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Abstract: The Q-system is an efficient method for finding complete physical solutions of

Bethe ansatz equations, but so far its application has been confined to systems possessing

U(1) symmetry. We extend the rational Q-system framework to integrable spin chains

without U(1) symmetry, exemplified by the closed XXZ model with anti-diagonal twists

and the open XXZ model with non-diagonal boundary fields. We demonstrate that the

Q-system can be derived by combining TQ-relation with fusion relations of higher-spin

transfer matrices. This yields QQ-relations analogous to the U(1) symmetric case but

incorporating additional inhomogeneous terms. We present numerical solutions that are

validated against exact diagonalization, confirming that it generates all and exclusively

physical solutions.
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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.
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To keep our discussions concrete and easier to follow, we take the BAE of the Heisen-

berg XXX1/2 spin chain with periodic boundary condition as an example:(
uj +

i
2

uj − i
2

)L

=

M∏
k ̸=j

uj − uk + i

uj − uk − i
, j = 1, 2, · · ·M , (1.1)

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 TQ-relation [1–4] , where instead of finding Bethe roots, one finds the polynomial

Q(u) by solving the TQ-relation. Then the zeroes of the Q-polynomial correspond to

the Bethe roots. The TQ-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 TQ-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 Q-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 TQ-relation

to be a polynomial of order (L−M+1). It has been proven [8] that if both solutions of the

TQ-relation are polynomials, the solution of the TQ-relation gives the complete spectrum

of the Heisenberg XXX1/2 spin chain. This proves that the Q-system indeed gives the

complete spectrum of the XXX1/2 chain.

The construction of Volin and Marboe has been generalized to more general models

in the past years, including the q-deformed XXZ spin chain (both with generic q [9] and

q at a root of unity [10]) , higher spin models [11, 12], general An-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 XXX1/2

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)

– 2 –



[17] and the open chain with non-parallel boundary magnetic fields [18]. In this work, we

construct the Q-system for the latter case.

There are two main results of this paper. The first concerns a new perspective on the

Q-system. We find that the aforementioned additional requirement for the TQ-relation

can also be obtained from the fusion relation of the transfer matrix. We derive the rational

Q-system by combining the usual TQ-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 TQ-relation and the fusion

relations are known for such models, although the explicit form of the TQ-relations differs

from the U(1)-preserving cases.

Based on this observation, we derive the Q-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-relations acquire inhomogeneous terms, similar to and inherited

from the inhomogeneous TQ-relations in these cases. We solve the Q-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 XXZ1/2 spin chain with periodic boundary conditions and demonstrate that

it can be derived from the TQ-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 Q-system from TQ- 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 TQ- 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]

H =
L∑

j=1

[
σx
j σ

x
j+1 + σy

j σ
y
j+1 +∆σz

jσ
z
j+1

]
, σ⃗L+1 ≡ σ⃗1 , (2.1)

where σ⃗j = (σx
j , σ

y
j , σ

z
j ) are Pauli matrices acting non-trivially on the j-th site of the

total Hilbert space HL = (C2)⊗L and ∆ = cosh η is the anisotropy. We will also use the

parametrization q = eη such that ∆ = q+q−1

2 . In this work, we assume that q is a generic

number, that means that it is not at any root of unity value.
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2.1 TQ-relation

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

Rm,n(u, η) =


sinh(u+ η) 0 0 0

0 sinhu sinh η 0

0 sinh η sinhu 0

0 0 0 sinh(u+ η)


m,n

. (2.2)

It satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation [4, 21, 22]

R12(u− v)R13(u)R23(v) = R23(v)R13(u)R12(u− v) . (2.3)

The monodromy matrix Ma(u) and the transfer matrix T(u) are constructed as [22–24] 1

Ma(u) = Ra1(u)Ra2(u) · · ·RaL(u) , T(u) = tra [Ma(u− η/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 logT(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 C2, the monodromy and transfer matrices can be

written as

Ma(u) =

(
A(u) B(u)

C(u) D(u)

)
a

, T(u) = A(u− η/2) +D(u− η/2) . (2.6)

The transfer matrix can be diagonalized by the algebraic Bethe ansatz. To this end, we

start with the ferromagnetic vacuum state |0⟩ = | ↑↑ · · · ↑⟩ =

(
1

0

)⊗L

, 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) = sinhL(u+ η) and d(u) = sinhL(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}Mj=1⟩ ≡ B(u1) . . .B(uM )|0⟩ . (2.8)

This state is an eigenstate of the transfer matrix T(u) with eigenvalue T (u), i.e.

T(u)|{uj}Mj=1⟩ = T (u)|{uj}Mj=1⟩ , (2.9)

1We shift the argument u in the transfer matrix for later convenience.
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if the Bethe roots {uj}Mj=1 satisfy the Bethe ansatz equation (BAE)(
sinh(uj +

η
2 )

sinh(uj − η
2 )

)L

=
M∏
k=1
k ̸=j

sinh(uj − uk + η)

sinh(uj − uk − η)
, j ∈ {1, 2, ...,M} . (2.10)

The BAE can be written equivalently as the following TQ-relation

T (u)Q(u) = sinhL
(
u+

η

2

)
Q(u− η) + sinhL

(
u− η

2

)
Q(u+ η) , (2.11)

with the Q-function

Q(u) =
M∏
j=1

sinh(u− uj) . (2.12)

By construction, the zeros of the Q-function are the Bethe roots. To derive BAE from the

TQ-relation, we take the limit u → uj in (2.11). Since the left-hand side vanishes in this

limit, the TQ-relation becomes (2.10).

2.2 Fusion relations

In addition to the transfer matrix defined in (2.6), the higher-spin transfer matrices Ts(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 Uq(sl2). In particular, the transfer matrix

in (2.6) is T(u) = T1/2(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]

T
[(2s+1)±]
1/2 (u)Ts(u) = T

[(2s+2)±]
0 (u)T

[∓]
s−1/2(u) + T

[2s±]
0 (u)T

[±]
s+1/2 (u) , (2.13)

where T0(u) = sinhL(u) and we have introduced the following shorthand notations

f [a](u) ≡ f
(
u+ aη

2

)
, f [a](t) ≡ f

(
tqa/2

)
, (2.14)

and f [±](u) ≡ f(u ± η
2 ), f

[±](t) ≡ f(tq±1/2) with t = eu. 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

T
[(2s+1)±]
1/2 (u)Ts(u) = T

[(2s+2)±]
0 (u)T

[∓]
s−1/2(u) + T

[2s±]
0 (u)T

[±]
s+1/2 (u) . (2.15)

The ‘TQ+fusion’ system We combine the TQ-relation (2.11) and the fusion relation

(2.15) and call the combined system the ‘TQ+fusion’ system

T1/2(u)Q(u) = T
[+]
0 (u)Q(u− η) + T

[−]
0 (u)Q(u+ η) , (2.16)

T
[(2s+1)±]
1/2 (u)Ts(u) = T

[(2s+2)±]
0 (u)T

[∓]
s−1/2(u) + T

[2s±]
0 (u)T

[∓]
s+1/2 (u) .

By requiring Q(u) and all Ts(u) to be Laurent polynomials in t = eu, we can solve for Q(u)

and find the Bethe roots. It can be proven that if T1/2(u) and T1(u) are Laurent polynomials
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in t, then all Ts(u) (s = 3
2 , 1,

5
2 , · · · ) are Laurent polynomials in t (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

T1/2(t)Q(t) = T
[+]
0 (t)Q[2−](t) + T

[−]
0 (t)Q[2+](t) , (2.17)

T
[2±]
1/2 (t)T1/2(t) = T

[3±]
0 (t)T

[∓]
0 (t) + T

[±]
0 (t)T

[±]
1 (t) . (2.18)

To solve the above system, we first make a Laurent polynomial ansatz for Q(t)

Q(t) =
1

2M

(
tM +

t−M

c0
+

M−1∑
k=1

ck t
2k−M

)
, (2.19)

with undetermined coefficients {ck}. From the TQ-relation (2.17), we obtain

T1/2(t) =
T
[+]
0 (t)Q[2−](t) + T

[−]
0 (t)Q[2+](t)

Q(t)
. (2.20)

To ensure that T1/2(t) is a Laurent polynomial in t, we need to require the remainder of

the above quotient is zero, which gives a set of algebraic equations for {ck}. Using the

fusion relation (2.18), we obtain T1(t)

T1(t) =
T+
1/2(t)T

−
1/2(t)− T

[2+]
0 (t)T

[2−]
0 (t)

T0(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 {ck}. The two sets of algebraic equations

can be solved numerically or analytically, resulting in Q(t).

2.3 Q-system

Now we review the rational Q-system. For the Q-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 Qa,b(u) on each vertex (a, b) of the Young diagram. These

Q-functions are related to each other by the QQ-relations

Qa+1,bQa,b+1 = Q
[+]
a+1,b+1Q

[−]
a,b −Q

[−]
a+1,b+1Q

[+]
a,b . (2.22)

a

b

M boxes

L−M boxes

Q0,0

Q1,0

Q2,3

Figure 1. The Young diagram corresponding to the rational Q-system with L = 9 and M = 3. The

subscript of the notation Qa,b 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.
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By fixing the Q-functions at the left and upper boundaries and imposing proper ana-

lytic conditions, we can solve for all the Q-functions. Specifically, we set Q2,b = 1 at the

upper boundary and [30]

Q0,0(u) = sinhL(u) , Q1,0(u) =
M∏
j=1

sinh(u− uj) , (2.23)

at the left boundary. Here Q1,0 is identified with Baxter’s Q-function whose zeros are the

Bethe roots. We impose the condition that all Qa,b(t) are Laurent polynomials of t. Using

the QQ-relations we can express all Qa,b in terms of Q1,0. Requiring that they are Laurent

polynomials lead to a set of algebraic equations for the coefficients of Q1,0 called the zero

remainder conditions (ZRC). Solving the ZRC gives Q1,0(t).

Minimal Q-system For the spin-12 XXZ chain, it can be proven that one only needs to

solve the ZRC of Q0,1 and Q0,2 [31], the ZRC for the rest Q-functions are automatically

satisfied. Therefore we only need to solve the following minimal Q-system

Q1,n = Q
[+]
1,n−1 −Q

[−]
1,n−1 , (n = 1, 2) , (2.24)

Q1,0Q0,1 = Q
[+]
1,1Q

[−]
0,0 −Q

[−]
1,1Q

[+]
0,0 , (2.25)

Q1,1Q0,2 = Q
[+]
1,2Q

[−]
0,1 −Q

[−]
1,2Q

[+]
0,1 . (2.26)

2.4 Equivalence of two systems

Now we state the main result of this section.

Theorem 1 The ‘TQ+fusion’ system (2.17) is equivalent to the minimal Q-system (2.24)

by the following identification

Q0,0 = T0 , Q1,0 = Q , (2.27)

Q0,1 = T1/2 −
(
T
[+]
0 + T

[−]
0

)
, (2.28)

Q0,2 = T1 − 2
(
T
[+]
1/2 + T

[−]
1/2

)
+
(
T
[2+]
0 + T

[2−]
0 + 3T0

)
. (2.29)

Proof We will start from the TQ+fusion system and derive the minimal Q-system. The

identification rules

Q0,0 = T0 = sinhL(u), Q1,0 = Q (2.30)

are trivial. We then define the Q-functions Q1,n = Q
[+]
1,n−1 − Q

[−]
1,n−1 in terms of Q. In

particular,

Q1,1 = Q
[+]
1,0 −Q

[−]
1,0 = Q[+] −Q[−] , (2.31)

Q1,2 = Q
[+]
1,1 −Q

[−]
1,1 = Q[2+] − 2Q+Q[2−] .

– 7 –



We first show that the TQ-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 theQQ-relation (2.25)

can be written as

Q
[+]
1,1Q

[−]
0,0 −Q

[−]
1,1Q

[+]
0,0 =(Q[2+] −Q)T

[−]
0 − (Q−Q[2−])T

[+]
0 (2.32)

=
(
T
[+]
0 Q[2−] + T

[−]
0 Q[2+]

)
−Q(T

[+]
0 + T

[−]
0 )

=
(
T1/2 − (T

[+]
0 + T

[−]
0 )

)
Q,

where in the second line we have used the TQ-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

T1Q1,1 =
(
T
[2+]
0 − T

[+]
1/2

)
Q

[3−]
1,0 −

(
T
[2−]
0 − T

[−]
1/2

)
Q

[3+]
1,0 . (2.33)

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

obtain

T0T1Q1,1 = T
[+]
1/2T

[−]
1/2Q1,1 − T

[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 Q1,1 . (2.34)

Plugging Q1,1 = Q[+] − Q[−] on the right-hand side of the above relation and using the

TQ-relation recursively, we obtain

T0T1Q1,1 = T0

((
T
[2+]
0 − T

[+]
1/2

)
Q

[3−]
1,0 −

(
T
[2−]
0 − T

[−]
1/2

)
Q

[3+]
1,0

)
, (2.35)

Dividing both sides by T0 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

Q
[+]
1,2Q

[−]
0,1 −Q

[−]
1,2Q

[+]
0,1 =

(
Q

[2+]
1,1 −Q1,1

)
Q

[−]
0,1 −

(
Q1,1 −Q

[2−]
1,1

)
Q

[+]
0,1 (2.36)

=Q
[−]
0,1Q

[2+]
1,1 +Q

[+]
0,1Q

[2−]
1,1 −Q1,1

(
Q

[−]
0,1 +Q

[+]
0,1

)
.

Using the relation (2.33), one can show that

Q
[−]
0,1Q

[2+]
1,1 +Q

[+]
0,1Q

[2−]
1,1 =

(
T1 +Q0,0 − T

[+]
1/2 − T

[−]
1/2

)
Q1,1 . (2.37)

Therefore, by identifying

Q0,2 =T1 +Q0,0 −
(
T
[+]
1/2 − T

[−]
1/2

)
−
(
Q

[−]
0,1 +Q

[+]
0,1

)
(2.38)

=T1 − 2
(
T
[+]
1/2 − T

[−]
1/2

)
+
(
T
[2+]
0 + T

[2−]
0 + 3T0

)
,

(2.36) can be written as

Q1,1Q0,2 = Q
[+]
1,2Q

[−]
0,1 −Q

[−]
1,2Q

[+]
0,1 , (2.39)

which is precisely the QQ-relation we are after. Therefore the theorem is proven.
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The key lesson we learned from the theorem is that the Q-system can be derived from

combining the TQ-relation and the fusion relations, which provides another perspective of

the Q-system. More importantly, we can take this equivalence as a guiding principle to

construct Q-systems. The main advantage of this point of view is that for most (if not all)

Bethe ansatz solvable models the TQ-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 Sz = (σz
1 + · · ·+ σz

L)/2.

3.1 Review of diagonal twist

The Q-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

σα
L+1 = σα

1 into a unitary transformation of the boundary spin operator under a twist

matrix W, namely σα
L+1 = Wσα

1W
−1. Taking the diagonal twist matrix W = diag(1, eiθ),

we have

σ±
L+1 = e±iθσ±

1 , σz
L+1 = σz

1 . (3.1)

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

Qa+1,bQa,b+1 = Q
[+]
a+1,b+1Q

[−]
a,b − κaQ

[−]
a+1,b+1Q

[+]
a,b , κ0 = eiθ, κ1 = 1. (3.2)

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.

[Rmn(u− v),Wm ⊗Wn] = 0. (3.3)

We consider a general anti-diagonal twist matrix

Wa =

(
0 α

β 0

)
a

, (3.4)

and define the twisted monodromy matrix

MAD
a (u) = WaRa1(u)Ra2(u) · · ·RaL(u) =

(
αC(u) αD(u)

βA(u) βB(u)

)
a

. (3.5)
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The transfer matrix is defined as

TAD
1/2(u) = Tra(Ma(u− η/2)) . (3.6)

The model is still integrable, meaning that the transfer matrices commute, i.e.[
TAD

1/2(u),T
AD
1/2(v)

]
= 0 , ∀u, v ∈ C . (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 σα
L+1 = Wσα

1W
−1, which leads to

HAD(α, β) =

L−1∑
j=1

(
σx
j σ

x
j+1 + σy

j σ
y
j+1 +∆σz

jσ
z
j+1

)
+ σx

L (p1σ
x
1 + p2σ

y
1) + σy

L (p2σ
x
1 − p1σ

y
1)−∆σz

Lσ
z
1 ,

(3.8)

where

p1 =
α

2β
+

β

2α
, p2 = i

(
α

2β
− β

2α

)
. (3.9)

This Hamiltonian possesses a Z2 symmetry generated by the spin flip operator when α = β,[
HAD(α, α),

L∏
n=1

σx
n

]
= 0 . (3.10)

However, the spin flip Z2 operator does not commute with the transfer matrix (3.6). We

will see the consequence of this Z2 symmetry in subsection 3.3.

The ‘TQ + Fusion’ System To derive the Q-system, we follow the same strategy by

combining the TQ-relation and fusion relation. The TQ-relation for the model is known

[33] and is given by

q−
1
2T1/2Q = αtT

[−]
0 Q[2+] − βt−1T

[+]
0 Q[2−] − αβc(t)T

[+]
0 T

[−]
0 , (3.11)

where T0 =
1
2L

(t−t−1)L and T1/2 is the eigenvalue of the transfer matrix TAD
1/2. In order not

to be bothered with additional superscripts, we will slightly abuse the notation and use Ts

to denote the eigenvalue of the spin-s transfer matrix with twisted boundary conditions.

Ts is a Laurent polynomial in t = eu of order (L− 1), and the Q-polynomial is a Laurent

polynomial in t of order L

Q(t) =

L∏
j=1

sinh(u− uj) =
1

2L

L∏
j=1

(
t

tj
− tj

t

)
=

1

2L

L∑
n=0

dnt
L−2n . (3.12)

The function c(t) in (3.11) is given by

c(t) = 2LqL/2

(
β−1 t∏L

j=1 tj
− α−1

∏L
j=1 tj

t

)
(3.13)

= 2LqL/2
(
β−1d0t− α−1(−1)LdLt

−1
)
,
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where

d0 =
L∏

j=1

t−1
j , dL = (−1)L

L∏
j=1

tj . (3.14)

The fusion relation is given by

T0T1 = T
[+]
1/2T

[−]
1/2 + αβT

[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 . (3.15)

Combining (3.11) and (3.15), we obtain the TQ+fusion system for this model.

Minimal Q-system We will demonstrate that the TQ+fusion system is equivalent to a

minimal Q-system, with the following QQ-relations

Q1,1 = t[−]Q
[+]
1,0 − (t−1)[+]Q

[−]
1,0 , (3.16a)

Q1,2 = tQ
[+]
1,1 − t−1Q

[−]
1,1 , (3.16b)

Q0,1Q1,0 = βQ
[+]
0,0Q

[−]
1,1 + αQ

[−]
0,0Q

[+]
1,1 − αβc(t)Q

[+]
0,0Q

[−]
0,0 , (3.16c)

Q0,2Q1,1 = βQ
[+]
0,1Q

[−]
1,2 + αQ

[−]
0,1Q

[+]
1,2 − F (t) , (3.16d)

F (t) = αβt[+](c(t))[+]Q
[−]
0,1Q

[2+]
0,0 − αβ(t−1)[−](c(t))[−]Q

[+]
0,1Q

[2−]
0,0 .

where the definition of c(t) has been given in (3.13). The additional factors of t and t−1

are introduced for Q1,n in order to obtain more compact QQ-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 ‘TQ + Fusion’ system (3.11) and (3.15),

Q0,0 = T0 , Q1,0 = Q , (3.17a)

Q0,1 = q−
1
2T1/2 + q−1

(
βtT

[+]
0 − t−1αT

[−]
0

)
, (3.17b)

Q0,2 = T1 + q−1/2
(
βtQ

[+]
0,1 − αt−1Q

[−]
0,1

)
+ q−1

(
βtT

[+]
1/2 − αt−1T

[−]
1/2

)
− q−2αβT0 . (3.17c)

Proof The starting point of our proof is similar to periodic case in Section 2.4. Using the

definition of Q1,1 in (3.16a), the left hand side of (3.16c) reads

βQ
[+]
0,0

(
t[2−]Q1,0 − t−1Q

[2−]
1,0

)
+ αQ

[−]
0,0

(
tQ

[2+]
1,0 − (t−1)[2+]Q1,0

)
− αβc(t)Q

[+]
0,0Q

[−]
0,0 .

(3.18)

From the identification rule (3.17a), we have

βt[2−]T
[+]
0 Q1,0 − α(t−1)[2+]T

[−]
0 Q1,0 − βt−1T

[+]
0 Q[2−] + αtT

[−]
0 Q[2+] − αβc(t)T

[+]
0 T

[−]
0

=(βt[2−]T
[+]
0 − α(t−1)[2+]T

[−]
0 )Q1,0 + q−

1
2T1/2Q1,0

=(βt[2−]T
[+]
0 − α(t−1)[2+]T

[−]
0 + q−

1
2T1/2)Q1,0
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where in the first equality we used the TQ-relation (3.11). In the last line, one finds that

the expression in the bracket is precisely Q0,1 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,

· = β
+

·
−

+ α
−

· + − c(t)
−

·
+

. (3.19)

Note that equation (3.19) differs from the periodic case (2.22) by an additional inhomoge-

neous term that is proportional to c(t), and the relative sign of the first two terms is also

different.

The procedure for proving the QQ-relation (3.16d) is similar to the periodic case. We

need first to derive a ‘TQ’-like relation for T1, and then use the TQ-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 Q0,1 and Q0,2 from (3.16c) and

(3.16d) are equivalent to the ones of T1/2 and T1 from the TQ and fusion relations. We

conjecture that solving this Q-system of Q0,n and Q1,n 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 Q-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 (3.16c) and

(3.16d). In Table 1, we present the solution of theQ-system for the parameters (L, η, α, β) =

(3, log 2, 1, 1). There are indeed 2L = 8 physical solutions. Each solutions corresponds to

a Q-polynomial of degree L = 3. On the contrary, solving the TQ-relation leads to 12

solutions, which implies that 4 out of 12 solutions are unphysical.

We have a comment on the Z2 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) =
1

8

(
t3 − t−3 − 4.4210(t− t−1)

)
↔ T (t) = 0.6349(t2 + t−2)− 1.1653 ,

Q(t) =
1

8

(
t3 + t−3 − 6.5790(t− t−1)

)
↔ T (t) = −0.6349(t2 + t−2) + 1.1653 .

(3.20)

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 α = β = 1 is

Z2-invariant but the transfer matrix is not, as previously mentioned.
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Q polynomials 2LQ(t)

1 t3 − 4.4210t+ 4.4210t−1 − 1.0000t−3

2 t3 − 10.829t+ 10.829t−1 − 1.0000t−3

3 t3 − 6.5790t+ 6.5790t−1 − 1.0000t−3

4 t3 − 0.17100t+ 0.17100t−1 − 1.0000t−3

5 t3 + (7.9464− 2.0104i)t+ (3.1250− 7.5777i)t−1 − (0.14286− 0.98974i)t−3

6 t3 − (7.9464 + 2.0104i)t+ (3.1250 + 7.5777i)t−1 − (0.14286 + 0.98974i)t−3

7 t3 − (4.6483− 1.9183i)t+ (3.0436− 4.0028i)t−1 − (0.25581− 0.96673i)t−3

8 t3 − (4.6483 + 1.9183i)t+ (3.0436 + 4.0028i)t−1 − (0.25581 + 0.96673i)t−3

9 t3 − 3.5000t+ 3.5000t−1 − 1.0000t−3

10 t3 − 1.5000t− 1.5000t−1 − 1.0000t−3

11 t3 − 2.8008t+ 1.7521t−1 − 0.30083t−3

12 t3 − 5.8242t+ 9.3104t−1 − 3.3242t−3

Table 1. Q-polynomials for the parameters (L, η, α, β) = (3, log 2, 1, 1). Solutions 1–8 are obtained

from solving the Q-system (3.16c) and (3.16d), or equivalently the ‘TQ+fusion’ system (3.11) and

(3.15), all of which are physical. Solutions 9–12 are additional solutions to the TQ-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 TQ- and

fusion relations.

4.1 Review of diagonal case

Before discussing the Q-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-12 chain of length L with diagonal boundary magnetic

fields is [16]

H =

L−1∑
j=1

[
σx
j σ

x
j+1 + σy

j σ
y
j+1 +∆σz

jσ
z
j+1

]
− sinh(η) coth(βη)σz

1 + sinh(η) coth(αη)σz
L, (4.1)

where α and β 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

KL(u) =

(
sinh(u+ αη) 0

0 sinh(−u+ αη)

)
, (4.2)

KR(u) =

(
sinh(−u+ βη − η) 0

0 sinh(u+ βη + η)

)
.
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These K-matrices are diagonal and lead to the U(1) preserving Hamiltonian (4.1). The

corresponding monodromy matrix Ma(u) and the transfer matrix T(u) are defined as

Ma(u, η, {α, β}) = KL
a (u)

L∏
n=1

Ran(u)K
R
a (u)

1∏
m=L

Ram(u) ,

T(u, η, {α, β}) = Tra
[
Ma(u− η

2 , η, {α, β})
]
.

(4.3)

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[−](uj)

f [+](uj)

(
sinh(uj +

η
2 )

sinh(uj − η
2 )

)2L

=
M∏

k=1,k ̸=j

sinh(uj − uk + η) sinh(uj + uk + η)

sinh(uj − uk − η) sinh(uj + uk − η)
,

j ∈ {1, 2, ...,M}, M ∈ {0, ..., L} ,

(4.4)

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

f(u) = sinh(u− αη) sinh(u+ βη) ,

g(u) = f(−u) = sinh(u+ αη) sinh(u− βη) ,
(4.5)

which encode the information of the boundary magnetic fields.

The TQ-relation in this case becomes

− sinh(2u)T (u)Q(u) = sinh(2u+ η)T
[+]
0 (u)g[−](u)Q[2−](u) (4.6)

+ sinh(2u− η)T
[−]
0 (u)f [+](u)Q[2+](u),

with

T0(u) = sinh2L(u), Q(u) =
L∏

j=1

sinh(u− uj) sinh(u+ uj). (4.7)

Since the model preserves U(1) symmetry, the TQ-relation (4.6) is homogeneous.

The corresponding Q-systems of the model has been established in [16]. The QQ-

relations read

sinh(2u)Q1,n = f [−(n−1)]Q+
1,n−1 − g[n−1]Q−

1,n−1,

sinh(2u)Q0,nQ1,n−1 = Q+
1,nQ

−
0,n−1 −Q−

1,nQ
+
0,n−1, n = 1, 2, ....

(4.8)

where Q0,0(u) = T0(u) and Q1,0(u) = Q(u). The Q-system reproduce the complete spec-

trum of the transfer matrix, which has been checked numerically.

4.2 Q-system with non-diagonal boundary magnetic field

Now we consider XXZ spin chain with non-diagonal boundary magnetic fields.2 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]

Ka(u, α, β, θ) =

(
K11(u, α, β) K12(u, θ)

K21(u, θ) K22(u, α, β)

)
, (4.9)

2The XXX spin chain with non-diagonal boundary magnetic fields corresponds to the isotropic limit

η → 0 and will be discussed separately in Appendix B.
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with the matrix elements

K11(u, α, β) = 2 [sinhα coshβ coshu+ coshα sinhβ sinhu] ,

K22(u, α, β) = 2 [sinhα coshβ coshu− coshα sinhβ sinhu] ,

K12(u, θ) = eθ sinh(2u) , K21(u, θ) = e−θ sinh(2u) .

(4.10)

The K-matrices at the two boundaries are3

K−
a (u) := Ka(u, α−, β−, θ−) , K+

a (u) := Ka(−u− η,−α+,−β+, θ+) . (4.11)

where η is the bulk anisotropy parameter and α±, β±, θ± are boundary parameters. The

monodromy matrix is defined as

Ma(u, η, {α±, β±, θ±}) = K+
a (u)

1∏
n=L

Ran(u, η)K
−
a (u)

L∏
m=1

Rma(u, η) , (4.12)

and the transfer matrix is defined as

T(u, η, {α±, β±, θ±}) = Tra

[
Ma

(
u− η

2
, η, {α±, β±, θ±}

)]
, (4.13)

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

H =
L−1∑
j=1

[
σx
j σ

x
j+1 + σy

j σ
y
j+1 +∆σz

jσ
z
j+1

]
+ h⃗1 · σ⃗1 + h⃗L · σ⃗L , (4.14)

with boundary magnetic fields given by

h⃗1 =
sinh η

sinhα− coshβ−
(cosh θ−, i sinh θ−, coshα− sinhβ−) ,

h⃗L =
sinh η

sinhα+ coshβ+
(cosh θ+, i sinh θ+,− coshα+ sinhβ+) .

(4.15)

The Bethe roots {uj}2Lj=1, which label eigenstates of the transfer matrix, satisfy the

following BAE

f
(
uj − η

2

)
Q(uj − η)

sinh(2uj − η) sinh2L
(
uj − η

2

) + g
(
uj +

η
2

)
Q(uj + η)

sinh(2uj + η) sinh2L
(
uj +

η
2

) =
x

2
, (4.16)

where two boundary polynomials are

f(u) = sinh(u− α+) sinh(u− α−) cosh(u− β+) cosh(u− β−) = g(−u) , (4.17)

and the Q-polynomial is

Q(u) =
L∏

j=1

sinh(u− uj) sinh(u+ uj) . (4.18)

3Note the additional minus sign in front of parameters α+ and β+.
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There is an additional constant term on the right-hand side, which reads

x = cosh[α+ + β+ + α− + β− + (L+ 1)η]− cosh(θ− − θ+) . (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 ‘TQ+fusion’ system The inhomogeneous TQ-relation has been obtained in [35]

and is given by

sinh(2u)TQ =− 4
[
sinh(2u+ η)f [−]T

[+]
0 Q[2−] + sinh(2u− η)g[+]T

[−]
0 Q[2+]

]
+ 2xT

[+]
0 T

[−]
0 sinh(2u+ η) sinh(2u) sinh(2u− η) ,

(4.20)

where

T0(u) = sinh2L(u) , Q(u) =

L∏
j=1

sinh(u− uj) sinh(u+ uj) , (4.21)

and the boundary polynomials are given in (4.17). The fusion relation is given by [25, 35, 41]

(sinh(2u)T0)(sinh(2u)T1) =(− sinh(2u)T1/2)
[+](− sinh(2u)T1/2)

[−]

− 16fg(sinh(2u)T0)
[2+](sinh(2u)T0)

[2−] .
(4.22)

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

relations

sinh(2u)Q1,1 = gQ
[+]
1,0 − fQ

[−]
1,0 (4.23)

sinh(2u)Q1,2 = g[−]Q
[+]
1,1 − f [+]Q

[−]
1,1 (4.24)

sinh(2u)Q0,1Q1,0 = Q
[+]
0,0Q

[−]
1,1 −Q

[−]
0,0Q

[+]
1,1 +

1

2
x sinh(2u)Q

[+]
0,0Q

[−]
0,0 , (4.25)

sinh(2u)Q0,2Q1,1 = Q
[+]
0,1Q

[−]
1,2 −Q

[−]
0,1Q

[+]
1,2 +

1

2
x
(
gQ

[2+]
0,0 Q

[−]
0,1 − fQ

[2−]
0,0 Q

[+]
0,1

)
. (4.26)

It can be derived from the TQ+fusion system via the following identification

Q0,0 =T0 , Q1,0 = Q , (4.27)

Q0,1 =
1

4U [+]U [−]
T1/2 +

1

U [−]U
g[−]T

[+]
0 +

1

UU [+]
f [+]T

[−]
0 ,

Q0,2 =
1

16U [2−]U [−]U [+]U [2+]
T1 (4.28)

+
U [2−] + U

4U [2−]U [−]U2U [2+]
g[2−]T

[+]
1
2

+
U + U [2+]

4U [2−]U2U [+]U [2+]
f [2+]T

[−]
1
2

+
gT

[2+]
0

U [−]U2U [+]
+

fT
[2−]
0

U [−]U2U [+]
+

U [2−]f [2+] + U [2+]g[2−] + Uf [2+]g[2−]

U [2−]U [−]UU [+]U [2+]
T0 ,
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where we use U = sinh(2u).

Proof We first define the Q1,n-functions using the recursion relation

sinh(2u)Q1,n = g[(n−1)−]Q
[+]
1,n−1 − f [(n−1)+]Q

[−]
1,n−1 . (4.29)

In particular,

UQ1,1 = gQ
[+]
1,0 − fQ

[−]
1,0 , (4.30)

UQ1,2 = g[−]Q
[+]
1,1 − f [+]Q

[−]
1,1 , (4.31)

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

relation (4.20), we find

Q
[+]
0,0Q

[−]
1,1 +Q

[−]
0,0Q

[+]
1,1

= Q
[+]
0,0

1

U [−]

(
g[−]Q1,0 − f [−]Q

[2−]
1,0

)
−Q

[−]
0,0

1

U [+]

(
g[+]Q

[2+]
1,0 − f [+]Q1,0

)
= U

(
1

4U [+]U [−]
T1/2 +

1

U [−]U
g[−]T

[+]
0 +

1

UU [+]
f [+]T

[−]
0

)
Q1,0 −

1

2
xUQ

[+]
0,0Q

[−]
0,0 .

(4.32)

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

UQ0,1Q1,0 = Q
[+]
0,0Q

[−]
1,1 −Q

[−]
0,0Q

[+]
1,1 +

1

2
xUQ

[+]
0,0Q

[−]
0,0 . (4.33)

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

with Q1,1

(UT0)(UT1)Q1,1 =(−UT1/2)
[+](−UT1/2)

[−] 1

U

(
gQ

[+]
1,0 − fQ

[−]
1,0

)
− 16fg(UT0)

[2+](UT0)
[2−] 1

U

(
gQ

[+]
1,0 − fQ

[−]
1,0

)
.

(4.34)

Applying the TQ-relation repeatedly to the right-hand side of (4.34), one finds that the

result is proportional to T0. Dividing both sides of (4.34) by T0 gives 4

U2T1Q1,1 =16fg
[
f [2−]U [2+]T

[2+]
0 Q

[3−]
1,0 − g[2+]U [2−]T

[2−]
0 Q

[3+]
1,0

]
+ 4

[
ff [2−]U [+]T

[+]
1
2

Q
[3−]
1,0 − gg[2+]U [−]T

[−]
1
2

Q
[3+]
1,0

]
+ S(x),

(4.35)

where S(x) is

S(x) = 8xfgU [2−]U [2+]
(
U [+] − U [−]

)
T
[2−]
0 T

[2+]
0

+ 2xU [−]U [+]

[
gU [2+]T

[−]
1
2

T
[2+]
0 − fU [2−]T

[+]
1
2

T
[2−]
0

]
.

(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

Q
[+]
0,1Q

[−]
1,2−Q

[−]
0,1Q

[+]
1,2 =

Q
[+]
0,1

U [−]

[
g[2−]Q1,1 − fQ

[2−]
1,1

]
−

Q
[−]
0,1

U [+]

[
gQ

[2+]
1,1 − f [2+]Q1,1

]
= −

[
gQ

[−]
0,1Q

[2+]
1,1

U [+]
+

fQ
[+]
0,1Q

[2−]
1,1

U [−]

]
+

[
g[2−]Q

[+]
0,1

U [−]
+

f [2+]Q
[−]
0,1

U [+]

]
Q1,1.

(4.37)

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

above equation and obtain

Q
[+]
0,1Q

[−]
1,2 −Q

[−]
0,1Q

[+]
1,2 = UQ0,2Q1,1 + V (x) , (4.38)

where the inhomogeneous term reads

V (x) = − S(x)

16U [2−]U [−]UU [+]U [2+]
− xgg[2−]T0T

[2+]
0

2U [2−]U [−]
+

xff [2+]T0T
[2−]
0

2U [+]U [2+]

= −1

2
x
(
gQ

[2+]
0,0 Q

[−]
0,1 − fQ

[2−]
0,0 Q

[+]
0,1

)
.

(4.39)

Therefore

Q
[+]
0,1Q

[−]
1,2 −Q

[−]
0,1Q

[+]
1,2 = UQ0,2Q1,1 −

1

2
x
(
gQ

[2+]
0,0 Q

[−]
0,1 − fQ

[2−]
0,0 Q

[+]
0,1

)
, (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 = eu and q = eη, the QQ-relations become

t2 − t−2

2
Q1,1 = gQ

[+]
1,0 − fQ

[−]
1,0 , (4.41)

t2 − t−2

2
Q1,2 = g[−]Q

[+]
1,1 − f [+]Q

[−]
1,1 . (4.42)

t2 − t−2

2
Q0,1Q1,0 = Q

[+]
0,0Q

[−]
1,1 −Q

[−]
0,0Q

[+]
1,1 +

t2 − t−2

4
xQ

[+]
0,0Q

[−]
0,0 , (4.43)

t2 − t−2

2
Q0,2Q1,1 = Q

[+]
0,1Q

[−]
1,2 −Q

[−]
0,1Q

[+]
1,2 +

1

2
x
(
gQ

[2+]
0,0 Q

[−]
0,1 − fQ

[2−]
0,0 Q

[+]
0,1

)
. (4.44)

In terms of variable t, we have

Q0,0(t) =
1

22L

(
t− 1

t

)2L

, (4.45)

f(t) =

(
te−α+ − t−1eα+

) (
te−α− − t−1eα−

) (
te−β+ − t−1eβ+

) (
te−β− − t−1eβ−

)
16

= g
(
t−1
)
.

(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 Q1,0

Q1,0(t) =
1

22L

(
L−1∑
k=0

ck(t
2k + t−2k) + t2L + t−2L

)
, (4.47)

where ck are coefficients to be determined. From the QQ-relation, we can obtain the

expressions of Q0,1 and Q0,2

Q0,1 =
2Q

[+]
0,0Q

[−]
1,1 − 2Q

[−]
0,0Q

[+]
1,1 +

1
2x
(
t2 − t−2

)
Q

[+]
0,0Q

[−]
0,0

(t2 − t−2)Q1,0
,

Q0,2 =
2Q

[+]
0,1Q

[−]
1,2 − 2Q

[−]
0,1Q

[+]
1,2 + x

(
gQ

[2+]
0,0 Q

[−]
0,1 − fQ

[2−]
0,0 Q

[+]
0,1

)
(t2 − t−2)Q1,1

.

(4.48)

The right-hand sides of the two equations might not be Laurent polynomials in t. 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 Q1,0(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 5 that all the boundary parameters are non-zero. As an

example, we choose the parameters to be

(L, η, α+, α−, β+, β−, θ+, θ−) =

(
3, log 2, 1, 2,

1

3
,
1

4
,
1

3
,
1

2

)
. (4.49)

The numerical solutions of the Q-system are presented in Table 2. Since the total Hilbert

space is HL = (C2)⊗L, the solutions of the Q-system should be 8 distinct Q-polynomials,

where each Q-functions (4.21) has 12 different zeros.

5i.e. q = eη is not at root of unity, and “Nepomechie condition” x = 0 of (4.19) is not satisfied.
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Q polynomials 22LQ(t)

1 t6 + t−6 + 69.75177
(
t2 + t−2

)
− 14.03306

(
t4 + t−4

)
+ 24.75197

2 t6 + t−6 + 90.32738
(
t2 + t−2

)
− 14.34073

(
t4 + t−4

)
− 336.7673

3 t6 + t−6 + 55.21936
(
t2 + t−2

)
− 13.51494

(
t4 + t−4

)
− 48.85021

4 t6 + t−6 + 67.92860
(
t2 + t−2

)
− 13.95974

(
t4 + t−4

)
− 106.6805

5 t6 + t−6 + 51.59731
(
t2 + t−2

)
− 13.56352

(
t4 + t−4

)
− 79.97889

6 t6 + t−6 + 79.55786
(
t2 + t−2

)
− 13.72927

(
t4 + t−4

)
− 217.0126

7 t6 + t−6 + 61.79089
(
t2 + t−2

)
− 12.50471

(
t4 + t−4

)
− 134.9551

8 t6 + t−6 + 66.34321
(
t2 + t−2

)
− 12.88443

(
t4 + t−4

)
− 152.0944

9 t6 + t−6 + 52.11624
(
t2 + t−2

)
− 13.57325

(
t4 + t−4

)
− 80.72930

10 t6 + t−6 + 26.56158
(
t2 + t−2

)
− 8.462315

(
t4 + t−4

)
− 38.56410

11 t6 + t−6 + (21.1595− 5.0148i)
(
t2 + t−2

)
− (7.3819− 1.0029i)

(
t4 + t−4

)
− 29.6508 + 8.2745i

12 t6 + t−6 + (21.1595 + 5.0148i)
(
t2 + t−2

)
− (7.3819 + 1.0029i)

(
t4 + t−4

)
− 29.6508− 8.2745i

Table 2. Q polynomials for the following parameters (L, η, α+, α−, β+, β−, θ+, θ−) =(
3, log 2, 1, 2, 1

3 ,
1
4 ,

1
3 ,

1
2

)
. Solutions 1–8 are obtained from solving the Q-system (4.25) and (4.26),

or equivalently the ‘TQ+fusion’ system (4.20) and (4.22), all of which are physical. Solutions 9–12

are additional solutions to the TQ 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 TQ-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 Q-system itself, demonstrating

that it can be derived by combining the TQ-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 TQ-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 TQ-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 Q-functions. These Q-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 TQ-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 T1 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 Dn- and En-type, present a distinct case. The

QQ-relations have been studied in [43, 44] and are known to differ from the An case,

the Wronskian Bethe equations have been proposed. Given that the TQ-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.
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A Polynomiality of higher-spin transfer matrices

In this appendix, we prove that for the XXX model, if T1/2(u) and T1(u) are polynomials

of u, then all Ts(u) (s ≥ 3
2 , 2s ∈ Z+) are automatically polynomials of u. Similarly, for

the XXZ model, if T1/2(t) and T1(t) are Laurent polynomials of t = eu, then all Ts(t) are

Laurent polynomials.

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

T
[(2s−1)+]
0 Ts+1/2 = T

[(2s)+]
1/2 T[−]

s − T
[(2s+1)+]
0 T

[2−]
s−1/2 , (A.1)

T
[(2s−1)−]
0 Ts+1/2 = T

[(2s)−]
1/2 T[+]

s − T
[(2s+1)−]
0 T

[2+]
s−1/2 , (A.2)

where T0 is defined as

T0 = uL , for rational case , (A.3)

T0 = sinhL(u) =
1

2L
(t− t−1)L , 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

T0T1 = T
[+]
1/2T

[−]
1/2 − T

[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 . (A.4)

For s = 1, we can multiply T
[−]
0 on both sides of (A.1) and T

[+]
0 on (A.2), which leads to

T
[+]
0 T

[−]
0 T3/2 = T

[−]
0 (T

[2+]
1/2 T

[−]
1 − T

[3+]
0 T

[2−]
1/2 )

= T
[+]
0 (T

[2−]
1/2 T

[+]
1 − T

[3−]
0 T

[2+]
1/2 ) .

(A.5)

Therefore,

T
[+]
0

T
[−]
0

(T
[2−]
1/2 T

[+]
1 − T

[3−]
0 T

[2+]
1/2 ) = T

[2+]
1/2 T

[−]
1 − T

[3+]
0 T

[2−]
1/2 . (A.6)

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 T0 in (A.3), it is clear that T
[−]
0 and

T
[+]
0 have distinct zeros. Therefore, we deduce that the following expression is a polynomial

T3/2 =
1

T
[−]
0

(T
[2−]
1/2 T

[+]
1 − T

[3−]
0 T

[2+]
1/2 ) . (A.7)

Applying this strategy recursively, we have

T
[(2s−1)+]
0 T

[(2s−1)−]
0 Ts+1/2 = T

[(2s−1)−]
0

(
T
[(2s)+]
1/2 T [−]

s − T
[(2s+1)+]
0 T

[2−]
s−1/2

)
= T

[(2s−1)+]
0

(
T
[(2s)−]
1/2 T [+]

s − T
[(2s+1)−]
0 T

[2+]
s−1/2

)
.

(A.8)

This implies that if Ts is a polynomial in u, then Ts+1/2 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-12 chain with non-diagonal boundary magnetic field

reads [38]

H =
L−1∑
k=1

(σ⃗k · σ⃗k+1 − I) +
1

α
(σz

L + ξσx
L)−

1

β
σz
1 , (B.1)

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

f(u) =
(√

1 + ξ2u− iα
)
(u+ iβ) = g(−u) , (B.2)

and the corresponding TQ-relation reads

−uT1/2Q = g[−] (uQ0,0)
[+]Q[2−] + f [+] (uQ0,0)

[−]Q[2+]

+ 2
(
1−

√
1 + ξ2

)
u (uQ0,0)

[+] (uQ0,0)
[−] ,

(B.3)

where Q0,0(u) = u2L = T0(u) and Q(u) =
∏M

j=1 (u− uj) (u+ uj).

When ξ = 0, f(u) simplifies to f(u) = (u − iα)(u + iβ) and the TQ-relation becomes

homogeneous

−uT1/2Q = g[−] (uQ0,0)
[+]Q[2−] + f [+] (uQ0,0)

[−]Q[2+], (B.4)

The Q-system has been constructed in [16].

The fusion relation for the non-diagonal case is [25]

(uT0) (uT1) =
(
−uT1/2

)[+] (−uT1/2

)[−] − fg (uT0)
[2+] (uT0)

[2−] . (B.5)

As described in previous sections, we derive the Q-system from the TQ and fusion relation.

We define

uQ1,1 = fQ
[+]
1,0 − gQ

[−]
1,0 , (B.6)

uQ1,2 = f [−]Q
[+]
1,1 − g[+]Q

[−]
1,1 . (B.7)

The corresponding QQ-relations are as follows,

uQ0,1Q1,0 = Q
[+]
0,0Q

[−]
1,1 −Q

[−]
0,0Q

[+]
1,1 − 2

(
1−

√
1 + ξ2

)
uQ

[+]
0,0Q

[−]
0,0 , (B.8)

uQ0,2Q1,1 = Q
[+]
0,1Q

[−]
1,2 −Q

[−]
0,1Q

[+]
1,2 − 2

(
1−

√
1 + ξ2

)(
fQ

[2+]
0,0 Q

[−]
0,1 − gQ

[2−]
0,0 Q

[+]
0,1

)
. (B.9)

The Q-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 QQ-relation (3.16d). We highlight the general

twist parameter α and β in this section for better clarity.

We first need to derive a TQ-like relation for the higher spin transfer matrix T1.

Multiplying both sides of (3.15) with Q1,1

T0T1Q1,1 =T
[+]
1/2T

[−]
1/2Q1,1 + αβT

[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 Q1,1 (C.1)

=T
[−]
1/2t

[−]T
[+]
1/2Q

[+]
1,0 − T

[+]
1/2(t

−1)[+]T
[−]
1/2Q

[−]
1,0

+ αβT
[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 t[−]Q

[+]
1,0 − αβT

[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 (t−1)[+]Q

[−]
1,0 ,

where we have used the definition of Q1,1 (3.16a). Using the TQ-relation in (3.11), we

obtain

T0T1Q1,1 =T
[−]
1/2t

[−]q
1
2

(
αt[+]Q

[3+]
1,0 T0 − β(t−1)[+]Q

[−]
1,0T

[2+]
0 − αβ(c(t))[+]T

[2+]
0 T0

)
− T

[+]
1/2(t

−1)[+]q
1
2

(
αt[−]Q

[+]
1,0T

[2−]
0 − β(t−1)[−]Q

[3−]
1,0 T0 − αβ(c(t))[−]T0T

[2−]
0

)
+ αβT

[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 t[−]Q

[+]
1,0 − αβT

[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 (t−1)[+]Q

[−]
1,0 .

(C.2)

Use TQ-relation (3.11) once more for T1/2 and divide both sides by T0, we obtain

T1Q1,1 =αtt[+]T
[−]
1/2Q

[3+]
1,0 + β2(t−1)[−]Q

[3−]
1,0 T

[2+]
0 (C.3)

− α2t[+]Q
[3+]
1,0 T

[2−]
0 + β(t−1)(t−1)[−]T

[+]
1/2Q

[3−]
1,0

+ αβ2(c(t))[−]T
[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 + α2β(c(t))[+]T

[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 − αβt(c(t))[+]T

[−]
1/2T

[2+]
0

+ αβt−1(c(t))[−]T
[+]
1/2T

[2−]
0 .

We expect a similar QQ-relation involving Q0,2, which takes the form

βQ
[+]
0,1Q

[−]
1,2 + αQ

[−]
0,1Q

[+]
1,2=Q0,2Q1,1 + inhomogeneous terms . (C.4)

To calculate the left hand side, we need the definition (3.16b), which gives

βQ
[+]
0,1Q

[−]
1,2 + αQ

[−]
0,1Q

[+]
1,2 =βt[−]Q

[+]
0,1Q1,1 − β(t−1)[−]Q

[+]
0,1Q

[2−]
1,1 (C.5)

+ αt[+]Q
[−]
0,1Q

[2+]
1,1 − α(t−1)[+]Q

[−]
0,1Q1,1 .

Combining the definitions (3.16a) and (3.17b), we have

αt[+]Q
[−]
0,1Q

[2+]
1,1 − β(t−1)[−]Q

[+]
0,1Q

[2−]
1,1

=αt[+]
(
q−

1
2T

[−]
1/2 + βt[3−]T0 − α(t−1)[+]T

[2−]
0

)(
t[+]Q

[3+]
1,0 − (t−1)[3+]Q

[+]
1,0

)
+ β(t−1)[−]

(
q−

1
2T

[+]
1/2 + βt−T

[2+]
0 − α(t−1)[3+]T0

)(
(t−1)[−]Q

[3−]
1,0 − t[3−]Q

[−]
1,0

)
=αtt[+]T

[−]
1/2Q

[3+]
1,0 + β2(t−1)[−]T

[2+]
0 Q

[3−]
1,0 − α2t[+]T

[2−]
0 Q

[3+]
1,0 + β(t−1)(t−1)[−]T

[+]
1/2Q

[3−]
1,0

+ αβt2t[−]T0Q
[3+]
1,0 − β2t[3−]T

[2+]
0 Q

[−]
1,0 + α2(t−1)[3+]T

[2−]
0 Q

[+]
1,0 − αβ(t−2)(t−1)[+]T0Q

[3−]
1,0

− αt(t−1)[3+]T
[−]
1/2Q

[+]
1,0 − αβt[5−]T0Q

[+]
1,0 − β(t−1)t[3−]T

[+]
1/2Q

[−]
1,0 + αβ(t−1)[5+]T0Q

[−]
1,0 .

(C.6)
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Note that in the last step, the first line can be replaced by T1Q1,1 subtracting an inhomo-

geneous term that includes all c(t),

αtt[+]T
[−]
1/2Q

[3+]
1,0 + β2(t−1)[−]T

[2+]
0 Q

[3−]
1,0 − α2t[+]T

[2−]
0 Q

[3+]
1,0 + β(t−1)(t−1)[−]T

[+]
1/2Q

[3−]
1,0

=T1Q1,1 − f(c(t)) ,

(C.7)

where f(c(t)) is defined as

f(c(t)) =αβ2(c(t))[−]T
[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 + α2β(c(t))[+]T

[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 (C.8)

− αβt(c(t))[+]T
[−]
1/2T

[2+]
0 + αβt−1(c(t))[−]T

[+]
1/2T

[2−]
0 .

Using

T1/2 = q
1
2

(
Q0,1 − βt[2−]T

[+]
0 + α(t−1)[2+]T

[−]
0

)
, (C.9)

we express f(c(t)) in terms of Q-functions 6

f(c(t)) =αβ2(c(t))[−]T
[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 + α2β(c(t))[+]T

[2+]
0 T

[2−]
0 (C.10)

− αβt(c(t))[+]T
[−]
1/2T

[2+]
0 + αβt−1(c(t))[−]T

[+]
1/2T

[2−]
0

=αβ(t−1)[−](c(t))[−]Q
[+]
0,1T

[2−]
0 − αβt[+](c(t))[+]Q

[−]
0,1T

[2+]
0

+ αβ2tt[2−](c(t))[+]T0T
[2+]
0 + α2β(t−1)(t−1)[2+](c(t))[−]T0T

[2−]
0 ,

After some manipulation to Q
[±]
1,0 in (C.6), we have

αβt2t[−]T0Q
[3+]
1,0 − β2t[3−]T

[2+]
0 Q

[−]
1,0 =βtt[2−]

(
αtT−

0 Q
[2+]
1,0 − βt−1T+

0 Q
[2−]
1,0

)[+]

=βtt[2−]
(
T1/2Q1,0q

− 1
2 + αβc(t)T

[+]
0 T

[−]
0

)[+]
.

(C.11)

Similarly,

α2(t−1)[3+]T
[2−]
0 Q

[+]
1,0 − αβ(t−2)(t−1)[+]T0Q

[3−]
1,0 (C.12)

=αt−1(t−1)[2+]
(
αtT−

0 Q
[2+]
1,0 − βt−1T+

0 Q
[2−]
1,0

)[−]

=αt−1(t−1)[2+]
(
T1/2Q1,0q

− 1
2 + αβc(t)T

[+]
0 T

[−]
0

)[−]
.

Recall the definition of Q1,1 (3.16a) and combine with (C.7), there is

αt[+]Q
[−]
0,1Q

[2+]
1,1 − β(t−1)−Q

[+]
0,1Q

[2−]
1,1

=T1Q1,1 + βt[2−]T
[+]
1/2Q1,1 − α(t−1)[2+]T

[−]
1/2Q1,1 − αβq−2T0Q1,1

+ α2β(t−1)(t−1)[2+](c(t))[−]T0T
[2−]
0 + αβ2tt[2−](c(t))[+]T

[2+]
0 T0 − f(c(t)) .

(C.13)

As conjectured in (C.4), we define Q0,2 as

Q0,2 = T1 + βt[2−]T
[+]
1/2 − α(t−1)[2+]T

[−]
1/2 − αβq−2T0 + βt[−]Q

[+]
0,1 − α(t−1)[+]Q

[−]
0,1 , (C.14)

6Note that T0 = Q0,0.

– 25 –



and define a new inhomogeneous term as

F (t) =αβ2tt[2−](c(t))[+]T0T
[2+]
0 + α2β(t−1)(t−1)[2+](c(t))[−]T

[2−]
0 T0 − f(c(t))

=αβt[+](c(t))[+]Q
[−]
0,1T

[2+]
0 − αβ(t−1)[−](c(t))[−]Q

[+]
0,1T

[2−]
0 .

(C.15)

Hence, we obtain a compact QQ-relation

Q0,2Q1,1 = βQ
[+]
0,1Q

[−]
1,2 + αQ

[−]
0,1Q

[+]
1,2 − F (t). (C.16)

C.2 Details for the open case

In this subsection, we give details for T1Q1,1-relation (4.35) and QQ-relation (4.38).

T1Q1,1 relation. We start by considering the shifted TQ-relation of (4.20),

U [+]T
[+]
1
2

Q
[+]
1,0 = −4

(
U [2+]fT

[2+]
0 Q−

1,0 + Ug[2+]T0Q
[3+]
)
+ 2xT

[2+]
0 T0U

[2+]U [+]U ,

U [−]T
[−]
1
2

Q
[−]
1,0 = −4

(
Uf [2−]T0Q

[3−] + U [2−]gT
[2−]
0 Q[+]

)
+ 2xT0T

[2−]
0 UU [−]U [2−] .

(C.17)

Applying (C.17) to (4.34), we have

(UT0)(UT1)Q1,1 = (C.18)

U [−]T
[−]
1
2

U
g
(
−4
[
U [2+]fT

[2+]
0 Q−

1,0 + Ug[2+]T0Q
[3+]
]
+ 2xT

[2+]
0 T0U

[2+]U [+]U
)

(C.19)

−
U [+]T

[+]
1
2

U
f
(
−4
[
Uf [2−]T0Q

[3−] + U [2−]gT
[2−]
0 Q[+]

]
+ 2xT0T

[2−]
0 UU [−]U [2−]

)
(C.20)

− 16fg(UT0)
[2+](UT0)

[2−] 1

U

(
gQ

[+]
1,0 − fQ

[−]
1,0

)
. (C.21)

For the first part (C.19), applying (C.17) again, we obtain

U [−]T
[−]
1
2

U
g
(
−4
[
U [2+]fT

[2+]
0 Q−

1,0 + Ug[2+]T0Q
[3+]
]
+ 2xT

[2+]
0 T0U

[2+]U [+]U
)

= 16ff [2−]gU [2+]T
[2+]
0 Q

[3−]
1,0 T0 +

16fg2U [2+]U [2−]

U
T
[2−]
0 T

[2+]
0 Q

[+]
1,0

− 8xfgU [−]U [2−]U [2+]T
[2−]
0 T

[2+]
0 T0

− 4gg[2+]U [−]T
[−]
1/2Q

[3+]
1,0 T0 + 2xgU [−]U [2+]U [+]T0T

[2+]
0 T

[−]
1
2

.

(C.22)

Similarly, the second part (C.20) becomes

−
U [+]T

[+]
1
2

U
f
[
−4
(
Uf [2−]T0Q

[3−] + U [2−]gT
[2−]
0 Q[+]

)
+ 2xT0T

[2−]
0 UU [−]U [2−]

]
= −16fgg[2+]U [2−]T

[2−]
0 Q

[3+]
1,0 T0 − 16f2g

U [2−]U [2+]

U
T
[2−]
0 T

[2+]
0 Q

[−]
1,0

+ 8xfgU [2−]U [2+]U [+]T
[2−]
0 T

[2+]
0 T0

+ 4ff [2−]U [+]T
[+]
1
2

Q
[3−]
1,0 T0 − 2xfU [+]U [−]U [2−]T

[+]
1
2

T
[2−]
0 T0 .

(C.23)

Combining both parts above, we find that terms without T0 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

gQ
[−]
0,1Q

[2+]
1,1

U [+]
+

fQ
[+]
0,1Q

[2−]
1,1

U [−]
(C.24)

=
gg[2+]T

[−]
1
2

Q
[3+]
1,0

4U [2−]UU [+]U [2+]
+

fgg[2+]T
[2−]
0 Q

[3+]
1,0

U [−]UU [+]U [2+]
−

ff [2−]T
[+]
1
2

Q
[3−]
1,0

4U [2−]U [−]UU [2+]
−

fgf [2−]T
[2+]
0 Q

[3−]
1,0

U [2−]U [−]UU [+]

(C.25)

+
gg[2+]g[2−]T0Q

[3+]
1,0

U [2−]U [−]U [+]U [2+]
+

fgg[2−]T
[2+]
0 Q−

1,0

U [2−]U [−]UU [+]
−

fgf [2+]T
[2−]
0 Q

[+]
1,0

U−UU [+]U [2+]
−

ff [2+]f [2−]T0Q
[3−]
1,0

U [2−]U [−]U [+]U [2+]

(C.26)

−
gf [2+]T

[−]
1/2Q

[+]
1,0

4U [2−]UU [+]U [2+]
−

gg[2−]f [2+]T0Q
[+]
1,0

U [2−]U [−]U [+]U [2+]
+

fg[2−]T
[+]
1/2Q

[−]
1,0

4U [2−]UUU [2+]
+

ff [2+]g[2−]T0Q
[−]
1,0

U [2−]U [−]U [+]U [2+]
.

(C.27)

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

gg[2+]T
[−]
1
2

Q
[3+]
1,0

4U [2−]UU [+]U [2+]
+

fgg[2+]T
[2−]
0 Q

[3+]
1,0

U [−]UU [+]U [2+]
−

ff [2−]T
[+]
1
2

Q
[3−]
1,0

4U [2−]U [−]UU [2+]
−

fgf [2−]T
[2+]
0 Q

[3−]
1,0

U [2−]U [−]UU [+]

= − U2T1Q1 − S(x)

16U [2−]U [−]UU [+]U [2+]
.

(C.28)

To simplify the first two terms in (C.26), we use the shifted TQ relation (C.17),

gg[2+]g[2−]T0Q
[3+]
1,0

U [2−]U [−]U [+]U [2+]
+

fgg[2−]T
[2+]
0 Q−

1,0

U [2−]U [−]UU [+]
= −

gg[2−]

(
U [+]T

[+]
1
2

Q
[+]
1,0 − 2xT

[2+]
0 T0UU [+]U [2+]

)
4U [2−]U [−]UU [+]U [2+]

.

(C.29)

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

−
fgf [2+]T

[2−]
0 Q

[+]
1,0

U−UU [+]U [2+]
−

ff [2+]f [2−]T0Q
[3−]
1,0

U [2−]U [−]U [+]U [2+]
=

ff [2+]

(
U [−]T

[−]
1
2

Q
[−]
1,0 − 2xT

[2−]
0 T0U

[2−]U [−]U

)
4U [2−]U [−]UU [+]U [2+]

.

(C.30)

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

−

[
gQ

[−]
0,1Q

[2+]
1,1

U [+]
+

fQ
[+]
0,1Q

[2−]
1,1

U [−]

]
(C.31)

=
U2T1Q1 − S(x)

16U [2−]U [−]UU [+]U [2+]
+

g[2−]T
[+]
1
2

Q1,1

4U [2−]U [−]U [2+]
+

f [2+]T
[−]
1
2

Q1,1

4U [2−]U [+]U [2+]

− xgg[2−]T0T
[2+]
0

2U [2−]U [−]
+

xff [2+]T0T
[2−]
0

2U [+]U [2+]
+

g[2−]f [2+]T0UQ1,1

U [2−]U [−]U [+]U [2+]
,

which leads to (4.38).
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