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ON THE ELLIPTIC gl, SOLID-ON-SOLID MODEL:
FUNCTIONAL RELATIONS AND DETERMINANTS

W. GALLEAS

ABSTRACT. In this work we study an elliptic solici—\on—solid model with domain-wall
boundaries having the elliptic quantum group &, [gly] as its underlying symmetry al-
gebra. We elaborate on results previously presented in [Gall6b] and extend our analysis
to include continuous families of single determinantal representations for the model’s par-
tition function. Interestingly, our families of representations are parameterized by two
continuous complex variables which can be arbitrarily chosen without affecting the parti-

tion function.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Integrable systems have a long history of introducing new concepts and several devel-
opments in physics and mathematics can be credited to their study. Among the list of
developments triggered by the study of integrable systems Quantum Groups have a special
place. The formulation of Quantum Groups is one of the main achievements of the Quan-
tum Inverse Scattering Method [STET9, [TF79] and its origin is intimately related to the
problem of finding solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation. Such solutions are usually refer-
eed to as R-matrices and they are central objects within the theory of quantum integrable
systems. In addition to that, exactly solvable vertex models of Statistical Mechanics also
allow for a formulation having their statistical weights encoded in a R-matrix.

The six-vertex model has played an important role in this development and the con-
structions nowadays known as Yangian [Dri85] and g-deformation [KR83] firstly appeared
associated to the six-vertex model R-matrix [Lie67, [Sut67]. In a more general setting,
for each simple finite-dimensional Lie algebra g, the Hopf algebra Yangian )[g] produces
a rational solution of the Yang-Baxter equation while the g-deformation U,[g] yields a
trigonometric one. However, R-matrices with rational and/or trigonometric entries do
not exhaust all possible solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation; and a distinguished role is
played by elliptic solutions. For instance, the eight-vertex model is a corner stone of the
theory of exactly solvable models of Statistical Mechanics and its statistical weights are
parameterized by elliptic functions [Bax71].

On the other hand, among the list of solvable two-dimensional lattice models we also
have the so called solid-on-solid models. They are closely related to the eight-vertex model
and also play a prominent role in Statistical Mechanics. The statistical weights of solid-
on-solid models are also parameterized by elliptic functions and the algebraic structure
ensuring integrability of such models are nowadays known as Elliptic Quantum Groups.

1.1. Solid-on-solid models. The introduction of solid-on-solid models, or SOS models
for short, is intimately related to the study of Baxter’s eight-vertex model [Bax73]. The
former was originally put forward as a tool for describing eigenvectors of the symmetric
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eight-vertex model but it has gained life on its own. In the literature they are also refereed
to as interaction-round-a-face models and their collective interactions are characterized by
variables assigned to the lattice sites instead of edges; the latter being the usual description
employed in vertex models.

The dimensionality of a lattice model also plays a fundamental role for establishing its
integrability in the sense of Baxter [Bax(7]; and here we restrict our discussion to models
defined on a two-dimensional lattice. In addition to that, several equivalences between two-
dimensional lattice systems of Statistical Mechanics have been established over the years
and it is worth remarking that the relation between SOS and vertex models configurations
was firstly noticed by Lenard |[Lie67, Note added in proof]. Further relations have been
unveiled over the years and, for instance, one also finds that the sos model associated
to Baxter’s eight-vertex model consists of an Ising-type model with four-spin interactions
[Bax(7]. For a detailed discussion on the formulation of SOS models we refer the reader to
[Bax07, DMRS5] and references therein.

As far as the eight-vertex model is concerned, the algebraic structure underlying Baxter’s
elliptic uniformization consists of Sklyanin algebra [SkI82l [SKI83]. On the other hand,
despite the close connection between the elliptic SOS model considered in the present paper
and Baxter’s eight-vertex model, the algebraic structure underlying sos models are not
captured by Sklyanin algebras. For SOs models one needs to invoke the concept of Elliptic
Quantum Groups which was put forward by Felder in [Fel94) [Fel95].

1.2. Elliptic quantum groups. The elliptic nature of Baxter’s eight-vertex model arises
from the requirement that the model’s statistical weights satisfy the Yang-Baxter equa-
tion [Bax71l, [Bax72]. On the other hand, there exists a remarkable relation between the
symmetric eight-vertex model and a particular SOS model [Bax73|]. Baxter’s vertez-face
transformation precises this relation and the elliptic nature of the eight-vertex model is
consequently transported to the dual sSOs model. In fact, the vertex-face transformation of
Baxter’s eight-vertex model endows the resulting SOS model with an additional continuous
parameter which will be later on refereed to as dynamical parameter. As far as integrability
in the sense of Baxter is concerned, the Yang-Baxter equation for sos models takes the
form of the so called hexagon identity [DMR85]. The role played by the hexagon identity
for sOS models is exactly the same as the one played by the standard Yang-Baxter equation
for vertex models: it ensures the model’s transfer matrix forms a commuting family.

The algebraic structures underlying integrable vertex models mostly consist of Drinfel’d-
Jimbo quantum enveloping algebras [Dri85], [Dri87, [Jim85|, [Jim86], Yangians [Dri85, [Dri87]
and Sklyanin algebras [SkI82, [SKI83]. As for sOS models an analogous structure was only
unveiled in [Fel94] [Fel95] by Felder and it received the name Elliptic Quantum Groups. In
[Eel94] [Fel95] Felder also showed that statistical weights satisfying the hexagon identity are
encoded in solutions of a dynamical version of the Yang-Baxter equation. This dynamical
equation was proposed as a quantization of a modified classical Yang-Baxter equation
arising as the compatibility condition for the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov-Bernard equation
[KZ84, Ber88b, Ber88al. It is worth remarking here that the dynamical Yang-Baxter
equation; however, without spectral parameter, had previously appeared in the work of
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Gervais and Neveu on the Liouville string field theory [GN84]. Elliptic Quantum Groups
can be defined for any simple Lie algebra g and they are usually denoted by &, ,[g]. They
provide algebraic foundations for solutions of the dynamical Yang-Baxter equation and in
the present paper we shall restrict our discussion to the case g = gl,.

1.3. Domain-wall boundaries. Three main ingredients are required in order to define
a vertex or SOS model: graphs on a lattice, statistical weights for graphs configurations
and boundary conditions. Integrability in the sense of Baxter imposes restriction on all of
them and, in particular, inappropriate choices of boundary conditions can render the model
trivial or break its bulk integrability. The Yang-Baxter equation and its dynamical version
govern the model’s bulk integrability, while integrability preserving boundary conditions
are usually singled out from additional set of constraints. See for instance [dV84] and
[SKISg|. However, there still exist certain types of boundary conditions rendering the
model exactly solvable which are not characterized by extra algebraic equations. This is
precisely the case of domain-wall boundary conditions introduced by Korepin in order to
study scalar products of Bethe vectors for the six-vertex model [Kor82]. Such boundary
conditions render a well defined system of Statistical Mechanics and, interestingly, the
partition function of the six-vertex model with domain-wall boundaries has been exactly
computed in a closed form. It can be expressed as determinants [Ize87, [CP08| [Gall6a] and
multiple contour integrals [dGGS11] [Gall2! [Gall3b]; in contrast to the case with toroidal
boundary conditions whose partition function evaluation still depends on the resolution of
Bethe ansatz equations [Lie67].

Boundary conditions of domain-wall type have also been considered for SOS models, see
for instance [RS09al, [RS09b, [PRS08|, [Ros09, [Gal12], [Gal13b]. In particular, the model’s
partition function was shown in [RS09a] to satisfy a rather simple functional equation
when the anisotropy parameter satisfies a root-of-unity condition. For generic values of
the anisotropy, we have put forward different kinds of functional relations having their
origins in the dynamical Yang-Baxter algebra |[Gall2, [Gall3b]. The resolution of those
functional equations resulted in a multiple contour integral representation for the model’s
partition function for generic values of the anisotropy parameter. Furthermore, the authors
of [PRSO8] have shown that the partition function of the elliptic SOs model with domain-
wall boundaries consists of an universal elliptic weight function. The latter relation has
also led to a sum over permutations representation for the model’s partition function.
As far as determinantal representations are concerned, in the work [Ros09] Rosengren
has presented a sum of Frobenius type determinants which seems to generalize Izergin’s
representation for the six-vertex model [[ze87]. More recently, Rosengren has also shown
that the aforementioned partition function can be written as the sum of two pfaffians when
the model’s anisotropy parameter is fixed to a particular root-of-unity value [Ros16].

It is worth remarking that sos models with domain-walls and one reflecting end have
also been studied in the literature. Interestingly, in that case the model’s dynamical
structure does not offer obstacles for writing down the model’s partition function as a single
determinant [FK10, Fil11]. Functional equations describing the latter partition function are
also available and they have been obtained in [Lam15|] generalizing the results of [GL14] for
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the trigonometric (non-dynamical) model. The resolution of the aforementioned functional
equations has produced multiple contour integral representations for the corresponding
partition functions.

1.4. Applications. Vertex models were proposed by Pauling in 1935 in order to explain
the ice residual entropy [Pau3b] and several other applications have emerged over the years.
In their turn, solid-on-solid models enjoy a similar status and some applications involve
the description of physical systems whilst others have a purely mathematical scope. As
far as physical applications are concerned, the case with periodic boundary conditions fills
most of the literature up to the present days. For instance, the case known as restricted
sos model [ABE84 [FB85] was shown to realize certain unitary minimal models in the
continuum scaling limit [Hus84]. Also, the restricted sOos model is known to describe
non-local statistics of height clusters and percolation hull exponents [SD8T7].

Physical applications of the elliptic SOS model with domain-wall boundary conditions
are still rather limited and this is possibly due to the lack of appropriate representations
for the model’s partition function. However, this model exhibits a very rich structure and
interesting mathematical applications have been found over the past years. The partition
function of the elliptic SOS model with domain-wall boundaries has been studied through
several approaches, see for instance [PRS0S8, Ros09, [Gall3b], and remarkable properties
have been reported when the model degenerates into the so-called three-color model. The
latter is obtained by fixing the model’s anisotropy parameter as a particular root-of-unity
value coinciding with Kuperberg’s specialization used for the six-vertex model [Kup96].
The trigonometric six-vertex model under Kuperberg’s specialization is known to enumer-
ate Alternating Sign Matrices (ASM) and a similar analysis for the three-color model has
been performed in [Ros09]. In that case Rosengren has found that, besides the enumera-
tion of ASM, the three-color model also counts the number of Cyclically Symmetric Plane
Partitions (CSPP).

In addition to applications in enumerative combinatorics the three-color model with
domain-wall boundaries has also found applications in the theory of special functions.
For instance, the work [Rosl1] demonstrates that the aforementioned model gives rise to a
family of two-variables orthogonal polynomials satisfying special recursion relations. Using
these results Rosengren has conjectured an explicit formula for the model’s free-energy in
the thermodynamical limit [RosI1]. Other degeneration of the elliptic SOS model also
exhibit special properties. The so-called supersymmetric point is one of them and, at this
point, the model’s partition function gives rise to certain symmetric polynomials whose
properties have been studied in the series of works |[Ros13al, Ros13b, [Ros14l [Ros15].

1.5. Algebraic-functional approach. Functional methods are at the core of the modern
theory of integrable systems and the functional equation derived in [Gall3b|] characterizing
the partition function of the elliptic SOS model with domain-wall boundaries has a singular
origin: the dynamical Yang-Baxter algebra. In particular, the equation of [Gall3b] exhibits
similarities with Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations and this feature has been already dis-
cussed in |Gall3a]. Multiple contour integrals are known to accommodate solutions of
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Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations [TV97], Var, [EFK98] and this feature has motivated
the search for similar representations for the solution of our functional equation.

As far as the origin of our equation is concerned, the possibility of exploiting the Yang-
Baxter algebra and its dynamical version in such a manner did not appear for the first
time in [Gall3b]. It was firstly put forward in [Gal08] for spectral problems and in [Gall0]
for partition functions with special boundary conditions. Scalar products of Bethe vectors
have been tackled through this method as well, see |[Gall4l |Gall5al, resulting in com-
pact representations for off-shell scalar products. Furthermore, in [Gallll, [Gall3a] we
have also pointed out the existence of families of Partial Differential Equations underlying
such functional relations. The mechanism leading to such differential equations have been
further developed in the works [Gall5bl [GL14l [GL15] which includes the analysis of the
toroidal six-vertex model spectrum and on-shell scalar products of Bethe vectors. On the
other hand, an alternative mechanism leading to a system of first-order partial differential
equations has been recently described in |Gall6a]. Although the results of |Gall6a] are
restricted to the rational six-vertex model with domain-wall boundaries, whose functional
equation follows from a particular limit of the one presented in [Gall3b], the generalization
of [Gall6a] to the trigonometric case is straightforward.

The system of partial differential equations found in [Gall6al exhibits uncanny similar-
ities with classical Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations and its resolution has produced a
discrete family of single determinant representations for the six-vertex model’s partition
function. The representations found in [Gall6a] do not seem to be reminiscent from Izer-
gin’s determinant [Ize87] and, by way of contrast, they offer trivial access to the model’s
partial homogeneous limit.

The algebraic structures underlying quantum integrable systems are not limited to the
Yang-Baxter algebra and its dynamical version. For instance, integrable systems with
open boundary conditions also obey the so called reflection algebra. The latter algebraic
structure can also be exploited along the lines of the algebraic-functional framework and
this possibility was demonstrated in [GL14]. Moreover, this approach is also feasible using
a dynamical version of the reflection algebra as shown by Lamers in [Lam15].

1.6. The goals of this paper. Integrable systems usually share common structures and
one relevant question which has been debated over the past years is if the partition function
of the elliptic SOS model with domain-wall boundaries can be accommodated by a single
determinant formula. As a matter of fact, the results presented in the literature so far
suggested that the answer for this question was negative. For instance, the representation
found by Rosengren in [Ros09] is given in terms of a sum of determinants which reduces
to Izergin’s single determinant formula in the six-vertex model limit. This was actually a
good indication that Rosengren’s formula is indeed the natural extension of [[ze87] and,
therefore, single determinant representations should not exist.

However, the family of representations recently found in [Gall6a] do not share any
similarity with Izergin’s formula, although they are also expressed as a single determinant.
In addition to that, the method employed in [Gall6a] does not exhibit any overlap with
the recursive approach of Korepin [Kor82] which ultimately leads to the results of [Ize87].
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Given the scenario above described it is natural to ask if the approach proposed in
|[Gall6a] can be extended to the elliptic SOS model. Moreover, if that is indeed possible,
will the solution be given (formally) by a single determinant? The answer for this question
is positive and the derivation of such representations along the lines of the Algebraic-
Functional framework is what we intend to discuss in the present work.

Outline. We have organized this paper placing the spotlight on the approach leading to
our main result. The formulation of the model under consideration has been already exten-
sively discussed in the literature and we shall not go into those details. The mathematical
definitions and conventions employed throughout this work can be found in Section2l The
main ideas of the Algebraic-Functional (AF) method are presented in Section [ although
some technical aspects of the AF method are omitted since they have been discussed in
previous works. On the other hand, generalizations required to obtain the announced de-
terminantal representations will be discussed in some detail. The functional relation used
to obtain our determinantal representations is derived in Section (4] and its resolution is dis-
cussed in Section Bl We leave Section [@] for the analysis of the six-vertex model limit and
the proofs of our main theorems are given in Appendix [Aland Appendix [Bl For the sake of
clarity, we gather explicit formulae required for building our determinantal representations
in Appendix [C|

2. DEFINITIONS AND CONVENTIONS

This work is concerned with a particular two-dimensional lattice model of Statistical
Mechanics, alias elliptic sOS moii\el, whose statistical weights are intimately related to
the elliptic quantum group &, ,[gly]. This model has been extensively discussed in the
literature and, in this way, we shall restrict ourselves to presenting only the mathematical
definitions required throughout this work. The model definition includes statistical weights
for plaquette’s configurations and boundary conditions characterizing the relevant partition
function. As far as those ingredients are concerned, we shall mostly use the conventions of
|Gall2, [Gall3b]. Statistical weights of integrable sOs models can be encoded in solutions
of the dynamical Yang-Baxter equation [Fel94] [Fel95] and this will be the starting point of
our discussion.

2.1. Dynamical Yang-Baxter equation. Let V be a complex vector space and gl(V)
the associated Lie algebra. Here we shall use h to denote the Cartan subalgebra of gl(V)
which is also endowed with a symmetric bilinear form (-,-): h x h — C. Moreover, let W
be a finite dimensional representation of V and 7: gl(}V) — gl(WV) be the representation
map. In addition to that we also define the weight module W[A] as

(2.1) WA ={weW|rh)w=(h,\N)w Vhebh}.

In (ZI) X € b is refereed to as weight of W if W[A] is non-empty; and we write AOV) C b
for the set of weights of WW. Then, as representation of gl(}), W admits the weight
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decomposition

(2:2) W= P Wi
)

AEA(W

Next we suppose Q(C): W — W®" is a linear operator depending meromorphically
on ¢ € h. We refer to Q(¢) as dynamical operator when it acts on W®™ according to the
direct sum decomposition

AeA(W)

More precisely, for v € C and 1 < i < n, we write Q(¢ + vh;) for the operator acting as
Q(¢ + ) on the projected subspace W21 @ W[\ @ WEn=9 of yWon,

Now let R(z;¢) € End(W®?) be a dynamical linear operator whose dependence on x € C
and ¢ € b is meromorphic. Then, using the standard tensor leg notation, the dynamical
Yang-Baxter equation is a relation in End(W®3) reading

R12(I1 — X2 T — 7h3)R13(951 — T3; T)R23(932 — I3, T — 7h1) =
(2-4) 7223@2 — X3, T)R13($1 — X3, T — ’Yhz)Rm(Sﬁ — Xg; 7') ;

for z;, 7,v € C.

2.2. The EP,,Y[E;\IQ] dynamical R-matrix. The specialization of (2.4) to the gl, case is
obtained by setting V = Cuv; ® Cv, with basis vectors v; € C2. Next we identify gl(V) with
a matrix algebra via the ordered basis {v1,v2} € V in such a way that gl(V) ~ gl,. The
Cartan subalgebra is then b := CE}; @ CEy, with matrix units E;; € gl()) defined through
the action E; ;(vy) = d;,v; for ¢, 7,k € {1,2}. Furthermore, the symmetric bilinear form
(+,-): h x h — C is then given by

1 ifi=j=1
0 otherwise

For later convenience we also fix the elliptic nome 0 < p < 1 and introduce the short hand
notation

+o0o
(26) [:1;] — 1 Z (_1)n—%p(n+%)2€_(2n+1)m

n=-—oo
for z € C.

Remark 2.1. We stress here that [z] corresponds to the Jacobi theta-function ©,(ix,v)
with p = ™ according to the conventions of [WW27].
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Given the above definitions we fix the parameter v € C in such a way that the solution
of (2.4)) associated to the elliptic quantum group &, ,[gl,| explicitly reads

a,(x,7) 0 0 0
@) Ren=| o Cn sen o
00 0 a(un)
with non-null entries defined by
ay(z,7) = [r+7]
belw) = [ FAele]
(28) ce(a,r) = [rFalnlir] ™

The construction of (Z7) relies on the representation theory of the elliptic quantum group
Ep~l8ly]. The latter has been described in [FV96].

2.3. Modules over Epﬁ[g/[\z]. Following [Fel94] [Fel95] we refer to the algebra associated

with the dynamical R-matrix (2.7) as elliptic quantum group &,,[gl,]. We shall also
employ o/ (R) to denote this algebra and it is generated by meromorphic functions on
h and non-commutative matrix elements of L(x,7) € End(V) subjected to the following
relation

ng(l'l — X, T — ’}/h)ﬁl(l’l, T),Cg(l’g, T — ’}/hl) =
(2.9) Lo(xe, T)L1(x1, T — Yhe)Raa(x1 — 225 T) .
The generator h in (2.9) is an element of the gl, Cartan subalgebra h and L is regarded as a
dynamical operator. Here we are mainly interested on representations of <7 (R) consisting
of a diagonalizable h-module w together with a meromorphic function £(z,7) on C x b
with values in Endy(W ® W) such that 23) is fulfilled on W & W @ W. Therefore, a
representation of &7 (R) is defined by the pair (W, L); and the one consisting of W=Ww

and L(x,7) = R(x — p; 7), with R-matrix given by (2.1, is a module over &, , [g/[\z] usually
refereed to as fundamental representation with evaluation point p. For short we also refer

to modules over Spﬁ[g/g\[z] as £-modules and remark that more general £-modules have been
constructed in [EV9(].

2.4. Dynamical monodromy matrix. One of the building blocks of the Quantum In-
verse Scattering Method [STE79, [TE79] is the so called monodromy matriz and the fol-
lowing theorem paves the way for defining its dynamical version.

Theorem 2.2 (Felder). Let W', L") and V", L") be E-modules. Then (W, L) is also an
E-module with W =W @ W" enjoying h-module structure h(@' @ w") = (ht') @ 0" + ' ®
(hw") forh e h, W' e W, 0" e W', and L =L (x — 2',7 — yho) L (x — 2", T).

Next we would like to build £-modules, or representations of .7 (R), on W = Wen. This
can be achieved by iterating Theorem
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Definition 2.3. Let L be a positive integer and fix parameters p; for 1 <i < L. Also, let
Wy = Wi =W ~ C? and define the dynamical monodromy matriz Ty € End Wy @ W®L)
as

— L
(2.10) To(z, ) = H Roi(x — pis T — 7y Z ht)

1<i<L k=i+1

The object Ro; in (210) corresponds to the R-matriz (2.7) embedded in End Wy @ W).
Using Theorem [Z2 one can show the pair (W%, Ty) is an E-module.

In its turn, 27 (R) as an algebra contains relations for the non-commutative entries of
L(x,7). Here, however, we shall focus on a particular representation of <7 (R), namely
To(x, 7) defined in (2I0). In that case W ~ C? and the relations in <7 (R) can be conve-
niently described through the structure

(2.11) To(x, ) = <A($’ ) Bz, 7))
with generators A, B,C, D € End(W®E).

2.5. Highest-weight modules. One important feature of 2/ (R) is that the notion of
highest-weight module is well defined. The latter was introduced in [EV96] for elliptic
quantum groups. The starting point for building highest-weight modules is the concept of
singular vectors in an £-module W®L, T5). They consist of non-zero elements w, € W
such that C(z,7)wy = 0 for all #,7 € C. Similarly, we let W®% be the vector space
dual to W®L and call dual singular vector the non-zero elements wy, € W% such that
wo C(z,7) =0 for all z,7 € C.

The representation W®! is a diagonalizable h-module and we say an element w € W%~
has h-weight 1 if hw = pw for b € . Additionally, we assign the weight (1, As(x, 7), Ag(z, 7))
to an element w € W®F if A(x, 7)w = A g(z, 7)w, D(x, T)w = Ap(z, 7)w and w has h-weight
. Also, we restrict our attention to the cases where A4 p are non-vanishing meromorphic
functions on x and 7.

Now we have gathered the ingredients required to define a highest-weight module. They
are formed by singular vectors w € W®L having weight (u, Aa(z,7), Ag(x,7)). Dual
highest-weight modules are defined similarly by considering dual singular vectors instead
of singular vectors. Hence, we say w € W®F is a dual highest-weight vector with weight
(i, Aa(x, 7), Ag(z, 7)) if it is a dual singular vector satisfying the conditions wh = fiw for
heb, wAlx,7) = Iz, 7) w and @ D(z,7) = Ap(x,T) 0.

Next we specialize our discussion to the gl, case and consider H := F1; — Es; € . From
(2I10) and (2.7) we can take the following vectors as highest- and dual highest-weight
vectors respectively:

(2.12) wy = 10) = <(1)) and wy = (0] = (0 1)®L .
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In this way wy is a highest-weight vector with weight (L, A4, Ap) where
L

Ag(z, 1) = H[a:—uj—l—fy]

j=1
[T —I— 7 =
(2.13) Ap(z,7) = e H:L’—,u] .
]:1

Analogously, wy is a dual highest-weight vector with weight (—L, A4, Ap) and functions
A4 p defined as

5 _ r-4 7
Aa(z,7) = mg[ﬂf—ﬂj]

(2.14) Ap(z,7) = H:L"—,u] +7] .

2.6. Partition function. The partition function of the 5p7y[§\[2] elliptic SOS model with
domain-wall boundary conditions admits an operatorial description closely related to that
of the six-vertex model [Kor82]. As shown in [Gall3b], it can be written as

H
(215) ZT(I1>$2a"'7$L):<O| H B($]7T+]7)|0>
1<5<L
with operator B defined in (2.11]). Here we fix the parameters v, y; € C and omit their
dependence in the LHS of (2.13]).

3. ALGEBRAIC-FUNCTIONAL METHOD

The algebra 7 (R) associated to the R-matrix (2.7) is an algebra over C generated by
meromorphic functions f on h € h and elements A, B, C and D defined in (2I1]). We also
refer to o7 (R) as dynamical Yang-Baxter algebra and it contains two groups of relations.
The first group involves generic functions f and g on the Cartan subalgebra h with relations
reading

f(h)g(h) = g(h)f(h)
Az, 7)f(h) = f(h)A(z,T) D(x,7)f(h) = f(h)D(z,T)
(3.1) B(x,7)f(h) = f(h+2)B(x,T) C(x,7)f(h) = f(h—2)C(z,T) .

The second group is encoded in (2.9)).

We also write <% (R) for &7 (R) regarded as a matrix algebra with elements in C[z7!, 25!]®
End(W®F). Moreover, we consider .4, = {A(zy, T), B(zy,7),C(xn, T), D(xy, 7), f(R)} for
meromorphic functions f on h € b, in such a way that the repeated use of «7(R) yields
relations in @7,(R) = ,1(R) @ M,/ #(R). Here we refer to «,(R) as dynamical Yang-
Baaxter algebra of degree n.
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The main idea of the AF method is to use 47,(R) as a source of functional relations
characterizing quantities of interest. This is possible if we are able to exhibit a linear

functional ®: o7, (R) — Clz7, 23", . .., 2] such that
O (J A(xp, 7)) = waln, ) @ (J) O (J D(xp, 7)) =wp(xn, ) D (J)
(3.2) S (A(xy, ) J) = walx,, ) O (J) O (D(xy, 1) J) = wpl(wp, 7) P (J)

for fixed functions wap, wap and J € o,_1(R). The construction of ¢ will then depend
on the quantity we would like to describe.

Proposition 3.1. Taking into account the operatorial description (Z13) we can conve-
niently realize ® as

(3.3) O (J)=(0[J]0)  J€AR),
with vectors (0| and |0) defined in (213).
Proof. Direct use of properties described in Section O

Remark 3.2. Conditions ([3.2) are fulfilled with wsp = Ayp and @ap = Agp defined in

[2.13) and @.14).

In what follows we shall use the above described procedure to derive two functional
relations, namely equations type A and type D, characterizing the partition function of
the elliptic sOS model with domain-wall boundaries.

3.1. Equation type A. The algebra 2%(R) amounts to 21 commutation relations: 5
involving functions on h (BI)) and 16 encoded in (2.9). In order to obtain a functional
relation of type A, we can restrict ourselves to the subalgebra .4 5 C @%4(R) formed by

Az, 7)A(xe, 7 — ) = A(ze,7)A(x1,7 —7)
B(xy,7)B(zo, 7 +7) = Bl(xa, 7)B(x1,7+7)
Az, 7)B(xe, 7 —7) = {

~—

B(z1,7)A(xe, 7 +7) = (72 = @1+ 9]l7] A(xo, 7)B(x1, 7 —7)
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In particular, the iteration of .4 5 yields the following relation in @7 ,;(R),

A(xo, 74+ 27) Y (X) =

[T+ 2]l =20+ .
s +2>ﬂ£[1 moa] L) Alwo. T+ (L+2)7)

i [T+ 27 4+ 20 — 23] [7] -—:)3,+7

[zo — ;] [T+ (L + 2)7]

::]h

T+’Y(X0) *A(Ilv T+ (L + 2)7) 5

j=1 Z

751

(3.5)

where X = {1, 22, ., 21}, XO = X U {za\{z:} and Yo(X) = | Bla;, 7+ ).

1<5<L

Theorem 3.3 (Equation type A). The partition function Z, satisfies the functional equa-

tion
(3.6) MY Z(X) + Z N< " Zen (X)) =0,
i€{0,1,2,.
with coefficients given by
L
I e/
MW = r
0 [T+ (L+1)v] ]1:[1 ]
[T+ 27] L L zo + 7]
N(A) — . - 40
0 (L 420 HSEO 'uj+7H [z; — o]
]:1 7j=1
L
+ 29 + 29 — 24][7] [z; — @ + 7] _
N T + WZEHTW 19 L.
i [2; — zo][7 + ( L+27£[1 —H VH (2; — ]
3751
(3.7)
Proof. We firstly remark that Y, (X) € «7,(R) and apply the functional ® given by (3.3)
onto (B.5]). Then we only need to identify ® (Y;(X)) = Z,(X) using (2.13)). O

Remark 3.4. Eq. (3.6) is the very same functional equation derived in [Gall3b]. The
precise matching can be achieved by performing a trivial shift in the dynamical parameter.

3.2. Equation type D. Formula (3.5) is not the only potentially useful relation in 277, 1(R).
In fact, one can find a large number of relations in <7,(R) (n > L + 1) which can be ex-
ploited along the lines of the AF framework in order to describe the partition function
(Z15). However, the simplest ones considered so far seem to have structure resembling
(B4). One of the goals of the present paper is to obtain determinantal representations for
Z, and for that we will also make use of another equation somehow similar to ([B.6). We
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shall refer to such equation as equation type D and its derivation within the AF framework

exploits the subalgebra ./p g g C @4(R) formed by

D(xy,7)f(H) = f(H) D(21,7) D(z1,7) D(22, 7 +7) = D(22,7) D(21, 7 +7)
B(wy,7)f(H) = f(H+2) B(xy,7) By, 7) B2, 7 +7) = B, 7) B(21,7 +7)

[T +v(1 = H)|] D(x1,7)B(2, 7 +7) =

%[T — v H) B(as, 7)D(z1,7 4+ 7)
ﬁ“ + @1 — 2y — yH] B(a1, 7)D(w2, 7+ 7)

[T =1+ H)] B(xy, 7)D(w2, 7 +7) =

%[T — H] Dy, 7)B(1, 7+ 7)
ﬁ“ + @y — @1 — yH] (w1, 7)B(a, 7 +7) .

(3.8)

The subalgebra .#p s i is generated by D, B and the Cartan element H; and in order to
proceed we also need an analogous of (3.0]) associated to the iteration of .#p g y. Simi-
larly to derivation presented in Section [3.1] the iteration of .#p 5 g produces the following

relation in 27 1(R),

-3 bl +29] I1 [z _fﬂ il Vo(X)) D(ai, 7+ (L +1)) [r +~(H + 1) + 25

X[t +y(H+ 1)) +y(H+2)7 .

(3.9)

Theorem 3.5 (Equation type D). The functional relation

(3.10) M Zrn(X)+ D0 NP Z(XD) =0,

i€{0,1,2,...,L}

— xl]
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with coefficients reading

L
MP = []lwo = 1+
j=1
L L
—z; +]
NP = TTiwo — [r5 — =
0 g[ 0 ]] g [LL’() _ xj]
+ (L4 1)y + x5 — ] L [z; — x5 + 7]
NZ(D) = [V] [T $Z ,U . = ]-7 2a aL )
[z5 — zi][T + (L + 1)7] ]1:[1[ ]]]1:[1 [z, — x4]
J#i
(3.11)
is satisfied by the partition function (213).
Proof. Same as for Theorem B.3] but using (8.9) instead of (3.5)). O

Remark 3.6. The terminology Fquations type A and D, respectively associated to (3:6]) and
(B.I0), are intrinsically associated to their roots in relations (B.5) and (3.9).

4. MODIFIED FUNCTIONAL RELATIONS

In [Gall3b] we have shown how equation type A can be solved in terms of a multiple
contour integral. A similar analysis can be performed on equation type D yielding a
comparable representation. Here, however, we shall employ a different methodology for
analyzing equations type A and D. In particular, our goal is to obtain the solution Z, in

terms of a determinant and we anticipate such representation emerges naturally from a
modified version of equations (B.6]) and (310).

Theorem 4.1. The partition function (213) fulfills the relation

L L
(4.1) Mo Zo(X)+ Y N; ZA(XD) + > N; Z:(X)) =0,
i=1 i=1
with coefficients defined as
L L
[ro — ;j + ][0 — pyllzo — 15 + 7] 0_%+7[$0—/~LJ]
M, =
" ]1:[1 [zo — zj][z0 — 115 + 7] 31:[1 ;]
N o Dl (L ) e =l - uﬁvﬁ —x]w
Z [+ L+ Do =2 4 [ro—mi+al 4]
VE=)
- [’y][$0—$,+7—|— (L+ 1)y L L I]—I—’}/]
N [T+ (L + 1)y][xg — = ]1:[1 'ujjl:[

JF#i
(4.2)
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Proof. Equation (4.)) follows from a reformulation of equation (3.10). We start by remark-
ing equation (3.10) depends on L+ 1 spectral variables, namely the set {zg, z1, %o, ..., 2},
whilst the function Z, depends on only L variables. Next we conveniently rewrite (3.10])
as

Ni(D)(x67x17x2,...,$L) 5
) LX) == D, D) Z;(X7)
i€{0,1,2,...,.L} MO (ZL’(‘], T1,To,. .. ,;L’L)

including the dependence of the coefficients MSD) and Ni(D) on the variables xg, 1, xo, ..., z.
From expression (£3]) we can now conclude its RHS does not depend on the variable xj.
Therefore, one can write

Z Ni(D)(;L’(),l’l,ZL'Q,...,l’L) ZT(X-G) _ Z Ni(D)(xO,ggl,xQ,...,xL) Z.(X") .
(0121} MéD) (x5, T1,Ta, ..., 2L) ' {012, L} MO(D) (o, T1, T2, ..., 2L) ‘
(4.4)
Eq. (&) is then identified with (€4]) upon the multiplication by an overall factor. This
completes our proof. O

Remark 4.2. Equation (1)) is the same equation derived previously in |Gall6b], although
in [Gall6b] we have obtained it from a particular combination of the equations type A and
type D.

Remark 4.3. The mechanism leading to (4.1]) has only made use of equation (8.10). Another
equation with the same structure of (4.1 but with different coefficients could also be
obtained from the same analysis using equation (3.6]) instead of (B3.10]).

Theorem [4.1] has important implications that we are now ready to discuss. For instance,
when comparing (3.6) and ([B.I0) with equation (4.1 one can readily notice that the dy-
namical parameter 7 no longer plays the role of variable. All terms in (4] are evaluated
at the same value of 7 and it can be fixed from this point on. On the other hand, the
structure of (A1) is more complicated than that of equations (3] and BI0) as it now
depends on two extra variables, namely zy and zj, in addition to the set {z1,xs,..., 2.}
required to describe the partition function Z,. However, we shall see that these additional
variables play an important role for solving (4.]) in terms of a determinant.

5. PARTITION FUNCTION EVALUATION

In Section [ we have obtained two functional equations, namely (3.6]) and (B.10), charac-
terizing the partition function (2.I5]). In principle one can solve directly the aforementioned
equations as shown in [Gall3b] but here we shall consider a different approach. In this
work we are interested in expressing Z, as a determinant and this seems to be doable
through the method recently put forward in [Gall6a]. However, the dependence of (3.0])
and (3I0) on the dynamical parameter 7 seems to prevent the direct use of the approach
described in [Gall6a]. Eq. (#I]), on the other hand, has no issues with the dynamical
parameter it and can be tackled through a generalization of the method of [Gall6a]. That
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is the main reason for considering (4.1)) instead of (3.6)) or (B.10). More precisely, Eq. (4.1)
downgrades the status of the dynamical parameter at the expense of introducing an extra
spectral variable in addition to the L 4 1 already present in (3.6) and (3.10). Although
this additional variable makes the structure of (4.I]) more involved when compared to (3.6)
and (3.10), it will also help us in expressing Z, as a determinant.

We then start our analysis by remarking some features of Eq. (1) originated from the
distinct role played by the variables xy and zj. For instance, at first sight it seems that
(A1) reduces to the same type of functional equation obtained for the six-vertex model in
|Gall3al, [Gall3b] under the specialization xy = . However, this is not the case and one
can readily see that Eq. (4.1)) is automatically satisfied when this particular condition is
fulfilled. Hence, we eliminate this point from our analysis. The next step is to study the
behavior of the equation (4.1]) under permutations of variables; and for that it is convenient
to introduce the following conventions.

Definition 5.1 (Permutation). Let n € Z-y and S,, be the symmetric group in n letters
acting by permutations on C". Also, for 1 <i,j < n write 11, ; € S, for the permutation
of letters i and j; and let Fun(C™) be the space of meromorphic functions on C". The
symmetric group S, then acts on f € Fun(C") by

(Hi,jf)(xl,...,xi,...,xj,...,xn) = f(a:l,...,xj,...,xi,...,xn) .

Then, considering Definition [5.], the first important observation is that (£.1]) is invariant
under the action of II; ; for 1 <i,7 < L. On the other hand, permutations Ily; and IIg ,
for 0 < I,m < L produces new equations with structure not being captured by (4.T]).
Nevertheless, these new equations are of the form

L L
ME™ Z.(X) + YN 20 + SN Z(xD + Y 04 Z,(x0P) =0,
i—1 i=1 1<ij<L

(5.1)

with symbol Xﬁf = X U{zq, 23} \{;, z;} additionaly introduced. The label (I, m) in the
coefficients of (5.1) also requires some clarifications. The coefficients with label (I,m) =
(1,0) arise from (AI]) under permutation Ily; while keeping x5 fixed. Similarly, Eq. (5.1])
with label (I,m) = (0, m) results from (A1) under the action of Il5,, while z, is now kept
fixed. As for the remaining cases; that is (5.I]) with label (I, m) restricted to 1 <1 <m < L,
they are obtained through permutations Ily; and Il ,, in this respective order. Taking into
account the aforementioned permutation of variables, we are then left with the following
expressions for the coefficients in (5.1):
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. (1,0 Moy Ny j=1
M(l70) — H N N_(lvo) — b
0 04 J 0 otherwise
. Ty, -/\7@ J= l
g IIy; M = 5 T
,/\fj(l’o) = {Ho’l NO ih . Oﬁ-’o) = 4 1oy N‘g =1
; otherwise
0% 0 otherwise
(5.2)
—, = I M(] j =m
M(O,m) _ H_mNm N'(O,m) — 0,m M
* / Ig,, N;  otherwise
H() m M j =1m
m H7 m Nm == m ' .
/\/’j(o’ )= 70 J=m ijo-’ ) = Mg N;  i=m
0 otherwise ’ )
0 otherwise
(5.3)
’H(_),m o HO,I -/\71 ] =1
MG™ =0 N = g oMoy Ny j=m
\0 otherwise
(g ollyy My i=1,j=m
_ Iy, 0 Moy N =1,j
Mool Ny j =1 R B
m . m 0,m © j rt=m
'/\/’j(l’ ) = H(_] m © 1_[Ol Nm J=m O(L ) - 0 0! _J .
0 ’ ’ therwi g 0 Moy N, J=1
otherwise
H(),mOHO,l-/V;' j:mul%l
\0 otherwise
(5.4)

Remark 5.2. The structure of (5.I]) resembles that of the equation presented in [Gall2] for
the trigonometric SOS model with domain-wall boundaries. However, there are still crucial
differences and the existence of a precise relation is not clear at the moment.

In order to proceed let us have a closer look into the system of equations (5.I)). One can
clearly see this system comprises dj, := L(L + 3)/2 equations: L equations coming from
permutations Ily;, another L equations originated from the action of Ilg,, and L(L —1)/2
obtained from the composed action Ilg,, o Ilp; under the restriction 1 < 1 < m < L.
In complement to that we can see the system of Eqs. (5.1 encloses dy + 1 unknowns.
They are the L terms of the form Z,(X?), another L of type Z.(X?), L(L — 1)/2 terms

)
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recasted as Z, (X 2 ’jﬁ) and one term Z,(X). In this way, assuming equations (5.]) are linearly
independent, we have enough equations for expressing each function Z,(X?), Z,(X?) and

ZT(XZ.(? ’jé) in terms of Z,(X). The issue of linear independence of equations (B.I]) will be
addressed later and for the moment we will simply assume it holds. Therefore, using
Cramer’s method we find

Fi I G F I G
L K J Ky
Fi I G . F T G
5.5 Z.(X?%) = 7Z.(X) , Z.(X") = LZ(X
55) B = g A0 D = e )
Z K J Z K J
F T G FIJ G
and
F Ly G
Z K J
_ F J:, G
5.6 Z.(X)) = L Z.(X
5. (K2 = T )
Z K J
FJ G
The matrix coefficients entering the determinants in (5.5)) and (5.6) follow directly from
Eq. (EI). More precisely, the coefficients F, F, G and G are submatrices of dimension
L x L with entries defined as
-Fab _N(ao) gab _N(a(])
(5.7) Fap = N9 G = N

As for the remaining submatrices, it is convenient to introduce an index n: Z X Z — 7Z
defined explicitly as n, s == s+ L(r—1) — T(TH in the domain 1 <r < s < L. In this way,

L(L 1)
2

the matrices Z and J are of dimension L X ) with entries defined as

(5.8) Topr, =0 and  J,,. . =00
Next we turn our attention to the matrices Z and J. Their entries are defined as

(5.9) Lo =N and Jy e = N

L(L—1)

The latter definition builds up matrices of dimension x L. In its turn the matrix K

L(L-1) _ L(L-1)
5 XT3

(510) ICnl,'mynT',s = (97(“187m) °

Here we recall that 1 <l<m < Land1<r<s<L.

Definitions (5.7)-(5.10) allow one to write down only the matrix appearing in the denom-
inator of relations (5.5]) and (5.6]). As for the remaining matrices appearing in the numera-
tors we still need to define the tuples of matrices (F;, Z;, F;), (Giy iy i) and (Zij, Kij, Jij)-

and its entries are defined as

has dimension
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Expressions (5.5]) and (5.6]) are obtained from Cramer’s rule and consequently the remain-
ing matrices do not differ drastically from the ones already presented in (5.7)-(E.10). In
this way, we have the following entries:

M0 i=b _ —My™ i=b
Fi)ap = ) Zi)n = n?
(Fi)as {J\/'b(aO otherwise it {/\/'b(l ) otherwise
(5.11)
and
- ~ MG i=b
(]:i)a,b = { (0,;]) .
N, otherwise
(5.12)
for the matrices in the first tuple (F;,Z;, F;). As for the tuple (G;, J;, Gi) we have
M0 i=b MG i=b
gz‘ ab = a ) \7@ n = m) .
(Gi)as {J\/'b( ) otherwise (Todon {./\/'b(l otherwise
(5.13)
and
. — MG i=b
(Gi)ap = { Y (O,ao) .
N, otherwise
(5.14)

Lastly, the elements of the tuple (Z;;,K;;, J;;) are built with the help of the following
definitions:

a4 (a0) S
(Iij)a Nps — '(/[\1/20 e _ i
r Ors otherwise
—wﬁm i=rj=s

(]Cij)nl,mynr,s (l m .
Orsd otherwise

A 4(0.a) S
(Zj)anrs .(/(\)/io Z_T’]_.S
” Ors otherwise

(5.15)

Here we stress again our relations (5.11))-(5.15]) are defined in the domains 1 <1 <m < L
and 1 <r < s < L. Also, from (5.2)-(5.4) one can notice some coefficients in Eq. (5.1])
vanish and, consequently, the determinants appearing in (5.5) and (5.6]) are taken over
sparse matrices.

As previously remarked, the possibility of writing (5.5) and (5.6]) depends on the assump-
tion that equations (5.]) are linearly independent. This latter hypothesis will be addressed
in more details in the following Lemma.
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Lemma 5.3. Equations ({5.1) are linearly independent.

Proof. In order to prove our statement one can show the matrix of coefficients associated to
(5.1) has non-vanishing determinant for generic values of its parameters. The corresponding
matrix of coefficients is given by

FIg
(5.16) oW =(Z K J
FJ G

with superscript and subscript emphasizing respectively its dependence on the chain length
L and dynamical parameter 7. More precisely, the matrix Q(TL) depends on the spectral
parameters g, zo, z; € C (1 < j < L) in addition to the inhomogeneity parameters p; € C
(1<j<L)and T, e C. In fact, it also depends on the elliptic nome 0 < p < 1 but this
dependence will not be relevant in our analysis.

We want to show det(Q(TL)) does not vanish identically; and that can be proved by
contradiction as follows. Suppose det(QgL)) = 0 for generic values of the parameters xj,

xo and z; with 1 < j < L. Therefore, we also have det(Q(TL)) = 0 for specializations of the
aforementioned parameters. However, the specialization

x5 = wo+T+(L+1)y
rp = ML

causes some rows and columns of Q) to have a single non-null entry; allowing a simple

expansion of det(QSL)) by minors. In this way, using repeatedly determinant expansion by
minors, we arrive at the expression

L
L _ L+1
det(Q]) = (=)' ULLUsp 1,4, U,, sien 1_[3U(2L+1_n)n oria_myton det(To)

2 K
(5.18)
with symbol |, denoting the specialization (5.17), U; ; the entries of QSL)|* and matrix Tq

resembling Qiﬁ;l)\* In fact, the rows/columns of Tq differ from those of Q(Ter_vl) |« only by
overall multiplicative factors, which allow us to write
det(Tq) = [zo— pr + Ly)" [wo — pr + 7+ (L + 2)7]"
L-2
(5.19) x [[lzo — sz + (n+ 1)y]" det(QV ) .
n=1

The combination of (5.18) and (5.19) then gives rise to a recurrence relation for the relevant

) # 0 under the specializations

x5 = x9+ 7+ 2y and 7 = x9 + 7 in order to complete our proof. The matrix Q(Tllw

in its turn, is a 2 X 2 matrix which becomes upper triangular under the aforementioned

determinant and, therefore, it suffices to show det(QgV
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specializations. Hence, its determinant is simply given by the product of its diagonal entries

and this is clearly non-vanishing. This concludes our proof.
OJ

5.1. Determinantal representations. The analysis of the equation (£1]) has led us to
the system of equations (B.0]), from which (5.5) and (5.6]) follows as a consequence. In
particular, the structure of (5.5]) and (5.0) is quite appealing from the perspective of ex-
pressing Z,. as a determinant. The latter is our main goal and for that we first take a
closer look at the structure of (5.5) and (5.6). For instance, the first equation in (5.5
says Z;(X?) ~ Z.(X) and for such kind of relation we can fix all variables in the set
{x1,...,2i_1,Ziy1,...,21}. The same argument also holds for the second relation in (5.5]).
Thus each equation in (5.5]) is essentially an one-variable functional relation which could
be simply regarded as Z.(zo) ~ Z.(z;) and Z,(x5) ~ Z,(x;). Similarly, Eq. (5.6]) can be
regarded as a two-variable functional relation, i.e. Z(xo,25) ~ Z;(x;, ;). This analysis
paves the way for using separation of variables for solving the aforementioned functional
relations.

The structure of (5.5) and (5.6) has important consequences from the perspective of
separation of variables. Those relations tell us that the ratio of determinants defined by
(E10)-(5I15) necessarily simplifies unveiling the solution up to an overall multiplicative
factor. More precisely, from (B.5]) and (5.6) we can infer that

£ 19 Fi I G

1 K J|=2Z(X) f(xo, x5, 21,...,21) I, K J|=2.(X}) f(xo,x0,21,...,7r)
'7,: 7 G _ -7:— Iij g ~

I K Ji|=2Z/(X}) f(zo,x5,21,....21) | Kij J|= ZT(XE’]-O) f(xo, x5, 21, ...,2L)
(5.20)

for a given fixed function f. Thus our problem actually consists in extracting the partition
function Z, out of those determinants.

Initially let us focus on the first relation of (5.5) which expresses Z,(X?)/Z.(X) as the
ratio of two determinants. From the inspection of (5.7))-(5.12), (5.2)-(5.4]) and (£2]) one can
verify the matrix coefficients entering those determinants depend on the set of variables
X as well as zg and x5. However, Z,(X?)/Z.(X) is independent of zy5 and consequently
the corresponding ratio of determinants inherits this property. In this way, although the
matrix entries (B.7)-(5.12) exhibit local dependence on xg, this variable has no global effect
as far as the first relation of (B.3]) is concerned. The second relation of (5.5) and (5.6]) allow
one to draw similar conclusions involving the variable xq. We shall postpone the discussion
on the role played by xy and x5; and proceed with the examination of the matrix

F 19
(5.21) 0=|Z K J
F J G
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We want to extract Z.(X) out of det(Q2) and, taking into account (5.2)-(5.4]) and (5.7)-
(5.10), we can see F and G are full matrices whose diagonal entries consist of a sum of
two products and off-diagonal entries given by a single product. In their turn F and G are
diagonal matrices with non-vanishing components given by single products. The matrices
Z,Z,J and J are sparse and their non-null entries are single products. Lastly, C is also
sparse but with diagonal components given by the sum of two products and off-diagonal
ones consisting of single products. The analysis of relations (5.20) then allow us to state
the following theorem.

Theorem 5.4. The partition function Z.(X) can be written as

Z.(X) = (—1)t ({ [(L+1)7]7]) o <[T+(L+1)7]) N - wl]] k]

T+ (L+2) (L] Pt o [T k]

(522) « [%:f:l(xl - ,ul) + (L + 1)7] det (Q (.U_l) :
Dol — ) + 7+ (L +2)7]

where w = Q|

T=—"7"

In order to avoid an overcrowded section we present the proof of Theorem [5.4]in Appen-
dix [Al As a matter of fact we can extract more results from the method used for proving
Theorem 5.4 Once we determine the function f(xg,zs, x1,...,x) appearing in (5.20),
we automatically find another three families of determinantal representations. In order to
precise the latter statement we introduce matrices

FoI G - [F T g . [FI; g
Q=L K 7| . =2 K Z) ad Qy=|L Ky J
Fi I G F T G F T G

(5.23)

The entries of €, ; and @ij have been defined in (5.I1])-(51I5) and their structure are not
too different from the ones constituting €2. In this way, taking into account (5.23]), we can
state the following theorem.

Theorem 5.5. Write w; = €] and w; = Qi‘r:—'y for 1 <i < L. Also, let us define

T=—7

Wij = ﬁij on the interval 1 < i < 5 < L. Then there exist families of continuous

T=—7

determinantal representations for Z, given by

. : [(L+1)7] dr—1 [T+ (L+1)9] o
Z:(X]) = (1) (m) (T)

- S Sl
];[[LL’ - :uj] 1;[ [T+ kfy]

rex? j=1 k=1

5oy Tl ] o
[Zle(xl—uz)+7+(L+2)7] RV
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o _ e (LEED] N (DN 3 Ll
o) = 0 (Fee) (Fe) De-wlleog

[Zlel(ZEl — ) + (L +1)9] det (Q @—1)
D R e

(5.25) X

0o L L+ N [+ L+ D\ = Y
i) = 0 (Frmm) () I Ie-wlledy

L
m ~— Mm L 1 ~ ~_

D et (@ = pim) + 7 + (L + 2)7]
Remark 5.6. Using Iy, Z,(X?) = Z.(X) one can compare formulae (5.22) and (5.24)). By

doing so we find (5.22) and (5.24]) indeed consist of different representations. Similarly,
one reaches the same conclusion for representations (5.28) and (5.24]).

Remark 5.7. Formulae (5.24)) and (5.28) encloses L representations each since 1 <7 < L.
On the other hand, (5.20) yields L(L —1)/2 representations due to the condition 1 < i, j <
L. All together they add up to L(L + 3)/2 families of representations.

The proof of Theorem can also be found in Appendix [Al and now let us focus again
on the representation (5.22). The non-trivial part is contained in the matrix Q (5.21])
whose entries are defined in (5.7)-(5.10). In order to make our results more explicit we
have also collected (B.7)-(E.15) directly in terms of theta-functions in Appendix [Cl From
(E70)-(EI0) one can see the entries of the matrices 2 and w depends on the variables
7o and zg, in addition to X. However, the combination det(2 w™!) is independent of
xo and x5, and it essentially gives the partition function Z,(X). In this way, those two
exceeding variables can be chosen at convenience without affecting the partition function.
The same analysis holds for (5.24)-(5.26]) where each representation also possess two extra
local variables having no global influence. Therefore, both Theorems [5.4] and give us
continuous families of single determinantal representations and one can regard those extra
variables as their parameterization.

Remark 5.8. The representation recently presented in [Gall6b] consists of (5.22]) under
specialization xg = p; — 2y and x5 = py — 7.

6. THE SIX-VERTEX MODEL LIMIT

In this section we investigate a particular limit of the partition function (2.I5) where it
reduces to that of the six-vertex model with domain-wall boundaries introduced in [Kor82].
This is achieved in the limit p — 0 followed by the limit 7 — oo. As far as the allowed
lattice configurations are concerned, it was firstly pointed out by Lenard the existence of
an equivalence between SOS and vertex models configurations. The specialization of the
statistical weights requires a more careful analysis and for that we employ the identity
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lim,_,o —ip~1[z] = sinh (z). Moreover, in this section we also consider the limit 7 — oo in
such a way that (2.8)) reduces to the standard six-vertex model weights

a(r) = sinh(z +7)
b(x) = sinh(x)
(6.1) c(x) = sinh(y).

In writing (6.1)) we have ignored overall normalization factors. Also, as we are taking the
limit 7 — oo, we simply use Z,,(X) = Z(X) to denote the model’s partition function.

The structure of functional relations type A and D, given respectively by (3.6]) and (3.10),
exhibit important simplifications in the six-vertex model limit. This limit eliminates the
dynamical aspect of both equations, making the use of equation (4.1]) unnecessary. Here we
shall refer to (B.0) in the six-vertex model limit as reduced type A equation and, analogously,
BI0) will be reduced type D. Moreover, both reduced type A and reduced type D equations
are independently able to fix the partition function Z up to an overall multiplicative factor.
We shall tackle the resolution of these equations in what follows.

6.1. Reduced type A. The derivation of Eq. (B.6]) heavily relies on the dynamical Yang-
Baxter algebra o/ (R). The latter reduces to the standard Yang-Baxter algebra associated
to the six-vertex model in the limit previously discussed. Therefore, we do not lose any
relevant information by taking the six-vertex model limit directly on ([B.8]). In fact, the
functional relation (B.6]) unfolds into a system of functional equations by means of permu-
tations, namely

L
(6.2) Mg Z, (X)) + D N Zen (X)) =0,

i=0
with coefficients
Mo, N i=0

MY =1, MYV and - N = {11, N i=1
Iy, Ni(A) otherwise

The system of equations (6.2]) survives entirely in the six-vertex model limit and the latter
feature can be recasted as the following corollary.

Corollary 6.1. The partition function of the siz-vertex model with domain-wall boundaries
satisfies the system of equations

L
(6.3) > o 2(xP) =0 0<I<L,

=0
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with coefficients explicitly defined as

C 930 — xl a(CEk - Io)
a(xy — 1=0,1#0
b(wo — 1) kl:[l o gb(xk—xo) 7
D= ﬁ bz — pu) — ﬁa(l‘l — k) Ay - 7) i=1
g - b(l’k — ZL’[)
k=1 k=1 k=9
L L

c(a; —m) a(zy — x;) :
—= | | a(z; — i) — otherwise
b(l’l — LL’l) I:fl;[l Ifiol b(SL’k — SL’Z)

\ %

Proof. Straightforward evaluation of the limits p — 0 and 7 — oo in ([6.2)). O

Remark 6.2. The system (6.3]) encloses L+ 1 equations in consonance with the L+ 1 terms

Z(X?) present in each equation. Moreover, one can also verify that det(ai(l))ogug L =20
ensuring the system has a non-trivial solution.

The resolution of (6.3) can be performed along the lines described in Section[Bl For that
we single out a subset of (6.3) containing L equations, namely the ones on 1 <[ < L. This
subset allows one to write each function Z(X?) for 1 < i < L in terms of Z(X). By doing
so we find

det(V;)
det(V)

(6.4) Z(X%) =

)

Z(X)

where V and V; are L x L matrices with entries defined as follows,

Vosg = of 1<a,p<L
(@) ;
—0 pB=i
(Vi)as = {a(a? otherwise
B

As discussed in Section B} one can regard Eq. (6.4]) as an one-variable functional
equation and employ separation of variables. In this way we can conclude that det(V') =
Z(X) f(xo, 21, ...,2r) and det(V;) = Z(X?) f(zo, 21, ..., xr) for a given function f. Hence
the full characterization of the partition function Z only requires the determination of the
function f.

Theorem 6.3. The partition function Z can be written as

(6.5)  Z(X) = det(V f[
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where
(L L L a(zx — 22)
k= 4o
Hb(:c Ha Hb(xk—xa) B=a
k=1 k=1 1?;20
Vapg = L L ) )
c(zp — xa) a(zk — ) .
— — th
556 ) U (x5 — ) H bz — 2p) otherwise
\ - 7&_
L L
C(l’a—l’o)Ha(xo_,uk)l—‘[ia(l’k—l’o) ﬁ:l 1<a<L
b(zo — o) 1% =% b(zr — o) T T
k#a
L L
[To@a = m) = ] a(za MkH Ik_xa) B=a#i
(Vi)as = @ b(z
k=1 k=1 k#a
L
ZL’B — ZL’a l’k — 1’5 .
— th
b5 — 20) 1;[ (xg — ) H bz — ) otherwise
L k;éaﬁ

The proof of Theorem can be found in Appendix [Bl and some comments concerning
formulae (6.5) are important at this stage. For instance, the second expression of (6.5])
can be matched with the first one upon the identification IIy;Z(X}) = Z(X). However,
one can notice Ily;V; does not seem to be related to V' by simple transformations. This
indicates they indeed constitute independent representations. In addition to that, one of
the most important aspects of both formulae in (6.3 is that they consist of continuous
families of representations. For example, let us take a closer look at the first expression of
(@3). The LHS depends on variables X while the matrix entries in the RHS depends on
X UA{zo}. Thus the dependence of the RHS with x, is local but not global; and zy can
be regarded as a variable parameterizing this continuous family of representations. This
feature of representations (6.5) might have important consequences as far as applications
are concerned. For instance, depending on the application we have in mind, the variable
o can be suitably tuned in order to simplify calculations. This same argument holds
for the second formula of (6.5) but now with variable z; parameterizing the family of
representations.

6.2. Reduced type D. We continue our analysis of the six-vertex model limit along
the same lines described in Section 6.1l For that we firstly extend (B.I0) to a system of
functional relations through permutations Iy, along the lines used in (6.2). Here we shall
not present explicitly the resulting system of equations since we are only interested in the
six-vertex model limit. The latter is then formalized as the following corollary.

Corollary 6.4. The system of equations

L
(6.6) S o™ z(x?
=0

0 0<m<L,
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with coefficients

( L L
(X — o a(zo — xi) ,
b(xg — 1=0, m#0
b(zm — x0) g (20 = i) g b(xg — xx) 7
k#m
L L ? L oln -
m — Lk
pgm) _ Ha(:cm—,uk)—Hb(xm—,uk) E— i=m
k=1 k=1 ;f;o m vk
L L
AT — 1) a(x; — ) .
b(x; — ) otherwise
b(xy, — ;) g k’;:-o b(x; — )
L i,m

is satisfied by the partition function of the six-vertex model with domain-wall boundaries.
Proof. We firstly apply Il ,, onto (3.10) and then take the limits p — 0 and 7 — co. [

Remark 6.5. The label (m) in (6.0]) takes values on the interval 0 < m < L and thus (6.6])
consists of a system of L + 1 equations. Also, (6.6]) relates L + 1 unknowns of the form
Z(X?), and the existence of non-trivial solutions requires det(pgm))ogi,mg 1 = 0. The latter
condition can be readily verified.

Remark 6.6. In contrast to (B.I0), we have used x( instead of zj since this distinction is
not required for the analysis of (G.6)).

Next we would like to solve the system of equations (6.6) and this can be accomplished
using the methodology described in Section [l and Section For that we focus on the
subset of (6.6) formed by 1 < m < L which allows one to express each function Z(X?) in
terms of Z(X). This possibility is a direct consequence of the linearity of our equations.
Using Cramer’s rule we then find relations of the form

_ det (W)

Z(X),

The matrices W and W; in (6.7)) have dimension L x L and their entries are given in terms
of the coefficients of (6.6). More precisely, they are defined as

Wag = p3 1<a,f<L
(o) :
—Po =i
(Wo)aus {p( ) otherwise

As previously discussed, one can regard (6.7) as a system of one-variable functional equa-
tions which can be solved using separation of variables. The resolution of such equations
produces the following theorem.
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Theorem 6.7. The partition function Z admits the following families of continuous rep-
resentations

Eh

(6.8)  Z(X) = det(W 9“"0 - Ik wnd  Z(x0) = det(W;) [ 2o xki

k:l b1 b(wo — i

where
¢ L L L a(xa N l’k)
[T a(@a = m) = [T b(wa — ) bz — 7r) f=a
k=1 k=1 k20 o Tk
Wap = L L ) ’
(%o — 2p) T b5 — m) alzg — zk) otherwise
b(xa — x5) - Pl b(zs — xx)
\ k#a,B
E S B
b(zo — xa) 1 0 F % b(zo — ) T T
k#a
L L . L (@ — 72) - |
(Wz)aﬁ — H a(xa - /"Lk) - H (za - luk) b(Ia _ xk) /8 =« # ?
k=1 k=1 k=0
c(xq — xp) L L a(xg — xy)
a T 4p B — Lk .
b(xpg — k) otherwise
b(z, — xp) kl:[l gk Pl b(zs — xx)
\ k#a,B

The proof of Theorem is also given in Appendix [Bl It is important to remark here
that formulae (6.8]) consist of L+ 1 independent families of continuous representations with
properties similar to the ones pointed out for (6.5) in Section [6.Il Although we shall not
discuss those properties again in this section, we remark that altogether formulae (6.5) and
(6.8)) totals 2(L + 1) families of continuous representations for the partition function Z.

APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF THEOREMS [5.4] AND

The proof of Theorems 5.4 and follows from the determination of the function f
appearing in (5.20). For that we firstly notice that relations (B.20) imply the following
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system of partial differential equations,

o (i) = o (ar) =0
7 <det{9i)> - = (det](ch)) -
ai,- <%> - 8%) (det{@i)) =0

5 f B K S _
(A.1) ox; <det(§ij)) =0 Oz, (det(ﬁm‘)) -

Next we consider (B.5]) and (5.6]) under a particular specialization of the dynamical param-
eter 7. More precisely, for 7 = —y we find

det () Z:(X?) T o — il

det(Q) |~ ZX)|__ ,El [ee — ]

det(%:) _Z(XY| H w0 — ]

det(Q) |,__, Zr(X) leey o [ — ]
A2) det(@y) | _ ZXD| ol —m)

det(€) | __ Ze(X) | e bl — ]
Equations ([A.2]) can now be easily solved yielding

L
(A.3) Ze(X)| ey =Co [ ] 2 — 5]
ij=1

with C; being an X-independent term. Now we look at (5.20) under the same specialization
taking into account solution (A.3]). This gives us the following relations:

Crt det(Q)],—_, Cr ' det(Q)],—_,
f|T:—’Y = L - L
HH[I—M] H H[x—ﬂk]
rzeX k=1 :cEX? k=1
Crtdet(Q)| _ Crt det(Qy)|
(A.4) = - = = - Uit
IT Il — sl I ]z — sl

Motivated by we also consider the redefinition

f(x(]vx()vxh .. '7:1:L) = f‘T:_7 f?‘(x07x67x17 e 7:1:L) .
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In addition to that we also introduce matrices T, T;, T; and i-j such that

det(Q) B L det(€2)
det(T) = [ [ H Ml @ = I Il =) — O
veX k=1 T=—7 reX0 k=1 T=—y
_ det(€; ~ Z det(€;;
et = T [T~ S (@) = T [ - w0
meXo k=1 )‘T:—’y xEXQ() k=1 det(Q”) —
(A.5)
Hence, we can rewrite the system of equations (A1) as
9 fr _ 9 fr B
A9 o <detcr>) -0 A10) - 5 (det«r>) -0
0 Ir B 0 fr B
A (det(ﬂ)) =0 A1 a5 (det(ﬂ)) =0
0 fr o 9 fT —
(A8) ox; (det( Z)) =0 (A.12) Oz (det( 2)) =Y
(A.9) 0 I ) a1z () = o
Oz; \ det(T}) Ox;j \ det(T;)
Equations (A.G), (A.10), (AIIl) and (AI12) simplifies to
dlog (fr) _ dlog (fr’) _
(A.14) e
Therefore we can conclude that f,.(xo, x5, z1,...,21) = fr(z1,...,2). On the other hand,
Eqs. (A7), (A.8), (A.9) and (A.I3) gives
0log (1) -
5o = Zlog ;xk—uk +7+ (L +2)y])
5 L
(A.15) ~ 5, o8 (D (e — ) + (L+11])

k=1

which can be readily integrated. In this way we find

o by o — )+ 7+ (L+21]
L (o — ) + (L + 1))
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The combination of (5.20)), (A.4]) and ([A.1d) leaves us with the following expressions,

_ G [Shimom) L+ et
Zx) = Co [Zk (e — ) + 7+ (L +2)7] det (9 )|T:_Vg(l!;[1[ :

oy _ O[S —m) + (LA 1)) det() T
ZrX5) = Co [Zizl(xk_ﬂk)+T+(L+2) ] det ()], gOIH d

o G (e — )+ (L1)] det($) ST
Zr( ) Co [Zﬁzl(xk — k) + 7+ (L +2)9] det(Qi)‘ H H[ d

T=—7 :(:EX? k=1

ooy _ O[Sk (=) +(L+1)n]  det(y) Tie—
Zr(Xi5) Co [215:1(% — pie) + 7+ (L +2)7] det(@ij) H H[ 5

0,0 k=1
T=—7 meXi,j

(A.17)

and to complete the proofs of Theorems 5.4 and 5.5 we only need to determine the constant
factor C;/Cy. The latter can be obtained from the asymptotic behavior derived in [Gall3b].
By doing so we find

C_ e (E ] N (DN [k
(A.18) C_O_( 1) ([T—G—(L—I-Q)’V]) ( (L] ) ]!;[1[74‘14?7]‘

APPENDIX B. PROOFS OF THEOREMS [6.3] AND
The proof of Theorem can be obtained from the analysis of relation (6.4]). This

relation allows one to conclude that
det(V;) = Z(X))f(xo,71,...,21)
(B.1) det(V) = Z(X)f(xo,21,...,21),
and formulae (6.3]) follows from the determination of the function f. In order to determine

such function we notice that decomposition (B.I) induces a system of partial differential
equations, namely

(B-2) aii (detjzv;-)) =0

(B3) a%(det{V)) =0

which can be solved for f. The solution of (B.2)) and (B.3) can be obtained using elementary
methods and we start by noticing that (B.2) simplifies to

dlog (f) 1
Or;  tanh(zg — ;)

(B.4)
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The solution of (B.4)) is then given by

(B.5) l%uv:—mgOIMm—xm)+mm»

k=1
where h is an unknown function depending on the single variable xy. Next we substitute
(BF) in (B.3) and this procedure yields the following constraint on h,

L

oh 1
B.6 — = .
(B.6) 0z ; tanh (zg — g + )

Eq. (B.6)) can be easily integrated and we find

(B.7) h(xy) = log (H a(xy — ,uk)> +log (C)

k=1
where C is an integration constant. Gathering (B.5) and (B) we obtain

L
a(zo — [ix)
B.8 =Cl| ———,
(B.8) f ng—m>
thus reducing our problem to the determination of C. Using the asymptotic behavior
derived in [Gall0] we obtain C = (—1)* which completes the proof of Theorem [G.3]
Next we detail the proof of Theorem[6.7 It is analogous to the one presented for Theorem
and we start our analysis from relation (6.7)). The latter allows one to write
det(Wi) = Z(X?)f(wo, 21, 21)
(B.9) det(W) = Z(X)f(zo,21,...,7L),
and our task becomes the determination of the function f. For that we consider the
following system of partial differential equations,

- 2 (ahy) - o
w1 3y (qwt) = 0

which is a direct consequence of (B.9)). The resolution of (B.I0) yields

(B.12) log (f) = —log (H b(zo — xk)) + h(wo) |

k=1

where h is an arbitrary function depending solely on z. The substitution of (BI2) in
(B.I1) yields a constraint for the function h. This constraint can be readily solved and we
find

(B.13) h(zy) = log (H bz — M)) +1log (C),

k=1
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where C is an integration constant. The combination of (B.12) and (B.I3) leaves us with
the expression

(B.14) f:éHM.

Lastly, we need to determine the constant C and from the asymptotic behavior presented
in [Gall0] we find C = 1 which completes our proof.

APPENDIX C. EXPLICIT FORMULAE

In this appendix we collect explicit expressions for the matrices (5.7)-(5.13) in terms of
the theta-function defined in (2.6). These expressions are required for constructing the
determinantal representations (5.22)) and (5.24))-(5.26). For convenience, we also introduce
the generalized notation

(C.1) Xoboesbm o XU Lay, Ty s Ty, P\ Tays Tags - - -5 Tay b -

a1,a2,...,an
As far as representation (5.22) is concerned, we need to build the matrix €2 defined in
(5.20)). Its entries explicitly read

fa,b:
. L
[£a — @0 + 7] 11 (%o — 2 +1] H — l[wo = 15 +1]
[za_xo] 2€X, [xa_z j=1 [ _/.L]‘l'f}/]
[z5 — zo + 7] x5 — & + 7]
- (w0 — w4 a=b
< Io_x() :Bga ] H !
L
- (L + 1)y | .
Dllze —m+ 7+ (L+ H[xb MJ [z5 — pj + 7] H 20 — 2 + 7] otherwise
[T+ L+ Ira —m] 5 —ui+al o on e — g
\ a,b
(C.2)
Fop
L
xo—x0+7'+ (L+ 1)y on—,uj [, — ,uj+7]1—[[:c@—:c+7] Wb
[T+ (L + 1)y][xo — g] P [To — p1; + 7] X, (25 — «]
otherwise
(
ga,b:
L
YNrg — o+ 7+ (L+ 1)y To— T+ 7y
ey o T | | o,

[T+ (L 4+ 1)v][x5 — xo] Pl X, [zg — ]

0 otherwise

(C.4)
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Gy =
([0 — 25 +1] 17 @0 — &+ 7 [0 — ][ — 115 + 7]
[0 — o) ng[ w0 — 2] 31;[1 [z0 = p5 +]
_[xa—:c@—l—v] [Tq — 2 + 7] Lm_ | .
[2a — )] 2eX. [Tq — ] E[ o~ Hi] b
V[@e — xp + 7+ (L + 1)7] [z, — z + 7] :
EarEr el | SO Y e othervise
(C.5)
ICL,TLT,S =

(Dllwo =2 b7+ (Lt Dl 0 T 2+ s
e el G 1;[ 2 — ] B
Dlfo = o+ 7+ (L ] Pp 0y T Fem 2t i
7+ (L + 1)7]lwo — =] Hm 5 J]El;[ (s — 2] N
L0 otherwise
(C.6)
ja,nr,s:

(

Dllwe — @ + 7+ (L +1)] H [ — ][z — 115 + 7]
[r+ (L + 1]fxo — /] [0 — 115 + 7]

< 1] % a=s
bllss — 2. 7 4+ (L4 1] 1 Lo ) — 4]
(T + Do — 2] o — 15 47

XHM L

0 otherwise
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:an,'mvb =
([llem =2+ 7+ C+ D 0 TT w02 +7] B
e creral | LR ¥ e "
Nz —wo+ T+ (L + 1)) ﬁ (25 — pillem — py +11
[r+ (L0l —2e) 5 =+
X H % b=m
\ 0 " otherwise
(C.8)
Tt =
(Dlen =30+ 7+ L+ D) P o 7 =2 +1)] _
i L "=

W — w0+ 7+ (L +1)7] H [zo — pyl[Tm — 5+

ot Lt Dl — o] AL gy 1)
[z0 — x4+ 7]
X —_— b=m
1_[0 [wo — ]
:(:EXl,m
0 otherwise
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Ny m-Nr,s —

( L
[z — xo + 7]l — 25 + 7] 1 wz—x+7H — f5][Tm — 5 + 7]
R T e I B LA P
L
_[xm_IO“"Vme_xO‘l"V] H [xm_x+7]H[$m_Nj] l=r,m=s
[rm = wollwm — 23] S5 lwm—a] 2
L
N#m — s+ 7+ (L+1)y [ts — 2 +1]
s — LT 7] [ =
[+ L+ D[ — 2] U 1L == nm
g=t TEX
L
_['7][xl_xs+7'+ L"—l H /~Lj xm /~Lj+7]
[r+ (LD — ] 4 a:l—uﬁv]
x+7
X H p— lzs—z+1] l#s, m=r
vex?f,
L
N[#m — 2 + 7+ (L+ 1)y [zr — 2 +1]
W — 7] [ =
[T+ (L + 1)9][zm — ] H H [z, — ] s m#T
§=1 reX?,ir
L
_[v][xz—xr+7+ (L+1)y H — p5)[Tm — 115 + 7]
OO N R - B R ]
X H xrx:il_v l#7r, m=s,
v€X
L0 otherwise
(C.10)

On the other hand, the construction of €2; appearing in representation (5.24) also requires
explicit expressions for three additional matrices, namely F;, Z; and F;. They read as
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follows:
(-FZ)ab—
[ lea — w0+ 7+ (L+1)y ﬁ M] (o — 113 +
[r+ (L4 D0llza — 2] 25 — Hj 7]
% H I(Ex—fj;]v]
(e — 70 7] 11 7 — 2+ 7] 15 [ — il — 1y + 7]
(20 = o] ng[ [@a — 4] 31:[1 [0 — 1 +1]
[z — w0+ 25 — = + 7] T o
(20 — 0] ng[a (25 — 7] 31;[1[0 i)
_M[%—wb+7+(L+1)ﬂﬁ[wb—uj][wa—uﬁv]
[m+ (L Dwa — 2] o [0 = 1+
[y — 2 + 7]
e
(C.11)

(Zi)n b =
(0
N[m — x5+ 7 + (L + 1)y ﬁ DT 15 — © + )]
[7 + (L + DY][zm — 3] e vExX, [z — ]
[v][arz—:ro+7+ (L+1)y ﬁ — p)[Tm — g5 + 1]
[m+ (L + Dl — o) 5 xz—ug+7]
0—$+7

(C.12)

< 11

mGXO

1=10b

i#b a=0b
1#b, a#b
1=2>b

1#b, b=1
1#b, b=m
i#£b, b#£Il,m



(j'z)a b —

L0
(C.13)

Mira =2+ 7+ L+ DT 4 77 [T =2+
[+ (L + D)7][%a — 0] ly% “ﬂlL (g — ]
o — w0 + 7+ (L4 1)3) pp oo — il =y £
7+ (L4 D9lleo —2a] 3 [0 =5 7]
o TT [ro— 2+
1 x5 — ]

zeX,
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i=5b
1#b, a=Db
i#b, a#b

Next we consider the additional matrices G;, J; and G required for building representa-
tion (5.28) through the matrix €2; defined in (5.23]). These elements are given by:

(gi)ab:
[V][xa—xo—l—T%— (L+1)y ﬁ ,u] (5 — 1y + 7]
[T+ (L + 1)v][za — x0] e — 1 + 7]
(20 — 2 + 7]
X e —
H o
[7][3:0—x0+7'+ (L+ 1)y ﬁ H [zo — = + 7]
[T+ (L 4+ 1)v][x5 — xo] Pl X, [zg — ]
L0
(C.14)
(‘Z)nl,mvb =
(0

Y[Xm — 20+ 7+ (L + 1)7]
[T+ (L + DA][zm — o)

€ X0 [ZL’Q B l’]

I,m
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11 [wo — py][am —
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% H LIZ‘O—JZ""’Y]

(2o — ]

mGXO

H [0 — = + 7]
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1#b, a#b
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i£b b#£1m
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((ji)a,b =

[20 — 75 + 7] 11 [0 — 2+ 7] v [20 — pjllva — 115 + 7]

(g — xp)] v X, [xo — 2] e [0 — p; + 7]
e | e | (T

Dllwa =2+ 7+ (L+ ] 1 [wy — 2 + 7]
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_ H Hi
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L
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Lastly, we also need explicit formulae for the matrices Z;;, K;; and J;;. They are re-

quired in order to build matrix @ij and consequently representation (5.26). Their explicit

expressions are the following:

(Iij)anrs =
(M2 — w0+ 7+ (L+ 1)y ﬁ 25— +]
[T+ (L + 1)v][xa — 20 o ,u]+7]
" H [I(Ex_f:]ﬂ

Wlwe — @ + 7+ (L +1)7] [z — 2 4]
RS | G | e s

Yz —zs +7+(L+1
[T+ (L + 1)v][zo — s
L0
(C.17)
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zeXx 0

bl =47+ (4 ] e ) — 1y 47
[T+ (L + 1)v][2 — ] [z1 — g5 + ]

> H [ZL’T—I’—I-’}/]

[z, — 7]

(C.18)

41

1=71]=35

T, £S5

l=r, m=s

T, jFS

l=r, m#s

ir, j#s

l#s, m=r

T, £S5

l=s, m#r

ir, j#s

l#r, m=s

’i;éT’, j;és
l#r,s , m#r,s



42 W. GALLEAS
(Zj)aynr',s =
To—x5+T7+ (L+1 Tp— T+ 4
_ Dl b kadd P i [T 222 =1 j=s
T (Lt D — 0 =
L
_[7][:co—xr—|—7'+ L—|—1)7H — wjl[Ta — i + 7]
[r+ (L+Dlwo — 2] 25 ZEO—MJ+7]
- —0— . .
XH 7] P#ET, J£S a=S§
[z, — ]
mGXO
L
_M[Sco—strTJr (L+ 1)y H — Willra — p1j +1]
[+ (LA Dllwo — 5]+ 930—#9+7]
- + . .
X H fY] 1#7r, j#s, a=r
[zs — ]
mGXO
\O 2'7&73]'7&&@7&7”3
(C.19)
REFERENCES
[ABF84] G. E. Andrews, R. J. Baxter, and P. J. Forrester. Eight-vertex SOS model and generalized
Rogers-Ramanujan-type identities. J. Stat. Phys., 35:193-266, 1984.
[Bax71]  R. J. Baxter. Eight vertex model in lattice statistics. Phys. Rev. Lett., 26:832, 1971.
[Bax72]  R. J. Baxter. Partition-function of 8-vertex lattice model. Ann. Phys., 70(1):193, 1972.
[Bax73]  R.J. Baxter. Eight-vertex model in lattice statistics and one-dimensional anisotropic Heisenberg
chain II. Equivalence to a generalized ice-type model. Ann. Phys., 76:25, 1973.
[Bax07]  R. J. Baxter. Exactly Solved Models in Statistical Mechanics. Dover Publications, Inc., Mineola,
New York, 2007.
[Ber88a] D. Bernard. On the Wess-Zumino-Witten model on Riemann surfaces. Nucl. Phys. B, 309:145—
174, 1988.
[Ber88b] D. Bernard. On the Wess-Zumino-Witten model on the torus. Nucl. Phys. B, 303:77-93, 1988.
[CP08] F. Colomo and A. G. Pronko. Emptiness formation probability in the domain-wall six-vertex
model. Nucl. Phys. B, 798(3):340-362, 2008.
[dGGS11] J. de Gier, W. Galleas, and M. Sorrell. Multiple integral formula for the off-shell six vertex
scalar product. 2011.
[DMRS5] G. M. D’Ariano, A. Montorsi, and M. G. Rasetti. Integrable Systems in Statistical Mechanics.
World Scientific, 1985.
[Dri85] V. G. Drinfel’d. Hopf algebras and the quantum Yang-Baxter equation. Sov. Math. Dokl.,
32:254-258, 1985.
[Dri87] V. G. Drinfel’d. Quantum Groups. Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians,
1:798-820, 1987.
[dV8&4] H. J. de Vega. Families of commuting transfer matrices and integrable models with disorder.
Nucl. Phys. B, 240(4):495-513, 1984.
[EFK98] P.I. Etingof, I. Frenkel, and A. A. Kirillov. Lectures on Representation Theory and Knizhnik-

Zamolodchikov Equations. Mathematical surveys and monographs. American Mathematical So-
ciety, 1998.



[FBS85)

[Fel94]
[Fel95]

[Fill1]
[FK10]
[FV96]
[Galog]
[Gall0]
[Galll]
[Gall2]
[Gall3a]
[Gall3b)
[Gall4]
[Gall5al
[Gall5b)
[Gall6a]
[Gall6b)
[GL14]
[GL15]
[GN84]
[Hus84]
[12¢87]
[Jim85]
[Jim86]

[Kor82]

43

P. J. Forrester and R. J. Baxter. Further exact solutions of the eight-vertex SOS model and
generalizations of the Rogers-Ramanujan identities. J. Stat. Phys., 38:435-472, 1985.

G. Felder. Elliptic quantum groups. 1994.

G. Felder. Conformal field theory and integrable systems associated to elliptic curves. Proceed-
ings of the International Congress of Mathematicians, 1:1247-1255, 1995.

G. Filali. Elliptic dynamical reflection algebra and partition function of SOS model with reflect-
ing end. J. Geom. Phys., 61(10):1789-1796, 2011.

G. Filali and N. Kitanine. The partition function of the trigonometric SOS model with a re-
flecting end. J. Stat. Mech., 06:L06001, 2010.

G. Felder and A. Varchenko. On representations of the elliptic quantum group E; ,(sl2). Comm.
Math. Phys., 181(3):741-761, 1996.

W. Galleas. Functional relations from the Yang-Baxter algebra: Eigenvalues of the X X Z model
with non-diagonal twisted and open boundary conditions. Nucl. Phys. B, 790(3):524-542, 2008.
W. Galleas. Functional relations for the six-vertex model with domain wall boundary conditions.
J. Stat. Mech., 06:P06008, 2010.

W. Galleas. A new representation for the partition function of the six-vertex model with domain
wall boundaries. J. Stat. Mech., 01:P01013, 2011.

W. Galleas. Multiple integral representation for the trigonometric SOS model with domain wall
boundaries. Nucl. Phys. B, 858(1):117-141, 2012.

W. Galleas. Functional relations and the Yang-Baxter algebra. Journal of Physics: Conference
Series, 474:012020, 2013.

W. Galleas. Refined functional relations for the elliptic SOS model. Nucl. Phys. B, 867:855-871,
2013.

W. Galleas. Scalar product of Bethe vectors from functional equations. Comm. Math. Phys.,
329(1):141-167, 2014.

W. Galleas. Off-shell scalar products for the X X Z spin chain with open boundaries. Nucl. Phys.
B, 893:346-375, 2015.

W. Galleas. Partial differential equations from integrable vertex models. J. Math. Phys.,
56:023504, 2015.

W. Galleas. New differential equations in the six-vertex model. J. Stat. Mech., (3):33106-33118,
2016.

W. Galleas. Partition function of the elliptic solid-on-solid model as a single determinant. Phys.
Rev. E, 94:010102, 2016.

W. Galleas and J. Lamers. Reflection algebra and functional equations. Nucl. Phys. B,
886(0):1003-1028, 2014.

W. Galleas and J. Lamers. Differential approach to on-shell scalar products in six-vertex models.
2015.

J.-L. Gervais and A. Neveu. Novel triangle relation and abscense of tachyons in Liouville string
field theory. Nucl. Phys. B, 238:125-141, 1984.

D. A. Huse. Exact exponents for infinitely many new multicritical points. Phys. Rev. B, 30:3908—
3915, 1984.

A. G. Izergin. Partition function of the six-vertex model in a finite lattice. Sov. Phys. Dokl.,
32:878, 1987.

M. Jimbo. A g¢-difference analog of U(g) and the Yang-Baxter equation. Lett. Math. Phys.,
10:63—-69, 1985.

M. Jimbo. A g-analog of U(gl(n+1)), Hecke Algebra and the Yang-Baxter equation. Lett. Math.
Phys., 11:247, 1986.

V. E. Korepin. Calculation of norms of Bethe wave functions. Commun. Math. Phys., 86:391—
418, 1982.



44
[KR83]
[Kup96]
[KZ84]
[Lam15]

[Lie67]
[Pau35]

[PRS0S]
[Ros09]
[Ros11]
[Ros13a)
[Ros13b]
[Ros14]
[Ros15]
[Ros16]
[RS09a]
[RS09D]
[SD87]
[SkIS2]
[SKIS3]
[SkIss]
[STF79]
[Sut67]
[TF79]
[TV97]

[Var]

W. GALLEAS

P. P. Kulish and N. Yu. Reshetikhin. Quantum linear problem for the sine-Gordon equation
and higher representations. J. Sov. Math., 23:2435-2441, 1983.

G. Kuperberg. Another proof of the alternating sign matrix conjecture. Inter. Math. Res. Notes,
1996(3):139-150, 1996.

V. G. Knizhnik and A. B. Zamolodchikov. Current algebra and Wess-Zumino model in two
dimensions. Nucl. Phys. B, 247(1):83-103, 1984.

J. Lamers. Integral formula for elliptic SOS models with domain walls and a reflecting end.
Nucl. Phys. B, 901:556-583, 2015.

E. H. Lieb. Residual entropy of square lattice. Phys. Rev., 162(1):162, 1967.

L. Pauling. The structure and entropy of ice and of other crystals with some randomness of
atomic arrangement. J. Am. Chem. Soc., 57:2680, 1935.

S. Pakuliak, V. Rubtsov, and A. Silantyev. SOS model partition function and the elliptic weight
function. J. Phys. A, 41:295204, 2008.

H. Rosengren. An Izergin-Korepin type identity for the 8VSOS model with applications to
alternating sign matrices. Adv. Appl. Math., 43:137-155, 2009.

H. Rosengren. The three-colour model with domain wall boundary conditions. Adv. Appl. Math.,
46:481-535, 2011.

H. Rosengren. Special polynomials related to the supersymmetric eight-vertex model. I. Be-
haviour at cusps. arXiv:1305.0666 [math-ph], 2013.

H. Rosengren. Special polynomials related to the supersymmetric eight-vertex model. II.
Schrodinger equation. arXiv:1312.5879 [math-ph/, 2013.

H. Rosengren. Special polynomials related to the supersymmetric eight-vertex model. III.
Painlevé VI equation. arXiv:1405.5318 [math-ph], 2014.

H. Rosengren. Special polynomials related to the supersymmetric eight-vertex model: A sum-
mary. Comm. Math. Phys., 340:1143-1170, 2015.

H. Rosengren. Elliptic pfaffians and solvable lattice models. Journal of Statistical Mechanics:
Theory and Experiment, 2016(8):083106, 2016.

A. G. Razumov and Y. G. Stroganov. Three-coloring statistical model with domain wall bound-
ary conditions: Functional equations. Theor. Math. Phys., 161:1325—-1339, 2009.

A. G. Razumov and Y. G. Stroganov. Three-coloring statistical model with domain wall bound-
ary conditions: Trigonometric limit. Theor. Math. Phys., 161:1451-1459, 2009.

H. Saleur and B. Duplantier. Exact Determination of the Percolation Hull Exponent in Two
Dimensions. Phys. Rev. Lett., 58:2325-2328, 1987.

E. K. Sklyanin. Some algebraic structures connected with the Yang-Baxter equation. Funct.
Anal. Appl., 16:263-270, 1982.

E. K. Sklyanin. Some algebraic structures connected with the Yang-Baxter equation - Repre-
sentation of quantum algebras. Funct. Anal. Appl., 17:273-284, 1983.

E. K. Sklyanin. Boundary conditions for integrable quantum systems. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen.,
21(10):2375-2389, 1988.

E. K. Sklyanin, L. A. Takhtadzhyan, and L. D. Faddeev. Quantum Inverse Problem Method .1.
Theor. Math. Phys., 40(2):688-706, 1979.

B. Sutherland. Exact Solution of a Two-Dimensional Model for Hydrogen-Bonded Crystals.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 19:103-104, 1967.

L. A. Takhtadzhyan and L. D. Faddeev. The quantum method of the inverse problem and the
Heisenberg XY Z model. Russ. Math. Surv., 11(34), 1979.

V. Tarasov and A. Varchenko. Geometry of g-hypergeometric functions, quantum affine algebras
and elliptic quantum groups. Astérisque, 246, 1997.

A. N. Varchenko. Special Functions, KZ Type Equations, and Representation Theory. Number
Nr. 98 in Regional conference series in mathematics. American Mathematical Soc.



45

[WW27] E. T. Whittaker and G. N Watson. A Course of Modern Analysis. Cambridge University Press,
fourth edition, 1927.

INSTITUT FUR THEORETISCHE PHYSIK, EIDGENOSSISCHE TECHNISCHE HOCHSCHULE ZURICH, WOLFGANG-
PAULI-STRASSE 27, 8093 ZURICH, SWITZERLAND

II. INSTITUT FUR THEORETISCHE PHYSIK, UNIVERSITAT HAMBURG, LURUPER CHAUSSEE 149, 22761
HAMBURG, GERMANY.
E-mail address: galleasw@phys.ethz.ch



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Solid-on-solid models
	1.2. Elliptic quantum groups
	1.3. Domain-wall boundaries
	1.4. Applications
	1.5. Algebraic-functional approach
	1.6. The goals of this paper

	2. Definitions and conventions
	2.1. Dynamical Yang-Baxter equation
	2.2. The Ep, [ gl2"0362gl2 ] dynamical R-matrix
	2.3. Modules over Ep, [ gl2"0362gl2 ]
	2.4. Dynamical monodromy matrix
	2.5. Highest-weight modules
	2.6. Partition function

	3. Algebraic-functional method
	3.1. Equation type A
	3.2. Equation type D

	4. Modified functional relations
	5. Partition function evaluation
	5.1. Determinantal representations

	6. The six-vertex model limit
	6.1. Reduced type A
	6.2. Reduced type D

	Appendix A. Proofs of Theorems 5.4 and 5.5
	Appendix B. Proofs of Theorems 6.3 and 6.7
	Appendix C. Explicit formulae
	References

