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ABSTRACT: The notion of a crosscap state, a special conformal boundary state first defined
in 2d CFT, was recently generalized to 2d massive integrable quantum field theories and
integrable spin chains. It has been shown that the crosscap states preserve integrability.
In this work, we first generalize this notion to the Lieb-Liniger model, which is a prototype
of integrable non-relativistic many-body systems. We then show that the defined crosscap
state preserves integrability. We derive the exact overlap formula of the crosscap state and
the on-shell Bethe states. As a byproduct, we prove the conjectured overlap formula for
integrable spin chains rigorously by coordinate Bethe ansatz. It turns out that the overlap
formula for both models take the same form as a ratio of Gaudin-like determinants with a
trivial prefactor. Finally we study quench dynamics of the crosscap state, which turns out
to be surprisingly simple. The stationary density distribution is simply a constant. We also
derive the analytic formula for dynamical correlation functions in the Tonks-Girardeau limit.
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1 Introduction

An integrable quantum field theory (IQFT) in 1+1 dimension has infinitely many local
conserved charges. In the presence of boundaries, some of these charges are no longer
conserved. Nevertheless, there are special boundary conditions which preserves an infinite
subset of the conserved charges. These boundary conditions are called integrable. For a
Lorentz invariant theory, one can equivalently place the boundary in the temporal direction,
in which case the boundary condition becomes a special state in the Hilbert space called an
integrable boundary state [1]. A characteristic feature of integrable boundary states is that
they are annihilated by infinitely many odd charges of the model. In recent years, it has
become clear that the notion of integrable boundary states can be generalized to a broader
class of theories such as integrable lattice models [2, 3].

Interests on integrable boundary states stem from both statistical mechanics and
AdS/CFT correspondence. In statistical mechanics, these states can serve as initial states
for the investigation of out-of-equilibrium dynamics [4-8]. Due to their integrability, one



can have more analytic control for the calculations. In AdS/CFT correspondence, it turns
out that various kinds of correlation functions in N' =4 SYM theory and ABJM theory
at weak coupling can be computed by the overlap of an on-shell Bethe state and an
integrable boundary state. These include the one-point functions in defect CFT [9-15],
three-point functions of two giant gravitons and one non-BPS single-trace operator [16-18],
and correlation functions of involving circular Wilson loops [19, 20] and 't Hooft loops [21].
In all these cases, the exact overlap formulae play an important role. For integrable boundary
states, only the Bethe states with parity even rapidities lead to non-vanishing overlaps.
Moreover, the overlap formula has very nice analytic structure [22-27]. In all known cases, it
can be written as a the product of a prefactor and a ratio of Gaudin-like determinants. The
former is state dependent while the latter is universal and only depends on the symmetry.
The exact formulae have been proven in a number of cases using both the coordinate Bethe
ansatz [28, 29] and algebraic Bethe ansatz [22-27, 30, 31], while for other cases they remain
conjectures with extensive numerical evidence.

Very recently, a new type of integrable boundary states called crosscap states have
been investigated. These states first arise in 2d CFT, which are special conformal boundary
states [32]. Geometrically, they correspond to non-orientable surfaces such as RP? and
the Klein bottle, which cannot be described by a local boundary condition. In [33], by
generalizing the geometric intuition from CFT, the authors defined crosscap states for 2d
massive IQFTs and the integrable spin chains. Remarkably, they discovered that crosscap
states as they defined are integrable. The crosscap states have several new features which
make them rather special. First of all, most known integrable boundary states such as the
two-site states and matrix product states are short-range entangled while crosscap states
are long-range entangled by construction. In addition, the overlap formula for the crosscap
state and an on-shell Bethe state has a trivial prefactor [33], and is given simply by the
ratio of Gaudin-like determinants. In this sense, crosscap states are probably the ‘cleanest’
integrable boundary states. The unique features of the crosscap states are intimately related
to their geometric origin. Therefore we expect it should be possible to define such states for
a wide class of models. Indeed, generalizations to gl(/V) spin chains [34] and classical sigma
models [35] have been studied recently.

Apart from relativistic IQFTs and spin chains, there is yet another important class
of integrable models which are continuous but non-relativistic. The prototype of these
models is the Lieb-Liniger model [36], which describes one dimensional bosonic particles
interacting with a pairwise J-function potential. Apart from theoretical interests, the
Lieb-Liniger model has direct relevance to cold atom experiments (see for examples the
reviews [37-39]). It is particularly interesting to compute its dynamical observables since
they can be measured in the laboratory. However, so far the only known integrable boundary
state for the Lieb-Liniger model is the so-called Bose-Einstein Condensate (BEC) state. It
was found that the overlap of the BEC state and on-shell Bethe states obey parity even
selection rules and the overlap formula exhibit the same structure as spin chains [29, 40, 41].
Since both for IQFTs and spin chains, one can construct many integrable boundary states,
it is a natural question whether we can construct more integrable boundary states for the
Lieb-Liniger model. In view of its close relation to experiments, such integrable boundary



states might be even more interesting. The crosscap state seems to be a natural candidate,
as its geometric origin gives us a clear guidance for its construction. As we will show below
this indeed turns out to be the case.

Now let us sketch our strategy for the construction. The Lieb-Liniger model sits
somewhere between IQFTs and spin chains. On the one hand, it can be obtained as the
non-relativistic limit of the sinh-Gordon model [42, 43]; on the other hand, it corresponds
to special continuum limits of certain spin chain models [44, 45]. Therefore we can start
with crosscap states in either IQFTs or spin chains and then take the proper limit. It turns
out that the second option is more feasible. We will comment on its relation to the first
option later. We consider two methods to obtain crosscap state in the Lieb-Liniger model
from spin chains: the first one involves taking a special continuum limit of the XXZ spin
chain [44], while the second one involves discretizing the Lieb-Liniger model as a generalized
XXX spin chain [46]. It turns out that the two methods lead to the same result, given by

/2

Ic) = exp( dz cpf(x)qﬂ(xw/z)) 1), (1.1)

0

where ®T(z) is the bosonic operator which creates a particle at position . The geometric
meaning of (1.1) is quite clear — particles are created in pairs at antipodal points. As a
result, this state is long-range entangled by construction. One might notice that this state
is similar to the integrable boundary states constructed by Ghoshal and Zamolodhikov in
IQFT [1] where one replaces ®f(z)®f(x + £) by K“b(H)AE(Q)Az(—Q). However, we want to
emphasis two important differences. First, the Faddeev-Zamolodchikov operator Al (6) is a
creation operator in momentum space while <I>T(a:) is the creation operator in position space.
Second, the Ghoshal-Zamolodchikov construction describes boundary states in the infinite
volume while for the crosscap state finite volume is necessary to define antipodal points.
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we generalize the proof
of integrability of crosscap states to anisotropic inhomogeneous Heisenberg spin chains,
and derive the exact overlap formula using the coordinate Bethe ansatz. This section
can be seen as a useful technical preparation for similar calculations in the Lieb-Liniger
model. In section 3, we propose the crosscap state in the Lieb-Liniger model by taking the
continuum limit from spin chain crosscap state. We prove its integrability and derive the
exact overlap formula of the crosscap state and an on-shell Bethe state. The dynamical
correlation function in crosscap states are studied in section 4. We conclude and discuss
future directions in section 5. Some details of the calculations are given in the appendices.

2 Crosscap states of integrable spin chains

The crosscap state is constructed by identifying the states at antipodal sites. For XXX spin
chain, the entangled pair of states at sites j and j + % is

o0 = (14858 12) 115 ® [ 1)z (2.1)



where we denote the generators of the SU(2) algebra at site-j by S;E and S7. The crosscap
state is then defined by taking the tensor product of such entangled pairs

L/2 L)2

Osu =TT (1e)® = I (145757, ) 19, (2:2)

j=1 j=1

where the |Q) = | | ) is the pseudovacuum.

The crosscap state can also be defined for the non-compact SL(2,R) spin chain [33].
The main difference is that more than one particles can be excited on the same site. In this
case, the entangled pair at sites j and j + % reads

o) 1 n
hi =" 5 (7S ins) 100 @ 10)s11s0. (2:3)
n=0 """

where |0) represents the lowest-weight state of SL(2,R). The crosscap state is given by

L/2 L/2 T o 1 n
st = [T UeN)® =11 [Z ] (S;'FS;';L/z) ] €2). (2.4)
j=1 j=1 ln=0""

Both (2.2) and (2.4) has been studied in [33].

In this section, we derive two new results which are useful for the Lieb-Liniger model.
One is defining crosscap states for the inhomogeneous XXZ spin chain and proving their
integrability. This constitutes a slight generalization of the results in [33]. The other is
deriving the exact overlaps between crosscap states and on-shell Bethe states for both
compact and non-compact spin chains. The overlap formula was first conjectured in [33]
and later proven in [34] using algebraic Bethe ansatz for XXX spin chain (as a special case
of gl(N) spin chain). Here we give an alternative proof using CBA, which works for both
compact and non-compact spin chains and can be generalized to the Lieb-Liniger model.

2.1 Integrability of the crosscap state

The integrable boundary states |¥g) are the states which are annihilated by the odd charges

Q2n+1|Po) = 0. (2.5)

For spin chains, it is more convenient to work with the transfer matrix, which is the
generating functional of the conserved charges

o0 )\’Vl
T(A) = exp (Zl n!Qm—l) : (2.6)
In [2, 3], the authors propose to define integrable boundary states as the states satisfying
T(M)[Wo) = T(=A)[¥o). (2.7)

We shall adopt this definition here.



Inhomogeneous XXZ chain. Let us consider the inhomogeneous XXZ7 spin chain defined
by the R-matrix
sinh(\ + n)
sinh(\) sinh(n)
R(\) = . 2.8
) sinh(n) sinh(\) (28)
sinh(A + )

For later convenience, we can also write it in the tensor product form
1/, . . . = 2
R(\) = i(smh(/\ +n)+ s1nh()\)) 1®1+ (smh()\ +n) — smh(/\))S ®o
+ sinh(n) (S+ ®o+85® a*), (2.9)
where 0% are Pauli matrices and S* = ¢®/2. The Lax operator at site-j is defined as

LiA) = Roj (A — & —n/2). (2.10)

where §; is the inhomogeneity. The inhomogeneous XXZ spin chain is defined by the
following transfer matrix

Txxz(u) :tI‘a (LI(A)LL(A)) (211)

Crosscap state and integrability. For the inhomogeneous XXZ spin chain, we define
the crosscap state to be the same state (2.2). We now prove its integrability. Using the
relation

Si1eNs = ST palehs (2.12)
we find that
o2Lj(Noale)j = =Ljr2(=M)le);, (2.13)
if the inhomogeneities at site j and j + L/2 are also identified as [47]
§j+L/2:_§j7 ]:17277[//2 (214)
By employing (2.13), the action of the transfer matrix on the crosscap state reads
Txxa(N)[C) = tra [(L1(V) -+ Lo (Lrjzn (V) L) [€)
= (=1)"2txg [(L1(0) -+ LipV) (L1 (=A) -+ Lija(=N)o2 )| [C)
= (=1 try [(Li(=N) - Lijp(=X)) (2 La (V) -+ L p(Nas )| [0)
= (=)Mo [(La(=2) - Lijp(=N) (L (=0 - Li(=)] [0)
= Txxz(—MN)|C).

Therefore the crosscap state is integrable if the inhomogeneities at antipodal sites have
paired structure (2.14).



2.2 Overlaps formula for compact chains

Owing to the condition (2.7), the overlap of an on-shell Bethe state |[Ayx) and an integrable
boundary state |¥g) is only non-zero if the Bethe roots are parity even, namely {Ay} =
{=An}. For N being even, this implies

(AN} = s =M Aoy =X, A —Anja} - (2.15)

For parity even Bethe roots, it is known that the overlap take the following form!

>\N|>\N i detG]_V/z7 ’

where F()) is a state-dependent function and det Gji\, /2 are the Gaudin-like determinants.
We will prove that for the crosscap states the overlaps indeed take the form (2.16) with
F(A) = 1. We follow the method proposed in [28] with important modifications.

Coordinate Bethe ansatz. An N-particle eigenstate |Ay) for both the XXX and XXZ
spin chains take the following form

AN) = D X (nn, AN) [n1,ng, - ) (2.17)
{nn}
where
Ini,ng,...,nN) =S St -5 1Q). (2.18)

The summation over {ny} means summing over all the possible particle positions with the
following constraint

0<m<ng<...<ny<L-1. (2.19)

The wave function x (ny, Ay) is given by

N .
X nN,)\N Z Hf( _)\O'k> :l_[elp()\"j)nj7 (2.20)
j=1

O‘ESN ]>k

where the explicit form of p(A\) and f(\) depend on the model. The rapidities Ay satisfy
the Bethe ansatz equations

N o
PO T M =1, j=1,2,...,N. (2.21)

For the XXX and XXZ spin chains, the two functions are given by

!For some boundary states such as matrix product states with higher bond dimensions, the prefactor can
take a more complicated form.



e XXX spin chain:

/ A—if2 At
e = = : 2.22
¢ A+i/2 FN == (2.22)
e XXZ spin chain:
ip(n) _ SInh(A —1/2) _ sinh(A + in)
‘ sinh()\ -+ 277/2) ’ f( Slnh()\) ’ (223)

where 7 is related to the anisotropy by A = cosh 7.

The Bethe states are the eigenstate of the Hamiltonian
H|An) = En (AN) [AN) - (2:24)

For the XXX spin chain, the eigenvalue reads

N
2
NAN) ==Y 5. (2.25)
= A+ 1/4
For the XXZ spin chain, the eigenvalue reads
4 smh2
N (ANn) = . 2.26
N) ; — coshn ( )

Norm of Bethe states. The norm of the on-shell Bethe states takes the following
form [48]

N N
(AN|AN) =

/\ — )\k) f (/\k — A ) x det GN, (2.27)

j=1 i<k

where G is the Gaudin matrix whose elements are given by

N
ij = 5jk (p, ()\J) L+ Z (%2 ()\j — Al)) — Y (/\j — )\k) s (2.28)
=1
__;4 f) >
PN = iy los (f(—A) |
If the Bethe roots are parity even (2.15), the norm further factorizes
N/2 o) B
AN|AN) H [T 7o Ak)} x det Gy det Gy, (2:29)
])) 1<j<k<N/2
where
N/2
) = (A —p) £ sD(/\ + u)7 (2.31)
FOp) = FA =) fA+ ) f (A = ) f(=A + ). (2.32)



Some notations. Following [28], it is convenient to introduce the notations
L= PN f Uyl = FOG = M) (2.33)

Then the wave function becomes

X nN;)\N Z Hf(aja crk) Hl0]7 (2'34)

ceSN 1>k

and the Bethe equations can be written as

L _ flka) s
aj =17 = H 0o’ j=1,2,...,N. (2.35)

R‘

;é

S

Crosscap overlaps. Now we turn to the overlaps. We first consider the overlaps between
the crosscap state and the N-particle basis states (2.18). From the definition of the crosscap
state (2.2), we find

N/2

<C|n17 na, ... 7nN> = H 5ni,ni+N/2—L/2> (236)
=1

which implies that the particles must appear in pairs with distance L/2. Therefore both L
and NN should be even. We can split the valid N-particle positions into two parts

{nn}o = {nnp} U{ny, + £, (2.37)

{TLN/Q} = {nl,ng, R ,nN/Q‘O <np<ng<...< nN/2 < % — 1}, (2.38)

where the second part is completely determined by the first part. Using (2.36), the overlap

of the crosscap state and a Bethe state reads
+L/2
(Can) =Snty,an) = > T1f (loyolo) 3 H gt (2.39)
oeSN j>k {nn/2} J=1
We introduce the summation function
L)2
NOIDEEDY H L, (2.40)
{nn/2} =1

for later convenience. To see how the method works, let us first consider the simplest
2-particle state.

2-particle states. The overlap can be calculated straightforwardly

l2L/2 (1 _ (ZIZQ)L/Q) llL/Q (1 _ (lllQ)L/2)
1 -l 1 -1l

(ClA2) = f(l2, 1) + fl1,12) (2.41)



The Bethe equations read

~ flla,ly) o [ le)
= ) = o) (2.42)

For an on-shell Bethe state, the Bethe equation implies that (lllg)L/ 2

= 1. If we naively
substituting this into (2.41), we find that the overlap is vanishing for any on-shell Bethe
state. The key point here is to notice that we need to first take the paired rapidities limit
l1lo — 1 and then impose Bethe ansatz equations, which leads to

(ClA2) = L/ f(2M1) f(—2A1). (2.43)

The overlap can be written in Gaudin determinant form

(ClA2) \/f o) f(—2)1) x det G, det G = /(M) L. (2.44)

From this simple example, we learned that the non-vanishing overlap is obtained by taking
the paired rapidities limit before imposing Bethe ansatz equations.

N-particle states. For N-particle states, the summation function defined in (2.40) can
be written as

Nl

L-—N L-—N
LN Lol N/2

N(y|L) = HzLﬁV/Q DD D Z IT (i) - (2.45)

n1=0 na=n1+1  nyp=ny/_1+1j=1
If we ignore the overall factor in (2.45), the summation function basically becomes a
summation over half of the spin chain without constraints, except that we have [;1;| /2
instead of /; in the summand. The latter summation function can be computed by using
a recursion relation [9, 28]. This allows us to obtain an explicit albeit slightly involved
expression for By (Iy|L)
N/2
Bn(In|L) =Y Bn,;(In|L), (2.46)
j=0
where

N/2 _
(—1) H?jfﬁ (k) TIC /21 @ LT g (il y2)F

Brni(INIL) = —x73 .
( imjt1 liliy Ny — ) T, (Hi:k lilivny2 — 1)

k=j+1
The summation function is a rational function of /;. In order to take the paired rapidity

(2.47)

limit, we first consider the behavior of By (Ix|L) near the pole at l;l,,4 n/2 = 1. There are
two terms By ym—1(In|L) and By, (In|L) that contain this pole. Taking the sum of these
two terms and using Il n/2 = 1 for the regular part, we obtain

BNm—1(IN|L) + Bnm(In|L)

[ 1] s

lmlm+N/2 -1

m—1 jam+N/2—1 B
(—1) 1Hk +mj{1 (ak )1/2 Hk m+N/2+1 Tk | (lklk+N/2)

H]kvz/fn+1 ( e L ilivN/2 — 1) s (Hizﬁl liliyny2 — 1)

X (2.48)




Notice that the second line is nothing but By ,, with two particles at m and m + N/2
removed. Therefore near the pole Iyl n/2 = 1, we have

(amaerN/Q) . 1

bl N2 — 1

(am+N/2)1/2 By_om-1({l,...pf.. . m+N7T... N}L).

(2.49)

Bn(In|L) ~

Plugging back to the overlap formula (2.39), we also need to multiply a factor in front of
By (Iy|L) and then sum over all the permutations. Since we focus on the pole Iyl n/2 = 1,
we also need to separate out the I, and [,,, 4 n/o dependent part for the multiplying factor.
Note that the exchange of I, and [, n/o preserve the relative position of m and m + L/2,
which gives the same pole. After factorizing the l;;,l,,4 n/2 = 1 pole, we find

Sy lN,aN Z Hf(a]a ak)BN(UlN‘L)
ogeSN >k
1/2
(amam—i-N/Q) -
lmlerN/Q_l

x 3 [T 7(loylon) Bxooma(o{l,... o0, ;4277 N}|L),
gESN_9 i>k
jokAm,m+ N/2 (2.50)

(Pt Fongvz2)

where the last line does not depend on I, and [, /2. The sum of F,;, and Fy, | n/; reads

mtN/2-1 l’lm l'alm 12 N l,lm l»,lm
FotFninpg= [] [f(] )f(a +N/2>] 1 [ )f<3 +N/2>

j=mt1 j=miN/21 [ (s ) f (lerN/Z?lj)
N
< TI £ b) F (bngvjesls) X Fllm, bayo), (2.51)
=1
j;émj,m+N/2

where

Bmime) = 1 [ (e
mytm+N/2) =
e  obi) £ (oo

j=m+1
m+N/271 |:f (l];lm+N/2> f (lm,l])

f (lm+N/27lj) f (lj7lm>

The main new feature of the crosscap state is that the function F(i,,, 1, + N/Q) depends on
not only by, L4 n/2 but also [ for m < j <m+ N /2, while for the integrable boundary
states considered in [28], the poles appear at neighboring l,,,l,;,+1 = 1 and the function F
just depends on [, and [l,,4+1. We introduce the modified parameters

' _ f(lj7lm)f (ljalm+N/2>
’ f(lmvlj)f<lm+N/27lj>

g] Xf(lm+N/27lm) (am—‘,—N/Q)l/2

1/2
+ ] X f (s L nvy2) (am) 2. (2.52)

j=m+1

mod __

aj, 1<j<N, (2.53)

~10 -



so that the first line on the right hand side in (2.51) can be absorbed in Byx_1;,—1 by
making the replacement a; — a?nOd. Then the recursion relation (2.50) can be written as

1/2
(amam+N/2) -1 N/2
IN|L) ~ F lm7 m ma
Sn(In|L) Tlye — 1 ( +N/2) H fa
J#m

x Shed (¢ c.mA+N7Z... N} L) (2.54)
Now we consider the paired rapidity limit
AjsNj2 = =N, j=1,2,...,N/2. (2.55)

In this limit, F (I, l,4n/2) simplifies drastically

F (s L vj2) = 20/ (=22m) F (2Am) (2.56)

The details can be found in appendix A. Let us denote the paired rapidity limit of Sy (In|L)
by D ()\ N/2, M N/2\L), in which we have introduced the new parameter

m]——z%log( i) =10 (\)L. (2.57)

The recursion relation (2.54) implies that

OD(Anj2, mp/2|L) F(=220) f2Am N/2
J#m
where the modified parameter is given by
mo d mo
= Iy log (a') = mj + ¢ (Aj, A). (2.59)

To write the recursion relation in a nicer form, let us define D ()\ N/2, M N/2\L) via

N2 (=2X5) F(2)) ~ .
D ()\N/2,mN/2\L) =11 ; . ‘ ’ II 70ux)D ()‘N/2va/2|L) . (2.60)
=1 (A7) 1<j<k<N/2

It follows from (2.58) that the new function satisfies

8D ()‘N/27 mN/QlL)

Omm,

- D (,\N/Q,l,mﬁc;g_lw) , (2.61)

where it is understood that m,,, is not included on the right hand side. The initial condition
for this differential equation is given in (2.44). Following the same arguments as in [28, 48],
the unique solution to (2.61) is nothing but the Gaudin determinant

D ()\N/Q,mN/2|L> = det G - (2.62)

- 11 -



Finally, we obtain the exact on-shell overlaps of crosscap states and Bethe states

N/2 f ) -
{ClAN) = \/ II 7Oy ) xdetGY (2.63)
j= 1 3) 1<j<k<N/2

) det G (2.64)
AN det Gy’ '

Therefore we indeed find a trivial prefactor. This fact seems to be universal for crosscap

which leads to

states defined in all integrable models so far. From our derivations, it is clear that this is
the case for both XXX and XXZ spin chains. The exact crosscap overlap formula in gl(V)
symmetric spin chains also takes the same form [34]. We will see that it is also the case for
the Lieb-Liniger model.

2.3 Overlap formula for the non-compact chain

In this subsection, we generalize the above consideration to the non-compact SL(2,R) spin
chain. The Hilbert space is spanned by the following N-particle basis

‘n17n27"' y 1 > S+ S+ ’ S:'L_N’Q% (265)

ni1—n2

where |Q2) denotes the pseudovacuum. Since for the non-compact chain we can excite
multiple particles on one site, when we take the sum over the magnon positions we have

0<m<my<...<ny<L-1. (2.66)

This model is also solvable by coordinate Bethe ansatz. The Bethe states take the same
form as for the compact chains, except the restriction for the summation over n; is now
given by (2.66), and the two functions in the Bethe wavefunction reads

e I O

A+i/2 (2.67)

We shall follow the same procedure as before. From the definition of the crosscap state (2.4),
for basis states satisfying (2.66) we have

N/2

<C]n1,ng,...,nN> = Hdnj:nj+N/2*L/2’ (268)
j=1

We can again divide the position of N-particle states into two sets

{nn}o = {nnp} U{ny, + %}7 (2.69)
{nnjo} = {ni,ng,. .. nnpl0 <mp <np <. <nyp < & -1} (2.70)

- 12 —



Using (2.68), the overlap reads

N/2
Cany =3 TS (topnto) S TIN5 (2.71)

oeSn >k {nN/Q}j:1
Similarly, it is convenient to introduce the summation function

N/2 L/2—-1LJ/2—1  L/2—1 N/2

N(y|L) = Hzfﬁv/z >y ooy H(z]zﬁm) 7 (2.72)

n1=0 mns=0 nN/2—0] 1

For the non-compact chain, By can also be computed by a recursion relation, leading to

N/2
N(INIL) = Bn;(In|L), (2.73)
j=0
where
1)) J+N/2 1/2 a .1 N/2—k
BNJ‘(L) _ ( )N/l;[k ]+1( ) Hk =j+N/2+1 knk ]+1( k k+N/2) (2.74)

k=j+1 (Hf:j-}-l lLilixnj2 — ) szl (Hi:k liliyny2 — 1)

The main observation is that, although the summation functions are different, their behavior
near the pole Iyl n/2 are the same

(amam+N/2> v 1

Imlmynye — 1

(mis2) By s s (L.t A NTT.. NYIL).

(2.75)

By(In|L) ~

This leads to the same F(l,,, [+ N/Q) function and the same recursion relation for the
overlap. As a consequence, we get the crosscap overlap formula

€y det GN/2

2.76
<)\N|>\N> detGN/2 ( )

Before ending the section, let us comment on the universality of the crosscap overlaps.
In fact, the key point is the overlaps between crosscap states and N-particle basis gives a
product of the Kronecker deltas, which imposes strong constraints on the particle positions.
Such constraints reflects the geometric origin of the crosscap state. It effectively reduces
the Bethe wave function of N particles to be the one with N/2 particles, except for the
replacements [ — [;1;, n/2, see (2.45) and (2.72). The overlaps are the sum of Bethe wave
functions which satisfy the constraints on the particle positions. For the crosscap constaints,
the overlaps turn to be the sum of reduced Bethe wave function of N/2 particles without
constraints on the particle positions. After taking the paired rapidities limit, the sum of
the reduced Bethe wave functions is actually the norm of the Bethe states except for the
replacement of Gaudin-like determinant det G /2 det G]J\r, /20 which hence leads to the
trivial prefactor for the overlaps.
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3 Crosscap state of Lieb-Liniger model

In this section, we present the derivations of our proposal for the crosscap state of the Lieb-
Liniger model (1.1). We will then prove its integrability and derive the exact overlap formula.

3.1 Crosscap state in Lieb-Liniger model

In the second quantized form, the Hamiltonian of the Lieb-Liniger model is given by
l
H= / da [0, (2)0,8(x) + ¢ @ (2) @' (2) () D(x)] (3.1)
0

where the bosonic fields satisfy the usual commutation relations

[@(2), 2T (y)] = 6(z —y),  [2(x), ()] = [@"(x), DT(y)] = 0. (3-2)

We consider the periodic boundary condition with system size £. This model can be solved
by coordinate Bethe ansatz as well as the Quantum Inverse Scattering Method (QISM) [49].
We shall make use of both approaches in what follows. For the proof of integrability, it is
more convenient to use QISM, but it is necessary to first define the model on the lattice
and then take the continuum limit. For the derivation of exact overlap formula, we make
use of coordinate Bethe ansatz.

As mentioned before, Lieb-Liniger model can be obtained by taking continuum limit of
integrable lattice models. There are at least two ways to achieve this. The first one is by
taking the special continuum limit of the XXZ spin chain after performing the Dyson-Maleev
transformation [44]. The second one is taking the continuum limit of a generalized XXX
spin chain [46]. Our strategy is staring from the crosscap state in spin chains, and then
taking the continuum limit. We consider both approaches, and it turns out that they lead
to the same crosscap state in the Lieb-Liniger model.

Method I: Dyson-Maleev transformation. The Dyson-Maleev transformation maps
the local spin operators to the bosonic operators

B 1
S:r = aj(]_ — CLI(],Z'), Sz = Qy, Sf - —5 + a;'raia (33)

where the bosonic operators satisfy the canonical commutation relations

lai, al] = d;j,  [ai, a;] = [a],al] = 0. (3.4)

Applying the transformation to the crosscap state of the XXZ spin chain (2.2), we obtain

L/2
o) =11 (1 + a}a§+L/g) 1), (3.5)
j=1
where we have used the fact
a;|Q) = S;7|Q) = 0. (3.6)
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Let us consider a XXZ spin chain of length L. We denote the lattice spacing by d. The
system size of the continuum model is £ = LJ. The bosonic operators can be written in
terms of Fourier modes

—ikxn ~
ap = —= Y e "nap.  x, =nd. (3.7)
Vi

In this representation, the continuum limit is obtained by

2

Vi 1/2 _
Z — f/dk‘, ar — () Dy.. (3.8)
- 21 l
Then one transforms back to real space by the inverse Fourier transformation
_ 2mm

- 1 .
P = —— [ dze*P k="". :

Applying above procedure to (3.5), we arrive at the crosscap state

|C) = exp ( i dzd®T (2)®T (z + E/Q)) 12), (3.10)

0

where we assume the pseudovacuum in spin chain corresponds to the Fock vacuum Q) of
the Lieb-Liniger model in the continuum limit. Details of the derivation can be found in
appendix B.

Method II: generalized XXX model. In this approach, we first discretize the Lieb-
Liniger model by picking L points on the interval [0, ¢] located at =, = An,zp = ¢ [46]. We
then define the operators
1 Tn 1 [on
= — O(x)dr, ) = ——=
VA Loy T VA b,

One can check the operators satisfy

Un o' (z) da. (3.11)

[?Pnﬂ/}jn] = dmn, [wmwm] - WLJ/JM =0. (3'12)

In the lattice model, the pseudovacuum is identified with the Fock vacuum which satisfies
®(2)|0) = ¢n|0) = 0. (3.13)

The quantum Lax operator takes the form

Ln(u) = 1- % + %d’jﬂ/’n _'Z'V cAppt (3.14)
n eDpy 1+ A Aty )
where the operator p satisfy two constraints:
_ cA
o = o (hon) . pEon =1+ okt (3.15)
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For example, we can take

_ cA
The transfer matrix is defined as usual
T(u) = tr(Li(u)La(u) .. Lp(u)). (3.17)

In order to define the crosscap state for the discretized Lieb-Liniger model, we make use of
the fact that it is closely related to the generalized XXX spin chain [46, 50]. This can be
seen easily by the following transformation of the Lax operator

: _iA

AN ~ -
Lu(u) = 7302Lo(uw)oy = Sul® 1+ % [Sze0®—(Sfeo +8,00%)], (318)

where we have introduced

~ 2 21 ~ 21
5227_1_ ;[z ns S;: —=Pn Vn, 7_1'_: — Izjz_ 3.19
A (DARTE " (0 x VnP (3.19)

One can verify that they satisfy the standard SU(2) algebra

132,55 =85, |5, 80| =28z (3.20)
The local spin operators act on the vacuum as following
- - ~ 2
Sl =0, 5FQ) =¢fl9), S;i|9) = Al (3:21)

For the generalized XXX spin chain, we can define the crosscap state using the local spin
operators S

L/2
ic) =11 (1 +S;S;+g> ). (3.22)

n=1

We then show that the crosscap state so defined is integrable in the sense of (2.7). Firstly,

one can verify
02 L (W)o2|e)n = —Lpypjo(—u)|chn - (3.23)

It follows that
03 L (ol = Lo 12(~w)[chn- (3.24)

Then we have

T(w)|C) = (Cltr [(Li(u)... Lrja(w)) (Lijasi (w). . Lo(w))]
= (Cltr [(L1(w) .. Lijp(w)) (o2Li(~w) ... Lyjo(—w)ors)]
= (Cltr [(Li(=w) .- Lija(—w)) (02La(w) .. Ly ja(w)rs)]
= (Cltr |(Lu(=w) .. Lyja(=w)) (Ljzpa (=) . Lo(—u))]

= T(—u)|C). (3.25)
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In the continuum limit, we expect the crosscap state becomes an integrable boundary state
for the Lieb-Liniger model. The continuum version of the crosscap states can be obtained

LJ2

S+ &+ bz T T
=11 (1 + 5 sn+é) Q) — exp (/0 dz ' (2) 01 (x +e/2)> ). (3.26)

n=1

Details about taking the continuum limit can be found in appendix B. The resulting state
is indeed the same as the result from the first method.
Two comments about the crosscap state are in order.

e By expanding the exponential function, we can write the crosscap state as

IC) = i Can), (3.27)
N=0

where the 2N-particle state is given by

N
Con') = /T Ve [T @1 ()01 (25 + £/2)]2). (3.28)
j=1

The factor 1/N! from the exponential is dropped because we have fixed the order
of particle position T : 0 < z1 < 29 < ... < zy < £/2. The crosscap state is a
superposition state of even number of particles. Therefore, the crosscap state can
have non-vanishing overlaps with Bethe states with any even number of particles.

e The crosscap state for Lieb-Liniger model can also be written in momentum space by
performing a Fourier transformation

(i n (=D)L
IC) = exp (277 mEnKmn§m§n> 1), Kmnn o , (3.29)
where we used
1 ) 2mm
(0] = — qr = —. .
(x) Vi Eq e'e,, q 7 (3.30)

This formula is similar to the boundary state in integrable quantum field theory, and
the coefficient K,,, plays the role of two-particle boundary amplitudes [1].

3.2 Exact overlap formula

In this subsection, we will derive the overlap of the crosscap state and an on-shell Bethe
state using the coordinate Bethe ansatz. This method has been applied in the calculating
the overlap of the BEC state and Bethe state in Lieb-Liniger model [29].

Using coordinate Bethe ansatz, the eigenstate is given by

[An) = \/,17\77' /(f dVz xn (x| AN) BT (1) ... ®T (zx)|Q), (3.31)
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where |Q2) is the Fock vacuum of the Lieb-Liniger model. The wave function is

f)\g —dce(x; —
(i) = i 3 mll - A< ] ]exp< > o ) (3.32)
o; o

O'ESN >k

where € is the sign function. We consider the configuration space
T:0<r<z2<...<aNny < /. (3.33)

Introducing

f) = , I = e, (3.34)
we can write the wave function as
N
XN (ZN]|AN) = Z I 7(xa, = 20 T 1 (3.35)
O'GSN 7>k n=1

Similar to the spin chain, the norm of an on-shell Bethe state is given by the Gaudin
determinant

ANIAN) =TT F 5 = ) f (A — Aj) det G, (3.36)

i>k

where the Gaudin matrix elements are

N
Gk = 0jk (5 +> oA - Az)) — (N =), (3.37)
=1
with
() = s (3.39)
PN = 32 +c? '

If the rapidities are paired, the norm factorizes

N/2
AN Ay) = H F2)) v I [Fows Ak)} det Gy det Gy p,  (3.39)
1<j<k<N/2
where
N/2
G, = G (5 +Y ety Al)) — o (A, k) s (3.40)
(A 1) = (A — 1) £ (A + p), (3.41)
FOum) = FO =) N+ ) f (=X = ) f(=A + p). (3.42)

Let us first consider the overlap of the crosscap state and an N-particle state basis
state given by

lzy) = & (21) ... 0 (zy) ). (3.43)
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From the definition of crosscap state (3.10), we find

N/2

(C’.’EN> = H (5(acj+N/2 L 6/2) (3.44)

The overlap of the crosscap state and a Bethe states can be computed as

€)= [ 4% (Claw) @nlAv)

N/2
:/dNJJH(S ]+N/2—xj—€/2 XN (xN])\N)
7j=1
= 2 I1 /0w, = A By (alnl0), (3.45)
ceSN 7>k

where the integral region T is defined in (3.33), the function By (Ix|¢) is given by

N/2 0/2 ) N/2
NNl = HW? d:cN/Q/O /o1 - / day [T ljanye)™.  (3.46)

7j=1

Following the strategy used in spin chain, we can calculate the overlap. The mainly difference
is that the particle position is continuous and the summations become integrals.
For the 2-particle states, one can compute the integral exactly

1/2 (a1a9)/? — 1

BQ(l2’€) = ia2 )\1 i )\2 (3.47)
The overlap reads
1/2_1 (aa)l/Q_l
A o 1)al/2(4102) =L e g2 laes) oL 3.48
(€12 = if (2 a2 i1 a)a) (3.45)
Similar to the spin chain case, we first take the paired rapidity limit
Az = —A1, (3.49)
which leads to the result
(CIA2) = 03/ F(—2M) F(2A1) = |/ F(—2A1) £(21) det G (3.50)
For the N-particle states, we have
N/2
Bn(Inl0) =Y Bn,(Inl0), (3.51)
j=0
where
J+N/2 172
a
BN,](INM) —(_ Hk =j+1 ay, Hk =j+N/24+1 % <352)

J .
-y (H]kv/iﬂ j=j 17 (A +>\1+N/2>) (szl Zi:kl (Ai+)‘i+N/2)>
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By investigating the behavior of By (Iy|¢) near the pole Ay, + Ayqn/2 = 0, we find that

(@maerN/z) v 1

By(In|f) ~

(amin)” By a1 (L. ot .. AT, .. N} ).
(3.53)

Interestingly, this relation is exactly the same as the one for Heisenberg spin chain (2.49).
Following the same steps in spin chain model, one can obtain the overlap

N/2

CIAN) = HW 2))) A TL FyM) x det G (3.54)

1<j<k<N/2

Dividing by the norm of Bethe state (3.39), we finally arrive at the normalized overlap

(C|AN) B det GN/2

B} 3.55
<)\N|>\N> det G]_V/Z ( )

We find that indeed the prefactor is again trivial.

3.3 Crosscap partition function

In [33], the crosscap overlaps in IQFTs was obtained by studying the partition function on
a cylinder and contract the two ends with the crosscap states, which is related to the Klein
bottle partition function. For the Lieb-Liniger model, an analogous quantity is the so-called
return amplitude, or Loschmidt amplitude. For a generic initial state, the Loschmidt
amplitude is defined by

Z(w) = (Yole | Wy), (3.56)

where w is a complex number. This quantity plays an important role in the study of quench
dynamics and for integrable spin chains it can be computed analytically [51, 52]. Now
taking |¥o) = |C) and w = R to be a real number, we can define

Z(R) = <C]e_RH\C>. (3.57)
Using the expansion (3.27) and noticing that particle number is conserved, we can equiva-

lently write %z (w) as

o0

Ze(R) = 3" (Conle™ | Cop) = T [Hce—RH], =Y [Con){(Con|. (3.58)
N=0 N=0

The right hand side of (3.58) takes a very similar form to the Klein bottle partition function
of IQFT. Inserting a complete set of Bethe states in (3.58) and using the exact overlap
formula (3.55), we obtain

_ 3 Y e hpa et det Gy (3.59)
NZ0 o) det Gy
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This is almost the same as a thermal partition function, except for the overlaps. In the
thermodynamic limit £ — oo, the ratio of Gaudin-like determinant tends to 1. In this case,
the only difference between .2 (R) and the thermal partition function is that the Bethe
roots should be parity even, which agrees exactly with the proposal for crosscap states in
IQFT [33].

In the thermodynamic limit £ — oo and N — oo with fixed the particle density
D = N/{, we can compute Zz(R) by thermodynamic Bethe ansatz (TBA) [53], or the
quench action approach [54] in this context. The only modification from the standard TBA
is that one should impose the parity even conidition on the Bethe roots. In this limit, the
sum of Bethe roots becomes a path integral over the distribution density

[e'e]

Ritjg, ) — / Dl SPHHSIYII-RE e D=7, ax)] |

ZQN = <CQN‘6_ (360)

The S,[p] comes from the extensive part of the logarithm of the overlaps, or the prefactors
in the exact overlap formula. For the crosscap states, however, the prefactor is trivial and
hence S,[p] = 0. Syy|p] is the Yang-Yang entropy given by

o0
Syylp] = 5/ dA [(p+ ") In(p + p") = plnp — p" In p*] . (3.61)
—0oQ
The hole density p” is related to the Bethe root density p through

o0 +0"0) = o+ [ o= o), (3.62)

where the integral kernel is given by (3.38). The energy for a given distribution p is
Bl = ¢ / AN, (3.63)

The chemical potential h is introduced for the normalization of p(A). In addition, one
should note the distribution p(A) should be an even function because of the parity even
condition.

The functional integral can be evaluated by using the saddle point approximation. The
saddle point equation is just the Yang-Yang equation

_ L [ dp —Re(p)
N =) =3 [ 5oeh—mlog (1+e ). (3.64)
where
PN e BN (A\) =A% = h. (3.65)

pr(A)

It is known that distributions are the even functions for the cases of ¢ — oo and
¢ — 0 [53], which correspond to the free Fermi gas and free Bose gas respectively. These
solutions still hold for the crosscap partition functions. For the limit R — 0, which
corresponds to the high temperature limit in the standard TBA, the solution of saddle
point equation is given by the uniform distribution

=g )= (3.66)
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4 Dynamical correlation functions in crosscap state

In the study of out-of-equilibrium dynamics, it is of central importance to compute the time
evolution of operators in a given initial state (Uo|O(t)|¥o). Even for integrable models, an
exact computation of this quantity is a highly challenging task. For the Lieb-Liniger model,
the full time dependence of dynamical correlation functions is only known for very limited
cases in the Tonks-Girardeau limit ¢ — oo [41, 55]. In this section, we study the dynamical
correlation functions in crosscap state of Lieb-Liniger model, namely we compute correlation
functions of the form (C|O(t)|C). We obtain analytic results in the Tonks-Girardeau limit.
In the ¢ — oo limit, the model describes the hard-core boson, which behaves like a
fermion since the infinite repulsion acts as an effective Pauli principle. Let us denote the
hard-core bosonic field as ®(x). They obey the usual equal time bosonic commutation
relations. The hard-core constraint is imposed by the additional algebraic relations

[@(2)]* = [@T(2)]? =0, {®(z),'(z)} = 1. (4.1)
The non-linear relation between the canonical bosons and hard-core bosons are given by
®f(z) = P,@ ()P, P, =0) (0], +[1) (1, , (4.2)

where P, is the local projector on the truncated Hilbert with at most one boson at x. The
hard-core bosons are also related to the free fermions via the Jordan-Wigner transformation

U(z) = exp [m /0 "z ciﬂ(z)ci(z)] (x), (4.3)
with the anti-commutation relation
{U(2), ¥(y)} = {¥i(2), ¥i(y)} =0, {¥(2),¥(y)} =6(z—y). (4.4)

The Jordan-Wigner transformation also maps the hard-core bosonic Hamiltonian to the
one describes free fermions. In momentum space, we have

> 1 [t ; 2mm
H= k2ning, - 7/ dre " (z), k="". 4.5
The time evolution of the fermionic operator is given by [55]
: . o
i (t) = Miype™ = =12y, (4.6)

Therefore, the time-dependent becomes an overall factor in the Tonks-Girardeau limit, and
the dynamical correlation functions can be computed analytically.

In what follows, we first consider the fermionic two-point and four-point functions. By
taking the equal time limit, we obtain the density correlation functions, where the fermionic
density is defined as

pla,t) = Ul (z, )W (x,t). (4.7)

Note that the bosonic two-point correlation function is different from the fermionic two-point
correlation function because it contains an infinite strings of fermionic operators, and the
fermionic multi-point function can not factorize into two-point functions. However, the
fermionic density-density correlation function becomes factorizable in the crosscap state.
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4.1 Two-point function
The two-point function can be expressed as

1

(W (ar, 1) W(aa, o)) = 3 e tinhent B gl e, (48)
k1,k2
where we used the following notation
«loicy
O)c = . 4.9
(O)c CIC) (4.9)

So we need to evaluate the time-independent fermionic two-point correlation

1 ¢ . )
<7711177k2>c = Z/o dzydzge™ A= k222 (GT ()W (). (4.10)

The fermionic two-point function (¥T(21)¥(22))¢ can be transformed to the hard-core
bosonic correlation function by the Jordan-Wigner transformation (4.3). But the crosscap
state is defined by the canonical boson operator, which is related to the hard-core boson
through the projection (4.2). Handling the projector in the continuous Lieb-liniger model is
somewhat subtle. On the other hand, in the lattice version, the crosscap state is already
defined in the truncated Hilbert space. Therefore, we will first calculate the two-point
fermionic function in lattice model then take the continuum limit, this strategy was also
taken for the computation of correlation functions in the BEC state [41, 55].

We consider a one-dimensional lattice model of L sites with lattice spacing ¢ and define
the lattice operators as follows

by = VOB(mMS),  am = VOO(mS), cm = VIU(MI). (4.11)
The canonical bosons are denoted as b;, bj, which are related to hard-core boson through
a; = Pibipi, a;r = sz;rPZ, (4.12)

where P; = |0)(0|; + |1)(1]; is the on-site projector on the truncated Hilbert space. They
satisfy the following (anti)commutation relations

la;, a;] = [a},a}] = [ai,a;r-] =0, i# ] (4.13)
a? = (a))> =0, {ai,al} = 1. (4.14)

The Jordan-Wigner transformation in the lattice model becomes

: P
¢ = o Zj<iaja3ai = H (1 — 2a}aj> a;, (4_15)

J<i

where the ¢;, c;r are the free fermion operators. Since the crosscap state is already defined in
the truncated Hilbert space, we can replace the hard-core boson by the canonical boson. The
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lattice version of the fermionic two-point function can be calculated using the commutation
relations of the bosonic operators, see appendix C. The result turns out to be simply
i 1
(cleg)e = 5(57«73. (4.16)
In the continuum limit, this leads to the two-point time-independent fermionic correla-
tion function

(W @) U(w)e = 56z~ v). (.17

Finally, we compute the time dependent two-point correlation function using (4.8), where
we have taken the limit £ — oo, the momentum sum becomes integrals and the final result is

1
<\I/T(x1,t1)\11(1'2,t2)>c = %G({L‘u,tu). (4.18)
Here we have introduced the notation x;; = z; — x;,t;; = t; — t;. The function G(z,t) is
the solution of 1D diffusion equation given by
9

G(z,t) = /OO %e_ikxﬂk% -1 e~ i (4.19)
oo 2T 2y —imt

The two-point correlation function is translation invariant, which just depends on the dis-
tance between two points. We can also compute the dynamical structure factor as the double
Fourier transform of the two-point correlation function in z12 and t12. The result is simply

S(p,w) =20 (w - p2) . (4.20)

Apart from the delta function which simply imposes the massive non-relativistic dispersion
relation, the result is a constant.

Then the density one-point function can be obtained by taking the limit to — 1,292 —
x1, which leads to

(pla )c = 5-5(0). (.21)

The fermionic density expectation value in crosscap state is time-independent but divergent.
This result can be interpreted as follows. The time-independence indicates that the density
does not evolve. In fact, applying the quench action approach, we find that the driving
term which usually comes from prefactor is vanishing for the crosscap state. Hence the
quench action coincides with the Yang-Yang entropy, and the state tends to maximize the
entropy, which is given by the uniform distribution. The situation is similar to an infinite
temperature thermal partition function. At the same time, the crosscap state is given by a
superposition state with arbitrary even number of particles, so that the particle number
density is divergent.
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4.2 Four-point function

We then consider the four-point function, which can be written as

(W (w1, 1)V (20, t2) U (23, t3) W (24, ta))c

— g% Z e*i(k‘lxl7k212+k31371€4$47k%t1+k%t27k§t3+kit4)<n£1nk2n£3nk4>c. (422)

k1,k2,k3,ka

So we need to evaluate the initial fermionic four-point correlation function

1/t -
(0, el ) = 7 /0 dz1dzgdzgdzgel 1o heszthazs —kaza)

X <\I/T(Zl)\I/(Zg)\I/T(Z3)\I/<Z4)>C. (4.23)
The main ingredient is the four-point function in crosscap state. We first compute the
corresponding four-point function in the lattice model using the same technique for the two-
point function, then taking the continuum limit. In the lattice model, we need to compute
the four-point function (chlc,Tncﬁc. We divide the four operators into two neighbouring
pairs and then use Jordan-Wigner transformation on each pairs. The final result can be
obtained using the commutation relation of hard-core bosonic operators. We just consider
the operators are in the order k <1 < m < j. For the other orders of k, [, m, j, one can also

obtain the same formula up to a sign. The detail calculation is given in appendix C, which
leads to the result

1 1 1
(chlcfncj)c = deﬁm,j + de,l(sm,jél,m + Zék,lém,j(sl,m—L/Z- (4.24)
In the continuum limit, we have

(W1 (20) W (22) U (23) W (24))c
- %5(,22 = 2108z — 23) (14 0(za — 22) + 025 — 22— £/2)). (4.25)

Plugging into (4.22), we obtain
<\IJT(.CL‘1,tl)\I/(l‘g,tg)\I/T(l‘g,tg)‘I/(lq,t;;))c

1 2
= <27T> G (3:]_25 t12) G (3334’ t34)

-
T14, 1 w34, 7 ) G (712, op;
t2t3 t1t2 taty
$24’t1t3) ( 13’t t4>

(
G(
+i T (9623-1-2,;,;) (36144-2,t2t3>G<$34,ﬁ>G($12,ﬁ)
167\ imtytatsty ( 4+27tt3) (:c13+§,ﬁ)

GG
167 iﬂt1t2t3t4

. (4.26)

where we have defined

T = t1t2t34 + t12t3t4. (4.27)
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We are interested in the density-density correlation function, which can be obtain from
the four-point function by taking to — t1,t4 — t3, 22 — 1,24 — x3. In this case, the last
two terms in (4.26) become vanishing. The leading order is the first term, the result shows
the dynamical density-density correlation function is

2
(p(x1,t1)p(xs,t3))c = (2177) 62(0), (4.28)

which is also time-independent but divergent. This result coincides with the product of
two fermionic density expectation value in crosscap state, which means the density-density
correlation function is factorizable. We learn that the density operator expectation and
density-density correlator are time-independent, which is quite different from the general
case. For the BEC state, the density-density correlator is time-dependent, but it becomes a
stationary one for the late time limit [41].

5 Conclusion and discussion

In this paper, we derived a number of new results for crosscap states of both integrable
spin chains and the Lieb-Liniger model. For spin chains, we generalized the proof of the
integrability of crosscap state to anisotropic and inhomogeneous Heisenberg spin chain.
We proved the exact overlap formula of crosscap states and on-shell Bethe states using
coordinate Bethe ansatz for both compact and non-compact spin chains.

We constructed the crosscap state (1.1) for Lieb-Liniger model. This is achieved by
taking the proper continuum limits of spin chain models. We provided two methods to derive
the crosscap state in Lieb-Liniger model, which lead to the same result. The integrablility
of the crosscap state is proved after discretizing the Lieb-Liniger model. The crosscap state
has non-vanishing overlaps with any 2/N-particle Bethe states if the Bethe roots are paired.
We derived the exact overlap formula of the crosscap state and Bethe states, which is simply
given by the ratio of two Gaudin-like determinants, with a trivial prefactor — the same
as in IQFTs and spin chains. These results indicate certain universality of the crosscap
overlaps. We considered the Loschmidt echo of the crosscap state. In the thermodynamic
limit, it coincides with the thermal partition function with the parity even condition on the
Bethe roots. This is similar to the Klein bottle partition function defined for IQFTs.

Moreover, we studied the dynamical fermionic correlation functions in crosscap state in
the Tonks-Girardeau limit. We derived analytic results for the two- and four-point functions,
which turns out to be surprisingly simple. This gives another valuable data point of analytic
results of dynamical correlation functions. By taking the equal time limit, we obtain the den-
sity expectation value and the density-density correlator. We find that the density expecta-
tion value is time-independent but divergent and the density-density correlator is factorizable.

There are some unsolved problems and natural extensions of this work. Firstly, the
exact nature of the divergences in the density correlation function should be further clarified.
In this regard, it would be interesting to consider the quench dynamics of the crosscap
state in the Heisenberg spin chains. One can study the correlation functions for finite chain
first and then consider the continuum limit. As usual, the discrete nature of the spin chain
would regularize the divergence and provides us useful insights for the continuous model.
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An intriguing direction for future research would be to extend the concept of the
crosscap state to other integrable models which is in the same category, examples include
Gaudin-Yang model, Toda chain and Calogero-Sutherland model. One can even consider
integrable deformations such as TT-deformation of these models. The TT-deformation of
the Lieb-Liniger model was studied in [56-58], which turns out to describe dynamical hard
rod gas. The study of integrable boundary and boundary states in the TT-deformed context
was initiated in [59]. Our current work gives a clear hint for the construction of crosscap
states for these models. It would be interesting to explore the meaning of integrable states
in these models and study their properties.

Finally, within the Lieb-Liniger model, our construction gives another concrete example
of integrable boundary states in addition to the BEC state. It is natural to ask whether one
can construct more integrable boundary states for the Lieb-Liniger model. Our current work
indicates that considering continuum limit of the spin chain models might be a promising
direction.
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A Proof of equation (2.56)

In this appendix, we shall prove that the function F(l,,, ;1 N/Q) becomes just depend on A,
in the paired rapidities limit, namely (2.56). According to the notation (2.33), we transform
the arguments [; into A; then consider the limit

)\]+N/2_>_)\]7 _]:1,2,7N/2 (Al)

After this procedure, one can obtain
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In addition, the Bethe equations can be written as

Sk
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= H
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Substituting these relations (A.2)—(A.5) into (2.52), we find most of the terms are cancelled

and the final result is

F (L, b nvya) = 20/ (=2Am) f(2Am), 1< m < N/2.

B Deriving the crosscap state in Lieb-Liniger model

(A.6)

We treat more details about deriving the crosscap state in Lieb-Liniger model, which are

mentioned in section 3.1.

We first consider the Dyson-Maleev transformation method. Applying the limit proce-

dure to (3.5), we arrive at
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In the first step, we rewrite the crosscap into the exponential form. In the second and
third step we use the Fourier transformation and take the limiting procedure. In the fourth
step, we consider the large L limit but fix the /. We finally obtain the crosscap state after
integrating out the momentum space.

We then consider the discrete version of Lieb-Liniger model, which is closely related to
the generalized XXX spin chain [46]. By using the definition of the local spin operator (3.19),

we have
L/2 o L/2
o =1] (1 +S,J{S:+é) )= T (1+ i), ) 19)
n=1 n=1

L)2
= exp Z log (1 + ¢L¢1+L/2)) 1€2)
n=1

L/2
= exp | D log (14 A® (2,) 0w + 5/2))) )
n=1

L/2
A exp Z ADT(z,) 0T (2, + E/Q)) |©2)
n=1

= exp ( / v dz®' (2)®T(z + e/z)) 1Q), (B.2)
0

where we use the fact 1,, annihilate the pseudovacuum.

We can also treat the discrete version of Lieb-Liniger model as non-compact SL(2, R)
spin chain then take the continuum limit. The crosscap state defined in SL(2,R) spin chain
can be written as

L)2

© = TLew (5557, )19

n=1

L/2
— exp (z S:SLL) )

n=1 Z

L)2
= exp (A > 0T ()0 (2, + 5/2)) Q)

j=1

2/2
= exp ( i dzd®' (2)®T(x + 4/2)> Q). (B.3)

Finally, we arrive at the same crosscap state in Lieb-Liniger model by taking the
continuum limit from both Heisenberg spin chains and non-compact SL(2,R) spin chain.

C Lattice computation of correlation functions

This section is the detail calculation of the correlation function in lattice model. Since the
crosscap state is already defined in truncated Hilbert space, we can straightforward obtain
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the time-independent correlation function. According to the definition of the crosscap state
and the commutation relation of the hard-core boson a;, we find the following relations

L/2
afas|C) = afal , » I (1 T aTaHL/z) 1), 1<s<L/2, (C.1)
J=1.j#s
L/2
alag,1|C) = alal (1+alal, ;) 19, 1<s< L2 (C.2)
J=Llj#s
L/2
alallC) = alal (1 + aTaTJrL/Q) 1€2), 1<s<L/2 (C.3)
J=Lj#s
L/2
aiaZ+L/2\C) = aIaLFL/Q H (1 + aTaj+L/2) 12), 1<s< L/2, (C.4)
i=Li#s
which lead to (for r < s)
(Clalas|C) = 28/27L6, (C.5)
(Claralc) = 272715, (C.6)
<C| |C> = 2L/2 s o+L/2s (07)
(Clasaile) = 2275, 1o (€8)
Notice the norm of the crosscap state is (C|C) = 2%/2, we then obtain that (for r < s)
(Clctes|C)y (Claf = 1 (1 - 2“;%) as|C) B 15 (C.9)
{«ie cic) 27" '
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L/2
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<C|C> - <C|C> - 2 r+L/2,sYL,25 .

where we use the Jordan-Wigner transformation. If we consider the length of the chain
larger than 2, the last two cases become vanishing.
For the four-point function, we first consider the indices are in the order £k <1 <m < j

(Clefeich,c;lC) (C.13)

We split the four operator into two pairs, then use the Jordan-Wigner transformation for
each pair. The non-vanishing of the correlation indices must be paired k = [, m = j, namely

. .. L
ot J1Ai#G i+
oo {11331 -
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If the operators are not in this order £ <[ < m < j, we permute them so that they are
spatially ordered. Note that the final order of the two creation and the two annihilation
operators may be different from the original one. There are three situations

-1

cLel = ay, H (1 - ZaLap) a; = —ay, H (1 —2a ap> aj, (C.15)
p=k p=k+1
-1
ckclT = qy, H (1 - 2aTap) a; = —ay, H (1 —2a ap) a}, (C.16)
p=k p=k+1
r S =~ i
ckcl =ay H (1 —2a ap> al =a), |] (1 - 2a;r3ap) aj, (C.17)
= p=k+1
which follow the results
operator 0 pair 1 pair 2 pairs 2 pairs 2 pairs
(=m) |(+5=m)
(el elemee || O 0 0 0 0
<c£clcT ci)e || O 0 i % %
(chlcmch 0 0 ~1 0 0
<ckcl cmc])c 0 0 —1 0 0
(ckcl CmC; e || 0 0 : i i
(ckaict, T>c 0 0 0 0 0
We conclude the results as
T w 1 w
(charcheide = (=13 0kadm (14 (=1 G + 81 a12.m) ). (C.18)

where the w represents the number of pairs beginning with annihilation operator.

This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License (CC-BY 4.0), which permits any use, distribution and reproduction in
any medium, provided the original author(s) and source are credited.
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