matrix Q2(v) is found (empirically, we know of no mathematical proof in
the literature) to be nondegenerate and thus if 7'(v) were also nondegenerate there would
be a 1 — 1 map between eigenvalues of T'(v) and Qr2(v). However, in ref.! the condition
(1.1) holds and in this case, when the number of sites in the lattice N is sufficiently large,
the matrix 7T'(v) always has degenerate eigenvalues. There is thus a many to one map of
eigenvalues of Q72(v) to eigenvalues of T'(v) and this leads to the fact that the functional
equation is not sufficient to determine all the eigenvalues of (QQ72(v) which correspond to a
degenerate eigenvalue of T'(v).

In order to resolve this problem of degeneracy and multiplicity of the eigenvalue of T'(v)
we recently conjectured!® the following functional equation for Q7o

CONJECTURE
For N even and either L even or L and m; odd

e—N7riv/2KQ72(U . ZK/)

ER=R Qo)
=AW= R )m K ) R  D Gl 20 - kD) Y

where A is a normalizing constant matrix independent of v that commutes with Q7 (v).
What this matrix is depends on the normalization value of vy in the definition (2.15) of

Q72(U)-

We prove this conjecture for L = 2 in sec. 7 and have numerically verified it for L = 3
for various values of N.

The matrix Q72(v) as defined by (2.15) is not in the form of Qr(v) and Q1 (v) of being
the trace of a product of matrices and thus it is natural to rewrite the conjecture (3.1) in
terms of Q1 (v) and Qg(v) as



e-N7riv/2KQL(,U _ ’LK/) = QL(’U0>AQR(UO)

X Lf WY (0 — (20 + V)i K/ D)Q7 (v — 2imi K/L)Qr(v)Q7 (v — 21+ V)my K/L)  (3.2)

=0

The form (3.2) of the conjecture is strikingly similar in form to the functional equation 4.40
in ref.% of the chiral Potts model if we make the identification of Qy(v) with T, and Qg(v)
with T,, where the subscript cp indicates the quantities in ref.%. Tt is therefore natural to
search for a proof of (3.1) by following the methods of ref.°.

We begin by writing (2.11) in the form

T(v) = h"(v = n)Qr(v + 2nQE' (v) + 1™ (v + n)Qr(v — 20)QF' (v) (3-3)

which is analogous to (4.20) of ref.5 if we identify T'(v) with 72
To continue we need to define quantities analogous to TC(IZ) which obey functional equations

analogous to (4.27a) of ref.5. The appropriate objects are the “fusion matrices” T)(v) which
may be defined recursively, for any 7 not just (1.1), by

T® () = T(v) .
T® (v — 277)T(2) (v—4n) =h (v — 317)T(3)(v —4m) + AN (v — )Y (v — 5n) (3.5)

and for j > 3
T (0 = 20)TV (v = 2jn) = K (v = 3TV (0 = 2jn) + A (v = )TV~ (0 = 24n).  (3.6)

From these defining equations we show that 7U) may be written in terms of Q(v) as

j—1
TO(w—2(j — )miK/L) =3 WV (v — (2l + 1)m, K /L)
1=0
xQr(v)QR (v — 2lm K/L)Qr(v — 2im1 K/L)Qx (v — 2(1 + 1)m; K/ L)
(3.7)
by directly substituting (3.7) into (3.5) and (3.6), using the commutation relation (2.22) and
noting that (3.7) reduces to (3.3) if we set j = 2 and send v — v + 2n. Equation (3.7) is the

analogue of 4.34 of ref.’
Now define

M = QL(U(])AQR<U0) (38)
and multiply (3.2) on the left by Qr(v)M~! we obtain
e N PEQR)M T Qp(v — iK')

L-1

= > 0N (v~ 2+ )m K/L)Qr(v)QR' (v — 2lmi K/L)Qr(v)QR (v — 2(1+ 1)n)  (3.9)
=0

If we now use the periodicity property (2.19) in the right hand side of (3.7) with j = L and
compare with the right hand side of the conjectured functional equation (3.9) we conclude
that the conjectured functional equation will hold if we can prove that
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TO(w —2(L — 1)mK/L) = e N™2KQp(v)M*Qp(v — iK')S™. (3.10)

which is the analogue of 4.44 of ref.

We conclude this section by noting that in the chiral Potts model there is a functional
equation (4.27¢c) of ref.% which relates 7(/+1) to 7=1). To obtain the analogous equation in
the eight vertex model we specialize j = L + 1 in (3.7) and use (2.19) to get

L
TED (v —2miK) = > AN (v — (21 + 1)m K /L)
1=0

Qr(v)Qx' (v —2m K/L)Qgr(v — 2m; K/L)S™ Qx' (v — 2(1 + 1)m K/ L)

(3.11)
We now write the terms [ = 0, L separately and use (2.20) to find
TEY (y — 2my K)
=1+ (—D)"AY (v — m K/L)S™ + Lz_l hN (v — (20 +1)my K/ L)
< Qr(0)QR (0 — 2y K/ L)Qn(o — 2mu K/ L)S™ Qi (0 — 201+ Dimi /L)
(3.12)

In the sum we use the commutation relation (2.22), set [ = k + 1 and use (2.19) to write
S™Qr(v) = Qr(v —2m1 K) = Qr(v —2my K /L — 2(L — 1)my K/L) and thus we find

T (0 — 2my K)
=[1+ (=)NA (v — m K/L)S™ + LZ_Q AN (v — 2my K /L — (2k + 1)m, K /L)
xQr(v —2miK/L)Qx' (v — 2m K/ L _ 2kmi K/L)Qr(v —2myK/L —2(L — 1)m1 K/L)
XxQr (v —2m K /L — 2(k + 1)m,K/L).
(3.13)

The sum on the right hand side is seen to be 7"~V (v — 2m, K/L — 2(L — 2)m, K /L) by use
of (3.7) and thus

TED (y —2myK) = [1 4 (=D)MAN (v — my K/L)S™ + TE Y (v + 2m K /L — 2my K)
(3.14)
and finally by use of (2.18) we obtain the desired result
TED () = [1 4+ (=D)VRN (v = m K/L)S™ + TE Y (v 4+ 2m K/ L) (3.15)

In the six vertex limit this functional equation was first exhibited by Nepomechie as (1.3)
of ref.!® where it is proven for L = 2,3, 4 and used to study various open six vertex chains
at roots of unity in'®-?°. For the eight vertex model this result seems to have been first
obtained by Baxter?!.



IV. EXPLICIT FUSION MATRICES FOR J =3,4,5

We introduced the matrices 7 (v) by the recursion relations (3.4)-(3.6) and called them
“fusion matrices”. However in ref.® the analogous matrices 7) are not defined by the
analogue of (3.4)-(3.6) but rather they are defined as the trace of products of explicitly
given j x j matrices and (3.4)-(3.6) follows as a theorem. The explicit form of 7() is used
in the proof of the analogue of (3.10).

The existence of matrices TU)(v) written in the form

TO )] = TeRY (1, 1) (0) -+ RO (v, ) (v) 1)

with RY)(u.v) being j x j matrices which generalizes (2.1) and has the global property
that [TVU)(v), TV (v')] = 0 by virtue of RY)(y,v)(v) and RY(u,v)(v) satisfying a local
Yang-Baxter equation using

R (p,v)(v) = Ws(p,v) (4.2)

as the elements of the 2 x 2 intertwining matrix has been extensively studied!*-! for both
the 8 and the 6 vertex model. The final result of these studies for the 8 vertex model is
given by lemma 2.3.1 of ref.!” which says that 7U)(v) as defined by (4.1) is given in terms
of a matrix RY(u,v)(v) which is constructed from R® (u,v)(v) by

R(j)( V)(U) = lell,"'l/j72 R®) (:uv Vl)(U)R(Q)(Vlv V2)(U + 277) o 'R(z)(Vj—Qv :u)(v + 2(j B 2)”)
a [ o+ (20 + 1)

(4.3)

where P is the projection from the internal space of dimension 2/~! to the space of dimension
7 of completely symmetric tensors. This construction is known as “fusion”. The matrix
RU)(v) has no poles and 7Y (v) satisfies (3.4)-(3.6).

Unfortunately the result (4.3) is not as explicit as the expression for 7U) in the chiral
Potts model® or the corresponding expression for the fusion weights in the RSOS model'”.
However, it would appear that such an explicit form would be of help in proving the conjec-
ture (3.10) for the 8 vertex model. Therefore in order to gain insight into the fusion matrices
we have constructed the matrices TU)(v) directly from (4.3) for j = 3,4,5. The computa-
tion is straightforward and makes extensive use of properties of theta functions (presented
in detail for example in ref.??). In particular we use the two addition formulas for theta
functions (15.4.25) and (15.4.26) of ref.?

O(u)O(v)B(a —u)B(a—v) — H(u)H (v)H(a — u)H (a — v)
=0(0)0(a)0(u—v)O(a —u—v) (4.4)

and

H(w)H(a—v)0(u)O(a —u) — O(v)O(a —v)H(u)H(a — u)
=0(0)0(a)H(v —u)H(a — u — v) (4.5)

and the fact that in the set of functions given for a fixed and j an integer
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O(v +jn)H (v + (a —j)n) (4.6)
only two are linearly independent. Similarly of the functions for fixed a
O(v +jn)O(v + (a—j)n), H(v+jn)H(v+ (a—j)n) (4.7)

only two are linearly independent. There are accordingly many equivalent ways to write the
theta functions in R (y, v)(v).

We note that the matrix R (—, —)(v) is obtained from RY)(+,+)(v) and the matrix
RU)(—, 4)(v) is obtained from RU)(+, —)(v) by the interchange ©(v 4 2kn) <> H (v + 2kn).
Furthermore the matrix elements have the symmetry property

R (11,)(0)mn <+ B (11, 0)(0) 51 -mj-1-n
by the substitution ©(v + 2an) < H(v + 2an) (4.8)

With these provisos we have the following results:

A. The matrices R®) (y,v)(v)
The matrix R®) (4, +)(v) is

R¥(+,+4)(v) =

O &y — ) H (v + 3) 0 B89 H (v — n)O(v + 3n)
0 O (4n) H (v +m)O(v + 1) 0 (4.9)
O — ) H v+ 3) 0 S (0= m)O+3n)

and the matrix R® (4, —)(v) is

0 H(4n)H?*(v +n) 0
76(2?9){;)(2”) O(v —n)O(v + 3n) 0 %H(U —n)H(v+3n) . (4.10)
0 H(4n)©2(v +n) 0

B. The matrices R™® (1, v)(v)

The matrix R® (4, +)(v) is
Ry 0 RS 0
4 4
0 RY 0 RY
RG 0 RY 0
1 1
0 Ry 0 Ry

RW (4, +)(v) = (4.11)

where the 4 independent elements of R® (++) are



Ron (+,+) = <25, O = WH (v +5)

1)) = LEIEE o — o+ 51)

RO (+,+) = @(4;[’257 ()4”>H(v )8 +3n) - (?;2((25;) H(v— )0 + 51)
R (+,4) = ZZ(S?))@(U +n)H (v + 3n) — }12(2)2—>((§>(2U)H(v —7)O(v + 5n)

and the remaining 4 elements are obtained by the symmetry (4.8).
The matrix R® (4, —)(v) is

0o R{Y o0 RY
RY o RY o
0o RY o RY
RY o RY o

RO (4, -)(0) =

where the 4 independent elements are

1Y+, -) = 2o, oo+ 5y
R+ -) = T80 — o+ 50
By = B 1y sy s 30) + A 60, 1 oo +31)
- Bt 01—+ + S
RY(+,—) = @2%’2)(%(27’)}[@ —n)H(v+5n) + ;((247:;))}[(0 +n)H (v + 3)
@fé ;g(’g (0~ Ol +51) + (‘)(;5(2(7)7))5((6?;;)}1@ ) H(v+ 5n)

and the four other elements obtained by the symmetry (4.8)

C. The matrices R®) (p.v)(v)
The matrix R®(+,+)(v) is
Ry 0 Ry 0 Ry
0 RY 0 RY o0
RO(+,+)w)=| Ry 0 RY 0 RY
o RY o RY o
RY 0 RY 0 RY
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(4.12)
(4.13)
(4.14)

(4.15)

(4.16)

(4.17)
(4.18)

(4.19)

H(v—mn)H(v+5n) (4.20)

(4.21)

(4.22)



where the 6 independent non symmetric elements are

©*(2n)

Ry (+,+) = F) O WHE+ ) (4.23)
R (+,4) = %(@Oj(%@(v —n)H (v + 7n) (4.24)
R (+,4) = %43((207;) O(v — n)H (v + ) (4.25)
R (+,+) = —@2(2(;7282(4") Ov+ ) H(v+5n) — 2 2(2(;725 )2 W) o+ )@ +5n) (4.26)
RS (++) = —@2(2(;’25(4”) O + n)H (v + 5y) — 22N ) 2(2(;’38;“7’)}1(@ +m)O(v+5n)  (4.27)
RG (+,+) =

Hz(?”))flji )) (( ;’>H(v +30)0(v +3n) + %H(v +1)0(v + 5n), (4.28)

the companion non symmetric elements are obtained by the symmetry (4.8) and the one
symmetric element is

R (+,+) = ©73(0) (6*(2n)0(6n) — H*(2n)H (61)) H(v +3m)O(v+37)  (4.29)
The matrix R® (4, —)(v) is
0 Ry 0 RY 0
Ry 0 R 0 R
RO+, )w)=| o RY 0o RY o (4.30)
R 0 Ry 0 R
0 RY 0 RY 0

where the six independent elements are

RO (+,—) = %%3’)(27’)@(@ —7)O(v+Tn) (4.31)
RO (+,—) = %ﬁ;m@@ )6+ ) (4.32)
R, ) = [ An)O(0 — 1)(o + To) + O @) (S H(w-+ ) (o +51)] (43)
R, =) = OO0 + Ol +51) — HAC) (o +H+ 5] (130
R =) = s iy A8 = (o + ) + H 0 H(S)O(0 +1)6(o +51)] (435)
RO (+,—) = %H(v ) H (v +5n) + %(22(7(])))(2;(842:))(5(55;;) H2(v + 3n) (4.36)

and the other six elements are obtained by the symmetry (4.8).
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V. A SIMILARITY TRANSFORMATION

The fusion matrices derived in the preceding section by direct application of the fusion
construction do not have a particularly revealing form. Furthermore they do not directly
reveal the reduction (3.15) of TE+Y(v) at the root of unity point (1.1). However, because
the form (4.1) for T (v) is the trace of a product of matrices any similarity transformation

of the RY)(p, v)(v)

RV (p,v)(v) = My()RY (1, v)(v) M; " (n) (5.1)

with M;(n) independent of v is just as good for our purposes as the original RV (y,v)(v).

The form of the functional equation (3.15) will follow if we can determine a similarity
transformation matrix A;(n) such that when the root of unity condition (1.1) holds the
matrix elements of R(“HD(y, v) have the property that

REY (1, 0)o ) = R (p,v) 1 =0 for 1 <k < L—2 (5.2)

The matrix R® (u,v) already has this property but the matrices R® (i1, ) and R® (u,v)
do not. However, because the functional equation (3.15) has been proven true in sec. 3 by
an independent method it must be possible to find a similarity transformation which does in
fact put R (u,v) and R®)(p,v) into the required form. It is straightforward to determine
these matrices. In fact these matrices are not unique and have several arbitrary parameters
we can freely chose. We have determined the families of these similarity transformations for
L = 3 and 4. These similarity transformations may then be extended from the root of unity
case to the case of arbitrary 7 essentially by replacing m; K /L everywhere by n. When this
is done we find the following similarity transformations which are easily verified.

A. Transformation of R (u,v)

The transformation matrix is

10 —f0
=0 5 14 (53)
0—f 0 1
and
10 f0
M=o 010 (5.4)
0f01
with
f = H(20)/€%(2n) (5.5)

Thus using the notation
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we have

(5.8)
where
0(0)0(4n)
0(4) _ 0(4) _ 5.9
00 33 @(27]) ( )
©%(4n)
oW _ oW _ 5.10
22 11 @(2/)7) ( )
H?(2n)O(2
Cf) =) = —(@?(0)( ) (5.11)
©%(0)H (2n)H (61)
4) _ ~(@) _ 12
031 002 @3(277) (5 )
and
0 cWHH, 0 0

- cVo_,e 0 CYHH 0
RW(+, =) = My(n)RW (+, = )M (n) = 10 9197 12 11413
(+, =) = My (m) R (+, =) M; () T

0 0 C?(,g)(al@s 0
(5.13)
with
@ @ ©°(2n)H(2n)
ClO _023 - @2(0) (514)
H (41)©(4n)
W _ oW _ 5.15
21 12 @(217) ( )
@ _ ~@ _ ©°(0)H(6n)

B. Transformation of R®)(u,v)

The transformation matrix is

13



10f00
010g0
00hOO
00f01
where
;e _ H?(4n)
©2(4n)
_ H*(2n)
g ©2(2n)
b ©2(0)H (2n)
H(41)©(4n)©(2n)
and
10a00
0b0cO
_ 00d00
Mg (n) = 0c0bo0
00a 01
with
G f _H(4n)6(2n)
h @(4?7)@2(0)H (2n)
b 1 oY
1—g¢% ( )©(4n)
e 9 H?(2n)©%(2n)
l—g ©3(0)0(4n)
gL ( 17)O(41)0(2n)
h H(217)©%(0)
Thus we find
cWe_1H;, 0
) 0 c®e,H;,
RO+, +) = Ms(n) RO (++)Ms(n)™" | CO_H; 0
0 c\Ye,H;
cWe_1H;, 0
where

14

C& O3H;
0

O3y O3 Hy
0

Ci3 031y

0
cBeo,H,
0
cYosH,
0

(5.17)

(5.18)
(5.19)

(5.20)

(5.21)

(5.22)
(5.23)
(5.24)

(5.25)

ce.H_,
0

C5Y0:H_,
0

CiYe:H_,

(5.26)



(5) _ ~)_ ©°(2n)O(6m)
(65) _ ) H(21)O(2n)
Cy' =Coy = 6(0)0(4n) H (47) (5.28)
H3(2n)H (67)
(5) _ ~5) _ 1) H (61
H (8n)H (61)0(6n)02(2
O _ o _ (8n) (@?(4;)@ (2n) (5.30)
0(2n)0(6
o =cf)) = % (5.31)
H(2n)H (6
o = o = (g)(())( ) (5.32)
(5) _ 1 2 2 2 2
O’ = Grreran) (O (20O (6n) + H(2n) H*(6n)) (5.33)
and
0 cOmH, 0 0 0
) c¥o0;, 0 CYH: 0 0
RO(+, =) = Ms(n) RO (+=) M5 (n) " = 0 e, 0 CHHmH, 0
0 0 iy ez o CWH_H,
0 0 0 C9e,0; 0
(5.34)
where
H(21)0(4
c® =cf) = % (5.35)
H(2n)0(2
o) =Cf) = (Q(o)( ) (5.36)
H (6n)H (4n)©(6n)
6) _ ~ _ H(6n)H(4n
G = = e (537
H(87)02(2
O =Cf) = (@772)( 477; ) (5.38)
(5.39)

C. The matrix R®) (u,v)

For comparison we write R® (u,v) in the notation used above as

S ©0H, 0 Cy 02 Hy
R®(v)(+,+) = o cPeH 0 , (5.40)
OS5 00 H, 0 33 0 Hy

15



where

C&) =5 = e%(2n)/6(0) (5.41)
O = 5y = H?(21)/6(0) (5.42)
Cf} = 6(4n) (5.43)

ROW)(+,—)=| cPoyo, 0 CPHH, |, (5.44)

where

D. Comments

In the matrix R® (i, v) of (5.44), the coefficients C’éi’) = ¥ vanish for n = K/2; in
the matrix R® (1, v) of (5.8),(5.13), the coefficients Cég‘) = C'?Elll) and C(SA{) = Cég‘) vanish for
n = mK/3; and in the matrix R® (u,v) of (5.26),(5.34), the coefficients C(g?) = C'g) and
C’ég) = C'g) vanish for n = my K /4. Therefore the decomposition property (5.2) holds and it
is now a simple matter to see that the functional equation (3.15) holds. This, of course, was
the criteria used to obtain the similarity transformation matrices in the first place.

What is not automatically guaranteed by our construction is that the transformed matri-
ces RV (1, v) have matrix elements which depend only on one of the two linearly independent
products of theta functions and that with the exception of Cé‘;)) all C’ﬂ) are factored products
of the theta functions H (a7) and ©(an). These two properties make R (y, v) much simpler
for j = 4,5 than the original matrices RY)(u,v). It is our belief that these R (s, v) are the
“simplest possible” similarity transformations of RY)(u, ) and that this is the form which
should be generalized to arbitrary j.

VI. COMPARISON WITH SKLYANIN
An alternative approach to the fusion matrices has been given by Sklyanin'® '* who,

instead of RY)(yu,v) considers the four matrices independent of the spectral variable v S,gj )
with 0 < k < 3 which are defined by

(a(v + (j — 2)m)) + bv + (j — 2))SE"= R (+, +)(v) + R (=, —=)(v) (6.1)
(a(v+ (j — 2)m) = b(v+ (j — 2)n))S¥= RO (+,+)(v) — RV (=, —)(v) (6.2)
(c(v+ (j —2)n) +d(v+ (j — 2)n)) Y= RO (+, =) (v) + RV (=, +)(v) (6.3)
(c(v+ (G —2)m) — d(v+ (j — 2)0)S5"= RO (+, =) (v) — RD(—, +)(v) (6.4)



where a(v), b(v), ¢(v) and d(v) are defined by (2.2).
Sklyanin shows that in order for RY)(yu, v)(v) to satisfy the Yang Baxter equation that
the S,g] ) must be a representation of the algebra

SuSo — SoSa= J5(555, + S,55)
SuS5 — S5Sa= (SoS, + S,S0) (6.5)

where a, 3,7 are any cyclic permutation of 1,2, 3 and the structure constants J, s satisfy
Ji2 + Joz + J31 + Ji2JazJ31 = 0 (6.6)

and are explicitly computed in terms of theta functions. Sklyanin demonstrated that the
finite dimensional representations of this algebra may be constructed from the space of theta
functions with zero characteristics of order j as defined in*.

We have verified that the matrices S ,(f ) constructed from our matrices B9 (y, v)(v) do in
fact satisfy Sklyanin’s algebra although we are not aware of any direct proof that the fusion
construction and the algebra (6.5) are equivalent. The relation of the functional equation
(3.15) to Sklyanin’s algebra also remains to be studied.

VII. THE FUNCTIONAL EQUATION FOR Q AT L =2

We conclude by proving relation (3.10) for L=2.
T (v — K) = e N™R2EQ ()M ™1Qp(v — iK')S. (7.1)

We proceed in two steps by first explicitly computing the matrix M and then proving that
(7.1) holds.

A. Computation of M

The conjecture for the functional equation for @) in (3.1) is not complete because we have
not given an explicit form for the normalizing matrix A. Therefore because M is computed
from A by (3.8) our first task is to find a form for M which is consistent with the conjecture.
For L = 2 we do this by setting v = 3K/2 in (3.9) to find

zwzz§%§%%QJQL@A72—¢K3QRUQQ) (7.2)

The matrices Qg and Qg are defined by (2.3) and (2.7) where the matrices Sg and Sp
contain the arbitrary parameters 7, , which are restricted only by the requirement that the
resulting matrices be nonsingular. We find it convenient to make the choice

Tﬁﬁo = 6'\/7_17 T771 = 6'\/7_17 Tﬁ/v_l = 5’7717 T772 = 6'\/71 (7'3>

and thus we have explicitly from (2.4) and (2.8) with L = 2
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. H(U + K)5 —1 H(U)5 1 . @(U + K)5 —1 @(U)5 1
SR("‘,B)(U) - (—H(’U)(Sg’_f —H(’Uﬁ—i- K>5ﬁ,1 ) ) SR(_75>(U) - (6(1))5@—1 g @(U +BK)5Q71 ) )

(7.4)

H(v— K)ba,-1 H(v)da, v— v
Splo, +)(v) = ( —H(U)5a,—1 —H(v— K)5a,1 ) , Spla, =) (v) = < ggv)&fi)ém_l ggv)fa’flf)&lg )

(7.5)
Thus we find
ex 37N
Mg = %Tﬂn(al,ﬂl)m(az,@) -~ -m(an, BN) (7.6)
where

m(a, )= Sl +)(BK/2 —iK")Sr(+, B)(K/2) + Si(a, =) (3K/2 — iK")Sr(—, B)(K/2)

= —2iq~"/*exp(—) H(K/2)0(K /2)rin(a, B) (7.7)
with
604,—156,—1 504,—156,1 i(sa,l(sﬁ,—l 7;5(1,156,1
N 0 0 0 0
m(e,B)=| 0 0 0 (7.8)

Zaav_ldﬁv_l Zéav_ldﬁvl 6@71667_1 60‘716671

Only the first and the last column of 7 contribute to trace in (7.6) and thus

Mop = <_2H(I;1//2:?[(f)</2>> Tr(p(ou, B1) - - - plan, BN)) (7.9)
where
o= (50a ) 710
and
Mg = <_2H([;1//3LCE)[(([)(/2)>_ Tr(p(ar, 1) -+ plaw, B)) (7.11)
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B. Computation of e *N™/2KQp(v)M~1'Qr (v —iK')S

We now use (2.19),(7.5), (7.5) and (7.11) in the right hand side of (7.1) to find

QM Qule S s = (g ) e e, ) Xl )
(7.12)
where
Xy = TG S0, ) (0D, NS5 0, B)o -+ 2K — 0K (713
which, using the notation,
Hy= Hu+EK), Ox=0w+K), H=Hbv), ©=0() (7.14)

is explicitly written as

X(+,4) = Z (HK57,—1 Ho, ) 2 <5'y,—15)\,—1 10,1001 ) 2 <@K5,\,—1 190y 1 )

2\ ~Hé, .y —Hyb,, i, 1051 01001 00, _, —Oxd,
(7.15)
Okody—1 Oy, 0y,—10x,—1 104,10x1 Hpydy—1  —iHox,
X(— )= ", v, ), =10, 7,10, KO, :
(=) % (@5%_1 O, ) © <15%_15A,_1 5,1001 >® (—ZH5%_1 Hi,
(7.16)

B Hgoy 1 Hbyy 0y,—10x -1 1041001 Hgoy_1 —tHdy,
X(+7_) _%<—H5%_1 _HK(;'y,l ® Z'(;%_l(;)\7_1 5%15)\71 ® —iH(S-y7_1 HK(;'y,l

(7.17)

X+ =Y (91(5%—1 ©0.,1 ) % (5%—1(&—1 10,1071 ) ® <@K5,\,—1 100y 1 )
¥,A

06, _, Od,. i, 101 0y101 —i06,_, —Ox0,
(7.18)
We note that

HieOk 000000 —HO

iHx® 000000 —iHO

iHe®xk 000000 iHO

| Hx®000000 —HOK
XEH=] 56, 000000 HeO (7.19)

iHO 000000 iHeOk

_iHOK 000000 —iHkO

_HO 000000 HiOp

—
Nej



The rank of X (4, +) is two and thus when used in the trace in (7.12) it may be replaced by

[ HxOx —HO
Z(+,+) = < 1o HK®K> (7.20)
Similarly X (+, —), X(—,+), and X(—, —) may be replaced by
_( Hk H’
don- () o
[ ©% -7
- (% ) .
([ ©OxHg ©H
and therefore we have
eNTZEQ (M TIQL(v — iK")S|ap = | — ME) NTrZ(a B£1) - Z(an, Bn)
R L a,f 2H(K/2)@(K/2) 1, M1 Ny PN
(7.24)
C. Proof of (7.1)
We recall from (4.1) and (4.2) that
T®| 5 — K)=TrR®(ay, 1) (v — K) --- R (ay, fx) (v — K) (7.25)

RO (=, +)(v—K) = ( 0 c(vaK) ) RO (- —)(v—K) = <b(v5K) a(ng)> (7.26)

We thus complete the proof of (7.1) by noting that there is a similarity transformation
by a matrix G which maps the matrices Z(«, ) on the matrices R® (o, 3). Specifically

o H(K) a(v — K) 0

G2+ 1 =~ R e ®ER) < 0 bo—K) ) (7.27)
o H(K) 0 dv-K)

G2+ ) =~ R e ER) (c(v k)0 ) (7.28)
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L HE) 0 el K)
G2 = g6 E ) (d(v K0 ) (7.29)
o H(K) b(v— K) 0
e (PR < 0 a(v— K)) (7.30)
where
a=( i) =) a1
with

1 (H(K/2)\"? 1 (e(K/2)\"?
B <@<K/2>> VG <H<K/2>>

The verification of this similarity transformation is straightforward by use of identities such
as

(7.32)

H©)O) + H(v + K)O( + K)= H@g;gg@ 5 H(w+ K/20(0 - K/2
H(K)
:_H(K/2)@(K/2)b(v_K)’ (7.33)
Huv+ K)O(v+ K)— H(v)O(v)= _Hgé/lggggk)}[(v — K/2)0(v+ K/2)
H(K)
—H(K/2>®(K/2)Q(U—K) (7.34)
and
H*(v+ K) + H*(v) = @i[([(([j;)@(v + K/2)0(v— K/2) = @?(([?/)2)6(2} —K). (7.35)

Thus using (7.27)-(7.30) and (7.25) in (7.24) and recalling the definition (2.13) of h(v)
we find

O(0) H*(K)O(K) )N
)

2
2H2(K/2)0%(K/2 Top(v— K) (7.36)

6iN7rv/2KQR(,U)M_1QL(U —iK")S|ap = <

Thus if we finally use the identity

0(0)H*(K)O(K)
2H2(K/2)02(K/2)

=1 (7.37)

which follows from (4.5) with a = K, v = K/2 and u = —K /2 we see that (7.1) is proven.
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APPENDIX A: THETA FUNCTIONS

The definition of Jacobi Theta functions of nome ¢ is

H(v) =2 i(—n"—lq("—%)Q sin[(2n — 1)7v/(2K))]
Ow)=1+2 2(—1)"(]”2 cos(nvm/K)

— _iq1/4€7riv/(2K)H(U + ’LK/)
where K and K’ are the standard elliptic integrals of the first kind and
—WKI/K.

qg=e

These theta functions satisfy

and the quasi periodicity relations (15.2.3) of ref.?

H(v+2K)=—-H(v)
H(v+ 2iK") = —¢ e ™/ K [ (v)

and

O(v+2K) = O(v)
O(v + 2iK') = —¢ e ™/ KO (v).

(A7)
(A8)

From (A2) we see that ©(v) and H(v) are not independent but satisfy (15.2.4) of ref.?

O(v £ iK') = Lig /'K H(v)
H(v+iK") = :l:iq_l/4e$72r_?@(v).
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