arXiv:1606.03573v1 [math-ph] 11 Jun 2016

LAPTH-028/16

Scalar products of Bethe vectors in models with gl(2|1) symmetry 2. Determinant representation

A. Hutsalyuk^a, A. Liashyk^{b,c}, S. Z. Pakuliak^{a,d}, E. Ragoucy^e, N. A. Slavnov^{f 1}

a Moscow Institute of Physics and Technology, Dolgoprudny, Moscow reg., Russia

b Bogoliubov Institute for Theoretical Physics, NAS of Ukraine, Kiev, Ukraine

c National Research University Higher School of Economics, Russia

d Laboratory of Theoretical Physics, JINR, Dubna, Moscow reg., Russia

e Laboratoire de Physique Théorique LAPTH, CNRS and Université de Savoie, BP 110, 74941 Annecy-le-Vieux Cedex, France

f Steklov Mathematical Institute of Russian Academy of Sciences, Moscow, Russia

Dedicated to the memory of P.P. Kulish

Abstract We study integrable models with gl(2|1) symmetry and solvable by nested algebraic Bethe ansatz. We obtain a determinant representation for scalar products of Bethe vectors, when the Bethe parameters obey some relations weaker than the Bethe equations. This representation allows us to find the norms of on-shell Bethe vectors and obtain determinant formulas for form factors of the diagonal entries of the monodromy matrix.

1hutsalyuk@gmail.com, a.liashyk@gmail.com, stanislav.pakuliak@jinr.ru, eric.ragoucy@lapth.cnrs.fr, nslavnov@mi.ras.ru

1 Introduction

The present paper is a continuation of the work [1], where we began to study the problem of calculating scalar products of Bethe vectors in gl(2|1) integrable models solvable by the algebraic Bethe Ansatz. There we considered the scalar product of generic Bethe vectors and obtained a sum formula for it. By generic Bethe vectors we mean that the Bethe parameters are supposed to be generic complex numbers. In this paper we consider the case where the Bethe parameters satisfy certain conditions, closely related to the Bethe equations but less constrained than them. This allows us to derive a determinant representation for the scalar product.

The problem of computing the scalar products is of great importance in the algebraic Bethe ansatz [2–4]. This is a necessary tool for calculating form factors and correlation functions within the framework of this method. The first results in this field concerning gl(2)- based models and their q-deformations were obtained in [5–7]. This explicit representation (Izergin–Korepin formula) was, however, rather inconvenient for applications. The next step was done in [8], where a determinant representation for a particular case of scalar products was found. In this particular case one of the vector remains generic, while the other vector becomes on-shell (that is, its Bethe parameters satisfy the Bethe equations). The determinant representation for the scalar products opened a way for studying form factors and correlation functions in the models with gl(2) symmetry and their q-deformations [9–14]. It also was found to be useful for numerical analysis of correlation functions [15–18].

The first result concerning the scalar products in the models with gl(3)-invariant Rmatrix was obtained in [19] and led to the so-called Reshetikhin formula. There, an analog of Izergin–Korepin formula for the scalar product of generic Bethe vectors and a determinant representation for the norm of the on-shell vectors were found. Similar results for the models based on a q-deformed gl(3) were obtained in [20, 21]. Recently various particular cases of scalar products were studied in [22–27]. However, up to now an analog of the determinant for the scalar product between generic and on-shell Bethe vectors is not known. Thus, the gl(3) case appears to be more restrictive in this sense. Apparently, in order to obtain a compact determinant formula for the scalar product in the gl(3)-based models one should impose certain constraints on the Bethe parameters of both vectors. In particular, a determinant representation for the scalar product of on-shell and twisted on-shell Bethe vectors^2 was derived in [28]. Later, determinant presentations for form factors of the monodromy matrix entries were obtained in the series of papers [29–32].

In the case of models with gl(2|1) symmetry we deal with an intermediate situation. Currently a determinant formula for the scalar product of generic and on-shell Bethe vectors is not known. However, we succeeded to find a determinant representation for the scalar product in the case where certain constraints are imposed for the Bethe parameters of both vectors. These constraints are much less restrictive than in the case of the gl(3)-based models. Actually, we are able to derive the determinant representation when only a part of Bethe equations for the Bethe parameters is valid. Thus, a part of Bethe parameters of both vectors is fixed, while the remaining parameters still are generic complex numbers. We call such vectors semi-on-shell Bethe vectors. The determinant representation for the scalar product of semi-on-shell Bethe vectors in the models with gl(2|1) symmetry is the main result of the present paper.

The article is organized as follows. In section 2 we introduce the model under consideration. There we also specify our conventions and notation. Section 3 contains the main results of the paper. There we give a determinant representation for a special scalar product

2See section 2 for the definition of twisted on-shell Bethe vectors.

of Bethe vectors and consider important particular cases. In section 4 we prove orthogonality of on-shell Bethe vectors. In section 5 we calculate form factors of diagonal entries of the monodromy matrix. Finally in section 6 we give the derivation of the determinant representation for the scalar product. Appendix A contains several auxiliary lemmas allowing us to calculate certain multiple sums of rational functions.

2 Description of the model

2.1 gl(2|1)-based models

The R-matrix of gl(2|1)-based models acts in the tensor product C^{2|1} ⊗C^{2|1} , where C^{2|1} is the Z_2-graded vector space with the grading [1] = [2] = 0, [3] = 1. Matrices acting in this space are also graded, according to [e_{ij} ] = [i] + [j], where e_{ij} are elementary units: (e_{ij} )_{ab} = δ_{ia}δ_{jb}. The R-matrix has the form R(u, v) = I+ g(u, v)P, g(u, v) = c u − v , (2.1)

where I is the identity matrix, P is the graded permutation operator [33], and c is a constant.

The elements of the monodromy matrix T (u) are graded in the same way as the matrices [e_{ij} ]: [T_{ij} (u)] = [i] + [j]. Their commutation relations are given by the RT T -relation R(u, v) ( T (u) ⊗ I )( I⊗ T (v) ) = ( I⊗ T (v) )( T (u) ⊗ I ) R(u, v), (2.2) where the tensor products of C^{2|1} spaces are graded as follows:

(I⊗ e_{ij} ) · (e_{kl} ⊗ I) = (−1)^{([i]+[j])([k]+[l])} e_{kl} ⊗ e_{ij} . (2.3)

Equation (2.2) holds in the tensor product C^{2|1} ⊗ C^{2|1} ⊗ H, where H is a Hilbert space of the Hamiltonian under consideration.

The RT T -relation (2.2) implies a set of scalar commutation relations for the monodromy matrix elements

[T_{ij} (u), T_{kl}(v)} = (−1)^{[i]([k]+[l])+[k][l]}g(u, v) ( T_{kj} (v)T_{il}(u) − T_{kj}(u)T_{il}(v) ) , = (−1)^{[l]([i]+[j])+[i][j]}g(u, v) ( T_{il}(u)T_{kj} (v) − T_{il}(v)T_{kj} (u) ) , (2.4)

where we introduced the graded commutator

[T_{ij} (u), T_{kl}(v)} = T_{ij}(u)T_{kl}(v) − (−1)^{([i]+[j])([k]+[l])}T_{kl}(v)T_{ij} (u). (2.5)

The graded transfer matrix is defined as the supertrace of the monodromy matrix

T (u) = str T (u) = 3∑ j=1 (−1)^{[j]} T_{jj}(u). (2.6)

It defines an integrable system, due to the relation [T (u) , T (v)] = 0.

2.2 Bethe vectors

Bethe vectors belong to the space in which the Hamiltonian of the model acts. They can be constructed as certain polynomials in the operators T_{ij} with i < j applied to the pseudovacuum vector |0⟩. In this paper we do not use an explicit form of these polynomials, however, the reader can find it in [34, 35]. Dual Bethe vectors belong to the dual space, and they are polynomials in T_{ij} with i > j applied from the right to the dual pseudovacuum vector ⟨0|.

We denote Bethe vectors and their dual respectively by B_{a,b} (ū; v̄) and C_{a,b} (ū; v̄). They are parameterized by two sets of complex parameters (Bethe parameters) ū = {u_1, . . . , u_a} and v̄ = {v_1, . . . , v_b} with a, b = 0, 1, . . . . If the Bethe parameters are generic complex numbers, then we say that the corresponding (dual) Bethe vector is generic. If both sets ū and v̄ are empty, then B_{0,0} (∅; ∅) = |0⟩ and C_{0,0} (∅; ∅) = ⟨0|. The vectors |0⟩ and ⟨0| are singular vectors for the entries of the monodromy matrix T_{ii}(u)|0⟩ = λ_i(u)|0⟩, ⟨0|T_{ii}(u) = λ_i(u)⟨0|, i = 1, 2, 3, T_{ji}(u)|0⟩ = 0, ⟨0|T_{ij} (u) = 0 , 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 3 , (2.7)

where λ_i(u) are some scalar functions. In the framework of the generalized model [5] considered in this paper, they remain free functional parameters. Below it will be convenient to deal with ratios of these functions

r_1(u) = λ_1(u) λ_2(u)

, r_3(u) = λ_3(u) λ_2(u)

. (2.8)

A (dual) Bethe vector becomes an eigenvector of the transfer matrix T (w), if the Bethe parameters satisfy a system of Bethe equations

r_1(u_j ) = a∏ k=1 k≠j f(u_j, u_k) f(u_k, u_j ) b∏ l=1 f(v_l, u_j ), j = 1, . . . , a,

r_3(v_j ) = a∏ l=1 f(v_j, u_l), j = 1, . . . , b, (2.9)

where we introduced the function f(u, v) f(u, v) = 1 + g(u, v) = u − v + c u − v . (2.10)

We call such vectors on-shell Bethe vectors (or dual on-shell Bethe vectors). One has for them T (w)B_{a,b} (ū; v̄) = τ(w|ū, v̄) B_{a,b} (ū; v̄), C_{a,b} (ū; v̄)T (w) = τ(w|ū, v̄) C_{a,b} (ū; v̄), (2.11) where τ(w|ū, v̄) = λ_1(w) a∏ j=1 f(u_j, w) + λ_2(w) a∏ j=1 f(w, u_j ) b∏ k=1 f(v_k, w) − λ_3(w) b∏ k=1 f(v_k, w). (2.12)

Apart from the usual monodromy matrix it is convenient to consider a twisted monodromy matrix T_κ(u) [6, 10, 28, 29]. For the models with gl(2|1) symmetry it is defined as follows. Let κ be a 3 × 3 diagonal matrix κ = diag(κ_1, κ_2, κ_3), where κ_i are complex numbers. Then T_κ(u) = κT (u), where T (u) is the standard monodromy matrix.

One can easily check that the twisted monodromy matrix satisfies the RT T -relation (2.2) with the R-matrix (2.1). The supertrace of the twisted monodromy matrix T_κ(u) = str T_κ(u) is called the twisted transfer matrix. The eigenstates (resp. dual eigenstates) of the twisted transfer matrix are called twisted on-shell Bethe vectors (resp. twisted dual on-shell Bethe vectors). A generic (dual) Bethe vector becomes a twisted (dual) on-shell Bethe vector, if the Bethe parameters satisfy a system of twisted Bethe equations

r_1(u_j ) = κ_2 κ_1 a∏ k=1 k≠j f(u_j, u_k) f(u_k, u_j ) b∏ l=1 f(v_l, u_j ), j = 1, . . . , a,

r_3(v_j ) = κ_2 κ_3 a∏ l=1 f(v_j, u_l), j = 1, . . . , b. (2.13)

Then T_κ(w)B_{a,b} (ū; v̄) = τ_κ(w|ū, v̄) B_{a,b} (ū; v̄), C_{a,b} (ū; v̄)T_κ(w) = τ_κ(w|ū, v̄) C_{a,b} (ū; v̄), (2.14) where the eigenvalue τ_κ(w|ū, v̄) is given by (2.12), in which one should replace λ_i(w) by κ_iλ_i(w) (see also (2.18)).

In the framework of the generalized model one can consider the Bethe parameters {ū, v̄} and the functions {r_1(u_j ), r_3(v_k)} as two types of variables [5]. The first type comes from the R-matrix, the second type comes from the monodromy matrix. In the case of generic Bethe vectors these two types of variables are independent. However, in the case of (twisted) on-shell Bethe vectors they become related by the (twisted) Bethe equations.

One can also consider an intermediate case, when only a subset of {r_1(u_j ), r_3(v_k)} is related to the Bethe parameters {ū, v̄} by a part of the Bethe equations. For instance, we can impose the first set of equations (2.9) involving the functions r_1(u_j ), without imposing the second set of equations for r_3(v_j ) (or vice versa). In the case of a concrete model this means that a part of the Bethe parameters remains free, while the other parameters become functions of them. We call a Bethe vector possessing this property a semi-on-shell Bethe vector. Thus, the semi-on-shell Bethe vectors occupy an intermediate position between generic and on-shell Bethe vectors. Below we will consider the scalar products of these vectors.

2.3 Notation

In this paper we use the same notation and conventions as in [1]. Let us recall them.

Besides the functions g(u, v) and f(u, v) described above we introduce also two functions h(u, v) = f(u, v) g(u, v) = u − v + c c , t(u, v) = g(u, v) h(u, v) = g(u, v) − 1 h(u, v) = c^2 (u − v)(u − v + c) . (2.15)

These functions possess the following obvious properties: g(u, v) = −g(v, u), h(u, v + c) = 1 g(u, v) , f(u, v + c) = 1 f(v, u) , t(u, v + c) = t(v, u). (2.16) Let us formulate now a convention on the notation. We denote sets of variables by bar:

x̄, ū, v̄ etc. Individual elements of the sets are denoted by latin subscripts: v_j , u_k etc. As a rule, the number of elements in the sets is not shown explicitly in the equations, however we give these cardinalities in special comments to the formulas. The notation ū ± c means that all the elements of the set ū are shifted by ±c: ū ± c = {u_1 ± c, . . . , u_n ± c}. A union of sets is denoted by braces: {ū, v̄} ≡ ū ∪ v̄.

Subsets of variables are labeled by roman subscripts: ū_I, v̄_{ii}, x̄_{II} etc. A notation ū ⇒ {ū_I, ū_{II}} means that the set ū is divided into two subsets ū_I and ū_{II} such that {ū_I, ū_{II}} = ū and ū_I ∩ ū_{II} = ∅. We assume that the elements in every subset of variables are ordered in such a way that the sequence of their subscripts is strictly increasing. We call this ordering the natural order.

In order to avoid too cumbersome formulas we use a shorthand notation for products of functions depending on one or two variables. Namely, if the functions r_k (2.8) or the functions g, f, h depend on a set of variables, this means that one should take the product over the corresponding set. For example,

r_1(ū) = ∏ u_j ∈ū r_1(u_j ); f(u_k, v̄) = ∏ v_l∈v̄ f(u_k, v_l); g(v̄_I, v̄_{II}) = ∏ v_j ∈v̄_I ∏ v_k ∈v̄_{II}

g(v_j , v_k). (2.17)

Being written in the shorthand notation the eigenvalue of the twisted transfer matrix takes the form

τ_κ(w|ū, v̄) = κ_1λ_1(w)f(ū, w) + κ_2λ_2(w)f(w, ū)f(v̄, w) − κ_3λ_3(w)f(v̄, w). (2.18)

We draw attention of the reader that the eigenvalue τ_κ(w|ū, v̄) depends on the sets ū and v̄ by definition, and thus, this is not a function of one or two variables. Hence, our shorthand notation does not apply to τ_κ(w|ū, v̄), and one does not have any product over the sets ū and v̄ in the l.h.s. of (2.18). On the contrary, in the r.h.s. of (2.18) we do have products of f-functions over the sets ū and v̄.

Another example of a function depending on two sets of variables is the partition function of the six-vertex model with domain wall boundary conditions (DWPF) [5, 7]. We denote it by K_n(ū|v̄). It depends on two sets of variables ū and v̄, the subscript indicates that #ū = #v̄ = n. The function K_n has the following determinant representation

K_n(ū|v̄) = Δ^′_n(ū)Δ_n(v̄)h(ū, v̄) det_n t(u_j, v_k), (2.19)

where Δ^′_n(ū) and Δ_n(v̄) are defined by

Δ^′_n(ū) = n∏ j<k g(u_j , u_k), Δ_n(v̄) = n∏ j>k g(v_j , v_k). (2.20)

It is easy to see that K_n is symmetric over ū and symmetric over v̄, however K_n(ū|v̄) ≠ K_n(v̄|ū). 2.4 Scalar products of Bethe vectors

The scalar product of Bethe vectors is defined as

S_{a,b} ≡ S_{a,b}(ū^C ; v̄^C |ū^B ; v̄^B ) = C_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C )B_{a,b} (ū^B ; v̄^B ) , (2.21)

where all the Bethe parameters are a priori generic complex numbers. We have added the superscripts C and B to the sets ū, v̄ in order to stress that the vectors C_{a,b} and B_{a,b} may depend on different sets of parameters.

The main result of paper [1] is a sum formula for the scalar product of generic Bethe vectors. It gives an explicit representation for S_{a,b} as a sum over partitions of the Bethe parameters S_{a,b} = ∑ r_1(ū^C_{II} )r_1(ū^B_I )r_3(v̄^C_{II} )r_3(v̄^B_I )f(ū^C_I , ū^C_{II} )f(ū^B_{II} , ū^B_I )g(v̄^C_I , v̄^C_{II} )g(v̄^B_{II} , v̄^B_I ) × f(v̄^C_I , ū^C_I )f(v̄^B_{II} , ū^B_{II} ) f(v̄^C , ū^C )f(v̄^B , ū^B )

Z_{a−k,n}(ū^C_{II} , ū^B_{II} |v̄^C_I , v̄^B_I ) Z_{k,b−n}(ū^B_I , ū^C_I |v̄^B_{II} , v̄^C_{II} ). (2.22)

Here the sum is taken over the partitions

ū^C ⇒ {ū^C_I , ū^C_{II} }, v̄^C ⇒ {v̄^C_I , v̄^C_{II} }, ū^B ⇒ {ū^B_I , ū^B_{II} }, v̄^B ⇒ {v̄^B_I , v̄^B_{II} }.

(2.23)

The partitions are independent except that #ū^B_I = #ū^C_I = k with k = 0, . . . , a, and #v̄^B_I = #v̄^C_I = n with n = 0, . . . , b.

The functions Z_{a−k,n}(ū^C_{II} , ū^B_{II} |v̄^C_I , v̄^B_I ) and Z_{k,b−n}(ū^B_I , ū^C_I |v̄^B_{II} , v̄^C_{II} ) are the highest coefficients [1]. By definition, they depend on sets of variables, therefore the convention on the shorthand notation is not applied to them. On the contrary, we use this convention for the functions r_k, f, and g. Thus, in (2.22) every such function should be understood as the product over the corresponding subset.

In the gl(2|1) case the highest coefficient has a determinant representation [1], however, we do not use it. Instead, we use two representations in terms of sums over partitions. The first representation reads Z_{a,b}(t̄; x̄|s̄; ȳ) = ∑ g(ω̄_{II}, ω̄_I)h(ω̄_{II}, x̄)g(ω̄_{II}, ȳ) K_a(ω̄_I|t̄), (2.24)

where K_a(ω̄_I|t̄) is the DWPF (2.19). The sum is taken over partitions {x̄, s̄} = ω̄ ⇒ {ω̄_I, ω̄_{II}} satisfying restrictions #ω̄_I = a, #ω̄_{II} = b. The second representation has the following form: Z_{a,b}(t̄; x̄|s̄; ȳ) = f(s̄, t̄)f(ȳ, x̄) ∑ g(η̄_I, η̄_{II}) h(t̄, η̄_{II}) h(s̄, η̄_{II})

K_a(x̄|η̄_I). (2.25)

Here the sum is taken over partitions {t̄, ȳ + c} = η̄ ⇒ {η̄_I, η̄_{II}} satisfying restrictions #η̄_I = a, #η̄_{II} = b.

Let us stress once more that equation (2.22) describes the scalar product in the most general case, when all the Bethe parameters are generic complex numbers. If Bethe parameters obey certain additional restrictions, then the representation (2.22) can be simplified. In particular, such a simplification occurs for semi-on-shell Bethe vectors.

3 Main results

3.1 Scalar product of semi-on-shell Bethe vectors

The main result of this paper is a determinant representation for the scalar products of semion-shell Bethe vectors. Consider the scalar product (2.21), where the following constraints are imposed:

r_1(u^C_j ) = κ a∏ k=1 k≠j f(u^C_j , u^C_k ) f(u^C_k , u^C_j ) b∏ l=1 f(v^C_l , u^C_j ), j = 1, . . . , a,

r_3(v^B_k ) = a∏ l=1 f(v^B_k , u^B_l ), k = 1, . . . , b. (3.1)

Here κ is a complex parameter. If we set κ = κ_2/κ_1, then we easily recognize the first set of equations (2.13) for the parameters {ū^C , v̄^C } and the second set of equations (2.9) for the parameters {ū^B , v̄^B }. Thus, B_{a,b} (ū^B ; v̄^B ) is a semi-on-shell Bethe vector, while C_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C ) is a dual twisted semi-on-shell Bethe vector.

Let x̄ = {ū^B , v̄^C }. Define an (a + b) × (a + b) matrix N with the following entries: N_{jk} = (−1)^{a−1}r_1(x_k)

f(v̄^C , x_k) t(u^C_j , x_k)h(ū^C , x_k) + κt(x_k, u^C_j )h(x_k, ū^C ), j = 1, . . . , a k = 1, . . . , a + b, (3.2) and N_{a+j,k} = g(x_k, v̄^B ) g(x_k, v̄^C ) ( 1 − r_3(x_k) f(x_k, ū^B ) )

× ( g(x_k, v^C_j )h(x_k, ū^B ) +

(−1)^{a−1}r_1(x_k)r_3(v^C_j )h(ū^B , x_k) κf(v^C_j , ū^C )f(v̄^B , x_k)h(v^C_j , x_k) ) , j = 1, . . . , b, k = 1, . . . , a + b. (3.3)

Proposition 3.1. The scalar product S_{a,b} (2.21) with constraint (3.1) has the following determinant representation

S_{a,b} = Δ_{a+b}(x̄)Δ^′_a(ū^C )Δ^′_b(v̄^C ) det_{a+b} N , (3.4)

where Δ and Δ^′ are defined in (2.20).

The proof of representation (3.4) will be given in section 6.

It follows from (2.22) that the scalar products are symmetric under the simultaneous replacement ū^C ↔ ū^B and v̄^C ↔ v̄^B . Therefore making this replacement in (3.1)–(3.4) we obtain a determinant presentation for the scalar product of another set of semi-on-shell Bethe vectors.

It is interesting to see how the matrix elements N_{jk} depend on the functions r_1 and r_3. Namely, one can easily show that N_{jk} might depend on r_3(v^C_k ), however, they do not depend on r_3(u^B_k ). Indeed, if x_k = u^B_k in (3.3), then r_3(x_k) is multiplied with the product 1/f(x_k, ū^B ), which vanishes for x_k ∈ ū^B . Similarly, the function r_1(x_k) always enters either with the product 1/f(v̄^C , x_k) or 1/g(v̄^C , x_k). Both these products vanish for x_k ∈ v̄^C , therefore the matrix elements N_{jk} might depend on r_1(u^B_k ) only.

Finally, looking at (3.3) for k > a (that is, x_k ∈ v̄^C ), we see that N_{jk} ∼ δ_{jk} due to the product 1/g(v̄^C , x_k). Thus, the right-lower block of the matrix N is diagonal.

3.2 Scalar product of twisted and usual on-shell Bethe vectors

Equation (3.4) has important particular cases. First of all, it describes a scalar product of twisted and usual on-shell Bethe vectors. Let the twist matrix be κ = diag(κ_1, κ_2, κ_3). Then one should set κ = κ_2/κ_1 in (3.1) and impose two additional constraints

r_1(u^B_j ) = a∏ k=1 k≠j f(u^B_j , u^B_k ) f(u^B_k , u^B_j ) b∏ l=1 f(v^B_l , u^B_j ), j = 1, . . . , a,

r_3(v^C_k ) = κ_2 κ_3 a∏ l=1 f(v^C_k , u^C_l ), k = 1, . . . , b. (3.5)

In this case the vector B_{a,b} (ū^B ; v̄^B ) becomes an on-shell Bethe vector, while C_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C ) becomes a twisted on-shell Bethe vector. Then their scalar product has the determinant representation (3.4), where

N_{jk} = h(x_k, ū^B ) ( t(u^C_j , x_k) f(v̄^B , x_k)h(ū^C , x_k) f(v̄^C , x_k)h(ū^B , x_k) + κ_2 κ_1 t(x_k, u^C_j ) h(x_k , ū^C ) h(x_k, ū^B ) ) , j = 1, . . . , a, (3.6) N_{a+j,k} = h(x_k, ū^B ) g(x_k, v̄^B ) g(x_k, v̄^C ) ( 1 − κ_2 κ_3 f(x_k, ū^C ) f(x_k, ū^B ) ) ( g(x_k, v^C_j ) + κ_1 κ_3h(v^C_j , x_k) ) , j = 1, . . . , b, (3.7) and k = 1, . . . , a + b in both formulas.

3.3 Norm of on-shell Bethe vector The second particular case of (3.4) is the norm of on-shell Bethe vector. For this one should set^3 κ̄ = 1 and consider the limit u^B_j → u^C_j = u_j , v^C_j → v^B_j = v_j. Then the result has the form

‖B_{a,b} (ū; v̄)‖^2 = (−1)^{a+b} b∏ j=1 a∏ k=1 f(v_j, u_k) a∏ j,k=1 j≠k f(u_j, u_k) b∏ j,k=1 j≠k g(v_j , v_k) det_{a+b} ^N . (3.8)

Here ^N is an (a + b) × (a + b) block-matrix. The left-upper block is ^N_{jk} = δ_{jk} [ c r^′_1(u_k) r_1(u_k) + a∑ ℓ=1 2c^2 u^2_{kℓ} − c^2 − b∑ m=1 t(v_m, u_k) ] − 2c^2 u^2_{kj} − c^2 , j, k = 1, . . . , a, (3.9) where u_{kj} = u_k −u_j and r^′_1(u_k) means the derivative of the function r_1(u) at the point u = u_k. The right-lower block is diagonal ^N_{j+a,k+a} = δ_{jk} [ c r^′_3(v_k) r_3(v_k) + a∑ ℓ=1 t(v_k, u_ℓ) ] , j, k = 1, . . . , b, (3.10) where r^′_3(v_k) means the derivative of the function r_3(v) at the point v = v_k. The antidiagonal blocks are ^N_{j,k+a} = t(v_k, u_j ), j = 1, . . . , a, k = 1, . . . , b, (3.11) and ^N_{j+a,k} = −t(v_j, u_k), j = 1, . . . , b, k = 1, . . . , a. (3.12) It is easy to relate the determinant of the matrix ^N with the Jacobian of the Bethe equations. Namely, let

Φ_j = log

( r_1(u_j ) f(v̄, u_j ) a∏ k=1 k≠j f(u_k, u_j ) f(u_j, u_k) ) , j = 1, . . . , a,

Φ_{a+j} = log ( r_3(v_j ) f(v_j , ū) ) , j = 1, . . . , b. (3.13)

Then the Bethe equations for the sets ū and v̄ take the form

Φ_j = 2πin_j , j = 1, . . . , a + b, (3.14)

3Here and below the notation κ̄ = 1 means κ1 = κ2 = κ3 = 1.

where n_j are integer numbers. A straightforward calculation shows that ^N_{j,k} = c ∂Φ^j ∂u_k k = 1, . . . , a, ^N_{j,a+k} = c ∂Φ^j ∂v_k , k = 1, . . . , b, j = 1, ..., a + b. (3.15)

4 Orthogonality of the eigenvectors

Consider the scalar product of twisted on-shell and usual on-shell vectors. In this case the entries of the matrix N are given by (3.6), (3.7). Assume that {ū^C , v̄^C } ≠ {ū^B , v̄^B } at κ = 1. Then in the limit κ = 1 we obtain the scalar product of two different on-shell Bethe vectors, which should be orthogonal. Let us show this.

To prove the orthogonality of on-shell Bethe vectors we introduce an (a + b)-component vector Ω Ω_j = 1 g(u^C_j , ū^B ) a∏ k=1 k≠j g(u^C_j , u^C_k ), j = 1, . . . , a,

Ω_{a+j} = 1 g(v^C_j , v̄^B ) a∏ k=1 k≠j g(v^C_j , v^C_k ), j = 1, . . . , b. (4.1)

Due to the condition {ū^C , v̄^C } ≠ {ū^B , v̄^B }, the vector Ω has at least one non-zero component.

Using the contour integral method (see Appendix A.1) one can easily calculate the following sums: a∑ j=1 t(u^C_j , x_k)Ω_j = h(ū^B , x_k) h(ū^C , x_k) − g(x_k, ū^C ) g(x_k, ū^B ) , b∑ j=1 g(x_k, v^C_j )Ω_{a+j} = g(x_k, v̄^C ) g(x_k, v̄^B ) − 1, a∑ j=1 t(x_k, u^C_j )Ω_j = g(x_k, ū^C ) g(x_k, ū^B ) − h(x_k, ū^B ) h(x_k, ū^C ) , b∑ j=1 Ω_{a+j} h(v^C_j , x_k) = 1 − h(v̄^B , x_k) h(v̄^C , x_k) . (4.2)

Using these results we obtain ∑_a j=1 N_{jk}Ω_j h(x_k, ū^B ) = f(v̄^B , x_k) f(v̄^C , x_k) ( 1 − f(ū^C , x_k) f(ū^B , x_k) ) + κ_2 κ_1 ( f(x_k, ū^C ) f(x_k, ū^B ) − 1 ) , (4.3) and ∑_b j=1 N_{a+j,k}Ω_{a+j} h(x_k, ū^B ) = ( 1 − κ_2 κ_3 f(x_k, ū^C ) f(x_k, ū^B ) ) [( κ_1 κ_3 − 1 ) g(v̄^B , x_k) g(v̄^C , x_k)

+ 1 − κ_1 κ_3 f(v̄^B , x_k) f(v̄^C , x_k) ] . (4.4)

Note that if x_k ∈ {ū^B , v̄^C }, then ( f(x_k, ū^B )f(v̄^C , x_k) )_{−1} = 0, ( f(x_k, ū^B )g(v̄^C , x_k) )_{−1} = 0, and ( f(ū^B , x_k)f(v̄^C , x_k) )_{−1} = 0. Therefore the terms proportional to these products vanish.

Thus, neglecting such the terms we find ∑_{a+b} j=1 N_{jk}Ω_j h(x_k, ū^B ) = 1− κ_2 κ_1 + ( κ_1 κ_3 − 1 ) ( g(v̄^B , x_k) g(v̄^C , x_k) − f(v̄^B , x_k) f(v̄^C , x_k) ) + f(x_k, ū^C ) f(x_k, ū^B ) ( κ_2 κ_1 − κ_2 κ_3 ) . (4.5)

We see that this linear combination of rows of the matrix N vanishes at κ̄ = 1. Hence, the determinant vanishes at κ̄ = 1, which means that two different on-shell vectors are orthogonal.

5 Form factors of diagonal elements

We define form factors of the diagonal monodromy matrix entries as matrix elements of the operators T_{ii}(z) between two on-shell Bethe vectors. We use a standard method for their calculation [6, 10, 28, 29]. Let

Q = C^{(κ)}_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C ) ( str T_κ(z) − str T (z) ) B_{a,b} (ū^B ; v̄^B ). (5.1)

Here T_κ(z) is the twisted monodromy matrix and T (z) is the usual monodromy matrix. We assume that B_{a,b} (ū^B ; v̄^B ) is an on-shell Bethe vector and C^{(κ)}_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C ) is a dual twisted onshell Bethe vector. In order to stress this difference we have added a superscript κ on the dual twisted Bethe vector. Obviously, C^{(κ)}_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C ) turns into the usual dual on-shell Bethe vector at κ̄ = 1.

On the one hand Q = 3∑ i=1 (−1)^{[i]}(κ_i − 1)C^{(κ)}_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C ) T_{ii}(z) B_{a,b} (ū^B ; v̄^B ). (5.2)

On the other hand Q = ( τ_κ(z|ū^C , v̄^C ) − τ(z|ū^B , v̄^B ) ) C^{(κ)}_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C )B_{a,b} (ū^B ; v̄^B ), (5.3)

where τ_κ(z|ū^C , v̄^C ) and τ(z|ū^B , v̄^B ) respectively are the eigenvalues of the twisted and usual transfer matrices. Comparing (5.2) and (5.3) we find

C_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C ) T_{ii}(z) B_{a,b} (ū^B ; v̄^B )

= (−1)^{[i]} d dκ_i [( τ_κ(z|ū^C , v̄^C ) − τ(z|ū^B , v̄^B ) ) C^{(κ)}_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C )B_{a,b} (ū^B ; v̄^B ) ] κ̄=1

. (5.4)

Here C_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C ) is the value of the vector C^{(κ)}_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C ) at κ̄ = 1. Since this vector is a dual on-shell vector, we obtain a form factor of T_{ii}(z) in the l.h.s. of (5.4). In the r.h.s. of (5.4) we should distinguish between two cases. If {ū^C , v̄^C } = {ū^B , v̄^B } = {ū, v̄} at κ̄ = 1, then the derivative in (5.4) acts on τ_κ(z|ū^C , v̄^C ) only, and we find

C_{a,b} (ū; v̄) T_{ii}(z) B_{a,b} (ū; v̄) = (−1)^{[i]}‖B_{a,b} (ū; v̄)‖^2 d dκ_i τ_κ(z|ū^C , v̄^C ) | | ū^C =ū, v̄^C =v̄ κ̄=1

. (5.5)

Note, that here we have the full derivative over κ_i. Therefore, it acts also on the Bethe parameters {ū^C , v̄^C }, because due to the twisted Bethe equations they implicitly depend on the twist parameters: ū^C = ū^C (κ) and v̄^C = v̄^C (κ).

If {ū^C , v̄^C } ≠ {ū^B , v̄^B } at κ̄ = 1, then we define a universal form factor [31] of the operator T_{ii}(z) as

F^{(ii)}_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C |ū^B ; v̄^B ) =

C_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C ) T_{ii}(z) B_{a,b} (ū^B ; v̄^B ) τ(z|ū^C , v̄^C ) − τ(z|ū^B , v̄^B ) . (5.6)

In this case, due to the orthogonality of Bethe vectors at {ū^C , v̄^C } ≠ {ū^B , v̄^B }, the derivative in the r.h.s. of (5.4) acts on the scalar product only. Therefore we obtain for the universal form factor of T_{ii}(z)

F^{(ii)}_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C |ū^B ; v̄^B ) = (−1)^{[i]} d dκ_i C^{(κ)}_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C )B_{a,b} (ū^B ; v̄^B ) | | κ̄=1

. (5.7)

Thus, for the calculation of the T_{ii}(z) universal form factors, it is enough to differentiate w.r.t. κ_i the scalar product of the twisted and usual on-shell vectors and then set κ̄ = 1.

Suppose that Ω_p ≠ 0 for some p ∈ {1, . . . , a + b} in the vector (4.1). Then we can add to the p-th row of the matrix N all other rows multiplied with Ω_j/Ω_p. It is clear that after this the elements of the p-th row are given by (4.5) with the common prefactor Ω^{−1}_p . Then to calculate the form factor of T_{ii}(z) it is enough to differentiate the p-th row with respect to κ_i at κ̄ = 1. Hereby we should simply set κ̄ = 1 everywhere else. We obtain

F^{(i,i)}_{a,b} (ū^C ; v̄^C |ū^B ; v̄^B ) = Ω^{−1}_p f(v̄^C , ū^B )h(ū^B , ū^B )Δ^′(ū^C )Δ(ū^B )Δ(v̄^C )Δ^′(v̄^C ) det_{a+b} N^{(i)}. (5.8)

Here the entries N^{(i)}_{jk} of the matrix N^{(i)} do not depend on i = 1, 2, 3, for all j ≠ p. In other words, they are the same for all F^{(ii)}_{a,b} . More precisely, if 1 ≤ j ≤ a, then

N^{(i)}_{jk} = t(u^C_j , x_k) f(v̄^B , x_k)h(ū^C , x_k) f(v̄^C , x_k)h(ū^B , x_k)

+ t(x_k, u^C_j ) h(x_k, ū^C ) h(x_k, ū^B ) , k = 1, . . . , a + b, (5.9) and if 1 ≤ j ≤ b, then N^{(i)}_{a+j,k} = − g(x_k, v̄^B ) g(x_k, v̄^C ) ( 1 − f(x_k, ū^C ) f(x_k, ū^B ) ) t(v^C_j , x_k), k = 1, . . . , a + b. (5.10) The p-th row depends on the specific universal form factor F^{(ii)}_{a,b} , i = 1, 2, 3:

N^{(1)}_{pk} = 1 + g(v̄^B , x_k) g(v̄^C , x_k) − f(v̄^B , x_k) f(v̄^C , x_k) − f(x_k, ū^C ) f(x_k, ū^B ) , N^{(2)}_{pk} = −1,

N^{(3)}_{pk} = N^{(1)}_{pk} + N^{(2)}_{pk} , k = 1, . . . , a + b. (5.11)

Recall that here p is an arbitrary integer from the set {1, . . . , a + b} such that Ω_p ≠ 0. Observe, that equations (5.11) imply the vanishing of the form factors of str T (z) between different states, in accordance with the orthogonality of on-shell Bethe vectors.

6 Calculating the scalar product

In this section we prove Proposition 3.1. Our starting point is the sum formula (2.22) for the scalar product of generic Bethe vectors.

6.1 Summation over the partitions of ū^C and v̄^B Substituting (2.24) for Z_{a−k,n}(ū^C_{II} , ū^B_{II} |v̄^C_I , v̄^B_I ) and (2.25) for Z_{k,b−n}(ū^B_I , ū^C_I |v̄^B_{II} , v̄^C_{II} ) into the representation (2.22) we obtain S_{a,b} = ∑ r_1(ū^C_{II} )r_1(ū^B_I )r_3(v̄^C_{II} )r_3(v̄^B_I )f(ū^C_I , ū^C_{II} )f(ū^B_{II} , ū^B_I )g(v̄^C_I , v̄^C_{II} )g(v̄^B_{II} , v̄^B_I ) × K_{a−k}(ω̄_I|ū^C_{II} )K_k(ū^C_I |η̄_I) f(v̄^C , ū^C_{II} )f(v̄^B_I , ū^B ) g(ω̄_{II}, ω̄_I)h(ω̄_{II}, ū^B_{II} )g(ω̄_{II}, v̄^B_I )g(η̄_I, η̄_{II}) h(ū^B_I , η̄_{II}) h(v̄^B_{II} , η̄_{II})

. (6.1)

Here we have additional summations over the partitions {ū^B_{II} , v̄^C_I } = ω̄ ⇒ {ω̄_I, ω̄_{II}} and {ū^B_I , v̄^C_{II} + c} = η̄ ⇒ {η̄_I, η̄_{II}}, such that #ω̄_I = a − k, #ω̄_{II} = n, #η̄_I = k, and #η̄_{II} = b − n.

Let suppose that the constraints (3.1) are fulfilled. Then taking the products of (3.1) with respect to the corresponding subsets we obtain

r_1(ū^C_{II} ) = κ^{a−k} f(ū^C_{II} , ū^C_I ) f(ū^C_I , ū^C_{II} ) f(v̄^C , ū^C_{II} ),

r_3(v̄^B_I ) = f(v̄^B_I , ū^B ).

(6.2)

Substituting these expressions into (6.1) we arrive at S_{a,b} = ∑ κ^{a−k}r_1(ū^B_I )r_3(v̄^C_{II} )f(ū^B_{II} , ū^B_I )g(v̄^C_I , v̄^C_{II} )g(ω̄_{II}, ω̄_I)g(η̄_I , η̄_{II})

× h(ū^B_I , η̄_{II})h(ω̄_{II}, ū^B_{II} ) [ f(ū^C_{II} , ū^C_I )K_{a−k}(ω̄_I|ū^C_{II} )K_k(ū^C_I |η̄_I) ] · [ g(v̄^B_{II} , v̄^B_I ) g(ω̄_{II}, v̄^B_I ) h(v̄^B_{II} , η̄_{II}) ] . (6.3)

Here in the second line we have allocated with square brackets the terms depending on the subsets of ū^C and the subsets of v̄^B respectively. The sum over partitions ū^C ⇒ {ū^C_I , ū^C_{II} } can be computed via (A.12): ∑ K_{a−k}(ω̄_I|ū^C_{II} )K_k(ū^C_I |η̄_I)f(ū^C_{II} , ū^C_I ) = (−1)^kf(ū^C , η̄_I)K_a({η̄_I − c, ω̄_I}|ū^C ). (6.4)

The sum over partitions v̄^B ⇒ {v̄^B_I , v̄^B_{II} } can be computed via (A.11): ∑ g(v̄^B_{II} , v̄^B_I ) g(ω̄_{II}, v̄^B_I ) h(v̄^B_{II} , η̄_{II})

= (−1)^n ∑ g(v̄^B_{II} , v̄^B_I )g(v̄^B_I , ω̄_{II})g(v̄^B_{II} , η̄_{II} − c)

= (−1)^n g(v̄^B , ω̄_{II})h(ω̄_{II}, η̄_{II})

h(v̄^B , η̄_{II})

. (6.5)

Substituting these results into (6.3) we arrive at S_{a,b} = ∑ κ^{a−k}(−1)^{k+n}r_1(ū^B_I )r_3(v̄^C_{II} )f(ū^B_{II} , ū^B_I )g(v̄^C_I , v̄^C_{II} )f(ū^C , η̄_I)

× g(ω̄_{II}, ω̄_I)g(η̄_I , η̄_{II})g(v̄^B , ω̄_{II})h(ω̄_{II}, ū^B_{II} ) h(ū^B_I , η̄_{II})h(ω̄_{II}, η̄_{II}) h(v̄^B , η̄_{II})

K_a({η̄_I − c, ω̄_I}|ū^C ). (6.6)

We recall that in this formula

#ū^B_I = k, #ū^B_{II} = a − k, #v̄^C_I = n, #v̄^C_{II} = b − n, #ω̄_I = a − k, #ω̄_{II} = n, #η̄_I = k, #η̄_{II} = b − n.

(6.7)

6.2 Partial summation over the partitions of ū^B and v̄^C In order to go further we specify the subsets in (6.6) as follows

ū^B_I = {ū^B_i , ū^B_{ii} }, ū^B_{II} = {ū^B_{iii}, ū^B_{iv}}, ω̄_I = {ū^B_{iii}, v̄^C_{iv}}, ω̄_{II} = {ū^B_{iv}, v̄^C_{iii}}, v̄^C_I = {v̄^C_{iii}, v̄^C_{iv}}, v̄^C_{II} = {v̄^C_i , v̄^C_{ii} }, η̄_I = {ū^B_{ii} , v̄^C_i + c}, η̄_{II} = {ū^B_i , v̄^C_{ii} + c}.

(6.8)

The cardinalities of the introduced sub-subsets are #ū^B_j = k_j and #v̄^C_j = n_j for j = i, ii, iii, iv. It is easy to see that k_{ii} + k_i = k, n_{iii} + n_{iv} = n, k_{iv} = n_{iv}, and k_i = n_i.

Equation (6.6) takes the form S_{a,b} = ∑ κ^{a−k}(−1)^{k+n}r_1(ū^B_i )r_1(ū^B_{ii} )r_3(v̄^C_i )r_3(v̄^C_{ii} ) f(ū^C , ū^B_{ii} ) f(v̄^C_i , ū^C ) × f(ū^B_{iii}, ū^B_i )f(ū^B_{iv}, ū^B_i )f(ū^B_{iii}, ū^B_{ii} )f(ū^B_{iv}, ū^B_{ii} )g(v̄^C_{iii}, v̄^C_i )g(v̄^C_{iv}, v̄^C_i )g(v̄^C_{iii} , v̄^C_{ii} )g(v̄^C_{iv}, v̄^C_{ii} ) × g(ū^B_{iv}, ū^B_{iii})g(ū^B_{iv}, v̄^C_{iv})g(v̄^C_{iii}, ū^B_{iii})g(v̄^C_{iii} , v̄^C_{iv})g(ū^B_{ii} , ū^B_i )g(ū^B_{ii} , v̄^C_{ii} + c)g(v̄^C_i + c, ū^B_i )g(v̄^C_i , v̄^C_{ii} ) × g(v̄^B , ū^B_{iv})g(v̄^B , v̄^C_{iii}) h(v̄^B , ū^B_i )h(v̄^B , v̄^C_{ii} + c) h(ū^B_{iv}, ū^B_{iii})h(ū^B_{iv}, ū^B_{iv})h(v̄^C_{iii} , ū^B_{iii})h(v̄^C_{iii}, ū^B_{iv})

× h(ū^B_i , ū^B_i )h(ū^B_{ii} , ū^B_i )h(ū^B_i , v̄^C_{ii} + c)h(ū^B_{ii} , v̄^C_{ii} + c) × h(ū^B_{iv}, ū^B_i )h(ū^B_{iv}, v̄^C_{ii} + c)h(v̄^C_{iii} , ū^B_i )h(v̄^C_{iii}, v̄^C_{ii} + c) K_a({ū^B_{ii} − c, v̄^C_i , v̄^C_{iv}, ū^B_{iii}}|ū^C ). (6.9) Here we have used the relation f(x, y + c) = 1/f(y, x).

Now we combine the sub-subsets of ū^B and v̄^C into new subsets ū^B_I = {ū^B_i , ū^B_{iv}}, v̄^C_I = {v̄^C_i , v̄^C_{iv}}, ū^B_{II} = {ū^B_{ii} , ū^B_{iii}}, v̄^C_{II} = {v̄^C_{ii} , v̄^C_{iii}}.

(6.10)

Due to (6.8) we have #ū^B_I = #v̄^C_I = n_i + n_{iv} ≡ n_I. Observe that these new subsets are different from the subsets used, for example, in (2.22). We use however the same notation, as we deal with sums over partitions, and therefore it does not matter how we denote the separate terms in these sums.

Then using (2.16) we recast (6.9) in a partly factorized form S_{a,b} = (−1)^b ∑ ū^B ⇒{ū^B_I ,ū^B_{II} } v̄^C ⇒{v̄^C_I , v̄^C_{II} }

f(ū^B_I , ū^B_{II} )h(ū^B_I , ū^B_I )g(v̄^C_{II} , v̄^C_I )g(v̄^B , ū^B_I )g(v̄^B , v̄^C_{II} )g(v̄^C_{II} , ū^B_{II} )h(v̄^C_{II} , ū^B )

× G_{nI} (ū^B_I |v̄^C_I )L^{(u)}_a ({ū^B_{II} , v̄^C_I }|ū^C )L^{(v)}_b (v̄^C_{II} |ū^B ). (6.11) Here the partitions of the sets ū^B and v̄^C are explicitly shown by the superscripts of the sum. The functions G_{nI} , L^{(u)}_a , and L^{(v)}_b in their turn are given as sums over partitions into sub-subsets. We have for G_{nI}

G_{nI} (ū^B_I |v̄^C_I ) = ∑ ū^B_I ⇒{ū^B_{iv}, ū^B_i } v̄^C_I ⇒{v̄^C_i , v̄^C_{iv}}

κ^{−ni}r̂_3(v̄^C_i )r̂_1(ū^B_i )g(ū^B_i , ū^B_{iv})g(v̄^C_{iv} , v̄^C_i ) g(ū^B_{iv}, v̄^C_{iv}) h(v̄^C_i , ū^B_i )

, (6.12)

where we introduced new functions r̂_1(u^B_j ) and r̂_3(v^C_j ) through the following equations:

r_1(u^B_j ) = r̂_1(u^B_j ) f(u^B_j , ū^B_j ) f(ū^B_j , u^B_j ) f(v̄^B , u^B_j ), r_3(v^C_j ) = r̂_3(v^C_j )f(v^C_j , ū^C ). (6.13)

For the two other functions we have

L^{(u)}_a ({ū^B_{II} , v̄^C_I }|ū^C ) = ∑ ū^B_{II} ⇒{ū^B_{ii} ,ū^B_{iii} }

K_a({ū^B_{ii} − c, v̄^C_I , ū^B_{iii}}|ū^C )

× κ^{a−kii} (−1)^{kii} r_1(ū^B_{ii} ) f(v̄^C , ū^B_{ii} ) f(ū^C , ū^B_{ii} )f(ū^B_{iii}, ū^B_{ii} )f(v̄^C_I , ū^B_{ii} ), (6.14) and L^{(v)}_b (v̄^C_{II} |ū^B ) = ∑ v̄^C_{II} ⇒{v̄^C_{ii} ,v̄^C_{iii} }

(−1)^{nii} r_3(v̄^C_{ii} ) f(v̄^C_{ii} , ū^B )

. (6.15)

We would like to stress that passing from (6.9) to (6.11) we did not make any transforms. One can check that substituting (6.12), (6.14), and (6.15) into (6.11) we turn back to (6.9).

The sums over partitions in (6.12), (6.14), and (6.15) can be easily calculated. The most simple is the sum (6.15)

L^{(v)}_b (v̄^C_{II} |ū^B ) = ∏ v^C_j ∈v̄^C_{II} ( 1 − r_3(v^C_j ) f(v^C_j , ū^B ) ) . (6.16)

If we introduce φ(z) = 1 − r_3(z) f(z, ū^B ) , (6.17)

and extend our convention on the shorthand notation to this function, then

L^{(v)}_b (v̄^C_{II} |ū^B ) = φ(v̄^C_{II} ). (6.18)

The sum (6.12) also is quite simple, because actually this is the Laplace expansion of the determinant of the sum of two matrices (see appendix A.2.1 for more details). Indeed, it is enough to present (see (A.10))

g(ū^B_{iv}, v̄^C_{iv}) = Δ_{niv} (v̄^C_{iv})Δ^′_{niv} (ū^B_{iv}) det_{niv} ( g(ū^B_{ivk} , v̄^C_{ivj} ) ) , 1 h(v̄^C_i , ū^B_i )

= Δ_{ni} (v̄^C_i )Δ^′_{ni} (ū^B_i ) det_{ni} ( 1 h(v̄^C_{ij} , ū^B_{ik} ) ) , (6.19)

and we immediately recognize the Laplace formula in (6.12). Thus,

G_{nI} (ū^B_I |v̄^C_I ) = Δ_{nI} (v̄^C_I )Δ^′_{nI} (ū^B_I ) det_{nI} ( g(u^B_{Ik} , v^C_{Ij} ) + H(u^B_{Ik} , v^C_{Ij} ) ) , (6.20)

where H(u^B_k , v^C_j ) = r̂_3(v^C_j )r̂_1(u^B_k ) κh(v^C_j , u^B_k ) . (6.21)

Finally, the sum (6.14) can be computed via Lemma A.3. Namely, if we set in (A.13): m = a, ξ̄ = ū^C , w̄ = {ū^B_{II} , v̄^C_I } and

C_1(w) =

−r_1(w) f(v̄^C , w) , C_2(w) = κ, (6.22)

then we obtain equation (6.14). Indeed, in this case one has C_1(v^C_j ) = 0 due to the product 1/f(v̄^C , w) in (6.22). Hence, we automatically have v̄^C_I ⊂ w̄_{II}, otherwise the corresponding contribution to the sum vanishes. This means that when splitting the set w̄ = {ū^B_{II} , v̄^C_I } into two subsets we actually should consider only the partitions of the set ū^B_{II} into ū^B_{ii} and ū^B_{iii}, as we have in (6.14). We obtain

L^{(u)}_a (w̄|ū^C ) = Δ^′_a(ū^C )Δ_a(w̄) det_a ( M(u^C_j , w_k) ) , (6.23)

with

M(u^C_j , w_k) = (−1)^{a−1} r_1(w_k) f(v̄^C , w_k) t(u^C_j , w_k)h(ū^C , w_k) + κt(w_k, u^C_j )h(w_k, ū^C ), (6.24)

and w̄ = {ū^B_{II} , v̄^C_I }.

6.3 Final summation over the partitions of ū^B and v̄^C

Let x̄ = {ū^B , v̄^C }. Consider a partition of x̄ into subsets x̄_I and x̄_{II}. Let x̄_I = {ū^B_{II} , v̄^C_I } and x̄_{II} = {ū^B_I , v̄^C_{II} }. Then (6.11) can be written in a relatively compact form S_{a,b} = (−1)^b ∑ x̄⇒{x̄_I,x̄_{II}} h(x̄_{II}, ū^B )g(v̄^B , x̄_{II})φ(x̄_{II})g(x̄_{II} , x̄_I)

× Δ_{nI} (v̄^C_I )Δ^′_{nI} (ū^B_I ) g(ū^B_I , v̄^C_I ) det_{nI} ( g(u^B_{Ik} , v^C_{Ij} ) + H(u^B_{Ik} , v^C_{Ij} ) ) Δ^′_a(ū^C )Δ_a(x̄_I) det_a ( M(u^C_j , x_{Ik} ) ) . (6.25)

Here we have used φ(u^B_j ) = 1.

Our goal is to reduce (6.25) to an equation of the following type: ∑ x̄⇒{x̄_I,x̄_{II}} g(x̄_{II}, x̄_I)Δ_a(x̄_I) det_a ( A_j(x_{Ik} ) ) Δ_b(x̄_{II}) det_b ( B_j(x_{IIk} ) ) = Δ_{a+b}(x̄) det_{a+b}

A_j (x_k) − − − B_j (x_k) . (6.26) Here in the r.h.s. we have a matrix consisting of two parts: the entries in the first a rows are A_j (x_k), while in the remaining rows one has B_j (x_k).

Looking at (6.25) we see that we can set A_j(x_k) = M(u^C_j , x_k). We also have a product g(x̄_{II}, x̄_I). The products h(x̄_{II}, ū^B ), g(v̄^B , x̄_{II}), and φ(x̄_{II}) can be easily absorbed into the determinant of the matrix B_j(x_k). It remains to construct this matrix B_j(x_k).

Consider a function F_b(z̄|v̄^C ) depending on b variables z̄ and b variables v̄^C

F_b(z̄|v̄^C ) = Δ^′_b(z̄)Δ_b(v̄^C ) det_b ( B_j (z_k) ) , (6.27)

where B_j(z_k) = g(z_k, v^C_j ) + H(z_k, v^C_j ) g(z_k, v̄^C ) . (6.28)

Obviously, F_b(z̄|v̄^C ) is a symmetric function of z̄ and a symmetric function of v̄^C . Let z̄ = x̄_{II} = {ū^B_I , v̄^C_{II} }. Due to the symmetry of F_b(z̄|v̄^C ) we can say that the parameters ū^B_I correspond to the first n_I columns of the matrix B_j (z_k), i.e. z_k = u^B_{Ik} for k = 1, . . . , n_I. Then in the remaining columns we should set z_{nI+k} = v^C_{IIk} , k = 1, . . . , b − n_I. It is easy to see that in these last columns

B_j (v^C_{IIk} ) = δ_{jk} b∏ ℓ=1 v^C_ℓ ≠v^C_{IIk} 1 g(v^C_{IIk} , v^C_ℓ )

, k = 1, . . . , b − n_I, (6.29)

where δ_{jk} = 1 if v^C_j = v^C_{IIk} , and δ_{jk} = 0 otherwise. Thus, the determinant reduces to the determinant of the matrix of the size n_I × n_I. Simple calculation shows that

F_b({ū^B_I , v̄^C_{II} }|v̄^C ) =

Δ_{nI} (v̄^C_I )Δ^′_{nI} (ū^B_I ) g(ū^B_I , v̄^C_I ) det_{nI} ( g(u^B_{Ik} , v^C_{Ij} ) + H(u^B_{Ik} , v^C_{Ij} ) ) , (6.30)

which is exactly the expression in (6.25). Thus, we recast (6.25) as follows:

S_{a,b} = (−1)^bΔ^′_b(v̄^C )Δ^′_a(ū^C ) ∑ x̄⇒{x̄_I,x̄_{II}} g(x̄_{II}, x̄_I)Δ_b(x̄_{II})Δ_a(x̄_I)

× det_b ( h(x_{IIk} , ū^B )g(v̄^B , x_{IIk} )φ(x_{IIk} )B_j(x_{IIk} ) ) det_a ( M(u^C_j , x_{Ik} ) ) . (6.31)

It remains to use (6.26) and we end up with

S_{a,b} = Δ^′_b(v̄^C )Δ^′_a(ū^C )Δ_{a+b}(x̄) det_{a+b} M(u^C_j , x_k) − − − − − − − − − − − − −h(x_k, ū^B )g(v̄^B , x_k)φ(x_k)B_j (x_k)

, (6.32)

where x̄ = {ū^B , v̄^C }. Substituting here M(u^C_j , x_k) and B_j(x_k) we arrive at the statement of Proposition 3.1.

Conclusion

In this paper we obtained a determinant representation for the scalar product of semi-on-shell Bethe vectors in models with gl(2|1) symmetry. When specializing to on-shell (twisted) Bethe vectors, this representation provides determinant formulas for the form factors of diagonal entries T_{ii}(u) of the monodromy matrix. From this result, using the zero modes method [31], one can obtain similar formulas for the form factors of all operators T_{ij} (u). This will be the subject of our forthcoming publication.

It is interesting to compare determinant representations for the scalar products in the models described by different algebras. In the models with gl(2) symmetry a determinant formula exists, if one of the vectors is on-shell [8]. Hereby, the second one remains a generic Bethe vector. The case of gl(3)-invariant R-matrix is more restrictive. For today, only a determinant representation for the scalar product between on-shell vector and twisted on-shell vector is known [28]. At the same time, in the models with gl(1|1) symmetry a determinant formula for the scalar product exists in the case of generic Bethe vectors [1], while in the gl(2|1) case it is enough to deal with semi-on-shell Bethe vectors. Thus, the case of superalgebras looks less restrictive. Therefore, it is possible that determinant formulas for the scalar products of Bethe vectors can be found in the superalgebras of higher rank.

Our results can be applied to the models with gl(1|2) as well. This can be done due to an isomorphism between the Yangians of gl(2|1) and gl(1|2) superalgebras [35]. In particular, in order to obtain a determinant representation for the scalar product of gl(1|2) semi-on-shell Bethe vectors it is enough to make the replacements ū^{C,B} ↔ v̄^{C,B} , a ↔ b, and r_1 ↔ r_3 in the formulas for the scalar product of gl(2|1) semi-on-shell Bethe vectors.

Knowing compact determinant representations for form factors of the monodromy matrix entries we can immediately find form factors of local operators in models for which the solution of the quantum inverse scattering problem is known [36–38]. In particular, our results have direct relation to the well known t-J model [39] which plays an important role in the condensed matter physics [39, 40]. For special values of the coupling constants the t-J model was studied by the Bethe ansatz in various papers (see e.g. [41–45] and references therein). The determinant formulas obtained in the present paper can be directly used for calculating form factors and correlation functions in this model.

It was shown in [32] that form factors local operators of gl(3)-based models can be related to the form factors of the monodromy matrix entries even without the use of the quantum inverse scattering problem. Most probably this relationship exists in the gl(2|1) case as well. We are planning to study this question in our further publications.

Acknowledgements

N.A.S. thanks LAPTH in Annecy-le-Vieux for the hospitality and stimulating scientific atmosphere, and CNRS for partial financial support. The work of A.L. has been funded by the

Russian Academic Excellence Project 5-100 and by joint NASU-CNRS project F14-2016. The work of S.P. was supported in part by the RFBR grant 16-01-00562-a. N.A.S. was supported by the grants RFBR-15-31-20484-mol-a-ved and RFBR-14-01-00860-a.

A Summation of rational functions

A.1 Single sums

Here we give an example of the derivation of identities (4.2).

Consider a contour integral I = 1 2πi ∮ |z|=R→∞ dz x_k − z b∏ l=1 z − v^B_l z − v^C_l . (A.1)

Taking the residue at infinity we find that I = −1. On the other hand, this integral is equal to the sum of the residues within the integration contour. Hence,

− 1 = − b∏ l=1 x_k − v^B_l x_k − v^C_l + b∑ j=1 1 x_k − v^C_j ∏_b l=1(v^C_j − v^B_l ) ∏_b l=1, l≠j(v^Cj − v^Cl ) . (A.2)

Rewriting everything in terms of the function g we obtain b∑ j=1 g(x_k, v^C_j )Ω_{a+j} = g(x_k, v̄^C ) g(x_k, v̄^B ) − 1. (A.3)

This is one of the identities in (4.2). All the other identities can be proved exactly in the same way.

A.2 Multiple sums

A.2.1 Laplace formula

Let #ū = #v̄ = n. Let A and B be n × n matrices whose matrix elements are indexed by the parameters u_j and v_k: A_{jk} = A(u_j , v_k) and B_{jk} = B(u_j, v_k). The Laplace formula gives an expression of det(A + B) in terms of det A and det B: det ( A(u_j , v_k) + B(u_j , v_k) ) = ∑ (−1)^{[Pu]+[Pv]} det ( A(u_{Ij} , v_{Ik} ) ) det ( B(u_{IIj} , v_{IIk} ) ) . (A.4)

The sum is taken over partitions ū ⇒ {ū_I, ū_{II}} and v̄ ⇒ {v̄_I, v̄_{II}} with the restriction #ū_I = #v̄_I. Recall that according to our convention the elements of every subset are ordered in the natural order. [P_u] denotes the parity of the permutation mapping the union {ū_I, ū_{II}} into the naturally ordered set ū. The notation [P_v] has an analogous meaning. Equivalently, one can say that [P_u] + [P_v] is the parity of the permutation mapping the sequence of the subscripts of the union {ū_I, ū_{II}} into the sequence of the subscripts of the union {v̄_I, v̄_{II}}.

Let us introduce two functions

A(ū|v̄) = Δ_n(ū)Δ^′_n(v̄) det A(u_j , v_k) and B(ū|v̄) = Δ_n(ū)Δ^′_n(v̄) det B(u_j, v_k). (A.5)

These functions depend on two sets of variables ū and v̄. They are symmetric over ū and symmetric over v̄. Then equation (A.4) can be written in the following form:

Δ_n(ū)Δ^′_n(v̄) det ( A(u_j , v_k) + B(u_j , v_k) ) = ∑ A(ū_I|v̄_I)B(ū_{II}|v̄_{II})g(ū_{II}, ū_I)g(v̄_I, v̄_{II}). (A.6)

Indeed, multiplying (A.4) with Δ_n(ū)Δ^′_n(v̄) and using obvious relations

Δ_n(ū) = (−1)^{[Pu]}Δ_{nI} (ū_I)Δ_{n−nI} (ū_{II})g(ū_{II} , ū_I), Δ^′_n(v̄) = (−1)^{[Pv ]}Δ^′_{nI} (v̄_I)Δ^′_{n−nI} (v̄_{II})g(v̄_I , v̄_{II}),

(A.7)

we arrive at (A.6).

In section 6 we use (A.6) in the particular case of Cauchy determinants. For completeness, we recall that for arbitrary complex ū and v̄ with #ū = #v̄ = n the Cauchy determinant is defined as C_n = det ( 1 u_j − v_k ) . (A.8)

It has an explicit presentation in terms of double products

C_n = ∏ 1≤k<j≤n(uj − uk)(vk − vj) ∏_n j=1 ∏_n k=1(u_j − v_k)

. (A.9)

From this we immediately obtain

g(ū, v̄) = Δ_n(ū)Δ^′_n(v̄) det ( g(u_j , v_k) ) , 1 h(ū, v̄) = Δ_n(ū)Δ^′_n(v̄) det ( 1 h(u_j , v_k) ) . (A.10)

A.2.2 Other sums over partitions

In the core of the proof, we use different equalities, that were proven elsewhere. We recall them in the present appendix.

Lemma A.1. Let w̄, ū and v̄ be sets of complex variables with #ū = m_1, #v̄ = m_2, and #w̄ = m_1 + m_2. Then ∑ g(w̄_I, ū)g(w̄_{II}, v̄)g(w̄_{II}, w̄_I) = g(w̄, ū)g(w̄, v̄) g(ū, v̄) , (A.11)

where the sum is taken with respect to all partitions of the set w̄ into subsets w̄_I and w̄_{II} with #w̄_I = m_1 and #w̄_{II} = m_2.

The proof of this Lemma is given in [46].

Lemma A.2. Let w̄, ū and v̄ be sets of complex variables with #ū = m_1, #v̄ = m_2, and #w̄ = m_1 + m_2. Then ∑ K_{m1} (w̄_I|ū)K_{m2} (v̄|w̄_{II})f(w̄_{II}, w̄_I) = (−1)^{m1} f(w̄, ū)K_{m1+m2} ({ū − c, v̄}|w̄). (A.12)

The sum is taken with respect to all partitions of the set w̄ into subsets w̄_I and w̄_{II} with #w̄_I = m_1 and #w̄_{II} = m_2.

The proof of this Lemma is given in [47].

Lemma A.3. Let w̄ and ξ̄ be two sets of generic complex numbers with #w̄ = #ξ̄ = m. Let also C_1(w) and C_2(w) be two arbitrary functions of a complex variable w. Let us extend our convention on the shorthand notation to the products of these functions. Then ∑ K_m(w̄_I − c, w̄_{II}|ξ̄)f(ξ̄, w̄_I)f(w̄_{II}, w̄_I)C_1(w̄_I)C_2(w̄_{II})

= Δ^′_m(ξ̄)Δ_m(w̄) det_m ( C_2(w_k)t(w_k, ξ_j )h(w_k, ξ̄) + (−1)^mC_1(w_k)t(ξ_j , w_k)h(ξ̄, w_k) ) . (A.13)

Here the sum is taken over all possible partitions of the set w̄ into subsets w̄_I and w̄_{II}.

The proof of this Lemma is given in [28].

References

[1] A. Hutsalyuk, A. Lyashik, S. Pakuliak, E. Ragoucy, N.A. Slavnov, Scalar products of Bethe vectors in models with gl(2|1) symmetry 1. Super-analog of Reshetikhin formula,

arXiv:1605.09189.

[2] L.D. Faddeev, E.K. Sklyanin and L.A. Takhtajan, Quantum Inverse Problem. I, Theor.

Math. Phys. 40 (1979) 688–706.

[3] V.E. Korepin, N.M. Bogoliubov, A.G. Izergin, Quantum Inverse Scattering Method and Correlation Functions, Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press, 1993.

[4] L.D. Faddeev, in: Les Houches Lectures Quantum Symmetries, eds A. Connes et al, North Holland, (1998) 149.

[5] V.E. Korepin, Calculation of norms of Bethe wave functions, Comm. Math. Phys. 86 (1982) 391–418.

[6] A.G. Izergin and V.E. Korepin, The Quantum Inverse Scattering Method Approach to Correlation Functions, Commun. Math. Phys. 94 (1984) 67–92.

[7] A.G. Izergin, Partition function of the six-vertex model in a finite volume, Dokl. Akad.

Nauk SSSR 297 (1987) 331–333; Sov. Phys. Dokl. 32 (1987) 878–879 (Engl. transl.).

[8] N.A. Slavnov, Calculation of scalar products of wave functions and form factors in the framework of the algebraic Bethe ansatz, Theor. Math. Phys. 79:2 (1989) 502–508.

[9] N. Kitanine, J.M. Maillet and V. Terras, Correlation functions of the XXZ Heisenberg spin-1/2 chain in a magnetic field, Nucl. Phys. B 567 (2000) 554–582,

arXiv:math-ph/9907019.

[10] N. Kitanine, J.M. Maillet, N.A. Slavnov and V. Terras, Spin-spin correlation functions of the XXZ-1/2 Heisenberg chain in a magnetic field, Nucl. Phys. B 641 (2002) 487–518,

arXiv:hep-th/0201045.

[11] N. Kitanine, K.K. Kozlowski, J.M. Maillet, N.A. Slavnov and V. Terras, Algebraic Bethe ansatz approach to the asymptotic behavior of correlation functions, J. Stat. Mech. (2009) P04003, arXiv:0808.0227.

[12] F. Göhmann, A. Klümper and A. Seel, Integral representations for correlation functions of the XXZ chain at finite temperature, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 37 (2004) 7625–7652,

arXiv:hep-th/0405089.

[13] F. Göhmann, A. Klümper and A. Seel, Integral representation of the density matrix of the XXZ chain at finite temperatures, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 38 (2005) 1833–1842,

arXiv:cond-mat/0412062.

[14] A. Seel, T. Bhattacharyya, F. Göhmann, A. Klümper, A note on the spin-1/2 XXZ chain concerning its relation to the Bose gas, Journ. Stat. Mech. (2007) P08030,

arXiv:0705.3569.

[15] J.S. Caux and J.M. Maillet, Computation of Dynamical Correlation Functions of Heisenberg Chains in a Magnetic Field, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 (2005) 077201 3pp,

arXiv:cond-mat/0502365.

[16] R.G. Pereira, J. Sirker, J.S. Caux, R. Hagemans, J.M. Maillet, S.R. White and I. Affleck, The dynamical spin structure factor for the anisotropic spin-1/2 Heisenberg chain, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 (2006) 257202, arXiv:cond-mat/0603681.

[17] R.G. Pereira, J. Sirker, J.S. Caux, R. Hagemans, J.M. Maillet, S.R. White and I. Affleck, Dynamical structure factor at small q for the XXZ spin-1/2 chain, J. Stat. Mech. (2007) P08022, arXiv:0706.4327.

[18] J.S. Caux, P. Calabrese, N.A. Slavnov, One-particle dynamical correlations in the onedimensional Bose gas, J. Stat. Mech. (2007) P01008, arXiv:cond-mat/0611321.

[19] N.Yu. Reshetikhin, Calculation of the norm of Bethe vectors in models with SU(3)- symmetry, Zap. Nauchn. Sem. LOMI 150 (1986) 196–213; J. Math. Sci. 46 (1989) 1694–1706 (Engl. transl.).

[20] S.Z. Pakulyak, E. Ragoucy, N.A. Slavnov, Scalar products in models with the GL(3) trigonometric R-matrix: General case, Theor. Math. Phys. 180:1 (2014) 795–814,

arXiv:1401.4355.

[21] N.A. Slavnov, Scalar products in GL(3)-based models with trigonometric R-matrix.

Determinant representation, J. Stat. Mech. (2015) P03019, arXiv:1501.06253.

[22] S. Belliard, S. Pakuliak, E. Ragoucy, Bethe Ansatz and Bethe Vectors Scalar Products, SIGMA 6 (2010) 94, arXiv:1012.1455.

[23] J. Escobedo, N. Gromov, A. Sever, P. Vieira, Tailoring Three-Point Functions and Integrability, JHEP 1109 (2011) 028, arXiv:1012.2475.

[24] J. Escobedo, N. Gromov, A. Sever, P. Vieira, Tailoring Three-Point Functions and Integrability II. Weak/strong coupling match, JHEP 1109 (2011) 029, arXiv:1104.5501.

[25] M. Wheeler, Scalar products in generalized models with SU(3)-symmetry, Comm. Math.

Phys. 327:3 (2014) 737–777, arXiv:1204.2089.

[26] B. Pozsgay, W.-V. van G. Oei and M. Kormos, On Form Factors in nested Bethe Ansatz systems, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 45 (2012) 465007, arXiv:1204.4037.

[27] M. Wheeler, Multiple integral formulae for the scalar product of on-shell and offshell Bethe vectors in SU(3)-invariant models, Nucl. Phys. B 875:1 (2013) 186–212,

arXiv:1306.0552.

[28] S. Belliard, S. Pakuliak, E. Ragoucy, N.A. Slavnov, The algebraic Bethe ansatz for scalar products in SU(3)-invariant integrable models, J. Stat. Mech. (2012) P10017,

arXiv:1207.0956.

[29] S. Belliard, S. Pakuliak, E. Ragoucy, N.A. Slavnov, Form factors in SU(3)-invariant integrable models, J. Stat. Mech. (2013) P04033, arXiv:1211.3968.

[30] S. Pakuliak, E. Ragoucy, N.A. Slavnov, Form factors in quantum integrable models with GL(3)-invariant R-matrix, Nucl. Phys. B 881 (2014) 343-368 , arXiv:1312.1488.

[31] S. Pakuliak, E. Ragoucy, N.A. Slavnov, Zero modes method and form factors in quantum integrable models, Nucl. Phys. B, 893 (2015) 459–481, arXiv:1412.6037.

[32] S. Pakuliak, E. Ragoucy, N.A. Slavnov, GL(3)-Based Quantum Integrable Composite Models. II. Form Factors of Local Operators, SIGMA 11 (2015) 064, arXiv:1502.01966.

[33] P.P. Kulish and E.K. Sklyanin, On the solution of the Yang–Baxter equation, Zap.

Nauchn. Semin. LOMI 95 (1980) 129–160; J. Sov. Math. 19 (1982) 1596–1620 (Engl. transl.).

[34] A. Hutsalyuk, A. Lyashik, S. Pakuliak, E. Ragoucy, N.A. Slavnov, Multiple actions of the monodromy matrix in gl(2|1)-invariant integrable models, arXiv:1605.06419

[35] S. Pakuliak, E. Ragoucy, N.A. Slavnov, Bethe vectors for models based on super-Yangian Y (gl(m|n)), arXiv:1604.02311.

[36] N. Kitanine, J.M. Maillet and V. Terras, Form factors of the XXZ Heisenberg spin-1/2 finite chain, Nucl. Phys. B 554 (1999) 647–678, arXiv:math-ph/9807020.

[37] J.M. Maillet, V. Terras, On the quantum inverse scattering problem, Nucl. Phys. B 575 (2000) 627–644, hep-th/9911030.

[38] F. Göhmann, V.E. Korepin, Solution of the quantum inverse problem, J. Phys. A: Math.

Gen. 33 (2000) 1199–1220, arXiv:hep-th/9910253.

[39] F.C. Zhang, T.M. Rice, Effective Hamiltonian for the superconducting Cu oxides, Phys.

Rev. B 37 (1988) 3759–3761.

[40] P.W. Anderson, Singular forward scattering in the 2D Hubbard model and a renormalized Bethe ansatz ground state, Phys. Rev. Lett. 65 (1990) 2306–2308.

[41] P. Schlottmann, Integrable narrow-band model with possible relevance to heavy Fermion systems, Phys. Rev. B 36 (1987) 5177–5185.

[42] D. Förster, Staggered spin and statistics in the supersymmetric t-J model, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 63 (1989) 2140–2143.

[43] F.H.L. Essler and V.E. Korepin, Higher conservation laws and algebraic Bethe Ansatze for the supersymmetric t-J model, Phys. Rev. B 46 (1992) 9147–9162.

[44] A. Foerster and M. Karowski, Algebraic properties of the Bethe ansatz for an spl(2, 1)- supersymmetric t-J model, Nucl. Phys. B 396 (1993) 611–638.

[45] F. Göhmann, Algebraic Bethe ansatz for the gl(1|2) generalized model and Lieb–Wu equations, Nucl. Phys. B 620 (2002) 501–518, arXiv:cond-mat/0108486.

[46] N.A. Slavnov, Multiple commutation relations in the models with gl(2|1) symmetry, to appear in Theor. Math. Phys., arXiv:1604.05343.

[47] S. Belliard, S. Pakuliak, E. Ragoucy, N.A. Slavnov, Highest coefficient of scalar products in SU(3)-invariant integrable models, J. Stat. Mech. Theory Exp. (2012) P09003,

arXiv:1206.4931.