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Abstract

We introduce a new, algebraic method to construct duality functions for integrable
dynamic models. This method will be implemented on dynamic stochastic higher spin
vertex models, where we prove the duality functions between the dynamic stochastic
higher spin vertex models and non dynamic stochastic higher spin vertex models are
the 3φ2 functions. A degeneration of these duality functions is dual q–Krawtchouk
polynomials, which agree with orthogonal polynomial dualities between ASEP and
dynamic ASEP of Groenevelt–Wagenaar [19].

The method involves using the universal twister of Uq(sl2), viewed as a quasi–
triangular, quasi–∗–Hopf algebra. The algebraic method is presented very generally
and is expected to produce duality functions for other dynamic integrable models.

As an application of the duality, we prove that the asymptotic fluctuations of the
dynamic stochastic six vertex model with step initial conditions are governed by the
Tracy–Widom distribution.
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1 Introduction

Markov duality is a widely used tool in the theory of Markov processes,
wherein an analysis of a Markov process is reduced to an analysis of
a “simpler” Markov process. However, despite its ubiquity, discovering
Markov duality is a “black art”[20]. Over the last 30 years, starting with
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the seminal papers [34, 35], researchers have developed an algebraic
machinery to discover Markov duality in interacting particle systems.

In more recent years, there have been new developments on so–called
“dynamic” models. Dynamic stochastic vertex models and dynamic ASEP
were introduced by Borodin [6], using the Felder–Varchenko elliptic
quantum group. His result produced an contour integral formula for
expectations of certain observables which resembled a duality result.
Later work of [7] proved that the observable is indeed a duality function
between dynamic ASEP and usual ASEP, using direct calculations in-
volving q–Hermite polynomials. Later work of Aggarwal [1] applied fusion
to produce dynamic stochastic higher spin vertex models with explicit
formulas for the weights, and also produced contour integral formulas
for expectations. An unusual feature of these dynamic models is that
the one point marginals have scaling exponent 1/4 and converge to a
non–trivial random variable. (See also the SPDE work of [13] where the
scaling limit occurs).

In this paper, the main probabilistic result is a duality for the dynamic
stochastic higher spin vertex models, and Tracy–Widom fluctuations
for the dynamic stochastic six vertex model. The duality functions are
themselves vertex weights, which was an idea communicated to the
authors by Michael Wheeler [36, 37] and William Mead [33].

The proof utilizes algebraic machinery. In particular, the new ingredi-
ents are (1) the universal Drinfeld twister of the quantum group Uq(sl2),
in contrast to the use of the Felder–Varchecnko elliptic quantum group;
and (2) calculations are done using the universal R–matrix rather than
applying fusion. As far as we know, this is the first probabilistic applica-
tion of the previous two tools. The algebraic methods are expected to
apply to other Drinfeld–Jimbo quantum groups.

We also make a remark on orthogonal polynomial duality, where the
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duality functions are polynomials which are orthogonal with respect to
the reversible measures of the process. Because of the orthogonality,
there are a priori applications in probability, such as to Boltzmann-Gibbs
principles [3, 4] or correlation formulas [11, 30]. In this sense, orthogonal
polynomial dualities are in improvement on “triangular” dualities, for
which the probabilistic applications are not immediately obvious. A recent
paper [16] developed a new algebraic method for constructing orthogonal
polynomial dualities in interacting particle systems, generalizing the
previous methods of [10, 11, 18, 38]. Because the method here involves
Michael Wheeler’s idea that duality functions are themselves vertex
weights, new algebraic insights for orthogonal polynomial dualities will
be needed. These are discussed in section 5.

Shortly after version 1 of this paper appeared on the arXiv, a preprint
[19] of Gronevelt and Wagenaar constructed a dynamic ASEP(q, j) with
orthogonal polynomial duality (with respect to the reversible measures).
In version 2 of this paper, we show that their duality function is a degen-
eration of ours. We then use the duality function to prove Tracy–Widom
fluctuations. To our knowledge, this is the first time that orthogonal
polynomials have been used for asymptotic fluctuations.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank (in no partic-
ular order) Michael Wheeler, William Mead, Wolter Groenevelt, Alexei
Borodin, Amol Aggarwal, Ivan Corwin, Carel Wagenaar, Konstantin Matet-
ski, and Leonid Petrov for helpful discussions. The discussions with
Wolter Groenevelt and William Mead were held at the workshop “Recent
Developments in Stochastic Duality” in Eindhoven, with support from
EURANDOM and the NWO grant 613.001.753 “Duality for interacting
particle systems.”

The first author would also like to thank his friends on “CATS (Cult
of Accessibility and Taylor Swift)”, a Swiftie Discord Server where we
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discuss Taylor Swift and accessibility (acknowledging that this PDF is not
accessible). Personal thanks goes to @Vega for setting up the server.
The first author was also supported by National Science Foundation
grant DMS-2000331.

2 Background

2.1 Orthogonal Polynomial Background

When n is a nonnegative integer, the q-Pochhammer symbol is defined
by:

(a; q)n =
n−1∏
j=0

(
1 − qja

)
(a; q)−n =

n∏
j=1

1

1 − q−ja
.

From the q-Pochhammer symbols, we can define the hypergeometric
series

pφr

(
a1, a2, . . . , ap

b1, b2, . . . , br
| q, z

)
=

∞∑
k=0

zk

(q; q)k

p∏
j=1

(aj ; q)k

r∏
j=1

(bj ; q)
−1
k .

For any integer n, define the q–deformed integers and factorial by

[n] =
qn − q−n

q − q−1
, [n]! =

(q2; q2)n
(q−1 − q)n

q−n(n+1)/2.

We extend this definition such that for any a ∈ R and integer n,

[a + n]!

[a]!
=

(q2(a+1); q2)n
(q−1 − q)n

q−na−n(n+1)/2.

Now we introduce the Racah-Wilson polynomials [2], which is given
by the q–hypergeometric function:

Wn(x;α, β, γ,M |q) = 4φ3

(
q−n, qn+1αβ, q−x, qx−Mγ

qα, qβγ, q−M
q, q

)
. (1)
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It satisfies the following orthogonal relation:

N∑
x=0

Wn(x;α, β, γ,M |q)Wm(x;α, β, γ,M |q)w(x) = δm,nhn, (2)

where

hn =
(q; q)n(1 − αβq)(βq; q)n

(
αγ−1q; q

)
n

(
αβqM+2; q

)
n
(q−Mγ)n

(αβq; q)n (1 − αβq2n+1) (αq; q)n(βγq; q)n(q−M ; q)n

×
(
q−M+1γ; q

)
∞

(
α−1β−1q−M−1; q

)
∞

(
α−1γ; q

)
∞

(
β−1; q

)
∞

(α−1q−Mγ; q)∞ (β−1q−M ; q)∞ (γq; q)∞ (α−1β−1q−1; q)∞
,

w(x) =
(q−Mγ; q)x

(
1 − q−M+2xγ

)
(αq; q)x(βγq; q)x(q

−M ; q)

(q; q)x(1 − q−Mγ) (α−1q−Mγ; q)x (β
−1q−M ; q)x (γq; q)x(αβq)

x
.

Next, we define the q − 6j symbol [22]

{
a b e

d c f

}
q

=(−1)2c+2d+2e
√

[2e + 1][2f + 1]∆ (a, b, e) ∆ (a, c, f ) ∆ (c, e, d) ∆ (d, b, f )

×
∑
w

(
(−1)−w[a + b + c + d + 1 − w]!

[c + d − e − w]![b + d − f − w]![a + c − f − w]![a + b − e − w]!

× 1

[w]![w + e + f − b − c]![w − a − d + e + f ]!

)
, (3)

where the sum is taken only over w with non-negative arguments in
square brackets inside the summation and

∆ (j1, j2, j3) =

√
[−j1 + j2 + j3]! [j1 − j2 + j3]! [j1 + j2 − j3]!

[j1 + j2 + j3 + 1]!
.

The q − 6j symbol can be expressed through the Racah-Wilson polyno-
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mial, by setting

n = a + b − e, x = c + d − e, M = a + b + c + d + 1,

α = q2(−a−d+e+f ), β = q2(−a−b−c+d+1), γ = q2(a+e+f−d+1)

so that {
a b e

d c f

}
q

=

√
w(x)

hn
Wn(x;α, β, γ,M |q2). (4)

The dual q-Krawtchouk polynomial Kn(x; c, N | q) is defined as

Kn(x; c, N | q) = 3ϕ2

(
q−n, q−x,−cqx−N

q−N , 0
; q, q

)
, (5)

It satisfies the following orthogonal relation:

N∑
x=0

(
−cq−N , q−N ; q

)
x

(q,−cq; q)x

(
1 + cq2x−N

)
(1 + cq−N )

(−c)−xqx(2N−x)Km(x; c, N | q)Kn(x; c, N | q)

=
(
−c−1; q

)
N

(q; q)n
(q−N ; q)n

(
cq−N

)n
δmn, c > 0.

(6)
In this paper, it will be helpful to use a rescaled version of the q–
Krawtchouk polynomial, defined as

k(n, x; ρ;N, q) = ck(n, ρ, N )Kn

(
x; q2ρ, N ; q2

)
(7)

with ck(n; ρ;N ) = (−1)nq−nρq
1
2n(N−1). The greek letter rho is intentionally

chosen to remind the reader of density.

2.2 Probabilistic Background

2.2.1 Definition of duality

Definition 1. Two Markov processes ξ(t) and η(t) on states spaces X

and Y, respectively, are dual with respect to the function D(ξ, η) on X×Y
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if
Eξ [D(ξ(t), η)] = Eη[D(ξ, η(t))] for all t ≥ 0.

If, in addition, X = Y and ξ(t) = η(t) then ξ(t) is self–dual with respect to
the function D(ξ, η).

If X and Y are discrete, an equivalent definition of duality is the
intertwining relation

LξD = DLTη ,

where Lξ is the generator of ξ(t) viewed as a matrix with rows and
columns indexed by X, Lη is the generator of η(t) with rows and columns
indexed by Y, and D is the duality function viewed as a matrix with rows
indexed by X and columns indexed by Y. The superscript T indicates
matrix transpose. Note that this is using the convention in probability,
that a stochastic matrix has rows summing to 1.

Observe that all Markov processes are dual to each other with respect
to constant functions, so part of the difficulty of duality is finding duality
functions which have useful applications.
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2.2.2 Definition of model

Recall from Borodin’s paper [6] the weights for the dynamic stochastic
six vertex model:

weight(⊙) = astoch
0 (q, λ, w) = 1, weightλ,w(+) = dstoch

1 (q, λ, w) = 1,

weight(|) = astoch
1 (q, λ, w) =

1 − q
1
2w

1 − q−
1
2w

· q
−1 − e2πiλ

1 − e2πiλ
,

weight(⌟) = bstoch
0 (q, λ, w) =

1 − q−1

1 − q−
1
2w

· q
1
2w − e2πiλ

1 − e2πiλ
,

weight(⌜) = cstoch
1 (q, λ, w) =

(
q

1
2 − q−

1
2

)
w

1 − q−
1
2w

·

(
q

1
2w
)−1

− e2πiλ

1 − e2πiλ
,

weight(−−) = dstoch
0 (q, λ, w) =

q−1 − q−
1
2w

1 − q−
1
2w

· q − e2πiλ

1 − e2πiλ
.

(8)
Here, λ is the dynamic parameter and w is the spectral parameter. Briefly
note that

d0
a1

=
q−1 − q−1/2w

1 − q1/2w

q − e2πiλ

q−1 − e2πiλ
= q−1 · q − e2πiλ

q−1 − e2πiλ
∈ (q−1, q)

In Aggarwal’s paper [1], the fused weights are defined as follows.
Define

ψΛ,J,u,λ (i1, j1; i2, j2)

= 1i1+j1=i2+j2q
(j2−i1)J

(u
s

)j1 (qi1−j2+1; q
)
j2

(
qj2−J ; q

)
j1

(
suqJ ; q

)
i1−j2

(
s2qi1−j2 ; q

)
j1

(su; q)i1+j1(q; q)j2 (q
j2−J ; q)j1−j2

×

(
us−1κ−1q−i1 ; q

)
j2

(
q1−i1−Ju−1s−1κ−1; q

)
j1

(
qκ−1; q

)
j1

(
qj2−2i1+1s−2κ−1; q

)
i1−j2

(q1−j2κ−1; q)j1 (q
j2−i1−J+1s−2κ−1; q)j1 (q

j2−2i1−Js−2κ−1; q)j2 (q
2j2−2i1−J+1s−2κ−1; q)i1−j2

× 10W9

(
q−j2κ−1; q−j1 , q−j2 , qj1−Jκ−1, q1−i1s−2κ−1, su−1qi1−j2+1, usqi1−j2+J , q−i1κ−1; q, q

)
(9)
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with

q = e−4πiη; s = e2πiηΛ; κ = e2πiλ; κ̃ = qJ−2j1κ; κ = κ̃−1,

and where

r+1Wr (a1; a4, a5, . . . , ar+1; q, z) =
∞∑
k=0

zk (a1; q)k
(q; q)k

1 − a1q
2k

1 − a1

r+1∏
j=4

(aj ; q)k
(qa1/aj ; q)k

(10)
denotes the very-well poised basic hypergeometric series. These weights
sum to 1 in the sense that∑

i2,j2

ψ (i1, j1; i2, j2) = 1.

In (9), J is the horizontal spin and Λ is the vertical spin. As before λ

is the dynamic parameter, η is the asymmetry parameter and u is the
spectral parameter.

From these weights, a discrete–time Markov chain can be constructed
as a vertex model (see [1] for a detailed definition). In this paper, we con-
sider the model on finite sites with closed boundaries (i.e. no horizontal
incoming arrows through the left boundary and no horizontal outgoing
arrows through the right boundary), or on the infinite line.

Now we briefly describe the model defined on [1, N ] × Z+ (See Figure
1). For each vertex (x, y) ∈ [1, N ] × Z+, there is an arrow configuration,
which is a quadruple

(i1, j1; i2, j2) = (i1, j1; i2, j2)(x,y) = (i1(x, y), j1(x, y); i2(x, y), j2(x, y))

of non-negative integers, where j1 denotes the number of horizontal
incoming arrows at (x, y); i1 denotes the number of vertical incoming
arrows; j2 denotes the number of horizontal outgoing arrows; and i2
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denotes the number of vertical outgoing arrows. At any vertex, the total
number of incoming arrows is equal to the total number of outgoing
arrows (i.e. i1 + j1 = i2 + j2). Let Jk be the horizontal spin, and Ik

be the vertical spin for strip k, which means 0 ≤ j1(·, y), j2(·, y) ≤ 2Jy,
and 0 ≤ i1(x, ·), i2(x, ·) ≤ 2Ix. Each vertex (x, y) is associated with a
dynamical parameter λ(x, y) according to the following rules:

λ(x + 1, y) = λ(x, y) − 4η(i1(x + 1, y) − Ix+1),

λ(x, y + 1) = λ(x, y) + 4η(j1(x, y) − Jy).

Given the empty left boundary (i.e. j1(1, ·) = 0 ) and arbitrary bottom
boundary (i.e. i1(·, 1)), we now update the configuration from left to right
and from bottom to top with transition probability at site (x, y) defined as

Px,y(i2, j2|i1, j1) = ψIx,Jy ,ux,λ(x,y) (i1, j1; i2, j2) . (11)

Similarly to the stochastic six vertex model [8], there is an equivalent
way to define the model as an interacting particle system: consider the
P -distributed random configuration and cut it by horizontal lines y = t+ 1

2 ,
t = 0, 1, 2 . . ., then ηx(t) = i1

(
x, t + 1

2

)
is a Markov chain. Since the

horizontal arrows are to the right, which means the particles only jump
to the right, we say that the model has asymmetry to the right.

2.3 Algebraic Background

2.3.1 Quantum groups as quasi-triangular quasi-Hopf ∗–algebras

The quantum group Uq(sl2) is a unital algebra generated by E± and qH

with relations:

[H,E±] = ±2E±, [E+, E−] =
qH − q−H

q − q−1
.
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Figure 1: This shows one–time update of the dynamic stochastic higher spin vertex model. The
update occurs sequentially from left to right. The dashed lines indicate that the update has not
yet occurred, and each solid line shows the number of arrows.
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The co–unit is ϵ(qH) = 1, ϵ(E±) = 1 The choice of co–product in this
paper will be

∆(H) = H ⊗ id + id ⊗H, ∆ (E±) = E± ⊗ qH/2 + q−H/2 ⊗ E±.

The above definitions define a bialgebra structure on Uq(sl2). There is
also an antipode which defines a Hopf algebra structure, but we will not
(explicitly) use the antipode.

Recall Drinfeld’s universal R–matrix:

RD
12 = q

1
2H⊗H

∞∑
i=0

(
q − q−1

)i q− i(i+1)
2

[i]!
q

i
2HE i

+ ⊗ q−
i
2HE i

−.

This R–matrix satisfies the property that

RD∆(X) = ∆′(X)RD

for any X ∈ Uq(sl2), where ∆′ = P ◦ ∆ is the opposite comultiplication
defined by P (X ⊗ Y ) = Y ⊗X . This property makes Uq(sl2) an almost–
cocommutative Hopf algebra. The R–matrix additionally satisfies

RD
12R

D
21 = 1, (ϵ ⊗ ϵ)RD

12 = 1 RD
12(∆ ⊗ id)(RD) = RD

23(id ⊗∆)(RD),

which makes it a coboundary Hopf algebra. Additionally,

(∆ ⊗ id)(RD) = RD
13R

D
23, (id ⊗∆)(RD) = RD

13R
D
12,

making it a quasi–triangular Hopf algebra. In any quasi–triangular Hopf
algebra, the R–matrix satisfies the quantum Yang–Baxter equation [23]

RD
12R

D
13R

D
23 = RD

23R
D
13R

D
12.

In fact, there is a spectral–dependent version of the R–matrix, denoted

14



RD(z), satisfying the Yang–Baxter Equation

RD
12(u)R

D
13(uv)R

D
23(v) = RD

23(v)R
D
13(uv)R

D
12(u). (12)

The R–matrix can be constructed from the quantized affine Lie algebra
Uq(ŝl2), although that construction is not needed for this paper.

There is a generalization of Hopf algebras to quasi–Hopf algebras,
which can be constructed with a twisting procedure. Suppose there is a
twister satisfying the following shifted cocycle condition [5]:

F12(λ)(∆ ⊗ id)F (λ) = F23(λ − 2ηH1)(id ⊗∆)F (λ); (13)

then the twisted R–matrix

R(z, λ) = F21(λ)
(
RD(z)

)−1
F−1
12 (λ) (14)

satisfies the dynamical Yang-Baxter Equation [15]

R12(u, λ − 2ηH3)R13(uv, λ)R23(v, λ − 2ηH1)

= R23(v, λ)R13(uv, λ − 2ηH2)R12(u, λ), (15)

where η is defined in a way such that q = e2πiη.
Now set

∆λ(X) = F (λ)∆(X)F−1(λ),

which is called the twisted co-product. Then,

R(z, λ)∆λ(X) = ∆′
λ(X)R(z, λ)

for any X ∈ Uq(sl2). Additionally,

(∆λ ⊗ id)(R(z, λ)) = Φ312R13(z, λ)Φ
−1
132R23(z, λ)Φ123,

(id ⊗∆λ)(R(z, λ)) = Φ−1
231R13(z, λ)Φ213R12(z, λ),Φ

−1
123

15



where Φ = (F23(λ)(id ⊗∆)F (λ)) (F12(λ)(∆ ⊗ id)F (λ))−1. These prop-
erties makes Uq(sl2) an quasi–Hopf algebra. For more details about
quasi–Hopf algebra, we refer to [21].

There is also a ∗–Hopf algebra structure on Uq(sl2) for nonzero real
values of q. The involution is given by the explicit formula

E∗
+ = E−, E∗

− = E+,
(
qH
)∗

= qH .

The ∗–algebra structure can also be defined using the antipode, in
addition to this explicit formula.

Finally, recall that for J ∈ {1/2, 1, 3/2, 2, 5/2, . . .}, the (2J+1)–dimensional
representations are given by

ρ(J)(H)|J +m⟩ = 2m|J +m⟩ −J ≤ m ≤ J

ρ(J) (E±) |J +m⟩ =
√

[J ∓m][J ±m + 1]|J +m ± 1⟩,

Denote this representation by V 2J . We interpret J +m to be the number
of particles and J −m to be the number of holes at each site.

3 Main Results

3.1 Probabilistic Results

The main theorems of this paper are purely probabilistic results, which
can be stated without algebra. The first is a Markov duality result,
and the second is an application to Tracy–Widom asymptotics. Be-
low, the weights for the model are defined using different notations from
those described in section 2.2.2. More specifically, define the weights
S(i1, j1, i2, j2) to be equal to ψ(i1, j1, i2, j2) with q replaced by q2 and u

replaced by 1
zq2 .
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3.1.1 Markov Duality

Let Ji be the vertical spin at site i, µ and ξ be the vertex models with
transition matrices given by (26) and (27), respectively. Then we have
the following duality results (see Corollary 3).

Theorem 1. The dynamic stochastic higher spin vertex model µ, with
asymmetry to the left, is dual to a (non–dynamic) stochastic higher spin
vertex model ξ with asymmetry to the right, with respect to the duality
functions:

Dc(µ, ξ) =
N∏
i=1

(
e−2πiλq2(−c+N[1,i−1](µ+ξ−2J)+µi−2Ji); q2

)
2Ji−µi

×3φ2

(
q−2(2Ji−µi), q−2ξi , e−2πiλq2(2N[1,i−1](µ−J)+µi−2Ji)

q−4Ji , e−2πiλq2(−c+N[1,i−1](µ+ξ−2J)+µi−2Ji)
q2, q2

)
×q−4JiN[1,i−1](ξ)−2ξiN[1,i](µ)

where c is a constant and N[1,i](η) =
∑i

k=1 ηk.

Taking c to ±∞ so that qc → 0 yields an orthogonal duality:

Corollary 1. The dynamic stochastic higher spin vertex model µ, with
asymmetry to the left, is dual to a (non–dynamic) stochastic higher spin
vertex model ξ with asymmetry to the right, with respect to the duality
functions:

Dort(µ, ξ) =
N∏
i=1

3φ2

(
q2(2Ji−µi), q2ξi , e−2πiλq2(2N[1,i−1](µ−J)+µi)

q4Ji , 0
q−2, q−2

)
× q−4JiN[1,i](ξ)−2ξiN[1,i−1](µ) (16)
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Moreover, when −e−2πiλ > 0, there are orthogonal relations∑
ξ

Dort(µ, ξ)Dort(µ
′, ξ)w(ξ; q, J) =

δµ,µ′

W (µ; q, J, λ)
, (17)

∑
µ

Dort(µ, ξ)Dort(µ, ξ
′)W (µ; q, J, λ) =

δξ,ξ′

w(ξ; q, J)
, (18)

with

w(ξ; q, J) = q
1
2

∑N
i=1(2Jiξi−2ξiN[1,i](2J))

N∏
i=1

q−ξi(ξi−2Ji)

[
2Ji

ξi

]
q−2

and

W (µ; q, J, λ) =
N∏
i=1

W
(
2Ji − µi; q

−1, 2Ji, logq−2

(
−e−2πiλq4N[1,i−1](µ−J)

))
,

W(x; q, N, ρ) =
1 + q4x+2ρ−2N

1 + q2ρ−2N

(
−q2ρ−2N ; q2

)
x

(−q2ρ+2; q2)x

q−x(2ρ+1+x−2N )

(−q−2ρ; q2)N

[
N

x

]
q2

.

(19)

Remark 1. Dort(µ, ξ) is equal to KL in Theorem 3.14 of [19], where
KL is proven to be an orthogonal duality between dyanmic ASEP and
ASEP, the orthogonal relation is given by Corollary 3.15 in [19]. The
measure w and W are reversible measures for ASEP and dynamic ASEP,
respectively. If we let Ji = J for any i, then up to a constant,

lim
J−→∞

Dort(µ, ξ) =
N∏
i=1

q2ξiN[1,i](µ),

which is a self duality function for q-TAZRP (totally asymmetric zero range
process). Note that this degeneration confirms the correct directions of
the asymmetry.
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In the limit to the non–dynamic model as λ = −i∞ in T stoch(z, λ), we
obtain a new duality function:

Corollary 2. The stochastic higher spin vertex model, with asymmetry to
the left, is dual to a stochastic higher spin vertex model with asymmetry
to the right, with respect to the duality function

Dnew(µ, ξ)

=
N∏
i=1

(
q2(C0+N[1,i−1](µ+ξ−2J)+µi−2Ji+1); q2

)
2Ji−µi(

q−2(C0+N[1,i−1](µ+ξ−2J)+ξi); q2
)
2Ji−µi

×2φ1

(
q−2(2Ji−µi), q−2(2Ji−ξi)

q−4Ji
q2, q−2(C0+N[1,i](µ+ξ−2J))

)
q−4JiN[1,i−1](ξ)−2ξiN[1,i](µ)

where C0 is a fixed constant.

Remark 2. Take C0 −→ ∞ in Dnew we get a triangular duality

Dtr(µ, ξ) =
N∏
i=1

1{µi≥ξi}
[µi]![2Ji − ξi]!

[µi − ξi]!
q−4JiN[1,i−1](ξ)+µiξi+2µiN[1,i−1](ξ)−2Jiξi ,

which actually is equal to the duality in [26]. To see this apply the
“charge–parity symmetry” to ξ in Theorem 2.5(a).

A simple way to check the duality result is to look at “two–site” dualities
or degenerate cases. In the next examples, we use that for the “two–site”
dualities the transition matrices are 4 × 4 matrices, and duality matrices
are calculated up to a constant in the total number of particles. Below,
T stoch(z, λ) is the transition matrix for process η and T stoch

rev (z,−i∞) is the
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transition matrix for the non dynamic process ξ.

T stoch
rev (z,−i∞) =


1 0 0 0

0 q2−1
(zq2−1)

q2(z−1)
zq2−1 0

0 z−1
zq2−1

z(q2−1)
zq2−1 0

0 0 0 1



T stoch(z, λ) =


1 0 0 0

0 (q2−1)(1−e−2πiλz)
(zq2−1)(1−e−2πiλ)

(q2−e−2πiλ)(z−1)
(zq2−1)(1−e−2πiλ)

0

0 (z−1)(1−e−2πiλq2)
(zq2−1)(1−e−2πiλ)

(q2−1)(z−e−2πiλ)
(zq2−1)(1−e−2πiλ)

0

0 0 0 1


Comparing these matrices with Borodin’s weights in (8), the notation
matches with q

1
2w replaced by z−1 and q being replaced with q2 (see the

6 for more details).

Example 1. The matrix Dc equals
(e−2πiλq−2c−2 − 1)(e−2πiλq−2c−4 − 1) −(e−2πiλ(e−2πiλ − q2c+2)(q2c − 1))q−4c−6 −(e−2πiλ(e−2πiλ − q2c+2)(q2c − 1))q−4c−6 (e−4πiλ(q2c − q2)(q2c − 1))q−4c−8

1 − e−2πiλq−2c−2 −(e−2πiλq−2c−2 − 1)q−2 (e−2πiλ(q2c − 1))q−2c−4) (e−2πiλ(q2c − 1))q−2c−6

1 − e−2πiλq−2c−2 (e−2πiλ(q2c+2 − 1))q−2c−4 −(q−2ce−2πiλ − 1)q−4 (e−2πiλ(q2c − 1))q−2c−6

1 q−4 q−4 q−8


and satisfies T stoch(z, λ)Dc = Dc

(
T stoch

rev (z,−i∞)
)∗.

Example 2. The matrix Dnew equals

Dnew =


((q2C0 − q2)(q2C0 − q4))q−6 (q2C0 (q2C0 − q2))q−6 (q2C0 (q2C0 − q2))q−6 q4C0−6

1 − q2C0−2 −(q2C0 − q2)q−4 −q2C0−4 −q2C0−6

1 − q2C0−2 −q2C0−4 −(q2C0 − 1)q−4 −q2C0−6

1 q−4 q−4 q−8


and satisfies T stoch(z,−i∞)Dnew = Dnew

(
T stoch

rev (z,−i∞)
)∗.

Example 3. The matrix Dtr equals

Dtr =


1 0 0 0

q−1/2 1 0 0

q−1/2 0 q−2 0

q q3/2 q3/2 q4
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and satisfies T stoch(z,−i∞)Dtr = Dtr

(
T stoch

rev (z,−i∞)
)∗.

3.1.2 Asymptotics

As an application of the duality, we can prove that the large–time fluctu-
ations of the dynamic stochastic six–vertex model are governed by the
Tracy–Widom distribution:

Theorem 2. Let µ(t) denote the dynamic stochastic six vertex model
with asymmetry to the right, and started with step initial conditions (i.e.
all lattice sites to the right of the origin contains an up–arrow). Suppose
q < 1, z < 1 and that ν ∈ (z, z−1).

Let L be a large parameter, and let the spatial variable y and the time
variable t depend on L in such a way that y = ⌊νL⌋ and t = L. Let
the dynamic parameter λ depend on L in such a way that λ is purely
imaginary and 1 lim infL→∞ λ/(iL) ≤ 0. Then for any real value of s,

lim
L→∞

P

(
Ny(µ(t)) −mνL

σνL1/3
≤ s

)
→ F2(s)

where F2(s) is cumulative distribution function of the Tracy–Widom distri-
bution, and mL, σL equal

mν :=
(
√
ν −

√
z)2

1 − z
, σν :=

z1/2ν−1/6

1 − z
((1 −

√
νz)(

√
νz−1 − 1))2/3

Remark 3. Somewhat surprisingly, the asymptotic outputs mL, σL and
F2(s) do not depend on the dynamic parameter λ. A similar phenomenon
occurs for the usual stochastic six vertex model [8], where the parameters
do not depend on the asymmetry parameter q. Computer simulations in
the appendix also support the lack of dependence on λ. Following the
proof of the theorem (section 4.1), additional intuition will be provided,
based on the form of the duality function.

1For example, this holds if λ/i ≤ 0 for all values of L.
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Remark 4. In more standard probability notation, the usual convention is
that asymmetry parameter q and spectral parameter z take values in (0, 1).
Since the quantum group Uq(sl2) is invariant under the replacements
q ↔ q−1, in an algebraic setting the notational convention is different.

3.2 Algebraic Results

The proof of this probabilistic result uses algebraic methods. These
methods are very general, therefore we summarize them here. Note that
the main concept of this proof, that “duality functions can be constructed
from vertex models”, was communicated to us by Michael Wheeler and
William Mead [36, 37, 33].

Consider the following setup. There is a matrix R(z, λ), acting on a
tensor power V ⊗W , which depends on a quantization parameter q, a
spectral parameter z and the dynamical parameter λ and satisfies the
dynamical Yang–Baxter Equation (15). More generally, consider the
tensor product V0 ⊗ V1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ VN , with V0 called the “auxiliary space” and
V1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ VN called “the bulk space.” Let 2Ji + 1 be the dimension of Vi.

Let P be the permutation map on two sites, defined by P : V ⊗W →
W ⊗ V with P (v ⊗ w) = w ⊗ v. Let the ˇ notation refer to

Ři,i+1 = Pi,i+1Ri,i+1 = Ri+1,iPi,i+1.

The transfer matrix T (λ) is defined by

T (z, λ) = ŘN−1,N

(
z, λ − 2ηN[1,N−2](H)

)
ŘN−2,N−1

(
z, λ − 2ηN[1,N−3](H)

)
· · · Ř1,2 (z, λ) ,
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where N[a,b](H) = Ha +Ha+1 · · · +Hb. Define

B(u, z, λ) = R0,N

(
u, λ − 2ηN[1,N−1](H)

)
R0,N−1

(
uz, λ − 2ηN[1,N−2](H)

)
· · ·R0,1

(
uzN−1, λ

)
and for each 0 ≤ m, l ≤ dim V0

⟨µ|Bml(u, z, λ)|ξ⟩ = ⟨m, µ|B(u, z, λ)|l, ξ⟩.

Theorem 3. Define Ř so that

Ř(z, λ) =
(
F12(λ)(Π

−1)⊗2(F21(λ))
∗ (R(z, λ)P )∗ (F21(λ)

∗)−1Π⊗2F−1
12 (λ)

)∗
.

Then there is the intertwining relationship

Ři,i+1(z, λ − 2ηN[1,i−1](H))Bm,l(u, z, λ) = Bm,l(u, z, λ)
(
Ři,i+1(z, λ(l))

)∗
,

(20)
where λ(l) = λ− 2ηN[1,i−1](H)− 2ηH0(l) with H0(l) denoting the constant
2(l − J0).

If a few more properties hold, then there is an intertwining relationship
between stochastic matrices. First, suppose that R(z, λ) satisfies the
transposition formula

(F21(λ)
∗)−1Π⊗2F12(λ)

−1PR(z, λ) = PR(z, λ)∗(F21(λ)
∗)−1Π⊗2F12(λ)

−1,

(21)
where Π is a permutation matrix. Second, suppose there is a ground
state symmetry

G−1
i,i+1(λ)Ři,i+1(z, λ)Gi,i+1(λ) = Ši,i+1(z, λ) (22)

such that Si,i+1(z, λ) is a stochastic matrix, meaning that each row sums
to 1 and all entries are non-negative, for some values of z, λ. Further, we
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assume there is a diagonal matrix C such that

ΠG(−i∞)Π = CPG(−i∞)P. (23)

Last, suppose that this same S(z, λ) satisfies the inversion formula

Π⊗2S(z, λ)Π⊗2 = S(z−1, λ), (24)

where S(z, λ) is defined by substituting q with q−1 in S(z, λ).
Note that equations (22) and (24) can be combined into(

Ř(z, λ)
)∗

= G−1(λ)Π⊗2
(
Š(z−1, λ)

)∗
Π⊗2G(λ). (25)

Define the stochastic transfer matrix by

T stoch(z, λ) = ŠN−1,N

(
z, λ − 2ηN[1,N−2](H)

)
ŠN−2,N−1

(
z, λ − 2ηN[1,N−3](H)

)
· · · Š1,2(z, λ), (26)

and

T stoch
rev (z,−i∞)

= (SP )1,2(z
−1,−i∞) · · · (SP )N−2,N−1

(
z−1,−i∞)

)
(SP )N−1,N

(
z−1,−i∞)

)
.

(27)

Remark 5. Notice that in the definition of T stoch(z, λ), each Š has row
sums to 1, thus T stoch(z, λ) could be viewed as a transfer matrix for the
dynamic stochastic vertex model with drift to the left, with the dynamic
parameter of site N being equal to λ + 2ηN[1,N ](H).
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Also Notice that

lim
H0(l)−→∞

(
Ř(z, λ(l))

)∗
= (Π−1)⊗2 (R(z,−i∞)P )∗ Π⊗2

= (Π−1)⊗2
((
RD(z)

)−1
P
)∗

Π⊗2,

where in the last equality we used he fact that PRD(z)PRD(z−1) = Id
(see (11) in [31]). This means it reduces to the non-dynamic case in this
limit.

In the theorem below, we will take the quantity H0(l) to ∞, as in such
limit, the twister terms in Ř(z, λ) become identities.

Theorem 4. With all of the above assumptions (specifically equations
(15), (21)–(24), there is the “two–site” duality relation

Ši,i+1

(
z, λ − 2ηN[1,i−1](H)

)
× G−1

i,i+1(λ − 2ηN[1,i−1](H))

(
lim

H0(l)−→∞
Bm,l(u, z, λ)

)
G−1
i,i+1(−i∞)

= G−1
i,i+1(λ − 2ηN[1,i−1](H))

(
lim

H0(l)−→∞
Bm,l(u, z, λ)

)
G−1
i,i+1(−i∞)

×
(
S(z−1,−i∞)P

)∗
i,i+1

.

Corollary 3. There is the duality relation

T stoch(z, λ)D = D
(
T stoch

rev (z,−i∞
)∗
,

where

D = const · G−1(λ)

(
lim

H0(l)−→∞
Bm,l(u, z, λ)

)
G−1(−i∞)
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with

⟨µ|G(λ)|µ⟩ =
N∏
i=1

q2JiN[1,i−1](µ)+Jiµi√
[µi]![2Ji − µi]!

(
e−2πiλq4(1+N[1,i](µ−J)); q2

)
2Ji−µi

.

On the right–hand–side of the duality relation, the −i∞ means that it is a
non–dynamic stochastic vertex model, and the subscript refers to space
reversal. The term “const” is a normalization constant so that the duality
function is nontrivial in the limit.

To relate these algebraic ideas to the dynamic stochastic higher–spin
vertex models, it needs to be shown that this specific model fits in the
general framework. The next proposition states exactly that:

Proposition 1. The dynamic stochastic higher–spin vertex model satis-
fies the equations (15)–(24).

The next step is to computationally verify that the duality functional D
has the expression stated in Theorem 1.

Proposition 2. The duality functional D has the expression stated in
Theorem 1.

The final step is to verify that the fusion procedure of Aggarwal [1]
produces the same stochastic models as the use of the universal R–
matrix and twister in his paper.

Proposition 3. The stochastic weights (9) from [1] are the same weights
as S(z, λ), up to a change of variable.

An explicit example of the matching of the weights in the spin 1 case
can be found in the Appendix, section 6.
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4 Proofs

4.1 Proof of Theorem 2 (assuming Theorem 1)

The second probabilistic result, Theorem 2, follows from Theorem 1.
This will be proved first. Before continuing with the proof, we outline the
idea of the proof. The first step is to bound the difference between the
duality function for the dynamic model and the duality function for the
non–dynamic model. The second step is to use this bound (on the duality
functions) to then bound the difference between the height function for
the dynamic model and the height function for the non–dynamic model.
It is this step that requires orthogonality of the duality functions. Finally,
using the previously known result that the (rescaled) height function for
the non–dynamic model converges to the Tracy–Widom distribution, this
proves convergence that the (rescaled) height function of the dynamic
model also converges to the Tracy–Widom distribution. The second
step above holds more generally for models with orthogonal polynomial
duality. It is based on the following proposition, which we state in its
own subsection because of its generality. Furthermore, the proposition
will inform us of the necessary bounds in the context of the dynamic
stochastic six vertex model.

4.2 A general result using orthogonality

Consider the following setup and notation. Let (Ω,F , (Ft)t∈N,P) be a
filtered probability space. Let Xλ

t be a stochastic process with values in
a countable state space S , so in other words Xt is a S–valued random
variable on (Ω,F , (Ft)t∈N,P). Let Qλ(t) denote the probability measure
on S which is the pushforward of P under Xλ

t . Let Qλ(t, x) denote the
weight of x ∈ S under Qλ(t).
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Suppose that we have a family of measures {Wλ}λ∈R≥0
on the state

space S , and let Hλ denote the Hilbert space

Hλ = L2(S , Wλ).

Let ⟨f, g⟩λ denote the usual inner product with respect to Wλ, i.e.

⟨f, g⟩λ =
∑
x∈S

f (x)g(x)Wλ(x)

Suppose that Hλ has an orthonormal basis with respect to Wλ, denoted
by {DS

λ} where S indexes the basis.
Let h(L) be an element of Hλ (for all values of λ) which depends on a

large parameter L. Let aSλ(L) be defined by

h(L) =
∑
S

aSλ(L)D
S
λ ,

or equivalently

aSλ(L) = ⟨h(L), DS
λ ⟩λ =

∑
x∈S

h(L)[x]DS
λ (x)Wλ(x).

Now suppose that t depends on L as well, and for simplicity set t = L.
The proposition is the following, which we state in large generality to
include a large variety of processes:

Proposition 4. Suppose that we have the upper bound for all S and L:∑
y∈S

h(L)[y] · |DS
λ (y)Wλ(y) −DS

0 (y)W0(y)|

 ≤ C1L
2 (28)

and ∑
y∈S

h(L)[y]DS
λ (y)Wλ(y) ≤ C2L

2. (29)
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Further suppose that we have the upper bounds for all S:∑
x∈S

|DS
0 [x]Q0(L, x)| ≤ M1(L, S) (30)(∑

x∈S

DS
λ [x](Qλ(L, x) − Q0(L, x))

)
≤ M3(L, S) (31)

where for j = 1, 3, the terms Mj(L, S) satisfy∑
S

L2Mj(L, S) < ∞, lim
L→∞

L2Mj(L, S) = 0

and additionally

lim
L→∞

∑
S

(∑
x∈S

|DS
λ [x] −DS

0 [x]| · |Q0(L, x)|

)∑
y∈S

|h(L)[y]DS
λ (y)Wλ(y)|

 = 0

(32)
Then

lim
L→∞

∑
x∈S

|h(L)[x]Qλ(L, x) − h(L)[x]Q0(L, x)| = 0.

Proof. Note that, by the definition of aSλ(L),∑
x∈S

|h(L)[x]Qλ(L, x) − h(L)[x]Q0(L, x)|

=
∑
x∈S

∑
S

|aSλ(L)DS
λ [x]Qλ(L, x) − aS0 (L)D

S
0 [x]Q0(L, x)|

Recalling the elementary inequality

|b1b2b3 − c1c2c3| = |(b1 − c1)c2c3 + b1(b2 − c2)c3 + b1b2(b3 − c3)|,
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we have the upper bound∑
x∈S

∑
S

( ∣∣(aSλ(L) − aS0 (L))D
S
0 [x]Q0(L, x)

∣∣
+
∣∣aSλ(L)(DS

λ [x] −DS
0 [x])Q0(L, x)

∣∣+∣∣aSλ(L)DS
λ [x](Qλ(L, x) − Q0(L, x))

∣∣ ).
Next, we will express everything in terms of the functions D (note that

this can be done because the functions D are orthogonal). Again using
the definition of aSλ(L): the first term is equal to∑

x∈S

∑
S

∑
y∈S

|h(L)[y]
(
DS
λ (y)Wλ(y) −DS

0 (y)W0(y)
)
DS

0 [x]Q0(L, x)|,

while the second term is equal to∑
x∈S

∑
S

∑
y∈S

∣∣h(L)[y]DS
λ (y)Wλ(y)(D

S
λ [x] −DS

0 [x])Q0(L, x)
∣∣

and the third term is equal to∑
x∈S

∑
S

∑
y∈S

∣∣h(L)[y]DS
λ (y)Wλ(y)D

S
λ [x](Qλ(L, x) − Q0(L, x))

∣∣ .
The first term can be re–written as

∑
S

(∑
x∈S

|DS
0 [x]Q0(L, x)|

)∑
y∈S

|h(L)[y]| · |DS
λ (y)Wλ(y) −DS

0 (y)W0(y)|


and the second term can be re–written as

∑
S

(∑
x∈S

|DS
λ [x] −DS

0 [x]| · |Q0(L, x)|

)∑
y∈S

|h(L)[y]DS
λ (y)Wλ(y)|
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and the third term can be re–written as

∑
S

(∑
x∈S

|DS
λ [x]| · (Qλ(L, x) − Q0(L, x))

)∑
y∈S

|h(L)[y]DS
λ (y)Wλ(y)|

 .

The lemma now follows from the assumed bounds and the dominated
convergence theorem.

4.2.1 Matching notation to the dynamic stochastic six vertex model

Proposition 4 holds for general stochastic processes, including the dy-
namic stochastic six vertex model as stated in Theorem 2. First, let
us match the notation of the proposition to the notation of the dynamic
stochastic six vertex model. The countable state space S is simply
S = {0, 1}Z>0, which is the set of all possible particle configurations on
the positive integers. The entire sample space Ω can be defined as
{0, 1}Z>0×Z>0 , which is the set of all possible outcomes of Bernoulli trials
at all individual lattice site. Each Xλ

t is measurable with respect to the
σ–algebra Fλ

t , where Fλ
t is the cylindrical σ–algebra consisting of events

of the form (
{a1, . . . , at} × {0, 1}Z>0

)Z>0

where a1, . . . , at ∈ {0, 1}. Then Qλ(t) is a probability measure on S =

{0, 1}Z>0, and Qλ(t, x) (for x ∈ S) is the probability that the dynamic
stochastic six vertex model (with parameter λ) is in configuration x and
time t. The functions DS

λ , where S ⊆ Z+ (here we are writing the state
space as occupation variables), are the duality functions in equation (16)

DS
λ [µ] = Dort(µ, S).

To maintain consistency with notation, we will use D−i∞ instead of D0.
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Recall that the duality function is stated in Corollary 1 as

Dort(µ, ξ)

=
N∏
i=1

3φ2

(
q2(2Ji−µi), q2ξi , e−2πiλq4N[1,i−1](µ−J)

q4Ji , 0
; q−2, q−2

)
q−4JiN[1,i](ξ)−2ξiN[1,i−1](µ),

However, this function is stated where the dynamic stochastic six vertex
model has asymmetry to the left, whereas Theorem 2 is stated with
asymmetry to the right to match the notation of [8]. For the remainder of
this section, we temporarily translate the duality function into the notation
of [8]. Reversing the direction of the lattice, the duality function is now

DM :=
M∏
i=0

3φ2

(
q2(2Ji−µi), q2ξi , e−2πiλq4N[i+1,M ](µ−J)q4Ji , 0 ; q−2, q−2

)
× q−4JiN[i,M ](ξ)−2ξiN[i+1,M ](µ), (33)

where M is a non–negative integer.

4.2.2 A “trick” for rewriting the duality function

Next, we will specialize certain values for Ji. In this case, we will use
a “trick,” which is to take J0 → ∞ so that the lattice site acts as an
“absorbing” site (cf. [25]). The trick is more specific to totally asymmetric
models, and will simplify many calculations. In general, recall that duality
for asymmetric models with open boundary conditions ([27], [24], [29])
are different than their counterparts on the infinite line, even in the bulk.
We will state the re-written duality function as a lemma

Lemma 1. Fix Ji = 1/2 for i ≥ 1. Suppose that J0 and M both depend
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on a large parameter K in such a way that J0 = M = K. Then

lim
K→∞

q−4Ke2πiλξ0
(
(q2ξ0 ; q−2)ξ0

q−2ξ0

(q−2; q−2)ξ0

)−1

DK(τKµ, τKξ)

= 1{µy=1 ∀y≥1}e
−2πiλ|ξ|

∏
y∈S

∏
z≥y+1

q−21µz=0

where τK is the shift operator

(τKµ)y = µ(y +K).

Proof.
Now, assume that Ji = 1/2 for all i ≥ 1. Then, using the identities

N[i,M ](µ) = |µ| − N[0,i−1](µ),

4N[i+1,M ](µ − J) = 2
M∑

j=i+1

(
1{µj=1} − 1{µj=0}

)
:= 2N 0

[i+1,M ](µ)

the duality function is thus

D0

M∏
i=1

3φ2

(
q2(1−µi), q2ξi , e−2πiλq2N

0
[i+1,M ](µ)

q2, 0
; q−2, q−2

)
× q−2(|ξ|−N[0,i−1](ξ))−2ξi(|µ|−N[0,i](µ)),

where D0 is term corresponding to i = 0 in the summand. The q–
hypergeometric series terminates after two terms, so we obtain

D0C(ξ)q−2|ξ||µ|
M∏
i=1

q2ξiN[0,i](µ)

×

(
1 − (1 − q2(1−µi))(1 − q2ξi)(1 − e−2πiλq2N

0
[i+1,M ](µ))

1 − q2
q−2

1 − q−2

)
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where CM (ξ) is the constant

M∏
i=1

q−2(|ξ|−N[0,i−1](ξ)).

If ξi = 0 then the term in the product is 1. So let S = {y1, . . . , ym} ⊆
{1, . . . , M} denote the points where ξy = 1. Then the duality function
simplifies to

D0CM (ξ)q−2|ξ||µ|

×
m∏
i=1

(
1{µyi

=0}q
2N[0,yi]

(µ)e−2πiλq2N
0
[yi+1,M ](µ) + 1{µyi

=1}q
2N[0,yi]

(µ)
)

This duality function then extends to the half–infinite line by taking
M → ∞. Before doing so, we specialize to the initial conditions of step
initial conditions for the stochastic six vertex model, where particles are
densely packed to the right of the origin. Therefore, focusing on the
terms depending on M, which are

C ′
M (ξ, µ) =

M∏
i=1

q−2(|ξ|−N[0,i−1](ξ))
∏

{y∈S:µy=0}

M∏
z=y+1

q21{µz=1}−21{µz=0} ,

Note that for large enough values of the index i, we have |ξ|−N[0,i−1](ξ) =

0. So for large enough M, we must have

C ′
M+1(ξ, µ) = C ′

M (ξ, µ)q2|{y∈S:µy=0}|.

Thus, the leading order term occurs when µy = 0 for every y such that
ξy = 1. Also note the summation of 2N[0,y](µ) and 2

∑
z>y 1µz=1 turns into

the constant 2K.
Now, returning to the “trick,” take J0 → ∞, so that the “one–site” duality
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function there is

3φ2

(
q2(2J0−µ0), q2ξ0 , e−2πiλq4N[1,M ](µ−J)

q4J0 , 0
; q−2, q−2

)
q−4J0N[0,M ](ξ)−2ξ0N[1,M ](µ),

which equals

lim
J0→∞

q−4J0N[0,M ](µ)−2ξ0N[1,M ](µ)

×
∞∑
n=0

(e−2πiλq4N[1,M ](µ−1/2); q−2)n(q
4J0−2µ0 ; q−2)n(q

2ξ0 ; q−2)n
(q4J0 ; q−2)n

q−2n

(q−2; q−2)n
.

In fact, for the step initial conditions where µ0 = 0, then the dependence
on J0 disappears in the summand and we obtain

lim
J0→∞

q−4J0N[0,M ](µ)−2ξ0N[1,M ](µ)

×
∞∑
n=0

(e−2πiλq4N[1,M ](µ−1/2); q−2)n(q
2ξ0 ; q−2)n

q−2n

(q−2; q−2)n
.

From here, we take M and J0 both to infinity. Due to the term
(q2ξ0 ; q−2)n, the series terminates at n = ξ0. Since ξ is the dual pro-
cess with only finitely many particles, this means that the leading order
term is simply

q−4J0N[0,M ](µ)q−2ξ0N[1,M ](µ)q4ξ0N[1,M ](µ−1/2).

Note that for µ in the state space, the value of the height function N[0,M ](µ)

will be proportional to M. More specifically, for any fixed µ and large
enough M

N[0,M ](µ) = M − Ñ (µ)

where Ñ (µ) denotes the place where the densely packed region in µ
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begins, i.e.
min{y : µz = 1 for all z ≥ y}.

Therefore, the leading order term is

q−4J0(M−Ñ (µ))q−2ξ0Ñ (µ).

This is then supported on the µ where Ñ (µ) = M, which is the state
obtained where jumps always occur. Finally, accounting for the shift
operator results in the indicator function.

4.2.3 Proving the Bounds

To apply proposition 4, we need to prove five separate inequalities. The
latter three (the ones bounded by M1, M2, M3) only depend on the duality
function D and the measures Q, and not on h or W . We focus on those
three inequalities first.

Proving the bound in M1

Recall that we want an upper bound of the form∑
x∈S

|DS
0 [x]Q0(L, x)| ≤ M1(L, S).

The sum is supported on one element, and Q0(L, x) is exponentially
decaying while DS

0 [x] is bounded, so this bound is trivial.
Proving the bound in M3

Recall that we want an upper bound of the form(∑
x∈S

DS
λ [x](Qλ(L, x) − Q0(L, x))

)
≤ M3(L, S)

This is true for the same reasons as the previous bound.
Proving the bound in M2
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We now move on to the inequality

∑
S

(∑
x∈S

|DS
λ [x] −DS

0 [x]| · |Q0(L, x)|

)(∑
z∈S

|h(L)[z]DS
λ (z)Wλ(z)|

)
→ 0

as L → ∞. The term in the first parentheses is exponentially decaying in
L while the term in the second parentheses is bounded. The summation
is over a set which is growing polynomially in L, thus the bound holds.

Proving the bounds in C1, C2

Recall that we want to prove∑
y∈S

h(L)[y] · |DS
λ (y)Wλ(y) −DS

0 (y)W0(y)|

 ≤ C1L
2

and ∑
y∈S

h(L)[y]DS
λ (y)Wλ(y) ≤ C2L

2.

If the second bound holds for all values of λ then taking its difference at
λ = 0 proves the first bound. This bound holds because the sum only
is nonzero for one term, and h(L)[y] is linear in L and the W term is
bounded.

Finally, we explain the Tracy–Widom convergence. Thus far, all we
have done is compare the height function of the dynamic stochastic six
vertex model to the usual stochastic six vertex model, and have not
considered any particular scaling. The expression∑

x∈S

h(L)][x]Qλ(L, x)

simply equals
E
[
h(L)[Xλ

L]
]
,
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so the lemma states that the random variable

h(L)[Xλ
L] − h(L)[X0

L]

converges to 0 in mean. But since h(L)[X0
L] converges in distribution the

to Tracy–Widom distribution, then so does h(L)[Xλ
L].

Remark 6. If the limit of the duality function were computed without the
“trick” then the duality would be a product of linear combinations of the
duality functions of [35] and [25] (see also [32] and [28]). These two
duality functions are essentially equivalent to each other up to q ↔ q−1;
furthermore note that the dynamic parameter essentially interpolates
between the two values q and q−1. Thus, the duality function provides a
heuristic for why the dynamic parameter is irrelevant in the asymptotics:
if the dynamic parameter were scaled large enough to see asymptotics
other than Tracy–Widom, then it would be the asymptotic regime where
q is replaced by q−1; but in this regime, there is no liquid region with
nontrivial asymptotics.

Remark 7. The duality function of [35] can be modified (as in [9]) to give
the q–moments of the height function. Thus, asymptotically, the duality
function here can be related to these q–moments of the height function.

Remark 8. In section 7 of [1], it is proven that the dynamic (J, γ)–PEP
has different fluctuations - namely, the height function rescaled by T 1/4

converges to a non–deterministic limit, rather than converging to a deter-
ministic limit with linear rescaling. A natural question is how to “reconcile”
the two different scaling regimes. First, note that the dynamic (J, γ)–PEP
was constructed as a degeneration of the dynamic q–Hahn Boson. While
the usual q–Hahn Boson does satisfy a duality [16], [25], the duality is not
known to have an algebraic origin. Rather, the algebraically–constructed
duality for the q–Boson is manually checked to hold for the q–Hahn Bo-
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son. Therefore, the algebraic intuition that the quantum group is invariant
under q ↔ q−1 does not necessarily apply to the dynamic q–Hahn Bo-
son. This intuition does hold for the “dynamic” q–Boson; but note that
the dynamic q–Boson itself does not depend on the dynamic parameter
anyway (example 6.4 of [1]; see also [19] and [27]). This intuition would
seem to indicate that the duality for the q–Hahn Boson can not be proven
from quantum groups.

Now move on to the first probabilistic result, Theorem 1, which follows
from Theorem 3, Theorem 4, Corollary 3, Proposition 1, Proposition 2
and 3. Each of these will be proved in one of the subsections below.

4.3 Proof of Theorem 3

4.3.1 Yang-Baxter-Equation

From the dynamical Yang–Baxter equation and replacing the lattice sites
{1, 2, 3} with {0, i, i + 1}, we get

R0,i(u, λ − 2ηHi+1)R0,i+1(uv, λ)Ri,i+1(v, λ − 2ηH0)

= Ri,i+1(v, λ)R0,i+1(uv, λ − 2ηHi)R0,i(u, λ).

Now letting Pi,j be the permutation operator that permutes site i and j,
and since P 2 is the identity,

Pi,i+1R0,i(u, λ − 2ηHi+1)Pi,i+1Pi,i+1R0,i+1(uv, λ)Pi,i+1Pi,i+1Ri,i+1(v, λ − 2ηH0)Pi,i+1

= Pi,i+1Ri,i+1(v, λ)R0,i+1(uv, λ − 2ηHi)R0,i(u, λ)Pi,i+1.

Now using that

Pj,kRi,j(z, λ)Pj,k = Ri,k(z, λ), Pj,kRij(z, λ − 2ηHk)Pj,k = Ri,k(z, λ − 2ηHj),

39



we get

R0,i+1(u, λ − 2ηHi)R0,i(uv, λ)Ri+1,i(v, λ − 2ηH0)

= Pi,i+1Ri,i+1(v, λ)R0,i+1(uv, λ − 2ηHi)R0,i(u, λ)Pi,i+1.

Plugging in

Ři,i+1(z, λ) := Pi,i+1Ri,i+1(z, λ) = Ri+1,i(z, λ)Pi,i+1,

we obtain

R0,i+1(u, λ − 2ηHi)R0,i(uv, λ)Ři,i+1(v, λ − 2ηH0)

= Ři,i+1(v, λ)R0,i+1(uv, λ − 2ηHi)R0,i(u, λ).

Thus, for any i = 1, . . . , N − 1,

B(u, z, λ)Ři,i+1(q, λ−2ηN[1,i−1](H)−2ηH0) = Ři,i+1(q, λ−2ηN[1,i−1](H))B(u, z, λ).

As a note, the H0 on the left–hand–side explains why a dynamic ASEP
can be dual to a usual ASEP; namely, when H0 = ∞ then the value of λ
is irrelevant.

4.3.2 Reducing from B to B

We continue from the last section, now defining, for each m, l ≤ dim V0

⟨µ|Bm,l(u, z, λ)|ξ⟩ = ⟨m, µ|B(u, z, λ)|l, ξ⟩

we have that

〈
m, µ|Ři,i+1(z, λ − 2ηN[1,i−1](H))B(u, z, λ)|l, ξ

〉
=〈

m, µ|B(u, z, λ)
(
Ři,i+1(z, λ − 2ηN[1,i−1](H) − 2ηH0)

)
|l, ξ

〉
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with m + N (µ) = l + N (ξ), where N (µ) is the total number of particles in
µ. This implies∑

ν

⟨µ|Ři,i+1(z, λ − 2ηN[1,i−1](H))|ν⟩⟨m, ν|B(u, z, λ)|l, ξ⟩

=
∑
ξ

⟨m, µ|B(u, z, λ)|l, ξ⟩⟨l, ξ|Ři,i+1(z, λ − 2ηN[1,i−1](H) − 2ηH0)|l, ξ⟩,

which can be stated as

Ři,i+1(z, λ − 2ηN[1,i−1](H))Bm,l(u, z, λ)

= Bm,l(u, z, λ)Ři,i+1(z, λ − 2ηN[1,i−1](H) − 2ηH0(l))

for all values of m and l. Here, H0(l) is the constant 2(l − J0).

4.3.3 Transposition

Recall that RD(z) satisfies

Π⊗2RD(z) =
(
RD(z)

)∗
Π⊗2,

where Π is a permutation matrix. More specifically,

⟨β|Π|α⟩ = 1{β=2J−α}.

Now, by (14) and the fact that P intertwines with Π⊗2, we get

(F21(λ)
∗)−1Π⊗2F12(λ)

−1Ř(z, λ) = PR(z, λ)∗(F21(λ)
∗)−1Π⊗2F12(λ)

−1.

Notice that by definition,

Ř∗(z, λ) = Ř(z, λ).
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For an index of numbers I , let ΠI =
∏

i∈I Πi. Therefore we can write

Ři,i+1(z, λ − 2ηN[1,i−1](H))Bm,l(u, z, λ) = Bm,l(u, z, λ)Ř
∗(z, λ(l)),

where λ(l) = λ − 2ηN[1,i−1](H) − 2ηH0(l).

4.4 Proof of Proposition 1

In this section, we show that the dynamic R matrix satisfies the transpo-
sition formula (21), there exists a ground state symmetry (22), and the
stochastic S matrix satisfies the inversion formula (24).

4.4.1 Transposition formula

First of all, there is a transposition formula for RD(z) [31]

Π⊗2Λ⊗2RD(z) = RD(z)∗Π⊗2Λ⊗2.

Applying the permutation operator P and plugging in (14) yields (21).
Since we used a different representation from [31], we calculate Λ here.

Proposition 5. Λ = id and Π⊗2RD(z) = RD(z)∗Π⊗2.

Proof.
As shown in [31], Λ does not depend on z, thus we take z = 0 and

explicitly solve for Λ.
Recall

RD
12(0) = q

1
2H⊗H

∞∑
i=0

(
q − q−1

)i q− i(i+1)
2

[i]!
q

i
2HE i

+ ⊗ q−
i
2HE i

−.

Then

(RD
12(0))

∗ =
∞∑
i=0

(
q − q−1

)i q− i(i+1)
2

[i]!
E i

−q
i
2H ⊗ E i

+q
− i

2Hq
1
2H⊗H .
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When i = η1 − ξ1 = ξ2 − η2 ≥ 0

⟨η1, η2|Λ⊗2|η1, η2⟩
⟨ξ1, ξ2|Λ⊗2|ξ1, ξ2⟩

=
⟨η1, η2|RD(0)|ξ1, ξ2⟩

⟨2J1 − η1, 2J2 − η2|RD(0)∗|2J1 − ξ1, 2J2 − ξ2⟩
= q2(η1−J1)(η2−J2)−2(J1−ξ1)(J2−ξ2)+i(η1−η2−ξ2+ξ1−2J1+2J2)

= q(η1−2J1+ξ1)(η1+η2−ξ1−ξ2) = 1.

Thus ⟨β|Λ|α⟩ = 1{α=β}.

4.4.2 The Ground State Transformation

From the form of the universal R–matrix in subsection 2.3.1, it is
immediate that

Ři,j(z, λ)|0, 0⟩ = |0, 0⟩. (34)

Taking N = 2 in Bm,l, we obtain

Ři,i+1(z, λ)Bm,l(u, z, λ)|0, 0⟩ = Bm,l(u, z, λ)Ři,i+1(z, λ − 2ηh0(l))|0, 0⟩

= B1
ml(u, z, λ)|0, 0⟩.

In words, Bm,l(u, zλ)|0, 0⟩ is an eigenvector of Ři,i+1(z, λ) of eigenvalue
1.

Consider the value

⟨ξ|Gi,i+1(λ)|ξ⟩ = ⟨ξ|Bm,l(u, zλ)|0, 0⟩, (35)
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where for weight conservation we require m + ξ1 + ξ2 = l. Now note that∑
µ

⟨ξi+1, ξi|Ši,i+1(z, λ)|µi, µi+1⟩

=
∑
µ

⟨µi, µi+1|Gi,i+1|µi, µi+1⟩
⟨ξi, ξi+1|Gi,i+1|ξi, ξi+1⟩

⟨ξi+1, ξi|Ři,i+1(z, λ)|µi, µi+1⟩

=
⟨ξi+1, ξi|Ři,i+1(z, λ)Bm,l(u, z, λ)|0, 0⟩

⟨ξi+1, ξi|Bm,l(u, zλ)|0, 0⟩
= 1,

demonstrating that the ground state transformation exists.
4.4.3 Inversion formula

We see that

bstoch
0 (q−1, λ, w−1) =

1 − q

1 − q1/2w−1
· q

−1/2w−1 − e2πiλ

1 − e2πiλ

=
(1 − q)wq−1/2

wq−1/2 − 1
· q

−1/2w−1 − e2πiλ

1 − e2πiλ

= cstoch
1 (q, λ, w).

and also

astoch
1 (q−1, λ, w−1) =

1 − q−1/2w−1

1 − q1/2w−1

q − e2πiλ

1 − e2πiλ

=
wq−1/2(1 − q−1/2w−1)

wq−1/2 − 1

q − e2πiλ

1 − e2πiλ

= dstoch
0 (q, λ, w).

Thus, this proves that Π must exist in the spin 1/2 case. For the general
case, the standard fusion argument applies (e.g. section 4.3 of [1] or
section 3.2 of [25]).
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4.5 Proof of Theorem 4 and Corollary 3

Theorem 4 is obtained by plugging (23) and (25) in (20) and taking
H0(l) −→ ∞. To extend to multiple sites, we first extend Gi,i+1 to multiple
sites.

Proposition 6. Define

⟨µ|G(λ)|µ⟩ =
N∏
i=1

q2JiN[1,i−1](µ)+Jiµi√
[µi]![2Ji − µi]!

(
e−2πiλq4N[1,i](µ−J)+2; q2

)
2Ji−µi

.

Then
T stoch(z, λ) = G−1(λ)T (z, λ)G(λ).

Proof. Similar to the two site case in section 4.4.2, Bm,l(λ)|⃗0⟩ is an
eigenvector of T (z, λ), so let

⟨µ|G(λ)|µ⟩ = lim
J0→∞

⟨µ|B2J0−N (µ),2J0(λ)|⃗0⟩

= C(N (µ))
N∏
i=1

q2JiN[1,i−1](µ)+Jiµi√
[µi]![2Ji − µi]!

(
e−2πiλq4N[1,i](µ−J)+2; q2

)
2Ji−µi

.

Then conjugating T (z, λ) by G makes it stochastic, and we will show it is
equal to T stoch by induction.

When N = 2,
⟨µ|G(λ)|µ⟩ = ⟨µ|G1,2(λ)|µ⟩.

Now we assume there are N sites, so define

T stoch
N (z, λ) = G−1

N (λ)TN (z, λ)GN (λ),
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so it suffices to show that

ŠN,N+1(z, λ − 2ηN[1,N−1](H))T stoch
N (z, λ) =

G−1
N+1ŘN,N+1(z, λ − 2ηN[1,N−1](H))TN (z, λ)GN+1,

Recalling that Ři,i+1 : V1 ⊗ Vi+1 −→ Vi+1 ⊗ V1, we obtain

⟨ξ|GN,N+1(λ − 2ηN[1,N−1](H))ŘN−1,N |µ⟩
⟨ξ|ŘN−1,NGN,N+1(λ − 2ηN[1,N−1](H))|µ⟩

=
⟨ξ1, ξN+1|G(λ − 2ηN[1,N−1](H))|V1⊗VN+1

|ξ1, ξN+1⟩
⟨µN , µN+1|G(λ − 2ηN[1,N−1](H))|Vi⊗VN+1

|µN , µN+1⟩

=

√
[2JN − µN ]![µN ]!

(
e−2πiλq4N[1,N ](µ−J)+2; q2

)
2JN−µN√

[2J1 − ξ1]![ξ1]!
(
e−2πiλq4N[1,N ](ξ−J)+2; q2

)
2J1−ξ1

q(J1+2JN+1)ξ1−(JN+2JN+1)µN .

and

⟨ξ|GN,N+1(λ − 2ηN[1,N−1](H))TN (z, λ)GN (λ)|µ⟩
⟨ξ|TN (z, λ)GN+1(λ)|µ⟩

=
⟨ξ|GN,N+1(λ − 2ηN[1,N−1](H))TN (z, λ)|µ⟩
⟨ξ|TN (z, λ)GN,N+1(λ − 2ηN[1,N−1](H))|µ⟩

⟨µ|GN,N+1(λ − 2ηN[1,N−1](H))GN (λ)|µ⟩
⟨µ|GN+1(λ)|µ⟩

=
1√

[2J1 − ξ1]![ξ1]!
q−2JN+1N[1,N ](ξ)+(J1+2JN+1)ξ1 .

Similarly,

⟨ξ|ŘN,N+1G−1
N |µ⟩

⟨ξ|G−1
N ŘN,N+1|µ⟩

=

√
[2J1 − µ1]![µ1]!

(
e−2πiλq4N[1,N ](µ−J)+2; q2

)
2J1−µ1√

[2JN+1 − ξN+1]![ξN+1]!
(
e−2πiλq4N[2,N+1](ξ−J)+2; q2

)
2JN+1−ξN+1

q2(JN+1−J1)N[2,N ](ξ)+JN+1ξN+1−J1µ1 .
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Thus,

⟨ξ|G−1
N,N+1(λ − 2ηN[1,N−1](H)))ŘN,N+1G−1

N |µ⟩
⟨ξ|G−1

N+1ŘN,N+1|µ⟩

=
⟨ξ|ŘN,N+1G−1

N |µ⟩
⟨ξ|G−1

N ŘN,N+1|µ⟩
⟨ξ|G−1

N,N+1(λ − 2ηN[1,N−1](H))G−1
N |ξ⟩

⟨ξ|G−1
N+1|ξ⟩

=
√

[2J1 − µ1]![µ1]!q
2JN+1N[2,N ](µ)−J1µ1 .

Combining the above equations, we obtain the desired equality. Q.E.D.
To finish the proof of Corollary 3, we need to extend from a single time

update to multiple time updates. These are standard arguments, which
we repeat below. First, to interpret the intertwining of transfer matrices
as a particle system satisfying duality, we apply the same arguments as
in section 4.4 of [25]. Also, note that the dynamic parameter changes in
each time step. Since updating each time step is equivalent to fusing the
horizontal spin and the dynamic parameter changes in fusion (section
4.3 of [1], our duality result extends to multiple time steps.

4.6 Proof of Proposition 2

Let σ′
i = µi − Ji and σi = ξi − Ji (−Ji ≤ σi, σ

′
i ≤ Ji). By an automorphism

between the current paper and the setups in [5] we see that the action of
R(∞, λ) on V 2J1 ⊗ V 2J2 has the following entries〈
J1 + σ′

1

∣∣〈J2 + σ′
2

∣∣R2J1,2J2(∞, λ)
∣∣ J1 + σ1

〉∣∣ J2 + σ2
〉

= (−1)σ
′
2−σ2q

Cj(λ)+Cj(λ)+σ1+σ2
−Cj(λ)+σ1

−Cj(λ)+σ′2

×
N (J2)
ψ

(
q2j(λ)+1, σ′

2

)
N (J1)
ψ

(
q2j(λ)+1q2σ

′
2 , σ′

1

)
N (J2)
ψ

(
q2j(λ)+1q2σ1 , σ2

)
N (J1)
ψ

(
q2j(λ)+1, σ1

) { J1 j(λ) + σ1 + σ2 j(λ) + σ′
2

J2 j(λ) j(λ) + σ1

}
q

,

(36)
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where q2j(λ)+1 := e−πiλ, Cn = n(n + 1), the last symbol represents the 6-j
coefficient (3) (also see eq. (2.54) in [14]) and

N (J1)
ψ

(
q2j(λ)+1, σ1

)
= (−1)−2J1+

σ1
2

√
[J1 + 2j(λ) + σ1 + 1]!

(q4j(λ)+4; q2)J1+σ1

(
q − q−1

)J1 q(2j(λ)+1)J1qJ1σ1√
[2j(λ) + 1 + 2σ1] [−J1 + 2j(λ) + σ1]!

.

For simplicity, denote

fN =
N (J2)
ψ

(
q2j(λ)+1, σ′

2

)
N (J1)
ψ

(
q2j(λ)+1q2σ

′
2 , σ′

1

)
N (J2)
ψ

(
q2j(λ)+1q2σ1 , σ2

)
N (J1)
ψ

(
q2j(λ)+1, σ1

)
and

f6j = (−1)σ
′
2−σ2q

Cj(λ)+Cj(λ)+σ1+σ2
−Cj(λ)+σ1

−Cj(λ)+σ′2

{
J1 j(λ) + σ1 + σ2 j(λ) + σ′

2

J2 j(λ) j(λ) + σ1

}
q

.

4.6.1 Calculating limits of Bm,l(u, z, λ)

In this section, we calculate several limits of Bm,l(u, z, λ). For simplicity,
we only show an example when u = ∞, other values can be calculated
in the same way.

Recall the fact that as N → ∞

[α ± N ]!

[β ± N ]!
∼ (∓)α−β

q∓
1
2 (α−β)(α+β+1)

(q − q−1)α−β
q−(α−β)N .

We make use of this fact repeatedly to obtain the following limits, which
are stated in the next proposition.

Proposition 7. Suppose dim Vi = 2Ji + 1 when i ≥ 0, c = 2J0 − l is a
fixed positive integer. Let J = (J1, . . . , JN ), then up to a constant in N (ξ)
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and N (µ), we have the limits:

lim
J0−→∞

⟨µ|B2J0−c+N (ξ−µ),2J0−c(∞, λ)|ξ⟩

=
N∏
i=1

(
q2(2j(λ)−c+N[1,i−1](µ+ξ−2J)+µi−2Ji+1); q2

)
2Ji−µi(

q4(j(λ)+1+N[1,i](µ−J)); q2
)
2Ji−µi

√
[µi]![2Ji − ξi]![2Ji − µi]![ξi]!

3φ2

(
q−2(2Ji−µi), q−2ξi , q2(2j(λ)+2N[1,i−1](µ−J)+µi−2Ji+1),

q−4Ji , q2(2j(λ)−c+N[1,i−1](µ+ξ−2J)+µi−2Ji+1)
q2, q2

)
q2JiN[1,i−1](µ−ξ)+Ji(µi+ξi)−2ξiN[1,i](µ),

lim
J0−→∞
j(λ)−→∞

⟨µ|B2J0−c+N (ξ−µ),2J0−c(∞, λ)|ξ⟩

=
N∏
i=1

1{µi≥ξi}
1

[µi − ξi]!

√
[µi]![2Ji − ξi]!

[2Ji − µi]![ξi]!

× q2JiN[1,i−1](µ−ξ)+Ji(µi−ξi)+µiξi+2µiN[1,i−1](ξ),

lim
j(λ)−→∞

2j(λ)−c−→C0

lim
J0−→∞

⟨µ|B2J0−c+N (ξ−µ),2J0−c(∞, λ)|ξ⟩

=
N∏
i=1

(
q2(C0+N[1,i−1](µ+ξ−2J)+µi−2Ji+1); q2

)
2Ji−µi(

q4(j(λ)+1+N[1,i](µ−J)); q2
)
2Ji−µi

√
[µi]![2Ji − ξi]![2Ji − µi]![ξi]!

3φ2

(
q−2(2Ji−µi), q−2ξi , 0

q−4Ji , q2(C0+N[1,i−1](µ+ξ−2J)+µi−2Ji+1)
q2, q2

)
q2JiN[1,i−1](µ−ξ)+Ji(µi+ξi)−2ξiN[1,i](µ),

lim
c−→∞

lim
J0−→∞

⟨µ|B2J0−c+N (ξ−µ),2J0−c(∞, λ)|ξ⟩

=
N∏
i=1

[2Ji]!q
2JiN[1,i−1](µ+ξ)+Ji(µi+ξi)√

[µi]![2Ji − ξi]![2Ji − µi]![ξi]!
(
q4(j(λ)+1+N[1,i](µ−J)); q2

)
2Ji−µi

.
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Proof.
We consider the limit of (36) as J1 −→ ∞ with J1 − σ1 = c, where c is a

fixed integer such that −Ji ≤ σi, σ
′
i ≤ Ji. Denote c′ = J1−σ′

1 = c+σ′
2−σ2.

Then

lim
J1−→∞
J1−σ1=c

fN =
(−1)1/2σ2+1/2σ′

2−J2

(q − q−1)1/2σ2+1/2σ′
2−J2

(
q4j(λ)+4+4σ′

2 ; q2
)
J2−σ′

2

qJ2−σ2/4−(3σ′
2)/4+J2σ

′
2

q2J2j(λ)−j(λ)σ2−j(λ)σ
′
2+(cσ2)/2+(cσ′

2)/2−(σ2σ
′
2)/2−σ2

2/4−σ′2
2 /4√

[−c + 2j(λ)]![σ′
2 + J2 + 2j(λ) + 1]!√

[2j(λ) + 1 + 2σ′
2][2σ

′
2 + 2j(λ) − c′]![−J2 + σ′

2 + 2j(λ)]!
,

and

lim
J1−→∞
J1−σ1=c

f6j = (−1)4j(λ)+σ
′
2−σ2qσ2−J

2
2 /2−J2/2+J2σ2−σ′

2/2)+2J1σ2

qc(−J2−2σ2)+j(λ)(σ2−σ′
2)+σ

2
2−(σ′

2)
2/2
√

[2j(λ) + 2σ′
2 + 1]∆(J2, j(λ), j(λ) + σ′

2)

×
√

[J2 + σ2]![J2 − σ2]![2j(λ) − c]![c]![c′]![2j(λ) + 2σ′
2 − c′]!∑

w

(
(−1)−wqw(J2+2j(λ)+σ′

2+1)

[c − w]![J2 − σ′
2 − w]![J2 + σ2 − w]![w]![w + σ′

2 − σ2]![w + 2j(λ) + σ′
2 − J2 − c]!

)
.

Thus

lim
J1−→∞
J1−σ1=c

〈
J1 + σ′

1

∣∣〈J2 + σ′
2

∣∣R2J1,2J2(∞, λ)
∣∣ J1 + σ1

〉∣∣ J2 + σ2
〉

= C1(J1, J2, σ2, σ
′
2)F (J2, j(λ), c, σ2, σ

′
2),
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where

F (J2, j(λ), c, σ2, σ
′
2) =

[−c + 2j(λ)]!(
q4j(λ)+4+4σ′

2 ; q2
)
J2−σ′

2
[2j(λ) + σ′

2 − J2 − c]![σ′
2 − σ2]!√

[J2 + σ′
2]![J2 − σ2]![c′]!

[J2 − σ′
2]![J2 + σ2]![c]!

3φ2

(
q−2c, q−2(J2−σ′

2), q−2(J2+σ2)

q2(σ
′
2−σ2+1), q2(2j(λ)+σ

′
2−J2−c+1)

q2, q2(J2+2j(λ)+σ′
2+2)

)
qj(λ)(2J2−2σ′

2)+c(−J2−3σ2/2+σ
′
2/2)−σ2σ′

2/2+3σ2
2/4−3σ′2

2 /4+J2σ
′
2 ,

and

C1(J1, J2, σ2, σ
′
2) =

(−1)1/2σ2+1/2σ′
2−J2

(q − q−1)1/2σ2+1/2σ′
2−J2

qj2/2+(3σ2)/4−(5σ′
2)/4+2J1σ2−J2

2 /2.

Note that C1(J1, J2, σ2, σ
′
2) does not depend on c, σ1, σ

′
1, λ and gives a

constant in Bm,l(u, z, λ) thus can be discarded in duality function.
Next, we convert back to particle–hole notation and also apply various

identities (e.g.(1.5.2),(3.2.4),(3.2.5) in [17]) to simplify the results. For
example, up to a constant,

lim
J0−→∞

⟨µ|B2J0−c+N (ξ−µ),2J0−c(∞, λ)|ξ⟩

=
N∏
i=1

F (Ji, j(λ) + N[1,i−1](µ − J), c + N[1,i−1](µ − ξ), ξi − Ji, µi − Ji)

=
N∏
i=1

[2j(λ) − c + N[1,i−1](µ + ξ − 2J)]![µi − ξi]!
−1(

q4(j(λ)+1+N[1,i](µ−J)); q2
)
2Ji−µi

[2j(λ) − c + N[1,i−1](µ + ξ − 2J) + µi − 2Ji]
!

√
[µi]![2Ji − ξi]![c + N[1,i](µ − ξ)]!−1

[2Ji − µi]![ξi]![c + N[1,i−1](µ − ξ)]!
q2JiN[1,i−1](µ)+Ji(µi−ξi)−ξiN[1,i−1](µ)

51



3φ2

(
q−2(c+N[1,i−1](µ−ξ)), q−2(2Ji−µi), q−2ξi

q2(µi−ξi+1), q2(2j(λ)−c+N[1,i−1](µ+ξ−2J)+µi−2Ji+1)
q2, q2(2(j(λ)+N[1,i−1](µ−J))+µi+2)

)

=
N∏
i=1

[2j(λ) − c + N[1,i−1](µ + ξ − 2J)]!(
q4(j(λ)+1+N[1,i](µ−J)); q2

)
2Ji−µi

[2j(λ) − c + N[1,i−1](µ + ξ − 2J) + µi − 2Ji]!

1√
[µi]![2Ji − ξi]![2Ji − µi]![ξi]!

q2JiN[1,i−1](µ)+Ji(µi+ξi)−ξiN[1,i](µ)

3φ2

(
q−2(2Ji−µi), q−2ξi , q2(2j(λ)+2N[1,i−1](µ−J)+µi−2Ji+1),

q−4Ji , q2(2j(λ)−c+N[1,i−1](µ+ξ−2J)+µi−2Ji+1)
q2, q2

)

=
N∏
i=1

(
q2(2j(λ)−c+N[1,i−1](µ+ξ−2J)+µi−2Ji+1); q2

)
2Ji−µi(

q4(j(λ)+1+N[1,i](µ−J)); q2
)
2Ji−µi

√
[µi]![2Ji − ξi]![2Ji − µi]![ξi]!

3φ2

(
q−2(2Ji−µi), q−2ξi , q2(2j(λ)+2N[1,i−1](µ−J)+µi−2Ji+1),

q−4Ji , q2(2j(λ)−c+N[1,i−1](µ+ξ−2J)+µi−2Ji+1)
q2, q2

)
q2JiN[1,i−1](µ−ξ)+Ji(µi+ξi)−2ξiN[1,i](µ).

The other limits can be derived in the same way.
Q.E.D.

4.6.2 Calculating The Ground State Transformation

We perform the calculation for (35). Note that G is not unique: we
solve for one such that (23) is satisfied.
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Proposition 8. Suppose dim Vi = 2Ji + 1 where. i ≥ 0. Define up to a a
map G : V1 ⊗ V2 −→ V1 ⊗ V2

⟨ξ1, ξ2|G(λ)|ξ1, ξ2⟩

=
([2J1 − ξ1]![2J2 − ξ2]![ξ2]![ξ1]!)

−1/2(
q4(j(λ)+1+ξ1−J1); q2

)
2J1−ξ1

(
q4(j(λ)+1+ξ1+ξ2−J1−J2); q2

)
2J2−ξ2

q(J1+2J2)ξ1+J2ξ2 .

(37)

Then (23) is satisfied with the constant C(J1, J2, ξ1+ξ2) = q2(J1+J2)(J1+J2−ξ1−ξ2).

Proof. It is clear that the ground state G does not depend on u, so
we can set u = ∞. Take l = 2J0 and also J0 −→ ∞ to find that

⟨ξ1, ξ2|G(λ)|ξ1, ξ2⟩

= lim
J0−→∞

⟨ξ|B2J0−ξ1−ξ2,2J0(λ)|0, 0⟩

=
([2J1 − ξ1]![2J2 − ξ2]![ξ2]![ξ1]!)

−1/2(
q4(j(λ)+1+ξ1−J1); q2

)
2J1−ξ1

(
q4(j(λ)+1+ξ1+ξ2−J1−J2); q2

)
2J2−ξ2

q(J1+2J2)ξ1+J2ξ2 .

Next, we have

⟨ξ1, ξ2|ΠG(−i∞)Π|ξ1, ξ2⟩
⟨ξ1, ξ2|PG(−i∞)P |ξ1, ξ2⟩

= q2(J1+J2)(J1+J2−ξ1−ξ2).

Thus we have ⟨µ1, µ2|C |ξ1, ξ2⟩ = δµi=ξiq
2(J1+J2)(J1+J2−ξ1−ξ2) in (23).

Q.E.D.

4.6.3 Proof of Corollary 1

This section provides explicit calculations for Corollary 1.
Recall that [17]

3φ2

[
q−n, a, b

d, e
; q,

deqn

ab

]
=

(e/a; q)n
(e; q)n

3ϕ2

[
q−n, a, d/b

d, aq1−n/e
; q, q

]
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and the inversion formula

rϕs

[
a1, . . . , ar

b1, . . . , bs
; q, z

]

=
∞∑
n=0

(
a−1
1 , . . . , a−1

r ; q−1
)
n(

q−1, b−1
1 , . . . , b−1

s ; q−1
)
n

(
a1 · · · arz
b1 · · · bsq

)n
.

Combining the above two identities we get

3ϕ2

[
qn, 1/a, 1/b

1/d, 1/e
; q−1, q−1

]
=

(e/a; q)n
(e; q)n

3ϕ2

[
q−n, a, d/b

d, aq1−n/e
; q, q

]
.

Taking e to ∞ yields

3ϕ2

[
qn, 1/a, 1/b

1/d, 0
; q−1, q−1

]
= a−n3ϕ2

[
q−n, a, d/b

d, 0
; q, q

]
. (38)

Recall that

lim
c−→−∞

Dc(µ, ξ)

=
N∏
i=1

3φ2

(
q−2(2Ji−µi), q−2ξi , e−2πiλq2(2N[1,i−1](µ−J)+µi−2Ji)

q−4Ji , 0
q2, q2

)
q−4JiN[1,i−1](ξ)−2ξiN[1,i](µ).

Applying (38) by taking a = q−2(2Ji−µi), n = ξi, d = q−4Ji and b−1 =
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e−2πiλq2(2N[1,i−1](µ−J)+µi), we obtain that

lim
c−→−∞

Dc(µ, ξ) =
N∏
i=1

3φ2

(
q2(2Ji−µi), q2ξi , e−2πiλq2(2N[1,i−1](µ−J)+µi)

q4Ji , 0
q−2, q−2

)
q−2ξi(2Ji−µi)−4JiN[1,i−1](ξ)−2ξiN[1,i](µ)

=
N∏
i=1

3φ2

(
q2(2Ji−µi), q2ξi , e−2πiλq2(2N[1,i−1](µ−J)+µi)

q4Ji , 0
q−2, q−2

)
q−4JiN[1,i](ξ)−2ξiN[1,i−1](µ),

which is equal to Dort(µ, ξ) up to a constant.
Q.E.D.

4.7 Proof of Proposition 3

In [1], the author computes explicit formulas for the stochastic weights
of the dynamic stochastic higher spin vertex model by using fusion.
Essentially, he proves a recursive relation for the weights and then
solves the relation explicitly. Here, we prove that the same recursive
relation is satisfied by our weights. Because the (difficult) task of solving
the weights was already done, a proof of the recursive relation suffices
to prove Proposition 3. While “spiritually” the fusion of Aggarwal is the
same as the algebraic fusion that arises from the universal R–matrix and
twister, for reasons of completeness a proof still needs to be provided.

The first step in matching is to match notation across different authors,
which is best done with an example. For simplicity, we only consider the
case when spectral u = 0 in (9) and only match the hypergeometric term.
We will prove that for general u, the weights also match.
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4.7.1 Matching of Notation

We match the notation with an example. First, note that

lim
u−→0

ψ (i1, j1; i2, j2)

= 1i1+j1=i2+j2

(
qj1/2−i1j1−2i2j1−i21+i22+j21/2

s2j1+2j2κj2

) (
qi1−j2+1; q

)
j2

(
qj2−J ; q

)
j1

(
s2qi1−j2 ; q

)
j1

(q; q)j2 (q
j2−J ; q)j1−j2

×

(
qκ−1; q

)
j1

(
qj2−2i1+1s−2κ−1; q

)
i1−j2

(q1−j2κ−1; q)j1 (q
j2−i1−J+1s−2κ−1; q)j1 (q

j2−2i1−Js−2κ−1; q)j2 (q
2j2−2i1−J+1s−2κ−1; q)i1−j2

× 8W7

(
q−j2κ−1; q−j1 , q−j2 , qj1−Jκ−1, q1−i1s−2κ−1, q−i1κ−1; q, s2κq1+2i1−j2+J

)
Now set q2j(λ)+1 = e−2πiλ and apply (2.5.1) and (3.2.1) in [17] to get

8W7

(
q−j2κ−1; q−j1 , q−j2 , qj1−Jκ−1, q1−i1s−2κ−1, q−i1κ−1; q, s2κq1+2i1−j2+J

)
=

(
qJ−i1+i2−3j1−2j(λ), qi2+2j(λ)+2

)
i1−Λ−J+2j1+2j(λ)

(
q−j1 , qJ+Λ−i2−j1−2j(λ)+1

)
J+Λ−i1−2j1−2j(λ)

(qJ−i1+i2−2j1+1, qi2−j1+1)i1−Λ−J+2j1+2j(λ)

(
qJ−2j1−2j(λ), qΛ−i2+1

)
J+Λ−i1−2j1−2j(λ)

4φ3

(
qJ+Λ−i1−2j1−2j(λ), qJ−j1−2j(λ), qJ+Λ−i1−i2−j1−2j(λ), qΛ−i2−2j(λ)

qJ+Λ−i1−i2−2j1−4j(λ)−1, qJ+Λ−i2−j1−2j(λ)+1, qJ+Λ−i1−j1−2j(λ)+1
q, q

)
.

Now setting q = Q2,

4φ3

(
qJ+Λ−i1−2j1−2j(λ), qJ−j1−2j(λ), qJ+Λ−i1−i2−j1−2j(λ), qΛ−i2−2j(λ)

qJ+Λ−i1−i2−2j1−4j(λ)−1, qJ+Λ−i2−j1−2j(λ)+1, qJ+Λ−i1−j1−2j(λ)+1
q, q

)

= 4φ3

(
Q2(J+Λ−i1−2j1−2j(λ)), Q2(J−j1−2j(λ)), Q2(J+Λ−i1−i2−j1−2j(λ)), Q2(Λ−i2−2j(λ))

Q2(J+Λ−i1−i2−2j1−4j(λ)−1), Q2(J+Λ−i2−j1−2j(λ)+1), Q2(J+Λ−i1−j1−2j(λ)+1)
Q2, Q2

)

On the other hand, applying a symmetry of 6j–symbol (see [22]) and
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the equivalent definition through Racah–Wilson polynomial (4), we have

⟨i1, j1|SΛ,J (∞, λ)|i2, j2⟩ ∼ ⟨i1, j1|RΛ,J (∞, λ)|i2, j2⟩

∼

{
Λ/2 j(λ) + j1 + i1 − J/2 − Λ/2 j(λ) + j1 − J/2

J/2 j(λ) j(λ) + i2 − Λ/2

}
Q

∼

{
i2/2 − Λ/2 + j2/2 + j(λ) i1 − Λ/2 − J/2 + j2 + j(λ) J/2 + i2/2 − j2/2

i2/2 − J/2 + j2/2 + j(λ) j(λ) Λ/2 − i2/2 + j2/2

}
Q

∼ 4φ3

(
Q2(J+Λ−i1−2j1−2j(λ)), Q2(J−j1−2j(λ)), Q2(J+Λ−i1−i2−j1−2j(λ)), Q2(Λ−i2−2j(λ))

Q2(J+Λ−i1−i2−2j1−4j(λ)−1), Q2(J+Λ−i2−j1−2j(λ)+1), Q2(J+Λ−i1−j1−2j(λ)+1)
Q2, Q2

)
∼ lim

u−→0
ψ (i1, j1; i2, j2)

where A ∼ B means the hypergeometric term 4φ3 are equal in both A

and B, although the constants in front of the hypergeometric term may
be different. Thus the matching of the notation is demonstrated.

4.7.2 Proof in the General Case:

Recall the dynamical Yang-Baxter Equation is:

R12(u, λ − 2ηH3)R13(uv, λ)R23(v, λ − 2ηH1) = R23(v, λ)R13(uv, λ − 2ηH2)R12(u, λ),

(39)
For each positive integer, let V 2J denote the (2J + 1)–dimensional

representation of Uq(sl2). Recall that there is a projection

V 1 ⊗ V J−1 → P
(
V 1 ⊗ V J−1

) ∼= V J ,

where P is the projection 1
q−q−1 Ř

J−1,1(q2, λ). One can verify by direct
calculation that P2 = P using the explicit formulas for the R–matrix. Let
ι : V J → V J−1 ⊗ V 1 denote the inclusion.

Below, use the same notations as [1]. By the dynamic Yang–Baxter
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Equation, where R13 is WI and R23 is ŴJ−1, we see that

⟨j2, i2|WJ |j1, i1⟩ =
1∑

k=0

1∑
l=0

1∑
m=0

⟨j2, i2|P ⊗ id|m, l, i2⟩⟨m, l, i2|WI |k, l, δ⟩

× ⟨k, l, δ|ŴJ−1|k, j1 − k, i1⟩⟨k, j1 − k, i1|ι ⊗ id|j1, i1⟩

where l + δ = j1 − k + i1. Note that this term is only nonzero if j2 = m+ l,
so the summation only has four terms. In the above equation, the
dependence on the parameters is dropped.

Having set u = q2(J−1) in (39) so that P = R12, the two terms are now

W1(i2, m; δ, k|q2(J−1)z, λ), ŴJ−1(i1, j1 − k; δ, l|z, λ − 2ηH1(k)).

We write δ in terms of i2, m, k by

δ = j1 + i1 − k − l = j2 + i2 − k − l = i2 − k +m.

We can see that this matches with the four terms in the recurrence
relation in [1];

ŴJ (i1, j1; i2, j2 | v, λ)
= ŴJ−1 (i1, j1; i2, j2 | v, λ − 2η)W1 (i2, 0; i2, 0 | v + 2η(J − 1), λ)

+ŴJ−1 (i1, j1 − 1; i2 − 1, j2 | v, λ + 2η)W1 (i2 − 1, 1; i2, 0 | v + 2η(J − 1), λ)

+ŴJ−1 (i1, j1; i2 + 1, j2 − 1 | v, λ − 2η)W1 (i2 + 1, 0; i2, 1 | v + 2η(J − 1), λ)

+ŴJ−1 (i1, j1 − 1; i2, j2 − 1 | v, λ + 2η)W1 (i2, 1; i2, 1 | v + 2η(J − 1), λ)

where ev = z. Therefore the weights match and Proposition 3 is proved.
Q.E.D.

5 Orthogonal Polynomial Duality

This section will discuss how the algebraic approach in this paper can
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be used to prove orthogonal polynomial duality. We provide a new proof
of a previous orthogonal polynomial duality in the nondynamic case[16].
It is not clear how to recover the dynamic dualities of [19].

5.1 The dual quantum group

In order to produce orthogonal polynomial duality, we will use the Hopf
∗–algebra on the dual quantum group. This is because the duality func-
tionals are constructed from elements of the dual quantum group, and the
∗–structure leads to orthogonality in the duality function. The definitions
here are taken from [23] as well.

Recall that for a Hopf algebra A over a field k, the dual Hopf algebra A∗

is the Hopf subalgebra of Homk(A, k) consisting of the matrix elements of
finite–dimensional A–modules. The right and left regular representation
of A on A∗ are given by

R(a) : f 7→ ⟨id ⊗ a,∆(f )⟩

L(a) : f 7→ ⟨S−1(a) ⊗ id,∆(f )⟩.

In the case of Uq(g), where q is a nonzero real number, k is the field of
complex numbers, and g is a finite–dimensional semisimple Lie algebra
associated to a Lie group G, the dual Hopf algebra is denoted C[G]q

and called “the quantized algebra of functions.” The finite–dimensional
modules of Uq(g) will be denoted by L(Λ), where Λ ∈ P+, where P+

is the set of all dominant weights. A linear basis of C[G]q is given by
a quantized version of the Peter–Weyl theorem, which states that the
action of L ⊗ R defines an isomorphism

C[G]q ∼=
⊕
Λ∈P+

L(Λ)∗ ⊗ L(Λ)
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where cL(Λ)l,v is mapped to l ⊗ v.
The ∗–structure on C[G]q can be defined on the basis elements cL(Λ)l,v .

Fix an orthonormal basis {v(i)λ } where λ ranges over the set of weights of
L(Λ), and each v

(i)
λ ∈ L(Λ)λ, where i takes values in 1, 2, . . . , dimL(Λ)λ.

Let {l(i)−λ} denote the dual basis in L(Λ)∗, and let cΛ−µ,i,λ,j denote the matrix
element (with respect to these bases) corresponding to the pair (l(i)−µ, v

(j)
λ ).

Then
(cΛ−µ,i,λ,j)

∗ = q2(µ−λ,ρ)cw0Λ
µ,i,−λ,j

where ρ is half the sum of the positive roots and w0 is the element of the
Weyl group of maximal length.

5.2 Proof of Orthogonal Polynomial Duality

In [16], the authors proved an orthogonal polynomial duality for a so-
called “multi–species partial exclusion process”. Here we demonstrate
how the method of the dual Hopf algebra can prove the same result.

Recall that the Hopf ∗–algebra structure is given by

(cΛ−µ,i,λ,j)
∗ = q2(µ−λ,ρ)cw0Λ

µ,i,−λ,j .

We will also use Proposition 2.1.4 of Chapter 3 of [23], which states:
Let Λ,Λ′ ∈ P+ and l ∈ L(Λ)∗−λ, l

′ ∈ L(Λ′)−λ′ . Suppose that v′ ∈ L(Λ′)γ

and that vΛ ∈ L(Λ)Λ is a highest weight vector. Then there exist aν ∈ C,
lν ∈ ((Uqb+)l)−λ+µ, and l′ν ∈ ((Uqb−)l

′)−λ′−ν such that

cΛ
′

l′,v′c
Λ
l,vΛ

= q2((Λ,γ)−(λ,λ′))cΛl,vΛc
Λ′

l′,v′ + q2(Λ,γ)
∑
ν∈Q+

aνc
Λ
lν ,vΛ

cΛ
′

l′ν ,v
′ ,

where Q+ is the lattice of positive roots of g.
In [23], the authors choose certain weights for l′, l, v′ such that the

sum on the right–hand–side is empty. For our purposes, we will take
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l′ to be a lowest-weight vector, which means that l′ν can only equal 0,
resulting in the sum being empty. In order to relate this relation to the
∗–structure, we will also take v′ to be a lowest weight vector and l to be a
highest weight vector. Then for these choices, −γ = λ′ = Λ′ and λ = −Λ

so that
cΛ

′

−Λ′,−Λ′cΛΛ,Λ = cΛΛ,Λc
Λ′

−Λ′,−Λ′ .

Furthermore, for sl2 the weight lattice is one dimensional and the Weyl
group is trivial, so the ∗–algebra structure implies

(cΛ−Λ,i,−Λ,j)
∗ = cΛΛ,i,Λ,j .

and setting Λ′ = −Λ then

[(cΛ−Λ,i,−Λ,j), c
Λ
Λ,i,Λ,j ] = 0.

Recall from linear algebra that the exponential of a skew–Hermitian
matrix is unitary. However, in the non–commutative setting, however, we
will need the q–exponential

eq(z) =
∞∑
n=0

zn

(q; q)n
=

1

(z; q)∞
, |z| < 1, and Eq(z) =

∞∑
n=0

q(
n
2)zn

(q; q)n
= (−z; q)∞

If XY = qY X then

Eq(X + Y ) = Eq(X)Eq(Y ), eq(Y +X) = eq(Y )eq(X)

The two q–exponentials are inverses in the sense that eq(Z)Eq(−Z) = 1

for any Z .

Lemma 2. Now let X be an arbitrary element such that X∗X = Q−1XX∗.
Then

U (X) = EQ(X∗)eQ(−X)EQ(−X)eQ(X
∗)
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is unitary in the sense that U (X)U (X∗) = 1.

Proof. Note that in the case q = 1, this becomes the statement that
exp(2(X∗ −X)) is unitary. Indeed,

U (X)U (X)∗ = EQ(X∗)eQ(−X)EQ(−X)eQ(X
∗)eQ(X)EQ(−X∗)eQ(−X∗)EQ(X).

Once we show that eQ(X) and eQ(X
∗) commute, then the inversion

formula implies this equals 1. To prove the commutation, use the q–
Baker –Campbell–Hausdorff formula:

eQ(λX)Y EQ(−λX) =
∑∞

n=0
λn

(q;q)n
[X, Y ]′n

[X, Y ]′0 = Y, [X, Y ]′n+1 = X [X, Y ]′n − qn[X, Y ]′nX, n = 0, 1, 2, . . .

So if Q = q4(Λ,Λ) then

eQ(λX)X∗EQ(−λX) = X∗

because
[X,X∗]′1 = XX∗ − QX∗X = 0.

Therefore
eQ(λX)eQ(X

∗)EQ(−λX) = eQ(X
∗),

which implies that

eQ(λX)eQ(−X∗) = eQ(−X∗)eq(λX).

Q.E.D.
Recall that X∗X = XX∗ for X = cΛΛ,i,Λ,j . The unitary symmetry is then

exp(X −X∗) =
∞∑

k1=0

∞∑
k2=0

Xk1

k1!

(−1)k2(X∗)k2

k2!
.

We now clarify the relationship between cΛ±Λ,i,±Λ,j and the Bml previously
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calculated. Recall that

⟨µ|Bm,l(u, z, λ)|ξ⟩ = ⟨m, µ|B(u, z, λ)|l, ξ⟩.

An equivalent definition is that

Bml = ⟨m|a1 . . . aN |l⟩

where a1, . . . , aN are quantum group elements uniquely defined by ξ and
µ. Thus, Bml defines a linear map on Uq(sl2), which is a matrix element
of a finite dimensional module (in particular, the (l, m)–entry of the spin
J representation).

More precisely, for 0 ≤ l, m ≤ 2J and Λ = J

Bml = cJm−J,l−J .

So setting J = Λ and m = l = 0, we get that

B00 = cΛ−Λ,−Λ.

If J = Λ and m = l = 2J then

B2J,2J = cΛΛ,Λ

Then each summand in the unitary symmetry is then

(−1)k2

k1!k2!
(cΛΛΛ)

k
1(c

Λ
−Λ,−Λ)

k
2 ,

where

(cΛΛΛ)
k1(cΛ−Λ,−Λ)

k2

= B00(−i∞) · · ·B00(−i∞)B00(−i∞)

× B2J,2J (−i∞) · · ·B2J,2J (−i∞)B2J,2J (−i∞).
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From here, we can compute an orthogonal polynomial duality for the
(non–dynamic) stochastic higher spin vertex model. However, we note
that the calculation would be same calculation as the inner–product
method [11]. The inner–product method does not generalize as well
as an algebraic method (see the discussion in [16], for example), so
therefore we do not repeat the argument. The most natural algebraic
approach to orthogonal polynomial duality would involve the twisted
algebra of functions (see section 7 of chapter 3 of [23], which is best
suited for a future paper.

Additionally, orthogonal polynomial dualities are usually taken to be
orthogonal with respect to the reversible measures of a process. The
stochastic vertex model, being totally asymmetric, is not reversible. How-
ever, in the non–dynamic stochastic vertex model, the duality functions
are orthogonal with respect to the ASEP(q, j) [12]. A recent preprint
[19] constructed a dynamic version of ASEP(q, j) with duality. Since the
ASEP(q, j) is not integrable, different methods would be needed. This
is another reason orthogonality (from an algebraic perspective) is best
suited for a future paper.

6 Appendix

6.1 Examples of Matching

6.1.1 The spin 1/2 case

G = diag(1, q2 − e−2πiλ, q(1 − e−2πiλ), 1)

R =


1 0 0 0

0 q(z−1)
zq2−1

(q2−1)(z−e−2πiλ)
(zq2−1)(1−e−2πiλ)

0

0 (q2−1)(1−e−2πiλz)
(zq2−1)(1−e−2πiλ)

(z−1)(e−4πiλq2−e−2πiλq4−e−2πiλ+q2)
q(zq2−1)(1−e−2πiλ)2

0

0 0 0 1
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S =


1 0 0 0

0 (z−1)(1−e−2πiλq2)
(zq2−1)(1−e−2πiλ)

(q2−1)(z−e−2πiλ)
(zq2−1)(1−e−2πiλ)

0

0 (q2−1)(1−e−2πiλz)
(zq2−1)(1−e−2πiλ)

(q2−e−2πiλ)(z−1)
(zq2−1)(1−e−2πiλ)

0

0 0 0 1


To compare S to (8), let q

1
2w := z−1, and q → q2 so that

S =


weight(⊙) 0 0 0

0 weight(−−) weight(⌟) 0

0 weight(⌜) weight(|) 0

0 0 0 weight(+)



65



6.1.2 The spin 1 case

ψ (0, 0; 0, 0) = 1

ψ (0, 1; 0, 1) =
(qe−2πiλ − 1)(qu − 1)

(−e−2πiλ + q)(q − u)

ψ (0, 1; 1, 0) = −(ue−2πiλ − 1)(q2 − 1)

(−e−2πiλ + q)(q − u)

ψ (0, 2; 0, 2) =
(uq2 − 1)(qe−2πiλ − 1)(q2e−2πiλ − 1)(qu − 1)

q2(−e−2πiλ + q)(e−2πiλ − 1)(q − u)(u − 1)

ψ (0, 2; 1, 1) =
(q2e−2πiλ − 1)(que−2πiλ − 1)(qu − 1)(q − 1)(q + 1)2

q2(q − u)(u − 1)(−q2e−2πiλ + qx4 + q − e−2πiλ)

ψ (0, 2; 2, 0) = −(q2 − 1)(que−2πiλ − 1)(q − 1)(uq2e−2πiλ − 1)

q2(qe−2πiλ − 1)(e−2πiλ − 1)(q − u)(u − 1)

ψ (1, 0; 1, 0) =
(q2 − 1)(uq2 − e−2πiλ)

q(−e−2πiλ + q)(q − u)

ψ (1, 0; 0, 1) = − (q3 − e−2πiλ)(qu − 1)

q(−e−2πiλ + q)(q − u)

ψ (1, 1; 0, 2) =
(qe−2πiλ − 1)(qu − 1)(q − 1)(−e−2πiλ + qu)

q(−e−2πiλ + q)(e−2πiλ − 1)(q − u)(u − 1)

ψ (1, 1; 1, 1) = −
(
(−e−2πiλ + u)(q2 − 1)(qe−2πiλ − 1)2(q2 − e−2πiλ)(qu − 1)(u − 1)

(−e−2πiλ + q)(−e−2πiλ + u)(q2 − 1)(que−2πiλ − 1)(q − 1)
− 1

)
× (que−2πiλ − 1)(q − 1)

q(qe−2πiλ − 1)(e−2πiλ − 1)(q − u)(u − 1)

ψ (1, 1; 2, 0) = −(−e−2πiλ + q)(que−2πiλ − 1)(qu − 1)(q − 1)

q(qe−2πiλ − 1)(e−2πiλ − 1)(q − u)(u − 1)

ψ (1, 2; 1, 2) = −(q3e−2πiλ − 1)(qu − 1)

q(qe−2πiλ − 1)(q − u)

ψ (1, 2; 2, 1) = −(1/q − 1)(q2 − 1)(uq2e−2πiλ − 1)

(qe−2πiλ − 1)(q − u)(q − 1)
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ψ (2, 0; 0, 2) =
(q2 − 1)(uq2 − e−2πiλ)(q − 1)(−e−2πiλ + qu)

q2(−e−2πiλ + q)(e−2πiλ − 1)(q − u)(u − 1)

ψ (2, 0; 1, 1) = − (q2 − 1)2(q2 − e−2πiλ)(qu − 1)(−e−2πiλ + qu)

q2(−e−2πiλ + q)(qe−2πiλ − 1)(q − u)(q − 1)(u − 1)

ψ (2, 0; 2, 0) = −(uq2 − 1)(−e−2πiλ + q)(q2 − e−2πiλ)(qu − 1)

q2(qe−2πiλ − 1)(e−2πiλ − 1)(q − u)(u − 1)

ψ (2, 1; 1, 2) = −(−e−2πiλ + u)(q2 − 1)

(qe−2πiλ − 1)(q − u)

ψ (2, 1; 2, 1) =
(−e−2πiλ + q)(qu − 1)

(qe−2πiλ − 1)(q − u)

ψ (2, 2; 2, 2) = 1

Let q −→ q2 and u → 1
zq2 , ψ(i1, j1, i2, j2) = S(i1, j1, i2, j2). Then

S (0, 0; 0, 0) = 1

S (0, 1; 0, 1) = −q
2(q2e−2πiλ − 1)(z − 1)

(zq4 − 1)(q2 − e−2πiλ)

S (0, 1; 1, 0) =
(q4 − 1)(zq2 − e−2πiλ)

(zq4 − 1)(q2 − e−2πiλ)

S (0, 2; 0, 2) =
(−q2 + z)(z − 1)(−q6x4 + q4e−2πiλ + q2e−2πiλ − 1)

(e−2πiλ − 1)(q2 − e−2πiλ)(q6z2 − q4z − q2z + 1)

S (0, 2; 1, 1) =
(−e−2πiλ + z)(q2 + 1)(q4 − 1)(q4e−2πiλ − 1)(z − 1)

(q2e−2πiλ − 1)(q2 − e−2πiλ)(q6z2 − q4z − q2z + 1)

S (0, 2; 2, 0) =
(−e−2πiλ + z)(q2 − 1)2(q2 + 1)(−q2e−2πiλ + z)

(e−2πiλ − 1)(q2e−2πiλ − 1)(q6z2 − q4z − q2z + 1)
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S (1, 0; 1, 0) = − (q4 − 1)(−q2 + ze−2πiλ)

(zq4 − 1)(q2 − e−2πiλ)

S (1, 0; 0, 1) =
(q6 − e−2πiλ)(z − 1)

(zq4 − 1)(q2 − e−2πiλ)

S (1, 1; 0, 2) =
q2(ze−2πiλ − 1)(q4 − 1)(z − 1)(−q6x4 + q4e−2πiλ + q2e−2πiλ − 1)

(q2 + 1)(e−2πiλ − 1)(q2 − e−2πiλ)(q4e−2πiλ − 1)(q6z2 − q4z − q2z + 1)

S (1, 1; 1, 1) = −q
10e−2πiλz2 − q8x4z + q8e−2πiλz2 − 3q8e−2πiλz + q8e−2πiλ − q8z − q6x4z2

(−q4e−2πiλ + q2x4 + q2 − e−2πiλ)(q6z2 − q4z − q2z + 1)

− 2q6x4z − 2q6e−2πiλz2 + q6e−2πiλz + q6e−2πiλ − q6z2 + 2q6z + 2q4x4z − q4x4 + q4e−2πiλz2

(−q4e−2πiλ + q2x4 + q2 − e−2πiλ)(q6z2 − q4z − q2z + 1)

− q4e−2πiλz − 2q4e−2πiλ + 2q4z − q4 − q2x4z + q2e−2πiλz2 − 3q2e−2πiλz + q2e−2πiλ − q2z + e−2πiλ

(−q4e−2πiλ + q2x4 + q2 − e−2πiλ)(q6z2 − q4z − q2z + 1)

S (1, 1; 2, 0) =
q2(−e−2πiλ + z)(q2 − 1)(q2 − e−2πiλ)(z − 1)

(e−2πiλ − 1)(q2e−2πiλ − 1)(q6z2 − q4z − q2z + 1)

S (1, 2; 1, 2) =
(q6e−2πiλ − 1)(z − 1)

(zq4 − 1)(q2e−2πiλ − 1)

S (1, 2; 2, 1) = − (q4 − 1)(−q2e−2πiλ + z)

(zq4 − 1)(q2e−2πiλ − 1)

S (2, 0; 0, 2) = − (ze−2πiλ − 1)(q2 − 1)2(q2 + 1)(−q2 + ze−2πiλ)

(e−2πiλ − 1)(q2 − e−2πiλ)(q6z2 − q4z − q2z + 1)

S (2, 0; 1, 1) = − (ze−2πiλ − 1)(q2 − 1)(q2 + 1)2(q4 − e−2πiλ)(z − 1)

(−q4e−2πiλ + q2x4 + q2 − e−2πiλ)(q6z2 − q4z − q2z + 1)

S (2, 0; 2, 0) = − (−q2 + z)(z − 1)(−q6 + q4e−2πiλ + q2e−2πiλ − x4)

(e−2πiλ − 1)(q2e−2πiλ − 1)(q6z2 − q4z − q2z + 1)

S (2, 1; 1, 2) =
(q4 − 1)(zq2e−2πiλ − 1)

(zq4 − 1)(q2e−2πiλ − 1)

S (2, 1; 2, 1) = − q2(q2 − e−2πiλ)(z − 1)

(zq4 − 1)(q2e−2πiλ − 1)

S (2, 2; 2, 2) = 1

6.2 Computer Simulations

A previous arXiv version contained the follow images of computer simu-
lations; however, it was pointed out to the first author (who created the
simulations) by multiple readers that the histograms was not overlayed
with the probability distribution function of the Tracy–Widom distribution.
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In the current version, we elaborate on the meaning of the histograms.

Figure 2: The left image shows 4000 simulations of the stochastic–six vertex model. The right
figure simulates the dynamic stochastic–six vertex model with the same values.

The histograms on the left was created from simulations for the values
b1 = 0.55, b2 = 0.5 and e2πiλ = 1.05 and show the height function at the
point (1000, 1000). The histogram on the right was created with the same
values except that e2πiλ = 0. This figure shows that even at the time value
of 1000, the distributions are visually indistinguishable.

Running the simulation long enough to obtain a reasonable overlay
with the Tracy–Widom distribution. With some experimentation, it takes
approximately 400,000 time increments to obtain a visually appealing fig-
ure. Each simulation required approximately 80 hours to complete on the
Texas A&M High Performance Resource Center, using the FASTER clus-
ter. The dynamic version of the simulation would require approximately
two years to complete, possibly due to inefficiencies in the first author’s
program. The first author hopes to improve the computer program at a
later time.
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Figure 3: The height function of the stochastic six vertex model at (400000, 400000) when
b1 = 0.75, b2 = 0.65. This shows 48 simulations.
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