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Yang—Baxter ARRXOEN

RAHKMEW ®WR @Ex
dimbo. Michio

§0. XUk

Yang-Baxter AR, &L HHAVHEERBOBFRE BT 50H
BROEAFEAELUTZIO20FMBALMREINTERLD. REKLR->TH
¥OMOFENBEOHENEURIENSG. ZL<OAZFOHKAEUVI K HEZRY
D05 %, ARld Vang-Baxter ABRKN I DLW TAMMRBRBHEAALDOTH %,

Yang-Baxter ARXAE - XV UL RETXMIZHALLOE. 1968 FO
McGuire OFRX [3]1 BEHMTHAI EBbh 3. Hld ¢ 8§ (xi-xi) & poten-
tial EF 21 RN OEFNENZRBBELRV. RFOHEN2THEL LE XL
SITHM2EDZ NI factorize UTHEBERXRDINWBZIERRVEL . 2D
DD consistency condition & UTHH % DM Yang-Baxter HREN MRS
RO, BANFOHETCUZTORBET AMABS I BIbhk(e.g.[1D. K
FBIRDHO LU T 1972 £ D Baxter &k % 8 vertex model DR [8] TS
ha, fHAZHhEIMIRTLRL. 2RTOBOEBRWCHY S factorized S
matrix OMIEEH S %. Zamolodchikov I sine-Gordon HAEIZE D S ITHORTED
tF (5] 2 EUT. SCRBAHLIRBHREHES Baxter SOWMARLBI 310
ER—THBZ & RERHL L.

1979 . Faddeev OV L — T, Choa@EBMOBFARAETHE (=
|



VU MJER) EREHE—BRRE LB E U T quantum inverse method 2B U.
Yang-Baxter ARA R ZOREBREA L. (ZOo@BWHE sk D, ) 1980 R
FMEEWCWE Vang-Baxter ARAROMENEAI T« LY TS5 —FE2hHRREAR
BZhbhh, ZOEHFHEWI->T Drinfeld HZOHRLERLZHED. quantum
group OBERWHZEU 2. Baxter bF R MEOMRLRENZ S OBAKEVRERE
BTW3E, FIZ 1983 FEEHM AW lones W& 3 11 MEFRD index @B &Y
Z® link invariant ~OISABHE L. Yang-Baxter HREN & OEHELZBRHIRZ
BEIhBA3RLESTW S,

Yang-Baxter AN, WET IR FEBUODY £ TWRIEU vertex
model. face model D 2F VDRI S formulation BH %, AWM TWUAE (88
1-4) . %¥ (8§85-6) TZHhThRZODLTHMAL. BRI braid Lo
BRI MA S (8§7) ., $EORBTEORDEEREETS > TOHHRER

MR- DOBH B & (B quantum group ORFEA) 2 BFEU UL £7.



§1.Yang—Baxter HER

UMD formulation BiE~N& S, V BEBRKT vector space. R(u) %

CEnd(vey) {BRA%Y (ue() &9 %, R(u) W 5B HRER
Ri2(u) Ria(utv) Rez(v) = Resz(v) Risu+v) Riz(u) a.n

% (vertex BU(D) Yang-Baxter equation (YBE) & 59, 222, Rii(u)e End(vioy:
@Va) (Vi = Vo = Vs = V) Ik, VieV; F2 R(u) T. BY O identity THEET
SITHREH%RT S5 . e.g. Res(u) = BR(u). V ORER EST

R(W) = 3 REg(W) Eny® Egs (1.2)

(Bab = (8aidbi)i.i WTITHIHED

CEREUL (LD R N OB O = din V) OKKEH REW CHTE N BOFRS
BRESZ5. (L) BLELYE Fig.l.l Ok30ET. HOHEE | 42V, 2.
R, A /k @ Rie(u) REKT 5. REIOWEITHORE L - 2b0
# (1.1) OWIRENERELTL 3.

— B2, R@u) B

R(u) = const.P

Pe End(VeV). P xey = yox (1.3)

B UTohE (1.1) Q u=0 $Lid v=0 KBLTESEAERS ( PizR1s(v)P1z2 =
3



Res(v) ZRHWVWA) . K TW (1.3) % initial condition & kX2 &W2T B,

S e
__ 3
2
| u+p
2/ N~
1 Y 4 :

Fig.1.1. YBE. BTHLANITH Ri; 2B ob L. THOBIRENOMERRZ & 5.
HAUMBEOF LI DBT LS. VTFhd V=0 OEATHS.

fl1.1.(McGuire [3], Yang [4D)

[ 1+u
R(u) = u 1 =P +ul.
1 u
{ 1+u
fi.2.
(sin( 7 +u)
R(u) = sinu sin7g
siny sin u
| sin{ 7 +u)
fil1.3.(Baxter [8])
a(u) d(u)
R(u) = b(u) c(u)
c(u) blu)
d(u) a(u)

a(u) = Qe(7)Beu)O1(7+u)
b(u) = 8e(7)81(uw)Ga(y+u)

4



c(u) = 81(7)0e(u)Be(7n+u)
dw) = 01(7)81(u) 81 (75 +u)

ZZW. 6i(u) WM theta BI%K

#au) :I:I' (1 - 2p"172cos2mu + p2" 1)(1-p™).

o0 -
81(u) = 2p""‘sinnu"1_11 (1 - 2p"cos2mu + pEr)(1-p").

fl.2.o 7. f1.3.0 7.p WEBEHRERT, Hl1.1~H1.3l3VFhd initial
~condition (1.3) 2@ U TV 3,
AR THEIERRTEIS, YBE O u WOVWT2HROBERT

503, u O3DOOETHEIDOE LIV, (1LY, u=0 TUBMILTW3S, X

u= oo ; P2s+vl = Pastvli

u= ;v : (Pi2-vI)P13(P23+vl) = (Pas+vI)P13(P12-vl)

ERY. REGEHOMOBERN (12)(13)(23) = (23)(13)(12). (12)(13) =
(13)(23) WRETZ. (UERBLTVE @ ERSFATHEL, )

YBE & u. v, utv TOEOHORBERANTE S L VWHIBERT—EOMEE
Braohsnso. ZARKOHABESRIES 5hh30HEATS3 (BB83%

B) o LOIFMUENIA—Y—ORHKILL LV DB >TVES !

(#1.3) - (HL.2) - @D
p—=0 7 >0

ZZT. YBE (1.1) BRAOI



R(u) = f(uR) (f(u): scalar). u — const.u

BHEIIEEMHVLE,



$2. UK TFER (Vertex Model)

RUBRENE &S, VBE It (BT TRENOHE (SHHO
. factorization condition. 17T spin chain @ Bethe Ansatz, 2R FEROD
transfer matrix OWMEHE) KEFLE, COMT. HMTERIZHU T VBE OFSE
2ENT B o

liU&b(Z\ HIEES S. RUSORDA28(a.B,7.8)WHUT
Boltzmann veight EPRHINBIEEEH R BE5XTH . 2RAKFOBD i 2.
SRERESBEEM A BO-TLASDELLS. T | TEE A BIEET Bi
A Aii= A ®configuration & k&, configuration 2 123 & . BFDRIE

AIZISEUTAROREE (A2 A Ax.An) $5 Boltzuann veight Rya) 255 £ 5.

" or | ¥ %
1 =RO((5

Fig.2.1. Boltzmann weight
2TOHE[RHE 51

- Ak dp

1

zZ I Ry
vertex

% configuration A ORAWELEDLERL vertex model EFER, IR ZEA
BEEI1RZT22DOERILERT. PEREEABE TN S !



Ak A

z= 2 I Ry ~ Q@D

A vertex

BTFOKREER MXN EFBE. NN > o OBRTZY
Z ~ exp(-MNBE)  (FIERR. BILEEHLHY 5EH
DLSREES . WEHRUZO f 2RD BT EPRKS 3 EANMEO DTS2,

UTEFREAHCERERA ST, L EQ. DO, $FIIHHED
WTED. DVEYFHHOBROVTEZZEREL LD, ZORD. B = (Bi...

BN, B (B B)e SN LTREE
Tep = = FapRihe R
«‘)mldﬂ )
LXAT B,
8| gl &
(&£ - 0 Y oy
K -
Fig.2.2. 32/ mMOBRIRe A1enen, aniZD2WTHiR &SRO

transfer matrix OTMNERRE5X 3,

V=0.R= 3 RE Eay@ Eps End(VOV), EBLRBU Tapr i End(Vi® ...@W)

~~

=
n
1

W= V) KB B3ROITHOITHEREARE S



T = trV(RmR@z...RaN) € End(Vi® ...®Vn) (2.2)
o

HU Ve = V. 2D T % transfer matrix &£ 55, BRYFHHMOHBEW > TR

EBI LY. HEAKC.DE

= o =g gvpTawp®e o« Taomges

M
= trv,@---ﬁ\/n(T )

E/FB, COFRERPO.MN = 00 EUT fF R2RDBIER T OBRKEHED N

—=> 00 WHITLI2HELLHMEIERRBEET S,
COMBEHU TRENSN TV ABEDT7 A F47& T R EB#QR 1IN

G A== {TW} RERT 3. LVI320TH3 (ZhiX2&KT Ising BRO

- Onsager W& A [Tl CETCIHOEFE) ¢

T(w) TCv) = T(v) T(w u,vel (2.3

Z@ORHD Boltzmann weight wHT 2+ YBE TH 3. 22 TRU. DS
Q.IIBE>E2ELS,

EZEQ.2D)D S,

TT(V) = try, (Ret(u)...Ren(u)) tr‘v6(R'él(V)...R§N(V))
= trvoav6((R01(u)...RaN(u))(Rﬁl (v)...Ran{v))
= tr gy ((Ro1 (WRE (V) (Ro2 (WRE2 (V) .. . Ron (WIRBN(¥)))

2.9
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CB/LZEBTES (Fig.2.3.) o TZW Reiu) & Ra;(v) (i#j) ouffat -1k,

'6 v u U U T(v)

0 — T(u)

. 1 2 N
Fig.2.3. Transfer matrix Offf, Ve. Vi WHOHHEWKODWTER

trace & 3%,

e, YBE & Rei (wREi(v) # Rei(vIRei(u) LHPUTH B R2BERTNS !

R(u.v) Rei(u) Rai(v) = Rai(v) ReiCu) R(u,v) (2.5)

RCu,v) = Radg(u-v).

ZhBRVEUVHVAE. Q.00 tr OFlt u & v (BRU Ve & Vi ) 2FH|UED
OEHBRRY. T tr 2hIFQ.DEHB 3.

0—ur—

ol

12 1 2
Fig.2.4. Transfer matrix OOT[HLE,

HUW [6],[10] WS M. YBE £ 2. 3OWAVHREBDDEWR TW) OANY

PLEBBABRR L > TRET Z2HEBHMSO>N TV S (Bethe Ansatz, B KU ZEOHR
10
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¥Ak & U TD quantum inverse method ) .

LOBHTHPBEY . (2.5 BWVT Ree(u-v) & Rei(u) 5L UEBRENR
2oT8BY. ThpEU RW) HERTVHRERMDBRV, COHRBHT 3 LD,
 ROWBEEBRRUTHS, REOHED LY. V= LU, Reiu) e

End(Ve® Vi) % Ai= End(Vi) fEITRIEARULTIHhE L) £FTZH,

ACu) B(w
LiCu) = . AW ....,Dw e A, .

Cw) (W)

ZORETQ.5DE
RCu.v) (Li(u)®l) (IGLi(v)) = (loLi(v)) (Liwe®l) R(u.v) (2.6)
ER%, 2ZWHAE UeLi(wW)(Li(u)el) E4 XaiTh

A(WAW) B(WA) AMWIBW) B(V)BW)
CVIAQ) DWAW) C(v)IBW) D{v)BW)

oooooooo

oooooooo

LEKT 2 (BOWEFREE) . (2.6)13. WMEHL algebra A, OTOMIIL. Bi#giF
B RQu,v) € End(®?® (2) 2N U TRBBREEDTVEDHOEARES, 2O

algebra® associativity #. R BBW¥3T 3 YBE

. Ri2(ut ,u2)R13(u1,us)R2s(uzuz) = Ree(ua,ue)Ris(ux,us)R1_2(u1 Ju2)

@1
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ko THRHFEXN S, T THERIEE
RCu.v) = RQu-v) (2.8)

2EBVEDOBUDTES, 2OLHW. (1.DRVLLQ.DER’ER, —HR2IXQ.6)D
k32 Vi b BHERIESOARBRERTI B ENHARTH 3,

¢ ERLEMNEUT. KEQ.DOREBI ZMBROVI N LOBILKRETHS
[45]. SOEEWE. u,v B genus DFL curve FREBATVL S LS RHEEHD TES
RLOTEROTHRERV. 2B, u BEEMCFGREASHE (HIXW Abel BHK) b
2EHBRHZHMShTORL,

12



§3. Classical Yang—-Baxter FHERX

Faddeev-Sklyanin-Takhtajan & . (2.8)WBF 3 Liu) . Y} VHER
CTCEBREBNERET Lax pair

%Cw = L(x.t.A)wp. 5%1!’, = PGt M (3.1)
WHIFS L ooperator OBTFHRMEAM TH 52 & 2 RIKV T, quantum inverse method
ZENLU R [101.[11]. &FH» o ELRFEBIRCHBITL. %‘E}ﬁ? [ . 1% Poisson &
Wi y=tingl JeBepase. QEOOKHBEARDSB.DD scattering
data ORNCHBELR Pioisson HIMOBEEMNES>. (FHELEOIEN . 20O
Poisson FEIROBFRBELMATHEMORB TS >R, ) TI S YBE @ classical
limit OWENFATHE,

Vg VBE (1.1) OBBNAIA—Y—h 248AH. h >0 T
R(u,h) = (scalar)X{ +Hh r(u) + ... ) . (3.2

RAEBEEHDE E R(UM) T quasi-classical THAREFWV. r(w) 2 RN @

classical Timit P&, HIAWE. Hl1.1~1.3 T XT quasi-classical TH % (fi
LITW u = u, H11.2,1.3TH 7 =h EEhid k) . (3.2) ‘72 Q.DRRATS
& ’h~ ORE» S r(u) KxT 5XD classical Yang-Baxter equation (CYBE) #3¢

-

Do

[rizCu). risQuiv)] + [ricCu),. res(v)] + [risQuev). res(v)] = 0. (3.3)

13
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CYBE ORI, X|TFT [, ] OB THEMN TV I LDRHMEHRY —ROF
¥T fornulate TXBHIEWH B, VWE G RYU-FK. r(u) £ oY HOBEBTHS
CEL. G oBE {1} koT

rw = T M Lel, . OB . (3.0)

EEZS. gk rie@) = T P0) Lelel ¢ U UPO U@ (U@: G OREBER)
HEB, TOEEHRW

[ri2Cu), rez(v)]

[ ) hWalel, = rr‘(v) le Lo |d

g,
= ) P LeLll, .1, 1ol

BrmY. (3.308HEE Goqes LHE T 3,

o0y HOWH SN %G OBM (ni, V) EEBIELLST Vil &
B BTHNE (nie n)d)(r() BEBLHBOIN S, ZOEKT. o @R
‘universal solution’ T3» %,

% DERXTHEMU—-RTHS & &, CYBE X Belavin-Drinfeld [12] iZJ:
STHUCHENBA TS, UT 0 OFERAMIET 3 ERERE {1, } 2—oH
E U

t=3 Lol

EB<L,
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8 [12] r(u) % 0€C OEFTEHRS R (VBE O 900 EEERBL T 2L %,
R FRHE

(1) 3.4) ORFOdEWR  det ( rF(u) H#O0.

(2) r(u) BHRLEB—D pole BdB. »D r(w)e 4o (Yu ) 7% proper
subalgebra O Q0 WHEELU RV,

(D u=0kBVT r(u) BROEERED:

r(u) = %'l' regular . (c#0)
Eo (1)~(3) 2#ERTM@%E non-degenerate THZETFT S,
F# [12] CYBE @ non-degenerate 72 r(u) WHUERBH YLD,
(D) r(u) & ¢ EHBERRHEIRI N, TXTO pole i simple.

Gi) T ={ r(u) @ poles } & ¢ OMEWPII % discrete subgroup.

GiDuR20VTORAEEL UTROIBYOABHETSH 5,

rank T =2 ...... MBI
rank " =1 ...... “AEYE (Wb x = et OFHEAK
rank " =0 ...... EE

Belavin-Drinfeld {X. i CYBE ORORMIZBEYLRMAEMHLERL .. WHERBEIIAR

@ = sI(M DOBADIFEL TAERRERE—DTH 52 &, SABBREE
. ' 15



type QYRR DOVWTEEL. AEEZEBRVT Dynkin FETREEIh 3 HRBEOAFX
hB3ZERRUTVS (HEESEMROAERERZR) -

B3, r = £ e o r o MER RN,

Bi3.2. 9 OA—FARE GO (OO0 L. Xueq, % X =1 ERBEIE
BAT | |

r= T (XOX, - X, ®X% ) (F0lk positive root Whk3)
xed,

EBL, ZOEE

2t

-1 (x=e") (3.5

rCu) =r -t +
X CYBE O=ABHK®R. ChiZVV i VEHBOFHABRARWIET %, 3. 1363.20

SREIL (2/Dr(qu), 7 = 0, RE>THOGN 3,

@ Belavin-Drinfeld X. —#2 rii(ui i) OEH»SHFELU TD. (non-degenerate
ORFEDD & TR FEBZIZOMY rii@i-u) OBALRBET ST EDBRLTL
% [131.
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84. Quantum Group.

CYBE @& r(u)e%@@iﬁ%;’céﬁf:té\ Fh % classical limit &> YBE
DOFERWUD) 2EIZHEREKC r@u) © TETE] EF3C&RThE. BHIHEE
REOIBETFILEAE RUD) OEBRE object WANHEVLSZETH B, BME
VR<DW UEPSUED TH BB Rk r(u) RIBUT UG BHD TEFL) LdO
RERABIEBHATH S, '

Y—8 G £ smooth functions MRFIE A = C (G) Wik BED operation

Pl xPENEHESE UT algebra map

A A > A®A, - f(g) = f(g182)
S A = A, f(g) - (g V)
e A - (. f(g) » f(e) (eeG WXHHIixT)

BB, M (AAS. €)@ Hopf REE%B, $h. G= Lie ¢ DBEE A = UP
= (o(G) (e WAERDD distribution) HER AR Hopf REOWEES D!

AT A = A0A, X = X®©1 + 10X
S A > A, X = =X

g A - (€, X = 0 (Xe )

(A,A,S, ) W algebra EUTH#TH S M. ¢ BB TRVWIRVRUIPTRL .

cA#A. 22

17
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o . A®A — AQ®A, g XOy = y®X. . : : a.»

i (A" A.S.e) BRUETH AP TRV, Drinfeld IX—MRIIETTH - FFRTH
72 Hopf algebra % C™(G) OB OZLET quantum group & V. (quantum) |
YBE OWRONBIIMEL UTE YUk, CYBE OHMAI¥HE®R ST & 20ETFILEL
T®D quantum group QAW OVTI [16] 2B, CZTREERHELT. #H
3L20=AMKMICERU L U©Q) @ g-analog Ua( (Drinfeld OFFETHE ﬁuantum
affine algebra) OHBER U RV. Md>—DOEERHICH3. | OHEHBBIERL
fzYangian B3 0. [17] TELIR/USH T %,

wEOMEDRD o = s1(2,0) & U. ge€ (q#0,x1) LT ¢ LD
algebra Ua (P REMTEBIRAL L > TROBRIZERT 5 ©

ke e, f. k, k!
R ¢ kk'! = k'k=1, kek'! = qge, kfk! = g 'f,

[e.f] = (k& - k2)/(q - g 1).

BRI g=¢eb, k=q"2 EBLVTHh >0 OfEREESE. LOBBRKE ¢
=(% ;), f =(? ?)) h =(:, 3)6 si(2.0) DEHLRBEITT B, V(P ERD operation

&k >T Hopf R¥E723%,

ALk —» ko&k, X » Xok'! + k®X (X =e,f)
St k » kt, e — -ge, f = -q!f,

el k » 1, X & 0 (X=e,f).



19

— R FRIL T BE R generalized Cartan matrix &2 Kac-Moody U—RRIZWL T

U: @) BREBCERESN S,

@ Voronowicz [20] WHEMT (o i)ij=1.2 EXOBEBRWRLELE->TC B SU.(2) 2

AU. FOLE® differential calculus 2EMBL 2.

pripte = qpraptt, pl11P21 = P21 011,

Dzt p12, [pt1epzz]l =Ca - 90 przpat.
*
<

D1z P2l
. *

p11 P2z - gpi1zper = 1. Pee = p11. piz = -qpat.

Z M algebra &, comultiplication A(pii) = T pi®p«; Wk ->T Hopf REDOE

EEHD, ZOSAOFEMMMEAROREL Ve. V1. Ve W Ua(s1(2)) REMLTH

CD[21]. TOEHT SU(2) & Ua(s1(2)) 1T (KBE) dual WRr->TW3,

Ua(D HUT. G O|i& weight RFOHEUNBEREI A B H. Thiko0T

Lusztig W& BROFERHEH 2 (g it ¢ LEBEBEHET3E) .

T [22]. dominant integral REE weight 2342 G OEBPERE. 2hiz
Ua () DENI deform TE S, weight DEHEEW o L3 T Uk > THEAR
dag=1 ORBROYER—TH 3.

ET Us(@ LVBE EOBIMRRENES. Us(6) DHDEM T (xeC') %

Tx te = xe, f = x'f, kK = Kk
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RE>TEDHS. 0E RKDEUPOUG) KHTZROHBEREELLD !

RGOS TO(AR)) = (18 T )(A)) R(X) for any ae Ua()
ARAYRKK)) = Riz(x)R12(x)

(1 T RGN

R(xy) . , (4.2)

]

cZww N=0A (¢ W @.1D). ZhooHFERLY

Res (x)(1® 1@ T )(Ri2(¥R12(y)) = (18 1@ Tx)(Ri2(y)R15(y))Re3(x)
wEPH B M. (4.2) OBROALELENE. Thid multiplicative REH v =
e TEMNE YBE CEARBAL, § =s1(2) OBE (0.2) R#ERT R(K) WHE

ULTHDES>RE 2830 %,

R(x)
[n1!

. q—hthe :éo((q—l -q)/x)" gttt 2]l kren® frkn.,

[n1ln-11...013, [w] = G@"-q"")/Ca-q71).

(BRI RGO BETRS . LOMOFO X DENEDFREH Us @S U @) LET
5.) —BOY EHUTHREBX T L TERLS. [16] KEROESENTS

% (IEfE7: statement X [16] 2 28) .

(1) (4.2) OITFETEL. classical limit 2ED,
(2) BRETBEHRR 7 1 U@ - End(V) L. (r@n)RKD) I up

20



to scalar T x OFHEK LR35,

GELTT T4+ U= Q=G elt.t" e (G: HRETEMY —B) £&o
CREE.RKO WHIS.20 r(w) (3.5) (FZ0G 2 G EUT) OBTFILESL .
R(X) DEIEBYRITIEE.

G : EPHE. % :Q O vector K
D& x [25].[28] REZHhTW3,
BB, AMOEHBHEC OV TD V@) HYT S algebra BB L SNT

W3 [151.[23]. 22 Hopf algebra structure B 3 HEI MR h THN

KITH%,

21
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§5. Face model

BRIERNOTETE. SETTEXTEL YBE & vertex model lﬁi’ﬂ‘[ﬁb’(‘h&
(§2) . 33—DD% 4 TOBEEUT. face nodel & EREIHU R VBE 2DWT
BRED,

BU2EREBTREX. BBTAI LR, 523%4STHHERBL 2HBREH A
B, SHSDTR local state &S, BEEHE (face) OMBORE (a,b.c

.d) ¥ Boltzmann weight W(3 ®)e¢ 25 % . configuration A DEH%

- AN - AN
2t wiy M.z = z I w(i %)

RE>TEDREDD%R face model &3 (Baxter OB TIE interaction-round-a-

face (IRF) model [6]) »

a b

W )

Fig.5.1. Boltzmann weight

Face model WX U T transfer matrix 2MALU. FOUMBEDORXHEL U T YBE 2%
Q& FhIROEEE 3, |

3 W 2) W S w (5 5
= 3 W(? zlu)w(g ;\uw)w(g E u) ( a,b.c,d,e,feS)
22
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Fig.5.2. face model @ YBE(STR).@iZ M 3 2® face i& Boltzmann weight

DR, X g ROVWTOFIERBH0T,

ChERRURDON Fig.5.2 THS. FIEFHEW Boltzmann weight W(:fu)?&%‘é‘
(ACTHEBVOUSFTVWEOTETREERT I~ b 2Dk, ) Face 1D YBE
(5.1) % star-triangle relation (STR) & kX & WdH %,
Face model iX. HEERKEU T state O3 a = (a.b)e SXS 2 —>D
state &9 % vértex model &ARIFIEBTESL, WFE R = Z‘Rg.é(u)e End(ve\),
V=S, B

(b 0),@5) _ (b - , .
R(ad),(d'd(u) - w(d cl“) (a=a’, b=b’. c=c’, d=d’)

0 ( 20t )

WE->TEDSBE. dual lattice EIC vertex mode! BWEHEXN B, T D& X SR

(5.1) & R(u) WDWTEHEEYT & YBE (1.1) OERR->TW3S,

[
l
s

-

——— e e e Y e = > ————

———p e i — -

—— r— —r—
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Fig.5.3. Face model & dual lattice E® vertex model. #i#% CIITERZE

BUETLL (XED) . BETEAHTFOLBL (- &) LBhh 3,

Face model OLFME U T, Andrews-Baxter-Forrester (ABF) [29] O#RU
%2 eight vertex solid-on-solid (8VS0S) model ZAU & 5. Z OEMI. local
state OEGEUT S = {1.2,...,L-1} (L24 WHZRE 2o, FEHLROIXRO

HREXUPFINBZIETHS .
(a,b): BEASHTHLD local state = b-a= %1 (5.2)

5. (a,b),(b,c).(a.d),(d,c) DERDP—DTD (5.2) RHLIPLEE
Boltzmann weight W(5 2[14) B0 EcEDOND, GDRLVBEAIETFHALED local
state WHHC parity BESDT. 33 TR LD parity BEET 3 &. BFLEEH

even sublattice, odd sublattice D22 8T 3,

#is5.1. L =4, S={1,2,3}.
even sublattice FOBHEWE Ai = 2 12 freeze ¥h. odd sublattice b
T Ai = 1,3 O2REBFEINh S, ThE +1, -1 EBRUET &, ERIT

diagonal lattice LiciWV R Ising @RI 3,

N\ | 4 I
N}/

A .
/




' Fig.5.4. L = 4 (D& 2BVSOS AL Ising BRIGARY S,

fis5.2. L =5, S ={1,2,3,4}.

Aio=1,2,3,4 OAHERFUIHALToi = 1,0.0,1 EREZIEWXT B (EFO
BHEBESOT2ERBOLREIRY) o COEEG.2DW oitos = 0or 1 EEIE,
COEBIE. NTHBERFRERBIES (01 =0 = 1) HRRLEFTIBFRK

hard square gas 2% o6H 7,

8VS0S #AIM Boltzmann weight lX. ¥ theta B THEHIM»PN D, BKidiEE U

C TRORSE2HAV S,
[u] = 2p*“® sin(mu/L) EI1(1 - 2p"cos(2nu/L) + p2M)(1 - p") (5.3)

D& E 0 TRV Boltzmann weight BROI B HHPh B,

a azl
[u+t]
1l
G.40)
ax1l a2
a’ axl
[a-ul
[a]
axl a
a a¥l
(ui)[a—i][aﬂl
] fal
axi a

. ARG.DEBVT ael +ae, ae RU L E—BOEZENITA—F—. ELTD

STR (5.1) WA VI >TW3 [9]. ABF &, L: EZAK. a0 = 0, &3 EWET
\ 2
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2b

0<a<L 28I HRERBED Boltzmann weight ORFIT STR BEAU 3 & 2L R.
BHOBAEOER state OBAIE unrestricted model. &EF % restricted model &

KATVS,

@ LRTDIT & < 8VSOS model I3 eight vertex model (f1.3) E&RD & > RBRICH B,
Baxter [91 &, #HI1.3D R WU T. 3 vector @ family da.ax1(u)e €2 BHERL
U.R % ¢o¢p WHELEES s HhEREE U TG.H)DWnrestricted) Boltzmann

weight 28 TW 3%,

R@W-v) doe(oar(v) = T WS v ) pascuBdpac (). (5.5)
a b
= u u-v
L a"c

Fig.5.5. Vertex & Face O¥I&. BRI intertwining vector ¢s(u) %

%j‘o

par(u) OBXR—KHITHDREDD ET. R T3 VBE » 5 V(] 5|u) ety

% STR BEHZEMWRENh S,
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§6. XV Amn

M TN X572 Face model k. § 8§83 - 4AD0HBROMRZOT E TUSB
TFEORV, ThEIMTIZ. 8VS0S BB HARERE U TY —REBEHRELELILE
—~BEET B EPMBAIA TS, BEL W H Ko = ArBry vovy G) D7 T4V
CY—BREOWTRERBH. ZZTU X = A =sI(ntL,OOBALHRAU & 50 U
Aoeeeo An (resp. AteeeesAn ) RED Ar (resp. ADEAE veight £5 507

—RES a =,1ZL) miA DB omieZ, mi20 29 E a ddominant integral TH 3L

L=0

il

“ -
3o BE mot...tmn B a D level, a = ch miNi ® a D classical part &5,

T, BAYH QL B&U An OFHBRABHERH n 2EET 3. T TiX
n @O weight multiplicity X9 xT 1

THBERELVLD. AT n i %2 (R) #AHBFUILEHR. (—BOBERE
vertex model & face model & 2RMAUALBUENUFESIERXRS, ChiZo2W Tl

HERFATTH S, ) data (2 ,n) A KD &SRR face model 2EZ 3,

local state DES: S ={ An @ level L Ddominant integral weight
2 }

incidence relation: BB F LD local state & n-admissible

def.

WGt (a,b) ¥ n-admissible & S i n—oon OHEHAMR

Tiar

27
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(i=0,1,..) (6.1

EU v @ t(Ai) = Ais1 (An+1 = Ae) &72% Dynkin diagram automorphism.

Lie algebra X3’
h

repregeptation

level 1

Fig.6.1. XV %, X, = A1, 7 = vector HH (KE) 5 8VS0S MR,

(i)

Incidence relation (6.1) 2EEI 3D, At DIFERFXTAHLI. L =0 +2

EBF
S = {(L-1-a)Aet(a-1A1 | a =1,2,...,L-1}

a-1
THYV. FDD classical part & Young B GI=2 :#I5d 3. A OBHE
N
Bl—8e 1 =6 (N X3BFYVL) OFERLUTWS, Clebsch-Gordan Dk

ﬂ“ . . .
a-1 N , a=1+N a-3+N
i s I m— ) S—
min(a-1,N) a-1+N-2j
i=o
&k»o>T

(L-1-a)Ae+(a-1)A1 & (L-1-b)Ae+(b-1)A1 ¥ n -admissible

2%



= b = a-N, a-N+2, ..., atN. N < ath < 2L-N.

W N =1 ol TORBE

0<a.b<lL, b=a%xl

&> T 8VSOS BEBIOHRAG. DK —FT %, N=2 DE&X. 1 <a<Ll1Rold

b =a-2, a. a+2 X ¥N D admissible TH 3. (a,b) = (1.1), (L-1,L-1) &

admissible T#R WV, admissible R B RENTHATSERRT W IEIROETH 3

(incidence diagram),

N=1,8=3( =5)
N=2,0=4( =6) N=2,2=5L=17
—— %
—#%12. Young BIFE ¥ = [fi..... for1] (F12...2fn+120) ORIWCEERR [f1,...

gort] ~ [f14l, ..., fae14l] 2 A, ZOREHEEZ [V] E#/L, level 1 2EFETH
. local state a & f1 - frer = 0 RiERTEEE (V] & 111 &HIET 3.

"
a=(%-f1 + far1)Ae +_Z=:1(fi - fiv1)AN

= vector RILOB\EHWWE. (a,b) B n-admissible ERBZDE a WHILT S You
24
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ng BIEDS 2T AR E—DHIMAT b BPRONBILLAETHS. Xn= Az,

nt =0(vector TIW) DBFBEHD incidence diagram 2T UDH T,

A model (vector RIL)DIZAD Boltzmann weight RO ESWEZ >0 3,

Sty [1+ul
15 (6.2)
u+f4 a+2f.}
a 8+ ,
[O. u"“»] . : ’
T =4
[a,,] (p#v)
go-;.l .,ﬁ"&
[U1VTap 1 ](0+( ] ‘
| (1 la.,] rev)
a+fd >80F¢'\;

T at pntadFT Young BIEDB uiTlcawe—2mar local state

BB6DT, th

a

R PR R

EBWk.
HEDELIARDBAWE STR OBBERTE TS,
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Xn = A0 o om o= RERHGTVVUAERR [30].

Xn An, Bn, Cae Dne 1 = vector%iﬁ [31]0

LI OFEED. Boltzmann veight & (5.3) O theta BA% [u] TNI XS54
ZENB, ThoOROMMIL. BVSIS BHEFU <. £9()8 5OEKTD

unrestricted model BYEY. DWTHIINIFI A=Y —DOEHILIC &K 5T restricted -
model DHTE (STRHS BIU 32 &) ODRERITS. L5 ATy TREL. 20535 A
ROERIT vertex model OB L G.5)OBRTHEB D2V TS, —F non-
degenerate classical limit 28D vertex model WARILIAIL elliptic TlXHVIE
3 (83) . k@ elliptic 72 face model 5 vertex model & &5 BRI % » AT

TH %,

- @8VS0S BAID local state probability (1 MBA¥) &WEIHh 5EN. U -RONH
©@aq,0p) (= AY") BT S modular form (=2IRED 2 & o‘(i‘éﬂn%{:
EBRPoTV B X)) MERE OV THARKOZ LS L. BAWCEESLT
V3 [32]. ch&dihe. 3 (A, ¥xS) (W= affine Weyl group, S =
principal Heisenberg subalgebra) WR{RU = face model (elliptic) dHahTH
% [341,[33]. BFRBONGPSHB L. trigonometric limit WREOEF micH
BUTBY. BREOEE TOMEEOEEHEFANSH ST, elliptic solution i&
CEWHEENS S, | |

N
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§7. Braid#&oOBR

COHTE VBE, &<k trigonometfic solution WRIkOFLRYMHEE
UT. braid #. Hecke REWKDWVWTHENRS, |

R:OHO m AOHHMD isotopy class KHEARAMIZ & > THlEER VAR
HOM Artin O braid B B TH B, WML U T Ba XKD presentation b

TW3,

HERTT: 01, « « ., On-t
R :o0ciciv10i = 0it10i0i+1, 1Sismn-2,
Gigi = 0i0i, Li-j122. 1.1)

i i+1

C
\

Fig.7.1. braid % Bs OEMIT O

W YBE (1.1) O R(u)e End(VOV) WX UT

RCu) = PRCW),
Riu) = 18.. ®R(uS. .0l € End(V") (7.2)
1,1+
EBLBBU. HBRKROBRSGHES .
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Ei(u)\éiﬂ(U'W)\éi(V) = \ls:u(v)\flii(uw)\éaw(u), 1=ism-2,

Ri (R (V) = Ri (VR (W), Li-j122. (7.3)
I EVESHPIZ. YBE @ u-independent solution & braid #D V" LOFRREV

*BTT. B RO WZOBMTSHB 1. initial condition Db & TWE hitEY
(R(O) = 1)  nontrivial BRKME L T trigonometric solution 10) u = o0 TOE
BWHB. WE RW M x=e" OBERTHZET%:

RQU) = TE®xN 4 TCOEN-1 4 o0 4 TN
ZDE&E leading term T® (F Rl TNV) o

CBn — End(V®"), gi = T (resp. TV) | ' (7.0
Wk -C braid BORBEBLEU 3,
BI7.1. B2 WBVT x = e2iv, g=elEBL, T RW %2 (DWW 1R)

« (Do), D) = diag(x!”2,1), *XEULLdDDER VBE 2HR LTV S, 2Ok
EHET 3 R @

xis2 T?(u) =xT-T1, T=l gq!1

EOBIDX > B2 RW B x O1XKXTHBE L. initial condition %
-3
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BKELKD,
Kiw) = xTi +8i, Ti +8i = 1.
‘Z.GJ&?—S\ Fﬁﬁf&%f?i:iv’(‘\ YBE & Ti &&x49 % braid relation (7.1) &
(T al(T + bD) = 0, 3a,beC, athb=-l.

EPMARDOLEEIZRSIEBOMP S,
NIRA—=F— qeC &HU. EHMT hy.ooto-1 EZOROBRN

hihi+ithi =-hi+thihi+1 (1SiSm-2), hih; = hihi (1i-jl 22),

Chi + 1DDChi - g2) =0

TEEREN S C-algebra Ha(o®) REHEED Hecke algebra &3, ¢° = 1 D& EU,
hi 2EH# (i,i+t]) EE—EWTEIERLY (1) = C6n (IHRBOBR) LT
VW5, g2 B1DONRERTERINETRELVUT I(0®)x CCn i)f%u«an*cn'%o 1000
AR W(e®) B—RIZFBHTRY. LOFEL LY. 1O trigonometric
solution WU XBZJ braid ORIV Hecke TRE factor ?%Z&b*bb’% (?
= -b/a) .

CBn nd End(Vv®")

o\ Vi a”'Ti



7.2, HITQRRDO LS n X n{THE—BILEHh 3,

R = x T - T,
T = q*' SEi®Eii + TEi L + (4-9"')Z Ei®Ei;. (7.5)
) is)
Chid GF=AL), m = An-1 @ vector R, NI % quasi-classical % R {75
T$% (8§4) « ZOTRBEUTD Ha(a?) OFRH H(g?) = End(V") & Ua(sl(n))
@ multi-diagonal action A ™ : Ua(sl(n)) — End(Ve") & @ image ®ZhFh

A, BEUREZ. ¢ B—RBSGUIHEILVICHMO commutant &% [19] (XIPRE¥

FBBIEBEORBIET S Veyl OFEHOEL)
A = Ends(Ve®), B = Enda(V®m).

§ ATk Lusztig OERIE. AROBRACZOEEML GBI YN S, BCDRIH
UTREBD commutant algebra (Brauer algebra & F® g-analog)dbimlUoh T3

[43].

Face model DIZFHWRD. braid HFEOBRIIIIAETH S, ThERSLD
IZW STR BROLDRCBEBET E LV, WE V=C OB#EEL {vo} & U T a,beS
WxtL vee+) g 2Ef Va(a,b) 2 UAT S :

Vo(a,b) = span { ve...ey, |l ae = a, an = b,
, % "

(ai,ai+1) & admissible for i=0,...,m-1 }
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ZDED face operator Uit (u),...Un-1(u) BRTED 3,

&

. = Gy G o
Ui (w G0 BV = “21; u(a{ a,-,,l“)va,,@' OB B, (7.6)
QN Q;
Ui
a’i c\"ﬂl & Qi

Fig.7.2. Face operator Ui. BFR2HAEAHCRT. i Mok —o0
face A ME S WEERLTV S,

ZO&E STR (5.1) I} (7.3) ¢*EIUELRS

UiUi+1 Ui (V) = Ui« 1 DU Ui« u), 1Si=m-2,

Ui (Ui (v) = Ui (VUi (u), Fi-jl 22, a.D

B7.3. AQ> B face #AY (n = vector XH) @ trigonometric limit p - 0 &F
A&KD. REEM Vola,b) O, 2 POHFEUTRE f1 - forr S L 0D ER
 Young B [f1,..,fne1] DATE—2FOPULT b z:iﬂii?%nﬁﬁi@ﬁéib'c

V3, |

m — oM

_— S~

a=¢—D \ / Elﬂ=b
0 i 2 3 4

3%
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Fig. 7.2. FIWZEM vnl(a,b) (m = 4).

Boltzmann weight OB ARG. 2D BT [u] = sin(ru/l) EHRABEU RO

7B, q=e"i7lx = v LE B face operator 1 RRA W KR->TWS
x'720q-q" ) Uiu) = x Ti - T2,

HoT T 31 OREE 2

il e 3 He(g?) @ Vnla,b) LOREEEX 3,
B UT a=100,0,...,0] 0. Ti OBEKEERBEBZE. Zhilt Hoefsmit,Wenz)
B U RBRHRE [401,[41] EE—DbORRB>TLWEZ ENbH B, (0 B—KD

BAEDOE ORI unrestricted model WHIGEL TV 3, )
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§8. 23R

DTOXMRERNRDOTURL.. ERLBBEZ IO LENRZHOREY
Bl | | |

YBE DG #& [11,12] ¥5%. Th 3 quantum inverse method
[101,[11] *OEFBEERT ZTEHSBHAATH Y. 1980 EPHEE TS h TR
BOYAFBE->TWVWB, FOROXMI[16] CFHEL L,

BRTREMLEBORAEHIL Baxter OK [6] TH 3, ,

CYBE O#L:E 1l Sklyanin B S &5 TH %, non-degenerate solution DO44HE
ZoWTR. ERAYX [12] of [14] BHEABV. CVBE OMAEHEHDZOYY Y
HRZBTSEBIELT. Lot Cherednik, Drinfeld, Gelfand-Dorfmann,
Semenov-Tyan-Shanskii EHLZOHHENH %, [16] OXWMSHE.,

VBE WAHREL T U@ @ deformation BERRET ZZ & 2R L OW.
RV Sklyanin [15] ©% %, Drinfeld O [16] Wi, quantum group OSSR
RoTEBLOEBERSIA TSN, FHIERER. ;

REZITHRERD ZHEE U T, vector REHRZWIETS@EPOHFEL. KB
D IFYINLEORMEI RRITTBF Y7 =9 fusion procedure BRI TV
[271,[28]. (BEXMSH TV S vertex model WHREZORVNEFTORBKILTH S, )
braid #ORHTUW fusion KHYT AN LROHLFE [42] BH 3,

X3 BIRFREREZO local state probability 20T, BNEHE
[32] BB B, 728 face model Tld. COMWMRZDHVAWVWABREHBE S h TWS[34-38],
Zm>5 [37],038] k. 8vS0S #AID incidence diagram % An @ Dynkin diagram
ERTEILE D, E MREIREL TV 3, |

MIRTCWC BT B YBE Wit Zamolodchikov-Baxter 12 &k % 3¥thk [44]1 Ol
V=2 BT TW 3B, McCoy, Perk 5D higher genus solution [45] S HRDHF
308 GES R (I :
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