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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 ;05 functions. A degeneration of these duality functions is dual ¢—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 U,(sl,), 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



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 ¢—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 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 U,(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 [3l, 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, lvan 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 g-Pochhammer symbol is defined
by:

n

— 1
HO 1—qa (QBQ)—n:Hm-

j=1
From the ¢-Pochhammer symbols, we can define the hypergeometric
series

00 p
O (0;1,22,.. Zp |q, ) Z H aw k:H q);l.
1,925 -+

:0 jZl j=1

For any integer n, define the g—deformed integers and factorial by

Y

n -n 2. .2
q—q! (gt —q)"

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

@t ]! _ (@00 paniainyz
[a]! (g7t —q)"

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

q—n n—&-laﬁ q M’Y
Wn(x;a,ﬂ,%MIQ)=4903< q.q ] - (1)

qo, By, q



It satisfies the following orthogonal relation:

ZW via, 8,9, MlQ) W (s, ,7, MlQ)w(z) = mnhn, — (2)
where
" _(4,9)a(1 = aBq)(Bg; @)n ) (@ ' q), (aBg™*2q), (g~ MA)"
b (aBq; )n (1 — aBg® ) (ag; @) (BYa; Onla™; )n
y (™ y:q)  (a ‘16‘1(1‘”“,(1) (o viq)  (B7Y4)
(a7 g ™My39) o (B¢ ™:q) o (VG ) (@187 Y5 q)
w(e) =\ M9)e (1" M”‘W) (aq: 4)a (5761'(1) (@ " q)

¢ My q), (B M 9), (Vg @)x(aBg)™
Next, we define the ¢ — 65 symbol [22]

a b e
d c f .
:(—1)26+2d+2€\/[2e + 1][2f + 1]A (a,b,e) A(a,c, f)A(c,e,d) A(d,b, f)

y (-1)™™a+b+c+d+1—w]!
zﬂ;([cqtd—e— wllb+d—f—wllla+c—f—wllla+b—e—w

1
X[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

(¢:0)2(1 — ¢ M7y) (o

[—j1 + 2+ Js]' 1 — j2 + J3]! [J1+92—33]
lj1+ jo + J3 + 1!

A (j17j27j3) -

The ¢ — 65 symbol can be expressed through the Racah-Wilson polyno-



mial, by setting

n=a+0b—e, r=c+d—e, M=a+b+c+d+1,
o = q2(—a—d+e+f)’ 6 — q2(—a—b—c+d+1)’ v = q2(a+e+f—d+1)
so that
ab e w(x) 5
= W (z; o, 8,7y, Mlq”). (4)
d c f g hn
The dual ¢-Krawtchouk polynomial K, (x;¢, N | q) is defined as
-n - x—N
q , 4 , —C(q
Kn($JC7N|Q)3¢2< q_N 0 7q7q) ) (5)

It satisfies the following orthogonal relation:

3 (—eq ™. a7 ™:q) (1 +cq®N)

~  (¢.—cq;q)s  (Lt+cg™) (—0)™q m(z;¢, N | q)Kn(z;¢, N | q)

c > 0.

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

k(n,x;p; N, q) = cc(n, p, N)K, (z;¢*, N; ¢°) (7)

with c(n; p; N) = (=1)"¢g g2V -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 £(t) and n(t) on states spaces X
and ), respectively, are dual with respect to the function D(&,n) on X x2)
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if
E¢[D(&(t),n)] = Ey[D(&,n(t))]  forallt > 0.

If, in addition, X = ) and £(t) = n(t) then £(t) is self-dual with respect to
the function D(&,n).

If X and Q) are discrete, an equivalent definition of duality is the
intertwining relation
L¢eD = DL],

where L, is the generator of £(¢) viewed as a matrix with rows and
columns indexed by X, L, is the generator of n(¢) with rows and columns
indexed by 2), and D is the duality function viewed as a matrix with rows
indexed by X and columns indexed by 2). The superscript 7 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.



2.2.2 Definition of model

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

weight(®) = a§°" (¢, \,w) = 1, weight, ,(+) = d5§'°°" (¢, A\, w) = 1,

1 — %w -1 627’1’1)\
; __ ,stoch _ q q
Welght(‘) — (Q7 )‘7 w) — 1 — q,%w ) 1 — 627ri)\ )
. 1—q! q%w _ 2mid
__ pstoch —
weight(u) = b5 (¢, A, w) = 1 — gt T T _ e2min
~1
X (qi — q_é) w (qéw) — 2miA
weight(7) = " (¢, A\, w) = : . :
ght(") = ¢®" (¢, A, w) 1 — g 3w 1 _ o2mix
-1 -1 27iA
. q —q *w q—¢
weight(——) = d5°°" (¢, \, w) = : .
ght(——) = dg™" (¢ ) | —gtw 1-em

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

1/2 e2miA — p2miA

do ¢'—q
aq 1= q1/2w g~ — e2miA

w q— -1 4

=4 'q—l — o2min € (q

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

YA Ju (i1, J15 92, 52)

(ja—in)J (E)jl (g

S

il_j2+1; q)j2 (qu—J; q)j1 (SuqJ; Q)ilfjg

(515 Q)ir+i2 (4 0o (@727759) 5,5,
(us~'h1q5q) (¢ Tuts i) (g ha), (@22 s ™2 Y g),

(¢\=72k— 1, q)jl (qiz—i—T+1g=2—1, q)jl (qi2—2i1—J g=24—1; Q)j2 (g2 21— T+1g-2,~1; )

(s*¢"772;q)

= 1i1+j1=i2+j2q

11—J2

11—Jj2+1 i1—jo+J —i1,.—1.
1—J2 , 1—J2 ,q 1 ,q,q)

(9)

—jo,.—1. —j1 —jo g1—J,.—1 1—iy _—2, -1 _ —1
X 10Wo (¢772k7 Y5077, q77%, ¢ T kT g T s TR R suT g usq
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with

q = 6—477117; s = 627Ti77A; ¥ = 6271‘1)\; 5 — qJ—le%’ K — 5{—1,
and where
— 2" (a q 1 —ad® Ty (a59)
. . 1) — 4k
7’+1Wr <a17a47a57~'~7a7’+17Q7 Z H .
— 1—ar < (qa1/aj; q),

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

Z@D (i1, J13 12, J2) = 1.

12,72
In (9), J is the horizontal spin and A is the vertical spin. As before )
is the dynamic parameter, n 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] x Z* (See Figure
1). For each vertex (x,y) € [1, N] x Z", there is an arrow configuration,
which is a quadruple

(ilajl;i%]é) - (ilajl;i%j?)(x,y) - (Zl(x7y)7]1(x7y)722($7y)7]2(337y))

of non-negative integers, where j; denotes the number of horizontal
incoming arrows at (z,y); i; denotes the number of vertical incoming
arrows; jo denotes the number of horizontal outgoing arrows; and i,
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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. i, + j; = is + jo). Let J, be the horizontal spin, and I,
be the vertical spin for strip k, which means 0 < 5,(-, ), j2(-,v) < 2J,,
and 0 < iy(z,-),i2(x,-) < 21,. Each vertex (z,y) is associated with a
dynamical parameter \(z, y) according to the following rules:

Mz +1y) =Mz, y) —4n(in(z + 1,y) — L),
Mz,y+1) = XMz, y) +4n(ji(z,y) — Jy).

Given the empty left boundary (i.e. ji(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 (z,y) defined as

Py (ta, Jolit, J1) = V1,0, 00 Aay) (115 715 12, 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 = ¢ + 2,
t =0,1,2..., then n,(t) = i (z,t + 1) 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 U,(sls) is a unital algebra generated by £, and ¢
with relations:
H _—H
(H, B, = +2E., [E.,E_]|= %
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Atdn-(0—J) o A—dn-(2-1) ; ;
+n - (1-J) . :

1 ]

v ;

A TA_MQ_MT I

Vfl T/fz Vj’a

- (2-J) |

/\+4ﬂ'(D—J) A—4n'(2—11) ;\*4’0-(5*1[1‘2])
NA +477-(1J)T

vy

A T ;\*41]'(2711) TA—4T]-(5—I[1‘2])“

Vr 1 I'ffz Vj’a

A+dn-(0—J) o A—dn-(2—11) A —4n- (5 — D1 )4\ — 4 (6 — Ij137)
1 +4??'(1—-7)W +4T:-(2—-1)T +4n- (0 =)

Vi

3

XN
7

A T A—dn-(2-1p) TA—4n- (65— I[l,Z]))‘A —4n - (6 *1[1,3])

Vn Vi, Vi

3

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 e(¢”) = 1,¢(E+) = 1 The choice of co—product in this
paper will be

AH)=H@id+id®@H, A(Ey)=E:®¢"?+q¢"?@E,.

The above definitions define a bialgebra structure on U,(sly). 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:

_i(i+1)

; 2
12_q2H®HZ q_qlz QQHEZ@)Q QHEZ

[2]!

This R—matrix satisfies the property that

RPA(X) = A(X)RP

forany X € U,(sly), where A’ = P o A is the opposite comultiplication
defined by P(X ® Y) =Y ® X. This property makes U, (sl) an almost—
cocommutative Hopf algebra. The R—matrix additionally satisfies

RORD =1, (e®e)RE =1 RE(A®id)(RP)=RL(G1d® A)(RP),
which makes it a coboundary Hopf algebra. Additionally,
(A ®id)(RP) = RERL, (id® A)(RP) = RERE,

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

RERRORD = RDRDRE,.

In fact, there is a spectral-dependent version of the R—matrix, denoted
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RP(z), satisfying the Yang—Baxter Equation
Ry (u) Ry (uv) Ry (v) = Ry (v) Riz(wv) Riy(w). (12)

The R—matrix can be constructed from the quantized affine Lie algebra
Uq(gl\rz), 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]:

Fio(AM)(A ®@id)F(X) = Fos(A = 2nH,p)(id @ A)F()); (13)
then the twisted R—matrix

-1

R(z,A) = Fu(\) (RP(2))  Fio'(\) (14)

satisfies the dynamical Yang-Baxter Equation [15]

Rig(u, A — 2nHj) Riz(uv, A) Roz(v, A — 2nH))
= Ra3(v, A\) Riz(uv, A — 2nHz) Ria(u, A), (15)

where 7 is defined in a way such that ¢ = 2",
Now set
AN(X) = FIVAX)F™H(N),

which is called the twisted co-product. Then,
R(z, \)AN(X) = AL(X)R(z, \)
forany X € U,(sly). Additionally,
(Ay ®id)(R(2,A)) = @319 R13(2, A\) P55 Raz(2, A) P1as,
(id @ A\ (R(z,A)) = ®ogy Ri3(2, ) Pa13Ria(2, N), @1y
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where & = (Fys(M\)(id ® A)F(N)) (Fia(A\) (A ®@id)F(A)~'. These prop-
erties makes U,(sly) an quasi—Hopf algebra. For more details about
quasi—Hopf algebra, we refer to [21].

There is also a s—Hopf algebra structure on U,(sl2) for nonzero real
values of ¢. The involution is given by the explicit formula

Ei=E., E'=E; (¢") =q"

The x—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

P (H)|J +m) = 2m|J +m) ~J<m<J
P (B |J4+m) =+/[JFm][Jxm+1]|J +m=£1),

Denote this representation by V2/. 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, 12, J2) to be equal to v (iy, j1, 12, j2) With ¢ replaced by ¢* and u
replaced by .
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3.1.1 Markov Duality

Let J; be the vertical spin at site ¢, 1 and & be the vertex models with
transition matrices given by and (27), respectively. Then we have
the following duality results (see Corollary [3).

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

N

H( —2miA 2 c+N[1,i_1](,LL+§2J)+u7;2J¢)_q2)
I

1=1

q- (2Ji—ui)’q—2€i76—27Ti>\q2(2N[1,¢71](M—J)er—?Ji) -
X3¥2 . q,9

2Ji— i

—4Ji’ 6—27Ti)\q2(—c+N[1,i,1](,u-l—g—QJ)—F/,Li—QJi)
X q_4JiN[1,i71] (f)—%iN[l,i] (w)
where c is a constant and N, ;)(n) = >t k-
Taking ¢ to 00 so that ¢ — 0 yields an orthogonal duality:

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

2Ji-p) | 26 o= 2mN 2Ny (=) )
q°q

OTt ,u 5 H3§02 < ’ q4‘]i70

% qf4JiN[1,i](5)*2&:N[1,i_1](u) (16)
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Moreover, when —e=2™* > 0, there are orthogonal relations

O,
D,y Dy /; , 4, = L ) 17
O¢ ¢r
Dort(11, €) Dort (1, €)W (s = 1
Z t(:u7£) t(:u7£ )W(M7Q7 Ja )‘) w(57q7 J>7 ( 8)
with
LN N 2.J;
w(é, q, J) = ¢? Zizl(QJifi—QEiN[1,z‘](2J)) Hq—&(fi—QJi) [ L ]
i=1 i g2
and

N
Wipsq, J, ) = H w (2JZ~ — i7", 2, log, 2 (_e—2wiAq4NuJ_u(u—J>)) 7

1=1

W(z;q,N,p) =

Lg% (=% ¢%), (=% ¢%)y | o

1+q4x+2p—2N( 22N 2 ) gt 2ot Ha=2N) [N]
q2
(19)

Remark 1. D,.+(11,€) is equal to K in Theorem 3.14 of [19], where
K 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 J; = J for any i, then up to a constant,

hm Dort M 5 Hq%l

which is a self duality function for ¢-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 A = —ico in T5¢"(2, \), 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(# f)
(CO+N“ ) (pA+E=2T)+pi—2J;41). qz)
_ H ) 2J;—p;
—2 (Co+Np1i—1)(p+E=2J)+&:) . qQ)
! 2J;— i
—2(2J;—ps) (2J:—&)
X901 ( q—’4qu q27q2(00+N[1,i](M+52J))> q*4JiN[1,i—1](5)*2&'1\7[1,1](#)

where C is a fixed constant.

Remark 2. Take Cy, — oo in Dpew We get a triangular duality

2J; = &' 4N, 20N a1 (6) 2,60

DT ,LL é’ 1 . q i [1,1—1](£)+N151+ Hi [1,1—1](6) 1'517

t H {mi >f} M _ g]
which actually is equal to the duality in [26]. To see this apply the
“charge—parity symmetry” to £ 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 x 4 matrices, and duality matrices
are calculated up to a constant in the total number of particles. Below,
Tstoch (2, \) is the transition matrix for process n and 75°% (2, —ico) is the
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transition matrix for the non dynamic process &.

0 0 0
-1 *(2—1) 0
0
1

(z¢g?-1)  z¢*>-1

1
0
0 z—1 z(¢*—1)
0

z2q2—1 z2q%2—1

0 0 1]
1 0 0 0]
N L= e
stoc _ 2q°— —e— <™ z2q°— —e =l
T (Z, )\) = 0 (z—l)(l—e_QﬂD‘QQ) (q2_1)(z_e—2wi.>\)
GP-D1=e ) (=)= 77)
0 0 0 1

Comparing these matrices with Borodin’s weights in (8), the notation
matches with ¢zw replaced by 2! and ¢ being replaced with ¢2 (see the
6| for more details).

Example 1. The matrix D, equals
(e—Qﬁi)\q—Zc—Z _ 1)(6—27ri)\q—20—4 _ 1) 7(6—2ﬁiA(6—27ri)\ _ q20+2)(q2c‘ _ 1))q—4v—6 7(6—2ﬂi)\(6—27ri)\ _ q20+2)<q2c‘ _ 1))q—4c—6 (6—47riA(q‘Zc _ q2>(q2C _ 1)>q—46—8
1— e 2midg—2e-2 _(C—ZWi)\q—Qc—Q —1)g2 (C—ZWi)\<q2c —1))g 2 (672T(i/\(q2(' —1))g 26
1— e—Qni)\q—Q('—2 (({—Zﬁi)\(quH»Q _ 1)>q—2c—4 7((172(’6727&/\ _ 1)474 (c—‘zﬁi)\(qzc _ 1))(1—24:—(3

1 q*4 q—-'l q,g

and satisfies 754 (2, \)D. = D, (T;&o (2, —io0)) .
Example 2. The matrix Dpey €quals

(% = d*)(®° —¢*")g™® (¢®(¢*% —¢*)q™® (*%(¢*“° —¢*))g™8 ¢*¢
_ 1 — ¢2Co—2 (g2 — ¢)q* _g2C0—4 —2C0—6
1 — ¢2Co—2 _2Co—4 (20 —1)g~* —¢2C0—6

1 g qg* q®

*

and satisfies 75" (z, —100) Dnew = Dnew (T (2, —ic0)) .

Example 3. The matrix Dy equals

1 0 0 0
g2 1 0 0




and satisfies 7% (2, —ic0) Dy, = Dy, (Trsoh (2, —icc)) .

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 u(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
g<l,z<1landthatv e (z,271).

Let L be a large parameter, and let the spatial variable y and the time
variable t depend on L in such a way thaty = |vL| andt = L. Let
the dynamic parameter A depend on L in such a way that X\ is purely
imaginary and m liminf; , A/(iL) < 0. Then for any real value of s,

JVLl/S

< s) — Fy(s)

L—o0o

where F»(s) is cumulative distribution function of the Tracy—Widom distri-
bution, and my, o5, equal

7)) L1/2,,-1/6
my o= VI 2 T (- (T - 1)

Remark 3. Somewhat surprisingly, the asymptotic outputs my, o and
F5(s) do not depend on the dynamic parameter A. 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 \. Following the
proof of the theorem (section [4.1), additional intuition will be provided,
based on the form of the duality function.

"For example, this holds if A/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 ¢ and spectral parameter = take valuesin (0, 1).
Since the quantum group U,(sls) is invariant under the replacements
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, \), acting on a
tensor power V ® W, which depends on a quantization parameter ¢, a
spectral parameter z and the dynamical parameter )\ and satisfies the
dynamical Yang—Baxter Equation (15). More generally, consider the
tensor product Vy ® Vi ® - - - ® Vi, with V; called the “auxiliary space” and
Vi ®---® Vy called “the bulk space.” Let 2J; + 1 be the dimension of V;.

Let P be the permutation map on two sites, definedby P: V@ W —
W ® V with P(v ® w) = w ® v. Let the " notation refer to

Riji1 = PiiviRiiv1 = Riv1,i P
The transfer matrix 7 () is defined by

T(2,A) = Ry_1n (2. X = 20Ny y-9(H)) Ry—on-1 (2, A — 20Npy v—3(H))
Rio (2, M),
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where Ny, (H) = Hy + Hoy1 - - - + Hy. Define

B(u,z,A) = Ry (u, A — 277N[1’N_1](H)) Ro.n-1 (uz, A — 277N[17N_2](H))
- R (UZN_l, )\)

and foreach 0 < m, [ < dim V}
(1| Bpua(u, 2, A)[§) = (m, p[B(u, 2, N[1, €).

Theorem 3. Define SR so that

*

R(z, ) = (Fia(\) ([T (Fy (V)" (R(2,A)P)” (Fa(A)) P2 FRL ()
Then there is the intertwining relationship

Riivi(z, A — 20N i-1)(H))Bpa(u, 2, \) = By (u, 2, A) (gfii,iﬂ(z; A(l)))* ;
(20)
where (1) = A — 20Ny ;1) (H) —2nHy (1) with Hy(l) denoting the constant
2(1 — Jo).

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

(Fyr(\))HI®2Fo(A) ' PR(2,\) = PR(2, \)*(Fo1 (\)) T HI®?Fp(\) 71,
(21)
where II is a permutation matrix. Second, suppose there is a ground
state symmetry

Giiit(N R (2, NG (N) = S (2, N) (22)

such that S; ;11(z, A) is a stochastic matrix, meaning that each row sums
to 1 and all entries are non-negative, for some values of z, A\. Further, we
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assume there is a diagonal matrix C' such that
I1G(—ioo)Il = CPG(—ico)P. (23)
Last, suppose that this same S(z, \) satisfies the inversion formula
%28 (2, V%2 = &(z7 1, \), (24)

where &(z, \) is defined by substituting ¢ with ¢! in S(z, \).
Note that equations and can be combined into

(R(2,\)" =G NI (&(271 N) T®2G (V). (25)
Define the stochastic transfer matrix by

Tob (2 \) = Sy_1x (2, A = 20Ny v—9)(H)) SN-a.N-1 (2, A = 20Ny y_3/(H))
v 511,2(27 )\)7 (26)

and

7;ztvoch(z’ —IOO)
= (6P)12(z7", —ic0) - - (BP)y_an-1 (27, —100)) (EP)y_1 v (271, —i0)) .
(27)

Remark 5. Notice that in the definition of 7°%"(z, \), each S has row
sums to 1, thus 75" (2, \) 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 A + 2n Ny n(H).
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Also Notice that

plim (93 0(0)" = (7 (R(z, —ioc)P)" I

_ (H_1)®2 ((RD(Z))—l P)*Hm,

where in the last equality we used he fact that PR?(2)PR(271) = 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 Hy(l) to oo, as in such
limit, the twister terms in $i(z, \) become identities.

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

Si,iJrl (Z, A= 277N[1,i—1](H)>

% Gl (A — 20Ny sy (H)) ( lim  Ba(u, 2, A)) G (—ioo)

— Gijil—i—l()\ — 27]N[171_1](H)> (H (1[1)H—1>oo Bm’l(u, Z, )\)) Gi_,i1+1(_ioo)

Corollary 3. There is the duality relation
Tt \)D =D (ﬁséthh(z, —ioo)* ,
where

D = const- G 1(\) (H (111)13> Bmi(u, z, )\)> G 1(—ioc0)
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with
q2JLN[1 i—l]( )+J7ML

M’g H \///[/7/ 2J ] ( —27‘&'1/\q (1+N[17i](ﬂ_‘]));q2)

2Ji—p;

On the right—-hand—side of the duality relation, the —icc 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 [].

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, ), 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 @ (assuming Theorem EI)

The second probabilistic result, Theorem 2, follows from Theorem [{].
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 (2, F, (F;)en, P) be a
filtered probability space. Let X} be a stochastic process with values in
a countable state space S, so in other words X, is a S—valued random
variable on (2, F, (F:):en, P). Let Q\(t) denote the probability measure
on S which is the pushforward of P under X}'. Let Q,(¢,x) denote the
weight of x € S under Q,(1).
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Suppose that we have a family of measures {IV,}cr., On the state
space S, and let H, denote the Hilbert space

Hy = L*(S, W)).

Let (f, g), denote the usual inner product with respect to W), i.e.

(f,90n = f(a)g(z)Wi(z)

resS
Suppose that H ) has an orthonormal basis with respect to IW,, denoted
by { D7} where S indexes the basis.

Let h(L) be an element of #, (for all values of \) which depends on a
large parameter L. Let a7 (L) be defined by

(L) =Y ai(L)D5,
S
or equivalently
ay(L) = ), DY) =Y _h(L z)Wi(z).
x€eS

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:
(Z h(L)ly] - |D3(y)Wa(y) — Dg(y)Wo(y)l) < Cy L7 (28)
yeS

and
> h(L)[Y]ID3(y)Waly) < CoL”. (29)

yeS
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Further suppose that we have the upper bounds for all S':

> ID5[#]Qu(L, 2)| < Mi(L, S)

reS

<Z D§[$](Q)\(L,ZL‘) - QO(Lax))> < M3(L7S)

reS

where for j = 1, 3, the terms M;(L, S) satisfy

> L*Mj(L, S) < oo, lim L*M;(L,S) =

and additionally

- S

L11_>H010 (ZDA[ ] — Do[l’H |Qo(L, z ) (Zh Y] DA
S €S yeS

Then

Proof. Note that, by the definition of a7 (L),
> W(D)[]QA(L, @) = h(L)[2]Qo(L, x)
z€S
=Y > 1aX(L)DS[2]QA(L, x) — aj (L)

reS S

Recalling the elementary inequality

‘blbgbg — 616203| = ‘(bl — Cl)C2C3 + bl(bg — 62)03 + blbg(bg — 63)|,

29
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we have the upper bound

S5 (1@5(2) — 0 (L) Dg 2)Qu( L. )]

ze§ S
+a(L)(D5[2] = D)) Qo(L, 2)[+]a% (L) DF[)(@x(L, ) = Qol(L, 2))] ).

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 a5 (L): the first term is equal to

DI D)Wa(y) — DS (y)Waly)) DE[]1Qo(L, z),

xe§S S yes

while the second term is equal to

SN S W@) DS ()W) (D5[a] - D) Qo(L, ),

ze§S S yes

and the third term is equal to

SN O)ID )W) D)@ (L, 2) — Qo(L,2)]

ze§S S yes

The first term can be re—written as

Z (ZDO JQo(L, > ) (Zlh |+ |D3( )WA(y)Dg(y)Wo(y))

€S yeSs

and the second term can be re—written as

Z(DDS 1] - 1Qu(L,x ) (Zm <y>|)

€S yeS
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and the third term can be re—written as

Z(ZlDS (QA(L,z) — %Lx) > In(L) Wa(y)|

xeS yes

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}%>0, which is the set of all possible particle configurations on
the positive integers. The entire sample space 2 can be defined as
{0, 1}%>0%Z>0 which is the set of all possible outcomes of Bernoulli trials
at all individual lattice site. Each X} is measurable with respect to the
o—algebra F;', where F}' is the cylindrical c—algebra consisting of events

of the form
Zq

({&1, —ary x {0, 1}Z>0)

where ay,...,a; € {0,1}. Then Q,(¢) is a probability measure on § =
{0,1}%>0, and Q,(t,z) (for z € S) is the probability that the dynamic
stochastic six vertex model (with parameter \) is in configuration = and
time t. The functions DY, where S C Z, (here we are writing the state
space as occupation variables), are the duality functions in equation

Df[:u] - ,Dort(:uv S)

To maintain consistency with notation, we will use D_;., instead of D,.
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Recall that the duality function is stated in Corollary|1|as

Dort(ﬂ;f)
N 2(2Ji—pi) 28 ,—2miN (AN 1y (u—J)
q yq " € q 9 _ AT Niw 1 (£)—2€: Niv -
- H3902 ( AJ; i q 2,q 2 q 4J1N[1_’1](§) 2£2N[1,171](,U/)’
=1 q ) 0

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

M
D = H 309 ( qQ(QJi—/Ji)’ q2£i’ 6_27Ti)\q4N[i+1,JW](/J'_J)q4=]i7 0; C]_Q, q_Q)
1=0

X q_4JiN[i,M](5)_2§iN[i+1,M](/L)) (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 J;. In this case, we will use
a “trick,” which is to take J, — oo 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 J; = 1/2 fori > 1. Suppose that J, and M both depend
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on a large parameter K in such a way that J, = M = K. Then

q72§0

~1
m) D (Tr, TKE)

= L= wyziye T H H g Hu==o

yes z>y+1

K—

where T is the shift operator

(T pt)y = p(y + K).

Proof.
Now, assume that J; = 1/2 for all i > 1. Then, using the identities

Niian(p) = i) — Njg,i—1y (),
M

AN (= J) =2 Y (Loty = Lg—0y) = 2N, (1)
j=i+1

the duality function is thus

M P01 | g% 6—27riAq2N[%+1,M](u) P
Do [ [ 59 > a7, q
i=1 7

X q*2(|5|*N[o,i—1](5))*2&“#\*]\7[0,1'](H)),

where D, is term corresponding to ¢ = 0 in the summand. The ¢—
hypergeometric series terminates after two terms, so we obtain

M
Doc(g)qﬂlﬁl\ul H q2§iN[0,i](ﬂ)
i=1

N e e (S e 2 g Niran()) g2
1 —¢? 1—qg2
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where C),(¢) is the constant

M
[T g~ 206N nte),
=1

If & = 0 then the term in the productis 1. So let S = {y1,...,ym} C
{1,..., M} denote the points where ¢, = 1. Then the duality function
simplifies to

H <1{uu _0}6] Nio,y,1(# )B—QWiAq2NﬁJi+1,J\4](u) n 1{u | 1}q No,y, (u))

Q
I
_

This duality function then extends to the half—infinite line by taking
M — oo. 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

M
CM £, 1) Hq (1€]—Npo,i-11(8)) H H q21{uz:1}—21{uz:0}’

{yeS:pu,=0} z=y+1

Note that for large enough values of the index i, we have [£|—Njy,;_1(§) =
0. So for large enough M, we must have

Oy (6, 1) = Oy (€, 1) g2 wesm=0}

Thus, the leading order term occurs when p, = 0 for every y such that
¢, = 1. Also note the summation of 2Ny , (1) and 2 u.—1 turns into
the constant 2K.

Now, returning to the “trick,” take J, — oo, so that the “one—site” duality

z>y
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function there is

qQ(QJo—/io) ’ q250 7 6—27Ti)\q4N[1,M] (n—J)
3¥2
7 g'",0

)

;q2,q2> q—4JoN[o,M](f)—%oN[LM](N)

which equals

lim q_4JON[0,M](N)_QfON[l,M](M)
Jo—o0
y i (6—27Ti/\q4N[1,M](M—1/2); q—2)n(q4J0—2uU; q—2)n(q250; q_2)n q_2n
n=0 (*5.07)n (7% ¢72)n

In fact, for the step initial conditions where 1y = 0, then the dependence
on J, disappears in the summand and we obtain

lim q_4J0N[07M] (1) =280 N1, M (1)

Jo—o0
N q—2n
y Z(e—2w1x\q4N[1,M] (M_1/2); q_2)n(q250§ q_Q)Hﬁ'
2 (q 1 q )”f

From here, we take M and J, both to infinity. Due to the term
(¢*°; ¢ %), the series terminates at n = &. Since ¢ is the dual pro-
cess with only finitely many particles, this means that the leading order
term is simply

—4JoNjo, a1 (1) =280 N1, a0 (1) 40 N1, 0 (1—1/2)

q q q .

Note that for . in the state space, the value of the height function Njy (1)
will be proportional to M. More specifically, for any fixed x and large
enough M

Nio.ar (1) = M = N (u)

where N(u) denotes the place where the densely packed region in u
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begins, i.e.
min{y : p, = 1 forall z > y}.

Therefore, the leading order term is

q—4J0(M—N(M))q—250N(N) .

This is then supported on the i where N(M) = 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 M, M,, M3) only depend on the duality
function D and the measures Q, and not on i or W. We focus on those
three inequalities first.

Proving the bound in M;

Recall that we want an upper bound of the form

> IDF]Qo(L, x)| < My(L, ).
reS
The sum is supported on one element, and Qy(L, x) is exponentially
decaying while D [z] is bounded, so this bound is trivial.
Proving the bound in M;
Recall that we want an upper bound of the form

<Z DY [x)(Qx(L, z) — Qo(Lax))) < Ms(L,S)

reS

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

Z (ZDS — Dg[z]] - |Qo(L, ) (Zm NEIRRE (Z)> 50

reS z€S

as L — oo. 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 Cy, Cy
Recall that we want to prove

(Zh |- D3 (y)Wly) - Dbg(y)Wo(yN) < CiL?
yeS
and

> h(L)[Y]DS (y)Wily) < CoL?.

yesS
If the second bound holds for all values of A then taking its difference at
A = 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

Zh [x]QA(L, x)

reS

simply equals
E [n(L)[X7] .
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so the lemma states that the random variable
h(L)[X7] — h(L)[X]]

converges to 0 in mean. But since h(L)[X?] converges in distribution the
to Tracy—Widom distribution, then so does h(L)[X?}].

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 ¢ <+ ¢ *;
furthermore note that the dynamic parameter essentially interpolates
between the two values ¢ and ¢~!. 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 ¢~!; 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 ¢—moments of the height function. Thus, asymptotically, the duality
function here can be related to these ¢g—moments of the height function.

Remark 8. In section 7 of [1], it is proven that the dynamic (J,v)-PEP
has different fluctuations - namely, the height function rescaled by 7/*
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, v)-PEP
was constructed as a degeneration of the dynamic ¢—Hahn Boson. While
the usual ¢—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 ¢—Boson is manually checked to hold for the ¢—Hahn Bo-
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son. Therefore, the algebraic intuition that the quantum group is invariant
under ¢ < ¢~ ! does not necessarily apply to the dynamic ¢—Hahn Bo-
son. This intuition does hold for the “dynamic” ¢—Boson; but note that
the dynamic ¢—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 ¢—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
and 3. Each of these will be proved in one of the subsections below.

4.3 Proof of Theorem@
4.3.1 Yang-Baxter-Equation

From the dynamical Yang—Baxter equation and replacing the lattice sites
{1,2,3} with {0,7,7 + 1}, we get

Roi(u, A —2nH;11) Ry jv1(uv, \)R; i1 (v, A — 2nH)
= Riit1(v, \)Roiq1(uv, A — 2nH;) Ry i (u, \).

Now letting P; ; be the permutation operator that permutes site : and 7,
and since P? is the identity,

Piiv1Roi(u, A — 2nH; 1) P iv1Piiv1Roiv1 (w0, \) Py i1 P Ri i1 (v, A — 20Ho) P i
= P i1 Riiv1(v, \)Roiv1(uv, A — 2nH;) Ry i (u, \) P, iq1.

Now using that

Pj7kRi7j(Z, )\)Pj7k = Rivk(z, )\), PngRij(Z, /\ — 277H/€)P]’/€ = Ri7k(z, /\ — 277H]),
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we get
Roiv1(u, A = 2nH;) Roi(uv, \) Riy1i(v, A — 2nHp)
= P iv1Rii1(v, ) Roip1(uv, X — 2nH;) Ry i(u, A) P

Plugging in

Riiv1(z,A) =P iv1Riiv1(2,A) = Rig1.i(2, A) Pyiga,

we obtain

~

Roiv1(u, A\ — 2nH;) Ry i(uv, \)R; it1(v, A — 2nH))
= Rii1(v, \)Ro i1 (uv, N — 20 H;) Ry i (u, \).

Thus, foranyi=1,...,N —1,

~ ~

B(U, <y )\)Ri,i+1<Q7 )\_QUN[IJ—H (H)_QHHO) = Ri,i+1(Q7 >\_277N[1,i—1] (H))B(U, 2 >\)

As a note, the H, on the left-hand—side explains why a dynamic ASEP
can be dual to a usual ASEP; namely, when H, = co then the value of A
is irrelevant.

4.3.2 Reducing from 5to B

We continue from the last section, now defining, for each m,l < dim Vj

<M|Bm,l(ua 25 )‘)‘£> — <maﬂ|8(ua 2 )‘)‘l7€>

we have that

<m7 M‘Ri,i—i—l(za A— 2nN[l,z—1](H))B(u7 2, /\) ‘l7 £> =
<m7 M‘B(U, 2, )‘) (Ri,i-i-l(za A — 277N[1,z—1](H) - QT]H())) ‘la §>
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with m + N(u) =1+ N(&), where N(u) is the total number of particles in
w. This implies

>l Riia(z, X = 20Ny iy (H))|w) (m, v|B(u, z, A)|1,€)

v

= Z(m,ulB(u, 2, ML EVLE R i1 (2, A — 20Ny (H) — 2nHp) |1, €),
1

which can be stated as

RZZ+1(Z >‘_277le 1(H)) ml(u 2y )\)
Bml(u Z, )\)RZ Z_|_1(Z,)\ — 277N[1,L_1](H) — 277H0(l))

for all values of m and [. Here, Hy(l) is the constant 2(I — .Jy).

4.3.3 Transposition

Recall that RP(z) satisfies
H®2RD(Z) _ (RD(Z))* H®2,
where II is a permutation matrix. More specifically,
(BIIT]a) = 1(s-27_a}-
Now, by and the fact that P intertwines with T1%%, we get
(For(N)) T HMI®2Fio(A) ' R(2,A) = PR(2, \)*(Fy (A\)*) T2 Frp(A) 7
Notice that by definition,

R*(2,\) = R(z,\).
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For an index of numbers I, let II; = [],.; II;. Therefore we can write
Riii1(z, A — 20Ny 1) (H)) By (u, 2, A) = By y(u, 2, )R (2, A(1)),

where A(1) = A — 20Ny ;—y(H) — 2nHy(1).

4.4 Proof of Propositionm

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 R?(z) [31]

H®2A®2RD(2) _ RD(Z)*H®2A®2.
Applying the permutation operator P and plugging in yields (21).
Since we used a different representation from [31], we calculate A here.
Proposition 5. A = id and I1*?RP(z) = RP(2)*11*2.

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

Recall
RD 0 _ %H@H -1 ? %HEZ —%HEZ .
12(0) =¢ ;(q q ) il q L ®q ,
Then
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Wheni=mn —§ =8 —n >0

(1, m2| A®2 {1, m2) _ (m, m2| RP(0)]&1, &)
(&1, & A®2|E, &) 2J1 —m, 2Jy — 2| RP(0)*|2J1 — &1, 25 — &)
2(m—J1)(n2—J2)=2(J1—=&1) (Ja—E&2)+i(m—n2—Ea+E&1—2J14+203)

QR o~

(m=271+&)(m+m-6—-&) _ 1

Thus <5‘A|C¥> = 1{a:5}-

4.4.2 The Ground State Transformation

From the form of the universal R—matrix in subsection [2.3.1], it is
immediate that

~

Taking N =2 in B,,;, we obtain

Ri,i-i-l('z? )\)BmJ(U, 2 )‘)‘07 0> - Bm,l(uu 2 A)Ri,i—Fl(Z? A — 277h0(l))‘07 0>
- B71nl(u7zu)‘)|070>

In words, B,,;(u, 2))|0,0) is an eigenvector of R;;.1(z, \) of eigenvalue
1.
Consider the value

<£|Gz7z+1()‘)|€> - <€‘Bm7l(uaz>‘)|070>7 (35)
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where for weight conservation we require m + & + & = [. Now note that

Z<fi+1a fi‘Si,i—l-l(Z) M|y pis)

I

(s i1 | G |, frig) .
N , i ) lRZ’L Z,)\ iy i
zu: <€i’§i+1‘Gi,i+1’§i,fi+1> (Siv1, il ,+1( ) iy fiv1)

(&is1, &| Riis1 (2, A) B (u, 2, 1)|0,0)
<§i—|—17 §i|Bm,l(u7 Z)‘)|07 O>

=1,

demonstrating that the ground state transformation exists.
4.4.3 Inversion formula

We see that
pstoch (5N wl) = l-q¢ g~ Y2l — e
’ Y 1— ql/Qw_l 1 — 627Ti)\
(1 Quwq=V? g V2! — 2
wqg 2 -1 1 — e2miA

_ C?tOCh (C], )\7w)

and also

1 — q—1/2w—1 q — e2miA

1 — gl 2w—1 1 — e2miA

wq—1/2(1 _ q—1/2w—1) q— e2miA
wq—l/Q -1 1 — e2miA

= dS°°N (¢, A, w).

stoch

aj (q_l, /\,w_l) =

Thus, this proves that II 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 @ and Corollary@

Theorem [4] is obtained by plugging and in and taking
Hy(l) — oo. To extend to multiple sites, we first extend G, ;11 to multiple
sites.

Proposition 6. Define

27N () + T

H \/MZ 2J ] ( —27T1)\q4N[ ](N J)+2 1 q )2Ji_ui.

(]G (A

Then
T (2 A) = G HN)T (2, M)G(N).

Proof. Similar to the two site case in section 4.4.2, B,,;())|0) is an
eigenvector of 7(z, \), so let

(G (N)|p) = Jim L (] Bagy v (.2 (A )|0)

q2J’N[1,i71] () +Ji i

H \//M 2J; — 1! ( —27ri)\q4N[17i](u—J)+2;q2>

2J;—

Then conjugating 7 (z, A\) by G makes it stochastic, and we will show it is
equal to 75" by induction.
When N = 2,

(LGN ) = (p|G12(N)|w).

Now we assume there are N sites, so define

TR (2, 0) = G (N T (2, )G (V)

45



so it suffices to show that

SN,N—H(Z, A — QnN[l,N_H(H))T]stOCh(Z, )\) =
Gnii Ry vi (2, A = 20Ny v-1)(H)) T (2, \) G i1,

Recalling that Ri,i+1 VI ® ‘/H—l — ‘/H-l ® Vi, we obtain

(€|GN N+1 (A = 20N v—1)(H)) Ry 15| 1)
(| Rn-1nGN n1 (A = 20N vy (H))| )
(€1, EN+1|G(A = 2nNp v-1)(H)) [vievas 1§15 Evet)
(v, 1| G = 20N v 1) (H)) [Vievy o [N iy +1)

2 — ! | (e—2miA ANp N(p=J)+2. 2
_ \/[ JN ,UN] [MN] (6 q 4 )ZJN—MNq(JlJrQJN_H)fl(JN+2JN+1)IUN.

VI2J1 = aflé]! (e 2gtmE D2 q2)

and

(€lGN N1 (A = 20N vy (H)) T (2, A)Gn (A) | 1)

(€T (2, A)Gna1(N)| )
(€|Gn N1 (A = 20Ny v (H)) T (2, M) ) (| Gy v (A = 20Ny v—1)(H))Gn (M) | 1)
(T (2, A)Gn v (A = 2nNp v-1)(H)) 1) (1l Gn1 (A1)

= 1 q—QJNHN[l,N](§)+(J1+2JN+1)§1_
VI2J1 = &) &)!
Similarly,
(E|RN N1GN 1) _ V2D — pa]lfa]! (e A g N e= )2, (12)2J1_M1

€GN Ry val) /120w — Evall[Eva]l (e 2mr gtV (€42, g2)
Q(JNJrl_Jl)N[Q,N](€)+JN+1§N+1_J1M1.

2JN+1_§N+1

q
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Thus,

(E|GN N1 (A = 20N v—1)(H))) Ry v+ Gy 1)
(EIGN A By N1 | )
(€| Ry n1G ') <€|G]_V}N+1(/\ —2nNp.y-1(H))GN'€)

(€GN R v ] (€1Gn1116)
=/ [2J1 — pua]![pua] g? VN () = I

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@

Let o) = pu; — J;and o; = & — J; (—J; < 04,0, < J;). By an automorphism
between the current paper and the setups in [5] we see that the action of
R(o0o, \) on V2t @ V2/2 has the following entries

(J1 + 01 [{Jo + 05 |[R*"*" (00, \)| Jy + 01)| Jo + 02)
. (_1)05—02 qoj(/\)‘FCj(A)JrﬁJrUz_CJ‘(A)+01_Cj(AHUé

NG (IO i) A (g2 01203 1) { Ju j(A) + o1+ os j(A) + b

X
N (@ o) NI (@0 00) L G0 i)+
(36)
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where ¢?W+1 .= =™\ O = n(n + 1), the last symbol represents the 6-j
coefficient (3) (also see eq. (2.54) in [14]) and

Nqijl) <q2j()\)+1’ 01)

[J1+25(A) + o1 + 1]! (¢ — ¢71)" qRIN+D I ghon
(q4j()\)+4; q2)J1—|—O'1 \/[2](}\) + 1 + 20-1] [_Jl + 2]()\) T 0_1]' .

_ (_1)—2J1+%1

For simplicity, denote

N1£J2) (qgj()\)+170_é) NziJl) (q2j(x\)+1q2cr§70'i)

N1£J2) (q2j(/\)+1q2017 02) qul) (qu(A)H7 01)

v =

and

foi = (_1)«75—02qu<A)+Cj<A)+ol+o2—Cj<A>+a1—Cj(A)+a§ Ju JA) F o1+ o2 j(A) + oy .
Jo J(A) J(A) + o1

4.6.1 Calculating limits of B,,;(u, z, \)

In this section, we calculate several limits of B,,;(u, z, A). For simplicity,
we only show an example when u = oo, other values can be calculated
in the same way.
Recall the fact thatas N — oo
[ + N

!
EET (F)

i gFala=B)ati+1)

(g—g )7 "
We make use of this fact repeatedly to obtain the following limits, which
are stated in the next proposition.

~(a-H)N

Proposition 7. Suppose dimV; = 2J;,+1 wheni > 0,c=2Jy—1lis a
fixed positive integer. Let J = (J1, ..., Jy), then up to a constant in N (&)

48



and N (u), we have the limits:

Hm (] Ba.jy—ct N(g—p),2J—c(00, A)]€)

J()_>OO
( 2(25(N)—cH+Npy i1y (uHE—2J) Fpi—2Ji+1). 2)
H q 4 21—

VD) g2) Gl ETR — ]TET

q (2J Mz)’q 2£z7q( ( )+2N[1z 1](/’6 J)+Ml 2J+1) 9 9
3¢2 4t q

C] Ji .q 2(2j(N)—c+Np i (pt§—2J)+pi—2Ji+1)

qQJiN[l,ifl] (=& +Ji(pi+&i) =28 Ny (1) 7

Jlil>n <:u|BQJ0—6+N(§—M),2J0—C(OO>)‘)‘€>
0 oo
j()\)%oo

(i)' [2J; — &
N H 1{M>& fz] \/[ — pi]'[&:]!

% qQJNl i 1]( §)+Ji(Mz‘—fi)‘i‘ﬂifi‘i'QMiN[l}ifl](f)’

](’\I)H_HL) Jolgloo<:u|B2J0—0+N(§—u),2Jo—c<ooa )‘)|§>

2j(N) Co
N

( 2(Co+Np1 i) (u+E=2J ) +pi—2J;+1). 2)
q 4 2Ji— 11

N+HENL (=), )u—u VIp' 27 — E]'12; — wi] &)

=1

q (ZJ Mz)aq 2&70 2 2

32 q z’ q 2(Co+Np iy (p+E—20)+pi—2J;+1) 44
qQJLN[u 1 (p— §)+Ji(ﬂi+£i)_2§iN[1,i](,u)7
lim  lim (| By —crN(e—p)2J0—c(00, A)[E)

[QJ]l 2Ji N i—1y () +Ji (pi+Ei)

c—>00 Jy—r 00
H VIl2T; = €125 — Tt g0+ Nimalu- J”’Q)w
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Proof.

We consider the limit of as J; — oo with J; — oy = ¢, where cis a
fixed integer such that —J; < o;, 0! < J;. Denote ¢’ = J; — o] = c+ 05 — 0.
Then

(_1)1/202+1/20§—J2

lim fN - —1\1/2094+1/205—J- 47(N)+4+40! 2 qJ2_U2/4_(30é)/4+J20é
ff:fi‘l (q_q )/ 2+1/20% 2(q]( )+4+ 2,q)J2_J,2
q2JzﬂA)—jCWUQ—j(Aﬁé+%caﬁ/2+4009/2—(0209/2—03/4—0§/4
\/[—c + 25 (M) eh + J2 + 25 (M) + 1)!
V25O + 14 209][205 + 25 (N) — ][~ Ja + af + 25 (N)]!
and

. - ! _ 72 _ _ !
J]lm f6] — (_1)4](/\)+O'2 O'2q02 J2/2 J2/2+J202 0'2/2)+2J10'2
1 o0

J1—o1=c

2 e Y2, [19(3) 4 2% 4 1A, (), 5(N) + o)

< \J1 0+ 2]l — ]! [25(0) — el 25 (A) + 205 — ¢
(_1)—wqw(J2+2j()\)+U’2+l)

zw: <[c— w|![Jo — o — w|![Jy + o9 — w]w]![w + 0§ — oa]!w + 25 (N) + o — Jo — ]!

Thus

T (4ol [ o |00, ) | )| o+ )
Ji—o1=c

— Cl(J17 JZ; 09, O—é>F<J27j(>\)7 C, 09, O-;>7
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where

| e+ 2j(V)
F Ja )\7 ’ ) 5) = i ! [ -
(J2,7(A), ¢, 02,05) (g4 ++dod, q2)J2_Ué 25(N) + ab — Jo — ]![oh, — o]

\/[JQ + Ué]'[JQ — O'Q]![C/]! ( (]_20j q_2(J2_‘7é)7 q—Q(J2+U2)
q

2
[Ty — ob]l[Ja + oa]l[c]! 3¥2 204 =02 1) (225N +oh—Tr—c+1) a4

2(J2+2j(/\)+cr’2+2)>
qj()\)(2J2—20’2)+c(—J2—302/2—|—U§/2)—02U§/2+305/4—3U§2/4+Jgaé
Y

and

(_1)1/202+1/20’27J2
(g — q—1)1/202+1/20§—J2q

Ci(J1, Ja, 02, 00) = J2/2+(302) /4= (50%) /4+2]102 =5 /2

Note that C4(Ji, Jo, 09, 05) does not depend on ¢, 01,07, A and gives a
constant in B,,;(u, z, A\) 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,

Joliél’loogj|BQJO_C+N(§—M),2JO—C(007 )\) |€>

= H}—(Jz',j(A) + Npicy(p—J), e+ Npmqg(p =€), & — Jiy i — i)
_ ﬂ 25(A) — ¢+ Ny (e + & = 2)) ps — &)1
i<1 (q“(j“””N“’“(“_J)); q2)2j 27(A) = ¢+ Npi—y(p+ & = 2J) + p — 2J]
i Hi

[i]'[2J; — &illle + Np g (1 — f)]!_lqzjizv[l,i1](u)+Ji(ui—gi)_giNU,i1](u)
[2J; — pal'[&i] e + N (p — §))!

!
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_2 c—i—Nu 1 (p— 5)) .q 2(2‘]1'_’“),(]_2& 2 2(2(.7-()‘)'1']\[[1,7571](/J’_J))+Mi+2)
4 fﬂrl PRIVt Ny (g2 pi-2e1) €04
ﬂ 2j(A) —c+ Npiy(p+ & —2J)]!
i=1 NFLEN (=) s g2 2j(A) —c+ N+ 8§ —2J) + i — 2J3]!
Sy [1,i—1]

1
V020 — &]12J; — ] '[&6]!

2JiNp i1y () +Ji(pi+&) =& N i (1)

q

q_2(2Ji_,ui)7q_2§i7q2(2j()‘)+2N[1,i—1](M_J)+/J'i_2ji+1)7 5 o
3¥2 gV 22N et N (ut€=27) =241 9,4

( 2(25 () —c+Np i1 (p+E=2J ) +pi—2J41). 2)
4 9 ) ogi—p

AN +N L (=) . 2 ) . V2 = &12J; — ] '[&]!

(2J UZ) , q —2¢; q( -()‘)+2N[1,i71](M_J)+Mi_2ji+1)
22
3¥2 g 2RI e N o (€20 =27 41) 7,4

2JiNp i) (n=8)+Ji(pi+€) =26 Ny (1)

=1

H(q

q

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 is satisfied.
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Proposition 8. Suppose dimV; = 2J; + 1 where. i > 0. Define up to a a
map G : Vi@ Ve = Vi ® Vs

(€1, &2|G(A)[&1, €2)

(127 — &[22 — &)'[&)![€]) "2 (h+22)61+ D262

(q4(3()\)+1+§1—<]1); q2)2J1_§1 (q4(3()‘)+1+§1+§2_J1—J2); q2)2J2_£2

(37)
Then is satisfied with the constant C'(Jy, Jy, &, +&;) = 21t 2)ith-a-6),

Proof. It is clear that the ground state G does not depend on u, so
we can set u = co. Take | = 2.J, and also J, — oo to find that

<€lv £2|G()\)|€17 €2>

- Joli_r>noo<§|B2Jo—§1—€2,2Jo()‘)|07 O>
_ | ([2J1 — &)1[2J2 — §2]![§2]![§1]!)_1/2 MERET ALY
(q4(3(>\)+1+§1—=]1); q2)2J1_§1 (q4(J(A)+1+§1+€2—J1—J2); q2)2J2_£2

Next, we have

(€1, &IIG (—i00)IT]Er, &2) PR Tk T -6 -62)

<€17 £2|PG(_IOO)P‘£17 £2>

Thus we have <,u1, ILLQ‘C‘fl, €2> = 5ui:§iq2<Jl+J2)(J1+J2_€1_§2) in .
Q.E.D.

4.6.3 Proof of Corollarym

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

q " ab  deq"|  (e/a;q)n 5 q ", a,d/b
32 d’€ 4, Clb (e,Q)n 3%2 d7a/q1—n/€ 1 4:4
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and the inversion formula
ai,...,Qy
rv¥s 7 7Z
¢ [bl,... b, ]
_Z PARRICI) ;l;q—l)n (CLl"'QTZ)n
1611,...,198 q- ) b1 -+ bsq
Combining the above two identities we get

q",1/a,1/b 1 4| (e/aiq)n ¢ ",a,d/b
3¢2[1/d’1/e 'q 54 ] (e,Q)n 3¢2[d,aqln/67q’q].

Taking e to oo yields

qnal/aal/b -1 -1 _ , a, d/b
; ) — " 7 Y 38
3¢2[1/d,0 q q a 3¢9 d,O q,q ( )

Recall that

Mim De(p, €)

_Hw?(

—4JiNji-1)(§) =26 Ny (1)

—4J;
, 0

2(2J;—puq) . q 2&76—2771/\(]2(2N[1’i,1](M_J)ﬂ“_gm .
q,q
q

q

Applying by taking a = ¢ 2251, n = ¢, d = ¢ and b7! =
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e~ 2mMA 2@Ni—n(i=J)+1) | we obtain that

202J;— i) 260 =21\ 2(2Np 1y (u—J )+ ;)
,q°5 e q —2 -2
lim D, (
Jm Delp, ) = Hgm( "', 0 v )
q —2&(2J5— i) —4JiNp1 i —1)(§) —2& Ny (1)
) Hgm 202Ji= i) | 2% =2\ 22N iy (=) + i) o
¢""',0 |
q —4J;Np (&) - 2§iN[1,i—1](N)7

which is equal to D,,:(11, ) up to a constant.
Q.E.D.

4.7 Proof of Proposition@

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

Q}iglow(ibjl;iz,jz)
EET qjl/z—z‘ljl—zz‘zjl—ifﬂgﬂ‘f/z (qil—j2+1;q)j2 (qu—J;q)jl (82qi1—j2;q)j1
- (2 =17 - T < .
1+Jj1=12+]2 §27112j2 g j2 (q;Q)j2 (quit];q)]j—jg
—1. jo—2i14+1 ,—2,.—1.
(qn ,q)jl (QJQ utlg=2g ’q)il—jQ

(¢'772k7 15 q);, (g2 T s 25711 q) . (g7~ 2T 72K 1 q), (q22~ 2= s =25~ 1i ), o

—7 —-1. —9J —7 i1—J . —1 1—41 —2,.—1 —1 —1. 2 1+2%1—7j2+J
x sWr (2™ g7, 72, ¢ kT g s TR T T R g, 7 Rg TR T

Now set ¢ M+l = ¢=2m\ gand apply (2.5.1) and (3.2.1) in [17] to get
sWr (a6 g7, g7, ¢ TR g s T2 g e g, 8P Rg TR
(qJ—ilJriz—:ajl—Qj(A)7 qi2+2j()\)+2) J+A—i2—j1—2j(/\)+1)

(qJ—i1+i2—2j1+17qiz—j1+1)

i1 —A—J+2j1+25(N) (77 q
) (qJ—le—Qj(/\)7 qA—i2+1)

J+A—i1—251-25())

i1 —A—J+2j1+25 (X JHA—i1—2j1-2j(N)
JHA—i1—2j1-25(N) J—51—-25(N) J+A—i1—iz—j1—25(N) A—iz2—25())
403 q ,q ,q »q

J4A—iy—iz—2j1—45(N)—1 T+ A—io—j1—2(A)+1 J+A—ir—j1—2j(\)+1 D4

q 4 4

Now setting ¢ = Q?,

qJ+A*i1*2j1*2j()‘)7 quj172j(>\), qJJr/\*h*iz*jl*23‘0\)7 qui272j(>\)

493 A —ia =21 =4 (N) =1 T A—in =12 (N A== —2i(N)+1 7.9
QRUHA-1-211-25) | Q2(I-n-2(N) | QRUHA-in—ia—1-25() Q2A-i2-2(N)

=493 Q2 HA—i1—iz=2j1=4j(N)—1) Q2(J+A—i2—j1=2j(N)+1) Q2(J+A—i1—j1=2j(\)+1) Q% Q

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, j115™7 (00, )iz, j2) ~ (iv, j1|R™ (00, A)i2, j2)
. { A2 GO g1t = J/2= A2 N + 1= T2 }
Q

J/2 i) JA) iz = A/2
) /2= A2+ 52 /24 5(N) i = A/2=T/24 G2+ §(N) J/2+02/2 = /2
i2/2 = J/2+ j2/2 + §(A) i) A/2=102/2+72/2 ],

Q2(J+A_i1_2j1_2j()‘))’ QZ(J_j1_2j()‘))’ Q2(J+A_i1—i2_j1_2j(/\))’ QQ(A—Z'Q—?]'()\)) 5 9
~4¥3 Q2 +A—i1—i2=2j1-4i(N)=1) | Q2(J+A—iz—j1~2i(NH1) Q2(J+A=ir—j1=2i(N)+1) Q% Q

~ 1}111101/1(1'1,]'1;%'2,]'2)
where A ~ B means the hypergeometric term ,p3 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 Proofin the General Case:

Recall the dynamical Yang-Baxter Equation is:

Ris(u, A — 2nH3)Riz(uv, \) Rog(v, A — 2nH1) = Rosz(v, A) Riz(uv, A — 2nHy) Ria(u, M),
(39)
For each positive integer, let V27 denote the (2J + 1)-dimensional
representation of U, (sl2). Recall that there is a projection

VieV/ P (Viev/ )y =v/

where P is the projection #R*lﬂ(q?, A). One can verify by direct
calculation that P? = P using the explicit formulas for the R—matrix. Let
v V7 = V771 @ V! denote the inclusion.

Below, use the same notations as [1]. By the dynamic Yang—Baxter
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Equation, where R;3is W; and Ro3 is /Wj,l, we see that

1 1
(Gos il Wolgnyin) =D Y Y (ol P @id|m, 1 is) (m, 1, is| Wik, 1, 6)

1
k=0 =0 m=0
X <k7 l75‘WJ—1‘k7j1 - k7i1><k7j1 - kail‘[’ ® ld‘]1721>

where [ + 6§ = j; — k + i1. Note that this term is only nonzero if jo = m + [,
so the summation only has four terms. In the above equation, the
dependence on the parameters is dropped.

Having set u = ¢*V"Y in so that P = Ry, the two terms are now

Wiz, m; 0, k|?Y D2, 0), Wosi(in, i — k36,12, A — 2nHy (k).
We write § in terms of iy, m, k by
(5:j1—|—i1—k—l:jg—l—ig—k—l:ig—k—i—m.

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

W (i1, ji; i, ja | v, A)

= Wy (i1, juy iz, jo | v, A — 20) Wi (i, 042, 0 | v + 2(J — 1), A)

+W)_y (i1, 71 — Lida — L, ja | v, A4+ 2n) Wi (i2 — 1,1;42,0 | v+ 2n(J — 1), A)
Wyt (s gisin + 1, 5o — 1[0, A= 20) Wy (ia + 1,050, 1 | 0 + 29(J — 1), \)
FWy_1 (i1, j1 — Lida, o — 1| 0, A+ 20) Wi (s, 15d9, 1 | v+ 20(J — 1), \)

where e’ = 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
x—algebra on the dual quantum group. This is because the duality func-
tionals are constructed from elements of the dual quantum group, and the
x—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 Homy (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

L f = id®a, A(F))
f = (ST a) ®id, A(f)).

S N
/N TN
S S
~— —

In the case of U,(g), where ¢ 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],
and called “the quantized algebra of functions.” The finite—dimensional
modules of U,(g) will be denoted by L(A), where A € P, where P,
is the set of all dominant weights. A linear basis of C[G], is given by
a quantized version of the Peter—Weyl theorem, which states that the
action of £ ® R defines an isomorphism

C[Gl, = D L(A)" ® L(A)

AePy
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'is mapped to [ ® v.
(A)

The x—structure on C[G], can be defined on the basis elements cfv
Fix an orthonormal basis {v@} where ) ranges over the set of weights of
L(A), and each v&” € L(A),, where i takes values in 1,2, ... dim L(A),.
Let {l(_i)A} denote the dual basis in L(A)*, and let Cﬁm,m denote the matrix
element (with respect to these bases) corresponding to the pair (l(_iL, v(j)).
Then

where ¢/

A x ___2(u—=\,p) ;wol
(C_/J’7Z7)\?]) _ q Cluviv_)‘vj

where p is half the sum of the positive roots and wy 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 x—algebra structure is given by

A « _ _2(u—\p) ;wolk
(Cfluvi’/\vj) =4q C,uvia*/\vj'

We will also use Proposition 2.1.4 of Chapter 3 of [23], which states:

Let A,A'e P and ! e L(A)",,lI" € L(A")_n. Suppose that v" € L(A'),
and that vy € L(A), is a highest weight vector. Then there exist a, € C,
l, € (Ub4)l)-rtpy, and I, € ((U,b-)1")_n—, such that

AN 2((Ay)—(\ ) A A 2(Ay E A A
Cl’,vlcl,’UA = ( (A7) ))CZ,UACZ’,’U' -+ q ( ) aVCll,,vAcl’y,’U”

veQ4

where (). is the lattice of positive roots of g.
In [23], the authors choose certain weights for /', [, v' such that the
sum on the right—hand—side is empty. For our purposes, we will take
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I’ to be a lowest-weight vector, which means that [/, can only equal 0,
resulting in the sum being empty. In order to relate this relation to the
x—structure, we will also take v’ to be a lowest weight vector and [ to be a
highest weight vector. Then for these choices, —y =X =A"and A = —A
so that

/! /!

A A
C—A’,—A’CA,A = CA,AC—A’,—A"

Furthermore, for si, the weight lattice is one dimensional and the Weyl
group is trivial, so the x—algebra structure implies

*

A A
(CfA,i,fA,j) = CAiA e

and setting A’ = —A then

[(CéA,i,fA,j)v Cﬁ,i,A,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 ¢g—exponential

1 q(g) ik

eq(z)zz(q_q) Erm 2| <1, and Sq(z)=Z<

n=0 ! n n=0

If XY = ¢Y X then

q;q>n = (_Z;Q)oo

EfX +Y) = E(X)E(Y), eq(Y + X) = eg(Y)eq(X)

The two g—exponentials are inverses in the sense that ¢,(2)&,(—2Z) = 1
for any 7.

Lemma 2. Now let X be an arbitrary element such that X*X = Q!X X*.
Then
U(X) = Eo(XT)eq(=X)Eq(—X)eq(XT)
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is unitary in the sense that U(X)U(X*) = 1.

Proof. Note that in the case ¢ = 1, this becomes the statement that
exp(2(X™* — X)) is unitary. Indeed,

UX)U(X)" = EQ(XT)eq(=X)Eq(=X)eq(X7)eq(X)E(=X")eq(=X7)EQ(X).

Once we show that eg(X) and eqg(X*) commute, then the inversion
formula implies this equals 1. To prove the commutation, use the ¢—
Baker —Campbell-Hausdorff formula:

eQ(AX)YEQ(=AX) = ZZOO( n X, YT,

X, Yh=Y, [X,Y]., =X[X,Y] —¢"[X,Y]'X, n=0,1,2,...
0 n+1 n n

So if Q = ¢*™M then
eQ()\X)X*gQ(—)\X) = X*

because
(X, X" = XX* - QX*X =0.

Therefore
eQ(AX)eq(X™)EQ(=AX) = eq(X7),
which implies that

eq(AX)eq(=X7) = eq(=X")e (AX).

Q.E.D.
Recall that X*X = X X* for X = ¢}, , .. The unitary symmetry is then

exp(X — X*) ZZXkl_ X*)kg.

k1=0 ko=

We now clarify the relationship between chEAﬂ.,iA’j and the By, previously
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calculated. Recall that
(1| Bpi(u, z, A)|€) = (m, u[B(u, 2, A1, €).
An equivalent definition is that
B = (mlay...ay|l)

where ay, ..., ay are quantum group elements uniquely defined by £ and
p. Thus, B, defines a linear map on U,(sly), which is a matrix element
of a finite dimensional module (in particular, the (I, m)—entry of the spin
J representation).

More precisely, for0 <I,m <2Jand A =J

So setting J = A and m = [ = 0, we get that

BOO = C/EA,—A'
If J = Aandm =1[1=2J then

Bajag = Cha
Then each summand in the unitary symmetry is then

(=1)%  \ ko k
W(CAA)l(C—A,—A)Qa

where

(C/A\A)kl(C/—\A,—A)k2

= Bo(—100) - - - Byo(—1i00) Byo(—100)

X B2J,2J(_ioo> T BQJ,QJ(—iOO)BQJ,QJ(—iOO).
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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
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(l,¢*> — e ?™ g(1 — e ¥™), 1)

1 0 0 0
(z-1) (¢*=1)(z=e>™)
R = 0 qzq2—1 ' (Z?q2_1)(1_'ef2wiA) ‘ 0
= O (q2_1)(1_e—2ﬂ'lkz) (Z_l)(e—4ﬂ'qu2_e—2wlkq4f6—2ﬂ1)\+q2) O
P=11—e ) (G D)1= 7
0 0 0 1
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o O OO =

0 0

(—D(=e>T) (oD (zme ™

(- D-c27) (o1 (—c2)

(P-)(1—e22)  (gPoe ()

CADI=c7™)  P-D—e )
0 0

- o O O

To compare S to (8), let gzw := 27!, and ¢ — ¢ so that

weight(®) 0 0
0 weight(——) weight(J)
0 weight(™)  weight(|)
0 0 0
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6.1.2 The spin 1 case

¥ (0,0;0,0) =1
(ge ™ —1)(qu — 1)

¢ (07 150, 1) — (_6—27ri)\ + q)(q — u)
. B _(ue—Qﬂ'i)\ _ 1)(q2 _ 1)
¥ (0,1;1,0) = (e T 1 q)(g - u)
1 (0,2:0,2) = (ug® = 1)(ge ™ = 1)(g*e ™ — 1) (qu — 1)

¢*(—e2™ 4+ q)(e7?™A — 1)(q — u)(u — 1)
(¢%e ™ — 1)(que™ ™ — 1)(qu — 1)(q — 1)(¢ + 1)*
¢*(q — u)(u — 1)(—¢?e ™A + gzt + g — e~2m)
(¢* = ) (que™™* = 1)(q — 1)(ug’e>™ — 1)

q2(q€—27ri)\ _ 1)(6—27ri)\ _ 1>(q _ U,)(U _ 1)
(q2 _ 1)(uq2 . e—QwiA)
q(—e 2mA + (i)(q — u)
o (@ =™ (qu—1)
vL00L) = e (g = w)
(ge*™ —1)(qu — 1)(q — 1)(—e ™ + qu)

q(—e~2m N q)(e=? —1)(q — ?;)(u - 1) A

, (e (¢ = 1) (ge ™ = 1)% (¢ — e ) (qu — 1) (u — 1)
B0 =~ (S e D G
(que ™ —1)(q — 1)

q(ge ™A — 1) (e~ — 1) (q —u)(u — 1)
(—e 2™ + q)(que > — 1) (qu —1)(¢ — 1)

¥ (0,2;1,1) =

1 (0,2;2,0) = —

¥ (1,0;1,0) =

¥ (1,1;0,2) =

-1

X

¥ (1,1;2,0) = — d(qe 2 — 1)(e 2 — 1)(q — u)(u — 1)
. (q3e 2miA 1)( U—].)

Y (1,2;1,2) = T = D

61291y = 1= D@ = D(ugie ™ — 1)

(ge=>™ = 1)(q¢ —u)(q — 1)

66



(q2 _ 1)(uq2 — e*%i)‘)(q _ 1)(_6—%1)\ + qu)

¥ (2,0;0,2) = .
2 (—e 2 4 g) (27N — 1) (g — u)(u — 1)
Y (2, 0;1, 1) g (q2 _ 1)2(q2 6_27Ti)‘)(qu o 1)( —2mik qu)
TP (e ) (ge—2 — 1)(q — u)(q — 1) (u — 1)
0 (2.0:2,0) = - = D= +)(¢" — e ) (qu — 1)
q2(qe—27r1)\ 1)(6—27ri)\ )(q — U)(u )
w(2,1;1,2):_( e 2™+ u)(¢® — 1)
(ge=?™* —1)(g — u)
¥(2,1;2,1) = (=™ +g)(qu—1)

<qe—27r1)\ _ 1)(q )
¢(2,2,2,2) 1

Letq = ¢ L (61, 41, i, g
q q and u — 2q2° ¢(217]17127]2) = S(ilajhi?)]é)' Then

$(0,0;0,0) =1

$(0,1:0,1) = q2(q26—27ri)\ (z—1)
(zq* — )( — e-2miX)

5(0,1:1,0) = oD (2¢® — e

(2¢* —1)(¢% — ¢ 27ri,\)

S (07 2, O, 2) = ( q_;;rli)<z — 1)( q x + q 6_27”)\ —|— q2 —271'1)\ 1)
¢ 2 D —e QM)(QGZQ — ¢tz —¢?2 +1)
5(0.2:1.1) = CEA@ + 1!~ D(ge?™ 1) - 1)
(C] e~ 2miA — 1)(q2 — e—2miA
) )(C]Z*qz—qZJrl)

—27iA
5(0,2;2,0) = (_2 - +2)(¢2 = 1)2(¢> + 1)(—g?e 2 + 2)
(e D) B 1)tz g% 1 1)
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(¢ = 1)(=¢* + ze~2)

S(1,051,0) = — (zq* — 1)(q2 — e~ 27N)
. (¢° — e ™) (2 — 1)
5(170,0, 1) = (zq4 _ 1)((]2 _ 6*2“”‘)
S(1.1:0,2) = P(ze N — 1) (¢* — 1)(2 — 1)(=¢8z* + e 2™ 4 227X _ 1)
T @+ (e = (g7 - e (gle A = 1)(¢52% - ¢tz — g7z + 1)
g (17 1; 1’ 1) _ _q106_27ri)\22 _ q81}42 + q8€—27ri)\22 _ 3q8€—27ri)\z + q8€—27ri)\ _ QSZ _ q6x422

(—qhe2m) 4 @224 4+ ¢2 — 270 (622 — ¢z — 22 + 1)
2¢8 7ty — 2¢0e=2miN,2 1 (62N, | (6o=2mIN _ (6,2 4 906, 1 9pdyd,  dgd 1 427N 2
n (—qle=2mN 4 @204 4 g2 — e~ 271N (¢622 — ¢hz — @22 4+ 1)
gre=2mAy _ 9gte=2mN 4 ogty  gd 200, 1 20 2mIN,2 | 320 2miN, | 202N g2, 4 o—2mid
(—qte=2m) 4 @204 4+ ¢2 — 270 (622 — gz — 22 + 1)
(=™ +2)(¢* — )(¢* — e (2 - 1)

( y Ly 4y ) (6—27“)\ _ 1)(q2€—27r1>\ _ 1)((]622 - q4z — qu T 1)
(q66—27ri)\ _ 1)(2 N 1)
1,2;1,2) = i
S( y &y Ly ) (Zq4_1)(q26727r1/\_1)
S(1,2;2,1) = — (¢' = D(=g?e ™ + 2)
) Ly 4y (Zq4_1)(q2e—27ri)\_1)
S(2,0:0,2) = — (22T —1)(g2 — 1)2(q% + 1)(—¢2 + ze~27Y)
s Uy Yy - (6727ri)\ _ 1)(q2 _ 6727Ti)\)(q622 _ q4Z _ q22 I 1)
§(2,0:1,1) = (e = D(g? = D(g? + D*(g* — e)(z — 1)
o (—qte™mA + g?at + g% — e ?MA)(¢02% — ¢z — ¢®2 + 1)
S(2,0:2,0) = — (g% 4+ 2)(2 — 1)(—¢5 + ghe 2 | g2e—2miA _ 44)
y Uy &y - (6727ri)\ _ 1)(q26727'ri)\ _ 1)(q622 _ q4Z _ q22 4 1)
§(2.1:1,2) = (= D™ 1)
sy Ly Ly (zq4 _ 1)(q2e—27ri>\ _ 1)
5(2,1;2,1) = — q2(q2 - 6_27ri>\)(2 -1)

(2q* = 1)(qe7?™ — 1)
5(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.

histogram histogram

0.14 4 0.14 1

0.12 4 0.12 4

0.10 4 0.10 4
0.08 0.08
0.06 0.06
0.04 4 0.04 4

0.02 4

0.02 1

0.00 -
30.0 32.5 35.0 375 40.0 425 45.0 475 50.0 30

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,b, = 0.5 and ™ = 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 ¢>* = (. 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, by = 0.65. This shows 48 simulations.
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