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STOCHASTIC R MATRIX FOR U,(AW)

A. KUNIBA, V. V. MANGAZEEV, S. MARUYAMA, AND M. OKADO

Abstract

We show that the quantum R matrix for symmetric tensor representations of Uq(AS)) satisfies the sum
rule required for its stochastic interpretation under a suitable gauge. Its matrix elements at a special
point of the spectral parameter are found to factorize into the form that naturally extends Povolotsky’s
local transition rate in the g-Hahn process for n = 1. Based on these results we formulate new discrete
and continuous time integrable Markov processes on a one-dimensional chain in terms of n species of
particles obeying asymmetric stochastic dynamics. Bethe ansatz eigenvalues of the Markov matrices are
also given.

1. INTRODUCTION

Quantum groups and theory of quantum integrable systems provide efficient algebraic and analytic
tools to evaluate non-equilibrium characteristics in stochastic processes in statistical mechanics. See for
example [12] 28] 24] 27, 32, [8, [5] [7, 6] and references therein. Typically in such an approach, one sets up a
row transfer matrix or its derivative as in usual vertex or spin chain models [I], and seeks the situation that
admits an interpretation as a Markov matrix of a certain dynamical system on a one-dimensional chain.
It leads to a postulate more stringent than the models in the equilibrium setting. Namely, the transfer
matrix or its derivative must have non-negative off-diagonal elements and they should further satisfy a
certain sum-to-unity or sum-to-zero conditions assuring the total probability conservation depending on
whether the time evolution is discrete or continuous, respectively.

One may try to modify a given transfer matrix so as to fit them, but doing so indiscreetly leads to a loss
of the essential merit, the integrability or put more practically, the Bethe ansatz solvability. In this way an
important general question arises; Can one architect the transfer matrices or their constituent quantum
R matrices so as to fulfill the basic axioms of Markov matrices without spoiling the integrability?

The aim of this paper is to answer it affirmatively for the R matrix associated with the symmetric tensor
representations of the Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum affine algebra Uq(AS})) [9, [14]. By now, the quantum R
matrix itself is a well-known classic. Nevertheless investigation of the above question elucidates a number
of remarkable insights which have hitherto escaped notice.

For a quick exposition, let R(z) be the quantum R matrix on the symmetric tensor representation
Vi, ® Vi, of degrees [ and m with spectral parameter z. Then there is a suitable (stochastic) gauge S(z) of
R(z) that satisfies the sum-to-unity condition »__ ;S (z)l(; =1 (Theorem[@]) preserving the Yang-Baxter
equation (Proposition ). Moreover its nonzero elements at z = ¢'~™ are described explicitly for [ < m
as S(z = ql_m)l‘; =02 (yI8;¢7%, ¢7*™) (o, B,7,0 € Z,) in terms of the function ®,(y|3; A, 1) defined
in () as

qunggn(Bi—w)w (H)WIJFMJF’Y" (/\;q)'YhL"'JF'V"(%;q)ﬁ1+"'+5n*71*'“*7n - (q;q),@i .
A (15 @) 814484, =1 (G076 )i

See Proposition @l For n = 1 this function emerged essentially in the explicit formulas of the R matrix
and the @ operators for Uq(Agl)) [25, 26]. Around the same time it was also introduced in the form
@(m|m') = ®¢(m|m’; &, v)|n=1 to the realm of stochastic models by Povolotsky [27, eq.(8)] motivated by
[10], which triggered many subsequent studies, e.g. |7} [6].

In this paper we establish the above formula for general n substantially in Theorem 2l Our strategy
is to resort to the characterization of the R matrix as the commutant of Uq(Agll)) [9, T4], which takes
advantage of the most essential machinery of the theory rather than manipulating concrete formulas as in
the preceding works. Our proof of Theorem [6 also captures the sum-to-unity relations (7)) conceptually

L For simplicity, it is quoted omitting the distinction between 3 and 3 etc.
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from the representation theory of quantum groups. It manifests that the totality of those relations is
nothing but the Uy (A, )-orbit of the unit normalization condition () on the trivial highest weight vector.
Such a mechanism is quite likely to work similarly in many other algebras and representations.

Based on these findings on the R matrices, we first formulate two kinds of commuting families of discrete
time Markov processes on a one-dimensional chain. They are described in terms of n species of particles
obeying totally asymmetric dynamics with and without constraint on their numbers occupying a site or
hopping to the right at one time step. From the constraint-free case we then further extract the continuous
time versions by differentiating the Markov transfer matrix by X in ®,(v|8; A, u) parameterizing the
commuting family. The procedure is analogous to the standard derivation of spin chain Hamiltonians
as in [T, eq.(10.14.20)]. A curiosity encountered in our model is that the transfer matrix admits two
“Hamiltonian points” A = 1 and A = p at which such calculations can naturally be executed as in (G0).
They lead to the two Markov matrices H and H which are interpreted as n-species totally asymmetric zero
range processes (TAZRPs) in which particles hop to the right and to the left adjacent site, respectively.
By the construction the commutativity [H, H | = 0 holds, therefore the superposition aH + bH yields an
integrable asymmetric zero range process in which n species of particles can hop to either direction.

In the TAZRP corresponding to H, the local transition rate is given by

n

qzlsiqgn(ﬂi—%)%' /L’Yl+...+’yn71(q;q>’¥1+---+7n71 (Q§Q)Bi
(P o0 ) A G g (@ 0)5

for the nontrivial processﬁ in which ~; among the 3; particles of species ¢ in the departure site are moving
out (y; < f;). When pu = 0, the transitions are limited to the case 91 + -+ + v, = 1, and the model
reduces to the n-species ¢-boson process derived in [31] whose n = 1 case further goes back to [28]. When
n = 1, the above transition rate for general p reproduces the one in [30, p2] by a suitable adjustment.

In the TAZRP associated to H , the relevant transition rate (B9) is similar to the above. In particular,
at p =0 and e = 1 it reduces to

n
Sicici<n YiBi=5) (. (q;Q)Bi
qrsicis (G D+ Ayn—1 :
e E(q;q)m(q;q)mﬂi

At ¢ = 0, it gives rise to a kinematic constraint >, ., .., 7 (B; — ;) = 0 which is translated into a
simple priority rule on the species of particles that are jumping out together. It precisely reproduces the
n-species TAZRP explored in [I7) 18] under a suitable adjustment of conventions.

Once the models are identified in the framework of quantum integrable systems, spectra of the Markov
matrices with the periodic boundary condition follow from the Bethe ansatz. We present the eigenvalue
formulas adjusted to the stochastic setting under consideration. Steady state eigenvalues, given explicitly
in (1), are naturally identified with those associated with the trivial Baxter @) functions.

The layout of the paper is as follows. In Section 2] we derive several properties of the Uq(AS))
quantum R matrix R(z) and its stochastic versions S(z) and 8(A, 1) that are essential for applications in
the subsequent sections. In Section Bl the commuting transfer matrices built upon the S(z) and 8(A, i)
are shown to satisfy the basic axioms of Markov matrices in a certain range of parameters. The associated
stochastic processes are formulated, which generalize various known models for n = 1. Section Ml presents
the Bethe ansatz eigenvalue formulas of the Markov matrices together with some examples of steady
states. Section[0lis a summary. Appendix [Al contains explicit forms of simple examples of the R matrix.

Throughout the paper we fix n € Z>; and use the notation [i,j] = {k € Z | i < k < j}, the charac-
teristic function O(true) = 1,60(false) = 0, the Kronecker delta d,,5 = 05 = 0517 75" = [[/L, 0(c; = B;),

B1y--sBm j=1
la| = a1 + -+ + auy, for arrays @ = (a1,...,am), 8 = (B1,-..,0m) of any length m, [u] = q;:qq:;”’ the
g-Pochhammer symbol (2;q), = [[;-,(1 — 2¢’7"), the g-factorial (¢), = (¢;¢)m and the g-binomial

(%), = 0(k € [0,m]) i

(ke (@Dm—r"

1
2. QUANTUM R MATRIX FOR SYMMETRIC TENSOR REPRESENTATIONS OF Uq(ASI ))

2.1. Quantum R matrix R(z). We assume that ¢ is generic. The Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum affine
algebra (without derivation) Uq(Agll)) = U,(slnt1) [9 T4 is generated by e;, fi, k' (i € Z/(n + 1)Z)

2This is (BI) with ¢ = 1. “Nontrivial” means yi -+ - - - +y» > 1. In general the rate is given by —epu~1 x BE3)|o—p-



STOCHASTIC R MATRIX 3

satisfying the relations

ki — k7t
q—q!

and the Serre relations. Here D; ; = ¢2%~%ui-17%+1 with &;; = (i — j € (n + 1)Z). It is a Hopf
algebra with the coproduct A given by

AR =k @K, Aei=1®ei+e; @k, Afi=fi0l+k7'® fi (1)

klkfl = k;lki = 1, [kl,k]] = 0, kiej = Dmejki, klfj = D;jlfjki, [ei, fj] = 61')]‘

For | € Z>1, introduce the vector space V; whose basis is labeled with the set B; as

Bl:{a:(al,...,anH)EZ’g}l [l =1}, V= @ Clag, ..., ant1)- (2)

a=(a1,...,anp1)EB;

We write |a1, .oy Qpy1) simply as |a). The degree-l symmetric tensor representation with spectral pa-
rameter x wl, : U, (A(1 ) — End(V}) is a finite dimensional irreducible representation given by
mp(ei)la) = 2% lailla =), m(fi)la) = a0 an]la+1),  w(ki)la) = ¢* %), (3)

where i = (0,...,0,1,—1,0,...,0) € Z"! contains 1,—1 at the i-th and the (i+1)-th positions from
the left and all the indices are to be understood mod n + 1 as usual. In (), vectors |o 4 7) such that
o=+ 1 ¢ By are to be understood as zero.

Remark 1. Let U,(A,) be the subalgebra generated by e;, f;, k' with i # 0. As a U,(A,,)-module,
the highest weight vector in Vj is |0, ...,0,1), which is also annihilated by all the f;’s except f,. Thus V]
is actually the [-fold symmetric tensor of the anti-vector representation which corresponds to the n x [
rectangular Young diagram.

For generic z and y, the tensor product representations wi’;} = (7l @7, ) oA on V;®V,, is irreducible
and isomorphic to 7%/, From this fact and ([3), it follows that there is a unique intertwiner R(z) =
RV™(2) : Vi ® Vi — Vi ® V; depending on z = z/y satisfying

R(z)my’y (9) = my (9)R(2), Vg € Ug(AL)) (4)

z,Y Y,z

up to an overall normalization. We fix it by
R(2)(|0,...,0,1)®0,...,0,m)) =10,...,0,m)®0,...,0,0). (5)

Let us further introduce R(z) = R"™(z) = PR'™(2) € End(V; ® V;n), where P(la) ® |8)) = |8) © |o)
is the transposition. The both R(z) and R(z) will be called the guantum R matriz or just R matrix for
short. Its action is expressed as

R(z)(|o) @15)) ZR ) ®18),  R(2)(ja) ®18)) ZR 6 @ 1), (6)

where o € B;,3 € B,, and the sums are taken over v € B;,0 € B,,. The matrix elements R(z)l%
are rational functions in z and ¢. In principle, they are computable either by the fusion [16] from the
(I,m) = (1,1) case (bottom-up) or by taking the image of the universal R (top-down). Practically an
efficient alternative is to evaluate the trace of the product of the three-dimensional R operators [15][3] 4] 20]
satisfying the tetrahedron equation. This approach has been developed in [3] 25 26] 23] 2] 22] as an
outgrowth of the pioneering works [33 2, 29]. Examples in Appendix [Al have been generated by this
method by using [22) eq.(2.24)]]¢,=...=¢, 0. See also [I§] for a recent application of the tetrahedron
equation to a multispecies TAZRP.
We depict the matrix element of the R matrix as

0
R(Z)l,ﬁ =« %’ Y
s (7)
suppressing dependence on n, z, g, and also [, m associated with the horizontal and vertical lines, respec-

tively. This picture matches the action of R(z) in (@) viewed in the  direction. The relation (@) with
g = k; tells the weight conservation property that R(z )a 5=0 unless a + =749 € Z”H.
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The most significant property of the R matrix is the Yang-Baxter equation [I] which is presented in
two equivalent forms:
(RM™(x) @ 1)(1 @ R™ (ay)) (R (y) @ 1) = (1@ R™! (y))(RP™ (zy) © 1)(1 ® R (), (8)
Ry’5 () RY5 (1) Ry5 (x) = Ryy(2) RY 5 () Ry5 (y), (9)
where the lower indices in (@) specify the components on which R(z) acts nontriviallyfl. The relations ®)

and (@) hold as the operators V, @ Vi@V, = V,, @ V@V, and V, @V, @ V,,, = Vi @V, @ V,,,, respectively.
The equality of the matrix element for |a) ® [3) ® |v) — &) @ |5”) @ |7”) in ([@) is depicted as

BH o
>t
o’ By /B a/ a// o, By /3
(10)
The R matrix also satisfies
RM™(z)R™ (27 = idv,,evi, (11)
n+1 2 2
o5 TT (@i (@),
R(2)1% = R(2)%5 T] T (12)
B 750 g (4%)~:(q2)s,
The former is called the inversion relation. In the latter o’ = (@41, ..., @1) denotes the reverse array of

a=(ay,...,a,11) and §',4',¢" are similarly defined. It is a corollary of [22] eqs. (2.4), (2.24)].

Theorem 2. Forl < m, elements of the R matriz R(z) = R"™(2) admit the explicit formula at z = ¢'~™:

rams =t (") T (2 (13)
T ap T %489\ )’
q

2 =1 \Ti
0
Y= = Z ai(B5 — ;) + Z (Bi —vi)j- (14)
1<i<j<n+1 1<i<j<n+1

Note that the ¢-binomial factors in (I3) tell that R(ql*m)lf; = 0 unless § > v or equivalently ao < §

under the condition a + 3 = v + 6. Here and in what follows, u > v for u,v € Z* for any k is defined
by u—wv € Z’§0 and < is defined similarly. The condition [ < m in the claim matches this property. It is
interesting that the “inter-color coupling” enters only via v apparently. See the end of Appendix [A] for
an example. For the proof we prepare

Lemma 3. For any i € Z/(n+ 1)Z, the following equalities are valid:
Y =T = iy — aq B — i+ L (- m)io,

5 b
Uortsg Yo = Birr = Yira + (1= m)dio,

,0 0—i
UV = - e

Proof. A direct calculation. O

Proof of Theorem[3 R(z) is not singular at z = ¢'~™. See for example [22] eq.(6.16)]. Thus it suffices
to check that the RHS of (I3) satisfies {@]) and (B)). The latter is obvious. The relation () with g = k;
means the weight conservation and it holds due to the factor 521%. In the sequel we show ) for g = f;.
The case g = e; can be verified similarly. Let the both sides of (@) act on |a) ® |8) € V,®V,,, and compare

T . o .ol
3 Although subtle, we distinguish the degrees [, m of symmetric tensors, components %, j in tensor products in Ri’;n(z)
from the indices «, 3,7, 0 specifying the element R(z)l’% by putting them on the opposite side of the spectral parameter

(). The similar convention will be used also for S(z) and 8(\, ) introduced later.
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the coefficients of |[0) ® |v) in the output vector. Using (), B) and (@) we find that the relation to be
proved is

R(2)1% [0ip1 +1]0(6; > 1) + R(z ) “Sqfi i1 57000y +1]0(y > 1)
(Z)a+ lain]z” %0 + R(2)7" yalBiplgte

at z = ¢ under the weight conservation condition (i) a; + 8; = v + 9; — 1 and (ii) @1 + Biy1 =
Yi+1 + di+1 + 1. By substituting (I3) and applying Lemma [3] this is simplified to

s+ 11— g?2)(1 = ZP D)1 = 200 D)5, > 1)
4 q7¢+1—5¢+1+2ﬂ¢—2%‘+2[%J’_l + 1](1 _ q2ﬂi+1)(1 _ q2(,3¢+1—%'+1))(1 _ q2%)9(% > 1)
_ q5i+1*’)’i+l[ai+1](1 _ q25i+1)(1 _ qz(ﬁi*’)’-ﬂ’l))(l _ q2(’vi+1+1))

l—m

+ q’Yi+1—O¢z'+1 [ﬁz—i—l](l _ q2(ﬂi+1))(1 _ q2(31+1—%‘+1))(1 _ q2(%‘+1+1))'

We may drop 6(6; > 1) because if §; = 0, the weight condition (i) a; + 8; — 7 + 1 = 0 enforces
1 — ¢ =7+l = 0. Similarly §(v; > 1) can also be discarded. Then we are left to show

(1 — POty (1 = 2Bimrit 1))y 4 24280271 (1 — 270) (1 — 2P0
_ q2(5i+1*%+1)(1 _ q20¢i+1)(1 _ q2(5i*’ﬁ+1)) +(1— q2(5i+1))(1 _ q2(5i+1*’vi+1))_

This is easily checked by using the weight condition (ii). O

2.2. Stochastic R matrix S(z). We introduce a slight but essential modification S(z) = S'™(z) €
End(V; @ V,,,) of the R matrix by

S(2)(le) @ |8)) ZS LN ®10), S =q"R(2)1%, (15)

g = Z (Bi —vi)vi — Z ai(Bj — ) = Z (6iv; — cifBy), (16)

1<i<j<n+1 1<i<j<n+1 1<i<j<n+1

where the sum 3 5 is taken over v € By, € By, as in (@). The last equality in (6] is derived by using

i + Bi = i + 6;. We also introduce S(z) = PS(z). The both S(z) and S(z) will be called the stochastic
R matriz or just S matrix for short.

Proposition 4. The S matriz satisfies the inversion relation S¥™(2)S™! (2~ 1) = idy,, v, and the Yang-
: l, k, k.l k.l k, L,
Bazter equation Sy'5'(y)Sy73" (xy) S5 (x) = S15(2)ST5" (2y)Sys' (y)-

Proof. The inversion relation is obvious. Consider the Yang-Baxter equation depicted in (I0). In view of
the last expression in ([[6) we concern the sum of the three n’s on each side:

X = Bial; — i By + i B — Bivy + el — oy,
Y= %/ﬂ; = Bivi + %NO/ - O‘Z'YJ + ﬂ” |- O‘zﬂj-

It suffices to check (i) X and Y are independent of o/, 5,~/, (ii)) X =Y. The both are easy to verify by
using the weight conservation condition. O

Lemma 5. For Uq(Agl)), the following relation is valid:

(AF)*(10,4)© [0, B) = F(s,A+ B) 3 qb<A)(B> a1, az) @ [bn, ba),

b
a1+bi=s 1 q2

where F is a known function and as,bs are determined from ay,b1 by a1 + as = A, by + bs = B.

Proof. From ki f1 = ¢ 2f1k1, we get

@nrioaeos = ¥ (1) mitioa et

a1+bi=s q2
S All[B]! —(a1+a
=% () UL ey ) )
ai ) o [a2]-[b2]'
a1+br=s g
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7m(m71)/2(
=

(®)a(d®)s 1

@)m  The last coefficient equals ¢* (asl)qz @) as (@)s. T=)
a2 2

where [m]! = [m]lm —1]---[1] = £
with the power w given by

_ (a1 + ag)(al + as — 1) n ag(ag — 1) (bl + bg)(bl + by — 1) n bg(bz — 1)

_ — b
2 2 2 2 (a1 4 az)by
+b +b—1
= —(al 1)(0,21 L ) — (a1+b1)(a2+b2)—|—a1b2.
Since ag + by = A+ B — s, w is a function of s and A + B except the last term a1bs. O

The most notable feature of the S matrix is the following.

Theorem 6. For any l,m € Z>1, the S matriz S(z) = S"™(z) enjoys the sum-to-unity property:
6
Y Sy =1,  Y(p) € B x By (17)
vEBl,zieBm
Note that there is no constraint [ < m for this assertion.
Proof. We are to show _ 5 qu<J‘(5”j_o”Bj)R(z)l’% = 1. By means of ([[2)), the relation ([IT) is rewritten

as
1<;1 ’Y" Zi>]‘ 041’5]‘

Zoz,B: q
2%1 o s = L@@ (18)

where Zi<j = Zlgi<jgn+1a Ei>j = El§j<i§n+17 I = ngign-i-l and Zy,(s is taken over (v,6) €
B; x By,. Summing [I8) x (|8) ® |a)) over o € By, € B,, satisfying a« + 8 = r for a fixed r =
(ri,...,rnt1) € Z’;gl, we get

z<] ’Y'L J z>] alﬂ]
) Z RSB @)= Y —) 18) ® |e).
a+B=r v, l q a+pB=r q Bi
This is neatly expressed as
§ i A
R(z)u)l(:zI = wf;)l, where wl(rn)T = Z ¢ IA) @ k) € VI @ V.

2 2
NEBy,KE By Ar=r H1(q )>\'L (q )M‘

It follows from (&) by applylng (Af1)(Afo) 172 o (A f,,)7 T F T successively using the commutativity
ml(fi)R(z) = R(2)7h™(f;) and Lemma Bl 0

The above proof elucidates that the sum-to-unity relations are nothing but the U, (A, )-orbit of the
unit normalization condition (&]).
For B=(B1,...,Bn), vy = (71,---,7n) € Z, we defind

ot =i (5) " ST (7)) o

E=8qr= D, (Bi—)n (20)

1<i<j<n

where A, it are generic parameters. By the definition ®,(v|8; A, 1) = 0 unless v < 8. Note that 5 and ~y
here are n-component arrays rather than n + 1 as opposed to the indices in S(z)z‘? In the case n =1,
the power ¢ vanishes and the function (I9) reproduces [27, eq.(8)] as

p(mm’) = @q(m|m'; 2, v)[n=1, (21)

which is known as the weight function associated with g-Hahn polynomials. As it turns out, our Uq(A,(zl))
generalization ([[9)) arises as the special value of the S matrix.

Proposition 7. Suppose | < m. Given B = (Bi1,...,Bny1) € By and v = (71,---,7m41) € By, set
B=B1,...sBn) and ¥ = (V1,...,7n). Then elements of the S matriz S(z) = S"™(2) at z = ¢~™ are
given by

S(z=q""™)1% =010 @2 (31Biq %, ™). (22)

4 We will adequately mention Z™ or Z™t! to avoid confusion and prefer to use the simpler notation /3 etc. than bothering
by writing 8 etc. except the inevitable coexistence within a formula like (22]).
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Proof. Theorem [2 and ([IH]) lead to
5 5 m\ Y
_l—=-m\7v,0 __ + +
st=as = () IL(
@ =1
Using ([d), @G), @), I = |o] = & + ans1 = [V + ynt1 and m = |B] = |B| + Bny1 we find
n+e=2 Y (Bi—)y =208 - R~ )+ 2.

1<i<j<n+1

Vi

p ) E (23)

On the other hand the two of the g-binomial factors in (23)) are combined as

m\ " [ Bri1 _(m - A ¢(q2l—2m;q2)|5‘7m(q—2l;q2)|’7|
I =\ - I3l =4 @ 2™,¢%) 3 ’
@ \In+1/42 e Y/ g2 q g )|5|

¢ =20 — 71+ 1) + (Bl = [F)(2m — 20 = [B] + 7] + 1) — |Bl(2m — [B] + 1).
Thus the proof is finished by checking 7 + ¢ + ¢ = 2€ + 2(I — m)|¥|, which is straightforward. O

In view of Proposition [, Theorem [@] is rephrased in terms of an n-component array S as the identity

Z O,(yB;q7gT™) =1 forany § € 7%, satisfying || < m (24)
YELY o || <l

for any positive integers [, m such that [ < m. One may remove the constraint |y| < [ in the sum since
the summand vanishes otherwise.

2.3. Regarding A = ¢~ !, u = ¢~™ as parameters. Proposition @] Theorem [f and Proposition [
remain valid even when we replace ¢! and ¢—™ with parameters A and p as we shall explain below. In
this subsection, we fix ¢, z, set A = ¢~', ;x = ¢~™ and regard \, ju as variables. Note that the action of
ey fi kiil € Uq(A,(zl)) on V; ® V,,, gives rise to Laurent polynomials in A, u. We wish to show that the
matrix elements R(z)g‘; are rational functions in A, u. Since [ varies, we utilize o = (a1,..., ) € Z%,
as a labeling of basis vectors |aq,...,ay) of Vi. So is 8 for V,,. Thus the symbol |0) which is the
abbreviation of |0,...,0) is to be understood as an appropriate highest weight vector appearing in (&).
Due to the weight conservation property R(z)g% = 0 unless a + 8 = v + J, we concentrate on the case
when oo + 8 = v+ § = w for some fixed weight @w € ZZ,. Take N such that |w| < N and then take

l,m such that N < [,m. Since V; ® V,,, is known to be irreducible over Uq(A,(zl)), there exist elements
9; € Ug(AY) (G = 1,..., 65t = T[1, (wi + 1)) such that {757 (g;)(|0) @ [0)) | j = 1,...,t} spans the
vector subspace C{|o) ® |8) | « + 8 = w) of V; ® V,,, of weight w. From the intertwining property (),
we have

R(z)m3ly (95)(10) @ 10)) = 13/ (95)(10) @ 10))  for j =1,....¢.
Here we have used the normalization (). Solving the above linear equation for { R(z)(Ja) ®|8)) | a+ 8 =
w}, one finds that the matrix coefficients R(z)l% with the standard bases {|a) ® |8) | a + = w} are

expressed by rational functions in A, p.

Once we understand that R(z)l% is a rational function in A = ¢l pu = ¢ ™

, we can show that
the Yang-Baxter equation (8) or (@) is satisfied as an identity of matrix-valued rational functions in
k=qF X=q ' u=qg ™. To see this, fix a weight w = o + 3+ v and take an integer N such that
|ow| < N. Consider a particular coeflicient of both sides of (@) applied to a vector |a) ® |8) @ |y) such
that a + 8 + v = w. Eliminating the denominators, both sides are polynomials in x, A, . We know that
substituting x = ¢7*, A\ = ¢!, u = ¢~™ where k,l,m are integers such that N < k,[,m, both sides are
equal to each other. Since we can choose infinitely many independent integers for k. [, m, this identity
must be the one as polynomials in &, A, .

2.4. Specialized S matrix 8(\, p). Based on the argument in Section 223] we move onto the situation
where the positive integers [, m are effectively replaced by continuous parameters A, u. We will work with
the n-component arrays o = (ayq, ..., ay) rather than the (n + 1)-component ones in (2). Set

W= @ Clag, ..., ap).
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The vector |ay, . .., ay) will simply be denoted by |)H. Define the operator (A, 1) € End(W ® W) by

S m(le)@[8) = > S L%k @19, (25)
v, 56220

where @,(v|8; A\, p) is specified by (IIQI) and (IZII) The sum (28) is finite by the weight conservation. In
fact, the direct sum decomposition W@ W = ,.czn_ (GamLﬁ:" Cla) ® |B>) holds and 8(A, ) splits into
the corresponding submatrices. We set S(\, 1) = PiS(A,u) € End(W ® W) and call 8(\, 1) and S(\, )
the specialized S matrix. From (I5) and (22]), the relation

SA=q¢"u=q"") = 8" (2= ¢ goqu (27)

holds for I,m € Z>1 such that I < m. The specialized S matrix 8(\, ) is an extrapolation of it into
generic [, m.
It satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation, the inversion relation and the sum-to-unity condition:

81,2(v1,12)81,3(v1,3)82,3(v2,v3) = 82.3(v2,13)81 3(v1,3)81,2(v1, v2), (28)
SN, )81, A) = idyyes, (29)

dooSmih =1 (Yo, B €ZLy). (30)
7,5627;0

They are consequences of Proposition [ Theorem [6] and the argument in Section 2.3

Remark 8. As seen from ([3)) and (28]), the specialized S matrix S(A, i) is a solution of the Yang-Baxter
equation without “difference property”, meaning that its dependence on A and g is not only through the
combination A/ pu.

As a supplement we include a direct proof of ([B0), namely the identity
Yo 2018 ) =1 (VB EZY), (31)

V€LY, <P

where the condition v < 8 may be dropped but is exhibited for clarity in the argument below. In terms
of & n)(~y|[3,/\ 1) = qE(u//\)M()\ ‘J)M(H//\ q)w | Hl 1 ( ) the relation ([BI)) reads

> BN p) = (1) -

YEZL 5, v<B

We set v = p/X. The case n = 1 is equivalent to EJ oV (vq);4 (’;) =1 for Vk € Z>q, which is easily
. >

verified. We invoke the induction on n. Define 3 = (B2, ..., 0n) and similarly 4. From (20) one has
§= (81— 1) + Xacicj<n(Bi — 7i)7is therefore the LHS is expressed as

B = (1) (21 A
> VWl(A;q)n(V;q)ﬂl—vl(ji x> B335 Mg, pg™)
q

1M<p1 4<p

_ Y1\ . A Bi1.

= Z VN @)y (V3 @) g —m (1q aQ)\B\
"< N/q

= (1:0)5, (19”1 0) 3 = (1159131,
where the first and the second equalities are due to the induction assumption at n =n —1 and n = 1,
respectively.
3. STOCHASTIC MODELS

In this and the next section, we will be exclusively concerned with systems with the periodic boundary
condition.

5Note a slight notational change from Section 1] where (n + 1)-component arrays are used as in ().
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3.1. Commuting transfer matrices. We construct two types of commuting transfer matrices based
on the stochastic R matrices S(z) and 8(A, ). To extract Markov processes from them one has to find an
appropriate specialization that fulfills the basic axioms of the Markov matrix. This issue will be argued

in Section B.2, B3] and 341

First consider the S matrix Sl’m(z) with positive integers [ and m. For I[,mq,...,m; € Z>; and
parameters 2z, wi, ..., wr, set
T, 2|y = Ty, (S5 (2/wr) -+ SET (2/w1)) € Bnd (Vi @+ 9 Vi, ). (32)

In the terminology of the quantum inverse scattering method, it is the row transfer matrix of the U, (A(l))
vertex model of length L with periodic boundary condition whose quantum space is V,,,, ® - - - ® Vm ., with
inhomogeneity parameters wi,...,wy, and the auxiliary space V; signified by 0 with spectral parameter
z. The SéT (z/w;) is the S matrix ([[#) acting as S (z/w;) on V; ® Vi, and as identity elsewhere.
The dependence on ¢ has been suppressed in the notation. Note the obvious property T'(l, |m1’ LY —
T(,az] ™

WL
L) for any a.
awsr, awL

Thanks to Proposition @ and the general principle [I], it forms a commuting family:

(T 2y L T2 )] = 0. (33)
We write the action of T' = T'(l, 2| ml’ Z}L) on the vector representing a row configuration ad]
TBy,...,BL) = Y T8 ar, ..., aL) € Vi, @ @ Vi, . (34)
@i €Bm,;

The matrix element is depicted as the concatenation of () as

Ta1)~~~)O¢L —
BiyeBr YL 4! Y2 VL1 YL-
15 (YLGBL

oo (35)
By the construction the T satisfies the weight conservation:
T[il,’.'.'.ﬁf =0 unless a; +---+ar =05 +---+ 8L € Zg—gl. (36)

Next we proceed to the transfer matrix associated with the specialized S matrix S(A, ) in (25):

“T(A“Lla s a,u‘L) = TI'W (SO,L()\a ,U‘L) e So,l(Av ,UJI)) € End(W®L)7 (37)
where the notations are similar to ([B2). Its matrix element Tg'"g" is again given by (33) if the i-th

vertex from the left is regarded as S(\, uz)%"? g, i ([26) and a;’s and the sum over v;’s are taken from

Z%,. Since the summand vanishes unless v; < f; for all i, the sum (B3) for v; € Z% is finite and
TA|p1, - .., pr) is well-defined. We have the commutativity

[{‘T()\|M17 ceey ML)aq(A/|ul7 ceey /J'L)] =0

and the weight conservation analogous to (36).

3.2. Discrete time Markov chain with particle number constraint. Let us extract discrete time
Markov processes by specializing the transfer matrix [32]). First we consider a system governed by the
evolution equation

|P(t+1)) =T, z|m1’ |[P(t)) € Vin, @ - @ Vi, - (38)

)
It admits an interpretation as the master equation of a Markov process with the discrete time variable ¢
if T'=T(1, 2| ™" ) satisfies
1., WL
(i) Non-negativity; all the elements (B3] belong to R>g,

A1, L

(ii) Sum-to-unity property; >, . Tg' 5 =1forany (B1,...,681) € By, X -+ X By,

6 We warn that lo, ..., ar) with o = (.1, .., @,nt1) € Bm,; here is different from the one in (2]).
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The latter represents the total probability conservation. In order to satisfy them, we introduce the
specialization

T(lmy,...,mp) :=T(,q" g for 1 € Z>y, (39)

EERERL)

which still forms a commuting family [T'(I|mq,...,mz),T(I'/m1,...,mz)] = 0 as a consequence of ([B3)).
Now we see that ([B9) satisfies the above conditions (i) and (ii) provided that | < min{m,...,mz} and
q € Rsp. In fact, | < min{mg,...,my} implies that all the relevant S matrices in ([B2) are reduced to
the form (23) from which (i) is obvious. To confirm (i), evaluate 3, ~, Tg'"5'* by substituting [22)

»»»»» L
into (32) or (B4 as

Z Z 53;1%1‘%2 (FalBrs g, q72™) - 5$fi’fm O (elBrig g 2)
& €Bm; Y1, YLEBI

= Z 0(v1 <L+ B1)Pe (B> g2 ™) -0y <vp-1 4 Br)@e (TulBri g, g2,

vvvvv @

One may remove 6(y; < v;—1 + 3;) for any i since @2 (%:|Bis ¢, q~#™¢) = 0 unless 4; < f3;. Note further
that v; = (vi,1,.-.,%,n+1) € By is in one-to-one correspondence with %; = (vi,1,...,7%n) € Z%, such
that |7;| <. Therefore the sum over v; € B; may be replaced by 3; € ZZ, such that |y;| <. Then the
above sum is evaluated by applying (24))|,_,2, yielding 1. -

In this way we obtain a commuting family of evolution systems associated with ([B9) among which the
cases | < min{my,...,mz} can be regarded as discrete time Markov processes.

The diagram (33) is naturally interpreted in terms of n species of particles obeying stochastic dynamics
on the one-dimensional lattice. It is supplemented with an extra lane (auxiliary space) which particles
get on or get off when they leave or arrive at a site. The local situation at the i-th site from the left with
Bi = (ﬂi,la - 7ﬂi,n+1) S Bml and Yi = ("Yi,la - 7'-)/i,n+1) € By is depicted as follows.

Yi—1,n Yi,n
— —~
n e e e n n n

Yi—1,1 Vi1
— —~
1T....1 l ‘ i | 1...1

Bia Bi,2 Bin Bin+1
—— —_——
|1 19..... 2 ..o n |
m;

The site ¢ can accommodate up to m; particles. The 3; , is the number of particles of species a for
a € [1,n] and the vacancy for a = n + 1. Among the j3; , particles of species a, ¥; o (< Bi,q) of them are
moving out to the right while v;_; , are moving in from the left. The former event contributes the factor
D, (%i|Bi; ¢, g=2™) to the total rate. The number of particles on the extra lane is at most [ at every
border of the adjacent sites. Such a dynamics is closely parallel with its deterministic counterpart, an
integrable cellular automaton known as box-ball system with capacity-l carrier and capacity-m; box at
site i. See [I3] and references therein.

3.3. Discrete time Markov chain without particle number constraint. Let us proceed to the
system associated with the transfer matrix ([B7) whose evolution is governed by

P(t+1)) = T\, ..., un)|P(£)) € WEE. (40)

Although this is an equation in an infinite-dimensional vector space, it actually splits into finite-dimensional
subspaces specified by the particle content as T(A|p1, ..., ur) preserves the weight. One can satisfy the
axioms (i) and (ii) for the discrete time Markov process stated after ([B8). In fact, the non-negativity
(1) holds if @,(v|B; A, i) > 0 for all ¢ € [1,L]. This is achieved by taking 0 < u$ < A° < 1,¢° < lin
the either alternative e = +1. The sum-to-unity condition (i) >, ., Tgl7gF = 1 is valid thanks
to BI). The resulting stochastic dynamical system is parallel with the previous one associated with
T(llm1,...,mr) under the formal correspondence A = ¢~' u; = ¢~™. See [@7). The most notable
difference, however, is that for the generic A, ji1,..., uz in the present setting, there is no upper bound
on the number of particles occupying a site 4 nor those hopping from ¢ to i+1 (¢ mod L). It is described

by the n-component arrays f3;,v; € Z%, with the local transition rate factor ®4(v;|Bi; A, i) [[9). When
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n=1and uy =+ = ur, such a system was introduced originally in [27]. As discussed therein, one can
control the number of hopping particles in various ways by specializing A, p.

3.4. Continuous time Markov chains. Let us consider the discrete time Markov process described by
Q0) with the homogeneous choice of the parameters 1 = --- = uy, = u. We write the relevant Markov
transfer matrix ([B7) as

T(Alp) =T\, -5 ), (41)
which forms a commuting family [7(A|u), 7(A|@)] = 0. The matrix elements of {I) are sums of products
of @y (v]5; A, i) @6) where the arrays like 3, are n-component ones. The discrete time Markov process
Q) can be converted to a continuous time process by taking the either limit A — 1 or A — p as we shall
explain below.

First we treat the case A — 1. The relevant limiting formulas are as follows1:

Dy (V[B; 1+ A, p) = (718 1, 1) + AD,(v]B; 1, 1) + O(A?),

q)q(7|67 17”) = 5V,07 8(1 M) B 50¢+ﬁ5V 0 (42)
( )'y —1 n i :
( 18:1, 1) = 0P (7|5,)\ 1) _qgﬂhl'(quq\lw‘\;q)m Hi:l (fi)q if |v[>0, (43)
7 B\ BI-1 _ug' -
A=1 Z 1_Mqi if |’Y| - Oa

where 0 = (0,...,0) € Z" and £ is given by ([20). By the definition ®(v|3;1, 1) = 0 unless v < 3. From
[#2), the element of 7(A|u) (defined and depicted similarly to [B4) and ([B5) is expanded as

aq Q; Qi1 oy,
TA=1+Alpg 50 = 0 ~0 - 0—>0 0--0—>0
631 Bi Bi+1 AL
aq Q; Qi1 oy,
+AY Do 0---0 % 00 —+0 + O(A?).
e fe31 Bi Bit1 AL (44)
The vertices here denote S(A=1, u)l% The first term leads to 7(1|x) = idyer owing to S(1, M)o’gl = 45!

by [@2). In the second term, the mark o signifies the unique vertex corresponding to the derivative (IB)
Its “vertex weight” is equal to %S(A o' =1 = 5%4—% @7 (7ilBi; 1, p) caleulated in ({@3). Introduce the
local (adjacent) transition rate w((a, 8) = (p,0)) by

—epu((@, 8) = (0 H%» + %ﬂ_ — Bl — plas 1, )
vGZ"

(45)
Here € = +1 has been inserted to distinguish the two regimes of the model as we shall explain below.
The extra minus sign is included in view of that in ([@3]). The rate satisfies

—ep Y w((@B) = (o) = > Bp<atBBla—plalp) = Y P(ylaslp) =0, (46)
p,aGZ’Z‘O pGZgo 'yGZgD

where the last equality follows by differentiating [BI) with respect to A and setting A\ = 1 afterwards.
According to a general construction, we introduce the matrix h(u) € End(W ® W) by

hwle, B) = > Ww)Gle, o),

p,UEZ%O

W5 = w((a, 8)=(p,0)) =205 > w((a,B)=(p,0") = —en™" 6555 (e — plas 1, p),

p’,a’EZ%O

(47)

The last equality is due to [@H]) and [{@G]). For an interpretation as a local Markov matrix in a continuous
time process, the h(u) should satisfy

"The small expansion parameter A here should not be confused with the coproduct in ().
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(i) Non-negativity; h(u)2% > 0 for (p,0) # (a, ),
oy . PO _
(ii)’ Sum-to-zero property; > o h(,u)aﬁ =0,

which are analogue of (i) and (ii) mentioned after (B8] for the discrete time case. We see that (i)’ holds
if 0 < ¢%, pu¢ < 1 from the explicit formula (43]). The property (ii)’ is obvious by the construction.
Now the expansion (@) is expressed as

TA=1+Alp) =idwer — euAH +O(A?), H=> " h(u)iit1, (48)

1€ZLr,

where h(p); 41 is the local Markov matrix ([@1) acting on the i-th and the (i + 1)-th sites. Picking the
O(A) terms in the time-scaled master equation |P(t — epuA)) = 7(A = 14+ Alu)|P(t)) and applying @S],
we obtain the continuous time master equation:

d
S| P@) = HIP(D)). (49)

The local Markov matrix [@7) acts on the neighboring sites as follows:

~y
h(ﬂ’)|a7ﬁ> = _6/1’_1 Z ‘1’;(7|a,1aﬂ)|a—%5+7>7 (50)
YEZ, a B

It defines a stochastic dynamics among n species of particles on a one-dimensional lattice. There is no
constraint on the particles for sharing the same site. They jump only to the right adjacent site without
any constraint on their occupancy at the destination site either. If there are o, particles of species a at
the departure site and v, (< «,) of them are moving out together, the associated transition rate is

Doicicicn(@i=Yi)Vi 1ty —1 )

- gTisisIs M (0)y1+-+7n—1 @

—ep 0y (vlas 1, p) = e T T ——— e ( f) (51)
(/M] 7Q)’71+"'+'Yn o1 \Vi/g

for a nontrivial case, i.e. if y7 +--- 4+, > 1. For ¢ = +1 and the parameters ¢ and g such that
0 < ¢°, puc < 1, it defines a new n-species TAZRP.

When p = 0, the local transition rate (5I) is nonzero only for |y| =1 or v = 0 (no transition). In the
former case it simplifies to

1- qab qz?;i (e %]
I—gq

if e = 1 and the species of the single particle to hop is b, i.e. 7, = 1. It coincides with the rate in [31] p1]
upon reversing the labeling of the species. The single species case n = 1 further goes back to the g-boson
model [28]. When n = 1 and e = 1, the formula (&I for general p is proportional to the rate given in
B0, p2] under the identification u = s/(1 — g + s).

Next, we proceed to another continuous time Markov chain which arises from [{Il) at A\ = pu. As it
turns out, this is closer to the usual derivation of spin chain Hamiltonians (cf. [I, Chap. 10.14]) than
A = 1. The relevant limiting formulas read

Dy (v]B 1+ A, 1) = R8s 1, 1) + A QL (|5 1, 1) + O(A?),

Oq(Y|Bip ) =045, S ) = 0567, (52)
— (@)1= 1~I— n i :
(I)/( |ﬂ ) N 8(1)11(’”5;)\;,“) o H lqim]ﬁ Hi:l (51)(1 if |B| > |7|’ (53)
g\VIPs I 1) = o\ IR R e 18] —
A=p 12 Z'L:O 1—pgt 1 |ﬂ| - |’Y|a

where £ is again given by 20)). The result (52)) is depicted as a local shift:
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Consequently the expansion of 7(A|u) in the vicinity of A = p takes the form

QO Qg1 (42 ar,

TN = o Alp)§sE = _J‘r, _j(—j(—jf’ ..._JF,

B1 Bi Bit1 Bive BL

Qi Q1 QG2 ar
+AZ _J}_, _j(_%_j(_, _JA(_, + O(A2).
1EZL],
: b1 Bi Bit1 Bive Br (55)

All the matrices appearing here as coefficients of A* (k= 0,1,2,...) commute with each other. The first

term 7(u|p) gives the Zg-cyclic shift operator of the chain. In the second term, the vertex marked with
i+2,0q41

o signifies Z-8(A, u)ﬁiﬁi’+1 =y = 65512;?1’*2@ (it2|Bix1; 1y ) calculated in (G3]).
Introduce the matrix () € End(W @ W) by h(u)|e, 8) = dons fz(u)gz%h, ) with the elements

L e LA
:

where € = £1 is inserted again to label the two regimes of the model. We remark that the positions of
~ and § in this diagram have been interchanged from those in (B4)). From (B3] we see that h(,u)g’% >0

for (a, B) # (v,0) if 0 < ¢%, pu° < 1. Moreover >__ 5 ﬁ(u)l% = 0 holds by the reason similar to the last

equality in ([@@). Thus ﬁ(u) can be interpreted as a local Markov matrix. The expansion (G5 is neatly
presented by switching to the transfer matrix in the “moving frame” #(\|u) := 7(u|p) 17 (\u) as

FA=p+Alp) =idwer +ep 'AH +O(A%), H =" h(u)ii, (56)
i€y,
"
h(p)le, B) = e Y LB —41B8s s )l + 7, 8 = ), ! (57)
vELY, Lo By

where the sum is finite because the summand is zero unless v < 8. From the time-scaled master equation
|P(t+ep tA)) = 7(A = p+ Alp)|P(t)), we get the continuous time master equation

d X
ZP@) = HIP(t). (58)

The rate for the nontrivial transition v; +--- 4+, > 1 is given by

Zl<i<'<n’Yi(Bj_’Yj) n .

q— === (Q)W1+---+vn—1 Bi

en®y (B — B p,p) =€ I — (59)
! (g™t o= = ) ey 2\

when v,(< B,) among the 3, particles of species a in the departure site are hopping to the left. For
€ = +1, it defines another n-species TAZRP depending on the parameters ¢ and p such that 0 < ¢¢, u¢ < 1.

To summarize so far, we have extracted the continuous time Markov matrices H in (@8] and H in E8)
from 7(A|p) @I) by the prescription so called Bazter’s formula:

_10logT(A|p) T— e 9log T(A|p)

H=— H = 60
O\ Ny o\ N (60)
where the former may also be presented as H = —ep ™t & 7(A|p)[x=1 in view of 7(1|p) = idyer. By the

construction [H, H ] = 0 holds. The H (resp. H ) represents the n-species TAZRP in which particles hop
to the right (resp. left) with the local transition rate (&Il (resp. (E9)). They admit two regimes e = £1
in which the parameters ¢ and p should be taken in the range 0 < ¢¢, u© < 1.

It turns out that the two models can be identified through a certain transformation. To explain it, let
us exhibit the regime/parameter dependence as H (e, ¢, 1) and H (e,q,1). The key to the equivalence is
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the identity

H B (1B L) = (8 = 185 ), (61)

which can be directly checked from ([@3) and (B3]). Comparing (B0) and (&) by applying (GI)), one finds
that the two Markov matrices are linked as

p H(—e,q ' pmt) = PH(e, q, )P (62)

Here P = P! € End(W®L) is the “parity” operator reversing the sites as P|oy,...,01) = |or,...,01)
which adjusts the directions of y-arrows in (B0) and (7). Thus studying either one of H or H for the
two regimes € = +1 is equivalent to treating the two models concentrating on either one of the regimes.
It is intriguing that two members in the commuting family {7(A|x)} with respect to A are linked by the
relation like ([62]). We will explain the coincidence of the spectra implied by it also at the level of Bethe
ansatz around (7).

Remark 9. For any a,b € R, the combination H(a,b,€,q,n) = aH(e, q, 1) + bﬁ(e,q,u) satisfies
H(a,b,—e,q 1t u=t) = PH(ub, pa, e, q, u)P~! and possesses the spectrum obtained by superposing (76
correspondingly. For 0 < ¢, u¢ < 1, it defines a Markov matrix of the integrable asymmetric zero range
process in which the particles can hop to the both directions.

Let us include a comment on the model corresponding to H (1,4,0). From (B9)), the relevant transition
rate is

n
(B Bi .
q21§w<y§n ¥i(B; W)(q)y1+m+%—1 I I ( 1 if [y > 1,
=1 \Ti/q

—(Br 4+ Bn) if y=0.

It defines a one-parameter family of integrable n-species TAZRP for 0 < ¢ < 1. In particular at ¢ = 0,
the local dynamics is frozen to the situation >, -, .., vi(a; —7;) = 0. To digest this constraint, let s
be the minimum of the species of the particles that are jumping out. Namely, s € [1,n] is the smallest
among those satisfying 75 > 0. Then the above condition implies v, = a, for all a € [s + 1,n]. It means
that all the particles with species larger than s must also be jumping out simultaneously. In other words,
larger species particles always have the priority in the multiple particle jumps, and all such events have
an equal rate. Such a stochastic dynamics exactly coincides with the n-species TAZRP in [I7] with the
homogeneous choice of the parameters w; = --- = w,, therein. Thus (63]) can be viewed as defining an
integrable g-melting of it.

lim @ (8 — 7|65 1, 1) = (63)
n—0

Remark 10. Our particle interpretation here and the previous subsection is entirely based on regarding
the first n components in the arrays a = (a1, ..., @,11) as the number of n species of particles. However
it is a matter of option which components one regards so. Changing them would lead to apparently
different variety of stochastic dynamics of multispecies particle systems.

4. BETHE EIGENVALUES

4.1. Spectrum of T'(l, z| "' ’mL) Let A(l, 2|1 ) denote the eigenvalues of the transfer matrix

T2 nr) B2) where I, ml € Z>1. It is des:é.r.ibed by the Bethe ansatz. See for example [19]
Chap.7,8] for a review and also [T1] for a recent development.

We first illustrate the Uq(Agl)) case. Consider the subspace of @ Claq,...,ar) € Vi, @ -+ @ Vi,
specified by the weight condition on the arrays o; = (ay1,q;2) € By, as (Ele Oéi,l,ziL:l Q2) =
(Nl,z:Z 1m; — Ni). The T'(l, z[7)177") is the transfer matrix of a higher spin vertex model whose
auxiliary space is degree [ symmetric tensor representation V;. Its eigenvalues are given, for instance for
l=1,2 by

L -
A(l Z|m1, ,mL) _ Ql(qz) + 2N, H q +1wi -z (q Sz)
----- T Qe T L Ve e =2 ) Qi)
L -
A(2 Z|m1 ..... mL) o Ql(q2z) + 2N, H q +2wi -z (q2Z)Q1( )
i) T Qg %) " Pw—z ) Qi(2)Q1(a22)
L i .
+q4N1H q 1+2wi—zq Wi — 2 ( z)
S\ g Pw -z griwi— 2 ) Qulz)

i=1
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where Q1(z) = kN:ll (1— zug)) is called the Bazter @) function whose roots are determined by the Bethe
equation:

L it 1 1 1
). sttt o
1 1 1 0
1— gmiwul” Qulg2/uf) 5 qtul — uf!

It is the generic pole-freeness condition of the eigenvalue formulas despite the presence of zeroes in Q1(z).
The above A(1,z| 777" ) with Vm; = 1 and wy = -+ = wr, corresponds to the homogeneous six-vertex
model in [I} eq.(8.9.13)].

Denote T'(l, 2|71 7) simply by T'(l,z). Then as the consequence of the fusion procedure, it is

.....

known to obey the T-system (cf. [19]):

L 2lN mlw _ql 2S+1Z
T, 2q)T(,z¢"") =T +1,2)T(1—1,2) 1]‘[]‘[( T )id,

s=1i=1

where T(0,z) = id. Solving the same recursion relation for the eigenvalues starting from the initial
condition [ = 0, 1, one arrives at the formula for A(l, z|'; /") with general [. The result is presented
neatly in terms of

 Qi(g2) 9Ny = <q_mi+1wi—2> Q1(q*2)
Z C Qi) z — 1 H ' Qi(g712)

i=1 gritiw; -z

as the sum over one-row semistandard Young tableaux with entries from {1,2}. For instance,
AT =0l + 2L seagnn =0l 00, + 0L 2], +2L[2L,

The general rank case U, (Agl )) is quite parallel. We consider the weight space @ Clay,...,ar) €
Viny @ -+ ® Vi, specified by the following condition on the arrays o; = (a1, ..., ®int1) € Bm,

L L
Zai,a :5a,n+1zmi+Na_Nafl (CLE [1,7’L—|—1]), (64)
where 0 < N; <--- <N, < Ele m; and Ng = N,,4+1 = 0. Introduce the functiondd

a—n a—3—n L —my o 6(a<n)
Z _ q2Na Qafl(q_ _Z)Qa(q i _Z)) H <q v +1w1 Z> (a c [1,n+ 1]), (65)

Qa—1(q2727"2)Qu(q* 172 gmitlw;, — 2

i=1
Na
Qu(s) = [1( = 20) (@€ [Lm]), Qo(z) = Quir(2) = 1.
k=1
The numbers {u (a) |a€[l,n],j € [l,N,]} are solutions to the Bethe equation:

da,n

_H (Lw“) " o Qa4 Qu(e /) Qun (a7 /)
) Qa1 (q/u§a>)Qa(q—2/u§-a))Qa+1 (q/u§-"’)

The eigenvalues A(l, z| "7 ) of ([B2) on the subspace with the weight (€] are expressed as the sum
over the tableaux:

A2 ) = > (@] @], (@], (67)

n+l>a1>a2>-->a;>1

(66)

— @MW

where the summands stand for products of ([65]). They correspond exactly to the semistandard tableaux
on n x [ rectangle provided that (G3]) is regarded as the single column filled with {1,2,...,n+ 1} \ {a}.

Example 11. For n = 2 one has

ey @a2(a2)  yp (4w — 2 . Q1(2)Qa(q%2) L Qulg™2)
A(l Z| W1,..., WL ) = Qg(q_lz) +Zl:[1< qmi-i-lwi — 2 > <q2N Q1(q_22)Q2(q—1z) +q2N Q1(q‘22)> (68)

8 Reflecting Remark [Il we switch to the dual tableaux with “hole” entries meaning = , = for n = 1.
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and the Bethe equation:

s, QU@ /05)Qala™ /)
Ql (q_2/U§-1))Q2 (Q/Ugl))
L, Q0T Qe )

q .
e 1_qm1wl (2) Ql(q/ugz))QQ(q72/U:§2))

Examples of actual eigenvalues and Bethe roots are available in Example

—1=g¢q

In general let us separate the sum (G7) into two cases according to a; = n + 1 or a; < n. The former
consists of the single term corresponding to a1 = --- = a; = n + 1, whereas the latter always contains

L g ™iwi—g! : .
[, L&ir2i=% 2. This leads to the decomposition
=1 "qmiw;—q 1z

Z L Mgy, — lZ
A(l Zlml ..... mL) Qn q + H (_q) X(Z), (69)

Wiy WL Miqy: — l
i=1 Wi—4q 2
where X (z) is a rational function without a pole at z = ¢! in general.

4.2. Spectrum of T'(I|m4,...,mr). Now we are ready to derive the spectrum of the discrete time
Markov matrix T'(I|my, ..., mz) in B9). Under the specialization z = ¢! and w; = ¢™¢, the second term
in ([B9) vanishes, therefore the eigenvalue formula takes the factorized form

Nn 2t,,(n)
Mi,..ym Qnlq™) 1—q7u;
Lg| mirme ) = = 70
A0 = G 121 —w (70)

J

in terms of ugn)’
n da,n _ a a _ a

_H ( - U( ) ) — ?Net1-2Na Qa-1(q 1/u§’ ))Q“(qz/ué ))Qa+1(q 1/u§ )).
(n) Qa_l(q/ug-a))Qa(q_2/u§-a))Qa+1(Q/Ug-a))

4.3. Spectrum of J(A|p1,. .., pr). The Markov transfer matrix T(A|u1, ..., pr) was defined in (3T).
Below we write down a natural extrapolation of the results in the previous subsection in view of the
correspondence ([27)) although their rigorous derivation is yet to be supplied.

The eigenvalues A(A|p1, ..., ur) of ‘J'()\|M1, ..., 1) and the Bethe equation are given by

s that are determined from the specialized Bethe equation:

(71)

2m1 us
J

Sl u
A()\ly‘la SRR /J'L H (n) ) (72)

L < 1 — ™ )m Noct @ _f0=1) Mo (@) g (@) Nowa g (o) (at1)
()

U qu qu
_H ] - H (a) (a ) H J(a) IZ@ H (Ja)_uglﬂ)a (73)

u; k=1 U; QU =1 QU T U k=1 Uy
where ¢'/? has been avoided by replacing u in (Iﬂ])|qﬁq1/2 with ¢("=®)/2y (a)

4.4. Spectrum of 7(A|p), H and H. Let us further specialize (72) and (Z3) so as to fit 7(A|u) in
{ID). By setting p; = u, the eigenvalues of 7(A|p) (denoted by the same symbol) and the relevant Bethe
equation are given by

Nooq 21y (™

() =11 — (74)

LS
ol NP N 0 am) Ny @) @) Nen g @) Gak)
_< J ) =11 < T T T (75)

a) a—1) H a) a a) a+1) -’
k=1 ug —qui k=1 qug‘ —u i US —uy Y

When n = 1, these results reduce to [27, eq.(38) and Bethe eq. on pl7] by replacing (ugl),u, A) with
(vuj,v,v/u). From (B0), eigenvalues of the continuous time Markov matrices H and H (denoted by the
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same symbols) are obtained by differentiation with respect to A. Since the Bethe roots are independent
of A\, they are given by

N, 1u(n) Npoo, ()
[l 7o J
—€ oL H=¢ Z ) (76)
=1 1 —u j=1 H —U;

in terms of solutions to the same Bethe equation (7). One can detect the “spectral equivalence” implied
by ([62) also from the Bethe ansatz result here. Denote the system of Bethe equations (78] symboli-
cally by B({ug-a)},q,u) and the eigenvalue formulas (Z6) by H({ug-n)},e,u) and fl({u(")} €, 1t). Then

it is easy to see that B({uga)},q,u) is equivalent to B({vj(-a)},q’l,u’l) with vj(-a) = putgn~ “u(.a) and

P H{0 Y, —e pY) = H({ulY, e ).

4.5. Steady state eigenvalue. The steady states in the discrete and continuous time Markov processes
are characterized as the one-dimensional subspace having eigenvalues 1 and 0 for the relevant Markov
matrices, respectively. In our case, they correspond to the solution of the Bethe equation such that
vl = 0 in (@), (D), (@) and (T5).

For n = 1, there remains no other Bethe equation to be solved, indicating that the steady state is
uniform (or possesses a product measure at most) under the periodic boundary condition as emphasized
in [27, 10]. In general the steady state for n > 2 is nontrivial. However at least on the level of Bethe
roots, they exhibit the same simplifying feature as the n = 1 case. The following example is an exposition
of this fact.

Example 12. Let n = 2 and consider the transfer matrix T(1,z|1};) B2) for the length L = 3 chain.
We concentrate on the sector specified by (Ni, N2) = (1,2) in (IEI) It is the six-dimensional space
D (4,,k):permutations of (1,2,3)Cli, J, k), where 1 = (1,0,0),2 = (0,1,0),3 = (0,0, 1) in the previous notation.
The six eigenvalues denoted by Al,AQ,Ag:, A?f and the corresponding Baxter @ functions @1 = Q1(z)

and Q2 = Q2(z) by which they are expressed as A(L, z[ ;1) = A(1, az|,; 1L, 1) in (G8)) are given as follows:

3
A=1+ <(112—_zz) (¢® + 4", Qi=1, Q2=1,
Ay = 3¢52%2 =352 +¢° — ¢*2® =3¢ 2 + ¢* — ?23 +3¢%2% + ¢ — 22 + 322 - 32
(¢ = 2)° ’
Qi =1- 3¢z Q= 3222 B 3¢(#+1) =
(@*—q+1) (> +q+1) (@ =g+ 1) (@ +q+1) (@—g+D)(P+a+1)
AE _3q62 —2¢5 4 2¢%23 — 12¢*2% + 9¢*2 — 2¢* + 2422 + 3%z +iV3 (q2 — 1)3 2 —2¢% +22% — 622+ 32
b 2(¢? — 2)° ’
(V3¢® F 3iq> — V3 3i) ¢*~ iq (V3¢® F3ig*> — V3F3i) 2
G ziF @ D@ ) BT T R@ g @ ety
At 3¢522 — 6452 + 2¢° — 2¢*2°% + 3¢*2% + 2¢* — 2¢%2% + 9¢%2% F i3 (q2 — 1)3 22 —12¢%2 + 2¢% — 223 4+ 322
e 2(¢? - 2)° ’
Qi1=1, Q2= < (\/§q2:|:3iq2—\/§:|:3i) 22 S0z + 1.

2-1+ig)(¢FTi) (@ —qg+ 1) (P +q+1) ¢ +1
Note that A; = 1 under the specialization z = 1 to the stochastic point.

|m1 ..... mL)
WY yeeny wr,

General case is similar. We conjecture that the unique eigenvalue Ags (I, 2 relevant to the

steady state corresponds to the Baxter @ functions VQ,(z) = 1 in (67), or equivalently Vu;a) = 0. From

©3) and (@), it reads explicitly as
L v _
mi,..., mL l w25 q 2)l—r+1 2Na, 42N, ++2N,
Asst(l,z|w —1+ZH Z q r41 v, (77)

1yeees l+mi S yqg—2
r=1i= 1 Wi/ %5472 )i—r41 n>ap>ap41>>ar>1

It indeed satisfies Asst (I, 2 = ¢ | oMl ) = 1. This eigenvalue is exceptional in that the Bethe equations

.....

are trivially satisfied].

9To see Vu§a) = 0 is a solution of the Bethe equation, multiply (73] or (75) by their denominators.
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On the other hand, steady states themselves are nontrivial for multispecies case n > 2.

Example 13. In the n = 2 species continuous time Markov process (B8) with the local transition rate
(B9) and € = 1, the (unnormalized) steady state in the sector (N1, Na) = (1,2) for L = 3,4 takes the
form | Pr) + cyclic permutations with

|p3> = 3(1 - q,u)|@,(?), 12> + (2 + q)(l - /L)|®72a 1> + (1 + 2(])(1 - M)W)a 172>a
|Py) = 4(1 — qu)|0,0,0,12) + 3+ ¢)(1 — 1)]0,0,2,1) + 2(1 + ¢)(1 — )0, 1,0,2) 4+ (1 + 3¢)(1 — w)|0, 0, 1,2),

where () = (0,0),1=(1,0),2=(0,1) and 12 = (1,1).
The same data for the model with the adjacent transition rate ([G3]) read

|Pg) =3[0,0,12) + (24 ¢)|0,2,1) + (1 4+ 29)10, 1,2),
|Py) =4]0,0,0,12) + 3+ ¢)[0,0,2,1) + 2(1 + ¢)|0,1,0,2) + (1 + 3¢)|0,0,1,2),

which indeed agree with |P3) and |P,) with g = 0. In another sector (N, Na) = (2,3), the corresponding
data are given by

[Py =3(2+ q)|0,0,112) +3(1 + g+ ¢*)[0,2,11) + 3(1 + q)(1 + ¢ + ¢*)|0, 1,12)
+ (14+q)(5+2q+2¢%)[0,12,1) + (1 +2¢ + 5¢% + ¢*)[0,11,2) + (1 + q) (2 + ¢)(1 + ¢+ ¢*)|1,1,2),
|Py) = 2(5+3q)|0,0,0,112) + 2(3 + 3¢ + 2¢%)|0,0, 2, 11) + 2(1 + ¢)(2 + 3¢ + 3¢*)|0,0,1,12)
+ (14 q)(9+4q+3¢°)[0,0,12,1) + (1 4 3¢ + 9¢*> + 3¢%)[0,0,11,2) + (34 5¢ + 7¢> + ¢*)(0, 2,0, 11)
+ (1 +q)(5+5q+5¢+¢°)[0,2,1,1) + (1 + q)(7 + 4g + 5¢%)|0,1,0,12)
+(1+ )% B +3¢+2¢H)0,1,2,1) + (1 +¢)*(2 + 3¢ + 3¢%)|0,1,1,2),

where 11 = (2,0) and 112 = (2, 1). The specialization of |P}), |P;) and |P') at ¢ = 0 exactly reproduce
[€5(1,1)), |€4(1,1)) and |€5(2,1)) available in [I7, Ex. 2.1|yy,=1]. It is notable that the (unnormalized)
steady state probabilities are polynomials in ¢ with nonnegative integer coefficients.

As these examples indicate, steady states for multispecies case n > 2 are involved but algebmiE in
that no transcendental input from nontrivial solutions to the Bethe equation is required. The steady
states are known to exhibit rich combinatorial and algebraic structures related to the crystal base of
quantum groups and the tetrahedron equation already at ¢ = 0 [18]. Their systematic investigation will
be presented elsewhere.

5. SUMMARY

In this paper we have explored new prospects of the Uq(AS})) quantum R matrix for the symmetric
tensor representation V; ® V,,, which have applications to integrable stochastic models in non-equilibrium
statistical mechanics.

The R matrix R(z) has been shown to factorize at z = ¢/~™ for [ < m from which the non-negativity
is manifest in an appropriate range of the remaining parameters (Theorem 2]). We have found a suitable
gauge S(z) (I3 of R(z) which satisfies the sum rule (Theorem [A]) as well as the Yang-Baxter equation
(Proposition @]). We have also introduced the specialized S matrix 8(\, 1) corresponding to the extrapo-
lation of S(z = ¢'~™) to generic I, m. It also satisfies the non-negativity, the sum rule ([30), (3I) and the
Yang-Baxter equation without “difference property” (Remark ).

Based on the stochastic R matrices S(z) and 8(A, u), we have constructed new integrable Markov
chains described in terms of n species of particles obeying asymmetric dynamics. They are discrete time
systems with (SectionB:2)) and without (SectionB.3]) constraints on the number of particles at lattice sites
and those hopping to the neighboring site at one time step. The other ones (Section [34]) are n-species
TAZRPs corresponding to continuous time limits of that in Section Two such TAZRPs associated
to the “Hamiltonian points” A = 1 and A = p of the Markov transfer matrix are obtained and their
interrelation (62)) has been clarified. They admit a superposition yielding an integrable asymmetric zero
range process in which n species of particles can hop to either direction (Remark [).

The Markov matrices in these models are specializations of the commuting transfer matrices whose
spectra are well-known by the Bethe ansatz in the theory of quantum integrable systems. However, the
precise adjustment to the present stochastic setting demands some work. We have given the resulting
Bethe eigenvalue formulas for all the models under the periodic boundary condition (Section Hl). In

L0Of course this must be so since the null space of the Markov matrix is one-dimensional and their elements are algebraic.
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particular, the eigenvalues relevant to the steady states are found to correspond to the trivial choice
VQa(z) = 1 of the Baxter @ functions. This explains the algebraic (non-transcendental) nature of the
steady states from the Bethe ansatz point of view, indicating a possible alternative approach by the
method of matriz products. These issues will be addressed elsewhere.

APPENDIX A. EXAMPLE OF EXPLICIT FORMS OF QUANTUM R MATRICES

For U, (A( )) the matrix elements of R(z) on V; ® V,,, are as follows:

1— =26, +m—1 . 3
q6k+1 qqm+1,Z = if ] = k

—g2%F ep

R(2)2 = { —ghmt-dn g2 i j o

L = SR Ty

where e¢; = (0,---,0,1,0,---,0) € Z"*1 contains 1 at the j-th position from the left. Similarly the
matrix elements of R(z) on V; ® V; are as follows:

—2ap+l-1,

qak+1 1qul+1_z_ if j=k
R(z)yek = § —gi(eatren 20alt) i j <,
_qak+1+ tag— 1}1+1?z if ]>k

For Uq(Agl)), the R matrix on Vo ® Vs defines a 19-vertex model. Its action is given by

R(2)(|02) ® |02)) = 02) ©102),  R(2)(|20) ® [20)) = [20) © [20),

R(2)(]02) ® [11)) = %m) ® [11) — %uw ® [02),
(1 —2)(1 - ¢*2) q1+¢*)(1—¢")(1—2)z
R(2)(|02) ® [20)) = eIt ) |02) ® [20) — ST 111) ® [11)
(1-¢>)(1 —¢"2*
+ T 120) ® [02),
(1 (1

e
R(z)(111) ® |20)) = —T_Z)pm ® [11) +

q(1 —¢*)(1 —2)

—Z)
— |11 20
e 20)

2 =202+ ¢* + %22 — 2¢°2 + 2

6
102) @ |20) + £

R © 1) =~ =T Rty 1)@ 1)
- e 2

R(=)(111) @ [02)) = q‘;(j e o) - ;4__qi|02>®|11>,

R(2)(120) ® 02)) = qz; ?Eq4 ))|20>®|02>_q(l—é_q(212_)(i)zqz4z(i)_2)|ll>®|11>
%mm@pm

R0 @ 1) = 4= D0y o 11) - )@ [20),

where |a) with a = (a1, az) is denoted by |ajas).
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Similarly the Uq(Aél)) R matrix on Vo ® V5 defines a 102-vertex model. We present some examples of
its action.

R(2)(Ju) @ |u)) = |u) @ |uy, for |u) = |002),]020),]200),

R(2)(|002) ® [011)) = Wm(m ® [011) — (1(14_7_(142)2|011> ® [002),

R(2)(|002) ® |020)) = ?( ZEq4 )) 1002) ® 020y — 41 J“(qq;)_(lz)_(jf)_(lz)_ 22011y @ Jo11)
(tfﬁ ngt(ﬁ )) 1020) ® [002),
R(2)(|002) ® [110)) = qifli 284 qz’;) 1002) @ [110) — qiéi — Z;Eé}l - 22|011> ® |101)
Q(SQ f;& Z;)Z|101> ® |011) + ﬂq; 321()1@1 3452 1110) ® [002),
R(2)(j011) ® |011)) = %mom @020y + L2 fgjz_;fgszq)ﬁz 4 011y @ (011)

_ a1 =g -2)2

(¢® = 2)(¢" = 2)

The Uq(Aél)) R matrix on V5 ® V3 defines a 204-vertex model. Let us pick the three matrix elements
R(z)l% having the common (3,v) = (201,101) as

1020) @ [002).

1,002 q(1+ )1 —q")(g—2)z i 21 =¢")(1 = ¢ —¢" +¢*2)
R( )002 ,201 (qg _ z)(q5 _ Z) ’ R( )011 201 — (qg _ z)(q5 _ Z) ’
R(z )101 120 _ (1- q4)2z

Note that 8 > + is satisfied. For comparison we also consider the two elements with (3,~) = (201, 110)
breaking 8 > ~:

110,111 __ _q2(1 +¢%)(1 — ¢*)z(1 — ¢2) 1110201 _ ¢g—2)(1—qz)
R( )020,201 - (qg _ z)(q5 _ Z) ’ R( )110,201 - (qg _ z)(q5 _ Z) :

In the former three, wlg =1 holds in (Id)), thus we find

—1,101,102 —1,101,111 —1,101,120 q(1 —q4) 3\ (2
R(q )002,201 = R(q )011,201 = R(q )020,201 =46 4 ,
q

1—gq

and R(q V) para01 = R ) 110501 = 0 in agreement with Theorem 21
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