arXiv:hep-th/0211001 v1 31 Oct 2002

UMTG–239

Functional relations and Bethe Ansatz for the XXZ chain

Rafael I. Nepomechie

Physics Department, P.O. Box 248046, University of Miami

Coral Gables, FL 33124 USA

Abstract

There is an approach due to Bazhanov and Reshetikhin for solving integrable RSOS models which consists of solving the functional relations which result from the truncation of the fusion hierarchy. We demonstrate that this is also an effective means of solving integrable vertex models. Indeed, we use this method to recover the known Bethe Ansatz solutions of both the closed and open XXZ quantum spin chains with U(1) symmetry. Moreover, since this method does not rely on the existence of a pseudovacuum state, we also use this method to solve a special case of the open XXZ chain with nondiagonal boundary terms.

1 Introduction

There are several well-known methods of deriving the Bethe Ansatz (BA) solution of integrable vertex models: the coordinate BA [1, 2, 3], the T − Q approach [2], the algebraic BA [4, 5, 6], the analytic BA [7], and the functional BA [8]. We present here yet another method, which entails solving the functional relations which result from the truncation of a model’s fusion hierarchy. This approach was (to our knowledge) first developed for RSOS models [9] by Bazhanov and Reshetikhin in [10], but until now has not been applied to vertex-type models. An important feature of this method is that, unlike some of the other approaches, it does not rely on the existence of a pseudovacuum (reference) state.

Our primary motivation for this work comes from the long outstanding problem of solving the open spin-^1_2 XXZ quantum spin chain with nondiagonal boundary terms, defined by the Hamiltonian [11] H = 1 2 {^{N −1}∑ n=1 ( σ^x_nσ^x_{n+1} + σ^y_nσ^y_{n+1} + cosh η σ^z_nσ^z_{n+1} )

+ sinh η ( coth ξ_−σ^z_1 + 2κ_− sinh ξ_− σ^x_1 − coth ξ_+σ^z_N −

2κ_+ sinh ξ_+ σ^x_N )} , (1.1)

where σ^x , σ^y , σ^z are the standard Pauli matrices, η is the bulk anisotropy parameter, ξ_± , κ_± are arbitrary boundary parameters, and N is the number of spins. This model is integrable. Indeed, the Hamiltonian is obtained from the commuting transfer matrix [6] constructed with the nondiagonal K matrix found in [11, 12] together with the standard XXZ R matrix.

Solving this problem (e.g., determining the energy eigenvalues in terms of roots of a system of Bethe Ansatz equations) is a crucial step in formulating the thermodynamics of the spin chain and of the boundary sine-Gordon model [12]. Moreover, this problem has important applications in condensed matter physics and statistical mechanics.

A fundamental difficulty is that, in contrast to the special case of diagonal boundary terms (i.e., κ_± = 0, in which case H has a U(1) symmetry) considered in [3, 6], a simple pseudovacuum state does not exist (e.g., the state with all spins up is not an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian).

Some progress on this problem was made recently in [13, 14]. Namely, for bulk anisotropy value η =^{iπ}_{p+1} , p = 1 , 2 , . . . , (and hence q ≡ e^η is a root of unity, satisfying q^{p+1} = −1), an exact (p + 1)-order functional relation for the fundamental transfer matrix was proposed. The key observation is that the fused spin-^{p+1}_2 transfer matrix can be expressed in terms of a lower-spin transfer matrix, resulting in the truncation of the fusion hierarchy.^1 The

1This is distinct from the observation due to Belavin et al. [15, 16] that, for the special case of quantum-

simplest case p = 1, which corresponds to the XX chain, is analyzed in [13].

Although sets of equations for the eigenvalues of the transfer matrix were found in [14], these equations do not have the standard Bethe Ansatz form, and they become increasingly complicated as the value of p increases. Moreover, one would like to solve the model for general values of η, i.e., not just for the discrete values corresponding to roots of unity.

We also achieve here some progress on these questions. In particular, from the functional relations in [14], we obtain standard Bethe Ansatz equations for the transfer matrix eigenvalues for general values of η, albeit only for the special case

κ_+ = κ_− ≡ κ ≠ 0 , ξ_+ = ξ_− ≡ ξ , N = odd . (1.2)

Unfortunately, we have not yet succeeded to obtain corresponding results for general values of the boundary parameters.

The outline of this article is as follows. In Section 2, we consider as a warm-up the case of the closed XXZ chain, and provide a new derivation of the well-known Bethe Ansatz solution. In Section 3, we turn to the open XXZ chain. Using the functional relations proposed in [14], we first recover the solution of Alcaraz et al. [3] and Sklyanin [6] for the diagonal case κ_± = 0, and we then give the solution for the nondiagonal case (1.2). We conclude with a brief discussion of our results in Section 4.

2 The closed chain

The closed (i.e., with periodic boundary conditions) spin-^1_2 XXZ quantum spin chain is defined by the Hamiltonian H = 1 2 N∑ n=1 ( σ^x_nσ^x_{n+1} + σ^y_nσ^y_{n+1} + cosh η σ^z_nσ^z_{n+1} ) , (2.1)

where ⃗σ_{N +1} = ⃗σ_1. As noted in the Introduction, there are various methods of deriving the Bethe Ansatz solution of this model. As a warm-up for the open-chain problem, we now give another derivation of this solution, which involves solving the model’s functional relations. In Sec. 2.1 we derive the functional relations, and then in Sec. 2.2 we proceed to solve them.

group symmetry (i.e., κ_± = 0, ξ_± → ∞), the fused transfer matrix t^{( p2 )}(u) vanishes after quantum group reduction.

2.1 Functional relations

In this subsection, we begin by briefly reviewing the construction of the (fused) transfer matrices of the closed XXZ chain. We then recall the so-called fusion hierarchy which these transfer matrices obey. Finally, we give an identity which truncates the fusion hierarchy and leads to the desired functional relations.

The fundamental spin-(^1_2 ,^1_2 ) XXZ R matrix is given by the 4 × 4 matrix

R(u) = sinh(u + η) 0 0 0 0 sinh u sinh η 0 0 sinh η sinh u 0 0 0 0 sinh(u + η)

, (2.2)

where η is the anisotropy parameter. It is a solution of the Yang-Baxter equation R_{12}(u − v) R_{13}(u) R_{23}(v) = R_{23}(v) R_{13}(u) R_{12}(u − v) . (2.3) (See, e.g., [17, 18].) The fused spin-(j,^1_2 ) R matrix (j =^1_2 , 1 ,^3_2 , . . .) is given by [17, 19] R_{⟨1...2j⟩2j+1}(u) = P^+_{1...2j} R_{1,2j+1}(u)R_{2,2j+1}(u + η) . . . R_{2j,2j+1}(u + (2j − 1)η)P^+_{1...2j} . (2.4) The (undeformed) projectors are defined by P^±_{1...m} = 1 m! ∑ σ (±1)^σ P_σ , (2.5)

where the sum is over all permutations σ = (σ_1 , . . . σ_m) of (1 , . . . , m), and P_σ is the permutation operator in the space ⊗^m_{k=1}C^2. For instance,

P^+_{12} = 1 2 (I+ P_{12}) ,

P^+_{123} = 1 6 (I+ P_{23}P_{12} + P_{12}P_{23} + P_{12} + P_{23} + P_{13}) , (2.6) where I is the identity matrix.

The closed-chain transfer matrix t^{(j)}(u), which is constructed using a spin-j auxiliary space, is defined by t^{(j)}(u) = tr_{1...2j} T_{⟨1...2j⟩}(u) , (2.7) where the fused monodromy matrix is defined by T_{⟨1...2j⟩}(u) = R_{⟨1...2j⟩N} (u) . . . R_{⟨1...2j⟩1}(u) , (2.8) and N corresponds to the number of spins of the chain. One can show that T_{⟨1...2j⟩}(u) = P^+_{1...2j}T_1(u)T_2(u + η) . . . T_{2j} (u + (2j − 1)η)P^+_{1...2j} . (2.9) These transfer matrices constitute commutative families [ t^{(j)}(u) , t^{(k)}(v) ] = 0 . (2.10) The fundamental transfer matrix t(u) ≡ t^{( 12 )}(u) contains the Hamiltonian (2.1), H ∝ ∂ ∂u log t(u) | | |_{u=0} + const. , (2.11) and has the periodicity property t(u + iπ) = (−1)^N t(u) . (2.12) The fusion hierarchy for the XXZ chain is given by [17, 21] t^{(j)}(u) t^{( 12 )}(u + 2jη) = δ(u + (2j − 1)η) t^{(j− 12 )}(u) + t^{(j+ 12 )}(u) , j = 1 2 , 1 , 3 2 , . . . , (2.13) where t^{(0)}(u) = I, and the quantum determinant [17, 20] δ(u) is given by δ(u) = tr_{12} P^−_{12} T_1(u)T_2(u + η) = (−ζ(u + η))^N , (2.14) where ζ(u) = − sinh(u + η) sinh(u − η) . (2.15) The key fact in deriving the functional relations is that for anisotropy values η = iπ p + 1

, p = 1 , 2 , . . . , (2.16) the fused transfer matrices satisfy the identity

t^{( p+12 )}(u) = (−1)^N δ(u − η) [ t^{( p−12 )}(u + η) + (1 + (−1)^N )ν(u)^N F ] , (2.17) where ν(u) = − 1 ζ(u) p∏ k=0 sinh(u + kη) = − 1 ζ(u) ( i 2 )_p sinh((p + 1)u) , (2.18) and F = N∏ k=1 σ^z_k . (2.19)

The remarkable result (2.17), to which we refer as the “truncation identity,” follows directly from Eq. (4.13) in Ref. [14], which relies on the quantum-group construction [22] of higherspin R matrices.

The fact that the spin-^{p+1}_2 transfer matrix can be expressed in terms of a lower-spin transfer matrix leads to the truncation of the fusion hierarchy, which in turn leads to a (p + 1)-order functional relation for the fundamental transfer matrix. For instance, for the case p = 2, Eqs. (2.13) and (2.17) lead to the third-order functional relation t(u)t(u + η)t(u + 2η) − δ(u)t(u + 2η) − δ(u + η)t(u) −(−1)^N δ(u − η)t(u + η) − (1 + (−1)^N )δ(u − η)ν(u)^N F = 0 . (2.20)

Similar higher-order functional relations have been obtained for RSOS models [2, 23, 10] and for the 8-vertex model [24]. We emphasize that, contrary to the commonly-held misconception (see, e.g. [25]), the fusion hierarchies of vertex models do truncate, for the η values (2.16).

The commutativity relation (2.10) with j = k =^1_2 and the fact [F , t(u)] = 0 imply that t(u) and F can be simultaneously diagonalized,

t(u)|Λ^{(±1)}⟩ = Λ^{(±1)}(u)|Λ^{(±1)}⟩ ,

F |Λ^{(±1)}⟩ = ±|Λ^{(±1)}⟩ , (2.21)

where the eigenstates |Λ^{(±1)}⟩ are independent of u. Acting on these eigenstates with the functional relations, one obtains the corresponding relations for the eigenvalues.

2.2 Bethe Ansatz solution

We now proceed to solve the functional relations for the eigenvalues of the fundamental transfer matrix. Following Ref. [10], we observe that the functional relations for p ≥ 2 can be represented in a compact form as the determinant of a (p + 1) × (p + 1) matrix:

det

Λ^{(F )}_0 −h_{−1} 0 0 . . . 0 0 −F h_0 −h_1 Λ^{(F )}_1 −h_0 0 . . . 0 0 0 0 −h_2 Λ^{(F )}_2 −h_1 . . . 0 0 0 ... 0 0 0 0 . . . −h_{p−1} Λ^{(F )}_{p−1} −h_{p−2} −F h_{p−1} 0 0 0 . . . 0 −h_p Λ^{(F )}p

= 0 , (2.22)

where

h(u) = sinh^N (u + η) , (2.23) h_k = h(u+ηk), Λ^{(F )}_k = Λ^{(F )}(u+ηk), and F = ±1 now denotes the eigenvalue of the operator in (2.19). Let (Q_0 , Q_1 , . . . , Q_p) be the null vector of the matrix in (2.22); i.e.,

Λ^{(F )}_0 Q_0 − h_{−1}Q_1 − F h_0Q_p = 0 ,

−h_kQ_{k−1} + Λ^{(F )}_k Q_k − h_{k−1}Q_{k+1} = 0 , k = 1 , . . . , p − 1 ,

−F h_{p−1}Q_0 − h_pQ_{p−1} + Λ^{(F )}_p Q_p = 0 . (2.24)

We make the Ansatz Q_k = Q(u + ηk), where Q(u) = M∏ j=1 sinh(u − u_j ) , (2.25)

for some integer M. Eqs. (2.24) imply (using Q_k = (−1)^M Q_{k+p+1}) that the eigenvalues are given by

Λ^{(F )}(u) = h(u) Q(u − η) Q(u) + h(u − η) Q(u + η) Q(u) , (2.26) and F = (−1)^M . (2.27)

We verify that the result (2.26) is consistent with the periodicity condition (2.12). The requirement that Λ^{(F )}(u) be analytic at u = u_j yields the Bethe Ansatz equations h(u_j ) h(u_j − η) = − Q(u_j + η) Q(u_j − η) , j = 1 , . . . , M . (2.28)

We recognize Eqs. (2.23), (2.25), (2.26) and (2.28) as the familiar Bethe Ansatz result for the eigenvalues of the transfer matrix of the closed XXZ chain. Although we have assumed that η has the values (2.16), these results are known to be true for general values of η. Note also that the approach that we have followed here does not explicitly rely on the existence of a pseudovacuum state.

A more thorough analysis would also include the diagonalization of S^z =^1_2 ∑_N k=1 σ^z_k along with t(u) and F . By considering the asymptotic behavior of t(u) for u → ∞, one can establish that the value of M is related to the S^z eigenvalue, namely, M =^N_2 − S^z . Since these matters are already well-understood, and since the open-chain problem (1.1) lacks this additional U(1) symmetry, we do not pursue this issue further.

Finally, we point out that the result (2.27), which perhaps is less familiar, can nevertheless be readily obtained within the algebraic Bethe Ansatz approach [5]. Indeed, as is well known, the eigenstates of the transfer matrix are given by

|u_1 , . . . , u_M ⟩ = B(u_1) . . . B(u_M )|Ω⟩ , (2.29) where B(u) is a certain creation-like operator, and |Ω⟩ is the pseudovacuum state with all spins up. It is easy to show that {F , B(u)} = 0 and F |Ω⟩ = |Ω⟩. Hence, the state |u_1 , . . . , u_M ⟩ has the eigenvalue F = (−1)^M .

3 The open chain

We turn now to the open chain (1.1), which is our main concern. Our strategy is to try to generalize the analysis of the preceding section. Hence, in Sec. 3.1 we review the functional relations, and then in Sec. 3.2 we attempt to solve them.

3.1 Functional relations

The fundamental spin-^1_2 XXZ K^− matrix is given by the 2 × 2 matrix [11, 12]

K^−(u) = ( sinh(ξ_− + u) κ_− sinh 2u κ_− sinh 2u sinh(ξ_− − u) ) , (3.1)

which evidently depends on two boundary parameters ξ_− , κ_−. It is a solution of the boundary Yang-Baxter equation [26]

R_{12}(u − v) K^−_1 (u) R_{21}(u + v) K^−_2 (v) = K^−_2 (v) R_{12}(u + v) K^−_1 (u) R_{21}(u − v) . (3.2)

The fundamental open-chain transfer matrix t(u) is constructed, following Sklyanin’s recipe [6], from the matrix R(u) (2.2), the matrix K^−(u) (3.1), and the matrix K^+(u) which is equal to K^−(−u − η) with (ξ_− , κ_−) replaced by (ξ_+ , κ_+).^2 The Hamiltonian (1.1) is related to the first derivative of the transfer matrix, H = 1 4 sinh ξ_− sinh ξ_+ sinh^{2N −1} η cosh η ∂t(u) ∂u | | |_{u=0} − sinh^2 η + N cosh^2 η 2 cosh η

I. (3.3)

The transfer matrix has the periodicity property

t(u + iπ) = t(u) , (3.4)

as well as crossing symmetry t(−u − η) = t(u) , (3.5) and the asymptotic behavior (for κ_± ≠ 0) t(u) ∼ −κ_−κ_+ e^{u(2N +4)+η(N +2)} 2^{2N +1}

I+ . . . for u → ∞ . (3.6)

2Further details about the construction of this transfer matrix can be found in [14].

Functional relations for the open XXZ chain (1.1) have been proposed in Ref. [14]. These relations, which follow from the fusion hierarchy [27, 28] together with the truncation identity for the η values (2.16), are given by Λ(u)Λ(u + η) . . . Λ(u + pη)

− δ(u − η)Λ(u + η)Λ(u + 2η) . . . Λ(u + (p − 1)η) − δ(u)Λ(u + 2η)Λ(u + 3η) . . . Λ(u + pη) − δ(u + η)Λ(u)Λ(u + 3η)Λ(u + 4η) . . . Λ(u + pη) − δ(u + 2η)Λ(u)Λ(u + η)Λ(u + 4η) . . . Λ(u + pη) − . . . − δ(u + (p − 1)η)Λ(u)Λ(u + η) . . . Λ(u + (p − 2)η) + . . . = f(u) , (3.7) where Λ(u) is the eigenvalue of the fundamental open-chain transfer matrix t(u). Furthermore, the function δ(u) is now defined by δ(u) = Δ(u) ζ(2u + 2η)

, (3.8) where the quantum determinant Δ(u) is given by

Δ(u) = − [ sinh(u + η + ξ_−) sinh(u + η − ξ_−) + κ^2_− sinh^2(2u + 2η) ] × [ sinh(u + η + ξ_+) sinh(u + η − ξ_+) + κ^2_+ sinh^2(2u + 2η) ] × sinh 2u sinh(2u + 4η) ζ(u + η)^{2N} , (3.9) and ζ(u) is defined in Eq. (2.15). Moreover, the function f(u) is given by^3 f(u) = (−1)^{p(N +1)} 2^{2p(N +1)} sinh^{2N} ((p + 1)u) cosh^2((p + 1)u +^{iπ}_2 ϵ) cosh^2((p + 1)u) × { n(u ; ξ_− , κ_−) n(u ; −ξ_+ , κ_+) + n(u ; −ξ_− , κ_−) n(u ; ξ_+ , κ_+) +2(−1)^N (−κ_−κ_+)^{p+1} sinh^2(2(p + 1)u) } , (3.10)

3In terms of the three functions f_0, f_1, f_3 used in [14], the functions δ(u) and f(u) are given by δ(u) = f_1(u + η) f_0(u) , f(u) = f_3(u) f_0(u) .

where ϵ = 2frac(p/2) equals 0 if p is even, and equals 1 if p is odd; and the function n(u ; ξ , κ) is defined by

n(u ; ξ , κ) = sinh ((p + 1)(ξ + u)) +

[^{p+1}_2 ]∑ l=1 c_{p ,l} κ^{2l} sinh ((p + 1)u + (p + 1 − 2l)ξ) , (3.11)

with c_{p ,l} = (p + 1) l! l−2∏ k=0 (p − l − k) . For instance, for the case p = 3, the functional relation is given by^4

Λ(u)Λ(u + η)Λ(u + 2η)Λ(u + 3η) − δ(u − η)Λ(u + η)Λ(u + 2η)

−δ(u)Λ(u + 2η)Λ(u + 3η) − δ(u + η)Λ(u)Λ(u + 3η) − δ(u + 2η)Λ(u)Λ(u + η)

+δ(u)δ(u + 2η) + δ(u − η)δ(u + η) = f(u) . (3.12)

3.2 Bethe Ansatz solution

For general values of the boundary parameters κ_± , ξ_±, we have not yet succeeded to find a determinant representation analogous to (2.22) of the functional relations (3.7). Nevertheless, for the following two special cases of the boundary parameters, we have found such representations.

3.2.1 The diagonal case κ_± = 0

The Bethe Ansatz solution for the diagonal case κ_± = 0 is already known [3, 6]. Nevertheless, it is instructive to see how this solution emerges from the functional relations. Indeed, when κ_± = 0, the functional relations for p ≥ 2 can be represented as

det

Λ_0 −h^′_{−1} 0 0 . . . 0 0 −h_0 −h_1 Λ_1 −h^′_0 0 . . . 0 0 0 0 −h_2 Λ_2 −h^′_1 . . . 0 0 0 ... 0 0 0 0 . . . −h_{p−1} Λ_{p−1} −h^′_{p−2} −h^′_{p−1} 0 0 0 . . . 0 −h_p Λ_p

= 0 , (3.13)

4The last two terms of the left-hand-side were accidentally omitted in Eq. (5.2) of [14].

where

h(u) = − sinh^{2N} (u + η) sinh(2u + 2η) sinh(2u + η) sinh(u + ξ_−) sinh(u − ξ_+) , (3.14)

h^′(u) = h(−u − 2η) , (3.15)

and h_k = h(u + ηk), h^′_k = h^′(u + ηk), Λ_k = Λ(u + ηk). We let (Q_0 , Q_1 , . . . , Q_p) be the null vector of the matrix in (3.13); i.e.,

Λ_0Q_0 − h^′_{−1}Q_1 − h_0Q_p = 0 ,

−h_kQ_{k−1} + Λ_kQ_k − h^′_{k−1}Q_{k+1} = 0 , k = 1 , . . . , p − 1 ,

−h^′_{p−1}Q_0 − h_pQ_{p−1} + Λ_pQ_p = 0 . (3.16)

We make the Ansatz Q_k = Q(u + ηk), where Q(u) = M∏ j=1 sinh(u − u_j ) sinh(u + u_j + η) , (3.17)

which has the crossing symmetry Q(u) = Q(−u − η). Eqs. (3.16) and (3.15) imply that the eigenvalues are given by

Λ(u) = h(u) Q(u − η) Q(u) + h(−u − η) Q(u + η) Q(u) . (3.18)

We verify that this result is consistent with both the periodicity (3.4) and crossing (3.5) properties of the transfer matrix. The requirement that Λ(u) be analytic at u = u_j yields the Bethe Ansatz equations h(u_j ) h(−u_j − η) = − Q(u_j + η) Q(u_j − η) , j = 1 , . . . , M . (3.19)

The results (3.14), (3.17)-(3.19) for the transfer-matrix eigenvalues and Bethe Ansatz equations agree with those of Alcaraz et al. [3] and Sklyanin [6]. Although we have assumed that η has the values (2.16), these results are true for general values of η. As in the case of the closed chain, one can establish that M =^N_2 − S^z by considering the asymptotic behavior of t(u) for u → ∞.

3.2.2 The nondiagonal case κ_+ = κ_− ≡ κ , ξ_+ = ξ_− ≡ ξ , N = odd

Finally, we consider the nondiagonal case κ_+ = κ_− ≡ κ ≠ 0 , ξ_+ = ξ_− ≡ ξ , N = odd. For this case, the functional relations again have the determinant representation (3.13), with

h(u) = − sinh^{2N} (u + η) sinh(2u + 2η) sinh(2u + η) ( sinh(u + ξ) sinh(u − ξ) + κ^2 sinh^2 2u ) . (3.20)

It follows that the transfer-matrix eigenvalues and Bethe Ansatz equations are again given by (3.17)-(3.19). However, unlike the two cases considered earlier which have a U(1) symmetry, here the value of M is fixed. Indeed, the asymptotic behavior (3.6) implies that M = 1 2 (N − 1) . (3.21)

We expect that, as in the previous cases, these results hold for general values of η.

4 Discussion

We have seen that an approach used by Bazhanov and Reshetikhin [10] to solve RSOS models, which is based on a model’s functional relations, is also an effective means of solving vertex models. Indeed, we have used this method to recover the known Bethe Ansatz solutions of both the closed and open XXZ chains with U(1) symmetry. Moreover, since this method does not rely on the existence of a pseudovacuum state, we have also been able to use this method to solve the special nondiagonal case (1.2) of the open chain.

Although we have focused here on vertex models associated with sl_2, it is clear that the same approach should be applicable to vertex models associated with higher-rank algebras.

Having found a model’s functional relations, a crucial step in this method is to reformulate the functional relations in determinant form. We have not yet succeeded to carry out this step for general values of the boundary parameters of the open XXZ chain (1.1). It would clearly be useful to find necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a determinant representation of the functional relations, as well as a systematic procedure for its construction. We hope to be able to report on these matters in a future publication.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported in part by the National Science Foundation under Grants PHY- 9870101 and PHY-0098088.

References

[1] H. Bethe, Z. Phys. 71 (1931) 205 ; translated in The Many-Body Problem, ed. by D.C.

Mattis (World Scientific, 1993).

[2] R.J. Baxter, Exactly Solved Models in Statistical Mechanics (Academic Press, 1982).

[3] F.C. Alcaraz, M.N. Barber, M.T. Batchelor, R.J. Baxter and G.R.W. Quispel, J. Phys.

A20 (1987) 6397.

[4] L.D. Faddeev and L.A. Takhtajan, Russ. Math. Surv. 34 (1979) 11. [5] P.P. Kulish and E.K. Sklyanin, Phys. Lett. 70A (1979) 461. [6] E.K. Sklyanin, J. Phys. A21 (1988) 2375. [7] N.Yu. Reshetikhin, Sov. Phys. JETP 57 (1983) 691.

[8] E.K. Sklyanin, “Quantum inverse scattering method. Selected topics,” hep-th/9211111. [9] G.E. Andrews, R.J. Baxter and P.J. Forrester, J. Stat. Phys. 35 (1984) 193. [10] V.V. Bazhanov and N.Yu. Reshetikhin, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A4 (1989) 115. [11] H.J. de Vega and A. González-Ruiz, J. Phys. A26 (1993) L519. [12] S. Ghoshal and A.B. Zamolodchikov, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A9 (1994) 3841. [13] R.I. Nepomechie, J. Phys. A34 (2001) 9993.

[14] R.I. Nepomechie, Nucl. Phys. B622 (2002) 615; Addendum, Nucl. Phys. B631 (2002) 519.

[15] A.A. Belavin and Yu. Stroganov, Phys. Lett. B466 (1999) 281.

[16] A.A. Belavin, S. Yu. Gubanov and B.L. Feigin, “Truncation of functional relations in the XXZ model,” hep-th/0008011.

[17] P.P. Kulish and E.K. Sklyanin, Lecture Notes in Physics, Vol. 151, (Springer, 1982) 61. [18] V.E. Korepin, N.M. Bogoliubov, and A.G. Izergin, Quantum Inverse Scattering Method, Correlation Functions and Algebraic Bethe Ansatz (Cambridge University Press, 1993).

[19] P.P. Kulish, N.Yu. Reshetikhin and E.K. Sklyanin, Lett. Math. Phys. 5 (1981) 393. [20] A.G. Izergin and V.E. Korepin, Sov. Phys. Doklady 26 (1981) 653; Nucl. Phys. B205 (1982) 401.

[21] A.N. Kirillov and N.Yu. Reshetikhin, J. Sov. Math. 35 (1986) 2627; J. Phys. A20 (1987) 1565.

[22] P.P. Kulish and N.Yu. Reshetikhin, J. Sov. Math. 23 (1983) 2435.

[23] R.J. Baxter and P.A. Pearce, J. Phys. A15 (1982) 897. [24] R.J. Baxter, Adv. Stud. Pure Math. 19 (1989) 95.

[25] A. Kuniba, T. Nakanishi and J. Suzuki, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A9 (1994) 5215. [26] I.V. Cherednik, Theor. Math. Phys. 61 (1984) 977. [27] L. Mezincescu and R.I. Nepomechie, J. Phys. A25 (1992) 2533. [28] Y.-K. Zhou, Nucl. Phys. B458 (1996) 504.