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1 Introduction

Solving the Bethe ansatz equations (BAE) is a key step in many applications of Bethe
ansatz solvable quantum integrable models. Meanwhile, this is generally a non-trivial task.
The situation differs depending on whether one wants to find certain specific solutions or
all solutions. For specific solutions, such as those corresponding to the ground state and
the first few excited states, one can readily apply numerical iterations based on reasonable
assumptions about the distribution of Bethe roots. But the situation is quite different if
the task is to find all solutions of the BAE for given quantum numbers.



To keep our discussions concrete and easier to follow, we take the BAE of the Heisen-
berg XXX/, spin chain with periodic boundary condition as an example:

i L M .
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where L and M are the length and magnon number, respectively. For fixed L and M, the
task is to find all physical solutions to BAE (1.1).

It is known that not all solutions of the BAE are physical. That is, some solutions do
not yield eigenstates of the Hamiltonian when substituted into the Bethe wave function.
Such solutions are called unphysical and should be discarded. A better formulation is
the T'Q-relation [1-4] , where instead of finding Bethe roots, one finds the polynomial
Q(u) by solving the T'Q-relation. Then the zeroes of the Q-polynomial correspond to
the Bethe roots. The T'Q-relation is a better formulation because it already eliminates
some unphysical solutions (such as repeated roots in the current example) and avoids
possible divergences of the BAE. However, the T'Q-relation alone does not eliminate all
unphysical solutions. Finding additional constraints that accomplish this is an important
and interesting question.

The additional requirement has been found and can be formulated in various forms. In
[5] , by performing a careful regularization of the wave function, Nepomechie obtained an
additional requirement and numerically verified that it indeed yields all and only physical
solutions. In 2016, Marboe and Volin [6] proposed the rational Q-system as a fast solver of
the BAE. In addition to computational efficiency, the main merit of the ()-system approach
is that it provides only the physical solutions. In other words, the condition found by
Nepomechie is automatically encoded in the @Q-system formalism in a certain way. This
was demonstrated by Granet and Jacobsen in [7] . In the same paper, they also showed that
the additional requirement is equivalent to requiring the other solution of the T'Q-relation
to be a polynomial of order (L — M +1). It has been proven [8] that if both solutions of the
T'Q-relation are polynomials, the solution of the T'Q-relation gives the complete spectrum
of the Heisenberg XXX, /o spin chain. This proves that the Q-system indeed gives the
complete spectrum of the XXX, /5 chain.

The construction of Volin and Marboe has been generalized to more general models
in the past years, including the g-deformed XXZ spin chain (both with generic ¢ [9] and
g at a root of unity [10]) , higher spin models [11, 12], general A,-type models [13, 14],
models with diagonal twist [15] and parallel boundary magnetic fields [16]. All of the above
models preserve at least the U(1) symmetry of the global SU(2) symmetry of the XXX /5
spin chain, i.e., the magnon numbers are conserved. Meanwhile, there are many interesting
integrable models without U(1) symmetry. The BAE of such models are typically much
more challenging to solve. Given the developments in the @Q-system, it is therefore natural
to ask whether we can construct a Q-system like formalism for U(1)-breaking models. Here
we distinguish two cases of U(1) breaking. In the first case, the symmetry is broken by bulk
interactions, such as in the XYZ spin chain. In the second case, the symmetry is broken
by boundary conditions, such as the spin torus (closed chain with an anti-diagonal twist)



[17] and the open chain with non-parallel boundary magnetic fields [18]. In this work, we
construct the QQ-system for the latter case.

There are two main results of this paper. The first concerns a new perspective on the
@-system. We find that the aforementioned additional requirement for the T'Q-relation
can also be obtained from the fusion relation of the transfer matrix. We derive the rational
@-system by combining the usual T'Q-relation with the fusion relations of the transfer
matrices. This observation paves the way for a natural generalization to a broad class of
models, including U(1)-breaking ones. The reason is that the T'Q-relation and the fusion
relations are known for such models, although the explicit form of the T'Q-relations differs
from the U(1)-preserving cases.

Based on this observation, we derive the @-system for two typical models that break
U(1) symmetry: the first is the XXZ spin chain with an anti-diagonal twist, and the second
is the open XXZ spin chain with non-parallel boundary conditions. Compared to the U(1)-
preserving case, the QQ@Q-relations acquire inhomogeneous terms, similar to and inherited
from the inhomogeneous T'Q-relations in these cases. We solve the @-system numerically
and verify that it indeed yields all physical solutions.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we revisit the Q-system for
the Heisenberg XXZ /5 spin chain with periodic boundary conditions and demonstrate that
it can be derived from the T'Q-relation and the fusion relations of the transfer matrices.
In Section 3, we generalize this construction to the Heisenberg spin chain with an anti-
diagonal twist. Section 4 examines the open chain with non-diagonal boundary conditions.
We present our conclusions and discuss future research directions in Section 5. Detailed
derivations and proofs of some of the statements in the main text are provided in the
appendices.

2 (@-system from T'(Q)- and fusion

In this section, we revisit the Q-system of XXZ spin chain with periodic boundary condi-
tion [6, 16]. We will show the equivalence between the Q-system and the T'Q- together with
fusion relations. This serves as the foundation for establishing the @Q-systems for models
without U(1) symmetry in subsequent sections.

The Hamiltonian of the XXZ spin chain with periodic boundary conditions is given
by [19]

1= [riot tolola +Ajoin] . Ga=a, )
Jj=1
where o; = (a}’?,ag,a;-) are Pauli matrices acting non-trivially on the j-th site of the

total Hilbert space H; = (C2)®F and A = coshn is the anisotropy. We will also use the
—1

parametrization ¢ = €" such that A = %. In this work, we assume that ¢ is a generic

number, that means that it is not at any root of unity value.



2.1 TQ-relation
The XXZ spin chain is Yang-Baxter integrable with the 6-vertex R-matrix [4, 20-22].

sinh(u+mn) 0 0 0
o= | o
0 0 0 sinh(u+1n) mn
It satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation [4, 21, 22]
Rio(u — v)Ris(u)Rosg(v) = Raz(v)Ris(u)Riz(u — v) . (2.3)

The monodromy matrix M, (u) and the transfer matrix T(u) are constructed as [22-24] !
Ma(u) = Ra1(w)Raz(u) -+ - Rar(u) ,  T(u) = trg [Ma(u—n/2)] , (2.4)

where a denotes the auxiliary space. Using the Yang-Baxter equation, one can show that
the transfer matrices commute with each other

[T(u), T(v)] = 0. (2.5)

Expanding log T'(u) in terms of the spectral parameter u, the above relation implies the
existence of extensively many local conserved charges, which is a hallmark of quantum
integrability.

Taking the auxiliary space to be C?, the monodromy and transfer matrices can be
written as

M (u) = (‘égg ﬁgjg) C T = A(w—u/2)+ D). (26)
The transfer matrix can be diagonalized by the algebraic Bethe an@s)gtz. To this end, we
start with the ferromagnetic vacuum state [0) = | 11 --- 1) = (é) , which satisfies the
following relations

A(u)|0) = a(u)|0) ,  D(u)|0) = d(u)[0) , C(u)|0) =0. (2.7)

Here a(u) = sinh®(u 4 1) and d(u) = sinh”(u). The off-diagonal elements B(u) and C(u)
play the role of creation and annihilation operators respectively. The Bethe states are
obtained by acting B-operators on the vacuum state |0)

|{uj}j]vi1> =B(u1)...B(upym)|0) . (2.8)

This state is an eigenstate of the transfer matrix T(u) with eigenvalue T'(u), i.e.

T(w){u;}i21) = T(uw){u;}7L1) | (2.9)

"We shift the argument u in the transfer matrix for later convenience.




if the Bethe roots {uj}j]vil satisfy the Bethe ansatz equation (BAE)

sinh(u; + 7) L sinh(uj — ug + 1)
—_— = , J€{1,2,....M}. 2.10
<sinh(u]~ -3 kll sinh(uj — ug — ) A } ( )
ket

The BAE can be written equivalently as the following T'Q-relation

T(u)Q(u) = sinh” (u + g) Q(u — 1) + sinh® (u - g) Qu+n), (2.11)
with the Q-function
M
Q(u) = H sinh(u — uj). (2.12)
j=1

By construction, the zeros of the @Q-function are the Bethe roots. To derive BAE from the
TQ-relation, we take the limit u — wu; in (2.11). Since the left-hand side vanishes in this
limit, the T'Q-relation becomes (2.10).

2.2 Fusion relations

In addition to the transfer matrix defined in (2.6), the higher-spin transfer matrices T(u)
of the XXZ spin chain also play a crucial role in our construction. Following the notation
in [25], Ts(u) denotes the transfer matrix constructed from a monodromy matrix whose
auxiliary space is in the spin-s representation of U, (slz). In particular, the transfer matrix
in (2.6) is T(u) = T} 2(u). To construct the higher-spin transfer matrices, one can use the
fusion procedure [26-29], which leads to a recursive relation between different higher-spin
transfer matrices. These relations are known as fusion relations and are given by [25, 27]

2s + 254+2)+ 25+ +
T () To(w) = 25 () T () + 17 ()T, () (2.13)

where Tp(u) = sinh®(u) and we have introduced the following shorthand notations
fw) = f(u+ad), ) =1 (192 (2.14)

and fH(u) = f(ux 1), fE(t) = f(tgt/?) with ¢t = €. Note that (2.13) is an operator
equation. Working with the eigenvalues of Ts(u), denoted as Ts(u), we obtain a functional
equation of the same form

7l 2s+1)] (u) Ty (u) = T(g(28+2)i] (u) 7lF

1/2 s1/p(u) + T(?Si} (u)Ts[ﬂm (u) - (2.15)

The ‘T'(Q)+fusion’ system We combine the T'Q-relation (2.11) and the fusion relation
(2.15) and call the combined system the ‘T'Q+fusion’ system

Ty (w)Q(u) = T{ (W) Q(u — ) + T (w)Q(u + 7)., (2.16)
T1[(/228+1):H () Ts(u) = Té(25+2)i1 (u) Ts[iF]1/2 (u) + T(g2s:i:] (U)Ts[fl/z (u) .

By requiring Q(u) and all T5(u) to be Laurent polynomials in ¢ = e*, we can solve for Q(u)
and find the Bethe roots. It can be proven that if T' j5(u) and 71 (u) are Laurent polynomials



in ¢, then all Ts(u) (s = %, 1, %, .-+ ) are Laurent polynomials in ¢ (see Appendix A for a

proof). This implies that it is sufficient to consider s = 1/2 in the fusion relation. Written
in terms of multiplicative variables, we consider the following system

Tip(0Q(1) = T, QP (1) + T () ), (217)
TS () Ta(t) = T () 17 () + T )T (8) (2.18)

To solve the above system, we first make a Laurent polynomial ansatz for Q(t)
1 v
_ L .m 2k—M
Qt) = o (t o > et > , (2.19)
k=1
with undetermined coefficients {cj}. From the T'Q-relation (2.17), we obtain

)R + T ()P (1)
Q)

To ensure that T; /g(t) is a Laurent polynomial in ¢, we need to require the remainder of

Ty o(t) = (2.20)

the above quotient is zero, which gives a set of algebraic equations for {cx}. Using the
fusion relation (2.18), we obtain 77 (¢)

TSN LYC oo
Tl(t):Tl/Q(t)Tl/Z(t)TO(Z? (t)Ty (t) (2.21)

Plugging (2.20) in the above relation and requiring the remainder of the quotient to be

zero gives another set of algebraic equations for {c;}. The two sets of algebraic equations
can be solved numerically or analytically, resulting in Q(¢).

2.3 (@-system

Now we review the rational @-system. For the @-system corresponding to the BAE with
length L and M magnons, we associate a Young diagram (L — M, M), as is shown in
Fig. 1. We define a Q-function Q,(u) on each vertex (a,b) of the Young diagram. These
Q-functions are related to each other by the QQ-relations

Qa+16Qap+1 = Qg‘jl,bJrle[;b] - ngr}l,bJrl ([1+b] . (2.22)
T Q2,3
—> M boxes
Q1,0
——> L — M boxes
Qo0

—)b

Figure 1. The Young diagram corresponding to the rational Q-system with L = 9 and M = 3. The
subscript of the notation @, denotes its coordinate on the lattice: (a,b) denotes the site which is
located at the a-th row from the bottom to the top and the b-th column from the left to the right.



By fixing the @-functions at the left and upper boundaries and imposing proper ana-
lytic conditions, we can solve for all the Q-functions. Specifically, we set ()2 = 1 at the
upper boundary and [30]

M
Qoo(u) =sinh™(u),  Quo(u) = [] sinh(u — u;) (2.23)
j=1

at the left boundary. Here @)1 ¢ is identified with Baxter’s Q-function whose zeros are the
Bethe roots. We impose the condition that all @, ;(t) are Laurent polynomials of ¢. Using
the QQQ-relations we can express all (), in terms of (1,0. Requiring that they are Laurent
polynomials lead to a set of algebraic equations for the coefficients of ()1 called the zero
remainder conditions (ZRC). Solving the ZRC gives Q1 0(t).

Minimal @Q-system For the spin-% XXZ chain, it can be proven that one only needs to
solve the ZRC of Qo1 and Qo2 [31], the ZRC for the rest Q-functions are automatically
satisfied. Therefore we only need to solve the following minimal Q-system

Qua=Qih -0 1, (n=12), (2.24)
Q1,0Q0,1 = Q[ﬂ@([{é - Qﬂ@gﬂ ; (2.25)
QuiQo2 = QA5 - Q1508 (2.26)

2.4 Equivalence of two systems

Now we state the main result of this section.

Theorem 1 The ‘T'Q+fusion’ system (2.17) is equivalent to the minimal Q-system (2.24)
by the following identification

Qo0 = To, Q10=Q, (2.27)
Qo1 =Tijs — (T(E” + TF) , (2.28)
Qoo =Ty 2T+ 1{0) + (T8 + 17 + 31 (2.29)

Proof We will start from the T'Q+fusion system and derive the minimal Q-system. The
identification rules

Qo0 = Tp = sinh*(u), Q10 =Q (2.30)
are trivial. We then define the Q-functions @1, = [IJ;}%_I — [131_1 in terms of Q. In

particular,

01 - 0l o - @i~ 231)
Q12 =l -kl = 0 -2+ 0%



We first show that the T'Q-relation is equivalent to the QQ-relation (2.22) for (a,b) = (0, 0).
Using the identification rules (2.30) and (2.31), the right-hand side of the QQ-relation (2.25)

can be written as

Qiloid - @il = @ -1 - (@ - QP )z (2.32)
_ (T(EHQ[Q_] + T(g—}Q[Q-‘r]) - Q(T(g-‘r] + Té_])
= (Tie — (" + 7)),
where in the second line we have used the T'Q-relation. Using the identification (2.28), we

obtain exactly the left-hand side of the QQ-relation (2.25).
To derive the last QQ-relation (2.26), we need the following relation

)QisT (72 ]

ThQa = (T(?H iy 12

iy )Ql. (2.33)

This can be proven as follow: multiply both side of the fusion relation (2.18) by Q1,1, we
obtain

ToTiQ11 =TTy n@Qia — Ty T Qu (2.34)

Plugging Q11 = Q! — Q71 on the right-hand side of the above relation and using the
T'Q-relation recursively, we obtain

nTQu =T (107 - 7))

ot = (7 - 1f) Qi) (2.35)

Dividing both sides by Tp leads to (2.33).
Now we move on to derive the QQ-relation (2.26). The right-hand side of the QQ-
relation can be written as

QUL - Qe = (@FT - @u)eb] - (Qui - QP el (2.36)
= Q&,ﬂ@&%ﬁ + Qi —Qui@l] + ol

Using the relation (2.33), one can show that

7

Q5 iQET + QfQl = (v + Qoo ~ T} - T )) @ (2:37)
Therefore, by identifying
Qo2 =T + Qoo — (Ti)3 = Ti ) — (@5 + Q61 (2.38)
=1 —2(1{f} - 1)) + (T8 + T8+ 31y
(2.36) can be written as

Q1.1Q02 = Q505! - Qllak], (2.39)

’

which is precisely the Q@Q-relation we are after. Therefore the theorem is proven.



The key lesson we learned from the theorem is that the (Q-system can be derived from
combining the T'Q-relation and the fusion relations, which provides another perspective of
the @-system. More importantly, we can take this equivalence as a guiding principle to
construct @-systems. The main advantage of this point of view is that for most (if not all)
Bethe ansatz solvable models the T'Q-relations are known and the fusion relations can be
derived once the R-matrix is given. Therefore, it allows us to construct the Q-system for
very general models, including the models without U(1) symmetry.

3 XXZ chain with anti-diagonal twist

In this section, we construct the Q)-system for XXZ spin chain with an anti-diagonal twist,
which explicitly breaks the U(1) symmetry generated by S* = (o] +--- 4+ 07)/2.

3.1 Review of diagonal twist

The @-system for the XXZ spin chain with a diagonal twist is known in [30], where the
U(1) symmetry is preserved. The twisted boundary conditions can be regarded as a gen-
eralization of the periodic boundary, which only changes the periodic boundary condition
of,, = of into a unitary transformation of the boundary spin operator under a twist
matrix W, namely o¢_; = WoW 1. Taking the diagonal twist matrix W = diag(1, e),
we have

op =e o, oh=of. (3.1)

In this case, the Q-system is similar to (2.22), but with an additional twist factor [12],

QaJrl,an,bJrl = Qt[;_]Lb_Hngb] - ’Qanﬂl’b+1QL—t_g7 ko = 6107 k1 =1 (32)

The boundary condition is exactly the same as the periodic boundary case (2.23), and the
procedure for finding the Bethe roots is the same.

3.2 Anti-diagonal twist

With both periodic boundary condition and diagonal twist boundary condition, U(1) sym-
metry is preserved, which allows one to solve the BAE in subspaces of fixed magnon num-
bers. However, for twist boundary conditions that break U(1) symmetry, this is no longer
the case. Therefore the situation is more complicated. The twist matrix W preserves
integrability as long as it commutes with the R-matrix [32], i.e.

Ry (u —v), W, @ W] = 0. (3.3)

We consider a general anti-diagonal twist matrix

0«
w-(27) o

and define the twisted monodromy matrix

B [ aC(u) aD(u)
MSD(U) - WaRal (U)RaQ (u) e RaL(u) - (,BA(U) BB(U)) . : (35)



The transfer matrix is defined as

T1/2( u) = Tre(Mg(u —1/2)) . (3.6)
The model is still integrable, meaning that the transfer matrices commute, i.e.
TR, TR W] =0, vuvec. (3.7)

The Hamiltonian can be obtained from the transfer matrix (3.6) by taking its logarithmic
derivative as usual, the only difference is now we have o7 | = Wa%W‘l, which leads to

H (o Z ( 0jof +ojol + A"JZ‘U§+1)
j=1 (3.8)
+ o7 (pof + p2ol) + of (p20f — pro}) — Aojof ,
where
metil mei(so2) an

This Hamiltonian possesses a Zo symmetry generated by the spin flip operator when a = g,

L
[HAD(a, a), H aﬁ] =0. (3.10)
n=1

However, the spin flip Zs operator does not commute with the transfer matrix (3.6). We
will see the consequence of this Zs symmetry in subsection 3.3.

The ‘T'Q) + Fusion’ System To derive the Q-system, we follow the same strategy by
combining the T'Q-relation and fusion relation. The T'Q-relation for the model is known
[33] and is given by

¢ 3T 0Q = atTy QP — g QR — ape(ty i (3.11)

where Ty = 2%(75 —t~ )l and Ty /2 1s the eigenvalue of the transfer matrix Tf/]g In order not
to be bothered with additional superscripts, we will slightly abuse the notation and use 7T
to denote the eigenvalue of the spin-s transfer matrix with twisted boundary conditions.
T, is a Laurent polynomial in t = e of order (L — 1), and the @-polynomial is a Laurent

polynomial in ¢ of order L

1 - 1 - L—2n
H sinh(u — u;) =5 H < — > oL Zdnt . (3.12)

Jj=1
The function ¢(t) in (3.11) is given by

L

o(t) = 21442 (ﬁ-lnjlt ~oile t]’) (3.13)
j=11

=2Lgl2 (B~ dot — a7 M (=1)Fart )

~10 -



where

L L
do=]]t". do=CD"]]t- (3.14)
j=1 j=1
The fusion relation is given by
ToTy =Ty 3Ty ) + 0Ty T (3.15)

Combining (3.11) and (3.15), we obtain the T'Q-+fusion system for this model.

Minimal Q-system We will demonstrate that the T'Q-+fusion system is equivalent to a
minimal Q-system, with the following QQ-relations

Qi1 = QY — " HH QL (3.16a)
Qiz=tQ! 1@, (3.16b)
Qo1Q10 = BQOO 11+ QooQ afe(t )Qoo 00 ) (3.16¢)
Qo,2Q11 —5@01 12+aQo1Q F(t), (3.16d)

F(t) = aptH (e()H1Q); Q[2+] aB(t 1 (ee)) QN QT .

where the definition of c(t) has been given in (3.13). The additional factors of ¢ and ¢!
are introduced for @1, in order to obtain more compact Q@Q-relations. As is shown in
Appendix C.1, the form of QQ-relation is not unique. Without the prefactors, the QQ-
relations will take a more complicated form. Analogous constructions will also be used in
the open boundary case.

We claim that if we define the identification rules as follows, the minimal Q-system
(3.16) is equivalent to previous ‘I'Q + Fusion’ system (3.11) and (3.15),

Qoo=To, Qo=@Q, (3.17a)
Qo1 = q_%T1/2 +q (5tT£+] - t‘laTé_]) , (3.17b)

Quz =Ti+q V2 (BtQf] — at Q5 1) + a7 (Be7l)) - at7'7)))) — 4 20Ty . (3.170)

Proof The starting point of our proof is similar to periodic case in Section 2.4. Using the
definition of @11 in (3.16a), the left hand side of (3.16c) reads

BT (127110 —t71Q8,) + el (11 — ¢7)1Q10 ) — ase(t)QbQb -
(3.18)
From the identification rule (3.17a), we have
BATING, o — a(tHPITI Q1o — s TNQER + atT Q) — ape(t)Ty T
= (Bt~ T[Jr (t_l)[2+]T()[_])Q1,o + q_5T1/2Q1,0
= (BT — @ H)BHITT ¢ q_%T1/2)Q1,0

- 11 -



where in the first equality we used the T'Q-relation (3.11). In the last line, one finds that
the expression in the bracket is precisely Qo 1 defined in (3.17b), therefore we have proved
the QQ-relation (3.16c¢).

We can visualize the formula using the notation in Fig. 1, where we focus on the first
box at the left lower corner,

_ - +
_5+ . +al | —c(t)_ in . (3.19)

Note that equation (3.19) differs from the periodic case (2.22) by an additional inhomoge-
neous term that is proportional to ¢(t), and the relative sign of the first two terms is also
different.

The procedure for proving the Q@Q-relation (3.16d) is similar to the periodic case. We
need first to derive a ‘T'Q)’-like relation for T3, and then use the T'Q-relation (3.11) and
fusion relations (3.15). The calculation is straightforward but tedious; thus we delegate it
in Appendix C.1.

It is straightforward to observe that the ZRC for both Qo1 and Qg2 from (3.16¢) and
(3.16d) are equivalent to the ones of T/, and 71 from the T'Q and fusion relations. We
conjecture that solving this Q-system of Qo , and Q1 ,, with n € {0, 1,2} is enough to obtain
all physical solutions of the XXZ spin chain with anti-diagonal boundary conditions. We
verify this by numerically solving the )-systems and comparing to the results from exact
diagonalization of the transfer matrix.

3.3 Numerical results

In this subsection, we present numerical results for solving the Q-system (3.16¢) and
(3.16d). In Table 1, we present the solution of the Q-system for the parameters (L, n, «, 5) =
(3,log2,1,1). There are indeed 2L =8 physical solutions. Each solutions corresponds to
a @-polynomial of degree L = 3. On the contrary, solving the T'Q-relation leads to 12
solutions, which implies that 4 out of 12 solutions are unphysical.

We have a comment on the Zy symmetry. For each solution Q(t), we can uniquely find
its corresponding T'(t). We observe that the T-polynomials fall into 4 groups, each group
contains two T-polynomials, which only differ by a global sign. For example, we have

Q(t) =
Q(t) =

(t* —t7% —44210(t —t7")) <+ T(t) =0.6349(t* + ¢ 2) — 1.1653 ,
(3.20)

0| — 0ol

(B +t73—6.5790(t —t71)) &  T(t) = —0.6349(¢* + ¢ ) + 1.1653 .

As we can see, the zeroes for two Q-polynomials are different for the T-polynomials that
differ only by a global sign. This is because the Hamiltonian (3.10) with o = f = 1 is
Zo-invariant but the transfer matrix is not, as previously mentioned.
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Q polynomials  22Q(t)
1 — 4.4210t + 4.4210t~* — 1.0000¢ 3
2 3 —10.829¢ 4 10.829¢~! — 1.0000t =3
3 t3 — 6.5790t 4+ 6.5790¢t~! — 1.0000t 3
4 t3 —0.17100t 4+ 0.17100¢t~! — 1.0000¢ 3
5 + (7.9464 — 2.0104i)t + (3.1250 — 7.5777i)t 1 — (0.14286 — 0.98974i)t 3
6 — (7.9464 + 2.0104i)t + (3.1250 + 7.57771)t 1 — (0.14286 + 0.98974i)t 3
7 — (4.6483 — 1.9183i)t + (3.0436 — 4.0028i)t~1 — (0.25581 — 0.96673i)t 3
8 — (4.6483 + 1.9183i)t + (3.0436 + 4.0028i)t~1 — (0.25581 + 0.96673i)t 3
9 t3 — 3.5000t + 3.5000t~ — 1.0000t 3
10 3 — 1.5000t — 1.5000¢t~1 — 1.0000¢~
11 3 — 2.8008t + 1.7521¢t~1 — 0.30083t 3
12 t3 — 5.8242t 4+ 9.3104¢ 1 — 3.3242¢73

Table 1. @-polynomials for the parameters (L,n, a, 8) = (3,log2,1,1). Solutions 1-8 are obtained
from solving the @Q-system (3.16¢) and (3.16d), or equivalently the ‘T'Q+fusion’ system (3.11) and
(3.15), all of which are physical. Solutions 9-12 are additional solutions to the T'Q-relation (3.11),
which are unphysical.

4 XXZ chain with non-diagonal boundary magnetic field

In this section, we establish the Q)-system for XXZ spin chain with non-diagonal boundary
magnetic fields, which is another typical situation without U(1) symmetry. We follow the
same strategy as the previous section and derive the minimal Q-system from 7'Q- and
fusion relations.

4.1 Review of diagonal case

Before discussing the @-systems without U(1) symmetry, we first review of Q-systems with
diagonal boundary magnetic fields to highlight the differences between the open and closed
cases.

The Hamiltonian of XXZ spin—f chain of length L with diagonal boundary magnetic
fields is [16]

L1
H = [ ojoi t+o j+1 + Acjoi, | — sinh(n) coth(Bn)of + sinh(n) coth(an)oy, (4.1)
1

<.
Il

where a and § are arbitrary parameters. This model is clearly U(1) invariant.
The R-matrix is defined as (2.2) and the K-matrices which describe the boundary
magnetic fields in the algebraic Bethe ansatz are given by

([ sinh(u + an) 0
K" (u) = < 0 sinh(—u + om)) ’ (42)
Ry, _ (sinh(—u+ Bn—n) 0
Ko (w) = ( 0 sinh(u + Bn + 77)) .
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These K-matrices are diagonal and lead to the U(1) preserving Hamiltonian (4.1). The
corresponding monodromy matrix M,(u) and the transfer matrix T(u) are defined as

L
M (u,n, {e, B}) = KaL(U) H Ran(u)KaR(u) H Ram(u) ,
el (4.3)

T(“? n, {av /B}) =T, [Ma(u - ga n, {Oz, B})] :

Following the standard procedure, we can use algebraic Bethe ansatz to diagonalize the
transfer matrix. The Bethe ansatz equations for the Bethe roots read

g (wy) (sinh(Uj + 727)>2L ﬁ sinh(uj — ug, + 1) sinh(u; + ug, + 1)

F¥(ug) \sinh(u; = §)) =, 4 sinb(u; —we—m)sinh(y tw—n) " (4.4

2 k=1,k#j
jef1,2,., M}, Melo,.. L},

where M is the magnon number and the two functions f(u) and g(u) are defined as

f(u) = sinh(u — an) sinh(u + 87n) ,

g(u) = f(~u) = sinh(u + as) sinh(u — B1) ,

which encode the information of the boundary magnetic fields.

(4.5)

The T'Q-relation in this case becomes
— sinh(2u)T(u)Q(u) = sinh(2u + )T (w) g (w) Q2 (u) (4.6)
+ sinh(2u — )Ty (u) fH () QP (u),

with
L

To(u) = sinh*(u),  Q(u) = [] sinh(u — u;) sinh(u + u;). (4.7)
j=1
Since the model preserves U (1) symmetry, the T'Q-relation (4.6) is homogeneous.
The corresponding @Q-systems of the model has been established in [16]. The QQ-
relations read

sinh(2u)Q1, = fEVIQE, ) — g QT,
sinh(2u)Qo,nQ1,n—1 = QinQanq - QinQ(T,nfl’ n=12..

where Qoo(u) = Tp(u) and Q10(u) = Q(u). The Q-system reproduce the complete spec-
trum of the transfer matrix, which has been checked numerically.

(4.8)

4.2 (@-system with non-diagonal boundary magnetic field

Now we consider XXZ spin chain with non-diagonal boundary magnetic fields.? The trans-
fer matrix for open XXZ spin chain is constructed by standard procedure [34] with the
6-vertex R-matrix (2.2) and the following boundary K-matrix [35-37]
Kii(u, o, ) Kia(u,0) )

(4.9)

K.(u,a,B,0) = < Ko1(u,0) Kaa(u,a, )

2The XXX spin chain with non-diagonal boundary magnetic fields corresponds to the isotropic limit
n — 0 and will be discussed separately in Appendix B.
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with the matrix elements

Ki1(u, o, ) = 2 [sinh v cosh B cosh u + cosh avsinh S sinh u]
Ko (u, o, B) = 2 [sinh avcosh 5 cosh u — cosh asinh S sinh u] , (4.10)
Kia(u,0) = €’ sinh(2u) , Ko (u,0) = e~ sinh(2u) .

The K-matrices at the two boundaries are?

K, (u) ==Ky (u,a_,8_,0_), Kl (u):=Ki(~u—n,—ar,—B,04). (4.11)

a a

where 7 is the bulk anisotropy parameter and o, 54,60+ are boundary parameters. The
monodromy matrix is defined as

1 L
M (u, n, {azx, B, 0:}) = K (u) [ Ran(u,n)K; (w) [ Rona(u,n) (4.12)
n=L m=1
and the transfer matrix is defined as
o n
(w1, {0, B, 02 }) = Tra [Ma (u— 0,1 {os, e, 021)] (4.13)

from which we can derive the Hamiltonian of the spin chain [35, 38]

L—1
H= [U;CU;-C+1+U;-JO'§~I+1+AU;UJZ-+1] +ﬁl'51+ﬁL'5L ’ (4.14)
1

<.
Il

with boundary magnetic fields given by

. inh
hi=— U (coshg_,isinhf_,cosha_ sinh5_) |
sinh ao_ cosh _
sinh (4.15)
L= U (cosh @, ,isinh 0, — cosh ay sinh 3;) .

sinh ay cosh 54

The Bethe roots {u; ?il, which label eigenstates of the transfer matrix, satisfy the
following BAE

flug = 3)Q(uj —n) g(uj + QU +n) =
2L + oL = =, (416)
sinh(2u; — n) sinh* (u; — 2) = sinh(2u; 4 n) sinh** (u; + ) 2
where two boundary polynomials are
f(u) = sinh(u — a4 ) sinh(u — a_) cosh(u — B4 ) cosh(u — 5-) = g(—u) , (4.17)
and the Q-polynomial is
L
Qu) = H sinh(u — u;) sinh(u + ;) . (4.18)
j=1

3Note the additional minus sign in front of parameters oy and fS.
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There is an additional constant term on the right-hand side, which reads
x = coshlay + B+ +a_ + -+ (L+1)n] — cosh(6_ —0) . (4.19)

We would like to remark that x = 0 is known as the Nepomechie condition [39] in
the literature. When the condition is satisfied, the BAE become the same as the BAE of
the spin chain with parallel magnetic field. The number of Bethe roots for each solution
is not 2L in that case, cf. [40]. In this paper, we focus on the generic scenario, i.e. the
Nepomechie condition is not satisfied (x # 0). Hence, we have (2L)-many Bethe roots in
(4.18) in this section.

The ‘T'Q+fusion’ system The inhomogeneous T'Q-relation has been obtained in [35]
and is given by

sinh(2u)TQ = — 4 |sinh(2u + n) f QR 4 sinh(2u — n)gHTg—]Q[QH} w20
4.20
+ 2a;T(£+]T(£_] sinh(2u + ) sinh(2u) sinh(2u — 7n) ,

where

L
To(u) = sinh®~(u) | Qu) = H sinh(u — u;) sinh(u + u; ) , (4.21)
j=1
and the boundary polynomials are given in (4.17). The fusion relation is given by [25, 35, 41]
(sinh(2u)Tp)(sinh(2u)Ty) =(— sinh(2u)T1/2)[+] (— sinh(2u)T1/2)H (4.22)
— 16 g(sinh(2u)Tp) 2 (sinh (2u) Tp) 2] . '

Minimal @-system The minimal Q)-system for the model is given by the following QQ-

relations
sinh(2 )Qll—gQ fQH (4.23)
sinh(2u)Q1 5 = gl ]QE,E—fHQE?E (4.24)
1
sinh(2u)Qo.1Q10 = Qo Q11 — Q@] + 2xsmh<2u>czoo b0 (4.25)

)

sinh(20)Qo2Q1,1 = Q57 QL - QE‘EQ£T§+ z(gQfQb! - ralilall). 2

It can be derived from the T'Q+fusion system via the following identification

Qoo=To, Qio=0Q, (4.27)
1 1 _
- - _ =] [+]l=]
QO,I = AU U T1/2 + U[_}Ug TD + UUH] f TU )
1
Qo2 = JepeTpopHpE 1 (4.28)
U[2 ]+U U+U[2+] _
[2—][+] [2-+] (-]
twmrreren?d Lt peaegmgezn!
. ngH fT(?*} UR-1 4] 4 ylHgl-] 4 R+ gl-
-l - yl-lop2yl] U-ly-lyu+lyl2+] 0
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where we use U = sinh(2u).
Proof We first define the Q)1 ,-functions using the recursion relation

sinh(2u)Q1,, = g[(n_l)_]Q[l-;]L_l - f[(n_l)HQ[lj_l . (4.29)

In particular,
UQu1 = 9QY) - £Qi Y, (4.30)
UQuz = g71Q] — QL] (4.31)

where we have introduced the shorthand notation U(u) = sinh(2u). By applying TQ-
relation (4.20), we find

Qole i +Qoo [1+1]

_ it 1 [2-] -1 24]

= QooU[ < Qlo - f[ ]Q ) Q070 U["‘ ( [+]Q f[HQl,O) (4.32)
1 1

=U(—- g7l [+]

_U<4U[+]U[ ] 1/2+U[ ]U Ty +UU[+]f )Qlo :CUQOO 00

This leads to a Q@Q-relation with an additional ‘source term’

UQo1Q10 = Q[H 1] ([)JQ[H—F UQ[H (4.33)

)

This is nothing but (4.25). To proceed, we multiply both sides of the fusion relation (4.22)
with Ql,l

(UT))(UT)Qu1 =(~UTy ) (~UTy ) (gQ[H 1)

(4.34)
—16fg(UTy)PH(UTH) 2~ (9@ fQ[L(l)

Applying the T'Q-relation repeatedly to the right-hand side of (4.34), one finds that the
result is proportional to Ty. Dividing both sides of (4.34) by Ty gives *

UTyQ11 =16fg [f[zf]U[zﬂTO[zHQ[l?:a] _ gyl ]T[2 ]Q[3+]
(4.35)
[protaQl] - ot T 0 | + s
2

2

where S(x) is

S(x) = 8z fgUuZ Iyt (Um _ U[—]) T2

4.36
+ 2 Uyl [gU[QHT[ I — fulr- ]T[HT[Q }} (4.36)

4More details can be found in Appendix C.2.
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Now we derive the rest QQ-relation. By using (4.31), we have

QL

- - , 2
Qhleil-af el = 2 [[2 o, 1—fQ11]—U[H[ e f[2+1Q11]
- (4.37)
__[eesdetl refiei] | [o* et +f[2+]Q 0
- U Ul Ul U+ L1

Using (4.28) and (C.31) from Appendix C.2, we can simplify the right hand side of the
above equation and obtain

Qngl]Q[lE] - Q([),l} [1+2} =UQo2Q1,1+V(x), (4.38)
where the inhomogeneous term reads
Viz) = — S(z) B wgg2 T2 ap fRH T T
16UR- U -UUHIUR+] U Ry U+ 712+ (4.39)
s (9015 - relal)
Therefore
Q51 - QoM = U1 - fx (i1 - raial]) . (4.40)

which is equivalent to (4.26). This completes the proof.

Following similar steps as above, it is straightforward although a bit tedious to express
higher Q-functions in terms of higher T-functions and obtain more QQ-relations.

In terms of multiplicative variables ¢t = e" and q = €", the QQ-relations become

2 2 _
Q11 = gQ fQ[Lg ; (4.41)
t2 t 2 _ _
5 Q2 =gl - fHa (4.42)
2 —t2 _ 2 —t2
Q01Q10 = QH] 1] QEO]Q[;E] + iCQETgQ([)& ; (4.43)

7 )

’ 4
12 —t_

Q02Qu1 = Q5{QLS - i1l + Jo (s0f @] - el o) - (aay)

In terms of variable ¢, we have

1 1 2L
QOO( ) 22L (t—t) , (445)
F(t) = (te=a+ — t71ea+) (te=a- — t=leo=) (te=B+ — t1eP+) (teB- — t~1eP-)

16 (4.46)
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4.3 Numerical Results

To solve the minimal Q-system, we require that all the @Q-functions are Laurent polynomials
in variable t. Specifically, we make an ansatz for Q)1

L—1
1
QL()(t) = 227L <Z Ck(tQk + t_Qk) + tQL + t_2L> , (447)

k=0

where ¢ are coefficients to be determined. From the QQ-relation, we can obtain the
expressions of Q.1 and Qo2

0 2Qg+g 1, 1 - 2Qo oQ (t2 B t_2) Q%J,r(} 0,0
0,1 — (t2—t 2)@10 )
4] 2] (-] 4] (4.48)
20511Q ] — 205 e + = (@il - rafy'ell)
Qo2 = CET=Io .

The right-hand sides of the two equations might not be Laurent polynomials in ¢. Hence,
we further require the remainders of the right-hand sides to vanish, leading to the ZRC.
Then we solve the ZRC, obtaining the polynomial Q1 o(t). The zeros of Q1 0(t) after taking
the logarithm are the Bethe roots. We numerically solved the Q-system for various choices
of parameters and verified that they give all and only physical solutions.

For the most generic case ® that all the boundary parameters are non-zero. As an
example, we choose the parameters to be

»lk\H
L =
N =
~__

(4.49)

1
(Lvnaaﬁ-aa—vlﬁ-‘raﬁ—ve-ﬁe ) (3 log2,1,2, g

The numerical solutions of the Q)-system are presented in Table 2. Since the total Hilbert
space is Hr = (C2)®L, the solutions of the Q-system should be 8 distinct Q-polynomials,
where each Q-functions (4.21) has 12 different zeros.

®i.e. ¢ = ¢" is not at root of unity, and “Nepomechie condition” z = 0 of (4.19) is not satisfied.
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Q polynomials  22Q(t)
1 104+ ¢76 +69.75177 (12 4+ t72) — 14.03306 (t* + t=1) + 24.75197
2 t64+176+90.32738 (12 + ¢ %) — 14.34073 (t* + t1) — 336.7673
3 t6 4+ 476+ 55.21936 (2 + ¢t2) — 13.51494 (¢* + ¢t~*) — 48.85021
4 16+ ¢76 +67.92860 (t2 + t72) — 13.95974 (t* 4+ t=*) — 106.6805
5 t0+¢76 4 51.59731 (¢ + ¢t~2) — 13.56352 (t* +¢t~*) — 79.97889
6 15 +¢75 + 79.55786 (t* + t7%) — 13.72927 (¢t* + ¢~*) — 217.0126
7 t6 4+ ¢70 +61.79089 (2 + ¢ ~2) — 12.50471 (t* + ¢t~*) — 134.9551
8 t0 +¢70 4+ 66.34321 (¢2 +t72) — 12.88443 (t* + t~*) — 152.0944
9 t0+ 170 4+ 52.11624 (t* + ¢ 2) 13.57325 (t* + t*) — 80.72930
10 t8 4+ ¢76 4+ 26.56158 (t? + t72) — 8.462315 (¢t* + ¢~*) — 38.56410
11| 5 +¢75 + (21.1595 — 5.0148i) (¢2 4+ t~2) — (7.3819 — 1.0029i) (¢* +¢~*) — 29.6508 + 8.2745i
12 | 5 +¢75 + (21.1595 + 5.0148i) (¢ 4 t~2) — (7.3819 + 1.0029i) (¢* +¢~*) — 29.6508 — 8.2745i

Table 2. @ polynomials for the following parameters (L,n,ai,a—,f4,0-,04,0_) =

(3, log2,1,2, :1,), 411’ é, %) Solutions 1-8 are obtained from solving the @-system (4.25) and (4.26),

or equivalently the ‘T'Q+fusion’ system (4.20) and (4.22), all of which are physical. Solutions 9-12
are additional solutions to the T'Q relation (4.20), which are all unphysical.

The numerical results show that the solutions obtained from the Q-system are entirely
contained within the set of solutions from the T'Q-relation. It demonstrates that the Q-
system of the XXZ model with non-diagonal boundary magnetic fields yields all the physical
solutions.

5 Conclusions and discussions

In this paper, we construct the rational Q-system for U(1)-symmetry breaking models,
specifically the XXZ spin chain with anti-diagonal twist and non-diagonal boundary condi-
tions. Our approach stems from a novel perspective on the @)-system itself, demonstrating
that it can be derived by combining the T'Q-relation (both homogeneous and inhomoge-
neous forms) with the fusion relation. By identifying higher-spin T-functions with specific
combinations of higher Q-functions, we successfully obtained the corresponding inhomo-
geneous QQ-relations. The proposed Q-system yields all, and only, physical solutions, a
result we have verified numerically.

Viewing the @Q-system as emerging from the interplay of the T'Q-relation and the T-
system provides a powerful guiding principle, applicable to a wide range of models for which
both relations are known. A central, and not yet fully understood, question is why higher
T-functions encode the physicality of a T'Q-relation solution. For rational spin chains
with periodic boundary conditions, this can be understood through the completeness of
Wronskian Bethe equations. In that context, the fusion relations, formulated as Hirota
dynamics, are solved by a finite set of @-functions. These @-functions satisfy a Wronskian-
type relation. Under the assumption that all Q-functions are polynomials, it has been
proven that these Wronskian Bethe equations provide the complete set of solutions to
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the Bethe Ansatz equations [8, 42]. Since the polynomiality of all @Q-functions implies
the polynomiality of all T-functions, it is natural to posit that the polynomiality of T-
functions serves as the physicality condition for the T'Q-relation. For the more general
models considered here, the derivation and the proof of completeness of the Wronskian
Bethe equations remain open, and thus the connection between T-function polynomiality
and BAE physicality stands as a conjecture. It would be highly interesting and important
to prove (or correct) this conjecture more rigorously.

Meanwhile, testing this conjecture in broader contexts represents an important direc-
tion for future work. A natural next step involves higher spin models that break U(1)
symmetry. Preliminary studies suggest that in these cases, requiring only the first higher
T-function, namely 77 to be a polynomial is insufficient; one must also consider higher
spin-dependent T-functions. A useful strategy would be to first re-derive the higher spin
Q@-system [11] from our new perspective and then extend it to U(1)-symmetry breaking
scenarios.

Further challenging and interesting generalizations lie ahead. Models with different
underlying symmetries, such as those of D,- and E,-type, present a distinct case. The
QQ-relations have been studied in [43, 44] and are known to differ from the A, case,
the Wronskian Bethe equations have been proposed. Given that the T'Q-relations and
fusion relations for these models are known, it would be interesting to investigate whether
combining them leads to a Q-system which yields complete solution of BAE.

Finally, we note the longstanding challenge of solving the BAE of the XYZ model [2, 3],
for which an analog of the Q)-system approach has not been established. Developing such
a framework, guided by the principles outlined in this work, would be a significant and
interesting goal.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank the Innovation Academy for Precision Measurement Science and
Technology, CAS for hospitality where the final stage of the work is done and part of the
results are presented at the “Challenges in Integrability” workshop. The work of Y.J. is
supported by Startup Fund No.4007022326 of Southeast University and National Natural
Science Foundation of China through Grant No.12575073 and 12247103. The work of Y.M.
is supported by the World Premier International Research Center Initiative (WPI), MEXT,
Japan and the UTokyo Global Activity Support Program for Young Researchers.

— 21 —



A Polynomiality of higher-spin transfer matrices

In this appendix, we prove that for the XXX model, if T 5(u) and T;(u) are polynomials
of u, then all Ty(u) (s > 3, 2s € Z,) are automatically polynomials of u. Similarly, for
the XXZ model, if T} /5(t) and Ti(t) are Laurent polynomials of ¢ = e*, then all Ty(t) are
Laurent polynomials.

The fusion relations of the transfer matrices are [25, 27]

Té(2371)+]TS+1/2 _ T[l(/QQS)HTL_] _ TO[(2S+1)+]T£2:1}/2 , (A.1)
TN, = T[l(/228)—]T[5+] _ T(g(2s+1)_]T£2j/2 7 (A.2)

where Ty is defined as

Th = u*, for rational case , (A.3)
1
Ty = sinh®(u) = 2—L(t . for trigonometric case .

We prove the result for the XXX case, while the proof for the XXZ case is similar. For
s =1/2, (A.1) and (A.2) coincide, yielding

ToTy = T 0T ) — Ty T (A.4)

For s = 1, we can multiply T(gf] on both sides of (A.1) and TO[H on (A.2), which leads to

_ — 2 - 3 2—
TITITy, = T @) - 1T

(A5)
] ppl2=] 3] 2+
= (g](Tl[/Q]Tl[ -1 ]T1[/2])-
Therefore,
Ty" -1+ _ By _ g2t _ -] A
TH( e I =Ty Ty ) =Ty T =T Ty (A.6)
0

Because the right-hand side of the equation (A.6) is a polynomial, the left-hand side of
(A.6) must also be a polynomial. From the definition of Tj in (A.3), it is clear that 7| (gf] and
T(gﬂ have distinct zeros. Therefore, we deduce that the following expression is a polynomial
L pl2=lplt)  pls=) (24
Ty)9 = E(TI/Q T =1, T1/2 ). (A.7)

Applying this strategy recursively, we have

2s—1)+ 2s—1)— 2s—1)— 2s)+ — 2s+1)+ 2—
TEDHgEDIg, g7 (i) glege) )

2s—1 2s)— 2s+1)— 2
= gD (@i _ gl )

(A.8)

This implies that if T is a polynomial in u, then T, ;/5 is a polynomial in u for s > 1.
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B XXX chain with non-diagonal boundary magnetic field

The Hamiltonian of the XXX spin—% chain with non-diagonal boundary magnetic field

reads [38]
- o o 1 z T 1 2
HZ;(Uk‘akﬂ—ﬂ)Jra(ULJrfUL)—501 ; (B.1)

where I is the identity matrix. We define two boundary polynomials as

f(u) = <\/1+£2u—ia> (u+if) = g(—u), (B.2)

and the corresponding T'Q-relation reads

—uTy 5Q = g7 (uQo.0) QB + T (1@ 0) Q2
+2 (1= VI+€) u Qo)™ (uQo0) 7,

where Qo o(u) = u?r = Ty(u) and Q(u) = Hjj\il (u—uj) (u+ uy).
When ¢ = 0, f(u) simplifies to f(u) = (v — ia)(u 4 i8) and the T'Q-relation becomes
homogeneous

(B.3)

—uTy/5Q = g7 (uQo,0) QR + FH (uQo ) QB (B.4)

The @Q-system has been constructed in [16].
The fusion relation for the non-diagonal case is [25]

(uTp) (uTy) = (—uTl/z)H] (—UTl/Q)H — fg (uTo)?H (uTp)) (B.5)

As described in previous sections, we derive the (Q-system from the T'Q) and fusion relation.
We define

Q1 = fQI — gQB‘& , (B.6)
uQi2 = fHIQT - gl ] (B.7)

The corresponding QQQ-relations are as follows,
uQo,1Q1,0 = Q[H [11] Q([),AQH] -2 <1 \/@) u@ JgQ 7(% ; (B.8)
uQoa@11 = Q510N - Qb lel] -2 (1- Vi &) (refilal] - saflall]) . B9

The @-system can be solved in the same way as in the main text, which yields all physical
solutions.

C Details for derivations

In this appendix, we provide more details for the derivations in the main text.
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C.1 Details for the anti-diagonal twisted case

In this subsection, we give details for the Q@Q-relation (3.16d). We highlight the general
twist parameter o and S in this section for better clarity.

We first need to derive a T'Q-like relation for the higher spin transfer matrix 77.
Multiplying both sides of (3.15) with Q11

ToT1Quy =T{ )T /;Ql + BT T Q1 (C.1)
- T1[/2] 1/2Q1 0 Tl[—/;] (t—l)[+]T[/2Q1 0
+ BT[Q"F 2 ] ]Q +] BTOQ-F TO[2 ](t—l)[+]Q[1TO] ,

where we have used the definition of @ (3.16a). Using the T'Q-relation in (3.11), we
obtain

TTQu11 =15 Jt gt (ad1QETy — s ) MQEITEY - as(e(e) 1Ty )
- 1{ e Hgs (atIQUTET - s PQEI Ty — as(e) T )
+ a,@T[QHT t[ ]Q[H OéBT(gQHT(gQ_] (t_l)H]Q[ng .
(C.2)
Use T'Q-relation (3.11) once more for 77/ and divide both sides by Tp, we obtain
11Q1y = ottt QT + g2 T (C.3)
HMQEN TP 4 g e Py Q]
+aB(ct) ITIITE T + 02 B(e) T T — apt(e() T T
Bt (e(t) DTy Te

We expect a similar QQ—relatlon involving Qo 2, which takes the form

BQO Q +a QO 1@ 2] =Q0,2Q1,1 + inhomogeneous terms . (C.4)
To calculate the left hand side, we need the definition (3.16b), which gives
8RR + Qi QT = QN @1y — s H QL QT (C.5)
+attQp Q) a<t-1>[+1czg,ﬂczl,1 .

Combining the definitions (3.16a) and (3.17b), we have
t[HQ[ Q[QH Bt *1)HQ[+]Q[2*}
—at* (q ST+ AT — () ITET) (1HQT - 7 EIQH)
+ B (q ST+ AT < a@n BT ()P - 4 TRl)
=att173 5075 + ﬁz(t’l) ol - TP + s IT O
+aptI Q[P’H = BBITPIQES + a2 HBITE QN — ap(?) ¢ HTQP,]

—at(t)PITEIQH — apITQl - s I + asITQL
(.6)
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Note that in the last step, the first line can be replaced by T1(Q)1,1 subtracting an inhomo-
geneous term that includes all ¢(t),

Oztt[HT[/Q]Q[gH + 52(75—1) T[2+]Q[3 1 Qt[-i-]TOp—} 3+] + B(t— )(t_ ) ]T172]Q1 5
=T1Q11 — f(c(t)) ,
(C.7)
where f(c(t)) is defined as
Fle() = aB(e) T TP 4 a?B(e(t) Ty T (C8)
— aBt(e(t) T T 4 g o) DT T
Using
Tijp =% (Qo1 — PIT o )BT (C.9)
we express f(c(t)) in terms of Q-functions °
Fle®) =aB(e)ITEFITE + 02 B(c(t) T T (C.10)
— apt(c) T T + 0Bt~ ()T T
=aB(t) N e() QT — aptt(e() Mg TH
+ a2t () T TE + o287 (72 (e(t)) Do
After some manipulation to Q[ﬁﬂ in (C.6), we have
. ’ (C.11)
NG
=5tt[2—] (Tl/ng,oq—% +afe(t)1y 1)
Similarly,
A HBITEIQN — ap(=?) ()T Q] (C.12)

_ _ _ N
— ot (2] (atTO Q[12,(J)r} _ Bt 1T0+Q[12,o]>
—at™! (¢ (T3 0010072 +aﬁc(t)T0[+]T0[—])[_] .
Recall the definition of Q1 (3.16a) and combine with (C.7), there is
Qe QT — s Qg
=T1Q11+ 575[2 IT 1721621,1 - Oé(fl)[wr 1[72}621,1 — afBq *TyQ1 (C.13)
+ 2B (B )T TE T + a2 (e(t) ITEIT) - fle(v)) -

As conjectured in (C.4), we define Qg2 as

Qoo = Ti + BT — a(t EIT] ) — apg 2Ty + pH1Qf] — ot HHIQE], (C14)

5Note that To = Qo,o-
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and define a new inhomogeneous term as
F(t) = Bt e(e) ITTE ™ + 0?86 P ) T3 T - f(e(t)
= a8t (e() QG T — ase ) e og T
Hence, we obtain a compact QQ-relation
Qo2011 = 5Q([)T1}Q[1T2} + OCQ([)Tl]Q[l—,’—Q} - F(t). (C.16)
C.2 Details for the open case

(C.15)

In this subsection, we give details for T7Q; j-relation (4.35) and QQ-relation (4.38).
T1Q1,1 relation. We start by considering the shifted T'Q-relation of (4.20),

oHTIQH] = 4 (VBT 0 + UgPIT QP + 20T U Uty
5 b
-]

(C.17)
vHTHQH = 4 (U FRATQB 4+ pl2-] gT(EHQH) + 22Ty T T lu T
2 b
Applying (C.17) to (4.34), we have
(UTo)(UT1)Q11 = (C.18)
ytrt
- 2, (_4 [Um] ngHQio 4 Ug[2+1T0Q[3+1} + szO[H]TOU[zHU[HU) (C.19)
ytrtt]

- (—4 [Uf[2—1ToQ[3—]+U[2—1gT(£2*]Q[+1} +2xT0T(£2*]UU[—1U[2—J) (C.20)

1 _
~ 16/9(UTy) PO = (9@ - r@L]). (C.21)
For the first part (C.19), applying (C.17) again, we obtain

UHTE_]
Tig <—4 [U[QHfTéQHQio + Ug[zﬂToQ[?’ﬂ] 4 2$T(£2+]T0U[2+]U[+]U>

16fqg2U2Hy2-]
N Ig

Ty Ty Rl (C.22)
_ 8o fgui-ly-ly gy,
— 4ggP Uty 1O T + 2:EgUHU[2+]U[+]TOT$2+]T§] .

Similarly, the second part (C.20) becomes

uHTH
. U 2 f |:_4 (Uf[Q*]ToQ[?’*] _|_ U[27]gT(£2*]Q[+]) + 2$T0T0[27}UU[7}U[27]]

o U2-1gy2+]
= —16f9gPHURPITZ QP - 16f%g———

Ty (C.23)
+ 8z fgUR Uyt TO[Q—]T(?HTO
+ 4ff[2—] UH]TE_]Q[{?E}TO _ Qfo[+]U[—}U[Q—]Tﬁ]TéQ—]TO .

2 3

Combining both parts above, we find that terms without Ty are canceled, proving (4.35).
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QQ-relation We need to perform the calculation of the expression enclosed in the first
pair of brackets in (4.37). From (4.28), we have

QQO1Q[2+] fQo ]Qll
U+l Ul-l
24— A [3+] _ [2—]p[+] H[3—] _ _

I pegtr gl IR pepeirlofy)

o Quk-lpyulHulz+ U-lgUH g+ QU -1y -y uz+] Uv-ly-=-lgul+
(C.25)

99221 QP +fgg[2‘]T£2+]Q1‘,0 FofPATIQ  f A fRAT Q)]

Ul-ly-lgHluyz+ v-ly-luul] U- UU[+]U[2+] k-l HyRe

(C.24)

(C.26)
of BT QT g InQl  feP Qs 11Tl
Cul-lgyHyy gl T auk-lpypt T pk-lgEyHpRH

(C.27)

For the first four terms of (C.25), we use (4.35) to simplify

gt ITIQN  pggenplll SR e irrgh)
AU 12— ]UU[+]U[2+] + UHpuHukY  4uk-lyHyukt  ypk-lyHuu] (C.28)
B U?TiQq1 — S(z)

16URIUHyUuHuRe

To simplify the first two terms in (C.26), we use the shifted T'Q relation (C.17),

ggl2-] (UMTWQ[;; - 2xT0[2+]T0UU[HU[2+]>
2 b

99* g ITQY  fegP IO,
UR-1y-1yHlyle+] UR-ly-lgu+ AUR-1U U+

(C.29)
Similarly, the last two terms in (C.26) become

2

FafeTIQE]  pplv iyl F1PY (U”TWQE& - 221y U ”U>
N U—UU[+]U[2+i UR-1yl=-1y+giz+ - QU R HU U+ U2+] )

(C.30
Combining all the results above and using (4.30), we finally have

(C.31)

gQh QP! . roylQl]
U[H U[ ]
[2—] [+ [2+] (=]
U2T1Q1 - S(x) g % Ql,l f % Ql,l
= ey prtued T apepoped T gy gz
g LT ap PATTE T R RPITRUQ
2U -1 (-] U2+ UR-ly-lyg+lyle+] 2

which leads to (4.38).
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