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1 Introduction

Quantum R matrices, solutions of the Yang—Baxter equation, are interpreted as diffusion amplitudes
for two-body interactions of particle type eigenstates in integrable two-dimensional field theories.
The Yang—Baxter equation then ensures consistent factorisability of the three-body amplitudes in
terms of two-body ones.

When considering integrable field theories with non trivial boundary effects such as theories on
a half-line [I], one needs to introduce a new object describing reflection processes on the boundary.
Integrability is preserved provided that the two-body exchange R matrix and the one-body reflection
K matrix obey a quartic consistency condition [2, B, 4l B]

ng(u — 'U) Kl(u) ng(u + 'U) KQ(’U) = KQ(’U) ng(u + 'U) Kl(u) ng(u — ’U) . (11)

Let us remark that the reflection equation also appears when considering generalisation of ZF algebras
(i.e. Zamolodchikov—Faddeev algebras [6]) allowing the presence of a boundary. These generalised
ZF algebras ensure the total scattering matrix of the model to be unitary. In this approach, the com-
mutation relations of ZF generators implement an operator b(u) which obeys the reflection equation.
The K matrix would then be a representation of this boundary operator b [7].

Another point of view has recently been presented using a universal construction of reflection
algebras as twists of quantum algebras [8 0]. The exchange equation (CII) would then describe a
trivial representation of the quantum generators, although it is not clear to us that this interpretation
is valid for spectral parameter dependent solutions. Furthermore, solutions with quantum degrees of
freedom on the boundary have also been obtained in [T0].

These reflection equations, or boundary Yang—Baxter equations, have recently drawn attention
and systematic ways of computing some solutions for given R matrices were derived e.g. in [T} T2
T3], recovering and extending previous results derived for instance in [T4, [T5, [16]. The considered
cases were related to Al" trigonometric R matrices for all spins 3], and to AP and AL vector
representations [I1], yielding a wealth of new solutions. The question arose whether this approach,
using quantum group generators, gave the full set of solutions.

We wish to address this issue here in the simpler case of R matrices corresponding to vector
representations of Yangians and super-Yangians, i.e. rational R matrices constructed in [I'7, [18]. The
complete classification for gl(n) in vector representation was given in [I9]: it appears that generically
any solution is conjugated (by a constant matrix) to a diagonal solution. [20] then derived a series of
solutions for so(m) and sp(n) based upon an ansatz proposed by Cherednik [2]. We present here, for
the Lie (super)algebra series so(m), sp(n) and osp(m|n), a classification of purely diagonal, purely
antidiagonal and mixed diagonal/antidiagonal solutions by directly solving the boundary equation
([CI). Indeed, once the diagonal case is exhausted (corresponding to “flavour-preserving” reflection
matrices), the most natural extension to look for consists of reflection matrices which preserve pairs
of conjugate states (according to (22)). Particular solutions have already been derived for the so(m)
algebra [20, 21] and the sp(n) algebra [20]. They can all be identified with particular diagonal
solutions of our classification.

We must point out that there exists in fact another notion of reflection equation, which is related



to the definition of twisted Yangians [22, 23], and arises also in the theory of coideal algebras described
in [24 25]. This equation reads

Ris(u — v) Ky (u) Ry (—u — v) Ky(v) = Ka(v) R (—u — v) Ky (u) Rig(u — v) (1.2)

where the transposition ¢ is defined below (see definition 2Z22)). As pointed out in [I§], this equation is
actually the same as ([LT]) when R(u) is the R matrix of Yangians of type so(n), sp(n) or osp(m|n).

One essential purpose in establishing such a classification of reflection matrices is to use them in
order to construct and eventually to solve spin chain models with a variety of boundary conditions.
We present here explicit resolutions, using the analytical Bethe Ansatz method, of the so(n) and sp(n)
open spin chains with boundary conditions determined by the diagonal solutions of the reflection
equations. In particular, we derive explicit formulae for the eigenvalues of the low-lying excitations
of hole type. We obtain in each case the full scattering matrix without ambiguities (e.g. CDD
factors) including bulk and boundary interactions. This result has in fact a very general character,
not limited to the particular models considered here. This actually provides us with bulk and
boundary S matrices relevant for integrable field theories with non trivial boundary conditions, for
which they represent “universal” S matrices. This would for instance lead to such S matrices for
sp(n) or so(m) Gross—Neveu model with boundaries (see also [36]).

2 Generalities

Let gl(m|n) be the Zj-graded algebra of (m + n)x (m + n) matrices X;; and 6y = £1. The Z,-
gradation is defined by (—1)ll =6, if 1 <i <m and (-1)) = —y if m +1 < i < m +n. In the
following, we will always assume that n is even.

Definition 2.1 For each index i, we introduce a sign 0;

6, = +1 for 1§z’§m+% (2.1)
—1 Jfor m+3+1<i<m+n
and a conjugate index ©
. m+1—1 | for 1§i§m (2.2)
2m+n+1—14 for m+1<i<m+n

In particular 6;6; = 6y(—1)!.
Definition 2.2 For A=} AY Ej;, we define the transposition t by

AN =3 ()G, AT =3 (49)" By (2.3)

i i

It satisfies (A"t = A and, for C-valued matrices, (AB)! = B'A.



As usual E;; denotes the elementary matrix with entry 1 in row ¢ and column j and zero elsewhere.
We shall use a graded tensor product, i.e. such that, for a, b, ¢ and d with definite gradings,
(a®b)(c®d) = (—1)Pac ® bd.

Definition 2.3 Let P be the (super)permutation operator (i.e. Xo1 = PX12P)

m+n
P— Z (_1)[]'}Ez.j ® Ej; (2.4)
ij=1
and let
m—+n .
ij=1
We define the R matrix
Ruwy=1+2 ¢ (2.6)
u) = —— .
U Utk
with 2k = (m —n — 2)6,.
The R matrix (EZ0)) satisfies the super Yang-Baxter equation
ng(u) ng(u + U) Rgg (’U) = Rgg (’U) ng(u + 'U) ng (u) (27)
where the graded tensor product is understood.
The operators P and () satisfy
P*=1, PQ = QP = 6,Q, and Q% =0y(m —n)Q . (2.8)

The R matrix (Z8) is known to yield the osp(m|n) Yangian [I8], and leads to the non-super or-
thogonal (taking n = 0, 6y = 1) and symplectic (m = 0, §, = —1) Yangians. For obvious rea-
sons, we will call labels as orthogonal (resp. symplectic), indices i which satisfy 1 < i < m (resp.
m+1<i<m+n).

Although we will restrict ourselves to the diagonal, antidiagonal and mixed cases for the reflection
matrices K, the following lemma can be used to get more general solutions.

Lemma 2.4 Let K(u) be a solution of the reflection equation (L) and U such that UU" =1 be a
(constant) matrix of the orthogonal, symplectic or orthosymplectic (super)group (depending upon the
choice of R). Then K'(u), UK (u) U" and UK'(u) U" are also solutions of (I1l).

The proof is straighforward, using the invariance of the R matrix under conjugation by U and
Rt112t2 == ng.



3 Diagonal solutions of the reflection equation
In this section we consider invertible diagonal solutions for K (u), i.e.

K () = diag (K1), -+ Ko (1) 5 K1 (W) Ko () (3.1
where the semicolon emphasises the splitting between orthogonal and symplectic indices.

Proposition 3.1 There are three families of generic diagonal solutions and two particular cases

D1: Solutions of sl(n) type, with one free parameter, for m even

_1+cu
C1—cu

ki(u) =1, k()

, V¢e{1,..,%;m+1,...,m+g} (3.2)

This solution has no extension to odd m.
This solution is obviously invariant under the action of SL(%§|%).

D2: Solutions with three different values of ki(u), depending on one free parameter

1+ cu 1+ cu
k == ]{jm =
1(w) = 1— Pt (u) = 1= p—
where (k—6p)cicm +c1+ ¢ =0 (3.3)

This solution does not hold for m =0, 1.
The moduli space of this solution is invariant under the action of OSP(m — 2|n) x SO(2).

D3: Solutions without any free continuous parameter (but with two integer parameters)

ki(u) = k(u) =1 Vie{l,.,m;m+1,...m+ny}

_1+cu
1—cu

Vie{mi+1,..m—my;m+n +1,..m+n—n}

2
h = 3.4
where ¢ K — 90(27711 — 2711 — 1) ( )

This solution is invariant under the action of OSP(2m4|2ny) x OSP(m — 2mq|n — 2ny).

DJ: In the particular case of so(4), the solution takes the more general form:

(3.5)

l4+cu 14+cu 1+cu 1+ cu
l—cou’ 1—csu’ 1—coul—csu

K(u) = diag (1 ,

This solution contains the three generic solutions D1 (cacs = 0), D2 (co + c3 = 0) and D3

(ca = c3 =00).



D5: In the particular case of so(2), any function-valued diagonal matriz is solution.

In each case D1-D4, infinite value of the parameter c is allowed. It corresponds to the constant
value }i’% =—1.

These solutions are given up to a global normalisation and a relabelling of the indices, provided
it preserves the orthogonal/symplectic splitting and all the sets of conjugate indices {i,7}.

Let us remind that the solutions for so(m) and sp(n) algebras are obtained by setting n = 0 or

m = 0 respectively.

Solutions found in [21] for so(m) algebras (m > 2) are identified after a suitable change of basis
with the sets D1 and D2. Solutions found in [20] for so(m) and sp(n) algebras are identified with
the set D3 and limiting cases of D1.

Remark that the generic solutions D1, D2, D3 are associated with symmetric superspaces (as they
were introduced in [26], in a different context) based on OSP(m|n), namely OSP(m|n)/SL(%|5),
OSP(m|n)/OSP(m —2|n) x SO(2), and OSP(m|n)/OSP(m — 2mi|n — 2ny) x OSP(2m4|2n,;). In
the case of Lie algebras, we recover the usual symmetric spaces (based on orthogonal and symplectic

algebras).
Proof: The projection of the reflection equation (IIl) on E;; ® Ej; for i # j, 7 reads
Rk )+ k) = —— k) + —— k@k@), (36)
ut oy VRO Ty RGN T Ty AR '
the solution of which is given by
ki(u) 14 cjyu o
= . 3.7
() 1—cyu’ i 5,] (3.7)
The cases ¢;; = 0, 00 correspond to the constant ratios Z;EZ)) = =+1.
For convenience, we will introduce Fj;(u) = kilw) (well-defined since K (u) is supposed to be invertible

kj(w)
for generic u). When i # j, 7, Fj; is then givejn by [BI) for some ¢;; and obviously ¢j; = —¢;;. When

defined, since Fj;(u)Fji(u) = Fi(u), the parameters ¢ must also satisfy

Cij—i-Cjk—FCki:O ) ] ) = .
for i#£4,7, j#kk and k#i,1. (3.8)
CijCikCri = 0
To any solution for K(u), we associate a partition of {1,...,m+n} where the classes are defined by

i=j < ki=kj (& c¢j =0). The constraints (B8) are sufficient to conclude that the partition
associated to any solution has at most three different classes, except when m+n = 4, where it can in
principle have four classes. Note that in the case of si(m|n) where the constraints (B) hold without
any restriction on the indices, K (u) is always built with at most two different functions.

More precisely, if m +n # 4, (B8) implies that the partition of indices is constituted either of two
subsets, or of three subsets. In the last case, it can only be of the form

(D2) (i}, oy and {1,...,m+n}\ {i,7}



where i is an orthogonal index, i.e. i € {1,...,m}.
Projecting the reflection equation (ILTl) on E;; ® Ej;, one gets (for i # j, 7) after taking u — v

f (Fi(u) = Fyj(u)) + 0 (Fji(u) = Fij(w) + Qu + 5) (Fi(u) = F5(u))

—Z DY (Fi(u) = Fy(u))  (3.9)

This equation show in particular that F;; = 1 <& F; = 1. A recursion allows us to write the
two-subset partitions as either

(D1) I={iiy,...} and I = {13,%p,... },ie. i€ [<1¢1
or
(D?)) 1= {il,il,i2,72...} and J = {jl,jl,jg,jg,...}, le.telerel

Knowing the possible forms of the partition, one can evaluate the sum in (B3). This equation involves

at most two different functions F,,. It provides the constraints on the parameters ¢,,,. A global

check ensures that all the remaining projections do not lead to new constraints.

The cases m +n = 4 are solved by direct computation. Only the so(4) case eventually exhibits a

more general solution (D4).

Finally, the case of so(2) is special. In particular, R(u) appears to be diagonal. A direct computation

shows that all function-valued diagonal matrix is solution. [
Note that when x = 0 (as in the case of so(2)), the spectral parameter can be rescaled before

taking the limit x — 0, and the corresponding R matrix does not involve the identity anymore [27].

This is the R matrix used in [2I] for so(2).

4 Antidiagonal solutions of the reflection equation

We now look for invertible solutions of the “antidiagonal” form

m-+n

= GwEq . (4.1)

Proposition 4.1 Solutions of the reflection equation with antidiagonal terms exist only in the pure
so(2m) or sp(2n) cases. They are constant and only restricted by the set of constraints

Gl:=1, Vi (4.2)

In the special case of so(2), any function-valued antidiagonal matriz is solution.

The proof of this proposition will be given in the next section since the antidiagonal solutions
appear to be particular cases of the mixed solutions discussed below.



5 Mixed solutions of the reflection equation

We now look for invertible solutions with terms both in the diagonal and in the antidiagonal part

m-+n

K(u) = Z (ki(u)Eii + i(u)Ey) (5.3)

i=1

with at least one non zero ¢;.

Lemma 5.1 The case of so(2) being excluded, the solutions of the reflection equation of the form
(23) are all constant (up to a global normalisation function).

In the special case of so(2), the set of solutions of the reflection equation is the union of function-
valued diagonal matrices and function-valued antidiagonal matrices.

Proof: Projecting the reflection equations on the elementary matrices E,, ® E,,, one gets

on By @ Ej; : i‘i)i (k) 60) + k@ @) + L (@ aw - ko) 6w) =0 G4
on By & By — i‘i); (k) 6(0) + hv) £5(u)) i‘_l); (ki) £50) — ki(0) () =0 (5.5)
on By Byt U (k) ko) 4 £50) 650) — by ) By 0) = ) £,
- i‘_l)i (ki) by (0) = by () Ki(w) ) = 0 (5.6)
on By ®Ep: - E;_l); (600 €5(0) — ti0) £5w)) = 0 (5.7)
on Ey; ® Ey; : (ui)vt: 00,00 { (=176 £,(0) — (~165(u) £(0)
- L — (t(w) 65(0) = 65(w) &-(U))} —0 (5.8)
on Ey; @ Eyy (—1)U+i+j9,-9j ﬁ (ka(w) k(o) — k() ) )+
(Bl o) — k) ) + (1 6a(w) (2) — (~170) (0))
U+U+K(u% () o) — hylw) B(0) + o (1) — ko))

(mw&@wwmoaw+@wwmo—%m&w»}:
(5.9)



on By @ Ey i (—1)7+199,6, m (Kiw) 50) = (=1)700L5(u) ki(v) ) +
U_U+K(]< 1) (o) +
l5(v) — l3(u) k;(v)) - LK(U) (v

uUu—v+K

Guw&w»—vanMO%wn+

(2
u+v+m

Uu
on E; @ Ey:  (=1)71190,0, {
k

u+v+k
i () 60) (1) o) + 2 (R 60) + ) )
ut ?1; e (ueo (6i(u) k3(v) = kyu) €(0)) + %KE:LL ﬁi(v))} =0 (5.11)
on 1@ Ej ﬁ (6:0) 0) — 60 €(0)) = 0 (5.12)
onl1l® Ej;: ﬁ (kz(u) Ci(v) + Ci(u) kz(v) — k() 6;(v) — €5(u) k,(v)) =0 (5.13)

Of course, when several indices i, j, 7, J coincide, the corresponding equations merge into a single one.
Consider now a couple (7, j) of indices such that i, j,7, 7 are all different. Then eq. (&) implies

L) G0) = Gu) b(v) (5.14)

the solution of which is given by ¢;(u) = ¢;(0) £(u) where ¢(u) is an arbitrary function, which can be
factorised by a change of normalisation of the diagonal elements. Hence one can restrict K in (B3])
to have only constant antidiagonal elements without loss of generality.

Suppose now that ¢; # 0 for some i (purely diagonal solutions are not considered in this section).
The general solution to the system formed by eqs. (E4) and (EI3) is then given by?

ki(w) =yutki(0) 5 ki(w) =yu—ki(0) and  kj(u) = —qu+k(0) (G #4,7)  (5.15)

where v is a constant. The inspection of the E; ® Ej; coefficient leads to v = 0.

It follows that all diagonal terms are constant. Hence the mixed solutions for the reflection matrix

are necessarily constant.

The case of so(2) is solved by direct calculation. n
We now specify the exact form of these solutions. We establish (the case of so(2) being excluded):

Proposition 5.2 Mized solutions of the reflection equation for osp(m|n) exist only when m is even.
They fall into two classes:

C1: The so(m) block is diagonal.

2 Actually, we have restricted ourselves to meromorphic functions on C.




The solutions are parametrised by n complex parameters. The matriz K s given by:

fOT’ZG{l,..-,g}- {&ZO =0
) o) . 0 (5.16)
_ ;= sin(qy L QT 0 =
forie{m+1,....,m+n}: {fizeﬁiCOS(ai) with Bi+ 6 =0

C2: The sp(n) block is diagonal.

The solutions are parametrised by a couple of positive or null integers my > mo such that

m1+m2§%—1; ml—mggg and ml—mgzg[mon]
and by m — 2(my + mg) complex parameters. Setting ny = (n + 2my — 2ms) /4, the matriz K
s given by:
( . [ kl - k[ - 1
forie{l,...,my}: 0 — 0 — 0
. kz - k’j — —]_
so(m) part: < fori€ {m;+1,...,m;+ma}: 0 —0 (5.17)
. m i kl = Ry —
fOTZG{ml—I-mg—l-l,...,?}: gfzf._l EEC
. kz — k’j —
forie {m+1,....m+ni}: [E—E—O
sp(n) part: b (5.18)

kZ:k’j:—]_

forie{m+ni+1,....m+5}: {g,:g:()

For so(m) (resp. sp(n)), the mized solutions are of the form C2 with n =0 and mgy = my (resp. C1
with m =0).

Note that this classification is given up to a global normalisation function and up to a relabelling of
the indices, as noticed in proposition [Z .

Proof: We have to consider only constant reflection matrices K. Then, extracting the residues at
the poles in u, eqs. (B4) to (BI3) reduce to (for i #7,7,7 and j # 7)
U (ki + k;) =

(5.19)
kP — kK 4 bl — 00, =0 (5.20)
kiky — kiky + 00((=1)"4ily — (=1)70,;4;) = (5.21)
(1) = (=1)")t; =0 (5.22)
keiky — kiky = 0 (5.23)
(k; — (=1)76pk;) £; =0 (5.24)
(1+(=1)"60) kit =0 (5.25)
(14 (=1)%) kit; =0 (5.26)
(ki — k;) Str K =0 (5.27)
{; StrK =0 (5.28)



In the case of so(m) algebras, eq. (B24) implies k; = k; for all 1 < ¢ < m, from which (23
follows. Eq. (BI9) is a consequence of (20) and (B20), eq. (B27) follows from (E28) and (BZT) from
(B20). Finally the mixed solutions in the so(m) case are characterised by the following equations:

K} +0ily = K2 4+ 0;0; foralli,j (5.30)

These constraints exclude the existence of mixed or antidiagonal solutions with odd m, since a matrix
cannot be traceless if its diagonal has an odd number of non vanishing elements with equal squares.

In the case of sp(n) algebras, eqs. (B:20) and (B26) vanish, while eq. (B:24)) implies k; = —k; for

all 1 < i < n, from which (BI19), (23), (27) and (E2]) follow. Moreover, eqs. (E20) and (21
are equal. Finally the mixed solutions in the sp(n) case are characterised by the following equations:
ki=—k: TrK=0 (5.31)

kP +0il; = K 4+ 0;0;  forall i, j (5.32)

In the case of osp(1|n), one has to add the following equations (with 2 <i,7 <1+ n)

k2 — Kk} —£il; =0 (5.33)
k2 — kiky — £il; = 0 (5.34)

It follows from (E33)—(E34) and (E2H) that k? = 0 for all i = 2,...,1 4 n. Since ¢; Str K = 0, one
has also k; = 0. Therefore, there does not exist any mixed or antidiagonal (invertible) solution for
osp(1in).

In the case of osp(m|n), (m > 1), eq. ([B22) shows that at least one antidiagonal part (orthogonal
or symplectic) is zero: ¢; =0 for ¢ € [1,m] or £; = 0 for i € [m + 1, m + n]. This means that no pure
antidiagonal solution exists for osp(m|n) superalgebras. We thus have to consider two cases.

e Case 1 : the so(m) block is diagonal
Eq. [&24) with index j € [m + 1,m + n] implies k; = —k; for all 4, which excludes the case of
osp(m|n) with odd m. The remaining equations then lead to

k}+0ily = K2 4+ 0;0;  fori,j € [1,m+n] (5.35)
kj =—k;  forje[l,m+n] (5.36)

e Case 2 : the sp(n) block is diagonal
Eq. (B24) with index j € [1,m] implies k; = k; for all 7. The remaining equations lead then to

k?+0ily = K2 4+ 0;0;  fori,j € [1,m+n] (5.37)
ki =k;  forje[l,m+n] (5.38)

m m-+n

sm&r::(Ej-}j )hzzo (5.40)

i=1 i=m+1

10



Again, these constraints exclude the existence of mixed or antidiagonal solutions with odd m, since
one cannot have a traceless matrix if its diagonal has an odd number of non vanishing elements with
equal squares.

For example, one finds the two following solutions for osp(4/2):

1 1 0
1 0 4

-1 ot o
2
-1 and 0 1

where k2 + (50 = 1. For osp(2]|4) the two solutions take the form

1 0 4
~1 it o
]{73 63
I and 4
65 —]{34 _1
g —ks 1

where k2 + (30 = 1 and k3 + €405 = 1.

6 Analytical Bethe Ansatz for the so(n) and sp(n) open spin
chains

The main aim of this section is the derivation of the Bethe Ansatz equations for the so(n) and sp(n)
N-site open spin chains with non trivial reflection conditions by means of the analytical Bethe Ansatz
method (see e.g. [28, 29, B0, BI]). To construct the open chain transfer matrix we need to introduce
the R matrix [32, B3], which is a solution of the Yang-Baxter equation (7). Normalisation of R
matrix will be modified in order to connect it with the physical X X X type Hamiltonians considered
hereafter; in addition, we set A = iu. We focus on the so(n) or sp(n) invariant R matrix given by:

RA) = AMA +ir)l + i(A 4+ ir) P — iAQ. (6.1)
The R matrix (6] satisfies also crossing and unitarity, namely
Ris(M\)Ria(=A) = (W + DN+ 1D, Rip(\) = R (=) —ik). (6.2)

where * is the transposition defined as in ([23).
The open chain transfer matrix is defined by [3]

~

H) = Tro K (V) To(\) K5 () To(N), (6.3)

11



where K, ()\) is any solution of eq. (L) and K (\) is a solution of a closely related reflection
equation defined to be (T denotes the usual transposition):

Ris(v — u) K" (u) Ryy(—u — v) K22 (v) = K2(v) Ryy(—u — v) K (1) Rya(v — u) (6.4)

Tro denotes trace over the auxiliary space 0, and

~

T0(>\) — RON()\>RON—1(>\) cte ROQ()\)R(H ()\) y T0(>\) — Rlo()\)Rgo()\) e RN—I 0()\)RNO()\) (65)

It is clear that any solution K~ (A,&~) of (LI]) where £~ are arbitrary boundary parameters, give
rise to a solution K*(\) of (E4]) defined by K*(\) = K~ (=X —ix)T, also depending on arbitrary
boundary parameters £ = £,

To determine the eigenvalues of the transfer matrix and the corresponding Bethe Ansatz equa-
tions, we employ the analytical Bethe Ansatz method [28,29]. Namely, we impose certain constraints
on the eigenvalues by exploiting the crossing symmetry of the model, the symmetry of the transfer
matrix, the analyticity of the eigenvalues, and the fusion procedure for open spin chains. This then
allows us to determine the eigenvalues by solving a set of coupled non-linear consistency equations
or Bethe Ansatz equations.

We now focus on the case with trivial boundaries, namely K~ (\) = K7 (\) = 1. We will in a second
step derive the Bethe Ansatz equations for all diagonal solutions found in the previous sections,
namely D1, D2, D3, D4 and solve them in the thermodynamical limit.

To obtain the necessary constraints, we recall that the fusion procedure for the open spin chain
[3T), 4] yields the fused transfer matrix

t(A) = C(2A + 2ik) t(N) (A +ir) — (CA +ir))*N g2\ + ir)q(—2) — 3ik), (6.6)
where we define

CA) = A+ir)(A+i) (A —ir) (A —1), (6.7)

) = (A =1i)(A — k) for so(n)

n = (A1) (=A+ir) for sp(n)

In addition, from the crossing symmetry of the R matrix (£2) it follows that (when K~ = K = 1):

tHA) = tH(—\ — iK). (6.9)

The transfer matrix with K~ = K+ = 1 is obviously so(n) (resp. sp(n)) invariant since the corre-
sponding R matrix (6]) is so(n) (resp. sp(n)) invariant. The symmetry of the transfer matrix makes
the computation of its asymptotic behaviour (A — oo) a relatively easy task. Finally, to implement
the analyticity of the eigenvalues, we require that all poles must vanish. These constraints shall
uniquely fix the eigenvalues. This is the basic outline of the analytical Bethe Ansatz method.
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6.1 Eigenvalue of the pseudo-vacuum

In order to compute the general eigenvalues we need to first define a reference state or “pseudo-
vacuum”. After finding its pseudo-energy eigenvalue, we will be able, with the help of the above
discussed constraints, to derive the general eigenvalues of the transfer matrix. The pseudo-vacuum,
which is an exact eigenstate of the transfer matrix, is the state with all “spins” up, i.e.

i) = Q) 1+): (6.10)

where |+) is the n-dimensional column vector
+H =1 .1 (6.11)

The action of the R matrix on the state |+) from the left gives rise to upper triangular matrices,
whereas the action from the right on (+| = |+)T gives lower triangular matrices. It is obvious then
that the corresponding action of the T' (resp. T') on |w,) (resp. (w.|) will also give rise to upper (resp.
lower) triangular matrices. It is relatively easy, after some tedious algebra (see [31] for a detailed
example), to determine the action of the transfer matrix, t(\)|w,) = A%(\)|w, ), where A°()) is given
by the following expression

A°(N) = a( M) go(N) + b)Y i g (\) +c N gu1(N) (6.12)
with
a(A) = (A +i)(A+ir), bA) =AA+ik), cA)=AXA+ix—1i)=a(-\—ikr) (6.13)

A+ 2+ H(A+ik)
A5 +3)

) = ha) = e i) L (6a)

In go and g,_; the upper sign corresponds to so(n) and the lower sign to sp(n). Moreover (when
n = 2k),

AN+ 2+ D) ( N+
aA) = (m : 212)( 3(721)7 0<l<Fk,
A+F)A+5)A+"57)

aA) = gnaa(=A—ik), k<l<n-1 (6.15)

This expression is valid for so(2k) with the (+) sign (in the £) and for sp(2k) with the (—) sign. For

the so(2k + 1) chain the expressions for g;, [ # k, are the same as in the so(2k) chain, except for
AN+ ik)

A+ E) (A + D)

ge(A) = = gr(—A — ik). (6.16)
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6.2 Dressing functions

Now that we have the expression for the pseudo-vacuum eigenvalue, in accordance with the general
analytical Bethe Ansatz procedure, we make the following assumption for the structure of the general
eigenvalues:

n—2

A = a(A)*Mgo(N) Ao(A) + 5D gi(M) AN + (W) gaa (V) An1(V) (6.17)

i=1

where A;()\), the so-called “dressing functions”, will now be determined.
We immediately get from the crossing symmetry of the transfer matrix (£9):

AN = Ay (~A—ik)  0<l<n—1. (6.18)

Moreover, from the fusion relation (), we obtain the following identity by a comparison of the
forms (E17) for the initial and fused auxiliary spaces:

Ao(AN+ik)Ap—1(N) =1. (6.19)
Gathering the above two equations (EI8), (EI9) we conclude

Additional constraints are obtained on the dressing functions from analyticity properties. Studying
carefully the common poles of successive g;’s, we deduce from the form of the g; functions (EI4])—
([ETD) that g, and g;_1 have common poles at A = —%l, therefore from analyticity requirements
1l 1l
A(—=)=A_1(—=), I=1,...;k—1. (6.21)
2 2
The last relation is valid for so(n) and sp(n) as well. However, there are some extra constraints
specific to each case, namely
ik ik
Ak(_g) = Ak—l(_§)7 for so(2k + 1), sp(2k) (6.22)

and

@)’ Ap(—

D) - Aol

i(k — 1)
2

i(k — 1)

Ar(— 5

) = Apa (=

), for so(2k).  (6.23)

Having deduced the necessary constraints for the dressing functions, we now determine them ex-
plicitly. The dressing functions A; are essentially characterised by a set of parameters {)\y) | j =
1,..., MY} where the integer numbers M () are related to the eigenvalues of diagonal generators of
so(n), sp(n). Defining these generators as:

SO =351 5O =By (6.24)



the precise identification of M follows from the symmetry of the transfer matrix (see also [28]), in
particular

SO = p=D O =1,k (6.25)

which is valid for so(2k+ 1) and sp(2k), while for the so(2k) case the quantum numbers are the same
as (24 for I = 1,...,k — 2, but the last two quantum numbers are given by:

S=1) — =2 _ A0 ) gk — ) o) (6.26)

We have also M) = N (valid for both sp(n) and so(n) algebras).

Let us point out that, away from the boundaries, the behavior of the chain is considered to be as
in the bulk. Therefore, the above quantum numbers describe accurately enough the states of the
system. The dressing functions are given by the following expressions:

A. so(2k+1)

M()

A HA+A§l+z‘+gA—Aj + 844y
! - ! i ! i
AR A—A(.’+—l

MU+ )\+)\l+1 2 N — )\l—i—l il i

< 1] o 2 1=1,... k-1

W W R

A0 A+ AW ik g N A ik N A iy W) ik (627

k - k) i 46 k) i i k) i i '
D N VO S D D D VAT

together with A;(A) = Ay_j—1(—=\ —ix) for I > k. We recall that for so(2k + 1), s =k — 3.
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B. so(2k)

The dressing functions are the same as in the so(2k + 1) case for [ = 1,...,k — 3, while
MET A+ A(H) T
Ap2(A) = H (k—2) k-2 ik _;
ol i A=Al ik

M) ik 3i (+) | ik 3
)\+>\- +5 - —)\—)\» +5 -

X H J J 2
(+) i () ik i
S AN 5 AN+ 8
M) (=) | ik ik _ 3i
XH)\+)\j +E % N- )\ +7—5
(=) ik _ i (—) ik _ i’
S AT TS5 AN TS 3
M (+) | ik _ 36 (+) | ik _ 3i
= A AT ik i N\ ik
J=1 J 2 2 J 2 2
M) (=) 4 ik | i (=) ik | i
AT ik iy Nk
< |1 ST O (6.28)
S AN TS S AN TS =
with still A;(A\) = A,1—1(—=X —ik) for I > k — 1, with k = k — 1.
C. sp(2k)
Similarly, the dressing functions are the same as in the so(2k 4+ 1) case for l =1,... k — 3, and:

M ik (k=2) | ik
A+A +— A=A T+ T
Ak—z()\) _ H J 2

(k=2) | i »

Mk=1) At A§k—1) + % . % N — )\gk—l) + % _ %
X H A )\(k—l) ik iy )\(k—l) ik i
=1 ATA T g ATA TS g
(k—1) - ; ; — ' '
D R o Y A
A1 (N) = H o ED ik iy )\(k—l) ik
=1 ATA T3 T2 A4 T3 73
M) (k) zk‘ 31 34
AN+ 2 A=\ 3
y H j 2 (6.29)

A+ AW +”“+ A—Ag’“ +%+§'

In addition A;(A\) = A,—i—1(—A — ir) for [ > k — 1; note that now x = k + 1.

6.3 Bethe Ansatz equations for K~ =1

The above dressing functions A; satisfy all the imposed constraints and they are unambiguously
defined.

Requiring now the analyticity of the eigenvalues, we deduce the Bethe Ansatz equations. More specif-
ically, successive A;’s have common poles, which must disappear. Hence, the sum of corresponding

16



residues of A4; and A, in the eigenvalue expression (GI7) must be zero.

immediately follow from this condition.
Let us define

A+ 2
ex(A) = S fx,
)

for any z. Then, the Bethe Ansatz equations read:

A. so(2k+1)

M@ M®@)
aOM? = T e —AP) e(A +a0) He NOIRIEDY

J=15#i
M@ M +n)

1= I &0 -2 0029 T T et
j=1,j#i n=+1 j=1
1=2,... k-1
M (k) M (k—=1)

1= T a0 =a®) ;0 428 T e 0
J=1,j#i =t

B. so(2k)

The first k£ — 3 equations are the same as in so(2k + 1), see eq. (631,

are modified, namely

The Bethe Ansatz equations

(6.30)

AP e (A AP

)\(H-n) ()\l +>\l+17>

— Ay e (A A DY6.31)

but the last three equations

M(k—=2) M (k=3)
L= J] e =2 082 4202 TT eci W2 = Ay ey (2 428
j=1,5#i j=
M) M)
x T e-sOF 2 =25 e (A2 +05) H et (AT =AY e P 1)
M@ M (—2)

L= J] e’ =X7) e\ +A7) H et (A = APy e (A7 AT 1 = 1+ (6.32)

=1,
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C. sp(2k)

The first k& — 2 equations are the same as in the so(2k + 1), while the last two equations are given by

M(k—=1) M(k—2)
D= T e = 2A6) a6 1 AED) T eonWE = A2y o (A 4 262
j=1j#i =1
M k)

x [ e2F 7 =A%) e,(AF Y +a1)
j=1

M (k) M (k=1)
L= J] e =2 e +20) JT eca® = AFY) ey(AP + A0, (6.33)
j=1.j#i =t

6.4 Eigenvalues and Bethe Ansatz equations for diagonal K~

Until now, we have considered the case of trivial boundary effects KT = K~ = I. We here come
to the main point of our derivation and insert non-trivial boundary effects. We shall then rederive
modified Bethe Ansatz equations. We choose K~ to be one of the diagonal solutions D1, D2, D3, D4.
We consider, for simplicity but without loss of generality, K™ = 1. Remark that the pseudo-vacuum
remains an exact eigenstate after this modification.

Let us rewrite the solutions D1, D2, D3 and D4 in a slightly modified notation, which we are
going to use from now on.

D1: The solution D1 can be written in the following form
K(\) =diag(a,...,a,8,...,0). (6.34)

The number of s is equal to the number of 3’s, so that this solution exists only for the so(2k) and
sp(2k) cases as stated in Proposition B, and

a(X) = —A+if, BN = \+i€, (6.35)

where & = % is the free boundary parameter.

D2: Solution D2 can be written as

K(\) = diag(a. B, ..., 8,7) (6.36)
with
—A+ & =+,
A)=—> A)=1 A =—"7-" .
o) = S B =1 90 = S (637)
where & = —é, En = —é are the boundary parameters which satisfy the constraint
Si4+&n=r—1 (6.38)

18



We remind that this solution exists for so(n) algebras, but not for sp(n).

D3: Solution D3 has the form
K(\) =diag(a,...,o,8,....0,a,...,«). (6.39)

The number of /s is 2m and the number of 's is n — 2m with 1 < m < k — 1 for so(2k), sp(2k)
and 1 <m < k for so(2k + 1). Moreover

a(\) = —A+i€, B = A+i€ (6.40)

where { = 7 —m has a fixed value, unlike the su(n) case where the corresponding solution has a free
boundary parameter (see [5l B35]).

D4: Finally solution D4, which holds only for the so(4) case, can be written in the following form

K(\) = diag(a, 8,7, 9) (6.41)
where

a(d) = (FA+E)(=A+iy), BA) = (A+ig)(=A+igy),

YA = (A )A+igy), 6(N) = (A+ig)(A+i&y). (6.42)
£ = o, & = - are both free parameters.

We now come to the explicit expression of the eigenvalues when K~ is one of the above mentioned
solutions. We should point out that the dressing functions are related to the bulk behavior of the chain
and thus they are form-invariant under changes of boundary conditions. Indeed what is modified in
the expression of the eigenvalues (EI7) are the g; functions which characterise the boundary effects.
We call the new ¢; functions g;.

D1: As already mentioned, the solution D1 can only be applied in so(2k) and sp(2k). In this
case we have

g\ = (FA+iQar), 1=0,.... k-1

aA) = AN+i&+ik)g(N), l=k,...,2k—1 (6.43)
where g(\) are given by (EI4)—(@I0). The system with such boundaries has a residual symmetry
sl(k) in both cases, which immediately follows from the structure of the corresponding K matrix.

D2: We have

~ (—)\—l-’ifl) ~ . ()\‘l"&fl +i) ()\—Fifl +il-€)
Go(A) WQO()‘)a Gn-1(A) = Nt i) (A —ir+i& + i)gn—l()‘)a
_ (A +i& +1) B B
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Again the g;(\) are given by (6I4)—(@TId). Similarly, from the structure of the K matrix we conclude
that the residual symmetry is so(n — 2) ® so(2).

D3: For the D3 solution we find the following modified ¢ functions

a(N) = (—)\fiﬁ)gzb(A), [=0,....m—1

) = (A+%+%)gl()\) l:m,...,n—m—l

a(N) = (—)\—m-ig) aN), l=n—m,...,n—1. (6.45)

The symmetry of the transfer matrix for this K matrix is so(n —2m) ® so(2m), (resp. sp(n —2m) ®
sp(2m)).
D4: Finally for solution D4 the modified g functions are given by

Go(A) = (A4 )(=A+ i1 )g0(N), G(A) = A+ +i)(=A+ i )gi(N)
G2(N) = (A+i& +i)(=A+ i€ )g2(N), G3(A) = A+ +i)(A+i& +1i)gz(N).

We now formulate the Bethe Ansatz equations for the general diagonal solutions. The only modifi-
cations induced on equations (G31)—(E33)) are the following for each solution:

D1 The factor —6221_1_“()\) appears in the LHS of the k' Bethe equation.
D2 The factor _62_511+1()‘) appears in the LHS of the first Bethe equation.

D3 The factor _62_§1+m()‘) appears in the LHS of the m™ Bethe equation m = 1,...,k — 1 for
s0(2k + 1), sp(2k), while for so(2k) for m = k — 1 the factor —e;'()\) appears in the LHS of
the (k — 1) and k' Bethe Ansatz equations.

We treat solution D4 separately in the next section.

7 Ground state and excitations

The next step is to determine the ground state and the low-lying excitations of the model. One of
the main aims of this work is indeed the computation of the scattering of the low-lying excitations off
the boundaries. The bulk scattering for these models has been already studied in [36], nevertheless
we are going to rederive these results as a check in the next section.

We recall that the quantum numbers that describe a state are given by (E24]), and the energy is
derived via the relation H = “Lt(\)| =o. It is given by

M@
1 1
E - _2_ 72 . (7.1)
(it ()\5.1)) I i
In what follows we write the Bethe Ansatz equations for the ground state and the low-lying excitations

(holes) of the models under study. Bethe Ansatz equations may in general only be solved in the
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thermodynamic limit N — oo. In this limit, it is assumed that a state is described in particular by
the density functions o'()\) of the parameters )\Z(-l).

We here make the hypothesis that non trivial boundary effects do not modify the nature of the
ground state and excited states but only the values of the Bethe parameters.

A. so(2k+ 1)

Let us first consider the so(2k + 1) case, for which the ground state consists of k —1 ﬁlled Dirac seas,
whereas the k' sea is filled with two-strings of the form Ao + i. Remark the shift , instead of ’
usually expected, because the length of the k' root in the so(2k + 1) case is half the length of the
other roots (see also [36]). This leads us to rewrite the Bethe Ansatz equations for the ground state
and the low-lying excitations (holes) in the following form, inserting the two-strings contribution in
the k' set

M@ M2

et (AP = — TT eaAY = AP) ex(AY + A1) Hel WAy e (A 1Ay,

M@ MU+

e (A = _He (0 — )\(z AD z H H e (A )\(z+7)6_1()\1(z)+)\§1+7))

=11 j=1
M(E=1)
61()\1(-]9—1)) = — H 62()\2(/6—1) _)\5}6—1)) 62()\§k_1)+)\§,k_1))
j=1
M(k=2)

< T e = 2%y e (0D A2

M (k)
« e 1()\(19 1) )\gk)) 6_%()\§k—1) +A§k))€_%()\§k—1) _)\gk)) 6_%()\§k—1) +>\§k))
7j=1
M)
er(AM) H et (AP = 202 ¢ (A 4 D)2 e, (AF — AP ey(AP 4 AP
M(k 1)

y H e 1 (\® _ §k—1)) e_l(kgk)+>\§k_1))e_%()\gk) _>\§k—1)> 6_%()\Z(k) +>\§k—1)>

3 3
(7.2)
For the general diagonal solutions of the reflection equation we have to multiply:
— for D2, the LHS of the 1" Bethe Ansatz equation with 62§ 1
— for D3, we multiply the LHS of the m!" Bethe Ansatz equation with 625+m, 1<m<Ek—1.
We are interested in the low-lying excitations, which are holes in the filled sea and are highest weight

representations of so(2k + 1). We restrict ourselves here to the states with v holes in the [ sea,
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which correspond to the vector representations of so(2k + 1), and also to holes in the k sea, which
corresponds to the 2¥-dimensional spinor representation (see also [2§]). We convert the sums into
integrals by employing the following approximate relation

300 = / T ) — 5 3 SN~ S (0) + O(y) (7.3)

where the correction terms take into account the v¥) holes located at values 5\@(1) and the contribution
at 07. We shall denote by f(w) the Fourier transform of any function f(\).
Once we take the logarithm and the derivative of ([LZ), we extract the densities from the equation

K(w)6(w) = a(w) + %F(w) + %G(w, £) (7.4)
where a,(\) = i % Ine,(A\) and a,(w) = e~z . We have introduced
2a1()) 7
O .
a(\) = f , o) =| ) | . (7.5)
0 :
a*(N)

F(\), G(X, &) are k component vectors as well with

N0

F]()\) = a1(>\)5j1—a1 —|—CL2 —|—Z(CL2 l +a2()\+>\l))5lj
N0
_ Z(al()\ ADY £y (A4 AD ) G +01)s (=1, k—2)
j=1
N0
FFI0) = as(N) = (ag(A) + ag(A <a1 +a1(A+Al))5l,k_2
7=1
N0 ,,(L)
+ Z<a2(>\ )\() +CL2 l )5lk 1— ( %—Fa%)()\_)\g_l))_'_(a% %)(A—k)\(l )>5kl

Jj=1
MO

F*O) = 3a(\) +a(\) — (a ()\)+a%()\))—Z(a%%—a%)()\—)\y))%—(a

j=1
90
+ Y (2@1 +a5) (A= AD) + (201 + a5) (A + Ag.”))akl (7.6)
j=1
and the £ dependent part is
for D2: G]()\,f) = —a2§1+1()\)5j1,
for D3: GI(N,E) = —aserm(N)djm. (7.7)
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Finally,

Kij(w) = (1+ ax(w))ds; — a1(w)(Gije1 + 6ij—1), i,j=1,...k—1
Kioan(w) = Kipoa(w) = —(ay(w) + a3 (W),
Kii(w) = 14 261 (w) + ao(w). (7.8)

The solution of ([ has the form

1 1
a(A) =2e(\) + Néo()\) + N<I>1()\ £) (7.9)
where € and ®(; are k component vectors with
. A A . k A A . k
€ (w) = Ra(@ar(w), Phw) =) Riy(w)F(w), Pjw &)= Ryw)G(w,¢) (7.10)
j=1 j=1
R = K~! and € is the energy of a hole in the j sea which can be written in terms of hyperbolic
functions
, cosh(k — L —j)2 1
(W) = 2 2 5=1,... k=1, &w) = 7.11
) cosh(k — 3)% I o EW 2cosh(k — 3)% (7.11)
Rislw) = ¢ sinh min(é, j)% cosh(k — 5 — max(i, j))g’ i1 k1
cosh(k — 3)% smh 5
o) = Ruglw) = o ST =1 k-
JRA) = Terg () = 2 cosh(k — $)4sinh &’ JT
. es sinh &
R = — : 7.12
() 2 2cosh ¥ cosh(k — )% sinh ¥ (7.12)
B. so(2k)

In this case, the ground state consists of k filled Dirac seas of real strings. Therefore the Bethe
Ansatz equations have exactly the same form as in ([£32). For the general diagonal solutions of the
reflection equation, we have to multiply:

— for D1, the LHS of the k Bethe Ansatz equation with —62_51_,’_,{,
~ for D2, the LHS of the 1° equation with —e5

— for D3, the LHS of the m =1,..., k — 2 equation with —62_§1+m, for m = k — 1 the LHS of the

k — 1 and k equations are multiplied by —el_l.

In this case as well, we restrict ourselves to states with »®) holes in the [ sea. Note that now the
spinor representation splits into two spinor representations of dimension 281 (see also [28]), and the

23



holes in the +, — sea correspond exactly to these two spinor representations. The densities satisfy

the same equation ([Z4) as in the so(2k + 1) case with ¢ and a given by ([ZH) and

cosh(k —1—7)% 1
cosh(k —1)% ~ J 2cosh(k —1)%

(W) = =1,...,k—2 and & (w)= (7.13)

NO!

FI\) = a1(\)d;1 — a;(A) + az(A +Z (CLQ (A=A +a2(A+5\§.”)>6U

MO

= Y (@O = A @+ A Gr +G), G= 1 k= 3)

J=1
v

F20) = ) = 200) + 3 (62(d = AP) + aa(A+ A) ) d

N0

-y (al()\ A xg”)) (s + 01 + 61_)

Jj=1
(@ v

FE) = as(W)+ Y (ag ()\ ) far (A + xg”))ali -3 (al(A ) fa(a+ xyn)alk_z

(7.14)

—for D1:  G/(\,€) = —age1n(N)dji,
— for D2: G]()\ 5) = —CL(2§1+1)()\>5]‘1, (715)
Gj()\ 5) 2§+m)()\)6jm (m: 1,...,]{3—2),

— for D3: { G*(\) = GFL(N\) = —a1(\)Smr—1

l@ij(w) = (1 + dg(&)))éij - dl(w)(@jﬂ + 5ij—1)7 ’L,j = 1, ok — 2,

Ki-2) (@) = K@jp-2(w) = —a1 (w),

K__(w) = Kiy(w) =1+ as(w) and Ki_(w) = K_,(w) = 0. (7.16)
We solve equation (IZ4]) and find the densities o’ which describe a Bethe Ansatz state. The solution
of () has the same form as in (L) with

. o sinhmin(i, j)% cosh(k — 1 — max(i,5))%
() = =1, k-2,
Rij(w) = €2 cosh(k — 1) sinh & b

sinh ]w

. e
Rjs(w) = Ray() 2 cosh(k — 1)—smh“’ J=hek
. . es sinh &
R =R__ = —
++(w) (@) 2 2cosh § cosh(k — 1)% sinh ¢
. . es sinh(k — 2)¥

(7.17)

~ 2 2cosh ¢ cosh(k —1)%sinh %
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Let us now consider the particular solution D4 for the so(4) case. The corresponding Bethe
Ansatz equations, as in the bulk, are basically two copies of the X X X spin chain equations (so(4) =
su(2) ® su(2)), namely

M)
eae, 41 (AT 7Ly (AT)2NH1 H es( N7 = A7) e\ 4+ A (7.18)

where 7 = 4. It is obvious that the only representations that remain are the two two-dimensional
spinor representations. The Bethe Ansatz equations are then two decoupled equations, as it is also
evident from (ZI2): one has R, _(w) = R_;(w) = 0; moreover R, 4 (w), R__(w) are given by ((L17)
for £k = 2, and

1/(7')

FT(A) = ay(A) 4 az(N) + Z as(A = A7)+ as(A+A)), G E) = —ase, (V). (7.19)

C. sp(2k)

The ground state in this case consists of £ — 1 filled Dirac seas of two-strings ()\(()j ) + %), and the &

sea is filled with real strings. The Bethe Ansatz equations take the form

M@
)2 = =TT SO0 = A7) 00 +40) a0 = A)e (A0 +A)
j=1
M2
x [T et =A%) s 427 e 500 = A es (A + 2%,
j=1
M
ex(\) = =TT 300 = A0) 3D +2AD) e,(AD = AD)e, AD 4 AD)
ij=1
MU+T)
< IT TI e (A0~ A e (00 £ A e, (A Z A e (a0 A
r=+1 j=1
l=2,...)k—1
M (k)
0) = =TT cla ~ ) exx 3%
j=1
M (k=1)
x JT e =2 e A 4+ 4 e s (A = Ay e (A + A )
j=1

(7.20)

where for the general diagonal solutions of the reflection equation we have to multiply:

— for D1, the LHS of the k equation with 62&5,
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— for D3, the LHS of the m" equations with 62_§1+m+162_51+m_1, m=1,...,k—1.

Again the densities for the state with () holes in the [ sea satisfy the same equations () as in the
so(2k + 1) case with o given by ([ZH), a’(A\) = 2a2(A\)d;1 and

() = cosh(k +1—j)¥

_ . . j=1..k (7.21)
2 cosh § cosh(k +1)%

F]()\) = 3&2()\) + a4()\) — 2(&1()\) + ag()\)) + (&1()\) + &3()\))5]'

v

+ Z ((2@2 + CL4)(>\ — )\gl)) + (2@2 + a4)()\ + >\§l))>(5ﬂ
j=1
v

= 3 (@ + @)= A7) + (a1 + ag) 0+ A0)) @001 + G0),

j=1
(j=1,...,k—=1)

N0

FHO) = aa() +aa(h) = (@) + as(0) + 3 (a(d = A7) + aa(h+ 2A0) )b

N0

— Z ((al + ag)()\ — )\g-l)) + (a1 + ag)()\ + S\y)))dlk_l, (7.22)

=1

for D1: G]()\,f) = —a25+,{()\)5jk,
for D3:  GY(),€) = —(a2esms1(N) + a2grm—1)0jm

/Cij(w) = (]. + &2(@))257;]' — (&1(w) + &3(w))(5i7]~+1 + 5i7j—1)’ Z,] = ]_, k=1
ICkk(w) = 1+ &4(0)). (723)
As in the previous cases the solution of () has the form ([Z9), ([CI0) with

Ris(w) = e“  sinhmin(i, j)¥ cosh(k + 1 — max(i, j))%
)= g cosh & cosh(k + 1)% sinh &

Cdij=1,....k (7.24)

8 Scattering

Having obtained the excitations of the model, we are ready to compute the complete boundary S
matrix. For this purpose we follow the formulation developed by Korepin, and later by Andrei and
Destri [37, BY]. First we have to implement the so-called quantisation condition,

(Mg — 1)|A) =0 (8.1)
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where p' is the momentum of the particle (in our case, the hole) with rapidity 5\11 For the case of v
(even) holes in [ sea we insert the integrated density ([ZJ) into the quantisation condition (BII). We

use the dispersion relation
1 d
Iiyy !
e(N) = 57y P (A) (8.2)

As
and the sum rule NV / d\o(\) € Z,. The boundary S matrix for the right boundary is taken to be

0
one of the diagonal solutions D1, D2, D3, D4, whereas the boundary S matrix for the left boundary is
proportional to unit. We end up with the following expression for the boundary scattering amplitudes:

atla™ = exp{QﬂN //\1 d\ (Ul()\) — 26l()\))} (8.3)
with
a”t (N €) = koM k(N 6), a™(N) = ko(N) (8.4)

where o' is the first element of the diagonal boundary S matrix. It is obvious that o™ has no ¢
dependence and realises just the overall factor in front of the unit matrix at the left boundary (recall
that K™ = 1). Moreover,

ko(\L) = exp {m /0 k dmg(A)}, k(AL €) :eXp{QiW /0 k dmg(xg,g)} (8.5)

with ®f | given by [ZI0). We finally restrict ourselves to I = 1 in the first sea and we write the latter
expression in term of the Fourier transform of @, (ZI0),

ko(N) = exp{ . % /Oo %“’ég(w)e—iw*}, k(M €) = exp{ . /OO %”ci)}(w,g)e—w}. (8.6)

—00 —00

In what follows we express the scattering amplitudes in terms of I'-functions.

A. so(n)

Before we write down the explicit expressions for the boundary S matrices, let us recall the form of
the exact bulk S matrix. It is easy to compute the scattering amplitude between two holes (vectors)
in the first sea. The bulk scattering amplitude comes from the contribution of the terms of ®} given

by eqs. (Z8), (CI0), ([C12), (1), with argument A+ );. After some algebra and using the following
identity

1 [®dw e T It
_/ aw e Zw —In (uj—?)) (8.7)
2Jp w coshg I'(52)
we conclude that the hole-hole scattering amplitude is given by the expression
tan7(245) T(;5) T(25 +3) T(55) D2 +3)
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The explicit bulk S matrix then has the following structure 3

So(N)
(IA+ K)(EA+ 1)

S() = (A + i) + i\ + ik) P — iAQ) (8.9)

Now, we give the expressions for the boundary S matrix, which follow from (&), ([8H), and the
duplication formula for the I' function

227Dz + %)F(:c) = 2 (2z). (8.10)

The ¢-independent part of the overall factor kg, eq. (BH), is given by

) = vy D) DES +D) D2+ T2 +s) (8.11)
0 =Xy i i i i ’
P TG+ T2 +3) T2+ D)
where
Vi) — rsiIlﬁ(MnJr_lQ/2 — i) sin7r(Mn__12/2 + %) Sinﬁ(ni:\2 + i) 819
0o(A) = — IA—1/2 | 1\ . IML/2 1N iAo 1y° (8.12)
sinm(2=2 + 1) sinr(BEL2 — 1) sinw (55 — 9)

Note that our solution includes the necessary CDD factors both for the bulk and boundary matrices
(see also [20), B6]). The expression for the {-dependant part k; depends on which solutions D1, D2,
D3, D4 we consider:

Di1:

k(M &) = PE +3) TE5+1)
USRS ) (S 4

(8.13)

where ¢ = £ — % is the renormalised boundary parameter (see also [35]). We also compute the
B element of the K matrix ([E34) by employing the “duality” transformation £ — —¢, and the
symmetry of the K matrix and of the transfer matrix (see also [B5]). In particular, we obtain a set

of Bethe Ansatz equations for £ — —¢&, which allows to determine the difference

(w, =€) — by(w, ) = e 73 (8.14)
and consequently
(A
% = 6251()\). (815)

This provides us with a consistency check for our procedure since one obtains independently the
exact ratio between different elements of the reflection matrix. Thus, we have completely determined
the K matrix that corresponds to the solution D1.

3We do not compute all the eigenvalues of the bulk S matrix via the Bethe Ansatz. Such a general computation,
in the bulk, is beyond the scope of this work.

28



D2:

tnr(555) TS5 +3) DES+1) T +5) D252

k(N €) = e o2 =2 2 (8.16)
tanm(555) DS +4) TR+ 1) DS +5) TR

where & = & — % and &, = &, + % are the renormalised boundary parameters. Remark that the

constraint & +¢&, = k—1 is also true for the renormalised boundary parameters, namely £+, = k—1.
Similarly we employ the duality transformation which, for this solution, reads & — &,. We then
determine the difference

O (w, &, 1) — P (w, €1,&,) = e BT 4 DT (8.17)
and the ratio
7_()‘75175”)
22— eger (N)e_ger (A). 1
6,6y~ aNe () (8.18)

Again we have here an independent consistency check.

ﬁi()\,ﬁl,ﬁn)
Oz*()\,ﬁl,fn) ’
explicitly extract this information from the Bethe Ansatz formulation. Nevertheless, since the K

Of course, we need to determine one further ratio, namely We have not been able to

matrix is a solution of the reflection equation, the only choice we have for this ratio is

5_()‘a gla gn)
Oé_()\, €1> gn)

With this, we have completed the derivation of the K matrix that corresponds to the solution D2.

= eaer (M) (8.19)

D3: The &-dependent part of the K matrix overall factor that corresponds to D3 is

DA +) T(EE +1) T(ERHE 4 8) T2 4 )

k(N ¢) = —2=2 2 a2 i a2 L (8.20)
P +3) TR+ n(2EE+3) r(=252+ )
The total overall factor for this solution is
iA —i) iIA+1/2 —iX1/2
]f )\ k >\ / _ Y )\ I‘(11—2) F(’n—Q _'_%) F( n—2 + i) F( n—2 + %)
oMk (A, &) = Yi(}) —iX i 3 —idF1/2 | 1 iIAF1/2 | 1
(%) IG5+ T(=5E+4) (222 +))
DS +3) TEEE+1) 8.21)
[(Z2E8 1 1y (2 ) '
n—2 2 n—2
where
V) = rsinﬁ(i’\:_lz/2 -1 sin7r(i)‘n__12/2 + 1) sin7(225 4+ 1) g9
1(A) = — 12 1\ - IM1/2 1N o iAo 1y° (8.22)
sinm (=42 4+ 1) sinw(52L2 — 1) sinw (55 — )

The latter expression agrees with the one found in [20], although we find slightly different CDD

factors. Again ¢ = ¢ — 1

5 is the renormalised boundary parameter which now must have the fixed
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value {’ = 7 —m, to ensure the resulting K matrix satisfies the reflection equation. Unfortunately,
in this case, we cannot employ a duality transformation to derive the ratio g—: E39). However, since

the K matrix is a solution of the reflection equation the ratio must be

B~
a=(})

= 6251()\). (823)

D4: For this solution the {-independent part is given by (BIIl) with n = 4, while the {-dependent
part is given by (7 = %):

F(i/\+§;+i) F(—i)\+§’,_|_%)

kir(A €)= — 2 _ - 2 ) (8.24)
G
We exploit the duality transformation one more time, &, — —&,, to calculate the ratio
B (N)
T = e9er (N 8.25
Oé;()\) 6257( ) ( )

with the renormalised boundary parameter . = &, — % We recall that the two spinor representations
are two-dimensional, and the corresponding K matrices are of course two-dimensional with

K (N &) = diag(az (X, &), 87 (A.6))- (8.26)

In other words, we have obtained two copies of the X X X boundary S matrix, with two free boundary
parameters &,

B. sp(n)

The corresponding bulk scattering amplitude for the sp(n) is given by the following expression

_tanm(85) T(H) D(Es +5) TERY TEE +3)

" Gnn( ) T T2 ) TR T+ ) -

and again the structure of the S matrix is given by (BJ) with Sy given above. The £-independent
part ko for sp(n) is obtained from (KXH) as

F( i\ ) P(_i)\ ‘l‘%) F(i)\-‘rl/Q_‘_i) F(_i)\+1/2+%)

kO()\) — YE)()\) ri-il—2 ni—i-2 _'n+2 'n+2 : (828)
FG5) TG +1) T2 +1) TR+ D)
where
Vi) — sinw(i);;lz/z + 1) sin7r(Mn_+12/2 +3) SiIl?T(ni_i\Z + 1) 2,99
0(A) = = A1/2 1y o (A2 1Y g ALy (8.29)
sinm (2 — 1) sinw(=E — 3) sinw(755 — 1)

The corresponding &-dependent parts for each solution are given respectively by:
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Di1:

D(25 + 1) T(=2E 41)

k(N &) = — 242 nt2 8.30
O TR D TR 0

where £ = £ — 1 is the renormalised boundary parameter. We also compute the 3 element of the K
matrix by employing the duality transformation (¢ — —¢) and we obtain the difference

Ol (w, =€) — P} (w, &) = e *72 (8.31)

and consequently

BTNE . (8.32)

D3:

tann(S4 - §) D2 +d) DS DIESEE 4 ) TG+ Y

tanﬁ(%jLi) F(%ﬂL%) F(%"’l) F(%WLi) F(_iii—;/sz%)‘

kl()‘a 6/) =

(8.33)

We now write down the total overall factor for this solution, which is

i\ —i\ 3 iIA+1/2 3 —iA+1/2 1
P(nﬁ) F(nfz + Z) I'( n+2 + Z) P(W + 5)
M) TG+ TR +3) (5 +))

M5 +3) TES+1)

PS5+ TEE+D)

ko(Mki(X, &) = Yi(N)

(8.34)

where

(8.35)

¢’ = £ — 1 is the renormalised boundary parameter which must have the fixed value ' = % —m, in
order for the resulting K matrix to satisfy the reflection equation. This result also agrees with [20],
again with slightly different CDD factors. Unfortunately we cannot employ a duality symmetry in
this case to derive the ratio g (639), but again, since the K matrix is a solution of the reflection

equation, the ratio must be

= 625/()\) . (836)
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9 Conclusion

We have established here a classification of solutions to the reflection equations based on the Yangian
R matrices for Lie (super)algebras so(m), sp(n) and osp(m|n). Solutions of the diagonal, antidiagonal
and mixed form have been fully described. The final step would then be to obtain the general solutions
(“full” K matrix) which is technically more complicated.

Some of these solutions have then been used to compute the spectrum and scattering datas for
integrable spin chain systems with non trivial boundary conditions. Only the Lie algebra case has
been considered here; the case of super Lie algebras osp(m|n) can now be envisioned: indeed, a
suitable redefinition of indices allows us to consider a similar exact ferromagnetic pseudo-vacuum
(see [39]), providing us with the starting point for the analytical Bethe Ansatz.

Remark also that the analytical Bethe Ansatz construction proposed here remains valid for upper
triangular reflection matrices. Such matrices can for instance be obtained by conjugating our diagonal
solutions by triangular matrices (following lemma 27]).

In addition, the use of the analytical Bethe Ansatz method precluded applications to non-diagonal
reflection matrices, for which no exact pseudo-vacuum state is available. However, this situation can
be approached using the methods developed e.g. in [40), A1]. For an alternative approach, see [42].
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