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LIMIT SHAPES AND LOCAL STATISTICS FOR THE STOCHASTIC
SIX-VERTEX MODEL

AMOL AGGARWAL

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider the stochastic six-vertex model on a cylinder with arbitrary
initial data. First, we show that it exhibits a limit shape in the thermodynamic limit, whose
density profile is given by the entropy solution to an explicit, non-linear conservation law that
was predicted by Gwa-Spohn in 1992 and by Reshetikhin-Sridhar in 2018. Then, we show that
the local statistics of this model around any continuity point of its limit shape are given by an
infinite-volume, translation-invariant Gibbs measure of the appropriate slope.

CONTENTS

Introduction

Monotonicity and Couplings

Classification of Translation-Invariant Stationary Measures
Limit Shape for Double-Sided Bernoulli Boundary Data
Proof of Theorem [I.]

Proof of Theorem

. Proof of Proposition

References

MO o o e

EEEFIEEEl=

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Preface. Over the past several decades, a substantial amount of effort has been directed
towards the understanding of limit shapes and local statistics for statistical mechanical models. In
this paper we analyze these two phenomena for the six-vertex model with stochastic weights.

In the context of dimer models, one of the earlier results along this direction concerned the limit
shape phenomenon exhibited by domino tilings, stating that the height function of a uniformly
random tiling of a large domain is likely to concentrate (after suitable normalization) around a global
limit. This was first established in the case when the domain is an Aztec diamond by Cohn-Elkies-
Propp [22], who provided an exact form for the limit shape. Later, this result was substantially
generalized by Cohn-Kenyon-Propp [23] to domino tilings of essentially arbitrary domains. The
latter work expressed the limit shape through a variational principle, namely, as the maximizer
of a certain (explicit) concave functional, which was later rewritten by Kenyon-Okounkov [44] as
the solution to a complex wave equation that in many cases can be solved through the method of
characteristics.

A salient feature of these limit shapes is that they can be inhomogeneous for certain choices
of the boundary, that is, the density of tiles can (asymptotically non-negligibly) differ in different
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regions of the rescaled domain D. Thus a question of interest is to understand how the boundary
data affect the local statistics, the joint law of nearly neighboring tiles, of a random tiling.

The physical prediction (see, for example, Conjecture 13.5 of [23] and Section 1.5 of [42]) in this
context is that these local statistics should be determined by (the gradient of) the global limiting
height function H : D — R for the tiling model. More specifically, around some point (u,v) € D,
they should be given by the unique [66] infinite-volume, translation-invariant, ergodic Gibbs measure
with slope equal to VH (u,v); these infinite-volume Gibbs measures are explicit, as they can be
expressed as a determinantal point process with a known kernel [43] 45]. For many choices of
boundary data, this prediction has been shown to hold true [9] 21 [32] 33| B8] 40, 52 6] 58] [62] [63].

The proofs of these results on limit shapes and local statistics were largely based on the deter-
minantal (free-fermionic) structure underlying the tiling models [39]. So, they were also applicable
to some classes of more general dimer models [20, 29, [45], where such structure persists.

Yet, the solvability of the six-vertex model is of a substantially different nature and can be
attributed to a one-parameter family of mutually commuting transfer operators, which can be
diagonalized through the quantum inverse scattering method (algebraic Bethe ansatz); see the books
of Baxter [II] and Korepin-Bogoliubov-Izergin [47]. This framework expresses the eigenvalues of
these operators in terms of solutions to an intricate system of non-linear equations called the Bethe
equations. These equations are known to simplify considerably in the five-vertex degeneration of
the six-vertex model, in which one of the six weights of the model is set to 0. Using this fact, de
Gier-Kenyon-Watson [30] recently established the variational principle for the limit shape of the
five-vertex model with general boundary conditions.

Based on earlier free energy predictions due to Lieb [53] and Sutherland-Yang-Yang [68] (which
were in turn based on a heuristic analysis of the Bethe equations), variational principles have also
been conjectured for the general six-vertex model under arbitrary boundary conditions [70} 57, [59].
However, for most values of the six-vertex weights, it is unknown how to analyze the Bethe equations.
Partly for this reason, the limit shape phenomenon had until now remained without understanding
for any other type of six-vertex model (except under certain families of boundary data). Moreover,
we are not aware of any previous results on the local statistics for a non-free-fermionic six-vertex
model on a finite domain.

In this paper we consider the stochastic siz-vertex model, which was introduced by Gwa-Spohn
[34] in 1992 as an instance of the six-vertex model whose weights are stochastic and therefore give
rise to a Markovian transfer matrix. Its weights are given on the left side of Figure I} we will
describe the model in more detail in Section below.

Over the past several years, this model has received considerable interest [T}, 10, 14 [T5] [T6], (241 25|
27| in the probability and mathematical physics communities, due to the fact that it is one of the
simplest models that lies in the intersection of two-dimensional statistical mechanics and stochastic
integrability; as such, it exhibits a number of interesting physical phenomena. For instance, under
suitable limit degenerations, it converges to the asymmetric simple exclusion process (ASEP) [1}, [15];
the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation [25] [27]; and a stochastic variant of the telegraph equation
[16]. Furthermore, it is a member of the KPZ universality class [34], exhibiting fluctuations of order
N1/3 2] 3] 10, 14} [15] and correlations on spatial scales of order N?/3 [24] on a domain of size N.

The limit shape phenomenon for the stochastic six-vertex model, run under arbitrary initial
(boundary) data, was predicted in the original physics work [34]. In particular, it was predicted
there that the limiting height function H of this model should satisfy a Hamilton-Jacobi equation of
the form 0,H = (9, H), for a suitable function ¢ (given by (L.2]) below). An alternative heuristic
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derivation of the same predicted limit shape, assuming the conjectural variational principle for the
general six-vertex model, was provided more recently by Reshetikhin-Sridhar in [60].

Under certain classes of initial data, this prediction has been proven. Indeed, in [15], Borodin-
Corwin-Gorin address the limit shape (and fluctuations) for this model when run under domain-wall
boundary data; this was later extended in [3] to the case of (generalized) Bernoulli initial data.
Although both of these results imply precise asymptotic statements about the stochastic six-vertex
model in their respective settings, the algebraic analysis implemented in their proofs requires that
the boundary data be of a special type, and so does not apply to the case of general initial data.

As mentioned above, there seem to have been no previous results on local statistics for the
stochastic six-vertex model when run under any type of (deterministic) initial data. Still, assuming
the equation for the limit shape proposed in [34] [60], one can formulate a prediction for how they
should behave in analogy with what was explained above in the case of tiling models. Specifically,
around some point (u, v) in our rescaled domain, the local statistics around (u, v) should be given by
an infinite-volume, translation-invariant, ergodic Gibbs measure for the stochastic six-vertex model
whose slope is equal to VH(u,v). Denoting p = G(u,v) = 0yH(u,v) and using the predicted
identity 9,H = ¢(G), the slope of this Gibbs measure can be alternatively expressed as (p, go(p)).
In particular, any such slope must lie on the curve {(s, t):t= cp(s)} In the physics literature, this
curve is sometimes referred to as the conical singularity (also known as the tricritical point [36] 57|
or KPZ point [59]) of the ferroelectric six-vertex model, as it is where three phases of the six-vertex
model are predicted to coexist and the free energy to be singular [19] [36] 67].

In Appendix A.2 of [2], an infinite-volume, translation-invariant Gibbs measure for the stochastic
six-vertex model with slope (p, cp(p)) was introduced for each slope on this conical singularity. We
will denote this measure by pu(p) and will recall its precise definition in Section below. The
analog of the local statistics prediction for the stochastic six-vertex model then states that, around
(u,v), the local statistics should be given by this measure u(p), where p = 0, H (u, v).

Although the measure p(p) is not known to be given by a determinantal point process, [2]
establishes both qualitative and quantitative properties about it, which are considerably different
from those for infinite-volume, translation-invariant Gibbs measures for tiling models. For instance,
it was shown by Kenyon that the local statistics for random tilings are conformally invariant [40)]
with Gaussian free field fluctuations [41} [45]. In contrast, the six-vertex measures p(p) are quite
anisotropic, exhibiting Baik-Rains fluctuations of exponent % along a single direction and Gaussian
fluctuations of exponent % elsewhere [2]. The latter point can again be viewed as a manifestation
of the fact that the stochastic six-vertex model is in the KPZ universality class.

In this paper we establish both the limit shape (see Theorem [[LT] below) and local statistics (see
Theorem [[3] below) predictions for the stochastic six-vertex model under arbitrary initial data.
In particular, the latter provides the first local statistics result for a non-free-fermionic six-vertex
model.

Since the stochastic six-vertex model is not known to be determinantal, and since we remain
unable to analyze the general Bethe equations, our methods will be different from the ones used
previously to analyze dimer models and the five-vertex model. In particular, we first (as in [34]
or Section 2.2 of [I5]) reinterpret the stochastic six-vertex model as a discrete-time interacting
particle system. Then, we analyze this system by suitably adapting hydrodynamical limit methods
developed for continuous-time, attractive interacting particle systems to the discrete-time setting.

To that end, we first show that the stochastic six-vertex model is monotone and attractive. The
first refers to the fact that the stochastic six-vertex model preserves ordering with respect to particle
locations, and the second refers to the existence of a coupling between stochastic six-vertex models
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such that coupled particles will almost surely always remain coupled. The proof of attractivity will
be based on an explicit coupling that arises from the multi-class (or higher rank) stochastic six-
vertex model. The weights for that model were introduced in the independent works of Bazhanov
[12] and Jimbo [37], although they were studied from the perspective of stochastic dynamics more
recently [I8] 50, [51]; a more general framework for producing integrable systems with stochastic
weights was provided in [4]. In our particular setting, it will be useful to adopt a mild modification
of this model by allowing the classes of particles to decrease when they couple.

Next we establish the limit shape, or hydrodynamical limit, of the stochastic six-vertex model in
the special case when run under double-sided Bernoulli initial data. If the resulting limiting profile
exhibits a rarefaction fan, then this result can be accessed using the algebraic framework of |2} [3].
However, in the alternative setting when the limiting profile exhibits a shock, we are not aware of
exact identities for the stochastic six-vertex model that are amenable to asymptotic analysis.

So, we instead modify the framework that was introduced by Andjel-Vares [5] to study attractive
interacting particle systems with double-sided Bernoulli initial data to apply in our setting. In
addition to requiring the attractivity of the stochastic six-vertex model, these methods also require
a classification of the translation-invariant stationary measures for the model. Therefore, we provide
a classification of such measures through a suitable adaptation of the work of Liggett [54], who
established the analogous result for the ASEP.

Then, we apply the framework of Bahadoran-Guiol-Ravishankar-Saada [6] (see also the survey [7]
and references therein) that establishes hydrodynamical limit for monotone, attractive interacting
particle systems under arbitrary initial data, assuming that one understands these limits in the case
of double-sided Bernoulli initial data. This will lead to the proof of the limit shape Theorem [I.11

Before proceeding, let us mention that there also exist other developed methods [61} [69] [64]
for establishing the hydrodynamical limit for continuous-time, asymmetric particle systems. To
our understanding, in order to access the limit with an arbitrary initial profile, they all require
attractivity of the underlying particle system (with the exception of the relative entropy method
of Yau [69], which instead requires differentiability of the limit shape, an assumption that does not
hold in our setting). The first was due to Rezakhanlou [61] and was based on a microscopic entropy
estimate. Later, an alternative proof (that applied to a different class of models) was provided by
Seppélédinen, obtained by interpreting the particle system as a random growth model.

Unfortunately, we were unable to implement any of these methods for the stochastic six-vertex
model, due to the fact that its dynamics are given by discrete-time, sequential updates. For instance,
the microscopic entropy estimate from [61] is proven using the generator for the interacting particle
system; however, for the stochastic six-vertex model, this generator is a (sort of intricate) matrix
that we were not able to analyze. Furthermore, the stochastic six-vertex model can be viewed as a
random growth model, but with elaborate sequential update dynamics that we were also unable to
analyze. Since the methods of [6] were instead largely based on the monotonicity and attractivity
of the model, and on properties of the limit shape, they were more amenable to establish the
hydrodynamical limit in our specific setting.

To establish the local statistics result Theorem [[3] we follow the framework introduced by
Bahadoran-Mountford [8], who established the corresponding result for the ASEP through an anal-
ysis of the multi-species ASEP. The analog here will be to analyze the dynamics of the multi-species
stochastic six-vertex model. As in [g], this will require an “approximate coupling” statement (given
by Proposition below) that essentially states that a stochastic six-vertex model with an approx-
imately constant density profile can be coupled with a stationary stochastic six-vertex model such
that the two models nearly couple after a sufficiently long time.
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This statement can be viewed as a generalization of the two-block estimate (see, for instance,
Lemma 3.2 in Chapter 5 of the book [46] by Kipnis) for interacting particle systems. Indeed, in the
case of the ASEP, [8] essentially reduced it to a two-block estimate that had earlier been proven by
Kosygina [48]. In our setting of the stochastic six-vertex model, we will establish the approximate
coupling statement directly, through a suitable adaptation of the method implemented in [48] of
equating two different approximations for the total current of the model. Although these expressions
for the total current from [48] were obtained using the generator of the ASEP (which we recall is a
bit intricate in our six-vertex situation), it will still be possible to establish analogs of them in our
discrete-time setting, using the monotonicity and attractivity of the stochastic six-vertex model, as
well as properties of its stationary measures.

The remainder of this section is organized as follows. In Section[[.2l we define the model of interest
to us, which is the stochastic six-vertex model on the discrete cylinder. In Section [[L4] we state our
results, which constitute a limit shape phenomenon and local statistics for this model with generic
boundary data; the latter result will require a certain class of infinite-volume translation-invariant
Gibbs measures, which we recall in Section [[.3

Throughout this article, we fix real numbers 0 < b; < by < 1 and A > 0. Furthermore, for
any probability measure p1, we let P, and E,, denote the probability measure and expectation with
respect to u, respectively. Additionally, we denote the complement of any event E by E*.

1.2. The Model. Let N > 1 be a positive integer and set L = |AN]. Define the discrete
torus € = Ty = Z/NZ and the discrete cylinder € = €y, = T x {1,2,...,L}. We view
the cylinder € as a graph by connecting vertices (z1,y1), (z2,y2) € € if (x1 — z2,y1 — y2) €
{(—1, 0), (1,0), (0,-1), (0, 1)}; the torus ¥ can be viewed as a graph in a similar way.

Now let us define six-vertex ensembles on €. To that end, an arrow configuration is a quadruple
(i1, J1; 92, j2) such that iy, j1,42,72 € {0,1} and i1 + j1 = i2 + jo. We view such a quadruple as an
assignment of arrows to a vertex v € €. Specifically, i; and j; denote the numbers of vertical and
horizontal arrows entering v, respectively; similarly, i3 and jo denote the numbers of vertical and
horizontal arrows exiting v, respectively. The fact that iy 4+ j; = 72 + jo means that the numbers of
incoming and outgoing arrows at v are equal; this is sometimes referred to as arrow conservation.
There are six possible arrow configurations, which are depicted on the left side of Figure [T

A siz-vertex ensemble on € is defined to be an assignment of an arrow configuration to each
vertex of € in such a way that neighboring arrow configurations are consistent; this means that, if
v1,v2 € € are two adjacent vertices, then there is an arrow to v in the configuration at v; if and only
if there is an arrow from v; in the configuration at vs. Observe in particular that the arrows in a
six-vertex ensemble form up-right directed paths connecting vertices of €, which emanate vertically
from a vertex in T x {0} and exit vertically through a vertex in ¥ x {L + 1}; see the right side of
Figure [ for a depiction.

Boundary data for a six-vertex ensemble on € is prescribed by dictating which elements of T x {0}
are entrance sites for a path; this can be defined through a sequence ¢ = (1/}@)):563 € {0,1}%,
where 1(x) denotes the indicator for the event that a path vertically enters € through the vertex
(i,1). For example, on the right side of Figure[ll we have ¢» = (1,1,0,0,1). One could also prescribe
which sites on ¥ x {L + 1} are exit sites for a path (which would be defined through a sequence
x = (x(x)) € {0,1}%, similar to the one above) but, following [60], we will not do this here and will
instead sum over all possible such exiting locations; this corresponds to a free boundary condition
on the upper end of the cylinder €.
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FIGURE 1. The chart to the left shows all six possible arrow configurations, along

with the associated vertex weights. An example of a six-vertex ensemble on €57 is
shown to the right.

Now, fix some N-tuple ¢ = (1/)(:1:)) and, following [34], let us define a probability measure
P =P(b1,b2) = Pn(b1,b2; A;¢) on the set € = €. 1.y of six-vertex ensembles on € with boundary
condition given by . To that end, we first define a vertex weight w(i1, ji1;%2,j2) to each arrow
configuration (i1, j1;42,j2), given explicitly by
w(1,0;1,0) = by; w(0,1;0,1) = bo; w(1,0;0,1) =1 —by;

w(0,0;0,0) =1 =w(1,1;1,1),

w(0,1;1,0) =1 — by;
(1) ( ) >

and w(iy, j1;42,72) = 0 for any (i1, j1; 42, j2) not of the above form; see the left side of Figure [
for a depiction. These weights are stochastic, in that Ziz_ﬁ w(i1, 13542, j2) 1 for any fixed
(i1,51) € {0,1} x {0,1}.

We view w(i1, j1; 12, j2) as the weight of a vertex in a six-vertex ensemble whose arrow configu-
ration is (i, j1;42,j2). Then, we define the weight w(€) of a six-vertex ensemble £ € € as equal to
the product of the weights of all vertices in the ensemble. By induction on L, the stochasticity of
the weights (LI can be used to deduce that ) .., w(E) = 1.

Now let P denote the probability measure on € that assigns probability w(€) to any ensemble
& € ¢&. This probability measure is called the stochastic siz-vertex model on € and was introduced
by Gwa-Spohn [34] in 1992.

1.3. Infinite-Volume Translation-Invariant Gibbs Measures. Although our results in this
paper will primarily concern the stochastic six-vertex model on the (finite) cylinder €, certain six-
vertex measures in infinite-volume will arise as limit points of local statistics for the model in our
setting. Therefore, in this section we recall a class of infinite-volume, translation-invariant Gibbs
measures for the stochastic six-vertex model that was introduced in Section A.2 of [2].
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These models will be defined on all of Z2, but let us first define the stochastic six-vertex model
on the nonnegative quadrant. To that end, we fix (possibly random) boundary conditions on the
nonnegative quadrant, that is, vertices on the positive z-axis and positive y-axis that are entrance
sites for a directed path. For p1, p2 € [0, 1], a boundary condition that will be of particular interest to
us is double-sided (p1, p2)-Bernoulli boundary data, in which sites on the y-axis are independently
entrance sites with probability p;, and sites on the x-axis are independently entrance sites with
probability ps.

Following [15] [I7], 26], the stochastic six-vertex model on the quadrant is defined to be a prob-
ability measure P = P (b1, b2) that is the limit of a family of probability measures P,, = Py, (b1, b2)
defined on the set of six-vertex ensembles whose vertices are all contained in triangles of the form
T = {(z,y) € Z%2, : © +y < n}. The first such probability measure P; is supported on the unique
six-vertex ensemble on 77 with no arrows.

For each positive integer n, we define P,,41 from P, through the following Markovian update
rules. Use P,, to sample a six-vertex ensemble &, on 7,. This gives arrow configurations (of the
type shown on the left side of Figure[I]) to all vertices in the positive quadrant strictly below the
diagonal D,, = {(z,y) € Z2, : * + y = n}. Each vertex on D,, is also given “half” of an arrow
configuration, in the sense that it is given the directions of all entering paths but no direction of
any exiting path.

To extend &, to an ensemble on T,, 11, we must “complete” the configurations (specify the exiting
paths) at all vertices (z,y) € D,. Any half-configuration can be completed in at most two ways;
selecting between these completions is done randomly, according to the probabilities (I.I). All
choices are mutually independent.

In this way, we obtain a random ensemble &, 11 on 7,11; the resulting probability measure on
path ensembles with vertices in 7,41 is denoted P,,+1. Define the limit P = lim,, oo Ph.

Let us next explain how to use this six-vertex model on the quadrant to define a certain class
of translation-invariant six-vertex models on all of Z2. To that end, we first define x > 1 and
©:]0,1] = [0,1] by
_1-b Kz

e B C Al o sy

(1.2) K for any z € [0,1].

Now, fix p € [0,1], and consider the stochastic six-vertex model on the nonnegative quadrant
with double-sided (<p(p), p)—Bernoulli initial data; denote the associated measure on the set of six-
vertex ensembles on Z2, by po = po(p). It was shown as Lemma A.2 of [2] that this measure is
translation-invariant in the following sense.

Sample a six-vertex ensemble £ with respect to pg. For any (z,y) € Z2,, let x()(z,y) de-
note the indicator for the event that an arrow in & vertically exits from (:E, y); that is, letting
(i1(z,y), j1(2,y);i2(2,y), j2(z,y)) denote the arrow configuration at (z,y), we set x(*)(z,y) =
i1(z,y + 1) = ig(x,y). Similarly, x")(z,y) = ji(z + 1,y) = ja(x,y) denotes the indicator for the
event that an arrow in &€ horizontally exits through (z,y). Then, for any (z,y) € Z%,, the random
variables {X(h) (z,y + 1), x"M(z,y +2),... Ju {X(”) (z+1,9),xY(z+2,9),... } are mutually in-
dependent. Furthermore, each x" (x,y) and x(*)(x,y) is a 0 — 1 Bernoulli random variable with
mean ¢(p) and p, respectively.

Observe in particular that, if (z,y) = (0,0), then this is the definition of double-sided (¢(p), p)-
Bernoulli initial data for pg. The fact that it is also true for any (z,y) € Z2%, allows us to define
a family of measures uy = pn(p) as follows. For each integer N > 1, let uy = pun(p) denote
the measure on Z2 _, formed by translating po by (—N,—N) (that is, N spaces down and to the
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left). Due to the translation-invariance of pg mentioned above, these measures are compatible in
the sense that pps is the restriction of puy to Z2>7M, for any integers N > M > 0.

Therefore, we can define the limit u = u(p) = limy o0 v (p) on all of Z2. By the translation-
invariance of ug, this limit is quickly seen to be invariant with respect to any vertical or horizontal
shift. Thus, p(p) is an infinite-volume, translation-invariant Gibbs measure for the stochastic six-
vertex model.

Such measures are typically classified by their slope, which under the above notation is defined
to be the pair (IE [X(”) (O,O)],E[X(h)((),())}). In particular, the slope of u(p) is equal to (p, gp(p)).
Thus, the above procedure produces a one-parameter family of infinite-volume, translation-invariant
Gibbs measures for the stochastic six-vertex model.

1.4. Results. In this paper we will be interested in the stochastic six-vertex model in the thermo-
dynamic limit, that is, in properties of the measure P as N tends to oo (while 0 < b; < by < 1 and
A > 0 remain fixed). We will in particular analyze two properties, namely, a limit shape phenome-
non and the local statistics, of this model. We will see that the former determines the latter, so we
begin by explaining the limit shape phenomenon in more detail.

To that end, we require some additional notation. With any six-vertex ensemble £ on € = €y,
under boundary condition ¢ = (¢(z)) € {0, 1}V, we associate a particle configuration n = (n,(z)),
where z and y range over Ty and {0,1,..., L}, respectively. Specifically, we set n,(x) to be the
indicator for the event that there exists a (vertical) arrow in & directed from (z,y) to (z,y + 1);
this coincides with the quantity x(*)(z,y) from Section I3 For instance, no(z) = v(z) for each
x € Tn. The measure P from Section induces a probability measure on the set of particle
configurations n with 7y = 1; we also denote this measure on particle configurations by P.

We would first like to understand the global limit of a randomly chosen particle configuration
7 (or path ensemble &) sampled from the measure P (under some given boundary conditions), as
N tends to co. More specifically, we will show that the normalized random function ),y (LxN J)
weakly converges in probability to a deterministic function Gy(x) on (z,y) € T x [0, ], where
T = R/Z denotes a torus; this is known as a limit shape phenomenon.

Such a result is given by the following theorem, which was originally predicted by Gwa-Spohn
as equation (5) of [34] and then later by Reshetikhin-Sridhar as Proposition 3 of [60].

Theorem 1.1. Fix real numbers 0 < by < bs < 1 and A\,e > 0, and a measurable function
U : T — [0,1]. Recalling ¢ from (L2, let Gy(z) = G(z,y) denote the entropy solution to the
conservation law

(1.3 3Gl + 5 (o(0()) =0,

on T x [0, A], with initial data given by Go(x) = G(z,0) = U(x) for each x € T.
For each integer N > 1, let ¢ = pN) = (V(x) = (w(N)(x € {0,1}¥ denote a boundary
condition, and assume that

))mETN

1 [z2N] ¥z
(1.4) lim  sup (= > ™M) - / ()| =0
N—0oo <z <z9<1 j=lz1N] o

LOur results to be described below can also be formulated and established in terms of the horizontal edge indicators
{X(h) (z,y)} but for brevity we will not pursue this here.
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Furthermore, for each N > 1, let n = n") = (ny(x)) = ( éN)(x)) denote a particle configuration

sampled with respect to the measure Py (bl, ba; A; 1/J(N)) from Section[I.4. Then,

1 Y Xo Y>/N pX2/N
(1.5) A}gnoo]P’ 02X I Z Z ny(x) — vn Lo Gy(a:)da:dy‘ >el =0.
y:Yl :E:Xl 1 1

0<Y1<Y2<L

Remark 1.2. The equation ([3)) cannot be interpreted in the strong sense, since its solutions can
develop singularities (called shocks) in finite time. However, weak solutions to (L3]) are not unique,
and so one requires a way of specifying one “physically relevant” solution to the equation. This is
known as the entropy solution and can be defined as the unique weak solution to (3] satisfying
the entropy inequality, which in this case states that

/())\/E <8yf(s,t)|G(S,t) —c|+ .1 (s, t)}gp(a(s,t)) —o(c)

)dsdt +/ |G(s,0) — ¢| f(s,0)ds > 0,
T

for any nonnegative, smooth function f : T x [0, A\] = R and constant ¢ € R; see equation (2.6) of
the book [65]. For bounded, measurable initial data, the existence and uniqueness of such a solution
(measurable and bounded on T x [0, A], and also continuous in ¢) is due to Kruzkov [49]; see also
Theorem 2.3.5 of [65].

Next, let us describe our results on local statistics for the stochastic six-vertex model; these
concern the large N limit of the joint distribution (in a random six-vertex ensemble sampled from P)
of the arrow configurations assigned to vertices that are in a finite neighborhood of some (X,Y) €
Cn.r. The following theorem states that these local statistics are given by the infinite-volume
translation-invariant Gibbs measures p(p) (with slope (p, cp(p))) described in Section [[.3] where p
is determined by the global limit shape Theorem [Tl In what follows, for any six-vertex ensemble
€ on a domain D, we denote by £|, the restriction of £ to some subset A C D.

Theorem 1.3. Adopt the notation and assumptions of Theorem [[L1. Fiz an integer k > 0 and
some pair (u,v) € T x (0,A) such that that (u,v) is a continuity point of G; denote G(u,v) = p.
For each integer N > 1, let Uy € T and Vi € [k + 1, L] be integers such that limy_,c0 UTN =u
and limpy_ oo VWN = .

Sample siz-vertex ensembles € = EN) on € with respect to the measure Py (bl, ba; \; z/J(N)) from
Section [L2, and F = F, on Z2 with respect to the measure u(p) from Section[I.3. Then, the law
of El[Un—k,Un +k]x [Va—k,Viy+k] converges to that of F|_p k) x[—k,k, a5 N tends to cc.

Remark 1.4. Both Theorem [[.Tland Theorem [[.3]admit analogs when the cylinder €y, is replaced
by an N x L rectangle, after fixing boundary data along its left and bottom boundaries and allowing
free boundary conditions along its top and right boundaries. In this case, the global limit is again
given by the entropy solution to the equation (I3)) (now on [0,1] x [0, \]) with specified boundary
conditions along the z-axis and y-axis. Moreover, the local statistics are given by the infinite-
volume translation-invariant Gibbs measures from Section [[.3] whose slopes are again prescribed by
the global law. It is plausible that these results can be established through similar methods as used
to show Theorem [[LT] and Theorem [I.3] but we will not pursue this here for the sake of brevity.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we first explain how to reinter-
pret the stochastic six-vertex model as an interacting particle system, and then provide monotone
and attractive couplings between several such systems.
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We next establish the limit shape result given by Theorem [Tl for the stochastic six-vertex model.
This will require understanding the limit shape of the model in the case of double-sided Bernoulli
initial data, which will in turn require a classification of the extremal, translation-invariant, sta-
tionary measures for the stochastic six-vertex model. Thus, in Section Bl we will classify all such
measures. Then, we will establish the hydrodynamical limit for the stochastic six-vertex model
with double-sided Bernoulli initial data in Section M which will be used in Section [l to prove the
limit shape Theorem [Tl for the stochastic six-vertex model with arbitrary initial data.

After this, we will establish the local statistics result Theorem In particular, we will prove
this statement in Section 6] conditional on a certain “approximate coupling” result, which will then
be shown in Section [7}

Acknowledgments. The author heartily thanks Alexei Borodin, Ivan Corwin, and Jeffrey Kuan
for enlightening discussions. The author is also grateful to the anonymous referee for helpful sug-
gestions on an earlier draft of this manuscript. This work was partially supported by the NSF
Graduate Research Fellowship under grant number DGE1144152 and NSF grant DMS-1664619.

2. MONOTONICITY AND COUPLINGS

The proofs of Theorem [[LT] and Theorem [[L3] will largely use certain monotonicity results and
couplings that we provide in this section. However, before describing them, we first in Section [2.1]
explain a way of sampling the stochastic six-vertex model on the discrete upper half-plane through
an interacting particle system. We then establish a monotonicity result for the stochastic six-vertex
model in Section Next, in Section [2.3] we recall the definition of the multi-class stochastic six-
vertex model from [51], which will be used to introduce the coupling of interest to us in Section [Z4

2.1. An Associated Particle System. In this section we provide an alternative (equivalent) def-
inition of the stochastic six-vertex model as an interacting particle system on Z, partially following
Section 2.2 of [15].

Here, we will consider the stochastic six-vertex model on the discrete upper half-plane $ =
Z x Z>( with some boundary condition ¢ = (w(x))mez € {0,1}%; let the set of six-vertex ensembles
on $) with boundary data ¢ be denoted by &,. As explained in Section[[4] any six-vertex ensemble
& € €, can be expressed through a particle configuration n = {n;(x)}, where (z,t) ranges over
$; under this notation, n:(z) is the indicator for the existence of a vertical arrow in & directed
from (z,t) to (x,t 4+ 1). As in [I5], we will view these vertical arrows as particles; the parameters
x € Z and t € Z>( will index space and time, respectively. Thus, n.(z) denotes the indicator for
the existence of a particle at location x at time ¢; arrow conservation then implies that the total
number of particles is conserved over time.

Initial data at time t = 0 for this particle system is then prescribed by the boundary data; set
no(z) = () for each x € Z. We assume for the moment that the system has finitely many particles
(this assumption will later be removed), which is equivalent to the condition that Y2 (z) < oco.
These particles will then jump according to certain stochastic dynamics, defined below.

In what follows, it will be useful to tag the particles of the model, meaning that we track their
evolution over time by indexing them based on initial position. Specifically, let the initial positions
of the particles be denoted by py = (po(—M),po(1 — M), ...,po(N)), so that there are M + N + 1
particles in the system; then, no(z) = 9¥(z) = 1,¢p, for each x € Z. We order the particles of p
such that po(—M) < po(1 — M) < --- < po(IN). The particle initially at site po(k) will be referred
to as particle k for each k € [-M, N]. For each k € Z and ¢t > 0, p;(k) will denote the position of
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particle k at time ¢t. For any ¢t € Z>¢, we set p;(i) = —oo for each i < —M and p;(i) = oo for each
i>N.

Definition 2.1. Given the locations p,_; = (p—1(—M),pi—1(1— M), ..., pi—1(N)) of all particles
at some time ¢ — 1 > 0, their locations p, = (pi(—=M),p¢(1 — M),...,p;(N)) at time ¢ are defined
according to the following stochastic procedure.

(1) Let {Xt(I)}m ¢z, and {je (x)}m ¢z, denote a sequence of mutually independent random vari-
ables, with each x¢(x) a b;-Bernoulli 0 — 1 random variable and each j;(z) chosen according
to the by-geometric distribution. Specifically, for each z € Z, we set P[x;(z) = 1] = by =
1 —P[x:(z) =0] and P[je(z) =r] = (1 — bo)by~* for any integer r > 1.

(2) Let k € [-M, N] be an integer, and assume that p;(k — 1) has been set; denote x = p;_1 (k).

(a) If py(k—1) < , then set py(k) = min {z+j(x), pr—1(k+1) } if x¢(z) = 0 and py(k) = ©
if x¢(z) = 1.
(b) If pe(k — 1) = x, then set py(k) = min {z + ji (@), ps—1(k + 1) }.

Stated alternatively, for each k € {—M,1 — M,..., N} (in that order), particle k jumps some
nonnegative number of spaces to the right, as follows. It will first decide whether to move or stay.
If particle k — 1 has not jumped onto particle k’s original position p;_1(k) = x, then particle k will
choose to stay or move with probabilities by and 1 — by, respectively; this is defined by the random
variable y¢(z). If instead particle k¥ — 1 jumped onto particle k’s original position, then particle k
cannot stay and must move. If particle £ decides to move, then it will jump to the right according
to a be-geometric distribution (given by j:(z)), ending at the time ¢ — 1 location of particle k + 1 if
it attempts to jump to the right of it.

This provides a way of sampling a random particle position sequence p = p, = (p;) = (pt(k))
under some initial data 1 = (1/)(3:)) By setting n¢(x) = 1,ep, for any (z,t) € $), this determines
a random particle configuration 7 = 1, = () = (n¢(k)), which in turn determines a random six-
vertex ensemble £ € &,. Denote the probability of selecting such an £ under this procedure by
p(€).
It is quickly observed that —oo < p;(k) < oo almost surely for each k € [-M, N] and t € Z>,
meaning that the associated vertex ensemble £ only contains finitely vertices that are not assigned
arrow configuration (0,0;0,0). Thus, the weight w(€) (recall Section [[2) of any such ensemble is
almost surely well-defined. The following proposition, which was originally observed in Section 2.2
of [15] and can quickly be verified from the above definitions, indicates that above induced measure
on &, coincides with the six-vertex measure introduced in Section

Lemma 2.2 ([I5 Section 2.2]). Under the above notation, we have that p(€) = w(€) for any
siz-vertex ensemble £ € €.

Based on the sampling procedure given by Definition 2.I] we can define the stochastic six-vertex
model with infinitely many particles through a method similar to the one implemented by Harris
[35] in the context of the ASEP on Z. More specifically, let p, = (po(k))kez denote a possibly
infinite particle position sequence on Z. For a fixed N € Zx;, the stochastic six-vertex model
p, = (pi(k)) for t € [0, N] is defined as follows.

First sample mutually independent random variables {x;(z)} and {ji(z)} for (z,t) € Z x
{1,2,..., N} as in Definition 2] We call an integer k separating if
(2.1) xt(k+t)=0 and max (je(m) +m) <k+t, foreachte[l,N].

m<k—+t
We then have the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.3. There almost surely exists a (random) doubly-infinite sequence of integers --- <
R_1 < Ry < Ry < --- such that R; is separating for each i € Z.

Proof. For each k € Z, let F(k) denote the event that k is not separating. Furthermore, for any

uw € Z and v € Z>1, define the event E(u;v) = ﬂ“Jr”Q

j—up1 F'(k) that no separating integers exist in
the interval [u + 1,u + v?]. We claim that

(2.2) P[E(wv)] <c'(1—¢)®

for some sufficiently small constant ¢ = ¢(be, N) > 0.
To that end, first define the events

Fl(k;t)_{xt(k+t)_1}u{ (je(m) +m) >k+t};

max
ktt—v<m<k-+t

Fg(k;t) = {mér]i??t(—v (]t(m) + m) >k + t} s

for any integers k € [u+ 1,u + v?] and t € [1, N]. Then, F(k) = 5, (Fi(k;t) U Fy(k;t)), so that

v N v N
(2.3) E(u;v) € () (U F(u+ iv;t)) ulJ U Fa(u+iv;e).
i=1 \t=1 i=1t=1

Observe that the events F (u+4v;¢) are mutually independent as (i, v) ranges over [1,v] x [1, N],
since F (u+iv;t) depends only on the random variables {x;(u+iv+1t)} U{ji(u+iv—v+1), ji(u+
iv—v—+t+1),...,5:(u+iv+t—1)}. Furthermore, for fixed i € [1,v], the events { Fy(u + iv;t)}
are mutually independent over ¢ € [1, N].

Using these facts, let us bound the probability of the first event on the right side of (23). To
do this, observe for any (k,t) € [u+ 1,u + v?] x [I,N] that P[x;(k + ¢) = 1] = by and that
]P[jt(k +t—m) < m} =1-0b4", for any m > 0. The independence of these events therefore implies
that P[Fy(u+iv;t)] = 1— (1 —b1) [[on_;(1—b5") < 1—cy, for some constant ¢; = c1(ba) > 0 (since
b1 < b2). Hence,

(2.4) P lﬁ <U Fl(u—i—iv;t))] < (=M.

i=1 \t=1
To bound the probability of the second event on the right side of (2.3)), observe that
(2.5)

P[Fy(utivit)] =1 [] (1—P[jt(u+w+t—m)>m}):1— I a-p <,
m=v+1 m=v+1

for some constant ca = ca(b2) < 1 and any ¢ € [1,v]. Thus, combining (Z3), 24), 3], and a
union bound yields

P[E(u;v)} <(1 —c{v)” —i—v(l —(1 —cg)N),

from which 232 follows. Thus, > .2, P[E(5%;2%)] + Y72 P[E(—5%;2%)] < oo, from which we
deduce the lemma from the Borel-Cantelli lemma. O
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Letting --- < R_1 < Ry < Ry < --- be as in Lemma[2.3] we can sample the stochastic six-vertex
model on each finite domain

D, ={(z,t) €Zx{0,1,...,N} : R +t <z < Rij1 + t}

through Definition 21l The stochastic six-vertex models on these domains D; are mutually disjoint,
since ([2)) and the dynamics described in Definition 2] together imply that any particle in [R; +
t,Ri+1 +t — 1] at time ¢ — 1 must be in the interval [R; + t + 1, R;11 + t] at time ¢. Since
Uiz i = Z x{0,1,..., N}, the union of these finite stochastic six-vertex models on the ©; yields
an infinite stochastic six-vertex model on Z x {0,1,..., N}. The particle configuration n = n; is
obtained by setting 7;(z) = 1yep, for each x € Z and t € {0,1,..., N}, from which one obtains the
associated six-vertex ensemble .

2.2. Monotonicity. In this section we establish Proposition below, which is a monotonicity
result for the stochastic six-vertex model with respect to a certain ordering on particle position se-
quences. We begin by defining this ordering on both particle configurations and position sequences.

Definition 2.4. Let n = (n(i)) € {0,1}* and { = (S(i))iez € {0, 1}% denote particle configurations
on Z. We say that n > & (or equivalently that £ < n) if n(i) > £(4) for each i € Z. Furthermore, if
p= (p(k)) and q = (q(k)) denote two sequences of particle positions on Z, then we say that p > q
(or equivalently that q < p) if p(k) > gq(k) for each k.

Remark 2.5. If n and & are two particle configurations associated with two sequences p and q of
particle positions, respectively, then n > ¢ has no direct implication on whether p > q.

The following proposition now states that the stochastic six-vertex model preserves ordering with
respect to particle position sequences, in a certain sense. We refer to this as monotonicity.

Proposition 2.6. Let p, = (po(k)) and qq = (qo(k)) denote two finite particle position sequences
such that py > qg. Also let p, = (p,)i>0 and q, = (q,)1>0 denote the stochastic siz-vertex models
run with initial data py and qq, respectively. Then it is possible to couple the laws of p, and q; so
that p, > q, almost surely for each integer t > 0.

Proof. Tt suffices to establish this proposition when ¢ = 1, for then the result would follow from
induction on ¢ and the Markov property of the stochastic six-vertex model. Thus, let us assume that
t = 0 and first exhibit this coupling when p, and q,, differ in one site. Letting q, = (qo(—M), qo(1—
M), ..., qO(N)) and p, = (po(—M),po(l—M), . ,pO(N)), this means that there exists some integer
k € [-M, N] such that po(i) = go(¢) for all i € [-M, N]\ {k} and po(k) = qo(k) + 1.

To that end, let {x(k)} pez and {i(k)} yez denote sequences of mutually independent random
variables, with each y (k) a b;-Bernoulli 0 — 1 random variable and each j(k) chosen according to
the ba-geometric distribution (as in Definition [ZT]). Using these random variables, we can sample
p1(i) and ¢q(¢) for each ¢ < k—1 through a procedure similar to the one described by Definition 2]
except where we index the randomness by particle number instead of by site.

More specifically, for any i < k — 1, the following explains how to sample p;(i) assuming that
p1(i — 1) has been set; here, we let z = po(i).

(1) If p1(i — 1) < =, then set p1(i) = min {z + j(i), po(i + 1)} if x(i) = 0 and p1(i) = z if

x(i) = 1.
(2) If po(i — 1) = =, then set py(i) = min {x + j(x),po(i + 1) }.
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We use the same procedure to sample ¢;(i) when ¢ < k — 1. In particular, since the same
randomness (given by the x(7) and j(¢)) is used to sample p;(¢) and ¢1(¢), and since po(m) = go(m)
for each m < k — 1, we have that p1(i) = ¢1(4) for each i < k — 1 under this coupling.

The locations pi(k — 1), g1(k — 1), p1(k), and ¢1 (k) will be sampled slightly differently. Once
again, the procedure below is described only for p, but we use the same one for q. In what follows,
we let x = po(k —1).

(1) If x(k—1) = 1 and po(k — 2) < z, then set pl(k - 1) = z. In this case, further set
pi(k) = po(k) if x(k) = 1 and set pi (k) = max {po(k) + j(k), po(k + 1)} if x(k) = 0.
(2) Assume instead that x(k —1) =0 or po(k —2) =z
(a) If o+ j(k — 1) < po(k), then set p1(k — 1) = =+ j(k — 1). Further set p1(k) = po(k) if
x(k) =1, and set p1 (k) = min {po(k) + j(k),po(k + 1)} if x(k) = 0.
(b) If po(k) < z+j(k—1) < po(k+1), then set p1 (k—1) = po(k) and p; (k) = z+j(k—1)+1
() fxz+jk—1)>po(k+1), then set p1(k — 1) = po(k) and p1(k) = po(k + 1).

Thus, if particle £ — 1 does not attempt to jump to or past po(k), then particles k — 1 and
k are sampled individually, as before. Otherwise, the new locations of the particles are sampled
simultaneously, according to the randomness given by j(k — 1).

Next, for ¢ > k, we sample the locations p1(7) and g1 (7) as described above in the case i < k — 1.
Although this procedure is different from the one given by Definition 27T} one can quickly verify
that it samples a particle position sequence according to the stochastic six-vertex measure from
Section (as in Lemma [27)).

Thus, this provides a coupling between p; and q;. We claim under this coupling that p; > q;
almost surely, to which end we must show that p1(i) > ¢1(¢) for each i € Z. It was observed above
that p1 (i) = ¢1(¢) when i < k— 1, that is, p; and q; coincide to the left of their (k — 1)-th particles.

Let us now verify the claim when i = k — 1. To that end, first assume that x(k — 1) = 1 and
qa(k—2)=pi1(k—2) <po(k—1) = qo(k — 1). Then, the (k — 1)th particles of p, and q, do not
move, and so q1(k — 1) = qo(k — 1) = po(k — 1) = p1(k — 1). If instead either x(k — 1) = 0 or
q1(k—2)=p1(k—2) =po(k—1) = qo(k—1), then the (k—1)-th particles of p, and qO jump, and we
have that q1(k—1) = max {qo(k—1)+j(k—1),q0(k) } <max {po(k—1)+j(k—1),po(k)} = p1(k—1).
Thus, in either case, p1(k — 1) > q1(k — 1).

Next we analyze when ¢ = k. First, suppose that qo(k — 1) + j(k — 1) < go(k), so that the
(k — 1)-th particle of g, does not attempt to jump at or to the right of go(k). Then either x(k) =1,
in which case the k-th particles of p, and q, do not jump and ¢ (k) = qo(k) < po(k) = p1(k),
or x(k) = 0, in which case the k-th particles of q, and p, both jump and part 2(a) of the above
coupling yields g1 (k) = max {go(k) + j(k), go(k + 1)} < max {po(k) + j(k), po(k + 1)} = pa(k).

Next suppose that go(k — 1) + j(k — 1) > qo(k + 1), that is, the (k — 1)-th particle of q
attempts to jump at or to the right of go(k + 1). Then, the same holds for p, (namely, po(k — 1) +
jlk—1) > po(k + 1)), and so part 2(c) of the above coupling applied to both p, and q, implies
a1(k) = qo(k + 1) = po(k + 1) = p1(k).

Now, assume that go(k) < go(k—1)+j(k—1) < go(k+1). Then, there are two cases to consider.
The first is if go(k — 1) + j(k — 1) > qo(k), that is, the (k — 1)-th particle of q, attempts to jump
to the right of go(k). Then, the same holds for p, (namely, po(k — 1) + j(k — 1) > po(k)), and so
part 2(b) of the above coupling applied to both p, and q, yields ¢1 (k) = qo(k—1)+j(k—1)+1=
po(k—1)+j(k—1)+1 = p1(k). The second is if qo(k—1)+j(k—1) = qo(k), in which case part 2(b)
of the above coupling (applied to q,) implies ¢1 (k) = go(k — 1) + j(k — 1) + 1 = qo(k) + 1 = po (k).
Since po(k) < p1(k), this implies that ¢1 (k) < p1(k), thereby confirming the claim when i = k.
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Next suppose that ¢ > k. If x(i) =1 and ¢1(i — 1) < go(%), then the i-th particle of q, does not
jump, and so ¢1 (i) = qo(i) = po(7) < p1(2). W either x(i) = 0or g1 (i—1) = qo(4), then either x(¢) =0
or p1(i—1) = po(i) (since po(i) = qo(%) and p1(i — 1) > g1 (i —1)). Thus, the i-th particles of p, and
qo both jump, and so g1 (i) = max {qo(i) + j(), qo(i + 1)} = max {po(i) + 7 (i), po(i + 1)} = p1 (7).
This confirms the existence of the claimed coupling when p, and q differ in one site.

If py and q do not differ in one site, then let p, = (po(—M),po(1 — M),...,po(N)) and
a0 = (q(=U),q1(1 = U),...,qo(V)). Further set po(i) = —oo if i < —M; po(i) = oo if i > N;
q(i) = —o0 if ¢ < =U; and qo(i) = oo if i < V. There then exists a doubly infinite sequence
sequence - - - < riY < réo) < r((Jl), ... of particle position sequences on Z U {—o00, 0o} such that the
following two statements hold.

1) For each i € Z, r'? and r{""Y are either equal or differ in one site.
0 0
(2) We have that limy_, ré_k) = q, and limy_, r((Jk) = Py

For each i € Z, let rgi) denote the stochastic six-vertex model with initial data réi), run for

one time step. The above yields a coupling between (rgi),rgiﬂ)) such that rgi) < r0*D almost

surely for each i; these induce couplings between (r(fk), rgk)) for each £ > 0 such that rgfk) < rgk)
almost surely. By letting & tend to co, the compactness of the set of particle position sequences on

Z U {—00, 00} yields a coupling between p; and q; such that p; > q; almost surely. O

2.3. Multi-Class Stochastic Six-Vertex Model. In this section we recall the definition of a
multi-class variant of the stochastic six-vertex model, as it will be useful later to introduce couplings
in Section 2.4l This model arises as the spin % case of the stochastic U, (;[n_l,_l) vertex models, which
were originally introduced in [I2] [37] and also studied in a number of recent works [511, 18], 50} [4].
Throughout this section, we fix integers ¢ > 0 and n > 1.

For simplicity, we will only define this model on a single row R = R; = Z x {t} C 9, but its
definition on other domains is entirely analogous. We first require the notion of a multi-class arrow
configuration. Analogous to arrow configurations from Section[[.2] a multi-class arrow configuration
is a quadruple (i1, 71; 42, j2) with 41, j1,42,j2 € {1,2,...,n} U {00} such that we have the equality
of (unordered) sets {i1,71} = {i2,72}-

We view the labels {1,2,...,n}U{co} as classes, and we view the quadruple (i1, j1; 42, j2) as an
assignment of labeled arrows to a vertex v € 3. More specifically, i; and j; denote the classes of
the incoming vertical and horizontal arrows at v, respectively, and io and jo denote the classes of
the outgoing vertical and horizontal arrows at v; see Figure 2l The equality {i1,j1} = {i2,j2} is
again a form of arrow conservation. Thus, each edge along, entering, or exiting R is assigned some
class; it will be useful to view the class co as denoting the absence of an arrow.

A multi-class (or higher rank) siz-vertex ensemble on R is an assignment of multi-class arrow con-
figurations to each vertex of R in such a way that neighboring arrow configurations are consistent;
this means that there is an arrow of class r € {1,2,...,n} U{oo} to (z + 1,t) in the configuration
at (z,t) if and only if there is one of class r from (z,t) in the configuration at (x + 1,t). These
arrows then form up-right directed paths (each of which has a class) on R that emanate vertically
from the line y = ¢ — 1 and exit R vertically through the line y = t + 1; see Figure Bl for an example.

A boundary condition is given by a sequence 1 = (¢(z)) € {0,1,...,n}%; here, (z) = r €
{1,2,...,n} means that an arrow of class r enters §) vertically through (z,¢ — 1), and ¢(z) = 0
means that no arrow (or, equivalently, one of class co) enters through (z,¢ — 1). We (temporarily)
assume that 02 9 (z) < oo, that is, the ensemble consists of only finitely many paths.
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RN R SRR

(d30,3) | Gisd i) | (6,550,5) | (G,355,8) | (6,455,8) | (4,954, 9)
1 1 b1 b2 1—b1 1_b2

FIGURE 2. The top row in the chart depicts arrow configurations at vertices
in the multi-class stochastic six-vertex model; the bottom row shows the corre-
sponding probabilities. Here, the solid and dashed arrows correspond to classes
i,7 € {1,...,n} U{oo}, respectively, satisfying i < j.

We once again assign vertex weights to multi-class arrow configurations by setting
(2.6)
w(2727272):17 w(ivj;iaj):bl; w(jui;jvi):b% w(iaj;jui)zl_bl; w(jui;iuj)zl_b%
for any 4,5 € {1,2,...,n}U{oco}, where we assume that i < j for the last four equalities in (Z0]). If
(i1, 71; %2, j2) is not of the above form, then we set w(iy, j1;i2, j2) = 0; see Figure 2l for a depiction.

Remark 2.7. Observe that the weights (2.6) are similar to those (II]) of the original stochastic
six-vertex model. In particular, in the multi-class setting, lower class arrows view higher class ones
as non-existent.

As in Section [[2] we view w(i1, j1;i2,j2) as the weight of a vertex with arrow configuration
(i1,71; %2, j2). Any multi-class six-vertex ensemble £ on R is assigned a weight w(€) equal to the
product of the weights of all of its vertices. For a finite boundary condition 1, we define the multi-
class stochastic siz-vertex model on R as a probability measure on the set € = &, of multi-class
six-vertex ensembles on PR with boundary condition 1 such that the probability assigned to any
£ € € is equal to w(€). The stochasticity of the weights (2.6) ensures that ) .., w(€) = 1.

Remark 2.8. Let m € [1,n] be an integer. By Remark [Z77] there is an concatenation procedure that
degenerates an n-class stochastic six-vertex model to an m-class one. Specifically, let 0 = jg < j1 <
J2 < -+ < Jm < n be integers; and consider the multi-class six-vertex model described above but
where each arrow of class r € [j;—1 + 1, j;] is replaced with one of class i for every ¢ € [1,m], and
each arrow of class r € [j,, + 1, oo] replaced by one of class oo. This produces a measure on m-class
six-vertex ensembles that, by Remark 2.7l coincides with the m-class stochastic six-vertex model.

As in Section 4] we can associate a particle configuration n = (1, (z)) (where (z,y) ranges over
Z x {t — 1,t}) to a multi-class six-vertex ensemble & € €. Specifically, if the arrow from (z,y) to
(x,y+1) is assigned some class r € {1,2,...,n} in &, then we set n,(z) = r. If this arrow is instead
assigned class oo, then we set 7, (z) = 0. Observe that (z) = n,—1(z) for each z € Z.

Similarly to in Section [ZI] we may view a vertical arrow of class r € {1,2,...,n} directed from
(z,s) to (z,s+1) in a multi-class six-vertex ensemble as a particle of class r at location = and time
s. In this way, a multi-class stochastic six-vertex model on R can be viewed as one time step of an
interacting particle system on Z represented by a sequence p = (p(T)) of particle positions. Here,
r ranges over the classes {1,2,...,n}, and p(") = (pgr)) = (pgr)(—MT),pgr)(l - M,),... ,pgr)(Nr))
denotes the tagged positions of the class r particles in the system, which are ordered so that
(=M, < p(1=M,) < - < p{" (N,). We also set pi” (i) = —oo for i < —M, and p{"”) (i) = oo
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FIGURE 3. An example of a multi-class six-vertex ensemble on R is depicted
above in the case n = 2. The solid, dashed, and dotted edges correspond to classes
1, 2, and oo, respectively.

for i > N,; it will further be convenient to set pgo) to be empty for s € {t — 1,t}. Observe that

m—1(x) =Y(x) isequal tor € {1,2,...,n} if z € p((f) and is equal to 0 otherwise.
Given the initial data p,_; = (p,@l), we can sample p, = (pgr)) by having the particles in p,_;
jump according to the following stochastic dynamics. Observe under these dynamics that particles

of lower class move first, ignoring all particles of higher class.

1) For each r € {1,2,...,n} and = € Z, let (")(z)} and {5 (2)} denote mutually inde-
( X J y
pendent random variables, with each x(")(z) a b;-Bernoulli 0 — 1 random variable and each

4 (z) chosen according to the bj-geometric distribution (as in Definition 2.I)).

(2) Now let r € {1,2,...,n} denote a class; assume that pgm) has been defined for each integer

m € [0,r — 1], and that pgr)(k — 1) has been defined for some integer k € [—M,, N,|. Stated
alternatively, the time ¢ location of each particle of class lower than r has been set, as has
that of the (k — 1)-th particle of class 7.

We will explain how to define the location of the k-th particle of class r, py)(k); let x =
pgr_)l(k) denote the particle’s original position, and abbreviate x = x(")(z) and j = ) (z).
This particle will first choose to either move or stay, as follows.

(a) It stays if there exists some m € {1,2,...,r — 1} and i € Z such that pgini(z) <z<

pgm) (1), that is, if there exists a particle of class lower than r that jumped from the
left to the right of . See the x = 3 coordinate of Figure [3] for an example.
(b) It moves if © € U:n_:lo p,E’”’ U {pt(k: — 1)}, that is, if a particle has already jumped to
site x. See the z =4 and x = 5 coordinates of Figure Bl for examples.
(¢) Excluding the above two events, it stays if x = 1 and moves if y = 0. Stated alterna-
tively, it will otherwise stay or move with probabilities by and 1 — by, respectively.
(3) If the particle stays, then set p{") (k) = x.
(4) If the particle moves, then define the following quantities.
(a) Let U € Z denote the minimal integer with U > x such that there exist integers
m € [1,r — 1] and ¢ € Z such that pgini(z) =U < pgm)(i). Stated alternatively, U
denotes the original location of the leftmost particle to the right of x that is of class
less than r and that decided to move.
(b) Let V € Z denote the minimal integer with V' > x such that there exist 1, x2,...,z; €
Z satisfying < x1 < x93 < --- < x&; = V such, for each h € [1, j], there do not exist
m € [1,r — 1] and k € Z for which pgr_nz (k) =z, = pgm)(k). Stated alternatively, V
denotes where the k-th particle of class 7 would end if it jumped j spaces to the right,
skipping over any particles of lower class that decided to stay.



18 AMOL AGGARWAL

Now set pgr)(k) = min {U,V,p—1(k + 1)}. Stated alternatively, the particle jumps to
the right according to a ba-geometric distribution, skipping any particles of lower class that
decided to stay, but neither passing the (k + 1)-th particle of class r nor any particles of
lower class that decided to move.

This provides a way of sampling a random multi-class particle position sequence p = (pgT)) =

(pi”(k)) under some initial data ¢ = (@[J(T)(x)). From this, one obtains a random multi-class
particle configuration n = n, = (ns) = (ns(k)), which in turn determines a random multi-class
six-vertex ensemble £ € €,.,. Denote the probability of selecting such an £ under this procedure
by q(&).

The following proposition, which is similar to Lemma 2.2] indicates that above induced measure
on €., coincides with the multi-class six-vertex measure introduced above. Its proof is a quick
consequence of the previous definitions and is therefore omitted.

Proposition 2.9. Under the above notation, we have that q(€) = w(E) for any multi-class six-
vertex ensemble £ € Ey.p.

Through a similar procedure as explained in Section 2.1 one can also define the multi-class
stochastic six-vertex model in the case of infinitely many particles; for brevity, we will not describe
this in detail here.

We conclude this section with the following lemma that bounds the speed of a tagged particle in
a multi-class stochastic six-vertex model.

Lemma 2.10. Under the above notation, we have that P[pgr)(k) - p,@l (k) > v] < by, for any
integers v,t > 0; v € [1,n]; and k € [-M,., N,].

Proof. Let us abbreviate X, = pgr)(k), for each s € {t — 1,¢t}. Consider the event F' = F,, on which
Xt — X¢—1 > v. If m > 0 denotes the number of lower class particles (that is, with class between 1
and 7 — 1) in the interval [X; + 1, X; + v — 1] then, in order for F, to have occurred, each of these m
particles must not have moved and X; must have attempted to jump to the right by at least v —m
spaces. These events are independent; the former and latter occur with probabilities at most b7"
and by~ "1 respectively. Thus, the lemma follows from the fact that b; < bs. |

Remark 2.11. Tt can quickly by verified (through an entirely analogous proof) that Lemma 210
also holds for the multi-class stochastic six-vertex model on a cylinder, instead of on the upper
half-plane.

2.4. Coupling. In this section we describe a coupling that will be used in the proofs of Theorem [Tl
and Theorem [[.3} this will partly proceed through the multi-class stochastic six-vertex model of
Section 2231

Fix an integer n > 1. Let us describe a coupling, which we refer to as the higher rank (or

multi-class) coupling, that couples 2n stochastic six-vertex models. More specifically, let n(()m) =

(ném) (z)) € {0,1}* and §Om) = (fom) (z)) € {0,1}%, for each m € {1,2,...n}, denote 2n particle

configurations on Z; assume that néi) < n(gj ) and 5((;) < féj ) for 1 <4 < j < n. Denote the particle

position sequences associated with n(()m) and {ém) by pgm) = (pém)(k)) and qgm) = (q(()m)(k)) for

each m € [1,n)], respectively. Let p(™) = (pgm)) = (pgm)(k)) and q(™) = (qgm)) = (qim)(k)) denote

stochastic six-vertex models run with initial data p((Jm) and qém), respectively. We will couple these

models as follows.
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Suppose that each of the pt 1 and qg 1) have been jointly defined for some integer ¢t > 1; we will

then explain how to sample each of the pg ™) and qgm) To that end, let the particle configurations
m)

(m) (m)

assomated with each p;_;] and q;_ and §t 1, respectively; assume that nt(l)l < 17(] ) and

5(1 < gt ; for each 1 <4 < j <n. For convenience, define n,Ql and §t71 to be the configurations

(n+1

be 7,

with no particles, and define ,_; *’ and §tn+1) to be the configurations that have a particle at every

integer site.

Definition 2.12. We will first assign a class, which is an integer in {1,2,...,2n}, to every particle

in each of the n{™) and £}, as follows.

(1) Any particle in (77 \77(1 1)) (gt(i)l\gt(ijl)) is assigned class i+j—1, for each i, j € [1,n+1]

with (¢,7) # (n+1, n+1)

(2) Any particle in n,g )1 077(]) is assigned the same class in n,g )1 and in nt 1, for each 4, j € [1,n];

the same statement holds if 7 is replaced by &.
Example 2.13. If n = 1 and we abbreviate n,—; = nt(i)l and &1 = {t(i)l, then each particle of
Ne—1 N &1 is of class 1, while each particle in ;1 \ &1 or &—1 \ n:—1 is of class 2.
For any integers m € [1,n] and r € [1,2n], let p!” 1)T = (pfe 1)T(k)) and quE;T = (pgmf (k)

denote the respective particle position sequences for the class r particles in nt(’_”f and ft_l, respec-

tively. Now we can define the following procedure that jointly couples the 2n stochastic six-vertex
models p(™ and q(™ for one time step.
(m)

tr

(m) (gi (m) (m)

Definition 2.14. Sample each p;,,’ and qy,’ (given p,_i, and q;_j,,.) according to the same

dynamics as explained in Section ZZ3] under which the random variables {x(")(z)} and {j("(k)}
are coupled across all 2n multi-class stochastic six-vertex models. Applying the m = 1 case of the
concatenation procedure explained in Remark to each of these 2n multi-class models induces a
coupling between the original 2n stochastic six-vertex particle configurations pgm) and q,E’”’. We
refer to this as the higher rank coupling.

Remark 2.15. In most cases of interest to us, we will couple n+ 1 (and not 2n) stochastic six-vertex
models, given by 7, and §t(m) for m € {1,2,...,n}. This can be viewed as a special case of the
above framework, where we set nt(l) = and nt(m) to be empty for m € {2,3,...,n}.

Observe in this case that the class of a particle not in 7;_; determines which 5157_”1) it lies in.

It follows from Definition 2.T4] that this coupling is attractive, meaning that a pair of particles
in two different stochastic six-vertex models that are coupled at time ¢ — 1 remain coupled at time
t. In particular, this implies that nt(i) < nt(j) and ft(i) < §t(j) if 1 <4 < j < mn, which allows us to
repeat the sampling described above for larger values of . This produces a simultaneous coupling
of all 2n models (™ and £(™ for all finite times.

Remark 2.16. We should clarify that each particle is re-assigned its class at each time step under
this procedure, that is, the class of a particle can change over time. However, we can still track
the trajectory of each particle in any of the 2n models. It is quickly verified that the class of any
particle tagged in this way is always non-increasing over time, and that it decreases only if the
particle couples with another one.
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We can now quickly use the higher rank coupling to derive estimates on the behavior of discrep-
ancies between two coupled stochastic six-vertex models. In particular, we establish the following
proposition indicating that the speed of such discrepancies is bounded with high probability.

Proposition 2.17. There exists a constant ¢ = c(bz) > 0 such that the following holds. Let
p= (pt(k)) and q = (qt(kz)) denote particle position sequences for two stochastic siz-vertex models,
which are coupled under the higher rank coupling of Definition[2.17)

Let M,N,R > 0 denote integers. Assume that po(k) = qo(k) for each k € Z such that either
po(k) € [-N, N] or qo(k) € [-N, N]; also assume that B = N — % — R > 0. Let E denote the

event on which there exists some (j,t) € Zx[0, M| for which p:(j) # q:(j) and either p;(j) € [-R, N]
or q;(j) € [-R, N]. Then, P[E] < ¢ e ¢(M+B),

Proof. Let X; and Y; denote the positions of the rightmost second-class particles in p, and q,
(under the higher rank coupling) originally at time 0 to the left of site N + 1, respectively. Since
po N [—N, N] = q,N[—N, NJ], we have that Xy, Yy < —N. Observe from Lemma [ZT0 that

(2.7)  PX,—X, 1>k <bl7!, and P[Y;-Y,_; >k <bi! for each integer k > 1.

Since the jumps {X; — X;_1} are mutually independent, a large deviations estimate for sums of
independent geometric random variables yields a constant ¢ = ¢(bg) > 0 such that

2t
(2.8) P X = Xo > - +k| <e R for any integers t, k > 0,

— b2
and similarly for Y; — Yj.
Now, on the event E, we must have that max;<;<m{X; — Xo,Y; — Yo} > N — R. In view of (Z8)
and a union bound, this occurs with probability at most 2Me~“(M+5)  The lemma then follows
from decreasing c if necessary. O

3. CLASSIFICATION OF TRANSLATION-INVARIANT STATIONARY MEASURES

In this section we classify the translation-invariant stationary measures for the stochastic six-
vertex model; the analogous result for the ASEP was shown by Liggett in [54]. We first state the
classification result in Section [3.1] and then we establish it in Section

3.1. Translation-Invariant Stationary Measures. In this section we state a classification result
for the translation-invariant and stationary measures of the stochastic six-vertex model, given by
Theorem below (which will be established in Section B2]). We begin by defining operators
M, and G, that act on the space of probability measures on sets of particle configurations; the
first essentially applies the stochastic six-vertex model for one time step, and the second is a shift
operator.

Definition 3.1. Let u denote a probability measure on the set of particle configurations on Z, that
is, on {0, 1}Z. For each integer ¢t > 0, let M, u denote the probability measure on {0, 1}Z defined as
follows. Let no = (no(x)) € {0,1}* denote a (random) particle configuration sampled from p, and
run the stochastic six-vertex model n = (ns(x)) with initial data given by ny. Then, 91 denotes
the law of the particle configuration 7, = (n:()) of the model at time ¢.

Definition 3.2. For any m € Z and particle configuration = (n(z)) € {0,1}%, let &,,n =
(Gmn(w)) € {0,1}% denote the particle configuration obtained by shifting 7 to the left by m, that
is, by setting &,,n(x) = n(xz + m) for each x € Z. Then, &,, induces an operator on the space of
measures on {0, 1}Z.
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Remark 3.3. For any t € Z>( and m € Z, we have that 9 = (9M;)* and S,,, = (&1)™. Further-
more, NM; and &, commute.

Now we can define translation-invariant, stationary, and extremal measures for the stochastic
six-vertex model.

Definition 3.4. Let P = ?({0,1}%) denote the space of probability measures on {0,1}*. We say
that an element p € P is translation-invariant if S, = p for any m € Z, and that it is stationary
if My = p for any t € Z>g. Denote the sets of translation-invariant and stationary measures by
T C P and 8 C P, respectively.

We furthermore call p extremal if, for any decomposition p = pui + (1 — p)ug with pi, us € P
and p € (0,1), we have that u; = p = po.

Example 3.5. Fix p € [0,1], and let T = T® € P({0,1}%) denote the product p-Bernoulli
measure on {0,1}%; in particular, if n = (n(z)) € {0,1}” is sampled under Y, then E[n(z)] = p for
any = € Z. Then, one can quickly verify that T is translation-invariant and extremal.

Furthermore, observe that T defines the distribution of the particle configuration at time ¢ = 0
associated with a six-vertex ensemble sampled from the infinite-volume translation-invariant Gibbs
measure u(p) from Section The translation-invariance (with respect to vertical shifts) of this
measure implies that T is stationary. Thus, T € TN 8 and is extremal.

The following theorem indicates that the measures from Example constitute all extremal
elements of TN 8. Its proof will be given in Section below.

Theorem 3.6. If u € TNS§ is extremal, then = Y (from Example[33) for some p € [0,1].

3.2. Proof of Theorem In this section we establish Theorem [3.6] whose proof will be partially
based on the framework introduced by Liggett to establish Theorem 1.1 of [54]. To that end, for any
finite interval I C Z and two particle configurations n = (n(z)) € {0,1}% and ¢ = (£(z)) € {0,1}%,
we first define

(3.1) R0 &) =1- [T (1= @)@ (1= nw) (1 - &@)).

x,yel

Observe in particular that either the (z,y) or (y,«) term of the product on the right side of ([B.1)
is equal to 0 if and only if (n(x), n(y); €(2),£(y)) = (1,00, 1) or (n(x), ny); E(),£(y)) = (0,1:1,0).
Thus, R(I;n,£) = 0 if n and & are ordered on I, meaning that n|; > &|; or n|; < &|;, where n|;
and |7 denote the restrictions of n and £ to I, respectively; this is equivalent to the statement that
either 7(i) > £(7) for each i € I or n(i) < £(i) for each ¢ € I. Otherwise, R(I;n,§) = 1.

Now we can state the following proposition, which is similar to Lemma 2.2 of [46] (see also
the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [54]) and implies that suitably coupled stochastic six-vertex models are
typically ordered on intervals that are not too large.

Proposition 3.7. There exists a constant C = C(b1,b2) > 1 such that the following holds. Let
k,n,M,N > 1 be integers, and let no = (no(x)) € {0,1}* and §0m) = ({ém)(x)) € {0,1}2 for each
m € {1,2,...,n} denote particle configurations on Z. Assume that no(x) =0 = {ém) (x) for any
|| > N and m € {1,2,...,n}, and that §éi) < §éj) for any integers 1 <i < j < mn.

Let ny and §tm) denote stochastic six-vertex models with initial data ng and §((Jm), respectively,

which are mutually coupled under the higher rank coupling of Definition [2.17] (recall Remark[2.13).
Also let T be a set of of pairwise disjoint intervals such that\J;.; I = Z and |I| =k for each I € T.
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Then,

n

MZ_I Z ZE{R(I; m,ﬁﬁm))} < C*nN.

t=0 m=1I1€Z
Proof. In view of Definition 2.14] and the m = 1 case of the concatenation procedure for the multi-
class stochastic six-vertex model described in Remark 2.8 it suffices to address the n = 1 case of
this proposition. Thus, assume that n = 1, and abbreviate & = 5151); we will show that

M-1
(32) Z ZE[R(I;nt7§t)] < C*N.

t=0 IeZ

For any finite particle configurations n = (n(z)) € {0,1}* and £ = (£(z)) € {0,1}%, define
F0,6) =" |n(x) — &)

TEL

Then, the attractivity of the higher rank coupling implies that f(n;, &) is non-increasing in t.
Thus, since 7; and & each have at most 2N 4 1 < 3N particles for any ¢ > 0, it follows that

(3.3) f(n0,&0) = f(naa, €nr) < f(no,&0) < 6N.

Now, let g(t) = f(m-1,&—-1) — f(n,&) > 0 for each integer ¢ € [1,M]. We claim that there
exists a constant ¢ = ¢(by, by) > 0 for which

(3.4) Elg(t)] > &Y E[RI;m-1,&-1)]-

IeT

Then, (3:2) would follow from [B.3]) and (B4).

To establish ([B4), let t € [1, M] and I = [u,v] € Z denote an integer and interval, respectively;
recall the assignment of classes from Definition 2.12] (and Example 213} in our setting). Let E(I;t)
denote the event that there exists uncoupled (class 2) particles in 7,1 NI and &_1 NI that become
coupled (first class) at time t. Then, g(t) > > ;.7 1g(1;), so that

(3.5) Elg(t)] > > P[E(I;t)].

Iez

Now let us restrict to the event that R(I;n:—1,&—1) = 1. Then, there exist x,y € I such that
Mm—1(z) =1 =¢&-1(y) and mi—1(y) = 0 = &_1(x); these particles at sites z and y are uncoupled (of
class 2) at time ¢ — 1. We may assume that = < y and that there is no z € [x + 1,y — 1] for which
n(z) #&(z2).

Define the event F'(I;t) on which the following hold. In the below, we recall the notation defining
the dynamics of the multi-class stochastic six-vertex model from Section

(1) For any z < z, we have that jt(l)(z) +z <z
2) We have that x\"(2) = 1 for each z € [z,y] and that y{" (y + 1) = 0.
) We have that XEQ)(x) =0= X,EQ)(y).
) Letting h < k denote the number of coupled (class 1) particles in 1 and ¢ in the interval

[z + 1,y — 1], we have that j§2)(:v) =y—xz—h+1and jt(z)(y) =1

Observe that, on F'(I;t), the uncoupled particles at locations  and y in 7;—1 and &_1, respec-
tively, couple at time ¢. Indeed, the first and second conditions above imply that no first class

(
3
(4
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particles in 7—1 ([z+ 1,y —1]) = &—1([z+ 1,y — 1]) move; the second, third, and fourth then imply
that the second class particles at n;—1(x) and &_1(y) both move to site y + 1 at time ¢.

Thus, 15,1 > R(;mt-1,8-1)1F(14). Furthermore, since the four events described above are
mutually independent, it can quickly be deduced that P[F(I; t) ’R(I; Ne—1,&—1) = 1] > c*, for some
constant ¢ = ¢(by,b2) > 0. Thus,

P[E(I;t)] > P[F(I;t)|R(I; ne—1, &—1) = 1| E[R(L;me—1,&-1)] = FR[R(I; o1, &-1)]s
which by (B3] implies (34). As explained earlier, this yields the proposition. a

We next require the following definition, which provides stationary, translation-invariant, and
extremal measures for the dynamics of the coupled process of two stochastic six-vertex models; it
is analogous to Definition 341

Definition 3.8. Denote by P({0,1}% x {0,1}%) the space of probability measures on {0,1}% x
{0,1}%. Let v € P({0,1}* x {0,1}%), and let (no, &) denote a pair of (random) particle configura-
tions on Z sampled with respect to v. Let ns and s denote stochastic six-vertex models with initial
data 1y and &, respectively, coupled under the higher rank coupling of Definition 2.141

The measure v is stationary with respect to the higher rank coupling if the joint law of (n:,&:)
is equal to that of (ng,&o) for any t € Z>o, and it is translation-invariant if the joint law of
((‘5m770, Gmﬁo) is equal to that of (g, &) for any m € Z. We further call v extremal if, for any
vi,v2 € P({0,1}7 x {0,1}%) and p € (0,1) such that v = pry + (1 — p)va, we have that v1 = v = vs.

We next deduce the following corollary, which states that coupled translation-invariant stationary
measures on particle configurations can be ordered in a certain sense.

Corollary 3.9. Let v denote a probability measure on {0,1}2 x {0,1}% that is translation-invariant
and stationary with respect to the higher rank coupling. If (n,€) is a random pair of particle
configurations sampled under v, then P[{n > ¢ U{¢ > n}] = 1.

Proof. Denote ng =n = (no(z)) € {0,1}* and & = & = (& (z)) € {0,1}%. For any integer N > 1,
define the particle configurations n(SN) = (néN) (:r)) and SéN) = ( ((JN) (:r)) by setting

(3.6) V(@) = no@p<n; (@) = &NV @)1 <,

for any x € Z. Let ugN) and ugN) denote the laws of n((JN) and uéN), respectively; they are coupled

with p1 and po, respectively, through (3.4)).

Further let n, nt( g 5,5, and §t(N) denote the stochastic six-vertex models with initial data given
by no, 170 , 50, and §0 , respectively, coupled through (B8] at time 0 and through the n = 2 case
of the higher rank coupling of Definition Z14] for times ¢ > 1 For any t N 6 Z>1, let Vt(N) denote
the joint law of (nt,nt(N)ft,ét(N)) € ({o, 1}2)4. Define *yt =1 ZS OI/S , for any t, N € Z>y;
observe that the marginal of *yt(N) on the first and third components yields v, due to the stationarity
of v with respect to the higher rank coupling.

Now let M € Z>1; define k = L(log N)1/2J; and let Z denote a partition of Z into (pairwise

disjoint) intervals such that |I| = k for each I € Z. Then, Proposition [3.7] yields the existence of a
constant C' = C(by,b2) > 1 such that

(3.7) S E, <N>{ ) §N>)} < CM~IN3/2,
IeT
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Furthermore Proposition 217 implies the existence of a constant ¢ = ¢(bz) > 0 such that the
following holds if M = |c¢N|. With probability at least 1 —c~te =M we have that n;(z) = n,EN)(x)
and & (z) = §§N)(x) for each |z| < M and ¢ € [1, M]. Combining this with (87, the fact that
R(I;n,€) <1, and a Markov estimate yields after increasing C' if necessary that

> E[R(I;n,€)] < CN'VZ 4 3eNe oM,
1€z
IC[—¢cN,cN]

Thus, the translation-invariance of vys and the facts that k = L(log N)Y 2J and that there are at

most BCkN intervals I € 7 such that I C [—cN, ¢N] together imply that

P, [R([=m,ml;n,€) = 1] < Cllog N)/2N 12 4 Ce™N/©,

k

5, after increasing C' = C(by, b2) if necessary. Recalling the definition (3.1]) of

for any integer m <
R, it follows that

P, [{n> €t u{e=n}] = lim P, [R([—m,m]in,€) =0 =1,
from which we deduce the corollary. O

Next, we require the following lemma; its proof is very similar to that of Lemma 2.3 of [64] and
is therefore omitted.

Lemma 3.10 ([564, Lemma 2.3|). Let u1,pu2 € TN 8 denote two extremal, translation-invariant,
stationary probability measures on {0,1}%. Then, there exists a coupling v € P({0,1}* x {0,1}%)
between py and o that is extremal, translation-invariant, and stationary with respect to the higher
rank coupling.

Now we can establish Theorem

Proof of Theorem[Z.8. Let n = (n(z)) € {0,1}% denote a (random) particle configuration on Z
sampled under p, and set p = E[U(O)} For any 6 € [0, 1], Lemma [B.10] implies the existence of a
coupling v = vy € P({0,1}% x {0,1}%) between p and T(?) that is extremal, translation-invariant,
and stationary with respect to the higher rank coupling.

Corollary B3 then yields P, [{n > £y U{¢ > n}| = 1, if (1, ) is sampled under v. The ergodicity
(or extremality) of v implies that either Pl > &] = 1 or P[¢ > ] = 1. Denoting n = (n(z)) and
¢ = (&(x)), we have that P[n(0) = 1] = p and P[£(0) = 1] = 6. Thus, P,[n > &] = 1if p > 6 and
P, [{ > n} if & > p. The continuity of the measures T(?) in  then yields that g = T, O

4. LIMIT SHAPE FOR DOUBLE-SIDED BERNOULLI BOUNDARY DATA

In this section we analyze the limit shape for the stochastic six-vertex model on the discrete
upper half-plane = Z x Z>(¢ with double-sided (8, p)-Bernoulli initial data. Given the couplings
introduced in Section [Z4] and the classification of the translation-invariant stationary measures for
the stochastic six-vertex model from Section B this will closely follow the framework introduced by
Andjel-Vares in [5], who established the analogous limit shape result for continuous-time, attractive
interacting particle systems on Z (see also the work [I3] of Benassi-Fouque).

In particular, we will first in Section 1l state the limit shape result (given by Theorem 2 below)
and establish it in the case 6§ > p as an application of the attractivity of the stochastic six-vertex
model and the results of [3]. Then, in Section 2] we reduce the § < p case of Theorem 2 to a local
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limit statement, Theorem Following [5], we will then analyze properties of subsequential local
limits of the stochastic six-vertex model in Section 3] which we will use to establish Theorem [£.9]
in Section (4]

4.1. Limit Shape When 6 > p. In this section we will state the limit shape theorem for the
stochastic six-vertex model with (6, p)-Bernoulli initial data and outline its proof in the case 6 > p.
Before doing so, however, let us define this boundary data more precisely. Throughout this section,
we fix real numbers 6, p € [0,1].

Definition 4.1. Let T = Y € P({0,1}%) denote the product measure on {0, 1}%, under which
P~ [77(90) = 1} =01,<0+ plyso for each x € Z.

Thus, Y denotes a double-sided (0, p)-Bernoulli particle configuration, in which particles at or to
the left of site 0 are occupied with probability 8, and particles to the right of 0 are occupied with
probability p. Observe in particular that T(¥?) = T(¥) (recall Example B.H).

Now we can state the limit shape theorem for the stochastic six-vertex model under (6, p)-
Bernoulli initial data. Observe that it is analogous to Theorem [Tl except that we only consider
one value of y.

Theorem 4.2. Fiz a real number ¢ > 0, and let ng = (no(x)) € {0,1}* denote a (random)
particle configuration sampled under the measure Y%?) from Definition [4dl Further let n; denote
the stochastic siz-vertex model on Z with initial data 1o, and set Gy(x) = G(x,y) to be the entropy
solution to the equation [L3) on Rx|0, 1] with initial data given by Go(x) = G(,0) = 01,<0+plsso
for each x € R. Then,

1 Xo X2 /N
lim P max — x—/ Gi(z)dx| > €| =0.
N—o00 N oxi<Xo< X Nm;(I 77N( ) X2 /N 1( )

Remark 4.3. Under the initial data Go(z) = 01,<0 + plsso, the function Gi(x) is entirely explicit.
Indeed, if § < p, then it is discontinuous (exhibiting a shock) and is given by

(4.1) G(z,1) =0, ifx < G(z,1)=p, iftx>1,
where (recalling the function ¢ from (L2))) we have set

(4.2) ¥ =90, p) = w.

If instead 6 > p, then it is continuous (exhibiting a rarefaction fan) and given by
Gi(z) =0 ifa<¢'(0); Gi(z)=p ifz>¢(p);

(4.3) Ver—1 _
Gi(z) = (¢") H(x) = Tll

We will address the § < p and 6§ > p cases of Theorem separately; see Proposition 1] (if
6 > p) and Proposition L (if @ < p) below. In the case 6 < p, the proof of Theorem will be
given in detail in Section 2] Section 3] and Section [£4] proceeding along the lines of what was
explained in Section 3 of [B]. In the case 6 > p, we only outline the proof since, given our analysis
when 6 < p, that in the alternative case 6 > p is very similar to that of Section 4 of [5].

There also exist at least two alternative potential routes towards Theorem when 6 > p;
the first would be through an asymptotic analysis of the Fredholm determinant identity given by
Theorem 4.5 of [2]. The second would be by combining monotonicity results (see Definition E4]

if ©'(0) <z < ¢'(p).
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and Remark 5] below) with Theorem 1.6 of [3], which addresses the case p = 0. In fact, the latter
route is the one that we will outline below.
To that end, we require the following definition that provides a partial ordering on fP({O, I}Z).

Definition 4.4. Let p1, 2 € P({0,1}%). We say that p1 > po (or equivalently po < p1) if there
exists a coupling v € P({0,1}* x {0,1}?) with marginals (pi1, 2) such that the following holds. If
(n,€) is a pair of (random) particle configurations sampled with respect to v, then P,[n > &] = 1.

Remark 4.5. Observe that this ordering is transitive in that, if g1 > pe and po > ps, then gy > ps.
Recalling the operators M; and &,,, from Definition Bl and Definition B.2] respectively, p1 > s
further implies that &,, 111 > S, e for any m € Z. Additionally, the attractivity of the higher rank
coupling from Definition 2I4] yields that w; > uo implies MMy pq > My pug, for any t € Z>g.

The following lemma provides examples of this ordering.

Lemma 4.6. Let f : Z — [0,1] and g : Z — [0,1] denote two functions. For h € {f, g}, let T(M)
denote the product measure on {0,1}%, under which Py [n(z) = 1] = h(z) for each x € Z. If

f(z) > g(x) for each x € Z, then Y) > 1),

Proof. Define two (random) particle configurations n = (n(z)) € {0,1}% and £ = ({(x)) € {0,1}%
as follows. For each z € Z, let U(z) € [0,1] denote a uniform random variable, and set n(z) =
1y (2)<f(z) and §(z) = 1y(z)<g(z)- Then 1 > & almost surely, and the marginal distributions of
and & are Y() and T, respectively. Thus, T) > 1), 0

Now we can outline a proof of the following proposition.

Proposition 4.7. If 8 > p, then Theorem[{.2 holds.

Proof (Outline). Define the (random) particle configurations wy = (wo(z)), 5(()9) = (5(()9)(17)), (()p) =
({ép) (z)), and ¢o = (Co(x)) on {0,1}%, sampled from the measures T, T 1) and YO,
respectively. By Lemmal£.6 we can couple these particle configurations with 7 in such a way that
wo <o < €75 &Y <mo < Gosand wo <o <& <P <m <G

Now let wy, {t(e), t(p ), and (; denote the stochastic six-vertex models with initial data wy, 5(()9),
((Jp), and (y, respectively. Couple 7; with (wt, 559)) and (55’)), (t) under the n = 2 case of the higher
rank coupling of Definition 214 (recall Remark Z.T5]) so that wy < n < 5,59) and §t(p) <mn <, for
each t > 0.

Next, let A;(x) = A(x,t) and Bi(x) = B(z,t) denote the entropy solutions to the equation (3]
on R x [0,1] with initial data A(x,0) = 61,<¢ and B(z,0) = 1;<¢ + ply>o, respectively. Then,
Theorem 1.6 of [3] implies that

1 X2 X2 /N
4.4 lim max Pl|l—= wy(x —/ Ai(x)dx| > | = 0.
( ) N~>oo—g<X1<X2<% NI;Q N( ) X1/N 1( )

Furthermore, by combining Theorem 1.6 of [3] with the duality of the stochastic six-vertex model
that switches each particle with the absence of a particle, we obtain that
> E] =0.

X, /N

X2
> inla) - / Bi(z)dx

$:X1 XI/N

1
4.5 li Pll—
(4.5) im max U I

N—=oo —Hax <Xo<
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Combining ([@4l); [@3H); the facts that wy <y < §,§0) and 5,5’)) < n; < (; the stationarity of £(9)
and £(P); and a large deviations estimate for sums of independent Bernoulli random variables yields

1 X X2/N
lim max P|— T —/
N—oo N X <Xp< N Nm;(I 77N( ) X1 /N

1 &
lim max P|— T —/
N—oo N ox < Xy< N [N z;(InN( ) X1 /N

Now the proposition follows from (@), the fact that max { 41 (z), p} = G1(z) = min {B(z),0}
(due to the explicit descriptions for A, By, and G; given by ([£3))), and a union bound. |

(max {Al(az),p}>daz < —6] =0;

(4.6) Xa/N

(min {Bl(:b),H})dx > 51 =0.

4.2. Reduction to a Local Limit Result. In view of Proposition [£7] it suffices to establish the
following proposition in order to prove Theorem

Proposition 4.8. If 6 < p, then Theorem[{.2 holds.

To prove Proposition[d.8 we will establish the theorem below (in SectionE.4]), which is a statement
about the fixed-time local statistics of the stochastic six-vertex model 7; sampled under the 6 < p
case of Theorem In what follows, we recall the operators 9; and &,,, from Definition [3.1] and
Definition [3.2] respectively.

Theorem 4.9. Adopt the notation of Theorem[].2, and assume that 8 < p. Fiz some u € R that
is a continuity point of G1(x), and set o = G(u,1). Then, for any increasing sequence of integers
X1 < Xo < -+ such that imp_,oo T~ X7 = u, we have that

lim &x, MpY P = 1)
T—o00
It follows from Lemma A6 that &_, Y@ < Tr) < &, TP if § < p. Using this fact, we can
establish Proposition L8 assuming Theorem [£.9]

Proof of Proposition [{.8 Assuming Theorem[{.9 By a union bound, the fact that G1(z) € [0,1],
and the fact that ny(x) € {0, 1}, it suffices to show that

i nn () — /

=X 1

x

Gl (I)diE

. 1
N P UN >5} =0,

for any X7, X5 € [— %, %} such that X7 < Xo.

Again by a union bound and the facts that Gi(z),nn(x) € [0,1], we may assume that either
X1 > (04 £)N or that X5 < (9 — £)N (where we recall ¥ from {Z)). Since these two cases are
entirely analogous, let us assume the former. In this case, the explicit description (1)) for G(x,1)

implies that it suffices to show

X2
(4.7) Jim P [ ZX nn(z) — p(Xo — X1)| > aN] =0,

Since T#r) < T by LemmalL6, a large deviations estimate for 0—1 Bernoulli random variables
and Remark together imply that

X2
(4.8) Jim P l ZX nn(z) — p(Xo — X1) > EN‘| =0,
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so it remains to establish the lower bound on Z‘fi x, IN ().

To that end, let m > 0 be an arbitrary integer; for any measure pu € TP({O, 1}2), let f][—m,m]
denote the marginal of x on {0,1}[=™™. Then, Theorem EJ and Lemma together yield
GLINJSJINT(GW)“_WW] > T(P_5/4)|[,m7m] for any z > 9 + ¢, if N is sufficiently large. Thus,
it follows from the fact that &; T > Y») and Remark that GXSJINT(GW)“,Wm] >
Y=/, ., for any X > X, (for sufficiently large N).

Now define Yy < Y7 < -+ < Y by setting Yy = X1, Y; = Y;_1 + m for each i € [1, M], where
M is defined by imposing that Xo — m < Yy < Xa. For each i € [1, M], also define the event

oo{ £ ()

A large deviations bound for 0 — 1 Bernoulli random variables then yields a constant ¢ = ¢(g) > 0
such that P[E;] < ¢7le™“™ for each i € [1, M], if N is sufficiently large. Letting F denote the event
on which at most e~*"/2M of the F; hold, a Markov estimate then yields that P[F] < ¢~ te=¢™/2,
Hence,

X2
(4.9) P l D (@) < (p - 5) (1- e—cm”)mM] < P[F] < clemom/2,

I:X1
Now (7)) follows from combining ([£8) with the large m limit of ([&3). O

Thus, it remains to establish Theorem[£.9] To that end, we begin with the following lemma that
establishes Theorem 4.9 when wu is either sufficiently small or large.

Lemma 4.10. Fiz real numbers v > —— and y < 0. Let X1,Xo,... and Y1,Ys,... denote

1—bo
increasing sequences of integers such that imr_oo T ' X7 < x and lim7_,oo T~'Y7 < y. Then,
(4.10) lim & x, My Y =1, lim Gy, MY = 1O
T— o0 T— 00

Proof. Both statements of (£I0) follow in a similar way from Proposition 217 so let us only
establish the first; we may assume that Xo > (%—i—l)T for each T > 0. Let 19 = (no (7)) € {0, 1}*
and § = (50 (z)) € {0,1}% denote two (random) particle configurations sampled from the measures
Y(r) and T(P), respectively, which are coupled in such a way that 1o(i) = &y(i) for each i > 0.
Let n = (m(i)) and & = (&(i)) denote two stochastic six-vertex models with initial data given
by n9 and &, respectively, which are coupled under the higher rank coupling of Definition 2.14]
Then, Proposition 217 yields a constant ¢ = ¢(b2) > 0 such that the probability that nr and &r
differ on the interval [XT - %,XT + %] is at most ¢ te™°T, for each T > 0. This implies that
limy o0 Sx, M TP = limp o0 S x, MY ) = T where the latter equality follows from the
fact that T(») € § N T is stationary and translation-invariant. g

4.3. Subsequential Local Limits. In this section we derive several properties of subsequential
local limits of the stochastic six-vertex model. We begin with the following lemma, whose statement
(and proof) is similar to that of Lemma 3.1 in [5]; it states that certain subsequential local limits
in our model are translation-invariant and stationary.

Lemma 4.11. Let p € P = P({0,1}%) be such that either S1p > pu or Sip < p. Then any
increasing sequence of positive integers T = (T1, Ty, ...) admits an infinite subsequence T,,, < T, <
- and a countable, dense subset of the real numbers D = D(T) C R such that the following holds.
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For any nonzero v € D, there exists a stationary, translation-invariant measure . = f, € TN S
such that the three limits,

Tnk_l Tnk_l
i > Sy Jlim T > Slugien) My
4.11) = =0
(4. e R
li x Tadl
Ty o 2 ST

j=0 z=|vj]

all exisfl and are equal to p,. In particular, there exists a measure v = 7, on [0,1] such that
1

Ho = fo T(a)’yv(da)'

Proof. Let us assume that Gy > p, since the alternative case p > &1 p is entirely analogous.
Since P is compact, there exists an increasing subsequence R = (R1, Ra,...) € T and a dense,
countable subset V = V(T') C R such that the limit

Rr—1
(4.12) Jm B ; S i) Mip = pio,

exists for each v € V. Since &1p > p, Remark B3 and Remark 5 together imply that &, 0 u =
MG > Mep and S, My = M S_pp < My for any nonnegative integers m and ¢. Thus,
Gty > by > Sy, for any m € Zx.

Now, for each v € V, set F(v) = E,, [(0)], where n = (n(z)) € {0,1}% is sampled under ,.
The fact that &,,,u > p for any m > 0 implies that F' is non-decreasing in v. Thus, there exists a
countable dense subset D C R so that, for any € > 0 and v € D, there exist v1,v2 € V such that
v < v < vy and F(ve) — F(v1) < €. The domain of F' can then be extended to V' U D by continuity.

By again applying the compactness of P, we may assume (after replacing R with an increasing
subsequence if necessary) that the limit (LI2) also exists for each v € D. We claim that p, € TN§
for any v € D.

To see that p, is translation-invariant, first observe that Gyu > p implies that E,, [77(0)] <
E., [7(0)] < E,, [n(0)] for any u,v,w € V U D such that u < v < w. Therefore, F(v) = E,, [(0)]
for any v € D. For any v € V U D, also define the quantities

Aw) = lim Es_,,,[7(0);  B(v) = lim Es,,[7(0)].

These limits exist since Eg_,, 4, [n(O)} and Eg,, 4, [77(0)] are non-increasing and non-decreasing
in m > 0, respectively. Again using the fact that &,,u > p > &_,,pu for any m > 0, it follows that
A(v) < F(v) < B(v) and A(v), B(v) € [F(u), F(w)] for any u,v,w € V U D such that u < v < w.
Since limy s, Fi(u) = F(v) for any v € D (where the limit in u is taken over D), it follows that
A(v) = F(v) = B(v) for any v € D.

Since E,;, [n(:t)] is non-decreasing in =z, it follows that E,, [7’](.’[:” is constant over = € Z for any
v € D. Combining this with the fact that &y, > py > &_1,, we deduce that u, is translation-
invariant.

Next, let us verify that u, is stationary; we only consider the case v > 0, since the alternative
case v < 0 is entirely analogous. To that end, let Ny = &,;9M; and observe by Remark [3.3] that

2To make sense of the last sum in @II) when v < 0, we view Zizl flz)=— Z;:j f(x) for any i > j.
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M1 € {90, MG}, Thus, since Sypy > piy > S_1py, the definition @I2) of u, and its
translation-invariance together yield that

Rr—1 Rp—1
Mpy = lim 7 ZO MM < fim = ZO N1t = fio,
J= j=

and
Ri—1 1 Ri—1
Mipy = MGy = lim o ZO M Gup > fim - 2% Ny 1pt = fho,
J= )=

80 My = py. This, with the translation-invariance of u, yields that 9% u, = p,, meaning that
Ly 1S stationary.

Now, the compactness of P yields the existence of an increasing subsequence (Ty,,, Th,,...) € R
such that the three limits in [@II]) all exist. We have verified that the first limit is equal to
iy € TN 8. Denoting the second and third limits in (11 by ,qul) and ,uq(f) respectively, the fact

that G1pp > p > &1 implies that &_,)_1py < u&” < Gry1414w and similarly for ,u1(,2). Thus,

,qul) = Ly = ,uq(f) since p, € 7.
The last statement of the lemma follows from the fact that 4 € TN S and the classification of

the extremal elements of TN 8§ provided by Theorem |

Next, we have the following lemma, which is the analog of Lemma 3.2 of [5].

Proposition 4.12. Adopt the notation of Lemma [{.11], and relabel T,,, = T}, for each k € Z>;.
For each k, let ny, = (nr,(x)) € {0,1}* denote a (random) particle configuration sampled under
the measure SDTTkT(e?”). Then,

[wTy |
. 1
(413) B 3 Bl = A -G
T=|ulpg

for any u,w € D satisfying u < w, where we have denoted
1
A(v) = / (va — p(a))y(da), for any v € D.
0

Proof. Let ng = (770(96)) € {0,1}% denote a (random) particle configuration on Z, sampled under
the measure Y% and let 1, denote a stochastic six-vertex model with initial data 1. For any
integer ¢t > 0, define

Lwt]
(1.14) A= Y mla) W) = A+ 1) - A)

r=|ut|

Let £ denote the (almost surely unique) six-vertex ensemble associated with the process 7.
Recall from Section [[3] the vertical and horizontal indicators x(*) (z,y) and x ™ (x,y) denoting the
indicators for an edge in & between ((z,y), (z,y + 1)) and ((z,y), (z + 1,y)), respectively. It is
quickly verified that

(4.15) B(t) = V(1) - X(1),
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where
[w(t+1)] [u(t+1)]-1

Y(t) = Z X(U)(:C,t) - Z X(U)(‘Tvt);

r=|wt|+1 r=|ut|
X(t) = xM (lwt+ 1))t +1) — x® (lu(t +1)] — 1,t +1).
Applying the third limit in (@II]) from Lemma LTIl we deduce that

. 1 Tr—1 B 1 1
(4.16) klirrgoT—k ; D(t) —/0 wayy (da) —/0 uayy,(da).

To estimate the sum of X(t), fix a € [0,1]; let & = (&o(x)) € {0,1}” denote a random particle
configuration sampled from the measure Y(®); let & denote the stochastic six-vertex model with
initial data &; and let F = F(@) denote the (almost surely unique) associated six-vertex ensemble.
Then, the translation-invariance (with respect to both vertical and horizontal shifts) of the Gibbs
measure p(a) from Section implies that the law of F is the restriction of u(a) to the upper
half-plane $. Thus, Er [x("(z,y)] = ¢(a), for any (z,y) € Z2.

It follows from the second limit in (@I1]) from Lemma A.TT] that

Tr—1 1 1
(4.17) Jim g 3 (0= | etarnataa) = [ ctapafan)

Thus, the proposition follows from ({@I4), ({15, [@I6), and @IT). O

4.4. Proof of Theorem In this section we establish Theorem 4.9 Before doing so, however,
we require the following lemma, whose statement (and proof) is similar to that of Proposition 3.5
of [B]; it allows one to replace an averaged convergence of local statistics with non-averaged one,
under a certain ordering assumption.

Lemma 4.13. Fizz € R and o € [0,1], and let p € P({0,1}%) be such that &1 > p and p < Y.
Suppose that, for any sequence of integers X1, Xo, ... tending to co such that limp_,oo T~ X7 > 2
exists, we have

T—1
1
im = = 1@
(4.18) Jim Z Sx,Mju =T,
7=0
Then, for any sequence X1, Xa, ... tending to co such that limr_,oo T~ ' X7 > x exists, we have

lim &x, Mrp =T,
T— o0
The analogous statement holds if we instead assume that p > Y and limp_ oo T X7 < .

Proof. We will only address the first case, when p < T(©) and limg_,oo T~ ' X7 > x, since the proof
in the alternative case (u > YT and limp_oo T 1 X7 < x) is entirely analogous.

To that end, assume to the contrary that there exist integers Y7 < Y5 < --- such that the limit
limp oo TV = y > x exists and limy o0 Sy, Mru # Y. Let 9o = (no(i)) € {0,1}% denote
a (random) particle configuration on Z sampled according to the measure p, and let 7; denote the
stochastic six-vertex model run under initial data 7.

Then the fact that p < Y(°) yields a positive real number ¢ € (0,y — ) and subsequence
Yo, <Yn, <---of (Y1,Ys,...) such that, for each k € Z>1, there exists a uniformly bounded jj, € Z,
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for which E[nTnk (Yo, + jx)] <o —e. Since Sy > p, it follows that E[nTnk (Yo, + )] <o—cfor
any j < ming>1 ji (which is finite, in view of the uniform boundedness of the {j;}). For notational
convenience, let us assume that ming>1 jr = 0.

Letting z = y — § < =, it follows for sufficiently large N that

[y T, |
Y Elm, ()] < (0 =) ([yTn) — [2T0]) + 1.
i=[2Ty, |
Now, the fact that each horizontal edge of a six-vertex ensemble can accommodate at most one
arrow implies that Z?:a M41(i) < Zf:a 7 (i) + 1 for any integers a, b, ¢t with a < b and ¢ > 0. Thus,
for sufficiently large N, any integer k > 1, and any real number § > 0, we have that

lyT] (YT, ]
Yo Ele@)] < Y. Enr@)] + (lyl + [2])6Tn, +2
i=2T] i=[2Ty, |
[vTn,, ]
< > Elng, )]+ (lyl+ |2 +1)0T,, +3
i=2Tn,, |

< ((0 =)y —2) + 8 (yl + || +1) )T, +5,

for each T' € [T, (1 + 6)T,,]. From this and the fact that g < T(?), we deduce that

(4.19)
T-1 |yjl Tnp =1 |yj] T—1 |yj]
YooY E®]= D> > Em@]+ Y. Y E[n(0)]
=0 i=|zj] =0 i=|zj] =Ty, i=2j]
(z—y)oT?, 2
<— + (lyl + 2l + V)T +6((0 — &)y — 2) + 6(y + 1)) T2+ 56T,

for any T € [T, (1 +6)Th, .
Next, (AIR) implies that 7! Z;‘.Fz_ol E[n;(lzi])] > o — 62, for sufficiently large T. Again using
the fact that u < &y < T yields that

T—1 |vjl

1o TPz —y)(0 =%
Z Z E[nj (Z)} > 2 )
J=0 i=|zj]
which contradicts @I9) with 7' = | (146)T,, |, for sufficiently large k and small § = §(y, z,£,0) > 0.
This implies the lemma. O

Now we can establish Theorem [£.9]

Proof of Theorem[{-9 Throughout this proof, set u = T(%). In view of the explicit form for G, ()
given by Remark [£.3] it suffices to show that

(4.20) lim Sx, Mrp =71 if u <, lim Sx, Mpp="TE if u> 0.
T— o0 T—o00

We begin by establishing the former identity in (@20). To that end, let t = (¢1,¢2,...) denote
an arbitrary increasing sequence of positive integers. Then there exists an increasing subsequence
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(T1,Ts,...) C t and a dense subset D = D(t) C R such that the statements of Lemma F.1T] hold.
For v € D, let us first show that v, = dg if v < .

To that end, fix real numbers v,w € D with v < ¢ and w < 0; then Lemma implies that
Yw = 0g. Furthermore, since T(?) < ;< 1) (by Lemma [L6]), Remark .5 implies the measure ~,
is supported on the interval [f, p]. Thus, Proposition yields

[vT% |
A(v) = Aw) = lim > Eln(@)] >0 —w).
z=|wT}]|

Since v, = dp, this means that

/GP (va — p(a))yu(da) — bw + ©(8) > 6(v — w).

Recalling the definition [@2) of ¢ and the fact that ¢’(z) > 0 > ¢"(z) for z € [0, 1], we obtain

v /0 (a — )y (da) > /0 ((a) — 9(8)) yo(da) > /9 (a - 0)s(da).

Since v < ¥, it follows that [} (a — 0)7,(da) = 0, which means that v, = dg. So,

lim LZGLU”SJIJM T®), ifve(—00,9)ND

k— o0 k

Since D C R is dense and &y > p > &_qpu, it follows that

lim _ZGWJJD:RJN @

k—oo T

for arbitrary u € R (not necessarily in D) satisfying u < ¢. Since this holds along a subsequence
(Th,T5,...) of an arbitrary increasing sequence t of integers, we deduce

Th_I)I;O—ZlGLu]JSﬁJu T, for u < 9.
J

Then, since Y <y and &1 > p, we obtain from Lemma 13 that

lim &7 Mrp = YO for u <9,
T— o0

and so the first statement of (£.20) follows from the fact that S_1u < p < Sqp.

Next let us address the second statement of ([20); assume to the contrary that it is false.
Observe that Remark @3] the fact that < T(?), and the translation-invariance and stationarity of
T (®) together imply that Gx, Mrp < Y (#), Therefore, there exists a real number £ > 0; a sequence
t = (t1,t2,...) of positive integers tending to oco; and a uniformly bounded sequence of integers
j=(j1,J2,...) such that E[n, (X¢, + ji)|] < p — € for sufficiently large k € Z>1. Then there again
exists an increasing subsequence (T4,7%,...) C t and a dense subset D = D(t) C R such that the
statements of Lemma [Tl hold.
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Now fix real numbers w,r € D with w < 0 and r > ﬁ, so that v, = d¢ and v, = J, by
Lemma [£T0l Then, Proposition yields
7Tk ]
(4.21) lim T > Elnn ()] = A(r) — Aw) =rp—(p) — wb + 9(0) = (r — )p+ (I — w)6.
i={wT}]

Since E[ﬁTk (X1, + ]k)] < p — ¢ for sufficiently large k € Z>1; since j is uniformly bounded;
and since Gy > p, we have for any v < u that E[nTk (x)} < p — ¢ whenever x < vT} and k is
sufficiently large. Next let ¢ € (0, u — 1)) be some small positive number, and let s € D be such that
¥ —¢ < s <. Then the first statement of {20) implies that limy_,o E[nz, ()] < § + ¢ whenever
@ € [wTk, sTy] and k is sufficiently large. Fixing some p € (9,9 + <) N D (which exists since D C R
is dense), we deduce using p < T(®) that

1 LT ] 1 LT [pT% |
kILH;oT_k . Z E[nTk(i)] - ILH;oT_k ( Z E[nTk(Z)] + . Z E[nTk(Z)]
i=|wT} ] i=|wT} ] i=sT |
[vT% | [T ]
+ Y Elmn@]+ Y E[nn6)])
i=|pTk | i=|vT} ]
(9+<)(19—w)+2<+(v—19)(p—6)+(7“—v)p
for v € (¥ + ¢, u) and sufficiently small ¢ = <(£,w,19,v,u) > 0. This contradicts (£ZI]), and so the
second statement of (£20) also holds. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [[.1]

In this section we establish Theorem [[LI] which provides the limit shape for the stochastic six-
vertex model on the cylinder with arbitrary boundary data. We first in Section[5.I]analyze the limit
shape of the stochastic six-vertex model on the upper half-plane §) = Z x Z>¢; given the content of
the previous sections, this will follow the framework introduced by Bahadoran-Guiol-Ravishankar-
Saada [6], who provided a procedure to understand the limit profile of attractive interacting particle
systems under arbitrary initial data, assuming that one has access to it under double-sided Bernoulli
initial data. Then, in Section we apply these results to establish Theorem [T on the cylinder.

5.1. Limit Shape on the Upper Half-Plane. In this section we establish the fixed-time analog
of Theorem [I.1] on the upper half-plane, given as follows.

Theorem 5.1. Fix real numbers 0 < by < bs < 1 and A\,e > 0, and a measurable function
U : R — [0,1] supported on [0,1]. Let Gy(x) = G(z,y) denote the entropy solution to ([L3) on
R x [0, A], with initial data given by Go(z) = G(z,0) = ¥(z) for each x € R.

For each N € Zsy, let ¢ = vV = (y(z)) = (w(N)(x))IeZ € {0,1}% denote a boundary
condition such that ¥(x) =0 if x ¢ [1, N], and assume that [L4) holds. Furthermore, for each N,
let n =nN) = (nu(;v)) = (nz(,N)(x)) denote a stochastic siz-vertex model with initial data given by

no =" = @), Then,
51 =0.

1 X X2 /N
N > nanyg (!E)—/ Ga(z)dx| >

lim P max
=X X1/N

N—oo | -N<X,<X,<X
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The proof of Theorem BT will proceed similarly to what was explained in Section 3 of [6]. Before
continuing, we require some properties of the entropy solution of the conservation law ([3]), to
which end we require some additional notation. We begin with the following definition, which
provides a semi-group operator for the solution to (L3]).

Definition 5.2. Fix a compactly supported, measurable function u : R — [0,1]. For any real
number ¢ > 0, define Pyu(x) = G(z,t) for each = € R, where G denotes the entropy solution of the
equation ([[3)) on R x R, with initial data G(z,0) = u(z).

Since ([3]) admits unique entropy solutions, we have that PP = Ps+ for any s,¢ > 0.

Next, for any compactly supported, measurable functions u, v : R — [0, 1], define for any x € R

I(x;u) = /j u(y)dy; I(x;v) = /f v(y)dy; A(u,v) = ilelg |I(z;u) — I(z;0)].

Now we can state the following lemma, which appears as Theorem 3.1 of [6]. The first part of
the below statement is given by Proposition 2.3.6 of [65]; the second part follows from the fact that
the function I = I(z;u) satisfies the Hamilton-Jacobi equation ;1 = ¢(9,I) and a comparison
principle (see Theorem 5.3 of [28]) for such equations.

Lemma 5.3 (|6, Theorem 3.1]). For any compactly supported, measurable functions u,v : R — [0, 1]
and real numbers t > 0 and ¢ > k > max, ¢ 1) ’cp'(z) , the following statements hold.

(1) If u(x) = v(x) for each x € [A, B] and some real numbers A < B, then Pu(zr) = Pro(x)
for each x € [A+ ct, B — ct].
(2) We have that A(Pru, Prv) < A(u,v).

Remark 5.4. The first part of Lemma [5.3] also applies to solutions of (3] on the torus T. More
specifically, suppose that G(x,t) and H(z,t) are two solutions of (I3]) on T x R>¢ such that
G(z,0) = H(z,0) for each = € [A, B] and some A, B € T. If d(A, B) > 2ct, (where d(A, B) denotes
the distance between A and B on T), then G(z,t) = H(z,t) for each x € [A + ¢t, B — ct].

It will be useful to have discrete analogs of the two properties from Lemma [5.3] for the stochastic
six-vertex model; Proposition 217 is such an analog of the first property. The following lemma
provides a discrete analog of the second. In the below, for any positive integer N > 1; compactly
supported, measurable function f : R — [0, 1]; and two finite particle configurations n = (n(z)) €
{0,1}% and £ = (&(z)) € {0,1}%, we define

1

An(n,€) =  Jax

> (i) - 5(@'))‘ ; An(n; f) =sup

z€R

/m (n(LyNJ) —f(y))dy’-

i=—00 >

Lemma 5.5. Fiz real numbers t,e,0,s > 0; an integer N > 1; and a compactly supported, measur-
able function f: R — [0,1]. Let no = (no(z)) € {0,1}% and & = (&o(z)) € {0,1}% denote two finite
particle configurations on Z, such that An (770,50) < d. Further let ns and &5 denote stochastic
siz-vertex models run with initial data ng and &, respectively.

IfP[AN(&; f) > €] <<, then P[ANn(ne; ) > e+ 6] < 2.
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Proof. By a union bound, it suffices to show that

<g;

P[sup/m (nt(LyNJ) —f(y))dy >e+0

z€ER J —co

(5.1) )
P[inf/ (nt(LyNJ)—f(y))dy<—a—6] <s.

z€R J_ o

Let us only establish the former bound in (&), since the proof of the latter is very similar. To that
end, for each s € Zxo, let p, = (ps(1),ps(2),...,ps(N1)) and q, = (¢s(1),¢s(2), ..., qs(N2)) denote
the particle position sequences associated with 7, and &5, respectively; also set ps(i) = —oo0 = ¢5(i)
for each i < 0; ps(i) = oo for each ¢ > Ny; and ¢5(i) = oo for each i > No.

Define ry = (rs(k)) by setting rs(k) = ps(k+ [0N]) for each (k,s) € Z x Zx, that is, by shifting
the labeling in the particle position sequence for p, by |[6N|. Then the fact that Ax(no,&) < 8
implies that q; < rg, which together with Proposition yields a coupling between q and r such
that q, <r, for each s > 0.

Thus, defining the events

E = {sug/ (m(LyNJ) - f(y))dy >e+ 5}; E, = {SUE/ (ét(LyNJ) - f(y))dy > 8},
S —00 e —oo

we have that By C E, under this coupling. Hence, P[E1] < P[E>] < P[An(&; f) > €] < ¢, which

implies the first bound in (). As mentioned previously, the proof of the second estimate there is

very similar and therefore omitted. This implies the lemma. 0

Before proceeding to the proof of Theorem 5.1 we require the following lemma, which states that
functions of bounded variation can be well-approximated by a sum of piecewise constant functions,
whose step sizes are bounded below; it appears as Lemma 3.6 of [6].

Lemma 5.6 (J6l, Lemma 3.6]). Fiz a positive number ¢ > 0 and a compactly supported function
f R — [0,1] of bounded variation. There exist an integer v > 0 and real numbers 6 > 0;
2o < 21 < Tg < o+ < xp; and p1,p2,...,pr € [0,1] (all dependent on € and f) such that the
following two properties hold.

(1) For each i € [1,7], we have that |z; — x;—1| > 6.
(2) Denoting fs(x) = > i, pile, \<wo<a, for each x € R, we have that A(f, fs) < €6.

We can now establish Theorem [B.11

Proof of Theorem 51l The proof of this theorem will follow the framework of [6], which is based on
an algorithm of Glimm [31] for numerically approximating solutions of hyperbolic conservation laws.
More specifically, we first use Lemma to approximate ¥ by a piecewise constant function Wg.s
whose step sizes are lower bounded by some § > 0. Then, we let &, € {0,1}% denote a stochastic
six-vertex model whose initial data &y is given by a product measure approximating Wg.s. Since &y
“locally coincides” with double-sided Bernoulli boundary data, Proposition 217, Theorem [£2] and
the first part of Lemma[5.3] will together imply that the global law of s converges to that of P, Vy.s,
if s < ¢d (for some sufficiently small constant ¢ = ¢(b2) > 0). Furthermore, since Ay (10, &) is small
with high probability, Lemma will imply that Ay (ns,&s) is also likely small. Hence, the global
law of ns will be close to that of P, Vo5 ~ P, ¥, assuming that s < ¢d is sufficiently small. We will
then inductively repeat this procedure to increase the value of s to A.
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Let us now implement this procedure in detail. In view of the second part of Lemma [£.3]
Lemma B3] and the fact that any measurable function can be approximated by one that is of
bounded variation, we may assume that W is of bounded variation. Then, the first part of Lemma[5.3]
and the sixth part of Proposition 2.3.6 of [65] imply that 9B, ¥ is compactly supported and of bounded
variation for each ¢ > 0.

Then, for any ¢ € [0, A], Lemma [5.6] yields the existence of an integer » = r(t) > 0 and real
numbers § = §(t) > 0; 0 = xp < 21 < 23 < -+ - < xp; and po, p1,- - ., pr € [0,1] (all dependent on ¢, ¢,
and W) such that the following two properties hold. First, |z; —x;—1] > d for each i € [1,r]. Second,
denoting Wy.5(z) = 37 prla,_s<ao<a, for each z € R, we have that A(P, ¥, Uys) < (1;61782))\86

Next, set s(t) = min {%, A —t} and define the interval I(t) = [t,¢ + s(t)] for each t > 0.
Since Ute[o,/\) I(t) = [0, A] is compact, there exists a finite, increasing sequence T' = (to, t1,.. o tar)
with to = 0 such that [0,\] € U, I(t). We may assume that tys + s(tar) = A; that s(ty) =
%; and that ), . s(t) < 3\. For each k € [0, M], define ry, = r(t1); 0x = 0(tx); sk = s(tx);
and Ik = I(tk).

We claim that

k

1-5b
AN (Ntpts)n; Brrrs ) > d—bo)e Z 5+ <

(5.2) max lim P 96n 2 1

0<s<s N—o0

207

for each k € [—1, M], where we define t_1 = 0 = s_;. To that end, we induct on k, the statement
being true when & = —1 by ([4)). Thus, assume (5:2)) holds for &k = m — 1 and some m € [0, M], so
that limy_, o P[En] = 0, where we have defined the event

B B . (1 —by)e el £
(5.3) E=Ey= {AN(ntmN,mtm\y) > o > 6+ (-

=0

We will show that (52]) holds for £k = m. To that end, fix s € [0, s,,], and observe by the second
statement of Lemma [5.3] that

ANt +5)N; Btm+5sY) < ANt +5)N8; BsVi,0:6) + APBVe,:6, Be+s¥)

(54) < AN(n(thrs)N; ms\ytm;é) + A(\I}tm;t?u sptm\I})
(1 — b2)85m
<A D LRV —_—
~ N(n(tm-'rs)N? (’B tm,é) + 768)\
Now, recall the numbers r > 1; § > 0; zg < 1 < --- < zp; and p1, p2,...,pr € [0,1] associated

with ,, and further set pg = 0 = pr41, -1 = —00, and x4 = co. Let & = (&(x)) € {0,1}*
denote a random particle configuration on Z, with the {£o(z)} being mutually independent 0 — 1
Bernoulli random variables, such that ]P’[{O(:zz) = 1] = p; if w1 < § < @y, for each i € [0,7 + 1].
The profile for the initial data & therefore approximates W, .5 . Let & denote the stochastic
six-vertex model, run with this initial data &g.

Furthermore, for each i € [1,r + 1], let Coi) = (Céi) (z)) € {0,1}* denote a random (double-sided
Bernoulli) particle configuration on Z, where the {Céi) (x)} are mutually independent, such that
]P’[Céi) () = 1] = pi—1 whenever & < x; ; and P[Céi) () = 1} = p; whenever % > x; 1. Further
couple &y and each Céi) such that &o(z) = Céi) (z) whenever & € [z;_2,x;]. For each i, let Ct(i) denote

stochastic six-vertex model with initial data Céi), and couple Ct(i) with & under the higher rank
coupling of Definition 214
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Next, for each i € [1,7 + 1], define the function f; : R — [0, 1] by setting fi(x) = pi—11lu<s, +
pilys, for every x € R. Then, Theorem 2] implies for each ¢ that

X X2/N
. 1 (4) / 2 (1 - b2)65
1 P — E — sfi - | =0,
N l_%ggi’}ﬁ% NJC:X1 Cn (@) N PBs f (x)} > 680+ DX

< g5, we then obtain that

(5.5) lim P 4 i ) — e P | i Y
) Ngnoo g%}é e €SN(J: X1/N ms ! x) 768(T+1)/\ 7

where (X1, X2) is taken over all such pairs satisfying max{(azZ 1+ )N N} X < X5 <
mln{(l‘l+1 g)N,% .

Next, since ¥y, 5( ) fl( ) for each © € [x;-1, z;41], it follows from the ﬁrst part of Lemma [5.3]
and the estimate 1 that By, .5(x) =P, fi(x) for each z € [xl 1+ 4,:1014_1 — —} Therefore,

the fact that U:Jrol [ZCZ 1 —|— ¢, 2; — 2] =R implies from (G.5) and a union bound that

X2 X2 /N
. 1 1—by)ed
lim ]P’[ max N E &sn () —/ By, 5] > %] =0,

N N
N—roo — o SX1<Xo<o =X, X1 /N 768\

which yields

. [ 1—0by)ed
(5.6) J\}E)HOOP AN(Esn; BsTt,,55) > %1 =0,

since by Proposition2.17]the probability that £ contains a particle outside of the interval [— =
tends to 0, as N tends to co (assuming that € > 0 is sufficiently small).
Now, for each integer N > 1, define the event

- - . (1 — b2)€5
F - FN - {AN(§O7 \Ijtmﬂs) > 768)\ .

Large deviations bounds for sums of 0—1 Bernoulli random variables then yield limy _, o P[Fx] = 0.
Next observe that

1pe ANt N3 Viri6) < Lpe AN (0, N Be,, ¥) + AP, V5 Ve,00i6)
1—by)e = e (1—by)ed
<t L i s
which, together with (5.6) and Lemma [5.5] implies that
lim P [1E01FCAN( N By, ) Z 5+ (1 —bo)edm n E] —0.
N—oo 1920 4
Combined with (54]) and the facts that limy 0o P[En] = 0 = limy 00 P[Fv], this yields

N —o00

(1 — bQ)E o 3
lim P lAN( (tmt5)N > Bt +s¥) > T ;51' +t1
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which verifies (5.2). Taking k = M and s = XA — ¢y = sy in ([E2) and using the fact that
M 8 = —— M s; < 2% then gives Imy_yoo P[AN(man, Ba¥) > £] = 0, from which we
=1 1—bs i=1 1—bo g n 2

deduce the theorem. O

5.2. Comparing the Cylinder to the Upper Half-Plane. In this section we establish Theo-
rem [[LT| by comparing the stochastic six-vertex model on the cylinder € = €x.;, = Ty x{1,2,..., L}
to that on the upper-half plane $ = Z x Zx>o.

To that end, we begin with the following proposition, which bounds the speed of discrepancies
between suitably coupled stochastic six-vertex models on the cylinder and on the upper half-plane.
In the below, we recall from Section [[4] that any six-vertex ensemble £ on € can be associated
with a particle configuration (n,(z)). By letting n,(z) denote the indicator for the existence of a
particle at site x € T = Ty and time y € {1,2,..., L}, we can view the stochastic six-vertex model
on € as an interacting particle system on ¥. Under this correspondence, the (non-crossing) directed
up-right paths in £ are the space-time trajectories for particles.

As in Section 2] we can tag these particles. Set py = (po(—M),po(l - M),... ,pO(R)), where
po(k) denotes the initial position of particle k € [—M, R]; we assume that no particle exists between
po(k) and po(k—+1), for each k € [—M, R]. Then, let p;(k) denote the position of particle k € [— M, R]
at time ¢ € [1, L], and set p, = (ps(—M),p:(1 — M),...,p¢(R)). This associates £ with a particle
position sequence p,.

Proposition 5.7. There exists a constant ¢ = ¢(b2) > 0 such that the following holds. Let N, L > 1
and A > 0 denote integers such that A < N, and let py = (po(k)) and qy = (qo(k)) denote (finite)
particle position sequences on T = Ty and 7, respectively. Assume that po(k) = qo(k) for each
k € Z such that either po(k) € [0, A] or qo(k) € [0, A]. Assume further that 0 < % <A- % <
A+ % < N, and let p, and q, denote the stochastic six-vertex models on € = €Cn.1, and $ with
mitial data py and qq, respectively.

Then, it is possible to couple p, and q, in such a way that P[E] < ¢~ te=¢l' where E denotes
the event that there exists a pair (k,t) € Z x [0, L] such that pi(k) # q:(k) and either pi(k) or q.(k)

4L

is in the interval [%, A—

1—-bo1"

Proof. Let U <V denote the integers (if they exist) such that go(U — 1) < 0 < go(U) < qo(V) <
A < qo(V+1),and let mg = (mo(U),mo(U+1),...,mo(V)) and ro = (ro(U), ro(U+1),...,70(V))
denote the particle position sequences on ¥ and Z, respectively, obtained by setting mo (k) = ro(k) =
po(k) = qo(k) for each k € [U,V]. Stated alternatively, my and r(y are obtained from p, and qq,
respectively, by removing all particles outside of the interval [0, A].

Now let mg and r, denote the stochastic six-vertex models on T and Z with initial data mgy and
ro, respectively. We will exhibit couplings between (p,, my), (ms,r), and (rs, q,) such that these
pairs of stochastic six-vertex models agree with high probability on the interval I = [%, A— 1{%2}
for each s € [1, L]. This will induce a coupling between (p, q,) with the same property.

The models (rs,q,), will be coupled through the higher rank coupling of Definition 214 To
couple (myg, ry), let F(r) denote the event on which there exists some s € [1, L] such that rs(V) > N.
Also let F(m) denote the event on which there exists some s € [1, L] such that mg(V) < ms_1(V)
(meaning that there exists a particle in m that passes site NV at some point during the time interval
[1,L]). Set p(m) = P[F(m)°] and p(r) = P[F(r)¢].

Letting W denote a uniformly random variable on [0, 1], we then sample (m;) and (r;) as follows.

(1) If W < min {p(m),p(r)}, then sample (m,) conditional on F(m)¢, and set (r;) = (m,).
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(2) If min {p(m),p(r)} < W < max {p(m),p(r)}, then let x,y € {m,r} be distinct so that
p(x) = min {p(m),p(r)} and p(y) = max {p(m),p(r)}. Sample x, conditional on F(x)
and y, conditional on F(y)¢ independently.

(3) If W > max {p(m),p(r)}, then sample m, conditional on F(m) and r, conditional on F(r)
independently.

That this yields a couping between mg and r, follows from the fact that the weight (recall Sec-
tion [[2) of any finite six-vertex ensemble &£, each of whose paths do not intersect the vertical line
x = N, does not depend on whether the domain of £ is € or £.

To couple (mg, p,) consider a multi-class stochastic six-vertex model n (recall Section 2:3)) on
¢, with two classes. Its boundary data ¢ = (¥(x)) € {0,1,2}7 is defined by setting ¥(z) = 0
if x ¢ pg; Y(x) =11if 2 € my; and P(x) = 2 if © € py \ mg. Denote the positions of the first
and second class particles at time s in this model by n{") = (ngl) (), n{M U+1),... ,n8Y (V)) and
n? = (ng)(B),ng) (B+1),... ,ng) (D)), respectively. Then, define p, = (p,) = (ngl)) U (ng)),
that is, by ignoring the class labels in n; also define m; = (my) = (ngl)), that is, by only considering
the first class particles in n. By Remark [2.8] this yields a coupling between (mg, p,).

Thus, we have defined couplings between the pairs (p,, my), (ms,rs), and (rs, q,) of stochastic
six-vertex models. Let Ej, F>, and FE5 denote the events that (p,,my), (ms,rs), and (rs,q,)
differ on I x [1, L], respectively; will bound P[E}], P[Es], and P[E3]. Observe that Proposition 217
guarantees the existence of a constant ¢ = ¢(by) > 0 such that P[E3] < ¢~te~cl.

Next, F; is contained in the event that there exists a second-class particle that enters I at some
point during the time interval [1,L]. Thus, Lemma 210, Remark 211} and a large deviations
estimate for sums of independent geometric random variables together imply that P[E;] < ¢~ te=¢F
(after decreasing c if necessary).

We bound P[E,] analogously, by observing that P[E;] < max {1 — p(m),1 —p(r)} < ¢ e L,
where the last estimate again follows from Lemma 210 Remark[ZT1] and a large deviations bound.
Hence, P[E] < P[E1] + P[E3] + P[E3] < 3¢ te~¢L| from which we deduce the proposition. O

Now we can establish Theorem [I.1]

Proof of Theorem[I1. The proof of this theorem will be similar to that of Theorem 5.1l For each
s > 0 and function f : T — [0,1], we (similarly to in Definition [5.2) define Qs f(z) = G(z, s), where
G(z,t) denotes the entropy solution of the equation (I3 on T x R>¢, with initial data given by
G(z,0) = f(z) for each x € T.

For any fixed w,e > 0, let us first show that

i Nwn|(T) —/

— X,/N

X, /N

(5.7) lim P

1
N->o0 logx?lga))((xN 'N Qw‘l’(y)dy’ > 81 =0.

Setting 6 = 1222 and M = [Z] — 1, we claim for any integer k € [—1, M] that

32
1 X2 X2 /N
(5.8)  max lim P o<x?1<%%‘2<N‘N z;( | (k6+5)N | (w)—/Xl/N Dms‘lf(y)dy‘ >l =0,
T=A1

for any ¢ > 0, where we define n,,,(z) = no(z) for any x € T if m < 0, and G,(y) = Go(y) for
any y € T if ¢ < 0. To verify (5.8), we induct on k, the statement being true by (4] if &k = —1.
Thus let m € [0, M] denote an integer, and assume that (58] holds for £ = m — 1, which implies in
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particular for any ¢ > 0 that

1 Xo X2 /N
(5.9) P 0<X‘31<%¥2<NH Z)j{ Mmsn ) () = /X I/N ammy)dy‘ >¢| =0.
T=A1

We will then show that (B.8]) holds for k = m.

To do this, let us fix s € [0,4] and define the intervals I; = (O, %) C T and I, = (%, %) C T,
observe that Iy UI; = T. Depending on the context, we may also view [; and I as intervals R.
We then define functions fi, fo : T — [0,1] by setting f;(z) = Qms¥(x)1lzey,, for each z € T
and j € {1,2}. The corresponding functions on R are denoted by g1,92 : R — [0,1], defined by
setting g;(x) = Qums¥(x)1zer;, for each 2 € R and j € {1,2}, where we view Q,,5¥ as a 1-periodic
function on R.

Similarly, we define (random) particle configurations 561) = (5(()1)(33)) € {0,1}% and 5(()2) =
( 62)(17)) € {0,1}%2 on Z by setting 5(()])(3:) = NmsN|(T)1y/Ner,, for each x € Z and j € {1,2}.
Further let ({,E] )) denote the stochastic six-vertex model on Z, with initial data given by 56] ), for
each j € {1,2}.

Then, Theorem 5] and (B3] together imply for each j € {1,2} and any ¢ > 0 that

1 X2 ) X2/N ¢
J _
5100 Pl g g S - /X Baas)is] > 5| =0
- - - I:X1 I/N
Now, the first part of Lemma and the estimate =3~ < 16 together imply that the function
+g1 is supported on the interval [ — =, 3] whenever ¢ < (5 Thus, B:g1 can be viewed as a function
167 16

on T that is equal to 0 on a neighborhood of g. Combining this with the fact that 3.g; solves the
equation (I3) on R x R>q, we deduce that it satisfies the same equation (I3) on T x [0, §]. Hence,
PBrgr = Q¢ f1 for any ¢ € [0, 6]. Similarly, Prge = Q; fo whenever ¢ € [0, J].

Thus, Proposition 5.7 and (B.I0) together imply that

X2 X5/N <
(5.11) Bl e | D mmseom @)~ [ 2] > 5| <o
N N J = )(1 1
for each j € {1,2}, where we have defined the intervals J; = [£,3] C T and J3 = [2,2] C T (and
we assume that Xo < X;). Now (B.8) follows from (G.IT)); the fact that Q,f;(x) = m5+t\11( ) for
each xz € J;, t € (0,0], and j € {1,2} (by Remark 5.4); and the fact that J; UJ; = T. Then (5.7)

follows from (58) by setting k = M, s = w — M, and ¢ = &.
Now (LX) is a consequence of (5.7)); a union bound; the fact that n,(x), Gy(x) € [0, 1] for each
x and y; the continuity of Gy(x) in y; and the fact that

X2 X2
(5.12) > ayoa(z)—1< Z () < Y nyoa(@) +1,
=X =X =X
for any integers 0 < X; < Xo < N and Y > 0. O

6. PROOF OoF THEOREM [L.3]

In this section we establish Theorem [[L31 We begin in Section [6] by reducing it to Theo-
rem [6.1] below, which essentially addresses the case of a constant density profile. Then, we introduce
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and state properties of several couplings in Section Following the framework of Bahadoran-
Mountford [8], we then use these couplings to prove Theorem [6.1] in Section [6:3

6.1. Reduction to a Constant Density Profile. In this section we reduce Theorem [[.3] to the
following theorem, which is similar to (A) and (B) in Section 4 of [8]. It essentially states that if a
stochastic six-vertex model 7; with initial profile ny of approximately constant density p € (0,1) is
run for a sufficiently large time ¢, then 7, can likely be coupled between two stationary distributions
with densities p — ¢ and p + ¢, for any £ > 0.

Theorem 6.1. Fiz e € (0,3) and p € [e,1 —¢]. Let £ = (/79 (2)) € {0,1}% and ¢{/*°) =
({ép+8) (z)) € {0,1}* denote two (random) particle configurations on Z sampled with respect to the
measures TP~ and Y(P+e)  respectively (from Ezample [33), which are coupled so that §(p ©)
§((Jp+s) almost surely. Furthermore, for each N € Z>1, letng = 776 ) = (no(x)) = (n (SN)( )) € {0, 1}Z
denote a particle configuration such that n(x) = 0 whenever |z| > 18_]\112.

Assume for any c € (0, ﬁ) that

LeN] 0
1
(6.1) Jim 2 ) =p=jm oy 3 ml)
and let nq, (p E), and §£p+€) denote the stochastic six-vertex models on Z, with initial data ng,
ép 5), and §ép+s), respectively, which are mutually coupled under the higher rank coupling of Def-

ingtion (recall Remark [Z15). Also let E](\}) and EJ(\?) denote the events on which there exists
some (i,t) € [-N,N] x [§,2N] such that n,(i) > §(p+8) (1) and n(7) < { (), respectively.
Then, denoting En = E](\;) U EJ(\?), we have that limy o, P[EN] = 0.

Assuming Theorem [6.1] we can establish Theorem [L.31

Proof of Theorem [L.3 Assuming Theorem [G1. It suffices to show that any subsequential limit of
the laws of {5|[UN—k,UN+k]x[VN—k,VN+k]} is equal to the law of F|[_j xx[=k,k)- To that end, fix
some increasing sequence N1 < Ny < --- of positive integers.

By (LH); the fact that n,(z), Gy(x) € [0, 1] for each x and y; the continuity of G, (z) in y; and
(BEI12), there exists of a sequence of real numbers {¢x} tending to 0 such that

1 XQ/N
am P 0<X?1<a§({2<N‘N Z ny (x / I~ Gyn(x)dz| >y | =0.
o<y <L =X X1

Thus a union bound; the Borel-Cantelli lemma; the continuity of Gy(z) at (u,v); and the fact
that G(u,v) = p together yield an increasing sequence 1 < mj < mg < --- of positive integers and
a decreasing sequence {dx} of real numbers tending to 0 such that the following holds. Denoting
M;j = | Np,;d;] for each j € Z>1, we have lim;_,, M; = oo and the almost sure limit

(6.2) lim max
Jj—oo X1,X2

—pl =0,
v ;{lmf /

where we have set Y; = V,,,, — M, and (X1, Xs) = (Xl(j), X2(j)) ranges over all pairs of integers in
[0, N) satistying Un, — 8/ Ny, < X1 < X1+ 82Ny, < Xz < Uy, + 6> Ny,
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Now define the (random) particle configuration ¢ = (™M) = ((y(x)) = (CéMj)(x)) € {0,1}% on

Z by setting (o(x) = ngjvmj)(a: + Un,) if Ja| < 18%;'2 and (o(z) = 0 otherwise. Then (62) implies
that (G.I) holds with the 79 and N there equal to the {y and M, here, respectively. By Remark [Z.8
Theorem [6.] and the Borel-Cantelli lemma, there almost surely exist an integer jo > 0 and a
decreasing sequence {¢;} of positive real numbers tending to 0 such that the following holds, after
restricting the {m;} to a subsequence if necessary.

For each integer j > 1, let §((Jp e ), 56’) ), and §((Jp +e) denote (random) particle configurations
on Z, sampled from the measures YT(=<), YT and Y(+e) respectively, which are mutually

coupled so that €775 > €{te) > ¢l > ¢lrm=) > ¢lP7%) whenever i > j. Further let ¢,

§,§p75j), 5,5’)), and §,§p+sj) denote the stochastic six-vertex models with initial data CéMj), §((Jp75j),

ép ), and §t(p +€j), respectively, which are mutually coupled under the higher rank coupling. Then,

§§p75j)(:v) < Q(Mj)(ac) < §§p+sj)(x) holds almost surely whenever j > jo, € [—M;, M,], and
te [H,20].

Therefore, the attractivity of the higher rank coupling together with the Borel-Cantelli lemma
and a union bound yield (after restricting to a further subsequence of the {m;} and increasing jo
if necessary) a nondecreasing sequence of positive integers (K7, Ko, ...) tending to oo such that
Q%ij(ac) = 55\27,6(:10) holds almost surely whenever = € [~ K, K] and j > jo. Next, let F = F(*)
and G(M) denote the (almost surely unique) six-vertex ensembles on ) = Z x Z>( associated
with §,§p ) and n,EMj ), respectively, for each j € Z>1. Then Proposition 217 and another appli-
cation of the Borel-Cantelli lemma imply (again after if necessary restricting to a subsequence
of the {m;}, increasing jo, and decreasing the {K;} while still having them tend to oo) that
g )‘[—Kj,Kj]x[Mj—k,MjJrk] = Fli k.50

This and Proposition (.7 together imply that it is possible to couple the stochastic six-vertex

M, —k,M;+k) holds almost surely for each j > jo.

models nt(ij ) and Ct(Mj) on € and §, respectively, so that
Ny, _ a0 _
&l ])‘[Um].—k,Umj X Vi, b Vi, 4] = G| gty — oMy 1] = Tl k] (M — e, M, 4]

holds almost surely for each j > jo (after restricting to a subsequence of the {m;} and increasing jo
if necessary). Since the law of F(¥) is given by the restriction of the measure p(p) from Section [[3]
to $, and since p(p) is invariant with respect to vertical shifts, it follows that any limit point
of the laws of {g’[UN—k,UN+k]x[VN—k,VN+k]} is equal to that of F|_j xx[—kk- This yields the
theorem. g

6.2. Additional Couplings. In this section we describe and provide properties of several couplings
that will be used in the proof of Theorem

We begin by stating the following proposition, whose analog for the ASEP was established as
Proposition 12 of [8]. It essentially states that a stochastic six-vertex model with an approximately
constant initial density profile will “almost” couple with a stationary stochastic six-vertex model,
after being run for a sufficiently long time. Its proof will be given in Section [7 below.

Proposition 6.2. Adopt the notation and assumptions of Theorem [61], and fix ¢ > 0. Let 5(()”) =
( ép) (z)) € {0,1}* denote a (random) particle configuration on Z, sampled under the measure 1)

of Example 33 Further let 55”’ denote the stochastic six-vertex model with initial data {ép) that is
coupled with n, through the higher rank coupling of Definition [2.13)
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Then, letting R = L N J andY = L%J , there exists a constant C = C(by,b2,<) > 0 such that

1—bo
& (p)
p
P w;R |77y(:1c) - & (:v)| >cN| < —logN'

Next, we require two additional stochastic six-vertex models given by the following definition.
In what follows, we recall the measure Y(%?) from Definition LI} and also the operator & from
Definition

Definition 6.3. Fix X € Z, and let wy = w(™) = w{) = (wo(x)) € {0,1}% and ¢, = ¢¥) =
¢ = (Co(z)) € {0,1}% denote two particle configurations on Z, sampled according to the
measures G_ x Y (?+e) and G_ x Y(P+e0) respectively. In particular, ]P’[wo(xﬂ = p and P[QO (x)} =

p + € whenever x < X, and P[wo(ac)] = p+e¢eand P[Qo(x)} = p whenever x > X. Further let w;
and (; denote the stochastic six-vertex models with initial data wg and (p, respectively.

We now have the following lemma, whose statement (and proof) is similar to that of Lemma 10

and Lemma 11 of [§] (which address the ASEP). It considers the systems wy, (;, and gt(” 7€) when
coupled under the higher rank coupling and provides a lower bound on the number of second class
particles in a specific interval. In what follows, we recall the function ¢ from (L.2).

Lemma 6.4. Adopt the notation of Theorem[G.1l and Definition[6.3; let v > 0 denote a real number;

let M > 0 denote an integer; and assume that wy < §((Jp+s) and (o < §((Jp+s) almost surely. Defining
u<v by

75 1 p 5&_%0// p
(63) u=s0’(p)+@T(); v=s0’(p)+T(),
there exist constants c; = ¢1(b1,b2) € (0,1) and ca = ca(b1,b2) € (0,1) such that the following two
statements hold.

(1) Couple wy < {t(p+8) under the higher rank coupling. If € < ¢1 and v < 1€, then

[(v+y)M] (ote)
. pte . _
A/}linoop EL n (&7 (X +2) —wu(X +12)) <caeyM 0.

(2) Couple ¢ < §t(p+5) under the higher rank coupling. If € < ca and v < cae, then

LM
Jim P L(Z . (X +2) = Cur(X + 1)) < caeyM | = 0.
rz=|(u—"y

Proof. Both of these statements follow in a similar way from Theorem 4.2l Hence, we only establish
the latter (with respect to ¢); we may assume that X = 0.

To that end, recall that the entropy solution G;(x) = G(z,1) of the equation (I3) on R x R>g
with initial data Go(z) = (p + €)1z<0 + ple>o is explicitly given by

Giz)=p+e ifz<¢(pt+e); Gila)=p ifz>¢'(p)

(6.4) Vir—1 —
@) = () @) = YL il pte) <a < ¢/ ()
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Now, Theorem[4£.2] the fact that §,§p +) i stationary for any ¢ > 0, and a large deviations estimate
for sums of independent 0 — 1 Bernoulli random variables together imply for any ¢ > 0 that

[uM]

(6.5) lim P % Z (](\Z+€)(3:)—<M(33)) </7i (p+e—Gi(x))ds —c| =0.

M—o0
=| (u—) M|

Next, a Taylor expansion and the fact that ¢”(p) < 0 together imply that ¢'(p+¢) < u+ #,
for sufficiently small . Thus, from ([64]), a Taylor expansion, and the fact that any derivative of ¢
is bounded away from 0, it quickly follows that there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(b1, ba) > 0 such that
fu (p+e—Gi(x)) > cey for v < ce. The second statement of the lemma (with c; = §) therefore
follows from (€3) upon setting ¢ = 5. O
6.3. Proof of Theorem In this section we establish Theorem [6.Il To that end, it suffices
to show that limy_ o IP’[EJ(\})] =0=limy_oo IP’[EJ(\?)]. We will only show the first of these two
equalities, as the proof of the latter is entirely analogous. Given the content of the previous sections,
this will follow Section 4 of [g].

Throughout this section, we set R = LLJ, Y = L%J, and Z = {ﬂj Additionally, let

T—bs 2
((Jp ) = (ﬁép ) (z)) € {0,1}” denote a (random) particle configuration on Z sampled from the measure

T from Example Assume that 56’) ) and 56’) +9) are coupled so that Sép ) < Sép +9) | Let
( t(” )) denote the stochastic six-vertex model with initial data {ép ). and mutually couple 7, and
gt(p ) < 515’) ™) under the higher rank coupling of Definition P14l (recall Remark ZZI5).
Now we define several events that will be useful to us. Let A = Ay denote the event on which
at least one of the following three possibilities occur.
(1) There exists a particle in gy N ((—oo, —2R] U [2R, 00)) that enters the interval [N, N] at
some time ¢ € [Y,2N].
(2) There exists a particle in 7z N ((—o00,2R] U [2R, 00)) that enters the interval [-N, N] at
some time ¢ € [Z,2N].
(3) There exists a particle in 7y N ((—oo, —4R] U [4R, 00)) that enters the interval [-3R, 3R]
at some time ¢ € [Y, Z].

Furthermore, for any ¢ > 0, define the event

4R
BN<<>—{ Y (@) - &7 (@) ><N}.

r=—4R

NeXl, fOI’ any 5 > 0, and deﬁne the Sel
= = N = L J R R

consisting of integer multiples of [0 N | in the interval [-4R, 4R]. Let w(()X), Céx) for each X € X be
particle configurations as in Definition Assume that w(()X) and ((()X) are coupled with §§f ) and

gfﬁ) so that f,(f) < wéx) < fg/ﬁs) and f(p) < (X < §(p+s) for each X € X.

Further couple the wﬁx) and Ct(X with 7y 44, §Y+t, and §p+€ under the n = 3 case of the

higher rank coupling (recall Remark m) where we set the n there to be the ny ¢ here and the

D < ¢ < ¢® there to be the fg,pit <w® < ff:f (or {&it <X < ff:f ) here.
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Recalling the quantities 4 and v from (G3]) and the constants ¢; and c¢p from Lemma 6.4, we
define for any integer M > Y and real number v > 0 the events

Lo+ (M-Y)]

Fu(w; X;7) = S (€T X ) Wi (X ) < ClEZN ;
2=|v(M—Y)]
[u(M=Y)] eoevN
n (G X57) = > (@ ) -Gy (X ) < 2
a=|(u=7)(M~Y)]
M6y = () Fu(wX;7);  Fu(Goy) = () Ful(éX;5).
X€eXs N XeXsn

Then, for any £ < min{cy, 2}, 6,6 > 0, and 0 < v < emin{ey, ¢}, Lemma 210, Proposition (2]
Lemma [6.4] a large deviations estimate for sums of independent geometric random variables, and
a union bound yield a constant ¢ = ¢(by) > 0 such that

(6.6) PlAN] <c lem N Jim P[By()] =0;  lim P[Fz(w;d;9)] = 0= lim P[Fz(¢;d;7)].
Thus, defining the events
Fy(widi6;7) = ANUBN(S) U Fz(w;637);  Fn(Goi657) = An U BN(S) U Fiz(C:65),
it follows from (6.6 that
(6.7) lim P[Fy(w;d;5;7)] =0= lim P[Fy(C;d55:7)].

N—o00
Now let (pt(k)) denote the particle configuration associated with the stochastic six-vertex model
n =nW). For any integers U,V € [-3R, 3R], let Ex(U;V) denote the event on which there exists

a k € Z for which py (k) = U; pz(k) = V; and §(p+s)( U)=0= (Z”+E)(V). Stated alternatively,
En(U; V) denotes the event on which there exists a particle in 5 at site U and time Y that moves

to site V' at time Z, which is uncoupled with a particle in (§£p+€)) for each t < Z. Then, since
AN C Fy(w;656;7) N EN(C;056;7), we have that

EY) C Fy(w;6;5;7) U Fy (G 655:9) U U En(U;V)
—3R<U<V<3R
(6.8) = U (Enwigay) nExU;V)) N (Fn(G6is7)° N Ex(U; V)
—3R<U<V<3R
U Fi (w; 6;67) U FN (G 05657)-

The following two lemmas bound P[Fy (w; 8;6;7)°NEN (U; V)] and P[Fy (¢ 6;5;7) N EN (U3 V)]
when V' — U is sufficiently small or large, respectively. Here, we recall u and v from (G.3]).

Lemma 6.5. There exists a constant ¢ = c(e,5) > 0 such that the following holds. Assume that
c1ey > 166 + 8 and that U,V € [-3R, 3R] are integers satisfying V. — U < v(Z —=Y). Then
P[Fn(w;8;57)° N EN(U; V)] < c eV,

Proof. Throughout this proof, let X € X be such that U < X < U+8§N. Abbreviate w = w™), and
mutually couple 7; and ( ®) iy, el +8)) under the higher rank coupling (recall Remark [2.TH). Let

(qt(k)) denote the positions of the fourth class particles in §t(p +e) (namely, those not in n; Uw;—vy ).
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In order to establish this lemma, we will show that each fourth class particle that starts to the
left of U at time Y and ends to the right of V' at time Z provides an “opportunity” for p:(k) to
couple; the number of such particles will be bounded below by a positive multiple of N, due to
the event Fy(w; X;~). Next, the probability that p(k) “declines” the opportunity presented by any
such particle will be bounded away from 1, and these decisions will essentially be independent.
Therefore, the probability that p(k) remains uncoupled (declines all opportunities) until time Z
will decay exponentially in V.

To implement this in more detail, we condition on 7; for t < Z, and define the event Gn (U; V) =
{ny(U) =1 =mnz(V)}. Restricting to By(s) N Gn(U; V), let Wy = py(k) € n; denote the tagged
position of the particle (which is fourth class under the coupling described above) in 7 such that
Wy:UanszzV.

Next, similarly to in Section 4 of [8], define the sequence of integers Ty < Ty < Ty < --- by
setting 7o = Y and the remaining T; as follows. For each ¢ > 0, let T; denote the minimum integer
larger than T;_; such that the following two conditions hold.

(1) The particle pr,—1(k) € nr,—1 is uncoupled with one in n%tsl), that is, §(Tffi) (Wr,—1) =0.

(2) A fourth class particle in S(T’: f‘i) to the left of Wr,_; at time 7; — 1 jumped either to
or to the right of Wy, at time T;. Stated alternatively, there exists m € Z such that
qr;—1(m) < Wr,_1 and r,(m) > Wr,, where ri(m) denotes the tagged position (recall
Remark 2T6) of the particle gz, _1(m).

If no such integer exists, then we set T; = oo for each j > i. Observe that T; = oo if either the

particle p;(k) couples with one of §t(p+s) for some ¢ < T);_1, or if no particle in §t(p+s) not in w; Un,
jumps from the left of p,(k) to the right of (or to) p,(k) for any ¢ > T;_1. These times t = T;
indicate when p;(k) is presented with the “opportunity” to couple.

Under the above notation, define the event Q; = {rTj (m) > Wr, }, for each integer j > 1. Stated
alternatively, 2; denotes the event on which there exists a fourth particle in {7, 1 that jumps to
the right of pr, (k) at time T;. This happens if and only if pr, (k) does not (“declines” to) couple

with a particle in §(T’; o), Therefore, letting M > 0 denote the minimal integer such that Ths41 > Z,

it follows that

M
(6.9) En(U;V) CGN(U; V)N () 9.

Jj=1

Now, observe that if X is a ba-geometric random variable then P[X = i|X > i] > bo, for any
integer i > 0. Recalling the definition of the sampling for the multi-class stochastic six-vertex
model (from Section 23)), let us apply this fact when the X here is equal to the j(*¥) (qr,—1(m))
there (which denotes the number of spaces that gr,—1(m) attempts to jump to the right), and the
1 here is equal to W, — g1,—1 — h there, where h denotes the number of particles of class at most
3 in €79 N [gr,—1(m), W] that decided to stay. It follows that P[rr, (m) = Wr, | (Y2} Q] > b,
for each j € [1, M]. Hence, P[] ﬂz;ll Q;] <1 — b for each j > 1, and so

M
(6.10) P|D,n ()| <(1—by)", where D,={M>n},

j=1

for any integer n > 0.
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We next claim that D,, C Fy(w;d;¢;v)°NGN(U; V) for any n < ¢N. To that end, observe that
the facts that Fi(w;d;6;79)¢ C Fz(w; X;7)% that U < X < U 4 §N; that €9 > u: and that
c1ey > 166 + 8¢ together yield

(v+7)(Z2-Y)
Z (&5 (@ +U) —wz_y(xz+ 1))
z=v(Z-Y)
(v+7)(Z-Y)
> Y (@ +X) —wzy(z+ X)) = 20N | Lpy (s
z=v(Z-Y)
c1evN
2 ( ' Z - 25N) Liy (wisisiy)e = (26 + 20) N1 py (wisiciy)e-

In particular, since V< U +v(Z —Y); since X < U < X 4+ JN; and since wg and C)(,’)Jrg) coincide
to the right of site X, this implies that upon restricting to Fy(w;d;s;v)¢, there exists a set T
consisting of at least 2¢N particles in £(P+°) \ w that passed from at or to the left of U at time Y
to the right of V' at time Z. These are third class particles in the system (5(”),w, 5(’”‘5)) coupled
under the higher rank coupling.

Since Fiy(w;d;¢;7)¢ € Bn(s)¢, there exist at most ¢N particles in ny N [—4R, 4R] that are not
coupled with a particle in £(?). Thus, the facts that Fy (w;8;¢;7)¢ C A$ and that £rte) >y > ¢l
together imply that at most ¢V particles in 7 will couple with some particle p;(n) > —3R forn < k
(that is, a particle in 7; between —3R and p(k)) and t € [Y, Z]. Removing these particles from 7
forms a set S consisting of at least ¢/N particles.

Denote the trajectories of these particles in S (as tagged third class particles in the coupled system
(£, w,£P+9)) by Sy(1) < Si(2) < ... < Sy(K), for some integer K > ¢N. On the event Gy (U; V)
there exists for each ¢ € [1, K] an integer ¢; € [Y + 1, Z] for which Sy, _1(i) < Wy, _1 < Wy, < S, (0).
Hence, t; € {T1,Ts,...,Tm} for each i € [1,K]. Since the {¢;} are all distinct, it follows that
D, C Fn(w;8;6;7)°*NGN(U; V) for any n > ¢N.

Now the lemma follows from (69) and (E10). O

Lemma 6.6. There exists a constant ¢ = c(e,6,8) > 0 such that the following holds. Assume
that coey > 208 + 4s and that U,V € [—3R, 3R] are integers satisfying V. — U > u(Z —Y). Then
P[FN(¢;0567)NEN(U; V)] < c7lemeV.

Proof. Again let X € X be such that U < X < U 4 6N, abbreviate ¢ = ¢*), and mutually couple
1 and (ﬁt(p ), Ci—v, St(p +E)) under the higher rank coupling (recall Remark Z.T5]). The proof of this
lemma will proceed similarly to that of Lemma [6.5, except that p;(k) will now be presented with
an opportunity to couple for every fourth class particle in this coupled system that passes from the
right of U at time Y to the left of V" at time Z.

To that end, let us condition on (5,5’)), Gy, t(p+s)) for t < Z and on 7 for t < Y. Restrict to the
event Fy ((;0;; v)ﬁ{ny U) = 1}, and let W = p.(k) € ¢ denote the tagged position of the particle

in 1 (under the coupling described above) such that Wy = U. Further let M = min{Z, T — 1},

where T' denotes the minimal time (if it exists) at which W € &EFP +e) (that is, when pr(k) couples

with a particle in £7)).
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Since Fn(¢;0;6;7)¢ C Fz(¢; X;7)¢ and coey > 208 + 4¢, we deduce that

u(Z-Y)

Z (€§+5($+U)—Cz_y($—‘rU))2 (

coeyN
4
r=(u—y)(Z-Y)

- 25N> Lpy (¢ioi57)e
> (§ + 35)N1FN(C;6;§;’Y)C.

Since U < X <U + 0N and V — U > u(Z —Y), this implies, upon restricting to Fn(¢; J;¢;7v)¢,
that there exists a set 7 consisting of at least (¢ 4+ §)N particles in glote) \ ¢ that passed from
the right of U at time Y to the left of V at time Z. Since Fn((;0;¢;7)¢ € Bn(s)¢, there exist
at most ¢N particles in ny N [-4R,4R] that are not coupled with one in &), Therefore, since
Fn((;05657)¢ € AS, at most ¢V particles in 7 will couple with a particle in p,(n) > —3R for
n < k and ¢t € [Y,Z]. Removing these particles from 7T forms a set S consisting of at least N
particles.

Denote the tagged positions of the particles in S as third-class particles in the coupled system
(€9, ¢,60+9)) by Sy(1) < Sy(2) < -+ < Sy(K), for some K > §N. For each i > 0, let r; denote the
maximal integer > 1 for which there exists m € [1, K] for which W;_1 < S,_1(m) < Sy(m+r—1) <
We; if no such integer exists, then we set 7 = 0. Stated alternatively, r; denotes the number of
particles in S over which p;(k) jumps at time ¢.

Under this notation, define the events

Gt:{’f't21}; Qtz{Wt>S’t(m+m—1)};
zZ

G(V)—{ZthZVN}§ H={Wy =U}n{Wz; >V},
t=Y

for any v > 0. In particular, G; denotes the event on which p;(k) jumps over at least one particle,
and ; denotes the one on which p;(k) does not couple with a particle in S. Then,

A
(6.11) Ex(U;V)CHN () Q.
t=Y

Now, recall that, if X is a bg-geometric random variable, then P[X > i|X > i] < 1 — by, for
any integer ¢ > 0. Thus, the definition of the sampling procedure for the multi-class stochastic
six-vertex model (from Section 2:3) implies that 1¢,P[€| ﬂz;; Q;] <1—bs for any ¢ € [Y, M].
This sampling procedure also implies that there exists a bs-geometric random variable X;, given
by the quantity j§4) (pi—1(k)) from Section 23] (which denotes how many spaces p(k) attempts to
jump to the right at time t), such that r; satisfies r; < X; almost surely.

Furthermore, since W; must jump over each particle in S on the event H, we must have that
ZtZ:Y X: > ZtZ:Y rt > |S| > N, upon restricting to HNFx (¢; d;;y). Since the {X;} are mutually
independent, a large deviations estimate for sums of independent geometric random variables and
a union bound quickly yield the existence of constants c¢s = c3(b2) > 0 and ¢ = ¢(be,s,0) > 0 such
that, if v < ¢3d, then the probability that there exists a subset D C [Y, Z] such that |D| < vN and
>iep Xt = 6N is at most ¢ te™N. Thus, P[G(v)° N H N Fn(¢;0567)] < clem N if v < ¢36.
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Hence, since 1¢,P[(| ﬂ;;;, Q;] <1 —1b; for any ¢ € [Y, M], we deduce if v < ¢34 that

Z Z
P |HNFn(C6:6:7) ﬁﬂﬂt <P N () Q| +P[Gw) N HNFN(G667)]
t=Y

< (1 _ bz)VN 4 c_le_CN,
after decreasing c if necessary. By (6.11]), this implies the lemma. O

Now we can establish Theorem [6.11

Proof of Theorem [61] Assuming Proposition[6.2. We may assume that ¢ < min{c;, c2}. Let v > 0
satisfy v < emin {c1,c2}, and let ¢,§ > 0 satlsfy max{c, 8} < eymin {£, & }. Then, [€3), ©.1),
Lemmal6.5 Lemmal6.6] the fact that U and V either satisfy V—-U < v(Z-Y)or V—-U > u(Z-Y)
(since u < v), and a union bound together yield limpy ;oo ]P’[E](\m = 0. As mentioned previously,

the proof that limy_, oo ]P’[E](\?)} = 0 is entirely analogous and therefore omitted. This yields the
theorem. O

7. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

In this section we establish Proposition To that end, first observe from Proposition [3.7]
that the any two stochastic six-vertex models 7; and & coupled under the higher rank coupling
approximately become locally ordered after run for a sufficiently long time. This can be used to
deduce that, on almost every interval I C Z that is not too large, the law of 7, is likely to be
approximately a product Bernoulli (stationary) distribution with some density p; € [0,1]. Thus,
assuming that the initial data ny satisfies (6.1), one must show that almost all of the p; are all
approximately equal to p.

The proof of this statement will be partially based on the framework introduced by Kosygina
used to establish a two-block estimate for the ASEP, given by Theorem 4.1 of [48]. More specifically
we will approximate the total current, that is the total distance that all particles moved to the right,
in both a “global” (in terms of p) and “local” (in terms of the p;) way. The former will be done in
Section [l and the latter in Section[.2l Then, in Section [7.3] we will equate these two expressions;
this with the concavity of the function ¢ from ([2) will then imply that p; & p for most I.

7.1. Global Approximation. In this section we establish the following lemma that “globally”
estimates the total current of the stochastic six-vertex model.

Lemma 7.1. Adopt the notation and assumptions of Theorem[61), and fix a real number w € (0,1).
Let p, = (pt(l),pt(2), e ,pt(M)) denote the particle position sequence associated with ny,. Then,
there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(be, @) > 0 such that

|

Proof. Set R = | 2 o |, and set py(i) = —oo if i <0 and p(i) = oo if i > M. Then observe by (6.I)
that ‘p w(p)M — 16¢(p R| < wR for sufficiently large N. Thus, by a union bound, it suffices to

5 (e 0= () = o eMN| > 2T

i=1

M
GOWQNQ] N
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show the existence of a constant ¢ = ¢(be, w) > 0 such that

M
P lz (plwn) (1) — po(i)) > 169(p)wRN + 59w’ R* | < ¢ e~ N,

1=1

(7.1) y
P lz (plwn (i) — po(i)) < 16p(p)wRN — 59w’ R*| < ¢ te™V,

i=1
which we will do by comparing p to a stationary stochastic six-vertex model q

We only establish the first estimate in (ZI]), since the proof of the latter is entirely analogous.
To that end, let q, denote a particle position sequence sampled according to the measure induced
by T, that is, q, denotes the particle position sequence for a p-stationary stochastic six-vertex
model. We index the particles of qq so that ¢o(0) < po(1) + @?R < qo(1). Further define the
particle position sequence rg by setting ro(k) = qo(k) if & < M and ro(k) = oo for k > M.

Let Gy denote the event on which po(k) < ro(k) < po(k) +2w?R, for each k € [1, M]. Then (&)
and a large deviations estimate for sums of independent 0 — 1 Bernoulli random variables imply
that P[G§] < ¢ te=“V, for some constant ¢ = c(bg, ) > 0.

Now let q, and r; denote stochastic six-vertex models run under initial data q, and rp, re-
spectively, which are coupled under the higher rank coupling of Definition 214l It follows from
Proposition that

M
P> (prwn) (i) — poli)) > 16p(p)wRN + 59w°R>

i=1

M
<P |16, ) (Plen)(i) = po(i)) > 16p(p)wRN + 59w°R? | + P[GY]
i=1
(7.2) - "
<P|1g, > (rjwn) (i) = pol)) > 160(p)mRN + 59w R?| + ¢ e~ N
L =1
T M
<P Z rwn) (i) = 70(i)) > 16¢0(p)wRN + 27w’ R? | + ¢ e N,

Next, let G2 denote the event on which there exists an integer ¢ € [0, @wN] for which q, N [(3w —
8)R, (8 — 3w)R| # ry N [(3w — 8)R, (8 — 3w)R|. Then Proposition ZI7 yields P[Gs] < ¢~ eV,
after decreasing c if necessary. Additionally, let G3 denote the event that there exists an integer
i € [1,M] for which q|on(i) — qo(i) > 2owR. Then Lemma 2.10] and a large dev1at10n estlmate
for sums of independent geometric random variables together imply that P[G5] < ¢~ N after
further decreasing c if necessary. It follows that

M
]P’[Z (riwn) (i) = 10(i)) > 16¢(p)wRN + 27w R?
i=1

M
(7.3) <P lngng > (rleny (i) = ro(i)) > 160(p)@RN + 27> R?

i=1

+ P[G2] + P[Gs]

M
l Z 9|wn (i) — qo(i)) > 160(p)wRN + 3w’ R* | + 2¢ e V.

i=1
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Now let £ denote the six-vertex ensemble on §) corresponding to q,, and recall from Section [[L3]
the horizontal indicators (") (x,y) for this ensemble denoting the number of arrows along the edge
connecting ((z,y), (z + 1,y)). Upon restricting to the event G§, we have that ¢;(i) € [ — 8R, (8 +
2w)R] for each i € [1, M]. Hence,

M |8R+2wR]| |wN |
(7.4) 1os > (qen (@) =) < Y Y xM(a,p).
i=1 w=—|8R| y=1

Next observe that the law of £ is given by the restriction of the measure p(p) (from Section[L3]) to

$. The translation-invariance of u(p) implies for any fixed = € Z that the { XM (z, y)} are

y€[0,wN]
mutually independent 0 — 1 Bernoulli random variables with means ¢(p). Thus, a large deviations
estimate for sums of 0 — 1 Bernoulli random variables yields (after decreasing c if necessary) that
|8R+2wR]| |wN |
(7.5) P Z Z XM (z,y) > ¢(p)(16R + 2wR)wN + w?RN | < ¢ te™N.
z=—|8R] y=1
The first bound in (1)) then follows from (7.2), (Z3)), (Z4), (T3), the fact that R > N, and the

fact that p(p) € [0,1]. As mentioned previously, the proof of the second bound is entirely analogous
and therefore omitted. O

7.2. Local Approximation. In this section we provide a local approximation of the total current.

To that end, set A = [N'/8] > 0, and define p; = % for each j € [0, A]. Further let §épj) € {0,1}2
denote a (random) particle configuration on Z, sampled according to the measure Y (i) for each
j € [0, A]. Assume that these particle configurations are mutually coupled so that §((Jp ) < §((Jp 7)
whenever 0 < i < j < A. For each j € [0, 4], let ( t(p I )) denote the stochastic six-vertex model

with initial data 5(()’) I ); mutually couple these models with 7, under the higher rank coupling of
Definition 214 (recall Remark 2.T5)).

Now set k = [(log N)'/4] > 0; fix @ € (0,1); and let Z denote a set of pairwise disjoint intervals
such that J;c; I = Z and |I| = k for each I € Z. Recalling the function R(I;7,£) from BI)),
Proposition B.1 yields a constant C = C/(by, be, ) > 0 such that

[wN]| A

(7.6) E Lw—le SNSRI &) | < ONVR

t=0 j=0TIeZT
The following definition provides certain events and “local densities” that will be of use to us.

Definition 7.2. For each interval I € Z and integer ¢ € [0, wN], define the events

A [@wN]
. 1
F(I;t) = Fy(Iit) = { Y R(Lm 6) >0 F=Fy = =N S S 1py > N3
=0 t=1 IcT

Further fix some I and ¢, and assume that F(I;¢)° holds. Then, there exists some j = j(I;t) €
[0, A — 1] for which {t(pj)|1 <mnlr < §t(p”1)‘1. We define p(I;t) = pj = pj(1:4)-

In particular, F(I;t)¢ denotes the event on which 7; and all of the 515’) ) are ordered when
restricted to I; F¢ denotes the event on which most of the F(I;t)¢ hold; and p(I;t) denotes the
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approximate density in 7 of an interval I at time t. Observe by (Z.6]) and a Markov estimate that
P[F] < CN~Y/3,
The following lemma now provides a “local” approximation for the total current.

Lemma 7.3. Adopting the notation of Lemma [Z1], there exists a constant C = C(b1, b, w) > 0
such that

M lwN]| -1 )
CN C

E prNJ —k E E 1F (I;t)e (10gN)1/256 < og N

i=1 t=0 I€Z

Proof. Throughout this proof, we again set R = L%J Let £ denote the six-vertex ensemble on §)

associated with p,, and recall from Section [[3] the horizontal indicators x (") (x,y) for this ensemble
denoting the number of arrows connecting ((z,y), (z + 1,y)). Then, we have that

N
(7.7) Z Plen) (D) —po(@) =Y > X" (x,t
=1 z€Z t=1

We will now essentially approximate ) ; x")(z,t) by the associated stationary quantity, which
will be ¢ (p(I;t))k, whenever F(I;t)° holds. To that end, it will first be useful to bound the location
of the rightmost particle in 7s. In particular, Lemma and a large deviations estimate for sums
of independent geometric random variables yields a constant ¢ = ¢(b2) > 0 satisfying

(7.8) P[Go] < ¢ 'e™*N, where Go = {p|on (M) > 16R}.

Next, let us fix some integer ¢ € [1,wN] and interval I = [u,v] € Z with v = u+ k — 1. Abbreviate
j =j(I;t —1) and observe by a union bound that, for sufficiently large N,

(7.9) P[G1(I;t = 1)] < k(pjs1— pj) < N11/16

where
Gi(I;t—1) { ea)| )| }mF(I;t—UC.

Now, let F = Fi) denote the six-vertex ensemble on § corresponding to ( (pi )), and further
let m = |(log N)¥/®| and n = |(log N)¥/*6|. On G (I3t —1)° N F(I;t — 1)°, we have that §tp’)}l
nelr = (p ”1) ;» so Proposition 2.7 indicates that £ and F (P3) will likely coincide around (ute,t).
More prec1sely, define the interval J = J(I) = [u + m,v — m] C I and the event

GalI3t = 1) = {Elyieomm # FO |y VFTE = 1)
Then, for sufficiently large N, Proposition 217 yields

1
(log N)>
Next, recall from Section that, for each fixed = € J, the {X(h) (a:,y)} are (with respect to

F (pf)) mutually independent Bernoulli 0 — 1 random variables with means ¢(p;). Thus, we deduce
from a moderate deviations event for sums of such random variables that, for sufficiently large N,

1
(log N)?°

(7.10) P[Go(I;t — 1) NG (I;t —1)] <

(7.11) P[Gs(I;t—1)] <
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where
t+n—1
. _ . 4 . c
Gs(I;t—1) = {r;lea}( Zt xn(z,y) — nga(p(],t))‘ > n?/ } NF(I;t—1)°.
y:
Additionally define the event
t+n—1
GaI;it—1)= |J (F(I;s—=1)UG1(I;s —1)UGa(I;5 — 1) UGs(I;s — 1)).
s=t
Then (T9)), (ZI0), (C.II)), and union bound imply that
t+n—1 1
Gy(I;t—1) F(I —
al m 1 (log N4’
for sufficiently large N. Therefore, defining the event
[wN] NQ
G = FUG()U ZZIG4]t 1)>(10gN) ,
t=1 IeZ

we deduce from the fact that P[F] < CN~/3 for some constant C' = C(by,bz, @) > 0 (recall
Definition [7.2)), (Z.8), and a Markov estimate that P[G] < (log N)~! for sufficiently large N.

Now, let us approximate the right side of (Z7)) restricting to the event G°. To that end, first
observe that

g = N2k N2
(7.12) 1ge XM (x,t) — 1o, Y XM (x,t)] < < .
; ;Z ; IGZI A IZGI (log N)2 ~ log N

Next, since x(z,t)1ge = 0 whenever |z| > 16 R (from the event Gy), we have that
(7.13)

|wN| |wN |
Z 2194(1;t,1)02x(h x,t) Z ZIG4(1t 1) Z X" (z,t)| < 64wmk™'RN,
t=1 IeT zel t=1 IeZ xeJ(I)

Additionally, for the same reason and from the event G, we have that

|wN |
Z Z]'G4(I;t71)c Z X(h)(:t,t)
t=1 IeT xzeJ(I
(7.14) € eJ(I)
LWZNJZ > Hil kN2
n lowrie-ne XM ()| < g + 64nR.
t=1 IeT ! weJ(I) s=t (IOgN)Q
From the event G3(I;t — 1), we have for sufficiently large N that
LWNJ t+n—1
Lae 2 Z S leaae-ne Y, >, x"
(7.15) t=1 IeZ weJ(I) s=t
|wwN |
- Z ZMP(I;t))(k_ 2m)1g, (ry—1)e| <n /ENZ.

t=1 IeZ
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Moreover, since 1gep(I;t) = 0 for |z| > 16R, we have

(7.16)
|lwN | |lwN]
Loe [ YD olp (k= 2m)lg,re-1)e =k > Y @(p(I;) g, (rit—1)e | < 64wmk™ ' NR;
t=1 I€Z t=1 IeZ
|lwN | K2\ 2I€N2
]_Gc k Z Z I t 1041t 1)e — k Z Z It ]-F I;t—1)¢ < W
t=1 IeT t=1 IeZ &)

Now (T12), (13), (7I4), (7.I5), (7.16), and the fact that P[G] < (log N)~! together imply the

lemma. O

7.3. Proof of the Approximate Coupling. In this section we establish Proposition[6.2} through-
out, we adopt the notation of that proposition and of Section For any w > 0, let us define the
subset of intervals J C Z by

J={I:1C[-(8+3w)R,(8+3w)R];I €T}

From Lemma[7] Lemmal[7.3] and the fact that ¢”(0) < 0, we will deduce the following corollary,
which essentially states that p(I;t) is typically equal to p.

Corollary 7.4. Under the notation of Lemma T3, there exist constants C1 = Cy(b1,b2) > 0 and
Cy = Co(b1,ba, @) > 0 such that

|wN]—-1 C
2
Pl > > et preye p} > Chk™'w?N? glogN.
t=1 Ieg

Proof. We first claim that k>, ; p(I; 1)1 p(r)e = Y ez me(®) = M =~ 16 Rp, for most t € [0, wN],
with high probability. To that end, it will first be useful to bound the position of the rightmost
particle in p. Thus, observe by Lemma[2.10]and a large deviations estimate for sums of independent
geometric random variables that there exists a constant C5 = C5(bs, @) > 0 such that

(7.17) P[Go] < Cse ™%, where Go = {p|on|(M) > (8 + 3w)R}.

Next, we will show that ) n:(v) =~ p(I;t)k with high probability whenever F'(I;t)¢ holds.
Indeed, a moderate deviations estimate for sums of independent Bernoulli 0 — 1 random variables
yields

(7.18) ]P[

. C.
> (@) - m‘ > wﬂ < TV

xel

for some constant Cy > 0 and any i € [0, A].
Now, fixing I € Z and ¢ € [0, wN] and restricting to the event F'(I;¢)¢ and abbreviating j = j(I;1)

yields 5,5’”) ‘I <mlr < {t(pj“)h. Therefore, by (.I8) and a union bound we obtain

> (=) kat)}>2k3/4 2:}

xzel

204

P[G:1(I;1)] < (og N)*

where Gl (I t {]-F(I t)e
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Thus, for each ¢ € [0, wN], a Markov estimate yields a constant Cs = C5(bz) > 0 such that

Cs N
(7.19) P[G1(t)] < og N)?° where G1(t) = {Iezlel(M) > klogN}'

Next, to establish that kY, ; p(I;t)1p(raye = Y, cpmi(w) = M ~ 16 Rp, for most ¢ € [0, wN] (as
stated above), observe for sufficiently large N that Ga(t) C Go U G1(t) U F(t), where

k Z P 6) L) — 16Rp} > ZwN}; F(t) = {Z 1r(re > N5/6} .

(7.20)  Go(t) = {
Ieg Ieg

Indeed, this holds since (6.I)) and n,(z) € {0,1} imply that |[16Rp — M| < wN and

1pwelagla, (e |k Z p(L; )1 preye — M| < 1p@yela, (1) |k Z (L)1 p(rie)e — Z Zﬁt(f)
Ieg Ieg IeJ z€l
3N
<D S m@) = k()| 1ramele i + Toa N
I1eJ |zl &
2k 3N
< 234 4 — N
<191 (24 ) 4 20 <

respectively, both for sufficiently large V.
We next bound the number of ¢ € [0, wN] for which G2(t) holds. To that end, define the events

|wN | |wN|
N 2N
G = E 1 — % Gy = E 1 _
1 t=0 G = logN {’ ’ t=0 G0 = log N
Then, a Markov estimate implies for sufficiently large N that
05 C'6
7.21 PG —; P[G2] < P[F| + P|G PG| € ——
(7.21) G < (g PG SPIFI+BIGH] + PG < (s

for some constant Cg = Cg(by, by, ) > 0, where we have applied ([Z17)), (C.19), and the fact that
P[F] < C7N~1/3 for some constant C7 = C7(by, ba, @) > 0 (recall Definition [Z2] and below).

Now define p(t) = |T|7* > ,c 7 p(I; 1)1 p(1;1)e for each t € [0,wN], so that Lo, |o(t) — p| < 3w,
since ‘M — 1| < 2. Since ¢(0) = 0, we have that

E|T]
Las > @(p5t) Lerne = Lag Y @ (oLt Le(roe)

Iez Ieg
p(Lit) 1pee 2 .
— 165 (e (pO)1+ Y [ | sz ).
1eg Y Pt 0
Thus, since max,e(,1) ¢"(2) < —2(bz — b1)? < 0, it follows that
|wN]|—-1
Lag(ba — by)? Z Z |p(t) = p(I; )1 p(10)e
t=0 IeJ

(7.22)

|lwN]—-1
<l ), <<ﬂ(p(t))ljl = (U t))]-F(I;t)C> ,

t=0 IeZ
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where we have used that Gy C G3. Since lcz(t)‘p(t) — p’ < 3w, we have for sufficiently large N
that

|wN]|—-1 loN -1
(7 23) Z Z |p I t 1F(I it)e Z 1FC]-GS]-G§ Z Z |P _ p(I;t)
- =0 IeJ t=0 IeJ
- C’gZU2k'_1]\/v27

for some constant Cs = Cs(b2) > 0. Again using the fact that 1g,|p(t) — p| < 3w yields for
sufficiently large N that

|wN]—-1
log Y, (w(p(t)) 1T1=> (oI t))lFu;t)c)
t=0 IeZ
|lwN]-1
(7.24) <lgg Z <<P(P)|j| - Z@(P(I; t))]-F(I;t)C> + 3rw?| TN
t=0 IeZ
|wN]|—-1
<lgg |wp Ee(e)MN = Y > o(p(Ii ) Lpe | + Com’k N2,
t=0 IeT

for some constant Cy = Cy(ba) > 0, where we have used (GI) (to approximate |p(p)|T| —

p k7 to(p)M| < wk™'N, for sufficiently large N) and the fact that max.cjo1) ¢'(2) < . Since
Lemma IE:L Lemma [73] and a union bound together yield constants C19 = Ci9(b1,b2) > 0 and
Ci1 = Cll(bh bg,w) > 0 such that

|wN]|—-1
C
]P’Uwp o) MN = > > oo ) 1p(rey | > Crow?k T N? <i ljv’
t=0 IeZ 8
the corollary follows from (T21)), (T22), (23)), and ([T.24). O

We can now establish Proposition

Proof of Proposition[6.2. Let w € (0,1); adopt the notation of Corollary [[4} assume that {ép ) is
coupled with the §(p] such that §épi) < 5(()’)) < §épj) whenever 0 < p; < p < p; < 1; and mutually

couple {t(p ) with 7t and the (5,5” I )) under the higher rank coupling (recall Remark 2T5]). For each
interval I € J and integer t € [0, wN — 1], define the events

Do(I;t) = {\pltlp(” p\>w1/4}; Do(t {ZIDDH >k w1/4N}
Ieg
|lwN]|—-1
Dy=GoU [ (Do(t)UF(1)),
=0

where we recall Gy and F(t) from (CI7) and (Z20), respectively. Then Corollary [[4 and the
facts that P[Go] < Ce /¢ and P[F] < CN~/3 for some constant C' = C(by,ba, @) > 0 (recall
Definition [7.2] and below) together yield that P[Dy] < C(log N)~!, whenever w is sufficiently small
(after increasing C' if necessary).
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Restricting to D§, there exists some integer t = to € [0,wN — 1] such that Do(¢)° N F(t)° N G§
holds. Then, define the events

Dl (I) = Z&gf) (.I) — pk} > w1/4k U ]‘DO(I;tO)C]‘F(I;tO)C ngg(l’to))(.f) - pk > 2@1/4k
xel zel
U 1Do(1;to)°1F(I;to)° Zggs(l;to)-i-l) ($) _ pk‘ > 2o /A

xel

Dy =3 1p, > @'/ *k'N
IeJg

Then, a large deviations estimate for sums of independent Bernoulli 0 — 1 random variables
yields that ]P’[Dl (I )] < C(log N)~2, after increasing C' if necessary, which implies by a Markov

estimate that P[D;] < C(log N)~!. Now, since §,§p) and the 5,5’”) are mutually ordered, and since
§§p(1;t))|1 <mlr < §§”(’*“+1>|I whenever F'(I;t)¢ holds, we deduce for sufficiently small o that

8R
1pg1pe Z o () — ft(f) (z)| <1pelpe Z Z |1160 () — ft(f) ()]
z=—8R I1eJ zel
7.25
(7.25) < Z Z |10 () — € (@)| 1, (1) Lo 1300 + 204N
1€J z€l

< 6w/ k| T |+ 2w /AN < ¢N.

Now, from Lemma 210 and a large deviations estimate for sums of independent geometric
random variables, we find that the probability of an uncoupled particle between (17,50 , 5,55 )) outside
of [~8R, 8R] entering [~4R, 4R] at some point during time interval [ty, Y] is bounded by Ce= N/
after increasing C' if necessary. By ([28), it follows that

4R
Pl > (@) =&7@)] > oN| <P[Do] +P[Dy] + Ce ™/,
r=—4R
from which we deduce the proposition since P[Dy],P[D1] < C(log N)~L. O
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