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DENSITY AND CURRENT PROFILES IN U,(A{”) ZERO RANGE PROCESS

A. KUNIBA AND V. V. MANGAZEEV

Abstract

The stochastic R matrix for Uq(AS)) introduced recently gives rise to an integrable zero range
process of n classes of particles in one dimension. For n = 2 we investigate how finitely many first
class particles fixed as defects influence the grand canonical ensemble of the second class particles.
By using the matrix product stationary probabilities involving infinite products of g-bosons, exact
formulas are derived for the local density and current of the second class particles in the large volume
limit.

1. INTRODUCTION

Zero range processes (ZRPs) [19] are stochastic particle systems on lattice modeling various flows
in granules, queuing networks, traffic and so forth. Their characteristic feature is that particles are
allowed to share a site and hop over the lattice with the rate that only depends on the occupancy and
the list of leaving particles at the departure sitd]. To describe their hydrodynamic limit and the rich
behavior like condensation has been an important issue in non-equilibrium statistical mechanics. See
for example [5 8 [9] and references therein.

In the recent work [II], a stochastic R matrix for the quantum affine algebra U, (A,(zl)) was con-
structed. It gives rise to discrete and continuous time Markov processes associated with a commuting
family of Markov transfer matrices. They are formulated as stochastic dynamics of n classes of par-
ticles in one dimension with zero range type interaction. Many integrable Markov processes studied
earlier, e.g. [2 3, [12] [16] 18] 20, 21] can be identified with their special cases as summarized in [10),
Fig.1,2]. In this paper we will be concerned with the version of the model introduced in [I1, Sec.3.3,
3.4], which will be called the Uq(A,(zl)) ZRP. When n =1 it reduces to the zero range chipping model
introduced in [I6].

Stationary states of the U, (AS)) ZRP were obtained in [I3, 14]. Let o; = (0i;1,...,0in) € Z%, be
a local state, which means that there are o; ; particles of class k at the lattice site ¢. For the length

L periodic chain, the probability of finding the system in a given configuration (o1, ...,01) € (Z%y)"
is expressed, up to normalization, by the matrix product formula
P(oy,...,01) = Tr(Xe, -+ Xo, ), (1.1)

where X,, is an operator acting on the tensor product F®3(n=1) of the g-boson Fock space F =
®m>0C(q)|m). For n =1, the X, is just a scalar meaning that the stationary measure is factorized.
However it is an exceptional feature limited to n = 1. For instance when n = 2, the operator X, a,
for the local state (a1, a2) € Z%, reads

yq)a+a b; o b; o ) ) 1.7
Xy = Wi Dertor (103 Q)o0y ap i (D10 _ N (1055 (12)
(¢ Do (43 Dz (D50 (big)oe =5 (4:0);

where p is another model parameter and the symbol (z;¢q),, is the g-shifted factorial defined in the
end of this section. The operators b, c and k are the ¢g-boson creation, annihilation and the number
operators acting on F as

bjm) =[m+1),  ¢m)=(1—=¢")m—1),  klm)=q"|m).

L This slightly generalizes the original terminology in that an arbitrary number of particles are allowed to jump out
simultaneously. Such multiple jumps can be suppressed by setting 1 — 0 in our model. See the explanation after [217).
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For n general the operator X, .., for the local state (a1, ..., o) € Zgo possesses a nested structure

with respect to the rank n [I4]. Thus the Uq(AS})) ZRPs form the first systematic examples of
multispecies (or multi-class) ZRPs whose stationary measure on the ring is not factorized. The
relevant matrix product operators are also quite distinct from those in the exclusion type processes
(cf. [ 16l 15]) in that they involve quantum dilogarithm type infinite products of g-bosons, offering a
challenge to extract physics of the model.

With this background in mind we present in this paper a modest analysis of stationary properties
of the Uq(Aél)) ZRP based on the matrix product formula ([LI)—(T2). We introduce finitely many
first class particles as defects and investigate their influence on the second class particles whose density
is kept finite in the infinite volume limit. To motivate this setting, although somewhat technically,
note that one must pick an equal number of b’s and c¢’s to get a nonzero contribution to the trace
(LI). Therefore the sum of the expansion index j in (L2)) coming from X, ,..., X,, in (1) should
coincide with the total number of the first class particles. Gathering all such contributions in the limit
L — oo is a feasible task at least if the first class particles are kept finite.

The second class particles will be treated in the grand canonical ensemble, which means that X, .,
is effectively replaced by the generating series with respect to ao in the fugacity y:

(15 Q) ey (1405 @)oo .
Aa = yOé2Xa oy — 1 yk’q - Cal /,Lyk,q ..
' a;) (G @)ar (D50)s0 (yk:q) ( )

See (1) and E3). We stay in the regime 0 < ¢, u < 1 where there is no symptom of condensation.
See the remarks around (L9) concerning this point. The equivalence with the canonical ensemble
treatment will be argued in Section The basic quantity is the probability P(r,m) that exactly
m second class particles are found at the site r under the condition that the sites 1,2,...,s of the
periodic lattice Zj, of size L contain dy,...,ds first class particles. To avoid the ambiguity we assume
di,ds > 1 but the choice d; = 0 is still allowed for 0 < i < s. So they form a cluster of defects of size
s in general. Up to normalization the conditional probability P(r,m) is given by replacing the r th
operator from the left in

Tr(Ag, - Aq, AL %)

by y" Xq, m if 1 <r <sand by y"Xom elsewherdd. Our task is to evaluate it in the infinite volume
limit L — oo with s and dy,...,ds kept fixed. The limit separates the periodic lattice Z;, into the
three distinct regions I, IT and III, which are the inside (1 < r < s), the right (r > s), and the left
(r < 0) of the defect cluster, respectively. The Zj, periodicity of the lattice implies that the probability
P(r,m) for the right region r > s and the left region r < 0 should match when r — oc. This is indeed
the case as seen from (G.I5]) and (G.19).

Once the conditional probability is determined, the local density and current of the second class
particles are derived at any site . They are physical quantities seen from the defects. The necessary
calculations are elementary. The final results are summarized in Theorem Ml [7] and [ for the regions
I, IT and III, respectively. They are expressed in terms of the ¢-digamma function and its derivative
together with the functions Gy, (d1, ..., ds) (CI0) which incorporate the effect of defects. Curiously

the latters are related to the monodromy matrices of the U, (Agl)) ZRP containing the fugacity y as
a spectral parameter. In Proposition [[0] we will also show that the defects decrease the second class
particles in the entire system exactly by their number d; + - - - + ds compared from the defect-free
situation.

We present the profiles of the local density and currents in a number of figures for various values
of q, i, p and the defect pattern (dy,...,ds), where p denotes the average density of the second class
particles. The density profiles exhibit a peak and a valley at the left and the right boundaries of the
defect cluster, respectively. In the current profiles the peak is not observed but other behavior is more
or less similar to the density. The detail is dependent on the pattern (di,...,ds) and it is not easy to
provide an intuitive explanation in general. However our result captures the mode n; (53] controlling
the correlation length, which shows that the influence of the defects reaches longer distance when the

2 Precise treatment involves a regularization as mentioned after ([Z0).
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average density p is lower. Moreover we provide especially simple profiles in the limits p — 0 and
p — oo in the case of homogeneous defects in Figure @ which makes the general case easy to infer.

We remark that analyses of density and current based on the grand canonical ensemble similar to
the present paper have been done for a class of two species exclusion type processes. See for example
[4, [17] and references therein.

The layout of the paper is as follows. We recall the U, (A,(zl)) ZRP [11] in Section 2 and the matrix
product formula for the stationary probabilities for n = 2 [13] in Section The local density and
current of the second class particles in the grand canonical ensemble are formulated in Section [l
We first deal with the defect-free single species case in Section [ as a preparatory warm-up partly
reproducing known facts in earlier works, e.g. [2,[5,[16]. Our main results in the presence of defects are
given in Section [6l with a number of figures showing the density and current profiles. Their derivation
are detailed in Section [l Section [8 contains a brief summary and discussion. Technical lemmas are
collected in Appendix [Al

Throughout the paper we use the notation (true) = 1,6(false) = 0, (2)m = (2;¢)m = [[}= 01(1 —
2¢?) and the g-binomial (’]’;‘)q =0(k € [O,m])%. The symbols (z),, appearing in this paper
always mean (z; q),,. For integer arrays a = (a1,...,am), 8 = (B1,...,Bm) of any length m, we write
lo] = a1 4+ -+ + @, and the Kronecker delta 6.5 = 6% = [~ 8(ca; = B;). The relation o < j or
equivalently § > « is defined by f — o € ZZ,,.

2. U, (A%l)) ZERO RANGE PROCESS

2.1. Stochastic R matrix. Set W = @ Cla). Define the operator 8(\, 1) € End(W®
W) depending on the parameters A and p by

a=(ar,...,n) EZn

S (o) ®18) = D S wWI% 1) @ o), (2.1)
7,562%0
S )L = 0(y + 06 = a+ B)Be(+]8; A, ), (2.2)

where @, (v|6; A, 1) is given by

D, (7185 A\, 1) = g? =) ()\)M ) IAXIBI= Iyl ()11-11 H <ﬁl) (o, B) = Z a; ;. (2.3)

W =1 \Ti 1<i<j<n
The sum (ZI)) is finite due to the 6 factor in ([22). According to the direct sum decomposition
WeW = @,Yezn (@a+5:’yc|a> ® |[3>), 8(A, p) splits into the corresponding submatrices. Note

that S(A, u)a "5 = 0 unless v < 8 hence a < § as well. The difference property S(A, u) = 8(cA, cp) is
absent. We call 8(\, ) the stochastic R matriz and depict its elements as

]

Sl = a «I—»v
B (2.4)

The stochastic R matrix was constructed [I1] based on the quantum R matrix of the symmetric tensor

representation of the quantum affine algebra U, (A(l)) It satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation and the
sum-to-unity condition [I1]:

81,2(v1,12)81,3(v1,13)82,3(v2, v3) = 82 3(v2,13)81 3(v1, v3)81,2(v1, 12), (2.5)
Yo S mLh =1 (Ya,B€ZL).
7,562%0

The latter is a consequence of the sum rule [I1]:

(B A ) =1 (VB € ZLy), (2.6)

’yGZgO
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where the summand is zero unless v < .

2.2. Discrete time U, (A()) ZRP. For a positive integer L we introduce the operator
TNpr,- ) = Trw (So.o (N pr) 801 (A, 1)) € End(W®E) (2.7)

depending on the parameters p1, ..., ur, and X. To explain the notation, consider the space W @ W&~
labeled as Wy @ Wi @ --- @ W, for distinction (W; = W). Then 8y (), ;) acts as the stochastic R
matrix S(A, ;) I on Wy ® W; and as the identity elsewhere. The trace in (Z7) is taken over Wy
leaving an operator acting on Wy ® --- @ W = W&k,
Write the action of T'= T'(A|p1, ..., ) as
T(p)@---@|6r) = Y, TghgFla) ®---®lag) € WO

.....

Then the matrix element is depicted by the concatenation of ([24]) as

aq (6] ay,
Qe
TESE =Y 7L<1‘—* 71%72 "'7L1<1‘—‘7La
YiseYLELL
BL

B B2 (2.8)

which is a customary diagram for row transfer matrices of vertex models on the length L periodic
lattice [I]. By the construction it satisfies the weight conservation:

Tg'"gr =0 unless aq + -+ +ap=f1+-- + B € ZL,. (2.9)
Thanks to the Yang-Baxter equation ([Z3]), the matrix (Z7) forms a commuting family (cf. [1]):
[T(Alpa, - pn), TN |pay - o)) = 0. (2.10)
Let t be a time variable and consider the evolution equation
|P(t+1)) = T(Npa, ..., up)|P(t)) € WL, (2.11)

Due to the weight conservation (23] it splits into finite-dimensional subspaces which we call sectors.
In terms of the array m = (mi,...,my) € Z2, and the set

S(m) ={(o1,...,0L) € (ZgO)L | o1+ 40 =m},

the corresponding sector, which will also be referred to as m, is given by © (5, ..o, )es(m)Clo1) @ - ®
lor). The vector |o1) @ -+ ® |or) € WL with o; = (041,...,0i,) € Z2, is interpreted as a state
of the system where the i th site from the left is populated with o;, particles of the a th class or
species. The array m = (mq, ..., my,) indicates that there are m, particles of class a in total in the
corresponding sector.

In order to interpret (ZI1)) as the master equation of a discrete time Markov process, the matrix
T =T(Apa,- .., pr) should fulfill the following conditions:

(i) Non-negativity; all the elements (28)) belong to R>o,

(ii) Sum-to-unity; Zal,...,aLeZ’;o Tyl gl =1 for any (B1,...,0L) € (Z%4)".

The property (i) holds if ®q(~|5; A, p;) > 0 for all ¢ € Zy,. This is achieved by taking 0 < pf < A° <
1,¢° < 1 for e = £1. The property (ii) assures the total probability conservation and can be shown
by using (2.6]) in a similar manner to [I1] Sec.3.2].

Henceforth we call the T (A|u1, ..., pur) Markov transfer matriz assuming 0 < p$ < A < 1,¢° < 1
always. The choice of € = £1 specifies one of the two physical regimes of the system. The evolution
equation ([2IT]) describes a stochastic dynamics of n classes of particles hopping to the right period-
ically via an extra lane (horizontal arrows in (2.8])) which particles get on or get off when they leave
or arrive at a site. The rate of such local processes is specified by (Z2)), (Z3) and 24). For n = 1
and the homogeneous choice 1 = -+ = pp, it reduces to the model introduced in [I6].
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2.3. Continuous time U,(A})) ZRP. One can derive continuous time versions of (ZIT)) from the
homogeneous case p; = --- = pp = p by taking the logarithmic derivative either at A =1 or A = p
[11l Sec.3.4]. The result is given by

%uﬂ(m — HIP(t)) € WL, H—aH, +bH_ (a,b€ Rao), (2.12)
H+ _ _Eu—lalogT()\Luvhu‘) , H = EualogT(/\Luﬂnu) (213)
B\ — o N

with Hy = ZiGZL hiii+1. The summands hy ;41 act on the adjacent (i,7+1) th components of
W®L as hy and as the identity elsewhere. The pairwise interactions h4 are specified by

pla—y,7),,lvI-1 n a;
(o elgy=c Y 08 (‘J““H(_) a—) ®18+7)

TELZL \ O} (gl =)y i=1 N
la|—1 qi

—€ o) ® |3), 2.14
; 1—uql| ) ®18) (2.14)

g? 0P (@) 1 7 (B
()= Y (g PP I e+ @8-

vezz\ory M st N1
[B]—1

—e o) ®|8), 2.15
; T @18 (2.15)

where (o, ) is defined in (Z3)) and 0™ stands for (0,...,0) € Z%,. We have included the sign factor
€ = £1 to cover the two regimes. Denote the action of the matrices H = H,, H_ on the base vectors
as H(|1) @ ®(BL)) = X0, oy Mol 51 l01) @ -+ @ |ar). The equation ([2I2) can be viewed as
the master equation of a continuous time Markov process if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i)’ Non-negativity; ’Hg;gf € Rx¢ for any pair such that (aq,...,ar) # (61,...,8L),
(ii)” Sum-to-zero; 3, . Hpl gl =0 for any (Bi,..., L)

The latter represents the total probability conservation. It was shown in [I1] that (i)’ and (ii)’ are
satisfied if 0 < ¢¢, pu° < 1 for e = £1.

The commutativity (ZI0) leads to [Hi, H_] = 0. Therefore they share the same eigenvectors
with the superposition H = H(a,b,€,q,1) = aHy(e,q, 1) + bH_(¢,q, p) in 2I2). A curious sym-
metry H(a,b, —e,q~ ', u=1) = PH(ub, pa, e, q, u)P~1 is known to hold [T, Rem.9], where P = P~1 €
End(W®%) is the ‘parity’ operator reversing the sites as P(Jay) ® -+ @ |ar)) = |ar) @ -+ @ |ag).

The Markov processes (Z.12) is naturally interpreted as the stochastic dynamics of n classes of
particles on the ring of length L. The base vector |a1) @ -+ ® |ag) with o = (a1 ..., 0) € ZZ,
represents a state in which there are a; , class a particles at the i th site. There is no constraint on the
number of particles that occupy a site. The matrices H; and H_ describe their stochastic hopping
to the right and the left nearest neighbor sites, respectively. The transition rate can be read off the
first terms on the RHS of (ZI4) and (ZI%), where the array v = (71,...,7,) specifies the numbers
of particles that are jumping out. The superposition H(a,b,¢,q, 1) corresponds to a mizture of such
right and left moving dynamics. The rate is determined from the original occupancy (« for hy and 3
for h_) and the list of leaving particles (v for hy) at the departure site and it is independent of the
status of the destination site. Thus it defines a ZRP of n classes of particles in a slightly generalized
sense in that the rate is allowed to depend on . Here is a snapshot of the system for the n = 2 case.
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0o | @00 o first class particle

e second class particle

0i—1 = (07 1)7

0; = (35 2)7

o - o1 O Oit1 oiy1 = (1,2).

The local hopping in ([ZI4]) and (ZI5]) with n = 2 is depicted as
71 2 71 72
rate 0...0...0 rate 0...0e...@
aw+(7|a) : ar az bw— (/Y'ﬁ) : B1 B2
PPN A
| 0...0e..® ‘ o...oo...o‘ | o...oo...o‘ 0...0e...@ ‘

where the rate w (v|a) and w_(y|3) with e = 41 are given for |y| > 0 by

ol - glea= v+ =l(g) L (g)g, (@as (2.16)
(uqal +a2—’71—V2),Yl+V2 (Q)’Yl (Q)Ou—% (Q)’Yz (Q)az—’h )
71 (B2—72)
w_(1]8) = q (@)1 +92-1 (@)1 (@), (2.17)

(ngPrtPe=m=n2) ) (D (D1 —1 (D (@ pa—rs

The integrable Markov processes recalled here cover several models studied earlier. When € =
1,4 — 0 in Hy, the multiple jumps |y| > 1 are suppressed in (2I4]). So if v, = 1 and the other
components of v are 0, the rate reduces to ¢*1+ @1 %. This reproduces the n-species ¢-boson
process in [21I] whose n = 1 case further goes back to [I8]. For n = 1, there are numerous works
including [3l 2| 16, 20] for example. One can overview their interrelation in [I0, Fig.1,2]. When
e =1,(u,q) — (0,0) in H_, a kinematic constraint ©(v,8 —v) = >2,<;;<, %(B; —vj) = 0 occurs
in (2I5). In order that , > 0 happens, the equalities v441 = Bat1,Yatrz = Bat2,---sYn = PBn must
hold. Tt means that larger class particles have the priority to jump out, which precisely reproduces
the n class totally asymmetric zero range process explored in [12] after reversing the labeling of the
classes 1,2, ...,n of the particles.

3. STATIONARY STATES

3.1. Definition and example. By definition a stationary state of the discrete time Uq(Agll)) ZRP
@I is a vector |P) € W®E such that

[P) =T\, ..., p)[P).

The stationary state is unique within each sector m up to normalization. Apart from m, it depends
on ¢ and the inhomogeneity parameters p1, ..., uz but not on A thanks to the commutativity (210).
Sectors m = (mq,...,my) such that ¥m, > 1 are called basic. Non-basic sectors are equivalent to a
basic sector of some n’ < n models with a suitable relabeling of the classes. Henceforth we concentrate
on the basic sectors. The coefficient appearing in the expansion

|F>: Z ]P(Ul,...,O'L)|O'1,...,O'L> (31)

(01,...,00)ES(m)

is the stationary probability if it is normalized as Z(m VVVVV o1)ES(m) P(o1,...,01) = 1. In this paper
we will abuse the terminology also for the unnormalized states and probabilities.

The stationary states for the continuous Markov process ([Z.12)) are those | P) that satisfy H|P) = 0.
They are obtained from the discrete time ones just by the specialization to the homogeneous case
p1 = -+ = pr = p. This is because ([212)) is an infinitesimal version of the commuting time evolutions
ZI1) by the construction. In particular the stationary states are independent of a and b in ([Z12]).
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Example 1. Set (n,L) = (2,3) and consider the homogeneous case 1 = ps = u3 = —k. The
stationary state in the sector m = (1,2) is given by

|P) =3(1 + qr)(1 + ¢*)[0,0,122) + (1 + q)(2 + q)(1 + £)(1 + qr)[0, 2, 12)
+ 2+ @)1+ k)1 +qr)0,22,1) + (1 +2¢°)(1 + 5)(1 + qr)|0,1,22)
+ (14 q)(1+2¢)(1 + &) (1 +gr)|0,12,2) + (1 + ¢)(1 + g + ¢*)(1 + »)?|2, 2, 1) + cyclic,

where |0, 2,12) for example is the multiset representation of the base vector |(0,0)) ® [(0,1)) ® |(1,1))
in the multiplicity representation. The terms “cyclic” are those obtained by the shift |0y, 02, 03) —
|it1, Oita, 0iys) for i € Zs \ {0}. Similarly the stationary state in the sector m = (2,1) is given by

[P) =3(1 + qr)(2 + ¢ + K + 2qx) (1 + ¢*)[0,0, 112)

+ (14 q)(1 4 k) (1 + gr)(3 + 3q + 3¢> + 2k + 2k + 5¢°)[0, 1, 12)
+ (1 + &) (1 + gr)(3 + 3q + 3¢ + K + 5gr + 2¢°k + ¢°k)|0,2,11) (32)
+ (14 q)(1 4+ K) (1 + gr) (5 + 2q + 2¢> + 3k + 3k + 3¢°)|0, 12, 1) '
+ (1 4+ &)1+ gr)(1 +2¢ + 5¢* + ¢ + 3qk + 3¢°k + 3¢°k) [0, 11,2)
+ (1 +)(1+q+ )1 +rK)?2+ g+ r +2gr)|2,1,1) + cyclic.
It has been conjectured [14] Ex.4] that for any sector m there is a normalization such that P(oy,...,01) €
Z>olq, —p,- .., —pp) for all (o1,...,01) € S(m).
3.2. Matrix product formula. In [T4] a matrix product formula for the stationary probability was
obtained for general n and inhomogeneity p1, ..., pr. In the rest of the paper we shall exclusively deal
with the n = 2 case [I3] with the homogeneous choice p1 = --- = uz, = p in the regime 0 < g, u < 1.

In the continuous time setting, it corresponds to e = +1 in (ZI3)—(ZTI5).
To describe the result we need the g-boson algebra B generated by b, ¢, k obeying the relations

kb = ¢bk, ke = ¢ tck, bc=1-k, cb =1 — ¢k. (3.3)

Let F' = €D,,>0C(g)|m) be the Fock space and F* = €P,,~,C(q)(m| be its dual on which the
g-boson operators b, ¢, k act as

bim)=[m+1),  ¢m)=(1-¢")m—-1),  klm)=q"|m),

(mle=(m+1|,  (mb=(m—-1[1-¢"),  (mlk=(m|q",

where |—1) = (—1| = 0. They satisfy the defining relations (33). The bilinear pairing of F* and F' is
specified as (m|m’) = dpm.m/(q@)m. Then (m|(Q|m’)) = ((m|Q)|m') is valid and the trace is given by

(3.4)

TrQ = Zm>0 "}g'm As a vector space, the g-boson algebra B has the direct sum decomposition

B = @ B:, BT — C(q)bmax(s,O)krcmax(fs,o). (35)

S
TGZZQ,SGZ
The trace Tr @ is finite and nonzero only if @ € €P,~; By when it is evaluated by Tr(k") = (1 - q")t
For @ € B, we let Q" denote the projection of @ onto B, -, By.
We introduce the operator depending on i, ¢ which acts on (a completion of) F* and F:

a1 to b)s
X, = (‘U,) 1taz ([L ) k% c*  for a = (061,062) c Z2ZO (36)

(@)ar (@)ar (D)oo

We have written X (4, a,) 88 Xa, a, for simplicity. The ratio of the infinite product of operators here
is to be understood via the series expansion

(20)o _ 3 (I (3.7)

(2) oo >0 (9);

Theorem 2. For any sector m = (mq, ma) with ma > 1, the stationary probability in (31]) of the
continuous time Uq(Aél)) ZRP ([Z13) or the discrete time Uq(Aél)) ZRP (2I1) with homogeneous
parameters py = -+ = pug, = i is expressed in the matriz product form

P(oy,...,01) = Tr(Xe, -+ Xop ). (3.8)
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This result was obtained in [13, eq.(42)]. The formula [B.6]) depends on a; and asy quite differently,
indicating distinct features between the two classes of particles. Interestingly this is a reflection of a
tiny asymmetry of the hopping rate (2I0]) and (ZI7) under the interchange (a1, 81,71) <> (a2, B2,72)-

Example 3. Consider the first two terms in (32)).

(10)3 (1b)3, (w3 (W3 (1) 21c?
PO.0,112) = i T (ke ) = 3o (00 + 2 ) Tr(bie?),
(1 (1)s 1 (b (D)o
P(0.1,12) = “ I&.«( OEEDN kc)

(Nl

q

)1y
(@)?
s (02 | R\ Uk -
= ((() ())Tr(bckc) 253 Tr(bebke) + Tr(bk)).

Setting 4 = —k and substituting Tr(b%ke?) = ¢~ !Tr(b%ckc) = ¢ 2Tr(kb%*c?) = (1 — ¢*)~! and
Tr(bcbke) = (1 + qQ)Q%, we reproduce the first two terms in (32 after removing the common
factor (q)1(¢)2(q)s/(1 + x)*.

4. DENSITY AND CURRENTS OF SECOND CLASS PARTICLES:
FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

Now we come to the main theme of the paper, the stationary quantities in a grand canonical
ensemble with respect to the second class particles in the infinite volume limit. The first class particles
are kept finite and regarded as defects. In this section we give a general formulation of the problem only
deferring the results and their derivation to subsequent sections. We fix the parameters 0 < ¢, < 1
and consider the e = +1 case of (ZI3)-(2IH) for the continuous time ZRP (ZI12]).

Let us introduce the generating series of X, ,, ([B.6]) with respect to the second class particles with
fugacity y:

A= 3" X = g e (158 ) (4.1)

= "B e © 0 W

The quantity g,, introduced here will be used very frequently in the sequel.

We consider the conditional probability in the stationary states supposing that there are d; first class
particles at site ¢ for i = 1,..., s, and no first class particle is present elsewhere. So they form a fixed
cluster of defects whose spatial extension is s and the total number of defect particles is di + - - - + d.
In terms of the site variable o; = (0;,1,0;2), the condition is expressed as 0,1 = 0(1 < i < s)d,,
allowing o; o still to fluctuate everywhere. We assume that d; > 1 and ds > 1 to fix the location of
the defect cluster but allow the choice d; = 0 for 1 < ¢ < s. The basic quantity is the conditional
probability that a given site r contains exactly n second class particles. In the customary notation for
the probability P(A|B) of the event A under the condition B, we set

P(o, = (d,, i1=0(1<i1<s)d;) if1<r<
Plrny = 4 1~ o = S TS o)) i1 =7 < (12)
P(o, = (0,n)|oi1 =0(1 <i<s)d;) otherwise.
There are three distinguish regions in the infinite volume limit L — oo as
I:1<r<s, Im: r>s, Imr: » <o, (4.3)

where r < 0 should be understood as the site r + L € Zy, in the limit L — co. They correspond to
the inside, the right and the left side of the defect cluster, respectively. The quantity [2) will be
denoted by Pi(r,n), Pii(r,n) and Pii(r,n) accordingly.
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From the matrix product formula ([B.8]) and the definition {I]), we have

"Tr(Ag, - Ag Xa nAa., - Ag ALY
Pi(r,n) = lim y"Te(Ag, droa 2dr, d?is, 4.407") , (4.4)
L—oo Tf(Adl"'AdsAo )
"Tr(A; - A Ar—s—lX nAL—r /
Pu(r,n) = lim Y r( dy d Ao 0,/ 0 ) , (4.5)
L—00 Tr(Adl---AdsAé_s)
NTr(Xon Al Ag, -+ Ag, ALTITIZo71Y
PHI(T,TL) = hm y I‘( %, 0 4 =70 ) ) (46)

L300 Tr(Adl"'AdSAg_S)/

where (---)" is defined after (B). In view of the matrix product operators (3.0) and (@I, the prime
restricts the ensemble to those sectors containing at least one second class particle for which the traces
become finite. The formulas (LH)-E0) fix the relative weight of such sectors, thereby specify what
is meant by the “grand canonical ensemble” with respect to the second class particles with fugacity
y. Obviously for any r the normalization ) ., P(r,n) = 1 should be fulfilled in each region.

Once the probability P(r,n) is obtained, one can evaluate various physical quantities. In this paper

we investigate the expectation number and currents of the second class particles at site . The former
is defined by

p(r) = Z nP(r,n). (4.7)

n>0

According to the regions, it will be denoted by p1(r), prz(r) and pri(r). We call them density for
simplicity. As for the current, there are two components J(r)y and J(r)_ associated with the local
Markov matrices hy (ZI4) and h_ (ZI5) with € = +1 respectively:

M. = > nsis1 e ((0,D)[(dr,n))P(r,n) i 1<r<s,
T {Enzzzllwi((o,l)|(0,n))P(T, n)  otherwise. (4.8)

They sum up the contributions from the [ hopping second class particles out of total n4+6(1 < r < s)d,
occupants weighted by the probability P(r,n) and the hopping rate wx in (2I6) and 2I7). From
@I2) and the picture before (2I0]), the total current from the site r to r + 1 is obtained by the
superposition

Jr)y=adJ(r)y —bJ(r+1)_. (4.9)

Thus it suffices to investigate J(r); and J(r)_ separately. We will also write them as Jr(r) 4, Ji(r)+
and Jip(r)+ according to the regions.

5. DEFECT-FREE CASE

First we illustrate the analysis on the defect-free case s = 0 as a warm-up. It corresponds to the
single species model, and some of the contents are well known by earlier works, e.g. [2] [5] [16].

In the absence of defects, the system acquires the Zj translational symmetry. As the result, the
probabilities (5] and ([@0]) are equal and independent of r. So we simply denote it by P(n). It is
calculated as

n oo 1,N o -~ L—1 I
o P e T ()
o 5 _L ° o oo L ’

P(n)

n n ((byk)oo \L—1 ! n mn m —
Co e (K (") e S A = )

fvee Tr(((uyk)oo)L)/ L—co Pmso(Aamy)t = 1)
q

Il
g

T (gt = Ononis )

: (5.1)
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where the prime is defined under (B3] and we have set

(uyk) (1Y)
- — Alg™ 1 Wm
Nm = M (y) = AMq"y)A(y)" " = ) (5.3)

These quantities will be utilized frequently in the subsequent calculations. We will abbreviate 7,,,(¢*y)
to N, if and only if k = 0.
We suppose 0 < y < 1 whose consistency will be confirmed shortly. Then

I=no>m>mn>---20 (5.4)

holds due to 0 < ¢, 4 < 1. In Appendix [Al we show that the limit lim,_, and the infinite sum ZmZO
in (BI) may be interchanged, i.e.,
lim Z ¢ (nk —6,.0nk) = Z qr" hm — Ononl). (5.5)
m>0 m>0

Since this is just Y -, ¢™"0m,0 = 1, we obtain the probability

P(n) = y" (1 (Y)oo '

(@n (1Y)
The correct normalization ano P(n) =1 has been achieved by virtue of (B1). This formally agrees
with the probability [2] eq.(53)] upon identification of the parameter a there with the fugacity y here.

Next we relate the density p of the second class particles to the fugacity y. In the grand canonical
ensemble under consideration, it is evaluated as

1 an,...,mzo(”l 4+ nL)merernLTr(XQm . XO,nL)/
L—oo L TI'(A(I)/)I

(5.6)

As mentioned before (B, the “partition function” Tr(AL)" here may be replaced with A(y)X as L
goes to infinity, leading to

= a8 M) = 1)~ F) = Y = 174 5.7)

S (1=ya)(1 = nyq')

FO =~ g0 = Y T =3 L (59)

i>1 i>0

The f(¢) is a version of the ¢g-digamma function. It monotonously grows from 0 to co as ¢ changes
from 0 to 1 behaving as f({) ~ 1<Tq (¢ \(0) and f(¢) ~ 1%( (¢ /1). Thus the fugacity and density
are related asymptotically as

l=p L1

_Tqy (p—=0,y—0), p_m (p = o0,y —1). (5.9)
The difference f(y) — f(py) in @7) is similarly increasing monotonously from 0 to oo for y € (0, 1).
Thus p € (0,00) is in one-to-one correspondence with y € (0,1), which confirms the consistency of
the assumption made before (54]). It implies that there is no phase transition typically recognized as
condensation (cf. [5]) in ZRPs. To summarize, (51) determines the relation y = y(p) and p = p(y).

The density p(r) (@) is also independent of . From (5.6]) it is evaluated as

n(Wn _
=2_nP) uy) > @ "

n>0 n>0

in terms of the average density p in (1) confirming the consistency.
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Now we are ready to evaluate the currents of the second class particles ([A8]). Since they are
independent of the site r, we simply write it as

Jr =Y lwe((0,)|(0,n))P(n).
n>1>1

For instance J_ is computed from (ZI7) and (E.0) as
()0 (1)n l(q)z 1 (n)
J_ = y"
2 (@n (g™ \1/,

(/Ly)oo n>i>1 )
! 1
n_t1 (1)n ly' ly
(q) —;1—(# gl—q“

(5.10)

n—1>0

where the last equality is due to (B7). A similar calculation for J; leads to current-density relation,
a basic characteristic of the system, given as

Jo = huy),  J- = hiy) (5.11)
via y = y(p) (B1). Here the function h(¢) is the derivative of the ¢g-digamma function f(¢) in (&8):

_ 40 IS ¢q'
MO =g _gl—qi _g (1—¢q)?> 12)

It obviously satisfies the relation
. 1—1 qu .
h(g*¢) = h(¢) — Z A=C)y? (i >0). (5.13)
k=0
The result (&.I0) is restated as

Y lw-((0,D)](0,)P(n) = h(y), (5.14)

which is p-independent despite that w_((0,1)|(0,n)) I1) and P(n) (E8) depend on p individually.
An expression similar to the total current aJy — bJ_ ([@9) with Jy given by (BII]) has also been
obtained in [2 Sec.4.1].

The function h(¢) is monotonously increasing and tends to oo as ¢ approaches 1 from below.
Consequently the both currents in (BI1)) grow monotonously with the density p via (E1). Their
leading asymptotic behavior is given by

N o P
Jyp~J >~ 1

as p—0, (5.15)

Jy = h(p), J_~p* as p— oo. (5.16)

So J; converges to a finite value whereas J_ diverges as the density p gets large. Such large p
behavior is out of question in asymmetric simple exclusion processes where the well known relation
J = const p(1 — p) makes sense only for 0 < p < 1.

FI1GURE 1. Comparison of Jy and J_ in (&II) as functions of the density p for
(¢, 1) = (0.7,0.5).
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FIGURE 2. The current Jy (left) and J_ (right) in (&I with g = 0.4 in the range
0.1<p<10and 0.1 <¢<0.9.

FIGURE 3. The current Jy (left) and J_ (right) in (GII) with ¢ = 0.5 in the range
0.1<p<10and 0.1 < <0.9.

We close the section with the description on the limiting cases ¢, — 0,1. We shall only give the
leading terms.

R (i e R =T
(i) g 15y ~525L, T Py =L,
(i) > 0: p= f(y), Je= o L= b, P =y ((yq))j,
(iv)p—1: y~1-— I_Tu, Jiﬁﬁ, P(n) = 0n0.

6. DENSITY AND CURRENTS: RESULTS IN GENERAL CASE

Let us proceed to the general case in which dy,...,ds defect (first class) particles are present at
the sites 1,...,s. We present the final results on the conditional probability P(r,n) (@2]), the local
density p(r) (1) and the currents J(r)x (L) in the regions I, II and III in Theorem @ [ and @
Some of them look bit messy but the point is that they are always finite sums of appropriate building
blocks, which allow accurate numerical evaluations. Another point is that they are expressed in the
form that elucidates the difference from the defect-free case s = 0. We continue to stay in the range
0 < g, 1,y <1 and use the following quantities that have already appeared in the previous section:

p: average density of the second class particles in the entire system,
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€ (0,1): fugacity of the second class particles determined from p via (51,
P(n): probability in the defect-free case (56,
Jy: currents in the defect-free case (BI1)),
h(¢): derivative of g-digamma function describing the currents (5.12]),
n;: quantity controlling the decay of correlations (B.3]).

In addition to them the following functions, detailed in Section [7] will be the basic ingredients:

¢(llm): constituent of Gy, (d1,...,ds) (T4),
Gm,i(d1,...,ds): building block incorporating the effect of defects (T.9)).

The relation (B7) between the fugacity y and the average density p of the second class particles
was originally derived for the defect-free case. We will justify its use in the presence of defects in
Proposition [[0] and the comments following it.

6.1. Main results. First we consider the region inside the defect cluster.

Theorem 4. In the region I (1 < r < 8) the following formulas are valid:

Pl(r,n):y @ W) Z n(m—dr) )d Goml(dy, ... d), (6.1)
A
P =p=> Gomld,....d) (Z o _> 1_qu), (6.2)
m k=0
m—1 qu

Ji(r)y —Jp = — Z Go,m(dr, ..., dr) _— o (6.3)
- = (1 — pyq")
m—d,—1 qu

JI(T)_ —J_ = _ZGO,m(dla"-udT) Z m, (64)
m k=0 va

where the sums Zm extend over m € Zx>q satisfying d, <m <dy +---+d,.

The proof will be given in Section By means of (B7) one finds that the total probability is
expressed as > -, Pi(r,n) = Gom(di,...,d.). This indeed gives 1 thanks to (ZI4). In Section
we will show that ([€2]) can also be expressed as

pi(r) —p=—dp + K(r) — K(r — 1), (6.5)

)_.

m—

1) = Gom(d,....d o (6.6)

k:O

where K(0) = 0 and the sum over m is taken in the same way as in Theorem @l The difference
structure K (r) — K(r — 1) in (65) matches the sum rule in Proposition [0

Example 5. At r = 1 which is the left boundary of the defect cluster, Theorem @l simplifies to

| di—1
Pi(1,n) =y (4 1) ()0 (1) = p+ Z nyq" _

Y @nla® py) — pyq
Ji(D)4 = p 'h(gM py),  Ji(1)- = h(y)

due to (ZII). Thus we always have pr(1) > p because of d; > 1. The last result Ji(1)— = h(y) may
seem strange. It follows from the properties

PI(17 n) = P(n)|u—>qdlua w*((ov l)|(d17 n)) = w*((oa l)|(07 n))|u—)qdlua
which are easily seen in (.0 and (ZI7) and the remark on (GI4).
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Example 6. At r = 2 which is one step inside the defect cluster from the left, Theorem Ml takes the
form

di+d
Pi(2,n) = °°12"md2 1Y)m dy 4 dy —ml|d
I 771)—24 ( > a ) d¢(1+2 mldy),
m= d2 m—dz2
di+da m m—dz—1 qu
pI( ) P Z (b( 1+ d2 ml 1 (Z luqu Z 1—qu> ’
m=ds k k=0
dy+ds m—1
Ji2)p =Ty =Y ¢ldi+dy —mldy) Z 1_
s 0 11yq"®)
dqi+dso —do—1
Ji2)- = J- =Y ¢(di +dy —m|dy) Z Ty e
m:dg =0

where Go n(d1,d2) = ¢(dy + da — m|dy) has been used by (T12)).

Let us remark on the low and high density asymptotic behavior. They correspond to y \, 0 and
y /1, respectively. See (50). From the properties of the unperturbed density and currents in (&9,

(ET3) and (BI6), one can derive the following behavior by utilizing (ZI7) and (ZI9).

I Bl
glg(ljpl( r)/p= ﬁq ) (6.7)
d,.—1 ‘Lqu dr_1—1 1
lim (p1(r) — p) = — S 6.8
S =0 =3 T X T (65)
lim Jy(r)y/J, = ¢t T, lim Jy(r)_/J_ = @t T, (6.9)
p—0 p—0
p—r00
dr,

1
lim (Ji(r)- — J— = — . 6.11
Jim (Ji(r) )/p 2 T (6.11)

The result ([€7) with » = 1 agrees with the y — 0 case of Example Bl implied by (&9).

Next we consider the right region II.

Theorem 7. In the region II (r > s) the following formulas are valid:

PH T TL Z GO m dl; e )( )lq%i(i71+2n)+j ( ()q( ))J ‘777;7177;755 (612)
ZJ m q (2 q J—
Fg™)m; 1 1
pu(r _p—ZGOmdlu---u s)#(m—(uw_% (6.13)
j j
Pl ™)mi A yq"*
JH(T):t — J:t = G 1m(d goe e ,ds) J 5 (614)
jz,,; e (1= ¢7)(uED/2y) ; kzzo 1 — p(ED/2ygh

where the sum in (612) extends overi,j,m € Z>g such that0 <i < j<m andds <m < dy+---+ds.
The sums in (6.13) and (6-17)) are taken for 1 <j<m and ds <m <dy +---+ds.

. . . . . . HH

The proof will be given in Section [[3] It is based on the choice (di,...,d,) = (di,...,ds,0,...,0)

in Theorem Ml In this sense Theorem [] covers Theorem [7l save the extraction of the dependence on
the distance r — s in (Z31)).
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Example 8. Counsider the case s = 1. From (TII) we know G (d1) = 0m.a,. Thus (€12), (GI3)
and (6I4) for d; =1 and dy = 2 read

n (HW)n\Y)co n, r—
Pr(r,n) =y w(l - +q T 2)5
(1W)n(Y) oo _1(2 —1 1 12 -1 1 2 2
P — n 1 _ r— n r— _ 'r‘ n, .r—
n(r,n) =y 7@"(%)@( 1), R A A q(m n )+ "5,
=yt
pH(T) P = (1 _y)(l _My),
o) — p= L7 Wy (A +gn =) (1= pygns !
(1 =y)(1—py) (1 —yq)(1 — pyq)’
r—1
o Y
Ju(r)e —Jx = T 0E )
(s — T oyt —y( g ! yan; !
m\r)+ = (1 — p(ED72y)2 - (1 — p(ED/2yq)2°

1— 1—y)(1—
where 11 = 750, 2 = (f*uzgglfgz?y) by G.3).
In general the effect of defects disappears in the long distance, i.e.,

Tli}rgo Pi(r,n) = P(n), rlggo p1(r) = p, Tlig)lo Ji(r)y = Jx. (6.15)

These are derived from lim, o n; ® = ;0 by (B4) and (ZI4). As seen in Example [§ deviation
from the defect-free case comes in various mode proportional to njr-fs having the correlation (or decay)
length —(logn;)~* (j > 1). Thus from (G4 and (E3) the influence of the defects reaches the distance
of order (log 1= ‘;y) ', Since y — 0 as the density tends to 0, the correlation is longer for smaller

density and p closer to 1.
By a calculation similar to the region I, one can show for » > s the asymptotic behavior as follows.

do—1
: _ ditetds - _
})13% pu(r)/p=q ; plggo(PH(T) = —0rs41 Z (6.16)
lm Jig(r)s/Js = Bt (6.17)
p—0

do—1

lim (Ji(r)y — J4) =0, lim (Ju(r)- —J_)/p=— (6.18)
pP—>00 p—>0

These results have the form that naturally extends (617) — (6I1) to 7 > s. In partlcular in the large
p limit, the region II feels the rightmost ds defects only.

Finally we consider the left region III.

Theorem 9. In the region III (r < 0) the following formulas are valid:
Pii(r,n) = P(n), pri(r) = p, Jii(r)+ = J+. (6.19)

The proof will be given in Section [[4
Let us introduce the quantity

oo S

Apior =Y (p(r) —p) = (pr(r) = p) + > _(pu(r) - p), (6.20)

r=—00 r=1 r>s

which represents the total excess of the number of the second class particles from the average value in
the entire system. From (G.8]) and (610 one can easily check lim, o0 Apioy = —(d1 + - -+ + ds). Our
next result shows that this holds in general.

Proposition 10. The total excess of the second class particles is given by

Aptot - _(dl + -+ ds)
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The proof will be given in Section Since Apiot is finite, the parameter p indeed remains to be
the average density of the second class particles in the infinite volume limit. It is curious that Apiot
exactly cancels the total excess +(dy + - - - + ds) coming from the first class particles. To find a simple
explanation of this fact is an interesting open problem.

The results in Theorem [ (resp. Theorem [)) are independent of d,11,...,ds (resp. di,...,ds).
They imply that the defects only influence their right in the large volume limit despite that the
component H_ in the Markov matrix (ZI2]) represents the left moving particles. We do not have an
intuitive explanation of this fact. One should however remember that the both H in ([ZI3]) originate
in the discrete time evolution T'(A|u, ..., u) described by the right moving particles only as in (2.8]).
Moreover the derivative in ([2I3) gives rise to the denominator T'(A|u,...,u)~ ! which is 1 for H,
whereas it is the left cyclic shift for H_ due to 8(u, 1)(Ja) ®|8)) = |8) @ |c). Thus we could have had
the right moving dynamics only, if not so neatly described, just by taking the derivative rather than
the logarithmic derivative at A = p. In other words, the curiosity is attributed to the commutativity
[Hy,H_] = 0, a basic consequence of the integrability of the model, which implies that the left and
the right moving dynamics should possess the same stationary states on the ring of finite size.

6.2. Case of homogeneous defect. To grasp the results in Theorem M and [0 qualitatively, it is
helpful to consider the homogeneous case d; = --- = ds = d and the limits p — 0 and p — oco. The
behavior for general p can then be inferred as something in between. In this setting we still have the
integer parameters d, s € Z>; and the continuous parameters 0 < ¢,z < 1. Set

U
—

1 1— pg?
D= . v=—1H1
1 — pg* L—p

They satisfy D > d and v > 1 obviously. The results on the local density (6.7), ([€8), (616 and
([E19) are summarized as

el
Il

pgrd 1 <<, Dd_d ’;1’<
— r<s,
lim p(r)/p = { ¢** >, lim (p(r) — p) = -7 (6.21)
p—0 . p—>00 -D r=s-+1,
1 otherwise,

0 otherwise.

Schematic plots of them look as Figure d below.

1| e
[ X ]
[ ]
[ ]
q°? XX
01---s T
FIGURE 4. Density profiles under the homogeneous defect dy = --- = ds = d in the

two limits p — 0 and p — oo according to (G21]).

Actually in the limit p — 0, either p(s)/p = 1 can happen according to vgls—1d 2 1. In the other
limit p — oo, the density completely resumes the average value for r > s+ 2. For general 0 < p < o0,
the local density p(r) gets larger than p at the left boundary r = 1 of the defect cluster forming a
peak. It then decreases until the site » = s 4+ 1 forming a valley at the left boundary of the region II.
Then in the region II, it recovers toward the average value p exponentially as mentioned after (G.13]).
Such behavior and sensitivity to the defects are sharper in higher density case.
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As for the local currents we are to compare J(r); and J(r+1)_ in view of ([@3]). The results given

in (63) - (@II)) and @I7) —(@TI9) are summarized as

min(r,s)d >0
. . q r=y,
lim J Jy=1lm J_ (r+1)/J_ =
plg%) +()/ T plg%) (r+ 1)/ {1 otherwise,

lim (J4(r) = J4) =

p—r00

{,ul(d_D) 1<r<s, lim (J_(r+1)—J_-)/p=

—-D 1<r<s,
0 otherwise, p—rc0

0 otherwise.

Thus we see that J, (r) and J_ (r+1) have similar asymptotics aside from the overall normalization for
large p. As mentioned under (BI6]) about J., the former is convergent whereas the latter is divergent
as p tends to infinity. They do not exhibit a peak at r = 1 like the density p(r), but other behavior
is more or less similar. In particular when p is sufficiently large, the both currents get smaller inside
the defect cluster than the defect-free case J..

6.3. Comparison with numerical evaluation in canonical ensemble. One can evaluate the
density numerically by the matrix product formula (38) in a fized sector with system size L. Tt
formally corresponds to the canonical ensemble average which will be denoted by pS (). In the actual
calculation of p§ (r), we have truncated the operators (3.6 and (I to the matrices acting on the
finite dimensional subspace of F' of the form @fnliédrdﬁt R|m) and checked the convergence has been
achieved sufficiently already for ¢t = 1,2, etc. Figure Bl compares p(r) and p§ (r) for 1 <r < L.

3.0 120
251 100

201 8
o ©® © 9 o o P%p(n sl - ° o p%lr)

, p() i . p0)

FIGURE 5. Left: Single defect case d; = 1 with (p,q,u) = (1.5,0.2,0.7). One has
p5.(1) = 2.71394,2.66876 for L = 8,10 approaching p(1) = 2.4801. The sector for
computing p§,(r) consists of @é) = 1307504 states. Right: The system with three
defect particles (dq,d2) = (2,1) with (p, ¢, ) = (7,0.2,0.8). The sector for computing
p&(r) consists of (467) = 8145060 states.

As remarked after (610]), the correlation length of the system is smaller for larger average density
p. Thus the agreement of p(r) and p§ (r) is expected to be better for larger p, therefore is harder
to observe in numerical calculations. Admittedly the agreement in Figure [ is not quite excellent,
but always exhibits the tendency to improve as L gets large. In general fluctuations in the density is
of order L™2. So the grand canonical approach should coincide with the canonical one in the large
volume limit for there is no symptom of phase transition in the range 0 < ¢, < 1. See the remarks

following (E9).

6.4. Density and current profiles. Here we present the result of numerical evaluation of the for-
mulas in Theorem M [[ and @ in a number of figures. We first consider the profile of local density p(r)
©2), 6I3) and [GI9) in the presence of various defects in Figure GH8 In general the density can
possibly break the monotonicity inside the defect cluster depending on the inhomogeneity of d;’s.
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FIGURE 6. Plots of p(r) for the densities p = 1.2 and p = 2.4 with the presence of
the defects (dy,...,ds) shown at sites 1,...,4. (¢, ) = (0.8,0.5).

Examples of the density profile for a finite range of p are given in Figure[ll To display the defect
region I in the center, the lattice coordinate r has been shifted. A similar convention will be employed
in the subsequent figures in this subsection except Figure [

FIGURE 7. Density profile p(r) with (¢, 1) = (0.6,0.7) for 0 < p < 6. The defects are
(dl’dQ) = (37 3) (left) and (dlv o ’d4) = (17 2’27 3) (I‘lght)

For a fixed average density p, dependence of p(r) on ¢ and p are shown in Figure 8
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FIGURE 8. Left: p(r) for 0.1 < ¢ < 0.9 with (p,u) = (6,0.8) and defects
(di,y...,ds) = (1,1,1,1). nght p(r) for 0.1 < p < 0.9 with (p,q) = (3,0.7) and
defects (dy,...,ds) = (1,1,2,3)

One sees that the inhomogeneous defects make the density profile in the region I irregular, but they
still tend to produce a peak and a valley at their boundaries as observed in the homogeneous case in
Figure @l

Let us turn to the local currents J(r)+ (LJ]). Recall that they have been determined as J(r)+ =

Ji(r)x ©3), @) for 1 <r <sand J(r)x = Ju(r)x @I) for r > s and J(r)x = Jo (@I9) , (EII)
for < 0. In view of (9) we plot Ji(r) and J_(r + 1).

7 7
° e o ©® e o o [ e 0 © o o
6 o ® 6 o ®
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5t e o 5 L4
4 ° ° 4 ¢
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FIGURE 9. Comparison of J(r); and J(r 4+ 1)_ in (£3)) for systems with the same
defects as Figure [l (p,q, ) = (2.4,0.8,0.5).
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FIGURE 10. Current profile J(r)+ (left) and J(r)_ (right) for 0 < p < 10 and
(g, 1) = (0.8,0.5). The defects are (dy,...,ds) =(2,1,2,1), which is the same as the
bottom left case of Figure [6] and Apart from the inhomogeneity caused by the
defects, their dependence on p reflects the behavior in the defect-free case (B.15]) and

15

FIGURE 11. Current profile J(r)4 (left) and J(r)_ (right) for 0.1 < ¢ < 0.9, (p, n) =
(3,0.7) and the defects (dy,d2,ds) = (2,1, 3).

FIGURE 12. Current profile J(r)+ (left) and J(r)_ (right) for 0.1 < x < 0.9, (p,q) =
(4,0.8) and the defects (dy,...,ds) = (2,1,3,1).

In Figure [6l and @ one observes that p(r) reaches its bottom at r = s + 1 whereas J4(r) and
J_(r+ 1) do not.
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7. DERIVATION OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section we derive the main results given in Theorem [ [7, [@ and Proposition [0

7.1. Preliminary. Our first step is to reduce the trace Tr(---)" over the Fock space to the “vacuum
expectation value” (0](---)|0) in the infinite volume limit.

Proposition 11. The traces in the probabilities ([{-4])-(4-0) are reduced to the following:

PI(T n) — lim yn<0|Ad1 e Ad7‘—1'XdT)nAd7‘+1 U AdsA(€‘75|O> (71)
7 L—eo (0|Ag, -+ Aq, A5 ~*|0) 7
n . r—s—1 L—r
Pu(r,n) = lim Z (Ol4a, - Aa. Ay L)_(f’"AO U (7.2)
L—o0 (0[Ag, -~ Ag, Ag™*]0)
n [l o L—|r|—s—1
PHI(T, n) = lim y <0|XO’nAO Adl AdSAO |0> (73)

L—co (0]Aq, - - Ag, AF*|0)

This is a corollary of Lemma [I8 in Appendix [Al
Let us prepare the functions that will serve as building blocks to express (1) and (Z2]). For
I,m € Z>q set

B(im) = o LI W)m—t (m

G\ >q = O, (l|m; p, py)|n=1, (7.4)

where ®, was defined in ([2.3). Although the dependence on p and y is suppressed in this notation, it
deserves attention that the fugacity y plays the role of a spectral parameter here. From ([2.€) we know

> o(llm) =1, (7.5)

1>0

where the summand is nonzero only for 0 <1 < m.

Lemma 12. For any m € Zx>q the following equality is valid:

m . Jj—1 1 7m71 1
Z:d)(m_ﬂm)Zl—y(f - kZ:: 1 — pyg*

j=1 1=0
Proof. Explicitly it reads as

m—1 m—j—1 m—1
()W) (m L
20 (1) m (j)q 2 > 1

=0 i=0 1=yg k=0

1
, 7.6
— pyqk (7.6)

where we have replaced 7 by m — j. We prove ([Z.G]) by induction on m. The case m = 0 is obvious.
In what follows we assume (0] is valid when m is replaced by 0,1,...,m — 1.

Upon multiplication by (uy)m, the both sides of ([Z6) become polynomials in u of order m — 1.
Thus it suffices to check the equality at m points, say p = ¢~ with »r = 0,1,...,m — 1. So we set
w=q " in ([CO) and further replace y by ¢"y to simplify the formula slightly. The result reads

—Tr T

~ iryi )i Yy (M Rl B - S O
j;q ! (Y)m (j)q(A+ ; 1_qu+1—)—2 T (7.7)

k=0

where A = Zg;l 171yqi and the upper bound of the j sum has been reduced from m — 1 to r owing
to the factor (¢7");. The coefficient of A is 1 due to (ZH) with (u,y) replaced by (¢~",¢"y). Let us
subtract A from (7). The upper bound of the k sum in the RHS becomes r — 1. The second sum in

the LHS restricts the upper bound of j to r — 1. Further applying

- (),
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in the process, we find that the result is equivalent to

S M (1) TS s
qm]y — ( ) m+1 -
) ¢ im0 1T el
This coincides with (6] with (m, u,y) replaced by (r,q~™,¢™y). Since r < m — 1, its validity is
assured by the induction hypothesis. O
We note that the limit y — 1 in Lemma [[2] leads to the identity
d d—1
(9)d L (w)d—rk 1
= — (d>0). (7.8)
(1) kz;: 1—¢" (@)a—r ,;) 1 — pg*

The following function plays the basic role in our working.

Gm(dy,. .. ds) = Z H¢(li|m+d1+"'+di71_ll_"'_lifl)a (7.9)

Ly+ootls+l 4=1
=di++ds+m

where [,m € Z>(. The sum in (3) extends over l1,...,ls € Z>( obeying the specified condition.
Since ¢(I|m) = 0 unless 0 < I < m, nonzero summands in [Z9) are only those satisfying I; +---+1; <
m+dy+---di—1 for i = 1,...,s. The definition (Z9) is depicted as

l
ds— I

Gildy,... ds) = Y

l1,eels d2 - 12

di— U
m (7.10)
if each vertex is interpreted as an element of the n = 1 stochastic R matrix according to (T4)), (22
and (Z4). According to this diagram, the G, (ds,...,ds) may be regarded a sum of elements of a

column monodromy matriz of the Uq(A(l)) ZRP containing the fugacity y as a spectral parameter via
([T4). Some special cases which will be of frequent use are

GmJ(@) e 5m71, Gmﬁl(dl) = (b(m +dy — l|m), Goyl(dl) = 517(11, (7.11)
s—1
GoJ(dl,...,ds): Z H¢(li|dl+"'+di_ll_"'_li—l) (822), (7.12)
it tls—1+l =1
=dy+-+dg

where the sum in (I2)) extends over ly,...,ls—1 € Z>( under the specified condition. It is easy to
see

Gmi(dy,...,ds) =0 unless ds <1 <dy+---+ds +m, (7.13)

S Graldr, - dy) =1, (7.14)

1>0

Gma(dy, ... ds) =Y Guildy, ... d)Gri(disa, ... ds) (1<t <s), (7.15)

k>0
—— w m) [T ——
Ga(0,...,0) = nitg' =™ ( l ) (Gm_l,ow, ...,0) \Mly), (7.16)
q
lim Gm,l(dla ey ds) = 5l,m+d1+~~-+dsa lim Gm,l(dla SN ,d ) = 5[ dss (717)
y—0 y—1
G i(dy, ..., ds 1 o ee1—F  .p .

lim ,ds—i-]( 1 ) _ _ (Q)d 1(/1’)11\ 1—J lf] 2 1. (718)

y—1 l—y 1= (Wa.i(@)d,—r—;
In our working there appear many sums involving Go m,(d1, . . ., ds). They always range over those m’s

that satisfy the non-vanishing condition implied by (CI3]). The sum rule (ZI4)) is derived by successive
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use of ([CA]). The relation (ZIH) follows directly from the diagrammatic representation ([CI0). The sum
over k in it is finite due to (CI3)). In particular when ¢ = 1 it implies Go ;(d1, ..., ds) = Ga, i1(d2, ..., ds)
due to (ZII)). The relation (ZIG) is derived by applying ¢(v|8)|y—qiy = ¢(V|6 + i)%q%]l
to the representation (I0). Combining (CI8)) with (Z8), we get

ds—1—1

llm Z G07ds+j(d]_,...,ds) _ Z 1 (719)

— — uak’
v=l 5y -y pr S L

This relation will be utilized to extract the large p limits (6.8), (6.11]), ([6.16) and (6I8). We note that
neither Gy, 1(0,d1,...,ds—1) nor Gy, (d1,...,ds—1,0) are equal to G, (d1,...,ds—1). The function
Gumi(dy, ..., ds) originates in the following quantity representing the effect of defects.

Lemma 13.

Iy =yl mdegy -gdsA@)Sme(dl, oy dy).

m|Aqg, - Aa,
(miAa ! (Ly)

i

Proof. Substitute the expansion A4, = ga, Y ;>0 gi,bli %(7@;1{)“’0@ of (@) into the LHS. By sending

all the factors &8 iy the bracket to the left by (B3]), we find that W
1 El

is expressed a
(Yk) oo S express S

il mtdi+-tdi =l — =1
4q HY) oo 1y d le ds
Z i - g, H (qm+dl+...+di71,ll,...,liy)oo <m|b e ---be |l>a

U+ tls+l i=1
=dy+--+ds+m

where the sum is over Iy, ... ,l; € Z>o and the constraint is imposed to pick the non-vanishing bracket.
(@ ipy)ee Wwm
From (@My)os Aly) (hY) nrta; and
S
1 .d ls ds Iide s+l m4di+--F+dig =l ==L
(m[bre - bl 1) —6dzi...iaj+mH< " ) @
i=1 ¢ q
the claimed formula follows. |

Lemma 14.

lim A(y)~"(m|Aq, -~ Ag, A7°10) =y~ """ P ga, - ga, (1y)m. (7.20)

L—oo

Proof. First we show the s = 0 case, i.e.,
i A(y)(m]4E(0) =y () (7.21)

by induction on m. At m = 0, it is valid since (0|A¥|0) = A(y)¥ for any finite L. Assume that it is
valid for 0,1,...,m — 1 and let U, denote the LHS of (T2I)) to be determined. Then we have

U =) 3 P i M) g )

(v ()i + S1m (Ui — 4™ (1) m))

_ L —m - m) — =™ (Y)m
=y (uy)m;d)(ll ) =y " (Y)m + G U

Solving this taking (ZH) into account we find U,, = y~ "™ (uy)m establishing (L2I). Now we prove
(C20) for general s. By inserting 1 =13",., % into the LHS, it becomes

Ay Y (i<m|Ad1 A,

1>0 i

Due to Lemma [[3 and (Z2I)), this is equal to y~ ™ “=" "4 g, - g4 (uy)m > 150 Gmo(das ..y ds).
Thus the proof is completed by (ZI4I). O

D) lim Ay)~5 (145 0).
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Remark 15. By Lemma [I§] the result (Z20) with m = 0 is equivalent to
Jim A(y) " Tr(Aa, - Aa AG ) =y g4, ga,. (7.22)

The factor gq, - - - g4, here is proportional to the stationary probability of the configuration (dy, ..., ds)
of the single species model [16] of the first class particles on the length s ring. In this sense the effect
of the second class particles in the grand canonical picture is “renormalized” into the extra factor
y~! for the first class particles’ fugacity, reducing the Uq(Aél)) ZRP effectively to the Uq(A( )) ZRP.

We expect a similar recursive feature in the Uq(AS})) ZRP with general n [II], which may be viewed
as a reminiscent of the nested Bethe ansatz. The result ([22) is valid including d; = 0. It implies
that separated clusters of the first class particles do not attract nor repel depending on their distance
under the grand canonical background of the second class particles. They feel each other only when
they merge together at the same site or split from a common site.

The following result reduces the multiple sum in Gy, ;(d1,...,ds) [C9) into a single sum when
dy = -+ = ds = 0 and elucidates the s-dependence explicitly. It will be utilized in the region II to
extract the large distance behavior of the density and currents away from the defects.

Lemma 16. For 0 < i <m, the following formula is valid:

™

Grmi(0,...,0) = 3 (~1)itigzil-D+3i0H1-2m) (’;‘) (j) ;.
q q

i<j<m
Proof. Introduce the function
r—1
Fm,’l‘(y) = Z gi, - 9L, H 77lj+1+lj+2+---+lT (m 2 O7T 2 1)7 (723)
lit+l=m Jj=1

where the sum is over [y, ...,l, € Z>o under the specified condition. It is related to the LHS by

G (0 T0) =y E imfﬁl i (dy), (7.24)
)

where Fy,_; .(¢'y) is given by (T23) with n; = n;(y) E3) replaced by 7;(q' 'y). The relation (7.24) is

easily checked by means of (TI8) and n;; = 1i+;(y) = nin;(q'y).
Replacing y, m and the summation variable j with ¢y, m + 4, j + ¢ and using

m, \— (¥)m
Y)m—1 = (—q™y) lql”“)ﬂi(ql,my,l)l (7.25)
with y = ¢, the formula to show becomes

For(y) = ) ( b); )qu : (7.26)

Jm 0<j<m qj (1Y)

We prove this by induction on r. When r =1, the RHS is expressed in terms of the g-hypergeometric
[T eq.(1.2.14)] as y m(“qyz;” o1 ( Y:q, q) Due to the formula [7], p354(11.6)]

261 <qc’a;q,q> = a”—(c(gin (7.27)
(1)m

we obtain {7, which agrees with [C23) with » = 1. We now prove the r + 1 case assuming the r
case holds. From (7.23) we have

(1Y)
Fonp1(y) = ) =5 =—Fn 1., (y)-
; (@)i(y)m—1
Using the induction hypothesis and (23], exchanging the orders of the summations with respect to

[ and j, it can be written as
o Wm  (™); < () )T ; q "
Fm,r Yy)=1y m qj ¢ 34,94 ) -
+) (@; \(uy);) "2 \gmy?

(@)m

)

Il
=)

J
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Using (Z27) and (¢" "y V) = (—y) g ™" D/2(y),,, we arrive at the expression (Z206) with r
replaced by r + 1, which finishes the proof. g

Lemma [I6 and (Z24) with ¢ = 0 yield the formula

Ny m m) (T r
Fm,r(y) = m Z G+1-2m) <]) ;- (7.28)
q

We remark that by the definition (9) and (Z4) the LHS in Lemma [I6l is regular at ¢ = 0 and
manifestly positive in the range 0 < ¢, u,y < 1 under consideration, whereas such features are highly
nontrivial in the RHS. In particular, individual terms therein can become O(q’%mz) which needs care
in numerical evaluation for small g.

7.2. Proof of Theorem [d Theorem Hlis concerned with the region I [@3)). Let us derive (1)) from
([CI). Substituting B4 into it and applying (Z20) to the denominator we get

n TN |S| — 3 . — b oo qn —s
PI (T7 n) = y (E}M)d ;_ ( gdilydl) LILI;I;OA(y) L<O|Ad1 e Adr—l (éjlb)) k CdTAdT+1 e Ads Aé |0>
i—1 e’}

Insert 1 =3, ‘21@ at the two places so as to use

ARt ) = gy g0 L

By Lemma [[3]and (C20) the result reads

dp

Pi(r,n) = y"MA(y)—l > q"<m—dr>wco,l(dl, ey de 1) O(l—m 4 d, 1),
(q)n 1,m>0 (y)m*dr

where ¢(I —m + d,|l) is defined in (Z4). Thus ([GI) follows by taking the | sum using (.15 with

(s,t) = (r,r — 1) and (TIT)).
Next we show (G.2)) for the local density. After substituting (6.1]) into (1), the sum is taken by

n>0 @n (1Y)os — (19)oo” By (4™ Y) oo
m—1 m—d,—1
VIO 7 A i
(1Y) m -yt = T—ygt)

where p is the average density (51). The resulting expression for pi(r) agrees with ([6.2]) except that
p comes with the coefficient ) Go m(di,...,d,). But this equals 1 by (ZI4).
Let us proceed to the currents (63) and (64). From () they are expressed as

J(r)e = > lwe((0,0)|(dr,n)Pi(r,n).
n>1>1

Substitution of (m), ETI10) and (60 leads to the calculation similar to (BEI0). Its essential part is

T 0)oe ™y (0, 1) (s )y an @7 Wn _ Tt y),
(@™ 1Y) oo ’ h(

n>1>1 (@)n ¢ "y),

where h(y) is the derivative of the ¢-digamma function defined in (5.I12]). Now we have

Me = Gom(d,... d)x {Z(q jf‘flmyF;y) (7.29)

Expand h(q™ uy) and h(g™ % y) into the sum of h(y) and the remainder terms by (G.13). From (G11)
the contribution from the h(y) is expressed as » ., Gom(di,...,d,)J+ = J+ by (CLI4). The remainder
terms give the RHS of (G3)) and (G.4).
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7.3. Proof of Theorem [7l Theorem [1is concerned with the region IT ([@3]). The conditional proba-
bility Pii(r,n) for r > s with the defects (dy,...,ds) is deduced from the region I result Pi(r,n) (@1

r—s
by setting (di,...,d,) = (d1,...,ds,0,...,0). It yields the expression
Pu(r,n) = P(n) Y q"n; 'Goldy,. .., ds,0,...,0), (7.30)

where P(n) is the probability in the defect-free case (B.6]) and the sum extends over 0 < @ < dy+- - -+d.
On the other hand the decomposition (I3 and Lemma [T@] lead to

’I‘—S T—S8

——
Go.ildy,...,ds,0,. ZGOmdl,..., $)G.i(0,...,0)

m,

L . m ] s
Z Gom(dy,. ... ds)(— )zﬂ 3i(i—=1)+5j(j+1-2m) ( > <]) 77; . (7.31)
i<j<m J q v q

Substituting (?)q = (—1)igmi—iG-D/2a 1) @ )i into this, we get (B1Z). The normalization > onso Pu(r,n) =
1 is attributed to that of Pi(r,n). In fact it can also be directly verified from (Z30) by noting

> onso P(n)g™ = n; and ([LI4).

/—/_;
To derive the density ([GI3]), we again set (di,...,d,) = (di,...,ds,0,...,0) in the region I result

©2) and use (3T to get
pu(r) — p = ZGOm dy,. .. dg)(—1 )z+3q21(1 D455(+1— 2m)(j) (Z) 77;_5
a\"/q

4,5,m

1
> ( )
Z 1—uyq I

where the sum extends over 7, j,m € Z>g suchthat 0 < i < j<mand ds <m < dy +---+d,. We
may restrict j to 1 < j < m. Then the sums over ¢ and k are taken by applying the identity

1 2i( ' 1-4"
SHIE (), =

(7.32)

%

7 —1
z%iif J
>3 iaten(]) =

=0 k=0 >0 =0 ( ) ( ) (733)
_ J i _ @jti-1 . _ 91
§ =l D

where the ¢g-binomial theorem and ([B.7)) are used. After some simplification the result becomes (G.13)).

/—/_;
To derive the current (EI4), we set (dy,...,d,) = (di,...,ds,0,...,0) in the region I result ([G3]),
©4) and use (31 to get

1—1 r—s k

il i(im1)4LjG+1—2m) (M (T yn; 4
Ju(r)x = Je = Y Gonldrs ..., dg)(=1) T H gz T2ilH =2 )< > (> ’
% JJ \i qkzzo (1 — pED/2yqk)2
where the sum », ;. is taken in the same way as (Z.32)). This time we apply the identity
J -1 . k
 LiGi—1) (J g J 1
-1 zqzz(z 1)() _ ,
gkzo( ) ! q(l_ch)2 ¢ Z l_ch

which follows from ([33]) by differentiation. The result yields (G.I4I).
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7.4. Proof of Theorem [0l Theorem [ is concerned with the region IIT [A3). From the definition of
Xo.n in B8 and (0] %= = (0]k" = (0| by @), the conditional probability (Z3) in the region III
becomes

y"gn (O1AY Au, -+ Aa, AT o)
oo (0[Ag, --- Ag, Ag~*|0)
due to (20)). This is independent of r and coincides with the probability P(n) (5.6) for the defect-free
case. Consequently the local density and current also reduce to the average density p and Jx in (G.IT]).

7.5. Proof of Proposition 10 From (13)), (53) and ([&4), it follows that
(™)
E (pu(r E Gogm(dy, ... ds) m—~——,
e )(1 —a9)(ny);

where the sum ijm ranges over m such that Go,, # 0 implied by (ZI3) and 1 < j < m. On the
other hand we have

-1

Pri(r,n) = 11 =y"gnA(y)

m o —m m—1
e D
= (L= a)(ny); = 1—pyq*
by replacing (q,d, i) in (Z8) with (¢~1,m,¢™ uy). Thus the above expression is simplified to
m—1
1
pII Gom dl,..., P E——— 7.34
;S( Z 5) kzzo —— (7.34)
Now we introduce
m—1 1 m—d,—1 1
- GO,’m(dlv ey d’l“) T 1 GO,m(dla ) ) .

From (6.2)) it is easy to see

Thus Proposition [I0 follows from
K(l)zO K(r)zf((r—i—l) (1<r<s),

(s)+ > _(pulr —0.

r>S8

The first equality is obvious from (ZII) and the last one has already been derived in (Z34). So we
are left to show K (r) = K(r + 1) only. By using (ZIH) with (¢,s) = (r r+ 1) and (ZII) we find

R+ 1) ZGOm di,....d;) 3" ¢(m— jlm Z
=0

=0 yqz

which tells that K (r + 1) is actually independent of d,,; as with K (r). Now the proof is finished by
Lemma

8. DIscussioON

In this paper we have investigated the stationary properties of the Uq(Aél)) ZRP [I1I] on a ring
whose stationary probability is not factorized but expressed in a nontrivial matrix product form.
The second class particles are treated in the grand canonical ensemble subject to the influence of
the dy,...,ds first class particles fixed as defects at the sites 1,...,s. The local density and current
of the second class particles in the infinite volume limit are obtained in Theorem [ [ and The
density profile is shown to exhibit a peak and a valley at the boundaries of the defect cluster. The
currents are locally suppressed by the defects. The detail is dependent on the inhomogeneity of the
data (di,...,ds). Outside the defect cluster, its influence reaches longer distance when the average
density of the second class particles is lower. It was shown that the second class particles are decreased
by the number of the defect particles in Proposition [0l
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The effect of the defects is expressed through the function G, (ds, ..., ds), which is essentially a
column monodromy matrix of the Uq(Agl)) ZRP containing the fugacity y as the spectral parameter.
Compare the diagrams (CI0) and (Z8). We regard it as another reminiscent of the nested Bethe
ansatz structure in addition to Remark

It is natural to generalize the analysis in this paper to the grand canonical ensemble for the both
classes of particles simultaneously. Denoting the fugacity of the first class particles by x, one is led to

the analogue of the grand canonical partition function in two variables as

Zi(z,y) = Te(V(z,y)") = Te(V(z.y)"),

(1b)o T'(pa, py) o - - -1
\%4 - Xm n My = 5 % 5 = 5 B =\, Y, 1 )
(z,y) mzn;o "y b T(r.y) (z,y) = =(px, py, 1) = (2, y, 1)

L(z,y) = (2€)o0 (yK) oos E(,y, 1) = (7€) o (k) oo (D) o

where we have used the cyclicity of the trace and the commutativity [I'(z,y), '(uz, py)] = 0 which

follows from B) by applying (1)m+n = ()m (¢ 1)n = (14)n(¢" 1)m. See also [14] Rem.3]. We leave
the large L asymptotics of Z(z,y) and related issues for a future study.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF (.H) AND PrOPOSITION [IT]

We invoke the interchangeability of limits and infinite sums in elementary calculus adapted in the
following form.

Lemma 17. For the sequence {Sp; € R>o | L,l € Z>o}, the interchangeability im0 Y o Sp1 =
Yoo imy o0 Sp holds if the following (i) or (i) is satisfied for L sufficiently large:

(i) imp oo Sz < 00 and Sp; < Ty for some T} such that Z?io T < o0.

(ii) Sp410 < Sp; and E?io Sr.1 < B for some B independent of L.

Proof. (i) Set s; = limj_ Sr; By the definition s; < T;. For any € > 0 there is M. such that
El>M5 T; < e, and there is also L. such that |Sp; — sj| < =5+~ (0 <1 < M,) for L > L.. Then one

T+M.

has

oo oo M.

ZSL,I - Zsl < Z(SL,Z —s)| + Z (Sp.i— s1)

1=0 1=0 1=0 I>M,

<e+ Z (Spi+s)<e+2 Z T, < 3e.
1>M. I>M.

(ii) Without loss of generality we assume the condition holds for L > 0. From the assumption
limL*}OO SLJ exists. Set ;1 = Si,l - Si*l,l (’L Z 1) and ap,1 = SO,Z- Then |aiyl| = (_1)9(i21)ai1l. Since
ZiL:o Yoo laitl = 23720 801—=>"20 Sr1 < 2B, The sum of a;; over (i,1) € Z3 is absolutely conver-
gent and can be taken in any order. Thus we get limy_ o ZiL:O Yoo i = Mmoo 20 D ieg Qil-

This means Hmyz, o0 > o0 SLi = 2 peo im0 Sp-

Proof of [54). For n > 1, set Sp; = ¢'"nf and T; = ¢'™. Then the condition (i) in Lemma
[T is satisfied. For n = 0, set Sp; = nlL — nk which satisfies St41, < Sp,; for sufficiently large
L. Set further By = >2,° 811 = 7oo 2. ;51 fi—@:;j which is finite. From (54, we have Y ,° S, =
L=k + 350 0 — 1) f 4+ 0f 0 + -+ 1Y) < 14 BoLnf™*. Thus the condition (ii) in

Lemma [T is satisfied by taking B = 1 + Bymax{LnF~" | L € Z>,} < occ. O
Let @ be the operators of the form

Q=Ap, Ay, or Q=Ay, - 'Amtlee,hAmtﬂ o Am, (A1)

for some mq,...,my,e,h > 0 and 1 <t < k. They are contained in the matrix product formula of

the probabilities (@) (@8] in the form Tr(QAL)’ with L large, where (- --)’ is explained after (35).
Lemma 18. For the operator Q of the form (A1), the following limits exist and are equal:
lim A(y)"ETr(QAE) = lim A(y)~L(0|QAE|0). (A.2)
L—o0 L—oo
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Proof. As for the RHS we have

Ay 3 D ) (Ube ey
m>0 m o0 o0

= A(y)_L Z M Z gi, gL <m|bl1 (Myk)oo . 'blL (uyk)oo |0>

=0 @Dm S (1K) oo (K)o

= Z<O|Q|m> Z giy Gl Mo++ig " M+ = Z<O|Q|m>Fm,L(y)v

m>0 li+-+lp=m m>0

where l1, . ..,l1 are summed over Z>( with the specified condition. We have used the expansion (31,
the quantity 7, (53] and the definition of the function F,, (y) (23). By the assumption on @,
(0]Q|m) # 0 holds only for finitely many m € Z>o. Thus we get

RHS of (&2) = _(0|Q[m) Jim Fr iz (y)

m>0
= ) 01QIm) 3 (—1)qraGti=zm (1)
(q m L—o0 - j J
m>0 0<j<m q
-y y~ " (py)m O[Qlm)
m>0 (@)m

where the second equality is due to (T.24) and Lemma [I6 with (i,7) = (0, L). This result shows that
the RHS is finite.

As for the LHS we expand ) by (é‘tg);" =2 i>0 g;b? B1) and apply the commutation relation
B3). The resulting terms contain k as an overall factor and are grouped into two types as

AP THQAR) = M) S (R mialn + R (4]~ (b)) ) (49)

Here Qy and @, are finite linear combinations of the operators of the form

5 (g% pyk) oo Y S (0% yK)oe o
: 71{” : ——— C .
Qo 1;[1 (a7 yk) oo o 1;[1 (a7 yk) oo

with various a;, 8; € Z, A\ € Z>o, n € Z>1, and & is the one in (AJ)). Let us pick one such term for
each type:

Wo=Aw) Y il {22 10 ) m A ),

m>1>0 ‘11 i=1

Wi A Y e a1 (0 ) il (4~ (Aoly-0) )10

m>1>0 i=1

These are actually single sums over [ since m is frozen to m = [+ A. Denote them by Wy = >, UL,
and Wi = 3,5, Vr. A direct calculation gives

(@ 77 @ 1Y)
Upi=¢"Twury, Vg =T, I = : )
(a) 1;[1 (@"P1y)oo
up, = Z Gy G Mo+l L T (A.4)
lit+lp=A
vLi= > Gn e G (Mt T — 0%

li4-+lp=X
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We also introduce

= 1 (q% pyk) oo o Liny 1 o=
Vi=A 2 Ig ot ¢ lm)(mlAF10) = Tov,

UL = Z gy G Mo++1p "M+ My (: F>\7L(y) in (m))
L4+l =X

Since the I’s in Uy, ; and V7, ; have the same meaning as those in (A3), the proof is reduced to showing
that the only [ = 0 term survives in the large L limit.

1. — . . — . I . .

dim ) Uni = Jim Unos i D Ve = Jim Vo (A5)
0 1>0

From (B4) the equalities limy_yoo up; = 00 limp oo up,o and limy oo vp; = d0limzr oo vpo =

81,0 limy oo U, are valid obviously. Therefore (A.5]) follows from the next Lemma [T9 O

Lemma 19. The following interchangeability holds for the series involving Uy, Vi1 in ([A4):

(a) hm ZULl—th UL, lim ZVLl—th Vi

L—oo
l>0 >0 >0 >0

Proof. (a). From (L28) and ([&4]) we have

S 1 A
ury < Fap(y) = y= (éiy)) Z (_1)Jq§J(J+12>\)(’> 77jL
Dr 952a

<y_AM S ity <A) _y—,\(HZJ)AE—q _

@ (52, J

<

Thus by setting Si,; = U and T} = y‘Aq"lFl% the condition (i) in Lemma[ITis satisfied,

hence (a) is valid. In particular, > ;2 7} < co because the series > ;= w'T is convergent for |w| < 1
due to lim;_oo I'; = 1.

(b) We prove that Lemmal[I7 (ii) applies to Sr.; = V ;. Thus we are to verify (b)y : vp4+1,; < vp; for
sufficiently large L, and (b)2 : >, Vi1 < B for some B. To show (b);, note the large L asymptotic
behavior

> GGttty =1 Fa(d'y)

it =X
l L, \—A l Lo\ —A
q 1ry)a(q'y P Liciiq_ A q 1ry)a(qy
_ (@mlgy)™ Y (—1)7q2I0H ”’(.) njﬂz'—“—( UNCY) 0t (1+ O(fiy/ni)),
(@)x 052 i/q (@)x

where the first and the second equalities follow from (T2Z3)) and (Z28) with 74m = mnm(q'y), and
the last estimation is due to (5.4). As for the second term in vz ; containing —n%, one can estimate
the coefficient of it as (L_;H‘)cl < le"l‘""’l‘lL:)\ agr, g1, < (i)cg, where ¢, co are L-independent
quantities ¢; = min{g;, - g1, | li € Z>0,l1 + -+ 1y = A} and ¢2 = ZZIJF,“JFZX:A g1, -+ gi,- From
these results and the Stirling formula one finds that vy, ; has the large L asymptotic behavior vy, ; ~

esnt — ea Lk with L-independent c3, ¢4 > 0. Thus the inequality (b); for sufficiently large L follows
from (B54). To show (b)a, we use

(¢'py)k
it T o (5 )

14+l =X (q y)oo
(¢ 1y) s (k!
<nk Y gzl"'gzL(i( ) —1)L7( =
bl =A Yoo Y)oo

=L > gno Y gi(dy)

liteHlp=A Jj=1
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From (A4, there exists Iy > 0 such that T';, > 0 holds for all [ > I Then the above estimation
leads to 2120 Vi =C+ Elzlo Ty < C+ L Zl1+»~+1L:>\ 9ix - Gi 2]21 [i9;97, where C' =
ZO§l<lo Vi, is a finite constant and we have set f; = ZlZlo ['g’'. This series f; is convergent
because of limy_,oo 'y = 1 as noted in (a). The series .-, fi9;y% in y is also convergent due to

. . . it - .

0 <y <1andlimj, % =g b lim;j o0 % = ¢ ' > 1. Thus 2120 V1,1 is convergent for

any fixed L. On the other hand (b); tells that )", V7, is monotonously decreasing with respect to

L for sufficiently large L. This proves (b)s. O
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