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Abstract

A system of O(N)-matrix difference equations is solved by means of the off-shell
version of the nested algebraic Bethe ansatz. In the nesting process a new object, the
IT-matrix, is introduced to overcome the complexities of the O(N) group structure.
The proof of the main theorem is presented in detail. In particular, the cancellation
of all “unwanted terms” is shown explicitly. The highest weight property of the
solutions is proved.

1 Introduction

O(N) Gross-Neveu and O(N) c—models are asymptotically free quantum field theories
which attract high interest, since they share some common features with QCD. Since
perturbation theory fails for these models, exact results, such as exact generalized form
factors are desirable and welcome. The concept of a generalized form factor was intro-
duced in [I] 2], where several consistency equations were formulated. Subsequently this
approach was developed further and investigated in different models by Smirnov [3]. Gen-
eralized form factors are matrix elements of fields with many particle states. To construct
these objects explicitly one has to solve generalized Watson’s equations which are ma-
trix difference equations. To solve these equations the so called “off-shell Bethe ansatz”
is applied [4, 5, [6]. The conventional Bethe ansatz introduced by Bethe [7] is used to
solve eigenvalue problems and its algebraic formulation was developed by Faddeev and
coworkers (see e.g. [8]). The off-shell Bethe ansatz has been introduced in [9] to solve the
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Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations which are differential equations. In [I0] a variant of
this technique has been formulated to solve matrix difference equations of the form

K(uy, ... ou;+ Ry oooyun) = K(up oo g, oo un)Qu, ooy ug, 1), (=1,...,n),

where K(u) is a co-vector valued function, @(u,7) are matrix valued functions and x is
a constant to be specified. We use here a co-vector formulation because this is more
convenient for the application to the form factor program. For higher rank internal
symmetry groups the nested version of this Bethe ansatz has to be applied. The nested
Bethe ansatz as a method to solve eigenvalue problems was introduced by Yang [11] and
further developed by Sutherland [12, [13].

In this article we will solve the O(N) difference equations combining the nested Bethe
ansatz with the off-shell Bethe ansatz. This procedure is similar to the SU(N) [14] case,
where also a nesting procedure is used. However, the algebraic formulation for O(N)
is much more intricate because the R-matrix exhibits an extra new term. In addition,
for SU(N) we can use the same R-matrix at every level, while for the group O(N) the
R-matrix changes after each level. Therefore in our construction a new object, called II-
matrix, is introduced in order to overcome these difficulties. This provides a systematic
formulation of techniques introduced by Tarasov [I5] and also used in [16]. In [I7] a
different procedure was used to solve the O(NN) on-shell Bethe ansatz for even V.

The results of this article will be applied in [I8] to calculate exact form factors of the
O(N) o- and Gross-Neveu models. We should mention that the first computation of form
factors for O(3) o-model is due to [3] (see also [19, 20]). There are also new developments
concerning the connection between 2d Conformal Field Theory (CFT) and integrable
models with N = 2 Super Yang Mills (SYM) theories in different higher dimensions. First,
there is a surprising relation between 2d-conformal blocks and the instanton partition
function in N = 2, 4d-SYM theory [21] (Alday, Gaiotto, Tachikawa - AGT relation) and
this is a particular version of the AdS/CFT correspondence which is a more general part
of the gauge/string duality. There is also a g-deformation of the AGT relation which
connects the N = 2 5d-SYM theory and the g-deformed conformal blocks [22]. This last
relation offers new insights and gives the intriguing hope that the form factor program can
be used to obtain a deeper understanding of this connection. The solution of the difference
equations is the first step to obtain the exact form factors and therefore important physical
relations and correlation functions for integrable models. In fact, difference equations play
a significant role in various contexts of mathematical physics (see e.g. [23] and references
therein).

The article is organized as follows. In Section [21 we recall some results and fix the
notation concerning the O(N) R-matrix, the monodromy matrix and some commutation
rules. We also introduce a new object, which we call the [I-matrix and which is a central
element in our construction of the nested off-shell Bethe vector. In Section [3] we introduce
the nested generalized Bethe ansatz to solve a system of O(N) difference equations and
present the solutions in terms of “Jackson-type Integrals”. We introduce a new type of
monodromy matrix fulfilling a new type of Yang-Baxter relation and which is adapted
to the difference problem. In particular this yields a relatively simple proof of our main
result, which is Theorem In Section Ml we prove the highest weight property of the
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solutions and calculate the weights. The appendices provide the more complicated proofs
of the results we have obtained. In particular, in Appendix [Blwe determine all “unwanted
terms” in the Bethe ansatz and show that they cancel.

2 General setting and notion of the [I-matrix

2.1 The O(N) - R-matrix
Let V1" be the tensor product space

VErT =V ® - ®V,, (1)

where the vector spaces V; 2 CV, (i = 1,...,n) are copies of the fundamental vector
representation space of O(N) with the (real) basis vectors

la), €V, (a=1,...,N).

It is straightforward to generalize the results of this paper to the case where the V; are
vector spaces for other representations. We denote the canonical basis vectors of V1" by

lag, .o 0,y €V (o =1,...,N). (2)

A vector v!+" € V1+" is given in terms of its components by

o = Z P T T (3)

e

A matrix acting in V" is denoted by

App s VB sy, (4)

We will also use the dual space Vi, = (Vl"'")T.

The O(N) spectral parameter dependent R-matrix was found by Zamolodchikov-
Zamolodchikov [24]@. It acts on the tensor product of two (fundamental) representation
spaces of O(N). It may be written as

Rys(u12) = (112 + c(u12) P1a + d(u1n) Kio) - vz 2 ) (5)

where P15 is the permutation operator, K5 the annihilation-creation operator and w5 =
u; — uy. Here and in the following we associate to each space V; a variable (spectral
parameter) u; € C. The components of the R-matrix are

o v
Ri% (u12) = (Sg 52 + (Sg 5% C(U12) + 57550{5 d(ulz) = U1><U2 ) <6>
a

'We use here the normalization R = S/o9 and the parameterization u = 6/imv which is more conve-
nient for our purpose.
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from which Py» and K5 can be read off. The functions

-1 1 2
u S u— 1/ TN 2 )

are obtained as the rational solution of the Yang-Baxter equation

Ry (Ulz) Rl3(ul3) R23(U23) = R23(U23) R13(U13) R12(u12) (8)

9

where we have employed the usual notation [I1]. We will also use
R(u) = R(u)/a(u)

with '
a(u)zl—i—c(u):u :

U
The “unitarity” of the R-matrix reads as

R21(U21) R12(U12) =1: ;2 =
1 2 1

and the three eigenvalues of the R-matrix are

B _uFl B ~utlu+l/v
Ri(u)=1xc(u) = " , Ro=1+c(u)+ Nd(u) = W a1/ (10)
The crossing relation may be written as
Riz(u1z) = C* Ry (fir2) Czp = C Ry (iign) CM (11)
X - X1 - DA 12

where @ = 1/v —u. Here C" and Cyj are the charge conjugation matrices. Their matrix
elements are C* = C,3 = 0o Where (3 denotes the anti-particle of 8. In the real basis
used up to now the particles are chargeless which means that 3 = 8 and C is diagonal.

In the following we will use instead of the real basis |a),, (« =1,2,..., N)the complex
basis given by

) = —= (1200 = 1) + i[2c0))

|@> = (|2a - 1)7’ - i|2a>r)

S-Sl
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for a = 1,2,...,[N/2]. If N is odd there is in addition |0) = |0) = |N),. The weight

vector w = (wl, e ,w[N/g]) and the charges of the one-particle states are given by
for |a) @ wp=0 , @=1
for |5(> . U}k:—éka s Q:—l
for |0) : wr=0 , @=0.

Remark 2.1 For even N this means that we consider O(N) as a subgroup of U(N/2)
and the charge Q is its U(1) charge. For N = 3 we may identify the particles 1,1,0 with
the pions w4, mg.

The highest weight eigenvalue of the R-matrix is
Rij(u) = Ri(u) = a(u).

We order the states as: 1,2,...,(0),...,2,1 (0 only for N odd). Then the charge
conjugation matrix in the complex basis is of the form

C =67, Cop = 043 (13)
o --- 0 --- 1
cC=|0 --- 1 0
1 -« 0 -+ 0

The annihilation-creation matrix in (&) may be written as

K, = C"Cyp.

2.2 The monodromy matrix

We consider a state with n particles and as is usual in the context of the algebraic Bethe
ansatz we define [25] [§] the monodromy matrix by

T1...n,o(% Uo) = Rlo(ulo) "'Rn0<un0) = } } 0 (14)
1 n

with u = uq,...,u,. It is a matrix acting in the tensor product of the “quantum space”
Vi =V, ®-.-®V, and the “auxiliary space” V. All vector spaces V; are isomorphic
to a space V whose basis vectors label all kinds of particles. Here V = C¥ is the space of
the vector representation of O(N).

Suppressing the indices 1...n we write the monodromy matrix as (following the no-
tation of Tarasov [15])

A (B), B
T = o =t o = [ (@ (4 (B (15)

Cy (Cy) As
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where «,a’ assume the values 1,2,...,(0),...,2,1 corresponding to the basis vectors of
the auxiliary space V =2 CV and &, & assume the values 2, ..., (0),...,2 corresponding to
the basis vectors of V = CN=2. We will also use the notation A = A, B=B, C =04
and D = Ay which is an (N — 2) x (N — 2) matrix in the auxiliary space. The Yang-Baxter
algebra relation for the R-matrix (8) yields

Tl...n,a<u7 ua) Tl...n,b(ﬂu ub) Rab(“ab) = Rab(“ab) Tl...n,b(ﬂu ub) Tl...n,a<u7 ua) (16>
a a
b
b \ b = \ .
1 n Q

1 n

2.3 A lemma

In our approach of the algebraic Bethe ansatz the following lemma replaces commutation
rules of the entries of the monodromy matrix. In the conventional approach one derives
them from the Yang-Baxter algebra relations (I€) and uses them for the algebraic Bethe
ansatz.

Lemma 2.2 For the monodromy matrix the following identity holds

n

Tl...n,a<u7 ’U) = 11 e 1n1a + Z c(ui — U)R1a<ull') e Pia e Rm(um)

i=1

+;c(ui—v) 1} \Z\n} 0 +;d(ui—v) /an} 0

Proof. The R-matrix R(u) (see (@) and (7)) is meromorphic and has simple poles at
u=0and u = 1/v due to the form of ¢(u) and d(u) such that

Res T na(u,v) = Resc(u; — v)Rig(u1i) - - - Pia ..« Rpa(tng)

_Resi/ Th. na(u,v) = _Resi/ d(uj —v)Rig(ti1) .. . Kig - .. Ria(tin)

holds. The claim follows by Liouville’s theorem because lim T}, ,(u,v) =1;...1,1,. =
V—00
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Similarly we have for the crossed monodromy matrix
Ta,l...n(vaﬂ) = Ran(v - un) ce . Ral(v - ul)

the relation

Ta,lmn(v,g) = ]—a]-l e 1n + Z C(’U - uz)R(m(um) e Pai e Ral(uﬂ)
=1

+ ) d(v = i) Rag (i) - Ko - R (i) . (18)

i=1
Note that the crossing relation (II]) implies
Ta,l...n(”m Q) = CbaTl...n,b<ﬂ7 Ub)Cab (19>

with v, = v, — 1/v.

2.4 The Matrix II

The nested Bethe ansatz relies on the principle that after each level the rank of the group
(or quantum group) is reduced by one. For SU(N) the rank is N — 1 and for O(N)
it is [N/2]. This means that the dimension of the vector representation (where the R~
matrix usually acts) is reduced by 1 for the case of SU(N) and by 2 for case of O(N). A
more essential difference is that for SU(N) one can use in every level the same R-matrix,
because (with a suitable normalization and parameterization) the SU(NN) R-matrix does
not depend on N. In contrast for O(N) the R-matrix changes after each level, because it
depends on N. Therefore we need a new object called matrix II, which maps the O(NV)
R-matrix to the O(N — 2) one. We use the notation

R(u) = R(u, N —2) = 1 + Pc(u) + Kd(u) (20)
1 1
- u—1/v - u—1/v+1

d(u)
with & = 2/(N — 4). The components of the R-matrix R(u) will be denoted by
}%ﬁ%(u), &, 6,56 =2,3,...,(0),...,3,2.

In addition to V™ =V, @ ---® V,, () we introduce

VMV @@V, (21)
where the vector spaces V; = CN=2, (i = 1,...,m) are considered as fundamental (vector)

representation spaces of O(N — 2). The space V; is spanned by the complex basis vectors

11),12),....., 12, [T) and V; by [2),...,|2) .
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Definition 2.3 We define the map
0, ,, : Viem s plem
recursively by 11y = m and
I () = (m1ls ) €10 e, ug)e” (22)

with the projector m: V. — VC V', the monodromy matriz (14) and u, = uy — 1. The
vector €* € V, (acting in the auziliary space of 11 mq) and the co-vector e, € (Va)T
correspond to the state 1 and have the components e* = 62, &, = 53 .This definition may
be depicted as

1 12 m 1 {2 m
Hm — T® Hmfl
I\\
\O\I
112 m 12 m

Lemma 2.4 In particular for m = 2 the matriz Tl15(uy, ug) may be written as
o (u) = myme + f(u12)612é1€2 (23)
with eg = Cou” (eq = 6L) and f(u) = —d(1 — ). It satisfies the fundamental relation
]O%12(U12)H12(U17 ug) = a1 (ug, ur) Ria(ui2) (24)
where Ry is the O(N — 2) R-matriz.

Proof. Equation (23] can be easily derived. We calculate (22) for m = 2 with
U, = U — 1

=a

Mp(u) = mimeeaTh2,0(U, ua)e
= Mo R1a (U1 — Uqg) Roq (U2 — ug)e”
= M€, (1114 + ¢(1)P14) (121, + d(ugy + 1)Ky,) €°
= mmy + ¢(1)d(ug + 1)C2E e, .

Use has been made of ¢(1) = —1 and m;m9€,P1,Ko,6% = C12¢,e,. Equation (24]) is derived
for all components. Obviously

R (@) = Rou) &
holds, where the scalar R-matrix eigenvalue is (see (I0))

o

Ro(u) = a(u) + (N — 2)d(u) .
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Therefore the relations

. B'& o Brss . 3 . o By 7
(Rw(um)ﬂw(uu)) ; IRQBO‘ (ur2) 7575 + f(u1z) Ro(usa) C7 4610}

and . , . B
(Hzl(Um)Rm(uu))gga = mo S RS (u1a) + f(uz)CPY R (uso)

are valid. The claim of the lemma is then equivalent to
(i) : d(u) = d(u) + f(—u)d(u) for aorB#1,1
(1) : 0 = d(u) + f(—u) (1 +d(u)) for a=1, =1
(iid) : f(u)Ro(u) = d(u) + f(—u) (c(u) + d(u)) for a=1, B=1.

These equations may be easily checked with the amplitudes (7). =
The matrix II;5 may be depicted as

& B & B

&b I\/l
I (ur, uz) = +f(u12)| |
a f a f

These results can be extended to general m, as presented below.
Lemma 2.5 The matriz Iy ,,(u) satisfies
(a) in addition to (22) the recursion relation
() = (T 170m) @ T (1, up)E°
with uy = u,, — 1/v+ 1, and
(b) the fundamental relation

éij (Uz])Hzg(ﬂ) = H...ji...(H)Rz’j(Uij) .

(25)

(26)

(c) The matriz eqTy. mo(u, ug)e® acts on Iy, (u) as the unit matriz for arbitrary ug

Iy (w)eTh. mo(u, up)e” =Ty (u).

(d) Special components of Il satisfy

T80 (g, ) = 0
Hgé;'.%”m(ul, JU) = 65 TS5 (g, )
Gt (g, ) =0

TS0 () = TS0 (g, g ) 05"

with & # 1, 1.

(27)

(28)
(29)
(30)
(31)
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The proof of this Lemma is presented in appendix [Al
The recursion relations (22) and (25) can be rewritten as (see also lemma 2.4 for
m=2)

I p(w) = my p + Z f(ulj)éjj—l - 'éﬂéleQ...j...mélejij o Ryjn (32)
j=2
m—1
=1 1T + Z FWjm)Rjs1j - Rn1;C'™ . m—1€jR1; - - - Rj_1jem  (33)
j=1

or in terms of pictures

m—1 _
Hm — Hmfl b T + f(u]m> 1 Hmf2 1
J=1 k
1 \]I m
In particular
H%Qagm (Uty ooy Up) =
ik . 1.6,
Z f(ulj) (Rjjfl t Rj2(j1 H2...j...m6]ij ' RjjJrl)a (34>
= 2. Om
[ (TR TR
m—1 St G
Z S (wjm) (RjJrlj Ry ;G m— €5 Ry - 'lej)al o (35)
j=1 Ol
3 The O(N) - difference equation
Let K _,(u) € V1., be a co-vector valued function of u = uy, ..., u, with valuesin V;_,, .

The components of this vector are denoted by
Koy, (W), (a;=1,2,...,(0),...,2,1).

The following symmetry and periodicity properties of this function are supposed to be
valid:
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Conditions 3.1

(1) The symmetry property under the exchange of two neighboring spaces V; and V; and
the variables u; and u;, at the same time, is given by

KU( cay Us, Uj, e ) = K]z( .. ,Uj, Uiy v )RU(uzy) s (36)
where R(u) = R(u)/a(u) and R(u) is the O(N) R-matriz.

(ii) The system of matrixz difference equations holds

Ky oo u ) =Ky oo u, . )Qrn(wsd) , (i=1,...,n) (37)

with v, = u; + 2/v. The matriz Q1. ,(u;i) € End(V'") is defined as the trace
Qu.n(1;9) = tro T 1..n 01, ) (38)

of a modified monodromy matriz

TQ,L..n,o(% l) = Rlo(ul - U;) Py 'RnO(un - Uz) .

The Yang-Baxter equations for the R-matrix guarantee that these properties are compati-
ble. The shift of 2/v in eq. ([B1) could be replaced by an arbitrary x. For the application to
the form factor problem, however, it is fixed to be equal to 2/v in order to be compatible
with crossing symmetry. The properties (i) and (ii) may be depicted as

with the graphical rule that a line changing the ”"time direction” changes the spectral
parameters u — u £+ 1/v as follows

o gy

Instead of the Yang-Baxter relation (I6]) the modified monodromy matrix Tp, satisfies the
Zapletal rules [14, 4]. We have fori=1,...,n

TQ(H; Z) TO(Q/, U) Ri0<uz’ - U) = RiO(“; - U) To(% U) TQ(% Z) (39)
with v/ = uy,...,u},...,u, and u; = u; + 2/v. The Q. ,(u;?) satisfy the commutation

y Yo
rules

The following Proposition is obvious
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Proposition 3.2 Let the vector valued function Ki_,(u) € Vi, satisfy (i). Then for
alli =1,...,n the relations (3.2) are equivalent to each other and also equivalent to the
following periodicity property under cyclic permutation of the spaces and the variables

Kalag...an (ullu Uz, . .. 7un) = Kag...anal <u27 vy Up, ul) . (41>

Remark 3.3 The equations (34[{1]) imply Watson’s equations and crossing relations for
the form factors [20)].

Because of proposition we mainly consider Q. ,(u,i) for i =1

Q1..n(u) = trg TQ,I...n,O(@) = H ! ~ tro To1..n0(w) (42)

with T 1. no(w) = Tgi1. no(u,1). In analogy to eq. (I5) we introduce (suppressing the
indices 1...n)

Aq(u)  Bg(u) Bga(u)
To(u) = | Cou) Dqlu) Bgs(u) |- (43)

CQ,Q(H) CQ,s(Q) AQ,?,(Q)

3.1 The off-shell Bethe ansatz

We will express the co-vector valued function K,(u) in terms of the co-vectors
Wa(u,0) = Ly(v) Palu,0) = (LD, v)), . (44)

where summation over 31, ..., Bm, 3i = 2,...,0,...,2is assumed and Ly (v) is a co-vector

valued function with values in Vlm ~CN?2®...@CN~2, We assume that for LB (v) the

higher level conditions of 3.1l hold with R and @) replaced by R and Q (which means N
is replaced by N — 2)

(1)(1) . L“.Z‘j___(...,’l}i,l)j,...) = Lmji___(...,’Uj,l)i,...)}o%ij(’l}ij) (45)
()Y Lyt ) =Ly vi ) Q1 (v,4) (46)

with?] vl =v; +2/v.
The Bethe ansatz states areﬁ

Falu, ) = T50) (977w vn) - T 0)) = S R

[

U

U1 a Un,

2Note that the shift 2/v is the same in the higher level off-shell Bethe ansatz.

3The q)é are generalizations of the states introduced by Tarasov in [15].



3 THE O(N) - DIFFERENCE EQUATION 13

Remark 3.4 The condition ({{J) implies the symmetry
U, .. v,05...) =V(y,...v5v...). (48)

The reference state € (“pseudo-vacuum”) is the highest weight co-vector (with weights
w = (n,0,...,0))

0, = 6. - (49)
It satisfies
ar(w,v) 0 0
QT (u,v) = Q * as(u,v) 0 , (50)
* * az(u,v)
ar(u,v) = Ha(uk —v), as(u,v) =1, az(u,v) = H (1+ d(ug —v))
k=1 k=1
We also have for Ty (u) = To(u, 1)
n 1 00
OTo(w) = Q] alu) | = 0 0 |. (51)
k=2 * 0 0

The system of difference equations (37)) can be solved by means of a nested “off-shell”
Bethe ansatz. The first level is given by the off-shell Bethe ansatz

Ko(uw) = g(u,v) Va(u,v) (52)

v

where the state U is defined by (44)) and (47) and the scalar function g(u,v) is

gwo) = [[]]v(w—v) [[ 7@wi-v). (53)

i=1 j=1 1<i<j<m

The functions ¢ (u) and 7(v) satisfy the functional equations

Y(u) = a(wy(u), (v)a(v') = a(=v)7(v). (54)
with «' = u + 2/v The summation over v is specified by
Q:(vla"'avM):(61_2l1/yv"'71~)m_2lm/y)7lieza (55)

where the v; are arbitrary constants.

The sums (52)) are also called “Jackson-type Integrals” (see e.g. [I0] and references

therein). Solutions of (54]) are

[(—3v+%v)
r(2)
L(iv+2v)

vF(l —v+i)’

P(u) =

T(v) =

We are now in a position to formulate the main result of this paper.
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Theorem 3.5 Let the co-vector valued function Ky _,(u) € Vi _, be given by the Bethe
ansatz (22) and let g(z,u) be of the form (53). If in addition the co-vector valued function
Li.m(v) € Vim satisfies the properties (1)V and (i1)V, i.e. equations (36) and (37) for
O(N —2), then K;_,(u) satisfies the equations (36) and (37) for O(N), i.e. Ky _,(u) is
a solution of the set of difference equations.

The proof of this theorem can be found in appendix Bl
Iterating (52)), (44)) and theorem [B.5] we obtain the nested off-shell Bethe ansatz with
levels k =1,... [(N —1) /2] — 1. The ansatz for level k reads

KU @) =37 g® 0@, u®) wit ) w*, u®) (58)
wk)
k—1 _ _ _
‘1’5...%),1(@(’“ 1)’2(16)) _ (K(k)(g(k))q;(k 1)@(/& 1)’Q(k)))1---nk—l ’

where ®*) is the Bethe ansatz state ([@T) and ¢ the function (53) for O(N — 2k). The
highest levels differ from that of theorem B.5], but they are given by the O(3)-problem for
N odd or the O(4)-problem for N even. These two case are investigated below.

Corollary 3.6 The system of O(N) matriz difference equations (37) is solved by the
nested Bethe ansatz (58) with K. ,(u) = KO . (u).

3.1.1 The off-shell Bethe ansatz for O(3)

The O(3) R-matrix is

(1) =1+ ) P+ d) K, ew) = 2, dlw) = 17
The solution of the difference equations (B0)-(38) is again given by the off-shell Bethe
ansatz (52)-(57). The Bethe vector W is expressed in terms of the co-vectors (7))

Vo (u,v) = L(v) Po(u,v),

where the scalar function L(v) has to satisfy

L( <y Uiy Uy e ) = L( <y Uy Uy e e )R(’U”) (59)
L(v], v, ..., 0m) = L(va, ..., 0, v1)
with R(v) = % For N =3 ie. v =2 we have

! 7(v) = v2

p(u) =
and v/ = v 4+ 1. The the minimal solution of the equations (£9) is

L(v) = H L(vij)

- Z(Zjimm)
Liv) = 4v(v—1)

u—1"

tan v .
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The O(3) weight of the state U, (u,v) is

3.1.2 The off-shell Bethe ansatz for O(4)
The O(4) R-matrix is

R(u) =1+c(u) P+du) K, c(u)= 0 d(u) = —
We could apply theorem and write the off-shell Bethe ansatz for O(4) in terms of an
O(2) problem. However, the latter cannot be solved by the Bethe ansatz because the
R-matrix is diagonal (note that R} = 0). But there is another way to solve the O(4)
problem. The group isomorphism O(4) ~ SU(2) ® SU(2) reflects itself in terms of the
corresponding R-matrices. Indeed, the O(4) R-matrix can be written as a tensor product
of two SU(2) R-matrices, or more precisely

~ LR ~su2)\“ Y [ ssue)\P'E
(RO(“))aﬁ PsTep = Doy (RIY®) 7 (R29)

AC BD
0 v o Y
D’ A
a B _ C B
A D
B C A B CD

The SU(2) R-matrices RiU(Z) (u) = SU 2)( )/a(u) correspond to the spinor representa-
tions of O(4) with positive (negatlve) chlrahty

RiU(Q) =1+c(u)P,

where the amplitude c(u) = —1/u is again given by (). The relative R-matrix for states
of different chirality is trivial R = 1. The intertwiners are

g = (’Y+’YGC)AB

with the O(4) gamma matrices 7*, 7. = 1 (1++°) and the charge conjugation matrix
C. For more details see [27, 28]. In the complex basis of the O(4) and the fundamental
representations of the SU(2) the states have the O(4) weights

vector states O(4) weights spinor states O(4) weights
1 ( ) ) T-‘r (%7 %)
2 (0,1) b (=3 —3) (61)
% ( 9 1) T* (%7 _%>
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Because of weight conservation the intertwiner matrix is diagonal in this basis and is
calculated to be

PRSI
Te=| o 0" rr, o |~ o o010 (62)
0 0 0 TL, 0 001
We also use the dual intertwiner I'4 with
D TApla? =05, Y T3P Ty = 0405 (63)
A,B a
We write the co-vector valued function K,(u) as
(64)
: (65)

where FSE =11, FQ‘ZBZ'. The transfer matrix tr 7°@ (u, v) can also be decomposed such
that

Ko(u) (To@)): (w,v) = Ko(u) Tl 5 (jfU(Q))j (u,v) (f_SU(Q)>j (u, U)F:?B
= (KE)(Q) (ffum))j (u, U)) (K(g)(u) <TEU(2)>2 (%U)) -
C K ) (k) (kO

A B

— AwB
Y v ’

where (63]) has been used. Therefore K, (u) satisfies the O(4) symmetry relation (Bl and

the difference equation (B7) if the K(Ai) (u) satisfy the corresponding SU(2) relations.
The SU(2) on-shell Bethe ansatz is well known and the off-shell case has been solved
in [14, 6, 29]

B

SRS

Ka(u) = g(u,v) Ua(u,v) (66)

v

\I/(Q’ Q) = QC<Q7 Um) L C(@u Ul) ) (67>
where ) and g(u,v) are given by (53)-(E1). For N =4 i.e. v =1 we have

ww#%m(v):v.

2
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The SU(2) weights of the state (67) are w = (n—m,m) and due to (€] the O(4) weights

are
W (n —m,—m)  for positive chirality spinors
| (n—m,m) for negative chirality spinors.

Therefore the O(4) weights of (64)) are (see also [17])
w:(n_n—_n-l-an—_n-l-)v (68)

where n. are the numbers of positive (negative) chirality C-operators.

4 Weights of off-shell O(/N) Bethe vectors

In this section we analyze some group theoretical properties of off-shell Bethe states. We
show that they are highest weight states and we calculate the weights. The first result is
not only true for the conventional Bethe ansatz, which solves an eigenvalue problem and
which is well known, but it is also true, as we will show, for the off-shell one which solves
a difference equation (or a differential equation).

By the asymptotic expansion of the R-matrix (5l) and the monodromy matrix (I4]) we
get for u — oo

1
Rab(u> = 1ab - EMab + O(U_Q) (69>
Mab - Pab - Kab . (70)

More explicitly eq. (I4]) gives

1
Tl...n,a(ﬂa u) = 11...n,a + E Ml...n,a + O(U_Q) (71)
Ml...n,a - (Pla - Kla) + -+ (Pna - Kna) . (72)

The matrix elements of M ,,, as a matrix in the auxiliary space, are the O(N) Lie
algebra generators. In the following we will consider only operators acting in the fixed
tensor product space V1" of (I]). Therefore we will omit the indices 1...n. In terms of
the matrix elements in the auxiliary space V, the generators act on the basis states as

n
(ag, ..o, @y, | ME :Z(5(1%(041,...,()4’,...,04”\ —5(1/@1,(al,...,a,...,an|).
i=1
(73)
The diagonal elements of M are the the weight operators W, with
(0, ey ey | W = wo(an, .oy,
Wo = Ng — Ng
where n,, is the number of particles « in the state. It is sufficient to consider only the

weights
w = (wl, e ,w[N/Q}) (74)
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because of W, = —Wsand (« |Wy = 0 for N odd.
The Yang-Baxter relations ([I6]) yield for u, — oo
(Mg + Map, Ty(up)] = 0 (75)
and if additionally u, — oo, we get
(Mo + Map, My| = 0, (76)

or for the matrix elements (in the real basis)

M TE ()] = =08 T (u) + 672 T (u) + T2 (w)g — T2 (1) (77)
(M MET) = =67 Mg+ 6% Mg + M 65 — My ap. (78)

Equation (78)) represents the structure relations of the O(N) Lie algebra and ([[7) the
O(N)-covariance of T'. In particular the transfer matrix is invariant

(M tr T(u)] = 0. (79)

Theorem 4.1 1. If the co-vector valued function

Ka(w) = 3 9u,0) L) $5(u,v)

v

is given by the nested off-shell Bethe ansatz (28) the weights (74]) are w =

B (n—nl,...,n[N/g}_l—n[N/z]) for N odd
(wl""’w[N/Q]) _{ (n—nl,...,n[N/g}_g —n_ —nyg,n_ —n+) for N even.

2. If K,(u) satisfies the conditions of theorem and if Ls(v) is a highest weight
state, then K,(u) is a highest weight state: -

K(u)M =0 ford <a.

(Recall that o/ < « is to be understood corresponding to the ordering

1,2,...,[N/2],(0),[N/2],...,2,1.)
3. The weights satisfy the highest weight condition

wy > wy > - > wnyz >0 for N odd
wy > Wy > -+ 2> |winyy| for N even.

The proof of this theorem can be found in appendix [Cl We mention that for N even
the highest weight property was already discussed in appendix B of [17].
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5 Conclusion

In this article we solved the O(N) -matrix difference equations by means of the off-shell
algebraic nested Bethe ansatz. We introduced a new object called II-matrix to overcome
the difficulties connected to the special peculiarities of the O(N) symmetric R-matrix
structure. The highest weights properties of the solutions were analyzed. We believe
that our construction can also be applied to the cases with similar group theoretical
complexities, such as B,,, C,,, D,, Lie algebras and superalgebra Osp(n|2m) (see [16]).
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Appendix
A Proof of Lemma

Proof.
(a) We prove (23] by induction: It is true for m = 2, because similar to (23]
ey Th2,(u, up)e’ = mymy + f(uu)(o?lzéleQ )
We assume (25) for m — 1 and replace in the definition [22)) II _,, as given by (28]

~ ~a
Hl...m = 7T1H2...meaT1...m,ae
— ~b\ = —a
=M (1_-[2...771—177-7716b7ﬁ2...m,b6 ) 6a,-z—‘l...m,a6
= Sb 5 ~a
- (7T1H2...m—17rm) 6b,-z—‘l...m,b6 6a,-z—‘l...m,a6

— ~a = =b
= 7T1H2...m717rm) eaTl...m,ae ele...m,be

(
(7T1H2...m717rm) éaTl...mfl,aéaébTI...m,béb
(

- _b
= Hl...m—17Tm) ele...m,be .

for u, = uy — 1 and w, = u,, — 1/v 4+ 1. Going from equality 2 to equality 3

mTe p T I J

1L
= 1 ) —_= 1\ )
14 -1 14 ~1
1 1
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we have T5 5 replaced by 11,5, which means Ry,(u1,) may be replaced by 1y,
because

éleb(ulb)éaRla(ula) = ébéaRla(]-) + C(ulb)éléaRla(l) = ébéaRla(]-)

holds, where é,€,R1,(1) = €16,a(1) = 0 has been used. Similarly, equality 5 holds.
Equality 4 holds because the Yang-Baxter equation for R implies that €,7} 6"
and éle__mbéb commute.

(b) Again we prove (26]) by induction. For m = 2 the claim was proved in section 2.4]
for m > 2 it follows for 1 < i < j from (22]) and for i < j < m from (25)).

(c¢) The proof of equation (27) is similar to that of a). We commute T'(u,) and 7' (uy),
use eg7m1 Rio(u19)R14(1) = éomy and apply induction:

H1...méoT1...m,o(Uo)éO = (m1Ily. ) éaTl...m,aéaéOTl...m,O(uo)éo
)e

= (ma._ m)é
=m (Ha.m) éoTz...m,o(Uo)éoéaTl...m,aéa

= (7T1H2...m) éaTl...m@éa = Hlm .

(d) Equations @28) and 29) follow from 2) and R1%'(1) = 0, Rz.yil(l) = 62101 and
analogously (30) and (31]).

B Proof of the main theorem

In the following we use the convention that «, 3 etc. take the values 1,2,...,(0),...,2,1

and &, 8 etc. take the values 2,...,(0),...,2.

Y Y

Kalw) = 3 9u,0) Va(u,0), Valu,v) = Ly(0)a(u,v)

v

Pa(u ) = T5(0) (U7 () T (w 01))

(i) Proof. Property (i) in the form of (B6) follows directly from the Yang-Baxter equa-
tions and the action of the R-matrix on the pseudo-ground state (2

(Tgi)] (g ) Rig(uig) = Rij(wig) (T )] (oougyug )
Qg Rij(ug) = alug)Q. ;...
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(ii) Proof. We prove

where v’ = (u; +2/v,uy ..., u,). The matrix Q(u) = Q(u, 1) is given by (@2). Note that
we assign to the auxiliary space of Ty (u) the spectral parameter u; on the right hand side
and u} = u; + 2/v on the left hand side. The difference equation (B.Il) may be depicted
as

where we use the rule that the rapidity of a line changes by 2/v if the line bends by 360°
in the positive sense. In the following we will suppress the indices 1...n. We are now
going to prove (B.I) in the form

K(u) (Aqw) + Do(w) + Asq(u)) = [ atw) K (@), (B.2)

where K (u) is a co-vector valued function as given by eq. (52]) and the Bethe ansatz state
(@4). To analyze the left hand side of eq. (B.2]) we proceed as follows: We apply the trace
of T to the co-vector K (u). In particular we calculate ®2(u, v)Tg(u)

61 Bm
. |
E Tm 11
QT (1, v) -+ TP (u, 1) (To(w))! = ;
B o |
1
v U1y
u) Us Uy,

We now proceed as usual in the algebraic Bethe ansatz and push Ag(u), DQg(g) and
Az o(u) through all the Tlﬁ ‘~operators. As usual we obtain wanted terms and unwanted
terms. We first find that the wanted contribution from Ag(u) already gives the result
we are looking for. Secondly the wanted contributions from DQg(g) and As g(u) applied

to Q give zero because of (BIl). Thirdly the unwanted contributions from Ag(u), DQg(g)

and Ajg(u) can be written as differences which cancel after summation over the v;. All
these three facts can be seen as follows.
The “wanted terms” from Ag are obtained if one writes the Zapletal commutation

rule (39) as

T{* (w, vr) Ag(u) = Ag(w) Ty (W', vi) alur — vi) + uw.

Therefore we obtain

(L), v) , QT (1w, v) - T1 (1w, 01) Ag () = w? + uaw®
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with
w(u,0) = (L), v); QAg(w) T (' vn) - T (W 0n) [ Jalws —vi) - (B3)
= H a(“kl) H a(u1 - Uk)LB(y)q)é(g/, Q)

and similarly w? = w43 = 0, because of (5I)). Inserted into (52)) this yields
(K (w) Q)" ( Zg u,v H a(uy — vg)L )@5(u )
v k=1
—Zgu v)Ls( @5(u v) = K(u)

because
m
g(wv) [T a(wr — o) = g(/,v) |
k=1
where (B4]) has been used. Therefore it remains to prove that the unwanted terms cancel.

This will follow from the lemma below. m
We apply Q1. ,(u) to the state ¥y _,(u,v) (suppressing the quantum space indices)

U(u,v) <AQ( )+ DQ5< u) + Aso(u )) = wanted + unwanted .

The wanted contribution has been calculated above and the unwanted terms may be
written as (see subsection [B.1))

unwanted = ww? + uw® + uw?
m
= 3 (), G+ 303 g
=1 =1 j=1
J#i
m
uw® = Z <uw£”> Cy+ Z ZuwC;]Cg Q+ Z (uwc ) (C30)s o2
=1 =1 j5=1
J#i
m m m
i e o ore
ww? — Z Z uwc§7UC2,Q + Z (uwcsn) a (03,62)&/ VY
, , ¥

(e, (wv) glwv) = — (wog) (w.0) gl o) (B4)
(o), () o) = = (we) (w.2?) gl.n?) (B.5)

Y
wwer? (u, v9) g(u, v9) = —uwd? (u, v glu, v') — uwdFY (u, v) g(w,v)  (B.6)
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with the notation

v =171, y Um

Q(Z) =y, 7’01{’ y Um

y(ij) :vl,...,v;,...,’l};,...,’vm
vV=v+2/v

Equations (B-4)) - (B.6) imply that all unwanted terms cancel after summation over the v
in the Jackson-type Integral (53).

Proof. The first relation (B.4]) is the same as the relation of the unwanted terms for
SU(N). The two others are new and more complicated to derive. We can calculate the
following unwanted contributions explicitly (see subsection [B.1))

(uwg’) (w,v) = —c(u; —v) X (u, v) (B.7)
(uwc )y = c(ur — v) X (w,0) xi(w,v) (B.8)
(e >7 Fluy = 0) X (u, v) (B.9)
<uwég Z)V Fur = v) X (w09 xi () (B.10)
with
XP0) = £ 04 0) [T oo 9 (B.11)
and :

(. v) = as(u, v;) . a(vgi)
s =Lt ey 12

where a; and ay are defined in (50). We use the short notations v, and él which means

that v; and @ are missing, respectively. The remaining unwanted terms are

wwd(w,0) = —clut, - 1) X (0) (B.13)
uwgg’ij(u, v) = (c(ug —v;) + f(u) —vy)) X (D) v, (u, v) (B.14)
uwé’jlj(g7 Q) = _f(ul - 'Uj)X(i])('Uza v_]’—l]) Xz( ( )) X](U 'U) (B15)

X(ij)(g,y):f(vij)a(vzj)L(vz,vj, U CJCID U, Uy H a(vik)a(vjr)) a1 (vi)ar (vj), (B.16)

?ﬂ‘?r
g,}—‘
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where again v;; means that v; and v; are missing. The claims (B.4) - (B.6) follow from
the shift property of the function g(u,v) defined in (53])
Xi(w,v)g(u, v) = g(u,v)
which is due to the shift properties (B4]) of the functions ¥ (v) and 7(v).
The states X ) and X(12) ) may be depicted as

L - 1 1
1 1 V1
e N 1 X0 () \ 1 _Uz\\\ 1
T " f(uz)a(viz) "
1 ’U3 P
1 | 1
ul uyl 1 ul u,l 11

]

Note that for the on-shell Bethe ansatz the equations for the unwanted terms look
quite similar as (B.7) - and (B.15) (apart from the fact that there are no shifts) and their
cancellation is equivalent to the Bethe ansatz equations

m n 1 m
as(u, v;) (Vki) 3 — 517 Vit + 1
Xi(u, v) = H H 11 =1
T ay(u,v) a(vy) 1 u+1 vip — 1 '
29 (A k: (A kzl 2 k’ 1 (A
k#1 k#1

B.1 The unwanted terms

In our approach of the algebraic Bethe ansatz lemma replaces commutation rules of
the entries of the monodromy matrix. In the conventional approach one derives them from
the Yang-Baxter algebra relations (I6]) and uses them for the algebraic Bethe ansatz.

The unwanted terms uw”: We start with (B.3) and use Yang-Baxter relations and
lemma 2.2 in the form of (I8)

1 1 1 1
...... L\ u1 _\ ul 1
wA — L(U) 1 = L(Q) (% 1
Vi
P 1 \ 1
1 1
ull w1 % Up,
1 1 1 1
...... Ul 1 e 1
= L(v) Ui 1 Ui 1
. 1 1
N N
! upY Uy : v Uy 1
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Note that the d(u} —v;) contributions vanish because they produce terms with IT; = 0
(see ([B0)). This reads in terms of formulas as

w? = (L IT) , QAq TP (W vn) - TP (W, v1)a(uy — ) - . a(uy — v7)
/ 81 8, 4
= (LI1)5 © (Rom(u} = vm) - Ror (uh = 01))] 5 Y™ (0, vm) -+ 17, 01) (Tg)]
= (LID) , QT (2n) - - TY (21) Ag — uw™

with

<
g
b
I
|
NE

c(uy — vy) (LH) Q (Rom (vim) - - - Poi .. Rou (U“))gé

1
(w,v00) -+ T (w, 1) (Tg)7

<.
Il

o

fo

where lemma 2.2 in the form of (I8) has been used. We commute the R;;(vy) (for k < i)
with IT using Yang-Baxter relations and (26]) and apply the le(vlk) to L using (43]) such
that }%m(v,k) — a(v;). Further we use Yang-Baxter relations to the R (vix) (for k > i)
and note that for Ry;(vy,) only Ril(vi) = a(vy) contribute

uw = — Z e(uy = vi) (L(vi, 0) (03, 2;)) 5
x H a(va) QA(w) |77 (vn) -+ T ()] (To)] (B.17)
—1 ki
(uwc) C’“’ + uwd, Co.q (B.18)

where we use the short notations v;, §, and [Tf’”(vm) T (vl)] which means that
- i

v;, B and TV (v;) are missing, respectively. We can apply G0) QA(v;) = a1(u, v;)Q. The
different unwanted terms are due to different values of v in (B.IT). For v = 1 the right
hand side in (BIT) vanishes because of Iy = 0 (see (28)), for v = 4 # 1,1 this gives
uwd and for v = 1 this gives uwéQ.

First we calculate (uwé)& using (29) for v =~

—1

(uwc Z - Uz Uzaﬂi)H@iaQi))w.

X Ha(vz‘k)fh(% v)Q | T () -+ TP (vy) Z,(TQ)?

= Z c(uy — vi)Xéi) (u, y)Cg

=1
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with X defined by (B.I1).

,’:]3

@éi (u,v;)

X (u,v) = L(v;, v;)

¥ a(vig)ar (u, v;) (B.19)

58,

T

o
bl

i

The remaining unwanted term uwé2 comes from v =1 in (BI7). Using (32)) we get

UU}évQCZQ = — Z c(u) — vy) (L<Uiuyi>n(vi7yi))i§i
i=1

x [T avw)arw, 0)@ |17 () - TP (1) (To)]

et
= =D elui =) D Foy) (L vy, EVIL(,))

=1 7=1 EU
J#i

X H a(vi)a (u, v; H a(vjr)ar (u, v;)$2 [T{Bm(vm)...Tfl(m)} Oy

k=1 k=1 v

ki k#i,j

(ij)(y)CZQ

I

|
2
H@

|

S
'MS

@
Il

-
.

JOIN

|

with X () defined by (B.I6). Therefore we obtain (uwé’i) (u,v) and uwc Y (u,v) in the
Y
form of (B.7) and (B.13)).

The unwanted terms uw”: For convenience we add an extra line to IT and consider
Hw,ﬁﬁ,(ul,v). Using QT4 = 0 (see (BI) which also implies that the D-wanted term

vanishes) , Yang-Baxter and (7)) we derive
5 .

1 1
I \\. . ;
0=~L(r) | {2 = L(v)
N
1
u) Up,
= L(v) Vi + Zc(v —uy)L(v)
i=1
(51 B Y
uy Uy
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where the dot in the last picture means the the spectral parmeter on the left of it is u;
and on the right of it is v;. Again the d(v; — up)-terms do not contribute because they
produce terms with IT; = 0 (see ([B0)). In terms of formulas this reads as

0= Lj(v) (I(uy, v) Ro(vr — uy) -+ Rmo(vm—U'l))  QUTQ)] T () -+~ TY (11)

[

1

i / ,
= L@(U)Hz o (U, )T (v) - To (01) (Tg) ], (Rao(v1 = wr) -+ Ruo (v — 1)) 1.7 4

WIS ()T (v,) - T (01) (Dg)] - ues®.

:Lﬁ

with

ww® = Ly(@)I15 ()T (vy) - - T{ (v1) (Do)

ST, (uh, ) QTP (0,) - T (v =Y e w) (B.20)

< IL7, (uh, 0) QT (v) - - T (01) (To)7) <Rw<vu>~-~P@-o-~-Rmo<vmi>>fof%ﬁ
(B.21)

—L

= (uwc) C’7 + UUJCQCQQ + (Uwc3) ,é*ﬁ/ (CS,Q):, )

where lemma in the form of (I7) has been used. The different unwanted terms are
due to different values of 4 in (B:20) and (B2I)). For 7/ # 1 in (B:20) the second term
cancels the first one. For 7/ =1 in (B:20) we get (uwgg)fy

’75

(wwg,)., €77 (Csq), = — Ly 15

B
Using (34) we get

(uwc3) Y

(W), (uh, ) QT () -+ T (v1) (To)?

o o o ¥ / /
= - Z fluy — v ( v)Rii—y -+ R CYT1(v;)e; Ripp - - 'RiiJrl)B, QTlﬁm (Um) - 'Tlﬁl (1)

o

:—Zf |- v) vz,yi>1in(yi>>,oy,ﬁ,cw

’,:]3

(o) QA(w:) [T () -+ T )]

L
S

where as above we have replaced the R-matrices by a(v). Finally we obtain with (B.11))

m

(uwg?))ﬁ = — Z f(u] — vi)X,(YZ)(u v).

i=1

Therefore we obtain (uwg;> (w,v) in the form of (B.9). The remaining unwanted terms
7
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are due to (B.21))

m

(uwg)fy C)+uwh,Cog = — Z c(v; — uy)
=1

58 / / ' ,
X L) (U, v V)T (0,) -+ Thi(v1) (Tg) 2w (Rao(v1) -+ Pio - -+ Rno(Umi))1.. 75

m m

- — Z c(v; — uq) (L(v], v,)(uf, Uz))«, 0 [T5 (V) - - .Tlﬁi (vl)]z‘ H a(vg;)az(v;) (TQ)Y/

where (26]), (43]), (46) and Qng(vi) = 5?/2@2(%)9 have been used. For 4/ = 1 this vanishes
because of ([28). For 7/ =4 # 1,1 this gives

uwc c(vi —ur) (L(v;, 2,) Lill(v;)) 4 5 Q Tf;"( . Tﬁ1 vl} H a(vg;)az(v;)
k=L

e(v; — un) X (w, v9)xi(w, v)

gt ams

where v means that v; is replaced by v/ = v; + 2/v and x;(u,v) is defined by (B.12).
For o/ =1 we get using (34) and c(v; — uy) f(uy — v;) = (c(ur —vi) + f(uf —v;)) f(v);)

uwg, = —ZC(% — uy) (L(vg, v)TI(u, ;)14 8, Q [TB (V) - Tﬁ1 (v } H a(vg;)as(v;)
=1 k:
= =D elv—w) Y Fluh =) (Lof. v )GV MI(w) )
i=1 ]]ill i
x0T ) T (w)] T aw) TT atvi)asean(wy)
k=1 k=1
ki k#i,j

with X#) given by (B.I6). Therefore we obtain (uwg’i> (u,v) and ungj(g, v) in the

3
form of (B.8)) and (B.14]).

The unwanted terms uw®: Using Q7] = 0 (see (Gl which also implies that the
As-wanted term vanishes) and Yang-Baxter relations we derive
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_'LHLIL'{ i

e .
0 — ]_ — !
\\ U 1 BRANARE .
o u ! IRRCRE!
1 n up u, 111
or in terms of formulas (with ng{é (v,u) = (Rip(vy —u) ... Rypo(2m — ))Z, f

and TBB/ (w,v) = (Rio(ur —v) ... Ryo(uy, — v))g/ where the quantum space indices are sup-
pressed )

1 /

0= (L)) y Ty (w, ul) TG )T (o, v) -+ T (0 01)

= (L()II(v)), QT?{: (U, Um) - - -Tgf (u, vl)Té,y(@)Tﬁf.ﬁll,i(y, uy) (B.22)

H o+ d(vg = w)) ((L(@)TI(@))y AT (1w, v) -+ T (1w, 01) Ag o) — ww? )

where the term written down comes from v = 1 in (B.22)). It has been used that

Tllﬁli(v ul) (Rlo(vl—ul)...Rmo(v _ul) 11 :H ]-+d k_ul))csfl :
k=1

The different unwanted terms are due to different values of v in ([B.22): for v = 4 # 1,1
we get (uwcg) Civ = (uwé;’)

(uws)” [T +dwe—w)) = = (L)), Q5" (w, vm) - Ty (u, Ul)Tf% (v, u1)

and for v =1 we get uwé;’

Lp

uwc H v —uy)) = — (L(g)H(g))EQng (u, V) - - 'T[fl (w, v))T" (v w) .

The determination of these unwanted terms is not so direct compared to those of the A-
and D-unwanted terms. In particular for uwés we use more complicated arguments.

To calculate uwés we use special components of the Yang Baxter relation (LG

Ry (1/v=1)T, )T (v ut 1y —1) = Too (v

ot ut1/v=1)T. 15@ wRX(1/v—1).

Using d(1/v — 1) = =1, T}, —1 a( ") = 53‘1%,1 for o # 1 and
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Tl_l ﬁ( ) - ‘%1?--1 H;nzl (1 + d(vk - u)) we derive

18
. 1i(v u) = -1,

(U u+1/v—1) H (1+ d(vy —u)) CYY
k=1

2/

H 1 +d ’Uk —U Zf U—’UZ Rla(vli)---Pia---Rla(vmi))ié.lfy/ ny’y
k=1 =1
For the last equality (I7) and ¢(v — (u + 1/v — 1)) = f(u — v) have been used. Therefore

(uwgs) fur = v3) (L@)T(2)) 5 QT (w, ) - T/ (w, v1)

||
gt

18
10(V16) - Pig ... Ria(Umi) )17 et

f(ul - vi) (L( Ui z 76 Ha’ 'Ukz a2 'Uz Tﬁm(vm) : 'TIBI(Ul)]A
k#z

X

E

NE

1 (2

.
I

flug — U@')Xéi) (u, y(i))Xi(% v)

NE

1

We obtain (uwé;j’l) ~(u,v) in the form of (B.I0). In order to calculate
5

m

(o) TT (1 + d(w = ) = = (L), O w,v) -+ T (o, 00) T (0,0
. (B.23)

we prove
Lemma B.2 The unwanted term uwA3 is of the form
i =3 (fulo vy))g, @a(v)aa(v) |17 () - T (01)]
i=1 j=i,j#i J
Proof. Using (I7) we have

HEQTBX” (w, V) -« - -TB,1 (u, vl)Tllé1 10 u)

_Zd =) (R v,i_l)...é(vﬂ)n(vi,yi))zg[Tfm(vm)---Tfl(vl) T (v)

The ¢(v; — up)-terms do not contribute because they produce terms like QB --- = 0. The
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Yang-Baxter equation for R implies

(J%(vﬁ)H(vﬁ))iﬁm 0 [ TP w)TR (v;) - ]

= (H(vij))éﬂam Q..

[
= (M0) 0., @ [ T8 ()T (w0) | (14 d(0))
[

o

TS () TS (v) . ] R (v)

; o
o (T(05) g, @ |- TE@ATE ) - ] (elwz) + d(030))
B [0 2R
o (M(05) 2, @ |- TE@NTE(w0) . | d(03)C7 (B.24)
Iterating this formula we move the Ti-operators to the left and finally IIQT7--- = 0.

Therefore H%QTF " (V) - - ~Tf "(vy) is a sum of terms like
TGQTY™ (un) - T (0) T2 (v) -+ T{* () CT

Similar as for Tf we can move the two Tf ‘-operators to the left using

(J%(vﬁ)H(vﬁ))é 0 ( LT ()T (vy) . )

.af...
= (U)o, @ (- TE@)TH) ) RE (150

= (10) o @ (- T0 )T 0 ) + (- TEETE W) ) ely)

and finally ] ]
()25 QT (0) T2 () - = (1), 5 8062az(vi)as(v;)Q2 - -

5

|
We calculate fi2(v) and fo1(v), the other f;;(v) are due to (48)) related to fi2(v) by
the symmetry

Lo o [T )T (7). | = (L)) os [ TP )T ()

We insert in (B.23)) the intermediate states v = 1,0, 1 behind the second R-matrix in the
monodromy matrix 7’ 111 (v, up)

wdy [T+ d(vr = wn)) = = (LI, QTS (w, ve) -+ T (,01) Cig

k=1

% (R(vy — 1) R(va — un))iih ™ (R(vs — wr) ... R(vg — )} o
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Similar as in the proof of lemma [B.2l one can show that for v = 1 there are only contri-
butions to f;; with 2 <4 < j and for 7y = 0 there are only contributions to fi; or fs; with
2 < j. So we have to consider only v = 1 where we use

m

(R(vs — 1) ... R(vg — )15 5% = T (1 + dlvg — uy)) 177
k=3

to obtain for the contribution of fi» and fo; to uwc3 [T, (14 d(vg — uy))
(L), QT{™ (o) - T (05) TS (02) T (1) Cig

m

X (R(vy —up)R(vy — Ul))if%ﬁé H (1 +d(vg — u1))

k=3

Using (7)) we obtain (similar as in the proof of lemma

B ypbm 2 : 1,816
QT () -+ 11 (v3) T2 (v2) T (01) (R(v1 — i) R(vy — )y} 5

= c(vr —w) (é(vgl)ﬂ>6QTf’”(vm)- TP (03) T2 (1) TP (v3)

T ey — u)ISQT (0) - TF (05) T2 (02) T (01 )a(wr2)
T d(vr — )T (v) - - T (0) T (02) T2 (01 a(or2)

+ d(vs — uy) (é(m)n)im{% (V) -+ T (03) T (0) TP (03) |

The c-terms do not contribute to fi and fo;. For the first d-term we may replace (because

of (E2D)
L [---Tf‘(vz)Tf(vl)] —Q [...T,af‘(vQ)Tg(vl)] Flv12)CT +
and obtain
A1 — wn)IEQT" (0) - T () T (02) T (01 ) (o)

= —d( — ) () TGOT™ (o) -+ T (03) T (0) T (01)a(012) C7 +

where the missing term again does not contribute to fi» and fo;. Similarly for the second
d-term
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In order to move 7 ,YB (UQ)T$ (v1) to the left we consider

((é(v?,Q) . .é(vm2)) (ﬁz(vgl) . .é(vml)) H)iQTgm (02) T2 (o) T (0,) ... T (0)CT
= TLQT (0) ... T (00) T2 (02) T (01)

X ((R(vs2) . .. R(vm2)) (R(vs1) - - (Uml)))

— QT (0,) ... T (0g) T (v )Tﬁl (vl)cW

therefore

d(vr = uy) (LI1) g QT (0n) - - T{ (03) T (03) T5 (01)a (1)

= — (£ (Rs) - Rl ) (Ros) - Ro)) T (wy,) 1112)ﬁ »

X d(vy — U1)f(1112)(1(U12)QT52 (’UQ)T;I (Ul)Tlﬁm (V) - - .Tlﬁ?’ (Ug)C% +

= —d(vi — u1) f(viz)a(viz) (L(vy, vh, 1;5)CHII (212))512 [ e(via)atvn)

X as(ve)ag (v1) QT (vy) ... TP (v3) + ...
— (v — u) XD (o az(vz)az(vi) [Tps a(vkz)a(vrs)
R I CATICA) ST ORI

= —d(v; — u) X" (v}, v, v15)x1 (w, 0P X2 (1, 0) + ...

+ ...

where the missing terms again do not contribute to fis or fo;. Similarly

d(vs — uy) (Lﬁz(vm)n)ﬁ TP (v) - - T (vg) T2 (1) T2 ()

= — (L) (Bea) R(og) - Rom) ) (Rlog) - R(oe)) O (1)) °

B
EIQ
X d(vy — u1) f (Va1)az (va)as (v1) QTP (v, . .. TP (w3) + . . .

m

= —d(vy — ) f (va1) (L(v5,v7,0,,) CHII (212))§12 a(var) | [ a(vi2)a(vra)

k=3
X ag(v2)as (V) QT (vy) ... T (v3) + ...

= —d(vs — u1) XV (vh, v}, v0) x2(u, v )X (w, 0) + . ..
Note that x;(u, v)x;(u, v) = xi(w, v9)x;(u, v) and
X(m)(vé, UL Q12) =-X12 (Uia U;u 212)

because of the identities

j%o(vm)
a(’U21>

f(0)Ro(v) = —a(—v) f(—v).

L(vé,vi,yu)ém = L(vi,vé,yw)ém
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Finally

As3,12 As,21
UW + UW e,

- ((1 Fd(vy —u1)) (L+d(vy —u1)) (L4 d(vr —u)) (14 d(v2 — w1))
x X (0], 0, 015)x (1w, 0% X (u, 0)

= (flur —v1) = f(ug — v2)) X0 (vi, Ué&m)Xl(% Q(Q))Xz(%y)

d(vy — uy) d(vs — uy) )

we set
wwed'? = = fur — va) XM (0], v, v15) X1 (1w, 1) X2 (1, v)
wwed® = — flur — v1) X (0, 0], v15)x2(uw, 1) X1 (1, v)
uwéj’” = —f(ul - vj)X(”)(vé, U;7yij)Xi(ﬂ7 Q(j))Xj@,Q)
Az, ij

which satisfy the desired symmetry. Therefore we obtain uwg>"”(u,v) in the form of
(B.13).
C Proof of Theorem [4.1]
Proof.
1. The weights (74)) of the reference state €2 ([49) are
w = (n =ne,0,...,0)
In level k =1,...,[(IN — 3) /2] of the Bethe ansatz the weights are changed as

W —> Wk — Nk, Wet1 —> W1 + N

This means the states q)g(g, v) of (A7) are eigenvectors of the weights. Using in
addition (60) for O(3) and (68) for O(4) we obtain w =

(w Winje) = n—="ny,...,NN/2J-1— n[N/g},n[N/g]) for N odd
b TN n—"ny,...,NN/2-—2 N — Ny, N_ — n+) for N even.

2. The proof of the highest weight property

W(0) M} = W(0)M] = V() M{ =0

1

uses similar techniques as the derivation of the unwanted terms.
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i) We use 2B;(v), Yang-Baxter relations and apply lemma for v — oo

‘ +) (v —v) Vi

111

Multiplied with L(v) this reads in terms of formulas as

0= (L()TI(2)); UBs(v) T (v) - T ()
= (L@)T(@))5 2 (Rom(v = ) . Ron(v = 01)) 7y TP () - T (01) T (0)
X (Ror(v1 = ) ... Ry (vm — )11 2 + O(v72).

With equations (69), (7T)) and using similar techniques as for the derivation of uw$
and uwf above we obtain

0=0()M - Xwv)+> X (w0)xi(uv)
=1 =1

with Xéi) and y; defined in (B.Il) and (B.I2)). After multiplication with g(u,v)
and summation over the v the terms cancel each other because of ;(u,v)g(u,v) =
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ii) We consider

’J_lil_l]lll Hl.ul

1 . s Xl
\ L = o)
\ 1 1
1 1
U1 Up, Uy Up,
L1 1.1
— Ui + 3 d(v; —v) i +0(v™)
ol 5 =1 .
wl uw) 111 Uy

Multiplied with L(v) this reads in terms of formulas as

(L@TI()) 3 (Rio(vr = 0) . Ry (v — 0)) 7 QT7 (0) T (v) -+ T (1)
= (L)1) 5 (Rio(vr = ) - .. R (v — v))if%, QT (vy) - TP (1) + O(v™2)

+ (L@, QT (0m) - T (01) (Rap (01 — ) .. Runo (0, — 0))”

1..11 "

It has been used that only v = 1 contributes because of QBy = QB3 = 0. We apply
lemma for v — oo. With equations (€9), (1) and using similar techniques as
for the derivation of uw§, and uwés? above we obtain

0= UM - C7 Y XP(wv) +C Y X0 (w0 )xilu ).
i=1

i=1

Again after multiplication with g(u,v) and summation over the v the terms cancel
each other because of y;(u,v)g(u,v) = g(u, v®).

iii) We consider

| 11 J11 1

OZQM%...: Ui

Uy ul ud 111
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L1 11
|
3 =
+ Z c(v—1w;) Yi
i=1 _
1
ul ud 111
1.1
+ Z c(v; —v) Vi +0(v™?)
i=1
or in terms of formulas
0=QM; ...
8.1 - B4
= (L()(2))5 (R(v = vm) ... R(o = v1)) QT (1) -+ Ty (01) T (v)

,y/7ﬁ//
1..11 "

X (R(vy —v) ... R(vy, —v))

For v — 0o we apply lemma [22], equations (69) and (71]) and obtain

m

0=T()M - > XD()+ > XD, v}, v,)x(w, v)x;(u v)
=1

i=1

where similar techniques as above for the derivation of the unwanted termd have
bee used. Again after multiplication with g(u,v) and summation over the v the
terms cancel each other because of x;(u, v)x;(u, v)g(u, v) = g(u, vl),

iv) Next we prove
U(w)M] =0, 1 <4 <y<T1.

We consider
Ly (I (0, 0) QTP (wn) - T (w) T (v) + O(v™2)

= (L ()] @) 15 @QLI )T () T (wr) + O(~?)

where Yang-Baxter rules and (26) have been used. We have also used that by (32)
and (1)

e g B
Hzﬁ_ (v,v) =07 IT5 (v) +O(v™1)

(RB(wy —v) ... R(wm —v)); 0= Li.mlo+ O(v™1).

For v — oo the highest weight condition L(v) (M (1))3, = 0 implies the claim.
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3. The highest weight properties of the weights are obtained as follows. The commu-
tation relation relation ([78) reads in the complex basis as

(M MJ) = =08 Mg + C¥ (CM) 5 + MZ'§5 — (MC)” Cos .
In particular for 8 # a, &
[MJ, M§] = Mg — MJ = M + M .

Because of (Mg)T = Mg

T a a B ey B

0< M (M) = MM = MgMJ + Mg — M} .

Applying this to highest weight co-vectors with

0=WMg fora <
we obtain for the weights ((74))

0 <w, —wgfora< B <NJ/2.

In addition if N is even

0 <wy +wsfora < N/2<B#a

=Wy > Wy > > Whya—1 > Wy
and if N is odd

0 < w, for @ < N/2 because \I'M(?:O
= wy > wy == wnyp 2> 0.

References

[1] M. Karowski and P. Weisz, Exact form factors in (141)-dimensional field theoretic
models with soliton behavior, Nucl. Phys. B139, 455-476 (1978).

[2] B. Berg, M. Karowski, and P. Weisz, Construction of Green functions from an exact
S matrix, Phys. Rev. D19, 2477-2479 (1979).

[3] F.Smirnov, Form Factors in Completely Integrable Models of Quantum Field Theory,
Adv. Series in Math. Phys. 14, World Scientific (1992).

[4] H. Babujian, M. Karowski, and A. Zapletal, Matrix Difference Equations and a
Nested Bethe ansatz, J. Phys. A30, 6425-6450 (1997).



REFERENCES 39

[5]

[18]

[19]

[20]

H. M. Babujian, A. Fring, M. Karowski, and A. Zapletal, Exact form factors in
integrable quantum field theories: The sine-Gordon model, Nucl. Phys. B538, 535—
586 (1999).

H. M. Babujian, A. Foerster, and M. Karowski, The nested SU(N) off-shell Bethe
ansatz and exact form factors, J. Phys. A41, 275202 (2008).

H. Bethe, On the theory of metals. 1. Eigenvalues and eigenfunctions for the linear
atomic chain, Z. Phys. 71, 205-226 (1931).

L. A. Takhtajan and L. D. Faddeev, The Quantum method of the inverse problem
and the Heisenberg XYZ model, Russ. Math. Surveys 34, 11-68 (1979).

H. M. Babujian, Off-shell Bethe ansatz equation and N point correlators in SU(2)
WZNW theory, J. Phys. A26, 6981-6990 (1993).

N. Y. Reshetikhin, Jackson-type integrals, bethe vectors, and solutions to a difference
analog of the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov system, Lett. Math. Phys. 26, 153-165 (1992).

C. N. Yang, Some exact results for the many body problems in one dimension with
repulsive delta function interaction, Phys. Rev. Lett. 19, 1312-1314 (1967).

B. Sutherland, Further Results for the Many-Body Problem in One Dimension,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 20, 98-100 (1968).

B. Sutherland, Model for a multicomponent quantum system, Phys. Rev. B 12(9),
3795-3805 (Nov 1975).

H. Babujian, M. Karowski, and A. Zapletal, SU(N) Matrix Difference Equations and
a Nested Bethe ansatz, hep-th/9611005 (1996).

V. Tarasov, Algebraic Bethe ansatz for the Izergin-Korepin R Matrix, Theor. Math.
Phys. 76, 793-803 (1988).

M. J. Martins and P. B. Ramos, The algebraic Bethe ansatz for rational braid-monoid
lattice models, Nucl. Phys. B500, 579-620 (1997).

H. J. de Vega and M. Karowski, Exact Bethe ansatz solution of O(2N) symmetric
theories, Nucl. Phys. B280, 225 (1987).

H. M. Babujian, A. Foerster, and M. Karowski, Exact form factors of the O(N)
Sigma and Gross-Neveu models and the 1/N expansion, to be published.

J. Balog, Form-factors and asymptotic freedom in the O(3) sigma model, Phys. Lett.
B300, 145-151 (1993).

J. Balog and T. Hauer, Polynomial form-factors in the O(3) nonlinear sigma model,
Phys. Lett. B337, 115-121 (1994).


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9611005

REFERENCES 40

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

L. F. Alday, D. Gaiotto, and Y. Tachikawa, Liouville Correlation Functions from
Four-dimensional Gauge Theories, Lett. Math. Phys. 91, 167-197 (2010).

A. Mironov, A. Morozov, S. Shakirov, and A. Smirnov, Proving AGT conjecture as
HS duality: extension to five dimensions, (2011), larXiv:1105.0948 [hep-th].

I. B. Frenkel and N. Y. Reshetikhin, Quantum affine algebras and holonomic differ-
ence equations, Commun. Math. Phys. 146, 1-60 (1992).

A. B. Zamolodchikov and A. B. Zamolodchikov, Factorized S-matrices in two di-

mensions as the exact solutions of certain relativistic quantum field models, Annals
Phys. 120, 253-291 (1979).

L. D. Faddeev, E. K. Sklyanin, and L. A. Takhtajan, The quantum inverse problem
method. 1, Theor. Math. Phys. 40, 688-706 (1980).

H. Babujian, A. Foerster, and M. Karowski, Exact form factors in integrable quantum
field theories: The scaling Z(N)-Ising model, Nucl. Phys. B736, 169-198 (2006).

R. Shankar and E. Witten, The S matrix of the kinks of the (psi-bar PSI)**2 model,
Nucl. Phys. B141, 349 (1978).

M. Karowski and H. J. Thun, Complete S matrix of the O(2N) Gross-Neveu model,
Nucl. Phys. B190, 61-92 (1981).

H. Babujian, A. Foerster, and M. Karowski, Exact form factors of the SU(N) Gross-
Neveu model and 1/N expansion, Nucl. Phys. B825, 396-425 (2010).


http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.0948

	1 Introduction
	2 General setting and notion of the -matrix
	2.1 The O(N) - R-matrix
	2.2 The monodromy matrix
	2.3 A lemma
	2.4 The Matrix 

	3 The O(N) - difference equation
	3.1 The off-shell Bethe ansatz
	3.1.1 The off-shell Bethe ansatz for O(3)
	3.1.2 The off-shell Bethe ansatz for O(4)


	4 Weights of off-shell O(N) Bethe vectors
	5 Conclusion
	A Proof of Lemma ??
	B Proof of the main theorem ??
	B.1 The unwanted terms

	C Proof of Theorem ??

