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Inhomogeneous spin ¢-Whittaker polynomials *)

ALEXEI BOrRODIN (1) AND SERGEI KOROTKIKH (2

ABSTRACT. — We introduce and study an inhomogeneous generalization of the
spin ¢g-Whittaker polynomials from [15]. These are symmetric polynomials, and we
prove a branching rule, skew dual and non-dual Cauchy identities, and an integral
representation for them. Our main tool is a novel family of deformed Yang—Baxter
equations.

RESUME. — Nous introduisons et étudions une généralisation inhomogene des po-
lynémes spin de g-Whittaker de [15]. Ce sont des polynémes symétriques, et nous
prouvons une régle de branchement, des identités de Cauchy asymétriques duales et
non duales, et une représentation intégrale pour ces polynémes. Nous prouvons une
régle de branchement, des identités de Cauchy asymétriques, duales et non-duelles,
et une représentation intégrale pour ces polynémes. Notre outil principal est une
nouvelle famille d’équations de Yang—Baxter déformées.

1. Introduction
Background

Connections between integrable lattice models and the theory of symmet-
ric functions have been long known to be important to both domains; one
might, for example, consult the following works (the list is certainly incom-
plete): Fomin—Kirillov [22], Tsilevich [35], Brubaker-Bump-Friedberg [17],
Zinn-Justin [38], Korff [25], Wheeler-Zinn-Justin [36, 37], Motegi-Sakai [31],
Motegi [30], Cantini-de Gier—Wheeler [21], Garbali-de Gier—Wheeler [23],
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Borodin [4, 5], Borodin—Petrov [9, 10], Borodin-Wheeler [13, 15], Garbali-
Wheeler [24], Buciumas—Scrimshaw [18], Mucciconi-Petrov [32], Petrov [33].

In particular, in [4, 9, 10, 15] families of spin Hall-Littlewood and g¢-
Whittaker symmetric functions were introduced. They generalized the clas-
sical families of the Hall-Littlewood and ¢-Whittaker symmetric polynomials
(both of which are special cases of the Macdonald symmetric functions, see
Macdonald [28]), and the additional spin parameter was related to the spin
in the underlying integrable vertex models. It was shown, in particular, that
symmetric functions from those families satisfy explicit branching rules as
well as (skew) Cauchy and dual Cauchy identities. A different version of the
spin g-Whittaker polynomials was also recently suggested in [32]; it appears
to enjoy a few valuable properties that the original one lacked.

The introduction of the spin Hall-Littlewood functions was prompted by
their usefulness in asymptotic analysis of a variety of probabilistic systems
that include certain integrable models of directed polymers in random media
and exclusions processes in (1+1)-dimensions, see Borodin—Corwin-Petrov—
Sasamoto [6, 7], where they arose as an orthogonal basis of eigenfunctions
for Hamiltonians of certain associated (“dual”) quantum integrable systems.
Probabilistic applications of the spin g-Whittaker polynomials were demon-
strated by Bufetov—Mucciconi—Petrov [20] and Mucciconi-Petrov [32].

In [10] an inhomogeneous version of the spin Hall-Littlewood functions
was introduced. The inhomogeneities appear naturally from the point of
view of the vertex models involved, and they are also crucial for some of the
probabilistic applications, such as the analysis of the Asymmetric Simple
Exclusion Process (ASEP) and the stochastic six vertex model with vary-
ing initial conditions, see Aggarwal-Borodin [2] and Aggarwal [1], and large
time asymptotics of the exponential jump model of Borodin—Petrov [11]. Cu-
riously, while the inhomogeneities significantly change the symmetric func-
tions, they do not affect the product factors of the (skew) Cauchy identities.

The main goal of the present work is to define and study inhomogeneous
spin ¢g-Whittaker polynomials. So far it has been unclear how to do that.
Even though the approach of [15], that allowed to obtain the homogeneous
spin ¢g-Whittaker polynomials from the Hall-Littlewood ones via the proce-
dure of fusion, is also applicable in the inhomogeneous case, the resulting
functions do not appear to satisfy the dual Cauchy identity involving both ¢-
Whittaker and Hall-Littlewood functions, which is the most natural require-
ment. Indeed, we show that the “correct” inhomogeneous spin ¢-Whittaker
polynomials (those that do satisfy the dual Cauchy identity with the inho-
mogeneous spin Hall-Littlewood functions) are different from the functions
naively obtained via fusion. These two families (the “naive” and the “correct”
one) can be united in a (non-dual) Cauchy identity, however.
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Inhomogeneous spin ¢g-Whittaker polynomials

With equal inhomogeneities our inhomogeneous polynomials degenerate
to those of [15]. It remains to be seen if the modified definitions of [32] can be
applied in the inhomogeneous setting, and if this would again lead to more
desirable properties.

In the next subsection we list the properties of these new inhomogeneous
symmetric polynomials that we were able to prove. The new key ingredient
of our approach is a deformed Yang—Bazter equation for the vertex weights
of the underlying integrable vertex model; it is also discussed below.

Main results

For a pair of sequences of complex parameters S = (sg, s1, $2,...) and
== (£0,&1,&2, ... ) we define functions Fy,(k1, ..., %, | Z,S), which depend
on n variables K1, ..., k, and are labeled by pairs of partitions A, u. Here are
the main facts we prove about them.

e The functions Fy,,(k1,..., K, | E,S) are symmetric polynomials in
Kily.-.yKn.

e For a single variable, Fy,,(x | £,S) has a fully factorized expression.
To write it down, we first define an auxiliary function ZW,,,(x |
E,S) as a partition function of a one-row vertex model of the form

mi () ma(N) .
A A A
W) (/A

AL — SR A

This partition function is the product of weights of all the vertices
in this row, where each vertex has four nonnegative integral labels
on the edges incident to it. The labels on the vertical edges are the
multiplicities in X and p': for j > 1, m; (1) = pj — phj41, m;(N) =
Aj — Aj1. For any & > 1 we defined s,(cl) = \/SkSk+1&k+1/&k- The

weights of the vertices are given by (note that all the square roots
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will disappear upon substitution into these weights)

k

A
. >) e Ty 2 (s*/t%Qia(t 0 (4:9)
’ = (s%9)i (G@imi(g)

Even though the row is semi-infinite, the number of vertices of
weight not equal to 1 is readily seen to be finite.

Then the polynomial Fy,,(x | £,S) is defined by the following
expression:

Fajulr | 2,8) i= (11D S8 s g e

(K/_131£1;q))\17M1 —_—
X ZWy (k| Z2,S),
(% D Mulk | :3)

where =5 = (sgl), sgl), ...), and
(Si;Q)X*)\;H A A,
cs(A) = | | ———, Shi= s,
1.1;[1 (6 Dxi—ripn g o

e The following branching rule holds:

FA/D(Kl,...,FEn | E,S)

= Z]FA/M(KH; sy Bm | Ea S)F,u/u("{erlv <oy Rn ‘ TgnEvTénS)’

where 72 = ( (k), %k), ék), ), TES = (sék),sgk), é ..) with

§(k) V&itrSiyr&i/sis Sgk) =/ Sivk&ivisi/Eis

Together with the partition function expression for the one-variable
polynomials, this allows to write the general Fy/,(k1,...,fn | Z,S)
in terms of the partition function for the vertex model in Figure 1.1,
see Section 5.1.

e The functions Fx(k1,...,kn | E,S) := Fy/g(k1,...,6n | E,S) sat-
isfy the following stability relation:
Fx(k1y- s bn-1,50&n | E,S) = Fa(K1, ..oy kno1 | E,S).

e We have the following dual Cauchy identity:

~=* — UiR;
ZF,u ey U | 2, 9)Fa (K1, ..., kn | 2,5 HH —
)\( 15 ) ml ) ) ( 1, 3 n| 5 1*UJ£1$Z

A i=1j=1
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where Fj\, denotes a certain stable version of the inhomogeneous spin
Hall-Littlewood functions described in Section 5.2. This identity is a
particular case of a more general dual skew Cauchy identity, which is
proved in Theorem 5.10. In these dual Cauchy identities the number
of nonzero terms is always finite, thus no convergence conditions are
needed.

o Let S = (sal,sfl,s§17 ...), then the following Cauchy-type sum-
mation identity holds:

S Fi(Xt s X | S, S) AR,y | S,S) = HH (i Sxﬂ’q)
A

=1 j=1 qu ’%Xp )oo

where F3 denotes a certain rescaling of the functions Fy. This iden-
tity could be either viewed as holding in suitable rings of power
series or numerically under certain restrictions on the parameters,
see Theorem 6.1. There is also a more general skew version of this
identity, provided in Theorem 6.1 as well.

e The polynomials F,, admit an integral representation of the form

_ dz dzy, Fa — &
FH("“"“”‘”IZ’S):%2 = 7{2 oo
c 4Tz c T ka<5 o~ 4%

Miﬁll 5i€iza 1 1 — 2ok
% A e — ~alvy ,
H ( u, 8/ i, ]1_[1 Zozf] — Sj 1[11: 1-— Zagisi
where k = 1, and the integration contour C is depicted in Figure 5.3
and described immediately before Theorem 5.13.

Comparing with [15], for s9 = sy = -+ = sand § = & = -+ = &
our functions F a/u and Fy/, reduce to the spin g-Whittaker and stable spin
Hall-Littlewood functions from [15]; in particular, our functions degenerate
to the usual Hall-Littlewood and ¢g-Whittaker polynomials when s = 0.

Deformed Yang—Baxter equations

The key tool that allowed us to prove most of the results above is a family
of identities that we call deformed Yang—Baxter equations. Their detailed
exposition can be found in Section 3. While the conventional Yang—Baxter
equations for vertex models have the general form

R§(12)R§,13)R;23) — R;QS)R§,13)R)((12)’
where x,y,z are parameters subject to certain relations (in our setting the

parameters x,y,z are pairs of complex numbers), and R;12)7R§,13),R;23)
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ai N L )O

VE) ()
as L. ) 0

an, )0

Figure 1.1. The model used to compute the function IFy,,.

are operators acting in two of the three tensor factors in a tensor product
Vi ® Vo ® V3 with suitable linear spaces V;. It turns out that in certain
situations one can add an additional degree of freedom resulting in equations
of the form
(12) 15 (13) 15(23) _ 5(23) 15(13) 5(12)
R Ry Rar) = Rain Ry i R ()
where the subscripts x(7),y(7),z(7) and x'(7),y’(7),2'(7) now depend on

a new parameter 7. Note that the deformed equation has different operators
in the left-hand and right-hand sides.

In this work we provide two examples of the deformed Yang—Baxter equa-
tion; one of them implies that the functions Fy/,(k1,...,k, | E,5) are
symmetric, while the other one is crucial for proving the Cauchy identi-
ties. Additionally, we describe a method we use to deform the previously
known Yang-Baxter equations. Such deformations might be useful in other
contexts. For instance, in the end of Section 3 we briefly mention a differ-
ent application: One can use a deformation of a higher rank Yang—Baxter
equation to extend the results of [14] on integral representations for certain
observables of a colored stochastic higher spin six-vertex model. Unfortu-
nately, so far our understanding of the deformed Yang-Baxter equation is
based solely on computational tricks we use to derive them; we are not aware
of either a representation theoretic meaning of such equations or a complete
list of situations where one might expect to see them.

-6 —
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Applications to probability

The inhomogeneous spin ¢g-Whittaker functions Fy/,(k1,...,6n | E,5)
can be defined in terms of a new stochastic integrable vertex model with
parameters attached to diagonals, see Section 5. Earlier results [9, 10, 14]
suggest that this model could be studied via Cauchy-type identities, which
would lead to explicit expressions for averages of certain natural observables.
Indeed, such an approach is also applicable to our new model. However,
very recently another method of analyzing stochastic vertex models was
introduced by Bufetov—Korotkikh [19]. Tt is less constructive but yields more
general results; its key feature is a certain local relation for g-moments of the
height functions for the model. The adaptation of this method to the setting
of the present paper is done in [26], and it leads to novel probabilistic results
that include, in particular, large scale asymptotics for partition functions
of a new integrable extension of the Beta polymer model of Barraquand—
Corwin [3].

Layout of the paper

In Section 2, we recall the definition and properties of the (stochastic)
higher spin six vertex model and its extensions obtainable by fusion. In par-
ticular, we list several instances of the Yang—Baxter equation used through-
out the work. In Section 3, we introduce the deformed Yang-Baxter equa-
tions; our construction there is based on certain rationality properties of the
vertex weights. Section 4 is devoted to row operators. On one hand, these
operators encode partition functions of single rows of a vertex model subject
to certain boundary conditions, while on the other hand, the row operators
capture the branching structure of our symmetric functions. In the same
section we also prove exchange relations between the row operators using
the (deformed) Yang—Baxter equations and a “zipper” argument. Having
developed the framework of row operators, in Section 5 we define the inho-
mogeneous spin g-Whittaker functions F,,(k1,...,k, | E,S) and provide
proofs of the above-listed properties. Finally, in Section 6 we state and prove
the (skew) Cauchy identity between the functions Fy/,(k1,...,kn | S,S) and

]F)\/M(Xla s Xm | g,S)

Additionally, in the end of the paper we include an appendix with a
condensed list of the numerous expressions used in the work, to help the
potential reader to follow the text.
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Notation

In this work we follow the standard notations regarding partitions: A
partition X is a monotone infinite sequence (A1, A2, As,...) of nonnegative
integers satisfying

)\12)\22>\3>>0, |)\|Z:/\1+>\2+>\3+"'<OO.

The coordinates A; are called parts of the partition. For a partition A, its
length 1()) is equal to the number of nonzero parts A;, while my () is used
to denote the number of parts A\; equal to k. The conjugate N of a partition
A is defined by X, = #{j > 1: \; > 1}.

For a pair of partitions A\, u, we write p C X iff for any ¢ > 1 we have
i < A;. Further, we say the partition A\ interlaces the partition p, and write
A=y if Ay = p; = Mg for all ¢ > 1. Note that in this case we also have
0<I(A) =) < 1.

Throughout the text we use the following notation for g-Pochhammer
symbol:

n
(@) = (1 — 24,
i=1
with the convention (z;q)o := 1. We also often assume that |g| < 1, so the
notation (z; q). makes sense both numerically and formally in the space of
power series in q.

2. Preliminaries on vertex models and the Yang—Baxter equation

Vertex models considered in this work consist of collections of vertices
with oriented edges between them. A configuration of a model is an assign-
ment of integer labels to all edges in a way such that the (arrow) conservation
law holds: for each vertex the sum of labels of the incoming edges equals the
sum of labels of the outgoing ones. To each configuration we assign a weight,
which is equal to the product of local weights corresponding to each vertex
and depending on the labels around the vertex. In this section we describe
various local weights, as well as recall several known properties of them.

2.1. Higher spin vertex weights

We start with the (stochastic) higher spin six vertex model. Our exposi-
tion in this section follows [10] and [15], up to a change of notation discussed
in Remark 2.1 below.

— 8 —
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Consider vertices on a square grid with vertical edges directed upwards
and having integer labels from Z>,, and horizontal edges directed to the
right and having labels from {0,1}. To each configuration of labels around
a vertex we assign a vertex weight, which is denoted by

g g—1 g+1 g
Wis whis Wi W
0 » 0 0 » 1 1 > 0 1 > 1
g g g g
1 — sug9 (¢ — 1)su 1 — s2¢7 s2q9 — su
1—su 1—su 1—su 1—su

(2.2)

Here ¢ is a fixed global “quantization” parameter of the model, the pa-
rameters u, s are local “spectral” and “spin” parameters, respectively, that
vary depending on the vertex, and g € Z3(, denotes any nonnegaive integer.
We assume that ¢, u, s are algebraically independent variables. All unlisted
weights are set to 0, enforcing the conservation law:

wy,.¢(i,75k,1) =0, unlessi+j=Fk+1.

The weights wyj,  are closely related to matrix coefficients of the higher
spin R-matrix of U, (EE), see [4, Proposition 2.4] for details. As a consequence
of this, they satisfy a version of the Yang-Baxter equation (also sometimes
referred to as the LLR equation), see, e.g., [15, Proposition 2.2]: for any
a1,b1 € Z>o and ag, ag, bz, b3 € {0,1} we have

Z wy (ar, az;ly, )wy (1, az; bi, 1) Ry yy (L2, U35 b2, bs)

l1,l2,l3

= Z Rac/y(GZa as; 12, l3)w’2§s(a1a l37 ll, b3)w;;s(ll, l2, blv b2) (23)

l1,l2,l3

-9 -
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Here R, denotes the R-matriz defined by
R-(0,0;0,0) =R,(1,1;1,1) = 1 — gz,
R.(0,1;0,1) =1z, R.(0,1;1,0) = 2(1 — q),
R.(1,0;0,1) =1—¢q, R.(1,0;1,0) =q(1 — 2),
and for all values not listed above R (i, 7; k,1) = 0.

Throughout this work, instead of writing equations like (2.3), we exten-
sively use graphical notation for partition functions of vertex models. In
general, we consider a collection of vertices and oriented edges (possibly of
different kinds) connected to them, with some edges connecting a pair of
vertices, and some edges being connected to only one vertex with the other
end being free. The edges of the former type are called internal edges, while
the edges of the latter type are referred to as boundary edges. Additionally,
to each vertex we assign a family of vertex weights, with each weight corre-
sponding to a particular configuration of labels of the edges connected with
the vertex, for example (2.1), and to each boundary edge we assign a la-
bel which is called the boundary condition corresponding to the edge. Given
such data, the corresponding partition function is defined as the sum of the
products of the weights of all vertices, taken over all possible assignments of
labels to the internal edges satisfying the conservation law.

For example, the Yang—Baxter equation (2.3) for the weights w;,.s can be
graphically interpreted as follows:

by b1
wz;s b2 as wiﬁs
a3 - » b2
S S
We;s Wy;s
a2 4 » b3
b3 as
al al

The vertices with horizontal and vertical edges have the weights wy, ; given
by (2.1), while the vertices with diagonal edges, which we call tilted vertices,
correspond to the R-matrix:



Inhomogeneous spin ¢g-Whittaker polynomials

Note that the diagrams we use have two kinds of edges, which visually differ
by their thickness. Throughout this work we follow the convention that thin
edges carry labels from {0,1}, while thick edges are labeled by any non-
negative integer.

— 11 -
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Remark 2.1. — The letter s in the superscript of the notation w3, ; stands
for “stochastic”, and should not be confused with the spin parameter s of a
vertex. We use such a notation to distinguish our weights from the weights
wy;s often used in this context, cf. [4, 10, 15]. Our weights w;, , coincide with
the weights L, ¢ used in [10], and they are related to the weights w,s by [10,
(2.2) and (2.3)]:

(5% )k (¢:9)i
(G Q)k (s%9)

wz;s(i7j;k7l) = (_5)l wu;s(iaj§kvl)'

The word “stochastic” refers to the fact that the sum of these weights
over different labels of the outgoing edges (and fixed values of the incoming
ones) is identically equal to 1, cf. Remark 2.2 below.

2.2. Fusion

The weights wj, ; can be used to reach more general vertex models by a

procedure called fusion that we review below. See [15, Section 4] and [10,
Section 5] for a more detailed exposition of the fusion procedure, as well as
further references.

Fix J > 0 and consider a column consisting of J vertices having weights
Wy, Waysss - - - Wos—1,,. Starting from the bottom. This configuration is
called a J-column, and using the Yang-Baxter equation one can show that,
under specific boundary left and right conditions, this column of vertices
behaves like a single vertex of a new type, with left and right edges having

labels from {0,...,J}.

s
u;s?

More precisely, for j > 0 set

j(G—=1)
T (e 7 (59)s
N= 3 g 4 - ’
(:9)5(a59) 75

ay+-tay=j

where the sum is taken over all sequences (a,...,ay) € {0,1}7 satisfying
Z‘Ll a, = 7, and the equality is a particular case of the g-binomial identity.
For i, j,k,l € Z>( such that i + j = k + [ and j,! < J define vertex weights

- 12 —



Inhomogeneous spin ¢g-Whittaker polynomials
J
W by

W (i, ji e, 1) o= 28D (=507 e

Zj(J)
k
A
ag > by
J :
X Z qZTzl(ril)ar Wy . (25)
ar+-fas=j a2 > by
w'su:s
ay - > by

7

Here (by,...,bs) € {0,1}” is any vector satisfying Zi:l b, = I. Tt turns out
that the right-hand side of (2.5) does not depend on the particular choice
of (by,...,by), since a direct computation for J = 2 shows that the right-
hand side is not changed when b; and b;y; are swapped, see [10, Propo-
sition 5.4]. This independence property is called g-ezchangeability and it
allows to stack (2.5) horizontally, identifying a row of J-columns with a
single row of “fused” vertices: for iy,...,%1,5,k1,...,kr,l € Z>o such that

Zﬁbzl im +J = Z#zl kpm + 1 we have

W (v, jos Ky, WS, (o, d1s 2y gi2) - WD, (i, -1 ke, ji)
_ Zl(J) - Z::1(T_1)b7"

Z;i(J)
k1 kr
wfi"’lul;sl wf]"’luL;SL
ay > bJ
2'7—1(7’71)‘“ E s E s 2.6
x q—r= a Waua;sy Waupssy, b ) ( . )
arteta,=j 2 > 02
wsul;sl sz;sL
ay > bl
i1 ir

- 13 -
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T

where we set j, = j+ >0 im — Y n _; km. Note that by the g-exchangeab-
ility we can also rewrite (2.5) as

W (i, 3 k1)

Py
wq"*lu;s

ay > by
qZ:zl(r—l)ar

= Z Z W :w;u;s . (2.7)

. a
bit-+br=l art-+a;=j 2 > b2

u;s

ai > by

1

The resulting weights Wﬁ‘]s) can be given by an explicit expression ob-
tained in [29], here we use a slightly different form of this expression given
in [12, Theorem C.1.1] () and originated from [16]:

W31k 1) = Ligjmpar ul g 71
min(j,k)
x> bk —pk+1—pisug’ su)d(p,jisg ! u.qg77), (2.8)
p=0

where
(‘T;Q)a(y/x;Q)bfa (q;q>b

(y; Qo (¢ 0)a(@@o-a

¢(a, b2, y) := (y/z)*

Actually, one can construct the weights Wq(j]s) by fusing vertices with the

weights R ,, expressing Wq(/s) via a J x M rectangular grid of the vertices with
weights R, . for a certain choice of parameters z; ; and specific boundary
conditions. We are not using this construction for the current work; more
details on this approach can be found in [8, Appendix].

2.3. Simplification of W-weights

The weights W&‘Q are rather complicated, but in this work we only use
a particular “g-Hahn” specialization of them: When u = s the weights W,([?

M Our  weights WI([Q (i,7;k,1) coincide with the extension Wy ar(u/s;q;
ie1, je1, kei,le1)| m_ -2 of the weights Wi a(z/y;¢; A, B, C, D) from [12, App. C].

~ 14 —



Inhomogeneous spin ¢g-Whittaker polynomials

simplify, with all but the p = j term vanishing in (2.8), providing the fol-
lowing expression

A

; T = Wi sk, 1) == WD G i 1)

qJ:t72

= 1y 1ysy 822 (s*/t%@)i1(t*5 ) (4:9)i
= Li+j = i> .
’ (s%9)i (@:9)i—1(g; )

(2.9)

Here we have used the fact that for fixed 1, j, k,l the weight qu‘fs)(i,j; k1)
depends rationally on ¢’ for sufficiently large J, so we can introduce a new
parameter ¢ and replace ¢7 by t~2.

Similarly to Remark 2.1, the weights W7 defined above differ from the
weights W, from [15, (35)], and these two families of weights are related by

2. . .
W, (i, j; k1) = (—s Sk (@) g gy 2.10
,t( J ) ( ) (qu)k (S2§q)i /t( J ) ( )

where the global spin parameter from [15] is assumed to be equal to s.

The vertices with the weights W¢ ; satisfy a version of the Yang-Baxter
equation: for every aq,as, as, by, b, bs € Z>o we have

bs bs

S
th »t3 by ay

S
Wtz»ts

ayp

s _ s
s Wt1,t2 - th,tz ws (2.11)
w,

t1,t
to,tg 1.3

4
as b a ) by

as as

where the tilted vertex is just a rotation by 45° of the vertex with the
weights W7 ;. This Yang-Baxter equation is given in [15, Corollary 4.3] :
it can be proved either by a direct computation, or using the Yang—Baxter
equation (2.4) together with fusion.

~ 15 —
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Remark 2.2. — Apart from the Yang—Baxter equation, the weights w?

u;s?

W¢ s and Wu-s satisfy another property, namely, they are stochastic: we have
Zw“”kl Zszgkl ZWU)HM)

with fixed 7, 7 in the appropriate label sets. The stochasticity of wg,; is proved

by a direct computation, while for W3, and Wq(/&) it follows from (2.7) and
the stochasticity of wy, :

Z D (i, ji k1)

k
Aw;-’*lu.s
agy > by
ZJ7 (r—1)a, :
qé=r=1 :
= - 7 Wauss
R S D
k by,...,by€{0,1} a1+-+as=j J 2 2
w'lsl,'s
ay : > by

qz:zl(r—l)m«
Z;(J)

= 2

a1t-tas=j

:17

see [10, Section 5] for a more detailed explanation.

We use the weights wy;, ; and W7 instead of wy;s and W, from [4, 10, 11]
because the deformations of the Yang-Baxter equation in Section 3 below
look more natural for the stochastic weights.

2.4. Dual weights

Apart from vertices with edges oriented along the up-right direction we
also use vertices with edges oriented along the up-left direction. We call
them dual vertices, and their weights are closely related to the weights of
the regular vertices. Such vertices play an important role for symmetric
functions arising from vertex models, especially for the proofs of Cauchy
type summation identities for such functions. Dual vertex weights were used
n [15], and they are equivalent to the conjugated weights from [10]. Since
our weights w® and W* differ from the weights used in those works, our
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dual vertex weights also differ, though we do not state the exact matching
between these weights; it can be readily recovered from the definitions below,
Remark 2.1 and (2.10).

Define dual vertex weights w3 by the following relation:

k

A

2
e e oo (G0 (%5
1< l :wz;s(lal;kaj) =S ng( )

(5% 9)i (¢ Ok

wy,.o(k,75,1)

The explicit values of weights w;; can be computed from (2.2) and they are
summarized below:

g g+1 g-—1 g
w;*;s wfjs wi*s w:;s
0 < 0 0 < 1 1< 0 1< 1
g g g g
1 — sug9 —s7tu(l — s%¢9) 1—¢9 g7 — s tu
1—su 1—su 1—su 1—su

(2.13)

As before, all unlisted configurations have weight 0, with the conservation
law taking the form

wyo(i,15k,7) =0, unless i +1=k+j.
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Looking at the explicit values, one can establish another relation between
the weights wy, ; and wy:

k k

A A

s

WS 5—u w

u_l;s
i< l m (1-4 5a-0- (2.14)

[ %

This is essentially the relation between the initial and conjugated weights
in [10] that was used to prove the Cauchy identity there.

Using the definition (2.12), the dual weights ws*, can be interpreted as

u;s
rescaled wy, ; weights reflected across the horizontal axis and with the di-
rection of all edges reversed. Thus, one can rewrite the Yang—Baxter equa-
tion (2.4) in terms of the dual weights by reversing the orientation of all
the edges, reflecting the whole vertex diagrams on both sides of (2.4) across
the horizontal axis and then renormalizing the weights. It turns out that the
factors arising form this rescaling actually cancel out(®, and we arrive at the

following Yang-Baxter equation:

by b1
wiis b2 as w3y
a3 < v b2
* _ *
. Riy = R, ) (2.15)
wa‘;S w’y:b
az b
< by s 3
ay ay
where
i !
r
RE :Rz’l(zvj;kal)'
s
J k

Alternatively, one can recover the same Yang-Baxter equation using (2.14).

There is also another Yang-Baxter equation that involves both Wg
and wy’,.

—21

(2) Cancellation of the terms (—s) uses the conservation law of the tilted vertex.
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PROPOSITION 2.3. — Assume that x,y, s,t are variables satisfying xs =
yt. Then for any a1,by € {0,1} and az,bs, as,bs € Z>¢ we have

bs b3

wis b o NG
a ’
1 < 1 » ) 2
we = Wiy (2.16)
Wts s wsl* s
as by
by az
as ag

where the tilted vertices are rotated by 45° vertices with the weights wy},.

Proof. — There are three ways to prove Proposition 2.3. First, it can be
verified by a direct computation, which reduces to four equalities between
partition functions corresponding to the values of a1, b1, with each partition
function consisting of at most two summands. Alternatively, using (2.14),
we can reduce the Yang—Baxter equation (2.16) to the equation

b3 b3

z=1s by 1-a t,s
1—ay ' ) by
'UJS — ’LUS
S, = 5 (2.17)
wi, 0 W
as 1-b
1-b as > !
asz asz

which follows from (2.4) by fusion. Finally, one can see (2.16) or, more pre-
cisely, (2.17) as a particular case of the Yang—Baxter equation for the weights

W&‘Q :

Z W(J) 03,az;13,l2)W§;{2(137a1;b3,ll)Wi;)fquJ/z;qu/z(lzal1;b2,b1)

l1,l2,l3

S oW e (a2, ari b, )W (as, s B, bW (I, 13 bs, ba),

l1,l2,l3

which in turn can be seen as the n = 1 case of the master Yang—Baxter
equation from [12, C.1.2]. O
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In this work we also use a dual analogue of the weights W7 ;. Define

J ( Ty = Wts,*s(zalvkaj)

_ 2 (60 Tk o (59); (@) s .

=0 e e | @ Q)i (%9 Wes (k. 534, 1)
.  2i0; (8 2/t q)i—i (%5 q); (g:9)i

= Bivt=ian iz ¢ (s%q); (¢:9)i—i(a:9);

(2.18)

)

where for the last computation we used (2.9) and the relation i — j = k — 1
implied by 1;4=j4k-

3. Deformations of Yang—Baxter equations

The Yang-Baxter equations listed in the previous section have the same
structure: they change positions of vertices while leaving the vertices them-
selves and their weights unchanged. In this section we introduce deformed
Yang-Baxter equations, which change the weights of vertices in a nontrivial
way.

We start with a straightforward deformation of (2.11).

PROPOSITION 3.1. — We have the following equality of rational func-
tions in ty,ta,t3,n:

Z o mts (@35 025 13, 1) W3 (I3, a1503, 1) Wpy oy (L2, 15 b2, b1)

l1,l2,l3

Z Wi 1, (a2, arslo, L)Woy oy (as, L 13, 00) W3, 4 (I3, 125 b3, ba),

l1,l2,l3
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or, equivalently,

by b3

S S
Wflvfa by a Wtz,ts
ai y ) by

s . s
Wntl,ntz - th»tz
s s
WﬂtQY?ﬂs W77L1Jlt3
as ) by
by az
ag as

(3.1)
where the tilted vertex is a vertex with weights W=, rotated by 45°.

Proof. — Note that

k k

A A
Wt ns (Pt a) (s%5q)i Wis

’ > T ) () >

Applying this equality to (3.1) and cancelling common factors corresponding
to internal edges, we reduce (3.1) to (2.11) with both sides multiplied by

(65 0o, (135 9)as
(0o, (0135 @)as

There is also another possible deformation, which is crucial for the main
results of this work. This time we deform the Yang—Baxter equation (2.16):

PROPOSITION 3.2. — Letn,z,y, s,t be parameters satisfying the relation
xs = yt. The following equality of rational functions holds:

> Wr (a3, as;ls, lo)ws., o (Is, 11 bs, a1 sy (I, bis ba, 1)

l1,l2,l3

= Z wy (@2, 115 b2, a1)wy s (ag, bis I3, L)W (13, 123 b3, b2),

l1,l2,l3
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or, equivalently,

b3 b3

s s
< Wnzins by @ Wi s .
ay )
5y % 2
s _ sk
Wyt = Wnyint (32)
s .
Wt,s wz;s
[ by
by as
ag as

where the tilted vertex is a vertexr with weights w®*, rotated by 45°.

The proof is based on the following observation: note that the weights
wh,. (9,73 g+7—1,1) and w3 (g, 1; g+1—j, j) depend on g as rational functions
in a = ¢9. This suggests that we can set ¢ to be a generic non-zero complex
number, extend the weights to get a model where certain edges have complex
labels rather than integer ones, and then specialize these complex labels in
a specific way to get a deformation of the initial model.

In more detail, assume that ¢ € C\{0} and consider the vertex weights
wys. Using the explicit values (2.13) of these weights, we can define their
extension denoted by

i< v =Wl BB, g)

@

with a, § € C\{0} being complex labels assigned to the vertical edges. The
values of W5, are given by

o qo qila [e%
A (e A A
0 < 0 o0< a1 1« Y 1< 1
(3.3)
@ (e} o [e3
1 — sua —s71u(1 — s%a) -« a—stu
1—su 1—su 1—su 1—su
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and all other values are 0. One can immediately observe that for any 7,k €
Z>o the weight @i:s(qi, l;¢%, ) is equal to wys(4,1; k, j). Moreover, compar-
ing (3.3) with (2.13) we can find a more general specialization, producing
w*-weights with deformed parameters: For any complex n we have

n2(1*1)qk k
W 1—n’su W
j < 1= 1 —ou 7 < (3.4)
20 =9) gi i

Similarly, we can perform such a extension for the weights W7 . Here
we have four edge labels which can be substituted by complex numbers, for
the application below we modify the horizontal incoming and the vertical
outgoing edges, while leaving the other two untouched. For i,l € Z>( and

a, B € C\{0} define weights Wi,s(i, a; 3,1) by setting

ot,-2 (57/t% Q)ii(1 0 (4:9);
(5259)i (4:9)i—1(q; q)1

=T 530

)

while /W;S(i, a; 8,1) = 0 for all other choices of 5. Note that these weight do
not actually depend on «, so we can change o without affecting the weight.

Now we can apply the idea explained above to prove Proposition 3.2.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. — Since both sides are rational in 7 and ¢, it
is enough to prove the equality when 7, ¢ are generic complex numbers. Fix
a1,as, by, by € Zso and let A € Z. Rewrite the Yang—Baxter equation (2.16)
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as

qAa quc
AS
“ W
wits b2 a1 t,s

o= = ~. (3.5)
~ it wy 3.5
S S*
Wt,s Wass
[e b1
by [eY
a3 as

where a = ¢V for sufficiently large N € Zso, and on both sides we are
summing over all configurations of internal edges such that the vertex weights
are nonzero.®) Note that both sides of (3.5) are rational functions in «, equal
at infinitely many points, hence (3.5) holds for any .

The proof is finished by (3.4) — multiplying both sides of (3.5) by 11;]‘;?;5 =
1—yt

T=%yt and substituting o = 1?(1=9)¢% readily implies the claim. O

Remark 3.83. — Proposition 3.1 can also be obtained in a manner similar
to Proposition 3.2. In order to do that one needs to extend the weights Wy
with respect to another pair of labels

Ly s

' 21 t
; B o = L0 029800

@ ki (8P )k (0o (057 05% )
(@ Dr—j (% q)oe  (5%0)0

)

(3) There is still a finite number of such configurations, even with some edges now
having complex labels.
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and then use the following generalization of the Yang—Baxter equation (2.11):

ay ) by

Colored deformed Yang—Baxter equations

As mentioned earlier, the deformed Yang—Baxter equation from Proposi-
tion 3.2 plays an essential role for the results of this work. However, initially
we have discovered it in a different context, which is briefly described in the
remainder of this section. The argument below is not relevant to the rest of
this work, so we will omit details, limiting ourselves to a rough outline of
the main ideas.

For a fixed n € Z>1, colored vertex models are defined in the same way as
the vertex models from Section 2, but with integer labels replaced by n-tuples
of nonnegative integers called compositions. The entries in the compositions
are interpreted as numbers of paths of a specific color passing through the
edge, hence the term “colored”. The first stochastic version of such a model
was introduced in [27], and, in the current context, it was studied in [12]
and [14].

It turns out that one can repeat all the constructions from Section 2 get-
ting the colored analogues of the weights w3, ., W ; and WQSJS) For example,

the colored version of the weights wy,  is explicitly described by the following
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table:
I I I—e;
! wge! !
0 > 0 e; > e 0 > e;
I I I

1— sxqz,:l I (SQqu _ sx)q re=itl I Sl‘(qli _ 1)q r=itl I

1— sz 1— sz 1— sz
(3.6)
I+ e; I+e;—ej I+e;—e;
4 ool 4 col 4 col
e “>o0 e > e ej > e
1 I I
1 — 52q ::1 I Sx(qu — l)qzz/:jﬁ»l I 52(q1i _ 1)qZ::i+l Ir
1—sz 1—sx 1— sz
Here we assume that ¢ < j are integers between 1 and n, I = (Iy,...,1I,)

denotes an n-tuple of nonnegative integers, e; denotes an n-tuple with 1 at
the ith position and 0 elsewhere, and 0 = ey := (0,...,0). Note that these
weights depend rationally on ¢’c for each ¢ € {1,...,n}, hence we can again
substitute the labels of the thick edges by complex parameters. The resulting
weights satisfy the following property:

(T"’z’jB)’Bc:qKC K
,L/;col wCOI
w;s o w/mins
ej > e — € > el
I
(Ty2,;4) cemqlc
where A = (a1,...,a,) and B = (81, ..., 8,) are tuples of non-zero complex

numbers, and T} ; is the operator that multiplies the jth coordinate by n?
and leaves the other coordinates unchanged. Using (2.14) one can readily see
that for n = 1 the equality above is equivalent to (3.4).
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Following the same notation, the colored analogue of the g-Hahn weights
+s 18 given by, cf. [8, (6.17)],

wis! (s*/t% Q)11 101 (%5 @)L
= lris=k+p(s?/t%)"
7 ) v / (SQ;Q)\I\
I
n Ly, c—1y(e—=Le) (4
<[ 1 q (G D)1,

(). (¢ 9) 1.~ L.

where |I|:=1; +---+ I, and |L| := Ly + - -- + L,. Similarly to the n =1
case, the colored versions of vertex weights above satisfy various forms of
the Yang-Baxter equation. It turns out that we can deform some of these
equations for the colored model using the same trick of replacing integer
labels by complex ones. For instance, the colored analogue of (2.17) holds,
and repeating the same argument as in Proposition 3.2 one can get the
following deformed Yang-Baxter equation for z/s = y/t:

B, B,
col col
w
z/mims B, e, Wt,s
e B,
col col
— w
Wyst = y/mint
Wcol col
t,s z;s
Ay 4 » e
e A,
A, As

For n = 1 this deformed Yang—Baxter equation is equivalent to Proposi-
tion 3.2.

The deformed equation above can be used in the following way: Rotating
the pictures on both sides of the equality by 90°, rescaling and considering
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the limiting regime s,z — 0, /s = y/t = const, one gets

B, B,
1 o
B, wi Wyt ey
e B (
Y > e 2 -~
o _ o
“n2t/y o = col Wiy (3.7)
W, w
yst y/m,tn
A, €y
e, Ay
A Ay

where the weights W?ft are given by

L
A

Wil (t%:9)L|

K ( I = 11+J:K+LW
J

n Le(Iieq1 m1—Lica1 ., I.—L.+1.
q e(fet1,m) [c+1,n])(q c—Lc+ ’q>

(9L,

L.
X

)
c=1

col
u;s *

while the weights w® are certain degenerations of the weights w
Now we can use a standard strategy: given a Yang-Baxter equation
like (3.7), there is a way to produce a Cauchy-type summation identity by
repeatedly applying the Yang-Baxter equation to vertices in row partition
functions. Various examples of this procedure are described in [4, 10, 12, 15,
36], and in the case of varying parameters of the tilted crosses this is per-
formed in Propositions 4.6 and 5.10 below. It turns out that this procedure
applied to (3.7) results in a Cauchy-type summation identity of the form

Eyzs(0) = f(u]ES),

where the expectation is taken with respect to a certain probability measure
depending on parameters u,=,S and described in terms of the stochastic
(inhomogeneous) colored higher spin six-vertex model, the observable O is
closely related to g-moments of the colored height function of the colored
vertex model, and the functions f are partition functions of the colored
vertex model wth specific boundary conditions. This identity, in less gen-
erality, was first obtained in [14] in the case of the homogeneous colored
vertex model, where the same strategy was used to produce a Cauchy-like
summation identity starting from a non-deformed Yang-Baxter equation,
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cf. [14, Theorem 4.7]. Our deformation allows to extend that result to the
inhomogeneous case, answering [14, Remark 6.5].

However, there now exists a completely different approach used in [19] to
achieve more general results about g-moments of the height functions; thus,
we are not pursuing this topic here any further.

4. Row operators

In this section we introduce row operators, which form an algebraic frame-
work for our results. The operators depend on one variable, x or u depending
on the operator, as well as two infinite sequences of nonzero complex inho-
mogeneity parameters E = (&p,&1,&2,...) and S = (so, $1, S2, . . . ), which are
fixed throughout the section and are assumed to satisfy s;4r&qxsi/& # 1
for any ¢,j € Zxp.

In what follows, all non-tilted vertices in our diagrams will have one of
the four types of weights: w3, , W¢,, wi s, Wi%; the pictorial notation for
these vertices will always coincide with the pictures from (2.1), (2.9), (2.12)
and (2.18) respectively. To simplify the figures below, we will interchangeably

use the following equivalent notations

A A A

(u; s)
>

1

for the vertices with weights w3, ;, and similarly for the other three types of

weights. As the thickness and the direction of edges uniquely determine the
weight family, this should not cause confusion.

4.1. Mixed shift

Before discussing the row operators, we would like to define a certain
transformation, which is regularly applied to the sequences = and S through-
out the further text. For an integer k € Z>( and a pair of sequences A =
(ag,a1,...), B = (bg,b1,...) such that b; # 0 for any ¢ € Z> introduce a
mixed shift operator 75 by

A= (P, ), al® = \ag kbisrai i (4.1)
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Note that for any k,l > 0 we have

A =TET A, where B := 74 B.

We will regularly use this construction with sequences A and B being equal
to = or S. Set

€N = e wsinbi/si, s = /s 1irnsi /iy
- k) ~(k) (k k) (k) (k
2 = é ),d ),Eé ),...)7 ) :(3((J )73(1 ),sé ),...).
The square roots here are treated formally: for each parameter & we fix

a symbol /& subject to relation v/& = &, and similarly for s;. One can
alternatively treat the parameters = and S as complex variables, and fix a
branch of the square root. However, for the majority of expressions we do
not need square roots at all due to the relations

s €M) = 5, /¢, s e®) = i
4.2. Row operators T; and T,

Define an infinite dimensional vector space V := @, .y C(q)|)\) over C(q)
with a basis {|\)} ey enumerated by partitions (we only allow finite linear
combinations of basis vectors). We think of this space as the space of possible
configurations of a semi-infinite collection of vertical edges of a vertex model,
where |A) corresponds to a configuration such that for any j > 1 the jth edge
has label m;(\') = X\j — Aj41. We also define a space V¥ := @, oy C(q)(\| C
V* with the basis {(A|} ey dual to the basis {|\)}aev: (A|p) = La—p.

Let k € C(q) be a variable, and for each a > 0 introduce operators
Tu(k | E,S) in End(V) by

my(X) ma(X\)

A /5181 /5282
) =Y we| e (V= lﬁ =) » o [N (4.2)

mi(p') ma(p’)

Here the coefficients are given in terms of partition functions of a semi-
infinite row, with the vertex in the ith column having the weight W7 ; with

parameters (¢,s) = (1/ SZT&,SZ) Since this substitution of the parameters
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(t, s) is extensively used throughout the text, for convenience we rewrite (2.9)
as

k
we | N\/T))l = LitjmpriLizt (r5/€)’

L (F8/G @i (T sG e (4:9)
(5%,q)i (@) i—i(q;9)1

(4.3)

We immediately note that the expression above depends polynomially on «.

We also need to clarify what we mean by a partition function of the
semi-infinite row. Let A, be a pair of partitions with I(\), () < L for
some L € Zx(, and consider the partition function of the first L vertices
of the row above, with the right outgoing edge having label 0. Then the
Lth vertex of this finite row has labels 0 around it and the weight W* of
this vertex is equal to 1, hence we can reduce L by 1 without changing the
partition function. So, the partition function of the finite row consisting of
the first L vertices does not depend on L as long as [(A),{(u) < L, so we can
drop L from the notation and work with the semi-infinite row, with all but
finitely many vertices having weight 1. Note that the label of the horizontal
edge between the (L — 1)st and the Lth columns is also uniquely determined
by the conservation law in columns 1, 2,..., L—1, and the fact that it equals
0 is equivalent to the fact that A\; = 1 + a.

The discussion above implies that all coefficients in (4.2) are finite prod-
ucts of weights W=. By (4.3), all these weights are polynomials in &, thus
(A|To (k] E,S)|u) can be viewed as a polynomial in k. Moreover, note that
by the conservation law in columns 1,2,...,7 — 1, the label of the horizontal
edge immediately to the left of the rth column is uniquely determined and
is equal to A, — p, (recall that Ay — u; = a). Hence, using vanishing of the
weights W§ (i, j; k, 1) for | > i, we have

Og)\l_ﬂ‘:h Og)\r_,ulrgﬂr—l_ﬂfr fOI‘?“}Q.

The condition above is equivalent to the interlacing A > p of partitions, that
s, \iZzpr=2X>2p>. ...

So, we can sum up the discussion above as follows: (A\|Tq(x | Z,5)|u),
that is, the partition function from (4.2), depends polynomially on s and
satisfies

MTo(x]E,S)|lw) =0 unless g < X and A\ = p1 +a. (4.4)
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In particular, the sum over A in (4.2) is finite, and T, (x | Z,S) is well-defined
as an element of End(V).

Similarly, we define a dual row operator using the vertex weights W¢%:

T:(x]E,S):

mi(p') ma(p')
K A1 A(\/@,sl&(\/@,s?)
)\>t—><) S la <« o |[w).
5080 "
m1 (M) ma(X)
(4.5)

Here the coefficients are given in terms of the partition function of the semi-
infinite row of vertices with the weights W**, where the parameters of ith

\/ 8i8i sl) Note that we also multiply the sum by a factor

K

vertex are again (
that depends only on A;. It will be needed in Proposition 4.1 below.

Additionally, we need row operators constructed from vertices with w®*-
weights. For a € {0, 1} set

Ty (u]ES):
my(p') ma(p')
A A
(u€1;81) (u€2; s2)
DEDI S — e o |, (4.6)
“w
m1(A) ma(\)

where u € C(q) is assumed to satisfy wus;§; # 1 and in the partition func-
tion we are using a semi-infinite row of vertices with w*-weights, setting
the parameters of the ith vertex to (u;;s;). As for T, and T, due to the
conservation law we can compute each coefficient (u|7 (u | Z,S)|\) using
only a finite number of vertices.

4.3. Linear combinations B, B* and B

It turns out that instead of working directly with the row operators
T,, T and Ty, it is more convenient to define certain linear combinations of
them. We denote these linear combinations by B(x | Z,S),B*(x | £,S) and
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B*(u | Z,5)® and set:

S W (67150803 9)a =
B(x | Z,S) ~—a§)( 0/&o) e Ta(k | E,5), (4.7)

B*(k|E,5)=> Ti(k|Z,9), (4.8)
a>0
1
B*(u|E,S) = Z(—ufo/so)aT;(u

a=0

=,5). (4.9)

One can readily see that both combinations B*(x | Z,5) and B*(u | E,5)
are well-defined linear operators in End(V), though the linear combination
B(x | 2,S) is not. In particular, compositions like B*(u | Z,5)B(x | E,S) are
not a priori well-defined. To remedy this issue, we treat B(x | Z,S) as an
infinite matrix in V with respect to the basis {|A\)}(®): in view of (4.4) we
have

k1 50€05 @) A —p _
AB(s | ,S)[) = (rso /o) 2080 Nz ) 2 5) ).
(q’Q)M*m
(4.10)

Moreover, (A|B(x | E,S)|u) = 0 unless p < A.

To justify compositions of such operators, consider a space E—;lzi(V) con-
sisting of infinite matrices M with respect to the basis {|A)},, satisfying
(AIMu)y =0 unless I(N) <Il(u) +Aand Ay > 1 — B,
for certain integers A, B € Zxo depending on M. Then the usual matrix
multiplication is well defined on the space End(V)(®)  and B(x | Z,S) can be
considered as an element of End(V) with (A4, B) = (1,0). Moreover, using
the conservation law in a way similar to the derivation of (4.4), we have
(A|B*(u | 2,5)|u) =0 unless A < p and py — Ay € {0,1}. (4.11)
Thus, B*(u | E,5) is also an element of EEI(V), with (4, B) = (0,1), so
arbitrary compositions of operators B(x | =,S) and B*(u | E,S) are well
defined as elements of End(V).

The space m(V) provides only a partial resolution to the problem
of interpreting B(k | E,S) as an operator, since in general the operator

() Here we mostly follow the notation used in [15], but our notation B(k | E,S)
corresponds to C(z) from [15].
(5) s0 we will often call B( | Z,S) an operator

(6) Any matrix element of the product can be computed as a sum over partitions whose
Young diagrams fit inside a finite rectangle.
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B*(k | E,S) is not an element of E\n/d(V) Moreover, it turns out that the
computation of the product B*(x | E,S)B(k | E,S) in general requires infi-
nite summations, cf. Remark 6.6 below. Since we are not using the operators
B*(k | E,S) for a large part of the text, we postpone this issue until Theo-
rem 6.1, where we will treat it using convergence of formal power sums.

The linear combinations B(x | Z,S) and B*(k | £,S) are closely related
to each other:

PROPOSITION 4.1. — For any pair of partitions X\, u, we have

(7=5)* crus ()
S ()

where 15 and T= are mized shift operators, and

o (512;q)>\¢—)\z:+1 2X . 2
cs(N) = [[ A==, P = (sio)™M

1 (Q§Q)Ai7>\i+1 i>1

(ulB”(k | Z,S)|A) =

Bk | 752, 7=S)|m),  (4.12)

Proof. — For the duration of the proof, set

TSE:(&/))&{»&QM")» TES:(867S/175127"‘)'
In particular, we have &/s; = &115:41 and &} /s, = &;/s;.

Recall that applying the conservation law to the row partition function
(A|To(k | E,9)|p) we can uniquely determine the labels of horizontal edges:
the horizontal edge between columns ¢ — 1 and ¢ has label A, — p.. Thus,
using (4.10), we can write an explicit expression for B(x | 762, 7=S) in terms
of the vertex weights Ws:

—1gfer.
(AB(k | 7sZ, 72S)|1) = (ks0/E) M " (n™ 50803 @ —in
(@ @)xi—pn

X H Wi/my s (mC(N/)a Ae = He; mC()‘l)v Act1 — Hc+1)~ (4'13)

cz1

Similarly, applying the same argument for the dual weights, we get

B (s | 25N = (%)™

soéo
X H Wi;m, Se (me(N')s et = perrime(p'), Ae — pe). (4.14)
cz1

Now a direct computation using the explicit expressions from (2.9) and (2.18)
shows that for any parameters t1,ts and 1 we have

(4:9)i (013 @k o1 (1:0); (630Dt (s

W, (i, Lk, ) = t5 2 144 k,j;i,1).
sl =t #3:9)i (@a)e  ~ (9); 23q) s nta (K 5335 0)
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Substituting t; = \/s.€./k, ta = s and n = ,/% we arrive at

A v (@ @) (s a)n (51 sebeia);
we» i, 3k, j) = s_ ls . S J
N ) et (s2:0)i (@a)e  (6:9);
(¢: ) s o
X w k,j;i,0).
G VARl
Applying the equation above to (4.13), we see that all the Pochhammer
symbols depending on j,[ cancel out due to the relation s.¢. = sc11&c+1, SO
we get

o A S2A
(AB(x | 7sE, 72S)|1) = (50&))/\ (:S)Q” Cji?/i)

X H W\S;m}sc (mC()‘ )s Aet1 = Het1; mC(Nl)v Ac = He),

cz1

where we have used the relation

gy = (o) sg e L s2en e T (scgoyer e

=

= c=1 c=1

The proof is finished by comparing with (4.14). a

Remark 4.2. — Up to a multiplication by a factor consisting of (S)** and
cs(N), our operators B(x | 2,5), B*(x | £,5) and B(u | 2,S) degenerate to
the operators C,B*, B from [15] when S = (s,s,8,...) and 2= (1,1,1,...).
We also want to clarify that the usage of the letter T for row operators is
not universally standard: for example, [10] and [15] use letters A, B, C, D for
analogues of such operators. Partially to avoid confusion with this alternative
notation we are using the tilde in the notation B*(u | £,S). Another reason
is the connection with stable spin Hall-Littlewood functions described in
Section 5.2 below.

4.4. Fusion of the operators B*

Here we prove that in some cases the operator B*(x | E,.5) can be ob-

tained using operators B*(u | Z,5). This will only be used later as a step in
the proof of Theorem 6.1.

PROPOSITION 4.3. — For any J € Zx, we have
B*(1]S,5)B*(¢]S,S)...B*(¢""|S,5) =B*(¢’ | S,9), (4.15)

where

S:=(sgts7%,..0).
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Proof. — This is a reformulation of the fusion procedure described in
Section 2.2. We start with an observation that the relation (2.12) between
the weights w3, and wy'  can be stacked vertically to obtain

u;s

7
A A,
Wy s Way ;s
aj < by ai > by
: cq). (g2 Wiyis
i, = s Rt (qz’ Ve (5 Dk | a > b2 | (4.16)
az < ba (s%9)i (¢ Ok :
W Wisis
a1 < by ay > by
i k

At the same time, using the defining relation (2.18) for the weights W77, we
have

k i

A A

w @ (69); Welarm, _ o (@9)i (5%

(Gan (a7 " < :

i k
Applying the identities above to (2.5) and using the simplifying specialization

u = s from Section 2.3, we get

k

Ws*
a=7/2,s

(‘Ulijqij J ( 1

k
A.
’wS.S
a1 < : by
:q—Zf:l(r—l)br Z quzl(r—l)ar az< U, . (4.17)
a1+---+aj=j :
wztﬂ*‘,s
aj < by
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where by,...,b; € {0,1} satisfy Zrle b, = I, and we have used the relation

PR Uit
4= (=1’ (g:9);

Let A, p be partitions and take L > [(A),{(u). Similarly to (2.6) we can
fuse L dual columns by stacking (4.17) horizontally L times with the param-
eters s being equal to sy, Sa, . . ., s1.. Setting the bottom (resp. top) boundary
condition to a configuration corresponding to |A) (resp. (u|), and assuming
that all boundary edges on the right have labels equal to 0, we see that
the parameter L becomes irrelevant and we can take L — oo to get, using
notations (4.5) and (4.6),

(T (SN = S gl

ai+--tay=j
< (WlT5, (1] S,)T5(g1S,S) - T (@ [ S.S)N- - (4.18)
Recall that
720
E*(qr—l ‘ S,S) _ Z (_1)arq(r—1)a7~ TI,.(qr_l | 575), =1,
ar€{0,1}

so the claim follows after multiplying (4.18) by (—1)/ and summing
over j. |

4.5. Infinite Oth column

There is a useful interpretation of the linear combinations B(x | E,S) and
B*(u | E,5) in terms of the operators T, and T with an additional Oth
column with “infinite” vertical labels. For a partition A and an integer N >
A1, let A denote the partition (N, A1, Ag,...), and set E= (1,&0,&1,.-.),
§: (1,80,81,...).

PROPOSITION 4.4. — For any partitions A, i and any a € Zxq, we have

- 58 @)oo o =2
OVB(w | 2 S) = D= i (KT, (| 25,
0 »

where the convergence holds in the space of formal power series in q. Simi-
larly, for any i € {0,1} we have

(B (1w | Z,9)A) = (1~ usoo) Jim (AT (u | 5, 9AM),

— 37 —



Alexei Borodin and Sergei Korotkikh

where the convergence holds in the space of formal power series in q. In both
cases the convergence also holds numerically, when q € C satisfies |q| < 1
and sivk&ivisi/& # ¢~ ™ for any i,k,m € Z>g.

Proof. — We start with the first equality. Recall that from (4.10) we have

= — (ks A (K7 s0éos @) a e
(AB(x | Z,5)|p) = (ks0/o) BTN ATa(x | Z,S)[w),

where A = Ay — p1. On the other hand, separating the first vertex of the
row partition function used to define the operator T,, we have

N+a— X1

A

~ ~ A~ ( 50%, 50)

ANFIT, (k| E,S) ™)) = W[ @ » 5| (ATa(x | E,S)|u).
N —

Hence, the claim follows from the limiting relation (cf. (4.3))

lim W3

NI W eeoTrso IV~ L BN =M 44, 4)

(K80/€03 @)oo (K 15005 0) A
(s3:0)oc (Ga)a

= (rso/€0)>
The other equality follows similarly, using the limiting relation (cf. (2.13))
: Sk . . _ A
ngﬂoo Wygo;so (N = A, i3 N = —i,A) = %(—Ufo/so)

for i, A € {0,1}. O

4.6. Exchange relations

The vertex weights we are using are distinguished by the Yang-Baxter
equation, which makes the models with these weights integrable. In terms
of row operators, the Yang—Baxter equation turns into so-called exchange
relations. In this section we cover the exchange relations between operators
B(k | E,S) and B*(u | E,S), which will result in various algebraic properties
of the symmetric functions constructed in the next section. We start with
relations resembling commutativity of operators.

PROPOSITION 4.5. — The following relations hold:
B(k1 | Z,5)B(ka | 7sZ,7=S) = B(ka | E,S)B(k1 | 75E, 7=95),

S e e e (4.19)
B (ul ‘ :‘75)3 (u2 | Z,S) =B (UZ | :7S)B (U1 | ‘:75)'
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Proof. — We start with the second relation. It suffices to prove that for
any partitions p, A the following relation holds:

(ulB*(u1 | E,8)B" (uz | E,S)|A) = (u B (uz | E,S)B" (u1 | E,S)|N).

Note that the tilted cross weights R* in the Yang-Baxter equation (2.15)
depend only on the ratio z/y. Hence, after setting s = s, © = u1&, y = u2és,
the Yang-Baxter equation (2.15) gives

by by
(u2€r, 57) b w (u16r, 5r)
a3 € » b2
Rul/uz = Ru1/u2
(u1ér, sr) e (u2ér, sr)
a2 < b
bs az
ap ay

where all non-tilted vertices have w**-weights. Stacking L columns horizon-
tally and iterating the Yang—Baxter equation above for r =1,... L, we can
move the tilted cross R} through L columns to get

u1/uz

J1 Jr Ji JL

(u2é1,s1) (u2ér,sr) 0 0 (u1€1,51) (v1€r,sL)
R* — R*
(u1€1, 81) (u1€r,sL) u/uz M1/M2 0 (uggy, s1) (u2ér,sL)
0 < 0
0 0
i ir i ir

Note that in the identity above we have also specified the left and right
boundary conditions to be 0. In this case the conservation law forces the

0y
o K

weight 1, hence for any partitions A, o such that {(\),l(x) < L we get

tilted crosses on both sides to be trivial of the form and have

D Ty (uz | E,9) ) (v T3 (ur | E,S)IA)

v

=D (WlTg (w1 | B, S)|w) (v|Tg (uz | 2,9)IN),

with sums on both sides being finite. Since L was arbitrary, we can re-
move the restrictions on I(A) and I(x). One finishes the proof by replacing
=S, 1, v by 2,5, XN 4N 5(N) and applying Proposition 4.4.
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To prove the first equation we will use a similar argument, but this time

the tilted cross will change while we move it through the columns. Again, it
suffices to prove

AIB(k1 | E,5)B(ka | 52, 72S)|p) = (A[B(k2 | Z,S)B(k1 | 755, 72S)|u).

This time we use the deformed Yang—Baxter equation from Proposi-

tion 3.1. Setting t; = S;fr’ ty = s;§T7 ts = 50, 0 = \/Sr41&r1/V5rEr

in (3.1), we obtain

[orEr
( &;17 ’b"') by

sher 1 sy s7€r
Ky 51 4 K1 K2

by

ay

b3
A

= (/ﬂ /m) shen
w1’ ) k1 5T

ba

by

where all the vertices use W*-weights with indicated parameters, and we set
= = (£,&1,--+), 7S = (50,87, ... ).

Note that due to the equality &.s,. = &-y18-+1 the weights of the tilted
cross on the left-hand side for r = ¢ coincide with the weights of the tilted
cross on the right-hand side for » = ¢ 4+ 1. This suggests that we can stack
columns with r = 1,..., L horizontally, place a tilted cross with parameters

(\/s“;{’““ , \/SL“&L“) on the right, and iterate the equation above, mov-
1 K2

ing the tilted cross and changing the parameters of it to (1 /5181 ﬂ)

K1 ) K2

The resulting equation with 0 boundary conditions on the left and on the
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right is given below:

A spér
(V) (V)

Note that on both sides of the equation above the tilted cross must again be
trivial with weight 1, hence for any partitions A, i such that I(A),1(x) < L
we obtain

<M|T0(l€1 ‘ E,S)To(lﬂg | TSE,TES)|)\> = <,LL|TQ(I€2 | E,S)To(fﬂ ‘ TSE,TES)‘)\>.
Since L was arbitrary, we can remove the restrictions on I(\), (¢). The proof
is then finished by replacing =, S, A, u with E, §, //\\(N), ﬂ(N), multiplying both
sides by
(535 @)oo (505161 /€05 @)oo

(K150/€03 @)oo (K250/603 @)oo |
and applying Proposition 4.4. (|

The next exchange relation involves operators B(x | 2, S) and B*(u|E, S).

PROPOSITION 4.6. — The following exchange relation holds:

1—ux — ~. —
= mlﬂ%(n | 7sE, 72S)B* (u | 762, 125).

(4.20)

B*(u|E,9)B(k | 7sE, 7=5)

Proof. — The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 4.5: we will take
a suitable Yang—Baxter equation, iterate it for several columns, choose cer-
tain specific boundary conditions, and use Proposition 4.4. For the duration
of the proof we again set

762 = (£0,&1,- -+ ), 7=S = (s, 81, -+ )
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We start with the deformed Yang-Baxter equation from Proposition 3.2,
where we set

Sr4+1&r+1
s=s,=/sespp1&rp1 /6, =1/ %
/ 67"57"
r=ul, = u\/&Ery18041 /e, Y = U KErp15pp1, N = T
€r+1s'r+1

to get

(u&r; sr)

ba
1y ' arys
(\/ LY ) (u\/m;&;; \/ —f)
by

as

b3
Ay
by
= (u, [ksrErin/ %)

(ug;s).)
by

A . . o .
where » vertices have W*-weights, and the remaining vertices have w®*-

weights.

Note that the tilted cross in the left-hand side for r = ¢ coincides with
the tilted cross in the right-hand side for » =i 4+ 1, so we can stack several
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columns horizontally and iterate the Yang—Baxter equation to get

J Jr
< (ué1;s1) (u€rssr) 0
1 .
(/% 1), (ZE )T
w051 w0 SL
0 *

= 4.21
(u€lssh) (u€lssh) ( )
- 0

Here the parameters of the tilted cross on the left-hand side are

(u\/nsLHgLH,\/%), and on the right-hand side they are
WerANE)

Let A, be partitions with I(N\),I(u) < L, and set i, = m,(¢'),j, =
m,(A). In particular, i;, = 0, which by (4.3) forces the x-vertex on the left-

g9
hand side of (4.21) to have configuration ¢ > o . Hence, the tilted cross
0
on the left-hand side must be trivial with the weight 1. On the other hand,
the only possible configuration for the tilted cross on the right-hand side

1 0
1 —
of (4.21)is "7  with weight — "

. Hence, we get
0 1 1-— uflsl

ATV (u | E,5)To(k | 7sE, 725)|p)
1—uk

= m<)\|TO(H ‘ Ts.:,TES)Tl (u | TS:7TES)|,U>.
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We complete the proof by the following application of Proposition 4.4:
B (u | Z,S)B(k | 752, 7=S)|10)

12, =R R =R R
(1= uggsg) 0 Doy AN=DIT7 (| B, ) To(k | 72, 7=5) ™)

(K80/60; @)oo N—o0
1—ukx (562; q)oo
1 —uoso (£85/80; @)oo
x Jvliinoo@(N_l)'TO(“ | 762, 72S9) Ty (u | 72, 75) ™)

(1 —u&os0)

1-— ~
- TZ’;(MB(K | 752, 7=5)B* (u | 752, 7=5) 1),
where we have used the relation &)sj = &151. O

5. Inhomogeneous spin ¢-Whittaker functions

In this section for any pair of partitions A, u we define a function
Fx/u(k1,...,kn | E,S) in variables k1,...,k, as a partition function of a
certain vertex model with vertices having W-weights. These functions are
symmetric polynomials in «1, ..., k,, and they depend on inhomogeneity pa-
rameters 2 = (&o,&1,&2,...) and S = (s, s1, S2,- .. ). We also prove several
algebraic properties of these functions using the exchange relations from the
previous section.

5.1. Vertex model construction

For a pair of partitions A, u with I()\), (1) < L consider a grid of vertices
consisting of n rows and L columns. For convenience, we number the rows
from top to bottom, while the columns are numbered from the left to the
right, starting from 1 in both cases. To a vertex at the intersection of the
ith row and the jth column we assign the weight W7 with parameters ¢ =

,/%ﬁ and s = /$;4;&+;5;/&;. Define boundary conditions as follows:

e the labels of all right edges are equal to 0;

e the left incoming edge in the ith row has label a;;

o the bottom edge in the jth column has label m;(¢) = p; — pj11;
e the top edge in the jth column has label m;(\) = X; — Aj4q.

(a1,e.yan)

The resulting partition function ZWAM (K1y.--,kn | E,5) is depicted
in Figure 5.1, where we use the notation sgb) = /Sitj&itris; /&5
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Similarly to the row partition functions from the previous section, the
conservation law forces all labels to the right of the {(A)th column in the

partition function Z Wg\a/lua")(

Kls-..,kn | E,S) to be 0, with all vertices to
the right of the I(A)th column having weight 1. Hence, the partition function
does not actually depend on L and, taking L. — oo, we can instead consider

a semi-infinite grid, with n rows and an infinite number of columns.

a17~--7an)(

Using the partition function Z Wg\ /i

n -1 .
F/u(k1, - 60 [ E,S) == Z (H(“iso/fo)aim>

at,...,an \i=1 (QaQ)ai

Kly... kn | 2,S) we set

x ZWSIL ) (5, k| B,S), (5.1)
where the sum is over (aq,...,a,) € 7Y% such that Yo iar = A\ — .
Renormalizing, we define inhomogeneous spin q- Whittaker functions by

= I —|A (TES)“ CTES('M) s -
FA/N(’{L"-"%R | ‘:75) = (71)“1' | ‘Sik CS()\) A/M(Hh'””{n | ‘_'75)’

(5.2)

where (2 )
Sid)Ni—Xit1 Y i
es() = [TUEE N o T
o1 (@ahi-x P

In the particular case i = @& we also use the following notation(")

Fa(k1,. .y bn | E,S) == Fy/a(k1,...,5n | E,S).

Remark 5.1. — When E = £ := (£,&,...) and S = s = (s,s,...),
the functions Fy,,(k1,...,%, | E,S) turn into the spin g-Whittaker func-
tions introduced in [15]. More precisely, if we let Ff/u (1,...,2y) denote
the functions from [15], then

Ff}?j(fl}l, R 727”) = F)\/p.(_é-xh ey —gl'n | 5007800)

Remark 5.2. — The letter s in the notation F§ (K1y...,kn | E,S) stands
for “stochastic”; it is explained by the following identity:

< (515050 1) oo s -
1l o/ g 2B 0ot [£:9) = 1

This easily follows from Remark 2.2 in the following way. First we consider
the partition function from Figure 5.1 with 4 = @. Since W3 (i, 4, k,1) = 0
unless ¢ > [, any configuration with non-zero weight must have edge labels

(7) Throughout the text we freely use X instead of A /9 in similar contexts; this should
not cause any confusion.
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mq ()\/) mo ()\I>

o) Ay

ay e ) O
() (/)

as L. ) 0

' bn+1€n+1 (n) : én+2£n+2 (n) .
Kn

an, )0

equal to 0 for all the edges to the right of the diagonal i+ j = n+1. Hence we
can consider only the first n columns of the partition function, and instead of
0 boundary condition on the right we can take a sum over all possible labels
of the outgoing edges on the right. Taking additionally a sum over possible
boundary conditions on the top we end up with a partition function hav-
ing a fixed incoming configuration and a “free” boundary condition for the
outgoing edges. Applying the stochasticity of the weights W7 ; consequently
at each vertex starting from the top-right corner and going down and left,
we get

ZZW&G/% G (K1y..-ykn | E,5) = 1.

Hence,

n -1 i
Y Fi(kr.mn |29 = H(WO/&))MW
A

et 4 Q)a,

and the identity follows from the g-binomial theorem

Zm 7 a _ (xyvq)oo

= (%3 ¢)oo
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my(XN) ma(N)
ay (u1€1,s1) (u1€2, s2) >0
as (u2€1, s1) (u2€2, s2) o >0
an, (uné1,s1) (uné2,s2) o >0
m1(p') ma (1)
Figure 5.2. Partition function ng\a/l/;""a")(lﬁ, .oy kn | E)S).

5.2. Inhomogeneous stable spin Hall-Littlewood functions

It is also useful to consider another family of functions that straight-
forwardly generalizes both inhomogeneous spin Hall-Littlewood functions
from [10] and stable Hall-Littlewood functions from [23] and [15].

Let uq,...,uy, be a collection of variables. Similarly to the construction
of the functions Fy,, above, consider a grid of vertices consisting of n rows
and L columns, with the vertex at the intersection of the ith row and the
Jjth column having the w®-weight with parameters (u;{;;s;). For a pair of
partitions A, g with I(X\),l(x) < L define boundary conditions in the same
way as before:

the labels of all right edges are equal to 0;

the left incoming edge in the ith row has label a; for some a; € {0,1};
the bottom edge in the jth column has label m;(1') = p; — pj1;
the top edge in the jth column has label m;(X) = A\; — \j11.

The resulting partition function is denoted by ng\a/ll;”"a")(ul, cotn | B)S),

and its depiction is given in Figure 5.2.
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The inhomogeneous stable spin Hall-Littlewood functions FA/M(M, ey U
Z,5)® are defined by
s _
Faxw(ut, .. sup | 2,5)
n
= Z H(—u§030)a"’ng\a/lu’”"a")(ul, g | B, S),
a1,..,an€{0,1} i=1 (5.3)
F)\//#/(ul, ey Up E, S)
i S*es(p) ~s
— (_ A2 Cslu =
= (—1)ll- K os() Fa (s, un | E,S).

Note that we use conjugated partitions A and p': this is needed to obtain
usual Hall-Littlewood polynomials as a degeneration of Fy,,,, see [15]. Also

note that the parameter sy is actually artificial: both Fi\,/u, (w1, ..., up |
=,S) and S*/S* have factor 5317“1 with no other dependence on s, thus
Fxjw (U1, ..., upn | E,S) does not depend on sq at all.

For Z = 1*° and S = s* the functions ’IE,\/“(ul, coo Uy | 2,S) degener-
ate to the stable spin Hall-Littlewood functions used in [15] and originating
from [23]. Actually, the stability property holds for the inhomogeneous ana-
logue as well: we have

F)\/M(ul, AN ,un_l,O | E,S) = FA/M(U,l,. ey Unp—1 | E,S)7

which can be readily verified using the expression for the partition function

ng\a/i;”"a")(m, -..ykn | B,S) and the explicit values of weights w}., for
u = 0.
At the same time, the functions FA/“(ul, ..o un | E,S) are closely re-

lated to the inhomogeneous spin Hall-Littlewood functions F defined in [10,
Definition 4.4]. Actually, we already have those functions in our setting: one
has

~(N
mewi“M (1L,1,1)

SA cg(/):(N—&-n)) W +n) /(N (ug,...,un | Z,5)

= F)\//ul(ul,...7un | 578)7

since both sides are defined using the same partition function, up to a renor-
malization of the weights mentioned in Remark 2.1 and resulting in the
prefactor on the left-hand side. Here N € Z>; is a sufficiently large integer,
which implicitly enters the right-hand side via the index A/’ of the func-
tion F: In [10] partitions are replaced by signatures, that is, nonincreasing

(8) We follow the notation FA/# to be consistent with [15] and to differentiate from
the non-stable version of these functions, which is commonly denoted by F /.
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integer sequences, and in the right-hand side we treat A\’ and p’ as signatures
of lengths N + n and N, respectively, by adding an appropriate number of
0’s at the end. We also use the notation from Proposition 4.4 to shift the
sequences of parameters = and S to the right, so that the partition function
from Figure 5.2 starts with the column having parameters (u;&g, So).

_ Moreover, it turns out that one can interpret the functions
Fx/u(u,...,un | E,S) as a special case of the inhomogeneous spin Hall-
Littlewood functions Fy,. To see it, note that

k

oot Mg,

= (—Ufoso)l‘soﬁy

S0 —0

(1,1,01)

Applying this to the Oth column of the partition function Zw;\(N+n)/,a(N) (w1,

cey Up | é,g), one can rewrite (5.3) as

<56”_A1Zw(A1’1"“’1) (ul,...,un|§,§)>

A(N+n)/a(N) 5030
~s
- F ’ ’ e e E7 S
X/ (ulv 7uL| ) soo1
or, using the relation
(¢ DN, <$A1—ms” cs (™)) ) _ (S“ CS(H))
(G ) N+n-x \ ° S cg(AN+)) o S*es(N) /gyt
one can renormalize everything to get
(¢ @) N —pus - ~ _
———Fyp(ur, . un | 2,9 =Fau(ug,.. . u, | E,S),
(6D N4y N/ (u1 | )|5070 N/ (ur ‘ )

where in the left-hand side we again implicitly treat A’ and u' as signatures
of lengths N + n and N respectively, while the right-hand side does not
depend on sg.

The observation above allows us to immediately translate certain results
from [10] to our setting. For example, we immediately see that the func-
tions FA(ul, .oy Uy | E2,S) are symmetric in wug, ..., u, since the same result
holds for the functions Fy/, (u1,...,un | E,S), see [10, Proposition 4.5]. We

also have an explicit formula in the case ¢ = &, which is similar to [10,

— 49 —



Alexei Borodin and Sergei Korotkikh

Theorem 4.14] and [23, Remark 2]:

FA(ul,...,un |E,S)
1 Vo= qup T ~ o
= — o — || on(ui [ ES) ),
(@ Dn—1(n) Ug;ﬂ (1@1:[6@ Ug — U };[1

where the sum is over permutations of n elements that act on functions in
U1, ..., U, by permuting variables, and for k£ > 1 we set

k—1
_ _ ~ - Sou(l —q) §iu—s;

=S)=1- =,5) = .
QOO(/U/ | ) ) q7 ng:(u | ) ) 1 _ Skfku j:1 1 _ S]gju

5.3. Row operator representations

To prove algebraic properties of the functions F/,, instead of using the
whole defining partition functions, it is more convenient to construct them
row by row using the row operators introduced earlier.

PropPOSITION 5.3. — For any partitions A, p we have

FS (K1, k0 | E,S)

= (A|B(k1 | 752, 72S)B(k2 | 762, 72S) ... B(kn | 78, 72S)| 1)
S2A Cs()\)

(129 crus(u)
X (B (ki | TETIE, 727IS) L B (k2 | 7sE, =S)B* (k1 | E, S)[A), (5.4)
where T= and Ts are the mized shift operators defined by (4.1).

Proof. — The second equality follows at once from Proposition 4.1, so
we focus on the first equality.

Recall that
e =", eP ), ris= (s, ),
where sgz) = \/m, and f]@ satisfy §§Z)S§Z) = &iyjSitj-
Thus, the parameters of the (i,j)th vertex in the partition function

ZWi‘;L""’a")(m, ... kn | E,S) coincide with the parameters of the jth ver-

tex in the row of vertices used to define Ty, (k; | 7=, TLS), or, equivalently,
we have

ZWa ) (o ok, | E,S)

A
= (AN|Tq, (k1 | 7s2,72S) ... Ty, (Kn | &2, 72S)|10).
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On the other hand, using relations s(()i)féi) = 5;&; and sgi)/ééi) = 50/&o, we see
that the coefficients in (5.1) coincide with the coefficients in (4.7), concluding

the proof. O

As a corollary we observe that the functions Fy,,(s1,..., %, | E,S) are
polynomials in K1, ..., K,. Indeed, matrix coefficients of the operator C(x |
=,S) are polynomials in &, so Proposition 5.3 implies polynomiality.

PROPOSITION 5.4. — For any partitions \, i we have

~S

F)\//[_L,(u17 e 7un | .:, S)

52)‘ C5(>\) g —_ S5 —_ % e
= % e () (u|B*(up | E,S) ... B*(ug | E,S)B*(u1 | Z,9)|A). (5.5)

Proof. — Similarly to the proof of (5.3), we consider the partition func-
tion ng\“/lﬂ’“"a")(ul, .. Uy | 2,5) row by row, interpreting it as a matrix
coefficient of a composition of row operators. In addition, here we will change
the weights w® to the weights w** using (2.12). We have already used this
change of weights for a single column during the discussion of fusion of the
row operators B*(u | ,S), see (4.16).

nt) g, un | E,S) the

sum of all labels of edges between columns L — 1 and L is equal to Ay — ur,
(@1,...an)

Noting that for the partition function Zw

we can use (4.16) for each column in Zwy,, (ug,...,upn | 2,S) to get
Zw\ " | E,S)

—A1Q2)\
— ﬁ CS()\) * = * [l * -
= S cs(n) (W, (un | E,S)... T, (uz | E,S)T, (u1 | E,S)|A).

The claim follows by comparing coefficients in (4.9) and (5.3). O

5.4. Properties of the inhomogeneous spin ¢-Whittaker functions

So far we have been establishing an algebraic framework to analyse the
functions Fy,,(k1,...,kn| | E,S). Here we finally use it to prove our main
results about these functions.

PROPOSITION 5.5 (Branching rule). — For any partitions A\, u and 1 <
m < n we have

Fx/u(k1,. s kn | E,S)
= ZFA/V(m,...Msm | E,S)F,/p(Fmtt, - oo bin | §'E,72'S),  (5.6)

where the sum on the right-hand side is finite.
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Proof. — A similar claim for the functions F§ Ju follows at once from
Proposition 5.3 by an insertion of the summation ) |v){(v| =

FS (615 60 | E,S) = (AB(k1 | 76E72S) ... B(kn | 76'E, 72S)[1)
= Z(A\B(m | 62, 7=S) ... B(km | 78"E, 74'S)|v)

X (VB (k1 | 78"E, EHIS) LBk | TE, TES) 1)

= ZIF?/V (K15 bim | B, S)FS ) (Fmgs oo i | T6'E, 72'S).
v

To reach (5.6), one multiplies the above equality by
TgS)M CT%S(M) - )|M| Al ( S)H CT;S(/’[/) (TénS)V CTgI'S(V)

(=)=l

S wn  CV mEemst) el
a
PROPOSITION 5.6. — We have
h Ai si&i i
(—r)A= Iu\H ¢t (ngiil)” /2
ol _ (k™ 3L£17Q)X17ul(Ksz/giW)uif)\H,l (q;q)xrxi“ .
Fau(t | E,5) = (@D N = (GD =gy 1 BTD A=A 41 <A
0 otherwise.
Proof. — This is a result of an explicit computation consisting of the fol-

lowing steps: we consider an expression of (A\|C(k | 7s=, 7=S)|u) as a product
of the vertex weights W*, which is done in (4.13) by using the conserva-
tion law, then plug in the explicit values of the weights W* from (4.3), and
finally renormalize the resulting functions F3, (x| £,S) to obtain the func-

tions Fy/,(k | E,S) using (5.2). O
Note that the square roots (— 51 )‘“/ 2 in the expression from Proposi-
tion 5.6 are due to the renormahzatlon (5.2), which involves square roots.

COROLLARY 5.7. — For a pair of partitions X\, pu the function
Fy/u(k1,... kn | E,S) vanishes unless for any r > 1 we have

LA Ll +n.
In particular,
Fy/p(k1,... 6 | E,S) =0 unless p C X and I(N) < 1(u) + n.

Proof. — We use the following elementary observation: if partitions u
and A interlace, that is,

MZpur 2> =2 A3 > ...,

then for any r > 1 we have

No=F#li:>r}<#iw=>r+1=p. +1.
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Now the claim follows from Propositions 5.5 and 5.6: the function
Fx/u(k1,...,kn | E,S) vanishes unless there exists a sequence of partitions

MZV(O)KI/(DK"'{V(”):/\. OJ
COROLLARY 5.8. — We have the following stability property
Fx(K1y-eybn-1,88n | Z,S) =Fx(k1,..,kn-1 | E,S).

Proof. — From Proposition 5.6 we have

)M (s161/55 @), (4 @), o = Aa = --- =0
K i ,
Far 125 =4 00 G, (R, 2N
0 otherwise.
After replacing =, S by TS”_lE,Tg_ls and setting kK = s(ln_l)ﬂn_l) = $,&n,

we get
Fa(sn&y | 78712, 7271S) = Ly_p.

The claim now follows from the branching rule of Proposition 5.5 for m =

n— 1. O
THEOREM 5.9. — The functions Fy,,(k1,... K5, | E,S) are symmetric
polynomials in Ki,...,Kny.
Proof. — The functions Fy,(k1,. .., kn | E,S) were observed to be poly-
nomials in Section 5.3. To prove that they are symmetric, we use Propo-
sition 5.3 to write I}, (k1,...,kn | E,5) as a matrix coefficient of a com-

position of the row operators B(x | 7=, 74S) with shifted inhomogeneities.
Proposition 4.5 shows that this composition is invariant under simple trans-
positions exchanging x; and x;41, which implies the claim. (|

Note that, via Proposition 5.4 and the second relation from Proposi-
tion 4.5, the same argument can be applied to the functions Fy /, (u1, ..., up |
=,S) to directly prove that they are symmetric.

For our next result we need dual functions defined by

~% — CS()\)~ —_
F)\//H/('U&,..-,un‘\:,s) = ka'/p’(ulv-'-7un“:7S);
~S% L gCS(,U,)~s

F/\,/M/(u1,...,un|E,S) (U1, ... un | E,9)

= Fyi/o
52\ cs(N) N/

_a St c ~x _
= (—1)m AlS’\cin; Faw i, un [ E,S). (5.7)

In view of Proposition 5.4, we have

~S% ~

(Ut | 2,S) = (uB* (uy | E,S) ... B*(uz | E,S)B* (uy | Z,S)|\).
(5.8)
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THEOREM 5.10. — For any partitions u,v the following identity holds

ZF)\,/V,(ul,‘..,um | Z,S)Fs k1, | E,5)

m

1—u;k; R o
HHl u]é-’b zZFV/A H/l"."ﬂn|:"S)FH//A/(U17~..,Um Ts:77'55)7

1=17=1
with both sums above having finitely many nonzero terms.

Proof. — Note that by (5.2) and (5.7), Theorem 5.10 is equivalent to the
following identity:

~S* —_ —_
ZF)\,/V,(uh...,um | E,S)F . (k1, -k | E,S)

1wk oS n— _mn
HH LT U R ZFi/A(ﬁl,...,mn|:,S)Fu,/>\,(u1,...,um|Ts:77'55).

1—u&;s
i=1j=1 Jfll

So we will actually prove this identity instead of the identity in the theorem.
The proof follows a standard outline given in [15, Theorem 7.3]: We rewrite
the matrix element

EY(K, - ity U | 2,S) = (V| B*(um | E,5) ... B*(u1 | E,5)
x B(k1 | 762, 7=S)B(ky | 722, 72S) .. . B(k, | T&E, T2S)| 1)
in two different ways, corresponding to the two sides of the claim.

For the left-hand side we insert ), [A\)(A| = id between the operators C
and B* to get

gﬁ(’ilw-';ﬁn;ulwuaum|Evs)

=N Faju (et | E,S)FS (k1 i | E,S),
A

where we have used Proposition 5.3 and relation (5.8).
On the other hand, set
B™ (K1, ..., kn|E,S) = B(k1 | <2, 7=S)B(kg | 722, 72S) . . . B(kp | T8 E, T2S)
and iterate the exchange relation from Proposition 4.6 to get
B*(u|E,9)B™ (k1,..., 5, | E,S)

n

1 —ur; — ~ —
:Emmm(m,...,m”:,sw (u| 722, T2S).
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Hence,
n m 1 u ,‘ﬁ',
v . — Yyha
EN(RLy s Bni Uty o U | E,S) HHl—u]&sz
i=1j5=1
X (VB (K1, ... kn | B,S)B* (um | 782, 72S) ... B* (uy | 782, 725)|1).

Now we can again insert ), |A)(A| = id and obtain

—UiR;

v . jhi
5H(Hl7"'a’£nau1a"'7um|‘—‘7 II||1

_ujg’bsz

1=17=1

~S*
X Z]Ff//)\(l{'lw -y Rn | :7S)F#//)\/(’Uz1, e ,um|T§1:,T£S), O
A

By setting u = @ or (u,v) = (&, @) and noting that

Fo/a(K1y s bin | E,S) = Fga(un, . um | Z,S) = 1a—g,

Theorem 5.10 immediately leads to the following results:

COROLLARY 5.11 (Pieri rule). — For any partition v we have
Uik —

HHI—UE; v(K1, - kn | 2,9)

i=1j=1 A

= P (W, | E,S)Fa(s1, . ki | E.S).
A
COROLLARY 5.12 (Dual Cauchy identity). — We have

—* — U;iR;
ZF,u ey U | 2, 9)FA(K1,...,kn | 2,5 HH — I
- )\( 15 ) ml ) ) ( 1, 3 n| 5 1*U]£151

i=1j=1

5.5. Integral representation

We can use the dual Cauchy identity of Corollary 5.12 and previously
known results about inhomogeneous (stable) spin Hall-Littlewood functions
to obtain a multivariate integral representation for the inhomogeneous spin
q-Whittaker functions.

To formulate the result, set ¢ to be a complex number such that 0 <
lg] < 1 and assume that the variables x1,..., %, and the parameters = =
(€0,&1,--.),S = (s0,81,...) are complex numbers such that there exists a
positively-oriented simple contour C on the complex plane satisfying the
following conditions:
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qC e )

—1l¢—1
c Si gz

Figure 5.3. A possible of configuration of {&;5;}22,, {&'s;}32, and
C for Theorem 5.13.

e all points {0} and {¢; *s;}52, are inside the contour C;
e all points {&; 's;1}22, are outside of the contour C;

e the image gC of the contour C under the multiplication by ¢ is in-
side C.

An example of such a configuration is sketched in Figure 5.3
THEOREM 5.13. — Under the above assumptions, we have

dz dz Zo — 2
IFH(m,...,nME,S):?{ 1?{ b o =P

¢ 2mizg ¢ 2mizy a<p Za — Q728

’
— Ho—1 n
xH( 1 H 1—SJ§]ZQH1—ZQKJ@>
9
a=1 _fu/ Suh 21 zabj = 8j =

1 1 —246is;

where k = py.

Proof. — We will use the orthogonality of Fy, cf. [10, Theorem 7.4]: for
any pair of partitions A,y such that I(u) < L we have

(@) L—1(w)cs(A dz; dzr, 2o — 28 ~ _
Tigr S ) e CRRIED
q C a<p « qzp

L
H "Oua (22 1 E,S) = Tazy, (59)

where

— (go L e )
and the functions @y (u | Z,S) w

ere defined at the end of Section 5.2.

— 56 —



Inhomogeneous spin ¢g-Whittaker polynomials

Fixing a partition u, conjugating partitions in (5.9), setting L = k =
w1 = U(¢') and multiplying by Fy(k1,...,&n | Z,S), we get

! 7{% L )
(1—q)* Jo 2mi ¢ 2m o za — q2p

<B
~% k —
x Fyx(z1, o2k | E,8)Fa(k, kg | E,S) [] 20 Bur (22! | E,S)
a=1
= IL)\:H 'F)\(Iil,...,ﬁn | E,S)

Summing over A and using Corollary 5.12, we arrive at the integral repre-
sentation for F,(k1,...,kn | E,5). O

6. A Cauchy identity

In this section we use fusion of B*-operators to get a Cauchy-like iden-
tity between inhomogeneous spin g-Whittaker functions Fy,, similar to [10,
Corollary 4.10] and [15, Theorem 7.1]. However, during the proof we will
lose the degrees of freedom corresponding to the parameters =, proving an
identity involving only functions with = = S and Z = S. Recall that for a
sequence S = (sp, $1,...) we set

S:=(sgt 87850 )

6.1.

(1]

=S and

(1]

= S specializations

We start with the description of a simplification of functions

Fx/u(k1,...,6,|Z,S) when Z =S and Z = S. In these two cases, the param-
eters of the vertex weights in the partition function ZWE\“/Z'“’“") (K1y.- oy kin |

_1 _
=,S) degenerate to (sﬁ, Si4;) for E=S, and to (x; 2,s;) for = =S, where
i and j denote the row and the column of the corresponding vertex. These
parameters are depicted in Figure 6.1.

Note that the action of the mixed shift operators 7= and 75 also simplifies:
76S =785, 7sS =S, 78S =S,
where 7 denotes the ordinary shift operator

'S = (si,si+1,si+2,...), ZZO
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ma(N) ma(N) my(N) ma(N)
(i) ) A N
a o T Y a 0
53 g, 57:2”4 n21/2,s1 *121/2,52
) ) ) )
2L sptn) (S22 sne w51 w5 .
o (G ) ) ()
ma(p)  oma(p) T mi(p)  ma(n)
Figure 6.1. Partition functions ZWg\a/ll;""a")(lih...,/in | S,S) and
WL ki, ki | S,S)

Then the functions Fy/,(k1,...,kn | E,S) simplify to

FA/y(“lw- Iin|s S)

_ (—1)l- |A(TS§)”C2’;E;/;) (Rt i | S,5)

= (—1yll= 1A (T"S)* crns(p)

S’\ Cs()\>
/Iiz’ ) (al, ,an)
X Z (Hl P A R G )

F/\/M(Hl,.. s Kn |§ S)
= (- cs (1)

SA CS(A) ;/p(ﬁla"',ﬁn ‘ g,S)
 (cnyel- 2 esl)
S)‘ Cs()\)

e o (57 @) as I z
X Z (H(ms%)l() ZW&/M’ ")(m,...,nn|5,5).

bl (¢ @)a,
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6.2. Cauchy identity

For any pair of partitions A, u define dual inhomogeneous spin q- Whittaker
polynomials by (cf. (5.2))

cs(N)
Crns (1)

Fi/u(/ﬁl,...,/{n|5,s) = FA/M(K17"'7K1’L‘E7S)-
Additionally, define

y — oy (TES) Cres(p) —
f\/”(m,...,ﬁn | E,S):= B o) Fi\/u(fﬁ17~--,ﬁn | E,9)

| — (TgS)M CTgs('u) *
:(_1)“' ‘/\lT CS(>\) FA/M(Kl’

G kn | E,S).
In view of Proposition 5.3, we have

S;‘/“(m,... kn | E,S)
= (u|B*(kn | 7812, 7271S) ... B* (k2 | TsE, 7=S)B* (k1 | E,S)|\).

THEOREM 6.1. — The following identity holds in the space of formal
POWET Series in Ki,...,Kn, X1,-- -, Xm,d With rational in S coefficients:

St | SS)B i  |,9)

n

Hﬁ Hza szaQ)

Pl e l,q oo (KiXji @)oo

X ZIF,,/)\(m,.. shn | S S)F A (X5 Xom | 7S, 7"S).  (6.1)
A

Proof. — Similarly to the proof of Theorem 5.10, we will actually prove
an equivalent identity

ZFi*/u(Xlw-me ‘ §7S)F§\/M(H‘1?" -y Rn | S;S)

n o m

H '%7,7 S XjaQ)

Pl e l,q (mx;, 7)o

X Z]Fi//\(“h“ sEn | S S)F A (XL - Xom | 7S, 7"S), (6.2)
)

which is obtained by rescaling F, F* to [, Fs*.
Following the proof of Theorem 5.10, let
B™(ky,...,kn |S,S) =B(ky | 75,7S)...B(k, | TS, 7"S).
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Then the exchange relation of Proposition 4.6 together with the relation
76S = 75 imply

B*(1| s,S)...E*(qJ—1 1S, S)B™ (k1,...,5n|S,S)

’

-1l il ]B%(”) Lyeeeskin |S,8)B7 (1|78, 7"S) ... B* (¢’ 7} | 7S, 7"S).
i= 1 Z

Now we can use Proposition 4.3 to get

B*(¢” | S,S)B™ (k1,...,6n | S,S)
(55 0)o0 (57475 @)oo 1 () | ne
= 2B (ky,..., k5, | S,S)B*(¢’ | S, T"S).
a2 5,308 | )
Iterating this equation m-times for J = Jy, ..., J;,, we obtain

B*(¢’" |S,S)...B*(¢" | S,S)C (")(m,...,mn |S,S)

:ﬁﬁ("fﬁ@ ( '4775¢) 0 B(n)(lﬁll,~u,/‘6n|sas)

(531 0)00 (Kigq 17(])
X ]BS*(qJm | 7"5,7"5) .. .]B*(qu | T"g,TnS),

which, after taking the matrix element (v| - |u), inserting a summation
Y2 1A (A] = id, and using both identities from Proposition 5.3, gives the
claim of the theorem for y, = ¢’

Up until now we have operated with finite sums of rational functions: one
can see® that for (x1,...,Xm) = (¢7*,...,¢"™) with {J.}72, € Z>1 both
sums in (6.1) have finitely many nonzero terms. But for general parameters
x the sum in the left-hand side is infinite, so we need to be careful with the
general statement.

We say that a formal power series f € KJ[z1,...,2.] over a field K
is of order at least N if coefficients of all monomials x{* ... 2% such that
Yi_jai < N are equal to 0. We claim that Fa/u(k,. s hin | E,S) is a
formal power series in K[k1,...,kn,q] of order at least A\; — p; — n, where
K = Qzs) is the field of rational functions in variables Z = (£o,&1,...)
and S = (sp, $1,. .. ). To see that, note that the matrix coefficients of T, are

formal power series in k, ¢, that is

(ATa(% | Z,5)|p) € K[x, 4,

(9) for example, using Proposition 4.3 and the discussion from Section 4.3
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while the coefficient of T, in the definition (4.7) of the operator B(x | Z,5)
has order at least a — 1 with respect to &, q:
pasaga (5 s0€0i@)a _ TTica(kéo " — sBa™™")
(@9 (4 0)a
Hence, the matrix element

(AIC(k | E,5)|n) € K[r,4q]
has order at least Ay — pu; — 1. Therefore, by Proposition 5.3, the function

Fy/u(k1,... 6, | E,S) is a formal power series in k1,...,k,,q of order at
least A\ — p1 — n.

Now we can finish the proof. The right-hand side of (6.1) is clearly a
formal power series in X, k, q. For the sum on the left-hand side, the term
corresponding to A has order at least 2A\; — 3 — 1 — n — m. Moreover, the
summand corresponding to A vanishes if [()) is greater than either I(u) +n
or I(v) +m. Overall this means that all but finitely many summands in the
left-hand side have order at least N for any N > 1. Hence both sides of (6.1)

are elements of K[[K1,...,Kn, X1 -5 Xm,4q], which are equal after substitu-
tion (x1,---,Xm) = (¢”*,...,q’™) for any integer vector (J.)™, € Z;”l(lo) )
An iterative application of the following elementary statement finishes the
proof. O

LEMMA 6.2 ([34, Lemma 3.2]). — Let F(z,q) and G(z,q) be formal
power series satisfying F(q”,q)=G(q”,q) for infinitely many integers J>1.
Then F(z,q) = G(z,q).

Remark 6.3. — The convergence from Theorem 6.1 also holds numeri-
cally if
|’€1|7"'3|H7L|<K:’ ‘X1‘77|Xm|<X7 0<|Q|7’€X<17

and s? # ¢~™ for any i,m € Zxo. For the right-hand side of (6.1) the con-
vergence is immediate, while for the left-hand side this can be verified as
follows: Using Proposition 5.6, the one variable functions Fy,,(x; | £,S) can

be bounded by C|x;|IM (25,55)1“7 where C' is a positive constant not depending
on A, i (to reach this bound it is enough to bound a finite number of possibly
appearing g-Pochhammer symbols (z,q), by a uniform constant and rear-
range the remaining terms). Then, by the branching rule of Proposition 5.5,
we obtain an upper bound

Fru(b1s- ki | E,5)] < CIAM /(@)

(10) Note that such a substitution is well-defined and it behaves well with respect to the
convergence of formal power series, as well as the notion of order defined earlier. Indeed,
the substitution cannot reduce the order of a formal power series, hence the substitution
preserves convergence.
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for some C,d > 0 not depending on A. This bound is sufficient for proving
the convergence of the left-hand side of (6.1).

Remark 6.4. — One can note a similarity between Theorem 6.1 and the
= = S case of the Cauchy identity for inhomogeneous spin Hall-Littlewood
functions [10, Corollary 4.10]. Thus, one might hope that it is possible to
remove the restriction =Z = S, although we don’t know how to do that.

By setting p and v equal to @ one immediately obtains a Cauchy type
summation identity:

COROLLARY 6.5. — The following identity holds in the space of formal
power Series in Ki,...,Kn, X1, ---> Xm,q With rational in S coefficients:

ZF;(Xl,...,Xm|§,S)F,\(/€17...,Hn|s,s HH (risg SXJ’q)
X

=1 =1 qu Hsza )oo

The same identity holds numerically for 0<|q|, |K1l,..-, |Enl, X1+ [Xm] < 1.

Remark 6.6. — As noted in [15, Section 7.2], in the simplest case when
n =m = 1 Corollary 6.5 reads

Z(H/so)a(“(lsml (= x50)° Xh@a _ (K10 (57X5 D)oo

= 511 9)a (@90)a (513000 (kX5 @)oo

which is equivalent to the g-Gauss summation identity. Actually, we have

_151 1_1§ a
e Dl R

= st:q) (45 9)a

_ (A51/615 @)oo (X51615 @)oo
(573 @)oo (X @)oo

which, along the lines of Remark 6.4, may correspond to a hypothetical more
general version of Theorem 6.1 with arbitrary =.

Appendix

Below we give the expressions and identities which are frequently used
throughout the paper as intermediate steps for the main results. They are
listed in the order they appear in the text.
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3 S s Sk S% . .
Vertex weights wy, o, W¢ o, wi, and WEY, Section 2:

g g—1 g+1 g
A A A A
0 us)0 0 wum)l 1 wus)o 1 u6>1
(2.2)
g g g g
1 — sugy (¢9 — 1)su 1 — s%g9 529 — su
1—su 1—su 1—su 1—su
k
A
Wis (s*/t%5 Qi (01 (4:9)i
. =1, . 1., 2lt72l s 4 ) ) s 4 )i
’ » 1 T Skt Lt S (s%59)s (@ Q)i(6: )0

(2.9)
g g+1 g—1 g
A. A. A. A
0 < u;s 0 o < u;s L 1 < u;s o 1 < uis |
(2.13)
g g9 g g
1 — suq? —s7tu(1 — s%¢9) 1—q9 g9 — sty
1—su 1—su 1—su 1—su
k
Wi £2i-2j (s*/t%19)i—; (1% 9); (4;9)i

. = :[].7; l=j+k 12’2' '
i € ; +=jt+k Lizj (s2;9); (4:9)i-j(a:9);

(2.18)
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Deformed Yang-Baxter equations, see Section 2 for the case n = 1 and
Section 3 for the general case:

by by
S S
Wi g b ay Wiy ts
" T >
s _ s
. Wty ity = Wil ta . (3.1)
anrzmt3 A Wntynts
az ) b
b a
ag as
b3 b3
s s
Wnzins 123 ay Wi s
ar < » ) b
S* p— S*
Wyt = Whysnt (32)
s s
Wt,s wz;s
az by
by as

as

Notation for the mixed shift operator and the inverse sequence, here

A: (ao,al,ag,...):
ThA = (aék),agk), ce )y aEk) = Vairrbirrai /by, A= (agt,a;tayt,. ).

Row operators T,,T; and T, Section 4: Row operators T,, T and T},

Section 4:

m1(\") ma(X\)

AWT)NF) > o, (4.2)

|
Q

(A Ta(k]Z,S) [p)

my(p') ma(n')
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mi(p') ma ()

A1
K
T* E S A - —_— a
T 1290 = () <
mi(X\) ma(\')
mi(p) ma(u')
A A
— (u€1;s1) (u2; s2)
(W T (u]E,5)|A) = « <
m1(\) ma ()

Row operators B, B* and E*, Section 4:

L Z.S) s o (57150805 @) a ol
B(x | E,S) -—;( 0/&o) BT Tu(k | E,S),

Br(u|5,5) = S (~uto/s0) T (u| Z.5).
a=0
The duality between B and B*, Proposition 4.1:

(r=5)*" crus ()

B (s 2, 5)N) = g

(AB(r | 762, 725)[ 1),

where

L (812; q))\'i—)\iJrl 2\ . 2\
s(N) = [[ A=, S =)™

1 (@G On-x P
Fusion of operators, Proposition 4.3:
B*(1]S,5)B*(¢|S,S)...B*(¢"|S,5) =B*(¢’ | S,9).
Exchange relations, Propositions 4.5, 4.6:
B(k1 | E,5)B (k2 | 7sE,7=S) = B(ka | E,S)B(k1 | 75, 7=5),

B*(uy | E,9)B* (uz | E,S) = B*(uz | Z,5)B* (uy | E,9),

~ 1—
B (u UK

E,S)B(K/ ‘ TSE,TES) = m
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(4.12)

(4.15)

(4.19)

B(k | 752, 7=S)B*(u | 152, 7=5).
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The functions F,,, and F,\ /u are defined using vertex models in Sec-
tions 5.1 and 5.2. The renormalizations F§ u and Ei /u are given by:

ul— ) (TES)* Crzs(p)

Fa/u(k1,. s bn | E,S) == (1) S (V) SulBls e kn | E)S),

(
~ _ _in SHes(p) ~s -
F)\//ul(ul,... , Uy, | :.,S) = (-1)'”' MS)\CSE)\; F)\’/u/(ul""’un | :’5)7

2.
s = [ UEh o [T,

1 (GDx-xin P

The expressions for FSA/“ and F;/# in terms of B and g*, Propositions 5.3,
5.4:

F/u(k1, - 60 [ E)S)

= (\[B(k1 | 762, 7=S)B(kz | 72, 72S) ... B(kyp | TEZ, 72S)|1)

SP s(N)
(125)* crzs ()

X (u|B* (ki | 78712, 7271S) L B (k2 | 762, 72S)B* (k1 | 2, S)|\), (5.4)

F;//H/(Ul, ey Up | E, S)
S”‘ Cs(/\) ~ ~ ~
= — B*(up | 2,S)...B" =,S)B” Z9)|A. (5.5
S2ucs(ﬂ)<“| (un | E,5) (uz | E,5)B"(u1 | E,S)|A).  (5.5)
The dual functions I} w0 Section 6:
= cs(A) -
F3 e ke | B,S) = F e kn | 2,9).
)\/M(Hlv y K | ) C'rgs(,u) )\/H(K’l K ‘ )

(T£S)2H C,,-gs(,u) s

g\*/u(/flm..,’in | E7S) = TW )\/M(le--”in ‘ 575)

_ | — (TES)M CTéLS(M) «
= (=1)l WT oy F

(’il,“-aﬁn | E’S)
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