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RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN TWO LINEARIZATIONS OF THE BOX-BALL
SYSTEM : KEROV-KIRILLOV-RESCHETIKHIN BIJECTION AND SLOT
CONFIGURATION

MATTEO MUCCICONI, MAKIKO SASADA, TOMOHIRO SASAMOTO AND HAYATE SUDA

ABSTRACT. The box-ball system (BBS), which was introduced by Takahashi and Satsuma in 1990,
is a soliton cellular automaton. Its dynamics can be linearized by a few methods, among which the
best known is the Kerov-Kirillov-Reschetikhin (KKR) bijection using rigged partitions. Recently a
new linearization method in terms of “slot configurations” was introduced by Ferrari-Nguyen-Rolla-
Wang, but its relations to existing ones have not been clarified. In this paper we investigate this
issue and clarify the relation between the two linearizations. For this we introduce a novel way of
describing the BBS dynamics using a carrier with seat numbers. We show that the seat number
configuration also linearizes the BBS and reveals explicit relations between the KKR bijection and
the slot configuration. In addition, by using these explicit relations, we also show that even in case
of finite carrier capacity the BBS can be linearized via the slot configuration.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the box-ball system (BBS) introduced by Takahashi-Satsuma [T'S] and a class of its
generalizations BBS(¢) introduced in [TM], which are cellular automata. The states of the system are
configurations of particles (balls) on the half line N = {1,2,...} denoted by 5 ¢ Q = {0,1}", and we
will assume that the site z = 0 is always vacant (box). The dynamics of the BBS(¢) can be described
in terms of a carrier with capacity £. At each time step the carrier enters the system empty from the
leftmost site (z = 0) and starts travelling to the right. It visits each site x of the lattice updating its
local state as follows:

e if there is a ball at site x and the carrier is not full, then the carrier picks up the ball;
e if the site x is empty and the carrier is not empty, then the carrier puts down a ball;
e otherwise, the carrier just goes through.

The above updating rules can be summarized by recording in a function Wy : Zyo — {0,1,...,¢} the
number of balls transported by the carrier as it visits each site of the lattice N, i.e., we recursively
define Wy : Zso - {0,1,...,¢} as W;(0) =0 and
Wi(z) = We(z - 1) + min{n(z),¢ - We(z - 1)} —min{l - n(x), We(x - 1)}.
Then by using Wy, the one step time evolution of the BBS(¥) is described by the operator
Tg Q-0
which acts on states as
Tin(x) =n(z) + We(z - 1) - W(x).

The original model, namely the BBS introduced by [TS], corresponds to the case with infinite capacity
carrier, that is £ = co. Throughout this paper, by abuse of notation, for any function f: - R we will
denote f (Tyn) by T;f and often omit the variable 1. Also, we denote To by T

The BBS has been widely studied from the viewpoint of the integrable system. In particular, the
BBS can be obtained via the certain discretization of the Korteweg-de Vries equation (KdV equation)
TTMS

Oru + 6uldu + agu =0,



and as the KdV equation is known to be a soliton equation, the BBS also exhibits solitonic behavior.
A k-soliton of a given ball configuration 7 is a certain substring of 1 consisting of k& “1”s and “0”s. If
distances of solitons are large enough, then a k-soliton is identified as consecutive k “1”s followed by &
“0”s — here we look at the ball configuration from left to right. Even when the distance between some
solitons is small or solitons are interacting, we can identify them precisely, via the Takahashi-Satsuma
(TS) algorithm, which is recalled in Appendix A. For example, Figure shows the time evolution of the
configuration n = 111000010010..., which includes one 3-soliton and two 1-solitons, and the distance
of these solitons is large enough in 7, 77 but they interact in T, T?n, T37. In addition, On the other
hand, it is also known that the BBS can be obtained via the zero temperature limit of certain spin
chain model, and the BBS inherits the symmetry of the model before taking the limit, see [IKT] for
details. Thus, despite the simple description of the dynamics, the BBS is considered as an important
model in mathematical physics since it has the properties of both classical and quantum integrable
systems.

z 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22

mz) 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0O 00 0 0 0 0O 0 0 0 0
Tn(z) 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 00 0 0 0 0O 0 0 O
T2p(z) 0 0 0 0 0 O 1 1 0 1 1 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
T(z) 0 0 0 0O OO OO 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
T'p(z) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0 O 1 0 0 0 0o 1 1 1 0 0 0

F1GURE 1. How the ball configuration n = 1110000100... evolves with time, where
T™n is recursively defined as T"n =T (T™'n), T%) = . The 3-soliton and 1-solitons
identified by the TS algorithm are colored by red, blue and green, respectively.

For some classical integrable systems such as KdV equation, the initial value problems are explicitly
solved via the linearization methods of their dynamics. The BBS as well as BBS(¢) are clearly non-
linear dynamics, yet they are also known to be linearized by the Kerov-Kirillov-Reschetikhin (KKR)
bijection [KOSTY] using the language of rigged Young diagrams and also by a procedure called 10-
elimination [MIT]. A relation between the two linearizations was studied in [KS|]. Recently, another
linearization using the notion of the slot configuration and the k-slots has been introduced in [FNRW].
The latter linearization is known to be useful to study the randomized BBS and its generalized hy-
drodynamics [CS| [FGl [FNRW], where the generalized hydrodynamics is a relatively new theory of
the hydrodynamics for integrable systems, see the review [D] for details. The aim of this paper is
to introduce a new algorithm which also linearizes the BBS dynamics and reveals relations between
the KKR bijection and the slot configuration. In a forthcoming paper [S], the relation between the
10-elimination and the slot configuration will be considered.

To describe the explicit relation between these linearizations, we introduce two novel ways to encode
the ball configuration n e Q :

(i) In Section we introduce a carrier with seat numbers and the corresponding seat number
configuration ny € Q, for any k € N and o € {t,]}. We will show that the seat number
configuration is a sequential generalization of the slot configuration, namely 7y (z) depends
only on (7(y))o<y<z but contains full information of the slot configuration, see Proposition
for details.

(ii) In Section we introduce a new algorithm to produce a growing sequence of pairs of interlac-
ing Young diagrams (u'(z), p* (ac))mN as well as refined riggings (J7(z)),.y for each o € {1,]}
from any ball configuration n € Q. This procedure turns out to be useful in order to establish



connections between the KKR bijection and the seat number configuration, see Proposition
for details. In particular, we give an intuitive meaning of the KKR bijection, which was a
purely combinatorial object, by means of the carrier with seat numbers.

As a result, we obtain the explicit relation between the KKR bijection and the slot configuration,
an open problem addressed in [FNRW]. Our results reveal that the slot configuration can be defined
independently of the notion of solitons, see Section 2.1 and Proposition 2.3 for details. In addition, we
will see that the slot configuration is more related to “energy functions” than solitons, see Proposition
and the discussion following it. We also explain an interpretation of our result. First, we note that
the original slot configuration is defined via the notion of solitons identified by the TS algorithm. In
this sense, the slot configuration sees the BBS as a classical integrable system. On the other hand, the
linearization property of the rigged configuration obtained via the KKR bijection is closely related to
a combinatorial R matrix which satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation, that is, in this formalism the BBS
is treated as a quantum integrable system [[KT]. Therefore, the present result can be considered as a
new way to connect two different perspectives (classical and quantum) on the BBS.

1.1. Outline. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section[2} we first define the seat number
configuration (1) )ken. Then we explain how the original BBS is linearized by simple observations on
seat numbers, see Theorem [2.1] In the subsequent subsection, we briefly summarize the relationships
between other linearizations and the seat number configuration, where the main results in this direction
are Propositions and Finally, we state the relation between the KKR bijection and the slot
configuration in Theorem As a direct consequence of Theorem we show that the BBS(¥)
can be linearized by the slot decomposition for any £ < oo as well as the seat number configuration,
see Theorem [2.3] Some possible extensions for other models and applications to the generalized
hydrodynamics of our results are also discussed at the end of Section In Section |3} we describe
some basic properties of seat number configurations and we give a proof of Theorem In Section
first we recall the definition of rigged configurations and of the KKR bijection. Then, we introduce the
interlacing Young diagrams algorithm, and prove Proposition [2.2] by using this algorithm. In Section 5]
first we recall the definition of the slot configuration and the corresponding slot decomposition. Then,
we prove Proposition [2.3] Theorem [2.2] and Theorem [2:3]

2. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we introduce a carrier with seat numbers, and corresponding seat number config-
uration. Unlike the exisiting methods (KKR bijection and the slot configuration), the seat number
configuration can always be defined for any 7 € €2, and linearize the dynamics of the BBS starting from
7. When 7 € Q.o, we can obtain the explicit relation between the KKR bijection / slot configuration
and the seat number configuration. As a result, we have the relationships between the KKR bijection
and the slot configuration.

2.1. Seat number configuration. Now, we consider a situation in which the seats of the carrier,
introduced in the previous section, are indexed by N and the refined update rule of such a carrier is
given as follows :

e if there is a ball at site z, namely n(x) = 1, then the carrier picks the ball and puts it at the
empty seat with the smallest seat number;

e if the site z is empty, namely n(z) = 0, and if there is at least one occupied seat, then the
carrier puts down the ball at the occupied seat with the smallest seat number;

e otherwise, the carrier just goes through.

The above rule can also be summarized by recording in functions W = Wk ) ey, Wh * Zso — {0,1}
whether the seat No. k is occupied at site z, i.e., we recursively define W as Wi (0) = 0 for any k ¢ N



k-1
(2.1) Wk(x):Wk(x_1)+77(33)(1_Wk(517_1))£UlW€($_1)

k-1

- (1 =n(z))We(z-1) E(l - Wi(z-1)).

Then, Wi (x) = 0 means that the seat No.k of the carrier passing at site x is empty, while Wg(z) = 1
means that the seat No. k of the carrier is occupied. We call W = (W )y, the carrier with seat numbers.
It is obvious by definition that for the classical carrier W, with capacity £ € Nu {oo},

4
(2.2) We(x) = kZ_:ka(l‘)

holds, and we see that W is a refinement of W,. Now, we say that a site z is (k,1)-seat if n(x) =1
and the ball picked at x sits at the seat No. k. In the same way, we say that a site x is (k,|)-seat if
n(x) =0 and the ball seated at No. k is put down at x. Then by using this notion, we define the seat
number configuration 7 € Q, ke N,o € {1,]}, as

1 ifzisa (k,1)-seat

n(x) = {0
= LW, (@)>Wi (a-1)}

k-1
(2.3) :n(x)(l—Wk(x—l))EWg(x—l),

1 ifzisa (k,|)-seat

@) =1,
= 1w (@) <Wi (2-1))

k-1
(2.4) =(1—77(3?))Wk($—1)}1(1—1%(56—1)),

otherwise

otherwise

where the third equalities in (2.3) and (2.4]) are a consequence of (2.1)). For later use, we note that

(@) = 01 (%) = Lo, (@)> Wi (e-1)) = LW (2)<We (a-1)}
=Wi(x) - Wi(z-1),

and thus we obtain
(25) Wi(e) = 3 (1l ) -1k ().

Observe that there is at most one ball getting in and out at each site. Hence, if a ball gets in or out
at site x, i.e., Weo(x — 1) # Weo (), then the seat number of z, that is the (k, o) satistying nf () = 1,
is uniquely determined. On the other hand, if site = is empty and any seat is vacant at = — 1, i.e.,
We(x —1) = Weo(z) = 0, then we call such z a record, following [FNRW]. For later use, we define
r(x) € {0,1} as the function such that »(z) = 1 if and only if x is a record. From the above observations,
we see that any site of given ball configuration can be distinguished either as a (k,o)-seat for some
k,o or a record. In formulas, we have

Sai@) =n(z),  r()+ Y ni(z) =1-n(z)

keN keN

for any x. Hence, it is obvious that r(z) is given by

r(z) =1 (i (2) + ni(@)).

keN



Figure [2| shows the values of Wi (:) and the seat number configuration for the ball configuration
7 = 11001110110001100.... Note that the same specific ball configuration will be repeatedly used
throughout this paper to facilitate comparison of multiple methods.

z 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19

mzy 1100 1 1 101 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 O

Wg(z) 0 1 2 1 0 1 2 3 2 3 4 3 2 1 2 3 2 1 0 O

Wi(z) 01100 11 101 1 o0 o0 0O 1 1 0 0 0 O

nl(a:) $Pr 00 0100 01 0 0 0 O O O o0 o0 o0 o

T]i(:v) o o01o0o00010 0 1 0 0 o0 o0 1 0 o0 o

We(z) 0 0 1.1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 O O O 1 1 O O O

n;(ax) 010001 0o0O0OO0O O O O O 1 o0 O o0 o

T]é(x) o o0o01o0o0o0O0O0OO0O O 1 0o O o o 1 o0 o

Ws(z) 0 0 0 00 00O 1 11 1 1 1 0 O O O O O O

ng(:v) o o0oo0oo0o0OO1©0O0OTO0O O O o o o o o o o

ng(x) o o0o0oo0o0O0O0O0O0OO0OSUO0O Qo o 1 0 o0 o o0 o o

Wi 0 0 0 0 0O0OOOOO 1T 1 1 1 1 1 1T 1 0 O

njl(:v) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 o o0 o o0 o o o o o
nﬁ(:v) o o0 o0 o0o0 0 00O O0O O O o o o o o 1 0
r(z) 0o o0 00 o00o0O0O0O O 0O O o o o o o o o 1

FIGURE 2. Seat number configurations and records.

Now we observe the relationship between the seat number configuration and the solitons identified
by the TS algorithm. As we will see in Section [3] for any 7 € Q.., the total number of (k,1)-seats is
the same as that of (k, |)-seats for each k € N, where Q... c € is the set of all finite ball configurations

Qoo ::{UEQ ; Zn(m)<oo}.
zeN

Moreover, the total number of (k,o)-seats is conserved in time for each k € N and o € {1,|}, that
is, Y oen 77]1(1‘) = YN n,t(x) = YN Tn,l(x). This relation will be established below in (3.1]), see also
Remark On the other hand, for a configuration where all entries are “0” except for k consecutive
“1”’s, i.e. there is only one soliton and its size is k, then we can easily see that such k-soliton is
composed by one of each (¢,0)-seat for 1 < ¢ < k and o € {1,]}, see Figure [3| for example. For any
configuration in Q.., we will show that such relation between the seat number configuration and
solitons is also valid, that is, any k-soliton is composed by one of each (¢,c)-seat for 1 < £ < k and
o €{1,1}, see Proposition and Section |p| for details. Hence, for any 7 € 2co, we have the formula

|{k-solitons in n}| = Z (nL(m) - nLJrl(:c)) = Z (n,ﬁ(x) - n,tﬂ(:v)).

zeN xeN



In addition, if z is a record, then by following the TS algorithm, all solitons in (n(y))lsysx can be

identified independently of (n(y)) and we claim that the following equation

y2x+17

(2.6) [{k=solitons in (0(1))1eyes}] = 3 (L) = hrn () = 32 ()~ 1En ()

y=1 y=1
holds for any k € N, while for general x € N ([2.6) may not hold. Since any element of 1 € Q ., consists
of records except for a finite number of sites, 17 (-) - ny7,,(-) can be considered as the local density of
k-solitons for each o € {1,]}. Note that the above claim will be justified by Proposition

nz) ... 1.1 1 1 0 0 0 O
i) ... 1.0 0 0 0 0 0 0
M) ... 00 0 0 1 0 0 0
my(z) ... 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 O
my(z) ... 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
ny(z) ... 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
ni(z) ... 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
m(z) ... 0.0 0 1 0 0 0 0
mi(z) ... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

FIGURE 3. For the case where only one 4-soliton is included in 7.

When we consider general ball configuration n € €2, the TS algorithm may not work because there
can be infinite number of balls, and thus we may not be able to identify solitons in 7. However,
since the construction of the seat number configuration is sequential, i.e., the value of nj (x) can be
determined by (7(y)) <<, for any k € N and o € {t,1}, we can always define 77 () for any 7 € (.
Therefore, motivated by the above discussion, to study the dynamical behavior of the BBS for general
n €, we define mg : Zso - Zso as m$(0) := 0, and

(2.7) mi (x) = Y (0 (y) =17 (y))

y=1
for any k€N, z ¢ N and o € {1, ]}. Note that from (2.5) and ([2.7), we get
(2.8) my(x) = my(z) = Wi(2) = Wi (2) € {-1,0,1},
(2.9) mg(z+1) =mi(x) =ng(z+1) -nf, (z+1) €{-1,0,1},

for any k €N, x € Zso and o € {1,}}. We then introduce the j-th leftmost matching point 74(j) as
T,(j) :=min{x € Zsy ; m7(x) > j for both o € {1,!}}

(2.10) :min{xezzo : mL(m) :mi(:v) :j},

for any k,j € N, where the second equality in (2.10]) is a consequence of (2.8]) and (2.9). In terms of
solitons, 7 (7) is the site where the j-th k-soliton is identified by the TS algorithm, see Proposition
for details. For example, in Figure [d] the ball configuration 1 contains one 4-soliton colored in brown,
two 2-solitons colored in red and , and one 1-soliton colored in blue, and one can check that the
leftmost component of each soliton x = 4,9,17,18 are 72(1),71(1),72(2),74(1), respectively. Indeed,
the following proposition justifies the above observation and its proof will be presented in Subsection

B3



nz 110011101 1 0 0 0 0 0

n}(z) 1000100010 0 0 O 1 0 0 0 0 O

ni(a:) 001000010O0O 1 0 O0O0OO0O 1T 0 0O

@ 0100010000 00 00 1 00 0 0

né(z) 00o010000O0OO0O 0O 1 O O O O 1T 0O

ng(:p) 000000100O0O OO OO O OO0 O0O

iz 0000000000 0O 1 000 0 0 0

nl(x) 0000000001 O O O O O O O O0 O

nfl(ac) 00o000000O0OO O OO O OOOT1TO

r(zx) 0oo0oo0o0000OO0OO O O OO OO OUO0OT1

&(z)y 00112234445 5 6 7 7 8 8 9 10 11

&R) O0O0OOOOOO1TI11 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 4 5

&y 000O0O0OO0OO0OCO0COO0OCOTT 1T 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 3

€4(z) 0O00OO0OO0OOOOO O O O O O O OO0 1

ml(z 0100010001 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1

mil(x)OO(JlOOOOlll 21 1 1 1 2 1 1 1

mh(zy 00111121111 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2

m%(m)00001111111121111 2 2

m;(x)000000011100000 0 0 0 0 O

mi(zx) 00000000000 O O 1 1 1 1 1 0 0

mi(zxy 0000000000 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

mi(z) 00000000000 OO OO OO0 O 1 1

FIGURE 4. How the value of the functions mj, and ¢ change for the ball
configuration 7 = 11001110110001100. ... The solitons identified by the TS algorithm
and leftmost matching points of mj, are highlighted in color, and one can see that for
each k € N, the rightmost component of a k-soliton is a leftmost matching point of
mg, respectively.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that 1€ Q and 7,(j) < oo for some k €N and j € N. Then,
x> 71(4) if and only if m7 (x) > j for both o€ {1,]}.

Now we introduce a way to determine the effective position of 7i,(+). First, we introduce the functions
& (x) counting the total number of (¢, 1), (¢, )-seats satisfying ¢ > k+1 and records up to = as {,(0) := 0



and

&n( Ei:(%(y) +mp(y)) + ir(ﬂﬁ)

+1ly y=1
k x
7= 2 2 () + ()

for any k € N, x € Zyp and o € {1,l}. Figure {4 also shows an example of & (). Then, the effective
position of 7%(j) is defined as & (7%(j)) for any j € N. We explain the reason of the definition of
the effective position from the viewpoint of solitons. First we recall that each 7, (j) corresponds to a
k-soliton as pointed out above. Next, we note that the function & (+) is a non-decreasing function, but
constant on sites included in ¢-solitons with ¢ < k, and thus the quantity & (7x(-)) can be considered as
a function on k-solitons in 1. Now, we claim that at each time step, & (7(-)) will be shifted by k, i.e.,
T& (T7i(0)) = & (1:(+)) +k, and in this sense we say that x(-) gives the effective positions of k-solitons
considering the effect of the interaction between other solitons. In addition, if there are no interaction
between solitons, then the effective positions are essentially equivalent to the original positions of the
solitons in 7). In Figure [5| we give an example of & (+) for the ball configuration n = 111000010010.. .,
which is the same configuration used in Figure [I} and it can be seen that the effective positions are
shifted by k at one step time evolution, while the components of the solitons are not linearly changed
in time due to the interaction. Hereafter, we will justify the above claims not from the viewpoint of
solitons, but rather from the viewpoint of the seat number configuration.

From now on, we return to the viewpoint of the seat number configuration. We introduce ((7) as
the total number of 71’s located at effective position ¢ in the above sense, i.e.,

(2.11) Ge(i) ={j e N 7 (j) e{w € Zoo 5 &(x) =i}}].
For the ball configuration in Figure[d ¢ is given by

o) = {1 (k,i) =(4,0),(2,0),(2,3),(1,4),

otherwise.

Now we present one of our main theorems, which claims that the effective position of 74 (-) is shifted
by k in one step time evolution, i.e., the dynamics of the BBS is linearized in terms of (. Before
describing the statement, we will give an example. Observe that Figure [6] shows the seat numbers of
T, where 7 is the same configuration as in Figure [2] and @] From the figure, we see that

) 1 (ki) =(4,4),(2,2),(2,5),(1,5),
TG (i) = {0

otherwise.

In particular, we have
TG() = Gu(i - k),

for any k € N and i € Zso, with convention (i) = 0 for i < 0. Our claim is that this relationship holds
true for general configurations as well.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that 1€ Q and 0 < |{x € Zyo ; &(x) =i}| < 0o for some k € N and i € Zsg.
Then we have 0 < |[{x € Zsg ; T&x(x) =i} < 00 and

(T (i) = Cu(i — k),
with convention that (. (i) =0 for any i < 0.

We give the proof of this theorem in Section [3] We emphasize that the proof is self-contained and
none of the relations with other linearization methods are used, and the definitions of n7,m, 7%, &k, Ck
are independent of the notion of solitons. Note that under slightly stronger assumptions than that
of Theorem [2.1] one can reconstruct 7 from ¢ via the relation to the slot decomposition, see Remark
and [CS| Section 2.2] for a constructive proof of this claim. We also note that, in fact, their
reconstruction algorithm only depends on the value of ( and does not require the notion of solitons.



n(x) 11 1 0 0 0O O 1 0 O o o o o o0 o o o o0 o

&(x) 0 01 2 2 3 4 5 5 5 6 6 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

&) o 0 0 000 01 11 2 2 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Tn(x) 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 O o o0 o o o0 o o0 o0 o

Té(xz) 01 2 3 3 4 5 5 6 6 6 7 7 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Té(xz) 0 1 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

T?n(x) 0o 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

T2¢6(z) 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 6 7 7 7 8 8 8 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

T?¢3(x) 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

T3n(x) 00000 0 OO T1 0 0 1 1 1. 0 0 O 0 0 ©0

T3 (z) 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 8 8 9 9 9 9 10 11 11 12 13 14 15 16

T33(x) 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 8 8 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 10 11 12

T4n(x) 0 0o 0o o0 o0 0 000 1 0 O o o0 1 1 1 0 0 ©O

T4 (z) 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 9 9 10 10 10 11 12 12 13 14 14 15 16

T43(x) 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 9 9 10 10 10 11 12 12 12 12 12 12 12

FIGURE 5. At each time step, the effective positions of k-solitons are shifted by k.

Hence, the above results mean that the seat number configuration gives a new linearization method
for the BBS.

Remark 2.1. From the relation with the rigged configuration obtained by KKR bijection shown in
Section [4), under the same assumption as Theorem the above theorem can be generalized to the
BBS with capacity £ as

(TeQ)k (i) = (i — (kA L)).
We believe that there should be a direct proof of this linearization without using the relation with KKR
bijection, but do not pursue it in this paper.

Remark 2.2. Ifn € Qco, then 0 < |[{z € Zyo ; &(x) =i} < 00 for any k € N and i € Zso, namely the
assumption of Theorem [2.1] holds for any k € N and i € Zy.

2.2. Relationships between various linearizations. The seat number configuration has a strong
advantage that its relation to known linearization methods is clear, and hence it reveals equivalences
between them. In Section 4l we will see the relation to the KKR bijection, which gives a sequential



n(x) 1100111011 0 0 0 00 0 0 0 O

Tn(z) 0011000100 1 1 I 1 0 0 0 0 O

Té(x) 0122334555 6 6 7 8 8 9 9 1011 11 12 13 14 15

Té(x) 01 222223334 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 6 6 6 7 8 9

Té(z) 01222223334 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 6 7

Té(z) 01 222223334 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5

Tmi(zy 0001000011 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Tmi(z) 0000010001 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1

ng(m)00001111111121111 2 2 2 2 2 2

Tmi(z) 0000001111 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 2

Tm;(ac)OOOOOOOOOOOOO 111 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 O

Tm%(m)OOOOOOOOOOOOO 0 0o 0 00 00O O 1 0O

Tmi(a:)OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOl111Il

Tmi(a:)OOOOOOOOOOOOO 0 0o 0 00 00 0 0 1 1

FIGURE 6. Linearization property of the (k,o)-seats.

construction of growing sequences of pairs of partitions and riggings, called rigged configurations,
from given ball configurations. The term sequential means that starting from 7, we will sequentially
construct rigged configurations (u(x),J(x)) for x = 0,1,... in such a way that (u(z),J(x)) is a
function of n(1),...,n(x) and (g, J) = lim,_e (u(z),J(z)) will be the rigged configuration associated
to 7. For example, the rigged configuration corresponding to the ball configuration (17(x));c,<195 7=
1100111011000110000. .. is given by (u,J) = ((4,2,2,1),(-4,1,-2,3)), and it can be represented as
follows :

See also Figure [J] to see how (p(z),J(z)) grows as = changes.

To state the claim, let u(x) = (1;(x)) be the partitions obtained by the KKR bijection and A(z) =
(Ak(z)) be the conjugate of p(z). Also let my(x) := Ag(x) — Ag+1(2) be the multiplicity of k in p(zx),
pr(2) == — 2E;(x) be the vacancy where Ei(x) be the k-energy, and J(z) = (Ji(z),k € N) be the
rigging for any k € N and x € Zyo. Precise definitions of the above quantities are given in Section [
We also recall that the seat number configuration 17 and the function m{ are defined in (2.3)),(2.4)
and for k € N and o € {1,|}. Then, we have the following relation between the quantities from
the KKR bijection and those from the seat number configuration.
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Proposition 2.2 (Seat-KKR). Suppose that n €. For any k €N and x € Zsg, we have

(@) = [{i €N : ua(a) 2 k)| = in;@),

k =z
(2.12) pk(x):x—2Ek(:U):x—2€Z 2_21772(3/)’

and

Je(@) = (Jrj (@) = pre(te(z,5)) : j=1,...,ml()),

where
ti(z,) =max{l <y <a; ml(y) =4, nl(y) =1}.

In particular, from we see that Z?:l n@(m) is the local energy at x € N. Obviously, there is
a direct relationship between (k,1)-seats and the local energy function H used in the crystal theory
formulation of BBS [FOY], see Remarkfor details. We emphasize that since the rigged configuration
is constructed sequentially, (u(z),J(z)) can always be defined for any x € Zso and Proposition is
valid for any n € €2, which is not necessarily in Q.

In Section [5] we will establish the relation between the seat number configuration and the slot
configuration. Compared to the KKR bijection, the slot configuration, denoted by v(z), needs a
parallel construction, that is, to define the value of v(x), we need the entire information of (17(y))yen
(or at least (17(y))ye[1,0-] for some z' > x in general). However, in this paper, we will prove that slot
configuration can be constructed sequentially. In particular, we show that (77,‘;(nc))(TE{T,l}7,€€l\LIEN can
be considered as a sequential construction of the slot configuration. To describe the statement, let
£, () be the number of k-slots in [1,2], and (i )ken = (Cu(7))ren.iez., be the slot configuration. For
example, the slot configuration corresponding to the ball configuration n = 1100111011000110000. ..
is given as follows :

mz 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0

vz 0 1.0 1 0 1 2 0 0 3 0 1 2 0 1 0 1 3 o

@ 1000 10001 0 0 0 0O 1 0 0 0 0 0

ni(x)OOlOOOOlOOlOOOOlOOO

T];(x)OIOO(]lOOOOOOOOlOOOO

() 0 001 00000 O O 1 0O O O O 1 0 0

n;(ac)OOOOOOlOOOOOOOOOOOO

T]é(x)OOOOOOOOOOOOlOOOOOO

m() 0 00 0OOOOOO 1 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0 0 0

ni(;v)OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOlO

FI1GURE 7. The slot configuration and the seat number configuration.

Precise definitions of these quantities are given in Section |5} Then, we have the following relation
between the quantities from the slot configuration and those from the seat number configuration.
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Proposition 2.3 (Seat-Slot). Suppose that n € Qcoo. Then for any k € N and x € N, we have the
following equivalence :

(2.13) 77;(3:) + n,t(x) =1 if and only if v(z) =k - 1.
In particular, for any k €N, i € Zsg and x € Zsg, we have &(z) = & (x) and (i) = G (7).

The reader can check the relation for the ball configuration n = 1100111011000110000. ..
from Figure 7} Since the construction of the slot configuration requires the TS algorithm, v(x) cannot
be defined for general 7 € €2 due to the existence of infinitely many balls, and so the above proposition
is also restricted to .. In particular, if the number of records in 7 € §2 is finite, then we may not
be able to identify solitons in 7, see the description of the TS algorithm given in Appendix for details.
However, the seat number configuration can be defined for any 7 € 2, and thus it can be considered as
a generalization of the slot configuration.

From Propositions 2.2 and 2.3} we see that the notion of slots can also be considered as the local
energy and such observation linking them is new. Here we remark that KKR-bijection does not
distinguish roles of 0’s in 7, but the seat number configuration and slot configuration do so via the (k, | )-
seats and k-slots, respectively. In other words, the seat number configuration and slot configuration
also give energy to 0’s. On the other hand, the slot configuration does not distinguish 1’s and 0’s if
they are both k-slots, while the seat number configuration distinguishes them as (k,1) and (k,}). By
introducing such a distinction, we obtain the nontrivial relation between the dynamics of (k,1) and
(k,}) configurations, see Proposition See also [FNRW| Proposition 1.3] for an equivalent claim as
that of Proposition via the language of the slots.

From the above propositions, we have an explicit relation between the riggings of KKR-bijection
and the slot configuration. In the next theorem we denote J = }1_{1; J(x) the rigging for a configuration

7 € Qcoo, which is well defined since J(z) becomes constant in x eventually. The indexes of the rigging
J will be J ; for k,j in a suitable range.

Theorem 2.2 (KKR-slot). Suppose that n € Qeo. Then for any k € N and i € Zsg, we have
() =[{j eN s Jyj =ik}

Theorem means that the elements of Ji are the effective positions of 74 () shifted by k, and
the slot decomposition counts the total number of 7(-) at the same effective position. As a direct
consequence of Theorem and the result in [KOSTY] quoted as Theorem in Section [4f we see
that the slot configuration linearizes the BBS with finite capacity BBS(¢). More precisely, we obtain
the following theorem, which is a generalization of [FNRW| Theorem 1.4] for the case £ < co.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that n € Qcoo. For any k€N, i € Zyg and l e Nu {00}, we have
(ToQ)w (i) = Gu(i— (kA L)).

We mention some possible extensions of Proposition [2:2] and Theorem 2.2} In literature various
extensions of the BBS have been defined and studied [HHIKTT] [HKT) TKT), KMP2, KOY! [T}, [TTM].
One such generalization is given by the multi-color BBS with finite/infinite carrier capacity and it is
known that such model can also be linearized by the KKR bijection. Nevertheless, in colored setting
such linearization techniques do not allow to study general hydrodynamic properties of the model
in a rigorous way. To attack such probabilistic questions a linearization method more close in spirit
to that of slot configurations seems to be required, yet no such result is, at this moment, available.
We expect that Proposition and Theorem might give a blueprint to generalize the idea of the
slot/seat number configuration for multi-color BBS, and hence to carry out hydrodynamic studies of
these generalized models.

Finally we note an application of Theorem to the derivation of the generalized hydrodynamic
limit (GHD limit) for the BBS({), £ < co. In [CS] the GHD limit for the BBS with infinite carrier
capacity (£ = o0) is rigorously derived, and the use of the slot decomposition is crucial in their strategy
of the proof. However, the assumption ¢ = oo is not necessary for most of the proof, and is only
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needed to use [FNRW| Theorem 1.4], the linearization property of the slot decomposition. Therefore,
combining Theorem and the strategy in [CS], the GHD limit for the BBS(¢) can be also derived in
a rigorous way.

3. LINEARIZATION PROPERTY OF THE SEAT NUMBER CONFIGURATION

In this section, we first state some simple observations obtained by the definition of the seat number
configuration. Then, we prove Theorem

3.1. Basic properties of the seat number configuration.

Lemma 3.1. For any n €2, the followings hold :
(i) For any k €N, 77,1(3:) =1 implies Zgzl(n}(y) - né(y)) =1 forany 1<l <k.
(ii) For any k € N, n,t(a:) =1 implies Zzzl(n}(y) -ny(y)) =0 for any 1 <L < k.
(iii) r(z) =1 implies Z;zl(n}c(y) - n,t(y)) =0 for any k e N.
Proof. From , it is sufficient to show the followings :
(i)’ For any k e N, 7711(33) =1 implies Wy(x) =1 for any 1 < £ < k.

(i)’ For any k € N, ny () = 1 implies Wy(x) = 0 for any 1 < £ < k.
(iii)” r(x) =1 implies Wy («) = 0 for any k € N.

We prove them one by one.

(i)’ Assume that 1} (z) = 1. Then, from the update rule of W(-), the seats of No.¢ for 1 < £ < k are
all occupied at z. In formula, from (2.3)) we have

n(x)=1, Wi(x-1)=0, IﬁW@(z -1)=1,
=1

and thus from (2.1]) we obtain Wy(x) =1 for any 1 < ¢ < k.
(ii)” Assume that n}(x) = 1. Then, from the update rule of W(-), the seats of No.¢ for 1 < £ < k are
all empty at z. In formula, from (2.4]) we have

W) =0, Wile-1)=1, [[(-Wie-1)=1,
l=1

and thus from we obtain Wy(z) =0 for any 1 <£< k.

(iii)” Assume that r(z) = 1. Then the seat of No.k for k € N are all empty at . In formula,
r(z) =1if and only if W (2 —-1) = Weo () = 0 where Weo () = ¥ ey Wi(2), and thus we have
Wi (x) =0 for any ke N.

O
The next proposition is crucial to understand the dynamics of the BBS.

Proposition 3.1. For anyneQ, zeN and k e N,

(3.1) n(x) = Tyl (z).

In addition, if n,t(z) =1 then we have

(3.2) S Top(x) + Tr(z) = 1.
L2k

The proof of Proposition [3.1}is in the next subsection.

Remark 3.1. By Lemmal[3.1 (iii) and (3.1), we see that if r(z) =1 then we have

Z:ml(y) = Z:n;ﬁ(y) = Zszl(y),
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for any k e N. In particular, under the assumption 1 € Q<o0, we have

(@)= Y ni(z) =Y. Tol(z) = Y Tny(x)

xeN zeN zeN zeN

since x must be a record of n and Tn if x is sufficiently large. Hence, the total number of (k,o)-seats
is conserved in time for each k € N and o € {t,l}. When ¥ yn(x) = 00, the above conservation law
does not necessarily hold.

Remark 3.2. Relation (3.1) is essentially equivalent to Proposition 1.8 of [ENRW], but generalized
to configurations with infinitely many balls.

3.2. Proof of Proposition First note that if (Wj)y is the carrier with seat numbers for the
configuration 7, then (1 - Wy)g is the carrier with seat numbers for the configuration 1 - n, namely
(1-Wi)y satisties the equation (2.1)) for 1 -7, but with the boundary condition (1-W;)(0) =1 for all
keN. Now, let n=1-Tn and Wk =1-TW}. Then, W = (Wk) is the carrier with seat numbers for
the configuration 7 w1th the boundary condition W;,(0) = 1 for all k € N. More precisely, W = (W)
satisfies the equation (2.1]) for 7. Moreover,

-1
Then, is equivalent to the claim that
(33) Wi (z) - Wi(z - 1) = -
if and only if n,t(x) =1. To prove this, we first prove that W dominates Wj.
Lemma 3.2. For any x € Zsg and k € N,
Wi (2) 2 Wi ().

Proof. We prove it by induction on 2. For z = 0, the inequality holds since Wj,(0) = 1 and W;,(0) =0
for k € N. Suppose

Wk(x 1) 2Wi(z-1),
forall keN. If r(z) =1, Wi(z-1) =Wy (x) =0 for all ke N, so
Wi(@) 2 Wi (x)
holds for all k € N. If r(x) = 0, then n(x) =ij(z). If n(x) =7j(z) = 1, then 7). (z) = 1 for some k* € N.

Therefore, Wy(z —1) =1 for all 1 <k <k* and so Wi (z - 1) = 1 by the induction assumption. This
implies that Wy« (x) = 1 holds for both cases Wi+ (x — 1) =0 or 1. Hence,

Wi () = Wi (2) = 1
and for k # k™,
Wi () 2 Wi(z - 1) 2 Wi(z - 1) = Wi(x).
Similarly, if n(z) = 77(z) = 0, then there exists k* € N such that Wy« (z) = Wy« (2 - 1) = —1. Then,

Wi (2 -1) =0 for all 1 < k < k* and so Wy(x —1) = 0 by the induction assumption. Hence, Wy« () = 0
holds for both cases Wy« (2 —1) =0 or 1. Hence,

Wi () = W (2) = 0
and for k # k™,
Wk(x) = Wk((E 1) 2 Wi(z-1) > Wy(2x),

which completes the inductive step. O

Next, we prove that W;, and W, coincide on sufficiently large intervals.
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Lemma 3.3. Suppose z’ <z, n,l(:c’) =1 and r(y) =0 for all 2’ <y < x. Then,

We(y) = Wa(y)
forany ' <y<x and 1<0<k.

Proof. nl.(z") = 1 implies Wy(2') = 1 for 1 < £ < k. Hence, by Lemma We(z') =1 for 1 <4< k.
In particular, Wy(z') = Wy(z') for 1 < £ < k. Also, 7(y) = 0 for 2’ <y < x implies n(y) = 7j(y) for
z' <y < x. Then, since {Wz(y)}zkygx,lggsk (resp. {IWe(Y) }arcy<a,1<e<k) is determined by {We(z") }1<o<k
and {n(y)}arcy<a ( resp. {Wi(a2')}1<ear and {i)(y)}ar<y<s) through the recursive equation (2.1), we
conclude that Wy(y) = Wy(y) for 2’ <y <z and 1 <£< k. O
Proof of Proposition[3.1. We first show that ny(z) = 1 implies (3:3), that is Wy () - Wy, (z - 1) = -1.
Then we will prove the opposite implication. Suppose n,ﬁ (z) = 1. This means

We(z-1)=1, Wi(x)=0.
Let

2" :=max{yeN; n;(y) =1,y <z},
that is the rightmost site to the left of x where a ball is picked up and seated at No.k seat. We can
also characterize z’ as
2 =min{yeN; Wi(z)=1forally<z<z-1}.

Then, it is obvious that n,l(x’) =1, 2" <z and r(y) = 0 for all 2’ < y < x, since r(y) = 1 implies
Wi(y) = Wi(y - 1) = 0. Then, by Lemma

Wi(z-1)=Wi(z-1) =1
and 5

Wi(2) = Wi(z) =0

hold. In particular, (3.3) holds. Next, we assume (3.3)) holds and prove n,t (x) = 1. Since the relation
Wi () = Wi(z - 1) = -1 implies 7j(x) = 0, we have r(z) = 0 and n(z) = 0. Hence, there exists k* > 1
such that n,t*(x) = 1. Then, by the first part of this proof, this implies

Wi () = Wi (= 1) = -1,
which means k = k*, and so ny () = 1.

Finally, we prove (3.2). Assume that 77,1(3:) =1. The case k = 1 is clear because the equation (3.2))
is true if and only if Tn(z) = 0, and the assumption 7! (z) = 1 implies n(z) = 1 and n(z) = 1 implies
Tn(z) =0. If k> 2, then define 2’ := max {y eN; 7711—1(3/) =1l,y< x}, the rightmost site at the left of =
where a ball is picked up and seated at No.k — 1 seat. By the definition of 2, we have Wy_1(y) =1 for
any z' <y <z and in particular 7(y) = 0 for any 2’ <y <z. Thus from Lemma [3.3] for any 1<¢<k-1
and 2’ <y < x we have Wy (y) = Wi(y). Since nl(z) =1, Wy(z-1) = Wy(z) =1 for 1 <£ < k-1, and so

TWe(z —1) =TWy(z) =0.
In particular Tnj (r) =0 for 1 < ¢ < k-1. Noting Tn(x) = 0, it implies the second assertion of the

proposition. O

3.3. Proof of Proposition In this subsection, we will show Proposition [2.1} First we define for
any ¢ € Zsg and k e N
5x(i) = min { € Zoo ; &4(2) =i},
with the convention that min @ = co. Since & (x + 1) — &, (z) € {0,1}, the equivalence
&p(z) =1 if and only if s5,(i) <z <sp(i+1)

holds, where s (i + 1) can be infinite.
Since si(i) is a (¢,0)-seat for some ¢ >k and o € {f, ]} or a record, by using (2.8) and Lemma [3.1]
the following result is straightforward.
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Lemma 3.4. Suppose that si(i) < oo for some k €N and i € Zsy. Then we have
mi, (s1(2)) = my, (sk(0)) -
Next, we show that the sequence (mj, (sx(7)));.y, 0 € {1, 1} is non-decreasing.
Lemma 3.5. Suppose that s;(i+1) < oo for some k €N and i € Zsqg. Then for each o € {1,1}, we have
(3.4) my, (sk(i+1)) —my (sk(i)) 2 0.
Proof. From Lemma |3.4] it is sufficient to prove the case o =t. Observe that

Sk(i+1)

my, (sk (i +1)) = my, (s(i)) = ] Z(:) (1Y) = sy ()

sk (i+1)

= > i) -y, (se(i+1)).
y=sk (7)+1

From the above expression, (3.4) clearly holds for the case 7}, (s;(i + 1)) = 0. From now on we will
consider the case !, (s;(i +1)) = 1. Then, to show (3.4) it is sufficient to show

Sk(i+1) '
>, my) =1
y=sk (1)+1
From Lemma [3.4] we have
sp(i+1) A . s (i+1) A '
Z (Uk(y) - nk(y)) = Z (nk+1(y) - 77k+1(y))
y=s(i)+1 y=s(i)+1

= 7]114.1 (Sk(Z + 1)) - 77}”1 (Sk(Z + 1)) .

Hence, we obtain

Sk(i+1)
> M) 2l (sk(i+ 1)) =iy (su(i+ 1))
y=si(i)+1
>1,
and this completes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition[2.1 From the definition of 7,(-) given by (2.10), it is sufficient to show that
x > 7,(7) implies my (z) > j for each o € {1, |}. Since m{ decreases only at (k+1,0)-seats respectively,
it suffices to prove the following claim : for any x > 7% (j),

n,THl(a:) + n,lﬁl(x) =1 implies mj, (z) > j for each o € {1,]}.

Define 2’ := min {y > 7(j) ; y = sg(¢) for some i € N}. Note that 2’ < oo and in particular z’ < x since
n,1 (@) +n;,,(x) =1 and so @ = s;,(i') for some i’. Then, again by using the fact that m{ decreases
only at (k + 1,0)-seats respectively, we see that either mL(w') >jor mfc(x') > 4 holds. Thus by using
Lemma we have m} (2') = mj(2') > j. Then from Lemma we obtain m (z) > my(z") > j for
o €{1,l}. Therefore, Proposition is proved. O

We conclude this subsection by pointing out that similar argument used above yields other repre-
sentations of (x(7) defined in ([2.11)) as follows.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that s(i+1) < oo for some k €N and i € Zyg. Then for each o € {1,l} we have

Ce(i) = my (sk(i+ 1)) —my (s(i))
=z eN; ni(e) = 1,8 () =i} - {z e N nf,, (2) = 1,6 (x) =i+ 1}
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Proof of Lemma[3.0 Let j* = max{j € N; 75,(j) < sx(i+1)} with the convention that max@ = 0. Since
T(5*) <sp(i+1) < (§* + 1), from (2.10) and from Proposition we have

min {mj, (sx (i + 1)), mj, (sk(i + 1)} =57 = 3 G(9).
=0
Hence, by using Lemma [3.4] for each o € {1,|} we have

m (se(i+ 1)) = min {m], (s + 1)) ,mé (s + 1))} = 57 = 3 Ge(9),
J=0
and thus we obtain

Qe (i) = my (sk (i + 1)) = mi (sk(i))
sk (i+1)

> mi(@) =g (se(i+1))

z=sk(1)+1

{zeN; ni(z) = 1,& () =i} -[{z e N; niyi(2) = L& () =i+ 1}].

O

3.4. Proof of Theorem In this subsection, we give the proof of Theorem First, we prove
that the difference between &, and T is constant under a certain condition.

Lemma 3.7. For any ke N and x € Zso, we have

(35) T€(x) - &) 2 0.
In addition, if nj(z) =1 and £ >k, then
(3.6) Tér(x) - () = k.

Proof. From , and , we have
k x k
Tép(w) = (@) = 30 2 (mb(w) = Tnj(w)) + 3. 3 (i (y) - Ty (v))

£=1y=1 0=1y=1
k =z x
= Z; Z::l (nh(y) =i (y)) + ; ; (T} (y) - T} (y))

=Wi(x) + TWy(x) > 0.

Suppose né(x) =1land /2> k. By (2.2)), (2.5) and Lemma ii)7 Wi (x) =0. Also, by (3.1)), Tng(x) =1
and so by (2.2), (2.5) and Lemma i), TWy(z) = k. Hence,

Tfk(x) —fk(l‘) = Wk(.’L‘) +TWk($) =k.

Now we give the proof of Theorem [2.1

Proof of Theorem[2.1] First, we note that 0 < [{z € Zso ; & (z) =i}| < oo if and only if sg(i + 1) < oo.
In addition, from (3.5), we have T'sy(i) < s,(i) for any k € N and i € Zso. Hence, we see that
0<{zeZso; &(x) =1} < oo implies 0 < [{x € Zsg ; T&k(x) =1}| < o0.

Next, by Lemma and ,

(TOw(i) = {x e N; Tyj(x) =1, T (x) =i} - {z eN; Ty, (x) =1, T¢(z) =i+ 1}
={zxeN; n,t(x) =1,T¢(x) =i} - |{x eN; n]tﬂ(x) =1,T¢(x) =i+ 1}].
Then, by ,
{z e N n(e) =1,T&(x) =i} = {z e N5 my(2) = 1,&.(x) =i -k},
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and similarly,
Ha eN; mp,, (@) = LT (x) =i+ 1} = [{z e N5 mpy (2) = 1,6 () =i -k +1}].
Hence, by Lemma (3.6}
(TQr(i) = {w e N ; my(x) = 1,&(x) =i - k}|
~HeeN; np,, (@) = L& (x) =i -k + 1}
= (i - k).

4. RELATION TO KKR-BIJECTION

4.1. Definition of the rigged configuration. Let us recall some basic notions. A partition p =
(1 > po > -+ >0) is a weakly decreasing sequence of non-negative integers that eventually becomes
zero. Partitions are naturally represented by their Young diagrams and often the two notions are
interchanged. The conjugate partition of u, denoted by A, is the partition defined by Mg = [{i ¢ N :
i >k}, for k € N. For any k, the multiplicity of k in p is mg(p) := Ag — Ags1; we will often suppress
the dependence from p to lighten the notation. A rigging of a partition p is a collection of arrays
J={Jy : 1<k<p} such that

Ji :(Jk,17~~~7=]k,mk)7 with —kSJk,l S"'SJk,mk

and Ji = @ if my, =0. A pair (u,J) consisting of a partition and its rigging is called a (rank one) rigged
configuration and we denote the set of them by RC.

p=(4,2,2,1) IS
Joo

Jo1

A= (4,311 ’
( ) ] Jix

FIGURE 8. A partition p and its conjugate on the left and a rigged configuration
(i, J) on the right.

Rigged configurations are in bijections with ball configurations n € Q... In literature such bijection
takes the name of Kerov-Kirillov-Reschetikhin (KKR) bijection [KKRL KOSTY] and we recall it below.
Starting from 7 we will sequentially construct rigged configurations (u(z),J(z)) for x = 0,1, ... in such
a way that (u(z),J(z)) is a function of n(1),...,n(x) and (u,J) = limy_e (u(x),J(x)) will be the
rigged configuration associated to 1. Abusing the notation we will denote the arrays in rigging J(x)
by Jx(z). For any k € N and x > 0 define the k-th vacancy at z as

pr(x) =2 -2E,(x),
where Ey(x) is called the k-th energy defined as
Bi(r) = ¥ min {i(x), b}
ieN
In case p;(z) = k and pg(z) = Ji1(x) for some i and k, we say that (u;(x), Ji,1(x)) is a singular row
of length k of (u(zx),J(x)).

To construct the sequence (u(x),J(x)) we set u(0) = @ and J(0) = @. Assuming that we have
determined (u(z),J(x)), we will construct (p(z+1),J(z+1)) as a function of n(x+1). If n(x+1) =0,
then we set (u(x+1),J(xz+1)) = (u(x),IJ(x)). On the other hand, if n(x + 1) = 1, we look for the
singular row (u(x), Jix1(x)) of (u(x),IJ(z)) of maximal length k. Then we replace such row with a
singular row of length k + 1. If there are no singular rows, then we simply create a singular row of
length 1. Since we assume that n has only finitely many balls, it is clear that from a certain = onward
(p(z),J(x)) stabilizes and the result is the desired rigged configuration (u,J). Note that even for
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general € Q, (u(z),J(x)) is well-defined for any = € Zyo, but it may not stabilize. One can easily see
that, starting from a rigged configuration (u,J), it is possible to compute the algorithm just described
in reverse and associate uniquely a ball configuration 7 € Q..

In Fig. [0 we show the computation of the KKR bijection relating the ball configuration n =
11001110110001100000. .. with the rigged configuration

L 3.

For further examples and for generalizations of the KKR bijection we invite the reader to consult [IKT]
and references therein.

o — a0 —  2[[]-2 —  -1[1]-2

B - | -2 B -2 -3 | -3

o[ T ]-2 I 2 2 -1 2

L 3 -3 | -3 4 ] -4 -3 ] -4

o . -2 —— 0 -2 — 1 -2

3] 3 4] 3 50 ] 3

2 [[1]-4 1 [T~ SHH S B ameall

— 2 -2 — 3 -2 — 6 1 Ly
6 | 3 7] 3 6 5 . 5

FIGURE 9. The computation of the KKR bijection corresponding to the
configuration 7 = 110011101100011000. ... Integers at the left of each partition
represent the vacancies pg(z) associated to each group of rows of the same length k.

The KKR bijection is extremely important in the study of the BBS as in the rigged configuration,
the dynamics becomes linear. The following proposition recalls a result from [KOSTY].

Theorem 4.1 ([KOSTY]). Let n € Qcoo be a configuration associated with the rigged configuration
(p,J) under KKR bijection. Then for any ke N and £ e Nu {oo}, we have

(Tg.])k=(Jk7j+k’/\f;1ﬁj§mk).

Remark 4.1. In [IKT| relations between rigged configurations and BBS were explained through the
formalism of the theory of crystals. In this formalism the energy function Ejy can be expressed as a
certain sum over a more refined quantity called local energy which is function of a tensor product
of two crystals [FOY]. For our model, such local energy can be given in term of the function H:
{0,1} x B> {0,1}, B:={(k,£);k e N,0< £ <k}, given by

H(a, (k,0)) :=min {a,k -},
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using which we can represent Ej as
Ep(z) = Y. H(n(y), (k, Wi(y-1))).
y=1

Here recall that Wy, is the carrier with capacity k. There is a direct relation between H and seat
numbers. Actually, from the above representation of Ey and (2.12) we obtain

~ k
A (n(x), (k, Wi(z =1))) = Y nj ().
=1
From this relation, we can also deduce that values nL(x) ’s, or rather their sums, represent the local
energy of the BBS.

4.2. A pair of interlacing Young diagrams with riggings. In this subsection, we introduce a
new algorithm to obtain a sequence of pairs of Young diagrams from a ball configuration n € 2. Then,
we prove that the rigged configuration obtained by the KKR bijection is understood as a projection
of the pair of Young diagrams to the first component.

For a pair of Young diagrams (u', '), we say that the pair is interlacing if

.
phzpyzph 2>

holds, where we use the convention that for a given partition u, pu; =0 for any i > A\;. The interlacing
condition is equivalent to

(4.1) A, - AL {0.1),

for any k > 1 where A7 is the conjugate of u7 for o€ {1,}}.
We introduce

El=sup{k>1; N -\ =1, 1<vl<k}

k

=sup{k=>1; Z()\Z -\ =k}
=1

and

k =sup{k>1; A=A =0, 1<ve<k)
k
=sup{k>1; Z(AE—)\E):O}
£=1

with convention sup@ = 0. Note that k' < co for any pair of interlacing Young diagrams (', iz*) but
k' = oo if and only if u' = pt.
The next lemma is rather straightforward but we state it for clarity.

Lemma 4.1. Take a pair of interlacing Young diagrams (u', u*). For o € {1,]}, let i° be the Young
diagram obtained from p by adding a box to one of the row(s) satisfying pf = k°. In other words, we
replace a row with length k% by a row with length k° + 1. Here, if k% =0, then we simply add a row
with length one to u’. Then, the pair (i1, u') is still a pair of interlacing Young diagrams. Also, if
pt # pb, the pair (u', it) is still a pair of interlacing Young diagrams.

Proof. Since A7 = A for k # k% +1 and A, ., = A7, +1, the condition (&.1)) is satisfied by the definition
of k7. O

Now, for a given n € 2, we construct a growing sequence of pairs of interlacing Young diagrams
(NT(m)vﬂi(w))iezzo'

Set 17 (0) = @ for o =1, }. For x >0, we construct u'(x+1),u*(x+1) as a function of u'(x),u'(x)
and n(z + 1) by the algorithm explained below.
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F1GURE 10. Construction of the pair of interlacing Young diagrams from the ball
configuration 7 = 110011101100011000. ... In this figure, (u'(x), u'(z)) are
superimposed. The symbols 1 and | indicate the shape of Young diagram p'(z) and
pt(x), respectively, and 1| indicates the overlapped area.

(1) If n(x +1) =1, then p*(x +1) = p*(x) and p'(z + 1) is obtained by adding a box to u'(x) at
one of the row(s) satisfying u!(x) = k'(x). In other words,
M(z+1)= /\;(33)
for any k # k'(z) + 1 and
M (ayer (@ +1) = Ny 4 (2) + 1.
Then, by Lemma (u'(x+ 1), u* (2 +1)) is also a pair of interlacing Young diagrams.

(2) If n(z+1) =0 and p'(z) # p*(z), then p'(x +1) = u'(2) and p'(x +1) is obtained by adding
a box to p*(z) at one of the row(s) satisfying u!(x) = k*(z) as for the first case. Then, by
Lemma [4.1 again, (u'(x +1), ' (z + 1)) is also a pair of interlacing Young diagrams.

(3) T n(z+ 1) = 0 and uf () = j (), then we set (uf (z + 1), bz + 1)) = () (2), 1 ().

In Figure |10} an example of the process of construction of (u'(x),u*(x)) is shown. Now we observe

that by comparing Figuresand the relation A} (z) -\t (z) = Wx(z) holds for our working example.
Actually, we can prove the same relation for any ball configuration 7 € Q as follows :

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that n € ). Then, the following relation between the seat-numbers and the
pair of interlacing Young diagrams

(4.2) 7(x) = z W),



holds for any o =1,|, x>0 and k € N. In particular, we have
We() = Ny(a) = Ny (),
and
my (z) = A7 (z) = AT, (2),
where m§ () is defined in [2.7). In addition,
(4.3) E'(z) =sup{k >1; Wy(x) =1, forall 1 <<k},
E'(z) =sup{k >1; Wy(z) =0, for all 1 <{<k}.

Proof. We prove this by induction on z. The statement clearly holds if = 0. Then, suppose (4.2)
holds for some x € Zsq for any o =1,| and k € N. Then,

N () - ML () = Zx:ln,l(y) - iln,t@/) - Wi(a).

Now suppose n(z + 1) = 1. Then, by this characterization and the definition of the seat-number
configuration, nITCT(m)H(x +1) =1. This implies

x+1

Z nn (y) - Z nn(y) = 1ot (2)+1,0=1) -
y=1 y=1

On the other hand, by construction of the sequence of interlacing Young diagrams,

(4.4) p(@+1) = AL(2) = Lipoki (@) 41,01 -
Hence, by combining (4.4]) with the induction assumption, the equality

z+1

A (z+1) = 07 (y)

y=1
holds for any o and k if n(x + 1) = 1. For the case n(z +1) =0, r(z +1) = 1 if Wo(z) = 0 and
n,ld(x)ﬂ(x +1) = 1if W () # 0. Noting that p'(z) = u*(z) is equivalent to k'(z) = o0, and so to
Weo () =0, we can also prove the result in the same manner. g

Remark 4.2. Note that from (4.2), if we obtain the seat number configuration of n € ), then the
sequence of pairs of interlacing Young diagrams corresponding to 1 can be obtained via the following
simple rules. Assume that we have constructed (p'(z), p*(z)).
(1) Ifnt =1 for some k € N, then p*(z +1) = p*(z) and p'(x + 1) is obtained by adding a box to
u'(x) at one of the row with length k — 1.
(2°) If n,t =1 for some k € N, then u'(z +1) = u'(z) and p*(z + 1) is obtained by adding a box to
pt(x) at one of the row with length k — 1.
(8°) If r(x) =1, then we set (,uT(x +1), put(z + 1)) = (,uT(x),,ul(x)).
For example, by following the above rules, we can obtain the same sequence of the pairs of the interlacing
Young diagram in Figure [I0 from the seat number configuration of n=110011101100011000... shown
in Figure[10
Next, to reveal the relation with the original KKR bijection, we introduce the k-th o energy Ef (z)
and the k-th o vacancy pf(z) as

Ef(z) = %min{uf(z)v k},  pip(z) =2 -2E](2).
Since

k k
Zmin{ﬂg(ﬂf),k} = Z Z 1{#1’.’(1’)22} = Z_Zl)‘g(x)v

€N €N £=1
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by Proposition 4.1} we can also rewrite
k x
B (x) =3 2 m ()
(=1y=1
and

k =z k =z k =z
pr@)=z=23 Y () =z=3 > F W)+ W) -2 > 7 (v) - nZ(v))

(=1y=1 (=1y=1 (=1y=1
k
=&(2) - Y Wi ()
/=1

where & is the opposite arrow to o, W,l =Wy and W,i =-Wk.
The following property of the k-th ¢ vacancy is useful to understand the relation between the seat
number configuration and the riggings.

Lemma 4.2. Consider a ball configuration n € ). Then, the following statements hold.
(1) Suppose 77,1(3:) =1. Then

(4.5) p(2) = & (x) —k
and for any z' > x, pL(x) SpL(a:'). Moreover, for x' > x, p}c(x) :pL(aj') holds if and only if

7 ’

z k
> X i)+ Y r(y)=0 and Y Wi(a') = k.

y=x+1L>k+1 y=x+1 =1
(2) Suppose 1}, (x) = 1. Then
P () = &k (x)
and for any z' > x, pi(:c) Spt(x'). Moreover, for 2’ > x, pi(m) :pi(x') holds if and only if

7 ’

xr T k
X X Gl ¥ o) =0 and W) =0

Proof. Let us only show (1), as the proof (2) is completely analogous. Since 17;€ (z) =1 implies Wy(z) =1
for all 1 < ¢ <k, (4.5) holds. Let =’ > z. Then,

k
ph(a") =Pl () = & (") = & () + k- ; We(x")

and &, (') - & () > 0, k= Y5, We(2") > 0 implies the inequality ph(x) <pl(2"). The last condition in
the statement is equivalent to & (z') —&x(2) = 0 and k- Y5, We(2') = 0, which is obviously equivalent
to pl(x) = pL(a"). .
We now introduce refined riggings J°(z) = (J(2), 1<k < pf(z)) such that J7 () = (J7 ;(z), 1<
j <m(x)) where m{ () = A7 (%) = A7, (z) = [{i ; u (z) = k}| from Proposition .1} We order them as
Jp (@) < JP o(x) - < Jlg,mg(z)(x)
to make the notation simple in the latter argument. We define the riggings recursively, although later
in the same subsection, we will show that they can be defined more directly in terms of seat numbers.
Let J?(0) = @ for o =1,|. We will construct J(z + 1) from J?(x) by considering three cases

separately.
Case 1: nf(x+1)=0for all k. If 7 (x+1) =0 for all k, or equivalently pu”(x+1) = u?(z), then we

also keep the rigging as J7(z + 1) = J7(x).
Case 2 : n{(z+1)=1.1fn{(x+1) = 1, or equivalently a row of length 1 is added to obtain u?(x+1)
from p%(x), we append the value pJ(x + 1) to JY(z) and obtain JY (z + 1). More precisely,

Ji(x+1)=J/(x) £=#1
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and
V(@ +1) = (JT1(@); - IV g 2y (), 7 (2 4+ 1))
Case 3: nf (x+1)=1for some k>1. If n7 ,(x+1)=1 for some k > 1, or equivalently a row of

length k is replaced by one of length &+ 1 to obtain p?(z+1) from p?(x), we remove the largest entry
from J7 (x) and append pf,,(x +1) to J7,,(z) to obtain rigging J?(x + 1). More precisely,

Ji(x+1)=Jj(z) L+kk+1,
Ji(@+1) = (JEa (), I e 2y 1 (2))

and
Jlg+1($ + 1) = (Jlg+1,j(x)7 R Jlg+1,mg+1(m)($)vpg+l(x + 1))

Now we analyze properties of this newly defined rigging. By the way of construction, it is clear
that for any Ji ;(z) in the rigging J?(z), there exists y <z such that 7 (y) = 1 and J{ ;(z) = pf(y),
which is not necessarily unique. In the next proposition, we give an explicit expression of one of such
y=y(z,k,j,0). For 1 <j<myi(x), let

ti(z, ) :=max{y <z ; mg(y) =74, (y) =1}.
Since |m{ (y+1)-mJ (y)| < 1 for any y, m7 (0) = 0 and m{(y) increases only when n7 (y) = 1, the above
set is not empty, namely 1 <t (x,j) < x. Moreover, t{(z,1) <t{(z,2) < - <t7(z,m{(z)).
Proposition 4.2. For any x € Zsp, k€N, o e {1,1} and 1 <j <m7(z), we have
(4.6) Ji (@) = PR (7 (2, 5)).

Proof. We prove (4.6]) by induction on z. For z = 0, the equality trivially holds as there is no j satisfying
1 <j <mf(x). Next, suppose (4.6) holds for some z € Zo and for any k,0 and 1 < j < m{(x). We
prove that the same holds for x + 1 by considering three cases separately as above.
Case 1: nf(z+1) =0 for all k. Then by definition, m{(z + 1) = m{(z) and t}(z +1,j) = t7(x,j)
for any k,0 and 1< j <mf(x+1). Also, J?(z +1) = J?(z). Hence,
Ji (@ +1) = Ji ;(x) = pp (5 (2, 5)) = PR (T (z + 1, 7))
holds for any k,o and 1< j <mf(z+1).
Case 2: nf(x+1)=1.If n{(x+1) =1, then as in Case 1, for any £# 1 and 1< j <mf(z+1),
I (@ +1) = J7 () = p7 (¢7 (%, 7)) = p7 (87 (z + 1, 7))
holds. On the other hand, for £ =1, m{(z+1) =m{(xz)+1 and ¢t (z+1,mJ(x+1)) = + 1. Moreover,
by Lemma [£.2] for any 1< j <m{(z),
J7 (@) = p7 (17 (%, 4)) < pT(x +1)

since n{ (t7(x,7)) = 1. Hence, as we order

Jii(z+1) < Jis(e+1) <0 < J,‘:,mi,(ml)(x +1),

we have J7 ;(z+1) = J7 ;(2) for any 1 < j <m{(z) and J7 =pJ(x+1). Hence, for j =mJ(x+1),

my (z+1)
JUj(@+ 1) =pi(z+1) = pT (¢7 (z + Lim{ (z +1))) = p7 (17 (z + 1, 7))
holds. Also, for 1 < j <m{ (), by the definition of ¢{(z, j), it is obvious that t{(z+1,5) = tJ(x,j) and
so
JTj(e+1) = pl (¢ (x + 1,5))

holds as well.

Case 3 : 07, (z+1) =1 for some k> 1. If n7 ,(x+1) =1, then as in Case 1, for any ¢ # k,k+1 and
1<j<mi(z+1),

J0j(@+1) =p7 (7 (x +1,7))
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holds. Also, for ¢ = k + 1, the same relation holds by exactly the same argument as in Case 2. Finally,
for ¢ = k, m7(z+1) = m{(z) -1 and for any 1 < j < m(z + 1), we have t7(z +1,j) = t7(z,5),
JP j(@+1) = J7 ;(x) by definition. Hence,
Jij(@+1) = pp(tg(z +1,7))

holds for any 1 < j <m7(x+1). This completes the proof. O

Finally, we prove that k' and k' can be characterized in terms of the rigging and the traditional
singular condition. We say 7 () is a singular row of (u”(x),J%(2)) if pj(x) = J7 o, (x), where

MMy

k= pg ().
Proposition 4.3. Assume the convention that max @ =0. Then,

E'(x) = max{p! () ; pl(z) is singular }.

Also, if p'(z) # p*(x), then
k' (2) = max{pu} () 5 pi(x) is singular }.

Proof. If ug(z) is singular, then for k = uf (), we have
PR(x) = I e 2y (@) = p7 (£ (2, m (2)))
where we apply Proposition for the second equality. Then, since = > t7 (z,m7 (z)) and

ny (t7(z,mj(x))) = 1, by Lemma we have Y5 Wy(x) = k if o =t and Y5, Wy(z) = 0 if o =|.
Thus from (4.3), we obtain

k% (x) 2 max{ui (x) ; pf(x) is singular }.

Hence, it is sufficient to prove that if 1 < k7(x) < oo, then the row satisfying pf (z) = k7 (x) exists in
u’ (x) and it is singular. In the rest of the proof, we prove this assertion.

Suppose 1 < k7(z) < oo. Observe that at least one row with length k7 exists in p?(z). To simplify
the notation, denote k7(x) by k*. Since A7.(x) > 1 and A{.(z) = Xy, 77 (y), we define 2* as the
maximal y satisfying y < x and 7. (y) = 1, or in formula

¥ =max{y; y<z, N (y) =1}

From now on, we consider the case ¢ =t. Then, from Lemma (i), for any 1 < ¢ < k*, we have
We(z*) = 1. Also, from ({4.3)), for any 1 < £ < k*, Wy(x) =1 and Wix11(x) = 0. Hence, we have

Wi () - Wes (27) = 32 (e () — b () = 0.

y=x*+1
On the other hand, by the construction of z*,
(4.7) > o (y) =0.
y=x*+1

Hence, Yy _ .« 41 N (y) = O nt.(y) = 0. This implies that the seat k* is occupied for any y € [z*, 7]
and therefore
(a5 DTN
2k*+1 y=x*+1
since if a ball leaves a seat £ > k* + 1, then the ball at seat k£* must have already left. Then, from (2.5),

(.8) and Wy+,1(x) = 0, we also have ¥y _ . 4 Nte.1(y) = 0. Namely, the seat k* + 1 is empty for any
y € [x*,x]. This also implies that

(4.9) S Y ) =o.

02k*+1 y=x*+1
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Finally, since the seat k* is occupied for any y € [z*,x], it is obvious that

X

(4.10) > r(y)=0.

y=x*+1

Combining , and we have
> 2 )+ + Y r(y)=0.

L2k +1 y=a*+1 y=z*+1
Then, from and Lemma we have
pie (") =P (@).
Finally, we check that z* = tTk*(as,mL* (x)). For this, we only need to prove that mL* (x*) = mL* (x)
and this is equivalent to Y, _ «,q n(y) = et Nte.1(y), which is true as this is 0 as shown in
and . Consequently, we have Jg*’mz*(w)

least one singular row with length k*.
For the case o =, by using p'(x) # pu*(z), the exactly same argument works as well. O

(x) = pl. (th.(z,mL.(2))) = pk. (), and so there exists at

Remark 4.3. Proposition[{.3 allows us to give an intuitive meaning to the term of “singular” for rigged
configurations by means of the seat number configuration. Combining the above with Remark[{.3 and
Proposition |2.4, we obtain an interpretation of the KKR bijection, which was a purely combinatorial
object, in terms of the seat number configuration.

4.3. Proof of Proposition In the last subsection, we have constructed the sequence of rigged
Young diagrams (u'(z),J'(z)) satisfying all the properties claimed in Proposition if we replace
(u(x),J(x)) by (u'(x),J'(z)). Hence, we only need to prove that (u(x),J(z)) = (u'(x),I"(x)).
By Proposition we can construct (u'(z),J"(x)) by the algorithm without using the information
of (1*(x)). to update as follows: Let u'(0) = @ and J'(0) = @. Once (u'(x),J'(x)) is given, we
construct (p'(z+1),J"(z+1)) as follows. If n(z+1) =0, we set (u'(z+1),IN(z+1)) = (u!(z),I'(z)).
If n(z+1) = 1, then let k := max{yu} (2) : p!(x) is singular } with convention max @ = 0. If k = 0, then
add a row of length 1 to pu!(x) and also add pl(z+1) to J](x). If k > 1, then replace a row of length k
by that of k+1 and remove J;, (x) = pl(z) from Ji(z) and add p,,(z+1) to J}  (x). Note that

m! ()
the original algorithm for the construction of (u'(x +1),p(x +1)) from n(z +1) and (u'(z), u*(z)),
we used the information of both of Young diagrams, but instead we did not use the rigging. Here, we
emphasize that the functions m/ (x) and p}(z) = 2-2E} () can be obtained from yu'(x) alone without
the information of p'(z), and this is also the case for the rigging J'(x). Moreover, the last algorithm
is exactly same as the one to construct (u(z),J(x)) from n by KKR bijection, which concludes that
((x),J(x)) = (u'(z), I (z)) as desired.

Remark 4.4. Interestingly, the update algorithm is closed for o =1, namely we can obtain (u'(x +
1), I (x+1)) from the data n(x+1) and (p'(x),I'(x)), but it is not the case for o =|. This is because,
when n(x +1) = 0, we should distinguish whether u'(z) = p*(x) or not, or in other words if r(x) = 1
or not, and this information cannot be derived from the data (pu*(x),J*(x)) only. If we also include
an additional information, such as the total number of balls up to site x, that is N(x) := Z';:l n(y),
namely we consider the sequence (u*(z),J* (), N(x)), then we can construct a local update algorithm
which is closed. We may be able to show that J' = lim,_o, J*(z) is also linearized under the BBS
dynamics without using any relation to other linearizations.

5. RELATION TO THE SLOT DECOMPOSITION

In this section, we first briefly recall the definition of the slot configuration and the corresponding
slot decomposition introduced in [FNRW]. Then, we give proofs of Proposition and Theorem [2.2
Note that for simplicity we will only consider finite ball configurations, but one can easily extend the
definitions and results presented in this section to the configurations with an infinite number of records.
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5.1. Definition of the slot decomposition. The notion of slots is originally introduced by [FNRW].
Before defining the slots, we recall the fact that any site of a given ball configuration 7 € Q2. is either a
record or a component of a soliton by Takahashi-Satsuma algorithm (TS algorithm) [TS], see Appendix
for the definition of the TS algorithm. Any k-soliton v ¢ N has the form v = {z(¥)1 < ... < 2(¥)2x },
where the coordinates are again identified by the TS algorithm. Then, the slot configuration v : N —
Zso U {00} is defined as
-1 x = 2(¥)1, 2(7) 14k for some k-soliton v in n with k > £,
v(z) = 00 x is a record,

for any z € N. For k € N, a site z is called a k-slot if v(x) > k. Observe that a k-slot is also a j-slot for
any 1 < j <k, and a record is a k-slot for any k € N. Intuitively, a k-slot is a place where another soliton
can be added without modifying the structure of existing solitons in the configuration. To explain this

better we define a way to “append a soliton to a k-slot”.
First, we define the function & : Zso — Zsg as

(5.1) &i() = 2 Ly,
&

§k(0) =0
for any k € N and z € Zo, which counts the number of k-slots in [1,2]. We number k-slots from left
to right with the origin x = 0 as the 0-th k-slot and call §x (%) := min {sc € Zso ; &n(x) = z} the position
of i-th k-slot. We say that a k-soliton v is appended to (%) if v c [8(7),8,(i +1) —1]. Note that
several solitons can be appended to the same slot. By using this notion, for any k € N, we define the
slot decomposition 5;€ 1 Ziso = Lo as

(5.2) (i) = [{7 : k-soliton in 7 ;~ is appended to the i-th k-slot}|.

zx 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19

nzy 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0

v 0 1. 0 1 0 1 2 00 3 0 1 2 0 1 0 1 3 oo

FI1GURE 11. Slot configuration of n =1100111011000110000....

In Figure [L1] we see an example of a slot configuration. For that particular ball configuration n we
have that = 0 is a record, z = 2 is a 1-slot, x = 7 is a 2-slot, etc. In the same example, solitons are
added to slots as follows :

e A 4-soliton is added to the 0-th 4-slot.

e Two 2-solitons are included. One is added to the 0-th 2-slot, and the other is added to the
3-rd 2-slot.

e A 1-soliton is added to the 4-th 1-slot.

Hence, the slot decomposition of 7 is given by

B 1 ki) = (1,4),(2,0),(2,3), (4,0
C(n)k(i):{o (ki) =(1,4),(2,0),(2,3),(4,0)

otherwise.

Remark 5.1. Consider the following configuration spaces

Qr:={n69; Z?‘(x)=oo}7

zeN
Q, = {5 = (fk(i))keN iz € Z§SZZO ; max{k eN : G(i) > O} < oo for any z}
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It is known that the map n 6(7]) is a bijection between Q. and Q, via the explicit reconstruction
algorithm from ((n) to n [CS, [FNRW]. By combining this fact with Proposition one can also
reconstruct n from (Ck(i)),m- by using the same algorithm.

The dynamics of the BBS is linearized by the slot decomposition [FNRW]. Actually, the slot
decomposition makes the dynamics a mere spatial shift as described by the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1 (Theorem 1.4 in [FNRW]). Suppose that n € Qcoo. Then we have
TG (i) = G (i — k)
for any k €N and i € Zso where (i) = 0 if i <0 by convention.

5.2. Proof of Proposition In this subsection we prove Proposition which establishes the
equivalence between the seat number configuration and the slot configuration. First we introduce an
alternative formula for the slot decomposition :

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that n € Qcoo. Then for any k € N and i € Zso, we have
R 8 (i+1)-1
G =5 2 w1 = LuGin)=k)
y=55(i)+1
1 Sk (i+1)
=5 2 (pw=sn-lee-n)-
y=5k (i)+1
Proof of Lemma[5.1] First we consider the case v (Sx(i+1)) > k. In this case, each k — l-slots in
(5% (7),8,(i + 1)) is a component of a k-soliton in (8x(%), 5, (i + 1)), because if a k—1-slot is a component
of some /-soliton for £ > k, then from the definition of v and the TS algorithm, we should find a k-
slot xy € (8;(4), 8k (i + 1)) and thus we would have & (xx) = ¢ + 1, which contradicts the definition of
Sk (i+1). Hence, the number of k-solitons appended to i-th k-slots is half the number of k - 1-slots in
(8k(4), 8 (i + 1)).

Next we consider the case v (8x(i+1)) = k. In this case, we will show that the rightmost k — 1-
slot in (8x(¢),8k(i + 1)), denoted by zj_1, and §;(i + 1) are components of some ¢-soliton for £ > k,
denoted by ~,. From the TS algorithm, there exists yx-1 € (8x(¢),8x(¢+ 1)) such that v(yg-1) =
k-1, n(yr-1) = n(8x(i+ 1)), and yx_1 is a component of 7,. Then, again by the TS algorithm, we
see that xr_1 = yg_1, because if yp_1 < xr_1, then yi_1 is not a component of v, but a component of
k-soliton in (8 (%), 8k (i + 1)), and this contradicts the definition of yi_;. Therefore, the number of k-
solitons appended to i-th k-slots is the same as the half of the number of k—1-slots in (5(¢),5,(i + 1))
minus one. O

Proof of Proposition[2.3 We will represent ball configurations 7 € Qs using the notation

_ ®mgp1®ny mr 1®nL41\®Mr41
n=0%m01®" QML ]®nLe@mL

by which we mean that the first mg entries of n are 0’s, the following n; entries are 1’s and so on.
Notice that since the configuration has finitely many balls we have my 1 = co and moreover

L+1

; n; = Z n(x).

zeN
From the TS algorithm, the first solitons that are identified by the algorithm are of the form
0®mi1®mi op 18N ®":,
for some m;, n; such that m; <n;, 1, ¢ # 0 or n; < m; respectively. In the rest of this subsection, we call

such solitons as connected solitons.
Now we claim that

Claim(A) it is sufficient to show (2.13]) for sites that consist of connected solitons.
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To verify Claim(A) we will show that after removing a connected soliton, the seat number configu-
ration for the remaining sites is “invariant” in the following sense. Observe that after the removal
of a connected soliton of the form 0®Mi1®Mi or 1¥"(0®"  following the TS algorithm, we obtain the
configuration

77/ — 0®mo 1®n1 ”'0®mi,1 1®(ni+ni+1—mi)0®mi+1 .“0®mL 1®nL+1 0®mL+1 ,

or

77" = (®Mo1®m  1®ni-1 0®(mi71+mi_ni)1®ni+1 ®mi+1  ®ML{®NL+1 0®mL+1’
respectively. In addition, after the removal of a soliton, the seat numbers given to other sites do not
change, that is,
Wi (') = Wy (2" +2m;)  if 0°M1®™ s removed,
{Wk (") =Wk (2" +2n;)  if 1®™0®" is removed,

for any k € N, where z’, 2" are defined as

i
.’L‘l = Z (mj_l + nj) - 1,
j=1

i
2= Z (mj,l + nj,l) -1
j=1

with convention that ng = 0, because from the rule of the TS algorithm,
W, (') =m; if 0®™1®™ is removed,
{Wn (z")=0  if 1®"0®" is removed.
Thus we see that if a soliton 0®™1®™: is removed, then for any x € [1,2'] NN,
re[l,2']nNis a (k,o) seat in n if and only if z € [1,2'] nN is a (k, o) seat in 7/,
while for any y € [z’ + 2m; +1,00) NN,
yis a (k,o) seat in n if and only if (y —2m;) is a (k, o) seat in 7',
for any k € N and o € {1,}. Similarly, if a soliton 1®":0®" is removed, then for any z € [1,2"”] n N,
re[l,2"]nNis a (k,o) seat in 7 if and only if z € [1,2”"]nNis a (k,0) seat in ",
while for any y € [z +2n; + 1,00) NN,
yis a (k,o) seat in 7 if and only if (y - 2n;) is a (k, o) seat in 7",

for any k € N and o € {1,]}. Hence, by considering multiple iterations of the TS algorithm and its
inverse, we see that if the seat number configuration is determined for each connected soliton, the seat
number configuration of the original ball configuration is completely determined. Also, by considering
multiple iterations of the TS algorithm and its inverse, the slot configuration of the original ball
configuration is also determined. Therefore Claim(A) is proved.
Now we show for the case when x belongs to a connected soliton. For this purpose, we divide
the cases as follows :
e If a soliton 0®™1®™: is detected by the TS algorithm, then we have n; > m; for j = i,i + 1.
Observing that

Wg(x') =1,
for any [ < n;, we obtain
{né(:c' +0)=1

ng(x'+mi+l) =1
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for any 1 <l <m;. On the other hand, from the definition of the slot configuration, we get
v(iz'+1)=1-1
vz’ +mi+1)=1-1

for any 1 <1 <m;. Therefore in this case (2.13) holds.
e If a soliton 1®"0®" is detected by the TS algorithm, then we have m; > n; for j =i —1,4.
Observing that

We(2") =0,
for any [ < m;_1, we obtain
(" +1)=1
{né(ax" +n;+10)=1
for any 1 <[ <n;. On the other hand, from the definition of the slot configuration, we get

v(iz"+1)=1-1
v(iz"+n;+1)=1-1
for any 1 <1 <n;. Therefore in this case (2.13]) holds.

Hence by combining the above with Claim(A), (2.13)) is shown for any k € N and z € Zyg.
We now compute formulas for £(-) and {(-), which were defined in (5.1)) and (5.2)), in terms of the
seat number configuration. By using (2.13)), we have

- xT
Ex(x) == 3 Liuy)sh)
1

k =z
(5.3) R (mi(v) +mi(v))
=& ().

A direct consequence of (5.3) is 5;(-) = s (-). In addition, by using 5x(-) = sx(*), Lemmas and
¢k (+) can be represented as

§k(i+1)

Q=5 X Y ) i)

oe{1,l} y=5,(i)+1
1 sk (i+1)

=5 2 2 @) -nia®)

oce{t,l} y=sk(i)+1
= Ck (7).
This concludes the proof. O

We conclude this subsection by describing the relationship between solitons and 7 (), and the
characterization of the slots via the carrier processes.

Proposition 5.1. Let n€ Q.o and k€ N. Then, x € N is a rightmost component of a k-soliton if and
only if x = ,(j) for some j € N.

Proposition 5.2. Let n € Qo A site x € N is k-slot if and only if one of the followings hold :

e N(z)=1andmin{feN; L-Wy(x-1)21} >k+1.
e (z)=0and min{{eN; Wy(z-1)>21} >k +1.
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Proof of Proposition . From Proposition we see that x is a rightmost component of a k-soliton
if and only if n,t(x) +n(x) =1, x € (sx(), sk (i + 1)) for some i € Zyo and

> Loy = 2 2 mi(y)=2n
y=sk (7)+1 oe{t,l} y=sk(i)+1

for some n € N. On the other hand, from Lemmas and we also see that z = 7,(j) for some
j € Zso if and only if n! () + 9y (x) = 1, x € (s1(i), s1(i + 1)) for some i € Zyo and

€T

> > my)=2n

oe{ti} y=sk(i)+1

for some n € N. By comparing the above two equivalences, this proposition is proved.

O
Proof of Proposition[5.2 From , we have
n(z)=1and mn{feN; £-Wy(x—-1)>1} =k if and only if Wy(xz-1) =0, Wi(x) =1,
and
n(xz)=0and min{feN; Wy(z-1)>1} =k if and only if Wy(z—-1) =1, Wi(z) =0,
for any x € N. Therefore, from Proposition the assertion of this proposition holds.
O

5.3. Proofs of Theorem and Theorem We finally come to the proof of Theorem [2.2]
providing an explicit relation between the KKR bijection and the slot configuration. Then, by using
Theorem we show Theorem

Proof of Theorem[2.3 First we note that since n € Qe, from Proposition the rigging J = (Ji)
associated to n is given by
Jk = (pk (tk(])) 5 j: 17"'7mk?)7
where
my = lim my (),
Tr—> 00
te(7) = lim ti(2,5) = max{y e N ; mi(y) =j, nj.(y) = 1}.

In addition, since #4(j) is a (k, 1)-seat, from Lemma [3.1] we obtain
tr(J) k

&k (t(4)) — i (21 (5)) = (n}(y) = ny(v))

y=1 (=1
k.

Thus we have
G €N Jug =i =k} = €N 5 k(i) <ta(5) < sk + D}
On the other hand, from Proposition [2.1|and the definitions of ¢x(-) and 74 (-), for any j € Zyo we have
() <te(j+1) < (5 +1).
In addition, if 7% (), 7% (j + 1) satisfies
T(J) <sp(i+1) <m(4+1),

for some 7, then from Proposition [2.2| and Lemmawe obtain m (s (i +1)) =m' (sx(i+1)) = §, and
thus we have

sp(i+1) <tp(j+1).
From the above, we have

Te(J) <sp(i+1) <7(y+1) if and only if ¢x(j5) <sp(i+1) <tp(j+1).
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Since sy () # t1(4) and s (3) # 7 (j) for any 4, j, combining with Proposition we have

HieN; Jej=i-k}=[{jeN; s1(i) <tp(j) <sp(i+1)}]
={jeN; s,(i) <7(4) <sp(i+ 1)}

= Gk (i)
= (i ().
g
Proof of Theorem[2.3 From Theorem [2.2] and Theorem we have
TuCu(i) = H{j €N 3 Teduj =i~ k}
=i eN; Jpj+(knt)=i-k}
=G (i-(kAD)).
g
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APPENDIX A. TAKAHASHI-SATSUMA ALGORITHM

Given a configuration 7, we can decompose it into k-solitons, for k > 1, which are certain substrings
of n consisting of k£ “1”s and k£ “0”s. Such decomposition is produced by the Takahashi-Satsuma
algorithm [TS] described below. The procedure consists in iteratively scanning 7 identifying and
crossing out k-solitons at each iteration. We call a run of n a maximal substring of consecutive equal

letters.
Start with a configuration n

while there are still uncrossed 1’s in n do
Considering only uncrossed elements of 7, select the leftmost run whose length is at least as
long as the length (denote it by k) of the run preceding it
Identify a soliton of size k, or simply k-soliton, consisting of the first k letters of this run
and the last k letters of the run preceding it
Cross out these 2k letters from 7
end
An example of applying the above algorithm to 7 = 11001110110001100000... is shown in Figure
Then we see that in 7, there are one 4-soliton, two 2-solitons and one 1-soliton.

n=1100111011000717100000
X XK X1 1101100011000 T00
XY X XK K11 1% YX10001100000
XX H X111 )X 1000XXXXO0O00
XXX H XX XHXXHXXHX XXX Xo0o0
11001 1 1011000 00 0

F1GURE 12. Identifying solitons in n by the TS Algorithm
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