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Functional Equations and Fusion Matrices for
the Eight Vertex Model

By

Klaus FaBricius* and Barry M. McCoy**

Abstract

We derive sets of functional equations for the eight vertex model by exploiting an
analogy with the functional equations of the chiral Potts model. From these equations
we show that the fusion matrices have special reductions at certain roots of unity. We
explicitly exhibit these reductions for the 3, 4 and 5 order fusion matrices and compare
our formulation with the algebra of Sklyanin.

8§1. Introduction

The solution of the 8 vertex model by Baxter [1] has many inventive steps.
First of all the eigenvalues of the transfer matrix 7" are studied without having
any information on the eigenvectors. Secondly these eigenvalues are computed
by inventing a new auxiliary matrix (called @) which commutes with T and
which satisfies a functional equation with 7. This functional equation has
the further property that it can be used to find all eigenvalues of T. The
determination of these eigenvalues is often what is called “solving the 8 vertex
model”.

Many years after the eigenvalues of the 8 vertex model transfer matrix
were computed a more elaborate model called the chiral Potts model was dis-
covered to be integrable [2]. For this model there is also an auxiliary matrix Q
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which satisfies a functional equation [3] with the transfer matrix but unlike the
8 vertex model this functional equation is not sufficient to compute the eigen-
values of the transfer matrix. However, further functional equations were first
conjectured [4,5] and then proven true [6] from which the desired eigenvalues
are computed.

There are in fact many matrices Q which satisfy the T'Q) equations first
discovered [1] in 1972 for the special “root of unity” case

le
L

(1.1) n=

where the parameter 7 of the 8 vertex model is a rational multiple of K the real
period of the elliptic functions. In 1973 Baxter [7-9] found a second matrix @
which satisfies the T'Q) equations in the root of unity case and also for the case
of generic 7. We will here concentrate on the @ matrix of the 1972 paper [1]
which we denote by Q5.

Recently we have discovered [10] that in the root of unity case (1.1) the
functional equations discovered by Baxter [1] do not in fact exhaust the totality
of functional equations of the 8 vertex model and we conjectured a functional
equation [10] obeyed by Q72 alone which allows the computation of the eigen-
values of Q)72 without reference to 7. When (1.1) holds many of the eigenvalues
of T are degenerate and Baxter’s T'Q) functional equation is not sufficient to
compute the degeneracy of the eigenvalues. However the auxiliary matrix Q7o is
non degenerate and the new functional equation of ref. [10] allows the complete
determination of the spectrum of 7" including the degeneracies.

In the course of searching for a proof of the conjectured functional equa-
tion of ref. [10] it has become clear that the 8 vertex model has several more
functional equations than were originally found in ref. [1] and in fact there is a
complete analogy between the 8 vertex model and all the functional equations
found in ref. [6] for the chiral Potts model. The purpose of this paper is to
present this analogy.

The concept of the fusion hierarchy [11-17] will play an important role in
the analogy and will allow us to find a new functional equation for the 8 vertex
transfer matrix which has not yet appeared in the literature. Curiously enough,
for the chiral Potts model the fusion matrices have been explicitly computed
in ref. [6] for all levels of fusion while for the 8 vertex model we are at present
only able to compute explicit formulas for the fusion levels 3, 4 and 5.

In Sec. 2 we review the derivation of the T'Q) functional equation of Baxter.
In Sec. 3 we present the analogy with the chiral Potts model in detail and
derive functional equations for the 8 vertex model. In Sec. 4 we explicitly
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compute the fusion matrices for levels 3, 4 and 5. In Sec. 5 we introduce a
similarity transformation which makes explicit the degeneration which takes
place in TX+Y (v) when 7 satisfies the root of unity condition (1.1). In Sec. 6
we compare our results with the algebra of Sklyanin [13,14]. We close in Sec. 7
with a proof of the functional equation of ref. [10] for the case of L = 2.

§2. Baxter’s T@Q Equation

We begin our considerations by reviewing Baxter’s derivation of the T'Q
functional equation of ref. [1]. The transfer matrix for the eight vertex model
with N columns and periodic boundary conditions is

(2.1) Ts(w)|pp = TeWs(pr, v1)Ws(pe,v2) - - - We(un, vn)

where in the conventions of (6.2) of ref. [1].

(2.2) Ws(1,1)|10 = Ws(=1,-1)[-1,-1 =0(2n)O(v — n)H(v + 1) = a(v)
Ws(=1,=1)[1,1 = Ws(1,1)[-1,-1 =O(2n)H(v — n)O(v + 1) = b(v)
Ws(=1,1)[1,—1 = Ws(1, =1)[-1,1 = H(2n)O(v — n)O(v + 1) = c(v)
Ws(1, =1)|1,—1 = Ws(=1,1)|-1,1 = H(2n)H(v — n)H (v +n) = d(v)

The definition and useful properties of H(v) and ©(v) are recalled in the ap-
pendix.
In ref. [1] the matrix Qgr(v) is defined as

(2.3) [Qr(v)]ag = TrSr(a1, B1)Sr(az, B2) - - Sr(an, On)

where ¢; and §; = +1 and S(«, 8) is an L x L matrix given as

Z0 Z—-1 0 0 . 0
zZ1 0 zZ_9 0 . 0
0 20 0 z_ . 0

(24) Sp(an®)=| 7
0 0 O 0 zi_r
0 0 0 - ZIL—-1 RL

where

(2.5) zm = q(a, B,m|v)

with

(2.6) q(+, B, m|v) = H(v + K + 2mn)73 m,

q(—, B,mv) =0(v + K + 2mn)7a.m
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and the integer L is defined by (1.1). The 73, are generically arbitrary but
we note that if they are all set equal to unity then Qg (v) is so singular that its
rank becomes 1.

Furthermore ref. [1] also defines the companion matrix Qr,(v)

(2.7) [Qr(v)]ajp = TrSr (a1, B1)SL(2, B2) - -+ Sr(an, Bn)

where «o; and 8; = £1 and Sp(a, () is an L x L matrix given as

20224 0 0 - 0
210 2250 - 0

(2.8) Sr(a, ) = (,)2./2 OZL& (.)
00 0 - 0 2,
00 0 - 2p_, 21

with

(2.9) 21 =q (o, B,m|v)

and

(2.10) q(a,+,mlv) =7, H(v — K — 2mn),

q(a, =, m|v) O(v — K —2mn)

/
- Ta,m

In ref. [1] it is shown that (C22)

(211)  T(0)Qr(v) = h" (v = mQr(v+2n) + h" (v + n)Qr(v — 2n)

and (C24)

(212)  QL()T(v) = k" (v =n)QL(v+2n) + AN (v +1)QL (v — 2n)
where

(2.13) h(v) = ©(0)0(v)H (v)

and it is further shown that (C28)

(2.14) Qr(w)Qr(V') = QrL(v)Qr(v).

Thus it follows that if we define (C37)

(2.15) Qr2(v) = Qr(v)Q7" (v0) = QL' (v0)QL(v)
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then (C38)
(2.16) T(0)Q72(v) = WY (v — 0)Qra(v + 21) + WY (v + 1) Q72 (v — 21)
with

(2.17) [T(v), T(v")] = [T(v), Qr2(v")] = [Q72(v), Qr2(v")] = 0

We note the periodicity relations

(2.18) T(v=+2K)=(—1)NT(v)
(219) QR’L(Uﬂ:?K):SQR’L(U) :QR’L(’U)S
(2.20) h(v+2K) =—h(v)
where
N
(2.21) S=]]e;
j=1
which are consistent with (2.11) and (2.12) and we also note the commutation
relation
(2.22) Qr(v1)QR (v2)Qr(vs) = Qr(v3)QR (v2)Qr(v1)

83. Fusion Relations and the Conjectured Functional
Equation for @)

The functional equation (2.16) is derived for the matrices T'(v) and Q72(v)
but it follows from the commutation relations (2.17) that the four matrices
T(v), Q72(v), Q72(v £ 2n) may be simultaneously diagonalised and thus (2.16)
may be regarded as an equation for the eigenvalues. The matrix Qr2(v) is
found (empirically, we know of no mathematical proof in the literature) to be
nondegenerate and thus if T'(v) were also nondegenerate there would be a 1 —1
map between eigenvalues of T'(v) and Q72(v). However, in ref. [1] the condition
(1.1) holds and in this case, when the number of sites in the lattice N is
sufficiently large, the matrix T'(v) always has degenerate eigenvalues. There is
thus a many to one map of eigenvalues of Q72(v) to eigenvalues of T'(v) and this
leads to the fact that the functional equation is not sufficient to determine all
the eigenvalues of Q72(v) which correspond to a degenerate eigenvalue of T'(v).

In order to resolve this problem of degeneracy and multiplicity of the eigen-
value of T'(v) we recently conjectured [10] the following functional equation

for Q72.
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Conjecture.

For either L even or L and m; odd

(3.1) e NTPK Qry (v — iK)
L—-1
=AY nN(v— 21+ 1)m K/L)
=0
Qr2(v)

" Ora(v — 201 K /L) Qra(v — 201 + Vi K /L)

where A is a normalizing constant matrix independent of v that commutes with
Q72(v). What this matrix is depends on the normalization value of vy in the
definition (2.15) of Q72 (v).

We prove this conjecture for L = 2 in Sec. 7 and have numerically verified
it for L = 3 for various values of N.

The matrix Q72(v) as defined by (2.15) is not in the form of Qgr(v) and
Qr(v) of being the trace of a product of matrices and thus it is natural to
rewrite the conjecture (3.1) in terms of Qr,(v) and Qr(v) as

(3.2) e NT2K QL (v —iK') = Qr(vo) AQR(vo)
L—1
x> BN (v — (2 + 1)mi K/L)
=0

xQp' (v —2lm1 K/L)Qr(v)Qx" (v —2(1 + 1)m K/L)

The form (3.2) of the conjecture is strikingly similar in form to the functional
equation (4.40) in ref. [6] of the chiral Potts model if we make the identification
of Qr(v) with Tcp and Qg(v) with T, where the subscript cp indicates the
quantities in ref. [6]. It is therefore natural to search for a proof of (3.1) by
following the methods of ref. [6].

We begin by writing (2.11) in the form

(3.3) T(v) =h"(v—n)Qr(v+20)Q% (v) + h" (v +1)Qr(v — 2 QR (v)

which is analogous to (4.20) of ref. [6] if we identify T'(v) with Tc(z).

To continue we need to define quantities analogous to Tc(g) which obey
functional equations analogous to (4.27a) of ref. [6]. The appropriate objects
are the “fusion matrices” T)(v) which may be defined recursively, for any 7

not just (1.1), by
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(3.4) T® (v) = T(v)

(3.5) T (v — 20)T (v — 4n) = WY (v — 3n)T® (v — 4n)
+hY (v = n)hN (v - 5n)

and for j > 3

(36)  TW(v—2)TY (v - 24n)
= hY (v — 3TV (v — 2jn) + BN (v — ) TU =D (v — 2jn).

From these defining equations we show that 70) may be written in terms
of Qr(v) as
(3.7)

T —2(j — 1)m K/L) = Z N (v — (20 +1)m K/L)

XxQr(v)Qp (v — 2lm1K/L)QR(U —2jm1 K/L)Q7" (v — 2(1 + 1)my K/ L)

by directly substituting (3.7) into (3.5) and (3.6), using the commutation
relation (2.22) and noting that (3.7) reduces to (3.3) if we set j = 2 and send
v — v+ 27. Equation (3.7) is the analogue of (4.34) of ref. [6].

Now define

(3.8) M = Qr(vo)AQr(vo)
and multiply (3.2) on the left by Qr(v)M ! we obtain

(39) e—Nﬂ'iv/2KQR(,U)M—1QL(v —iK,)
L-1

=Y N - (2 +1)m K/L)Qr(v)

=0
xQp' (v —2lm1 K/L)Qr(v)Qz" (v — 2(1 + 1)m K/L)

If we now use the periodicity property (2.19) in the right hand side of (3.7)
with j = L and compare with the right hand side of the conjectured functional
equation (3.9) we conclude that the conjectured functional equation will hold
if we can prove that

(3.10) TE) (v — 2(L — 1)m, K/ L)
e—zNTrv/2KQ ( ) _1QL(U—iKI)Sm1.
which is the analogue of (4.44) of ref. [6].

We conclude this section by noting that in the chiral Potts model there
is a functional equation (4.27c) of ref. [6] which relates 7(F+1) to 7(L=1, To
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obtain the analogous equation in the eight vertex model we specialize j = L+1
in (3.7) and use (2.19) to get

(3.11)
L
TE (0 = 2m K) =Y b (0 — (21 + 1)mi K/ L)
=0
xQr(v)Qp (v —2m K/L)Qr(v — 2m1 K/L)S™ Q%" (v — 2(1 + 1)m, K/L)

We now write the terms | = 0, L separately and use (2.20) to find

(3.12)

TE (y — 2my K)
L—-1
= [+ ()N (0 = K/L)S™ + > hN (v — (20 + 1)mi K /L)
=1
xQr(v)QR' (v —20m K/L)Qr(v — 2m1 K/L)S™ Q' (v — 2(1 + 1)m, K/ L).

In the sum we use the commutation relation (2.22), set I = k+ 1 and use (2.19)
to write S™Qr(v) = Qr(v —2m1K) = Qr(v — 2m K/L — 2(L — 1)m1 K/L)
and thus we find

(3.13)
TEAD (y — 2my K)
L-2
= [1+ ()N (0 —m K/L)S™ +> " hN (v — 2my K /L — (2k + 1)m K /L)
k=0

xQr(v —2mK/L)QR" (v — 2m1 K/L — 2km K/L)
xQr(v—2m1K/L — 2(L — 1)m  K/L)
xQp'(v—2mK/L—2(k+1)m K/L).
The sum on the right hand side is seen to be T"~Y (v — 2m K/L — 2(L —
2)m1 K /L) by use of (3.7) and thus
(3.14) TED (p —2my K) = [1 4 (=1)N]AN (v — mi K/L)S™
+TE V(v +2m K/L — 2m K)

and finally by use of (2.18) we obtain the desired result

(3.15) TED () = [1 4+ (=1)N)AN (v — m K /L)S™
+TED (4 2m K/ L)
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In the six vertex limit this functional equation was first exhibited by
Nepomechie as (1.3) of ref. [18] where it is proven for L = 2,3,4 and in (2.17)
in ref. [19] and it was used to study various open six vertex chains at roots
of unity in [18-20]. For the eight vertex model this result has been obtained
by Bazhanov and Stroganov (see footnote g on page 141 of [21]) and Bax-
ter [22].

84. Explicit Fusion Matrices for J=3,4,5

We introduced the matrices TU)(v) by the recursion relations (3.4)-(3.6)
and called them “fusion matrices”. However in ref. [6] the analogous matrices
7U) are not defined by the analogue of (3.4)-(3.6) but rather they are defined
as the trace of products of explicitly given j x j matrices and (3.4)-(3.6) follows
as a theorem. The explicit form of 7() is used in the proof of the analogue of
(3.10).

The existence of matrices T) (v) written in the form

(4.1) T9 ()]0 = TrRY (1, 1) (v) - -- RY (i, vw) (v)

with RY)(u, ) being j x j matrices which generalizes (2.1) and has the global
property that [TV) (v), TW (v/)] = 0 by virtue of RY) (u, v)(v) and RY) (1, v)(v")
satisfying a local Yang-Baxter equation using

(4.2) R (p,v)(v) = W(p, v)

as the elements of the 2 x 2 intertwining matrix has been extensively stud-
ied [11-17] for both the 8 and the 6 vertex model. The final result of these
studies for the 8 vertex model is given by lemma 2.3.1 of ref. [17] which says
that T7) (v) as defined by (4.1) is given in terms of a matrix R (s, v)(v) which
is constructed from R (i, v)(v) by

(4.3)

RY (1, v)(v) =

Py RO (1) (0) R (01, 10) (0 + 20) - - RO (12, 1) (v +2(j — 2)n)
[Ti=5 Alv + (20 + 1)n]

where P is the projection from the internal space of dimension 27! to the space
of dimension j of completely symmetric tensors. This construction is known as
“fusion”. The matrix RV (v) has no poles and T (v) satisfies (3.4)-(3.6).
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Unfortunately the result (4.3) is not as explicit as the expression for 70) in
the chiral Potts model [6] or the corresponding expression for the fusion weights
in the RSOS model [17]. However, it would appear that such an explicit form
would be of help in proving the conjecture (3.10) for the 8 vertex model. There-
fore in order to gain insight into the fusion matrices we have constructed the
matrices 70) (v) directly from (4.3) for j = 3,4, 5. The computation is straight-
forward and makes extensive use of properties of theta functions (presented in
detail for example in ref. [23]). In particular we use the two addition formulas
for theta functions (15.4.25) and (15.4.26) of ref. [24].

(4.4) O(u)O(v)O(a —u)O(a —v) — H(u)H(v)H(a — u)H(a — v)
=0(0)0(a)0(u —v)0(a —u —v)

(4.5) H(v)H(a —v)O(w)O(a —u) — O(v)O(a — v)H(u)H(a — u)
=0(0)0(a)H(v—u)H(a —u—v)

and the fact that in the set of functions given for a fixed and j an integer
(4.6) O(v+jn)H(v+ (a—j)n)
only two are linearly independent. Similarly of the functions for fixed a
(4.7) O+ im0+ (a—jn), H(v+jn)H(+ (a—j)n)
only two are linearly independent. There are accordingly many equivalent ways
to write the theta functions in RY) (u,v)(v).

We note that the matrix RY)(—, —)(v) is obtained from RY) (4, +)(v) and
the matrix RY)(—, +)(v) is obtained from RU)(4,—)(v) by the interchange
O©(v+2kn) < H(v+2kn). Furthermore the matrix elements have the symmetry

property

(4.8) R(j)(ﬂa V)(V)m,n < R(j)(/‘v V)(0)j-1-m,j—1-n
by the substitution O (v + 2an) < H (v + 2an)

With these provisos we have the following results:
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A. The matrices R® (u,v)(v)

The matrix R®) (+, +)(v) is

(4.9)
R® (4, 4)(v)
0%(2 H?(2
(O =) . oL H W=
xH (v + 3n) xO(v + 3n)
= 0 O(4n)H (v +n)0(v+ 1) 0
H?(2 0%(2
siolew —n) . o =)
xH (v + 3n) xO(v + 3n)
and the matrix R®) (+, —)(v) is
(4.10)
RO (+,-)(v)
0 H(4n)H?*(v +n) 0
O(2n)H (2 H(27)O(2
_ ( g)(o)( n) O(v—n) . ( (g)(o)( U)H(U —n)
xO(v + 3n) x H (v + 3n)
0 H(4n)©2(v + 1) 0

B. The matrices R (u,v)(v)
The matrix R® (+, +)(v) is
Ry 0 Ry 0
0 RY o RY
Ry 0 R 0
0 Ry 0 Ry

(4.11) RO (+4,4)(v) =

where the 4 independent elements of R (++) are

3
@) R = G el - H( 5)
(4.13) RS (+,+) = T 20OC) o, _ (w4 5m)

©2(0)
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(4.14) RW(+,+)= @(4;257()477) H(v+n)O(v+ 3n)
- %?’((2 )) H(v— n)® + 51)
(4.15) R (+,+) = 9((27777)) (v +n)H(v + 3n)
- ILCIEC (o — (o + 1)

and the remaining 4 elements are obtained by the symmetry (4.8).
The matrix R™ (+, —)(v) is

0 RiY 0 RE
4 4
RY o RY o
0o RY o R(Y

R 0o RY o0

(4.16) R (+,-)(v) =

where the 4 independent elements are

@i Ao = ZCE e e + o)
w9 B = e - e+
(4.19) I g i %Z)(g))(“”) H(v+n)H(v + 3n)
+ 63%’?(](;(4’7) O(v +1)O(v + 31)
(4.20) 6(;((%7)7) ((4;7)6( )0 (v + 57)
SEPICOEO to - (o +51)
a2y R o) =~ ZCOEED b gyt sy
() H(v+n)H(v+ 3n)

H(2n)
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__H’(4n)
B () (67)

©%(2n)H (6n)
WH(U —n)H (v + 5n)

O(v —n)O(v + 5n)

and the four other elements obtained by the symmetry (4.8).

C. The matrices R®) (u.v)(v)
The matrix R®) (4, +)(v) is

5 5 5

o BY o RrY o

(4.22) RO+, +)(w)= | By 0 RY o RY
0o BRY o Ry o

5) 5

Ry 0 R 0 R

where the 6 independent non symmetric elements are

(423)  RE)(+.+) = %;((20")) (v —n)H(v + Tn)

(424)  RY)(+,4) = %(?;(277)@@ —n)H (v + )

(4.25)  RY)(+,4) = %43((207;) O(v — n)H (v + )

(4.26) R (+,+) = %W@(v +n)H (v + 5n)
—%{Z}T(M)H(v +n)O(v + 5n)

(427)  RY(++) = —@2(2(;72% WD) &0+ ) F (0 + 5)
LS 1o+ e+ 0

(428)  RG)(+,+) = HQ(?U))@i( ))9(4% ;7) (v +37)O(v + 31)

H? (4n)

917
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the companion non symmetric elements are obtained by the symmetry (4.8)
and the one symmetric element is
(4.29) Ry (+.+) = ©7%(0) (6°(20)O(6n)
—H?(20)H (61)) H (v + 3n)O(v + 31)
The matrix R®)(+, —)(v) is
0 =Y o RY) o
5 5 5
RY 0 RS 0 R
(4.30) RO(+,-)w)=| 0 RS 0o R 0
RS 0 R® 0 RO
0 =Y o R o

where the six independent elements are

aa R o) = TS ey
3
@z EQe ) = T ew - pe( )
433 B ) = g s A0 - et + i)
+O2(2n) H (8n)H (v + ) H (v + 51)]
@) R = RS el + (o + 5
—H?(2n)H (v + n)H (v + 5n)]
(435) B () = g e O~ e+ T
+H?(20)H (87)O (v +7)O (v + 5)]
(4.36) R (+,-) = Wﬂ@ +n)H (v + 51)
H (21)©°(2n) H(8n)
OV

and the other six elements are obtained by the symmetry (4.8).

85. A Similarity Transformation

The fusion matrices derived in the preceding section by direct application of
the fusion construction do not have a particularly revealing form. Furthermore
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they do not directly reveal the reduction (3.15) of T+ (v) at the root of
unity point (1.1). However, because the form (4.1) for 7@ (v) is the trace of a
product of matrices any similarity transformation of the RY) (1, v)(v)

(5.1) RO (1) (v) = My () RY (1, 1) (0) M (1)

with M;(n) independent of v is just as good for our purposes as the original
RO (p,v)(v).

The form of the functional equation (3.15) will follow if we can determine
a similarity transformation matrix M;(n) such that when the root of unity
condition (1.1) holds the matrix elements of R**1)(u, 1) have the property
that

(5.2) R(L'H)(,u, V)ok = ]N%(M'l)(,u, V)1, =0 for 1<k <L-2

The matrix R®)(u,v) already has this property but the matrices R (11, ) and
R®)(u,v) do not. However, because the functional equation (3.15) has been
proven true in Sec. 3 by an independent method it must be possible to find a
similarity transformation which does in fact put R™® (u,v) and R®)(u,v) into
the required form. It is straightforward to determine these matrices. In fact
these matrices are not unique and have several arbitrary parameters we can
freely chose. We have determined the families of these similarity transforma-
tions for L = 3 and 4. These similarity transformations may then be extended
from the root of unity case to the case of arbitrary n essentially by replacing
m1 K /L everywhere by 1. When this is done we find the following similarity
transformations which are easily verified.

A. Transformation of R (u,v)

The transformation matrix is

10 —f0
01 00
. M =
(5.3) =100 10
0—f 01
and
10£0
0100
A M) =
(5.4) S=1 010
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with
(5.5) f = H?(2n)/0%(2n)
Thus using the notation
(5.6) ©q =O(v +an)
(5.7) H,=H(v+an)
we have

(5.8)  RW(+,4) = Ma(n) R (+4) M, (n)
cWe_H; 0 clYesH, 0
0o cWeHs 0 CcWesH_,
cWe_H;, 0 cYesH, 0
o cWeHs 0o cYesH

where
0(0)0(4n)
5.9 0(4) _ (fl) _ Z\PE
( ) 00 33 @(2,’7)
©%(4n)
5.10 c® _ oW _ Z )
( ) 22 11 9(277)
@ _ 4 H*(27)0(2n)
(5.11) o) =¥ = e
2
4) _ ) _ ©%(0)H(2n)H (61)
(5.12) Car' = Cox’ = 03(2n)
and
(513) RW(+,—) = My(n)RW (+,—)M;*(n)
o cWHH, 0 0
_ cWe_y0, 0 cWHH 0
0o cWees 0 CWH_H;
0 0 CcYe,0, 0
with
2
1) _ 1 _ ©%(2n)H(2n)
(5.14) Cly =Cs3 = @27(0)
H (4n)©(4n)
5.15 C(4) _ 0(4) _ HE)OE)
( ) 21 12 @(277)
2
(5.16) W _cw _© (0)H (6n)

©2(2n)



FuNCTIONAL EQUATIONS FOR 8-VERTEX MODEL

B. Transformation of R® (u,v)

The transformation matrix is

(5.17)

where

(5.18)
(5.19)

(5.20)

and

(5.21)

with

(5.22)

(5.23)

(5.24)

(5.25)

a =

b:

CcC=

d=

10£00
010g0
Ms(n)=|00h00
0g010
00f01

10a00
0b0c0
M) =100d00
0c0b0
00a01

O(41)02%(0)H (2n)
1 e
1—g2  ©3(0)0(4n)
g H*(2n)©%(2n)
1—g>  ©30)0(4n)
1 H(4n)O(4n)©(2n)

h H(21)©%(0)

[ H4n)e(2n)
h

921
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Thus we find

(5.26)
R (+,4) = Ms ()R (++) Ms (1)~
ce H;, 0  CQesH; 0 CYeH.,
o cWeH;, 0o cWesH, 0
x| cPe_H, 0o Cc$esHs 0 Cce,H
o cPeH;, 0 cPesH 0
c¥e H;, o cYesHs o cYe.H

where
G) _ ) _ ©°(2n)O(6n)
2 _ 97(2n)O6n)
(5 7) C(OO C(44 @(0)92(4/’7)
H?(21)0©(2n)
5.28 e =cf) =
(529 806 (an) H(4n)
H?3(2n)H (6n)
5.29 c® — o) _ L {=1)10n)
( ) 40 04 @( ) (4 )
) _ ) H(8n)H(6n)O(6n)0%(2n)
(5:30) Coz =Caz = ©%(4n)
5 5 ©(2n)O(61)
(5.31) oy =cd = BCORE
5 5y H(2n)H(6n)
(632) O =00 =—g5
1
5.33 cPO) = __— ___(0%(20)0%(6n) + H2(2n)H2(6
( ) 22 @(0)62(477) ( ( 77) ( 77) + ( 77) ( 77))
and
(5.34)
RO (+,—) = M5(n)R®) (+—) M5(n)~*
o  cmHs 0 0 0
c®e_0, 0o cBPH: 0 0
= 0 Cé?)@1@5 0 Cég)H1H5 0
0 o cPYer o CcYH_H
0 0 0 c¥e 5 0
where
H(21)O(4
(5.35) ) — o) = (27)©(4n)
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(5:30 ofp —cfp - 2o
(5.37) C) = Cpp = H(6m)H (4n)©(6n)

(5.38) ¢ =cl) =

C. The matrix R®) (y,v)
For comparison we write R (y,v) in the notation used above as

c¥oH, 0 clPe,H,
(5.39) R® () (+,+) = o c®eH, 0 ,
ceH, 0 cfe,H,

where

(5.40) Cfy) =5 = ©%(2n)/0(0)
(5.41) O5y) =) = H*(2n)/0(0)
(5.42) O =064y

o c®az o
(5.43) ROw)(+, )= | cPe0, 0 Cc¥HH, |,
3
o cPe? o

where
(5.44) Cf) =) = H(2n)O(2n)/0(0)
(5.45) o5 =Y = H(an)

D. Comments

In the matrix R®)(u,v) of (5.43), the coefficients C(gi’) = Cg(?l’) vanish for
n = K/2; in the matrix R (i, v) of (5.8), (5.13), the coefficients C’((é) = C'?(fll)
and C((ﬁ) = C:,(é) vanish for = m; K/3; and in the matrix R®) (u,v) of (5.26),
(5.34), the coefficients C’é‘;’) = Cg) and 033) = C’g) vanish for n = m;K/4.
Therefore the decomposition property (5.2) holds and it is now a simple mat-
ter to see that the functional equation (3.15) holds. This, of course, was the
criteria used to obtain the similarity transformation matrices in the first place.
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What is not automatically guaranteed by our construction is that the trans-
formed matrices RY)(p1, ) have matrix elements which depend only on one of
the two linearly independent products of theta functions and that with the
exception of ng) all Cj(é) are factored products of the theta functions H(an)
and ©(an). These two properties make R (y,v) much simpler for j = 4,5
than the original matrices RY) (i, v). It is our belief that these RY)(u,v) are
the “simplest possible” similarity transformations of RU )(,u, v) and that this is
the form which should be generalized to arbitrary j.

§6. Comparison with Sklyanin

An alternative approach to the fusion matrices has been given by
Sklyanin [13,14] who, instead of R(j? (1, v) considers the four matrices inde-
pendent of the spectral variable v S’,(C] ) with 0 < k < 3 which are defined by

(6.1) (alv + (j — 2)m) + b(v + (j — 2)n)) Sy
= R (+,4)(v) + RD (=, =) (v)

(6.2) (alv + (j — 2)m)) — b(v + (j — 2)n)) S
= R(]) (+7 +)(U) - R(])( ) 7)(”)

(6.3) (c(v+ (j —2)m)) +d(v + (j — 2)n))SY
= R(]) (+7 7)(”) + R(]) (77 +)(U)

(6.4) (c(v+ (j —2)m)) —d(v + (j — 2)n)) S
= R(])(+7 7)(”) - R(])(fv +)(U)

where a(v), b(v), ¢(v) and d(v) are defined by (2.2).
Sklyanin shows that in order for RY (1, v)(v) to satisfy the Yang Baxter
equation that the S,(f ) must be a representation of the algebra

(6.5) SoSo — SpSa = JQ’V(SQSA/ + SWSﬁ)
SaSpg —S3Sa = (S0Sy +5,50)
where «, 3, are any cyclic permutation of 1,2,3 and the structure constants
Jao,3 satisfy
(6.6) Jiz + Jog + J31 + Ji2Jaz 31 = 0

and are explicitly computed in terms of theta functions. Sklyanin demonstrated
that the finite dimensional representations of this algebra may be constructed
from the space of theta functions with zero characteristics of order j as defined
in [23].
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We have verified that the matrices S,(Cj ) constructed from our matrices
R (1, v)(v) do in fact satisfy Sklyanin’s algebra although we are not aware of
any direct proof that the fusion construction and the algebra (6.5) are equiva-
lent. The relation of the functional equation (3.15) to Sklyanin’s algebra also
remains to be studied.

87. The Functional Equation for ) at L =2
We conclude by proving relation (3.10) for L = 2.
(7.1) T (v - K) = e N™/2KQp()M QL (v —iK')S.

We proceed in two steps by first explicitly computing the matrix M and then
proving that (7.1) holds.

A. Computation of M

The conjecture for the functional equation for @ in (3.1) is not complete
because we have not given an explicit form for the normalizing matrix A. There-
fore because M is computed from A by (3.8) our first task is to find a form for
M which is consistent with the conjecture. For L = 2 we do this by setting
v =3K/2 in (3.9) to find
exp(—*7%)

(7.2) M= =

QL(3K/2 —iK")QRr(K/2)

The matrices Qg and @, are defined by (2.3) and (2.7) where the matrices Sg
and Sy, contain the arbitrary parameters 7, ,, which are restricted only by the
requirement that the resulting matrices be nonsingular. We find it convenient
to make the choice

(7.3)  Th0=0y-1, Ty1=0y-1, Ty-1=041, Ty2=041

and thus we have explicitly from (2.4) and (2.8) with L = 2

(7.4) Sr(+,8)(v) = <H2}($§Z)ff’_ng()gTK)ag 1> ’
O(v+ K)dog,—10(v)ds1 )

Sr(=,B)(v) = (@(0)6@,—1 O(v+ K)dg,1
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(7.5) Sule, H)(v) = (Hg<u>§i)fT’_ng()jle>5a 1) |

o @(U — K)(Sa,_l @(U)(Sa,l
Si(e. ) = <@(U)5a,—1 O(v — K)5a,1>
Thus we find
(16)  Mup = "2 My, )m(as, ) -, )
. af = hN(K) rmiaq, P1)ml g, D2 mian, PN
where
(7.7) m(a, B) = Sp(a, +)(3K/2 — iK')Sg(+, B)(K/2)
4810, ) (3K/2 — iK)Sn(—, 0) (2)
= —2iq~ /" exp( ) H(K/2)0 (K /2)in(a, B)
with
0a,-103,-1 0a,-103,1 10,1031 190a,108,1
R 0 0 0 0
8 )= K O

i00,~10p,1 100,-108,1 0a,108,~1 0a,10p,1

Only the first and the last column of 7 contribute to trace in (7.6) and thus

(19) Moy — (_Q%W)N Te(plar, B1) - - pla, By))
where

el S ey

and N

(7.11) M} = (Q%Gg){m) Tr(p(as, 1) -+ plan, Bn))

B. Computation of e~ N™/2KQp(v)M~1Q (v —iK')S

We now use (2.19), (7.5), (7.6) and (7.11) in the right hand side of (7.1)
to find

(7.12) e N PEQR(M T QL(v — iK')S|ap

— h(K) N
- <2H(K/2)@(K/2)> TrX (a1, B1) - X(an, BN)
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where

(713) on,ﬁ _ e—iﬂv/?K 1/4
stR NSL, B) (v + 2K —iK')

which, using the notation,
(714) Hxk =H@w+K), Ox=0(w+K), H=HWw), ©6=0()

is explicitly written as

Hyd, 1 Hb 1 0y —10x.—1 90~ 10x1
715 X +7—|— = 7 s ® .’Y’ ) Y 5
(7.15) X( ) ; <—H57,—1 —Hgé,, 1) <25 —10x,—1 04,1001

® Ok dx—1 1Oz 1
—29(5%_1 @K(S'yl

(716) X(—-) =Y (@;«5 105,

@ 0y,—10x,—1 904,101
ey ©dy,1 Okdya 10,-10x,—1 04,1001

2 Hgdx—1 —iHdz1
LiHS, _y Hy6.,

(7.17) X(+,-) = Z (HK(S%—l Héy ) ® ( 0y, —10x,—1 90,10y, 1)

_y —Hgdy 16y, —10x,—1 0~,10x,1

® HKCS,\,_l —iH5>\71
—iH6, _y Hyc,

Okrd, 16,1 0y —10x—1 190~.10x1
718)  X(—4) = 11901 ) g (O "
(7.18) ( ) ; <@5%—1 @K(S'y,1> <Z57,—15/\,—1 07,1001 )

2 OKbx—1 1Odx1
—100,,_1 —OKd,1

927



928 Kraus FABRICIUS AND BARRY M. McCoy

We note that

HigOg 000000 —-HO

—itHg©000000—HOK

1Hk®rg 000000 HO
Hxk©000000 —HOg
—-HOg 000000 HgO
1HO000000iHkOK

—iHOKg 000000 —iHKO
—HO000000 HkOk

(7.19) X(+,+)

The rank of X (+,+) is two and thus when used in the trace in (7.12) it may
be replaced by

_ (Hx©x —-HO
(7.20) Z(+,4) = ( “Ho HK9K>
Similarly X (4, —), X(—,+), and X(—, —) may be replaced by
([ B2 AH?
@2 7@2
.22 7Z(— = K
(72 (— 1) (GQ%)
OxHg OH
2 Z(—. =) =

and therefore we have

(7.24) em N PRQR(M T QL (v — iK")Sa s

h(K) N
- <_2H(K/2)6(K/2)) e, i) 2o, o)

C. Proof of (7.1)
We recall from (4.1) and (4.2) that
(7.25) T®)|o5(v — K) = TrR® (o1, B1) (v — K) - - R® (ay, Bn) (v — K)

with
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(7.26) R@<h+xUK>‘<awokﬁmv
R (+, —)(v—K) = <C(U 2 . d(v
H”e,m@_K>:<MU2K;w

0

,K) ’
- K)
0 )
- K)
0 )
0

R(Q)(_v_)(v _K) = <b(ng) a(U —K)>

We thus complete the proof of (7.1) by noting that there is a similarity
transformation by a matrix G which maps the matrices Z(«, 3) on the matrices
R®(a, 8). Specifically

L H(K) alv—K) 0
(2 G2+ 16 = e R ( 0 b K))

" H(K) 0 dv—K)
(7.28) GZ(+,-)G7" = " H(K/2)0(K/2) <c(v —k) 0

Wm0 oK)
(7.29) GZ(—,+)G7 = T H(K/2)0(K/2) <d(v -k) 0 )

o H(K) blv—K) 0
(30)  GZ(~-)C “W( 0 a<v—K>>

where

(7.31) G = a11 @11 a1 = a22 —@11
—a22 422 a2 @11

with

(7.32) ail = 1 (H(K/2)>1/2 agz = L <®(K/2) ) v

V3 \ 0K /2) V3 \H(K/]2)
The verification of this similarity transformation is straightforward by use of
identities such as

(7.33)

H©)O) + H(v+ K)O(w + K) = HH(K)G(K) Hv+ K/2)0(v — K/2)

(K/2)0(K2)
(K
= THEEReE T
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(7.34)
H(v + K)O(v+ K) — H(1)O(v) = Hfgi ;SEQQ)H(U ~ K/2)0(v + K/2)
~FEREeEE )
and
(7.35) H*(v+ K) 4+ H*(v) = %@(v + K/2)0(v — K/2)
_ %c(v _K).

Thus using (7.27)—(7.30) and (7.25) in (7.24) and recalling the definition
(2.13) of h(v) we find

(7.36)
5 N
R Qu M Qule i) Sl = st ey ) 1A K)
Thus if we finally use the identity
O(0)H*(K)O(K) _
(7.37) S (K2)02(K)2) ~

which follows from (4.5) with ¢ = K, v = K/2 and u = —K/2 we see that
(7.1) is proven.

Appendix A. Theta Functions

The definition of Jacobi Theta functions of nome ¢ is

(A1) H(v)=2 Z(_n”—lq(”—%)z sin[(2n — 1)mv/(2K)]
n=1
(A.2) O@W)=1+2 i(—l)nqn"‘ cos(nvr/K)
n=1

— _iq1/4€7riv/(2K)H(U + ZK’)
where K and K’ are the standard elliptic integrals of the first kind and

(A.3) qg=eTK/K
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These theta functions satisfy

(A.4) O(v) =0O6(-v), H(w)=-H(-v)

and the quasi periodicity relations (15.2.3) of ref. [24]

(A.5) H(v+2K)=—-H(v)
(A.6) H(v+2iK') = —¢ e ™/ K H(v)
and
(A7) O(v+2K)=0(v)
A.8) O(v + 2iK') = —q te /K Q(v).
From (A.2) we see that ©(v) and H(v) are not independent but satisfy (15.2.4)
of ref. [24].
(A.9) O(v+iK') = +ig /4T3 H(v)

H(v+iK') = +ig~ /4T 3% 0 (v)
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