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Abstract. Starting from the Izergin—Korepin 19-vertex model in the quadrant, we introduce
two families of rational multivariate functions Fg and Gg; these are in direct analogy with functions
introduced by Borodin [Bor17] in the context of the higher-spin 6-vertex model in the quadrant.

(1)

(2)

We prove that Fg(z1,...,2n;2) and Gg(y1,...,ym; z) are symmetric functions in their
alphabets (z1,...,2x) and (y1, ..., yn), and pair together to yield a Cauchy identity. Both
properties are consequences of the Yang—Baxter equation of the model.

We show that, in an appropriate limit of the spectral parameters z, Fs tends to a stable
symmetric function denoted Hg. This leads to a simplified version of the Cauchy identity
with a fully factorized kernel, and suggests self-duality of the functions Hg.

We obtain a symmetrization formula for the function Fs(x1,...,zyN; 2), which exhibits its
symmetry in (z1,...,2x). In contrast to the 6-vertex model, where ng(xl, co, XN Z) S
cast as a sum over the symmetric group 6y, the symmetrization formula in the 19-vertex
model is over a larger set of objects that we define; we call these objects 2-permutations.

As a byproduct of the proof of our symmetrization formula, we obtain explicit formulas
for the monodromy matrix elements of the 19-vertex model in a basis that renders them
totally spatially symmetric.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

1.1. Background

The study of symmetric functions via integrable lattice models has become a very well established topic
over the past two decades, elegantly blending techniques from algebraic combinatorics, mathematical physics,
and representation theory. Perhaps the earliest incarnation of this correspondence may be traced back to
the Jacobi-Trudi formula for Schur polynomials:

(111) SA(xl, e ,xN) = det (h,\i_Hj(:vl, e ,LL‘N)),
where ) is a partition and hy(x1, ..., 2x) denotes the k-th complete symmetric function with finite alphabet
(21,...,zn) [Mac95l, Chapter I]. As is well known, hy (21, ..., 2x) may be expressed as the partition function

of a single monotone up-right path on the square lattice, such that the path takes a total of k£ horizontal
and N vertical steps, and where a horizontal step receives a weight of x; when it occurs in the i-th row
of the lattice. By application of the Lindstrom—Gessel-Viennot Theorem, equation (LI then yields the
famous non-intersecting lattice path formulation of the Schur polynomials; see, for example, [Ste90]. Such
a construction strongly hints at connections with integrable vertex models, and indeed this turns out to be
the case; numerous publications have explored partition function representations for the Schur polynomials,
either in terms of the five-vertex model [ZJ09, BBF11], or the phase model [Bog05].

This connection extends more deeply into general symmetric polynomial theory. By now it is known that
the Hall-Littlewood [T'si06),(WZJ16], ¢—Whittaker [Kor13,[ BW21]|, Lascoux—Leclerc-Thibon [CGKM22,
ABW23|, Grothendieck [WZJ19] and Macdonald polynomials [CAGW15l, [GAGW17, [GW20] may all
be cast in terms of partition functions of appropriate vertex models. These representations usually provide
elegant proofs of key properties of the symmetric functions in question, including their symmetry, branching
rules, Cauchy identities and (in some cases) monomial positivity. The vertex models at play are various

reductions of the six-vertex model — based on the quantized affine Lie algebra Z/lq(Agl)) — and reductions
of its higher rank analogues and/or higher dimensional representations.

A more novel direction, leading to deep connections with integrable probability, was discovered in the
paper of Borodin [Borl7]. Rather than attempting to identify a given partition function with a known
family in the general hierarchy, the approach of [Bor17| was to invent a new family of multivariate symmetric
functions by studying the generic (higher-spin) six-vertex model in the quadrant. In contrast to the known
families listed above, these new objects had the distinction of depending rationally on their underlying
alphabet. Using little more than the Yang—Baxter integrability of the model, Borodin was able to prove
several key properties of his rational functions, the most non-trivial of which being their Cauchy identities
and orthogonality with respect to a certain deformation of the Macdonald scalar product [Mac95l, Chapter
VI, Section 9]. The work of [Bor17], and those that immediately succeeded it [CP16, [ BP16], led to a surge
of developments in integrable probability, since the (stochastic) higher-spin six-vertex model degenerates to a
host of known stochastic processes including the asymmetric simple exclusion process, zero-range processes,
semi-directed polymers and the Kardar—Parisi-Zhang equation. For a survey of these developments, and
the extension of many of these ideas to the setting of higher-rank (or coloured) vertex models, we refer the
reader to the introduction of [BW22].

1.2. Goal of present work

The aim of this paper is to extend the approach followed in [Borl7] to another known vertex model
— based on the twisted quantized affine Lie algebra L{q(A§2)) — thereby defining a new family of rational
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symmetric multivariate functions, whose properties we study. This vertex model is usually called the Izergin—
Korepin nineteen-vertex model or IK model for short.

The IK model, introduced in [IK81], belongs to the general framework of solutions to the quantum
Yang-Baxter equation [Jim86l, [Baz87]. Since its introduction this model has been studied in the context of
quantum spin chains [VR83|, Tar88, WBN92] [PL.S14], [Gar16, LCY ™ 24], loop models [Nie90al, Nie90b),
FN15, (GN17a, [GN17b, MDP19, MDKP23| and in relation to discrete holomorphicity [dGLR13|,
IWWZJ13|.

In contrast with the six-vertex model, whose underlying state space is the set {0, 1}, the state space in
the IK model is three-dimensional; we denote its states by elements of the set {0,1,2}. In the integrable
probability community it is standard to view the state assigned to a vertex edge as labelling the number of
lattice paths which are collinear with that edge; accordingly, vertices in the IK model admit either 0, 1 or 2
paths per edge.

An important feature of the stochastic six-vertex model studied in the work [GS92, [ BCG16, Borl7|
is its sum-to-unity property; this means that the row sums of the R-matrix of the model, R(z;q), are all
equal to 1. Combined with an appropriate positivity check for the vertex weights, this allows one to build
a Markov process of randomly evolving paths in the quadrant; this process has several reductions to known
stochastic systems [BP16l, [Agg17]. In the current work we find a non-standard gauge of the Izergin—Korepin
model in which R(z;q) also has the sum-to-unity property, and use this exclusively throughout the text.
Unfortunately, as is easily checked, there is no choice of the spectral parameter x € R and deformation
parameter g € R that renders all entries of our R-matrix positive; this rules out any immediate probabilistic
utility of the model.

Although probabilistic applications remain out of reach, we closely mimic the setup of [Borl7] and
study the IK model in the quadrant, constructing two families of multivariate rational functions as partition
functions with prescribed boundary conditions; we denote them Fg(z1,...,zn;2) and Gs(y1,-..,ym; 2),
where (x1,...,zy5) and (y1,...,ynm) are spectral parameters associated to the rows of the lattice, z =
(21, 22, 23, . . . ) are spectral parameters associated to columns, and S denotes a 2-string (see Definition [[L5.1]
below). Using the Yang—Baxter equation and a handful of other intrinsic properties of the model, we prove the
symmetry of Fg(z1,...,2n;2) and Gg(y1,...,ym; z) in their first alphabets, Cauchy summation identities,
and a symmetrization formula for the first family. For more details on our results, we refer the reader to
Sections

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first paper to explore symmetric functions defined within a
vertex model outside of the standard U, (A,(zl)) seried].

1.3. Disambiguation

The Yang—Baxter equation admits more than one nineteen-vertex solution [LS99]. The Zamolodchikov—
Fateev nineteen-vertex model or ZF model is another example [ZF80], and at the level of lattice configurations
it is combinatorially identical to the IK model. The main point of difference is that the weights assigned to
vertices in the ZF model can be obtained from the fusion procedure [KRS81] applied to the six-vertex model

(it corresponds to taking symmetric tensor representations of weight 2 of the underlying Z/lq(Agl)) algebra,
which lifts the two-dimensional modules of the six-vertex model to three-dimensional ones), whereas the
weights assigned to vertices in the IK model cannot be recovered via fusion of any simpler model.

It follows that the IK rational symmetric functions studied in this work cannot be obtained via fusion
of the functions studied in [Borl7]; but their direct analogues in the ZF model can be. Although we will
not pursue this point further in the present work, we remark that the ZF model served as an important
experimental tool for developing formulas with a nineteen-vertex flavour starting from known six-vertex ones.

Let us now give a more detailed overview of our results.

LThere should be no confusion here between the quantized affine Lie algebra that indexes the vertex model, and the root
system underlying the symmetric function in question. For example, there have been some papers devoted to connections
between symplectic characters/Koornwinder polynomials and vertex models; see [CGdGW16, [FV17|. The former objects are

based on the root system (CV'N7 Cn), and yet the vertex models used to study them were all members of the Uy (Aﬁf)) series.
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1.4. Izergin—Korepin model with sum-to-unity property

The Izergin-Korepin U, (Ag)) vertex model is an assignment of complex-valued weights to vertices:

k
(1'4'1) WZ/JE(Z’j;k7€)(—) T — j '65 Vi’j7k’£€{0’172}'

i
1

z

Here x and z are variables associated to horizontal and vertical lines of the vertex, called spectral parameters;
the vertex weight is a rational function in their ratio, z/z. W, Jx (i,7; k,£) also depends rationally on ¢, the
quantum deformation parameter, but we shall suppress this dependence in most of our notations.

The model has a standard conservation property: W, (i, j; k,£) = 0 unless i + j = k + £. Enforcing this
constraint leads to nineteen possible non-zero vertex weights. In this work we present the model in a certain
gauge that appears to be novel: our vertex weights satisfy the sum-to-unity property

(1.4.2) D Wewligik,0) =1, Vije{0,1,2}.

0<k,l<2

Equation (LZ42) would appear to pave the way to potential probabilistic applications; however, we were
not able to find any choice of the parameters x, z, ¢ such that all vertex weights W, (4, j; k, £) are positive.
Nevertheless, we chose to adopt vertex weight conventions such that (L42) holds, since those weights have
the greatest visual similarity with the conventions of [BW22] in the stochastic six-vertex setting. For the
explicit definition of our vertex weights and the Yang—Baxter equation of the model, we refer the reader to
Section B.I] of the text.

1.5. Symmetric functions

Before defining our families of rational functions, we introduce the notion of n-strings, which are the
combinatorial objects used to index therl3:

DEFINITION 1.5.1 (Definition 224 in text). An n-string is an infinite vector S = (S1, 52, S3,...) with
0<S; <n forallieN, and obeying the finiteness property 3 M € N such that S; = 0 for all i > M. We
write |S| = X, Si for the sum of components of any n-string and refer to this quantity as its weight. Let
s5(n) denote the set of all n-strings.

Whenever S; = 0 for all i > M, we make the identification (S1,S2,S53,...) = (S1,...,Sm); we may do
this without loss of generality, since the symmetric functions Fs and Ggs that we define are invariant under
the remowval of tails of zeros from S.

Fix an integer N > 1 and let S € §(2) be an arbitrary 2-string such that |S| = 2N. Our first family of
rational functions is denoted Fg(x1,...,xN; 2); here (21, ..., 2n) denotes an arbitrary alphabet of cardinality
N and z = (z1, 29, 23, . . . ) is a secondary infinite alphabet. We define them as partition functions constructed

2In the higher-spin six-vertex model of [Bor1l7], all symmetric functions are indexed by partitions. In that work, there is
a natural bijection between states and partitions, in view of the fact that the top vertical lattice edges admit any non-negative
integer number of paths, leading to a vector (mg, m1,ma,...), where m; € Z>o V i € Z>¢. That vector then provides a partition
A =0mo1m12m2  written in multiplicative notation.

In the present text, all modules are finite dimensional (we take fundamental representations both in the six-vertex and
nineteen-vertex cases). Reading the top vertical lattice edges leads to vectors of the form (S1,S2,S3,...) with S; € {0,1} in
the six-vertex setting and S; € {0, 1,2} in the nineteen-vertex model. At least in the latter case, there is no clear bijection with
partitions, and accordingly we index all of our functions by strings.
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from the vertices (L4AI):

S1 S Ss
N — 2 0
2 0
(1.5.1) Fs(xy,...,2N;2) i= 5 0
T — 2 0
0o 0 O
Tt
Z1 zZ9 23

In this picture, all bottom incoming and right outgoing edges are assigned the state 0. Every left incoming
edge is assigned the state 2, while top outgoing edges correspond with the entries of S.

The object (LEI)) is to be interpreted as a partition function in the statistical mechanical sense: one
works out all possible labelling of internal lattice edges and assigns a weight to each such configuration,
which is the product of all individual vertices that comprise it. Summing these weights across all possible
configurations yields the rational function Fg(z1,...,2nN; 2). See the left panel of Example[[.5.2] for a sample
configuration of this partition function.

Introduce another integer M > 1 and a new alphabet (y1,...,ya); we take S and z to be as previously.
Our second family of rational functions is denoted Gg(y1, ..., yn; 2) and defined as follows:
Sl SNSN+1...
Yym — 0 0
0 0
(1.5.2) Gs(y1,---,ym; 2) i= 0 0
0 0
y1— 0 0
2 2 0
1 [
zl e .. ZN ZN+1 PR

In this picture, all left incoming and right outgoing edges are assigned the state 0. The first N incoming
bottom edges are assigned the state 2; the remaining ones are all set to 0. As in the case of the functions
(XD, the top outgoing edges correspond with the entries of S. We emphasize that in this definition, the
number of horizontal rows, M, is independent of N. See the right panel of Example for a sample
configuration of this partition function.

EXAMPLE 1.5.2. In this example we take N =4, M =5 and S = (1,2,0,1,1,2,1). We give sample
lattice configurations of the functions Fs(x1,xa,xs,x4;2) (on the left) and Gs(y1,y2,Ys3,ya,ys;2) (on the
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right):

A A A AR

_} 2 0 1 )1 2 1 v — 0 J 0
Ty — 2 T f[—r 0 Ys— 0 — — 0
T3 — 2 0 Y3 — 0 (— 0
T2 — 2 _I 0 Y2 = 0 0
T1— 2 0 y1— 0 [_‘ 0

00 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 2 0 0 0

L A R N | T

21 %2 23 24 Ry 2 27 21 22 23 Z4 Ry 26 R7

THEOREM 1.5.3 (Theorem B3 in text). For any S € 5(2), Fs(x1,...,2n;2) and Gs(y1,-..,ym; 2) are
symmetric in their primary alphabets.

This theorem is an immediate consequence of the Yang—Baxter equation of the model and the particular
choice of boundary conditions that we assign to left incoming and right outgoing edges; see Section B.3.3 of
the text.

1.6. Cauchy identity

Having constructed our families of symmetric rational functions, we proceed to derive some of their
properties. The first of these is their Cauchy identity:

THEOREM 1.6.1 (Theorem B4 in text). Fiz alphabets (x1,...,2N), (y1,-..,ym) and an infinite alphabet
z = (21, 22, 23, . . . ) which satisfy the constraints (A1), B42). We then have the summation identity

(1.6.1) > es(@)Fs(ar,....an:2)Gs(yr, .. yasq 227
Ses(2)

N M
)(1

3
NN+ @ ( 1—[ 1—[ — ¢ ziy;)(1 — ¢’z:y;)
2N (T1,.. ., TN 2
%) i1 je1 1_$zy7 1_qxzyj)

=4q

where the sum is taken over all 2-strings, the coefficient cs(q) in the summand is given by B44), and where
the function appearing on the right hand side is Fr(x1,...,xn;2) with T = (2V,0,0,0,...).

Equation (LEJ) is the first key result of this paper; its proof proceeds in several steps. We begin
by noticing a certain flip symmetry of the function Gg(y1,...,ynm;2) that allows it to be written as a
partition function similar to (L52]), but having undergone reflection about its central horizontal line and
complementation of the states that live on horizontal lattice edges. This symmetry allows one to express
the left hand side of (L6.1) as a single partition function in the IK model; after permuting the rows of this
partition function by NM applications of the Yang—Baxter equation, we arrive at the right hand side of

6.1

1.7. Stable symmetric functions

In the general classification of Cauchy summation identities, Theorem [[L6.1] is said to be of skew type,
as the function Fiony(z1,...,zN; 2) resurfaces on its right hand side. Motivated by the quest for a Cauchy
identity with a manifestly factorized right hand side, we were led to introduce a third family of symmetric
rational functions in this work, which we denote Hg(z1,...,zy;2). For their partition function definition,
we refer the reader to Section of the text.

These functions have several important properties which we believe render them more canonical than
either of the families Fg(z1,...,zn;2) and Gs(y1, - - -, yam; 2). Their first property is that they are indexed by
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2-strings S € §(2) of arbitrary even weight |S| = 2K < 2N, and serve as generalizations of Fg(z1,...,2n; 2).
The latter are recovered when S is chosen to have maximal weight:

PROPOSITION 1.7.1 (Remark B53 in text). Let S € s(2) be a 2-string with |S| = 2N. The following
equality holds:

Hs(z1,...,2Nn;2) = Fs(x1,...,2N;2).

Not only are the functions Fs(x1,...,2N; 2) special cases of Hg(x1,...,2N; 2), the converse also turns
out to be true:

THEOREM 1.7.2 (Theorem B54l in text). Fix two integers 0 < K < N, and S € 5(2) such that |S| =
2K. Let uw U z denote the extended alphabet (uy,...,un_x) U (21, 22,23,...), and write 2N="K U § =
(2N=K . S1,85,83,...). The following reduction holds:

lim --- Iim {FQN,KUS(:El,...,:EN;uuz)}=Hs(561,---75€N;Z)-
w1 —00 UN_—K—>0

Their second key property is that they are stable with respect to their primary alphabet (x1,...,2x):
PROPOSITION 1.7.3 (Proposition B.57 in text). For any 2-string S € 5(2), we have
Hs(xl,...,l']v_l;z), |S|<2N—2,
(1.7.1) Hs(x1,...,eN—1,ZN = 00;2) =
0, otherwise,

where the size of the primary alphabet on the right hand side of (1)) is reduced to N — 1.

The property (L7.I) places the functions Hg on a similar footing to the stable spin Hall-Littlewood
functions defined in [BW21]. Like the latter objects, the functions Hg pair together in their own Cauchy
identity; this is their third key property:

THEOREM 1.7.4 (TheoremB.6.Tlin text). Fiz alphabets (x1,...,2N), (y1,-..,ym) and an infinite alphabet
z = (21, 22, 23, . . . ) which satisfy the constraints A1), (B42). We then have the summation identity

(1.7.2)
N

M 2 3
5 s Sty Y] O O~
(71)|S‘/2q4MN 151 CS(Q)HS('IM cee 7$N;Z)H5(y15 s YMsq 32 1) = ( yj)( yj),
Ses(2) 1o (L—way) (1 — quiy;)

where the sum is taken over all 2-strings and the coefficient cs(q) in the summand is given by (3.44).
Equation (C72]) achieves our aim of writing a Cauchy summation identity with a factorized right hand
side; its proof follows by taking a relatively routine limit of (L6.1)).
1.8. Symmetrization identity

Although the partition function (L5J]) provides an explicit construction of Fg(z1,...,2N;2), it is far
from being a closed formula. Motivated by the goal of finding a symmetrization identity for the functions
Fs(z1,...,2N;2), we were led to the following definition and theorem.

DEFINITION 1.8.1 (Definition 2774 in text). Fiz two integers n,N = 1 and let S € s(n) be an n-string.
An n-permutation matrix of size N and profile S is an N x o0 matriz with all row sums equal to n, and i-th
column sum equal to S; for all i € N. We let M, (N, S) denote the set of all such matrice%.

REMARK 1.8.2. Note that 9% (N, 1%) is just the standard N-dimensional representation of & y.

EXAMPLE 1.8.3. Let n =N =2 and S = (1,0,2,1), where we truncate S by deleting its infinite tail of
zeros. The set Ma(2,.5) consists of 4 matrices:

00 2 0 1 0 0 1 1 01 0 0 0 1 1
%(2,5)_{(1 00 1>’<0 0 2 0>’<0 0 1 1>’<1 0 1 o>}'
St is a potentially interesting problem to compute the cardinality of 9, (N, S), although we will not report on this in the
current text.



THEOREM 1.8.4 (Theorem B89 in text). Fix an integer N > 1 and let S € s(2) be any 2-string such
that |S| = 2N. We then have

N
(1.8.1) Fs(zy,...,an:2) = ). [T Actyom@izi2) [ [ Fou (s 2
oceMo(N,S) 1<i<j<N i=1

where o (i) denotes the i-th row of the 2-permutation matriz o, Fy;)(x:; z) is a single-row (N = 1) function
CEI), and Ay (z,y; 2) :8(2) x 5(2) — Q(z,y; 2) is an explicit rational function given by

W-Po)y—¢'s) U2 vl2| | Ul 1]1] | 1)) |
w—o)y—q) v J2[ " v] [« v] [ 2 v] | [1]1
, - Py—x) Ul 1] [t ul1] | |1
Buv(aiz) = G R A
(y—¢’z)?(x—qy) U| 1 1]
(y—2)2(y—qz) =V TR
(¢®z — y)(xy + ¢*xy — ¢Pyzr — ¢Poz) g j ! 7
a1 —q)(y — z)(y — qx)z ’ ;
ull 1|1
) =)y + Pay — Pyze — Paz)
Auvlnyiz) = A=)y P g
Ul 1 1
(¢®z — y)(zy + ¢*wy — ¢Pyzr — *xz) ” 17
(1-q@(y—=z)(y — qr)z ’ i
(zy + ®zy — Pyze — Prz)(y + oy — ¢Cyze — P azy) Ul 111
Bovisy2) = a(1 = a)*(y — qo)(x — qy) 2 S

where any case of Ayy(x,y; z) not listed above is determined by imposing the symmetry
(1.8.2) Avy(z,y;:2) = Avu(y, ; 2).

Here we have made use of the following shorthand, for any two rows U = (Uy,Us,...), V. = (V1,Va,...) of
o and a,be {1,2}:

U o , )
v a A indicates that a in U occurs before b in V,
U a o . .
AN indicates that a in U occurs after b in V,
Ul a o . e )
A indicates that a in U occurs at the same position as b in 'V,
Ul a
V b indicates that U, = a and Vy = b, with 1 <k < £.
k|l
REMARK 1.8.5. In view of the symmetry property (L.8.2]) of the bivariate factors appearing in (L81]), it
is easy to see that Fg(x1,...,xn; 2) is invariant under the pairwise swaps z; <> ;. Hence, (IL81]) manifestly

exhibits the symmetry of Fs(x1,...,2xxN;2) in its first alphabet.

Equation (L&1) may appear somewhat unusual compared with traditional symmetrization identities,
however it is quite easy to cast the corresponding result for the six-vertex model in a completely analogous
way:

10



THEOREM 1.8.6 (Theorem in text). Fiz an integer N = 1 and let S € s(1) be any I-string such
that |S| = N. There holds

(1.8.3) F&V(21,...,2n;2) = Z n Aa (0),00) (@i, x; n e l) (452

N
oceM;(N,S) I<i<js<N i=1

where o(i) denotes the i-th row of the 1-permutation matriz o, and where we have defined

Yy —qx Ul 1 . )

v—z v 7 (1 in U occurs before 1 in' V),
AUV(QU y) =

T —qy U 1 . )

2y’ A (1 in U occurs after 1 in V),

for any (U, V) € (1) x s(1) such that |U| = |V| = 1.

Equation (C&7]) is the second key result of this paper; it was also by far the most difficult to formulate
and prove. The main challenge in generalizing the six-vertex result (L83)) to the IK case is that it is not
a priori clear over what set of objects one should symmetrize, such that summands remain factorized. We
initially arrived at a similar formula to (L8] in the ZF model, by performing an appropriate fusion of the
six-vertex formula (L83). From there, aided by computer experiments, we were able to conjecture (L8]
in the IK setting. Even with an explicit conjecture in clear view, the proof of (L8] remained a formidable
challenge, since many of the techniques that expedite the proof of the six-vertex result (L83]) break down
at the level of the IK model. The main challenge that one faces is that standard Lagrange interpolation
techniques are more involved, since partition functions in the IK model (when viewed as polynomials in their
spectral parameters) have double the degree of their six-vertex counterparts; as such, one requires twice the
number of interpolating points.

Eventually we were able to find a set of Lagrange interpolation based properties for the functions
Fs(x1,...,xN; 2), that uniquely characterize them. In order to show that the formula (L)) satisfies these
properties, it was necessary to find a subtle algebraic reformulation of it in terms of a family of operators
called twisted columns, as we describe in the next subsection.

1.9. Twisted columns

Our key algebraic tool in the proof of Theorem [[.84]is the introduction of a family of three operators
To(2),T1(2),T2(2) € End(V4 ® - - ® Viy) which live in an N-fold tensor product of the three-dimensional
space V = C3. These operators depend implicitly on the full alphabet (z1,...,zx) and the parameter ¢, as
well as a single variable z; for notational compactness we shall only show dependence on the latter.

The simplest of these operators is T'o(2):

1 0 0
N 1—Z/$i 0
:® 1— 22/ eEnd(V1 ®-- - ® V).

(1 —2/xi)(1 — gz/x:)
(1= ¢*z/x:)(1 = ¢*z/x1) ] ;
The remaining operators I';(z) and I'y(z) are more complicated, but nevertheless fully explicit; see Section
B.8.2 of the text. Our main result concerning these operators is the following:

THEOREM 1.9.1 (Proposition B.8.2] and Theorem B.8.3in text). For any k € {0,1,2} and 1 <i,5 < N,
the operator T'y(2) is invariant under simultaneous permutation of the spaces V; @ V; in which it acts and the
variables (x;, x;) upon which it depends. Further, (T'o(z),T1(2),T2(2)) forms a subalgebra of the Yang—Baxter
algebra for the Izergin—Korepin model.

0 0

The above result states the operators I'g(z),T'1(z),2(z) satisfy the same exchange relations as the
column-to-column operators used to build the partition function (L5]), and are totally spatially symmetric
(unlike the original operators). It is therefore reasonable to expect that T'g(2), T'1(2), 2(2) constitute Drinfeld
twists of our starting column-to-column operators; this is a highly non-trivial result, since to the best of our

knowledge very little is known about factorizing twists in the U, (Ag)) setting.
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Using Theorem [[L9.1] combined with the verification of appropriate (Lagrange interpolation) properties,
we are finally able to show that

(1.9.1) Fs(1,...,on52) = {2V[Ts, (21)T's, (22)T sy (23) - [07),

where [0V) € Vi ® -+ @ Vv and 27| € V* ® --- ® V¥ denote highest (and lowest) weight vectors in the
space in which the operators act (and its dual). This allows us to complete the proof of Theorem [[L84] since
the right hand side of (L8] may be readily expanded to yield the right hand side of (L81]).

1.10. Future directions

The work performed in this paper suggests a number of potential continuations; we elaborate briefly on
some of these below.

e Orthogonality. One of the most important properties of the rational symmetric functions constructed in
[Bor17] is their orthogonality with respect to a certain integral inner product; this result may in fact be
traced back to the even earlier work [BCPS15al, [ BCPS15b|. The orthogonality relations of the functions,
together with their Cauchy identity, allow for the construction of a generalized Fourier theory (complete with
a forwards and backwards transform that compose as the identity). Notably, the proof of this orthogonality
property seems to depart entirely from Yang-Baxter calculus, and rather proceeds by direct formulas that
lay bare the pole structure of the participating functions.

It would be rewarding to extend as much of this framework as possible to the symmetric functions
introduced in our text. Such an endeavour is likely to be extremely challenging, and would require a detailed
understanding of the pole structure in the symmetrization identity (L81]) for Fs(z1,...,zN; 2).

e Fusion. Arguably the most important potential follow-up to this work would be to perform fusion of the
symmetric functions in question. This is a subject that is very well-developed in context of the U, (Aﬁ,l))
series; explicit formulas for the fused R-matrices acting in symmetric tensor representations were obtained
in [Man14l, BM16|, and the procedure of stochastic fusion was developed in the works [CP16l, [Borl?7,
BW22]. This combinatorial understanding of fusion, together with explicit formulas for the weights of
the fused models, allows one to readily extend results from the six-vertex model to its higher-dimensional
representations. In fact, the rational symmetric functions introduced in [Borl7| were a priori fused in one
direction (vertical lines corresponded to s[(2) Verma modules).

Aside from leading to a richer class of multivariate rational functions, fusion may potentially allow one
to access symmetric polynomials as certain special limits. For example, as is well-known from the work of
[Borl7], in the limit where the weight of the underlying symmetric tensor representation tends to infinity,
one recovers the classical Hall-Littlewood polynomials of type An. It would be interesting to investigate the

same limit in the context of the U, (A§2)) model.

e Higher-rank analogues. The IK model is just the first model in the L{q(Agi)) series. The R-matrices of this
family all have a common structure; see [Jim&86].

It would be natural to use these higher-rank analogues of the IK model to define multivariate rational
functions from ensembles of coloured lattice paths, similarly to what was done in [BW22] in the context
of U, (Ag)) models. It is expected that the resulting functions would be nonsymmetric, similarly to how
the partition functions defined in [BW22] gave a nonsymmetric decomposition of the original six-vertex
functions introduced in [Borl7]. Investigations along these lines would also potentially shed light on the
orthogonality direction mentioned above.

1.11. About the layout of this paper

Our text is divided into two main chapters. Chapter 2] reviews the construction of rational symmetric
functions via partition functions in the six-vertex model, while Chapter [ contains our new results on the
Izergin—Korepin nineteen-vertex model.

Most of the material in Chapter 2] has appeared in previous works. The definition of the rational
symmetric functions FSV and GV in Section 23] is inherited from the spin Hall-Littlewood functions of
[Borl7] and [BP16|: in particular, one takes a simple limit of the higher-spin vertex model in the latter
papers which maps it to the stochastic six-vertex model. The Cauchy identity listed in Section[24]is, in turn,
a special case of the skew Cauchy identities of [Bor17] and [BP16]. The stable symmetric functions HSY

12



and their Cauchy identity, given in Sections Z.BH2.0] are closely inspired by the stable spin Hall-Littlewood
functions of [BW21] Section 5.3]. Finally the symmetrization formula for F$V in Section 27 is deduced
as a special case of the corresponding symmetrization identity in [Borl7] and [BP16], although our proof
(based on exchange relations and Lagrange interpolation) appears to be new.

Even though Chapter 2] contains no substantive new material, we have chosen to present it as a warm-up
to Chapter [ for several reasons. The first reason is that it sets many of our notations: almost every quantity
introduced in Chapter 2] has a direct analogue in Chapter Bl and we employ common notations for these.
The second reason is historical: in our investigations of the Izergin—-Korepin model, the passage to many of
our results was not straightforward. In several cases, it was necessary to proceed by first understanding the
corresponding calculation in the six-vertex model, and we have tried to reflect this lineage in the text itself.
The final reason is for the convenience of the reader: more experienced readers may prefer to read Chapters
and [3]in parallel, as this will immediately illustrate what aspects of the constructions are different or more
complicated within the Izergin—Korepin model. Less experienced readers may prefer to read the two parts
independently: both Chapters[2] and [3] are entirely self-contained, and function as standalone texts in their
own right.
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CHAPTER 2

Six-vertex model

In this chapter we study the stochastic six-vertex model in the quadrant, and review how it gives rise
to a pair of rational symmetric functions Fg(z1,...,zy;2) and Gg(y1,--.,yar; 2) with a host of important
algebraic properties.

Section [Z.1] gives the definition of the stochastic six-vertex model and its intrinsic properties; we shall
follow the same conventions as in [BW22|. In Section 2.2 we use the model to define row-to-row operators,
and derive some of their properties. Sections contain the algebraic construction of the functions

Fs(z1,...,2n;2) and Gg(y1,...,ynm; 2), their stable analogues Hg(x1,...,2N;2), as well as the Cauchy
identities that they satisfy.
Finally, in Section 2.7 we state and prove a symmetrization identity for Fg(z1,...,zn; 2). Although this

result is not new, it is worthwhile for the reader to study this proof in some detail, as the method adopted
there is ultimately employed to prove the corresponding symmetrization identity in the more complicated
Izergin—Korepin model.

As we have mentioned, almost all of the results in this chapter are known (or may be deduced) from
previous works, and we refer the reader to [Borl7, BP15l, [BP16, BW21]| for much of the original theory.

2.1. Definition of stochastic six-vertex model and basic relations

We begin by writing down the R-matrix and explain how it gives rise to a vertex model, in Section 2.T.1]
Section contains the unitarity and Yang-Baxter relations of the model, and Section Z1.3] introduces
dotted analogues of the vertex weights; the latter differ from the usual vertex weights up to an overall
normalization factor.

2.1.1. R-matrix and vertices.

DEFINITION 2.1.1. The R-matriz for the stochastic siz-vertex model is a 4 x 4 matriz given by

(2.1.1) Ru(y/z) = D Wyulijik OB @ E"
i,j,k,ée{o,l}

where E3* and Eé’k are 2 x 2 elementary matrices acting on the two-dimensional spaces V, =~ C? and
Vi, = C?, respectively. The matriz entries satisfy the conservation property

(2.1.2) Wy /ai, js k, £) = 0, if t+j=k+¢,

which leaves siz possible non-vanishing choices of (i,j; k,£). Writing the matriz (ZI11)) explicitly, one then
finds that

W,/(0,0;0,0) 0 0 0

- 0 Wy /0 (1,0;1,0) W, (1,0;0,1) 0

(213) Rab(y/x) - 0 Wy/z(0717170) Wy/m 0717071) 0
0 Wy/m(lulvlvl) ab

where the subscript []ap is used to indicate the action of Rap(y/x) in End(V, ® Vj).
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0
0 0
0
1
1 0
0 0 0 1
1 1
q(z—y) (1-g)z
T—qy T—qy
1 0
1 0 1 1
0 0
(1-q9)y r—y
r—qy r—qy
1
1 1
1
1

FIGURE 1. The weights of the stochastic six-vertex model.

The non-zero matriz entries of [2L13)) are identified with vertices as follows:

k

(2.1.4) Wy /a(iy ik, ) = & — j ¢ for i,jk,0e{0,1},
i
T
y

and we tabulate the siz possibilities in Figure [l

PROPOSITION 2.1.2 (Sum-to-unity property). For any fized i,j € {0,1}, we have

1 1
k=0¢=0

PROOF. By direct verification on the vertex weights of Figure[l} the rows of that figure correspond with

the rows of the matrix (Z.1.3).

REMARK 2.1.3. The sum-to-unity property ([Z.1.0]) is necessary for the probabilistic interpretation of the
R-matrix (2.1.3). Indeed, by making suitable choices for the parameters z,y, ¢, such as 0 < y < < 1 and
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0 < ¢ < 1, one finds that all entries of the matrix (ZI.3]) are positive; it is thus a stochastic matrix. The
stochastic property of the R-matrix (2.1.3]) has been used to construct Markov processes in the quadrant in
numerous prior works [GS92, BCG16, BP16, BW22].

2.1.2. Unitarity and Yang—Baxter relations.

PROPOSITION 2.1.4. Let Ryp(x) denote the R-matriz defined in equation (Z13]), whose components are
given by @ZI4) and Figurell The R-matriz satisfies the unitarity and Yang—Baater relations:
(2.1.6) Rap(y/2) Rpa(x/y) = id,
(2.1.7) Rav(y/x) Rac(2/2) Roc(2/y) = Rupe(2/y)Rac(z/x) Ran(y/z),
where the labels a,b, ¢ indicate the spaces upon which the R-matriz acts; here [2.1.0) holds as an identity in

End(V, ® V), and (ZI) as an identity in End(V, ® V, ® V2.).
Equations 18) and ZI1) have the following pictorial representations:

J1
ko
72
(2.1.8) >, ra k1 =15 -, Liy—js
kl,kge{o,l}
2
Yy
Js s
. ke . ke
T —> 1 J2 T =iy 1 ja
2.19) )3 (DY i
o Y —> o g Y =iy J1
k1,k2,ks€{0,1} ky k1,k2,kse{0,1} ks
i3 3
) T
z

where in both equations the indices i1, 12,13, j1, j2,j3 are assigned fized values in {0,1}.
PrOOF. Equations (ZI1.6) and ([ZI.7) can be verified by direct calculation. O

2.1.3. Dotted vertices. For technical reasons, in the sequel we will also require a normalized version
of the weights W, (i, j; k, £); namely,

. .. Wu/m(luﬁkjuf) r —qy ..
(2.1.10) (8 33k, 0) = W,n0.50,0) ~ \z—y Wy /o(i, 35k, ).

To distinguish these weights from the regular ones, we shall place a dot in the center of each vertex; see
Figure

PROPOSITION 2.1.5. The vertices of Figure[2 can be related to those of Figure [l under x — x~=1 and

y — gy~ via the following symmetry:
(2.1.11) Wy, (6,5 k,0) = (—1)F g W,y g (K, 554, €%)  for all .5k, €€ {0,1},
where j* =1— 7 and £* =1 —{. Pictorially, the vertices are related in the following way:
k i
T —>j . 14 = z1— o x (—1)i_kqj..

@ — .
—
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0
0 ° 0
0
z—qy
z—y
1 0
0 ] 0 0 ° 1
1 1
1_
q (1—q)x
z—y
1 0
1 ° 0 1 ° 1
0 0
(1-q)y 1
T—y
1
1 ° 1
1
z—qy
z—y

FIGURE 2. The weights of the stochastic six-vertex model after applying the normalization (ZI.10).

PrOOF. By direct computation. 0

2.2. Row operators and the Yang—Baxter algebra

This section contains the fundamental algebraic tools that underpin most of the calculations in this
chapter. In Section ZZ.1] we introduce row-operators in finite size, and list some of their commutation
relations. In Section we study the limit of these operators when the length of the row tends to infinity,
and examine what happens to the associated commutation relations.

2.2.1. Row operators and commutation relations. We begin by introducing the vector space V(%)
which is obtained by taking an L-fold tensor product of local spaces V; =~ C2:

(2.2.1) VO =V @Vh®---® VL.
In the partition functions that we subsequently consider, each vector space V; will correspond to a vertical

lattice line; as such, the natural operators for acting on V(&) are obtained by considering rows of vertices
of length L within the model (ZI1.4). In particular, for all a,b € {0,1}, we define the finite row operator
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Tab(z; 2) € End(VE) as follows:
(2.2.2)

i1 (2T e g

T —>

L L
Tas(@:2) : X lik)y — D ‘ "1 s »
k=1 k=1

(415--5L)€{0,1}F

a2 oL

Z1 Z2 e Z],
where (i1, ...,i5) € {0,1}" selects a fixed, arbitrary vector in V(%) The row operators 7, ;(z; 2) depend on
both the horizontal spectral parameter 2 and the vertical ones, z = (21, 22,...,21). However, in practice,

the dependence on z will have little interest for us, and we usually suppress it from our notations by writing
Tab(;2) = Tap(T).

We shall also require a dotted version of the row operators (2.2.2]), denoted Ta »(2; z). These are obtained
by simply replacing each vertex in ([2:2:2) by its dotted counterpart ZI.10):
(2.2.3)

i (2T e g

xr — L] L] L L] L

L L
Top(@2) - ) lin)y — 3 “ "1 ks -
k=1 k=1

(J15--dL)e{0, 1}

J1 Jo e L
T 1 T
21 22 2L

REMARK 2.2.1. The operators (Z2.2]) correspond with the four entries of the monodromy matriz of the
six-vertex model, and satisfy a collection of 2% bilinear relations known as the Yang-Bazxter algebra. Only
a few of these relations will be important for our purposes: namely, the ones that allow us to prove the
symmetry of our families of multivariate functions, and their Cauchy identities. These will be discussed
below.

PROPOSITION 2.2.2. For any two integers a,b € {0, 1}, the operators Top(x) and Top(y) commute:
(2.2.4) [Tab(2), Tap(y)] = 0.

PRrOOF. This follows from a standard Yang—Baxter argument. One begins by considering arbitrary
matrix elements of the product T »(x)Tab(y):

)

L L
. . y—> a b
&) Grly, Tap (@) Tan (y) &) linyy, =
k=1 k=1 z—> a b
J1 R )7
In view of the fact that both of the external left edges take the value a € {0, 1}, one may insert an R-matrix
vertex at the left of this picture, without altering the value of the partition function:

i s L

L . L . r—> a * b
(2.2.5) &) Glg Tan (@) Tap (y) Q) lin)y, =
k=1 k=1 Yy —> a * b
i T
Indeed, this step is justified by the fact that both of the edges marked * are forced to assume the value a (by
conservation of paths), and the fact that W, (a,a;a,a) = 1 for a € {0,1}; cf. the top and bottom rows of
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Figure [l From here, we use the Yang-Baxter equation (Z.I.9) repeatedly to transfer the inserted R-matrix
all the way to the right edges of the lattice:

L L
. . T a *
® Gl Ta @) Ta () @ ik = '
k=1 k=1

y—>a * b

i R
One concludes by deleting the R-matrix from the right of the picture; the justification for doing so is again
the fact that the edges marked # are frozen to the values b, and the trivial weight W, ,(b,b;b,b) = 1 for
b e {0,1}. The net result of this calculation is the switching of horizontal lattice lines; we conclude that

L L L L
&) Uikl Tan (@) Tap (W) &) liryy, = &) Gkli Tas @) Tab(®) &) lir)y,
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1

for all (i1,...,ir), (j1,--.,41) € {0,1}L, which is precisely (Z.2.4). O
PROPOSITION 2.2.3. The following commutation relation holds:
(226) 7-1,1(1:)7-1,0(y) = Wy/:ﬂ(ov 17 07 1)7-1,0(y)7-1,1($) + Wy/;ﬂ(lu 07 07 1)7-1,1(y)7-1,0($)

PROOF. The proof of ([2.2.6) follows by similar reasoning to that of Proposition 222l One again begins
by considering the matrix elements of the product 71,1(2)71,0(y), represented as a two-row partition function,
and inserting an R-matrix vertex at the left of the lattice (using the fact that W, ,(1,1;1,1) = 1), similarly
to (ZZ3). This time, after repeated application of the Yang—Baxter equation, the R-matrix vertex emerges
from the right of the picture but it cannot simply be removed modulo freezing. Rather, one must sum over
the possible values of the edges which connect this vertex to the lattice, resulting in the equation

i i i ir
i iL

=1 0 =1 0
r—1 0 N

(2.2.7) = y1 1 Y1 1
y— 1 1 0

| ) J e L J e L
M JL

which is valid for all (iy,...,iz), (j1,-...,jz) € {0,1}*. Matching the vertices which appear in this identity
with their symbolic form ZI4), we read off ([22:0). O

2.2.2. Row operators in the infinite-volume limit. Before discussing the lift of our operators to
rows of infinite length, we require a further definition.

DEFINITION 2.2.4. An n-string is an infinite vector S = (S1,52,55,...) with 0 < S; < n for all i € N,
and obeying the finiteness property 3 M € N such that S; = 0 for all © > M. Whenever S; = 0 for all
i > M, we make the identification (Si,S2,S3,...) = (S1,...,Sm). We write |S| = },,, S; for the sum of
components of any n-string and refer to this quantity as its weight. Let s(n) denote the set of all n-strings.

The functions studied in this chapter will be indexed by 1-strings (the n = 1 case of Definition [Z2.7]).

We begin by defining a suitable completion of the vector space V()| obtained by taking L — o[l To that
end, we define
(2.2.8) V= P C|s),

Ses(1)
with the set s(1) of 1-strings given by Definition 2224l We shall refer to V as the infinite-volume limit of
the space V(1.

Some care is needed to extend the action of the finite row-operators (2.2.2) and (Z2.3]) to the infinite
volume; indeed, one may encounter convergence issues that are not present in finite size. We shall not
attempt to address this issue for all of the possible choices of row-operators, but only for the subset of them
that is needed in this work. This is done in the following proposition:

1Equivalently, we shall work with partition functions with infinitely many vertical lines in the rightward direction.
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PROPOSITION 2.2.5 ([BP16] Sections 4.2 and 4.3). The objects
A(z) = lim Too(z), C(z) :== lim Ty 0(x), D*(z) := lim T (x),
L—w L—w L—oow 7
are well-defined as operators in End(V).

PRrROOF. The matrix elements of A(x) and C(z) are represented by one-row partition functions of the
form

i ig o+ N 0 0
r—>a 0 0 0 0
J Jje -0 N 0 0
T 1 T 1
21 z2 ZN ZN+1

where a € {0,1}. By virtue of the fact that 3 N : iy = jp = 0 for all k > N, it is clear that all vertices in
this diagram past the N-th column must take the form W, /,(0,0;0,0) = 1. As such, viewed as operators
in End(V), the matrix entries of A(x) and C(z) consist only of finite products of rational functions.

A similar argument works for the matrix elements of D*(x), which are represented by one-row partition
functions using dotted vertices:

11 12 iN 0 0

xr—1 L] o ] e | o | e ] e 1
Ji Je 0 N 0 0
21 22 ZN  ZN+1

This time, 3 N such that all vertices past the N-th column must take the form Wz'k/x (0,1;0,1) = 1, and we

once again conclude that entries of D*(z) are meaningful. 0
PROPOSITION 2.2.6. Operators A(x), C(z), D*(x) satisfy the following commutation relations in End(V):
(2.2.9) [A(x), A(y)] = [C(x),C(y)] = [D*(x), D* (y)] = 0.

PROOF. The relations (Z2Z9) are a direct transcription of the (a,b) = (0,0), (a,b) = (1,0) cases of
[224), as well as a normalized version of the (a,b) = (1,1) case. All of these relations survive the transition
to infinite volume, in view of Proposition 2.2.5] O

ProPoOsITION 2.2.7 ([BP16] Equation (4.12)). Fiz q,x,y, zx € C such that for all k € Z~¢, the following
condition holds:

0 0
(2.2.10) TR0V B I i A R
0 0 Xr — Zk Y — qzg
) )
Zk Zk

for some constant € € R which s independent of k. One then has the following commutation relation in
End(V):
L] T — y L ]
2.2.11 Dnyz( )CyD x).
( ) (@)Cly) = —— ” (y)D* ()
PROOF. Since it will be important in what follows, we note here the version of ([22.0) obtained by

dividing through by HiL:1 W.,/(0,1;0,1). This converts all row operators carrying spectral parameter x
into their dotted counterparts:

(2.2.12) T (@) Tio(y) = Wy (0,150, )T1o() T (#) + Wy (1,050, )TLa(y) T (@)
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We argue that in the limit L — oo, only the left hand side and the first term on the right hand side of (222.12))
have non-vanishing matrix elements when evaluated on V: in fact, it is clear that these terms do indeed
produce (ZZTT) under the limit in question. Our attention then shifts to showing that matrix elements of
the second term on the right hand side vanish as L — 0.

Examining the matrix elements of 71 1(y)7;°(z) as L — o0, one finds that they are given by partition
functions of the form

i1 iy -+ IN-1 IN 0
r—>1 ) o 3 . 3 . . 0
y—>1 1
JioJ2 - -1 N0
TT 11
z1 ) e+ ZN-1 2N

where as previously, 3 N : i, = jr = 0 for all kK > N. It is then not difficult to show that all columns beyond
the N-th one will produce pairs of vertices of the form (ZZI0). Since we assume that the absolute values
of these quantities are uniformly bounded below 1, and they occur infinitely often, one finds that the above
partition function vanishes. g

2.3. Rational symmetric functions from the six-vertex model

The goal of this section is to introduce families of multivariate rational functions, derived as partition
functions in the stochastic six-vertex model. Section 2.3T] contains the definition of the multivariate rational
function Fs and Section introduces its partner, the multivariate rational function Gg. Finally, in
Section 2.3.3, we prove that both functions are symmetric in their primary alphabet.

2.3.1. Multivariate rational function Fjg.

DEFINITION 2.3.1. Fiz N € Z~¢ and let S € 5(1) be a 1-string such that |S| = N. Fiz also two alphabets
(1,...,2N), 2 = (21,22,...). We define the multivariate rational function

(231) FS(Ila' "7$N;z) = <®|C(I1,Z) o C('INaz) |S>a
where the row operators C(x; z) are given by Proposition [2.2.8, while

|S>=§5|Sk>k and <@|=§_<5<0|k

denote states in' 'V and its dual V*. We refer to (x1,...,2n) and (21, 22,...) as the primary and secondary
alphabets of Fs.

Translating (Z3.1]) into its partition function form, one has that

S1 Sy S3
TN — 1 0
1 0
(2.3.2) Fs(x1,...,xN;2) = 1 0
T — 1 0
0 0 O
T
Z1 z9 Z3

where all bottom incoming and right outgoing edges are assigned the state 0. Every left incoming edge is
assigned the state 1, while top outgoing edges correspond with the entries of S.
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REMARK 2.3.2. The multivariate functions (2.3.2)) are a special case of functions previously studied in
[Bor17, [BP16|. The functions studied in those earlier works are more general in two ways: (a) They depend
on an extra complex parameter s, in addition to the variables (z1,...,zn) and ¢; (b) The underlying vertex
model in [Borl?, [BP16]| is a higher-spin version of the six-vertex model, and this permits the indices on
vertical lattice edges (including all S;, i > 1 at the top of the lattice) to take arbitrary non-negative integer
values. One recovers the functions ([2:3.2) from those of [Borl?, BP16] by restricting each S;, i > 1 to lie
in {0,1}, and setting s = ¢~ /2.

From an alternative perspective, the functions (2:3.2)) may be considered as pre-fused analogues of their
higher-spin counterparts in [Bor17, BP16]: namely, one recovers the latter objects by applying the fusion
procedure to the former. For more information on this matter, we refer the reader to [BW22] Section 3.6].

2.3.2. Multivariate rational function Gg.

DEFINITION 2.3.3. Fiz N € Z~o and let S € s(1) be a 1-string such that |S| = N. Fiz a further integer
M € Z~o and two alphabets (y1,...,ym), z = (21, 22,...). We define the multivariate rational function
(2.3.3) Gs(yrs-- -y 2) = (Y, 8| A(yrs 2) - Alya; 2) [ S),
where the row operators A(y;; z) are given by Proposition [2.2.3, while

1Sy = é 1Skye  and (1N, 2| = (,§<1|’“> ® (k_§+1<0|k)

denote states in' 'V and its dual V*. We refer to (y1,...,ynm) and (21, 22,...) as the primary and secondary
alphabets of Gg.

Translating (Z3.3]) into its partition function form, one has that

S1 .. ... SN Sng1---
Ym — 0 0
0 0
(2.3.4) Gs(yi,--- ym:iz) = 0 0
0 0
Y — 0 0
1 ... ... 1 0
T T
Z1 vt ccc ZN ZN41-c-

In this picture, all left incoming and right outgoing edges are assigned the state 0. The first N incoming
bottom edges are assigned the state 1; the remaining ones are all set to 0. As in the case of the functions
2332), the top outgoing edges correspond with the entries of S. We emphasize that in this definition, the
number of horizontal rows, M, is independent of N.

REMARK 2.3.4. By applying the fusion procedure to the multivariate functions (Z3.4]), one is able to
construct higher-spin analogues in which a total of N paths enter the lattice via its first column, with no
other paths entering via the remaining columns. The functions that arise from such a procedure were also
studied in the previous works [Borl7, [ BP16].

2.3.3. Symmetry in primary alphabet.

THEOREM 2.3.5. The rational functions Fs(x1,...,2n;2) and Gs(y1,...,yum; 2), defined in 23] and
@33), are symmetric in their primary alphabets.

PROOF. The symmetry of Fs(z1,...,2n;2) in (21,...,2y5) follows from the commutation relation
[C(xi;2),C(z5;2)] = 0 for i = j; see equation (Z.29)). In a similar vein, the symmetry of Gs(y1,...,Ym; 2)
in (y1,...,ynm) follows from the commutation relation [A(y;; 2), A(y;; 2)] = 0; see again ([2.2.9). O

22



REMARK 2.3.6. For generic S € s(1), neither Fg(x1,...,2n;2), Gs(y1,...,ym; z) have any symmetry
properties in their secondary alphabet z = (21, 22,...). Rather, the secondary alphabet in these functions
plays an analogous role to the secondary alphabet of simpler symmetric functions, such as factorial Schur
and double Grothendieck polynomials.

2.4. Cauchy identities in the six-vertex model

In Section 2.4.1] we state a Cauchy summation identity for the rational functions Fg and G defined in
@31) and 233). The proof of this identity is split over the subsequent sections. Section introduces
a further rational function G'%, which is related to the original G¢ via the symmetry (2:4.7). Making use of
this alternative formulation of Gg, one is able to cast the Cauchy identity in algebraic form, and compute it
using commutation relations among row operators; this is done in Section All of these ideas originally
appeared in [Borl7, [BP16], in the setting of the higher-spin six-vertex model.

2.4.1. Cauchy identity.

THEOREM 2.4.1. Let N, M € Z~ be fized positive integers. Fix parameters q,x;,y;, z1 € C such that for
allie{l,...,N}, je{l,..., M} and k € Z~y, the following conditions hold:

0 0

(1 —qujzr) (x5 — 21)
2.4.1 -1 Sy = ' <e<l
( ) Yy — 0 @ 0 -Ti—r1 ! (1 —wyjze) (i —qz=) ‘ 7

0 0
sz T

2k

for some constant € € R which is independent of i, j, k. For such a choice of parameters, the rational functions
@30 and @33) satisfy the summation identity

(2.4.2)
N M 1 — qziy;
Z CS(Q)FS(CCL cee ,ZUN§Z)GS(3J1= e 7yM;q_1z_1) = qN(N+1)/2F(lN)(:I:17 cee 7‘TN;Z) H 1_[ 17”7
T *Iiyj
Ses(1) i=1j=1
where the sum is taken over all 1-strings S such that |S| = N. Here z = (z1,22,...) as usual, while
g lz7l = (qilzl_l, qilzz_l, ...). Fan~y appearing on the right hand side corresponds to the function (Z3.1])

for S = (1V,0,0,...), and the constant cs(q) is given by

(2.4.3) cs(q) = H g~ sk,
k=1

The proof of Theorem 2.4.1] is deferred to Section

REMARK 2.4.2. The quantity Fiy~)(z1,...,2n;2), which depends only on the variables (z1,...,2x)
and (z1,...,2n), is known as the domain-wall partition function [Kor82]. It admits an explicit N x N
determinant formula [Ize87]:

12 (2 — ) (1 —q)z
(2.4.4) Fany(z1,..., 2N 2) = I le [ J ]
) [Lcicjen (@i —25)(25 — 2:) 1<ig<N | (2 — zj) (2 — q25)

For the details of how the formula (2.4.4) is proved, we refer the reader to Section 2741

2.4.2. Flip symmetry of Gg.
DEFINITION 2.4.3. Fiz N € Z~o and let S € (1) be a 1-string such that |S| = N. Fiz a further integer

M € Z~o and two alphabets (y1,...,ynm), 2 = (21,22,...). We define the multivariate rational function
(2.4.5) Gy, yn; 2) = (S| D (yars 2) - D (yr32) 1V, @),
where the row operators D*(y;; z) are given by Proposition [2.2.8, while
N 0 [e¢]
10 = (@ )o( @ 1) aa 1= @il
k=1 k=N+1 k=1

denote states in'V and its dual V*.
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Translating (Z4.3]) into its partition function form, it is given by

|, | 0
y1 — 1 ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° 1
1 ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) 1
(2.4.6) Gy(y1, ..., ym; z) = 1 e o o o o o o o o 1
1 ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° 1
Ym — 1 ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ) 1
Sl SN SN+1...
1 [
2’1 e .. ZN ZN+1...

where the quantity (Z4.0) is well-defined, despite the change in normalization of the underlying vertex
weights. Indeed, one sees that the vertices in all columns sufficiently far to the right are frozen with weight
we , (0,1;0,1) = 1.

25 /i
PROPOSITION 2.4.4. Fiz an integer M € Z~q and a 1-string S € s(1) such that |S| = N. The rational
functions 233) and (Z4AH) are related under the following symmetry:

(24.7) g VNV (q)Gs(yr, -y 2T = Gy ung 2),s
where the constant cs(q) is defined in (2.43)).

PrOOF. The proof is by repeated application of the local symmetry relation (ZII1)). To make the
procedure more transparent, we begin by stating a version of (ZITII]) that may be applied to towers of
vertices. In particular, one notes that

k 7

yl— e 4 Yn—s ji o,

e M . : B M (s 1)ee g+ i(—1)i
( k. ) Hq : [ ] : _Hq q(m+1)k(71)k

Yy —Jime lu Y1 —s 4t o

i

where m is an arbitrary integer. Equation ([2.4.8) is a straightforward consequence of (2.I.11]), combined
with conservation of paths through vertices, and appropriate telescopic cancellations of factors assigned to
vertical edges.

The proof concludes by taking the lattice definition (2.4.6]) of G and applying the relation ([2.4.8)) column
by column (with m initially equal to 0, and rising in value by 1 after each application of the relation). In
particular, one finds that the procedure stabilizes: all indices 4, k, £ on the right hand side of [248) are
ultimately 0, as one traverses sufficiently far to the right through the lattice. Keeping track of all factors
acquired through this process, we read off the relation

1 [e¢]

q—lz—l

Gyt s 2) = AR [T Gsyr, - yasa 27,
k=1

24



which is precisely (24.71). O
2.4.3. Proof of the Cauchy identity. We now return to the proof of Theorem ZZ4.1]

PROOF. In view of the symmetry property ([2.4.7), to demonstrate the Cauchy identity stated in ([2.4.2)
we need to show that

M
. _ _ 1 —qxy;
(2.4.9) Z Fs(xl,...,xN;z)GS(yl1,...,yM1;z)=F(1N)(x1,...,xN;z)HH177m_J.
Ses(1) i=1j=1 iYj

Define an expectation value
(2410) gN,M = <@| C(l‘l) .. C(J,'N)D.(y;/}) .. D.(yfl) |1N, @>.

Inserting the identity operator > ¢ () |5) (S| between the operators C(zn)D* (yy7) on the right hand side
of equation (ZZI0), we obtain

Enar = ), (@1C(@1)...Clan) IS D () ... D* (s ) 1Y, )
Ses(1)

Z Fs(xlu e 7xN;Z)G:S’(y1717 cee 7y]T/[1;z)7
Ses(1)
where the final line follows from the algebraic definitions (Z3.1]) and (Z4.35]). This matches the left hand side

of (Z4.3).
On the other hand, commuting all C(x;) and D* (yj_l) operators using the relation 22211 (noting that

both the relation and convergence constraint ([Z.2.10) should be rewritten with y — z;, © — yj_l), we find
that

En = ]_[ ]_[ : _‘flyﬂ @D (yit) D (yr C(ar) .. .Clan) 1V, @)

N M N M
1 —qziy; N 1 —qziy;
& = — = (g|C ..C 1Y, @) = ———F, .. ;
N,M EE 1_xzy_] < | (Il) (IN)’ ) > EH 1_:[:7,y] (1N)(Ila aIN7z)7
which is precisely the right hand side of [2.4.9). O

2.5. Stable symmetric functions

It is desirable that a basis of the ring of symmetric functions exhibits stability. This property describes
the invariance of the functions in question when a number of variables within their alphabet are specialized
appropriately. For instance, given a Schur polynomial sy(z1,...,zy) indexed by an arbitrary partition A,
setting zy = 0 yields the Schur polynomial s)(z1,...,zy—_1) in an alphabet of one size smaller than originally.
Such a stability property allows one to extend the definition of symmetric polynomials to alphabets with
infinitely many variables [Mac95| Chapter IJ.

Our goal in this section is to generalize the definition (232) of the rational symmetric functions Fs in
a way that renders them stable; this generalization results in yet another family of functions denoted Hg.
These functions are defined in Section 2.5l and a direct limiting procedure that constructs them is outlined
in Section Their basic properties, namely their symmetry and stability, are proved in Section 2.5.4]

2.5.1. Multivariate rational function Hg.

DEFINITION 2.5.1. Fix an integer N € Z~q and a vector I = (I, ...
inversion number inv(I) as follows:

(2.5.1) inv(l) = Y. L(1-1I).

1<i<j<N

,In) € {0,1}N. We define the

This coincides with the usual notion of inversions, since inv(I) is clearly equal to the cardinality of the set
{a<b:1, > I}.
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DEFINITION 2.5.2. Fiz two integers K € Zso, N € Zxo such that 0 < K < N and let S € s(1) be a
1-string such that |S| = K. We introduce the rational function Hg as follows:

(2.5.2) Hg(x1,...,2N;2) = Z q_inv(I)FSI(xl,...,a:N;z),
L|I|=K

with the sum taken over all vectors I € {0,1}" such that |I| = K, and where

Sy Sy Sy oo .-
oy — Iy 0
(2.5.3) Fl(z1,...,an;2) =
oy 1'2 0
- I 0
0 0 0 - -
P

which is interpreted as a partition function in the same vein as ([2332)).

REMARK 2.5.3. The functions (Z5.2]) generalize the family Fs. Indeed, taking K = N trivializes the
summation on the right hand side, and one is forced to have (Iy,...,Ix) = (1V). Since inv(I) = 0 when
N
I=(1"), and Fgl )(xl, ..,xn;z) = Fg(x1,...,2N; %), one finds that Hg = Fg when K = N.
At the other extreme, when K = 0, no particles may enter the lattice (2.5.3]) and it freezes into a product
of vertices W, /. (0,0;0,0) = 1. We therefore have Hg,...)(z1,...,2n;2) = 1 for any N > 1.

2.5.2. Limiting procedure to obtain Hg.

THEOREM 2.5.4. Fix two integers K € Zso, N € Z~o such that 0 < K < N, and let S € s(1) be a
1-string such that |S| = K. Fiz three alphabets (z1,...,2n), w = (u1,...,un—xk) and z = (21, 22,...) of
arbitrary parameters. The following relation then holds:

F(lexﬁs)(:zrl,...,xN;u v Z)

)

2.5.4 H ;z) = 1i
( ) S(‘rlu ,JIN,Z) ul_r)%o F(leK)(*;u)

where we write u — 00 as shorthand for the limits u; — o0, 1 < i < N — K. The notation (x;u) indicates
that the primary alphabet of Fy~n-xy may be chosen arbitrarily.

PRrROOF. Our first observation is that all of the vertex weights in Figure [l have a well-defined y — o0
limit. Moreover, due to the fact that the weights (2I.4) depend on the spectral parameters z,y only via
their ratio, it is clear that all weights become independent of z after taking y — c0. We shall reflect this fact
by suppressing the value of horizontal spectral parameters in most of the partition functions that follow.
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Now consider the lattice model interpretation of Fyn-x g)(z1,...,7n;u U 2); see equation (Z3.2).
Sending u — o0, we obtain the following:

(2.5.5)
1 1 S1 Sz
|
|
TN — 1 Iny In 0
|
|
|
|
|
|
lim Fnv-x g)(z1,...,o80 0 2) = Z ) o
u—00 . : : :
LI|=K : }
T2 —— 1 L Iy 0
|
|
Ty —1 Ly L 0
|
|

i

8 —o
—
—

where the red dashed line is used to separate out the first N — K vertical lines of the lattice. In view of
the comment above, we note that in these first N — K columns, one may assign arbitrary values to the
horizontal spectral parameters. To the right of the red dashed line we recognize the lattice definition of
Fi(z1,...,7n;2). Comparing with the definition Z5.2) of Hg, equation (Z5.4) holds provided that

1 1

# — 1 In

(2.5.6) | = g v Jim Fqveiey(+;u)
#  — ] Iy
#  — ] 1

Do

for all (Iy,...,Iy) € {0,1}" such that |I| = K. To prove equation (2.5.6) we require the following lemma,
that allows us to incrementally modify the boundary conditions at the right edges of the partition function.

LEMMA 2.5.5. Fiz arbitrary vectors S, T € {0,1}N. The following equality of partition functions holds:

T T Ty-1 Tn T, T Tn_1 Tn
*—> 1 ce 0 PR— e 1
(2.5.7) gx | =—1 1 |=+ —1 0
S S Sn-1 Sn S1 S Snv-1 Sn
T 1 T 1 T 1 T 1
w  ® ©  w w0 © ©  w

PRrOOF. Following very similar ideas to Proposition[2Z.2.3] one may derive the following exchange relation
between row-operators (of arbitrary length):

(258) 7-1,1(5[;;2:)7-1,0(3/;’2) = Z Wy/z(da C;Oul)ﬂ,d(y;z)ﬂ,c(x;z)~

c,d:c+d=1
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After sending z — 00, the row operators in (2.5.8) become independent of their primary arguments:

(2.5.9) Tia(s0)Tio(0) = Do Wyul(d, ¢;0,1)T1a(x; 00) T e (%5 90),

c,d:c+d=1

which holds for arbitrary values of the parameter y/x. Consulting the weights in Figure Il and sending
y/x — o0, one finds that

WOO(d7 (6% 07 1) = 16:1 . ]-d:O : q_17
and (Z5.7) then follows directly from (Z5.9]).

An immediate corollary of the exchange relation ([25.7)) is that the quantity

1 1

* — 1 In
(2.5.10) (I, .. In) = ™) x
#  — ] Iy
* — 1 I
[C o]

is invariant for all (I1,...,Iy) € {0,1}" such that |I| = K. Indeed, any reordering of (Iy,...,Ix) may be
achieved by iteration of the relation (Z5.7). We are therefore at liberty to choose (I1,...,Ix) in any way
that facilitates the computation of x(I1,...,Inx). Choosing (I1,...,Ix) = (0N~ 15) equation (ZE5.I0)
becomes

r —1 1
T Lo '
(2.5.11) XOVE AR = = lim Fyvr) (),
-
* — 1 0

§— =
§— =

N-K

where the final equality follows by noting that all vertices above the red dashed line are frozen: all of these

vertices have the weight W, (1,1;1,1) = 1. Comparison of (Z5I0) and (Z5II]) proves ([25.6), thereby
completing the proof of Theorem 2.5.4 a

2.5.3. An aside about the domain-wall partition function. We now compute the limit of the
domain-wall partition function limg o F(leK)(*;u) that surfaced throughout the computations of the
previous subsection. We do this mainly for completeness, as we will not require it in the sections which
follow.
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PROPOSITION 2.5.6. Define the following quantity:
Zn(q) := Ji_rféoF(lN)(*;u)'

We then have the explicit evaluation

N

(2.5.12) Znlg) = -ga.

i=1
PROOF. When the ratio y/z is set to 0, the weights of the R-matrix [2.1.3)) become

1— 1
Woe(1,0:0,1) =0, We(0,1;1,0) = ——2 W (0,1;0,1) = .
q q

Since W (1,0;0,1) = 0, the configurations in F(;~)(*;u) which survive the limit w — oo are in bijection
with the permutations of & . To see this, we note that the non-vanishing configurations of F;~)(*;u) have
a unique vertex W (0, 1;1,0) in each row and column of the lattice. Replacing each such vertex by a 1 and
all other vertices by 0, one recovers a permutation matrix o € Gy (see Example 2.5.7).

Now let us fix 0 € Gy and compute the weight of the corresponding configuration. One finds that the
frequencies of the vertices W (0, 1;1,0) and W4 (0,1;0,1) are given by

#:,{Wx(0,1;1,0)} = N, #,{Wx(0,1;0,1)} = (];]) —inv(o),

where #,{Wy(i,j;k,¢)} denotes the count of vertices of type Wy (4,75;k,¢) within the configuration o.
Summing the weights across each configuration o € G we then obtain

oeG N
The sum on the right hand side is the Poincaré polynomial of &y, which yields the factorization

N

(25.14) DY = Ve () 3 g = -g7),

oeEG N i=1

completing the proof of (Z5.12). O

EXAMPLE 2.5.7. For N = 3, the lattice configurations of Z3(q) are listed as follows (left panel):

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

S R A S R S I

1 0 1 0 1 0

o
—_
o
—_
o
o
o
o
—_

) . L . L . 00 1 o 1/ \o 1 0
0o 0 0 o 0 0 o 0 0
11 1 1 1 1 11 1
1; 01_‘ 01_‘ ! 01 0 00 1\ /0 0 1
1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0
1 00 01 0/\1 00
1 0 1 0 1 0
0o 0 0 0o 0 0 0o 0 0



Once can recognize the siz permutation matrices of &3 by writing 1 in place of each verter W4 (0,1;1,0) and
0 in place of all other vertices (right panel). The weights of these configurations sum up to yield

. _1\? B B B - - 3 p
Jim Fay (a1, 22, 2330) = <QT> (1 A B o 3) =JJa-qa".
i=1
2.5.4. Symmetry and stability of Hg. The first property of the functions (25.2) is their symmetry
with respect to their primary alphabet:

PROPOSITION 2.5.8. Fiz two integers K € Zso, N € Z~o such that 0 < K < N and let S € s(1) be
a 1-string such that |S| = K. Then the rational function Hg(x1,...,xN;2) is symmetric with respect to

(xlv"'v'rN)'

PROOF. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem [2.5.4] in view of the fact that the right hand side
of (Z1) is symmetric in (z1,...,2N). O

The second property is that the rational functions ([25.2) are stable with respect to their primary
alphabet:

PROPOSITION 2.5.9. Fix two integers K € Z=o, N € Z=q such that 0 < K < N and let S € s(1) be a
1-string such that |S| = K. We then have the reduction property

Hs(,Tl,...,,TN_l;Z), |S|<N—1,
(2515) Hs(,Tl,...,JJN_l,,TN:OO;Z):

PROOF. Since Hg(x1,...,zyN; 2) is symmetric with respect to its primary alphabet, we may equivalently
study the limit as 21 — oo. This limit affects the bottommost row of vertices in the partition function (Z5.3]).
Consulting the table in Figure[I] one finds that all weights W, (4, j; k, £) have a well-defined limit as z — o,
and furthermore

(2.5.16) lim W.,(0,131,0) = 0.

It follows that F(zq1 = ,z2,...,7N;2) vanishes if the vertex (Z.5.16) occurs within the first row of the
partition function ([25.3).

Let us begin by assuming that |S| < N. The only way to prevent the appearance of the vertex (Z25.16)
is to fix I; = 0, which causes the entire bottom row of the lattice to freeze away (since it is then comprised
solely of W (0,0;0,0) vertices). As such, for any I = (I3,...,Ix) we find that

Fl(xy = o0,x9,...,an;2) = 11,0 - F&(22,...,2N; 2), I=(IL,...,In),
which translates into the property

(2.5.17) Hg(z1 = ©0,29,...,ZN;2) = Z ¢ DR, an;z) = Hs(xg, ..., 253 2),

with the sum taken over vectors I = (I3,...,Iy), and where the first equality in (Z5.17) makes use of the
fact that

inv(0, I, ..., In) = inv(ls,...,Ix) = inv(]).

This completes the proof of (Z5.IH) in the case |S| < N.

The case |S| = N is handled very easily, since in this situation the vector that indexes the left incoming
edges of the partition function ([Z5.3)) is forced, by conservation, to be (I1,...,In) = (1V). As such, it is
impossible to choose I} = 0, and FZ(zq = 00,22, ...,2N; z) vanishes identically. O

2.6. Cauchy identity for stable symmetric functions

In Section 24] we stated a Cauchy-type identity between the rational symmetric functions (23] and
@233). Although the right hand side of the identity (Z:4.2]) may be expressed in terms of Izergin’s determinant
[Ize&7], it does not fully factorize. In this section we show that the stable symmetric functions (2Z5.2)) are
more natural from this point of view, and satisfy a Cauchy summation identity with a fully factorized right
hand side.
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THEOREM 2.6.1. Let N, M € Z~ be fized positive integers. Fix parameters q,x;,y;, zi € C such that for
allie{1,...,N}, je{l,...,M} and k € Z~q, the condition ZZI) holds. We then have the summation
identity

N

g2 _ Li
(2.6.1) N (—1)ISIgMNISP g () Hs (an, - .. o 2) Hs (yrs -y gtz HH 1} b,
Ses(1) i=1j=1 iy;

where the constant cs(q) is given by (Z43).

PROOF. Our starting point is the identity ([Z49), in which we choose the secondary alphabet to be
u U z, where u = (u1,...,uy) and z = (21, 22,...):

N M
o/ — _ 1 T
Z Fg(xl,...,:vN;uuz)GS(yl1,...,yM1;uuz)=F(1N)(:vl,.. JINSU U Z HH 1iqxzy]
Ses(1) i=1j=1 iYi

Dividing this equation by F{;~)(*;u) and taking the limit w — oo, in exactly the same vein as (2.5.4)), we
read off the identity

. 1 o/ — - qxzyj
(2.6.2) lim ————— - E Fs(x1,...,an;u 0 2)Ge(yr .. ypfuu z) = ||| |
we Famy(w) - (22, e Y sty Ly
where the right hand side of [2:6:2) follows from ([Z54) with S = (0,0,0,...). It remains to show that the

left hand side of (2.6.2)) matches that of (2.6.1)).
For that purpose, we define the quantity

Ky —ulgrgo Z Fs(z1,...,zn;u v 2)Gy(y; 1,...,y;41;uuz),
Ses(1)

which has the graphical representation

— 1 e L 4 L ] L 4 L] L ] [ ] L]
— 1 L { ] L] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] L ] 1
S—— 1 e ° o Jy, e ° ° ] o 1
Ky = Z Y "
(2.6.3) (1. In)
(J1,--,Jn1)
1=1J] TN —> 1 In 0
— 1
Ty —— 1 I 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
111 111
The leftmost N columns of this lattice correspond with the variables (uq,...,uxy) that have been sent to

infinity, while the remaining columns correspond with the secondary alphabet (z1, 22, ...) that remains free.
We perform summation over the vectors (I1,...,Ix) and (J,...,Ja) such that Zi\il I, = Zi\il Ji, noting
that this implies Zfil I + Zf\il J? = M, so that conservation of paths is respected in the rightmost region
of the partition function.

We turn our attention firstly to the leftmost N columns of (Z6.3]). We see that this region takes a very
similar form to the quantity (Z5.10) defined in Section Indeed, the only significant difference is that
top M x N block of these columns uses dotted vertices, which differ from their undotted counterparts only
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up to normalization. We thus find that

* — 1 e o o J;
i— 1 e o o

5—)1 ° ° °

(264) * 1 1 1 .J;M: MNXX(Ilv'-'aINv']Mv'-'vJI.)
-0 i . Iy q v D +inv ()]

: —1

* — 1 I

with x defined in (Z5.I0), and where the factor of ¢™¥ arises from the above-mentioned normalization
discrepancy between dotted and undotted vertices, while the g-inversions in the denominator of ([2.6.4]) are
computed using the fact that

inv(lh,....In,J3py- -y J1) =inv(ly ... IN) +inv(Jyy, ..., JT) + ]| J]
=inv(ly...,In) +inv(Jy, ..., JJu) + [ I]|J].

By the invariance of x under permutation of its arguments, we may choose (I1,...,In, Iy, ..., J7) =
(0N, 1M) | which by (Z5.11) yields

X(Its - Iny Ty, JE) = (0N, 1Y) = Tim Fiyny (x;u).

u—0o0

We have thus derived the equation

yil— J e e e e e 1

y;vjl — Ju ° ° ° ° e 1

K 1 B
(26.5) lim ——M =MV N D S S S

. inv(I)+inv(J)+|I||J
e Fm (4 w) R
(J1sees M) TN > In 0
[I]=]J]
e
r — I 0

where summation over S € (1) is restricted to 1-strings such that |S| = |I| = |J|.
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The final step is to apply a symmetry relation to the top half of the lattice on the right hand side of
2E53), similarly to that of Proposition 244l Letting the top half of the lattice be denoted by

0 0 O o een
yfl — J e o o o o - 0 o 1
e o o o o o o
(2.6.6) o . : e o o o o - o o
F.; (yl 7"'7yM;z): ’
e o o o o o o
e o o o o o o 1
yfvjl — Iy e o o o o --- o o 1
S1 Sy Sz e+ ees
zl 22 23 ......

one may prove the relation

F$ (yrt ot 2) = (=D)les(Fd (yr, .. yarsg P 27h)

by repeated application of ([2.4.8) to the columns of the partition function ([2.6.6), where cg(q) is given by
@43) and Fd(y1,...,ym;q 'z7") by Z5.3). Combining everything, we have shown that

. Ky m a2
1 _NM E —1)I8lgMN=IS]
ul—r}clzo F(lN)(*;’LL) ( ) q Cs((])X

1 1
Z WFé(xla--waQZ)Fg(ylw--a?JM?q 27

(oin) 4
(J1seeey M)
[1=1J1=|8]
— 2 — —
= Z (71)|S‘qMN 151 CS(Q)HS(xlv -+ IN; Z)Hs(yla s YmMmi g 12 1)5
Ses(1)
completing the proof of (Z.G.1). O

2.7. Properties of rational symmetric functions and symmetrization formula

We conclude the chapter by stating and proving a symmetrization formula for the rational symmetric
functions ([2.31]). Our proof is based on setting up, in Sections 2.7.1] and 7.2 a collection of properties
which uniquely determine Fg(z1,...,zn;2). One is then able to check that the proposed symmetrization
identity, given in Section B.7.4] satisfies all of these properties.

2.7.1. Exchange relations.

PROPOSITION 2.7.1. Fiz an integer k = 1 and a 1-string S € s(1) such that Sy, = 0 and Sp41 = 1. The
following relation then holds:

(271) Wzk+1/zk(1,0; 1,0)Fs($1, ce ,I'N;Z) =

F, s(x1,...,zN;05-2) — W, 0,1;1,0)Fy,.5(21,...,2N; 2),

k+1/zk(

where o-S = (..., Sk+1,Sk,--.) and oz = (..., Zk41, 2k, - - . ) denote transposition of the k-th and (k+1)-th
elements of S, z.

PROOF. The proof is by application of the Yang-Baxter equation ([ZI.9) to the k-th and (k + 1)-th
columns of the partition function in question.
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In particular, starting from the lattice representation of Fy, .s(z1,...,2N; 0k 2), one may attach a frozen
W 1/2:(0,0;0,0) vertex at the base of the k-th and (k + 1)-th columns. By repeated application of the
Yang-Baxter equation, this vertex emerges from the top of the same columns, leading to the identity

1 0 1 0 1 0
0 1 1 0
= +
0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
2k Rk+1 2k Rk+1 2k Rk+1

where the states assigned to external horizontal edges are arbitrary, but held fixed on both sides of the
equation. Equation Z77.J]) then follows by rearrangement. O

Explicitly writing the vertex weights in Z7.1)), after dividing it through by W, , /., (1,0;1,0), we have

Zk — 4Zk+1 (1 _Q)Zk+1
———F,, s(x1,...,xN; 01 - 2) — ————F,, s(x1,...,2N; 2).
q(zk — Zk41) s (@ ) q(zk — 2k+1) 75 (@1 )

The exchange relation (Z72]) may be used repeatedly to express Fg as a linear combination of domain-wall
partition functions Fi;n~), for arbitrary S € s(1).

(2.7.2)  Fs(z1,...,zN;2) =

2.7.2. Recursion relations. Recall the definition of the domain-wall partition function F(;~); see
Remark 2.4.21 In this section we record a list of properties satisfied by this object, which determine it
uniquely; these properties are originally due to Korepin [Kor82].

PROPOSITION 2.7.2. Fix an integer N € Zsq. The domain-wall partition function Fyny(w1,...,7N;2)
satisfies the following properties:
(1) The function Fyny(x1,...,2N;2) is symmetric with respect to its primary alphabet (21,...,2N).
(2) Introduce the normalized function
N N
F(lN)(,Tl, ooy TN Z) = 1_[ H(,Tz - C]Zj)F(lN)(,Tl, oy TN Z).
i=1

[ j=1

Then Z*:'(lN) is a polynomial in z1 of degree N.
(8) The function Fi~y vanishes at z; = 0:

=0.

Z1:0

F(lN)(Il,---,IN;Z)

(4) The function Finy has the following recursion relation with respect to z1:
F(lN)(J,'l, ey TN Z) = F(lN—l)(xl, ey TN -1 21),
Z1=IN
where 21 = (22, 23,...) denotes the secondary alphabet with the omission of z1.
(5) In the case N = 1 we have the explicit evaluation
d-g=
Ty —qz

PRrROOF. All of the properties (1)—(5) follow directly from the partition function [23:2) under the choice
S = (17,0,0,...).

F(l)(xl;z) = Wzl/ml (07 17 170) =
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(1) The symmetry of Fyny(z1,...,2N;2) in (21,...,2x) has already been established in Theorem 2.3.5l

(2) Multiplying the partition function by Hfil vazl(:zrl — qz;) is equivalent to converting the underlying
vertex weights to their polynomial form. In particular, we define

which are polynomials in z and z for all 4,7, k,¢ € {0,1}. The function ﬁ'(lzv)(xl, ...,xN;2) is then given
by the partition function setup [23.2)), but using the weights ([Z7.3]). Examining this partition function,
it is clear that all dependence on the parameter z; is via the leftmost column of the lattice. Since the
weights ([27.3) of individual vertices in that column are degree-1 polynomials in z1, it is then clear that
F(lzv)(xl, ...,xN; Z) is a degree-N polynomial in z;.

(3) This again follows by studying the leftmost column of the partition function under consideration. It is
easily seen that any configuration of this column must give rise to exactly one of the following vertex weights:

I-g=
T; —(qz1 ’

where i takes values in {1,..., N}. This weight vanishes at z; = 0, and the claim is then immediate.

Wzl/mi (07 1a 17 0) =

(4) Take the lattice representation of F(;ny(21,...,2xn;2) and use the symmetry in (z1,...,7y) to permute
the horizontal spectral parameters, so that zy is assigned to the lowest row of the lattice, followed by
(1,...,xn-1) assigned to the remaining rows. In any lattice configuration, the bottom-left vertex must
then take one of the following forms:

IN — 21 (1—qg)z

ZCN—qu UCN—qu'

The first of these weights vanishes at z; = xn; the second becomes W1(0,1;1,0) = 1. It is then easy to show
that, after specializing z; = x, the first row and column of Fy~)(z1,...,zN; 2) freeze out entirely:

Wz1/mN(071;071) = Wzl/mN(Oal;laO):

1 1 1

IN-1 ——1 1 0

(274) F(lN)(:El,...,:Z?N;Z) =

0 0 o e 0

T T

TN 29 ZN

The total weight of the frozen regions in ([2.7.4) is identically 1, and the remaining (unfrozen) portion of the
lattice is simply Fyn-1)(21,...,2N—1; 21), yielding the desired recursion.

(5) This property is evident.

O
2.7.3. Proof of uniqueness.
THEOREM 2.7.3. The functions Fs(x1,...,xN;2) are uniquely characterized by the exchange relations
of Proposition [2.71] and by the properties listed in Proposition [2.7.3
PROOF. Suppose that Zg(z1,...,zn;2), S €s(1), |S| = N is a family of rational functions that satisfies
all of the conditions of Propositions 2.7.1] and 2.7.21 Our task is to show that, necessarily,
(2.7.5) Zs(x1,...,xNn;2) = Fs(x1,...,2N; 2).
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We begin with the observation that for any 1-string S, one is able to write

(2.7.6) Zs(.%‘l,...,xN;Z) — Fs(xl,...,xN;z) = de(Z(lN)(Il,...,fL'N;U . z) —F(lN)(xl,...,.’L'N;a-z)>,

where the sum is over permutations of the secondary alphabet z, while d5 are appropriate coefficients.
Indeed, Proposition Z.7.1] ensures that one may write

(277) Fs(xl, ey TN Z) = ngF(lN)(,Tl, ..y NSO - Z)

(e
for appropriate coefficients d5. By virtue of the assumption that Zgs(z1, . . ., zy; 2) satisfies the same exchange
relations, it must then be possible to write an analogue of equation (Z7) for Zg(x1,...,zN;2) with the

same expansion coefficients; the claim ([Z7.6) follows immediately.
Thanks to equation [2.7.6), the task of proving (275 is reduced to showing that

(278) Z(lN)(ftl, cen ,CCN;Z) = F(lN)(:Z?l, v ,:Z?N;Z).

The rest of the proof proceeds by induction on N; namely, the size of the primary alphabet. Let Py denote
the proposition that (Z77.8]) holds.

We begin by noting that P; is true, by virtue of property (5). Now we proceed with the inductive
hypothesis that Px_; is true for some N > 2, and consider the function

(2.7.9) HH i — Q% (Z(lN)(.Il,...,IN;Z)7F(1N)($1,...,IN;Z)).

1=17=1
By property (2) of Proposition 2772 Ay is a polynomial in z; of degree N. The symmetry property (1),
together with properties (3) and (4), specifies Ay at N + 1 values of z;. In particular, property (3) becomes
Ay = 0. Property (4) becomes
0

z21=
N N
H Tk — q%j n i — ) AN_1(x1,.. ., T, ..., 2N 21) =0
=1

Zl Tk

for all 1 < kK < N, where the final equality with 0 is due to the assumption that Py_; holds. Collectively,
these properties show that Ay vanishes at N + 1 values of z1; it is therefore identically zero for arbitrary
z1. Hence Py is true, and the proof is complete by induction on V.

|

2.7.4. Symmetrization formula.

DEFINITION 2.7.4. Fix two integers n, N = 1 and let S € s(n) be an n-string. An n-permutation matric
of size N and profile S is an N x o0 matrix with all row sums equal to n, and i-th column sum equal to S;

for all i e N. We let M, (N, S) denote the set of all such matrices.

In what follows we let S € s(1) be a 1-string, and denote by 91 (N, S) the set of all 1-permutation
matrices of size N and profile S. These are N x o0 matrices with row sums equal to 1, and i-th column sum
equal to S; for all i € Z~( (see Definition 274 above).

The rows of the matrices o € 94 (N, S) are given by unit vectors ey, with 1 at position k& and 0 at all
remaining positions. We note that when S = e, k € Z~o, the function (Z31) may be computed explicitly:

k—1

(: Z)Zn T — 2 '(1fq)zk'

1T AR Tz

(2.7.10) F,

€k

Indeed, this corresponds to the case where the partition function [2:3:2) consists of just a single row. One
finds that it permits a unique configuration whose weight is given by a product of k — 1 vertices of the type
W.,/2(0,1;0,1) and one vertex W, /,(0,1;1,0), which results precisely in the equation Z.Z.10).

k/T
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THEOREM 2.7.5. Fix an integer N = 1 and let S € s(1) be a 1-string such that |S| = N. The rational
symmetric function (Z31)) is given by the explicit formula

(2.7.11) Fs(xq,...,2N;2) = Z H Ao(y,oy (Tis T HFg(l X3 2),

oceM;(N,S) I<i<js<N

where o (i) denotes the i-th row (read from top to bottom) of the 1-permutation matriz o, and F, ) (xi; z) is
given by @7I0). For any U,V € s(1) such that |U| = |V| = 1, we define

v q:z:7 1 in U occurs before 1 in V,
y—x

AU,V(Ia y) =
z qu 1 in U occurs after 1 in'V.
T—-Yy

REMARK 2.7.6. It is easy to show that (Z7CIT]) is equivalent to the more standard symmetrization
identity

N
(2.7.12) Fs(@,...,ens2) = >0 [] Tol) — 1at)) LT Fe, (o) 2),

veo N 1<i<j<N Lol T Ta(i) ;-

where {k; < --- < kn} are the coordinates of ones in the string S; namely, S, = 1 for all 1 <i < N. The
reason why we present the somewhat less natural-looking formula (2Z7.11]), rather than sunply (Imb,
that the former has an immediate generalization to the setting of the Izergin—Korepin model (see Section
B84 while we do not know of any straightforward way to generalize the latter.

PRrROOF. Throughout the proof, we shall let

(2.7.13) gs(z1,...,xN;2) = Z n Tol) ~ Wo () HFek To(); 2

ceGy 1<i<j<N Foli) T Fo(i) ;7
denote the right hand side of (Z7IZ). The proof is in two steps. In the first stage, we show that
gs(x1,...,xN; z) satisfies the exchange relation (2.7.2)). In the second stage, we show that g~y (21, ..., 7N; 2)
satisfies the conditions of Proposition 2720 In view of Theorem 2.7.3] these checks suffice to show that
gs(x1,...,xN;2) = Fs(x1,...,2N; 2) for general S € s(1).

To validate the exchange relation (Z7.2]), we fix a 1-string S such that S; = 0, Sey1 = 1. One finds
that all factors in the sum (Z7I3) are symmetric in (z¢, z¢+1) and invariant under the switch S < o4 - S,
with the exception of the unique one-row function Fe, (z,(i); 2), where i is chosen such that k; = £+ 1. The

exchange relation (277.2)) is then immediately verified on this one-row function.
To check the properties of Proposition Z7.2) we set S = (1) in (Z7.13):

N
o qIUl
(2.7.14) gany (@1, TN 2) = Z H MHFQ (To(i); 2)-

oe6y 1<i<j<N Yo() = Fo(i) 7
(1) The symmetry in (z1,...,2y) is manifest from of (Z7.T4).
(2) Multiplying (27.14) by Hf\il vazl(% — qz;) converts each factor Fi, (7, (;); 2) to a degree-1 polynomial
in z;. Hence the renormalized version of (Z77.I4]) itself is a polynomial in z; of degree N.
(3) The function I, (74 (1); 2) vanishes at z; = 0, and the vanishing of ([Z7.14) at the same point is then
immediate.
(4) The functions Fe,(xn;2), 2 < i < N all vanish at 21 = xn. Setting z; = zy in (Z7TI4), we are then

forced to have o(1) = N. Writing (c(2),...,0(N)) = (p(1),...,p(N—1)) € & n_1 for the remaining elements
of the permutation o, one finds that

(2715) g(lN)(iL'l, ..., IN; Z)

Z1=IN
- Zp(j) p(i)
Jj N . p(J) — i
JE = CNENI RS SR QT Uy RN
j=1 *i N ATIN Gy I<icj<N—1 Tp() T Te()) i1 A=TN
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The recursion g~y (21, ..., 7N; 2)|zy=2n = gan-1)(21,...,oN-1; 21) then follows after using the fact that

Tp(i) — 421

which is an immediate consequence of the definition (Z2CI0).

(5) For N = 1, the summation over & is trivial, and one sees that g.(v1;2) = Fe, (715 2) = Fi1y(21; 2).
|

F

€i+1($p(i);z) = Fei (Ip(i);gl)v Vi<is<N-—1,

REMARK 2.7.7. Just as we did throughout the previous proof, one may also show that the determinant
formula (2.4.4)) satisfies the properties of Proposition 2772 indeed, this was its original proof due to Izergin
[Ize87]. Outside of showing that they obey the same set of uniquely-characterizing properties, we do not
know of a direct way to relate the formulas [2.44) and @.712) at S = (1V).
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CHAPTER 3

Nineteen-vertex model

This chapter contains the main results of our text. We introduce two families of rational symmetric
functions arising from the R-matrix of the Izergin—Korepin nineteen-vertex model [IK81), [Jim86), L.S99]
and study a number of their properties. Where possible, our constructions proceed directly in parallel with
those of the six-vertex model and employ common notations. While this does create a double-usage of many
symbols and functions, we believe that there is no potential for confusion due to the partitioning of our text
into chapters.

In Section Bl we write down the R-matrix of the model in a certain choice of gauge differing from the
one in [Jim&6]: our choice endows the R-matrix with a sum-to-unity property, namely, all of its rows sum
to 1. We state the Yang-Baxter equation and the unitarity relation for our R-matrix. In analogy with the
six-vertex model, we also define dotted vertices (obtained as normalizations of undotted ones) and observe
a symmetry between the dotted and undotted vertices.

In Section we introduce row operators for the model, and in Section B.3] we use them to construct
the rational functions Fs and Gg. Key properties of these functions, including their symmetry in their
(primary) alphabet and Cauchy identity, are proved in Sections B3 and B4l In analogy with the six-vertex
model, the Cauchy identity obtained at this point does not have a factorized right hand side: rather, one
sees the appearance of the domain-wall partition function of the Izergin—Korepin model, previously studied
in [Garl6].

Subsequently, in Sections we introduce a further family of rational symmetric functions Hg
(which have a stability property with respect to their primary alphabet) and offer a simplified version of the
Cauchy identity with a fully factorized right hand side. The proof of these facts rests on demonstrating how
to degenerate both the functions Fg and Gg to Hg.

By far the most challenging result of the chapter, and indeed of the whole text, is contained in Sections
BTH38 we present a symmetrization formula for the family of symmetric functions Fg. This formula is
conceptually very similar to its six-vertex analogue in Section 7] in the sense that it expresses Fs as a
sum over products of one-variable wavefunctions, dressed by appropriate two-variable scattering factors.
However, the proof of this formula ends up being far more involved than in the six-vertex case. The crux of
the difficulty may be seen by analysing the weights of the Izergin—Korepin vertex model: once normalized
to be polynomials, one finds that they are typically of degree-two in their spectral parameters, rather than
degree-one as in the six-vertex case. This means that any type of Lagrange interpolation proof necessarily
requires twice the number of interpolating points as previously; this creates technical problems both for
setting up the required recursion relations and for validating them on the formula itself.

3.1. Definition of Izergin—Korepin nineteen-vertex model and basic relations
We begin by writing down the R-matrix and explain how it gives rise to a vertex model, in Section B.1.1]
Section B.1.2] contains the unitarity and Yang—Baxter relations of the model, and Section B.1.3] introduces
dotted analogues of the vertex weights.

3.1.1. R-matrix and vertices.

DEFINITION 3.1.1. The R-matriz for the Izergin—Korepin model is a 9 x 9 matriz given by

(3.1.1) Ra(y/r)= Y. Wyuli,jik OB @ B
i,j,k,EE{O,l,Q}
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where EJ* and Eé’k are 3 x 3 elementary matrices acting on the three—dimensional spaces V, =~ C3 and
Vi = C3, respectively. The matriz entries Wy /23, js k, £) are identified with vertices as follows:

k

(312) Wy/w(zmjvkvg) =zr—]J 14 for i, j kL€ {Oa 172}7
1
T
)

where the arguments (i,j;k,¢) are read in clockwise manner around the vertex. The vertex weights satisfy
the conservation property

(3.1.3) Wy /a(i, js k, £) = 0, if i1+j=k+4,

which leaves nineteen possible non-vanishing choices of (i,j;k,€). We tabulate all of these possibilities,
together with their explicit weights, in Figure [

REMARK 3.1.2. While the R-matrix for the Izergin—-Korepin model has nineteen non-vanishing weights,
it is crucial to differentiate it from the nineteen-vertex Zamolodchikov—Fateev model [ZF80, [LS99], which is
derived from fusion of the six-vertex model. Indeed, if one were to work with the latter model, most results
could be obtained from suitable fusion of results in Chapter 2l The nineteen-vertex Izergin—Korepin model
does not afford us such a luxury.

It should also be emphasized that the vertices (8.1.2)) are not coloured] variants of the six-vertex model, as
were studied in [BW22]. Instead, the states attached to each edge denote the total number of paths present,
and the conservation property ([B.13) means that the total flux of paths through a vertex is preserved. This
approach contrasts with coloured vertex models, where edge labels indicate the colour of the path present,
rather than the quantity.

REMARK 3.1.3. The model presented in Figure [[l may seem intimidating at first glance, but it should
be noted that in practical calculations one usually only needs explicit knowledge of a subset of the vertex
weights. For example, for the purpose of deriving the symmetry of our functions and their Cauchy identities
(see Sections [3.3] and B4, it turns out that only explicit knowledge of the weights

(z —y)(z — qy)
(z — ¢*y)(z — ¢°y)
is needed; the remaining weights are implicitly treated as providing a solution to the Yang—Baxter equation.
A further nice aspect of the model in Figure[lis that two copies of the six-vertex model are embedded
within it. Indeed, if one restricts to (4, j;k,¢) such that 0 < i+ j < 1 or 3 < i+ j < 4, one finds that the
resulting weights W, /. (4, j; k, £) match with six-vertex weights, up to replacing ¢ in the latter model by 7.

Wye(0,050,0) =1,  W,u(2,22,2) =1,  W,,(0,2;0,2) =

PROPOSITION 3.1.4 (Sum-to-unity property). For any fized i, j € {0, 1,2}, we have

2 2
(3.1.4) DY Wy, js k) = 1.
k=0£=0
PRroOOF. This is by direct verification, using the weights in Figure [[l Indeed, each row of that figure
has fixed values for the incoming indices 7, j, meaning that one simply sums the weights along each row to
deduce the result. |

REMARK 3.1.5. Similarly to the scenario in the six-vertex model, the R-matrix introduced in equation
(BI1) obeys the sum-to-unity criterion, as outlined in Proposition B.I.4l This property of the R-matrix is
necessary for the purposes of constructing Markov processes in the quadrant, but not sufficient: one also
requires that all entries of the R-matrix be non-negative. We were unable to find any parameter range of
x,y, q for which the entries obey such a requirement, other than very restrictive ones such as 0 < y < x < 1,
g = 0 (when non-negativity becomes manifest).

n other words, arising from the quantized affine Lie algebra Uy (5/[;)
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0
0 0
0
1
1 0
0 0 0 1
1 1
Plx—y) | (1-¢*z
z —q%y x —q%y
2 1 0
0 0 0 1 0 2
2 2 2

q*(z — y)(z — qy)

a1 = ¢)*(1 + g)z(z — y)

(1—q¢®)z(z + qx — qu — ¢°y)

(z — ¢*y)(z — ¢3y)

(. — ¢?y)(z — ¢3y)

(z — ¢*y)(z — ¢3y)

1 0
1 o1 1
0 0
(1-4%)y z—y
x—q%y xr—q%y
2 1 0
1 0 1 1 1 2

1
¢*(1+q)(z —y)y

1

—qz? + (1 +q)(1 — ¢* + ¢H)ay — ¢*y?

1
(1+q@)z(z —y)

(z—¢?y)(z — ¢3y)

(r — ¢*y) (= — ¢3y)

(r — q2y)(z — ¢3y)

2 1
1 1 1 2
2 2
Plx—y) | 1-—¢))z
z —q%y xz—q%y
2 1 0
2 0 2 1 2 2
0 0

(1—¢*)(z+ ¢*z — ¢*y — Py)y

0
q(1—q@)2(1+ q)(xz —y)y

(z —y)(z - qy)

(z — q¢?y)(z — ¢3y)

(z — q¢*y)(z — ¢3y)

(z — ¢*y)(z — ¢3y)

2 1
2 1 2 2
1 1
(1-q%)y -y
r—q%y xr—q%y
2
2 2
2
1

FIGURE 1. The weights of the nineteen-vertex Izergin—Korepin model.




3.1.2. Unitarity and Yang—Baxter relations.

PROPOSITION 3.1.6. Let Rup(x) denote the R-matriz defined in equation (B.1.1), whose components are
given by BI2) and Figurell The R-matriz satisfies the unitarity and Yang—Baater relations:

(3.1.5) Rap(y/x)Rpa(z/y) = id,
(316) Rab(y/x)Rac(Z/x)Rbc(z/y) = Rbc(z/y)Rac(Z/x)Rab(y/x)7

where the labels a,b, ¢ indicate the spaces upon which the R-matriz acts; here (310 holds as an identity in
End(V, ® V), and BI18) as an identity in End(V, ® V;, ® V2.).
Equations BLY) and BI6) have the following pictorial representations:

J1
ko ‘
J2
(317) Z T =i k1 = 1i1:j1 1i2:j2
k1,k2€{0,1,2}
12
Y
Js i
. ke . k
T J2 T =i . J2
(3.18) )3 D) i
o Y —> io 7 - Y —=>io g1
k1 k2,ks€{0,1,2} Ky k1,k2,ks€{0,1,2} Ky
iz i3
1 T
z

where in both equations the indices i1, 12,13, j1, j2,j3 are assigned fized values in {0,1,2}.
PrOOF. Equations (BIH) and BI6) can be verified by direct calculation. O

3.1.3. Dotted vertices. For technical reasons, in the sequel we will also require a normalized version

of the weights W, (i, j; k, £); namely,
e oo Wyl gk ) (z—¢’y)(z —q’y) -

(3.1.9) Wy (4,5 k. £) = W,n(0.2:0,2) (= )z —qy) Wy/a (i, js K, £).
By analogy with the six-vertex model, we place dots in the center of each vertex (B.1Z) to denote the
normalized weight W» L0 55k, ).

It is clear that the normalized weights (1) continue to satisfy the Yang-Baxter equation (3.18) as
written. However, (B.1.7) is not scale-invariant and its right hand side needs to be appropriately normalized
in order for the equation to be valid for dotted vertices.

PROPOSITION 3.1.7. The vertices presented in equation (B3] can be related to those of equation (B12)
L wia the following symmetry:

under x — 7t and y — q 3y~

(3.1.10)
W (i sk, 0) = ¢ (q = DM 7H () Y2 W (K, %50, 6°) forall ik, 0 e {0,1,2),
where j* =2 — j and £* = 2 — (. Pictorially, the vertices are related in the following way:
k i
(3.1.11) r—rJ o l = g1 — J° X q2j‘ (q — 1)1k=1*1i:1(_q)1k=2*1i:2'
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Proor. Equation (BI.I0) can be checked directly on each individual vertex. O

3.2. Row operators and the Yang—Baxter algebra

This section contains the fundamental algebraic tools that underpin most of the calculations in this
chapter. In Section B2.1] we introduce row-operators in finite size, and list some of their commutation
relations. In Section we study the limit of these operators when the length of the row tends to infinity,
and examine what happens to the associated commutation relations.

3.2.1. Row operators and commutation relations. We begin by introducing the vector space V(%)
which is obtained by taking an L-fold tensor product of local spaces V; =~ C3:

(3.2.1) VH = @he- e VL.

In the partition functions that we subsequently consider, each vector space V; will correspond to a vertical
lattice line; as such, the natural operators for acting on V(&) are obtained by considering rows of vertices
of length L within the model (B1.2). In particular, for all a,b € {0, 1,2}, we define the finite row operator
Tab(z; 2) € End(VE) as follows:

(3.2.2)

TR N 7

T —>

L L
Tan(@2) : R lik)y = 3 “ "R i
k=1 k=1

(J1,---,31)€{0,1,2} F

TR o

Z1 z9 fe ZL
where (i1,...,iz) € {0,1,2}" selects a fixed, arbitrary vector in V(¥). The row operators T, »(x; z) depend
on both the horizontal spectral parameter x and the vertical ones, z = (21, 22, . .., z,). However, in practice,

the dependence on z will have little interest for us, and we usually suppress it from our notations by writing
Tab(;2) = Tap(T).

We shall also require a dotted version of the row operators (3.2.2]), denoted Ta »(2; 2). These are obtained
by simply replacing each vertex in ([B:2:2)) by its dotted counterpart (B1.9):

(3.2.3)

TR N 7

L m—»a o ° o cee ° ° A L
7;.,b($§z) : ® lik )y, — Z ® k) -
k=1 k=1

(41,---,jL)€{0,1,2}F

aoo oL
T 1 T
Z1 z9 ZL

REMARK 3.2.1. The operators [B:2:2)) correspond with the nine entries of the monodromy matriz of the
Izergin-Korepin model, and satisfy a collection of 3% bilinear relations known as the Yang-Bazter algebra.
Only a few of these relations will be important for our purposes: namely, the ones that allow us to prove
the symmetry of our families of multivariate functions, and their Cauchy identities. These will be discussed
below.

PROPOSITION 3.2.2. For any two integers a,b € {0,2}, the operators Tap(x) and Top(y) commute:

(3.2.4) [Tab(x), Tap(y)] = 0.
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PRrROOF. This follows from a standard Yang—Baxter argument. One begins by considering arbitrary
matrix elements of the product T »(x)Tab(y):

)

v—>a b

k@ Gl Tan(@) Tap(y) kC>_<) likyy =

z—3 a b
J1 )7

In view of the fact that both of the external left edges take the value a € {0,2}, one may insert an R-matrix
vertex at the left of this picture, without altering the value of the partition function:

i s L

r—>a * b

L L
(3.2.5) ® Grly, Tan (@) Tap () &) liny;, =
Pt} k=1

Y —>a * o b

i T
Indeed, this step is justified by the fact that both of the edges marked * are forced to assume the value a (by
conservation of paths), and the fact that W, (a,a;a,a) = 1 for a € {0,2}; cf. the top and bottom rows of

Figure[ll From here, we use the Yang—Baxter equation (B8] repeatedly to transfer the inserted R-matrix
all the way to the right edges of the lattice:

T — a * b

®<]k|k a.b(T ® lik)y =

y—>a o b
g YL

One concludes by deleting the R-matrix from the right of the picture; the justification for doing so is again
the fact that the edges marked # are frozen to the values b, and the trivial weight W, . (b,b;b,b) = 1 for
b€ {0,2}. The net result of this calculation is the switching of horizontal lattice lines; we conclude that

L L L
®<.]k|k ab(@ @ lik)y, = ®<jk|k ab(y @ lik ),

for all (i1,...,ir), (j1,...,5c) € {0,1,2}F, which is precisely (3.2.4). |

REMARK 3.2.3. It is worth mentioning that Proposition B.2.2] cannot be extended to the situation where
a, b take the value 1. The point where the reasoning breaks is that in the Izergin—-Korepin model, a vertex
whose incoming states both assume the value 1 is not forced to have outgoing states both equal to 1; see, in
particular, the middle row of Figure [l This lack of freezing prevents one from freely attaching/detaching
an R-matrix vertex as in the previous argument.

PROPOSITION 3.2.4. The following commutation relation holds:

(32.6) Taa(x)T20(y) =

Wya(0,2;0,2)To,0(y) T2.2(2) + Wy e (1,1;0,2)To,1(y) T21 (@) + Wy e(2,0;0,2)T,2(y) T2.0(2)-

PROOF. The proof of (B2Z0]) follows by similar reasoning to that of Proposition B.221 One again begins
by considering the matrix elements of the product 7z 2(x)72,0(y), represented as a two-row partition function,
and inserting an R-matrix vertex at the left of the lattice (using the fact that W, /,(2,2;2,2) = 1), similarly
to (B2.8]). This time, after repeated application of the Yang-Baxter equation, the R-matrix vertex emerges
from the right of the picture but it cannot simply be removed modulo freezing. Rather, one must sum over
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all possible values of the edges which connect this vertex to the lattice, resulting in the equation

r — 2 0

327, _, .=

T2 0 z—y2 0 T=»2 0

y—>2 2 Yy—=>2 2 y—2 2
J s L J L J L

which is valid for all (i1, ...,i5), (j1,---,Jjz) € {0,1,2}*. Matching the vertices which appear in this identity
with their symbolic form (BI2), we read off (3:2.6). O

3.2.2. Row operators in the infinite-volume limit. Our main interest in this work is not the vector
space V() but rather a suitable completion of it obtained by taking L — w0 To that end, we define

(3.2.8) V= P C|s),
Ses(2)

where we recall the set §(2) of 2-strings given in Definition 2224 We refer to V as the infinite-volume limit
of the space V().

Some care is needed to extend the action of the finite row-operators (322) and B23)) to the infinite
volume; indeed, one may encounter convergence issues that are not present in finite size. We shall not
attempt to address this issue for all of the possible choices of row-operators, but only for the subset of them
that is needed in this work. This is done in the following proposition:

PRroOPOSITION 3.2.5. The objects

A(z) = lim Too(z), C(z) :== lim Tao(x), D*(x) := lim T3 5(x),

L—x L—x L—oo 7
are well-defined as operators in End(V).

PRrROOF. The matrix elements of A(x) and C(z) are represented by one-row partition functions of the
form

i ig o+ N 0 0
r—>a 0 0 0 0
Ji Jje -0 N 0 0
T 1 T 1
21 z2 ZN AN+1

where a € {0,2}. By virtue of the fact that 3 N : iy = jp = 0 for all k > N, it is clear that all vertices in
this diagram past the N-th column must take the form W, /I(O, 0;0,0) = 1. As such, viewed as operators
in End(V), the matrix entries of A(x) and C(z) consist only of finite products of rational functions.

QEquivalently, we shall work with partition functions with infinitely many vertical lines in the rightward direction.
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A similar argument works for the matrix elements of D*(x), which are represented by one-row partition
functions using dotted vertices:

11 12 iN 0 0

xr— 2 L] ° L] e 2 e 2 o 2 e 2
g2 N 0 0
Z1 z22 ZN ZN+1

This time, 3 N such that all vertices past the N-th column must take the form V[/z'k/m (0,2;0,2) =1, and we
once again conclude that entries of D*(z) are meaningful. O

PROPOSITION 3.2.6. Operators A(x), C(z), D*(x) satisfy the following commutation relations in End(V):

(3.2.9) [A(z), A(y)] = [C(2),C(y)] = [D*(x),D*(y)] = 0.

PROOF. The relations (B2Z9) are a direct transcription of the (a,b) = (0,0), (a,b) = (2,0) cases of
BZ4), as well as a normalized version of the (a,b) = (2,2) case. All of these relations survive the transition
to infinite volume, in view of Proposition B.2.5] O

ProprOSITION 3.2.7. Fizx q,x,y, zi, € C such that for all k € Z~, the following conditions hold:

0 0
(z—q’2)  (y— )
3.2.10 , - : .
( ) r—1 e 1-Y—1 1 @—qm) (v — o) <e<l,
0 0
T )
Zk Zk
0 0
(3.2.11) TR0 Y2 2| _ |- —a*a)  -=a)ly—an) | _,
3 ) (x —ze)(@—qz)  (y—aPz)(y — k) ’
) T
Zk Zk

for some constant € € R which is independent of k. One then has the following commutation relation in
End(V):

(3'2' 12) D* (w)C(y) = (I(x_ngg)(é_qqyg)y) C(y)D. (x)

PROOF. Since it will be important in what follows, we note here the version of ([3.2.6) obtained by
dividing through by ]_[iLzl W.,/(0,2;0,2). This converts all row operators carrying spectral parameter x
into their dotted counterparts:

(32.13) Tya(x)T20(y) =

Wy/m (07 2;0, 2)7-2,0(y)7-2.,2 (CL‘) + Wy/m(lv 1; 0, 2)7-2,1(?4)7-2.,1(56) + Wy/w (27 0;0, 2)7-2,2(3/)7-2.,0 (CL‘)
We argue that in the limit L — oo, only the left hand side and the first term on the right hand side of (B:2.13)
have non-vanishing matrix elements when evaluated on V: in fact, it is clear that these terms do indeed

produce (BZI2) under the limit in question. Our attention then shifts to showing that matrix elements of
the second and third terms on the right hand side vanish as L — 0.
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Examining the matrix elements of 72 1(y)7y; (x) and T22(y)Too(x) as L — oo, one finds that they are
given by partition functions of the form

i ia o0 iN-1 iN 0 .- i ia o0 iN-1 N 0
T —> 2 ° 3 o ° 3 ° 3 1 T —> 2 3 ° 3 ° ° 3 ° 0
y—>2 1 y—>2 2
F S TR )V B ) VA (N JuoJz o Jn-1 N0
TT 11 1T 11
zZ1 22 e+ EZN-1 ZN 21 z2 c++ ZN-1 2N

where as previously, 3 N : i = ji = 0 for all K > N. It is then not difficult to show that, in both pictures, all
columns beyond the N-th one will produce pairs of vertices either of the form [B.2.I0) or BZTT]). Since we
assume that the absolute values of these quantities are uniformly bounded below 1, and they occur infinitely
often, one finds that both of the above partition functions vanish. g

3.3. Rational symmetric functions from the nineteen-vertex model

The goal of this section is to introduce families of multivariate rational functions, derived as partition
functions in the Izergin—Korepin model. Our approach is closely inspired by that of Section for the
six-vertex model. Section [3.3.1] contains the definition of the multivariate rational function Fg and Section
introduces its partner, the multivariate rational function Gg. Finally, in Section B.3.3] we prove that
both functions are symmetric in their primary alphabet.

3.3.1. Multivariate rational function Fg.

DEFINITION 3.3.1. Fiz N € Z~¢ and let S € s(2) be a 2-string such that |S| = 2N. Fiz also two alphabets

(1,...,2N), 2 = (21,22,...). We define the multivariate rational function
(3.3.1) Fs(x1,...,zn;2) ={B|C(x1;2) - - C(zn; 2) |S),
where the row operators C(x;; z) are given by Proposition [T20, while
0 0
1$) = @[Sk, and (@] = )0l
k=1 k=1
denote states in 'V and its dual V*. We refer to (x1,...,2n) and (21, 22,...) as the primary and secondary

alphabets of Fs.
Translating (33.1]) into its partition function form, one has that

S1 Sy S3
TN — 2 0
2 0
(3.3.2) Fs(x1,...,2N;2) = 9 0
T — 2 0

0 0 O

[
z1 z9 Z3

where all bottom incoming and right outgoing edges are assigned the state 0. Every left incoming edge is
assigned the state 2, while top outgoing edges correspond with the entries of S. The object (8:3.2) is to be
interpreted as a partition function in the statistical mechanical sense: one works out all possible labelling of
internal lattice edges and assigns a weight to each such configuration, which is the product of all individual
vertices (B-L2)) that comprise it. Summing these weights across all possible configurations yields the rational
function Fs(z1,...,2N; 2).
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REMARK 3.3.2. A key difference between the rational functions ([B:3:2)) and their six-vertex counterparts
[232) lies in the alteration of the states on the left of the lattice: these all assume the value 2, rather than
1 as in the six-vertex case. Paths continue to enter from the left and exit towards the top of the lattice;
however, in the Izergin—-Korepin model there is increased freedom, as pairs of paths can now split and
recombine multiple times under the weights W, ,(0,2;1,1), W, /,(2,0;1,1), W, /,(1,1;0,2), W,/ (1,1;2,0).

As such, the functions Fs(z1,...,2nN; 2) contain many more non-trivial configurations than their six-vertex
cousins.
REMARK 3.3.3. Since the index of Fs(z1,...,2N;2) is a 2-string, there exists an integer M such that

S = 0 for all £ > M. It is then straightforward to see that all columns to the right of column M freeze
in the partition function (3.3.2): they are comprised solely of vertices W, /5, (0,0;0,0) which have weight
1. In view of this fact, it is often convenient to identify the function [B32) with the following finite-lattice
version:

St So oee ol .. Sy
IN — 2 0
(3.3.3) Fs(x1,...,zN;2) = 2 0
: 2 0
T — 2 0
0 O ......... 0
[ 1
Zl Z2 ......... ZM
and we write S = (S1,...,S5y). In what follows, we will pass freely between the two different formulations

(332) and (B33).
EXAMPLE 3.3.4. Sample lattice configuration of B.3.2) when N =4, S =(1,2,0,1,1,2,1,0,0,...):
1 2 0 1 1 2 1
. % I
T3 — 2 [

T2 — 2

o o o O

T — 2

000 0 0 0 0 0
|

z z z Z z

W
—

V4

)
w
N
ot
o
3

As stated in Remark[3.3.3, is only necessary to draw the first seven columns of the lattice, as all subsequent
columns are necessarily devoid of paths and have trivial weight.

3.3.2. Multivariate rational function Gg.

DEFINITION 3.3.5. Fix N € Z~ and let S € s(2) be a 2-string such that |S| = 2N . Fiz a further integer

M € Z~o and two alphabets (y1,...,ynm), 2 = (21,22,...). We define the multivariate rational function
(3.3.4) Gs(yr, .- ym; z) = 2N, 0| A(y1; 2) -+ - Alym; 2) |S),
where the row operators A(y;; z) are given by Proposition [3.2.3, while
[ee] N o0
S = @IS, and 2V, = <®<2|k) ® ( ® <0|k)
k=1 k=1 k=N-+1
denote states in V and its dual V*. We refer to (y1,...,ym) and (21, 22,...) as the primary and secondary

alphabets of Gg.
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Translating ([3.3.4]) into its partition function form, one has that

S1 .. ... SN Sng1---
Ym — 0 0
0 0
(3.3.5) Gs(yi,-- - ym:iz) = 0 0
0 0
Y — 0 0
2 ... ... 2 0
1 T
Z1 v vt ZN ZN41---

In this picture, all left incoming and right outgoing edges are assigned the state 0. The first N incoming
bottom edges are assigned the state 2; the remaining ones are all set to 0. As in the case of the functions
B32), the top outgoing edges correspond with the entries of S. We emphasize that in this definition, the
number of horizontal rows, M, is independent of N.

EXAMPLE 3.3.6. Sample configuration of B3E) when N =4, M =5, S =(1,2,0,1,1,2,1,0,0,...):
1 2 0 1 1 2 1

A M T N Ah
Ys = 0

Y4 — 0

A
Ys = 0 },—«_f‘—«‘
Y2 =0
Y1 — 0 [—‘f—‘

2 2 2 2 0 0 0
ot

21 R2 23 24 5 26 7

o O o o o

Again, it is only necessary to draw the first seven columns of the lattice, as all subsequent columns are
necessarily devoid of paths and have trivial weight.

3.3.3. Symmetry in primary alphabet. Below we present our first main result of the chapter.

THEOREM 3.3.7. The rational functions Fs(x1,...,xn;2) and Gs(y1,-..,ym; 2), defined in B.31) and
B34, are symmetric in their primary alphabets.

PrROOF. The symmetry of Fg(z1,...,zn;2) in (z1,...,2y) follows from the commutation relation
[C(xi;2),C(z5;2)] = 0 for i = j; see equation (B:29). In a similar vein, the symmetry of Gs(y1,...,Ym; 2)
in (y1,...,ynm) follows from the commutation relation [A(y;; 2), A(y;; z)] = 0; see again [B2.9). O

3.4. Cauchy identities in the nineteen-vertex model

In Section B.4.7] we state a Cauchy summation identity for the rational functions Fs and Gg defined
in 33.0) and (3.3.4). The proof of this identity is split over the subsequent sections, and closely follows
ideas from the proof of the Cauchy identity in the six-vertex model. In particular, Section introduces
a further rational function G'%, which is related to the original G¢ via the symmetry [3.4.7). Making use of
this alternative formulation of Gg, one is able to cast the Cauchy identity in algebraic form, and compute it
using commutation relations among row operators; this is done in Section B.4.3l
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3.4.1. Cauchy identity.

DEFINITION 3.4.1 (Counting function). For each 2-string S = (S1,S2,...) and integer 1 < i < 2, define
the counting function ¢;(S) to be multiplicity of i in S; namely, ¢;(S) = Card{j : S; = i}.

THEOREM 3.4.2. Let N, M € Z~ be fized positive integers. Fix parameters q,x;,y;, z1 € C such that for
allie{l,...,N}, je{l,..., M} and k € Z~y, the following conditions hold:

0 0
(1 —q’yjzk) (% — 2x)

3.4.1 -1 . @ = . <e<l,
( ) Y; — 1 L ] 1 - Zi— 1 1 ’ (1 7 qy]zk) (Il . qzzk) €

0 0

T T

Zk Zk

0 0

- ., — a2, — 34, L L

(342) | ¥ 50 e 0-Ti—2 2| _ ’(1 yia) (L= Pyan) (i zzk)(.fz qz’gk) o<1,

8 3 (1 —yjz)(1 —qyjze) (i — ¢?2) (@i — ¢Bar)

T T

Zk Zk

for some constant e € R which is independent of i, j, k. For such a choice of parameters, the rational functions

B30 and B3A) satisfy the summation identity

(34.3) > es(@Fs(z1,...,an;2)Gs(yr, - ymsq 27 ")

Ses(2)
N M 2 3
1— ¢ ziy;) (1 — ¢ xiy;)
— NeN+H R . ( q-Tiy; Jj
q ~y (1, .., TN Z) ,
2 =50 )
where the sum is taken over all 2-strings S such that |S| = 2N. Here z = (z1,22,...) as usual, while
g 3z71 = (q7321_1, quzz_l, ...). Figny appearing on the right hand side corresponds to the function (3.3.1])
for S = (2V,0,0,...), and the constant cs(q) is given by
[e¢]
(3.4.4) cs(q) = (=1)1/2(1 — g)=(S)g=e2(5) H 25k
k=1

The proof of Theorem [3.4.2] is deferred to Section [3.4.3]

REMARK 3.4.3. As with the corresponding Cauchy identity (Z.4.2)) in the six-vertex case, one again sees
the appearance of a domain-wall-type partition function on the right hand side of (8:43). In contrast to the
six-vertex case, however, there is no known determinant formula for Fio~) other than when the parameter g
is set to a root of unity [Garl6].

3.4.2. Flip symmetry of Gs. In a similar vein to the six-vertex model, we introduce here the rational
function G, which will play a key role in the proof of the Cauchy identity ([B.4.3).

DEFINITION 3.4.4. Fix N € Z~ and let S € s(2) be a 2-string such that |S| = 2N. Fiz a further integer
M € Z~o and two alphabets (y1,...,ynm), 2 = (21,22,...). We define the multivariate rational function

(3.4.5) Gy(y1s-- -y 2) = (S| D*(yars 2) - D*(y15 2) 27, @)
where the row operators D*(y;; z) are given by Proposition [.2.0, while

|2N,@>=(<§>|2>k)®( ® [0,) and <5 = @S,

k=1 k=N+1 k=1
denote states in'V and its dual V*.
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Translating (B4.3]) into its partition function form, it is given by

2 .. ... 92 0
Y1 — 2 ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° 2
2 ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) 2
(3.4.6) Gy(y1, ..., ym; z) = C2 e o o o o o o o o 2
2 ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° 2
Ym — 2 ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ) 2
Sl SN SN+1...
1 [
2’1 e .. ZN ZN+1...

where the quantity (40]) is well-defined, despite the change in normalization of the underlying vertex
weights. Indeed, one sees that the vertices in all columns sufficiently far to the right are frozen with weight
we . (0.2:0,2) = 1.

PROPOSITION 3.4.5. Fiz an integer M € Z~o and a 2-string S € s(2) such that |S| = 2N. The rational
functions B34) and BAH) are related under the following symmetry:
(347) q_N(2N+1)CS(q)GS(?J17 < Ym q—3z—1) = G.S(y;17 cee 73/1;[1; Z),
where the constant cs(q) is defined in (BAA).

PROOF. The proof is by repeated application of the local symmetry relation BLI0). To make the
procedure more transparent, we begin by stating a version of (B.I.I0) that may be applied to towers of
vertices. In particular, one notes that

(3.4.8)
K )
yit— 0 ? b YM— Jis 0y
. .
M M m i — _
[ a5 l . = [[qmon gmri(g — 1)teer (—g) e
polit : ol q(m+2)k(q _ 1)11-:1(7(1)11.:2
'
y&l_) Jm L4 Oor Y1 —s JI EI

i

where m is an arbitrary integer. Equation [B:48) is a straightforward consequence of (BII0), combined
with conservation of paths through vertices, and appropriate telescopic cancellations of factors assigned to
vertical edges.

The proof concludes by taking the lattice definition ([B:4.6]) of G and applying the relation (8.4.8)) column
by column (with m initially equal to 0, and rising in value by 2 after each application of the relation). In
particular, one finds that the procedure stabilizes: all indices 4, k, £ on the right hand side of [BL8) are
ultimately 0, as one traverses sufficiently far to the right through the lattice. Keeping track of all factors
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acquired through this process, we read off the relation

o/ —1 —1. (=1~ T oks =31
(3.4.9) Gs(yr - up 3 2) = NN (g — 1) (= IH "Gy, ymiq 02 ).

Noting that for any 2-string S such that |S| = 2N one has

cl(S)+c2(S):$2‘S’)+|_§’|:$2‘S’)+N7

we may rearrange signs in ([B.49) to recover (B.4.71). O

3.4.3. Proof of the Cauchy identity. We now return to the proof of Theorem [3.4.2)

PROOF. In view of the symmetry property [B.47), to demonstrate the Cauchy identity stated in (B.43)
we need to show that

(3.4.10)
! ! St (= ey (1= Paayy)
Fs(x1,...,2en;2)GS(yy s s yass 2) = Fony(x1,.. ., 2N 2 ! AT
S§2) s\Y1 M (2M) QE —zy;)(1 — qziy;)

Define an expectation value
(3411) gN,M =<@|C(£L‘1)C($N)'D'(y;/[1) D. ‘2N @>

Inserting the identity operator X gc, (s |S) (S| between the operators C(zn)D* (yy;) on the right hand side
of equation (B4TT), we obtain

Enm = Z (@|C(x1)...Clan) [SHSID (yaf) - - D (v M) |2V, @)
Ses(2)
= Z Fs(xlu e 7$N;Z)G:<,'(yfla cee 7y1T/[1;z)7
Ses(2)
where the final line follows from the algebraic definitions (83.1]) and 4.5]). This matches the left hand side
of (B.4.10).
On the other hand, commuting all C(z;) and D* (y;l) operators using the relation (32.12) (noting that
convergence constraints (B.210) and B2I1)) should be rewritten with y — x;, x — yj_l), we find that
ST (= Priyy) (1 — ¢y

(=) D NC () . Cla) 2V 2.
i=1j=1 (1 = 2iy)(1 — giy;) @|D*(ypr )+ D*(yy )C(z1)...C( N)’Q o)

We conclude by noting that (& D'(yj_l) = (@|, after which one has

qazzy] )(1— qxzyj) N
%) 2,
Enm = ﬂjl_[l 1= zy;)(1 — qziy;) (@|C(z1)...Clzn) |2V, @)

_ 1_[ q *szj 1 - quiyj)

Foony(z1,...,2N5 2),
T w0 gm0 )

1=17=1

which is precisely the right hand side of (B:4.10). O

3.5. Stable symmetric functions

Our goal in this section is to generalize the definition (8:3.2) of the rational symmetric functions Fg in
a way that renders them stable; this generalization results in yet another family of functions denoted Hg.
These functions are defined in Section [B.5.1] and a direct limiting procedure that constructs them is outlined
in Section Their basic properties, namely their symmetry and stability, are proved in Section [3.5.3]
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3.5.1. Multivariate rational function Hg. Before defining the rational function Hg, we shall require
an extension of the previous inversion statistic (Z5.1]) to 2-strings:

DEFINITION 3.5.1. Fiz an integer N € Z=o and a vector I = (I1,...,In) € {0,1,2}. We define the
inversion number inv(I) as follows:

(3.5.1) inv(I) = Y L2-1I)).
1<i<j<N

DEFINITION 3.5.2. Fiz two integers K € Zso, N € Z~¢ such that 0 < K < N and let S € s(2) be a
2-string such that |S| = 2K. We introduce the rational function Hg as follows:

(3.5.2) Hs(wy,...,ani2) =y (=102 — ¢y ™Rz, ay;2),
I:|I|=2K

with the sum taken over all vectors I € {0,1,2}" such that |I| = 2K, and where

Sl 52 5’3 ......
N — Iy 0
(3.5.3) Fl(zy,...,an12) =
To— I, 0
- I 0

O 0 0 ......
T 11
2,’1 22 23 ......

which is interpreted as a partition function in the same vein as (33.2]).

REMARK 3.5.3. The functions [B.5.2)) generalize the family Fg. Indeed, taking K = N trivializes
the summation on the right hand side, and one is forced to have (I1,...,In) = (2V). Since all of the

statistics in the exponents of the summand of ([3.5.2)) reduce to 0 when I = (2VV), and FéQN)(gcl, C L INGZ) =
Fs(x1,...,2N; 2), one finds that Hg = Fg when K = N.

At the other extreme, when K = 0, no particles may enter the lattice (3.5.3]) and it freezes into a product
of vertices W, . (0,0;0,0) = 1. We therefore have Hg,...)(z1,...,2n;2) =1 for any N > 1.

3.5.2. Limiting procedure to obtain Hg. The following theorem outlines how the functions Hg
may be recovered via a suitable series of limits applied to the original family 3d). The proof follows
very similar lines to the corresponding result (Theorem (Z5.4])) in the six-vertex model: namely, we shall
demonstrate certain simplified exchange relations for the row operators (8:2.2) that hold under the limits of
the vertical spectral parameters that we impose.

THEOREM 3.5.4. Fiz two integers K € Zso, N € Z=q such that 0 < K < N, and let S € 5(2) be a
2-string such that |S| = 2K. Fiz three alphabets (z1,...,2N), u = (u1,...,un_k) and z = (z1,22,...) of
arbitrary parameters. The following relation then holds:

F(gN—K)S)(CE], e, INSU Y Z)

3.5.4 H o cz)=1i
( ) S(Il’ ’xN’z) uL{I%O F(QN—K)(*;U)

)

where we write u — o as shorthand for the limits u; — 0, 1 < i < N — K. The notation (x;u) indicates
that the primary alphabet of Fion-xy may be chosen arbitrarily.

PROOF. Our first observation is that all of the vertex weights in Figure [l have a well-defined y — o0
limit. Moreover, due to the fact that the weights (B.1.2) depend on the spectral parameters z,y only via
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their ratio, it is clear that all weights become independent of x after taking y — c0. We shall reflect this fact
by suppressing the value of horizontal spectral parameters in most of the partition functions that follow.

Now consider the lattice model interpretation of Fion-x g)(21,...,Zn;u U 2); see equation (B.3.2).
Sending w — o0, we obtain the following:
(3.5.5)
2 2 S1 Sy
|
|
Ty —>2 In| Iy 0
|
|
|
l
|
lim F(QN—KyS)(I17...,.I‘N;'U/UZ): . ) ) : )
u—00 . : : :
I:|I|=2K : }
Ty —> 2 I Ip 0
|
T — 2 Loh 0
|
|
0 0 0 0
o¢] o] 21 zZ2

where the red dashed line is used to separate out the first N — K vertical lines of the lattice. In view of
the comment above, we note that in these first N — K columns, one may assign arbitrary values to the
horizontal spectral parameters. To the right of the red dashed line we recognize the lattice definition of
Fi(z1,...,7n;2). Comparing with the definition B5.2) of Hg, equation (35.4) holds provided that

*o—> 2 Iy
(3.5.6) ' = (c1)aDRA — gD gD fim Fyw e ()
: : UuU—>00
* —> 2 I
wo—> 2 I

0
[ee) 0

for all (I1,...,In) € {0,1,2}" such that |I| = 2K. To prove equation (3.5.6) we require the following lemma,
that allows us to incrementally modify the boundary conditions at the right edges of the partition function.

LEMMA 3.5.5. Fiz integers a,b € {0,1,2} such that a > b, and arbitrary vectors S,T € {0,1,2}. The
following equality of partition functions holds:

n Ty Tn-1 Tn Tn Th Tn-1 Tn

P —s s b . —s2 a

(3.5.7) gv@d) x| —2 o =« —o b
S S Sn-1 Sy S1 S Sn-1 Sn
Tron Tron

where in this case inv(a,b) = a(2 —b).
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Furthermore, the following equality holds:

" T TN Tn N T Tno1 Tn

F—39 1 ¥ —39 2

(3.5.8) —q(l—q ) 2x | +—2 T P .
S1 S Sn—1 Sn S1 S Sn—1 Sn
11l 11l

PROOF. We begin with the proof of [B5.7]). Following very similar ideas to Proposition B.2.4], one may
derive the following exchange relation between row-operators (of arbitrary length):

(359) 7-2,a(x;z)7-2,b(y;z) = Z Wy/m(da b, G)E,d(y;Z)Tz,c(!E;Z),
c,d:c+d=a+b

where a,b € {0, 1,2} are arbitrary. After sending z — o0, the row operators in (35.9) become independent
of their primary arguments:

(3.5.10) T2,a(#;00)Ta,p(%;00) = Z Wy/e(d, c;b,a)T2,a(%; 00) Ta,c(%; 00),
c,d:c+d=a+b

which holds for arbitrary values of the parameter y/x. Consulting the weights in Figure [Il and sending
y/x — 0, one finds that

Wo(d,c;b,a) = 1eeg - 1agp g mv(ab) for a > b,

and (BT then follows directly from (E5I0).
The proof of [B5.8)) follows by similar reasoning. This time, one starts from B510) with a = b = 1.

Sending y/x — oo, there holds
0, c=0and d =2,

Woo(dvcalvl): _q_17 c=d=17

—¢*(1—q)(1—¢%), c=2andd=0,
and (B5.10) then reads
Ta,1(%0) a1 (#;0) = —¢ 7 To,1(%;00) To,1 (%;00) = ¢ (1 = @)(1 = ¢*) Ta,0 (%5 90) Ta,2 (5 ).
This rearranges to yield (3.5.8). 0

An immediate corollary of the exchange relations B.5.7) and ([B.5.8) is that the quantity

# — 2 Iy
(3.5.11) X1, .. In) = (—1) 1 (D2(1 — g~ Hyma D ginv(D) o
* — 2 I
# — 2 I
P

is invariant for all (I1,...,Iy) € {0,1,2}" such that |I| = 2K. Indeed, any re-partitioning of (I, ..., Iy) may
be achieved by iteration of the relations (B.5.7) and ([B.5.8)). We are therefore at liberty to choose (I1,. .., In)
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in any way that facilitates the computation of x(I1,...,In). Choosing (I, ..., Ix) = (0N =K 2K) equation

BET1) becomes

2 2
® —> 2 2
K
® —> 2 2
2 2
(3512) X(ON?K,2K) = . 5 2 l 0 = JL{I%O F(2N—K)(*;’LL),
N-K
® —> 2 0

where the final equality follows by noting that all vertices above the red dashed line are frozen: all of these
vertices have the weight W, (2,2;2,2) = 1. Comparison of E5II) and B5I2) proves [B.5.6), thereby
completing the proof of Theorem B.5.4

O

3.5.3. Symmetry and stability of Hg. In this section, we discuss some properties of the rational
functions defined by (B35.2]). Similarly to their six-vertex analogues, the first property is that the rational
functions Hg are symmetric with respect to their primary alphabet:

PROPOSITION 3.5.6. Fiz two integers K € Zso, N € Z=o such that 0 < K < N and let S € s(2) be
a 2-string such that |S| = 2K. Then the rational function Hg(x1,...,xN;2) is symmetric with respect to

(xlv"'v'rN)'

ProOF. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem [3.5.4] in view of the fact that the right hand side
of 1) is symmetric in (z1,...,25). O

The second property is that the rational functions [B5.2) are stable with respect to their alphabet
(LL'l, N ,CL'N)Z

PROPOSITION 3.5.7. Fix two integers K € Z=o, N € Z=q such that 0 < K < N and let S € s(2) be a
2-string such that |S| = 2K. We then have the reduction property

Hs(xl,...,l']v_l;z), |S|<2N—2,
(3513) Hs(l'l,...,,TN_l,,TN:OO;Z):
0, S| = 2N.

PROOF. Since Hg(x1,...,xN; 2) is symmetric with respect to its primary alphabet, we may equivalently
study the limit as z; — oo. This limit affects the bottommost row of vertices in the partition function (.5.3]).
Consulting the table in Figure[Il one finds that all weights W, (i, j; k, £) have a well-defined limit as 2 — oo,
and furthermore

(3.5.14) Jim W/, (0,1;1,0) =0, lim W./,(0,2;1,1) =0,  lim W./,(0,2;2,0) = 0.
It follows that Fi (w1 = 0, 2a,...,2N; 2) vanishes if any of the vertices (B.5.14) occur within the first row of

the partition function [B53).

Let us begin by assuming that |S| < 2N. The only way to prevent the appearance of one of the vertices
BET4) is to fix I; = 0, which causes the entire bottom row of the lattice to freeze away (since it is then
comprised solely of Wy (0,0;0,0) vertices). As such, for any I = (I1,...,Iy) we find that

Fé(azl = 0,T,...,TN;2) = 11,0 " Fé(IQ,...,CCN;Z), I= (I2,...,IN),
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which translates into the property

(35.15) Hs(w1 = 0,as,...,a512) =y, (-1 D21 — g )yaDg= VD plg, 2y z)
I:|I|=2K
=HS({E2,...,(EN;Z),

with the sum taken over vectors I = (I3,...,Iy), and where the first equality in (Z5.15) makes use of the
fact that

cl(07[27" 7IN) = Cl(IQ,. 7IN) = Cl(f),
inv(0, Iy, ..., Ix) = inv(ly,...,Iy) = inv(]).

This completes the proof of B5I3) in the case |S| < 2N.

The case |S| = 2N is handled very easily, since in this situation the vector that indexes the left incoming
edges of the partition function ([B.5.3)) is forced, by conservation, to be (I1,...,In) = (2V). As such, it is
impossible to choose I} = 0, and FZ(zq = 00,22, ...,2N; z) vanishes identically. O

3.6. Cauchy identity for stable symmetric functions

In Section B4 we stated a Cauchy-type identity between the rational symmetric functions [B.31) and
B34). One aspect of the identity (B:43]) which is somewhat undesirable is that its right hand side does not
fully factorize. In this section we show that the stable symmetric functions [B5:2) are more natural from
this point of view, and satisfy a Cauchy summation identity with a fully factorized right hand side.

THEOREM 3.6.1. Let N, M € Z~ be fized positive integers. Fix parameters q,x;,y;, z1 € C such that for
allie{l,...,N}, je{l,...,M} and k € Z~y, the conditions BAI) and BA2) hold. We then have the
summation identity

(3.6.1)
N M 9
—1sI? - 1 —¢*ziy;) (1 — iy
Z (—1)|SV2(J4MN 5] cs(q)Hs(x1, .., on; 2)Hs (1, yms g P27 1) = HH( 1 _ ])(1 ]),
Ses(2) i=1j=1 ( - Ilyj)( qxzyj)

where the constant cs(q) is given by (B.4.4).

PROOF. Our starting point is the identity ([B.4I0), in which we choose the secondary alphabet to be
u U z, where u = (uy,...,uy) and z = (21, 22,...):

Z Fs(z1,...,2n;u U z)G'S(yfl,...,yI;[l;u U z)
Ses(2)

N M 2
1- [ 1- [
F(2N)($17'_ INIU U Z HH(( qziy;)( q l’ya)'

i=1j=1 1—zy;)(1 — qziy;)

Dividing this equation by F(ov)(*; %) and taking the limit w — 00, in exactly the same vein as (3.5.4), we
read off the identity

(3.6.2)
N M 3
. _ _ (1 = ¢ziy;) (1 — ¢xiy;)
lim ————— Fs(x1,...,en;u0z)Gs(yrt, .. ypuuz) = ,
u—w0 Fon)( S;Q) ! M }:[1]1:[1 —z;y;)(1 — qzy;)

where the right hand side of [B.6.2) follows from [B.5.4) with S = (0,0,0,...). It remains to show that the
left hand side of (8:6.2)) matches that of (B.6.1).
To that end, define the quantity
Ky = lim Z Fs(z1,...,xn;u U z)G'S(yl_l, e ,y;;;u U z),

u—00
Ses(2)
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which has the graphical representation

(3.6.3)

The leftmost N columns of this lattice correspond with the variables (uq,...,
infinity, while the remaining columns correspond with the secondary alphabet (z1, 22, . .
We perform summation over the vectors (I1,...,Iny) and (J1,...,Jy) such that sz\il I; = sz\il J;, noting
that this implies Zi\il I + Zi\il J? =2M, so that conservation of paths is respected in the rightmost region
of the partition function.

We turn our attention firstly to the leftmost N columns of ([B6.3]). We see that this region takes a very
similar form to the quantity (3511 defined in Section Indeed, the only significant difference is that
top M x N block of these columns uses dotted vertices, which differ from their undotted counterparts only

Knum

)

-1
yp —

—1

y M

(I1,--IN)
(J15esInr)
[T]=|J]

TN —

rp —

up to normalization. We thus find that

* —> 2

P> 2

P> 2

* — 2
(3.6.4)

* — 2

L —> 2

£ —32

with x defined in ([B.5.10), and where the factor of ¢*™ arises from the above-mentioned normalization
discrepancy between dotted and undotted vertices, while the g-inversions in the denominator of ([B.6.4]) are
computed using the fact that

By the invariance of y under re-partitioning of its arguments, we may choose (I, ..

2

i

inv(Iy,..

2

i

9

Jir
_ q4MN ~ X(Ilv-

In

I

2 2
L ] (]
L ] [ ]
L ] ]
L ] ]

0 0

!

0

0
T
0

N, T

Jt

In

I

1)

0 0
(] L]
[ ] L]
[ ] [ ]
{ ] L]
0 0
zZ1 ;'[

(71)c1(1)/2+c1(,])/2(1 o qfl)cl(I)Jrcl(J)

0

;

Z3

In,Jypy ooy dy) =inv(Iy ..., In) + inv(Jyy, . ..

= inV(Il...,IN) +inV(J1,...

(0N, 2M) which by B5I12) yields
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qinv(1)+inv(J)+\I|\J|

»J1) + 1]
s ) + (L]

NIy

X(Its - Iny Ty, JT) = X (0N, 2M) = Tim Fiony (x;u).

un) that have been sent to
.) that remains free.



We have thus derived the equation

. Ky m
3.6.5 | _ =
( ) uglgo F(QN)(*;U)

y;/ll — Ji ° ° ° ° o 2
(_1):1(1)/2+C1(J)/2(1 _ q—l)t1(1)+C1(J)

AMN s s s

q Z v D+ () +1] e

(I1,....IN) Ses(2) ;
(Jl ,,,,,, J ]\/[) IN — In 0
[1=1J]
—

Ty —— §L 0

0 0 0

21 ;'[ 1

where summation over S € s(2) is restricted to 2-strings such that |S| = |I| = |J|.

The final step is to apply a symmetry relation to the top half of the lattice on the right hand side of
BE3), similarly to that of Proposition B0l Letting the top half of the lattice be denoted by

0 0 O o+ oo
yyt—> U e e e e e - e e 2
e o o o o o o
(3.6.6) o . : e o o o o - o o
F&'(y1 s ..oy 2) = :
e o o o o e o
e o o o o o o 2
y]_wl — Jy o o o o o --- o o 2
S1 Sy Sz e+ +e-
Z1 22 23 e e

one may prove the relation

FéJ(yfla e 7y1T/[1; Z) = (_1)‘S|/QCS(Q)F$'](y17 <YM q_3Z_l)
by repeated application of (BA8) to the columns of the partition function ([B.6.6), where cg(q) is given by
BZ4) and Fd(y1,...,ym;q 227 1) by B53). Combining everything, we have shown that

. Knm g2
lim M Z _1)I8l/2 AMN~|5]|
ul—rgo F(QN)(*;’LL) ( ) q CS(q)X

Ses(2)
(71)c1(1)/2+C1(J)/2(17q71)c1(1)+c1(‘]) ( L
Z qinv(1)+inv(J) Fé(xl"'"IN;Z)FSJ(yla"'vyM;q 32 1)
(I1,.-5IN)
(J11,~-~7JJ1\»;)
[T]=|J|=]|S]

— 2 p— —
= Z (71)|S‘/2q4]\4N 151 CS((])HS(«Il,...,IN;Z)HS(yl,...,yM;q 32 1)5
Ses(2)
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completing the proof of B.6.T). a

3.7. Properties of rational symmetric functions

This section serves as a prelude to the next one. Our aim is to provide a list of properties satisfied by
the rational symmetric functions Fs(x1,...,2n; 2), before writing down a solution to these properties in
Section

In Section BTl we state a family of exchange relations obeyed by the function Fs(z1,...,2n;2). These
relations allow one to start from an arbitrary 2-string S and progressively order it. More precisely, these
relations provide a way to convert an arbitrary function Fg into a linear combination of functions F7p, such
that each T € 5(2) in this sum has the form 71 > T, = T3 > - - -. We shall refer to such 2-strings as ordered.

In Section B.7.2, we use the lattice formulation of Fr(z1,...,2n;2) to derive recursion relations that
it satisfies when the indexing 2-string T' is ordered. These recursion relations provide the foundation for
standard Lagrange interpolation techniques.

Finally, in Section B3] we prove that all of these properties are uniquely-determining, meaning that
any family of functions that obey the properties must be equal to Fs(x1,...,xN;2z) itself.

3.7.1. Exchange relations.

DEFINITION 3.7.1. Fiz an integer k = 1 and let S, T € §(2) be 2-strings such that (Sk, Sk+1) = (Tk, Th+1),
but Sk + Sk+1 =Tk + Tit1, and S; =T; for all i = k. k+ 1. We say that S, T are k-exchangeable and write
S~ T.

PROPOSITION 3.7.2. Fix an integer k = 1 and a 2-string S € s(2) such that Sy, < Sg+1. The following
relation then holds:
(3.7.1) VVZ,HI/Z,c (Sk-t-la Sk; Sk+17 Sk)Fs(CL'l, ..., TN; Z) =

Fak-S(l'la-- yIN, Ok * Z Z Wzk+1/zk Tk+17Tk7Sk+l7Sk)FT($lu'"7‘rN;z)7
T:S~,T

with the sum taken over 2-strings T such that S, T are k-exchangeable, and where o.-S = (..., Sk+1, Sk, -+ ),
ok 2= "(...,2k41, 2k, ... ) denote transposition of the k-th and (k + 1)-th elements of S, z.

PROOF. The proof is by application of the Yang—Baxter equation [B.I8) to the k-th and (k + 1)-th
columns of the partition function in question.

In particular, starting from the lattice representation of Fy, .s(z1,...,2N; 0k 2), one may attach a frozen
W 1/2(0,0;0,0) vertex at the base of the k-th and (k + 1)-th columns. By repeated application of the
Yang-Baxter equation, this vertex emerges from the top of the same columns, leading to the identity

Sk+1 Sk Sk+1 Sk

Ty Thy1

- 3

(Tk, Trey1)

0 0 0 0
Zk  Rk+1 Zk  Rk+1

where the states assigned to external horizontal edges are arbitrary, but held fixed on both sides of the
equation. We then read off the equation

ng.s(arl, ey N O z) = ZW2k+1/zk(Tk+l’Tk; Sk+1,Sk)FT({E1, .. .,a:N;z)
T

where the sum is over 2-strings such that T; = S; for all ¢ = k,k + 1. Equation (B771) then follows by
rearrangement. 0
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REMARK 3.7.3. While the k-th and (k 4+ 1)-th elements of S in Proposition are increasing, it is
easily seen that all 2-strings present on the right hand side of (BI]) are non-increasing with respect to the
same two elements. It is therefore possible to iterate (B7I)), converting an arbitrary initial 2-string into a
linear combination of non-increasing ones.

PROPOSITION 3.7.4. Fiz an integer N = 1. The following relation holds:

(372) Wz (1,1;2,0)F(12N)($1,...,CL‘N;Z) =

F(270)12N—2)($1, ..., IN;071 * Z) — sz/zl (0, 2; 2, 0)F(270)12N—2)($1, ...y IN; Z)

2/21

N
- sz/z1 (27 0;2, 0) 1_[ Wz1/;ﬂi (05 2;0, 2)F(2,12N*2) ('rla <oy TN 21)5
i=1

where 21 = (22, 23,...) denotes the secondary alphabet with the omission of z1.

PROOF. The proof follows along similar lines to that of Proposition This time, one starts from
the lattice representation of Fiy g 12v-2y(71,...,2n;01 - 2) and attaches a frozen W, /. (0,0;0,0) vertex at
the base of the first and second columns. By repeated application of the Yang-Baxter equation, this vertex
emerges from the top of the same columns, leading to the identity

2 0 2 0
2 ¢ b
2 — 2
(a,b):a+b=2
2
0 0 2
0 0 0 0
21 29 21 22

where the states assigned to left horizontal edges are all 2, as that coincides with the left boundary of the
partition function ([833:2). We then obtain the equation

(373) F(2)0712N—2)($1,.. 3 IN;O1 -Z) = Z W22/21 (b,a;2,0)F(a)b7121v72)(3:1,.. .,:EN;Z).
(a,b):a+b=2

The sum over (a,b) such that a +b = 2 consists of three possible pairs: namely, (a,b) = (2,0), (a,b) = (1,1)
and (a,b) = (0,2). The final of these leads to a simplification of the function Fi, ; 12v-2y(21, ..., 2N; 2):

N
(3.7.4) Fogaon-2) (@1, .., o83 2) = [ [Wey/e, (0,2,0,2) Fo yov-2y (21, ..., 2 21),

=1

which is easily deduced by freezing of the first column of the partition function (B:3:2) for Fs(z1,...,zN; 2)
when S; = 0. Combining B.7.3)) and (B.7.4) then yields the result (B.7.2). O

REMARK 3.7.5. Collectively, Propositions and 374 have the following implication: not only is it
possible to completely order the 2-strings that index our symmetric functions, it is also possible to ensure
that every ordered 2-string begins with a 2.

To see this, recall that Proposition allows Fg to be written as a linear combination of functions
Pr, where T is ordered. If T = (12V), the only ordered 2-string that does not begin with 2, application of
Proposition .74 results in a linear combination of 2-strings that begin with 2. While not all of the 2-strings
appearing on the right hand side of (B2 are non-increasing, renewed application of B.7I]) allows the
strings (2,0, 12¥72) to be ordered (without disturbing the 2 at the head of the string).
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3.7.2. Recursion relations.

PRrOPOSITION 3.7.6. Fiz integers N € Z~q and M € Z=¢ such that N > M, and let T = (2N_M, 12M)
denote a non-increasing 2-string. The function Fr(z1,...,xN;2) satisfies the following properties:

(1) The function Fr(x1,...,xN;2) is symmetric with respect to its primary alphabet (x1,...,xN).

(2) Introduce the normalized function
) N
FT(xl,...,xN;z)=H —¢°z)(vi — ¢*2))Fr(z1,...,2N; 2).

Then Fr is a polynomial in z1 of degree 2N .
(3) The function Fr vanishes at z; = 0:

= 0.

Fr(zi,...,zN;2)
21:0

(4) The function Fr has the following recursion relation with respect to z:

= Fpo(x1,...,oN-1;21),
Z1=IN

FT(:vl,...,:vN;z)

where 21 = (22, 23,...) denotes the secondary alphabet with the omission of z1 and T\2 = (2N—M~1 12M),

e function Fr has a further recursion relation with respect to z;:

5) Th Fr h h l h
(1-¢*)(1-¢*)

3.7.5 Res{F T1,...,TN; Z } =" ‘7

( ) T( 1 N ) P q6(1 . q)

x ]hl ey — ¢ !Ez D)) Nﬁw (@n — zj)(@N — q7)) Z@ Fu( 21)
T1,...,TN_1;21),
o (xn — xi)(xNn — qxy) oo (xn — ¢%z5)(xNn — ¢3%; vFu( N=1 =

with the sum taken over 2-strings U = (Ua,...,Unyr) such that |U| = 2N — 2, and where the coefficients
@y are defined as the one-row partition functions

2 ... 9 1 - 1
(3.7.6) QU =Pw,,..Unsn) = 2 2 «— ¢ 3zyN
Uy Us o o oo Unim
T T U
Z2 ZN+M

with top boundary conditions corresponding with the string (2N ~M=1) y (12M).

(6) In the case N =1, M = 0 we have the explicit evaluation

(1-¢*) (@1 + ¢z — ¢°z1 — P2z
(z1 — ¢*21) (21 — ¢°21) '
PROOF. All of the properties (1)—(6) follow directly from the partition function formula (33.2)).
(1) The symmetry of Fr(xi,...,zn;2) in (z1,...,2y) has already been established in Theorem B.3.7

Foy(21;2) = W2, /5,(0,2;2,0) =

(2) Multiplying the partition function by HZ 1 ]_[N+M( z; — ¢*2;)(xi — ¢°2;) is equivalent to converting the
underlying vertex weights to their polynomial form In particular, we define

(3.7.7) Wa (i, 53 k. €) i= (x — ¢°2) (@ — ¢ 2)W. 1 (i, j; k. 0),

which are polynomials in « and z for all ¢, j, k, £ € {0, 1,2}. The function FT(xl, ..., xN; 2) is then given by
the partition function setup [B3.32)), but using the weights (B.7.7). Examining this partition function, it is
clear that all dependence on the parameter z; is via the leftmost column of the lattice. Since the weights
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B of individual vertices in that column are at most degree-2 polynomials in zq, it is then immediate
that Fr(z1,...,zxN;2) is at most a degree-2N polynomial in z;.

(3) This again follows by studying the leftmost column of the partition function under consideration. It is
clear that any configuration of this column must give rise to at least one of the following vertex weights:

(1- q2)21
(zi — ¢*z1)’

q(1—q)*(1 + ¢)(wi — 21)z
(xi — ¢*21) (2 — ¢*21)

Wzl/mi(la 2; 27 1) =

Wzl/mi (07 25 17 1) =

(1— q2)($i + q233i - q2z1 - q321)z1

W, 1:.(0,2:2,0) =
zl/wl( ) Ly Ly ) (xi_qul)(xi_qul)

where i takes values in {1,..., N}. All of these weights vanish at z; = 0, and the claim is then immediate.

(4) Take the lattice representation of Fr(x1,...,2zn;2z) and use the symmetry in (z1,...,2y) to permute
the horizontal spectral parameters, so that zy is assigned to the lowest row of the lattice, followed by
(z1,...,2xNn—1) assigned to the remaining rows. In any lattice configuration, the bottom-left vertex must
then take one of the following forms:

(IN - 21)(1?N - qu)
(iCN - q221)($N - (1321)7

q(1—q)*(1 + q)(zny — 21)21
(v — ¢?21)(aN — ¢*21)

Wzl/xN (Oa 27 Oa 2) =

Wzl/mN (07 27 17 1) =

)

(1-¢*)(zn + ¢*zn — ¢*21 — ¢®21)2

w. 0,2;2,0) =
z1/mN(7 )y 4y ) (IN*L]22’1)(‘TN*C]321)

The first two of these weights vanish at z; = xp; the third becomes W7(0,2;2,0) = 1. It is then easy to

show that, after specializing z; = xy, the first row and column of Fr(z1,...,zyN; z) freeze out entirely:
2 2 2 1 1
IN-1 ——2 2 0
2
2
(3.7.8) Fr(xi,...,xN;2) =
Z1=ITN
£
ry —>2 9 0
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TN —2 e 0 0
00 0
TN 22 ZN+M

The total weight of the frozen regions in (B7.8) is identically 1, and the remaining (unfrozen) portion of the
lattice is simply Fp\o(71,...,2N-1;21), yielding the desired recursion.
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(5) One begins by observing that the partition function Fr(x1,...,zxN; 2z) admits the following, alternative
lattice formulation:

(3.7.9)
22 1 1
2
Ty Us oo eee oo Unan U
2 2 1 1 I M
Us Us -+ o - Unsm Un
IN-1—>2 0
IN-1—32 0
FT(LL'l,...,CL'N;Z): ' ' ' =
T ——2 : : :
T —32 0
IN—>2 0 L
* * * * * * * z; 32 0
0¢—2 v
0 0 0 0 0 0
T T
T Z2 z3 ©+ ZN+M 21
22 - AN+M

The first equality in 73] is due to the fact that all edges marked = are forced to assume the state 0, which
then completely freezes the bottom row of the lattice, and one recovers Fr(z1,...,zn;2) (where we have
again exploited the symmetry in (z1,...,2x) to transfer x to the base of the lattice). The second equality
in (B229) follows by repeated application of the Yang-Baxter equation (3.1.g]).

Expanding the rightmost partition function in (8.7.9) along the edges marked with the red dashed line,
we read off the algebraic equality

(3.7.10) Fr(zi,...,zN;2) = Z Uy(z1)Fou(z1,. .., zN;w - 2)
(U1, UN+m)

with the sum taken over 2-strings (U, ..., Unar) such that |U| = 2N, and where w-U = (Ua, ..., Unya, Ur)
and w -z = (22,...,2N+M, 21) denote cyclic permutations of the function index and alphabet, respectively.
The function F,.y(z1,...,2N;w - z) appearing in the summand of BZCI0) takes the form

Uy Us o+ oo oon oo Ungn Uy
IN-1 —>2 0
(3'7_11) Fou(xy,...,aniw-2) =
rnr —2 0
IN —>2 0
rrT1r1rrrT
Z2 23 e+ eee eee ees ZNHM 2L

while the coefficients WUy (z1) are defined as the following one-row partition functions:

(3712) \I/U(Zl) = \I/(U11U27~»1UN+M)(21) = 9 Ui «— 21
Uy Us -+ oo - Ungm
1T ...
Z2 Z3 ZN+M
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Now consider the effect of computing the residue of F,,.y(x1,...,2N;w - 2) at the point z; = g 3xzn. The
only contribution to this residue comes from the bottom-right vertex in (B2C.IT]). In particular, we require
this vertex to assume the form W, , (0,2;2,0), since both W, . (0,1;1,0) and W, /. (0,0;0,0) have
vanishing residue at z; = ¢ 73z . We then observe a freezing of the first row and final column of (B.7.I1):
(3.7.13)

U2 U3 UN+M 2

IN-1 ——2 0 0

z1=q73zN

ReS{Fw.U(JIl,...,J]N;W'Z)} :1U1:2 X 0

ry —2 0 0

IN —2 2 0

0

I

22

0 0

IN+M g Py

where it is important to note that this residue vanishes if U; = 2. Next, we explicitly compute the weights
of the frozen regions in (B.7.13); namely,

(1-¢>)(1~-q*)
Res{IW., 1, (0,2:2,0)} __U-ad)i-d) o
1/ N( ) 21:q73LEN qﬁ(lfq) N
N-—1 N— 1 3
Wy o, (2,0:2,0)| n (zy — ¢*m)(zy — ¢°xi)
L 21/%; g3y 4 (zn — 2) (TN — qzi) )
N+M N+M
(N — zj)(xN — q2))
W. . (0,2:0,2) = .
jl:[2 3/ N( ) Jl:[2 (zn — ¢?2)(zn — ¢32;)

Making use of these evaluations, 3713 becomes

_ _ (-0 -¢*)
(3714) RQS{FM.U(,’El, L, IN,W Z)}Zl:qisz = —WCEN
N— 1 3 N+M
-7 wz (ZCN—q ;) (N — z)(zN — g7))
x H [

il (xn — xi)(xN — qu;) =2 (N — ¢*2)(aN — ¢z

) . 1U1:2 . F(Uz,...,UN+1u)(:E17 e 7xN—1;21)-

One may then directly compute the residue of Fr(x1,...,oy;2) at the point 2, = ¢ 32y, using B.7.10),
BLI4), and the fact that the one-row partition functions (B.7.6) and (B7I2) are related via the identity
U205, Unsa) (@ 22N) = 1y, Un, ) This completes the proof of (BZ5).

(6) This property requires no further explanation.

.....

3.7.3. Proof of uniqueness.

THEOREM 3.7.7. The functions Fg(x1,...,xN;2) are uniquely characterized by the exchange relations
of Propositions[3.7.9 and[3.74) and by the properties listed in Proposition [3.7.6

PROOF. Suppose that Zg(z1,...,2n;2), S € §(2), |S| = 2N is a family of rational functions that
satisfies all of the conditions of Propositions B.7.2) B.7.4] and B7.6l Our task is to show that, necessarily,

(3.7.15) Zs(x1,...,xN;2) = Fs(x1,...,2N; 2).
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We begin with the observation that for any 2-string S, one is able to write
(3.7.16)

Zs(x1,...,xn;2) — Fs(x1,...,2Nn;2) = ZZd%U<ZT($1, .o xN; 0 2)— Fr(xy,...,eN; 0 z)),
T o
where the first sum is over 2-strings of the form 7' = (2V=M 12M) with N > M and the second sum is over
permutations of the secondary alphabet z, while dT , are appropriate coefficients. Indeed, as explained in
Remark 375, Propositions B.7.2] and m collectively ensure that one may write

(3.7.17) Fs(xz1,...,zN;2) = ZZd%UFT(xl, S S IN O Z)

T o
for appropriate coefficients d%a. By virtue of the assumption that Zg(z1,...,zn;2) satisfies the same
exchange relations, it must then be possible to write an analogue of equation BZI7) for Zg(x1,...,zN; 2)

with the same expansion coefficients; the claim B7T6]) follows immediately.
Thanks to equation (B7.16), the task of proving (B.7.15) is reduced to showing that

(3.7.18) Zr(xy,...,xn;2) = Fr(2y,...,2N;2), VT =2VM 1M with N > M.

The rest of the proof proceeds by induction on N; namely, the size of the primary alphabet. Let Py denote
the proposition that (BZI8]) holds.

We begin with a verification of P;. The only ordered 2-string that begins with a 2 and has total weight
2 is the string T' = (2). Property (6) of Proposition B.7.0] provides an explicit evaluation of Fr(z1;2) and
Zr(x1;2) when T = (2), so they are necessarily equal. Hence P; is true.

Now we proceed with the inductive hypothesis that Py_; is true for some N > 2, and consider the
function

(3.7.19)

|\:|__|]z

+
H —¢*z)( —q?’zj)(ZT(xl,...,:CN;z)—FT(:El,...,:EN;z)>.

By property (2) of Propo ion B7.68, Ar is a polynomial in z; of degree 2N. The symmetry property (1),
together with properties (3), (4), (5) specifies A at 2N + 1 values of z;. In particular, property (3) becomes

Arp

= 0. Property (4) becomes

z21=

N+M N
2 3 ~ L
A = || (zr — ¢*2) (v — ¢°2)) || i — q?xp)(z — q ) Ao (@15 Ty oo o5 TN 21) = 0
Z1=T .
j=2 =1

for all 1 < k < N, where the final equality with 0 is due to the assumption that Py_; holds. Finally,
property (5) becomes

| NiM N
(3.7.20) Ar =-—=5 H xp — 25)(zK — g7 n T, — ¢*x)(xn — ¢y)
amcte 4 j=2 i=1

><Z‘I)UAU(.Il,...,fk,...,:EN;:Z'\l)=0
U

for all 1 < k < N, with summation over U and coefficients &y as described in Proposition After
reordering the 2-strings appearing on the right hand side of (B7.20), similarly to (B.Z.18]), we recover a sum
over functions of the form B719) with non-increasing index and a primary alphabet of size N — 1. This is
again equal to 0 due to the inductive hypothesis.
Collectively, these properties show that Ap vanishes at 2V + 1 values of z1; it is therefore identically
zero for arbitrary z;. Hence Py is true, and the proof is complete by induction on V.
O

3.8. Twisted columns presentation and symmetrization formula

In this section we turn to the task of writing an explicit summation formula for the functions (331), by
obtaining a solution to the set of properties that uniquely determine them (see Section[B73]). To achieve this
goal, we shall make use of a family of twisted column operators T'y(z) (defined in Sections B8] and B.82)
which satisfy exchange relations from the Yang-Baxter algebra of the Izergin—Korepin model; this is the
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content of Theorem B.83] Aided by these operators, we obtain an algebraic reformulation of the functions
Fs(z1,...,2N;2) in Section B.83 which ultimately leads to an explicit symmetrization identity for them, in
Section B.8341

Our construction of the operators I'y(z) was strongly inspired by a useful procedure in the six-vertex
model, where one applies Drinfeld twists to columns of six-vertex partition functions [MdS00, (WZJ16),
BW22|. Under such a transformation, it is well-known that column operators become manifestly symmetric
in their spectral parameters (21, ...,z x), providing a direct passage to symmetrization identities. In contrast
with these works on the six-vertex model, however, little seems to be known about the construction of
factorizing twists in the setting of the Izergin-Korepin model. This means that the operators (B:812)—B.814)
were in fact not obtained via a change of basis applied to partition function columns in the Izergin—Korepin
model, but found by computer experimentation. As such, we have to work a good deal harder to prove any
results concerning them, in particular Theorems and 3.8 these would be immediate if one knew how
to recover I'y(z) via Drinfeld twists.

3.8.1. Auxiliary definitions. Before stating our expressions for the twisted column operators, we
require a number of preliminary definitions. We shall make use of four diagonal matrices, defined as follows:

1 0 0
T; — 2
0 —— 0
(3.8.1) di(z) = T — q%2
(zi — 2)(xi — qz)
0 0
(i — ¢*2)(wi — ¢°2) /;
1 0 0
0 (qzi — 2)(zi — ¢°2) 0
(3.8.2) d;(z) = 1+ q)(z;—2)
0 0 Tq — qu
xi—qz /,;
1 0 0
1+g¢
. 0 0
(3.8.3) di (z) = qri — 2
0 0 Tq — qQZ
Ty — 2 i
1 0 0
o Lz 0
(3.8.4) di°(z) = T — 2 ) 5
0 0 (@i — ¢°2)(zi — ¢°2)
(i — 2)(xi —qz) /],
where each matrix acts in a local space V; =~ C3, as indicated by the use of the subscript i € {1,..., N}.

Each matrix also depends on two spectral parameters z, z;, but we suppress the dependence on the second
of these for compactness of notation. The matrices (B.81)—(B.8.4) satisfy the following relations:

(3.8.5) d2(2)d5(2) = d°(2) = di(2) 7 .

We shall also require three types of non-diagonal matrices:

(1_g)s (0 00 00 0
(3.8.6) e2(z) = —L2 1 0 0] =@ o1 0 0
T TE o 0 o), ] 00 0,

T

z
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00 0 00 0
1—q)2(1 i —
(3.8.7) er() = & q)(2+q)(x3 D20 0 0] =omie 1 {o 0 o
(v —@2)wi=a’2) \g 1 o) l 01 0/,
T
z
00 0 3 00 0
1— )z + ¢z — %2 — ¢°
(3.8.8) ey = L= A T2 g 0 o) = oo 0 0
(zi — ¢?2) (2 — ¢32) 1 0 0 10 0

i i

0
T
z
whose action is again in the local space V;, as indicated by the subscript i. As before, each matrix depends on
two spectral parameters z, x;, but only the explicit dependence on z is recorded in our notation. Note that
the rational function that appears in each of (B8.0)—(B88) corresponds precisely with the vertex weights

W./2,(0,1;1,0), W /5, (0,2;1,1), W_/,.(0,2;2,0) from Figure [Tl
Finally, we shall also make use of four types of 9 x 9 matrices, obtained by taking tensor products of the

operators (3.8.0)-(B8.8):

2 2 2
Tix; +q°rix; —qriz —q°riz

(389) i (=) = (P €} (2)¢5(2)
0 ce T;Tj + q2$z‘$‘ - q2$iz — qu iZ o 5
(3.8.10) es; (2) = €57 (2) = = . el ()€ (2)

q(1 = q)(zi — ;)2

1+ q)(ziz; + ¢Pwixvj — Paiz — q3sz)e;(z)e; )
q(1 — q)(z; — quj)(z; — qwi)z

(3.8.11) ess(2) =
for any pair of indices 4, j € {1,..., N} such that i = j. Each of these matrices acts in V; ® V;, and depends
on three spectral parameters z, x;, x;.

3.8.2. Twisted column operators and Yang—Baxter algebra. Using the elementary matrices from
the previous subsection, we now define the operators I'x(2), k € {0, 1,2} that will be the main focus of this
section. The operators I'y(z) are 3N x 3N matrices that act in a tensor product Vi ® --- ® Vi of local
spaces. They depend explicitly on a spectral parameter z, as well as implicitly on NV spectral parameters
(1,...,2n). We shall refer to I'y(2) as twisted column operators, as their structure closely resembles that of
monodromy matrix operators under conjugation by a Drinfeld twist; see [M[dS00] for more on this subject,
in the setting of the six-vertex model

DEFINITION 3.8.1 (Twisted column operators). Fiz an integer N, a parameter z and an alphabet of
parameters (x1,...,2n). The twisted column operators are defined as follows:

N
(3.8.12) To(2) = [ [ di(2),

which is an N-fold tensor product of the diagonal matrices (B8T);

N

(3.8.13) Tiz) = ), et ] [di(z)d (@),

ue{o,e}i=1 j=i

3Tt is important to note, however, that we do not make explicit use of Drinfeld twists or the so-called F-basis in the present
work.
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where the sum is over matrices (B.8.6), (B81) acting on a single space, dressed by an (N — 1)-fold tensor
product of diagonal matrices (BE]){BE{D; and
N

(3.8.14) Z H Ad@)+ Y, Y er@) [ de(z)di (@) di(x;)

j=i u,ve{o,0} ISi<j<N k=i,j

where the first sum is over matrices (B.8.8)) acting on a single space, dressed by an (N —1)-fold tensor product

of diagonal matrices B.81)), B8], while the second sum is over matrices B8 -B8TII) acting on a pair
of spaces, dressed appropriately by diagonal matrices on the remaining (N — 2) spaces.

The twisted column operators ([B.-812)—(.8.14)) have two key properties that will be essential throughout
the remainder of this section:

PROPOSITION 3.8.2. For each k € {0,1,2}, we let {i1,...,in|Tk(z;21,...,2N8)||71,--.,Jin ) denote the
entries of the matriz Tx(2) = Tk(z;21,...,2n5) € End(V1 ® --- ® Viv). Then for any permutation o € Sy,
there holds

Cio1ys - > o) Tk (25 %01), - - To(n)) [Fo@)s - - - do)) = ity - in|Te(zi 2, .o an) 1,5 dn)-
In other words, Ty(2) is invariant under simultaneous permutation of the alphabet (x1,...,xN) and the
spaces V1 ® -+ - ® Viy on which it acts.

ProOOF. The simultaneous permutation of spaces and variables is achieved by replacing all subscripts in

B3I2)-(B3I4) by their image under o; namely,
N
Z) = Hdg(i) (Z)
i=1

N

Z Zeo(z H o () (D)) (To(i))s

ue{o,e} i=1 =i

N N
= Zeéo(i)(z)n () (2)dg U(_]) To( Z Z eg?z)a H Aok (2 U(k)(IU(i))dZ(k)(‘TU(j))'
i=1 j=i

u,vefo,0} 1<i<j<N k=i,j
Performing the change of indices o (i) — 4, o(j) — j, o(k) — k and using the fact that e’} (z) = ej(z) for
all @ = b and u,v € {o, o}, one immediately sees that I'7 (z) = I'y(2) for k € {0, 1,2}. O

THEOREM 3.8.3. Fix two integers k, ¢ € {0,1,2} and two parameters z,y € C. The product Ty (2)Te(y)
of twisted column operators obeys the following exchange relation:

2 2
(3.8.15) Tw(2)Te(y) = D) D Wayy (i, 5k, OT(9)T(2),

i=04=0
where W, (i, j; k,£) denotes the verter weights (3.1.2) of the Izergin-Korepin model.
PROOF. Our proof will make reference to the number of factors in the tensor product V13 ® ---® Vi on

which the twisted column operators act. To that effect, throughout the proof we shall write I‘(N)( ) =Tk(2),
for all k € {0,1,2}. We begin by defining the following matrix:

(3.8.16)
EFOD(zy,. . xn;izy) = F,(gN) Z Z Wy (i, 53 kb, £) F(N (y )F(N (2) eEndV1 ® - - ® V).
1=0 75=0
To show that equation (B8I5) holds, we must demonstrate that E®9 (z1, ... 2n;2;y) = 0. To facilitate
this, we make use of a certain decomposition of the matrix E*-*) (x1,...,2N; 7;y), that we now describe.
For all 1 < k < N, define
0 0 O 0 0 O 0 0 O
=10 0|, =0 0 o, Zrr=f0 0 o],
00 0/, 01 0/, 10 0/,
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where the index k specifies that the matrices act non-trivially on space Vi, and as the identity on all other
spaces in the product V1 ® - -- ® Vy. We introduce the further notations

= >, LY, lpeg= >, LULY,
1<i<N 1<i<j<N
1[u,'u,w] = Z L?‘L;} 1157 1[u,'u,w,s] = Z L?L;)L’ll:Lz?

I<i<j<k<N I<i<j<k<t<N

for any u,v,w, s € {o,e,e0}. We refer to the subscripts [u], [u, v], [u, v, w], [u, v, w, s], u,v,w,s € {o, e, 00}
as dot diagrams. For any dot diagram D we let its weight be the total number of dots present in the
diagram (where o and e count as 1, while eo counts as 2), denoted |D|. For any integer m € [1,4] we write
Sm = {D : |D| = m}. We also write [(D) for the length of D, defined as the number of components in the
diagram, and D; for the i-th component of D. In general, one has that [(D) < |D|. For example, the dot
diagram D = [o, eo] satisfies |D| = 3, I(D) = 2, D1 = o, Dy = eo0.

Then for any matrix M € End(V; ® - - - ® V) and dot diagram D, we define

Mp=MQO1p,

where ® denotes component-wise multiplication of matriced]. M ® 1p is simply the matrix formed by
selecting all entries of M corresponding to the positions of ones in 1p, with zeros at all other entries. Having
set up these notations, we see that

EEO 2y, anizy) = Y EwO(ar,. . anszy),
DeSk+¢

which is our desired decomposition of the matrix (B.8.16). The point of this decomposition is that for each
dot diagram D € Ski¢, the matrix Egg’g) (x1,...,2N; 7;y) has a nice recursive structure not present on
E®O(zy, ... xn;2z;y) itself. In particular, we claim that for any k,¢ € {0,1,2} and dot diagram D such

that |D| = k + ¢, there holds

(3.8.17) Egc’l) (X1,...,xN;25Y) = Z Egc,e) (xs;2;9) H d;(2)d;(y) H d?i (xs,),
Sc[1,N]:Card(S)=1(D) j¢s 1<i<I(D)

where Egc,e) (xg;2;y) = Egc’l) (28,5 - +>TS,py; 23 y) has precisely the same definition as ([B.8.16), but acting

in the tensor product Vs, ® --- ® VSe(v) that contains at most four factors. It is not difficult to verify that

B3I holds, making use of the explicit formulas (3.8.12)-(B814) for F,(CN) (2), FgN)(y) and the property
B33) of the diagonal matrices (B.8.2)-([B.8.4).

The advantage of equation (B.817) is that it expresses our original matrix Egc’é) (x1,...,zN;2;y) In
terms of matrices EgC ) (zs;z;y) with a non-trivial action on at most four local spaces V;. To prove that
Eg’é) (z1,...,2N;2;y) = 0, it is therefore sufficient to check it explicitly for the cases 1 < N < 4, which may
be done by computer. O

3.8.3. Twisted columns representation of Fis(x1,...,2x;2). The purpose of this section is to show

that the functions (B3.1]) may be recovered as matrix elements of products of the twisted column operators
BXI2)-BRI4). In particular, we shall prove the following theorem:

THEOREM 3.8.4. Fizx N € Z~q and let S € s5(2) be a 2-string such that |S| = 2N. Then one has the
equality

(3.8.18) Fs(@y,...,an;2) = €2N|Ts, (1), (22) s (23) - - 0V) = 2V [ [ Ts, (20) [0™),

=1

4More precisely, for any two matrices P and Q of equal dimensions, with entries P;; and Q;; respectively, we define the
matrix P ® Q with entries

[POQIij = PijQij.
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where the vectors (2N | e V¥ @ - @ V¥ and [0V) e Vi ® --- @ Vi are given by

N N N N 1
N = _(_>§1<<2Hi = _@1( 00 1), and [0V)= _(_>§1H0>>1- = @1 8

PROOF. For convenience, in what follows we adopt the notation
(3.8.19) 951, i 2) = 2V [T, (21)s, (22)Ts, (20) - [0V

for the right hand side of (B:8IJ). Our proof rests on demonstrating that gs(z1,...,xn;2) satisfies
the properties laid out in Propositions B.7.2) [377.4] and B.7.6, since these uniquely determine the family
FS(Ila"'azN;z)'

PROPOSITION 3.8.5 (Check of Proposition B.7.2). Fix an integer k = 1 and a 2-string S € s(2) such that
Sk < Sk+1- The following relation then holds:

(3820) Wzk+1/zk (Sk+1, Sk; Sk+1, Sk)gg(ftl, ..., N, Z ) =

Jor-s(@1, - anion-2) = > Wi m (Toit, T Sky, Se)gr (-, os 2),
T:S~,T

with the sum taken over 2-strings T such that S, T are k-exchangeable, and where o,-S = (..., Sk+1, Sk, - - ),
op-z="(..,2k+1, 2k, -..) denote transposition of the k-th and (k + 1)-th elements of S, z.

ProOF. Employing exchange relation (B815) with & — Si11, £ +— S and z — z41, y — 2x, we have

9or-s(T1,. ., IN Ok - Z) = <<2NHHFS zi) sy (z141)Ds, (2k) H s, (z)[0Y)

i<k j>k+1
= Z Wszrl/zk (TkJrla Tk7 SkJrlv Sk <<2NH 1_[ FS Zl FTk (Zk)FTk+1 ZkJrl 1_[ FS Zj HO >>
(Tk, Tht1) i<k >kl
=W., /2 (Sk+1, Sk; Sk1, Sk)gs (1, TN 2) + Z Werir/oe Tet15 Te; Ske1, Sk)gr (21, - -+, 2N 2),
T:S’\/kT
which is precisely (3820). O

PROPOSITION 3.8.6 (Check of Proposition B.74)). Fiz an integer N = 1. The following relation holds:

(3821) I/sz/z1 (1, 1; 2, 0)9(12N)(:E1, ..., TN, Z) =
9(210)12N—2)(5E1, ..., IN;071 * Z) — I/sz/z1 (O, 2; 2, 0)9(210)12N—2)(5E1, ey TN Z)
N
- W22/21 (27 0;2, 0) 1_[ Wzl/mi (Oa 2;0, 2)9(2,121\’*2) ('rla <oy TN 21)5
i=1

where 21 = (29, 23, ... ) denotes the secondary alphabet with the omission of z1.

PrOOF. Employing exchange relation (B.8715) with & =2, £ = 0 and z — 23, y — 21, we find that

2N
(3822) 9(210)12N—2)(5E1, ..., IN;O71 * Z) = <<2NHF2(2’2)1—‘0(21) . H Fl(ZJ)HON>>
j=3
2N 2N
= W2y (2,0:2,0)2N [T (21)T2(22) - [ [T1(z)IONY + Wy ey (1,152,00427 [Ty (20)Ta (22) - [ [ Ta(2)[0™)
j=3 j=3
2N
+ Wy, (0,222,002 [T (21) o (22) - [ [ Tu(=)[0™).
j=3
The operator 'g(z1) is diagonal, and its action on {2V| may be trivially computed:
N
3.8.23 ON|Dy(zy) = [ [ 2@ —a’2) pony W, /0. (0,2;0,2)¢2N
329 @Vt = [ [N - ﬂ e (0,2,0,2)(2N].
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Using (38.23) in the first term on the right hand side of ([8.8.22)), and re-expressing each operator product
in the form BXT9), the result (B821) follows. O

PROPOSITION 3.8.7 (Check of Proposition B'7.6). Fix integers N € Z~o and M € Zsq such that N > M,
and let T = (2N=M 12M) denote a non-increasing 2-string. The function gr(z1,...,zN;2) satisfies the
following properties:

(1) The function gr(z1,...,xN;2) is symmetric with respect to its primary alphabet (x1,...,TN).

(2) Introduce the normalized function

N N+M
gr(z1,..., N3 2) = H n p— zi)( quj)gT(xl,...,:cN;z).
i=1 j=1

Then gr is a polynomial in z1 of degree 2N .
(8) The function gr vanishes at z; = 0:

=0.

Z1:0

gr(z1,...,TN; 2)

(4) The function gr has the following recursion relation with respect to z:

(3.8.24) gr(z1,...,2N; 2)

= gT\2(I1a C e IN-1521),
Z1=IN

where 21 = (22, 23, ... ) denotes the secondary alphabet with the omission of z1 and T\2 = (2N—M—1 12M),

(5) The function gr has a further recursion relation with respect to z;:

21 3
(3.8.25) Res{gT(:vl, ce TN z)}zlqu%w = —%x

N— 1

« 1—[ TN — ¢ $1)( IN — ¢ xz) NﬁM (N _Zj)(xN qZJ Zq) 21)
T1yeeo  TN—1;21),
on —e)on —am) 1L T — o) an — gozy) 20 I BN E

i=

with the sum taken over 2-strings U = (Us,...,Unyn) such that (U| = 2N — 2, and where the coefficients
by are defined as the one-row partition functions [B.7.0).

(6) In the case N =1, M = 0 we have the explicit evaluation
(1 =) (@1 + ¢’z — ¢*z — ¢Pz)z

3.8.26 w1i2) = W, . (0,2:2,0) =
( ) 9(2)( 1;2) 1/ 1( ) (1 — ¢?21) (@1 — ¢321)
PROOF. We check each of these properties directly on gr(z1,...,z5):
(1) The symmetry with respect to (z1,...,zy) is a direct consequence of Proposition B.82 as well as the

fact that the vectors {2V and ||0") are invariant under permutation of the underlying spaces V1 ®---® Vy.
(2) One may write gr(x1,...,znN; 2) in the algebraic form
gr(z1,. . an;2) = 20y (21)Tr, (22)y (23) - - OV,

where ' (z) = va (@i — ?2) (i — ¢*2)Tx(2) for all k € {0,1,2}. The normalized operators I'y(z) are given
explicitly by

=1
N N
S Sae] e
uef{o,e} =1 j=t
~ N N B N
FQ(Z = Z ;O d d.o ZZ?»L Z ~uv H dk €Ty dk(xj)

~.
Il

—
<.
-

u,vefo,0} 1<i<j<N
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where we have defined the following normalized versions of the matrices (B.8.1]), (3.8.6)—B.8.11)):

dj(2) = (2 — ¢*2)(x; — ¢*2)d;(2),

&' (2) = (zi — ¢*2)(wi — °2)ef’(2),  we {o,e, 00},

& (2) = (i — ¢°2)(; — ¢*2) (@i — ¢°2) (25 — ¢°2)eff (2), w,v e {o,e}.
From these representations it is clear that f‘k(z) has entries that are degree-2/N polynomials in z, and so in
particular, gr(x1,...,xN; 2) is a degree-2N polynomial in z;.

(3) The function gr(x1,...,zn;2) depends on z; only via the operator I'r, (z1), and furthermore, one has
that Ty = 2. Thus, to demonstrate that gr(z1,...,2N;2)|z, =0 = 0 it is only necessary to show that I'(2)
vanishes at z = 0. Consulting (B.81]) and ([B.8.6)-(B.811), one sees that d;(0) = id; and e;°(0) = e} (0) = 0
for all u,v € {o, e}, so that indeed I'y(0) = 0.

(4) Using the fact that T3 = 2, one has that

gr(r1,...,7N; 2) . = 2N Ta(an)Tr, (22)Tr (23) - - [0V,

1=TN

To progress further, we examine the covector {2V |I'y(xx). One notices that
2|ndn(zn) =0,
which is easily verified from (B8], and
2] ® 2| nein(zn) =0, forall wu,ve {o,e}, 1<i<N-1,

which follows from the fact that {2|nye%(z) = 0 for arbitrary z, while e% (zn) = 0 (¢f. equations ([B.8.6)
and (381)). Collectively, these vanishing properties ensure that only the ¢ = N term from the first sum of
(B:8I4) contributes non-trivially to the quantity {2 |Ta(xxn):
N—1
@V Ta(an) = €2V e (xn) | | dj(en)d;®(en)
Jj=
N—
= 2VeN(@n) [ 14y = @2h ® - ©42|n-1® (0| n-
=1

J

—

We have thus shown that

(3.8.27) gr(@1,...,oN;2) =2 ® - ®L2|n-1 ® 0| Nz, (22)Tr (23) - - [0V,
Z1=IN
The proof concludes by noting the following projective property of the covector 0| x5 on the operators I'y(2):
(3828) <<0HNFI€(Z7 L1y ,CL'N) = Fk(z;xl, e ,xN_l) ®<<0HN,
where T'y(2;21,...,2n) denotes a twisted column operator acting on the full space Vi ® - ® Vi, while

Tk(z;21,...,2n-1) denotes the same operator acting on V3 ® --- ® V_1. The property (B.828) is easily
verified using the fact that

LO0|nex(z) =0, forall wue {o,e,e0},
and
O ndn(z) = 0], {Ondi(2) = 0N, forall we{o,e, e0}.

Tterating the relation (B.8:28) within (B:.8.:27), each of the operators I'r, (z;) is replaced by its V1 ® - - - Q@ Viy_1
counterpart, and all dependence on Vi is ultimately contracted away due to the fact that {0||n - [|0), = 1.
The recursion relation (B:8:24) is then established.

(5) In the first step, one shows that the function gr(z1,...,zN;2) admits an algebraic equality of the same
form as (B7I0). More precisely, we claim that

(3.8.29) gr(z1, ..., N3 2) = Z Uy(21)gwv (X1, N W+ 2)

with the sum taken over 2-strings (Ut,...,Un+n) such that |U| = 2N, where w-U = (Ua,...,Unsr,Ur)
and w-z = (29,...,2N+M, 21), and the coefficients Uy;(z1) are given by the same one-row partition functions
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(BT12) as previously. To see this, recall that the twisted column operators satisfy exactly the same family
of exchange relations ([B.810) as their untwisted counterparts. Since [B7I0) is derived using nothing other
than exchange relations of partition function columns, it follows that the same relation must apply to

gr(z1,...,xN; z) itself.
The central part of the proof is then the computation of
(3.8.30)
Res{gw-U($1, L INW z)} e <<2 Ty, (22) - TUyim (2N+M)Res{l"U1 (21)} y H0N>>,
21=q °IN =gz

considering the possible values of U; € {0, 1,2}. In the case U; = 0, one sees that

Res{Fo(z)} L, 0%y =0,

since
(3.8.31) Res{dN(z)} oy =0,
I
the latter being easily verified from (81]). One also finds that
Res{Tu(:)} ¥y =0,
sy

z=q

by combination of ([B.83T]) together with the facts
(3.8.32) Res{e‘;\,(z)} =0, ex(@l0yy =0,
Z=qT°IN
which follow immediately from (B.8.6]) and ([B.8.7).
The only non-trivial case of the residue ([B:830) is thus when U; = 2. We therefore turn to examining
the residue of the vector I'y(2)|0") at the point z = ¢ 3z y. Using ([3.8.31) and the vanishing property

Res{em(z)}z:ﬁm 109, ®[0)y =0, forall wvefoe}, 1<i<N-I,

which follows immediately from (3.832)), one finds that only the ¢ = N term from the first sum of (B.814)
contributes non-trivially to the residue of I'y(2)[0") at the point z = ¢ 3ax:

(3.8.33) Res{l"g(z)}z:qig NH()N>> = Res{e } e H (g an)d; ds°(zn)[ 0N
1— @) (1—¢?
- —Wm 109, @+ @ 09y, ®[2).
In preparation for applying [B.833) to (3:830), we claim that
N+M

(3:834) V@2 [] Tu, (521, am)|07 ) @2y

e ) s — L) 1 ros J10Y-19
2j3 @1, ..., N _
i1 @ —w)leny —gqw) 1 (anv - ¢?z)(an zj) i v; (25571 N-1

The derivation of equation ([3.8:34]) proceeds by analyzing the local operators that act in space Vi within the
product va:_gM Iy, (z5;21,...,2n). Since the operators on this space are sandwiched between the covector
{2||n and vector |2),, any non-diagonal operator acting on Vi will give a vanishing contribution to the
quantity on the left hand side of (3.834). The only operators that may act on this space are thus dy(z;)
with 2 <j < N+ M, and d¥%(z;) with u € {o,e,00}, 1 <i< N — 1.

One finds that the operator dn(z;) is represented exactly once for each 2 < j < N + M, yielding the
(N — zj)(zN —g7))

when one sandwiches between (2| and ||2) .. In a similar vein, the operator
(N — ¢z))(xn — ¢32)) 2| 12D p

factor

(v — ¢xi)(zn — ¢°xi)
(UCN - fcz)(!EN —qx;)

dy (x;) = dy(z;)d3 (z;) is represented exactly once for each 1 < ¢ < N —1, yielding
when one sandwiches between (2| x and [2)),. The identity ([3.8.34) then follows.
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The proof concludes by combining (3:833]) and (3:834)) in (B.8.30), which gives

(1-¢*)(1—-¢*
3.8.35 Res{ wU(T1, ..., T ;w-z} = T TgNX
( ) guru (@1 N ) z1=q Szy ¢°(1—q) N
N— 1

1—[ (zy — ¢zi)(zNn — ¢°mi) NﬁM (N — 2z)(xN — q25)

(N —zi)(en —qui) 55 (av = ¢?z)(an — %

) “1U,=2 Y(Us,.. . Unsar) (15 TN1; 21)-
l

One may then use B837)) in (B:8:29) to compute Res{gT (Z1,...,2N; z)} . and the required recursion
21=q TN
B320) follows immediately.

(6) Onme has that g(o)(21;2) = {2"|T2(21)[0"), where in this case

1 2 2 2 3 0 0 0
1— — —
@i=0 0 1), y={o] . me=IEHmEEnCEE TR (g )
0 (1 — ¢*21) (71 — ¢321) 10 0
1 1

and the claim (3:8:26) is immediate.
O

This completes the check of Propositions[B.7.2] B.74land B 7.0 for the functions gg(z1, ..., zN; 2); in view
of Theorem BT it follows that gs(z1,...,2n;2) = Fs(21,...,zN; 2) for all S € §(2) such that |S| = 2N,
thereby completing the proof of Theorem [3.8.41 O

3.8.4. Symmetrization formula. We are now ready to state and prove our symmetrization identity
for the rational functions Fg(z1,...,2n;2). Before doing so, we shall require some further notation.

DEFINITION 3.8.8. Let 0 € My(N,S) be a 2-permutation matriz (see Definition with profile
S = (51,...,8m). For any two rows U = (Uy,...,Uy), V = (Vh,..., Vi) of 0 and a,b € {1,2}, we shall
use the following pictorial shorthand:

‘[i a 5 indicates that a in U occurs before b in V,

U a o . )

AN indicates that a in U occurs after b in 'V,

Ul a o . . )
v indicates that a in U occurs at the same position as b in V.

The purpose of this notation is to succinctly express the relative positions of the non-zero entries of U,V ;
it does not carry information about the absolute positions of the non-zero entries. In situations where the
absolute positioning is relevant we shall place coordinate labels in the columns of these diagrams; for example,

Ull a
V b indicates that U, = a and V; = b, with 1 < k< < M.
w4

THEOREM 3.8.9. Fiz an integer N = 1 and let S € 5(2) be a 2-string such that |S| = 2N. The rational
symmetric function B3T) is given by the explicit formula

N
(3.8.36) Fs(xl,...,l'N;Z) = Z 1_[ Ag@ o( :EZ,CC], HFU (%) xzv
i=1

ceMo(N,S) 1<i<js<N
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where o(i) denotes the i-th row (read from top to bottom) of the 2-permutation matriz o. For any U,V € 5(2)
such that |U| = |V| = 2, we define

(3.8.37)
(y—¢z)y—q¢*z) U| 2 ule] | Ul 1]z vl s] 1] |
(y—x)y—qx) =V 2|7 VH \1\1’ VH \ \2 VH \ \1\1
Ay (e, y:2) = (y — ¢*x)(¢*y — x) Ul 1 1 UHI‘ ‘ ‘1
uU,v » Yy (y—:v)2 ) V 9 ) VH ‘1‘1‘
y—¢0)’@—qy) Ul 1| |1]
(y—x)3(y—qx) V 1 |1
and
Ul 1] 1
(¢Px — y)(zy + oy — Pyzr — Pazy) T -
q(1 —q)(y — )(y — qx) 2 ’ ;
Ul 1|1
(3.8.38) Apy(eyz) = | W D@y + Cay — Cyzm = grz) ST 717
Y q(1 = q)(y — )%z ’ :
Ul 1 1
(Px — y)(zy + Pxy — Pyzr — ¢*xz) % 17
(1—=q)(y—z)(y — qx)z ’ :
We also specify that
(3.8.39) Avv(z,y: 2) — (zy + zy — Pyze — Pz (xy + Cay — Cyze — ¢Pazg) A AN
’ q(1 —q)%(y — qz)(z — qy)2k2e S A

Any case of Ayv(z,y; z) not listed above is determined by imposing the symmetry

(3.8.40) Avy(@,y;2) = Av(y, @; 2).

The function F,;y(xi;2) appearing in the summand of [B.8306) denotes the N = 1 version of the partition
function (m, and is given explicitly by

‘T*ZJ —qz) (=)@ + ¢z — Pz —Pa)n
(= ¢%2) I—Q3Zj) (@ — ¢*z1)(z — ¢*21)

Up =2

::] |

Fy(z;z) =5 (- 2)(@—qz) q1—@?(1+q)(x—2)z T4 2—2z (1—¢%)z
7:1_[1 (r —¢?z)(z = ¢°z) (= *z)(x — ¢°2p) 'jzlllw—q%j x—q*2

Uy,=U,=1, £k<U.

REMARK 3.8.10. The symmetrization formula ([B:836) has similar structure to (ZZ.I1)) in the six-vertex
case, but is more involved due to the large number of possibilities that arise when selecting two rows of a
2-permutation matrix: this is reflected in the large number of different scattering factors (B330)—B.839).
We note that some of these factors, namely (B838)-(B.839), depend on the vertical spectral parameters of
the lattice model, which is a feature not observed in the six-vertex case.

PRrROOF. In view of Theorem [3.8.4] it suffices to show that
N

(3.841)  (2V|Ts, (21)Ts, (22) s (23) - [0V ) = ) [T Qoo @iz;2) | | Fow (@i 2),

ceMo(N,S) 1<i<js<N =1
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where the right-hand side of equation (B.8.41]) is the same as the right-hand side of (B.3.36).

The proof of B84 proceeds in two steps. In the first step, we establish a one-to-one correspondence
between the elements of the set M2 (N, S) and the products of operators 9 that arise by explicitly expanding
the left-hand side of (B.841]). In the second step, we demonstrate that the functions associated to ¢ in the
summand of (B.8.41) match {2V||B|0") in the previously established correspondence. Our exposition will
be fairly informal, as there are relatively simple ideas behind the matching ([B.841]) that would be obscured
by heavy notation.

For the first step, we note that the summation on both sides of [B84T]) is finite. This is due to the fact
that S € s(2), and therefore there exists M > 1 such that Sy = 0 for all £ > M (without loss of generality,
we may also assume that M is the minimal such integer, meaning that Sy; = 1). As such, the left-hand side
of ([B:841) may be written in truncated form {2V (s, (21)--Ts,, (zas)[0Y), while the summation on the
right-hand side of (3841 ranges over all 2-permutation matrices in 9z (V, S) with exactly M columns.

Fix o € My(N, S). We shall associate to it a product of operators P = HZ 1 ]_[ 1B, ) HJAil n°(J),
where PB7(i,7) and n?(j) are defined in the following way. Letting o (i, j) denote the row ¢ and column j
entry of o, we define

e;O(Zj)7 0-(27.7) =2,
PBo(4,7) =< ef(z)), o(i,j) =1, 3 k> j such that o(i, k) = 1,
e?(z5), o(i,j) =1, 3 k < j such that o(i, k) = 1.

This associates a non-diagonal operator to every non-zero entry of 0. The zero entries of o, on the other
hand, get associated with diagonal operators via the following choices:

di(zj)v U(ivj) =0, Sj =0,
di(zj)d?(xk)v U(ivj) =0, Sj =1, mg(kuj) = e}i(zj)a
(Ba(ivj) =
di(z;)d3° (zy), o(i,j) =0, Sj =2, Bo(k, j) = e;° (),
di(z)dif (k) di (), o(i,j) =0, S; =2, P7(k,j) = ep.(2;), B, J) = €}(2),

with u, v taking values in {o, e}. We also introduce the scalar

TRT + PrpTy — q2$€kzj - qziwzj
(1—q?)z ’

Sj =2, Bk, J) = ex(z5), B7(67) = e(25)

TRT + PrpTy — q2$€kzj - q?’évézj
. 1-— Tr — Tp)Zi '
770(]) = Q( Q)( k 5) J

Sj =2, ma(kvj) = 6%(2]‘), ma(&j) = e?(zj)

(14 q)(zrre + Papze — Prrzy — Gaezy)
q(1 = q)(zx — qze)(z0 — q1) 25

) Sj =2, mg(kvj)ze%(zj% ma(&j):eZ(zj)

1, otherwise.

It is not difficult to check that this defines a bijection between the elements of 9o (N,.S) and all operator
products in the expansion of I'g, (z1) - - - I's,, (zar) which survive when sandwiched between {2V || and |0V).
For an illustration of this correspondence, see Figure

Now we turn our attention to the second step. Our claim is that under the above correspondence, one
has

N

VB0 = 1_[77 <2NHHH‘¥“ LNy =TT Acyom @i 2) [ [ Fogy (i 2).

i=1j=1 I<i<j<N i=1
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01 1 0
0 0 0 O
2 0 0 0
01 0 0

d1(z1)dy°(x3) e1(z2) e7(23)
da(21)d5° (w3)  d2(z2)d5(w1)d3(za)  da(23)d5(z1)
e3’(21) d3(22)d3(z1)d3(wa) d3(z3)d3(71)
da(z1)d3"(x3) eq(22) da(z3)dy(z1)

0 0

1 1

0 0

1 0

di(za) di(z5)d}(z2)d](7a) di(26)d](72)
da(24) e3(25) e5(26)
d3(z4) d3(z5)d3(w2)d3(za) ds(z6)d5(72)
di(za) eq(2s) da(z6)dj(z2)

FIGURE 2. An illustration of the correspondence between o and 3, for S = (2,2,1,0,2,1)
and N = 4. In the top half, we give a specific choice of o € Ma(N,S). The corresponding
operators ‘B (i, j) are obtained from entry (i,j) of the matrix in the bottom half. For this
example, the factors n7?(2) and n?(5) also contribute non-trivially to 9B, although we have
suppressed them. Reading off the operators in the j-th column, one recovers a single term

in the summation formula for I's; (2;).

It is easily verified that multiplying out all operators in 8 with argument z;, 1 < j < M, produces exactly
the product Hfil Fy(i)(zi; ) of single-variable functions. The remaining operators in B (with arguments
x;, 1 <i < N) as well as the factor H;Vil 1n°(5) give rise to [ [ ;o je v Do(i).os) (Tis 753 2).- O

We refer the reader to Appendix [A] for some explicit examples of the formula (3.8.36), in the case N = 2.
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APPENDIX A

Examples of Izergin—Korepin symmetrization formula

To help illustrate how the symmetrization formula (3:.8:36) works, we record three cases of it that may
arise in the case N = 2.

A.1. The string S = (2,2)
The set of 2-permutations with profile (2,2) is given by

(A1.1) %(2,(2,2)):{(3 g)G })(g (2))}

The formula ([3:8:36) produces the following sum over the elements of the set (AIJ):

(A.1.2) Fa9) (1,725 2) = A2,0),0,2) (71, T2; 2) F(2,0) (715 2) F(g,2) (725 2)
+ Ay, 1,0 (@1, 225 2) F1 1y (215 2) F11) (225 2)
+ A(0,2),2,0) (T1, %25 2) Flo,2) (715 2) F(2,0) (725 2),

where the indices of A and F are determined by reading the rows of each 2-permutation matrix from top to
bottom. The one-variable partition functions that appear in (AI.2) are given by

a a» by by
(A.1.3) Flay,a0) (715 2) X Fiy, p,) (225 2) = 21— 9 0 X T2—> 2 0

0 0 0 0

Ml Ml

for any a1, as, by, bg such that a; +as = 2, by + by = 2, and the vertex weights are given in Figure[ll of Chapter
[Bl The scattering factors on the right hand side of (A.1.2)) have the following pictorial presentations:
Ul 2 Ujll1]1
A2.0),02) = 5T Aan.an T

Using the symmetry Ay yv(z,y;2) = Avu(y,x;z) and the explicit expressions (3:.837) and [B.839), we
obtain the following expansion:

2 3
Fo0) (1,225 2) = (:6(2:172 qil))(;x; q(ifc)l)F(z,O) (z1;2) Flo,2) (72; 2)
+ (122 + P12 — Pa221 — Prrz1) (X172 + P12 — P 2220 — PH122)
q(1 = q)*(x2 — q1) (21 — q22)2122
(71 — ¢*x2) (21 — ¢ o)
(21 — z2) (71 — q2)

where the one-row partition functions are depicted in equation (AT3]).

Foy (w15 2)Fa (w25 2)

Fo,2) (w15 2) Fia,0y (725 2),

A.2. The string S = (1,2,1)
The set of 2-permutations with profile (1,2, 1) is given by

(A.2.1) 9312(2,(1,2,1))={((1) 3 (1)>((1) 1 2)(2 1 é)(? (2) (1))}
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The formula ([3.8.36]) produces the following sum over the elements of the set (A 2.7]):

(A.2.2) F(1,2,1)(951= T2;2) = A(1,0,1),(0,2 0)(95179027 )F 1,0, 1)($17Z)F0 2,0) (w25 2)
+ A1,1,0),00,1,1) (%1, 223 2) Fl1. 1,0y (15 2) Flo,1,1) (725 2)
+ A0,1,1),(1,1,0) (T1, T25 2) Flo,1,1) (715 2) F1,1,0) (T2; 2)
+ A(0 2,0),(1,0 1)(1’1,3627 )F(o 2,0) (w13 Z)F(l 0,1) (w25 2).
The one-variable partition functions that appear in (A22]) are given by
ay a2 as
(A23) F(al,az,aa)(xl;z)XF(bl,bg,bg)(‘T?;z) = n— 2 0 X z— 2
0 0 o0
21 22 23

for any ai, as,as, by, be, bs such that a; + as + ag = 2 and by + bs + bs = 2. The scattering factors on the

right hand side of (A:2:2) have the following pictorial presentations:

U]t

Ui |1
A1,01),020 = 5T and  Aqoein =V 1
P

Using the property that Ay v (z,y; 2) = Avu(y, x; z) and the explicit expressions (B837) and B838), we

obtain the following expansion:

2 2
(@, (Izl)(ij)Q d xl)F(l,O,l)(xBz)F(O,2,O) (w25 2)
(22 — ¢*z1)(z122 + Pr122 — P 2220 — Pr122)
q(1 —q) (22 — x1)%20
(z1 — ¢®x2)(T122 + Pr172 — ¢*T120 — ¢Pa220)
q(1 —q) (21 — x2)%20
(q2x1 — z2)(x1 — qziﬂz)

+ (@1 —22)? Flo,2,0) (w13 Z)F(I,O,l)(x% z),

Fao1) (1,20, 2) =

Jr

where the one-row partition functions are depicted in equation (A2.3]).

A.3. The string S = (1,1,1,1)
The set of 2-permutations with profile (1,1,1,1) is given by

(A3.1) My(2,(1,1,1,1)) =

110 0y 1 01 0y (1 0 0 1}y (O 1 1 O 0 1 0 1y /0
001 1)7\01 0 1)’7\0 1 1 0/’\1 00 1)’\1 0 1 0)’\1

The formula ([3:8:36) produces the following sum over the elements of the set (A31):

(A.3.2) F(1,1,1,1)(331,$2; z) = A(1,1,0,0),(0,0,1 1)(331,362; Z)F(l,l,o,o)@h )F(o 0,1,1

JFA(l,o,l,o),(o,l,o,l) x1, 25 2)F(1,0,1,00(T (0,1,0,1
+ A1,0,0,1),(0,1,1,0) (T1, ¥2; 2 Flo

( z) (z1; 2) F{
( ) (w15 2)
+ A(0,1,1,0),(1,0,0,1)($ T2; Z)F(o,l,l,o) ($17Z)F(1 0,0,1
( ) (z1;2)
( z) (71;2)

—

.0

)

F(l,o,o,l) T2

+ A0,1,0,1),(1,0,1,0) (T1, T2; 2) F{0,1,0,1) (715 2

N PN NI

+ A0,0,1,1),(1,1,0,0) (T1, T2; 2) Flo,0,1,1) (715 2

80

0
1

1
0

Foia,0)(w152)Fo,1,1)(22; 2)

F(0,1,1)(331; Z)F(1,1,0) (w23 2)
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The one-variable partition functions that appear in (A.3.2)) are given by

(A.3.3)
ar  ay a3 a4 bi  ba by ba
Flay,az,a3,00) (215 2) X Floy by bs00) (T252) = 215 9 0 X a—s 9
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1711 TT 11
21 22 23 24 Z1 z2 z3 Z4

for any a1, as,as, aq, b1, ba, b3, by such that a; + as + az + a4 = 2 and by + ba + bs + by = 2. The scattering
factors on the right hand side of ([(A3.2) are associated with the following diagrams:

Ujl1|1 GBI 1
A(1,1,0,0),0,0,1,1) = 7 H I I 1 I T 20100101 T H I 1 I I b
U1 1
A(1,001),01,1,0) = 7 H I 1 I 1 I

In the same vein as the previous examples, the remaining scattering factors can be determined using the
symmetry property (3.8:40). Using the explicit expressions in (3.8:37)), we obtain the following expansion:

2 3

T2 —q~"T1)(T2 —q~ X1

Faa11) = ( (72— :vl))((xQ ~ ) )F(l,l,o,o)(xl;Z)F(o,o,l,l)(xz;z)
(332 - q2x1)2(x1 - qa:2)

(£C2 - £C1)2($C2 - qﬂﬁl)

=+

F1,01,0)(7152)Flo,1,0,1)(22; 2)

2 2
Toa —qT1)(g7T2 — X
+ ( 2 (Izl)(xl)j 1)F(1’0’071)(x1;Z)F(Oyl,l,o) (ZCQ;Z)
2 2
T1 —qT2)(g7T1 — X
- ($12z($2)21 2)F(Ovl’lvo)(xl;Z)F(l,o,o,l)(ﬂvz;z)

(71 — q2$2)2($2 —qr1)
(z1 — 22)%(21 — q2)
(21 — ¢*x2)(z1 — ¢*22)

+ F x1; 2)F| To; Z),

ET po—— 0,0,1,1) (15 2) F(1,1,0,0) (725 2)
where the one-row partition functions are depicted in equation (A3.3]). Note that in this example (and in
all examples in which the elements of S are at most 1), one observes neatly factorized scattering coefficients.

+ Fo,1,01) (715 2) F(1,0,1,0)(22; 2)
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