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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the parameterization of the spectra of the three-state critical
Potts quantum chain with integrable twisted boundary conditions in terms of Bethe ansatz
type equations. The Bethe equations are found by investigating the structure of the eigenvalues
of the respective twisted transfer matrices, and with the help of certain identities satisfied by
the product of transfer matrices operators. We have studied the completeness of the spectrum
in terms of the Bethe roots for small lattice sizes and have computed the eigenstate momenta.
We found that the spins of the low-lying excitations can have fractional values in accordance
with predictions of the underlying conformal field theory. We argue that our framework can be
used to build integrable Hamiltonians whose spectra are determined by mixing different toroidal

boundary conditions.
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1 Introduction

In general, integrable classical lattice spin models of statistical mechanics are usually considered by
imposing periodic boundary conditions on the two-dimensional lattice [1]. However, it is expected
that integrability will remain intact for the other boundary conditions compatible with the torus and
the system should be solvable under more generic twisted boundary conditions. The typical example
is the Z(2) invariant Ising model which is considered to be exactly solvable for both periodic and
antiperiodic boundary conditions [2]. In this case, the antiperiodic boundary is equivalent of changing
the sign of the exchange interaction at one end of the toroidal lattice. The purpose of this paper
is to consider this problem for one of the simplest generalization of the Ising model, where the spin
variables can assume three possible values. This is the so-called three-state scalar Potts model in
which the interactions among adjacent spins are assumed to have the same thermal energy [3]. On
the square lattice, this system has only two horizontal and vertical edge weights, and it becomes
solvable when such weights sit on a curve in which the model is self-dual [4]. We recall that such
a manifold can be regarded as a special case of the n-state integrable Z(n) invariant spin model
discovered by Fateev and Zamolodchikov [5]. It turns out that the horizontal Wj(z) and vertical
W, (x) edge weights of the integrable three-state scalar Potts model have the following structure [5],

1 a(x) a(x) 1 b(m) b(l‘)
W)= | a@@) 1 a@ | W) =|b@) 1 b | 1)
a(x) a(z) 1 b(x) b(x) 1

where the variable z parameterizes the self-dual curve. The non-trivial matrix elements a(z) and

b(x) are determined by,
_sin(§ — ) o) —
alw) = sin(% +x)’ b(z) sin(§ — ) 2)

One consequence of integrability is that we can construct a family of commuting transfer matrices,

sin(z)

and from that we derive the underlying quantum spin chain [1]. In the case of classical spin models,
the suitable transfer matrix is built by combining the horizontal and vertical edge weights along the
diagonals of a square L x L lattice following the original construction devised by Onsager for the
Ising model [6]. This operator is usually denominated the diagonal-to-diagonal transfer matrix and
its matrix elements are given by

L
[Taia ()]0 = H Wo(aj, bjlz)Wh(aj, bji|z), (3)

j=1



where b;.1 = by for periodic boundary conditions. For the three-state scalar Potts model, the
elements Wy, , (i, j|x) are the entries of the matrices defined by Egs.(1,2).

The respective three-state quantum spin chain is obtained by expanding the diagonal-to-diagonal
transfer matrix (3) around the point = 0, see for instance [7, 8, 9]. At this point the transfer matrix
reduces to the identity matrix and the next term in the expansion gives rise to the Hamiltonian
operator. On a chain of L sites with periodic boundary conditions, the Hamiltonian can be written

as

V3

where the operators Z; and X; acting at the j-th site of the chain obey the Z(3) algebra. Their

L—-1
2 2
HO . 3 (ij}+1 + 220+ X5 + X}) S <ZLZ1T Y212+ X+ X{) . @)
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explicit matrix representations are,

1 0 0 0 01
Z=10w 0 |, X=]100], w=exp(2nmi/3). (5)
0 0 w? 010

The typical feature of an integrable quantum spin chain is that its spectrum can be parametrized
in terms of a set of nonlinear relations usually denominated Bethe ansatz equations [10]. This
problem for the Hamiltonian (4) was studied by Albertini [11] who has derived a Bethe equation for
the respective eigenvalues, exploring certain matrix identities for products of diagonal-to-diagonal
transfer matrices [12, 13]. For comparison with our results for other toroidal boundary conditions, we
summarize in the following the main conclusions of the work [11]. The Hamiltonian (4) is invariant
by the Z(3) and its Hilbert space can be separated into three sectors labeled by the Z(3) charge

exp(@) where @ = 0,1,2. The respective Bethe equation for a given sector is [11]

sinh(\; + Z%)} 2L . L sinh(\j — Ay +13) 1 N (6)
= Y Q7
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Lmh(Aj—%) ( )Hsinh(Aj—Ak—ig)’ T

kg
where the number of Bethe roots N for each sector is Ny = 2L and N; = Ny = 2L — 2. The energies

Eg) ) of the Hamiltonian (4) are expressed in terms of the Bethe roots by,

EW = f:cot ( T ) 2L (7)
Q 10 YT a0
p 12 V3

and several consequences of such a Bethe ansatz solution were studied subsequently in [14, 15].



Before proceeding, we recall that the Hamiltonian (4) is in fact invariant under the larger per-
mutation group S3. This means that this operator commutes with the charges Oz) and Oz as-
sociated with the implementation of the underlying symmetries Z(3) and Z(2), respectively. These
two charges are defined by,

L L
Ozi) = HX]', Oz = ch> (8)
j=1 j=1
where the operator C' corresponds to complex conjugation and its matrix representation is,

100
C=|o0oo01]. (9)
01 0

It turns out that the S3 invariance can be broken by imposing suitable toroidal boundary condi-
tions while preserving the integrability of the corresponding quantum spin chain. This feature, for
instance, can be inferred considering the results for the operator content of a conformally invariant
theory with the central charge realized by the critical three-state Potts quantum chain. This model
is known to have ¢ = % [16, 17] and it has been argued that this class of universality is compatible
with two other toroidal boundary conditions in addition to the standard periodic boundary [18]. One
of the twisted boundaries preserves the Z(3) invariance, which allows us to consider the spin at one

end of the chain to differ by a factor w*!. The corresponding quantum spin chain is,

V3 \ wil

It is natural to expect that the spectra of the above Hamiltonians should also be parametrized

L—-1 !

) 2 (Zpz

g _%Z (Z].ZJT+1 + 2120+ X; +X}> - ( L2V L B2 7+ X, +X£) - (10)
j=1

in terms of some transcendental set of Bethe ansatz type relations. As far as we know, this problem
has not yet been considered in the literature, and in this paper, we will uncover the respective Bethe
equation. We start by noticing that the spectra of H*) and H(-) are related by complex conjugation,
and therefore, we can concentrate our presentation to only one of the Hamiltonians. Here, we argue

that the Bethe equation associated with the spectrum of the Hamiltonian H™) is,

N
sinh()\; + %)% . 2TQ7 15 sinh(\; — A\, +4i%) _
PERA T (g [ ] 5/ i=1,...,No, 11
[sinh()\j —iz) (=0few | =11 sinh(\; — A, — %) 7 Q (11)

k=1

k#j
where we note the presence of an extra phase factor on the right-hand side of the Bethe equation

when compared to the periodic case, see Eq.(6). In addition to that, numerical study of the spectrum
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for small lattice sizes indicates that the number of Bethe roots Ng is now Ny = 2L — 2 and N, =
Ny =2L —1.
If we denote by E ) the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian H*) we find that they can be expressed

in terms of the solutions of the Bethe equation (11) as follows,

Zcot(l2 z)\)—i—wQ ?/Ié (12)

j=1

where the sector dependent “chemical potential” factor pg is given by

po=0, pr=-1, pp=1 (13)

The second twisted boundary corresponds to taking the complex conjugation of the spin at the
end of the toroidal chain. This boundary breaks the Z(3) spin rotation and the quantum spin chain

only commutes with the charge Oy(). The expression of the respective Hamiltonian is,

2
O — Z (2,200 + 2} 230+ X, + X]) - = (2120 +Z}2] + X, + X])  (19)

The Hilbert space of the Hamiltonian H(© splits into two sectors associated with the distinct
eigenvalues £1 of the charge Oz(,). For both sectors, we find that the corresponding Bethe equation

is,

{sinh()v + ig)]“ _ H sinh(\; — Ap + %)

sinh(\; —i75) sinh( )\ — A\, — %)’

j=1,...,2L, (15)

where we note the presence of an overall negative factor in Eq.(15) compared to the Bethe equation
for the periodic case. In this case, the number of Bethe roots is fixed to 2L and the eigenvalues of

the Hamiltonian H(® are determined by,
2L
s 2L
= Zcot (— - i)\j) - —. (16)
= 12 V3
We have organized this paper as follows. In the next section, we introduce toroidal boundary
conditions for an integrable m-state spin model by exploring a recent mapping to an equivalent
solvable n-state vertex model [19]. This permits us to formulate twisted boundary conditions in

terms of boundary seams, responsible for changing the interactions at one end of the respective

quantum spin chains. We apply this construction to the three-state scalar Potts model, making



it possible to build the transfer matrices whose Hamiltonian limits give rise to the quantum spin
chains H®) and H© discussed above. In sections 3 and 4, we used certain properties of the transfer
matrices eigenvalues to establish the Bethe equations parameterizing the spectra of the Hamiltonians
H®) and H. We investigate the solutions of the Bethe equations for L = 2 and we use the
Bethe roots to compute the Hamiltonian energies and the momenta of the eigenstates. In section
5, we use our framework to build integrable Hamiltonians with periodic boundary conditions whose
spectra are obtained by combining the eigenvalues of the spin chains with different types of toroidal
boundary conditions. In section 6, we present our concluding remarks. In the appendices A and B,

we summarize the analysis concerning the completeness of the solutions of the Bethe equations for

L =3.

2 Toroidal Boundary Conditions

We start this section by describing the main results concerning an equivalence among integrable
n-state spin and vertex models on the square lattice [19]. We recall that such a mapping assumes
that the horizontal W), (i, j|z) and vertical W, (i, j|z) edge weights of the spin model are parametrized
in terms of the difference of spectral parameters. It is well known that an important ingredient for
the formulation of the integrability of a given vertex model is the corresponding Lax operator [20].
In this sense, it has been argued that such an operator can be constructed from the spin model edge

weights as follows [19],

Lia(z) = Y Walj.ilx)W,(j, klz)ew ® e, (17)

1,5,k=1

where ¢; ; denotes the standard n x n Weyl matrices.
In addition to that, it has been shown that one can exhibit a R-matrix expressed also in terms

of the spin edge weights,

- Wh(]72’$)Wv(j7k|‘r—y)
Rio(z,y) = Z Wtk ily) ek ® €5, (18)
ij,k=1 ’

which together with the Lax operator satisfies the Yang-Baxter algebra [1, 20],

Ria(2, y)Lis(z)Las(y) = Las(y)Lis(@)Raiz(z, y). (19)

In this context, toroidal boundary conditions can be introduced by exploring certain internal

symmetries of the Yang-Baxter algebra, see for instance [21]. They are associated with global trans-
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formations that leave the Yang-Baxter algebra invariant to preserve integrability. This is encoded

by a group of matrices G satisfying the property,
[RIQ(xv y>7 G ® G] = 07 (20)

An immediate consequence of this symmetry is the possibility to define a family of commuting

transfer matrices as follows,
T([E) = TF_A [GALAL(LE)LAL_l(JT) e LAl(ZE)] ; (21)

where the symbol A denotes the auxiliary space C". We note that the periodic boundary condition
corresponds to choosing G as the n x n identity matrix.
To define the corresponding quantum spin chain, we assume that the edge weights fulfill the

following initial conditions,

Wh(Z,]‘O) = 17 Wv(zaﬂo) = (Si,ja (22)

implying that at x = 0 the Lax operator becomes the permutator Pj5 on the tensor product C" @ C",
n

ie. Li2(0) = Z e;j ® ej;. This condition also implies that the Lax operator satisfies property (20)
ij=1
since we have Lis(z) = Rya(z, 0).

As usual, the corresponding Hamiltonian is obtained by taking the logarithmic derivative of the
transfer matrix at the point # = 0 [1, 20]. Assuming that the boundary seam G is non-singular, we

can write the Hamiltonian as,

L-1
bulk bound
H= H§,j+1) + H(L,1 )7 (23)
j=1
where the two-body terms Hgb;fi) and H(Lblound) are given by,
bulk d bound _ bulk
HY = Pijnig Lig(®)| Hy Y = G HPM G, (24)

At this point, we also note that T(0) plays the role of a translation operator which shifts the spin

generators by one site modulo L. More precisely, one can verify the following relations,

bulk)| bulk .

(o) [HE] T 0) = B, =1, L2,
bulk — bound

T(0) [HP | T (0) = mp. (25)

Let us now discuss the above construction in the specific case of the three-state scalar Potts

model. The first step is to solve Eq.(20) for the R-matrix (18) of the equivalent three-state vertex
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model. Starting with a generic 3 x 3 G matrix and considering the structure of the edge weights
(1) we find that there exist three basic solutions besides the identity matrix. It turns out that any

non-trivial solution to Eq.(20) can be seen as a composition of the following matrices,
¢H=Xx" ¢ =X GgY=C (26)
and as a result, we can define three families of commuting transfer matrices,

T (@) = Trg |64 L (@) Lo 1 (2) . Lo (@)] s TO(@) = Trg |G Luap (@) Lz 1 (2) - Lo ()|
(27)

The transfer matrices T*)(z) are invariant under the Z(3) spin rotation and their Hamiltonian
limits, apart from a constant bulk term, correspond to the quantum spin chains H®). Thus, we have

the following commutation relations,
[TH)(2),0z3)) =0, [TH(2), HFH] =0 (28)
such that the spectra of T™H)(z) and T () are related by the following equivalences,

Spec [T(J“)}Q:O = Spec [T(_)} Spec [T(+)] _, = Spec [T(_)] Spec [T(+)}Q:2 = Spec [T(_)]Qzl

(29)

Q=0’ Q Q=2’

The transfer matrix T(®)(x) keeps only the invariant concerning the Z(2) subgroup associated
with the charge conjugation. The respective Hamiltonian limit gives rise to the quantum spin chain
H©  namely

[T(@), Oz)] = 0, [T(x), H] =0 (30)

In the next sections, we shall see that the construction of these transfer matrices is essential to
set up the Bethe equations for the corresponding quantum spin chains. From the spectral relations

(29) it is enough to consider the problem for T (x) and 7 (z).

3 The Bethe equation for 7" (x)

Here, we follow the strategy devised by Baxter to solve the eigenvalue problem associated with the
diagonal-to-diagonal transfer matrix of the Ising model [1]. We recall that this kind of approach has
also been used to uncover the Bethe equation for the critical Z(n) spin model with periodic boundary

conditions [11, 22]. The first step is to build a suitable proposal for the form of the eigenvalues of
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the transfer matrix 7t). To this end, we observe any matrix elements of such operator have the

following structure,

|: (+)]b1,...,bL _ |: 1
aesar - Lg(x)gi ()

where g(z) and g;(x) take into account the denominators of the edge weights,

}LH(g;) (31)

g(x) = sin(g + ), gi(z) = sin(g — ) (32)

After the denominators have been removed, each entry of the transfer matrix is expressed in
terms of the product of sines. Therefore, the polynomial H(x) can be factorized with the help of

exponentials and as a result it can be written as,

2L

H(z) = H <cj exp(iz) + d; exp(—ix)) (33)

j=1
where ¢; and d; are coefficients independent of .
Considering that the transfer matrix commutes for distinct values of the spectral parameter, we

can write the eigenvalue problem as follows,
TW(x)|¢) = AP(2) |¢) (34)

where the eigenstates |¢) do not depend on x.

Due to the independence of the eigenstates on  a given eigenvalue A*)(x) can be regarded as
a linear combination of the elements of the transfer matrix 7F)(x) with constant coefficients. As
a consequence, we can conclude that A®)(x) should have the same form as given by Eqs.(31,33).
To obtain further insights on the structure of A)(z) we have studied the eigenvalue problem (34)
for small finite sizes. This analysis reveals to us that the the form of eigenvalues depends on the
Z(3) sectors besides not given solely in terms of the product of sines. Investigating the asymptotic

behavior of A (x) for # — +ioco leads to propose the following form,

AD(z) = Q[W]Lexp [mQ(g — x)] ﬁsin(fk — % + ) (35)

where ¢ is a normalization, the factor ug is given by Eq.(13) and the variables &, are related to
the zeros of the eigenvalues, yet to be determined. At this stage of the analysis, the number N is
bounded by 2L. We remark that the above structure for the eigenvalue is similar to that used for

periodic boundary conditions [11] except by the presence of the exponential factor in Eq.(35).
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It turns out that the normalization can be fixed by observing that the transfer matrix at = = %
reduces to the identity matrix. As a consequence of that, the final form for the eigenvalue is,
A L T sin(é — § + )
A (@) = [TEE e [ipg (5 — )] 0 (36)
9(2):() AP | ity

k=1
and in this normalized form, we note that the exponential factor can be formally interpreted as the
presence of a zero & at +ioco for arbitrary L. However, the explicit computation of the eigenvalues
requires working with variables defined on a finite interval, and in practice, we have to split potential
asymptotic contributions from the standard ratio of sines.

The next step is to determine the set of nonlinear equations satisfied by the variables & on a
finite interval. This task can be done by exploring certain matrix identity among the products of
transfer matrices with suitable distinct spectral parameters. Here we have been inspired by the
matrix structure derived for the diagonal-to-diagonal transfer matrix of the three-state Chiral Potts

model [12, 13]. We have found that the transfer matrix 7 () satisfies the following identity,
T = HTO @ = T (@) = 7O >{ [A@] TO@ =)+ [f)] TO)
b A TOE D) (37)
where the auxiliary functions fi(z), fo(x) and f3(z) are determined by,
T s T s
fi(z) = 3tan(x) cot(x + E)’ fa(x) = 3tan(x — E) cot(x), f3(x) =3tan(x — 8) cot(x + E) (38)

We can turn the above matrix equation into a functional relation for the eigenvalues by acting
on both sides of Eq.(37) on a common set of eigenvectors. In this procedure we have used the fact
that the transfer matrices with different spectral parameters commute. If we choose z to be any of
the zeros of a given eigenvalue, we see that the left-hand side of Eq.(37) vanishes when it acts on
the respective eigenvector. Now by taking x = & — §;, the right hand side of Eq.(37) produces the

following condition for the eigenvalues,

A = &) A (=2 = &) + (- §)]AVE - &) = (39)

To obtain the constraints for the variables &, we substitute in Eq.(39) the expressions for the

eigenvalue (36) and for the auxiliary functions (38). After some simplifications we find that the



Bethe equation for these variables are given by,

sin(§; — %) 2L_ 2impg S fk—fj + %) .
e e Il

.’:l

,Ng (40)
k=1
k‘#J

We next recall that the energy of the Hamiltonian H™) is computed by taking the first derivative
of the logarithm of the eigenvalue at the value = 0. Considering the normalization we have used

for the edge weights we find,

-1, _ 2L
Ey AT(0) dxA (x) . 4L cot Zcot ( ) +ipg 7 (41)

At this point, we note that Eqs.(40,41) leads us to the expressions of the Bethe equation (11)

and the energy eigenvalue (12) presented in the introduction by choosing,

& =i\+ -5

12 (42)

We can also compute the momentum of a given eigenstate by identifying the shift operator 7+ (0)
with exp(—iﬁ’) where P denotes the momenta operator. If we write the eigenvalues of the momenta

27;:8?, the values for the spin s, in terms of the Bethe roots are given by,

as

1L [sin(&, — %)] L
TR THHQ

_ = (+) - =
T o n [ATN0)] = 27 Zln | sin(&) 12

.. Ng - .
iL sinh(\, +i75) L

= — S In|——% 127 4
o ; U lsinh(v — i) | T 1279 (43)

3.1 The Bethe roots for L =2

We now describe the set of roots solving the Bethe equation (11) associated with the energy eigenval-
ues of the Hamiltonian H™) for L = 2. We obtain some insight on the nature of the roots, exploring
the fact that the eigenvectors of T*)(z) are independent of the spectral parameter. By choosing a
suitable value for x we can compute numerically the eigenvectors making it possible the determina-
tion of the corresponding eigenvalues as polynomial functions on x. The zeros of such polynomials
work as starting values for the numerical solution of the Bethe equation (11) providing us the Bethe
roots with high precision.

In table (1) we have summarized our results for L = 2 considering the total number of nine

eigenstates. For each energy of the spectrum of H*) we exhibit the sector @, the spin s, of the state
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and the corresponding roots {);} solving the Bethe equation (11). The energy values are obtained
with the help of Eqgs.(12,13) and we have verified that they agree with those obtained from the exact
diagonalization of the Hamiltonian H*). From table (1) we note that if a given energy in sector
() = 1 is parametrized by a set of roots {\;} the same energy is obtained in sector () = 2 using the
opposite set of roots {—A;}. From our solution, we see that this property is valid for arbitrary L
in accordance with the fact that the spectra for sectors () = 1,2 are the same. In addition, from

Eqgs.(13,43) we see that the momenta of such states are however opposite to each other.

E) Q| sp A
-4.93624921 | 0 | O +0.53202156¢
-2.30940107 | 1 | —5 | —0.06315064 £ 0.54254935¢, 0.19822180
-2.30940107 | 2 % 0.06315064 + 0.54254935¢, —0.19822180
-0.84529946 | 1 % 0.16532518 + 0.50188873¢, —0.10277717
—% —0.16532518 £ 0.50188873¢, 0.10277717

-0.84529946

2
1.15470053 | 0 | 1 0, %
3.15470053 | 1 % 0.24538017, —0.02638725, —0.64959867
3.15470053 | 2 —% —0.24538017, 0.02638725, 0.64959867
3.78154867 | 0 | O +£0.12258177

Table 1: The eigenvalues (E™)) of the Hamiltonian H*) (10) for L = 2. For each energy, we indicate
the sector (@), the spin of the state (s,) and the values of the Bethe roots (\;).

Inspecting table (1) we see the occurrence of low-lying eigenstates whose values for the spin are
:l:% and :I:%. We shall argue that this feature is in accordance with the operator content proposed for
the critical three-state Potts model with a Z(3) invariant twisted boundary condition [17, 18]. We
first recall that the primary fields present in this critical system determine the asymptotic finite-size
behaviour of the energies and the momenta of the low-lying excitations [23, 24|. For a given primary

field with scaling dimension X = A + A and spin S = A — A we have,

2 _
B(L) = el + WLUF(AjLA— S, +n2) + O(1/L),

12
2 _
P(L)Z%(A—Aer—nz), n,ne =0,1,2,. .., (44)

where e, is the ground state energy in the thermodynamic limit and vg is the Fermi velocity of the
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low-lying excitations [11, 15]. It turns out that for the Z(3) twisted three-state Potts model, the

corresponding conformal weights (A, A) are [17, 18],

BBy = (55 52) 5:3)
< 1 2 2 17 2
(A Ao = (55) (5.0 (55) (5:3)
7
BBy = Gogg) 0.3): Gogp)s B:3) (4

From this operator content, we see that second lowest energy state is expected to be associated
with X = 1—75 while the third energy state should have X = %, being both doubly degenerate states
since they occur in the sectors () = 1,2. The conformal weights associated with the second scaling
dimension are (75, 2) @ (£, 1z) and the conformal spins of such states are therefore S = F3. For the

2

, 5) and hence these states have conformal

third scaling dimension, the conformal weights are (,0)&/(0
spins S = j:%. Considering table (1) we conclude that such conformal spins indeed coincide with the
values s, obtained from the Bethe roots for the second and the third double degenerate energies of
the Hamiltonian spectrum.

We have performed the above finite size computations for L = 3 and the results are presented
in Appendix B. This analysis confirms the conclusions we have made for the momenta of the states
discussed above. We have also investigated the nature of the Bethe roots for several low-lying states
with lattice size 4 < L < 7 and our results indicate that the number of the Bethe roots for each

sector should be,

N0:2L—2, N1:N2:2L—1 (46)

4 The Bethe equation for 7 (z)

Here, we use the same procedure explained in the previous section to determine the parameterization
of the spectrum of Hamiltonian H(® in terms of a Bethe ansatz equation. We therefore avoid the
repetition of technical details and concentrate our presentation to the main results. In particular,

we find out that the structure of the eigenvalues of 7 (z) can be given as follows,

. 9(Z)g1(Z) 1L T sin(éy — = + )
2@ =[] =

where now the number of sine terms is the same as that present in the general form (33) for the

(47)

transfer matrix elements. We arrive at this conclusion by inspecting the asymptotic limit of the
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eigenvalues of T(°) () at the points +ioco for small lattice sizes.

As before, the Bethe equation for the variables & is uncovered with the help of a functional
relation for the eigenvalue involving distinct spectral parameters. This equation is derived from a
matrix identity for the product of transfer matrices whose main structure is similar to that presented
in previous section, see Eq.(37). More specifically, we find that 7 (z) satisfies the following matrix

identity,
TO(w - )T~ T () = T(c)(O){[fl(x)}L Vo =)+ [L@)] 'TO()

Lp(c m
- ] T+ 5 (48)
where the main difference with Eq.(37) is the presence of a minus sign on the term proportional to

the amplitude f3(x).
If we choose x = § — &, the above matrix identity can turn into a constraint for the eigenvalues
(47) producing a set of relations for the variables &. We find that such a Bethe equation is given by,

. 7\12L 2L - ™
|:Sln(§j£_)g):| _(cpen H sin(§p — & + 3) i=1...20 (49)
J

sin(§; s Lsin(& — & — %) Y
b2

which becomes Eq.(15) when we once again set &; = i)\; + 75
From the expression for the eigenvalue (47), we can compute both the energy and the momenta

of a given state. The energy E(© is given by,

1 d T 2L
() — _ —A© — 2y — —
E AE(0) dxA (x) L AL cot(g) Zcot ( fj) 7
2L
T 2L
= Z cot (— — i\ ) — —, (50)
pu (12 > V3

while the spin s, of the eigenstate is,
iL iL sin(&r — %) iL & sinh(A, + i75)
KT [A€ "o kZ [ sin(&x) } 27 ; " sinh(\y —i75) (51)
4.1 Bethe roots for L=2

We now proceed to investigate the Bethe equation parameterization we have found for the spectrum

of the Hamiltonian H(® with L = 2. This Hamiltonian has a Z(2) invariance and the Hilbert space
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splits into two sectors labeled by the eigenvalues of the charge Oz,). If we denote these eigenvalues
by the symbol v, we find that there are (3 + 1)/2 states with v, = +1 and (3% — 1)/2 states with
v. = —1. We obtain the initial values for the Bethe roots by computing the eigenvalues of the transfer
matrix 7(¢)(z) as meromorphic functions on z. We use this data to solve the Bethe equation (15)
with high numerical precision and the energy and the spin of the states are calculated with the help
of Eqgs.(16,51). The energies obtained from the Bethe roots are then checked with those coming from

the exact diagonalization of the Hamiltonian H(?. The results are shown in table (2).

E(C) VC A .

J

p
-5.77350269 | +1 | O 0.13588376 = 0.57005210¢ , —0.13588376 £ 0.57005210¢
-3.89397505 | +1 | O +£0.50828016¢, £0.524244017

-1.67372658 | —1 % 0.13542121 + 0.5300866¢ , —0.14584486, —0.12499756 + i3
-1.67372658 | —1 —% —0.13542121 £ 0.53008667 , 0.14584486, 0.12499756 + 75

1.154700538 | +1 | 1 —0.28844398 £+ 0.617620042, 0.55876630, 0.01812166
1.154700538 | +1 | —1 0.28844398 £+ 0.617620042, —0.55876630, —0.01812166
2739274521 | +1| O +1.08877871s, £0.14111440

3.983127663 | —1 % —0.59441775, —0.05108087, 0.19398856, 0.45151005 + 5
0.59441775, 0.05108087, —0.19398856, —0.45151005 + 7%

3.983127663 | —1 | —

N |—

Table 2: The eigenvalues (E(©)) of the Hamiltonian H(® (14) for L = 2. For each energy, we indicate
the sector (1,.), the spin of the state (s,) and the values of the Bethe roots (\;).

Interestingly enough, we observe that there are excitations with spin j:% in the charge sector with
negative eigenvalue. This is in accordance with the operator content predicted for the three-state
Potts model with a Z(2) twisted boundary condition. In this case, the expected conformal weights

are [18],

1 1 11 21 21 13 13

(A7A) Ve==+1 = (Ea E)a (§7§)7 (4_07 4_0)7 (ga g)
- 21 1 1 21 13 1 13 1
(A D), = (E’E)’ (E’E)’ (g,g), (g,g). (52)

Considering this operator content, we note that the third lowest energy state is expected to have

scaling dimension X = 5. The respective conformal weights are ({5, 15) © (45, 35) and this means

14



that the conformal spins are i%. From table (2) we see that these are exactly the spin values of the
double degenerate third energy eigenstate of the Hamiltonian occurring in the sector v. = —1. In
appendix C' we have presented the Bethe roots data concerning the completeness of the spectrum for
L = 3. Once again, we observe that such low-lying excitation has half-integer spin, and this feature

has also been checked up to L = 7.

5 Other families of integrable Hamiltonians

We can explore the invariance of the Yang-Baxter algebra (20) to construct more general families of

commuting transfer matrices. For example, we can write,
T(x) == TIA [GALAL(I)GALAL_l(ZL‘) e GALAl (I)] s (53)

where the boundary seams are spread throughout the bulk by acting them on each of the Lax
operators.
The Hamiltonian of the corresponding quantum spin chain is obtained as a logarithmic derivative

of the transfer matrix at point x = 0. As a result, we have,
L
T -1
-3
j=1

where the periodic boundary condition L + 1 =1 is assumed.

d
Pjin EH“MH@)

Jo ”

Let us apply the above construction for the classical three-state scalar Potts spin model. If we

take the boundary matrix G = X' one finds that the Hamiltonian is given by,
- 2 (1
i = —%Z (EZJ'ZLﬁwZ}ZjH + X, +X}). (55)
j=1

It turns out that the bulk couplings w*!' in the Hamiltonian (55) can be transformed into the
twisted boundary conditions depending on the size of the lattice. In fact, by performing the following
local similarity transformation,

Zy—swiZ;, Zl -7l X;— X, (56)
the Hamiltonian (55) takes the form,

2 (2,7}
(Z]-ZJT+1 + Z1 Z51 + X + Xj) -7 (% +whZi 20+ X+ X}) . (57)

15



We note that the boundary term of the Hamiltonian (57) depends on the lattice size modulo 3.
For L = 3m, where m is a positive integer, the twisted term becomes unity, and we have periodic
boundary conditions, but when L = 3m+1 we have twisted boundary conditions associated with the
matrices G*). Therefore, the spectrum of the Hamiltonian (55) can be obtained from the spectral

relations,

Spec [ﬁl} i Spec [H(p)] , Spec [I:Il} = Spec [H(i)] (58)

—3m —3m L=3m+1 L=3m+1

We now consider the situation in which the boundary matrix is G = C. In this case the corre-

sponding Hamiltonian is,

2

L
fh=-—2=3%" (221 + Z}20 + X5 + X)) (59)
j=1

S

Once again, the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian (59) can be determined in terms of the spectrum
of the three-state Potts quantum chain with boundary conditions depending on the lattice size. This

can be seen by considering the charge conjugation symmetry only for even sites, namely
Z;— 7!, Z} = Z;, X;— X], X| =X, for j=246,.... (60)

By applying this transformation, we find that the Hamiltonian (59) changes to,

L1
r] 2 rr(boun
=1
where the boundary term I:IQ(bO"nd) depends on the parity of the lattice size,

7 (bound) _ { —\% (ZLZlT + ZZZl + X1 + X);) for L € even (62)
5 —
~2 (22 + 2120+ X+ X]) for L€ odd,
and as a result, we have the following spectral equivalence,
Spec [E&] = Spec [H(p)] , Spec [[—L} = Spec [H(C)} . (63)
L=even L=even L=odd L=odd

The quantum spin chain (59) appears to be an interesting integrable variant of the three-state
Potts spin chain with periodic boundary conditions. A nice feature of such spin chain is that it

provides a lattice realization of the complete set of the lowest weights of the Virasoro minimal model

16



with central charge ¢ = 4/5. To this end let us denote by ¢, s the primary fields of this theory whose
conformal weights are given by [16],

A= (6r — 5s)? — 1’
' 120

, 1<s<5 (64)
where the underlying operator algebra is invariant under a Z(2) invariance of the form [25],

Frs = (1) s (65)

For L even the spectrum of H, is the same of the three-state Potts spin chain with periodic
boundary conditions whose operator content was discussed in [16, 17]. The underlying conformal

weights correspond to that of the primary fields which are even under the Z(2) invariance (65),

2 1 7
Ay =3, Aoy = = Nog=—, Ngs=— (66)

A
1.3 15 5

) = g’
but when L is odd the spectrum of H, coincides with that of the three-state Potts spin chain with

a Z(2) twisted boundary. The operator content was proposed in [18] and the respective conformal

weights correspond to those of the primary fields which are odd under the Z(2) invariance (65),

1 13 1 21

_ — — — A, == 67
L R T) LT (67)

and altogether give the values of the lowest weights predicted by Eq.(64).

6 Conclusions

The main goal of this paper was to establish the Bethe type equations for the spectra of the critical
three-state Potts quantum spin chain with twisted boundary conditions. To accomplish this task,
we first constructed the respective transfer matrices exploring a mapping among integrable classical
spin and vertex models. This equivalence permits us to formulate a toroidal boundary condition in
terms of a boundary seam responsible for changing the interaction among the spins at one end of
the chain. Exploring the internal symmetries of the Yang-Baxter algebra we find that there are two
other classes of integrable twisted boundaries besides the periodic boundary condition.

The first class of twisted boundary preserves the Z(3) invariance of the three-state Potts model.
In this case, the ansatz for the transfer matrix eigenvalue needs a suitable modification compared with

that devised for the periodic boundary condition [11]. The second class of twisted boundary keeps
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only the Z(2) invariance and the transfer matrix eigenvalue has the same form of the periodic case,
but now the number of the Bethe roots is fixed. In both cases, the corresponding Bethe equations
are found by exploring certain matrix identities for the product of transfer matrices. The structure
of these relations are similar for both twisted boundaries except for a sign in one of the amplitudes of
the linear combination of transfer matrices. The basic form of the Bethe equations is that found for
the periodic boundary condition except by the presence of phase factors directly related to the ratio
of the eigenvalues of the matrices representing the boundary seams. In this sense, the situation is
equivalent to that found for integrable vertex systems invariant under continuous symmetries, such as
the six-vertex model [1, 26]. We have studied all the eigenvalues of the twisted three-state Potts spin
chain for L = 2,3 in terms of the root content of the corresponding Bethe equations. This allowed
us to compute the momenta of the eigenstates and we found that some of the low-lying excitations
have fractional values for the respective spin. We have argued that they agree with the conformal
spins predicted by the corresponding conformal field theories.

It is conceivable that the framework discussed in this paper may be applied to other integrable
classical spin model, such as those invariant under the Z(n) group of discrete rotations in the spin

space. Recall here that the Z(n) algebra is defined by,
ZI"=X"=1, ZX =wXZ, w=exp(2mi/n) (68)

where the Z and X are n x n operators generalizing the Pauli matrices,

100 ... 0 0 00 0 0 1
0w 0 ... 0 0 100 00
0 0 w? 0 0 010 00
7 = X = (69)
00 0 ... w2 0 000 ..00
00 0 ... 0 vt 000 ... 10
nxn nxn

The typical example is the Fateev-Zamolodchikov model whose edge weights are given by [5],

sin (2 — 1) £ — ) i

sin ((j — 1) + x)

Wh(a,blz) = - , - , Wy(a,blx) = —— , (70)
],1:[1 sin ((2j — 1)~ + ) 31;[1 sin (£ — z)
and the associated quantum spin chain with periodic boundary conditions is given by [8, 9],
L n 1 k
H® — _ —<[Z.ZT ] X-k) ATl 71
n ; ; sin(kﬂ/n) J=5+1 + [ J] ) L+1 1 ( )
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We have investigated the symmetries of the Yang-Baxter algebra associated with the equivalent
vertex model built from the edge weights of the Fateev-Zamolodchikov model. We find that there
are (n — 1) integrable toroidal boundary conditions compatible with the Z(n) invariance besides the

above mentioned periodic boundary condition. The respective boundary seams are given by,
GO =x""" 1=1,....n—1 (72)
which now leads us to the following twisted boundary conditions,
Zt o =wz]. (73)

For n > 3, we also have an integrable twisted boundary condition associated with the breaking

of the Z(n) rotational invariance of the spin model. In this case the boundary seam is,

100 ... 00
000 ... 01
a — 000 ... 120 (74)
0 01 0 0
010 0 0

nxn
and the respective toroidal boundary condition corresponds to charge conjugation at the end of the
chain,

7t = 7. (75)

In principle, it should be possible to derive the Bethe equations for the Z(n) Fateev-Zamolodichikov
model with the above toroidal boundary conditions. For the boundary seams preserving the Z(n)
invariance, we expect that the expression for the eigenvalue of the transfer matrix should contain
additional suitable exponential terms that multiply the standard product of sine ratios. At present,
however, the precise determination of the dependence of the respective phase factors on the many
possible Z(n) sectors is an open question. Another relevant technical issue we have to deal with is the
derivation of the functional relations constraining the eigenvalues for arbitrary spectral parameters.
In any case, one expects that the structure of the Bethe equations will be dependent on whether n
is odd or even since this is the situation for periodic boundary condition [22]. We hope to return to

some of these problems in future work.
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Appendix A: The spectrum of H*) for L =3

In table (3) we present the Bethe roots associated with the spectrum of the Hamiltonian H*) for
L = 3 and for the sectors () = 0,1. The energy eigenvalues for sector () = 2 are the same as those of
sector () = 1. Recall that the Bethe roots for () = 2 are obtained from the data of the sector ) =1

by reflecting the roots around the origin.
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E®) Q| s A
-7.99554373 | 0 | O 0.09225911 £ 0.53094089¢, —0.09225911 + 0.53094089:
-6.10495278 | 1 —% —0.12712369 £ 0.543082172, 0.04043704 £ 0.53625306z, 0.26682758
-4.92871242 | 1 % 0.22896922 + 0.49856802¢, 0.011447035 £ 0.51625714%, —0.17891715
-2.74536016 | 0 | 1 0.09061055 + 0.52433255¢, —0.09183193, —0.15089655 + 1%
-2.74536016 | 0 | —1 —0.09061055 £ 0.524332557, 0.09183193, 0.15089655 + i3
-2.57115043 | 1 % —0.15570094 £ 0.53580121%, 0.23995930 £ 0.504942667, 0.02135245
-1.40303732 | 0 | O £0.52006713¢, £0.18946913
-1.36808057 | 1 % 0.06125792 + 0.526599244, 0.29627169, -0.10619000, -0.65151671 + 75
-1.03735236 | 1 g —0.0995242 £ 0.52182842:, 0.07059464, 0.31859672, —0.454114613 + i3
0.96180183 | 0 | 1 —0.16995935 £ 0.53302564%, 0.00861770, 0.19979605
0.96180183 | 0 | —1 0.16995935 £ 0.53302564%, —0.00861770, —0.19979605
216572177 | 1 —% 0.26012831 + 0.50916006¢, 0.04253895, —0.12043166, —0.86708297 + i3
247037783 | 0 | O £0.09118002, £1.07984698:
3.60850280 | 1 g 0.15793948 = 0.75208457¢, 0.23369692, 0.00328566, —0.19352258
3.93923101 | 1 —% —0.21465852 %= 0.95822988¢, 0.32669908, 0.07393824, —0.09692341
5.24765993 | 0 | 1 —0.21736842, -0.028038390, 0.13212693, 0.99943937 + i3
5.24765993 | 0 | —1 0.21736842, 0.028038390, —0.13212693, —0.99943937 + i3
6.29679300 | 1 % 0.38083053, 0.11194307, —0.039031367, —0.22789695, 0.19855140 + i3

Table 3: The eigenvalues (E) of the Hamiltonian H™*) (10) for L = 3 together with respective sector
(@) and the values of the Bethe roots (A;). The Bethe roots and the spin (s,) for the sector @ = 2

have the opposite values of those of sector () = 1.

Appendix B: The spectrum of H' for L =3

In tables (4,5) we present the Bethe roots associated with the spectrum of the Hamiltonian H () for
L =3.
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E© Ve | Sp Aj
-8.53674848 | + | 0 | 0.20734291 + 0.56486237: , —0.20734291 £ 0.564862377 , +0.544544341

-7.28852460 | + | O 0.08974272 4+ 0.51111514%, —0.08974272 4+ 0.51111514%,£0.58987350
0.20589826 + 0.53508028z, —0.00365705 £ 0.52532788¢
—0.21805593, —0.18642647 + i
—0.20589826 4= 0.53508028¢, 0.00365705 4= 0.525327884
0.21805593, 0.18642647 + i
0.30208439 £ 0.62106348¢, 0.06639032 £ 0.53501552%
—0.10649764, —0.63045180
—0.30208439 £ 0.62106348:, —0.06639032 £ 0.535015521
0.10649764, 0.63045180

-5.60503415 | —

N[ =

-5.60503415 | — | —

N[ =

-2.99101531 | + | 1

-2.99101531 | + | —1

-2.62684813 | — 0.2104731 + 0.5274506¢, —0.2104731 £ 0.5274506%, 0, 5

O |Nlw

-2.44884573 | + +0.52250539¢, £1.140144227, +0.21314320
0.09827709 £+ 0.51654092¢, —0.36360829 £ 0.61547441:
0.60739795, —0.07673556
—0.09827709 £+ 0.51654092¢, 0.36360829 £ 0.61547441:
—0.60739795, 0.07673556
0.03789187 £ 0.52617360¢, 0.24829909, —0.12516643
—0.65421390, 0.45529749 + i3
—0.03789187 £ 0.52617360¢, —0.24829909, 0.12516643

0.65421390, —0.45529749 + 1%

-2.43937374 | + | 1

-2.43937374 | + | —1

-0.91370050 | —

N[

-0.91370050 | — | —

[

Table 4: The eigenvalues (E(©)) of the Hamiltonian H(® (14) for L = 3. For each energy, we indicate
the sector (v.), the spin of the state (s,) and the values of the Bethe roots (};).
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E© Ve | Sp Aj
. , —0.11216447 & 0.51884900i, 0.26708111, 0.05141273
’ —0.62612820, 0.53196329 + i%
. ) 0.11216447 + 0.51884900i, —0.26708111, —0.05141273
’ 0.62612820, —0.53196329 + iZ
0.09986159 + 1.07140349i, —0.20825039 + 0.52974992i
0.43937374 | + | 1
0.21482995, 0.00194763
—0.09986159 + 1.07140349i, 0.20825039 + 0.52074992i
0.43937374 | + | —1
~0.21482995, —0.00194763
1 —0.2309567 + 0521564094, 0.67763416, 0.13923161
2.14093253 | — | 1
—0.02538219, —0.32057012 + i%
1 0.2309567 + 0.52156409i, —0.67763416, —0.13923161
2.14093253 | — | -1
0.02538219, 032957012 + i
227326872 | + | 0 | 0.39260729 + 0.61234873i, —0.39260729 + 0.61234873i, £0.08548240
2.85105230 | + | 0 +0.753719194, +0.62598793, +0.09437378
3.46410161 | — | 2 +0.90062802i, +0.21563865, 0, iZ
1 0.41477805 + 0.610800547, 0.09748499, —0.06279076
437780211 | — | 1
—0.28208807, —0.58126226 + iZ
—0.41477805 + 0.61080054i, —0.09748499, 0.06279076
437780211 | — | -1
0.28208807, 058126226 + i
—0.28591401 + 1.020975844, 0.68123228, 0.14138378
499101531 | + | 1
—0.02346981, —0.22731814
0.28591401 + 1.02997584i, —0.68123228, —0.14138378
4.99101531 | + | —1
0.02346981, 0.22731814
6.00094975 | — | 2 +0.71310985, +0.16240235, 0, i%
6.22159457 | + | 0 +0.29687041, +0.07515995, +0.61636095 + i

Table 5: The eigenvalues (E(?)) of the Hamiltonian H(©) (14) for L = 3. For each energy, we indicate
the sector (1), the spin of the state (s,) and the values of the Bethe roots (\;).
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