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DO0% %, ARk Yang-Baxter ARRN I DLW TAMBLRBREAALDLOTH 3,

Yang-Baxter ARXAE - XV U RE TR ALZOE. 1961 O
McGuire WFAX [3] NBRHTHSH> EBbhn 3, Hld ¢ 8(xi-xi) & poten-
tial EF 31 XNOBEFANFHZARHAELRV. RFOHEENL2THFLLEEL
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VU PJHEER) CERAHE—WIZRSIBEUT quantum inverse method R2HBEL.
Yang-Baxter AR AR ZOEBREAL R, (ZORBUBEs>W &3, ) 1980 R
MEEIWC L Yang-Baxter ARAOWREBEAI T+ Lo YT S—FRhpREAR
BIhbhhk. ZOEEWI->T Drinfeld BZORLEERHED. quantum
group OBLRWHIEL 2, Baxter dF R MEHOMRARENRLZ OBKREVERR
BTV, BHIZ 1983FEEHM S lones &3 111 BMEFRO index B KU
E@ link invariant NOLABE . Yang-Baxter HAREA & OFBLARHSE
BIhB3RLES->TWAS,

Yang-Baxter AR, MIETF 3K FEBMOY A TWZIEU vertex
model. face model D 2FVDRMS formulation BH 3. AWM TWAHE (88
1-4) . %#¥ (8§85-6) TZTHZTHhRZODLTHMAUL. BHWK braid BLO
BRGNS (8§87) . $SEORBTEORDEEREETS > TOTHRER
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§1.Yang—Baxter FHERX

UMD formulation BiEN& S, V BHBRKIT vector space. R(u) %

CEnd(vev) {BRA%Y (ueC) &9 %, R(u) W T 5B ARER
Ria(u) Riz(uty) Res(v) = Res(v) Ris(utv) Riz(u) a.n

% (vertex BY4) Yang-Baxter equation (YBE) &FH. ZZIZ. Rii(ue End(Viovz
®Vz) (Vi = Vz = V3 = ¥) IX. viev; LIz R(u) T BYoOka L identity TYeBEY

L1THREN%KT 5 e.g. Rea(u) = BR(u). V OEER ST

R(W) = S REG(W) Eny® Egs (1.2)

(Eab = (8aidvi)i.i WITHIMED

CEREU (LD R N OB (= din V) ORKEH REW CHT S N BOFRA
BRAZ252%, (1.1) 2LEULE Fig.1.1 o&S5RET. HOEKR | WEEM V, 2.
F R PR //( & Riz(u) B EHT 3. REIOMERITIORE & >R b0
% (1.1) OWARERETRELTL B,

— 212, R(u)

. R(u) = const.P

Pe End(VeV), P xey = yeox (1.3)

BHREUTONE (1.1 @ u=0 £2ld v=0 KBLTEERERS ( Pr2Ris(VPiz =
3



Res(v) ZTRHVAES) - KT (1.3) 2 initial condition & &I &W2T B,
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Fig.1.1. YBE. BTEAMITH Ris 25 6bHU. (FHOMIRENOMER & 3.
WA RBOBE 3DEF LS, VTR V2 OBATH 5.

f1.1.(McGuire [3], Yang [41)

[ 14y
RCu) = u 1 =P+ul.
1 u
{ 1+u |
.2,
(sin( 7 +u)
RCu) = sinu sinzg
siny  sinu ‘
| sin( 7 +u)
fi1.3.(Baxter [8])
a(u) d(u)
R(u) = b(u) c(u)
c(u) blu)
d(u) au)

a(u) = Ge(7)B0e(u)B1(7+u)
b(u) = Ge(7)81(u)Ga(n+u)
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cu) = 81(7)0e(u)Oe(y+u)
du) = 61 ()8 1(u) 61 (7 +u)

ZZW. 0i(u) M theta BI%

8alu) :[:I' (1 - 2p" 172¢co82mu + p2n-1)(1-p™).

]

0 -
g1(u) = 2p“‘"sinnun[11 (1 - 2p"cos2mu + pe™)(1-p").

BI1L.2.0 7. BI1.3.0 7.0 QEBEMERT. ML I~B1L3E0FAS initial
- condition (1.3) 2@ UTWVWA,

OADPBTHIBIERRTEIS, YBE O u W2WT2HRODLBIEXT
HEP5. U O3 OOETEPDAL EV. (LDEEY. u = 0 TUELLTYE, X

us= oo ; Paatvl = Pes+vli

y = ¥v : (Piz-vI)P13(P23+vl) = (P23+vi)P13(Pi2-v])

ER0. HEGEROMOBAR (12)(13)(23) = (23)(13)(12). (12)(13) =
(13)(23) RRET S, (UERBLT VI @ ERSTATH LV, )

YBE & u. v, utv TOEOHIORBEERNTH 3L VW HI>ERT—REOMEE
Braohzno. SABKOEABABRIS 5bh30EEATS3 (R58§3%

B) o LO3HMUNIA—Y—ORHKILIZ XYV ORB->TVS !

(#1.3) - (HI1.2) > L.
p—>0 7 =0

ZZT. YBE (1.1) BAOIH



R(u) = f(WR@W) (f(u): scalar). u — const.u

BHIIERHVR.



§2.[BRFHERE (Vertex Model)

BUBDRENT LS. VBE U (ETH) TRBROHRE (SHHO
. factorization condition. 1R spin chain @O Bethe Ansatz, 2RTHFERD
transfer matrix OWHBMRHE) KEHFE UL, COWMT. WFERHL T VBE OFS
ERAT 3. G

BUDK. HRES S, RUSOROA2HM(a.B8,r . 8)EHULT
Boltzmann veight EPRINBIEAEH RIf E5XTH<. 2RABTFOBD i &,
SRHEEESEEEH A: HO>TLOBBOELLS. I | TER A BIEETBH
A Aii= A Bconfiguration & k&, configuration 2 1 2®»H B & . BFORIE

AIZISEUTAROREE (A2 A5 Ak An) $5 Boltznann veight Rya) 55 % 5.

" oo ¥ S
1 =F{O<(5

Fig.2.1. Boltzmann weight
2TOHEFRHE 51

- Ak Ap

1

Z-' T Raja
vertey

% configuration A DORI{WRLEDREBL vertex model &R, TIWZEL
X2 1R I22DOERILEHRT. 2EBEHEE XU S



z= 3 T Ry | QD
BFOKZER MXN EF3&. M N > 0 OBRTZU
Z ~ exp(-MNBt) (f-ER. BB ELMT ZEHK)
D&SHEES. MEHREZO | mm:a»sﬁuxas%gxaarﬂa@~5fas%o
DFRFRES MCANERSELEY. VEQ.DOMR. ¥ T IHELD

VWTEY. DVTHFHEMOBROVTEBZZEREL LD, ZORD. B = (B1...
BN B (B B)e SV LTRE

! o By Br
Tew = = RapRupe * * Rilpm
@, % ‘
LHAT 3,
8 p" By
> 4] o2 : N i )y
K [
Fig.2.2.3a /OB Re A1...., AN DN THIR E > dON

transfer matrix OTMNERR 5% 3,

S RIR By® Bgs End(VOV), EB LB Tapr & End(V1€ ... @ W)

<
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W = V) BT BROITHOITHEREARE S



T = trV(RmRaz...RaN)é End(Vi® ...®Vn) {2.2)
)

HU Ve = V. 2@ T % transfer matrix £55. BRYFHHOHHER > TR
AR EWREY. HEREKCQ.DI

Z Tﬁ"’p‘"Tp“’ﬁm’ . e Tp"“pf"

RS

M
trv1®___ «WN(T )

BT B, CORFPHBMN =00 EUTF ARDBEIER T OBRKEHED N

> 00 KBFEHEERMBEIERKRET %,
COMBRNU TRENSN TV EABEDT A T47 & T R EBI#HQRIN

A== T} REKRTS. LVHI30TH% (ZhX2&5T Ising BRO

- Onsager W&k 5@ [T] CETIHOEFE) .

T(u) TC(v) = T(v) T(w) u.veg (2.3)

ZDORYHD Boltzmann veight T Z+HRMN YBE THB. T TU.DNS
QIBRITERRES,
THEQ.2)D 5.

TC)Tv) trvo(Rm (u)...Ren(u)) trva (R1(v)...Ran(V))

= try,eu((Ro1 (u). . .Ran(u)I(RE1 (V). . .REN(V))

tr‘vowi((Rm (u)RE1 (v))(Rae(ﬁ)Rﬁe(v)). .. (Ren(u)RBN(V)))
(2.49)
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EB/LIENTES (Fig.2.3.) o« TZW Reiu) & Re;i(v) (i#j) oufifatie -,

3 U U U Y T(v)

o —4 Y 4 8 1w

, 1 2 N
Fig.2.3. Transfer matrix Off. Ve. Vi WHOBHHEWKODWLWTHER

trace & 3,
5. YBE . Rei(uRe:i(v) 8 Rei(vRei(u) AP TH B & ERTVWS !

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

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

ZhBEUVEUVHVAE. QOO tr 0Fld u & v (RU Ve & V3 ) 2FHWUED
OEEBPRRY., f->T tr 2 EQ.DEHE S,

0—ui ..

Ql

12 1 2
Fig.2.4. Transfer matrix O,

HUW [6],[10] WEA M. YBE £ 2. 30OWARHLRABODEW T(W) OANY

PLEBABABRRRC K > TRBT 2H5EBMOn TV S (Bethe Ansatz, B LU ZOHR
' 10
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¥k & UTD quantum inverse method ) .

LOMHTHPBEY . 2.5)BVT Res(u-v) & Roi (u) 225 L FEINR
BRoTHBY. ThHBEAU R PERTVELERFADRV. CORXERAT S DO,
 ROBEREEXEARUTHS. RBOHHEDOED. V=0 U, Reiu) e

End(Ve® Vi) % Ai= End(Vi) flITMEARULTIHE Li@) £FEZH,

ACu) B(w
Litu) = . ’ Aw)....,Du) e A, .

Cu)  DCuw)

ZORETQ.5E
RCu.v) (Li(uw)@l) (IGL;(V)) = (loLi(v)) (Li(wel) R(u.v) (2.8)
ER%, 2ZWHAE UeLi(w)(Li(wel) 4 XaiTh

A(WVAW) BOWAW) AWBW)  B(W)B(W)
CVIA(U) DAY C(v)BW) D(v)B(u)

oooooooo

PEWT S (MOMEFEE) . (2.6)I1. MEHR algebra A, OEOMIC. BiglF
B R(u,v) € End(C2®C2) 2N UTRBBAREEDTVIHDEARYES, 2O

algebra® associativity . R BEWK¥ 3 3 YBE

~Ri2ui ,u2)R13(u1 ,uz)R23(u2 ,uz) = Res(uz,us)Ri3u1,uz)Riz2(ut,u2)

@.n

]
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ko TREXNS. T THRRIRE
R(u,v) = RCu-v) (2.8)

PEVWELOBA.DTHE S, COLHIW. Q. DRBRVLQ@.DEHE, —HIIX02.60D
k3R Vi LB BHERZEALARRERTZCENBERTS S,

¢ ERILEMEUT. KEQ.DOREBIZMBR OISO RORBILKRETHS
[45]. SOEFEE. u,v B genus DFE L curve EREBATOL S LS REEHDHTE-S
RHOTEROTHEREKRV. 2B, u BEEMCERTSHME (FIXIT Abel 2HH) £
&ﬁ(&ﬁﬂdﬂénfhﬁho
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8§3. Classical Yang—-Baxter FHERXR

Faddeev-Sklyanin-Takhtajan &%, (.80 B3 Liw) . U} U HFER
TEBYRBRELRLT Lax pair

2 = . D = .
2y = LGt Dy, &9 = PGt 3.

WHBFS L operator @g?%ﬁﬂ’iﬁﬁﬂ?&ﬁ%itEE?&_hT; quantum inverse method
2ERLU R [101.[1]. ®FH o ERBBRICHITU. KiEF [ . 1 % Poisson &
Wi.y=tingl . JeBEprBE. QOOKWBAFKDSB.DD scattering
data ORICHER Pioisson,fé%)ﬁ@ﬁ?l’f%ﬁffﬁé; (FHEFEOEMISE. 20O
Poisson HEIMMOREB LM THEHORMTH >, ) TIH S YBE O classical
limit OBENEAINE,

Vg YBE (1.1) OBBAIA—Y—h 24 . h >0 T
R(u,h) = (scatar)X{ +H r(u) + ... ) (3.2

REBRAEDL DL E. R W quasi-classical THBEFV. r(w) 2 Ruh) @

classical limit &PEZR, FIZWE. HI1.1~1.3 WINT quasi-classical TH % (fl
LLITWE u - ush, H11.2,1.3T 2 =h E&hid &) . (3.2) 72 A.DRKRATS
At ORED S r(u) RHY BKRO classical Vang-Baxter equation (CYBE) #3h¢

-

Do

[rizCu). risQuiv)] + [ricQu),. res(v)] + [risCutv). res(v)] = 0. (3.3)

13
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CYBE O, T [, ] OXATHELPATVLZLDRHMENRY —~ROF
¥ET formulate TEBZILWH B, VWE G YK, r(v) 2 oY BEOBKTHS
CEU. O oRE {1} w&koT

rw = = M) Lel, OB . (3.9)

EEZS. gk riz@) = T P0) Lelel ¢ U UPO U@) (U@: G ORBER)
HEBL, ORI

[rizCu). rez(v)]

[ ™ LWalel, = rf‘(v) 1e 1,® |

Ly
= ) Lell,,l, 1ol

LLRY. (3.)ORHER Gege KBEEE 3,

Gooy EOEBSHNIE. G ORE (i, Vi) BEBZLWRE2T VeV, &
BT BITHE (mie () NEBREON S, ZOEKT. o BRI
universal solution’ T&% %,

% BHRRTHEMY -RTHS & E. CVBE & Belavin-Drinfeld [12] &
STHUCHNBRTY 3. UT 0 OFRRIMEHT 3 EREZE {1, ) 2o
A VN

t=3 Lol

&EB<L,
14



w8 (121 r(u) 2 0€C OFEBTERI L CYBE O Yo EHBERBL T 5L X,
xIEEE : \

(1) 3.4) ORIFODEWR  det ( r(u) Y#O.

(2) r(u) BHRLED—D pole BdB. »D r(w)e 4o (Yu ) &% proper
subalgebra 9 GO} WHZEU RV,

B u=0BVT r(u) WROERED !

r(u) = %+ regular . (c#0)
ko (HD~(3) RiEkTM®E non-degenerate THBETF S,
E® [12]1 CYBE @ non-degenerate 728 r(u) WX LR Y LD,
(i) r(u) & € LEBRRHEIRIH. FXTO pole i simple.

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

GiDuR2VCTORAEEE UTROIBYOABTETS 5,

rank " =2 ...... B %
rank " =1 ...... =HEE (5 x = et OFEBEE)
rank " =0 ...... M

Belavin-Drinfeld {X. SiC CYBE ORORICHE Y REEMER2EEL. HHBEKEIAR

@ = I DOBAOHBEEL TAEERE L E—DTH 32 . SAMNMMBES
, ' 13
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type DY —BROVWTHEEL. FAELEBRWVWT Dynkin BECRESh 3 HREOAFX
h3ZERFUTVS (HEEBROASERERTZHR) -

3.1, r) = L oo HMBEREHEINE.

w

fi3.2. 9 OA—FAME 0 ©0,) LU, XueQ, & (X = 1 EBBLSL
BAT | |

r= T (XX, - X, ®X, ) (FIld positive root hi%)
wed, © @

EBL, JOEE

2t
x-1

rtu) =r -t + (x=e") (3.5)
1 CYBE O=ABAKME. ChiXVV I} YEBOFHABRALWMIET 5, H3.13613.20»

SREKIL (7/2r(qu), 7 = 0, RE>THSN 3,

@ Belavin-Drinfeld X. —#W& riiluiui) ODEHLPSHFELU TSD. (non-degenerate
OIREODETR) AEHRIZOEE rii(ui-u;) DIBEFRRET ZZELHBRLTL
% [131.
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84. Quantum Group.

CYBE O# r(u)e%@%i}‘%i%ﬁfetvé\ ZFh % classical limit &> YBE
ORGP RESRIBERKIC r(u) O FTEFL) EFS>2 &R TS, BEHICHEE
RHEOEEFILINhE R OBUNRE object BAIDHEVLIILTH S, FHKE
VR DW VE@PeUE TH B, RIE r(u) RIEUT UG BEHD TEFIL) LD
EEXBENEATS 3, |

Y—% G Ed smooth functions DT A = (C(G) Wit BED operation

2o XEVIEHEEES UT algebra map

A A > A®A, - f(g) = f(g182)
S: A - A, f(g) -» f(g")
e A - (. f(g) » f(e) (eeG lXBRix)

#HO. M (AA,S, e) & Hopf KB R%B, Tk, = Lie G DEHAR A" = UP
= (G (e EEDD distribution) I Z TR Hopf KBOHEER S D

AL A > AN, X = XO1 + 10X
ST A = A, X = -X

SHEN X = 0 (Xe %)

(A,A,S,e) W algebra EUTHETH SH. ¢ BERPFTRVRYRITBTRL !

cA#A. 22K
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G . APA — AQ®A, O XOy = y8X. . : .1

i (A" A.S.e) BRTMTHEPAWMTRV. Drinfeld X—ARICIETH - IR
72 Hopf algebra % C™(G) DT OEHKT quantum group &IEU. (quantum) |
VBE OURORBIMEE U TEYE L ko CVBE OMTEHEK ST & ZOETFILEL
T® quantum group QA DV T [16] 228, CZTREERMELT. #H
320 =ABAKMIERL R UQ) D g-anelog Ua(@) (Drinfeld ODMFETW duantum
affine algebra) OHWR ULV, Md > —DOEERHIHS. 1 OH BRI ERL
fzYangian B Y. [17] THELIR/RUGH T3,

| RBOMBEORD 0 =s1(2,0 XU, qe€ (q#0,21) RHUT € Lo
algebra Ua (%P REMTEBIRNICK > TROBRIZERT 5 :

Rt e, £, ko k!
BItRE ¢ kk! =k 'k =1, kek'! = qe, kfk! =g !f,

[e.f] = (K - k2)/Cq - ).

R g=eb, k=g"2 LBLTHh > 0 OBRELSZE. LOBRRAW e
=(50)s £=(29). n=(} S)est2.0) OFREBITT B, U KD operation

WkoT Hon ﬁﬁtﬁ%o

Atk = k@k, X » Xok! + koX (X =e,f)
S: k » k't e —» -qge, f = -q'f,

€.k —» 1, X & 0 (X =e,f).
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— W FRIL A BE AR general ized Cartan matrix 232 Kac-Moody U —BII¥WLUT

(@) BRKCEREN S,

@ Voronowicz [20] WHMT (piid)ii-1.2 EXOERRICE>TC ] SU.(2) ¥

AU, ZOLE® differential calculus 2ERU 2.

plipie = dpteapit.  Piipzt = qpat pil,
p1zp21 = peip1e, [p11epazl=C - qgDpizpeat.

, * X
pripez - gprzpet =1, pzz = pi11. P11z = -gpeat.

Z® algebra . comultiplication A(p i) = Z pix®p«;i WK K-T Hopf FIEOHE
ERHD, TOSXOFEMHSERFEOEL Vo. V1. Ve W Ua(sl(2)) BEMLTH

C9[21]. COEKT SUa(2) & Ua(s1(2)) & (KEE) dual XRx->TW 5%,

Ue(P) RHMUT. G DER veight RELOEUBEREIhZH. ThRO0T
Lusztig Wk BXDOFERBHS (9 & ¢ LHBHET S) o

T [22]. dominant integral REE veight 232 G OMBPEFRIE. ohk
Us () DENIL deform TEX S, weight OEFEHEED q LKV Ukd> THEEAR
dag=1 OROVER—TH 3.

ET Ua(P &YBE L OBRFREENK D, U () OHCEE Tx (xe*) %

TX : € - Xe. f - X_lf- k —-> k

1a
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RED2TEDS. 0E RKDEVPOUQ) WHTZROHBREEL LS ¢

ROO(1® TO(AGR)) = (18 T )(A(a)) R(x)  for any ae Ua(@

AB®AYRGD) = Riz()R12(x)

(18 TO)RKY)) = R(xy) , (4.2)

h

2z N=06A (3 @1 ZhoOHERLY

Res(x)(1® 1® T« )(Ri3{¥R12(y)) = (1® 1@ T« )(R12{yIR1 3 (¥))R23(x)
DEPh B (4.2) ORKORXEELEAW. Zhid mitiplicative REH x =
et TEDPOEL YBE CEHRBRL. O =s1(2) OFE (4.2) 2ikT RK) WFE

LTHRDES>2REZ 3N %,

R(x)

) q-h@h/? “%:;o((q—‘l _q)/x)n qfnfn-li “[l’]]!_l k "e"® fnkn.

[n]t

[nlln-11...017, [m] = @"-97")/(gq-q71).

(BEZE. R BE TR, LOMOFOXx DEXZDRED V(PO U G) KET
50 ) ~ROGUEMUTEBE2ELITIZ U TCERVLE, [16] RTROEBENTS

% (IE®E7 statement 13 [16] 228) .

(1) (4.2) ORRWRTFEIEL. classical limit 2o,

2) BRETBEHRHA 1 0 U@ - End(V) RHU. (r@n)RKD) & up

20



to scalar T x OFHEAK LR35,

GELTT T4V U~ Q=G elt.t ' e (§: HRRTHEY —B) k&
S REELRGO WHS.20 ru) (3.5 (2203 %G LT OEFILESX 3.
RGO DEAIRITIIBRG .

G : EBIAR. 7 G O vector K
D&% [25].[26] K5 5TV 3,
BB, AMOEHBHEC OV TD V@) HYST S algebra B L SNT

W3 [151.[23]. 221 Hopf algebra structure BB 3L EI Mo h THREL

kK5TH %,

29

21
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§5. Face model

BFHMOEETE. SFTEXTER VBE i vertex model HIGL TV
(82) . 3>5—D2OD¥ 4 TOER Y U T. face model EFhIZKUR YBE 20T |
EREK D,

BU2RABRTFEEX. BBTAHI L. D23EA5SICERLE2HBEH A
BB, SHSDTER local state MR, BEEHH (face) OHBOEE (a,b.c
.d) AU Boltzmann weight W(§ L)€ ¢ B5 % . configuration A DEH%

Wi %)

N
1
=
=
—
> >
s -
> >
r.—
N
]
>

foace

REoTEDREDDR face model &S (Baxter GBS TIX interaction-round-a-

face (IRF) model [6]) .

a ]

W )

Fig.5.1. Boltzmann weight

Face model MU T® transfer matrix WAL . ZOWMBEDRHE U T YBE 2F

L& FhIROERE %,

W(i 3]1&) W(? ;\LHU)W(}; ;\U)
= 2 w(§ Ao)w( ;\uw)w(g ble) ¢ abicsdiefes)
22 )

b
%
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Fig.5.2. face model & YBE(STR).fiI®dD 3 >® face & Boltzmann weight

DR, + X g XOVTOHEBOHT,

ChEBERULDOM Fig.5.2 TH%. FIEFHEW Boltzmann weight W(ﬁfu)&i?‘
(RTREBVUSTFTVIDOTETEERTI—2 b 2Dk, ) Face BD YBE
(5.1) % star-triangle relation (STR) & &kZ T &WdH 3,

Face model {X. HEHERKEU T state DX a = (a.b)e XS 2 —20
state £ 3 vertex model EHRRTIEMTES. VE RQ) = 2R§,‘§(u)e End(veV),
RN

(b 0,@B) _ (e b - L, ~
R(na),(d'&(u) = W(a c “) (a=a’, b=b’, c=c’, d=d’)

]
[eoe)

( 20ft)

WE->TEDBE. dual lattice EIZ vertex model BEREXHN B, T D& X STR

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

& ——

—_———— el ———

- — — ——
: [
|
]

i
I
]
A
1
]
I~ o
B S e ataabad
i
1
|
+
]
1
i
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Fig.5.3. Face model & dual lattice E® vertex model. ®ij¥ CIIWERE

BUBTFRLE (XE) . RFTIKTFOBLE (<) KB 3B,

Face model OHEMME U T Andrews-Baxter-Forrester (ABF) [20] O#RU
72 eight vertex solid-on-solid (8VS0S) model 2N U LS. 73.0)&3‘-1&:{\ local
state DEASLUT S = {1.2,...,L-1} (L24 WEHZE) 2do. BEMHROIKD

HRZEBEFEINhZZIETH S
(a,b). BIESBTHLED local state = b-a==%1 (5.2

5. (a,b),(b,c).(a.d),(d,c) DERDP—DTD (5.2) BHREIRVEE
Boltzmann weight W(5 :Iu) B0 ELEDOINDS, G.DRZIVBEASIKEFHLED local
state W42 parity BESOT. 38 THLD parity REET 2 &. BTF2H4N

even sublattice, odd sublattice D22 H8T 3,

#i5.1. L =4, S=1{1,2,3}.
even sublattice FOBHEWE Ai = 2 12 freeze Xh. odd sublattice b
T Ai = 1,3 O2REBHFENh S, ThE +1, -1 ERUBET &, RN

diagonal lattice LWk Ising BRI 3,

\\ ' \'/ t
N N}z
N\ N '
/

N




" Fig.5.4. L = 4 Q& EBVS0S AL Ising BRI ARYE S,

#5.2. L =5, §={1,2,3,4}.

Aio=1,2,3,4 OAFERFIELTo =1,0.0,1 EREZIEWXT B (BFOD
‘EﬁinE’BO)’EZEﬁ%UJIC\EMiRL\) o ZDEXG.DW oitoi =0 or 1 &[EE,
COBRBIE. NTHUBEBFRERARIES (01 =0 = 1) HRRLEFTIBTFRHK

hard -square gas 2% &9 9,

8VS0S #A@ Boltzmann weight IX. &M theta BB TEHMN B, BidikE U

C THROESE2HWVW S,
[u] = 2p'“® sin(mu/L) :I;(l - 2p“cos(2nu/L) + p2m)(1 - p") (5.3)

D& E 0 TRV Boltzmann weight WROI B HMPh 3B,

a atl
[u+rt]
1
(5.4)
axl ax2
a axl
[a-ul
[a]
axi a
a a¥l
[ui][a—l][&*ﬂ
1l [al
axi a

K. ARG.DRXBVT ael +ae, ae RU L U—BOEZRINIA—F—. EUTD

STR (5.1) WAV >TW3 [9]. ABF i, L: HAM. ae = 0, EEB3TEWR&ST
‘ 2

)
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0<a<L 223 HBRED Boltzmann weight T STR BEAU B & 2L .
o UREOEIE state OBAIE unrestricted model. BEF % restricted model &

KATWS,

@ LARADIT & < 8VSOS model IE eight vertex model (§11.3) &&xD & > REHRICH S,
Baxter [91 . 1.3 R XU T. 3 vector @ family da.ax1(u)e ¢ BHERE
U.R % ¢ KHELRES HLhZREE LU TG.4H)DWnrestricted) Boltzmann

weight 28/ TW 3%,

R@W-V) $oe(dBer(n) = T WG o[40) dastudedoc(v). (5.5)
a b
= i

Fig.5.5. Vertex & Face OXS. #EEIWL intertwining vector ¢pan(u) %

x93,

Gav(u) OBEYR—KIMIHEQREDS & T R(u) HT 2 VBE »3 W b|u) wnis

3 STR ST EMWREN S,
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§6. XUmmn

BiEi TR &5 Face model 3. §§3 - 4DHEBOVRLZOE & TUSB
TESRV, FTh &M, 8vS0S #AUOFAREERE LU TY —RGBHRELLILL
—BEET B EPWHEETA TS, BEW X0 B (X = AnBny oovy G2) DT T4
s Y—RRZOVLTRINEAN, ZZTE X = An =sI(nt],ODFHRHABPL X 5. UTF
Ne..... An (resp. Ateeer,An ) & D A (resp. ADEE veight £55b7.

— RS a =;2:)° mi A W omieZ, mi 20 L TEH a ddominant integral TH3 &

oilt

‘n -
3o BE mot...4tmn % a D level. a = E‘ mi\i B a @ classical part &5,

ST, BAK L BLU A OFRXTBHRIA n REET 5. 22T

n @O weight multiplicity X¥~xT 1

THBERELVED. MIAE n i %2 (R) WAHBFUILEFEHR. (—RBOBEW
vertex model & face model & 2RMAUABBEZMUFLESIERXRD, ChiZoWLWTH

HERFAFTH S, ) data (0 ,n) HA. KD &S 7R face model 2FEZX 3,

local state DES: S ={ An @ level L Ddominant integral weight
21 }

incidence relation: %Eﬁ?g'i_t@‘local state W n -admissible

def.

EFEX (a,b) 8 n-admissible & n—- & n—o®n OHEHKS

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

U v @ v(Ai)= Ai+1 (An+1 = Ao) &72% Dynkin diagram automorphism.

Lie algebra Xf."
3

repreggatation T

level 2

Fig.6.1. W R, Xn = A1, = vector | (8D »8 8VS0S #RY,

(1)

Incidence relation (6.1) REBI5LDW. At ODFELFIXATHLI. L =0 +2

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

a-1
T5Y0. TOD classical part & Young Bl =2 ¢35+ 3. A OEHE
. .
R—BR = (N RHEBFYVYL) OB LUTWS, Clebsch-Gordan Dk

:l . :
a-1 N L, a-1=+N a-3+N
— ) I e— U E—
min(n-1,NJ a-1+N-2j '
y=o
&oT

(L-1-a)Ae+(a-1DA1 & (L-1-b)Ae+(b-1)A1 » n -admissible

23



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

B2 N=1 RalE, ToRH

E72o T 8VSOS HMAIDHBAG.DIC—MT 3. N=2 DE&E. 1 <a <Ll ol
b = a-2, a. a+2 &N D admissible TH B . (a,b) = (1,1), (L-1,L-1) i
admissible T#RWL, admissible BRUBRENTHATSERRITNWIEROETH S

(incidence diagram),

N=1,8=3( =5)
N=2,0=4( =86) N=2,0=5(L=17
e "
—#%1. Young BIFE ¥ = [fi...., foe1] (fl2...2fn+120) ORIICEERRE [f1,...

Foe1] ~ [f1+l,...,foc141] 2 AN, ZOREXEE [V] &<, level  2EETH
. local state a W& f1 - for1 S Q RFATEEE (V] & 101 WHIET 3

«n
a=(%-f1 4+ far1)Ae +.§1(fi - fiv1)N

= vector RBLOBAHWE. (a,b) B nm-admissible 23D a WHIET 3 You
29
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ng BIEDOS 31T aATR2—2FHGMAT b BB LEAETHS. Xn= Az,

nt =0(vector FTIM) DIFEHD incidence diagram 2T UDHT,.

A) model (vector RI)DIHAD Boltzmann weight KD LS XEZ >0 3.

. B*P [ 1 u ]
u#p 302;2
a a+fi
[a ,,"LL] ‘ :
LI LAt
[a}w] ( H #:' V)
a+ht atfied
[ U1 VT 11011
_, (1] laul (pev)
ﬂ_"; bavpo’lll

TTWat o dadFET Young MIEOE uiTRaATE—2 U ME R local state

B56DT. &k

’a/‘v=f,‘-f\,+v - U

EBVE,
IHEDLEZAXDGEHEE STR OBHERTE TV S,
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Xn = An . 7 = %%iﬂ%‘:ﬁy‘jlbifﬁ t30]\

Xn

An. Bn, Cny Dne 71 = vector®&I [31].

CWIhOBEED. Boltzmann veight & (5.3) O theta BA% [u]l TNI X P54
ZENB, ThoOROMME. BVSIS BHEFU <. ()8 SOEKTOD
unrestricted model Z¥EV. DVWTUHIDINFIA— Y —OBHILWC &> T restricted -
wodel DHE (STRHS BIU 32 &) DRERITS. LV 5 ATy TREL. 2055 A
ROERNT vertex model OWHBEHBE G.5)OEEKTHIENODVTVWS, —F non-
degenerate classical limit 2> vertex model ﬂiAﬁ!&lﬂli elliptic TitHLH
3 (8§3) . k@ elliptic 72 face model #5 vertex model & & S5BfRT 3 » T
TH 5,

- @BVSOS HAID local state probability (1 <(BI¥) &I hSEH. U—-ROH
©@aq,0p) (G=AY") KT 3 modular form (=2 HRED 2 & offén%l
EBAPoTVE, X BENZOLTHAEOI LSS h. BAHLERSHT
Vw5 [32]. 2hEdc. # (A1, UxS) (V= affine Veyl group, S =
principal Heisenberg subalgebra) WRHA{R U face model (elliptic) a%iahTL
% [341,[33]. BPHBOVEPSHB L. trigonometric limit HBOBER AN
BUTBY. BREDEHE TONEEOEEHLFANSh B KT, elliptic solution i
TERRENS B, |

N
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§7. Braid#:oB®

Zd)ﬁﬁ’é‘&i YBE, & < trigonometric solution WRARDFELREIIEEL
UT. braid #. Hecke REW DV THENRS, |

R3O m AOMMD isotopy class WHARAKI X > TREZEVAR
HOB Artin @ braid # Bn TH B, MIEHE U T B XXD presentation Zd -

TW3,

o1, « . ., On-t
BEX:0i0iv10i = civ10i0i+1, 1Sism-2,

6i0i = CiCi, Li-j122. a.v

Fig.7.1. braid 8 Ba DX O
WE YBE (1.1) O R(u) e End(VOV) XU T

RQu) = PRQW),
Ri(u) = 1®.. ®R(WS. .0 € End(V") (1.2)
i,14
BRI, BBRROBBRBHRED .
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ki (U)\éi +1 (U+V)\§i (v) = Ei 1 (V)\éi (U"‘V)\éi s1u), 1=5isw-2,

Ri (Ri (V) = Ri (WR: (), Li-j122. (7.3)
S Zh X VDB HIZ. YBE @ u-independent solution & braid #D V" LOFXHEV

EBTF. PR RO WZOBITH S5, initial condition D& TR hiXEH
(RCO) = 1) & nontrivial BPFWME L T+ trigonometric solution vGJ u = o0 TOMHE
BHB. VW RW M x=e OBHERTHBET 3!

RQu) = T®xN 4 TCORN=1 4 ..o 4 TN
ZDE&E leading term TP (F Rl TV) s

(Bn — End(Vé"), gi = T (resp. T{V) (7.9)
Wk >TC braid BOREBEU 3,
BIT.1. BI1.2 RBWT x = €2iv, g = e B, 2D RW 2 (DS 'R

«(D(Wel), D) = diag(x!"2,1), EXBURHDD IR VBE BHL LTV S, COE
ST 3 R 1t

x172 vR(u) =xT-T71, T= 9g-qg7' 1

Ltoflok S, B ﬁ(u) »ox 0)1?9(2§'625%‘<‘: U. initial condition %
33
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RELXS,
Kiq = xTi +Si, Ti +Si = 1.

-Z.O)té\l R RHEWLk->T. YBE W Ti X9 % braid relation (7.1) &
(T o+ al)(T 4 bl) =0, da,bef, a+b=-1.

PMARdOLAERLRAZIEBDOM S,
NIGA=F— qe€C KU, KT h1,...,he-1 EFORIOERN

hihi+thi =-histhihi+1 (Q=igEn-2), hihi = hjhi (l1i-jl22),

Chi # DChi - g2) =0

TEZEN D C-algebra Hn(q®) REHID Hecke algebra L5, * = 1 D& EU,
hi 2EH# (,i+]) EA-WTIZIERLY (1) = C6n CHHEHOMR) LR-T
VW3, 2 B1OXREBTRINWEREUT Hn(a?)z CCn i)f%ﬂ"on'('hl‘%o REXEDE
AR (0®) B—RZFRETRY. LOFEL LY. 1RO trigonometric
solution WU EHBI T braid FORB Hecke B factor $HZ LMD (¢®
= -b/a) »

CBn - End(v@m) .

0\ Vi a !
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7.2, HIT.NRXXRDOE SR n X n{THZ—RlLEh 3,

R = x T - T,
T = q*' SE®Eii + TEi @ * (4-97')Z Eii®Eii. (7.5)
Ue) 1$)
chit G=AL), m = An-1 @ vector R, XY % quasi-classical =2 R 175
T5% (84) . ZOTRBEUTD Ha(a?) OFEB Ha(a?) > End(V") & Ua(sl(n))
@ multi-diagonal action A‘™ I Ua(sl(n)) — End(V®") & D image 2 ZhFh

A, BEUREE. @2 B—BRITEBFBIEVZMED comutant &7 3 [19] (IFEE

EF—BREEBORTAET % Veyl OEEOHEL) ¢
A = Ends(V®), B = Enda(V®").

§ ATk Lusztig OERI. ARMOBEECOEEMGBIHIN S, BC DAY
UTHEEBED commutant algebra (Brauer algebra & F® g-analog)digUohTW3

[43].

Face model DIZFHWRD. braid FEOBRIIIRAETH S, ThERBRED
IZW STR BROLDIZBEBET E LV, WE V=0 OEEELE {va} &L T a,beS
WU vee*t) IR ZERE Va(a,b) RMAT S ¢

Vo(a,b) = span { vg...ey, lae = a, an = b,
, % "

(ai,ai+1) & admissible for i=0,...,m-1 }
35



36

ZDED face operator Uit (u),...Un-1(u) BLRTED 3B,

. - 00 G L |
Ui (u) GO B = “21; w(a?a,-.,l")"a,,@' @B B, (7.6)

af. [EANED

Fig.7.2. Face operator Ui. BFR2XWABAEIZRET. £i Mo —2o0
face RITIMA SWIELERLTL S,

CO&E STR (5.1) ik (7.3) tAUERRS

Ui Ui+ 1 Ui (V) = Ui+t (DU Ui« u), 1Sism-2,

Ui (Ui (v) = Ui (VUi (u), li-jl 22, (1.1

Bi7.3. A B face A (n = vector RI) @ trigonometric limit p = 0 F
A&KD. REEM Vn(a,b) OFiE. 2 PAHFEUTERE f1 - foer S L 0D ER
| Young BIJEE [f1,...,fne1] @Y E—D2F2PULT b Clﬁﬂﬁ‘d‘%ﬁﬁﬁi@ﬁ’éﬁbf
Vw3, |
- BT
ap =0 _ g g B -

0 1 2 3 4

3%
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Fig. 7.2. X2/ vn(a,b) (m = 4).

Boltzmann weight O®RIIARG. 2D BT [ul = sin(nu/l) EFHABEUL RO

723, q=e"7b,x = i/ LB face operator X1 IRRWCR->TWVS
xVetag-g ) Vi) =x Ti - T,

HoT T 31 ONER ¢

efmi‘l w23 He(g2) @ Vela,b) FOKRW[EEX S,
e UT a=100,0,...,0] B¢0.Ti OBKEEREBE. Zhit Hoefsmit,Wenzl
BER U REHIRE [40],[41] $EA—-0dbORKR->TLWEZ EBhHN B, (0 B—HED

BEAEOB S DERMIL unrestricted model WHISU TV 3, )
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§8. E3XM

DUTOXHMEHEBHRLOTUERL, ERXEBZIP6RLENIZIDOREY
Bz, -

YBE DA mEcit [11,[2] ¥5%. Th > quantum inverse method
[101,[11] & OBFRERT ZUEHSFPATH Y. 1980 EPEE TRMS A TOR
BOYRAMBE->TWB, ZOROXWI[16] WEEL L,

BFEEL2BOEKXHIL Baxter 0K [6] TH 3,

CYBE L& Sklyanin B S LD TH 3. non-degenerate solution OH4H
oW T FEawX [12] oft [14] BFABV. CYBE OHBMFEHIEKRDEDV Y b Y
HREBUTSEBZELT. LidOM Cherednik, Drinfeld, Gelfand-Dorfmann,
Semenov-Tyan-Shanskii FEHELOHENH %, [16] OXWEBE,

YBE W2f¥BEL T U@ @ deformation WHRIETZZ & 2@ U L DU,
P12 v Sklyanin [15] TH %, Drinfeld O [16] W2iX. quantum group OELE%R
RoTHELDEBERSINA TV EH., FHERE, \

KB ITHRERD 3HiEE U T, vector RRLHIET 385 5 HEL. KB
DIFYINLEORRI REITTBF Y 2w fusion procedure MK IHh TV
[271,[28]. (BIZTEMISH TV 3 vertex model WHAEZ ORI E ZORKILTS S, )
braid HORHETU fusion WHYT A2H LROHEF [42] 85 3,

X BITFHERIEZ0D local state probability 20Tk, BNHLE
[32] %%, 2B face model Tk, CTOMILDWA VB REHE S h TV 3S[34-38],
Zd55 [371,[38] 1X. 8VS0S #AID incidence diagram %2 An @ Dynkin diagram
ERTELE D, E MREBIELTWL S, |

SIRTTW BT B YBE 12it. Zamolodchikov-Baxter 12 &k % 3¥kthk [44]1 Ofl
B—o2EFMehTWS, McCoy, Perk @@ higher genus solution [45] 5 HBOK
BB Eh 3,
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