arXiv:hep-th/0703086v3 10 Oct 2007

UFSCARF-TH-07-3

The Bethe ansatz approach for factorizable centrally extended su(2|2) S-matrices

M.J. Martins and C.S. Melo

Universidade Federal de São Carlos Departamento de Física C.P. 676, 13565-905 São Carlos(SP), Brasil

Abstract We consider the Bethe ansatz solution of integrable models interacting through factorized S-matrices based on the central extention of the su(2|2) symmetry. The respective su(2|2) R-matrix is explicitly related to that of the covering Hubbard model through a spectral parameter dependent transformation. This mapping allows us to diagonalize inhomogeneous transfer matrices whose statistical weights are given in terms of su(2|2) S-matrices by the algebraic Bethe ansatz. As a consequence of that we derive the quantization condition on the circle for the asymptotic momenta of particles scattering by the su(2|2) ⊗ su(2|2) S-matrix. The result for the quantization rule may be of relevance in the study of the energy spectrum of the AdS_5 × S^5 string sigma model in the thermodynamic limit.

PACS numbers: 05.50+q, 02.30.IK Keywords: Bethe Ansatz, S-matrix March 2007

1 Introduction

Nowadays there exists a considerable amount of evidences that integrable structures appear in both planar N = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory [1, 2] and free IIB superstring theory on the AdS_5 × S^5 curved space [3, 4]. Integrability in the planar N = 4 gauge theory^1 is related to the fact that the spectrum of the anomalous dimensions of the conformal operators can be obtained by diagonalizing long-range integrable spin chains [6, 7]. For the AdS_5 × S^5 string theory, signatures of integrability have been found on the context of semi-classical string states [8, 9, 10]. There is, however, indications that integrability may survive when quantum corrections are taken into account [11]. There exists also arguments in favour of absence of particle production at tree level for the AdS_5 × S^5 gauge-fixed sigma model [12] and that the respective quantum world-sheet energies may arise from quantization conditions of the form of Bethe ansatz equations [13, 14, 15, 16].

Assuming that such gauge and string theories are indeed quantum integrable it is natural to expect that much of their properties could be inferred within the factorized S-matrix framework [17]. In the N = 4 gauge theory the S-matrix is supposed to encode the interactions of a long-rang spin chain and it is expected to satisfy the dynamical form of the Yang-Baxter equation [18, 19]. From the AdS_5 × S^5 string theory perspective the S-matrix should describe the scattering amplitudes between the world-sheet excitations and therefore has to obey the standard Yang-Baxter equation [20, 21]. The basic form of these two matrix operators have recently been argued to be constrained by the requirement that they are invariant under the centrally extended su(2|2) ⊗ su(2|2) superalgebra [18, 19, 20]. The only remaining freedom consists in an abelian phase factor that has been argued to be constrained with the help of crossing symmetry [21].

The next step would then be to determine the quantization conditions for the particle momenta excitations on a ring of size L. This requisite is necessary to perform non-perturbative investigations of the energy and momenta eigenstates associated to the AdS_5 ×S^5 gauged-fixed

1For a review on integrable properties of general four-dimensional gauge theories see [5].

sigma model in the infinite volume limit. The solution of this problem is directly related to the diagonalization of an inhomogeneous two-dimensional vertex model of statistical mechanic whose Boltzmann weights are the matrix elements of the underlying factorized S-matrix. In fact, this task has recently been discussed by Beisert [19] in the context of the N = 4 gauge theory. The respective transfer matrix eigenvalues were proposed by means of the analytical Bethe ansatz method and apparently also with the help of a mapping to the Hubbard model. We recall that the construction of eigenvectors is unfortunately beyond the scope of the analytical Bethe ansatz.

It seems therefore of interest to tackle the problem of diagonalization of transfer matrices based on centrally extended su(2|2) S-matrices by an independent, first principle approach, such as the algebraic Bethe ansatz method [23, 24]. This framework can provide us in an unambiguous way both the transfer matrix eigenvalues and eigenvectors as well as the respective Bethe ansatz equation. To this end, the string theory point of view appears to be the ideal one, since the respective S-matrix satisfies canonical properties expected from (1 + 1)-dimensional integrable theories [20]. The exact knowledge of the eigenvectors, in a near future, could be of utility in the understanding of the Hilbert space structure of the AdS_5 × S^5 string theory in the thermodynamic limit.

In this paper we are going to consider the latter approach in order to present the Bethe ansatz solution of the monodromy problem associated to the su(2|2)⊗su(2|2) string S-matrix. We have organized this paper as follows. In next section we describe the centrally extended su(2|2) R-matrix in a convenient basis. We show that this operator is related to the R-matrix of the covering Hubbard model by means of a unitary transformation depending on the spectral parameters. In section 3, with the help of this mapping, we formulate the diagonalization of an inhomogeneous transfer matrix based on the su(2|2) R-matrix weights by the algebraic Bethe ansatz approach. In section 4 we use this result to derive the quantization rule on a ring of size L for the particle momenta within the asymptotic Bethe ansatz framework [22]. Our conclusions are summarized in section 5 and in Appendix A we have collected Shastry’s R-matrix.

2 The su(2|2) R-matrix

In this section we are going to discuss a family of solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation, R_{23}(λ_1, λ_2)R_{12}(λ_1, λ_3)R_{23}(λ_2, λ_3) = R_{12}(λ_2, λ_3)R_{23}(λ_1, λ_3)R_{12}(λ_1, λ_2), (1) where the R-matrix R_{ab}(λ, μ) acts on the tensor product of two Z_2 graded spaces V^{(0)}_a ⊕ V^{(1)}_a and V^{(0)}_b ⊕ V^{(1)}_b . As usual, the αth element of the even V^{(0)} and odd V^{(1)} subspaces are distinguished by its Z_2 parity θ_α, θ_α =

0 for α ∈ V^{(0)} (even) 1 for α ∈ V^{(1)} (odd)

. (2) Here we shall consider the case where the graded vector space is that of a central extension of the su(2|2) superalgebra [25] on its fundamental four-dimensional representation [19, 26]. In what follows, it will be convenient to represent the R-matrix R_{12}(λ, μ) in terms of its matrix elements and we shall use the following representation, R_{12}(λ, μ) = 4∑ a,b,c,d=1 R^{c,d}_{b,a}e_{ac} ⊗ e_{bd}, (3) where e_{ab} denotes standard Weyl matrices.

One important feature of equation (1) is that it is insensitive to the parities of the elements of the su(2|2) superalgebra. In principle, from a given R-matrix satisfying equation (1) it is possible to define two types of S-matrices [27]^2. One of them is the standard S-matrix, S_{12}(λ, μ) = P_{12}R_{12}(λ, μ), (4) while the other possibility is the so-called graded S-matrix, S_{12}(λ, μ) = P^{(g)}_{12} R_{12}(λ, μ), (5) where the standard and the graded permutators are given by, P_{12} = 4∑ a,b=1 e_{ab} ⊗ e_{ba}, P^{(g)}_{12} = 4∑ a,b=1 (−1)^{θaθb} e_{ab} ⊗ e_{ba}. (6) 2Strictly speaking it is required that R^{cd}_{ab}(λ, μ) = 0 for any θ_a + θ_b + θ_c + θ_d = 1, 3. This condition is satisfied by the su(2|2) R-matrix to be discussed in this section.

The S-matrices defined by Eqs.(4,5) satisfy the canonical form of the Yang-Baxter equation,

S_{12}(λ_1, λ_2)S_{13}(λ_1, λ_3)S_{23}(λ_2, λ_3) = S_{23}(λ_2, λ_3)S_{13}(λ_1, λ_3)S_{12}(λ_1, λ_2), (7)

where in the case of the graded S-matrix the tensor products take into account the graduation of the subspaces.

The framework of R-matrices, however, will be the most convenient one for the purposes of this paper. In fact, it is the R-matrix that plays the decisive role in an algebraic formulation of the Bethe ansatz. It will also help us to make a clear relationship between the standard su(2|2) S-matrix discussed by Arutynov et al [20] and the R-matrix of the Hubbard model [28]. This connection is expected, since the existence of such mapping has been predicted by Beisert [19] in the context of the N = 4 gauge theory. It should be stressed, however, that in this paper we intend to search a connection between R-matrices satisfying the same canonical Yang-Baxter relations (1).

In order to accomplish this task one has to perform certain unitary transformations in the su(2|2) S-matrix S_{12}(λ, μ) given by Arutynov et al [20]. More specifically, we shall use the property that the Yang-Baxter equation (7) is invariant by spectral dependent transformations of the following type, S̄_{12}(λ, μ) = G_1(λ)G_2(μ)S_{12}(λ, μ)G^{−1}_1 (λ)G^{−1}_2 (μ), (8)

where G(λ) is an arbitrary invertible matrix.

It turns out that the suitable transformation we need to make the above mentioned connection can be decomposed as,

G(λ) = 1 0 0 0 0 t(λ) 0 0 0 0 t(λ) 0 0 0 0 1 × 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0

, (9)

where t(λ) plays the role of an external field.

By transforming the centrally extended su(2|2) standard S-matrix given by Arutynov et al [20] according to Eqs.(8,9) and by taking into account Eq.(4) we find that the corresponding

R-matrix can be written as, R̄_{12}(λ, μ) = a_1(λ, μ)[e_{11} ⊗ e_{11} + e_{14} ⊗ e_{41} + e_{41} ⊗ e_{14} + e_{44} ⊗ e_{44}] + a_2(λ, μ)[−e_{11} ⊗ e_{44} + e_{14} ⊗ e_{41} + e_{41} ⊗ e_{14} − e_{44} ⊗ e_{11}] + a_3(λ, μ)[e_{22} ⊗ e_{22} + e_{23} ⊗ e_{32} + e_{32} ⊗ e_{23} + e_{33} ⊗ e_{33}] + a_4(λ, μ)[−e_{22} ⊗ e_{33} + e_{23} ⊗ e_{32} + e_{32} ⊗ e_{23} − e_{33} ⊗ e_{22}] + a_5(λ, μ)[e_{21} ⊗ e_{12} + e_{31} ⊗ e_{13} + e_{24} ⊗ e_{42} + e_{34} ⊗ e_{43}] + a_6(λ, μ)[e_{12} ⊗ e_{21} + e_{13} ⊗ e_{31} + e_{42} ⊗ e_{24} + e_{43} ⊗ e_{34}] + a_7(λ, μ) 1 t(λ)t(μ) [−e_{12} ⊗ e_{43} + e_{13} ⊗ e_{42} + e_{42} ⊗ e_{13} − e_{43} ⊗ e_{12}] + a_8(λ, μ)t(λ)t(μ)[−e_{21} ⊗ e_{34} + e_{31} ⊗ e_{24} + e_{24} ⊗ e_{31} − e_{34} ⊗ e_{21}] + a_9(λ, μ) t(μ) t(λ) [e_{22} ⊗ e_{11} + e_{22} ⊗ e_{44} + e_{33} ⊗ e_{11} + e_{33} ⊗ e_{44}] + a_{10}(λ, μ) t(λ) t(μ) [e_{11} ⊗ e_{22} + e_{11} ⊗ e_{33} + e_{44} ⊗ e_{22} + e_{44} ⊗ e_{33}] (10) The ten distinct weights a_i(λ, μ) are obtained directly from [20] and they are given by, a_1(λ, μ) =

[x^−(μ) − x^+(λ)] [x^+(μ) − x^−(λ)] η(μ) η(λ) a_2(λ, μ) =

[x^−(λ) − x^+(λ)][x^−(μ) + x^+(λ)][x^−(μ) − x^+(μ)] [x^−(λ) − x^+(μ)][x^−(λ)x^−(μ) − x^+(λ)x^+(μ)] η(μ) η(λ) a_3(λ, μ) = −1 a_4(λ, μ) =

[x^−(λ) − x^+(λ)][x^−(μ) − x^+(μ)][x^−(λ) + x^+(μ)] [x^−(λ) − x^+(μ)][x^−(λ)x^−(μ) − x^+(λ)x^+(μ)] a_5(λ, μ) =

[x^−(μ) − x^−(λ)] [x^+(μ) − x^−(λ)] η(μ) a_6(λ, μ) =

[x^+(λ) − x^+(μ)] [x^−(λ) − x^+(μ)] 1 η(λ) a_7(λ, μ) = √ [x^−(λ) − x^+(λ)][x^−(μ) − x^+(μ)][x^+(λ) − x^+(μ)] [x^−(λ) − x^+(μ)][x^−(λ)x^−(μ) − 1]η(λ) a_8(λ, μ) = √ [x^−(λ) − x^+(λ)][x^−(μ) − x^+(μ)][x^+(λ) − x^+(μ)] [x^−(λ) − x^+(μ)][x^−(λ)x^−(μ) − 1]η^2(λ)η(μ) a_9(λ, μ) = √ [x^−(λ) − x^+(λ)][x^−(μ) − x^+(μ)]

[x^+(μ) − x^−(λ)] a_{10}(λ, μ) = √ [x^−(λ) − x^+(λ)][x^−(μ) − x^+(μ)] [x^+(μ) − x^−(λ)] η(μ) η(λ) , (11)

where η(λ) = √_{x+(λ)} x^−(λ) . The functions x

±(λ) depend on both the string sigma model coupling constant g and the world-sheet rapidity λ. They are constrained to satisfy the following relations [18, 19], x^+(λ) x^−(λ) = e^{iλ}, x^+(λ) + 1 x^+(λ) − x^−(λ) − 1 x^−(λ) = i g . (12)

Before proceeding we note that the constant part of the transformation (9) only relabels the Weyl basis. This means that for t(λ) = 1 the operator S̄_{12}(λ, μ) = P_{12}R̄_{12}(λ, μ) is just the original su(2|2) S-matrix discussed by Arutynov et al [20] written in a different basis. We emphasize that in this new basis the Grassmann parities θ_α associated to the R-matrix (10-12) is, θ_α =

{ 1 for α = 2, 3 0 for α = 1, 4

. (13)

The first step to compare the R-matrix (10-12) with the graded R-matrix of the Hubbard model [28, 29] is to rewrite the restriction (12) in terms of Shastry’s original coupling constraint. Let us denote this latter R matrix by R^{(s)}_{12} (λ, μ) which for sake of completeness has been summarized in Appendix A. It turns out that a convenient parameterization for the variables x^±(λ) is^3 x^+(λ) = i a(λ) b(λ) e^{2h(λ)}, x^−(λ) = −i b(λ) a(λ) e^{2h(λ)} (14) where a(λ), b(λ) and h(λ) are the free-fermion weights and the coupling entering Shastry’s R matrix defined by Eq.(A.3).

By substituting Eq.(14) into the R-matrix weights (11) and by comparing them with Shastry’s weights given by Eqs.(A.2) we see that a perfect matching occurs for a special choice of function t(λ), namely t(λ) = √ η(λ) = ( x^+(λ) x^−(λ) )_{1/4} (15)

3We recall that this type of parameterization has first appeared in [28, 30] to simplify the transfer matrix eigenvalues of the covering Hubbard model.

We see that for this particular value of t(λ) the Boltzmann weights of the R-matrix (10-12) are brought to the most possible symmetrical form. For the specific value (15) we found the following relationship, R̄_{12}(λ, μ) R̄(λ, μ)^{1,1}_{1,1} =

R^{(s)}_{12} (λ, μ) R^{(s)}(λ, μ)^{1,1}_{1,1}

(16) The above discussion reveals us that both the centrally extended su(2|2) R-matrix and Shastry’s graded R-matrix are indeed special cases of a family of R-matrices R̄_{12}(λ, μ) having a spectral dependent free-parameter. This result brings extra support to the claim by Beisert [19] that the symmetry underlying the integrability of the Hubbard model should be that of the su(2|2) superalgebra. Indeed, our result makes it precise the way one can go from the su(2|2) R-matrix to that of the Hubbard model within a common integrable structure satisfying the canonical Yang-Baxter relation (1). This comparison will be of great help to formulated the corresponding algebraic Bethe ansatz solution in next section.

3 The algebraic Bethe ansatz

In this section we shall study the problem of diagonalizing an inhomogeneous row-to-row transfer matrix by an algebraic Bethe ansatz, T (λ, {p_i}) |Φ⟩ = Λ(λ, {p_i}) |Φ⟩ (17) where p_1, . . . , p_N are the inhomogeneities.

We will consider the situation in which the Boltzmann weights S̄_{12}(λ, μ) of the transfer matrix T (λ, {p_i}) take into account the graduation of the degrees of freedom, S̃_{12}(λ, μ) = P^{(g)}_{12} R̄_{12}(λ, μ) (18)

where the parities of the graded permutator are defined in Eq.(13).

As usual the transfer matrix T (λ, {p_i}) can be written as the supertrace of an operator denominated monodromy matrix [27],

T (λ, {p_i}) = Str_A[T_A(λ, {p_i})] = 4∑ α=1 (−1)^{θα} T_{αα}(λ, {p_i}) (19) where T_{αβ}(λ, {p_i}) denotes the matrix elements on the auxiliary space A ≡ C^4 of the following ordered product of S-matrices, T_A(λ, {p_i}) = S̃_{AN} (λ, p_N )S̃_{AN−1}(λ, p_{N−1}) . . . S̃_{A1}(λ, p_1) (20) An essential ingredient to establish an algebraic Bethe solution is the existence of a reference state |ω⟩ such that the action of the monodromy operator (20) in this state gives as a result a triangular matrix. In our case this state is easily built by the following product of local vectors,

|ω⟩ = n∏ j=1 ⊗ |ω⟩_j , |ω⟩_j = 1 0 0 0 j , (21)

which is an exact eigenstate of T (λ, {p_i}).

In order to construct other eigenvectors other than |ω⟩ we need the help of the quadratic algebra satisfied by the monodromy operator, namely R̄_{12}(λ, μ)T (λ, {p_i})^s⊗ T (μ, {p_i}) = T (μ, {p_i})^s⊗ T (λ, {p_i})R̄_{12}(λ, μ), (22) where the symbol^s⊗ stands for the supertensor product [27] whose parities are defined in Eq.(13).

From this algebra one can in principle derive suitable commutation rules between the monodromy matrix elements acting on the quantum space n∏ j=1 ⊗C^4. The diagonal monodromy operators define the transfer matrix eigenvalue problem while the off-diagonal ones play the role of creation and annihilation fields over the pseudovaccum |ω⟩. A convenient representation of T (λ, {p_i}) in terms of these fields turns out to be,

T (λ, {p_i}) = B(λ) ⃗B(λ) F (λ) ⃗C(λ) Â(λ) ⃗B∗(λ) C(λ) ⃗C^∗(λ) D(λ) 4×4 , (23)

where ⃗B(λ) ( ⃗B^∗(λ)) and ⃗C^∗(λ) ( ⃗C(λ)) are two-component row (column) vectors, Â(λ) is a 2 × 2 matrix. The fields ⃗B(λ) , ⃗B^∗(λ) and ⃗C(λ), ⃗C^∗(λ) are creation and annihilation operators over the state |ω⟩, respectively.

The construction of the eigenvectors in terms of the creation fields will depend much on the form of the Boltzmann weights of the R-matrix R̄_{12}(λ, μ). Considering that the main structure of R̄_{12}(λ, μ) resembles that of the Hubbard model one expects that the algebraic Bethe ansatz solution of the eigenvalue problem (17-20) will be similar to that developed for the Hubbard chain [30]. For arbitrary t(λ), however, not all the weights of R̄_{12}(λ, μ) are exactly the same as that of Shastry’s graded R-matrix. It turns out that some of them are crucial in the construction of the eigenvectors and this means that we need to implement few adaptations on the results of [30] before using them in our situation. In what follows, we will describe such modifications in terms of the general matrix elements R̄(λ, μ)^{c,d}_{b,a} in order to make the construction of [30] more widely applicable.

The structure of the eigenvectors is that of multiparticle states parameterized by variables λ_1, . . . , λ_{m1} that are fixed by Bethe ansatz equations. Formally, they can be written by the following scalar product [30], |Φ⟩ = ⃗φ_{m1} (λ_1, . . . , λ_{m1} ). ⃗F |ω⟩ (24) where the components of the vector ⃗F ∈

m_1∏ j=1 ⊗C^2_j shall be fixed by a second Bethe ansatz. The vector ⃗φ_{m1} (λ_1, . . . , λ_{m1} ) carries the dependence on the creation fields and obeys a second order recursion relation given by,

⃗φ_{m1} (λ_1, . . . , λ_{m1} ) = ⃗B(λ_1) ⊗ ⃗φ_{m1−1}(λ_2, . . . , λ_{m1} ) +

m_1∑ j=2 R̄(λ_1, λ_j)^{2,3}_{4,1} R̄(λ_1, λ_j)^{4,1}_{4,1}

m_1∏ k=2 k≠j R̄(λ_k, λ_j )^{1,1}_{1,1} R̄(λ_k, λ_j )^{2,1}_{2,1} × ⃗ξ ⊗ F (λ_1)⃗φ_{m1−2}(λ_2, . . . , λ_{j−1}, λ_{j+1}, . . . , λ_{m1} )B(λ_j )^{j−1}∏ k=2 R̄(λ_k, λ_j)^{2,2}_{2,2} R̄(λ_k, λ_j)^{1,1}_{1,1} ř^{k k+1}(λ^k, λ^j). (25)

The auxiliary four-dimensional vector ⃗ξ and the 4 × 4 R-matrix ř_{12}(λ, μ) are given by,

⃗ξ = ( 0 1 −1 0 ) ř_{12}(λ, μ) =

1 0 0 0 0 ā(λ, μ) b̄(λ, μ) 0 0 b̄(λ, μ) ā(λ, μ) 0 0 0 0 1

(26) where the expressions for the elements ā(λ, μ) and b̄(λ, μ) are, ā(λ, μ) = R̄(λ, μ)^{2,3}_{3,2}R̄(λ, μ)^{4,1}_{4,1} − R̄(λ, μ)^{2,3}_{4,1}R̄(λ, μ)^{4,1}_{3,2} R̄(λ, μ)^{2,2}_{2,2}R̄(λ, μ)^{4,1}_{4,1} b̄(λ, μ) = R̄(λ, μ)^{3,2}_{3,2}R̄(λ, μ)^{4,1}_{4,1} − R̄(λ, μ)^{3,2}_{4,1}R̄(λ, μ)^{4,1}_{3,2} R̄(λ, μ)^{2,2}_{2,2}R̄(λ, μ)^{4,1}_{4,1} . (27) From the structure of the R-matrix (10) we see that the eigenvectors dependence on the free-parameter t(λ) is encoded only through the weight R̄(λ, μ)^{2,3}_{4,1}. The functions ā(λ, μ) and b̄(λ, μ) does not carry any dependence on this extra parameter since it is canceled out in the product R̄(λ, μ)^{2,3}_{4,1}R̄(λ, μ)^{4,1}_{3,2}. From now on the analysis becomes fairly parallel to that already carried out for the Hubbard model [30]. In particular, one expects that the auxiliary R-matrix ř_{12}(λ, μ) should be that of an isotropic six-vertex model. This can be seen with the help of the following change of variables, λ̃ = x^+(λ) + 1 x^+(λ) − i 2g = x^−(λ) + 1 x^−(λ) + i 2g (28)

After some simplifications it is possible to rewrite ř_{12}(λ̃, μ̃) as

ř_{12}(λ̃, μ̃) = 1 μ̃ − λ̃ +^i_g (μ̃ − λ̃) 2∑ αβ=1 e_{αβ} ⊗ e_{βα} + i g 2∑ αβ=1 e_{αβ} ⊗ e_{αβ} (29)

which is exactly the R-matrix of the rational six-vertex model.

As explained in [30] the state |Φ⟩ defined by the expressions (24-27) becomes an eigenvector of the transfer matrix T (λ, {p_i}) under the requirement that the vector ⃗F is an eigenstate of yet another inhomogeneous transfer matrix whose weights are that of the isotropic six-vertex model (29). The form of the eigenvalues Λ(λ, {p_i}) depends also on extra variables μ_1, . . . , μ_{m2} that are needed in the diagonalization of such inhomogeneous six-vertex transfer matrix. Its final expression in terms of the matrix elements is, Λ(λ, {p_i}; {λ_j, μ_l}) = N∏ i=1 R̄(λ, p_i)^{1,1}_{1,1}^{m1}∏ j=1 R̄(λ_j, λ)^{1,1}_{1,1} R̄(λ_j, λ)^{2,1}_{2,1} − N∏ i=1 R̄(λ_j, λ)^{2,1}_{2,1}^{m1}∏ j=1 − R̄(λ, λ_j)^{2,2}_{2,2} R̄(λ, λ_j)^{2,1}_{2,1}

m_2∏ l=1 1 b̄(μ_l, λ) + m_1∏ j=1 b̄(λ, λ_j)^{m2}∏ l=1 1 b̄(λ, μ_l) + N∏ i=1 R̄(λ, p_i)^{4,1}_{4,1}^{m1}∏ j=1 R̄(λ, λ_j)^{4,2}_{4,2} R̄(λ, λ_j)^{4,1}_{4,1} (30) provided that the rapidities {λ_j} and {μ_j} satisfy the nested Bethe ansatz equations, N∏ i=1 R̄(λ_j , p_i)^{1,1}_{1,1} R̄(λ_j , p_i)^{2,1}_{1,2} =

m_1∏ k=1 k≠j − R̄(λ_j, λ_k)^{2,2}_{2,2} R̄(λ_j, λ_k)^{2,1}_{1,2}

R̄(λ_k, λ_j)^{2,1}_{1,2} R̄(λ_k, λ_j)^{1,1}_{1,1}

m_2∏ l=1 1 b̄(μ_l, λ_j) j = 1, . . . , m^1, m_1∏ j=1 b̄(μ_l, λ_j) =^{m2}∏ k=1 k≠l b̄(μ_l, μ_k) b̄(μ_k, μ_l) l = 1, . . . , m^2. (31)

From the above expressions we see that both the eigenvalues (30) and the Bethe ansatz equations (31) depend only on Boltzmann weights R̄(λ, μ)^{c,d}_{b,a} that are independent of freeparameter t(λ). This is not surprising since we have shown that this family of models are related by the transformation (8) which clearly preserves transfer matrix eigenvalues. The eigenvectors, however, carry a non-trivial dependence on the parameter t(λ) explicitly exhibited in expression (25).

For practical purposes it is relevant to present the expressions for the eigenvalues and Bethe ansatz equations in terms of the kinematical string variables x^±(λ). Since they do not depend on t(λ) the simplifications that we need to perform on Eqs.(30,31) follow closely that carried out for the Hubbard model [30]. Ommiting here such technicalities we find the eigenvalues are given by, Λ(λ, {p_i}; {λ_j, μ_l}) = N∏ i=1 [ x^−(p_i) − x^+(λ) x^+(p_i) − x^−(λ) ] η(p_i) η(λ) m_1∏ j=1 η(λ) x^−(λ) − x^+(λ_j) x^+(λ) − x^+(λ_j) − N∏ i=1 x^+(λ) − x^+(p_i) x^−(λ) − x^+(p_i) 1 η(λ) m_1∏ j=1 η(λ) [ x^−(λ) − x^+(λ_j) x^+(λ) − x^+(λ_j) ]_{m2} ∏ l=1 x^+(λ) +^1_{x+(λ)} − μ̃_l +^i_{2g} x^+(λ) +^1_{x+(λ)} − μ̃_l −^i_{2g} + m_1∏ j=1 η(λ) x^+(λ_j ) −^1_{x+(λ)} x^+(λ_j) −^1_{x−(λ)}

m_2∏ l=1 x^−(λ) +^1_{x−(λ)} − μ̃_l −^i_{2g} x^−(λ) +^1_{x−(λ)} − μ̃_l +^i_{2g} + N∏ i=1 1 −^1_{x−(λ)x+(pi)} 1 −^1_{x−(λ)x−(pi)} [ x^+(p_i) − x^+(λ) x^+(p_i) − x^−(λ) ] η(p_i) η(λ) m_1∏ j=1 η(λ) x^+(λ_j ) −^1_{x+(λ)} x^+(λ_j) −^1_{x−(λ)}

(32)

and the corresponding Bethe ansatz equations become, N∏ i=1 [ x^+(λ_j ) − x^−(p_i) x^+(λ_j ) − x^+(p_i) ] η(p_i) =

m_2∏ l=1 x^+(λ_j ) +^1_{x+(λj )} − μ̃_l +^i_{2g} x^+(λ_j) +^1_{x+(λj )} − μ̃_l −^i_{2g} j = 1, . . . , m_1, m_1∏ j=1 μ̃_l − x^+(λ_j ) −^1_{x+(λj )} +^i_{2g} μ̃_l − x^+(λ_j) −^1_{x+(λj )} −^i_{2g} = m_2∏ k=1 k≠l μ̃_l − μ̃_k +^i_g μ̃_l − μ̃_k −^i_g l = 1, . . . , m_2. (33)

We conclude this section with the following comment. Our result for the eigenvalues (32) is consistent with that proposed by Beisert [19] provided that one takes into account the following change of variables x^±(λ) → x^∓(λ) and g → −g. Though the Bethe ansatz equations (33) are invariant by such transformation the ratio^{x+(λ)}_{x−(λ)} defining the pseudo-momenta is now inverted. While this ambiguity can appear in analytical Bethe ansatz analysis it certainly does not occur in our algebraic Bethe ansatz framework.

4 The asymptotic Bethe ansatz

The purpose of this section is to derive the quantization rule for the momenta of the particles interacting through a su(2|2) ⊗ su(2|2) factorizable S-matrix by using the asymptotic Bethe ansatz [22]. This form of scattering has been argued to be the one relevant for the world-sheet excitations of the AdS_5 × S^5 sigma model [18, 19, 20]. Formally, the respective scattering matrix can be written as,

S^∗_{12}(p_1, p_2) = Ŝ_{12}(p_1, p_2) ⊗ Ŝ_{12}(p_1, p_2), (34)

where p_1, . . . , p_N denote the momenta of an interacting N-particle system.

The basic structure of the building block S-matrix Ŝ_{12}(p_1, p_2) is constrained by the invariance of the solution of the Yang-Baxter equation under the centrally extended su(2|2) symmetry. In principle, one can choose either the standard or the graded su(2|2) S-matrix discussed in section 2. Our context here, however, is that the S-matrix S^∗_{12}(p_1, p_2) plays the role of an operator describing the monodromy of the N-particle wave function. When periodic boundary conditions are considered one has to take into account the different particle statistics under cyclic permutations. This compatibility condition leads us to single out the graded su(2|2) S-matrix, Ŝ_{12}(p_1, p_2) = S_0(p_1, p_2) [ P^{(g)}_{12} R̄_{12}(p_1, p_2) ] . (35) where S_0(p_1, p_2) is a scalar factor that can not be determined on basis of the su(2|2) invariance.

The possible functional form of S_0(p_1, p_2) has been argued to be restricted by unitarity and an extention of the crossing property to S-matrices depending on both momenta p_1 and p_2 [21]. This factor was first proposed on the context of the AdS^5 × S^5 string spectrum [14] and since then has been further investigated by several authors [31, 32, 33]. The general structure of this factor is believed to be given by the expression,

[S_0(p_1, p_2)]^2 = x^+(p_2) − x^−(p_1) x^−(p_2) − x^+(p_1)

1 −^1

x^+(p_1)x^−(p_2)

1 −^1

x^−(p_1)x^+(p_2)

[σ(p_1, p_2)]^2 (36)

where σ(p_1, p_2) is the so-called string dressing term.

This dressing factor can in general be expressed in terms of a standard phase-shift σ(p_1, p_2) = exp[iθ(p_1, p_2)] where the phase θ(p_1, p_2) is an anti-symmetric function of the two momenta p_1 and p_2. For recent closed formula representations of the gauge independent part of this function see for instance [34]. Here we recall that the property θ(p_1, p_2) = −θ(p_2, p_1) together with the expression for the R-matrix given in section 2 implies that the S-matrix S^∗_{12}(p_1, p_2) obeys the unitarity condition, namely

S^∗_{12}(p_1, p_2)S^∗_{21}(p_2, p_1) = Id (37)

where Id is the identity matrix.

We now proceed under the assumption of the existence of an abelian phase θ(p_1, p_2) such that the S-matrix (34) indeed encodes the interactions of the many-body problem associated to the AdS_5 × S^5 string sigma model. Under this hypothesis it is possible to find the respective particles momenta quantization by means of the asymptotic Bethe ansatz framework [22]. In this method one assumes that there exists particle coordinate regions |x_i − x_j | ≥ R_c where the particles do not interact and that possible off-mass-shell effects can be neglected. In such asymptotic regions the wave function is simply the linear combination plane waves with asymptotic momenta p_1, . . . , p_N . More precisely, the state vector, in an asymptotic region where the particles coordinates are ordered as 0 ≤ x_{Q1} < x_{Q2} < . . . < x_{QN} ≤ L, has the form of a generalized Bethe ansatz [35, 36], |Ψ⟩ = ∫ dx_1 . . . dx_N ∑ P A_{σ1,...,σN} (P|Q)e [ i ∑_N j=1 p_{Pj} x_{Qj} ]_N ∏ k=1 ψ^†_{σk} (x_k) |0⟩ , (38) where ψ^†_{σk} (x_k) creates a particle with internal quantum number σ_k on the vacuum |0⟩. The sum runs over all N! permutations P of numbers {1, · · · , N} that index the particles.

The interaction between the particles permit them to cross the various regions and the corresponding amplitudes A_{σ1,...,σN} (P|Q) are related to one another by the S-matrix (34). For instance, the amplitudes of two distinct regions (P|Q) and (P̄|Q̄) differing by the permutation of neighboring ith and jth particles are connected by A_{σ1,...,σi,σj ,...,σN} (P̄|Q̄) = S^∗(p_i, p_j)^{σ̄i,σ̄j}_{σi,σj} A_{σ1,...,σ̄i,σ̄j ,...,σN} (P|Q), (39) where S^∗(p_i, p_j)^{σ̄i,σ̄j}σ_i,σ_j are the matrix elements of the S-matrix (34).

The total energy E and momenta P of the Bethe wave function (38) are given by the free particle expressions, namely P = N∑ k=1 p_k, E = N∑ k=1 ε(p_k), (40)

where ε(p_i) is the one-particle dispersion relation.

From Eqs.(38,39) one clearly sees that the role of the scattering theory is to provide the conditions to match the wave function in adjacent free distinct regions. Therefore, the information that the internal wave function degrees of freedom satisfy both commuting and anticommuting rules of permutation should then be encoded in the S-matrix (34). This feature is guaranteed when one takes as Ŝ_{12}(p_1, p_2) the graded su(2|2) S-matrix equation (35). The next step is to quantize the asymptotic momenta p_k by imposing periodic boundary conditions to the wave function (38,39) on a ring of size L. This is accomplished by the successive use of Eq.(39) in order to relate different regions in the configuration space. The graded approach assures us strictly periodic boundary conditions in all sectors for both bosonic and fermionic variables. It turns out that the one-particle momenta p_k are required to satisfy the following condition, e^{−ipkL} = Λ^∗(λ = p_k, {p_i}) S^{∗1,1}_{1,1}(p_k, p_k) , k = 1, . . . , N (41) where Λ^∗(λ, {p_i}) are the eigenvalues of the transfer matrix operator T^∗(λ, {p_i}) given by

T^{(∗)}(λ, {p_i}) = Str_A[S^{(∗)}_{AN} (λ, p_N )S^{(∗)}_{AN−1}(λ, p_{N−1}) . . . S^{(∗)}_{A1} (λ, p_1)] (42)

There is no need of extra effort to compute the eigenvalues Λ^∗(λ, {p_i}) because of the tensor product character of the S-matrix S^{(∗)}_{12} (p_1, p_2). They are simply given in terms of the product of the eigenvalues of the transfer matrix diagonalized in section 2. More specifically we have, Λ^∗(λ, {p_i}) = N∏ i=1 [S_0(λ, p_i)]^2 Λ(λ, {p_i}; {λ^{(1)}_j , μ^{(1)}_l })Λ(λ, {p_i}; {λ^{(2)}_j , μ^{(2)}_l }) (43)

where {λ^{(α)}_j } and {μ^{(α)}_j } α = 1, 2 denote the Bethe ansatz roots used to diagonalize the transfer matrix based on the two su(2|2) S-matrices of the tensor product (34).

Taking into account the explicit expression given in Eq.(32) as well as the structure of the abelian factor (36) one finds that the nested Bethe ansatz equations for one-particle momenta p_k are,

e^{ipk} ( −L+N−^m (1) 1 2 −^m (2) 1 2 ) = e^{iP} N∏ i=1 i≠k

[ x^−(p_i) − x^+(p_k) x^+(p_i) − x^−(p_k) ] 1 −^1

x^+(p_k)x^−(p_i)

1 −^1

x^−(p_k)x^+(p_i)

[σ(p_k, p_i)]^2

× 2∏ α=1 m^{(α)}_1∏

j=1 x^+(λ^{(α)}_j ) − x^−(p_k) x^+(λ^{(α)}_j ) − x^+(p_k) k = 1, . . . , N, (44)

e^{i P2} N∏ i=1 x^+(λ^{(α)}_j ) − x^−(p_i) x^+(λ^{(α)}_j ) − x^+(p_i) = m^{(α)}_2∏

l=1 x^+(λ^{(α)}_j ) +^1_{x+(λ(α)j )} − μ̃_l^{(α)} +^i_{2g} x^+(λ^{(α)}_j ) +^1_{x+(λ(α)j )} − μ̃_l^{(α)} −^i_{2g} j = 1, . . . , m^{(α)}_1 ; α = 1, 2,

(45)

m^{(α)}_1∏

j=1 μ̃^{(α)}_l − x^+(λ^{(α)}_j ) −^1_{x+(λ(α)j )} +^i_{2g} μ̃^{(α)}_l − x^+(λ^{(α)}_j ) −^1_{x+(λ(α)j )} −^i_{2g} = m^{(α)}_2∏

k=1 k≠l μ̃^{(α)}_l − μ̃^{(α)}_k +^i_g μ̃^{(α)}_l − μ̃^{(α)}_k −^i_g l = 1, . . . , m^{(α)}_2 ; α = 1, 2.

(46)

Interesting enough, part of the Bethe ansatz equations depend on the total momenta of a given sector as well as of the number of the Bethe rapidities N and m^{(α)}_1 . The latter feature suggests that L^′ = L − N +^{m(1)1}_2 +^{m(2)1}_2 play the role of an effective scale from which densities should probably be measured. It turns out that this scale hides the angular momenta on S^5 of the AdS_5 × S^5 theory in the light-cone gauge [32]. This fact can be viewed by bringing the compact Bethe equations (44-46) close to the form of those originally proposed by Beisert and Staudacher [13]. We start the analysis by Eq.(44) that carries the explicit dependence on the size of the system. This equation is translated to that written by Beisert and Staudacher [13] by using the following roots identification,

• x^±(p_k) = x^±_{4,k} g , k = 1, . . . , K_4 (47)

• x^+(λ^{(1)}_j ) = g x_{1,j} , j = 1, . . . , K_1, • x^+(λ^{(1)}_{K1+j}) = x_{3,j} g , j = 1, . . . , K_3 (48)

• x^+(λ^{(2)}_j ) = x_{5,j} g , j = 1, . . . , K_5, • x^+(λ^{(2)}_{K5+j}) = g x_{7,j} , j = 1, . . . , K_7 (49)

where N ≡ K_4, m^{(1)}_1 ≡ K_1 + K_3 and m^{(2)}_1 ≡ K_5 + K_7. We recall that the rapidities x^±_{4,k} and x_{i,j} for i = 1, 3, 5, 7 denote the Bethe roots used by Beisert and Staudacher [13].

By taking into account the above relabeling of Bethe roots it follows that Eq.(44) is equivalent to, e^{−ipk}(^{L−K4+ K3−K12 + K5−K72} ) = e^{iP} K_4∏ i=1 i≠k

[ x^+_{4,k} − x^−_{4,i} x^−_{4,k} − x^+_{4,i} ] 1 −^{g2}_x+_{4,k x}−_{4,i} 1 −^{g2}_{x−4,k x+4,i} [σ(p_k, p_i)]^2

× K_3∏ j=1 x^−_{4,k} − x_{3,j} x^+_{4,k} − x_{3,j} K_1∏ j=1 1 −^{g2}_x−_{4,k x1,j} 1 −^{g2}_{x+4,k x1,j}

× K_5∏ j=1 x^−_{4,k} − x_{5,j} x^+_{4,k} − x_{5,j} K_7∏ j=1 1 −^{g2}_{x−4,k x7,j} 1 −^{g2}_{x+4,k x7,j} , k = 1, . . . , K_4 (50)

Before proceeding we note that the right-hand side of Eq.(50) reveals us the presence of the angular momenta charge J = L̄ − K_4 +^{(K3−K1)}_2 +^{(K5−K7)}_2 [13]. Recall that in the notation of [13] the lenght L̄ refers to effective scale of the system conjugated to the momenta variables. Considering the momenta ambiguity mentioned in section 3 one has to set here −J = L. This fact is in aggrement with the expected meaning of J as the world sheet thermodynamic scale of the gauge-fixed AdS_5 ×S^5 model [32]. In order to complete the mapping of the nested Bethe equations (45,46) one has to make the following extra identifications,

• ũ^{(1)}_j = u_{2,j} g , j = 1, . . . , K_2 ≡ m^{(1)}_2 • ũ^{(2)}_j = u_{6,j} g , j = 1, . . . , K_6 ≡ m^{(2)}_2 (51) as well as the definition u_{i,j} = x_{i,j} +^{g2}_{xi,j} for i = 1, 3, 5, 7.

By using all these identifications, Eqs.(45) can be transformed to the following four type of Bethe equations,

e^{−iP/2} K_4∏ i=1 1 −^{g2}_x−_{4,ix1,j} 1 −^{g2}_{x+4,ix1,j} = K_2∏ l=1 u_{1,j} − u_{2,l} +^i_2 u_{1,j} − u_{2,l} −^i_2 , j = 1, . . . , K_1

e^{iP/2} K_4∏ i=1 x^−_{4,i} − x_{3,j} x^+_{4,i} − x_{3,j} = K_2∏ l=1 u_{3,j} − u_{2,l} +^i_2 u_{3,j} − u_{2,l} −^i_2 , j = 1, . . . , K_3 e^{iP/2} K_4∏ i=1 x^−_{4,i} − x_{5,j} x^+_{4,i} − x_{5,j} = K_6∏ l=1 u_{5,j} − u_{6,l} +^i_2 u_{5,j} − u_{6,l} −^i_2 , j = 1, . . . , K_5

e^{−iP/2} K_4∏ i=1 1 −^{g2}_{x−4,ix7,j} 1 −^{g2}_x+_{4,ix7,j} = K_6∏ l=1 u_{7,j} − u_{6,l} +^i_2 u_{7,j} − u_{6,l} −^i_2

, j = 1, . . . , K_7 (52)

while Eqs.(46) become,

K_1∏ j=1 u_{2,l} − u_{1,j} +^i_2 u_{2,l} − u_{1,j} −^i_2

K_3∏ j=1 u_{2,l} − u_{3,j} +^i_2 u_{2,l} − u_{3,j} −^i_2 = K_2∏ k=1 k≠l u_{2,l} − u_{2,k} + i u_{2,l} − u_{2,k} − i , l = 1, . . . , K_2 K_5∏ j=1 u_{6,l} − u_{5,j} +^i_2 u_{6,l} − u_{5,j} −^i_2

K_7∏ j=1 u_{6,l} − u_{7,j} +^i_2 u_{6,l} − u_{7,j} −^i_2 = K_6∏ k=1 k≠l u_{6,l} − u_{6,k} + i u_{6,l} − u_{6,k} − i , l = 1, . . . , K_6 (53)

Direct comparison between Eqs.(50,52,53) for P = 0 with those presented by Beisert and Staudacher in table 5 of reference [13] shows us that they are indeed equivalent in the case of the grading η_1 = η_2 = +1 choice^4. Here we emphasize that on the context of the AdS_5 × S^5 string, however, is the charge J that plays the role of the thermodynamic scale. As a consequence of that the thermodynamic limit J → ∞ has to be taken without making reference to any particular sector of the theory. This is of special importance in nested Bethe ansatz systems since all the Bethe roots levels can in principle contribute to the physical properties in the infinite volume limit. Recall that this feature has recently been pointed out to be relevant to unveil the possible origin of the dressing phase of the N = 4 Yang-Mills theory [37].

4We also recall that here g = √ λ̄/(4π) where λ̄ is the ’t Hooft coupling.

5 Conclusion

In this work we have studied Bethe ansatz properties of integrable models associated to centrally extended su(2|2) superalgebras. The su(2|2) R-matrix has been shown to be in the same family of Shastry’s R-matrix [28, 29] with the help of spectral parameter transformation. This connection made possible the solution of the eigenvalue problem associated to the su(2|2) transfer matrix within the algebraic Bethe ansatz method.

The motivation to study this type of system arose from its conjectured relationship with scattering properties of the world-sheet excitations of the AdS_5 × S^5 string sigma model. In this context we have been able to derive the Bethe ansatz equations for the respective particle momenta on the circle. They presented an unusual dependence on the total momenta and the number of certain rapidities that parameterize the Hilbert space. We have argued that the latter feature encodes the information that the effective AdS^5 × S^5 thermodynamic scale is governed by the angular momenta J charge. This identification allows, in principle, to take the thermodynamic limit considering the nested Bethe ansatz equations altogether. It remains to be investigate the configurations of the Bethe roots that dominate the J → ∞ limit which is crucial for the understanding of the elementary excitations of the spectrum such as the existence of possible bound states [38, 39].

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank N. Beisert and S. Frolov for useful discussions. M.J. Martins would like to thank Instituut voor Theoretische Fysica, Amsterdam, where this work started, for the hospitality. This work has been supported by the Brazilian Research Agencies FAPESP and CNPq.

Appendix A: Shastry’s R-matrix

In this appendix we present the explicit expression of Shastry’s graded R matrix [28, 29]. Following the notation of [30] this R-matrix is given by,

R̄^{(s)}_{12} (λ, μ) = α_2(λ, μ)[e_{11} ⊗ e_{11} + e_{44} ⊗ e_{44}] + α_4(λ, μ)[e_{11} ⊗ e_{44} + e_{44} ⊗ e_{11}] + α_1(λ, μ)[e_{22} ⊗ e_{22} + e_{33} ⊗ e_{33}] + α_3(λ, μ)[e_{22} ⊗ e_{33} + e_{33} ⊗ e_{22}] + α_7(λ, μ)[e_{14} ⊗ e_{41} + e_{41} ⊗ e_{14}] − α_6(λ, μ)[e_{23} ⊗ e_{32} + e_{32} ⊗ e_{23}] − iα_8(λ, μ)[e_{21} ⊗ e_{12} + e_{24} ⊗ e_{42} + e_{31} ⊗ e_{13} + e_{34} ⊗ e_{43}] − iα_9(λ, μ)[e_{12} ⊗ e_{21} + e_{13} ⊗ e_{31} + e_{42} ⊗ e_{24} + e_{43} ⊗ e_{34}] − iα_{10}(λ, μ)[e_{12} ⊗ e_{43} − e_{13} ⊗ e_{42} − e_{42} ⊗ e_{13} + e_{43} ⊗ e_{12}] + iα_{10}(λ, μ)[e_{21} ⊗ e_{34} − e_{31} ⊗ e_{24} − e_{24} ⊗ e_{31} + e_{34} ⊗ e_{21}] + α_5(λ, μ)[e_{11} ⊗ e_{22} + e_{11} ⊗ e_{33} + e_{44} ⊗ e_{22} + e_{44} ⊗ e_{33}] + α_5(λ, μ)[e_{22} ⊗ e_{11} + e_{22} ⊗ e_{44} + e_{33} ⊗ e_{11} + e_{33} ⊗ e_{44}] (A.1) The ten non-null Boltzmann weights are, α_1(λ, μ) = { e^{[h(μ)−h(λ)]}a(λ)a(μ) + e^{−[h(μ)−h(λ)]}b(λ)b(μ) } α_5(λ, μ), α_2(λ, μ) = { e^{−[h(μ)−h(λ)]}a(λ)a(μ) + e^{[h(μ)−h(λ)]}b(λ)b(μ) } α_5(λ, μ), α_3(λ, μ) = e^{[h(μ)+h(λ)]}a(λ)b(μ) + e^{−[h(μ)+h(λ)]}b(λ)a(μ) a(λ)b(λ) + a(μ)b(μ) { cosh[h(μ) − h(λ)] cosh[h(μ) + h(λ)] } α_5(λ, μ), α_4(λ, μ) = e^{−[h(μ)+h(λ)]}a(λ)b(μ) + e^{[h(μ)+h(λ)]}b(λ)a(μ) a(λ)b(λ) + a(μ)b(μ) { cosh(h(μ) − h(λ)) cosh(h(μ) + h(λ)) } α_5(λ, μ), α_6(λ, μ) = { e^{[h(μ)+h(λ)]}a(λ)b(μ) − e^{−[h(μ)+h(λ)]}b(λ)a(μ) a(λ)b(λ) + a(μ)b(μ) } [b^2(μ) − b^2(λ)] cosh[h(μ) − h(λ)] cosh[h(μ) + h(λ)] α_5(λ, μ), α_7(λ, μ) = { −e^{−[h(μ)+h(λ)]}a(λ)b(μ) + e^{[h(μ)+h(λ)]}b(λ)a(μ) a(λ)b(λ) + a(μ)b(μ) } [b^2(μ) − b^2(λ)] cosh[h(μ) − h(λ)] cosh[h(μ) + h(λ)] α_5(λ, μ), α_8(λ, μ) = { e^{[h(μ)−h(λ)]}a(λ)b(μ) − e^{−[h(μ)−h(λ)]}b(λ)a(μ) } α_5(λ, μ), α_9(λ, μ) = { −e^{−[h(μ)−h(λ)]}a(λ)b(μ) + e^{[h(μ)−h(λ)]}b(λ)a(μ) } α_5(λ, μ), α_{10}(λ, μ) = b^2(μ) − b^2(λ) a(λ)b(λ) + a(μ)b(μ) { cosh[h(μ) − h(λ)] cosh[h(μ) + h(λ)] } α_5(λ, μ), (A.2) where the weight α_5(λ, μ) is an overall normalization. The functions a(λ), b(λ) and the coupling h(λ) satisfy the constraints, a^2(λ) + b^2(λ) = 1, sinh [2h(λ)] = a(λ)b(λ) 2g (A.3)

References

[1] J.A. Minahan and K. Zarembo, JHEP 0303 (2003) 013 [2] N. Beisert, C. Kristjansen and M. Staudacher, Nucl. Phys. B, 664 (2003) 131; N. Beisert and M. Staudacher, Nucl. Phys. B 670 (2003) 439 [3] I. Bena, J. Polchinski and R. Roiban, Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 046002 [4] G. Mandal, N.Y. Suryanarayana and S.R. Wadia, Phys. Lett. B 543 (2002) 81 [5] A.V. Belitsky, V.M. Braun, A.S. Gorsky and G.P. Korchemsky, Int.J.Mod.Phys. A 19 (2004) 4715 [6] N. Beisert, V. Dippel and M. Staudacher, JHEP 0407 (2004) 075;A. Rej. D. Serban and M. Staudacher, JHEP 0603 (2006) 018 [7] N. Beisert, Phys. Rept. 405 (2004) 1 [8] G. Arutynov and M. Staudacher, JHEP 0403 (2004) 004; G. Arutynov, S. Frolov, J. Russo and A.A. Tseytlin, Nucl. Phys. B 671 (2003) 3; G. Arutynov, J. Russo and A.A. Tseytlin, Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 086009 [9] V.A. Kazakov, A. Marshakov, J.A. Minahan and K. Zarembo, JHEP 0405 (2004) 024;

V.A. Kazakov and K. Zarembo, JHEP 0410 (2004) 060 [10] A.A. Tseylin, “Semiclassical strings and AdS/CFT”, hep-th/0409296; J. Plefka, Living.Rev. Relativity 8 (2005) 9

[11] I. Swanson, Nucl. Phys. B 709 (2005) 443; N. Berkovits, JHEP 0503 (2005) 041 [12] T. Klose, T. Mc Loughlin, R. Roiban and K. Zarembo, ”World-sheet scattering in AdS_5 × S^5, hep-th/0611169 [13] N. Beisert and M. Staudacher, Nucl. Phys. B 727 (2005) 1; M. Staudacher, JHEP 0505 (2005) 054 [14] G. Arutynov, S. Frolov and M. Staudacher, JHEP 0410 (2004) 016; [15] T. McLoughlin and I. Swanson, Nucl.Phys.B 702 (2004) 86; S. Frolov, J. Plefka and M.

Zamaklar, J.Phys.A: Math.Gen. 39 (2006) 1307 [16] T. Klose and K. Zarembo, J. Stat. Mech. (2006) P05006 [17] A.B. Zamolodchikov and A.B. Zamolodchikov, Annals Phys. 120 (1979) 253 [18] N. Beisert, ”The su(2|2) dynamic S-matrix”, hep-th/0511082 [19] N. Beisert, J. Stat. Mech. 0701 (2007) P017 [20] G. Arutynov. S. Frolov and M. Zamaklar, ”The Zamolodchikov-Faddeev algebra for AdS_5 × S^5 superstring”, hep-th/0612229 [21] R.A. Janik, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 086006 [22] B. Sutherland, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75 (1995) 1248; Mtn. Rocky, J. Math. 8 (1978) 413 [23] E.K. Sklyanin, L.A. Takhtadzhan and L.D. Faddeev, Ther. Math. Fiz. 40 (1979) 194;

L.A. Takhtajan and L.D. Faddeev, Russ Math Sur. 34 (1979) 11 [24] V.E. Korepin, G. Izergin and N.M. Bogoliubov, ”Quantum Inverse Scattering Method, Correlation Functions and Algebraic Bethe ansatz” Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1992 [25] K. Iohara and Y. Koga, Comment.Math.Helv. 76 (2001) 110

[26] Y-Z. Zhang and M.D. Gould, J.Math.Phys. 46 (2005) 013505 [27] P.P. Kulish and E.K. Sklyanin, J. Sov. Math 19 (1982) 1596 [28] B.S. Shastry, J. Stat. Phys. 30 (1988) 57 [29] M. Wadati, El, Olmedilla and Y. Akutsu, J. Phys. Soc. Japan 36 (1997) 340; E. Olmedilla and M. Wadati, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60 (1977) 1595 [30] M.J. Martins and P.B. Ramos, Nucl. Phys. B 522 (1998) 413; P.B. Ramos and M.J.

Martins, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 30 (1997) L195 [31] R. Hernandez and E. Lopez, JHEP 0607 (2006) 004; L. Freyhult and C. Kristjansen, Phys.Lett.B 638 (2006) 258; N. Gromov and P. Vieira, ”Constructing the AdS/CFT dressing factor”, hep-th/0703266 [32] G. Arutynov and S. Frolov, Phys. Lett. B 639 (2006) 378 [33] N. Beisert, R. Hernandez and E. Lopez, JHEP 0611 (2006) 070;

[34] N. Beisert, B. Eden and M. Staudacher, J. Stat. Phys. Mech. 0701 (2007) P021; N.

Dorey, D.M. Hofman and J. Maldacena, ”On the Singularities of the Magnon S-matrix”, hep-th/0703104 [35] C.N. Yang, Phys.Rev.Lett. 19 (1967) 1312; M. Gaudin, Phys.Lett. A 24 (1967) 55 [36] M. Gaudin, “La Fonction D’Onde de Bethe”, Masson, 1983; N. Andrei, K. Furuya and J.H. Lowenstein, Rev.Mod.Phys. 55 (1983) 331 [37] K. Sakai and Y. Satoh, ”Origin of dressing phase in N = 4 Super Yang-Mills”, hepth/0703177; A. Rej, M. Staudacher and S. Zieme, ”Nesting and Dressing”, hep-th/0702151 [38] D.H. Hofman and J. Maldacena, J.Phys.A 39 (2006) 13119 [39] N. Dorey, J.Phys.A 39 (2006) 13119; H-Y. Chen, N. Dorey and K. Okamura, JHEP 0611 (2005) 035